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ABSTRACT. We develop an algebraic theory of colored, semigrouplike—flavored and pathlike co-,
bi- and Hopf algebras. This is the right framework in which to discuss antipodes for bialgebras
naturally appearing in combinatorics, topology, number theory and physics. In particular, we can
precisely give conditions for the invertibility of characters that is needed for renormalization in the
formulation of Connes and Kreimer. These are met in the relevant examples. In order to construct
antipodes, we discuss formal localization constructions and quantum deformations. These allow to
define and explain the appearance of Brown style coactions. Using previous results, we can interpret
all the relevant coalgebras as stemming from a categorical construction, tie the bialgebra structures
to Feynman categories, and apply the developed theory in this setting.

INTRODUCTION

Although the use of Hopf algebras has a long history, the seminal paper [CK98| led to a tur-
bocharged development for their use which has penetrated deeply into mathematical physics, num-
ber theory and also topology, their original realm—see [AFS08]| for the early history. The important
realization in [CK98,/CK00,CKO01] was that the renormalization procedure in quantum field theory
can be based on a character theory for Hopf algebras via the 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 formalism was pioneered in [Foi02], see also [MKWO8|. The appearance in number
theory of this type of coproduct goes back to |[Gon05]. It was developed further and applied with
great success in [Brolb]. In all these cases, the product structure is free and the coproduct is
the carrier of information. The group of characters was previously studied in [But72]. A precur-
sor to the Hopf algebraic considerations can be found in |[Bau81]. In |[GCKT20a,|GCKT20b|, we
gave the details to prove the results announced in [KW17] that all these structures stem from a
categorical framework where the coproduct corresponds to deconcatenation of morphisms. Such
coproduct structures can be traced back to [Ler75| and appear in combinatorics [Sch87,|JR79|.
Dual algebra structures can be found in [Rot64]| and [D86| 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 structure 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 generalizes those of Baues and
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Goncharov [Bau81, Gon05] which are simplicial in nature, the Connes—Kreimer tree Hopf algebras,
which have operadic origin [GCKT20a], and the Connes—Kreimer Hopf algebras of graphs as well
as the core Hopf algebra [Krel0|, which are graphical and more categorical in nature.

The co- and bialgebras which have a categorical interpretation also include path coalgebras and
incidence coalgebras, as for instance considered in [Sch87,JR79], see 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
all the examples one passes from the bialgebras to a connected quotient to obtain an antipode by
invoking Quillen’s formalism [Qui67].

In this paper, we address the question of obstructions to constructing antipodes on the bialgebra
level. The questions that we can now answer is:

What structures precisely exist already on the bialgebra level, and what is their role
in the inversion of characters and the construction of antipodes?

To this end, we give an algebraic characterization of a classes of bialgebras amenable to such
considerations. These are colored, sg—flavored (sg stands for semigrouplike), and pathlike coalgebras.
They capture and generalize the essential features of categorical coalgebras, whose paradigmatic
example are path algebras for quivers. This allows us to specify effective criteria for the existence of
antipodes and convolution invertibility of characters. We also work over an arbitrary commutative
ground ring. The origins for the theory of sg—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 often established via some sort
of connectivity of a filtration |Tak71,/Qui67]. The problem is that the bialgebras in question are
usually not connected for the standard filtrations, which is why quotients are taken.

Concretely, after reviewing some basic structures in the generality we need in providing a
short list of paradigmatic examples to illustrate and motivate the constructions and touching
upon the complications from isomorphisms, we introduce the first key notion, that of colored
coalgebras in §1.3] This allows us to generalize Quillen’s connected coalgebras and conilpotent
coalgebras to many colors. In the categorical setting, the colors are the objects and algebraically
speaking they correspond to grouplike elements. The main structural result is Theorem The
basic examples like path algebras are of this type, and appear as the dual coalgebras C[M] to colored
monoids M. Proposition classifies their properties and gives criteria for color connectedness.
Dualities in a general setting are tricky; we provide some technical details and the dual notion of
colored algebras in Appendix [A]

To construct antipodes and convolution inverses, we introduce the fundamental concept of a
QT filtration (Quillen—Takeuchi) in which generalizes the commonly used filtrations. Such a
filtration is called a sequence if it is exhaustive. This is what is needed to make Takeuchi’s argument
work and results in:

Theorem Consider a coalgebra C with counit € and an algebra A with unit n. Given a QT-
sequence {F;}X, on C, such that Extl(C/FyC, A) = 0, for any element f of Hom(C, A), f is
*-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 filtration (see , arises
by considering skew primitive elements. These are the essential actors for so—called sg—flavored
coalgebras and are key to understanding the structures of the bialgebras before taking quotients.
In the applications a slightly stronger condition is satisfied for the level 0 part of the filtration,
which leads to the central notion of pathlike co/bialgebras, cf.

ZWe thank D. Kreimer for pointing this out
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TheoremLet 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 algebra Hom(C, A) if and only if for every group-
like element g, f(g) has an inverse as ring element in A. In particular, every grouplike invertible
character is x-invertible.

Color connected coalgebras are pathlike and hence these general results apply to them.

These results are then directly applicable to renormalization via Rota-Baxter algebras and
Birkhoff decompositions, which are briefly reviewed in §3.1] with more details in Appendix
A closer inspection of this framework yields two paths of actions. The first is to realize that for
invertibility of specific characaters the bialgebras need not necessarily be Hopf algebras. Thus lim-
iting the characters by imposing certain restrictions on them or the target algebra will ensure their
invertibility in the pathlike case. The second avenue is to formally invert the grouplike elements.
Combining the two approaches yields several universal constructions, through which characters
with special properties factor, cf. This for instance naturally leads to quantum deformations
of the algebras. These results generalize and explain similar constructions in [GCKT20a|. They
allow us to construct Brown style coactions [Brol5|, see Proposition Applying this to pathlike
bialgebras, viz. bialgebras whose coalgebras are pathlike yields:

Theorem Let B be a pathlike bialgebra: Every grouplike invertible character has a x-inverse
and vice—versa.

The quotient bialgebra B/In of Proposition s 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 ¢~ = ¢ o S.

The bialgebra Bq/I is Hopf and the x inverse of a grouplike central character ¢ € Hom(B, A), when

lifted and factored through ¢ € Hom(Bgq/I,A), has an inverse computed by b ' = $oS.

Let S = gpl(B), viz. the grouplike elements, then the left localization BS~' is a Hopf algebra.
Moreover if S is satisfies the Ore condition and is cancellable, there is an injection B — BS™! and
By/I = BS™1/J where J is the ideal generated by (bg — gb) for all b€ B, g € gpl(B).

This framework is applicable to bialgebras arising from Feynman categories, as we show in
4], resulting in the main structural Theorem in the non—symmetric case and Theorem in
the symmetric case. We concretely apply this to the classes of Feynman categories, set based or
simplicial, (co)operadic and graphical corresponding to the examples mentioned in the beginning.
To be more self-contained, these are given in a new set-theoretical presentation in an Appendix [C]

We end in §5| with a conclusion and an outlook, which in particular discusses strategies going
beyond the pathlike setting by using double categories and Drinfel’d doubles, cf.

1. COLORED ALGEBRAS AND COALGEBRAS

Before delving into the constructions, we review the general notions, recall the key examples and
introduce the notion of colored coalgebras, which formalizes the type of coalgebra obtained from
a category or equivalently a partial monoid that is colored. We end with a short overview of the
complications that arise in the presence of isomorphisms. One resolution to this problem is to work
with equivalence classes, which is done in §4]

1.1. Setup and basic notation. We provide some of the relevant notions and refer to [Car07,
Mon93] for more details. Throughout we work over a commutative unital ground ring R. If this
is taken to be a field, then it is denoted by k. We will denote the free R—module on a set X by
R — @,cx R. Tensors are understood to be over the ground ring, thus ® means ®g. For an
R-module M there is a canonical isomorphism M ® R ~ M given by the R-module structure on
M, and we will simply implement this isomorphism 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 that R is concentrated in degree 0 and the grading is by N unless otherwise
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stated. We will assume that algebras have a unit and coalgebras have a counit unless otherwise
stated. A graded coalgebra is connected if Cy = R.

1.1.1. Internal product. There are several complications when working 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. To avoid these issues, we will use an internal product denoted by [X] for the underlying
R-submodules.

Given a coalgebra (C, A, n) over R and two submodules M, N of C, their internal product M XN
is defined to be the following submodule of C ® C

M X N := {finite sums of x(1)®@z(3) € C R Clr(1) € M, 79 € N} (1.1)

For two families of subcomodules {N;}, {M;}, we will also use the notation A(z) € >}, ; M; X N;.
This means A(x) can be decomposed as a finite sum of x(;)® () such that every summand belongs
to M; [X] N; for some ,j. If M < M’ and N < N’ as submodules, then M X]N < M'[x]N'. For a
submodule S, we say that V is a subcoalgebra, if A(S) < S X S. Note that the counit €|g: S — R
satisfies the equations of a counit.

Example 1.1. |NS82| Consider the Z-module C = slz ®Z. Let v = (1,0) and z = (0,1) and
endow C with a coalgebra structure by setting A(z) = 0 and A(z) = 4x ® = . Since 4x ® x 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 +Zz < C. As A(z) = y®y, A(V) € VIXIV. But, there
is no coalgebra structure on V such that the natural inclusion is a coalgebra morphism. Indeed,
the map A : V — C' ® C has no lifting to V ® V' because every preimage of A(z) has order 4.

The complication arises due to torsion elements, in the case that R = k is a field, we can work
with the usual monoidal product ®.

1.1.2. Semigrouplikes and connected coalgebras. Given a coalgebra C, an element g in C' is said to
be semigrouplike if A(g) = g ® g. If additionally €(g) = 1 then g is said to be grouplike. Note that
0 is always semi-grouplike, but never grouplike. The set of non-zero semigrouplike elements in C is
denoted by sgpl(C) and the set of grouplike elements in C' by gpl(C). If the coalgebra has a counit
€, then for g € sgpl(G): (1 —€(g))g = 0 that is 1 — €(g) € Anng(g). Hence such a g is a torsion
element, if it is not grouplike. Let g and h be grouplike elements in C, an element z in C is called
(g, h)-skew primitive if A(z) =2x® g+ h®x. When g = h, it is called g-primitive element.

In a coaugmented coalgebra, the coaugmentation 7 : R — C preserves the counit. Thus, setting
e =n(1), Ale) = e®e, there is a splitting C = Re® C and C = ker(¢). The reduced diagonal
A is defined by A(z) = A(z) —e®z — z®e. In a graded coalgebra all grouplike elements are
necessarily in degree 0 as 2¢ = ¢ implies ¢ = 0. In a connected graded coalgebra therefore e, which
is the generator of Cp, is the unique grouplike element.

In a bialgebra, the semigrouplike elements form a monoid: for two semigrouplike elements
g,h:A(gh) = gh ® gh. The grouplike elements form a submonoid: €(gh) = €(g)e(h) = 1. If C
is coaugmented, these structures are unital with unit e.

In a Hopf algebra any semigrouplike element g satisfies S(g)g = 9S(g) = €(g)e. In particular, if
an element is grouplike, S(g) = g~ is the only possible value for an antipode.

1.1.3. Conwolution algebra and characters. Recall that given a coalgebra C and an algebra A,
the convolution algebra is the R-module Hom(C, A) with multiplication given by (f * g)(z) =
mo (f®g)oA(x) =2, f(xa)g(w@). If Ais unital with unit n and C' is counital with counit e
then n o € is a unit for the convolution algebra.
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Lemma 1.2. Given a subcoalgebra S, Hom(S, A) is a unital subalgebra of the convolution algebra
with unit (n®€)|s =noels.

Proof. One has to check that Hom(S, C) is closed under composition and that it contains the unit.
Since A(S) = S5, the formula (f x g)(s) = m(f ® g) o A(s) = X, f(501))9(5(2)) yields a function
from S'[X].S — C. The unit restricts appropriately. O

Lemma 1.3. If C is coaugmented and A is augmented, then if f preserves the augmentation or
the coaugmentation, so does its convolution inverse.

Proof. Assume f(1¢) = 14, we need to show g(1¢) = 14. On one hand
(f*9)lc) =maoc(f®g)oAc(le) = (mao(f®9))(lc®1c) = f(lo)g(lc) = 9(lo)  (1.2)

On the other hand, (f *¢)(1¢) = naec(le) = 1a. The compatibility with the counit is established
by:

ec(a) = ec(a)lr = Ec( Jea(la) = fA(ec( )1A) = ealec(a)na(la))

= ea(nalec(a))) = €a Zf Za]ﬁA(f(a(l)))ﬁA(g(a(z))) (1.3)

= ZEC(G(U)GA(Q(G(z)))eA(Z eclaa))glam)) = ealg(d eclag = ea(g(a))

a a

An important fact is that an antipode S for a Hopf algebra H is a convolution inverse to
id € Hom(H, H), where on the left the coalgebra structure of H is used and on the right, the
algebra structure of H is used. As id preserves the coaugmentation and augmentation, so does S.

If B is a bialgebra over R and A is algebra over R, then the set of characters of B with values
in A are the algebra homorphisms Hompg_4(B, A).

Definition 1.4. We say a character is grouplike invertible, if for every grouplike element g:¢(g) €
A*, grouplike central if for all g € gpl(C):¢(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, Ag is. In this case all the characters preserving the gradmg will be
grouplike central. In several applications, the characters are scalar and take values (2—7”) , which
in turn is also a form of grading, cf.

Lemma 1.5. Any x—invertible character is grouplike invertible
Proof. This follows from the fact that for any grouplike ¢*~! * ¢(g9) = ¢*~1(9)d(g) = 15. O

The converse of this is true under a specific conditions on A for pathlike bialgebras, see Theorem
and

Proposition 1.6. If A is commutative, the characters form an algebra under convolution.
If B is a Hopf algebra, then ¢ o S = ¢~ is the convolution inverse.
If B is Hopf and A is commutative, then the characters form a group.

Proof. For the first statement:
(f »9)(ab) = (f ®9)Q aqyba) ® az)be) = . flaq )9(a2))9(b2)
=Y flag)g(ag) (b(l))g(b(z)) =(f *9)(@)(f *g)(b)
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For the second statement:

(¢ o8) *d)(a) = > d(S(an)))dlaw) = Y dlaw)S(aw)) = ¢(noea) = (no€)(a) (1.5)

For the last statement, we need to show that the inverse of a character is a character. Indeed,

¢ (ab) = #(S(ab)) = #(S(b)S(a)) = ¢(S(b)p(S(a)) = ¢(S(a))p(S(b)), where the last equation

holds since A is commutative. ([l
1.2. Key examples of coalgebras and complications.

1.2.1. Path coalgebra. The paradigmatic example and namesake for the article is the path coalgebra
of a quiver. Given a quiver @, that is a graph with directed edges, a path is given by a sequence of
consecutive directed edges p = (€} ---¢€,). Consecutive means that the target vertex ¢(¢;) of é; is
the source vertex s(€;41) of €;41. By definition for each vertex v there is an empty path of length 0,
with source and target v. This the identity at v, which is traditionally denoted simply by v. Using
this notation, let P(Q) be the set of paths of @, then R®(@)) has the coalgebra structure

Aler---én) = s(é) @ (1) + 2(51--@-) @ (€ix1---€n) + (€1---€n) @ t(en) (1.6)

The counit is €(v) = 1 and €(€; - - - €,) = 0,n = 0. There is a grading given by the length of a path.
The grouplike elements are exactly the length 0 paths v. The paths of length 1 are exactly the
skew primitive, with (€) being (s(€), t(€))-skew primitive. This coalgebra is not connected if there
is more than one vertex.

Remark 1.7. A special important case arises if one considers the quiver for a complete graph,
that is one directed edge per pair of vertices. A path is then equivalently given by a sequence
of vertices, that is simply a word in vertices. In particular, the complete graph on two vertices
{0, 1}, yields the quiver G 0 < 1 O whose path algebra underlies Goncharov’s and Brown’s Hopf
algebras for polyzetas [Gon05,Brol5]. This is also the fundamental path groupoid for C\{0, 1} with
tangential base points and is directly linked, cf. [GCKT20a, §1], to Chen iterated integrals [Che73].
The case with many vertices corresponds to polylogs. The bi-algebra structure is actually founded
in a simplicial structure, see [GCKT20a, §4], |[GCKT20b §3.3.1].

1.2.2. Incidence coalgebra. Another big source of inspiration and examples comes from combina-
torics via incidence coalgebras, as studied in [JR79,Sch87]. This is a coalgebra on the free R module
on the set of intervals [z, y]

Adlz,y]) = [z, 2] @ [z, 0]+ D, (2,21 @[z,y] + [2,y] ® [y, ] (1.7)

The co—unit evaluates to 1 on [z, z] and 0 else.

1.2.3. Categorical coalgebra. These two examples are special cases of coalgebras stemming from
a category with finite decomposition, which will be the main case of interest in the applications.
Let C be a small category. This means that both the objects X = Obj(C) and the morphisms
M = Mor(C) are sets. The mapping x to id, identifies X with a subset X ¢ M and M = X I M.
The free R modules split accordingly RM) = RU) @ R(M).

Furthermore, restrict to the case where C is decomposition finite, this is for each ¢ € M, there
are only finitely many pairs (¢g, ¢1) € M x M such that ¢g - 1 = ¢1 0 g = ¢.

The categorical monoid coalgebra C[M] is defined to be the free R-module R™) with coproduct
for ¢ : x — y given by

Alg)= > @1 =ide®¢+ @ idy + 3 Go®¢1  (1.8)
(¢0,¢1):00-01=0 (¢0,01)EM x M:¢o-¢p1=¢
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and counit €(id,) = 1 for the identity maps and €(¢) = 0 if ¢ is not an identity map. So, letting
ex be the projection onto R&) | ¢ factors through ex.

These coalgebras were analyzed in [KW17,GCKT20a, GCKT20b], and their history goes back
to |Ler75], see also |[JR79].

Remark 1.8. Note that there are two equivalent, opposite, ways to write down the composi-
tion maps, which correspond to the two ways to write the compositions Mor 3x; Mor — Mor or
Mor ; x ¢ Mor — Mor

Hom(X,Y) x Hom(Y, Z) - Hom(X, Z) (Po, P1) — Po - p1 1= P10 o (1.9)
Hom(Z,Y) x Hom(X,Y) — Hom(X, Z) (o, 1) — oo é1 (1.10)

We will call the first monoidal and the second categorical. The two coproducts are opposites, i.e.
A and A°? = 7 0o A where 7 is the flip. The first version of this for the coproduct is what is used
for posets and quivers and fits with the Connes—Kreimer coproduct [CK98}|GCKT20a, GCKT20b],
where the subgraph is on the left and the cograph is on the right, cf. . 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, cf. (4.5)).

Note that this ambiguity is non—essential for a coalgebra or a bialgebra. For a Hopf algebra, it
might a priori make a difference, —H°" P is a Hopf algebra, but H? may not be— but if the
Hopf algebra comes from a category HP, is also Hopf, cf. Proposition [2.23]

Remark 1.9. Path and incidence coalgebras arise from categories as follows: For P(Q) the objects
are the vertices of ) and M = P(Q). The source s and target map ¢ map a path to its start and
end vertices, respectively. The composition is the concatenation of paths, and the identities are the
length 0 paths. This is the free category generated by the morphisms corresponding to the edges.

A poset (S, <) defines a category whose objects are S and whose morphisms are defined as follows.
There is one exactly one morphism ¢,_,, between x and y if and only if x < y. The category is
locally finite when the poset is. The categorical coproduct is A(¢z—y) = >l e[, ) Poy @ Py—z OF
in the usual poset notation where one identifies ¢,_,, with the interval [z,y]|. The identities are
idy = [z, x].

This category is the quotient of a quiver category. The quiver has vertices S and directed edges
given by the (z,y)-skew primitives. These are the elements z < y,  # y where there is no
z:x < z <y. The quotient is given by identifying two morphisms, i.e. paths, p and ¢ whenever
they have the same source and target. Categorically speaking this trivializes w1 of the category
making each component simply connected.

Algebraically speaking, a small category is the same as a colored monoid which is a particular
type of partial monoid.

Definition 1.10. A colored monoid M is a set together with the following data. A set X of colors,
two morphisms s,t : M — X, and a partial product o : M¢x;M — M which is associative in the
sense that (ab)c exists, then so does a(bc) and they coincide.

It is wnital if there is morphism id : X — M, which is a section of both s and t such that
aoid(t(a)) =id(s(a)) oa =a. M =1,,M,, were M, , = {a|]s(a) = z,t(a) = y}.

A colored monoid is called decomposition or locally finite, if all the fibers o~!(m) for m € M are
finite.

It is graded if there is a degree function deg : M — Ny such that deg(ab) = deg(a) + deg(b). A
degree function is proper is deg(a) = 0 if and only if a is invertible.

The equivalence between colored monoids and categories is given by the identifications X = ObjC
and M = Mor(C) with M, , = Hom(z,y).

We will need the following result [GCKT20b, Lemma 1.11], which rephrased for colored monoids
states that:
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Lemma 1.11. In a decomposition finite colored unital monoid any left or right invertible element
is invertible. g

A categorical coalgebra is a dual construction to that of a colored monoid. In the case of finite
X this is straightforward. If X is not finite there are subtleties which are relegated to Appendix
[A] The class of the resulting coalgebras is codified as colored coalgebras.

1.2.4. Complications from Isomorphisms. A colored unital monoid is a groupoid, if all of its el-
ements are invertible in the colored sense, viz there is a morphism ~! : M — M, such that
plop = idggy and ¢ o ot = idyg). As a category, this means that all morphisms are isomor-
phisms. Given a category C, the underlying groupoid Iso(C) is defined by the objects of C with
only the isomorphisms. This groupoid acts from the left and right on morphisms by conjugation

¢— (cla')(p):=0c"0ogpoot.

Lemma 1.12. The product of M being locally finite necessitates that there are only finitely many
objects in each isomorphism class and that all automorphism groups are finite.

An identity morphism id, is grouplike in C[M], if and only if x is the only element in its
isomorphism class and it has no non—trivial automorphisms.

If there is a skew—primitive morphism ¢ : x — y, then x and y are the only elements in their
isomorphism class and both have no non—trivial automorphisms.

Proof. For an identity id, the deconcatenation coproduct will have a term o ® ¢! of any o €
Iso(x,—), which proves the first two statements.
For a decomposition finite noninvertible ¢ : * — y in the monoidal convention the coproduct
is
A(p) = > oo @0, b+ -0y @0, 1]+ (1.11)
oz€lso(X,—),0y€ls0(Y,—)
where the first summands are always present. The element ¢ being skew—primitive means that all
the terms except ¢ ® id, + id; ® ¢ are not present, which is the third statement. ]

We will call a morphism ¢ essentially indecomposable if the only decompositions into two factors
have at at least one factor which is an isomorphism. For an identity these are the terms o ® o1,
and if ¢ is not an identity, the corresponding terms of A(¢) are the displayed terms in .

Taking isomorphism classes will make it possibly to remedy the situation arising from too few
grouplikes and skew-primitives in case the action of Iso(C) behaves nicely; which it does for a
Feynman category, see

If there is only one object in each isomorphism class of objects, i.e. C is skeletal, then the sum
will only be over automorphisms. In the case of a finite groupoid with just one color, i.e. M = G
is a finite group, the deconcatenation coproduct is simply the familiar

Alg)= Y, gh@h™ = > h@h™'g (1.12)
heG heG
1.3. Colored co— and bialgebras.

1.3.1. Colored coalgebras. The coalgebra on X, denoted by C[X], is the coalgebra structure on
R™X) | defined by letting all generators be grouplike, i.e. A(z) = z ® z and e(xz) = 1. Such a
coalgebra, viz. a coalgebra freely generated by grouplikes, is often called setlike.

Lemma 1.13. A right (or left) coaction p by C[X] on an R module M is equivalent to grading
by X, that is M = @, x M. Similarly having a right and a left coaction is the same as a double
grading by X, that is M = (—D(x’y)eXXX My .
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Proof. Given a coaction, set M, = {m|p(m) = m ® z}. Each p(m) = > m, ® z is a finite sum
and thus the module is the sum of the M,. Furthermore A(z) = z ® = so that (mg)y = 0z yMa.
and the sum is direct. Vice—versa setting p(m,) = m ® x for m, € M, defines a coaction. One can
proceed similarly for a left coaction. The fact that left and right coactions commute proves the last
statement. g

For a coalgebra, given a left comodule N, A : N — N®C and a right comodule M, p : M — CQM
the cotensor product M o,N is defined as the coequalizer

®
Mya,N —— M@ N 22 0 @ C @p N (1.13)
idM®RpL

This is generated by elements ¢ x ¢ with p(¢) = A(¢/) which is dual to the condition that t(m;) =
s(ma).
Definition 1.14. A colored coalgebra C' with colors X is a coalgebra C together with a bi—-comodule
structure of C over C[X], thatis A : C' — C[X]|®C, p : C — C[X]®C such that the comultiplication
map is a morphism in the category of C[X] bi-comodules and that A factors through the cotensor
product:

C 2 C®C (1.14)
Cxe,C

When omitting the mention of the colors, we implicitly assume the coalgebra is colored by its
semigrouplike elements. A colored coalgebra with colors X is color counital, if there is a map of
C[X] bi-comodule co-algebras ex : C' — C[X] such that

(ex ®id)A =X and (id®ez)A =p (1.15)

and color coaugmented if there is a coalgebra map of C[X] bi-~comodules iy : C[X] — C splitting
ex. A graded color coaugmented coalgebra colored by X is color reduced if Cy = C[X].

By Lemma § a coalgebra colored by X decomposes as C' = 6—) (@y)eX x X Cy,y. The condition
of begin a map of C[X] bi—comodules factoring through the cotensor product means that

A(Coy) D Cr Koy (1.16)

If C is color coaugmented, C = C[X] ® C, where C = ker(ex) with ix(x
Crx = Rix(z) ®C, . Setting éx’y = Cyy this means that C = (—B
coalgebra map €|z = 0.

z,z- Moreover,

) e C
(2.)eX x «x Cry. Since ex is a

Remark 1.15. If C' is co-augmented as a coalgebra, setting X = {e}, A\(¢) = e®c and p(c) = c®e
defines a coloring with one color C.. = C. Thus, a color coaugmented coalgebra colored by X
generalizes the notion of a coaugmented coalgebra to many colors corresponding to sets of grouplike
elements.

Definition 1.16. For a color coaugmented coalgebra colored by X, we define the reduced diagonal
tobe A=A —X—p, where A\ = (ix ®id)A = ixex ® A and p = (id®ix)p = (idR®ixex)A.

Note that mx = ixex is the projection to the factor C[X].

Definition 1.17. The Quillen filtration of a color coaugmented coalgebra C' colored by X is defined
by:
F2C=C[X] FPC={zeC|AcF? CRF?, C} (1.17)

If this filtration is exhaustive C' = { ;5 FZ-QC , then the the coalgebra will be called color connected.
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If k is a field and C' is colored by e, this agrees with original definition of |Qui67], thus in the
case of just one color, we will say that C' is Quillen connected precisely if it is color connected. A
graded coalgebra is Quillen connected if the degree zero part is isomorphic to R; in the literature
R is often assumed to be a field k.

Theorem 1.18. Let C be a colored coaugmented coalgebra colored by X. Then, for every c € éz,y,
A(c) can be written as T ® ¢+ c®y + w with w € CX C, that is w = A(X).

Additionally assuming that C = @, C; is graded cmd color reduced, and thus also C is graded,
we moreover have that for ce Cy,, andn >0, w € &y L O®O,_;.

Proof. First, say that ¢ € C,,, with z # y. We decompose (omitting the additional Sweedler sum
symbols)

Ale) =Y @cy = tWr+e)@d? + e @@y +a7)+ Y dled?  (118)

t z¢{z,y}
where we used the decomposition C; , = Rx @ C,, and Cry = 6z7y for x # y.. Applying the left
counit constraint (e ® id) o A = id to ¢, we see that r(l)ég(fg)/ = c and the right unit constraint gives
Eg;r@) =c ForceCy,
Ale) =Yl @cl) =tz + ey @ Pz +el)) + Y ) @ (1.19)
t Z#T

From the left unit constraint, we obtain that ¢ = rMr@g 4 (1 )5;23;, but as e(c) = 0, rMr =0
1)A(2) =(1)

and rMéy 4 = c. Similarly from the right unit constraint ¢, xr( ) =

In the graded case A(Cy) € @, CiKCph_; and w e P, C; K Cpri = P}, C; X Cprj, but
Cp = 0, so the first and the last summand vanish. O
Lemma 1.19. In a color coaugmented coalgebra colored by X the reduced comultiplication is coas-
sociative, and thus there are unique n—th iterates Z[n] :C — OO,

Proof. Because of linearity, it suffices to show it holds for c € C, ;. Using the following abbreviated
Sweedler notation for the comultiplication A(c) = AV ® @ and A(3)(c) = M ® 2 g B
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calculating the left and right hand sides yields:

(A®ide) o Ae) = (A®ide) o Ale) = (A®ide)(A — X — p)(c)

= ((A—;\—ﬁ)@)idc)( ( )—zQ®c—c®y)

= (A= A=) @ — (A(z) = Mx) = p(2)) ® ¢ = (Ac) = Ale) — p(e)) @y

= (A(M) @ P —x®c( )@ — 5N @c? —2@r-—1Qr-202)Qc
— (Ve —2@c—c®y) ®y

— V2P0 sl ®c? — ﬁ(c(l)) R +2r0c— M@y
TrRcRY+cR®yYRy

(ide ® A) 0 A(c) = (ide ® A) 0 A(c) = (ide ® A)(A = X = p)(c)

= (ide ® (A= A= p)(Alc) 2@ c —c®Y)

= @A =A=p)(c?) =z @ (A(c) = Ale) = h(e) — c® (Ay) — My) — A(y))

— (C( )@@ @B 1 )®§\(c(2)) —c(l)®c(2)®y)—x®(c(1)®c(2) —2Qc—c®uy)
—cQURY-—y®y—yQy)

-V x0 —0eg ;\(0(2)> —WePegy-—rz0cVec? +22r®c
+rRcRY+cRYRy

(1.20)

These agree if 5(c)) ® @ = ¢V @ A(c¢?), which readily follows the assumption of being color
coaugmented. O

The lemma allows us to introduce the colored conilpotent coradical filtration by
FNC=i(C[X]) ENC=i(C[X])@{ze A @) =0}, r>1 (1.21)
This is the generalization of the conilpotent coradical filtration, see e.g. [Lod98|.

Definition 1.20. We call a color coaugmented co-algebra colored by C[X] conilpotent if the fil-
tration FVC' is exhaustive. A color coaugmented coalgebra colored by X is called A flat, if for all

n, ker(A Al ]®zd) = ker(A Al ]) ® C and and ker(zd@A[ ]) = C®ker(z[n]).

For a coaugmented coalgebra with one color e, the filtration coincides with the conilpotent corad-
ical filtration and color conilpotence agrees with notion of conilpotence for coaugmented coalgebras,
see e.g. [Lod98|.

Corollary 1.21. A graded color coaugmented color reduced coalgebra colored by X is conilpotent.

Proof. This follows directly from Theorem [T.18] O

The notions of color conilpotent and color connected are related. Color conilpotence is easier to
check, but color connectedness is better to argue with.

Proposition 1.22. A color connected coalgebra is a color conilpotent coalgebra and a A-flat conilpo-
tent coalgebra is color connected.

Proof. If C' is color connected, say ¢ € F, Q(C) n C, by induction there is some N such that
Z[N]( ) = 0. This is clear for ¢ € FQC and if c € FnQHC A C then A(c) € F2C ® FYC so there
is some NN such that (A[ ]®zd)A( ) = A[NH](C) 0. Vice—versa, assume that C' is A-flat
color conilpotent. Again using induction, as Fo C =F QC’ we can assume that F), N.Cc Fg_IC.
Now, if ¢ € ker(A[ ]), then, since C' 1s A-flat, Ac) € ker(A[ ]®zd) N ker(zd@Z[n_”) =

kerA" M@ C A C@kerA" ) c FQ F® FQ C and ce F2C. 0
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Lemma 1.23. A color coaugmented coalgebra C colored by X is A-flat if C is flat. In particular,
A flatness is automatic over a field or if C is free.

Proof. Consider the short exact sequence 0— ker(z[n]) C —im (Z[n]) — 0. By right exactness
of®: ker(A™@C - C®C — im (A™)@C — 0 exact. If Cis flat, 0 — im (A"Mec® - ceC

is exact and hence ker(A [ ]) ®C ®id ®C an ®1d C®¥" ® C is exact and ker(A [ 1 ® id) =
ker(A™) ® C. O
|

Proposition 1.24. For a decomposition finite colored monoid M, the categorical coalgebra C[M
1s colored by its objects and color coaugmented.

If M only has identities as invertibles, then C[M] is colored by its grouplikes. If additionally,
C[M] is color nilpotent, then it is color connected.

In particular, if M has a proper degree function, is locally finite and has no non—trivial identities,
then it is colored by its grouplikes and is color connected.

Proof. The first statement is clear by construction. If identities are the only invertible elements,
then by Lemma[I.12] they are grouplike, and these are also the only semigrouplike elements. Hence,
C[M] is colored by its grouplikes As C[ ] is free being color nilpotent implies being color
connected by Lemma [T.23]and Proposition [T The last statement follows from the previous ones
and Corollary O

1.3.2. Colored bialgebras and the free bialgebra FB[M] on a colored monoid. Generally, we will say
that a bialgebra has an attribute like colored, color connected etc. if its coalgebra does.

Lemma 1.25. Given a colored connected bialgebra colored by X the ideal I generated by x — vy, for
x,y € X is a coideal and C'/I is Quillen connected.

Proof. Indeed, e(x —y) =1—-1=0and A(z —y) =22z —yQR®y=2Q (x —y) + (z — y) v,
so I is a coideal. C/I is single colored and coaugmented as C[X]/I = R. The induced filtration
FTQ(C’/I) = FTQC/(I N FTQC) is still exhaustive. O

The following construction is key for many examples. In particular for constructing bialgebras
from posets or quivers.

For a set X let X* = II,eny, X " be the free monoid on X. The unit 1 is represented by
the empty product. If M is a monoid then M* additionally carries a componentwise monoidal
structure: (ai,...,an)(b1,...,bn) = (a1by, ..., apby). Consider RM™) as the free unital algebra on
M>*. If M is decomposition finite, this has a coalgebra structure induced by that of C[M], whose
comultiplication is given by A(l) =1®1 and A((a1,...,ay)) = Z(agl), e ,a,(ll)) ® (a?), e ,ag));
where A(a;) = Z a; ®a ) is the coproduct of C[M]. The counit is €((a1,...,an)) = €(ay) - - - e(an).
These structures make R( “) into a unital counital bialgebra with counit e and unit 1, which we
will denote by FB[M].

Proposition 1.26. If M is a monoid colored by X, then M™* is colored by X*. In this case the
underlying algebra structure of FB[M] is graded by the monoid X* and the underlying coalgebra
of FB[M] is a X* colored, and Proposition applies.

Proof. The coloring is given by s(ai,...,a,) = (s(a1),...,s(ay)) and t(ay, ..., a,)
= (t(a1),...,t(ayn)). The computations are then straightforward. O

In this construction the original composition is turned into a coproduct. Then a free product is
added to make a bialgebra. If M is interpreted as a category C, this is the categorical coalgebra
for the free monoidal category C®. The case were there already is a monoidal structure, which is
not necessarily free, is treated in
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2. PATH-LIKE CO- AND BIALGEBRAS, CONVOLUTION INVERSES & ANTIPODES

2.1. QT-filtration and convolution inverses. In order to define antipodes, or more generally
convolution inverses, it is useful to regard filtrations, as in good cases one can recursively build
up the antipode from its value on the degree 0 part. To this end, we put forward the definition
of a QT-filtration (Quillen—Takeuchi) that generalizes the classical graded, coalgebra, coradical,
Quillen [Qui67] filtrations and their colored conilpotent versions. This notion is what is needed to
prove a general version of Takeuchi’s Lemma [Tak71|, for the existence of convolution inverses.

Definition 2.1. A QTfiltration of a coalgebra C is a filtration of C' by R—submodules FﬁT(C ),p =
0 such that

(1) FOQTC’ = S is a subcoalgebra.

(2) A(FTO) c FP 0RO+ CRFYC.
We call a QT-filtration a QT-sequence if the filtration is exhaustive, i.e. C' = U;io F;C and call
the QT-sequence split, if F(?TC is a direct summand, that is 0 — F(?TC - C — FOQTC'/C — 0 is
split.
pA coaugmented coalgebra is QT—connected if is has a QT-sequence whose degree 0 part is Re.

Remark 2.2. Note that a QT-filtration is defined by specifying a base, that is a subcoalgebra
S and setting: Fy*' C' = S and F°'C' = {z[A(z) e CRFY C + FX CRFXC + FPTCR ).
Quillen’s original filtration [Qui67] for a coaugmented coalgebra is obtained from S = F(?T = Re.
In the category of R-coalgebras, every coalgebra filtration gives rise to a QT—filtration with S being
the degree 0 part.

The filtration associated with the grading of an N-graded coalgebra (FO' := {z|degz < r})
is a QT-filtration based on F(?T, because FZ-QT c FTQT if 7 < 7. FiQT F]QT c F,QT FqQT
if i < rand j < ¢q. Given a Z graded filtration, with Cy a subcoalgebra, and with A(F,) <
Fp 1 XIC+CXFp_1,p > 0and A(F,) € Fp1XIC+CX Fpy1,p < 0, setting F,,QT =F,+F ,,p=0
produces a QT-filtration.

Theorem 2.3. Consider a coalgebra C' with counit € and an algebra A with unit n. Given a QT-
sequence {FiQT}fO:O on C, such that Emt}%(C’/FOQTC’, A) =0, for any element f of Hom(C, A), f is

*-invertible if and only if the restriction f| ar, is *-invertible in Hom(FOQTC, A).
0

C

Proof. First assume that f is convolution invertible in Hom(C, A), and let g be *-inverse of f. By
L QT . _ _
restriction to Fy* C, see Lemma it follows that (no e)]Foc,gTC = (f~ g)\Fé;)TC = f]FOQTC * g\FOQTC

and (1o €)|qer, is the unit of the restricted convolution algebra Hom(FOQTC’, A). Thus g|per, is
0 0

a right x-inverse of f] por. By symmetry, it is also a left *-inverse and thus the x-inverse in the
0

restricted algebra.

Conversely, assume that f| qr is convolution invertible in Hom(F(?TC’, A). Thus, there is an
0

C
element g of Hom(FOQTC, A) such that fxg=noe=gx* f on FOQTC’. We can extend the R-linear
map g to C' as the restriction morphisms Hom(C, A) — Hom(FOQTC, A) is surjective due to the
assumption that E:ct(C’/F(?TC’, A) = 0. Because the convolution algebra (Hom(C, A),*,noe) is a
unital monoid, if we show that both f*g and g« f have a *-inverse this will imply f has a *-inverse.
Thus, replacing f with f * g, we may assume f|FéQTC = T]O€|FOQTC that is no e]FggTC — f]F(?TC = 0.
Since the filtration is exhaustive, for every x € C, there exists a natural number N such that x € Fiy
and (f —noe)*™N)(z) = 0. Indeed, after using the coassociativity for the diagonal to decrease the
filtration degree, every summand from AN+ () = >, T(1)T(2)%(3)-- T(N+1) has to contain a factor
in FpC according to the definition of the QT-filtration, and hence n o € — f annihilates each term.
So, the infinite sum h = 3.2 (n o e — f)*' is locally finite and yields a well defined map—where
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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 —noe)xh+noexh=(f —noe)xh+h=
— > (moe— )+ 37 (noe—f)* = (noe— f)** =noe. The fact that hx f = noe can be
checked in the same way. Therefore, we conclude h is *-inverse of f.

]

Note that if FOQTC is a direct summand, i.e. the sequence 0 — F(?TC - (C - C’/F(?TC — 0
splits, the Ext group vanishes, and the first condition is automatically met.

We say that a bialgebra has a QT—sequence, if the coalgebra has a QT—sequence. In this situation,
Theorem yields the generalization of the results of Quillen and Takeuchi, and we recover many
of the existence theorems for antipodes as special cases.

Theorem 2.4. A bialgebra with a QT-sequence and Emt}%(C/F(?C, C) = 0 is Hopf, i.e. has an

antipode, if and only if id|FQTC has a * inverse. U
0
Corollary 2.5. A bialgebra with a split QT-sequence is Hopf if and only if id .o, has a convolution
0
inverse. In particular, if C is a split QT—connected bialgebra, then it is Hopf 0.
Proof. The first part directly follows from Theorem If C' is QT—connected then S(e) = e is the
required antipode on FOQ C. O

Proposition 2.6. The Quillen filtration FRC, cf. (L.17), for a color coaugmented coalgebra colored
by X is a QT-filtration and a QT-sequence if C is connected. For a A—flat color coaugmented
coalgebra colored by X the conilpotent filtration FNC, cf. (1.21)), is a QT filtration with F(?TC' =
C[X] which is exhaustive if A is conilpotent.

Proof. The first part follows from the fact that in this situation, A = @ G heX x X Ay and thus

T . T

FPTC = FP(0) with FPTC = C[X] = @ yesp
as cg + ¢ € C = C[X]® C with ¢ in ker(z[r]), then by Theorem Ae) = cp®co+ixA(E) ®
¢+ c®ixp(e) + Ae) with A(e) € ker(Z[rfl]) ® id. Thus, by definition of A-flatness A(c) €
FCRCOCRFCF—1XC. O

©) Rg. For the second part: decompose c € F,.(C)

Corollary 2.7. A bialgebra whose coalgebra is colored by X and color connected, or whose coalgebra
is a A—flat color coaugmented coalgebra with colors X has an antipode if and only if every generator
x € C[X] has a algebra inverse 1. O

The Proposition allows to give a recursive definition in both cases.

2.2. Sg—flavored bi— and coalgebras. In this section, we introduce a type of coalgebra which
has a QT-filtration based on a decomposition according to (g, h)-primitives. This generalizes path-
coalgebras and colored coalgebras and subsumes the notions of graded connected coalgebras and
May’s component coalgebras [MP12]. This type of idea is also used in [TW74].

Definition 2.8. Let C be a R-coalgebra and g and h be semigrouplike elements. We define the

(g, h)-reduced comultiplication to be Ay p(z) = A(z) —2®g - h®@z.
Lemma 2.9. Pairs of Ay s have the following associators:
(B ®id) Ay p(2) = (i[d®Dg ) Ay u(z) = 2V @ (h—g) @2 —2@(h—9)®g—h®(h—g)®z (2.1)

The Zg := Ay 4 are coassociative, thus, the iterated reduced comultiplication Zgn] (z) is well-defined.
Furthermore, if g is grouplike and x € kere, then (e ® id)Agy(z) = (id ® €)Ay(z) = 0.
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Proof. The first claim follows from the calculation:
(Bgn ®@id)Agp(x) — (id @ Ay p)Ag n(x) =
= Z 21 @212 @ ) — Z 1 @ (2D & (22)

xT

2V R¢es% —he:Vez? 2020 Q9+209Q09+hR2®g+h®gx (2:2)
[V R2P®¢-2Vh®:® +20hg-h@2MV P +h®sQ9+h®hQ2]
—2V@h-g)@2? —20(h-9)®g-h®(h-g) o

The second claim is straightforward, e.g. (e ® id)Ay(z) = x — e(x)g — €(g)z = 0. O

Given a coalgebra C', we will inductively define R—modules each depending on two semigrouplike
elements g, h € sgpl(C). These are simultaneously defined for all pairs of such elements and yield
pieces of a filtration.

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

F2Cyn = {2[Bgn(z) =€ Yyespmic) Ft1Cat ML Crn}.

In words, FZ Cy.p, is the subset in which every element  has the property that if Ay, (z) = 3] Ve
23 then for each summand z(1) ® 22 there exists a semigrouplike element ¢ with AONS Ff_ng,t
and z(?) € Fr?_lCt,h. This is also a R-module as every F,?C'ghg2 with g1, g2 € sgpl(C) is a R-module
inductively. The (g, h)-Quillen component of C' is defined to be FQC’QJL =Dli>0 FiQCgvh.

Lemma 2.10. The FiQCg,h yield filtrations of the FQC’g,h; that is Fngh c Fi+16§h fori=0.

Proof. We use induction. Base case: to show that Rg n Rh = FOQC'QJZ c FlQC’g,h pick = € F()QCgﬁ,
say x = rg, then Zg7h($) = —z®he FOC!?hFOC,?h. By induction assume that Fn,lcfh c FnC;“?h.
Let z € Fi?Cyp. Then Dy n(z) € Yyeopmiic) Frr1Con B Fn1C3 & Yieommicy FnCoi R FLCP, by
induction hypothesis, and thus = € Fn+1052h . U

Definition 2.11. The filtrations of C’fh yield a common filtration FTQ"C = Zgﬁ FrQCg’h—the
bivariate Quillen filtration. We say a coalgebra C' is sg—flavored (sg stands for semigrouplike) if the
bivariate Quillen filtration is exhaustive, that is C' = Z( 9.1),9,hesgpl(C) Cgh and split if FOQ"C is a
direct summand. A bi- or Hopf-algebra is sg—flavored if the underlying coalgebra is sg—flavored.
Remark 2.12. Note all semigrouplike elements of C' lie in FOQ“C and all skew primitive elements
C lie in FIQ"C. The degree zero component FOC!?h may be non—empty, if g, h are two distinct
semigrouplike elements, it may happen that there exist s,¢ € R such that sg = th so that Rgn Rh +
0. This complication does not appear over a ground field R = k or if the respective submodules
are free over Z, as the equation then implies that g = h.

C’;‘?h is never empty. This is clear for g = h. For g #h A(g—h) =g® (9—h) + (¢ —h) ® h and
hence A, p,(g—h) =0¢€ F(?"Cg’tFOQ"C't,h for any t. Thus, if there is more than one semigrouplike
element, the sum C' =3 C’gh is never direct, as g — h is in (Cg% + C’,?,h) N C’gh.

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 C, j, by k(g — h) following the line of arguments presented in [Mon93].
Note that the corresponding splittings are not unique.

Lemma 2.13. The R-modules F2**C := Zg,h Frth forr =0, form a QT-filtration, which is a
QT-sequence if C is sg—flavored.
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Proof. By definition the elements in FOQ"C are multiples of semigrouplike elements and hence FC'
is a subcoalgebra. Condition (2) for a QTfiltration is satisfied by construction. In the sg—flavored
case, the filtration is exhaustive by definition. O

Theorem 2.14. For an sg—flavored coalgebra with Ext}%(C/F(?"C, A) = 0, an element f of
Hom(C, A), f is x-invertible if and only if the restriction f|.qr . is x-invertible in Hom(F(?"C, A).
0

In particular, a split sg—flavored bialgebra is a Hopf algebra if FOQ"C is the quotient of a group
algebra by a Hopf ideal.

Proof. By Lemma |2 Theorem [2.4] applies and we need that id has an antipode Now on any
semigrouplike there is only one possible value for the antipode: S(g) = g1, if it exists. Thus, S
being defined on g is equivalent to g being invertible.

If g is grouplike, so is g_1 so that g_1 e F Q"C This follows from applying the counit constraints
to1®1=A(1) =A(gg™") =S g(gH ®g( ~1)(), Thus for the second statement, the antipode
is fixed on the generators and descends precisely if the quotient is by a Hopf ideal. O

The following Proposition explains the usual constructions of antipodes which pass through a
connected quotient.

Proposition 2.15. Let B be a sg—flavored split bialgebra all of whose semigrouplikes are grouplike,
then the ideal I spanned by g — h for g, h € gpl(C) is a coideal and B"* = B/I is a Hopf algebra.

Proof. As before (g —h)=1—1=0and A(g—h) =g® (9 —h) + (9 — h) ® h. This filtration is
exhaustive, as it is induced by the quotient, F°** (c/I) = FQe (C’)/(ImFrQ"). The bivariate Quillen
filtration on the quotient is simply the Quillen filtration. The splitting passes to the quotient and
as a Quillen connected bialgebra C'/I is Hopf. g

It is possible to truncate to only the grouplike and skew primitive elements.

Proposition 2.16. If a bialgebra B is generated by grouplike and skew primitive elements, then it
18 sg—flavored.

Proof. 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
Xy ---x1. If xis a (g, h)-skew primitive and 2’ is a (¢/, h')-skew primitive, it follows that

A(zz') — (9 @ z2’ + 22’ @ hh') = ¢’ ® ha' + g2’ @ =k (2.3)

where zg’ is a (gg’, hg')-skew primitive, ha' is a (hg’, hh')-skew primitive, gz’ is a (g¢’, gh')-skew
primitive and xh’ is a (gh’, hh')-skew primitive. Therefore,

A(:C:E/) — (gg/ Rz’ +r2' ® hh/) € F?"ng/ﬁgl FlQ"Chg/ﬁh/ + FlQ"ng/’gh/ FlQ" Con' i (2.4)

and zx’ € FZQ"ng/,hh/. We claim any word of skew primitive elements x, ---x; belongs to a
component. We proceed by induction with the above observation providing the base case. Sup-
pose x1 - -+ X1 belongs to some component for every possible product of skew primitive elements.
Applying Lemma to Tp(Tp—1 - 1) finishes that proof. O

Lemma 2 17. Let B be a bialgebra and g, h,p,q be grouplikes and x be (p, q)-skew primitive, then

Q Q Q
ngh cov va.ph and :L'Cgh c Cpgqh
Proof. In fact, pF, BQ c F, B oh and xF), B e FnHC}% ah We prove these relations by induc-
tion. 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 par-

ticular, we have gz is a (gp, gq)-skew primitive element. Now we assume pFn_lth c F,_ 131% oh

Observe for z € Fnth and Zg’h(z) =2 21)® 22 € Ztesgpl(C) Fn—lB?,t Fn—lth~ By algebraic
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manipulations, it follows Ay (p2z) = Y, P2(1) @ pz(2) where Ay, ph(pz) € Dies gpl(c) pF,_ 1Bgt X
pE,_ 1BtQh By induction hypothesis: Apgph(pz) Ztesgpl ) Fn- 1Bpg P t ph Therefore,

pz € F, Bpg oh and pFnB;’?h c F, Bpg oh Now, we assume an_lth c FnCpg,qh- Observe
Apgan(22) = 29 @ q2 + Z P21y @ w29y + Z r2(1) ® qz(2) + pz @ h (2.5)
SO

Apgan(r2) € FAIBY  KqFuB2, + Y pFu B2, ®aF, 1B,
tesgpl(C)

Y aF, 1By RqF, 1B, +pF,BY, WFABY , (2.6)
tesgpl(C)

Using the previous result for grouplike elements and that M < M’ and N < N’ as submodules,
then M XIN < M'[x] N'.

Apg.anl(az) € F,BY K F, qu ot > FE.B pgpt X F, Bm ot
tesgpl(C)

Z Fanth Fntth + FnBi;Qg,ph FnBI;Qh,qh' (27)
tesgpl(C)

Hence, zz € FnHB O

pg,qh’

Proposition 2.18. Let B be a split sg—flavored bialgebra all of whose semigrouplikes are grouplike
and let m : B — B"¢ be the projection. The Brown map defined as

Ap:B—B®r B, Agx)=> 2V @r@?) (2.8)
1s a Hopf coaction.
Proof. The result of both iterations is >z @ 7(z®?) @ w(z®)). O

2.3. Pathlike coalgebras. In many applications, we need a notion which is stronger than being
sg—flavored, yet is weaker than being QT-connected.

Definition 2.19. A sg-flavored coalgebra is said to be pathlike if
(1) sgpl(C) = gpl(C)
(2) F(?”C' = RlPh) = @D yegpi(c) Rg as a submodule.
We say a pathlike coalgebra is split, if FoC 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 coalgebra is.
At the moment, we will disregard semigrouplike elements that are not grouplike. Handling such

elements is more tricky and they only appear in torsion, but they might be of interest in the
situation with modified counits, [GCKT20b, §2.2] and for applications like [KMM?20].

Example 2.20. As expected by the name, the path coalgebra of a quiver @) is pathlike. Indeed,
sgpl = gpl equals the set of vertices V(Q). The base is given by the sum of the Rv n Rw = §, 4 Ry,

thus FQC = @, Rv. Note that Cngh = Ré+ R(g — h), if there is a directed edge € from g to
h. It is split and F(?"C is free.

The assumptions allow us to simplify and strengthen Theorem [2.14
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Theorem 2.21. Let C' be pathlike coalgebra and A algebra with E:Ut(C/FOQ"C, A) = 0. An element
f € Hom(C, A) has an *-inverse in the convolution algebra Hom(C, A) if and only if for every
grouplike element g, f(g) has an inverse as ring element in A.
In particular, in this situation, a character is x-invertible if and only if it is grouplike invertible.
Furthermore, a pathlike bialgebra B is a Hopf algebra if and only if the set of grouplike elements
form a group.

Proof. By Theorem f having a *-inverse is equivalent to the restriction of f on @ 9egpl(C) Rg
considered as an element in Hom (P gegpi(c) BY; A) having a convolution inverse. Say that for each
g € gpl(C), f(g) € A has an inverse then setting h(g) = f(g)~! defines a convolution inverse on
F[?“C, as (fxh)(g) = f(g)h(g) = 1a = na(ec(g)) —symmetrically for h x g. On the other hand,
if f has a convolution inverse f*~!, then the extension of h(g) = f(g)~! as above also yields a
convolution inverse and these must agree.

Using Corollary and the Theorem above, having an antipode on B is equivalent to having
an antipode on FOQC' = @gegpl 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. ]

The following proposition will cover the targeted examples.

Proposition 2.22. A color connected colored coalgebra C' is a pathlike coalgebra. In particular, a
A—flat color conilpotent colored coalgebra is a pathlike coalgebra.

Proof. Let C be colored by X = sgpl(C). In view of Proposition we need to check if the
sg—flavored coalgebra is pathlike. Being color coaugmented means that all semigrouplike elements
are grouplike elements, since (1 —€(g))g = 0, and the submodule Ry is free if and only if e(g) = 1.

By definition F§***(C) = C[gpl(C)] = D yeqpi(c) R9- 0

Proposition 2.23. The coopposite of an sg—flavored, respectively pathlike, coalgebra is also sg—
flavored, respectively pathlike.

Proof. First, sgpl(C°P) = sgpl(C'). Now, the definition of the filtration is symmetric and thus it
is also exhaustive for C°P. The further conditions for pathlike then only concern the R—module
structure, which remains unchanged. O

Remark 2.24. This means that there is a Drinfel’d double for sg—flavored or pathlike Hopf algebras,
see e.g. [Kas95, IX 4].

Corollary 2.25. The antipode of a split sg—flavored Hopf algebra H is bijective.

Proof. Using Proposition [2.23] and Theorem it follows that HP is also a Hopf algebra.
Indeed, id| Qe 18 generated by sgpl (C), so that the antipode on the generators exists and is fixed
0

as S(g) = g~'. When restricted to FOQ"H P = FOQ"H , S provides a convolution inverse for
AOP|FOQ..HCOP = A|FOQ..H and hence extends to HP. Let T be the antipode for H*? and S the
antipode for H.

Then for h € H, we have h)T'(hq1)) = e(h)ly = T(h())h@) (notice the difference from the
normal axiom of an antipode). Applying S and using the fact S is an algebra antihomomorphism,
it follows that (S o T)(hq))S(h)) = €(h)1g = S(h(1))(S o T)(h(2)). We see (S oT) is both a left
and a right convolution inverse to S. Thus, S oT' = Idy since the convolution inverse is unique.
Replacing h by S(h) in h)T(h1)) = e(h)ly = T(h(g))h(), it follows that S(hy))(T o S)(h()) =
e(h)1g = (T 0 S)(ha))S(he)) Thus, T oS = Idy, and we conclude that S is a bijection. O

A subclass of examples related to the topology of loop spaces [MP12] is of the following special
diagonal form.
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Definition 2.26. A coaugmented coalgebra C over R which has a decomposition into Quillen
connected subcoalgebras, C' = @ 9egpl(C) Cy with Cy = Rg® Cy, where Rg is free is called looplike.
It is a component coalgebra in case it is graded and the degree 0 part is C[X].

The name looplike stems from the fact a path coalgebra for a category that is totally disconnected
has such a form. Disconnected means that for any two objects X # Y, Hom(X,Y) = ¢ 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 the set of grouplike elements. In the arrow set
of @ there is no arrow between any distinct vertices i.e. Q(x,y) = @& if z # y € V. Note that
counterintuitively, even for a looplike coalgebra, FthT is non-zero as g— h is a (g, h)—skew primitive,
as mentioned above, see Remark

Remark 2.27. This notion of component coalgebra is motivated by H,(X,R) and H.(QX, R),
where X is a based space. If both modules are R-flat, the first homology ring is a component
coalgebra and the second ring is a component Hopf algebra. Moreover, the condition for the second
ring to be connected in the coalgebra sense is equivalent to X being connected in the topology
sense; cf. [MP12].

Proposition 2.28. A looplike coalgebra is a pathlike coalgebra.

Proof. By definition A,4(c) = A(c) — g ® ¢ — ¢ ® g which when restricted to C, coincides with the
comultiplication on the coaugmented algebra C, = Rg @® C,. The latter has e;(g) = 1, n4(1) = g
and nge; = ¢4 as the projection to the first factor. Now as A(Cy) < Cy X C, by assumption and
hence Zg :Cy — CyX¥ICy 4 and Cy < FQCg, since Cy is Quillen connected. The counit is compatible
by Lemma viz. «5|CgC FRC,, = €g- Thus, we can identify Cj as lying inside the diagonal part
F QTC’g,g of the bivariate Quillen filtration. Hence the bivariate Quillen filtration is exhaustive as
the C, already exhaust C. The degree 0 part is C[X] by definition and there are no semigrouplike
elements as €(g) # 0 for semigrouplikes. O

3. F{ENORMALIZATION7 QUOTIENTS AND LOCALIZATION

The obstruction to having a Hopf algebra structure on a pathlike bialgebra is the invertibility
of the grouplike elements. There are basically two approaches to remedy this perceived deficiency.
One is adding formal inverses, which is possible by universal constructions. But, as at the end of
the day, for renormalization a la Connes—Kreimer, one actually only needs convolution inverses for
characters, there is another option. This is to restrict the target algebras or to 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. The commutativity assumption is natural. Namely, if the target
algebra is not commutative, then the convolution of two characters need not be a character. We
first briefly explain the setup to give the motivation for these constructions.

3.1. Recollections on renormalization via characters. A renormalization scheme in the Connes—
Kreimer formalization of the BPHZ renormalization [CKO00], is defined on the convolution algebra of

a bialgebra with a Rota-Baxter (RB) algebra, see also [MN16,DEEFG16, EFKO05,|Guol2|. Readers
not familiar with RB algebras may consult Appendix [B]

A Feynman rule is a character in the convolution algebra ¢ € Homp_q4(5, A). The renormal-
ization of ¢ based on a Rota—Baxter (RB)-operator is a pair of characters ¢+ € Homp_q4(B, A+)
such that ¢ = ¢_! x ¢, see Appendix [B| for the definition of the subalgebras A.. The character
¢+ is then the renormalized Feynman rule. It was shown in [CK00,/CKO01| that there is a unique
such decomposition for the Connes—Kreimer Hopf algebra of graphs and a commutative RB alge-
bra, if ¢ is the exponential of an infinitesimal character. The solution is then given by a recursive
formula. This was generalized in [EFGKO05| for B any connected bialgebra and a character that
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is the exponential of an infinitesimal character. The following analysis provides the background
for a generalization of these results to the case of a bialgebra with a QT—sequence. If B is a Hopf
algebra, then the inverse is given by ¢_' = ¢_ o S, see Proposition , but if A or the character
has special properties, then the full assumption of B being Hopf is not necessary.

3.2. Quotients and quantum deformations for grouplike central and invertible char-
acters. We have already seen that taking the somewhat drastic quotient by FOQ (C) makes an
sg—flavored coalgebra connected. There are, however, intermediary quotients, which make charac-
ters with special properties invertible. These are also motivated by the natural examples |[CK98,
CKO00,/CKO1,[EFK05, MN16]. We use the notation 1 = 1p.

Proposition 3.1. The ideal J = ([B, B]) spanned by the commutators is a coideal. And, if A is
commutative, then any character ¢ € Homp_q4(B, A), factors through B“™ = B/(|B, B]).

PTOOf. J is a coideal: A(abfba) = Za(l)b(1)®a(2)b(2) fb(l)a(1)®b(2)®a(1) = (a(l)b(l) *b(l)a(l))®
a(z)b@) + b(l)a(l)(a(z)b@) — b(2)a(2)) and €(ab — ba) = 0. Since ¢ : I < ker(¢), the statement
follows. O

Proposition 3.2. A grouplike normalized character factors through the quotient B™? = B/Iy
where Iy is the ideal spanned by 1 — g for g € gpl(B).

Proof. We need to check that I is a coideal. Indeed, A(1—¢g) =101 —-9g®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) < I since g—h = (1—h)— (1 —g) = g — h. This is the line which keeps the sum
in a pathlike bialgebra from being direct, see Remark

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 3.3. I¢ is a coideal and the bialgebra B/Ic and any grouplike central character factors
through B/I¢.

Proof. The fact that I is a coideal follows as in Proposition[3.1] For any grouplike central character,
d(ag — ga) =0, so ker(¢) o I¢. d

For a grouplike invertible central character, there is a universal construction which can be viewed
as a quantum deformation and gives rise to a Brown type coaction. Consider the algebra Bq =
Blqy, q;l] /K : g € gpl(B),g # 1, that is the ring of Laurent polynomials with coefficients in the
possibly noncommutative B modulo the ideal K generated by q4qn = qgn, which is well defined
as the grouplikes form a monoid. The polynomial rings B, = Blq|/K,q € gpl(B),g # 1is a
subbialgebra. The bialgebra B, can be viewed as a multi-parameter quantum deformation.

Note the gq4 lie in the center of Bq. Endow Bg with the bialgebra structure where the g, q;l are
grouplike, then K is a coideal. Consider the ideal I of the Laurent series generated by ¢, — g which
descends to Bq. In the quotient Bq/I, the image of the grouplike elements lies in the center.

Proposition 3.4. I is a coideal for Bq and similarly for its subbialgebra By.
Any grouplike central character can be lifted to By and factors through the quotient By/I ~ B/Ic.

Any grouplike invertible central character ¢ can be lifted to a chamcteré : Bq — A. Furthermore,
& factors through the quotient Bgq/I as b = ¢on and embedding B — Bq — Bq/I: ¢(m(b)) = ¢(b).
As qg — 1: Bq — B and By/I — B/Iy.

Proof. By definition €(qg—g) = 1—1 =0 and A(gg—9g) = q,®q—9®9 = (49— 9)®(gy+9), s0 I is
a coideal in all cases. The lift is given by ¢(qy) = ¢#(g) and consequentially for Bq gb(q;l) = ¢(g)~ L.
The other statements follow from ¢(g) = ngS(qg). Note that the image of g in Bg/I lies in the center,
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since g4 does, which shows the isomorphism B,/I ~ B/I¢ as exactly these grouplike elements have
been made central.

The statement about the limit of Bq is clear for B,/I; notice that as ¢ — 1 all the elements
g ~ 1 which is the quotient by Iy.

The last statement is straightforward. ([l

Proposition 3.5. Let B be split pathlike then %Bq/I ~ B"**®r R[qy, q;l]/K and similarly for the
polynomial subrings.

Proof. The correspondence is given by collecting the factors of gy, respectively g, ! on the right, as
they are central. O

This quantum deformation also lets us make the coaction of Brown of Proposition more
commutative and gives a nice interpretation in terms of polynomials and Laurent series.

Definition 3.6. The central quotient Hopf coaction for a split sg—flavored bialgebra is given by
Ap : Bq/T - Bg/I® B™, Ap(x) = ) 20y @7(2() (3.1)
where now both factors are Hopf algebras and 7 simply sets the factors g; = 1 on the left to 1.

Remark 3.7. For the polynomial version in the operad case, the isomorphism in the proposition
was realized as the quotient by the ideal (| — ¢) in [GCKT20a, §2.6], see also

3.3. Adding formal inverses. In general, one can formally invert the grouplike 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 multiplicative 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~ A is an object, together with a
morphism 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™1A — A’. There is an
abstract construction in the general case, but it is not effective if there are no other conditions. It
can be realized as a quotient of the free algebra of R-linear alternating words in A and S. Assuming
that A unital, set

TRAQS?) = ROAQSPTHAQRSPTQARSPD... (3.2)
which is an algebra by concatenation. The unit is 1p, where we identify R ®r M = M for any
R-module M. Then AS™! = Tr(A® S°P)/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® 55
where we write § to indicate the factors of S°P. In this notation 5753 = 5951 by the definition of
the opposite multiplication. We let €(a ® 3) := €(a)e(s) .
If A is also a bialgebra, S is also semigrouplike, and €(S) < R* then we define the comultiplication:

Ala®3) =Y (V) ®5) @ (a? ®3) (3.3)
This fixes the comultiplication on the free algebra via the bialgebra equation. Defining the counit

as €(a® 3) = €(a)e(s) ™!, defines the counit on the free algebra.

Proposition 3.8. I is a coideal and hence AS™' is a bialgebra. Similarly one can define a left
localization S™YA by using Tr(S? ® A).

Proof. This is a straightforward calculation:
1) Al®1-1p)=1010101-1pR1lp=(101-1r)R(1®1+1g) e I® A.
(2) A(s®5—1p) = (s®5)R®(s®S) —1lp=(sQ5+1p)®(s®5— 1) e ARI
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(3) A(a®1®d'®5—ad'®s) = 3] a(1)Q1®Y] a(; ®5Ra(2) ®1®a(5®5—3 a(1)a(; @5®0(2) A5 @S =
0mod (I®A+AR®I)

(4) A(a®5®1®5 —a®55) =201)®5Q1®FRan 51X —aq)®55 ®ax® 35 =
O0mod (I®A+AR®I)

For the counit, it is a straightforward check that e(I) = 0. t

3.4. Calculus of fractions. There is a more concise version of this construction if the Ore con-
dition and cancellability are met. This gives a calculus of fraction, similar to the calculus of
roofs [GMO3]. The right Ore condition states that

Vae A,se€S5,3d' e A,s"eS:as=5"d (3.4)

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 3.9. If these conditions are met any element of AS™! can be written as as™'. Fur-
thermore, there is an injective algebra homomorphisms j : A — AS™L, which is universal in the
sense that any morphisms f : A — B such that f(s) is invertible has a unique lift to g : AS™' — B
such that f = gj. Finally, the left and right fractions become isomorphic.

Proof. See [Art99). O

Remark 3.10. For a free non—commutative algebra R{z,y} and S =< y > the condition is not
met. For the Weyl algebra R{x,y}/(xy — yx = 1) the condition is met [Art99).

In similar spirit, if the product is the tensor product in a monoidal category, the Ore condition
is usually not met, as X ® Y is rarely Y ® X. In the case of interest, where one needs to invert the
identities idx, one would need a Y and a morphism ¢ such that for a given morphism f ® idx =
idy ® g. In the commutative case this always holds. In particular, it does hold in the symmetric
monoidal setting when using the coinvariants B*°, see

A further route of exploration is to use higher homotopy commutativity, i.e. an Ey for the Ore
condition.

For a grouplike central character of a pathlike coalgebra, one does not need full commutativity
of B for the Ore condition, but only that of grouplikes. In this case, one can invert the ideal in
B/I¢, where the Ore condition holds. Equivalently one can work with B, and the quotient by 1.

Lemma 3.11. In the special case of By the multiplicative set S spanned by the q4 is Ore, since
these elements are central, and S is cancellable. The localization ByS™! is the Laurent-series ring
By.

Proof. The cancellability is clear, since a polynomial vanishes if and only if all of its coefficients do.
The isomorphisms is given by g, — dq I which exists by the universal property. ]

Remark 3.12 (Abelian case, Grothendieck construction). In the fully commutative 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 and S a multiplicatively closed subset, the
localization S~! is given by S™!R = R x S/ ~ where (r,5) ~ (1, s') if there is a t € S such that
t(rs’ —r's) = 0. Similar constructions can be found in [Sch87].

Remark 3.13 (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 products. These appear naturally for isomorphisms [FLI1|, [KW17,
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§6.2]. For the example of the algebra of morphisms of a category, the Ore condition is guaranteed
if there is a commutative diagram for every pair (a, s):

X—sY (3.5)

J )

X/ - Y/
S/
3.5. Application to pathlike bialgebras. The following results follow in a straightforward fash-
ion from the previous ones.

Theorem 3.14. Let B be a pathlike bialgebra:

(1) Ewvery grouplike invertible character has a x-inverse and vice—versa.

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

(3) The bialgebra Bq/I is Hopf and the » inverse of a grouplike central character ¢ € Hom(B, A)

when lifted and factored through ¢ € Hom(Bgq/I, A) has an inverse computed by ) ' = $o8S.

(4) Let S = gpl(B), then the left localization BS™! is a Hopf algebra. Moreover if S is satisfies

the Ore condition and is cancelable, there is an injection B — BS~! and By/I = BS™'/J
where J is the ideal generated by bg — gb with b € B, g € gpl(B).

[l

Proof. The first part is in Theorem [2.21] The second part is an application of the same theorem.
The third part then follows from Lemma|3.11|and Proposition The last part is straightforward.
O

4. COLORED BIALGEBRAS FROM FEYNMAN CATEGORIES

Deconcatenation is a way to turn a category or colored monoid into a coalgebra, if certain con-
ditions are met. One way to obtain a bialgebra from a coalgebra C is to consider the free algebra
which is the tensor algebra T'C' and extend A using the bialgebra equation. More generally, if the
colored monoid has a product structure, that is actually a monoidal structure for the category, one
can ask if the bialgebra equation holds for the product p = ® and the deconcatenation coproduct
A. The answer is that it does for Feynman categories, see [KW17], that are suitably decomposi-
tion finite, so that A is well defined. The axioms for a Feynman category roughly say 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. There are two cases: one
with symmetries, i.e. a symmetric monoidal structure, and one without. The latter is simpler as
the former necessitates to pass to equivalence classes, which also makes the product commutative.
Concretely, we will consider the bialgebras B(F) for non-symmetric and B*°(F) for symmetric
Feynman categories. With some conditions, both cases are color coaugmented and hence pathlike
by Proposition and hence Theorem applies.

The grouplike elements correspond to the objects and are 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 lie 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.

4.1. Feynman categories and gradings.
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Notation 4.1. Iso(F) is the subcategory of all objects of F with their isomorphisms. For a
category V® will denote the free (symmetric) monoidal category. This is essentially the category
of words (with or without symmetries) in V, cf. [Kaul8| §2.4] for an overview and [JS93|ML9§| for
details. It comes equipped with a functor j : V — C® and the universal property that any functor
F:V — C to a (symmetric) monoidal category lifts to F® : V® — C, viz. F = F®j.

The comma category (F' | G) for two functors F': D — C and G : £ — C has as objects (X,Y, ¢)
with X € D, Y € C, and ¢ € Hom¢(F(X) — G(Y)). The morphisms are given by commutative
diagrams. That is a morphism from (X,Y,¢) — (X',Y,¢’) is given by a pair f : X - X', g:Y —
Y’, such that G(g)¢p = ¢'F(f). If F,G are clear, we will write (D | &) for the comma category.
The category Iso(ar(F)), viz. the underlying groupoid of the arrow category, has the morphisms of
F as objects while the morphisms of the category are given by pairs of isomorphisms (o, ¢’) which
map f — o~ ! fo’ when the compositions are defined.

A slice category is the comma category (C | X) where (X, id,) is a viewed as a subcategory with
one object.

Definition 4.2. A Feynman category is a triple (V, F,1) where V is groupoid , F is a (symmetric)
monoidal category and ¢ : V — F is a functor, such that
(1) The free (symmetric) monoidal category V® is equivalent to I'so(F) via 1%,
(2) The groupoid of morphisms Iso(ar(F)) is equivalent to the free (symmetric) monoidal
ca‘g:gory on the morphisms from objects from V® to V. In formulas Iso(ar(F)) ~ Iso(V® |
V)®.
(3) A%l slice categories F are essentially small.
A Feynman category is strict if its monoidal structure is strict.

The objects of V, sometimes called vertices, are the basic objects in the following sense. The first
condition says that every object of F decomposes as X ~ 1(%1) ® - -+ ® 2(x,) essentially uniquely,
where this means up to isomorphisms on the indecomposables and in the symmetric case up to
permutations.

Dropping the 2, the second condition means that any morphism ¢ : ¥ — X of F decomposes
into indecomposables as well ¢ = 1 ® - - - ® ¢,, where each of the ¢; : Y; — =; is a basic morphism,
with X ~ % ® - - Q=*, and ¥ ~ Y1 ® --- ®Y,,. 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.

In general there is a natural grading given by |X| = word length. That is if X ~ %1 ® -+ ® *,
then |X| = n. This is well defined due to axiom (i). This give a grading on the morphisms as
|| = | X| — |Y]. All the algebras/coalgebra structures are graded by | - |.

Definition 4.3. A degree function on a Feynman category § is a map deg: Mor(F) — Ny, such
that: deg(¢ o ¥) = deg(¢) + deg(v)) and deg(¢ ® ¥) = deg(¢) + deg(¢)), and every morphism is
generated under composition and monoidal product by those of degree 0 and 1.

For a weak degree function, the first condition is relaxed to deg(¢ o 1) > deg(¢) + deg(1)).
In addition, a (weak) degree function is called proper if deg(¢) = 0 if and only if ¢ is an isomorphism.

In practice, Feynman categories come with a presentation. This is a set of generators of the
basic morphisms together with relations among them, cf. [KW17, §5]. The generators are a set
P(F) < (F | V) of non-invertible elements such that any morphism in (F | V) up to isomorphism
can be written as qz@nggn,l . "§Z§2¢)1 where ¢; € P(F) and we use the short hand notation gZ; =
ide; @ Qidy,_, QP Ridy,,, ® - @idy, with ¢ in the k-th position and the factors of idy,; are
identities of some of the basic objects. Note that generators ¢; : X; — * can have sources with
|Xi| = 0. Commonly the sources can be restricted to | X;| € {0,1,2} or even {1,2}. The relations
are given by commutative diagrams in the q@k We call § primitively generated, if it has a set of
generators which are essentially irreducible under composition.
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We call a presentation effective if for each ¢ € (V | F) there is a maximal number |¢|max of
generators in any decomposition as above. Defining |¢o ® ¢1|max := |@1|max + |P2|max extends
| — |max to all morphisms. The following is straightforward:

Lemma 4.4. For a Feynman category with an effective presentation | — |max S a weak degree
function. A presentation in which the relations are homogenous in the number of generators is
effective and | — |max is a degree function. O

Remark 4.5. These considerations also work in an enriched setting, that is if the morphisms
themselves are objects of a symmetric monoidal category, e.g. R-modules. We will not consider the
details of this situation more deeply here and refer to [Kau21].

4.2. Colored Bialgebras from Feynman categories. We recall [GCKT20b, Theorem 1.20]:

Theorem 4.6. If a locally finite strict monoidal category F s part of a Feynman non—symmetric
category §, then the algebra structure of ® and coalgebra structures of deconcatenation give a
bialgebra structure on B(F).

This bialgebra is neither commutative nor cocommutative in general. If F°P satisfies the condition
of the Theorem, we define B(F) := B(F)P.

Theorem 4.7. With the assumptions as in the Theorem above, B is colored by its objects and color
coaugmented. If § additionally has has a proper degree function, then it graded. If furthermore there
are no isomorphisms except for the identities, it is color nilpotent and color connected. It is then
pathlike and Theorem |3.14| applies.

Proof. That the coalgebra is colored and color coaugmented follows from Lemma The grading
is clear. The assertions in the case that there are no isomorphisms except the identities follow from

Propositions and O

We now treat the case with isomorphisms. This will yield commutative but generally noncocom-
mutative bialgebras. In order to define the coproduct, some modifications 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 4.8. [GCKT20b] A weak decomposition of a morphism ¢ is a pair of morphisms
(¢o, ¢1) for which there exist isomorphisms o, ¢’, 0" such that ¢ = oo¢i 00’ 0pgoc”. We introduce
an equivalence relation which says that (¢o, 1) ~ (¥o,%1) if they are weak decompositions of
the same morphism. An equivalence class of weak decompositions will be called a decomposition
channel which is denoted by [(¢o, ¢1)]. F is called essentially decomposition finite, if the following

sum is finite: ‘
A*([g) = ) (¢l ®[e1] (4.1)
[(¢0,01)]
where the sum is over a complete system of representatives for the decomposition channels for a
fixed representative ¢.

Note that parallel to this is the monoidal version of the coproduct. The categorical version
is given by A°P.

If the category F is symmetric monoidal, there are extra symmetries permuting objects and
morphisms, and the behavior of these automorphism groups is not bialgebraic. Therefore one
has to take coinvariants under the action of the automorphism groups of the objects acting on
the morphisms. Because the commutators and associators are isomorphisms, the coinvariants are
associative, commutative monoids. To take the coinvariants, consider the R—module R[Mor(F)]
with f ~ g if there are isomorphisms o,0’, s.t. f = o/fo~!. Note the product descends since if
¢ ~ ¢' and ¢ ~ ¢’ then p@v ~ ¢'®1)’. We denote the quotient by R[Mor(F)]**° = R[Mor(F)]/ ~.

The following is contained in Theorem 2.1.5 of [KW17]:
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Theorem 4.9. If a channel decomposition finite monoidal category F is part of a Feynman category
3§, then the algebra structure defined by @ together with the coalgebra structure given by . deﬁne
a bialgebra structure on R[Mor(F)]**°. The counit is given by €([idx]) = 1 and €([¢]) = zf

[¢] # [ids(g)]-

If FP satisfies the conditions of the Theorem, we define B*°(F) := B*°(F°P)cp,
Note that without changing the coalgebra, we can assume that F is strict and skeletal.

Lemma 4.10. In the situation of the theorem above, the semigrouplike elements are the classes of
the identities [idx ] and they are grouplike.

Proof. Consider the coproduct of any ¢ for which [¢] # [idy)] = [idyg)] has at least two distinct
terms '

A*([¢]) = lidy(g)] @ [9] + [] ® [idy()] + -+ (4.2)
These are the only two terms precisely if [¢] is skew—primitive. No such [¢] is semigrouplike, but, if
[¢#] = [idx], then these two decomposition channels coincide and A([idx]) = [idx]®[idx] as there
are no left or right invertible elements by Lemma Since €([¢]) = 1, these are grouplike. [

Using A*° thus turns essentially indecomposable morphisms into skew primitives.

Remark 4.11. For a proper (weak) degree function the degree 0 part is free on the grouplikes,
which are the classes [id;]. The degree 1 part is generated by the isomorphisms classes of essentially
indecomposable elements, whose classes are skew—primitive. If F is primitively generated, then the
classes of the generators are in degree 1.

Theorem 4.12. If F satisfies the assumptions of Theorem the bialgebra B*°(F) is colored,
color coaugmented, color conilpotent and color connected and hence pathlike and Theorem
applies.

If § additionally has has a proper degree function, then it is graded, color nilpotent and color
connected. Thus, it is pathlike and Theorem[3.1]] applies.

Proof. The colors are the isomorphism classes of objects which are grouplikes by Lemma It is
freely generated as a module by the isomorphism classes of morphisms, so the grouplike elements
split off as a direct summand C[R] = @, p|id:] where R is a set of isomorphism classes of objects
which can be identified with the set of objects of the skeleton of F.

The left and right coactions are given by A([¢]) = [idy)] ® [¢] and p([¢]) = [#] @ [idyg)]- This
is well defined as can easily be checked. By definition of a composition channel s(¢1) ~ t(¢g), so
that the decomposition is colored. The coaugmentation comes from the splitting.

Since isomorphisms have degree 0, a proper degree function descends to the isomorphism classes:
deg([#]) := deg(¢). For the same reason the coproduct (4.1) is graded. As all the isomorphisms
are in the classes of the identities, B’SO is color reduced and hence conilpotent by Corollary |1 [1.21]
As B is a free R-module, Lemma applies and it is connected. Proposition [2.22| guarantees
that B is pathlike in this case. ]

Remark 4.13. In these cases the localization and the Laurent series will give Hopf algebras. The
q deformations will have parameters given by the isomorphism classes of basic objects. The [id,]
are also the classes that will be formally inverted. This can be thought of as extending F to a
localized category S~1F such that the x live in the Picard subcategory Pic(S~1F).

Remark 4.14. The characters need not be graded, but what is common is that they 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 inverting elements in the target. One typical such ¢ would be ﬁ,
see [KY], or factors of (™(2) in the framework of Brown, see [Brol5|.
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4.3. Details for the main examples. We will give the details for three types of examples, which
cover the main applications.

4.3.1. Set based/simplicial examples. The category FinSet is a Feynman category. There is only
one basic object up to isomorphism, which is a one element set. The basic degree function |X|
coincides with the cardinality. This is not a proper degree function, but it is proper when restricted
to the Feynman subcategory of finite sets and surjections F'S. Similarly, —|¢| is a proper degree
function for the Feynman subcategory of finite sets and injections F'I, cf. [GCKT20b|. The category
FinSet- of ordered finite sets with order preserving maps is a non—-symmetric Feynman category,
cf. [Kaul8]. As before, |¢| is a degree function which is proper when restricted to the non-symmetric
Feynman subcategory OS of ordered finite sets and surjections, and —|¢| is a degree function for OI,
that is ordered sets and injections. The skeleton of FinSet. is the augmented simplicial category
Ay and the subcategories of surjections and injections restrict as AT and AY. For a skeletal V
there is only one basic object [0] = {0}. Its powers can be identifies with [0]° = & =: [~1] and
[0]®" = [n —1] = {0,...,n — 1} —using the traditional simplicial notation.

Proposition 4.15. The bialgebras B(AY™), B(ALY), B*°(FI), B"*°(FS) as well as their coop-
posites are all colored connected pathlike bialgebras. The colors can be identified with No. The only
grouplike elements are the idp,) which are monoidally generated by idy and idjg), respectively their
isomorphism classes.

In the case of surjection the o : [n+1] — [n] are ([n+1], [n]) skew primitive u = o : [1] — [0],
respectively its class, is a skew primitive generator. In the case of injection the 6} : [n—1] — [n] are
([n — 1], [n])—skew primitive and 69 : &5 — [0], respectively its class, is a skew-primitive generator.

Any character x for which Xidg, S tnwvertible is invertible. Normalized characters pass through

the quotient B"*®. A character is normalized if and only if Xidpoy = 1-

In the localized version S(u) = —idﬁ]luid[?)]l, as zd[ﬁ = id[?)? and in Laurent series S(p) = —q > pu.
Proof. The first set of statements follows from Theorem [4.7]and Theorem together with Propo-
sition The claims about generation are straightforward. As id[,) = id%‘_l, for any character

x(idp)) = X(id[o])”*l which proves the statements about the characters. The last statement follows
from the definitions. ]

Remark 4.16. By Proposition the coopposite bialgebras are pathlike, and Joyal duality,
cf. [Joy97], takes on the following form: B(A%™)®P = B((ATV)P) = B(AyY%) where ALY < A, .
is the subcategory of the double base point preserving injections. It is this bialgebra that is used
by Goncharov and Brown, cf. [GCKT20bl §3.6.5] for details. The condition that Xid0] = 1 which
under Joyal duality reads x(id[;)) = 1 is implemented as I(0, &, 1) = 1 in [Gon05|, cf. [GCKT20a,
Equation (1.5)]. Any such character is group normalized.

Goncharov’s symbols I (ap : ai,...,an : ap+1) can be understood as formal characters for a
decoration of A;nlk, see e.g. [GCKT20al §1.1.5]. The equation that I(a : & : b) = 0 then means that
these characters factor through the connected quotient given by the coideal id; — id[l] in Ay« Not

insisting on this relation, one can actually assign any invertible value to I (a: & :b), which is then
captured by the Laurent series quotient and Brown’s coaction. In fact, the symbols of Goncharov
are characters with values in a commutative ring, so that one can reduce to B®™.

Contrarily to this, the coproduct of Baues, which is also a decoration, is not commutative.
The normalization condition in this case is given by insisting that the space be simply connected
implemented by collapsing the 1-skeleton, see the discussion in [GCKT20a).

Remark 4.17. Localizing id[o], we obtain a Hopf algebra with an invertible antipode. This means
that one can construct the Drinfel’d double, which is then a sort of bicrossed product of surjections
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and double base point preserving injections. This should correspond to the Reedy category on
structure on the simplicial category. The precise analysis will appear in future work.

4.4. (Co)operadic examples. The second type of Feynman category is an enrichment F'Sep of
F'S or AT of AT as defined in [KW17,Kau21|. Note that we can enrich in any monidal category
€. For the current purposes this category should be Set or R—mod where R = Hom(1lg,1g) is
commutative.

Switching to the notation n for the set {1,...,n} and setting Hompg,(n,1) = O(n) the second
axiom of a Feynman category yields that Hompg, (n,m) = O"¢(n, m) where up to isomorphism:

O™ (n, k) = (—B On)®---®0O(ng) (4.3)
(n1,...,nk)
Zf:l i =n
Here and in the following @ stands for colimit and we will use ® for the monoidal product in €.
If the O(n) are sets, then these are simply 1T and x. The basic compositions O™(n, k) ® O™(k,1)
give maps
Vs OR) @ O(n1) ® -+ ® Ong) — O3 ni = 1) (4.4)
In the non—symmetric case, this is the data for a non—symmetric operad and in the symmetric
case, the automorphisms S,, act on the objects yielding a compatible action by pre— and post—
composition on the O™¢(n, k) which is compatible with maps  and the data is that of a symmetric
operad. Vice—versa, specifying a non—symmetric or a symmetric operad fixes an enrichment under
the condition that O(1) splits as 1 @ O(1), where 1 is the component of id; and O(1) does not
contain any invertible elements, [Kau21, Proposition 3.20]. An operad is called reduced, if O(1)
vanishes. The natural grading is |O™(n, k)| = n — k.
We will assume that O(0) = ¢F; if it is not, the considerations of [GCKT20b, §2.11] apply.

Proposition 4.18. For a non-sigma operad O, with split O(1) as above, A?g 18 decomposition
finite if and only if O(1) is decomposition finite. In this case, B = B(A%'}) is a bialgebra. The
basic grading induces a grading for B.

The elements id,, = id?” are the grouplike elements and there are no other semigrouplike ele-
ments. B(AT?)) is a colored bialgebra, arEl it is color nilpotent precisely if C[O(1)] is. In this case,
it is color connected and pathlike if it is A—flat, e.g. if O is set valued.

A normalized character factors through B in which all objects are identified. The deformation
B, has one deformation parameter q = q;q, and a character x is grouplike invertible if and only if
x(idy) is.

Proof. The first assertion follows from the fact that the natural degree allows to reduce the question
of decomposition finiteness and nilpotence to O(1), cf. |[GCKT20a] for more details.

The next statement follows from Theorem [£.7] The statement of being color nilpotent follows
directly from the fact that the degree function is a grading for the coalgebra structure. The final
statements are then straightforward. O

Analogously one can prove:

Theorem 4.19. For a symmetric operad O with split O(1) as above FSp is channel decomposition
finite, if and only if O(1) is. In this case, B*°(FSp) is a bialgebra. The basic grading gives a
degree function. The elements [id,] = [id1]®™ are the grouplike elements and there are no other
semigrouplike elements and B(FSp)) is a colored bialgebra. It is color nilpotent precisely if its
restriction to the isomorphism classes of O(1) is. In this case, it is color connected and pathlike if
is A—flat, which is the case if O is set valued.
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A normalized character factors through B in which all objects are identified. The deformation
By has one deformation parameter q¢ = qpiq,) and a character x is grouplike invertible if and only

if x([idy)] is.

Example 4.20. CK-tree bialgebras

Concretely consider the operad of rooted trees or the non—sigma operad of planar planted trees
where O(n) are the trees with n leaves and the composition is given by gluing on leaves. Then the
coproduct is the familiar Connes—Kreimer type coproduct [CK98,Foi02, Kau07]:

A([r]) = Z [70] ® [T\70], respectively A(7T) = Z 70 ® T\ 70 (4.5)

where 7 is a rooted subtree —stump— including all its tails and 7\7y removes all the vertices and
half edges of 79, viz, the set of cut—off branches, see [GCKT20a] for details. A summand is depicted
in Figure The classes are the S,, coinvariants which can be thought of as unlabeled. In the
symmetric case the rhs is symmetric, that is a commutative product.

\/

FIGURE 1. A summand of the coproduct for (planar) trees with leaves and roots.
In the planar case, the rhs is either in the order depicted and in the non—planar it
is a symmetric product.

This Feynman category is primitively generated by the 7,, which are the trees with n leaves and
one vertex. The relations are homogeneous amounting to associativity. The corresponding degree
function | — |max is proper and is equal to the number of vertices. Thus the bialgebras are graded
and color connected.

In this language a particular property of the CK-Hopf algebra becomes apparent. It is a pathlike
coalgebra whose grouplike elements are generated by e = id; and | = id; and it has a unique id;
primitive ¢ which generates a split line R¢. This yields the special properties explored in [Moe01]
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.

In the localized Hopf algebra, S(¢) = —id;' ® » ®id;' and hence in the Laurent series S(¢) =
—® g 2. More generally, for the skew primitive 7, S(7,) = —idfl ® Th ®id; !, respectively,
S(1p) = —g~ 17, The Brown coaction is given by setting the ¢ terms on the right in A to 1.

This explains the fact that the infinitesimal structure can be given by a ¢—shifted comultiplication
and a residue, see [GCKT20al, Corollary 2.2.5]. This generalizes Brown’s infinitesimal structure to
the level of operads.

4.5. 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 and hence is
conducive to programming.

The category V has S-labeled 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¢ : xg Il *p — #g7\(;) and simple loop
contractions ogy : *g — #g\(s ). These satisfy quadratic relations and are crossed with respect
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to the isomorphisms. For any ¢ and any isomorphism o there are unique ¢’ and o’ such that
¢poo = o o¢. Each morphism has an underlying graph (¢) which is the source corolla, but
with one edge for each operation so; or og. The edges are glued from the half edges s and ¢. It
is defined in a way such that (¢oo) = (¢'), in the notation above, and its automorphisms are
induced from those of the source, see [KW17,BK22]. The isomorphism class of this graph gives the
isomorphism class of ¢: [ (¢)] = [¢].

B = & is a sub-Feynman category whose basic morphisms have a connected ghost graph. A
morphism ¢ in & is basic if and only if (¢) is connected; see Figure

~ y I
AP SO EQ\VE%

FiGURE 2. The basic morphisms: Edge contraction loop contraction and merger,
whose ghost graph is not connected. The shading is extra data not captured by the
ghost graph.

For the non—connected version, there is one more generator gsHp : *g Il *p — xgyp. In this
case, there is a non-homogeneous relation g0, = og; sHr which allows one to replace the edge
contractions and only retain loop contractions and mergers as generators. The basic morphisms
now need not to have connected underlying graph anymore.

Each corolla #g is isomorphic to #g —n is again short hand for the set {1,...,n}— and hence
lid«s] = [id|g]. Furthermore fixing isomorphisms o : S — S, with o(s) = 1,0(s') = 2 and
o' : T — T with o/(t) = 1, [s01] = [001], [0s,¢] = [01,2] and [ sEr] = |§/H |- Thus there is only
one isomorphism class per basic morphism of generating type.

Beside the natural grading | — |, which is 1 for an edge contraction 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(xg 11 *7) = |S| + |T|, to count the total number of legs in the forest. This
yields deg(¢) := %(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 isomorphism 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. This is also the degree | — |max for the presentation
in terms of the o4, 0.+ and ,H, and hence is a proper degree function.

Remark 4.21 (Loop number and Euler characteristic). In the graphical interpretation for a basic
morphism wt(¢) = |E( (¢))|+bo(¢), where by is the number of components of (¢). This is related
to the Euler characteristic as follows x( (¢)) = wt(¢) —|¢|, where x( (¢)) = bo( (¢)) —b1( (¢)) =
IV ( (¢)| —|E( (¢))| and by is the loop number, aka. first Betti number.

The coproduct in B%° is given by [GCKT20b), §3.6].

Algl =A[ W)= > ([ (#)/] (4.6)

ye (9)
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This is a version of the core Hopf algebra [Krel0], but with legs and at a bialgebra level. See Figure
for an example of a summand.

q

N
N :
{N r
LY q
Y

N
Y

F1GURE 3. A summand of the coproduct in terms of morphisms of aggregates.
Note in the actual morphisms all flags and vertices are labeled. In the figure only
the vertices are tracked to avoid clutter. For the coproduct only the isomorphism
classes of the morphism are involved.

Theorem 4.22. Both B¥*°(&) and B*°(®) are color connected and hence pathlike. They are
graded by deg,| — | and wt, with wt being a proper degree function on & and deg being proper
on & For B¥°(&) the bivariate Quillen index is given by deg and for B*°(®) the bivariate
Quillen index is given by wt.

More precisely, the grouplike elements are [id1] and [idx] which are generated by the classes
lid«s] = [id|s)]. In the connected case, the skew primitive elements are generated by the [ so¢] and
the [og | while in the connected case these are generated by the [os | and the [ sHr] via products
with grouplikes.

The antipodes for the skew primitives in the localization and the single parameter Laurent poly-
nomials are given as follows:

S( nlzlm) = *[idn]_l[idm]_l[idrﬂrm]_l nE]m S( nEm)
S([s0e]) = lidjs]) lidyr] " lidisjsyri—o] 'Ls0e]  S[soe] = —q 2ISIHTIHY o, (4.7)
S([Os,s’]) = [id|S|]_1[id|_T1|][id\S\+|T|—2]_1[Os,s’] S[sot] = _q_Q(‘SHITHl)[Os,s’]

The connected Hopf quotient identifies all the objects with 1 and hence all grouplikes idx with
1 =14d1. The Brown coaction again sets the q variables on the right to 1, which halves the q degrees
in the above formulae.

7q—2(n+m) nE

m

Proof. The first assertions follows from Theorem [4.12] and the rest is straightforward from the
definitions. 0
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Remark 4.23. Besides the core Hopf algebra of all graphs, one can restrict and decorate as is
done in [Krel0,Brol7]. For instance Figure |3|only contains 3—valent vertices, which corresponds to
#? theory. It is also possible to retract the legs, cf. [GCKT20al,/GCKT20b].

5. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

5.1. Conclusion. We have shown that pathlike coalgebras in addition to quiver and incidence
coalgebras capture the two types of bialgebras stemming from Feynman 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 the harbinger of
the antipode in the various constructions is. It precisely identifies the grouplike elements as the
obstruction to the existence of the antipode. For characters, their values on theses elements de-
termines their »—invertibility. This also explains the appearance of quotients. These correspond
to restrictions on the characters. The most common, which says that all grouplike elements have
character value 1, leads to the connected quotient. Other restrictions, like grouplike invertible or
grouplike central, yield different quotients and explain the universality of the quantum deformation,
which in turn explain the naturally of Brown’s coaction.

This sets the stage for further work.

5.2. Outlook. Our analysis is based on using filtrations to reduce to an initial part, where the
antipode or convolution inverse is known. The notion of pathlike coalgebras codifies this situation
if the initial part is setlike. Section however, can be taken as a clue that there could be some
other structures, which do not necessitate only grouplike elements, but allows for more information
about the isomorphisms. The following example of the Drinfel’d double leads the way to a new
research in this direction. Physically this corresponds to a (finite) gauge group. In the infinite case,
one has to take the precautions spelled out in Appendix [A]

In particular, we present a double categorical interpretation in which the antipode basically
switches the horizontal and vertical composition. The appearance of double categories is natural
in view of [Kau2l, BK22]. It opens the way to a different version of connectedness, whose lowest
degree is of Drinfel’d double type rather than setlike, but keeps a link between the two approaches.
We will consider the generalization of the bialgebra and Hopf structures along these lines in [KY21].
There is a general construction, see [Kas95, IX.4] of a Drinfel’d double for a finite dimensional Hopf
algebra with invertible antipode; we will concentrate on the case k[G]. This is an interesting Hopf
algebra whose algebra part comes from a category.

Definition 5.1. For a finite group G the Drinfel’d double D(k[G]) is the quasi-triangular quasi-
Hopf algebra whose underlying vector space has the basis g[] with x,g € G D(k[G]) = Dk g
T T

with bialgebra structure and antipode given by
_ _ _ -1 -1
9O )= 09 [ AlD) Zﬁ nO®e0 S()=2""¢g"x0 (51
9192=9 x
The unit is >} . g[J and the counit is defined by e(e[]) =1 and e(g[]) = 0if g # e.
€ z z

The algebra structure is the algebra of morphisms of the so—called loop groupoid, AG. This
is the category which has the object set G and the morphism set g[ 1€ Hom(g,z 1gx), see e.g.
T
[Wil08,[KP09]. Tt is hence a colored monoid with colors G with s(g[]) = g and t(g[]= 2~ 1gx).
T T

The coalgebra structure is not the dual, but the categorical coalgebra for the groupoid 1l,cqG
which has X = G as objects and has morphisms g¢[]: x — z. Accordingly, the coalgebra is simply
T

colored for the comodule structures for the set-like coalgebra k[G]: A( g%) =r® g%, p( g%) =
g g Rx.
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The notation g[] goes back to [DPR90| where these are partition functions on a torus for a field
z

theory with finite gauge group. The two indices stand for the monodromies around the fundamental
cycles, cf. [Kau03, KP09|.

Lemma 5.2. The dual of D(k[G]) is a Hopf algebra, whose coproduct is the coalgebra structure
coming from the morphisms of a category. In particular, let (5g|j be the dual basis then

5gD5hD— xyghD A(d ZégD®5y—1gy D S(040) :5a;g—1x—1 O (5.2)
Y Y Ly v z 1

Proof. Straightforward computation using the dual basis d 4. O
T

The product structure uses the underlying monoid structure of the objects/colors. This is not
quite a monoidal structure on the category AG. The definition of the antipode uses that the
objects (as colors) are invertible. But note, that ¢ [1® h[] would need to be a morphism from gh

€T Yy

to 2 tgxy~'hy and if x = y indeed gh[] is such a morphism. In general, if G is not Abelian no
z

such morphism needs to exist. The correct notion is that the Drinfel’d double is a subcategory of
a natural double category structure on Iso(C), see [Kau2l, Appendix C], where in this particular
case C = (G. This is commensurate with 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 calculation. In particular, the symbols g% are two-morphisms with the following horizontal

and vertical composition.

g g g g h gh
® —— > % % — > % ¢ —— > % >k —— > % * —> % (5.3)
xi = ixxl v lx:wyl =) lxyxl Vo) ixwgml:xl ba lx
rgr—
% —> % *g—>* ¥ —— % % ——> % % — %
xgr—1 v zyg(zy) ! zgr—!  hxz! xghx—1
Y| egz=l00| Y
Yy
% — %

The algebra structure is given by the categorical algebra for the vertical composition, viz. oy, as
the colored multiplication with s,( g[]) = t,(g[]) = «.
T T

O]+ h] = ds( )= [(Joy ] 5.4
903 (d) t(h%)gx . (5.4)

and A will be given as the dual of the horizontal composition with s;(g]) = g,tn( g]) = zgz~?
T T

A(gl) = > @] (5.5)
(hO,KD): hJon k= o0) 7
Y Z2 ¥y zZ 'z

where we dropped the dual notation 9.

Another direction of further research is the connection to the cubical structure of the coproduct,
whose analysis in this context appeared in [GCKT20a, §4.5]. Cubical complexes more generally
appear for cubical Feynman categories, [BK21|. These are intimately related to Cutkosky rules
[Krel6] and the work [KY]. To illustrate the cubical structure, we recall, cf. equation (4.29)
of [GCKT20a], that simplicial objects have a coproduct whose summands are:

$(07i1"“)ik717n) X x(071» 52 )x(11721+1’ 52 ) e x(ikflvikflJrl)"‘in)' (5'6)
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This has a cubical structure, which can be understood in terms of the Serre diagonal:

0:P=[0,1]"" = [ ] oglo,1]"" xaf[0,1]" ' —Px P (5.7)
KuL={1,...,n—1}

The term given in (5.6) is identified with the subset L = {i1,...,ix_1}. In view of [KY| one has an
additional interpretation. The right hand side 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 as cuts of a linear graph. This is
in line with 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 [Foi20, KY] in the present context.

Furthermore, we identified the skew primitive elements (as indecomposables) 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 explicitly present and key elements
for Es—operads and hence for Gerstenhaber brackets and Deligne’s conjecture [KZ17]. Moreover,
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 [Kau22|, where we
will also make the connection to Hochschild complexes.

APPENDIX A. DUALS, ACTIONS AND COLORED ALGEBRAS

A.1. Duals. The dual of an R module M* is the R—module Homgr(M, R). If M is graded, M =
@, x M, then the graded dual is M = @,_y M;.

The dual of a coalgebra C' is the algebra C* := Hom(C, R) with product fg(c) = (f ® g)(Ac).
If C has a counit e as a coalgebra then ec € C* is a unit for the product by definition.

The dual of a finite dimensional algebra A* = Hompg(A4, R) is a coalgebra with the comulti-
plication A(f)(a ® b) := f(ab). In general, A* 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.
Therefore, one restricts to the so—called finite dual A° which is the maximal subspace of A* such
that A(A°) € A°® A°. For a Dedekind ring, this is [CN90]:

A° = {f € A*|Ker(f) contains an ideal I for which A/I is finitely generated } (A.1)

The Hopf-dual of a Hopf algebra over a field is defined to be H® with the induced structures.
For a graded algebra A = @,y Az, we can consider the graded finite dual A° = @, X.

A.2. Colored coalgebras and algebras. If C[X] is the setlike coalgebra on X, C[X]* has
multiplication fg(z) = f(z)g(z) and the constant function u(x) = 1 is the unit. In particular,
for the dual basis 0,0, = 0540, and uw = > _y ;. This is well defined as the application to any
¢ € C[X] yields only a finite sum. Define the algebra A[X] as the R algebra on the monoid
X defined by zy = d,,y. This is a subalgebra of the dual algebra A[X] < C*[X] using the
identification x < d,. Generators are the functions with finite support on X. A[X] is not unital
unless X is finite, but it is almost unital in the sense that v = Y] x € C[X]* acts as a unit, and
when w is restricted to A[X], it acts locally as a finite sum.

If X is finite, this yields a bialgebra structure on RX). This is a Hopf algebra if and only if X
only has one element, as the putative antipode must satisfy S(x) = 27!, but the = act as projectors.

Lemma A.l. If R is a Dedekind ring then A[X]° = A[X]° = C[X] under the identification
x <> 0z. The coproduct is given by decomposition:

Alb) = D) a0y @b, (A.2)

(z1,x2):x122=2
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Proof. By |CN90] f € A[X]° if and only if A[X]f is finitely generated. Since zf(y) = f(yz) =
dzyf(z), we see that f(x)d, € A[X]f. As the 0, are a basis, A[X]|f being finitely generated is
equivalent to almost all f(z) = 0. The coproduct on A[X]° is given by A(d,) = 6, ® 6, and the
identification is again by = < 4. O

Linearizing the construction above yields the following definition whose unital version is equiva-
lent to a category enriched in R—Mod.

Definition A.2. A colored algebra is double graded R module A = @(m’y)e Yxx Azy with R-
bilinear associative multiplications A, . ® A, , — A, ,. It is unital if there are elements z'dgE €Ay
which are left and right units under the multiplication. It is split unital if A, , = Rid, ® A; .

For a colored monoid the associated colored algebra is given by A, , = RMa.) with the induced
multiplication. The unital structure is the induced structure.

Suppose M is graded, M = @,y M, and hence has a right coaction by C[X]. Specializing the
general formula for an algebra action induced from a right coalgebra coaction, f-m = (id®f)(p(m)),
the coaction corresponding to a grading in turn defines an action of A[X] in which the §, act by
a complete set of orthogonal projectors m, : M — M,, that is d;m = m,(m). The operation
u =Y cx 0y acts as unit. This sum is finite when acting on any m € M as M is the direct sum of
its graded components.

Lemma A.3. A colored algebra is an algebra in the category of Alx]-bimodules.

Proof. The multiplication respects the outer grading and taking the product ® 4;x] amounts to
having the inner gradings coincide. g

Remark A.4. Note that if one defines a colored algebra as an algebra in A[z]-bimodules then one
does not obtain finiteness. Indeed C*[X] is an A[X] bialgebra. To remedy this one can postulate
that u acts locally finitely. The question that remains is where the finiteness assumptions should
be kept and where they could be relaxed.

APPENDIX B. ROTA-BAXTER OPERATORS AND ALGEBRAS

Definition B.1. A Rota—Baxter (RB) operator of weight A on an associative R—-algebra A a is a
linear operator 1" : A — A that satisfies the equation

TX)T(Y)=T(T(X)Y))+T(XT(Y)) + \T'(XY) (B.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—T'), furthermore says that Im(T'), and similarly
Im(1—T), are subalgebras of A, which will be called Ay and A_. As (1-T)+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 B.2 (Scaling). Scaling the RB operator by pu, we see that uT is a RB algebra of weight
A, so that if A € R* is invertible, we can always scale to have A = 0 or A = —1.

Example B.3. The standard example are Laurent series k((z)) = k[[z]][z!], with T being the
projection onto the pole part, is an RB-algebra with A = —1.

A generalization of this uses projectors, which are operators with 72 = 1. In this case, 1 — T
is also a projector and the two projectors are orthogonal T'(1 — 7)) = 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 B.4 (Projectors and subalgebras). Given a projector T, if Ay 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, @ A_. Since A_
is a subalgebra, we have that

0= (1= DT(X)T(Y)] = T(X)T(Y) = TI(X)T(Y)) (B.2)

Since A, we have that
0= T[(1 - T)(X)(1 - T)(¥))] = T(XY) - T(T(X)Y) - T(XT(Y)) + T(T(X)T(Y))  (B.3)
Plugging (B.2) into (B.3]), we obtain for A = —1. Plugging in X = Y = 1 and using

that T2(1) = T(1) we obtain that T'(1)? = T(1) and hence multiplication by T'(1) is a projector.
Plugging in Y = 1 we obtain 7'(1)(1 — 7')(X) = 0. O

If A is regular, e.g. a domain, then there are only two possibilities 7'(1) = 0 or 7(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 B.5. [Atk63] Two subalgebras (A_, A} ) form a 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_+a,,
with (a_,ay) e C.

Such a decomposition defines T'(a) = a_ which satisfies (B.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 B.6. [Atk65] The set of RB-operators T with weight A\ = —1 is in bijection with the
subdirect sum decomposition of A under the above correspondence.

APPENDIX C. SET VERSION OF GRAPHS

We give a purely set based, non-graphical version here. A reference for the graphical version
is [KW17, §2.1, Appendix A]. The basic objects will be V = Iso(FinSet). This fixes the Iso(V®)
to have as objects finite tuples of sets (S, ..., Sy), where the empty set is allowed both as a tuple
and in the entries. The morphisms are componentwise or inner isomorphisms together with outer
permutations, which act as follows: A permutation p € S,, acts by p(S1,...,5:) = (Sp1)s - -+ Spmn))-
The inner isomorphisms o € Aut(S;) act as (id,...,id,o,id,...,id). The monoidal product is the
joining of tuples. In graphical form, these are aggregates, that is a disjoint unions of corollas. The
outer permutations permute the corollas and the inner isomorphisms the flags of the individual
corollas.

There are two versions of the category: the connected and the non—connected version. To write
the relations in a concise fashion, we abuse notation and write ¢ for (id,...,id, ¢,id, ..., id).

For the connected version the morphisms are generated under the monoidal product and concate-
nation by the isomorphisms and the following morphisms, which called simple edge contractions
and simple loop contractions.

50t 1 (8,T) = (S\aUT\{t}), ou : (S) = (S\{s,s'}), (C.1)

These satisfy the following relations.
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(1) The basic morphisms are equivariant with respect to isomorphisms in the sense that: For
o € Aut(S), 0" € Aut(T):
o(s)00'(t)(0,0") = o 110" | g\ (i g1} st Ou(s),0(s’) T = TS\ (s,5"}Os,s’ (C.2)
For an outer permutation:
POssr = OCs,5'D p/ p(s)Cp(t) = sOtP (03)

where p’ is the image of the permutation in the embedding S,,_1 — S,, given by the induced
block permutation.
(2) Loop contractions commute:

Os1,8] Osa,85 = Osa,8)Os1,8] (C.4)
(3) Loop and edge contractions commute:
31Ot10523/2 = 0523’2 519ty (C5)

(4) Edge contractions commute if the “edges” do not form a cycle. For s; € S1,t1 € 11,52 €
SQ,tQ € Ty and ’{Sl,TI,SQ,TQH >3
519t1 52Ct2 = 5191 52Ct (C'G)

(5) Edge contractions commute even if they form a cycle, only that after one edge contraction,
the second edge contraction is a loop contraction. For sq,s9 € S,t1,t9 €T,

Osa,ta s19t1 = Osq,t1 s2°t2 (C7)
In the non—connected case, there is an additional generating morphism called simple merger:
sBr: (S,T) — (SuT) (C.8)

These satisfy the relations

(1) Mergers are equivariant with respect to the internal action

sHr(o,id) = (o 11id) sEr (C.9)
(2) Mergers are equivariant with respect to the outer action. On (S, ...,Sy,):
SiiBsi = 88 Ti+1 and ps,Es,yy = 5,85, P (C.10)

where p’ is the image of the permutation p under the embedding S,,_1 — S,, given by the
block permutation with block (7,7 + 1).
(3) Simple mergers commute

s:En s.8 3 = 5.6 n si8n (C.11)

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

5Ot = Ogt SEIT (012)
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