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Abstract
BAFINN e XYY« NG AR—EARE YV « INT AR —FAR (set-
theoretical solutions to the quantum Yang-Baxter equation) % Ftig L
TS, BAFIHI XY« N AR—BIGDORR BN 5.

Introduction

BV e NI 22— (2, 3, 4, 24, 25] 1, AR RICENT, DM
BRSO —DTH 5. V Z2HRITC T MVZERET 5. #PEH (17
)R VRV - VeVIKETZROHENE, BV - NI AZ2—)

RN

R23R13R12 — R12R13R23. (01)
T, RIZ, TUVIVHV V@V DhLEZNHENDRD X S LG4 T
H5.

R¥2 =R®idy, R® =idy ® R.

7z, (IT8) g R DT &7 R-matrix &9,
TONT MVZER YV OREZ X L L,

XX ={u®v|uveX} (0.2)
EHL. BV NI AR —/71E0(0.1) Ofif R 78, FK X ICBIL, K,
ROZM T LT0E LT 5.

RX®X)CcX®X.

(R(u®v)1, R(u®wv)s) := R(u®v) (u,v € X) &LT, il Ru®v), R(u®
v)g € X ZEATS. TNZFHLTROELIITERINDS X x X HZEN
HENOEHR%, [AUGS R TLY.

R(u,v) = (Rlu®v)1, Rlu®v)2) (u,ve X).

TEDTTH R VTV Y 37 ZAZ—Fk (0.1) iz &h D, GI&ER -
XxX = XxXb, WRIFE-7AUHER (0.3) 2T

R23R13R12 — R12R13R23. (03)



7272l, FORCTHBNT, RIIZ X x X x X Wb ZFNHENOESLTHS.
wzix,

RY¥(u,v,w) := (R(u,v),w), R*(u,v,w):= (u, R(v,w)) (u,v,w € X).

X (0.3) BETYY « NI RAX—FHRA LTINS,

COWMERDVD. §45b5, BTV - NI AZ—JEX (0.3) D (5
MR X xX - X xXIZHL, V:i=CX =@exCae & LT, BB R%Z
VoV EORBIEMRICHRT % &, RIFX (0.1) %5721, R-matrix £7%%.

Drinfeld [6] (&, (ABREFRSAV) HAS5EE X OEM FEREINRE
T NI ZAEZ=FEX(0.3) D (B R : X x X — X x X D@52z
Bl m1TvY - N\T AZ—)7E30(0.1) DITHf# (matrix solution) (T4
T, X (0.3) D% set-theoretical solution EFESRT EMMBVDY, AFT
13, &IC Veselov [22] IC K> TIREBE NIV > < N T A X —F 4 (Yang-Baxter
map) &V HHiZ LT 5.

FTORLIEKSIEC, Y NI RAX—FHRIIERDEIITHIE LTEREN
% Rrmatrix D & TH 5. TDEK S 7%%f#ld Drinfeld DEEMELFTC UL < DAV
HNTWehY, Weinstein-Xu [23] D2 YD IC, Gateva-Ivanova [11],
Etingof-Schedler-Soloviev [8], Lu-Yan-Zhu [15] ZXED, V2« NI AZ—H
QORI TAERIC R LTz, T D&, V2« NI AR —FHEJRnTR)
RO MED,  Adler-Bobenko-Suris [1], Veselov [22] 7% i &> THHS
MCENTND.

—J, BFVYY e NT A 2= DINTG A—=2ZMA Tkl
BYXAT IV Y2 NTAZ—)TREAD (FEHBIE) frh i & 1RO E
ABICRE N R E 2 729 T LB Felder [10] IC&K > THALICEN, BT
ZAF I+ V2« NI A2 —FERDTTAfE TH % dynamical R-matrix
DD E > 72 [7].

h 724 R eAl# Lie K& (/C), h* Z2 h ORZER], V 7% diagonalizable
h-MEEE T 5. BB RN : VeV - VeV (A€ h*) DROETXA
FTIANW Y e N AZ—REA[12] Z2Wilcd &£ ¥, R(\) %Z dynamical
R-matrix £19.

RBNRBA+h2)RZ(N\) = RZ(A+ hB)RBV)RB(A+ 1) (YA € h¥).
TTT, RIN),RIN+hr0)) HERIRDEI RV VeV hLZNHHEN
D) UREAL g <1 RE AN

R\ (u®v®w) = R\ (u®v)®w,

R\ 4+ (u® v @ w) = RZ(\ + wt(w))(u®@ v @ w).

727120, u,v,w € VI3V D weight basis Dy, wt(w) d7tw DV A Mz
x9.
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BIETIE, dynamical R-matrix D SEZRKE NAMHEMETHE (9, 10, 14],
KUZ DAL TH 2 WAL (bialgebroid) & tensor category DR [5, 21],
dynamical R-matrix & R-matrix D% (quasi Hopf twister * vertex-IRF Xf
&) (7, 13], RIHRFEVERSRBEORSEK [7] & DRERA E, Z OO X
.

CORTAAFT IV Y2 - N7 X2 =K (ICHT 2 /5ER) D set-
theoretical solution ICd72% & DM, AFOBEICHZ XA F IV Y+
7 A2 —HAR (dynamical Yang-Baxter map) Tdh 5 [17, 18, 19)].

Definition 0.1. H, X ZZETHKWESR, () : Hx X — HZ25HET 3.
X x X DOZNHENDEHR RN (N € H) WROK S B&TFZAF I )0
Y e NG AR NSO 2wz T & &, RO\ Z H, X, (1)IC
MBELIZZAF I e Y e RTARZ=B RN,

RB(AN)RBA-XPYR2Z(N) = RZ(A- XOHRBWRBP(A- X)) (VA€ H).

TTT, R\, RZ2\-XO)E, X x X x X FERSNLERDEK S EE
BTH5. u,v,we XITHL,

R2(N)(u,v,w) = (R(A\)(u, v), w),
R2Z(\ - XO)(u,v,w) = RZ(\ - w)(u,v,w) = (R(\ - w)(u,v), w).

HOEB/RE [FARICERT 5. HIZE,
]%23(A ’ X(l))(ua v, U)) = (uv R()‘ ' U)('U, w))

AR TIE, Weinstein-Xu [23] ICK 2V « NI X2 —BHROMIEZHS
M UM S, TOMEICEHEMNITT, BAFIA V2 NI ZXE—5
BRO—DDRKITIEZFENTT B.

9, ¥/ ar1hb3ETT, Weinstein-Xu il KO MRS Nizv e -
ING AR —BHBOMIEZIAEMC LEND, TOBGENETYVY NI AR—
JiFE 229 T & 2R 5.

CORER —RILT B ETEAT IV« VY« NI XX =Rk
THEDODNEIaahE8TH5.

Z D%, Lu-Yan-Zhu [15] IC KBV « N7 X Z—EROMIT1E (7
23 Y9), unitary condition, vertex-IRF Xt (227> 3>/ 10), invariance
condition (8.3) (€7 ¥ a > 11) OFIAN L.

1 V> -NOXS-EH

Dt 3 Tid, Weinstein-Xu [23] IC KO E NIV Y - NI A —
Bz k89 % ([15, Section 3] LEEMD T &).

3
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G = (G, *) 2, XIHIT % unique factorization property Z{iti7z 9 #5570 HE
Gy, G_ ZfEo kLT 5.

(unique factorization property) 9°XTD g € GIZHL, g =
gr*xg- £8B Gy Ditgy & G- Ditg. WDHE—DFET 5.

BEOYEREIE, T D unique factorization property Z {7z 9.
g+ € Gy L g_ € G_ D¥ijtkE, ThTh, g7, oot &HEICTLICTS.
T, grt (g7 WEEB T LICHERT B (92! & (g7 BK).
CORHZHVT, B8 R:GxG—-GxG %

R(g,h) = ((g="*hxg_) xgx(g- xhxg_)4, g~ xhxg_) (g,h€G) (1.1)
CIEDD.

Proposition 1.1. TOER RIEVY - NI ARZ—FILTH%. bbb, B
BRRIGETVY « NI AR—751E2K (0.3) 279

Ko7y a T, TO (VY RNTAZ—)E% R OMEEHS
M UEMS, D Proposition DitFHZ 5% %.

2 BGOHOI—DODEHEE

Oz arTlE, BEGH, BRICHIOREZH DT LB RT. CORf
FiEAY, Proposition 1.1 OFERHIC B B E# 2 K729
MG LI, ROXSIC2HEHE - .G xG— G ZEDS.

g-h:=grxhxg_ (g9,h€q).
Proposition 2.1. (G,-) 3B TH 5.

Proof. (G, %) & (G, ) DHATAFELCTHB T L, X7z, (G,)IcBlIbge G
DWTTH g7t +g=! L5 T LEABTHHTE 3.
G Ditgl, ¢2, gAlcxl, 2EEE (1) DEHEKD,

(9" 9°) 9° = (g xg® % gl )y v g° x (g} x> % g1 )
%%, G, Gy, G_IZPBT % unique factorization property ZH\ % &,
(92 g*+gL)y =gy g7, (9yxg°*gl)- =g° xgl
TH5. LIzhoT,
(g"-9%)-9° =gl =gl xg’ x> x g =g"- (4" %)

ZDOXIICLT, (G,) FBHICES. O
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Remark 2.2. DUF, BELZBET 572012, ¢! EWVHEdEIE, HIiC, I
$5Lg e G OWTEKRT I LICTS.

R(g,h) € Gx G (g,h € Q) DF 1S, BRT, H2WN%, ZhZh,
n(h)(9),&(g)(h) € G £EL. ThbbB,

&g)(h) =g~"
n(h)(g) = (g~ xhxg )T xgx (9" xhxg_)s

THs. TDOLE, XKD IID.
Proposition 2.3. $XTD g, h € GIZHL, &(g)(h)-n(h)(g) =g - h.
AR, (1) DERICHE - TEHE T UE K.

Proposition 2.3 lFRDZ EZFEHR LTS, RTEEINDGEXxEMNH
ZTNHENDEGZ o L LK.

a(g,h) = (&(g)(h),n(h)(9)) (9.h € G). (2.1)

Proposition 2.3 &, Bfo M, () ICBET 25 1 k0 &5 2 Ky OfEZ A~
IKRDT 2R LTS,

KDY arTiE, TOHEEDDS, BioBXUTRE, GDituxv xw
(u,v,w € G) ZREUNITFB. BE RWNETV Y « NI A Z— Az
Ce%k, uxv txwhELDTH5.

xhxg_,

3 BEEEZEORUEZ

Av g TR, THEERROEZ Tl o ZERRT 5.
A2 GO L, Gx GhHBEFNEHENDEE F, %

Fx(g:h)=(\-g, X\-g-h) (9,:h€q) (3.1)
EEDB.

Proposition 3.1. B} F\ 3EHHFTH . B, ZOWEHRIRTHEAD
N5. (F\) 'g,h) = ()\jrl N ED gll x h x gil).

Proposition 2.3 ZfHW 2 &, G x G LOEM Fro(Fy\)~! OF 2 lKIEE
bEENETTHS.
Remark 3.2. TP E VS HENDTEHE, EDONELTGEDOHNIT

eZNE TN THS. $hbb, BIRF B—RIELETNHEE TS, L,
C D—ALIF R D IC B TIREN R B2 R T
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COFHRF\ Z2WTHG o 225403 5 (T TEEOIO A ) &,
ERMNAETRICKD,

F\o(Fy)"'(g.h) = (Ax g~ xh, h) (g9,h€G) (3.2)
Lixs.
%CT’
S(\) := Fxa(Fy) ™, (3.3)
S:GxGxG3(uv,w)— (w,uxv txw,w) €GxGxG(3.4)
<.

Proposition 3.3. XD 3 &FIFETH 5.
(1) SV12SS(V)!2 = SS(V)12S (VA € Q).
(2) 01202512 = ¢B412523,

(3) RIEYY « NI RZ—BHTHB.

Proof. B4 o DiEF (2.1) K0, &M (2) & (3) WIAMHICA 2 DIF KW,
(1) & (2) WIAMEICTESZ T EZRT. G X GxGDEZNHENDEH

Fx(u,v,w)=\-u, Acu-v,A-u-v-w) (A\u,v,we Q)
ZHEZD. TOFBRIEHLT,
o (Fy) ' =S\W"2, Fe®F) ' =S
Zhired. TOWHZHWS L, &M (1) & (2) FFREICES. O

X (3.2), (3.4)12&K D, Proposition 3.3 DI (1) B D LD T & AHMEH
Ibhd (EEMNICEIRETNIEXRV). Lo T, D Proposition & D Hf4
R (D&Y Y - NI RAX—E{TH5. THH, Proposition 1.1 T/RLIZW
kThole.

4 —fi. FOAHE

Proposition 1.1 DFFHZ A TH B L, B G OEE « ZH O TEEREINSIT
uxv b xw B, GRS, S\ EEUT, &Yy - NI RAZ—HEX(0.3) Z
FEHHLTOS.

HER I EIE, BB S, S(\) D Proposition 3.3 DM (1) 27z,
The TEEZIY 2] TLickD, 87V Y - NI A2 (0.3) Dff
MEBNBTETHD. TIT, & Q) 2T &%, B GOHEA « %2

6
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FOWTERINS uxv lxwz—R(ETHehTENLE, I a>r2, 3
Difimz ZTDEEHND T ET, #Filcia vy « NI ARZ—E4%2155 T &hH
TE2DTIR AV, LnHERICTEEL.

IFDY s> g Tk, TOHEITHEDE, Weinstein-Xulc X3V« N\
7 AR —BARO— Rt 25l 5.

HOMUDKERZH L L5 &, I#kc bic) TORTIEERRT 5. kK
BDBEANZ, Remark 3.2 T L72BA& F\ O—f{bx Eicdhs. LML, C
DRBINZEAF I« ¥« NI ZAZ=Fg S Filz e Sz e
DTH5.

5 Jouxv lxw®3IEEEANDO—HX

A+ a2 Tld, Proposition 3.3 D&M (1) 2T T &7%<, G DIt u *
vl xw (u,v,w € G) 2 3THBEBRIC RIS 5. £, ZORDDORELNS
72K % [18, Section 3].

M = (M, p) % ternary system &9 %. §74%bH, M % 3LHHHEA (ternary
operation) p: Mx MxM — M Zf{>7z, ZECHRWVMERLET 5. A M Dita
LT, Gfs(a) : MxM — MxM, BXUGs: MxMxM — MxMxM
z,

s(a)(z,y) = (p(a, z,9),y), (5.1)
s(w,y,2) = (v, p(2,y,2),2) (z,9,2 € M).
EEET D, TDs(a), sld, BIRSN) (3.3), S (3.4) O—RILTHS.

Proposition 5.1. RIIFEHETH 5.
(1) s(a)'?ss(a)'? = ss(a)'?s  (Ya € M).
(2) pla, pla, b, c), p(p(a, b, c), c,d)) = p(a, b, u(b, ¢, d)),
p(p(a, b, c),c,d) = p(p(a, b, u(b, ¢,d)), (b, c,d),d)  (Va,b,c,d € M).

Proof. (1) XDFE 1, H2 KAHFELLEWSIAN (2) THB. (1) D 31K
INELLEBDIEEHHTH S DT, TD Proposition DFIRAK O VTD., O

M WEETHZ5E, TORZEx : M x M — M E&ELLIZLT,
w(a,b,c) = axbtxc (a,b,c € M) TM L0 3EEE 4 ZEDS. T3
&, TOpld EOZEM (2) 21729 (Proposition 3.3 Z).

6 E&I[ D—x

BOTERF) (3.1) &—fIELLTLELBS. TDHIC left quasigroup L1
IBESZE AT B (cf. [16, 20]).
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Definition 6.1. 2 I () : L x L — L ZfE> 722 TROVES L HREE
73 &E, L=(L, )7 left quasigroup &\ 9.

IARTCDue LIEHNLT, B (EBRE)u: Lev—u-ve Ll
EHNTHS.

L= (L,-) % left quasigroup &9 5. 5 LEXRKD, ¥Hu L — L
DWW EIGLINFET . Tz u\ &FH<.

u\:L3v—u\velL.
CUE, u-(u\v) =u\(u-v) =v (Yu,v € L) 27z 7.
Example 6.2. ffld left quasigroup TH 5.

Example 6.3. 85 Q5 2 Qs = {0,1,2,3,4} &L, Q5 LD 2R (1) 2
Table 1 DX IEDS. TTT, 0-2=2ThHb. Qs DELH, Table 1 D

Table 1: Q5

01 2 3 4
014 3 2 1 0
113 1 0 2 4
210 2 3 4 1
311 0 4 3 2
412 4 1 0 3

BT 1N, DD 1EOHFUHMENEZNDT, TO Q5 = (Qs, ) 13 left
quasigroup TH 5.

Remark 6.4. left quasigroup @ 2 HIHEIZ, BELIZFRAKD, MENTHS LI
RS20, FIZIE, ED Qs O 2 HEHBEIIH AN TIE AW, HEE, (1-2)-3=
1#4=1-(2-3). LA >T, left quasigroup lFH LD E (M7xD) ZLfF
1£9 %.

L = (L,-) % left quasigroup &9 %. A € LI L, BB f\: LxL — LxL
%

f/\(uvv):()"ua ()‘u)v) (U>U€L)

EIED B [18, Section 3]. KiF Proposition 3.1 D—RALICH Tz 5.

Proposition 6.5. B4 f\ 3EHH THS. HEHRI,
() Hu,v) = W, u\v)  (u,v € L).
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7T FA4FIHIN -V - NORIY—E&

AKX arTiE, 7T ay4TOHRICHY, GHs(a) & LBV .
NG AR —BBERELED Lidhrd. T TICTE LK IICTDIRAAIEE
WL, Y NI RAZ=B{ETIIHL, ZAFTINN Y - NI X 2—F{
ANCISY PN

IR, LE MEFESLLTHETSHZ LIRETS. COREELGZ 5%
Bt L - M &EL Fie, M _EO 3 EEE 4 HY Proposition 5.1 D&
7 (2) Ziil=9 T L ENET 5.

Au,v € LZWTITEE\(u)(v), na(v)(u) € L 2

(Ex(u)(v), ma(@)(w) = (f) (@ x 7= s(r(N) (7 x 7) falu, v)
LEDDB. BT, Lx LMbHADHENDEE R(\)

R (u,v) = (na(v)(w), &x(u)(v))

LEHT .

KK, TOBE RN DY - RTAR—BEICE B ETTHBH, 50
B, 185 A—Z A D AHUTIIES> TLELY, BTV - A7 22— K
DI 75 BIR.

2T IR NZERLEZ .

s(m(X)) i Proposition 5.1 D5 (1) Zfilzd DEMND, TNz
BHYS f TEBMUTZEGRD MR ENEEHB RN &, M50
HERZM7ZT1ETTHB. TORTYY - N7 XA &2—)5FERIC
92 EAZRD K.

COEREIRDKSITKS.
Proposition 7.1. G4 R(\) XD Rz 72T
RB(A)RB(A-LO)R2(N) = RZ(A- LOYRBNRB(A-LW) (VA e L).
R2()\), R2(\-LB)) 7 EDERITDOVTIE Definition 0.1 ZBIRDT L.

Definition 0.1 &0, ¥4, L, L, ()ICHBELIZXAFI ALYV -
NG AR —FAQe M LTz C &Ic75%.

Z @ Proposition 1&, Proposition 3.3 &[AlkRKIC L TAEHE N5 [18, Section
3.
Remark 7.2. ZAF IV« V2 < )INT A Z—BAR R(\) /8T A—2 Nk
FLRWES, R:= R\ IEETYY - N7 X 2—)1K(0.3) Zifi/zd. L
TeM>T, REVY NI AZ—F{THE. I4bb, ZA4F3IA)L-F
Ve NG AR=FIRIV Y « NI AR—F e S TH 5.



8 O/ arvshoTETODELD

YO avsho TERTRE, @HOMXLIIFRELSHEET 2L, Ik
L3 THAIEEZET DD, AerarTlE, ¥rraryshoT X
T TS ZAFT IV V2 NI AR—FIQROMWRZ2F LD, T
HUT, COMKOWM, $74bb, HEMEZITAAT IV v N
D AR—FGIN, T DX ITHLE NS T & &ibX3 [18, Theorem 4.7).

L = (L,-) % left quasigroup, M = (M, u) % Proposition 5.1 (2) Ziifi7z
9 ternary system £ 9%, ZLT, TNOMNEGE LTHMETHS LREL,
COFMEEZ B RS n: L — M Z—DFEET 5.

Lx LhSZNHENDEMHR R(N) (A€ L) &

(u(m(A), m(A-u), m((A-u)-v))), (8.1
m(v)(u) = (A E(w) (V) \((A - u) -v). 8.2
EREDBD.
CDEEZERMNEKD LD,

Theorem 8.1 (Proposition 7.1). R\\) & L, L, () WLz XAFIH
ey e NIAR—FELTH%.

CDREAF IV« V2 NI ZAZ—FILIRD invariance condition %2
fii7zd.

A-&x(u)(0) -m()(w) =A-u)-v (VYA u,ve€ L) (8.3)

C @ invariance condition (&, Proposition 2.3 D—f&{LICH Tz 5.

Theorem 8.1 D& X7z DD, L = (L,-) % left quasigroup, R(\)
(A € L) 7, invariance condition (8.3) 27z L, L, (:)ICHiL/zZ 1)
SV XY NG AR=FGET D, na(v)(u), Ex(u)(v) (A u,ve L) ZXR
TEDS.

(A (v)(u), Ex(u)(v)) = R(A)(u, v).

Theorem 8.2. Theorem 8.1 DWEFRITIET R(N) ZEH T K 57 ternary
system M = (M, p), BELUCRHMN 7 L - M DMAHET 5.

FEE, COEMZAIT 27O,

M = (L,pr),

pr(a,b,c) =a-&(a\b)(b\c) (a,b,ce M),
mw = idL

LN L.

10

90



9 Lu-Yan-Zhu [C£BY 2 - N R —BEHDERK

L=(L,), G=(G,x) &L L, 0% L5 Aut(G) NORHERTITHS &
T5. LD GEAND (BEFELTD) &Y« D RZ2HIzd & E, Gz
bijective 1-cocycle &9,

m(u-v) =7(u)*0(u)(r(v)) (u,veL). (9.1)

Lu-Yan-Zhu [15] (&, C® bijective 1-cocycle MHY > « INT A X —FARH
MR TEAH T 2R L. Rtr > aTld, Theorem 8.1 DMK EN D
bijective 1-cocycle Z8 Z 19 [18, Section 2]. #fik & LT, bijective 1-cocycle
MHEY Y s NI AR=FEHEMGENZBHEHLMTT 5.

Y7 ay5 TITIRLIEKDIL,

Proposition 9.1. G FO3THE g : GXGXG 3 (2,y,2) — xxy 'z € G
&, Proposition 5.1 DM (2) 217z 9.

Theorem 8.1 X0, #L = (L,.) L2287 : L - G, BXU ternary
system (G, pg) 1&, ZAF IV NI AZ—BILR(\) : LXL — LxL
AT

LDOtuZfVT, G50u):G—G%

O(u)(z) = m(u) L xw(u-7m1(z)) (z€Q)

EEHRTD.

Remark 9.2. LD 0(u) DEZZEFEZZBTE, m(u-m () = m(u)*0(u)(z)
5. nWEHEHNTHS I LeBEAGDENE, ToERAR, (9.1) &—
B9 5.

Proposition 9.3. TOE0(u) IERHHTH S, TOWEME, 6(u) ! (z) =
m(u\pm (7 (u) * 7).

X (8.1) kDb,
Proposition 9.4. &, (u)(v) = 7710\ 71O\ - u)7(v) (N, v € L).

CCTT, 0:L— Aut(G) WHERMTH S LIRETS. COLE, &2
f 7 : L — G & bijective 1-cocycle £7%%. %7z, LOIREE, Proposition
9.4, X (8.2), BXULMETHAZ LD, BAFIHNV TV TR
=B/ RN ENNT A—=Z NIMAZ LB, LIeW>T, RN IEYY « N
J AR =5 E715% (Remark 7.2).

X, Weinstein-Xu DK L7zV > < N\7 A2 —FDH/5 5, Lu-Yan-
Zhu WHEER L7286 D&, 9XTC, ternary operation ug ZHW T LEDXKSIC
HBRENTV5.

11
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10 ZAFIAHI -V - NORY—FBEDOEMTE

ARTlE, left quasigroup L = (L,-), ternary system M = (M, u). BXT
¥ 7 L — M »5, invariance condition (8.3) Zi/zd XA+ I )L
Y NI AR—BGHRER TE B T &2/ LTz (Theorem 8.1). T DERL
WKEKBAAFT IV -V - NI AZ—FHOWEHIE, £ DA, ternary
operation p DHTHREEND (XA FT IV « V¥« NI AR —FG7z HiC
TR Uz & ODELR s(a) (5.1) T, AU ternary operation pu D+
TEREINTWEN5). FIZF ([18, Section 7)),

Proposition 10.1. B P: L x L — L x L %Z P(u,v) = (v,u) (u,v € L)
3%, (L,M,7) KOMRENZZAFT IV -V - N7 ARX—FIL R(\)
W unitary condition
RO)PR(\) =P (VA€ L)
Zifile 3 Te D DREN &R, ternary operation p B
wla, p(a,b,c),c) =b (Ya,b,ce M) (10.1)

23T L ThH5.

ternary system M DVHETH D, ternary operation p B s (Proposition
9.1) THA%6, X(10.1) &, BEM DATHB T & LAEIcES. Lz
MoT, 739 T hbijective 1-cocycle WHREK LTz V> « NI AR—E
% unitary condition 27z 9 7z, B G AT H S Z LR E |7
£7%%. THUX, Lu-Yan-Zhu [15] @ Proposition 4 DFRZDEDTH 5.

COfCt, AFROMR TR KDV NI AR—BHREZAF IV
Y e INT A B —BEH[E D ternary system D SRR I N TOAUL, TD

TODOFEBREFEC DT B RS J(N) BEET S (J(N) 1 TEEETY 2RKT
2DODBHOEK). TOREEZRLTAHS L,

R(\) = JN)TIRE (N

ElEoTWT, XA F 2/)V R-matrix £ R-matrix 5’ fusion matrix /T L
THEC DL £V vertex-IRF X5 & L A UEZ LT 5.

DEO, BAFIHN V2 e NTARZ=Bgpl Y « INT X Z—BHBD
ICE, vertex-IRF XfLHEES 2 D TH % [18, Section 8].

11 &f&I[Zinvariance condition [CD\ T

AR [18] ICHB W T, invariance condition(8.3) &2, XA F I /)b« ¥ -
ING AR —F 2RI % e DR B8NS e & LTH->Tna. L
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MU, tensor category ZHWTHAF I AV « ¥/« N7 A2 —Ff 7% 5k
T BRI, T D invariance condition WRAHD R & 755 [19)].

R(\) % dynamical R-matrix & L& 9 (Introduction ). i#%, dynam-
ical R-matrix IZl&, R weight-zero condition Zi{9™ [10].

u,v € V 7% weight basis Dyr &9 % & &,

R()‘) (u &® U) € th(u)-‘rwt(v)-

ZTT, Vy(aeh*) &, weight a DU = A F2ERTZEKT.

Introduction TH Lib N7z R-matrix &V >/ « N7 A X —ELDE%RD X
91C, dynamical R-matrix R(A\) WV @ V @D weight basis X @ X (0.2) Di&
BATHNCTHZ>TWV0AB ELELD. TDEZE, weight-zero condition XD K S
75 5.

wt(R(A)(u®v)1) + wt(R(\) (u @ v)2) = wt(u) + wt(v)
(RA)(u®v); @ RA)(u®wv)g := R(A\)(u®v)).
ZOE, MK,
A+ wt(R(A)(u @ v)2) + wt(R(A\) (v ® v)1) = A+ wt(u) + wt(v)  (11.1)
EIAMETH 5.

HZh, BB():HxX > H7ZX\u:=\+wt(u) LIEEDD. RDXK
2 755 4%, dynamical R-matrix &[A] Ut R(\) TH.

RA): X x X 3 (u,v) —» (RAN)(u®@v), RA)(u®wv)g) € X x X.

COBBE RN EZAF I X« NI RZ=FHEixh, A (11.1) 1,
CDREAFIHIV ¥« )N AZ—BBHT % invariance condition

(A RN\ (u,v)2) - RA)(u,v)1 = (A-u)-v (YA€ Hyu,veX)
(BN (u, v)1, R(A) (u, v)2) = R(A)(u,v))

E—Bd 5. DX, AT IV V2 - NI AZ—BIQEBT 5 in-
variance condition (&, dynamical R-matrix IC35F % weight-zero condition
IS 5.

DX D, invariance condition (8.3) 1&, XA F I« V2 - N A Z—
FEROWLDT2D D NTH « B EGETIER L, XAF IV T2 N
B AR —BEISIRIEONE BRBANTH S (L EEREZ TS,
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EE

AR, MRS THAGDERNEBEROILMN D | 2158, KBCKEERET
“£HBC D Mini-workshop “Integrable Systems and Combinatorics” (2007 4
2 H), BUERARZGINEREVIZER T ORI X J— (2008 £ 12 H), 7
FRHH ARSI B T 225 T ORE#T & 2 J-— (2008 4F 12 H) 1251 il N
RrEZORE LTV, INHHEOBRZRZICEGI TV &I
U, s, hEERE, BAEA, MY, RIS SR RICEHT 5.
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