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HOPF ALGEBRAS OF ROOTED FORESTS, COCYLES AND FREE ROTA-BAXT ER
ALGEBRAS

XING GAQO, LI GUO, AND TIANJIE ZHANG

AsstracT. The Hopf algebra and the Rota-Baxter algebra are the twdedgestructures under-
lying the algebraic approach of Connes and Kreimer to reabration of perturbative quantum
field theory. In particular the Hopf algebra of rooted treessss as the “baby model” of Feyn-
man graphs in their approach and can be characterized tajrcartiversal properties involving a
Hochschild 1-cocycle. Decorated rooted trees have also applied to study Feynman graphs.
We will continue the study of universal properties of vas@paces of decorated rooted trees with
such a 1-cocycle, leading to the concept of a cocycle Hofaky We further apply the universal
properties to equip a free Rota-Baxter algebra with thecire of a cocycle Hopf algebra or a
cocycle bialgebra.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This article studies the relationship between the Hopflalgeind the Rota-Baxter algebra,
both fundamental algebraic structures in the Connes-Kaeapproach of the renormalization of
perturbative quantum field theorfg,[H].

The concepts of a Hopf algebra originated from topologysam were built from the combi-
nation of an algebra structure and a coalgebra structuttessseime linear space. Their study has a
long history, a very rich theory and broad applications intreenatics and physicR,[£4, B4 BYl.
The intrinsic connection of Hopf algebras with combinatenvas first revealed in the pioneering
work of Joni and Rotaffg]. Since then, many Hopf algebras has been built on varioobata-
torial objects, especially trees and rooted trees, suchasetof Connes-Kreimefj] 1], Foissy
and Holtkamp[[4, 4], Loday-Ranco[f7] and Grossman-Larsofi]]. Hopf algebras were also
built from free objects in various contexts, such as fre®esasive algebras and the enveloping
algebras of Lie algebras. It has been observed that manyinatohial objects possess universal
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properties. For example, the Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebraaied trees has its algebra struc-
ture from a free object, namely the initial object in the gaiy of commutative algebras with
a linear operatorf[§, B9]. This universal property has an interesting applicatioreinormaliza-
tion since it suggests a canonical choice for the regulatiap from the Hopf algebra of rooted
trees P71, P9. More such free objects can be found [ [B1, B2, 20

Another algebraic structure with strong combinatorial ivagton is the Rota-Baxter algebra
(first known as a Baxter algebrd]][ defined to be an associative algebra equipped with a linear
operator that generalizes the integral operator in arsffgge Definitiorf.]). Since the early
work of mathematicians such as F. V. Atkinsddj, [P. Cartier []], and G.-C. Rotaff{], Rota-
Baxter algebras has experience rapid developments intrgears [, @, B, B, [0 L3, 3, 9 0,
g, P23, with applications to a broad range of areas, such as quafiéldntheory, operads,
Hopf algebras, commutative algebra, combinatorics andosurtineory.

Coincidently, both the Hopf algebra and the Rota-Baxteelalg appeared in the Connes-
Kreimer theory of renormalization of perturbative quanttietd theory B, H], as the two al-
gebraic structures characterizing the domain and rangecésely of the regularized characters
to be renormalized. Free Rota-Baxter algebras have alsodmestructed on rooted forests with
decorations on vertices or angls]].

Thus it would be interesting to relate Rota-Baxter algehith ¥Wopf algebra in the context of
combinatorics, especially in terms of rooted trees. Thikésmain goal of this paper. Motivated
by its aforementioned applications in renormalization,first generalize the universal property
of rooted forests to obtain more general free objects in $evfrdecorated rooted foregsin
particular, we show that a class of decorated rooted fogaats the free objects in the category
of Hopf algebras with a given Hochschild 1-cocycle, calledycle Hopf algebras (Theorgfnd).
With this universal property, we can realize a free RotatBaalgebra as a quotient of these free
cocycle Hopf algebras. Through this quotient map, we oldaincycle Hopf algebra or cocycle
bialgebra structure on free Rota-Baxter algebras (The@&mn Hopf algebra structures on free
commutative Rota-Baxter algebras have been establisHBdid].

Convention. Throughout this paper, l&t be a unitary commutative ring which will be the base
ring of all modules, algebras, coalgebras and bialgebsasgd as linear maps. Denote /(X)
(respS(X)) the free monoid (resp. semigroup) generatecKby-or any set, denote bykY the
freek-module with basi¥'.

2. OPERATED HOPF ALGEBRAS OF DECORATED FORESTS

In this section, we study operated Hopf algebra structunesdous classes of decorated planar
rooted trees.

The space spanned by decorated rooted forests is equipped t#opf algebra structure by a
well-known construction of Connes and Kreimer as a baby mfodéheir Hopf algebra of Feyn-
man graphsf], P1. This construction has various generalizations, inclgdhe noncommutative
and decorated casd& P4, £8, P9

Let T denote the set of planar rooted trees 8(f@) the free semigroup generated®Byn which
the product is the concatenation, denotedrigy and usually suppressed. Thus an elentemt
M(7), called aplanar rooted forest, is a noncommutative product of planar rooted tree$.in

The Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra of rooted trees is comivetathile the Hopf algebra of rooted trees consid-
ered here are noncommutative, as in the case of Foissy artkialAgd @ @]. The approaches and results in the
commutative and noncommutative cases are similar.
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Thedepth dep(T) of a rooted tred is the maximal length of linear chains from the root to the
leaves of the tree. F&¥ = T,--- T, withn> 0 andTy,---, T, € 7, we define

bre() := n and depk) := max{dep( ;) |i=1,---,n}

to be thebreadth anddepth of F respectively. Adding t&(7) the empty planar rooted tree 1, we
obtain the free monoit := M(7). We will use the convention that bre(2)0. ForF € S(7), we
useB*(F) = |F] to denote the grafting d¥, by adding a new root t&. Also defineB*(1) = e.

For a setX, let T(X) (resp. F(X) := M(T(X))) denote the set of rooted trees (resp. forests)
whose vertices are decorated by elementXofLet Hrr(X) := kF(X) be the freek-module
generated by the s81X), whereX will be dropped wheiX is a singleton, giving the undecorated
forests. Fomx € X, let

B : Hrr(X) — Hrr(X)
be the grafting map sending 1 &g and sending a rooted forestlikr(X) to its grafting with the
new root decorated by.

We recall the constructiorfll, 4] of the noncommutative Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra
Hrr = Hgrr(X). A subforestof a planar rooted tre& € T(X) is the forest consisting of a
set of vertices off together with their descents and edges connecting all thersiees. LetFr
be the set of subforests @f including the empty tree 1 and the full subfor&stWe define

Art(T) = ) Fo(T/F),

FeFr
whereT/F is obtained by removing the subfordstand edges connectirfg to the rest of the
tree. Here we use the convention thgF = 1 whenF = T, andT/F = T whenF = 1. The
coproductAgt is also defined by\rt(1) = 1® 1 and the cocycle condition fd* [{]:

(1) ARTB; = B; ®1+ (ld ® B;)ART
In particular,

Art(oy) =0, ®1+1® ey, XE X
Foraforest =T;--- Ty € F(X) with m > 2, we define

(2) ArT(F) = Art(T1) - - ArT(Tm).
Then, forF ;= e, ---e, X e X 1<i<mm>1,

ART(F) = Z oy ® oy,
luJd=[m]|
Here for a subsdt= {i; < --- < iy} of [n], denotes,, = o, T
Also definesgr : KF(X) — k by takingert(F) = OforF € ‘I(X) andsRT(l) 1 and extending
by multiplicativity and linearity. Defineirt : K — Hg7(X) to be the linear map given by, 1> 1.
Recall B3 that a bialgebraH, m, u, A, &) is calledgraded if there arek-submodule$i®™, n >
0, of H such that

(@) H = D HO;

>0
(b) H(p)|_r|](q) c H(P+a:
(€) AH®) c P HP @HE@ n> 0.
p+g=n
wherep,q > 0. H is calledconnected (graded)f in addition H® = k. It is well-known that a
connected bialgebra is a Hopf algebra.
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Theorem 2.1.[8, [[4, B4] The quintuplgHgrT, MrT, UrT, ART, €RT) iS @ CONNected bialgebra and
hence a Hopf algebra.

The pivotal role played b* is further clarified by the following universal property.
Proposition 2.2. [[I5, Let A be an algebraand let LA — A be a linear map. There exists a
unique algebra homomorphism: Hgt — A such thapB* = L¢.

This leads to the concept of an algebra equipped with one tiptedinear operators. Such a
concept was first introduced by KurogB] by the name of a2-algebra. The free objects were
constructed inffJ] in terms of Motzkin paths, bracketed words and rooted trdéwere, such a
structure was called an operated algebra.

Definition 2.3. [20] Let Q be a set. AnQ-operated semigroup(resp. Q-operated monoid
resp. Q-operated algebrg is a semigroup (resp. monoid, resp. operated algébreggether
with maps (resp. maps, resp. linear maps) U —» U, w € Q.

With the apparently defined morphisms, we obtain the cayegbiQ-operated semigroups
(resp.Q-operated monoids, res@-operated algebras). Whéhis a singleton, the prefi will
be omitted.

In this context, the universal property bl in Propositior2.2 is that Hgt, B*) is the initial
object in the category of operated (unitary) algebras. Tauscan be easily generated to the case
when the trees and forests have their leaves decorated by)Xarsgmely,

Proposition 2.4. [R9] The X-operated algebréHgr(X), {B} | x € X}) is the initial object in the
category of X-operated algebras.

Thus decorated rooted trees give a combinatorial congtruof the initial object, that is, the
free object generated by the empty set. It is natural to agktbaise rooted trees to construct
other free objects in the category Qfoperated algebras. In this direction, the free semigroup
S(T(X)), that is, the set of non-empty decorated rooted fores&hown to give the free object in
the category of operated semigroups and that of operatadhitary algebras.

Proposition 2.5. [P7] Let jx : X — F(X), x — e, be the natural embedding andhe concate-
nation product. Then

(a) The quadrupléS(T(X)), -, B, jx) is the free operated semigroup on X.

(b) The quadruplékS(T(X)), -, B*, jx) is the free operated non-unitary algebra on X.

To obtain the corresponding statement for (unitary) alggbwe make the following adjust-
ment. See als@[J] where rooted forests with angular decorations are usethf®purpose.

Let X be a set and let be a symbol not in the s&t. DenoteX := X U {o}. Let T;(X) (resp.
F (X)) denote the subset Gi(X) (resp.F (X)) consisting of vertex decorated trees (resp. forests)
where elements oK decorate the leaves only. In other words, all internal gegj as well as
possibly some of the leaf vertices, are decorated.bys can be easily observed, the space

He(X) = kF(X) = kM(T,(X))

is closed under the forest concatenatmg and the coproduckrr. Here are some examples of
the restricted coproduct.

Example 2.6.For x, o € X, we have
(a)ART(;):; 1+ 1e® ..
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(0) Arr() =1 1 +

© Arr(D =10 1 +

®;+1®E.

®;+1®;.

x®

(d)ART(.X/n\;):.X/('j\O®1+;®§+ ®i+ e® .+ 10 M.

Further the counitgrr on Hgr(X) restricts tosgr : Hy(X) — k. Thus as a direct consequence
of TheorenfZ.], we obtain

Corollary 2.7. For any se¥, the quintuple H[(X), MRrT, UrT, ART, €rT) IS @ cONnected subbialge-
bra of Hr1(X) and hence a Hopf algebra.

Now we conceptualize the combination of operated algelbrdd+Hopf algebras, motivated by
the considerations ifg[ B). It applies toQ-operated algebras for agy. For simplicity, we only
consider the case when s a singleton here and for the rest of the paper. For a retaiadept
in the study of multi-variable integration, sé&.

Definition 2.8.  (a) An operated bialgebrais a bialgebrali, m, u, A, &) which is also an op-
erated algebraH, P).
(b) A cocycle bialgebrais an operated bialgebr&él(m, u, A, ) that satisfies the cocycle con-

dition:

3) AP =P® 1+ (ild® P)A.
If the bialgebra in a cocycle bialgebra is a Hopf algebrantités called acocycle Hopf
algebra.

(c) The free cocycle bialgebra on a seK is a cocycle bialgebraHy, my, ux, Ax, ex, Px)
together with a set mapy : X — H with the property that, for any cocycle bialgebra
(H,mu, A, &, P) and set magf : X — H whose images are primitive (that i5(f(x)) =
f(X)®1+1® f(X)), there is a unique morphisin: Hx — H of operated bialgebras such
thatf jx = f. The concept of &ee cocycle Hopf algebras defined in the same way.

As L. Foissy kindly showed us (Theord®.(f)), the concept of a free cocycle Hopf algebra
turns out to coincide with that of a free cocycle bialgebra.
Returning to the Hopf algebtdgr(X) = kF(X) := kM(T(X)), with the operatoB* := B, we
obtain a cocycle Hopf algebra.
We next turn our attention thl,(X) = kF,(X), beginning with a recursive structure 6a(X).
Denoteey ;= {, | x € X} and set
Mo := M(ex) = S(ex) L {1}.

HereM(e) (resp.S(ex)) denotes the submonoid (resp. subsemigroup)(#) generated byy,
which is also isomorphic to the free monoid (resp. semigyggnerated by, justifying the
abuse of notations. Assume tid}, n > 0, has been defined, then define

Mn+l .: M(.X |_, B+(Mn))
Then we haveM,, € M,,1 and define the direct limit
lim M,, = U M.
n=0

The following result generalizes the universal propeniesined inf§, B3]
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Theorem 2.9.Let jx : X — rJ’,g(f(), X — e, be the natural embedding andithe concatenation
product. Then
(@) The quintuple(’fg()?)N, MrT, UrT, B, Jx) IS the free operated monoid on X.
(b) The quintuplgk,(X), mgt, UrT, B, jx) is the free operated algebra on X.
(c) The septuplékT,(X), mrT, UrT, ArT, €rT, B™, jX) IS the free cocycle bialgebra on X.
(d) The Hopf algebra given by the connected bialgeta®,(X), Mgr, Ugrt, ArT, €rT, B*, jx)
is the free cocycle Hopf algebra on X.

Proof. () We prove the result by verifying the universal propertyr fus, let S, Q) be a given
operated monoid and : X — S a given set map. We recursively define operated monoid
homomorphismg, : M, = S, n > 0, as follows. First extend to X by definingf(e;) = Q(1).

By the universal property of the free mondidi(e), this extended set map: X — S further
extends to a unique homomorphidm: M(eg) — S of monoids. Assume thdt, : M, — S has
been defined and define the set map

f:exUB" M) =S, e f(x), B'F)— Q(f,(F) for xe X, F € M,

Again by the universal property of the free mondit{ex LI B*(M,)), we can extend ., to a
unique monoid homomorphism

?n+1 . M1 = M(ex LI B*(My)) — S.
Finally we define
fi=limf,: F(X) - S.

By construction,f is an operated monoid homomorphism, and the unique one kath(e,) =
f(x) for x € X.

(@ !t follows from Item ).

(@ Let (H,m,u,A, & P) be a cocycle bialgebra and Iét: X — H be a map. ThenH, m, P)

is an operated algebra. Thus by Iteff), (there is a unique operated algebra homomorphism
f : kF,(X) — H such thatf jx = f. It remains to check the compatibility of the coproduats
andAgt for which we verify

(4) Af(w) = (f ® f)Arr(W) for all w e F,(X),

by induction on the depth deg) of w. If depf@) = O, then, Eq.[) holds forw € X andw = 1
since bothf (X) € H and jx(X) € kF,(X) are primitive. Assume that EcJ\holds for depf) < n
and consider the case of dep(= n+ 1. For this case we apply the induction on the breadth
brefF). If bre(F) = 1, since degdf) = n+ 1 > 1, we havev = B*(W) for somew € F,(X). Then

Af(w) = Af(B*(W)) = AP(f (W)
= P(f@) @1+ (doP)Af@) (by Eq. @)
=P(f(W)® 1+ (id® P)(f ® f)Arr(W) (by the induction hypothesis on dey]
= P(fW)) ® 1+ (f ® PT)Arr(W)
= f(B*W)) ® 1 + (f ® fB)Arr(W)
= (f ® f)(B*(W) ® 1 + (id ® B*)Arr(W))
= (f ® f)Arr(B* (W) = (f ® F)Arr(W).
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Assume that Eqf) holds for dep{) = n+ 1 and bre§) < m, in addition to depf) < n by the
first induction hypothesis, and consider the case wheniepf + 1 and bre) = m+ 1. Then
w = Wy W, for somew;, w, € F,(X) with brefwv;) + brefw,) = m+ 1. Write

Art(Wy) = Z Wi(1) ® Wiz and Art(Ws) = Z Wo(1) ® Wo(p).
(w1) (w2)
By the induction hypothesis on the breadth, we have
Af(wy) =(f ® f)Arr(Wy) = Z f_(Wl(l)) ® f_(Wl(z)),

(w1)

Af(wo) =(f ® f)ArT(W) = Z f (W) ® f(Wa)).
(w2)

Thus
Af_(W) = Af_(W1W2) = A(ﬁwl) f_(Wz)) = A(f_(Wl))A(f_(Wz))

= [Z f (Wi ® f_(Wl(Z))) [Z f (W) ® 1QW2(2)))

(w1) (w2)

= (f_® f_) ((Z Wy1) ® W1(2)] [Z W) ® Wz(z)]]

o \\w) o)
= (f ® f)(Art(W1)ArT(W1)) = (f ® F)ART(W).
This completes the induction on the depth and hence the fitiuzn the breadth.
@) Let (H,m,u, A, &, P) be a cocycle Hopf algebra, where the antipode is suppreasedetf :
X — H be a map. By Itemfl), there is a unique morphisin: kF,(X) — H of cocycle bialgebras.

But any bialgebra morphism between two Hopf algebras is atifle with the antipode$3f,
Chapter 4]. Thud is a Hopf algebra morphism. This proves the desired uniVpregerty. 0O

3. OPERATED BIALGEBRAS ON FREE RoTA-BAXTER ALGEBRAS

In this section, we first construct free Rota-Baxter algelmaerms of decorated forests. We
then obtain a cocycle bialgebra structure on them.

3.1. Free Rota-Baxter algebras on decorated forestsWe first recall some results on Rota-

Baxter algebraf, L9, B1].

Definition 3.1. Let A be a given element df. A Rota-Baxter algebra of weightA is a pair
(R, P) consisting of an algebr® and a linear operatd? : R — R that satisfies th&ota-Baxter
equation

(5) P(U)P(v) = P(uP(Vv)) + P(P(u)v) + AP(uv) for allu,ve R

Basic concepts for algebras, such as ideals and homomorphign be similarly defined for
Rota-Baxter algebras.

We recall the constructiofif]] of a free operated monoid and operated unitary algebrarnmste
of bracketed words on the skt For any set, let| Y] denote a replica oY that is disjoint from
Y. We begin with defining the free monoids

Mo 1= M(X), My := M(XU[Mo]) = M(X L LM(X))),
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with the natural injection
l1 @ Mo = M(X) — Ny = M(X L [Mio]).

Inductively assuming thabt, ; andin_opn-1 : M2 — M,_; have been obtained for > 2, we
define
My = MOX U [ ])
and have the injection
[Mn2] = [Mn_1],
which induces the monomorphism
in-1n @ Mg = MXU [ 2]) = MX U [Dy1]) = My

of free monoids. Finally, defingi(X) := lim Mt,. Elements ini(X) are calledbracketed words
on X. We can define an operatBy, : M(X) — M(X), which takesw € M(X) to |w], and extend
it by linearity to a linear operator okti(X), still denoted byP,,.

Proposition 3.2. [[[9] Let jx : X — M(X) be the natural embedding andhe concatenation
product. Then

(@) The triple(Mi(X), -, Py) together with § is the free operated monoid on X.
(b) The triple(kM(X), -, P,) together with § is the free operated unitary algebra on X.

Then the uniqueness of the free objects in the category ohtgmkbalgebras gives the isomor-
phisms
6)  0:(FX), -, B) = (M(X), -, Py) and 6 : (kF(X), -, BY) = (KM(X), -, Py),

sendingx € X to (x) = e,. Here the first isomorphism is between operated monoids faand t
second one is between operated algebras.

We next recall the constructiofil), [L9] of a canonicak-basis of the free unitary Rota-Baxter
algebra by bracketed words on the XelL et Y, Z be subsets abi(X). Define first thealternating
products of Y andZ by

A(Y,2): = (U(YLZJY] g (U(YLZJYY] 9 (U(LZJYY) | (U(LZJY)VLZJ] |,

r>1 r>0 r>1 r>0

where 1 is the identity ifDi(X). Obviously,A(Y, Z) € M(X). Then define recursively
Xo :=S(X) U {1} and X, := A(S(X), X_1), n> 1.
ThusXgC --- C X, C --- . Finally define

%OO = ||m %n = Unzoxn.

Elements inX,, are calledRota-Baxter bracketed words(RBWSs). For an RBWwv € X, we
call dep) := min{n | w € X,} thedepth of w.

Lemma 3.3.[[I0, [9) Every RBWw # 1 has a uniqualternating decomposition w = wy - - - W,
wherew; € XU [ X, ], 1 <i<m, m> 1 and no consecutive elements in the sequence - , wp,
are in| X, . In other words, for each 2 i < m- 1, eitherw; or w1 is in X.



HOPF ALGEBRAS, COCYCLES AND ROTA-BAXTER ALGEBRAS 9
Let INC(X) := kX,.. SinceP,(w) = |w| € IN¢(X) for any w € 1N¢(X), the linear operator
Po  kKM(X) — kMi(X) restricts to a linear operator
Py : TIINC(X) — TINC(X).
Forw,w € X, we define the produet ¢, W inductively on the sum of depths:= dep{w) +
depv) > 0. If n = 0, thenw,w € X, = M(X) and definewv o, W := xX, the concatenation in

M(X). Suppose that+, w have been defined for< k, k > 0, and consider the case ot k+ 1.
First assume that brej, brefv’) < 1. Then define

[ Wo, W]+ [Wo, W]+ AWo, W[, ifw=[W] andw =W,
(7) Woy W = { WW, otherwise

Here the product in the first case is defined by the inductigrothesis, and in the second case
is defined by concatenation. Now assume thatviyre{ 1 or breqv') > 1. Letw = w; - - - Wy, and
W =w;, ---w,, be the alternating decompositionswhndw’, respectively. Define

(8) W oy W i= Wy - Wi g (Wi 0 WY)Wy - - Wiy,
wherewy, ¢, W, is defined by Eq.[{) and the rest products are given by the concatenation.
Lemma 3.4. If wy, w, are RBWs such that,w, € 9i(X) is also an RBW, then

Wi 0 Wo = WiWh.

Proof. Letw; andw, be RBWSs. Letv; = Wy - - - Wiy, andw, = Wy - - - Wor, be the corresponding
alternating decompositions. W;w, € Mi(X) is still an RBW, then its alternating decomposition
shows thatwy,, andws; cannot be both inx.,]. Then the conclusion follows from Eq$l)(and

®. O

The following result gives the construction of free Rotaxta algebras.

Proposition 3.5. [[[Q, [ Let jx : X — 1mY¢(X) be the natural embedding. Then the triple
(N€(X), ¢, P) together with § is the free unitary Rota-Baxter algebra of weightn X.

Thus lettinglgr denote the ideal dkM(X) generated by the Rota-Baxter relation in ), (
we have
9) kI(X)/Irs = TI(X)
of operated algebras.

Under the isomorphism : k9(X) — kF,(X) in Eq. @) of unitary operated algebras, denote

Ln:=60(Xy), n>0 and &, :=lim £, = lim 6(X,)) = 6(X..).
Then we have the module isomorphism
(10) 0 : INC(X) — mNC(X) = kL.

In analogous to Rota-Baxter words, element€inare calledRota-Baxter forests(RBFs). By
transporting of structures through the linear bijectipthe free Rota-Baxter algebra structure on
IYC(X) gives rise to a free Rota-Baxter algebra structureidfy(X). More precisely, define a
product

o 1 IYC(X) ® MIY(X) — 11YC(X)
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by setting

(11) F o, F 1= 60(0(F) o, 0 1(F)) for F,F’ € }“(X).

Also define a linear operator ar)(X) by 6P,,6~* which turns out to be jud* since
0 : (kM(X), Py) = (kF,(X), BY)

is an operated algebra homomorphism. Then from Propogiihnwve obtain

Proposition 3.6. The linear ma in Eq. is an isomorphism of Rota-Baxter algebras. Fur-
thermore, let j : X < HIN(X), X — o, X € X, be the embedding. The trip(e)'“(X), ¢, B¥)
together with ¥ is the free Rota-Baxter algebra of weighon X.

From Lemm4g3:4, we also obtain that, for RBHS,, F, € £, such that~;F; is also an RBF,
we have

(12) Fl Op F2 = F1F2.
Further from the isomorphism in Ed)(andé, we obtain the morphism
(13) ¢ 1 (kF(X), -, BY) = (y(X), o, BY).

of operated algebras, which also follows from the univepsaperty of the free operated algebra
(kF¢(X), -, B) on X by Theorenf.9.
Here is an elementary property of

Lemma 3.7. Leti : k€, — kF,(X) be the natural inclusion. Thes = idIH,NC(X)' Consequently,
i@ is idempotent.

Proof. Since the set of Rota-Baxter words,, as a subset of the set of bracketed wab(¥),
gives a basis of the free Rota-Baxter algebra as the quatfébi(X) modulo the Rota-Baxter
relation (see EqH)), we obtain

KIM(X) = Igg @ IINC(X),

sincel\¢(X) = kX.,. Through the isomorphisi: kM(X) = kF,(X) and Eq.[[3), we obtain

kF(X) = kerg @ mN(X),
sincelll}“(X) = k€. This impliesgi = id e - O
3.2. Cocycle bialgebra structure on free Rota-Baxter algebras.in this subsection, we apply
the universal property of the cocycle Hopf algebra in Theged to obtain a cocycle bialgebra
structure on1{1Y¢(X), o, B*), as shown in Theorefd. We will achieve this by showing that the
morphismy of operated algebras preserves the coproducts and thelesc$ee[[q] for a direct
construction of a bialgebra structure on free Rota-BaXtglaas in terms of bracketed words.

Letu, : k — 11)(X) be the linear map given by, 1> 1. By Propositior8-8, (IIIN°(X), o, Ue)
is an algebra. We now define a linear map: 11)°(X) — 1m)<(X) ® I)(X) by setting

(14) A(F) = (¢ ® p)Agri(F) forall F e m)(X),
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wherei : m(X) — kF,(X) is the natural inclusion. In other worda, is defined so that the
diagram

Ag
Ie(X) INC(X) ® HIie(X)

il T‘P‘X"P
KF,(X) — 25 kF,(X) @ kTF(X)
commuteg]. Further defines, : i¢(X) — k to be the linear map given by

fo ifF#L
(15) edF) = { 1 ifF=1

Theorem 3.8. The quintupl1ir)(X), o, u, A, &) is a bialgebra. With the operator'Bit is a
cocycle bialgebra. When = 0, it is a cocycle Hopf algebra.

The key step in the forthcoming proof of the theorem is PrajmrsB.12, that the morphism
¢ of operated algebras in EqLY) is also compatible with the coproducts. Before proving the
proposition, we first prove some lemmas.

Like the coproduciArt on Hgt, the coproducty, on Hlt'E'C(X) satisfies the cocycle condition.

Lemma 3.9. Let F = B*(F) be inti¢(X). Then
(16) A/(B*(F)) = B"(F) ® 1 + (id ® B")A(F).

Proof. By the linearity, we just need to verify EqL{) for F € €. Then
A(B*(F)) = (¢ ® ¢)Arti(B*(F)) (By Eq. @)
= (¢ ® 9)ArT(B*(F)) (byi being an inclusion map)
= (¢ ¢)(F®1l+(ideB")Ar(F)) (ByEq. @)
= ¢(F) ® ¢(1) + (¢ ® ¢B*)Arr(F)
= ¢i(F)® (1) + (¢ ® B")ArTi(F) (byi being an inclusion map)
=F®1+(p®¢B)Agri(F) (by LemmdBl])
=F®1+(p®B'p)Arri(F) (byEq. [3)
=F®1+(id®B")(¢® ¢)Arti(F)
=F®1+(ideB)AF) (byEq. {[3@).
This is what we need. O
Lemma 3.10.LetF, F’ € &, with F ¢, F" = FF’. Then
Ae(F o F') = Ai(F) o A(F).

2t would be interesting to find a combinatorial descriptidn/g in the spirit of the description of\gt by
subforests.
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Proof. It follows from
Ae(F o¢ F') = (¢ ® 9)ArTi(FF’)
= (¢ ® p)ArT(FF’) (byi being an inclusion map)

=(p® go)(ART(F)ART(F’)) (by ArT being an algebra homomorphism)
= ((tp ® gp)ART(F)) of ((tp ® tp)ART(F’)) (by ¢ being an algebra homomorphism)

- ((tp ® tp)ARTi(F)) o ((90 ® tp)ARTi(F’)) (by i being an inclusion map)
= Au(F) o0 A(F’), (by Eq. @)

as needed. O
Lemma 3.11.Let F, F’ € m)“(X). Then
(17) A¢(F o0 F) = A(F) o0 Ae(F).

Proof. By the linearity, we just need to consider the case Whdf € £.,. We use induction on
the sum of depths := depf) + depF’) > 0. For the initial step o6 = 0, we have def) =
depF’) = 0 and sdF o, F’ = FF’. Then Eq. [[7]) follows from Lemmd3.10.

Assume that EqfI(7) holds fors = t > 0 and consider the case st t + 1. In this case, we
first consider the case when biFg(= bre’) = 1. If F o, F’ = FF’, then Eq. [[7) follows from
LemmaBIQ If F o, F’ # FF’, then we havé = B*(F) and F’ = B*(F ) for someF, F’ € ..
Write

(18) AF) = Y Fuy@F and A(F) = Y Fpy & Fp,
) )
Then
Ai(F o, F')

= A(B*(F) o, B*(F))

= AB*(F o, B*(F)+ B"(F) o, F +A(F o,F)) (by Propositior5H)

—(FoF)el+(d® B*)Ag(f 0/ B*(F) + B"(F) o, F + AF o, E’)) (by Eq. @)

—(FoF)el+(d® B*)(A,g(f) ot AdBH(E)) + Ad(B(F)) o¢ AlF) + AA(E) o, A,g(f’))
(by the induction hypothesis @)

=(Fo,F)®1+ Z(E(l) o F)® B (F) + Z(F o¢ Fray) ® B*(F )

) G
+ > Y (Fayor Fu) @ (B"(F) o B'(F))  (by Egs. [[8) and [[8))
® F)
_ (F ®l+ ) Fuy® B+(E(2))) o (F' @1+ Foyo B+(E;2)))
@ )

= (Fe1+(d®BYAF) o (F 1+ (doBYAF))
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= Ai(F) o A(F')

This finishes the proof when bife) = bre(’) = 1.
We next consider gener&l andF’. Write F = FoT; and F’ = T/F;, whereF,, F; are Rota-
Baxter forests and,, T| are Rota-Baxter trees. Since

Fo(T1 o¢ To)F1 = Foor (T1 0, Tg) o F1,
we have
A¢(F o¢ F") = Ap(Fo(T1 o Tg)F?)

= A(Fo) o¢ A(T1 0 Tg) o A(F7)  (by LemmaB.10)
= Au(Fo) ©¢ Ar(T1) o Ar(TQ) o Ar(F7)  (by the case when brief = breF’) = 1)
= (Ac(Fo) o¢ Ae(T1)) o (Ae(Ty) or Ae(F1))
= A(Fo or T1) o¢ Ae(Tg o F7)  (by LemmaB.10)
= Ar(FoTy) of A(TGFY)
= A(F) or Ac(F').

This completes the proof. O

The following result shows that the algebra homomorphjsim Eq. (L3J) is compatible with
the coproducts.

Proposition 3.12. Let F € kF,(X). Then
(19) Aep(F) = (¢ ® )ArT(F).

Proof. By the linearity, it sifices to consider the case whene F,(X) for which we apply the
induction on degt). For the initial step of de{) = 0, we haveF = e, ---e, withm > 0.
ThenF is in £, and hencd = i(F). Then Eq. [[9) follows from LemmaB.] and the definition
of A,. Assume that the conclusion holds ferwith depF) = k. For the induction step of
depfF) = k+ 1 > 1, we apply the induction on the breadth brg(If m= 1, sincek+ 1> 1, we
can writeF = B*(F) for someF € F,(X). Then

Ap(F) = Ade(B*(F))) = A«(B*(¢(F))) (by Eq. [3))

= B*(¢(F)) ® 1+ (id ® B")A/(¢(F)) (by Eq. @)
= B"(¢(F)) ® 1 + (id ® B)(¢ ® ¢)Art(¢(F)) (by the induction hypothesis)
= ¢(B*(F)) ® ¢(1) + (¢ ® ¢)(id ® B")Arr(¢(F))  (by Eq. [3)
= (¢ ¢)(B*(F) ® 1 + (id ® B")Arr(F))
= (¢ ® ¢)(Arr(B*(F))) (by Eq. @)
= (¢ ® p)(ArT(F)).

Assume that the result holds for dép)(= k + 1 and breF) < ¢, in addition to depf) < k by the

induction hypothesis on def, and consider the case when deép¢ k+1 and bref) = £+1 > 2.
Then we can writd- = F;F, with Fq, F, € F,(X) and breF,) + bre(F,) = ¢ + 1. Write

Art(F1) = Z Fi1)® F1 andAgr(F2) = Z Faw) ® Fog).
(F1) (F2)
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By the induction hypothesis on bi€)|
A(p(F1)) = (¢ ® 9)ArT(F1) = Z @(F12) ® o(F1(2),
(F1)

Ad@(F2)) = (¢ ® 9)Art(F2) = ) @(Faw) ® ¢(Fae).
(F2)

(20)

Thus we have
(¢ ® P)ArT(F) = (¢ ® p)ArT(F1F?2)
= (¢ ® p)Art(F1)ArT(F2) (by Edg. @)
= Z Z e(F1)F21) ® ¢(F12)F2@)

(F1) (F2)

= > D Ue(Fiw) o ¢(F2) @ (¢(F1) o ¢(Fa))  (by Eq. [3))

(F1) (F2)

= [Z o(Fi) ® ¢(F1(2))] o (Z ¢(Faw) ® ¢(F2(2))]

(F1) (F2)
= (A(e(F1))) or (Ade(F2))) (by Eq. £0)
= Arp(F1F2)  (by Egs. [3) and [L1))
= Avp(F),
as required. m|
Now we are ready to give the proof of Theorng.

Proof. (of TheorenB.g). By Eq. {{3) and Lemmd.],
¢ : (kKFo(X), -, BY) - (N(X), o;, BY)

is a surjective operated algebra homomorphism. Furtherinom Propositior8.12, ¢ is a coal-
gebra homomorphism. HencaI{“(X), o¢, Us, As, &) is a bialgebra. The second statement fol-
lows from Eq. [[§). Recall thatHr(X) is a connected bialgebra and hence a Hopf algebra, by
the grading given by the number of vertices of rooted fore$étd = 0, the Rota-Baxter relation

is homogeneous and hence generates a homogenous opeegtiedTious the quotientr)“(X)
inherits the same grading and is connected. Thus it is a Hgpbea. Alternativelyy, is graded
andA, is cograded with respect to the same grading, hence givingrected bialgebra, and thus

a Hopf algebra, om1)(X). O

Contrary to the case wheh= 0, whena # 0, the Rota-Baxter relation is not homogeneous
with respect to the grading giving by the number of verticBartherA, does not preserve the
grading. For example for E 4\ we have

A(F) :(90®90)ART('04<\0)
=A@ 1l+tee@e+2@1+ 0] +:0]+ .00

+;:( ®£+ ;®{\5+2;®£U+ /1;®(I)+1®(4\3.
Note that both the terms
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have degree 3, smaller than thattof Thus whem # 0, A, is not cograded with respected to the
degree given by the number of vertices. It is still possib& 1) “(X) can be shown to be a Hopf
algebra by other methods.
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