arXiv:2302.13989v3 [math.RA] 19 Jul 2023

NEAR BRACES AND p-DEFORMED BRAIDED GROUPS

ANASTASIA DOIKOU AND BERNARD RYBOŁOWICZ

Abstract. Motivated by recent findings on the derivation of parametric non-involutive solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation we reconstruct the underlying algebraic structures, called near braces. Using the notion of the near braces we produce new multi-parametric, non-degenerate, non-involutive solutions of the set-theoretic Yang-Baxter equation. These solutions are generalisations of the known ones coming from braces and skew braces. Bijective maps associated to the inverse solutions are also constructed. Furthermore, we introduce the generalized notion of p-deformed braided groups and p-braidings and we show that every p-braiding is a solution of the braid equation. We also show that certain multi-parametric maps within the near braces provide special cases of p-braidings.

1. Introduction

The aim of the present study is two-fold: on the one hand, motivated by recent fidings on parametric solutions [17] of the set-theoretic [18, 21] Yang-Baxter equation (YBE) [3, 38] we derive the underlying algebraic structure associated to these solutions. On the other hand using the derived algebraic frame we introduce novel multi-parametric classes of solutions of the YBE.

It is well established now that braces, first introduced by Rump [36], describe all nondegenerate involutive solutions of the YBE, whereas skew braces were later introduced to describe non-involutive, non-degenerate solutions of the YBE [27]. Indeed, based on the ideas of [36] and [27] and on recent findings regarding parametric solutions of the set-theoretic YBE [17] we construct the generic algebraic structure, called near brace, that provides solutions to the set-theoretic braid equation. Moreover, motivated by the definition of the braided group [34] and the work of [26], we introduce an extensive definition of a p-deformed braided group and p-braidings, which are solutions of the set-theoretic braid equation. All the parametric solutions derived here are indeed p-braidings. It is worth noting that the study of solutions of the set-theoretic Yang-Baxter equation and the associated algebraic structures have created a particularly active new field during the last decade or so (see for instance [1, 2, 10, 9, 12, 11]). The key observation is that by relaxing more and more conditions

Date: July 20, 2023.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 16S70; 16Y99; 08A99.

Key words and phrases. Groups; skew braces, braiding, set-theoretic Yang-Baxter equation. 1

on the underlying algebraic structures one identifies more general classes of solutions (see e.g. [8, 9, 28, 29, 32, 33, 37], [23]–[25]). It is also worth noting that interesting links with quantum integrable systems [13, 14] as well the quasi-triangular quasi-bialgebras [15]-[17] have been recently established, opening up new intriguing paths of investigations.

We briefly describe what is achieved in this study, and in particular what are the findings in each section. In the remaining of this section we review some necessary ideas on non-degenerate set-theoretic solutions of the YBE and the associated algebraic structures, i.e. braces and skew braces. In Section 2 inspired by the parametric solutions of the YBE introduced in [17] we reconstruct the generic associated algebraic structure called near brace. In fact, every near brace can turn to a skew brace by defining a suitably modified (deformed) addition; this is described in Theorem 2.6. The key idea is to simultaneously consider ř and its inverse given that we are exclusively interested in non-degenerate solutions of the braid equation. Having derived the underlying algebraic structure we move to Subsection 2.1 where we extract multi-parametric bijective maps and hence to identify nondegenerate, multi-parametric solutions of the YBE as well as their inverses. In Subsection 2.2 we provide a generalized definition of the braided group and braidings (p-braidings, p stands for parametric) by relaxing some of the conditions appearing in the definition of [34] (see also relevant findings in [26].) Furthermore, we show that the generalized p-braidings are non-degenerate solutions of the YBE and the bijective maps coming for the near braces provide automatically p-braidings.

Preliminaries. Before we start our analysis and present our findings in the subsequent section we review below basic preliminary notions relevant to our investigation. Specifically, we recall the problem of solving the set-theoretic braid equation and some fundamental results. Let X = {x_1, . . . x_n} be a set and ř^z : X × X → X × X, where z ∈ X is a fixed parameter, first introduced in [17]. We denote

ř^z(x, y) = (σ^z_x(y), τ^z_y (x)). (1.1)

We say that ř^z is non-degenerate if σ^z_x and τ^z_y are bijective maps, and (X, ř) is a set-theoretic solution of the braid equation if

(ř^z × id)(id × ř^z)(ř^z × id) = (id × ř^z)(ř^z × id)(id × ř^z). (1.2)

The map ř is called involutive if ř^z ∘ ř^z = id.

We also introduce the map r : X ×X → X ×X, such that r^z = ř^zπ, where π : X ×X → X × X is the flip map: π(x, y) = (y, x). Hence, r^z(y, x) = (σ^z_x(y), τ^z_y (x)), and it satisfies the YBE:

r^z_{12} r^z_{13} r^z_{23} = r^z_{23} r^z_{13} r^z_{12}, (1.3) where we denote r^z_{12}(y, x, w) = (σ^z_x(y), τ^z_y (x), w), r^z_{23}(w, y, x) = (w, σ^z_x(y), τ^z_y (x)) and r^z_{13}(y, w, x) = (σ^z_x(y), w, τ^z_y (x)). We review below the constraints arising by requiring (X, ř^z ) to be a solution of the braid equation ([18, 21, 35, 36]). Let, (ř^z × id)(id × ř^z)(ř^z × id)(η, x, y) = (L_1, L_2, L_3),

(id × ř^z)(ř^z × id)(id × ř^z)(η, x, y) = (R_1, R_2, R_3), where, after employing expression (1.1) we identify:

L_1 = σ^z_σz_{η (x)}(σ^z_τ z_{x (η)}(y)), L_2 = τ^z_σz_{τ zx (η)(y)}(σ^z_η (x)), L_3 = τ^z_y (τ^z_x (η)),

R_1 = σ^z_η (σ^z_x(y)), R_1 = σ^z_τ z_{σzx(y)(η)}(τ^z_y (x)), R_3 = τ^z_τ z_{y (x)}(τ^z_σz_{x(y)}(η)).

And by requiring L_i = R_i, i ∈ {1, 2, 3} we obtain the following fundamental constraints for the associated maps:

σ^z_η (σ^z_x(y)) = σ^z_σz_{η (x)}(σ^z_τ z_{x (η)}(y)), (1.4) τ^z_y (τ^z_x (η)) = τ^z_τ z_{y (x)}(τ^z_σz_{x(y)}(η)), (1.5) τ^z_σz_{τ zx (η)(y)}(σ^z_η (x)) = σ^z_τ z_{σzx(y)(η)}(τ^z_y (x)). (1.6)

Note that the constraints above are the ones of the set-theoretic solution (1.1), given that z is a fixed element of the set, i.e. for different elements z we obtain in principle distinct solutions of the braid equation.

We review now the basic definitions of the algebraic structures that provide set-theoretic solutions of the braid equation, such as left skew braces and braces. We also present some key properties associated to these structures that will be useful when formulating some of the main findings of the present study, summarized in Section 2.

Definition 1.1 ([35, 36, 12]). A left skew brace is a set B together with two group operations +, ∘ : B × B → B, the first is called addition and the second is called multiplication, such that for all a, b, c ∈ B, a ∘ (b + c) = a ∘ b − a + a ∘ c. (1.7) If + is an abelian group operation B is called a left brace. Moreover, if B is a left skew brace and for all a, b, c ∈ B (b + c) ∘ a = b ∘ a − a + c ∘ a, then B is called a skew brace. Analogously if + is abelian and B is a skew brace, then B is called a brace.

Remark 1.2. In the literature often left brace is just called a brace and left skew brace is called a skew brace. In that case various authors call skew braces two-sided skew braces.

The additive identity of a left skew brace B will be denoted by 0 and the multiplicative identity by 1. In every left skew brace 0 = 1. Indeed, this is easy to show: a ∘ b = a ∘ (b + 0) ⇒ a ∘ b = a ∘ b − a + a ∘ 0 ⇒ a ∘ 0 = a ⇒ 0 = 1. The two theorems that follow concern the case wher the parameter z = 1. Rump showed the following theorem for involutive set-theoretic solutions.

Theorem 1.3. (Rump’s theorem, [35, 36]). Assume (B, +, ∘) is a left brace. If the map ř_B : B × B → B × B is defined as ř_B (x, y) = (σ_x(y), τ_y(x)), where σ_x(y) = x ∘ y − x, τ_y(x) = t ∘ x − t, and t is the inverse of σ_x(y) in the circle group (B, ∘), then (B, ř_B ) is an involutive, non-degenerate solution of the braid equation.

Conversely, if (X, ř) is an involutive, non-degenerate solution of the braid equation, then there exists a left brace (B, +, ∘) (called an underlying brace of the solution (X, ř)) such that B contains X, ř_B (X × X) ⊆ X × X, and the map ř is equal to the restriction of ř_B to X × X. Both the additive (B, +) and multiplicative (B, ∘) groups of the left brace (B, +, ∘) are generated by X.

Remark 1.4 (Rump). Let (N, +, ·) be an associative ring. If for a, b ∈ N we define a ∘ b = a · b + a + b, then (N, +, ∘) is a brace if and only if (N, +, ·) is a radical ring.

Guarnieri and Vendramin [27], generalized Rump’s result to left skew braces and nondegenerate, non-involutive solutions.

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem [27]). Let B be a left skew brace, then the map ř_{GV} : B×B → B×B given for all a, b ∈ B by ř_{GV} (a, b) = (−a + a ∘ b, (−a + a ∘ b)^{−1} ∘ a ∘ b) is a non-degenerate solution of set-theoretic YBE.

2. Set-theoretic solutions of the YBE and near braces

In this section starting from a generic z-parametric set-theoretic solution of the YBE [17] we reconstruct the underlying algebraic structure, which is similar to a skew brace. Indeed, we introduce in what follows suitable algebraic structures that satisfy the fundamental constraints (1.4)-(1.6), i.e. provide solutions of the braid equation and generalize the findings of Rump and Guarnieri & Vendramin. The following generalizations are greatly inspired by recent results in [17].

For the rest of the subsection we consider X to be a set with an arbitrary group operation ∘ : X × X → X, with a neutral element 1 ∈ X and an inverse x^{−1} ∈ X, for all x ∈ X. There also exists a family of bijective functions indexed by X, σ^z_x : X → X, such that y → σ^z_x(y), where z ∈ X is some fixed parameter. We then define another binary operation + : X × X → X, such that y + x := x ∘ σ^z_x−1 (y ∘ z) ∘ z^{−1}. (2.1) For convenience we will omit henceforth the fixed z ∈ X in σ^z_x(y) and simply write σ_x(y). Remark 2.1. The operation + is associative if and only if for all x, y, c ∈ X, σ_c−1 (y ∘ z^{−1} ∘ σ_{z∘y}−1 (x)) = σ_c−1 (y) ∘ z^{−1} ∘ σ_{(c∘σc−1 (y)∘z}−1_)−1 (x). (2.2) From now on we will assume that the operation + is associative, that is condition (2.2) holds.

Also, we recall that we focus only on non-degenerate, invertible solutions ř. Given that σ_x and τ_y are bijections the inverse maps also exist such that σ^{−1}_x (σ_x(y)) = σ_x(σ^{−1}_x (y)) = y, τ^{−1}_y (τ_y(x)) = τ_y(τ^{−1}_y (x)) = x (2.3) Let the inverse ř^{−1}(x, y) = (σ̂_x(y), τ̂_y (x)) exist with σ̂_x, τ̂_y being also bijections, that satisfy:

σ_{σ̂x(y)}(τ̂_y(x)) = x = σ̂_{σx(y)}(τ_y(x)), τ_{τ̂y (x)}(σ̂_x(y)) = y = τ̂_{τy (x)}(σ_x(y)). (2.4) Taking also into consideration (2.3) and (2.4) and that σ_x, τ_y and σ̂_x, τ̂_y are bijections, we deduce:

σ̂^{−1}_{σx(y)}(x) = τ_y(x), τ̂^{−1}_{τy(x)}(y) = σ_x(y). (2.5) We assume that the map σ̂ appearing in the inverse matrix ř^{−1} has the general form σ̂_x(y) := x ∘ (x^{−1} ∘ z_2 + y ∘ z_1) ∘ ξ, (2.6) where the parameters z_{1,2}, ξ are to be identified. The derivation of ř goes hand in hand with the derivations of ř^{−1} (see details in [17] and later in the text when deriving a generic ř and its inverse). In the involutive case the two maps coincide and x + y = y + x. However, for any non-degenerate, non-involutive solution both bijective maps σ_x, σ̂_x should be considered together with the fundamental conditions (2.4).

We present below a series of useful Lemmas that will lead to one of our main theorems. Remark 2.2. This is just a reminder of a well known fact. We recall that σ_x is a bijective function. Recalling also definiton (2.1):

σ_x(y_1) = σ_x(y_2) ⇔ y_1 ∘ z^{−1} + x^{−1} = y_2 ∘ z^{−1} + x^{−1}, (2.7) which implies right cancellation of +. Similarly σ̂_x is a bijective function and this leads to left cancellation.

Lemma 2.3. For all x ∈ X, the operations +x, x+ : X → X are bijections.

Proof. Let y_1, y_2 ∈ X be such that y_1 + x = y_2 + x, then

x ∘ σ_x−1 (y_1 ∘ z) ∘ z^{−1} = x ∘ σ_x−1 (y_2 ∘ z) ∘ z^{−1} =⇒ σ_x−1 (y_1 ∘ z) = σ_x−1 (y_2 ∘ z), since ∘ is a group operation and σ_x−1 is injective, we get that y_1 = y_2 and +x is injective for any x ∈ X. From the surjectivity, we observe that since σ_x−1 is bijective, we can consider d = σ^{−1}_{x−1} (x^{−1} ∘ c ∘ z) ∘ z^{−1}, one can easily see that d + x = c, and since c is arbitrary we get that +x is a surjection. Thus +x is a bijection. Similarly, from the bijectivity of σ̂_x and (2.6) we show that x+ is also a bijection. □

We now introduce the notion of neutral elements in (X, +) Lemma 2.4. Let (X, +) be a semigroup, then for all x ∈ X there exists 0_x ∈ X such that 0_x + x = x. Moreover, for all x, y ∈ X, 0_x = 0_y = 0, i.e. 0 is the unique left neutral element. The left neutral element 0 is also right neutral element.

Proof. Notice that due to bijectivity of σ_x, we can consider the element 0_x := σ^{−1}_{x−1} (z) ∘ z^{−1} ∈ X, recall also the definition of + in (2.1), then simple computation shows: 0_x + x = x ∘ σ_x−1 (σ^{−1}_{x−1} (z)) ∘ z^{−1} = x ∘ z ∘ z^{−1} = x. (2.8)

We have, 0_x + x = x ⇒ 0_x + x + y = x + y, but also 0_{x+y} + x + y = x + y.

The last two equations lead to 0_x +x+y = 0_{x+y} +x+y, and due Lemma 2.3 right cancellation holds, so we get that 0_x = 0_{x+y} for all y ∈ X. Observe that by the Lemma 2.3, x+ is a surjection, that is for all w ∈ X exists y ∈ X such that x + y = w, that is 0 := 0_x = 0_w for all w ∈ X.

Moreover, 0+y = y ⇒ x+0+y = x+y and due to associativity and right cancellativity (Lemma 2.3) we get x + 0 = x, for all x ∈ X. □ Lemma 2.5. Let 0 be the neutral element in (X, +), then for all x ∈ X there exists −x ∈ X, such that −x + x = 0 (left inverse). Moreover, −x ∈ X is a right inverse, i.e. x + (−x) = 0 ∀x ∈ X. That is (X, +, 0) is a group.

Proof. Observe that due to bijectivity of σ_x, we consider the element −x := σ^{−1}_{x−1} (x^{−1} ∘ 0 ∘ z) ∘ z^{−1} ∈ X. (2.9)

Simple computation shows it is a left inverse, −x + x = x ∘ σ_x−1 (σ^{−1}_{x−1} (x^{−1} ∘ 0 ∘ z) ∘ z^{−1} ∘ z) ∘ z^{−1} = 0.

By associativity we deduce that x + (−x) + x = 0 + x, we get that x + (−x) = 0, and −x is the inverse. □ To conclude, having only assumed associativity in + (2.1) we deduced that (X, +) is a group. We may now present our main findings described in the following central theorem. Theorem 2.6. Let (X, ∘) be a group and ř : X × X → X × X be such that ř(x, y) = (σ_x(y), τ_x(y)) is a non-degenerate solution of the set-theoretic braid equation. Moreover, we assume that:

(A) The pair (X, +) (+ is defined in (2.1)) is a group.

(B) There exists ϕ : X → X such that for all a, b, c ∈ X a ∘ (b + c) = a ∘ b + ϕ(a) + a ∘ c. (C) For h ∈ {z, ξ} ∈ X appearing in σ_x(y) and σ̂_x(y) there exist ^ϕ : X → X such that for all a, b ∈ X (a + b) ∘ h = a ∘ h + ^ϕ(h) + b ∘ h. (D) The neutral element 0 of (X, +) has a left and right distributivity. Then for all a, b, c ∈ X the following statements hold:

(1) ϕ(a) = −a ∘ 0 and ^ϕ(h) = −0 ∘ h, (2) σ_a(b) = (a ∘ b ∘ z^{−1} − a ∘ 0 + 1) ∘ z = a ∘ b − a ∘ 0 ∘ z + z. (3) a − a ∘ 0 = 1 and (i) 0 ∘ 0 = −1 (ii) 1 + 1 = 0^{−1}.

(4) If z_2 ∘ ξ = 0^{−1}, 0 ∘ ξ = z_1 ∘ ξ = z^{−1} ∘ 0^{−1}, then (i) σ̂_a(b) ∘ τ̂_b(a) = a ∘ b = σ_a(b) ∘ τ_b(a) (ii) −a ∘ 0 + a = 1.

Proof.

(1) In the following the distributivity rule a ∘ (b + c) = a ∘ b + ϕ(a) + b ∘ c holds, then a = a ∘ (0 + 1) = a ∘ 0 + ϕ(a) + a ∘ 1 ⇒ ϕ(a) = −a ∘ 0, Also, for those z ∈ X such that (a + b) ∘ z = a ∘ z + ϕ̂(z) + b ∘ z we have z = (0 + 1) ∘ z = 0 ∘ z + ϕ̂(z) + z ⇒ ϕ̂(z) = −0 ∘ z.

(2) Using the distributivity rule we obtain σ_a(b) = (a ∘ b ∘ z^{−1} − a ∘ 0 + 1) ∘ z. (2.10) Before we move on with the rest of the proof it is useful to calculate (−a)∘z, indeed: 0 ∘ z = (a − a) ∘ z ⇒ 0 ∘ z = a ∘ z − 0 ∘ z + (−a) ∘ z ⇒ (−a) ∘ z = 0 ∘ z − a ∘ z + 0 ∘ z. (2.11)

The latter then leads to the following convenient identity (see also [17] and Lemma 2.9 later in the text) (a − b + c) ∘ z = a ∘ z − b ∘ z + c ∘ z, and hence (2.10) becomes σ_a(b) = a ∘ b − a ∘ 0 ∘ z + z.

(3) Due to the fact that ř satisfies the braid equation we may employ (1.4) and the general distributivity rule (see also (2.10)):

σ_a(σ_b(c)) = (a ∘ σ_b(c) ∘ z^{−1} − a ∘ 0 + 1) ∘ z = (a ∘ b(c ∘ z^{−1} + b^{−1}) ∘ z ∘ z^{−1} − a ∘ 0 + 1) ∘ z = ( a ∘ b ∘ c ∘ z^{−1} − a ∘ b ∘ 0 + a − a ∘ 0 + 1 ) ∘ z. But due to condition (1.4) and by setting c = 0 ∘ z, we deduce that a − a ∘ 0 = ζ, for all a ∈ X (ζ is a fixed element in X), but for a = 1 we immediately obtain ζ = 1, i.e.

a − a ∘ 0 = 1. (2.12) (i) By setting a = 0 in (2.12) we have 0 ∘ 0 = −1.

(ii) 0 ∘ (1 + 1) = 0 ∘ 1 − 0 ∘ 0 + 0 ∘ 1 ⇒ 0 ∘ (1 + 1) = 1 ⇒ 1 + 1 = 0^{−1}.

(4) For the following we set z_2 ∘ ξ = 0^{−1}, 0 ∘ ξ = z_1 ∘ ξ = z^{−1} ∘ 0^{−1}.

(i) Recall the form of σ̂_a(b) (2.6), and use the distributivity rules, then σ̂_a(b) = z_2 ∘ ξ − a ∘ 0 ∘ ξ + a ∘ b ∘ z_1 ∘ ξ. (2.13) We consider now the fixed constants: z_2 ∘ ξ = 0^{−1}, 0 ∘ ξ = z_1 ∘ ξ = z^{−1} ∘ 0^{−1}. Note that if z satisfies the right distributivity then so does z^{−1} (see Proposition 2.3 in [17]) and also 0 ∘ z, given that 0 has left and right distributivity. We recall relations (2.4) for the maps, then

σ_{σ̂a(b)}(τ̂_b(a)) = a ⇒ σ̂_a(b) ∘ τ̂_b(a) − σ̂_a(b) ∘ 0 ∘ z + z = a ⇒ σ̂_a(b) ∘ τ̂_b(a) − (0^{−1} − a ∘ z^{−1} ∘ 0^{−1} + a ∘ b ∘ z^{−1} ∘ 0^{−1}) ∘ 0 ∘ z + z = a σ̂_a(b) ∘ τ̂_b(a) − a ∘ b + a − z + z = a ⇒ σ̂_a(b) ∘ τ̂_b(a) = a ∘ b. Similarly, σ̂_{σa(b)}(τ_b(a)) = a ⇒ σ_a(b) ∘ τ_b(a) = a ∘ b.

(ii) We consider z_2 ∘ ξ = 0^{−1}, 0 ∘ ξ = z_1 ∘ ξ = z^{−1} ∘ 0^{−1}, and consequently, as shown above, σ_a(b) ∘ τ_b(a) = a ∘ b = σ̂_a(b) ∘ τ̂_b(a). We also recall condition (1.5) of the braid equation and a ∘ b = σ_a(b) ∘ τ_b(a), indeed τ_c(τ_b(a)) = σ_{τb(a)}(c)^{−1} ∘ σ_a(b)^{−1} ∘ a ∘ b ∘ c and due to the form of (1.5) we conclude σ_a(b) ∘ σ_{τb(a)}(c) = σ_a(σ_b(c)) ∘ σ_{τσb(c)(a)}(τ_c(b)). (2.14) We focus on σ_a(b) ∘ σ_τ z_{b (a)}(c) = σ_a(b) ∘ (τ_b(a) ∘ c ∘ z^{−1} − τ_b(a) ∘ 0 + 1) ∘ z = (a ∘ b ∘ c ∘ z^{−1} − a ∘ b ∘ 0 + σ_a(b)) ∘ z = (a ∘ b ∘ c ∘ z^{−1} − a ∘ b ∘ 0 + a ∘ b − a ∘ 0 ∘ z + z) ∘ z. (2.15) Taking into consideration the form of (2.14) and (2.15) and the fact that b ∘ c = σ_c(c) ∘ τ_c(b), we conclude that ∀a ∈ X, − a ∘ 0 + a = ζ̂, where ζ̂ ∈ X is a fixed element, and for a = 1 we deduce that ζ̂ = 1, i.e. −a ∘ 0 + a = 1. □ Remark 2.7. Due to a − a ∘ 0 = −a ∘ 0 + a = 1, ∀a ∈ B, we deduce that a + 1 = 1 + a, for all a ∈ B. We call the algebraic construction deduced in Theorem 2.6 a near brace, in analogy to near rings, specifically:

Definition 2.8. A near brace is a set B together with two group operations +, ∘ : B × B → B, the first is called addition and the second is called multiplication, such that for all a, b, c ∈ B, a ∘ (b + c) = a ∘ b − a ∘ 0 + a ∘ c, . (2.16) We denote by 0 the neutral element of the (B, +) group and by 1 the neutral element of the (B, ∘) group. We say that a near brace B is an abelian near brace if + is abelian.

We say that a near brace B is a singular near brace if for all a ∈ B, a − a ∘ 0 = −a ∘ 0 + a = 1. Near braces will be particularly useful in the next subsection, where we introduce a method of finding solutions depending on multiple parameters. In the special case where 0 = 1, we recover a skew brace. We also show below some useful properties for near braces.

Lemma 2.9. [17] Let (B, +, ∘) be a near brace, then (1) a ∘ (−b) = a ∘ 0 − a ∘ b + a ∘ 0. (2) Condition (2.16) is equivalent to the following condition: ∀a, b, c, d ∈ B a ∘ (b − c + d) = a ∘ b − a ∘ c + a ∘ d. Proof. (1) a∘(b−b) = a∘0 ⇒ a∘b−a∘0+a∘(−b) = a∘0, which leads to a∘(−b) = a∘0−a∘b+a∘0.

(2) Let (2.16) hold then a ∘ (b − c + d) = a ∘ (b − c) − a ∘ 0 + a ∘ d = a ∘ b − a ∘ 0 + a ∘ 0 − a ∘ c + a ∘ 0 − a ∘ 0 + a ∘ d = a ∘ b − a ∘ c + a ∘ d. (2.17) Conversely, let a ∘ (b − c + d) = a ∘ b − a ∘ c + a ∘ d hold, then a ∘ (b + c) = a ∘ (b − 0 + c) = a ∘ b − a ∘ 0 + a ∘ c. (2.18) □ Example 2.10. Let (B, ∘) be a group with neutral element 1 and define a + b := a ∘ κ^{−1} ∘ b, where 1 ≠ κ ∈ B is an element of the center of (B, ∘). Then (B, +, ∘) is a singular near brace with neutral element 0 = κ, and we call it the trivial near brace^1 . Example 2.11. Let us consider the following near-truss introduced in [7, Page 710]: Q(O(i)) = { m 2p + 1 + n 2q + 1 i | p, q ∈ Z, m + n is an odd integer } . Then Q(O(i)) together with operations a +_i b = a − i + b and a ∘ b = a · b forms a near brace, where +, · are addition and multiplication of complex numbers, respectively. Definition 2.12. Let (B, +, ∘) and (S, +, ∘) be near braces. We say that f : B → S is a near brace morphism if for all a, b ∈ B, f(a + b) = f(a) + f(b) & f(a ∘ b) = f(a) ∘ f(b). Lemma 2.13. Let f : X → X be a map, such that for all a, b ∈ X f(a ∘ b − a ∘ z + z) = f(a) ∘ f(b) − f(a) ∘ 0 ∘ z + z, and there is e ∈ X, f(e) = 1. If such a map f exists then 0 = 1. Proof. We assume that such map f : X → X exists. Then for all a ∈ X, f(z) = f(a ∘ z − a ∘ z + z) = f(a) ∘ f(z) − f(a) ∘ 0 ∘ z + z, and by setting a = e, f(e) = 1:

f(z) = f(z) − 0 ∘ z + z =⇒ 0 ∘ z = z =⇒ 0 = 1, where the last implication follows from the fact that z is invertible. □ Remark 2.14. Observe that since every bijection is surjective, the preceding Lemma states that if σ^′_a(b) := a ∘ b − a ∘ 0 ∘ z + z gives a solution of YBE, it is isomorphic to the solution given by σ_a(b) := a ∘ b − a ∘ z + z if 0 = 1, that is near skew brace is a left skew brace.

1We are indebted to Paola Stefanelli for sharing this example with us.

Corollary 2.15. Let B be near brace. Then by the Lemma 2.9 (2), the triple T(B) := (B, [−, −, −], ∘), where for all a, b, c ∈ B, [a, b, c] := a − b + c, is a near-truss such that (B, ∘) is a group. Thus the triple (B, +_1, ∘), where a +_1 b := a − 1 + b for all a, b ∈ B, is a left skew brace. That is, the near brace T(B) and the left skew brace (B, +_1, ∘) are isomorphic as near-trusses.

Lemma 2.16. Let (X, +, ∘) be a near brace and z, w ∈ X satisfy the right distributivity. Consider also the maps σ, σ^′ : X × X → X such that σ_a(b) = a ∘ b − a ∘ 0 ∘ z + z and σ^′_a(b) = a ∘ b − a ∘ 0 ∘ w + w. If σ_a(b) = σ^′_a(b) then z^{−1} ∘ w − 1 = w − z.

Proof. The proof is straightforward by setting a = z^{−1} ∘ 0^{−1} in both σ_a(b) and σ^′_a(b). □

2.1. Generalized bijective maps & solutions of the braid equation. Inspired by the findings of the preceding section we introduce below more general, multi-parametric bijective maps σ^p_a, τ^p_b (p stands for parametric) that provide solutions of the set-theoretic braid equation.

Proposition 2.17. Let (B, +, ∘) be a near brace and let us denote σ^p_a(b) := a∘b∘z_1 −a∘ξ+z_2 and τ^p_b (a) := σ^p_a(b)^{−1} ∘ a ∘ b, where a, b ∈ B, and h ∈ {ξ, z_i} ∈ B, i ∈ {1, 2} are fixed parameters, such that there exist c_1, c_2 ∈ B such that for all a, b, c ∈ B, (a − b + c) ∘ h = a ∘ h − b ∘ h + c ∘ h, a ∘ z_2 ∘ z_1 − a ∘ ξ = c_1 and −a ∘ ξ + a ∘ z_1 ∘ z_2 = c_2.

Then for all a, b, c ∈ B the following properties hold:

(1) σ^p_a(b) ∘ τ^p_b (a) = a ∘ b.

(2) σ^p_a(σ^p_b (c)) = a ∘ b ∘ c ∘ z_1 ∘ z_1 − a ∘ b ∘ ξ ∘ z_1 + c_1 + z_2. (3) σ^p_a(b) ∘ σ^p_τ p_{b (a)}(c) = a ∘ b ∘ c ∘ z_1 + c_2 − a ∘ ξ ∘ z_2 + z_2 ∘ z_2.

Proof. Let a, b, c ∈ B, then:

(1) σ^p_a(b) ∘ τ^p_b (a) = σ^p_a(b) ∘ σ^p_a(b)^{−1} ∘ a ∘ b = a ∘ b.

(2) To show condition (2) we recall that a ∘ z_2 ∘ z_1 − a ∘ ξ = c_1. Then,

σ^p_a(σ^p_b (c)) = σ^p_a(b ∘ c ∘ z_1 − b ∘ ξ + z_2) = a ∘ (b ∘ c ∘ z_1 − b ∘ ξ + z_2) ∘ z_1 − a ∘ ξ + z_2 = a ∘ b ∘ c ∘ z_1 ∘ z_1 − a ∘ b ∘ ξ ∘ z_1 + a ∘ z_2 ∘ z_1 − a ∘ ξ + z_2 = a ∘ b ∘ c ∘ z_1 ∘ z_1 − a ∘ b ∘ ξ ∘ z_1 + c_1 + z_2.

(3) To show condition (3) we use (1) and −a ∘ ξ + a ∘ z_1 ∘ z_2 = c_2.

σ^p_a(b) ∘ σ^p_τ p_{b (a)}(c) = σ^p_a(b) ∘ (τ^p_b (a) ∘ c ∘ z_1 − τ^p_b (a) ∘ ξ + z_2) = σ^p_a(b) ∘ τ^p_a (b) ∘ c ∘ z_1 − σ^p_a(b) ∘ τ^p_a (b) ∘ ξ + σ^p_a(b) ∘ z_2 = a ∘ b ∘ c ∘ z_1 − a ∘ b ∘ ξ + σ^p_a(b) ∘ z_2 = a ∘ b ∘ c ∘ z_1 − a ∘ b ∘ ξ + (a ∘ b ∘ z_1 − a ∘ ξ + z_2) ∘ z_2 = a ∘ b ∘ c ∘ z_1 + c_2 − a ∘ ξ ∘ z_2 + z_2 ∘ z_2. □ Example 2.18. A simple example of the above generic maps is the case where z_1 ∘ z_2 = ξ ∘ 0 = z_2 ∘ z_1, then c_1 = c_2 = 1.

Having showed the fundamental properties above we may now proceed in proving the following theorem.

Theorem 2.19. Let (B, +, ∘) be a near brace and z ∈ B such that there exist c_1, c_2 ∈ B such that for all a, b, c ∈ B, (a−b+c)∘z_i = a∘z_i −b∘z_i +c∘z_i, i ∈ {1, 2}, a∘z_2 ∘z_1 −a∘ξ = c_1 and −a ∘ ξ + a ∘ z_1 ∘ z_2 = c_2. We define a map ř : B × B → B × B given by ř(a, b) = (σ^p_a(b), τ^p_b (a)), where σ^p_a(b) = a ∘ b ∘ z_1 − a ∘ ξ + z_2, τ^p_b (a) = σ^p_a(b)^{−1} ∘ a ∘ b. The pair (B, ř) is a solution of the braid equation.

Proof. To prove this we need to show that the maps σ, τ satisfy the constraints (1.4)-(1.6). To achieve this we use the properties proven in Proposition 2.17.

Indeed, from Proposition 2.17, (1) and (2), it follows that (1.4) is satisfied, i.e. σ^p_η (σ^p_x(y)) = σ^p_σp_{η (x)}(σ^p_τ p_{x (η)}(y)).

We observe that

τ^p_b (τ^p_a (η)) = T^p ∘ τ^p_a (η) ∘ b = T^p ∘ t^p ∘ η ∘ a ∘ b = T^p ∘ t^p ∘ η ∘ σ^p_a(b) ∘ τ^p_b (a), where T^p = σ^p_{τ za (η)}(b)^{−1} and t^p = σ^p_η (a)^{−1} (the inverse in the circle group). Due to (1), (2), (3) of Proposition 2.17 we then conclude that τ^p_b (τ^p_a (η)) = τ^p_τ p_{b (a)}(τ^p_σp_{a(b)}(η)), so (1.5) is also satisfied.

To prove (1.6), we employ (3), (1) of Proposition 2.17 and use the definition of τ^p, σ^p_τ p_{σpx(y)(η)}(τ^p_y (x)) = σ^p_η (σ^p_x(y))^{−1} ∘ σ^p_η (x) ∘ σ^p_τ p_{x (η)}(y) = τ^p_σp_{τ px (η)(y)}(σ^p_η (x)).

Thus, (1.6) is satisfied, and ř(a, b) = (σ^p_a(b), τ^p_b (a)) is a solution of the braid equation. □ Lemma 2.20. Let (B, +, ∘) be a near brace and z, w ∈ B satisfy the right distributivity. Consider also the multi-parametric maps σ^p, σ^{′p} : B × B → B as defined in Proposition 2.17, such that σ^p_a(b) = a ∘ b ∘ z_1 − a ∘ ξ + z_2 and σ^{′p}_a (b) = a ∘ b ∘ z_2 − a ∘ ξ + z_1. If σ_a(b) = σ^′_a(b) then 0 ∘ z^{−1}_1 ∘ z_2 = z_2 − z_1.

Proof. The proof is straightforward by setting a = 0 ∘ ξ^{−1} and b = ξ ∘ z^{−1}_1 in both σ^p_a(b) and σ^{′p}_a (b). □ Remark 2.21. In the special case where z_1 = 1 and ξ = z_2 = z we recover the σ^z_x(y), τ^z_y (x) bijective maps and the ř_z solutions of the braid equation introduced in [17]. Example 2.22. We consider the brace Q(O(i)) from Example 2.11. Then, we can have for instance the following choice of parameters:

(1) z_1 = z_2 = i, c_1 = c_2 = i, ξ = −1, then σ^p_a(b) = a ∘ b ∘ i +_i a

(2) z_1 = i, z_2 = −i, c_1 = c_2 = i, ξ = 1, then σ^p_a(b) = a ∘ b ∘ i −_i a

(3) z_1 = 5, z_2 = 3, c_1 = c_2 = i, ξ = 15, then σ^p_a(b) = a ∘ b ∘ 5 −_i 15 ∘ a +_i 3. In the following Proposition we provide the explicit expressions of the inverse ř-matrices as well as the corresponding bijective maps.

Proposition 2.23. Let ř^∗, ř : B × B → B × B such that ř^∗ : (x, y) → (σ̂^p_x(y), τ̂^p_y (x)), ř : (x, y) → (σ^p_x(y), τ^p_y (x)) be solutions of the braid equation. Then the following statements hold.

(1) ř^∗ = ř^{−1} if and only if σ̂^p_σp_{x(y)}(τ^p_y (x)) = x, τ̂^p_τ p_{y (x)}(σ^p_x(y)) = y and σ^p_{σ̂}p_{x(y)}(τ̂^p_y (x)) = x, τ^p_{τ̂} p_{y (x)}(σ̂^p_x(y)) = y. (2.19) (2) Let σ^p_x(y) = x ∘ y ∘ z_1 − x ∘ ξ + z_2, τ^p_y (x) = σ^p_x(y)^{−1} ∘ x ∘ y, and ξ, z_i ∈ B i ∈ {1, 2} are fixed elements, such that there exists c_1, c_2 ∈ B such that for all a, b, c ∈ B, (a−b+c)∘z_i = a∘z_i −b∘z_i +c∘z_i, a∘z_2 ∘z_1 −a∘ξ = c_1 and −a∘ξ+a∘z_1 ∘z_2 = c_2.Then σ̂^p_x(y) = ẑ_2 −x∘ξ̂ +x∘y ∘ẑ_1, τ̂^p_x (y) = σ̂^p_x(y)^{−1} ∘x∘y, where ξ̂ = ξ^{−1}, ẑ_{1,2} = z_{1,2} ∘ξ^{−1}.

Proof. We prove the two parts of Proposition 2.23 below:

(1) If ř^∗ = ř^{−1}, then řř^∗ = ř^∗ř = id and řř^∗(x, y) = (σ^p_{σ̂x(y)}(τ̂^p_y (x)), τ^p_{τ̂} p_{y (x)}(σ̂^p_x(y))).

Thus σ^z_{σ̂}p_{x(y)}(τ̂^p_y (x)) = x, τ^p_{τ̂} p_{y (x)}(σ̂^z_x(y)) = y.

And vice versa if σ^p_{σ̂}p_{x(y)}(τ̂^p_y (x)) = x, τ^p_{τ̂} p_{y (x)}(σ̂^p_x(y)) = y, then it automatically follows that ř^∗ = ř^{−1}.

Similarly, ř^∗ř(x, y) = (x, y) leads to σ̂^p_σp_{x(y)}(τ^p_y (x)) = x, τ̂^p_τ p_{y (x)}(σ^p_x(y)) = y, and vice versa.

(2) For the second part of the Proposition it suffices to show (2.19). Indeed, we recall that that ξ̂ = ξ^{−1} and ẑ_{1,2} = z_{1,2} ∘ ξ^{−1}, then

σ̂^p_σp_{x(y)}(τ^p_y (x)) = ẑ_2 − σ^p_x(y) ∘ ξ̂ + σ^p_x(y) ∘ τ^p_y (x) ∘ ẑ_1

= ẑ_2 − σ^p_x(y) ∘ ξ̂ + x ∘ y ∘ ẑ_2 = ẑ_2 − (x ∘ y ∘ z_1 − x ∘ ξ + z_2) ∘ ξ̂ + x ∘ y ∘ ẑ_1 = x.

Also, τ̂^p_τ p_{y (x)}(σ^p_x(y)) = x^{−1} ∘ σ^p_x(y) ∘ τ^p_y (x) = y.

Similarly, we show

σ^p_{σ̂}p_{x(y)}(τ̂^p_y (x)) = σ̂^p_x(y) ∘ τ̂^p_y (x) ∘ z_1 − σ̂^p_x(y) ∘ ξ + z_2

= x ∘ y ∘ z_1 − (ẑ_2 − x ∘ ξ̂ + x ∘ y ∘ ẑ_1) ∘ ξ + z_2 = x.

And as above we immediately deduce that τ^p_{τ̂} p_{y (x)}(σ̂^p_x(y)) = y. □

With this we conclude our analysis on the general bijective maps coming from near braces and the corresponding solutions of the braid equation.

2.2. p-deformed braided groups and near braces. Motivated by the definition of braided groups and braidings in [34] as well as the relevant work presented in [26] we provide a generic definition of the p-deformed braided group and braiding that contain extra fixed parameters, i.e. for multi-parametric braidings (p-braidings).

Definition 2.24. Let (G, ∘) be a group, m(x, y) = x ∘ y and ř is an invertible map ř : G × G → G × G, such that for all x, y ∈ G, ř(x, y) = (σ^p_x(y), τ^p_y (x)), where σ^p_x, τ^p_y are bijective maps in G. The map ř is called a p-braiding operator (and the group is called p-braided) if

(1) x ∘ y = σ^p_x(y) ∘ τ^p_y (x).

(2) (id × m) ř_{12} ř_{23}(x, y, w) = (f^p_{x∘y}(w), f^p_{x∘y}(w)^{−1} ∘ x ∘ y ∘ w). (3) (m × id) ř_{23} ř_{12}(x, y, w) = (g^p_x(y ∘ w), g^p_x(y ∘ w)^{−1} ∘ x ∘ y ∘ w).

for some bijections f^p_x , g^p_x : G → G, given for all x ∈ G.

Proposition 2.25. Let (G, ∘) be a group, and the invertible map ř : G × G → G × G, ř(x, y) = (σ^p_x(y), τ^p_y (x)), be a p-braiding operator for the group G. Then ř is a non-degenerate solution of the braid equation.

Proof. We start from the LHS of condition (2) of Proposition 2.25 (id × m) ř_{12} ř_{23} (x, y, w) = (σ^p_x(σ^p_y (w)), τ^p_σp_{y (w)}(x) ∘ τ^p_w(y)), which leads to σ^p_x(σ^p_y (w)) = f^p_{x∘y}(w) = f^p_σp_{x(y)∘τ} p_{y (x)}(w) = σ^p_σp_{x(y)}(σ^p_τ p_{y (x)}(w)) i.e. the fundamental condition (1.4) is satisfied. Moreover, using condition (1) we show τ^p_σp_{y (w)}(x) ∘ τ^p_w(y) = σ^p_x(σ^p_y (w))^{−1} ∘ x ∘ σ^p_y(w) ∘ σ^p_y(w)^{−1} ∘ y ∘ w = f^p_{x∘y}(w)^{−1} ∘ x ∘ y ∘ w, as expected compatible with condition (2) of Proposition 2.25.

Similarly, from the LHS of condition (3)

(m × id) ř_{23} ř_{12} (x, y, w) = (σ^p_x(y) ∘ σ^p_τ p_{y (x)}(w), τ^p_w(τ^p_y (x))). The latter expression leads to σ^p_x(y) ∘ σ^p_τ p_{y (x)}(w) = g^p_x(y ∘ w). (2.20) Also, via condition (1)

τ^p_w(τ^p_y (x)) = σ^p_τ p_{y (x)}(w)^{−1} ∘ σ^p_x(y)^{−1} ∘ x ∘ y ∘ w = g^p_x(y ∘ w)^{−1} ∘ x ∘ y ∘ w = τ^p_τ p_{w (y)}(τ^p_σp_{y (w)}(x)) (2.21) compatible with condition (3) of Proposition 2.25, and this shows condition (1.6).

Having shown properties 1.4 and (1.5) and taking into account that x∘y = σ^p_x(y)∘τ^p_y (x) we also show condition (1.6), i.e. we conclude that ř, as defined in Proposition 2.25, is a solution of the braid equation. □ Lemma 2.26. Let B be a near brace, and consider the map ř : B × B → B × B, ř(x, y) = (σ^p_x(y), τ^p_y (x)) of Proposition 2.19. Then ř is a p-braiding.

Proof. The proof is straightfroward via Proposition 2.17. Indeed, all the conditions of the p-braiding Definition 2.24 are satisfied and:

f^p_a (b) = a ∘ b ∘ z_1 ∘ z_1 − a ∘ ξ ∘ z_1 + c_1 + z_2, g^p_a(b) = a ∘ b ∘ z_1 + c_2 − a ∘ ξ ∘ z_2 + z_2 ∘ z_2. □ With this we conclude our analysis on p-braidings and their connection to the YBE and the notion of the near braces. One of the fundamental open problems in this frame and a natural next step is the solution of the set-theoretic reflection equation for this new class of solutions of the set-theoretic YBE. We hope to address this problem and generalize the notion of the p-braiding to include the reflection equation, in the near future. Another key question, which we hope to tackle soon, is what the effect of non-associativity in (X, +) on the construction of the algebraic structures emerging from solutions of the set-theoretic

YBE would be. This is quite a challenging problem, the analysis of which will yield yet more generalized classes of solutions of the YBE.

Acknowledgments. Support from the EPSRC research grant EP/V008129/1 is acknowledged.

References

[1] D. Bachiller, Counterexample to a conjecture about braces, J. Algebra, 453 (2016) 160–176. [2] D. Bachiller, F. Cedó, E. Jespers and J. Okniński, Iterated matched products of finite braces and simplicity; new solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 370 (2018) 4881-4907.

[3] R.J. Baxter, Exactly solved models in statistical mechanics, Academic Press (1982). [4] T. Brzeziński, Trusses: Between braces and rings, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 372 (2019), 4149-4176. [5] T. Brzeziński, Trusses: Paragons, ideals and modules, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 224 (2020), 106258. [6] T. Brzeziński & B. Rybołowicz, Congruence classes and extensions of rings with an application to braces, Comm. Contemp. Math. 23 (2021), 2050010.

[7] T. Brzeziński, S. Mereta ans B. Rybołowicz, From pre-trusses to skew braces, Publ. Mat., 66(2) (2022), 683-714.

[8] F. Catino, I. Colazzo and P. Stefanelli, Semi-braces and the Yang-Baxter equation, J. Algebra, 483 (2017) 163-187.

[9] F. Catino, M. Mazzotta, P. Stefanelli, Inverse semi-braces and the Yang-Baxter equation, J. Algebra, 573 (2021) 576-619.

[10] F. Cedó, E. Jespers and C. Verwimp, Structure monoids of set-theoretic solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation. Publicacions Matemàtiques, (2021) [11] F. Cedó, Left braces: solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation, Adv. Group Theory Appl., Vol. 5 (2018) 33-90.

[12] F. Cedó, E. Jespers, and J. Okninski, Braces and the Yang-Baxter equation. Comm. Math. Phys., 327(1) (2014) 101–116.

[13] A. Doikou and A. Smoktunowicz, From Braces to Hecke algebras & Quantum Groups, J. Algebra and Applications (2022) 2350179.

[14] A. Doikou and A. Smoktunowicz, Set-theoretical Yang-Baxter and reflection equations & quantum group symmetries, Lett. Math. Phys. 111 (2021) 105.

[15] A. Doikou, Set-theoretic Yang–Baxter equation, braces and Drinfeld twists, J. Phys A54 (2021) 415201. [16] A. Doikou, A. Ghionis and B. Vlaar, Quasi-bialgebras from set-theoretic type solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation, Lett. Math. Phys. 112, 78 (2022).

[17] A. Doikou and B. Rybołowicz, Novel non-involutive solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation from (skew) braces, arXiv:2204.11580 (2022).

[18] V.G. Drinfeld, On some unsolved problems in quantum group theory, Lecture Notes in Math., vol. 1510, Springer-Verlag, Berlin (1992) 1-8.

[19] V.G. Drinfeld, Hopf algebras & the quantum Yang–Baxter equation, Soviet. Math. Dokl. 32 (1985) 254;

A new realization of Yangians and quantized affine algebras, Soviet. Math. Dokl. 36 (1988) 212. [20] V.G. Drinfeld, Quasi-Hopf algebras, Algebra i Analiz (1989) Volume 1, Issue 6, 114.

V.G. Drinfeld, Quasi-Hopf algebras and Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equations. In Problems of modern quantum field theory, Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg (1989) 1-13.

[21] P. Etingof, T. Schedler and A. Soloviev, Set-theoretical solutions to the quantum Yang–Baxter equation, Duke Math. J. 100 (1999) 169-209.

[22] P. Etingof, Geometric crystals and set-theoretical solutions to the quantum Yang-Baxter equation, Comm.

Algebra 31 (2003) 1961.

[23] T. Gateva-Ivanova, A combinatorial approach to the set-theoretic solutions of the Yang–Baxter equation, J. Math. Phys. 45, 3828 (2004).

[24] T. Gateva-Ivanova, Binomial skew polynomial rings, Artin–Schelter regularity, and binomial solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation, Serdica Mathematical Journal Volume: 30, Issue: 2-3 (2004 )431-470.

[25] T. Gateva-Ivanova, Set-theoretic solutions of the Yang–Baxter equation, braces and symmetric groups, Adv. Math., 388(7) (2018) 649-701.

[26] T. Gateva-Ivanova and S. Majid, Matched pairs approach to set theoretic solutions of the Yang–Baxter equation, J. Algebra 319 (2008) 1462–1529.

[27] L. Guarnieri and L. Vendramin, Skew braces and the Yang–Baxter equation, Math. Comp. 86(307) (2017) 2519–2534.

[28] E. Jespers, E. Kubat and A. Van Antwerpen, The structure monoid and algebra of a non-degenerate set-theoretic solution of the Yang-Baxter equation, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 372 (2019) 7191–7223.

[29] E. Jespers, E. Kubat, A. Van Antwerpen and L. Vendramin, Factorizations of skew braces, Math. Ann.

375 (2019) no. 3-4, 1649–1663.

[30] E. Jespers and J. Okniński, Monoids and groups of I-type, Alg. Represent. Theory 8 (2005) 709–729. [31] A. Koch and P. J. Truman. Opposite skew left braces and applications, J. Algebra 546 (2020) 218–235. [32] A. Konovalov, A. Smoktunowicz and L. Vendramin, On skew braces and their ideals, Experimental Mathematics, Volume 30 (2021) 95–104.

[33] V. Lebed and L. Vendramin, On structure groups of set-theoretical solutions to the Yang-Baxter equation, Proc. Edinburgh Math. Soc., Volume 62, Issue 3 (2019) 683 -717.

[34] J.H. Lu, M. Yan, and Y.C. Zhu, On the set-theoretical Yang-Baxter equation, Duke Math. Journal, 104 (2000) 1-18.

[35] W. Rump, A decomposition theorem for square-free unitary solutions of the quantum Yang-Baxter equation. Adv. Math., 193(1) (2005) 40–55.

[36] W. Rump, Braces, radical rings, and the quantum Yang-Baxter equation, J. Algebra 307(1) (2007) 153–170.

[37] A. Smoktunowicz and L. Vendramin, On Skew Braces (with an appendix by N. Byott and L. Vendramin), Journal of Combinatorial Algebra Volume 2, Issue 1 (2018) 47-86.

[38] C.N. Yang, Some exact results for the many-body problem in one dimension with repulsive delta-function interaction, Rev. Lett. 19 (1967) 1312.

(A.Doikou & B. Rybołowicz) Department of Mathematics, Heriot-Watt University, Edinburgh EH14 4AS, and Maxwell Institute for Mathematical Sciences, Edinburgh, UK

Email address: A.Doikou@hw.ac.uk, B.Rybolowicz@hw.ac.uk