arXiv:2403.06250v1 [math.RA] 10 Mar 2024

AVERAGING OPERATORS ON GROUPS, RACKS AND LEIBNIZ ALGEBRAS

APURBA DAS

Abstract. This paper considers averaging operators on various algebraic structures and studies the induced structures. We first introduce the notion of an averaging operator on a group G and show that it induces a rack structure. Moreover, the given group structure and the induced rack structure form a group-rack. We observe that any pointed group-rack can be embedded into an averaging group. We show that the differentiation of a smooth pointed averaging operator on a Lie group gives rise to an averaging operator on the corresponding Lie algebra. Next, we consider averaging operators on a rack that induces a hierarchy of new rack structures. Moreover, any two racks with increasing hierarchy levels form a rackpairing, a structure that is related to two-sided skew braces by conjugation. We also consider averaging operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras and braided vector spaces in relations to averaging operators on groups, Lie algebras and racks. In the end, we define averaging operators on a Leibniz algebra, find the induced structure and show that the differentiation of a smooth pointed averaging operator on a pointed Lie rack yields an averaging operator on the corresponding Leibniz algebra.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2020). 17B40, 22E60, 16T05, 17A32. Keywords. Averaging operators, Lie algebras, Lie groups, Racks, Leibniz algebras.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Averaging operators on groups 4 3. Averaging operators on racks 10 4. Rack-pairings and di-racks 12 5. Averaging operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras and braided vector spaces 21 6. Di-Leibniz algebras and averaging operators on Leibniz algebras 24 7. Some Lie functors 28 8. Some generalizations and future works 32 References 34

1. Introduction

1.1. Averaging algebras. The concept of averaging operators has a long history as it appears in many branches of mathematics and fluid dynamics. Averaging operators first implicitly appeared in the study of turbulence theory in a paper by Reynolds that was published in 1895 [31]. In the mathematical study of turbulence theory, such an operator appears as the time average operator of real-valued functions defined in a time-space. Subsequently, averaging operators were further investigated in functional analysis and probability theory [20,21,26,27]. On the algebraic side, Brainerd [9] considered the conditions under which an averaging operator can be realized as a generalization of the integral operator on the ring of real-valued measurable functions. However, averaging operators became popular among algebraists when Cao [11] wrote his Ph.D. thesis in 2000. Recall that an averaging operator on an associative algebra A is a linear map P ∶ A → A that satisfies P (a)P (b) = P (P (a)b) = P (aP (b)), for a, b ∈ A.

An algebra A equipped with a distinguished averaging operator is called an averaging algebra. Cao mainly constructed the free commutative averaging algebra and described the induced Lie and Leibniz algebras. His study was generalized by Pei and Guo [30] who obtained free associative averaging algebras using a class of bracketed words, called averaging words, and discovered their relations with Schröder numbers. Averaging operators were also defined on Lie algebras [1]. They are called embedding tensors in the physics literature and related to Leibniz algebras, tensor hierarchies and higher gauge theories [8,23]. See also [12,14,33] for some cohomological study of averaging algebras. The general study of averaging operators on any binary quadratic operads and their relations with bisuccessors, duplicators and Rota-Baxter operators are systematically studied in [2,29]

1.2. Rota-Baxter operators and averaging operators on groups. While Rota-Baxter operators and averaging operators are well understood on associative, Lie and other algebras, can one define these operators on a Lie group so that their differentiation yields same type of operators on the corresponding Lie algebra? In the seminal work [19], Guo, Lang and Sheng introduced and studied Rota-Baxter operators of weight 1 on groups. Among others, they showed that the differentiation of a smooth Rota-Baxter operator of weight 1 on a Lie group yields a Rota-Baxter operator of weight 1 on the corresponding Lie algebra. Their study got much attention when Bardakov and Gubarev [5] showed that a Rota-Baxter group gives rise to a skew brace, a structure introduced by Guarnieri and Vendramin [18] in connections with the set-theoretical solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation. Subsequently, Goncharov [17] defined Rota-Baxter operators on a cocommutative Hopf algebra H and showed that there is a one-to-one correspondence between Rota-Baxter operators of weight 1 on a group G and Rota-Baxter operators on H = k[G]. Recently, Rota-Baxter operators of weight 0 on a group G with respect to a linear representation were considered and their relations with braces, Yang-Baxter equation were found in [24].

Our primary aim in this paper is to introduce and study averaging operators on (both abstract and Lie) groups. Given a group G, a set-map A ∶ G → G is said to be an averaging operator on G if it satisfies

A(g)A(h)A(g)^{−1} = A(A(g)hA(g)^{−1}), for all g, h ∈ G. (1)

A group G equipped with an averaging operator is called an averaging group. We give some characterizations of an averaging operator. We show that an averaging operator A ∶ G → G on a group G induces a rack structure (called the descendent rack) g ⋄_A g ∶= A(g)hA(g)^{−1} on the underlying set G. When A is the identity map on G, the induced rack is simply the conjugation rack structure. Given an averaging operator, the given group structure on G and the induced rack structure form a new structure which we call a group-rack. We show that any pointed group-rack (a group-rack whose underlying rack is pointed with distinguished element e, the identity element of the group) can be embedded into an averaging group. Next, we consider a smooth pointed (i.e. A(e) = e) averaging operator on a Lie group G and show that its differentiation A_{∗e} ∶ g → g gives rise to an averaging operator on the corresponding Lie algebra g. Finally, we also define relative averaging operators on a group G (with respect to both an action and a linear representation). Finally, when we differentiate smooth relative averaging operators on a Lie group with respect to the adjoint representation g, again we obtain averaging operators on the Lie algebra g.

1.3. Averaging operators on racks and rack-pairings. An averaging operator on a group is described by the identity (1) which can be understood as A(g)⋄A(h) = A(A(g)⋄h) in terms of the conjugation rack operation on G. This guided us to consider averaging operators on an arbitrary rack (Q, ⋄). We observe that an averaging operator on a rack (Q, ⋄) induces a new rack structure x ⋄_A y ∶= A(x) ⋄ y, for x, y ∈ Q, on the underlying set Q. Moreover, the induced operation ⋄_A is left distributive over ⋄. Hence (Q, ⋄, ⋄_A) forms a new structure which we call a rack-pairing. A rack-pairing is weaker than the earlier notion of a multi-rack labelled by a set of two elements. We show that an averaging operator A on a rack (Q, ⋄) yields a hierarchy of new rack structures ⋄_Ak , for any k ≥ 0. Further, (Q, ⋄_Ak , ⋄_Ak+l ) is a rack pairing, for any k, l ≥ 0. Like racks can be obtained from a group by conjugation, we observe that a rack-pairing is obtained from a two-sided skew brace by conjugation. This says that rack-pairing is the analogue of skew braces in the context of rack theory. By keeping this in mind, we generalize some characterizations of skew braces in our context. Among others, we show that a rack-pairing structure on a given rack is described by the regular subrack of the holomorph rack. In addition, we also consider λ-homomorphic and symmetric rack-pairings.

In [3] the authors have considered the notion of a post-group in connection with Rota-Baxter groups and skew braces. They showed that the category of skew braces and the category of post-groups are isomorphic. Moreover, post-Lie groups are the global objects corresponding to post-Lie algebras. Motivated by their study, we consider the notion of a di-rack. We observe that a rack-pairing gives rise to a di-rack and vice-versa. Moreover, the correspondences are invertible and functorial which shows that the category of rack-pairings and the category of di-racks are isomorphic.

While finishing our paper, we came to know that Bardakov and Bovdi have considered averaging operators on racks in their recent preprint [4]. They mainly focused on a particular result which states that an averaging operator on a rack induces an averaging operator on the corresponding rack algebra. However, our theme is broad and the whole study is completely different from theirs.

1.4. Averaging operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras and braided vector spaces. Any group G gives rise to the group algebra k[G] which is infact a cocommutative Hopf algebra. Motivated by the work of Goncharov [17], we introduce averaging operators on a cocommutative Hopf algebra H and show that there is a one-to-one correspondence between averaging operators on a group G and averaging operators on the cocommutative Hopf algebra H = k[G].

On the other hand, it is well-known that Lie algebras, groups and racks are intimately related to braided vector spaces and the set-theoretical solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation [6,15]. By keeping this in mind, we set the definition of an averaging operator on braided vector spaces and braided sets. We show that an averaging operator on a Lie algebra yields an averaging operator on the corresponding braided vector space. Similarly, an averaging operator on a rack can be realized as an averaging operator on the corresponding braided set.

1.5. Averaging operators on Leibniz algebras. Leibniz algebras are noncommutative analogues of Lie algebras and can be obtained from pointed Lie racks by differentiation [22]. We introduce averaging operators on a Leibniz algebra and show that an averaging operator induces a new structure which we call a di-Leibniz algebra. We provide some examples of di-Leibniz algebras and show that any di-Leibniz algebra can be embedded into an averaging Leibniz algebra.

Next, we focus on some Lie-theoretic results regarding averaging operators and induced structures. Let G be a Lie group and A ∶ G → G be a smooth pointed averaging operator on G. Then the descendent rack is a pointed Lie rack and hence gives a Leibniz algebra structure on g = T_eG by differentiation. On the other hand, the averaging operator A ∶ G → G induces an averaging operator A_{∗e} ∶ g → g on the corresponding Lie algebra. Hence it yields a Leibniz algebra structure on g. Then the above two Leibniz algebras coincide. We also introduce the notion of a Lie-Leibniz algebra and show that a pointed Lie grouprack gives rise to a Lie-Leibniz algebra by differentiation. Finally, we consider smooth pointed averaging operators on a pointed Lie rack and show that their differentiation yields left averaging operators on the corresponding Leibniz algebra.

1.6. Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce and study averaging operators on a group. In particular, we show that the differentiation of a smooth pointed averaging operator on a Lie group gives an averaging operator on the corresponding Lie algebra. In Sections 3 and 4, we study averaging operators on racks and induced rack-pairings. We consider averaging operators on braided vector spaces and braided sets in Section 5. The notion of averaging operators on Leibniz algebras and the concept of di-Leibniz algebras are introduced in Section 6. Various Lie-theoretic results regarding averaging operators are considered in 7. Finally, we discuss some generalizations and future works in Section 8.

2. Averaging operators on groups

In this section, we introduce averaging operators on a group. We show that an averaging operator on a group G induces a rack. Moreover, each left translation of the rack operation is a group automorphism. This compatibility yields the structure of a group-rack. We show that any pointed group-rack can be embedded into an averaging group. Finally, we show that the differentiation of a smooth pointed averaging operator on a Lie group gives rise to an averaging operator (embedding tensor) on the corresponding Lie algebra.

Let G be a group with the identity element e. The adjoint action of G onto itself is the group homomorphism Ad ∶ G → Aut(G), g ↦ Ad_g defined by

Ad_g(h) = ghg^{−1}, for h ∈ G.

2.1. Definition. (i) Let G be a group. An averaging operator on G is a map A ∶ G → G that satisfies

A(g)A(h)A(g)^{−1} = A(A(g)hA(g)^{−1}), for all g, h ∈ G. (2)

An averaging operator A ∶ G → G is said to be pointed if A(e) = e.

(ii) An averaging group is a group G equipped with an averaging operator A ∶ G → G. We often denote an averaging group as above by the pair (G, A).

2.2. Example. Let G be a group. Then any constant map, the identity map id ∶ G → G and the n-th power map (−)^n ∶ G → G, g ↦ g^n (for n ∈ Z) are all averaging operators on G. In particular, the inverse map (−)^{−1} ∶ G → G is an averaging operator.

2.3. Example. Let G be a group and let Z(G) be the centre of G. Then any map A ∶ G → Z(G) ⊂ G is an averaging operator on G. In particular, if G is abelian then any map A ∶ G → G is an averaging operator on G.

2.4. Example. Let A ∶ G → G be an averaging operator on G. Then the map ̃A ∶ G → G, ̃A(g) ∶= A(g^{−1}) is an averaging operator on G.

2.5. Example. Let G be a group and A ∶ G → G be an averaging operator on G. If x ∈ G is an element that commutes with the images of A, then the map ̃A ∶ G → G defined by ̃A(g) ∶= xA(g) = A(g)x is an averaging operator on G.

2.6. Example. Let A, B ∶ G → G be two averaging operators on G that commute with each other. Then the composition A ∘ B is an averaging operator on G.

2.7. Example. Let G be a group and A ∶ G → G be a pointed averaging operator on G that is also a group homomorphism. Let N ⊂ G be a normal subgroup such that A(N) ⊂ N. Then A induces an averaging operator ̃A ∶ G/N → G/N given by ̃A(gN) = A(g)N, for gN ∈ G/N. 2.8. Example. Let G, H be two groups and Φ ∶ G → Aut(H) be a group homomorphism. Consider the semidirect product group G ⋉ H with the operation

(g, h) ⋅ (g^′, h^′) = (gg^′, hΦ_gh^′), for (g, h), (g^′, h^′) ∈ G × H.

If A ∶ G → G is an averaging operator on G, then the map ̃A ∶ G ⋉ H → G ⋉ H, ̃A(g, h) = (A(g), e_H ) is an averaging operator on the semidirect product G ⋉ H.

2.9. Example. Let H, K be two normal subgroups of G such that G = HK and H ∩ K = {e}. For any averaging operator A ∶ H → H, the map ̃A ∶ G → G defined by ̃A(hk) ∶= A(h)k is an averaging operator on G.

2.10. Proposition. Let A ∶ G → G be an averaging operator on G. Then for each n ∈ N, the map A^n ∶ G → G is an averaging operator.

Proof. Suppose A^r is an averaging operator, for some r ∈ N. Then for any g, h ∈ G, we have A^{r+1}(g)A^{r+1}(h)A^{r+1}(g)^{−1} = A^r(A(g))A^r (A(h))A^r (A(g))^{−1} = A^r(A^{r+1}(g)A(h)A^{r+1}(g)^{−1}) = A^r(A(A^r(g))A(h)A(A^r (g))^{−1}) = A^{r+1}(A^{r+1}(g)hA^{r+1}(g)^{−1}).

This shows that A^{r+1} is an averaging operator on G. Hence the result follows by the mathematical induction. □ In the following, we give some characterizations of an averaging operator on a group. These characterizations are based on rack structures.

2.11. Definition. A (left) rack (Q, ⋄) is a nonempty set Q equipped with a binary operation ⋄ ∶ Q×Q → Q that satisfy the following axioms:

- (left-distributivity) for all x, y, z ∈ Q, x ⋄ (y ⋄ z) = (x ⋄ y) ⋄ (x ⋄ z), - for any x, y ∈ Q, there exists a unique c ∈ Q such that x ⋄ c = y.

A rack (Q, ⋄) is said to be pointed if there exists a distinguished element e ∈ Q such that x ⋄ e = e and e ⋄ x = x, for all x ∈ Q. A pointed rack is denoted by the triple (Q, ⋄, e).

2.12. Remark. (i) Let Q be a nonempty set. Define a binary operation ⋄ ∶ Q × Q → Q by x ⋄ y ∶= y, for all x, y ∈ Q. Then (Q, ⋄) is a rack, called the trivial rack.

(ii) Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack. Then for each x ∈ Q, the left translation L_x ∶= x ⋄ − is a rack automorphism (i.e. L_x ∶ Q → Q is bijective and L_x(y ⋄ z) = L_x(y) ⋄ L_x(z), for all y, z ∈ Q). Moreover, for any x, y ∈ Q, we have L_xL_yL^{−1}_x = L_{x⋄y}.

(iii) Racks can be realized as a generalization of the group conjugation. Explicitly, if G is a group with the identity element e ∈ G, then the operation g ⋄ h ∶= ghg^{−1} makes (G, ⋄, e) into a pointed rack. This (pointed) rack is said to be induced from the group structure.

Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack. A subrack of (Q, ⋄) is a subset S ⊂ Q such that x ⋄ y ∈ S whenever x, y ∈ S. Let (Q, ⋄) and (Q^′, ⋄^′) be two racks. A map φ ∶ Q → Q^′ is said to be a rack homomorphism if φ(x ⋄ y) = φ(x) ⋄^′ φ(y), for all x, y ∈ Q.

2.13. Proposition. Let G be a group. Then (G × G, ⋄) is a rack, where the rack operation ⋄ is given by (g_1, g) ⋄ (h_1, h) = (g_1h_1g^{−1}_1 , g_1hg^{−1}_1 ), for (g_1, g), (h_1, h) ∈ G × G. (3) We denote this rack simply by G ×_{Ad} G.

Proof. For (g_1, g), (h_1, h) and (k_1, k) ∈ G × G, we have

(g_1, g) ⋄ ((h_1, h) ⋄ (k_1, k)) = (g_1, g) ⋄ (h_1k_1h^{−1}_1 , h_1kh^{−1}_1 ) = (g_1h_1k_1h^{−1}_1 g^{−1}_1 , g_1h_1kh^{−1}_1 g^{−1}_1 ) = (g_1h_1g^{−1}_1 g_1k_1g^{−1}_1 (g_1h_1g^{−1}_1 )^{−1}, g_1h_1g^{−1}_1 g_1kg^{−1}_1 (g_1h_1g^{−1}_1 )^{−1}) = (g_1h_1g^{−1}_1 , g_1hg^{−1}_1 ) ⋄ (g_1k_1g^{−1}_1 , g_1kg^{−1}_1 ) = ((g_1, g) ⋄ (h_1, h)) ⋄ ((g_1, g) ⋄ (k_1, k)).

This shows that the left distributivity holds. Moreover, for any (g_1, g), (h_1, h) ∈ G × G, we have (g_1, g) ⋄ (g^{−1}_1 h_1g_1, g^{−1}_1 hg_1) = (h_1, h).

Therefore, the equation (g_1, g)⋄c = (h_1, h) has a unique solution. This shows that (G×G, ⋄) is a rack. □ 2.14. Proposition. Let G be a group. A set map A ∶ G → G is an averaging operator on the group G if and only if the graph Gr(A) = {(A(g), g)∣ g ∈ G} is a subrack of G ×_{Ad} G.

Proof. Let g, h ∈ G. Then we have (A(g), g) ⋄ (A(h), h) = (A(g)A(h)A(g)^{−1} , A(g)hA(g)^{−1}). This element is in the graph Gr(A) if and only if A(x)A(y)A(x)^{−1} = A(A(x)yA(x)^{−1} ), for all x, y ∈ G. In other words, A is an averaging operator on the group G. □ Let G be a group and A ∶ G → G be any map. First, consider the rack G ×_{Ad} G given in Proposition 2.13. We define a map ξ_A ∶ G × G → G ×_{Ad} G by ξ_A(g, h) = (A(h)g, h), for (g, h) ∈ G × G.

The map ξ_A is obviously invertible with the inverse ξ^{−1}_A (g, h) = (A(h)^{−1}g, h), for (g, h) ∈ G ×_{Ad} G. Hence by using the map ξ_A and its inverse ξ^{−1}_A , one can transfer the rack structure of G ×_{Ad} G to the set G × G. More precisely, the rack operation is given by

(g_1, g) ∗ (h_1, h) = ξ^{−1}_A (ξ_A(g_1, g) ⋄ ξ_A(h_1, h)) = ξ^{−1}_A ((A(g)g_1, g) ⋄ (A(h)h_1, h)) = ξ^{−1}_A (A(g)g_1A(h)h_1g^{−1}_1 A(g)^{−1}, A(g)g_1hg^{−1}_1 A(g)^{−1}) = (A(A(g)g_1hg^{−1}_1 A(g)^{−1})^{−1}A(g)g_1A(h)h_1g^{−1}_1 A(g)^{−1}, A(g)g_1hg^{−1}_1 A(g)^{−1}).

We denote this rack simply by the notation G ×^A_d G. Then we have the following. 2.15. Proposition. Let G be a group with the identity element e. Let A ∶ G → G be a map. Then A is an averaging operator on G if and only if {e} × G is a subrack of G ×^A_d G. Proof. Let (e, g), (e, h) ∈ {e} × G be arbitrary. Then we have (e, g) ∗ (e, g) = ((A(A(g)hA(g)^{−1}))^{−1}A(g)A(h)A(g)^{−1} , A(g)hA(g)^{−1}).

This is in {e} × G if and only if (A(A(g)hA(g)^{−1}))^{−1}A(g)A(h)A(g)^{−1} = e. This is equivalent to the fact that A is an averaging operator on the group G. □ Next, we show that averaging operators on groups (i.e. averaging groups) are more intimately related to racks.

2.16. Proposition. Let A ∶ G → G be an averaging operator on a group G.

(i) Then (G, ⋄_A) is a rack (called the descendent rack), where g ⋄_A h ∶= A(g)hA(g)^{−1}, for g, h ∈ G. (4) If A is a pointed averaging operator then the descendent rack (G, ⋄_A) is also pointed. (ii) The map A ∶ G → G is a homomorphism of racks from the descendent rack to the rack structure on G induced from the group structure.

Proof. (i) It follows from Proposition 2.14 that Gr(A) is a subrack of G ×_{Ad} G. Since G is isomorphic to Gr(A) via the correspondence g ⟷ (A(g), g), the above rack structure on Gr(A) induces a rack structure on G. This rack structure on G is precisely the one given in (4).

(ii) For any g, h ∈ G, we have A(g ⋄_A h) = A(A(g)hA(g)^{−1}) = A(g)A(h)A(g)^{−1} = A(g) ⋄ A(h).

Hence the result follows. □ Let G be a group. Then G inherits its conjugation rack structure. The group structure and rack structure on G satisfy a nice compatibility. More generally, if we have an averaging operator on a group, then the group structure and the induced rack structure satisfy the same compatibility. Motivated by this, we define the following.

2.17. Definition. A group-rack is a triple (G, ⋅, ⬩) in which (G, ⋅) is a group, (G, ⬩) is a rack such that for each x ∈ G, the map L^⬩_x = x ⬩ − ∶ G → G is a group homomorphism, i.e. x ⬩ yz = (x ⬩ y)(x ⬩ z), for x, y, z ∈ G. Here we use the notation xy for the product x ⋅ y.

2.18. Remark. Let (G, ⋅, ⬩) be a group-rack in which the rack (G, ⬩) is pointed with distinguished element e (the identity element of the group). Such a group-rack is called pointed. Then for any x, y ∈ G, we observe that (x ⬩ y)(x ⬩ y^{−1}) = x ⬩ e = e. This shows that (x ⬩ y)^{−1} = x ⬩ y^{−1}.

2.19. Proposition. Let (G, ⋅) be a group and A ∶ G → G be an averaging operator on G. Then (G, ⋅, ⋄_A) is a group-rack. Further, if A is a pointed averaging operator then (G, ⋅, ⋄_A) is a pointed group-rack. Proof. We have already seen that ⋄_A defines a rack structure on G. For any x, y, z ∈ G, we also have x ⋄_A yz = A(x)yzA(x)^{−1} = A(x)yA(x)^{−1} A(x)zA(x)^{−1} = (x ⋄_A y)(x ⋄_A z).

Hence the first part follows. The second part is easy. □ Thus it follows that an averaging group gives rise to a group-rack. The following result gives a partial converse.

2.20. Theorem. Every pointed group-rack can be embedded into an averaging group. Proof. Let (G, ⋅, ⬩) be a pointed group-rack. Consider the subgroup Inn(G, ⬩) of the automorphism group Aut(G, ⬩) generated by the set {L^⬩_x = x ⬩ −∣ x ∈ Q}. Since each L^⬩_x is a group homomorphism of (G, ⋅), we have the inclusion map Ψ ∶ Inn(G, ⬩) ↪ Aut(G, ⋅), Ψ(L^⬩_x) = L^⬩_x.

The map Ψ is a group homomorphism. That is the group Inn(G, ⬩) acts on the group (G, ⋅) by automorphisms. Therefore, the cartesian product Inn(G, ⬩) × G carries a group structure with the semidirect product composition (L^⬩_x, y)(L^⬩_x′ , y^′) = (L^⬩_xL^⬩_x′ , yL^⬩_x(y^′)), for (L^⬩_x, y), (L^⬩_x′ , y^′) ∈ Inn(G, ⬩) × G.

We define a map A ∶ Inn(G, ⬩) × G → Inn(G, ⬩) × G by A(L^⬩_x, y) = (L^⬩_y , e). Then it is easy to verify that A is an averaging operator on the group Inn(G, ⬩) × G. In other words, (Inn(G, ⬩) × G, A) is an averaging group. Finally, it is straightforward to check that the inclusion map i ∶ G ↪ Inn(G, ⬩) × G, x ↦ (Id, x) is a morphism of group-racks, where the group-rack structure on Inn(G, ⬩) × G is induced by the averaging operator A. This completes the proof. □ Next, we recall averaging operators on a Lie algebra [1] and showed that the differentiation of a smooth pointed averaging operator on a Lie group gives an averaging operator of the corresponding Lie algebra. 2.21. Definition. (i) Let g = (g, [ , ]) be a Lie algebra. An averaging operator on the Lie algebra g is a linear map P ∶ g → g that satisfies [P (x), P (y)] = P [P (x), y], for all x, y ∈ g. (5) (ii) An averaging Lie algebra is a Lie algebra g equipped with a distinguished averaging operator P ∶ g → g. We denote an averaging Lie algebra as above by the pair (g, P ).

Note that the condition (5) is equivalent to [P (x), P (y)] = P [x, P (y)], for all x, y ∈ g. Indeed we have [P (x), P (y)] = −[P (y), P (x)]^( 5) = −P [P (y), x] = P [x, P (y)]. In literature, averaging operators on a Lie algebra are also known as embedding tensors [8,23,33]. They are related to averaging (associative) algebras by skew-symmetrization. Namely, an averaging algebra is a pair (A, P ) consisting of an associative algebra A with a linear map P ∶ A → A that satisfies

P (a)P (b) = P (P (a)b) = P (aP (b)), for a, b ∈ A. (6)

The identity (6) is called the averaging identity and the map P is called an averaging operator on the algebra A. If (A, P ) is an averaging algebra then (A_c, P ) is an averaging Lie algebra, where A_c is the vector space A endowed with the commutator Lie bracket.

2.22. Theorem. Let G be a Lie group and A ∶ G → G be a smooth pointed averaging operator on G. If g is the Lie algebra of the Lie group G, then P = A_{∗e} ∶ g → g is an averaging operator on the Lie algebra g. In other words, (g, P ) is an averaging Lie algebra.

Proof. Let exp ∶ g → G be the exponential map. Then the Lie bracket of g is given by [x, y] = d^2 dtds ∣_{t,s=0}exp^{tx}exp^{sy} exp^{−tx}, for x, y ∈ g.

Hence for any x, y ∈ g, we have

[P (x), P (y)] = d^2 dtds � � �_{t,s=0} exp^{tP (x)} exp^{sP (y)} exp^{−tP (x)} = d^2 dtds � � �_{t,s=0} A(exp^{tx})A(exp^{sy} )A(exp^{tx})^{−1} (as P = A_{∗e})

= d^2 dtds � � �_{t,s=0} A(A(exp^{tx}) exp^{sy} A(exp^{tx})^{−1})

= A_{∗e}( d^2 dtds � � �_{t,s=0} Ad_{A(exp}tx_)exp^{sy}) = P ([P (x), y]).

This shows that P is an averaging operator on the Lie algebra g. □

In the following, we generalize averaging operators in the presence of a group action. We observe that some of the above results still hold in the general context. Let G be a group with the identity element e. Suppose that G acts on a set X from the left. That is, there is a map (called the action map) Φ ∶ G×X → X, (g, x) ↦ Φ_g x satisfying

Φ_e(x) = x and Φ_{gh}(x) = Φ_g(Φ_h(x)), for all g, h ∈ G, x ∈ X.

Note that the group G acts on itself by the adjoint action Ad ∶ G × G → G, (g, h) ↦ Ad_g h = ghg^{−1}, for all g, h ∈ G. 2.23. Proposition. Let G be a group and Φ ∶ G×X → X be an action of G on a set X. Then the cartesian product G × X carries a rack structure with the binary operation (g, x) ⋄ (h, y) ∶= (ghg^{−1}, Φ_g y), for (g, x), (h, y) ∈ G × X. We denote this rack simply by G ×_Φ X.

Proof. For any (g, x), (h, y) and (k, z) ∈ G × X, we have

(g, x) ⋄ ((h, y) ⋄ (k, z)) = (g, x) ⋄ (hkh^{−1}, Φ_hz) = (ghkh^{−1}g^{−1}, Φ_gΦ_hz)

= (ghg^{−1}(gkg^{−1})(ghg^{−1})^{−1}, Φ_{ghg}−1 Φ_g z) = (ghg^{−1}, Φ_gy) ⋄ (gkg^{−1}, Φ_gz) = ((g, x) ⋄ (h, y)) ⋄ ((g, x) ⋄ (k, z)).

This proves the left-distributivity of ⋄. Next, let (g, x), (h, y) ∈ G × X be two arbitrary elements. Then it is easy to see that the equation (g, x) ⋄ c = (h, y) has unique solution c = (g^{−1}hg, Φ_g−1 y). This proves that (G × X, ⋄) is a rack. □

2.24. Definition. Let G be a group and Φ ∶ G × X → X be an action of G on a set X. A relative averaging operator (with respect to the action Φ) is a set-map B ∶ X → G that satisfies

B(x)B(y)B(x)^{−1} = B(Φ_{B(x)}y), for x, y ∈ X. (7)

Note that the condition (7) can be equivalently written as Ad_{B(x)}B(y) = B(Φ_{B(x)}y), for x, y ∈ X. Further, any averaging operator on a group G is a relative averaging operator with respect to the adjoint action Ad.

2.25. Example. Let G be a group and N ⊂ G be a normal subgroup. Then the inclusion map i ∶ N ↪ G is a relative averaging operator, where G acts on N by the adjoint action.

2.26. Example. Let G be a group and N ⊂ G be a normal subgroup. Suppose Φ ∶ G × X → X is a group action that satisfies Φ_nx = x, for all n ∈ N and x ∈ X. Then Φ induces a group action ̃Φ ∶ G/N × X → X given by ̃Φ_{gN} x = Φ_g x, for gN ∈ G/N. If A ∶ X → G is a relative averaging operator (with respect to the action Φ) then the map ̃A ∶ X → G/N, ̃A(x) = A(x)N is a relative averaging operator with respect to the action ̃Φ.

The next two results generalizes Proposition 2.14 and Proposition 2.16 in the relative context. Since the proofs are similar to the earlier results, we do not repeat them here.

2.27. Proposition. Let G be a group and Φ ∶ G × X → X be an action of G on a set X. A map B ∶ X → G is a relative averaging operator (with respect to the action Φ) if and only if the graph Gr(B) = {(B(x), x)∣ x ∈ X} is subrack of G ×_Φ X.

2.28. Proposition. Let B ∶ X → G be a relative averaging operator (with respect to the action Φ).

(i) Then (X, ⋄_B) is a rack (called the descendent rack), where

x ⋄_B y ∶= Φ_{B(x)}y, for x, y ∈ X. (8)

(ii) The map B ∶ X → G is a morphism of racks from the descendent rack to the rack structure on G induced from the group structure.

One may also consider relative averaging operators with respect to a representation (i.e, with respect to an action Φ ∶ G × V → V on a vector space V such that the map Φ_x ∶ V → V is linear, for each x ∈ G) similar to Definition 2.24. Note that, any Lie group has an adjoint representation on its Lie algebra. Therefore, in this case, we may define relative averaging operators with respect to the adjoint representation. We show that the differentiation yields an averaging operator on the corresponding Lie algebra.

Let G be a Lie group with the Lie algebra (g, [ , ]). Note that the group G acts on G itself by the adjoint action Ad ∶ G × G → G, Ad_g h = ghg^{−1}, for g, h ∈ G. Since the map Ad_g ∶ G → G takes the identity element to itself, by differentiating we obtain a linear map (Ad_g)_∗ ∶ g → g. Finally, the adjoint representation of G on its Lie algebra g is given by the map (also denoted by the same notation) Ad ∶ G × g → g, Ad_g x ∶= (Ad_g)_∗x, for g ∈ G and x ∈ g. The differentiation of this action gives the adjoint action ad ∶ g × g → g of the Lie algebra g on itself. In other words, ad_xy = [x, y] =^{d2}_{dtds} ∣_{t,s=0}Ad_{exp(tx)}sy, for x, y ∈ g.

2.29. Theorem. Let G be a Lie group with the Lie algebra g. If B ∶ g → G is a smooth pointed (i.e. B(0) = e) relative averaging operator on G with respect to the adjoint representation on g, then P = B_{∗0} ∶ g → g is an averaging operator on the Lie algebra g.

Proof. For any x, y ∈ g, we have

[P (x), P (y)] = d^2 dtds ∣_{t,s=0}exp^{tP (x)}exp^{sP (y)}exp^{−tP (x)} = d^2 dtds ∣_{t,s=0}B(tx)B(sy)B(tx)^{−1} = d^2 dtds ∣_{t,s=0}B(Ad_{B(tx)}sy)

= B_{∗0}( d^2 dtds ∣_{t,s=0}Ad_{B(tx)}sy) = P ([P (x), y]). This shows that P is an averaging operator on the Lie algebra g. □

Note that a Lie group G has an adjoint representation on its Lie algebra. Hence one may easily define relative averaging operators with respect to the adjoint representation. For arbitrary abstract groups, this approach doesn’t make sense. However, we may define relative averaging operators by using the Malcev completion of a group due to Quillen [28] (see also [24]).

Let G be a group with the identity element e. First, consider the group ring k[G]. This has a standard (cocommutative) Hopf algebra structure with the coproduct, counit and antipode respectively given by

Δ(x) = x ⊗ x, ε(x) = 1 and S(x) = x^{−1}, for x ∈ G.

Let I = ker(ε) = ⟨x − e∣x ∈ G⟩ be the augmentation ideal of k[G]. We define ̂ k[G] ∶= lim_{n→∞} k[G]/I^n.

Explicitly, we have ̂k[G] = { ∑^∞_{i=0} x_i∣ ∑^n_{i=0} x_i ∈ k[G]/I^n for each n ≥ 0}. Note that the coproduct Δ induces a linear map ̃Δ ∶ k[G]/I^n → ⨁_{i+j=n} k[G]/I^i ⊗ k[G]/I^j . By taking the inverse limit, we obtain a coassociative map ̂Δ ∶ ̂k[G] ^⊗̂k[G]. The completion ̂k[G] is a complete Hopf algebra (say, with unit 1) consisting of formal power series of group ring elements. Let ̂G be the set of all group-like elements of ̂ k[G], and ̂g the primitive Lie algebra of ̂k[G]. (When G is finitely generated, the group ̂G is called the Malcev completion of G.) If ̂I is the completion of I in ̂k[G], then we have ̂G = {f ∈ 1 + ̂I∣ ̂Δ(f) = f ^⊗f} and ̂g = {f ∈ ̂I∣ ̂Δ(f) = 1 ^⊗f + f ^⊗1}.

For each n, we set ̂G_n = ̂G ∩ (1 + ̂I^n). Then ̂G^n ∶= ̂G/̂G_{n+1} is a unipotent algebraic group over k (lying in 1 + ̂I/ ̂I^{n+1}) whose Lie algebra ̂g^n satisfies ̂g^n ⊂ ̂I/ ̂I^{n+1}. Moreover, we have ̂G ≅ lim_{n→∞} ̂G^n and ̂g ≅ lim_{n→∞} ̂g^n. Each group ̂G^n acts on its Lie algebra ̂g^n by adjoint action, which induces an action of ̂G on ̂g. This gives rise to an action of G on ̂g. We call this the adjoint action of any abstract group G. Hence one may define a relative averaging operator (with respect to the adjoint action) as a map B ∶ ̂g → G that satisfies

B(f)B(g)B(f)^{−1} = B(B(f)gB(f)^{−1}), for f, g ∈ ̂g.

3. Averaging operators on racks

In this section, we consider averaging operators on a rack. We observe that an averaging operator on a rack induces a hierarchy of new rack structures.

3.1. Definition. (i) Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack. A map A ∶ Q → Q is said to be an averaging operator on Q if it satisfies

A(x) ⋄ A(y) = A(A(x) ⋄ y), for x, y ∈ Q. (9)

If (Q, ⋄) is a pointed rack with distinguished element e, then an averaging operator A is called pointed if A(e) = e.

(ii) An averaging rack is a rack Q equipped with an averaging operator A ∶ Q → Q. An averaging rack is denoted by the pair (Q, A).

3.2. Remark. Let G be a group and consider the conjugation rack (G, ⋄). Then a map A ∶ G → G is an averaging operator on the group G if and only if it is an averaging operator on the rack (G, ⋄). 3.3. Example. Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack. Then the identity map Id ∶ Q → Q is an averaging operator. 3.4. Example. Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack. Define Z(Q) = {x ∈ Q∣x ⋄ y = y, for all y ∈ Q}. Then any map A ∶ Q → Z(Q) ⊂ Q is an averaging operator on Q. A rack (Q, ⋄) is said to be abelian if Z(Q) = Q. In this case, any map A ∶ Q → Q is an averaging operator on Q.

3.5. Example. Let A be an abelian group. Then A carries a rack structure with the operation a⋄b ∶= 2a−b, for a, b ∈ A. (This is a quandle structure, called the Takasaki quandle). Let φ ∶ A → A be an idempotent group homomorphism. Then for any a, b ∈ A, φ(φ(a) ⋄ b) = φ(2φ(a) − b) = 2φ^2(a) − φ(b) = 2φ(a) − φ(b) = φ(a) ⋄ φ(b).

This shows that φ is an averaging operator on the rack (A, ⋄).

The above example has the following generalization.

3.6. Example. Let A be an abelian group and t ∈ Aut(A) be an automorphism. Then A carries a rack structure with the operation a ⋄ b ∶= (Id − t)(a) + t(b), for a, b ∈ A. This is also a quandle structure, called the Alexander quandle. Let φ ∶ A → A be an idempotent group homomorphism that commutes with t, then φ is an averaging operator on the rack (A, ⋄).

3.7. Example. Let X = {a_1, . . . , a_n} be a set with n ≥ 2 many elements. Then one can define a rack structure on X with the operation a_i ⋄ a_j ∶= a_{n−j+1}, for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Let φ ∶ {1, . . . , n} → {1, . . . , n} be a map that satisfies φ(i) + φ(n − i + 1) = n + 1, for all i, then the map A ∶ X → X defined by A(a_i) = a_{φ(i)} is an averaging operator on the rack (X, ⋄). In fact, any averaging operator on X corresponds to such a map φ. In particular, if n is odd, then the constant map A(a_i) = a^{n+1}_2 , for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, is an averaging operator on (X, ⋄).

The following result is a generalization of Proposition 2.16 in the context of racks. 3.8. Proposition. Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack and A ∶ Q → Q be an averaging operator on Q. Then (Q, ⋄_A) is a rack (called the descendent rack), where x ⋄_A y ∶= A(x) ⋄ y, for x, y ∈ Q.

Then A ∶ Q → Q is a morphism of racks from the descendent rack (Q, ⋄_A) to the rack (Q, ⋄). Moreover, A ∶ Q → Q is an averaging operator on the descendent rack (Q, ⋄_A).

Proof. First observe that for any x ∈ Q, the left translation map x ⋄_A − is simply A(x) ⋄ − which is bijective on Q. Next, for any x, y, z ∈ Q, we observe that x ⋄_A (y ⋄_A z) = A(x) ⋄ (A(y) ⋄ z) = (A(x) ⋄ A(y)) ⋄ (A(x) ⋄ z) = A(A(x) ⋄ y) ⋄ (x ⋄_A z) = (x ⋄_A y) ⋄_A (x ⋄_A z).

This proves that the operation ⋄_A is left-distributive. Hence (Q, ⋄_A) is a rack.

Next, for any x, y ∈ Q, we have A(x ⋄_A y) = A(A(x) ⋄ y) = A(x) ⋄ A(y) which imples that A ∶ Q → Q is a morphism of racks from the descendent rack (Q, ⋄_A) to the rack (Q, ⋄). Finally, we also have A(A(x) ⋄_A y) = A(A^2(x) ⋄ y) = A^2(x) ⋄ A(y) = A(x) ⋄_A A(y), for any x, y ∈ Q. This shows that A ∶ Q → Q is an averaging operator on the descendent rack (Q, ⋄_A). □

In the next result, we show that an averaging operator on a rack induces a hierarchy of new rack structures.

3.9. Proposition. Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack and A ∶ Q → Q be an averaging operator on Q.

(i) Then for each k ≥ 0, the map A^k ∶ Q → Q is an averaging operator on Q. (ii) For any k, l ≥ 0, the map A^k ∶ Q → Q is an averaging operator on the descendent rack (Q, ⋄_Al ). (iii) For any k, l ≥ 0, the descendent racks (Q, ⋄_Ak+l ) and (Q, (⋄_Al )_Ak ) are the same.

Proof. (i) Suppose A^r ∶ Q → Q is an averaging operator, for some r ∈ N. Then for any x, y ∈ Q, we have

A^{r+1}(x) ⋄ A^{r+1}(y) = A^r(A^{r+1}(x) ⋄ A(y)) (∵ A^r is an averaging operator) = A^{r+1}(A^{r+1}(x) ⋄ y) (∵ A is an averaging operator).

This shows that A^{r+1} is an averaging operator on Q. Hence by the mathematical induction, A^k is an averaging operator on Q, for any k ≥ 0.

(ii) First observe that

A(x) ⋄_Al A(y) = A^{l+1}(x) ⋄ A(y) = A(A^{l+1}(x) ⋄ y) = A(A(x) ⋄_Al y),

for any x, y ∈ Q. This proves that A ∶ Q → Q is an averaging operator on the descendent rack (Q, ⋄_Al ). Assume that A^r (for some r ≥ 0) is an averaging operator on the rack (Q, ⋄_Al ). Then for any x, y ∈ Q, we have

A^{r+1}(x) ⋄_Al A^{r+1}(y) = A^r(A(x)) ⋄_Al A^r (A(y)) = A^r(A^{r+1} ⋄_Al A(y)) = A^{r+1}(A^{r+1}(x) ⋄_Al y).

Hence A^{r+1} is an averaging operator on (Q, ⋄_Al ). Therefore, the result is followed by the mathematical induction.

(iii) For any x, y ∈ Q, we have x(⋄_Al )_Ak y = A^k(x) ⋄_Al y = A^{k+l}(x) ⋄ y = x ⋄_Ak+l y which shows that the racks (Q, ⋄_Ak+l ) and (Q, (⋄_Al )_Ak ) are the same. □

3.10. Remark. Let A ∶ G → G be an averaging operator on a group G. Then for any k ≥ 0, the pair (G, ⋄_Ak ) is a rack, where g ⋄_Ak h ∶= A^k (g)h(A^k(g))^{−1}, for g, h ∈ G.

4. Rack-pairings and di-racks

In this section, we first introduce the notion of a rack-pairing. We show that an averaging operator on a rack yields a rack-pairing. Any two-sided skew brace also gives rise to a rack-pairing by conjugation. We give some characterizations of rack-pairings. In the end, we introduce and study a closely related structure, called di-racks.

4.1. Definition. A (left) rack-pairing is a triple (Q, ⋄, ⬩) that consists of a set Q with two binary operations ⋄ and ⬩ that make both (Q, ⋄) and (Q, ⬩) into (left) racks satisfying additionally

x ⬩ (y ⋄ z) = (x ⬩ y) ⋄ (x ⬩ z), for x, y, z ∈ Q. (10)

The condition (10) simply means that for all x ∈ Q, the left translation L^⬩_x ∶= x ⬩ − is a rack automorphism on (Q, ⋄).

Let (Q, ⋄, ⬩) and (Q^′, ⋄^′, ⬩^′) be two rack-pairings. A morphism from (Q, ⋄, ⬩) to (Q^′, ⋄^′, ⬩^′) is a set-map φ ∶ Q → Q^′ that satisfies φ(x ⋄ y) = φ(x) ⋄^′ φ(y) and φ(x ⬩ y) = φ(x) ⬩^′ φ(y), for all x, y ∈ Q.

4.2. Example. Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack. Then (Q, ⋄, ⋄) is a rack-pairing, called the trivial rack-pairing.

4.3. Example. Let (Q, ⋄) be any rack. Then (Q, ⋄, ⬩) and (Q, ⬩, ⋄) are both rack-pairings, where ⬩ is the trivial rack x ⬩ y = y.

4.4. Example. Let (Q, ⋄, ⬩) and (Q^′, ⋄^′, ⬩^′) be two rack-pairings. Then (Q × Q^′, ⋄ × ⋄^′, ⬩ × ⬩^′) is also a rack-pairing.

4.5. Example. Let G be a group. Then (G, ⋄, ⬩) and (G, ⬩, ⋄) are both rack-pairings, where g ⋄ h = ghg^{−1} and g ⬩ h = g^{−1}hg, for g, h ∈ G.

4.6. Example. Let (Q, ⋄) and (Q^′, ⋄^′) be two racks. Suppose α ∶ (Q, ⋄) → Aut(Q^′, ⋄^′) is a homomorphism of racks, where Aut(Q^′, ⋄^′) is endowed with the conjugation rack structure. Then (Q × Q^′, □, ■) is a rackpairing, where for all (x, x^′), (y, y^′) ∈ Q × Q^′, (x, x^′) □ (y, y^′) = (x ⋄ y, x^′ ⋄^′ y^′), (x, x^′) ■ (y, y^′) = (x ⋄ y, x^′ ⋄^′ α(x)(y^′)).

4.7. Example. Let Q be a nonempty set and (Q^′, ⋄^′) be any rack. Let α ∶ Q → Aut(Q, ⋄^′) be a map that satisfies α(x)α(y) = α(y)α(x), for all x, y ∈ Q. Then the product Q × Q^′ can be given a rack-pairing structure with the operations (x, x^′) □ (y, y^′) = (y, x^′ ⋄^′ α(x)(y^′ )), (x, x^′) ■ (y, y^′) = (y, x^′ ⋄^′ y^′).

4.8. Proposition. Let (G, ⋅, ⬩) be a pointed group-rack. Then the triple (G, ⋄, ⬩) is a rack-pairing, where x ⋄ y = xyx^{−1}, for x, y ∈ G. Proof. For any x, y, z ∈ G, we have x ⬩ (y ⋄ z) = x ⬩ (yzy^{−1})

= (x ⬩ yz)(x ⬩ y^{−1}) = (x ⬩ y)(x ⬩ z)(x ⬩ y)^{−1} = (x ⬩ y) ⋄ (x ⬩ z).

Hence the compatibility condition of a rack-pairing follows. □ 4.9. Proposition. Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack and A ∶ Q → Q be an averaging operator on Q. Then (Q, ⋄, ⋄_A) is a rack-pairing, where ⋄_A is the descendent rack structure induced by A. More generally, for any k, l ≥ 0, the triple (Q, ⋄_Ak , ⋄_Ak+l ) is a rack-pairing.

Proof. We only need to verify the compatibility condition (10) of rack-pairing. For any x, y, z ∈ Q, we have x ⋄_A (y ⋄ z) = A(x) ⋄ (y ⋄ z) = (A(x) ⋄ y) ⋄ (A(x) ⋄ z) = (x ⋄_A y) ⋄ (x ⋄_A z).

This proves the first part. In Proposition 3.9, we have seen that A^k and A^{k+l} are both averaging operators on the rack Q. Hence (Q, ⋄_Ak ) and (Q, ⋄_Ak+l ) are the descendent racks. We also have x ⋄_Ak+l (y ⋄_Ak z) = A^{k+l}(x) ⋄ (A^k(y) ⋄ z) = (A^{k+l}(x) ⋄ A^k(y)) ⋄ (A^{k+l}(x) ⋄ z) = A^k(A^{k+l}(x) ⋄ y) ⋄ (x ⋄_Ak+l z) = (x ⋄_Ak+l y) ⋄_Ak (x ⋄_Ak+l z).

This proves the compatibility condition of the rack-pairing (Q, ⋄_Ak , ⋄_Ak+l ). □ Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack. A module over (Q, ⋄) is a set X with a map Φ ∶ Q × X → X, (x, u) ↦ Φ_xu such that Φ_x ∶ X → X is bijective for all x ∈ Q and satisfies Φ_xΦ_y = Φ_{x⋄y}Φ_x, for all x, y ∈ Q. The following remark can be regarded as a generalization of Proposition 4.9.

4.10. Remark. Let (Q, ⋄_Q) and (R, ⋄_R) be two racks. Suppose the rack (Q, ⋄_Q) acts on R by a map Φ ∶ Q × R → R such that for each x ∈ Q, the map Φ_x ∶ R → R is a rack automorphism. In this case, we say that the rack (Q, ⋄_Q) acts on the rack (R, ⋄_R) by rack automorphisms. Let A ∶ R → Q be a map that satisfies A(u) ⋄_Q A(v) = A(Φ_{A(u)}v), for all u, v ∈ R. Then A is called a relative averaging operator with respect to the action Φ. Then the binary operation ⋄_A ∶ R × R → R defined by u ⋄_A v ∶= Φ_{A(u)}v is a new rack structure on R. Moreover, the triple (R, ⋄_R, ⋄_A) is a rack-pairing.

Conversely, any rack-pairing is obtained in this way. To see this, let (Q, ⋄, ⬩) be any rack-pairing. Then the rack (Q, ⬩) acts on the rack (Q, ⋄) by rack automorphisms via the map Φ ∶ Q × Q → Q, Φ_xy = x ⬩ y. With this notation, the identity map id ∶ Q → Q is a relative averaging operator with respect to Φ. Note that the induced rack-pairing structure is given by (Q, ⋄, ⋄_{Id} = ⬩) which is the given one.

The above remark doesn’t say that any rack-pairing can be obtained from an averaging rack. However, the next result shows that under a suitable assumption, any rack-pairing comes from an averaging rack.

A (left) rack (Q, ⋄) is said to be complete if for any x, y ∈ Q, the equation c ⋄ x = y has a unique solution for c. This definition is motivated by the completeness of a group. Recall that a group G is complete if Z(G) = e and any automorphism of G is obtained by conjugation. If G is a complete group then the corresponding conjugation rack (G, ⋄) is complete.

4.11. Proposition. Let (Q, ⋄, ⬩) be a rack-pairing such that (Q, ⋄) is a complete rack. Then there exists an averaging operator A ∶ Q → Q on the rack (Q, ⋄) such that (Q, ⋄, ⬩) = (Q, ⋄, ⋄_A).

Proof. We define a map A ∶ Q → Q by the relation x ⬩ y = A(x) ⋄ y, for x, y ∈ Q. The map A is well-defined as the rack (Q, ⋄) is complete. Next, for any x, y, z ∈ Q, we observe that

A(x) ⋄ (A(y) ⋄ z) = A(x) ⋄ (y ⬩ z) = x ⬩ (y ⬩ z) = (x ⬩ y) ⬩ (x ⬩ z) = A(A(x) ⋄ y) ⋄ (x ⬩ z). (11)

On the other hand,

(A(x) ⋄ A(y)) ⋄ (A(x) ⋄ z) = (A(x) ⋄ A(y)) ⋄ (x ⬩ z). (12)

Since ⋄ satisfies the left-distributive property, it follows from (11) and (12) that

A(A(x) ⋄ y) ⋄ (x ⬩ z) = (A(x) ⋄ A(y)) ⋄ (x ⬩ z).

As the rack (Q, ⋄) is complete, we have A(x) ⋄ A(y) = A(A(x) ⋄ y), for all x, y ∈ Q. This shows that A ∶ Q → Q is an averaging operator on the rack (Q, ⋄). Moreover, we have x ⋄_A y = A(x) ⋄ y = x ⬩ y, for all x, y ∈ Q. This completes the last part. □

We know that a rack can be obtained from a group using conjugation. In [18] Guarnieri and Vendramin have introduced the notion of a (left) skew brace which consists of two group operations on a nonempty set satisfying a compatibility. A skew brace is a generalization of the earlier notion of brace in which one group operation is abelian [32]. See [5,13] for various connections between Rota-Baxter groups and skew braces. Recently, Trappeniers [35] have extensively studied two-sided skew braces. In particular, he introduced the notion of a weakly trivial skew brace and showed that every two-sided skew brace is an extension of a weakly trivial skew brace by a two-sided brace. In the following, we will show that a two-sided skew brace gives rise to a rack-pairing by conjugation.

4.12. Definition. A (left) skew brace is a triple (G, ⋅, •) in which (G, ⋅) and (G, •) are both groups satisfying the compatibility

x • (yz) = (x • y)x^{−1}(x • z), for x, y, z ∈ G. (13)

As before, we use the notation xy for the product x ⋅ y. Here x^{−1} denotes the inverse of x in the group (G, ⋅).

4.13. Remark. Let (G, ⋅, •) be a skew brace. Then it turns out from (13) that both the groups (G, ⋅) and (G, •) share the same identity element, denoted simply by e.

A skew brace (G, ⋅, •) is said to be a two-sided skew brace if the following additional compatibility condition holds:

(xy) • z = (x • z)z^{−1}(y • z), for x, y, z ∈ G. (14) Any group (G, ⋅) can be realized as a two-sided skew brace (G, ⋅, ⋅). This is called the trivial two-sided skew brace.

In a two-sided skew brace, we have the following observations.

4.14. Lemma. Let (G, ⋅, •) be a two-sided skew brace. Then for any x, y ∈ G, we have (i) (xy^{−1}) • z = (x • z)(y • z)^{−1}z, (ii) (x^{−1}y) • z = z(x • z)^{−1}(y • z), (iii) x^{−1}(x^{−1} • x)x^{−1} = e, where x is the inverse of x in the group (G, •).

Proof. (i) In the identity (14), take w = xy (i.e. x = wy^{−1}). Then we get w • z = (wy^{−1} • z)z^{−1}(y • z) equivalently, (wy^{−1} • z) = (w • z)(y • z)^{−1}z.

(ii) Similarly, by taking w = xy (i.e. y = x^{−1}w) in the identity (14), we obtain

w • z = (x • z)z^{−1}(x^{−1}w • z) equivalently, (x^{−1}w • z) = z(x • z)^{−1}(w • z). (iii) It follows either from part (i) or (ii) that x^{−1} • z = z(x • z)^{−1}z, for any x, z ∈ G. Hence x^{−1}(x^{−1} • x)x^{−1} = x^{−1}x(x • x)xx^{−1} = 1_G as x^{−1}x = xx^{−1} = x • x = e. □ 4.15. Proposition. Let (G, ⋅, •) be a two-sided skew brace. Then (G, ⋅, ⬩) is a group-rack, where x ⬩ y ∶= x • y • x, for x, y ∈ G. Hence (G, ⋄, ⬩) is a rack-pairing, where x ⋄ y ∶= xyx^{−1}, for x, y ∈ G. Here x is the inverse of x in the group (G, ⬩).

Proof. Since (G, •) is a group, it follows that (G, ⬩) is a rack. Next, for any x, y, z ∈ G, we observe that x ⬩ (yz) = x • (yz) • x = ((x • y)x^{−1}(x • z)) • x (by (13)) = (((x • y)x^{−1}) • x)x^{−1}(x • z • x) (by (14)) = (x • y • x) x^{−1}(x^{−1} • x)x^{−1} � = e (Lemma 4.14(iii))

(x • z • x)

= (x ⬩ y)(x ⬩ z).

This proves that (G, ⋅, ⬩) is a group-rack. This is a pointed group-rack with e as a distinguished element for the underlying rack. Hence the last part follows from Proposition 4.8. □ In Example 4.2, we have seen that any rack can be regarded as trivial rack-pairing. On the other hand, any group is a trivial two-sided skew brace. Moreover, we have the obvious commutative diagram

groupOO ¨˙ fflffl

rackification //

rack// ¨˙ fflffl two-sided skew brace_{rackification} // rack-pairing.

Like an averaging operator on a group gives rise to a rack structure, an averaging operator on a two-sided skew brace induces rack-pairing. Let (G, ⋅, •) be a two-sided skew brace.

4.16. Definition. Let (G, ⋅, •) be a two-sided skew brace. An averaging operator on G is a map A ∶ G → G that satisfies

A(x)A(y)A(x)^{−1} = A(A(x)yA(x)^{−1} ) and A(x) • A(y) • A(x) = A(A(x) • y • A(y)), for x, y ∈ X. It is called pointed if further A(e) = e.

4.17. Proposition. Let (G, ⋅, •) be a two-sided skew brace and A ∶ G → G be a pointed averaging operator. Then (G, ⋄_A, ⬩_A) is a rack-pairing, where x ⋄_A y ∶= A(x)yA(x)^{−1} and x ⬩_A y ∶= A(x) • y • A(x), for x, y ∈ X.

Proof. Since A ∶ G → G is an averaging operator for both the groups (G, ⋅) and (G, •), it follows that ⋄_A and ⬩_A are both rack structures on G. Moreover, by a calculation similar to the one given in Proposition 4.15, one yields that x ⬩_A (yz) = A(x) • (yz) • A(x) = (x ⬩_A y)(x ⬩_A z), for any x, y, z ∈ G. Hence we have x ⬩_A (y ⋄_A z) = x ⬩_A (A(y)zA(y)^{−1}) = (x ⬩_A A(y))(x ⬩_A z)(x ⬩_A A(y)^{−1}) = (A(x) • A(y) • A(x))(x ⬩_A z)(A(x) • A(y) • A(x))^{−1} = A(x ⬩_A y)(x ⬩_A z)A(x ⬩_A y)^{−1} = (x ⬩_A y) ⋄_A (x ⬩_A y) which proves the desired compatibility. □ In the following, we give some characterizations of rack-pairing on a given rack. Let G be a group and Φ ∶ G × X → X be an action of G on a set X. A map π ∶ X → G is said to be equivariant if it satisfies π(Φ_g x) = gπ(x)g^{−1} equivalently π(Φ_g x) = Ad_g π(x), for all g ∈ G, x ∈ X.

Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack. Let Inn(Q, ⋄) be the subgroup of Aut(Q, ⋄) generated by the set {L_x∣x ∈ Q}. Then we have already seen that the left-distributivity of the rack is equivalent to the fact that L_{x⋄y} = L_xL_yL^{−1}_x , for all x, y ∈ Q. (15) The group Inn(Q, ⋄) is called the group of inner automorphisms of (Q, ⋄). Note that the group Inn(Q, ⋄) acts on the set Q by the natural map Φ ∶ Inn(Q, ⋄) × Q → Q given by Φ_f y = f(y), for f ∈ Inn(Q, ⋄) and y ∈ Q. We have the following result [34].

4.18. Proposition. Let Q be any nonempty set. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) A rack structure on Q, (ii) A group G, a faithful G-action on Q and an equivariant map π ∶ Q → G such that π(Q) generates the group G.

Proof. Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack structure on Q. Consider the group G = Inn(Q, ⋄) that acts on the set Q as given above. This action is faithful. We define a map π ∶ Q → Inn(Q, ⋄) by π(x) = L_x, for x ∈ Q. Then π(Q) generates the group Inn(Q, ⋄) and it follows from (15) that π is an equivariant map.

Conversely, let G be a group, Φ ∶ G × Q → Q be a faithful G-action on Q and π ∶ Q → G be an equivariant map such that π(Q) generates G. Define a binary operation ⋄ ∶ Q × Q → Q by x ⋄ y ∶= Φ_{π(x)}y, for x, y ∈ Q. For any x, y, z ∈ Q, we have x ⋄ (y ⋄ z) = Φ_{π(x)}Φ_{π(y)}z = Φ_{π(x)π(y)}z = Φ_{π(x)π(y)π(x)}−1_{π(x)}z = Φ_{π(Φπ(x) y)}Φ_{π(x)}z = Φ_{π(x⋄y)}Φ_{π(x)}z = Φ_{π(x⋄y)}(x ⋄ z) = (x ⋄ y) ⋄ (x ⋄ z).

Finally, since the map Φ_{π(x)} is a bijection on Q, the equation x ⋄ c = y has a unique solution for c. Hence the pair (Q, ⋄) forms a rack. □ Using the above result, one can prove the following.

4.19. Proposition. Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack. Then the following data are equivalent.

(i) There exists a binary operation ⬩ ∶ Q × Q → Q that makes the triple (Q, ⋄, ⬩) into a rack-pairing, (ii) A group G, a faithful G-action on (Q, ⋄) by rack automorphisms and an equivariant map π ∶ Q → G such that π(Q) generates the group G.

Proof. We have already seen in Proposition 4.18 that a (new) rack structure ⬩ ∶ Q × Q → Q on the set Q is equivalent to having a group G, a faithful G-action on the set Q and an equivariant map π ∶ Q → G such that π(Q) generates G. Under this correspondence, the triple (Q, ⋄, ⬩) is a rack-pairing if and only if the G-action on the set Q is an action by rack automorphisms of (Q, ⋄). □ Let G be a group. In [18], Guarnieri and Vendramin gave a characterization of skew brace structures on G in terms of regular subgroups of the holomorph. We generalize their result in the context of racks.

Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack. Then the holomorph of Q is the rack Hol(Q, ⋄) ∶= Aut(Q, ⋄) × Q with the binary operation (f, x)⋄(g, y) = (fgf^{−1}, f(y)), for (f, x), (g, y) ∈ Hol(Q, ⋄). Let H ⊂ Hol(Q, ⋄) be any subrack. Then H acts on the set Q by Ψ_{(f,x)}y = f(y), for (f, x) ∈ H and y ∈ Q.

Let π_2 ∶ Hol(Q, ⋄) → Q be the projection onto the second factor. A subrack H ⊂ Hol(Q, ⋄) is said to be regular if the map π_2∣_H ∶ H → Q is bijective.

With the above notations, we have the following result.

4.20. Theorem. Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack. Then there is a one-to-one correspondence between rack-pairing structures on (Q, ⋄) and regular subracks of Hol(Q, ⋄).

Proof. Let (Q, ⋄, ⬩) be a rack-pairing. For any x ∈ Q, we define L^⬩_x = x ⬩ − ∈ Aut(Q, ⋄). Then it is easy to see that H = {(L^⬩_x, x)∣x ∈ Q} is a subrack of Hol(Q, ⋄). Further, H ⊂ Hol(Q, ⋄) is obviously regular.

Conversely, let H be a regular subrack of Hol(Q, ⋄). Let x ∈ Q be any element and let (π_2∣_H )^{−1}(x) = (f, x) ∈ H. We define a binary operation ⬩ ∶ Q × Q → Q by x ⬩ y ∶= f(y), for x, y ∈ Q. Let x, y, z ∈ Q be arbitrary. Suppose (π_2∣_H )^{−1}(x) = (f, x) ∈ H and (π_2∣_H )^{−1}(y) = (g, y) ∈ H. Then we have x ⬩ (y ⬩ z) = x ⬩ g(z) = fg(z).

On the other hand,

(x ⬩ y) ⬩ (x ⬩ z) = f(y) ⬩ f(z) = (fgf^{−1})(f(z)) (∵(f, x), (g, y) ∈ H implies (fgf^{−1}, f(y)) ∈ H) = fg(z).

Thus ⬩ is left-distributive. Moreover, the equation x⬩c = y has a unique solution for c (namely c = f^{−1}(y)). Hence (Q, ⬩) is a rack. Finally, x ⬩ (y ⋄ z) = f(y ⋄ z) = f(y) ⋄ f(z) = (x ⬩ y) ⋄ (x ⬩ z) which proves the compatibility. So (Q, ⋄, ⬩) is a rack-pairing. □ Some particular classes of rack-pairings. Here we consider λ-homomorphic and symmetric rackpairings. Given a rack (Q, ⋄) and an averaging operator A ∶ Q → Q, we will discuss the condition under which the induced rack-pairing (Q, ⋄, ⋄_A) is λ-homomorphic (resp. symmetric). 4.21. Proposition. Let (Q, ⋄, ⬩) be a rack-pairing. Then the map λ ∶ (Q, ⬩) → Aut(Q, ⋄), λ(x) = L^⬩_x is a homomorphism of racks, where we equip Aut(Q, ⋄) with the conjugation rack structure induced from the group structure.

Proof. Since (Q, ⋄, ⬩) is a rack-pairing, it follows from the compatibility condition that L^⬩_x ∈ Aut(Q, ⋄). Moreover, we have λ(x ⬩ y) = L^⬩_{x⬩y} = L^⬩_xL^⬩_y (L^⬩_x)^{−1}, for any x, y ∈ Q. This proves the result. □ Note that the map λ can also be viewed as a map λ ∶ (Q, ⋄) → Aut(Q, ⋄), which, in general, may not be a rack homomorphism.

4.22. Definition. A rack-pairing (Q, ⋄, ⬩) is said to be λ-homomorphic (resp. λ-anti-homomorphic) if the map λ ∶ (Q, ⋄) → Aut(Q, ⋄), λ(x) = L^⬩_x is a rack homomorphism (resp. rack anti-homomorphism).

Thus, it follows that a rack-pairing (Q, ⋄, ⬩) is λ-homomorphic if

L^⬩_{x⋄y} = L^⬩_xL^⬩_y (L^⬩_x)^{−1} (equivalently, x ⬩ (y ⬩ z) = (x ⋄ y) ⬩ (x ⬩ z)), for x, y, z ∈ Q. On the other hand, (Q, ⋄, ⬩) is λ-anti-homomorphic if

L^⬩_{y⋄x} = L^⬩_xL^⬩_y (L^⬩_x)^{−1} (equivalently, x ⬩ (y ⬩ z) = (y ⋄ x) ⬩ (x ⬩ z)), for x, y, z ∈ Q. 4.23. Definition. A rack-pairing (Q, ⋄, ⬩) is called symmetric if (Q, ⬩, ⋄) is also a rack-pairing, i.e. x ⋄ (y ⬩ z) = (x ⋄ y) ⬩ (x ⋄ z) also holds, for any x, y, z ∈ Q. (16) It follows from (16) that a rack-pairing (Q, ⋄, ⬩) is symmetric if and only if L^⬩_{x⋄y} = L^⋄_xL^⬩_y (L^⋄_x)^{−1}, for all x, y ∈ Q. 4.24. Remark. The notion of multi-racks is a generalization of racks (see, for instance, [36]). Recall that a multi-rack labelled by a nonempty set S is a nonempty set Q equipped with a collection {⋄_s ∶ Q×Q → Q}_{s∈S} of binary operations such that the left multiplication L^{⋄s}_x = x ⋄_s − is bijective on Q (for all x ∈ Q, s ∈ S) and satisfies x ⋄_s (y ⋄_t z) = (x ⋄_s y) ⋄_t (x ⋄_s z), for x, y, z ∈ Q and s, t ∈ S.

It follows that a multi-rack labelled by a set S consisting of two elements is nothing but a symmetric rack-pairing.

4.25. Proposition. Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack and A ∶ Q → Q be an averaging operator. Then the induced rack-pairing (Q, ⋄, ⋄_A) is λ-homomorphic if and only if L^⋄_{A(x⋄y)} = L^⋄_{(A(x)⋄A(y))}, for all x, y ∈ Q.

In particular, if A is also a rack homomorphism then (Q, ⋄, ⋄_A) is λ-homomorphic. Proof. Note that (Q, ⋄, ⋄_A) is λ-homomorphic if and only if x ⋄_A (y ⋄_A z) = (x ⋄ y) ⋄_A (x ⋄_A z), for all x, y, z ∈ Q. This is equivalent to the condition that (A(x) ⋄ A(y)) ⋄ (A(x) ⋄ z) = A(x ⋄ y) ⋄ (A(x) ⋄ z), for x, y, z ∈ Q.

This holds if and only if L^⋄_{(A(x)⋄A(y))} = L^⋄_{A(x⋄y)}, for all x, y ∈ Q. The last part is straightforward. □ 4.26. Proposition. Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack and A ∶ Q → Q be an averaging operator. Then the induced rack-pairing (Q, ⋄, ⋄_A) is symmetric if and only if L^⋄_{A(x⋄y)} = L^⋄_{x⋄A(y)}, for all x, y ∈ Q. In particular, if A ∶ Q → Q is an equivariant map then (Q, ⋄, ⋄_A) is symmetric. Proof. Note that, for any x, y, z ∈ Q, we have x ⋄ (y ⋄_A z) = x ⋄ (A(y) ⋄ z) = (x ⋄ A(y)) ⋄ (x ⋄ z) and (x ⋄ y) ⋄_A (x ⋄ z) = A(x ⋄ y) ⋄ (x ⋄ z).

Hence (Q, ⋄_A, ⋄) is a rack-pairing (i.e. x ⋄ (y ⋄_A z) = (x ⋄ y) ⋄_A (x ⋄ z), for all x, y, z ∈ Q) if and only if L^⋄_{A(x⋄y)} = L^⋄_{x⋄A(y)}, for all x, y ∈ Q. Hence the first part follows. The last part is a consequence of the first part. □ Di-racks. Here we will introduce a new algebraic structure, called a di-rack that is intimately related to rack-pairings.

4.27. Definition. A di-rack is a rack (Q, ⋄) equipped with a binary operation ▷ ∶ Q × Q → Q that satisfy the following conditions:

- for each x ∈ Q, the left multiplication map L^▷_x = x ▷ − ∶ Q → Q is a rack automorphism, i.e., L^▷_x is a bijective map on Q and have x ▷ (y ⋄ z) = (x ▷ y) ⋄ (x ▷ z), for x, y, z ∈ Q, (17) - the operation ▷ satisfies the “weighted” left-distributivity as follows: x ⋄ (x ▷ (y ▷ z)) = (x ⋄ (x ▷ y)) ▷ (x ⋄ (x ▷ z)), for x, y, z ∈ Q. (18) A di-rack as above is simply denoted by the triple (Q, ⋄, ▷).

4.28. Example. Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack. Then (Q, ⋄, ▷) is a di-rack, x ▷ y ∶= y, for x, y ∈ Q. In particular, if G is a group, then (G, ⋄, ▷) is a di-rack, where x ⋄ y = xyx^{−1} and x ▷ y = y. 4.29. Example. Let G be a group. Then the triple (G, ⋄, ▷^′) is also a di-rack, where x ▷^′ y ∶= x^{−2}yx^2, for x, y ∈ G.

Let (Q, ⋄, ▷) and (Q^′, ⋄^′, ▷^′) be two di-racks. A morphism from (Q, ⋄, ▷) to (Q^′, ⋄^′, ▷^′) is given a set-map φ ∶ Q → Q^′ that satisfies φ(x ⋄ y) = φ(x) ⋄^′ φ(y) and φ(x ▷ y) = φ(x) ▷^′ φ(y), for all x, y ∈ Q.

Let (Q, ⋄, ▷) be a di-rack. If ⋄ is the trivial rack (i.e. x ⋄ y = y, for all x, y ∈ Q) then it follows from (17) and (18) that (Q, ▷) is a rack. In general, we have the following result. 4.30. Proposition. Let (Q, ⋄, ▷) be a di-rack. Define a binary operation ⬩ ∶ Q × Q → Q by x ⬩ y ∶= x ⋄ (x ▷ y), for x, y ∈ Q.

(i) Then (Q, ⬩) is a rack, called the sub-adjacent rack of the di-rack (Q, ⋄, ▷). Moreover, the triple (Q, ⋄, ⬩) is a rack-pairing.

(ii) The map Φ ∶ Q × Q → Q, (x, y) ↦ Φ_xy = x ⋄ (x ▷ y) defines an action of the sub-adjacent rack (Q, ⬩) on the rack (Q, ⋄).

Let (Q, ⋄, ▷) and (Q^′, ⋄^′, ▷^′) be two di-racks and φ ∶ Q → Q^′ be a morphism between them. Then φ is a morphism between the corresponding sub-adjacent racks.

Proof. (i) Let x, y ∈ Q. Since (Q, ⋄) is a rack, the map L^⋄_x = x ⋄ − is bijective on Q, and hence there exists a unique element q ∈ Q such that x ⋄ q = y. On the other hand, the map L^▷_x = x ▷ − is bijective implying that there exists a unique c ∈ Q such that x ▷ c = q. Hence we obtain a unique c for which x ⬩ c = x ⋄ (x ▷ c) = x ⋄ q = y.

This proves that the map L^⬩_x is bijective on Q. Finally, for any x, y, z ∈ Q, we have x ⬩ (y ⬩ z) = x ⋄ (x ▷ (y ⋄ (y ▷ z))) = x ⋄ ((x ▷ y) ⋄ (x ▷ (y ▷ z))) = (x ⋄ (x ▷ y)) ⋄ (x ⋄ (x ▷ (y ▷ z))) = (x ⋄ (x ▷ y)) ⋄ ((x ⋄ (x ▷ y)) ▷ (x ⋄ (x ▷ z))) = (x ⋄ (x ▷ y)) ⬩ (x ⋄ (x ▷ z)) = (x ⬩ y) ⬩ (x ⬩ z).

This proves the left-distributivity of the operation ⬩. Hence (Q, ⬩) is a rack. Moreover, we have x ⬩ (y ⋄ z) = x ⋄ (x ▷ (y ⋄ z))

= x ⋄ ((x ▷ y) ⋄ (x ▷ z)) = (x ⋄ (x ▷ y)) ⋄ (x ⋄ (x ▷ z)) = (x ⬩ y) ⋄ (x ⬩ z).

This proves the compatibility condition of rack-pairing.

(ii) Note that for any x ∈ Q, the map Φ_x = L^⬩_x is an automorphism of the rack (Q, ⋄). Moreover, for any x, y ∈ Q, we have Φ_{x⬩y} = Φ_xΦ_yΦ^{−1}_x as the operation ⬩ defines a rack structure on Q. Hence the result follows.

Finally, if φ ∶ Q → Q^′ is a morphism of di-racks from (Q, ⋄, ▷) to (Q^′, ⋄^′, ▷^′) then

φ(x ⬩ y) = φ(x ⋄ (x ▷ y)) = φ(x) ⋄^′ φ(x ▷ y) = φ(x) ⋄^′ (φ(x) ▷^′ φ(y)) = φ(x) ⬩^′ φ(y), for all x, y ∈ Q. This proves the last part. □ 4.31. Proposition. Let (Q, ⋄, ⬩) be a rack-pairing. Define a binary operation ▷ ∶ Q × Q → Q by x ▷ y ∶= (L^⋄_x)^{−1}(x ⬩ y), for x, y ∈ Q.

Then (Q, ⋄, ▷) is a di-rack. Moreover, if φ ∶ Q → Q^′ is a morphism of rack-pairings from (Q, ⋄, ⬩) to (Q^′, ⋄^′, ⬩^′), then φ is also a morphism of di-racks from (Q, ⋄, ▷) to (Q^′, ⋄^′, ▷^′). Proof. Let x, y ∈ Q be arbitrary. Since ⬩ defines a rack operation on Q, there exists a unique c ∈ Q such that x ⬩ c = x ⋄ y. In other words, x ▷ c = (L^⋄_x)^{−1}(x ⬩ c) = (L^⋄_x)^{−1}(x ⋄ y) = y.

This shows that the map L^▷_x ∶ Q → Q is bijective on Q. For any x, y, z ∈ Q, we have x ▷ (y ⋄ z) = (L^⋄_x)^{−1}(x ⬩ (y ⋄ z)) = (L^⋄_x)^{−1}((x ⬩ y) ⋄ (x ⬩ z)) = ((L^⋄_x)^{−1}(x ⬩ y)) ⋄ ((L^⋄_x)^{−1}(x ⬩ z)) = (x ▷ y) ⋄ (x ▷ z).

Hence the left multiplication map L^▷_x ∶ Q → Q is a rack automorphism for (Q, ⋄). Next, we observe that x ⬩ (y ⬩ z) = x ⋄ (x ▷ (y ⋄ (y ▷ z))) = x ⋄ ((x ▷ y) ⋄ (x ▷ (y ▷ z))) (∵ L^▷_x is a rack automorphism) = (x ⋄ (x ▷ y)) ⋄ (x ⋄ (x ▷ (y ▷ z))). (19)

On the other hand, (x ⬩ y) ⬩ (x ⬩ z) = (x ⋄ (x ▷ y)) ⬩ (x ⋄ (x ▷ z)) = (x ⋄ (x ▷ y)) ⋄ ((x ⋄ (x ▷ y)) ▷ (x ⋄ (x ▷ z))). (20) Since ⬩ is left-distributive, it follows from (19) and (20) that

(x ⋄ (x ▷ y)) ⋄ (x ⋄ (x ▷ (y ▷ z))) = (x ⋄ (x ▷ y)) ⋄ ((x ⋄ (x ▷ y)) ▷ (x ⋄ (x ▷ z))). By applying the operation (L_{x⋄(x▷y)})^{−1} to both sides of the above identity, we obtain the weighted leftdistributivity. This proves that (Q, ⋄, ▷) is a di-rack.

Finally, if φ ∶ Q → Q^′ is a morphism of rack-pairings from (Q, ⋄, ⬩) to (Q^′, ⋄^′, ⬩^′) then we have φ(x ▷ y) = φ((L^⋄_x)^{−1}(x ⬩ y)) = (L^{⋄′}_{φ(x)})^{−1}(φ(x) ⬩^′ φ(y)) = φ(x) ▷^′ φ(y), for all x, y ∈ Q. Hence φ is a morphism of di-racks from (Q, ⋄, ▷) to (Q^′, ⋄^′, ▷^′). □ Using the above construction, one may find many examples of di-racks some of which are listed below.

4.32. Proposition. Let (G, ⋅, ⬩) be a pointed group-rack. Then (G, ⋄, ▷) is a di-rack, where x ⋄ y = xyx^{−1} and x ▷ y = x^{−1}(x ⬩ y)x, for x, y ∈ G.

Proof. Since (G, ⋅, ⬩) is a pointed group-rack, it follows from Proposition 4.8 that (G, ⋄, ⬩) is a rack-pairing, where x ⋄ y = xyx^{−1}. Hence by Proposition 4.31 that (G, ⋄, ▷) is a di-rack, where x ▷ y = (L^⋄_x)^{−1}(x ⬩ y) = x^{−1}(x ⬩ y)x, for x, y ∈ G. □ 4.33. Proposition. Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack and A ∶ Q → Q be an averaging operator on Q. Then (Q, ⋄, ▷_A) is a di-rack, where the operation ▷_A ∶ Q × Q → Q is implicitly defined by the identity x ⋄ (x ▷_A y) ∶= A(x) ⋄ y, for x, y ∈ Q.

Proof. Since A ∶ Q → Q is an averaging operator on the rack (Q, ⋄), it follows from Proposition 4.9 that the triple (Q, ⋄, ⋄_A) is a rack-pairing, where x ⋄_A y ∶= A(x) ⋄ y, for x, y ∈ Q. Hence it follows from Proposition 4.31 that (Q, ⋄, ▷_A) is a di-rack, where x ▷_A y ∶= (L^⋄_x)^{−1}(x ⋄_A y) = (L^⋄_x)^{−1}(A(x) ⋄ y), for x, y ∈ Q. This proves the result. □ As a consequence, we get the following.

4.34. Proposition. Let G be a group and A ∶ G → G be an averaging operator on G. Then (G, ⋄, ▷_A) is a di-rack, where x ⋄ y ∶= xyx^{−1} and x ▷_A y ∶= x^{−1}A(x)yA(x)^{−1} x, for x, y ∈ G.

5. Averaging operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras and braided vector spaces Till now, we have considered averaging operators on (Lie) groups and racks. Since groups are closely related to cocommutative Hopf algebras, we may also define averaging operators on a cocommutative Hopf algebra H (see the next definition). Then we show that there is a one-to-one correspondence between averaging operators on a group G and averaging operators on H = k[G].

Let (H, μ, η, Δ, ϵ, S) be a cocommutative Hopf algebra.

5.1. Definition. An averaging operator on H is a coalgebra map B ∶ H → H that satisfies B(x_{(1)})B(y)S(B(x_{(2)})) = B(B(x_{(1)})yS(B(x_{(2)}))), for all x, y ∈ H. (21) 5.2. Example. The identity map Id ∶ H → H is an averaging operator on H.

5.3. Example. If H is involutive (i.e. the antipode S satisfies S^2 = Id) and S is also a coalgebra map then S is an averaging operator on H.

5.4. Example. Let G be a finite abelian group and let H = k^G be the Hopf algebra of functions from G to k. Then any coalgebra map B ∶ H → H is an averaging operator on H.

5.5. Theorem. Let G be a group and A ∶ G → G be an averaging operator on G. Then the map A can be uniquely extended to an averaging operator B ∶ k[G] → k[G] on the group algebra k[G] viewed as a cocommutative Hopf algebra. Conversely, for any group G, if B ∶ k[G] → k[G] is an averaging operator on the group algebra k[G], then A = B∣_G is an averaging operator on the group G. Proof. We define the map B ∶ k[G] → k[G] by B(∑ α_ig_i) = ∑ α_iA(g_i), for ∑ α_ig_i ∈ k[G].

The map B ∶ k[G] → k[G] is a coalgebra map. Finally, for any x = ∑ α_ig_i ∈ k[G] and y ∈ G, we have B(x_{(1)})B(y)S(B(x_{(2)})) = α_iB(g_i)B(y)S(B(g_i)) = α_iA(g_i)A(y)A(g_i)^{−1} = α_iA(A(g_i)yA(g_i)^{−1}) = α_iB(B(g_i)yS(B(g_i))) = B(B(x_{(1)})yS(B(x_{(2)}))).

Since the elements of G form a linear basis for the vector space k[G], it follows that the identity (21) holds for all x, y ∈ k[G].

Conversely, let G be a group and B ∶ k[G] → k[G] be an averaging operator on the group algebra k[G]. Let g ∈ G. Since B ∶ k[G] → k[G] is a coalgebra map, we have Δ(B(g)) = (B ⊗ B)Δ(g) = B(g) ⊗ B(g). (22) On the other hand, since ϵ(B(g)) = ϵ(g) = 1, we have B(g) ≠ 0. Hence it follows from (22) that B(g) is a group-like element. In other words, B(g) ∈ G. Finally, for any g, h ∈ G, we have A(g)A(h)A(g)^{−1} = B(g)B(h)S(B(g)) = B(B(g)hS(B(g))) = A(A(g)hA(g)^{−1}). This shows that A = B∣_G is an averaging operator on the group G. □ On the other hand, groups and racks are also related to set-theoretical solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation. Recall that a set-theoretical solution of the Yang-Baxter equation gives rise to a braided vector space [16]. Here we will define averaging operators on braided vector spaces and braided sets and find their relations with averaging operators on Lie algebras, groups and racks.

A braided vector space is a pair (V, S) consisting of a vector space V equipped with a linear map S ∶ V ⊗ V → V ⊗ V satisfying the following Yang-Baxter equation (or braided equation): (Id ⊗ S)(S ⊗ Id)(Id ⊗ S) = (S ⊗ Id)(Id ⊗ S)(S ⊗ Id). (23) Note that if X is a basis of the vector space V and r ∶ X × X → X × X is a map such that (Id × r)(r × Id)(Id × r) = (r × Id)(Id × r)(r × Id) (24) holds, then r induces a solution of the Yang-Baxter equation. In this case, r is called a set-theoretical solution of the Yang-Baxter equation on X and the pair (X, r) is called a braided set.

In the following, we introduce averaging operators on braided vector spaces and braided sets. We show that they are closely related to averaging operators on Lie algebras and racks.

5.6. Definition. (i) Let (V, S) be a braided vector space. A (left) averaging operator on (V, S) is a linear map A ∶ V → V satisfying S(A(x) ⊗ A(y)) = (A ⊗ Id)S(A(x) ⊗ y), for x, y ∈ V. (25)

(ii) Let (X, r) be a braided set. A (left) averaging operator on (X, r) is a set-map A ∶ X → X that satisfies r(A(x), A(y)) = (A × Id)r(A(x), y), for x, y ∈ X. (26) 5.7. Remark. It follows from (26) that if A ∶ X → X is an averaging operator on the braided set (X, r) then for any k ≥ 0, the map A^k ∶ X → X is also an averaging operator on (X, r).

In [6] the authors have shown that Lie algebras are closely related to braided vector spaces. Let g be a vector space equipped with a skew-symmetric bilinear bracket [ , ] ∶ g × g → g. Consider the vector space V = k ⊕ g and define a linear map S ∶ V ⊗ V → V ⊗ V given by

S((a, x) ⊗ (b, y)) = (b, y) ⊗ (a, x) + (0, [x, y]) ⊗ (1, 0), (27)

for (a, x), (b, y) ∈ k ⊕ g = V . Then S satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation (23) if and only if (g, [ , ]) is a Lie algebra.

5.8. Proposition. Let (g, [ , ]) be a Lie algebra and consider the corresponding braided vector space (k ⊕ g, S), where S is given by (27). A linear map P ∶ g → g is an averaging operator on the Lie algebra g if and only if the linear map A ∶ k ⊕ g → k ⊕ g defined by A(a, x) = (a, P (x)) is an averaging operator on the braided vector space (k ⊕ g, S).

Proof. We have S(A(a, x) ⊗ A(b, y)) = S((a, P (x)) ⊗ (b, P (y))) = (b, P (y)) ⊗ (a, P (x)) + (0, [P (x), P (y)]) ⊗ (1, 0).

On the other hand,

(A ⊗ Id)S(A(a, x) ⊗ (b, y)) = (A ⊗ Id)S((a, P (x)) ⊗ (b, y)) = (b, P (y)) ⊗ (a, P (x)) + (0, P [P (x), y]) ⊗ (1, 0).

Hence the result follows by comparing the above two expressions. □

Let G be a group. Then the map r ∶ G × G → G × G defined by r(x, y) = (xyx^{−1}, x) is a set-theoretical solution of the Yang-Baxter equation on G. Then a map A ∶ G → G is an averaging operator on the group G if and only if A is an averaging operator on the braided set (G, r). This result can be generalized to the context of racks as follows.

Let Q be a nonempty set equipped with a binary operation ⋄ ∶ Q × Q → Q. Suppose for each x ∈ Q, the left multiplication map L^⋄_x = x ⋄ − ∶ Q → Q is invertible. We define a map r ∶ Q × Q → Q × Q by r(x, y) = (x ⋄ y, x), for x, y ∈ Q. Then r is a set-theoretical solution of the Yang-Baxter equation on Q (in other words, (Q, r) is a braided set) if and only if (Q, ⋄) is a rack, i.e. ⋄ satisfies the left-distributivity.

5.9. Proposition. Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack and consider the corresponding braided set (Q, r), where r(x, y) = (x ⋄ y, x), for x, y ∈ Q. A map A ∶ Q → Q is an averaging operator on the rack Q if and only if A is an averaging operator on the braided set (Q, r).

Proof. For any x, y ∈ Q, we observe that r(A(x), A(y)) = (A(x) ⋄ A(y), A(x)) and (A × Id)r(A(x), y) = (A(A(x) ⋄ y), A(x)). It follows that A is an averaging operator on the rack Q if and only if it is an averaging operator on the braided set (Q, r). □

In [18] Guarnieri and Vendramin have shown that a skew brace (in particular, a two-sided skew brace) gives rise to a set-theoretical solution of the Yang-Baxter equation. In their approach, they have shown that a skew brace yields a braided group and hence provides a set-theoretical solution using a result of [16]. Recall that a braided group is nothing but a matched pair of groups satisfying an extra assumption. In a future project, we first aim to define the notion of a matched pair of racks and the concept of braided racks. Since rack-pairings are related to two-sided skew braces via conjugation, we expect that a rack-pairing may yield a braided rack which could give a set-theoretical solution of the Yang-Baxter equation.

6. Di-Leibniz algebras and averaging operators on Leibniz algebras

In this section, we first introduce the notion of a di-Leibniz algebra and provide some examples. Next, we introduce averaging operators and relative averaging operators on Leibniz algebras. We show that an averaging operator or a relative averaging operator induces a di-Leibniz algebra. Finally, we show that any di-Leibniz algebra can be embedded into an averaging Leibniz algebra.

6.1. Definition. A Leibniz algebra is a pair (h, { , }) consisting of a vector space h equipped with a bilinear bracket (called the Leibniz bracket) { , } ∶ h × h → h satisfying the following Leibniz identity: {x, {y, z}} = {{x, y}, z} + {y, {x, z}}, for x, y, z ∈ h. (28) We often denote a Leibniz algebra as above simply by h when the Leibniz bracket is clear from the context.

A Leibniz algebra as above is called a left Leibniz algebra as the identity (28) is equivalent to the fact that the left multiplications {x, −} ∶ h → h are derivations for the bracket. Similarly, one can define right Leibniz algebra as a pair (h, { , }) of a vector space h with a bilinear bracket such that the right multiplications {−, x} are derivations for the bracket. There is a one-to-one correspondence between left and right Leibniz algebras. More precisely, a pair (h, { , }) is a left Leibniz algebra if and only if (h, { , }^{op}) is a right Leibniz algebra, where {x, y}^{op} = {y, x}, for x, y ∈ h. In general, any results about left Leibniz algebras can be easily generalized to right Leibniz algebras without much work.

6.2. Definition. Let (h, { , }) be a Leibniz algebra. A representation of this Leibniz algebra consists of a triple (V, ρ^L, ρ^R) in which V is a vector space and ρ^L ∶ h × V → V , ρ^R ∶ V × h → V are bilinear maps (called the left and right h-actions, respectively) satisfying for x, y ∈ h and v ∈ V , ρ^L(x, ρ^L(y, v)) = ρ^L({x, y}, v) + ρ^L(y, ρ^L(x, v)), ρ^L(x, ρ^R(v, y)) = ρ^R(ρ^L(x, v), y) + ρ^R(v, {x, y}), ρ^R(v, {x, y}) = ρ^R(ρ^R(v, x), y) + ρ^L(x, ρ^R(v, y)). Let (h, { , }) be a Leibniz algebra. Then (h, ρ^L, ρ^R) is a representation, where both the left and right h-actions are given by the Leibniz bracket, i.e. ρ^L(x, y) = ρ^R(x, y) = {x, y}, for x, y ∈ h. This is called the adjoint representation.

In [25] Loday introduced the notion of a diassociative algebra (also called dialgebra) in the study of Leibniz algebras. He has shown that dissociative algebras are closely related to the combinatorics of planar binary trees. A diassociative algebra is a vector space equipped with two bilinear operations satisfying five associative-style identities. Inspired by his work, we now introduce the notion of a di-Leibniz algebra.

6.3. Definition. A (left) di-Leibniz algebra is a triple (d, { , }_⊣, { , }_⊢) consisting of a vector space d with two bilinear maps { , }_⊣, { , }_⊢ ∶ d × d → d satisfying the following set of identities

{x, {y, z}_⊣}_⊣ = {{x, y}_⊣, z}_⊣ + {y, {x, z}_⊣}_⊢, (29) {x, {y, z}_⊢}_⊣ = {{x, y}_⊣, z}_⊣ + {y, {x, z}_⊣}_⊢, (30) {x, {y, z}_⊣}_⊢ = {{x, y}_⊢, z}_⊣ + {y, {x, z}_⊣}_⊣, (31) {x, {y, z}_⊢}_⊢ = {{x, y}_⊣, z}_⊢ + {y, {x, z}_⊢}_⊢, (32) {x, {y, z}_⊢}_⊢ = {{x, y}_⊢, z}_⊢ + {y, {x, z}_⊢}_⊢, (33)

for x, y, z ∈ d. A di-Leibniz algebra as above may be simply denoted by d when the structure maps are clear from the context.

Let (d, { , }_⊣, { , }_⊢) be a di-Leibniz algebra. In presence of the identity (29), the identity (30) is equivalent to {x, {y, z}_⊣}_⊣ = {x, {y, z}_⊢}_⊣. Using this, the identity (31) can be equivalently written as {x, {y, z}_⊣}_⊢ = {{x, y}_⊢, z}_⊣ + {y, {x, z}_⊢}_⊣.

On the other hand, it follows from (32) and (33) that {{x, y}_⊣, z}_⊢ = {{x, y}_⊢, z}_⊢.

It is also important to note that the identity (33) says that the bracket { , }_⊢ is a Leibniz bracket on the vector space d. However, in general, { , }_⊣ need not be a Leibniz bracket.

6.4. Example. Any Leibniz algebra (h, { , }) can be regarded as a di-Leibniz algebra in which { , }_⊣ = { , }_⊢ = { , }. Conversely, a di-Leibniz algebra in which both the operations are the same is nothing but a Leibniz algebra.

6.5. Example. A differential Leibniz algebra is a Leibniz algebra (h, { , }) equipped with a linear map d ∶ h → h satisfying d^2 = 0 and d{x, y} = {dx, y} + {x, dy}, for x, y ∈ h.

Then it is easy to verify that (h, { , }_⊣, { , }_⊢) is a di-Leibniz algebra, where {x, y}_⊣ = {x, dy} and {x, y}_⊢ = {dx, y}, for x, y ∈ h.

6.6. Example. Let (h, { , }) be a Leibniz algebra and (V, ρ^L, ρ^R) be a representation of it. Suppose f ∶ V → h is a morphism between h-representations (from V to the adjoint representation h), i.e. f(ρ^L(x, v)) = {x, f(v)} and f(ρ^R(v, x)) = {f(v), x}, for all x ∈ g and v ∈ V . Then there is a di-Leibniz algebra structure on V with the operations {u, v}_⊣ = ρ^R(u, f(v)) and {u, v}_⊢ = ρ^L(f(u), v), for u, v ∈ V . 6.7. Example. Let (h, { , }) be a Leibniz algebra. Then the direct sum h ⊕ ⋯ ⊕ h � n copies

carries a di-Leibniz algebra structure with the operations

{(x_1, . . . , x_n), (y_1, . . . , y_n)}_⊣ = ({x_1, y_1 + ⋯ + y_n}, . . . , {x_i, y_1 + ⋯ + y_n}, . . . , {x_n, y_1 + ⋯ + y_n}), {(x_1, . . . , x_n), (y_1, . . . , y_n)}_⊢ = ({x_1 + ⋯ + x_n, y_1}, . . . , {x_1 + ⋯ + x_n, y_i}, . . . , {x_1 + ⋯ + x_n, y_n}). Another class of examples arise from representations of a Leibniz algebra as given in the next result.

6.8. Proposition. Let (h, { , }) be a Leibniz algebra and (V, ρ^L, ρ^R) be a representation of it. Then the triple (h ⊕ V, { , }_⊣, { , }_⊢) is a di-Leibniz algebra, where for (x, u), (y, v) ∈ h ⊕ V , {(x, u), (y, v)}_⊣ ∶= ({x, y}, ρ^R(u, y)) and {(x, u), (y, v)}_⊢ ∶= ({x, y}, ρ^L(x, v)).

Proof. For any (x, u), (y, v), (z, w) ∈ h ⊕ V , we have

{(x, u), {(y, v), (z, w)}_⊣}_⊣ = ({x, {y, z}}, ρ^R(u, {y, z})) (34) = ({{x, y}, z} + {y, {x, z}}, ρ^R(ρ^R(u, y), z) + ρ^L(y, ρ^R(u, z))) = ({{x, y}, z}, ρ^R(ρ^R(u, y), z)) + ({y, {x, z}} + ρ^L(y, ρ^R(u, z))) = {{(x, u), (y, v)}_⊣, (z, w)}_⊣ + {(y, v), {(x, u), (z, w)}_⊣}_⊢.

Thus, the identity (29) follows. We also have {(x, u), {(y, v), (z, w)}_⊢}_⊣ = ({x, {y, z}}, ρ^R(u, {y, z})) = {{(x, u), (y, v)}_⊣, (z, w)}_⊣ + {(y, v), {(x, u), (z, w)}_⊣}_⊢ (by (34)) which verifies the identity (30). Similarly, {(x, u), {(y, v), (z, w)}_⊣}_⊢ = ({x, {y, z}}, ρ^L(x, ρ^R(v, z))) = ({{x, y}, z} + {y, {x, z}}, ρ^R(ρ^L(x, v), z) + ρ^R(v, {x, z})) = ({{x, y}, z}, ρ^R(ρ^L(x, v), z)) + ({y, {x, z}}, ρ^R(v, {x, z})) = {{(x, u), (y, v)}_⊢, (z, w)}_⊣ + {(y, v), {(x, u), (z, w)}_⊣}_⊣.

Hence the identity (31) also follows. Finally,

{(x, u), {(y, v), (z, w)}_⊢}_⊢ = ({x, {y, z}}, ρ^L(x, ρ^L(y, w))) = ({{x, y}, z} + {y, {x, z}}, ρ^L({x, y}, w) + ρ^L(y, ρ^L(x, w))) = ({{x, y}, z}, ρ^L({x, y}, w)) + ({y, {x, z}}, ρ^L(y, ρ^L(x, w))) = ⎧⎪ ⎪ ⎨⎪ ⎪ ⎩ = {{(x, u), (y, v)}_⊣, (z, w)}_⊢ + {(y, v), {(x, u), (z, w)}_⊢}_⊢ (which verifies (32)), = {{(x, u), (y, v)}_⊢, (z, w)}_⊢ + {(y, v), {(x, u), (z, w)}_⊢}_⊢ (which verifies (33)).

This completes the proof. □ The di-Leibniz algebra (h ⊕ V, { , }_⊣, { , }_⊢) constructed in the above proposition is called the hemisemidirect product and it is denoted by h ⊕_{Hemi} V .

6.9. Definition. Let (h, { , }) be a Leibniz algebra. A linear map P ∶ h → h is said to be (i) a left averaging operator on (h, { , }) if it satisfies {P (x), P (y)} = P {P (x), y}, for x, y ∈ h. (ii) an averaging operator on (h, { , }) if it satisfies {P (x), P (y)} = P {P (x), y} = P {x, P (y)}, for x, y ∈ h. An averaging Leibniz algebra is a pair (h, P ) consisting of a Leibniz algebra h endowed with an averaging operator P on it.

Let (h, { , }) be a Leibniz algebra and (V, ρ^L, ρ^R) be a representation of it. A relative averaging operator on h with respect to the representation V is a linear map P ∶ V → h that satisfies {P (u), P (v)} = P (ρ^L(P (u), v)) = P (ρ^R(u, P (v))), for u, v ∈ V. It follows that an averaging operator on the Leibniz algebra h is nothing but a relative averaging operator with respect to the adjoint representation.

6.10. Example. Let (h, { , }) be a Leibniz algebra. Then the identity map Id ∶ h → h is an averaging operator on h.

More generally, let (h, { , }) be a Leibniz algebra and (V, ρ^L, ρ^R) be a representation of it. Suppose f ∶ V → h is a morphism of h-representations from V to the adjoint representation (see Example 6.6). Then f is a relative averaging operator.

6.11. Example. Let (h, d) be a differential Leibniz algebra. Then it is easy to see that d ∶ h → h is an averaging operator on the Leibniz algebra h.

6.12. Example. Let (h, { , }) be a Leibniz algebra. Then the space h ⊕ ⋯ ⊕ h � n copies

can be given a representation of the Leibniz algebra h with the left and right h-actions given by

ρ^L(x, (x_1, . . . , x_n)) ∶= ({x, x_1}, . . . , {x, x_n}) and ρ^R((x_1, . . . , x_n), x) ∶= ({x_1, x}, . . . , {x_n, x}), for x ∈ h and (x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ h ⊕ ⋯ ⊕ h. With this notation, the map P ∶ h ⊕ ⋯ ⊕ h → h, (x_1, . . . , x_n) ↦ x_1 + ⋯ + x_n is a relative averaging operator. Moreover, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n, the i-th projection map pr_i ∶ h ⊕ ⋯ ⊕ h → h, (x_1, . . . , x_n) ↦ x_i is also a relative averaging operator.

In the next, we give a characterization of a (relative) averaging operator in terms of its graph. More precisely, we have the following result.

6.13. Proposition. Let (h, { , }) be a Leibniz algebra and (V, ρ^L, ρ^R) be a representation. A linear map P ∶ V → h is a relative averaging operator if and only if the graph Gr(P ) = {(P (v), v)∣ v ∈ V } is a sub di-Leibniz algebra of the hemi-semidirect product h ⊕_{Hemi} V .

Proof. Let (P (u), u) and (P (v), v) be two arbitrary elements in Gr(P ). Then we have {(P (u), u), (P (v), v)}_⊣ = ({P (u), P (v)}, ρ^R(u, P (v))), {(P (u), u), (P (v), v)}_⊢ = ({P (u), P (v)}, ρ^L(P (u), v)).

The above two elements are in Gr(P ) if and only if {P (u), P (v)} = P (ρ^R(u, P (v))) and {P (u), P (v)} = P (ρ^L(P (u), v)). This proves the desired result. □ Since Gr(P ) is linearly isomorphic to V , the above proposition yields the following result.

6.14. Proposition. Let (h, { , }) be a Leibniz algebra, (V, ρ^L, ρ^R) be a representation and P ∶ V → h be a relative averaging operator. Then V inherits a di-Leibniz algebra structure with the operations {u, v}^P_⊣ ∶= ρ^R(u, P (v)) and {u, v}^P_⊢ ∶= ρ^L(P (u), v), for u, v ∈ V.

The above result says that a relative averaging operator on a Leibniz algebra with respect to a representation induces a di-Leibniz algebra structure on the underlying representation space. (In particular, a left averaging operator P ∶ h → h on a Leibniz algebra (h, { , }) induces a new Leibniz algebra (h, { , }_P ), where {x, y}_P = {P (x), y} for any x, y ∈ h.) The next result gives the converse. 6.15. Theorem. Every di-Leibniz algebra is induced by a relative averaging operator on a Leibniz algebra with respect to a representation.

Proof. Let (d, { , }_⊣, { , }_⊢) be a di-Leibniz algebra. Consider the space d_{Leib} which is the quotient of d by the subspace generated by elements of the form {x, y}_⊣ − {x, y}_⊢, for x, y ∈ d. Then d_{Leib} carries a Leibniz algebra structure with the bracket {⟨x⟩, ⟨y⟩} ∶= ⟨{x, y}_⊣⟩ = ⟨{x, y}_⊢⟩, for ⟨x⟩, ⟨y⟩ ∈ d_{Leib}.

Here ⟨x⟩ denotes the class of an element x ∈ d. We define two bilinear maps ρ^L ∶ d_{Leib} × d → d and ρ^R ∶ d × d_{Leib} → d by ρ^L(⟨x⟩, y) ∶= {x, y}_⊢ and ρ^R(y, ⟨x⟩) = {y, x}_⊣, for ⟨x⟩ ∈ d_{Leib}, y ∈ d.

It is easy to verify that the maps ρ^L, ρ^R define a representation of the Leibniz algebra d_{Leib} on the vector space d. Moreover, the quotient map q ∶ d → d_{Leib}, x ↦ ⟨x⟩ is a relative averaging operator as

{q(x), q(y)} = {⟨x⟩, ⟨y⟩} = ⎧⎪ ⎪ ⎨⎪ ⎪ ⎩ = ⟨{x, y}_⊢⟩ = ⟨ρ^L(⟨x⟩, y)⟩ = q(ρ^L(q(x), y)), = ⟨{x, y}_⊣⟩ = ⟨ρ^R(x, ⟨y⟩)⟩ = q(ρ^R(x, q(y))), for all x, y ∈ d. Let (d, { , }^q_⊣, { , }^q_⊢) be the di-Leibniz algebra structure on d induced by the relative averaging operator q. Then we have

{x, y}^q_⊣ = ρ^R(x, ⟨y⟩) = {x, y}_⊣ and {x, y}^q_⊢ = ρ^L(⟨x⟩, y) = {x, y}_⊢, for x, y ∈ d. This shows that the induced di-Leibniz algebra (d, { , }^q_⊣, { , }^q_⊢) coincides with the given one. □ 6.16. Remark. It is important to remark that an arbitrary di-Leibniz algebra may not induced from an averaging Leibniz algebra. However, any di-Leibniz algebra can be embedded into an averaging Leibniz algebra. More precisely, let (d, { , }_⊣, { , }_⊢) be a di-Leibniz algebra. Then the direct sum d_{Leib} ⊕ d inherits a Leibniz algebra structure with the bracket {(⟨x⟩, y), (⟨x^′ ⟩, y^′)}_⋉ ∶= ({⟨x⟩, ⟨x^′⟩}, ρ^L(⟨x⟩, y^′) + ρ^R(y, ⟨x^′⟩)), for (⟨x⟩, y), (⟨x^′⟩, y^′) ∈ d_{Leib} ⊕ d. Moreover, the map P ∶ d_{Leib} ⊕ d → d_{Leib} ⊕ d, P (⟨x⟩, y) = (⟨y⟩, 0) is an averaging operator. Hence (d_{Leib} ⊕ d, P ) is an averaging Leibniz algebra. Then the inclusion map i ∶ d → d_{Leib} ⊕ d, i(x) = (0, x) is an embedding of the di-Leibniz algebra (d, { , }_⊣, { , }_⊢) into the averaging Leibniz algebra (d_{Leib} ⊕ d, P ).

7. Some Lie functors

In Section 2, we have shown that the differentiation of a smooth pointed averaging operator on a Lie group gives rise to an averaging operator on the corresponding Lie algebra. In this section, we continue similar studies on Lie groups and Lie racks. Among others, we show that the differentiation of a smooth pointed averaging operator on a pointed Lie rack gives rise to a left averaging operator on the corresponding Leibniz algebra.

We begin with Ad-invariant maps on groups. Let G be an abstract group. A map C ∶ G → G is said to be Ad-invariant map on G if it satisfies

C(ghg^{−1}) = gC(h)g^{−1}, for all g, h ∈ G. (35)

The condition (35) can be equivalently expressed as C ∘ Ad_g = Ad_g ∘ C, for all g ∈ G, where Ad_g ∈ Aut(G) is defined by Ad_g (h) = ghg^{−1}. The map C is said to be pointed if C(e) = e.

Let (g, [ , ]) be a Lie algebra. A linear map C ∶ g → g is said to be ad-invariant if

C[x, y] = [x, C(y)], for all x, y ∈ g. (36)

In other words, C ∘ ad_x = ad_x ∘ C, for all x ∈ g, where ad_x ∶ g → g is the map given by ad_x(y) = [x, y]. Note that the ad-invariant condition (36) is equivalent to C[x, y] = [C(x), y], for all x, y ∈ g.

It is important to remark that Ad-invariant maps or ad-invariant maps are inverses (when invertible) to averaging operators on groups and Lie algebras, respectively. Hence one may expect that Ad-invariant maps on Lie groups and ad-invariant maps on corresponding Lie algebras are related by differentiation. Explicitly, we have the following result.

7.1. Theorem. Let G be a Lie group and C ∶ G → G be a smooth pointed Ad-invariant map on G. If g is the Lie algebra of the Lie group G, then C = C_{∗e} ∶ g → g is an ad-invariant map on g.

Proof. For any x, y ∈ g, we have C[x, y] = d^2 dtds � � �_{t,s=0} C(exp^{tx}exp^{sy}exp^{−tx})

= d^2 dtds � � �_{t,s=0} exp^{tx}C(exp^{sy})exp^{−tx} = d^2 dtds � � �_{t,s=0} Ad_{exp}tx C(exp^{sy}) = [x, C(y)].

This completes the proof. □

Next, we recall pointed Lie racks (see, for instance, [22]) and the construction of their Leibniz algebras. This construction is a generalization of the construction of the Lie algebra of a Lie group.

7.2. Definition. A Lie rack is a rack (Q, ⋄) in which Q is a smooth manifold and the rack operation ⋄ ∶ Q × Q → Q is a smooth map. A Lie rack (Q, ⋄) is said to be pointed if the underlying rack is pointed.

Like racks are a generalization of the conjugation operation of groups, Lie racks are a generalization of the conjugation of Lie groups. More precisely, let G be a Lie group with the identity element e. Then the corresponding conjugation rack (G, ⋄) is a pointed Lie rack with distinguished element e. More precisely, we have the following result which generalizes Proposition 2.16 in the smooth context.

7.3. Proposition. Let G be a Lie group (with the identity element e) and A ∶ G → G be a smooth pointed averaging operator, then the descendent rack (G, ⋄_A) is a pointed Lie rack with distinguished element e.

Given a pointed Lie rack (Q, ⋄, e), it has been observed in [22] that the distinguished tangent space T_eQ inherits a Leibniz algebra structure. For our convenience, we recall the construction. Let (Q, ⋄, e) be a pointed Lie rack. For any x ∈ Q, consider the smooth (left multiplication) map L^⋄_x ∶ Q → Q. Since L^⋄_x(e) = e, by taking the differentiation of L^⋄_x at the point e, one obtains a linear map T_e(L^⋄_x) ∶ T_eQ → T_eQ. Moreover, the left multiplication map L^⋄_x is invertible implies that T_e(L^⋄_x) ∈ GL(T_eQ), for all x ∈ Q. As a result, we get a smooth map Θ ∶ Q → GL(T_eQ), x ↦ T_e(L^⋄_x). Further, we have Θ(e) = T_e(L^⋄_e ) = Id_{TeQ}. By differentiating the map Θ at the point e, one gets the map ad ∶ T_eQ → gl(T_eQ), where we have identified the tangent space at the identity element of GL(V ) for a vector space V with the general linear Lie algebra gl(V ). For any X, Y ∈ T_eQ, we define a bilinear operation {X, Y } ∶= ad(X)Y. Note that, in terms of the left multiplications, the left-distributivity property of the rack can be written as

L^⋄_xL^⋄_y (z) = L^⋄_L⋄_{x(y)}L^⋄_x(z), for x, y, z ∈ Q. (37)

By taking the differentiation of (37) at e, first with respect to z and then with respect to y, we obtain Θ(x){Y, Z} = {Θ(x)Y, Θ(x)Z}, for all x ∈ Q and Y, Z ∈ T_eQ. Finally, by differentiating the above identity with respect to x at the point e, we get the Leibniz identity {X, {Y, Z}} = {{X, Y }, Z} + {Y, {X, Z}}, for X, Y, Z ∈ T_eQ. Hence (T_eQ, { , }) becomes a Leibniz algebra, called the tangent Leibniz algebra of the pointed Lie arack (Q, ⋄, e). Let G be a Lie group and A ∶ G → G be a smooth pointed averaging operator on G. In Theorem 2.22, we have seen that the map A_{∗e} ∶ g → g (the differentiation of A at the identity element e) is an averaging operator on the corresponding Lie algebra g = T_eG. Hence by Proposition 7.6, the space g inherits a Leibniz algebra structure with the bracket

{X, Y }_{A∗e} ∶= [A_{∗e}(X), Y ] = d^2 dtds ∣_{t,s=0}exp^{A∗e (tX)}exp^{sY} exp^{−A∗e (tX)} = d^2 dtds ∣_{t,s=0}A(exp^{tX} )exp^{sY} A(exp^{tX} )^{−1}, (38)

for X, Y ∈ g. On the other hand, the smooth pointed averaging operator A ∶ G → G gives rise to the pointed Lie rack (G, ⋄_A, e). Hence one obtains the tangent Leibniz algebra on the vector space T_eG. The Leibniz bracket is precisely given by

{X, Y } ∶= ad(X)Y = T_e(Θ)(X)Y = d^2 dtdt ∣_{t,s=0}Ad_{A(exp}tX_)exp^{sY} (since L^{⋄A}_x = L^⋄_{A(x)}). (39)

It follows from the expressions (38) and (39) that one obtains the commutative diagram

Lie group Diff fflffl

pointed avg operator//

pointed Lie rack Diff fflffl Lie algebra_{avg operator}// Leibniz algebra.

(40)

Next, we consider pointed Lie group-racks and show that the differentiation at the identity element gives rise to the structure of a Lie-Leibniz algebra. We begin with the algebraic notion first.

7.4. Definition. A Lie-Leibniz algebra is a triple (g, [ , ], { , }) in which (g, [ , ]) is a Lie algebra and (g, { , }) is a Leibniz algebra satisfying the additional compatibility {x, [y, z]} = [{x, y}, z] + [y, {x, z}], for x, y, z ∈ g. (41) Note that the compatibility condition (41) says that all the left translations {x, −} by the Leibniz bracket is a derivation for the Lie bracket on g.

Any Lie algebra (g, [ , ]) can be regarded as a Lie-Leibniz algebra by taking { , } = [ , ]. In the following, we give two important classes of examples, one arising from representations and another arising from averaging operators on Lie algebras.

7.5. Example. Let (g, [ , ]) be a Lie algebra and (V, ρ) be a representation (i.e. ρ ∶ g × V → V is a bilinear map satisfying ρ([x, y], v) = ρ(x, ρ(y, v)) − ρ(y, ρ(x, v)), for x, y ∈ g and v ∈ V ). Then the direct sum g ⊕ V inherits the semidirect product Lie algebra and the hemi-semidirect product Leibniz algebra structure with the brackets semidirect product Lie [(x, u), (y, v)]_⋉ ∶= ([x, y], ρ(x, v) − ρ(y, u)), hemi-semidirect product Leibniz {(x, u), (y, v)} ∶= ([x, y], ρ(x, v)), for (x, u), (y, v) ∈ g ⊕ V . Then it is easy to see that (g ⊕ V, [ , ]_⋉, { , }) is a Lie-Leibniz algebra. 7.6. Proposition. Let (g, [ , ]) be a Lie algebra and A ∶ g → g be an averaging operator on g. Then (g, { , }_A) is a Leibniz algebra (called the descendent Leibniz algebra), where {x, y}_A ∶= [A(x), y], for x, y ∈ g. Moreover, the triple (g, [ , ], { , }_A) is a Lie-Leibniz algebra. Proof. For any x, y, z ∈ g, we have {x, {y, z}_A}_A = [A(x), [A(y), z]] = [[A(x), A(y)], z] + [A(y), [A(x), z]] = {{x, y}_A, z}_A + {y, {x, z}_A}_A.

Hence (g, { , }_A) is a Leibniz algebra. Moreover, we have {x, [y, z]}_A = [A(x), [y, z]] = [[A(x), y], z] + [y, [A(x), z]] = [{x, y}_A, z] + [y, {x, z}_A]. This shows that (g, [ , ], { , }_A) is a Lie-Leibniz algebra. □ The next result gives the partial converse of the above proposition.

7.7. Theorem. Every Lie-Leibniz algebra can be embedded into an averaging Lie algebra. Proof. Let (g, [ , ], { , }) be a Lie-Leibniz algebra. Consider the Lie algebra g^{{ , }}_{Lie} associated to the Leibniz algebra (g, { , }). That is, g^{{ , }}_{Lie} = g/{g, g} equipped with the Lie bracket �⟨x⟩, ⟨y⟩� ∶= ⟨{x, y}⟩, for ⟨x⟩, ⟨y⟩ ∈ g^{{ , }}_{Lie} .

The Lie algebra (g^{{ , }}_{Lie} , � , �) has a representation on the vector space g with the action map ρ ∶ g^{{ , }}_{Lie} ×g → g given by ρ(⟨x⟩, y) ∶= {x, y}, for ⟨x⟩ ∈ g^{{ , }}_{Lie} and y ∈ g. It follows from (41) that the map ρ additionally satisfies ρ(⟨x⟩, [y, z]) = [ρ(⟨x⟩, y), z] + [y, ρ(⟨x⟩, z)], for y, z ∈ g. In other words, the Lie algebra g^{{ , }}_{Lie} acts on the Lie algebra (g, [ , ]) by derivations. As a consequence, the space g^{{ , }}_{Lie} ⊕ g inherits a Lie algebra structure with the Lie bracket �(⟨x⟩, y), (⟨x^′ ⟩, y^′)�_⋉ ∶= (�⟨x⟩, ⟨x^′⟩�, ρ(⟨x⟩, y^′) − ρ(⟨x^′⟩, y) + [y, y^′]), for (⟨x⟩, y), (⟨x^′⟩, y^′) ∈ g^{{ , }}_{Lie} ⊕g. Moreover, the map P ∶ g^{{ , }}_{Lie} ⊕g → g^{{ , }}_{Lie} ⊕g defined by P (⟨x⟩, y) ∶= (⟨y⟩, 0) is an averaging operator on the Lie algebra (g^{{ , }}_{Lie} ⊕ g, � , �_⋉). That is, (g^{{ , }}_{Lie} ⊕ g, P ) is an averaging Lie algebra. Finally, it is easy to verify that the inclusion map i ∶ g ↪ g^{{ , }}_{Lie} ⊕ g, x ↦ (0, x) is a morphism of Lie-Leibniz algebras, where the Lie-Leibniz algebra structure on g^{{ , }}_{Lie} ⊕ g is induced by the averaging operator P . Hence the result follows. □ 7.8. Definition. A pointed Lie group-rack is a triple (G, ⋅, ⬩) in which (G, ⋅) is a Lie group with the identity element e and (G, ⬩, e) is a pointed Lie rack satisfying x ⬩ (yz) = (x ⬩ y)(x ⬩ z), for x, y, z ∈ G.

It follows that a pointed Lie group-rack is a pointed group-rack in which the underlying set is a smooth manifold such that the group operations (multiplication and inverse) and the rack operation are all smooth.

7.9. Example. Let G, H be two Lie groups and Φ ∶ G → Aut(H) be a Lie group homomorphism. Then the cartesian product G × H carries the semidirect product Lie group structure with the multiplication (x, h) ⋅ (y, k) = (xy, hΦ_xk), for (x, h), (y, k) ∈ G × H. On the cartesian product G × H, there is also a Lie rack structure with the operation (x, h) ⋄ (y, k) = (xyx^{−1}, Φ_xk), for (x, h), (y, k) ∈ G × H. Then it is easy to verify that (G × H, ⋅, ⋄) is a pointed Lie group-rack.

7.10. Example. Let (G, ⋅) be a Lie group and A ∶ G → G be a smooth pointed averaging operator. Then the triple (G, ⋅, ⋄_A) is a pointed Lie group-rack, where x ⋄_A y ∶= A(x)yA(x)^{−1} is the descendent rack structure.

Let (G, ⋅, ⬩) be a pointed Lie group-rack. Since (G, ⋅) is a Lie group, it yields a Lie algebra structure on the distinguished tangent space T_eG. On the other hand, (G, ⬩, e) is a pointed Lie rack implies that T_eG inherits a Leibniz algebra structure with the bracket {X, Y } ∶= ad(X)Y , for X, Y ∈ T_eG. Note that the compatibility condition x ⬩ (yz) = (x ⬩ y)(x ⬩ z) simply means that all left multiplications L^⬩_x’s are group automorphisms. Hence for each x ∈ G, the map T_e(L^⬩_x) ∶ T_eG → T_eG is a Lie algebra automorphism. Thus, in this case, we obtain a smooth map Θ ∶ G → Aut(T_eG), x ↦ T_e(L^⬩_x). By differentiating at the identity element e, we precisely get the map ad ∶ T_eG → Der(T_eG). Hence for any X, Y, Z ∈ T_eG, we have

{X, [Y, Z]} = ad(X)[Y, Z] = [ad(X)Y, Z] + [Y, ad(X)Z] = [{X, Y }, Z] + [Y, {X, Z}]. Therefore, we obtain a Lie-Leibniz algebra (T_eG, [ , ], { , }), called the tangent Lie-Leibniz algebra of the pointed Lie group-rack (G, ⋅, ⬩).

Let (G, ⋅) be a Lie group and A ∶ G → G be a smooth pointed averaging operator. Then the Lie group (G, ⋅) and the descendent pointed Lie rack (G, ⋄_A, e) together form a pointed Lie group-rack. On the infinitesimal level, the map A induces an averaging operator A_{∗e} ∶ g → g on the corresponding Lie algebra (g = T_eG, [ , ]). The Lie algebra (g, [ , ]) and the descendent Leibniz algebra (g, { , }_{A∗e} ) forms a Lie-Leibniz algebra. Since the differentiation of the pointed Lie rack (G, ⋄_A, e) is the Leibniz algebra (g, { , }_{A∗e} ) and we have the commutative diagram (40), we get another commutative diagram

Lie group Diff fflffl

pointed avg operator//

Lie group-rack Diff fflffl Lie algebra_{avg operator}// Lie-Leibniz algebra.

Finally, we consider smooth pointed averaging operators on a pointed Lie rack and show that their differentiation gives rise to averaging operators on the corresponding Leibniz algebra.

7.11. Theorem. Let (Q, ⋄, e) be a pointed Lie rack with the corresponding Leibniz algebra (T_eQ, { , }). Let A ∶ Q → Q be a smooth pointed averaging operator on (Q, ⋄, e).

(i) Then the differentiation A_{∗e} ∶ T_eQ → T_eQ is a left averaging operator on the Leibniz algebra (T_eQ, { , }).

(ii) The Leibniz algebra corresponding to the descendent pointed Lie rack (Q, ⋄_A, e) is precisely given by (T_eQ, { , }_{A∗e} ).

Proof. (i) Since A ∶ Q → Q is a smooth map with A(e) = e, the differentiation A_{∗e} is a linear map from T_eQ to itself. On the other hand, A is an averaging operaor implies that L^⋄_{A(x)} ∘ A = A ∘ L^⋄_{A(x)}, for all x ∈ Q. By taking the differentiation at the distinguished element e, one obtains

T_e(L^⋄_{A(x)}) ∘ A_{∗e} = A_{∗e} ∘ T_e(L^⋄_{A(x)}), for all x ∈ Q. (42)

Next, consider the smooth map Θ ∶ Q → GL(T_eQ) given by Θ(x) = T_e(L^⋄_x), for x ∈ Q. Then it follows from (42) that Θ(A(x)) ∘ A_{∗e} = A_{∗e} ∘ Θ(A(x)), for all x ∈ Q. Hence for any Y ∈ T_eQ, we have

Θ(A(x))(A_{∗e} (Y )) = A_{∗e}(Θ(A(x))(Y )).

Finally, by differentiating the above identity with respect to x at the distinguished point e, one get {A_{∗e}(X), A_{∗e}(Y )} = A_{∗e}{A_{∗e}(X), Y }, for any X, Y ∈ T_eQ. This proves that A_{∗e} ∶ T_eQ → T_eQ is a left averaging operator on the Leibniz algebra (T_eQ, { , }).

(ii) Let Θ_A ∶ Q → GL(T_eQ) be the smooth map given by Θ_A(x) ∶= T_e(L^{⋄A}_x ), for x ∈ Q. Since L^{⋄A}_x = L^⋄_{A(x)}, we have Θ_A(x) = T_e(L^⋄_{A(x)}) = Θ(A(x)), for all x ∈ Q. Hence we get Θ_A = Θ ∘ A. If (T_eQ, { , }_{⋄A} ) is the Leibniz algebra corresponding to the pointed Lie rack (Q, ⋄_A, e) then for any X, Y ∈ T_eQ, we have

{X, Y }_{⋄A} ∶= T_e(Θ_A)(X)Y = T_e(Θ)(A_{∗e}(X))Y (as Θ_A = Θ ∘ A) = ad(A_{∗e}(X))Y (∵ad = T_e(Θ)) = {A_{∗e}(X), Y } = {X, Y }_{A∗e} .

This proves the desired result. □

The last part of the above theorem yields the first commutative diagram of (43). By taking the higher powers of the averaging operator A, one obtain the second commutative diagram of (43),

pointed Lie rack (Q,⋄,e) Diff fflffl

pointed avg operator

A //^{pointed Lie rack} (Q,⋄_A ,e) Diff fflffl

pointed Lie rack (Q,⋄,e) Diff fflffl

pointed avg operator A^k // pointed Lie rack (Q,⋄_Ak ,e) Diff fflffl Leibniz algebra

(T_eQ,{ , }) left avg operator A_{∗e} //^{Leibniz algebra}

(T_eQ,{ , }_{A∗e} )

Leibniz algebra (T_eQ,{ , }) left avg operator A^k_{∗e} //^{Leibniz algebra}

(T_eQ,{ , }_Ak_{∗e} ).

(43)

One may also define pointed Lie rack-pairings and pointed Lie di-racks, and find their possible connections to di-Leibniz algebras. We will consider these topics in some other work.

8. Some generalizations and future works

In this section, we will give a quick sketch of some generalizations of the topics covered in this paper and mention some future works.

Our main objective of the present paper was to study averaging operators on various algebraic structures and figure out the corresponding induced structures. Many of the structures related to racks are intimately connected to the corresponding structures related to groups. For instance, rack-pairings are related to two-sided skew braces by conjugation. Recently, [5] Bardakov and Gubarev introduced the notion of a skew k-brace in the study of Rota-Baxter operators on groups.

8.1. Definition. A (left) skew k-brace is a tuple (G, ⋅_0, ⋅_1, . . . , ⋅_k) consisting of a nonempty set G with binary operations ⋅_0, ⋅_1, . . . , ⋅_k ∶ G × G → G such that

- (G, ⋅_i) is a group, for each 0 ≤ i ≤ k, - for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k, the triple (G, ⋅_{i−1}, ⋅_i) is a skew brace, that is,

x ⋅_i (y ⋅_{i−1} z) = (x ⋅_i y) ⋅_{i−1} x^{−1(⋅i−1 )} ⋅_{i−1} (x ⋅_i z), for x, y, z ∈ G.

Here x^{−1(⋅i−1 )} is the inverse of the element x in the group (G, ⋅_{i−1}).

8.2. Remark. One may also define the notion of a two-sided skew k-brace as a skew k-brace (G, ⋅_0, ⋅_1, . . . , ⋅_k) such that (G, ⋅_{i−1}, ⋅_i) is a two-sided skew brace, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

Generalizing Definition 8.1 in the context of racks, one gets the following notion.

8.3. Definition. Let k be a natural number. A rack k-pairing is a tuple (Q, ⋄_0, ⋄_1, . . . , ⋄_k) consisting of a nonempty set Q equipped with (k + 1) binary operations ⋄_0, ⋄_1, . . . , ⋄_k ∶ Q × Q → Q such that the following conditions are hold:

- (Q, ⋄_i) is a rack, for each 0 ≤ i ≤ k, - for all x, y, z ∈ Q and 1 ≤ i ≤ k,

x ⋄_i (y ⋄_{i−1} z) = (x ⋄_i y) ⋄_{i−1} (x ⋄_i z).

It follows from the above definition that a rack 1-pairing is simply a rack-pairing. More generally, a rack k-pairing is a tuple (Q, ⋄_0, ⋄_1, . . . , ⋄_k) such that (Q, ⋄_{i−1}, ⋄_i) is a rack-pairing, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k. The following result is a generalization of Proposition 4.15.

8.4. Proposition. Let (G, ⋅_0, ⋅_1, . . . , ⋅_k ) be a two-sided skew k-brace. Then the tuple (G, ⋄_0, ⋄_1, . . . , ⋄_k) is a rack k-pairing, where

x ⋄_i y ∶= x ⋅_i y ⋅_i x^{−1(⋅i )}, for any x, y ∈ G and 0 ≤ i ≤ k.

In Proposition 4.9, we have shown that any averaging operator on a rack yields the structure of a rack-pairing. In the following result, we show that an averaging operator also induces a rack k-pairing.

8.5. Proposition. Let (Q, ⋄) be a rack and A ∶ Q → Q be an averaging operator on Q. Define binary operations ⋄_1, . . . , ⋄_k ∶ Q × Q → Q by

x ⋄_i y = A^i(x) ⋄ y, for all x, y ∈ Q.

Then (Q, ⋄_0 = ⋄, ⋄_1, . . . , ⋄_k) is a rack k-pairing.

It is not hard to define pointed rack k-pairings and related structures. Is a pointed rack k-pairing always embedded into an averaging rack? On the other hand, one can define pointed Lie rack k-pairings by considering smooth structures. It is interesting to find their infinitesimal version. Another interesting question could be the use of rack k-pairings in knot theory.

The notion of n-valued groups (also called multivalued groups) are generalization of usual abstract groups (see, for instance, [10]). The theory of n-valued groups generalizes many results from classical group theory. In a subsequent paper, we aim to define Rota-Baxter operators and averaging operators on n-valued groups and the concept of n-valued skew braces. We are also looking forward to defining n-valued Lie algebras and finding possible connections to Lie n-valued groups.

Another higher generalization of racks was introduced by Biyogmam [7] who considered n-racks. Note that n-valued racks and n-racks are two different notions. In the former one, the defining operation takes values in the n cartesian product of the underlying set, while in the latter one, the defining operation is defined on the n cartesian product of the underlying set. The author in [7] also considered Lie n-racks and showed that the differentiation of a pointed Lie n-rack yields an n-Leibniz algebra. In a forthcoming article, we will define the notion of an averaging operator on n-racks and show that such an operator induces an averaging operator on the corresponding n-Leibniz algebra. We also aim to formulate and study the n-ary generalization of the set-theoretical solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation and show that an n-rack naturally gives rise to a solution of such an equation.

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank the Department of Mathematics, IIT Kharagpur for providing the beautiful academic atmosphere where the research has been conducted. Data Availability Statement. Data sharing does not apply to this article as no new data were created or analyzed in this study.

References

[1] M. Aguiar, Pre-Poisson algebras, Lett. Math. Phys. 54 (2000), 263-277.

[2] C. Bai, O. Bellier, L. Guo and X. Ni, Splitting of operations, Manin products and Rota-Baxter operators, Int.

Math. Res. Not. 2013, no. 3 (2013), 485-524.

[3] C. Bai, L. Guo, Y. Sheng and R. Tang, Post-groups, (Lie-)Butcher groups and the Yang–Baxter equation, Math.

Ann. to appear, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00208-023-02592-z [4] V. G. Bardakov and V. A. Bovdi, Rota-Baxter and averaging operators on racks and rack algebras, arXiv preprint, arXiv:2402.11660.

[5] V. G. Bardakov and V. Gubarev, Rota-Baxter groups, skew left braces, and the Yang-Baxter equation, J. Algebra 596 (2022), 328-351.

[6] J. Baez and A. S. Crans, Higher-dimensional algebra VI. Lie 2-algebras, Theor. Appl. Categ. 12 (2004), 492-538. [7] G. R. Biyogmam, Lie n-racks, Comptes Rendus. Mathématique, 349, no. 17-18 (2011), 957-960. [8] R. Bonezzi and O. Hohm, Leibniz gauge theories and infinity structures, Commun. Math. Phys. 377 (2020), 2027–2077.

[9] B. Brainerd, On the structure of averaging operators, J. Math. Anal. 5 (1962), 347-377. [10] V. M. Buchstaber, n-valued groups: theory and applications, Moscow Math. J. 6, no. 1 (2006), 57-84. [11] W. Cao, An algebraic study of averaging operators, Ph.D. thesis, Rutgers University at Newark (2000). [12] A. Das, Controlling structures, deformations and homotopy theory for averaging algebras, https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.17798.

[13] A. Das and N. Rathee, Extensions and automorphisms of Rota-Baxter groups, J. Algebra 636 (2023), 626-665. [14] A. Das and S. Sen, 2-term averaging L_∞-algebras and non-abelian extensions of averaging Lie algebras, J. Algebra 644 (2024), 126-151.

[15] M. Eisermann, Yang-Baxter deformations of quandles and racks, Alg. Geom. Topology 5 (2005), 537-562. [16] P. Etingof, T. Schedler and A. Soloviev, Set-theoretical solutions to the quantum Yang-Baxter equation, Duke Math. J. 100 (2) (1999), 169-209.

[17] M. Goncharov, Rota-Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras, J. Algebra 582 (2021), 39-56. [18] L. Guarnieri and L. Vendramin, Skew braces and the Yang-Baxter equation, Mathematics of Computation 86, no.

307 (2017), 2519-2534.

[19] L. Guo, H. Lang and Y. Sheng, Integration and geometrization of Rota-Baxter Lie algebras, Adv. Math. 387 (2021), 107834.

[20] J. Kampde Fériet, Létat actuel du probléme de la turbulaence (I and II), La Sci. Aérienne 3 (1934), 9-34 & 4 (1935), 12-52.

[21] J. L. Kelley, Averging operators on C_∞(X), Illinois J. Math. 2 (1958), 214-223. [22] M. K. Kinyon, Leibniz algebras, Lie racks, and digroups, J. Lie Theory 17 (2007), 99-114. [23] A. Kotov and T. Strobl, The embedding tensor, Leibniz–Loday algebras, and their higher Gauge theories, Commun. Math. Phys. 376 (2020), 235–258.

[24] Y. Li, Y. Sheng and R. Tang, Relative Rota-Baxter operator of weight 0 on groups, pre-groups, braces, the Yang-Baxter equation and T -structures, arXiv preprint, arXiv:2312.01337.

[25] J.-L. Loday, Dialgebras, Dialgebras and related operads, 7-66, Lecture Notes in Math., 1763, Springer, Berlin, 2001.

[26] J. B. Miller, Averaging and Reynolds operators on Banach algebra I, Representation by derivation and antiderivations, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 14 (1966), 527-548.

[27] S.-T. C. Moy, Characterizations of conditional expectation as a transformation on function spaces, Pacific J.

Math. 4 (1954), 47-63.

[28] D. Quillen, Rational homotopy theory, Ann. of Math. 90 (1969), 205-295.

[29] J. Pei, C. Bai, L. Guo and X. Ni, Replicators, Manin white product of binary operads and average operators, New Trends in Algebras and Combinatorics, (2020), pp. 317-353.

[30] J. Pei and L. Guo, Averaging algebras, Schröder numbers, rooted trees and operads, J. Algebraic Combinatorics 42 (2015), 73-109.

[31] O. Reynolds, On the dynamic theory of incompressible viscous fluids and the determination of the criterion, Phil.

Trans. Roy. Soc. A 136 (1895), 123-164.

[32] W. Rump, Braces, radical rings, and the quantum Yang–Baxter equation, J. Algebra 307 (2007), 153-170. [33] Y. Sheng, R. Tang and C. Zhu, The controlling L_∞-algebra, cohomology and homotopy of embedding tensors and Lie–Leibniz triples, Commun. Math. Phys. 386 (2021), 269-304.

[34] A. Soloviev, Non-unitary set-theoretical solutions to the quantum Yang–Baxter equation, Math. Res. Lett. 7 (2000), no. 5-6, 577–596.

[35] S. Trappeniers, On two-sided skew braces, J. Algebra 631 (2023) 267-286. [36] V. Turaev, Multi-quandles and topological pairs, https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.00951v2.

Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Technology, Kharagpur 721302, West Bengal, India. Email address: apurbadas348@gmail.com, apurbadas348@maths.iitkgp.ac.in