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COCYCLE DEFORMATIONS FOR HOPF ALGEBRAS WITH A COALGEBRA
PROJECTION

ALESSANDRO ARDIZZONI, MARGARET BEATTIE, AND CLAUDIA MENINI

ABSTRACT. Let H be a Hopf algebra over a field K of characteristic 0 and let A be a bialgebra
or Hopf algebra such that H is isomorphic to a sub-Hopf algebra of A and there is an H-bilinear
coalgebra projection m from A to H which splits the inclusion. Then A = R#:H where R
is the pre-bialgebra of coinvariants. In this paper we study the deformations of A by an H-
bilinear cocycle. If 7 is a cocycle for A, then ~ can be restricted to a cocycle v for R, and
AY =2 RVR#¢ H. As examples, we consider liftings of B(V)#K]|I'| where I is a finite abelian
group, V is a quantum plane and B(V') is its Nichols algebra, and explicitly construct the cocycle
which twists the Radford biproduct into the lifting.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let A, H be Hopf algebras over a field K of characteristic 0 and suppose that o : H — A
embeds H as a sub-Hopf algebra of A. If there is a Hopf algebra projection 7w : A — H such that
mo o is the identity, then A is isomorphic to a Radford biproduct R#H [ of the algebra of
co-invariants R = A°™ and the Hopf algebra H. In this setting R is not a sub-Hopf algebra of A
but is a Hopf algebra in the Yetter-Drinfeld category £YD.

Suppose H is a Hopf algebra over K, A a bialgebra, o : H < A a bialgebra embedding and 7
an H-bilinear coalgebra homomorphism from A to H that splits 0. Then the 4-tuple (A, H, 7, 0)
is called a splitting datum. If 7 is an algebra homomorphism, then A is a Radford biproduct as
above. More generally, A = R#¢H, where R is the set of m-coinvariants and is a coalgebra in
HYD which is not a bialgebra but what was termed in a pre-bialgebra with cocycle £. If
7 is only left H-linear, then 7 was called a weak projection by Schauenburg ; he showed that
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bicrossproducts, double crossproducts and all quantized universal enveloping algebras are examples
of this situation.

Using the machinery from [AMStd], [AMStu] and [AM], we explore the relationship between the
associated pre-bialgebras for a splitting datum (A, H, 7, o) and the splitting datum (A7, H, 7, 0)
where A7 is a cocycle deformation of A. Cocycle deformations of Hopf algebras are of interest in
the problem of the classification of Hopf algebras. In particular, it has recently been proved (see
[@, Theorem 4.3] and [, Appendix]) that the families of finite-dimensional pointed Hopf
algebras with the same associated graded Hopf algebra B(V)#K|I'] classified by Andruskiewitsch
and Schneider in ] are cocycle deformations of a Radford biproduct. We define the notion of
a cocycle twist for a pre-bialgebra (R, &) and show that given a splitting datum as above, if A7 is
a cocycle twist of A then A7 = R7%#, H where R"" is a cocycle twist of R.

This paper is organized in the following way. In a preliminary section we first recall basic facts
about coalgebras in the Yetter-Drinfeld category gyD, prove some key lemmas, and review the
basic theory of pre-bialgebras with a cocycle in £YD from [AMStd] and [AMSt], ending with some
examples. In general a pre-bialgebra with cocycle (R, &) does not have associative multiplication
for ¢ nontrivial. In Section B we show that if R is connected, the sufficient conditions for (R, &)
to have associative multiplication from Section are also necessary. Section [] contains the
main results of this paper. Here we review the notion of a cocycle twist for a Hopf algebra A,
and define cocycle twists for pre-bialgebras. We show that for (R, &) a pre-bialgebra with cocycle
associated to a splitting datum (A, H, 7, o), then the set of H-bilinear cocycles on A is in one-
one correspondence with the left H-linear cocycles on R. Furthermore, a cocycle twist of A, say
A7V = (R#¢H)", is isomorphic to R7?#¢ H where g is the cocycle on R® R corresponding to the
cocycle v for A and (R"?,&,) is the pre-bialgebra with cocycle corresponding to A7. In Section
E, we explicitly describe the cocycle which twists the Radford product B(V)#K]|T'] of the group
algebra of a finite abelian group and the Nichols algebra of a quantum plane to the liftings of
this pointed Hopf algebra. Examples include the three families of non-isomorphic pointed Hopf
algebras of dimension 32 described in [Q] and the pointed Hopf algebras of dimension 81 which
were among the first counterexamples to Kaplansky’s Tenth Conjecture.

Throughout H will denote a Hopf algebra over a field K. All maps are assumed to be over K.
We assume for simplicity of the exposition that our ground field K has characteristic zero. Anyway
we point out that many results below are valid under weaker hypotheses.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We will use the Heyneman-Sweedler notation for the comultiplication in a K-coalgebra C but
with the summation sign omitted, namely A(z) = (1) ®x(2) for z € C. For C a coalgebra and A an
algebra the convolution multiplication in Hom(C, A) will be denoted *. Composition of functions
will be denoted by o or possibly by juxtaposition when the meaning is clear.

A Hopf algebra H is a left H-module under the adjoint action h — m = hymS(h(s)) and has
a similar right adjoint action. Recall , Definition 2.7] that a left and right integral A € H*
for H is called ad-invariant if A(1) = 1 and A is a left and right H-module map with respect to
the left and right adjoint actions. If H is semisimple and cosemisimple, then the total integral for
H is ad-invariant; see either [Sv(], Proposition 1.12, b)] or [AMStd, Theorem 2.27]. If H has an
ad-invariant integral, then H is cosemisimple.

We assume familiarity with the general theory of Hopf algebras; good references are @], [@]

2.1. Coalgebras in a category of Yetter-Drinfeld modules. Let H be a Hopf algebra over
K. Coalgebras in YD, the category of left-left Yetter-Drinfeld modules over H, will play a central
role in this paper. For (V,-) a left H-module, we write hv for h - v, the action of h on v, if the
meaning is clear. The left H-module H with the left adjoint action is denoted (H,—); the left and
right actions of H on H induced by multiplication will be denoted by juxtaposition. For (V,p) a
left H-comodule, for v € V' we write p(v) = v(_1) ® v(g) for the coaction. Recall that if V' is a left
H-module and a left H-comodule, then V is an object in YD if for allv € V, h € H,

p(h . ’U) = h(l)v<_1>8(h(3)) ® h(g) - V(0)-
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The field K is a left-left Yetter-Drinfeld module with p(1) = 1®1 and trivial left H action. As well,
(H,—,Ap) is a left-left Yetter-Drinfeld module. If V, W are objects in £YD, sois V@ W with H
action given by h(r ®t) = h(1yr ® h(zyt, and H-coaction given by p(r @) = r(_1yt(_1) ® 70y @t (o)
forallr e V,t € W, h€ H. A map f € Hom(V,W) is called (left) H-linear if f(h-v) =h- f(v),
for all h € H,v € V. For example f € Hom(V, K) is left H-linear if f(h-v) = e(h)f(v) and
f € Hom(V, H) is left H-linear if f(h-v) = h(1)f(v)S(h(2)). The category #YVD is braided with
braiding cy,w : V@ W — W ® V given by cy,w (v ® w) = v_1yw ® v(g).

For C a coalgebra in YD, we use a modified version of the Heyneman-Sweedler notation,
writing superscripts instead of subscripts, so that comultiplication is written

Ac(z) = Alx) =2 @ 2@, for every z € C.

If C and D are coalgebras in gyD, 80 is C®D defined as follows. As a Yetter-Drinfeld module,
C®D = C ® D with H-action and coaction as described above. The counit is EceD = €c ®ED
and the comultiplication is Acgp = (C®cep®D)o(Ac®Ap) , so that

Acgp(z®y) = @V ea y) e (@f) oy®).
2 .« (2) (2) 1 (2) &, 2
Coy @y 220 @ (alg @y © ).
When it is clear from the context (and from the superscript versus subscript notation) ® is written
simply as ®.

Acgper(t@y®z) = eV @z

For a K-coalgebra C' and a map uc : K — C, the coalgebra (C, u¢) is called coaugmented if
lc :=uc(lk) is a grouplike element. For C' a coalgebra in gyD, then uc is also required to be a
map in the Yetter-Drinfeld category, i.e., for all h € H,

(1) h-1lc =¢en(h)lc and pc(le) =1g ®1c.
A coaugmented coalgebra C' is called connected if Cy = K1¢.

The next definitions and lemmas will be key in later computations.

DEFINITION 2.1. For M a left H-comodule, define ¥ : Hom(M, K) — Hom™ ™ (M, H), the left
H-comodule maps from M to H, by

U(a)=(H®a)pu.

REMARK 2.2. Let f : M — L be a morphism of left H-comodules and o € Hom(L, K). Then
U (a)o f=W(xo f). To see this, let m € M and then

(W(a) o f)(m) = W(a)(f(m)) = f(m)—nye(f(m) o)) = m-palf(m)) = ¥lao f)(m).

LEMMA 2.3. For C a left H-comodule coalgebra, ¥ : Hom (C, K) — Hom™ ™ (C, H) is an algebra
isomorphism.

Proof. Let #9 denote the monoidal category of left H-comodules. Then the functor (—) ® H :
Vec(K) — HOM is right adjoint to the forgetful functor. The canonical isomorphism defining the
adjunction yields ¥. Explicitly, let «, 8 € Hom (C, K) and let z € C. We have

[P ()« ¥ (B)](2) = [(H®a)pc]*[(H®PB)pc](z)
= (Hoa)pe (2D [(He ) pc] ()
110‘( )2(2)1 ((2))
D20 (:3) 8 ((2))
= e (o)) B o)
= 1)04*5 (Z ) Oé*ﬂ)()

and also U (e¢) (2) = (H ® e¢) pc = ugec. Thus ¥ is an algebra homomorphism.

= Z

= Z O[

(
(
(
(
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For @ € Hom (C, K), then ¥ () is a morphism in #91 since

Ap¥ () (2) =Y An (2-n) a (20) = Y 22 ® 2(-nya (2(0) = D21 @ ¥ (20))

Finally, the composition inverse of ¥ is ¥~! where V=1 (¢) := eyo. O

REMARK 2.4. (i) Let (C,Ac,ec,uc) be a coaugmented connected coalgebra, A an algebra and
f:C — A amap such that f(1¢) = 14, ie., f = uaec on the coradical of C. Then by [@,
Lemma 5.2.10], f is convolution invertible with inverse Y ° ;4" where v = usec — f. Then since
A"t =0 on C,, it is also true that f~' = usec on Cy.

(ii) For C a left H-module coalgebra and v : C' — K convolution invertible, then v is left
H-linear if and only if v ! is. For suppose v is left H-linear. Then

v (hz) = v (haM)o(zP )T (2P)) = v Ry 2 D) v(he) 2@ )T (2P)) = ey (B) v (2)
and so v~ ! is left H-linear also. ]

The next condition is part of the definition of a cocycle ¢ for a pre-bialgebra [AMSty] (see
Section ) but makes sense for any coalgebra C' in ZYD.

DEFINITION 2.5. Let C be a coalgebra in #YD and o € Hom(C, H). Then we say that « is a dual
normalized Sweedler 1-cocycle if Aga = (mpy ® a)(a ® pc)Ac and ega = e¢. Thus for z € C,

(2) a(@)) © a(x)@) = a(zM)a® _y @ a(@® ) and ep(a(z)) = ec(@).
If «: ¢ — H is a dual normalized Sweedler 1-cocycle, then « is convolution invertible and its

inverse can be described explicitly.

PROPOSITION 2.6. Let C' be a coalgebra in 2YD and let o : C — H satisfy ). Then o is the
convolution inverse of a where

o :=mpyo(H®Sgoa)opc.

Proof. For any x € C, we have

axa(z) = a<x<1>>a’<x<2>>:a<x<l>>x§?1>sH<a<x<2>>>ﬂa<x><1>sH<a<x><2>>

®

= egoa(r) = ugoec(x), and

o xaz) = o@D)a(@=?)= :CE?MSH(a(xEég))a(:v@))
(

_ 1 (2
= ;p<71

Thus ' is the convolution inverse of o as claimed. ]

The next definition/lemma will be useful in upcoming computations.
LEMMA 2.7. Let C be a coalgebra and let (M, p) be a left H-module. Define
¢ : Hom (C,H) = End (C®@ M) by @ (o) := (C® pm) [(C ® ) Ac @ M],
for a € Hom(C, H). The map ® is an algebra homomorphism.
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Proof. By definition,
P(a)(zr @m) =) @ a(xp))m for x € C;m € M.
Then for «, 8 € Hom (C, H),

((I)(a) © @(ﬂ))(x & m) = (I)(a) (x(l) ® ﬂ(iﬂ(z))m) = T(1) X Q(I(g))ﬂ($(3))m
z(1) ® (a* B)(x2))m = (a x B)(z @ m),

and
P(ug oec)(x@m) =21y ® (ug 0 ec)(T(2))m = @ m.
O

REMARK 2.8. Note that ®(a) = Idegas if and only if the action of a(C) on M is trivial. For if
T ®m = x(1) ® a(x(z))m, apply ec to the left hand tensorand to see that a(C) acts trivially on
M. The converse is obvious. U

2.2. Pre-bialgebras with cocycle. In this section, we recall the notion of a pre-bialgebra with
cocycle in YD and explain how a pre-bialgebra with cocycle is associated to a splitting datum.
Throughout this section, H will denote a Hopf algebra over K.

DEFINITION 2.9. (cf. [AM, Definition 1.8]) A splitting datum (A, H, 7, o) consists of a bialgebra
A, a bialgebra homomorphism ¢ : H — A and an H-bilinear coalgebra homomorphism 7 : A — H
such that mo = Idy. Note that H-bilinear here means w(o(h)zo(h')) = hr(z)h’ for all h,h' € H
and z € A. We say that a splitting datum is trivial whenever 7 is a bialgebra homomorphism.

ExXAMPLE 2.10. Let H be a Hopf algebra and let A = R#H be the usual Radford biproduct of a
bialgebra R in 2YD and H. Let o : H — A,0(h) = 1g#h, and let m: A — H,w(r#h) = reg(h).
Then (A, H,7,0) is a trivial splitting datum. Conversely, for A a Hopf algebra, if (A, H, 7, 0)
is a trivial splitting datum, then A is isomorphic to a Radford biproduct or bosonization of H
(identified with o(H)) and the K-algebra R of m-coinvariants, a Hopf algebra in the category
2yD.

If 7 is not an algebra map, then R = {z € A|(A® m)A(z) = 2 ® 1} need not be a Hopf algebra
in #YD but instead will be a pre-bialgebra with a cocycle in LY D.

2.2.1. Definition of a pre-bialgebra and a pre-bialgebra with cocycle. Following [[AMSty, Definition
2.3, Definitions 3.1], we define the following. A pre-bialgebra R = (R, mg, ugr, Ag,er) in ZYD is
a coaugmented coalgebra (R, Ag,er,ug) in the category # YD together with a left H-linear map
mp : R® R — R such that mp is a coalgebra homomorphism, i.e,
(3) Apmp = (mr ®@mgr)Argr  and  ermpr = mi(er @ €R),

and ug is a unit for mg, i.e.,
(4) mR(R®uR) :R:mR(uR®R).

When clear from the context, the subscript R on the structure maps above is omitted.

Essentially a pre-bialgebra differs from a bialgebra in gyD in that the multiplication need
not be associative and need not be a morphism of H-comodules, see Example @

A pre-bialgebra with cocycle in £YD is a pair (R, &) where R = (R, m,u, A, €) is a pre-bialgebra
in gyD and £ : C = R® R — H is a normalized dual Sweedler 1-cocycle (E), left H-linear with
respect to the left adjoint action of H on H, and, for all r;s € R and h € H, the following hold:

(5) cra(Mm ® &) Argr = (M @ MR)(§ ® proR)ARSR;

(6) mR(R & mR) = mR(R & /LR)[(TI’LR & f)AR@)R & R] = mR(mR & R)(I)(f);

(7) mpu(® H)[R® (mr ®&§)Apgr] = mu(§® H)(R® cy,r)[(mr ® §)Argr ® RJ;
(8) E(RRu)=¢u®R)=¢ly.
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By definition [@], amap f: ((R,m,u,d,e),&) = (R',m' v, §,¢"),&") of pre-bialgebras with
a cocycle in #YD, is a morphism of pre-bialgebras with cocycle if f is a coalgebra homomorphism
f:(R,6,e) = (R,d,¢) in the category (HYD, ®, K) such that

fom=m'o(f®f), fou=u —and o(f®f)=¢

REMARK 2.11. In () the map ® from Lemma P.7 is used with C = R® R and M = R. Thus if
(&) is the identity, or, equivalently, if (R ® R) C H acts trivially on R, then mp is associative.
We will see in Section B that if R is connected, the converse holds. ]

Let (R, £) be a pre-bialgebra with cocycle in 2£YD. Since £ : C = R® R — H is a dual Sweedler
1-cocycle, by Proposition E ¢ is convolution invertible with convolution inverse

(9) ¢ =mpo(H®Syoo&)oprar.
Thus equation (f]) is equivalent to:
mpo(mr®R)=mpo(R@®mpg)o® ().

If, as well, R, and thus R ® R is connected, since &(1per) = um(1x), by Remark R.4|i) with
C =R® R and A = H, then another form for £~ ! is

5_1 = ZZOZO(’U,H oceEc — g)n

2.2.2. The splitting datum associated to a pre-bialgebra with cocycle. To every (R, ), we can asso-
ciate a splitting datum (A := R#¢H, H,m, o) where the bialgebra R#¢H is constructed as follows
(see [[AMStd, Theorem 3.62] and [AMStd, Definitions 3.1] ). As a vector space, A = R ® H with
coalgebra and algebra structures given below.

Let r,s € R, h,h' € H. The coalgebra structures are €4 (r#h) =g (r)eg (h), and

(10) Aa (r#h) = r(l)#r@l)h(l) ® Tg;#h](g), where Ag(r) =) @ r2),

In other words, as a coalgebra, A is the smash coproduct of R and H.
For future calculations, we note:

(11) Aa(r#tin) = v orl#iy
(12) A% (1) = v Dy @) @ #1.
The unit is ua(l) = 1g#1y and the mult1pl1cat1on is given by

ma=(R@mg)[(mr®&) Apgr @ mu| (R® car® H)
so that for r,s € R, h,h/ € H,

(13) ma(rath © s#eh') = mp(r® @ r) (hays)D)#E(r ) @ (hays))hh'.

Using the map @ from Lemma P with C = R® R and M = (H, mp), we write:
mpgcn = (mrp@mp)o((§) ® H)o (R®chr®H)

(14) — (mr® H)od(€)o(Re R®my) o (Recyp® H).

Here, unless £(R ® R) = K, the action of (R ® R) will not be trivial and ®(£) will not be the
identity. It will be useful to have the following formulas:

(15) (R®em)ma(r#h @ s#h’) = mp(r @ hs)e(h');
(16) (er @ H)ma(r#h @ s#h') = &(r @ hays)h)h'.
Note that the canonical injection o : H — R#¢H is a bialgebra homomorphism. Furthermore
7 R#cH — H :r#h—e(r)h

is an H-bilinear coalgebra retraction of o.
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2.2.3. The pre-bialgebra with cocycle associated to a splitting datum. Suppose that (A, H,m,0) is a
splitting datum. In this subsection we describe (R, &) , the associated pre-bialgebra with cocycle in
ByD [AMStd, Definitions 3.2]. As when 7 is a bialgebra morphism and A is a Radford biproduct,
set
R = A" = {a €Al a) ®7T(CL(2)) = CL®1H},
and let
7:A—= R, 7(a) =aqoST (a(g)) .
Define a left-left Yetter-Drinfeld structure on R by
h-r=hr=o (h(l)) roSu (h(l)) , p(r)=m (7‘(1)) ® 7 (2),
and define a coalgebra structure in £YD on R by
(17) Ap(r) =D @r® =r)oSn(re) @1 =7 (1) @1, e =can
The map
w:R®H — A, w(r®h)=ro(h)
is an isomorphism of K-vector spaces, the inverse being defined by
1.4 R® H, w_l(a) = a(l)USHTF (a(g)) & (a(g)) =T (a(l)) & (G/(Q)) .
Clearly A defines, via w, a bialgebra structure on R ® H that will depend on ¢ and w. As shown
in [Bchd, 6.1] and [AMStd, Theorem 3.64], (R, m, u, A, ) is a pre-bialgebra in 2D with cocycle &
where the maps v : K —+ R and m : R® R — R, are defined by
u:u[f, m(r @ s) =rqys)oST(r@e)se)) =7(r-as)
and the cocycle ¢ : R® R — H is the map defined by
E(r@s)=mn(r-as).

Then (R, £) is the pre-bialgebra with cocycle in £YD associated to (A, H, 7, o).
We note that the map 7 above is a surjective coalgebra homomorphism and satisfies the following
where a € A,h € H and r,s € R. [AMStd, Proposition 3.4]:

Tlac (h)] = 7(a)en (h), Tlo(h)al= h-
r-gs = 71(r-as), T(a) rT(b) =T

Note that h-r =7 (o (h)r) for all h € H,r € R.

2.2.4. The correspondence between splitting data and pre-bialgebras with cocycle. If we start with
a splitting datum (A, H, 7, o), and construct (R,&) as in Section and then construct the
splitting datum (R#¢H, H,w,0) associated to (R,&) as in Section P.2.4, then (cf. Behd, 6.1])
w: R#¢H — A is a bialgebra isomorphism.

Conversely, we start with a pre-bialgebra with cocycle (R, ) in gyD and construct the splitting
datum (R#¢H,H, 7, 0)

o:H< R#teH  and  7: RfteH — H

as in Section P.2.9. Then (R#¢H)®™ = R#K and so the pre-bialgebra in YD associated to
(R#gH H,m, o) constructed in Section P.2.3 is R ® K which is isomorphic to R as a coalgebra
in 2YD via the map 6 : R® K — R where 9( 1) = r. The corresponding cocycle is £ where
¢ =£ (0 ®0). Clearly 6 induces an isomorphism of pre-bialgebras with cocycle between (R ® K, ¢')
and (R,¢).

In this situation we note that 7 : (R#cH) — (R#¢H)°™ is given by R ® . For we have that

7(r#h) @ (rOgr), 2) i oS (r! i) 2 b))

< D) 0, sh1))oS(h))e(rE)
rite(h).
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3. AssociATIVITY OF (R, &)

In general, the multiplication in a pre-bialgebra R associated to a splitting datum (A, H, 7, o)
need not be associative. It was noted in the previous section that mp is associative if W(¢) is the
identity, or, equivalently, if {(R ® R) C H acts trivially on R. First we consider some examples,
and then show that the converse statement holds if R is connected.

EXAMPLE 3.1. Thin pre-bialgebras A pre-bialgebra R is called thin if R is connected and the
space of primitives of R is also one-dimensional. By , Theorem 3.14], a finite dimensional
thin pre-bialgebra (R, ) has associative multiplication, even for nontrivial £, but need not be a
bialgebra in #YD by [AM, Example 6.4].

For I a finite abelian group, V € L.YD (where we write RYD for YD with H = K[I']), and
B(V) the Nichols algebra of V, then all Hopf algebras whose associated graded Hopf algebra is
B(V)#K|[I'], called the liftings of B(V)#K]|I'], are well-known if V' is a quantum linear space.

Recall that for g € G and x € I, VX is the set of v € V' such that p(v) = v(_1) ® v(g) = g ® v and
h-v=x(h)v forall h € G.

DEFINITION 3.2. V = ®!_; Kv; € RYD with 0 £ v; € Vi with g, €1, xi € T is called a quantum
linear space when

Xi(gj)x;(gi) =1 for i # j and x;(g;) is a primitive r;th root of 1,7; > 1.

The following is proved in [AS3] or [BDG].
PROPOSITION 3.3. For V' a quantum linear space with x;(g;) a primitive r;th root of 1, all liftings
A= A(ai,ai5|1 <id,5 <t) of B(V)#KI[T] are Hopf algebras generated by the grouplikes and by
(1, g;)-primitives z;, 1 <1i <t where

hx; = xi(h)z;h;
;" = a;(1—g]") wherea, =0 ifg;' =1 or x;" #¢;
zixy = xi(gi)zixs + aij(1 — gig;) where a;; =0 if gigj = 1 or xix; # €.

One sees directly from Proposition @ that aj; = —x;(9:) "taij = —xi(g;)ai;j. By rescaling, we
may assume that the a; are 0 or 1.

ExAMPLE 3.4. Using the notation of Proposition E, let A := A(a1,a2,a12 = a) be a nontrivial
lifting of B(V)#K|T'] where V' = K1 @ Kas is a quantum plane as above. Then A has PBW basis
{9aial|lg € T,0 < i,j < r—1}, and the map 7 : A — H = K[| defined by n(gaial) = 60.i1,9
is an H-bilinear coalgebra homomorphism that splits the inclusion H < A. Thus (A, H,7,i) is
a splitting datum and so A = R#¢H for some pre-bialgebra with cocycle (R,§). Since R = A"
then R has K-basis {z%}|0 <14, <r —1}. In general, (R, ) is not associative.

The next example shows that for A = A(1,1,a) as above, with r > 2, there is no choice of an
H-bilinear projection 7 splitting the inclusion which will make the associated pre-bialgebra (R, ¢)
associative.

EXAMPLE 3.5. Let A := A(1,1,a) be the Hopf algebra described in Proposition B.3 with ¢ = 2,
a1 =as =1, apo=a#0and r :=r;y =ry > 2. Then x; = x;l, and 1 = x1(g2)x2(g1) implies
that x1(g1) = x2(g92)~*. Let ¢ denote x1(g1). Then zox1 = gr122 + a(l — g1g2). We show that
there is no H-bilinear coalgebra morphism 7 : A — K[I'] = H splitting the inclusion ¢ such that
R = A7 is associative. The proof is by contradiction.

Suppose that 7 is such a morphism and R = A" is associative. Then since g; is an invertible
element, and

gim(zias’) = m(gates’) = " "w (et ey’ ) = ¢ (@ ey ) g = ¢ g (wag),
then
(18) m(zlay') =0ifn#m, and 0 <n,m <r—1.
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Next note that if 7 : A — H is as above, and if mw(ziz}) = 0 for all 0 < i 4+j < u + v,
then 7(z{2y) = Buw(gigy — 1), ie., w(xtzy) is (1, g}'gy)-primitive. For by the quantum binomial
theorem [[], for scalars w(i, j),

w v\ U U u v u_ v N G ou—1 J v—] i ]
Axizy) = 9195 @ w{w) +$1I2®1+§ 0<i<u,0<j<v, W1, 5)9171 " gazy ’ @ XY T

0<itj<utv

and applying 7 ® 7w to this expression, we obtain that
A(m (zya3)) = 9195 @ m(xixy) + w(xyzy) @ 1.
Using this argument with 0 < i 4+ j = 1 yields w(x122) = B(g192 — 1) for some scalar 8. We now
test associativity on x1,x2, x2. First we have that
x1pras = T(r122) = g1920(SH(7(r122))) + 0+ 0+ 2122
= Boig2((9192) " = 1) + 1m0 = 2122 — B(9292 — 1),
so that
(z1 R 22) "R T2 = T(T17272 — B(g9192 — 1)22) = T(!Elivg) - 5((1_2 — 1)za.
On the other hand, since by (L), 7(z2) = 7(23) = 0, then
wy gy = T(23) = 75,
and thus
71 g (T2 R T2) =71 R 35% = 7’(35136%)-
If R is associative then these expressions must be equal and thus g = 0. Now consider multiplication
in R of the elements x5, z1,z1. First we compute
X9 px1 = T(x221) = T(qr122 + (9192 — 1)) = q7(2122) = qu122 Since 5 = 0.
Thus (22 ‘g 1) ‘g ©1 = T(qx12221). On the other hand
T2 R (331 ‘R 331) = T2 'R I% = 7'(17217%)
= 7(qrim2m1 + a(l — g1g2)x1) = T(qr12021) 4+ a(g® — 1)21.

This contradicts the choice of a # 0. O
REMARK 3.6. In the above example, it is key that r > 2 and 27 # 0. In the examples of dimension

32 in Section E, R is not thin, £ is nontrivial, but R is a bialgebra in gyD since the image of € lies
in the centre of A.

We now prove the converse to the observation in Remark in the case that R is connected.
THEOREM 3.7. Let (R,§) be a pre-bialgebra with cocycle in BYD. If R is connected, then the
following are equivalent.

(i) mpg is associative.
(i) £(2)t=c¢e(2)t, for every z € R® R,t € R.

(i) @ (&) = Idges.

Proof. By Remark P.§ and Remark it remains only to show that (¢) implies (i7), i.e., to prove
that if mpg is associative, then

(19) E(r@s)t=cr(r)er(s)t, for every r,s,t € R.

The argument is by induction on w + v where r € R,, and s € R,,. For u +v = 0,1, then either
u =0 or v=0and by (§), there is nothing to show.

Since R is connected, by [@, Lemma 5.3.2, 2)], for every n > 0 and r € R,, there exists a finite
set I and r;,r* € R,,_1, for every i € I, such that

A(r):lR®r+r®lR—|—Zielri®r,
and thus

(20) Ziel Ti€R ('ri) = —¢ (T) 1p = Zie[ €R (rl) r.
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Recall that by (1)
alr#ly) = rDg 7”22,)” ® ngg#lH
= (Ip#rny @ro#la) + (r# 1r® Lp#tle) + ) (i r{_y) @ rig#lm).

Suppose that the statement holds for u + v — 1 and let » € R, with comultiplication as above
and s € R, with Ag(s) =1p®@s+s5@1p+ ) ;5 ®s. Let us compute 7 - s. We have

(r#1lm) (s#1u) (E) r . ( (2) ) #5( (2))

= #f( o>®s ))+T'RS #5(13®s(2)) ST R(r? 1) ) (20>®s(2))
= r-gps#ly+ri_ 1)#5( ®3(2)>+Z T R(i 3(1>#§(r ®3(2>
_1>IR#§ (T<0> & S) + 1 ZEI Ti'R Tz 1) ) ) +

= r-rs#ly+ 1y s#E (roy @ 1r) + + | +XiermiR (7“’ ) ( ® 1R> +

L+ e r-nsi#t (roy @ 87) | +Zz€]rzR(i 8)#5(7“ ®33>

1 Dier it (1" @ s) +

= r.-ps#ly+ j-];ff ()Tsils,)q—:— 4 + Zzeflr;R ( ZS ‘R j#lH‘F

|+ ey _1ysi#E (ro) @ ¢7) | I "’Zzel Ti 'R (7“ )#f (7“ )

so that

TR s#LE + 1pFHE(r @ s) + X, A (17 @ 5) +
(r#lu) (s#lu) = + 3 ies =5 #E (ro) @ 7) + Zzel Ti R (7“ ) (7"20 ® SJ)

Note that (R®ep) [(r#1g) (s#h)] =r-r (R® en) (s#h) so that

(R@en) [(r#lu) (s#ln) t#1u) =1 r (R@en) [(s#1ln) t#1u) =7 r (s R 1)

Then, we have

0 = T'R(S'Rt)—(T'RS)'Rt
= (R®en)|[(r#ln) (s#1n) (t#1u)] — (R@en)[(r-r s#1u) (t#1y)]
(R@ewu){[(r#1n) (s#1u) — 1 g s#1lu] (t#1m)}
(Lr#& (r @ s)) (t#1m) +
+ D er [rit (' @ s) | (1) +
(R®emn) +E]EJ [r 1>SJ#§( 0>®53)] (t#1p) +
+ i oo (i) #€ (vl @ ) (#1)

The first term in this sum is clearly £(r ® s)t and it remains to show that the other terms add
to —eg(r)egr(s)t.
Since " € R,_1, the second term in the sum above is

(Reen) S (rittt (' @ 5))(t#1)]

S e € #))
Z'e[ i -r (er(r)er(s)t) by the induction hypothesis

&=

=

—er(r)er(s)t.
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A similar computation shows that (R®en)(3_ ;¢ [r—1ys;#E (roy @ 87)] (t#1n)) = —er(r)er(s)t
and that (R ® ex)(Lier [Ti - (rg_wsj) e (rgm ® Sa)} (t#15)) = r(r)er(s)t so that
j

0=¢(r@s)t—cerp(r)en(s)t—cr(r)er(s)t+eg(reg(s)t=E(r@s)t—cr(r)em(s)t
and the proof is finished. g

4. COCYCLE DEFORMATIONS OF SPLITTING DATA

Let (A, H,7,0) be a splitting datum with associated pre-bialgebra with cocycle (R, &). In this
section, we extend the notion of a cocycle deformation of A to a cocycle deformation of R and show
how these are related. For I a finite abelian group, V' a crossed k[I'] module and A = B(V)#K|T'],
then the results we present should be compared to those in [[GM, Section 4]

Recall that if A is a bialgebra, a convolution invertible map v: A ® A — K is called a unital
(or normalized) 2-cocycle for A when for all x,y,z € A,

Y\Ya) K 20)) YV \XTRY22)) = Y T)PY)) TV \T2)Ye) ®L),
(21) (v @ 2) 7 (z @ ) (zw ®yw) 7 ( ®2)
(22) Yx®l) = y(l®z)=calx).
Note that (1)) holds for all z,y, z € A if and only if
(ea®@7)xv(A®@ma) = (y®@ea) xy(ma @ A).

For a bialgebra A with a subHopf algebra H, we denote by Z% (A, K) the space of H-bilinear
2-cocycles for A, i.e., the set of cocycles as defined above which are also H-bilinear. If H = K we
write Z%(A, K) instead of Z% (A, K).

One may deform or twist A by any v € Z2(A, K) to get a new bialgebra A7. (See, for example,
[@, Theorem 1.6].) As a coalgebra, AY = A, but the multiplication in A” is given by

Ty =aoany =7 (T @ym) Tye) (Te) @ e)
for all 2,y € A. By (BJ), A7 has unit 1, and condition (RI) implies that the multiplication in
A" is associative if and only if the multiplication in A is associative. If A is a Hopf algebra with
antipode S, by [Doi, 1.6(a5)] then (@) @ S(x2)y 1 (S(x(3)) @ x4)) = e(x), so that A7 is also
a Hopf algebra with antipode given by
87 (@) = () @ S(2(2)))S (@) )V (S(w4) @ 2(5))-

By , 1.6(a3)], v~ ! is a cocycle for A°°P and, as algebras, A7 = (ACOP)'VA.
DEFINITION 4.1. Let A be a bialgebra and let 8,7 : A ® A — K be K-bilinear maps. Denote by
pA, the vector space A endowed with the following not necessarily associative multiplication

T4,y = Bra) @ya))reye)Y(@E) @ ysE)), forall z,y € A.
REMARK 4.2. For A,~, [ as above, if v = €494, then we denote gA, simply by gA. The multi-
plication of A is just denoted by *5 where z x5y = B(x(1) @ y(1))T(2)¥(2)- Then j satisfies @)
and (RJ) if and only if (A, %) is an associative algebra with 14 = 1(4,%4)- The condition on 14 is
equivalent to @) The associativity statement follows from computing
(@ x5 y) x5 2 = Blz(1) ©y)BE2)Ye) © 201))T3)¥3)22)
= [(B®ea)*xB(ma @ A)(z1) @Ya) @ 21))T(2)¥(2)%(2)

and

@ x5 (y* 2) = Bya) © 20))B(z(1) ©Y(2)2(2))2(2)Y(3)%(3)
= [(ea®pB)*xBA@ma)(ra) ®Ya) ® 21))T(2)¥(2)%(2)
Thus clearly if 3 satisfies (@), then xg is an associative operation, and, applying ¢ to the expressions
above, we see that the converse holds.
Similarly, if 8 = €aga, we denote A, := gA,. The multiplication of A, will be simply denoted
by *7 so that it is defined by = 7 y = z(1)y(1)7(7(2) ® y(2))- Then 7 is an associative operation if
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and only if v satisfies (RI) for A°®?. Then if A is a bialgebra, v satisfies (R1)) and (2)) for AP if
and only if A, := (A, «7) is associative with unit 14.

Observe that, for v € Z%(A, K), one has A7 = ;A1 as an algebra. O

Y

The next lemma will be useful in building examples in the last section of this paper.

LEMMA 4.3. For A a bialgebra, let 5,7 : A® A — K be K-bilinear convolution invertible maps.
Suppose that gA, is an associative unitary algebra. Then B € Z*(A,K) if and only if v~' €

ZQ(A, K).
Proof. For any K-bilinear map 0 : A® A — K, we define maps X(0),Y(0): A® A® A — K by
X (o) (a®@b®c) = o(an) ®buy)o(ap)be) ®c),
Y (o) (a®b®c):=0a(bn) ®cay)o(a® bace),
for all a,b,c € A. Thus o satisfies (1)) if and only if X (o) =Y (). We have
(@-54,0) 54, c
= (Bla@) @ by)a)beyylas) @ bs))) a4, ¢
= Blaq) ®ba))Blawbe) @ cuy)as)be e Y(amwba) ® c@)r(as) @ b))
= X (8) (ap) @by @ c) aybeye [X (7] (a) @ be) @ e3))
and
a5, (054, c)
= a4, (Bba) @ cay)bece)y(bE) @ cs)))
= B ®cq))Blan) © ba)c@)a@be)ce)1(ae @ bucw)r(be) © )
= Y (8) (aq) @b @ ery) abyee) [V (7)) (am) @ by @ eqs))
where [X (7’1)}71 and [Y (7’1)]71 denote the convolution inverses of X (y~!) and Y (y~?)

respectively. Since (a-,4, b)-,4, c=a-,4, (b-,4, c), by applying 4 to both sides we obtain

X@B)«[X(r )] =y @)« [y ()]

~

that is,
_ _1y-1 _
X)) Y (B)=[X (v xY (47
It is now clear that j3 satisfies (1) if and only if v~ does.
We have

b=1-34,0= 510 ®b))l2)be)1(le) ©be)
so that
b= B(1 & b)) y(1 ® b))
By applying €4 to both sides, we obtain €4 (b) = 3(1 ® b(1))(1 ® b(2)) which yields
Ble—)=1""1e-).
Similarly @ = a -, 4, 1 yields f(— ® 1) = vy~ *(— ® 1). Therefore 3 satisfies (B3) if and only if y~*
does. g

COROLLARY 4.4. For A a bialgebra, let B € Z*(A, K) and v € Z*(AP | K). Then v+ € Z*(A, K).

Proof. By Remark @, 5 (A'B) is associative. Now (AB) =y+pApg-1 so that, by Lemma ,

v* Be Z?(AK). O
A map v € Hom(A ® A, K) is called H-balanced if v : A ®y A — K, in other words, for all

a,a’ € A,h € H,

(23) v(ao(h) ® d') = v(a @ o(h)a’).
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LEMMA 4.5. Let A be a bialgebra, H a Hopf algebra and o : H — A a bialgebra monomorphism.
Let v € Z}(A,K). Then

(i) v s H-balanced.

(ii) v~ is also H-bilinear and H -balanced.

Proof. (i) By applying (1) with y = o(h) and using H-bilinearity of v, we get that ~ is H-balanced.
(ii) For a,a’ € A, h,h' € H, we have

v o(ha®do(h))

v (U(ma(l) ® a’(l)"(h/)) Y (“<2> ® a22>) v (a(‘” ® a/(?’))

= 47! (U(h)(l)a(l) ® a’(nff(h’)(l)) g (U(h)@)a@) © a22>0(h)/<2>> v (“<3> @ a/<3>)
= en(h)v ' (a®ad)en (H),

and so y~! is H-bilinear. Similarly, write vy~ *(ac(h)®a’) as v~ (a10(h1)®a} )y(aa®@0(hs)ab)y~t (as®
o(hs)ay), to see that that y~! is H-balanced. |

LEMMA 4.6. Let (A, H, 7, o) be a splitting datum and let v € Z% (A, K). Then (A7, H, 7, o) is also
a splitting datum with A®™ = A7°™ as coalgebras in 1YD.

Proof. Since AY = A as coalgebras, in order to prove that (A7, H, 7, o) is a splitting datum we
have to check that o is an algebra homomorphism and that 7 is H-bilinear. Since both v and y~!
are H-bilinear, for h,h' € H and a € A, we get

o(h)ya = (o (hw) @aw) o (he)axr " (0 (he) ©as)
= v (1A ® a(l)) o (h) a(g)”yfl (1,4 ® a(g)) =o(h)a.
Similarly a-o (k) = ao (k). Thus o (h)-yo (') =0 (h)o (h') = o (hh') and 7 (o (h) -y a - o (R)) =
7 (o (h)ao (b)) = hr (a) b for all h,h' € H and a € A. Hence (A7, H,w,0) is a splitting datum.
The corresponding map 7, : AY — R, as in is given by
7y (a) = aq) y oST (a(g)) = a(yoST (a(g)) =7 (a).
Using this fact, the last part of the statement follows by definition of the coalgebra structures of
A" and A7°" in BYD as given in .2.9. O
Now we offer an appropriate definition for a 2-cocycle v: R® R — K.

DEFINITION 4.7. A convolution invertible map v : R® R — K (where R ® R has the coalgebra
structure in P.1]) is called a unital 2-cocycle for (R, £) if for ®(¢) € End(R ® R ® R) from Lemma

)

(24) (er@v)*xv(R@mg) = (Wer)*x{v(mr@ R)P(£)}, and
(25) v(-®@1lg) = emx=v(lg®-).

We will denote by Z% (R, K) the space of left H-linear 2-cocycles for R.

Given v € Z% (R, K), let RY be the coalgebra R € £YD with multiplication defined by
mpe = (V@ mr @V ") Ay p and unit uge = ug.

We will see in Theorem that RY is also a pre-bialgebra with cocycle.

LEMMA 4.8. Let (R, &) be a pre-bialgebra with cocycle and (A = R#¢H, H,m,0) be the associated
splitting datum. Let ¢ : A® A — K be H-bilinear and H-balanced. Then for r,s,t € R, h € H,
the following hold.

(26) ¢lr#ly @ (s#ly) (t#1u)] = ¢ (r#le @ st#ly),

(27) ¢ (r#th ® s#lp) ¢ (r#ly @ hs#ly),

(28) o(hr#lp @ s#ly) = o(r#lpg @ S(h)s#lm).
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Proof. The first statement holds since, using right H-linearity at the second step,
¢r#ly @ (s#lp) (t#1lu)] = S[r#ly ® (mr @ &) Apgr (s @ 1)]

¢ [r#lg @ (mr @ uper) Argr (s @ 1)]

= o (r#ly @ st#ly)

The second equation follows from:

gf) (T#h (24 S#lH) =

[(r#1n) (1p#h) @ s#15]

[r#lg ® (1g#h) (s#1m)] (¢ H-balanced)
(r#lH & h(l)S#h(g))

[r#1n @ (hays#ln) (Lr#the)]

(r#1m @ hays#lu) en (h(2)) (¢ H-bilinear)
(r#ly @ hs#ly)

¢
¢
¢
¢
¢
¢

Finally we check (9).

¢ (r#lg @ s#lp) = ¢ [(1r#ha)) (r#S (he))) ® s#14]
er (hay) ¢ [(r#S (he2))) ® s#1p] (H-balanced)
¢ (r#S (h) @ s#1m)

O (r#ly @ S (h) s#ly).

I3 1l

()

O

Now let BB(A) denote the set of H-bilinear H-balanced maps from A® A to K and L(R) the set
of left H-linear maps from R ® R to K. The next proposition sets the stage for our first theorem.

PROPOSITION 4.9. Let (R,&) be a pre-bialgebra with cocycle and (A = R#¢H,H,m, o) be the
associated splitting datum. There is a bijective correspondence between BB(A) and L(R) given by:

Q:Hom(A® A,K) = Hom(R® R, K) by v+ Yr := V|ror with inverse
Q:Hom(R® R, K) = Hom(A® A,K) by v vy :=vo(RQu®ep),
so that va (x#h @ y#h') = v(z @ hy)eg (h') for each h € H,r,s € R.

Furthermore BB(A) and L(R) are both closed under the convolution product and Q and €Y
preserve convolution.

Proof. Let v € BB(A) and we wish to show that Q(y) = g is in £(R). By (B§), we have
Yr (hr ® 8) =g (r ® S (h) s) and thus
& (hyr ® hzys) = r (1@ S(hayhes) = cr(h)yr(r @ 5),

and g is left H-linear. Conversely suppose v € L(R) and check that €(v) = va is H-bilinear.
For h,h',l,m € H and z,y € R,

va[(1r#) (x#h) @ (y#h') (Ar#m)] = va (lya#lh © y#h'm)
= v (l(l)I ® l(g)hy) EH (h/m)
= en(Dv(z@hy)en (h'm)
= en(Dva (z#h @y#h ) en (m).

The fact that v4 is H-balanced follows directly from the definition.
For r,s € R and h,m € H, we have that for v € BB(A),

[ (vr)|(r#th @ s#m) = Yr(r @ hs)en(m) = v(r#l ® hs#m) = y(r#h @ s#m),
and for v € L(R),
[Qua)]l(r®@s) =va(r#l @ s#1) = v(r ® s).
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Thus 2 and Q' are inverse bijections. For v,~" € BB(A), it is clear that v *+’ is H-bilinear and
H-balanced. Also for v,v" € L(R), h€ H,r,s € R,

(v V) (hayr ® hys) = v(hayr® @ (heyr®) 1yheE s ((heyr?) o) @ hays®)
= v(h(l)r(l) ® h(z)r@wS(h(@)h( )s(l))v'(h(g)r<20> ® h(6)5(2))
= en(h)o(r® @r? s/ () @ s?)

eg(h)(v ') (r®s).

Thus BB(A) and L(R) are closed under convolution and it remains to show that Q, Q" are convo-
lution preserving. First we let v,+" € BB(A) and we check that yg * v = (7 * 7')r. For every
x,y € R, we have

(’VR*’Y;?,) (r®y) Yr | (@ y) } [(x@y)( )}

RL(l 22, >)7R( E(gg@y(z))

v (2 @ 2P y D atin) o (a1 @ y@ )
(e, @y #m} V' (el @ y @ #1n)

=[Oy @y Dy | (2l # 1 @y #a)
7 |@#1) ) © WL | ¥ (@#10) @) © W#Le) )

(v*7) (@#1y Qy#lu) = (vx7 ) (z @ ).

Finally, to see that Q'(v *v") = Q' (v) * Q' (v), apply Q to both sides and use the fact that € is
one-one and convolution preserving. 0

Il
)

I3

)

In fact, 2 maps 2-cocycles to 2-cocycles.

THEOREM 4.10. Let (R, &) be a pre-bialgebra with cocycle with (A = R#¢H, H, 7, 0) the associated
splitting datum. Then Q and Q' as above are inverse bijections between Z% (A, K) and Z% (R, K).

Proof. First we note that clearly 2, Q' preserve the normality conditions g) and (@) It remains
to show that €, are compatible with the cocycle conditions (RI]) and (R4)

Let v € Z% (R K). We will show that for z,y,z € R, h,h',h” € H, then the left (right) hand
side of (RI]) for v = v, acting on z#h @ y#h @ z#h" equals the left (right) hand side of (£4)
applied to (z ® hyy ® hoh'/z)e(R"). Thus v, satisfies (1) if and only if v satisfies (24). (To see the
“if” implication, let 1 = h = h/ = h".) We start with the left hand side of (RI]) with v = v 4.

(29) (ea ®@vA)*vA(A@ma)(x#h @ y#h' @ 240"

= o () ® (z#h”><1>) va (240 @ (y#H) o) (#D) )

v, a (v Dy hioy © 22Oy ) va (e @ (u(5)#hia) ) (0 #0))
By ([.3) and the right H-linearity of v4, we have

2 2 2
va (ot e (5 #nie)) (20 #00) ) = va (st 0 o(3) (1ia)2(3) #1n) emhley)

Thus, from the definition of €, expression (R9) is equal to
2) 1 (1 (2) pn () (1 (2) "
iy )) €H (2<—1>h<1>) v (x ®h (y< (h<2> <o>))) €H ( <2>)

Dbz ) o (z@h (5 (hy=®))) en ().
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Then we use left H-linearity to obtain that

v (v ouy =) v (w@’h( o (M=)

1) (2)
= v (2ahay® @z nheyyS (haw) (eh'=) ") v (w0 © (hay) ((eh'=)?))
= v () (b)Y @z ( <1>y)<71> (hh'2) ™) v (20) @ (hy) o) (heyh'2)?)

and thus we have that @) equals
[(er®v) xv (R®mR)] (z® hayy @ hoyh'z) em (R)
as claimed. Now we tackle the right hand side of (R1)) for v = va.
(Va®ea)*va(ma @ A)(z#h @ y#h' @ z4#h")
= va ((@#h) ) ® Ry ) va [(@Hh) o) (R o) @ 240"
W (s, by @ 5Oy i) o [ (s ) (vt ) @ =07
= o (e o2 hay®)en (y§_>l>h(1)) va [(2 #he) ) (v i) ) @ 24"
= v (z(l) ® azgi)wh(l)y(l)) vA [(azgéi#h@)) (y(2)#h'> ® z#h”} )

But by ([3),
(= #he)) (v2#0) = (Romu)(mr © &) Aror ® H] (o)) @ hoyy® @ high')
M @ @
) 2
(=) ((””<0>) T ) # [( 5) h(s)?/“’] heall,
and

(1) (2) (2)
(2) (2)
va [(w«») ((w<o>)< 2>y<2>) #e [( )<0> ® hwy“’] hyh' @ z#h”}

1) (2) (2
_ (2) (2) 2) (3) ’ "
) [(;v<0>) (( <0>>< >h(2) ) ®RE [( >)<O>®h(3)y ] h(4)h Z] €H (h )
Thus vA(A® A®eq) xva(ma @ A)(z#h @ y#h' @ 2#h") is exactly
[(v@eR) *{v(mr@R) D (&)} (z @ hayy @ hoyh'z) en ().
This proves the theorem. O

Recall from Lemma @ that if (4, H, 7, o) is a splitting datum with associated pre-bialgebra with
cocycle (R, €), and if v € Z% (A, K), then (A7, H, 7, o) is also a splitting datum and has associated
pre-bialgebra with cocycle (R, n) for some 7. The next theorem describes this relationship more
precisely.

THEOREM 4.11. Let (R,€) be a pre-bialgebra with cocycle, and let v € Z%(R#¢H, K). Define
&t R Q@ RR — H by

& =unYr*Ex U(vR") =unvr * & (H® ;") pror-

Let (A := R#¢H,H,m, 0) be the splitting datum of so that by , the associated pre-
bialgebra with cocycle is (R ® K,&(0 ® 0)), where § : R® K — R is the usual isomorphism. Then
(AY = (R#¢H)" ,H,m, o) is also a splitting datum whose associated pre-bialgebra with cocycle is
(R®K, &y, (020)). Furthermore (RY,&y,) is a pre-bialgebra with cocycle isomorphic to (RQK, &,,)
via 0 and

AV = (R#gH)'Y = RVR#&’YRH
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Proof. By Lemma R.3, U(75') = (H® 7}}1) PreR 18 convolution invertible with inverse ¥(vg).
For A := R#¢H with associated pre-bialgebra with cocycle (R ® K, ¢), let (Q = R ® K, () denote
the pre-bialgebra with cocycle associated to (A7, H,7,0). For e @ 1,y ® 1 € Q, since 7 = RQ@epy
from Section , multiplication in @ is given by

(z®1k) - (y® k)
T[(@#1n) -av (y#1m)]

= (R@en)[(v#1n) -av (y#1m)]

(X)) R

B (o9 @ a2 of? >y<”) (@) - @) @ 2nlu) " (o) @)
o )3 () )

= [(vr®mr ®WR ) AR@R (z®y)] ©1k

= mpr(rRyY)lk.
Furthermore, we have

((zR1gRy® 1K)

= w[(@#1n) ar (y#1n))

(er @ H) [(x#1H) -av (y#1H)]
(2) (3) (2) (3) (3) (3) (3) (3)

R ( Derlya’ 3>y(1)) Ew) @ 2 ayy ™2y 2k ( Z(0) ®y<o>)
YR (:E(l) ® xgi)l)x@%y(l)) § ( §2§ & xgs) >y(2)) (H & 7&1) PR®R (ZCE?); & y(3)>
[upvr =& (H®75") pror] (x ®@y)
= §’YR, (:E Y y) .

Thus 6 , the isomorphism of coalgebras in YD from Section , induces the structure of a
pre-bialgebra with cocycle on the image 6(Q)) and the image is exactly R7%. Moreover (R"", &, )
is indeed a pre-bialgebra with cocycle as claimed, and ¢ = &,

As in Section , we can consider the bialgebra isomorphism

A 5 Q#cH, w N (a) = 7 (a)) @ (ay) -

=

We have
wlreh) = 71 (T(l)#rg)wh(l)) ® ( #h(z )
= (r(l) ®en (7"22_)1>h(1))) ®er ( @ 3) h2)
= r®lg®h.

Since 6 : (Q,¢) — (R",&,,,) is an isomorphism of pre-bialgebras with cocycle (see Section P.2.1])
we get that

0 H:Q#H — R’YR#&YRH
is a bialgebra isomorphism. Therefore (§ @ H)w™! : A7 — Ryrgte H is a bialgebra isomorphism
too. By the foregoing ldrey = (0 @ H)w™!. O

COROLLARY 4.12. Let (A, H,7,0) be a splitting datum, let (R,E) be the associated pre-bialgebra
with cocycle, and let v € Z%(A,K). Then (R%,&,,) is exactly the pre-bialgebra with cocycle
associated to the splitting datum (AY, H,7,0).

Proof. As in Section , we can consider the bialgebra isomorphisms
w:R#H = A w(r@h)=r-40(h).
This gives a bialgebra isomorphism

T (R#H) @) 5 A7 W (r @ h) = w(r @ h).
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Let a := v (w ® w) . By Theorem [L11], we have
(R#e¢H)" = R*" e, H.
We have
ap(r@s)=a(relp®s®ly)=9wWRw)relpesly)=7r®s)=vr(res)
so that ar = yr whence
(R#cH)" = R'mde H.
Denote by (Q, ) the pre-bialgebra associated to (A7, H, 7, o). We have
Q — (A’Y)COH — (A)COH — R
so that Q#¢H = R® H as a vector space. The isomorphism corresponding to the splitting datum
(A7, H,7,0) is given by
W Q#H - A, W (r®@h) =r-ay o(h).
We have
reavo(h) = 7y (ray@o(h)w))r@) ach) @y (re) @ a(h)s)
7 (ry @ o(hw)) r@) ~a o)™ (re) @ o(h())
= 7 (rayolhay) ©1a) re) a olh@)r ™" (reo(he) ® 1a)
= T-A U(h)
so that w’ = w?. Hence we get that
IdR®H = (w/)il w? R’YR#&(RH — Q#Q‘H

is a bialgebra isomorphism. Now (RY*#¢ H,H,n',0') and (Q#¢H, H,n',0") are both splitting
data where 7' : R® H — H,7' (r®h) = es(r)h and ¢’/ : H - R® H,0'(h) = 1 ® h.
Therefore, in view of [AM, Proposition 1.15], one gets that (R'",&,,) = (Q,¢) as pre-bialgebras
with cocycle. O

We consider when the conditions which ensure associativity of R also hold for a cocycle twist
Rv.

COROLLARY 4.13. Let A= R#¢H, v € Z} (A, K), and AY = RV#¢ H as in Theorem where
v:=Q(v) =g and & = &,. By Theorem E, we have

(a) E(z)t =€ (2)t, for every z € R® R,t € R if and only if ® (§) = Idges,
and,

(b) & (2)t =€ (2)t, for every z € R® R,t € R if and only if (&) = Idges.

If ®(¥(v)) = ®(ugv) then (a) and (b) are equivalent. Conversely, if (a) and (b) both hold, then
(VU (v)) = P(upgv).

Proof. Suppose first that ®(¥(v)) = ®(ugv). Since by Theorem [l.1]], ®(&,) = ®(ugv+&xT(v1)),
and by Lemma @, ® is an algebra map, then clearly ®(&,) is the identity if and only if ®(£) is.
Conversely if ® (¢,) = Idges = ® (£), then by Theorem [l.1], ®(ugv * ¥(v~1)) = Idges. O

5. COCYCLE TWISTS FOR RADFORD BIPRODUCTS OF QUANTUM PLANES

5.1. Construction of the cocycle. Let T' be a finite abelian group, let H = K[I'] and let
V=Kr &Kz € FyD be a quantum plane with z; € VX' as in Definition . Let A be the
Radford biproduct B(V)#H. Suppose as well that g1g2 # 1, x1x2 = ¢, g] # 1 and x} = ¢ so that
it makes sense for the scalars a; and a to be nonzero.

Let X := x1 = X5 . Suppose that x(g1) = ¢ is a primitive 7th root of unity. Then x;(g1) =
X1(g2) = q and x2(g1) = x2(g2) = ¢~ -

Although it is known that liftings of the coradically graded Hopf algebra A are isomorphic to
cocycle twists of A, the explicit description of the cocycle in the most general setting has not been
given. In this section we will describe this cocycle.
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LEMMA 5.1. Let v € Hom(A ® A, K) be H-bilinear and H-balanced. If ¢"*% # ¢/t then ~(zia), ®
k.l
xixhy) = 0.

Proof. Suppose ”y(xle ®zhxh) # 0. Since v is H- balanced, ”y(xlx2gl ® z7 x2) 'y(arllx; ® grokal)
so that from the H-bilinearity of v then x7~%(g1) = x*~!(g1). Thus ¢~* = ¢"*~! and the result
follows. O

COROLLARY 5.2. Let v € Z3(A, K). If ¢"F # ¢t then 4= (zia) @ ahal) = 0.
Proof. By Lemma @, 7 is H-balanced, and y~! is H-bilinear and H-balanced also. O

The next propositions will require the g-analogue of the Chu-Vandermonde formula [E, Propo-
sition 1V.2.3]

r a b a+b
(a—k)(r—k) _
(30 S (1), 1) s -("7").

as well as the fact that when ¢ is a primitive 7"

(31) (’“;’f)qzl.

Also we will need the fact, which follows directly from the g-binomial theorem, that

(9,0,

If n,i or n — i is negative, we set (?)q =0.

root of unity and k < r

PROPOSITION 5.3. Let A = R#H as above with R = B(V), H = K[ . Define H-bilinear maps
Yi, i=1,2, from A® A to K as follows: v; = € on all 2}2] @ 27zt except that

(33) Yilx @x; ™) = ag,

and y; is then extended to A ® A by H-bilinearity.
The maps v1,72 lie in Z% (A, K) and furthermore these cocycles commute.

Proof. We show first that v1 € Z% (A, K). Note that by the definition, +; is H-balanced. By the
definition of ~;, condition (RJ) holds and we check condition (1) for the triple @a), #¥ab, 2t xs.
It is clear from the definition of +; that both sides of (1) are 0 unless j =1 = s = 0 so that the
triple to check is %, 2%, #{. By Lemma Ell, both sides are O unless ¢t + k+t=rori+k+1¢=2r.
Suppose first that i+ k +t = 7. Then the left hand side equals v1(g¥ ® g% )1 (2} ® 2¥2t) = a; and
similarly the right hand side is 1 (z{ 2} ® 2t) = a;.

Now let i + k +t = 2r. Then the left hand side of (R1)) is

F t m k m,. t—(r—m)
NN R

@ ()
& (k—i—t) 2 & P ! q

1
q

Similarly the right hand side of (R1]) is

7 k n i—n k—(r—n i+ k
ano (n>q1(r—n)q71($1 ® 25 ")y () "y )®$i):( r >qa

The proof that s is a cocycle is analogous. _
We show next that 7, and v, commute by applying v; * 72 and 42 * v, to xiz) ® x¥x}. Then

— N

— a2

" * 277 @ afah) = y1(2lg) @ 2F)ya (2] ® 2h) = ¢ 014k 0j41,ra102,
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while

2 #1212y ® 2yzh) = 72(2) @ gap)n (2] ®21) = ¢ MOitkrdjiraras.
Since for i + k= j+1=r then ¢~ = ¢~ "=k (=D = g=Hlthese expressions are equal. 0

Note that it is straightforward to check that ~; is the H-bilinear map defined exactly as ; is

but with a; replaced by —a;. Also note that the multiplication m; : A7 ® A% — A% is the same
as the multiplication on A except that for 0 < m < r,

mi(ef @ 27 ") =y @ 27 ") + 2] + 9]y @ @) = ai(l - gj).
COROLLARY 5.4. Fori#j,i,j=1,2,v; € Z4(A%,K).
Proof. Basically the same proof as that of Proposition E shows that v; € Z% (A%, K), i # j. For

example, to show that o € Z% (A", K), we test the triple :1011:10%, okzh, 2t x5 and find that the left
hand side of (R1) is

l s _ P _ _
2 < ) ( > Yo(giey @ giay " )ye(wiah @ izl Malay )
m \Mm q r—m g1

l o
= ( >< S ) g (@ ® gl e (el @ 2kl ).
m \Mm q r—m q—l

Clearly this is 0 unless ¢ = 0. If 0 < k+ ¢ # r, then this expression is also clearly 0. If k+¢ =r
then x]f“ = a1(1 — ¢}) and since g7 commutes with x9 and -9 is H-bilinear, we have 0 here too.
Thus the left hand side is 0 unless t = k = ¢ = 0 and the right hand side computation is similar.
Thus the computation simplifies to that in Proposition . g

COROLLARY 5.5. Fori,j =1,2 and i # j, then v; xv; € Z% (A, K).

Proof. By Proposition p.3, 7; € Z% (A, K) and by Corollary .4 we have v; € Z% (A%, K). The
statement then follows from Corollary Q O

Note that the multiplication m’ in A7*72 is the same as that of A except that for 0 < I,m <r

m/(ey25 @27 2y ™™) = ¢ Maraz(l — g7)(1 — g5).

Now we consider a cocycle which twists the multiplication of x; and xzs.
PROPOSITION 5.6. Let A = R#H as above with R = B(V), H = K[I']. Define the H-bilinear map
Ya from A® A to K as follows: v, = ¢ on all 2} 2] ® x7ah except that
(34) Ya(2g' @ 21") = (m)!lga™,
and 7, is then extended to all of A®@ A by H-bilinearity. Then vy, € Z% (A2 K).
Proof. Let 3 denote v1 * 72 = 72 * 1. We check that v, € Z%(A®, K) by applying the left and

right hand sides of equation (1)) to the triple =iz, a¥ah, ot xs.

The left hand side is equal to:

l t g _ _
Zm( ) ( >%(g’fxé”®x§”g§)%(xixé®x’fﬂcé )
q

m)  \m
l t m_(I—m)(t—m j -m_l—m_,.s
:5i,02m <m) <m) (m)!qa gU=m Lm(az%@ﬂfxﬁ xlz x3).
q q

This expression is 0 unless s = 0 and | = m. If [ —m + s # r this is clear, and if | —m + s =7,
then we have v, (24 ® 2§27 (a2(1 — g5))) which is 0 by the H-bilinearity of ~,. Thus :

t ) )
ths = 6;5,005,00k+t,1+j <l> (l)!q(J)!anH-

q
Similarly the right hand side equals:

e (i:) Ya(#§ ® of)ya (e} ah @ 2f) = 61060 (i) ikt (k)L (1)lga" ",
q q
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and it is an easy exercise to see that (’;)q(l)!q(j)!q = (i)q(k:)!q(t)!q. Thus v, € Z% (AP, K). O

We note that the cocycles v; and v, do not commute. For example, consider
r—1 2 2 r—1 2
Y1 % Yo (@ g @ 22) = 1 (2] g2 @ T1)Va(T2 @ 1) = ¢ 1) @
q q

while

- 2 . 2
Yo *x 71 (2] 2 @) = (1> Yalgi 'z @ 1)1 (2] @) = (1> e
q q

Similar examples show that v2 and 7, do not commute.

COROLLARY 5.7. v, € Z4(A,K) and vy, € Z% (A, K) fori=1,2.

Proof. Note that the a; are any scalars. If a; = 0 then A%*% = A% and if a; = ag = 0 then
A'Yi*’Yj = A D

Note that the cocycles v, € Z%(A,K) and ~; (for a quantum line) were described in [GM,
Section 5.3] in terms of Hochschild cohomology.

COROLLARY 5.8. a:=7, 71 * Y2 € Z5 (A, K).

Proof. By Corollary p.5, 1 * 72 € Z%(A, K) and, by Proposition .6, 7. € Z4(A"*72, K). The
statement then follows from Corollary @ 0

We now describe the cocycle twist of A% of A. We will need the fact that v, (22 ® z1) = —a;
this is easy to check.

PROPOSITION 5.9. Let v = yoxy1%72 € Z5 (A, K). Then A% is isomorphic to the lifting A(ay, az,a)
of A described in Proposition .
Proof. We must describe the multiplication -, in the Hopf algebra A®. Note that a7 -, 7" = 2™
for n +m < r since each of the cocycles 7; and ~,, and their inverses, are 0 on :vf ® :10Z when
jH+l<r. If n+m =r then

o o 2] = gl ® gMaiaT (1@ 1) + a(a} @) + gia” (o ®af") = ai(1 - gj).
Now note that by the definition of «, then a7 - 25" = 2T z5". However

T o T1 = (T2 ® 21) + 221 + g2g10” (22 ® 21) = qT1 0 T2 + a(l — g2g1)

as required. Since multiplication is associative, this completes the proof. 0

We summarize the action of the cocycle « on A ® A. For 0 < i,k,m,n,t < r we have
alz® 1) a(l®z) =e(z) for all z € A.
) = 5n+m,rai-
xl ® :102) 0. _
28 @akal) =0 = a(2xizh @ 7).

(af
(
(21
(ajm ® Il) = Op,m(m)lya™
(25
(
(

QQQ

a(rh @ 2¥2l) = Sivmatk (;)q(k)!qakag.
a(rizh @ 27) = Sivmatk (’;;)q(k)'qakal

a(rieh @ eah) = Sipmpre (i +m—1)l (. )q(rnji)qqitaier_Talaz-

o
Q

r—t

EXAMPLE 5.10. Let us describe a completely for the Hopf algebras of dimension 81 which were
among the first counterexamples to Kaplansky’s Tenth Conjecture. Here I' = (c) is the cyclic group
of order 9, g1 = ¢ = ga, x(¢) = ¢ where ¢ is a primitive cube root of 1, 7 = 3. By [Mas?, there
exists a cocycle « such that A(aq,a2,a) = A% Here we supply « explicitly for a; and a nonzero.
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From the preceding computations, we see that a = ¢ except for the following cases:
a(z2 ® 21) = (1)lga' = a;
alr; @ x3) = a(z 2®xi) =aq; for i =1,2;
a(zy @ a}) = (2)4a® = (1 + ¢)a®
(

or3 @ z123) ( ) Vgaas = (2)l a0z = (1 + q)aag;

a(rize ® 1) < > Vgaar = (2)lgaa1 = (14 q)aa.

2 1
a(zizl ® z1a2) = (0)) <2> (1) ¢*a’aras = ¢*aray = —(1 + q)ayas;
q q
1 1
a(rizy @ r123) = (0)! (1> (1) q*a’aras = qajas;
q q
2 2 v _ ot (2 2\ 1 _ )
a(r1ry ® r1T2) = (0)!4 9 o) €@ 0102 = qa10z;
q q
1 2
(2172 ® x%:cg) =(0)lq (1> (2 *a’aray = ¢*aray = —(1+ q)ayas.
q q
2 ! 2 2\ 4 ! !
a(zizs @ xizy) = (1), 1 1 g aaraz = (2)14(2)!gqaaraz
q q

= (1+ ¢)*qaaras = —(1 + q)aaias.
In the last case, i + m = k +t = 4, and in the four preceding cases, i + m=k+t=r=3. O

We ask whether, in the example above, it is possible to find 7 such that « = e =¢ +n+ Z—T +
g—? + ---. This is the approach of [@] to construct cocycles where it may be simpler to construct
1. Then one expects that

2 3
=lna=In(c+(a—c¢)=(a—c¢)— (a—25) +(o¢—35) — ...

and one checks (using a computer algebra system) that (o — e)®> = 0 so that n = lna =

Ine+(a—¢)=(a—e¢) - @ The map 7 is explicitly given by the table:

[ nu®v) |v=1]|21 | x2 | T122 x? 3 123 2339 22z ]
u=1 0 010 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0|0 0 ay 0 0 0 0
T2 0 a |0 0 0 as 0 0 0
- T1T2 0 0|0 0 0 0 0 0 0
= 22 0 |ai| 0| O 0 0 0 0 0
3 0 [0]a] 0 [ (149 0 | (G+qaaz| 0 0
T173 0 010 0 0 0 0 0 0
320 0 00| 0 [(Z+qaa |0 0 0 0
| 2323 0 0|0 0 0 0 0 0 —%aalag ]
and e = a.

5.2. Pointed Hopf algebras of dimension 32. In the next example, we study three infinite
families of pointed Hopf algebras of dimension 32. Let I' be a finite abelian group of order 8 and
let V € YD be a quantum linear space as in Definition with r;, = 2, ¢ = 1,2. For each
of the I', V listed below, the families of pointed Hopf algebras obtained by lifting the Radford
biproduct yield infinite families of non-isomorphic Hopf algebras [G, Section 5]; family (F2) is

also mentioned in [B]. We have shown by the above explicit computation of the cocycle that the
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pointed Hopf algebras in each of the families of liftings are isomorphic to a twisting of the Radford
biproduct. The same result, without an explicit formula for the cocycle, can also be found as
follows. In view of [EQ, Theorem 3.1] each element in a family (%) is of the form A(G;, Vi, u;, B)*
for some datum (G;, V;, u;, B). The construction of the Hopf algebra A(G;, V;,u;, B) can be found
at the beginning of [EQ, Section 2]: it can be obtained by applying [AEQ, Theorem 3.1.1] to
the datum ((C[G;] x AV;)¢”,u;). Now, by construction, for each B, B’ the Hopf superalgebras
(C[G,] x AV;)¢” and (C[G;] x /\Vi)eB/ are twist equivalent by twisting the comultiplication. Thus,
by [AE({, Proposition 3.2.1], A(G;,V;,u;, B) and A(G, Vi, u;, B') are also twist equivalent by
twisting the comultiplication. Thus their duals are quasi-isomorphic in our sense.

Etingof and Gelaki have shown in [@, Corollary 4.3] that the families of duals contain infinitely
many quasi-isomorphism classes of Hopf algebras.

The three families are the pointed Hopf algebras of liftings of biproducts corresponding to I', V'
as follows:

(F1) T = Cs = (g), the cyclic group of order 8 with generator g and n € r wit4h n(g) =¢q, q a
primitive 8th root of unity. V = Kz, & Kxo where z1 € Vg"4 and o € Vqﬁ’; .

(F2) T = Cs = (g), and 5y € T as above. V = Kz @& Kxo where z; € Vg"4L and xg € ng.

(F3) T = Cy x Cy where Cy = (g) and Cy = (h). Let n € T' be defined by n(g) = 1, n(h) =4q

2
where ¢ is a primitive 4" root of unity. V = Kz1 @ Kzs where 21 € V; and x5 € Vioh -

EXAMPLE 5.11. Let A = B(V)#K|[I'| for any of the V,T"in (F'1) — (F3). Let H denote K[I'] and
let a1, as,a € K. Define v = y(a1,a2,a) : A® A — K by y(ztal @ abal) =0if i+ #k +1,
11®—-)=7(-®1)=¢
V(s @ x;) = a;; y(@we @ 1) =a; Y(z1 @ x2) =05
Y(T172 @ 2122) = —a102,
and extend v to A ® A by H-bilinearity. Then by Proposition @, v € Z}(A,K) and AV =
Alay,az,a).
We note that for 7 to be a cocycle we must have that y(z1z2 ® x122) = —aqa2; to see this,
apply (R1) to the triple 1, 2, z1 2. O

REMARK 5.12. In general, for v € Z% (A, K), the convolution inverse of v will be a cocycle for A7,
but need not be a cocycle for A. In Example , however, v~ ! is also a cocycle for A with the
scalars a;, a replaced by their negatives.

REMARKS 5.13. (i) Let B := A(aq,az2,a) be a lifting of the Radford biproduct A = B(V)#K]|I'] ,
from Example . Then B gives a splitting datum (B = R#¢H, H,7p,0) where ¢ is inclusion,
H = K[I'] and R = B°"» with the projection 75 as described in Example B.4. From the definition
of the cocycle £ in , we have that (taking H-bilinearity into account) £ = ¢ ® e except for the
following:

E(ai @ xi) = ai(1 - g7); E(z2 @ x1) = a(l — g1g2);

(122 ® w122) = m(w1 (—2122 + a(l = g1ga))a2) = —aras(l — gi)(1 - g3).

By (), the inverse to ¢ is given by
El=—ton R ® R; for i +j < 4 and 571(961:62 ® x1x9) = (2122 @ T122).

Since the image of the cocycle ¢ is in the centre of B, then R = B"? is associative.

(ii) For the cocycle v defined in Example , R#¢H = B(V)"#., H, so that we have splitting
data (R#¢H, H,mp,0) and (B(V) #. H,H,ma,0). Since v (21 ® x2) = 0, then mu (21 ® x2) =
ma-(r1 @ 22) and 74 =7, BV) =R, and £ = e, = yp * (H @ 75 ") proR-

Let A denote the total integral from H to K; A(g) = d4.1. Then

Ao&=Noe,=Ao(yp*(H®v Yprer) = (vr* (M@ prar)-
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In family (F'1), prer(z) =1® 2z only when z = 1® 1. Thus here Aomromp = Ao =~pg.
However in families (F2) and (F3), we have prer(z2) = 1 ® z for z = 1 ® 1 and also for
2z = x1x9 ® x1xo so that
Ao &(r122 @ T122) = YR(T122 ® T122) + ’Y};l(Il.IQ ® x122) = 2yr(T122 @ T122).
One can also see this directly by applying A to £ as described above. _
(iii) In Example f.10, (A ® y!) o prgr is nonzero only on 1 ® 1 since prer(zizl ® zhaf') =
cHIthtm @ i) @ afa and i +j+k+m < 8. Thus Ao = 7. O
Even though A o ¢ might not be a cocycle for R above, A o is still a left H-linear map since A

is ad-invariant and € is left H-linear with respect to the adjoint action. The next lemma will apply
to this situation. Coalgebras and the braiding in the category £V D are described in Section @

LEMMA 5.14. For H a Hopf algebra, let R be a coalgebra in LYD. Let ¢ be the braiding in £YD.
Suppose that x,y are elements of R such that

(i) cAr(x) = Ag(z) and cAr(y) = Ar(y),
(i) (R®c? @ R)(Ar®Ag)(z®@y) = (Ar® Ag)(z @ y).
Let w e Hom(R® R, K) be left H-linear and let pn: R® R — R be a linear map. Then
(Wrp)(z@y) = (prw)(r®y).
Proof. Set z := x ®y. Recall that crer ror = (R®c® R) (c® ¢) (R® c® R) and thus

Zgl—)n'z(z)@zg(l); = crorror(z") ©2)

R®c®R)(c®c)(R®c® R) (zY ® 2)

Rc®R)(c®c)(RRc®R)(R®c® R)(ARr (z) @ Ar (v))
®c) (A

( ) (c®@c)

( ) (c®@c)
(R@c@R)(c@c)(Ar(z) @ Ar(y))
( ) (cAr(

( ) (

R®c® R) (cAg(x) ® cAg (y))
R®c®R)(Ar(z)® Ag(y)) =2 @ 2.
Hence
(wrp)(z) = w( (”)u 22 = w(z, -2 )u(zl))
w(E@)u(zl)) = w(E®)p(zD)
= ww) <z>.
O

For example, if V = Ko @ Ky is a quantum linear plane and R = B(V), then the conditions of
Lemma apply to z,y with z = mp. In the examples of dimension 32 in this section, ¢? is the
identity on R® R and cAr = Ag. If w is convolution invertible and left H-linear, then

w*mR*wflsz.

In particular, w could be A o &.

5.3. Some general remarks. Given a general splitting datum (A = R#¢H, H, m, o), one problem
is to find w € Z% (A, K) such that (A%, H, 7, o) is a trivial splitting datum, in other words, such
that &, is trivial.
As in Remarks .13, from the definition in Theorem [.11, if £, = €, then:
£= ungl * (H ® WR) pror = unlgl * U(wg),
and then for any f € Hom(H, K),
foé=wp' *(f@wr)(prer),
so that

(35) fof:wgl if and only if (f@wR)pR®R:ER®ER.
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Similarly
(36) fo& ' =wp if and only if (f®w§1) PROR = ER D ER.

Even though we know that that W(wgp') = (H ®wg') prer is_the convolution inverse to
U(wr) = (H ® wr) prer, it is not clear if the equalities in (B]) and (BE) are equivalent.

If f above is an integral A for H, we know from the examples of dimension 32 that A o £ is not
always a cocycle. Nevertheless, if it is a cocycle, then twisting by A o £ yields a trivial splitting
datum.

PROPOSITION 5.15. Let (A, H,m, o) be a splitting datum with associated pre-bialgebra (R,&). Let
A be a left integral for H in H*. Then

§x [(H ® X)) pror] = unAog.
For A = R#tcH, if v € Z4(A,K) such that Ao & = v5', then &, is trivial and (R#tcH)" =
RYR4H.

Proof. We have
§x [(H @A) pror] = (mu @ A)(€ @ pror)ArgR & (H®X) Apé =ug)é.

If v € Z}(A, K) such that A\{ = 75", then &+ (H ®v5") prar = & * (H @ XE) pror = upAé =
uH*ygl so that

Eyp =upYr*Ex (H® ”Yﬁl) PR&R = UHYVR * UHYR' = UHERSR

The properties of A¢ will be investigated in a forthcoming paper.
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