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COHOMOLOGY AND RELATIVE ROTA-BAXTER-NIJENHUIS STRUCTURES ON

LieYRep PAIRS

JIA ZHAO AND YU QIAO*

Abstract. A LieYRep pair consists of a Lie-Yamaguti algebra and its representation. In this paper,

we establish the cohomology theory of LieYRep pairs and characterize their linear deformations

by the second cohomology group. Then we introduce the notion of relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis

structures on LieYRep pairs, investigate their properties, and prove that a relative Rota-Baxter-

Nijenhuis structure gives rise to a pair of compatible relative Rota-Baxter operators under a cer-

tain condition. Finally, we show the equivalence between r-matrix-Nijenhuis structures and Rota-

Baxter-Nijenhuis structures on Lie-Yamaguti algebras.
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1. Introduction

Poisson-Nijenhuis structures appeared in the work of Magri and Morosi [22] in studying com-

pletely integrable systems. Such objects can also be found in [18, 19]. Later, Ravanpak, Rezaei-

Aghdam, and Haghighatdoost exploited an r − n structure on a Lie algebra, which is the infinites-

imal right-invariant Poisson-Nijenhuis structure on the Lie group G integrating the Lie algebra g

[25]. Namely, an r − n structure on a Lie algebra g is a pair (π,N), where π ∈ ∧2g is a classical

r-matrix, and N is a Nijenhuis operator on g such that some conditions are satisfied. Motivated

by their works, Liu, Sheng and their collaborators studied Poisson-Nijenhuis structures on Lie

algebras, associative algebras and pre-Lie algebras in [13, 15, 21], where they call this object the

Kupershmidt-Nijenhuis structures or ON-structures. In particular, they named an r − n structure

as an r-matrix-Nijenhuis structure and investigated its relation with the Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis
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structures on a LieRep pair in [13]. Based on their works, the first author, Liu, and Sheng ex-

plored the Poisson-Nijenhuis structures on 3-LieRep pairs, in which Poisson-Nijenhuis structures

were called relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structures [35].

The notion of Lie-Yamaguti algebras, a generalization of Lie algebras and Lie triple systems,

can be dated back to Nomizu’s work on invariant affine connections on homogeneous spaces in

1950’s ([24]) and Yamaguti’s work on general Lie triple systems and Lie triple algebras ([31]).

Then Yamaguti introduced its representation and established its cohomology theory in [32, 33]

during 1950’s to 1960’s. Later until 21st century, Kinyon and Weinstein named this object as

a Lie-Yamaguti algebra when studying Courant algebroids in [17]. Lie-Yamaguti algebras have

attracted much attention in recent years. For instance, Benito, Draper, and Elduque investigated

Lie-Yamaguti algebras related to simple Lie algebras of type G2 [7]. Afterwards, Benito, Elduque,

and Martín-Herce explored irreducible Lie-Yamaguti algebras in [8, 9]. More recently, Benito,

Bremmer, and Madariaga examined orthogonal Lie-Yamaguti algebras in [6].

Baxter first introduced the notion of Rota-Baxter operators on associative algebras when study-

ing fluctuation theory in 1960’s [5]. A more generalized concept – relative Rota-Baxter operators

(also called O-operators or Kupershmidt operators) on Lie algebras, was introduced by Kupersh-

midt in the study of classical Yang-Baxter equation, which has lots of applications in physics and

mathematical physics [20]. Kupershmidt found that a relative Rota-Baxter operator with respect

to the coadjoint representation is a solution to the classical Yang-Baxter equation. Note that a

relative Rota-Baxter operator is associated to an arbitrary representation, whereas a Rota-Baxter

operator is related with the adjoint representation. One can see [1, 2, 3, 4] for Rota-Baxter op-

erators on other type of algebras and see [12] for more details about Rota-Baxter algebras. Note

that a relative Rota-Baxter operator on a Lie algebra (an associative algebra) is a solution to the

Maurer-Cartan equation of a certain graded Lie algebra ([29, 30]), whereas a Poisson structure is

also a solution to a Maurer-Cartan equation of a graded Lie algebra whose structure are precisely

the Schouten-Nijenhuis bracket of multi-vector fields. Thus a relative Rota-Baxter operator on a

Lie algebra (an associative algebra) are analogues of a Poisson structure. Another kind of crucial

operators–a Nijenhuis operator on a Lie algebra appeared in the study of integrable systems by

Magri, Gelfand, and Dorfman [10], and then Fuchssteiner and Fokas rediscovered it and named

this kind of operators as hereditary operators in [11]. In deformation theory of Lie algebras, a

Nijenhuis operator can be obtained via a trivial deformation. One can see [10, 14, 23] for more

details about Nijenhuis operators on Lie algebras or even n-Lie algebras.

Recently, the first author and Sheng explored linear deformations, Nijenhuis operators, and

relative Rota-Baxter operators on Lie-Yamaguti algebras in [26] and [27] respectively. We stud-

ied cohomology and deformations of relative Rota-Baxter operators on Lie-Yamaguti algebras in

[36], and established bialgebra theory of Lie-Yamaguti algebras in [37]. Motivated by the vir-

tual of Poisson-Nijenhuis structures and our former works on Lie-Yamaguti algebras, we shall

investigate relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structures on a Lie-Yamaguti algebra with a repre-

sentation. By a LieYRep pair, denoted by
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

, we mean a Lie-Yamaguti

algebra (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) with a representation (V; ρ, µ). Note that we still call a Poisson-Nijenhuis

structure on a LieYRep pair a relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure in the present paper.

Outline of the paper. After recalling some basic definitions in Section 2, we establish the

cohomology theory of LieYRep pairs and utilize it to characterize linear deformations in Sec-

tion 3. The corresponding complex is exactly a subcomplex of that of the associated semidirect

product Lie-Yamaguti algebra with coefficients in the adjoint representation. Then we investigate

the linear deformations of LieYRep pairs and introduce the notion of Nijenhuis structures (N, S ),
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where N ∈ gl(g) and S ∈ gl(V). A Nijenhuis structure gives rise to a Nijenhuis operator N + S on

the semidirect Lie-Yamaguti algebra (g ⊕ V, [·, ·]⋉, ~·, ·, ·�⋉) and a trivial deformation of (g, ρ, µ).
In Section 3, the notion of relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structures on LieYRep pairs is intro-

duced and some properties are investigated. Given linear maps N ∈ gl(g) and S ∈ gl(V), and let

T : V −→ g be a relative Rota-Baxter operator on a Lie-Yamaguti algebra (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) with re-

spect to (V; ρ, µ). Then there exists a Lie-Yamaguti algebra structure ([·, ·]T , ~·, ·, ·�T ) on V , which

is called the sub-adjacent Lie-Yamaguti algebra, and is denoted by VT . Consequently, we obtain

the deformed brackets ([·, ·]T
S
, ~·, ·, ·�T

S ); meanwhile, we introduce linear maps ρ̂ : g → gl(V) and

µ̂ : ⊗2g → gl(V) associated with linear maps N and S to obtain the brackets ([·, ·]T
ρ̂ , ~·, ·, ·�

T
µ̂ ).

It is not true that ([·, ·]T
S
, ~·, ·, ·�T

S ) or ([·, ·]T
ρ̂ , ~·, ·, ·�

T
µ̂ ) forms a Lie-Yamaguti algebra structure on

V . In order to tackle this problem, we introduce the main object of this paper: relative Rota-

Baxter-Nijenhuis structures. We find that deformed brackets ([·, ·]T
S , ~·, ·, ·�

T
S ) and ([·, ·]T

ρ̂ , ~·, ·, ·�
T
µ̂ )

are equal under the condition that the triple (T, S ,N) is a relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis struc-

ture. Besides, the linear map S is also a Nijenhuis operator on the sub-adjacent Lie-Yamaguti

algebra (V, [·, ·]T , ~·, ·, ·�T ), hence both ([·, ·]T
S , ~·, ·, ·�

T
S ) and ([·, ·]T

ρ̂ , ~·, ·, ·�
T
µ̂ ) are Lie-Yamaguti al-

gebra structures on V . Furthermore, we show that the composition N ◦T is a relative Rota-Baxter

operator on the Lie-Yamaguti algebra (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) with respect to (V; ρ, µ). These results are

summarized in the following commutative diagram:

(V, [·, ·]T
S , ~·, ·, ·�

T
S )

S
��

N◦T

))❙
❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

T
// (g, [·, ·]N , ~·, ·, ·�N)

N

��

(V, [·, ·]T , ~·, ·, ·�T )
T

// (g, [·, ·] ~·, ·, ·�),

where each arrows is a Lie-Yamaguti algebra homomorphism, i.e., each T is a relative Rota-

Baxter operator, and both S and N are Nijenhuis operators.

Unlike those on Lie algebras or associative algebras, a relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure

on a LieYRep pair does not give rise to a hierarchy of relative Rota-Baxter operators and what is

worse, it does not guarantee that T and N ◦T are compatible even though N ◦T is a relative Rota-

Baxter operator. They, however, are compatible if we impose an extra condition on a relative

Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure. This phenomenon is similar to the context of 3-LieRep pairs

([35]) and demonstrates that properties of a relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure on ternary

operations are distinguished from those on binary operations.

Finally in Section 5, we introduce the notion of relative Rota-Baxter-dual Nijenhuis structures

by using dual-Nijenhuis structures, which is dual to that of Nijenhuis structures. In fact, an r-

matrix-Nijenhuis structure is indeed a special relative Rota-Baxter-dual Nijenhuis structure with

respect to the coadjoint representation and we show that r-matrix-Nijenhuis structures and Rota-

Baxter-Nijenhuis structures are equivalent under certain conditions.

Acknowledgements: Qiao was partially supported by NSFC grant 11971282.

2. Preliminaries

All vector spaces in the article are assumed to be over a field K of characteristic 0 and finite-

dimensional. In this section, we recall some basic notions such as Lie-Yamaguti algebras, repre-

sentations and their cohomology theory.

Definition 2.1. ([17]) A Lie-Yamaguti algebra is a vector space g equipped with a bilinear

operation [·, ·] : ∧2g → g and a trilinear operation ~·, ·, ·� : ∧2g ⊗ g → g, such that the following
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conditions hold

[[x, y], z] + [[y, z], x] + [[z, x], y] +
�

x, y, z
�

+
�

y, z, x
�

+
�

z, x, y
�

= 0,
�

[x, y], z,w
�

+
�

[y, z], x,w
�

+
�

[z, x], y,w
�

= 0,
�

x, y, [z,w]
�

= [
�

x, y, z
�

,w] + [z,
�

x, y,w
�

],
�

x, y, ~z,w, t�
�

=
��

x, y, z
�

,w, t
�

+
�

z,
�

x, y,w
�

, t
�

+
�

z,w,
�

x, y, t
��

,

for all x, y, z,w, t ∈ g. We denote a Lie-Yamaguti algebra by (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�).

Note that a Lie-Yamaguti algebra with [x, y] = 0 for all x, y ∈ g reduces to a Lie triple system,

while a Lie-Yamaguti algebra with
�

x, y, z
�

= 0 for all x, y, z ∈ g reduces to a Lie algebra. The

following example is taken from [24].

Example 2.2. Let M be a closed manifold 1 with an affine connection, and denote by X(M) the

set of vector fields on M. For all x, y, z ∈ X(M), set

[x, y] = −T (x, y),
�

x, y, z
�

= −R(x, y)z,

where T and R are torsion tensor and curvature tensor respectively. It turns out that the triple

(X(M), [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) forms an (infinite-dimensional) Lie-Yamaguti algebra.

Definition 2.3. [28] Let (g, [·, ·]g, ~·, ·, ·�g) and (h, [·, ·]h, ~·, ·, ·�h) be two Lie-Yamaguti algebras. A

homomorphism from (g, [·, ·]g, ~·, ·, ·�g) to (h, [·, ·]h, ~·, ·, ·�h) is a linear map φ : g→ h preserving

the Lie-Yamaguti algebra structure, i.e., for all x, y, z ∈ g, the following equalities hold

φ([x, y]g) = [φ(x), φ(y)]h,

φ(
�

x, y, z
�

g) =
�

φ(x), φ(y), φ(z)
�

h .

The notion of representations of Lie-Yamaguti algebras was given in [32].

Definition 2.4. Let (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) be a Lie-Yamaguti algebra. A representation of g is a vector

space V endowed with a linear map ρ : g → gl(V) and a bilinear map µ : ⊗2g → gl(V), which

satisfies the following conditions for all x, y, z,w ∈ g,

µ([x, y], z) − µ(x, z)ρ(y) + µ(y, z)ρ(x) = 0,

µ(x, [y, z]) − ρ(y)µ(x, z) + ρ(z)µ(x, y) = 0,

ρ(
�

x, y, z
�

) = [Dρ,µ(x, y), ρ(z)],

µ(z,w)µ(x, y) − µ(y,w)µ(x, z) − µ(x,
�

y, z,w
�

) + Dρ,µ(y, z)µ(x,w) = 0,

µ(
�

x, y, z
�

,w) + µ(z,
�

x, y,w
�

) = [Dρ,µ(x, y), µ(z,w)],

where Dρ,µ is given by

Dρ,µ(x, y) = µ(y, x) − µ(x, y) + [ρ(x), ρ(y)] − ρ([x, y]), ∀x, y ∈ g.(1)

It is easy to see that Dρ,µ is skew-symmetric. We denote a representation of g by (V; ρ, µ). In the

sequel, we write Dρ,µ as D for short without confusion.

The notion of representations of Lie-Yamaguti algebras is also a natural generalization of Lie

algebras and Lie triple systems. By a direct computation, we have the following proposition.

1a smooth compact manifold without boundary
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Proposition 2.5. If (V; ρ, µ) is a representation of a Lie-Yamaguti algebra (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�). Then

we have the following equalities

D([x, y], z) + D([y, z], x) + D([z, x], y) = 0;

D(
�

x, y, z
�

,w) + D(z,
�

x, y,w
�

) = [D(x, y),D(z,w)];

µ(
�

x, y, z
�

,w) = µ(x,w)µ(z, y) − µ(y,w)µ(z, x) − µ(z,w)D(x, y),

for all x, y, z,w ∈ g.

Example 2.6. Let (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) be a Lie-Yamaguti algebra. We define linear maps ad : g →

gl(g) and R : ⊗2g → gl(g) to be x 7→ adx and (x, y) 7→ Rx,y respectively, where adxz = [x, z] and

Rx,yz =
�

z, x, y
�

for all z ∈ g. Then (ad,R) forms a representation of g on itself, where L := Dad,R

is given by

Lx,yz =
�

x, y, z
�

, ∀z ∈ g.

The representation (g; ad,R) is called the adjoint representation.

Representations of a Lie-Yamaguti algebra can be characterized by the semidirect product Lie-

Yamaguti algebras.

Proposition 2.7. ([34]) Let (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) be a Lie-Yamaguti algebra and V a vector space. Sup-

pose that ρ : g → gl(V) and µ : ⊗2g → gl(V) are linear maps. Then (V; ρ, µ) is a representation

of (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) if and only if there is a Lie-Yamaguti algebra structure ([·, ·]⋉, ~·, ·, ·�⋉) on the

direct sum g ⊕ V which is defined to be

[x + u, y + v]⋉ = [x, y] + ρ(x)v − ρ(y)u,
�

x + u, y + v, z + w
�

⋉
=

�

x, y, z
�

+ D(x, y)w + µ(y, z)u − µ(x, z)v,

for all x, y, z ∈ g, u, v,w ∈ V. This Lie-Yamaguti algebra (g ⊕ V, [·, ·]⋉, ~·, ·, ·�⋉) is called the

semidirect product Lie-Yamaguti algebra, and is denoted by g ⋉ V.

Cohomology theory on Lie-Yamaguti algebras was founded in [32]. Let (V; ρ, µ) be a represen-

tation of a Lie-Yamaguti algebra (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), and denote the set of p-cochains by C
p

LieY
(g,V) (p >

1), where

Cn+1
LieY(g,V) ,






Hom(∧2g ⊗ · · · ⊗ ∧2g
︸             ︷︷             ︸

n

,V) × Hom(∧2g ⊗ · · · ⊗ ∧2g
︸             ︷︷             ︸

n

⊗g,V), ∀n > 1,

Hom(g,V), n = 0.

The coboundary map δ : C
p

LieY
(g,V) −→ C

p+1

LieY
(g,V) is given as follows:

• If n > 1, for any ( f , g) ∈ Cn+1
LieY

(g,V), the coboundary map

δ = (δI, δII) : Cn+1
LieY(g,V)→ Cn+2

LieY(g,V),

( f , g) 7→
(

δI( f , g), δII( f , g)
)

,

is given by
(

δI( f , g)
)

(X1, · · · ,Xn+1)

= (−1)n
(

ρ(xn+1)g(X1, · · · ,Xn, yn+1) − ρ(yn+1)g(X1, · · · ,Xn, xn+1)(2)

−g(X1, · · · ,Xn, [xn+1, yn+1])
)
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+

n∑

k=1

(−1)k+1Dρ,µ(Xk) f (X1, · · · , X̂k, · · · ,Xn+1)

+
∑

16k<l6n+1

(−1)k f (X1, · · · , X̂k, · · · ,Xk ◦ Xl, · · · ,Xn+1),

(

δII( f , g)
)

(X1, · · · ,Xn+1, z)

= (−1)n
(

µ(yn+1, z)g(X1, · · · ,Xn, xn+1) − µ(xn+1, z)g(X1, · · · ,Xn, yn+1)
)

(3)

+

n+1∑

k=1

(−1)k+1Dρ,µ(Xk)g(X1, · · · , X̂k, · · · ,Xn+1, z)

+
∑

16k<l6n+1

(−1)kg(X1, · · · , X̂k, · · · ,Xk ◦ Xl, · · · ,Xn+1, z)

+

n+1∑

k=1

(−1)kg(X1, · · · , X̂k, · · · ,Xn+1,
�

xk, yk, z
�

),

where Xi = xi ∧ yi ∈ ∧
2g (i = 1, · · · , n + 1), z ∈ g, and the notation Xk ◦ Xl means that

Xk ◦ Xl :=
�

xk, yk, xl

�

∧ yl + xl ∧
�

xk, yk, yl

�

.

• If n = 0, for any element f ∈ C1
LieY

(g,V), the coboundary map

δ : C1
LieY(g,V)→ C2

LieY(g,V),

f 7→
(

δI( f ), δII( f )
)

,

is given by

(

δI( f )
)

(x, y) = ρ(x) f (y) − ρ(y) f (x) − f ([x, y]),(4)
(

δII( f )
)

(x, y, z) = Dρ,µ(x, y) f (z) + µ(y, z) f (x) − µ(x, z) f (y) − f (
�

x, y, z
�

), ∀x, y, z ∈ g.(5)

Proposition 2.8. ([32]) With the notations above, for any f ∈ C1
LieY

(g,V), we have

δI

(

δI( f )), δII( f )
)

= 0 and δII

(

δI( f )), δII( f )
)

= 0.

Moreover, for all ( f , g) ∈ C
p

LieY
(g,V) (p > 2), we have

δI

(

δI( f , g)), δII( f , g)
)

= 0 and δII

(

δI( f , g)), δII( f , g)
)

= 0.

In some literature, this conclusion is denote by δ ◦ δ = 0.

3. Cohomology and Linear deformations of LieYRep pairs

In this section, we establish the cohomology theory of LieYRep pairs, and use this type of

cohomology to classify linear deformations of LieYRep pairs.
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3.1. Cohomology of LieYRep pairs. Recall that in this paper, we use a terminology LieYRep pair

to denote a pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

, where (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) is a Lie-Yamaguti algebra, and

(V; ρ, µ) is a representation of g. We also denote a LieYRep pair by (g, ρ, µ) without ambiguity.

For the moment, let g and V be vector spaces, where elements in g are denoted by x, y, z, xi, yi

and those in V by u, v,w, ui, vi. Denote by C•(g, ρ, µ) = ⊕∞
n=0
Cn(g, ρ, µ), where C0(g, ρ, µ) is defined

to be 0, C1(g, ρ, µ) is defined to be gl(g) × gl(V), and for n > 1,

Cn+1(g, ρ, µ)

:=
(

Hom(∧2g ⊗ · · · ⊗ ∧2g
︸             ︷︷             ︸

n

, g) × Hom(∧2g ⊗ · · · ⊗ ∧2g
︸             ︷︷             ︸

n

⊗g, g)
)

⊕
(

Hom(∧2g ⊗ · · · ⊗ (g ∧ V)
︸                  ︷︷                  ︸

n

,V) × Hom(∧2g ⊗ · · · ⊗ ∧2g
︸             ︷︷             ︸

n

⊗V,V)
)

⊕
(

⊕n−1
i=1 Hom(∧2

g ⊗ · · · ⊗ (g ∧ V) ⊗ · · · ∧2
g

︸                                ︷︷                                ︸

n

,V) ×
(

⊕n
j=1 Hom(∧2

g ⊗ · · · ⊗ (g ∧ V) ⊗ · · · ∧2
g

︸                                ︷︷                                ︸

n

⊗g,V)
))

,

where g ∧ V occurring in the third term is at the i-th position.

Assume that n > 1 now, and ( f , g) ∈ Cn+1(g, ρ, µ).

(a) For a pair of given maps

( f , g) ∈ Hom(∧2g ⊗ · · · ⊗ ∧2g
︸             ︷︷             ︸

n

, g) × Hom(∧2g ⊗ · · · ⊗ ∧2g
︸             ︷︷             ︸

n

⊗g, g),

we define a pair of linear maps ( f̂ , ĝ) ∈ Cn+1
LieY

(g ⊕ V, g ⊕ V) to be

f̂
(

(x1, u1) ∧ (y1, v1), · · · , (xn, un) ∧ (yn, vn)
)

=
(

f (x1 ∧ y1, · · · , xn ∧ yn), 0
)

,

ĝ
(

(x1, u1) ∧ (y1, v1), · · · , (xn, un) ∧ (yn, vn), (xn+1, un+1)
)

=
(

g(x1 ∧ y1, · · · , xn ∧ yn, xn+1), 0
)

.

(b) For a pair of given maps

( f , g) ∈ Hom(∧2g ⊗ · · · ⊗ (g ∧ V)
︸                  ︷︷                  ︸

n

,V) × Hom(∧2g ⊗ · · · ⊗ ∧2g
︸             ︷︷             ︸

n

⊗V,V),

we define a pair of linear maps ( f̂ , ĝ) ∈ Cn+1
LieY

(g ⊕ V, g ⊕ V) to be

f̂
(

(x1, u1) ∧ (y1, v1), · · · , (xn, un) ∧ (yn, vn)
)

=
(

0, f (x1 ∧ y1, · · · , xn−1 ∧ yn−1, (xn, vn)) − f (x1 ∧ y1, · · · , xn−1 ∧ yn−1, (yn, un))
)

,

ĝ
(

(x1, u1) ∧ (y1, v1), · · · , (xn, un) ∧ (yn, vn), (z,w)
)

=
(

0, g(x1 ∧ y1, · · · , xn ∧ yn,w) − g(x1 ∧ y1, · · · , z ∧ yn, un) + g(x1 ∧ y1, · · · , z ∧ xn, vn)
)

.

(c) For a pair of given maps

( f , g) ∈ Hom(∧2g ⊗ · · · ⊗ (g ∧ V) ⊗ · · · ⊗ ∧2g
︸                                  ︷︷                                  ︸

n

,V) × Hom(∧2g ⊗ · · · ⊗ (g ∧ V) ⊗ · · · ∧2 g
︸                                ︷︷                                ︸

n

⊗g,V),

we define a pair of linear maps ( f̂ , ĝ) ∈ Cn+1
LieY

(g ⊕ V, g ⊕ V) to be

f̂
(

(x1, u1) ∧ (y1, v1), · · · , (xn, un) ∧ (yn, vn)
)

=
(

0, f (x1 ∧ y1, · · · , (xi, vi) · · · , (xn, un) ∧ (yn, vn)) − f (x1 ∧ y1, · · · , (yi, ui), · · · , (xn, un) ∧ (yn, vn))
)

,
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ĝ
(

(x1, u1) ∧ (y1, v1), · · · , (xn, un) ∧ (yn, vn), (z,w)
)

=
(

0, g(x1 ∧ y1, · · · , (xi, vi), · · · , xn ∧ yn, z) − g(x1 ∧ y1, · · · , (yi, ui), · · · , xn ∧ yn, z)
)

.

Moreover, for a given linear map f = ( f1, f2) ∈ C1(g, ρ, µ) = Hom(g, g) × Hom(V,V), we define a

linear map f̂ ∈ C1
LieY

(g ⊕ V, g ⊕ V) to be

f̂ (x, u) = ( f1(x), f2(u)), ∀(x, u) ∈ g ⊕ V.

A pair of linear maps ( f̂ , ĝ) (resp. f̂ ) defined above is called the lift of ( f , g) (resp. f ). It is

obvious that Cn(g, ρ, µ) is a subspace of Cn
LieY

(g ⊕ V, g ⊕ V) via the lift map.

Let (g, ρ, µ) be a LieYRep pair. For ( f , g) =
(

( f1, g1), ( f2, g2), ( f3, g3)
)

∈ Cn+1(g, ρ, µ) (n > 1),

write the coboundary map

∆ : Cn+1(g, ρ, µ)→ Cn+2(g, ρ, µ)

as

∆( f , g) =
((

∆( f , g)
)

1,
(

∆( f , g)
)

2,
(

∆( f , g)
)

3

)

,

where

•
(

∆( f , g)
)

1
= δLieY( f1, g1) is the coboundary map given in (2) and (3) with coefficients in

the adjoint representation.

•
(

∆( f , g)
)

2
is defined to be

(

∆I( f , g)
)

2
(X1, · · · ,Xn, (x, v))

= (−1)n
(

ρ(x)g2(X1, · · · ,Xn, v) + ρ(g1(X1, · · · ,Xn, x))v − g2(X1, · · · ,Xn, ρ(x)v)
)

+

n∑

k=1

(−1)k+1D(xk, yk) f2(X1, · · · , X̂k, · · · ,Xn, (x, v))

+
∑

16k<l6n

(−1)k f2(X1, · · · , X̂k, · · · ,Xk ◦ Xl, · · · ,Xn, (x, v))

+
∑

16k<n+1

(−1)k f2(X1, · · · , X̂k, · · · ,Xn, (
�

xk, yk, x
�

, v) + (x,D(xk, yk)v)),

(

∆II( f , g)
)

2
(X1, · · · ,Xn+1, v)

= (−1)n
(

D(g1(X1, · · · ,Xn, xn+1), yn+1)v − D(g1(X1, · · · ,Xn, yn+1), xn+1)v
)

+

n+1∑

k=1

(−1)k+1D(xk, yk)g2(X1, · · · , X̂k, · · · ,Xn+1, v)

+
∑

16k<l6n+1

(−1)kg2(X1, · · · , X̂k, · · · ,Xk ◦ Xl, · · · ,Xn+1, v)

+

n+1∑

k=1

(−1)kg2(X1, · · · , X̂k, · · · ,Xn+1,D(xk, yk)v).

•
(

∆( f , g)
)

3
is defined to be

(

∆I( f , g)
)

3
(X1, · · · , (xi, v), · · · ,Xn+1)
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= (−1)n
(

ρ(xn+1)g3(X1, · · · , (xi, v), · · · ,Xn, yn+1) − ρ(yn+1)g3(X1, · · · , (xi, v), · · · ,Xn, xn+1)

−g3(X1, · · · , (xi, v), · · · , [xn+1, yn+1]
)

+

n∑

k=1,
k,i

(−1)k+1D(xk, yk) f3(X1, · · · , X̂k, · · · , (xi, v), · · · ,Xn+1)

+
∑

k<l6n+1,
k,l,i

(−1)k f3(X1, · · · , (xi, v), · · · , X̂k, · · · ,Xk ◦ Xl, · · · ,Xn+1)

+(−1)iµ(xi, f1(X1, · · · , ˆ(xi, v), · · · ,Xn+1))v

+
∑

k>i

(−1)i f3(X1, · · · , ˆ(xi, v), · · · , (xk, µ(xi, yk)v) − (yk, µ(xi, xk)v), · · · ,Xn+1)

+
∑

k<i

(−1)k f3(X1, · · · , X̂k, · · · ,Xi−1, (
�

xk, yk, xi

�

, v) + (xi,D(xk, yk)v),Xi+1, · · · ,Xn+1),

(

∆II( f , g)
)

3
(X1, · · · , (xi, v), · · · ,Xn+1, x)

= (−1)n
(

µ(yn+1, x)g3(X1, · · · , (xi, v), · · · ,Xn+1, xn+1) − µ(xn+1, x)g3(X1, · · · , (xi, v), · · · ,Xn+1, yn+1)
)

+

n+1∑

k=1,
k,i

(−1)k+1D(xk, yk)g3(X1, · · · , (xi, v), · · · , X̂k, · · · ,Xn+1, x)

+
∑

k<l6n+1,
k,l,i

(−1)kg3(X1, · · · , (xi, v), · · · , X̂k, · · · ,Xk ◦ Xl, · · · ,Xn+1, x)

+

n+1∑

k=1

g3(X1, · · · , (xi, v), · · · , X̂k, · · · ,Xn+1,
�

xk, yk, x
�

)

+(−1)i
(

µ(xi, g1(X1, · · · , ˆ(xi, v), · · · ,Xn+1, x))v − g2(X1, · · · , ˆ(xi, v), · · · ,Xn+1, µ(xi, x)v)

+g3(X1, · · · , ˆ(xi, v), · · · , (yl, µ(xi, xl)v) − (xl, µ(xi, yl)v), · · · ,Xn+1, x)
)

.

For a pair of given maps f =
(

f1, f2

)

∈ C1(g, ρ, µ) = Hom(g, g) × Hom(V,V), the coboundary

map

∆ : C1(g, ρ, µ)→ C2(g, ρ, µ)

is written as
(

∆( f )1,∆( f )2,∆( f )3

)

, where

•
(

∆( f )
)

1
= δLieY f1 is the coboundary map given in (4) and (5) with coefficients in the

adjoint representation.

•
(

∆( f )
)

2
is given as follows

(

∆I( f )
)

2
(x, v) = ρ(x) f2(v) + ρ( f1(x))v − f2(ρ(x)v),

(

∆II( f )
)

2
(x, y, v) = D(x, y) f2(v) + D( f1(x), y)v + D(x, f1(y))v − f2(D(x, y)v).

•
(

∆( f )
)

3
is given as follows

(

∆I( f )
)

3
(x, v) = ρ(x) f2(v) + ρ( f1(x))v − f2(ρ(x)v),
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(

∆II( f )
)

3
(v, x, y) = µ(x, y) f2(v) + µ( f1(x), y)v + µ(x, f1(y))v − f2(µ(x, y)v).

Theorem 3.1. With the above notations, we have ∆ ◦ ∆ = 0. Thus we obtain a well-defined

complex (C•(g, ρ, µ),∆).

Sketch of Proof. Consider the semidirect product Lie-Yamaguti algebra (g ⋉ V, [·, ·]⋉, ~·, ·, ·�⋉),
and take its corresponding cohomology (C•

LieY
(g ⊕ V, g ⊕ V), δ) with coefficients in the adjoint

representation. It is easy to see that (C•(g, ρ, µ),∆) is a subcomplex of (C•
LieY

(g ⊕ V, g ⊕ V), δ).
Thus for any ( f , g) ∈ Cn(g, ρ, µ), we have that (∆ ◦ ∆)( f , g)1 = (∆ ◦ ∆)( f , g)2 = (∆ ◦ ∆)( f , g)3 = 0.

The conclusion thus follows. �

Definition 3.2. Let (g, ρ, µ) be a LieYRep pair. We call the cochain complex (C•(g, ρ, µ),∆) the

cohomology of the LieYRep pair (g, ρ, µ). The corresponding n-th cohomology group is denoted

by

Hn(g, ρ, µ) = Zn(g, ρ, µ)/Bn(g, ρ, µ),

whereZn(g, ρ, µ) and Bn(g, ρ, µ) are sets of n-cocycles and n-coboundaries respectively.

3.2. Linear deformations of LieYRep pairs. In this subsection, we characterize linear defor-

mations of LieYRep pairs by the cohomology theory established in the previous subsection. The

following definition is standard.

Definition 3.3. Let
(

(g, [·, ·]g, ~·, ·, ·�g), (V; ρV, µV)
)

and
(

(h, [·, ·]h, ~·, ·, ·�h), (W; ρW , µW)
)

be two

LieYRep pairs. A homomorphism from (g, ρV , µV) to (h, ρW , µW) is a pair (φ, ϕ), where φ : g→ h

is a Lie-Yamaguti algebra homomorphism and ϕ : V → W is a homomorphism of representations

from (V; ρ, µ) to (W; ̺,̟), i.e.,

ϕ
(

ρV(x)v
)

= ρW

(

φ(x)
)(

ϕ(v)
)

,(6)

ϕ
(

µV(x, y)v
)

= µW

(

φ(x), φ(y)
)(

ϕ(v)
)

, ∀x, y ∈ g, v ∈ V.(7)

By Eqs. (1), (6), and (7), we deduce that

ϕ
(

DV(x, y)v
)

= DW

(

φ(x), φ(y)
)(

ϕ(v)
)

, ∀x, y ∈ g, v ∈ V,(8)

where DV = DρV ,µV
and DW = DρW ,µW

.

Let
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

be a LieYRep pair. Let φ : ∧2g → g, ϕi : ∧2g ⊗ g → g and

̺ : g → gl(V), ̟i : ⊗2g → gl(V) (i = 1, 2) be linear maps. Consider a t-parameterized family of

bracket operations and linear maps:

[x, y]t = [x, y] + tφ(x, y),
�

x, y, z
�

t =
�

x, y, z
�

+ tϕ1(x, y, z) + t2ϕ2(x, y, z),

ρt(x) = ρ(x) + t̺(x),

µt(x, y) = µ(x, y) + t̟1(x, y) + t2̟2(x, y)

By (1), we have

Dt := Dρt ,µt
= D + tD1 + t2D2

where

D1(x, y) = ̟1(y, x) −̟1(x, y) + [ρ(x), ̺(y)] + [̺(x), ρ(y)] − ̺([x, y]),

D2(x, y) = ̟2(y, x) −̟2(x, y) + [̺(x), ̺(y)].

It is easy to see that bothD1 andD2 are skew-symmetric, and so is Dt.
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Definition 3.4. Let
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

be a LieYRep pair. With the above notations, if
(

(g, [·, ·]t, ~·, ·, ·�t), (V, ρt, µt)
)

are a family of LieYRep pairs for all t, we say that (φ, ϕi; ̺,̟i) (i =

1, 2) generates a linear deformation of the LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

.

Proposition 3.5. Let
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

be a LieYRep pair. If a collection of linear maps

(φ, ϕi; ̺,̟i) (i = 1, 2) generates a linear deformation of the LieYRep pair (g, ρ, µ), then we have

(i)
(

(φ, ϕ1), (̺,D1), (0, 0)
)

∈ C2(g, ρ, µ) is a 2-cocycle of ∆, i.e.,

∆
(

(φ, ϕ1), (̺,D1), (0, 0)
)

= 0;

(ii)
(

(g, φ, ϕ2), (V; ̺,̟2)
)

is a LieYRep pair.

Proof. The computation is straightforward, so we omit the details. �

Let
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

be a LieYRep pair, and suppose that (g, [·, ·]t, ~·, ·, ·�t ; ρt, µt) and

(g, [·, ·]′t , ~·, ·, ·�
′
t ; ρ′t , µ

′
t) are two linear deformations of

(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

. In the follow-

ing, we denote Dρt ,µt
and Dρ′t ,µ′t by Dt and D′t respectively.

Definition 3.6. (i) Two linear deformations (g, [·, ·]t, ~·, ·, ·�t ; ρt, µt) and (g, [·, ·]′t , ~·, ·, ·�
′
t ; ρ′t , µ

′
t)

of (g, ρ, µ) are called equivalent if there exists an isomorphism (Idg + tN, IdV + tS ) from

(g, [·, ·]′t , ~·, ·, ·�
′
t ; ρ′t , µ

′
t) to (g, [·, ·]t, ~·, ·, ·�t ; ρt, µt).

(ii) A linear deformation (g, [·, ·]t, ~·, ·, ·�t ; ρt, µt) is said to be trivial if it is equivalent to

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·� ; ρ, µ) itself.

Suppose that two deformations (g, [·, ·]t, ~·, ·, ·�t ; ρt, µt) and (g, [·, ·]′t , ~·, ·, ·�
′
t ; ρ′t , µ

′
t) are equiv-

alent, for (N, S ) ∈ C1(g, ρ, µ) = gl(g) × gl(V), by Definition 3.3 and Definition 3.6, we obtain

that

(Idg + tN)[x, y]′t = [(Idg + tN)x, (Idg + tN)y]t,(9)

(Idg + tN)
�

x, y, z
�′

t =
�

(Idg + tN)x, (Idg + tN)y, (Idg + tN)z
�

t ,(10)

(IdV + tS ) ◦ ρ′t(x) = ρt

(

(Idg + tN)x
)

◦ (IdV + tS ),(11)

(IdV + tS ) ◦ µ′t(x, y) = µt

(

(Idg + tN)x, (Idg + tN)y
)

◦ (IdV + tS ),(12)

(IdV + tS ) ◦ D′t(x, y) = Dt

(

(Idg + tN)x, (Idg + tN)y
)

◦ (IdV + tS ),(13)

which implies that

φ′(x, y) − φ(x, y) = [Nx, y] + [x,Ny] − N[x, y] =
(

∆I(N, S )
)

1
(x, y),

ϕ′1(x, y, z) − ϕ1(x, y, z) =
�

Nx, y, z
�

+
�

x,Ny, z
�

+
�

x, y,Nz
�

− N
�

x, y, z
�

=
(

∆II(N, S )
)

1
(x, y, z),

̺′(x)v − ̺(x)v = ρ(x)(S v) + ρ(Nx)v − S (ρ(x)v) =
(

∆I(N, S )
)

2
(x, v),

̟′1(x, y)v −̟1(x, y)v = µ(x,Ny)v + µ(Nx, y)v + µ(x, y)(S v) − S (µ(x, y)v) =
(

∆II(N, S )
)

2
(x, y, v),

D′1(x, y)v − D1(x, y)v = D(x,Ny)v + D(Nx, y)v + D(x, y)(S v) − S (D(x, y)v) =
(

∆II(N, S )
)

3
(v, x, y).

Thus, we have the following theorem.
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Theorem 3.7. If two linear deformations (g, [·, ·]t, ~·, ·, ·�t ; ρt, µt) and (g, [·, ·]′t , ~·, ·, ·�
′
t ; ρ′t , µ

′
t) of a

LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

are equivalent, which are generated by (φ, ϕi; ̺,̟i) and

(φ′, ϕ′
i
; ̺′, ̟′

i
) respectively. Then (φ+̺, ϕ1+̟1) and (φ′+̺′, ϕ′

1
+̟′

1
) are in the same cohomology

class ofH2(g, ρ, µ).

By a straightforward computation, a linear deformation (g, [·, ·]t, ~·, ·, ·�t ; ρt, µt) of a LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

is trivial if and only if the following equalities hold:






φ(x, y) = [Nx, y] + [x,Ny] − N[x, y],

Nφ(x, y) = [Nx,Ny],

ϕ1(x, y, z) =
�

Nx, y, z
�

+
�

x,Ny, z
�

+
�

x, y,Nz
�

− N
�

x, y, z
�

,

ϕ2(x, y, z) =
�

Nx,Ny, z
�

+
�

x,Ny,Nz
�

+
�

Nx, y,Nz
�

− Nϕ1(x, y, z),

Nϕ2(x, y, z) =
�

Nx,Ny,Nz
�

,

(14)






̺(x) = ρ(Nx) + ρ(x) ◦ S − S ◦ ρ(x),

ρ(Nx) ◦ S = S ◦ ̺(x),

̟1(x, y) = µ(Nx, y) + µ(x,Ny) + µ(x, y) ◦ S − S ◦ µ(x, y),

̟2(x, y) = µ(Nx, y) ◦ S + µ(x,Ny) ◦ S + µ(Nx,Ny) − S ◦̟1(x, y),

µ(Nx,Ny) ◦ S = S ◦̟2(x, y).

(15)

Definition 3.8. Let
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

be a LieYRep pair, N ∈ gl(g) and S ∈ gl(V) linear

maps on g and V respectively. If Eqs. (14)-(15) hold, then (N, S ) is called a Nijenhuis structure

on (g, ρ, µ).

Remark 3.9. Note that (14) means that N is a Nijenhuis operator on the Lie-Yamaguti alge-

bra (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), where φ := [·, ·]N and ϕ2 := ~·, ·, ·�N are deformed brackets. Besides,

([·, ·]N , ~·, ·, ·�N) is a Lie-Yamaguti algebra structure on g and thus N is a homomorphism from

Lie-Yamaguti algebra (g, [·, ·]N , ~·, ·, ·�N) to (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�). See [26] for more details of Nijen-

huis operators on Lie-Yamaguti algebras.

Note that Eqs. (15) is equivalent to the following equalities:

ρ(Nx)(S v) = S
(

ρ(x)(S v) − ρ(Nx)v
)

− S 2(ρ(x)v),(16)

µ(Nx,Ny)(S v) = S
(

µ(Nx, y)(S v) + µ(x,Ny)(S v) + µ(Nx,Ny)v
)

(17)

−S 2
(

µ(Nx, y)v + µ(x,Ny)v + µ(x, y)(S v)
)

+ S 3
(

µ(x, y)v
)

.

Lemma 3.10. Let (N, S ) be a Nijenhuis structure on a LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

.

Then we have

D(Nx,Ny)(S v) = S
(

D(Nx, y)(S v) + D(x,Ny)(S v) + D(Nx,Ny)v
)

(18)

−S 2
(

D(Nx, y)v + D(x,Ny)v + D(x, y)(S v)
)

+ S 3
(

D(x, y)v
)

.

Proof. The proof only involves computation, so we omit the details. �

Example 3.11. Let N be a Nijenhuis operator on a Lie-Yamaguti algebra (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�). Then

the pair (N,N) is a Nijenhuis structure on the LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (g; ad,R)
)

.
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Obviously, a trivial deformation of a LieYRep pair gives rise to a Nijenhuis structure. Further-

more, the converse is also valid. First, we need a lemma.

Lemma 3.12. Let
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

be a LieYRep pair, and h and W vector spaces,

where h is endowed with a pair of two operations ([·, ·]′, ~·, ·, ·�′) and W is endowed with two

linear maps ̺ : W → gl(h), ̟ : ⊗2W → gl(h). If there exist two isomorphisms between vector

spaces f : h→ g and g : W → V, such that

f ([x, y]′) = [ f (x), f (y)],

f (
�

x, y, z
�′

) =
�

f (x), f (y), f (z)
�

,

g(̺(x)w) = ρ( f (x))(g(w)),

g(̟(x, y)w) = µ( f (x), f (y))(g(w)), ∀x, y, z ∈ h,w ∈ W.

then
(

(h, [·, ·]′, ~·, ·, ·�′), (W; ̺,̟)
)

is a LieYRep pair

Proof. It is a direct computation, so we omit the details. �

Theorem 3.13. Let (N, S ) be a Nijenhuis structure on a LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

.

Then a linear deformation can be obtained by setting for any x, y, z ∈ g





φ(x, y) = [Nx, y] + [x,Ny] − N[x, y],

ϕ1(x, y, z) =
�

Nx, y, z
�

+
�

x,Ny, z
�

+
�

x, y,Nz
�

− N
�

x, y, z
�

,

ϕ2(x, y, z) =
�

Nx,Ny, z
�

+
�

x,Ny,Nz
�

+
�

Nx, y,Nz
�

− Nϕ1(x, y, z),

̺(x) = ρ(Nx) + ρ(x) ◦ S − S ◦ ρ(x),

̟1(x, y) = µ(Nx, y) + µ(x,Ny) + µ(x, y) ◦ S − S ◦ µ(x, y),

̟2(x, y) = µ(Nx, y) ◦ S + µ(x,Ny) ◦ S + µ(Nx,Ny) − S ◦̟1(x, y).

(19)

Moreover, this deformation is trivial.

Proof. Let (N, S ) be a Nijenhuis structure on a LieYRep pair (g, ρ, µ). Therefore, for any t, there

holds that

(Idg + tN)[x, y]t = [(Idg + tN)x, (Idg + tN)y],

(Idg + tN)
�

x, y, z
�

t =
�

(Idg + tN)x, (Idg + tN)y, (Idg + tN)z
�

,

(IdV + tS ) ◦ ρt(x) = ρ
(

(Idg + tN)x
)

◦ (IdV + tS ),

(IdV + tS ) ◦ µt(x, y) = µ
(

(Idg + tN)x, (Idg + tN)y
)

◦ (IdV + tS ), ∀x, y, z ∈ g.

Then for t sufficiently small, Idg + tN and IdV + tS are isomorphisms between vector spaces. By

Lemma 3.12, we have that
(

(g, [·, ·]t, ~·, ·, ·�t), (V, ρt, µt)
)

is a LieYRep pair, which means that the

linear maps (φ, ϕi; ̺,̟i) (i = 1, 2) given by Eqs. (19) generate a linear deformation. It is obvious

that this deformation is trivial. This completes the proof. �

The following proposition demonstrates that a Nijenhuis structure gives rise to a Nijenhuis

operator on the semidirect product Lie-Yamaguti algebra.

Proposition 3.14. Let (N, S ) be a Nijenhuis structure on a LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

.

Then N + S is a Nijenhuis operator on the semidirect product Lie-Yamaguti algebra g ⋉ V.
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Proof. Let (N, S ) be a Nijenhuis structure on a LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

. Then

we have

[(N + S )(x + u), (N + S )(y + v)]⋉ − (N + S )
(

[(N + S )(x + u), y + v]⋉ + [x + u, (N + S )(y + v)]⋉
)

+(N + S )2[x + u, y + v]⋉

=
(

[Nx,Ny] + ρ(Nx)(S v) − ρ(Ny)(S u)
)

− (N + S )
(

[Nx, y] + ρ(Nx)v − ρ(y)(S u)

+[x,Ny] + ρ(x)(S v) − ρ(Ny)u
)

+ (N2 + S 2)
(

[x, y] + ρ(x)v − ρ(y)u
)

=
(

[Nx,Ny] − N
(

[Nx, y] + [x,Ny] − N[x, y]
))

+
(

ρ(Nx)(S v) − S
(

ρ(Nx)v − ρ(x)(S v) + S (ρ(x)v)
))

−
(

ρ(Ny)(S u) − S
(

ρ(Ny)u − ρ(y)(S u) + S (ρ(y)u)
))

= 0.

Moreover, we also have
�

(N + S )(x + u), (N + S )(y + v), (N + S )(z + w)
�

⋉

=
�

Nx,Ny,Nz
�

+ D(Nx,Ny)(S w) + µ(Ny,Nz)(S u) − µ(Nx,Nz)(S v),

and

(N + S )
(

�

(N + S )(x + u), (N + S )(y + v), z + w
�

⋉
+

�

x + u, (N + S )(y + v), (N + S )(z + w)
�

⋉

+
�

(N + S )(x + u), y + v, (N + S )(z + w)
�

⋉

)

−(N + S )2
(

�

(N + S )(x + u), y + v, z + w
�

⋉
+

�

x + u, (N + S )(y + v), z + w
�

⋉

+
�

x + u, y + v, (N + S )(z + w)
�

⋉

)

+ (N + S )3 �

x + u, y + v, z + w
�

⋉

= (N + S )
(

�

Nx,Ny, z
�

+ D(Nx,Ny)w + µ(Ny, z)(S u) − µ(Nx, z)(S v)

+
�

Nx, y,Nz
�

+ D(Nx, y)(S w) + µ(y,Nz)(S u) − µ(Nx,Nz)v

+
�

x,Ny,Nz
�

+ D(x,Ny)(S w) + µ(Ny,Nz)u − µ(x,Nz)(S v)
)

−(N2 + S 2)
(

�

Nx, y, z
�

+ D(Nx, y)w + µ(y, z)(S u) − µ(Nx, z)v

+
�

x,Ny, z
�

+ D(x,Ny)w + µ(Ny, z)u − µ(x, z)(S v)

+
�

x, y,Nz
�

+ D(x, y)(S w) + µ(y,Nz)u − µ(x,Nz)v
)

+(N3 + S 3)
(

�

x, y, z
�

+ D(x, y)w + µ(y, z)u − µ(x, z)v
)

= N
(

�

Nx,Ny, z
�

+
�

Nx, y,Nz
�

+
�

x,Ny,Nz
�

)

−N2
(

�

Nx, y, z
�

+
�

x,Ny, z
�

+
�

x, y,Nz
�

)

+ N3 �

x, y, z
�

+S
(

D(Nx,Ny)w + D(Nx, y)(S w) + D(x,Ny)(S w)
)

−S 2
(

D(Nx, y)w + D(x,Ny)w + D(x, y)(S w)
)

+ S 3(D(x, y)w)

+S
(

µ(Ny, z)(S u) + µ(y,Nz)(S u) + µ(Ny,Nz)u
)

−S 2
(

µ(y, z)(S u) + µ(Ny, z)u + µ(y,Nz)u
)

+ S 3(µ(y, z)u)

−S
(

µ(Nx, z)(S v) + µ(Nx,Nz)v + µ(x,Nz)(S v)
)
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+S 2
(

µ(Nx, z)v + µ(x, z)(S v) + µ(x,Nz)v
)

− S 3(µ(x, z)v),

which implies that
�

(N + S )(x + u), (N + S )(y + v), (N + S )(z + w)
�

⋉

= (N + S )
(

�

(N + S )(x + u), (N + S )(y + v), z + w
�

⋉
+

�

x + u, (N + S )(y + v), (N + S )(z + w)
�

⋉

+
�

(N + S )(x + u), y + v, (N + S )(z + w)
�

⋉

)

−(N + S )2
(

�

(N + S )(x + u), y + v, z + w
�

⋉
+

�

x + u, (N + S )(y + v), z + w
�

⋉

+
�

x + u, y + v, (N + S )(z + w)
�

⋉

)

+ (N + S )3 �

x + u, y + v, z + w
�

⋉
.

This completes the proof. �

We introduce two linear maps ρ̂ : g→ gl(V) and µ̂ : ⊗2g→ gl(V) by

ρ̂(x) = ρ(Nx) + ρ(x) ◦ S − S ◦ ρ(x),(20)

µ̂(x, y) = µ(Nx, y) ◦ S + µ(x,Ny) ◦ S + µ(Nx,Ny)(21)

−S
(

µ(Nx, y) + µ(x,Ny) + µ(x, y) ◦ S
)

+ S 2 ◦ µ(x, y),

Lemma 3.15. With the above notations, we have

D̂(x, y) := Dρ̂,µ̂ = D(Nx, y) ◦ S + D(x,Ny) ◦ S + D(Nx,Ny)(22)

−S
(

D(Nx, y) + D(x,Ny) + D(x, y) ◦ S
)

+ S 2 ◦ D(x, y).

Proof. The proof also involves computation. �

Proposition 3.16. Let (N, S ) be a Nijenhuis structure on a LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

.

Then
(

(g, [·, ·]N , ~·, ·, ·�N), (V; ρ̂, µ̂)
)

is a LieYRep pair, where (g, [·, ·]N , ~·, ·, ·�N) is the deformed

Lie-Yamaguti algebra. Thus (N, S ) is a homomorphism from LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·]N, ~·, ·, ·�N),

(V; ρ̂, µ̂)
)

to
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

.

Proof. It was proved in [26] that (g, [·, ·]N , ~·, ·, ·�N) is a Lie-Yamaguti algebra. What is left is to

prove that (V; ρ̂, µ̂) is a representation on (g, [·, ·]N , ~·, ·, ·�N). Indeed, by Proposition 4.10, we have

[x + u, y + v]N+S = [(N + S )(x + u), y + v]⋉ + [x + u, (N + S )(y + v)]⋉ − (N + S )[x + u, y + v]⋉

= [Nx, y] + [x,Ny] − N[x, y]

+
(

ρ(Nx)v + ρ(x)(S v) − S (ρ(x)v)
)

−
(

ρ(Ny)u + ρ(y)(S u) − S (ρ(y)u)
)

= [x, y]N + ρ̂(x)v − ρ̂(y)u,

and by Lemma 3.15, we also have that
�

x + u, y + v, z + w
�

N+S

=
�

(N + S )(x + u), (N + S )(y + v), z + w
�

⋉
+

�

x + u, (N + S )(y + v), (N + S )(z + w)
�

⋉

+
�

(N + S )(x + u), y + v, (N + S )(z + w)
�

⋉

−(N + S )
(

�

(N + S )(x + u), y + v, z + w
�

⋉
+

�

x + u, (N + S )(y + v), z + w
�

⋉

+
�

x + u, y + v, (N + S )(z + w)
�

⋉

)

+ (N + S )2 �

x + u, y + v, z + w
�

⋉

=
(

�

Nx,Ny, z
�

+
�

Nx, y,Nz
�

+
�

x,Ny,Nz
�
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−N
( �

Nx, y, z
�

+
�

x,Ny, z
�

+
�

x, y,Nz
� )

+ N2 �

x, y, z
�

)

+
(

D(Nx,Ny)w + D(Nx, y)(S w) + D(x,Ny)(S w)

−S
(

D(Nx, y)w + D(x,Ny)w + D(x, y)(S w)
)

+ S 2(D(x, y)w)
)

+
(

µ(Ny, z)(S u) + µ(y,Nz)(S u) + µ(Ny,Nz)u

−S
(

µ(y, z)(S u) + µ(Ny, z)u + µ(y,Nz)u
)

+ S 2(µ(y, z)u)
)

−
(

µ(Nx, z)(S v) + µ(Nx,Nz)v + µ(x,Nz)(S v)

+S
(

µ(Nx, z)v + µ(x, z)(S v) + µ(x,Nz)v
)

− S 3(µ(x, z)v)
)

=
�

x, y, z
�

N + D̂(x, y)w + µ̂(y, z)u − µ̂(x, z)v,

which implies that (V; ρ̂, µ̂) is a representation on (g, [·, ·]N , ~·, ·, ·�N). �

4. Relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structures and compatible relative Rota-Baxter operators

4.1. Relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structures on LieYRep pairs. In this subsection, we in-

troduce the notion of relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structures and discuss several properties of

relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structures. First, let us recall some notions in [27] about relative

Rota-Baxter operators on Lie-Yamaguti algebras.

Definition 4.1. ([27]) Let (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) be a Lie-Yamaguti algebra with a representation (V; ρ, µ)
and T : V → g a linear map. If T satisfies

[Tu, Tv] = T
(

ρ(Tu)v − ρ(Tv)u
)

,

~Tu, Tv, Tw� = T
(

D(Tu, Tv)w + µ(Tv, Tw)u − µ(Tu, Tw)v
)

, ∀u, v,w ∈ V,

then we call T a relative Rota-Baxter operator on g with respect to the representation (V; ρ, µ).

Lemma 4.2. ([27]) Let T be a relative Rota-Baxter operator on a Lie-Yamaguti algebra (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�)
with respect to (V; ρ, µ). Then (V, [·, ·]T , ~·, ·, ·�T ) is a Lie-Yamaguti algebra, where

[u, v]T = ρ(Tu)v − ρ(Tv)u,(23)

~u, v,w�T = Dρ,µ(Tu, Tv)w + µ(Tv, Tw)u − µ(Tu, Tw)v, ∀u, v,w ∈ V.(24)

Thus T is a Lie-Yamaguti algebra homomorphism from (V, [·, ·]T , ~·, ·, ·�T ) to (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�). Fur-

thermore, (V, [·, ·]T , ~·, ·, ·�T ) is the sub-adjacent Lie-Yamaguti algebra of the pre-Lie-Yamaguti

algebra (V, ∗T , {·, ·, ·}T) defined by

u ∗T v = ρ(Tu)v, {u, v,w}T = µ(Tv, Tw)u, ∀u, v,w ∈ V.(25)

With the above notations, let S ∈ gl(V) be a linear map on V , then the deformed bracket

([·, ·]T
S , ~·, ·, ·�

T
S ) of the sub-adjacent Lie-Yamaguti algebra (V, [·, ·]T , ~·, ·, ·�T ) is given as follows:

[u, v]T
S = [S u, v]T + [u, S v]T − S [u, v]T ,

~u, v,w�T
S = ~S u, S v,w�T + ~S u, v, S w�T + ~u, S v, S w�T

)

−S
(

~S u, v,w�T + ~u, S v,w�T + ~u, v, S w�T
)

+ S 2 ~u, v,w�T , ∀u, v,w ∈ V.
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Moreover, define a pair of brackets ([·, ·]T
ρ̂ , ~·, ·, ·�

T
µ̂ ) to be

[u, v]T
ρ̂ = ρ̂(Tu)v − ρ̂(Tv)u,

~u, v,w�T
µ̂ = D̂(Tu, Tv)w + µ̂(Tv, Tw)u − µ̂(Tu, Tw)v,

respectively, where ρ̂, µ̂ and D̂ are given by (20)-(22). Note that in general ([·, ·]T
S
, ~·, ·, ·�T

S ), and

([·, ·]T
ρ̂ , ~·, ·, ·�

T
µ̂ ) are not necessarily Lie-Yamaguti algebra structures.

Definition 4.3. Let (N, S ) be a Nijenhuis structure on a LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

and let T : V −→ g be a relative Rota-Baxter operator on (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) with respect to (V; ρ, µ).
If for all u, v,w ∈ V , the following conditions are satisfied:

N ◦ T = T ◦ S ,(26)

[u, v]T
S = [u, v]N◦T ,(27)

~u, v,w�T
S = ~u, v,w�N◦T .(28)

Then we call the triple (T, S ,N) a relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure on the LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

.

Lemma 4.4. Let (T, S ,N) be a relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure on a LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

. Then we have

[u, v]T
S = [u, v]T

ρ̂ ,

~u, v,w�T
S = ~u, v,w�T

µ̂ .

Proof. It follows from (26) and a direct computation. �

Thus if (T, S ,N) is a relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure on a LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�),

(V; ρ, µ)
)

, then the brackets ([·, ·]T
S , ~·, ·, ·�

T
S ) and ([·, ·]T

ρ̂ , ~·, ·, ·�
T
µ̂ ) are equal. Moreover, we have the

following conclusion.

Theorem 4.5. Let (T, S ,N) be a relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure on a LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

. Then S is a Nijenhuis operator on the sub-adjacent Lie-Yamaguti

algebra (V, [·, ·]T , ~·, ·, ·�T ). Thus the brackets ([·, ·]T
S , ~·, ·, ·�

T
S ) and ([·, ·]T

ρ̂ , ~·, ·, ·�
T
µ̂ ) are the Lie-

Yamaguti algebra structures on V.

Proof. Since (T, S ,N) is a relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure, then we have

[S u, S v]T (23)
= ρ(TS u)(S v) − ρ(TS v)(S u)

(26),(16)
= S

(

ρ(TS u)v + ρ(Tu)(S v)
)

− S 2
(

ρ(Tu)v
)

−S
(

ρ(TS v)u + ρ(Tv)(S u)
)

+ S 2
(

ρ(Tv)u
)

(23)
= S

(

[S u, v]T + [u, S v]T
)

− S 2[u, v]T ,

and

~S u, S v, S w�T

(24)
= D(TS u, TS v)(S w) + µ(TS v, TS w)(S u) − µ(TS u, TS w)(S v)

(26),(17),(18)
= S

(

D(TS u, Tv)(S w) + D(Tu, TS v)(S w) + D(TS u, TS v)w
)
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−S 2
(

D(TS u, Tv)w + D(Tu, TS v)w + D(Tu, Tv)(S w)
)

+ S 3(D(Tu, Tv)w)

+S
(

µ(TS v, Tw)(S u) + µ(Tv, TS w)(S u) + µ(TS v, TS w)u
)

−S 2
(

µ(TS v, Tw)u + µ(Tv, TS w)u + µ(Tv, Tw)(S u)
)

+ S 3(µ(Tv, Tw)u)

−S
(

µ(TS u, Tw)(S v) + µ(Tu, TS w)(S v) + µ(TS u, TS w)v
)

+S 2
(

µ(TS u, Tw)v + µ(Tu, TS w)v + µ(Tu, Tw)(S v)
)

− S 3(µ(Tu, Tw)v)

(24)
= S

(

~S u, S v,w�T + ~S u, v, S w�T + ~u, S v, S w�T
)

−S 2
(

~S u, v,w�T + ~u, S v,w�T + ~S u, v, S w�T
)

+ S 3 ~u, v,w�T .

Thus, S is a Nijenhuis operator on the Lie-Yamaguti algebra (V, [·, ·]T , ~·, ·, ·�T ). �

Theorem 4.6. Let (T, S ,N) be a relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure on a LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

. Then we have

(i) T is a relative Rota-Baxter operator on the deformed Lie-Yamaguti algebra (g, [·, ·]N , ~·, ·, ·�N)

with respect to a representation (V; ρ̂, µ̂);
(ii) N ◦T is a relative Rota-Baxter operator on the Lie-Yamaguti algebra (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) with

respect to a representation (V; ρ, µ).

Proof. Since T is a relative Rota-Baxter operator on the Lie-Yamaguti algebra (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�)
with respect to a representation (V; ρ, µ) and N ◦ T = T ◦ S , we have

T [u, v]T
ρ̂ = T [u, v]T

S = T
(

[S u, v]T + [u, S v]T − S [u, v]T
)

= [TS u, Tv] + [Tu, TS v] − T ◦ S [u, v]T

= [NTu, Tv] + [Tu,NTv] − N ◦ T [u, v]T

= [NTu, Tv] + [Tu,NTv] − N[Tu, Tv]

= [Tu, Tv]N ,

and

T ~u, v,w�T
µ̂ = T ~u, v,w�T

S

= T
(

~S u, S v,w�T + ~S u, v, S w�T + ~u, S v, S w�T

−S ~S u, v,w�T − S ~u, S v,w�T − S ~u, v, S w�T + S 2 ~u, v,w�T
)

= ~TS u, TS v,w� + ~TS u, Tv, TS w� + ~Tu, TS v, TS w�

−T ◦ S ~S u, TS v,w�T − T ◦ S ~S u, S v,w� − T ◦ S ~u, v, S w�T + T ◦ S 2
~u, v,w�T

= ~NTu,NTv,w� + ~NTu, Tv,NTw� + ~Tu,NTv,NTw�

−N
(

~NTu, Tv, Tw�T + ~NTu, Tv,NTw� + ~Tu, Tv,NTw�T
)

+ N2 ~Tu, Tv, Tw�

= ~Tu, Tv, Tw�N .

This proves (i). By (27) and (28), we have that

N ◦ T [u, v]N◦T = N ◦ T [u, v]T
S = N[Tu, Tv]N = [NTu,NTv],

and

N ◦ T ~u, v,w�N◦T = N ◦ T ~u, v,w�T
S = N ~Tu, Tv, Tw�N = ~NTu,NTv,NT.w�
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This proves (ii). �

4.2. Compatible relative Rota-Baxter operators on Lie-Yamaguti algebras. In this subsec-

tion, we introduce the notion of compatible relative Rota-Baxter operators on Lie-Yamaguti al-

gebra, and we show that a relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure gives rise to a pair of relative

Rota-Baxter operators on Lie-Yamaguti algebras under a certain condition.

Definition 4.7. Let T1, T2 : V → g be two relative Rota-Baxter operators on a Lie-Yamaguti

algebra (g, [·, ·] ~·, ·, ·�) with respect to a representation (V; ρ, µ). If for all k1 and k2, k1T1 + k2T2

is still a relative Rota-Baxter operator on g, then we say that T1 and T2 are compatible.

By a direct computation, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 4.8. Let T1, T2 : V → g be two relative Rota-Baxter operators on a Lie-Yamaguti

algebra (g, [·, ·] ~·, ·, ·�). Then T1 and T2 are compatible if and only if the following equations are

satisfied:

[Tiu, T jv] + [T ju, Tiv]

= Ti

(

ρ(T ju)v − ρ(T jv)u
)

+ T j

(

ρ(Tiu)v − ρ(Tiv)u
)

,
�

Tiu, Tiv, T jw
�

+
�

Tiu, T jv, Tiw
�

+
�

T ju, Tiv, Tiw
�

= Ti

(

D(Tiu, T jv)w + µ(Tiv, T jw)u − µ(Tiu, T jw)v

+D(T ju, Tiv)w + µ(T jv, Tiw)u − µ(T ju, Tiw)v
)

+T j

(

D(Tiu, Tiv)w + µ(Tiv, Tiw)u − µ(Tiu, Tiw)v
)

, (i, j = 1, 2).

The following proposition shows that a pair of compatible relative Rota-Baxter operators with

an invertible condition yields a Nijenhuis operator.

Proposition 4.9. Let T1, T2 : V → g be two compatible relative Rota-Baxter operators on a

Lie-Yamaguti algebra (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) with respect to a representation (V; ρ, µ). If T2 is invertible,

then N = T1 ◦ T−1
2

is a Nijenhuis operator on the Lie-Yamaguti algebra (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�).

Proof. Since T2 is invertible, for all x, y, z ∈ g, there exist u, v,w ∈ V , such that x = T2u, y =
T2v, z = T2w. Thus it is sufficient to show that

[NT2u,NT2v] = N
(

[NT2u, T2v] + [T2u,NT2v]
)

− N2[T2u, T2v],(29)

~NT2u,NT2v,NT2w� = N
(

~NT2u,NT2v, T2w� + ~NT2u, T2v,NT2w� + ~T2u,NT2v,NT2w�
)

(30)

−N2
(

~NT2u, T2v, T2w� + ~T2u,NT2v, T2w� + ~T2u, T2v,NT2w�
)

+N3 ~T2u, T2v, T2w� .

Since T1 = N ◦ T2 is a relative Rota-Baxter operator, the left hand side of Eqs. (29) and (30) are

NT2

(

ρ(NT2u)v − ρ(NT2v)u
)

and

NT2

(

D(NT2u,NT2v)w + µ(NT2v,NT2w)u − µ(NT2u,NT2w)v
)

respectively. Since T1 = N ◦ T2 and T2 are compatible, by Proposition 4.8, we have

[NT2u, T2v] + [T2u,NT2v]

= T2

(

ρ(NT2u)v − ρ(NT2v)u
)

+ NT2

(

ρ(T2u)v − ρ(T2v)u
)

(31)
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= T2

(

ρ(NT2u)v − ρ(NT2v)u
)

+ N[T2u, T2v].

The action of N on both sides of (31) yields Eq (29). On the other hand, as for (30) we have

~NT2u,NT2v, T2w� + ~T2u,NT2v,NT2w� + ~NT2u, T2v,NT2w�

= T2

(

D(NT2u,NT2v)w + µ(NT2v,NT2w)u − µ(NT2u,NT2w)v
)

+NT2

(

D(NT2u, T2v)w + µ(NT2v, T2w)u − µ(NT2u, T2w)v

+D(T2u,NT2v)w + µ(T2v,NT2w)u − µ(T2u,NT2w)v
)

,

and

~NT2u, T2v, T2w� + ~T2u,NT2v, T2w� + ~T2u, T2v,NT2w�

= NT2

(

D(T2u, T2v)w + µ(T2v, T2w)u − µ(T2u, T2w)v
)

+T2

(

D(NT2u, T2v)w + µ(NT2v, T2w)u − µ(NT2u, T2w)v

+D(T2u,NT2v)w + µ(T2v,NT2w)u − µ(T2u,NT2w)v
)

.

Thus the right hand side of Eq (30) is

NT2

(

D(NT2u,NT2v)w + µ(NT2v,NT2w)u − µ(NT2u,NT2w)v
)

,

which is exactly the left hand side of (30). This finishes the proof. �

Given a relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure (T, S ,N), by Theorem 4.6, T ◦ S = N ◦ T is a

relative Rota-Baxter operator. However, in general, T and T ◦S are not compatible spontaneously.

Indeed, we can show that they are compatible under a certain condition.

Proposition 4.10. Let (T, S ,N) be a relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure on a LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

satisfying

(32) D(Tu, Tv)(S w) + µ(Tv, Tw)(S u) − µ(Tu, Tw)(S v) = S
(
~u, v,w�T )

, ∀u, v,w ∈ g.

Then T and T ◦ S are compatible relative Rota-Baxter operators.

Proof. Since T is a relative Rota-Baxter operator, we have

[TS u, Tv] + [Tu, TS v]

= T
(

ρ(TS u)v − ρ(Tv)(S u) + ρ(Tu)(S v) − ρ(TS v)u
)

(27)
= T

(

ρ(TS u)v − ρ(TS v)u
)

+ TS
(

ρ(Tu)v − ρ(Tv)u
)

.

Moreover, Eqs. (28) and (32) imply that

D(TS u, Tv)(S w) + µ(TS v, Tw)(S u) − µ(TS u, Tw)(S v)

+D(Tu, TS v)(S w) + µ(Tv, TS w)(S u) − µ(Tu, TS w)(S v)

= S
(

D(TS u, Tv)w + µ(TS v, Tw)u − µ(TS u, Tw)v(33)

+D(Tu, TS v)w + µ(Tv, TS w)u − µ(Tu, TS w)v
)

.

By the fact that T is a relative Rota-Baxter operator again, we have

~TS u, TS v, Tw� + ~TS u, Tv, TS w� + ~Tu, TS v, TS w�

= T
(

D(TS u, TS v)w + µ(TS v, Tw)(S u) − µ(TS u, Tw)(S v)
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+D(TS u, Tv)(S w) + µ(Tv, TS w)(S u) − µ(TS u, TS w)v

+D(Tu, TS v)(S w) + µ(TS v, TS w)u − µ(Tu, TS w)(S v)
)

(33)
= T

(

D(TS u, TS v)w + µ(TS v, TS w)u − µ(TS u, TS w)v
)

+T ◦ S
(

D(TS u, Tv)w + µ(TS v, Tw)u − µ(TS u, Tw)v

+D(Tu, TS v)w + µ(Tv, TS w)u − µ(Tu, TS w)v
)

.

Similarly, we deduce from (32) that

~Tu, TS v, Tw� + ~Tu, Tv, TS w� + ~TS u, Tv, Tw�

= T ◦ S
(

D(Tu, Tv)w + µ(Tv, Tw)u − µ(Tu, Tw)v
)

+T
(

ρ(TS u, Tv)w + µ(TS v, Tw)u − µ(TS u, Tw)v + D(Tu, TS v)w

+µ(Tv, TS w)u − µ(Tu, TS w)v
)

.

By Proposition 4.8, the conclusion thus follows. �

Remark 4.11. In the context of Lie algebras or associative algebras, for any k ∈ N, Tk = Nk ◦ T

are relative Rota-Baxter operators and what is more, Tk and Tl are compatible. However, this

property fails in the context of 3-Lie algebras ([35]) and Lie-Yamaguti algebras, which leads to a

different content of the relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structures on ternary case.

5. r-matrix-Nijenhuis structures and Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structures

In this section, we introduce the notions of r-matrix-Nijenhuis structures and Rota-Baxter-

Nijenhuis structures on Lie-Yamaguti algebras and investigate the relationship between them. If

(V; ρ, µ) is a representation of a Lie-Yamaguti algebra (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), then the dual representa-

tion of (V; ρ, µ) is given by
(

V∗; ρ∗,−µ∗τ
)

,

where ρ∗, µ∗ are dual to −ρ, −µ respectively, and τ : ⊗2g→ ⊗2g is the switching map, i.e.,

τ(x ⊗ y) = y ⊗ x, ∀x ⊗ y ∈ ⊗2g.

See [27] for ore details about dual representation of Lie-Yamaguti algebras.

Example 5.1. ([27]) Let (g; ad,R) be the adjoint representation of a Lie-Yamaguti algebra g given

in Example 2.6, then (g∗; ad∗,−R∗τ) is the dual representation of (g; ad,R), which is called the

coadjoint representation.

First, we introduce the notions of dual Nijenhuis structures and relative Rota-Baxter-dual-

Nijenhuis structures on Lie-Yamaguti algebras.

Definition 5.2. Let
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

be a LieYRep pair, N ∈ gl(g), S ∈ gl(V), and

T : V −→ g a relative Rota-Baxter operator on g with respect to (V; ρ, µ).

(i) A pair (N, S ) is called a dual Nijenhuis structure if (N, S ∗) is a Nijenhuis structure on

the LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V∗; ρ∗,−µ∗τ)
)

.

(ii) If moreover, T and dual Nijenhuis structure (N, S ) satifies Eqs. (26)-(28), the triple

(T, S ,N) is called a relative Rota-Baxter-dual-Nijenhuis structure on LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (V; ρ, µ)
)

.
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Note that a pair (N, S ) is a dual Nijenhuis structure is equivalent to that N is a Nijenhuis

operator on (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) and for all x, y ∈ g, v ∈ V , the following conditions are satisfied:

ρ(Nx)(S v) = S
(

ρ(Nx)v − ρ(x)(S v)
)

+ ρ(x)S 2v,

µ(Nx,Ny)(S v) = S
(

µ(Nx,Ny)v − µ(Nx, y)(S v) − µ(x,Ny)(S v) + µ(x, y)(S 2v)
)

+µ(Nx, y)(S 2v) + µ(x,Ny)(S 2v) − µ(x, y)(S 3v).

Example 5.3. Let N be a Nijenhuis operator on a Lie-Yamaguti algebra (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�). Then the

pair (N,N∗) is a dual Nijenhuis structure on the LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (g∗; ad∗,−R∗τ)
)

.

Remark 5.4. Note that in the context of Lie algebras or associative algebras, a relative Rota-

Baxter-Nijenhuis structure (T,N, S ) is also a relative Rota-Baxter-dual-Nijenhuis structure under

the condition that T is invertible. However, this property fails in the the context of 3-Lie algebras

or Lie-Yamaguti algebras even though T is invertible. This is another different contents of ternary

operations.

The notion of the classical Lie-Yamaguti r-matrices was introduced in [37], and we call it an r-

matrix in the sequel. Moreover, we proved that a skew-symmetric 2-tensor π ∈ ∧2g is an r-matrix

if and only if the induced map π♯ : g∗ −→ g is a relative Rota-Baxter operator with respect to the

coadjoint representation, where π♯ is defined to be
〈

π♯(α), β
〉

= π(α, β), ∀α, β ∈ g∗.(34)

In the following, we introduce the notion of r-matrix-Nijenhuis structures on Lie-Yamaguti

algebras.

Definition 5.5. Let (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) be a Lie-Yamaguti algebra, π ∈ ∧2g an r-matrix, and N :

g −→ g a Nijenhuis operator on g. A pair (π,N) is called an r-matrix-Nijenhuis structure on g

if for all α, β, γ ∈ g∗, they satisfy

N ◦ π♯ = π♯ ◦ N∗,(35)

[α, β]N◦π♯ = [α, β]π
♯

N∗ ,(36)
�

α, β, γ
�N◦π♯

=
�

α, β, γ
�π♯

N∗ ,(37)

where π♯ is given by (34).

Remark 5.6. It is easy to see that an r-matrix-Nijenhuis structure (π,N) on g is a special relative

Rota-Baxter-dual-Nijenhuis structure on the LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (g∗, ad∗,−R∗τ)
)

:
(

T = π♯, S = N∗,N
)

.

Similar to the case of r-matrix-Nijenhuis structures, we give the notion of Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis

structures as follows.

Definition 5.7. Let (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) be a Lie-Yamaguti algebra. Suppose that R : g → g is a

Rota-Baxter operator and N : g→ g is a Nijenhuis operator on g. A pair (R,N) is a Rota-Baxter-

Nijenhuis structure on g if for all x, y, z ∈ g, they satisfy

N ◦ R = R ◦ N,(38)

[x, y]N◦R = [x, y]R
N ,(39)

�

x, y, z
�N◦R

=
�

x, y, z
�R

N ,(40)
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Remark 5.8. It is not hard to see that a Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure (R,N) on g is a special

relative Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure on the LieYRep pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), (g; ad,R)
)

:
(

T = R, S = N,N
)

.

Definition 5.9. ([16]) A quadratic Lie-Yamaguti algebra is a pair
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), B
)

, where

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) is a Lie-Yamaguti algebra, and B ∈ ⊗2g∗ is a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear

form satisfying the following invariant conditions

B([x, y], z) = −B(y, [x, z]),

B(
�

x, y, z
�

,w) = B(x,
�

w, z, y
�

), ∀x, y, z ∈ g.

Then B induces a bijection B♯ : g∗ → g defined by

B(x, y) = 〈(B♯)−1(x), y〉, ∀x, y ∈ g.

In [27], by the invariance of B, it is proved that

B♯
(

ad∗xα
)

= adx

(

B♯(α)
)

,(41)

−B♯
(

R∗(y, x)α
)

= R(x, y)
(

B♯(α)
)

, ∀α ∈ g∗.(42)

Moreover, it is easy to see that

B♯
(

L∗(x, y)α
)

= L(x, y)
(

B♯(α)
)

, ∀α ∈ g∗.(43)

A skew-symmetric endomorphism of (g, B) is a linear map R : g→ g such that R◦B♯ : g∗ → g

is skew-symmetric in the sense that

〈α,R ◦ B♯(β)〉 + 〈β,R ◦ B♯(α)〉 = 0, ∀α, β ∈ g∗,

The following theorem illustrates the relationship between r-matrix-Nijenhuis structures and

Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structures.

Theorem 5.10. Let
(

(g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�), B
)

be a quadratic Lie-Yamaguti algebra, N : g −→ g a

Nijenhuis operator on g and R : g −→ g a skew-symmetric endomorphism of (g, B). Set π♯ = R◦B♯

and assume that B and N are compatible, i.e.,

B♯ ◦ N∗ = N ◦ B♯.(44)

Then we have

(i) If (R,N) is a Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure on g, then (π,N) is an r-matrix-Nijenhuis

structure on g.

(ii) If (π,N) is an r-matrix-Nijenhuis structure on the Lie-Yamaguti algebra g, then the pair

(R = π♯ ◦ (B♯)−1,N) is a Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure on g.

Proof. First, by (38) and (44), it is sasy to see that N◦π♯ = π♯◦N∗. Next, we show that π♯ := R◦B♯

is a relative Rota-Baxter operator with respect to the coadjoint representation, which is equivalent

to that π ∈ ∧2g is an r-matrix. Indeed, by the invariance of B, we have

π♯
(

ad∗
π♯(α)
β − ad∗

π♯(β)
α
)

= R ◦ B♯
(

ad∗
π♯(α)
β − ad∗

π♯(β)
α
)

(41)
= R

(

adπ♯(α)B
♯(β) − adπ♯(β)B

♯(α)
)
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= R
(

[R ◦ B♯(α), B♯(β)] + [B♯(α),R ◦ B♯(β)]
)

= [R ◦ B♯(α),R ◦ B♯(β)] = [π♯(α), π♯(β)],

and similarly

π♯
(

L∗(π♯(α), π♯(β))γ − R∗(π♯(γ), π♯(β))α + R∗(π♯(γ), π♯(α))β
)

= R
( �

π♯(α), π♯(β), B♯(γ)
�

+
�

B♯(α), π♯(β), π♯(γ)
�

−
�

B♯(β), π♯(α), π♯(γ)
� )

=
�

R ◦ B♯(α),R ◦ B♯(β),R ◦ B♯(γ)
�

=
�

π♯(α), π♯(β), π♯(γ)
�

.

What is left is to show [α, β]N◦π♯ = [α, β]π
♯

N∗
and

�

α, β, γ
�N◦π♯

=
�

α, β, γ
�π♯

N∗ .

Let α = (B♯)−1(x), β = (B♯)−1(y), γ = (B♯)−1(z), by (41)-(43), we have

[α, β]π
♯

= ad∗
π♯((B♯)−1(x))

(B♯)−1(y) − ad∗
π♯((B♯)−1(y))

(B♯)−1(x)

(41)
= ad∗R(x)(B

♯)−1(y) − ad∗R(y)(B
♯)−1(x)

= (B♯)−1
(

[R(x), y] − [R(y), x]
)

= (B♯)−1[x, y]R,

and
�

α, β, γ
�π♯

= L∗
(

π♯(B♯)−1(x), π♯(B♯)−1(y)
)(

(B♯)−1(z)
)

− R∗
(

π♯(B♯)−1(z), π♯(B♯)−1(y)
)(

(B♯)−1(x)
)

+R∗
(

(π♯(B♯)−1(z), π♯(B♯)−1(x)
)(

(B♯)−1(y)
)

= L∗
(

R(x),R(y)
)(

(B♯)−1(z)
)

− R∗
(

R(z),R(y)
)(

(B♯)−1(x)
)

+ R∗
(

R(z),R(x)
)(

(B♯)−1(y)
)

(42),(43)
= (B♯)−1

(
�

R(x),R(y), z
�

+
�

x,R(y),R(z)
�

−
�

y,R(x),R(z)
�

)

= (B♯)−1 �

x, y, z
�R .

Thus we have

[(B♯)−1(x), (B♯)−1(y)]π
♯

= (B♯)−1[x, y]R,(45)
�

(B♯)−1(x), (B♯)−1(y), (B♯)−1(z)
�π♯

= (B♯)−1 �

x, y, z
�R .(46)

Hence, by (44), (45), and (46), we have

[α, β]N◦π♯ − [α, β]π
♯

N∗ = [α, β]N◦π♯ −
(

[N∗(α), β]π
♯

+ [α,N∗(β)]π
♯

− N∗[α, β]π
♯
)

(45)
= (B♯)−1

(

[x, y]N◦R
)

−
(

[N∗((B♯)−1(x)), (B♯)−1(y)]π
♯

+ [(B♯)−1(x),N∗((B♯)−1(y))]π
♯

−N∗[(B♯)−1(x), (B♯)−1(y)]π
♯
)

(44)
= (B♯)−1

(

[x, y]N◦R
)

−
(

[(B♯)−1N(x), (B♯)−1(y)]π
♯

+ [(B♯)−1(x), (B♯)−1N(y)]π
♯

−N∗[(B♯)−1(x), (B♯)−1(y)]π
♯
)

(45)
= (B♯)−1

(

[x, y]N◦R
)

−
(

(B♯)−1[Nx, y]R + (B♯)−1[x,Ny]R − N∗(B♯)−1[x, y]R
)

= (B♯)−1
(

[x, y]N◦R
)

− (B♯)−1
(

[Nx, y]R + [x,Ny]R − N[x, y]R
)

= (B♯)−1
(

[x, y]N◦R − [x, y]R
N

)

= 0,
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and
�

α, β, γ
�N◦π♯

−
�

α, β, γ
�π♯

N∗

=
�

α, β, γ
�N◦π♯

−
(

�

N∗(α),N∗(β), γ
�π♯
+

�

N∗(α), β,N∗(γ)
�π♯
+

�

α,N∗(β),N∗(γ)
�π♯

−N∗
( �

N∗(α), β, γ
�π♯
+

�

α,N∗(β), γ
�π♯
+

�

α, β,N∗(γ)
�π♯ )
+ (N∗)2 �

α, β, γ
�π♯

)

(46)
= (B♯)−1 �

x, y, z
�N◦R
−

( �

(B♯)−1N(x), (B♯)−1N(y), (B♯)−1(z)
�π♯

+
�

(B♯)−1N(x), (B♯)−1(y), (B♯)−1N(z)
�π♯

+
�

(B♯)−1(x), (B♯)−1N(y), (B♯)−1N(z)
�π♯

−N∗
( �

(B♯)−1N(x), (B♯)−1(y), (B♯)−1(z)
�π♯

+
�

(B♯)−1(x), (B♯)−1N(y), (B♯)−1(z)
�π♯

+
�

(B♯)−1(x), (B♯)−1(y), (B♯)−1N(z)
�π♯ )
+ (N∗)2

�

(B♯)−1(x), (B♯)−1(y), (B♯)−1(z)
�π♯ )

(46)
= (B♯)−1 �

x, y, z
�N◦R
−

(

(B♯)−1 �

N(x),N(y), z
�R
+ (B♯)−1 �

N(x), y,N(z)
�R
+ (B♯)−1 �

x,N(y),N(z)
�R

−N∗ ◦ (B♯)−1( �

N(x), y, z
�R
+

�

x,N(y), z
�R
+

�

x, y,N(z)
�R )

+ (N∗)2(B♯)−1 �

x, y, z
�R

)

= (B♯)−1 �

x, y, z
�N◦R
− (B♯)−1

(
�

N(x),N(y), z
�R
+

�

N(x), y,N(z)
�R
+

�

x,N(y),N(z)
�R

−N
( �

N(x), y, z
�R
+

�

x,N(y), z
�R
+

�

x, y,N(z)
�R )

+ N2 �

x, y, z
�R

)

= (B♯)−1 �

x, y, z
�N◦R
− (B♯)−1 �

x, y, z
�R

N = (B♯)−1
(

�

x, y, z
�N◦R
−

�

x, y, z
�R

N

)

= 0,

which implies that

[α, β]N◦π♯ = [α, β]π
♯

N∗ and
�

α, β, γ
�N◦π♯

=
�

α, β, γ
�π♯

N∗ .

Thus (π,N) is an r-matrix-Nijenhuis structure. This proves (i).

(ii) can be proved similarly. �

We give some examples of Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structures on Lie-Yamaguti algebras to end

up this section.

Example 5.11. Let g = C∞([0, 1]) endowed with the following operations

[ f , g](x) = f (x)g′(x) − g(x) f ′(x),
�

f , g, h
�

(x) = f (x)g′(x)h′(x) − g(x) f ′(x)h′(x) − h(x)
(

f (x)g′′(x) − g(x) f ′′(x)
)

, ∀x ∈ [0, 1],

for all f , g, h ∈ g. Then (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) forms a Lie-Yamaguti algebra. For all f ∈ C∞([0, 1]), the

integral operator R : g −→ g defined to be

R( f )(x) :=

∫ x

0

f (t)dt, ∀x ∈ [0, 1]

is a Rota-Baxter operator on g, and N : g −→ g given by

N( f )(x) := λ f (x), ∀x ∈ [0, 1]

is a Nijenhuis operator for λ ∈ K. Then (R,N) is a Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure on g.

Example 5.12. Let (g, [·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) be a 2-dimensional Lie-Yamaguti algebra with a basis {e1, e2},

where ([·, ·], ~·, ·, ·�) is defined to be

[e1, e2] = e1, ~e1, e2, e2� = e1.
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Then (R,N) is a Rota-Baxter-Nijenhuis structure on g, where

R =

(

0 a

0 0

)

, N =

(

0 λ
0 0

)

.
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