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1 Introduction

Enveloping algebras of Lie algebras are known to be a fundamental notion, for an
impressive variety of reasons. Their bialgebra structure allows to make a natural
bridge between Lie algebras and groups. As such they are a key tool in pure algebra,
algebraic and differential geometry, and so on. Their combinatorial structure is inter-
esting on its own and is the object of the theory of free Lie algebras. Applications
thereof include the theory of differential equations, numerics, control theory... From
the modern point of view, featured in Reutenauer’s Free Lie algebras [38], the “right”
point of view on enveloping algebras is provided by the descent algebra: most of their
key properties can indeed be obtained and finely described using computations in
symmetric group algebras relying on the statistics of descents of permutations. More
recently, finer structures have emerged that refine this approach. Let us quote, among
others, the Malvenuto-Reutenauer or free quasi-symmetric functions Hopf algebra
[29] and its bidendriform structure [14].

Many features of classical Lie theory generalize to the broader context of alge-
bras over Hopf operads [24]. However, this idea remains largely to be developed
systematically. Quasi-shuffle algebras provide for example an interesting illustration
of these phenomena, but have not been investigated from this point of view.

The notion of quasi-shuffle algebras was developed systematically only recently,
starting essentially with Hoffman’s work, that was motivated by multizeta values
(MZVs) and featured their bialgebra structure [23]. The reason for the appearance of
quasi-shuffle products in many application fields (classical and stochastic integration,
summation processes, probability, renormalization...) is explained by the construc-
tion by Ebrahimi-Fard of a forgetful functor from Rota—Baxter algebras of non-zero
weight to quasi-shuffle algebras [11]. Many partial results on the structure of quasi-
shuffle bialgebras have been obtained during the last two decades [17, 28, 30-32],
fine structure theorems have been obtained in [2], but, besides the fact that each of
these articles features a particular point of view, they fail to develop systematically
a complete combinatorial theory.

This article builds on these various results and develops the analog theory, for
quasi-shuffle bialgebras, of the theory of descent algebras and their relations to free
Lie algebras for classical enveloping algebras.

The plan is as follows. Sections 2 and 3 recall the fundamental definitions. These
are fairly standard ideas and materials, excepted for the fact that bialgebraic struc-
tures are introduced from the point of view of Hopf operads that will guide later
developments.

The following section shows how the symmetrization process in the theory of
twisted bialgebras (or Hopf species) can be adapted to define a noncommutative
quasi-shuffle bialgebra structure on the operad of quasi-shuffle algebras (Theorem 1).

Section5 deals with the algebraic structure of linear endomorphisms of quasi-
shuffle bialgebras and studies from this point of view the structure of surjections.
Section 6 deals with the projection on the primitives of quasi-shuffle bialgebras -the
analog in the present setting of the canonical projection from an enveloping algebra
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to the Lie algebra of primitives. As in classical Lie theory, a structure theorem for
quasi-shuffle algebras follows from the properties of this canonical projection.

Section 7 investigates the relations between the shuffle and quasi-shuffle oper-
ads when both are equipped with the Hopf algebra structure inherited from the Hopf
operadic structure of their categories of algebras (as such they are isomorphic respec-
tively to the Malvenuto-Reutenauer Hopf algebra, or Hopf algebra of free quasi-
symmetric functions, and to the Hopf algebra of word quasi-symmetric functions).
We recover in particular from the existence of a Hopf algebra morphism from the
shuffle to the quasi-shuffle operad (Theorem 3) the exponential isomorphism relat-
ing shuffle and quasi-shuffle bialgebras. Section 8 studies coalgebra endomorphisms
of quasi-shuffle bialgebras and classifies natural Hopf algebra endomorphisms and
morphisms relating shuffle and quasi-shuffle bialgebras.

Section9 studies coderivations. Quasi-shuffle bialgebras are considered classi-
cally as filtered objects (the product does not respect the tensor graduation), however
the existence of a natural graded Hopf algebra structure can be deduced from the
general properties of their coderivations.

Section 10 recalls briefly how the formalism of operads can be adapted to take into
account graduations by using decorated operads. We detail then the case of quasi-
shuffle algebras and conclude by initiating the study of the analog, in this context,
of the classical descent algebra. Section 11 shows, using the bidendriform rigidity
theorem, that the decorated quasi-shuffle operad is free as a noncommutative shuffle
algebra.

Section 12 shows that the quasi-shuffle analog of the descent algebra, QDesc, is,
up to a canonical isomorphism, a free noncommutative quasi-shuffle algebra over the
integers (Theorem 6). The last section concludes by investigating the quasi-shuffle
analog of the classical sequence of inclusions Desc C PBT C Sh of the descent
algebra into the algebra of planar binary trees, resp. the operad of shuffle algebras. In
the quasi-shuffle context, this sequence reads Dese C ST C QSh, where ST stands
for the algebra of Schroder trees and QSh for the quasi-shuffle operad.
Terminology Following a suggestion by the referee, we include comments on the
terminology. The behaviour of shuffle products was investigated by Filenberg and
MacLane in the early 50°s [12]. They introduced the key idea of splitting shuffle prod-
ucts into two “half-shuffle products” and used the algebraic relations they satisfy to
prove the associativity of shuffle products in topology. Soon after, and independently,
Schiitzenberger axiomatized the shuffle products appearing in combinatorics and Lie
algebra theory [42]. In control theory, shuffles and their relations appear in relation to
products of iterated integrals under the name chronological products. The terminol-
ogy is probably inspirated by the physicists’ time-ordered products. The structure of
the corresponding operad was implicit in Schiitzenberger’s work as a consequence
of his description of free shuffle algebras, it was introduced independently by Loday
in the early 2000’s [25]. Following a wit by the topologist J.-M. Lemaire, this operad
of shuffle algebras is now often called operad of Zinbiel algebras (up to a few excep-
tions previous names such as “commutative dendriform algebras” do not seem to
be used anymore). The wit is motivated by a Koszul duality phenomenon with the
Bloh-Cuvier notion of Leibniz algebras. The operad encoding the axioms associated
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naturally to Hoffmann’s quasi-shuffle algebras is called instead operad of commuta-
tive tridendriform algebras [28].

As far as the subject of the present article is concerned, quasi-shuffles are usually
viewed as a deformation of shuffles (Hoffmann’s isomorphism states for example that
under relatively mild technical conditions quasi-shuffle bialgebras are isomorphic to
shuffle bialgebras [17, 23]), and from this point of view the (weird and heavy)
terminology commutative tridendriform algebras is not consistent with the one of
Zinbiel algebras.

For that reason and other, historical and conceptual, ones we prefer to use the
simple and coherent terminology promoted in articles such as [16, 17, 31] of “shuffle
algebras” (resp. operad) and “quasi-shuffle algebras” (resp. operad) for algebras
equipped with product operations satisfying the axioms obeyed by the various usual
commutative shuffle and quasi-shuffle products that have appeared in the literature
(resp. the corresponding operads). The reader familiar with the operadic terminology
should therefore have in mind the dictionary:

Shuffle algebra = Zinbiel algebra

Quasi-shuffle algebra = commutative tridendriform algebra
Noncommutative shuffle algebra = dendriform algebra
Noncommutative quasi-shuffle algebra = tridendriform algebra.

Notations and conventions All the structures in the article (vector spaces, algebras,
tensor products...) are defined over a field k. Algebraic theories and their categories
(Com, As, Sh, QSh . . .) are denoted in italic, as well as the corresponding free alge-
bras over sets or vector spaces (QSh(X), Com(V)...). Operads (of which we will
study underlying algebra structures) and abbreviations of algebra names are written
in bold (QSh, NSh, Com, FQSym.. . .).

2  Quasi-Shuffle Algebras

Quasi-shuffle algebras have mostly their origin in the theory of Rota-Baxter algebras
and related objects such as MZVs (this because the summation operator of series is
an example of a Rota—Baxter operator [10]). As we just mentioned, this is sometimes
traced back to Cartier’s construction of free commutative Rota-Baxter algebras [3].
They appeared independently in the study of adjunction phenomena in the theory
of Hopf algebras. The relations defining quasi-shuffle algebras have also be written
down in probability, in relation to semimartingales, but this does not seem to have
given rise to a systematic algebraic approach. Recent developments really started
with Hoffman’s [23].

Another reason for the development of the theory lies in the theory of combi-
natorial Hopf algebras and, more specifically, into the developments originating in
the theory of quasi-symmetric functions, the dual theory of noncommutative sym-
metric functions and other Hopf algebras such as the one of word quasi-symmetric
functions. This line of thought is illustrated in [17, 30-32].
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Still another approach originates in the work of Chapoton on the combinatorial
and operadic properties of permutohedra and other polytopes (see e.g. [6, 7] and
the introductions of [2, 32]). These phenomena lead to the axiomatic definition
of noncommutative quasi-shuffle algebras (also known as dendriform trialgebras)
in [28].

We follow here the Rota—Baxter approach to motivate the introduction of the
axioms of quasi-shuffle algebras. This approach is the one underlying at the moment
most of the applications of the theory and the motivations for its development. Rota—
Baxter algebras encode for example classical integration, summation operations (as
in the theory of MZVs), but also renormalization phenomena in quantum field theory,
statistical physics and dynamical systems (see the survey article [10]). As explained
below, any commutative Rota—Baxter algebra of weight non zero gives automatically
rise to a quasi-shuffle algebra.

Definition 1 A Rota—Baxter (RB) algebra of weight 6 is an associative algebra A
equipped with a linear endomorphism R such that

Vx,y € A, R(x)R(y) = R(R(x)y + xR(y) + Oxy).

It is a commutative Rota—Baxter algebra if it is commutative as an algebra.

Setting R’ := R/6 when 6 # 0, one gets that the pair (A, R’) is a Rota—Baxter
algebra of weight 1. This implies that, in practice, there are only two interesting
cases to be studied abstractly: the weight 0 and weight 1 (or equivalently any other
non zero weight). The others can be deduced easily from the weight 1 case. Similar
observations apply for one-parameter variants of the notion of quasi-shuffle algebras.

A classical example of a Rota—Baxter operator of weight 1 is the summation
operator acting on sequences (f (n)),en of elements of an associative algebra A

n—1

R(f)(n) =Y f(0).

i=0

This general property of summation operators applies in particular to MZVs. Recall
that the latter are defined for k positive integers ny, ..., n; € N*, n; > 1, by

C(ny, ..., ng) = Z m !

m 1 e mnk :
my>-->mp>0 1 k

The Rota—Baxter property of summation operators translates then into the identity

C(p)¢(g) =C(p,q) + (g, p) +C(p+q).

From now on in this article, RB algebra will stand for RB algebra of weight 1.
When other RB algebras will be considered, their weight will be mentioned explicitly.
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An important property of RB algebras, whose proof is left to the reader, is the
existence of an associative product, the RB double product «, defined by:

xxy:=RX)y+xR(y) +xy 6]

so that: R(x)R(y) = R(x xy). If one sets, in a RB algebra, x <y := xR(y),
x >y = R(x)y, one gets immediately relations such as

(x-y)<z=xyR(@) =x-(y <2),
(x <y)<z2=xR(Y)R@) =x < (y*2),

and so on. In the commutative case, x < y = y > x, and all relations between the
products <, >, - and * :=< + > +- follow from these two. In the noncommutative
case, the relations duplicate and one has furthermore (x > y) < z = R(x)yR(2) =
x > (y < z). These observations give rise to the axioms of quasi-shuffle algebras
and noncommutative quasi-shuffle algebras.

From now on, “commutative algebra” without other precision means commutative
and associative algebra; “product” on a vector space A means a bilinear product, that
is a linear map from A ® A to A.

Definition 2 A quasi-shuffle (QSh) algebra A is a nonunital commutative algebra
(with product written e) equipped with another product < such that

x<y)<z=x=<(y*x2) 2)
(xey)<z=xe(y <2). 3)

wherex x y :=x <y +y < x + x e y. We also set for furtheruse x > y :=y < x.
Asthe RB double productin acommutative RB algebra, the product « is automatically
associative and commutative and defines another commutative algebra structure on
A.

Recall, for further use, that shuffle algebras correspond to weight 0 commutative
RB algebras, that is quasi-shuffle algebras with a null product e = 0. Equivalently:

Definition 3 A shuffle (Sh) algebra is a vector space equipped with a product <
satisfying ) withx x y :=x <y +y < x.

It is sometimes convenient to equip quasi-shuffle algebras with a unit. The phe-
nomenon is exactly similar to the case of shuffle algebras [42]: given a quasi-shuffle
algebra, one sets B := k & A, and the products <, e have a partial extension to B
defined by, for x € A:

lex=x01:=0,1<x:=0, x <1:=x.

The products 1 < 1 and 1 e 1 cannot be defined consistently, but one sets 1 x 1 := 1,
making B a unital commutative algebra for x.
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The categories of quasi-shuffle and of unital quasi-shuffle algebras are clearly
equivalent (under the operation of adding or removing a copy of the ground field).

Definition 4 A noncommutative quasi-shuffle algebra (NQSh algebra) is a nonunital
associative algebra (with product written e) equipped with two other products <, >
such that, for all x, y, z € A:

(x<y)<z=x=<(y*2) 4)
x>y <z=x> (=<2 &)
xxy)>=z=x>(y>2) (6)
(x<y)ez=xeo(y>2) @)
(x>y)ez=x>(yez) ®)
(xey)<z=xe(y<2). )

wherex xy:=x < y+x>y+xeoy.

As the RB double product, the product * is automatically associative and equips A
with another associative algebra structure. Indeed, the associativity relation

(xey)ez=xe(yexz) (10)
and (4)+...+(9) imply the associativity of *:
(x*xY)xz=x*x(y*2). an

If A is furthermore a quasi-shuffle algebra, then the product * is commutative.

One can show that these properties are equivalent to the associativity of the double
product * in a Rota-Baxter algebra (this is because the free NQSh algebras embed
into the corresponding free Rota—Baxter algebras).

Noncommutative shuffle algebras correspond to weight O RB algebras, that is
NQSh algebras with a null product ¢ = 0. Equivalently:

Definition 5 A noncommutative shuffle (NSh) algebra is a vector space equipped
with two products <, > satisfying (4,5, 6) withx xy :=x <y +y < x.

The most classical example of such a structure is provided by the topologists’
shuffle product and its splitting into two “half-shuffles”, an idea going back to [12].

As in the commutative case, it is sometimes convenient to equip NQSh algebras
with a unit. Given a NQSh algebra, one sets B := k @ A, and the products <, >, e
have a partial extension to B defined by, for x € A:

lex=xe1:=0,1<x:=0,x<1:=x,1>x:=x, x>1:=0.
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The products 1 < 1, 1 > 1 and 1 e 1 cannot be defined consistently, but one sets
1% 1 := 1, making B a unital commutative algebra for .

The categories of NQSh and unital NQSh algebras are clearly equivalent.

The following Lemma encodes the previously described relations between RB
algebras and quasi-shuffle algebras:

Lemma 1 The identities x <y := xR(y), x > y:= R(x)y,x ey := xy induce a
forgetful functor from RB algebras to NOQSh algebras, resp. from commutative RB
algebras to QSh algebras.

Remark 1 Let A be a NQSh algebra.

1. If A is a commutative algebra (for the product e) and if forx,y € A:x <y =
y > x, we say that A is commutative as a NQSh algebra. Then, (A, e, <) is a
quasi-shuffle algebra.

2. We put <=< +e. Then (4)+(7)+(9)+(10), (5)+(9) and (6) give:

X=X z=x=2Q=2z+y>2), (12)
x>=y)2y=x>(y =2, (13)
x=y+x>=y)>=z=x>(Q > 2). (14)

These are the axioms that define a noncommutative shuffle algebra structure
(A, X, >) on A. Similarly, if >=> +e, then (A, <, >) is a noncommutative
shuffle algebra.

Example 1 (Hoffman, [23]) Let V be an associative, non unitary algebra. The prod-

uct of v, w € V is denoted by v.w. The augmentation ideal TT(V) = @ V®" of
neN*
the tensor algebra T(V) = @ T, (V) = @ V" (resp. T(V)) is given a unique
neN* neN*
(resp. unital) NQSh algebra structure by induction on the length of tensors such that

foralla,b € V,forallv,w € T(V):

av < bw = a(vxbw), av > bw = b(avtw), av e bw = (a.b)(viHw),
(15)

where ! =< + > +e is called the quasi-shuffle product on 7' (V) (by definition:
Voe T(V), 1dv =v =ve]).

Definition 6 The NQSh algebra (T1(V), <, >, e) is called the tensor quasi-shuffle
algebra associated to V. It is quasi-shuffle algebra if, and only if, (V, .) is commu-
tative (and then is called simply the quasi-shuffle algebra associated to V).

Here are examples of products in T1(V). Leta, b,c € V.

a<b=ab, a>b=ba, aeb=ua.b,
a < bc = abc, a > bc = bac + bca + b(a.c), aebc = (a.b)c,
ab < ¢ =abc+ acb+ a(b.c), ab > c = cab, ab e c = (a.c)b.
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In particular, the restriction of e to V is the product of V. If the product of V is zero,
we obtain for 4 the usual shuffle product LLJ.

A useful observation, to which we will refer as “Schiitzenberger’s trick” (see [42])
is that, in 7T (V), forvy, ..., v, € V,

VoV =01 < (02 < .. (Upey <Up)..0)). (16)

3 Quasi-Shuffle Bialgebras

We recall that graded connected and more generally conilpotent bialgebras are auto-
matically equipped with an antipode [5], so that the two notions of bialgebras and
Hopf algebras identify when these conditions are satisfied—this will be most often
the case in the present article.

Quasi-shuffle bialgebras are particular deformations of shuffle bialgebras associ-
ated to the exponential and logarithm maps. They were first introduced by Hoffman
in [23] and studied further in [2, 17, 26]. The existence of a natural isomorphism
between the two categories of bialgebras is known as Hoffman’s isomorphism [23]
and has been studied in depth in [17].

We introduce here a theoretical approach to their definition, namely through the
categorical notion of Hopf operad, see [24]. The underlying ideas are elementary
and deserve probably to be better known. We avoid using the categorical or operadic
langage and present them simply (abstract definitions and further references on the
subject are given in [24]).

Let us consider categories of binary algebras, that is algebras defined by one or
several binary products satisfying homogeneous multilinear relations (i.e. algebras
over binary operads). For example, commutative algebras are algebras equipped with
a binary product - satisfying the relations x - (y-z) = (x-y)-zand x -y =y - x,
and so on. Multilinear means that letters should not be repeated in the defining
relations: for example, n-nilpotent algebras defined by a binary product with x" =
0, n > 1 are excluded.

The category of algebras will be said non-symmetric if in the defining relations
the letters x, y, z... always appear in the same order. For example, the category Com
of commutative algebras is not non-symmetric because of the relation x - y = y - x,
whereas As, the one of associative algebras (x - (y - z) = (x - ¥) - 2) is.

Notice that the categories Sh, QSh of shuffle and quasi-shuffle algebras are not
non-symmetric (respectively because of the relation x x y =x < y+y < x and
because of the commutativity of the e product) and are equipped with a forgetful
functor to Com. The categories NSh, NOSh of noncommutative shuffle and quasi-
shuffle algebras are non-symmetric (in their defining relations the letters x, y, z are
not permuted) and are equipped with a forgetful functor to As.
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Definition 7 Let C be a category of binary algebras. The category is said Hopfian
if tensor products of algebras in C are naturally equipped with the structure of an
algebra in C (i.e. the tensor product can be defined internally to C).

Classical examples of Hopfian categories are Com and As.

Definition 8 A bialgebra in a Hopfian category of algebras C (or C-bialgebra) is an
algebra A in C equipped with a coassociative morphismto A ® A in C.

Equivalently, it is a coalgebra in the tensor category of C-algebras.

Further requirements can be made in the definition of bialgebras, for example
when algebras have units. When C = Com or As, we recover the usual definition of
bialgebras.

Proposition 1 A category of binary algebras equipped with a forgetful functor to
Com is Hopfian. In particular, Pois, Sh, QSh are Hopfian.

Here Po is stands for the category of Poisson algebras, studied in [24] from this
point of view.

Indeed, let C be a category of binary algebras equipped with a forgetful functor
to Com. We write (i1, ..., {, the various binary products on A, B € C and - the
commutative product (which may be one of the y;, or be induced by these products
as the * product is induced by the <, > and e products in the case of shuffle and
quasi-shuffle algebras). Notice that a given category may be equipped with several
distinct forgetful functors to Com: the quasi-shuffle algebras carry, for example, two
commutative products (e and x).

The Proposition follows by defining properly the C-algebra structure on the tensor
products A ® B:

wi@a®b,a @b :=pi(a,a)@b-b'.

The new products p; on A ® B clearly satisfy the same relations as the corresponding
products on A, which concludes the proof. Notice that one could also define a “right-
sided” structure by p;(a @ b,a’ ® b') :=a -a’ ® u; (b, ').

A bialgebra (without a unit) in the category of quasi-shuffle algebras is a bialgebra
in the Hopfian category QSh, where the Hopfian structure is induced by the x product.
Concretely, it is a quasi-shuffle algebra A equipped with a coassociative map A in
OShto A ® A, where the latter is equipped with a quasi-shuffle algebra structure by:

(@®b)<(@b)=(a=<ad)® bBxb), 17)

(a®b)e (@ @b)=(aed)® (b*D). (18)
The same process defines the notion of shuffle bialgebra (without a unit), e.g. by
taking a null e product in the definition.

Using Sweedler’s shortcut notation A(a) =: a'V’ ® a?, one has:

Ala <b)=aV < b ®a® xp®, (19)
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Alaeb) =aV ¢ bV ®a® xb?. (20)

In the unital case, B =k @ A, one requires furthermore that A be a counital
coproduct (with A(1) =1 ® 1) and, since 1 < 1 and 1 e 1 are not defined, sets:

1b)<(1V)=1® (b <),
(1Qb)e(1®D)=1Q (beb).

Since unital quasi-shuffle and shuffle bialgebras are more important for applications,
we call them simply quasi-shuffle bialgebras and shuffle bialgebras. In this situation
it is convenient to introduce the reduced coproduct on A,

Al@) = A@) —a®1—1Qa.

Concretely, we get:

Definition 9 The unital QSh algebra k & A equipped with a counital coassociative
coproduct A is a quasi-shuffle bialgebra if and only if for all x, y € A (we introduce
for the reduced coproduct the Sweedler-type notation A(x) = x’ ® x”):

Ax <) =x" <V @x"xy +x x"xy+x <y @y +x' <yx"+x®y,
(21)
Axoey)=x" 0y @x"xy' +x 0oyx" +xe0y ®y". 22)

The same constructions and arguments hold in the non-symmetric context. We do
not repeat them and only state the conclusions.

Proposition 2 A non-symmetric category of binary algebras equipped with a for-
getful functor to As is Hopfian. In particular, NSh and NQSh are Hopfian.

A bialgebra (without a unit) in the category of noncommutative quasi-shuffle
(NQSh) algebras is a bialgebra in the Hopfian category NOSh, where the Hopfian
structure is induced by the x product. Concretely, it is a NQSh algebra A equipped
with a coassociative map A in NOSh to A ® A, where the latter is equipped with a
NQSh algebra structure by:

@®b) <@ @b)=(a<d)® (bxb), (23)
@®b) = W@ b)=(a>d)®bB*b), (24)
(@a®@b)e (@ @b)=(aed)R (bxb). (25)

The same process defines the notion of NSh (or dendriform) bialgebra (without a
unit), e.g. by taking a null e product in the definition.
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Recall that setting <:=< +e defines a forgetful functor from NQSh to NSh alge-
bras. The same definition yields a forgetful functor from NQSh to NSh bialgebras.

In the unital case, one requires furthermore that A be a counital coproduct (with
A(l) =1® 1) and sets

1) <(1V)=1® (b <),

and similarly for > and e. Since this case is more important for applications, we call
simply NQSh and NSh bialgebras the ones with a unit.

Definition 10 The unital NQSh algebra k & A equipped with counital coassociative
coproduct A is a NQSh bialgebra if and only if for all x, y € A:

A~(x<y):x'<y’®x”*y”+x’®x"*y+x<y’®y”—|—x/<y®x”+x®y,

(26)
A(x>y):x/>y/®x//*y//+y/®X*y//+x>y/®y//+x/>y®x//+y®x’

. (27)

Axoey)=x"0y @x"+y" +x' oy®@x" +x ey ®y". (28)

Recall, for later use, that a NQSh bialgebra k @ A is connected if the reduced
coproduct is locally conilpotent:

A= U Ker(A™),

n>0

where A™ is the iterated coproduct of order n (Ker(A, the set of primitive ele-
ments, is also denoted Prim(A)) and similarly for the other unital bialgebras we
will consider.

The reason for the importance of the unital case comes from Hoffman’s:

Example 2 Let V be an associative, non unitary algebra. With the deconcatenation
coproduct A, defined by:

n
A(Xy...xp) = E X1 oooXi @ Xig1 ... Xn,
i=0

the tensor quasi-shuffle algebra 7' (V) is a NQSh bialgebra. When V is commutative,
it is a quasi-shuffle bialgebra.

4 Lie Theory for Quasi-Shuffle Bialgebras

The structural part of Lie theory, as developed for example in Bourbaki’s Groupes
et Algebres de Lie [1] and Reutenauer’s monograph on free Lie algebras [38], is
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largely concerned with the structure of enveloping algebras and cocommutative Hopf
algebras. It was shown in [24] that many phenomena that might seem characteristic
of Lie theory do actually generalize to other families of bialgebras -precisely the ones
studied in the previous section, that is the ones associated with Hopfian categories
of algebras equiped with a forgetful functor to Com or As.

The most natural way to study these questions is by working with twisted algebras
over operads—algebras in the category of S-modules (families of representations
of all the symmetric groups &,, n > 0) or, equivalently, of functors from finite
sets to vector spaces. However, doing so systematically requires the introduction of
many terms and preliminary definitions (see [24]), and we prefer to follow here a
more direct approach inspired by the theory of combinatorial Hopf algebras. The
structures we are going to introduce are reminiscent of the Malvenuto—Reutenauer
Hopf algebra [29], whose construction can be deduced from the Hopfian structure of
As, see [35-37] and [24, Example 2.3.4]. The same process will allow us to contruct
a combinatorial Hopf algebra structure on the operad QSh of quasi-shuffie algebras.

Recall that an algebraic theory such as the ones we have been studying (associa-
tive, commutative, quasi-shuffle, NQSh... algebras) is entirely characterized by the
behaviour of the corresponding free algebra functor F': an analytic functor described
by a sequence of symmetric group representation F,, (i.e. a S-module) so that, for a
vector space V, F(V) = P F, ®s, V®". Composition of operations for F-algebras

n
are encoded by natural transformations from F o F to F. By a standard process, this
defines a monad, and F-algebras are the algebras over this monad. The direct sum
F = @ F, equipped with the previous (multilinear) composition law is called an

operad, and F-algebras are algebras over this operad. Conversely, the F,, are most
easily described as the multilinear part of the free F-algebras F (X,,) over the vector
space spanned by a finite set with n elements, X, := {x|, ..., x,,}. Here, multilinear
means that F,, is the intersection of the n eigenspaces associated to the eigenvalue A
of the n operations induced on F(X,,) by the map that scales x; by A (and acts as the
identity on the x;, j # i).

Let X be a finite set, and let us anticipate on the next Lemma and write
QSh(X) := T*(k[X]") for the quasi-shuffle algebra associated to k[ X]™, the (non
unital, commutative) algebra of polynomials without constant term over X. For 1
a multiset over X, we write x; the associated monomial (e.g. if I = {xy, x3, x3},
Xy = x1x32). The tensors xy, ...x;, = x;, ® - -+ ® x;, form a basis of QSh(X).

There are several ways to show that Q Sh(X) is the free quasi-shuffle algebra over
X: the property can be deduced from the classical constructions of commutative Rota-
Baxter algebras by Cartier [3] or Rota [39, 40] (indeed the tensor product xy, ... xj,
corresponds to the Rota—Baxter monomial x;, R(x, R(xy, ... R(x;,)...))) inthe free
RB algebraover X). It can be deduced from the construction of the free shuffle algebra
over X by standard filtration/graduation arguments. It can also be deduced from a
Schur functor argument [26]. The simplest proof is but the one due to Schiitzenberger
for shuffle algebras that applies almost without change to quasi-shuffle algebras [42,
p. 1-19].
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Lemma 2 The quasi-shuffle algebra QSh(X) is the (unique up to isomorphism)
free quasi-shuffle algebra over X.

Proof Indeed, let A be an arbitrary quasi-shuffle algebra generated by X. Then, one
checks easily by a recursion using the defining relations of quasi-shuffle algebras
that every a € A is a finite sum of “normed terms”, that is terms of the form

X < (.X12 < ()C[3 cee < )C[")...).

But,if A = QSh(X), by the Schiitzenberger’s trick, x;, < (x;, < (xp, -+ <x1,)...)
= xy, ...xy,; the result follows from the fact that these terms form a basis of
OSh(X). O

Corollary 1 The component QSh,, of the operad QSh identifies therefore with the
linear span of tensors xy, ...xy, where I, U --- 11 I} = [n].

Let us introduce useful notations. We write xz := xj, ... x,, where Z denotes an

arbitrary ordered sequence of disjoint subsets of N*, I, ..., Iy, and set |Z| := |I,| +
-+ + |I]. Recall that the standardization map associated to a subset I = {iy, ..., i,}
of N*, where i; < --- < i, is the map st from I to [n] defined by: sz (iy) := k. The
standardization of T is then the ordered sequence st (Z) := st(Iy, ..., I}), where st

is the standardization map associated to the subset I; LI - - - LI I; of the integers. We
also set st(xz) := xy (7). For example, if 7 = {2, 6}, {5, 9}, st(Z) = {1, 3}, {2, 4}
and st (x7) = x1x3 ® xpx4. The shift by k of asubset I = {ij, ..., i,} (or a sequence
of subsets, and so on...) of N*, written I + k, is defined by I + k :={i; + k&, ...,
in +k}.

Theorem 1 The operad QSh of quasi-shuffle algebras inherits from the Hopfian
structure of its category of algebras a NQSh bialgebra structure whose product
operations are defined by:

X7 < X7 ‘=X <f XT+n,
XT > Xg ‘=X >f XT+n»
XT ®@X7 (= XT ®f XF4n,
where I and J run over ordered partitions of [n] and [m]; the coproduct is defined
by:
A(x) == (st @ st) o Ar(x),

where, on the right-hand sides, <y, >, ® r, Ay stand for the corresponding opera-
tions on QSh(N*) (where, as usual, x <y y =:y >7 x).

The link with the Hopfian structure of the category of quasi-shuffle algebras refers
to [24, Theorem 2.3.3]: any connected Hopf operad is a twisted Hopf algebra over
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this operad. The Theorem 1 can be thought of as a reformulation of this general result
in terms of NQSh bialgebras.

The fact that QSh is a NQSh algebra follows immediately from the fact that
QSh(N*)isaNQShalgebrafor <, > ;, e s, together with the fact that the category of
NQSh algebras is non-symmetric. The coalgebraic properties and their compatibility
with the NQSh algebra structure are less obvious and follow from the following
Lemma (itself a direct consequence of the definitions):

Lemma3 LetZ =1,...,Iyand J = J1, ..., J; be two ordered sequence of dis-
joint subsets of N* that for any n € Z,,, p <k and any m € J,, q <1 we have
n < m. Then:

SL(XT <f X7) = Xst(T) <f Xst(D+T| = Xst(T) < Xs1(J)>
SHXT > X7) = Xa(T) > f Xst(D)+IT| = Xst(D) > Xst(T)>
SH(XT ®f X7) = Xst(T) ®f Xst(T)+1T| = Xst(T) ® Xs1(T)-

The Hopf algebra QSh is naturally isomorphic with WQSym, the Chapoton-
Hivert Hopf algebra of word quasi-symmetric functions, that has been studied in
[17, 31], also in relation to quasi-shuffle algebras, but from a different point of view.

Let us conclude this section by some insights on the “Lie theoretic” structure
underlying the previous constructions on QSh (where “Lie theoretic” refers con-
cretely to the behaviour of the functor of primitive elements in a class of bialgebras
associated to an Hopfian category with a forgetful functor to As or Com). Recall
that there is a forgetful functor from quasi-shuffle algebras to commutative algebras
defined by keeping only the e product. Dually, the operad Com embeds into the
operad QSh: Com,, is the vector space of dimension 1 generated by the monomial
X1 ...Xp,and through the embedding into QSh this monomial is sent to the monomial
(a tensor of length 1) x{" := x; e - - - @ x| in QSh viewed as a NQSh algebra. Let us
write slightly abusively Com for the image of Com in QSh, we have, by definition
of the coproduct on QSh:

Theorem 2 The operad Com embeds into the primitive part of the operad QSh
viewed as a NQSh bialgebra. Moreover, the primitive part of QSh is stable under
the e product.

Proof Only the last sentence needs to be proved. It follows from the relations:
lex=xe1=0

forx € QSh,, n > 1. O

From the point of view of S-modules, the Theorem should be understood in the
light of [24, Theorem 2.4.2]: for P a connected Hopf operad, the space of primitive
elements of the twisted Hopf P-algebra P is a sub-operad of P.
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As usual in categories of algebras a forgetful functor such as the one from QSh
to Com induced by e has a left adjoint, see e.g. [19] for the general case and [26]
for quasi-shuffle algebras. This left adjoint, written U (by analogy with the case of
classical enveloping algebras: U(A) € QSh for A € Com equipped with a product
written ) is, up to a canonical isomorphism, the quotient of the free quasi-shuffle
over the vector space A by the relations a @ b = a - b. When the initial category is
Hopfian, such a forgetful functor to a category of algebras over a naturally defined
sub-operad arises from the properties of the tensor product of algebras in the initial
category, see [24, Theorem 2.4.2 and Sect. 3.1.2]—this is exactly what happens with
the pair (As, Lie) in the classical situation where the left adjoint is the usual enveloping
algebra functor, and here for the pair (QSh, Com).

Lemma 4 (Quasi-shuffle PBW theorem) The left adjoint U of the forgetful functor
from QSh to Com, or “quasi-shuffle enveloping algebra” functor from Com to QSh,
is (up to isomorphism) Hoffiman’s quasi-shuffle algebra functor T™.

Proof An elementary proof follows once again from (a variant of) Schiitzenberger’s
construction of the free shuffle algebra. Notice first that 7+ (A) is generated by A
as a quasi-shuffle algebra, and that, in it, the relations a e b = a - b hold. Moreover,
choosing a basis (a;);e; of A, the tensors a;, ...a;, =a; < (@i, <+ <a;)...)
form a basis of T (A). On the other hand, by the definition of the left adjoint U (A)
as a quotient of Sh(A) by the relations @ @ b = a - b, using the defining relations of
quasi-shuffle algebras, any term in U (A) can be written recursively as a sum of terms
in “normed form” a;, < (a;, < ...(a;,_, < a;,) ...). The Lemma follows. (]

Notice that the existence of a basis of TT(A) of tensors a;, ... a;, = a;, < (a;, <
-+- < a;,)...) is the analog, for quasi-shuffle enveloping algebras, of the Poincaré-
Birkhoff-Witt (PBW) basis for usual enveloping algebras.

5 Endomorphism Algebras

We follow once again the analogy with the familiar notion of usual enveloping
algebras and connected cocommutative Hopf algebras and study, in this section the
analogs of the convolution product of their linear endomorphisms. Surjections happen
to play, for quasi-shuffle algebras T (A) associated to commutative algebras A, the
role played by bijections in classical Lie theory, see [29] and [17, 31].

Proposition 3 Let A be a coassociative (non necessarily counitary) coalgebra with
coproduct A : A —> A ® A, and B be a NOSh algebra. The space of linear mor-
phisms Lin(A, B) is given a NOSh algebra structure in the following way: for all
f,g € Lin(A, B),

f<g==<o(f®goA, frg=-o(fR®g)oA feg=eo(f®g)oA.
(29)
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Proof The construction follows easily from the fact that NQSh is non-symmetric
and from the coassociativity of the coproduct. As an example, let us prove (5) using
Sweedler’s notation for A. Let f, g, h € Lin(A, B). Forall x € A,

(f >9) <h(x)=(f > &) <h(x")
= (f((x)) > g((x"")) < h(x")
= f&x") > (g((x")) < h((x")")
=f&x) > (g=<mnE"
=f> (g <hX).

So(f>¢g) <h=f>(g=<h). O
Remark 2 The induced product x on Lin(A, B) is the usual convolution product.

Corollary 2 The set of linear endomorphisms of A, where k @ A is a NOQSh bialge-
bra, is naturally equiped with the structure of a NOSh algebra.

Let us turn now to the quasi-shuffle analog of the Malvenuto-Reutenauer non-
commutative shuffle algebra of permutations. The appearance of a noncommutative
shuffle algebra of permutations in Lie theory in [29] can be understood operadically
by noticing that the linear span of the n-th symmetric group G, is As,,, the n-th com-
ponent of the operad of associative algebras. The same reason explain why surjections
appear naturally in the study of quasi-shuffle algebras: ordered partitions of initial
subsets of the integers (say {2, 4}, {5}, {1, 3}) parametrize a natural basis of QSh,,
and such ordered partitions are canonically in bijection with surjections (here, the
surjection s from [5] to [3] defined by s(2) = s(4) =1, s(5) =2, s(1) =s(3) = 3).
Let us show how the NQSh algebra structure of QSh can be recovered from the point
of view of the structure of NQSh algebras of linear endomorphisms. In the process,
we also give explicit combinatorial formulas for the corresponding structure maps
<, >, o. We also point out that composition of endomorphisms leads to a new prod-
uct on QSh (such a product is usually called “internal product” in the theory of
combinatorial Hopf algebras, we follow the use, see [18, 31]).

Recall that a word n; ... n; over the integers is called packed if the underlying
set S = {ny,...,ng} is an initial subset of N*, that is, S = [m] for a certain m.
For later use, recall also that any word n; . ..n; over the integers can be packed:
pack(ny ...n;) = my...my is the unique packed word preserving the natural order
of letters (m; <mj; & n; <nj,m; =m; & n; =nj,e.g. pack(6353) = 3121).

Let n > 0. We denote by Surj, the set of maps o : [n] :={1,...,n} — N*
such that ({1, ...,n}) = {1, ..., k} for a certain k. The corresponding elements in
QSh,, are the ordered partitions o~ ({1}), ..., 0! ({k}) of [n]. The integer k is the
maximum of ¢ and denoted by max (¢). The element o € Surj, will be represented
by the packed word (o (1) ...o(n)). We identify in this way elements of Surj, with
packed words of length n.

We assume that V is an associative, commutative algebra and work with the quasi-
shuffle algebra T+ (V). Let o € Surj,, n > 1. We define F, € Endi (T (V)) in the
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following way: for all xy,...,x;, € V,

l_[xi 1_[ x; | ifl =n,

Fo(xi...x) = oi)=1 o(i)=max ()
0 otherwise.

Note that in each parenthesis, the product is the product of V. For example, if x, y,
zeV,

Fany(xyz) = xyz  Fusy(xyz) =xzy  Foiz)(xyz) = yxz

Foan(xyz) = zxy  Faip(xyz) = yzx  Faanp(xyz) = zyx

Fuany(xyz) = x(y.2) Faip(xyz) = y(x.2) Fean(xyz) = z(x.y)

Fuaiay(xyz) = (x.y)z Faoy(xyz) = (x.2)y Foiy(xyz) = (y.2)x
Faiyxyz) =x.y.z.

We also define F, where 1 is the empty word, by F (x; ... x,) = €(x; ... x,)1, where
¢ is the augmentation map from 7' (V) to k (with kernel 77 (V)).

Notations. Let k, [ > 0.

1. a. We denote by QShy; the set of (k, ) quasi-shuffles, that is to say elements
o € Surjry suchthato(l) < ... <o(k)andotk+ 1) < ... <ok +1).

b. QSh,:l is the set of (k, I) quasi-shuffles o such that o (1) = {1}.
c. OShg, is the set of (k, ) quasi-shuffles o such that o '({1) = {k + 1}
d. QShy, is the set of (k, /) quasi-shuffles o such that o '({1) = {1,k + 1.
Note that QShy; = QSh ;U QShi ;U QShy,,.

2. If 0 € Surji and 7 € Surj;, 0 ® 7 is the element of Sur ji,,; represented by the
packed word om[max(o)], where [k] denotes the translation by k (312[5] = 867).

The subspace of Endg (T (V)) generated by the maps F, is stable under compo-
sition and the products:

Proposition 4 Let o € Surj, and T € Surj.

1. Ifmax(t) =k, then F, o F;, = F,,.. Otherwise, this composition is equal to 0.
2.

Fo < F, = Z FCO(U@T)a Fo = Fr = Z FCO((’@T)’
CeQShE, CeQShy,

F,e F, = Z FCO((,®T), F, & F, = Z FCo(a@r).
CeQShy, CeQShii

The same formulas describe the structure of the operad QSh as a NOSh algebra
(i.e., in QSh, using the identification between surjections and ordered partitions,
o<T= deQSh;, (o (0 ®T), and so on).
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Proof The proof of 1 and 2 follows by direct computations. The identification with
the corresponding formulas for QSh follows from the identities, forall x, . . ., xx1s €
V, in the quasi-shuffle algebra T+ (V):

X1 oo o X < X1 oo e Xl = Z F((xl .. .ka),
CeQShE,
X1 oo o X > X1 oo o Xl = Z F((xl .. .xk_H),
CeQShy,
Xl oo o Xk @ Xt -0 o X+l = Z Fc(xl .. .xk+1),
ceosiy,
X1 XX g1 o X = Z Fc(xl e Xgal)-
CEQShk,
Moreover:
X1 oo X WXy 1 o X = Z Fc(xl e XktD)
CeShi,
where Shy is the set of (k, [)-shuffles, that is to say Sy N QShy ;. O

Remark 3 1. F(._, is the projection on the space of words of length n. Conse-
quently:
o
Id=Y " Fu.n.
n=0

2. In general, this action of packed words is not faithful. For example, if A is a trivial
algebra, then for any o € Surj; \ &, F, = 0.

3. Here is an example where the action is faithful. Let A = K[X; | i > 1]. Letus
assume that Y a, F, = 0. Acting on the word X ... Xj, we obtain:

S a | J] xi ] [ x|=o

oeSur ji a(i)=1 o(i)=max (o)

As the X; are algebraically independent, the words appearing in this sum are
linearly independent, so for all o, a, = 0.

6 Canonical Projections on Primitives

This section studies the analog, for quasi-shuffle bialgebras, of the canonical pro-
jection from a connected cocommutative Hopf algebra to its primitive part—the
logarithm of the identity (see e.g. [33, 34, 38]). See also [2] where this particular
topic and related ones are addressed in a more general setting.
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Recall that a coalgebra C with a coassociative coproduct A is connected if and
only if the coproduct il locally conilpotent (for ¢ € C there exists n € N* such that
A (¢) = 0).

Proposition 5 Let A be a coassociative, non counitary, coalgebra with a locally
conilpotent coproduct

A:A— ARA, A= UKer(A<">),

n>0

and let B be a NOSh algebra. Then, for any f € Lin(A, B), there exists a unique
map 7y € Lin(A, B), such that

f:7l'f—‘r7l'f-<f.

Proof Foralln > 1, we put F, = Ker(A™): this defines the coradical filtration of
A. In particular, F; =: Prim(A). Moreover, if n > 1:

A(F,) C Foo1 ® Fy.

Let us choose for all n a subspace E, of A such that F,, = F,,_; & E,,. In particular,
E{ = F; = Prim(A). Then, A is the direct sum of the E,’s and for all n:

A(E,) 69 Ei®E;.

i,j<n
Existence. We inductively defineamap 7, : E, — B foralln > 1 in the following
way:
e Foralla € Ey, my(a) = f(a).

o Ifa e E,, as A(a) € @ EQE;,(my® f)o A~(a) is already defined. We then
put i+j<n )
mr(a) = fa)— < o(my ® f) o Ala) = f(a) — (7y < f)(a)

Unicity.Let iy suchthat f =y + (uy < f).Foralla € Ey, f(a) = pus(a) +0,

so pyr(a) = ms(a). Let us assume that for all k < n, ur(a) = wy(a) if a € Ey. Let
a € E,. Then:

a=pysa)+ppa) <a" =ppa)+ms@)<a" =psa)+a—ms(a)),

so pr(a) = mys(a). Hence, py = 7y. O

Proposition 6 When A =B =T"(V) and f = Id, the map 7 := m; defined in
Proposition 5 is equal to the projection F(y.
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Proof First, observe that, as QShik ={(, ..., k)}, forall packed words (a; . .. a),
Fay < Fay..a) = Fa@+1)...@+1))- Hence, in A:

o0 o0
Foy+ Fuy < 1dy = Foy + Z Foy < Fa.n=Fq+ Z Fa.ntn

n=1 n=1
o0
= Z Fa.ny =1ds.
n=1

By unicity in Proposition 5, 7y = F{y). (]
More generally, we have:

Proposition 7 Let A be a non unital, connected NQSh bialgebra, and 7 the unique
solution to
IdA =nm1+7T< IdA,

then m is a projection on Prim(A), and forall x € Prim(A),y € A, m(x <y) =0.

Proof Let us prove that for all a € E,, w(a) € Prim(A) by induction on n. As
E; = Prim(A), this is obvious if n = 1. Let us assume the result for all k < n. Let
a € E,. Then w(a) = a — w(a’) < a”. By the induction hypothesis, we can assume
that w(a’) € Prim(A), so:

Ar(@) =d ®@ad" —7@d)<d' ®d" — () ®d"
=(d —(r < Id)(@) —7(a)) ®a" =0.
Hence, for all a € A, w(a) € Prim(a). So 7 that, by its very definition, acts as the
identity on Prim(A), is a projection on Prim(A).
Letx € Prim(A)andy € E,,letusprovethat m(x < y) = Obyinductiononn. If

n=1,theny € Prim(A),soAN(x <y)=xQy,andr(x <y)=x <y —7m(x) <
y=x <y —x <Yy=0.Let us assume the result at all rank < n. We have:

Ax<y)=x=<y®y +x®y.

By the induction hypothesis, we can assume that 7(x < y') = 0,so7m(x < y) = x <
y=—0—7m(x)<y=x<y—x=<y=0. 0

Remark 4 Forall x,y € Prim(A):
m(x <y) =0, Tx>y)=x>y—y=<ux, T(xey)=Xxey.

Proposition 8 Let A be a nonunital, connected quasi-shuffle bialgebra. Then
Prim(A) is stable under e and the following map is an isomorphism of quasi-shuffle
bialgebras:



504 L. Foissy and F. Patras

) {T*(Prim(A)) — A
0 :
ay...ay — a1 <@=<(G..<ay)...).

Proof Letay,...,a; € Prim(A). An easy induction on k proves that:

k—1
A(@ ®...@a) =) 0@ ®...0a) @0 ®...0a).

i=1

So 6 is a coalgebra morphism.

From this coalgebra morphism property and the identity m(x < y) =0 for x €
Prim(A), we get for ay,...,a, € Prim(A), (Idy ® 7) o Al ®...0 a)) =
(a1 ®...Q® ar_1) ® O(ay). Since 6 is the identity on its restriction to Prim(A), its
injectivity follows by induction.

Leta=ay...ar and b= b, ...b; € TT(Prim(A)). Let us prove by induction
on k + [ that:

0(a < b) =0(a) < 0(), 6O6(a>b)=2~0)>00b), Oaeb)=~0(a)eldD).

Ifk=1,thena <by...by=ab,...b,s00(a <b)=a < 0(b) =0(a) <00b).If
I =1,thena = b=ba,sof(a = b) =b < 0(a) =0(b) < 6(a) =0(a) = 0(b). If
k=l=1,, xey=m(xey) € Prim(A), so f(aeb) =aeb=>0(a)ed(b). All
these remarks give the results for k +/ < 2. Let us assume the result at all ranks
<k+1. If k =1, we already proved that 6(a < b) = 0(a) < 0(b). If k > 2, a <
b =aj(ay...arb). By the induction hypothesis applied to a; . . . a; and b:

Ola<b)=a < @ar...ar) x0()) = (a1 < O(ayr...ar)) < 0(b) =0(a) < 0(b).

Using the commutativity of TT(Prim(A)) and A, we obtain 6(a > b) = 6(a) >
G(b) Ifl > l,aob =6l0(b1 < bzb[) = (aobl) < bz...b[. MOI’GOVCI‘,aobl
is a linear span of words of length < k + 1, so, by the preceding computation and
the induction hypothesis:

Oaeb)=0(aeb) <0(b,...by).
The induction hypothesis holds for a and by, so:
O(aeb) = (0(a) e0(b1)) < e(by...b)) =08(a) e (b <0(by...by)) =06(a)ed(D).

If/ = 1, then k > 1 and we conclude with the commutativity of e.

Let us now prove that Prim(A) generates A as a quasi-shuffle algebra. Let A" be
the quasi-shuffle subalgebra of A generated by Prim(A). Leta € E,, let us prove
that x € A’ by induction on n. As E; = Prim(A), this is obvious if n = 1. Let us
assume the result for all ranks < n. Then a = 7(a) + 7(a’) < a”. By the induction
hypothesis, a” € A’. Moreover, 7(a) and w(a’) € Prim(A),soa € A’.
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As a conclusion, # is a morphism of quasi-shuffle algebras, whose image contains
Prim(A), which generates A, so 6 is surjective. O

7 Relating the Shuffle and Quasi-Shuffle Operads

A fundamental theorem of the theory of quasi-shuffle algebras relates quasi-shuffle
bialgebras and shuffle bialgebras and, under some hypothesis (combinatorial and
graduation hypothesis on the generators in Hoffman’s original version of the theorem
[23]), shows that the two categories of bialgebras are isomorphic. This result allows
to understand quasi-shuffle bialgebras as deformations of shuffle bialgebras and,
as such, can be extended to other deformations of the shuffle product than the one
induced by Hoffman’s exponential map, see [17]. We will come back to this line of
arguments in the next section.

Here, we stick to the relations between shuffle and quasi-shuffle algebras and
show that Hoffman’s theorem can be better understood and refined in the light of an
Hopf algebra morphism relating the shuffle and quasi-shuffle operads.

Let us notice first that the same construction that allows to define a NQSh algebra
structure on the operad QSh allows, mutatis mutandis, to define a noncommutative
shuffle algebra structure on Sh, the operad of shuffle algebras. A natural basis of the
latter operad is given by permutations (the result goes back to Schiitzenberger, who
showed that the tensor algebra over a vector space V is a model of the free shuffle
algebra over V [42]). Let us stick here to the underlying Hopf algebra structures.

Recall first that the set of packed words (or surjections, or ordered partitions of
initial subsets of the integers) Surj is a basis of QSh. As a Hopf algebra, QSh is
isomorphic to WQSym, the Hopf algebra of word symmetric functions, see e.g. [17]
for references on the subject. This Hopf algebra structure is obtained as follows. For
all o € Surjiy, 7 € Surji:

O*T = Z Co(c®T).

CEQShk,
For all o € Surj,:

max (o)

where forall I C {1, ..., max (o)}, o7 is the packed word obtained by keeping only
the letters of o which belong to 1.

On the other hand, the set of permutations is a basis of the operad Sh. As a Hopf
algebra, the latter identifies with the Malvenuto-Reutenauer Hopf algebra [29] and
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with the Hopf algebra of free quasi-symmetric functions FQSym. Its Hopf structure
is obtained as follows. For all o € &, 7 € &;:

O*xT = Z Co(c®T).

CEShi,
Forallo € G,:
max (o)
A(o) = Z oy(1,...k} ® Pack(oy41,....max(0)))-
k=0

There is an obvious surjective Hopf algebra morphism & from QSh to Sh, sending
a packed word o to itself if o is a permutation, and to 0 otherwise. From an operadic
point of view, this maps amounts to put to zero the e product. There is however
another, non operadic, transformation, relating the two structures.

We use the following notations:

1. Leto € 6, and 7 € Surj,. We shall say that 7 o if:

VI<i,j<n(o@) <0o(j) = 7)) =7()).
max(T)

2. Let 7 € Surj,. Weput vt = [ 7' (tipl.
i=1

Theorem 3 Consider the following map:

Then @ is an injective Hopf algebra morphism. Moreover it is equivariant: for all
o, 7€ B,
DP(oT)=P(0)oT.

Proof Leto, 7 € G,. Then 7 o if, and only if, 0 = 7. So, forall 0 € G,,:
@ (0) = o + linear span of packed words which are not permutations.
So & o @ = Idgp, and @ is injective.

Let 7 € Surj, and 0 € G,,. Then 7 ¢ if, and only if, 7 o o~ ! « I,. Moreover,
|7 0o o' = 7!, as o is a bijection. Hence:

o) =52 =" _o1)o0.
7! !

Txo pocl, P
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More generally, if 0, 7€ &, ®(coT)=®(,)o0(coT)=(@()00)0T =
d(o)orT.
Leto; € G, and 07 € G,,.

®(0y) * D (o) = 3 Com®mn)

175
TIXO|,TaX02 T T2

CeQSh(max(r),max(m))

Let S be the set of elements o € Sur j,,1,, such that:

e Foralll <i,j <ny,o01() <o01(j) = o) <a(j).
e Foralll <i,j <nj, 00(i) < 0p(j) = o(i +ny) <o(j+ ny).

Let 1 < 01, 7 x 0, and ¢ € QSh(max (7)), max(m)). As ( is increasing on
{1,...,max(m)} and {max () + 1, ..., max(1) + max(m)}, (o (11 ® ™) € S.
Conversely, if o € S, there exists a unique 7 € Surj,,, ™ € Surj,, and ¢ €
O Shmax(r).max(ry) such that o = (o (11 ® 72): in particular, 7y = Pack(c(1)...
o(ny)) and 7 = Pack(c(ni+1)...0(ny+nz). As oce€S and (€
O Shpmax(r),max(r)> T1 &< o1 and 7, o« 0,. Hence:

o
Pack(oc(1)...cn))Pack(c(n; +1)...0(n; +ny))!"

Do) x Do) =Y

oeS

On the other hand: -
D(oy*x0y) = Z g

CeSh(ny,nz)
TCo(01®02)

Let{ € Sh(ny,ny)and 7 < (o (01 ® o). If 1 <i, j <njando(i) < o1(j), then:
Co (01 ®2)(i) = C(01(1) < ((01(})) = (o (01 ® 32) (i),

so7(i) <7(j).If1 <i,j <nyando,(i) < o2(j), then:

Co (o1 ®02)(i +n1) = ((020) + max(o1)) = ((02()) + max(o1)) = (o (01 ® 02)(j +n1),

so7(i +ny) <7(j + ny). Hence, 7 € S and finally:

O(01x0) = Y (€ Shin.n) | T & Co (01 @ ).

TeS

Let 7€ S. Weput 7y = (7(1)...7(ny)) and 7 = (7(n; + 1) ... 7(n; + ny)). Let
¢ € Sh(ny, ny),suchthat o« ¢ o (0] @ 0»).Forall1 <i < max(7), (v~ '{i})) =
I; is entirely determined and does not depend on (. By the increasing conditions on ¢,
the determination of such a { consists of choosing forall 1 < i < max(7) a bijective
map (; from 7' ({i}) to I;, such that ¢; is increasing on 7' ({i}D) N {1,...,n} =
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' {iY)andon 7' ({i) N {ny + 1,...,ny +ny} = 75 '({i}). Hence, the number of
possibilities for ( is:

max(T)

I @1

Erﬁwww%w
max(T)
[T I="dihr
i=1
= max(my) max (1)
[T i="dibre TT 1= d@ivne
i=1 i=1
max(T)
[T = "dinn
i=1
= max(Pack(ty)) max(Pack(m))
[T IPack™'dinlt ]  1Pack@) ' dihl!
i=1 i=1
7!
= Pack(n)! Pack(my)!’
Hence:
T 7!
P@1x02) =) T Pack(r(1) ... 7(m) Pack(r(n; + 1) ... 7(n1 + 12))!

TES
= P(01) * D(07).

So @ is an algebra morphism.

Leto € G,,.
A(D(0))
max(T) 1
= Z Z 7ML k) ® Pack(Tigest..max(r)
Txo k=0 T
max(T) 1
= Ti1,. k) @ Pack(Tygyi,..., )
; ,; T k) PACK (Tl 1. max (! -
- T T
1 2
=) > %
k=0 TIXO|(1....k) i T2

T Pack(o|t1,...ny)

= (@ Q@ ) o A0).

Hence, @ is a coalgebra morphism. (I
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Example 3
(1)) = (1),
®(12) = 12 + 201D,
®((123)) = (123) + %(112) ¥ %(122) n é(m),
®((1234)) = (1234) + %(1123) + +%(1223) + +%(1233)

1 1 1 1
—(1122) + - (1112) + —(1222) + —(1111).
+4( )+6( )+6( )+24( )

More generally:

<P((1...n)):Z Z ,'1 AL k).

ih.ooig!
k=1 iy+otiz=n k

Remark 5 The map @ is not a morphism of NSh algebras from (Sh, <, =) to
(QSh, <, >), nor to (QSh, <, >). Indeed:

1
(D) < M) = (12) + D),

2((D) < @((1)) = (12),
2((1) = 2((1)) = (12) + (1D).

We extend the map 0 — F, into a linear map from QSh to End (T (V)). By
Proposition 4, F is an algebra morphism.

Corollary 3 (Exponential isomorphism) Le us consider the following linear map:

b { T(V) — T(V)
N xrecxy — Foa) (... xp).

Then ¢ is a Hopf algebra isomorphism from (T (V), LU, A) to (T (V), &, A).

Proof Letxy,...,x;y €V.
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O(x1 . X WX - e X)) = Z F¢(1k+z) o F(()C] oo Xpal)

CeShk.D)
= Z F¢(1k+l)°<(xl oo Xptl)
CeShik.D)
- Z Fo (X1 ... Xeq1)
CeSh(k,l)

= Four) (X1 -« Xit1)
= Fouywao) (X1 -« . Xi41)

= Fouy Fouy(x1 ... Xk)
ket

= Z Foay(xr ... xi) = Fe)(Xit1 - .. Xkq1)
=0

= Fouy (X1 ... x) B Fo oy (Xpq1 - - - Xkyt)
= P(xr ... X)) Oy - . Xp).

So ¢ is an algebra morphism.
For any packed words o € Surji, 7 € Surj; and all xy, ..., x, € V we define
GO’®T by:
Ga®‘r(~x1 cxy) =Fo(x o) ® F‘r(xk-H .o Xn)
isk 4+ = n and = 0 else. Then, for all increasing packed word o, forall x € T'(V):
A(F5(x)) = G p@0) ().

Hence, if x;,...,x, € V:

Ao ¢(X1 .. .x,,) = GA(;D([”))()C] . .x,,)

= Gogd)oau,) (X1 ...x,)

n
= Z Goupedd, » (X1 .. Xn)
k=0

n
= Z Fouy(x1 ... x0) @ Fou, ) (Xet1 - - - Xn)
k=0

= ZQS(XI co X)) ® G(Xgtp - - Xp)
k=0

= (PR ¢p)o A(x1...x,).

So ¢ is a coalgebra morphism.
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As the unique bijection appearing in @ (1) is I, for all word x; ... x,:
¢(x1...X,) = X1 ...x, + linear span of words of length < n.

So ¢ is a bijection. (]

Example 4 Let xq, X2, x3,x4 € V.

o(x1) = x1,

1
P(x1x2) = x1x2 + >%1-%2,

1 1 1
P(x1x2x3) = x1X2%3 + §(X1~X2)x3 + Exl(x2-x3) + g x4 %3,

1 1
P(X1X2X3X4) = X1X2X3X4 + E(Xl-xz)x3x4 + le(xz.x3)x4
1 1 1
+ §x1x2(x3-x4) + Z(xl-xz)(x3-x4) + g(xl.xz.x3)x4
1 1
+ gxl (XQ.X3.X4) + ﬂxl X2.X3.X4.
More generally, for all x;,...,x, € V:

n 1
Pxx) =Y Y .,—l.k,F(m,,.km)(xl CeXp).

il...
k=1 iy t+ir=n |

Remark 6 1. This isomorphism is the morphism denoted by exp and obtained in
the graded case by Hoffman in [23].
2. If V is a trivial algebra, then ¢ = Idy(v).
3. This morphism is not a NSh algebra morphism, except if V is a trivial algebra.
In fact, except if the product of V is zero, the NSh algebras (7' (V), <, >) and
(T (V), <, >) are not commutative, so cannot be isomorphic to a shuffle algebra.

8 Coalgebra and Hopf Algebra Endomorphisms

In the previous section, we studied the links between shuffle and quasi-shuffle operads
and obtained as a corollary the exponential isomorphism of Corollary 3 between
the shuffle and quasi-shuffle Hopf algebra structures on 7' (V). This section aims
at classifying all such possible (natural, i.e. functorial in commutative algebras V)
morphisms. We refer to our [17] for applications of natural coalgebra endomorphisms
to the study of deformations of shuffle bialgebras.
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Recall that we defined 7 as the unique linear endomorphism of the quasi-shuffle
bialgebra T (V) such that  + 7 < Idr+vy = Idr+(v). By Proposition 6, it is equal
to F(1, so is the canonical projection on V. This construction generalizes as follows.

Hereafter, we work in the unital setting and write € for the canonical projection
from 7' (V) to the scalars (the augmentation map). It behaves as a unit w.r.t. the NQSh
products on End(T+(V)):forg € End(TT(V)),e <g=0, g<e=g.

Proposition 9 Let f : T(V) — V bealinear map suchthat f (1) = 0. There exists
a unique coalgebra endomorphism 1 of T(V) such that w o1 = f. This coalgebra
endomorphism is the unique linear endomorphism of T (V) such that e + f < ¢ =

.

Proof First step. Let us prove the unicity of the coalgebra morphism ¢ such that
mo = f. Let ¢y, 1, be two (non zero) coalgebra endomorphisms such that 7 o
1) = mo,. Letus prove that for all xy, ..., x, € V, 1 (xy...x,) = a(xy...xp)
by inductiononn.If n = 1, as ¢ (1) and 1, (1) are both nonzero group-like elements,
they are both equal to 1. Let us assume the result at all rank < n. Then:

Aothi(xy...x)) = (Y1 @ Y1) 0o A(xy ... x,)
=P x) QL+ 1@ ¢Yi(xr...x,)

n—1
+Z¢1(X1 c X)) @Y1 (Kigr - Xn),
i—1
Aotr(xy...x) =2(x1 ... %) @1+ 1@ Yo (xy...x,)

n—1
+ 21/)2()61 e Xi) @ Yo (Xigr - Xp).
i=1

Applying the induction hypothesis, for all i <1 <n—1, ¥(x;...x;) =

¢2(x1 .. .x,~) and 1/)1(x,-+1 .. .x,,) = ¢2(x,'+1 .. .x,,). Consequently, 1/)1(x1 .. .x,,) —
Ya(xy ... x,) is primitive, so belongs to V and:

Pr(xy ... x0) — WXy .. x) =T oY (X .. x,) —TOoYp(xy...x,) = 0.

Second step. Let us prove the existence of a (necessarily unique) endomorphism
v such that ¢ = ¢ + f < 1. We construct ¥(x; ...x,) for all x;,...,x, € V by
induction on 7 in the following way: (1) = 1 and, if n > 1:

n—1
Y@ ) = L ) Y f ) < Y ).

i=1

Then ( + f < ¥)(1) = (1) = 1 = (1). Ifn > 1:
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e+ f=<P)xi...x)

n—1
=e(x1...x,) + f(x; ...x,,)+Zf(x1 oo X)) <Y (Xigy .. X))
i=1

n—1
=O+f(x1...xn)—i-Zf(xl...xi) < Y(Xig1 ... Xn)

i=1

=YP(x1...x,).
Hence, s 4 f < ¢ = 1.

Third step. Let ¢ such that e 4+ f < 1) = . Let us prove that A o ¢(xy ... x,) =
(Y ® 1) o A(xy...x,) by induction on n. If n =0, then (1) =e(1) + f(1) =
1+40=1s0A40¢9(1) =W @Y oA(l)=1Q 1.If n > 1, we put x = xy...x,,
AX)=x®14+1®x+x'®x". The induction hypothesis holds for x”.
Moreover:

Yx) =e(x) + fx) + f(X) <p@") = f(x) + f(X) < Pp").
As f(x), f(x') € V are primitive:

Aop(x) = f(X) @) + f(x') < (") @ Y(x")
= f@x) @Y+ f(x) < p(x") @ P(x")
=) @Yx")
= (@ @) o A(x).

As (1) = 1, we deduce that A o h(x) = (¢ ® 1) o A(x). So 1) is a coalgebra mor-
phism. Moreover, T o /(1) = w(1) =0 = f(1). If e(x) = 0:

Top(x) =mo f(x) +m(f(x) < f(x") = f(x),

as f(x),(x") eV (so f(x') < f(x") is a linear span of words of length > 2, so
vanishes under the action of 7). Hence, m o ¢ = f. (|

Proposition 10 Let A = Z a, X" be a formal series without constant term. Let f
n>1

be the linear map from T (V) to V defined by fa(x;...x,) = a,x; ®...ex, and let

@4 be the unique coalgebra endomorphism of T (V) such that wo ¢ = fa. Forall

Xiy ..., X, €V:

Ga(Xy ... xp) = Z Z i, - Fin iy (X1 ... X,). (30)

k=1 ij+...4ix=n
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Proof Note that f4(x;...x,) = a,Fan(x;...x,). Let ¢ be the morphism defined
by the second member of (30). Then (¢ + fa < ¢)(1) =1+ fa(l) =1 =¢(). If
n>1:

(e+ fa<P)x1...xn)

n—1

= faCxr...x,) +ZfA(xl co X)) < G(Xig1 LX)

i=1
= a,,F(ln)(xl .. .xn)

n—1 n

+ZZ Z aiaiz...al‘kF(li) < F(le...(kfl)ik)(xl ...xn)

i=1 k=2 ir+...+ig=n—i
= ClnF(ln)(Xl .. .)Cn)

n—1 n

+ Z Z Z aia, ... a;, < Fign_giny(X1... %)

i=1 k=2 i+ir+...4+ix=n
= d(x1...x,).
By unicity in Proposition 9, ¢ = ¢4. (]
Remark 7 The morphism ¢ defined in corollary 3 iS ¢exp(x)—1-

Proposition 11 ¢x = Id and for all formal series A, B without constant terms,
$a0dp = Pacp-
Proof Forallxy,...,x, € V,mold(x|...X,) =01 uX1... % = fx(x1...%x,). By

unicity in Proposition 9, ¢px = Id. Moreover:

TogaoPp(xy...x,)

n
= fA Z Zbi' ...bik(xl ....Oxil)...(xil+...+ikil+1 0....X1+___+,‘k)

k=1 ij+...4+ix=n

:Xn: Z akbil...bikxlo...oxn

k=1 ii+...+ix=n

= onB(xl .. --xn)~
By unicity in Proposition 9, ¢4 o ¢p = Paop. ]

So the set of all ¢4, where A is a formal series such that A(0) = 0 and A’(0) # 1,
is a subgroup of the group of coalgebra isomorphisms of 7'(V), isomorphic to the
group of formal diffeomorphisms of the line.
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Corollary 4 The inverse of the isomorphism ¢ defined in corollary 3 is ¢p1+x)-

4 B n (_1)n+k . ‘
o)=Y Y S Fain iy (X1 -+ Xp).

i1...10
k=1 iy+otig=n k

Proposition 12 Let A € K[[X]]*.

1. ¢4 :(T(V), W, A) — (T(V), W, A) is a Hopf algebra morphism for any
commutative algebra V if, and only if, A = aX for a certain a € K.

2. ¢a:(T(V), WL, Ay — (T(V), -, A) is a Hopf algebra morphism for any
commutative algebra V if, and only if, A = exp(aX) — 1 for a certaina € K.

3. ¢4 (T(V), 1, A) — (T(V), &, A) is a Hopf algebra morphism for any
commutative algebra V if, and only if, A = (1 + X)* — 1 for a certaina € K.

4. pa: (T(V), &tl, A) — (T(V), W, A) is a Hopf algebra morphism for any
commutative algebra V if, and only if, A = aIn(1 4 X) for a certaina € K.

Proof First, note that for any xy, ..., x; € V:
Topa(xy...xx) =aFa. n(x...xp).
Consequently, for any commutative algebra V, for any x, x, ..., x, € V, k > 1:

Toga(xxy...xx) = T(XX] oo Xgge] + oo F X] o X1 X)

= (k + l)ak_Hx.xl e Xk,
T(Pa(x)WPalxy...x)) =0,
T(Pa(X)HPa(X1 ... X)) = aragx. Xy - ... - Xg.

1. We assume that ¢4 is an algebra morphism for any V for the shuffle product.
Let us choose an algebra V and elements x, xi,...,x; € V such that x.x; - ... -
xp #Z0in V. As ¢p(xLxy ... x;) = ¢(x) LU (X ... xx), applying 7, we deduce that
forall k > 1, (k + 1)ax+1 =0, so ax+; = 0. Hence, A = a; X. Conversely, for any
X1yeoon Xk €V, ax (X1 ... x3) = a’l‘xl ... Xg, S0 @y x 1s an endomorphism of the Hopf
algebra (T'(V), LU, A).

2. We already proved that ¢.y,x)-1 is a Hopf algebra morphism from (7°(V),
L, A)to (T (V), &, A). By composition:

¢exp(aX)—l = ¢exp(X)—1 o Pgx : (T(V), L, A) — (T(V), LU, A) — (T(V), &£, 4)

is a Hopf algebra morphism.

We assume that ¢4 is an algebra morphism for any V' from the shuffle product to
the quasi-shuffle product. Let us choose an algebra V, and x, x1, ..., x; € V, such
thatx.x; - ... -xx Z0in V. As d(xLlxy ... x;) = d(x) Hp(xy ... xp), applying m,
we deduce that for all k > 1, (k + 1)ags1 = ajag, so a;y = i—f for all £ > 1. Hence,
A=expa;X)—1.
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3. The following conditions are equivalent:

e Forany V, ¢4 : (T(V), 1, A) —> (T(V), &, A) is a Hopf algebra morphism.

e For any V, ¢na+x) 0 @a 0 Pexpix)—1 2 (T(V), W, A) — (T(V), W, A) is a
HOpf algebra morphism. For any V, ¢ln(l+X)vo(exp(X)—l) (T(V), W1, A) —
(T(V), W, A) is a Hopf algebra morphism.

e Thereexistsa € K,In(1 + X) o Ao (exp(X) — 1) = aX.

e Thereexistsa € K, A= (1+ X)* — 1.

4. Similar proof. (]

Remark 8 The Proposition 12 classifies actually all the Hopf algebra endomorphisms
and morphisms relating shuffle and quasi-shuffle algebras 7' (V), that are natural (i.e.
functorial) in V. This naturality property follows formally from the study of nonlinear
Schur-Weyl duality in [17, 31].

9 Coderivations and Graduations

The present section complements the previous one that studied coalgebra endomor-
phisms. We aim at investigating here coderivations of quasi-shuffle bialgebras. As
an application we recover the existence of a natural graded structure on the Hopf
algebras (T'(V), &I, A) [17].

Notations. Let A be a NQSh algebra, f € Endg(A) and v € A. We define:

A— A
x — f(x) <,

A— A
x — v =< f(x).

f=<w: { v=< f: {
Proposition 13 Let f:T(V) — V be a linear map. There exists a unique

coderivation D of T (V) such that mo D = f. Moreover, D is the unique linear
endomorphism of T(V) suchthat D = f +m < D+ f < Id.

Proof First step. Let us prove that the unicity of the coderivation D suchthatw o D =
f. The result is classical [20] and elementary, we include its proof for completeness
sake. Let D and D, be two coderivations such that m o D; = 7 o D;. Let us prove
that D{(x; ...x,) = D>(x;...x,) by induction on .

AoDi()=(D1®1d+1d®@D))(1®1) =Di(1)@1+1& Di(1),

soDi(1) € Prim(T(V)) = V.Similarly, D,(1) € V.Hence, D;(1) = 7o Di(1) =
7o Dy(1) = D,(1). Let us assume the result at all ranks < n. If p = 1 or 2:

n n
Ao Dp(xy...xp) = ZDp(xl X)) @ Xig] .. Xp +Zx1 X @ Dp(Xigq ... xn).
i=0 i=0
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Applying the induction hypothesis at all ranks < k, we obtain by subtraction:
Ao (D —Dy)(xy...x) =(D1 — D)1 ... %) Q1 +1® (D — Dy)(xy...xp).
So (D; — Dy)(xy...x,) € V. Applying 7:

(Dy—Dy)(x1...x,) =mo (Dy — Dy)(x1...x,) =0.
SoDi(x1...x,) = Dy(x1...x,).

Second step. Let us prove the existence of a map D such that D = f + 7 <
D + f < Id. We define D(x; ... x,) by induction on n by D(1) = f(1) and:

n—1

D(xy...x,) =x1 < D(xg...xn)—i—Zf(xl...x,-) < Xigl - Xn+ (X1 x0).
i=0

Then (f +7 < D+ f < Id)(1) = £(1) = D(1).If n > 1:

(f+7m <D+ f<Id)(x...x,)

= f(x1...x,) +Z7r(x1 LX) < D(xigq ... xn)
i=1

n—1

—i—Zf(xl...xi) < Xigl - Xp
i=0

n—1

= f(xy...x0) +x1 < D(xz...xn)+2f(x1 ce e Xi) < Xig] .. Xp
i=0
=D(xy...x,).

SoD=f+n<D+ f<1d.

Last step. Let D be suchthat D = f + 7 < D + f < Id. Let us prove that A o
D(x...x;,) =(D®Id+ 1d ® D) o A(x; ...x,) by induction on n. If n = 0:

Ao D(1) = A(f(1))
=f(HR1+1® (1)
=D(H®1+1® D)
=(DId+1d® D)(1®1).

Let us assume the result at all ranks < n.
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Dxy...xp))=(f+m <D+ f<Id)(x1...x,)
n n—1
= ZT((X] ...)Cl‘) < D(XH_] ...Xn) +Zf(x1 ...)Cl‘) < Xig1...-Xp
i=1 i=0
+ o x)

n
= )C]D()Cz . ..Xn) + Zf(xl . .xi)xi_H oo Xy
i=0

Hence:

Ao D(xy...x,))

= leD(xz...xj) Q Xjq1...Xp
j=1

+Zx1 X QDX X)) 1@ X D(x2 .. xy)
j=1

+22f(x1...x,-)x,-+1...xj®xj+1...x,,

i=0 j=i

+Zl®f(xl ce  XD)Xigl e X
i=0

= leD(xz...xj) @ Xjp1-.-Xp
j=1

+Zx1...xj @D(xjt1...%) +1@x1D(x2...x,)
j=1
noJj

+ZZf()C1 ...xi)xi_H cee X ®)Cj+1 .
j=1i=1

+f(1)®x1...xn+Zl®f(x1...x,-)x,-+1...xn
i=0

= ZD(xl...xj)®xj+1...xn+2x1 X ® DXL X))
=0 j=1
=(DQRId+1d® D)o A(x;...x,).

Moreover, T o D(1) = 7o f(1) = f(1);ifn > 1:
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moD(xy...x,) =7T(x1D(x2...xn))+Z7r(f(x1 ce X)Xl . Xy)

i=0
=04+ f(x1...x).
SomoD = f. (]
Proposition 14 Let A = Z a, X" be aformal series without constant term. Let D
be the unique coderivatiorrtlilfT(V) such that wo ¢ = fa. Forallxy,...,x, € V:
no on—itl

Dp(xy...xp) = Zai Z Fuo j—tjijatn—ivn(X1... Xn). (3D

i=1 j=1

Proof Let D be the linear endomorphism defined by the right side of (31). As
fa(1) =0, we get by induction on n:

(F+m <D+ f <Id)(x...x)
n—1

= f(x1...x,,)+x1D(x2...x,,)+Zf(x1...x,-)x,-H C Xy
i=1

n
= X]D(X2 .. .Xn) + Z f(x1 .. .x,-)xH_l R
i=1
1 it n
a; Z Faojjijrtin—izn(xr .. x) + Zai Fain, n—irny(X1 ... Xn)
i—1 =2

n—
l

i=1

n n—i+1

= E a; E Fuao. j—tjijstn—i+n(X1...Xn)
i=1 =1

=D(x1...x,).

Moreover, m o D(xy...X,) =apx; ®...eXx, = fa(x]...x,). The unicity in Propo-
sition 13 implies that D = D,. O

Corollary 5 For all word x| ...x,, Dx(x1...Xx,) = nxy...x,.
n
Proof Indeed, Dx(x;...x,) = Z Fao j—1jrjti.m&1 ... X)) =nX1 ... Xy, U
j=1

Remark 9 Let A and B be two formal seriesand A € K. As D, + ADpis acoderiva-
tion and 7 o (DA + )\DB) = fA + )\fB = fAJr)\B:

Da+ ADp = Datp.
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Moreover, the group of coalgebra automorphims of 7 (V) acts on the space of
coderivations of T (V) by conjugacy. Let us precise this action if we work only
with automorphisms and coderivations associated to formal series.

Proposition 15 Let A, B be two formal series without constant terms, such that
A’(0) # 0. Then:
(bgl ODBO¢A = DBAL/A.

Proof By linearity and continuity of the action, it is enough to prove this formula if
B = X7?. We denote by C the inverse of A for the composition.

T o (/5;1 oDxropalxy...x,)

n
= chDXp Z Z a;, ...aikF(]ilmkik)(.X] .Xn)

k=1 ij+...+ix=n

= Z Z (k—p—Dck—pr1ai, ...a;,x10...0x,.

k=p—1ii+...4+ix=n

So m o ¢s-1 0 Dypr 0 ¢4 is the linear map associated to the formal series:

> oo

Z (k—p+ I)Ck_p+1Xk oA = (Ziaixilﬂ’) o A

k=p-1 i=0
=(XPC"o A
=APC'0 A

AP
Hence, ¢4 0 Dxr o pg = Dar. O
v

Corollary 6 The eigenspaces of the coderivation D xyn1+x) give a gradation of
the Hopf algebra (T (V), 1, A).

Proof Let D = ¢ o Dx o ¢~  As ¢ = derpx)—1:
D = ¢z_n](1+X) © Dy 0 iu1+x) = Da+x)m1+x)-
As Dy is a derivation of the algebra (T'(V), L) and ¢ is an algebra isomorphism

from (T'(V), W) to (T(V), =), D is is a derivation of the algebra (T'(V), ). As
it is conjugated to Dy, its eigenvalues are the elements of N. (I
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Remark 10 As (1+ X)in(1+X) = 1+ Y ﬁxk:
k=2

Da+x)ma+x)(x1 - - - Xn)
n n—i+l (—l)i
=nxy...x, +Z Z 1(1 — 1))61 ...xj_l(xj o...oxj+,'_1)xj+,< e Xy
=2 j=l1

The gradation of A = (T'(V), &) is given by:

n 1 i i+ ik
T
A, = Vect Z Z il ig! 1_[ ' ua
k=1 i\+...4+ix=n i=1 =i+ +ig +1
X, ..., X, €V

10 Decorated Operads and Graded Structures

In many applications, algebras over operads carry a natural graduation. This is
because geometrical objects (polynomial vector fields, spaces, differential forms...),
but also combinatorial and algebraic ones carry often a graduation (or a dimension,
a cardinal...) that is better taken into account in the associated algebra structures. As
far as quasi-shuffle algebras are concerned, they often naturally carry a graduation in
their application domains : think to quasi-symmetric functions and multizeta values
(MZVs) [4]; Ecalle’s mould calculus and dynamical systems [13]; iterated integrals
of Itd type in stochastic calculus [8, 9].

Here, we recall briefly how the formalism of operads can be adapted to take
into account graduations [41]. We detail then the case of quasi-shuffle algebras and
conclude by studying the analogue, in this context, of the classical descent algebra
of a graded commutative or cocommutative Hopf algebra [34].

In this section, we denote by A = @ A, (where Ay = k, the ground field), a

neN
graded, connected, quasi-shuffle bialgebra. By graded we mean that all the structure

maps (<, e, A) are graded maps. Then Prim(A) =V = € V, is an associative,
neN*
commutative graded algebra for the product e and we can identify A and the quasi-

shuffle bialgebra 7 (V) as graded quasi-shuffle algebras. Be aware however that the
graduation of 7'(V) is not the tensor length: for example, forv, € V,,,, ..., v € V,,,,
the degree of the tensor vy ... v, € VO isnow ny + - - - + ng.

Itis an easy exercise to adapt the definition of operads to the graded case: whereas
the component F,, of an operad identifies with the set of multilinear elements in the n
letters xy, ..., x, in the free algebra F(X,), X, := {x|, ..., x,}, the corresponding
component of the associated graded operad F¢ is obtained by allowing the x;s to be
decorated by integers (corresponding to degrees). Each sequence (dy, ..., d,) of
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decorations gives then rise to a component of the associated decorated operad,
isomorphic to F,, and corresponding to n-ary operations that act on a sequence
(ai, ...,a,) of elements of a F-graded algebra as the corresponding element of
F, would when deg(a;) = d;, and as the null map else, see [41] for details. We call
F¢ = U,F? the (integer-)decorated operad associated to F-algebras.

The decorated operad QSh¢ is then spanned by decorated packed words, where:

Definition 11 A decorated packed word of length k is a pair (o, d), where o is a

packed word of length k and d is a map from {1, ..., k} into N*. We denote it by
o(l)...ok)

(d(l) d(k))'

Notation. Let (0, d) = (;8% ;Eg

maximumof o. We define F, 4y € Endi(A) inthe following way: forallx;, ..., x; €

V, homogeneous,

> be a decorated packed word. Let m be the

if k =1/ and
deg(xy) = d(1),

IEEE

Foa(xi...x) = oli)=1 oli)=m :
deg(xy) = d(k),

0 otherwise.

Note that in each parenthesis, the product is the product e of V. For example, if
X, ¥,z € V are homogeneous,

abc

F(Z 1 2)(xyZ)ZY(x°Z)

ifdeg(x) = a,deg(y) = b, and deg(z) = ¢, and 0 otherwise.
The subspace of End;(A) generated by these maps is stable under composition
and the noncommutative quasi-shuffle products:

Proposition 16 Let

o) ... o(k) (1) ... 7()
(0, d) = (d(l) d(k)) and (7, €) = (e(l) e(l))

be two decorated packed words. max(t) =k and for all 1 < j <k, Z e(i) =

T(i)=Jj

d(j), then:

F(qu)oF(Tve):F cgotr(l)y ... co71() \"*
e(l) ... el
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Otherwise, this composition is equal to 0. Moreover:

Fioay < Fire)

= Z F u(l) ... uck) u(k+l)...u(k+l)>7
Pack(u(1)...u(k))=o, d(l) ...dk) e(l) ... e
Pack(u(k+1)...u(k+1))=t,
min(u(l)...u(k))<min(uk+1)...u(k+l))

Foay > Fire

= E F(u(l)...u(k) u(k+1)...u(k+l)>’
Pack(u(l)__u(k)=o, A ed®) e e
Pack(u(k+1)...u(k+1))=T,
min(u(1)..u(k))>min(uk+1)...u(k+1))

Fo.a)® Fir.e)

= Z Fruy . uto ute+1) . uk+1)\
Pack(u(1)...u(k))=o, dl) ... dk) el ... e
Pack(u(k+1)...u(k+D))=r,
min(u(l)...u(k))=min(uk+1)...u(k+1))

Proof Direct computations. (]

Remark 11 1. For all packed word (a(1) ...o(n)):

Fotoom= ), F o(l)...om)\"
d(l),...,d(n)=1 d(l) L d(n)

. In general, this action of decorated packed words is not faithful. For example, if
V = K[X]4, where X is homogeneous of degree n, then F 12\ = F(2 1).

11 11
Indeed, both sends the word X X on itself and all the other words on 0.
. Here is an example where the action is faithful. Let V = K[X; | i > 1], where
X; is homogeneous of degree 1 for all i. Let us assume that ) a(,.4)F(s,a) = 0.
Acting on the word (X{") ... (X}*), we obtain:

length(o)=k o(i)=1 o(i)=max (o)
1

X ety e | TT X TT xt]=o
ay ... ag

As the X; are algebraically independent, the words appearing in this sum are
linearly independent, so for all (o, d), a4y = 0.
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Notations.

1. Foralln > 1, we put:

Pn = > F(l.k)'

k=1 d()+...+d(k)=n d(l) ... dk)

The map p,, is the projection on the space of words of degree n, so Z pn = 1dy.
n>1
2. Foralln > 1, we put:

")

The map g, is the projection on the space of letters of degree n, so, by
Proposition 6,q = an = F{ is the projection 7 of Proposition 5. It is not difficult

n>1
to deduce, in the same way as proposition 12 of [16], the following result:

Theorem 4 The NQSh subalgebra Q Desc(A) of Endk (A) generated by the homo-
geneous components p, of 1d, is also generated by the homogeneous components
qn of the projection on Prim(A) of Proposition 5. Moreover, for alln > 1:

qn = Z(—l)]“rl Z Day < (Pay HE ... I pg,).
k=1

ay+...+ar=n

Remark 12 This result is the quasi-shuffle analog of the statement that the descent
algebra of a graded connected cocommutative Hopf algebra H (the convolution
subalgebra of End(H) generated by the graded projections) is equivalently generated
by the graded components of the convolution logarithm of the identity [34].

11 Structure of the Decorated Quasi-Shuffle Operad

In this section, we show that the decorated quasi-shuffle operad QSh? is free as a
NSh algebra using the bidendriform techniques developed in [14].

We denote by QShi the subspace of the decorated quasi-shuffle operad generated
by nonempty decorated packed words. As for a well-chosen graded quasi-shuffle
bialgebra A the action of packed words is faithful, we deduce that QShi inherits a
NQSh algebra structure by:
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(o,d) < (1,¢€)

= > (e

Pack(u(1)...u(k))=o,
Pack(u(k+1)...u(k+0)=r,
min(u(l)..u(k))<min(uk+1)..u(k+1))

(o,d) = (1,¢e)

= > (4

Pack(u(1)...u(k))=o,
Pack(u(k+1)...u(k+10))=r,
min(u(1)...u(k))>min(u(k+1)...u(k+1))

(o,d)e(1,e)

= > (e

Pack(u(l)...u(k))=o,
Pack(u(k+1)...u(k+10))=r,
min(u(1)...u(k))=min(uk+1)...u(k+1))

uk) utk+1) ... utk+1)
.ooe) 4

d(k)

uk) utk+1) ... utk+1)
.ooe) ’

d(k)

uk) utk+1) ... utk+1)
e )

d(k)

e(l)

e(l)

e(1)

525

Notations. Let (0, d) be a decorated packed word of length k and let 7 C {1, ...,

max(o)}. We put o~ (1) = {iy, ..., i}, with i; < ..
word (o, d)|; is (Pack(c(iy), ..., o)), (d(@iy), ..., d(ip))).

. < i;. The decorated packed

Definition 12 We define two coproducts on QShi in the following way: for all

nonempty packed word (o, d),

max(c)—1

i=o(1)
a()—1

Then QSh‘i is a NSh coalgebra, that is to say:

(A< ®Id)o AL =(Ud QR (AL + A, ))o AL,

(A ®Id)o AL =(Id® AL)o A,
((Ac+A4)RId)o A, =(Id R AL)o A,

Foralla, b € QSh:

Aa<b)y=ad, <ba, xb"+d , <b®ad’ +d ®a"’ b

+a<b bV +a®b,

Aa=b)y=d. >V Qad. *b"+a>b @b +d.>b®d",

i
<

Alaeb)=d eb' @a xb" +a_ eb®d’ +aeb @b,
I

Ac(a<b)y=a_ <ba«xb"+a_ <b®al +a_ ®al b,

(32)
(33)
(34)

(35)
(36)
(37
(38)
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As(a=b)=a_ =b"'@a xb"+a_ >bQRa +b_Qaxb"+b®a, (39)
A (aeb)=a_eb' @a »b"+a_eb®a. (40)

Proof Let (0, d) be a decorated packed word. Then:

(Ac®@1Id)oA(o,d) =(IdQ® (AL + A,)) o AL(o,d)
= Z (o,dD)),..is (0, d)jit1,... )y ® (0, d)|{j+1,...max(0)}>

o(l)<i<j<max(o)—1

(A, ®Id)oAL(o,d)=Ud R AL)o A, (0,d)
= Z (o, d),..iy ® (0, d)jit1,... 11 ® (0, d)j+1....max(0)}s

I<i<o(l)<j<max(o)—1

(Ac+A)®Id)o A (0,d) =(Ud R A,) o A, (0,d)
= Z (o, d),...iy ® (0, d)jit1,... 14 ® (0, A)(j41,.... max(0))-

1<i<j<o(l)

Let us prove (35), for a = (0, d) and b = (7, e) two decorated packed words of
respective length k and /. We put:

b= o(l)...o(k) 7(1) + max(o) ... 7)) + max(t)
GO =aqy ... dik) e(1) e(l) '

Then a < b is the sum of all decorated packed words obtained by quasi-shuffling in
all possible ways the values of the letters in the first row of a ® b, in such a way
that 1 occurs only in the first k columns; A_(a ® b) is then given by separating the
letters of the first row of these decorated packed words in such a way that the first
letter appears in the left side. So at least one of the k first letters appears on the left
side. This gives five possible cases:

1. All the k first letters are on the left and all the [ last letters are on the right.
Necessarily, this case comes from the decorated packed word a ® b, and this
gives the term a ® b.

2. All the k first letters are on the left and at least one of the [ last letters is on the
left. This gives the terma < b’ ® b”.

3. Atleast one of the k first letters is on the right and all the / last letters are on the
left. This gives the terma’, < b ® a”,.

4. Atleast one of the k first letters is on the right and all the / last letters are on the
right. This gives the term a’, ® a’, x b.

5. At least one of the k first letters is on the right and there are some of the [ last
letters on both sides. This gives the term a’, < b’ ® a”, x b".
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Summing all these terms, we obtain (35). The other compatibilities can be proved
similarly. O

Remark 13 We also obtain, by addition:

Alla=<xb)=d, <bad, xb"+d <bd’ +a ®@a’*b

+a=<xb b +a®b, (41)
Ala=b)y=d =V @ad V" +a>b b +d. =b®d", (42)
Ac(@a=xb)y=a_ <baxb"+a_<b®a’ +a_@a. xb, (43)

Ac(@a=b)=a_ »b' @a xb"+a_>bRal +b_ @axb"+b®a; (44)
Ala<b)y=d <b @d' «b'+d <b®d' +d ®a"*b

Y

+a=<b b +a®b, (45)
Ala=b)y=d =b Q@ad"«xb"+d ~b®ad"+a>bQb"

+b Q@axb'+bQa, (46)
Alaeb)=d eb' @ad"xb"+d ebRad +aeb @b, 47)
Ala=<b)y=d <b @d" «xb"+d <b®ad"+d @a" xb

+a<b @b +a®b, (48)
Ala=b)y=d =b @ad"«xb"+d =b®ad"+a>b b’

+V Qaxb'+b®a. 49)

Consequently, (QSh?, >, <, AY A%) and (QSh%, =", <7, A A7) are
bidendriform bialgebras. By the bidendriform rigidity theorem of [14], we have:

Theorem 5 (QShd , <, >)and (QShd , <, >) are free NSh algebras.

Forgetting the decoration, we get back theorem 2.5 of [32], up to a permutation
of maximum and minimum, and first and last letters.

Forgeting again the decorations, we obtain a NQSh algebra structure on QSh_
and a NSh coalgebra structure, with compatibilities (35)—(40). Let us describe, for
completeness sake, the dual (half-)products and coproducts. The elements of the dual
basis of packed words are denoted by N,,.

Proposition 17 1. For all nonempty packed words o, T, of respective lengths k
and l:

N, < N, = Z N(U®T)o(r" N, = N; = Z N((7®T)0ff]‘

aesShy, aeShy,
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2. For any nonempty packed word o of length n, denoting by f (o) the index of the
first appearance of 1 in o and by 1 (o) the index of the last appearance of 1 in o:

n—1
A<(NJ) = Z Npack((r(l)...a(k)) ® Npack(a(k+l)...o(n))v
k=i(0)
flo)—1
A, (N,) = Z Npacko()...ok)) ® Npack(ok+1)...0(n))»
k=1
l(o)—1
Ao(Ny) = Z Npacko)...otk)) ® Npack(o(k+1)...0(n))-
k=f (o)

12 The Quasi-Shuffle Analog of the Descent Algebra

Recall that, given a graded NQSh bialgebra A, we introduced Q Desc(A), the quasi-
shuffle analogue of the descent algebra defined as the NQSh subalgebra of End(A)
generated by the graded projections or, equivalently, by the graded components of the
projection on Prim(A). We write QDesc for the corresponding NQSh subalgebra
of QSh? (the subalgebra generated by the ((11))

Recall first some properties of NSh algebras.

Notations. Letn > 1.

1. a. Let Tg.(n) be the set of Schroder trees of degree n, that is to say reduced
planar rooted trees with n + 1 leaves.
b. For any set D, let T%, (n) be the set of reduced planar rooted trees ¢ with
n + 1 leaves, such that the n spaces between the leaves of ¢ are decorated by
elements of D.

c. TG, =| | T8, m.

n>1
2. Letty,.... 1, € Tlﬁzh and let dy, ..., dx—1 € N*. The element #; Vg, ... Vg_, t
is obtained by grafting ¢, ..., #; on a common root; for all 1 < i < k, the space

between the right leaf of #; and the left leaf of #; | is decorated by d;.

Following [28], TZ, is a basis of the free NQSh algebra generated by D,
N QSh(D). The three products are inductively defined: if t = #; V4, ... V4, tx and
V=t V-V, tl/ € Tsen (D), then

t>=t'=@*xt) Vg tyVa ... Va1,
t<t = Vg ... V-1 Vg5 - Va_, (t *l/),

/

tet' =t Vg ... Vg, (txt) Vg ... NVa 1.
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Sending any non binary tree to 0, we obtain the free NSh algebra N Sh(D) gen-
erated by D. A basis is given by the set of planar binary trees Tp;, (D) € Tgq (D)
whose spaces between the leaves are decorated by elements of D. The products are
given in the following way: if r =1, V4 1, and t' = 1] V4 1, then:

t>1t' = (*xt) Vg 1,
t <t =t Vgt xt).

We denote by N QSh(1) and by N Sh(1) the free NQSh and the free NSh algebra
on one generator. The set T, is a basis of N Q Sh(1), and Ty;,, is a basis of NSh(1).

Example 5
Tsen(0) = Tpin(0) = {1}, Tsen(1) = Tpin(1) = { Y},
V V vV V
Tsa@ =14 Y., Y. Y1, Tpn@) =14 Y. Y},
V V V V
AR WYy Y
’ ? ’ V V V V
Tser3) = 1~ 4 Y Y [ T= YOYL Y, Y Y
Vv \%
Y.Y Y

We define now inductively a surjective map o from the set of packed words
decorated by D into "JI‘ ., in the following way:

1. o(1) =1.
2. fw=(0,d),leto™ (1) = {iy,...,ix},i; < ... < ir. Weput:

B o) ... ol — 1)
= P“Ck(d(l) dGy — 1)>’

- oii+1)...06G—1)
TUQ—PaCk(d(i1+l)"'d(i2_1)>’

. oy +1)...00n)
Wiyt = Pack (d(ik 1) ... d(n)> :
Then:

o(o,d) = o(w1) Vagy) - - - Vi) 0(Wet1)-
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If w = (0,d) is a decorated packed word of length n, o(w) is an element of
T, (n) such that the spaces between the leaves are decorated from left to right by

d(l),...,d(n). In particular g((ll) is the tree Y d-decorated.
For any t € TY,,, we put:

Qu= Y  oeQShi.

oeSurj,o(0)=t

We extend £2 : NQSh(N*) — QSh‘fr by linearity map. It is clearly injective.

Example 6

V V
20Y) =, 20Y) =@, 2(Y)=(12),
vV Vv
vV Vv
eVy=an. @(Y)y=@321. 2Y)=@31),
Vv V
V vV
2V y=a32), 2(Y) =123, 207 =@12) + 312) + 213),

\% \Y ?
2(Y)=@21), £ Y ) = (211), (71 )=0121),
A%

v
2 Y)y=a12, 2(Y)=a22), 20CY)=dai.

Theorem 6 The map 2 is an injective morphism of NQSh algebras. Consequently,
QDesc, the NQSh subalgebra of QSh‘i generated by the elements (0],) d > 1, is free
and isomorphic to N Q Sh(N*).

Proof Let w = (0, d) be a packed word of length n and let iy, ..., i; be integers
such thati; 4+ ...+ iy =n.Foralldy,...,di—1 > 1, we put:

_ (oD +1 .. oGp+1 1 .0 1 o+ Fig—1+ D+ o)+ 1
- dl)y ... dGy) dy ...dxy—1 dy+...+ig—1+1) ... dn N

It is not difficult to show that:

(11 Va, ... NV, 1) = insl TS (2(0) % 2(0)).

/

Hence, ift =1 Vg, ... Vg, rand ' =t{ Vg ... Vg _ 1]
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dy,
-Q(t) > ‘Q(t) - lns|z|+|z| ..... 14/

Q@) < 1) = insllll m\-Hz\('Q(ll) x ... % 2(1) x 2(1)),

() x 2@]) * ... x 2(1)),

.....

9(;).9(#):insfﬁ‘““j;l'j"tl _____ |,|(.Q(t1)* x 2(t0) % 2(t) % ...« 2(1).

An induction on m + n proves that for € Ty , (m), ¢’ € Ty, (n):
Qit=tH)=20) =20, Qu<t)=020) <2¢), Qtet)=25(t) e2(t).

So £2 is an injective morphism of NQSh algebras. (I

13 Lie Theory, Continued

In classical Lie theory, it has been realized progressively that many applications of
the combinatorial part of the theory rely on the freeness of the Malvenuto-Reutenauer
algebra of permutations (for us, the operad Sh or, equivalently, the algebra of free
quasi-symmetric functions FQSym) as a noncommutative shuffle bialgebra (and
more precisely, as a bidendriform bialgebra [14]). As such, Sh has two remarkable
subalgebras. The first is PBT, the noncommutative shuffle sub-bialgebra freely gen-
erated as a noncommutative shuffle algebra by the identity permutation in &; (in
particular PBT is isomorphic to N SH (1), the free NQSh algebra on one generator).
Its elements can be understood as linear combinations of planar binary trees (PBT
can be constructed directly as a subspace of the direct sum of the symmetric group
algebras is by using a construction going back to Viennot: a natural partition of the
symmetric groups parametrized by planar binary trees), see [21, 22, 27]. The second,
Desc, is known as the descent algebra [38], is isomorphic to Sym, the Hopf algebra
of noncommutative symmetric functions, and is the sub Hopf algebra of PBT and
Sh freely generated as an associative algebra by (all) the identity permutations using
the convolution product . We get:

Desc = Sym C PBT = NSH(1) C Sh = FQSym.

The situation is similar when moving to surjections, that is to QSh. As we already
saw, the noncommutative quasi-shuffle sub-bialgebra freely generated by the identity
permutation in & (i.e. the packed word 1) is the free NQSh algebra on one generator,
identified with ST, the linear span of Schroder trees. The sub Hopf algebra of ST
and QSh freely generated as an associative algebra by (all) the identity permutations
using the convolution product « is isomorphic (using e.g. that it is a free associative
algebra over a countable set of generators) to Desc. We get:

Desc = Sym ¢ ST = NQSH(1) € QSh = WQSym.
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The aim of the present and last section is to compare explicitely the two sequences
of inclusions. The existence of a Hopf algebra map from Sh = FQSym to QSh =
WQSym was obtained in [17, Corollary 18]. The existence of a map comparing the
two copies of the descent algebra follows, a simple direct proof was given in [8,
Lemma 7.1]. We aim here at refining these results and extend the constructions to
planar and Schroder trees.

We start by showing how planar trees (PBT) can be embedded into Schroder trees
(ST).

Definition 13 Let ¢, € Tg,,.

1. We denote by R(¢) the set of internal edges of ¢+ which are right, that is to say
edges e such that:

e both extremities of e are internal vertices.
e ¢ is the edge which is at most on the right among all the edges with the same
origin as e.

2. LetI € R(T). Wedenote by ¢/ the planar reduced tree obtained by contracting
all the edges e € I.
3. We shall say that ¢’ < ¢ if there exists I C R(t), such that¢’ =¢/1.

Remark 14 If I C R(t),then R(¢/I) = R(¢) \ 1. Moreover, if I, J C R(t) are dis-
joint, then (¢/1)/J = t/({ U J). This implies that < is a partial order on T..

Example 7 Here are the Hasse graphs of T, (2) and T (3).

y v Y N Y, y
Y Y Y Y Y

ey
N4

It is possible to prove the following points:

e For any t € Ty, there exists a unique b(¢) € Tp;,, such that r < b(¢). We denote
by I (¢) the unique subset I € R(b(¢)), such thatt = b(¢)/1.
e Foranyt,t' € Ty, t <t'if, and only if, b(¢t) = b(t') and I (t) 2 I (t').
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Theorem 7 The following map is an injective morphism of bidendriform bialgebras:

(PBT9 <, >, A<’ A>) — (STs 51 >, A<7 A>)

Proof By universal properties of free objects, there exists a unique morphism of
noncommutative shuffle algebras ¢/’ from (NSh(1) = PBT, <, >) to (NQSh(1) =

ST, <, >), sending YtV Y.As Yisa primitive element (in the bidendriform
sense) for both sides, ¢’ is a morphism of bidendriform bialgebras. We shall prove

that ¢ = 1)/

Let us show that for all #;, t, € Tp;,,

V(v =4 1) > Y <9(n),
Yt V)=o) = Y <9(n).

The identity 1) = )" will follow by induction.
The identity involving ¢’ follows immediately from the identity, in Tp;,:

Htvh=t > Y <t.
Let us consider the action of 1. We put t = f; V t,. We first consider the case

where #, = |. In this case, R(f) = R(t;) and for any I € R(t), t/I = (t;/]) Vv I.
Hence:

by= Y w/Dvi= > n/l]=Y =)= Y <1
ISR(1) ISR(1)
‘We now consider the case where t, # 1. Letr be the internal edge of ¢ relating the root

of ¢ to the root of t,. Then R(t) = R(t;) U R(;) U {r}. Let I) € R(t1), I C R(1).
Then:

t/hub=n/I)V (/b)) =t/h) > Y < ({t/h).
Weputt,/i» =t3 V...V t;. Then:

t/LhubLu{ry=tn/LIvzV...V
=@/Lvi)e(t3V...VH)

= (/1) > Y) e (/Do)
= /L) > Y e (/D).
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Hence:

b= Y @/l =Y <@/h)+n/h) = Y en/h)

LCSR(1), SR (1)

_ Yo /=Y 2(0/h)

LCR(),LSR(1)
=) = ¥ < (0).
So 1 =1'. As < is an order, 1) is injective. (I

We investigate now how the injection of PBT into ST behaves with respect to the
respective embeddings into Sh and QSh. We consider the morphism:

ST = NQSh(1) —> QSh

There exists a unique map from PBT = NSh(1) to Sh, denoted by £2’, making the
following diagram commuting:

ST — <~ QSh

L

where the vertical arrows are the canonical projection. For any ¢ € Tj;,:

Q) = Z o.

€&, 0(0)=t
Example 8

Vv Vv
2/(Y) = (D, 2'(Y) =@, 2'(Y) =2,

vV V Vv

Vv Vv V
Q'Y ) =321, Q'Y )= (@31, Q'Y ) =@132),

V

V
2(YH)=123). YY) =312+ 213).
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Proposition 18 [15] Let o, T be two packed words of the same length n. We shall
say that o < T if:

1. Ifi,je[nland o(i) < o(j), then (i) < 7(j).
2. Ifi,jenli <jando@) > o(j), then (i) > 7(j).

Then < is a partial order. Moreover, the following map is a Hopf algebra morphism:

Sh —> QSh

v 0'—>Z7'.

Here are the Hasse graphs of Surj, and Surjs:

(12) (21) ;
(Y
(123) (132) (213) (231) (312) (321
(122) (112) (121) (212) (221) @211)

Lemma 5 For any packed word o, we put 1(c) = min{i | (i) = 1}. If o0 < T, then

(o) = (7).

Proof Weputi = (7). Forany j,7(j) > 7(i),s00(j) > oc(i)asc < 7.Sooc(i) =
1, and by definition t(0) < i.Letus assume that j < i. By definition of ¢(7), 7(j) >
7). Aso <1,0(j) > 0(i),s00(j) # 1,and t(0) # j.So t(o) = i. O

Proposition 19 Themap o : Surj —> T, is a morphism of posets: for any packed
words o, T,

o =7=0(0) =< o(7).
We define a map w : Tge, —> Surj by:

o w(l)=1,
e w(ti V...Vt = (wED[DI... I(w()[1]).

Then g o w = Idr,,,, and w is a morphism of posets: for any t,t" € T,

1<t = w@) <w®).
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Proof Let us prove that g is a morphism. Let o, 7 be two packed words, such that
o < 7;letus prove that (o) < o(7). We proceed by induction on the common length
nofoand7.If n = 0 or 1, the result is obvious. Let us assume the result at all rank
< n.As (o) = (1), we can write 0 = ¢'1¢” and 7 = 7'17”, where ¢’ and 7" have
the same length and do not contain any 1. By restriction, Pack(c’) < Pack(7’) and
Pack(c”) < Pack(r”). By the induction hypothesis, so = 0(c”) < o(7') = 1y and
sS1V...Vsi=0@") <o(t") =t V...Vt Then:

o) =soVsIV...V...5y <toVHy V...Vt = o(T).

Let us now prove that w is a morphism. Let 7, ¢’ € Tg., such that ¢t < ¢'. By
transitivity, we can assume that there exists e € R(t’), such that t = t‘/e. Let us prove
that w(¢) < w(t’). We proceed by induction on the common degree n of t and ¢'. The
result is obvious if n = 0 or 1. Let us assume the result at all ranks < n. We put
t'=tfv...ve.Ifeisanedge of t/, thent =¢; V...V () V... V.. We put
o =w(t}) ando; = w(t;) forall j.If j # i, 0’ = o;; by the induction hypothesis,
o; < 0. Then:

w(t) = (o1 [ID1... 1o [ID]1 ... 1(ox[1])
< (o1 [1D1... 1[I ... L(ox[1]) = w(r).

If e is the edge relation the root of 7 to the root of 7, putting r =, V...Vt V
oV, thent! =1 ifi <kand# =# Vv ... V. Putting o; = w(t;), we obtain:

w(t) = (oi[IDL... I(ox[ID1 ... 1(oy[1]),
w) = (o [1D1 ... 1 [2])2 ... 2(oy[2]).

It is not difficult to prove that w(t) < w(t). O

Remark 15 There are similar results for decorated packed words, replacing N Sk (1)
and N QSh(1) by NSh(N*") and N Q Sh(N*).

Example 9

vV vV
w=), wY)=en, wY)=a02, wY)=an,
V V vV vV
V V V V
w(Y)=@321), w(Y)=@31), w(Y)=(132), w(Y)=(23),

\%

v
WYY =212, wV)=@D, w(Y)=ci, w(?):(lZl),

\%

\2
w Y )y=012), w(Y)=0122), «C¥)=a11).
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Proposition 20 The map W is a bidendriform bialgebra morphism from

(Sh, <, >, A, A,) to (QSh, <, >, A, A,). Moreover, the following diagram
commutes:

PBT — -~ ST

J

Sh—— QSh

Proof Let o be a packed word. We put:

A={k,7)| T <o,k e [max(7r)]},
B ={(k,7',7") | k € [max(0)], 7" < o). 7" < Pack(o|max(o)n\k))-

As ¥ is a coalgebra morphism,

max(7)
AoW(o) = Z Z Tik) ® Pack(Timaxnnix)
T<0 k=0
= > Ty ® Pack(Tmaxcryn i)
(k.r)eA
max (o)
=WV oAld)= ) > T
k=0 T’S(TW(]

7" < Pack(0|maxo)\k1)

= E 7eT.
(7", 7")eB

Hence, there exists a bijection F : A —> B, such that, if F(k, 7) = (I, 7/, 7”), then:

o 7 = T\[k] and 7’ = Pack(7'|[max(¢)]\[k]);
e [ is the unique integer such that 7" < oy;;.

If k > 7(1), then the first letter of T appears in 7y, so the first letter of o appears also
in o). Consequently [ > o(1). Similarly, if / > o (1), then k > 7(1). We obtain:
A oW¥(o) =

= Z Titk) ® Pack(Tiimax(r)\ik)
(k,7)EA k>T(1)

— Z QT

(7 7eB I>o()
=W RV¥)oA(o)

So ¥ is a morphism of dendriform coalgebras.
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Let o, T be two permutations. We put:

C ={(a,() | @ € Sh(max(c), max(7)),{ <ao(c ®T)},
D={B,0,7)|0 <o,7 <1,8 € QSh(max(c’), max(7))},

Then:

Y(ollT) = > > ¢

aeSh(max(o),max(7)) (<ao(c®T)

> ¢

(a,()eC

> > Bo(d'®T)

o' <o F€QSh(max(c’),max(r’))
T'<r

Z Bo(d ®@T).

(B,0',7)eD

=Y (o)HY¥(T)

Hence, there exists a bijection G : D —> C, suchthatif G(3, ¢/, ") = («, (), then:

L (=po('®T);
2. « is the unique (max(c), max(7))-shuffle such that { < a o (o ® 7).

Let us assume that a(1) = 1, and let us prove that 3(1) = 1. Denoting by & the
length of o, 1 appears in the k first letters of (' = a0 (6 ® 7). Leti € [k], such that
¢'(i) = 1. Forany j, ¢'(i) < ('(j)- As ¢ = ¢, C(i) < ((j), so ((i) = 1: 1 appears
among the k first letters of (, so 5(1) = 1.

Let us assume that «(1) # 1. Then 1 does not appear in the first k letters of (.
Let j > k, such that {'(j) = 1. Foralli € [k], {'(i) > {'(j)andi < j. As ( < (,
C(@i) > C(j),s0((i) # 1:1does not appear among the first k letters of {, so (1) # 1.
Finally, a(1) = 1 if, and only if, 5(1) = 1. Hence:

Wo<m= Y (= Y Bo(@®T)=¥(0) 2¥(n).

(a,Q)eC,a()=1 (8,0, 7)eD,B(1)=1

By composition, §2 o1 and ¥ o §2 are both noncommutative shuffle algebra

morphisms, sending Y to (1), so, since PBT is a free NSh algebra, they are
equal. ]
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