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Abstract

Rota—Baxter operators on algebras, which appeared in 1960, have connections
with different versions of the Yang—Baxter equation, pre- and postalgebras, double
Poisson algebras, etc. In 2020, the notion of Rota—Baxter operator on a group was
defined by L. Guo, H. Lang, Yu. Sheng.

In 2023, V. Bardakov and the second author showed that all Rota—Baxter op-
erators on simple sporadic groups are splitting, i.e. they are defined via exact
factorizations. In the current work, we clarify for which n, there exist non-splitting
Rota—Baxter operators on the alternating group A,,. For the corresponding n, we
describe all non-splitting Rota—Baxter operators on A,,. Moreover, we describe
Rota—Baxter operators on dihedral groups Do, providing the general construction
which lies behind all non-splitting Rota—Baxter operators on A, and Ds,.

Keywords: Rota—Baxter operator, Rota—Baxter group, dihedral group, alter-
nating group.

1 Introduction

In 1960 [3], G. Baxter introduced the notion of Rota—Baxter operator on an algebra A
as a linear operator R satisfying the relation

R(x)R(y) = R(R(z)y + xR(y) + Ary), (1)

where z,y € A and the scalar A from the ground field F is fixed, and it is called a weight
of R.

The identity () for A = 0 may be considered a generalization of integration by parts
formula. When X\ # 0, the canonical example is a projection of the whole algebra A on
its subalgebra A; provided a decomposition A = A; + A of A into a direct vector-space
sum of its subalgebras A;, A,.

After more than 60 years of the study, a lot of connections and applications of Rota—
Baxter operators were found: with different versions of the Yang—Baxter equation [1I, [6
29], pre- and postalgebras [1I, 2, [19], double Poisson algebras [15] 6] 26], etc.

Recently, in 2020 (published in 2021), the analogous notion of Rota—Baxter opera-
tor (of weight +1) on groups was suggested by L. Guo, H. Lang, and Yu. Sheng [20].
Since this pioneer article appeared, a dozen papers have been published, and the direc-
tion of Rota—Baxter groups is rapidly developing. On the one hand, the correspondence
between Rota—Baxter operators on Lie groups and Rota—Baxter operators on Lie alge-
bras is studied [20, 22]. On the other hand, the definition of Rota—Baxter operator on
groups was extended on Clifford semigroups [10], Hopf algebras [14], and others. There
is a deep connection [5] between Rota—Baxter operators on groups and so called skew
left braces [I8], [32], which, in turn, serve as a source of set-theoretical solutions to the
quantum Yang—Baxter equation. The cohomology theory for Rota—Baxter (Lie) groups
was presented in [13] 22].
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Given a group G, one has always trivial RB-operators B.: g — ¢ and B_;: g — g~ L.
The analog of the projection operator mentioned above for algebras is the following: given

an exact factorization G = H L, the map
B:hl— 1!

is a Rota—Baxter operator on G. We will call it splitting RB-operator. The criterion,
when a given RB-operator is a splitting one, was stated in [4]. It actually says that R is
splitting RB-operator on a group G if and only if Im(BB) = 1, where

B:G—G, Blg)=g¢'B(g™)

is another RB-operator on GG defined with the help of B. Different constructions of non-
splitting Rota—Baxter operators on groups were suggested therein. However, it occurs
that there are no non-splitting RB-operators on all simple sporadic groups [4].

In the current work, we continue the mentioned in [4] direction of description of RB-
operators on all finite simple groups; here we deal with alternating groups A,,. The main
result is the complete classification of (non-splitting) Rota—Baxter operators on A,,. For
any RB-operator B on a group G, one has a factorization

G = Im(B) - Im(B).

Thus, we may apply the known description of factorizations of finite simple groups [25].
Further, we arrive at properties of sharply 2-transitive groups and involve the Zassenhaus
theorems (Theorems XI1.9.7 and XI1.9.8 from [21]). As a consequence, we show that there
are non-splitting RB-operators R on A,, if and only if n satisfies certain conditions, and
there is an infinite number of such ones. When n is so, we clarify the general construction,
which lies behind R. B

We prove that if G is a finite group, B is an RB-operator on it, R = Im(BB) is
an abelian subgroup of G, and G = H - L = ker(B) - Im(B), then B(hl) = C(l) for an
RB-operator C' on L. Moreover, Im(é) normalizes H and C' is a homomorphism from L
onto its abelian subgroup isomorphic to R. We apply this result not only for alternating
groups but also for dihedral ones. We show that for any non-splitting RB-operator B on
A,,, we have Im(BB) ~ Z,. Regarding to dihedral groups D, we prove that there are no
non-splitting RB-operators on D,,,, when n is odd. When n is even, we show that for any
non-splitting RB-operator B on D,,,, we have either Im(BB) Zy or Im(BB) Lo X L.

Let us highlight that we suggest a new kind of equivalence on a set of Rota—Baxter
operators. In [4], it was noted that given a Rota—Baxter group (G, B) and ¢ € Aut(G),
one has again an RB-operator B¥) on G, which acts by the formula B%)(g) = o' By(g).
Therefore, it is natural to classify Rota—Baxter operators on a group G up to such
action of Aut(G). We present an equivalence obtained under the action of a subgroup
of Aut(G x G) isomorphic to (Aut(G) x Inn(G)) x Zy. As far as we know, there is no
analogous action for Rota—Baxter operators on algebras. We prove that such equivalence
preserves main properties of Rota—Baxter operators, e.g. the property of splitting one.
Moreover, the mentioned above construction of an RB-operator G such that Im(BB) is
abelian, is preserved too. So, we find all non-splitting Rota—Baxter operators on A,, up
to the equivalence.



The work is organized as follows. We provide the required preliminaries about Rota—
Baxter groups in Section 2 and about sharply doubly transitive groups in Section 3,
respectively. In Section 4, we define the new equivalence of RB-operators (Proposi-
tion [[I]). In Section 5, we derive the construction of a Rota—Baxter operator B such
that R = Im(BB) is abelian and G = ker(B) - Im(B) (Lemma H).

In Section 6, we describe Rota—Baxter operators on dihedral groups (Theorem [3]).
In Section 7, we classify, up to equivalence, Rota—Baxter operators on alternating
groups A,, (Theorem[]). For small n, we use a computer algebra system GAP to compute
RB-operators on A,,. We use the reformulation of a Rota—Baxter operator B in terms of
its graph in G x G [22] (see Proposition [I0] below) and write a program with a starting
point based on the program from [2§].

2 Preliminaries

Definition 1 ([20]). Let G be a group. A map B: G — G is called a Rota—DBaxter
operator of weight 1 if

B(g)B(h) = B(gB(9)hB(g)™") (2)
holds for all g, h € G.

Note that a notion of Rota—Baxter operator on an abelian G coincides with homo-
morphism.

Proposition 1 (|20]). Let (G, B) be a Rota—DBaater group. Then
(a) Im(B) and ker(B) are subgroups of G,
(b) B(e) = e,
(c) B(g)™' = B(B(g9)~"'g~"'B(g)) for every g € G,

(d) B(h) = B(gh) for all h € G and g € ker(B).

Proposition 2 (|20]). Let (G, B) be a Rota—DBaater group. Then
(a) the map B defined as follows, B(g) = g 'B(g™') is a Rota—Baxter operator on G,
(b) given ¢ € Aut(G), BY¥) = p~'By is a Rota—Baater operator on G.

Proposition 3 (|20]). Let (G, -, B) be a Rota—Baxter group. Then
(a) The pair (G, o) with the product

goh=gB(g)hB(g)~', g,heQq, (3)

1S a group.
(b) The operator B is a Rota—Baxter operator on the group (G, o).
(¢) The map B: (G,0) — (G, ") is a homomorphism of Rota—Bazxter groups.

We will denote the group (G, o) as G,
Proposition 4 ([20]). If (G, B) is an RB-group, then
(a) ker(B) and ker(B) are normal in G,

(b) ker(B) < Im(B) and ker(B) <Im(B) in G,
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(c) We have the isomorphism of the quotient groups
Im(B)/ ker(B) ~ Im(B)/ ker(B), (4)

(d) We have the factorization

G = Im(B)Im(B). (5)
Denote by B, the map on the group G defined as follows, B, (g) = gB(g).

Proposition 5 (|4, Lemma 5(c)|). Given a Rota—Baxter group (G, B), one has BB, =
B.B.

Remark 1. Because of Proposition[d, one may note Im(BB) = Im(BB). Indeed,

(BB)(g9) = (BBy)(g™") = (ByB)(g™") = B((B(g™") ™).
Howewver, the equality BB = BB is not true, see Example ] below.

Given an integer n, denote by a°™ the nth power of ¢ under the product o.

Proposition 6 ([4, Proposition 14]). Given a Rota—Baxter group (G, B), we have the
equality a®®) = (B4 (a))*(B(a))™* for alla € G and k € Z.

Let us deduce an easy but important equality.
Lemma 1. Let (G, B) be an RB-group. Then Im(BB) = Im(BB) = Im(B) N Im(B).

Proof. The first equality follows from Remark [ and it implies the inclusion Im(BB) C

Im(B) N Im(B). Suppose that x € Im(B) N Im(B), i.e. * = B(g) = hB(h) for some
g,h € G. By Proposition [It), we have

h = B(g)B(h)™" = B(g)B(B(h)~'h™'B(h)) = B(2)

for 2 = go B(h)"'h~'B(h). Since Im(B) is a subgroup, h~" € Im(B). Hence, x =
B(h™) € m(BB). 0

Example 1 (|20, Lemma 2.6]). Let G be a group. Given an exact factorization G = HL,
a map B: G — G defined as follows,

B(hl) =171
1s a Rota—Baxter operator on G.

We call such Rota—Baxter operator on G a splitting Rota—Baxter operator.

Proposition 7 (|4, Proposition 16]). Let G be a group and let B: G — G be an
RB-operator on G. Then B is a splitting Rota—Baxter operator on G if and only if
Im(BB)=1.



Proposition 8 (|4, Proposition 20|). Given a semidirect product G = H x L, let C be
a Rota—Baxter operator on L. Then a map B: G — G defined by the formula B(hl) =
C(l), where h € H and l € L, is a Rota—Baxter operator.

Corollary 1. Given an exact factorization G = HL, let C' be a Rota—Bazter operator
on L. If Im(C) < L normalizes H, then a map B: G — G defined by the formula
B(hl) = C(l), where h € H and | € L, is a Rota—Bagter operator.

Proof. Let h,h/ € H and [,I’ € L. Then
B(B(h)KI(Bh)™) = BLICRTC)™Y) = B(hh'ICO)I'C(1)™)
=cucmrom= =cmo’y = B(rl)B(R'l),
where b = /€O~ = pCN" ¢ g 0

Proposition 9 (|4, Proposition 21]). If G is a group and H 1is its abelian subgroup, then
any homomorphism B: G — H is a Rota—Bazxter operator.

Lemma 2. Let B be an RB-operator on a finite group G, ¢ € Z(QG).

(a) If B is invertible and B(z) = ¢, then x commutes with Im(B).

(b) We have that |B(c)| divides |c|.
Proof. (a) Since B is an isomorphism from G onto G, z € Z(G),i.e. rog=goux
for every g € GG. Hence,

vB(x)gB(x)™ = xg = gB(g9)zB(g)".
Thus, z = B, (g)z(B,(g))"" = B+@)™" It remains be noticed that Im(B) = Im(B, ).
(b) Let |¢| = k. By (@), we have
BB = BEIB(E) - (B)™ = BEo(B@) = ... = Bl = B),
Hence, (B(c))* = e. O

3 Sharply 2-transitive groups

In this section, we provide necessary information about sharply 2-transitive groups.
The structure of a sharply 2-transitive group is described in the following theorems.

Theorem 1 (Zassenhaus, |21 Theorem XI1.9.7]). Suppose that q is a prime-power and
m s a natural number with the following properties:

(1) Each prime divisor of m divides ¢ — 1.

(2) If 4 divides m, then 4 divides q — 1.
Let GF(¢™)* = (w) and suppose that (m,t) = 1. Let a,b be the following elements of the
group of semilinear mappings on GF(¢™):

ra =w"r, xb=w'z" (6)

Then N = (a,b) is a regular permutation group on GF(¢™)* and (a) is an irreducible
normal subgroup of N. If F is the group of all translations on GF(q™), N normalizes F
and L(m,q,t) = F'N is a sharply doubly transitive permutation group of degree q™.

5



Note that the groups L(m,q,t) are isomorphic for fixed m, ¢ and different admissible t.

Theorem 2 (Zassenhaus, [21, Theorem XII1.9.8|). Let L be a sharply doubly transitive
permutation group. Then L 1s a Frobenius group with elementary abelian Frobenius ker-
nel F. To within similarity, L permutes GF(p"), and F is the group of translations on
GF(p"). If p" is distinct from 52, 7%, 11%,23% 29%, and 592, L is permutation isomorphic
to one of the groups L(m,q,t) defined in Theorem [l

We want to find the conditions when L is contained in the alternating group and L
has a subgroup of index 2.

In the remarks after [33, Theorem A|, the authors say that the sharply 2-transitive
group consists of even permutations only if p = 2, or r is even and p is odd. Note that this
condition is necessary but not sufficient. For example, if n = 132, then the symmetric
group Sig9 has two sharply 2-transitive groups Ly, Lo, where Ly ~ (Z13 X Z13) : Zes
and Ly >~ (Z13 X Z13) : (Z91 : Zsg). 1t is clear that the generator of Zigs in L; and the
generator of Zg in Ly are odd permutations, and so they do not belong to Aygg.

Corollary 2. Let L = FN be a sharply doubly transitive permutation group of degree
n=q" If L <A, and L has a subgroup of index 2, then one and only one of the
following holds:

(1) ¢ = 3(mod 4) and L = L(m,q,t) is defined in Theorem [1. Moreover, L has two
non-isomorphic subgroups of index 2, except L = L(2,3,1) which has only one
non-isomorphic subgroup of index 2;

(2) n="7% and N ~ 27S; ~ SLy(3).2. Moreover, L has one non-isomorphic subgroup
of index 2;

(3) n =232 and N ~ 2=SyxZ; ~ SLo(3).2xZy,. Moreover, L has one non-isomorphic
subgroup of index 2.

Proof. At first, consider the general case L = L(m,q,t) = FN. The Frobenius group
of even degree does not have subgroups of index 2, and therefore ¢ must be odd. Since
q is odd, we have F' < A,,, where n = ¢™. It follows from the proof of Theorem [ that
g™ — 1 =m(q — 1)l for some integer [, and the order of a is equal to (¢ — 1)I. Moreover,
b~lab = a? and b™ = a.

Therefore, the element a is the product of m cycles of length (¢ — 1)I. Thus, a € A,
if and only if m is even.

It follows from the equality (6l that m ||b|. Therefore,

mla]  mla|  ¢"—-1  n-1

S (X)) R (Ve R (R
Put s = l(q — 1,t). The element b is the product of s cycles of length (n — 1)/s. Thus,
b € A, if and only if s is even. Since (m,t) = 1 and m must be even, we have ¢ is odd.
Therefore, s is even if and only if [ is even.
We obtain that N < A, if and only if m and [ = n‘igj) are even. It follows from [31]
Lemma 1.7(iii)] that [ is even if and only if ¢ = 3(mod 4). Since ¢ = 3(mod 4), the
property (2) of Theorem [l is equivalent to m = 2(mod 4).
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Now L = FN < A,, and N has the following representation:
N = (a,b | a4V =pla=bm — 1 ¢ = p™ b~ ab = a).

The group N has three normal subgroups of index two: S; = (a,b*), Sy = (a?b),
Sy = {a? ab). If ¢™ = 32, then N = Qg has three normal subgroups of index 2, isomorphic
to Z4. If ¢™ > 9, then the group S; is not isomorphic to Sy or S5, however, S, ~ Ss.
Hence, L has two non-isomorphic subgroups F'S; and F'S5 of index 2.

Now consider the exceptional cases when p” is one of integers 5%, 7%, 112,232,292, or
592. According to [I7, Theorem 2.4| the group L = F'N is a Frobenius group, where F is
the elementary abelian group of order p? and N is one of the following groups:

(i) p=>5and N ~ SLy(3);

(ii) p=T7 and N ~ 275, ~ SI5(3).2;

(iii) p =11 and N ~ SLy(3) x Zs;

(iv) p=11 and N =~ SLy(5);

(v) p=23 and N ~27S, X Z1; =~ SLy(3).2 X Z3;
(vi) p=29 and N ~ SLy(5) X Zr;

(vii) p =59 and N =~ SLy(5) X Zag.

Note that the groups SLs(3) and SLy(5) have no subgroups of index 2. Thus, the only
possibilities are (ii) and (v), where N has one subgroup of index 2. O

4 Equivalence of Rota—Baxter operators

Proposition 10 ([22]). Let B be a map defined on a finite group G. Construct Hg =
{(B(9),9B(9)) | g€ G} C G xG.

(a) If B is an RB-operator on G, then Hp is a subgroup of G x G.

(b) Let H be a subgroup of G x G. Then there exists an RB-operator B on G such
that H = Hg if and only if |H| = |G| and {ba™" | (a,b) € H} = G.

Note that {ba™' | (a,b) € H} = G is equivalent to the condition H N {(g,9) | g €

G} ={e}.
Given an element x of a group G, the automorphism g — ¢* is denoted by «,. Let
us consider the following subgroup of Aut(G x G):

QG) ={(p,pas) | p € Aut(G), x € G} U{T((p, p aw)) | ¢ € Aut(G), z € G,

where 7((p, 9 az)): (g,h) = (¢ az(h), p(g)).

Proposition 11. Let B be an RB-operator on a finite group G. For every ® € Q(G),
there exists an RB-operator B' on G such that ®(Hg) = Hp.

Proof. 1t is clear that |®(Hp)| = |G|, it remains to check that {ba™' | (a,b) € ®(Hp)}=G.
Let us prove the statement for ® = (¢, ¢ a,;), the proof for ® = 7((p, ¢ a,.)) is analogous.
Thus, we have to find for every g € G such (a,b) € Hp that ¢(a,(b))p(a)™! = g.
Equivalently, we search for (a,b) € Hp such that bra™ = h, where h = z¢~1(g) may be



any element from G. We may find (ag, by) € Hp such that bya, ! — 2. Hence, we need to
get a pair (a,b) € Hp satisfying the equality

bra~' = bbyag ta~' = bbg(aag)”" = h,

and it is possible, since h = ba~* for some (@,b) € Hp. Thus, (a,b) = (a,b)(ag, by) ™" €
Hpg. O

Let us call a pair of RB-operators B, B’ on a group G equivalent, if ®(Hg) = Hp
for some ® € Q(G). Let us interpret Proposition [2]in terms of equivalent RB-operators.
If ® = 7((id,id)), we have B’ = B. If & = (i, ), then B’ = B¥)

Lemma 3. Let G be a finite group and B, B" be a pair of equivalent RB-operators on G.
Then

(a) GO(B) = G(B'),

(b) B is trivial if and only if B’ is trivial,

(¢) up to action of B — B, we have Im(B) ~ Im(B'), Im(B) ~ Im(/j}?’),

(d) Im(BB) ~ Im(B'B'),

(e) B is splitting if and only if B’ is splitting,

(f) if G = ker(B) - Im(B), then up to the action of B — B, one has G = ker(B') -
Im(B').

Proof. (a) Define k: G — Hp as follows, k: g — (B(g),9B(g)). Note that & is bijective
and k(g o h) — k(g)k(h), thus, G (B) ~ Hp, hence G (B) ~ Hp ~ Hp ~ G (B').
(b), (c) It is trivial.
(d) Let us consider & = (p,a,p) € Q(G), ¢ € Aut(G), + € G. Note that
Im(B® B®) ~ Im(BB). Thus, it remains to study the case when B’ comes from B
with the help of ® = (id, o). Then

Im(B'B') = a,(Im(BB)),

i.e. the required subgroups are isomorphic.

(e) It follows from (d) and Proposition [7

(f) It follows from the fact that G = H - L is an exact factorization if and only if
G = H - a,(L) is an exact factorization for any = € G. O

Remark 2. Let us show that one may not generalize Proposition[I1l on the whole Aut(G x
G). For this, take G = Ay and identify Ay X Ay with the corresponding subgroup in Sg.
Then the map B defined on Ay =V x L by Proposition[8 for

V= ((12)(34), (13)(24)), L = ((234))

and B|;, = id is a Rota—Baater operator. We have Hg = ((234)(687), (13)(24), (12)(34)).
Let us consider ¢ = conj o3 € Aut(Sg), which induces the automorphism of G x G. Then
W(Hp) = ((243)(687), (13)(24), (12)(34)) and now, ¥ (Hp) has a non-trivial intersection
with the diagonal subgroup of G x G. Thus, the condition (b) from Proposition [10 does
not hold. Note that 1 has the form (p,id) for the outer automorphism ¢ of Ay.
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5 Properties of some explicit construction

Perhaps, the next result may be derived from [13]. For the sake of completeness, we
provide its proof.

Lemma 4. Let B be an RB-operator on a finite group G' such that

(1) R =Im(B) N Im(B) is abelian,

(ii) G = ker(B) - Im(B).

Then §|Im(3) is a homomorphism onto abelian subgroup R of Im(B), and B is defined
on G by Corollary[1l.

Proof. By Proposition @, ker(B B) <Im(B) and we may consider the group Im(B)/ ker(B)
and B, B are RB-operators on it. Moreover, B is a homomorphism from (Im(B))®
into R = Im(BB) = Im(BB), here we define o via the RB-operator B:

yox =yB(y)zB(y)~

By homomorphism theorem, B is an isomorphism from (Im(B )) )/ ker(B) onto R. Since
ker(B) o x = ker(B) - z for all z € G, we have Im(B)(®) /ker(B) (Im(B)/ ker(B B))© ~
R and thus (Im(B)/ker(B))© is abelian. Now, we consider B:  (Im(B)/ ker(B NE) —

Im(B)/ ker(B), since B is an isomorphism, the group Im(B)/ ker(B) is abelian too. Since
B|1m( B) is an RB-operator on an abelian group, we derive that Bis an automorphism of

Im(B)/ ker(B).

Choose an independent set r1, ..., 7, of generators of an abelian R and find ¢; € Im(B)
such that B(t;) = r;, i = 1,...,n. Since B is a homomorphism of Im(B)/ker(B),
B(tt ) = kijrir; for some k;; € ker(B) By (), we write down

Since B is Well defined on the abelian group Im(B)/ ker(B) and ker(g)titj =
ker(B)t; ity
E(tztjtk) = 1,77, and so on. Thus, B is a homomorphism from Im(B) to R.

Finally, C' = B|im(p) is an RB-operator on Im(B) with Im(C) = Im(BB) normalizing
ker(B) in G, since ker(B) is normal in the whole Im(B). O

we obtain k;; = e and B(tt) = 7;r;.  Similarly, we show that

Now, we provide the conditions under which we may apply Lemma [l Let B be an
RB-operator on a finite group G. If ker(B) = Im(é), then B is a splitting RB-operator
by Proposition 7. Consider the case ker(B) < Im(B) and ker(B) < Im(B).

Denote H = Im(B), L = Im(B), and R = H N L. Then

[lm(B)| - |Im(B),

G| = Im(B)Im(B)| = 7

= |ker(B)| - |Im(B)| = | ker(B)| - Im(B)], (7)

and
|R| = |Im(B) : ker(B)| = [Im(B) : ker(B)| > 1. (8)



Lemma 5. Let B be a non-splitting RB-operator on a finite group G, R = Im(B)NIm(B).
Then B

(a) R £ ker(B) or R & ker(B),

(b) if R -ker(B) = Im(B), then G = Im(B) - ker(B) is an ezact factorization.

Proof. (a) If R < ker(B) and R < ker(B), then R < ker(B)Nker(B) = 1, a contradiction.
(b) Since R < Im(B), we have

G =Im(B)-Im(B) =Im(B) - R - ker(B) = Im(B) - ker(B),
where the last factorization is exact. O

Corollary 3. Let B be a non-splitting RB-operator on a finite group G, R = Im(B) N
Im(B) and |R| is prime. Then, up to action B — B, B is defined on G due to Lemma[].

Proof. By Lemma [Bh), we may suppose that R £ ker(B). Then |RNker(B)| = 1 and

thus, R - ker(B) = Im(B). By Lemma [Eb), we get G = Im(B) - ker(B). Therefore, all
conditions of Lemma [4] are satisfied. O

Remark 3. Corollary[3 has a simple form, when |R| = 2 and R £ ker(B). We have
the ezact factorization G = ker(B) - Im(B). Choose t € Im(B) \ ker(B) and denote
r = B(t). Fach z € G has the form x = kl, where k € ker(B) and | € Im(B). Since
IIm(B) : ker(B)| = 2, | = t% for some y € ker(B) and 6 € {0,1}. Therefore, B acts
on G as follows:

B(z) = B(kl) = B(l) = I"'B(I™") = 7' B(y~'t*) = I74?. (9)

6 Rota—Baxter operators on dihedral groups
Below, we define the dihedral group D,,, as follows,
Doy = (r,s|r"=s>=e r*=7r"1).

Theorem 3. (a) There are no non-splitting RB-operators on D, where n is odd.
(b) Let n be even. Then all non-splitting RB-operators B on Da,, up to action B — B,
come from an exact factorization D, = HL, where H = ker(B) and L = Im(B).

Moreover, £~3|L is a homomorphism onto Zy or Z3. Hence, B on Dy, is defined by
Corollary [

Proof. (a) We want to show that r™s € ker(BB) for all 0 < m < n. It would imply that
ker(BB) contains at least n + 1 elements; since ker(BB) is a subgroup, we prove that
Bé(g) = e for all ¢ € G. By Proposition [7, B is splitting. One of B(r™s), E(rms) lies
in (r), say B(r™s) = r* for some k. Therefore

r2k = B(r"s)B(r™s) = B(rmsrkrmsr_k) = B(r‘zk), (10)

and r?* € ker(B). Since n is odd, we get that r* € ker(B), and we are done.
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(b) Let n be even. For n = 2, one may check the statement directly. Let n > 2. Define
R = Im(B) N Im(B). When |R| = 2, the statement follows from Remark Bl Hence, we
may suppose that |R| > 2.

Assume that Im(B) = (r%) and Im(B) = (r®,s), where d;,ds|n. Since ker(B) <
Im(B) ~ Dy, y4,, we have ker(B) = (r%2%) for some ds. Thus, Im(B)/ ker(B) is dihedral
and noncyclic, whereas Im(B)/ ker(B) is cyclic, a contradiction to (@).

It remains to study the situation when both Im(B) and Im(B) are dihedral groups.

CAsE 1. [Im(B)|, [Im(B)| < |G|. Denote H = Im(B) and L = Im(B). Applying
Lemma [Il and induction, we have

tm(B*B)| = [Im(B|x) N1Tm(Blx)| = 2*,  [m(BB*)| = [Im(B[,) N Im(B|p)| = 2°
for a,b € {0,1,2}. By Lemma [0 and by (), we have
R =1Im(BB) = B(R) - B(R) = Im(B?B) - Im(BB?).

Hence, analogously to (), we deduce that |R| = 2¢ for 0 < ¢ < 4.

CASE 1A. Suppose that R contains some reflection, so, up to the action of Aut(D,,),
we may assume that Im(B) = (r¥1, s) and Im(B) = (r®, s), where dy, ds | n.

According to (Bl), we have (di,ds) = 1 and so, n = dydsds for suitable d3. Since

R]- 1G] = [Im(B)] - [tm(B)| = 2+ 5 = 2dy -2,
1 dp
we derive that |R| = 2ds. Hence, ker(B) is a normal subgroup of index 2ds in Im(B),
i.e. ker(B) = (rf1%). Analogously, ker(B) = (r#%).

Since we suppose that |R| > 2, it remains to study the case |R| = 2¢ for 2 < ¢ < 4.
Hence, d3 = 271 > 1. Thus, (di,ds) = 1 or (dy,ds) = 1. It means that we have an exact
factorization, say, G = ker(B) - Im(B). Such factorization implies that Im(B?) = Im(B).
By induction,

Rl = [(BB)(G)| = [(BB*)(G)| = |(BB)(H)| = |(BB)(H)| < 4, (11)

and we have exactly the case R ~ Z, X Z,. Hence, the statement follows from Lemma [4]

CASE 1B. Now, consider the case, when R does not contain any reflection. Denote
Im(B) = (r®,s) and Im(B) = (r®, r*s), where dy,dy|n and dy fk. Again, by (@), we
have either (dy,dy) = 1 or (dy,dy) = 2. In the first case, R = Im(B) N Im(B) = 1,
a contradiction. In the second one, we get R = {e,r"/ 2}, a contradiction with the
assumption |R| > 2.

CASE 2. Only one of [Im(B)|, |Im(B)| is equal to |G|. Suppose that Im(B) = G,
Choose a € G such that B(a) = r. Denote x = a°™?) then B(x) = /2. By Proposi-
tion [l we may rewrite x as

2 = (Bo(@)"2(B(a)) ™ = (ar)rl,

We have either a = r™s, 0 < m <nora=7r"1<m <n. Assume that a = r™s
and n/2 is odd. Then we have x = r/2*™~1s. By Lemma [ z is centralized by Im(B).
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Hence, Im(B) < Cp,, (z) = {e,r™ s, r™/2 y/2*m=1s} ~ 7, x Z,. Moreover, we have
the exact factorization G' = ker(B) - Im(B), thus, we may again apply Lemma [l

If @ = r™s and n/2 is even or @ = r™, then we get that x = /2. Define K =
(r"/2) the normal subgroup of order 2 in Ds,. Since B(r"/?) = r™?2 we may consider
induced RB-operators B, B on G/K. Note that B(r"/2) = e. By induction, Im(§|g/K)
is a subgroup of Zy X Zy. If r"/2 & Im(B), then Im(B) < Zy x Z,, and the statement
holds by Lemma @ due to the exact factorization G = ker(B) - Im(B). If r/2 € Im(B),
then Im(B) < Zsy X Zy x Zsy (since 7/2 is central, we get an additional factor Z,). The
case Im(é) ~ 73 is impossible, because Z3 may not be a subgroup of any dihedral group.
Hence, we again apply Lemma @l

Cast 3. |Im(B)| = |Im(B)| = |G|. Recall that the map B, defined as B;(g) =
gB(g), is a homomorphism from G in G. Since [Im(B)| = [Im(B.)| = |G|, we have
ker(B,) = e and B, is an isomorphism. Therefore, ¢ = B~!B, is an automorphism
of G©) ~ D,,. Tt is trivial to check that @ is fixed-point free. Since n > 3, the center
of Dy, is preserved by every automorphism. Hence, D5, does not admit fixed-point free
automorphisms, and we arrive at a contradiction. O

In [13], the correspondence between extensions of RB-groups and cohomologies was
studied. As examples, the authors considered RB-operators on S3 and Dsg.

Corollary 4. All RB-operators on Sz >~ Dg are splitting.

The next example appeared in [30, Example 1.13] in the context of skew left braces,
we reformulate it in terms of RB-operators.

Example 2. Define a map B: Sz — S3 as follows,
B: (ij) — (23), B: (123 —e, i#j, 1<4,j,k<3.

Then B is a Rota—DBaxter operator on Sz. By Corollary [f, we know that B is splitting,
indeed, S5 = ((123)) - ((23)) = ker(B) - ker(B). Thus, SY ~ Zs.

Example 3. In [30, Example 1.18], we have a Rota—Baxter operator B on Dg defined
as follows,
B(r*)=e, B(r*s)=r, 0<k<4.

Note that B is invertible and Déo) ~ Qs.
The next example shows that BB =+ BB in general.

Example 4. Let us consider the exact factorization D¢ = HL for H = {e,s}, L =

{e,r%, 14,15 rs,r3s,r%s,r"s}. We define B on Dig in such a manner that

H =ker(B), ker(B)= (r*,rs), and B(r*) = B(r°) = B(r*s) = B(r"s) = r*.

Hence, B is a homomorphism from L onto (r*) ~ Z,, moreover, Im(B)|; normalizes
ker(B). Thus, we get an RB-operator on Dyg. Note that

N(BE)(T) - B(E(r))N - BN(E(ST)))NZ B(NE( 4 )))f B£r7sB(r7s)~) = B(r?’s)N: )
(BB)(r) = B(B(r)):B(r7B(r7)) = B(T7B(sr7)):B(r7B(r5)) = B(r7 -rs)=DB(s) =e.
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The following example shows that the center of a group may not be preserved by an
RB-operator.

Example 5. Define B on Dy, in such a way that
E(r%) =e, E(T%H) = "2, B(r%s) = "2 E(T%HS) =s, 0<k<n/2

Then B is a homomorphism from D, onto Zo X Zs and B is a Rota—Baxter operator
on Day, due to the trivial factorization Do, = ker(B) -Im(B) = 1 Dy,. This example
shows that the center of a group may not be preserved by an RB-operator. If 4 fn, we
have B(r"/?) = r2B(r"/?) = s.

Example 6. Consider the exact factorization G = Dgg = HL = (r'°) - (r3,s). We define
an RB-operator on L ~ Dy as in Example[d. Further, we extend such B on the whole G,
putting ker(B) = H. Surely, H is normalized by Im(B), since H is normal in G.

Remark 4. The descendent group Dg;) for odd prime n is discussed in [, Corollary 6.5].

Recall that a generalized quaternion group @)y, of order 4n is defined as follows:

Qun = (r,s | =e, s> =71",r* =11,
Corollary 5. Let B be a non-splitting RB-operator on Q4,, where n is odd. Then B 1is
defined by Remark [3.

Proof. 1t is known that Z(Q4,) = {e,r"}. Since r" is a unique element of order 2 in Qy4,,
we conclude by Lemma [2] that the normal subgroup K = (r") is B-invariant: either
B(r™) = r™ or B(r") = e. Therefore, B is an RB-operator on Q4,/K ~ D,,. By
Theorem [Bl(a), we know that all RB-operators on Dy, are splitting. Hence, |Im(B) N

Im(B)| < 2. Since B is non-splitting, we have |R| = 2. 0O

Let us show that the case Im(B) N Im(B) ~ Z, is realizable on Q4.

Example 7. Consider the exact factorization Qgo = (ri®) - (r®,s) = H - L and define
B: Qg0 — Qoo as follows, ker(B) = H and B: L — L acts by the formula

~ . =1
B(Tgksl):{r y L )

e, 1= 0.
It is an RB-operator on Qg, since B is an endomorphism of L and Im(E\L) normal-
1zes H.
7 Rota—Baxter operators on alternating groups

This section is devoted to the study of Rota—Baxter operators on simple groups A,,,
n > 5. For completeness, let us deal with A, for small n. Since A3 ~ Zjs is abelian, an
RB-operator on it is nothing more than a homomorphism.
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Computations show that, up to equivalence, we have the following non-trivial RB-
operators on Ay:

(B1) splitting one coming from the exact factorization Ay = HL, where H =
((234)) ~ Z3 and L = V} is the Klein four-group.

(B2) non-splitting one coming from the exact factorization Ay = HL, where H = {e},
L = A4, and an RB-operator C' on L is a natural homomorphism from L = Z3z x V; onto
Zs. Thus, Im(BB) ~ Zs3 and Lemma [ is again valid.

The fact that Aio) is isomorphic either to A4 (for trivial RB-operators) or to Zg X Zs
may be derived from [12].

The study of splitting Rota—Baxter operators is the same as the study of exact
factorizations, which are described in [33]. Therefore, we will focus on non-splitting
RB-operators on A,,.

Below, we will apply the following conditions on numbers m, ¢:

(i) ¢ is a prime-power;

(ii) Each prime divisor of m divides ¢ — 1;

(iii) ¢ = 3(mod 4) and m = 2(mod 4).

Theorem 4. Let B be a Rota—Bazter operator on a simple alternating group A,,.
(1) B is non-splitting if and only if one of the following holds:

(a) n=q™ and m,q satisfy the conditions (i)—(iii);
(b) n=q™+1 and m,q satisfy the conditions (i)-(iii).

(2) Let B be a mon-splitting Rota—Baxter operator on A,. Then there are s non-
equivalent Rota—Baxter operators on A,,, where

(a) s =3 forn e {7? 23%};
(b) s=2 forn=q¢™, n#9;
(¢c) s=1 forne{9,¢™+1}.

Proof. We assume that B is a non-splitting RB-operator on G = A,,. According to
Proposition @, we have N
G =Im(B)-Im(B)=H - L,

ker(B) <Im(B), ker(B)<Im(B).
If ker(B) = 1 then B is a splitting RB-operator [4, Theorem 50|. If ker(B) = Im(B)

then B is also a splitting RB-operator by Proposition [[l The same is true for ker(g).
Therefore, we consider only the following case:

1 < ker(B) < Im(B), 1 < ker(B) < Im(B).

Define R = H N L. By Lemma [l(a) it follows that either R & ker(B) or R £ ker(B).

Since ker(B) > 1 and ker(B) > 1, we have G = HL, where H and L are proper
subgroups of G. According to [25, Theorem D],

L is k-homogeneous (1 <k <5), A, IH < (Sp_p XSp)NA,.
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We consider all the possibilities for k. In order to avoid non-simple groups A,,, we
assume that n > 10. The cases 5 < n < 9 can be checked manually using the information
from [I1] or with the help of GAP.

k = 1. In this case, H = A,_; is a simple group and it follows from the proof of [4]
Theorem 53] that B must be splitting.

k = 5. By |23, Theorem 1] there is no 5-homogeneous but not 5-transitive finite
group. Thus, L is 5-transitive, and by [8, Theorem 5.3| L must be one of the Mathieu
groups Mjs or Msy. Mathieu groups are simple, and we do not have a non-splitting
RB-operator.

k = 4. The Mathieu groups M;; and M3 are the only finite 4-transitive groups, which
are not 5-transitive and so have not been considered. Since these two groups are simple,
we need to consider 4-homogeneous but not 4-transitive groups. By [23, Theorem 1| we
have L € {PSLy(8), PI'Ly(8), PT'Ly(32)}.

Since n > 10, we need to consider only the case L = PI'L5(32). By [23], L = PI'L3(32)
acts sharply 3-transitive on Q = {1,2,...,33}. Since the only proper normal subgroup of
L is PSL(32), we have ker(B) = PSLy(32) and | PI'Ly(32) : PSLy(32)| = 5. Then R ~ Zj
and R - ker(B) = Im(B), since (|R|,|ker(B)|) = 1. Therefore G = Im(B) - ker(B) =
H - PSL»(32) is the exact factorization. Since PSLy(32) acts sharply 3-transitive on €2,
we get that H = Agy [33, Theorem A(I)]. Thus, H is simple, and we do not have a non-
splitting RB-operator.

k = 2. In this case, A, 2 I H < (S,_2 X Sg) N'A,,. Since H is not simple, we have
Im(B) = H = (Sp—2 X S3) N'A,, ~ S,,_5. The only proper normal subgroup of S,,_5 is
A, _>. Therefore ker(g) =A,cand |R|=1[S,2: A, 2| =2.

(a) Assume that R £ ker(B). By Lemma [Bl(b) we have the exact factorization

G =Im(B)ker(B) = S,—2 - K.

According to [33, Theorem A(II)] K = ASL(1,q), where ¢ = 3 (mod 4). Since ker(B) <
Im(B) and |Im(B) : ker(B)| = |R| = 2, it follows that Im(B) = AGL(1,q). However,
AGL(1, q) contains odd permutations; a contradiction.

(b) Assume that R £ ker(B). By Lemma [i(b) we have the exact factorization

G =Im(B)ker(B)=L-A,_.

According to |33, Theorem A(I)] L is a sharply 2-transitive group. Since |Im(B) :
ker(B)| = 2, L must contain a normal subgroup of index 2 and we may apply Corol-
lary 2

At first, consider the case (1) of Corollary 2 where L = L(m,q,t) = FFN. Then we
have the following conditions:

(1) Each prime divisor of m divides q — 1;

(2) If 4 divides m, then 4 divides ¢ — 1;

(3) ¢ = 3(mod 4).

Since ¢ = 3(mod 4), then (2) is equivalent to the condition m = 2(mod 4) and
we have the conditions (i)—(iii) of the theorem. By Corollary 2(1), L = FN has two
non-isomorphic normal subgroups F'S; and F'S,.
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Thus, we apply Remark [3 and get two non-equivalent RB-operators on G (see exam-
ples [§ and [ below).

The cases (2) and (3) of Corollary ] provide two other sharply 2-transitive groups
L = FN of degree n = 7? and n = 232, respectively. Each of these groups has only
one normal subgroup of index 2, and again by Remark Bl we get one RB-operator in
each case. Note that if n = 72 we have two non-isomorphic sharply 2-transitive groups
Ly = L(m,q,t) = L(2,7,1) and Ly = FN with N ~ SL,(3).2. As it was mentioned
above, L; provides two non-equivalent RB-operators on GG and Ly provides the third one.
Since L = Im(B) and L; % Lo, we have three non-equivalent RB-operators on G = Ar.
Similarly, we get three non-equivalent RB-operators on G = Ayz.

k = 3. In this case, A,,_3 I H < (S,_3 x S3) N A,, and L is 3-homogeneous. Since
H is not simple, we have

H e {(Sn_g X Sg) ﬂAn, (Sn_g X Sg) N An,An_g X Ag}

(a) At first, consider the case H = (S,_3 X S3) N A, ~ S, _3. The only proper normal

subgroup of H is A,,_3. Therefore ker(B) = A,_3,|R| = |H : ker(B)| = 2, and

GI-|R] _ (n/2)-2

=n(n—1)(n—2).

Then L is a sharply 3-transitive group. Such groups have degree ¢ + 1 = p" + 1 for some
prime p. If p = 2 then by [2I, Theorem 2.1] L ~ PSLy(q) is simple, which is not the case.

Let p be an odd prime. By [2I, Theorem 2.6|, we have either L = PGLy(q), or r is
even and L = M(p") ~ PSLs(g).2. In both cases, PSLy(q) is a subgroup of index 2
in L. Since PGLy(gq) contains an element g of order ¢ + 1, we have g ¢ A,y = A,, and
L # PGLay(q).

The group L = M(p") acts on the projective line Q@ = GF(p") U {oo} (see, [21, Ex-
ample 1.3]). The stabilizer L, is a sharply 2-transitive Frobenius group of odd degree g.
This case was considered above, and we have the conditions (i)—(iii) on the numbers m, q.

Under these conditions, we have the exact factorization G = A,,_3- L, where ker(g )=
A, 3 <H = (S,-3 X S2) N'A,, and ker(B) = PSLy(q) < L = M(q™). Now we can apply
Remark [3] to get one RB-operator in each case.

(b) H = (S,_3 xS3)NA, ~ (A, 3 X A3) : Zy. We have

H Ll _ (n=3)-3-10 _, 2]
G (nl/2) (n—2)(n—1n

|R| =

If L is 3-transitive, then n(n —1)(n —2) divides L. If L is not 3-transitive, then |L| is
divisible by |PSLa(q)| = (¢ —1)q(¢+1)/2 = (n—2)(n—1)n/2 or L = AT'L;(32) (see [23]
Theorem 1(ii),(iii)]).

Since | AT'L;(32)| = 32-31-5, we have |R| = 30/33 and this case is impossible. In
two other cases we get that 3 divides |R| = [Im(B) : ker(B)].

On the other hand, Im(B) = H = (A,_3 X Aj3) : Zy has only three proper normal
subgroups: A, _3 x A3, A, _3, and Aj. B

Since |H : (A,_3 X A3)| = 2, the case ker(B) = A,,_3 x A3 is impossible.
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If ker(B) = Aj then |R[ = [Im(B)[/3 = (n — 3)!, a contradiction with R < L.
Assume that ker(B) = A,,_3. Then
= |G- |R] (n!/2) -6

|R| = |Im(B) : ker(B)| =6, |L|= Fi = (0= 3)1/2) 6 =n(n—1)(n—2).

Then L is a sharply 3-transitive group. According to case (a) we have L ~ PSLy(q).2.
Therefore, L has proper normal subgroups only of index 2. It is a contradiction with
|R| = |Im(B) : ker(B)| = |L : ker(B)| = 6.

(¢) H = A,_3 x As. The only proper normal subgroups of H are A, 3 and Ajz. If

ker(B) = A3 then |R| = % = (n;?’)!, a contradiction with R < L.

Therefore, ker(B) = A,_3 and |R| = |H : ker(B)| = 3. We have

(B = 2] = CE OB 1ya-2)

Thus, L is a sharply 3-transitive group. According to case (a) we have L ~ PSLy(q).2.
Therefore, L has proper normal subgroups only of index 2. It is a contradiction with

|R| = [Im(B) : ker(B)| = |L : ker(B)| = 3. O
Example 8. We start with an exact factorization Ag = ker(B) - Im(B) = A7 - L, where

A7 = ((1234567), (123)), L = ((1456)(2789), (1683)(2579)) ~ (Z3 x Z3) : Qs.

Then H = Im(B) = (S7 x S3) N Ay = (Aq,7), where r = (17)(25)(34)(89). Note that
R=HNL = (r). The group L has three isomorphic subgroups of index 2, and we choose
one of them,

ker(B) = S = ((167)(238)(459), (1683)(2579)) ~ (Z3 x Z3) : Zy.

Then the RB-operator B on Ag is defined by Remark[3. Namely, each x € Ag has the
form x = ki = kt’y, where k € ker(B), y € ker(B) and 6 € {0,1}. The operator B acts
as follows:

B(z) = B(kt’y) =171,

The following example provides an infinite series of non-splitting Rota—Baxter oper-
ators on A,,.

Example 9. Let m = 2, ¢ = p be a prime, and p = 3 (mod 4). There is an infinite
number of such primes p and the conditions (i)-(iii) of Theorem[] hold. For every such
p we get a Rota—DBaxter operator on A,z as in Example[8.

We start with an ezxact factorization A, = ker(B) -Im(B) = A,_5 - L, where L is
a sharply 2-transitive group. Then H = Im(B) = (Sp_s X S2) N A, = (An_o,7), where
r€ R=HNL. The group L has two non-isomorphic subgroups of index 2 and we choose
one of them as ker(B). Denote S = ker(B).

Each © € A, has the form © = kl = kt’y, where k € ker(B), y € ker(B) and
0 € {0,1}. The operator B again acts by the formula Q). Let us clarify the structure of
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the descendent group AP @). We have A — A o« = (A2 x S°P).2, where for all
heA, 5 | €L one computes

loh=IBWAB)™" =l =0"1=h"ol;

the product o on A,_o coincides with -; the product o on the set S is antiisomorphic to -,
i.e. sos =g's.

The authors can make the GAP code used in this study available upon request.

Acknowledgements

The authors are grateful to Andrey Mamontov for the helpful discussions.
The study was supported by a grant from the Russian Science Foundation Ne 23-71-
10005, https://rscf.ru/project /23-71-10005/

References

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

[2] C. Bai, O. Bellier, L. Guo, X. Ni, Splitting of operations, Manin products, and
Rota—Baxter operators, Int. Math. Res. Notices 3 (2013) 485-524.

[3] G. Baxter, An analytic problem whose solution follows from a simple algebraic iden-
tity, Pacific J. Math. 10 (1960) 731-742.

[4] V.G. Bardakov, V. Gubarev, Rota—Baxter operators on groups, Proc. Indian Acad.
Sci. (Math. Sci.), (1) 133 (2023), N4.

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

[6] A.A. Belavin, V.G. Drinfel’d. Solutions of the classical Yang—Baxter equation for
simple Lie algebras, Funct. Anal. Appl. (3) 16 (1982) 159-180.

[7] N.P. Byott, Hopf-Galois structures on Galois field extensions of degree pq, J. Pure
Appl. Algebra (1-3) 188 (2004), 45-57.

[8] P. Cameron, Finite Permutation Groups and Finite Simple Groups, Bulletin of the
London Mathematical Society, V. 13, Issue 1, 1981, 1-22.

[9] P. Cameron, Permutation Groups, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1999.

[10] F. Catino, M. Mazzotta, P. Stefanelli, Rota-?Baxter operators on Clifford semigroups
and the Yang—Baxter equation, J. Algebra 622 (2023), 587-613.

[11] J. H. Conway, R. T. Curtis, S. P. Norton, R. A. Parker, R. A. Wilson, Atlas of Finite
Groups, Clarendon Press, Oxford, 1985.

18



12|

13

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

18]

[19]

[20]

[21]
22|

23]
[24]

[25]

[26]

27]

T. Crespo, D. Gil-Munoz, A. Rio, and M. Vela, Inducing braces and Hopf Galois
structures, J. Pure Appl. Algebra (9) 227 (2023), No. 107371.

A. Das, N. Rathee, Extensions and automorphisms of Rota-Baxter groups, J. Alge-
bra 636 (2023), 626—665.

M. Goncharov, Rota-Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras, J. Algebra
582 (2021), 39-56.

M. Goncharov, V. Gubarev, Double Lie algebras of nonzero weight, Adv. Math. 409
(2022), 108680.

M.E. Goncharov, P.S. Kolesnikov. Simple finite-dimensional double algebras, J. Al-
gebra 500 (2018) 425-438.

T. Grundh?fer and C. Hering, Finite nearfields classified, again, J. Group Theory
20 (2017), 829-839.

L. Guarnieri and L. Vendramin, Skew braces and the Yang-Baxter equation, Math.
Comp. 86 (2017), 2519-2534.

L. Guo, An Introduction to Rota—Baxter Algebra. Surveys of Modern Mathematics,
vol. 4, International Press, Somerville (MA, USA); Higher education press, Beijing,
2012.

L. Guo, H. Lang, Yu. Sheng, Integration and geometrization of Rota—Baxter Lie
algebras, Adv. Math. 387, 107834 (2021).

B. Huppert and N. Blackburn, Finite Groups. III, Springer, Berlin, 1982.

J. Jiang, Y. Sheng and C. Zhu, Lie theory and cohomology of relative Rota-Baxter
operators, J. Lond. Math. Soc. (accepted), doi: 10.1112/jlms.12863.

W. Kantor, k-homogeneous groups, Math. Z. 124, 261-65 (1972).

P. Kleidman, M. Liebeck, The Subgroup Structure of the Finite Classical Groups,
(London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., Vol. 129), Cambridge University Press, Cam-
bridge, 1990.

M.W. Liebeck, C.E. Praeger, J. Saxl, The maximal factorizations of the finite simple
groups and their automorphism groups, Mem. Am. Math. Soc. 432 (1990).

A. Odesskii, V. Rubtsov, V. Sokolov, Double Poisson brackets on free associative al-

gebras, in: Noncommutative birational geometry, representations and combinatorics,
Contemp. Math. 592 (2013) 225-239, AMS, Providence, RI.

D.S. Passman, W.A. Benjamin, Permutation groups, Inc., New York-Amsterdam,
1968.

19



[28] N. Rathee, M. Singh, Relative Rota-Baxter groups and skew left braces,
arXiv:2305.00922, 23 p.

[29] M.A. Semenov-Tyan-Shanskii, What is a classical r-matrix? Funct. Anal. Appl. 17
(1983) 259-272.

[30] A. Smoktunowicz and L. Vendramin, On skew braces (with an appendix by N. Byott
and L. Vendramin), J. Comb. Algebra (1) 2 (2018), 47-86.

[31] A.V. Vasil’ev, On finite groups isospectral to simple classical groups, J. Algebra 423
(2015) 318-374.

[32] L. Vendramin, Problems on skew left braces, Adv. Group Theory Appl. 7 (2019),
15-37.

[33] J. Wiegold, A. Williamson, The factorisation of the alternating and symmetric
groups, Math. Z. 175, 171-179 (1980).

Alexey Galt

Vsevolod Gubarev

Novosibirsk State University

Pirogova str. 1, 630090 Novosibirsk, Russia
Sobolev Institute of Mathematics

Acad. Koptyug ave. 4, 630090 Novosibirsk, Russia
e-mail: galt84@gmail.com, wsewolod89@gmail.com

20


http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.00922

	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Sharply 2-transitive groups
	Equivalence of Rota—Baxter operators
	Properties of some explicit construction
	Rota—Baxter operators on dihedral groups
	Rota—Baxter operators on alternating groups

