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ABSTRACT. We develop an algebraic theory of flavored and pathlike co-,
bi- and Hopf algebras. This is the right framework in which to discuss
antipodes for bialgebras naturally appearing in topology, number theory
and physics. In particular, we can precisely give conditions the invert-
ibility of characters needed for renormalization in the formulation of
Connes and Kreimer and in the canonical examples these conditions are
met. To construct the antipodes directly, we discuss formal localization
constructions and quantum deformations. These allow to construct and
naturally explain the appearance Brown style coactions. Using previous
results, we can tie all the relevant coalgebras to categorical constructions
and the bialgebra structures to Feynman categories.

INTRODUCTION

Although the use of Hopf algebras has a long history, the seminal pa-
per [CK98] led to a turbocharged development for their use which has pene-
trated deeply into mathematical physics, number theory and also topology,
their original realm—see [AFS08] for the early beginnings. The important
realization in [CK98, CK00, CK01] was that the renormalization procedure
for quantum field theory can be based on a character theory for Hopf al-
gebras via a so-called Birkhoff factorization and convolution inverses. The
relevant Hopf algebras are those of trees with a coproduct given by a sum
over so—called admissible cuts —with the factors of the coproduct being the
left over stump and the collection of cut off branches— and Hopf algebras
of graphs in which the factors of the summands of the coproduct are given
by a subgraph and the quotient graph. A planar version of the tree for-
malism was pioneered in [Foi02]. The appearance in number theory of this
type of coproduct goes back to [Gon05] and was developed further and ap-
plied with great success in [Brol5]. In all these cases, the product structure
is free. A precursor to these considerations can be identified in [Bau81].
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In [GCKT20a, GCKT20b], we gave the details to prove the realization an-
nounced in [KW17] that all these structures stem from a categorical frame-
work where the coproduct corresponds to deconcatenation of morphisms.
Such coproduct structures can be traced back to [Ler75] and appear in com-
binatorics [JR79]. In [KW17], we developed a theory of so—called Feynman
categories, which are essentially a special type of monoidal category and
could connect the product structure to the monoidal stucture on the level
of morphisms. Special cases are related to operads, the simplicial category
and categories whose morphisms are classified by graphs. In [GCKT20b],
we could show that the monoidal product in these categories is compatible
with the deconcatenation co-product thus yielding bialgebras. This general-
izes the Connes—Kreimer tree examples and those of Baues and Goncharov,
which have operadic origin [GCKT20a] and comprises the Connes—Kreimer
graph examples. The co- and bialgebras which have a categorical interpre-
tation also include path coalgebras and incidence coalgebras, see §2. There
are two versions of the story, one is symmetric and yields cocommutative
bialgebras and the second is non—symmetric and in general yields to non—
cocommutative bialgebras, such as those from planar structures.

In this paper, we address the question of constructing antipodes in order
to make the bialgebras into Hopf algebras. In [GCKT20a, GCKT20b] this
was done by taking a quotient which made the bialgebras connected. This
quotient is taken implicitly in the examples discussed above, see [GCKT20a,
§1]. The questions that we can now answer is: What structures precisely
exist already on the bialgebra level, and what is their role?

To this end, we give an algebraic characterization of the bi-algberas in
terms of what we call flavored and pathlike coalgebras, which capture and
generalize the essential features of categorical coalgberas, especially path
algebras for quivers. This allows us effective criteria for the existence of
antipodes and convolution invertibility of characters. We also work over
an arbitrary ground ring. The origins for the theory of flavored coalgebras
can be traced back to [TW74] and with hindsight, several of the quotient
construction are foreshadowed in [Sch87] for the special case of incidence
bialgebras.! The existence of antipodes is usually proven via some sort of
connectivity of a filtration [Tak71,Qui67]. The problem is that the bialgebras
are usually not connected for the standard filtrations, which is why quotients
are taken.

Concretely, after reviewing the basic structures the generality we need in
§1, and providing an extended list of examples, to illustrate and motivate
the constructions, in §2, we introduce the concept of a QT-filtration in §3,
which generalizes the commonly used filtrations. This is what is needed to
make Takeuchi’s argument work and results in:

Theorem 3.28 Consider a coalgebra C with counit € and an algebra A with
unit n. Given a QT-sequence {F;}, on C, such that Exth(C/FyC, A) =

'We thank D. Kreimer for pointing this out
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0, for any element f of Hom(C,A), f is x-invertible if and only if the
restriction f|g,c is x-invertible in Hom(FyC, A).

A special type of QT-filtration, which we call the bivariate Quillen filtra-
tion (see §4), arises by considering skew primitive elements. These are the
essential actors for so—called flavored coalgebras and are key to understand-
ing the structures, before taking quotients. In the applications a slightly
stronger condition is satisfied for the level 0 part of the filtration, which
leads to the notion of pathlike co/bialgebras.

Theorem 4.16 Let C' be pathlike coalgebra and A algebra and f € Hom(C, A).
If Ext(C/FyC?, A) = 0, then f has an *-inverse in the convolution alge-
bra Hom(C, A) if and only if for every grouplike element g, f(g) has an
inverse as ring element in A. In particular every grouplike central character
s *-invertible.

These results are then directly applicable to renormalization via Rota-
Baxter algebras and Birkhoff decompositions, which are briefly reviewed in
§5. A closer inspection of this framework yields two paths of actions. The
first is to realize that the bialgebras need not necessarily be Hopf algebras,
but only the characters need to be x—invertible. Thus restricting the char-
acters by mandating certain properties on them or the target algebra will
ensure their invertibility in the pathlike case. The second is to formally
invert the grouplike elements. Combining the two approaches yields several
other universal constructions, through which the characters with special
properties factor. These are natural construction spelled out in §5 which
also naturally lead to quantum deformations of the algebras. This gener-
alizes and explains similar constructions in [GCKT20a]. it also gives an
astonishing connection to Brown’s coactions [Brol5] and allows to general-
ize them to the full framework, see §4.4.1 and §5.2.2. With hindsight, the
special role and treatment of (™(2) is precisely the difference between the
two approaches. Setting it to 0 implements the quotient and keeping is as
an invertible central elements defines the g—deformation.

We then apply the general framework to the case of pathlike bialgebras

arising from Feynman categories in §6, giving the details for the simplicial
setup of Goncharov and Baues —including Joyal duality—, the Connes—
Kreimer tree bialgebras (with leaves, planar and non—planar), their gen-
eralization to operads and finally graphical Feynman categories that are
relateted to Kreimer’s core Hopf algebra. To be more self-contained, these
are given in a new set-theoretical presentation in an appendix. We close with
technical conditions on Feynman categories, which are met in all the exam-
ples and guarantee that the bialgebras associated to the Feynman categories
are pathlike.
Theorem 6.15 The bialgebra B*°(F), is pathlike if F is generated by iso-
morphisms and a set of generators which are essentially skew primitive or
essentially indecomposable. In case that there are homogenous relations, the
coalgebra will be graded.
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For a non—symmetric Feynman category B(F) is pathlike, and F is gen-
erated by identities and skew primitives, that is indecomposables, which is
equivalent to a set of generators which are skew primitive. In case that there
are homogenous relations, the coalgebra will be graded. It is necessary that
V is discrete.

Here F and V are part of the data for a Feynman category, see §2.6.
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1. PRELIMINARIES ON HOPF ALGEBRA

We collect the relevant results on Hopf algebras to fix a common notation
and nomenclature — see e,g, [Car07, MP12] . Throughout this paper, we
work over a commutative unital ground ring R (and k be a field). Tensor
are understood to be over the ground ring, thus ® means ®g. For a R—
module M ithere is a canonical isomorphis M ® R ~ M given by the R-
module structure on M and we will simply implement this isormophism as
an identification—effectively making R a strict monoidal unit.

We will either work in the category of R-modules or graded R-modules.
In the second case, we assume R is concentrated in degree 0 and the grading
by the semi—group N unless otherwise stated.

1.1. Basic definitions and structures.

Definition 1.1. An associative and unital algebra (graded algebra) A is an
R-module (R-graded module) equipped with two R-linear maps (k-homogeneous
maps) multiplication denoted by m and unit denoted by 1 such that the fol-
lowing diagrams commute on the nose, where Id 4 means the identity map

on A:

AQARA™ Y 4x A AQRMA® 494+ R A

lld A®M lm and \ Amy

ARA —"— A
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Let 7 be an endomorphism on A® A that permutes entries 7(z®vy) = (y®x).
A is commutative if the following diagram commutes.

ARA —T— A®A
\ !
Remark 1.2. If A is a R-algebra, then A® A is also naturally a R—algebra

with the identity 1494 = 14 ® 14 = 14 and the multiplication maga =
(ma®may) o7 (This simply means a®b-c® d = ac® bd).

Definition 1.3. A coassociative and counital coalgebra (graded coalgebra) C
is an R-module (graded R-module) with two R-linear maps (homogeneous
k-linear maps): A, the comultiplication, and € the counit, such that the
following diagrams commute on the nose, where Id ¢ means the identity
map on C:

C C®C C®RY——C®C§ESR®C

‘bdA®A lA and Qﬁiiz¥§éi'4%¢¢%¢7

CRC L5 00CQC

Moreover, let 7 be an endomorphism on C'® C such that it permutes entries
T(z®y) = (y®=x). Then we say A is cocommutative if the following diagram
commute.

ARId 4

CRC s CxC
o 2
C

Note that due to the coassociativity, there is a unique morphism Al
C — C®" which is given by any iteration of diagonals.

Definition 1.4.

(1) A coaugmented coalgebra is a coalgebra equipped with the unit map
n: R — C as coalgebra morphism. We will write e = n(1g).

(2) A augmented coalgebra is a coalgebra equipped with the counit map
n: C — R as algebra morphism.

(3) A graded coalgebra is said to be connected if the degree zero part is
isomorphic to R.

Remark 1.5. In a coaugmented coalgebra, we have that e on = idgr as n
preserves the counit. Setting e = 7(1), then A(e) = e ® e and there is a a
splitting C' = Cy ® C where Cy = Re and C = ker(e).

In this case, one also regards the reduced diagonal A defined by A(z) =
Alz) —e®z —zR®e.
Definition 1.6. A bialgebra (graded bialgebra) B is both an algebra (graded
algebra) (B, m,n) and coalgebra (graded coalgebra) (B, A, €) over R s. t.
counit and comultiplication map are algebra/graded algebra morphisms.
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Definition 1.7. A Hopf algebra H is a bialgebra (graded bialgebra) with
an R-linear (R-homogeneous) map S called antipode (also sometimes called
coinverse) s. t.

noe=mo(SId)cA=mo(Id ®S)oA
or equivalently the following diagram commutes

HoH %, geoH

H®HId—®S>H®H

Alternatively, S is characterized by being the if convolution inverse of the
identity map, see below. As such an antipode is unique, if it exists. An
antipode is an antihomomorphisms S(ab) = S(b)S(a).

NB: An antipode is not always bijective, see [Tak71].

Example 1.8. By requiring R to be unitial, R turns out to be a coalgebra
over R itself, by setting A(1) = 1® 1 and €(1) = 1. In fact, it is a Hopf
algebra over itself in a unique way with S(1) = 1.

Definition 1.9. Given a coalgebra C, a element ¢ in C' is said to be semi-
grouplike if A(g) = g ® g and of additionally €(g) = 1, then g is said to be
grouplike. The set of semigrouplike elements in C' is denoted by sgpl(C') and
the set of grouplike elements in C' by gpl(C).

Remark 1.10.

(1) If the coalgebra has a counit €, then for g € sgpl(G) (1 —€(g))g =0
that is 1 — €(g) € Ann(g).

(2) In a bialgebra the semigrouplike elements form a monoid as A(gh) =
gh® gh for two semigrouplike elements g, h. The grouplike elements
from a submonoid: €(gh) = €(g)e(h) = 1. These structures are unital
with unit e = n(1).

(3) In a Hopf algebra for any semigrouplike element g: S(g)g = ¢S(g) =
€(g)e. In particular if the element is grouplike, S(g) = g~ .

(4) In a graded coalgebra all grouplike elements are necessarily in degree
0 as 2¢ = ¢ implies ¢ = 0.

(5) In a connected graded coalgebra, e = n(1), which is the generator of
Cy, is the unique grouplike element.

Definition 1.11. Let g and h be semigrouplike elements in C, an element z
in C'is called (g, h)-skew primitive if A(z) = x®g+h®z. And when g = h,
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it is called g-primitive element. If g, h are only assumed to be semigrouplike,
then we obtain the notion of semiskew primitive.

1.2. Modules/comodules relative tensor products.

Definition 1.12. A left/right module for an R-algebra A is an R-module M
and a R—module map p : AQM — M,a®m — am respectively A : M®A —
M : m ®a — ma. These have to satisfy the condition (ab)m = a(bm)
respectively m(ab) = (ma)b.

Dually a left/right comodule for a coalgebra C' is an R—module M with
maps p: M — M ® C respectively A\ : M — C ® M. Satisfying p(p(m)) =
(id ® A)(m) respectively A(A(m)) = (A ®id)A(m).

For a right A module M and a left A module N there is the relative
tensor product M ®4 N which is the quotient of M ®r N by the relation
m@am = maQn.

The dual notion is the where the in general cotensor product of a right
comodule M and a left comodule N This is the subset of M ®gr N for which
a®be C®C such that p(a) = A(b).

More formally it is the coequalizer:

Myo,N —— M ®p N"225W 0N @p C @p N (1.1)

1AM @RPL
1.3. Duals. The dual of a coaglebra C'is the convolution algebra Hom(C, R)
which is unital is C' has a counit and R has a unit. The dual of a finite di-
mensional algebra A* = Hom(A, R) is a coalgebra with the multiplication.

A(f)(a®D) := f(ab) (1.2)
In general, this is a morphism A* — (A® A)* and there is an injection A* ®
A* - (A® A)*, which is an isomorphism in the case of a finite dimensional
algebra. One can look at the graded version and the graded dual in the case
of a graded algebra with finite dimensional pieces. One can also restrict to

the so—called finite dual A° which is the maximal subspace of A* such that
A(A°%) c A°® A°. For a field, this is:

A° = {f e A*|Ker(f) contains an ideal of finite codimension} (1.3)

The Hopf—dual of a Hopf algebra over a field is defined to be H® with the
induced structures.

2. EXAMPLES

2.1. Set-based examples. Given any set S, we can associate a coalgebra
R[S], where every element is linear formal sum of S and every element in S
is grouplike. This is what is called the set-like coalgebra given by the set S.
If S is a (unital) monoid then R[S] is a (unital) algebra by R-linear
extension of the monoid structure.
It is easy to check for a monoid M that R[M] is a bialgebra, this is Hopf,
with the antipode S(g) = g1, precisely when M is a group.
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2.2. Path/Quiver coalgebra. A quiver @ is a graph with an orientation
of each edge. A path on a graph is a sequence of oriented edges. An oriented
edge € has a source and a target vertex s(€) and ¢(€). A sequence of directed
edges p = (€1,...,€,) is a path if £(&;) = s(€;+1). The start of p is v = s(eq)
and the end of p is w=t(e,,) and we say p is a path from v to w. The lenght
of p is n. By definition for each vertex v there is an empty path, i.e. a path
of length 0 at v, which we denote by v.

Let P(Q) be the set of paths of @, then R[P(Q)] has the coalgebra struc-

ture

DUEL &) ® (Eprr e E) + (B, ) ®t(en)  (21)

and A(v) = v ®wv. It has counit €(v) = €(éy,...,é,) = 0.

The groupike elements are hence exactly the length 0 paths v and the
paths of length 1 are skew primitive with (€) being (s(€), t(€))-skew primi-
tive.

2.3. Colored monoid/algebra and dual coalgebras. Paths actually
form a partial algebra structure by concatenation. The partial structure
dictates that the end of the first path is the start of the second path. This
is a particular example of a colored algebra.

Definition 2.1. A colored monoid A is a set together with the following
data. A set X of colors, two morphisms s,t: A — X, and a partial product

o:AgxA— A (2.2)

which is associative is the obvious sense. If (ab)c exists, then so does a(bc)
and they coincide. It is decomposition or locally finite, if all the fibers o~!(a)
for a € A are finite. It is unital if there is morphism id : X — A, which is a
section of both s and ¢ such that a oid(t(a)) = id(s(a)) ca = a.

Note if X = {*} this is simply a (unital) monoid structure.

The free R—module on A4, i.e. R[A] = @ 4 Ra is an R-algebra with the
product a - b = dy(q),s(p) ab.

Consider A* = Hom(A, R) which is naturally and R—module by (rf)(a) =
r(f(a)). Consider the the characteristic functions 6, € Hom(A, R),a € A,
defined by 0,(b) = 4. One can identify R[A], with the sub-module of A*
of finite sums by sending a — d,. Notice that by definition Hom(A, R) =
Hompg(R[A], R).

Proposition 2.2. The free R—module of a colored locally finite monoid is a
coalgebra, with coproduct (1.2) for f € Hompg(A, R). If the colored monoid is
unital then the dual coalgebra is counital with counit for which e(5,~d( x)) =1
and 0 else.
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Proof. Then A(da) = X(4;.05):01a0=a 9a1 ® Ja, Which as a finite sum, the
index set o~!(a) is finite, is in A* ® A*. The counit property follows from a
direct computation. O

Example 2.3 (Path coalgebra of a Quiver). The path coalgebra is a special
case. It is the free colored algebra whose set of colors is the set of vertices
and whose morphism are freely generated by the directed edges with the
source and target maps mapping an directed edge to its source vertex and
its target vertex.

Remark 2.4. In the coalgebra, the d,4(,) are the grouplike elements and
if a is indecomposable, 34 is (0i4(s(a))s id(t(a))) Skew primitive. This gives a
shadow of the colored original colored structure in the coalgebra. A more
general way to “see” the coloring is via cotensor products, see §4. The
generalization that only takes the intrinsic notion of skew primitives, viz.
the shadow, into account is the notion of a flavored coalgebra of §4.

2.3.1. Colored coalgebras. To recover the type of algebra obtained
from a category, we introduce the notion of a colored coalgebra.

Definition 2.5. Let X be a set and consider the setlike coalgebra C'(X) =
R[X]. A colored colgebra C with colors X is a coalgebra C' together with
a bi-comodule structure of C' over C[X], that is A : C — C[X]|®C,p :
C — C[X] ® C such that the coalgebra map factors through the cotensor
product.

C ——C\o,C (2.3)

N
ceC

The colored coalgebra is called simply colored if C' = @ (@.9)eX x X Cy,y Where
for all ce Cpy : Ac) € R[X]®C < C[X]|®C and p(c) = c® Rly].

In a simply colored coalgebra: A(Cy ) € @, Cr . @ C. .

Example 2.6. The coalgebra of colored algebra is a simply colored coal-
gbera with the same colors. The coaction has another description, which is
as follows: The maps s, t induce a pull-back maps s*,t* : R[A] — R[X]
which are split by the map induced by id* the coactions are then given by
A = (s*®id)oA and p = (id®t*)oA. In particular A(ds) = d5(q)®da; p(da) =
0a®0y(q)- Together with id* : R[X] — R[A] they also provides the splitting.

2.4. Categories as colored algebras and categorical path (co)algebras.
Categories are an equivalent way of viewing colored coalgebras. The bijec-
tion between these two notions is given as follows: This is almost tautological
if one uses the definition of a (small) category given by two sets Mor(C)
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and Obj(C) together with maps, see e.g. [GMO3].

N1(C) = Mor(C)
lstidl|t o: MorsxiMor — Mor (2.4)
No(C) = Obj(C)
where o is associative, id and provides the identity maps.
In this correspondence, the colors are the objects and the algebra elements
are the morphisms. A path is now a composable sequence of morphisms.
Given a locally finite category, that is it is locally finite as a colored
algebra, we obtain a copoduct on the free algebra of morphisms.

Alg)= D> do®dh (2.5)
(¢0,61):41000=0
which was considered in [KW17, GCKT20a, GCKT20b], and goes back to
[Ler75] cf. also [JR79].

Remark 2.7. Note that there are two ways to write down the composition

maps.
Hom(X,Y)x Hom(Y.Z) — Hom(X,Z)
(G0, ¢1) — d10¢o
Hom(Z,Y)x Hom(X,Y) — Hom(X,Z)
(¢1,00) — ¢10do (2.6)
which correspond to the two ways to write the compositions
MorgxiMor — Mor or MorixsMor — Mor (2.7)

The two coproducts are opposites A and A°? = 7o A where 7 is the flip.
In the example below, the first version of this for the coproduct, is what is
used for posets and quivers, fits with the Connes—Kreimer coproduct [CK98,
GCKT20a, GCKT20b|, where subgraph is on the left and the cograph is on
the right, while the second one is more natural from a category point of view
and corresponds to the tree Hopf algebra where the stump is on the left and
the branches on the right.

Note that this ambiguity is non—essential for a coalgebra or a bialgbera.
For a Hopf algebra, it a priori might make a difference, see Remark 4.18 but
if the bialgebra is pathlike it does not, see Corollary 4.19.

2.4.1. Path (co)algebra for a quiver or graph. In the case of the path
(co)algebra, the category is the category generated by the quiver. That is
the (co)algebra for the category C(Q) freely generated by the arrows. The
objects of the category are the vertices. There is a generating morphism for
each directed edge. A path is the composition of the composable morphisms.

The quiver for a set-like coalgebra is given by a rose or tadpole graph
whose set of loops is S. One can fix any orientation for a loop to make it a
quiver.
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More generally, for a graph without direction of edges one chooses one
generator for each of the two orientations for the edge and sets €o'e = id,
where is the source of € and hence the target of the edge with opposite
orientation obtaining a groupoid, see below.

2.4.2. Incidence coalgebras. Another example of a categorical coalge-
bra is a so-called incidence coalgebra [JR79,Sch87]. The main observation
is that a poset (S, <) defines a category. whose objects are S and whose
morphisms are as follows. There is one exactly one morphism ¢,_,, between
x and y iff x < y . The category is locally finite when the poset is. The
coproduct is then given as follows.

A(Cbxﬂy) = Z ¢z%y @Qbyﬂz (2'8)
z€[z,y]
or in the usual poset notation where one identifies ¢,_,, with the interval
[z,y] and id; = [z, z], see e.g. [JRTI]:

A([I‘,y]) = Z [:E?Z]@[Zvy] (29)
z€[z,y]

This is a special case of a quotient of a quiver coalgebra. The quiver is
given by the z,y primitives. These are the elements z < y where there is no
z:x <z <y as then A(¢z—y) = idy ® ppy + Gy ® idy. The quotient
is by the coideal that p = ¢ whenever s(p) = s(¢q) and t(p) = t(¢). This
corresponds to modding out the category by the relation obtained from any
diagram of two chains of morphisms with the same start and end.

2.4.3. Monoid/Groupoid/Setlike coalgebra. In the case of a unital
monoid M, the corrsponding category is often denoted by M. It has one
object {*} and morphisms M. The coproduct is then simply

A: R[M] — R[M]® R[M] : A(m) = > mi®my  (2.10)
(m1,m2):mima=m

and in case that M is finite, this is indeed the coproduct on characters, viz.
on M* = Hom(M,R) = Homg(R[M], R). The identity e is grouplike, if
and only if there are pairs mj, mg, such that myms = e that is no elements
with a right inverse or equivalently no elements with a left inverse. An
element m # e is primitive if is indecomposable and is semigrouplike, with
e(m) = 0 if it is idempotent.

The setlike coalgebras are just the coalgebras for the free unital monoid
generated by the set S This is ™ = Ien, 5" with merging stings as the
product. ($1,...,8n,8),---,80) = (81,...,8n)-(s], ..., s},) with the identity

rem

being the empty collection () = & € $*9 = .
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2.4.4. Group(oid) coalgebras and Isomorphism. If all elements are
invertible, that is M = G is a group then G is often called the associated
groupoid and the coproduct is given by

Ag) = Zh@h_lg: 2 gh@h™! (2.11)
heg heG
and the counit is €(e) = 1,¢(g) = 0 for g # e.
A category is a groupoid if all its morphisms are invertible. Given a
category C, Iso(C), that is C with only the isomorphisms is a groupoid.
The groupoid acts from the left and right on the Hom(X,Y) by ¢ —

(01 0')(¢) := 0’ 0o poo~!. This action is reflected in the coproduct: for
pe Hom(X,Y)

A(p) = > [0, ®@bpo00, ' +o,00@0, ] +.... (212
oz€ls0(X,),04€ls0(Y,")
Thus we will not have any primitive or skew primitive elements in the
presence of isomorphisms.

Definition 2.8. We will call a morphism ¢ essentially skew primitive is
A(¢) is only given by the first two terms in (2.12). This is synonymous with
essentially indecomposable, which means that the only decompositions into
two factors have at one factor being an isomorphism.

Remark 2.9.

(1) If C is skeletal, then the sum will only be over automorphisms.

(2) Using A%®° as in §2.6.2 turns the essentially skew primitive mor-
phisms into skew primitives.

(3) There is also a left and right comodule structure of C(C) over C(Iso(C))
which captures this structure: This is given by

Ao)= D o®¢oo,lple)= D, oy0¢®0, (213)

oz€ls0(s(9),") oyelso(t(¢),)

2.4.5. A complete graph groupoid, iterated integrals and multi-
zetas and polylogs. In [GCKT20a, 4], we considered the simplical object
coming from the path-algebra of a complete graphs. The elements of the
groupoid algebra can be translated into sequence of vertices or numbers,
by noticing that there is exactly one morphism between any two vertices.
Thus, the path is fixed once the vertex sequence is fixed. These translate in
bi-algebras, also see [GCKT20b, §3.3.1]. In particular the complete graph on
two vertices {0, 1}, which yields the groupoid G 0 < 1 © and whose path
algebra is responsible for Goncharov’s and Brown’s Hopf algebras. This is
also the fundamental path groupoid for C\{0, 1} with tangential base points
and is directly linked, [GCKT20a, §1], to iterated integrals [Che73]. In par-
ticular, the bi-algebra structure is founded in the simplicial structure, see
§6.1.2.
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2.5. Algebras from strict monoidal categories. If a category has a
strict monoidal structure, then the morphisms become a unital monoid and
hence R[Mor]. Recall that a monidal structure ® : C x C — C on a cat-
egory defines a monoid on objects (X,Y) — X ® Y and on morphisms
(f,9) — f ® g, which extends to a monoid structure on R[Mod]. in partic-
ular Hom(X,Y) x Hom(X',Y') > Hom(X ® X', Y ® Y'). There is also a
unit object 1 for which X ® 1 = 1 ® X = X in the strict case. It follows
that f ®id1 = id1 ® f = f, is a unit for the algebra structure.

Example 2.10. For posets, this is simply the product of the posets, with
the order (z,2') < (y,¢/) iff x <y A 2/ <9/.

2.6. Categorical Bialgebras from Feynman categories. Notice that
for a locally finite strict monoidal category, although there is a unital algebra
and a counital coalgebra structure, the bialgebra equation does not need to
hold. It does hold if the monoidal category has extra structure, namely that
of a Feynman category, see [KW17]. It roughly says that the objects are a
free ®-monoid on basic objects and that the morphisms are a free monoid
on the so—called basic morphisms, which have ® indecomposables as targets.
By definition a Feynman category is a triple (V, F,2) of a groupoid V, of
basic objects aka. vertices, a (symmetric) monoidal category F and a functor
1:V — F, such that

(i) The free (symmetric) monoidal category V® is equivalent to Iso(F)
via 1, where Iso(F) is F with only its isomorphisms as morphisms.
(ii) The groupoid of morphisms Iso(ar(F)) is equivalent to the free
(symmetric) monoidal category on the morphisms from objects from

V® to V. In formulas I'so(ar(F)) ~ Iso(V® | V).
(iii) The category of objects over a given object of F is essentially small.

The category Iso(ar(F)) has the morphisms of F as objects and the mor-
phisms are given by pairs of isomorphisms (o, ¢’) which map f — o~ fo’
when the compositions are defined. The first condition says that every ob-
ject of F decomposes X =~ 1(#1)®- - -®1(*,) essentially uniquely, where this
means up to isomorphisms on the indecomposables and in the symmetric
case up to permutations. Dropping the ¢ the second condition means that
any morphisms ¢ : Y — X of F decomposes into indecomposables as well
¢ = 1 Q- Q ¢, where each the ¢; : V; — #; with X ~ % ® -+ ® =,
and Y ~ Y] ® - ®Y,, that is into multi-to-one morphisms. Again this is
essentially unique, that is up to isomorphisms on the ¢; and permutations
in the symmetric case. The third condition is technical and used for the
existence of certain colimits.

Remark 2.11. The following considerations also works in an enriched set-
ting, that is if the morphisms themselves are objects of a symmetric monoidal
category, e.g. R-modules. This is handled in [KW17], but for brevity, we
will not consider this situation here.
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For instance for operads & for the monoidal structure in which the algebra
or operad takes values. If is is set valued, as in all the examples, ® = II is
simply the disjoint union. In full generally, the notion of algebra or operad
with values in C etc. is replaced by F—Ops¢c = Fung|F,C], the category
of strong monoidal functors from F to C. For readers not familiar with
operads, this and the examples below will give a definition.

Example 2.12 (Finite sets/Surjection/Injection). A good simple, but not
too simple Feynman category is given by F = FinSet, with disjoint union
1. There is only one vertex type, that is V = = the category with one object
and its identity, which is 1 for the trivial group G = 1 and any choice of 1.
Fix o(x) = {*}, this is a choice of an atom in set theoretical terms. The first
condition is fulfilled as for any set T ~ Il;ep{*}. Now any morphisms S — T
decomposes into fibers Uer f|p-1(p) With fls-1 : f71(E) = {t} = {+}.

Note FinSet is not locally finite. However the subcategories F'I and F'S
of finite sets and injections and finite sets and surjections are both locally
finite Feynman categories, see [KW17, GCKT20b].

Example 2.13 (Ordered finite sets/Simplicial). Adding an order to the
finite sets and considering only order preserving morphisms, one obtains a
non-symmetric Feynman category FinSet~. by the same construction.

Restricting to a skeleton, one obtains the category whose objects are only
the natural numbers. This category is also known as A, or the simplical
category with unit. To make the translation, one can use the notation
n = {1,...,n}, with the natural order so that S ~ |S| —the bijection is
fixed by the order. In the usual simplicial notation [n] = {0,...,n} so that
[n] ~ n+1and & = [—1] = 0. The disjoint union becomes addition nlim =
n + m in the first notation and join in the second as [n] % [m] = [n+m + 1]
asn+1l4+m+1=n+m+2.

The permutations ¢ : m — 7 are not order preserving. There are two
ways to add them. The first retrieves finite sets as above and the second
non-commutative sets as the crossed simplicial group AS, see [Kau2lb] for
details.

Again FinSet- or even its skeleton A is not locally finite, but the subcate-
gories O and OS of finite ordered sets and order preserving injections both
have locally finite skeleta which are non—symmetric Feynman categories.
This means that in A we only face maps or degeneracies, see [Kau21b] for
details.

Example 2.14 (Hereditary collection of posets). A hereditary collection of
posets P, following [Sch87], is a collection of posets, that is closed under
Cartesian products. The underlying V is discrete, that is there an no non—
trivial morphisms. It is given as the disjoint union of all the posets that are
not a product of two other posets. For instance the free hereditary poset
based on a poset P = (5, <) given by the free monoid S* = I,en,5™" with
the product order on each of the S*".
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Example 2.15 (Free Feynman category on a category, Quivers, Posets).
Given a category C, then setting V = Iso(C) and F = C® yields a Feynman
category for the inclusion of ¥V — F. The basic morphisms are those of C.

(1) If Iso(C) is discrete, viz. the identities are the only isomorphisms,
then V are just the objects under the identification X — idx.

(2) Quivers and Posets are examples of discrete categories whose free
symmetric monoidal categories yield Feynman categories.

(3) The simplest example with a given V is F = V®, which is a trivial
Feynman category on V and an initial object in the category of
Feymnan categories with fixed V. The case of V = G is of interest
as it covers the representation theory of G, see [Kau21b].

Example 2.16 (Operads/Trees/Connes-Kreimer). Given a (non-symmetric)
operad O, for simplicity, let’s assume O(1) = 1, that is the O(1) is reduced
for simplicity, see [Kau21b] and [KW17] for details about the non-reduced
case. Here 1 is the monidal unit, which is R for R-modules and the one
point set {x} for sets or topological spaces with Cartesian product and
@ for sets with disjoint union. Then letting the objects be Ny, setting
Hom(n,1) = O(n) and Hom(n,m) = & .,_m O(|f~1()]) defines a (non-

symmetric) Feynman category. Setting (’)g@(n) the set of (planar) rooted

(planar) trees with n leaves, which are labeled in the non-planar case. We
obtain the (non-symmetric) Feynman categories for (planar) rooted forests.
More details are in §6.2.

Remark 2.17. There is a slight generalization in the case of operads, where
one can consider operads with multiplication, [GCKT20a, §3]. This adds an
associative multiplication O(n1)®- - -®O(ng) — O(n). This can be handled
more generally in a non—connected setting [KW17, §3.2] which has relations
to the By operator.

2.6.1. Non—symmetric, non-commutative case.

Theorem 2.18. [GCKT20b] If a locally finite monoidal category F is part
of a Feynman non-symmetric category §, then the algebra and coalgebra
structures give a bialgebra structure on R[Mor(F)]. This bialgbera is not
cocommutative in general.

Example 2.19 (Leaf labelled rooted trees aka. planar Connes-Kreimer with
legs). The bialgebras of leaf labelled rooted forests is an example. The
bialgebra is the free algebra on @), oy, R[(’)’g x(n)] that is simply symmetric
planar forests, where n is now the total number of leaves. The coproduct
is given by admissible cuts, analogously to [CK98], but with the difference
that upon a cut, the edge is not removed, but is split into a new root tail
and a leaf, see [GCKT20a] and Figure 2. A full treatment is in §6.2.

Example 2.20 (Non-Sigma operads and Posets). In fact all non-Sigma
operads including binary trees, the cyclic, associative operads, planar, non-
rooted trees, Stasheff polyhedra, etc. The bialgebra will be on the free
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algebra generated by P,y O(n), that is R[O"] = @,, R[O"(n)] with
R[O™(n)] = D, np) 2 nien BIO(1)]® - ® R[O(ny,)] —here nc stands
for non—connected.

This also includes the free monoid on a poset are examples as considered
in [Sch87].

2.6.2. Symmetric/commutative case. If the category F is symmetric
monoidal, being Feynman entails using a free symmetric monoidal category
on a groupoid. This means that there are extra symmetries permuting
objects and morphisms. The co-invariants are then yield a commutative
monoids. To achieve this one considers isomorphism classes. This is the
R-module R[Mor(F)] with f ~ g if there are isomorphisms o, 0’, s.t. f =
o' fo~1. Note the product descends since if ¢ ~ ¢’ and 1) ~ ¥’ then ¢ R ~
¢ ®1)'. We denote the quotient by R[Mor(F)]"*° = R[Mor(F)]/ ~.

In order to give a formula, we need a few definitions. These are needed
to avoid an over—counting of decompositions due to the isomorphisms given
by the permutations. Otherwise, the coproduct will not be coassociative,
see [KW17, Example 2.11].

Definition 2.21. [GCKT20b] A weak decomposition of a morphism ¢ is a
pair of morphisms (¢g, ¢1) for which there exist isomorphisms o, ¢/, ¢” such
that ¢ = 00 ¢y 00’ o ¢g o o”. In particular, a decomposition (¢g, ¢1) is
weakly composable. We introduce an equivalence relation on weakly com-
posable morphisms, which says that (¢g,¢1) ~ (1g,%1) if they are weak
decompositions of the same morphism. An equivalence class of weak de-
compositions will be called a decomposition channel which is denoted by

[(¢07 ¢1)] :
The following is contained in Theorem 2.1.5 of [KW17]:

Theorem 2.22. If a monoidal category F is part of a Feynman category
3§, then the algebra and coalgebra structures give a bialgebra structure on
R[Mor(F)]|**°, which is given by
A*([g]) = Y] [so]®[o1] (2.14)
[(¢0,01)]

where the sum is over a complete system of representative for the decomposi-
tion channels for a fixed representative ¢. The counit is given by e([idx]) = 1

and €([¢]) = 0 if [¢] # [ids(y)]-

Corollary 2.23. A class [¢] is skew primitive if and only if ¢ is essentially
skew primitive. Its coproduct is given by

A([¢]) = lids)] ® [¢] + [8] ® [idy )] (2.15)
The semigrouplike elements are the classes of the identities [idx]| and they
are grouplike.

Proof. Applying the definition, of the coporduct, we see that the two first
terms in the coproduct of any ¢ for which [@] # [idsg)] = [idyg)] will be
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those of (2.15). These are the only two terms if ¢ is essentially skew primi-
tive. If [¢] = [idx], then there is only one term since then the decomposition
channels coincide and A([idx]). Since €([¢]) = 1, these are grouplike. [

Example 2.24 (Leaf labelled rooted trees (Connes-Kreimer)). The bialge-
bras will be given by R[O’g x(n)] and the S, coinvariants R[Oc (n)]5". The
S, permute the labels, so the coinvariants can be identified with unlabelled
trees. The coproduct is given by admissible cuts, analogously to [CK98], but
with the difference that upon a cut, the edge is not removed but is split into
a new root tail and a leaf, see [GCKT20a] and Figure 2. A full treatment is
given in §6.2.

Example 2.25 (Bialgebra for operads). More generally, this construction
works for operads and recovers the bialgebra for an operad with free multi-
plication of [GCKT20a]. The bialgebra structure is on the coinvariants. In
particular on @, R[O"¢(n)]® which is the analogue of a symmetric forest.
That is O"()%* = @, ne)| S nien Sym(O(n1)*1 @- --@O(ny)5"s ) where

Sym is the symmetric product sometimes also denoted by .

Example 2.26 (Connes-Kreimers graph bialgebra with legs). [GCKT20b,
§3.4] There are Feynman categories whose isomorphism classes are graphs
with external legs. That is given a morphism ¢ there is a graph (¢)
which characterizes the isomorphism class. The coproduct is the usual CK-
Coproduct

AP[T] = > 7@T/y (2.16)

ycrI'

where v is a not necessarily conected subgraph and I'/v is the co-graph. Note
that in this version the subgraph contains the half-edges of its vertices. See
Figure 3 for a concrete example and §6.4 for more details.

Example 2.27. As being isomorphic is an order preserving equivalence
relation for a category of a poset C(P), This construction recovers that
of [Sch87] in this particular case.

2.7. The Drinfel’d double. There is a general construction, see [Kas95,
IX.4] of a Drinfel’d double for a finite dimensional Hopf algebra with invert-
ible antipode, we will concentrate on the case k[G]. This is an interesting
Hopf algebra whose algebra part comes from a category.

Definition 2.28. For a finite group G a the Drinfel’d double D(k[G]) is the
quasi-triangular quasi-Hopf algebra whose underlying vector space has the
basis g, with xz,ge G

x

D(k[G]) = Pk 9 (2.17)
With algebra structure is given by

gL hL = 6g,achx—1 g L (218)
Ty 1Y
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and coalgebra structure is given by

Alg)= D 51,®g, (2.19)
T giga=g ¥ z
The antipode S is given by
T -1

The unit is 3} .; g, and the counit is e(e,) = 1,e(g,) = 0 else.
e x T

Remark 2.29.

(1) The algebra structure is the algebra of morphisms of the so—called
loop groupoid, AG. This is the category which has object set G and
morphisms set g, € Hom(g,z 'gx), see e.g. [Wil08, KP09]. It is

x

also the category Iso(G).
(2) The coalgebra stucture is the categorical coalgebra for the groupoid
lzeqG which has X = G as objects and has morphisms g, : x —
T

x, Accordingly, the coalgebra is simply colored for the comodule

structures for the set-like coalgebra k[G]: AM(g,) =2® g, ,p(g,) =
T T T

g, . ®x.
x
(3) The notation g, goes back to [DPR90] where these are partition
x

functions on a torus with for a field theory with finite gauge group,
also see [Kau03, KP09].

Proposition 2.30. The dual of D(k[G]) is a Hopf algebra, whose coprod-
uct is the coalgebra stucture coming from the morphisms of a category. In
particular let 6, be the dual basis then the product is given by

T
0y O =0zygh, (2.21)
Ty x
and the coproduct is given by
A(by ) =D10g ®b,14 (2.22)
T U v lx
and the antipode is
Sy ) =0g4g-151 (2.23)
T 21

X
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Proof. The first statement is clear from the Remark. For the second state-

ment: Let 6, be the dual basis, then
T

59L5hL(kL) Z 59L(k1L)5hL(le)
vy (k1,ko)ikike=k L zZ 5

= Z 0g,k10h,k0z,20y,2 = Ogh, k0z,20y, (2.24)
(k1,k2):k1ko=k

For the coproduct,
A((sgL)(hL@kL):ég (h‘l_ku.):é-h,ykyfl(sg (hL)
Yy z Yy z

T T T Yz
= 0gh0z,yz0n yky—1  (2.25)
Lastly,
S(égL)(hL) = 6gL (S(h,) = 5gl(y71h71y )= 5g,y—1h—1y5x7y—1 (2.26)
Y y*1
U

Remark 2.31. The product structure uses the underlying monoid structure

of the objects/colors. This is not quite a monidal structure on the category

AG. The definition of the antipode uses that the objects (as colors) are

invertible. But note, that g, ® h_ would need to be a morphism from gh
x Y

to 2 'gzy~'hy and if 2 = y indeed gh is such a morphism. In general, if

G is not Abelian no such morphism negd exist.

In fact, the correction notion is that the Drinfel’d double is a subcategory
of a natural double category structure on Iso(C), see [Kau2lb, Appendix
C], where in this particular case C = G. This generalizes the dictum: “A
monoidal category is a two category with one object”. The composability of
horizontal 2-cells is then exactly the condition that x = y in the above calcu-

lation. In particular the symbols g, will two-morphisms with the following
x
horizontal and vertical composition.

g g g g h gh
* ——> % * ——> % ¥ ——> % >k ———> % * ——> %
lg. by, — bg . g, |gbk. | = lg.
xi & T, T T x Yy Ty Y , x & x wac x T x
xgx’l
* ——> %  ———> %  ——> % ———> %k ———> %  ——> %
xgr—?! y xyg(zy) ! zgr~!  har! xghax—!
Y| zga=l, |y
Yy
* ——> %
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The algebra structure is given the category algebra for the vertical compo-
sition, that is by o, as the colored multiplication with s,(g, ) =t,(g, ) = =.
x x

g, h, =0sg )=t(h)9.% I, (2.28)
r oy Y y X Yy
and A will be given as the dual of the horizontal composition with s, (g, ) =
T
g:tn(g,) = zgz™
T
Alg,) = > h,®Fk, (2:29)
T (hk)honk,=g, Y2

y Z oy z oz

where we omitted the dual notation 4.
We will consider the generalization of the bialgebra and Hopf structures
along these lines in [KY21].

3. ANTIPODES, CONVOLUTION INVERSES AND FILTRATIONS

3.1. Convolution algebra, inverses and antipodes. When C' is a coal-
gebra and A is an algebra, the set of R-linear map Hom(C, A) is not just a
R-module but also a commutative unital k-algebra.

Definition 3.1. Given C a coalgebra and A an algebra, the k-module
Hom(C, A) is a R-algebra with unit 1 o e and multiplication * given by (f *
9)(x) =mo(f®g)oAx) =2, f(x1))g(x()). Wesay {Hom(C,A), noe}
is the convolution algebra (associated to coalgebra C' and algebra A) .

If for f,g € Hom(C, A) there is fxg = g* f = noe, we say f is the
*-inverse (or convolution inverse) to g and vice versa g to f.

Remark 3.2.
(1) Because C'is coassociative and A is associative, Hom(C, A) is asso-
ciative. In particular: (fxg)*h = fx(g*h) = >, f(z1))g(x(2))h(z(3))-
(2) A convolution inverse (or x-inverse) of f € Hom(C, A) is the unique
inverse f*~! under the convolution product * since Hom(C, A) is a
monoid. This then implies antipode has to be unique as it is the
convolution inverse of Id in Hom(H, H).

3.1.1. (Co)unit preserving submonoid. If C' is coaugmented with
unit map n¢ and A is augmented with counit e4 Let G(C, A) < Hom(C, A):
G(C, A), where . It is a subset consisting of f € Hom(C, A) s.t. eq0 f = ec
and f onc = nyg where we added subscripts to clarify which unit/counit we
are refering to.

Lemma 3.3. If it exists, the convolution inverse of an element f in G(C, A)
is also in G(C, A).
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Proof. Assume f € G(C,A) has a »inverse and denote it by g. For the
compatibility with the unit: f(1¢) = 14 is given and we need to show that:
gonc = mnc. Since 1¢ = no(1g) this means we need to show g(1¢) = 14.
On one hand

(fx9)(lc) = mao(f®g)oAc(le) = (mao(f®9))(lc®1c)
= [f(le)g(lc) = g(1c)
On the other hand,
(f*x9)(lc) = (macec)(le) = (naceconc)(lr)
= nao(econc)(Ir) =na(lr) = 1a
For the compatibility with the counit we need to show that €4 0 g = €¢.

ec(a) = ec(a)lp = ec( Jea(la) = 6A(€C( )1a) = ealec(a)na(la))
= ea(nalec(a))) = ea( Zf glae)))
= ZGA(f(a(l)) = ZEC (9(a@))
= :4(2 eclam)glag))) = eal gaZEC (a@))ac))) = ealg(a))
This completes the proof. ' O

Corollary 3.4. For a bialgebra B to be a Hopf algebra, it is sufficient to
prove G(B, B) is a group. Because when C = A = B are bialgeras, by
definition the antipode S is two-sided =-inverse to idp which is an element

of G(B,B) € Hom(B, B).
3.1.2. Characters.

Definition 3.5. If B is a bialgebra over R and A is an algebra over R, then
the set of characters of B with values in A are the algebra homorphisms
Homp_q4(B, A).

An algebra homomorphism preserves the unit, hence ¢(1¢) = 14, the
characters are a subset of G(B, A).

Proposition 3.6.
(1) If A is commutative, the characters form an algebra under convolu-
tion.
(2) If B is a Hopf algebra, then ¢ o S = ¢~ is the convolution inverse.
(3) If B is Hopf and A is commutative, then the characters form a group.

Proof. For the first statement: (f x g)(ab) = (f ® g)(2an)b) ® a)be)) =
Z)(J;gau))f(b(n)g( )9(b2)) = 2 f(a))gae) f (bw)g(be ) (Fxg)(a)(f*
9)(b).

For the second statement: ((¢ o S) * ¢)(a) = >, #(S(aw)))d(aw)) =
2o Pla)S(a)) = d(noe(a)) = (noe)(a).
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For the last statement, we need to show that the inverse of a character is a

character, but ¢(S(ab)) = ¢(S(b)S(a)) = ¢(S(b)d(S(a)) = ¢(S(a))p(S(b)),

where the last equation holds since A is commutative. O

Remark 3.7.

(1) The commutativity can be generalized to a braided commutativity
and a compatibility of the bradding operations on the bialgebra and
algebra sides.

(2) The second statement says that an antipode guarantees the con-
volution inverse. But, an antipode is not strictly necessary for a
convolution inverse to exist. If a *-inverse for a character exists, it
constrains a putative antipode. Lastly a partially defined antipode
may suffice to »—invert a particular set of characters.

3.2. Product of submodules. There are several complication when work-
ing over a commutative ring . First, there is no canonical way to identify a
tensor product of submodules with a submodule. This may lead to different
subcoalgebra structures. Second, a submodule with the restriction of the
coalgebra structure may not yield a coalgebra. It may not even be possible
to give a coalgebra structure.

Example 3.8. [NS82] Take C = Z® Z as a module over Z. We give
C a coalgebra structure by making g = (1,0) grouplike and =z = (0,1)
g—primitive. Notice €(x) = 0 because it is a torsion-element. Consider a
submodule V' spanned by 2z and g. Then, by our notation A(V) c VX V.
For instance, A(5bz+2¢g) = br®z+r®29+29®x with 2¢g, x, 5z € V. Nicolas
and Sweedler point out that one can give two non—isomorphic coalgebra
structures on V', which make inclusion of V' to C a coalgebra morphism.

Example 3.9. [NS82] Start with the Z-module C = Z®Z. Let z = (1,0)
and z = (0,1) and endow C with a coalgebra structure by setting A(z) = 0
and A(z) =4z ®z . Since 4x ® = has order of 2 in C ® C' the coproduct is
well-defined. Also, €(z) = €(z) = 0, because they are torsion elements. Let
y =2z and consider V=Zy+Zzc C. As A(z) =y®y, A(V)c VV.
For instance, A(z+y) = y®y € VXIV. But unlike to the previous example,
there is no coalgebra strucutre on V' s.t. the natural inclusion is a coalgebra
morphism. One can check the map A : V — C ® C has no lifting to VQ V
because every preimage of A(z) has order 4.

The complication arises due to torsion elements, which is one of the dif-
ficulties of handling Z-bialgebras. To avoid these issues, we will use an
internal product denoted by [X] for the underlying R-submodules.

Remark 3.10. If the inclusion ¢’ < C split, then C’ has a unique coal-
gebra structure inherited from C. In this sense, we can consider C’ as a
subcoalgebra.

Definition 3.11. Given a coalgebra (C,A,n) over R and two submodules
M, N of C, their product M [x] N is defined to be the following submodule
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of C®C
M X N := {finite sum of z(1) @ z(9) € CQClwy) € M,x(9) € N}

For two families of submodules {N;}, {M;} , we will also use the notation
A(z) € >.; M; <] N;. This means A(z) can be decomposed to finite sum of
T(1) ® T(9) such that every summand belongs to M; X] N; for some ¢, j.

We will simply regard the structures on a submodule as the restriction
Aly : V. - C®C for V.c C. Then one can say that V is closed under
comultiplication, if A(V) c VXIV.

The following property is straightforward:

Lemma 3.12. If M < M’ and N < N’ as submodules, then M x] N <
M XN U

Remark 3.13. In the case that R = k is a field, we can work with the usual
monoidal product &.

Definition 3.14. We call a submodule S semigrouplike, if A(S) c S[x]S.

Lemma 3.15. Given a semigrouplike S, Hom(S, A) is a unital subalgebra
of the convolution algebra with unit (n ® €)|s = no¢€|s.

Proof. Since A(S) < S[X S, the formua (f * ¢g)(s) = m(f ® g) o A(s) =
2. f(5)g(5(2)) makes sense and hence Hom(S, C) is a subalgebra. The unit
restricts. g

Proposition 3.16. Given a coaugmented coalgebra, for every x € C, A(x)
can be written as e®@x + xR e + w with w e CXC, that is w = A(X).

Moreover, if C = @5, C; (thus C = @,., Ci) is graded and coaugmented
and x € Cy, for n > 0, then w € @2:11 CiXCh_;.

Proof. Since C' = Re ® C, using the distributive law
CRC = (Re®@C)® (Re®C)
= (ReXRe)®(exIC)® (CXIRe)®(CxO) (3.1)

Now, if x € C then decomposing A(z) = 4/ Q" + N @y + 9y @ N + 2 ® 2/
according to (3.1). Applying the left counit constraint (e®id)o A = id to z,
we find z = pp + \y” . Since e(z) = 0, p/'i” = 0, so the first term vanishes
and hence Ny’ = x and the second term must equal e ® x. Similarly from
the right counit constraint, the third term is = ® e proving the claim. In
the graded case C®C = @59 Ci ® ;59 Ci = D; j=0 Ci K}, which also
shows that the sum }}" ;C; ® Cy—; is direct. We can consider CxC =
(—Bi’ >0 C; X1 C; as R-submodule of C'® C. The comultiplication is graded,
so Az e @, C;XICy—; and in this particular case it equals @iz0 CilXICn ;.
Therefore, w € @;5( Ci X Cyp—; = (—Bm}o C;XxC;. But we @i7j>0 C; ¥y,
and in particular, the projections of w onto Cy X C), and C, [x] Cy are zero.
Therefore, we conclude A(z) € @)=} Ci & Cppi. O
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3.3. Filtrations. In order to define antipodes it is useful to regard filtra-
tions, as in good cases one can recursively build up the antipode from its
value on the degree 0 part.

We recall classical filtrations used to study coalgberas and Hopf algebras
before we give the definition of a QT-filtration (Quillen Takeuchi) which
generalizes all of them. This is what is needed to prove a general version of
Takeuchi’s lemma for the existence of convolution inverses.

3.3.1. Coalgebra filtration.

Definition 3.17. A coalgebra filtration {Cy,}n>0 of C over a field R is a fam-
ily of R-submodules {C,} of C' which satisfies Cy = C1 < Cy... = [ J;0Ci =
C and A(Cy) € 3y Cr I C for all n > 0.

Every graded coalgebra has a natural coalgebra filtration given by C, :=
{z|degx < r}.

In general, this is too strong a condition. Weaker conditions are the
following ones.

3.3.2. Coradical filtration and pointed coalgebras. We briefly recall
the concept of pointed coalgebra and coalgebra filtration [Rad12] [Mon93].

Definition 3.18. Let C be a coalgebra over a field k. The coradical of C
is sum of the simple coalgebras of C' and denoted by Cy, , where simple
coalgebra is a coalgebra whose subcoalgebras are only 0 and itself.

Every coalgebra has a natural coalgebra filtration called coradical filtra-
tion, see e.g. [Rad12], which is defined recursively by the following

(1) Cy = sum of all simple subcoalgebras of C.
(2) Ch=A"HC®Ch+ Cr1®C)

Definition 3.19. A colagebra over a field k is called pointed if all simple
subcoalgebras of C' are 1-dimensional.

Example 3.20. A path coalgebra over k is pointed, with the 1-dim sub-
coalgebras being the k[v],v € V. In general in a pointed coalgebra the
1-dimensional subalgebras are precisely those generated by a grouplike ele-
ment. Cy = P 9eGLE k[g]. A conilpotent coalgebra or a connected coalgebra,
see below, are also pointed.

There is a nice structure theorem of pointed coalgebras, see [TW74] and
its improved version [Rad12, Proposition 4.3.], which essentially motivates
our work on flavored coalgebras. This can be seen as a generalization of
Proposition 3.16.

Theorem 3.21. Let C be a pointed coalgebra over a field k with coradical
filtration {C;}2, and denote the set of grouplike elements in C' as gpl(C).
For any ce Cy,

c= Z CghsWhere A(cgn) = cgn®g+h®cyp +w
g:hegpl(C)
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For some we Cp_1 ® Cp—1.

3.3.3. Conilpotent coradical filtration. For a coaugmented coalgebra,
with e = n(1) and C = ker(e) as above, there is a filtration called conilpotent
coradical filtration, see e.g. [Lod98], which is recursively defined as follows:
Note that A : C — C X C. The iteration of A on C is defined by A =
0,A" = ids and A" = (Ap ®idg ® -+ ® idg) o A" . This yields a
filtration of C' and in turn the following filtration on C:

(1) F()C = Re '

(2) F.C = Re®{x e C|A"(x) = 0,i>r}
A coaugmented coalgebra is called conilpotent if the above filtration is ex-
haustive. This means that for every element 2 € C there is some n such
that A" (z) = 0 or equivalently letting p = (idc —no€) be the projection to
C for any x there is an n such that z € ker(p®"+1 o Al?),

Lemma 3.22. A connected graded coaugmented coalgebra C is conilpotent.

Proof. Given z € ker(e) n Cr,n > 0, by Proposition 3.16, A(xz) € @;_, C; x
C,_; and hence A" (z) = 0 and moreover if z € C,, we have A" (z) = 0 for
all 4 > r and thus the conilpotent coradical filtration is exhaustive. O

3.3.4. Quillen filtration. For a coaugmented coalgebra Quillen [Qui67]
introduced a filtration which can be written as follows. Setting e = (1),
see Remark 1.5, the Quillen filtration of a coaugmented coalgebra C over a
ring R is defined as:

(1) F¥C = Re
(2) FPC ={zeC[Ae F? ,CRFY ,C)}
Furthermore, if this filtration is exhaustive C' = | J;5, FiC, then the the
coalgebra will be called Quillen connected.
If k£ is a field, one can replace [X] by ® which agrees with original definition
when R is a DG coalgebra over k, see [Qui67].

Lemma 3.23. A Quillen connected coalgebra is conilpotent coalgebra and if
kernel and tensor commute a conilpotent coalgebra is Quillen connected.

Proof. The zeroth part of the two filtrations agree. For the higher compo-
nents, observe that E®C < F,C and there is an equality if tensor and kernel
commute. O

Remark 3.24. A Quillen connected coalgebra over a field k is the same
as an irreducibly pointed coalgebra. More specifically, a coalgebra C over a
field is said to be irreducibly pointed if its coradical is one dimensional and
spanned by the unique grouplike element e. By Proposition 3.16, for every
r € Cp, A(z) € Cppm1 ® Cp—1. Due to the fact F(?C = (Cp = Re, it is easy
to see by induction C,, = F,,C and thus the Quillen filtration and coradical
filtration agree.
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3.3.5. Connecteness. The different notions of connectedness are com-
patible.

Lemma 3.25. A connected graded coaugmented coalgebra C' is Quillen con-
nected.

Proof. Let e = n(1) be the unique grouplike element. One can identify
FyC = Re = Cy and F2C = @;_, C; is the Quillen filtration by induction.
The cases of n = 0,1 are trivial. Suppose F,,_1C = (—D?:_ll C; is true (also
F,-1X F,-1 ¢ C® C due to the grading). By definition, F,C = {z €
ClA(z) —z®e¢—e®z e F, 1C®F, 1C =@~ C; @@~ C;}. Then
C; ¢ F, for 0 2 ¢ 2 n and C; n F,,C = & for ¢ > n by previous
proposition. Then we conclude F,C = @;-_, C; by induction, from which
the claim follows. O

3.3.6. QT-filtrations. Motivated by Quillen and Takeuchi [Tak71], we
consider the following general setup, which contains all the previous exam-
ples.

Definition 3.26. A QT-filtration of a coalgebra C' is a filtration of C' by
R-submodules F,(C),p = 0 such that

(1) FoC = S is semigrouplike, that is A(S) c SXIS.

(2) A(FPC) C Fp,l(JC’ +CKX prlc.
We call a QT-filtration a QT-sequence if the filtration is exhaustive C' =
U?io F;C and call the QT-sequence split, if FC' is a direct summand, that
is 0 > FyC — C — FyC/C — 0 is split. A coaugmented coalgebra is
QT—connected if is has a QT-sequence whose degree O part is Re.

Example 3.27. One can construct QT-filtrations in both graded coalgebra
and coalgebra over a field.

(1) The filtration associated with the grading of a N-graded coalgebra
(Fy := {x|deg x < r}) is a QT-filtration based on Fy, because F; < F,
ifi<r FEXF;jcFXFifi<randj<gq.

(2) More generally, in the category of k-coalgebras, every coalgebra fil-
tration gives rise to a QTfiltration with .S being the degree 0 part.

(3) A special case is given by specifying a base, that is a semigrouplike
submodule S as setting:

(a) F()C =5
(b) F,C = {z|A(x) e CX FyC + F,_1C X F,—1C + FyC X C}.
Quillens original filtration is of this type.

(4) Given a Z graded filtration, with Cy split semigrouplike and with
A(Fp) (= Fp—l xC + CFp_l,p > (0 and A(Fp) (e Fp+1 xXC + C[KX
Fpi1,p < 0. Also see Remark 3.24. Setting Fp =F,+F_,p=0
produces a QT-filtration
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We are going to prove a version of Takeuchi’s lemma for QT—-sequences.
It was proven originally for the coradical filtration in [Tak71] and later gen-
eralized to any graded coalgebra. We now generalize to the context of QT—
sequences.

Theorem 3.28. Consider a coalgebra C with counit € and an algebra A with
unit n. Given a QT-sequence {F;}¥, on C, such that Exth(C/FyC, A) =
0, for any element f of Hom(C,A), f is x-invertible if and only if the
restriction f|g,c is x-invertible in Hom(FyC, A).

Proof. First assume that f is convolution invertible in Hom(C, A), and let
g be x-inverse of f. By restriction to FyC, see Lemma 3.15, it follows that
(moe)lme = (f * 9)lre = flre * glrc and (70 €)|rc is the unit of the
restricted convolution algebra Hom/(FyC, A). Thus g|g,c is a right *-inverse
of f|r,. By symmetry, it is also a left *-inverse and thus the *-inverse in the
restricted algebra.

Conversely, assume that f|pc is convolution invertible in Hom(FyC, A).
Thus, there is an element g of Hom(FyC, A) such that fxg = noe =
g f on FpC. We can extend the R-linear map g to C' as the restriction
morphisms Hom(C, A) — Hom/(FyC, A) is surjective due to the assumption
that Ext(C/FyC, A) = 0.

Because the convolution algebra (Hom/(C, A), *,n o €) is a monoid, if we
show that both f x g and g » f have a *-inverse this will imply f has a
x-inverse. Thus, replacing f with f x g, we may assume f|r,c = 70 €|Fr,c
that is n o €[mc — flrc = 0.

Since the filtration is exhaustive, for every x € C, there exist a natural
number N such that 2 € Fiy. Then we claim that (f — 5o €)*®N+D(z) = 0.
This is because, after using the coassocativity for the diagonal to decrease the
filtration degree, every summand from AN+ (z) = e TA)T@)T () T(N+1)
has to contain a factor in FC' according to the definition of the QT-filtration,
and thus noe — f annihilates each term. So, the infinite sum h = >;2 (no
€ — f)*" is locally finite and well defined —where we set (noe— f)* =noe.
It is easy to verify that h is R-linear, so h € Hom(C, A). That h is the
inverse of f follows by computation: fxh = (f —npoe)xh+noexh =
(f=noe)xh+h = =32 (noe—f)"+ 32, (noe—f)* = (noe— f)** = noe.
The fact that h x f = 1o e can be checked in the same way. Therefore, we
conclude h is *-inverse of f.

O

This applies in all the situations above. Note that if F(? C is a direct
summand, i.e. the sequence 0 — FUQC - C - C’/F(?C — 0 splits and
the Ext group vanishes. In particular, we recover Takeuchi’s and Quillen’s
results.

We say that a bialgebra has a QT—sequence, if the coalgebra has a QT—
sequence.
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Theorem 3.29. A bialgebra with QT-sequence and Ea:t}%(C/FOQC, C)=0
is Hopf, i.e. has an antipode if and only if z'd\FQC has a * inverse.
0

Proof. By Corollary 3.4 the existence of an antipode is equivalent to the
existence of a *—inverse of id which by the Theorem 4.16 exists as soon as
the Ext group vanishes and the restriction of id to F(? has an inverse, which
hold by assumption. O

The following corollary recovers many of the existence theorems for an-
tipodes.

Corollary 3.30. A bialgebra with a split QT-sequence is Hopf if id e,
0

has an inverse. In particular, if C' is a QT—connected bialgebra, then it is

Hopf 0.
Proof. The first part directly follows from Theorem 3.29. If C' is QT-
connected then S(e) = e is the required antipode on FOQ C. (]

4. FLAVORED COALGEBRAS

In this section, we will build a coalgebra which in principle should cap-
ture the essence of “pointedness” we mention at the introduction. It is based
on a decomposition according to (g, h)-primitives and is motivated by the
structure theorem for pointed coalgebra, we introduced at the end of sec-
tion 1. It generalizes connected graded coalgebras and May’s component
coalgebras [MP12]. The following construction has origins going back to
to [TWT74].

4.1. Reduced comultiplication.

Definition 4.1. Let C be a R-coalgebra and g, h semigrouplike. We define
the (g, h) reduced comultiplication to be Ay p(z) = A(z) —2®@9—hQu .
We will write Zg = Zgyg and call it the reduced comultiplication associated
to g. If there is a fixed grouplike element, like in Quillen’s work or if there
is a unique such element, we will further abbreviate to A and refer to it as

the reduced comultiplication.

Proposition 4.2. The new binary operation Zg’h 1§ coassociative if g = h,
ie. (Agg®Id)oAyy=(Id ®@A,y)o0Ay,. Furthermore, if g is grouplike
and x € kere, then (e®1d)A,, = (Id ®€)A, 4 =0

Proof. This is a straightforward computation.

For the first part, the left hand side yields

(Agn®Id)Agp(2) = 2 Z(11)®T(12) % (2) — (1) RIR T (2) —h @2 (1) ®x (2)

T

— 1) ®T2)RI+TRIR®I+hRrR®I+hRgx
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The right hand side
(1d @8,1) A n(2) = ), 2(11) ®T(21) ®T(22) ~ (1) DT(2) B9 — (1) @I @ 2)

+x®h®g—h®x(l)®x(2) +h® rR®g+hRhQx
The difference of both sides is
Ty ®h—9)R@zpo —2@(h-9)®9-h®h—-g) @

which vanishes when h = g.
For the second part,

(e®Id)Ay4(z) =z —e(x)g — e(g)z =0

Similar for other direction. This completes the proof. O

As a result, the iterated reduced comultiplication Zgn] (x) is well-defined.

4.2. Main construction. Given a coalgebra C', we will inductively define
sequences of R—modules each depending on two elements g,h € sgpl(C).
These will be simultaneously be defined for all pairs of such elements and
will yield steps of filtrations.

(1) For any two g, h € sgpl(C):
FOQCgJL := Rg n Rh is the base R—module.
(2) Inductively over all pairs:

That is F§ Cy,n is the subset in which every element x in the set has the
property Ay p(z) = >, 7(1)®z (2 such that for each summand z(;)®z 9 there
exists a semigrouplike element ¢ with z () € Ff?_ng,t and z (o) € Fs?_lct,h-

This is also a R-module as every FYCLQCE,M2 with g1, g2 € sgpl(C) is a R-
module inductively. This can be written in our previous introduced notation

Remark 4.3. FOC’gh may be non—-empty, if g, h are two distinct semigrou-
plike elements, as it may happen that there exist s,t € R such that sg = th
so that. kg n kh £ 0.

As a concrete example, consider the set-like coalgebra Z{z, y}, see example
§2.1. Let I be the module generated by 5x — 5y. We see €¢(I) = 0 and
A(l) c C®I+I1I®C because A(bz —by) = (bx —by) ®x +y ® (5 — by).
Therefore, I is a coideal and we have a quotient coalgebra C' = Z{xz,y}/I.
The image Z,y of x,y are still grouplike elements in C. While £ # 7,
5% = 5y. Therefore, Zx n Zy # 0.

This complication it will not happen in the case of coalgebra over a ground
field k, because it implies kg = kh. Similarly, if the underlying modules are
free over Z: sg = th also means Zg = Zh as they are linearly independent.
In fact, for both cases M ® N is indeed submodule of C ® C'.

Proposition 4.4. The Fngk yield filtrations: FZ-C’g?h c FHngh fori=0.
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Proof. We use induction. Base case: to show that Rg n Rh = FOCth c
FngC?h pick x € FngC?h, say © = rg, then Ay, (z) = —2®h € FnghFoCﬁh.

By induction assume that Fn_ngQh c FanQh is true. Let x € Fanh.
Then Zg:h(x) € Ztesgpl(C) Fn—nggtFn—lcgh < Ztesgpl(C) FncgtFnCtC?h

by induction hypothesis. Therefore, x € Fj, 41 C’th and we conclude the proof
by induction. O

We set C’;?h = D0 Fngh = U0 Ficgh and call it the (g, h)-Quillen
component of C. The filtrations of C’fh yield a common filtration F,.C :=

>, ok FTCth and call it the bivariate Quillen filtration. Note all semitgrou-
plike elements of C lie in FyC and all skew primitive elements C lie in F;C.

Remark 4.5. Cgh is never empty, this is clear for ¢ = h and for g # h
A(g—h) = g®(9—h)+(9—h)®h and hence Ay ,(g—h) =0 € FgCgtFoCSh
for any ¢t. Thus the sum in C' = )] ah C’ﬁh can never be direct, if there is
more than one semigrouplike elements, as g — h is in ng + Ci?,h N Cgh and
g—heC2,.

In the case of a field R = k, g — h generates the intersection and in

fact over a field one can make the sum direct by reducing Cy 1, by k(g — h)
following the line of arguments presented in [Mon93].

Definition 4.6. We say a coalgebra C' is flavored if the bivariate Quillen
filtration is exhaustive, that is C' = 3], 1) o hesgpi(c) Cgh. A bi- or Hopf-
algebra is flavored if the underlying coalgebra is flavored.

Corollary 4.7. The F,C := Zg,h FngQh for r = 0, form a QT-filtration,
which is a QT—sequence if C' is flavored.

Proof. By definition the elements in FyC are multiples of semigrouplike el-
ements and hence Fj is semigrouplike. Condition (2) for a QT—flitration is
satisfied by construction. In the flavored case, the filtration is exhaustive by
definition. O

Example 4.8. A connected graded coalgebra C is a flavored coalgebra. In
fact, a Quillen connected coalgebra is a flavored coalgebra. There is only one
component Cge with e the unique grouplike element and it actually equal
the whole coalgebra C.

Example 4.9. A coalgebra C generated by semigrouplike elements is fla-
vored. In fact, a bialgebra B generated as an algebra by semigrouplike
elements is flavored. This is easy to see because multiplication of semigrou-
plike elements is semigrouplike. Thus, we can write B = )| gesgpl(B) Cg?g as
every element of B is a finite sum of semigrouplike elements.
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Example 4.10. Due to the symmetry of the definition of the filtration, the
opposite of flavored coalgebra also still flavored. Moreover, sgpl(HP) =
sgpl(H).

Corollary 4.11. Given a flavored coalgebra then if FoC? is a coideal, and

cred = C’/FOQ 1s QT—-connected. For a flavored bialgebra it follows that
B/(FyB®) is QT-connected and hence Hopf.

Proof. The first statement follows directly from the definition as FOC;‘?h is
already semigrouplike and the second from Corollary 3.30. U

4.3. Pathlike coalgebras. For most of application, we need a stronger
notion than being flavored, which restricts FyC, but weaker than being QT-
connected.

Definition 4.12. A flavored coalgebra is said to be pathlike if
(1) sgpl(C) = gpl(C)
(2) FoC = D gegpi(cy Y
We say a pathlike coalgebra is split, if FyC' is a direct summand, i.e. the
sequence of R modules 0 — FyC — C — C/FyC — 0 is split.
A bi— or Hopf-algebra is pathlike or split pathlike if the underlying coal-
gebra is.

Pathlike coalgebras are the right type for a generalization of path coalge-
bras to a categorical setting, see §6.

Remark 4.13.

(1) At the moment, we will disregard semigrouplike elements that are
not grouplike. Handling then latter elements is more tricky, they
only appear in torsion, but they might be of interest in the situ-
ation with modified counits, [GCKT20b, 2.2] and for applications
like [KMM20].

(2) The freeness assumption of FyC' mimics the fact that in the case
of a field for a pointed coalgebra, the coradical filtration satisfies

Co = @gegpl klg]-
Example 4.14. The path algebra C = R(P(Q)) of a quiver is pathlike.
The sgpl = gpl = V(Q), the set of vertices. Rv n Rw = 0y, R,. A path
of length n from v to w is in Fan}?w and hence the filtration is exaustive.
Finally, CoF1C = @,y Rv. Note that C1C'?, = RE+ R(g — h), if there is
a directed edge € from g to h.

More generally:

Proposition 4.15. A simply colored algebra is flavored. Hence, the dual of
a colored algebra is flavored. It is also pathlike if it is locally decomposition
finite.

Proof. Straightforward from the definitions. O
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Theorem 4.16. Let C' be pathlike coalgebra and A algebra and f € Hom(C, A).
If Ext(C/FyCQ,A) = 0, then f has an *-inverse in the convolution alge-
bra Hom(C, A) if and only if for every grouplike element g, f(g) has an
inverse as ring element in A. In particular every grouplike central character
is *-invertible.

Proof. Using the filtration F,.C for a flavored coalgbera, by Theorem 3.28
f having a x-inverse is equivalent to the restriction of f on > 9egpl(C) Rg =
Dyegpi(c) 9, A considered as element in Hom (P Rg, A) having a
star inverse.

If for every g € gpl(C) every f(g) has an inverse, we can define h(g) =
f(g)~! yielding a convolution inverse as (f * h)(g) = f(g)h(g) = 14 =
na(ec(g)) and symmetrcially. On the other hand, if f has a convolution

inverse h, then for g € gpl(C) (f * h)(g) = f(g)h(g)nalec(g)) = 1a and
likewise h(g)f(g) = 14, so that h(g) = f(g)~*. O

4.4. Pathlike bi- and Hopf algebras. Pathlike bi- and Hopf algebras
enjoy several properties, similar to those of pointed coalgebras.

Corollary 4.17. A pathlike bialgebra B is a Hopf algebra if and only if the
set of grouplike elements a group under multiplication, or equivalently they
form a set-like bialgebra.

gegpl(C)

Proof. Using Corollary 3.30, and the Theorem above, having an antipode
on B is equivalent to having and antipode on F(?C = (—Bgegpl Rg. The only
possible antipode on grouplike elements is S(g) = g~! if the inverses exist.
Hence the existence is equivalent to the existence of inverses. [l

Remark 4.18. Notice that for a bialgebra B switching both multiplication
and comultiplication, that is B°P°P in the usual notation, yields a bialgebra
and in the Hopf case a Hopf algebra. The opposite or cooposite of Hopf
algebra alone may not be a Hopf algebra, however.

Corollary 4.19. The antipode of a split pathlike Hopf algebra H is bijective.

Proof. Using Example 4.10 and Theorem 4.16, it follows that H is also
Hopf algebra. Let T be the antipode for H°? and S the antipode for H.
Then for h € H, we have h(Q)T(h(l)) = e(h)ly = T(h@))h(l) (notice the
difference from axiom of normal antipode). Applying S and using the fact
S is an algebra antihomomorphism, it follows that

(SoT)(ha))S(h)) = e(h)lg = S(h1))(S o T)(hz)

We see (S oT) is both a left and a right convolution inverse to S. Thus,
S oT = Idg since convolution inverse is unique. Replacing h by S(h) in
h(g)T(h(l)) = 6(h)1H = T(h(g))h(l), it follows that

S(hay)(T o S)(hy) = e(h)ly = (T o S)(ha))S(h(2))
Thus, T o S = Idyg, and we conclude that S is a bijection. U
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Remark 4.20. This means that there is a Drinfel’d double for Hopf pathlike
Hopf algebras, see e.g. [Kas95, IX,4].

4.4.1. Connected quotient and Brown coaction. The following gen-
eralizes the coaction of [Brol5] to pathlike bialgebras. Let B be a pathlike

biagebra, then the ideal spanned by FQ (B) = Degpi(p) 119 1s a coideal and
Bred — B/FQB is a Hopf algebra.

Corollary 4.21. B is a Hopf algebra.

Proof. This follows from Corollary 4.11. O

Proposition 4.22. Let 7 : B — B"? be the projection The Brown map
Ap:B—B®rB™, Ap(x)=) 21 ®@r(zp) (4.1)

18 a coaction.

Proof. The result of both iterations is Y, (1) ® T(z(2)) ® 7((3))- O

Example 4.23. The example of Brown is essentially the one based on (the
skeleton of) Ol 4, see 6.1.2. In Brown’s notation, up to extra decoration,
we have H = B = B®™(OI,,) and A = B"? = #/(¢(2)™ and he uses
the map A and hence switches the factors of H and A and ((2)™ is the
grouplike element corresponding to id[y.

4.5. Further examples of flavored coalgebras. We now give further
examples of classes of flavored algebras the appear naturally.

4.5.1. Flavored coalgebras generated by grouplike and skew prim-
itives. Similar to pointed coalgebra over k, a bialgebra generated by grou-
plike and skew primitive elements is flavored. In the categorical setting this
lets us generalize from quivers to presentation in terms of irreducibless, see
§6 for the application to Feynman categories.

To prove the result, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.24. Let B be a bz’algebm and g,h,p,q be grouplikes and x be

o Q Q
(p, q)-skew primitive, then pC}, < c@ vgph and 2C 5 < Cpg ah

Proof. In fact, pF, BQ c F, B oh and xF), B c Fn+1Cpg ah We prove
these relations by 1nduct10n For the base case we use the fact that the
multiplication of two grouplike elements is grouplike and the multiplication
of a grouplike element and a skew primitive element is skew primitive. In
particular, we have g:c is a (gp, gq)-skew primitive element. Now we assume
pFn,lBg? c F,_ 1B ph Observe for z € Fnth and ngh(z) =2 21 ®

2(2) € Ztesgpl(C) Fn-1Bj,[X t.Fn,lBQ . By algebraic manupulations, it follows
Apg,ph pz) Z Pz(1) @ Pz(2)
where A,y ,n(pz) € Ztesgpl ©) pFn,lBgt EpFn,lBth. By induction hy-

pothesis: Ay ,n(pz) € Dtesgpl(C) n—lB gt X Fn1B Therefore, pz €

pt ph
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Fngh and pF, BY hCF Bpgph
Observe

Apgan(22) = 29 @ q2 + Z P2(1) ® TZ(9) + Z r2(1) ® qz(2) + pz @ Th

Q
Now, we assume an_lBg,h c F, Cpg ah-

SO
Apg.gn(a2) € Fy pgqy.qF BQh+ Z pEn 1Bgt.33Fn 1B
tesgpl(C)

xF,_ 1Bgt.an 1B +pF,B h.Fprhqh
tesgpl(C)

Using the previous result for grouplike elements and Lemma 3.12:

Apg.an(z2) € F, B IFB%M+ > FBmmlFBmm+

19,99
tesgpl(C)
Z B ngwt.F Bqtqh + I Bpgph.F phqh
tesgpl(C)
Hence, zz € Fn+1Bpg ah O

Theorem 4.25. If a bialgebra B is generated by grouplike and skew primi-
tive elements, then it is flavored.

Proof. (NB: Sweedler notation is not used in this argument) Observe that
if g, h are grouplike elements and = a skew primitive element, then gh is
grouplike and gx is a skew primitive. Therefore, we focus on the products
of skew primitives x,, - - - 1. Observe that if x is a (g, h)-skew primitive and
2’ is a (¢, h')-skew primitive. It follows

A(:c:c/) — (gg/ Rzx' + 2’ ® hh’) =z¢ @ ha' + g2’ @ xzh’
where z¢" is a (gg’, hg')-skew primitive, ha' a (hg’, hh')-skew primitive, gz’ is
a (gg’, gh')-skew primitive and zh' is a (gh’, hh')-skew primitive. Therefore,

A(xx’)—(gg'@x:c’—i—xx’@hh') € Fngg/th,FlChgzvhh/ +Fngg/’gh,Fngh/’hh/

and zz’ € FoCyy ppy. We claim every words of skew primitive elements
Ty ---x1 belongs to a component. We proceed by induction. The above
observation forms a base case. Suppose x1 - - - T,_1 belongs to some compo-
nent for every possible product of skew primitive elements. Using previous
lemma and considering x,(z,—1 - --x1), we are done. O

Example 4.26. Consider a free R-algebra generated by x and t. We give a
coalgebra structure by giving two maps A and e defined by (and extended
linearly by) A(z) = 1®x+2x®t,e(z) = 0 and A(t) = t®t,€(t) = 1. We will
call this bialgebra B. Let I be a two-sided ideal generated by ¢ — 1, z2, xt +
tz. This is a coideal so it becomes an bi-ideal. Let H = B/I be the quotient
bialgebra, then H as a module is isomorphic to R1 @ Rx @ Rt ® Rxt. We

see H = HY) + H + H + HZ,.
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Example 4.27. The path algebra of a quiver is generated by grouplike
elements and skew primitives. Indeed the generators are the id, which are
grouplike and the € which are skew primitive.

Example 4.28. Consider the monoid Z*. The coproduct is given by

A(n)

= Zn1,n2=n n1®mng. Then this is generated by skew primitives, namely

the prime numbers.

Corollary 4.29. In particular:

(1)

(2)

The coalgebra of a locally finite category generated by irreducibles is
pathlike. The includes the examples of quiver and incidence coalge-
bras.

The bialgebra B(F) stemming from a non—-symmetric Feynman cat-
egory is pathlike if F is generated by irreducibles as these are skew
primitives, cf. §2.4.4. A necessary condition is thatV is discrete, cf.
§2.4.4. This include the simplicial examples as well as the Connes—
Kreimer bialgebra of planted planar forests, see §6.2.1.

The bialgebra B*° coming from a Feynman category with is path-
like, if it is generated by essentially skew primitives, cf. §2.4.4. This
includes those coming from operads such as the Connes-Kreimer
rooteed labelled forest bialgebra, see §6.2.2 as well as those coming
from graphs, like the core bialgebra for graphs with legs, see §6.4.

Other concrete examples and details are given in 6.

4.5.2. Component and looplike coalgebras. One motivational exam-
ple for the results on antipodes is given by component graded coalgebras,
cf. [MP12], whose definitions we recall here.

Definition 4.30.

(1)
(2)

A graded augmented algebra A is said to be grouplike if the set
€71(1) of degree 0 elements is a group under the product of A.

Let C be a graded coalgebra such that Cj is R-free and define 7C' =
{9|A(g) = g®gandg # 0} < Cp For g € 7C, g = €(g)g by the
counit property and thus €(g) = 1 since Cj is assumed to be k-free.
Define the component C, of g by letting C, = Rg @ C, , where the
R-module C; of positive degree elements of Cy is

{z|A(x) =2®g + Z T(1) @ T(2) + g ® 7, degz (1) > 0and degz () > 0}

(3)

Say that C'is a component graded coalgebra if Cy is R-free, each Cy
is a subcoalgebra of C, and C' is the direct sum of the Cj.

Not that there is a grading and a grading by components.

Example 4.31. This definition is motivated by Hy(X, R) and H.(QX, R),
where X is a based space and R is a ring, see [MP12]. If both modules
are R-flat, the first homology ring is a unital component coalgebras and the
second ring is a grouplike component Hopf algebra. Moreover, the condition
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for second ring to be connected in the algebra sense is equivalent to X being
connected in the topology sense.

Proposition 4.32. A grouplike component bialgebra is a Hopf algebra.

Proof. There are two proofs, the first uses the coalgebra grading and a ver-
sion of Takeushi’s lemma for this filtration. We can alternatively construct
a QT-sequence. In fact, the component coalgebra can be treated a di-
rect sum of coaugmented conilpotent graded coalgebras except that there
are different choices for the coagumentations. One can see directly there
is a filtration F,,C = (—Dgegpl(c) D Cg(,l). It is clear that F,C < F,.1C
and this filtration is exhaustive. In addition, the inclusion F,C' < C split
so F,C® F,C c C®C. Ifx e F,C, x = Zg:cg with z, € C’én). By

definition A(zy) = g® x4 + 2y, @ zy + 14 ® g s.t. 2y, 7y € D ngn).
Hence, A(z) € Co® C + F,,_1C ® F,_1C + C ® Cy. F, is then a QT—
sequence, and the issue of antipode is reduced to investigate the structure

of FoC' = @ e Ry. 0

One can generalize the definition of a component coalgebra by drop-
ping the assumeption of grading. We start with the observation Fncgg =
P, C’g(,n) where Cén) means component of grade n of Cy in the perspective
of bivariate Quillen component. In fact Cy is a Quillen connected coalgebra.
This is captured by the following definition of looplike coalgebra.

Definition 4.33. A coalgebra C over R is said to be looplike if it has a
decomposition into subcoalgebras,
C= P ¢ (4.2)
gegpl(C)
where each Cj is Quillen connected subcoalgebra for a choice of coaug-

mentation. A looplike coalgbera is such a coalgebra with a fixed choice of
coaugmentations.

Proposition 4.34. A looplike coalgebra is a pathlike coalgebra. And hence,
a looplike is bialgebra is Hopf the grouplike elements form a group.

Proof. Observe that ng > Cy. U

Remark 4.35. Counterintuitively, even for a looplike coalgebra, the bivari-
ate Quillen components contains a non—zero Cgh as g — h is a (g, h)—skew
primitive, as mentioned above, see Remark 4.5.

Remark 4.36. The name looplike stems from the fact that when k is a field
such a coalgebra is exactly a path coalgebra for a category that is totally
disconnected, that is for any two objects X # Y, Hom(X,Y) = J and
hence all paths of composable morphisms are loops, viz. they have the same
source and target.

In the particular case of a quiver, the vertex set V' is indexed by grouplike
element g. For the arrow set (), we set that no arrow between any distinct
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vertices i.e. Q(x,y) = Jif x # y € V and Q(x, z) is underlying set of a free
group generated by one element.

5. RENOMALIZATION, QUOTIENTS AND LOCALIZATION

The obstruction to having a Hopf algebra structure on a pathlike bialge-
bra, is the invertibility of the grouplike elements. There are basically two
approaches to remedy this perceived deficiency. One is adding formal in-
verses, which is possible by universal constructions But, as at the end of the
day for renormalization in & la Connes—Kreimer one actually only needs con-
volution inverses for characters, there is another option. This is to restrict
the target and place restrictions on the characters. For instance that the
target algebra is commutative, or that the characters restricted to grouplike
elements have special properties. In this case there are universal quotients
that the characters factor through. We first briefly explain the setup to give
the motivation for these constructions.

5.1. Renormalization. A renormalization scheme in the Connes—Kreimer
formalization of the BPHZ renormalization [CKO00], is defined on the convo-
lution algebra of a bialgebra with a Rota-Baxter algebra. see also [MN16,
DEEFG16,EFK05, Guol2].

5.1.1. Rota-Baxter operators and algebras.

Definition 5.1. A Rota-Baxter (RB) operator of weight A on a associative
R-algebra A a is a linear operator T': A — A that satisfies the equation

T(X)T(Y) = T(T(X)(Y)) + T(XT(Y)) + AT (XY) (5.1)

A Rota-Baxter (RB) algebra is a unital associative algebra with a choice of
Rota—Baxter operator.

Note that if 7" is an RB-operator, so is (1 — 7T'), furthermore (5.1) says
that Im(T'), and similarly I'm(1 — T'), are subalgebras of A, which will be
called A} and A_as (1 -T7T)+T =1, we see that A=A, + A_.

NB: This sum does not need to be direct.

The pair (A4, A_) is called the Birkhoff decomposition of A defined by T.

Remark 5.2 (Scaling). Scaling the RB operator by u, we see that 7 is a
RB algebra of weight Au, so that if A € R* is invertible, we can always scale
to have A =0or A = —1.

Example 5.3. The standard example are Laurent series k[z,z~!] with T
the projection onto the pole part is an RB-algebra with A = —1.

A generalization of this is uses projectors, which are opertaors with 72 =.
In this case, we also have 1 — T is a projector and these are orthogonal
T(1—T) = 0. For a projector T" on an algebra A, set (1 —T)A = A; and
T(A)=A_then A=A, ®A_.
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Proposition 5.4 (Projectors and subalgebras). Given a projector T, if A
and A_ are subalgebras then T is an RB-operator with weight A = —1.
Furthermore, T(1) is an idempotent, T(1)?> = T(1), and multiplication by
T(1) is a projector onto a subspace of A_.

In particular, if T(1) = 0, then Ay is a unital subalgebra, and, if T'(1) is
regular, then T(1) = 1 and A_ is a unital subalgebra.

Proof. The conditions means that (1 — 7") and T are the projectors onto
A=A, ®DA_. Since A_ is a subalgebra, we have that

0=01-DTX)TY)]=TX)TY)-T(T(X)T(Y)) (5.2)
Since A, we have that

0=T[1-T)(X)1-T)(Y))] =
T(XY) - T(T(X)Y)-T(XT(Y)) + T(T(X)T(Y)) (5.3)

Plugging (5.2) into (5.3), we obtain (5.1) for A = —1. Plugging in X =
Y = 1 and using that 72%(1) = T(1) we objain that T(1)2 = T(1) and
hence multiplication by 7'(1) is a projector. Plugging in Y = 1 we obtain
T(1)(1-T)(X) =0. O
Remark 5.5.
(1) If A is regular, e.g. a domain, then there are only two possibilities
T(1) =0or T(1) = 1. Thus after possibly switching 7" and 1 — T,
we have that A = A, ® A_ with A, a unital subalgebra and A_ a
non—unital subalgebra.

Vice—versa an RB—operator for A = —1, comes from a subdirect sum.

Definition 5.6. [Atk63] T'wo subalgebras (A_, Ay) form subdirect sum of
A if there exists a subalgebra C' € A x B which satisfies that for any a € A
there is a unique representation a = a_ + a4, with (a—,ay) € C.

Given such a decomposition defines T'(a) = a_ and checks that it satisfies
(5.1) for A = —1. Vice—versa given an RB T with A\ = —1, setting A_ =
T(A),Ar =(1-T)A),C={(T(a),(1 =T)(a)) :ae A} c A_ x Ay gives
the subdirect sum.

Theorem 5.7. [Atk63] The set of RB—operators T with weight A\ = —1
is in bijection with tha subdirect sum decomposition of A under the above
correspondence.

5.1.2. Birkhoff decomposition and renormalization for a Feyn-
man rule. A Feynman rule is an a character in the convolution algebra
¢ € Homp_qq4(B,A) the renormalization of ¢ based on an Rota-Baxter
(RB)-operator is a pair of characters ¢+ € Homp_q4(B,A+) such that
¢ = ¢_! x ¢,.. The character ¢, is then the renormalized Feynman rule.
It was shown in [CK00, CKO1] that there is a unique such decomposition
for the Connes—Kreimer Hopf algebra of graphs and a commutative RB al-
gebra, if ¢ is the exponential of an infinitesimal character. The solution is
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then given by a recursive formula. This was generalized in [EFGKO05] for B
any connected bialgebra and a character that is the exponential of an in-
finitesimal character. The following analysis provides the background for a
generalization of these resutls to the case of a bialgebra with a QT—sequence.

Remark 5.8.

(1) If B is a Hopf algebra, then the inverse is given by ¢~! = ¢_ 0 S,
see Proposition 3.6.

(2) If ¢ is grouplike central then it passes through the simpler construc-
tion Bgq, see §5.2.1.

(3) if A is commutative, then ¢ passes through the quotient B®™, see
§5.2.1 and Proposition 3.6 applies.

5.2. Quotients. We have already seen that taking the somewhat drastic
quotient by F(? (C) makes a flavored coalgebra connected. There are, how-
ever intermediary quotients, which. make characters with special properties
invertible.

Definition 5.9. We say a character is grouplike invertible, if for every grou-
plike element g:¢(g) € A*, grouplike central if for all g € gpl:¢(g) € Z(A),
grouplike scalar if ¢(g) € R* and grouplike normalized if ¢(g) = 1 for all
grouplike g.

Recall that in a graded setting, the grouplike elements are in degree 0,
and if A is graded and ¢ preserves the grading, then the grouplike elements
have to land in Ag. It is quite common, that even if A is not commutative,
Ay is. In several application the characters are scalar and take values (5= )*.

5
This is also a form of grading. "

5.2.1. Quotients for “grouplike” characters. The previous paragraph
and the natural examples, see e.g. [CK98, CK00, CK01, EFK05, MN16], mo-
tivates the study of characters that have special properties.

Proposition 5.10. A grouplike normalized character factors through the
quotient B/In where Iy is the ideal spanned by 1 — g for g € gpl(B).
Proof. We need to check that Iy is a coideal. Indded A(1—g) = 1®1—g®g =
(1-9g)®(1+g) and €(1 — g) = 0, since g is grouplike. Furthermore if ¢ is
normalized the ¢(1 — ¢g) = 0 so that I < ker(¢). O

NB: R(g—h) c I sinceg—h = (1—h)—(1—g) = g— h. This is the line
which keeps the sum in a pathlike bialgebra from being direct, see Remark
4.5.

Proposition 5.11. Let J = ([B, B]) the ideal spanned by commutators.
Then J is a codideal, and If A is commutative, then any character ¢ €
Homp_a4(B,A), factors through B°™ = B/([B, B]).

Proof. J is a coideal: A(ab—ba) = »;a(1)b1)®a(2)b(2) —b1ya1)@b2)®a(1) =

(a@)by = bayag)) ® a)be) + baya)(a@)be) — be)a)) and e(ab—ba) = 0.
Since ¢ : I < ker(¢), the statement follows. O
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There is a further quotient that is of interest which was studied in [GCKT20a).
Consider the ideal I generated by (ag — ga) for a € B, g € gpl(B).

Proposition 5.12. I¢ is a coideal and the bialgebra B/Ic ~ Bq/I, where
HBq is defined below. Furthermore any grouplike central character factors
through B/Ic.

Proof. The fact that I is a coideal follows as in Proposition 5.11. For and
grouplike central character, ¢(ag — ga) = 0, so ker(¢) > I¢. O

5.2.2. Q(uantum) deformation and coaction. For a grouplike invert-
ible central characters, there is a universal construction which can be viewed
as a quantum deformation and gives rise to a Brown type coaction. Consider
the algebra By = B|qy, qg_l] : g € gpl, of Laurent polynomials with coeffi-
cients in the possibly noncommutative B. Note the g, lie in the center of
Bqy. Endow Bg with the bialgebra structure where the g, qg_1 are grouplike.
Consider the ideal I generated by g, — g.

Proposition 5.13. [ is a coideal and any grouplike central character ¢ can
be lifted to a character ¢ : By — A and ¢ factors through the quotient Bq/I.
Embedding B — Bq — Bq/I the ¢(b) = ¢(b).

Proof. By definition €(gg—g) =1—1=0and A(gg—9) = ¢y ® ¢ —9®g =
(g3 — 9) ® (g + g), so I is a coideal. The lift is given by ¢(q,) = ¢(g)
and consequentially qg(qg_ 1Y = ¢(g)~!. The other statements follow from

?(g) = ¢(gg)-
0

Note that the image of g in Bq/I lies in the center, since g, does.

Remark 5.14. If the character is only grouplike invertible it will likewise
factor through the noncommutative Laurent polynomials.

(1) The bialgebra Bq can be viewed as a multi-parameter quantum de-
formation. We have that as ¢, — 1 Bq — B.

(2) If e is not the only grouplike There is a single parameter deformation
given by B, = B[g,q '] which is the quotient Bq/J, where J is
generated by the (¢ —qn), g,h € gpl, g, h # e.

(3) The polynomial rings B[gpl] and B[q] are sub—bialgebras and I is a
coideal for this sub—bialgebra as well. Furthermore Bq/I ~ B/I¢
which is the universal quotient for grouplike central characters. This
was the constuction considered in [GCKT20a, §2.6] for a bialgebra
coming from a pointed cooperad with mutliplication.

(4) The factors of ¢ give a natural grading, which is important for the
infinitesimal versions, see [GCKT20a, §2.7]

This quantum deformation also lets us make the coaction of Brown, see
§4.4.1 commutative and give a nice interpretation in terms of polynomials
and Laurent series,
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Definition 5.15. The commutative Hopf coaction is given by
Ap : Bq/T - Bg/I® B™, Ap(x) = > 20y @ (2(2) (5.4)

where now both factors are Hopf algebras and 7 simply sets the factors
qg = 1 on the left to 1.

Proposition 5.16. Let B be pathlike such that @gegpl is a free subalge-
bra generated by elements gj,j € J, then Bq/I ~ B™? Qp R[qg,qgl] ~
BTed[qgj,qg_jl] and similarly for the polynomial subrings.

Proof. The correspondence is given by collecting the factors of ¢, respec-
tively g, I on the right ,as they are central, and expressing them in terms of
the qg,, qg_jl. [l

Remark 5.17. For the polynomical version in the operad case, the isomor-
phism in the proposition was realized as the quotient by the ideal (| — q)
in [GCKT20a, §2.6], see also §6.2. The proposition can also be used to de-
scribe the coaction restricted to the quotient B[gpl]/I in the case of a free

FOQ B subalgebra of a pathlike algebra, generalizing Example 4.23,

5.3. Adding formal inverses. In general one can formally invert the grou-
plike elements, this is a universal construction called the group completion
if one is speaking of a monoid or the localization if one is inverting a multi-
plicative subset. In the current R—linear context this becomes a subalgebra.
Given a subalgebra S of an R algebra A, the localization at S, S~! is
an object, together with a morphisms j : A — S~'A with the universal
property that if f : A — A’ is an algebra homomorphism such that for all
s € S, f(s) is invertible then f factors as g o j, with g : S™tA. This are
abstract construction the general case, but it is not effective if there are no
other condition. This can be realized as a quotient of the free algebra of
R-linear alternating words in A and S. Assuming that A unital, set
TRIA®SP) = ROARSPTRAQRSPRARST®. .. (5.5)
which is an algebra by concatenation. The unit is 1, where we identify
R®g M = M for any R-module M. Then AS~! = (A® S°)/I, where I is
the ideal spanned by be following relations
(1) 1®1 =1, 1®1 = 1g which makes 1 ®1 a unit.
(2) s®35 =1®1, which inverts the elements of s,
B) a®1®d ®s5=0ad ®5
(4) a®5®1®5 =a® 35
where we write s to indicate the factors of S°P. In this notation 5183 = 595
by the definition of the opposite multiplication. We let e(a®3) := €(a)e(s) L.
If A is also bialgebra and S is also semigrouplike and €(S) < R* then we
define the comultiplication:

Ala®35) =Y (0 ®5) ® (ap) ®3) (5.6)
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This fixes the comultiplciation on the free algebra via the bialgebra equa-
tion. Defining the counit as €(a ® 5) = e(a)e(s)™!, defines the counit on the
free algebra.

Proposition 5.18. I is a coideal and hence AS™! is a bialgebra. Similarly
one can define a left localization S™'A by using Tr(SP ® A).

Proof. This is a straightforward calculation:
(1) A(1®1-1R) = IRIRIR1-1xR1g = (IQ1-1)R(1Q®1+1R) € IQA.
(2) A(s®5—1g) = (s@3)®(s®5)—1g = (s®5+1g)®(s®5— 1) € AQI
(3) A(a®1®d ®5—ad ®3) = Za(l)®1®Za’(1)®§®a(2)®l®a’2®
E—Za(l)a’(l) ®§®a(2)a’(2) ®s5=0mod (IRA+ARI)
(4) A(a®5R1®F —a®55) =201)R5Q1®FT®ap ®5s®1®3 —
a1y ® 55 ®az®55 =0mod (I®A+ARI)
For the counit, it is a straightforward check that (1) = 0. g

5.4. Calculus of fractions. There is a more concise version of this con-
struction if the Ore condition and cancellability are met. This gives a cal-
culus of fraction, similar to the calculus of roofs [GMO03]. The right Ore
condition states that

Vae A.,se€85,3d € A,s" €S :as=5"d (5.7)

One also needs cancellability, or S regularity. That is if as = 0 or sa = 0
then a = 0. This means that sa = sb implies a = b as does as = bs.

Proposition 5.19. If these conditions are met any element of AS™' can be
written as as~' and an injective algebra homomorphisms A — AS™', such
that every element of s is invertible. Also the left and right fractions become
isomorphic.

Proof. See [Art99]. O

Remark 5.20.

(1) For a free non—commutative algebra R{z,y} and S =< y > the
condition is not met.

(2) For the Weyl algebra R{z,y}/(zy — yx = 1) the condition is met
[Art99].

(3) In similar spirit, if the product is the tensor product the Ore condi-
tion is usually not met, as X ® Y is rarely Y ® X. In particuar in
the case of interest, where one needs to invert the identities idyx one
would need a Y and a morphism ¢ such that for a given morphism
[®idx =idy ®g.

(4) In the commutative case this always holds. In particular this holds
for the symmetric monoidal setting when using coinvariants Z%°.

(5) For a QT-sequence, one does not need full commutativity, but only
a central character. In this case, one can alternatively also invert
the ideal making the gouplike elements central.
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(6) A further route of exploration is to use higher homotopy commuta-
tivity, i.e. an F4 for the Ore condition.

Lemma 5.21. In the special case of Blgpl(B)]| the mutiplicative set S
spanned by the qq is Ore, since these elements are central, and the local-
ization Blgpl(B)]S™1 is the Laurent-series ring By.

Proof. The isomorphisms is given by ¢ — ¢ I which exists by the universal
property. O

Remark 5.22 (Abelian case, Grothendieck construction). In the fully com-
mutative case, this concretely boils down to the Grothendieck construction
and localization. Given a monoid (M,-), the Grothendieck construction
gives the group completion. K(M) = M x M/ ~ where (m,n) ~ (m/,n’)
if m-n’ =m’-n. There is an injection M — K (M) given by m — (m, 1),
with inverses given by (0, m). More generally if R is a commutative ring an
S a multiplicatively closed subset the localization S~! is given by S™'R =
R x S/ ~ where (r,s) ~ (r',§") if there is a t € S such that t(rs’ —r's) = 0.
Similar constructions can be found in [Sch87].

Remark 5.23 (Braided/crossed case). The Ore condition is clearly met
when S is central as exploited above. It is more lax though. It for instance
allows for a crossed product types and essentially formalizes bicrossed prod-
ucts. These appear naturally for isomorphisms [FLI1], [KW17, §6.2].

For the example of the algebra of morphisms of a category, the Ore con-
dition is guaranteed if there is a commutative diagram for every pair (a, $)

XSy (5.8)

J )

X,H/'Y/
S

5.5. Application to pathlike bialgebras. The following results follow in
a straightforward fashion from the previous ones.

Theorem 5.24. Let B be a pathlike bialgebra:

(1) Ewvery grouplike invertible character has a x-inverse.

(2) The quotient bialgebra B/INn of Proposition 5.10 is connected and
hence Hopf. In particular, every grouplike normalized character ¢ €
Hom(B, A) when factored through to ¢ € Hom(B/Iy,A) has an
inverse computed by ¢~ = po S.

(3) The bialgebra Bq/I is Hopf and the * inverse of a grouplike cen-

tral character ¢ € Hom(B, A) when lifted and factored through ngb €
-1 -
Hom(Bgq/I,A) has inverse computed by ¢ = ¢oS.
O
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6. EXAMPLES FROM FEYNMAN CATEGORIES

We will consider the bialgebras %(F), for non-symmetric, and B*°(F)
for symmetric Feynman categories in particular cases special interest. The
examples will all be generated by gouplike elements and skew primitive
elements and hence will be pathlike by Theorem 4.25, see Corollary 4.29.
As they are categorical coalgebras they are also split. The grouplike elements
will be the objects idx represented by their identities idx in the absence of
isomorphisms and by their classes for B*°. Note these are usually not ®-
invertible. For this they would have to like in Pic(F), which is not usually
the case. It is, however, a natural assumption, that their images under
characters are invertible as this happens in concrete applications.

In general there is a grading given by |X| = word length. That is if
X ~ % ® - ® *, then |X| = n. This is well defined due to axiom (i).
This give a grading on the morphisms as |¢| = |X| — |Y|. There may be
more intrinsic gradings, for instance by assigning a degree to the generators.
We will concentrate of Feynman categories with generators and relations,
see [KW17, §5] fo more details. All the algebras/coalgebra structures are
graded by |- |.

The characters need not be graded, but what is common is that map
the additive degree to a multiplicative one as in n — ¢", where ¢ can be
of degree 0, which can also be achieved by shifting degrees or by inverting
elements in the target. One typical such ¢ would be ﬁ, see [KY], or factors
of (™(2) in the framework of Brown, see [Brol5].

6.1. Surjections and double basepoint preserving injections.

6.1.1. Non—symmetric case. In the non-symmetric case, B = B(sk(0S5))
—where sk(OS) < A is the subcategory of surjection— there is one ba-
sic object [0], with [n] = [0] = --- = [0] = [0]*", the monoidal unit is
1 =@ = [0]*°. We use the simplicial notation of Example 2.13. The
generating morphisms are idy, idjg; and  : [1] — [0] the unique map from
{0,1} to {0}. The relations for morphisms are that idy is the unit ids = f = f
and (u * idy) o ) = (idjo; * p) o p € Hom([2],[0]), which we call associa-
tivity of p. Indeed any surjection can be factored through these maps. If
f € Hom([n],[m]) then |f| =n+1—m +1=mn—m, hence |id[,| = 0 and
|| = 1. The target degree |t(f)| is sometimes corresponds to the depth in ap-
plications to polyzeta functions and the degree |f| is the weight, [GCKT20a].

A(idy) = id1 ®id1, A(id[o]) = id[o] ®id[0], Ap) = idm@ﬂ-l—/ﬁ@idm (6.1)
The inclusion of idy is the coaumentation. id[y is grouplike, and hence
also all idp,; = idﬁﬁ. It is an easy check that these are the only grouplike
elements. and p is (id[y),id[0]]) skew primitive. Hence B(OS) is flavored.
Moreover, F[? B=, Rid},) and this is also split, so it is split pathlike.

B is also a graded coalgebra with the grading |f|.The unique maps m, 1 :
[n] — [0] are algebra generators. Notice that due to the associativity n-th
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iterates, aka. bracketings, conincide and are in fact are the 7, 1. |41 =n
and

A(my) = > Th ® Ty % -+ - % Tn, (6.2)
k,(nl,...,nk):Zleni=n
Corresponding to all factorizations [n — 1] — [k — 1] — [0] Notice that the
degree of the Lh.s. is the weight and that |f| is also filtration degree for the
bivariate Quillen filtration.

The id,) are not * invertible, so the bialgebra is not Hopf, but any char-
acter x : B — A for which x(id|g)) is invertible has a convolution inverse.
Quotienting by id1 —id[g), the bialgebra becomes connected. The g deforma-
tion is B[q]/(id[o] — ) Bred is spanned by the m;,i > 2 and m = q € Bq/I
and the Brown coaction reads

Ap(my,) =7rnq+27rk®ﬂ'm*-~*7rnl (6.3)

where the sum runs over the k,2 <1 <k, (n1,...,n),n; =2,>,n; <n.
Any character passes through the Laurent series.
There is a pictorial representation in terms of planted planar corollas and
gluing at leaves, see [GCKT20b, 3.6.3]. A morphisms is a forest of planar
planted corollas, with |s(f)| leaves and |t(f)| roots or components.

6.1.2. Joyal dual case/Polyzeta/Baues. There is a duality of A and
the double base point preserving subcategory Ay, < A. This means that for
fe Hom([n],[m]) f(0) =0, f(n) = (m). Joyal duality is an equivalence of
monoidal categories (AL, *) and (Ax, «®x), where [n].Q«[m] = [n+m] ob-
tained by identifying 0 € [m] with n € [n]. [GCKT20b, §3.6] for details. The
monoidal unit is [0]. This maps [n] to [n+1], id1 to id[0], id|g) to id[;) and p
to 4ix € Hom([1], [2]) which is the unique double base point preserving injec-
tion. Let sk(OlI, ) be the subcategory double base point preserving ordered
injections. Then these morphisms generate and have the same properties as
above. It is in this form that the diagonal of the coproduct of Baues and
Goncharov are best understood, see [GCKT20a, GCKT20b], and in which
the cubical structure becomes apparent, see in particular [GCKT20a, §4.3].
The pictorial realization is in terms of Goncharov’s half circle diagrams,
see [GCKT20b, 3.6.3].

More generally, for simplicial objects this leads to the following terms for
the coproduct, see equation (4.29) of [GCKT20a].

L(0,i1,nin_1,m) X L(01,...31) T(i1,ir+1,00i2) = Llig_1,ik—1+1,...,n)" (6.4)
which are Joyal duals to (6.2).
Remark 6.1.

(1) Goncharov’s symbols I(ag : a1,...,an : Gni1), see e.g. [GCKT20a,
§1.1.5] can be understood as formal characters. The equation that
I(a : & : b) = 0 then means that these characters factor through
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the connected quotient given by coideal idy — id[y) in Ay« The bial-
gebra in question is actually stems for a decoration of the Feynman
category by sequences, see [GCKT20b, 3.6.5].

(2) Not insisting on this relation, one can actually assign any invertible
value to T (a : & : b), which is then captured by the Laurent series
quotient and Brown’s coaction, see §4.4.1, and §5.17.

(3) In fact, the symbols of Goncharov are characters to a commutative
ring, so that we are actually working with B (OI, ).

(4) Contrary to this the image of the characters corresponding to the
coproduct of Baues, which is also a decoration, is not commutative.

(5) The condition that the character passes through the connected quo-
tient is related condition that the underlying space is simply con-
nected, see the discussion in [GCKT20a].

6.1.3. Symmetric case. Now consider F'S. This category has isomor-
phisms Aut(S) ~ Sig. Up to isomorphisms it is generated by the same
morphisms as above. The bialgebra B*°(FS) = B%*°(sk(FS) is generated
by [idg] which is the class of the unit as above [idg] 11[f] = [f], [id|o] and
[11] where p is as above, with the relation ([u1lidg)] o [1]) = idj) 1) o pu €
Hom([2],[0]). Indeed up to isomorphism any surjection can be factored
through these maps. Here we used the disjoint union for monoidal struc-
ture, which extends the join to all finite sets.

For the generators:

A(’Ldl) = id]_@idl, A(Zd[o]) = Zd[o] ®id[0], A(,LL) = Zd[l] ®M+u®id[0] (6.5)

The rest of the story is as analogous to the above. The inclusion of [id1] is
the coaumentation. [id|] is grouplike, and hence also all [id[,|] = [zd’["ﬁ]
It is an easy check that these are the only semigrouplike elements. The
generating morphism i is ([id[y], [id[o)]) skew primitive. Note that B is
commutative, however, since the commutator fiig — gIif is an isomorphism.

Hence B**°(FS) is flavored. Moreover, F(?B = @, Rlid},)] and this is
also split, so it is split pathlike. The id|,) are not lI-invertible, so the bialge-
bra is not Hopf, but any character x : B — A for which x([id|o]]) is invertible
has a convolution inverse. Quotienting by [id1] — [id[o;], the bialgebra be-
comes connected and looplike. The g deformation is B[q]/([idg)] —¢). And
any character passes through the Laurent series.

The pictorial representation is given by unlabelled rooted corollas, see
[GCKT20b, §3.6.3].

6.1.4. Summary.

Theorem 6.2.
(1) The bialgebra B(sk(OS)) is commutative, non-cocommutative and
split pathlike. It is generated by the unit, the grouplike idjy) and the
(idp), idpg))-skew primitive p.
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(2) Joyal duality takes on the following form: B(sk(0S))? = B(sk(0OS)%P) =

B(Injs ) where Injy .« Ay s is the subcategory of double base point
preserving injections.

(3) The bialgebra B*°(FS), is commutative, cocommutative and split
pathlike. It is generated by the unit, the grouplike [idg)] and the
([idp], [id[oy))-skew primitive [u].

(4) In both cases, the bivariate Quillen filtration is indexed by |f| and
| f| makes the coalgebra into a non—conected graded coalgebra.

Remark 6.3. In the localized version S(u) = —id[_l} * L% id[_o]l, with zd[_l]l =

id[*[ﬁ and in Laurent series S(u) = —q¢2p.

6.2. CK-bialgebras for (planar) trees with leaves, and operads. For
these bialgebras, the underlying Feynman categories are enrichements of the
examples above. Concretely, the objects are again finite sets, or natural
numbers in the skeletal version. We will use the non-simplicial notation. It
suffices to give the Hom(m, k) = O™¢(k) and their compositions where

ocm k)= @D  Om)®--0m) (6.6)

(nl, ceey nk)

Z?:l ni=mn
Here and in the following @ stands for colimit and we will use ® for the
monoidal product. If the O(n) are sets, then these are is simply II and
x. In case they are, e.g. vector spaces, where the coproduct is @, then
one has to worked with enriched categories. The O(n) are then elements
of an enrichment category £ and ® = ®g¢ is the monoidal product on &,

see [Kau2lb, §4] for a detailed account. In our current context, we are
working with £ = R—Mod.

Voo O(R) @ O(n1) ® -+ ® O(ng) —> O n;) (6.7)
which correspond to the components of the composition
Hom(k,1) x Hom(m, k) — Hom(m, 1) (6.8)

This is equivalent to the statement that the O(n) form an operad, see in
particular [Kau2lb, Proposition 3.20]. In the non-symmetric case, this is
a non—symmeteric operad and in the symmetric case, the automorphisms
S, act on the objects yielding a compatible action on the O™¢(n, k) which
is compatible with composition. Concretely O(n) will be rooted trees or
planar planted trees with n leaves and the composition is given by gluing
on leaves.

In the particular case of trees, the O"¢(n, k) are the forests with a total
of n leaves made up of forests with k trees and with nq,...,n; leaves.

Each such O gives a Feynman category §». This holds more generally in
the context of plus constructions, see [Kau21b]. We will denote the bialge-
bras by B(O) or %%°(0O) respectively.
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Remark 6.4. In the framework of cooperads with multiplication, [GCKT20a]
the underlying cooperad is the dual of O"¢(n) = @, O™(n, k) if the coop-
erad comes from an operad, which has free multiplication ®. In the current
context that theory can be understood as considering relations imposed on
the algebra part and which structures of the free model survive and which
are recoverable.

6.2.1. Non—symmetric case. In the non—symmetric case, taking O(n)
to be planted planar trees with n leaves, then O™(n) are the planted planar
forests, where this includes special elements, namely the identities id,, =
z'd?” € O"¢(n) where id; can be depicted by a vertexless leaf, denoted by
| in [GCKT20a]. The algebra structure is given by justaposition and the
coalgebra structure is dual to gluing the roots to the vertices.

In general, the formula for the coproduct is given by

A(r) = Z To ® T\ 70 (6.9)
T0OCT
where 79 is a rooted subtree —stump— including all its tails and 7\7y re-
moves all the vertices and half edges of 7y, viz, the set of cut off branches,
see [GCKT20a] for details. A summand is depicted in Figure 2.

The element id; and hence all the id, are grouplike and the 7, are

(idy,id,,) skew primitive.

A(7n) = id1 @ Ty + Tn @ idp (6.10)

The operad O™ is freely generated by 1 = idy, which is the empty forest
idy the 7, € O(n) —which are the corollas with n leaves and id,,— under
monoidal product and composition. This reflects that any tree can be de-
composed into the rooted corollas 74,(,) by cutting all the edges. Here v
runs through the vertices of the tree and ar(v) is the arity of v that is the
number of incoming edges, where edges are oriented toward the root. The
degree of a forest ¢ is |s(¢)| that is the total number of leaves, which is n for
¢ € O™ (n). The depth [t(¢)] is the number of roots, and |7| is the weight
which is the number of leaves minus the number of roots.

Proposition 6.5. The bialgebra B(O) is commutative and non-cocommutative
split pathlike. It is graded by |V (7)| and |7|. With the filtration level for the
bivariate Quillen filtration given by |VT The subalgebra generated by the
grouplike elements if freely generated by id1 and idy and hence HBq/l ~
%red[q’ qfl]'

NB: It is neither connected with respect to the grading |7| nor that by
V(7)l.
Proof. If T # id?" = |" then applying the coproduct |E(7)| times, dissects
the tree into its corolla components, which are skew primitive and hence
any tree lives in FI%(T)I 41 Which shows that the filtration is exhaustive. This
also shows that the |E(7)|+ 1 = |V is the filtration degree. This extends to
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the special case of | which has 0 vertices. Moreover, the filtration actually
gives a grading with deg(r) = V(7). The id, = id®" are easily seen to be
the only grouplike elements, since such elements may not have any internal
edges and they have no relations. O

This recovers the grading discussion of [GCKT20a, 2.12] and explains the
lift of the coradical grading of the original leaf-less Connes—Kreimer Hopf
algebra.

6.2.2. Symmetric case. In the symmetric case, the algebra generators
O(n) are rooted trees with labelled leaves. These are permuted by an S,
action. Their isomorphism classes are the elements of [7] € O(n)%* which
are unlabelled rooted trees and as an algebra B*° = R[[7]] is a polynomial,
aka. symmetric algebra in the unlabelled rooted trees. The generators are
unlabelled unordered rooted forests. The comultiplication which is dual to
the composition by gluing roots to leaves is given by

Alr]) = )] [0l ®@[7\n] (6.11)
TOCT
on the isomorphism classes. See Figure 2 for a summand.
All the previous comments and proof apply mutatis mutandi.

Proposition 6.6. For O(n) given by rooted labelled trees, the bialgebra
B5°(0) is commutative, cocommutative and split pathlike. It is graded by
|V (7)| and |7|. The subalgebra generated by the grouplike elements is freely
generated by [id1] and [id1] and hence Bq/I ~ B q,q7]. O

6.2.3. Observations for the tree algebras.

Remark 6.7. In this language a particular property of the CK-Hopf alge-
bra becomes apparent. It is a pathlike coalgebra whose grouplike elements
are generated by e = id1 and | = idy and it has a unique idy primitive ¢
which generates a split line R¢. This yields the special properties explored
in [Moe0O1] and its generalizations, [GCKT20a, Example 2.50], where, via
coloring, many of these are introduced as additional direct components, so
that the bialgebras are still pathlike.

Remark 6.8. In the localized Hopf algebra, S(¢) = —id{l ® ®id{1 and

hence in the Laurent series S(¢) = —b ¢~ 2.

primitive 7,, S(m,) = fidgl ® T, ® id-" respectively S(7,) = —q

More generally, for the skew
ntl)r

Remark 6.9. The Brown coaction which given by setting the g terms on the
right in A to 1. Combined with the previous remark, this explains the fact
that the infinitesimal structure can be given by a ¢—shifted comultiplication
and a residue, see [GCKT20a, Corollary 2.2.5]. This generalizes Brown’s
infinitesimal structure to the level of operads. More generally, there might
be more that one deformation parameter.
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6.3. General operads. For general operads the proposition needs to in-
clude a condition on O(1). Note that O(1) is a monoid. The corresponding
O(1) is a subcategory of Fo. The results of [KW17] in the current language
yield a refinement:

Theorem 6.10. For a non-symmetric operad O with O(0) spanned by 1.
B(0O) is flavored if and only if the coalgebra of O(1) is flavored. Similarly,

for an operad O, B*° is flavored if and only if [O(1)] is flavored.

They are pathlike if and only if the corresponding restriction to O(1) are
pathlike. In this case, the degreee 0 part of the bivariate Quillen filtration
for the whole bialgebra is the free (symmetric) algebra on the restriction to

0Q).

Proof. This is a translation of the proofs. The main point is that iterating
the coproduct, lowers n in O™(n) and produces factors in O"¢(1) = O(1).
In the end only O(1) factors survive. The condition ensures that the QT—
filtration is exhaustive and vice—versa if it is, it follows that the restriction
is.

For the last part, in one direction this follows by restriction. Assume now
that the coalgebra for O(1) is pathlike. The semigrouplike elements have
to lie, or have representatives, in O"¢(n,n) = O(1) ® --- ® O(1). Since the
product is free, this means that they are products of semigrouplike elements
stemming from O(1). If the latter are all grouplike, so are the former.
Likewise, since the multiplication is free, the degree 0 part of the bivariate
Quillen filtraion is then a direct sum if and only if the former is.

O

Remark 6.11. Note that these bialgeras are always graded by |¢|, but they
are usually not connected in this grading.

6.4. Feynman categories of graphs. There is a basic Feynman category
of graphs called &, see [KW17, §2.1]. We review salient features here. In the
appendix there is a purely set-theoretical version, which is of independent
interest and makes things even more combinatorial.

6.4.1. Objects, morphisms and underlying graphs. The category V
has S-labelled corollas *g as objects with Aut(xg) ~ Aut(S). This means
that a general object is a forest or aggregate of such corollas. The connected
version &°? has morphisms generated by simple edge contractions: so; :
#gll#p — *g\ 7\ (¢} and simple loop contractions oy @ *g — g\ (5 ). These
satisfy quadratic relations and are crossed with respect to the isomorphisms.
For any ¢ and any isomorphism o there are unique ¢’ and ¢’ such that
¢poo = o' o¢’. Each morphism has an underlying graph (¢) which has one
edge for each contraction. It is defined in a way such that (¢oo) = (¢)
and its automorphisms are those of the source. The isomorphism class of
this graph gives the isomorphism class of ¢: [ (¢)] = [¢]. A morphism ¢ in
& is basic if and only if (¢) is connected. See Figure 1.
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For the non—connected version, there is one more generator = : #g 11
#*7 — *gyr. In this case, there is a non-homogeneous relation so; = og sHr
which allow to replace the edge contraction and only retain the loop con-
tractions and mergers as generators. The basic morphisms now need not to
have connected underlying graph anymore.

6.4.2. Isomorphism classes. Each corolla *g is ismorphic to *13] and

hence [idys] = [zd@] Furthermore fixing isomorphisms o : S — S, with

o(s) =1,0(s) =2and o' : T — T with o'(t) = 1, [s0] = [001], 055] =
[012] and [ sHr] = w5 That is there is only one isomorphism class per
generating type.

6.4.3. Grading. Beside the grading |.| which is 1 for an edge contrac-
tion or a merger and 0 for an isomorphism or a loop contraction, there is
an additional degree given by deg(xg) = |S| which is additively continued
deg(#g 11 x7) = |S| + |T|, to count the total number of legs in the forest.
This yields deg(¢) := 3(deg(s(¢)) — deg(t()), which is integer, since both
loop and edge contractions reduce the set of legs by an even number, while
isomorphisms and mergers keep this number fixed. The degree of an isomor-
phism or a merger is hence 0 and that of a simple loop or edge contraction
is 1. In this way deg(¢) = |E( (¢))|. The sum wt(¢) = deg(¢) + |¢| is 1 for
the mergers and loop contractions and 2 for the edge contractions.

Remark 6.12 (Loop number and Euler characteristic). In the graphical
interpretation for a basic morphism wt(¢) = |E( (¢))| + bo(¢) where by
is the number of components of (¢), aka. zeroth Betti number. This is
related to the Euler characteristic as follows x( (¢)) = wt(¢) — |¢|. where
X (@) = bol () = bi( (@) = IV( (8)] — [E( (#))] and by is the loop

number, aka. first Betti number.

6.4.4. Bi and Hopf algebra structures. The coproduct in B%*° is given
by [GCKT20b, §3.6].

Algl=A[ (9)]= Y, DI®L (9)/] (6.12)
e (8)
This is a version of the core Hopf algbera [Krel0], but with legs and at a
bialgebra level. See Figure 3 for an example of a summand.

Theorem 6.13. Both B*°(&Y) and B*°(&) are split pathlike. They are
both graded by deg, |.| and wt. For B*°(&?) the bivariate Quillen level is
given by deg and for B*°(®) the bivariate Quillen level is given by wt.

More precisely, the grouplike elements are [id1] and [idx] which are gen-
erated by the [idy] = [zd@] In the connected case, the skew primitive
elements are generated by the [s0;] and the [og ] while in the connected
case these are generated by the [os ¢ and the [ sBr] via products with grou-
plikes.
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Proof. The fact about the skew primitives and the grouplikes is straightfor-
ward to check. All semigrouplikes are grouplike and they split by definition
of the algebra structure. Up to isomorphism any morphism can be decom-
posed into chains of morphisms in the indecomposable generators of length
wt(¢p) respectively deg(¢). Applying the reduced coproduct, the wt respec-
tively deg drops at least on one side. This proves by induction that the
bivariate Quillen filtration is exhaustive. Since the coalgebras are categori-
cal the structures are split. (Il

Remark 6.14. The antipodes for the skew primitives in the localization and

the single parameter Laurent polynomials are given as follows: S(,,H,) =

—[idy ] idm] Hidnsm] ™ 2By S(nBhm) = —g 2™ 5, where we dropped

the overline. S([so/]) = [idjg]™ idr(]  id|s)4r—2]) ' [s0t], respectively

[s0r] = —¢ 25T o, Similarly S([os,¢]) = [idjs)) " lid ] [id)s)4 r—2) " [0s,0];

respectively [ s0;] = —qi2(|s|HT‘+1)[os,S’]-

The connected quotient identifies all the objects with 1 and hence all
grouplikes ¢dx with 1 = ¢d1. The Brown coaction again sets the ¢ variables
on the right to 1, which halves the g degrees in the above formulae.

6.5. General Feynman categories. The preceding arguments outline a
general approach. The input is a Feynman category with a given presenta-
tion, that is a subset of generators ® of basic morphisms under composition
and monoidal product. Recall from Corollary 2.23 that the only semigrou-
plke ellements for B**° are the identities which are grouplike, and [¢] being
skew primitive means that ¢ is essentially primitive.

Theorem 6.15. The bialgebra B*°(F), is pathlike if F is generated by
isomorphisms and a set of generators which are essentially skew primitive
or essentially indecomposable. In case that there are homogenous relations,
the coalgebra will be graded.

For a non—-symmetric Feynman category B(F) is pathlike, and F is gen-
erated by identities and skew primitives, that is indecomposables, which s
equivalent to a set of generators which are skew primitive. In case that there
are homogenous relations, the coalgebra will be graded. It is necessary that
V s discrete.

Proof. Give a morphism ¢, it will have be expressible in indecomposables.
If n is the maximal number of such an expression, then there is a chain of
reduced coproducts which will have the indecompsables as factors, and hence
¢ will live in F(B*°(F)). If the relations are homogenous, then there is
a function [ defined to be 1 on the generators, so that I(¢) as above is n.
The semigrouplike elements are the classes of the identities, see Remark 2.9,
these are grouplike, and they split off.

In the non—sigma case, the condition is that the generators are inde-
composable, then the rest follows as above. Notice that if there would be
isomorphisms besides the identities, then these isomorphisms would not be
in the bivariate Quillen filtration. ([l
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Remark 6.16. In these cases the localization and the Laurent series will
give Hopf algebras. The ¢ deformations will have parameters given by the
isomorphism classes of objects. The [idx] are also the classes that will be
formally inverted. This can be thought of as extending F to S~!F such that
the X to live in the Pic(S~!F). And the same observations as in Remark
6.14 apply.

Remark 6.17. In the above cases, we had generators with quadratic re-
lations. The function [ was deg in the connected case and wt in the non-
connected case. Further examples are those from Feynman categories with
a generating set that is at most quadratic [KW17, Definition 5.6].

Example 6.18. The Feynman category for operads and that for operads
with multiplication are examples as are all the examples coming from restric-
tion and decoration listed in [KW17, 2.6.4]. For the former the generators
are simply edge contractions. It is interesting to note that for operads with
multiplication there are two sets of skew primitives 7, and 7, which play
an imporatant role in the theory of FEy operads, [KZ17].

CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

We have shown that pathlike coalgebras in addition to quiver and inci-
dence coalgebras capture the two types of bialgebras stemming from Feyn-
man categories, such as those of Baues, Goncharov and those of Connes—
Kreimer. This realization provides several outcomes.

The structure of path—like coalgebras exactly answers the question of what
exactly the harbiger of the antipode is in the various constructions which we
could house in a common categorical context. It moreover precisely identifies
the grouplike elements as the obstruction to the existence of the antipode.
For characters, their values determine the *—invertibility. This also explains
the appearance of quotients. These correspond to restrictions on the char-
acters. The most common, which says that all grouplike elements have
character value 1, leads to the connected quotient. Other restrictions yield
different quotients and explain the universality of the quantum deformation,
which in turn explain the naturality of Brown’s coaction.

Furthermore, we identified the skew primitive elements as indecoposables
as being of central importance. This parallels the role of primitives in the
usual connected case. In particular, there should be B, operators associated
to them. These are indeed explicity present and key elements for Fo—operads
and hence for Gerstenhaber brackets and Deligne’s conjecture [KZ17]. More-
over, there is a connection between these elements and the terms of the
master equations [KMZ96] and [KW17, §7.5]. The general structure of B
operators will be taken up in [Kau2la], where we will also make the connec-
tion to Hochschild complexes.

The example of the Drinfel’d double which is resolved by going to the
double-categorical level in §2.7 and is related to the localization construction,
leads the way to a new research direction with will be pursued further,
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especially in view of [Kau2lb]. In particular, this example gives a new
method to deal with isomorphisms. On the double categorical side, the
antipode, in a sense, switches the horizontal and vertical composition.

Another direction, is the connection to the cubical structure, whose anal-
ysis in this context appeared in [GCKT20a, §4.5] and appeared again in the
cubical chain complex of [BK21]. These are intimately related to Cutkosky
rules and the work of [KY]. In particular, as discussed in [GCKT20a] the
simplicial coproduct (6.4) has a cubical structure which can be understood
comes via the Serre diagonal:

§:P=[0,1]"" = | J oglo, 1" x of[0,1]" = P x P (6.13)
KuL={1,....n—1}

The term given in (6.4) is identified with the subset L = {i1,...,ik—1}. In
view of [KY] one has an additional interpretation. The right hand side (1.2)
respectively 6.13 can be seen as cuts (or stops) in the path from 0 to n on
the quiver [n] =0 — 1 — --- — n and these can be viewed was cuts of a
linear graph. This is in line with point of view of the simplicial structure of
iterated integrals. Furthermore, there is a symmetry in the Serre diagonal
of the cube given by interchanging 0 and 1 in the standard presentation.
This switches the coproduct to its opposite. These two observations should
generalize to the categorical setting, and when applied to graphs may explain
some of the results of [KY]. A last aspect is functoriality of the construction,
see [GCKT20b, §1.7], which is likely related the structure of cointeracting
coalgebras [Foi, KY] in the present context.

FI1GURES

xj%—% X

JKu s e Sl

FiGUurRE 1. The basic morphisms: Edge contraction loop
contraction (excluded for trees/forests) and merger (excluded
for connected version)
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#I\

FIGURE 2. A summand of the coproduct for (planar) trees
with leaves and roots. In the planar case, the r.h.s. is either
in the order depcited and in the non—planar it is a symmetric
product.

FiGURE 3. A summand of the coproduct. Note for the
morphisms all flags and vertices are labelled and tracked here
only marked the vertices to avoid clutter. For the coproduct
only the isomorphism classes of the morphism are invovled.

APPENDIX A. SET VERSION OF GRAPHS

We give a non-graphical version here, a reference for the graphical version
is [KW17, §2.1] and [KW17, Appendix A] The basic objects will be V =
Iso(FinSet). In the graphical version this is given by identifying a finite
set S. by an S-labelled corolla *g. This fixes the Iso(V®) to finite tuples
of sets and the inner and outer permutations. The outer permutations act
as follows: Let p € S,, the xacting by p(S1,...,n) = (Sp(1); - - -»Spm)) The
inner permutations o € Aut(S;) act as (id, ..., id,o,id, ..., id

In graphical form these are aggreates, that is a disjoint union, aka. forests,
of corollas, and permutation of the corollas and the flags of each corolla.
These with be written as finite tuples of finite sets (Si,...,S,). There is
are two versions. The connected and the non—conected version.
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The for the connected connected version the morphisms are generated
monoidally and by concatenation by the isomorphisms and the following
morphisms

50t 1 (9,T) = (S\o UT\{t}), ous : (S) = (S\{s,s}), (A.1)
called simple edge contractions, simple loop contractions.
To write the relations in a concise fashion, we abuse notation and write
¢ for (id, ..., id, ¢,id, ..., id).
(1) The basic morphisms are equivariant with respect to isomorphisms.
(a) Internal action for o € Aut(S), o’ € Aut(T):
a(s)Co’(t) (07 U,) = ol OJ|S\{$}LIT\{t} 5Ot
Co(s),0(s)0 = O—‘S\{s,s/}os,s’ (A2)

(b) External action commutes with loop contractions.

POs,st = Os,5'D (AS)
(c) External action is equivariant with edge contraction. If s € S;
and t € S;11 then

s0t = tOsTii+1 and ps0p = sotp’ (A.4)
where p’ is the image of the permutation of in the embedding
Sn—1 — S, given by the block permutation.
(2) Loop contractions commute:

05178’1 08278/2 = 082,5'2081,5'1 (A'5)
(3) Loop and edge contractions commute
810t10823’2 = 0325’2 51°t1 (AG)

(4) Edge contraction commute if the “edges” do not form a cycle. For
S1 € Sl,tl S Tl,SQ € Sg,tg € T2 and ’{Sl,Tl, SQ,TQH =3

510ty 829ty = 5101 52°t2 (A7)

(5) Edge contraction commute even if they form a cycle, only that after
one edge contraction, the second edge contraction is a loop contrac-
tion. For s1,80 € S,t1,t0 €T,

Osg,ta 519t = Osq,t1 529t (AS)
In the non—connected case, there is an additional generating morphism
called simple merger:

Ot

sBr: (S, T) — (SuT) (A.9)
These satisfies the relations

(1) Mergers are equivariant with respect to the internal action
sEr(o,id) = (o 11id) sEp (A.10)
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(2) Mergers are equivariant with respect to the outer action On (S, ..., Sy):
Sis1Esy = 88s.aTig+1 and ps,Hs, = 5,88, 7 (A.11)

where p’ is the image of the permutation p under the embedding
Sn—1 — S, given by the block permutation with block (7,7 + 1).
(3) Simple mergers commute

Sllz\Tl SQIE‘TQ = SQIE‘TQ SlaTl (A12)

(4) Mergers and edge/loop contractions on different sets commute.
(5) If se S and t € T, then

Ot = Ogt SHT (A13)
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