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Abstract

The aim of this paper is to study infinitesimal deformations of a Malcev algebra with a
representation and introduce the notion of Nijenhuis pair, which gives a trivial deformation
of a Malcev algebra with a representation. We introduce the notion of Kupershmidt-(dual-
)Nijenhuis structure on a Malcev algebra with a representation. Furthermore, we show
that a Kupershmidt-(dual-)Nijenhuis structure gives rise to a hierarchy of Kupershmidt
operators. Finally, we establish a deformation theory of Kupershmidt operators in con-
sistence with the general principles of deformation theories and introduce the notion of
Nijenhuis elements.
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1. Introduction

Malcev algebras were introduced by Malcev [23], who called these objects Moufang-
Lie algebras. A Malcev algebra is a non-associative algebra A with an skew-symmetric
multiplication [, | that satisfies the Malcev identity

(@, y, [z, 2]) = [J(2,y, 2), 7] (1.1)
for all x,y,z € A, where J(z,y,2) = [[x,y], 2] + [[2,x],y] + [y, 2], ] is the Jacobiator.
In particular, Lie algebras are examples of Malcev algebras. Malcev algebras play an
important role in the geometry of smooth loops. Just as the tangent algebra of a Lie
group is a Lie algebra, the tangent algebra of a locally analytic Moufang loop is a Malcev
algebra [17,20,23,25,31]. The reader is referred to [16,24,29] for discussions about the
relationships between Malcev algebras, exceptional Lie algebras and physics.

Closely related to Malcev algebras are alternative algebras. An alternative algebra
is an algebra whose associator is an alternating function. In particular, all associative
algebras are alternative, but there are plenty of non-associative alternative algebras, such
as the octonions. Roughly speaking, alternative algebras are related to Malcev algebras as
associative algebras are related to Lie algebras. Indeed, as Malcev observed in [23], every
alternative algebra A is Malcev-admissible, i.e., the commutator algebra A~ is a Malcev
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algebra. There are many Malcev-admissible algebras that are not alternative; see, e.g.,
[24].

The deformation of algebraic structures began with the seminal work of Gerstenhaber
[11-14] for associative algebras and followed by its extension to Lie algebras by Nijenhuis
and Richardson [26,28]. Deformations of other algebraic structures such as pre-Lie and
Malcev algebras have also been developed in [6] and [27] respectively. In general, deforma-
tion theory was developed for binary quadratic operads by Balavoine [4]. For more general
operads we refer the reader to [10,18,21]. Nijenhuis operators also play an important role
in deformation theories due to their relationship with trivial infinitesimal deformations.
There are interesting applications of Nijenhuis operators such as constructing biHamilto-
nian systems to study the integrability of nonlinear evolution equations [7,9].

Baxter introduced the concept of a Rota-Baxter algebra for associative algebras [5] in
his study of fluctuation theory in probability. There has been found many applications in
recent years, including the algebraic approach of Connes-Kreimer [8] to renormalization
of perturbative quantum field theory, tridendriform algebras [3], quantum analogue of
Poisson geometry [32], twisting on associative algebras [33]. In Lie algebra context, a
Rota-Baxter operator of weight zero was introduced independently in the 1980s as the
operator form of the classical Yang-Baxter equation, named after the physicists C.-N. Yang
and R. Baxter. See the book [15] for more details. Moreover, Kupershmidt restudied the
classical Yang-Baxter equation [19]. Note that a Rota-Baxter operator given by Semonov-
Tian-Shansky is just a Kupershmidt operator on a Lie algebra with respect to the adjoint
representation (g;ad) and an r-matrix is a Kupershmidt operator on a Lie algebra with
respect to the coadjoint representation (g*;ad*). Moreover, the notion of an extended
O-operator was introduced by Bai, Guo and Ni in [1,2] and plays an important role in
the study of nonabelian generalized Lax pairs and the extended classical Yang-Baxter
equation.

Inspired by these works, we consider the Kupershmidt-(dual-)Nijenhuis structure on
Malcev algebras, characterize the relationships between Nijenhuis operators and Kuper-
shmidt operators and study deformations of Kupershmidt operators.

The paper is organized as follows. First, we recall some basic definitions about alterna-
tive and Malcev algebras. In Section 2, we study infinitesimal deformations of a Malcev
algebra with a representation, introduce the notion of Nijenhuis pair on a Malcev algebra
and show that it generates a trivial deformation of a Lie algebra with a representation.
We also introduce the notion of dual-Nijenhuis pair as the dual of a Nijenhuis pair. In
Section 3, we introduce the notions of Kupershmidt-Nijenhuis structure and Kupershmidt-
dual-Nijenhuis structure. Some properties of Kupershmidt-(dual-)Nijenhuis structures are
studied. In Section 4, we first give the relations between Nijenhuis operators and Kuper-
shmidt operators. Then, we prove that, on the one hand, Kupershmidt-(dual-)Nijenhuis
structures give rise to hierarchies of Kupershmidt operators, which are pairwise compat-
ible; on the other hand, compatible Kupershmidt operators with a condition can give a
Kupershmidt-dual-Nijenhuis structure. In Section 5, we study deformations of Kuperch-
midt operators and introduce the notion of Nijenhuis elements.

Throughout this paper K is a field of characteristic 0 and all vector spaces are over K.

2. Definitions and preliminary results

The purpose of this section is to recall the notions of alternative and Malcev algebras
and their general properties (see [23] for more details).

Definition 2.1. An alternative algebra (A, o) is a vector space A equipped with a bilinear
operation (x,y) — x oy satisfying the following condition, for all z,y,z € A

as(z,x,y) = as(y,xz,x) =0, (2.1)
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where as(z,y,2) = (xoy) oz —z o0 (yoz) is the associator.

Definition 2.2. [23] A Malcev algebra is a vector space A endowed with an skew-
symmetric bilinear product [ , | satisfying the Malcev identity

J(x7 y7 l:m7 Z]) = [J(x7 y? z)? x]’ (2'2)
for all z,y, 2 € A, where J(z,y,2) = [[2,y), 2] + [y, 2}, 2] + [[z.2], y] is the Jacobiator of
xr,Y,z.

Remark 2.3. [30] The Malcev identity is equivalent to Sagle’s identity:
2, 2], [9,]) = (2. ) 21,8+ [l 2, 8 2] + ([ 2l + [l vl 2] (23)
for all x,y,z,t € A.
Let (A,[, ]) and (A,[, ]') be two Malcev algebras. A linear map f: A — A’ is said to

be a morphism of Malcev algebras if

[f(x), f(y)] = f([x,y]), forall z,ye A.

Theorem 2.4. The alternative algebra is a Malcev-admissible algebra. That is, if (A, o)
is an alternative algebra, then (A,[, |) is a Malcev algebra, where

[z,y] =20y —youz, Yo,y € A

Definition 2.5. [20] A representation of a Malcev algebra (A, [, ]) on a vector space V
is a map ¢ : M — End(V) such that
o[z, ], 2]) = e(x)e(y)e(z) — e(z)e(x)e(y) + e(y) e[z, x]) — olly, z])e(x) (2.4)

for all z,y,z € A.

Example 2.6. Let (A, [, ]) be a Malcev algebra. Then ad, : A — End(A) defined by
ady(y) = [z,y], Va,y €A,

is a representation of (A, [, ]) on A, which is called the adjoint representation of A.

Proposition 2.7. Let (A,[, |) be a Malcev algebra, V a vector space and o : A —
End(V) a linear map. Then (V,p) is a representation of A if and only if (A®V,[, |,) is
a Malcev algebra, where [, |, is defined by

[z +a,y+ 0], = [2,y] + o(z)a — o(y)b

forall xz,y € A, a,b € V. This Malcev algebra is called the semidirect product of (A,[, ])
and V and denoted by A x, V.

Let (A,[, ]) be a Malcev algebra and (V, p) is a representation on A. Define the linear
map o* : A — Al(V*) by

(¢"(z)(a),v) = —(a, 0(z)(v)), Va,ycAveV,aeV™ (2.5)
Proposition 2.8. With the above notation, (V*, 0*) is a representation on A.

Corollary 2.9. Let (A,], |) be a Malcev algebra and (V, ) is a representation on A.
Then, there exist a Malcev structure on A @ V* denoted by A X V* and given by

[z + a,y + blasv- = [z,y] + 0" (2)§ — 0" (y)¢
forallz,ye A, £, e V*.
Now, we introduce the notion of Kupershmidt operator (also called an O-operator).

Definition 2.10. A Kupershmidt operator on a Malcev algebra (A, [, | with respect to
a representation (V; o) is a linear map 7' : V' — A satisfying

(), T(w)] = T(oT(w)(v) - o(T(@)(W), VuveV. (2.6)

Example 2.11. A Rota-Baxter operator R : A — A is a Kupershmidt operator on a
Malcev algebra (A, [, ]) with respect to the adjoint representation (A;ad).
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3. Infinitesimal deformations of a Malcev algebra with a representation

Let (A,[, |]) be a Malcev algebra and ¢ : A — End(V) be a representation. Let
w:A?A— Aand §: A — End(V) be linear maps. Consider a t-parametrized family
of bracket operations and linear maps:

[xay}t = [xvy]+tw(xay)7
or(z) = o(x)+1t0(x).
If (A,[, J¢) are Malcev algebras and p; are representations of (A4,[, |;) on V for all

t, we say that (w, ) generates a one-parameter infinitesimal deformation of the Malcev
algebra (A, [, |) with the representation (V; ¢). We denote a one-parameter infinitesimal
deformation of a Malcev algebra (A, [, |) with a representation (V;0) by (A4,[, J¢, 0t)-
By direct calculation, we can deduce that (A, [, ], 0;) is a one-parameter infinitesimal
deformation of the Malcev algebra (A, [, ]) with the representation (V; p) if and only if

w([xvz]a [yat]) - w([[&y],z]ﬂf) - w([[yvz]vth) - w([[zvt]vx]vy) +W(Ht7x]7y]’z)
+ w(@, 2), [y, 1] = [w(z,y],2), 1] = [w(ly, 2], 1), 2] — [w([z, t], 2),y] — [w(lt, 2], ), 2]
+ [[x,z],w(y,t)] - [[w(x7y)’z]’t] - [[w(y,z),t],x] - [[w('z?t)ax]’y] - [[w(t,a:),y],z] = Ov (31)

ww(z, 2), [y, 1]) —w([w(@,y), 2], 1) —w([w(y, 2), 1], 2) — w(w([z 1], 2),y) + w(w([t, 2], y), 2)
Fw(lz, 2], w(y, 1) — w(lw(x, ), 2], 1) — w(lw(y, 2), 1], ) — w(lw(z,1), 2], y) + w([w(t, z), 4], 2)

+ [w(z, 2),w(y, )] = [ww(z,y), 2),t] = [ww(y, 2),1), 2] = [ww(z,1), 2), Y] = [w(w(t,2),y), 2]
=0, (3.2)

w(w(x, Z)>w(ya t)) - W(w(w(xa y)’ Z)7 t) - W(W(w(yv Z)a t)’ .”L')
—ww(w(z,t),x),y) — ww(w(t,z),y),z) =0, (3.3)

1) +
o(lw(z,y), 2]) — e(x)e(y)0(z) + o(2)o(x)0(y) — o(y)o(w(z, x)) + o([y, 2])0(z) = 0, (3.4)

+0([w(z, y), 2]) — 0(z)o(y)0(2) + 0(2)o(x)0(y) — 0(y)o(w(z, x)) + 0([y, 2])0(x
+ o(w(w(z,y), 2)) — 0(2)0(y)0(2) + 0(2)0(x)0(y) — o(y)0(w(z, x)) + o(w(y, 2))0(x) =0, (3.5)
O(w(w(z,y),2)) — 0(x)0(y)0(2) + 0(2)0(x)0(y) — 0(y)0(w(z,z)) + O(w(y, 2))0(z) = 0. (3.6)

It is well-known that (6.3) means that w is a 2-cocycle of the Malcev algebra A with the
coefficient in the adjoint representation and (3.3) means that (A,w) is a Malcev algebra.
Furthermore, (3.6) means that 6 is a representation of the Malcev algebra (A4,w) on V and
(3.4)-(3.5) means that o+ 6 is a representation of the Malcev algebra (A,[, |+w(, )) on
V.

Definition 3.1. Two one-parameter infinitesimal deformations, (A, [, J¢, 0¢) and
(A, [, ]i,0,), of a Malcev algebra (A, [, |) with a representation (V;p) are equivalent if
there exists an isomorphism (Id 4+ tN,Idy +tS) from (A4, [, ]}, 0}) to (A, [, |+, 0t), i-e.

(Id+tN)[z,yl; = [(Ad+tN)(@), (1d+ tN)(y)],
(Idy +tS)oj(z) = o:((Id +tN)(x))(Idy + tS).

A one-parameter infinitesimal deformation of a Malcev algebra (A, [, |) with a repre-
sentation (V; ) is said to be trivial if it is equivalent to (4, [, ], 0).
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The deformation (A, [, |, 0¢) is trivial if and only if

wz,y) = [N(@),y]+ [z, N(y)] = N([z,y]), (3.7)
Nw(z,y) = [N(z),N(y)], (3-8)
0(x) = o(N(x))+ o(x)S — So(x), (3.9)
o(N(z))S = S0(x) (3.10)

for all z,y € A. Using (3.7) and (3.8) that N must be a Nijenhuis operator on the Malcev
algebra (A, [, ]). More precisely, A Nijenhuis operator on a Malcev algebra (A,[, |
is a linear map N : A — A satisfying

[N(z), N(y)] = N(IN(x),y] + [z, N(y)] = Nlx,y]), Vaz,yeA (3.11)
Furthermore, define the bracket [ , |y : A2A — A given by
[z, yln = [N (2),y] + [z, N(y)] = N([z,y]). (3.12)

Proposition 3.2. With the above notation, (A,[ , |n) is a Malcev algebra and N is a
Malcev algebra morphism from (A,[, |n) to (A,[, ]).

It follows from (3.9) and (3.10) that N and S should satisfy the condition:
o(N(2))(S(v)) = S(e(Nz)(v)) + S(e(2)S(v)) — $*(o(x)(v)), Yo € A,ve V.  (3.13)

Definition 3.3. A pair (N, S), where N € End(A) and S € End(V), is called a Nijen-
huis pair on a Malcev algebra (A, [, ]) with a representation (Vo) if N is a Nijenhuis
operator on the Malcev algebra (A, [, |) and the condition (3.13) holds.

We have seen that a trivial deformation of a Malcev algebra with a representation could
give rise to a Nijenhuis pair. In fact, the converse is also true.

Theorem 3.4. Let (N,S) be a Nijenhuis pair on a Malcev algebra (A,[ , ]) with a

representation (V';0). Then a deformation of (A,[, ], 0) can be obtained by putting
w(z,y) = [N(z),y]+ [z, N(y)] = N([z,y]); (3.14)
0(x) = o(N(x))+ o(x)S — So(x). (3.15)

Furthermore, this deformation is trivial.

Proof. 1t is a straightforward computations. We omit the details. O

Now, we introduce the notion of a dual-Nijenhuis pair on a Malcev algebra with a
representation.

Definition 3.5. A pair (N, S), where N € End(A) and S € End(V), is called a dual-
Nijenhuis pair on a Malcev algebra (A,[ , |) with a representation (V;p) if N is a
Nijenhuis operator on the Malcev algebra (A, [, ]) and S satisfies the following condition:

o(N(2))(S(v)) = S(e(N(2))(v)) + o(z)(S*(v)) = S(e(x)(S(v))). (3.16)
In fact, there is a close relationship between a Nijenhuis pair and a dual-Nijenhuis pair.

Proposition 3.6. Let (A,[, |) be a Malcev algebra. Then, (N, S) is a Nijenhuis pair on
A with a representation (V5 0) if and only if (N, S*) is a dual-Nijenhuis pair on A with
the representation (V*; 0*).

Proof. For any r € A, v € V and £ € V*, we have
(0(N(2))S(v) = So(N(x))(v) — Se(x)S(v) + S%o(x)(v), &)
=(o(N(2))S(v),€) — (So(N(2))(v),€) — (Se(x)S(v), £) + (S%0(x)(v), &)
— (v, 870" (N (2))(€)) + (v, 0" (N (2))(S™(€))) + (v, 5% 0" (2)(S™(€))) — (v, 0* () ((57)*(€)))
— (v, 870" (N (2))(€) — " (N ())(S*(€)) — 8*0* () (S™(€)) + " () ((5*)*(€)))-

\_/\_/
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O

Definition 3.7. A Nijenhuis pair (N, S) on a Malcev algebra (A4, [, |) with a representa-
tion (Vo) is called a perfect Nijenhuis pair if

5% (o(x) () + o(x)(5%(v)) = 25(0(x)(S(v))), VzeAveV. (3.17)
It is obvious that a perfect Nijenhuis pair is not only a Nijenhuis pair but also a dual-

Nijenhuis pair. A Nijenhuis pair gives rise to a Nijenhuis operator on the semidirect
product Malcev algebra.

Proposition 3.8. Let (N,S) be a Nijenhuis pair on a Malcev algebra (A,[ , ]) with a
representation (V;p). Then N + S is a Nijenhuis operator on the semidirect product
Malcev algebra A x, V. Furthermore, if (N, S) is a perfect Nijenhuis pair, then N + S* is
a also a Nijenhuis operator on the semidirect product Malcev algebra A X V*.

Proof. Let x,y € A and u,v € V. Using Egs (3.11) and (3.13), we have
(N + 9) (2 +u), (N + )y +v)lp = (N +S)([(N +9)(z+u),y+vl,
+z4+u,(N+S)(y+v)o— (N+9)(z+uy+v]),)
=[(N(2), N(y)] = [N(2),y] = [z, N(y)] + N([z,y]) + o(N(2))(S(v)) = S(e(Nz)(v))
— S(o(x)S(v)) + 8%(o(x)(v)) + o(N () (S (w)) — S(o(Ny)(u)) — S(o(y)S(u))

+ 5%(o(y) ()
=0.
Similarly, we can check that, if (N, S) is a perfect Nijenhuis pair, then N+ .5* is a Nijenhuis
operator on A X V*. O

We have the following straightforward proposition.

Proposition 3.9. Let (N,S) be a Nijenhuis operator on an alternative algebra (A, o).
Then N is a Nijenhuis operator on the Malcev algebra given in Theorem 2.4.

Now, let (A, [, ]) be a Malcev algebra. Define 9 : A — End(V) and g : A — End(V),
respectively, by

>
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Proposition 3.10.

(1) If (N, S) is a Nijenhuis pair on A with a representation o, then § is a representation
of the Malcev algebra (A,[, |n) on V;

(2) If (N, S) is a dual-Nijenhuis pair on A with a representation o, then ¢ is a repre-
sentation of the Malcev algebra (A,[, |n) on V;

Proof. Item 1. By Proposition 3.8, N + S is a Nijenhuis operator on the semidirect
product Malcev algebra A x, V. The deformed bracket [, |n4g is given by
[T+uwy+olnis = [((N+9)(x+u)y+vlp+[z+u (N+95)(y+0),
—(N+9)[z+u,y+v],
= [Na,y|+ [z, Ny] — Nz, y]
+o(Nx)(v) + o(x)S(v) — So(x)(v) — o(y)S(u) — o(Ny)(u)
+So(y)(u)
= [z,yly + o(x)(v) — o(y)(u),

which implies that g is a representation of the Malcev algebra (A,[, |ny) on V.
Item 2. By direct calculation, the dual map ¢* of ¢ is given by

0" (x) = 0" (Nx) + [0" (), S*], Vxe A (3.20)

Since (N, S) is a dual-Nijenhuis pair with a representation g, by Proposition 3.6, (N, S*)
is a Nijenhuis pair with a representation p*. By (1), ¢* is a representation of the Malcev
algebra (A,[, |nx) on V* and thus g is a representation of the Lie algebra (A,[, |n) on
V. -

4. Kupershmidt-(dual-)Nijenhuis structures
There is a close relationship between Kupershmidt operators and pre-Malcev algebras.

Definition 4.1. [22] A pre-Malcev algebra is a vector space A endowed with a bilinear
product 7 - ”A x A — A satisfying the identity

(g, 2]) - (- t) + ([[z, 9], 2]) -t +y - (([z,2])  O) =2 - (y- (z- 1) + 2 (- (y-1) =0 (4.1)
for all z,y, z,t € A, where [z,y] =z -y—y-x.
The identity (4.2) is equivalent to
0=(y-2)-(x-t)=(z-y)- (1)
+((@-y)2)t=(y-z)-2)-t=(z-(z-y) t+(z-(y-2))-t (4.2)
+y-((@-2)- ) —y-((z-2)- 1) —z-(y-(z-0) + 2 (z-(y-1))
for all x,y,z,t € A.
Proposition 4.2. Let (A,-) be a pre-Malcev algebra. Then The commutator [x,y] =
x -y —y-x defines a Malcev algebra A. which is called the sub-adjacent Malcev

algebra of (A,-) and denoted by A®. Furthermore, L : A — Al(A) with x — L, where
Loy =x -y, for all x,y € A, gives a representation of the Malcev algebra AC on A.

The following result establishes the connection between Kupershmidt operators and
pre-Malcev algebras which generalize the construction with Rota-Baxter operators (see in
[22] for more details). A Kupershmidt operator on a Malcev algebra (A, [, |) with respect
to a representation (Vo) is a linear map T : V — A satisfying

[T'(u), T(v)] = T(o(T(w))(v) = o(T(v))(w)), V u,v € V. (4.3)
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Theorem 4.3. Let T : V — A be a Kupershmidt operator on a Malcev algebra (A,[ , ])
with respect to a representation (V;0). Define a multiplication - on V' by

uw-Tv=o(Tu)(v), Yu,veV. (4.4)

Then (V,-T) is a pre-Malcev algebra.
Proof. Using the identity of Kupershmidt operator (2.6), we have

T([u,v]V) =T(u-Tv—v-Tu)=[T(u),Tw).
Thanks to Eq. (2.4), for a,b,u,v, € V, we get

([[a bT, )Tt (ad) (@ T o) 0T (o) ) =0 T 6 T 0)
Ta-T (0T 0)
:Q( ([[a, o ul"))w — o(T(w)) (T (b)) o(T (u)v
o(T(u)o(T(a))e(T(b))v — o(T (b)) o(T([u,a]"))v + o(T([b,u]"))o(T(a))v

<

([[T(a), T(B)], T (w)])v — o(T () o(T'(b))o(T'(u))

+o(T(w)e(T(a))e(T(b))v — o(T(b))e([T(u), T(a)])v + o([T(b), T (w)])o(T (a))v

=0.

O

We denote by (V,[, ]7) the sub-adjacent Malcev algebra of the pre-Malcev algebra
(V,-T). More precisely,
[u, v]" = o(Tw)(v) — o(Tw)(w). (4.5)
Moreover, T is a Malcev algebra homomorphism from (V, [, %) to (A, [, ]).
Now let T': V. — A be a Kupershmidt operator and (N,S) a (dual )Nijenhuis palr
on a Malcev algebra (A, [, ]) with a representation (V; 0). We define the bracket [, %
A2V — V to be the deformed bracket of [, |7 by 9, i.e.

[u, v]g = [S(u),v)T + [u, SW)])T = S([u,v]T), Yu,veV.
Define the bracket { , }Z : A’V — Voand { , }T : A’V — V similar as (4.5) using the
representation ¢ and g, respectively:
{uv}; = 0(Tu)(v) — &(Tw)(w), (4.6)
{u, v}g = o(Tu)(v) — o(Tv)(u), Yu,velV. (4.7)

It is not true in general that the brackets [, 1L, {, }Z and { , }} satisfy the Malcev
identity.

Definition 4.4. A Kupershmidt operator T': V' — A on a Malcev algebra (A, [, ]) with
respect to a representation (V; ¢) and a (dual-)Nijenhuis pair (IV, S) are called compatible
if they satisfy the following conditions

NT = TS, (4.8)
[u, o] = [u,0]g (4.9)
for all u,v € V. The triple (7,5, N) is called a Kupershmidt-(dual-)Nijenhuis struc-

.S
ture on the Malcev algebra (A, [, |) with respect to the representation (V;p) if 7' and
(N, S) are compatible.

Note that if (N, S) is a perfect Nijenhuis pair on a Malcev algebra (A,[ , |), then a
Kupershmidt-Nijenhuis structure on A is also a Kupershmidt-dual-Nijenhuis structure on

A.
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Lemma 4.5. Let (T,S,N) be a Kupershmidt-Nijenhuis structure on a Malcev algebra
(A,[, ]) with respect to the representation (V';0). Then we have
T T
[ua U]S = {U’U}g and [U,U]S = {Uav}g
for all u,v € V.
Proof. 1t easy to check, from (4.8) and for all u,v € V, [u,v]g = {u,v}g.

By (4.8), we have
[u, v]% + {u, v}g = 2[u, v] V7.
Then by (4.9), we obtain [u,v] = {u,v}%. -

Thus, if (T, S, N) is a Kupershmidt-(dual-)Nijenhuis structure, then the three brackets
15 {, }7 and [, [N are the same. Moreover, we will see that they satisfy the Jacobi
identity.

Proposition 4.6. Let (T, S, N) be a Kupershmidt-(dual-)Nijenhuis structure on a Malcev
algebra (A, [, ]) with respect to the representation (V; ). Then S is a Nijenhuis operator
on the sub-adjacent Malcev algebra (V[ , 17). Thus, the brackets [ , |5, { }g €,
and [, N7 are all Malcev brackets.
Proof. For the Kupershmidt-Nijenhuis structure (7,5, N), by (3.13) and substituting x
by T'(u), we get
0 = o(NT(u)S(v) = S(o(NT(u))(v) + Se(T(u)S(v) — Se(T(u))(v))

= o(TS(u))S(v) = S(e(TS(u))(v) + So(Tu)S(v) — Se(Tu)(v))

= S(u)-Sv)—=SSw) - v+u-Sw)—Su-v)),
which implies that S is a Nijenhuis operator on the pre-Malcev algebra (V,-) ([22]). Thus

S is a Nijenhuis operator on the sub-adjacent Malcev algebra (V, [, |7).

For the Kupershmidt-dual-Nijenhuis structure (7, S, N), the proof is not direct. In fact,

by the relation [u,v]”® = [u, v]g, one has

S(e(TS(u)(v)) = S(o(T(v))(S(w)) = o(TS(u)(S(v)) = o(T(v))(S*(u)); (4.10)
S*(o(T(w))(v)) = S*(o(T(v))(w)) = S(e(T(w))(S(v))) = S(o(T(v))(S(u))N4.11)
By the condition (3.16), we have
o(T(v))(S*(w)) — o(TS(v))(S(u)) = S(o(T(v))(S(u) — S(o(TS(V))(w).  (4.12)
By (4.10)-(4.12), we have
[S(w), S()I" = S([u,v]$)

Thus S is a Nijenhuis operator on the Malcev algebra (V, [, |7). O

Theorem 4.7. Let (T,S,N) be a Kupershmidt-(dual-)Nijenhuis structure on a Malcev
algebra (A, ], ]) with respect to the representation (V;0). Then we have
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(1) T is a Kupershmidt operator on the deformed Malcev algebra (A, [, |n) with respect
to the representation (V;0) ((V;0));

(2) NT is a Kupershmidt operator on the Malcev algebra (A, [, ]a) with respect to the
representation (V; ).

Proof. We only prove the theorem for the Kupershmidt-Nijenhuis structure. The other
one can be proved similarly.

Item 1. Since T is a Kupershmidt operator on the Malcev algebra (A, [, |) with respect
to the representation (V;0) and T'S = NT, we have, for u,v € V

T{u, v}y = T([u,v]5) = T([S(u),v]" + [u, S()]" = S[u,v]")
= [TS(u), T()] + [T(u), TS(v)] — TS[u,v]"
= [NT(u),T(v)] + [T(u), NT(v)] — NT[u,v]"
[T'(u), T(v)]N-
Thus, T is a Kupershmidt operator on the deformed Malcev algebra (A, [, |n) with respect

to the representation (V;9).
Item 2. By (4.9), we have

NT([u,v]"") = NT([u,v]§) = N[T(u), T(v)]x = [NT(u), NT(v)],

which implies that NT is a Kupershmidt operator on the Malcev algebra (A, [, ]) with
respect to the representation (V; o).

O

The following theorem demonstrates that the Kupershmidt-Nijenhuis operator can give
a Kupershmidt-dual-Nijenhuis operator with a condition.

Theorem 4.8. Let (T,5,N) be a Kupershmidt-Nijenhuis structure on a Malcev algebra
(A,[, ]) with respect to the representation (V). If T is invertible, then (T,S,N) is a
Kupershmidt-dual-Nijenhuis structure.

Proof. We only need to prove that the Nijenhuis pair (S, N) is also a dual-Nijenhuis pair.
By (4.9), we have

[, v]§ = [u, 0] = o(T(w))(S(v)) = o(T(©))(S(w)) = §(o(T(w))(v) — o(T(v))(w)),

which impMalcevs that
o(T())(S(v)) - o TW)(S(w) = S (oT()(v) - oT@N(W)).  (4.13)

Since S is a Nijenhuis operator on the Malcev algebra (V, [, ]7) and [u, U]Tg = [u,v]"", we
have

S([u,v]"®) = [S(u), S(v)]",

which means that

S(Q(TS(U))(U) - Q(TS(U))(U)) = 0(TS5(u))(S(v)) — o(TS(v))(S(u)). (4.14)
By (4.13), we have

S(e(TS(u))(v)) = o(T'S(w)(S(v)) = S(o(T(v))(S(w))) — o(T(v))(5*(u)).
Thus (4.14) implies that
0 = S((T(v))(S(u))) u

= S(e(T@)(S(u) = o(T(v))(S(w) = S(e(NT'(v))(u)) + o(NT'(v))(S(w)).

Since T is invertible and let x = T'(v), we have

S(e(x)(S(w))) — o(2)(S*(u)) = S(e(N(2))(u) + o(N(x))(S(u)) = 0.

— o(T(v))(S*(w)) = S(o(TS(v))(u)) + o(TS(v))(S(w))
— o(T(v))(S?
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Thus the Nijenhuis pair (S, N) is a dual-Nijenhuis pair. We finish the proof. O

5. Hierarchy of Kupershmidt operators
5.1. Compatible Kupershmidt operators on Malcev algebras

Definition 5.1. Let 77,75 : V — A be two Kupershmidt operators on a Malcev algebra
(A,[, ]) with respect to a representation (V;p). If for all k1, ke € K, k117 + koT5 is still
a Kupershmidt operator on A, then 77 and 15 are called compatible.

Proposition 5.2. Let 11,15 : V — A be two Kupershmidt operators on a Malcev algebra
(A, [, ]) with respect to a representation (V;0). Then Ty and Ty are compatible if and
only if the following equation holds:

(1 (w), To(0)] + [Ta(u), Ty (0)] = Ti(o(Ta(w))(v) — o(T>(v))(u))
+13(o(T1 () (v) = o(T1 (v)(w)),  Vu,v € V.(5.1)

Proof. Let ki,ks € K and u,v € A. Then, using (4.3), we have
(k1 Ty + kaTo)(u), (k1Th + k2To) (v)] — (ki Th + k2T2) (o((ka Ty + koT2)(u))(v)
+ o((k1T1 + k2T2)) (v)(u))
= kQ([Tl( ) Tl( )] - Tl(Q(Tl(u))(v) o(T1(v))(w))) + k3 ([T2(u), Ta(v)] = Ta(o(T2(u))(v)
+o(Tz(v)(w)) + k1k2< (v)] + [T2(w), Ta(v)] — T1(o(T2(w))(v) — o(T2(v))(u))
- T2(Q(T1(u))(v) ~o(Ty <v>><u>))
= ks ([Tl(U% T3 (v)] + [Ta(w), Ty(v)] = T1 (o(T2(u) (v) — o(T2(v))(w)) — Ta(e(Ti(w))(v)
— o(Ti(v))(w)))
Thus, 71 and T are compatible if and only if the equation (5.1) holds. O

Using a Kupershmidt operator and a Nijenhuis operator, we can construct a pair of
compatible Kupershmidt operators .

Proposition 5.3. Let T : V. — A be a Kupershmidt operator on a Malcev algebra
(A,[, ]) with respect to a representation (V;0) and N a Nijenhuis operator on (A,], ]).
Then NT is a Kupershmidt operator on the Malcev algebra (A,] , |) with respect to the
representation (V' 0) if and only if for all u,v € V', the following equation holds:

N([NT (), T(v)] + [T(u), NT(v)])

= N(T(e(NT(w)(v) — o(NT(v))(w)) + NT(e(T(w))(v) — o(T(v))(w)). (5:2)

In this case, if in addition N is invertible, then T and NT are compatible. More explicitly,
for any Kupershmidt operator T, if there exists an invertible Nijenhuis operator N such
that NT is also a Kupershmidt operator, then T and NT' are compatible.

Proof. For any u,v € V and since N is a Nijenhuis operator, we have
[NT(u), NT(v)] = N (INT(u), T(v)] + [T(w), NT(v)]) = N%([T(u), T(v)).
Then
INT(u), NT(v)] = NT(o(NT(w))(v) — o(NT(v))(w))
if and only if (5.2) holds.
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If NT is a Kupershmidt operator and NV is invertible, then we have
[NT(u),T(v)] + [T'(u), NT(v)] = T (e(NT'(u))(v) = o(NT'(v))(u)) + NT (o(T'(u))(v)
= o(T(v))(u)),
which is exactly the condition that NT and T are compatible. O

A pair of compatible Kupershmidt operators can also give rise to a Nijenhuis operator
under some conditions.

Proposition 5.4. Let 11,15 : V. — A be two Kupershmidt operators on a Malcev algebra
(A, [, ]) with respect to a representation (V; ). Suppose that Ty is invertible. If Th and To
are compatible, then N = T1T2_1 is a Nijenhuis operator on the Malcev algebra (A,], ).

Proof. For all x,y € A, there exist u,v € V such that Th(u) = x,T>(v) = y. Hence
N = T1T2_1 is a Nijenhuis operator if and only if the following equation holds:

[NTy(u), NTo(v)] = N([NTx(u), To(v)] + [To(u), NTp(v)]) = N*([Ta(u), T2 (v)).
Since 71 = NT5 is an Kupershmidt operator, the left hand side of the above equation is

NT5(o(NTz(u))(v) — o(NT2(v))(u))-
Since T5 is a Kupershmidt operator which is compatible with 77 = NT5, we have
[NTy(u), To(v)] + [T2(u), NT(v)]
= Ta(o(NTa(u))(v) — o(NT2(v))(u)) + NTa(o(T2(u))(v) — o(Ta(v))(u))
= Ta(o(NTa(u))(v) — o(NT2(v))(u)) + N([T2(u), Ta(v)]).

Let N act on both sides, we get the conclusion. O

By Proposition 5.3 and 5.4, we have

Corollary 5.5. Let T, Ty : V — A be two Kupershmidt operators on a Malcev algebra
(A, [, ]) with respect to a representation (V;p). Suppose that Ty and Ty are invertible.
Then Ty and Ty are compatible if and only if N = T1T271 is a Nijenhuis operator.

In particular, as a direct application, we have the following conclusion.

Corollary 5.6. Let (A,[, ]) be a Malcev algebra. Suppose that Ry and R are two
invertible Rota-Baxter operators. Then Ry and Ry are compatible in the sense that any
linear combination of Ry and Rs is still a Rota-Baxter operator if and only if N = ileRgl
is a Nijenhuis operator.

5.2. Hierarchy of Kupershmidt operators

In the following, first we construct compatible Kupershmidt operators from Kupershmidt-
(dual-)Nijenhuis structures. Given a Kupershmidt-(dual-)Nijenhuis structure (7, S, N), by
Theorem 4.7, T' and T'S are Kupershmidt operators. In fact, they are compatible.

Proposition 5.7. Let (T, S, N) be a Kupershmidt-(dual-)Nijenhuis structure on a Malcev
algebra (A,[ , |) with respect to a representation (V; ). Then T and T'S are compatible
Kupershmidt operators.

Proof. We only prove the conclusion for the Kupershmidt-Nijenhuis structure. The other
one can be proved similarly. It is sufficient to prove that T+7T'S is a Kupershmidt operator.
It is obvious that

[, 0] TS = [u, 0] + [u, ]S = [u, 0] + [u,v]§.
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Thus, we have

(T +T58)([u,0]1%)
= T([u,v]") + TS([u, v]§) + TS([u,v]") + T([u, v]§)
= ([ ")+ TS([w, v]§) + TS ([u, v]")
+T([S(u), v]" + [u, S(w)]" — S[u, v]")
= T([u,v]") + TS([u, v]§) + T([S(w),v]" + [u, S(v)]")

= [T(u),T()] +[TS(u), TS)] + [TS(u), T(v)] + [T (u), TS(v)]
= [(T+TS)(u), (T +TS5)(v)],

which means that 7'+ T'S is a Kupershmidt operator on the Malcev algebra (A, [, ]) with
respect to a representation (V; o). d

Lemma 5.8. Let (T,S,N) be a Kupershmidt-(dual-)Nijenhuis structure on a Malcev al-
gebra (A, [, ]) with respect to a representation (V;0). Then for all k,i € N, we have

Tifu, oG = [To(w), T(w)] e, (5.3)
Proof. Since T is a Kupershmidt operator and T'S = NT', we have
T([u,v)%) = T(S(uw),v]" + [u, S*(v)]" — S*([u,v]"))
[NY(T(w)), T(0)] + [T(u), N(T(v))] = N([T'(u), T(v)])

= [T(u), T(v)]pi. (5.4)
Since S is a Nijenhuis operator on the Malcev algebra (V,[, %), we have
S ([, v)gers) = [S*(w), S (v)] 5 (5.5)

Then, by (5.4) and (5.5), we have

Tl ol By = T ([, 0frs) = T(SH (), SH )5 = [T(5* (), TS ()]
The proof is finished. U

Lemma 5.9. Let (T,S,N) be a Kupershmidt-(dual-)Nijenhuis structure on a Malcev al-
gebra (A,[ , |) with respect to a representation (V;p). Then for all k,i € N such that
i <k,

[w, o] = [u,v] L = SF=iu, ], (5.6)
where T, = TS* = NFT and set Ty = T.
Proof. Straightforward. U

Proposition 5.10. Let (T,S,N) be a Kupershmidt-(dual-)Nijenhuis structure on a Mal-
cev algebra (A,[ , ]) with respect to a representation (V;0). Then all Ty = NFT are
Kupershmidt operators with respect to the representation (V;p) and for all k,l € N, Ty,
and T; are compatible.

Proof. We only prove the conclusion for the Kupershmidt-Nijenhuis structure. The other
one can be proved similarly.
By (5.3) and (5.6) with i = 0, we have
Tiofu, o] = [Tj,(u), Tii(v)],
which implies that T} is a Kupershmidt operator on A with respect to a representation
(V3 0).

For the second conclusion, we need to prove that 7% + 7%+ is a Kupershmidt operator
for all k,7 € N. By (5.6), we have

[u, U]Tk+Tk+i — [u’ ,U]Tk 4 [U,U]Tk-&-i — [U,U]Tk + [U,U]EI;
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Furthermore, we have

(Tr + Teri) ([u, o]+ T04)
= Tho([u, v]"*) + Ti([w, 0] ) + T ([w, v]™*) + Ths ([, 0] 5F)
= T, 0]™) + Thosi ([, V] F) + Thges ([, 0] 5F)
+ T ([S (w), ] + [u, S (0)]"F — S [u, v]"*)
= Tel[u, o)) + Thyi(fu, v]ge) + T[S (w), 0] ™) + T ([u, §*(0)]™)
= [Th(u), Te(0)] + [Thti(w)s Thoti (V)] + [Thoti(w), Ti(v)] + [T (), Thyi(v)]
= [(Thk + Th+i) (w), (Th + Thoti) (v))-

Thus T* + Tk is a Kupershmidt operator.The proof is finished. ([l

Compatible Kupershmidt operators can give rise to Kupershmidt-dual-Nijenhuis struc-
tures.

Proposition 5.11. Let T, T} : V. — A be two Kupershmidt operators on a Malcev algebra
(A, [, ]) with respect to a representation (V; ). Suppose that T is invertible. If T and Ty
are compatible, then

(1) (T,S =TT, N = T'T~1) is a Kupershmidt-dual-Nijenhuis structure;
(2) (Th,S =TTy, N = TyT7Y) is a Kupershmidt-dual-Nijenhuis structure.

Proof. Ttem 1. The proof of (N,S) being a dual-Nijenhuis pair is similar to the proof of
Theorem 4.8. We omit the details. It is obvious that T'S = NT. Thus we only need to
prove that the compatibility condition (4.9) holds. By the compatibility condition of T'
and T} and Proposition 5.4, N = TyT~! is a Nijenhuis operator on the Malcev algebra A.
By Proposition 5.2, we also have

T(w), T3 ()] + [T, T0)] = T(o(Ti()(v) - oT3(v)(w))
+T1 (e(T(W) () ~ oT(@)(w)), VuveV.
Substituting 77 with T'S, then we have
(T(w), TS@)] + [TS(w), T()] = T(e(TS(w)() - o(TS())(w))
+78 (o(T(W)(v) = o(T(@)(w)).  (57)
Since T is a Kupershmidt operator on A with respect to a representation (V; g), we have
[T(w), TS@)] + [TS(), T(®)] = T(e(T(w)(Sv)) - o(TS(v))(u)
+o(T'S(u))(v) — Q(T(U))(S(U)))-
Since T is invertible, (5.7) is equivalent to
S(Q(T(U))(U) - Q(T(v))(U)) = o(T'(u))(S(v)) — o(T(v))(S(u))- (5.8)
On the other hand, we have
0]f — [, 0] = o(T()) (S(v) — o(T())(S(w)) — S (e(T())(v) — o(T(w))(w):

Thus, (5.8) implies that [u, v]g = [u,v]"®. Therefore, (T, S = T~'T1,N = T'T 1) is a
Kupershmidt-dual-Nijenhuis structure.
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Item 2. By direct calculation, we have

[uv ’U]? - [u> U]Tls

= o(Ti(u))(S(v)) = o(T1 (v))(S(u)) = S (o(T1 () (v) = o(T3(v))(w))

= o(TSW)(S(v)) — o(TS(@))(S(u) — S (o(TS(w)(v) — o(TS(w))(u))
— [S(w), S)]" — Sfu, ]S =0,

Thus, (71,8 = T7'T1, N = /T~ 1) is also a Kupershmidt-dual-Nijenhuis structure on A
with respect to a representation (V; ). O

6. Infinitesimal deformations of a Kupershmidt operator of Malcev alge-
bra

In this section, we study infinitesimal deformations of a Kupershmidt operator of Mal-
cev algebras. In particular, we introduce the notion of a Nijenhuis element associated to a
Kupershmidt operator, which gives rise to a trivial infinitesimal deformation of the Kuper-
shmidt operator. Their relationship with the infinitesimal deformations of the associated
pre-Malcev algebra is also studied.

Definition 6.1. Let T and 7’ be a two Kupershmidt operators on a Malcev algebra

(A,[, ]) with respect to a representation (V;0). A morphism from 7" to T consists of a
Malcev algebra morphism ¢4 : A — A and a linear map @y : V — V such that

Topy = waoT, (6.1)

pvo(x)(u) = o(pa())(pv(u), VzeAueV. (6.2)

In particular, if both ¢4 and ¢y are invertible, (p4,¢v) is called an isomorphism from
T to T.

Proposition 6.2. Let T and T' be two Kupershmidt operators on a Malcev algebra (A, [, ])
with respect to a representation (V;0) and (va,ev) a morphism from T' to T. Then oy
is a morphism of pre-Malcev algebras from (V,-T") to (V,-T) defined in Theorem 4.85.

Proof. According to Eqgs (6.1) and (6.2), for any u,v € V, we have

ov(u-rv) = pyo(T'u)(v) = o(pa(T'uw))(ev(v))
= o(T(pv(u))(ev(v)) = ov(u) T v (v).
0

Definition 6.3. Let T' be a Kupershmidt operator on a Malcev algebra (A4,[ , |) with
respect to a representation (V;p) and T : V — A a linear map. If T, = T + t7T is
still a Kupershmidt operator on the Malcev algebra A with respect to the representation
(V) for all t, we say that T generates a one-parameter infinitesimal deformation of the
Kupershmidt operator T

By direct computation, we can check that T; = T 4+ t7T is a one-parameter infinitesimal
deformation of a Kupershmidt operator 7' if and only if for any u,v € V,

[Tu, To] + [Tu, Tv] = T(e(Tu)(v) = o(Tv)(u)) + T(e(Tu)(v) — o(Tv)(u)), (6.3)

[Tu, Tv] = T(e(Tu)(v) — o(Tv)(w)). (6.4)

Note that Eq. (6.4) means that T is a Kupershmidt operator on the Malcev algebra A
associated to the representation (V; o).

Now turning to a pre-Malcev algebra (V,-) given in Theorem 4.3, let 1 : ®*V — V be
a linear map. If for any ¢ € K, the multiplication -; defined by

u-v:=u-v+t(u,v), Yu,v €V,
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also gives a pre-Malcev algebra structure, we say that 1) generates a one-parameter infin-
itesimal deformation of the pre-Malcev algebra (V).
The two types of infinitesimal deformations are related as follows.

Proposition 6.4. If T generates a one-parameter infinitesimal deformation of a Kuper-
shmidt operator T on a Malcev algebra (A,] , |) with respect to a representation (V; o),
then the product by on 'V defined by

Yy(u,v) := o(Tu)(v), Yu,v €V,

generates a one-parameter infinitesimal deformation of the associated pre-Malcev algebra

(v,-1).

Proof. Denote by -4 the corresponding pre-Malcev algebra structure associated to the
Kupershmidt operator T' + tJ. Then we have

wer v = o(T + 1T) () (v) = o(Tw) (v) + to(Tu)(v) = u-T v+ thr(u,0), Yu,v € V,
which implies that ¢y generates a one-parameter infinitesimal deformation of (V,-7). O

Corollary 6.5. If T generates a one-parameter infinitesimal deformation of a Kupersh-
midt operator T on a Malcev algebra (A, [, |) with respect to a representation (V;0). Then
the product g on V defined by

wy(u,v) = o(Tu)(v) — o(Tv)(u), Vu,v eV,

generates a one-parameter infinitesimal deformation of the sub-adjacent Malcev algebra
(V,[,-]%) of the associated pre-Malcev algebra (V,-T).

Definition 6.6. Let 7" be a Kupershmidt operator on a Malcev algebra (A,[, ]) with
respect to a representation (V;g). Two one-parameter infinitesimal deformations T} =
T +tT; and T? = T + tT5 are said to be equivalent if there exists an € A such that
(Id s +tady, Idy +to(x)) is a homomorphism from T2 to T}'. In particular, a one-parameter
infinitesimal deformation T; = T + t7T of an Kupershmidt operator T’ is said to be trivial
if there exists an € A such that (Id4 + tad,,Idy + to(z)) is a homomorphism from T}
to T'.

Let (Id4 + tad,,Idy + to(z)) be a homomorphism from 77 to 7}'. Then Id4 + tad, is
a Malcev algebra endomorphism of A. Thus, we have

(Ida + tady)[y, z] = [(Id4 + tad,)(y), (Id4 + tad,)(2)], Yy, z € A,
which implies that x satisfies
[[z,y], [z, 2]] =0, Vy,ze€ A. (6.5)
Then by Eq. (6.1), we get
(T 4+ tT1)(Idy + to(z))(u) = (Id4 + tad, ) (T + tT2)(u), Vu €V,
which implies

(T =T)(w) = To(z)(u) + [Tu,x], (6.6)
Tio(x)(u) = [z,Tou], Yue V. (6.7)

Finally, Eq. (6.2) gives
(Idy + to(x))e(y)(u) = o((Ida + tads)(y))(Idv +to(x))(u), Vye A,ueV,

which implies that x satisfies

o([z,y))o(z) =0, Vye A (6.8)
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Definition 6.7. Let T be a Kupershmidt operator on a Malcev algebra A with respect
to a representation (V;0). An element x € A is called a Nijenhuis element associated
to T' if x satisfies Egs. (6.5), (6.8) and the equation

[z, [Tu,z] + To(x)(u)] =0, YuelV. (6.9)

Denote by Nij(T) the set of Nijenhuis elements associated to a Kupershmidt operator 7.
By Egs. (6.5)-(6.8), it is obvious that a trivial one-parameter infinitesimal deforma-
tion gives rise to a Nijenhuis element. The following result is in close analogue to the
fact that the differential of a Nijenhuis operator on a Malcev algebra generates a trivial

one-parameter infinitesimal deformation of the Malcev algebra, justifying the notion of
Nijenhuis elements.

Theorem 6.8. Let T be a Kupershmidt operator on a Malcev algebra A with respect
to a representation (V;p). Then for any x € Nij(T), Ty := T + tT with T(u) =
To(x)(u) + [Tu,x], for all u € V, is a trivial one-parameter infinitesimal deformation
of the Kupershmidt operator T .

Proof. First T is closed since T(u) = To(x)(u) + [Tu,z]. To show that T generates a
trivial one-parameter infinitesimal deformation of the Kupershmidt operator 7', we only
need to verify that Eq. (6.4) holds. By Eq. (6.5), we have, for any u,v € V,

[Tu, Tv] = T(e(Tu)(v) — o(Tv)(u))

= [[Tu, ], [T, 2] + [Tu, 2], To(z)(v)] + [Te(z)(u), [Tv, 2]] + [Te(z)(u), To(x)(v)]
—[To([Tu, z])(v), x] — [TQ(TQ( )(u ))(v),:v]Jr[ ([Tv ) (u), ]
+To(To(z)(v))(w), 2] = To(x)e([Tu, ])(v) = To(x)o(To(x)(u))(v)
+To(x)o([Tv, 2])(u) + To(x)o(Te(x)(v))(u)

= [[Tu, 2], To(x)(v)] + [To(x)(w), [Tv, z]] + To(T o(z)(u))o(x)(v)
—To(To(x)(v))o(x)(u) =[To([Tu, x])(v), ] — [TQ(TQ(x)(U))(U)7$]
+HTo([Tv, z])(u), z] + [To(To(z)(v))(w), 2]

—To(x)o([Tu, 2])(v) — To(x)o(To(x)(u))(v)

+To(x)o([Tv, z])(u) + To(x)o(To(x)(v))(u)

By Eqgs. (6.8) and (6.9), the under-braced terms add to zero. Similarly, the underlined
terms add to zero. For the other terms, by Egs. (6.5) and (6.9), we have

([Tu, 2], To(x )( )] = [To([Tu, z])(v), 2] + [To(To(x)(v)) (u), 2]
(v)

x)

o(To(x)

[
[T, [z, To(x)(v)]] + [[Tu, To(x)(v)], 2] = [To([Tu, z])(v), 2] + [Te(Te(x)(v))(u), 7]
= —[Tu, [z, [Tv, 2] + [To(Tu)o(x)(v), 2] — [To([Tu, 2])(v), 2]
= —[z,[Tu, [T, ] + [To(x)o(Tu)(v), 2] = [z, [Tu, [T, ]

= [z, [To(Tu)(v),z]].
Similarly, we have
[To(z)(w), [T, z]] = [To(To(x)(u))(v), ] + [Te([Tv, z])(u), z]
= [z, [T, [Tu, z]]] = [z, [To(Tv)(u), x]].
Therefore,
[Tu, Tv] = T(e(Tu)(v) — o(Tv)(u))
=~z [Tu, [Tv,2]]] + [z, [Tv, [Tu, z]]] + [z, [Te(Tu)(v), ]| = [z, [To(Tv)(u), ]
—[LL‘, [[TU, TU]? ‘T]] + [LU, [[Tuv TU]? :E]] = 07

which means that T generates a one-parameter infinitesimal deformation of 7T'.
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Further, since x is a Nijenhuis element, it is straightforward to deduce that (Id4 +
tadg, Idy + to(x)) gives the desired homomorphism between 7; and T'. Thus, the defor-
mation is trivial. O

Now we introduce the notion of a Nijenhuis operator on a pre-Malcev algebra.

Definition 6.9. A linear map N : A — A on a pre-Malcev algebra (A,-) is called a
Nijenhuis operator if

(Nz)-(Ny) = N((Nz)-y+z-(Ny)— N(z-y)), Vx,yec A (6.10)

For its connection with a Nijenhuis element associated to a Kupershmidt operator, we
have the following proposition.

Proposition 6.10. Let x € A be a Nijenhuis element associated to an Kupershmidt
operator T' on a Malcev algebra A with respect to a representation (V). Then o(z) is a
Nijenhuis operator on the associated pre-Malcev algebra (V7).

Proof. For the proof, we just need to check, by Eq. (6.8), for all u,v € V,
o(z)(o(x)(u) v v+ u -7 o(x)(v) — o(z)(u -1 v)) — o(x)(u) -1 o(x)(v)
= Q(@“)( (To(x)(u))(v) + o(Tu)o(x)(v) — o(z)o(Tu)(v )) — o(To(z)(u))e(z)(v)
o

= [o(x), o(Te(x)(w))] + [o(x), o([Tu, z])] (v)
= o[z, To(x)(u) + [Tu, x]])(v)=0-
O
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