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BIJECTIVE SOLUTIONS TO THE PENTAGON EQUATION

I. COLAZZO, J. OKNIŃSKI, AND A. VAN ANTWERPEN

Abstract. A complete classification of all finite bijective set-theoretic solu-
tions (S, s) to the Pentagon Equation is obtained. First, it is shown that every

such solution determines a semigroup structure on the set S that is the di-
rect product E × G of a semigroup of left zeros E and a group G. Next, we
prove that this leads to a decomposition of the set S as a Cartesian product
X × A ×G, for some sets X,A and to the discovery of a hidden group struc-
ture on A. Then an unexpected structure of a matched product of groups A,G

is found such that the solution (S, s) can be explicitly described as a lift of a
solution determined on the set A×G by this matched product of groups. Con-
versely, every matched product of groups leads to a family of solutions arising
in this way. Moreover, a simple criterion for the isomorphism of two solutions

is obtained. These results significantly extend those of Colazzo, Jespers, and
Kubat, in their treatment of the involutive case. Furthermore, connections

to solutions to the Yang–Baxter Equation and to the theory of skew braces
are uncovered. The latter motivate a further investigation of the relationship
between solutions to the Yang–Baxter Equation and the Pentagon Equation
at the set-theoretical level.

1. Introduction

A linear map v : V ⊗ V → V ⊗ V on the tensor square of a vector space V is a
solution to the Pentagon Equation if, on V ⊗ V ⊗ V , one has

v23v13v12 = v12v23,

where each vij is the map applying v to the (i, j)-component and acting as the
identity on the remaining one. If S is a nonempty set and s : S × S → S × S is
a map, then the pair (S, s) is said to be a set-theoretic solution to the Pentagon
Equation if the equality

s23s13s12 = s12s23

holds on S × S × S, with the same notation agreement as above. Namely, if τ :
S × S → S × S, τ(x, y) = (y, x) is the flip map then s12 = s × id, s13 = (τ ×
id)(id×s)(τ × id) and s23 = id×s. Clearly, every set-theoretic solution (S, s) to the
Pentagon Equation extends linearly to a unique solution (V, v) on the vector space
V with basis S.

The Pentagon Equation has appeared in several areas of mathematics, especially
in the theory of quantum groups and Hopf algebras, as well as in various contexts
of mathematical physics. In particular, these include: operators on Hilbert spaces
with applications to duality results on compact groups [BS93; BS98], three dimen-
sional integrable systems and the so called tetrahedron equation [Mai94], conformal
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2 I. COLAZZO, J. OKNIŃSKI, AND A. VAN ANTWERPEN

field theory [MS89], the Heisenberg double and classification problems for Hopf
algebras [Mil04], Cuntz algebras [Kaw10]. The Pentagon Equation also appears
in low-dimensional topology in the construction of link invariants in the work of
Kashaev [Kas94]. In [KR07], the set-theoretic version of the Pentagon Equation
was applied to the so called symmetrically factorizable Lie groups, while in [Kas11]
it was considered in the context of the discrete Liouville equation. Moreover, non-
trivial relations between the Pentagon Equation and another important equation of
mathematical physics, the Yang–Baxter Equation, were indicated and investigated
by several authors. In particular, in [Kas96] it is shown that the Pentagon Equation
plays the same role for the Heisenberg double as the Quantum Yang–Baxter Equa-
tion does for the Drinfeld double. The context of Hopf algebras and of the relations
between the Yang–Baxter and Pentagon Equations were studied also in [VV94].
Solutions to the Pentagon Equation also have appeared with different names. For
example, a unitary operator on the tensor square of a Hilbert space is said to be
multiplicative if it is a solution to the Pentagon Equation [BS93; Wor96]; while in
[Str98], for a fixed braided monoidal category A, a map V : A⊗A→ A⊗A is said
to be a fusion operator if it satisfies the Pentagon Equation. Recently, set-theoretic
solutions to the Pentagon Equation received a lot of attention. They have been
approached via new methods, including methods of semigroup theory, with an ef-
fort to describe and classify certain special classes of such solutions, see [CMM20;
CMS20; CJK20; Cas26; JL05; MPS24]. In particular, Colazzo, Jespers and Kubat
[CJK20] completely classified involutive set-theoretic solutions (S, s) (meaning that
s2 = id) to the Pentagon Equation, while Castelli [Cas26] more recently obtained
a description of some other special classes of bijective set-theoretic solutions.

In this paper we deal with arbitrary finite bijective set-theoretic solutions (S, s)
to the Pentagon Equation and we provide a complete classification of all such so-
lutions. In particular, our results provide far-reaching extensions of those obtained
in [CJK20] and [Cas26].

Surprisingly, matched products of groups play a crucial role in our main results.
These are also known as Zappa–Szép products or bicrossed products of groups, and
they arise as exact factorizations of groups, G = AB with A,B subgroups of G and
A ∩ B = {1}. For a survey, with an emphasis on their role in the theory of the
Yang–Baxter Equation, we refer to the paper of Takeuchi [Tak03].

Our main theorem can be formulated as follows (see Section 4 for the definition
of a matched pair of groups).

Theorem 1.1. Let (S, s) be a finite bijective set-theoretic solution to the Pentagon
Equation. Then there exists a matched pair of groups (A,G, σ, δ), a set X and
maps φa ∈ Sym(X), for all a ∈ A, such that S, as a set, is the Cartesian product
X ×A×G and s is of the following form

s((α, a, x), (β, b, y)) = ((α, a, xy), (φb(δx(a))−1φb(β), b(δx(a))−1, σδx(a)(y)))(⋆)

for α, β ∈ X, a, b ∈ A and x, y ∈ G. Moreover, for any matched pair of groups
(A,G, σ, δ), a set X and maps φa ∈ Sym(X), defined for all a ∈ A, the map s
defined on S = X×A×G in (⋆) is a bijective set-theoretic solution to the Pentagon
Equation.

There is also a natural notion of a homomorphism of set-theoretic solutions to
the Pentagon Equation (see Definition 2.2) and the proof of Theorem 1.1 yields a
transparent criterion for when two set-theoretic solutions are isomorphic. In fact,
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up to isomorphism the family of permutations {φa} is not essential, i.e. every finite
bijective solution is isomorphic to one of the form (⋆) with φa = idX for all a ∈ A.
In particular, up to isomorphism we may assume φa = idX for all a ∈ A, and then
(⋆) becomes

s((α, a, x), (β, b, y)) = ((α, a, xy), (β, b(δx(a))−1, σδx(a)(y))).

In addition, isomorphism classes of finite bijective solutions to the Pentagon Equa-
tion are in a bijection with pairs consisting of a positive integer and an isomorphism
class of matched pairs of groups (see Corollary 6.6). It is worth stressing that The-
orem 1.1 seems quite surprising, since the analogous problem on (describing all)
bijective set-theoretic solutions to the Yang–Baxter Equation has proved to be ex-
tremely difficult and remains wide open, see [Ven24] and references therein.

By convention, if (S, s) is a set-theoretic solution to the Pentagon Equation, we
write s(x, y) = (x · y, θx(y)), for a map S × S → S, (x, y) 7→ x · y and certain maps
θx : S → S, for x ∈ S. It is well known that (S, ·) is a semigroup, [KS98].

The proof of our main theorem proceeds in several steps. The first step is crucial:
we show that as a semigroup S is a direct product S = E×G of a left zero semigroup
E (meaning that ef = e for every e, f ∈ E) and a group G; see Theorem 2.4. Next
in Theorem 2.9 we prove that each map θx for x ∈ S, is a permutation of S.
This allows us to exploit group-theoretic tools, which turn out to be central in the
formulation and proof of our main results.

In Section 3, we introduce a notion of retract Ret(S, s) (see Proposition 3.4)
defined via a congruence on the semigroup (S, ·). This retract again carries the
structure of a set-theoretic solution to the Pentagon Equation, which we denote
by Ret(S, s) = (S, s). Then using the bijectivity of s we discover a dual bijective
set-theoretic solution (S, τs−1τ) that defines another semigroup structure (S, ◦) on
the set S. This yields a decomposition into a Cartesian product S = X × A × G
such that the underlying set of the retract S can be identified with A×G and the
set of idempotents E of S can be identified with X × A. Later, we show that the
retract operator is idempotent, in other words Ret(Ret(S, s)) = Ret(S, s), for any
finite bijective set-theoretic solution to the Pentagon Equation (S, s). We empha-
size that our notion of retract differs from the retraction for set-theoretic solutions
to the Yang–Baxter Equation introduced in [ESS99]. In the Yang–Baxter setting,
retraction is often iterated and serves as a measure of the complexity of the solution,
whereas in the present setting the retract is a key structural ingredient and, in the
finite bijective case, it allows one to reconstruct (S, s) from Ret(S, s). In Section 4
we focus on irretractable solutions (S, s) = Ret(S, s) = (S̄, s̄), so S = A×G. Here
we show that for an irretractable solution the dual solution (S, τs−1τ) endows A
with a group structure and surprisingly switches the roles of A and G. This unrav-
els a hidden symmetry in the retract solution (S, s) and leads to the construction of
a matched product of groups A and G in Theorem 5.4. Conversely, every matched
product of groups leads, in a natural way, to an irretractable solution to the Pen-
tagon Equation, and it turns out to be responsible for the formula describing the
set-theoretic solution (S, s), see Theorem 4.1. Finally, we show that the original
set-theoretic solution (S, s) is a natural extension (lift) of its retract, so that the
formula (⋆) follows, see Theorem 6.4.

Although every matched pair of groups leads in a natural way to a set-theoretic
solution to the Pentagon Equation, in Section 7 we provide certain concrete con-
structions that may be used to illustrate the main ideas and strategy used in



4 I. COLAZZO, J. OKNIŃSKI, AND A. VAN ANTWERPEN

the paper. In particular, in the finite case the description of all involutive set-
theoretic solutions, obtained earlier in [CJK20], via a different approach, follows
easily from Theorem 1.1. Matched pairs of groups also appear naturally in the
theory of set-theoretic solutions to the Yang–Baxter Equation, see [GM08; Tak03;
LYZ00]. Moreover, braces and skew braces introduced by Rump in [Rum07] and
by Guarnieri–Vendramin in [GV17] in the context of set-theoretic solutions to the
Yang–Baxter Equation, canonically determine a matched pair of groups (see [SV18,
Lemma 5.9]). In the last section we show explicitly how skew braces also define
irretractable set-theoretic solutions to the Pentagon Equation. Thus, our results
open a new connection (at the set-theoretic level) between solutions to the Penta-
gon Equation and solutions to the Yang–Baxter Equation. Skew braces can also
be described in terms of regular subgroups of holomorphs [GV17]. This provides a
computationally efficient way of defining matched pairs of groups and creates also a
bridge with Hopf-Galois structures [Byo96]. For more details we refer to Section 7.
We conclude by relating set-theoretic solutions to the Pentagon Equation to Hopf
algebras with positive bases. In particular, we recall that any finite set-theoretic
solution to the Pentagon Equation gives rise to a Hopf algebra with a positive ba-
sis [CJ26], and we explain why Hopf-algebraic classification results do not directly
recover the set-theoretic classification we obtained in Theorem 1.1.

2. Set-theoretic bijective solutions to the Pentagon Equation

In this section we prove key results on the semigroup structures arising from
finite set-theoretic bijective solutions to the Pentagon Equation.

Definition 2.1. A pair (S, s), where S is a set and s : S ×S → S ×S is said to be
a set-theoretic solution to the Pentagon Equation if the equality

(2.1) s23s13s12 = s12s23

holds in S × S × S.

From now on, by a solution to the PE we always mean a set-theoretic solution
to the Pentagon Equation.

Definition 2.2. Let (S, s) and (T, t) be solutions to the PE. We say that a map
f : S → T is a homomorphism of solutions if the diagram

S × S T × T

S × S T × T

f×f

s

f×f

t

commutes. The solutions (S, s), (T, t) are isomorphic if there exists a bijective
homomorphism of solutions f : S → T .

By convention, if (S, s) is a solution to the PE, we write s(x, y) = (x · y, θx(y)),
for a map S × S → S, (x, y) 7→ x · y, and maps θx : S → S for x, y ∈ S.

The following lemma appears in [KS98].
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Lemma 2.3. Let S be a set and s : S × S → S × S be a map. Then (S, s) is a
solution to the PE if and only if

x · (y · z) = (x · y) · z,(2.2)

θx(y) · θx·y(z) = θx(y · z),(2.3)

θθx(y)θx·y(z) = θy(z),(2.4)

for all x, y, z ∈ S. Moreover, s is bijective if and only if for every x, y ∈ S there
exists a unique pair (u, v) ∈ S × S such that u · v = x and θu(v) = y.

Proof. It is straightforward. □

In particular, every solution (S, s) carries a natural semigroup structure on S
and we will often simply write xy in place of x · y. If (S, ·) is a group, then it is
easy to check that s(x, y) = (xy, y) is a bijective solution to the PE. Moreover,
Kashaev and Sergeev [KS98] proved that this is the only bijective solution when S
is equipped with a group structure via ·.

The first crucial step towards our classification will be to describe the structure
of the semigroup S. Namely, we will prove that if (S, s) is a finite bijective solution
to the PE then S is a left group, i.e. S is isomorphic to E ×G where E is a set, G
is a group, and the multiplication on S is defined by

(e, g)(f, h) = (e, gh)

for every (e, g), (f, h) ∈ E × G. We refer the reader to [CP61] for the necessary
background on semigroups.

For any semigroup S we denote with E(S) the set of idempotent elements of S.

Theorem 2.4. Let (S, s) be a finite bijective solution to the PE. Then S is a left
group.

Proof. By [CJK20, Proposition 2.2], if (S, s) is a solution to the PE of finite order,
then S is a simple semigroup. This implies, in particular, that if (S, s) is bijective
and S is finite, S is a completely simple semigroup (cf [CP61, page 76]).

By Rees’ theorem it follows that we may identify S with a completely simple
matrix semigroup M(G, I,Λ;P ) with G a finite group whenever (S, s) is a finite
bijective solution to the PE. We recall that, if G is a group, I and Λ are non-empty
sets, and P is a matrix indexed by I and Λ with entries pλ,i ∈ G then the Rees
matrix semigroup S = M(G, I,Λ;P ) is the set I ×G×Λ with multiplication given
by

(i, g, λ)(j, h, µ) = (i, gpλ,jh, µ).

In particular, the set of idempotent elements of S is given by

E(S) =
{

(i, p−1
λi , λ) : i ∈ I, λ ∈ Λ

}

.

If e = (i, p−1
λi , λ) ∈ E(S), then the right ideal generated by e is

eS = {(i, g, µ) : g ∈ G,µ ∈ Λ}

and the left ideal generated by e is

Se = {(j, g, λ) : j ∈ I, g ∈ G}.

Let m = |I| and n = |Λ|. Then |eS| = |G||Λ| = n|G| and |Se| = |I||G| = m|G|.
Now notice that for every x = (i, g, µ) ∈ eS, there exist exactly m elements y ∈ Se
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such that xy = e, i.e. y ∈ {(j, p−1
µ,jg

−1p−1
λ,i, λ) : j ∈ I}. Therefore, we get nm|G|

different pairs (x, y) ∈ S × S such that xy = e. Next, we use property (2.3) with
xy = e, and then y = ye and x = ex. So, in particular

θx(y) = θx(ye) = θx(y)θxy(e) = θx(y)θe(e),

and θx(y)Lθe(e), where as usual L denotes the Green’s relation. It follows that
|{θx(y) : xy = e}| ≤ |Sθe(e)| = m|G|. However, |{(x, y) : xy = e}| = mn|G|. Since
s is bijective, considering the set

s−1({(xy, θx(y)) : xy = e}),

we get that mn|G| ≤ m|G|. Hence n = 1 and the statement follows. □

The second crucial step is to describe important properties of the maps θx, for
x ∈ S. In particular, we will prove that all of them are bijective. We begin with
some preparatory lemmas.

Lemma 2.5. Let (S, s) be a finite bijective solution to the PE and set E = E(S).
Then θx(E) ⊆ E for all x ∈ S. In particular, s restricts to a finite bijective solution
on E (since E(S) is closed under multiplication).

Moreover, if E(S) = S (equivalently S is a left zero semigroup), then for each x ∈
S the map θx is bijective and is either the identity or a fixed-point free permutation.

Proof. By Theorem 2.4, S is a left group, so every element in E(S) is a right
identity, i.e. xe = x for all x ∈ S and e ∈ E(S). Let x ∈ S and e ∈ E(S). From
(2.3) it follows that

θx(e) = θx(e2) = θx(e)θxe(e) = θx(e)θx(e),

i.e. θx(e) ∈ E(S).
For the second statement see [CJK20, Lemma 2.4]. □

Lemma 2.6. Let (S, s) be a finite bijective solution to the PE and let e ∈ E(S). If
x ∈ eS, then θy(x) ∈ θy(e)S.

Proof. By Lemma 2.5, θy(e) ∈ E(S). Let e ∈ E(S), x ∈ eS and y ∈ S. By (2.3)
and from x = ex we get

θy(x) = θy(ex) = θy(e)θye(x) = θy(e)θy(x),

hence θy(x) ∈ θy(e)S. □

For a map θ : S → S let ∼θ be the relation {(a, b) ∈ S × S | θ(a) = θ(b)}.

Lemma 2.7. Let (S, s) be a finite bijective solution to the PE. Then the following
statements hold:

(1) ∼θx = ∼θy , for any x, y ∈ S.
(2) |θx(S)| = |θy(S)|, for any x, y ∈ S.
(3) The relation ∼ = ∼θx , for any x, is a left congruence on S.

Proof. Let us prove (1). Let x, y ∈ S. By equation (2.4),

∼θxy
⊆ ∼θy .(2.5)

Moreover, since S is a left group, there exists v such that y = vxy. It follows that

∼θy = ∼θvxy

(2.5)

⊆ ∼θxy

(2.5)

⊆ ∼θy . Therefore, ∼θxy
= ∼θy . Finally, let x′ ∈ S. Since S

is left simple, there exists z such that x′ = zx. Then ∼θx′
= ∼θzx = ∼θx .
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We prove (2). Since ∼θx is an equivalence relation, by (1) and the fact that S is
finite it follows that |θx(S)| = |θx′(S)|, for any x, x′ ∈ S.

We now prove (3). By (1), ∼θx = ∼θy , for every x, y ∈ S. We denote this
relation simply with ∼. Let a ∼ b and y ∈ S. Then θxy(a) = θxy(b) for any x ∈ S.

It follows that θx(ya)
(2.3)
= θx(y)θxy(a) = θx(y)θxy(b)

(2.3)
= θx(yb). Therefore ∼ is a

left congruence. □

Lemma 2.8. Let (S, s) be a finite bijective solution to the PE. Let e ∈ E(S). Then,
there exists a subgroup He of Ge = eS, such that for any a, b ∈ Ge,

a ∼ b ⇐⇒ aHe = bHe.

Proof. Define

He = {a ∈ Ge | a ∼ e} .

We claim that He is a subgroup of Ge. Clearly e ∈ He. If a, b ∈ He, then for any
x ∈ S we have

θx(a) = θx(e)(2.6)

θx(b) = θx(e).(2.7)

Then

θx(ab)
(2.3)
= θx(a)θxa(b)

(2.6)(2.7)
= θx(e)θxa(e) = θx(e)(2.8)

where the last equality holds since, by Lemma 2.5, θx(e), θxa(e) ∈ E(S) and any
idempotent element in S is a right identity.

Now, let a ∈ He and denote by ā the unique element in Ge such that aā = e = āa.
It follows that, for any x ∈ S

θx(e) = θx(āa) = θx(ā)θxā(a) = θx(ā)θxā(e) = θx(ā),

where the last equality holds because θxā(e) ∈ E(S) and so it is a right identity.
It follows that ā ∈ He, so He is a subgroup of Ge. The assertion follows from
Lemma 2.7. □

We are now ready to derive a key structural result that will clearly indicate that
group theoretical methods must naturally appear when dealing with finite bijective
solutions to the PE.

Theorem 2.9. If (S, s) is a finite bijective solution to the PE, then θx is bijective
for every x ∈ S.

Proof. Since (S, s) is a finite bijective solution to the PE, by Theorem 2.4 S is a
left group, i.e., S = E ×G, where E = E(S) and G is a group. We write Ge = eG
for e ∈ E. By Lemma 2.7(1), if x, y ∈ S then θθx(y), θxy and θy determine the
same congruence ∼. Moreover, by (2.4) we have the inclusion of images θy(S) ⊆
θθx(y)(S). By Lemma 2.7(2), since S is finite, we get θy(S) = θθx(y)(S) and also
|θy(S)| = |θxy(S)|. Applying Equation (2.4) yields that the restriction of θθx(y) to
θxy(S) is bijective.

On the other hand, the relation ∼ = ∼θx , for every x ∈ S, is a left congruence on
S by Lemma 2.7(3). And by Lemma 2.8, for any e ∈ E we can define a group He =
{a ∈ Ge | a ∼ e} such that a, b ∈ Ge and a ∼ b if and only if aHe = bHe. Moreover



8 I. COLAZZO, J. OKNIŃSKI, AND A. VAN ANTWERPEN

fHe = Hf for every e, f ∈ E. Now, since θθx(y) is bijective when restricted to
θxy(S), we get that for every e ∈ E(S)

(2.9) |θxy(S) ∩He| ≤ 1.

But using Lemma 2.5 we have θxy(f)S = Gθxy(f) and e = θxy(f) ∈ θxy(Gf ) is the
identity of the group Gθxy(f). Therefore θxy(S) ∩ He = {θxy(f)}. We know also
that every θe′ , e

′ ∈ E(S), permutes the set E(S) (by Lemma 2.5) and θe′ maps
every Gf into some Gf ′ . Suppose that θz, z ∈ S, are not bijections. Then it follows
that (every) He must be a nontrivial subgroup in Ge. Therefore, (2.9) implies that
every nonidentity element h of the group Hθxy(f) is not in the image of θxy, for all
x, y ∈ S. So h /∈

⋃

z∈S θz(S). However, bijectivity of the solution s implies that
S =

⋃

z∈S θz(S). This contradiction proves that every θy must be bijective. □

Our final results in this section highlight the role of the maps θe determined by
the idempotents e of the semigroup S.

Proposition 2.10. Let (S, s) be a finite bijective solution to the PE. Then, for
every x ∈ S there exists an e ∈ E(S) such that θx = θe. Moreover, the set θE =
{θe | e ∈ E(S)} is a group with identity θθe(e) independent of the choice of e ∈ E(S).

Proof. We start by proving the latter claim. Let e ∈ E(S). Then, by relation (2.4)

θθe(e)θe = θθe(e)θee = θe.

By Theorem 2.9, θe is bijective, which shows that θθe(e) = idS . Let e, f ∈ E(S).
Then, by Lemma 2.5), E(S) is closed under θe, thus there is a f2 ∈ E(S) with
θe(f2) = f . Hence, as ef2 = e, we get

θfθe = θθe(f2)θef2
(2.4)
= θf2 ,

which shows that the set θE is a submonoid of Sym(S). As the latter is finite, θE
is a subgroup.

Let x ∈ S and let e ∈ E(S). Then by (2.4)

θθx(e)θxe = θe,

which is equivalent to

θx = θ−1
θx(e)

θe.

As θx(e) ∈ E(S), the latter can be rewritten as θf for some f ∈ E(S). □

From now on we fix e0 ∈ E(S) and denote 1 = θe0(e0).

Proposition 2.11. Let (S, s) be a finite bijective solution to the PE. Denote G =
G1 = 1S. Then for any g ∈ G, we have θg = idS.

Proof. By Proposition 2.10, θ1 = idS . Then

θgθg = θθ1(g)θ1g
(2.4)
= θg,

which shows that θg = idS , by Theorem 2.9. □
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3. The retract of a bijective solution

Since we assume that the solution (S, s) is bijective, the inverse map s−1 : S ×
S → S × S can be exploited. As shown below, this leads to a dual solution of
the PE and the corresponding dual semigroup structure (S, ◦). In this section we
combine the structure of the left groups (S, ·) and (S, ◦). In particular, we show
that the set of idempotent elements e ∈ (S, ·) with θe = idS coincides with the
intersection of the corresponding subsemigroups of idempotents. This allows us
to define the retract of a bijective solution to the PE. In particular, it identifies
this intersection into a single element and produces an irretractable solution, i.e.
a solution with exactly one idempotent e ∈ E(S, ·) such that θe = idS . While
the retract of (S, s) has a substantially simpler structure than (S, s), Theorem 6.4
shows that nevertheless it retains enough information to completely recover (S, s)
as a natural extension. This is in sharp contrast with the Yang–Baxter setting,
where the situation is more intricate and the retraction introduced in [ESS99] can
be applied to a solution multiple times, yielding the multipermutation level as an
invariant measure of the complexity of the solution. Even though the retraction
and the multipermutation level of a solution to the Yang–Baxter Equation have
been widely studied and used, see for instance [BCV18; CJO10; Gat18; GC12],
they do not provide a mechanism for reconstructing the original solution.

Let (S, s) be a bijective solution to the PE. Then we denote

s−1(x, y) = (ψy(x), y ◦ x).

Then, as s is a solution to the PE, we have that

s−1
12 s

−1
13 s

−1
23 = s−1

23 s
−1
12 ,

(in other words, s−1 satisfies the so called Reversed Pentagon Equation). As in
Lemma 2.3, this translates into the following equalities.

z ◦ (y ◦ x) = (z ◦ y) ◦ x,(3.1)

ψz(y) ◦ ψz◦y(x) = ψz(y ◦ x),(3.2)

ψψz(y)ψz◦y = ψy,(3.3)

which shows that t(x, y) = (x ◦ y, ψx(y)) is a bijective solution to PE. Hence, one
obtains the following proposition on the structure of (S, ◦).

Proposition 3.1. Let (S, s) be a finite bijective solution to the PE. Then (S, ◦) is
a left group.

Furthermore, we note consequences that follow from the equalities

s ◦ s−1 = idS×S = s−1 ◦ s.

Namely, for all x, y ∈ S we have

ψy(x)(y ◦ x) = x,(3.4)

θψy(x)(y ◦ x) = y,(3.5)

ψθx(y)(xy) = x,(3.6)

θx(y) ◦ (xy) = y.(3.7)

Define

θ : S → Sym(S), x 7→ θx, and ψ : S → Sym(S), x 7→ ψx.
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Hence, it follows easily that θ, respectively ψ, is a homomorphism from (S, ◦),
respectively (S, ·), to Sym(S). Denote

ker θ = {s ∈ S | θs = idS} ,

and similarly
kerψ = {s ∈ S | ψs = idS} .

Lemma 3.2. Let (S, s) be a finite bijective solution to the PE. Denoting E = E(S, ·)
and F = E(S, ◦), we get

ker θ ∩ E = {θe(e) | e ∈ E} = kerψ ∩ F = {ψf (f) | f ∈ F} .

Proof. We present the proof that the first three sets are equal; then the last equality
is true by symmetry. As noted before, θθe(e) = idS for all e ∈ E. Moreover, if
e ∈ ker θ ∩ E, then θe(e) = e, which shows the first equality.

Let e ∈ ker θ ∩ E. Then, by relation (3.7)

e ◦ e = θe(e) ◦ (ee) = e,

which shows that e is an idempotent in (S, ◦). Hence, e ∈ F .
Let x ∈ S. Then by (3.4) we find that

ψe(x)(e ◦ x) = x.

Moreover, rewriting relation (3.5), one finds, as e ∈ E, that

e ◦ x = θ−1
ψe(x)

(e) ∈ E

by Lemma 2.5. Combining this information, since e◦x = θ−1
ψe(x)

(e) is a right identity,

we get that
x = ψe(x)(e ◦ x) = ψe(x),

which shows that ψe = idS . Thus, ker θ ∩ E ⊆ kerψ ∩ F , the reverse equality is
analogous. □

The previous allows us to fully determine F = E(S, ◦) and by symmetry E =
E(S, ·). Recall that 1 = θe0(e0), as fixed before Proposition 2.11.

Proposition 3.3. Let (S, s) be a finite bijective solution to the PE. Then, one has
that F = (ker θ ∩ E)G1. In particular, F is a subsemigroup of (S, ·).

Proof. Let e ∈ ker θ ∩ E and g ∈ G1. Then, by relation (3.7),

eg ◦ eg = θe(eg) ◦ (eeg) = eg,

which shows that eg ∈ F . Hence, (ker θ ∩ E)G1 ⊆ F. In particular, as 1 = θē(ē) ∈
ker θ ∩ E by Proposition 2.10, one obtains that G1 = 1G1 ⊆ F . Vice versa, one
notes that for any f1, f2 ∈ F one has, by rewriting relation (3.6), that

f1f2 = ψ−1
θf1 (f2)

(f1),

where the latter is in F by Lemma 2.5. This shows that F is a subsemigroup of
(S, ·).

Let f ∈ F . Then there exist e ∈ E and g ∈ G1 such that f = eg. It remains
to show that e ∈ ker θ. As G1 ⊆ F and F is a subsemigroup of (S, ·), it follows
that e = (eg)(g−1) ∈ E ∩ F , where g−1 denotes the inverse of g in G1. Let y ∈ S.
Considering relation (3.5), one finds that

θe(y ◦ ψ
−1
y (e)) = y.
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As e ∈ F , one has, by applying Lemma 2.5 on the solution t (introduced above
Proposition 3.1), that ψ−1

y (e) ∈ F . Thus, the above equality can be reduced to

θe(y) = y.

Hence, e ∈ ker θ, showing that θe = idS and proving the result. □

Proposition 3.4. Let (S, s) be a finite bijective solution to the PE. For any ele-
ments e, f ∈ E = E(S, ·) and g, h ∈ G1, define the following equivalence relation
on S: eg ≈ fh, if θe = θf and g = h. Denote S = S/ ≈. Then s induces a bijective

solution (S, s), which we call the retract of (S, s).

Proof. Clearly, ≈ is a congruence on the semigroup (S, ·). Let eg ≈ fh such that
e, f ∈ E and g, h ∈ G1. Then θe = θf and g = h. Let q ∈ S. First, we claim that
θq is independent of the choice of the representing element in the congruence class
of q. Indeed, using relation (2.4) twice, we find that

θeg = θ−1
θe(g)

θg = θ−1
θf (g)

θg = θfg,

which shows the claim. Secondly, using relation (2.3) and that e ∈ E, one gets that

θq(eg) = θq(e)θq(g).

Similarly,

θq(fg) = θq(f)θq(g).

From relation (2.4) we get that

θθq(e) = θθq(e)θqeθ
−1
qe = θeθ

−1
q = θfθ

−1
q = θθq(f).

This means that that θq(e) ≈ θq(f). So θq(eg) = θq(e)θq(g) ≈ θq(f)θq(g) = θq(fg).

Thus, indeed, θeg and θfg induce the same map on S.

It now follows easily that S carries an induced semigroup structure and satisfies
relations (2.2), (2.3) and (2.4) for the maps induced by θq for all q ∈ S, proving the
result. □

Let (S, s) be a finite bijective solution to the PE and (S, s) its retract. We denote
by

π : S → S, x→ x

the homomorphism from (S, ·) to S with respect to the induced semigroup structure.
Moreover we denote with θ the induced θ-map for the retract. In other words

s̄(x̄, ȳ) = (xy, θ̄x̄(ȳ))

for x, y ∈ S.
Note that from the definition of the retract it easily follows that if e ∈ E(S) and

x ∈ S are such that e ≈ x then x ∈ E(S). In particular, π(E(S)) = E(S) and we
denote it by E.

We will say that a solution (S, s) is irretractable if S = S.

Proposition 3.5. Let (S, s) be a finite bijective solution to the PE and (S, s) its
retract. Then, | ker θ ∩ E| = 1. In particular, (S, s) is irretractable.
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Proof. Let x ∈ E with θx = idS . Then there exists an e ∈ E such that π(e) = x.

Denote f = θe(e) ∈ ker θ. As θe(f) = θe(f) = f , it follows that θf = θθe(f), so that
θe(f) ∈ ker θ. However,

θθe(f)θe = θf = idS ,

which implies, using that θe(f) ∈ ker θ that θe = θ−1
θe(f)

= idS . This shows that

e ∈ ker θ. Hence, both assertions follow by the remarks made before. □

4. From matched pairs of groups to irretractable solutions

Recall that a quadruple (G,A, σ, δ) is a matched pair of groups if A and G are
groups and there are a left action σ : A → Sym(G) and a right action δ : G →
Sym(A) such that

σa(xy) = σa(x)σδx(a)(y)(4.1)

δx(ab) = δσb(x)(a)δx(b)(4.2)

for all x, y ∈ G and a, b ∈ A. If the quadruple (G,A, σ, δ) forms a matched pair of
groups, then G×A is a group with multiplication

(x, a)(y, b) = (xσa(y), δy(a)b)

where a, b ∈ A and x, y ∈ G. The inverse of (x, a) is given by

(x, a)−1 = (σa−1(x−1), δx−1(a−1)).(4.3)

This group will be denoted by G ▷◁ A and it is known also as a biproduct or Zappa–
Szép product of G and A. We refer to [Tak03] for details. From equalities (4.1) and
(4.2), one gets

(σa(x))−1 = σδx(a)(x
−1),(4.4)

(δx(a))−1 = δσa(x)(a
−1).(4.5)

Now we show that every matched pair of groups naturally leads to an irre-
tractable bijective solution to the PE.

Theorem 4.1. Let (G,A, σ, δ) be a matched pair of groups and let S be the Carte-
sian product A×G of A and G. Then the map s : S × S → S × S defined by

s((a, x), (b, y)) = ((a, xy), (b(δx(a))−1, σδx(a)(y)))(4.6)

is an irretractable bijective solution to the PE.

Proof. Let us define on A×G the following operation

(a, x)(b, y) = (a, xy).(4.7)

Clearly, the latter endows A × G with a semigroup structure, even a left group.
Hence, (2.2) is satisfied. Moreover, let us also define

θ(a,x)(b, y) = (b(δx(a))−1, σδx(a)(y))
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for all a, b ∈ A, x, y ∈ G. Then

θ(a,x)(b, y)θ(a,x)(b,y)(c, z) = (b(δx(a))−1, σδx(a)(y))θ(a,xy)(c, z)

= (b(δx(a))−1, σδx(a)(y))(c(δxy(a))−1, σδxy(a)(z))

= (b(δx(a))−1, σδx(a)(y)σδxy(a)(z))

= (b(δx(a))−1, σδx(a)(y)σδyδx(a)(z))

(4.1)
= (b(δx(a))−1, σδx(a)(yz))

= θ(a,x)(b, yz) = θ(a,x)((b, y)(c, z)).

Hence, (2.3) is satisfied. Now, let us first compute

δσδx(a)(y)(b(δx(a))−1) = δσ(δx(a))−1σδx(a)(y)(b)δσδx(a)(y)((δx(a))−1)

(4.5)
= δy(b)δσδx(a)(y)δσa(x)(a

−1)

(4.4)
= δy(b)δσa(x)σδx(a)(y)(a

−1)

= δy(b)δσa(xy)(a
−1)

= δy(b)(δxy(a))−1.

It follows that

θθ(a,x)(b,y)θ(a,x)(b,y)(c, z) = θ(b(δx(a))−1,σδx(a)(y))(c(δxy(a))−1, σδxy(a)(z))

= (c(δxy(a))−1(δσδx(a)(y)(b(δx(a))−1))−1, σδσδx(a)(y)(b(δx(a))−1)σδxy(a)(z))

= (c(δxy(a))−1(δy(b)(δxy(a))−1)−1, σδy(b)(δxy(a))−1σδxy(a)(z))

= (c(δy(b)(δxy(a))−1δxy(a))−1, σδy(b)(δxy(a))−1δxy(a)(z))

= (c(δy(b))−1, σδy(b)(z))

= θ(b,y)(c, z).

Hence, (2.4) is satisfied.
We show that s is bijective. Let (a, x), (b, y) ∈ S. Then we need to show that

there exist unique (c, u), (d, v) ∈ S such that

s((c, u), (d, v)) = ((a, x), (b, y)).

Clearly, it is necessary by the definition of s that c = a, uv = x and σδu(a)(v) = y.
Next, the equality x = uv is equivalent via application of σa in both terms, by
equality (4.1), to

σa(x) = σa(uv) = σa(u)σδu(a)(v) = σa(u)y.

Hence,

u = σ−1
a (σa(x)y−1).

Thus, v is uniquely determined as σ−1
δu(a)

(y). Finally, d = bδu(a), which shows that

such (c, u), (d, v) ∈ S exist and are unique.
Now we are left to prove that (A×G, s) is irretractable. First note that A×{1}

coincides with the set of idempotents of A×G. Indeed

(a, x)(a, x) = (a, x) ⇐⇒ x = x2 ⇐⇒ x = 1.
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Moreover, note that if (a, 1) and (b, 1) are such that

θ(a,1)(c, z) = θ(b,1)(c, z)

for every (c, z), then it follows that

(c(δ1(a))−1, σδ1(a)(z)) = (c(δ1(b))−1, σδ1(b)(z))

⇐⇒ c(δ1(a))−1 = c(δ1(b))−1 and σδ1(a)(z) = σδ1(b)(z)

⇐⇒ ca−1 = cb−1 and σa(z) = σb(z)

⇐⇒ a = b.

Hence,

(a, x) ≈ (b, y) ⇐⇒ θ(a,1) = θ(b,1) and x = y ⇐⇒ a = b and x = y,

which means that (A×G, s) is irretractable. □

5. From irretractable solutions to matched pairs of groups

In this section, we prove that finite irretractable bijective solutions to the PE
define matched pairs of groups. We will use again the element 1 ∈ S, introduced
before Proposition 2.11 and used in the previous section and the notation t(x, y) =
(x ◦ y, ψx(y)) for the map t = τs−1τ introduced in Section 3. We start with a few
technical lemmas.

Lemma 5.1. Let (S, s) be a finite irretractable bijective solution to the PE. Then
G = 1 · S is a subgroup of (S, ·) and coincides with E(S, ◦). Similarly, A = 1 ◦ S is
a subgroup of (S, ◦) and coincides with E(S, ·).

Proof. By Proposition 3.3 we have E(S, ◦) = F = (ker θ ∩ E(S, ·))G1. Since (S, s)
is irretractable, necessarily ker θ ∩ E(S, ·) = {1}, hence E(S, ◦) = G1 = G. By
symmetry, applying the same argument to the solution t = τs−1τ , one also obtains
A = E(S, ·). □

Lemma 5.2. Let (S, s) be a finite irretractable bijective solution to the PE and let
A = 1 ◦ S and G = 1 · S. Then

• the map σ : A → Sym(G) defined by σa(x) = 1 · θ(a,1)(1, x) is a left action
of (A, ◦) on the set G,

• the map δ : G → Sym(A) defined by δx(a) = (1 ◦ ψ(1,x−1)(a
−1, 1))−1 is a

right action of (G, ·) on the set A.

Proof. Let σ : A → Sym(G) be defined by σa(x) = 1 · θ(a,1)(1, x) and let the map

δ : G → Sym(A) be defined by δx(a) = (1 ◦ ψ(1,x−1)(a
−1, 1))−1. Let a, b ∈ A and

x, y ∈ G. Since θ is a homomorphism from (S, ◦) to Sym(S), it follows that

σaσb(x) = 1 · θ(a,1)(1, 1 · θ(b,1)(1, x))

= 1 · θ(a,1)((1, 1) · θ(b,1)(1, x))

(2.3)
= 1 · θ(a,1)(1, 1) · θ(a,1)·(1,1)θ(b,1)(1, x)

= 1 · θ(a,1)◦(b,1)(1, x)

= 1 · θ(a◦b,1)(1, x)

= σa◦b(x).
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Let us define σ′ : G→ Sym(A) by σ′

x(a) = 1 ◦ψ(1,x)(a, 1) and prove that it is a left
action of (G, ·) on the set A. Indeed,

σ′

xσ
′

y(a) = 1 ◦ ψ(1,x)(1, 1 ◦ ψ(1,y)(a, 1))

= 1 · ψ(1,x)((1, 1) ◦ ψ(1,y)(a, 1))

(3.2)
= 1 ◦ ψ(1,x)(1, 1) ◦ ψ(1,x)◦(1,1)ψ(1,y)(a, 1)

= 1 ◦ ψ
(1,x)(̇1,y)

(a, 1)

= 1 · ψ(1,xy)(a, 1)

= σ′

xy(a).

Finally, as σ′ is a left action and δx(a) = (σ′

x−1(a−1))−1, we have

δxδy(a) = δx(σ′

y−1(a−1)−1)

= σ′

x−1(σ′

y−1(a−1))−1

= σ′

x−1y−1(a−1)−1

= δyx(a).

Hence δ is a right action of (G, ·) on the set A. □

Lemma 5.3. Let (S, s) be a finite irretractable bijective solution to the PE. With
the notation of Lemma 5.2 one has for any a ∈ A and x ∈ G that

θ(a,1)(1, x) = (1, x) ◦ ψ−1
(1,x)((a

−1, 1))(5.1)

θ(a,1)(1,x) = θ−1
θ(a,1)(1,x)

(5.2)

ψ(1,x)(a, 1) = (a, 1) · θ−1
(a,1)(1, x

−1)(5.3)

ψ(1,x)◦(a,1) = ψ−1
ψ(1,x)(a,1)

.(5.4)

Proof. First, by definition of s and s−1, one obtains that

s−1(ψ−1
(1,x)(a

−1, 1), (1, x)) = ((a−1, 1), (1, x) ◦ ψ−1
(1,x)(a

−1, 1)).

This implies that

s((a−1, 1), (1, x) ◦ ψ−1
(1,x)(a

−1, 1)) = (ψ−1
(1,x)(a

−1, 1), (1, x)).

In particular, one finds that θ(a−1,1)((1, x) ◦ ψ−1
(1,x)(a

−1, 1)) = (1, x). As θ is an

action of (A, ◦) on the set S, this can be rewritten to

θ(a,1)(1, x) = (1, x) ◦ ψ−1
(1,x)(a

−1, 1),

which shows the first equality.
Second, by relation (2.4), one finds that

θθ(a,1)(1,x)θ(a,1)(1,x) = θ(1,x).

As θ(1,x) = idS , due to Proposition 2.11, the previous can be rewritten to

θ(a,1)(1,x) = θ−1
θ(a,1)(1,x)

,

which shows the second equality.
Third, by definition of s, one finds that

s((a, 1), θ−1
(a,1)(1, x

−1)) = ((a, 1) · θ−1
(a,1)(1, x

−1), (1, x−1)).
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Applying s−1 on both sides of the equality, one finds in particular that

(a, 1) = ψ(1,x)−1((a, 1) · θ−1
(a,1)(1, x

−1)).

As ψ is a left action of (G, ·) on S, this can be rewritten to

ψ(1,x)(a, 1) = (a, 1) · θ−1
(a,1)(1, x),

which shows the third equality.
Finally, by relation (3.3), it follows that

ψψ(1,x)(a,1)ψ(1,x)◦(a,1) = ψ(a,1).

As the latter, by a symmetric result to Proposition 2.11, is the identity on S, one
finds that

ψ(1,x)◦(a,1) = ψ−1
ψ(1,x)(a,1)

,

which shows the result. □

We are now ready for the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.4. Let (S, s) be a finite irretractable bijective solution to the PE. Then
A and G form a matched pair of groups with respect to σ and δ defined in Lemma 5.2
and (S, s) is isomorphic to the solution associated to (A,G, σ, δ) as in Theorem 4.1.

Proof. By Lemma 5.2 one has a left action σ : A → Sym(G) and a right action
δ : G → Sym(A). To show that the quadruple (G,A, σ, δ) is a matched pair of
groups, it remains to show that for any x, y ∈ G and a, b ∈ A one has that

σa(xy) = σa(x)σδx(a)(y)

δx(ab) = δσb(x)(a)δx(b).

We start with the former. Let a ∈ A and x, y ∈ G.

σa(xy) = 1 · θ(a,1)(1, xy)

= 1 · θ(a,1)((1, x)(1, y))

(2.3)
= 1 · θ(a,1)(1, x)θ(a,1)(1,x)(1, y)

(5.2)
= σa(x) · θ−1

θ(a,1)(1,x)
(1, y)

(5.1)
= σa(x) · θ−1

(1,x)◦ψ−1
(1,x)

(a−1,1)
(1, y).

As θ is a left action of (S, ◦) on the set S and θ(1,y) = idS for all y ∈ G, one obtains
that

(5.5) θ−1

(1,x)◦ψ−1
(1,x)

(a−1,1)
= θ−1

(1,1)◦ψ−1
(1,x)

(a−1,1)
.

Hence, reprising the earlier calculation,

σa(xy) = σa(x) · θ−1

(1,x)◦ψ−1
(1,x)

(a−1,1)
(1, y)

= σa(x) · θ−1

(1,1)◦ψ−1
(1,x)

(a−1,1)
(1, y)

= σa(x) · θ(δx(a),1)(1, y),
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where we used the fact that ψ is an action of G on S and θ is an action of A on
S. As (1, 1) is a right identity of (S, ·), one can continue the chain of equalities as
follows.

σa(xy) = σa(x) · θ(δx(a),1)(1, y)

= σa(x) · (1, 1) · θ(δx(a),1)(1, y)

= σa(x) · σδx(a)(y).

Finally, it remains to show that

δx(ab) = δσb(x)(a)δx(b).

We have

δx(a ◦ b) = σ′

x−1(b−1 ◦ a−1)−1

=
(

(1, 1) ◦ ψ(1,x−1)(b
−1 ◦ a−1, 1)

)−1

(3.2)
=

(

(1, 1) ◦ ψ(1,x−1)(b
−1, 1) ◦ ψ(1,x−1)◦(b−1,1)(a

−1, 1)
)−1

=
(

(1, 1) ◦ ψ(1,x−1)(b
−1, 1) ◦ (1, 1) ◦ ψ((1,x−1)◦(b−1,1)(a

−1, 1)
)−1

=
(

(1, 1) ◦ ψ((1,x−1)◦(b−1,1)(a
−1, 1)

)−1
◦ δx(b)

(5.4)
=

(

(1, 1) ◦ ψ−1
ψ(1,x−1)(b

−1,1)(a
−1, 1)

)−1

◦ δx(b)

(5.3)
=

(

(1, 1) ◦ ψ−1

(b−1,1)·θ−1

(b−1,1)
(1,x)

(a−1, 1)

)−1

◦ δx(b).

As ψ is a left action of (S, ·) on the set S and ψ(a,1) = idS for all a ∈ A, one obtains
that

ψ−1

(b−1,1)·θ−1

(b−1,1)
(1,x)

= ψ−1
(1,1)·θ(b,1)(1,x)

,

where we also applied that θ is a left action of (S, ◦) on S to cancel the inverses of
θ and b. Hence, reprising the previous calculation,

δx(a ◦ b) =

(

(1, 1) ◦ ψ−1

(b−1,1)·θ−1

(b−1,1)
(1,x)

(a−1, 1)

)−1

◦ δx(b)

=
(

(1, 1) ◦ ψ−1
(1,1)·θ(b,1)(1,x)

(a−1, 1)
)−1

◦ δx(b)

=
(

(1, 1) ◦ ψ−1
(1,σb(x))

(a−1, 1)
)−1

◦ δx(b),

where one applies the definition of σ. As ψ is an action of G on S, one finds from
the previous that

δx(a ◦ b) =
(

(1, 1) ◦ ψ(1,σb(x)−1)(a
−1, 1)

)−1
◦ δx(b)

= δσb(x)(a) ◦ δx(b).

Hence, the quadruple (G,A, σ, δ) is a matched pair of groups, as claimed.
Let (S, s′) be the solution associated to the matched pair of groups (G,A, σ, δ)

constructed in Theorem 4.1 with corresponding map θ′ and semigroup (S, ·′). It is
clear that the semigroups (S, ·) and (S, ·′) coincide. Hence, it remains to show that
for any (a, x) = (a, 1)(1, x) ∈ S, one has that θ′(a,x) = θ(a,x). Let b ∈ A and y ∈ G.

Then, by relation (2.3), it is sufficient to show that θ′(a,x)(b, 1) = θ(a,x)(b, 1) and
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(1, 1) · θ′(a,x)(1, y) = (1, 1) · θ(a,x)(1, y). We start with the former. By definition of

θ′, we have that

θ′(a,x)(b, 1) = (b ◦ (δx(a))−1, 1)

= b ◦ (1, 1) ◦ ψ(1,x−1)(a
−1, 1).

As (1, x) and (1, 1) are left identities for (S, ◦) one can rewrite the latter into

θ′(a,x)(b, 1) = (b, 1) ◦ (1, x) ◦ ψ(1,x−1)(a
−1, 1)

(5.1)
= (b, 1) ◦ θ(a,1)(1, x)

= θ−1
θ(a,1)(1,x)

(b, 1)

(5.2)
= θ(a,x)(b, 1),

which shows the first required equality. Finally, let y ∈ G. Then

(1, 1) · θ′(a,x)(1, y) = (1, σ(δx(a),1)(y))

= (1, 1) · θ−1
(1,1)◦ψ(1,x−1)(a

−1,1)(1, y),

where the latter equality holds by equality (5.5). Continuing the chain of equalities,

(1, 1) · θ′(a,x)(1, y) = (1, 1) · θ−1
(1,1)◦ψ(1,x−1)(a

−1,1)(1, y)

(5.5)
= (1, 1) · θ−1

(1,x)◦ψ(1,x−1)(a
−1,1)(1, y)

(5.1)
= (1, 1) · θ−1

θ(a,1)(1,x)
(1, y)

(5.2)
= (1, 1) · θ(a,x)(1, y),

which shows that θ′ = θ. Hence, the result follows. □

Let us now discuss isomorphisms of irretractable solutions. We will see that iso-
morphic irretractable solutions correspond to isomorphic matched pairs of groups.

Here (and throughout), the notion of isomorphism for matched pairs is the nat-
ural one: we say that (A,G, σ, δ) and (A′, G′, σ′, δ′) are isomorphic matched pairs
if there exist group isomorphisms f : A→ A′ and g : G→ G′ such that

g(σa(x)) = σ′

f(a)(g(x)) and f(δx(a)) = δ′g(x)(f(a))

for all a ∈ A and x ∈ G.

Proposition 5.5. Let (A,G, σ, δ) and (A′, G′, σ′, δ′) be isomorphic matched pairs
of groups. Then (A×G, s) and (A′ ×G′, s′), the irretractable bijective solutions to
the PE as defined in Theorem 4.1, are isomorphic.

Proof. Let a, b ∈ A and x, y ∈ G. By definition of isomorphism of matched pairs
we have

f(a, x)f(b, y) = (f1(a), f2(x))(f1(b), f2(y)) = (f1(a), f2(x)f2(y))

= (f1(a), f2(xy)) = f(a, xy) = f((a, x)(b, y)).
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Moreover,

fθ(a,x)(b, y) = f(b(δx(a))−1, σδx(a)(y)) = (f1(b(δx(a))−1), f2(σδx(a)(y)))

= (f1(b)f1(δx(a))−1, σ′

f1δx(a)
f2(y))

= (f1(b)(δ′f2(x)f1(a))−1, σ′

δ′
f2(x)

f1(a)
f2(y))

= θ′(f1(a),f2(x))(f1(b), f2(y)) = θ′f(a,x)f(b, y).

Hence,

(f × f)s((a, x), (b, y)) = (f × f)((a, x)(b, y), θ(a,x)(b, y))

= (f(a, x)f(b, y), θ′f(a,x)f(b, y)) = s′(f(a, x), f(b, y))

= s′(f × f)((a, x), (b, y)).

Hence (S, s) and (S′, s′) are isomorphic solutions. □

Next, we will prove the converse. First, note that if (S, s) and (S′, s′) are iso-
morphic solutions and (S, s) is bijective and irretractable then so is (S′, s′).

Proposition 5.6. Let (S, s) and (S′, s′) be finite irretractable solutions to the PE.
Then there exists an isomorphism of the underlying matched pairs.

Proof. Without loss of generality (see Theorem 5.4) let us assume that (S, s) and
(S, s′) are, respectively, the solutions associated to the matched pairs (A,G, σ, δ)
and (A′, G′, σ′, δ′). Let f be the isomorphism between the solutions (S, s) and
(S′, s). Clearly, f defines an isomorphism of the left groups (S, ·) and (S′, ·). Since
f maps A×{1} = E(S, ·) onto E(S′, ·) = A′ ×{1}, f induces a bijective map from
A to A′ which we denote f1. Note that as (1, 1) is the unique idempotent in S with
θ(1,1) = idS , one finds that f(1, 1) = (1, 1). Hence, f restricts to an isomorphism
between (1, 1)S = {1} ×G and {1} ×G′. Thus, f induces an isomorphism f2 from
G to G′. To summarize, for a ∈ A and x ∈ G one has f(a, x) = (f1(a), f2(x)). Next
we show that f1 is an isomorphism between (A, ◦) and (A′, ◦). Let a, b ∈ A. Then,

(f × f)s((a−1, 1), (b, 1)) = (f × f)((a, 1), (b ◦ a, 1)) = ((f1(a), 1), (f1(b ◦ a), 1)).

On the other hand, we obtain that

s′ ◦ (f × f)((a−1, 1), (b, 1)) = ((f1(a), 1), (f1(b) ◦ f1(a), 1)).

Hence, f1 is an isomorphism between A and A′. It remains to show that f respects
the actions σ and δ. Let a ∈ A and x ∈ G. Then

(f × f)s((a, x), (1, 1)) = (f × f)((a, x), (δx(a)−1, 1)) = (f(a, x), (f1(δx(a)−1), 1)).

Similarly,

s′(f × f)((a, x), (1, 1)) = ((f1(a), f2(x)), (δ′f2(x)(f1(a))−1, 1)).

As f1 is a group morphism, this shows that f1δx(a) = δ′f2(x)(f1(a)). Applying a

similar reasoning on the tuple ((a, 1), (1, x)) one finds that f2σa(x) = σ′

f1(a)
(f2(x)).

Hence, f is an isomorphism of the matched pairs (A,G, σ, δ) and (A′, G′, σ′, δ′). □
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6. A complete description of finite bijective solutions

In this section, we first describe extensions of a finite irretractable bijective
solution and then we provide a full classification of all finite bijective solutions (up
to isomorphism).

Lemma 6.1. Let (S, s) be a finite bijective solution to the PE. Let e ∈ E(S, ·).
Then, the equivalence class of e under the retract ≈ has exactly | ker θ ∩ E(S, ·)|
elements. In particular, denoting by E the set of idempotents of the retract S, one
can identify E(S, ·) with the Cartesian product of ker θ ∩ E(S, ·) and E.

Proof. Let a ∈ E(S, ·). Let b ∈ S be in the equivalence class of a under the retract
≈, i.e. θa = θb. Then, by definition of ≈, one has that b ∈ E(S, ·). Recall that
(S, ◦) is a left group. Hence, there exists an x ∈ S such that x ◦ a = b. As θ is a
morphism of (S, ◦) to Sym(S), we find that

θa = θb = θx◦a = θxθa.

Thus, θx ∈ ker θ. Moreover, by Proposition 3.3, E(S, ·) is a sub left group of
(S, ◦), which shows that x ∈ E(S, ·) ∩ ker θ. This shows that there are at most
| ker θ ∩ E(S, ·)| elements in the equivalence class of a. Vice versa, one sees easily
that for any x ∈ ker θ ∩ E(S, ·) one has that θx◦a = θa and x ◦ a ∈ E(S, ·) for any
a ∈ E(S, ·). Hence, x ◦ a is in the equivalence class of e under ≈. As (S, ◦) is a left
group, one obtains at least | ker θ ∩ E(S, ·)| elements in the equivalence class of a,
which proves the result. □

Recall that, for a finite irretractable bijective solution (S, s), the set S can be
identified with the Cartesian product of A and G as in Lemma 5.1.

Proposition 6.2. Let (S, s) be a finite irretractable bijective solution to the PE,
let X be a finite set, and let φa be a permutation of X, for every a ∈ A. Then
s′ : (X × S) × (X × S) → (X × S) × (X × S) defined by

s′((α, a, x), (β, b, y)) = ((α, a, xy), (φ−1
b(δx(a))−1φb(β), θ(a,x)(b, y)))

is a solution to the PE.

Proof. By Theorem 5.4, s′ can be written as follows

s′((α, a, x), (β, b, y)) = ((α, a, xy), (φ−1
b(δx(a))−1φb(β), b(δx(a))−1, σδx(a)(y))).

Clearly, X × S has a structure of a left group with respect to the multiplication
given by (α, a, x)(β, b, y) = (α, a, xy) and equality (2.2) is satisfied. Hence, it
remains to show equalities (2.3) and (2.4). We start with equality (2.3). Let
α, β, γ ∈ X, a, b, c ∈ A and x, y, z ∈ G. Then,

θ′(α,a,x)((β, b, y)(γ, c, z)) = θ′(α,a,x)(β, b, yz)

= (φ−1
bδx(a)−1φb(β), θ(a,x)(b, yz))

= (φ−1
bδx(a)−1φb(β), θ(a,x)(b, y)θ(a,xy)(c, z)).

On the other hand, one has that

θ′(α,a,x)(β, b, y)θ′(α,a,xy)(γ, c, z)

=(φ−1
bδx(a)−1φb(β), θ(a,x)(b, y))(φ−1

cδxy(a)−1φc(γ), θ(a,xy)(c, z))

=(φ−1
bδx(a)−1φb(β), θ(a,x)(b, y)θ(a,xy)(c, z)).
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As equality (2.3) holds for (S, s), it follows indeed that equality (2.3) holds for
(X × S, s′). It remains to prove equality (2.4). Note that, by the definition of θ′,

θ′θ′
(α,a,x)

(β,b,y)θ
′

(α,a,xy)(γ, c, z) = θ′(ζ,θ(a,x)(b,y))
(φ−1
cδxy(a)−1φc(γ), θ(a,xy)(c, z)),

for some ζ ∈ X. This in turn is equal to

(φ−1
cδxy(a)−1δσδx(a)(y)(bδx(a)−1)−1φcδxy(a)−1φ−1

cδxy(a)−1φc(γ), θθ(a,x)(b,y)θ(a,xy)(c, z)).

This can be simplified to

(φ−1
cδxy(a)−1δσδx(a)(y)(bδx(a)−1)−1φc(γ), θθ(a,x)(b,y)θ(a,xy)(c, z)).

Note that by equality (4.2), one has that

δy(b) = δσδx(a)(y)(bδx(a)−1)δyδx(a) = δσδx(a)(y)(bδx(a)−1)δxy(a).

Applying this formula on the previous expression, one simplifies it to

φ−1
cδy(b)−1φc(γ), θθ(a,x)(b,y)θ(a,xy)(c, z)).

As

θ′(β,b,y)(γ, c, z) = (φ−1
cδy(b)−1φc(γ), θ(b,y)(c, z)),

one finds that equality (2.4) holds for (X × S, s′) as it holds for (S, s). Hence,
(X × S, s′) is a solution to the PE. Moreover, (X × S, s′) is bijective. Indeed, let
(α, a, x), (β, b, y) ∈ X × S be given. Then we need to show there exist unique
(γ, c, z), (ζ, d, w) ∈ X × S such that

s′((γ, c, z), (ζ, d, w)) = ((α, a, x), (β, b, y)).

One finds that this implies that

s((c, z), (d, w)) = ((a, x), (b, y)).

As (S, s) is bijective, it is known that there exist such unique pairs (c, z), (d,w) ∈ S.
By the definition of s′ it is clear that γ = α. Finally, as the maps φ are permutations
and depend only on the pairs (c, z), (d, w), it follows that there indeed exists a
unique ζ ∈ X such that

s((γ, c, z), (ζ, d, w)) = ((α, a, x), (β, b, y)),

proving the result. □

The solution (S′, s′) constructed in Proposition 6.2 will be called the extension
of (S, s) by X and φ = {φa : a ∈ A} and denoted by ExtφX(S, s).

Proposition 6.3. Let (S, s) be a finite irretractable bijective solution to the PE
corresponding to the matched pair (A,G, σ, δ). Let X be a non-empty set. Then,
ExtφX(S, s) is isomorphic to ExtρX(S, s), for any sets of bijections φ and ρ.

Proof. Define the map ξ : ExtφX(S, s) → ExtρX(S, s) by

ξ(α, x, a) = (ρ−1
x φx(α), x, a).

Clearly, ξ is a bijective map. Denote ExtφX(S, s) = (X × S, sφ) and ExtρX(S, s) =
(X ×S, sρ). Then for any (α, a, x), (β, b, y) ∈ X ×S, by the definition of sφ, sρ and
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ξ, one has that

(ξ × ξ)sφ((α, a, x), (β, b, y))

= (ξ × ξ)((α, a, xy), (φ−1
bδx(a)−1φb(β), b(δx(a))−1, σδx(a)(y)))

= ((ρ−1
a φa(α), a, xy), (ρ−1

bδx(a)−1φbδx(a)−1φ−1
bδx(a)−1φb(β), b(δx(a))−1, σδx(a)(y)))

= ((ρ−1
a φa(α), a, xy), (ρ−1

bδx(a)−1φb(β), b(δx(a))−1, σδx(a)(y)))

= ((ρ−1
a φa(α), a, xy), (ρ−1

bδx(a)−1ρbρ
−1
b φb(β), b(δx(a))−1, σδx(a)(y)))

= sρ((ρ
−1
a φa(α), a, x), (ρ−1

b φb(β), b, y))

= sρ(ξ × ξ)((α, a, x), (β, b, y)).

This shows that ξ is an isomorphism of solutions. □

Hence, up to isomorphism there is only one extension for a given finite irre-
tractable bijective solution (S, s) and a non-empty set X.

Now we show that every finite bijective solution to the PE can be obtained as
the extension of its retract. In view of Proposition 6.3, this is in a big contrast
to the case of the retract operation on set-theoretic solutions to the Yang–Baxter
Equation, see the discussion at the beginning of Section 3.

Theorem 6.4. Let (S, s) be a finite bijective solution to the PE and let (S, s) be
its retract. Then (S, s) is an extension of (S, s) by X = ker θ ∩ E(S, ·).

Proof. Note that, by Lemma 6.1, one can identify the set S with X×A×G, where
the decomposition S = A×G with matched pair of groups (A,G, σ, δ) is such as in
Theorem 5.4 and X is the set ker θ ∩ E(S, ·). Let α, β ∈ X, a, b ∈ A and x, y ∈ G.
Then there exist γ ∈ X, c ∈ A and z ∈ G such that

θ(α,a,x)(β, b, y) = (γ, c, z).

As taking the retract of a solution is a morphism of solutions, one finds that (c, z) =
θ(a,x)(b, y). Hence,

θ(α,a,x)(β, b, y) = (γ, θ(a,x)(b, y)).

As θ(α,a,x) = θ(α′,a,x) for all α′ ∈ X, the element γ is independent of α. Moreover,
by equality (2.3), one has that

θ(α,a,x)(β, b, y) = θ(α,a,x)(β, b, 1)θ(α,a,x)(β, b, y),

which shows that γ is independent of y. Finally, notice that

θ(α,a,x) = θθ(α,a,x)(α,1,1)−1 = θ(α′,δx(a),1).

Thus, γ depends on δx(a) instead of on a and x separately. Hence, denote

θ(α,a,x)(β, b, y) = (ηδx(a),b(β), θ(a,x)(b, y)).

Note that the maps η are bijective, as s is bijective. We examine equality (2.4) to
obtain conditions on the maps η. Let α, β, γ ∈ X, a, b, c ∈ A and x, y, z ∈ G. Then
for some ζ ∈ X one has

θθ(α,a,x)(β,b,y)θ(α,a,xy)(γ, c, z)

=θ(ζ,bδx(a)−1,σδx(a)(y))(ηδxy(a),c(γ), cδxy(a)−1, σδxy(a)(z))

=(ηδσδx(a)(y)(bδx(a)−1),cδxy(a)−1ηcδxy(a)−1(γ), d, w)

=(ηδy(b)δxy(a)−1,cδxy(a)−1ηδxy(a),c(γ), d, w),
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with d ∈ A and w ∈ G. Calculating the right hand side of equality (2.4) and
equating its first component with the first component in the previous calculation,
one finds the equality

ηδy(b)δxy(a)−1,cδxy(a)−1ηδxy(a)−1,c = ηδy(b),c.

Note that as δxy and δy are bijective maps, this can be rewritten such that for any
a, b, c ∈ A one has that

ηba−1,ca−1ηa−1,c = ηb,c.

Note that η1,c(γ) = γ as this corresponds to θ(α,1,1)(γ, c, 1) = (γ, c, 1). Moreover, if
we let a = c, then we see that

ηbc−1,1ηc,c = ηb,c.

Applying this equality for b = 1, we find that

ηc−1,1ηc,c = η1,c = idX .

Hence,

ηb,c = ηbc−1,1ηc,c = ηbc−1,1η
−1
c−1,1.

Denote φt = η−1
t−1,1. Then, one reformulates the equality to

ηb,c = φ−1
cb−1φc.

Applying this in the formula for θ, we obtain that

θ(α,a,x)(β, b, y) = ((φ−1
bδx(a)−1φb(β), θ(a,x)(b, y)).

Thus, we have shown that every finite bijective solution can be written as an ex-
tension of its retract as in Proposition 6.2. □

In summary, one obtains our main result which is the following complete char-
acterization of finite bijective solutions to the PE.

Theorem 6.5. Let (A,G, σ, δ) be a matched pair of groups. Then, for any non-
empty set X and set of permutations {φa | a ∈ A}, the following defines a bijective
solution to the PE on X ×A×G,

s((α, a, x), (β, b, y)) = ((α, a, xy), (φ−1
b(δx(a))−1φb(β), b(δx(a))−1, σδx(a)(y))).

Vice versa, every finite bijective solution (S, s) to the PE is such a solution, where
the corresponding matched pair (A,G, σ, δ) is determined by the retract of (S, s), as
in Theorem 5.4.

We conclude this section with an explicit description of isomorphism classes of
finite bijective solutions to the PE.

Corollary 6.6. Let (S, s) and (S′, s′) be finite bijective solutions to the PE. Let
(A,G, σ, δ) and (A′, G′, σ′, δ′) be the matched pairs determined by the retracts of
(S, s) and (S′, s′), respectively, and let X,X ′ be the corresponding extension sets in
Theorem 6.5. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) (S, s) ∼= (S′, s′) as set-theoretic solutions to the PE,
(2) |X| = |X ′| and (A,G, σ, δ) ∼= (A′, G′, σ′, δ′) as matched pairs.

In particular, the isomorphism classes of finite bijective solutions to the PE are in
a bijection with pairs consisting of an isomorphism class of matched pairs of groups
and a positive integer.
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Proof. By Theorem 6.5, any finite bijective solution is isomorphic to one of the form
X × A × G with X a set and (A,G) a matched pair of groups determined by its
retract. Its isomorphism class is determined uniquely by the isomorphism class of
the matched product, Proposition 5.6, and the cardinality ofX, Proposition 6.3. □

7. Concluding remarks and examples

We first show that, as a direct consequence of Proposition 6.3 and Theorem 6.4,
one recovers the classification of involutive solutions obtained in [CJK20], in the
finite case.

Let (S, s) be a finite bijective solution to the PE such that s2 = id. Then, by
Theorem 6.4, (S, s) is an extension of its retract (S, s). Since s2 = id then also
s2 = id. By Theorem 5.4 we have

s2((a, x), (b, y)) = ((a, xyσδx(a)(y)), (b(δx(a))−1(δxy(a))−1, σδxy(a)σδx(a)(y))).

Hence, yσδx(a)(y) = 1. Since each δx is bijective, it follows that σc(y) = y−1,

for every y ∈ G and c ∈ A. Moreover, we obtain (δx(a))−1(δxy(a))−1 = 1, for
all x, y ∈ G and a ∈ A. Therefore, δx = δz for all x, z ∈ G and (δx(a))2 = 1.
Consequently, A is an elementary abelian 2-group. Since σ is a left action of A on
G, we have σab = σaσb and hence y = y−1 for every y ∈ G and σa = id for every
a ∈ A. In particular, G is an elementary abelian 2-group. Since δ is a right action
of G on A, we get that δxy = δyδx, so that δx = id for every x ∈ G. Therefore
G× A is an ordinary direct product of groups. Conversely, it is easy to see that if
G and A are elementary abelian 2-groups, σa = id for every a ∈ A, and δx = id for
every x ∈ G, then conditions (4.1) and (4.2) are satisfied and the solution defined
in Theorem 4.1 is involutive. So, in view of Proposition 6.3 and Theorem 6.4, we
recover the main result of [CJK20].

We next describe several sources of matched products of groups, and hence of
explicit irretractable bijective solutions to the PE via Theorem 4.1. We start with a
basic construction (the semidirect product) and then discuss examples arising from
skew braces via holomorph/permutation-group methods.

Example 7.1. Let G and A be groups and assume A acts on G by automorphisms,
equivalently we are given a group homomorphism σ : A → Aut(G). Define a right
action δ : G→ Sym(A) to be trivial, i.e. δx = idA for all x ∈ G. Then (G,A, σ, δ) is
a matched pair of groups: condition (4.1) reduces to σa(xy) = σa(x)σa(y), i.e. σa ∈
Aut(G) and condition (4.2) is trivially satisfied. The corresponding irretractable
solution according to Theorem 6.5 is s : (A×G)2 → (A×G)2 defined by

s((a, x), (b, y)) = ((a, xy), (ba−1, σa(y))).

In this case, our matched product of groups can be identified with the inner semidi-
rect product G⋊A of its normal subgroup G and a subgroup A and σa(x) = axa−1

for a ∈ A, x ∈ G.

More generally, exact factorizations provide one of the most concrete sources
of matched pairs. Recall that a group S factorizes through subgroups G and A if
S = GA, and the factorization is exact if moreover G∩A = {1} (equivalently: every
s ∈ S has a unique decomposition s = xa with x ∈ G, a ∈ A). In this situation one
defines mutual actions by the unique decomposition

ax = (a ▷ x) (a ◁ x), a ∈ A, x ∈ G,
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with a ▷ x ∈ G and a ◁ x ∈ A. Then (G,A, ◁, ▷) defines a matched pair of groups
and the resulting matched product G ▷◁ A recovers S.

Clearly, there are many matched pairs of groups that do not come from (semi)direct
products, in the sense that neither factor is normal. For example, the alternating
group A5 admits an exact factorization A5 = AG with G ∼= C5 and A ∼= A4. In
this case, both actions σ and δ are nontrivial.

A particularly rich and well-studied source of such structures comes from skew
braces, which are central in the theory of set-theoretic solutions to the Yang–Baxter
Equation: given a skew brace one obtains a (non-degenerate) set-theoretic solution,
and conversely every non-degenerate such solution yields a skew brace [GV17] (see
also the earlier group-with-braiding approach of Lu–Yan–Zhu [LYZ00]). Braces,
and later skew braces, were introduced by Rump [Rum07] and by Guarnieri–
Vendramin [GV17], and they have played a central role in the subject; see, for
instance, [CO21; CJO14; Gat18; LV19] and the recent survey [Ven24] and refer-
ences therein. Moreover, a skew brace canonically determines a matched pair of
groups in which the multiplicative group acts on itself from the left and from the
right [SV18, Lemma 5.9]. By Theorem 6.5, this matched pair also produces an irre-
tractable set-theoretic solution to the PE. This highlights an interesting connection
between set-theoretic solutions to the Yang–Baxter Equation and to the PE; some
connections between the two equations in their general form have already been
pointed out in [CMS20; Lau19; VV94].

Example 7.2. Let (B,+, ◦) be a skew brace [GV17]. Recall that we can define
a left action λ : (B, ◦) → Aut(B,+) by λa(b) = −a + a ◦ b and a right action
ρ : (B, ◦) → Sym(B) by ρb(a) = (λa(b))′ ◦a◦b. It is known that (B, ◦) with respect
to the actions λ and ρ forms a matched pair of groups, see for instance [SV18,
Lemma 5.9]. Therefore, any skew brace yields an irretractable bijective solution
(B ×B, s) to the PE such that

s((a, x), (b, y)) = ((a, x ◦ y), (b ◦ (ρx(a))′, λρx(a)(y)))

= ((a, x ◦ y), (b ◦ (x′ ◦ a− x′), (a′ + x)′ ◦ (a′ + y))).

Skew braces can also be described in terms of regular subgroups of holomorphs.
Fix an additive group (B,+). Then skew brace structures on B correspond to reg-
ular subgroups of the holomorph Hol(B,+) = (B,+)⋊Aut(B,+) up to conjugacy;
see, for instance, [GV17; BNY20]. Each such regular subgroup determines a skew
brace, and Example 7.2 then yields an explicit irretractable solution to the PE.

This holomorph perspective extends further to the notion of skew bracoids. Let
H be a group and let G ≤ Hol(H) act transitively on the underlying set of H
via the natural holomorph action. Following [Col+25], the pair (G,H) is called a
skew bracoid if this action is transitive; it is said to contain a brace if G contains
a regular subgroup of Hol(H). If (G,H) is a skew bracoid containing a brace,
then G admits an exact factorization G = HS, where S = StabG(1), which yields
a matched pair between H and S [Col+25, Proposition 2.2]. Consequently, skew
bracoids containing a brace provide further examples of matched pairs and, via
Theorem 6.5, of irretractable bijective solutions to the PE.

This also creates a bridge to Hopf–Galois theory. By the Greither–Pareigis the-
orem, Hopf–Galois structures on a finite separable field extension correspond to
transitive subgroups of a suitable permutation group. Byott’s reformulation [Byo96]
expresses this in terms of transitive subgroups inside suitable holomorphs, reducing
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classification to the study of transitive holomorph subgroups. In this context, algo-
rithms that enumerate transitive subgroups have been developed; see for instance
[Dar25; CRV15]. Therefore, these computational outputs also provide effective in-
put for constructing matched pairs and hence irretractable solutions to the PE via
Theorem 6.5.

We conclude by exploring the relation between set-theoretic solutions to the PE
and Hopf algebras with positive bases. Recently, the first author and Janssens
[CJ26] investigated the relationship between bijective set-theoretic solutions to the
PE and Hopf algebras, making explicit at the set-theoretic level a connection orig-
inating in work of Militaru [Mil04] and Davydov [Dav01]. In particular, [CJ26]
proves that any finite set-theoretic solution gives rise to a Hopf algebra with the so
called positive basis property. Even if this is shown without using the full strength
of the classification in Theorem 1.1, the argument relies on Theorem 2.4 where
we prove that the semigroup S associated to a set-theoretic solution to the PE is
a left group. In addition, [CJ26] extends the Lu–Yan–Zhu theory of Hopf alge-
bras with positive bases [LYZ01] to arbitrary fields of characteristic 0 (see [CJ26,
Corollary B]).

It is then natural to ask whether the Lu–Yan–Zhu classification [LYZ01] could
provide an alternative proof of Theorem 1.1. As explained in the remark following
[CJ26, Corollary B] this approach does not directly recover the set-theoretic classifi-
cation. The obstruction is twofold: first, the Hopf algebra decomposition obtained
via the Fundamental Theorem of Hopf modules does not preserve the canonical
bases; second, the groups arising in the resulting factorization appear only after
a non-explicit rescaling procedure. Overcoming these obstacles would require an
explicit description of all set-theoretic bases of the relevant bicrossed product Hopf
algebra.
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[CO21] F. Cedó and J. Okniński. “Constructing finite simple solutions of the
Yang-Baxter equation”. In: Adv. Math. 391 (2021). Id/No 107968, p. 40.
issn: 0001-8708.

[CP61] A. H. Clifford and G. B. Preston. The algebraic theory of semigroups.
Vol. I. Mathematical Surveys, No. 7. American Mathematical Society,
Providence, R.I., 1961, pp. xv+224.

[CJ26] I. Colazzo and G. Janssens. On set-theoretic solutions of pentagon equa-
tion and positive basis Hopf algebras. 2026. arXiv: 2601.22089 [math.RA].

[CJK20] I. Colazzo, E. Jespers, and  L. Kubat. “Set-theoretic solutions of the
pentagon equation”. In: Comm. Math. Phys. 380.2 (2020), pp. 1003–
1024. issn: 0010-3616.

[Col+25] I. Colazzo, A. Koch, I. Martin-Lyons, and P. J. Truman. “Skew bracoids
containing a skew brace”. In: Journal of Algebra and Its Applications
(2025), p. 2650235.

[CRV15] T. Crespo, A. Rio, and Montserrat V. “From Galois to Hopf Galois:
theory and practice”. In: Trends in number theory. Fifth Spanish meet-
ing on number theory, Universidad de Sevilla, Sevilla, Spain, July 8–
12, 2013. Proceedings. Providence, RI: American Mathematical Society
(AMS); Madrid: Real Sociedad Matemática Española (RSME), 2015,
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