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Abstract. This paper studies the relationship of Rota-Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf
algebras with Hopf braces and the Yang-Baxter equation, with emphasis on the embedding of co-
commutative Hopf braces into Rota-Baxter Hopf algebras. Through Hopf braces, we establish a
connection between relative Rota-Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras and bijective
1-cocycles. Finally, we introduce the notion of symmetric Hopf braces, and establish the relation-
ship between symmetric Hopf braces and Rota-Baxter Hopf algebras.
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1. Introduction

Several algebraic structures related to the quantum and classicla Yang-Baxter equations have
appeared in recent years.

In 2006, Rump introduced the notion of braces [26, 27] as a generalization of Jacobson radical
rings, to study involutive set-theoretical solutions to the Yang-Baxter equation. It also has con-
nections with regular subgroups and left orderable groups [3], flat manifolds [28], Hopf-Galois
extensions [2]. In 2014, this notion was reformulated by Cedó, Jespers and Okniński in [10]. In
2017, Guarnieri and Vendramin [16] defined skew left braces which give non-involutive solutions
to the Yang-Baxter equation [8, 31]. Here a set G with two binary operations · and ◦ is called a
skew left brace if (G, ·) and (G, ◦) are groups and the following identity holds.

a ◦ (bc) = (a ◦ b)a−1(a ◦ c), a, b, c ∈ G,

where a−1 denotes the inverse of a in (G, ·).
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In 2017, Angiono, Galindo and Vendramin [1] introduced Hopf braces and Hopf cobraces. In
[32], Hopf cobrace is further studied. A Hopf brace is a new algebraic structure related to the
Yang-Baxter equation and generalizes Rump’s braces.

On the other hand, Rota-Baxter operators on Lie algebras are the operator forms of the classical
Yang-Baxter equation, known as the O-operators [9, 21, 29]; while Rota-Baxter operators on
associative algebras are essential in the renormalization of quantum field theory, made apparent
in the framework of Connes and Kreimer [13].

With motivation from Factorization Theorem of Semenov-Tian-Shansky for a Lie group that is
fundamental in applications to integrable systems [14, 24, 25], the notion of Rota-Baxter groups
were recently introduced by Guo, Lang and Sheng in [17]. A Rota-Baxter group is a group G
endowed with a map B : G → G satisfying the identity

B(g)B(h) = B
(
gB(g)hB(g)−1), g, h ∈ G.

Subsequently, the study of Rota-Baxter groups has been carried out further in a series of articles
[5, 6, 11, 12, 19]. Especially, Bardakov and Gubarev [5] proved that every Rota-Baxter group
(G, ·, B) gives rise to a skew left brace (G, ·, ◦B), where x ◦B y := xB(x)yB(x)−1 for all x, y ∈ G.
Moreover, they demonstrated that every skew left brace can be embedded into a Rota-Baxter
group.

In 2021, Goncharov introduced the notion of a Rota-Baxter operator on a cocommutative Hopf
algebra in [15]. A coalgebra map B : H → H is called a Rota-Baxter operator on a cocommu-
tative Hopf algebra H if

(1) B(x)B(y) = B
(
x(1)B
(
x(2))yS (B(x(3))

))
, x, y ∈ H.

It generalizes the Rota-Baxter operators of weight 1 on groups and Lie algebras, in the sense
that Rota-Baxter operator of weight 1 on a Lie algebra (resp. on a group) could be uniquely ex-
tended to a Rota-Baxter operator on the universal enveloping algebra (resp. on the group algebra).
In [22], Li, Sheng and Tang generalized this notion to relative Rota-Baxter operators on Hopf al-
gebra and introduced the notion of post-Hopf algebras which generalizes post-Lie algebras and
post-groups [4]. Various interconnections among relative Rota-Baxter Hopf algebras, post-Hopf
algebras and Hopf braces have been discovered.

The purpose of present work is to further investigate such connections. The goal is to obtain
finer results by specializing to Rota-Baxter operators from relative Rota-Baxter operators. Espe-
cially, we address the following embedding question: since a skew brace can be embedded into a
Rota-Baxter group [5] as noted above, whether a Hopf brace can be embedded into a Rota-Baxter
Hopf algebra?

Overall, the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give compatibilities of some
derived structures from Rota-Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras, and construct
Rota-Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras via factorizations.

In Section 3, we first give a direct connection from Rota-Baxter operators on cocommutative
Hopf algebras to cocommutative Hopf braces (Theorem 3.2). Conversely, we show that every
cocommutative Hopf brace can be embedded into the induced Hopf brace of a Rota-Baxter Hopf
algebra (Theorem 3.7). There is a similar embedding of a cocommutative post-Hopf algebra into
a Rota-Baxter Hopf algebra (Corollary 3.11). In addition, we provide new ways to obtain solu-
tions of the Yang-Baxter equation from Rota-Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras
(Proposition 3.13). We finally construct a Hopf brace by a relative Rota-Baxter operator of Hopf
algebra and give the connection between relative Rota-Baxter operators on Hopf algebras and
bijective 1-cocycles (Proposition 3.19).
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In Section 4, we introduce the notion of a symmetric Hopf brace and characterize it by identities
and Hop-module Hopf braces. Here Hop denotes the opposite Hopf algebra of a Hopf algebra H.
Examples of symmetric Hopf braces are provided by Hopf algebras that allows factorizations,
and their relationship with Rota-Baxter Hopf algebras is given.

We summarize the relations among the various structures in the following diagram.

Hopf brace (H, ·, ◦) Rota-Baxter Hopf algebra

bijective 1-cocyclerelative Rota-Baxter operator

symmetric Hopf braceHop-module Hopf brace -Prop. 4.5

�
Thm. 3.2

?

6

Prop. 3.16

?

6

Coro. 3.20Remark 3.21

-
Thm. 3.7

-�
Prop. 3.18 and 3.19

6
Defn. 4.3 solutions of YBE

PPPPPPi
6
Prop. 4.9Prop. 3.13

Notations. Throughout the paper, let k be a fixed field. Unless otherwise specified, linearity,
modules and tensor products are all taken over k. For brevity, we write a comultiplication ∆(c) as
c(1) ⊗ c(2) without the summation sign. All Hopf algebras in this paper are cocommutative.

2. Rota-Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf algebra and their constructions

In this section, we give some results of Rota-Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras
and use factorizations of Hopf algebras to construct Rota-Baxter operators on Hopf algebras.

2.1. Compatibility of derived Rota-Baxter Hopf algebras.
We first recall two fundamental processes with which a Rota-Baxter operator on a cocommu-

tative Hopf algebra can derive another Rota-Baxter operator.

Lemma 2.1. [15] Let B be a Rota-Baxter operator on a cocommutative Hopf algebra H.
(a) If φ : H → H is a bialgebra automorphism, then B(φ) := φ ◦ B ◦ φ−1 is also a Rota-Baxter

operator of H.
(b) Define B̃ : H → H by

(2) B̃(x) := S (x(1))B(S (x(2))).

Then B̃ is also a Rota-Baxter operator on H.

Note that every bialgebra homomorphism from a Hopf algebra to another Hopf algebra is ac-
tually a Hopf algebra homomorphism. Thus, every bialgebra automorphism from a Hopf algebra
to another Hopf algebra is already a Hopf algebra automorphism.

We now show the commutativity of the above two processes of deriving Rota-Baxter operators
from a given one.

Lemma 2.2. Let H be a cocommutative Hopf algebra, φ a bialgebra automorphism of H, and B
a Rota-Baxter operator on H. Then (B̃)(φ) = B̃(φ).

Proof. For all g ∈ H, we have

(B̃)(φ)(g) = φ(B̃(φ−1(g)))
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= φ(S (φ−1(g)(1))B(S (φ−1(g)(2))))
= φ(S (φ−1(g(1)))BSφ−1(g(2)))
= S (g(1))φBSφ−1(g(2))

= B̃(φ)(g). □

A new Rota-Baxter Hopf algebra can be induced from a Rota-Baxter cocommutative Hopf
algebra via the following procedure which, when repeated, induces a sequence of Rota-Baxter
Hopf algebras.

Let (H, B) and (H′, B′) be Rota-Baxter Hopf algebras. A homomorphism g : (H, B)→ (H′, B′)
is a Hopf algebra homomorphism such that g ◦ B = B′ ◦ g. It is obvious that Rota-Baxter Hopf
algebras and homomorphisms among them form a category, which is denoted by rbHA.

Lemma 2.3. [15] Let (H, B) be a Rota-Baxter cocommutative Hopf algebra.
(a) Define

(3) g ◦B h := g(1)B(g(2))hS (B(g(3))), T (g) := S (B(g(1)))S (g(2))B(g(3)), g, h ∈ H.

Then HB := (H, ◦B,∆,T ) is a cocommutative Hopf algebra, called the descendent Hopf
algebra of H.

(b) Let (H, B) be a Rota-Baxter cocommutative Hopf algebra. Then, for T defined in Eq. (3),
we have

(4) B(x(1))B(T (x(2))) = ε(x)1, x ∈ H.

(c) The operator B is also a Rota-Baxter operator on the cocommutative Hopf algebra HB.
(d) The map B : HB → H is a homomorphism of Rota-Baxter Hopf algebras.

We next show that the derived Rota-Baxter operators from B in Lemma 2.2 have isomorphic
descendent Hopf algebras. We next show that the descendent Hopf algebras induced by B, B̃ and
B(φ) are isomorphic.

Lemma 2.4. Let (H, B) be a Rota-Baxter cocommutative Hopf algebra and φ : H → H be a
bialgebra automorphism. Then, HB � HB̃ � HB(φ) as Hopf algebras.

Proof. Lemma 2.1 shows that B̃ and B(φ) are Rota-Baxter operators on H. So, by Lemma 2.3, HB̃
and HB(φ) are Hopf algebras.

Note that the antipode S : H → H is bijective since S 2 = id. Moreover, for all g, h ∈ H,

S (g ◦B h) = S (g(1)B(g(2))hS (B(g(3))))
= B(g(1))S (h)S (B(g(2)))S (g(3))
= S (g(1))g(2)B(g(3))S (h)S (g(4)B(g(5)))

= S (g(1))B̃(S (g(2)))S (h)S (B̃(S (g(3)))) (by the definition of B̃ and S 2 = id)
= S (g) ◦B̃ S (h).

So S : HB → HB̃ is an algebra homomorphism.
Since H is cocommutative, S is a coalgebra map. Then S : HB → HB̃ is also a bialgebra map.

Hence S is an isomorphism from the Hopf algebra HB to the Hopf algebra HB̃.
Similarly,

φ(g) ◦Bφ φ(h) = φ(g(1))Bφ(φ(g(2)))φ(h)S (Bφ(φ(g(3))))
= φ(g(1))φ(B(g(2)))φ(h)S (φ(B(g(3))))
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= φ(g(1)B(g(2))hS (B(g(3))))
= φ(g ◦B h).

Hence φ is an isomorphism from the Hopf algebra HB to the Hopf algebra HB(φ) . □

2.2. Rota-Baxter operators from factorizations of cocommutative Hopf algebras.
A common construction of Rota-Baxter operators on associative algebras and Lie algebras

is by linear factorizations of these algebras. Such constructions extend to the level of Rota-
Baxter operators on groups [17]. We now construct Rota-Baxter operators on cocommutative
Hopf algebras via factorizations of Hopf algebras.

Theorem 2.5. Let G be a cocommutative Hopf algebra with a factorization G = HLM into Hopf
subalgebras H, L and M, such that HLM is isomorphic to H ⊗ L ⊗ M as vector space. Let C be
a Rota-Baxter operator on L, and ℓh = hℓ, mC(ℓ) = C(ℓ)m, for all h ∈ H, ℓ ∈ L,m ∈ M. Define a
linear operator B on G by

(5) B(hℓm) := ε(h)C(ℓ)S (m), h ∈ H, ℓ ∈ L,m ∈ M.

(a) B is a Rota-Baxter operator on G.
(b) Let ◦B be the product defined in Eq. (3) and LC = (L, ◦C) be the descendent Hopf algebra

of the Rota-Baxter Hopf algebra (L,C). Then GB � H ⊗ LC ⊗ Mop as Hopf algebras.

Proof. (a) We first check that B satisfies the Rota-Baxter equation (1). For all h, h′ ∈ H, ℓ, ℓ′ ∈
L,m,m′ ∈ M, since

mS (C(ℓ)) = m(1)S (C(ℓ(1)))S (m(2))C(ℓ(2))S (C(ℓ(3)))m(3)

= m(1)S (C(ℓ(1)))C(ℓ(2))S (m(2))S (C(ℓ(3)))m(3)

= S (C(ℓ))m,

we have

B((hℓm)(1)B((hℓm)(2))h′ℓ′m′S (B((hℓm)(3))))
= B(h(1)ℓ(1)m(1)B(h(2)ℓ(2)m(2))h′ℓ′m′S (B(h(3)ℓ(3)m(3))))
= B(hℓ(1)m(1)C(ℓ(2))S (m(2))h′ℓ′m′S (C(ℓ(3))S (m(3))))
= B(hℓ(1)C(ℓ(2))m1S (m(2))h′ℓ′m′S (C(ℓ(3))S (m(3))))
= B(hℓ(1)C(ℓ(2))h′ℓ′m′S (C(ℓ(3))S (m)))
= B(hℓ(1)C(ℓ(2))h′ℓ′m′S (C(ℓ(3))S (m)))
= B(hh′ℓ(1)C(ℓ(2))ℓ′m′mS (C(ℓ(3))))
= B(hh′ℓ(1)C(ℓ(2))ℓ′S (C(ℓ(3)))m′m)
= ε(hh′)C(ℓ(1)C(ℓ(2))ℓ′S (C(ℓ(3))))S (m)S (m′)
= ε(hh′)C(ℓ)C(ℓ′)S (m)S (m′)
= ε(hh′)C(ℓ)S (m)C(ℓ′)S (m′)
= B(hℓm)B(h′ℓ′m′).

This proves Eq.(1). Furthermore, since C and S are coalgebra homomorphisms, it follows that B
is also a coalgebra homomorphism. Hence, B : G → G is a Rota-Baxter operator on H.
(b) Indeed, for all h, h′ ∈ H, ℓ, ℓ′ ∈ L,m,m′ ∈ M, we have

(hℓm) ◦B (h′ℓ′m′) = hh′ℓ(1)C(ℓ(2))ℓ′S (C(ℓ(3)))m′m = hh′(ℓ ◦C ℓ
′)m′m. □
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Proposition 2.6. Let H and K be cocommutative Hopf algebras. Assume that H is a left K-module
bialgebra with the module action ▷, and G = H#K with the smash product

(h#k)(h′#k′) := h(k(1) ▷ h′)#k(2)k′, h, h′ ∈ H, k, k′ ∈ K.

Let C be a Rota-Baxter operator on K and let KC be the descendent Hopf algebra.
(a) The map

B : G → G, B(h#k) = ε(h)C(k),
is a Rota-Baxter operator.

(b) We have GB � H#KC.

Proof. (a) In fact, for any h, h′ ∈ H, k, k′ ∈ K, we have

B((h#k)(1)B(h#k)(2)(h′#k′)S (B(h#k)(3))) = B((h(1)#k(1))B(h(2)#k(2))(h′#k′)S (B(h(3)#k(3))))
= B((h#k(1)C(k(2)))(h′#k′)S (C(k(3))))
= B(h((k(1)C(k(3))) ▷ h′)#k(2)C(k(4))k′S (C(k(5))))
= ε(hh′)C(k(1)C(k(2))k′S (C(k(3))))
= ε(hh′)C(k)C(k′)
= B(h#k)B(h′#k′).

Thus B(hk)B(h′k′) = B((hk)(1)B(hk)(2)h′k′S (B(hk)(3))), that is, B is a Rota-Baxter operator on G.

(b) We first show that H is a left KC-module bialgebra with the module action

� : k � h := (k(1)C(k(2))) ▷ h, k ∈ K, h ∈ H.

In fact, since C is a Rota-Baxter operator on K, we have

(k ◦C ℓ) � h = ((k ◦C ℓ)(1)C((k ◦C ℓ)(2))) ▷ h
= (k(1)C(k(2))ℓ(1)S K(C(k(3)))C(k(4))C(ℓ(2))) ▷ h
= (k(1)C(k(2))ℓ(1)C(ℓ(2))) ▷ h
= (k(1)C(k(2))) ▷ ((ℓ(1)C(ℓ(2))) ▷ h)
= k � (ℓ � h),

for all k, ℓ ∈ K and h ∈ H. Similarly, we can verify the other conditions.
We next prove GB � H#KC. This is because for all h, h′ ∈ H, k, k′ ∈ K, we have

(h#k) ◦B (h′#k′) = (h(1)#k(1))B(h(2)#k(2))(h′#k′)S (B((h(3)#k(3))))
= (h#k(1)C(k(2)))(h′#k′S (C(k(3))))
= h(k(1)C(k(2)) ▷ h′)#k(3)C(k(4))k′S (C(k(5)))
= h((k(1)C(k(2))) ▷ h′))#(k(3) ◦C k′)
= h(k(1) � h′)#k(2) ◦C k′. □

3. Rota-Baxter operators, Hopf braces, Yang-Baxter equation and 1-cocycles

In this section, we study the relationship of Rota-Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf al-
gebras with Hopf braces and solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation. We also discuss the relation-
ship between the more general relative Rota-Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras
and Hopf braces. In addition, we establish the connection between relative Rota-Baxter operators
on cocommutative Hopf algebras and bijective 1-cocycles.



ROTA-BAXTER OPERATORS ON COCOMMUTATIVE HOPF ALGEBRAS AND HOPF BRACES 7

3.1. Rota-Baxter operators, Hopf braces and Yang-Baxter equation.
Here we show that a Rota-Baxter operator on cocommutative Hopf algebra gives rise to a

cocommutative Hopf brace. Conversely, every cocommutative Hopf brace is naturally embedded
into to a Rota-Baxter cocommutative Hopf algebra. Further Rota-Baxter operators give solutions
of the Yang-Baxter equation.

We first obtain a Hopf brace via a Rota-Baxter operator on a cocommutative Hopf algebra.

Definition 3.1. [1] A Hopf brace structure over a coalgebra (H,∆, ε) consists of the following
data:

(a) a Hopf algebra structure (H, ·, 1,∆, ε, S ) (H for short),
(b) a Hopf algebra structure (H, ◦, 1◦,∆, ε,T ) (H◦ for short),
(c) the compatibility condition

(6) a ◦ (bc) = (a(1) ◦ b)S (a(2))(a(3) ◦ c), a, b, c ∈ H.

A homomorphism f : (M, ·M, ◦M) → (N, ·N , ◦N) of Hopf braces is a linear map such that
f : M → N and f : M◦ → N◦ are Hopf algebra homomorphisms (see [1]). Let HB denote the
category of Hopf braces, and let cocHB denote its subcategory of cocommutative Hopf braces.

Theorem 3.2. Let (H, ·, B) be a Rota-Baxter cocommutative Hopf algebra, and φ : H → H a
bialgebra automorphism. Then the following conclusions hold.

(a) (H, ·, ◦B) and (H, ·op, ◦B) are cocommutative Hopf braces.
(b) (H, ·op, ◦B) � (H, ·, ◦B̃) and (H, ·, ◦B) � (H, ·, ◦B(φ)) as Hopf braces.
(c) A Rota-Baxter Hopf algebra homomorphism f : (H, ·, B) → (H′, ·′, B′) induces a homo-

morphism f : (H, ·, ◦B)→ (H′, ·′, ◦B′) of Hopf braces, yielding a functor

rbHA→ cocHB, F(H, B) := (H, ·, ◦B), F( f ) := f ,

from the category of Rota-Baxter Hopf algebras to the category of cocommutative Hopf
braces.

Proof. (a) By Lemma 2.4, (H, ·, ◦B) is a Hopf algebra. For g, h, ℓ ∈ G, we have

(g(1) ◦B h)S (g(2))(g(3) ◦B ℓ) = g(1)(1)B(g(1)(2))hS (B(g(1)(3)))S (g(2))g(3)(1)B(g(3)(2))ℓS (B(g(3)(3)))
= g(1)B(g(2))hℓS (B(g(3)))
= g ◦B (hℓ).

Hence (H, ·, ◦B) is a cocommutative Hopf brace.
The assumption that the Hopf algebra (H, ·,∆, S ) is cocommutative implies that (H, ·op,∆, S ) is

also a cocommutative Hopf algebra. Furthermore, for g, h, l ∈ G, we have

(g(1) ◦B h) ·op S (g(2)) ·op (g(3) ◦B ℓ) = g(3)(1)B(g(3)(2))ℓS (B(g(3)(3)))S (g(2))g(1)(1)B(g(1)(2))hS (B(g(1)(3)))
= g(1)B(g(2))ℓhS (B(g(3)))
= g ◦B (h ·op ℓ).

Hence (H, ·op, ◦B) is a cocommutative Hopf brace.
(b) Since S (h ·op g) = S (gh) = S (h)S (g), we find that S : (H, ·op) → (H, ·) is an algebra map. By
(a) and Lemma 2.4, we get (G, ·op, ◦B) � (G, ·, ◦B̃) as Hopf braces.

By (a), we conclude that (H, ·, ◦B(φ)) is a Hopf brace. Further by Lemma 2.4, it is easy to see
that (H, ·, ◦B) � (H, ·, ◦B(φ)) as Hopf braces.
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(c) By (a), (H, ·, ◦B) and (H′, ·, ◦B′) are Hopf braces. We next prove that f is a homomorphism of
Hopf braces from (H, ·, ◦B) to (H′, ·, ◦B′).

As a matter of fact, because f : (H, B) → (H′, B′) is a homomorphism of Rota-Baxter Hopf
algebra, we have a Hopf algebra homomorphism f : H → H′ such that f ◦ B = B′ ◦ f . Moreover,
for any h, g ∈ H, we obtain

f (h ◦B g) = f (h(1)B(h(2))gS H(B(h(3))))
= f (h(1)) f (B(h(2))) f (g) f (S H(B(h(3))))
= f (h(1))B′( f (h(2))) f (g)S H′(B′( f (h(3))))
= f (h)(1)B′( f (h)(2)) f (g)S H′(B′( f (h)(3)))
= f (h) ◦B′ f (g).

Hence F is a functor. □

Corollary 3.3. Let (H, B) be a Rota-Baxter cocommutative Hopf algebra. If ImB ⊂ Z(H) (the
center of H), then the Hopf brace (H, ·, ◦B) is the trivial one.

Proof. Indeed, for all g, h ∈ H, g ◦B h = g(1)B(g(2))hS (B(g(3))) = gh. □

We recall some properties of Hopf braces for later use.

Lemma 3.4. [1] Let (H, ·, ◦) be a cocommutative Hopf brace. Let H◦ denote the Hopf algebra
(H, ◦, 1◦,∆, ε,T ).

(a) H is a left H◦-module bialgebra with

(7) a ⇀ b = S (a(1))(a(2) ◦ b), a, b ∈ H.

(b) For all a, b ∈ H,

(8) a ◦ b = a(1)(a(2) ⇀ b),

(9) ab = a(1) ◦ (T (a(2)) ⇀ b).

We next use cocommutative Hopf braces to construct Rota-Baxter Hopf algebras. Let (H, ·, ◦)
be a cocommutative Hopf brace. Consider the tensor coalgebra H ⊗ H with multiplication and
antipode given by

(x ⊗ y) ∗ (z ⊗ t) = x(1) ◦ z ⊗ y(x(2) ⇀ t),
S ′(x ⊗ y) = T (x(1)) ⊗ T (x(2)) ◦ (x(3)S (y)),

where S and T are antipodes of the Hopf algebras (H, ·) and (H, ◦) respectively, and ⇀ is defined
by Eq. (7).

Consider the sub-Hopf algebras

G = {(h(1) ⊗ h(2)) | h ∈ H} and L = {(h ⊗ 1) | h ∈ H}

of H ⊗ H, noticing that if (H, ·, ◦) is a Hopf brace, then 1 = 1◦ (see[1]).

Theorem 3.5. (a) With the notions given above, there is the factorization of Hopf algebras
H ⊗ H = G ∗ L.

(b) The splitting operator

(10) B : H ⊗ H → H ⊗ H, B(g ∗ ℓ) := ε(g)S ′(ℓ), g ∈ G, ℓ ∈ L,

is a Rota-Baxter operator and takes the form

(11) B(x ⊗ y) = T (x) ◦ y ⊗ 1, x, y ∈ H.
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(c) For a homomorphism of cocommutative Hopf braces f : (H, ·, ◦) → (H′, ·, ◦), the map
f ⊗ f : H ⊗ H → H ⊗ H is a homomorphism of Rota-Baxter Hopf algebras, yielding a
functor

J : cocHB→ rbHA, J((H, ·, ◦)) = (H ⊗ H, ∗, B), J( f ) = f ⊗ f .

Proof. (a) The factorization follows since x ⊗ y = (y(1) ⊗ y(2)) ∗ (T (y(3)) ◦ x ⊗ 1) for x, y ∈ H.

(b) By [15, Prop. 2], B is a Rota-Baxter operator on H ⊗ H. We verify Eq. (11) as follows.

B(x ⊗ y) = B((y(1) ⊗ y(2)) ∗ (T (y(3)) ◦ x ⊗ 1))
= ε(y(1) ⊗ y(2))S ′(T (y(3)) ◦ x ⊗ 1)
= S ′(T (y) ◦ x ⊗ 1)
= T ((T (y) ◦ x)(1)) ⊗ T ((T (y) ◦ x)(2)) ◦ ((T (y) ◦ x)(3)S (1))
= T (T (y)(1) ◦ x(1)) ⊗ T (T (y)(2) ◦ x(2)) ◦ (T (y)(3) ◦ x(3))
= T (x(1)) ◦ y(1) ⊗ T (x(2)) ◦ y(2) ◦ T (y(3)) ◦ x(3) (T 2 = id)
= T (x) ◦ y ⊗ 1.

(c) We first prove that, for the homomorphism f of Hopf braces, the map f⊗ f is a homomorphism
of Rota-Baxter Hopf algebras from (H ⊗ H, B) to (H′ ⊗ H′, B′).

First, f ⊗ f is an algebra homomorphism: for any x, y, z, t ∈ H,

( f ⊗ f )((x ⊗ y) ∗ (z ⊗ t)) = ( f ⊗ f )(x(1) ◦ z ⊗ y(x(2) ⇀ t))
= f (x(1) ◦ z) ⊗ f (y(x(2) ⇀ t))
= f (x(1)) ◦ f (z) ⊗ f (y) f (x(2) ⇀ t)
= f (x(1)) ◦ f (z) ⊗ f (y)( f (x(2)) ⇀ f (t))
= f (x)(1) ◦ f (z) ⊗ f (y)( f (x)(2) ⇀ f (t))
= ( f (x) ⊗ f (y)) ∗ ( f (z) ⊗ f (t))
= ( f ⊗ f )(x ⊗ y) ∗ ( f ⊗ f )(z ⊗ t).

It is also easy to prove that f ⊗ f is a coalgebra homomorphism.
Finally, we prove that ( f ⊗ f ) ◦ B = B′ ◦ ( f ⊗ f ):

( f ⊗ f )B(x ⊗ y) = ( f ⊗ f )(TH(x) ◦ y ⊗ 1)
= f (TH(x) ◦ y) ⊗ f (1)
= f (TH(x)) ◦ f (y) ⊗ 1
= TH′( f (x)) ◦ f (y) ⊗ 1
= B′( f (x) ⊗ f (y))
= B′( f ⊗ f )(x ⊗ y).

In summary, f ⊗ f is a homomorphism of Rota-Baxter Hopf algebras. Then it is direct to check
that J a functor. □

Remark 3.6. Let (A,∆, ◦,T ) be a cocommutative Hopf algebra. Assume that (A, A) is a matched
pair of cocommutative Hopf algebras [20] with actions ⇀ and ↼ such that

a ◦ b = (a(1) ⇀ b(1)) ◦ (a(2) ↼ b(2)), a, b ∈ A.
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Then by [1, Prop. 3.2], we find that (A, ·, ◦) is a cocommutative Hopf brace with

a · b = a(1) ◦ (T (a(2)) ⇀ b), S (a) = a(1) ⇀ T (a(2)), a, b ∈ A.

Then by Theorem 3.5, there is a Rota-Baxter cocommutative Hopf algebra (A ⊗ A, B), where
B(x ⊗ y) = T (x) ◦ y ⊗ 1, for all x, y ∈ A, and the tensor coalgebra A ⊗ A has the multiplication ∗
and antipode S ′ defined by

(x ⊗ y) ∗ (z ⊗ t) = x(1) ◦ z ⊗ y(1) ◦ (T (y(2)) ⇀ ((x(2) ⇀ T (x(3))) ◦ (T (x(4) ⇀ T (x(5))) ⇀ (x(6) ◦ t)))),

S ′(x ⊗ y) = T (x(1)) ⊗ (T (x(2)) ◦ y(1)) ⇀ T (y(2)), x, y, z, t ∈ A.

Theorem 3.5 yields the following PBW type theorem.

Theorem 3.7. (a) Every cocommutative Hopf brace can be embedded into a Rota-Baxter co-
commutative Hopf algebra, regarded as a Hopf brace by Theorem 3.2.

(b) There is a natural transformation T : I → FJ, where I is the identity functor on the
category cocHB of cocommutative Hopf braces, and F and J are defined in Theorem 3.2
and Theorem 3.5, respectively.

However, the functors F and J do not give an equivalence between the categories cocHB and
rbHA, and H ⊗ H is not an enveloping Rota-Baxter Hopf algebra of the Hopf brace H. It would
be interesting to obtain an enveloping Rota-Baxter Hopf algebra of a Hopf brace and establish a
PBW theorem.

Proof. (a) Let (H, ·, ◦) be a cocommutative Hopf brace. Then (H ⊗H, B) is a Rota-Baxter cocom-
mutative Hopf algebra by Theorem 3.5. By Theorem 3.2, (H ⊗ H)B = (H ⊗ H, ∗, ◦B) is a Hopf
brace.

Embed H into H ⊗ H by ψ : H → H ⊗ H, g 7→ 1 ⊗ g. Then, ψ is an isomorphism of the Hopf
braces H with Im(ψ), where Im(ψ) is considered as a sub-Hopf brace of (H⊗H)B = (H⊗H, ∗, ◦B).

In fact, for any g, h ∈ H, we have

ψ(g) ∗ ψ(h) = (1 ⊗ g) ∗ (1 ⊗ h) = 1 ⊗ g(1 ⇀ h) = 1 ⊗ gh = ψ(gh),

and

ψ(g) ◦B ψ(h) = ψ(g)(1) ∗ B(ψ(g)(2)) ∗ ψ(h) ∗ S ′(B(ψ(g)(3)))
= (1 ⊗ g)(1) ∗ B((1 ⊗ g)(2)) ∗ (1 ⊗ h) ∗ S ′(B((1 ⊗ g)(3)))
= (1 ⊗ g(1)) ∗ B((1 ⊗ g(2))) ∗ (1 ⊗ h) ∗ S ′(B((1 ⊗ g(3))))
= (1 ⊗ g(1)) ∗ (g(2) ⊗ 1) ∗ (1 ⊗ h) ∗ S ′(g(3) ⊗ 1)
= (g(2) ⊗ (g(1)) ∗ (1 ⊗ h) ∗ S ′(g(3) ⊗ 1)
= (g(21) ⊗ g(1)(g(22) ⇀ h)) ∗ (T (g(31)) ⊗ T (g(32)) ◦ g(33))
= (g(2) ⊗ g(1)(g(3) ⇀ h)) ∗ (T (g(4)) ⊗ 1)
= 1 ⊗ g(1)(g(2) ⇀ h)
= ψ(g ◦ h).

(b) Define

T =
{
t(H,·,◦) = ψ : I((H, ·, ◦))→ FJ((H, ·, ◦)) | for any Hopf brace (H, ·, ◦)

}
,
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where ψ is defined by (a). We next prove that T is a natural transformation.
Indeed, for any Hopf brace homomorphism f : (H, ·, ◦) → (H′, ·, ◦), and for any h ∈ (H, ·, ◦),

we have
FJ( f )T(H,·,◦)(h) = ( f ⊗ f )(1 ⊗ h) = f (1) ⊗ f (h) = 1 ⊗ f (h),

and
T(H′,·,◦)I( f )(h) = T(H′,·,◦) f (h) = 1 ⊗ f (h),

that is, FJ( f )T(H,·,◦) = T(H′,·,◦)I( f ). Hence T : I → FJ is a natural transformation. □

Example 3.8. Let H and K be cocommutative Hopf algebras, and H a left K-module bialgebra
with the module action ▷. Then the smash product of cocommutative Hopf algebras G = H#K is
a cocommutative Hopf brace (see [1, Example 1.5]). Here

(h#k)(h′#k′) = hh′#kk′,
(h#k) ◦ (h′#k′) = h(k(1) ▷ h′)#k(2)k′,

S H#K(h#k) = S H(h)#S K(k),
TH#K(h#k) = S K(k(1)) ▷ S H(h)#S K(k(2)), h, h′ ∈ H, k, k′ ∈ K.

In the following, applying Theorem 3.7, we construct a Rota-Baxter Hopf algebra containing
G. To define the operations on G′ := G ⊗G = H#K ⊗H#K: for h#k ⊗ h′#k′, g#l⊗ g′#l′ ∈ G′, take

(h#k ⊗ h′#k′) ∗ (g#l ⊗ g′#l′) := h(k(1) ▷ g)#k(2)l ⊗ h′(k(3) ▷ g′)#k′l′,
S ′(h#k ⊗ h′#k′) := (S K(k(1)) ▷ S H(h(1))#S K(k(2)) ⊗ S K(k(3)) ▷ S H(h′)#S K(k′)).

Consider the sub-Hopf algebras

H := {((h#k)(1) ⊗ (h#k)(2)) | h#k ∈ G}, L := {((h#k) ⊗ 1#1) | h#k ∈ G}

of G′. We obtain the decomposition G′ = H ∗ L, since

h#k ⊗ h′#k′ = ((h′#k′)(1) ⊗ (h′#k′)(2)) ∗ (T ((h′#k′)(3)) ◦ (h#k) ⊗ 1#1)
= (h′(1)#k′(1) ⊗ h′(2)#k′(2)) ∗ ((S K(k′(3)) ▷ S H(h′(3)))(S K(k′(4)) ▷ h)#S K(k′(5))k ⊗ 1#1).

Define a Rota-Baxter operator B : G′ → G′ by

B((h#k, h′#k′)) = T (h#k) ◦ (h′#k′) ⊗ 1#1
= (S K(k(1)) ▷ S H(h))(S K(k(2)) ▷ h′)#S K(k(3))k′ ⊗ 1#1.

Hence, G = H#K embeds into the Rota-Baxter Hopf algebra (G′, ∗, B) by sending h#k to 1#1 ⊗
h#k.

Remark 3.9. (a) Let (G, B) be a Rota-Baxter group. Then by [15, Theorem 1], we naturally
obtain a Rota-Baxter operator B on the group algebra F[G]. If f : G → G is a group iso-
morphism, then φ : F[G] → F[G] is a bialgebra automorphism, where φ(x) =

∑
αi f (gi),

for all x =
∑
αigi ∈ F(G).

Theorem 3.2 shows that (F[G], ·, ◦B), (F[G], ·, ◦B̃) and (F[G], ·, ◦B(φ)) are cocommuta-
tive Hopf braces. Hence, by Theorem 3.7, they can be embedded into Rota-Baxter Hopf
algebras.

(b) Let L be a Lie algebra and R be a Rota-Baxter operator of weight 1 on L. Then by [15,
Lemmas 2 and 3], the map R can be extended to a linear map B: U(L)→ U(L) such that B
is a Rota-Baxter operator on U(L), where U(L) is the universal enveloping algebra of the
Lie algebra L.
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If there is an automorphism f on a Lie algebra L, then we naturally have a bialgebra
automorphism ψ : U(L)→ U(L). Theorem 3.2 again shows that (U(L), ·, ◦B), (U(L), ·, ◦B̃)
and (U(L), ·, ◦B(ψ)) are cocommutative Hopf braces. Hence by Theorem 3.7, they can be
embedded into Rota-Baxter Hopf algebras.

In what follows, we establish a relationship between cocommutative post-Hopf algebras and
Rota-Baxter cocommutative Hopf algebras, which goes beyond the one given in [22].

Definition 3.10. [22] A post-Hopf algebra is a pair (H,▶), where H is a Hopf algebra and
▶: H ⊗ H → H is a coalgebra homomorphism satisfying

x ▶ (yz) = (x(1) ▶ y)(x(2) ▶ z),
x ▶ (y ▶ z) = (x(1)(x(2) ▶ y)) ▶ z, x, y, z ∈ H,

and the left multiplication α▶ : H → End(H) defined by

α▶,x(y) = x ▶ y, for all x, y ∈ H,

is convolutionally invertible in Hom(H, End(H)), that is, there exists a unique map β▶ : H →
End(H) such that

α▶,x(1)β▶,x(2) = β▶,x(1)α▶,x(2) = ε(x)idH, x ∈ H.

A homomorphism from a post-Hopf algebra (H,▶) to another post-Hopf algebra (H′,▶′) is a
Hopf algebra homomorphism g : H → H′ satisfying

g(x ▶ y) = g(x) ▶′ g(y), x, y ∈ H.

[22, Theorem 2.13] states that a cocommutative post-Hopf algebra (H,▶, S ) and its subadjacent
Hopf algebra (H, ∗▶, S ▶) form a Hopf brace, where the multiplication ∗▶ and the antipode S ▶ are
given by

(12) x ∗▶ y := x(1)(x(2) ▶ y), S ▶(x) := β▶,x(1)(S (x(2))), x, y ∈ H.

Conversely, any cocommutative Hopf brace (H, ·, ◦) gives a post-Hopf algebra (H,▶) with the
multiplication ▶ defined by

(13) x ▶ y = S (x(1))(x(2) ◦ y), x, y ∈ H.

For a post-Hopf algebra (H,▶) and H▶ the subadjacent Hopf algebra, by [22, Prop. 3.2], the
identity map idH : H → H▶ is a relative Rota-Baxter operator. We next apply Theorem 3.2 to give
other avenues to obtain (non-relative) Rota-Baxter operators on Hopf algebras from cocommuta-
tive post-Hopf algebras. Applying Theorems 3.2, 3.7 and above relationship between post-Hopf
algebras and Hopf braces gives the following correspondences.

Corollary 3.11. (a) Let (H, B) be a Rota-Baxter cocommutative Hopf algebra (H, B). Let
(H, ·, ◦B) be the Hopf brace from Theorem 3.2, where

g ◦B h := g(1)B(g(2))hS (B(g(3))), g, h ∈ H.

Then, for

x ▶ y := S (x(1))(x(2) ◦B y) = B(x(1))yS (B(x(2))), x, y ∈ H,

the pair (H,▶) is a post-Hopf algebra.
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(b) Let (H,▶, S ) be a cocommutative post-Hopf algebra and let (H, ·, ∗▶) be the corresponding
Hopf brace defined in Eq. (12). Define an operator

B : H ⊗ H → H ⊗ H, B(x ⊗ y) := S ▶(x) ∗▶ y ⊗ 1, x, y ∈ H.

Then the pair (H ⊗ H, B) is a cocommutative Rota-Baxter Hopf algebra.
(c) Every cocommutative post-Hopf algebra is embedded as the post-Hopf subalgebra of a

Rota-Baxter cocommutative Hopf algebra.

Proof. (a) This follows from Theorem 3.2 and above fact that Eq (13) defines a post-Hopf algebra.
(b) This follows from the above fact that (H, ·, ∗▶) defined by Eq. (12) is a Hopf brace together

with Theorem 3.7 that (H ⊗ H, B) is a cocommutative Rota-Baxter Hopf algebra.
(c) Let H be a cocommutative post-Hopf algebra. Then by (b), H ⊗ H is a cocommutative

Rota-Baxter Hopf algebra. Then by (a), (H ⊗ H,▶H⊗H) is a post-Hopf algebra with

(x ⊗ y) ▶H⊗H (h ⊗ g) = B(x(1) ⊗ y(1)) ∗ (h ⊗ g) ∗ S ′(B(x(2) ⊗ y(2))), x, y, h, g ∈ H,

where ∗ and S ′ are defined in Theorem 3.7.
Embed H into H ⊗ H by the map

ψ : H → H ⊗ H, g 7→ 1 ⊗ g.

Then ψ is an isomorphism from the post-Hopf algebra G to Im(ψ), regarded as a post-Hopf
subalgebra of (H ⊗ H,▶H⊗H). This is because, for all g, h ∈ H, on the one hand,

ψ(g) ▶ ψ(h) = (1 ⊗ g) ▶ (1 ⊗ h)
= B(1 ⊗ g(1)) ∗ (1 ⊗ h) ∗ S ′(B(1 ⊗ g(2)))
= (g(1) ⊗ 1) ∗ (1 ⊗ h) ∗ S ′(g(2) ⊗ 1)
= (g(1) ⊗ S (g(2))(g(3) ∗▶ h)) ∗ (S ▶(g(2)) ⊗ 1)
= g(1) ∗▶ S ▶(g(2)) ⊗ S (g(3))(g(4) ∗▶ h)
= 1 ⊗ S (h(1))(h(2) ∗▶ g)
= 1 ⊗ S (g(1))g(2)(g(3)) ▶ h)
= 1 ⊗ (g ▶ h)
= ψ(g ▶ h),

and on the other hand, by Theorem 3.7, ψ(gh) = ψ(g) ∗ ψ(h) = ψ(gh). □

Definition 3.12. A solution of the Yang-Baxter equation on a vector space V is a linear bijection
R : V ⊗ V → V ⊗ V such that

(R ⊗ id)(id ⊗ R)(R ⊗ id) = (id ⊗ R)(R ⊗ id)(id ⊗ R).

In the following, we obtain solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation via Rota-Baxter operators
on cocommutative Hopf algebras.

Let (H, B) be a Rota-Baxter cocommutative Hopf algebra. By Theorem 3.2(a), (H, ·, ◦B) is a
cocommutative Hopf brace. By [1, Lemma 1.8 and Lemma 2.2], H is a left HB module bialgebra
via ⇀B, and H is a right HB module coalgebra via ↼B, where the actions ⇀B and ↼B are defined
by

(14) h ⇀B k := S (h(1))(h(2) ◦B k), h ↼B k := T (h(1) ⇀ k(1)) ◦B h(2) ◦B k(2), h, k ∈ H,

for T in Eq. (3).
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Proposition 3.13. Let (H, B) be a Rota-Baxter cocommutative Hopf algebra. Then the linear
map

(15) c : H ⊗ H → H ⊗ H, c(x ⊗ y) = x(1) ⇀B y(1) ⊗ x(2) ↼B y(2),

is a coalgebra isomorphism and a solution of the Yang-Baxter equation on the vector space H.
Furthermore, the actions ⇀B and ↼B are given in terms of B by

h ⇀B k = B(h(1))kS (B(h(2))),(16)
h ↼B k = S (B(h(1) ⇀ k(1)))S (h(2) ⇀ k(2))h(3)(h(4) ⇀ k(3))B(h(5) ⇀ k(4)), h, k ∈ H,(17)

respectively.

Proof. Since (H, B) is a Rota-Baxter cocommutative Hopf algebra, by Theorem 3.2(a), (H, ·, ◦B) is
a Hopf brace. By [1, Corollary 2.4], the Hopf brace (H, ·, ◦B) gives a solution of the Yang-Baxter
equation by Eq. (15).

Furthermore, Eqs. (16) and (17) are verified as follows.

h ⇀B k = S (h(1))(h(2) ◦B k)
= S (h(1))h(2)(1)B(h(2)(2))kS (B(h(2)(3)))
= B(h(1))kS (B(h(2))).

By [15, Prop. 5 and Corollary 3] and Lemma 2.3, we obtain

h ↼B k = T (h(1) ⇀ k(1)) ◦B h(2) ◦B k(2)

= T (h(1) ⇀ k(1)) ◦B (h(2)B(h(3))k(2)S (B(h(4))))
= T (h(1) ⇀ k(1))B(T (h(2) ⇀ k(2)))h(3)B(h(4))k(3)S (B(h(5)))S (B(T (h(6) ⇀ k(4))))
= S (B(h(1) ⇀ k(1)))S (h(2) ⇀ k(2))B(h(3) ⇀ k(3))
×B(S (B(h(4) ⇀ k(4)))S (h(5) ⇀ k(5))B(h(6) ⇀ k(6)))
×h(7)(h(8) ⇀ k(7))S (B(T (h(9) ⇀ k(8))))

= S (B(h(1) ⇀ k(1)))S (h(2) ⇀ k(2))B(h(3) ⇀ k(3))B(T (h(4) ⇀ k(4)))

×h(5)(h(6) ⇀ k(5))S (B(T (h(7) ⇀ k(6))))
= S (B(h(1) ⇀ k(1)))S (h(2) ⇀ k(2))h(3)(h(4) ⇀ k(3))S (B(T ((h(5) ⇀ k(4)))))

(applying Lemma 2.3(b) to the underlined part)
= S (B(h(1) ⇀ k(1)))S (h(2) ⇀ k(2))h(3)(h(4) ⇀ k(3))B(T (T ((h(5) ⇀ k(4)))))
= S (B(h(1) ⇀ k(1)))S (h(2) ⇀ k(2))h(3)(h(4) ⇀ k(3))B(h(5) ⇀ k(4)). □

3.2. Relative Rota-Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras, Hopf braces and bi-
jective 1-cocycles. In this subsection, we construct a Hopf brace from a relative Rota-Baxter
operator on Hopf algebra and establish the connection between relative Rota-Baxter operators
and bijective 1-cocycles on Hopf algebras.

In [22], the authors generalized the notion of Rota-Baxter operators on a Hopf algebra [15] to
that of relative Rota-Baxter operators, by generalizing the adjoint action to arbitrary actions on
bialgebras.

Definition 3.14. [22] Let H and K be Hopf algebras such that K is a left H-module bialgebra via
an action ⇀. A coalgebra homomorphism τ : K → H is called a relative Rota-Baxter operator
with respect to the left H-module bialgebra (K,⇀) if

(18) τ(a)τ(b) = τ(a(1)(τ(a(2)) ⇀ b)), a, b ∈ K.
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Lemma 3.15. [22] Let τ : K → H be a relative Rota-Baxter operator with respect to a cocom-
mutative H-module bialgebra (K,⇀). Then (K, ◦,∆, S τ) is a Hopf algebra, which is called the
descendant Hopf algebra and denoted by Kτ, where the antipode S τ and the multiplication ◦ is
given by

S τ(k) = S H(τ(k(1))) ⇀ S K(k(2)),
and

k ◦ k′ = k(1)(τ(k(2)) ⇀ k′), k, k′ ∈ K.

In the following, we will prove that the descendant Hopf algebra also forms a Hopf brace. In
fact, The descendant Hopf algebra derived from a relative Rota-Baxter operator generalizes the
descendant Hopf algebra obtained through a Rota-Baxter Hopf algebra in Lemma 2.3.

Proposition 3.16. Let τ : K → H be a relative Rota-Baxter operator with respect to a cocommu-
tative H-module bialgebra (K,⇀). Then (K,Kτ,∆) is a Hopf brace.

Conversely, let (H, ·, ◦) be a cocommutative Hopf brace. Then with the action ⇀ defined by
Lemma 3.4, the triple (H,H◦,⇀, idH) is a relative Rota-Baxter Hopf algebra.

Proof. Indeed, for any k ∈ K, we have

(k(1) ◦ k′)S (k(2))(k(3) ◦ k′′) = k(1)(τ(k(2)) ⇀ k′)S (k(3))k(4)(τ(k(5)) ⇀ k′′)
= k(1)(τ(k(2)) ⇀ k′)(τ(k(3)) ⇀ k′′)
= k(1)(τ(k(2)) ⇀ (k′k′′))
= k ◦ (k′k′′).

For the second claim, taking τ = idH in Eq. (18) yields Eq. (8). □

We next recall the notion of bijective 1-cocycles on Hopf algebras as a special case of 1-
cocycles, also known as crossed homomorphisms [30] and recently identified as relative differ-
ence operators [18].

Definition 3.17. [1] Let H and A be Hopf algebras, and A a left H-module algebra via an action
⇀. A bijective 1-cocycle is a coalgebra isomorphism π : H → A such that

π(hk) = π(h(1))(h(2) ⇀ π(k)), h, k ∈ H.

Bijective 1-cocycles can be related to relative Rota-Baxter operators in multiple ways. We first
give a direct connection.

Proposition 3.18. Let H and A be Hopf algebras, and A an H-module bialgebra via an action
⇀. If τ : A → H is a invertible linear map, then τ is a relative Rota-Baxter operator if and only
if τ−1 is a bijective 1-cocycle.

Proof. If τ : A→ H is a relative Rota-Baxter operator with respect to the left H-module bialgebra
(A,⇀), we have

τ(a)τ(b) = τ(a(1)(τ(a(2)) ⇀ b)),
for all a, b ∈ A. By the bijectivity of τ, there exist h, k ∈ H such that τ−1(h) = a and τ−1(k) = b.
Then hk = τ(τ−1(h(1))(h(2) ⇀ τ−1(k))), that is,

τ−1(hk) = τ−1(h(1))(h(2) ⇀ τ−1(k)).

Moreover, since τ is a coalgebra isomorphism, it is easy to verify that τ−1 is a coalgebra isomor-
phism. Therefore, τ−1 is a bijective 1-cocycle.
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Conversely, if τ−1 : H → A is a bijective 1-cocycle, then we have

τ−1(hk) = τ−1(h(1))(h(2) ⇀ τ−1(k)), h, h ∈ H,

and there exist a, b ∈ A such that τ(a) = h and τ(b) = k. Hence τ−1(τ(a)τ(b)) = a(1)(τ(a(2)) ⇀ b)
which means that

τ(a)τ(b) = τ(a(1)(τ(a(2)) ⇀ b)).
Hence τ is a relative Rota-Baxter operator. □

Applying the relationship between Hopf braces and bijective 1-cocycles, we arrive at the next
connection between 1-cocycles and relative Rota-Baxter operators on Hopf algebras.

Proposition 3.19. Let H and K be cocommutative Hopf algebras.
(a) If π : H → K is a bijective 1-cocycle, then idK : K → K◦π is a relative Rota-Baxter

operator, where ◦π is defined by a ◦π b = π(π−1(a)π−1(b)), for all a, b ∈ K.
(b) If τ : K → H is a relative Rota-Baxter operator with respect to a left H-module bialgebra

(K,⇀), then idK : K → K◦ is a relative Rota-Baxter operator, where ◦ is defined by
x ◦ y = x(1)(τ(x(2)) ⇀ y), for all x, y ∈ K.

Proof. (a) By [1, Theorem 1.12], if π : H → K is a bijective 1-cocycle, then (K, ·, ◦π) is a Hopf
brace, with a ◦π b = π(π−1(a)π−1(b)) for a, b ∈ K. So by Lemma 3.4, K is a left K◦π-module
bialgebra and a ◦π b = a(1)(a(2) ⇀ b) for all a, b ∈ K means that idK : K → K◦π is a relative
Rota-Baxter operator.
(b) If τ : K → H is a relative Rota-Baxter operator with respect to a left H-module bialgebra
(K,⇀), then by Proposition 3.16, there exists a Hopf brace (K, ·, ◦) with x ◦ y = x(1)(τ(x(2)) ⇀ y)
for x, y ∈ K. So by Definition 3.17 and Lemma 3.4, idK : K◦ → K is a bijective 1-cocycle and its
inverse is a relative Rota-Baxter operator. □

Corollary 3.20. Let (H, B) be a Rota-Baxter cocommutative Hopf algebra. Then idH : H → HB

is a relative Rota-Baxter operator.

Proof. By Theorem 3.2, (H, ·, ◦B) is a Hopf brace. So H is a left HB-module bialgebra with the
action ⇀ such that a ◦B b = a(1)(a(2) ⇀ b), for a, b ∈ H. Hence, by the above two definitions,
the identity map idH : H → HB is a relative Rota-Baxter operator and idH : HB → H a bijective
1-cocycle. □

Remark 3.21. Let π : H → A be a bijective 1-cocycle. By [1, Theorem 1.12] and Theorem
3.7, we get a Rota-Baxter cocommutative Hopf algebra (A⊗ A, B), with the Rota-Baxter operator
B(x⊗y) := π(S π−1(x)π−1(y))⊗1, for all x, y ∈ A, and tensor coalgebra A⊗A, and the multiplication
∗ and antipode S ′ defined by

(x ⊗ y) ∗ (z ⊗ t) = π(π−1(x(1))π−1(z)) ⊗ y(S (x(2))(π(π−1(x(3))π−1(t)))),

S ′(x ⊗ y) = πS π−1(x(1)) ⊗ π(S π−1(x(2))π−1(x(3)S (y))).

4. Rota-Baxter operators and symmetric Hopf braces

In this section, we introduce the notion of a symmetric Hopf brace which generalizes the sym-
metric skew brace (See[7]), and give their characterizations through Rota-Baxter operators of
Hopf algebras.

Definition 4.1. A Hopf brace (H, ·, ◦) is called symmetric if (H, ◦, ·) is also a Hopf brace.
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We first characterize symmetric cocommutative Hopf braces by equations.

Proposition 4.2. A cocommutative Hopf brace (H, ·, ◦) is symmetric if and only if the action ⇀
in Lemma 3.4 satisfies

ab(1)(b(2) ⇀ c) = a(1)b(1)((a(2)b(2)) ⇀ (T (a(3)) ⇀ c)), a, b, c ∈ H.

Proof. If a cocommutative Hopf brace (H, ·, ◦) is symmetric, then Lemma 3.4 holds and (H, ◦, ·)
is a Hopf brace, that is, a(b ◦ c) = (a(1)b) ◦ T (a(2)) ◦ (a(3)c), for all a, b, c ∈ H. Hence

ab(1)(b(2) ⇀ c)
(8)
= a(b ◦ c)
= (a(1)b) ◦ T (a(2)) ◦ (a(3)c)
= (a(1)b(1))((a(2)b(2)) ⇀ (T (a(3))(T (a(4)) ⇀ a(5))(T (a(6)) ⇀ c)))
(8)
= (a(1)b(1))((a(2)b(2)) ⇀ ((T (a(3)) ◦ a(4))(T (a(5)) ⇀ c)))
= a(1)b(1)((a(2)b(2)) ⇀ (T (a(3)) ⇀ c)).

Here the underlined part indicates where a simplification occurs.
Conversely, if the action ⇀ satisfies the given equation, we prove that (H, ◦, ·) is also a Hopf

brace, that is, for all a, b, c ∈ H,

a(b ◦ c) = (a(1)b) ◦ T (a(2)) ◦ (a(3)c).

Because (H, ·, ◦) is a cocommutative Hopf brace, Lemma 3.4 holds.
Hence, for any a, b, c ∈ H,

a(b ◦ c) = ab(1)(b(2) ⇀ c)
= a(1)b(1)((a(2)b(2)) ⇀ (T (a(3)) ⇀ c))
= (a(1)b) ◦ T (a(2)) ◦ (a(3)c),

where the last step follows from the proof of necessity above. □

We next study symmetric Hopf braces by means of left Hop-modules.

Definition 4.3. Let (H, ·, ◦) be a Hopf brace. Let Hop denote the opposite Hopf algebra of (H, ·).
We call (H, ·, ◦) an Hop-module Hopf brace if (H,⇀) is a left Hop-module, where the action ⇀
is defined by

(19) a ⇀ b := S (a(1))(a(2) ◦ b), a, b ∈ H.

Note that the Hop-module (H,⇀) in Definition 4.3 is actually a left Hop-module bialgebra by
Lemma 3.4.

Let (H, ·, ◦) be an Hop-module Hopf brace. By the proof of [1, Lemma 1.8], for all a, b, c ∈ H,
we have (a ◦ b) ⇀ c = a ⇀ (b ⇀ c). That is to say, (H,⇀) is an H◦-module. Since (H,⇀) is an
Hop-module, we have a ⇀ (b ⇀ c) = (ba) ⇀ c. Therefore,

(a ◦ b) ⇀ c = (ba) ⇀ c.

Example 4.4. Let (H, ·) be a Hopf algebra. Define an operator ◦ on the vector space H by

a ◦ b := ba, a, b ∈ H.

Then (H, ·, ◦) is a Hopf brace. Let the action ⇀ on H be given in Eq. (19). Then for any a, b ∈ H,
we have a ⇀ b = S (a(1))(a(2) ◦ b) = S (a(1))ba(2), so that (H,⇀) is a module algebra. Hence every
Hopf algebra (H, ·) is naturally an Hop-module Hopf brace (H, ·, ◦).
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Proposition 4.5. Every cocommutative Hop-module Hopf brace (H, ·, ◦) is symmetric.

Proof. If H is an Hop-module Hopf brace, then (ab) ⇀ c = (b ◦ a) ⇀ c, for all a, b, c ∈ H.
Hence,

a(1)b(1)((a(2)b(2)) ⇀ (T (a(3)) ⇀ c)) = a(1)b(1)((b(2) ◦ a(2)) ⇀ (T (a(3)) ⇀ c))
= a(1)b(1)(b(2) ⇀ (a(2) ⇀ (T (a(3)) ⇀ c))
= a(1)b(1)(b(2) ⇀ ((a(2) ◦ T (a(3))) ⇀ c))
= ab(1)(b(2) ⇀ c).

By Proposition 4.2, H is symmetric. □

We give a natural construction of symmetric Hopf braces.

Definition 4.6. A cocommutative Hopf algebra H is said to allow a factorization1 if there are
nontrivial Hopf subalgebras A and B of H such that H � A ⊗ B as a tensor product algebra and
H = AB as a Hopf algebra. Then we denote H = A ⊗ B.

Let H = A ⊗ B be a cocommutative Hopf algebra that allows a factorization. Define a operator
◦ on H by

(ab) ◦ (a′b′) := aa′b′b, a, a′ ∈ A, b, b′ ∈ B.

Then, it is not difficult to check that (H, ·, ◦) is a Hopf brace. It is easy to see that (H, ◦) is
isomorphic to the tensor algebra A ⊗ Bop, where Bop is the opposite algebra of B.

Further define an action ⇀: (H, ◦) ⊗ H → H by

x ⇀ y := S (x(1))(x(2) ◦ y).

If x = ab, y = a′b′, where a, a′ ∈ A, b, b′ ∈ B, then

x ⇀ y = S ((ab)(1))((ab)(2) ◦ (a′b′)) = S (a(1)b(1))(a(2)a′b′b(2)) = ε(a)S (b(1))yb(2).

Hence,

(xy) ⇀ z = ε(aa′)S ((bb′)(1))z(bb′)(2) = ε(aa′)S (b′(1))S (b(1))zb(2)b′(2) = y ⇀ (x ⇀ z).

Thus we have the following conclusion.

Proposition 4.7. For a Hopf algebra H that allows a factorization, the Hopf brace (H, ·, ◦) con-
structed above is an Hop-module Hopf brace, hence is symmetric.

We give another construction of symmetric Hopf braces.

Theorem 4.8. Let (H, ·,∆, S ) be a cocommutative Hopf algebra, and (H,⇀) an Hop-module
bialgebra such that

a(1)(a(2) ⇀ b) ⇀ c = (ba) ⇀ c, a, b, c ∈ H.

Define
a ◦ b := a(1)(a(2) ⇀ b) and T (a) := S (a(1)) ⇀ S (a(2))

Then (H, ·, ◦) is a symmetric Hopf brace.

1This terminology is used to avoid confusion with the factorizable Hopf algebra defined by Reshetikhin and
Semenov-Tian-Shansky [23].



ROTA-BAXTER OPERATORS ON COCOMMUTATIVE HOPF ALGEBRAS AND HOPF BRACES 19

Proof. We first check that (H, ◦) is an algebra.
This is because, for any a, b, c ∈ G, we have

(a ◦ b) ◦ c = (a(1)(a(2) ⇀ b)) ◦ c
= (a(1)(a(2) ⇀ b))(1)((a(1)(a(2) ⇀ b))(2) ⇀ c)
= a(1)(a(2) ⇀ b(1))((a(3)(a(4) ⇀ b(2))) ⇀ c)
= a(1)(a(2) ⇀ b(1))(b(2)a(3) ⇀ c)
= a(1)(a(2) ⇀ b(1))(a(3) ⇀ (b(2) ⇀ c))
= a(1)(a(2) ⇀ (b(1)(b(2) ⇀ c)))
= a(1)(a(2) ⇀ (b ◦ c))
= a ◦ (b ◦ c).

Hence (H, ◦) is an algebra with unit 1.
For any a, b ∈ H, we have

∆(a ◦ b) = ∆(a(1)(a(2) ⇀ b))
= a(1)(1)(a(2) ⇀ b)(1) ⊗ a(1)(2)(a(2) ⇀ b)(2)

= a(1)(a(2) ⇀ b(1)) ⊗ a(3)(a(4) ⇀ b(2))
= a(1) ◦ b(1) ⊗ a(2) ◦ b(2).

and ε(a ◦ b) = ε(a(1)(a(2) ⇀ b)) = ε(a(1))ε(a(2) ⇀ b) = ε(a(1))ε(a(2))ε(b) = ε(a)ε(b).
Hence (H, ◦,∆) is a bialgebra.
In what follows, we prove that a ◦ (bc) = (a(1) ◦ b)S (a(2))(a(3) ◦ c), for any a, b, c ∈ H.

(a(1) ◦ b)S (a(2))(a(3) ◦ c) = a(1)(a(2) ⇀ b)S (a(3))a(4)(a(5) ⇀ c)
= a(1)(a(2) ⇀ b)(a(3) ⇀ c)
= a(1)(a(2) ⇀ (bc))
= a ◦ (bc).

To show that (H, ◦,∆) is a Hopf algebra with the antipode T (a) = S (a(1)) ⇀ S (a(2)) for a ∈ H.
We first prove that

S (a ⇀ b) = a ⇀ S (b).

This is because

S (a ⇀ b) = S (S (a(1))(a(2) ◦ b))
= S (a(2) ◦ b)a(1)

= S (a(1) ◦ b)a(2)

= S (a(1) ◦ b(1))ε(b(2))a(2)

= S (a(1) ◦ b(1))(a(2) ◦ (b(2)S (b(3))))
(6)
= S (a(1) ◦ b(1))(a(2) ◦ b(2))S (a(3))(a(4) ◦ S (b(3)))

= ε(a(1) ◦ b(1))S (a(2))(a(3) ◦ S (b(2))) (by antipode property)
= S (a(1))(a(2) ◦ S (b))
= a ⇀ S (b).
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Secondly, we prove T 2 = id: for any a ∈ H, we have

T 2(a) = T (S (a(1)) ⇀ S (a(2)))
= S (S (a(1)) ⇀ S (a(2))) ⇀ S (S (a(3)) ⇀ S (a(4)))
= (S (a(1)) ⇀ a(2)) ⇀ (S (a(3)) ⇀ a(4))
= (S (a(3))(S (a(1)) ⇀ a(2))) ⇀ a(4)

= (S (a(2))(S (a(1)) ⇀ a(3))) ⇀ a(4)

= (a(2)S (a(1))) ⇀ a(3)

= ε(a1)a2

= a.

In the following, we prove that T is antipode of (H, ◦,∆).
Because H is cocommutative, for any a ∈ H, we get

∆(T (a)) = T (a(1)) ⊗ T (a(2)),

and
a(1) ⇀ T (a(2)) = a(1) ⇀ (S (a(2)) ⇀ S (a(3))) = (S (a(2))a(1)) ⇀ S (a(3)) = S (a).

Furthermore, we obtain

S (T (a)) = T (a)(1) ⇀ T (T (a)(2)) = T (a(1)) ⇀ a(2).

Hence
T (a(1)) ◦ a(2) = T (a(1))(T (a(2)) ⇀ a(3)) = T (a(1))S (T (a(2))) = ε(a)1,

a(1) ◦ T (a(2)) = a(1)(a(2) ⇀ T (a(3))) = a(1)S (a(2)) = ε(a)1.
Now we have shown that (H, ·, ◦) is a Hopf brace, and an Hop-module Hopf brace, and therefore

a symmetric Hopf brace by Proposition 4.5. □

Proposition 4.9. Let (H, B) be a Rota-Baxter cocommutative Hopf algebra. Let ▷ be the adjoint
action of H on itself given by a ▷ b := a(1)bS (a2).

(a) The triple (H, ·, ◦B) is a symmetric Hopf brace if and only if

ab(1)(B(b(2)) ▷ c) = a(1)b(1)((B(a(2)b(2))B(T (a(3)))) ▷ c), a, b, c ∈ H.

(b) (H, ·, ◦B) is an Hop-module Hopf brace if and only if

B(ba) ▷ c = (B(a)B(b)) ▷ c, a, b, c ∈ H.

(c) If B is an anti-algebra homomorphism, then (H, ·, ◦B) is a symmetric Hopf brace.

Proof. (a) It is obvious that (H, ·, ◦B) is a Hopf brace by Theorem 3.2. So for the action ⇀ in
Definition 4.3: a ⇀ b = S (a(1))(a(2) ◦B b) for a, b ∈ H, we have a ⇀ b = B(a) � b.

By Proposition 4.2, A cocommutative Hopf brace (H, ·, ◦) is symmetric if and only if

ab(1)(b(2) ⇀ c) = a(1)b(1)((a(2)b(2)) ⇀ (T (a(3)) ⇀ c)), a, b, c ∈ H.

Note that

a(1)b(1)((a(2)b(2)) ⇀ (T (a(3)) ⇀ c)) = a(1)b(1)(B(a(2)b(2)) ▷ (B(T (a(3))) ▷ c))
= a(1)b(1)((B(a(2)b(2))B(T (a(3)))) ▷ c),

and

ab(1)(b(2) ⇀ c) = ab(1)(B(b(2)) ▷ c).
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Hence (H, ·, ◦B) is a symmetric Hopf brace if and only if

ab(1)(B(b(2)) ▷ c) = a(1)b(1)((B(a(2)b(2))B(T (a(3)))) ▷ c).

(b) It is easy to see that (H, ·, ◦B) is an Hop-module Hopf brace if and only if (ba) ⇀ c = a ⇀
(b ⇀ c), for all a, b, c ∈ H. Since

(ba) ⇀ c = B(ba) ▷ c, a ⇀ (b ⇀ c) = B(a) ▷ (B(b) ▷ c) = (B(a)B(b)) ▷ c,

we see that (H, ·, ◦B) is a Hop-module Hopf brace if and only if B(ba) ▷ c = (B(a)B(b)) ▷ c for
all a, b, c ∈ H.
(c) If B is an anti-algebra homomorphism, then B(yx) = B(x)B(y) = B(x ◦B y) for all x, y ∈ H. So
for any a, b, c ∈ H, we obtain the desired equality:

a(1)b(1)((B(a(2)b(2))B(T (a(3)))) ▷ c) = a(1)b(1)((B(b(2) ◦B a(2))B(T (a(3)))) ▷ c)
= a(1)b(1)((B((b(2) ◦B a(2)) ◦B T (a(3)))) ▷ c)
= ab(1)(B(b(2)) ▷ c).

Then by (a), (H, ·, ◦B) is a symmetric Hopf brace. □
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