DIHEDRAL-LIKE CONSTRUCTIONS OF AUTOMORPHIC LOOPS

MOUNA ABORAS

ABSTRACT. Automorphic loops are loops in which all inner mappings are automorphisms.
We study a generalization of the dihedral construction for groups. Namely, if (G, +) is an
abelian group, m > 1 and « € Aut(G), let Dih(m, G, «) be defined on Z,, x G by
(i, u)(j,v) = (i @ j, (1) u+v)a¥).
The resulting loop is automorphic if and only if m = 2 or (a? = 1 and m is even). The

case m = 2 was introduced by Kinyon, Kunen, Phillips, and Vojtéchovsky. We present
several structural results about the automorphic dihedral loops in both cases.

1. INTRODUCTION

A set Q with a binary operation (+) is a loop if for every x € @ the right and left translations
R, L,:Q — Q, yR, = y-x, yL, = x -y are bijections of (), and if there is a neutral
element 1 € () such that 1 -z =2 -1 =z for every z € Q).

Let @ be a loop. The group generated by R, and L, for all x € @ is called the multi-
plication group of @ and it is denoted by Mlt(Q). The subgroup of Mlt(Q) stabilizing the
neutral element of @ is called the inner mapping group of @ and it is denoted by Inn(Q).
It is well known that the inner mapping group Inn(Q) is the permutation group generated by

R,,=R.,R,R}, T,=R,L,' L,,=L,L,L}

Yy ? yr )
where x,y € Q).

A loop is automorphic (also known as A-loop) if Inn(Q) < MIt(Q), that is, if every inner
mapping of () is an automorphism of (). Note that groups are automorphic loops, but the
converse is certainly not true.

Automorphic loops were first studied in 1956 by Bruck and Paige [3]. Structure theory
for commutative and general automorphic loops was developed in [1], [5], [6]. In this paper,
we generalize a construction of dihedral automorphic loops introduced by Kinyon, Kunen,
Phillips and Vojtéchovsky [1], where they focused on the special case m = 2. Here, we
consider for an integer m > 1, an abelian group (G,+) and an automorphism « of G the
loop Dih(m, G, «) defined on Z,, x G by

(1) (i,u)(j,v) = (1 ® j, (s;u+v)a?),

where s; = (—1)7m°4™ and where we interpret a” as ordinary integral exponent. To make
the multiplication formula unambiguous we demand that ¢,5 € {0,1,....,m — 1}. Then we
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have a‘a? = o'/, There are several observations that we will use without reference for
1,] € Lp,u € G :
o si(s;u) = (s;5;)u, so we can write this as s;s;u,
® 5;S;U = S;S;U,
o s;(ua) = (s;u)a,
® 5;5; = Sigj, when m is even.
Note that with m = 1 the multiplication (1) reduces to (i,u)(j,v) = (i + j,u + v), so
Dih(1,G, o) = Zy x G = G. We will thus assume throughout the paper that m > 1.
This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 presents definitions and preliminary results
about A-loops. We recall without proofs some facts from [1]. In Section 3 we determine
all parameters m, G, a that yield automorphic loops. In Section 4 we show how to obtain

the nuclei, the commutant and the center. In Section 5 we calculate the associator subloop
A(Q) and the derived subloop @'.

2. DEFINITIONS AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In this section we introduce relevant definitions of loop theory [2], and we present some
results on automorphic loops.

Definition 2.1. The dihedral group of order 2n, denoted by Ds,, is the group generated by
two elements x and y with presentation 2> = y* =1 and v -y = y" ' - z.

The group Ds, is isomorphic to Dih(2,Z,,1). The generalized dihedral group Ds,(G) is
isomorphic to Dih(2, G, 1).

Since it suffices to check the automorphic condition on the generators of Inn(Q), we see
that a loop @ is an automorphic loop if and only if, for all z,y, u,v € Q,

(Ar) (W0)Ryy = uRyy - VR, .
(Ap) (wv)Lyy =uLyy - vLy,,
(Am) (uw0)Ty = uly - vT,.

In fact it is not necessary to verify all of the conditions (4,), (A,) and (A,,):

Proposition 2.2 ([4]). Let Q be a loop satisfying (A.,) and (Ag). Then Q is automorphic.

Definition 2.3. The commutant of a loop Q, denoted by C(Q), is the set of all elements
that commute with every element of Q). In symbols,

CQ)={a€eQ:z-a=a-z,VreQ}
Definition 2.4. The left, right, and middle nucleus of a loop Q) are defined, respectively, by

N\(Q)={a€Q:ax-y=a- zyVa,yecQ}

N,(Q)={aeQ:zy-a=x yaVr,y e Q},

N,(Q)={a€eQ:za-y=uz-ay,Vr,y € Q}.
The nucleus of @Q is defined as N(Q) = Nx(Q) N N,(Q) N N,(Q).

Each of the nuclei is a subloop. All nuclei are in fact groups.
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Definition 2.5. The center Z(Q) of a loop Q is the set of all elements of Q) that commute
and associate with all other elements of Q). It can be characterized as

Z(Q) = C(Q) N N(Q).
Definition 2.6. Let S be a subloop of a loop Q). Then S is normal if for all a,b € Q)
aS = Sa, (aS)b = a(Sh), a(bS) = (ab)S.
The center is always a normal subloop of Q.

Proposition 2.7 ([3]). Let Q) be an automorphic loop. Then:
(1) NA(Q) = N,(Q) € Nu(Q).

(ii) Each nucleus is normal in Q.
Definition 2.8. Let Q) be a loop and x,y, z € Q. The commutator [z, y] is the unique element
of Q) satisfying the equation
zoy=_(y ) [zyl
The associator [x,y, z| is the unique element of Q satisfying the equation
(@-y)-z=(x-(y-2))[z,y,2]

Definition 2.9. The associator subloop of a loop Q, denoted by A(Q), is the smallest normal
subloop of @Q containing all associators [x,y,z] of Q. Equivalently, A(Q) is the smallest
normal subloop of Q such that Q/A(Q) is associative.

Definition 2.10. The derived subloop of a loop @, denoted by (', is the smallest normal
subloop of Q containing all commutators [x,y] and all associators [x,y, z| of Q. Equivalently,
Q' is the smallest normal subloop of Q such that Q/Q" is a commutative group.

3. PARAMETERS THAT YIELD AUTOMORPHIC LOOPS

For an abelian group (G, +) denote by 2G the subgroup 2G = {u+ u; u € G}. Note that
if & € Aut(G) then the restriction af,; of a to 2G is an automorphism of 2G.

Lemma 3.1. Let Q = Dih(m, G, 1). Then Q is a group iff m is even or 2G = 0.
Proof. With o = 1 the multiplication formula (1) becomes (i,u)(j,v) = (1 @ j, sju +v). We

have
(i, u)(4,v) - (kyw) = (i ® j,s;u+v)(k,w) = (i DBk, sp(s;u+v) +w),
(i,u) - (7,v)(k,w) = (i,u)(j Bk, spv+w) = (1 D jBEK, sjeru + spv + w),
so @ is a group iff
(2) 5ESjU = SjgLU

for every j, k € Z,, and every u € G.

If 2G = 0 then u = —u and (2) holds. If m is even then s;s; = s;g; and (2) holds again.
Conversely, suppose that (2) holds. If m is even, we are done, so suppose that m is odd.
With £ =1, j = m — 1 the identity (2) yields —u = u, or 2G = 0. OJ
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3.1. Middle inner mappings. Recall that yT, = z\(yx).
Lemma 3.2. Let @ = Dih(m, G, «) and (i,u), (j,v) € Q. Then
(3) (]7 U)T(Zﬂl) = (j7 SiU + (1 - Sj)u)'

Proof. Note that (j,v)T(;.0 = (k, w) iff (j,v)(i,u) = (i, u)(k,w) if (@, (s;v+u)a?) = (1 ®
k, (spu+w)a*). We deduce k = j, and extend the chain of equivalences with (s;v +u)a® =
(s;u 4+ w)a iff s;v+u=s;u+wiff w=sv+(1—s;)u. O

Lemma 3.3. Let Q = Dih(m, G, a) and (i,u) € Q. Then Tj; ) € Aut(Q) iff
(4) (1 — sjer)u = (1 — s;s5)uar
for every j, k € Z,,.
Proof. We will use (3) without reference. We have
(G ) (B, ) Ty = (5 @ ki, (skv + w)a?*) i)
= (j @k, si(spv +w)a?* + (1 — sjq1)u)
= (j @ k, sispva®™ + s;wad® + (1 — sjgr)u),

while

@k, [sk(siv+ (1 —sj)u) +s,w+ (1 — sp)u)a?®)

(7, 0) T - (B, w) T = (4,550 + (1 = s5)u) - (k, siw + (1 = s)u)
=0
= (j @k, spsiva?™ + s;wad® + [(sp — sps; + 1 — sp)ula™)

= (j @k, spsiva®® + s;wa® + (1 — sps;)ua’®),
50 10y € Aut(Q) iff (4) holds for every j, k € Zy,. O
Let us call a loop @ satisfying (A,,) a middle automorphic loop.

Proposition 3.4. Let Q = Dih(m, G, «a).

(i) If m =2 then Q is a middle automorphic loop.
(ii) If m > 2 is odd then Q) is a middle automorphic loop iff 2G = 0.
(iii) If m > 2 is even then Q is a middle automorphic loop iff a®|sc = lag.

Proof. Consider T{;,y. Suppose that m = 2. A quick inspection of all cases j, k € {0,1}
shows that (4) always holds.

Suppose that m > 2 is odd. With j = 2 and £k = m — 1, condition (4) becomes (1 —
Som(m—1))U = (1 — 598m_1)ua® ™1 or 2u = 0, so we certainly must have 2G = 0 for every
T(i,u) to be an automorphism. Conversely, when 2G' = 0 then (4) reduces to 0 = 0.

Suppose that m > 2 is even. Then (4) becomes (1 — sjpr)u = (1 — sjgr)ua’®. When
Jj @ k is even then this becomes 0 = 0. Suppose that j @ k is odd. Then one of j, k is odd
and the other is even, so that jk is even, and (4) becomes 2u = (2u)a? for some ¢. With
j =2, k =1 we obtain 2u = (2u)a?, which is equivalent to a2, = lag. Conversely, when
a?ye = lag then (4) holds. O
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3.2. Left inner mappings. Recall that zL,, = (yx)\(y(zz)).
Lemma 3.5. Let Q = Dih(m, G, «) and (i,u), (j,v), (k,w) € Q. Then
(5)  (kyw) Ly im) = (K, Sj@kuai(jeak)f(i@j)k + splktiUiek)—(i@ik
4wk ISR =0k _ o s ua' — s0a).
Proof. The following conditions are equivalent:
(ks w) L), 0
(i,u) - (j,v)(k, w)
(i,u)(j ® K, (sxv + w)ad®) = (i @ §, (sju + v)a) ((, z),
(18 @k, (sjoru + (skv + w)a?*)aU) = (i@ j & L, (se(sju +v)a' + 2)al).
We deduce that ¢ = k and the result follows upon solving for z in the equation

(8jert + (530 + w)a?*) U = (5 (s;u + v)a' + z)a Ok,

(¢, ),
(4, u)(G,v) - (£, ),
(¢

Lemma 3.6. Let Q = Dih(m, G, ) and (i,u), (j,v) € Q. Then L) G € Aut(Q) iff

50850puaiUPRGOIRTRE | o0 (IFIGOR=GONRERE | o JRHGOR) = (ke

— spspsua TR — sy5,00 0T 5t UOD~ERDERRE

(6) 1 spuadttiURO=(@EkE | o JlHi(GOO— @)k _ Sesjuazg—&—kf — spwalitkt
_ Sjegk@euaz(j@kéw)f(z@j)(kEBE) + s
k45 (k@) +i(jOkDL) — (107) (kDL)

00 RO BRSO (i3 (hes0)

k45 (k@) +i(j0kDL) —(107) (kDL)

+ spywa + za

— Spaesjua’’ — spgpevat!
for every k, { € Z,, and every w, z € G.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 3.5, upon comparing (k,w)Lv) 6u) © (€, %) Ljv) 60 With
((k, u) (€, 2)) L), 6i0)- -

Let us call a loop satisfying (Ay) a left automorphic loop. We deduce that @ = Dih(m, G, «)
is a left automorphic loop iff (6) holds for every i, j, k, ¢ € Z,, and every u, v, w, x € G.
We show that this very complicated condition is equivalent to two comparatively simple
conditions, which we then analyze separately.

First, setting u = v = w = 0 and letting = range over GG in (6) yields the condition

QBB+ _  kej (k) +i(joket)—(ie]) (ko)

With ¢ = 0 this further simplifies to

ol = aJkH(J@k)—(’LEBJ)k’

which is equivalent to

(7) QT eNk — i(jOk)+jk

Suppose that (7) holds for every 4, j, k. Then the automorphisms at w in (6) agree since

Gh+i(jOR)—(i@)k _ i+ (i@5)k—(i®))k ij+ (D7) (kl)— (i) (koe) i(jk&0)+i (k) —(i®7) (k)
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Focusing on z in (6), the following conditions are equivalent:
OéjéJri(jeBé)f(iEBj)éJrké _ &k€+j(k®€)+i(j®k®€)f(i@j)(ke%)
)

(k@0)+i(jOE®L) —(1D7) (k®L)

ool —(eit — J 7

QIGO0 +(@5) (kDE) _ i (kSO+i(jOkDE)+(ij)e

QOO (RSO _ i+ (i) D)+ (D))

where we have used (7) twice in the last step. Since the last identity is trivially true, we see
that (7) implies that the automorphisms at x in (6) agree, too. Let us now focus on v in (6).
Using (7), the following conditions are equivalent:

SgSkUOé]k—H(]GBk)_(ZEB])]H_M . Sgskvaz]-i-ké + SEU&]Z-H(]EBK)—(Z@])H—M . SgUOé”+M
— j(kDL)+i(jDEDL)— (D7) (kDL ij
— Sk@zUOéj( )+i(7 )— (i) (ke) _ Sk

1j+(iB)) k—(i®j)k+kl SgSkUOéUJrM + 8ZUO(1]+(269J)€7(169J)€+M ij+ke

SeSEVQ — SpvQ

_ SkEBZUaij-‘r(iEBj)(kGBK)—(iEBj)(kEBE) . sk@gvaij.

Upon canceling several o™~ " and the automorphism o/ present in all summands, we see that
the above is equivalent to

sespvat — spspvalt + swakt — spwalt = Spev — speev,
which is trivially true. Hence (7) implies that the automorphisms at v in (6) agree, too.
Finally, we focus on w in (6). Note that

o UBO=(i®i)e _ \iji—jt

immediately follows from (7). Using this identity, the following conditions are equivalent:

stj@kuaz(j@k)—(zeaj)k—‘rké _ szsksjuaz]—&-kl + Sjeaeuaz(]@é)—(z@j)f—i-ké _ Sésjuam—i-ké
_ i(j(k®L))—(107) (kDL ij

— 5o USEENGENEED _ g 01

508 japua? IR g6 s ua TR 4 s iuaTTITRE g5 iua TR

_ ij—j (ke ij

= Sjeppua IFPO g s iuat,

SZsj@kuoz_ijrk[ — SgSijUOékZ + Sj@gua_j€+k€ — szsjuozke

_ —j(ket

= SjekarUQ J(kl) _ SkaeS;U.

Upon rearranging, we obtain the identity

—jl+ke kL)

kKl ke ke —j
(8)  sesjerua ™"+ 55 ua + SkeeSiU = S¢SESjUN 4 Sps;u” + SjgraiU i

We have proved:

Lemma 3.7. Let Q = Dih(m,G,«). Then Q is left automorphic iff (7) and (8) hold for
every i, j, k, £ € Z, and every u € G.

Let us now analyze the two conditions (7) and (8).

Lemma 3.8. Let Q = Dih(m, G, «). If m = 2 then (7) holds. If m > 2 then (7) holds iff
o™ = 1.
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Proof. Consider the condition

(9) ij+(@®jk=1i(j®k)+ jk.

When m = 2 then (9) holds by a quick inspection of the cases, and thus (7) holds as
well. Suppose that m > 2. With i« = 7 = 1, k = m — 1 the condition (9) reduces to
1+2(m—1)=1-0+m—1, or m = 0, thus if (7) holds then o™ = 1. Conversely, if o™ = 1.
then (7) holds because (9) is valid modulo m. O

Lemma 3.9. Let Q = Dih(m,G,a). If (7) and (8) hold then o™ 2 = 1.

Proof. When m = 2 the conclusion is trivially true. Let us therefore assume that m > 2
and, using Lemma 3.8, that o/ = 1. Let k =1, j = =m — 1. Then (8) becomes

(m—1)+(m—1) —(m—1)2+(m—1)

Spm_1UQ + Sp_oUx + St = —uad™ ! Fua™ 1 + 5,1,

or, equivalently,

(m—1)4(m—1)_

S = —S;_oUQ

m—1U
Since $,,-1 = —Sm_2 and (m — 1)> = 1 (mod m), the last identity is equivalent to u =
2=1.

ua 1T = ya™ =2 or to o™~ d

Lemma 3.10. Let Q = Dih(m, G, «) be a left automorphic loop.
(i) If m > 2 is even then o* = 1.
(i) If m > 2 is odd then o = 1.

Proof. By Lemma 3.7, @ satisfies (7) and (8). Suppose that m > 2. Then Lemma 3.8 implies
a™ =1 and Lemma 3.9 implies o™ 2 = 1. Thus o? = 1. If m is also odd then o? = 1 and
o™ =11imply a = 1. 0]
Lemma 3.11. Let @Q = Dih(m, G, ).

(1) If m = 2 then (8) holds.

(ii) If m is even and o® =1 then (8) holds.

(i1i) If m > 2 is odd and oo =1 then (8) implies 2G = 0.
Proof. Suppose that m = 2. We can then reduce all subscripts modulo 2 in (8) and use
$;Sj = si+;. Hence (8) becomes

(k®l)

—jl+ke _ ke ke —j
a’ + Skt U = SppfyUQT + Spp U + Sjpppeuo? )

(10)  sppjppua R s
where all subscripts are reduced modulo 2. When j is even (that is, j=0), (10) becomes
skHuo/d + SgUOéM + Skt = skHuo/d + SgUOéM + Sk4eU,
a valid identity. If j is odd and k is even, (10) becomes
—SpU — slguoz_e — SpU = —SypU — SpU — Sguaé_g,

clearly true. If j, k are odd and ¢ is even, (10) becomes

wo !t —u4u=u—u+ual,
again true. Finally, if j, k, ¢ are odd, (10) becomes

—u+u—u=—ux+ux —u,

which holds trivially.



Suppose that m is even and o? = 1. Then we can reduce all subscripts and superscripts
in (8) modulo 2, and we proceed as in case (i).
For the rest of the proof let m > 2 be odd and suppose that « = 1. Then (8) becomes

SeSjpkl + Sjpeltl + Sk@eS;U = SgSES;jU + S¢S;U + Sjpral.
With j=m —1and k =/¢ =1 we obtain —u+u+u=u—u—wu, or 2u = 0. U

Proposition 3.12. Let Q = Dih(m, G, «).
(i) If m = 2 then Q is left automorphic.
(ii) If m > 2 is even then Q is left automorphic iff o = 1.
(i1i) If m > 2 is odd then Q is left automorphic iff « =1 and 2G = 0, in which case Q is
a group.

Proof. We will use Lemma 3.7 without reference.

Suppose that m = 2. Then (7) holds by Lemma 3.8 and (8) holds by Lemma 3.11.

Suppose that m > 2 is even. If Q is left automorphic then o®> = 1 by Lemma 3.10.
Conversely, suppose that o = 1. Then (8) holds by Lemma 3.11. Since also o™ = 1, (7)
holds by Lemma 3.8.

Finally, suppose that m > 2 is odd. If @) is left automorphic then a = 1 by Lemma 3.10.
By Lemma 3.11, 2G = 0. Conversely, suppose that a = 1 and 2G = 0. Then @ is a group
by Lemma 3.1, so certainly also a left automorphic loop. 0

3.3. Main result.

Theorem 3.13. Let m > 1 be an integer, G an abelian group and o an automorphism of
G. Let Q = Dih(m, G, «) be defined by (1).
(i) If m = 2 then Q is automorphic.
(ii) If m > 2 is even then Q is automorphic iff o* = 1.
(11i) If m > 2 is odd then Q is automorphic iff « = 1 and 2G = 0, in which case Q is a
group.

Proof. The claim follows from Propositions 2.2, 3.4 and 3.12. U

From now on we will refer to loops Q = Dih(m, G, «) that are automorphic (equivalently,
that satisfy the conditions of Theorem 3.13) as dihedral automorphic loops. Since nonas-
sociative examples of dihedral automorphic loops are obtained only when m = 2 or when
m > 2 is even and o? = 1, we will from now on safely write 5i8; = Siy; = Sia;, and we do
not have to reduce exponents of & modulo m.

Remark 3.14. If in the multiplication formula (1) we also reduce in the exponent of « (that
is, we have (i,u)-(j,v) = (i®], (s;u+v)a? 4™ then the resulting loop Dih,.q(m, G, @) is
not necessarily isomorphic to Dih(m, G, «). However, it can be shown that Dih,.q(m, G, a) =
Dih(m, G, &) whenever one of the loops is automorphic. See [7] for details.

4. NUCLEI, COMMUTANT AND CENTER

In this section we calculate the nuclei, the commutant and the center of dihedral auto-
morphic loops satisfying a® = 1. (So we do not always cover the case m = 2, a? # 1.)

Lemma 4.1. Let Q = Dih(m, G, «) be a dihedral automorphic loop such that o* = 1. If
a =1 then N,(Q) =Q, else N,(Q) = (2) x G.
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Proof. If o =1 then @ is a group and thus N,(Q) = Q. Suppose that a # 1. Note that in
automorphic loops (that satisfy (7) by Lemma 3.7) the formula of Lemma 3.5 simplifies to

(11)  (k,w) L), 60 = (K, sj+k.uozij_jk + spvat +wa' — spsjua? — spvatl)
= (k, sjpua™% — spsua + wa).

Since (j,v) € N, (Q) iff (k,w) = (k,w)Lv), 6w for all (i,u), (k,w), we conclude that
(j,U) S NM(Q) lﬁ
(12) sjepua? I — gy sua 4 wa = w
for all (i,u), (k,w) € Q. With u = 0, i = 1 this reduces to wa’l = w, so o/ = 1 is necessary.
Because o # 1 = o2, we obtain j € (2). Conversely, if j € (2) then (12) holds thanks to
Sj+k = Sks; (since m is even). O

For an abelian group G and a € Aut(G), let Go = {u € G : |u| < 2}, Fix(a) = {u € G :
u = ua} and Fix(a), = Gy N Fix(a).
Lemma 4.2. Let Q = Dih(m, G, «) be a dihedral automorphic loop with o> = 1. If a = 1
then N(Q) = N\(Q) = N,(Q) = Q, else N(Q) = NA(Q) = N,(Q) = (2) x Fix(a).
Proof. Recall that N(Q) = N\(Q) = N,(Q) < N,(Q) in all automorphic loops. We are again
done if v = 1, so suppose that a # 1. Note that (i,u) € N\(Q) iff (k,w)Lw) 60 = (k,w)
for all (j,v), (k,w) € Q. We deduce from (11) that (i,u) € N,(Q) iff (12) holds for all (j,v),
k,w).

If (i,u) € N\(Q) then i € (2) by Lemma 4.1, so (12) reduces to s, rua ™% — s; 4u = 0,
i.e., ua* =y for all j, k. With j = k = 1 we see that u € Fix(«). Conversely, if u € Fix(«)
and ¢ € (2) then (12) clearly holds. O

Recall that the commutant C(Q) is not necessarily a (normal) subloop of a loop Q.

Lemma 4.3. Let QQ = Dih(m, G, «) be a dihedral automorphic loop such that o* = 1. Then:
(1) If exp(G) < 2 then C(Q) = Q.
(i1) If exp(G) > 2 then C(Q) = (2) x Gs.
In either case, C(Q) < Q.
Proof. By Lemma 3.2, (i,u) € C(Q) iff
(13) siv+ (1 —sj)u=v
holds for all (j,v) € Q. If exp(G) = 2 then (13) holds. If exp(G) > 2 then (13) holds for all
(7,v) iff i € (2) and u € Go. Hence if exp(G) > 2 then C(Q) = (2) x Gb.
Note that (2) x G is a group. Thus, to show C(Q) < @, we only need to check that C(Q)
is closed under multiplication and inverses, and this is clear from the multiplication formula.
If (j,v) € C(Q) then, by Lemma 3.2, (j,v)T;u € {(j,£v)} € C(Q). If (k,w) € C(Q)
then, by (11), (k, w) L) (0 = (k, sjua® — s;ua +wa') € {(k,w), (k,wa)} € C(Q). The
proof is similar for right inner mappings. Hence C(Q) < Q. U
Lemma 4.4. Let Q = Dih(m, G, «) be a dihedral automorphic loop such that m is even and
a? =1. Then:
(1) If exp(G) <2 and a =1 then Z(Q) = Q.
(i1) If (exp(G) <2 and a # 1) or exp(G) > 2 then Z(Q) = (2) x Fix(«),.
9



Proof. Suppose that @« = 1. Then @ is a group and Z(Q) = C(Q). If exp(G) < 2 then
Z(Q) = @ by Lemma 4.3. If exp(G) > 2 then C(Q) = (2) x Gy = (2) x Fix(«)s, by Lemma
4.3.

Now suppose that a # 1 = o?. If exp(G) < 2 then C(Q) = Q and Z(Q) = N(Q)
(2) x Fix(a)y = (2) x Fix(a) by Lemma 4.2. If exp(G) > 2 then Z(Q) = N(Q) N C(Q)
(2) x Fix(a)2, by Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3.

Proposition 4.5. Let Q be a dihedral automorphic loop with o #1 = o*. Then Q/Z(Q) =
Dih(2,G/H, 8), where H = Fix(a)2 and B € Aut(G/H) is defined by (u+ H)B = ua + H.

Moreover, ? = 1.

Proof. By Lemma 4.4, Z(Q) = (2) xFix(a)2. The mapping § is well-defined (if u+H = v+H
then u—v € H C Fix(a), ua —va = (u—v)a =u—v € H, ua+ H = va+ H) and obviously
a surjective homomorphism. Since « fixes elements of H pointwise, we have u + H € ker 3
iff ue H,sop e Aut(G/H).

Consider f: @ — Dih(2,G/H, ) defined by (i,u)f = (i mod 2,u + H). Since

(i,u)f(j,v)f = (i mod 2,u+ H)(j mod 2,v + H)
= ((i +j) mod 2, (s;(u+ H) + (v + H))B")
= ((i 4+ j) mod 2, (s;u +v)a" + H)
= (i +J, (sju+v)a?) f = ((4,u)(5,v))f,
[ is a homomorphism, obviously onto Dih(2, G/H, 3). Finally, ker(f) = (2)x H = Z(Q). O

O

Corollary 4.6. Every dihedral automorphic loop Dih(m, G, «) with a # 1 = a? is a cen-
tral extension of an elementary abelian 2-group by a dihedral automorphic loop of the form
Dih(2, K, B) with 32 =1 and K isomorphic to a factor of G.

As an application of the results in this section, let us have a look at central nilpotency
of dihedral automorphic loops. Let ) = Dih(m, G, «) be a dihedral automorphic loop with
a? =1 and m even.

If « =1 and exp(G) < 2 then Z(Q) = @ by Lemma 4.4. If &« = 1 and exp(G) > 2 then
@ is a group and Z(Q) = (2) x Fix(a)s = (2) x G, and since (i,u)Z(Q) - (j,v)Z(Q) =
(i@ 7, s;u+v)((2) x Ga) = ((i +j) mod 2, s;u+v)Z(Q), we see that /Z(()) is isomorphic
to the generalized dihedral group Dih(2,G/Go,1).

Now suppose that a # 1 = o?. Then Q/Z(Q) = Dih(2,G/H, ), where H = Fix(a), and
% =1. If H # 1, we proceed by induction, else G/H = G, B =« and Z(Q/Z(Q)) = 1.

Example 4.7. If G is an abelian group of odd order and o € Aut(G) such that o # 1 = a?
then Z(Dih(2,G,«)) = 1.

Suppose that |G| = 2" and a € Aut(G) is such that a # 1 = a?. Since the involution
« fixes the neutral element of G and permutes the subgroup Gy of even order (a divisor of
|G]), we have H = Fix(a)y # 1. Thus Q/Z(Q) = Dih(2,G/H, 8) and 2° = |G/H| < |G|. By
induction, () is centrally nilpotent of class < n.

Finally suppose that G = Zgn, a € Aut(G) and 1 = o®>. Whether a = 1 or not, we have
Q/Z(Q) = Dih(2,G/H, B) for H = Fix(a); = {0,2""'} and some 8 € Aut(G/H) satisfying
% =1, because 2" ! is the unique element of order 2 in G. By induction, @ has nilpotence

class n.
10



5. COMMUTATORS AND ASSOCIATORS
Recall that in a loop Q, the commutator [z,y] is defined as (yx)\(zy), and the associator
[y, 2] as (z - yz)\(zy - 2).
Lemma 5.1. In a loop Q = Dih(m, G, «) we have
(14) (3, 1), (7, 0)] = (0, ((s; = Du+ (1 = si)v)a”)
for (i,u), (j,v) € Q.
P’/’OOf. Let (kuw) = [(l7u)7 (j’ ’U)], 50 (Z,U)(],U) = (]7”)(%“) ) (k7w)7 hence7
(i @7, (sju+v)a?)= (@i, (sv+u)a?)- (kw) <
(i @ j,5;u0? +va?) = (i ® j Bk, (spswa? + spua + w)ai®IF).
We deduce k = 0, and can rewrite the above expression as w = (s; — 1)ua™ + (1 — s;)va”.
U
Proposition 5.2. Let Q = Dih(m, G, a) be a dihedral automorphic loop with o> = 1. Then
(w9l c 2,y € Q) ={lz,y] 12,y €Q} =0x2G
is a normal subloop of Q.

Proof. First, using Lemma 5.1 and looking at all cases i,j (mod 2), it is easy to see that
[(4,u), (4,v)] € 0 x 2G. Second, [(1,0), (0,v)] = (0,2v). This shows that {[z,y] : z,y € Q} =
0 x 2G. It is easy to see from (1) that 0 x 2G is a subloop of @). Finally, to show that 0 x 2G
is normal in @), we calculate, using Lemmas 3.2, 3.5 and an analog of Lemma 3.5:

(0,2w) Lj0) (i0) = (0, 2wa' ),
(0,2w)T;,0) = (0, 2s;w),
(0, Qw)R(jyv)y(i,u) = (0, 2waij).

Lemma 5.3. In a dihedral automorphic loop Q = Dih(m, G, ) with o* = 1 we have

(15) [(27 u)7 (]7 U)a (ka U})] = (07 (5j+ku(1 - Oéijk>aij + U}(l - Oéij))a(i@j)k)

for (i,u), (4,v), (k,w) € Q.

Proof. When m is odd and o = 1 then @ is a group and (15) yields [(i,u), (7,v), (k,w)] = 1.

The case m even and o? = 1 follows by straightforward calculation, but since the identity
(7) is involved, we give all the details: let (¢,2) = [(i,u), (j,v), (k,w)] so

(4, u) (g, v) - (k,w) = ((2, u) - (47, 0) (K, w))((, ),
(i @ j, (sju+v)a?) - (k,w) = ((i,u) - (j @k, (spv + w)a?™)) (£, ),
(i @ j @k, [(skiju + so)a + w]a ) = (i@ j @k, [sj 150 + spoa?® + wa*|a’ V) (¢, 2),

(i D @k, sy jua? TR gy IHEODR o (ODRY — (@ § @ k, 554 4ua’ ) 4 50k TSR
+ wa IR (0 1)
(i D @k, sy jua? TR g oI HEODE Lo UODRY — (i @ § @ &, 5, uaTEPDEZTE g0k HiGOR)

+ wadF IOk (¢ ).
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where we have used identity (7) in the last step. We obtain
(0@ @ k, s uc OB | g g+ @D 4y q8DR) — (5. 5 @ ke @ €, [, cuciH(I8DR—dk
+ S0 FTUER) g K HIUBR) 0] (1958R)E
We deduce ¢ = 0, and can rewrite the above expression as
Sk+juaij+(i@j)k N A LN (o)L S,Jfkuaz‘jjt(i@j)k—jk + spuai Nk iGNk 4 g
r = (s;5u(l —a")a +w(l — )o@,

O

Proposition 5.4. Let Q = Dih(m, G, a) be a dihedral automorphic loop with o* = 1. Then
AQ) = ([z,y, 2] x,y, 2 € Q) ={[z,y,2] : x,y,2 € Q} =0 x G(1 — «).

Proof. Here we check all choices of i, j, k (mod 2), using Lemma 5.3.

[(0, ), (0,0), (0, w)] = (0,u(l = 1) + w(l - 1)) = (0,0),
[(0,u), (1,0), (0,w)] = (0, —u(l = 1) + w(l = 1)) = (0,0),
[(0, ), (0,0), (1, w)] = (0, —u(l - 1) +w(l—1))=(0,0),
[(0,u), (1,0), (L, w)] = (0, (u(l = a™") + w(l = 1)a) = (0,u(l = a™)a) = (0, —u(l - a)),
[(L,w), (0, ), (0,w)] = (0,u(l - 1) +w(l—1)) = (0,0),
(1, u), (1,0), (0,w)] = (0, (—u(l = Da+w(l —a))) = (0,w(l —a)),
[(L,u), (0, v), (1, w)] = (0, (—u(l = 1) + w(l - 1))ar) = (0,0),
[(1,u), (1,v), (1,w)] = (0,u(l — a)a + w(l — «)),
= (0,u(l —a Ha+w(l —a))
= (0, (mu+w)(1 - a))

We can see that [(i,u), (7,v), (k,w)] € 0x (1 —a)G. Second, [(1,u), (1,v), (0,w)] = (0,w(1—
«)). This shows that {[z,y,2] : z,y,2 € @} =0 x G(1 — «).

Next, we need to show 0 x G(1 — «) is subloop of Q. Let (0,u(1 — «)) and (0,v(1 — «))
be two elements of 0 x G(1 — «). Then

(0,u(1 =) - (0,0(1 = )) = (0, (u+v)(1 — a)),
(0,u(1 = a)\(0,v(1 — @) = (0, (v — u)(1 — ),
(0,u(1 = @))/(0,0(1 — @)) = (0, (u = v)(1 — ).
Finally, to show 0 x G(1 — «) is normal in @) we use Lemmas 3.2 and 3.5 to obtain:
(0,w(1 = @))Lj) 6.0 = (0, s;ua” +va +w(l — a)a” — s;ua —va?)
= (0, w(1 — a)a"),
(0, w(l —a))Tiw = (0,s;w(l —a) + (1 = 1)u)
= (0, siw(1 — ),
(0, w(1 — ) Ry iy = (0 (w(1 = ) +5_gpu(l - 1))a")
= (0,w(1 — a)a").
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Proposition 5.5. Let Q = Dih(m, G, a) be a dihedral automorphic loop with o> = 1. Then
Q' =0x (G(1 —a) +2G).

Proof. The proof is immediate from Propositions 5.2 and 5.4, since ' = 0 x (G(1 —«) +2G)
is a normal subloop of Q). U
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