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Commutative and 2-divisible subvarieties of rings
of Bol-Moufang type

Davin Hemmila, J.D. Phillips, Daniel Rowe and Ron White

Abstract. In the two subvarieties of commutative not necessarily associative rings,
and 2-divisible not necessarily associative rings, we show that the sixty Bol-Moufang
identities determine exactly five subvarieties in each case, and we completely determine
all inclusions and necessary counterexamples. The historically important nonassociative
rings of octonions and sedenions may be used as counterexamples in our classification.
We utilize both associator and linear forms of each Bol-Moufang identity. The results are
analogous to the classification of varieties of loops or quasigroups of Bol-Moufang type
(Phillips, Vojtěchovský-2005).

1. Introduction

In this article we study subvarieties of nonassociative rings of Bol-Moufang
type, in both the commutative and 2-divisible cases, and we obtain two
classifications. One of the motivations for this work was the analogy with
the study of commutative quasigroups (Section 12 of [14]).

We use the term nonassociative to mean not necessarily associative when
referring to a binary operation. A Bol-Moufang identity is a property of an
algebraic object that tames its nonassociativity without necessarily mak-
ing it associative. An identity is said to be of Bol-Moufang type if it is
an equality of two 4th-degree monomial expressions of monomial degree
{2, 1, 1} with identical variable order, for example: ((xy)x)z = (xy)(xz) or
(x(yz))y = x(y(zy)).

Identities of Bol-Moufang type make sense in any set with binary oper-
ation; this gives one the freedom to study varieties of Bol-Moufang type in
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many algebraic contexts [3], for example in the context of loops [13], quasi-
groups [14], and rings [7]. The automated theorem prover prover9 and the
finite model builder mace4, both developed by McCune [9], have played an
important role in these types of investigations.

2. Bol-Moufang notation and duality

If Φ is an identity of Bol-Moufang type, then its dual Φ′ is another identity
of Bol-Moufang type obtained by reflection, i.e. reading the identity back-
wards. For example, the dual of the identity Ψ: ((xy)x)z = (xy)(xz) is Ψ′:
(zx)(yx) = z(x(yx)). Notice that Ψ′ is equivalent to (xy)(zy) = x(y(zy)).

Identities of Bol-Moufang type can be indexed using the following scheme.

A xxyz
B xyxz
C xyyz
D xyzx
E xyzy
F xyzz

1 o(o(oo))
2 o((oo)o)
3 (oo)(oo)
4 (o(oo))o
5 ((oo)o)o

For example, the identity x((yz)x) = (xy)(zx) may be calledD23. Dual-
ity interacts nicely with this notation, i.e. A↔ F , B ↔ E, C ↔ C, D ↔ D,
and 1↔ 5, 2↔ 4, 3↔ 3. For example: (B34)′ = E23, (F15)′ = A15, and
(D24)′ = D24. There is a total of 6

(
5
2

)
= 60 Bol-Moufang identities. Four

of the sixty are self-dual identities: C15, C24, D15, D24.
Note 2.1. (Duality acts on proofs and models) Suppose you have a proof
Φ1 ⇒ Φ2. Then duality will act on every line of the proof, yielding a proof
Φ′1 ⇒ Φ′2. For example, if one writes a proof B14 ⇒ A13, dualizing will
provide a proof E25⇒ F35. If (X, ·) is a set with binary operation that is a
model of an identity Φ, then the dual model (X ′, ∗) with X ′ = X equipped
with transposed multiplication x ∗ y = y · x, will be a model of the dual
identity Φ′. Therefore, for example, if one produces a model (X, ·) that
satisfies A13 but not B14, then the dual model (X ′, ∗) will be a model that
satisfies F35 but not E25.

3. Nonassociative rings, algebras, and tensors

Definiton 3.1. (Nonassociativer ring) A nonassociative ring is a set V
with two binary operations + and ·, such that (V,+) forms an Abelian
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group, and the two operations obey the distributive law:

(a+ b)(c+ d) = ac+ ad+ bc+ bd ∀a, b, c, d ∈ V.

Nonassociative rings emerge when an Abelian group (Z-module) V is
endowed with a multiplication V × V → V that is Z-bilinear.

One can generalize from Z-coefficients to coefficients from an arbitrary
commutative, associative ring k. Indeed, if V is a k-module endowed with
a multiplication V × V → V that is k-bilinear, then we call V a nonasso-
ciative k-algebra. The following definition is an equivalent definition of a
nonassociative k-algebra.

Definition 3.2. (Nonassociative k-algebra) Let k be a commutative, as-
sociative ring. A nonassociative k-algebra is an underlying k-module V
equipped with a multiplication · satisfying:

(1) (V,+, ·) forms a nonassociative ring,

(2) (λv)w = λ(vw) = v(λw) for all v, w ∈ V and all λ ∈ k.

Note 3.3. (Unital rings and k-algebras) We will assume that all rings and
k-algebras appearing in this article are unital, i.e. possess a multiplicative
identity.

If V is a k-algebra whose underlying k-module is a free module of finite
rank, in particular if k is a field and V is a finite-dimensional vector space
over k with basis {v1, v2, . . . vn}, then the n3 constants (Γtrs) given by:

vrvs = Γ1
rsv1 + Γ2

rsv2 + · · ·+ Γnrsvn

completely determine the multiplication structure on V that make it a k-
algebra. The multiplication on V can be interpreted as a k-linear map
V → Homk(V, V ), v 7→ Lv ∈ Homk(V, V ), where Lv is the operator of left-
multiplcation by v, i.e. Lv(w) = vw. Using the natural isomorphisms of
k-modules:

Homk(V,Homk(V, V )) ∼= V ∗ ⊗k Homk(V, V ) ∼= V ∗ ⊗k V ∗ ⊗k V,

we may interpret the multiplication on V as a rank-3 tensor

Γ ∈ V ∗ ⊗k V ∗ ⊗k V,

and the n3 constants (Γtrs) are simply the coefficients of Γ relative to the
basis {εr ⊗ εs ⊗ vt} of V ∗ ⊗k V ∗ ⊗k V . Here {εi} is the dual basis to {vi}.
Example 3.4. Consider the R-algebra V = spanR(1, a, b) given by:
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· 1 a b

1 1 a b
a a a+ b 1 + a
b b b −1

For example: a · a = a+ b = Γ1
221 + Γ2

22a+ Γ3
22b and therefore Γ1

22 = 0,
Γ1
22 = Γ3

22 = 1.
In particular, this R-algebra is not commutative since ab 6= ba, and not

associative since (ab)a 6= a(ba).

(ab)a = (1 + a)a = a+ aa = a+ (a+ b) = 2a+ b.

a(ba) = ab = 1 + a.

Example 3.5. (The algebras C, H, O, S) The algebras of complex numbers
C and quaternions H are two and four-dimensional R-algebras respectively:
C = spanR(1, i), H = spanR(1, i, j, k). The algebra C is commutative and
associative, while H is not commutative, but associative.

C 1 i

1 1 i
i i −1

H 1 i j k

1 1 i j k
i i −1 k −j
j j −k −1 i
k k j −i −1

The algebras of octonions O [6] and sedenions S [17], [18] are eight and
sixteen-dimensional R-algebras respectively. The algebra of octonions is not
associative, but alternative, i.e. associators transform via the alternating
representation: σ · (x, y, z) = (−1)σ(x, y, z), where (x, y, z) = (xy)z−x(yz)
is the associator of three elements, σ is a permutation in S3, and (−1)σ is
the sign of the permutation. The octonions are an algebra of Bol-Moufang
type, as alternativity is equivalent (in characteristic zero) to the four equiv-
alent Moufang laws B15, D23, D34, E15 [7]. For example, we have that
((xy)x)z = x(y(xz)) for all x, y, z ∈ O.

On the other hand, the algebra of sedenions S is not associative and
not alternative, but their nonassociativity is tame enough to remain Bol-
Moufang type. The sedenions are in fact flexible: (xy)x = x(yx) for all
x, y ∈ S, which is equivalent to the three laws B45, D24, E12.

Note 3.6. (Group algebras k[G] and loop algebras k[Q]) Let G be a finite
group and k a commutative, associative ring. Then the group algebra k[G]
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(consisting of all k-linear combinations of elements of G) is the associative
algebra whose multiplication table is the Cayley table of the group G. If
one considers a finite nonassociative group Q, often known as a loop, then
the loop ring k[Q] also fits into this scheme (see, for example [2], [4], [5]).

Note 3.7. (Matrix algebras and Lie algebras) Consider the n × n matrix
algebra Mn(k) over a field k with respect to usual matrix multiplication.
It has a natural basis {eij | 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n} with multiplication given by
eij · ejk = eik and eij · ekl = 0 if j 6= k. This algebra is associative and
the multiplicative identity is the element e11 + e22 + ... + enn. If instead
Mn(k) = gln(k) is equipped with the commutator (Lie bracket) multiplica-
tion [X,Y ] = XY − Y X, then [eij , ekl] = δjkeil − δilekj , and the algebra
gln(k) becomes not associative. It is a Lie algebra since it is skew-symmetric
[X,Y ] = −[Y,X] and satisfies the Jacobi identity [[X,Y ], Z] + [[Y,Z], X] +
[[Z,X], Y ] = 0. The Lie algebra gln(k) has no multiplicative identity, how-
ever.

4. Bol-Moufang identities in nonassociative rings

4.1. Linear Bol-Moufang identities

Suppose V is a nonassociative ring satisfying an identity Φ of Bol-Moufang
type. The distributive law forces the ring V to satisfy an additional iden-
tity, namely the linear version LΦ of the Bol-Moufang identity. Since the
identity LΦ is linear in each variable (unlike the original identity Φ which
is quadratic in the repeated variable), if LΦ holds on a generating set for
V , LΦ will hold on all of V .

Consider the Moufang identity B15,

B15 : ((xy)x)z = x(y(xz)).

Suppose that this identity holds for all elements x, y, z in a ring V . If
we make the substitutions x = a + c, y = b, z = d, distribute, and then
cancel the appropriate terms related to B15, we obtain a linear version of
the identity

LB15 : ((ab)c)d+ ((cb)a)d = a(b(cd)) + c(b(ad)).

In general, LΦ has the same bracket structure as Φ, but LΦ involves
transpositions of two of the variables in the addends on each side. The two
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transposed variables always occupy the positions of the repeated variable in
the original Bol-Moufang identity Φ.

In the example above, the identity B15: (xy)x)z = x(y(xz)) has the
repeated variable in positions 1 and 3, and the linear identity LΦ involves
transpositions of the first and third variables a and c.

4.2. Bol-Molfang identities via associators

If V is a nonassociative ring, the associator of three elements x, y, z ∈ V is
defined (x, y, z) = (xy)z−x(yz). In a nonassociative ring, any Bol-Moufang
identity may be written as an associator identity via the following scheme.

12 o(o, o, o) = 0
13 (o, o, oo) = 0
14 o(o, o, o) + (o, oo, o) = 0
15 (o, o, oo) + (oo, o, o) = 0
23 o(o, o, o)− (o, o, oo) = 0
24 (o, oo, o) = 0

For example, in a nonassociative ring the identity B14 : x(y(xz)) =
(x(yx))z may be written as follows:

x(y, x, z) + (x, yx, z) = 0.

We will sometimes denote the associator form of the identity using
an A-prefix, for example AB14. As another example, the identity C24 :
x((yy)z) = (x(yy))z has associator form AC24 : (x, yy, z) = 0. Dual iden-
tities can be easily obtained by reading backwards, for example AE14 :
x(y, z, y) + (x, yz, y) = 0 dualizes to AB25 : 0 = (y, zy, x) + (y, z, y)x.

Additionally, linear identities may be written in associator form, where
the associator expression simply alternates sign under the transposition of
the variables that occur in the repeated positions in the original identity.
For example, the Bol-Moufang identity B15 : ((xy)x)z = x(y(xz)) has
linear form LB15 : ((ab)c)d + ((cb)a)d = a(b(cd)) + c(b(ad)), which may
be written equivalently with associators, by requiring that the expression
(o, o, oo) + (oo, o, o) alternate sign under the transposition of the first and
third variables. The equivalence of a linear identity and its associator form
is not immediately obvious, and requires some algebraic manipulation.

ALB15 : (a, b, cd) + (ab, c, d) = − [(c, b, ad) + (cb, a, d)] .
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5. Two classifications

The heart of this paper is the two classifications (Theorems 5.1.1 and 5.2.1).
We determine the Hasse diagrams of equivalences and incidences between
the sixty identities of Bol-Moufang type in two separate cases: first in the
class of commutative nonassociative rings, and second in the class of 2-
divisible nonassociative rings.

The definition of commutative is well known: xy = yx for all x, y in
the ring V . We will use the following definition of (additively) 2-divisible:
x+ x = 0 implies that x = 0, for all x in the ring V .

In the general case of nonassociative rings of Bol-Moufang type (i.e.
with no additional conditions), the Hasse diagram of all equivalences and
implications is as follows [7].

A

E , C

LC RCM

LB RB

LA FL RA

LN MN RN

Figure 1: The varieties of rings of Bol-Moufang type.

There are thirteen varieties: the left alternative variety (LA = A13,
A45, C12) and its dual right alternative variety (RA = C45, F12, F35),
the flexible variety (FL = B45, D24, E12), the left nuclear-square variety
(LN = A35) and its dual right nuclear-square variety (RN = F13), the
middle nuclear-square variety (MN = C24), the left Bol variety (LB =
B14) and its dual right Bol variety (RB = E25), the Moufang variety (M
= B15, D23, D34, E15), the left-C variety (LC = A14, A15, A34, C14)
and its dual right-C variety (RC = C25, F23, F15, F25), the Extra, C
variety (E = B23, D15, E34, C = C15), and finally the associative variety
(A) consisting of the remaining thirty Bol-Moufang identities.
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We will state our results in a way that describes how this general Hasse
diagram coalesces when the additional assumptions of commutativity and
2-divisibility are imposed.

5.1. The commutative subvariety

Theorem 5.1.1. The class of commutative rings of Bol-Moufang type con-
sists of five varieties: the flexible variety FL, the middle nuclear-square
variety MN , the left and right nuclear-square variety LN,RN , the Mo-
ufang variety M , and finally the associative variety A. The Hasse diagram
of incidences is given.

Figure 2: The five varieties of commutative rings of BM type.

Note 5.1.2. All commutative rings are automatically flexible. This follows
easily from: (xy)x = x(xy) = x(yx). Also note that if a commutative
ring satisfies an identity Φ, then it automatically satisfies the dual identity
Φ′. For example, if a commutative ring is left Bol (LB = B14), then it is
automatically right Bol (RB = E25) and vice versa.

Proposition 5.1.3. (E, C, LC, RC ⇔ A) In the variety of commutative
rings, each of the identities E, C, LC, and RC are equivalent to associa-
tivity.
Proof. First we will show that LC,RC imply C. If a commutative ring is
LC, it must also be RC and vice versa. If a commutative ring is LC and
RC, it must be C since:
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(xx)(yz) = (x(xy))z (start from the LC law A34)
(yy)(xz) = (y(yx))z (swap roles x↔ y)
(yy)(zx) = ((xy)y)z (commutativity)
(y(yz))x = ((xy)y)z (use A34 to rewrite LHS)
x(y(yz)) = ((xy)y)z (commutativity once more),

which proves the C law C15. Thus the LC,RC,C,E laws are equivalent for
commutative rings, since in general the E,C laws are equivalent and imply
the LC, RC laws [7].

We complete the proof by showing that if the ring is commutative, the
two equivalent Extra laws B23: x((yx)z) = (xy)(xz) and E34: (x(yz))y =
(xy)(zy) together imply associativity. Swap the roles played by x and y in
B23 to obtain: y((xy)z) = (yx)(yz). Then apply commutativity to E34 to
obtain: (x(yz))y = (yx)(yz). Thus we have y((xy)z) = (x(yz))y and once
again by commutativity, ((xy)z)y − (x(yz))y = 0, i.e. (x, y, z)y = 0. This
identity is quadratic in the variable y, so we consider its linear version:

(a, b, c)d+ (a, d, c)b = 0.

By setting d = 1, we obtain (a, b, c)+0 ·b = 0, which implies (a, b, c) = 0
for all a, b, c in the ring. This completes the proof. �

Proposition 5.1.4. (LN,RN ⇒ MN) In the class of commutative rings,
the left and right nuclear-square identities imply the middle nuclear-square
identity.
Proof. This is a straightforward use of commutativity, left nuclear-squares
LN : ((xx)y)z = (xx)(yz), and right-nuclear squares RN : (xy)(zz) =
x(y(zz))

(x(yy))z = ((yy)x)z = (yy)(xz)
= (xz)(yy) = x(z(yy))
= x((yy)z).

This demonstrates the middle nuclear-square law MN . �

Proposition 5.1.5. (LA, RA, LB, RB ⇔M) In the class of commutative
rings, the left and right alternative as well as the left and right Bol identities
are equivalent to the Moufang identities.
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Proof. First note that for arbitrary rings, any pair of LA, FL, RA implies
the third. For example, if a ring satisfies LA and RA it will satisfy LLA
and LRA. If we use LA: (x, x, y) = 0 and LRA: (a, b, c) = −(a, c, b), we
can derive FL as follows: 0 = (x, x, y) = −(x, y, x), which obviously implies
0 = (x, y, x), which is FL.

Secondly, we will show that if an arbitrary ring is all three LA, FL,
RA, then it satisfies the four Moufang laws (B15, D23, D34, E15). Our
strategy will be to show: (LA,FL,RA) ⇒ B15 ⇒ D23 ⇒ (LA,FL,RA).
By dualizing, and noting that (LA,FL,RA) is self-dual, we will obtain:
(LA,FL,RA) ⇒ E15 ⇒ D34 ⇒ (LA,FL,RA).

Suppose a ring satisfies the three laws: (xx)y = x(xy), (xy)x = x(yx),
(xy)y = x(yy). These will imply the linear laws LLA, LFL, LRA, and
therefore associators alternate: σ · (x, y, z) = sgn(σ) · (x, y, z), σ ∈ S3.
Following the technique of Schafer [16] we obtain:

((xy)x)z − x(y(xz)) = ((xy)x)z − (xy)(xz) + (xy)(xz)− x(y(xz))

= (xy, x, z) + (x, y, xz)

= −(x, xy, z)− (x, xz, y)

= −(x(xy))z + x((xy)z)− (x(xz))y + x((xz)y)

= −(x2y)z − (x2z)y + x((xy)z + (xz)y)

= −x2(yz)− x2(zy) + x(x(yz) + x(zy)) (using LRA)
= −x2(yz + zy) + x2(yz + zy)

= 0.

This proves B15. Now suppose B15: ((xy)x)z = x(y(xz)). If we set
z = 1 we obtain the flexible law (xy)x = x(yx), and if we set y = 1
we obtain the left-alternative law (xx)z = x(xz). These together imply
alternativity σ · (x, y, z) = sgn(σ) · (x, y, z), σ ∈ S3, which in particular
implies (y, z, x) = (z, x, y). Now we calculate:

(xy)(zx)− x((yz)x) = (x, y, zx) + x(y(zx))− x((yz)x)
= −(x, zx, y)− x((yz)x) + x(y(zx))
= −(x(zx))y + x((zx)y)− x((yz)x) + x(y(zx))
= −((xz)x)y + x((zx)y − (y, z, x))
= −x(z(xy)) + x((zx)y − (y, z, x))
= −x(z(xy)− (zx)y + (y, z, x))
= −x(−(z, x, y) + (y, z, x))
= −x · 0 = 0.
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This proves D23. Now suppose D23: (xy)(zx) = x((yz)x). If we set
z = 1 we obtain the flexible law (xy)x = x(yx). Additionally we know that
D23 implies the linear version LD23, which (upon setting the four variables
equal to 1, one at a time) implies alternativity σ ·(x, y, z) = sgn(σ) ·(x, y, z),
σ ∈ S3. The combination of the flexible law (x, y, x) = 0 with the linear
LLA law (x, y, z) = −(y, x, z) together imply 0 = (x, y, x) = −(y, x, x),
which implies (y, x, x) = 0, i.e. the right-alternative law (RA). Similarly, we
can derive the left-alternative law (LA). Therefore D23 ⇒ (LA,FL,RA).

We can now complete the original goal of this proof. Suppose a com-
mutative ring is any one of LA, RA, LB, RB. Since it is a commutative
ring, it must be both LA and RA. By the work above, it must therefore be
Moufang. Conversely, if the ring is Moufang it must be each of LA, RA,
LB, RB. �

Note 5.1.6. (Moufang rings and alternative rings) Embedded within the
proof of (5.1.5) is a proof that, in general, Moufang rings are precisely
those rings satisfying the three laws LA, FL, and RA. If we take the
linear versions LLA, LFL, LRA, we may conclude that Moufang rings are
alternative rings (in the traditional sense that associators transform via the
alternating representation of S3, i.e. σ · (x, y, z) = sgn(σ) · (x, y, z) where σ
is a permutation in S3 and sgn(σ) is its sign). If the ring is 2-divisible (i.e.
for all x, 2x = 0 implies x = 0), then Moufang rings are in fact equivalent
to alternative rings, since the linear laws LLA, LFL, LRA are equivalent
to the laws LA, FL, RA. Only in characteristic two can one produce an
example of an alternative ring that is not Moufang (see example 5.1.2 in
[7]).

Example 5.1.7. (Commutative flexible ring that is not Moufang, MN)
Consider the 8-element commutative ring R = F2[1, α, β] where:

· α β

α β 0
β 0 1

Since this ring is commutative, it must be flexible. However, it is not
left alternative since (αα)β 6= α(αβ) and therefore not Moufang; it is not
middle nuclear-square since (α(αα))β 6= α((αα)β). This example is of
minimal order.

Example 5.1.8. (Commutative MN ring that is not Moufang, LN , RN)
Consider the 8-element commutative ring R = F2[1, α, β] where:
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· α β

α β 0
β 0 β

The ring R is in fact middle nuclear-square, as one checks that β is
middle nuclear (i.e. (x, β, y) = 0 for all x, y ∈ R), and so all squares α2 = β,
β2 = β, (1 + α)2 = 1 + β, (1 + β)2 = 1 + β, (α+ β)2 = 0, (1 + α+ β)2 = 1
are middle nuclear as well. However, this ring is not left nuclear-square
LN since ((αα)α)α 6= (αα)(αα), and thus not RN since it is commutative;
and it is not left-alternative since (αα)β 6= α(αβ), and thus it cannot be
Moufang. This example is of minimal order.

Example 5.1.9. (Commutative LN,RN ring that is not Moufang) Con-
sider the 8-element commutative ring R = F2[1, α, β] where:

· α β

α 0 1
β 1 0

The ring R is in fact left/right nuclear-square, as one checks that all
squares α2 = 0, β2 = 0, (1 + α)2 = 1, (1 + β)2 = 1, (α + β)2 = 0,
(1 + α+ β)2 = 1 are nuclear. However, this ring is not Moufang since it is
not left alternative (αα)β 6= α(αβ). This example is of minimal order.

Example 5.1.10. (Commutative Moufang ring that is not MN) Consider
the commutative ring of order 37 given by R = F3[1, α, β, γ, δ, ε, ζ] where:

· α β γ δ ε ζ

α 0 δ 0 0 ζ 0
β δ 0 ε 0 0 0
γ 0 ε 0 −ζ 0 0
δ 0 0 −ζ 0 0 0
ε ζ 0 0 0 0 0
ζ 0 0 0 0 0 0

This is a folklore example attributed to I. Kaplansky of an alterna-
tive ring (and therefore Moufang by 5.1.5 above) that is not associative.
It is the ring-theory analogue of a commutative Moufang loop that is not
associative [11]. There is computational evidence that this example may
be of minimal order. It is in fact not MN since (βK)γ 6= β(Kγ) where
K = (1 + α)2 = 1 + 2α. It is interesting to note that this example exists
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in characteristic 3 (rather than characteristic 2 like the previous exam-
ples). It is also interesting to note that this ring does not admit a magma-
basis (unlike the previous examples which do). In fact, we have verified
that any commutative Moufang ring admitting a magma-basis is neces-
sarily associative. The argument is as follows: a commutative Moufang
ring V satisfies the linear law LD23, and so if V admits a magma-basis
β = {v1, v2, ..., vn}, the identity LD23 must also hold on the basis elements,
i.e. a((bc)d) + d((bc)a) = (ab)(cd) + (db)(ca) for all a, b, c, d in the basis β.
This would require the equality of unordered pairs {a((bc)d), d((bc)a)} =
{(ab)(cd), (db)(ca)} for all a, b, c, d in the basis β. In particular, for all el-
ements of the basis β, we have a((bc)d) = (ab)(cd) or d((bc)a) = (ab)(cd),
and upon setting d = 1 gives: a(bc) = (ab)c or (bc)a = (ab)c. Commuta-
tivity then implies that the magma-basis is associative, and therefore the
entire ring V must be associative.

The above propositions and examples completely classify the Hasse di-
agram of commutative rings of Bol-Moufang type.

5.2. The 2-Divisible Subvariety

Theorem 5.2.1. The class of additively 2-divisible rings of Bol-Moufang
type consists of five varieties: the left alternative variety LA, its dual right
alternative variety RA, the flexible variety FL, the usual Moufang variety
M , and finally the associative variety A. The Hasse diagram of incidences
is given.

Figure 3: The five varieties of 2-divisible rings of BM type.

Proposition 5.2.2. (E, C, LC, RC, LN , MN , RN ⇔ A) In the class of
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2-divisible rings, all identities E, C, LC, RC, LN , MN , RN are equivalent
to associativity.
Proof. The argument is essentially the same for all identities except for
B23, D15, E34 (the E or “Extra” identities). For the non-Extra identities
one simply considers the linear identity, sets one of the variables equal
to the multiplicative identity, then uses the 2-divisibility condition. For
example the C identity C15; first we consider the linear identity LC15:
a(b(cd)) + a(c(bd)) = ((ab)c)d + ((ac)b)d, and set b = 1 to obtain a(cd) +
a(cd) = (ac)d + (ac)d, i.e. 2a(cd) = 2(ac)d, and thus a(cd) = (ac)d by 2-
divisibility. Since this holds for all a, c, d in the ring, it must be associative.

Now we show how to deal with the Extra identities. Consider for ex-
ample B23 and its linear version LB23: a((bc)d) + c((ba)d) = (ab)(cd) +
(cb)(ad). Setting a = 1 yields (bc)d + c(bd) = b(cd) + (cb)d, i.e. the trans-
position (12) ∈ S3 acts by +1 on associators (b, c, d) = (c, b, d). Whereas,
setting d = 1 yields a(bc) + c(ba) = (ab)c + (cb)a, i.e. the transposition
(13) ∈ S3 acts by −1 on associators (a, b, c) = −(c, b, a). Therefore the cycle
(123) = (13)(12) ∈ S3 will act by −1 on associators (a, b, c) = −(c, a, b) and
its inverse (321) = (123)2 will act by +1 on associators (a, b, c) = (b, c, a).
Together, these facts will force all associators to be zero, as one calcu-
lates (a, b, c) = −(c, a, b) = −(a, b, c), which implies that 2(a, b, c) = 0 and
(a, b, c) = 0 by 2-divisibility. The arguments for D15 and E34 are similar.

�

Proposition 5.2.3. (LA ⇔ LB:RA ⇔ RB) In the class of 2-divisible
rings, the left/right alternative identity is equivalent to the left/right Bol
identity.
Proof. As LB implies LA, we need to show that LA implies LB. Sup-
pose that a ring satisfies LA: (x, x, y) = 0 and therefore it satisfies LLA:
(a, b, c) = −(b, a, c). We need to show LB: x(y(xz)) = (x(yx))z.

Let α denote the expression α := (x2, y, z) + (y, x2, z), notice that LLA
implies that α = 0. Using left-alternativity we may rewrite α as follows:

α = (x2, y, z) + (y, x2, z)
= ((xx)y)z − (xx)(yz) + (y(xx))z − y((xx)z)
= (x(xy))z − x(x(yz)) + (y(xx))z − y(x(xz))
= (x, xy, z) + x(x, y, z) + (y(xx))z − y(x(xz))
= −(xy, x, z)− x(y, x, z) + (y(xx))z − y(x(xz)).

Let β denote the expression β := −(x, yx, z) − (yx, x, z) + (x, y, x)z +
(y, x, x)z, and once again by left-alternativity, β = 0 and we may rewrite β
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as follows:
β = −(x, yx, z)− (yx, x, z) + (x, y, x)z + (y, x, x)z

= −(x(yx))z + x((yx)z)− ((yx)x)z + (yx)(xz)
+((xy)x)z − (x(yx))z + ((yx)x)z − (y(xx))z

= −(x(yx))z + x((yx)z) + (yx)(xz)
+((xy)x)z − (x(yx))z − (y(xx))z (cancel the ((yx)x)z).

Adding α and β yields:

0 = α+ β = −(xy, x, z)− x(y, x, z) + (y(xx))z − y(x(xz))− (x(yx))z
+x((yx)z) + (yx)(xz) + ((xy)x)z − (x(yx))z − (y(xx))z

= −(xy, x, z)− x(y, x, z)− y(x(xz))− (x(yx))z
+x((yx)z) + (yx)(xz) + ((xy)x)z − (x(yx))z

= −(xy, x, z)− x(y, x, z) + (y, x, xz)− (x(yx))z
+x((yx)z) + ((xy)x)z − (x(yx))z

= −(xy, x, z)− x(y, x, z)− (x, y, xz)− (x(yx))z
+x((yx)z) + ((xy)x)z − (x(yx))z

= 2x(y(xz))− 2(x(yx))z.

Finally, using 2-divisibility, we have LB: x(y(xz))−(x(yx))z = 0. Using
duality, we have RA⇔ RB. �

Example 5.2.4. (2-divisible LA ring that is not FL, RA) Consider the
81-element ring R = F3[1, α, β, γ] where:

· α β γ

α α β 0
β γ γ 0
γ 0 0 0

This ring R is in fact left-alternative but not flexible since (αβ)α 6=
α(βα), and not right-alternative since (αβ)β 6= α(ββ). This example is of
minimal order.

Example 5.2.5. (2-divisible FL ring that is not LA, RA) Consider the
27-element ring R = F3[1, α, β] where:

· α β

α β 0
β 0 1

This ring is flexible, but it is not left-alternative since (αα)β 6= α(αβ),
and it is not right-alternative since (αβ)β 6= α(ββ). This example is of
minimal order.
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Another famous example is the infinite R-algebra of the sedenions S [17],
[18] which are flexible but not left or right alternative.

Example 5.2.6. (2-divisible Moufang ring that is not associative) Consider
the 38-element ring given by R = F3[1, α, β, γ, δ, ε, ζ, η] where:

· α β γ δ ε ζ η

α 0 α ε 0 0 0 ζ
β δ 1 η α ε ζ γ
γ ζ γ 0 ε 0 0 0
δ 0 δ ζ 0 0 0 ε
ε 0 ζ 0 0 0 0 0
ζ 0 ε 0 0 0 0 0
η ε η 0 ζ 0 0 0

This ring was found by searching for a magma-basis that satisfies the
linear-Moufang laws (which are equivalent in the 2-divisible case to the
Moufang laws). Since the basis is linear-Moufang, the entire ring R is
Moufang (and hence also alternative). This ring is an example of a Mo-
ufang/alternative ring that is not associative, for example (αβ)γ 6= α(βγ).
Another famous example is the infinite R-algebra of the octonions O, which
are Moufang/alternative, but not associative.

The above propositions and examples completely classify the Hasse di-
agram of 2-divisible rings of Bol-Moufang type.

6. The significance of the Moufang Variety

One of the main goals of classifications such as this is to emphasize the
relative importance of certain subvarieties of objects, and the present pa-
per certainly highlights the importance of Moufang rings. In fact, in the
2-divisible case, Moufang rings are equivalent to the historically important
and well-studied class of alternative rings, i.e. where associators transform
via the alternating representation of S3. In this section we include some
results, with proofs, that are, perhaps, part of the folklore about commuta-
tive alternative rings. These results are analogous to results in the setting
of commutative Moufang loops, cf. Theorem 2.1 in [12].

Theorem 6.1. Let V be a commutative Moufang ring and x ∈ V any
element. The element 3x is nuclear, i.e. associates with all elements of V .
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Proof. We make use of the following “half-Akivis identity”, valid for all
x, y, z in any ring:

(x, y, z) + (y, z, x) + (z, x, y) = [xy, z] + [yz, x] + [zx, y],

where (u, v, w) = (uv)w−u(vw) and [u, v] = uv−vu are the usual associator
and commutator. Since the ring V in question is assumed Moufang (and
therefore alternative), we have (x, y, z) = (y, z, x) = (z, x, y). Since V is
also assumed to be commutative, the other side of the identity vanishes,
yielding:

3(x, y, z) = 0.

Finally, using linearity of the associator: 0 = 3(x, y, z) = (3x, y, z) =
(x, 3y, z) = (x, y, 3z), which gives the result. �

Theorem 6.2. Let V be a commutative Moufang ring and x ∈ V any
element. The element x3 is nuclear, i.e. x3 associates with all of V .
Proof. First we need to show that for any elements x, y, z ∈ V , we have
(y, x3, z) = 0. Then, by alternativity, 0 = −(x3, y, z) = −(y, z, x3) and
therefore all associators (x3, y, z) = (y, x3, z) = (y, z, x3) = 0 vanish, as
required.

Since V is alternative, x3 = (xx)x = x(xx) is well-defined. We will
establish two identities, which hold for all elements of V :

(1) a3b = a(a(ab))

(2) a(b(cb)) = ((ab)c)b = b((ba)c).

The identity (1) follows by applying one of the four equivalent Moufang
identities B15: x(y(xz)) = ((xy)x)z specialized to the case of x = a, y = a,
and z = b. The identity (2) follows by applying another equivalent Moufang
identity E15: x(y(zy)) = ((xy)z)y specialized to the case of x = a, y = b,
and z = c to obtain the first equality of (2), and the second equality of (2)
follows by commutativity. Now let x, y, z be elements of V and compute:

y(x3z) = y(x(x(xz))) using (1)
= y(x((xz)x)) commutativity
= ((yx)(xz))x (2) with a = y, b = x, c = xz
= x((xz)(xy)) commutativity
= z(x((xy)x)) (2) with b = x, a = z, c = xy
= z(x(x(xy))) commutativity
= z(x3y) using (1)
= (yx3)z. commutativity
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As required, this proves that (y, x3, z) = (yx3)z − y(x3z) = 0. �

7. Acknowledgements

We thank Murray Bremner, as the motivation to study nonassociative rings
of Bol-Moufang type grew out of a separate but related problem posed
by Bremner to study tangent algebras to smooth loops of Bol-Moufang
type, an intriguing form of nonassociative Lie theory (see for example [1],
[8], [10], [15]). One may consider a nonassociative R-algebra q of Bol-
Moufang type with set of units U ⊆ q. If U is closed under multiplication
it becomes a smooth loop of Bol-Moufang type and T1U ∼= q is its tan-
gent algebra with natural commutator [X,Y ] = XY − Y X and associator
(X,Y, Z) = (XY )Z −X(Y Z) structures. It remains to determine the ap-
propriate conditions on an R-algebra q of Bol-Moufang type so that its set
units U ⊆ q is closed under multiplication (and therefore a loop). This
would be an important preliminary result on the way to classifying tan-
gent algebras to smooth loops of Bol-Moufang type. The associator forms
of the Bol-Moufang identities determined in section 4.2 may also play an
important role in this classification as well.

We also thank the anonymous referee for his or her careful reading of
the paper, and for his or her helpful suggestions.

References

[1] M.R. Bremner and S. Madariaga, Polynomial identities for tangent al-
gebras of monoassociative loops, Commun. Algebra 42 (2014), 203− 227.

[2] B.C. Dart and E.G. Goodaire, Loop rings satisfying identities of Bol-
Moufang type, J. Algebra Appl. 8 (2009), 401− 411.

[3] F. Fenyves, Extra loops I, Publ. Math. Debrecen 15 (1968), 235− 238.

[4] E.G. Goodaire, Alternative Loop rings, Publ. Math. Debrecen 30 (1983),
31− 38.

[5] E.G. Goodaire, A brief history of loop rings, Proc. XVth Escola de Álgebra,
Canela, Brazil (1998).

[6] J.T. Graves, On a connection between the general theory of normal couples
and the theory of complete quadratic functions of two variables, Philosophical
Magazine 173 (1845), no.26, 315− 320.



Subvarieties of rings of Bol-Moufang type 259

[7] D. Hemmila, J.D. Phillips, D. Rowe and R. White, The varieties of
rings of Bol-Moufang type, J. Algebra Appl. (to appear).

[8] A.I. Mal’cev, Analytical loops, Math. Sb. N.S. 36 (1955), 569− 576.

[9] W. McCune, Prover9 and Mace4, http://www.cs.unm.edu/mccune/prover9/,
2005− 2010.

[10] P.O. Mikheev, Commutator algebras of right alternative algebras, (Rus-
sian), Mat. Issled. 113 (1990), 62− 65, (translator M.R. Bremner and M.V.
Tvalavadze (2008).

[11] G.P. Nagy and P.Vojtěchovský, The Moufang loops of order 64 and 81,
J. Symbolic Computation 42 (2007), 871− 883.

[12] J.D. Phillips, The commingling of commutativity and associativity in Bol
loops, Comment. Math. Univ. Carolinae 57 (2016), 555− 565.

[13] J.D. Phillips and P. Vojtěchovský, The varieties of loops of Bol-Moufang
type, Algebra Universalis 54 (2005), 259− 271.

[14] J.D. Phillips and P. Vojtěchovský, The varieties of quasigroups of Bol-
Moufang type: An equational reasoning approach, J. Algebra 293 (2005),
17− 33.

[15] L.V. Sabinin, Smooth quasigroups and loops: Forty-five years of incredible
growth, Comment. Math. Univ. Carolinae 41 (2000), 377− 400.

[16] R.D. Schafer, An introduction to nonassociative algebras,
https://www.gutenberg.org/ebooks/25156, (2008), 18pp.

[17] J.D.H. Smith A left loop on the 15-sphere, J. Algebra 1 (1995), 128− 138.

[18] J.D.H. Smith and B.M. Kivunge, Subloops of sedenions, Comment.
Math. Univ. Carolinae 45 (2004), 295− 302.

Received April 22, 2023
D. Hemmila, J.D. Phillips, D. Rowe
Department of Mathematics and Computer Science, Northern Michigan University, 1401
Presque Isle Ave, Marquette, Michigan 49855, USA
Emails: dahemmil@nmu.edu, jophilli@nmu.edu, darowe@nmu.edu

R. White
School of Mathematical and Statistical Sciences, Southern Illinois University, 1263 Lin-
coln Drive, Carbondale Illinois 62901, USA
Email: ronald.white@siu.edu


