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A UNIFIED EXTENSION THEORY OF ROTA-BAXTER ALGEBRAS, DENDRIFORM

ALGEBRAS, AND A FUNDAMENTAL SEQUENCE OF WELLS

APURBA DAS AND NISHANT RATHEE

Abstract. A Rota-Baxter algebra AR is an algebra A equipped with a distinguished Rota-Baxter operator

R on it. Rota-Baxter algebras are closely related to dendriform algebras introduced by Loday. In this paper,

we first consider the non-abelian extension theory of Rota-Baxter algebras and classify them by introducing

the non-abelian cohomology. Next, given a non-abelian extension 0 → BS → EU → AR → 0 of Rota-

Baxter algebras, we construct the Wells type exact sequences and find their role in extending a Rota-Baxter

automorphism β ∈ Aut(BS) and lifting a Rota-Baxter automorphism α ∈ Aut(AR) to an automorphism in

Aut(EU ). We end this paper by considering a similar study for dendriform algebras.
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1. Introduction

Rota-Baxter operators and their relations with dendriform algebras is an active area of research. The

notion of the Rota-Baxter operator first appeared in the work of Baxter in the fluctuation theory of prob-

ability [6]. Subsequently, such operator and its variants are explored by some well-known mathematicians

like Atkinson, Cartier and Rota, among others [3,7,30]. In the last twenty years, Rota-Baxter operators on

algebras pay much more attention due to their connection with combinatorics, splitting of algebras, Yang-

Baxter equations, algebraic operads and quantum field theory [1,2,4,9,18,19]. A Rota-Baxter algebra AR is

an algebra A equipped with a distinguished Rota-Baxter operator R : A → A. On the other hand, Loday

introduced dendriform algebras in the periodicity phenomenons in algebraic K-theory [26]. They are also

related to combinatorics (such as binary trees, shuffles etc.) and splitting of algebras [27,29]. In [1,2] Aguiar

observed that a Rota-Baxter algebra naturally induces a dendriform algebra structure. This yields a functor

from the category of Rota-Baxter algebras to the category of dendriform algebras.

Algebraic structures are better understood by their extension theory and cohomology theory. Recently,

such theories for Rota-Baxter algebras and dendriform algebras are studied in [10–13,22,24,31]. However, in

the above-mentioned references, only the abelian extension theories are considered. There are some other

type of extensions, such as central extensions and non-abelian extensions. Among all, non-abelian extension

is the more general one and it unifies others. The notion of non-abelian extension theory goes back to

Eilenberg and Maclane, who first considered such theory for abstract groups [14]. Subsequently, non-abelian

extensions for (super) Lie algebras, Leibniz algebras and associative are studied in [8,15–17,21,25]. Our first
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2 APURBA DAS AND NISHANT RATHEE

aim here is to present the non-abelian extension theory for Rota-Baxter algebras. A non-abelian extension of

a Rota-Baxter algebra AR by another Rota-Baxter algebra BS is a short exact sequence 0 → BS
i
−→ EU

π
−→

AR → 0 of Rota-Baxter algebras. We also consider non-abelian 2-cocycles as certain triple of maps (χ, ψ,Φ)

satisfying some identities. The set of all non-abelian 2-cocycles modulo certain equivalence is called the non-

abelian cohomology, denoted by H2
nab(AR, BS). We show that there is a one-to-one correspondence between

equivalence classes of non-abelian extensions of AR by BS and the non-abelian cohomology H2
nab(AR, BS).

(cf. Theorem 3.3).

Given an extension of some algebraic structures, there is some interesting study about the inducibility of

pair of automorphisms. Such study were first initiated by Wells in extensions of abstract groups [32]. In

the same paper, the author also constructs a short exat sequence (popularly known as the fundamentalshort

exact sequence of Wells) connecting various automorphism groups. A similar study has been developed in

various other contexts [20,23,28]. In the present paper, we emphasize this study in non-abelian extensions

of Rota-Baxter algebras. Let 0 → BS
i
−→ EU

π
−→ AR → 0 be a non-abelian extension of Rota-Baxter

algebras. Let AutB(EU ) be the set of all Rota-Baxter automorphisms γ ∈ Aut(EU ) that satisfies γ|B ⊂ B.

Then there is a group homomorphism τ : AutB(EU ) → Aut(BS) × Aut(AR), τ(γ) = (γ|B, πγs), where

s : A → E is any section of the map π. We say that a pair (β, α) ∈ Aut(BS) × Aut(AR) of Rota-Baxter

automorphisms an inducible pair if (β, α) lies in the image of the map τ . Given a non-abelian extension as

above and a pair (β, α) ∈ Aut(BS) × Aut(AR), we twist the non-abelian 2-cocycle (χ, ψ,Φ) to construct a

new 2-cocycle (χ(β,α), ψ(β,α),Φ(β,α)). We show that a pair (β, α) is inducible if and only if the non-abelian

2-cocycles (χ, ψ,Φ) and (χ(β,α), ψ(β,α),Φ(β,α)) are equivalent, thus they corresponds to the same element

in H2
nab(AR, BS) (cf. Theorem 4.1). To better understand the corresponding obstruction, we introduce

the Wells map W : Aut(BS) × Aut(AR) → H2
nab(AR, BS) associated to the given non-abelian extension of

Rota-Baxter algebras. A pair (β, α) of Rota-Baxter automorphisms is inducible if and only if W((β, α)) = 0.

Next, we obtain a short exact sequence (generalizing the fundamental sequence of Wells) connecting various

automorphism groups and the non-abelian cohomology H2
nab(AR, BS) (cf. Theorem 4.3). We also construct

two generalizations of the Wells exact sequence (cf. Theorem 4.4). Finally, we find their role in extending

a Rota-Baxter automorphism β ∈ Aut(BS) and lifting a Rota-Baxter automorphism α ∈ Aut(AR) to an

automorphism in Aut(EU ) (cf. Theorem 4.5).

Abelian extensions of a Rota-Baxter algebra by a Rota-Baxter bimodule were classified in [12]. We observe

how this result can be obtained from our classification result for non-abelian extensions (cf. Theorem 5.1).

We also discuss the inducibility problem and the fundamental sequence of Wells in the context of abelian

extensions of a Rota-Baxter algebra (cf. Theorem 5.2 and Theorem 5.4).

In the last part of this paper, we focus on dendriform algebras. In [10,26,27] the authors explicitly

studied ordinary cohomology and abelian extensions for dendriform algebras. Here we consider non-abelian

extensions of dendriform algebras and classify them by non-abelian cohomology (cf. Theorem 6.3). This

cohomology is much more technical as it involves certain combinatorial maps. Given an extension of dendri-

form algebras, we also find a necessary and sufficient condition for a pair of dendriform automorphisms to

be inducible. We also discuss the fundamental sequence of Wells in the context of dendriform algebras.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some preliminaries on Rota-Baxter algebras

and dendriform algebras. Non-abelian extensions of Rota-Baxter algebras and their classifications are given

in Section 3. The inducibility of a pair of Rota-Baxter automorphisms is considered in Section 4. We also

construct the analogue of the fundamental sequence of Wells and its generalizations. In Section 5, we show

how the results of non-abelian extensions can be realized for abelian extensions of Rota-Baxter algebras.

Finally, in Section 6, we discuss extensions of dendriform algebras and the inducibility of pair of dendriform

automorphisms.

All modules, (multi)linear maps, associative algebras and tensor products are over a commutative ring

k of characteristic 0. The elements of the algebra A are usually denoted by a, b, c, . . . and the algebra
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multiplication is denoted by a ·A b, for a, b ∈ A. The elements of B are usually denoted by u, v, w, . . . and

the elements of E are denoted by e, f, . . ..

2. Preliminaries on Rota-Baxter algebras and dendriform algebras

In this section, we recall some basics of Rota-Baxter algebras and dendriform algebras. Our main refer-

ences are [1,2,18,26].

An associative algebra is a k-module A equipped with a k-bilinear product µA : A×A→ A, (a, b) 7→ a ·A b

satisfying the associativity: (a·Ab)·Ac = a·A(b·Ac), for all a, b, c ∈ A. An associative algebra as above may be

simply denoted by A when the product is clear from the context. For an associative algebra A, an A-bimodule

is a k-module B equipped with k-bilinear maps l : A×B → B, (a, u) 7→ a·u and r : B×A→ B, (u, a) 7→ u·a

(called left and right A-actions, respectively) satisfying

(a ·A b) · u = a · (b · u), (a · u) · b = a · (u · b), (u · a) · b = u · (a ·A b), for a, b ∈ A, u ∈ B.

2.1. Definition. Let A be an associative algebra. A Rota-Baxter operator on A is a k-linear map

R : A→ A satisfying

R(a) ·A R(b) = R
(
R(a) ·A b+ a ·A R(b)

)
, for a, b ∈ A.

A Rota-Baxter algebra is an associative algebra A equipped with a distinguished Rota-Baxter operator

R. We denote such a Rota-Baxter algebra simply by AR.

2.2. Definition. Let AR be a Rota-Baxter algebra. A Rota-Baxter bimodule over AR consists of an

A-bimodule B together with a k-linear map S : B → B satisfying

R(a) · S(u) = S
(
R(a) · u+ a · S(u)

)
and S(u) ·R(a) = S

(
S(u) · a+ u ·R(a)

)
, for a ∈ A, u ∈ B.

We denote a Rota-Baxter bimodule as above simply by BS . The reader should not confuse with the

notation of a Rota-Baxter algebra. It follows that any Rota-Baxter algebra AR is a Rota-Baxter bimodule

over itself.

2.3. Definition. A dendriform algebra is a triple (A,≺A,≻A) consisting of a k-module A equipped with

two k-bilinear operations ≺A,≻A: A⊗A → A satisfying

(a ≺A b) ≺A c = a ≺A (b ≺A c+ b ≻A c),(1)

(a ≻A b) ≺A c = a ≻A (b ≺A c),(2)

(a ≺A b+ a ≻A b) ≻A c = a ≻A (b ≻A c), for a, b, c ∈ A.(3)

A morphism between two dendriform algebras is given by a k-linear map that preserves the structures.

If (A,≺A,≻A) is a dendriform algebra, it follows from (1), (2), (3) that the sum operation

a ∗ b := a ≺A b+ a ≻A b, for a, b ∈ A

is associative. In other words, (A, ∗) is an associative algebra, called the ‘total’ associative algebra. Thus,

dendriform algebras can be thought of as splitting of associative algebras.

Let AR be a Rota-Baxter algebra. Then the underlying k-module A inherits a dendriform algebra structure

with the structure operations given by

a ≺ b = a ·A R(b) and a ≻ b = R(a) ·A b, for a, b ∈ A.

This is called the dendriform algebra induced from the Rota-Baxter algebra AR. The corresponding total

associative algebra is given by (A, ∗R), where a ∗R b = R(a) ·A b+ a ·A R(b), for a, b ∈ A.

3. Non-abelian extensions of Rota-Baxter algebras

In this section, we study the non-abelian extension theory of Rota-Baxter algebras. We introduce the

non-abelian cohomology group to parametrize equivalence classes on non-abelian extensions.
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3.1. Definition. (i) Let AR and BS be two Rota-Baxter algebras. A non-abelian extension of AR by BS

consists of a short exact sequence of Rota-Baxter algebras of the form

0 // BS
i

// EU
π

// AR // 0.(4)

We often denote a non-abelian extension as above simply by EU when the structure maps i and π are

understood.

(ii) Two non-abelian extensions EU and E′
U ′ are said to be equivalent if there is a morphism EU

ϕ
−→ E′

U ′

of Rota-Baxter algebras making the following diagram commutative

0 // BS
i

// EU
π

//

ϕ

��

AR // 0

0 // BS
i′

// E′
U ′

π′

// AR // 0.

(5)

We denote by Ext(AR, BS) the set of all equivalence classes of non-abelian extensions of AR by BS . In the

following, we will parametrize the set Ext(AR, BS) by certain non-abelian cohomology. We first introduce

the followings.

3.2. Definition. (i) Let AR and BS be two Rota-Baxter algebras. A non-abelian 2-cocycle on AR with

values in BS consists of a triple (χ, ψ,Φ) of maps

χ : A⊗2 → B, ψ : (A⊗B)⊕ (B ⊗A) → B and Φ : A→ B satisfying for a, b ∈ A, u ∈ B,







ψ(a, ψ(b, u)) = ψ(a ·A b, u) + χ(a, b) ·B u,

ψ(a, ψ(u, b)) = ψ(ψ(a, u), b),

ψ(ψ(u, a), b) = ψ(u, a ·A b) + u ·B χ(a, b),

(6)

ψ(a, χ(b, c))− χ(a ·A b, c) + χ(a, b ·A c)− ψ(χ(a, b), c) = 0,(7)






ψ(R(a), S(u)) = S
(
ψ(R(a), u) + ψ(a, S(u))

)
+ S(Φ(a) ·B u)− Φ(a) ·B S(u),

ψ(S(u), R(a)) = S
(
ψ(S(u), a) + ψ(u,R(a))

)
+ S(u ·B Φ(a))− S(u) ·B Φ(a),

(8)

χ(R(a), R(b))− S
(
χ(R(a), b) + χ(a,R(b))

)
− Φ

(
R(a) ·A b+ a ·A R(b)

)
(9)

+ ψ(R(a),Φ(b)) + ψ(Φ(a), R(b)) − S
(
ψ(Φ(a), b) + ψ(a,Φ(b))

)
+Φ(a) ·B Φ(b) = 0.

(ii) Two non-abelian 2-cocycles (χ, ψ,Φ) and (χ′, ψ′,Φ′) are said to equivalent if there exists a linear

map φ : A→ B satisfying






ψ(a, u)− ψ′(a, u) = φ(a) ·B u,

ψ(u, a)− ψ′(u, a) = u ·B φ(a),

χ(a, b)− χ′(a, b) = ψ′(a, φ(b)) + ψ′(φ(a), b) − φ(a ·A b) + φ(a) ·B φ(b),

Φ(a)− Φ′(a) = Sφ(a)− φR(a), for a, b ∈ A, u ∈ B.

In this case, we simply write (χ, ψ,Φ)
φ
∼ (χ′, ψ′,Φ′). The set of all equivalence classes of non-abelian

2-cocycles are denoted by H2
nab(AR, BS). It is also called the non-abelian cohomology.

3.3. Theorem. Let AR and BS be two Rota-Baxter algebras. Then there is a one-to-one correspondence

between the equivalence classes of non-abelian extensions of AR by BS and the non-abelian cohomology

H2
nab(AR, BS). In other words,

Ext(AR, BS) ∼= H2
nab(AR, BS).

Proof. Let EU be a non-abelian extension of AR by BS as of (4). Let s be a section of the map π (i.e.

s : A→ E is a linear map satisfying πs = idA). Depending on that section, we define a triple (χs, ψs,Φs) of
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maps as

χs : A⊗2 → B, χs(a, b) := s(a) ·E s(b)− s(a ·A b),

ψs : (A⊗B)⊕ (B ⊗A) → B,







ψs(a, u) := s(a) ·E u,

ψs(u, a) := u ·E s(a),

Φs : A→ B, Φs(a) := (Us− sR)(a),

for a, b ∈ A and u ∈ B. It has been observed in [17] that the maps χs and ψs satisfy the identities (6) and

(7). In the following, we will show that (χs, ψs,Φs) satisfy the identities (8) and (9). To see these, we first

observe that

ψs(R(a), S(u))− S
(
ψs(R(a), u) + ψs(a, S(u))

)
− S(Φs(a) ·B u) + Φs(a) ·B S(u)

=
✭
✭
✭
✭
✭
✭✭

sR(a) ·E S(u)− S
(
sR(a) ·E u+ s(a) ·E S(u)

)
− S

(
Us(a) ·E u− sR(a) ·E u

)

+
(
Us(a) ·E S(u)−✭

✭
✭
✭
✭
✭✭

sR(a) ·E S(u)
)

= −U
(

✘
✘
✘
✘
✘

sR(a) ·E u+ s(a) ·E U(u)
)
− U

(
Us(a) ·E u−

✘
✘
✘
✘
✘

sR(a) ·E u
)
+ Us(a) ·E U(u) (as S = U |B)

= −U
(
s(a) ·E U(u) + Us(a) ·E u

)
+ Us(a) ·E U(u) = 0 (as U is a Rota-Baxter operator)

and

ψs(S(u), R(a))− S
(
ψs(S(u), a) + ψs(u,R(a))

)
− S(u ·B Φs(a)) + S(u) ·B Φs(a)

=
✭
✭
✭
✭
✭
✭✭

S(u) ·E sR(a)− S
(
S(u) ·E s(a) + u ·E sR(a)

)
− S

(
u ·E Us(a)− u ·E sR(a)

)

+ S(u) ·E Us(a)−✭
✭
✭
✭
✭
✭✭

S(u) ·E sR(a)

= −U
(
U(u) ·E s(a) +

✘
✘
✘
✘
✘

u ·E sR(a)
)
− U

(
u ·E Us(a)−

✘
✘
✘
✘
✘

u ·E sR(a)
)
+ U(u) ·E Us(a) (as S = U |B)

= −U
(
U(u) ·E s(a) + u ·E Us(a)

)
+ U(u) ·E Us(a) = 0 (as U is a Rota-Baxter operator).

Hence the identity (8) follows. Finally, we have

χs(R(a), R(b))− S
(
χs(R(a), b) + χs(a,R(b))

)
− Φs

(
R(a) ·A b+ a ·A R(b)

)

+ ψs(R(a),Φs(b)) + ψs(Φs(a), R(b))− S
(
ψs(Φs(a), b) + ψs(a,Φs(b))

)
+Φs(a) ·B Φs(b)

=
✭
✭
✭
✭
✭
✭✭

sR(a) ·E sR(b)−s
(
R(a) ·A R(b)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

(1)

)
− S

(
sR(a) ·E s(b)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(2)

−s(R(a) ·A b)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(3)

)
− S

(
s(a) ·E sR(b)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(5)

−s(a ·A R(b))
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(6)

)

−Us(R(a) ·A b)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(3)

+sR(R(a) ·A b)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(1)

−Us(a ·A R(a))
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(6)

+sR(a ·A R(b))
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(1)

+ sR(a) ·E Us(b)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(7)

−
✭
✭
✭
✭
✭
✭✭

sR(a) ·E sR(b)

+Us(a) ·E sR(b)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(8)

−
✭
✭
✭
✭
✭
✭✭

sR(a) ·E sR(b)− S
(
Us(a) ·E s(b)−sR(a) ·E s(b)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

(2)

+s(a) ·E Us(b)−s(a) ·E sR(b)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(5)

)

+ Us(a) ·E Us(b)−Us(a) ·E sR(b)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(8)

−sR(a) ·E Us(b)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(7)

+
✭
✭
✭
✭
✭
✭✭

sR(a) ·E sR(b)

= −U
(
Us(a) ·E s(b) + s(a) ·E Us(b)

)
+ Us(a) ·E Us(b)

which vanishes as U is a Rota-Baxter operator. This verifies the identity (9). Hence (χs, ψs,Φs) is a non-

abelian 2-cocycle.

If t is another section of π, and (χt, ψt,Φt) is the corresponding non-abelian 2-cocycle, then it is easy to

verify that

(χs, ψs,Φs)
φ
∼ (χt, ψt,Φt), where φ := s− t : A→ B.

To see this, we observe that






ψs(a, u)− ψt(a, u) = s(a) ·E u− t(a) ·E u = φ(a) ·B u,

ψs(u, a)− ψt(u, a) = u ·E s(a)− u ·E t(a) = u ·B φ(a),
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χs(a, b)− χt(a, b) = s(a) ·E s(b)− s(a ·A b)− t(a) ·E t(b) + t(a ·A b)

= (φ + t)(a) ·E (φ + t)(b)− (φ+ t)(a ·A b)− t(a) ·E t(b) + t(a ·A b)

= t(a) ·E φ(b) + φ(a) ·E t(b)− φ(a ·A b) + φ(a) ·B φ(b)

= ψt(a, φ(b)) + ψt(φ(a), b)− φ(a ·A b) + φ(a) ·B φ(b),

Φs(a)− Φt(a) = (Us− sR)(a)− (Ut− tR)(a)

= Uφ(a)− φR(a) = Sφ(a)− φR(a).

Therefore, (χs, ψs,Φs) and (χt, ψt,Φt) corresponds to the same element in H2
nab(AR, BS).

Next, let EU and E′
U ′ be two equivalent non-abelian extensions as of (5). For any section s of the map π,

we have π′(ϕs) = (π′ϕ)s = πs = idA. This shows that s′ := ϕs is a section of the map π′. If (χs
′

, ψs
′

,Φs
′

)

is the corresponding non-abelian 2-cocycle, then for any a, b ∈ A and u ∈ B,

χs
′

(a, b) = s′(a) ·E′ s′(b)− s′(a ·A b) = ϕs(a) ·E′ ϕs(b)− ϕs(a ·A b)

= ϕ
(
s(a) ·E s(b)− s(a ·A b)

)

= ϕ(χs(a, b)) = χs(a, b),







ψs
′

(a, u) = s′(a) ·E′ u = ϕs(a) ·E′ u = ϕ(s(a) ·E u) = ϕ(ψs(a, u)) = ψs(a, u),

ψs
′

(u, a) = u ·E′ s′(a) = u ·E′ ϕs(a) = ϕ(u ·E s(a)) = ϕ(ψs(u, a)) = ψs(u, a),

Φs
′

(a) = (U ′s′ − s′R)(a) = U ′(ϕs(a)) − ϕs(R(a))

= ϕ(Us− sR)(a) = ϕ(Φs(a)) = Φs(a).

Therefore, we have (χs
′

, ψs
′

,Φs
′

) = (χs, ψs,Φs). Hence we obtain a map

Λ : Ext(AR, BS) → H2
nab(AR, BS), [EU ] 7→ [(χs, ψs,Φs)] for any section s of the map π.

To obtain a map in the other direction, we first start with a non-abelian 2-cocycle (χ, ψ,Φ). Consider the

k-module A⊕B with the bilinear product

(a, u) ·χ,ψ (b, v) := (a ·A b, ψ(a, v) + ψ(u, b) + χ(a, b) + u ·B v),

for (a, u), (b, v) ∈ A ⊕ B. Since χ, ψ satisfy the identities (6) and (7), it follows that the product ·χ,ψ is

associative, which turns A⊕B into an associative algebra (denoted by A⊕χ,ψB). Further, we define a linear

map UΦ : A⊕B → A⊕B by

UΦ(a, u) = (R(a), S(u) + Φ(a)),
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for (a, u) ∈ A⊕B. Then we have

UΦ(a, u) ·χ,ψ UΦ(b, v)

=
(
R(a), S(u) + Φ(a)

)
·χ,ψ

(
R(b), S(v) + Φ(b)

)

=
(
R(a) ·A R(b), ψ(R(a), S(v))

︸ ︷︷ ︸

(A1)

+ψ(R(a),Φ(b))
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(B1)

+ψ(S(u), R(b))
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(C1)

+ψ(Φ(a), R(b))
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(B2)

+χ(R(a), R(b))
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(B3)

+ S(u) ·B S(v)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(D)

+S(u) ·B Φ(b)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(C2)

+Φ(a) ·B S(v)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(A2)

+Φ(a) ·B Φ(b)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(B4)

)

=
(
R(R(a) ·A b) +R(a ·A R(b)), S(ψ(R(a), v) + ψ(a, S(v))) + S(Φ(a) ·B v)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

(A1)+(A2)

+ S(ψ(Φ(a), b)) + ψ(a,Φ(b))) + S(χ(R(a), b) + χ(a,R(b))) + Φ(R(a) ·A b+ a ·A R(b))
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(B1)+(B2)+(B3)+(B4)

+ S(ψ(S(u), b) + ψ(u,R(b))) + S(u ·B Φ(b))
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(C1)+(C2)

+S(S(u) ·B v + u ·B S(v))
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(D)

)

=
(
R(R(a) ·A b), S

(
ψ(R(a), v) + ψ(S(u), b) + ψ(Φ(a), b) + χ(R(a), b) + (S(u) + Φ(a)) ·B v

)
+Φ(R(a) ·A b)

)

+
(
R(a ·A R(b)), S

(
ψ(a, S(v)) + ψ(a,Φ(b)) + ψ(u,R(b)) + χ(a,R(b)) + u ·B (S(u) + Φ(b))

)
+Φ(a ·A R(b))

)

= UΦ

(
R(a) ·A b, ψ(R(a), v) + ψ(S(u), b) + ψ(Φ(a), b) + χ(R(a), b) + (S(u) + Φ(a)) ·B v

)

+ UΦ

(
a ·A R(b), ψ(a, S(v)) + ψ(a,Φ(b)) + ψ(u,R(b)) + χ(a,R(b)) + u ·B (S(u) + Φ(b))

)

= UΦ

(
(R(a), S(u) + Φ(a)) ·χ,ψ (b, v) + (a, u) ·χ,ψ (R(b), S(v) + Φ(b))

)

= UΦ

(
UΦ(a, u) ·χ,ψ (b, v) + (a, u) ·χ,ψ UΦ(b, v)

)
.

This shows that UΦ is a Rota-Baxter operator on the algebra A⊕χ,ψ B. In other words, (A ⊕χ,ψ B)UΦ
is a

Rota-Baxter algebra. It is then easy to see that

0 // BS
i

b7→(0,b)

// (A⊕χ,ψ B)UΦ

π

(a,b) 7→a

// AR // 0

is a non-abelian extension of Rota-Baxter algebras. Finally, if (χ, ψ,Φ) and (χ′, ψ′,Φ′) are two equivalent

non-abelian 2-cocycles (see Definition 3.2(ii)), then we can define a map Θ : A⊕B → A⊕B by Θ((a, u)) =

(a, u+ φ(a)), for (a, u) ∈ A⊕B. For any (a, u), (b, v) ∈ A⊕, B, we have

Θ((a, u) ·χ,ψ (b, v))

= Θ
(
a ·A b, ψ(a, v) + ψ(u, b) + χ(a, b) + u ·B v

)

=
(
a ·A b, ψ(a, v) + ψ(u, b) + χ(a, b) + u ·B v + φ(a ·A b)

)

=
(
a ·A b, ψ

′(a, v) + φ(a) ·B v + ψ′(u, b) + u ·B φ(b)

+ χ′(a, b) + ψ(φ(a), b) + ψ(a, φ(b)) −
✘
✘
✘
✘

φ(a ·A b)− φ(a) ·A φ(b) + u ·B v +✘
✘
✘
✘

φ(a ·A b)
)

=
(
a ·A b, ψ

′(a, v) + φ(a) ·B v + ψ′(u, b) + u ·B φ(b)

+ χ′(a, b) + ψ′(φ(a), b) + φ(a) ·B φ(b) + ψ′(a, φ(b)) +
✭
✭
✭
✭
✭✭

φ(a) ·B φ(b) −✭
✭
✭
✭
✭✭

φ(a) ·B φ(b) + u ·B v
)

= (a, u+ φ(a)) ·χ′,ψ′ (b, v + φ(b))

= Θ(a, u) ·χ′,ψ′ Θ(b, v)

and

(UΦ′ ◦Θ)(a, u) = UΦ′(a, u+ φ(a))

=
(
R(a), S(u) + Sφ(a) + Φ′(a)

)

=
(
R(a), S(u) + Φ(a) + φR(a)

)

= Θ
(
R(a), S(u) + Φ(a)

)
= (Θ ◦ UΦ)(a, u).
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This shows that (A ⊕χ,ψ B)UΦ

Θ
−→ (A ⊕χ′,ψ′ B)U

Φ′
is a morphism of Rota-Baxter algebras. The map Θ is

infact an equivalence between non-abelian extensions. As a summary, we obtain a map

Υ : H2
nab(AR, BS) → Ext(AR, BS), [(χ, ψ,Φ)] 7→ [(A⊕χ,ψ B)UΦ

].

Finally, it is tedious but straightforward to see that the maps Λ and Υ are inverses to each other. This

completes the proof. �

4. The inducibility problem and the fundamental exact sequence of Wells

Let AR and BS be two Rota-Baxter algebras. A morphism AR
ϕ
−→ BS of Rota-Baxter algebras is an

algebra homomorphism ϕ : A → B satisfying S ◦ ϕ = ϕ ◦ R. It is said to be an isomorphism if ϕ is a

linear isomorphism. Let AR be a fixed Rota-Baxter algebra. The set of all automorphisms of the Rota-

Baxter algebra AR forms a group Aut(AR), called the automorphism group. Given a non-abelian extension

0 → BS
i
−→ EU

π
−→ AR → 0 of Rota-Baxter algebras, here we study the inducibility of a pair of Rota-Baxter

automorphisms (β, α) ∈ Aut(BS)×Aut(AR) from an automorphism in Aut(EU ). To better understand the

corresponding obstruction, we introduce the analogue of the fundamental exact sequence of Wells. We also

construct two generalizations of this sequence. In particular, we answers when a Rota-Baxter automorphism

β ∈ Aut(BS) extends and a Rota-Baxter automorphism α ∈ Aut(AR) lifts to a Rota-Baxter automorphism

in Aut(EU ).

Let 0 → BS
i
−→ EU

π
−→ AR → 0 be a non-abelian extension of Rota-Baxter algebras. Let

AutB(EU ) = {γ ∈ Aut(EU ) | γ|B ⊂ B}.

It follows that, if γ ∈ AutB(EU ) then γ|B ∈ Aut(BS). Moreover, for any γ ∈ AutB(EU ), we may define a

map γ : A→ A by

γ(a) := πγs(a), for a ∈ A.

Here s is any section of the map π. Note that the map γ is independent of the choice of s. Since E is

isomorphic to the module A⊕B, the map π can be regarded as the projection onto the submodule A. As γ

is an automorphism on E preserving the submodule B, it also preserves A. Thus, γ = πγs is a bijection on

A. Moreover, for any a, b ∈ A,

γ(a ·A b) = πγ(s(a ·A b)) = πγ
(
s(a) ·E s(b)− χ(a, b)

)

= πγ
(
s(a) ·E s(b)

)
(as γ|B ⊂ B and π|B = 0)

= πγs(a) ·A πγs(b) = γ(a) ·A γ(b)

and

(R ◦ γ − γ ◦R)(a) = (Rπγs− πγsR)(a)

= (πUγs− πγsR)(a) (as Rπ = πU)

= πγ(Us− sR)(a) (as Uγ = γU)

= 0 (as (Us− sR)(a) ∈ B, γ|B ⊂ B and π|B = 0).

This shows that γ ∈ Aut(AR). Hence we obtain a map

τ : AutB(EU ) → Aut(BS)×Aut(AR), τ(u) := (γ|B, γ)

which is a group homomorphism. A pair (β, α) ∈ Aut(BS)×Aut(AR) of Rota-Baxter automorphisms is said

to be inducible if it lies in the image of τ .

In the following, we will find a necessary and sufficient condition for the inducibility of a pair of Rota-Baxter

automorphism (β, α) ∈ Aut(BS) × Aut(AR). Before state our main result, we need some more notations.

Let (χ, ψ,Φ) be the non-abelian 2-cocycle associated to the non-abelian extension 0 → BS
i
−→ EU

π
−→ AR → 0
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and a fixed section s. We define a new triple (χ(β,α), ψ(β,α),Φ(β,α)) of maps

χ(β,α) ∈ Hom(A⊗2, B), ψ(β,α) : (A⊗B)⊕ (B ⊗A) → B and Φ(β,α) ∈ Hom(A,B) by

χ(β,α)(a, b) := β ◦ χ(α−1(a), α−1(b)),

ψ(β,α)(a, u) := β ◦ ψ(α−1(a), β−1(u)),

β(β,α)(u, a) := β ◦ ψ(β−1(u), α−1(a)),

Φ(β,α)(a) := β ◦ Φ(α−1(a)),

for a, b ∈ A and u ∈ B. Note that (χ, ψ,Φ) is a non-abelian 2-cocycle implies that the identities (6), (7), (8)

and (9) are hold. In these identities, if we replace a, b, u by α−1(a), α−1(b), β−1(u) respectively, we obtain

the corresponding identities for the triple (χ(β,α), ψ(β,α),Φ(β,α)). This shows that (χ(β,α), ψ(β,α),Φ(β,α)) is a

non-abelian 2-cocycle.

4.1. Theorem. Let 0 → BS
i
−→ EU

π
−→ AR → 0 be a non-abelian extension of Rota-Baxter algebras. A

pair (β, α) ∈ Aut(BS)× Aut(AR) of Rota-Baxter automorphisms is inducible if and only if the non-abelian

2-cocycles (χ(β,α), ψ(β,α),Φ(β,α)) and (χ, ψ,Φ) are equivalent (i.e. they corresponds to the same element in

H2
nab(AR, BS)).

Proof. Suppose (β, α) is an inducible pair of Rota-Baxter automorphisms. Thus, there exists an element

γ ∈ AutB(EU ) such that γ|B = β and πγs = α. For any a ∈ A, we observe that

π
(
(γsα−1 − s)(a)

)
= a− a = 0 (as πs = idA).

This shows that (γsα−1−s)(a) ∈ ker(π) = im(i) ∼= B. We define a map φ : A→ B by φ(a) := (γsα−1−s)(a),

for a ∈ A. Then for any a ∈ A and u ∈ B, we have

ψ(β,α)(a, u)− ψ(a, u) = βψ(α−1(a), β−1(u))− ψ(a, u)

= β
(
sα−1(a) ·E β

−1(u)
)
−
(
s(a) ·E u

)

=
(
γsα−1(a) ·E u

)
−
(
s(a) ·E u

)

=
(
γsα−1(a)− s(a)

)
·B u = φ(a) ·B u.

Similarly, ψ(β,α)(u, a)− ψ(u, a) = u · φ(a). Moreover, for any a, b ∈ A,

χ(β,α)(a, b)− χ(a, b)

= βχ
(
α−1(a), α−1(b)

)
− χ(a, b)

= β
(
sα−1(a) ·E sα

−1(b)− s(α−1(a) ·A α
−1(b))

)
−
(
s(a) ·E s(b)− s(a ·A b)

)

= β
(
sα−1(a) ·E β

−1(γsα−1 − s)(b)
)
+ β

(
β−1(γsα−1 − s)(a) ·E sα

−1(b)
)
− γsα−1(a ·A b) + s(a ·A b)

− γsα−1(a) ·E γsα
−1(b) + γsα−1(a) ·E s(b) + s(a) ·E γsα

−1(b)− s(a) ·E s(b)

(by adding and subtracting some terms)

= βψ(α−1(a), β−1φ(b)) + βψ(β−1φ(a), α−1(b))− (γsα−1 − s)(a ·A b)− (γsα−1 − s)(a) ·B (γsα−1 − s)(b)

= ψ(β,α)(a, φ(b)) + ψ(β,α)(φ(a), b)− φ(a ·A b)− φ(a) ·B φ(b).

Finally,

Φ(β,α)(a)− Φ(a) = βΦ(α−1(a))− Φ(a)

= β(Us− sR)α−1(a)− (Us− sR)(a)

= γ(Us− sR)α−1(a)− (Us− sR)(a)

= (Uγs− γsR)α−1(a)− (Us− sR)(a)

= U(γsα−1 − s)(a)− (γsα−1 − s)R(a)

= S(γsα−1 − s)(a)− (γsα−1 − s)R(a) = (Sφ− φR)(a).

Thus, it follows from Definition 3.1(ii) that (χ(β,α), ψ(β,α),Φ(β,α))
φ
∼ (χ, ψ,Φ).
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Conversely, suppose that the non-abelian 2-cocycles (χ(β,α), ψ(β,α),Φ(β,α)) and (χ, ψ,Φ) are equivalent,

and the equivalence is given by a map φ : A → B. Note that s is a section of the map π implies that

E ∼= A ⊕ B as a k-module. Thus, an element e ∈ E can be uniquely written as e = (a, u), for some a ∈ A

and u ∈ B. We now define a map γ : E → E by

γ(e) = (α(a), β(u) + φα(a)), for e = (a, u).

If for any e = (a, u), the image γ(e) = (α(a), β(u) + φα(a)) = 0 then it follows that α(a) = 0 (which

implies that a = 0) and β(u) + φα(a) = 0. Thus, we have β(u) = 0 which implies that u = 0. Therefore,

e = (a, u) = 0. This shows that γ is injective. The map γ is also surjective, as for any e = (a, u) ∈ E, we

consider the element e′ =
(
α−1(a), β−1(u)− β−1φ(a)

)
∈ E and observe that

γ(e′) = γ
(
α−1(a), β−1(u)− β−1φ(a)

)
= (a, u) = e.

Next, for any e = (a, u) and f = (b, v) of elements in E, we have

γ(e) ·E γ(f) = γ(a, u) ·E γ(b, v)

=
(
α(a), β(u) + φα(a)

)
·E

(
α(b), β(v) + φα(b)

)

=
(
α(a) ·A α(b), α(a) ·E β(v)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

(A)

+α(a) ·E φα(b)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(B)

+ β(u) ·E α(b)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(C)

+φα(a) ·E α(b) + χ(α(a), α(b))
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(B)

+ β(u) ·B β(v)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(D)

+ β(u) ·B φα(b)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(C)

+φα(a) ·B β(v)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(A)

+φα(a) ·B φα(b)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(B)

)

=
(
α(a ·A b), β(a ·E v)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

(A)

+ β(χ(a, b)) + φα(a ·A b)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(B)

+ β(u ·E b)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(C)

+ β(u ·B v)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(D)

)

= γ
(
a ·A b, a ·E v + u ·E b+ χ(a, b) + u ·B v

)

= γ
(
(a, u) ·E (b, v)

)
= γ(e ·E f).

which shows that γ : E → E is an algebra morphism. Moreover,

(γ ◦ U)(e) = (γ ◦ U)(a, u)

= γ
(
R(a), S(u) + Φ(a)

)

=
(
αR(a), β(S(u) + Φ(a)) + φα(R(a))

)

=
(
Rα(a), Sβ(u) + Sφα(a) + Φα(a)

)
(as Φ(β,α) − Φ = Sφ− φR)

= U
(
α(a), β(u) + φα(a)

)

= (U ◦ γ)(a, u) = (U ◦ γ)(e).

As a summary, we get that γ ∈ Aut(EU ). Finally, from the definition of γ, it is easy to see that γ|B = β

and γ = πγs = α. Hence τ(γ) = (γ|B, γ) = (β, α), which implies that the pair (β, α) is inducible. �

In the following, we will interpret the above theorem in terms of the Wells map in the context of Rota-

Baxter algebras. Let 0 → BS
i
−→ EU

π
−→ AR → 0 be a non-abelian extension of Rota-Baxter algebras.

For any fixed section s, let (χ, ψ,Φ) be the corresponding non-abelian 2-cocycle. We define a map W :

Aut(BS)×Aut(AR) → H2
nab(AR, BS) by

W((β, α)) := [(χ(β,α), ψ(β,α),Φ(β,α))− (χ, ψ,Φ)].

Note that W is only a set map, not necessarily a group homomorphism. The map W is called the Wells

map. It is easy to see that the Wells map W doesn’t depend on the choice of the section s.

Note that there is a natural action of the group Aut(BS)×Aut(AR) on the space H2
nab(AR, BS) given by

(β, α) · [(χ, ψ,Φ)] = [(χ(β,α), ψ(β,α),Φ(β,α))],

for any (β, α) ∈ Aut(BS) × Aut(AR) and [(χ, ψ,Φ)] ∈ H2
nab(AR, BS). With this action, the Wells map W

is given by W((β, α)) = (β, α) · [(χ, ψ,Φ)] − [(χ, ψ,Φ)], where [(χ, ψ,Φ)] ∈ H2
nab(AR, BS) is the element
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corresponding to the extension. This shows that the Wells map is simply a principal crossed homomorphism

in the group cohomology of Aut(BS)×Aut(AR) with values in H2
nab(AR, BS).

With the definition of the Wells map, Theorem 4.1 can be rephrased as follows.

4.2. Theorem. A pair (β, α) ∈ Aut(BS)×Aut(AR) of Rota-Baxter automorphisms is inducible if and only

if W((β, α)) = 0. In other words, W((β, α)) is an obstruction for the inducibility of the pair (β, α).

The fundamental exact sequence of Wells and some generalizations. Given a non-abelian extension

0 → BS
i
−→ EU

π
−→ AR → 0 of Rota-Baxter algebras, here we show that the Wells map W fits into an exact

sequence. This is analogue to the fundamental sequence of Wells in the context of Rota-Baxter algebras.

We will further construct two generalizations and find their role in extending a Rota-Baxter automorphism

β ∈ Aut(BS) and lifting a Rota-Baxter automorphism α ∈ Aut(AR) to an automorphism in Aut(EU ).

Let AutB,AB (EU ) ⊂ AutB(EU ) be the subgroup defined by

AutB,AB (EU ) = {γ ∈ AutB(EU ) | τ(γ) = (idB, idA)}.

4.3. Theorem. (Fundamental sequence of Wells) There is an exact sequence

1 → AutB,AB (EU )
ι
−→ AutB(EU )

τ
−→ Aut(BS)×Aut(AR)

W
−→ H2

nab(AR, BS).

Proof. Note that the map ι : AutB,AB (EU ) → AutB(EU ) is the inclusion map. Hence the above sequence is

exact at the first term.

Next, we show that the sequence is exact at the second term. Take an element γ ∈ ker(τ). Thus, we have

τ(γ) = (γ|B , γ) = (idB , idA).

This shows that γ ∈ AutB,AB (EU ) ∼= im(ι). Conversely, if γ ∈ AutB,AB (EU ) ∼= im(ι), then γ ∈ ker(τ).

Therefore, we have ker(τ) = im(ι) which shows that the sequence is exact at the second term.

Next, we take an element (β, α) ∈ ker(W). Therefore, it follows from Theorem 4.2 that the pair (β, α)

inducible. In other words, there exists an element γ ∈ AutB(EU ) such that τ(γ) = (β, α), which shows that

(β, α) ∈ im(τ). Conversely, if a pair (β, α) ∈ im(τ) then (β, α) is inducible. Hence by Theorem 4.2, we have

W((β, α)) = 0, which shows that (β, α) ∈ ker(W). Therefore, we have ker(W) = im(τ). This proves that the

sequence is exact at the third term. This completes the proof. �

We have seen earlier that the image of the Wells map can be seen as an obstruction for the inducibility

of a pair of Rota-Baxter automorphisms. Besides the question about inducibility, there are some questions

of interest. For example, one may ask the followings:

- When a Rota-Baxter automorphism α ∈ Aut(AR) can be lifted to an automorphism in Aut(EU ) fixing

B pointwise?

- When a Rota-Baxter automorphism β ∈ Aut(BS) can be extended to an automorphism in Aut(EU )

inducing the identity map on A?

To answer these questions, we first introduce two subgroups AutBB(EU ) and AutAB(EU ) of the group

AutB(EU ) as

AutBB(EU ) = {γ ∈ AutB(EU ) | γ|B = idB},

AutAB(EU ) = {γ ∈ AutB(EU ) | γ = idA}.

Then there are obvious maps τ1 : AutBB(EU ) → Aut(AR) and τ2 : AutAB(EU ) → Aut(BS) given by

τ1(γ) = γ, for γ ∈ AutBB(EU ),

τ2(γ) = γ|B, for γ ∈ AutAB(EU ).
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We also define maps WA : Aut(AR) → H2
nab(AR, BS) and WB : Aut(BS) → H2

nab(AR, BS) by

WA(α) = W((idB, α)) = [(χ(idB ,α), ψ(idB ,α),Φ(idB ,α))− (χ, ψ,Φ)],

WB(β) = W((β, idA)) = [(χ(β,idA), ψ(β,idA),Φ(β,idA))− (χ, ψ,Φ)].

In the following, we will construct two short exact sequences generalizing the fundamental sequence of

Wells. The proofs of exactness for both the sequences are similar to the proof of Theorem 4.3. Hence we

will not repeat it here.

4.4. Theorem. Let 0 → BS
i
−→ EU

π
−→ AR → 0 be a non-abelian extension of Rota-Baxter algebras. Then

there are short exact sequences

1 → AutB,AB (EU )
ι
−→ AutBB(EU )

τ1−→ Aut(AR)
WA−−→ H2

nab(AR, BS),

1 → AutB,AB (EU )
ι
−→ AutAB(EU )

τ2−→ Aut(BS)
WB−−→ H2

nab(AR, BS).

The following result is straightforward.

4.5. Theorem. (i) A Rota-Baxter automorphism α ∈ Aut(AR) can be lifted to an automorphism in Aut(EU )

fixing B pointwise if and only if WA(α) = 0.

(ii) A Rota-Baxter automorphism β ∈ Aut(BS) can be extended to an automorphism in Aut(EU ) inducing

the identity on A if and only if WB(β) = 0.

5. Abelian extensions of Rota-Baxter algebras

In this section, we show that the results of the previous sections fit with the abelian extensions of Rota-

Baxter algebras. In particular, we classify the equivalence classes of abelian extensions in terms of the

ordinary cohomology of Rota-Baxter algebras. We also discuss the inducibility problem and the fundamental

sequence of Wells in the context of abelian extensions.

Let AR and BS be two Rota-Baxter algebras in which the associative product on B is trivial. An abelian

extension of AR by BS is a short exact sequence

0 // BS
i

// EU
π

// AR // 0(10)

of Rota-Baxter algebras. The notion of equivalence between two abelian extensions of AR by BS can be

defined as of Definition 3.1(ii).

For any section s : A→ E of the map π, we define a map ψs : (A⊗B)⊕ (B ⊗A) → B by

ψs(a, u) = s(a) ·E u and ψs(u, a) = u ·E s(a), for a ∈ A, u ∈ B.

Then it can be seen that ψs gives rise to a Rota-Baxter bimodule structure on BS over the Rota-Baxter

algebra AR. Moreover, it doesn’t depend on the choice of s [12]. This is called the induced Rota-Baxter

bimodule.

Let AR be a Rota-Baxter algebra and BS be a Rota-Baxter bimodule over it. We consider BS as a

Rota-Baxter algebra with the trivial associative product on B. We denote by AbExt(AR, BS) the set of

all equivalence classes of abelian extensions of AR by BS so that the induced Rota-Baxter bimodule on

BS coincides with the given one. In [12] the authors parametrize AbExt(AR, BS) by the second (ordinary)

cohomology of the Rota-Baxter algebra AR with coefficients in BS . To recover this result, we first recall the

(ordinary) cohomology of Rota-Baxter algebras.

Let AR be a Rota-Baxter algebra and BS be a Rota-Baxter bimodule over it. First consider the

Hochschild cochain complex {C•(A,B), δHoch} of the algebra A with coefficients in the A-bimodule B,

where Cn≥0(A,B) = Hom(A⊗n, B) and

(δHochf)(a1, . . . , an+1) = a1 · f(a2, . . . , an+1) + (−1)n+1 f(a1, . . . , an) · an+1

+

n∑

i=1

(−1)if(a1, . . . , ai ·A ai+1, . . . , an+1),
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for f ∈ Cn(A,B); a1, . . . , an+1 ∈ A. There is another cochain complex {C•(A,B), ∂Hoch} on the same

cochain groups with the coboundary map

(∂Hochf)(a1, . . . , an+1) = R(a1) · f(a2, . . . , an+1)− S
(
a1 · f(a2, . . . , an+1)

)

+ (−1)n+1 f(a1, . . . , an) ·R(an+1)− (−1)n+1 S
(
f(a1, . . . , an) · an+1

)

+

n∑

i=1

(−1)if(a1, . . . , R(ai) ·A ai+1 + ai ·A R(ai+1), . . . , an+1),

for f ∈ Cn(A,B); a1, . . . , an+1 ∈ A. As a byproduct of the above two cochain complexes, one may construct

a new cochain complex {C•
RBA(AR, BS), δRBA}, where

C0
RBA(AR, BS) = B, C1

RBA(AR, BS) = C1(A,B), C
n≥2
RBA(AR, BS) = Cn(A,B)⊕ Cn−1(A,B),

and the differential δRBA : C•
RBA(AR, BS) → C•+1

RBA(AR, BS) given by

δRBA(u) = δHoch(u),

δRBA((f, g)) =
(
δHoch(f), ∂Hoch(g) + (−1)nf ◦R⊗n − (−1)n

n∑

i=1

S ◦ f(R⊗ · · · ⊗ id
︸︷︷︸

i−th

⊗ · · · ⊗R)
)
.

The corresponding cohomology groups are called the (ordinary) cohomology of the Rota-Baxter algebra AR

with coefficients in the Rota-Baxter bimodule BS , and they are denoted by H•
RBA(AR, BS).

5.1. Theorem. Let AR be a Rota-Baxter algebra and BS be a Rota-Baxter bimodule over it. Then

AbExt(AR, BS) ∼= H2
RBA(AR, BS).

Proof. Let EU be an abelian extension of AR by BS . Since the associative product ·B is trivial, it follows

from (7) that χ : A⊗2 → B is a Hochschild 2-cocycle on A with values in the A-bimodule B, and the

condition (9) implies that

∂1(Φ)(a, b) + χ(R(a), R(b))− S
(
χ(R(a), b) + χ(a,R(b))

)
= 0, for all a, b ∈ A.

Thus, we have δRBA(χ,Φ)(χ,Φ) =
(
δHoch(χ), ∂

1(Φ) + χ ◦ (R ⊗ R) − S
(
χ ◦ (R ⊗ id) + χ ◦ (id ⊗ R)

))
= 0,

which shows that (χ,Φ) ∈ C2
RBA(AR, BS) is a 2-cocycle. Moreover, if EU and E′

U ′ are two equivalent

abelian extensions, then one can check that the corresponding 2-cocycles are cohomologous. Hence there is

a well-defined map Λ : AbExt(AR, BS) → H2
RBA(AR, BS).

The map Υ : H2
RBA(AR, BS) → AbExt(AR, BS) on the other direction can be defined similar to Theorem

3.3. The maps Λ and Υ are inverses to each other. Hence the proof. �

Let 0 → BS
i
−→ EU

π
−→ AR → 0 be an abelian extension of Rota-Baxter algebras. Let ψ denotes the given

A-bimodule structure on B. Define

Cψ =
{
(β, α) ∈ Aut(BS)×Aut(AR) | βψ(a, u) = ψ(α(a), β(u)) and

βψ(u, a) = ψ(β(u), α(a)), for a ∈ A, u ∈ B
}

to be the set of all compatible pairs of Rota-Baxter automorphisms. Then Cψ is obviously a subgroup of

Aut(BS)×Aut(AR). Given a section s of the map π, let (χ,Φ) be the 2-cocycle corresponding to the abelian

extension. For any pair (β, α) ∈ Aut(BS)×Aut(AR), define a pair (χ(β,α),Φ(β,α)) as

χ(β,α)(a, b) = β ◦ χ(α−1(a), α−1(b)) and Φ(β,α)(a) = β ◦ Φ(α−1(a)), for a, b ∈ A.

In general, (χ(β,α),Φ(β,α)) is not a 2-cocycle. However, if (β, α) ∈ Cψ , we can easily show that
(
δHoch(χ(β,α))

)
(a, b, c) = β

(
δHoch(χ)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

(α−1(a), α−1(b), α−1(c))
)
= 0 and
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(
∂1(Φ(β,α)) + χ(β,α) ◦ (R ⊗R)− S

(
χ(β,α)(R ⊗ id) + χ(β,α)(id⊗R)

))
(a, b)

= β
(
∂1(Φ) + χ ◦ (R⊗R)− S

(
χ(R⊗ id) + χ(id⊗R)

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

)
(α−1(a), α−1(b)) = 0.

Combining these, we get δRBA(χ(β,α),Φ(β,α)) = 0 which shows that (χ(β,α),Φ(β,α)) is a 2-cocycle.

5.2. Theorem. Let 0 → BS
i
−→ EU

π
−→ AR → 0 be an abelian extension of the Rota-Baxter algebra AR by

the Rota-Baxter bimodule BS. Then a pair (β, α) ∈ Aut(BS) × Aut(AR) of Rota-Baxter automorphisms is

inducible if and only if (β, α) ∈ Cψ and the 2-cocycles (χ(β,α),Φ(β,α)), (χ,Φ) are cohomologous.

Proof. Note that the given A-bimodule structure ψ is given by ψ = ψs. It follows from Theorem 4.1 that

(β, α) is inducible if and only if ψ = ψ(β,α) and the 2-cocycles (χ(β,α),Φ(β,α)), (χ,Φ) are cohomologous. The

result now follows as the condition ψ = ψ(β,α) is equivalent to the fact that (β, α) ∈ Cψ . This completes the

proof. �

The Wells map in the context of abelian extensions is given by W : Cψ → H2
RBA(AR, BS), where

W((β, α)) = [(χ(β,α),Φ(β,α))− (χ,Φ)], for (β, α) ∈ Cψ .(11)

On the other hand, if γ ∈ AutB(EU ), then τ(γ) = (γ|B, γ) is in Cψ.

In [5] the authors considered the abelian extension of Lie algebras and interpret the automorphism group

of the extension in terms of certain derivation space. Here we will generalize this result in the context of

Rota-Baxter algebras.

5.3. Proposition. Let 0 → BS
i
−→ EU

π
−→ AR → 0 be an abelian extension of the Rota-Baxter algebra AR by

a Rota-Baxter bimodule BS. Then

AutB,AB (EU ) ∼= Der(AR, BS) as groups.

Proof. We will only construct a bijective map between the above mentioned groups. Let γ ∈ AutB,AB (EU ).

Then for any a ∈ A, we have

π
(
(γs− s)(a)

)
= πγs(a)− πs(a) = 0.

This shows that (γs − s)(a) ∈ ker(π) = im(i) ∼= B. Therefore, one obtains a map γ : A → B given by

γ(a) = (γs− s)(a), for a ∈ A. The map γ satisfies

γ(a ·A b) = ψ(γ(a), b) + ψ(a, γ(b)), for a, b ∈ A,

S ◦ γ = γ ◦R.

Thus, γ ∈ Der(AR, BS). Hence there is a map Θ : AutB,AB (EU ) → Der(AR, BS), Θ(γ) = γ which is also

bijective. The map Θ is obviously a group homomorphism as

Θ(γη) = γηs− s = γ(ηs− s) + γs− s = γη + γ = η + γ (as γ|B = idB).

This completes the proof. �

5.4. Theorem. Let 0 → BS
i
−→ EU

π
−→ AR → 0 be an abelian extension of the Rota-Baxter algebra AR by a

Rota-Baxter bimodule BS. Then there is a short exact sequence

1 → Der(AR, BS)
ι
−→ AutB(EU )

τ
−→ Cψ

W
−→ H2

RBA(AR, BS).(12)

An abelian extension 0 → BS
i
−→ EU

π
−→ AR → 0 of the Rota-Baxter algebra AR by a Rota-Baxter

bimodule BS is said to be split if there is a section s (of the map π) such that s : AR → EU is a morphism

of Rota-Baxter algebras. In this case, the Rota-Baxter algebra EU is isomorphic to the semidirect product

(A⊕B)R⊕S , where the associative product on A⊕B is given by

(a, u) ·⋉ (b, v) =
(
a ·A b, ψ(a, v) + ψ(u, b)

)
,
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for (a, u), (b, v) ∈ A⊕B. Further, since s : AR → EU is a morphism of Rota-Baxter algebras, we have

χ(a, b) = s(a) ·E s(b)− s(a ·A b) = 0 and Φ(a) = (Us− sR)(a) = 0.

Therefore, we have (χ,Φ) = 0. As a consequence, it follows from (11) that the Wells map vanishes identically.

Thus, the exact sequence (12) gives rise to the following sequence

0 → Der(AR, BS) → AutB(EU )
τ
−→ Cψ → 0.(13)

It can be easily check that the above sequence is a split exact sequence. To see this, we define a map

t : Cψ → AutB(EU ) by t((β, α)) = t(β,α), where t(β,α) : EU → EU is given by t(β,α)(a, u) = (α(a), β(u)), for

(a, u) ∈ E ∼= A ⊕ B. The map t obviously satisfies τt = idCψ , which shows that t is a section of the map

τ . The map t is also a group homomorphism. Therefore, (13) is a split exact sequence. As a summary, we

obtain the following.

5.5. Proposition. Let 0 → BS
i
−→ EU

π
−→ AR → 0 be a split abelian extension of the Rota-Baxter algebra

AR by a Rota-Baxter bimodule BS. Then AutB(EU ) ∼= Cψ ⋉Der(AR, BS) as groups.

6. Extensions of dendriform algebras and related problems

In this section, we study non-abelian extensions of dendriform algebras in terms of non-abelian cohomology.

Given a non-abelian extension, we also obtain the fundamental sequence of Wells regarding extensions and

liftings of dendriform algebra automorphisms. We first start with the following definitions.

6.1. Definition. (i) Let A and B be two dendriform algebras. A non-abelian extension of A by B is

simply a short exact sequence of dendriform algebras

0 // B
i

// E
π

// A // 0.(14)

(ii) Two non-abelian extensions E and E ′ are said to be equivalent if there exists a morphism E
ϕ
−→ E ′ of

dendriform algebras which makes the following diagram commutative

0 // B
i

// E

ϕ

��

π
// A // 0

0 // B
i′

// E
π′

// A // 0.

(15)

Let Ext(A,B) denote the set of all equivalence classes of non-abelian extensions of A by B.

Next, we will discuss non-abelian cohomology of dendriform algebras. Let Cn be the set of first n natu-

ral numbers. We will often treat the elements of Cn as some symbols (i.e. no operations on the elements

of Cn are allowed). Thus, for convenience, we write Cn = {[1], [2], . . . , [n]}. There are some special maps

R
1,...,n,...,1
0 : Cm+n−1 → Cm and R1,...,n,...,1

i : Cm+n−1 → k[Cn] that are useful in the context of dendriform

structures, given by

[r] ∈ Cm+n−1 1 ≤ r ≤ i − 1 i ≤ r ≤ i+ n− 1 i+ n− 1 ≤ r ≤ m+ n− 1

R
1,...,n,...,1
0 [r] [r] [i] [i − n+ 1]

R
1,...,n,...,1
i [r] [1] + · · ·+ [n] [r − i+ 1] [1] + · · ·+ [n]

In the notations of the above maps R1,...,n,...,1
0 and R1,...,n,...,1

i , we have the superscripts as m many numbers
m many

︷ ︸︸ ︷

1, . . . , n
︸︷︷︸

i-th

, . . . , 1 with all 1 except in the i-th place where we have n. Let (A,≺A,≻A) be a dendriform

algebra. Then there is a map πA : k[C2]⊗A⊗2 → A given by

πA([1]; a, b) = a ≺A b and πA([2]; a, b) = a ≻A b, for a, b ∈ A.
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6.2. Definition. (i) Let A and B be two dendriform algebras. A non-abelian 2-cocycle on A with values

in B is given by a pair (χ, ψ) in which

χ : k[C2]⊗A⊗2 → B and ψ : k[C2]⊗
(
(A⊗ B)⊕ (B ⊗A)

)
→ B

are linear maps satisfying






ψ
(
R

1,2
0 [r]; a, ψ(R1,2

2 [r]; b, u)
)
= ψ

(
R

2,1
0 [r];πA(R

2,1
1 [r]; a, b), u

)
+ πB

(
R

2,1
0 [r];χ(R2,1

1 [r]; a, b), u
)
,

ψ
(
R

1,2
0 [r]; a, ψ(R1,2

2 [r];u, b)
)
= ψ

(
R

2,1
0 [r];ψ(R2,1

1 [r]; a, u), b
)
,

ψ
(
R

2,1
0 [r];ψ(R2,1

1 [r];u, a), b
)
= ψ

(
R

1,2
0 [r];u, πA(R

1,2
2 [r]; a, b)

)
+ πB

(
R

1,2
0 [r];u, χ(R1,2

2 [r]; a, b)
)
,

(16)

ψ
(
R

1,2
0 [r]; a, χ(R1,2

2 [r]; b, c)
)
− χ

(
R

2,1
0 [r];πA(R

2,1
1 [r]; a, b), c

)
+ χ

(
R

1,2
0 [r]; a, πA(R

1,2
2 [r]; b, c)

)
(17)

− ψ
(
R

2,1
0 [r];χ(R2,1

1 [r]; a, b), c
)
= 0,

for a, b, c ∈ A, u ∈ B and [r] ∈ C3.

(ii) Two non-abelian 2-cocycles (χ, ψ) and (χ′, ψ′) are said to be equivalent if there exists a linear map

φ : A → B that satisfies






ψ([r]; a, u) − ψ′([r]; a, u) = πB
(
[r];φ(a), u

)
,

ψ([r];u, a) − ψ′([r];u, a) = πB
(
[r];u, φ(a)

)
,

(18)

χ([r]; a, b)− χ′([r]; a, b) = ψ′
(
[r]; a, φ(b)

)
+ ψ′

(
[r];φ(a), b

)
− φ

(
πA([r]; a, b)

)
+ πB

(
[r];φ(a), φ(b)

)
,(19)

for a, b ∈ A, u ∈ B and [r] ∈ C2. In this case, we write (χ, ψ)
φ
∼ (χ′, ψ′).

We denote the set of all equivalence classes of non-abelian 2-cocycles by H2
nab(A,B). This is called the

non-abelian cohomology of the dendriform algebra A with values in the dendriform algebra B. When B

is equipped with the trivial dendriform structure (i.e. when πB = 0), then a non-abelian 2-cocycle (χ, ψ)

is equivalent to having a representation ψ of the dendriform algebra A on the module B, and an ordinary

2-cocycle χ on the dendriform algebra A with coefficients in the representation B. Further, two non-abelian

2-cocycles (χ, ψ) and (χ′, ψ′) are equivalent if and only if ψ = ψ′ and the ordinary 2-cocycles χ, χ′ are

cohomologous in the ordinary sense. Thus, in this case, the non-abelian cohomology H2
nab(A,B) coincides

with the ordinary dendriform cohomology.

6.3. Theorem. Let A and B be two dendriform algebras. Then there is a one-to-one correspondence between

the space Ext(A,B) and the group H2
nab(A,B).

Proof. Let E be a non-abelian extension of A by B (Definition 14(i)). For any section s : A → E of the map

π, we define maps

χs : k[C2]⊗A⊗2 → B and ψs : k[C2]⊗
(
(A⊗ B)⊕ (B ⊗A)

)
→ B by

χs([r]; a, b) = πE([r]; s(a), s(b)) − s
(
πA([r]; a, b)

)
,

ψs([r]; a, u) = πE([r]; s(a), u),

ψs([r];u, a) = πE([r];u, s(a)),

for a, b ∈ A, u ∈ B and [r] ∈ C2. Then it is not hard to verify that the maps χs, ψs satisfy the identities (16)

and (17). This shows that the pair (χs, ψs) is a nonabelian 2-cocycle. Let t : A → E be any other section of

the map π and (χt, ψt) be the corresponding non-abelian 2-cocycle. Define a map φ : A → B by φ := s− t.

Then we have

ψs([r]; a, u)− ψt([r]; a, u) = πE ([r]; s(a), u)− πE([r]; t(a), u) = πB([r];φ(a), u),

ψs([r];u, a)− ψt([r];u, a) = πE ([r];u, s(a))− πE([r];u, t(a)) = πB([r];u, φ(a)),
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χs([r]; a, b)− χt([r]; a, b)

= πE
(
[r]; s(a), s(b)

)
− s

(
πA([r]; a, b)

)
− πE

(
[r]; t(a), t(b)

)
+ t

(
πA([r]; a, b)

)

= πE
(
[r]; (φ + t)(a), (φ + t)(b)

)
− φ

(
πA([r]; a, b)

)
− πE

(
[r]; t(a), t(b)

)

= ψt([r]; a, φ(b)) + ψt([r];φ(a), b) − φ(πA([r]; a, b)) + πE([r];φ(a), φ(b)),

for a, b ∈ A and u ∈ B. Thus (χs, ψs)
φ
∼ (χt, ψt). Hence (χs, ψs) and (χt, ψt) induces the same element in

H2
nab(A,B).

If E , E ′ are two equivalent non-abelian extensions and s : A → E is a section of the first extension, then

s′ := φs is a section of the second extension. If (χs
′

, ψs
′

) is the non-abelian 2-cocycle corresponding to the

second extension and its section s′, then by a simple calculation one can show that χs
′

= χs and ψs
′

= ψs.

Hence (χs
′

, ψs
′

) = (χs, ψs). As a conclusion, we obtain a map Λ : Ext(A,B) → H2
nab(A,B).

On the other hand, if (χ, ψ) is a non-abelian 2-cocycle as of Definition 6.2, we define a dendriform algebra

structure on the direct sum A⊕ B given by

(a, u) ≺χ,ψ (b, v) =
(
a ≺A b, ψ([1]; a, v) + ψ([1];u, b) + χ([1]; a, b) + u ≺B v

)
,

(a, u) ≻χ,ψ (b, v) =
(
a ≻A b, ψ([2]; a, v) + ψ([2];u, b) + χ([2]; a, b) + u ≻B v

)
.

(Note that the above two products form a dendriform algebra structure as χ, ψ satisfy the identities (16)

and (17)). We denote this dendriform algebra simply by A ⊕χ,ψ B. Moreover, it is a non-abelian extension

of A by B with the obvious structure maps. Further, let (χ, ψ) and (χ′, ψ′) be two equivalent non-abelian

2-cocycles (see Definition 6.2(ii)). We define a map ϕ : A⊕ B → A⊕ B by

ϕ(a, u) = (a, u+ φ(a)), for (a, u) ∈ A⊕ B.

Then it is straightforward to verify that

ϕ((a, u) ≺χ,ψ (b, v)) = ϕ(a, u) ≺χ′,ψ′ ϕ(b, v) and ϕ((a, u) ≻χ,ψ (b, v)) = ϕ(a, u) ≻χ′,ψ′ ϕ(b, v).

This show that ϕ : A⊕χ,ψB → A⊕χ′,ψ′B is a morphism of dendriform algebras, which induces an equivalence

between non-abelian extensions. As a result, we obtain a map Υ : H2
nab(A,B) → Ext(A,B). The result now

follows as the map Λ and Υ are inverses to each other. �

Let 0 → B
i
−→ E

π
−→ A → 0 be a non-abelian extension of dendriform algebras. For any section s : A → E

of the map π, let (χ, ψ) be the non-abelian 2-cocycle on A with values in B corresponding to the above

extension. Let (β, α) ∈ Aut(B) × Aut(A) be any pair of dendriform algebra automorphisms. Consider the

non-abelian 2-cocycle (χ(β,α), ψ(β,α)), where

χ(β,α)([r]; a, b) = β ◦ χ([r];α−1(a), α−1(b)) and







ψ(β,α)([r]; a, u) = β ◦ ψ([r];α−1(a), β−1(u)),

ψ(β,α)([r];u, a) = β ◦ ψ([r];β−1(u), α−1(a)),

for a, b ∈ A, u ∈ B and [r] ∈ C2. Then the inducibility theorem in the context of dendriform algebras can be

given as follows. The proof of the result is similar to the proof of Theorem 4.1, hence we do not repeat here.

6.4. Theorem. Let 0 → B
i
−→ E

π
−→ A → 0 be a non-abelian extension of dendriform algebras. A pair

(β, α) ∈ Aut(B) × Aut(A) of dendriform algebra automorphisms is inducible if and only if the non-abelian

2-cocycles (χ, ψ) and (χ(β,α), ψ(β,α)) are equivalent.

With all the above notations, the Wells map W : Aut(B)×Aut(A) → H2
nab(A,B) is defined by

W((β, α)) = [χ(β,α), ψ(β,α))− (χ, ψ)],

where (χ, ψ) is the non-abelian 2-cocycle corresponding to the non-abelian extension of dendriform algebras.

A pair (β, α) ∈ Aut(B)×Aut(A) of dendriform algebra automorphisms is inducible if and only if W((β, α)) =

0. Further, the fundamental exact sequence of Wells is given by

0 → AutB,AB (E)
ι
−→ AutB(E)

τ
−→ Aut(B)×Aut(A)

W
−→ H2

nab(A,B),
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where all the notations have meanings similar to the context of Rota-Baxter algebras.
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