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TRUNCATION OF UNITARY OPERADS

YAN-HONG BAO, YU YE, AND JAMES J. ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We introduce truncation ideals of a k-linear unitary symmetric operad and use them to
study ideal structure, growth property and to classify operads of low Gelfand-Kirillov dimension.

0. INTRODUCTION

Operad theory originates from work of Boardman-Vogt [BV] and May [Mal in homotopy theory in
1970s. Since then many applications of both topological and algebraic operads have been discovered
in algebra, category theory, combinatorics, geometry, mathematical physics and topology [Fr1l [Fr2l [LV],
[MSS]. In this paper we study operads from the algebraic viewpoint.

Following tradition, let Ass denote the associative algebra operad that encodes the category of unital
associative algebras. (In the book [LV], it is denoted by uAs.) Given an operadic ideal Z of Ass, one
can define the quotient operad Ass/Z. Quotient operads of Ass relate to polynomial identity algebras
(PI-algebras) closely. In fact, a Pl-algebra is equivalent to an algebra over Ass/Z for some nonzero
operadic ideal of Ass [Aml [Klg]. It is worth mentioning that an operadic ideal is essentially equivalent
to so-called T-ideal. For an introduction to Pl-algebras and T-ideals, we refer to [McR] Chapter 13].

We are mainly interested in those operads that have some common properties with Ass/Z. Let k be a
base field. Let P := {P(n)},>0 denote a k-linear operad. Recall that P is unitary if P(0) = kly with a
basis element 1, see [Er1l Section 2.2]. Operads in this paper are usually unitary. We say P is 2-unitary,
if P is unitary and there is an element 15 € P(2) such that

(EOOl) ]12 (@) (]10, ]l) =1= ]12 o (]1, ]10),

where 1 € P(1) is the identity of the operad P and o is composition in P. A 2-unitary operad P is called
2a-unitary if, further,

]12 e] (12, ]l) == ]12 o (]1, ]12)
Note that every quotient operad Ass/Z is 2a-unitary and that there are many other interesting 2-unitary
(respectively, 2a-unitary) operads [Example [Z1] and Lemma [2Z2].

All operads in this paper are k-linear. An operad usually means a symmetric operad and the word
symmetric could be omitted. Plain operads are used in a few places.

0.1. Definition of truncations. Given a unitary operad P, one can define restriction operators [Fri
Section 2.2.1] as follows. We are using different notation from [Fr] and explanations concerning the
restriction operators are given in [Fr1l Section 2.2]. Let [n] be the set {1,---,n} and I be a subset of
[n]. Let xs be the characteristic function of I, i.e. xs(x) =1 for x € I and x;(x) = 0 otherwise. Then
one defines the restriction operator 7' : P(n) — P(s), where s = |I|, by

7TI(9) = 9 o (]lXI(l)’ s ’lXI(n))
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for all # € P(n). The restriction operator also appeared in many other papers, see for example, [LP]. For
k > 1, the k-th truncation of P, denoted by *7T, is defined by

Kern!, ifn>k;
(£0.0.2) Fr(n) = { 1ci], 111=k-1
0, if n < k.

By convention, °7 = P. The truncation {¥T}1>1 of P is a sequence of ideals that are naturally associated
to P. In the case of P = Ass,
17 =27 = Ker(Ass — Com)

where Com is the commutative algebra operad defined by Com(n) = k for all n > 0. We will use the
truncation to study the growth of operads, as well as their ideal structure and classification of operads
of low growth.

0.2. Truncations and Gelfand-Kirillov dimension. The first application of the truncations concerns
the growth property. The growth of a T-ideal (in the theory of PI algebras) has been studied by many
authors, see for instance [KR] [GZ1l [GZ2] [GZ3l [GMZ]. This paper deals with a similar question in
the framework of operad theory. Next we define the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of an operad. For the
definition of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of an algebra, we refer to [KL]. The Gelfand-Kirillov dimension
(or GKdimension for short) of an operad P is defined to be

(E0.0.3) GKdim P := lim sup <1ogn(z dimy, P(i))> .
The exponent of P is defined to be
(E0.0.4) exp(P) := limsup(dim P(n))* .

n—oo

When we talk about the GKdimension or the exponent of an operad P, we usually implicitly assume
that P is locally finite, namely, dimg P(n) < oo for all n > 0. We say P has polynomial growth if
GKdimP < co. It is easy to see that GKdim Ass = co and GKdim Com = 1. The generating series or
Hilbert series of P is defined to be

Gp(t) =Y dimy P(n)t" € Z[[t].
n=0

Also see Definition 411 El

Our first result is to give a characterization of operads that have finite GKdimension.

Theorem 0.1. Let P be a 2-unitary operad.

(1) If P has polynomial growth, then the generating series Gp(t) is rational. As a consequence,
GKdimP € N.
(2) P has polynomial growth if and only if there is an integer k such that *T = 0. And

CKdim P = max{k | *T # 0} +1 = min{k | ¥7 = 0}.

Theorem [ILT(1) answers an open question (or rather fulfills an expectation) of Khoroshkin-Piontkovski
[KPl, Expectation 3] for 2-unitary symmetric operads. When P has finite Grébner basis [KP], Theorem
0.1(2) is a consequence of a more general result [KPl Theorem 0.1.5]. Our proof is not dependent on
the Grobner basis. It follows from Corollary that the GKdimension of a unitary operad can be a
non-integer. There are some other results concerning the exponent of an operad, see for example Theorem
[@(2). In the next corollary, let {¥7}1>0 be the truncation of Ass.

dimy P
I [CV] Section 5.1.10, p. 128], the generating series of P is defined to be Ep(z): = M
n>0 n:

z™, which is also

called the Hilbert-Poincaré series of P.
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Corollary 0.2. Let 7 be an operadic ideal of Ass and P be the quotient operad Ass/Z. Let k be a

positive integer. Then GKdim P < k if and only if T D *T. In particular,
1, k=1,2
GKdim(Ass/*T) ={ 7 T

k, k>3.

0.3. Chain conditions on ideals of an operad. The second application of the truncations concerns
the ideal structure of operads. We say an operad P is artinian (respectively, noetherian) if the set of
ideals of P satisfies the descending chain condition (respectively, ascending chain condition).

Theorem 0.3. Let P be a 2-unitary operad that is locally finite.

(1) If GKdim P < oo, then P is noetherian.
(2) GKdimP < oo if and only if P is artinian.
(3) [An operadic version of Hopkins’ Theorem] If P is artinian, then it is noetherian.

We have a version of Artin-Wedderburn Theorem for operads. Similar to the definition given before
Theorem [03] we can define left or right artinian operads [Definition [[8(2,3)]. We say an operad P is
semiprime, if it does not contain an ideal N # 0 such that N2 = 0 [Definition [LT0(4)]. An operad P is
called bounded above if P(n) = 0 for all n > 0.

Theorem 0.4 (Operadic versions of Artin-Wedderburn Theorem). Suppose P is semiprime. In parts
(1) and (2), P is either a plain operad or a symmetric operad. In part (3), P is a symmetric operad.

(1) If P is reduced and left or right artinian, then
0, n#l,
,P =
() {A, n=1,

where A is a semisimple algebra.
(2) If P is unitary, bounded above, and left or right artinian, then

0, n=#0,1,
Pn)=<k, n=0,
A, n=1,

where A is an augmented semisimple algebra.
(3) If P is 2-unitary and left or right artinian, then P is as in Example Z3(1) and P(1) is an
augmented semisimple algebra.
If, further, P(1) is finite dimensional over k, then P is locally finite, GKdimP = 2 or
GKdimP = 1 (and hence P = Com), and P(1) is a finite dimensional augmented semisimple
algebra.

Note that there are unitary and left (or right) artinian operads that are not bounded above. Such
examples are given in Example 23](2).

0.4. Classifications of operads of low Gelfand-Kirillov dimension. The third application of trun-
cations concerns classifications of 2-unitary operads.

The classification of 2-unitary operads of GKdimension 1 is easy.
Proposition 0.5. Let P be a (symmetric or plain) 2-unitary operad. If GKdim(P) < 2, then P = Com.
A 2-unitary operad consists of a triple (P, 1, 12) satisfying (EQ.0J). A morphism between two 2-

unitary operads means a morphism of operads that preserves 1y and 1,. All 2-unitary operads form a
category with morphisms being defined as above.
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Theorem 0.6. There are natural equivalences between

(1) the category of finite dimensional, not necessarily unital, k-algebras;
(2) the category of 2-unitary operads of GKdimension < 2;
(3) the category of 2a-unitary operads of GKdimension < 2.

At this point we have not found any 2-unitary plain operad of GKdimension two that is not a symmetric
operad. It would be nice to show that every 2-unitary plain operad of GKdimension two is automatically
symmetric.

Note that the category in Theorem [0LGY1) is equivalently to the category of finite dimensional unital
augmented k-algebras. The description of operads in the above theorem is given in Example 23|(1).

For quotient operads of Ass, we can classify a few more operads with small GKdimension.

Theorem 0.7. Let P be a quotient operad of Ass and n be GKdim P. Let *T be the truncations of Ass.

(1) [Proposition[@H] If n =1, P = Ass/!T = Com.

(2) [Gap Theorem] GKdim P can not be 2, (so can not be strictly between 1 and 3).
(3) If n=3, then P = Ass/?T.

(4) If n = 4, then P = Ass/*T.

(5) There are at least two non-isomorphic quotient operads P such that GKdim P = 5.

0.5. Other results related to truncations. We list two other results related to the truncations indi-
rectly. In Theorem [0.9] operads P need not be unitary.

Using the Hilbert series of an operad P, one can define another numerical invariant, signature of P,
denoted by S(P) [Definition[6]. Let Opcom be the category of operads with morphism Com — P. (More
precisely, objects in Opcom are f : Com — P and morphisms are the obvious commutative triangles.)
Every operad in Opcoy, is canonically 2a-unitary, inherited from Com. We prove the following

Theorem 0.8. Let Opeor, be defined as above.

(1) For every sequence of non-negative integers d := {dy,da,- -}, there is an operad P in Opcom
such that S(P) = d.

(2) Ezponent exp of (EQQA) is a surjective map from Opcom or from the category of 2-unitary
operads to {1} U [2, o0].

For a 2-unitary operad P with infinite GKdimension, we can show that exp(P) > 2. This implies
that there are no 2-unitary operads that have subexponential growth [Definition [£I[5)]. On the other
hand, there are many unitary operads having subexponential growth [Example 27T)(3)]. Theorem [0.8(2)
says that exp of an 2-unitary operad can be any real number larger than 2. However, for 2-unitary Hopf
operads, we don’t have any example that has non-integer exp.

The next result is a connection between the GKdimension of an operad and the GKdimension of
finitely generated algebras over it.

Theorem 0.9. Let P be an operad and A be an algebra over P. Suppose A is generated by g elements
as an algebra over k. Then

GKdim A < g — 1+ GKdim P.

When P is the commutative algebra operad Com, then the above theorem gives rise to a well-known
fact that the GKdimension of a commutative algebra A is bounded by the number of generators of A
[Example 577]. Note that every finitely generated PI-algebra has finite GKdimension, see for instance

KR} Dx].
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The theory of operads provides a unified approach to several different topics. Operads are also closely
related to clones in universal algebra [Szl, [Cu] and species in combinatorics [Jol [AMT] [AM2]. Some ideas
presented in this paper can be adapted to study both clones and species.

The paper is organized as follows. We recall some basic concepts in Section[Il In Section 2l we study
basic properties of 2-unitary operads, and prove some lemmas that are needed in later sections. One of
the main examples is given in Example Proposition is proved in Section 2l The main object of
this paper, the sequence of truncation ideals, is defined in Section [Bl As an application of truncations,
a basis theorem is proved in Section @l Binomial transform of generating series is defined in Section
Theorems [0.1] [0.9] and Corollary are proved in Section Bl In Section [6 we study the signature
of an operad. Theorems [0.6] [0.7] and are proved in Section [fl Theorem [0.4] is proved in Sections
and [l In Section [1 we introduce the notion of a truncatified operad. Some basic material is reviewed in
Section § (Appendix).

1. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout let k be a fixed base field, and all unadorned ® will be ®j. In this section, we recall some
basic facts about operads from standard books such as [LV] and [Fr1l [Fr2]. Also see Section [B] for some
extra material.

1.1. Operads. An algebraic structure of a certain type is usually defined by generating operations and
relations, see for instance, the definition for associative algebras, commutative algebras, Lie algebras and
so on. Given a type of algebras, the set of operations generated by the ones defining this algebra structure
will form an operad, and an algebra of this type is exactly given by a set (or a vector space) together
with an action of the operad on it. Roughly speaking, an operad can be viewed as a set of operations,
each of which has a fixed number of inputs and one output, satisfying a set of compatibility laws.

In this paper we consider operads over k-vector spaces. We now recall the classical definition of an
operad. Usually the word “symmetric” is omitted in this paper.

Definition 1.1. Most of the following definitions are copied from [LV] Chapter 5].

(1) A plain operad (sometimes called a non-X or non-symmetric operad) consists of the following
data:
(i) a sequence (P(n))n>0 of sets, whose elements are called n-ary operations,
(ii) an element 1 € P(1) called the identity,
(iii) for all integers n > 1, ky,--- , kyn > 0, a composition map
o: P(n) x P(k1) x - X P(kp) — P(k1+ -+ ky)
(97917"' 5971) 0o (917"' 5971)7
satisfying the following coherence axioms:
(OP1) (Identity)
Oo(1,1,---,1)=60=100;
(OP2) (Associativity)
9 o (91 o (91,1; T 791,]61); T 5971 o (971,1; T ;en,kn))
- (9 o (917 T 797’1)) o (91,15 e 791,]61; T 797’7,,17 e 79n,kn)7
where in the left hand side, 6; 0 (6,1, ,0; ) = 0; in case k; = 0.
(2) A plain operad P is called an operad (or a symmetric operad), if there exists a right action * of
the symmetric group S,, on P(n) for each n, satisfying the following compatibility condition:
(OP3) (Equivariance)
(Ox0)o (01 %01, - ,0p*x0p)

:(9 o (90*1(1); T 790*1(71))) * ﬂn;kly"'ykn (Uv 01, 7Un)a
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where ¥k, ... k, is defined in Section

(3) An operad (respectively, a plain operad) is said to be k-linear if P(n) is a kS,-module (respec-
tively, a k-module) for each n and all composition maps are k-multilinear.

(4) A k-linear operad is called unitary if P(0) = k1l = k, which is the unit object in the symmetric
monoidal category Vecty. Here 1g is a basis for P(0) and is called a 0-unit of P.

(5) Let P be a unitary operad with a fixed 0-unit 1o € P(0). An element 15 € P(2) is called a right

2-unit if
(E1.1.1) 1,0 (1, 1) = 1.
An element 1, € P(2) is called a left 2-unit if
(E1.1.2) 1o 0 (Lo, 1) = 1.

If both (ELLIT) and (ELI2) hold for the same 1o, then it is called a 2-unit. A unitary operad P
is called 2-unitary (vespectively, right 2-unitary, or left 2-unitary) if it has a 2-unit (respectively,
right 2-unit, or left 2-unit) 1.

(6) If P(0) =0, P is called reduced.

(7) If P(1) =k, P is called connected.

Note that a 2-unit (if exists) may not be unique. For example, if 15 is a 2-unit, then so is 15 * (12),
where (12) is the non-identity element in Ss.

Suggested by (ELTI)-(ETI2), sometimes we denote 1 by 1;. It is easy to see that (ELLI) implies
that

(E1.1.3) oo (0,10) = 0
for all @ € P(n) and that (ELI2) implies that

(E1.1.4) Ty o (1o,0) = 0
for all @ € P(n).

Unless otherwise stated, all operads considered here will be k-linear. In some occasions, it will be more
convenient to use another definition, called the partial definition of an operad.

Definition 1.2 ([Erl Section 2.1], [LV] Section 5.3.4]). An operad consists of the following data:

(i) asequence (P(n)),>o of right kS,,-modules, whose elements are called n-ary operations,
(ii) an element 1 € P(1) called the identity,
(iii) for all integers m > 1, n >0, and 1 < i < m, a partial composition map

—o—:P(m)@Pn)—=Pm+n—1) (1<i<m),
satisfying the following axioms:

(OP1’) (Identity)
for 0 € P(n) and 1 <i <n,

fol=0=1 ° 0;
(OP2’) (Associativity)
for X € P(1), p € P(m) and v € P(n),

(Aow) o v=Xdo(puov), 1<i<[1<j<m,
i 14y i

= <1 <[
()\cl;u)kiﬂmy (/\21/)?#, 1<i<k <
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(OP3’) (Equivariance)
for p € P(m), ¢ €Sy, v € P(n) and o € S,

po(vxo)= (uov)xd',
K2 3
(uxo)ov= (u o v)*xo”,
i o (4)
where
UI = 197"?17"'7117}711“‘ ,1(1771’ 11) T 1’ a, 113 Tt 11))
(E1.2.1) ’

"
o = ﬂm;l,m 1,n,1,--

st lly sy
i

,1(03115' o 31131_7“11 et 311)-
4

1)

Remark 1.3. The above two definitions for operads are equivalent by [LV] Proposition 5.3.4]. Let P be
an operad in the sense of Definition [Tl Then the partial compositions

(see (ERI3) for the definition of Upy.1,... 1,m,1

7

—o—:P(m)®P(n) + Plm+n—1) (1<i<m)
associated to P are defined by
uc;y:uo(]ll,~~~ ,]ll,zi/,]ll,u- ,1q).
Conversely, let P be an operad in the sense of Definition [[2] then one can define composition maps by
0o (01, ,0n) = ("'((92971)"81971—1)"82971—2"') ?91-

One can show that the axioms (OP1)-(OP3) are equivalent to the axioms (OP1’)-(OP3’) respectively.

We will use the partial definition in several examples in later sections.

Example 1.4. [LV] Section 5.2.11] For every k-vector space V, the sequence (Endy (n)),>0 together
with the composition map defined as in (E8I6) gives rise to an operad, which is denoted by Endy. We
call Endy the endomorphism operad of V. It is easy to see that Endy is not unitary unless V = k.

If T is a k-linear symmetric monoidal category with internal hom-bifunctor
Homy(—, =) : TP xT =T,

then endomorphism operad Endy can be defined for any object V' € T. Some results in this paper can
be extended from Vecty to 7.

1.2. Algebras and free algebras over an operad. Given a type of algebras, there is a notion of “free”
algebras, which can be constructed by using the associated operad.

Definition 1.5. [LV] Sections 5.2.1 and 5.2.3]

(1) Let P,P’ be (k-linear) operads. A morphism from P to P’ is a sequence of S,-morphism v =
(yn: P(n) = P’'(n))n>0, satisfying

(L) =1
where 1; and 1] are identities of P and P’, respectively, and
V(00 (01, ,0n)) =~(0) 0 (v(61), -+ ,7(0n))

for all 6,0¢,---0,.
(2) An algebra over P, or a P-algebra for short, is a k-vector space A equipped with a morphism
~v: P — Endga. Also see [Frll Proposition 1.1.15].
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Let P be an operad and V' a k-vector space. Set
P(V)n=P(n) &, V",  PV)=EPPV)n
n>0
where a pure tensor 0 @ x1 ® -+ @ x,, in P(n) ks, VO is denoted by [0, 21, -+ ,2,]. Then we have
PV = P PV 2PV,
m>0ki+--+kp,=m

The composition in P gives a linear map

Yn: P(n) — Homy ( @ PV @+ ® P(V)kn,’P(V)m>
k1ol =m

’777/(9)([91):51,1) e )xl,kl] ® e ® [97“:1"77,,1’ e axn,k‘n])
- [90 (91;' o 7977,);1'1,17" . ;zl,klv" . 7:Cn,17" : 7xn,kn]7
which extends to a linear map v, : P(n) — Endp(yy(n). One can check that +, is well defined and the

sequence v = (v, )n>0 is a morphism of operads, i.e., P(V) is a P-algebra. We mention that P(V) is a
free P-algebra in the following sense.

Proposition 1.6. [LV] Proposition 5.2.1] Let A be a P-algebra, and V a k-vector space. Then every
linear map f: V — A extends uniquely to a morphism f: P(V) — A of P-algebras.

Remark 1.7. The above proposition can be restated as follows. Given an operad P, the functor V —
P(V) is a left adjoint to the forgetful functor from the category of P-algebras to the category of k-vector
spaces Vecty.

1.3. Operadic ideals and quotient operads. We denote by S the disjoint union of all S,,, n > 0. We
call a family

M= (M(O)’M(l)a T ,M(?’L), )
of right kS,,-modules M(n) a (right) S-module over k. Thus a k-linear operad is an S-module over k
equipped with a family of suitable composition maps.

An S-submodule N of M is a sequence N' = (N (n)),>0, where each N(n) is an S,-submodule of
M(n). Given M, N, one defines the quotient S-module M /N by setting (M/N)(n) = M(n)/N(n).

Definition 1.8. Let P be an operad and 7 is a S-submodule of P.

(1) [CV Section 5.2.14]. We call Z an operadic ideal (or simply ideal) of P if the operad structure
on P passes to P/Z. In this case, P/Z is called a quotient operad of P. More explicitly, Z is an
ideal if and only if

Z(n)o (P(k1), -+ ,Plkn)) CZ(k1+ -+ ky)
and
P(n)o (P(k1),- - P(ks—1),Z(ks), P(kst1), -+, Pkn)) € Z(k1 + - 4 kn)

forall n > 0, k1,--- ,k, > 0. In other words, for any family of operations 6,6, --- ,8,, if one of
them is in Z, then so is 0 o (61, ,6,).

(2) An S-submodule Z of P is called a right ideal of P, if for every A € Z(m) and p € P(n),
Ao €Z(m+n—1) for every 1 < i < m. We say P is right artinian if the set of right ideals of
Plsatisﬁes the descending chain condition.

(3) An S-submodule Z of P is called a left ideal of P, if for every A € P(m) and pu € Z(n), Ao €

Z(m+n—1) for every 1 < i <m. We say P is left artinian if the set of left ideals of P satisfies
the descending chain condition.

It is easy to see that Z is an ideal if and only if it is both a left and a right ideal.
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Let {Z7} jes be a family of ideals of P. Let -, ;77 and (;.; Z7 be the S-modules given by

J — J J — J
DW= _Fw, (), m=_Tw
for all n > 0. The following lemmas are easy and their proofs are omitted.
Lemma 1.9. Let {Z7};c; be a family of ideals (respectively, left or right ideals) of an operad P. Then
both ZjeJIj and (e 7 are ideals (respectively, left or right ideals) of P.

Let Z and J be S-submodules (or ideals) of P. The product Z.7 is defined to be the S-submodule of
P generated by elements of the form p o v for all possible u € Z(m), v € J(n) and 1 <i < m.

Definition 1.10. Let P be an operad.

(1) Let X be a property that is defined on operads (or a class of operads). We define X-radical of P
to be

Xrad(P) := ﬂ{I | P/T has property X }.
(2) For example, if (GK < k) denotes the property that the GKdim of P is no more than k, then
(GK < k)rad(P) := ((|{T | GKdim(P/T) < k}.

(3) We say P is semiprime if P does not contain an ideal N # 0 such that N2 = 0.
(4) If p. denotes the property of P being semiprime, then

p.rad(P) := m{I | P/Z does not contain an ideal N # 0 such that N = 0.}

Lemma 1.11. Let T and M be S-submodules of an operad P.

(1) If T and J are right ideals of P, then so is Z.J .
(2) If T is a left ideal of P, then so is Z.J.
(3) If T is an ideal of P and J is a right ideal of P, then Z.J is an ideal of P.

We conclude this section with the following fact. Recall that Com denotes the operad that encodes
the category of unital commutative algebras, namely, Com(n) = k for all n > 0. Let Uni be the trivial
unitary operad defined by

k=kly, n=0,
Uni(n) =k =kl;, n=1,
0, n > 2.

Lemma 1.12. (1) [ErIl Proposition 2.2.21] The operad Com is the terminal object in the category
of unitary operads.
(2) The operad Uni is the initial object in the category of unitary operads.

2. UNITARY AND 2-UNITARY OPERADS
Recall from Definition [T that an operad P is unitary if P(0) = k, and a unitary operad P is 2-unitary
if there is a 2-unit 15 € P(2) such that
1o (11,1) =11 = Iy 0 (Lo, 1q),
or equivalently, for any 6 € P(n) (n >0),
1o0(6,1p) =60 =150 (1o,0).
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2.1. Examples of 2-unitary operads.

Example 2.1. Parts (1) and (2) are examples of 2-unitary operads and part (3) is an example of unitary
operads.

(1) There are many commonly-used 2-unitary operads from textbooks, such as unitary operads Ass
and Com, the unitary A..-algebra operad (denoted by A.), the Poisson operad (denoted by
Pois), the unitary differential graded algebra operad.

(2) One can easily show that every quotient operad of a 2-unitary operad is again 2-unitary.

(3) Let M be an S-module with M(0) = 0. Then Uni & M is an unitary operad with partial
composition defined by

Liof=0=0ol, VoeM,
9(_)]].0:0, V@EM,
01060, =0, V01,05 € M.

One can use the partial definition to check that this operad is unitary, but not 2-unitary.

Of course, any non-unitary operads can not be 2-unitary. In the rest of this subsection we give some
examples of 2-unitary operads different from ones in Example 2l The following lemma is easy to prove.

Lemma 2.2. Let P and Q be unitary operads.
(1) If P and Q are 2-unitary, then so is the Hadamard product [LV] Section 5.3.2] (also called Segre
product or white product) of P and Q. In fact, the 2-unit in P ® Q is just 15 ® JlQQ, where 17
H

and 1129 are 2-units in P and Q, respectively.
(2) Suppose P is 2-unitary with 2-unit 1} and f : P — Q is a morphism of unitary operads. Then
Q is 2-unitary with 2-unit f(17).

The next example will be used in the classification of 2-unitary operads of GKdimension two.

Example 2.3. Let A =k1, & A be an augmented algebra with augmentation ideal A. Let {&; |i € T'}
be a k-basis for A where T is an index set, and {Q}, | k,l,v € T'} the corresponding structural constants,
namely,

(B2.3.1) 8i0; =Y Q0
keT

for all 4,5 € T. We assume that 0 is not in 7T'.
(1) We define a 2-unitary operad D as follows. Set D(0) =kly =k, D(1) = A =kl; ® A, and

(E2.3.2) Dn)=kl, & P ki,
i€[n],jeT

for n > 2. For consistency of notations, we set 5(11)]. = 0; for each j € T, and 68)0 =1, for all

i€ [n].
The action of S, on D(n) is given by 1, *x o = 1,, and 5?1.)]. x0 = 5&71(1'))3' for all o € S,, and
all n.

We use the partial definition of an operad [Definition [[2]. The partial composition

—?—:D(m)®D(n)—>D(m+n—1) (i € m])
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is defined by

m+n—1 o
6(k+i71)l’ t= Oal > Oa
52’;;7171, t>1,1=0,1<s<i—1,
1+n—1

T T SRR P

()t 9Okt = ijrlnq .
Ostn_1)t t>1,1=0,i<s<m,

+n—1 _
;Tﬂgl(;&lll)w t>1,1>1,s=1,
v

0, t>1,0>1,541
for all n > 1, and 1, 0 1o = 1o, §; 0 1o =0 for all j € T. If we separate 1, from elements of the
form 67, for k € [m] and 0 # 1 € T, it is easy to see that (E2Z3.3) is equivalent to

]lm o ]171 - lm-l-n—l;
i

n _ cm+n—1
Lo, 2 Oy = 5(k+z‘—1)z’
5;’;;"*1, 1<s<i-—1,
i+n—1 tne1 )
Oegtn=9q X O s=h
ZZ-:-_’Z:ll)t’ 1<s S m,
> 97515?;:;—_11)117 § =1,
0y © Ok = § €T ,
0, s # 1.

Note that — °— in A is just the associative multiplication of A. By the second relation on the

above list, we obtain
(i =1n 99

for all i € [n],j € T. One can now directly check via a tedious computation that D is a 2-unitary
operad by partial composition.

An algebra A over D means a unital commutative associative algebra together with a set of
derivations {0;};er satisfying
(1) 6;(x)d;(y) =0forall 4,5 € T and all z,y € A, and
(2) [E23.I): 0:0; =D per Q?jék'
Note that a D-algebra is a special kind of commutative differential k-algebra. Similar algebras
have been studied by Goodearl in [Gol Section 1].

A k-linear basis of D is explicitly given in (E23.2). When T is a finite set with d elements,
the generating function of D is

- w1 d
GD(t) == 7;0(1 +dn)t = 1——t + (1—713)2

As a consequence, D has GKdimension two. We will see later that every 2-unitary operad of
GKdimension two is of this form.
Let I := {Z,}a>2 be a descending chain of ideals of A inside A such that ZoZs C Loyp—1 for all
a and 3. We define a unitary operad, denoted by D, associated I. For the sake of using k-linear
bases, suppose we can choose a descending chain of subsets {T,,} of T such that {6; | i € T,} is
a k-linear basis of Z,, (this is not essential). Define

k]].o, n = 0,
D'(n) =S¢ A=kl © @, ké;, n=1,
Dicpjer. KOGy,  n=2

One can check that D' is a unitary, but not 2-unitary, suboperad of D.
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A special case is when Z,, = 7 for all o > 2. In this case, the above defined operad is denoted
by DZ. Suppose T is a subset of T such that {d; | i € 7"} is a k-linear basis of Z. Then

k]].o, n = 0,
Dr(n) =< A, n=1,
@ie[n],jET’ k‘s?i)j’ n=2.

2.2. Some elementary operators on 2-unitary operads. Let s be an integer no more than n, and
I C [n] a subset consisting of s elements. Clearly, there exists a unique 1-1 correspondence from [s] to I
that preserves the ordering. Choosing I C [n] is equivalent to giving an order preserving map

T:]s) — IS
Let x; be the characteristic function of I, i.e. xy(z) =1 for x € I and x;(z) = 0 otherwise.

We recall the following useful operators. Let P be a (2-)unitary operad. Consider the following
restriction operator [Er1l Section 2.2.1]

(E2.3.4) ' P(n) = P(s), 7 (0) =001,y Ly,(m)
for all € P(n). The contraction operator is defined by I' = 7! where I is the complement of I in [n], or
(E2.3.5) I'':P(n) = Pn—s), THO) =00y, > Lym)
for all 0 € P(n).
Recall that e denotes the usual composition of two functions that is omitted sometimes.

Lemma 2.4. [Fril Lemma 2.2.4(1)] Retain the above notation.

(1) Let I C [n] with |I| = s and J C [s]. Let J = 7(J) be the image of J under T. Then
7l =nl erl. )
(2) For eachW C I, 7l =TT =TV oI'W for some subset W' of [n— |W|] with |W'|+|W| = n—|I].

(3) If k & I, then n! =7 o T'* for some I' C [n — 1] with |I'| = |I|.

Proof. (1) This is [Frll Lemma 2.2.4(1)]. Tt follows from (OP2).

(2, 3) Easy consequences of part (1). O

If P is 2-unitary, we can define another operator as follows. The extension operator A,: P(n) —
P(n+ s) is defined by

AI (9) =0o (]]‘XI(1)+17 Tty ]]'XI(")"Fl)
for all € P(n). If I = {iy,--- ,is} with iy < is < --- < i, then we also write 7/, T and A, as 71" %,

[sis and Ay, ... ;. respectively.

Assume that P is 2-unitary. For every n > 3, we define inductively that
(E2.4.1) 1, =10 (1,1, 14).
Note that one might also define inductively
(E2.4.2) 1, =1s0(1y4,1),_)

for all n > 3. By convention, 1, = 1/, for n = 0,1,2. Unless P is a quotient operad of Ass, it is not
automatic that 1/, = 1,, for any n > 3. In fact, 13 = 1% means that the binary operation given by 1, is
associative.

Definition 2.5. Let P and Q be operads.
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(1) P is called 2a-unitary if P is 2-unitary and the 2-unit 15 € P(2) is associative, or equivalently,
15 = 15.

(2) Let Q be a (unitary) operad. We call P Q-augmented if there are morphisms of operads f : Q@ — P
and g : P — Q such that ¢gf = Ido.

(3) P is called Com-augmented if there is a morphism from Com — P.

It is easy to see that Com-augmented operads are 2a-unitary. The 2a-unitary property in the above
definition may be dependent on choices of 1s. For example, if (1o, 11, 12) = (1o, 11,12) as elements
in S, for n = 0,1,2, then (Ass, 1o, 11, 1) is a 2a-unitary operad. Suppose char k # 2. If we set
(1o, 11, 15) = (1o, 11, %(12 + 12 % (12))), (Ass, 1o, 11, 12) is only 2-unitary, but not 2a-unitary.

Lemma 2.6. Let P be a 2a-unitary operad, namely, 13 = 15. Then the following hold.
(1) For everyn >3, 1, =1/.
(2) For everyn>1 and ky, -+ ,k, >0, 1,0 (Lgy, -+, 1k,) = Liy bk, -

(3) There exists an operad morphism ~v: Ass — P. As a consequence, an algebra over P has an
associative algebra structure.

Proof. (1) Use induction on n. Assume that 1, = 1} for all 3 <k <n — 1. Then
1, =130 (L,-1,11) =120(1],_4,1;) =1y0(lao (11,1, 5),1;01,)
=(120(12,11)) 0 (11,1],_5,11) = (120 (1y,12)) o (11,1,-2,1;)
=ly0 (11,150 (1y_2,11)) =10 (1y,1,,_1) =1g0 (1y,1],_)
=1/.

(2) This follows from induction.

(3) For any o € S;,, we define y(0) = 1, *0. Clearly, forallo € S,,,07 € Sp;,n > 1,k; > 0,i=1,--- ,n,
we have
7(0— © (Jla e 7Un)) = 7(19(0—’ 01, ’Jn>>
= iy 4otk ¥ 0(0, 01,7+, 0n)
= (ln*a)o(]lkl ko, Lk, *0n)
—2(0) 0 (1(e1),- - s 7(oa).
O

By Lemma [Z6](3), Ass is the initial object in the category of 2a-unitary operads. It is easy to see
that Lemma holds for 2a-unitary operads. If we consider 2-unitary operads that are not necessarily
2a-unitary, then the unitary magmatic operad |[LV] Section 13.8.2] is the initial object in the category of
2-unitary operads. The unital magmatic operad encodes the category of unital magmatic algebras [LV]
Section 13.8.1], namely, unital non-associative algebras.

For any [,7 > 0, we define the function iL.: P(n) — P(l+n +r) by
L'll"(e) = ]]-3 © (]]-laea ]]-’l“>
We simply write ¢, =¥ and ! = i}.

Lemma 2.7. Retain the above notation. Let P be a 2-unitary operad and let 6 € P(n).

i(@):]lQo(]ll,G) .

=1, L. Moreover, i\, = il o1, for alll,r >0 if and only if P is 2a-unitary.
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Proof. (1) This follows by induction on n.
(2) We compute
LT(Q) = ]].3 ] (]].0,9, ]]-r) = (]]_2 o (]].2, ]].1)) o (]].0,9, ]].T>
- ]]-2 o (]]-2 o (]]-079)7 ]]-1 o ]]-T>
= ]12 o (9, ]lr)

(3) We compute

M) =130 (1;,6,10) = (Ip 0 (1g,11)) o (1,6, 1)
=130 (ly0(1;,0),1;01p)
=150 (130 (1;,0), 1)
=150 (1;,6)

(4) Using parts (2) and (3), we compute
WL(0) =130 (1;,0,1,) = (I 0 (12, 11)) o (1,6, 1,)
=1ls0(ly0(1;,0),1101,)
=150 ({(6),1,)
=y Ll(9).

If il @1, =il taking r = [ = 1, then
I3 = 01(t'(11)) = M (ea(11)) = 1g 0 (1y, 1) = 1.
Conversely, if 15 = 1% (equivalently, if P is 2a-unitary), then we have
e (0)) = 190 (1,120 (0,1,)) = (1z 0 (14, 12)) o (15,0, 1,.) = 130 (15,0, 1,.) = L(6).
for all 6. m

Example 2.8. Let P = Ass. Assume n =5, I = {2,4} and o = (14)(235). Then I'!(c) = (123) € S,
ml(o) = (12) € Sy, Ar(0) = (1624735) € S7 and 13(0) = (25)(346) € Sg. Following the convention
introduced in Section the sequences corresponded to

o, ' (o), 7l (o), A (o) and 13(a)

are given by
(47 5,27 ]"3)7 (27 1)’ (37 ]"2)7 (5,67 7,27 3’ 174) a’nd (1’57 6,37 2,47 7’8)7

respectively.

By an easy calculation, we have the following useful lemmas.

Lemma 2.9. Let P be 2-unitary. Let n,l,r > 0 be integers and i,j,i1, - ,is € [n]. Then the following
hold.

(1) Assume that iy < --- < is, then
Ajpie = Digps—r10 -0 A, 10 Ay = A e 0 Ay,
and
[itbs —Tlemstl g o271 g1t =1 o... @],
(2) Ti*l e A, = id.

. Ie A; p < j:
(4) Aj.rz: '.1 J+15 ’L'_j'a
I'tlteA;, i>j.



TRUNCATION OF UNITARY OPERADS 15

(5) THi el =l oT% and Ay, @il =il o A;.

=

(6) Tt ot =id, and I e 11 |p(,) = idp(n).

Proof. This follows from easy computations and (OP2). O

Lemma 2.10. Let P be 2-unitary. Let n,ky,--- , kn > 0 be integers. Then, for each 6 € P(n),

0o (lku T lkn) = ((Al)klil ®:---0 (An)knil)(e)a

-1

where, by convention, (A;)~! means T in case k; = 0.

Proof. We use (OP2) in the following computation. If ks > 2, we have
90(]]'1617"' a]]-ksv]l-lv"' a]]-l)
————

t

=fo(ly0ly,, - ,1101y Tgo(lg,—1,11), 13014, -, 13 014)

t

s—19

:As(e) o (]lkla" . ;]lksfm ]lks—la]lla ]lla' o 3]11)'
—— ——
t+1
If ks = 0, then
eo(llﬁa"' a]lksa]lla"' a]ll)
———

t
=0o(lyolg, -+ ,1;01 Topo(),ly 01y, - ,1;01y4)

t

s—17

:FS(9> o (]]‘k17 T ]]'ks—l’ JEP SRR 11)'
—_—
t
Combining the above, we have
(E2101> 90(1k15"' 7]]-]655]]-15"' 7]]-1)
——
t
AS(O) O (lkl, ety ]11%71, lks—la ]11, ]11, oty ]11) lf I{/’S Z 2;
—_—
_ t+1
FS(G)O(]lkU"'a]lksfu]lla"'a]ll) if ks =
——
t
The lemma follows by applying the formula (E2ZI0.J) iteratively. O

Note that lemmas and 2101 hold for plain operads. We are ready to prove Proposition [0.5

Proof of Proposition [0 Assume that P is not Com. Let n = min{m | P(m) # kl,,}. Since P is
unitary, n > 1. Since P(n — 1) = kl,,_1, there is a nonzero element 6 € P(n) such that 7! () = 0 where
I =[n—1]. For every J C [n] such that |[J| =n —1,

e’ (0) = 7°(0) = 7° 0 7 (0) = 0.
Firstly since 7? : P(n — 1) — P(0) is an isomorphism,
(E2.10.2) 7 (0) =0

for all J C [n] with |[J| =n —1. For every w >n+1and 0 <i <w—n, let 0¥ =, _,_, (6). We claim

that {6y,0% ---,0%_,} are linearly independent. We prove this by induction on w. The initial case is
when w = n + 1. Suppose

(E2.10.3) abdy + by = 0.
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By (E210.2), we have I''(§%) = 0 and I'}(#%) = 6. Thus b0 = 0 after applying I'* to (E2ZI0.3). Hence
b= 0. Applying I'* to (E2.10.3), we obtain that a = 0. Therefore the claim holds for w = n + 1. Now
suppose the claim holds for w, and we consider the equation
w—n+1
(E2.10.4) Z a0vt = 0.
s=0

0y, s<w-—-n+1,
0, s=w-n+1,
(E210.4). By induction hypothesis, as; = 0 for all s = 0,--- ,w —n. Using I'! instead of T, we
obtain that a; = 0 for all s =1, -+ jw — n + 1. Therefore we proved the claim by induction.

Since TwHL(gwtl) = { we obtain that Y i a.0¥ = 0 after applying ' to

By the claim dim P(w) > w — n for all w, which implies that GKdim P > 2, a contradiction. O

Recall that * denote the right action of S,, on P(n). The following lemma is easy.
Lemma 2.11. Let P be a unitary operad.

(1) Let n be a positive integer and I a subset of [n]. Then, for all 0 € P(n),o €S,
(E2.11.1) 7l (0 x o) = 771 (0) * 7! (o),
where ol = {o(i)|i €I} C[n].
(2) Let pe P(m), veP(n) and 1 <i<m. Then
(E2.11.2) ! (wov) =’ () ?wf’(y)
where
J=Unli-1)u{idu(In{i+n,---,m+n—1})—(n—1)),
I=(In{i, - itn—1})—(i—1),
j=Inpi—-1]+1.

Proof. (1) First we recall (OP3). For all ky--- ,k, >0, 6, € P(k;),0; € Si;,1 <i<nand @ € P(n),o €
Sn,

(E2.11.3) (Ox0)o (O x01, - ,0nx0,) = (00 (0,-1(1), - 0o-1(n))) * (00 (01, ,00)).
Let k = |I|. Take §; =1; € P(1) and 0; = 1; € Sy fori € [ and §; = 1y € P(0) and 0, = 19 € Sp
otherwise. By (EZI1.3), we obtain
ml(@xc)=0%0)o (01 %01, ,0h%0y)
=(0o (9671(1), e ,9071(71))) x (0o (o1, ,0n))

=77L(0) x 7l (0).
(2) This follows from the definition of 7 and (OP2). O

2.3. Some basic lemmas. We show the following properties of ideals of P.
Lemma 2.12. Let P be 2-unitary. Let T and T’ be ideals of P.

(1) For each integer n > 0 and each subset I C [n], 7' : Z(n) — Z(|I]) is surjective.

(2) If Z(n) = Z'(n) for some n, then Z(s) =1'(s) for all s < n.

Proof. (1) Without loss of generality, we may assume that the complement IofIis {i1, -+ ,is} with
1<i; <+ <ig <n. Since 7l =Tt =T o... 0" [Lemma[Z(1)], it suffices to prove that each
Iit: I(n+t—s) — I(n+t—s—1) is surjective, which follows from the fact 't @ A;, = id [Lemma [Z0(3)]
or I'* ¢ A;, 1 = id [Lemma[Z3(2)]. The proof is completed.
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(2) This is an easy consequence of part (1). O

Let X be a subset of an operad P. The operadic ideal of P generated by X is the unique minimal
ideal of P that contains X. We denote by (X) the ideal generated by X. An ideal is said to be finitely
generated if it can be generated by a finite subset.

Lemma 2.13. Let P be 2-unitary and Z an ideal of P.

(1) IfZ is finitely generated, then I is generated by a subset X C P(n) for some n.
(2) Suppose P is a quotient operad of Ass. Then T is finitely generated if and only if there exists
some n > 0 and some x € I(n), such that T = (x).

Proof. (1) Let X be a finite generating set of Z. Then there exists some n such that X C (J,<;<,, Z(n).
Therefore we can take X C (Z(n)) by Lemma 2T2(1).

(2) Tt suffices to show the “only if 7 part. Without loss of generality, we suppose P = Ass. Then Z(n)
is a right submodule and hence a direct summand of kS,,. Since a direct summand of a cyclic module is
always cyclic, we have Z(n) = z - kS,, for some = € Z(n). Clearly, x is the desired generator of Z, which
completes the proof. (I

Theorem 2.14. Let P be Ass/T for some ideal I C Ass. Let k > 0 be an integer and M a submodule
of the kSy-module P (k).

(1) As an S-module, (M) is generated by elements of the form il e A; o--- e A; e7l(x), z € M.
More explicitly, for every n >0, (M)(n) is a kS,,-submodule generated by

C > =
Xn:{(LlroAilo....AisoﬂI)(x) v €M ICI,Lr>0,l+4r4s+][]] n,}-

1<iy<|I|+t—1,t=1,--,s

(2) IfTY(M) =0 for all 1 <i <k, then (M)(k) = M and (M)(n) =0 for all n < k.

Proof. (1) Let Z(n) denote the kS, -submodule of P(n) generated by the subset X,, and let X be (J,, X,,.
We claim that Z = (Z(n)),>0 is an ideal of P.

By definition we need to show that 6 o (6,---,0,) € Z provided that one of 6, 61,--- , 6, is in Z. By
(OP2) or (EL1.2), it suffices to show that

Is0 (]]'klv" ' a]]-kt—laea ]]-kt+17" ' a]]-ks) € Xv and ¢ o (]]'kla' e a]]-kn) SP.¢
if € X. Since P is 2a-unitary, we have 13 = 14 and ¢, e /! = /! e 1, [Lemma[Z7)(4)]. It follows that

_ kitetkea
L0 (]]'k17 ) ]]-kt—lvov ]]‘kt+15 Tty ]]-ks) - Lk,’+1+m+ks (9)

and therefore the former holds. For the latter, Lemma shows that 6 o (1g,, -, 1k, ) is obtained by
applying I'’s and A;’s on 0 iteratively. The commutativity relations in Lemma Z0(2-4) together with
Lemma 210 imply that

0o (Lr, - Lk,) € Xiytooth, -
Clearly M C X, C Z(k), and Z C (M). By definition (M) is the minimal ideal containing M, which
forces that (M) C Z and hence (M) =T.

(2) f TH(M) =0 for all 1 < i < k, then 7/ (M) = 0 for any I C [k] with |I| < k, and the statement
follows. g
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3. TRUNCATION IDEALS

3.1. The truncation ideals *7. We first recall the definition of truncation ideals (EQLO.2) from the
introduction. Let P be a unitary operad (or a unitary plain operad). For integers k,n > 0, we use
¥Tp(n) to denote the subspace of P(n) defined by

Kern!, ifn>k;
(E3.0.1) Frp(n) = (| Kerr! = icilr=k-1
IC[n), |I|<k—1 0, otherwise.

Clearly, °7p = P. It is easily deduced from Lemma 211l that *7p(n) is an S,-submodule of P(n).
Therefore we obtain an S-submodule *Tp = (*Tp(n)),>0 of P. If no confusion, we write ¥7" = k7 for
brevity. For two ideals Z and J of P, let ZJ denote the S-module generated by all elements of the form
pouwv forall € Z(m) and v € J(n) and all . It is easy to see that Z.7 is also an ideal of P.

Proposition 3.1. Let P be a unitary operad (respectively, a unitary plain operad).

(1) *7 is an ideal of P for any k > 1.
(2) If m,n > 1, then ™T"Y C ™17 and if m =0 or n = 0, then ™T"T C ™7,

Proof. (1) Let n > 0, ky,--+ ,k, > 0 be integers, and 0 € P(n), 0; € P(k;) for i = 1,--- ;n. We need
to show that if either § € *7'(n) or §; € *T(k;) for some i € [n], then 6 o (61,--- ,0, ) kT(m), where
m=ki+- -+ kn.

Let I be an arbitrary subset of [m] with |I| = k — 1. Then we have
™ (90(915"' 5 )) ( 917 ))O(]]'XI(I)a"' a]]-XI(m))

o(
790( O(]lx(l)7"' XI(k1))"" aeno(]lxz(k1+~‘+kn71+1)"" ’]lXI(m)))
:90(71' 01),--- ,71']"(9"))

where in the last equality, each I; is a subset of [k;] determined by I, with |I;| < k; and > |I;| = |I]| = k—1.
i=1

If 9, € kT(kz) for some i € [n], then 7%i(;) = 0 by Lemma 24 and the fact that |I;| < k — 1. So

(9 o (913 ) n))

We are left to show that if § € *T'(n), then /(@ o (01,---,0,)) = 0. Set J = {i € [n] | I; # 0}.
By Z |I;| = k — 1, we have s := |J| < k — 1. Consequently, 7/(§) = 0. Observe that if I; = () and

1=

P(0) =klg, then
71(0;) = 0; 0 (Lo, -+, o) = Nillg
for some \; € k. Therefore, we have

7_(.[(9 o (91’ b)) =00 (77]1 (91), T ’ﬂjn ((9"))

= ([J2)@7 @) 0 (x5 (6;,), -+, 7" (6;.))
i¢J
=0

where J = {j1,-- ,jstand 1 < j; < jo < -+ < js <n.

(2) If m = 0 or n = 0, the assertion follows from part (1). For the rest of the proof, we assume that
mn > 0.

Let € ™Y (mg) and v € "Y' (ng) and let ¢ < mg. It suffices to show that
pov €™ Y (mg +ng — 1)
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for all i. Let I C [mg + ng — 1] such that |I| < m +n — 2. By Lemma 2111 (2), we have
(E3.1.1) 7! (u ov) = =m ; ' (v)
where
J=(Ini-1)u{itu(In{i+no,i+no+1,--- ,mg+mno—1})— (ng — 1)),
I'=In{ii+1,....i+tno—1}—(i—1),
j=IN[i—1]+1.
If |I'| < n—1, then 7 () = 0, whence 7/ (1 0 v) =0 by (E31J)). Otherwise, |[I’| > n and then
[J|=I|+1—=|'|<m+4+n—-2+1—-n=m-—1
In this case 77/ (1) = 0, whence 7! (p o v) = 0 by (E3LI). Therefore pov € ™™ 17 (mg + ng — 1) as
required. ' ' O

Note that for any operad P, P(1) is always an associative algebra; and for a unitary operad P, P(1)
is an augmented algebra and '7'(1) is the augmented ideal of P(1).

In later sections we will also use a modification of truncation ideals that we define now. Let M be an
Sk-submodule of *T' (k). We consider the following two conditions

(E3.1.2) vom € M for all v € P(1) and m € M.
(E3.1.3) move M forallv € P(1), me M and 1 <i < k.

Define *1" by
T (n) = {we *T(n) | 7' (u) € M, ¥ 1 C [n), 1] = k}.
We have the following proposition similar to Proposition .1
Proposition 3.2. Let P be a unitary operad. Let M (respectively, N) be an S,, (respectively, S;)-
submodule of ™71 (m) (respectively, " (n)).

(1) If (E3.1.2) holds, then ™T™ is a left ideal of P.

(2) If (E3.1.3) holds, then ™T™ is a right ideal of P.

(3) myMnyN mn—1pMN o here MN is an Sim4n—1-submodule generated by elements of the form
,ucz?yforalluéMandl/GNandlgigm.

Proof. (1) By Lemma EZIT, ™7™ is an S-module. Next we show that ™1 is a left ideal.
For v € P(mo) and p € ™I (ng), I C [mo + no — 1] with |I| = m, by Lemma ZZTT] (2),
v won) =) on' (1)

where J, I’ and j are given as after (E3.L1). If |I'| < m — 1, then 7/ (u) = 0, and 7/ (v o ) = 0.

Otherwise |I'| = m (which is maximum possible) and I C {é,i+1,--- ,i+ng — 1}, then j =1, |J| =1,
and
") on! (1) € M

by assumption of M. Thus 7l (vou) € M.

(2) The proof is similar to the proof of part (1). For g € ™1™ (mg) and v € P(ng), I C [mo +no — 1]
with |I| = m, by Lemma ZTT}2),

wl(pov) =’ () o’ (v)
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where J, I’ and j are given as after (E3.LI)). If |J| < m—1, then 7/ () = 0, and 7! (vou) = 0. If |J| = m,
then 77/ (p) € M and 7' (v) € P(1), and by the assumption on M, we obtain that ;'](u) onl'(v) € M.
If |J| = m + 1 (maximal possible), then I’ = § and 7! (v) € P(0). Then '

() ot (v) =’ () o 7 ()1 = # NI H(p)r (v) € M

for some j'. Combining these cases, we have /(o v) € M. Therefore ™T™ is a right ideal.
K2

(3) Let € ™™ (mg) and v € TV (ng) and let i < my. It suffices to show that

m+n71TI\/IN

,ucl?ye (mo+mng—1)

for all i. By Proposition BI(2), o v € ™ 17 (mg + ng — 1).

Let I C [mgo +no — 1] such that |I| = m +n — 1. It suffices to show that 7! (g ov) € MN. By Lemma

EII2). ,
7l (pov) =’ (w) o’ (v)

where
J=(IN[i—1]) U{ihU (I N {i+noyi+no+1,- ,mo +no — 1) — (ng — 1)),

I'=(In{ii+1,....i+ng—1})—(i—1), and
j=|Infi—1]]+1.

In particular, [I'| + [J| = m+n. If [I'| <n—1or |J| <m—1, then 7' (v) = 0 or 77 () = 0. Hence
ml(uov) =0 € M. The remaining case is when |I'| = n and |J| = m. Then, in this case, 7/(u) € M

and 7' (v) € N. Hence n7(u) o n'’ (v) € MN by definition. Combining all cases, 7/ (o v) € MN as
J 1
required. O

A version of Proposition holds for plain operads. The following lemmas are clear.

Lemma 3.3. Let f : P — Q be a morphism of unitary operads (preserving 1g). Then, for every I C [n]
with |I| = k — 1, we have a commutative diagram

Pn) —— Q)

.| |-
Pk—-1) —— Q(k—1).
As a consequence, f maps from *Tp to ¥Tg for all k > 0.

Recall from Definition [[T(4) that an operad P is called connected if P(1) =k-1; 2 k.
Lemma 3.4. Let P be a connected unitary operad. Then 'T =27.

Proof. Tn this case, 7% : P(1) — P(0) is an isomorphism. Then
Ker(m' : P(n) — P(1)) = Ker(7? : P(n) = P(0))
for all i < n. Therefore 17 = 27. O

Recall that operads Com and Uni are defined before Lemma [[L12]
Lemma 3.5. Let P be a unitary operad.

(1) 7 is the mazimal ideal of P and P /T is isomorphic to either Com or Uni.
(2) If P/*T =2 Com and P is connected, then P is 2-unitary.
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(3) Uni @17 is a suboperad of P and it is unitary, but not 2-unitary.
(4) If P/IT = Uni, then P =Uni & '7T.

Proof. (1) Since P is unitary, P(0) = k1. By definition,
17(n) = Ker(z? : P(n) — P(0)).

Then dim(P/17)(n) is either 0 or 1 for each n. If (P/17)(2) = 0, then one can check that (P/17)(n) =0
for all n > 2. Consequently, P/'T = Uni. If (P/'T)(2) # 0, then one can check that P/17 is 2a-unitary
and (P/17)(n) = k1,, for all n. Consequently, P/17 = Com.

(2) Since P is connected, 7 = 27 by Lemma 34l Since P(2) # 17°(2), there is an f € P(2) such that
7' (f) = 1;. Since 7° e 72(f) = 7?(f) = n” @ 7' (f) = 10, we obtain that 72(f) = 1;. Thus f is a 2-unit
by definition.

(3) This follows from the fact that 17 is an ideal of P.

(4) This follows from part (3). O
Now we are ready to prove the first two parts of Theorem [I.4]

Proof of Theorem[04) (1, 2). We only prove the results for symmetric operads. The proofs for plain
operads are similar.

(1) Since P is reduced, P>, := @;~,, P (i) is an ideal for every n. Since P is artinian and {P>,}52,
is a descending chain of ideals, P>, = 0 for some n. Let n be the largest integer such that P(n) # 0.
If n > 2, then P being reduced implies that P(n) is an ideal such that P(n)? = 0. This contradicts the
hypothesis that P is semiprime. Therefore P(n) = 0 for all n > 2. Let P(1) = A. In this case the left
(or right) ideals of P coincide with the left (or right) ideals of A. Thus A is left or right artinian and
semiprime. This implies that A is semisimple as desired.

(2) In the proof of part (2), we need to use truncation ideals 7" of P. By definition, (), *7 = 0.
Since P is left or right artinian, ¥7" = 0 for some k. Let n be the largest integer such that "7 # 0. If
n > 2, by Proposition BIY(3), ("7)? C 2»~17 = 0. This contradicts the hypothesis that P is semiprime.
Therefore 27 = 0. Let A = P(1). By Proposition B2l (1, 2), if A is not left (respectively, right) artinian,
then P is not left (respectively, right) artinian. Since P is left or right artinian, so is A. Let N be an
ideal of A such that N? = 0. By Proposition B2 (1, 2), 17" is an ideal of P. By Proposition B2 (3),

cr¥yciry =1’ =2r =y,

Since P is semiprime, N = 0, consequently, N = 0. Thus A is semiprime. Since A is left artinian
or right artinian, A is semisimple. It remains to show that P(n) = 0 for all n > 2. If not, let n > 2
be the largest integer such that P(n) # 0 (such n exists since P is bounded above). For every element
0# p e Pn), z:=mr(u) #0 for some i as 27 = 0. Let I be the ideal of A generated by z. For every
element f € I, f can be written as > _._, aszbs with a,,bs € A. Let

w

g:Zas?(u?bs) EP(TL)

s=1
Then f = 7'(g). Since I is a nonzero ideal of a semisimple ring, I = eA = Ae for some idempotent
e € I. Hence we may assume that f = e is a nonzero idempotent. Let v = 7%7(g). Then f = 7*(v) or
f = 7%(v). By symmetry, we assume that f = 71(v). Let h=gov € P(n+1). Then
w'(h) =x'(g)on'(v)=fof=f#0
which contradicts the fact that P(n 4 1) = 0. Therefore P(n) = 0 for all n > 2 as required. O
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Part (3) of Theorem [0.4] will be proved in Section [Gl

Lemma 3.6. Let P be a 2-unitary operad and I an ideal of P. Then for each k > 1, Z(k—1) =0 if and
only if T C *T.

Proof. (<) is obvious. Next we show the other implication (=). Suppose Z(k — 1) = 0 for some k > 1.
If n > k — 1, then we have
@) eZ(k—1)=0
for any 6 € Z(n) and any I C [n] with |I| = k — 1, and hence 6 € ¥T7(n).
If n < k—1, for every 6 € Z(n), we have
(Aj,0---0A;, | YO)eZ(k—1)=0,

for all possible i1, -+ ,ik—1_p. Since P is 2-unitary, each A; is injective by Lemma [Z9 (2) (or (3)). It
follows that § = 0 and hence Z C *7. O

3.2. The unique maximal ideal of a quotient operad of Ass. In this subsection we assume that
P = Ass/W for some ideal W. We use ®,, to denote the alternating sum ) s sgn(o)o, where sgn(o) =
1if o is an even permutation, and sgn(o) = —1 if ¢ is an odd permutation. When applied to an associative
algebra, the operator ®, gives exactly the usual commutator.

Lemma 3.7. As an ideal of P, 1T =21 = (®5).

Proof. We only consider the case P = Ass. By Lemma B4, '7 = 27. Clearly, we have 27 D (®,) since
®, € 27(2). Tt suffices to show that 27 C (®3). By definition 7i(s) = 1; for alln > 1, ¢ € S, and
1 < ¢ <n. Thus we have

QT(n):{Z)\ga| Z)\Uzo,)\gek}.

€S, €S,

It is well-known that 27(n) is generated by the set {1, — o | 0 € S, 0 # 1,,}. (It may not be a basis
unless P = Ass). For any o1,--- ,0, € S,,, we write

ln—01--0s =(ln = 05) + (05 = 0s—10) + -+ (02 05 — 01+ 05)

(1, —0s)+ (1, —0s—1)os + -+ (1, —01)0o2 -+ - 0.

Since {(12), (23), -+, (n—1,n)} generates the group S,,, the above equality implies that 27" (n) is generated
by the elements 1,, — (12),1,, — (23),-- ,1, — (n — 1,n) as a right Sp-module. For each i > 1, we have
1, — (i,i+1) = 7L (®5), and hence 27 (n) C (®3)(n). The assertion follows. O

Lemma 3.8. Let T C P be an ideal. Then either T =21 or T C37.

Proof. First we claim that Z C 27. Otherwise, there exist n > 1 and 6 € Z(n) such that 7¢(6) # 0 for
some 1 < ¢ < n. It follows that 1; € Z, and hence P C Z, which leads to a contradiction.

Next assume that Z ¢ 37. Then there exist n > 2 and 6 € Z(n), such that 7*7(0) # 0 for some
1 <i < j < n. Note that 7%9(f) € 27(2) and hence 7%7 () = A\®5 for some A # 0. Now Lemma [3.7]
implies that Z = 27. O
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3.3. A descending chain of ideals. In this subsection we assume that P = Ass. By definition and
Lemma Z4] (1), *+17 C ¥7 for all k > 0. Thus we obtain a descending chain of ideals
1T:2T23T24T2

of Ass. Then for any ideal Z of Ass, after taking intersections with *7’s, we also obtain a descending
chain of subideals
IN2r2ZIN3ro>2In*ro---.

Before continuing, we introduce a useful lemma.

Lemma 3.9. Let n >k > 0 be integers, and 0 be in Ass(n). Then

(1) ®y0(0,11) € ¥ (n 4 1) if and only if 0 € *T(n).
(1) @30 (11,0) € *17(n + 1) if and only if 6 € *T(n).
(2) 130 (0, ®2) € ¥T20(n + 2) if and only if 6 € *T(n).
(2) 190 (®g,0) € ¥27(n +2) if and only if 0 € *T(n).

Proof. To avoid confusion, we use 7 to denote the 2-cycle (12) € So. Thus ®9 = 15 — 7. We only prove
(1) and (2), and the argument for (1’) and (2’) are the same.

(1) («=) First we assume that § € ¥7'(n). Take any subset I of [n + 1] with |I| = k. We claim that
7l (®50(0,1;1)) = 0. By definition,

(E3.9.1) 7' (®20(0,11)) = (®20 (0, 11)) © (1, )5 Ly, () Ly, () = @20 (77 (0), 1y, ()

where I} = I N [n]. There are two cases: n+1 € Torn+1¢1I Ifn+1e¢€l, then |[;|] =Fk—1, and
hence 7/1(#) = 0 by assumption. The claim follows in this case. Now we assume that n +1 ¢ I, i.e.,
I =1, C [n]. Obviously one has 7o (6',1p) = ¢, and hence P30 (6',19) = 0 for any #’. Now in both
cases, we have 7! (®3 0 (,11)) = 0. Therefore the claim holds and the “if 7 part follows.

(=) Next we prove the “only if ” part. Assume that ®50 (0,11) € *¥17(n +1). We need only to show
that 7! (0) = 0 for every subset I C [n] with [I| =k — 1. Set I’ = I U {n + 1}. Clearly I’ is a subset of
[n+ 1] with |I’| = k. By (E3.9.0)), we have

0=n(®r0(0,11)) = Py o (x1(0),11) = 150 (7' (h),1,) — 7 o (x (F), 11).

Note that
{120 (0,11) o € Se1} | J{ro(0,11) [ o € S}
are linearly independent in kSg. It follows that 15 0 (77(6),11) = 0 and hence 7! (#) = 0.

(2) For every I C [n], denote by I the set I U {n + 1,n + 2}. Then we obtain a 1-1 correspondence
between subsets of [n] and the ones of [n + 2] containing both n + 1 and n + 2.

(<) Assume that 6 € *7(n). Then for every J C [n + 2] with |J| = k + 1, we claim that
/(120 (0,19 — 7)) = 0.
Easy calculations show that
" (1y0 (0,13 — 7)) = T" (150 (0,15 — 7)) = 0.

Thus, if {n + 1,7+ 2} € J, then 7/(12 0 (6,15 — 7)) = 0 since 77 will factor through T"*! or T"*? in
this case. Now we may assume that J = I for some I C [n]. Then

(E3.9.2) (150 (0,15 — 7)) = 1y 0 (71 (0),15 — 7) = 0.
The “if” part follows.

(=) For the “only if” part, again we use (E3.9.2) and the fact that 10 (77 (6), 15 — 7)) = 0 if and only
if 71(0) = 0. O
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The main result of this subsection is the following separability property of the ideals *7" of Ass.

Proposition 3.10. (1) Let T be a nonzero ideal of Ass. Then TNFT # TN T for all k> 0.
(2) kT £ K17 for every k > 2.

Proof. (1) Note that (;~, 7 = 0 since ¥7(k — 1) = 0 for all k¥ > 1. By Lemma 3.8 and the assumption
T # 0, we have IN2Y # 0. Thus TNk # TN *+1T for some ky > 1. There exist some kg > 1, n > ko,
and 6 € Z(n) such that 6 € *7(n) while § & *o*17(n). By Lemma B3, ®5 0 (0,1;) € *F17(n + 1), and
Py 0 (0,11) € FoT27(n + 1), which implies that Z N *oT1Y £ T N *+27. By induction we may show that
INkEY £TN*FIY for all k > k.

(2) The statement follows from the above proof and the fact that &5 € 27 and @, ¢ 37. O

Remark 3.11. Recall that the descending chain condition (DCC, for short) for an object C' means that

any descending chain
Co2C1 20,2032 -+

of subobjects of C is stable, that is, Cy = Ciy1 = --- for sufficiently large k. The proposition says that
the DCC does NOT hold for any nonzero ideal of Ass and Ass is not artinian.

Let P be a unitary operad and let ‘Y be ‘Tp. Let T denote the S-module

o0

(E3.11.1) B o).

i=0
Proposition 3.12. Let P be a unitary operad.

(1) T is closed under partial compositions.
(2) k11 &7 is a unitary operad.
(3) k11 @ T is Uni-augmented.

Proof. (1) By the proof of Proposition Bl (2), ™7 (m)"T(n) C ™ =17 (m +n — 1) for all m,n. The
assertion follows.

(2,3) These follow from part (1). O

4. DIMENSION COMPUTATION, BASIS THEOREM AND CATEGORIFICATION

4.1. Definitions of growth properties. We collect some definitions.

Definition 4.1. Let M = (M (n)),>0 be an S-module (or a k-linear operad).

(1) The sequence (dim M(0), dim M(1),---) is called the dimension sequence (or simply dimension)
of M. We call M locally finite if dimy M(n) < oo for all n.
(2) The generating series of M is defined to be

Gu(t) = i dim M (n)t" € Z[[t]].
n=0

The exponential generating series of M is defined to be

Bty = 3 MO ¢ gy

n=0

(3) The exponent of M is defined to be
exp(M) := lim sup(dim M(n))= .
n— o0

We say M has exponential growth if exp(M) > 1. We say M has finite ezponent if exp(M) < co.
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(4) We say that M has polynomial growth if there are 0 < C, k < oo such that dim M(n) < Cn¥ for

all n > 0. The infimum of such & is called the order of polynomial growth and denoted by o(M).
(5) We say M has sub-exponential growth if exp(M) < 1 and if M does not have polynomial growth.
(6) The Gelfand-Kirillov dimension (GKdimension for short) of M is defined to be

GKdim(M) = limsup log,, (Z dimy M (z))

n—oo :
=0

which is the same as (EQ.0.3).

When we talk about the growth of an operad P, we implicitly assume that P is locally finite. It is easy
to see that exp(Ass) = oo, so Ass has (infinite) exponential growth. And GKdim(Com) = 1, so Com has
polynomial growth. We will see that for every integer k > 1, there exists a quotient operad P/*T has
polynomial growth of order (no more than) k. First we state a lemma for arbitrary unitary operads.

Lemma 4.2. Let P be a k-linear (symmetric or plain) unitary operad. If *¥ = 0 for some k, then
GKdimP < k.

As usual
n\ n!
k) k- (n— k)

Proof. Consider the restriction operator 7/ : P(n) — P(k—1) for all n > k—1, which induces an injective
map

(w1) . Pn)/Kerr! — Pk —1)
where I C [n] with |I| = k£ — 1. By hypothesis and definition,

0="r(n) = ﬂ Ker7!.

IC[n), |I|=k—1
Hence we have an injective map
P(n) 2 Pln) S e W @ re-o,

( N Ker ) Kern!
L), [T]=k-1 1C[n), [I|=k—1 ICn], [I|=k—1

which implies that

o <o,

for all n > k — 1. The assertion follows. O

Let P be a unitary operad and Z an ideal of P. Let d%(n) denote the codimension of (*7 NZ)(n) in
Z(n), that is,

(E4.2.1) d(n) (n) = dimy Z(n) — dimy (*7' N Z)(n),

di z

= dimy ———
“Frnz

where the second equality holds if P is locally finite. If Z = P, we have

d*(n) = dimy %(n) = dimy P(n) — dimy *1'(n),
where the second equation holds if P is locally finite.

We do not assume that d%(n) is finite. When P is locally finite, we will give a recursive formula
k
NnZ
for d%c(n) The key idea is to find a basis for the quotient module YT AT
) rnil
dim YT AT I(n)

(n), so we can calculate

for all n.
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For every subset I C [n], we use ¢y to denote the element in S,, which corresponds to the permutation
(E4.2.2) cri=1, g =11+ 1, yis—1is+ 1, nyig, - yis),
where I = {iy,--- ,is} with i1 < --- < i4. Let P be a 2-unitary operad. By an easy calculation we have
T((1y0 (L s, 1s)) % cr) = L.

In fact, we have a more general result.
Lemma 4.3. Let P be 2-unitary. Let n > k be integers and set s =n — k.

(1) Let I C [n] be a subset with |I| = s. Then T1((1g0 (0,15)) *cr) =0 for all 0 € P(k).

(2) Let J C [n] be a subset with |J| = k. Then for every 0 € *T(k) and every o € S,

7/ ((1g0(0,1,)) % o) =0
unless J = {o=1(1),--- , 07 (k)}.

Proof. (1) To avoid possible confusion, we use 1,, for 1g, € S,, for all n > 0. Applying (OP3) and using
the fact that 6 x 1, = 6 for all § € P(k), we have

I (130 (6, 1) % er) =((L2 0 (6, 1)) % er) o (L 1y, Iy <n>>
:((]12 o (9, ]lé)) * C]) ( X; (1) * 1X (1) . Xz(n) * 1 (n))
=[(120(0,1s)) 0 (le(5;1(1))a R n)))] cr O( x; (1) alxi(n))]
:[(]120(9’]15))0(]113"'5115]105' a]l )]*1k
k s
:]120(90(]11,--- ,]11),]180(]10,--- ,]10))
k s
:]12 o (9, ]10) = 9,

where the second to last equality is Lemma 27(1) and the last equality uses the hypothesis that P is
2-unitary.

(2) We will consider the special case o = 1,, € S,,, and the general case follows from Lemma 2Tl If
there exists some r € [k] such that r € J, then 77 = 77" @ I'" for some .J’ C [n — 1] by Lemma 2ZY(3). We
have

I"(1 0 (0, 1,_1)) = 1z 0 (D"(6), Lu_p) = 0,
as 0 € *T (k). Hence /(130 (0,1,_%)) = 0 as desired. O

As an immediate consequence of the above lemma we have the following.
Corollary 4.4. Let I,I' C [n] be subsets with |I| = |I'| =n — k =: 5. For 6 € ¥T(k), we have
0, if I'=1;

0, otherwise.

(E4.4.1) I (130 (6, 1,)) * ¢r) {
We are now in a position to give a recursive formula to compute the dimension of ¥ N Z. By conven-

tion, °7 = P. Let
= Z dk(n)t
n=0

fz(k) = d7™' (k) — d5 (k)
for all £ > 0. Clearly, it follows from (E4.2.J]) that

fr(k) = dim(*T NT)(k), and fp(k) = dimy *T'(k).
Note that if fr(k) is not finite, then it denotes a cardinal.

and let
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Theorem 4.5. Let P be 2-unitary and Z an ideal of P. Let n > k > 0 be integers.

(1) Let {0; | 1 <i < fr(k)} be a basis of (*T NIT)(k). Then
{lao(0;, Ly—g) xcr |1 <i< fr(k),I C[n|,|I| =n—k}
forms a basis of (*Y NI)/(*1T N1I))(n). Consequently,

krnz
dimg m(”) = fz(k)(})-

(2)
dy ™ (n) = dz(n) + fz(k)(})-
FEquivalently,
k
GFHH(t) — GF(t) = fx(k) O:fw

(3) If Z="P, then
d**(n) = d*(n) + (d** (k) — d* (k) (}),

for all n.

Proof. (1) Let I,I' C [n] be subsets with |I| = |I'| = n — k. By Corollary L4, we have

/ i if1'=1
(E4.5.1) I (15 0 (D1(0), Ly—p) % c1) = @), i ,’
0, otherwise,
for all 0 € (*T NT)(n), because I''(0) € (*T N I)(k). For each 6 € (*T NT)(n), we set
(E4.5.2) 0 =0- > TLyo(I'(0),1n k) *cr.
1Cin]
[I|=n—k

Then (EZE5J) implies that 8’ € (**17° N T)(n), and hence the image of the elements of the form
]lg (o} (91', ]ln—k) *Cr

krnz

kHTﬂI(n)'

span

Next we show the linear independency. Assume that

Z Xijtloo (05, 1—k) xcr € (kHT NZ)(n)
1<i< f7 (k)
IC[n],[I|=n—Fk
for some \; ; € k. Then, for each I, by applying I'! we obtain that
Z )\i,IGi = O,

1<i<fz (k)

again we use Corollary 4] here. It follows that all A; ;’s must be zero.

(2,3) Easy consequences of part (1). O
4.2. Basis Theorem. As a consequence of Theorem [5[1), we have the following result concerning a
k-linear basis of P. In theorem below, if zj is not finite, then it denotes a cardinal.

Recall that an operad P is finitely generated if there is a finite dimensional subspace X such that every
element in P is generated by X by using operad composition and S,-actions for n > 0.

Theorem 4.6. Suppose P is a 2-unitary operad.
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(1) [Basis theorem| For each k > 0, let

= {9 e zk}
be a k-linear basis for *T (k). Let By(n) be the set
{Ta0 (08, 1 p)xcr | 1<i <2, 1C [n),|I| =n—k}.
Then P(n) has a k-linear basis
U Bim) ={1.}u |J Bin),
0<k<n 1<k<n

and, for every k > 1, ¥T(n) has a k-linear basis Ur<icn Bi(n).
(2) P is generated by {1g, 11,12} U [@@1 kT(k)}
(3) If P is locally finite and ™Y = 0 for some n, then it is finitely generated.

Proof. (1) For each n > 0, P(n) admits a decreasing filtration {*7'(n)}32,. As a vector space, we have

oo

P(n) = P )/ 7 (n) ki, @@kr )/ (n).

k=0
By Theorem 5] (1), Bx(n) is a k-linear basis of ¥7'(n) /k‘HT(n). Note that By(n) is empty if & > n + 1.
The first assertion follows. The proof of the second assertion is similar.

(2) This follows from part (1).
(3) This follows from part (2) and the fact that ¥7'(k) = 0 for all k& > n. O

As a consequence of the above basis theorem, we have the following corollary. A morphism f of operads
is called a morphism of 2-unitary operads if f preserves 1, for ¢ = 0,1, 2. Before we prove the corollary,
we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.7. Let P be a 2-unitary operad and I be an ideal of P. Then *Tp /7 = *Tp/(*Tp NT).

Proof. Let Q = P/Z. The canonical morphism ¢ : P — Q induces a natural map f : *Tp — ¥Tg by
Lemma 33l Since 7 is the kernel of ¢, f induces a natural injective morphism
g: /TP NT) — *7g.

It remains to show that g is surjective, equivalently, to show that, for each n,

¢ (*Tp(n) +Z(n))/Z(n) = *To(n)
is surjective. For every x € ¥Tg(n), let § € P(n) such that ¢(f) = x. Suppose 6 € ‘Tp for some i. We
will use induction to show that i > k for some choice of 6. There is nothing to be proved if ¢ > k. Assume
now that i < k. Then I'’ () € “Tp(i) when |J| =n —i. Let

0'=0— Y 1y0(T7(0), 1, i)xcy
‘J‘Q[n]
J|l=n—1i

which is similar to the element given in (E4£5.2). By Corollary 4] or the proof of Theorem (1),
I'7(0") = 0 for all J C [n] with |J| = n —i. This means that §’ € “17p(n). For each J as above, we have

P17 (0)) = T7(9(0)) = T7(2) = 0
as © € ¥To(n) and k > i. Thus I'/ () € Z(i) for all .J. Consequently,
Q= Y 10 (I7(0),1ni) *cs € I(n).

JC[n]
|J|=n—i

Hence ¢(0") = ¢(6) = x. Replacing 6 by 6’ we move i to i + 1. The assertion follows by induction. O
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Recall from (E3ILI) 7p denote the S-submodule ;- *1» (k).

Corollary 4.8. Suppose P and Q are 2-unitary operads. Let f : P — Q be a morphism of 2-unitary
operads.

(1) f is uniquely determined by f |y, .

(2) f is injective if and only if f |rp is.

(3) f is surjective if and only if f |r, is.

(4) f is an isomorphism if and only if f |r, is.

Proof. Since f is a morphism of operads, it follows from Lemma B3] that f maps *7p to ¥ g for every k.
Consequently, f maps *Tp (k) to kTpQ(k/’) for every k. This defines amap f : I’p — 7. Since f preserves
1; for i = 0,1,2, it preserves 1,, for all n. Therefore f maps 1a0 (0, 1,—) *cf to Iy o (f(0),1,_k) *cs
for all 0 € *Tp(k).

(1) Since f is a morphism of 2-unitary operads, P is generated by elements in ©F for & > 0 by Theorem
4.6 (1). The assertion follows.

(2) Suppose f is not injective. Let Z be the nonzero kernel Ker f. Then Z is an ideal of P. Since
T#0,Z0nkTp #ZN*1Tp for some k. Let x € (ZN*Tp)\ (ZN*1Tp). Then there is an I with |I| = k
such that 0 # 7! (z) € ZN*Tp(k). So f |r, is not injective. The converse is easy.

(3) Suppose f |r, is surjective. Since Q is generated by @,-, To(k) by Theorem (2), f is
surjective. -

Conversely, suppose that f is surjective. Then Q is a quotient operad of P. By Lemma 7 f maps
surjectively from *T'p(k) to *Tg(k) for each k. The assertion follows.

(4) This is a consequence of parts (2) and (3). O

4.3. Categorification of binomial coefficients. Following the basis theorem [Theorem (1)], for
each I C [n] with |[I| = n — k, we define a k-linear map

(E4.8.1) AP FT (k) = FT(n)
by
(E4.8.2) AMO) =Tg0 (0, 1,_1) *cy.

Lemma 4.9. Retain the above notation. For every n > k and every o € S,,, the following diagram is
commutative in the quotient space *1 /F+1T

Frk) N kr(n)

*pa*m(g)l l*a

Fr(k) ——— kT(n).

A
As a consequence, if 1T =0, then

AR(O) %0 = N2y (0517 D (o).

Proof. Let 6 be an element in *7'(k). For every I’ C [n] with |I’| = n — k, by Lemma 211 and Corollary
2}
0«07 (o), o(I')=1,

DY (87(0) % o) = T70)(A7(6)) T (o) = {0’ ) 2 T
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and
’ 1 0'71(1) N —
D (A5 1y (077 (o) = {g B
) g .
Thus I’ (A7(0) *x0) = r’ (AZ,EI(,)(G * 1—"771(1)(0))) for all I'. Therefore
AF(O) o= A2 (017 (o))

modulo #t17". The assertion follows. O

Let Mod-S,, denote the category of right kS,-modules. Suggested by Lemma 9 we define the
following functor

Cy : Mod-S;, — Mod-S,,

for n > k as follows. Let T} be the set {I C [n] | |I| = n —k}. Let M be a right Sg-module. Then
Cp (M) is a right S,,-module such that

(i) as a vector space, C;'(M) = I@ M, elements in C}'(M) are linear combinations of (m,I) for
€Ty
me M and I €T}

(ii) the Sp-action on C}}(M) is determined by
(m,I)* o := (mx 1"‘771(1)(0), o (1))
for all (m,I) € Cj'(M) and all o € S,,.
Lemma 4.10. Retain the notation as above.
(1) If M is a right Sp-module, then C;}(M) is a right S,-module.

(2) Let A be an algebra. If M is an (A,Sk)-bimodule, then CJ}(M) is an (A, Sy)-bimodule.
(3) The functor Cj(—) is equivalent to the tensor functor — ®s, Ci(Sk).

Proof. (1) For 0,7 €S, and (m,I) € Cj(M),

((m, I)*0) *T—(m*l"“ (I)( ), 0~ ())*T
= (m+D7 D(@))+I7 7 D(r), 77 (a7 (1))
= (m*T7 D(0)) + 0D D(7) (or) 7 (1))
= (m (D7 (D ()« DD (1)), (o7) 71 (1))
= (m+ (L D (g5 ), (or)71(1)
= (m* (DD D (7)), (o7)71 (1))
= (m, ) = (o)

(2) This follows from the definition and part (1).

(3) This follows from the Watts Theorem and the fact that C}} is exact. O

5. BINOMIAL TRANSFORM OF GENERATING SERIES

In this section we study 2-unitary operads of finite Gelfand-Kirillov dimension. One tool is binomial
transform [Kul, [Pr, [SS] of generating series that is closely related to truncation ideals of 2-unitary operads.
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5.1. Binomial transform. First of all, there are at least two versions of binomial transforms, We will
use the following version. We also list some facts without proofs.

Let a := {ap, a1, az,--- } be a sequence of numbers. Its generating series is denoted by

Ga(t) = i a;t’
1=0

and its exponential generating series is
o0

Qi ,;
BEu(t) = Z@ '
The binomial transform of a is a sequence b := {bg, by, ba, - - , } defined by

%

(E5.0.1) bi=Y ar(=1)"""(;)

for all 7 > 0. It is well-known (see [P1]) that

(E5.0.2) a;i =Y bi(y)

k=0
for all i > 0, and

1 t 1 t
E5.0. = - - -
( 503) Ga(t) 17th(17t)’ Gb(t) 1+tGa(1+t)
and
(E5.0.4) E.(t) = ' Ey(t), Ey(t) = e "B, ().

Note that (E5.03) is equivalent to

o0 o) tk
§ k _ E
k=0 k=0

We also write

T{ai}) = {b:}, and  T'({bi}) = {ai},

T(i aktk) = f: bktk, and T_l(i bktk) = f: aktk,
k=0 k=0 k=0 k=0

where {ay }r>0 and {by}x>0 are determined by each other via (E5.0.J)-(E5.0.2), and in this case we call
a = {a;} the inverse binomial transform of b = {b;}. For a sequence of non-negative numbers (called a
non-negative sequence) a = {a;}, define the exponent of a to be

or

1
(E5.0.6) exp(a) := limsup ay; .

n—oo

When {a,} is a sequence of non-negative integers with infinitely many nonzero a,,’s, then by [StZ] Lemma
L1(1)],

1
E5.0.7 exp(a) = limsu a; .
507 ) = i (3

Lemma 5.1. Let b:= {b,} be a non-negative sequence with by =1 and a := {a,} =T 1 ({bn}).

(1) exp(a) = exp(b) + 1.
(2) If b, =0 for n >0, then exp(a) = 1.
(3) For every real number r > 2, let b= {|(r —1)"|}, then exp(a) = r.
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Proof. First of all exp(a) > 1 since a,, > 1 for each n. From calculus, the radius of convergence of the
power series G, (t) is 7, := exp(a)~!. The same is true for b.

(1) By (E503), ;! =7, ' + 1. The assertion follows.
(2) Since exp(b) = 0, this is a special case of (1).

(3) Clearly exp(b) = r — 1. The assertion follows from part (1). O

Next we apply binomial transform to operads. Let P be a 2-unitary operad and let Z be an ideal of
P or T ="P. Let "T be defined as (E3.0.1) and let °7 = P. Let

(E5.1.1) G¥(t) = Zdimk(wTIﬂI(n))t” = df(n)t
n=0 n=0
and
(E5.1.2) Gr(t) =) dimy(Z(n))t
n=0

Lemma 5.2. Let P be a 2-unitary operad and let T be an ideal of P or T ="P. Then G¥(t) and Gz(t)
are

k
(E5.2.1) Z fr(k A
for all w and

k
(E5.2.2) Zfz 7;@“

where fr(k) = d¥T (k) — di (k) for all k.

Proof. Since Gz(t) = limy— oo G¥ (), (E52.2) is a consequence of (E52.T). So we only prove (E52.T]).
By Theorem 5](2), we have

GE(t) = Gz (t) + fr(w —1) a—o»

for all w > 1. When w = 1, the above equation becomes 0 = 0 + 0 where Z # P, or Z;’io =0+ L
where Z = P, both of which hold clearly. We have

th

Z Gk i Z fr(k k+1

k=1

Lemma 5.2l tells us that the sequence {fz(n)} is the binomial transform of {dimz(n)}. By Definition
ETI(6) and (EE0F), we immediately get

(E5.2.3) GKdimZ = max{k | fz(k) # 0} + 1.
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5.2. Proofs of some main results. We are ready to prove Theorem [0.T]

Proof of Theorem [0 1. If *T = 0, then P has finite GKdimension by Lemma E2 Conversely, we assume
that GKdim P < co. By Lemma [5.2]

(E5.2.4) Z Ip(n) Tt

By definition, fp(n) > 0 for all n. Since GKdim P < oo, there is an N € N such that fp(n) = 0 for all
n > N where fp(n) = dp'(n) — d(n) = dim™Y(n). This implies that "7'(n) = 0 for all n > N. By
Theorem [LG[(1), "7 = 0 for all n > N. In this case,

’fl

Z fp — n+1
which is rational. Tt is clear and follows from m that
(E5.2.5) GKdim P = max{n | fp(n) # 0} + 1 = max{n | "7 # 0} + 1.

Therefore assertions in parts (1) and (2) follow. O

Proof of Corollary 2 By Theorem [I1] (2) and Lemma 7 GKdim P < k if and only if *7p» = 0 if and
only if Z D *T 4.

By definition,

n

G.Ass Z f.Ass — )n+1 )

and

n

(E526> G.Ass/kT( ) G.Ass Z f-ASS _ )n—i—l
Since Gass(t) = > pep k!t*, by (E5.0T),
f.Ass(n) = Z(*l)n_SS!(Z)'
s=0

It is easy to check that fu.s(n) # O for all n # 1. The assertion concerning the GKdimension of Ass/*T

follows from (E5.2.6]). O

Let >, aitF and Dok bit® be two power series. If aj < by, for all k, then we write Dok apth < >k bitk.

Lemma 5.3. Let T be an ideal of P. Then T(Gz(t)) < T(Gp(t)). As a consequence, if "1 =0 for some
n, the set {Gz(t) | Z C P} is finite.

Proof. By Theorem L5(1) and Lemma [5.2]
k

Z fr(k 7“1
where fz(k) = dim(*7T N Z)(k). Since
0 < fz(k) = dim(*r N T)(k) < dim*T(k) = fp(k)

for all k, we have

0< T(Gz(t)) = Z k)tk < pr T(Gp ().

k=0



34 Y.-H. BAO, Y. YE, AND J.J. ZHANG

If T = 0, then there are only finitely many nonzero fp(k). Therefore there are only finitely many
possible choices { fz(k)}r>0. The assertion follows. O

Proof of Theorem[0.3 (1) Let
L, C---CZ,C-
be an ascending chain of ideals of P. Then we have
Gr,(t) < Gr,(t) < -+ < Gg,(t) <+

Since GKdim P < oo, we have ¥ = 0 for some k. By Lemma B3] {Gz, | i = 1,2,---} is finite and
therefore the sequence {Gz,(t)};>1 stabilizes. This implies that the sequence of ideals {Z;};>; stabilizes.

(2) (=) The proof is similar to the proof of part (2) above. Let
2Ly 2Ip 2

be a descending chain of ideals of P. Since GKdim P < oo, we have ¥7 = 0 for some k. By Lemma [5.3]
{Gz,(t) | i =1,2,---} is finite and therefore the sequence {Gz,(t)};>1 stabilizes. This implies that the
sequence of ideals {Z;};>1 stabilizes.

(<) By Proposition Bl and Lemma 24(1), we have a descending chain of ideals
‘ro>lro?2ro...DFro...

of P. If P is artinian, then this chain is stable. On the other hand, we have Ng>o*7 = 0 since *7' (k' —1) =
0 for all k > Kk’ > 0. It follows that ¥ = 0 for some sufficiently large k and hence P has finite
GKdimension.

(3) This is a consequence of parts (1) and (2). O

Next we prove Theorem [0IL9 The Gelfand-Kirillov dimension (or GKdimension) is an important tool
in the study of noncommutative algebra [McR] [KTJ. Similar to associative algebras, we introduce the
notion of the GKdimension for algebras over any operad.

Definition 5.4. Let P be an operad and A a P-algebra.
(1) Let X be a subset of A. We say that X is a set of generators of Aif A =37 - ;vn(X), where
Yn(X) denotes the image P(n) ® (kX)®™ — A.

(2) We say A is finitely generated if it has a set of generators which is finite.
(3) The GKdimension of A is defined to be

GKdim(A) = sup {lim suplog,, <dim Z %-(V)> } ,
14 n—00 i—0
where the sup is taken over all finite dimensional subspaces V' C A.

Remark 5.5. If A is an associative algebra, then the above defined notions of generators and GKdimen-
sion coincide with the standard ones in [McR] [KTJ.

The next result is Theorem [I9 In this theorem, P might not be 2-unitary.

Theorem 5.6. Let P be an operad with order of the growth o(P) (see Definition[{.1](4)) and A an algebra
over P with a finite set X of generators. Then A has finite GKdimension, precisely

GKdim(A) < o(P) + r,
where r = | X| is the cardinality of X. If, the generating series of P is rational, then
GKdim(A) < GKdim(P) — 1 + .
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Proof. First we claim that

dlm(P(n) ®s,, (kX)®n) < dlmP(n) (n+r—1).

r—1
In fact, assume X = {xy,---,x,}. We define a total ordering on X by 1 < 22 < --- < ,. For any
Tiy, @, with 1 <idq,--+ i, <7, there exists some o € S;, such that i, (1) < -+ <iig(y), thus

02 (1, @ @x;,)=0%0)@0c % (2;, ®---Qmy,) = (0% 0) @ (Ti,,) @ @i, )
By a standard argument we obtain the desired inequality.
Consequently, we have
(E5.6.1) dim(v, (kX)) < dimP(n) - ("1771).
By Definition [£1(4), for any arbitrary small positive number ¢, there is a positive number C' such that

(E5.6.2) dim P(n) < Cn°P)+e

for all n > 1. Now let V be any finite dimensional subspace of A. Since X is a generating set of A,
V C 3, 7i(kX) for some integer m > 1. Then we have

WWV)S D APm) @ (i (kX)) ® - (5, (kX)™)))

0<i1,--,in<m

= D> AP (P(ir),---,Plin) ® (kX)2HFin)
0<i1,--,in<m

C Z 7i1+"'+im(kX) - Z’yl(kX)v
0<in,+,in<m =0

and hence Y. ;v (V) C >0 7i(kX). Combining with (E5.G.1) and (E5.6.2), we have
dim(» " 7i(V)) < dim(} (kX)) <Y dim P@) (7Y

=0

i=0 i=0

< ZCZ 1p)+€ H‘T 1 ZC” )tetr—1

i=0
< C2no(77)+e+r

for some constants C and Co. Thus GKdim(A4) < o(P) + r when taking e arbitrary small.

When P has rational generating series, one can easily check that GKdimP = o(P) + 1. Thus
GKdim(A) < GKdim(P) — 1 4 r. O

Example 5.7. Consider the operad Com. It is easy to check that GKdim Com = 1, and consequently, any
commutative algebra generated in n-elements has GKdimension no greater than n. Notice that the free
algebra generated in n elements over Com is the polynomial algebra in n variables, and has GKdimension
n.

Recall that (GK < k)rad(P) is defined in Definition [[LT0}(2).
Proposition 5.8. Let P be a 2-unitary operad. Then (GK < k)rad(P) =*7.

Proof. Let T be an ideal of P and let P’ = P/Z. If GKdim P’ < k, then *Tp, = 0 by Theorem O.1](2).
By Lemma 7 *Tp C Z. By definition, *Tp C (GK < k)rad(P). For the other inclusion, note that,

GKdimP/*Tr <k
by Lemmas B2 and 71 Hence *7 D (GK < k)rad(P). O
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6. SIGNATURE OF A 2-UNITARY OPERAD

In this section we introduce the notion of the signature of an unitary operad. Then we prove Theorems
0.6 and Note that we do not usually assume that P is locally finite.

6.1. Definition of the signature.

Definition 6.1. Let P be a unitary operad. The signature of P is defined to be the sequence
S(P) :={di,da,d3, -~}
where
dy, = dimy *7 (k)
for all k> 1. We leave out dy = dimy °7'(0) because it is always 1.

We borrow the word “signature” from a paper of Brown-Gilmartin [BGl Definition 5.3(1)]. There are
some similarities between the signature of a connected Hopf algebra in the sense of [BG] and the signature
of a 2-unitary operad defined above.

The signature of Com is {0,0,0,---}. Let P be a 2-unitary operad of GKdimension k. By (E5.2.5),
we have the signature of P is of form
{fP(1)7 e 7f73(k - 1)50705 o }
where fp(k —1) #0, and

k-1
dimP(n) =Y fp(i)(}),
i=0

where (?) = 0 if n < ¢. Thus the signature of P is uniquely determined by the Hilbert series of P, and
vice versa.

6.2. Proofs of other main results. Theorem[(.6lclassifies all 2-unitary operads with signature (d, 0, - - -)
for any d > 0. We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 6.2. Let P be a 2-unitary operad or a 2-unitary plain operad. Suppose that 2T = 0. Then

(1) P is 2a-unitary.
(2) P is Com-augmented, namely, there is a morphism from Com — P.

Proof. Note that 27 = 0 means that, for each 6 € P(n), if 7*(9) = 0 for all i € [n], then 6 = 0.

(1) It is easily seen that 7*(13) = 1; = 7w?(1}) for i = 1,2,3. So 13 — 15 € Kern® and 13 — 14 €
27(3) = 0. The assertion follows.

(2) We claim that 1y % 7 = 1y where 7 = (12) € S3. The proof is similar to the proof of part (1) by
using the fact that 7Ti(]12 x7) =17 = Fi(]lg) for 1 = 1,2. It follows by induction on n that, for every n > 1,
1,*x0 =1, for all ¢ € S,,. Thus there is an operad morphism from Com to P by sending 1,, € Com to
1, €P. 0

Proof of Theorem[I4. If P is a 2-unitary operad of GKdim < 2, then, by Theorem [T}, 27" = 0. Hence
Lemma [6.2] can be applied. In particular, two categories in Theorem [0L6[2) and (3) are the same. We
now show that two categories in Theorem [0.6(1) and (2) are equivalent.

Suppose A is a finite dimensional augmented algebra. By Example 23|(1), one can construct an
operad, denoted by D 4. It is routine to check that every algebra morphism f : A — A’ induces a natural
morphism of operads Dy — Da,. Thus F : A — D4 is a functor from the category of finite dimensional
augmented algebras to the category of 2-unitary operads of GKdim < 2.
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Let D be a 2-unitary operad of GKdimension < 2. Observe that D(1) is an associative k-algebra
with identity 1;. The map 7?: D(1) — D(0) = k shows that D(1) is augmented. The restriction
G : D — D(1) defines a functor from the category of 2-unitary operads of GKdim < 2 to the category of
finite dimensional augmented algebras. It is clear that G e F' = Id. It remains to show that ' e G = Id.

If GKdimD = 1, then D = Com by Proposition In this case we have F' e G(D) = D. For the
rest of the proof we assume that GKdim D = 2. By Theorem 0.1, we have that fp(1) # 0 (or '7p # 0)
and fp(n) = 0 (or "Tp = 0) for all n > 2. Recall that fp(0) = dim°Yp(0) = dimD(0) = 1. Suppose
fp(1) =dim!Tp(1) =dimD(1) — 1 = d > 0. Then by Lemma[5.2] we know that the generating series of
Dis

Go(t) = fD(O)%_t + (g _tt)Q => (1 +ndt"

n=0

Since '7'(1) is the kernel of the k-linear map 7%: D(1) — D(0) (sending 6 — 0 o 1), we can choose a
k-basis 11,01, ,dq for D(1) with §; 0 1o =0 foralli =1,--- ,d.

The claim that F'e G = Id is equivalent to the claim that D is naturally isomorphic to the operad
introduced in Example [Z3[1). We separate the proof into several steps.

Step 1: Denote §(;);: = 1, 04;. We claim that {1,467}, | i € [n],j € [d]} is a basis for D(n). In fact,
since dim D(n) = 1+ nd, we only need show {1,,, O | i € [n],7 € [d]} are linearly independent. Assume

that there exist {\o, Ai; € k | i € [n],j € [d]} such that A\oL,, + Z Aij0(;; = 0. Then we have

0=n"N\ol, —l—Z)\Ué(l)J —)\0]11+Z)\k]

0, J

)

o i=k

0, itk

It follows that A\g = 0 and A;; = O for all 4, j. Therefore we proved our

: k(sn _
since 7 (5(i)j) = {
claim.

Step 2: For consistency, we set §p = 17, and 58.)0 = 1, for any n > 1 and any ¢ € [n]. For other
i €[n],0 <j <dn =1, we have o (y; = Lln©d; by definition. Next, we compute (), o 67}, for all

possible m, s, t,i,n, k, 1.

Case 1: ¢t > 1 and | = 0. We consider the special case m = 1. Suppose that &; o 1,, = A\j1, +
> Aij0(;- Then for any k € [n], we have

1<i<n
12554

615 :(6150]171)0(]103"' 3]10’]11’]10"" 3]10)

)\t]l + Z )\ 6(1 ]lO,"',JlO;Jlkla]l()a"')]lO)

1<i<n
1<5<d

=M1+ > A (Lo (Ly,-+, 11,85, 1h, -+, 11)) o (g, -+, Tg, Iy, g, -+, To)
i k

1<i<n
155<d

=\11+ > A
J

1, j=t.
It follows that A =0 and A\f, = ¢ J ,z'e Il Therefore,
J 0, otherwise.
(E6.2.1) Srolny= Y 6,

1<i<n
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In general,

(o)t 0 1, =1, ° 0t) 0 1,

(1,,01,) 04, 1> 8,
1 S
= 1m0(5t<13]1n), 1=,
S
(I,oly,) o & i<s
7 s+n—1
5?;;"_1, 1> s,
o f: 6m+n71 _
= Olsth—1)t L=,
m—+n—1
5(S+n71)t, 1< 8

Case 2: t=0and [ > 1.

o g Ok = Lo (L 900 = (L g B o 0= Tt 2 0= O

Case3:t>1,l>1andn=1.
For any 1 <i < <m,1<j 5 <d, we have
ﬂ-k(]lmo(]lla"' a]llaéja]lla"' a]lla(sj’;]lla"' ;]ll)):o

for any k € [m]. So 1,, o (11,---, 11,85, 11,---, 11,85, 11,---,11) = 0. It follows that

K2

(E6.2.2) 06 =0

for any 1 < s #i <m.

d
Step 3: Next we consider the multiplication of D(1). Suppose that §; 0 ;s = Qij, T+ > ij/ék, where
k=1

Q?j, (k=0,1,---,d) are the structure constants of the associative algebra D(1) associated to the basis

{14,601, -+ ,0q}. By (E6.2.1), we have §; o 1y = 1y 0 (d;,11) + Lz o (14,9;), and by (EG2.2), we have
Iy 0 (65,05) =0 for any 1 < j,5' < d. It follows that

(6j O(Sj/) ] ]12 = ]lg o ((SJ O(Sj/, ]ll) + ]12 o (]11,(5]‘ O(Sj/)

d
and hence Q;, = 0, which means that D(1) = k1, ® D(1) is an augmented algebra with D(1) = @ kd;.
j=1

Step 4: We now consider general 6&75 o 6&” for t,1 > 1.
By (E62.2), we have 6&75 ° (5&)1 =0 for any i # s. If s =14, we have

65yt ° Syt =(1,n o 0t) o (1, 00;) = 1y 0 (62 o (1, ° o))

% k s
=l ° ((d b 1,) % o)

n

=1 © ((Z 5Fu)t) 2 &) by ([EG2.T)

u=1
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d
_ v em4n—1
- : :Qtl(s(k—i-s—l)v'
v=1

The first 4 steps show that (E2.3.3) holds.
Step 5: Finally it follows from 2Yp = 0 that Oy, * 0 =00, 1(yy); for all o €S,

As above, we have shown that a 2-unitary operad D is isomorphic to an operad introduced in Example
23(1) with A = D(1) and that D is uniquely determined by an augmented algebra D(1). This implies
that F'e G = Id, as required. O

Proof of Theorem [0 Let P = Ass/T be a quotient operad of Ass of GKdimension n. Let ¥7p and *7
be the truncations of P and Ass, respectively. Since P is unitary, fp(0) = dim°7p(0) = dim P(0) = 1.

(1) This is Proposition [0.3l

(2) Since P is a quotient of Ass, fp(1) = dim!7p(1) = 0. By (E5E23), GKdim P is either 1 or at
least 3.

(3) GKdimP = 3. From Corollary and Lemma B8 it immediately follows that Z = 37 and
P = Ass/3T.

(4) GKdim P = 4. Then dim P(0) = dimP(1) = 1. By Lemma[B8 Z C 37. Hence dim P(2) = 2, and
consequently by (E524), dim fp(1) = 0 and dim fp(2) = 1. Hence we have

o0

Gp(t)=> (L4 (5) + fr(3) ()t

n=0
Observe that Z(3) must be a kSs-submodule of
3T(3) = k((lv 25 3) - (25 17 3) - (37 15 2) + (37 25 1)) + k((la 37 2) - (25 17 3) - (37 15 2) + (27 35 1))7
where the permutations is written by the convention introduced Appendix 8.1. Since 37(3) above is a

simple kS3-module, we have either Z(3) = 0 or Z(3) = 37(3).

If Z(3) = 37(3), then fp(3) = 0, which is impossible. The only possibility is Z(3) = 0. In this case,
dimP(3) = 6 and fp(3) = 2. So we have
dimP(n) =1+ (3) 4+ 2(3) = dim(Ass/*T)(n),
and consequently,
dimZ(n) = dim *7'(n).
On the other hand, we have *T C W. Therefore, we have Z(n) = 4T'(n) for all n > 4. Tt follows that
T =27 and P = Ass/*T.

(5) It is easy to see that dim Ass/*7(4) = 15 (for example, by the proof of part (4)). Hence dim 47 (4) =
4! — 15 = 9. Thus there is a nonzero kS;-submodule M C 47 (4). Since Ass(1) = k, both (E3.1.2) and

(E3.1.3) hold trivially for M. By Proposition B:2(1,2), 47M s an ideal of Ass. By the choice of M, we
have

5T C 4 M cir
which implies that
GKdim Ass/°T = 5 = GKdim Ass/*T"".

Since the Hilbert series of Ass/5T and Ass/ 4™ are different, these two operads are non-isomorphic. [

We make a remark.
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Remark 6.3. The proof of Theorem [0.6] works for non-locally finite operads when the use of the generat-
ing function is replaced by the basis theorem (1). Therefore, for non-locally finite 2-unitary operads,
there are natural equivalences between the following categories:

(1T) the category of k-algebras not necessarily having unit;
1I’) the category of unital augmented k-algebras;

)

’)
21) the category of 2-unitary operads with 27 = 0;
3I) the category of 2a-unitary operads with 27 = 0.

(
(
(
Every operad in one of the above categories is isomorphic to one given in Example 23|(1).

For the rest of this section we consider Com-augmented operads. Let Opcom denote the category of
Com-augmented operads. For every P in Opcom, there is a natural decomposition

P=ComaT
of S-module, where 7 := 7 = Ker(P — Com).

Definition 6.4. Let {P;}ics be a family of operads in Opcom. The Com-augmented sum of {P;}icr is
defined to be

(E6.4.1) PP :=coma P,

iel il
with relations, for all homogeneous element 6y, in Com U J,; Tp,,
(E6.4.2) bo o (61, - ,0n) =0
whenever at least two of 0, - - - , 0, are in different Tp,. If all 0;’s are in the same P;, then the composition

in @, ; Pi agrees with the composition in P;.

Lemma 6.5. Let {P;}icr be a family of operads in Opcom, -

1) P:=@,;c; Pi is an operad in Opcom.-

) ¥Tp =@, *Tp, for all k> 1.

) S(P) = >2icr S(Pi).

) For each subset I' C I, @, Tp, is an ideal of P. As a consequence, if there are infinitely many
i such that Tp, # 0, then P is neither artinian nor noetherian.

(

(2
(3
(4

Proof. (1) We need to show (OP1), (OP2), (OP3) in Definition [Tl Since all maps are linear or multilin-
ear, we only need to consider elements in Com, T'p,, for i € I. Using the relations in (E6.4.2]), it amounts
to verify (OP1), (OP2) and (OP3) for elements in Com U Tp, for one i. In this setting (OP1), (OP2),
(OP3) hold since P; is an operad. Therefore @, ; P; is an operad. It is clear from (EG.4T) that we can

i€l
define a morphism from Com — @,_; Pi. So the assertion follows.

iel
(2) Let P be @, Pi- It is clear from the definition that
1y, = @ 7p,.
iel
Inside this ideal, we have 7j, = @, mp, for restriction maps defined in (E2.34). The assertion follows
easily from this fact.

(3) This is an consequence of part (2).
(4) Tt is easy to show and the proof is omitted. O

To prove Theorem [0:8](1), we need to construct an operad with signature {0,---,0,d,,0,---} for a
positive number d,, in the wth position of this sequence.
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Example 6.6. Fix w > 1 and d > 1. In this example, we construct a Com-augmented operad of signature
{0,---,0,d,0,---}, where d is in wth position.

Let V be an S,-module of dimension d and let {d1,---,d4} be a k-linear basis of V. If w = 1, we
further assume that the multiplication §;6; = 0 for all 4,j. Let C; be defined as before Lemma
Define

k1,, n <uw,
Pn)=<kl, PV n=w,
k1, @PCr(V) n>w.
We recall the following notation. For n = w + s, where s > 0, and for every I C [n] such that |I| = s and
for j € [d], let
(6,1) :=120(0,15) * cs
for all 6 € V. As a vector space, P(n) has a basis {1,,} U{(d;,I) |i € [d],I C [n],|I| = s}.

Assuming first that P is an operad, we would like to derive some defining equations. By Corollary [£.4]
if I' C [n] such that [I'| = n — w, then

/ 5 =7
r((5,1)) = {07 L«é ;,
or, for J C [n] with |J| = w,
(6.6.1) 1 ((5,1)) = {g %j; m

Following Lemma [0 we set
6, 1) %o =(+17 D o71(I))
for all 6 € V and I. Together with the trivial S,, on k1,,, this defines S,,-module structure on P(n).

Next we consider partial compositions. Similar to Example (1), we set

(6,1)0 (8, 1') =0

S

because, for every |J| = w,
7 ((8,1) 0 (&, 1)) = 0.
Write I = {i1, -+ ,in—w} C [n]. Define
Ipol, = lm-l-n—la
1, 0(0,1)=(6,I),
where I' ={1,--- ,s— 1,1+ (s—1),n+s,--- ,n+m— 1}, and
5,1 I
(6’1)0]17”: (5m)7 SE i
s Zuzl((sv]u)v Sgl,
where
j:{ila"' 7if*17575+15"' 7S+m715if+1+m715"' 7in7w+m*1}
when s = iy for some f, and where

-

Iu:{ila"' 7if*1757"' ,S+’U4*1,"' 7S+m7171f+m7171f+1+m717 ;in7w+m*1}
when iy_1 < s <iy. Now it is routine to check that P is a 2-unitary operad with given signature.

Theorem 6.7. Let w > 2. FEvery Com-augmented operad of signature {0,---,0,dy,0,---} is of the
following form given in Example [6.0.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem [lLGl We omit the proof due to its length. O
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Proof of Theorem [ 8 (1) For each d,, for w > 1, pick a trivial S,,-module V,, of dimension d,,. By
Example[6.0] there is a Com-augmented (thus 2-unitary) operad P,, with signature {0,---,0,d,,,0,- - }.
By Lemma[65(3), @, Pw has the required signature.

(2) Take a sequence S(P) with exp(S(P)) = oo, then exp(P) = oo. One such example is P = Ass.

We know that exp(Com) = 1. Let P be an 2-unitary operad with S(P) = {b1, -+ ,by,---}. If b, =0
for all n > 0, then exp(S(P)) = 0 and by Lemma EI[1), exp(P) = exp({dimP(n)},>0) = 1 since
{dimP(n)},>0 is the inverse binomial transform of S(P), see (E5.2.4). Otherwise, exp(S(P)) = 1 and
by Lemma [5.1K1), exp(P) > 2.

It remains to show that for each r > 2, there is a 2-unitary operad (in fact, a Com-augmented operad)
P such that exp(P) = r. Let d, = |[(r — 1)| for each w > 1. By part (1), there is a Com-augmented
operad P such that S(P) = {d;,d2,- - ,duw, -+ }. Thus exp(S(P)) =r—1. By LemmalzI(1), exp(P) = r
as required. O

Proof of Theorem (3). The proof of this part is similar to the proof of Theorem [0.4)(2).

Let *T be the truncation ideals of P. By definition, ﬂkzl kY = 0. Since P is left or right artinian,

kT = 0 for some k. Let n be the largest integer such that "7 # 0. If n > 2, by Proposition BI (2),
("T)? C 2"~17 = 0. This contradicts the hypothesis that P is semiprime. Therefore 27 = 0.

Let A = P(1). By Proposition B2(1,2), if A is not left (respectively, right) artinian, then P is not left
(respectively, right) artinian. Since P is left or right artinian, so is A. Let N be an ideal of A such that

N? = 0. By Proposition B.2(1,2), 17" is an ideal of P. By Proposition B2(3),

N

er¥yzciry =1’ =2r—o.

Since P is semiprime, N = 0, consequently, N = 0. Thus A is semiprime. Since A is left artinian or
right artinian, A is semisimple.

By Remark [63] the operad P is given as in Example 2:3(1).

If, further, P(1) is finite dimensional, then by Theorem EEB|(1) P is locally finite. Since 27 = 0,
GKdimP < 2. If GKdim P = 1, then P = Com by Proposition [.5l Otherwise GKdim P = 2. The rest
of assertion follows. O

We conclude this section with an easy corollary.

Corollary 6.8. Let d := {d;}i>1 be any sequence of non-negative integers. Then there is a unitary
operad P such that Gp(t) =1+ (di + 1)t + > =, d;t".

Proof. By Theorem[0.8|(1), there is a 2-unitary operad Q such that S(Q) = d. Let P = k11~ T o(4).
By Proposition BI2(2), P is a unitary operad. By the definition of signature, we see that

Gp(t) =1+ (dl + 1)t + Zdltl

=2

7. TRUNCATIFIED OPERADS

The truncation of a unitary operad P defines a descending filtration on P which induces an associated
operad, called a truncatified operad, as we will define next.

Definition 7.1. A unitary operad P is called truncatified if the following hold.
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(1) For each n, P(n) has a decomposition of S,-submodules,
P(n) = @’P(n)l
i=0
(2) For all k and all n > k,
"T(n) = P Pn).
i=k

(3) Let € P(n)n, and v € P(m)s,,. Suppose 1 < i <mn.
(3a) If ng,mo > 1, then
pove P(TL +m — 1)n0+m0*1'
(3b) If mg =0 or ng = 0, then

pove P(n+m7 1)m0+n0'
K3

Remark 7.2. A truncatified operad in the above definition may be called a truncated operad since
it is induced by the truncation (see also Lemma [[3]). However, the notion of a truncated operad has
been defined in [GNPR] Definition 4.2.1] and been used in some other papers [We|. To avoid possible
confusions, we create a new word, “truncatified”, in Definition [[.Jl Note that every truncatified operad
is either Com-augmented or Uni-augmented.

It is easy to check that the operads in Examples[2.3] and [6.6] are truncatified. Truncatified operads can
be constructed from a non-truncatified operad.

Lemma 7.3. Let Q be a unitary operad and {*Tg}i>0 be the truncation of Q. For each n >0, let P(n)
denote the k-linear space @:2, T o(n)/ 1T o(n). Then P :={P(n)}n>o is a truncatified operad.

Proof. Let P(n); := To(n)/" ™ Tg(n) for all n,i. For the rest of the proof, i,j,k, m,n and s are
non-negative integers. Assume that 1 < s < m.

Let u € P(m); and v € P(n);. Then y is the image of some a € ‘T g(m) and v is the image of some b €
ITo(n). Define pov to be the image of aob in P(m+n—1) ;-1 := " To(m+n-1)/"To(m+n-1)

(orin P(m+mn —1);4; if either ¢ or j is zero). It is routine to check that P is a unitary operad using the
partial definition Definition

Next we show (1), (2) and (3) in Definition [Z11

(1) Since ‘T g(n) = 0 for all i > n, we have

P(n) =@ Toln)/ ' Taon) =P Ton)/ ' To(n) =P Pn).
i=0 =0 =0

Since each P(n); is clearly an S,-module, (1) holds.

(2) Denote T" , ={K C [n] | |K| = k}. (Note that T} is defined before Lemma FT0l)

n—

Let 6 be an element in “7g(n) such that 6 ¢ ™7 g(n). If k < i, by definition, we have 75 (6) = 0 for
all K € T . If k > i, we have 75 (0) € ‘To(k) for all K € T, and there exists some Ko € T/, such
that m5°(0) ¢ 1T o(k). In fact, since 6 ¢ 717 (n), there exists some I € T)7_; such that w5 (6) # 0.
Then for every Ky with I C K € T"_,, we have ﬂg“ ¢ Tro(k).

Return to consider the restricted operator mh: P(n) — P(|I]). Pick any nonzero element p in
To(n)/To(n) and write it as p = 0 + “F1Tg(n) # 0 for some 6 € ‘Tg(n). If i > k — 1, then,
for every I € T" (k—1)» We have

n—

Th(0 + 1T o(n) =0 € Pk —1).
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This implies that, for any i > k, P(n); = "To(n)/*To(n) C *Tp(n).

On the other hand, if i < k, then, for every nonzero element p := 0 + “"'Tg(n) € P(n);, there exists

Iy € T;[(kfl) such that

718 (1) = 712 (6 + 1T g (n) = 7 (6) + 1T ok — 1) £0.
in P(k —1). It follows that *T»(n) C @, P(n);.
(3) Note that (3a) and (3b) follow from the proof of Proposition BIJ(2). O

In the setting of Lemma [3] we say that P is the associated truncatified operad of Q, and denoted it
by trc@. The process from Q to trcQ is called truncatifying.

It follows from Lemma that a unitary operad P is truncatified if and only if P = tre(P). As a
consequence, trc(tre(P)) = tre(P) for all unitary operads P.

Next we show that Pois is the associated truncatified operad of Ass. For any unitary operad P, let
P>1 be the non-unitary version of P, namely,

0 n =20,
P21(n) = {P(m n> 1.

Note that Pois>; agrees with the non-unitary version of the Poisson operad, and Pois> is denoted by
Pois in [Frll Section 1.2.12] and [LV] Section 13.3.3]. On the other hand, the unitary version of the
Poisson operad (namely, our Pois) is denoted by Poisy in the book [Eri].

Lemma 7.4. Let Ass be the operad for the unital associative algebras and Pois be the operad for unital
commutative Poisson algebras. Then trcAss = Pois.

Proof. Denote by *T' the k-th truncation ideal of Ass. By Lemma 3.4, we have 7" = 27. By definition,
we have trcAss(2) = kly @ k®y, where 1y = 1+ '7'(2) and @, € trcAss(2) is the corresponding element
of (12— (21)) € 27°(2). Clearly, 1o (21) = 15 and ®9*(21) = — s, and they satisfy the following relations

(E741) 12 (1) 12 :ig IQ,
+

[¢]
2
(E742) (I)Q Cl) 12 :ig C2> (i)g

which are exactly the defining relations of Pois>1, see [ErIl Section 1.2.12]. Observe that trcAss is
generated by kls @ k®,. In fact, from Theorem EG(1), we know *7'(n)/*+17(n) admits a k-linear basis

Be(n) = {120 (0, 1n_p) *cr | 1 <i < 2,1 € T},

where {0}, ,0% } is a k-basis of *T7'(k). Furthermore, for every k > 3, we have *T'(k) C ?T(k). By
Lemma 37 27°(2) is generated by ®,. Note that 15 generates 1,, for all n > 2. By the proof of Lemma
B2 for every k > 3, *T(k) is generated by {1, },>2 and ®5. Therefore ¥T'(n)/*+17(n) can be generated
by 15 and ®, for any n > k > 2. It follows that (trcAss)>; can be generated by 15 and ®5. The above
argument shows that there is a canonical epimorphism P := 7 (E)/(R) — (trcAss)>1, where 7 (E)/(R)
be the quotient operad of the free operad .7 (E) on the kS-module E = (0,0,k1y @ k®,0,---) modulo
relations (ET.4.1)-(ET43). By [Erll Section 1.2.12], P = Pois>1. By the fact that

dim P(n) = dim Pois(n) = n! = dim Ass(n) = dim trcAss(n)

for all n > 1 [LV] Section 13.3.3], we have (trc.Ass)>1; = P, which is isomorphic to the Poisson operad
Pois>1. Therefore we obtain that (trcAss)>1 = Pois>1. It remains to verify that O-ary operations of
treAss and Pois agree. We can easily see that, in trcAss,

i2910211
K3
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and
Py015=0
for ¢ = 1,2. This is also how we define the unitary Poisson operad Pois. This finishes the proof. (]

Remark 7.5. We make some comments about the above lemma.

(1) The result in Lemma [[4] may be well-known, possibly in a different language. Similar ideas

appeared in [LI [Brl MaR].

(2) By Livernet-Loday [LI], Ass is a deformation of Pois, in the sense that there is a family of
operads, denoted by LL,, such that Pois = LLj and that Ass = LL, for any ¢ # 0. Further
study in this direction can be found in [Brl, MaR] and [LV] Section 13.3.4]. Lemma [74] gives an
explanation why Ass is a deformation of Pois. We refer to [MaR], Example 4 and Theorem 5]
for some interesting connections with deformation quantization.

(3) Related to combinatorics, the dimension of *T(k) of either Ass and Pois is the number of
derangements of a set of size k.

(4) It would be interesting to determine associated truncatified operads of other unitary operads.

8. APPENDIX

In this part, we mainly rewrite some conventions and facts on operads, see [LV] or [Fr1l [Fr2].

8.1. Symmetric groups, permutations and block permutations. We use S,, to denote the sym-
metric group, namely, the set of bijections, on the set [n]. Note that both Sy and S; are isomorphic to
the trivial group with one element.

Following convention in the book [[V], we identify S,, with the set of permutations of [n] by assigning
each o € S, the sequence (071(1),071(2),---,07%(n)). This assignment is convenient when we use
other convention such as (EL.T4). Equivalently, each permutation (i1,%2,- - ,%,) of [n] corresponds to
the o € S,, given by o (i) = k for all 1 < k < n.

Let n >0, k1, ko -+ , Kk, > 0 be integers. For simplicity we write m = ky + ko + -+ - + k,, m; = 0, and
m; = k1 + -+ ki1 for 2 <i <n. We may divide (1,2,--- ,m) into n-blocks (By, Ba, -+, By,), where
Bi=(m;+1,---,m;+k;) for 1 <i <n. Now each Sy, acts on the block B;, and each element in S,
acts on [m] naturally by permuting the blocks. More precisely, we have the following natural map

ks oo ko @ Sp X Sgy X -+ X Sg,, — Sy,
(0,01, ,0n) — (ng(l), e ,Ba—l(n))
for all o € S,, and 0; € S, for 1 <7 < n, where each
(E8.0.1) Bi=mi+ (0, (1), 07 (ki) = (my + 0,1 (A), - ymy 407 (ki)
is the sequence corresponding to o;.

The following lemma is easy.

Lemma 8.1. Retain the above notation.

(1) We have
(E8.1.1) Dnikyooe Jon (TO,TLOT, -+ T On)
:ﬁn;ka,l(l),m Ko —1(n) (7_7 To=1(1)s """ 77_0'*1(n))19n;k1,~~ Jkn (07 01, 7Un)

forall o,7 €8Sy, and 0;,7; € S, 1 <i < n.
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(2) In particular,

19"§k17"' Jkn (07 01, 7Un)
(E8.1.2) :an;kl,m e (0‘, 1, R 1)1971;]“7... 7kn(l, T1, " ,Un)
21971;1%,1(1),»»» 7ka*1(n) (15 0-0*1(1)5 T aaafl(n))qgn;khw Kk (Ua 1a Tty 1)

where 1 in different positions represents the identity map of [k;] or [n].

Proof. We first prove part (2). For any o € S,,, 0; € Sg,, 1 <14 < n, using notation in (ES0J]), we have
ﬁn;kl,--- Jn (O’, 1, ey l)ﬂn;k1,~~~,kn(1; 01, ,O’n)
= 1971%1,‘“ K (Ua Loy 1)(31, T aén)

= (Bafl(l)a o aBU*I(n))

- 7‘9”;]911"' ke (Ja 01, ;Un)v

and

= 19";’%—1(1)»“‘ Ko —1(n) (1’ Og=1(1)," " ,0‘071(”))(3071(1), T aBa*I(n))

= (Bo-1(1):"+  Bo-1(m))

= 197“1617”' Jkn (0’ 01y aan)'

For part (1), by part (2), we have

Dnsky oo ko (TOLTLO1, -+, TOp)

= 19";1617”'71671, (TU, 1. 1)1971;]61,‘“ ,kn(laTlo'l, s ,Tno’n)

- ﬂn;kafl(l)"” k=1 (T’ Loy 1)1971;1617"' ke (0’ Lo, 1)
an;kl,m ,kn(l,Tl, s ,Tn)ﬁn;k17...7kn(1, 01, ,O’n)

= ﬂ”;kafl(l)-,"' 7}%71(”’) (T, 1, e 1)1971;}%71(1)_’... 7}%71(”’) (17 To=1(1)," " 77—071(71))
ﬁn;kl,--- e (O’, 1,--- 1)19n;k1,~~~ _’kn(l, o1, 7gn)

= ﬂn;kgfl(l),“' 7}%71(") (T, Ta-—l(l), ce 57—0'*1(77,))7-97’7,;]61,--- Jen (O’, 01, " ,O’n)

for all 7,0 € S,, 7i,0; € Sk;, 1 <@ < n. O

For convenience, we introduce the following maps obtained from 9., ... &,:
ﬂklw'wkn 2 S, — Sm, g = ﬁn;kl,--- K (O’, 1, 1),

(E8.1.3) ko et Sk = S0 = Oy ek, (L, 1,0+ 103, 1,0+ 1),

Note that Sg, % --- xSk, can be viewed as a subgroup of S,,, via the embedding maps 19};1_’___ k- While
in general, ¥, ... r, is not an embedding of groups. It is the case if and only if all blocks have the same

size, that is, k1 = ko = -+ = kj,.

8.2. multilinear maps, compositions and symmetric group action. Let V' be a vector space and
n > 0 an integer. Denote by V& the tensor space V@V ®@--- @V with n factors. For any vy, ,v, € V,
we simply denote 11 ® va @ - -+ @ v, by [v1,v2, -+ ,v,]. Let B C V be a k-linear basis of V, then V&
has a k-linear basis

{[v1,v2,--- v, | v €B, 1<i<n}.
For consistency, we set V® = k, and denote by [ ] a fixed basis element of V®°. Under the map
(1, 0] @[] @ [Vig1,-++ ,vij] = [v1,-+ ,vitj], we may identify V& @ VOO @ V& with V&(+7),
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[

Let Endy (n) denote the k-vector space Homy (V®™, V) of multilinear operators on V. Clearly, Endy (0)
V under the mapping f — f([])-

It is standard that S,, acts on V€™ on the left by permuting the factors, more precisely

(E814) o- [1‘1, L2, 7:Cn] = [1‘0*1(1)5 Lo-1(2), " 7560*1(71)]

for all o € Sy, and 21,29+ ,x, € V [LV] p. xxiv and p.164]. This convention could be different from
the one used by some researchers. This action induces a right action of S,, on Endy (n) by

(f x0)(X) = foX)
for all 0 € S,,, f € Endy(n) and X € V®". Here * denotes the (right) S,-action.

Consider the composition map
(E8.1.5) o: Endy(n) ® Endy (k1) ® -+ @ Endy (k) — Endy (k1 + -+ + ky),
(fofrsfu) = folfiy fo) = fo(fi® @ fo),
where
(E8.1.6) fo(fi® @ f)([T11, s @1kys Tty s Tnkn))
= f(fillzrg, o)) @ @ fullena, - 2nk,]))s

for all f € Endy(n), fi € Endy(k;) and z;; € V. Here o denotes an ordinary composition of two
functions and o denotes the composition map of an operad. The composition map o is compatible with
the symmetric group actions. The following is clear.

Lemma 8.2. Keep the above notation. Then

(E8.2.1) (fxo)o(fisTi, -, fnxTn)
:(fo (fa*l(l)a" . afafl(n))) *an;k17"'7kn,(0’7-1’.. : ’Tn)
forallo €S, and 7; €Si,, 1 <i < n.

Proof. We write m1 =0, m; =k1+---+k;j_1for2<i<n,and m=Fk; + -+ k,. Then

(f*O')O(fl KT, 7fn *Tn)['rlv" : 7':671]

= (o)) sz Ut 7o) (st Zm i)

= f([(fa*l(l) * Tafl(l))([$m071(1)+1, T a$m071(1)+k571(1)])’ T
(fo*l(n) * Tafl(n))([‘rmafl(n)-i-l’ T ’xma—l(n)+ka—l(n)])])

= f([fa*l(l)([zmg,l(1)+T;j1(1)(1)7 T azmg,l(l)qur;jl(l)(ka,l(l))])a R
fail(n)([:Emafl(n)-"_‘r;—ll(n)(l), e ,xmd,l(n)+r;jl(n)(ka,1(n))])])

= ((f o (fa*l(l)a e afa*l(n))) * ﬂn;kh“',kn(o—v Ti, aTn))([zlv T azM])

This completes the proof. ]

Moreover, denote by 1 € Endy (1) the identity map on V. Clearly, the composition o satisfies the
following coherence axioms:

(1) (Identity)
fo(]la]la"' a]l):f:]lofa
(2) (Associativity)
fo(fl O(fl,la"' 7f1,k1)5"' 7fno(fn,17"' 7fn,kn))
:(fo(flv"' 5fn))o(f1,17"' afl,klv"' ;fn,l;"' 7fn,kn)-
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8.3. Associative algebras and the operad Ass. Recall that an associative algebra (over k) is a
k-vector space A equipped with a binary operation,

u: A A— A, w(a,b) = ab

satisfying the associative law po (u®id4) = po(ida ®u). If moreover, there exists a linear map u: k — A
such that po (v ®ids) =ida = po (ida ®u), then A is said to be unital.

The famous operad Ass encodes the category of unital associative algebras, namely, unital associative
algebras are exactly Ass-algebras. Recall that, for each n > 0, Ass(n) =kS,, as a right S,-module, and
the composition o is given by

oo (0’1," . aan) = ﬁn;khm,kn(aa 01, ,O'n)

foralln >0, ki, -+ ,k, > 0,and 0 € S,, and 0; € S, for 1 <1i < n. It is direct to verify that Ass is an
operad with the identity 1; := 1g, € Ass(1) [LV] Section 9.1.3]. From now on, we denote 1g, by 1, (or
1,) for short for all n > 0.

Let (A,7) be an Ass-algebra. Clearly u := v(12) gives a binary operator on A, which is associative
since

(E822) 132 e} (12, 11) = 13 = 12 e} (11, 12)
Moreover, 1j gives a linear map u := v(1p): k — A, and the fact that
(E8.2.3) lyo(lp,11) = 11 = g0 (11, 10)

means that u is the unit map of A. Thus (A, u,u) is a unital algebra. Conversely, for every unital
associative algebra (A, u, u), we may define v: Ass — Endy4 as follows. By definition, v(1g) = u, and for
each n > 0 and each o € S, (o) is given by

’Y(U): AP A a1 ® - Qay — Gg=1(1)Gg=1(2) " " * Qg—1(n)

for all ay,--- ,a, € A, where the right hand side in the above formula means the multiplication in A. Tt
is direct to check that 7 is a morphism of operads (these are standard facts in the book [LV]).
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