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POST-LIE ALGEBRAS OF DERIVATIONS AND

REGULARITY STRUCTURES

JEAN-DAVID JACQUES AND LORENZO ZAMBOTTI

Abstract. Given a commutative algebra A, we exhibit a canonical
structure of post-Lie algebra on the space A ⊗ Der(A) where Der(A)
is the space of derivations on A, in order to use the machinery given
in [OG08] and [EFLMK15] and to define a Hopf algebra structure on
the associated enveloping algebra with a natural action on A. We apply
these results to the setting of [LOT23], giving a simpler and more effi-
cient construction of their action and extending the recent work [BK22].
This approach gives an optimal setting to perform explicit computations
in the associated structure group.
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1. Introduction

This paper concerns an algebraic structure recently unveiled in a remark-
able series of papers [OSSH21; LOT23; LO22; LOTT21] in the context of
regularity structures [Hai14] and their applications to stochastic partial dif-
ferential equations. In this paper we explore this new structure and we
propose a different construction.

There is a long history of applications of algebraic structures to numerical
and, more recently, stochastic analysis. In the context of Butcher series for
the time-discretization of ordinary differential equations [But72] and in the
context of branched rough paths [Gub10] and their applications to stochastic
differential equations, the main algebraic structure of interest is the Connes-
Kreimer Hopf algebra of rooted trees (or forests). In regularity structures,
which are the natural evolution of branched rough paths in the context
of stochastic partial differential equations, the main algebraic objects are
several Hopf algebras and co-modules [BHZ19] and pre-Lie algebras [CL01]
on families of decorated rooted trees (or forests) [BCCH21].

The starting point of [LOT23] is the observation that Butcher series in
all these contexts can be expressed as sums over multi-indices rather than
of trees: it is indeed possible to replace each (rooted) tree by its fertility,
namely the function which, to each k ∈ N, associates the number of vertices
in the tree with exactly k children. Surprisingly, many of the tree-based
algebraic structures have an analog in the multi-indices setting. The multi-
indices algebraic structure is described by a representation in an algebra of
endomorphisms on a linear space; more precisely, in an algebra of derivations
on a space of formal power series.

The main aim of [LOT23] is then to give an abstract formulation of the
composition product in their chosen space of derivations. The parti pris
of [LOT23] is to construct such a product starting from a pre-Lie algebra
[CL01] and using the Guin-Oudom procedure [OG08]. This approach works
in the setting of the Grossman-Larsson product [Hof03], dual of the Butcher-
Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra, which is relevant for branched rough paths,
and the pre-Lie operation given by [LOT23] is the translation in the multi-
indices setting of the grafting operation. However the authors of [LOT23]
recognise that the operation on the space of derivations they define fails to
satisfy the pre-Lie property in the SPDE-regularity structures setting, and
their construction becomes somewhat obscured by the technicalities needed
to circumvent this problem. The recent paper [BK22, §5] showed that the
correct point of view in this setting is rather that of post-Lie algebras, a
notion which generalises that of pre-Lie (see Section 2 for all related defini-
tions). Post-Lie algebras already play a role in so-called planarly branched
rough paths [CEFMMK20].

In this paper we build on the intuition of [BK22, §5] and we show that
[LOT23] can be seen as a particular case of a more general construction:
we consider a general commutative algebra A and we exhibit a canonical
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post-Lie algebra structure on the space A ⊗ Der(A) where Der(A) is the
space of derivations on A; the setting of [LOT23] can then be considered a
sub-post-Lie algebra of A⊗Der(A) for a certain choice of A.

One of the main differences between our approach and that of [LOT23]
is that we write a different (albeit isomorphic) Hopf algebra. The point
of view of [LOT23] is to construct a pre-Lie structure which generates a
Lie-algebra on a specific space L ⊆ Der(A) of derivations on a commutative
algebra A, where the Lie bracket is generated by the composition product:
JA,BK := A ◦ B − B ◦ A. The Hopf algebra of [LOT23] is the universal
enveloping algebra UJ·,·K(L) of this Lie algebra.

In the post-Lie setting that we study, which extends the one introduced
by [BK22, §5], there is a second and simpler Lie bracket denoted by [·, ·].
We use this bracket to construct a universal enveloping algebra U[·,·](L) that
becomes our main Hopf algebra. This Hopf algebra comes with a natural
action on A which is the basis for the construction of the structure group of
a regularity structure, see Section 5. In this way we have a simpler abstract
formulation of a non-commutative associative product ⊲ on U[·,·](L), which
makes ρ : (U[·,·](L), ⊲)→ (End(A), ◦) an algebra morphism. This framework
seems to offer an optimal setting to perform computations related to this
non-trivial product, see Sections 4.3 and 4.4.

Our construction uses some of the techniques developed by [LOT23] but
rephrases them in a language closer to the original theory of regularity struc-
tures, which should be of interest for other readers; in several istances we
borrow definitions and formulae from [LOT23], reproving them in our way.
We also mention that a second pre-Lie operation related to insertion at the
level of trees and in co-interaction with the previous one related to grafting
[MS11; CEFM11] is currently being investigated in the rough-paths setting
[Lin23], together with its extension to the SPDE-regularity structures case
[BL23].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall generalities
about pre-Lie algebras, post-Lie algebras and their universal enveloping al-
gebras. In Section 3 we define a natural post-Lie structure on derivations on
a commutative algebra A, thus generalising a result of [Bur06] in the case of
commuting derivations; we give explicit expressions for the associated Guin-
Oudom product, see Proposition 3.8, using the construction of [EFLMK15]
and the important representation ρ : (U[·,·](L), ⊲) → (End(A), ◦) of the uni-
versal enveloping algebra on A.

In Section 4 we move to particular case studied in [LOT23] and we follow
their definitions of a family of derivations on a fixed space of power sums. In
Section 5 we choose, similarly to [LOT23], a stochastic PDE (see equation
(5.4) below) and we construct the so called structure group for this equation,
which is the starting point of the regularity structures approach.

Acknowledgements. We thank Kurusch Ebrahim-Fard, Pablo Linares
and Markus Tempelmayr for very useful discussions on the topic of this
paper.
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2. Post-Lie algebras and universal Lie enveloping algebra

2.1. Lie algebras, post-Lie algebras. A linear space L endowed with a
bilinear operation L⊗2 → L, a⊗ b 7→ [a, b] is said to be a Lie algebra if the
following relations are satisfied for all a, b, c ∈ L:

1. [a, b] = −[b, a] (anticommutativity)
2. [a, [b, c]] + [c, [a, b]] + [b, [c, a]] = 0 (Jacobi relation).

Definition 2.1. A (left) pre-Lie algebra (L, ⊲) is the data of a vector
space L, endowed with a bilinear operation ⊲ : L⊗ L→ L which verifies the
following relation for all a, b, c ∈ L:

a ⊲ (b ⊲ c)− (a ⊲ b) ⊲ c = b ⊲ (a ⊲ c)− (b ⊲ a) ⊲ c. (2.1)

Given a bilinear operation ◦ : L⊗2 → L on a vector space L, its commu-
tator bracket [·, ·]◦ : L⊗2 → L is defined as the commutator bracket

[a, b]◦ := a ◦ b− b ◦ a,

while its associator is a trilinear map a◦ : L⊗3 → L defined as:

a◦(a, b, c) := a ◦ (b ◦ c)− (a ◦ b) ◦ c.

The associator measures the default of associativity: a◦(a, b, c) = 0 for all
a, b, c ∈ L, if and only if ◦ is associative on L. The pre-Lie relation (2.1)
writes in terms of the associator as

a⊲(a, b, c) − a⊲(b, a, c) = 0.

Definition 2.2. A (left) post-Lie algebra (L, ⊲, [·, ·]) is a vector space L
endowed with two binary operations ⊲, [·, ·] : L⊗L→ L which satisfy for all
a, b, c ∈ L the following conditions:

1. [·, ·] is a Lie bracket
2. a ⊲ [b, c] = [a ⊲ b, c] + [b, a ⊲ c]
3. [a, b] ⊲ c = a⊲(a, b, c) − a⊲(b, a, c).

Remark 2.3. If (L, ⊲, [·, ·]) is a post-Lie algebra and [·, ·] ≡ 0, then (L, ⊲)
is a pre-Lie algebra. Vice versa, given (L, ⊲) a pre-Lie algebra, if we set
[·, ·] ≡ 0 then (L, ⊲, [·, ·]) is a post-Lie algebra.

In a pre-Lie algebra (L, ⊲), the commutator given by:

[a, b]⊲ := a ⊲ b− b ⊲ a

verifies the Jacobi identity and thus is a Lie bracket. On the other hand, in
a post-Lie algebra (L, ⊲, [·, ·]) the commutator [a, b]⊲ is not in general a Lie
bracket; however, we have the following

Proposition 2.4 ([EFLMK15]). Let (L, ⊲, [·, ·]) be a post-Lie algebra. The
bilinear operation J·, ·K : L⊗ L→ L defined for all a, b ∈ L by:

Ja, bK := a ⊲ b− b ⊲ a+ [a, b] (2.2)

is a Lie bracket, that we will call here the composition Lie bracket.
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2.2. The Lie enveloping algebra. Given a Lie algebra (L, [·, ·]), we denote
by T(L) =

⊕

k≥0 L
⊗k the tensor algebra over L (with the convention that

L0 = R{1}), whose elements are linear combinations of (non-commutative)
monomials often called words a1⊗ · · · ⊗ an (also noted simply a1 · · · an if no
confusion arises) for (a1, . . . , an) ∈ Ln.

The Lie enveloping algebra of a Lie algebra (L, [·, ·]), denoted U[·,·](L), is

defined as the tensor algebra T(L) =
⊕

k≥0 L
⊗k over L quotiented by the

bilateral ideal c generated by {a⊗ b− b⊗ a− [a, b] : a, b ∈ L}:

U[·,·](L) := T(L)/c.

The vectors of U[·,·](L) are by definition equivalence classes on T(L). We
will sometimes take the usual notation for equivalence classes [a1 · · · an],
otherwise when no confusion can occur we will write it simply a1 · · · an.
We have a canonical injection R ∋ t 7→ t1 ∈ U[·,·](L) and the counit map

U[·,·](L) ∋ x 7→ ε(x) ∈ R where x− ε(x)1 ∈
⊕

k≥1 L
⊗k/c.

A natural filtration can be given on the enveloping algebra: denoting
T (n)(L) :=

⊕n
k=0 L

⊗k for n ∈ N and c
(n) the ideal c restricted to T (n)(L),

one has the following sequence of inclusions:

U
(0)
[·,·] ⊂ U

(1)
[·,·](L) ⊂ U

(2)
[·,·](L) ⊂ · · · ⊂ U[·,·](L)

where U
(0)
[·,·] = R1, U

(1)
[·,·](L) = R1⊕L and U

(n)
[·,·] (L) = T (n)(L)/c(n) for all n ≥ 2.

Then obviously:

U[·,·](L) =
∞⋃

n=1

U
(n)
[·,·] (L).

In the rest of the paper, we will consider L as a subspace of U[·,·](L) by
the composition of the canonical injection into the tensor algebra composed
with the projection:

L →֒ T(L) ։ U[·,·](L).

The space U[·,·](L) inherits from T(L) the associative algebra structure
(conc,1), where conc : U[·,·](L) ⊗ U[·,·](L) → U[·,·](L) is the concatenation
product:

conc : a1 · · · an ⊗ b1 · · · bm 7→ a1 · · · anb1 · · · bm.

Then U[·,·](L) endowed with the concatenation product conc is an algebra
with unit 1.

In the particular case of the trivial Lie algebra (L, [·, ·]) with null Lie
braket [·, ·] ≡ 0, the algebra (U[·,·](L), conc,1) is the symmetric tensor alge-
bra, denoted (S(L), conc,1). It is a commutative algebra which is isomorphic
to the polynomial algebra R[BL] once a basis BL of L has been fixed.

If [·, ·] is non-trivial, the order of the letters in the monomials of U[·,·]

matters and the following famous theorem permits to exhibit a basis for
U[·,·](L).
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Theorem 2.5 (Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt). Given a basis BL of L and a total

order ≤ on it, a basis BU[·,·](L) = B≤
U[·,·](L) of U[·,·](L) is given by

BU[·,·](L) :=

{

1

m1! · · ·mk!
xm1

1 · · · x
mk

k :

k ∈ N, m1, . . . ,mk ∈ N, x1 < . . . < xk, xi ∈ BL

}

.

(2.3)

The enveloping algebra gives a functor L 7→ U[·,·](L) from the category
of Lie algebras to the category of associative algebras which satisfies the
following universal property:

Theorem 2.6 (Universal property). Given a Lie algebra (L, [·, ·]), an as-
sociative algebra (A, ◦) and a Lie algebra morphism ϕ : (L, [·, ·]) → (A, [·, ·]◦),
namely such that ϕ([a, b]) = [ϕ(a), ϕ(b)]◦ for all a, b ∈ L, there exists a
unique algebra morphism ϕ̄ : (U[·,·](L), conc)→ (A, ◦) such that ϕ̄(a) = ϕ(a)
for all a ∈ L.

2.3. The coshuffle coproduct and its dual product. It is a well known
fact that there exists a unique coproduct ∆∗ : U[·,·](L)→ U[·,·](L)⊗ U[·,·](L),
which turns U[·,·](L) into a bialgebra (U[·,·](L), conc,∆∗,1, ε) for which the
Lie algebra of primitive elements is L, in other terms:

∆∗(a) = a⊗ 1 + 1⊗ a, for all a ∈ L

and the counit map ε : U[·,·](L)→ R is the linear map given by ε(1) = 1 and

Ker(ε) =
⊕

k≥1 L
⊗k/c.

The existence and uniqueness of ∆∗ is guaranteed by the universal prop-
erty 2.6 owing to the fact that [∆∗(a),∆∗(b)]conc = ∆∗[a, b]conc for all a, b ∈ L,
which indicates that ∆∗ : L→ U[·,·](L)⊗ U[·,·](L) is a Lie algebra morphism.
Coassociativity and cocommutativity are easily proved on L and extended
by multiplicativity on U[·,·](L), as well as the counit property, see [Bou89,
§II.1.4].

On (equivalence classes of) words we have

∆∗(a1 · · · an) = ∆∗(a1) · · ·∆∗(an) =
∑

I⊆{1,...,n}

aI ⊗ a{1,...,n}\I (2.4)

where we denote:

a∅ := 1, aI := ai1 . . . aip , I = {i1, . . . , ip}, i1 < · · · < ip. (2.5)

On the basis BU[·,·](L) in (2.3) the coshuffle coproduct has a very convenient

form

∆∗

k∏

i=1

xmi

i

mi!
=

k∏

i=1

∆∗
xmi

i

mi!
=

k∏

i=1

mi∑

ℓ=0

xℓ
i

ℓ!
⊗

xmi−ℓ
i

(mi − ℓ)!

=
∑

0≤ℓi≤mi

(
k∏

i=1

xℓi

i

ℓi!

)

⊗

(
k∏

i=1

xmi−ℓi

i

(mi − ℓi)!

)

,

(2.6)
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which is the reason for the normalisation chosen in (2.3). We often use
Sweedler’s notation

∆∗u =
∑

(u)

u(1) ⊗ u(2). (2.7)

2.4. Hopf algebra structure on the post-Lie enveloping algebra. In
the case of a pre-Lie algebra (L, ⊲), Guin-Oudom [OG08] developed a proce-
dure in order to extend the pre-Lie product to the symmetric tensor algebra
S(L), and defined a product ⊲ which turns (S(L), ⊲,∆∗) into an associative
and cocommutative Hopf algebra. The space L, considered as a subspace of
S(L), turns out to be the Lie algebra of primitive elements for the bracket
J·, ·K in (2.4). The Cartier-Milnor-Moore theorem for filtered Hopf algebra
(see [MM65] or [Bou89, Theorem 1, §II.6] for the filtered bialgebra version)
applies and gives an isomorphism of Hopf algebras between (S(L), ⊲,∆∗)
and (UJ·,·K(L), conc,∆∗).

Later in [EFLMK15], the authors showed that the machinery developped
in [OG08] in the case of pre-Lie algebras can be applied to the more gen-
eral case of post-Lie algebras, giving an extension of the post-Lie prod-
uct ⊲ to U[·,·](L) and an associative product ⊲ which turns (U[·,·](L), ⊲,∆∗)
into an associative Hopf algebra. The Milnor-Moore theorem applies again
and gives an isomorphism of Hopf algebras between (U[·,·](L), ⊲,∆∗) and
(U[·,·]⊲

(L), conc,∆∗), as we will see below. If the bracket [·, ·] is null, the
concatenation product of U[·,·](L) is commutative, and the space is equal
to S(L), which gives back the case of pre-Lie algebras. We refer to the
monograph [CP21] for the details of the theory of Hopf algebras.

First let us recall the extention of the product ⊲ to all u, v ∈ U[·,·](L), see
Proposition 3.1 in [EFLMK15].

Proposition 2.7. Let (L, ⊲, [·, ·]) be a (left) post-Lie algebra. There exists
a unique extension of the product ⊲ to U[·,·](L) which verifies for all a ∈ L
and u, v,w ∈ U[·,·](L):

1. 1 ⊲ u = u, u ⊲ 1 = ε(u)
2. av ⊲ w = a ⊲ (v ⊲ w)− (a ⊲ v) ⊲ w

3. u ⊲ (vw) =
∑

(u)(u
(1) ⊲ v)(u(2) ⊲ w).

By definition, L is the space of primitive elements in (U[·,·](L),∆∗), which
means that for all a ∈ L: ∆∗(a) = a ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ a. By property (3) in
Proposition 2.7 and by (2.4), for all a ∈ L and b1, . . . , bn ∈ U[·,·](L) we have

a ⊲ (b1 · · · bn) =
n∑

i=1

b1 · · · (a ⊲ bi) · · · bn. (2.8)

More generally, for all a1, . . . , am ∈ L and b1, . . . , bn ∈ U[·,·](L) we have by
(2.4)

a1 · · · am ⊲ b1 · · · bn =
∑

I1⊔···⊔In={1,...,m}

(aI1 ⊲ b1) · · · (aIn ⊲ bn) (2.9)

where we use the notation (2.5).
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Proposition 2.8. Let (L, ⊲, [·, ·]) be a post-Lie algebra. The product ⊲ :
U[·,·](L)⊗ U[·,·](L)→ U[·,·](L) defined for all u, v ∈ U[·,·](L) by:

u ⊲ v =
∑

(u)

u(1)(u(2) ⊲ v) (2.10)

is associative and
(

U[·,·](L), ⊲,∆∗

)

is a Hopf algebra.

Proposition 2.8 has been proved in [EFLMK15, Proposition 3.3], which
extends the Guin-Oudom approach [OG08], originally used in the case of a
pre-Lie algebra, to the case of a post-Lie algebra.

Since L is the space of primitive elements in (U[·,·](L),∆∗), by definition
of ⊲, for all a, b ∈ L one has:

a ⊲ b = a ⊲ b+ ab. (2.11)

The space L, considered as a subspace of U[·,·](L), is stable by the commu-
tator

[a, b]⊲ := a ⊲ b− b ⊲ a.

By associativity of ⊲, [·, ·]⊲ is thus a Lie bracket on L, and for all a, b ∈ L ⊂
U[·,·](L)

[a, b]⊲ = a ⊲ b− b ⊲ a

= a ⊲ b− b ⊲ a+ ab− ba

= a ⊲ b− b ⊲ a+ [a, b] = Ja, bK

where Ja, bK is defined in (2.2). We thus deduce the equality between brackets
for all a, b ∈ L ⊂ U[·,·](L)

[a, b]⊲ = Ja, bK. (2.12)

Remark that the bracket J·, ·K is defined intrinsically on the space L, while
[·, ·]⊲ is defined extrinsecally since ⊲ is a binary operation of U[·,·](L).

The Cartier-Milnor-Moore theorem for filtered algebras (see [Bou89, The-
orem 1, §II.6]) and the equality between brackets (2.12) imply the following
result:

Theorem 2.9. The linear map Φ : UJ·,·K(L)→ U[·,·](L) defined by:

Φ(a1 · · · an) := a1 ⊲ . . . ⊲ an, a1, . . . , an ∈ L,

is an isomorphism of Hopf algebras
(

UJ·,·K(L), conc,∆∗

)

→
(

U[·,·](L), ⊲,∆∗

)

.

Proof. This is [OG08, Theorem 3.14] in the pre-Lie case, which has been
extended to the post-Lie case in [EFLMK15, Theorem 3.4], see also [Foi18a,
Proposition 4] and [EFM18, Theorem 10]. �

We note the following extension of (2.11): for b0, b1, . . . , bn ∈ L we have

b0 ⊲ (b1 · · · bn) = b0 ⊲ (b1 · · · bn) + b0b1 · · · bn

=
n∑

i=1

b1 · · · (b0 ⊲ bi) · · · bn + b0b1 · · · bn,
(2.13)

where we have used (2.8) in the last equality.
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2.5. The dual structure. Recalling the basis BU[·,·](L) of U[·,·](L) from (2.3)

given by the PBW Theorem 2.5, we introduce now a second basis on U[·,·](L)
given by

BU[·,·](L) :={xm1
1 · · · x

mk

k :

k ∈ N, m1, . . . ,mk ∈ N, x1 < . . . < xk, xi ∈ BL}.
(2.14)

We have a map T : BU[·,·](L) → BU[·,·](L) given by

T

(
1

m1! · · ·mk!
xm1

1 · · · x
mk

k

)

= xm1
1 · · · x

mk

k , (2.15)

whish has a unique linear extension T : U[·,·](L) → U[·,·](L). Then we in-
troduce the pairing on U[·,·](L) ⊗ U[·,·](L) given by the bilinear extension
of

BU[·,·](L) × BU[·,·](L) ∋ (u, v) 7→ 〈u, v〉 := 1(T u=v). (2.16)

Then we can define an associative and commutative product ∗ on U[·,·](L):

u ∗ v :=
∑

w∈BU[·,·](L)

〈∆∗w, u⊗ v〉 Tw

=
∑

w∈BU[·,·](L)

∑

(w)

〈

w(1), u
〉 〈

w(2), v
〉

Tw,
(2.17)

which is dual to the coproduct ∆∗ in the sense that for all u, v,w ∈ U[·,·](L):

〈w, u ∗ v〉 =
∑

(w)

〈

w(1), u
〉 〈

w(2), v
〉

= 〈∆∗w, u⊗ v〉 ,

where we use Sweedler’s notation (2.7).
The multiplication table of ∗ on BU[·,·](L) is given as follows:

k∏

i=1

xαi

i ∗
k∏

i=1

xβi

i =
k∏

i=1

xαi+βi

i (2.18)

for all x1 < . . . < xk with xi ∈ BL and αi, βi ∈ N. Therefore, we obtain from
(2.6)-(2.18) the following relation between ∆∗ and the product ∗ in (2.18)

∆∗u =
∑

u1,u2∈BU[·,·](L)

(T u1)∗(T u2)=T u

u1 ⊗ u2, u ∈ BU[·,·](L). (2.19)

We stress that we use BU[·,·](L) in (2.3) as a basis for (U[·,·](L), ⊲) and BU[·,·](L)

in (2.14) as a basis for (U[·,·](L), ∗).

Remark 2.10. The choice of the basis BU[·,·](L) in (2.3) and of the duality

(2.16) may look unnatural, with respect to the basis BU[·,·](L) in (2.14). One

one hand, the basis BU[·,·](L) in (2.3) gives a particularly simple form to

the coshuffle coproduct ∆∗, see (2.6)-(2.19). On the other hand, the basis
BU[·,·](L) in (2.14) and the duality (2.16) give the multiplication table (2.18)

for ∗, which corresponds to the polynomial product in the symmetric algebra
over L in the pre-Lie case, for example in the Butcher-Connes-Kreimer Hopf
algebra.
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A classical result in Hopf algebras theory shows that a filtered coalgebra
structure like (U[·,·](L),∆∗, ε) can always be dualised into an algebra struc-
ture (U[·,·](L), ∗,1) using the pairing 〈·, ·〉 in (2.16), see for example [GR14]
for general statements. However a filtered algebra structure like for example
(U[·,·](L), ⊲,1) can not always be dualised into a coalgebra structure on the
same space. Therefore in order to define ∆⊲ : U[·,·](L) → U[·,·](L) ⊗ U[·,·](L)
such that

〈u1 ⊲u2, v〉 = 〈u1 ⊗ u2,∆⊲v〉 , ∀v, u1, u2 ∈ U[·,·](L),

we need to make the following assumption on L:

Assumption 2.11. For all v ∈ L the set {(u1, u2) ∈ B2
U[·,·](L) : 〈u1 ⊲ u2, v〉 6=

0} is finite.

Under Assumption 2.11 the coproduct ∆⊲ is given for all v ∈ U[·,·](L) by:

∆⊲v =
∑

u1,u2∈BU[·,·](L)

〈u1 ⊲ u2, v〉 (Tu1) ⊗ (Tu2). (2.20)

Proposition 2.12. If Assumption 2.11 is satisfied, then the Hopf algebra
(U[·,·](L), ⊲,∆∗,1, ε) can be dualized into the Hopf algebra (U[·,·](L), ∗,∆⊲,1, ε)
via the pairing (2.16).

Proof. If v ∈ L, we have 〈u1 ⊲u2, v〉 = 〈u1 ⊲ u2, v〉, therefore ∆⊲ is well
defined on L if and only if Assumption 2.11 is satisfied. Then, the well-
posedness of ∆⊲ on U[·,·](L) follows from the fact that U[·,·](L) is generated
from L by the product ∗, using an argument of duality. The defining prop-
erties for bialgebras and the existence of an antipode are given by duality
with the Hopf algebra (U[·,·](L), ⊲,∆∗,1, ε) by reversing the arrows in the
defining commutative diagrams for Hopf algebras. �

2.6. The character group. We note that for all v ∈ U[·,·](L) we have

v =
∑

u∈BU[·,·](L)

〈u, v〉 Tu, (2.21)

where T : U[·,·](L)→ U[·,·](L) is the linear operator defined in (2.15).
We define the (real) dual space U[·,·](L)∗ as the space of linear maps f :

U[·,·](L)→ R. As before, we consider a basis BL of L and a total order ≤ on

it and the PBW Theorem 2.5 induces the basis BU[·,·](L) in (2.3) and BU[·,·](L)

in (2.14) of U[·,·](L). Then for all f ∈ U[·,·](L)∗ and all v ∈ U[·,·](L):

f(v) =
∑

u∈BU[·,·](L)

〈u, v〉 f(Tu).

This allows to identify U[·,·](L)∗ with a space of formal series

U[·,·](L)∗ ∋ f ←→
∑

u∈BU[·,·](L)

f(Tu)u ∈







∑

u∈BU[·,·](L)

αuu : αv ∈ R







,






∑

u∈BU[·,·](L)

αuu




 (v) :=

∑

u∈BU[·,·](L)

αu 〈u, v〉 .

(2.22)
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Definition 2.13. The set G ⊂ U[·,·](L)∗ of (real-valued) characters on
(U[·,·](L), ∗) is defined as the set of ∗-multiplicative linear forms f ∈ U[·,·](L)∗

such that

f(u1 ∗ u2) = f(u1) f(u2), u1, u2 ∈ U[·,·](L).

We also define H := {f ∈ U[·,·](L)∗ : f(1) = 1}.

If the Assumption 2.11 is satisfied, we have proved in Proposition 2.12
that (U[·,·](L), ∗,∆⊲, ,1, ε) is a Hopf algebra. This leads to the following
well-known result:

Proposition 2.14. If the Assumption 2.11 is satisfied, the set H in Def-
inition 2.13 can be endowed with a group structure (⊲,1∗), where the unit
element is given by duality as 1

∗(·) := 〈1, ·〉, and the product is given by:

f1 ⊲ f2 := (f1 ⊗ f2)∆⊲. (2.23)

Moreover the set G of characters is a subgroup of H.

Using the identification (2.22), we can also write

(f1 ⊲ f2)(v) =
∑

u1,u2∈BU[·,·](L)

f1(Tu1)f2(Tu2) 〈u1 ⊲ u2, v〉 . (2.24)

3. The post-Lie algebra of derivations

3.1. Derivations and post-Lie algebra structure. In this section, we
use the notations of [EFLMK15]. We fix once and for all an associative and
commutative K-algebra (A, ·).

The space of derivations Der(A) on A is the subspace of all D ∈ End(A)
satisfying the following Leibniz rule that for all a1, . . . , an ∈ A

D(a1 · · · an) =
n∑

i=1

a1 · · ·D(ai) · · · an.

One of the most common examples for the algebra A is the space of
smooth functions C∞(Kn), where K = R or C endowed with the pointwise
product. In particular polynomials in K[z1, . . . , zn, . . .] fulfill that condition
and each derivation D on that algebra is given as formal series of partial
derivations along each coordinate ∂zi

:

D =
∑

i

D(zi)∂zi
.

Another relevant example in our setting is the following: given a post-Lie
algebra (L, ⊲, [·, ·]) and the universal enveloping algebra U[·,·](L), then every
element a ∈ L defines a derivation on U[·,·](L) via the extension of ⊲ to
U[·,·](L), see (2.8).

In the following we will denote as usual by ◦ the composition operation
in End(A). The commutator of ◦ is the anti-commutative binary operation
on End(A) defined by:

[D1,D2]◦ = D1 ◦D2 −D2 ◦D1.
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This is a Lie bracket by associativity of ◦, which moreover stabilizes Der(A),
since for all a1, . . . , an ∈ A:

D1 ◦D2(a1 · · · an) =

=
n∑

i,j=1
i6=j

a1 · · ·D1(ai) · · ·D2(aj) · · · an +
n∑

i=1

a1 · · ·D1 ◦D2(ai) · · · an.

Thus, after inverting the indices, one obtains:

[D1,D2]◦(a1 · · · an) =
n∑

i=1

a1 · · · [D1,D2]◦(ai) · · · an

which proves that [D1,D2]◦ ∈ Der(A).
For a ∈ A and D ∈ End(A) we denote

a ·D : A → A, a ·D(b) := aD(b). (3.1)

If D ∈ Der(A) then a ·D also belongs to Der(A).
The main tool of the article is the following:

Theorem 3.1. Let D be a sub-Lie algebra of Der(A) for the commutator
bracket [·, ·]◦. The vector space A ⊗ D admits a structure of (left) post-Lie
algebra (⊲, [·, ·]) given for all a1, a2 ∈ A and D1,D2 ∈ D by:

a1 ⊗D1 ⊲ a2 ⊗D2 := a1D1(a2)⊗D2, (3.2)

[a1 ⊗D1, a2 ⊗D2] := a1a2 ⊗ [D1,D2]◦. (3.3)

Proof. Let us first compute the value of the associator of ⊲. Take a1, a2, a3 ∈
A and D1,D2,D3 ∈ D. On one hand by the Leibniz rule:

a1 ⊗D1 ⊲
(

a2 ⊗D2 ⊲ a3 ⊗D3

)

= a1 ⊗D1 ⊲
(

a2D2(a3)⊗D3

)

= a1D1(a2)D2(a3)⊗D3 + a1a2D1 ◦D2(a3)⊗D3.

On the other hand:
(

a1 ⊗D1 ⊲ a2 ⊗D2

)

⊲ a3 ⊗D3 =
(

a1D1(a2)⊗D2

)

⊲ a3 ⊗D3

= a1D1(a2)D2(a3)⊗D3.

By subtracting the last two equalities one finally obtains that

a⊲(a1 ⊗D1, a2 ⊗D2, a3 ⊗D3) = a1a2D1 ◦D2(a3)⊗D3.

Now let us verify the two post-Lie conditions. By commutativity of A, one
has:

a⊲(a1 ⊗D1, a2 ⊗D2, a3 ⊗D3)− a⊲(a2 ⊗D2, a1 ⊗D1, a3 ⊗D3)

= a1a2D1 ◦D2(a3)⊗D3 − a1a2D2 ◦D1(a3)⊗D3

= (a1a2 ⊗ [D1,D2]◦) ⊲ (a3 ⊗D3)

= [a1 ⊗D1, a2 ⊗D2] ⊲ a3 ⊗D3.
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by the definition (3.3) of [·, ·]. Finally, by the definitions (3.2) and (3.3) of
[·, ·] and ⊲, one has:

a1 ⊗D1 ⊲ [a2 ⊗D2, a3 ⊗D3] =

= a1D1(a2)a3 ⊗ [D2,D3]◦ + a1a2D1(a3)⊗ [D2,D3]◦

= [a1D1(a2)⊗D2, a3 ⊗D3] + [a2 ⊗D2, a1D1(a3)⊗D3]

= [a1 ⊗D1 ⊲ a2 ⊗D2, a3 ⊗D3] + [a2 ⊗D2, a1 ⊗D1 ⊲ a3 ⊗D3].

The proof is complete. �

Corollary 3.2 (Burde). If D ⊂ Der(A) is a linear space of derivations
which commute with each other for the composition product, then (A⊗D, ⊲)
is a left pre-Lie algebra, where the pre-Lie product ⊲ is given by the formula
(3.2).

The latter result is Proposition 2.1 in [Bur06], where left pre-Lie algebras
are called left-symmetric algebras.

We give now an extension of Definition 2.1, namely the notion of multiple
pre-Lie algebras, see [Foi18b].

Definition 3.3. A (left) multiple pre-Lie algebra (A, {⊲i}i∈I) is the data
of a vector space A, endowed with a family of bilinear operations ⊲i : A⊗A →
A indexed by a set I, which verifies the following relation for all i, j ∈ I and
a, b, c ∈ A:

a ⊲i (b ⊲j c)− (a ⊲i b) ⊲j c = b ⊲j (a ⊲i c)− (b ⊲j a) ⊲i c.

If the index set I is a singleton, namely {⊲i}i∈I = {⊲}, then the data (A, ⊲)
is a (left) pre-Lie algebra, namely a particular case of Definition 2.1.

Then we have the following

Corollary 3.4. Let {Di}i∈I ⊂ Der(A) a set of commuting derivations. The
family of binary operations {⊲i}i∈I defined for all a, b ∈ A and i ∈ I by:

a ⊲i b := aDi(b)

makes (A, {⊲i}i∈I) a multiple left pre-Lie algebra.

Proof. It is a direct application of Corollary 3.2, where D is the linear space
of derivations generated by {Di}i∈I . �

Corollary 3.5. Every derivation D ∈ Der(A) defines a pre-Lie product ⊲
on A given for all a, b ∈ A by:

a ⊲ b = aD(b).

Remark 3.6. Let A be a space endowed with a set {⊲i}i∈I of binary oper-
ations A ⊗ A → A indexed by a set I and denote R.I the free real vector
space generated by it. Consider the tensor product of vector spaces A⊗R.I,
endowed with the binary operation ⊲ defined by:

(a⊗ i) ⊲ (b⊗ j) = a ⊲i b⊗ j

Then it is an easy exercise to show that (A, {⊲i}i∈I) is a multiple pre-Lie
algebra if and only if (A⊗R.I, ⊲) is a pre-Lie algebra.
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3.2. Associative product on the post-Lie enveloping algebra. Note
that Theorem 3.1 applies in particular to A ⊗ Der(A), which is therefore
endowed with a natural post-Lie structure. We fix a sub-post-Lie algebra
L ⊆ A⊗Der(A).

Following Proposition 2.7 we know that an extension of the post-Lie prod-
uct ⊲ to U[·,·](L) can be constructed. We make explicit the extension on the
left:

Proposition 3.7. The extension of the post-Lie product ⊲ to U[·,·](L) as in
Proposition 2.7, is given on the left by:

(a1 ⊗D1) · · · (an ⊗Dn) ⊲ a⊗D = a1 · · · an ·D1 ◦ . . . ◦Dn(a)⊗D. (3.4)

Proof. The equality is trivially verified if n = 1 by the definition (3.2) of
⊲ on A ⊗ D. Suppose that it is verified for all word lenghts up to a fixed
integer n− 1. On one side, using the inductive hypothesis, one has:

(a1 ⊗D1) ⊲
(

(a2 ⊗D2) · · · (an ⊗Dn) ⊲ a⊗D
)

=

= (a1 ⊗D1) ⊲ (a2 · · · anD2 ◦ · · · ◦Dn(a)⊗D)

=
( n∑

i=2

a1a2 · · ·D1(ai) · · · anD2 · · ·Dn(a) + a1 · · · anD1 . . . Dn(a)
)

⊗D.

On the other side, using the equality (3) of Proposition 2.7 and the inductive
hypothesis, one has:
(

(a1 ⊗D1)⊲(a2 ⊗D2) · · · (an ⊗Dn)
)

⊲ a⊗D

=
( n∑

i=2

(a2 ⊗D2) · · · (a1D1(ai)⊗Di) · · · (an ⊗Dn)
)

⊲ a⊗D

= (
n∑

i=2

a1a2 · · ·D1(ai) · · · anD2 . . . Dn(a))⊗D.

The proof is concluded by applying the equality (2) of Proposition 2.7 �

We shall use in the following the analog of the notation (2.5) for I ⊂
{1, . . . , n} and D1, . . . ,Dn ∈ Der(A)

DI := Di1 ◦ . . . ◦Dip , I = {i1, . . . , ip}, i1 < · · · < ip, (3.5)

and D∅ := IdA.
By Proposition 2.8 we can endow U[·,·](L) with an associative product ⊲

defined by (2.10). In particular for all a1 ⊗D1, a2 ⊗D2 ∈ L:

a1 ⊗D2 ⊲ a2 ⊗D2 = (a1 ⊗D1)(a2 ⊗D2) + a1D1(a2)⊗D2.

More generally we have

Proposition 3.8. The relation (2.9) completes the extension (3.4) of ⊲ on
the right, yielding

(a1 ⊗D1) · · · (an ⊗Dn) ⊲ (ã1 ⊗ D̃1) · · · (ãm ⊗ D̃m) =

=
∑

I1⊔···⊔Im={1,...,n}

m∏

j=1

(

aIj
DIj

(ãj)⊗ D̃j

)

.
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Analogously we obtain the explicit expression for the extension of the asso-
ciative product ⊲ on U[·,·](L) as in (2.10):

(a1 ⊗D1) · · · (an ⊗Dn) ⊲ (ã1 ⊗ D̃1) · · · (ãm ⊗ D̃m) =

=
∑

I⊔J={1,...,n}

∏

i∈I

(ai ⊗Di)








∏

j∈J

(aj ⊗Dj)



 ⊲ (ã1 ⊗ D̃1) · · · (ãm ⊗ D̃m)





=
∑

I⊔J1⊔···⊔Jm={1,...,n}

∏

i∈I

(ai ⊗Di)
m∏

j=1

(

aJj
DJj

(ãj)⊗ D̃j

)

. (3.6)

3.3. Representation of the enveloping algebras. We still consider a
sub-post-Lie algebra L ⊆ A⊗Der(A), endowed with the post-Lie structure
given in Theorem 3.1. In this section we aim at giving algebra representa-
tions of (U[·,·](L), ⊲) and (UJ·,·K(L), conc) on A, that is to say algebra mor-
phisms with values in the space of endomorphisms End(A) endowed with
the composition product ◦.

Consider the linear map ρ : A⊗Der(A)→ Der(A) given by

ρ(a⊗D) = a ·D, (3.7)

where a ·D denotes the element of End(A) defined in (3.1). We have seen be-
fore Theorem 3.1 that (Der(A), [·, ·]◦) is a sub-Lie algebra of (End(A), [·, ·]◦),
while by Proposition 2.4 (L, J·, ·K) is a Lie-algebra since L ⊆ A ⊗Der(A) is
post-Lie. The relation between these two Lie algebras is explained by the
following:

Lemma 3.9. The map ρ : (L, J·, ·K)→ (Der(A), [·, ·]◦) is a morphism of Lie
algebras.

Proof. The composition Lie bracket defined by equality (2.2) is equal on
A⊗Der(A) to:

Ja1 ⊗D1, a2 ⊗D2K = a1D1(a2)⊗D2 − a2D2(a1)⊗D1 − a1a2 ⊗ [D1,D2]◦.

On the other hand for all a1, a2 ∈ A and D1,D2 ∈ Der(A):

[a1 ·D1, a2 ·D2]◦ = a1D1(a2)D2 − a2D2(a1)D1 − a1a2[D1,D2]◦.

The proof is complete. �

Remark 3.10. We can endow a sub-post-Lie algebra L ⊆ A⊗Der(A) with
a structure of A-module with the action of A on L being given for all a ∈ A
and b⊗D ∈ L by:

a • (b⊗D) := (ab)⊗D

It is easy to show the following Leibniz rule for all u, v ∈ L and a ∈ A:

Ju, a • vK = (ρ(u)[a]) • v + a • Ju, vK.

This turns (L, ⊲, [·, ·], ρ) into a (A, •)-post-Lie–Rinehard algebra (it seems
that this is actually the first example of a post-Lie–Rinehard algebra which is
not pre-Lie). For more details on pre-Lie algebras in the context of aromatic
B-series, the reader can refer to [FMMK21].
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Note that ρ is a representation of (L, J·, ·K) onA. By the universal property
of UJ·,·K(L), it can be extended uniquely to a morphism ρ̂ of associative
algebras

ρ̂ :
(

UJ·,·K(L), conc

)

−→
(

End(A), ◦
)

(a1 ⊗D1) · · · (an ⊗Dn) 7−→ (a1 ·D1) ◦ · · · ◦ (an ·Dn)

(3.8)

Then ρ̂ is a representation of
(

UJ·,·K(L), conc

)

onA which extends ρ : (L, J·, ·K)→

(Der(A), [·, ·]◦) given by (3.7).
However we are interested rather in an extension of ρ to a morphism of

algebras ρ : (U[·,·](L), ⊲) → (End(A), ◦). Theorem 2.9 states that the linear
map Φ : UJ·,·K(L)→ U[·,·](L) defined for a1, . . . , an ∈ L by:

Φ(a1 · · · an) := a1 ⊲ . . . ⊲ an

is an algebra isomorphism between
(

UJ·,·K(L), conc

)

and
(

U[·,·](L), ⊲
)

. This

isomorphism allows to give an extension of the representation ρ to a repre-
sentation:

ρ :
(

U[·,·](L), ⊲
)

→ (End(A), ◦), ρ = ρ̂ ◦Φ−1, (3.9)

namely we have the following commutative diagram of associative algebras
in which the dashed arrows represent morphisms of Lie algebras and plain
arrows represent morphisms of associative algebras:

(L, J·, ·K)

(

UJ·,·K(L), conc

) (

U[·,·](L), ⊲
)

(End(A), ◦)

Φ ∼

ρ̂ ρ

This representation can be made more explicit:

Theorem 3.11. The linear map ρ defined in (3.9) admits the following
explicit expression

ρ
(

(a1 ⊗D1) · · · (an ⊗Dn)
)

= a1 · · · an · (D1 ◦ . . . ◦Dn). (3.10)

By the algebra morphism property for ρ :
(

U[·,·](L), ⊲
)

→ (End(A), ◦), we

also have

ρ̄
(

(a1 ⊗D1) ⊲ · · · ⊲ (an ⊗Dn)
)

= (a1 ·D1) ◦ · · · ◦ (an ·Dn).

Proof. Setting ρ = ρ̂ ◦ Φ−1 as in (3.9), we obtain automatically that ρ is
a morphism of algebras and therefore that it is the unique extension of

ρ : L→ Der(A) to a morphism of algebras
(

U[·,·](L), ⊲
)

→ (End(A), ◦).

We want now to show that ρ satisfies (3.10). We proceed by induction
on n; for n = 1 the claim follows from the definition (3.7) of ρ. Let us
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suppose now that (3.10) is proved for n ≥ 1; let us set for ease of notation
ui := ai ⊗Di, i = 0, . . . , n; then by (2.13)

u0 ⊲ (u1 · · · un) =
n∑

i=1

u1 · · · (u0 ⊲ ui) · · · un + u0 · · · un.

By the definition (3.2) of ⊲ we have u0 ⊲ ui = a0D0(ai)⊗Di. By applying ρ
we obtain by the induction hypothesis

ρ(u0 ⊲ (u1 · · · un)) =
n∑

i=1

a0a1 · · ·D0(ai) · · · an · (D1 ◦ . . . ◦Dn) + ρ(u0 · · · un).

On the other hand, by the morphism property and the induction hypothesis

ρ(u0 ⊲ (u1 · · · un)) = ρ(u0) ◦ ρ(u1 · · · un)

= (a0 ·D0) ◦
(

a1 · · · an · (D1 ◦ . . . ◦Dn)
)

=
n∑

i=1

a0a1 · · ·D0(ai) · · · an · (D1 ◦ . . . ◦Dn) + (a0 · · · an) · (D0 ◦ · · · ◦Dn).

Therefore we obtain as required

ρ(u0 · · · un) = ρ
(

(a0 ⊗D0) · · · (an ⊗Dn)
)

= (a0 · · · an) · (D0 ◦ · · · ◦Dn)

and the proof is complete. �

Remark 3.12. One should remark that the representations ρ, ρ̂ and ρ are
not faithful, since for example for a, b ∈ A, a 6= b and D ∈ Der(A):

ρ
(

a⊗ (b ·D)
)

= ρ
(

b⊗ (a ·D)
)

.

Remark 3.13. By (3.4) the left extension of ⊲ on U[·,·](L) can be expressed
in terms of the representation ρ:

u ⊲ (a⊗D) = ρ(u)(a)⊗D, u ∈ U[·,·](L).

Moreover by (3.6) for u ∈ U[·,·](L)

u ⊲ (a⊗D) =
∑

(u)

u(1)
[

ρ
(

u(2)
)

(a)⊗D
]

(3.11)

and for all ũ = (ã1 ⊗ D̃1) · · · (ãm ⊗ D̃m) ∈ U[·,·](L)

u ⊲ ũ =
∑

(u)

u(1)
m∏

i=1

[

ρ
(

u(i+1)
)

(ãi)⊗ D̃i

]

,

with the extension of Sweedler’s notation (2.7)

∆
(m)
∗ u =

∑

(u)

u(1) ⊗ . . .⊗ u(m+1),

where ∆
(1)
∗ := ∆∗, ∆

(m+1)
∗ := (id⊗∆∗)∆

(m)
∗ .
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Proposition 3.14. Given b1, b2 ∈ A and u = (a1 ⊗ D1) · · · (an ⊗ Dn) ∈
U[·,·](A⊗Der(A)), the Leibniz rule of D1, . . . ,Dn on A implies

ρ(u)(b1b2) =
∑

I⊔J={1,...,n}

aIDI(b1)aJDJ(b2)

=
∑

I⊔J={1,...,n}

ρ
(∏

i∈I

(ai ⊗Di)
)

(b1) ρ
( ∏

j∈J

(aj ⊗Dj)
)

(b2)

=
∑

(u)

ρ(u(1))(b1) ρ(u(2))(b2)

= (ρ⊗ ρ)(∆∗u)(b1 ⊗ b2).

3.4. The dual coalgebra structure. For the sake of generality, let us once
again consider a commutative and associative algebra (A, ·) equipped with
a basis BA. Let as before (L, ⊲, [·, ·]) be a sub-post-Lie algebra of A⊗Der(A)
for the canonical post-Lie structure defined by the Theorem 3.1.

We fix a basis BL of L such that BL ⊂ BA×Der(A), i.e. which is composed
of elements of type a ⊗ D where a ∈ BA and D ∈ Der(A). We know
from subsection 2.2 that given a total order ≤ on BL, the Poincaré-Birkhoff-
Witt Theorem 2.5 gives a vectorial basis BU[·,·](L) of U[·,·](L) composed by

monomials:

u = (a1 ⊗D1) · · · (ak ⊗Dk)

where the factors ai⊗Di belong to BL, and are organized in increasing order.
In order to prove that ∆⊲ : U[·,·](L) → U[·,·](L) ⊗ U[·,·](L) given by (2.20)

is well defined, we need to make the following crucial assumption on (A, L).

Assumption 3.15. The set {(u, b) ∈ BU[·,·](L) × BA : 〈ρ(u)(b), a〉 6= 0} is

finite for all a ∈ BA.

Recalling Proposition 2.12, we note now the following

Lemma 3.16. In this setting, L satisfies Assumption 2.11 if and only if
(L,A) satisfies Assumption 3.15.

Proof. By Remark 3.13 we have u⊲ (b⊗D) = ρ(u)(b)⊗D for all u ∈ U[·,·](L)
and a⊗D ∈ L, thus we can write for any non-zero D ∈ Der(A)

〈ρ(u)(b), a〉 = 〈u ⊲ (b⊗D), a⊗D〉 .

Therefore if L satisfies Assumption 2.11, then (A, L) satisfies Assumption
3.15. Vice versa, if (A, L) satisfies Assumption 3.15 then let v ∈ L and
u1, u2 ∈ U[·,·](L) such that 〈u1 ⊲ u2, v〉 6= 0. We can assume w.l.o.g. that
v = a⊗D. By (3.6) we have that u2 is also in L and in particular u2 = b⊗D.
Then

〈u1 ⊲ u2, v〉 = 〈ρ(u1)(b), a〉

and by Assumption 3.15 there are only finitely many (u2, b) such that this
is non-zero, so that 2.11 follows. �

Thus we arrive to the following statement:
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Proposition 3.17. If Assumption 3.15 or (equivalently) Assumption 2.11
are satisfied, then on U[·,·](L) the coalgebra structure (∆⊲, ε) dual to the al-
gebra structure (⊲,1) defined in Proposition 2.12 with respect to the pairing
(2.16) is given by:

∆⊲1 = 1 ⊗ 1,

∆⊲(u ∗ v) = ∆⊲(u) ∗∆⊲(v)

∆⊲(a⊗D) = (a⊗D) ⊗ 1 +
∑

u∈BU[·,·](L)

Tu⊗ (Θ(u⊗ a)⊗D), (3.12)

where we define the map Θ : U[·,·](L)⊗A → A,

Θ(u⊗ a) :=
∑

b∈BA

〈ρ(u)(b), a〉 b. (3.13)

Proof. Proposition 2.12 applies and proves the well-definedness of the coal-
gebra structure. Now by the definition (2.10) of ⊲, for all (a⊗D) ∈ BL and
u, v ∈ U[·,·](L) \ {1} by Proposition 3.8

〈u⊗ v,∆⊲(a⊗D)〉 = 〈u ⊲ v, a⊗D〉

=







〈

u ⊲ (ã⊗ D̃), a⊗D
〉

if v = ã⊗ D̃ ∈ L,

0 else.

Thus, since u ⊲ (ã⊗ D̃) = ρ(u)(ã)⊗ D̃, we obtain that:

〈u⊗ v,∆⊲(a⊗D)〉 =
∑

b∈BA

〈ρ(u)(b), a〉 〈v, b⊗D〉

which concludes the proof by (3.13). �

3.5. Extension of the representation map. We fix again a basis BA

of A and we denote by A the space of formal series
∑

γ∈BA
aγγ, aγ ∈ R.

The canonical pairing 〈·, ·〉 on A × A given by (the bilinear extension of)
〈γ, β〉 = 1(γ=β), γ, β ∈ BA, allows to identify A with the dual A∗ by setting
for all β ∈ BA:




∑

γ∈BA

aγγ



 (β) :=
∑

γ∈BA

aγ 〈γ, β〉 .

In the following Proposition, given f ∈ U[·,·](L)∗ we define a map ρ(f) :

A → A by making an abuse of notation for simplicity:

Proposition 3.18. If the Assumption 3.15 is satisfied, then for all f ∈
U[·,·](L)∗ the map ρ(f) : A → A given by:

ρ(f)




∑

γ∈BA

aγγ



 :=
∑

β∈BA






∑

γ∈BA,u∈BU[·,·](L)

f(Tu) aγ 〈ρ(u)(γ), β〉




β

is well-defined.

Proof. This is a consequence of Assumption 3.15, since for β fixed, the set
of (γ, u) ∈ BA × BU[·,·](L) such that 〈ρ(u)(γ), β〉 6= 0 is finite. �
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Recall the sets G,H ⊂ U[·,·](L)∗ from Definition 2.13.

Proposition 3.19. If the Assumption 3.15 is satisfied, then the map f 7→
ρ(f) is a group morphism from (H, ⊲,1∗) to (End(A), ◦, id).

Proof. Let ϕ ∈ A, ϕ =
∑

γ∈BA
aγγ. By (2.20)-(2.23)

ρ(f1 ⊲ f2)(ϕ) =
∑

β,γ∈BA

∑

u∈BU[·,·](L)

f1 ⊲ f2(Tu) aγ 〈ρ(u)(γ), β〉 β

=
∑

β,γ∈BA

∑

u1,u2,u∈BU[·,·](L)

f1(Tu1)f2(Tu2) 〈u1 ⊲ u2, Tu〉 aγ 〈ρ(u)(γ), β〉 β

=
∑

β,γ,∈BA

∑

u1,u2∈BU[·,·](L)

f1(Tu1)f2(Tu2) aγ 〈ρ(u1) ◦ ρ(u2)(γ), β〉 β

=
∑

α,β,γ,∈BA

∑

u1,u2∈BU[·,·](L)

f1(Tu1)f2(Tu2) aγ 〈ρ(u1)(α), β〉 〈ρ(u2)(γ), α〉 β

= ρ(f1) ◦ ρ(f2)(ϕ).

The proof is complete. �

In particular, the map f 7→ ρ(f) is a group morphism from (G, ⊲,1∗) to
(End(A), ◦, id), see Proposition 2.14.

3.6. Module and co-module structures. By definition, (A,∆) is a left
(U[·,·](L),∆⊲)-comodule if ∆ : A → U[·,·](L)⊗A satisfies

(id ⊗∆)∆ = (∆⊲ ⊗ id)∆.

Proposition 3.20. We suppose that Assumption 3.15 is satisfied. Let ∆ :
A → U[·,·](L)⊗A be defined by

∆a =
∑

u∈BU[·,·](L),b∈BA

〈ρ(u)(b), a〉 Tu⊗ b

Then (A,∆) is a left (U[·,·](L),∆⊲)-comodule.

Proof.

(id⊗∆)∆ =
∑

u∈BU[·,·](L),b∈BA

〈ρ(u1)(b1), a〉 〈ρ(u2)(b2), b1〉Tu1 ⊗ Tu2 ⊗ b2

=
∑

u1,u2∈BU[·,·](L),b∈BA

〈ρ(u)(b), a〉 〈u1 ⊲ u2, Tu〉Tu1 ⊗ Tu2 ⊗ b

= (∆⊲ ⊗ id)∆.

The proof is complete. �

4. Derivations on multi-indices

We want here to give an application of the results of the previous sections
to an algebraic structure which has been unveiled recently in [LOT23], with
applications to stochastic Taylor developments of solutions to SPDEs.

We note N = {0, 1, . . .} and given an integer d ≥ 1, we use the following
notations:

N
d
∗ := N

d \ {0}, 0 := (0, . . . , 0) ∈ N
d.
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Then we define M as the set of compactly supported γ : N ⊔ N
d
∗ → N,

namely γ(i) 6= 0 only for finitely many i ∈ N⊔Nd
∗. Elements ofM are called

multi-indices. Note that M is stable under addition: if γ1, γ2 ∈M then

γ(i) := γ1(i) + γ2(i), i ∈ N ⊔ N
d
∗, (4.1)

defines a new element in M. It is also possible to define the difference
γ1 − γ2 ∈M if γ1 ≥ γ2.

4.1. The LOT setting. In [LOT23] the authors developed a new tree-free
approach to regularity structures. In this subsection we start to introduce
some of their main definitions. Let us consider the polynomial algebra

A := R[zk, zn]k∈N,n∈Nd
∗

where {zk, zn : k ∈ N,n ∈ N
d
∗} are commuting variables and 1 ∈ A is the

unit. A canonical basis for A is given by the set {zγ : γ ∈M}, where

z
γ :=

∏

i∈N⊔Nd
∗

z
γ(i)
i , γ ∈M, z

0 = 1.

Then the sum in M defined in (4.1) allows to describe the product in A

z
γ
z

γ′

= z
γ+γ′

, γ, γ′ ∈M.

Two sets of derivations on A are of interest here (see [LOT23, (3.9) and
(3.12)])

1. The tilt derivations {D(n)}n∈Nd , defined by:

D(0) :=
∑

k≥0

(k + 1)zk+1∂zk
and D(n) := ∂zn

, for n ∈ N
d
∗. (4.2)

2. The shift derivations ∂i, defined for i ∈ {1, . . . , d} by:

∂i :=
∑

n∈Nd

(ni + 1)zn+ei
D(n) (4.3)

where e1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0), e2 = (0, 1, . . . , 0), etc.

For k ∈ N we denote by ek ∈ M the multi-index ek(i) = 1(i=k) for

i ∈ N ⊔ N
d
∗, and similarly en ∈M for n ∈ N

d
∗. Explicit computations for all

γ ∈M, n ∈ N
d
∗ and i ∈ {1, . . . , d} show that for the tilt derivations

D(0)
z

γ =
∑

k≥0

(k + 1)γ(k)zγ+ek+1−ek , (4.4)

D(n)
z

γ = γ(n) z
γ−en if n ∈ N

d
∗,

while for the shift derivations

∂iz
γ =

∑

n∈Nd

(ni + 1)zn+ei
D(n)

z
γ (4.5)

=
∑

k≥0

(k + 1)γ(k)zγ+ek+1−ek+eei +
∑

n∈Nd
∗

(ni + 1)γ(n)zγ−en+en+ei .

While D(0) and ∂i are defined by infinite series, for each γ ∈M the sums in
(4.4)-(4.5) are finite because γ has compact support.

The authors in [LOT23, §3.8] used a geometrical point of view to define
a binary operation denoted ⊲ which corresponds to the covariant derivative
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of vector fields on the infinite dimensional manifold R[zk, zn]k∈N,n∈Nd
∗

whose
geometry is given by the canonical flat and torsion free connexion. However,
this natural approach turns out to be difficult to handle because of the
non-stability of the space LLOT := R{∂i}i ⊕R{zγD(n)}γ,n under the binary
operation ⊲. For example the covariant derivatives ∂i⊲∂i cannot be expressed
as a linear combination of the aforementioned derivations and thus does not
belong to LLOT.

4.2. Post-Lie algebra structure. In order to use the results of the pre-
ceeding sections, we redefine the space LLOT of [LOT23] in a different man-
ner. Denoting again A := R[zk, zn]k∈N,n∈Nd

∗
, we define the space L0 as the

subspace of A⊗Der(A) generated by the elements {zγ⊗D(n)}n∈Nd,γ∈M and
{1⊗ ∂i}i∈{1,...,d}, namely:

L0 := R{1⊗ ∂i}i∈{1,...,d} ⊕ R

{

z
γ ⊗D(n)

}

γ∈M,n∈Nd
, (4.6)

where 1 is the unit in A.

Theorem 4.1. Setting A := R[zk, zn]k∈N,n∈Nd
∗
, the space L0 is a sub-post-Lie

algebra of A⊗ Der(A), for the canonical post-Lie algebra structure (⊲, [·, ·])
given in Theorem 3.1.

Proof. Let us verify that L0 is stable under the action of the post-Lie struc-
ture (⊲, [·, ·]) induced by A⊗Der(A) given in Theorem 3.1, namely that for
a1 ⊗D1, a2 ⊗D2 ∈ L0

(a1 ⊗D1) ⊲ (a2 ⊗D2) = a1D1(a2)⊗D2 ∈ L0,

[a1 ⊗D1, a2 ⊗D2] = a1a2 ⊗ [D1,D2]◦ ∈ L0.

First, since derivations vanish once evaluated at 1 ∈ R[zk, zn]k∈N,n∈Nd
∗

(1⊗ ∂i) ⊲ (1⊗ ∂j) = ∂i(1) ⊗ ∂j = 0, (4.7)

(zγ ⊗D(n)) ⊲ (1⊗ ∂i) = z
γD(n)(1)⊗ ∂i = 0. (4.8)

Now

(zγ′

⊗D(n′)) ⊲ (zγ ⊗D(n)) = z
γ′

D(n′)
z

γ ⊗D(n) ∈ L0.

Finally

(1⊗ ∂i) ⊲ (zγ ⊗D(n)) = ∂iz
γ ⊗D(n) ∈ L0.

It remains to discuss the bracket. Let us first compute the Lie bracket
[·, ·]◦ on the family of derivations {D(n), ∂i}n,i:

• By the definitions, for all n,n′ ∈ N
d the derivations D(n) and D(n′)

commute, i.e. [D(n),D(n′)]◦ = 0.
• For all {i, j} ∈ {1, . . . , d}:

∂i ◦ ∂j =
∑

n∈Nd

(ni + 1)(nj + 1)zn+ei+ej
D(n)

+
∑

n,m∈Nd

(ni + 1)(mj + 1)zn+ei
zm+ej

D(n)D(m).

Since this is symmetric in (i, j), we have [∂i, ∂j ]◦ = 0.
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• Since for all n ∈ N
d the derivations D(0) and D(n) commute, one

has:

D(0) ◦ ∂i =
∑

n∈Nd

(ni + 1)zn+ei
D(0) ◦D(n) = ∂i ◦D

(0).

Moreover for all n = (n1, . . . , nd) ∈ N
d
∗:

D(n) ◦ ∂i = niD
(n−ei) + ∂i ◦D

(n).

Thus for all n ∈ N
d:

[D(n), ∂i]◦ = niD
(n−ei).

In conclusion, we have for all n,n′ ∈ N
d and γ, γ′ ∈M:

[zγ ⊗D(n), zγ′

⊗D(n′)] = 0 (4.9)

[1⊗ ∂i, 1 ⊗ ∂j ] = 0 (4.10)

[zγ ⊗D(n), 1⊗ ∂i] = ni(z
γ ⊗D(n−ei)) ∈ L0. (4.11)

The proof is complete. �

Let us now compute on the previously defined basis of L0, the Lie bracket
J·, ·K given by the relation (2.2):

Jzγ ⊗D(n), zγ′

⊗D(n′)K = z
γD(n)

z
γ′

⊗D(n′) − z
γ′

D(n′)
z

γ ⊗D(n), (4.12)

Jzγ ⊗D(n), 1⊗ ∂iK = ni z
γ ⊗D(n−ei) − ∂iz

γ ⊗D(n), (4.13)

J1⊗ ∂i, 1⊗ ∂jK = 0. (4.14)

Remark 4.2. In [LOT23, formula (3.36)] we find the formula

z
γD(n) ⊲ ∂i = ni z

γD(n−ei).

This differs from our (4.8). Moreover in [LOT23] the operator ∂1 ⊳ ∂2 can

not be written as a finite linear combination of {∂i} ∪ {z
γD(n)}γ,n, while

in our setting we have the simple expression (4.7). Therefore the post-Lie
algebra we define is different from the (partial) pre-Lie algebra constructed

on the space LLOT = R{∂i}i ⊕ R{zγD(n)}γ,n in [LOT23].
However, the Lie algebra defined by J·, ·K is compatible with the Lie alge-

bra [·, ·]◦ in [LOT23, §3.10]. Indeed, the relations (4.12)-(4.13)-(4.14) show
that the Lie-algebra morphism ρ̂ : (UJ·,·K(L0), J·, ·K)→ (Der(A), [·, ·]◦) of (3.8)
allows to recover the structure described in [LOT23, §3.10], see in particular
[LOT23, (3.46)-(3.47)].

On the other hand the post-Lie algebra we define is isomorphic via ρ to
the one written in [BK22, Theorem 5.5]. Our construction has the merit
of being more general and to distinguish the abstract enveloping algebra
U[·,·](L) from its realisation as an algebra of endomorphisms of A.

4.3. A basis for the enveloping algebra. The isomorphism of Theorem
2.9 allows us to work with the space U[·,·](L0) for which the multiplication
table of the associative product ⊲ can be written explicitly, once one fixes a
basis. In this section we recover the basis [LOT23, (4.15)], see (4.19) below.

The Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt Theorem 2.5, permits us to exhibit a choice
of basis for U[·,·](L0) which depends on an ordering of the basis of L0 given

by the derivations of type z
γ ⊗D(n) and 1⊗ ∂i.
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The commutation relations (4.9)-(4.10)-(4.11) indicate that in order to
apply the PBW theorem, we only need to choose an order between the
elements of type 1 ⊗ ∂i and of type z

γ ⊗ D(n). In particular if we choose
that 1 ⊗ ∂i < z

γ ⊗ D(n) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , d},n ∈ N
d, γ ∈ M one obtains

the following basis for U[·,·](L0) given by the set of equivalence classes of
monomials of the form

(1⊗ ∂1)m1 . . . (1⊗ ∂d)md(zγ1 ⊗D(n1)) . . . (zγk ⊗D(nk)) (4.15)

where (m1, . . . ,md) ∈ N
d and (γl,nl) ∈M× N

d for all l ∈ {1, . . . , k}.
From the commutation relation (4.11) we deduce that we can write any

monomial in U[·,·](L0) in the form (4.15):

(zγ1 ⊗D(n1)) . . . (zγk ⊗D(nk))(1⊗ ∂1)m1 . . . (1⊗ ∂d)md

= (1⊗ ∂1)m1 . . . (1⊗ ∂d)md(zγ1 ⊗D(n1)) . . . (zγk ⊗D(nk))

+ 1(|m|>0)

∑

n̄1,...,n̄k

1(∑

j
|nj−n̄j |=|m|

)

k∏

l=1

[

1(n̄l≤nl)
nl!

n̄l!
(zγl ⊗D(n̄l))

]

,

(4.16)

where |m| := m1 + . . .+md and n̄ ≤ n⇐⇒ (n̄1 ≤ n1)& . . .&(n̄d ≤ nd), and
we use standard notations for n = (n1, . . . , nd),m = (m1, . . . ,md) ∈ N

d:

n! = n1! · · ·nd!,

(

n

m

)

=

(

n1

m1

)

· · ·

(

nd

md

)

.

Therefore we consider (4.15) as a normal ordering of monomials in U[·,·](L0).

We denote for m ∈ N
d

(1⊗ ∂)m := (1⊗ ∂1)m1 . . . (1⊗ ∂d)md .

In order to choose a normalisation for the basis element in (4.15), we note
that the commutation relations (4.9)-(4.10)

[zγ ⊗D(n), zγ′

⊗D(n′)] = [1⊗ ∂i, 1⊗ ∂j] = 0

imply that R{zγ ⊗D(n)}γ∈M,n∈Nd and R{1 ⊗ ∂i}i∈{1,...,d} are commutative
subalgebras of U[·,·](L0). In particular the coshuffle coproduct ∆∗ defined in
(2.4) acts on these two algebras as follows

∆∗(1⊗ ∂)m =
∑

m′+m′′=m

(

m

m′

)

(1⊗ ∂)m′

⊗(1⊗ ∂)m′′

,

∆∗a
ℓ =

ℓ∑

k=0

(

ℓ

k

)

ak⊗ aℓ−k, a = z
γ ⊗D(n),

∆∗

n∏

i=1

aℓi

i =
n∏

i=1

∆∗a
ℓi

i , ai = z
γi ⊗D(ni), ai 6= aj if i 6= j.

Therefore we choose a normalisation which allows to mimise the combinato-
rial coefficients in these expressions. For m = (m1, . . . ,md) ∈ N

d we set

Em :=
1

m!
(1⊗ ∂)m, m! := m1! · · ·md!.
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We define now multi-indices J onM×Nd, namely functions J :M×Nd → N

with finite support, and we define

FJ :=
∏

(γ,n)∈M×Nd

1

J(γ,n)!
(zγ ⊗D(n))J(γ,n).

We use the convention E0 = F∅ = 1 ∈ U[·,·](L0). These definitions allow to
express the co-algebra structure of U[·,·](L0) given by the coshuffle coproduct
∆∗ defined in (2.4), given on such elements by

∆∗(Em) =
∑

m′+m′′=m

Em′⊗Em′′ , ∆∗(FJ ) =
∑

J ′+J ′′=J

FJ ′⊗FJ ′′ ,

∆∗(EmFJ) = ∆∗(Em)∆∗(FJ) =
∑

m′+m′′=m
J ′+J ′′=J

Em′FJ ′ ⊗ Em′′FJ ′′ , (4.17)

which is (2.19) in this setting. We also obtain for the concatenation product
in U[·,·](L0)

EmEm̄ =

(

m + m̄

m

)

Em+m̄ and FJFJ̄ =

(

J + J̄

J

)

FJ+J̄ , (4.18)

where the binomial coefficient is given by
(

J + J̄

J

)

:=
(J + J̄)!

J ! J̄ !
, J ! :=

∏

(γ,n)

J(γ,n)!.

We denote E = {Em}m and F = {FJ}J . Then the basis BU[·,·](L0) for

U[·,·](L0) defined in (2.3) can be described as set of all concatenation products
of type EmFJ

BU[·,·](L0) = E · F = {EmFJ}m,J .

Note that this choice of a basis corresponds (via the representation ρ̄) to the
one that has been adopted in [LOT23, formula (4.15)]: following Theorem
3.11, the representation ρ : U[·,·](L0) → End(A) is given on basis elements
EmFJ ∈ BU[·,·](L0) by:

ρ
(

EmFJ

)

=

(

1

m!

∏

γ,n

(zγ)J(γ,n)

J(γ,n)!

)

∂m ◦
∏

γ,n

(

D(n)
)◦J(γ,n)

(4.19)

where we denote for all m = (m1, . . . ,md) ∈ N
d

∂m := (1⊗ ∂1)m1 . . . (1⊗ ∂d)md .

4.4. An explicit formula for the product. With the notation introduced
in the previous subsection, the equality (4.16) can be written in a more
compact form

FJEm = EmFJ +
1(|m|>0)

m!

∑

J0∈Jm

J0!

J !

(
∏

γ,n

(n!)J(γ,n)−J0(γ,n)

)

FJ0 , (4.20)

where for

FJ =
1

J !

k∏

i=1

(zγi ⊗D(ni)),
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we define Jm as the set of J0 :M− × N
d → N with finite support and such

that there exist n1, . . . ,nk ∈ N
d with ni ≤ ni and

∑k
i=1 |ni−ni| = |m| such

that

FJ0 =
1

J0!

k∏

i=1

(zγi ⊗D(ni)).

We want now to exhibit the extension of the post-Lie product ⊲ on U[·,·](L0)
and its related associative product ⊲ defined in Proposition 2.8, using the
simplifications arising from our previous computations. Let us start by doing
some simplifications for the extension of ⊲ on U[·,·](L0).

First of all, denoting as before by ρ the representation morphism of The-
orem 3.11, Proposition 3.7 implies that for EmFJ 6= 1

EmFJ ⊲ (1⊗ ∂i) = ρ
(

EmFJ

)

(1) ⊗ ∂i = 0,

so that by point 1 in Proposition 2.7

EmFJ ⊲ Em̄ =

{
Em̄ if EmFJ = 1

0 else.

By (3.10)

EmFJ ⊲ (zγ̄ ⊗D(n̄)) = ρ
(

EmFJ

)

(zγ̄)⊗D(n̄),

Now from (2.9) and (4.17)

EmFJ ⊲ FJ̄ = EmFJ ⊲
1

J̄ !

N∏

l=1

z
γ̄l ⊗D(n̄l)

=
1

J̄ !

∑

m1+···+mN =m
J1+···+JN =J

N∏

l=1

(

ρ(Eml
FJl

)(zγ̄l)⊗D(n̄l)
)

.

(4.21)

Finally, using point 3 of Proposition 2.7 and (4.17), we obtain

EmFJ ⊲ Em̄FJ̄ =
∑

m′+m′′=m
J ′+J ′′=J

(Em′FJ ′ ⊲ Em̄)(Em′′FJ ′′ ⊲ FJ̄ ).

The only non-zero term in the sum is given for m′′ = m and J ′′ = J and in
that case Em′FJ ′ = 1 and 1 ⊲ Em̄ = Em̄, then:

EmFJ ⊲ Em̄FJ̄ = Em̄

(

EmFJ ⊲ FJ̄

)

.

Thus, from the Definition of ⊲ given in 2.8, one gets:

EmFJ ⊲ Em̄FJ̄ =
∑

m′+m′′=m
J ′+J ′′=J

Em′FJ ′

(

Em′′FJ ′′ ⊲ Em̄FJ̄

)

=
∑

m′+m′′=m
J ′+J ′′=J

Em′FJ ′Em̄

(

Em′′FJ ′′ ⊲ FJ̄

)

.
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Using (4.20), one deduces an expression for the product ⊲ on the basis
BU[·,·](L0)

EmFJ ⊲ Em̄FJ̄ =
∑

m′+m′′=m
J ′+J ′′=J

Em′Em̄
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈E

FJ ′(Em′′FJ ′′ ⊲ FJ̄)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈F

+

+
∑

m′+m′′=m
J ′+J ′′=J

1(|m|>0)

m!

∑

J0∈J ′
m̄

J0!

J ′!

[
∏

γ,n

(n!)(J ′−J0)(γ,n)

]

Em′

︸︷︷︸

∈E

FJ0(Em′′FJ ′′ ⊲ FJ̄)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈F

where the elements Em′′FJ ′′ ⊲ FJ̄ are given by (4.21).

5. The structure group

In this section, we start the construction which allows to apply the results
of the previous section to a specific stochastic PDE. We first explain very
briefly the main motivation of this construction, referring to [LOT23, §7] for
more details. We choose an equation on R

d of the form

Lu = a(u(x))ξ (5.1)

where L is a linear differential operator which admits a Green kernel K,
ξ : Rd → R (the noise term) is a fixed continuous function, a : R → R is
smooth, and solutions are functions u : Rd → R. The multi-index symmetry
factor is given for all β ∈M by:

σ(β) :=
∏

k∈N

(k!)β(k). (5.2)

The analytical theory of (5.4) is based on the following Ansatz: any
solution u satisfies a local Taylor development at order δ > 0 of the form:

u(y) =
∑

|β|<δ

1

σ(β)
Υa,u

z
β(x) Πxz

β(y) +Rδ
x(y) (5.3)

where

• Rδ is a remainder of order δ: |Rδ
x(y)| . |y − x|δ

• |β| ∈ R
+ is the homogeneity of β ∈M that is defined in our case in

(5.5) below
• {Πxz

β}β∈M is a fixed family of functions which depend on the noise
term ξ and also on the Green kernel K,
• Υa,u : R[zk, zn]k∈N,n∈Nd

∗
→ C(Rd) is an explicit function depending

on a and u, which is defined in [LOT23, (7.22)].

The functions {Πxz
β}β∈M come with a family of linear operators Γxy :

A → A such that

ΠxΓxy = Πy, ∀x, y ∈ R
d.

These operators are constructed via the representation of a group (G, ⊲),
called the structure group of the equation. In the rest of this paper, see in
particular the final section 5.6, we show how to construct this group with
such a representation, using the material of the previous sections.
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5.1. Homogeneity. Now we consider in particular the equation on R
d:

−∆u = a(u(x))ξ (5.4)

where ∆ denotes the d-dimensional Laplacian operator:

∆u =
d2

dx1
u+ . . .+

d2

dxd
u.

We fix α ∈ ]0, 1[ and we note |n| = |(n1, . . . , nd)| = n1 + . . . + nd for
n ∈ N

d. The value α ∈ ]0, 1[ indicates that one expects in the non-smooth
setting that ξ is a distribution in some Besov space Cα−2 and u is a Hölder
function in Cα.

We define the homogeneity | · | :M→ [0,+∞) as follows:

|β| := α
∑

k≥0

βk +
∑

n6=0

|n|βn. (5.5)

The homogeneity plays a crucial role since it is the expected "regularity" of
the terms Πx in (5.3). In particular Πxz

β is expected to satisfy

|Πxz
β(y)| . |y − x||β|, x, y ∈ R

d.

We define yet another function ‖ · ‖ :M→ R given by

‖γ‖ :=
∑

k∈N

(k − 1)γ(k) −
∑

n∈Nd
∗

γ(n), γ ∈M.

This allows to define a set which plays an important role in the following:

M− := {β ∈M : ‖β‖ = −1} \ {en,n ∈ N
d
∗}. (5.6)

We recall the definition (4.6) of L and we define the subspace L ⊂ L0

L := R{1⊗ ∂i}i∈{1,...,d} ⊕ R

{

z
γ ⊗D(n)

}

γ∈M−, n∈Nd,|γ|>|n|
. (5.7)

Now we have the analog of Theorem 4.1:

Theorem 5.1. Setting A := R[zk, zn]k∈N,n∈Nd
∗
, the space L is a sub post-Lie

algebra of A⊗ Der(A), for the canonical post-Lie algebra structure (⊲, [·, ·])
given in Theorem 3.1.

Proof. Let us verify that L is stable under the action of the post-Lie structure
(⊲, [·, ·]) induced by A⊗Der(A) given in Theorem 3.1. We fix z

γ′

⊗D(n′), zγ⊗

D(n) ∈ L, namely γ, γ′ ∈ M and |n′| < |γ′|, |n| < |γ|. By (4.7)-(4.8), for ⊲
it remains to prove that

(zγ′

⊗D(n′)) ⊲ (zγ ⊗D(n)) = z
γ′

D(n′)
z

γ ⊗D(n) ∈ L,

(1⊗ ∂i) ⊲ (zγ ⊗D(n)) = ∂iz
γ ⊗D(n) ∈ L.

This follows from the following easy computations

‖γ′ + γ − en′‖ = −1− 1 + 1 = −1,

‖γ′ + γ + ek+1 − ek‖ = −1− 1 + k − (k − 1) = −1,

|γ′ + γ − en′ | = |γ|+ |γ′| − |n′| > |γ| > |n|,

|γ + eei
| = |γ|+ 1 > |γ| > |n|.
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For the bracket [·, ·], by (4.9)-(4.10)-(4.11) what is left is just to prove that

z
γ ⊗ D(n−ei) ∈ L for n 6= 0. Again this is a simple verification based on
|n− ei| = |n| − 1 < |n| < |γ|. �

We note now the following simple fact.

Lemma 5.2. If u ∈ L, then for all z
γ ∈ A, ρ(u)(zγ) is a finite linear

combination of elements z
γ′

∈ A such that ‖γ′‖ = ‖γ‖.

Proof. First, ρ(zβ⊗D(n))(zγ) is a linear combination of elements of the form
z

γ+β−en and z
γ+β+ek+1−ek and in both cases

‖γ + β − en‖ = ‖γ‖ + ‖β‖+ 1 = ‖γ‖,

‖γ + β + ek+1 − ek‖ = ‖γ‖+ ‖β‖+ k − (k − 1) = ‖γ‖.

Analogously ρ(1⊗∂i)(z
γ) = ∂iz

γ is by (4.5) a linear combination of elements
of the form z

γ+β−en and z
γ+β+ek+1−ek and the same argument applies. �

5.2. Two basis for the enveloping algebra. We recall that in section
4.3 we constructed a basis for the enveloping algebra U[·,·](L0) which allows
to describe explicitly the product ⊲ in a convenient way. It is simple to
see that BU[·,·](L) := BU[·,·](L0) ∩U[·,·](L) gives an equally convenient basis for

U[·,·](L) (recall that L ⊂ L0 and the two spaces are defined in (4.6) and (5.7)
respectively).

In particular we obtain that BU[·,·](L) = {EmFJ}m,J with

Em :=
1

m!
(1⊗ ∂)m, m = (m1, . . . ,md) ∈ N

d,

FJ :=
∏

(γ,n)∈M−×Nd

1

J(γ,n)!
(zγ ⊗D(n))J(γ,n),

(5.8)

where J :M− ×N
d → N has compact support and satisfies |n| < |γ| for all

(γ,n) such that J(γ,n) > 0. We use the convention E0 = F∅ = 1 ∈ U[·,·](L).
Recall also the value (4.19) of ρ(EmFJ ).

The main technical result in this section is the following Proposition (see
[LOT23, Lemma 4.9]), which shows that L satisfies Assumption 3.15 above.

Proposition 5.3. For all β ∈ M there are only finitely many u ∈ BU[·,·](L)

and γ ∈M such that
〈

ρ(u)(zγ), zβ
〉

6= 0.

Proof. We note the following relation between the two functions | · | and ‖ ·‖
on M:

|γ| = α




∑

k≥0

kγ(k)− ‖γ‖



 +
∑

n∈Nd
∗

(|n| − α)γ(n). (5.9)

Now by Lemma 5.2, for u = (1⊗∂)m
∏ℓ

i=1(zγi ⊗D(ni)) if
〈

ρ(u)(zγ), zβ
〉

6= 0

then we obtain

‖β‖ = ‖γ‖, |β| = |γ|+ |m|+
ℓ∑

i=1

(|γi| − |ni|) > |γ|.
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Therefore

α
∑

k≥0

kγ(k) +
∑

n∈Nd
∗

(|n| − α)γ(n) + |m|+
ℓ∑

i=1

(|γi| − |ni|) = |β|+ α‖β‖.

Since |γ| and
∑

k≥0 kγ(k) are bounded by a function of β, we find that there
are finitely many possible γ’s. For u, we note first that m is uniformly
bounded. For each ni 6= 0, we have that D(ni)zγ = 0 unless γ(ni) > 0;
since we have already selected finitely many possible γ’s, each with compact
support in N, there are only finitely many such ni’s. Therefore we obtain a
global bound for

∑ℓ
i=1 |βi|. By (5.9) we have |βi| ≥ α > 0 for β ∈ M−, so

that this implies also a global bound for ℓ. Finally there can be only finitely
many {β1, . . . , βℓ} satisfying the same bound, and the proof is complete. �

We now introduce the basis BU[·,·](L) = {EmF J}m,J , corresponding to

(2.16):

Em := (1⊗ ∂)m, m = (m1, . . . ,md) ∈ N
d,

F J :=
∏

(γ,n)∈M−×Nd

(zγ ⊗D(n))J(γ,n), (5.10)

where J :M− ×N
d → N has compact support and satisfies |n| < |γ| for all

(γ,n) such that J(γ,n) > 0.
Note that EmF J = (m!J !)EmFJ , or in other words T : BU[·,·](L) →

BU[·,·](L) as in (2.15) is given by

T (EmFJ) = EmF J . (5.11)

The two basis BU[·,·](L) and BU[·,·](L) are in duality via (2.15), namely
〈

EmFJ , Em̄F J̄

〉

= 1(m=m̄, J=J̄). (5.12)

The multiplication table of the ∗-product (2.18) in U[·,·](L), in duality with
the coproduct (4.17) with respect to the pairing (5.12), is

(EmF J) ∗ (Em̄F J̄) = Em+m̄ F J+J̄ ,

see [LOT23, (4.43)].

5.3. The space of formal series. Set now A := R[[zk, zn]]k∈N,n∈Nd
∗
, the

space of formal series in the commuting variables {zk, zn}k∈N,n∈Nd
∗
. Then

a ∈ A can be written
a =

∑

γ∈M

aγz
γ ,

and A turns out to be a commutative algebra with product

ab =
∑

γ∈M




∑

γ1+γ2=γ

aγ1bγ2



 z
γ .

We have a canonical pairing between A and A, which is the bi-linear
extension of 〈

∑

γ∈M

aγ z
γ , zβ

〉

= aβ, β ∈M. (5.13)
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In this way we have a canonical identification between A and the dual A∗

of A. Then Proposition 5.3 has the following important consequence.

Proposition 5.4. For all f : U[·,·](L)→ R be linear, the map ρ(f) : A → A

ρ(f)




∑

γ∈M

aγ z
γ



 :=
∑

β∈M






∑

γ∈M,u∈BU[·,·](L)

aγ f (Tu)
〈

ρ(u)(zγ), zβ
〉




 z

β

is well-defined and linear.

Proof. This is a consequence of Proposition 5.3 since for z
β fixed the set of

(γ, u) ∈M×BU[·,·](L) such that
〈

ρ(u)(zγ), zβ
〉

6= 0 is finite. �

5.4. Characters. Now we add a crucial multiplicativity hypothesis on f :
U[·,·](L) → R for the commutative product ∗ defined in (2.17)-(2.18). We
suppose that f is a character on (U[·,·](L), ∗), namely

f

(

(1⊗ ∂)m
k∏

i=1

z
γi ⊗D(ni)

)

=
d∏

i=1

(f(1⊗ ∂i))
mi

k∏

i=1

f
(

z
γi ⊗D(ni)

)

.

This leads to the following key proposition (see [LOT23, Proposition 5.1-(ii)])

Proposition 5.5. If f is a character of the commutative algebra (U[·,·](L), ∗),

then the map ρ(f) : A → A is an algebra morphism, namely it verifies the
following multiplicativity property, for all φ,ψ ∈ A:

ρ(f)(φψ) = ρ(f)(φ) ρ(f)(ψ). (5.14)

Proof. By Proposition 5.4

ρ(f)(ab) =
∑

β∈M






∑

u∈BU[·,·](L)

f (Tu)
∑

γ1,γ2∈M

aγ1bγ2

〈

ρ(u)(zγ1z
γ2), zβ

〉




 z

β.

By Proposition 3.14 and (2.19), for a, b ∈ A we have

ρ (u) (zγ1z
γ2) =

∑

u1,u2∈BU[·,·](L)

1(T u=(T u1)∗(T u2)) ρ (u1) (zγ1) ρ (u2) (zγ2).

Now
〈

ab, zβ
〉

=
∑

β1+β2=β

〈

a, zβ1

〉 〈

b, zβ2

〉

, so that

〈

ρ(u1)(zγ1) ρ(u2)(zγ2), zβ
〉

=
∑

β1+β2=β

〈

ρ(u1)(zγ1), zβ1

〉 〈

ρ(u2)(zγ2), zβ2

〉

.

By the character property, f (Tu) = f (Tu1) f (Tu2), and this allows to
conclude. �

In particular, if f is a character on (U[·,·](L), ∗) then

ρ(f)(zγ) =
∏

i∈N⊔Nd
∗

(ρ(f)(zi))
γi ,
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and for a ∈ A

ρ(f)(a) =
∑

β∈M




∑

γ∈M

aγ

〈

ρ(f)(zγ), zβ
〉



 z
β

=
∑

β∈M




∑

γ∈M

aγ

〈
∏

i∈N⊔Nd
∗

(ρ(f)(zi))
γi , zβ

〉

 z
β.

In other words we have proved the following

Lemma 5.6. If f is a character on (U[·,·](L), ∗) then for any a ∈ A the
value of ρ(f)(a) is uniquely determined by the values of (ρ(f)(zi))i∈N⊔Nd

∗
.

By Lemma 5.6, it is very important to compute the value of the represen-
tation ρ on the elements {zk, zn}k∈N,n∈Nd

∗
. This will be done in section 5.5

below. We first give a preparatory lemma.

Lemma 5.7. For all ℓ ∈ N and m,n1, . . . ,nℓ ∈ N
d:

∂m ◦D(n1) ◦ · · · ◦D(nℓ)(zn) =







∂m
zn if ℓ = 0,

1 if ℓ = 1, n1 = n, m = 0,
0 else

∂m ◦D(n1) ◦ · · · ◦D(nℓ)(zk) =







∂m(D(0))◦ℓ
zk, if ℓ = 0

or n1 = . . . = nℓ = 0

0 else.

The following equalities are verified for all n,m ∈ N
d,n 6= 0 and k, ℓ ∈ N:

(D(0))◦ℓ
zk =

(k + ℓ)!

k!
zk+ℓ (5.15)

1

m!
∂m

zn =

(

n + m

n

)

zn+m (5.16)

1

m!
∂m

zk =
∑

ℓ≥0

(

k + ℓ

k

)

zk+ℓ

∑

m1,...,mℓ∈Nd
∗

m1+···+mℓ=m

zm1 · · · zmℓ
. (5.17)

Proof. The first equality is obtained since D(n′)(zn) = δn′,n, for all n,n′ ∈

N
d, n 6= 0. The second one is obtained since D(n)

zk = 0 for all n 6= 0.
Now, (5.15) follows easily from the definition of D(0). Let us recall that:

∂i =
∑

n∈Nd(ni + 1)zn+ei
D(n). Thus for n ∈ N

d
∗ and k ∈ N:

∂izn = (ni + 1)zn+ei
, ∂izk = zei

(k + 1)zk+1

so that in particular (5.16) follows easily by recurrence on m ∈ N
d.

We prove now (5.17) by recurrence on m ∈ N
d. The base case m = 0 is

trivial since the right-hand side reduces to the case ℓ = 0; we suppose now
that the formula is proved for m = (m1, . . . ,md) ∈ N

d and we show it (for
example) for m + e1 = (m1 + 1,m2, . . . ,md). First we have

∂1 (zk+ℓzm1 · · · zmℓ
) =

= (k + ℓ+ 1)zk+ℓ+1ze1zm1 · · · zmℓ
+ zk+ℓ

ℓ∑

i=1

zm1 · · · (m
i
1 + 1)zmi+e1 · · · zmℓ
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where we recall that e1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ N
d and we note mi = (mi

1, . . . ,m
i
d) ∈

N
d. Now

∑

ℓ≥0

(

k + ℓ

k

)

(k + ℓ+ 1)zk+ℓ+1 ze1

∑

m1,...,mℓ∈Nd
∗

m1+···+mℓ=m

zm1 · · · zmℓ

=
∑

ℓ≥0

(

k + ℓ

k

)

zk+ℓ

∑

m1,...,mℓ∈Nd
∗

m1+···+mℓ=m+e1

zm1 · · · zmℓ

ℓ∑

i=1

1(mi=e1).

On the other hand we have

∑

ℓ≥0

(

k + ℓ

k

)

zk+ℓ

ℓ∑

i=1

∑

m1,...,mℓ∈Nd
∗

m1+···+mℓ=m

zm1 · · · (m
i
1 + 1)zmi+e1 · · · zmℓ

=
∑

ℓ≥0

(

k + ℓ

k

)

zk+ℓ

∑

m1,...,mℓ∈Nd
∗

m1+···+mℓ=m+e1

zm1 · · · zmℓ

ℓ∑

i=1

mi
11(mi 6=e1).

Therefore

∂1
1

m!
∂m

zk =
∑

ℓ≥0

(

k + ℓ

k

)
∑

m1,...,mℓ∈Nd
∗

m1+···+mℓ=m

∂1 (zk+ℓzm1 · · · zmℓ
)

=
∑

ℓ≥0

(

k + ℓ

k

)

zk+ℓ

∑

m1,...,mℓ∈Nd
∗

m1+···+mℓ=m+e1

zm1 · · · zmℓ

ℓ∑

i=1

mi
1

= (m1 + 1)
∑

ℓ≥0

(

k + ℓ

k

)

zk+ℓ

∑

m1,...,mℓ∈Nd
∗

m1+···+mℓ=m+e1

zm1 · · · zmℓ

and therefore (5.17) is proved. �

Formula (5.17) is [LOT23, formula (A.5)], where it is proved as an appli-
cation of the Faà di Bruno identity.

5.5. Explicit formulae. Let us consider the space L previously defined by
(5.7) along with its basis BU[·,·](L) and a character f on (U[·,·](L), ∗). Then f

is entirely characterised by its values on the basis elements of L:

• f(1⊗ ∂i), for all i ∈ {1, . . . , d}

• f(zγ ⊗D(n)), for all γ ∈M−, n ∈ N
d, |γ| > |n|.

We use the notation

f(1⊗ ∂)m := f(1⊗ ∂1)m1 · · · f(1⊗ ∂d)md , m = (m1, . . . ,md).

Following Proposition 5.5, the map ρ(f) : A → A is entirely determined
by its values on basis elements {zγ}γ∈M of A. Applying formula (5.8) to
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our present setting, one has:

ρ(f)(zγ) =
∑

m,J

f(1⊗ ∂)m
∏

(β,n)

(f(zβ ⊗D(n)))J(β,n)

·




∏

(β,n)

1

J(β,n)!
(zβ)J(β,n)




1

m!
∂m ◦




∏

(β,n)

(D(n))◦J(β,n)



 (zγ), (5.18)

see (5.8).

Notations 5.8. We set f (n) ∈ A for all n ∈ N
d:

f (n) :=
∑

m∈Nd
∗

(

n + m

n

)

f(1⊗ ∂)m
zn+m +

∑

β∈M−

|β|>|n|

f(zβ ⊗D(n)) z
β. (5.19)

In particular:

f (0) :=
∑

m∈Nd
∗

f(1⊗ ∂)m
zm +

∑

β∈M−

f(zβ ⊗D(0)) z
β. (5.20)

Then we have (see [LOT23, (5.17)-(5.18)])

Proposition 5.9. The map ρ(f) : A → A satisfies for n ∈ N
d
∗ and k ∈ N

ρ(f)zn = zn + f (n), (5.21)

ρ(f)zk =
∑

ℓ≥0

(

k + ℓ

k

)
(

f (0)
)ℓ

zk+ℓ. (5.22)

Proof. The two equalities are obtained with formula (5.18) and Lemma 5.7.
The first equality (5.21) is straightforward. For the second equality (5.22),
on one side for ℓ ∈ N fixed, we have

(

f (0)
)ℓ

=
∑

a+b=ℓ

ℓ!

a!b!




∑

β∈M−

f(zβ ⊗D(0)) z
β





a 


∑

m∈Nd
∗

f(1⊗ ∂)m
zm





b

and by the multinomial theorem



∑

β∈M−

f(zβ ⊗D(0)) z
β





a

=
∑

k:M−→N

1(∑

β
kβ=a

)a!
∏

β

[

1

kβ!

(

f(zβ ⊗D(0)) z
β
)kβ

]

while



∑

m∈Nd
∗

f(1⊗ ∂)m
zm





b

=
∑

m1,...,mb∈Nd
∗

b∏

i=1

[f(1⊗ ∂)mizmi
]

=
∑

m1,...,mb∈Nd
∗

f(1⊗ ∂)m1+···+mbzm1 · · · zmb

=
∑

m∈Nd
∗

f(1⊗ ∂)m
∑

m1+···+mb=m

zm1 · · · zmb
.
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By (5.17) we obtain, denoting

V (a) :=
∑

k:M−→N

1(∑

β
kβ=a

)
∏

β

[

1

kβ !

(

f(zβ ⊗D(0)) z
β
)kβ

]

,

that

∑

ℓ≥0

(

k + ℓ

k

)
(

f (0)
)ℓ

zk+ℓ =

=
∑

a≥0

∑

b≥0

(k + a+ b)!

k! b!
zk+a+b V (a)




∑

m∈Nd
∗

f(1⊗ ∂)m
zm





b

=
∑

m∈Nd
∗

f(1⊗ ∂)m

m!
∂m

∑

a≥0

(k + a)!

k!
zk+a V (a).

By (5.15)-(5.17) we obtain since D(n)
zk = 0 for any n 6= 0

∑

ℓ≥0

(

k + ℓ

k

)
(

f (0)
)ℓ

zk+ℓ =
∑

a≥0

∑

m∈Nd
∗

f(1⊗ ∂)m

m!
∂m(D(0))◦a

zk V (a)

= ρ(f)zk

which is the desired equality. �

5.6. Graded Hopf algebra and its graded dual. We define a homogene-
ity | · | : BU[·,·](L) → R+ by

|zβ ⊗D(n)| := |β| − |n|, |1⊗ ∂i| := 1, |1| := 0, |u1u2| := |u1|+ |u2|.

We set A := αN + N = {αi + j : i, j ∈ N}. By (5.5) the homogeneity |β| of
β ∈M takes values in A. This allows to grade U[·,·](L) setting

Uκ := R{u ∈ BU[·,·](L)}|u|=κ, κ ∈ A,

so that U[·,·](L) = ⊕κ∈AUκ. It is easy to check from the definitions that this
makes (U[·,·](L), ⊲,∆∗) a graded Hopf algebra, which is moreover connected
(namely U0 = R{1}).

By Proposition 5.3, Assumptions 2.11 and 3.15 are satisfied in this setting.
We can therefore define a dual Hopf algebra structure (U[·,·](L), ∗,∆⊲) as in
(2.20) and in Proposition 3.17, where ∆⊲ : U[·,·](L) → U[·,·](L) ⊗ U[·,·](L) is
defined with respect to the pairing (5.12) by

∆⊲u :=
∑

u1,u2∈BU[·,·](L)

〈u1 ⊲ u2, u〉 Tu1 ⊗ Tu2,

and T : BU[·,·](L) → BU[·,·](L) is given by (5.11). Moreover (U[·,·](L), ∗,∆⊲) is

graded by the homogeneity as well and it is also connected (which confirms
that it is indeed a Hopf algebra).

Then the set H := {f ∈ U[·,·](L)∗ : f(1) = 1} forms a group for the
product for f1, f2 ∈ H

f1 ⊲ f2(u) = 〈f1 ⊗ f2,∆⊲u〉 , u ∈ U[·,·](L),
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and the setG of real-valued characters on (U[·,·](L), ∗), defined as f : U[·,·](L)→
R such that

f(u1 ∗ u2) = f(u1) f(u2), u1, u2 ∈ U[·,·](L),

is a subgroup of H, see Definition 2.13, Proposition 2.14 and Subsection
5.4. Then Proposition 5.4 tells us that we have a well-defined extension of
ρ : G → End(A). Moreover by Proposition 3.19 the map f 7→ ρ(f) is a
group morphism from (G, ⊲,1) to (End(A), ◦, id).

Finally, we note that in [LOT23] the relevant module (or co-module) it
the one constructed in Section 3.6 above, while in the first constructions of
regularity structures [Hai14; BHZ19] the definition is slightly different. We
show now how to obtain the object used in [Hai14; BHZ19], based on the
one use in [LOT23] and Section 3.6 above.

We define now the linear map Λ : U[·,·](L)∗ ⊗A → A

Λ(f ⊗ a) := ρ(f)(a) + 〈a, 1〉 f (0) (5.23)

with

f (0) :=
∑

m∈Nd
∗

f ((1⊗ ∂)m) zm +
∑

β∈M−

f
(

z
β ⊗D(0)

)

z
β ∈ A

in the notation (5.20) (which however was introduced only for f a character,
while here f is a generic element of U[·,·](L)∗).

Proposition 5.10.
(

A,Λ
)

is a left (U[·,·](L)∗, ⊲)-module, namely for all

f1, f2 ∈ U[·,·](L)∗ and a ∈ A

Λ ((f1 ⊲ f2)⊗ a) = Λ (f1 ⊗ Λ(f2 ⊗ a)) .

Proof. We have

Λ ((f1 ⊲ f2)⊗ a) = ρ(f1)(ρ(f2)(a)) + 〈a, 1〉 (f1 ⊲ f2)(0)

Λ (f1 ⊗ Λ(f2 ⊗ a)) = ρ(f1)
(

ρ(f2)(a) + 〈a, 1〉 f
(0)
2

)

+ 〈ρ(f2)(a), 1〉 f
(0)
1

where in the second equality we have used that
〈

f
(0)
2 , 1

〉

= 0. We want now

to prove that

〈·, 1〉 (f1 ⊲ f2)(0) = 〈ρ(f2)(·), 1〉 f
(0)
1 + 〈·, 1〉 ρ(f1)(f

(0)
2 ),

namely

(f1 ⊲ f2)(0) = f2(1)f
(0)
1 + ρ(f1)(f

(0)
2 ),

since 〈ρ(f2)(zγ), 1〉 = 0 for any γ 6= 0 while 〈ρ(f2)(1), 1〉 = f2(1). We set

z(u) :=
∑

m∈Nd
∗

〈u, (1 ⊗ ∂)m〉 zm +
∑

β∈M−

〈

u, zβ ⊗D(0)
〉

z
β ∈ A

for u ∈ U[·,·](L), so that

f (0) =
∑

u∈BU[·,·](L)

f(Tu) z(u).

Then
(f1 ⊲ f2)(0) =

∑

u1,u2∈BU[·,·](L)

f1(Tu1)f2(Tu2) z(u1 ⊲u2),
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while

f2(1)f
(0)
1 + ρ(f1)(f

(0)
2 )

=
∑

u1,u2∈BU[·,·](L)

f1(Tu1)f2(Tu2)
[

1(u2=1)z(u1) + ρ(u1)z(u2)
]

.

Therefore all we have to prove is the formula

z(u1 ⊲ u2) = 1(u2=1)z(u1) + ρ(u1)z(u2), ∀u1, u2 ∈ BU[·,·](L).

If u2 = 1 then this reduces to z(u1) = z(u1), since z(1) = 0. If u2 6= 1 then
we have to show that

z(u1 ⊲ u2) = ρ(u1)(z(u2)), ∀u1 ∈ BU[·,·](L).

For u1 = 1 this formula reduces to z(u2) = z(u2).
We consider therefore u1, u2 ∈ BU[·,·](L) \ {1}. Using (3.11) or (3.12) we

compute for m ∈ N
d
∗ and β ∈M−:

〈

u1 ⊲ u2, z
β ⊗D(0)

〉

=
∑

γ∈M

〈

z
β, ρ(u1)(zγ)

〉 〈

u2, z
γ ⊗D(0)

〉

,

〈u1 ⊲u2, (1⊗ ∂)m〉 =
∑

0≤n≤m

(

m

n

)

〈
u1, (1⊗ ∂)m−n

〉
〈u2, (1⊗ ∂)n〉 .

On the other hand

ρ(u1)(z(u2)) =
∑

m∈Nd
∗

〈u2, (1⊗ ∂)m〉 ρ(u1)zm

+
∑

β∈M−

〈

u2, z
β ⊗D(0)

〉

ρ(u1)zβ .

This shows that z(u1 ⊲u2) = 0 and ρ(u1)(z(u2)) = 0, unless u2 ∈ {
1
q!(1 ⊗

∂)q, zγ⊗D(0) : q ∈ N
d
∗, γ ∈M

−}. If u2 = z
γ⊗D(0) then the desired formula

follows from

z(u1 ⊲ u2) =
∑

β∈M−

〈

z
β, ρ(u1)(zγ)

〉

z
β = ρ(u1)(zγ) = ρ(u1)(z(u2)).

If u2 = 1
q!(1⊗ ∂)q then

z(u1 ⊲ u2) =
∑

m≥q

m!

(m− q)!

〈
u1, (1 ⊗ ∂)m−q

〉
zm

=







0, if u1 /∈ {
1
n!(1⊗ ∂)n : n ∈ N

d
∗}

(n + q)! zn+q if u1 = 1
n!(1⊗ ∂)n.

Now for u2 = 1
q!(1 ⊗ ∂)q we have z(u2) = q! zq and, by Corollary 5.7,

ρ(u1)(z(u2)) = q! ρ(u1)(zq) is equal to zero if u1 /∈ { 1
n!(1 ⊗ ∂)n : n ∈ N

d
∗},

and equal to (n + q)! zn+q if u1 = 1
n!(1⊗ ∂)n by (5.17). �

We finally define the linear map Γ : U[·,·](L)∗ ⊗A → A

Γ(f ⊗ a) :=
∑

γ∈M

〈ρ(f)zγ, a〉 zγ +
〈

f (0), a
〉

1, a ∈ A, (5.24)
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with respect to the pairing (5.13) between A and A, where the sum is finite
by Proposition 5.3. We also use the notation Γf : A→ A for f ∈ U[·,·](L)∗

Γf z
β := Γ(f ⊗ z

β) =
∑

γ∈M

〈

ρ(f)zγ , zβ
〉

z
γ +

〈

f (0), zβ
〉

1, β ∈M.

In other words we have
Γf = (Λ(f ⊗ ·))∗,

in the pairing (5.13). Then we have by Proposition 5.10 that (A,Γ) is a
right (U[·,·](L)∗, ⊲)-module, namely for all f1, f2 ∈ U[·,·](L)∗ and a ∈ A

Γ ((f1 ⊲ f2)⊗ a) = Γ (f2 ⊗ Γ(f1 ⊗ a)) .

In particular we obtain that for all f1, f2 ∈ U[·,·](L)∗

Γf1 ⊲ f2
= Γf2 ◦ Γf1.
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