arXiv:2404.13894v1 [math.RA] 22 Apr 2024

SOME NEW OPERATED LIE POLYNOMIAL IDENTITIES AND GRÖBNER-SHIRSHOV BASES

HUHU ZHANG, XING GAO^∗, TINGZENG WU, AND XINYANG FENG

Abstract. We give an affirmative answer to the open question posed in [34]: are the operated Lie polynomial identities corresponding to new operators on associative algebras in [7] Gröbner- Shirshov, respectively?

Contents

1. Introduction 1 1.1. Rota’s Program on Algebraic Operators for associative algebras 1 1.2. Rota’s Program on Algebraic Operators for Lie algebras 3 1.3. Our achievements and an outline of the paper. 3 2. Gröbner-Shirshov bases of free operated Lie algebras 4 2.1. Lyndon-Shirshov words 4 2.2. Lyndon-Shirshov bracketed words 5 2.3. Gröbner-Shirshov bases of free operated Lie algebras 6 3. Gröbner-Shirshov bases for operated Lie polynomial identities 7 3.1. OLPIs of operated degree 1 9 3.2. OLPIs of operated degree 2 10 References 17

1. Introduction

This paper aims to give a positive answer to a question posed in [34]—are the operated Lie polynomial identities corresponding to new operators in [7] also Gröbner-Shirshov, respectively? In a nutshell, we find some new “good” operated Lie polynomial identities in the sense of being Gröbner-Shirshov, whose associative versions appeared in Bremner’s work [7] are “good” in the same sense. Our results are profitable to promote the study of Rota’s Program on Algebraic Operators for Lie algebras in [34].

1.1. Rota’s Program on Algebraic Operators for associative algebras. Linear operators characterized by operator identities they satisfy have played a crucial role in mathematics research and have attracted much interest in recent years. The following are some examples on associative algebras.

Date: April 23, 2024.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 18M70, 05A05, 16W99, Key words and phrases. Rota’s Programm; Gröbner-Shirshov basis; Linear operator. *Corresponding author. 1

2 HUHU ZHANG, XING GAO^∗, TINGZENG WU, AND XINYANG FENG

(1) From the study of algebra and Galois theory, the homomorphisms of algebras and groups arose f (xy) = f (x) f (y) homomorphism operator.

(2) In analysis and geometry [20, 32], the functions and manifolds are studied through derivatives and vector fields

d(xy) = d(x)y + xd(y) derivation.

(3) In Baxter’s study of probability [5], he introduced the Rota-Baxter operator

P(x)P(y) = P(P(x)y + xP(y) + λxy) Rota-Baxter operator.

(4) Studies in mathematics, aerodynamics and signal processing gave rise to the Hilbert transformation (for λ = 1) (see [10, 30], later called modified Rota-Baxter operator) satisfying

P(x)P(y) = P(xP(y)) + P(P(x)y) + λxy modified Rota-Baxter operator,

which is also called a convolution theorem in [30].

(5) Nijenhuis operator introduced by Carinēna et al. [8] to study quantum bi-Hamiltonian systems and constructed by analogy with Poisson-Nijenhuis geometry, from the relative Rota-Baxter algebras [31],

P(x)P(y) = P(xP(y) + P(x)y − P(xy)) Nijenhuis operator.

(6) TD operators, characterized by the operator identity

P(x)P(y) = P(xP(y) + P(x)y − xP(1)y) TD operator

introduced by Lerous in a combinatorial study [22].

(7) The Reynolds operator has its origin in fluid mechanics [27] and is defined by the operator identity

P(x)P(y) = P(xP(y) + P(x)y − P(x)P(y)) Reynolds operator.

(8) The notion of averaging operator was explicitly defined by Kampé de Fériet [21] satisfy- ing P(x)P(y) = P(xP(y)) = P(P(x)y) average operator.

It was already implicitly studied by Reynolds [27] in 1895 in turbulence theory under the disguise of a Reynolds operator, since an idempotent Reynolds operator is an averaging operator.

These linear operators also found applications in a broad range of pure and applied mathematics, including combinatorics, probability and mathematical physics. For instance, classical Yang-Baxter equation, operads, combinatorics, Hopf algebra and renormalization of quantum field theory [1, 2, 3, 9, 16, 17, 18, 23, 28, 35]. See [19, 12, 13] for further references.

Motivated by the importance of linear operators, Rota [28] posed the question of classifying all operator identities satisfied by linear operators, that is, classifying algebraic operators.

In a series of papers, I have tried to show that other linear operators satisfying algebraic identities may be of equal importance in studying certain algebraic phenomena, and I have posed the problem of finding all possible algebraic identities that can be satisfied by a linear operator on an algebra.

SOME NEW OPERATED LIE POLYNOMIAL IDENTITIES AND GRÖBNER-SHIRSHOV BASES 3

Note that Rota’s program aims at not only a summary of well-known operated polynomial identities, but all the potential algebraic operated polynomial identities that might arise in mathematical research. Since the problem addresses a quite fundamental issue about linear operators on associative algebras, this problem was labelled as Rota’s Program on Algebraic Operators [11]. Guo el at. reformulated Rota’s Program on Algebraic Operators for associative algebras, via the method of rewriting systems and Gröbner-Shirshov bases [11].

1.2. Rota’s Program on Algebraic Operators for Lie algebras. Some important linear operators have also been defined for other algebraic structures, such as Lie algebras. As in the case of associative algebras, linear operators on Lie algebras have also played an important role in mathematics and mathematical physics. For example, derivations on Lie algebras were fundamental for their complexes and homologies; Rota-Baxter operator on Lie algebra first appeared as the operator form of the classical Yang-Baxter equation and served as a fundamental tool in integrable systems [4, 25, 26, 29]. See [14, 15] for more recent studies. Thus it is natural to adapt the program of Rota on algebraic operators from associative algebras to Lie algebras. Recently, Guo el at. reformulated Rota’s Program on Algebraic Operators for Lie algebras in the context of rewriting systems and Gröbner-Shirshov bases [34].

In fact, regarding an operator identity on Lie algebras as an element of the operated Lie polynomial algebra, one can determine whether the operator is “good” on Lie algebras via its operator identity in the context of rewriting systems and Gröbner-Shirshov bases. Guo el at. have given some “good” operators on Lie algebras—modified Rota-Baxter operators, differential type operators and Rota-Baxter type operators on Lie algerbas—via rewriting systems and Gröbner- Shirshov bases [34]. To the best of our knowledge, it is very difficult to completely solve Rota’s Program on Algebraic Operators for associative algebras or Lie algebras, even in the framework of rewriting systems or Gröbner-Shirshov bases.

1.3. Our achievements and an outline of the paper. With a different approach to Rota’s Program studied in [11], some new classes of operated polynomial identities on associative algebras were obtained in the recent work [7]. It was shown in [33] that these operated polynomial identities are respectively Gröbner-Shirshov. An interesting question was posed in [34]: are the operated Lie polynomial identities corresponding to new operators in [7] also Gröbner-Shirshov, respectively? This question is answered positively in the present paper. So we provide some more “good” operators in the sense of Rota’s Program on Algebraic Operators for Lie algebras.

It is worth mentioning that verifying operated Lie polynomial identities Gröbner-Shirshov is more tricky than proving corresponding associative polynomial identities Gröbner-Shirshov. The difficulty arise from two aspects. On the one hand, more terms are involved in the computational process, which is more-or-less reflected from the fact that Jacobi identity has one more term than associative law. On the other hand, the linear basis elements non-associative Lyndon-Shirshov bracketed words for free operated Lie algebras are more complicated than the linear basis elements bracketed words for free operated associative algebras.

Section 2 is devoted to recall the construction of free operated Lie algebras in terms of Lyndon- Shirshov bracketed words, and to review Gröbner-Shirshov bases theory for operated Lie algebras. In Section 3, we first propose the Lie algebraic version of the operated polynomial identities in [7, Theorems 5.1 and 6.12]. We then prove that all OLPIs of operated degree 1 are respectively Gröbner-Shirshov (Theorem 3.5) with respect to the invariant monomial order ≥_{dt}. Finally, we show that all OLPIs of operated degree 2 are respectively Gröbner-Shirshov (Theorem 3.15) with respect to the invariant monomial orders ≥_{dt} or ≥_{Dl}.

4 HUHU ZHANG, XING GAO^∗, TINGZENG WU, AND XINYANG FENG

Notation. Throughout this paper, let k be a field with characteristic 0, which will be the base field of all vector space, algebras and linear maps. For a set X, we use kX to denote the vector space spanned by X and ⌊X⌋ := {⌊x⌋ | x ∈ X} to denote a disjoint copy of X. Let S (X) (resp. M(X)) denote the free semigroup (resp. free monoid) on X, consisting of words (resp. words including the empty word 1) in the alphabet set X. Let X^∗ denote the free magma on X, consisting of non-associative (binary) words on X. Such a word is either in X or is of the form (w) = ((u)(v)) for words (u), (v) ∈ X^∗.

2. Gröbner-Shirshov bases of free operated Lie algebras

In this section, we recall the Gröbner-Shirshov bases theory for free operated Lie algebras [24, 34], in terms of Lyndon-Shirshov bracket words.

2.1. Lyndon-Shirshov words. Let (X, ≥) be a well-ordered set. Define the lex-order ≥_{lex} on the free monoid M(X) over X by

(1) 1 >_{lex} u for all nonempty word u, and (2) for any u = xu^′ and v = yv^′ with x, y ∈ X,

u >_{lex} v if x > y, or x = y and u^′ >_{lex} v^′.

For example, let x > y. Then 1 >_{lex} x >_{lex} xx >_{lex} xy >_{lex} · · · >_{lex} y >_{lex} yx >_{lex} yy.

Definition 2.1. Let (X, ≥) be a well-ordered set.

(1) An associative word w ∈ S (X) is called an associative Lyndon-Shirshov word on X with respect to the lex-order ≥_{lex}, if w = uv >_{lex} vu for every decomposition w = uv of w with u, v ∈ S (X).

(2) A non-associative word (w) ∈ X^∗ is called a non-associative Lyndon-Shirshov word on X with respect to the lex-order ≥_{lex}, provided (a) the corresponding associative word w is an associative Lyndon-Shirshov word on X; (b) if (w) = ((u)(v)), then both (u) and (v) are non-associative Lyndon-Shirshov words on X;

(c) if (w) = ((u)(v)) and (u) = ((u_1)(u_2)), then v ≥_{lex} u_2.

Remark 2.2. (1) A word w is an associative Lyndon-Shirshov word if and only if for any decomposition of w = uv with u, v ∈ S (X), we have w >_{lex} v [6].

(2) Non-associative Lyndon(-Shirshov) words form a linear basis for a free Lie algebra [6].

Denote by ALSW(X) (resp. NLSW(X)) the set of all associative (resp. non-associative) Lyndon-Shirshov words on a well-ordered set X with respect to the lex-order ≥_{lex}. For any w ∈ ALSW(X), there exists a unique procedure, called the Shirshov standard bracketing [6], to give a non-associative Lyndon-Shirshov word [w]. Furthermore, NLSW(X) = {[w] | w ∈ ALSW(X)} .

Example 2.3. Let X = {x, y, z} with x > y > z. Then

(1) xy, xyz, xzy ∈ ALSW(X) and yx, yxz, yzx, zxy, zyx � ALSW(X). (2) (xy), (x(yz)), ((xz)y) ∈ NLSW(X) and (yx), ((xy)z) � NLSW(X). (3) We display three examples of the Shirshov standard bracketing

[xy] = (xy), [xyz] = (x(yz)) and [xzy] = ((xz)y).

SOME NEW OPERATED LIE POLYNOMIAL IDENTITIES AND GRÖBNER-SHIRSHOV BASES 5

2.2. Lyndon-Shirshov bracketed words. This subsection is devoted to collect some definitions and results on the Gröbner-Shirshov bases of operated Lie algebras [24, 34]. Definition 2.4. [24]

(1) An operated Lie algebra is a Lie algebra L together with a linear map P_L : L → L. (2) A morphism from an operated Lie algebra (L_1, P_{L1} ) to an operated Lie algebra (L_2, P_{L2} ) is a Lie algebra homomorphism f : L_1 → L_2 such that f ∘ P_{L1} = P_{L2} ∘ f.

Let X be a set. The sets of associative and non-associative bracketed words on X by direct systems S(X)_n and N(X)_n, n ≥ 0 defined recursively on n. For the initial step of n = 0, define S(X)_0 := S (X) and N(X)_0 := X^∗. For the inductive step, define

S(X)_{n+1} := S (X ∪ ⌊S(X)_n⌋) and N(X)_{n+1} := (X ∪ ⌊N(X)_n⌋)^∗.

Finally, define the direct limits S(X) := � n≥0 S(X)_n and N(X) := � n≥0 N(X)_n.

Elements of S(X) (resp. N(X)) are called the associative (resp. non-associative) bracketed words on X. We also denote an element of S(X) (resp. N(X)) by w (resp. (w)).

Notation 2.5. (1) Every element w of S(X) can be uniquely written in the form w = w_1 · · · w_k, for w_1, . . . , w_k ∈ X ∪ ⌊S(X)⌋, k ≥ 1. We call w_i prime and |w| := k the breadth of w.

(2) Define the depth of w ∈ S(X) to be dep(w) := min{n | w ∈ S(X)_n}. (3) For any (w) ∈ N(X), there exists a unique w ∈ S(X) by forgetting the brackets of (w).

Then we can define the depth of (w) ∈ N(X) to be dep((w)) := dep(w). This agrees with min{n | (w) ∈ N(X)_n}.

(4) The degree of w ∈ S(X), denoted by deg(w), is defined to be the total number of occurrences of all x ∈ X and ⌊ ⌋ in w.

(5) The operated degree of w ∈ S(X), denoted by odeg(w), is defined to be the total number of occurrences of all ⌊ ⌋ in w.

Example 2.6. Let u = ⌊xy⌊z⌋y⌋xy ∈ S(X) and (v) = x((⌊y⌋(xy))z) ∈ N(X) with x, y, z ∈ X. Then

|u| = 3, dep(u) = 2, deg(u) = 8 and odeg(u) = 2, and v = x⌊y⌋xyz ∈ S(X), dep((v)) = dep(v) = 1 and odeg((v)) = 1.

Let ⋆ be a symbol not in a set X. A word in S(X ⊔ ⋆) is called a ⋆-word on X if ⋆ appears only once. The set of all ⋆-words on X is denoted by S^⋆(X).

Definition 2.7. Let X be a set. A monomial order on S(X) is a well order ≥ on S(X) such that u > v ⇒ q|_u > q|_v, for all u, v ∈ S(X) and q ∈ S^⋆(X).

Let ≥ be a monomial order on S(X). For any f ∈ kS(X), let f denote the leading monomial of f .

Definition 2.8. [34] An order ≥_{IM} on S(X) is called invariant if, for all prime elements u_1, . . . , u_n ∈ S(X) and σ ∈ S_n, we have (1) u_1 · · · u_n ≥_{IM} u_{σ(1)} · · · u_{σ(n)} ⇐⇒ u_1 · · · u_n ⪰_{lex} u_{σ(1)} · · · u_{σ(n)},

where ⪰ is the restriction of ≥ to the set of prime elements X ⊔ ⌊S(X)⌋.

6 HUHU ZHANG, XING GAO^∗, TINGZENG WU, AND XINYANG FENG

We are going to recall the construction of the free operated Lie algebras [34]. For a fixed invariant monomial order ≥_{IM} on S(X), define ALSBW_{≥IM} (X)_0 := ALSW(X) and then NLSBW_{≥IM} (X)_0 := NLSW(X) = � [w] � � w ∈ ALSBW_{≥IM} (X)_0 � with respect to the order ⪰_{lex}. For the recursion step, for any given n ≥ 0, assume that we have defined ALSBW_{≥IM} (X)_n and then NLSBW_{≥IM} (X)_n = � [w] � � w ∈ ALSBW_{≥IM} (X)_n � with respect to the order ⪰_{lex}. Then we first define ALSBW_{≥IM} (X)_{n+1} := ALSW(X ⊔ ⌊ALSBW_{≥IM} (X)_n⌋) with respect to the order ⪰_{lex}. We then denote � X ⊔ ⌊ALSBW_{≥IM} (X)_n⌋ � := � [w] := � w, if w ∈ X, ⌊[w^′]⌋, if w = ⌊w^′⌋ � � � w ∈ X ⊔ ⌊ALSBW≥IM (X)n⌋ �

and define (2) NLSBW_{≥IM} (X)_{n+1} := NLSW( � X ⊔ ⌊ALSBW_{≥IM} (X)_n⌋ � ) = � [w] � � w ∈ ALSBW_{≥IM} (X)_{n+1} � with respect to the order ⪰_{lex}. We finally denote

ALSBW_{≥IM} (X) := � n≥0 ALSBW_{≥IM} (X)_n and NLSBW_{≥IM} (X) := � n≥0 NLSBW_{≥IM} (X)_n.

We have (3) NLSBW_{≥IM} (X) = � [w] � � w ∈ ALSBW_{≥IM} (X) � . Elements of ALSBW_{≥IM} (X) (resp. NLSBW_{≥IM} (X)) are called associative (resp. non-associative) Lyndon-Shirshov bracketed words with respect to ≥_{IM}.

2.3. Gröbner-Shirshov bases of free operated Lie algebras. The NLSBW_{≥IM} (X) is a linear basis of the free operated Lie algebra [34, Theorem 2.13]. There are two kinds of nontrivial compositions.

Lemma 2.9. [34] Let f ∈ kNLSBW_{≥IM} (Z) be monic and q|_{[ f ]} ∈ ALSBW_{≥IM} (Z). Then

[[q|_f ]_{[ f ]}] = q|_{[ f ]} + � i α_iq_i|_{[ f ]},

where each α_i ∈ k, q_i ∈ S^⋆(Z) and q|_{[ f ]} >_{IM} q_i|_{[ f ]}.

Definition 2.10. Let X be a well-ordered set. Let f, g ∈ kNLSBW_{≥IM} (X) be monic.

(1) If there are u, v, w ∈ S(X) such that w = [ f ]u = v[g] with max{|[ f ]|, |[g]|} < |w| < |[ f ]| + |[g]|, then ⟨ f, g⟩_w := ⟨ f, g⟩^{u,v}_w := [ f u]_{[ f ]} − [vg]_{[g]} is called the intersection composition of f and g with respect to w.

SOME NEW OPERATED LIE POLYNOMIAL IDENTITIES AND GRÖBNER-SHIRSHOV BASES 7

(2) If there is q ∈ S^⋆(X) such that w = [ f ] = q|_{[g]}, then ⟨ f, g⟩_w := ⟨ f, g⟩^q_w := f − [q|_g]_{[g]} is called the including composition of f and g with respect to w.

Definition 2.11. [34] Let X be a well-ordered set. Let S ⊆ kNLSBW_{≥IM} (X) be monic.

(1) An element f ∈ kNLSBW_{≥IM} (X) is called trivial modulo (S, w) if f = � i α_i[q_i|_{si} ]_{[si]}

with w > q_i|_{[si]} for each special normal s_i-word [q_i|_{si} ]_{[si]}, where each α_i ∈ k, q_i ∈ S^⋆(X), s_i ∈ S . In this case, we write f ≡ 0 mod (S, w).

(2) We call S a Gröbner-Shirshov basis in kNLSBW_{≥IM} (Z) with respect to the invariant monomial order ≥_{IM} if, for all pairs f, g ∈ S , every intersection composition of the form ⟨ f, g⟩^{u,v}_w is trivial modulo (S, w), and every including composition of the form ⟨ f, g⟩^q_w is trivial modulo (S, w).

The following Composition-Diamond lemma is the cornerstone of Gröbner-Shirshov bases theory.

Lemma 2.12. [34] Let X be a well-ordered set, ≥_{IM} an invariant monomial order on kNLSBW_{≥IM} (X) and S ⊆ kNLSBW_{≥IM} (X) monic. Denote Id(S) the ideal of kNLSBW_{≥IM} (X) generated by S . Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) S is a Gröbner-Shirshov basis in kNLSBW_{≥IM} (X).

(2) For all f � 0 in Id(S) , [ f ] = q|_{[s]} ∈ ALSBW_{≥IM} (X) for some q ∈ S^⋆(X) and s ∈ S . (3) kNLSBW_{≥IM} (X) = kIrr(S )⊕Id(S) and Irr(S ) is a k-basis of kNLSBW_{≥IM} (X)/Id(S), where Irr(S ) := � [w] � � w ∈ ALSBW_{≥IM} (X), w � q|_{[s]} for s ∈ S and q ∈ S^⋆(X) � . 3. Gröbner-Shirshov bases for operated Lie polynomial identities In this section, we prove that the Lie algebraic version of operated polynomial identities in [7, Theorems 5.1 and 6.12] are Gröbner-Shirshov bases, respectively.

Definition 3.1. Let X be a well-ordered set and ≥_{IM} an invariant monomial order on kNLSBW_{≥IM} (X).

(1) Elements of kNLSBW_{≥IM} (X) are called operated Lie polynomials. (2) For ϕ ∈ kNLSBW_{≥IM} (X), we call ϕ = 0 (or simply ϕ) an operated Lie polynomial identity (OLPI).

(3) Let Φ ⊆ kNLSBW_{≥IM} (X) be a system of monic OLPIs. We call Φ a Gröbner-Shirshov system if S_Φ is a Gröbner-Shirshov basis in kNLSBW_{≥IM} (X), where

S_Φ = {ϕ(u_1, . . . , u_k) | u_1, . . . , u_k ∈ kNLSBW_{≥IM} (X), ϕ ∈ Φ} ⊆ kNLSBW_{≥IM} (X). The following are the Lie algebraic version of the operated polynomial identities in [7, Theorems 5.1 and 6.12].

Definition 3.2. Let X be a a set. For any x, y ∈ X, we define the following OLPIs.

(1) OLPIs of operated degree 1: (4) ⌊[xy]⌋, ⌊[xy]⌋ − [x⌊y⌋], ⌊[xy]⌋ − [⌊x⌋y], ⌊[xy]⌋ − [⌊x⌋y] − [x⌊y⌋], [⌊x⌋y], [x⌊y⌋].

8 HUHU ZHANG, XING GAO^∗, TINGZENG WU, AND XINYANG FENG

(2) OLPIs of operated degree 2: (5) ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋, ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ − [x⌊⌊y⌋⌋], ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ − [⌊⌊x⌋⌋y], ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ − [⌊⌊x⌋⌋y] − [x⌊⌊y⌋⌋], [⌊⌊x⌋⌋y], [x⌊⌊y⌋⌋], and

(6)

[⌊x⌋⌊y⌋] − ⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ − ⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋ (Rota-Baxter), [⌊x⌋⌊y⌋] − ⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ − ⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋ + ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ (Nijenhuis), [⌊x⌋⌊y⌋] − ⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋ (average), [⌊x⌋⌊y⌋] − ⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ (inverse average), [x⌊⌊y⌋⌋] + ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ + ⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋ (New identity A (right)), [⌊⌊x⌋⌋y] + ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ + ⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ (New identity A (left)), ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ + α⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋ − (α + 1)[x⌊⌊y⌋⌋] with 0 � α ∈ k, (New identity B (right)), ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ + β⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ − (β + 1)[⌊⌊x⌋⌋y] with 0 � β ∈ k, (New identity B (left)), [⌊⌊x⌋⌋y] + ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ + [x⌊⌊y⌋⌋] + 2[⌊x⌋⌊y⌋] − 2⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ − 2⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋ (New identity C), [⌊⌊x⌋⌋y] − ⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ (P 1 ), ⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ (P 2 ), [x⌊⌊y⌋⌋] − ⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋ (P 3 ), ⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋ (P 4 ), [⌊x⌋⌊y⌋] (P 5 ).

We recall two examples of invariant monomial orders on S(X) for later applications. First invariant monomial order ≥_{Dl} on S(X): Let (X, ≥) be a well-ordered set. Take u = u_1 · · · u_m and v = v_1 · · · v_n in S(X), where u_i and v_j are prime. Define u >_{Dl} v inductively on dep(u) + dep(v) ≥ 0. For the initial step of dep(u) + dep(v) = 0, we have u, v ∈ S (X) and define u >_{Dl} v by u >_{deg−lex} v, that is,

u >_{Dl} v if (deg(u), |u|, u_1, . . . , u_m) > (deg(v), |v|, v_1, . . . , v_n) lexicographically. Here notice that deg(u) = |u| and deg(v) = |v|. For the induction step, if u = ⌊u^′⌋ and v = ⌊v^′⌋, then define u >_{Dl} v if u^′ >_{Dl} v^′. Otherwise, define

u >_{Dl} v if (deg(u), |u|, u_1, . . . , u_m) > (deg(v), |v|, v_1, . . . , v_n) lexicographically. Then ≥_{Dl} is a monomial order [24] and is invariant.

Second invariant monomial order ≥_{dt} on S(X): Let (X, ≥) be a well-ordered set. Denote by deg_X(u) the number of x ∈ X in u with repetition. Define the order ≥_{dt} on S(X) as follows. For any u = u_1 · · · u_m and v = v_1 · · · v_n, where u_i and v_j are prime. Define u >_{dt} v inductively on dep(u) + dep(v) ≥ 0. For the initial step of dep(u) + dep(v) = 0, we have u, v ∈ S (X) and define u >_{dt} v if u >_{deg−lex} v, that is (deg_X(u), u_1, . . . , u_m) > (deg_X(v), v_1, . . . , v_n) lexicographically.

For the induction step, if u = ⌊u^′⌋ and v = ⌊v^′⌋, define u >_{dt} v if u^′ >_{dt} v^′. If u = ⌊u^′⌋ and v ∈ X, define u >_{dt} v. Otherwise, define

u >_{dt} v if (deg_X(u), u_1, . . . , u_m) > (deg_X(v), v_1, . . . , v_n) lexicographically. Then ≥_{dt} is a monomial order [19], which is also invariant.

SOME NEW OPERATED LIE POLYNOMIAL IDENTITIES AND GRÖBNER-SHIRSHOV BASES 9

3.1. OLPIs of operated degree 1. In this subsection, we proved that each OLPI in Eq. (4) is Gröbner-Shirshov with respect to the invariant monomial order ≥_{dt}. Remark 3.3. Notice that there are three monomial OLPIs ⌊[xy]⌋, [⌊x⌋y] and [x⌊y⌋], which are Gröbner-Shirshov with respect to the invariant monomial order ≥_{dt}, respectively. Proposition 3.4. Let X be a well-ordered set. The OLPIs ϕ(x, y) := ⌊[xy]⌋ − [⌊x⌋y] − [x⌊y⌋], ψ(x, y) := ⌊[xy]⌋ − [x⌊y⌋], φ(x, y) := ⌊[xy]⌋ − [⌊x⌋y] are respectively Gröbner-Shirshov with respect to the invariant monomial order ≥_{dt}. Proof. The OLPI ϕ(x, y) is of differential type, which is Gröbner-Shirshov with respect to the invariant monomial order ≥_{dt} [34, Theorem 4.8]. We only prove that OLPI ψ(x, y) is Gröbner- Shirshov, as the case of φ(x, y) is similar.

Notice that

S_ψ = {ψ(u, v) | u, v ∈ ALSBW_{≥dt} (X)} = {⌊[uv]⌋ − [u⌊v⌋], [u⌊u⌋] | u >_{dt} v ∈ ALSBW_{≥dt} (X)} and ψ(u, v) = ⌊uv⌋ for u >_{dt} v ∈ ALSBW_{≥dt} (Z). Since the compositions involving [u⌊u⌋] are trivial, it suffices to consider the compositions involving ⌊[uv]⌋ − [u⌊v⌋] with u >_{dt} v. These compositions are listed as below:

⟨ψ(uv, w), ψ(u, vw)⟩_{w1} for w_1 = ⌊uvw⌋ ∈ ALSBW_{≥dt} (X), ⟨ψ(q|_{⌊uv⌋}, w), ψ(u, v))⟩_{w2} for w_2 = ⌊q|_{⌊uv⌋}w⌋ ∈ ALSBW_{≥dt} (X), q ∈ S^⋆(X), ⟨ψ(u, q|_{⌊vw⌋}), ψ(v, w))⟩_{w3} for w_3 = ⌊uq|_{⌊vw⌋}⌋ ∈ ALSBW_{≥dt} (X), q ∈ S^⋆(X).

Now we check that all the compositions are trivial. By direct computation, for the first one, we have ⟨ψ(uv, w), ψ(u, vw)⟩_{w1} = ψ(uv, w) − ψ(u, vw) = ⌊[(uv)w]⌋ − [uv⌊w⌋] − ⌊[u(vw)]⌋ + [u⌊vw⌋] = ⌊[(uw)v]⌋ − [uv⌊w⌋] + [u⌊vw⌋] ≡ [uw⌊v⌋] − [uv⌊w⌋] + [u⌊vw⌋] = 0 mod (S_ψ, w_1).

For the second one, by Lemma 2.9, we have

⌊[q|_{ψ(u,v)}w]⌋_{⌊uv⌋} = ⌊[q|_{⌊uv⌋}w]⌋ − ⌊[q|_{u⌊v⌋}w]⌋ + � i α_i � ⌊[q_i|_{⌊uv⌋}w]⌋ − ⌊[q_i|_{u⌊v⌋}w]⌋ �

for some α_i ∈ k, q_i ∈ S^⋆(X) with q|_{⌊uv⌋} >_{dt} q_i|_{⌊uv⌋}. Hence

⟨ψ(q|_{⌊uv⌋}, w), ψ(u, v))⟩_{w2} = ψ(q|_{⌊uv⌋}, w) − ⌊[q|_{ψ(u,v)}w]⌋_{⌊uv⌋} = ⌊[q|_{⌊uv⌋}w]⌋ − [q|_{⌊uv⌋}⌊w⌋] − ⌊[q|_{⌊uv⌋}w]⌋ + ⌊[q|_{u⌊v⌋}w]⌋ − � i α_i � ⌊[q_i|_{⌊uv⌋}w]⌋ − ⌊[q_i|_{u⌊v⌋}w]⌋ �

10 HUHU ZHANG, XING GAO^∗, TINGZENG WU, AND XINYANG FENG

= −[q|_{⌊uv⌋}⌊w⌋] + ⌊[q|_{u⌊v⌋}w]⌋ − � i α_i � ⌊[q_i|_{⌊uv⌋}w]⌋ − ⌊[q_i|_{u⌊v⌋}w]⌋ �

≡ −[q|_{u⌊v⌋}⌊w⌋] + ⌊[q|_{u⌊v⌋}w]⌋ − � i α_i � ⌊[q_i|_{u⌊v⌋}w]⌋ − ⌊[q_i|_{u⌊v⌋}w]⌋ � = 0 mod (S_ψ, w_2).

The third one is similar to the case of second one. Therefore, ψ(x, y) is Gröbner-Shirshov. □ Now we arrive at our first main result of this paper.

Theorem 3.5. Let X be a well-ordered set. Six OLPIs in Eq. (4) are respectively Gröbner- Shirshov with respect to the invariant monomial order ≥_{dt}.

Proof. It follows from Remark 3.3 and Proposition 3.4. □

3.2. OLPIs of operated degree 2. In this subsection, we proved that each OLPI in Eqs. (5) and (6) is Gröbner-Shirshov with respect to the invariant monomial orders ≥_{dt} or ≥_{Dl}. Parallel to Theorem 3.5, we give the following result.

Theorem 3.6. Let X be a well-ordered set. Six OLPIs in Eq. (5) are respectively Gröbner- Shirshov with respect to the invariant monomial order ≥_{dt}.

Proof. First, three monomial OLPIs in Eq. (5) are Gröbner-Shirshov, respectively. Next, other three OPIs in Eq. (5) are respectively Gröbner-Shirshov, by replacing ⌊ ⌋ by ⌊⌊ ⌋⌋ in the proof of Proposition 3.4. □ We are in a position to prove that each OLPI in Eq. (6) is Gröbner-Shirshov with respect to the invariant monomial orders ≥_{dt} or ≥_{Dl}. As a preparation, we expose the following result. Proposition 3.7. Let X be a well-ordered set. The OLPIs [⌊x⌋⌊y⌋] − ⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ − ⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋ (Rota-Baxter), [⌊x⌋⌊y⌋] − ⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ − ⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋ + ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ (Nijenhuis), [⌊x⌋⌊y⌋] − ⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋ (average), [⌊x⌋⌊y⌋] − ⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ (inverse average) are respectively Gröbner-Shirshov with respect to the invariant monomial order ≥_{Dl}. Proof. The Rota-Baxter OLPI and Nijenhuis OLPI are respectively Gröbner-Shirshov with respect to the invariant monomial order ≥_{Dl} [24, 34]. We only need to show that average OLPI is Gröbner-Shirshov, as the case of inverse average OLPI is similar.

Denote ϕ(x, y) := [⌊x⌋⌊y⌋] − ⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋. Then S_ϕ = {ϕ(u, v) | u, v ∈ ALSBW_{≥Dl} (X)} = {[⌊u⌋⌊v⌋] − ⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋, ⌊[u⌊u⌋]⌋ | u >_{Dl} v ∈ ALSBW_{≥Dl} (X)} and ϕ(u, v) = ⌊u⌋⌊v⌋ for u >_{Dl} v ∈ ALSBW_{≥Dl} (Z). Since the compositions involving ⌊[u⌊u⌋]⌋ are trivial, we are left to consider the compositions involving ⌊[uv]⌋ − [u⌊v⌋] with u >_{Dl} v. These compositions are listed as below:

⟨ϕ(u, v), ϕ(v, w)⟩_{w1} for w_1 = ⌊u⌋⌊v⌋⌊w⌋, u >_{Dl} v >_{Dl} w, ⟨ϕ(q|_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋}, w), ϕ(u, v)⟩_{w2} for w_2 = ⌊q|_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋}⌋⌊w⌋, u >_{Dl} v, q|_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋} >_{Dl} w, ⟨ϕ(u, q|_{⌊v⌋⌊w⌋}), ϕ(v, w)⟩_{w3} for w_3 = ⌊u⌋⌊q|_{⌊v⌋⌊w⌋}⌋, u >_{Dl} ⌊q|_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋}⌋, v >_{Dl} w.

SOME NEW OPERATED LIE POLYNOMIAL IDENTITIES AND GRÖBNER-SHIRSHOV BASES 11

The first composition is trivial from that ⟨ϕ(u, v), ϕ(v, w)⟩_{w1} = [ϕ(u, v)⌊w⌋]|_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋} − [⌊u⌋ϕ(v, w)]|_{⌊v⌋⌊w⌋} = [[⌊u⌋⌊w⌋]⌊v⌋] + [⌊u⌋[⌊v⌋⌊w⌋]] − [⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋⌊w⌋] − [⌊u⌋[⌊v⌋⌊w⌋]] + [⌊u⌋⌊[v⌊w⌋]⌋] = [[⌊u⌋⌊w⌋]⌊v⌋] − [⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋⌊w⌋] + [⌊u⌋⌊[v⌊w⌋]⌋] ≡ [⌊[u⌊w⌋]⌋⌊v⌋] − ⌊[[u⌊v⌋]⌊w⌋]⌋ + ⌊[u⌊[v⌊w⌋]⌋]⌋ ≡ ⌊[[u⌊w⌋]⌊v⌋]⌋ − ⌊[[u⌊v⌋]⌊w⌋]⌋ + ⌊[u⌊[v⌊w⌋]⌋]⌋ = −⌊[u[⌊v⌋⌊w⌋]]⌋ + ⌊[u⌊[v⌊w⌋]⌋]⌋ ≡ −⌊[u⌊[v⌊w⌋]⌋]⌋ + ⌊[u⌊[v⌊w⌋]⌋]⌋ = 0 mod (S_ϕ, w_1).

For the second one, by Lemma 2.9, we have

[⌊q|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌋⌊w⌋]_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋} = [⌊q|_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋}⌋⌊w⌋] − [⌊q|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}⌋⌊w⌋] + � i α_i � [⌊q_i|_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋}⌋⌊w⌋] − [⌊q_i|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}⌋⌊w⌋] � , for some α_i ∈ k, q_i ∈ S^⋆(X) with q|_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋} >_{Dl} q_i|_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋}, and so ⟨ϕ(q|_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋}, w), ϕ(u, v)⟩_{w2} = ϕ(q|_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋}, w) − [⌊q|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌋⌊w⌋]_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋} = [⌊q|_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋}⌋⌊w⌋] − ⌊[q|_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋}⌊w⌋]⌋ − [⌊q|_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋}⌋⌊w⌋] + [⌊q|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}⌋⌊w⌋] − � i α_i � [⌊q_i|_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋}⌋⌊w⌋] − [⌊q_i|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}⌋⌊w⌋] �

= −⌊[q|_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋}⌊w⌋]⌋ + [⌊q|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}⌋⌊w⌋] − � i α_i � [⌊q_i|_{⌊u⌋⌊v⌋}⌋⌊w⌋] − [⌊q_i|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}⌋⌊w⌋] �

= −[⌊q|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}⌋⌊w⌋] + [⌊q|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}⌋⌊w⌋] − � i α_i � [⌊q_i|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}⌋⌊w⌋] − [⌊q_i|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}⌋⌊w⌋] � = 0 mod (S_ϕ, w_2).

Similarly, the third composition is also trivial module (S_ϕ, w_3). Therefore, the average OLPI ϕ(x, y) is Gröbner-Shirshov. This completes the proof. □ Remark 3.8. With the invariant monomial order ≥_{dt}, the A, B and C type OLPIs are not Gröbner- Shirshov, respectively. Since they have same leading monomial ⌊⌊uv⌋⌋, there exist a composition of the form ⟨ϕ(uv, w), ϕ(u, vw)⟩_{⌊⌊uvw⌋⌋} with uvw ∈ ALSBW_{≥dt} (X). However, such composition is not trivial module (S_ϕ, ⌊⌊uvw⌋⌋).

We now check that the OLPIs associated to the new identities A classified in [7] are respectively Gröbner-Shirshov.

Proposition 3.9. Let X be a well-ordered set. The OLPIs [x⌊⌊y⌋⌋] + ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ + ⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋ (New identity A (right)), [⌊⌊x⌋⌋y] + ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ + ⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ (New identity A (left)) are respectively Gröbner-Shirshov with respect to the invariant monomial order ≥_{Dl}.

12 HUHU ZHANG, XING GAO^∗, TINGZENG WU, AND XINYANG FENG

Proof. It suffices to prove that A (right) type OLPI is Gröbner-Shirshov, as the proof of the left case is similar. Define ϕ(x, y) := [x⌊⌊y⌋⌋] + ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ + ⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋ and S_ϕ := {ϕ(u, v) | u, v ∈ ALSBW_{≥Dl} (X)}.

Then ϕ(u, v) = u⌊⌊v⌋⌋ and there are two compositions ⟨ϕ(q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}, w), ϕ(u, v)⟩_{w1} for w_1 = q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋ ∈ ALSBW_{≥Dl} (X), ⟨ϕ(u, q|_{v⌊⌊w⌋⌋}), ϕ(v, w)⟩_{w2} for w_2 = u⌊⌊q|_{v⌊⌊w⌋⌋}⌋⌋ ∈ ALSBW_{≥Dl} (X).

For the first composition, by Lemma 2.9, we get [q|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌊⌊w⌋⌋]_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋} = [q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + [q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + [q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + � i α_i � [q_i|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + [q_i|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + [q_i|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] � , for some α_i ∈ k, q_i ∈ S^⋆(X) with q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋} >_{Dl} q_i|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}, and hence

⟨ϕ(q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}, w), ϕ(u, v)⟩_{w1} = ϕ(q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}, w) − [q|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌊⌊w⌋⌋]_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋} = [q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + ⌊⌊[q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}w]⌋⌋ + ⌊[q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}⌊w⌋]⌋ − [q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] − [q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] − [q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] − � i α_i � [q_i|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + [q_i|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + [q_i|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] � = ⌊⌊[q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}w]⌋⌋ + ⌊[q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}⌊w⌋]⌋ − [q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] − [q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] − � i α_i � [q_i|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + [q_i|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + [q_i|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] � ≡ −⌊⌊[q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}w]⌋⌋ − ⌊⌊[q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}w]⌋⌋ − ⌊[q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊w⌋]⌋ − ⌊[q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊w⌋]⌋ + [⌊q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊w⌋⌋] + [⌊⌊q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}w⌋⌋] +[⌊q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊w⌋⌋] + [⌊⌊q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}w⌋⌋] − � i α_i � − [q_i|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] − [q_i|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋]

+[q_i|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + [q_i|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] � = 0 mod (S_ϕ, w_1).

Similarly, the second composition is also trivial (S_ϕ, w_2). Therefore, the OLPI ϕ(x, y) is Gröbner- Shirshov. □ We turn to consider the B type OLPIs.

Remark 3.10. Notice that if the monomial ⌊⌊xy⌋⌋ is leading monomial of the following B type OLPIs

⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ + α⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋ − (α + 1)[x⌊⌊y⌋⌋] with 0 � α ∈ k, (New identity B (right)), ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ + β⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ − (β + 1)[⌊⌊x⌋⌋y] with 0 � β ∈ k, (New identity B (left)), then they are not Gröbner-Shirshov, respectively. Since the base field k is of characteristic 0, we rewrite B type OLPIs as Case 1: for α � −1 and β � −1,

[x⌊⌊y⌋⌋] − 1 α + 1

⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ − α α + 1

⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋ with 0 � α ∈ k, (7) [⌊⌊x⌋⌋y] − 1 β + 1

⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ − β β + 1

⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ with 0 � β ∈ k. (8)

SOME NEW OPERATED LIE POLYNOMIAL IDENTITIES AND GRÖBNER-SHIRSHOV BASES 13

Case 2: for α = −1 and β = −1, [⌊x⌊y⌋⌋] − ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋, (9) [⌊⌊x⌋y⌋] − ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋.

(10)

Proposition 3.11. Let X be a well-ordered set. Four OLPIs in Eqs. (7), (8), (9) and (10) are respectively Gröbner-Shirshov with respect to the invariant monomial order ≥_{Dl}.

Proof. We only consider the cases of Eqs. (7) and (9), as others are similar. Define

ϕ(x, y) := [x⌊⌊y⌋⌋] − 1 α + 1

⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ − α α + 1

⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋, ψ(x, y) := [⌊x⌊y⌋⌋] − ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋, and denote S_ϕ := {ϕ(u, v) | u, v ∈ ALSBW_{≥Dl} (X)}, S_ψ := {ψ(u, v) | u, v ∈ ALSBW_{≥Dl} (X)}.

We first check that S_ϕ is a Gröbner-Shirshov basis. With the order ≥_{Dl}, u⌊⌊v⌋⌋ is the leading monomial of ϕ(u, v). There are two compositions ⟨ϕ(q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}, w), ϕ(u, v)⟩_{w1} for w_1 = q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋ ∈ ALSBW_{≥Dl} (X), ⟨ϕ(u, q|_{v⌊⌊w⌋⌋}), ϕ(v, w)⟩_{w2} for w_2 = u⌊⌊q|_{v⌊⌊w⌋⌋}⌋⌋ ∈ ALSBW_{≥Dl} (X).

We only check that the first one is trivial, as the second one is similar. By Lemma 2.9, we obtain

[q|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌊⌊w⌋⌋]_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋} = [q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] − 1 α + 1

[q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] − α α + 1

[q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + � i α_i � [q_i|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] � , for some α_i ∈ k, q_i ∈ S^⋆(X) with q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋} >_{Dl} q_i|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}. Hence

⟨ϕ(q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}, w), ϕ(u, v)⟩_{w1} = ϕ(q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}, w) − [q|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌊⌊w⌋⌋]_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}

= [q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] − 1 α + 1

⌊⌊[q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}w]⌋⌋ − α α + 1

⌊[q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}⌊w⌋]⌋

−[q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + 1 α + 1

[q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + α α + 1

[q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] − � i α_i � [q_i|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] �

= − 1 α + 1

⌊⌊[q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}w]⌋⌋ − α α + 1

⌊[q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}⌊w⌋]⌋ + 1 α + 1

[q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + α α + 1

[q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] − � i α_i � [q_i|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] �

≡ − 1 α + 1

⌊⌊[q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}w]⌋⌋ − α α + 1

⌊[q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}⌊w⌋]⌋ + 1 α + 1

[q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + α α + 1

[q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] ≡ − 1 (α + 1)^2

⌊⌊[q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}w]⌋⌋ − α (α + 1)^2

⌊⌊[q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}w]⌋⌋ − α (α + 1)^2

⌊[q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊w⌋]⌋ − α^2 (α + 1)^2

⌊[q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊w⌋]⌋ + 1 (α + 1)^2

[⌊⌊q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}w⌋⌋] + α (α + 1)^2

[⌊q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊w⌋⌋]

14 HUHU ZHANG, XING GAO^∗, TINGZENG WU, AND XINYANG FENG + α (α + 1)^2

[⌊⌊q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}w⌋⌋] + α^2 (α + 1)^2

[⌊q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊w⌋⌋] = 0 mod (S_ϕ, w_1), whence S_ϕ is a Gröbner-Shirshov basis.

Finally we show that S_ψ is a Gröbner-Shirshov basis. With the order ≥_{Dl}, we have ψ(u, v) = ⌊u⌊v⌋⌋. There are two compositions ⟨ψ(q|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}, w), ψ(u, v)⟩_{w3} for w_3 = ⌊q|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}⌊w⌋⌋ ∈ ALSBW_{≥Dl} (X), ⟨ψ(u, q|_{⌊v⌊w⌋⌋}), ψ(v, w)⟩_{w4} for w_4 = ⌊u⌊q|_{⌊v⌊w⌋⌋}⌋⌋ ∈ ALSBW_{≥Dl} (X).

For the first composition, by Lemma 2.9, we have

[⌊q|_{ψ(u,v)}⌊w⌋⌋]_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋} = [⌊q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊w⌋⌋] − [⌊q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊w⌋⌋] + � i α_i[⌊q_i|_{ψ(u,v)}⌊w⌋⌋],

for some α_i ∈ k, q_i ∈ S^⋆(X) with q|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋} >_{Dl} q_i|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}. So

⟨ψ(q|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}, w), ψ(u, v)⟩_{w3} = [⌊q|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}⌊w⌋⌋] − ⌊⌊[q|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}w]⌋⌋ − [⌊q|_{ψ(u,v)}⌊w⌋⌋]_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋} = [⌊q|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}⌊w⌋⌋] − ⌊⌊[q|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}w]⌋⌋ − [⌊q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊w⌋⌋] + [⌊q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊w⌋⌋] − � i α_i[⌊q_i|_{ψ(u,v)}⌊w⌋⌋]

= −⌊⌊[q|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}w]⌋⌋ + [⌊q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊w⌋⌋] − � i α_i[⌊q_i|_{ψ(u,v)}⌊w⌋⌋]

≡ −⌊⌊[q|_{⌊u⌊v⌋⌋}w]⌋⌋ + [⌊q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌊w⌋⌋] ≡ −⌊⌊[q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}w]⌋⌋ + ⌊⌊[q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}w]⌋⌋ = 0 mod (S_ψ, w_3).

Similarly, we obtain the second composition is trivial. Therefore S_ψ is also a Gröbner-Shirshov basis. □ As a direct corollary of Remark 3.10 and Proposition 3.12, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.12. Let X be a well-ordered set. Two B type OLPIs in Eqs. (6) are respectively Gröbner-Shirshov with respect to the invariant monomial order ≥_{Dl}.

The following result focuses on the C type OLPI. Proposition 3.13. Let X be a well-ordered set. The OLPI

[⌊⌊x⌋⌋y] + ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ + [x⌊⌊y⌋⌋] + 2[⌊x⌋⌊y⌋] − 2⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ − 2⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋ (New identity C) is Gröbner-Shirshov with respect to the invariant monomial order ≥_{Dl}. Proof. Denote

ϕ(x, y) := [⌊⌊x⌋⌋y] + ⌊⌊[xy]⌋⌋ + [x⌊⌊y⌋⌋] + 2[⌊x⌋⌊y⌋] − 2⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ − 2⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋, and S_ϕ := {ϕ(u, v) | u, v ∈ ALSBW_{≥Dl} (X)}.

With the order ≥_{Dl}, we have ϕ(u, v) = ⌊⌊u⌋⌋v. There are two compositions ⟨ϕ(q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}, w), ϕ(u, v)⟩_{w1} for w_1 = ⌊⌊q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}⌋⌋w ∈ ALSBW_{≥Dl} (X), ⟨ϕ(u, q|_{⌊⌊v⌋⌋w}), ϕ(v, w)⟩_{w2} for w_2 = ⌊⌊u⌋⌋q|_{⌊⌊v⌋⌋w} ∈ ALSBW_{≥Dl} (X).

SOME NEW OPERATED LIE POLYNOMIAL IDENTITIES AND GRÖBNER-SHIRSHOV BASES 15

We only check the first one is trivial, as the second one is similar. Using Lemma 2.9, we obtain [⌊⌊q|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌋⌋w]_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v} = [⌊⌊q|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌋⌋w] + � i α_i � [⌊⌊q_i|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌋⌋w] � = [⌊⌊q|_{[⌊⌊u⌋⌋v]}⌋⌋w] + [⌊⌊q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌋⌋w] + [⌊⌊q|_{[u⌊⌊v⌋⌋]}⌋⌋w] + 2[⌊⌊q|_{[⌊u⌋⌊v⌋]}⌋⌋w] −2[⌊⌊q|_{⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋}⌋⌋w] − 2[⌊⌊q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌋⌋w] + � i α_i � [⌊⌊q_i|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌋⌋w] � , for some α_i ∈ k, q_i ∈ S^⋆(X) with q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋} >_{Dl} q_i|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}. Consequently,

⟨ϕ(q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}, w), ϕ(u, v)⟩_{w1} = ϕ(q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}, w) − [⌊⌊q|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌋⌋w]_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v} = [⌊⌊q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}⌋⌋w] + ⌊⌊[q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}w]⌋⌋ + [q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + 2[⌊q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}⌋⌊w⌋] − 2⌊[⌊q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}⌋w]⌋ − 2⌊[q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}⌊w⌋]⌋ −[⌊⌊q|_{[⌊⌊u⌋⌋v]}⌋⌋w] − [⌊⌊q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌋⌋w] − [⌊⌊q|_{[u⌊⌊v⌋⌋]}⌋⌋w] − 2[⌊⌊q|_{[⌊u⌋⌊v⌋]}⌋⌋w] +2[⌊⌊q|_{⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋}⌋⌋w] + 2[⌊⌊q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌋⌋w] − � i α_i � [⌊⌊q_i|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌋⌋w] � = ⌊⌊[q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}w]⌋⌋ + [q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + 2[⌊q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}⌋⌊w⌋] − 2⌊[⌊q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}⌋w]⌋ − 2⌊[q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}⌊w⌋]⌋ −[⌊⌊q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌋⌋w] − [⌊⌊q|_{[u⌊⌊v⌋⌋]}⌋⌋w] − 2[⌊⌊q|_{[⌊u⌋⌊v⌋]}⌋⌋w] + 2[⌊⌊q|_{⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋}⌋⌋w] + 2[⌊⌊q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌋⌋w] − � i α_i � [⌊⌊q_i|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌋⌋w] � ≡ ⌊⌊[q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}w]⌋⌋ + [q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + 2[⌊q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}⌋⌊w⌋] − 2⌊[⌊q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}⌋w]⌋ − 2⌊[q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}⌊w⌋]⌋ −[⌊⌊q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌋⌋w] − [⌊⌊q|_{[u⌊⌊v⌋⌋]}⌋⌋w] − 2[⌊⌊q|_{[⌊u⌋⌊v⌋]}⌋⌋w] + 2[⌊⌊q|_{⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋}⌋⌋w] + 2[⌊⌊q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌋⌋w] ≡ ⌊⌊[q|_{−⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋−[u⌊⌊v⌋⌋]−2[⌊u⌋⌊v⌋]+2⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋+2⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}w]⌋⌋ + [q|_{−⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋−[u⌊⌊v⌋⌋]−2[⌊u⌋⌊v⌋]+2⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋+2⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊⌊w⌋⌋] +2[⌊q|_{−⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋−[u⌊⌊v⌋⌋]−2[⌊u⌋⌊v⌋]+2⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋+2⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌋⌊w⌋] − 2⌊[⌊q|_{−⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋−[u⌊⌊v⌋⌋]−2[⌊u⌋⌊v⌋]+2⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋+2⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌋w]⌋ −2⌊[q|_{−⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋−[u⌊⌊v⌋⌋]−2[⌊u⌋⌊v⌋]+2⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋+2⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌊w⌋]⌋ +⌊⌊[⌊⌊q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌋⌋w]⌋⌋ + [⌊⌊q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌋⌋⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + 2[⌊⌊⌊q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌋⌋⌋⌊w⌋] − 2⌊[⌊⌊⌊q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌋⌋⌋w]⌋ −2⌊[⌊⌊q|_{⌊⌊[uv]⌋⌋}⌋⌋⌊w⌋]⌋ + ⌊⌊[⌊⌊q|_{[u⌊⌊v⌋⌋]}⌋⌋w]⌋⌋ + [⌊⌊q|_{[u⌊⌊v⌋⌋]}⌋⌋⌊⌊w⌋⌋] + 2[⌊⌊⌊q|_{[u⌊⌊v⌋⌋]}⌋⌋⌋⌊w⌋] −2⌊[⌊⌊⌊q|_{[u⌊⌊v⌋⌋]}⌋⌋⌋w]⌋ − 2⌊[⌊⌊q|_{[u⌊⌊v⌋⌋]}⌋⌋⌊w⌋]⌋2⌊⌊[⌊⌊q|_{[⌊u⌋⌊v⌋]}⌋⌋w]⌋⌋ + 2[⌊⌊q|_{[⌊u⌋⌊v⌋]}⌋⌋⌊⌊w⌋⌋] +4[⌊⌊⌊q|_{[⌊u⌋⌊v⌋]}⌋⌋⌋⌊w⌋] − 4⌊[⌊⌊⌊q|_{[⌊u⌋⌊v⌋]}⌋⌋⌋w]⌋ − 4⌊[⌊⌊q|_{[⌊u⌋⌊v⌋]}⌋⌋⌊w⌋]⌋ − 2⌊⌊[⌊⌊q|_{⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋}⌋⌋w]⌋⌋ −2[⌊⌊q|_{⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋}⌋⌋⌊⌊w⌋⌋] − 4[⌊⌊⌊q|_{⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋}⌋⌋⌋⌊w⌋] + 4⌊[⌊⌊⌊q|_{⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋}⌋⌋⌋w]⌋ + 4⌊[⌊⌊q|_{⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋}⌋⌋⌊w⌋]⌋ −2⌊⌊[⌊⌊q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌋⌋w]⌋⌋ − 2[⌊⌊q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌋⌋⌊⌊w⌋⌋] − 4[⌊⌊⌊q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌋⌋⌋⌊w⌋] + 4⌊[⌊⌊⌊q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌋⌋⌋w]⌋ +4⌊[⌊⌊q|_{⌊[u⌊v⌋]⌋}⌋⌋⌊w⌋]⌋ = 0 mod (S_ϕ, w_1), as required. □ Now we are in a position to consider the P type OLPIs.

Proposition 3.14. Let X be a well-ordered set. The OLPIs [⌊⌊x⌋⌋y] − ⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ (P 1 ), ⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ (P 2 ), [x⌊⌊y⌋⌋] − ⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋ (P 3 ), ⌊[x⌊y⌋]⌋ (P 4 ), [⌊x⌋⌊y⌋] (P 5 )

16 HUHU ZHANG, XING GAO^∗, TINGZENG WU, AND XINYANG FENG

are respectively Gröbner-Shirshov with respect to the invariant monomial order ≥_{Dl}. Proof. The monomial OLPIs of P 2, P 4 and P 5 are Gröbner-Shirshov, respectively. We are left to prove that the OLPI of P 1 is Gröbner-Shirshov, as the case of P 3 is similar. Define ϕ(x, y) := [⌊⌊x⌋⌋y] − ⌊[⌊x⌋y]⌋ and S_ϕ := {ϕ(u, v) | u, v ∈ ALSBW_{≥Dl} (X)}.

Notice that ϕ(u, v) = ⌊⌊u⌋⌋v and there are two compositions ⟨ϕ(q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}, w), ϕ(u, v)⟩_{w1} for w_1 = ⌊⌊q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}⌋⌋w ∈ ALSBW_{≥Dl} (X), ⟨ϕ(u, q|_{⌊⌊v⌋⌋w}), ϕ(v, w)⟩_{w2} for w_2 = ⌊⌊u⌋⌋q|_{⌊⌊v⌋⌋w} ∈ ALSBW_{≥Dl} (X).

For the first one, using Lemma 2.9, we have [⌊⌊q|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌋⌋w]_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v} = [⌊⌊q|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌋⌋w] + � i α_i � [⌊⌊q_i|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌋⌋w] �

= [⌊⌊q|_{[⌊⌊u⌋⌋v]}⌋⌋w] − [⌊⌊q|_{⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋}⌋⌋w] + � i α_i � [⌊⌊q_i|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌋⌋w] � , for some α_i ∈ k, q_i ∈ S^⋆(X) with q|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋} >_{Dl} q_i|_{u⌊⌊v⌋⌋}. Therefore,

⟨ϕ(q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}, w), ϕ(u, v)⟩_{w1} = ϕ(q|_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v}, w) − [⌊⌊q|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌋⌋w]_{⌊⌊u⌋⌋v} = [⌊⌊q|_{[⌊⌊u⌋⌋v]}⌋⌋w] − ⌊[⌊q|_{[⌊⌊u⌋⌋v]}⌋w]⌋ − [⌊⌊q|_{[⌊⌊u⌋⌋v]}⌋⌋w] + [⌊⌊q|_{⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋}⌋⌋w] − � i α_i � [⌊⌊q_i|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌋⌋w] �

= −⌊[⌊q|_{[⌊⌊u⌋⌋v]}⌋w]⌋ + [⌊⌊q|_{⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋}⌋⌋w] − � i α_i � [⌊⌊q_i|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌋⌋w] �

≡ ⌊[⌊q|_{⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋}⌋w]⌋ − ⌊[⌊q|_{⌊[⌊u⌋v]⌋}⌋w]⌋ − � i α_i � [⌊⌊q_i|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌋⌋w] �

≡ − � i α_i � [⌊⌊q_i|_{ϕ(u,v)}⌋⌋w] � ≡ 0 mod (S_ϕ, w_1).

This completes the proof. □ The following theorem is the second main result of this paper.

Theorem 3.15. Let X be a well-ordered set. Twenty OLPIs in Eqs. (5) and (6) are respectively Gröbner-Shirshov with respect to the invariant monomial orders ≥_{dt} or ≥_{Dl}. Proof. It follows from Theorem 3.6, Corollary 3.12 and Propositions 3.7, 3.9, 3.13 and 3.14. □ Acknowledgments: This work is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (12071191), the Natural Science Foundation of Gansu Province (22JR11RA138) and the Natural Science Project of Shaanxi Province (2022JQ-035).

Declaration of interests: The authors have no conflicts of interest to disclose. Data availability: Data sharing is not applicable to this article as no new data were created or analyzed in this study.

SOME NEW OPERATED LIE POLYNOMIAL IDENTITIES AND GRÖBNER-SHIRSHOV BASES 17

References

[1] M. Aguiar, Dendriform algebras relative to a semigroup, Symmetry, Integrability and Geometry: Methods and Applications (SIGMA) 16 (2020), 066, 15 pages. 2 [2] C. Bai, A unified algebraic approach to the classical Yang-Baxter equations, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 40 (2007), 11073-11082. 2 [3] C. Bai, O. Bellier, L. Guo and X. Ni, Splitting of operations, Manin products and Rota-Baxter operators, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN (2013), 485-524. 2 [4] C. Bai, L. Guo and X. Ni, Nonabelian generalized Lax pairs, the classical Yang-Baxter equation and PostLie algebras, Comm. Math. Phys. 297 (2010) 553-596. 3 [5] G. Baxter, An analytic problem whose solution follows from a simple algebraic identity, Pacific J. Math.

10 (1960), 731-742. 2 [6] L. A. Bokut and Y. Chen, Gröbner-Shirshov bases: after A.I. Shirshov, Southeast Asian Bull. Math. 31 (2007), 1057-1076. 4 [7] M. R. Bremner and H. A. Elgendy, A new classification of algebraic identities for linear operators on associative algebras, J. Algebra 596 (2022), 177-199. 1, 3, 7, 11 [8] J.F. Carinēna, J. Grabowski and G. Marmo, Quantum bi-Hamiltonian systems, Internat. J. Modern Phys.

15(30) (2000), 4797-4810. 2 [9] A. Connes and D. Kreimer, Renormalization in quantum field theory and the Riemann-Hilbert problem.

I. The Hopf algebra structure of graphs and the main theorem, Comm. Math. Phys. 210 (2000), 249-273. 2 [10] M. Cotlar, A unified theory of Hilbert transforms and ergodic theorems, Rev. Mat. Cuyana 1 (1955), 105-167. 2 [11] X. Gao and L. Guo, Rota’s Classification Problem, rewriting systems and Gröbner-Shirshov bases, J.

Algebra 470 (2017), 219-253. 3 [12] X. Gao, L. Guo, W. Sit and S. Zheng, Rota-Baxter type operators, rewriting systems and Gröbner- Shirshov bases, J. Symbolic Comput. (2016), accepted, arXiv:1412.8055v1. 2 [13] X. Gao, H. Zhang and L. Guo, Rota’s program on algebraic operators, rewriting systems and Gröbner- Shirshov bases, Adv. in Math. (China) 51(1) (2022), 1-31. 2 [14] V. Gubarev, Universal enveloping associative Rota-Baxter algebras of preassociative and postassociative algebra, J. Algebra 516 (2018), 298-328. 3 [15] V. Gubarev and P. Kolesnikov, Gröbner-Shirshov basis of the universal enveloping Rota-Baxter algebra of a Lie algebra, J. Lie Theory 27 (2017), 887-905. 3 [16] L. Guo, An Introduction to Rota-Baxter Algebra, International Press and Higher Education Press, US, China, 2012. 249-273. 2 [17] L. Guo, Operated semigroups, Motzkin paths and rooted trees, J. Alg. Comb. 29 (2009), 35-62. 2 [18] L. Guo and W. Keigher, Baxter algebras and shuffle products, Adv. Math. 150 (2000), 117-149. 2 [19] L. Guo, W. Sit and R. Zhang, Differential type operators and Gröbner-Shirshov bases, J. Symbolic Comput. 52 (2013) 97-123. 2, 8 [20] E. Kolchin, Differential algebraic groups, Academic Press, Inc., Orlando, FL, 1985. 2 [21] K. de Fériet, J. Létat actuel du problème de la turbulence, I, II, La Sci. Aérienne 3 (1934), 9-34; 4 (1935), 12-52. 2 [22] P. Leroux, On some remarkable operads constructed from Baxter operators, 2003, arXiv:math/0311214v1. 2 [23] A. Nijenhuis, X_{n−1}-forming sets of eigenvectors, Indag. Math. 13 (1951), 200-212. 2 [24] J. Qiu and Y. Chen, Gröbner-Shirshov bases for Lie Ω-algebras and free Rota-Baxter Lie algebras, J.

Algebra Appl. 16(10) (2017), 1750190, 21 pp. 4, 5, 8, 10 [25] A. G. Reyman and M.A. Semenov-Tian-Shansky, Reduction of Hamilton systems, affine Lie algebras and Lax equations, Invent. Math. 54 (1979), 81-100. 3 [26] A. G. Reyman and M.A. Semenov-Tian-Shansky, Reduction of Hamilton systems, affine Lie algebras and Lax equations II, Invent. Math. 63 (1981), 423-432. 3 [27] O. Reynolds, On the dynamic theory of incompressible viscous fluids and the determination of the criterion, Philos. Trans. Roy. Soc. London Ser. 186 (1895), 123-164. 2

18 HUHU ZHANG, XING GAO^∗, TINGZENG WU, AND XINYANG FENG

[28] G. C. Rota, Baxter operators, an introduction, in: Joseph P. S. Kung (Ed.), Gian-Carlo Rota on Combinatorics, Introductory Papers and Commentaries, Birkhäuser, Boston, 1995. 2 [29] M. Semonov-Tian-Shansky, What is a classical R-matrix? Funct. Anal. Appl. 17 (1983), 259-272. 3 [30] F. G. Tricomi, On the finite Hilbert transformation, Quart. J. Math. Oxford Ser. 2(2) (1951), 199-211. 2 [31] K. Uchino, Twisting on associative algebras and Rota-Baxter type operators, J. Noncommut. Geom. 4(3) (2010), 349-379. 2 [32] M. van der Put and M. Singer, Galois Theory of Linear Differential Equations, Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, 328, Springer, 2003. 2 [33] J. Wang, Z. Zhu and X. Gao, New operated polynomial identities and Gröbner-Shirshov bases, Mathematics 10(6) (2022), 961. 3 [34] H. Zhang, X. Gao and L. Guo, Operator identities on Lie algebras, rewriting systems and Gröbner- Shirshov bases, Journal of Algebra 620 (2023), 585-629. 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10 [35] Y. Zhang, X. Gao and L. Guo, Matching Rota-Baxter algebras, matching dendriform algebras and matching pre-Lie algebras, J. Algebra 552 (2020), 134-170. 2

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Lanzhou University, Lanzhou, 730000, China Email address: zhanghh20@lzu.edu.cn

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Lanzhou University Lanzhou, 730000, China; Gansu Provincial Research Center for Basic Disciplines of Mathematics and Statistics Lanzhou, 730070, China; School of Mathematics and Statistics Qinghai Nationalities University, Xining, 810007, China

Email address: gaoxing@lzu.edu.cn

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Qinghai Nationalities University, Xining, Qinghai 810007,China;Qinghai Institute of Applied Mathematics, Xining, Qinghai 810007, China

Email address: mathtzwu@163.com

College of Science, Northwest A&F University, Yangling, Shaanxi, 712100, P.R. China Email address: fxy1012@126.com