arXiv:2406.12782v1 [math.RA] 18 Jun 2024

RELATIVE ROTA-BAXTER OPERATORS, MODULES AND PROJECTIONS

José Manuel Fernandez Vilaboa!, Ramén Gonzalez Rodriguez? and Brais Ramos Pérez®.
9

! |https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5995-7961].
CITMAga, 15782 Santiago de Compostela, Spain.
Universidade de Santiago de Compostela. Departamento de Matematicas, Facultade de Matematicas, E-15771
Santiago de Compostela, Spain.
email: josemanuel.fernandezQusc.es.

2 [https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3061-6685].
CITMAga, 15782 Santiago de Compostela, Spain.

Universidade de Vigo, Departamento de Matemética Aplicada I, E. E. Telecomunicacion, E-36310 Vigo, Spain.
email: rgon@dma.uvigo.es

3 [https://orcid.org/0009-0006-3912-4483).
CITMAga, 15782 Santiago de Compostela, Spain.
Universidade de Santiago de Compostela. Departamento de Matematicas, Facultade de Matematicas, E-15771
Santiago de Compostela, Spain.
email: braisramos.perezQusc.es

ABsTRACT. The present article is devoted to introduce, in a braided monoidal setting, the notion of module
over a relative Rota-Baxter operator. It is proved that there exists an adjunction between the category of
modules associated to an invertible relative Rota-Baxter operator and the category of modules associated
to a Hopf brace, which induces an equivalence by assuming certain additional hypothesis. Moreover, the
notion of projection between relative Rota-Baxter operators is defined, and it is proved that those which
are called “strong” give rise to a module according to the previous definition in the cocommutative setting.
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INTRODUCTION

An important issue in the field of mathematical physics consists on finding solutions of the Quantum
Yang-Baxter Equation (QYBE). The QYBE appeared in the 1970s in the field of quantum and statistical
mechanics (see [24] and [3]), and a complete classification of its solutions has not yet been obtained at this
stage. A solution of such equation is an automorphism ¢: V@ V — V ® V, where V is a vector space over
the field F and ® denotes the tensor product of vector spaces over F, which satisfies the following equality:

(QYBE) (c®idy)o (idy ® ¢)o(c®idy) = (idy ® ¢) o (c®idy) o (idy ® ¢).

Applications of the QYBE are diverse and cover different areas of mathematics and physics (to mention
a few: knot theory, non-commutative geometry or quantum groups, between others), what implies that its
solutions have been studied hardly and from different points of view.

The first method to obtain solutions sistematically of the QYBE was proposed by Drinfeld in [7]. He
introduced the notion of quasitriangular Hopf algebra and proved that their associated modules give rise
to solutions of the QYBE. It is an important result that, if H is a Hopf algebra, the category of modules
over its Drinfeld’s double, D(H), which is a quasitriangular Hopf algebra, is equivalent to the category of
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Yetter-Drinfeld modules over H (see [I7, Theorem IX.5.2. and Section XIIL5]). So, as a consequence of
these facts, every Yetter-Drinfeld module over a Hopf algebra H induce a solution of such equation.

Later, Radford, Majid and Bespalov in [20], [T9] and [4], respectively, stated that, given a Hopf algebra H
such that its antipode is an isomorphism, there exists a categorical equivalence between the category of Hopf
algebras in EYD and the category of Hopf algebra projections over H, where ZYD denotes the category of
Yetter-Drinfeld modules over H and a Hopf algebra projection over H is a pair of Hopf algebra morphisms,
f: H— B and g: B— H, satisfying that g o f = idy. Therefore, taking into account the above mentioned
results, to construct a solution of the QYBE it is enough to have a Hopf algebra projection.

On the other hand, in [8] Drinfeld proposed to focus on the task of obtained set-theoretical solutions of
the QYBE, which are those where a solution c is a linear map induced by a mapping ¢: X x X — X x X,
where X is a set (in this situation, V is the F-vector space spanned by X). The study of this kind of
solutions was pursued subsequently by several authors, for example, Etingof, Schedler and Soloviev in [9]
or Gateva-Ivanova in [I2]. With this aim, the notion of brace was introduced by Rump in [2I] and then
generalized by Guarnieri and Vendramin in [I6] for the non-abelian setting obtaining the concept of skew
brace. A skew brace is a pair of groups (G, ) and (G, o) which satisfies the following compatibility condition:

(1) go(hxt)=(goh)xg ' x(got),

for all g,h,t € G and where g~! denotes the inverse of g with regard to the group structure (G, ). In such
paper the authors obtain that every skew brace induce a set-theoretical solution of the QYBE not always
involutive, i.e., the inverse of such solution c¢ is not necessarily c.

The quantum version of a skew brace is what is known by a Hopf brace, objects introduced by Angiono,
Galindo and Vendramin in [2]. Then, a Hopf brace is a pair of Hopf algebras sharing the underlying coal-
gebra structure, H; = (H,1,-,¢,A,\) and Ho = (H, 1,,0,¢,A,S), which satisfy the following compatibility
condition between the products:

(2) go(h-t)=(g10h) Ag2)(g3ot),

for all g, h,t € H. As it occurs with skew braces, the subclass of the cocommutative Hopf braces also induce
solutions of the QYBE (see [2| Corollary 2.4]).

Recently, by combining the two previously mentioned approaches to obtaining solutions for the QYBE,
Fernandez Vilaboa et al. in [11] studied the theory of projections in the Hopf brace setting, introducing the
notion of Hopf brace projection, a suitable definition for the category of Yetter-Drinfeld modules over a Hopf
brace and extending the correspondence of Radford-Majid-Bespalov to this framework.

Since the appearence of Hopf braces, another structures related with them have emerged. The first we
will mention are invertible 1-cocycles, which appeared initially in Angiono’s et al. article [2]. Mixing |2
Theorem 1.12] and [I5, Theorem 3.2], it was proved that the categories of invertible 1-cocycles and Hopf
braces are equivalent. Also, Brzeziniski in [6] generalized the Hopf brace structure by modifying () using a
cocycle, what gave rise to the notion of Hopf truss. Besides, recently in [I8], Li, Sheng and Tang introduced
the categories of post-Hopf algebras and relative Rota-Baxter operators. Regarding post-Hopf algebras,
Fernandez Vilaboa, Gonzalez Rodriguez and Ramos Pérez proved in [10] that the category of Hopf braces
and a certain subcategory of post-Hopf algebras are isomorphic in the cocommutative setting. On the other
hand, relative Rota-Baxter operators are a generalization of the notion of Rota-Baxter operator given by
Goncharov in [13] for cocommutative Hopf algebras. In [I8, Theorem 3.3] it was proved that there exists an
adjunction between the category of post-Hopf algebras and the category of relative Rota-Baxter operators in
a cocommutative context and, as a consequence of the above mentioned isomorphism between Hopf braces
and post-Hopf algebras, this adjunction also holds between the category of Hopf braces and the category of
relative Rota-Baxter operators under cocommutativity.

Looking at all the background, it is not unreasonable to tackle the study of projections for the objects
mentioned in the previous paragraphs and whose connection with Hopf braces is strong. So, this paper is
devoted to study the theory of modules and projections for relative Rota-Baxter operators.

The paper is organized as follows: After an initial preliminary section, where we are going to fix the
notation and remember the basic necessary notions for the development of the article, Section [2]is devoted
to introduce the concept of module over a relative Rota-Baxter operator (Definition [2.8]). In this section, first
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we will prove that such category is symmetric monoidal under cocommutativity conditions and assuming
that the base category is symmetric (Theorem 2I0). Then, some functorial results are proved in order
to state a correspondence between the category of modules over a certain Hopf brace and the category of
modules over a relative Rota-Baxter operator. Using such correspondence, in Theorem 218 it is shown that
there exists an adjunction between the category of modules over an invertible relative Rota-Baxter operator
and the category of modules over such Hopf brace, which induce an equivalence by assuming some additional
conditions (see Theorem [2:20]). SectionBlis devoted to introduce the category of projections for relative Rota-
Baxter operators (Definition B:3). As happens between the category of Hopf braces and relative Rota-Baxter
operators (see Theorem [Z7)), in Thereom we will see that there also exists an adjunction between their
respective projection categories. To conclude the paper, we will define what a strong projection of relative
Rota-Baxter operators is and we will prove that every such projection in the cocommutative setting gives
rise to a module in the sense of Definition 2.8 as happens in the classical theory of Hopf algebra projections.

1. PRELIMINARIES

From now on C denotes a strict braided monoidal category with tensor product ®, unit object K and
braiding c. Considering that it is well known that every non-strict monoidal category is monoidal equivalent
to a strict one, we can assume without loss of generality that the category C is strict and then we omit
explicitly the associativity and unit constraints. Thus, the results proved in this paper for objects and
morphisms in C remain valid for every non-strict braided monoidal category which would include, for example,
the category F-Vect of vector spaces over a field F, the category R-Mod of left modules over a commutative
ring R, or the category Set of sets. If for all M, N € C the braiding satisfies that cy a0 cp,nv = idpen,
where id denotes the identity morphism, we will say that C is symmetric. In what follows, for simplicity of
notation, given objects M, N, P in C and a morphism f: M — N, we write P® f for idp ® f and f ® P
for f ® idp.

Definition 1.1. An algebra in C is a triple A = (A, 74, pa) where A is an object in the category C and
na : K — A (unit), uga : A® A — A (product) are morphisms in C such that pg o (A ®@n4) = ida =
pao(Mma®A), pao (AR ua)=pao(ua®A). Given two algebras A = (A,na,ua) and B = (B, 0B, up), a
morphism f: A — B in Cis an algebra morphism if ug o (f ® f) = fopua, fona =ns.

If A, B are algebras in C, the tensor product A ® B is also an algebra in C where nagp = 14 ® np and
paws = (fta @ up)o (A®cp.a ® B).

A coalgebra in C is a triple D = (D,ep,dp) where D is an object in C and ep : D — K (counit),
0p : D — D ® D (coproduct) are morphisms in C such that (ep ® D) o dp = idp = (D ® ep) o dp,
(0p ® D)odp = (D®dp)odp. If D = (D,ep,dp) and E = (E,eg,dp) are coalgebras, a morphism
f:D — E in Cis a coalgebra morphism if (f ® f)odp =dgo f,egof =¢ep.

Given D, FE coalgebras in C, the tensor product D ® F is a coalgebra in C where epgp = ep ® ep and
dpee = (D®cp,p®FE)o(dp ® ).

Definition 1.2. Let D = (D,ep,dp) be a coalgebra and A = (4,714, 14) an algebra in C. By Hom(D, A)
we denote the set of morphisms f: D — A in C. With the convolution operation f % g = o (f ® g) o dp,
Hom(D, A) is an algebra where the unit element is n4 cep =ep ® 4.

Definition 1.3. Let A be an algebra. The pair (M, ¢as) is a left A-module if M is an object in C and @)y :
A®M — M is a morphism in C satisfying opr0(na®@M) = idp, prro(A®@ar) = paro(pa®@M). Given two
left A-modules (M, ppr) and (N, on), f: M — N is a morphism of left A-modules if o0 (AR f) = fopn.
We will denote the category of left A-modules by 4Mod.

Let D be a coalgebra. The pair (M, pps) is a left D-comodule if M is an object in C and pps : M — DM
is a morphism in C satisfying (ep ® M) o ppr = idpys, (D ® par) o py = (0p @ M) o ppr. Given two left
D-comodules (M, ppr) and (N, pn), f: M — N is a morphism of left D-comodules if (D ® f)opy = pyo f.
We will denote the category of left D-comodules by ?Comod.

In a similar way we can define the notions of right A-module and right D-comodule.

Definition 1.4. We say that X is a bialgebra in C if (X, nx, px) is an algebra, (X,ex,dx) is a coalgebra,
and ex and dx are algebra morphisms (equivalently, nx and px are coalgebra morphisms). Moreover, if
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there exists a morphism Ax : X — X in C, called the antipode of X, satisfying that \x is the inverse of idx
in Hom(X, X), i.e.,
(3) idx*)\X:nXOEX:Ax*idx,
we say that X is a Hopf algebra. A morphism of Hopf algebras is an algebra-coalgebra morphism. Note
that, if f: X — Y is a Hopf algebra morphism the following equality holds:
(4) Ay o f=folx.

With the composition of morphisms in C we can define a category whose objects are Hopf algebras and
whose morphisms are morphisms of Hopf algebras. We denote this category by Hopf.

A Hopf algebra is commutative if px o cx, x = px and cocommutative if cx x 0 dx = dx. In both cases
Ax o Ax = idx and also, by [22] Corollary 5], the identity
(5) cx,x °Cx,x = idxpx
holds.

If X is a Hopf algebra, we have the following relevant properties of its antipode Ax: It is antimultiplicative
and anticomultiplicative

(6) Ax opux = pix o (Ax ® Ax)ocx x,
(7) dxodx =cx xo(Ax ®Ax)odx,
and leaves the unit and counit invariant, i.e.,

(8) Ax onx =1x,

9) ExXOAx —€x.

So, it is a direct consequence of these identities that, if X is commutative, then Ax is an algebra morphism
and, if X is cocommutative, then Ax is a coalgebra morphism.
In the following definitions we recall the notion of left (co)module (co)algebra.

Definition 1.5. Let X be a Hopf algebra. An algebra A is said to be a left X-module algebra if (A, p4) is
a left X-module and 74, g4 are morphisms of left X-modules, i.e.,

(10) pao (X ®na)=cex @na,
(11) pao (X ®@pa)=paopaga,
where paga = (pa @ pa)o (X @cx a®@A)o(dx @ A® A) is the left action on A ® A.
On the other hand, A is said to be a left X-comodule algebra if (A, p4) is a left X-comodule and 74 and
14 are morphisms of left X-comodules, i.e.,
(12) pAONA=1nx @14,
(13) paopa=(X®pa)opaga
where paga = (Ux ® AR A)o (H®ca,x ® A) o (pa ® pa) is the coaction on A ® A. Equivalently, (4, pa)
is a left X-comodule algebra if and only if p4 is an algebra morphism.

Definition 1.6. Let X be a Hopf algebra. A coalgebra D is said to be a left X-module coalgebra if (D, pp)
is a left X-module and ep, dp are morphisms of left X-modules, in other words, the following equalities
hold:

(14) EDOYp =€X Y ED,
(15) dpoyp =¢pegp o (X®p).

Equivalently, (D, ¢p) is a left X-module coalgebra if and only if ¢p is a coalgebra morphism.
Finally, a coalgebra D is said to be a left X-comodule coalgebra if (D, pp) is a left X-comodule and p
and dp are morphisms of left X-comodules, i.e.,

(16) (X ®ep)opp =nx ®ep,
(17) (X ®dp)opp =ppep ©dp.
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Example 1.7. Every Hopf algebra X in C has a structure of left module algebra over itself with the so
called adjoint action

0% = px o (ux @ Ax) o (X @ cx,x) o (6x @ X).
If X is also cocommutative, then (X, cpg(d) is a left X-module algebra-coalgebra. Moreover, X is a left
X-comodule coalgebra with the adjoint coaction p3 == (ux ® X) o (X ® cx.x) o (6x ® Ax)odx.

2. RELATIVE ROTA-BAXTER OPERATORS AND THEIR MODULES

The present section of this paper is devoted to introduce what a module over a relative Rota-Baxter
operator is. Relative Rota-Baxter operators have been introduced considering the underlying category
C = F-Vect by Li, Sheng and Tang in [I8] as a generalization of Rota-Baxter operators defined by Goncharov
in [I3] for cocommutative Hopf algebras.

First of all we start by remembering the notion and basic properties of relative Rota-Baxter operators,
as well as the strong relationship between these structures and Hopf braces, and we show that the category
formed by this objects is symmetric monoidal.

After that we will focus on the study of modules over a relative Rota-Baxter operator, giving a definition
that allow us to show that there exists an adjunction between the category of modules over a Hopf brace
(using the definition of these objects introduced by Gonzélez in [14]) and the category of modules over an
invertible relative Rota-Baxter operator assuming cocommutativity. The section will finish by proving that,
under certain additional hypothesis, the previous adjunction gives rise to an equivalence of categories.

Definition 2.1. Let H = (H,ng, pu,en,0m, \g) and B = (B,np, 1up,e5,05, Ap) be Hopf algebras in C
such that (H, pg) is a left B-module algebra-coalgebra. We will say that a coalgebra morphism 7: H — B
is a relative Rota-Baxter operator if the following condition holds:

(18) 1p o (T@T) = Topn o (H (pn o (T® H)))o (5 © H).
H
In what follows we will denote relative Rota-Baxter operators by | T' | ,pn
B
H A
1T | ,o4 |and | L | ,pa | are relative Rota-Baxter operators, a morphism between them is a
B D
pair (f,h) where f: H — A and h: B — D are Hopf algebra morphisms and the following conditions hold:
(19) Lof=hoT,
(20) fopn =pac(h®f)

Considering the natural composition of morphisms, relative Rota-Baxter operators give rise to a category

that we will denote by rRB. Moreover, we will denote by rRB* to the full subcategory of rRB whose objects
H

are relative Rota-Baxter operators | T' | , g | such that H is cocommutative, and by coc-rRB to the full
B

subcategory of rRB* satisfying that both Hopf algebras involved, H and B, are cocommutative.

An important property of relative Rota-Baxter operators is that they preserve the unit. This will be
proven in the following result.

H

Lemma 2.2. If | T | ,pg | is a relative Rota-Bazxter operator, then
B

(21) ne =T onm.

Proof. By ([I8)), the condition of morphism of left B-modules for ny, the condition of coalgebra morphism
for T and the (co)unit property, we obtain that

(22) peo(Tony)@ (T onu)) =Tonu.
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Then, we have that

nB
=npoep o T ong (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for T and (co)unit properties)

=pugo(Ap® B)odgoT ony (by @) for B)

=pupo(Ap®B)o (T ®T)o (ng ®@nu) (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for T and 1)

=ppo(Ap®@B)o((T'onu) @ (up o (T onu) @ (T onm)))) (by @)

=ppo(ppo(Ap®B)odpoT ony)® (T ong)) (by associativity of up and the condition of
coalgebra morphism 7" and ng)

=T ong (by @ for B, the condition of coalgebra morphism for T and (co)unit properties). O

If C is symmetric, rRB admits an structure of symmetric monoidal category as can be seen in what follows.

Theorem 2.3. Let’s assume C to be symmetric. The category of relative Rota-Bazter operators is a strict
symmetric monoidal with tensor functor

®: rRB x rRB — rRB

H A H® A
T \l/ y PH 5 L \lf y PA — T®L \lf 7901}—I®A 5
B D B®D
K
where Oq 4 = (pr @ a) o (B®cp.g ® A), unit object | idx | ,idg | and symmetry given by
K
H®A A®H
L= (caa,cep): | TOL | ohea | =2 | LT | ohen
B&®D D®B

Proof. When C is symmetric, if H = (H,ng, pmg,cm,0m, ) and A = (A,na, pia,€4,04,Aa) are Hopf
algebras in C, then H ® A = (H ® A, ng @ NA, LHoA,EH @ €A, 0HgA, A @ Aa) is also a Hopf algebra in C.

Moreover, (H @ A, puga) is a left B ® D-module algebra-coalgebra. Indeed, on the one side, the left
module axioms are straightforward thanks to naturality of ¢. On the other side, it results easy to prove that
go‘}{®A o(BRID®nNg®na) =cp®ep @nyg ®na and the condition of morphism of left B ® D-modules for
Lrea follows by

pHoA © (Phiga ® Pugpa) © (B@D & cpop npa ® H® A)o (0pep @ HOA® H® A)

=((um o (o @ pu) o (BRcpy @ H)o (6 @ H® H)) ® (pa o (pa®pa)e (D @cp.a® A)))
o(B®(H®cpu@D®A)o(cpa®@cpg®@A)o(D@cpy @®H®A)o(dp @ H®canm)) ®A)
(by naturality of ¢ and C symmetric)

=((um o (o @ ) o (BRcpn @ H)o (6p @ HQ H)) @ (pao (pa®pa)o(D®cpa®A)
o (5[) RA® A))) o (B ® ((H Kcp,g® A) o (CD,H & CA,H)) & A) (by naturality of c)

=((er o (B un)) @ (paoc(DRua)))o (B ((H® CD,H® A)o (CD,H ® CAﬁH)) ® A) (by the condition of
morphism of B-modules for gz and the condition of morphism of D-modules for p4)

:<P§{®A o (B RDR® /LH®A) (by naturality of c).

In addition, (e ® e4) o cp’jq@A =ep®ep Rey ® ey is straightforward while

SH®A © o = (PHes @ Phga) 0 (B® D ® cpep,aea ® H® A) o (dpep ® dHsa)
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follows by
SH®A © PHga
=H®cga®A)o(((pr@¢r)o(BRcpar®H)o(0p®dn)) @ ((pa®@pa)o(D®cpa®A)
0(0p®da)))o(BRcp u @A) (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for ¢ and ¢ 4)
:(gpl}{(@A X @%@A) o (B RD® CB®D,HRA @ H® A) o (5B®D X 5H®A) (by naturality of ¢ and C symmetric).

Also note that, due to be considering the standard structure of tensor coproduct, if 7" and L are coalgebra
morphism, then T'® L is also a coalgebra morphism. Therefore, to conclude the monoidal character of rRB
we only have to compute that ([I8) holds. Indeed,

(T®L)opngao (HR®AR (¢gao(T®L®H®A))) o (nga ® H® A)

(o o (H @ (g o (T @ H))) o (531 © H)) © (Lo o 0 (A& (s 0 (L® A)) 0 (34 ® A)))
o(H® CAH® A) (by naturality of ¢ and C symmetric)

=((upo(T'®T))@ (upo(L®L)))o(HRcau®A) (by @3 for T and L)

=ppgp o (T ® L) ® (T ® L)) (by naturality of c).

On the other hand, 7 is a symmetry for rRB because, when the base category C is symmetric,

HeA A®H
(cH,A,cB,p) is a morphism in rRB between | T® L | ,¢lygs | and [ LT | ,¢hey |- O
B®D D®B

After proving these general properties which relative Rota-Baxter operators satisfy, we will see that under
suitable conditions there exists a functorial link between relative Rota-Baxter operators and Hopf braces.
First we will remember the definition of Hopf brace and its main properties.

Definition 2.4. Let H = (H,ep,dp) be a coalgebra in C. Let’s assume that there are two algebra structures
(H,nk, 1), (H,m%, u%) defined on H and suppose that there exist two endomorphism of H denoted by A},
and \%. We will say that
(an}fvﬂ}ivn%hM%{vEHaéHu)‘}{7)‘%{)
is a Hopf brace in C if:
(i) H1 = (H,n}, sy em,0m,Ny) is a Hopf algebra in C.
(ii) He = (H,n%, 13%,cm,0m,\%) is a Hopf algebra in C.
(iii) The following equality holds:
po(H®py) =pgo(uh @Twy) o (H@epn ® H)o (6n © H® H),
where
Tu, = pgg o (g ® piy) o (6 @ H).
For any Hopf brace nl; = n? holds and therefore, because of this property, the expression of a Hopf brace
is reduced to
(H, i, b 3 €1 61, M M)
In the following lines, a Hopf brace will be denoted by H = (H;, Hz) or in a simpler way by H.

Definition 2.5. If H is a Hopf brace in C, we will say that H is cocommutative if g = cg g © dg, i.e., if
H; and Hs are cocommutative Hopf algebras in C.

Definition 2.6. Given two Hopf braces H and D in C, a morphism x in C between the two underlying objects

is called a morphism of Hopf braces if both x : H; — D; and x : Hy — D are Hopf algebra morphisms.
Hopf braces together with morphisms of Hopf braces form a category which we denote by HBr. Moreover,

cocommutative Hopf braces constitute a full subcategory of HBr which we will denote by coc-HBr.

Moreover, in our braided context [2, Lemma 1.8] and [2, Remark 1.9] hold and then we have that the
algebra (H,nm, uk;) is a left Ha-module algebra with action 'y, and p?% admits the following expression:

(23) ph =pgo(HeTh)o (6n @ H).
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In addition, by [2, Lemma 2.2], Ty, is a coalgebra morphism when H is cocommutative.

The following result is the braided monoidal version of the result proved by Li et al. in [I8, Proposition
3.2 and Theorem 3.3| for Hopf braces in the category of vector spaces over a field F. We do the proof in
detail to clarify certain properties and notations that will be very useful in the rest of the paper.

Theorem 2.7. There exists a functor F: coc-HBr — rRB* defined on objects by

H,y
FH)=|idg | ,Twm, |,
Hy

and on morphisms by F(z) = (z,x).
Moreover, there exists a functor G: rRB* — coc-HBr defined on objects by

H p—
G T J/ » PH :H7
B

where H = (H, H) is the Hopf brace with H = (H,ng, iz, 1,01, \ur) the Hopf algebra whose product and
antipode are given by

By = pn o (H® (pgo(T'® H)))o (0g ® H),
Mg i=pgo((AgoT)® Ag) oy,

and on morphisms by G(f,h) = f.
In addition, F factors by coc-rRB and F is left adjoint to G.

Proof. First of all, let’s see that F is well-defined. If H = (Hy, H2) is a cocommutative Hopf brace in
C, then we already know that (Hy,T'p,) is a left Hy-module algebra and, thanks to the cocommutativity,
Iy, is a coalgebra morphism, i.e., (Hy,Tg,) is a left Ho-module algebra-coalgebra. Moreover, 23] implies
H,
that ([I8) holds. Therefore, | idyg | ,Tm, | is a relative Rota-Baxter operator. In addition, if D is
Hy
another cocommutative Hopf brace and x: H — D is a morphism of Hopf braces, then the pair (x,z) is a
Hy Dy
morphism of relative Rota-Baxter operators between | ¢«dg | ,I'yg, | and | idp | ,I'p, |. Indeed, it
H2 D2
is straightforward to compute that (I9) holds and (20) follows by

xol'w,
=upo((xo)y)® (zoud)) o (du @ H) (by the condition of algebra morphism for z: Hy — D1)
=upo(A\p ®@ph) o (((r®x)ody) ®x) (by @ and the condition of algebra morphism for z: Ha — D)
=I'p, o (x ® x) (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for z).

H
Now, let’s proof that G is well-defined. On the one hand, consider | T° | , ¢y | a relative Rota-Baxter
B

operator such that H is cocommutative. Let’s show that H is a Hopf algebra. At first, note that it is
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straightforward to prove that ng is the unit for &y and the associativity of iy follows by

Puo(fy ®H)
=pr o (H® (¢ o (T®H)))o ((ha ® pr) o (H®cpn ®H)o (0n ® (v @ ¢r)o (B®cpa ®H)
o((T®T)ody)®dp)))) ® H)o (g ® H® H) (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for g, ¢ and T)
=ugo(HRpu)o (g @[T ofiyg)@H)o(H®cuug®H)o(dy ®du)) ® H) (by the cocommutativity
and coassociativity of dy and naturality of ¢)
—par o (i @ (pr o (1 0 (T T)) & H))) o (H & errn ® H) o (0 @ 01)) ® H) (by @)
=pm o (H® (pu o (o @ pn)o(B@cpn @ H)o(bp@H@H)))o (HRT)odn)
@ ((H® (puo(T®H)))o (g ® H))) (by module axioms for (H, @), coassociativity of 8, the condition
of coalgebra morphism for T' and associativity of pg)

=g © (H & ﬁH) (by the condition of morphism of left B-modules for pg).

Moreover, note that

oy oy

=(ug @pg)o(HR®cgug @H)o (g @ ((vg @en)o(BRepu@H)o(T®T)ody)®d0m)))o 0y @ H)
(by the condition of coalgebra morphism for pug, ¢y and T))

=((prr o (H® (pr o (T ® H)))) @ (pu o (H & (pr o (T H)))))o(H((HScun®H)
o (CH,H & CH,H)) ® H) o (((5]{ ® 6H) o 5H) & 5H) (by naturality of c)

:(ﬁH ® ﬁH) o (H Kcgag® H) o (5H X 5H) (by cocommutativity and coassociativity of dgr).

and, by the condition of coalgebra morphism for pug, ¢z and T and the counit property, the equality
Eg oy = eny ®epg also holds. Thus, to conclude that H is a Hopf algebra, it only remains to prove that
Ap is the inverse of idy for the convolution in Hom(H, H ), operation that we will denote by *. Firstly,

TEDN
=pg o (H® (v o (((idg*Ag)oT)® Ag)ody)) odm (by the coassociativity of 85, module axioms for (H, ¢ rr)
and the condition of coalgebra morphism for T")

=idy * Ay (by @) for B, the condition of coalgebra morphism for T, the counit property and module axioms for (H, vz ))
—ey @i (by @) for H).

Note also that Az satisfies the following property: Ay is a coalgebra morphism because

0 °© A\g
=(pug Q@¢u)o (BRcgu®@H)o((0poApoT)® (6 0o Ay)) o dn (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for ¢r)
=(pug Q@¢u)o(BRcegu@H)o(AB®@Ag)o(T®T)ocyumodn)® (Ax @ Ag)ocumody))odny (by (@,
the condition of coalgebra morphism for 7" and naturality of c)
=((pago(ApoT)®Am)) @ (pago(ApoT)®@An)))o (H®cuug @ H)o (dg @) o dg (by cocommutativity

of i and naturality of c)

Z(XH ® XH) 0 dp (by coassociativity and cocommutativity of §z7)

and

EHO)\HZEH
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what follows by the condition of coalgebra morphism for ¢y and T, ([@) and the counit property. As a
consequence,

Ao Ag
=iz o (N oen)® (A o Am)) 0 8 (by the (co)unit property)
=fig o (Fy o (H®Ap) o 0n) @ (Amw o Ag)) o0y (by idu g =nu ®cn)
=Tigo(H® (figoM\g ®(Agolr))odr))ody (by coassociativity of 5 and associativity of Tz )
=Ty o (H ® ((idg ¥ Xg) o Aig)) 0 6 (by the condition of coalgebra morphism of Az)
=idp (by idg ¥ \g = €5 ® ngr, the condition of coalgebra morphism of Az and the (co)unit property).
Therefore,
A Fidpy
=Tig © (A @ (A o M) 00 (by A o A = idr)
=(idg ¥ A\ig) 0 Mg (by the condition of coalgebra morphism of Xz)
=y @ng (by idy Ay = ey ® Ny and the condition of coalgebra morphism of Xz ).
So, to conclude that H is a Hopf brace it is enough to see that (iii) of Definition 4] holds. Indeed,
(24) Ty =yno(T®H)
what follows by
Ty
=pg o (Mg *idy) @ (pu o (T @ H))) o (g @ H) (by the coassociativity of dgr and associativity of puzr)
=pg o (T ® H) (by @) and the (co)unit property).
Then,
pro (g @Th)o(H®cyy @ H)o (6p © H® H)
=pr o (H & (o (pr @ pu)o(BOcpu @ H)o((6poT)@H®H)))o(dyg @ H® H) (by @),
coassociativity of dy7, associativity of sz, naturality of ¢ and the condition of coalgebra morphism for T')

=Ly O (H ® ,LLH) (by the condition of morphism of left B-modules for pg).

H A
On the other hand, if (f, h) is a morphism in rRB* between | T' | ,pg | and | L | ,p4 |, then fisa
B D

morphism of Hopf braces between H and A. Indeed,

Joly

=/A © (f (9 (f O WYH O (T ® H)) o (5H & H) (by the condition of algebra morphism for f)
(

)
=hao(f@(pao((heT)@ f)))o (bn @ H) (by @)
=hao (A (pao(L®A))o((f®[f)odn)®[f) (by @M

=iy © (f ® f) (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for f).
To prove that F is left adjoint to G, it is enough to consider the bijection

H; A
BOr: Homeoenp(H = (Hy, Hz), A = (A, A)) — Hom,rp> idg | T |, | L {
H,

) PA

D
A
given by 20 (y) = (y,Loy) and (2OL)"1(f,h) = f for all H € coc-HBrand | L | ,pa | € rRB*. O
D
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Taking into account the previous considerations, in the following definition the notion of module over a
relative Rota-Baxter operator is introduced.

H

Definition 2.8. Let [ 7' | , g | be a relative Rota-Baxter operator. We will say that a 6-tuple
B

(M7N7¢M7S0M790N77)

H

is a left module over | T' | ,¢pn | if the conditions:
B

(i) (M, ¢nr) is a left H-module and (M, ¢pr) is a left B-module such that the equality
(25) om0 (BRonm)=o¢mo(pr @pm)o(B®cpy@M)o(dp®@ H® M)

holds,
(ii) (N, pn) is a left B-module,
(iii) 7v: M — N is a morphism satisfying that

(26) eno(T®y)=v0dmo(H® (pro(T®M)))o(0g @ M).
H
Let (M, N, ¢um, om,¢n,7) and (P, Q, ép, ¢p,q,0) be left modules over | T | ,om |. We will say
B
H
that a pair (r,s) is a morphism of left modules over | T | ,pn | between (M, N, dnrr, onm,on,7y) and
B

(P,Q,¢p,0p,¢q,0) if the conditions
(i) r: (M, ¢p) — (P, ¢p) is a morphism of left H-modules,
(ii) r: (M, pn) — (P,¢p) is a morphism of left B-modules,
(ili) s: (N,on) = (Q,¢q) is a morphism of left B-modules,
(iv) soy=60or

hold.
Therefore, with the obvious composition of morphisms, left modules over the relative Rota-Baxter operator
H
T | ,¢m | constitute a category that we will denote by (7, )Mod.
B
H
Example 2.9. Note that, given | T | ,¢p | arelative Rota-Baxter operator, then (H, B, ug, ¢u, u5,T)
B
is an object in (7,,,yMod. Moreover, (K, K,cq,ep,€p,idr) is called the trivial left module over any relative
H
Rota-Baxter operator | T | ,¢n
B
H
Theorem 2.10. Let’s assume that C is symmetric and let | T | ,pn | an object in coc-rRB. Then, the
B

category (r,,,yMod is monoidal with unit object (K, K,en,ep,ep,idrx) and tensor functor defined by
X (T)wH)MOd X (T#,H)Mod — (T#,H)Mod
((M7N7¢M790M7S0N77)7(P7Q7¢P7QOP790Q79)) — (M®P7N®Q7¢M®P7¢M®P7SDN®Q77®9)'

Moreover, (1,,,;)Mod is symmetric with symmetry isomorphism given by

T(MN ), (P,Q.0) = (€M, P, CN,Q)-
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Proof. Consider (M, N, ¢n, o, on,7) and (P, Q, ¢p, pp,¢q,0) objects in (7, yMod. Then, lelt’s see that
(M ®P,N®Q,pmepr, ¢MaP, PNoQ,Y @ 0) is also an object in (7, )Mod. Indeed, note that, due to the
monoidal character of the module categories yMod and pMod, the only facts that remain us to compute is
that ([28) and (26) hold. At first, we have that
dumep o (e @ omep) o (BRepp @M @ P)o(p® H® M ® P)
=(¢m @ ¢p) o (H @ cam @ P)o(((pr @ ¢r) o (B®cpn ®H)o (0p®0n)) ® ((pm ® ¢p)
o (B@CB,M@P)O (53 ®M®P))) o (B@CB,H@M@P)O (53 ®H®M®P) (by the condition of
coalgebra morphism for @)
=((pm o (pr @ M) o (B@cpa @ M)o (0 ® H®M))® (dp o (pu @ pp)o(BRcpu ® P)o(0p ® H® P)))
o (B ® ((H Xcp,m @ H) o (CB,H X CH,M)) X P) o (53 ROFQIM® P) (by naturality of ¢, symmetrical character
of C and cocommutativity of dg)
=((pm 0 (B®¢um)) @ (ppo(B@¢p)))o (B ((H®@cpm @ H)o(cpn®chm)) @P)o(dp®in @ Mo P)
(by ([23))
=prmgp © (B ® ¢rpgp) (by naturality of c),
so (28) holds and, on the other side,

(y®8) 0 prmap o (H® (pugp o (T O M@ P)))o(6y @ M@ P)

=((yoomo(H& (pro(T®M)))) @ (0odpo(H®(ppo(T®P))))o(H(Hcum@H)
o(caa®cum))@P)o(((0g ®0m)odny) @M & P) (by naturality of ¢ and the condition of coalgebra
morphism for 7))

~((y o drr o (H ® (a1 o (T ® M))) 0 (551 ® M) ® (80 6p o (H & (p o (T ® P))) 0 (0 @ P)))
o(H®cum @ P)o(dg @ M ® P) (by coassociativity and cocommutativity of §z and naturality of c)

=((en o (T®7)® (o (T®0))) o (H®cam®P)o(6n ®M® P) (by @8)

=pPN®Q © (T ® v ® ) (by naturality of ¢ and the condition of coalgebra morphism for T'),

what implies that (26]) holds.
On the other hand, the symmetric character of (1, Mod follows by the fact that, when C is symmetric

and H and B are cocommutative Hopf algebras, the pair (car,p,cn,@) is a morphism in (7 ,,,yMod. O
H A

Theorem 2.11. If (f,h): | T | ,ouw | = | L | ,0a | is a morphism of relative Rota-Baxter opera-
B D

tors, then there exists a functor
R(f,h): (L,«pD)MOd — (T#,H)Mod

acting on objects by
Ripm (M, N, érr, onr,0n,7)) = (M, N, 3, = a0 (f@M), 04y = om0 (h®@M), oy = ono(h®@N)),7)
and on morphisms by the identity.

Proof. Let’s show that it is well-defined on objects. First of all note that it is straightforward to prove that
(M, ¢T,) is a left H-module and (M, ¢%,) and (N, ¢%;) are left B-modules. Thus, it only remains to see that
equalities (20 and (26) hold. Then,

$ar o (e @ @ig) o (B®cpy ®M)o (05 © H® M)
=¢MO(QDA®QDM)O(D®CD7A®M)O(5D®A®M)O(h®f®M) (by @0Q) for (f,h), naturality of ¢

and the condition of coalgebra morphism for h)

=pl 0 (B® ¢%;) (by @),
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i.e., (28) holds, and also

vodaro(He (py o (T®M)))o 5y @ M)
=y0¢mo(A® (pmo (L@ M)))o(((f®f)ody)® M) (by @ for (f,h))
=yo¢dp o (AR (prpro (L@ M)))o((daoc f)® M) (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for f)

=pno((Lof)®7) (by @)
= o (T'®@7) (by @ for (£,1)),
what implies that (26]) holds. O

Let’s recall the notion of module over a Hopf brace introduced in [I4] and some results related with this
concept which can be consulted in [IT].

Definition 2.12. Let H = (H, Hs) be a Hopf brace. We will say that a triple (M, ¢},,%3,) is a left module
over H if (M, 1},) is a left Hy-module, (M, 3,) is a left Hy-module and the following compatibility condition
holds:

(27) Yo (H®pp) =y 0 (ugr ®Tay) o (H® cgp ® M) o (6 @ H® M),
where
Tari= 30 (A @3) o (0 @ M).

If (M, 03,) and (N,v¥k,93) are modules over the Hopf brace H and f: M — N is a morphism
between them, we will say that f is a morphism of left H-modules if f is a morphism of left H;-modules and
left Hy-modules.

Then, with the obvious composition of morphisms, modules over H constitute a category that we will
denote by gMod.

Remark 2.13. Let (M,v3},,12%,) be a left module over a Hopf brace H. Composing on the right hand side
of [20) with H ® ngy ® M we obtain that the equality

(28) Ui =0 (H®Tar) o (65 @ M)
holds.

The proof of the following result can be seen in [IT, Lemma 2.11].
Theorem 2.14. Let H be a Hopf brace and (M, ¥}, %3,) a left module over H. The equality
(29) Tayro(H®Yy)=1vp0Ca @Ta)o(H®cpy®M)o (6y®H® M)
holds and (M,Tar) is a left Ha-module.

Taking into account the previous results, in what follows we are going to construct two functors that set a
relationship between the category of modules over a Hopf brace and the category of modules over a relative
Rota-Baxter operator.

Theorem 2.15. Let H be a cocommutative Hopf brace. There exists a functor
Wy : gMod — (idH.,FHl)MOdu

H,y
where (idg, T, ) denotes the relative Rota-Baxter operator F(H) = | idyg | ,Tg, | introduced in Theorem
H,
27, which acts on objects by
WH((Mvw]quw%/I)) = (M7M7w]1\471—‘M7w%/I7ldM)

and on morphisms by Wy (f) = (f, f)-
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Proof. At first we are going to prove that if (M,3},,1%,) is a left module the Hopf brace H, then the 6-tuple
(M, M, @[J}V[, T, ¢12\4= idpr) is a left module over the relative Rota-Baxter operator F(H). Indeed, on the one
hand, 23)) follows by (239 and, on the other hand, (26) follows by (28]). Therefore, W is well-defined on
objects.

On the other hand, if f: (M,v¥3,,%%,) = (N,¥k,¥3%) is a morphism of left H-modules, then (f, f) is a
morphism in (;a,, v, yMod between (M, M, ¢}, Tar, b3, ida) and (N, N, &, Ty, 93, idn), what follows by
the fact that f: (M,Tas) — (NV,T'n) is a morphism of left Heo-modules, which is straightforward to show. O

H
Corollary 2.16. Let | T | ,¢p | be a relative Rota-Baxter operator in rRB*. If T: H — B is an
B

isomorphism, then there exists a functor

V: EMOCI — (T#,H)Mod

H
where H = G T | o is the Hopf brace introduced in Theorem 2.1
B
Proof. Note that when T is an isomorphism, then (idg, T~1) is a morphism of relative Rota-Baxter operators
H H
between | T | ,¢g | and | idg | ,Ty @ v o (T® H) |. Therefore, we can define V as the following
B H

composition of functors:
V = R(idH,T*I) OWE
which is defined on objects by

V((M, Dy Bag)) = (M, M,y Tag o (T2 ® M), g o (T~ @ M), idyy)

and on morphisms by V(f) = (f, f). O
H
Theorem 2.17. Let | T | ,pu | be a relative Rota-Bazter operator in rRB*. There exists a functor
B
U: (T,@H)MOd — ﬁMOd,
. H
where H = G T | ,om is the Hopf brace introduced in Theorem 2.7, defined on objects by
B

U((M7N7¢M7<PM7<PN7’7)) = (M7¢M7¢M)

being By =m0 (H® (om0 (T @ M))) o (g @ M), and on morphisms by U(r,s) = r.
Proof. Consider (M, N, ¢, o, ¢n,7) an object in (7,,,)Mod and let’s show that (M, ¢ar,,,) is a module
over the Hopf brace H. At first, we will see that (M, 5,,) is a left H-module. Indeed, it results straightforward
to show that @y, o (ng ® M) = idys and also

Py o (HRPy)
=¢n o (H & (¢p o ((pro(T®H)) @ (pyo(T® (pu o (T ®M)))))o(H®cyn®HM)

o (5H ®QH®H® M))) o (5H RO ® M) (by (28), the condition of coalgebra morphism for T" and naturality of c)
=m0 (g @ (pmo(ppo(TRT))@M)))o(H®cuug®@H)o(dg ®dm)) ® M) (by the module axioms for

(M, ¢ar) and (M, ppr) and coassociativity of dgr)
=pn o (H® (a0 (T @ M))) o ((Fy @Fg)o (HScun®H)o(6n ®0m)) © M) (by @)
=0 © (g ® M) (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for ).



RELATIVE ROTA-BAXTER OPERATORS, MODULES AND PROJECTIONS 15

So, to conclude that U is well-defined on objects we have to see that the triple (M, ¢ar, ;) satisfies (21).
Note that, in this situation,

(30) Ty =¢mo(T®M)
as we will prove in what follows:
T
=¢nr o (Mg *xidy) ® (pp o (T ®@ M))) o (0 @ M) (by coassociativity of § and module axioms for (M, ¢ar))
=pp o (T'® M) (by @) and (co)unit properties).
Then, ([27) follows by
dro (g @Tar) o (H® g @ M)o (6g @ H® M)
=¢n o (H® (¢um o ((pr o (T@H)) @ (py o (T®@M)))o(H@cag®M)o (g @ H®M)))o (6y @ H M)
(by (@0), module axioms for (M, ¢y;) and coassociativity of &z )
=¢pr 0 (H® (dpro (g @op)o(BRegug@M)o((dpoT)®@ H®M)))o(dyg @ H® M) (by naturality of ¢
and the condition of coalgebra morphism for T')
=P o (H ® ¢ar) (by @3).
On the other hand, to show that U is well-defined on morphisms it is enough to see that if
(r,8): (M,N,ér,om,0N,7) = (P,Q,0p, 0P, ¢q,0) € (1,5, Mod,
then r: (M,%,,) — (P,%p) is a morphism of left H-modules. Indeed,
7o PM
=¢ppo(HR (roppuo(T®@M)))o(dg @ M) (by the condition of morphism of left H-modules
for f: (M, ¢m) — (P, ¢p))

=Pp o (H ® f) (by the condition of morphism of left B-modules for r: (M, ¢r) = (P, op)). (|
H

Theorem 2.18. Let | T | ,pg | be a relative Rota-Baxter operator in rRB* and assume that T: H — B
B

s an isomorphism. Under these hypothesis, the functor V is left adjoint of U.

Proof. Let (M, E;\J,Eﬁw) be a module over the Hopf brace H and (P, Q, ¢p, ¢p, pq,0) a module over the
H

relative Rota-Baxter operator | T | ,pg |. We have to set a bijection (M’ij’wi{)/\(p)@)g) between
B

Hom_mod((M, DrrsBar), (P, 6p, Bp))
and
Hom,, ,  wmoa((M, M, P, Tar o (T71 @ M), 3y 0 (T~ @ M),idar), (P,Q, ép, o, 9. 6)).
On the one hand, take f: (M, E}V[,E?w) — (P, ¢p,Pp) € gMod and let’s see that (f,6 o f) is a morphism
i (7,4, Mod between (M, M, %y, Tago (T~ @ M), Py 0 (T~ @ M), idy) and (P,Q, ép, op, 0, 6). Then,

we have to show that f: (M,Tp o (T7' @ M)) — (P,¢p) and fo f: (M,E?w o(T e M)) = (Q,pq) are
morphisms of left B-modules, what follows by

foTyo(Tte M)
—ép oA ® (fodry)) o (8 0T™1) @ M) (by the condition of morphism of left H-modules for f: (M, %) — (P, ép))
=Tpo (T~ ® f) (by the condition of morphism of left H-modules for f: (M,%1;) — (P,%p))
=ppo((ToT 1) ® f) (by @)
=ppo (B® f),
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and
0o foiy o (T @ M)
=0 0@po (T ™1 ® f) (by the condition of morphism of left H-modules for f: (M, %) — (P, @p))
=pq o (ToT 1)@ (00 f)) (by @)
=pq o (B® (00 f)).
Therefore, let’s define
MITON (g 0)(f) = (£,00 f).
On the other hand, consider (r, s): (M, M, E}V[, Tyo(T1@M), Ef\/[o(T_lébM), idy) = (P,Q, op,pp,90,0)
amorphism in (7 ,,,yMod and let’s prove that r is a morphism in zMod between (M, v, %) and (P, ¢p,Pp).

To see this fact it is enough to compute that r: (M, E?w) — (P, ®p) is a morphism of left H-modules. Indeed,
Ppo(H®r)
=¢po(H® (roly))o (65 @ M) (by the condition of morphism of left B-modules for r: (M,Tar o (T™' @ M)) — (P, ¢p))
=ro E}w o(H®T ) o (8 ® M) (by the condition of morphism of left H-modules for r: (M,%1,) — (P, ¢p))
=r 0 Py (by ).
Then, we define
(M TAON (p g.0)) " ry5) = .

-1 —2
So, (M*‘Z’MWM)A(RQ@) is a bijection because

—1 =2 —1 2 —1 =2
(((MMMWM)A(P’Q’Q))% ° (MwwMﬂl’M)A(PﬁQﬁe))(f) = ((Mvaﬂl’M)A(Pyde))*l(f,9 o f) = f,

and
—1 —2 —1 —2 —1 —2
((MﬂwMﬂwM)A(RQ’e) o ((MWM”M)A(RQ)@))A)(r, s) = (M’wM’wM)A(P,Q,e)(T) =(r,0or)
z(r, s) (by condition (iv) of morphism in (T, )Mod). ([l
H
Definition 2.19. Let [ T" | ,pg | be a relative Rota-Baxter operator. We will define (Tﬁgé,H)l\/IodiSO as
B

the full subcategory of (1, )Mod whose objects, (M, N, ¢r,pn, ¢n,7), satisfy that v: M — N is an
isomorphism in C.

H
Theorem 2.20. Let | T | ,¢p | be a relative Rota-Baxter operator in rRB* such that T: H — B is an
B

isomorphism. The categories (T#,H)l\/lodiso and gMod are equivalent.

Proof. Define the functor U’ as the restriction of U to (TWH)I\/Iodi”. It result straightforward to show that
UoV= id_Mod-
On the other hand, consider (M, N, ¢nr, onr, n,7) in (TWH)I\/Iodi”. We have that
(V © U/)((Mv Nv ¢Ma PM, @Nvﬂ)/))
:(M7 M7 (bMv(pMa@M © (Til 02y M)aldM) (by m)v

which is isomorphic to (M, N, ¢ar, oar, on,7) via (idpr, v~ 1). Indeed, to show that (idas,y~!) is a morphism
in (7,4, Mod it is enough to see that v~': (N, pn) — (M, By, 0 (T~ ®M)) is a morphism of left B-modules,
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what follows by
T hopn
:771 0N O (T & "y) o (Til ® ’}/71) (by the fact that T and v are isomorphisms)
=B o (T @771 (by @)
As a consequence,
V [e] UI ~ id(T,¢H)M0diso

what concludes the proof. (I
Corollary 2.21. Let H be a cocommutative Hopf brace. The category (Z-dHyle)l\/Iodiso 1s equivalent to gpMod.

Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of previous theorem taking into account that (Go F)(H) = H, where
F and G are the functors introduced in Theorem 2.7

3. PROJECTIONS OF RELATIVE ROTA-BAXTER OPERATORS

This section is devoted to the study of projections between relative Rota-Baxter operators. A projection
between this kind of objects involves projections of Hopf algebras. Then, at the beginning of this section
we will make a brief summary of the basic theory linked to projections of Hopf algebras including the
Yetter-Drinfeld modules following [I], [19] and [20].

Definition 3.1. Let X be a Hopf algebra in C. We shall denote by XYD the category of left Yetter-Dinfeld
modules over X. More concretely, a triple M = (M, @ar, par) is an object in XYD if (M, pn) is a left
X-module, (M, pps) is a left X-comodule and the following identity

(31) (nx @ M)o(X ®camx)o((pmopnm)®X)o (X @exm)o (dx ® M)
= (px @pm) o (X ®@cx,x @ M)o (6x ® par)-

holds. The morphisms in %YD are morphisms of left X-modules and left X-comodules.

For example, for any Hopf algebra X, (X, 9%, px = dx) and (X, ox = px, pid) are left Yetter-Drinfeld
modules over X. Also, any left X-module (M, ) over a cocommutative Hopf algebra X is a Yetter-Drinfeld
module with the trivial left coaction pps = nx ® M. Finally, the triple (M, on = ex @ M, ppr = nx @ M)
is a left Yetter-Drinfeld module for all Hopf algebra X.

The category %YD is strict monoidal with the usual tensor product in C, that is to say, for M, N in §YD,
M ® N is a left Yetter-Drinfeld module over X with the tensor module and comodule structures given by

omeN = (M @ en) o (X @cx,m @ N)o (0x @ M @ N),
preN = (px @M N)o (X @cyx ® N) o (pm @ pn).

If the antipode of X is an isomorphism, §YD is a braided monoidal category category where the braiding
tun:M®@N — N®N is given by tar v = (on @ M) o (X @ epr,n) o (par @ N). It is immediate to see that
ta,n is natural and it is an isomorphism with inverse

N = Carn 0 (on @ M) o (A @ N® M) o (ci!y ® M) o (N ® par).

Definition 3.2. A projection of Hopf algebras in C is a 4-tuple (X, Y, f,g) where X, Y are Hopf algebras,
and f: X =Y, g:Y — X are Hopf algebra morphisms such that go f = idx.

A morphism between projections of Hopf algebras (X,Y, f,¢g) and (X', Y’, f',¢') is a pair (z,y), where
z:X — X', y:Y =Y’ are Hopf algebra morphisms such that
(32) yof=fox, zog=goy.

With the obvious composition of morphisms we can define a category whose objects are Hopf algebra
projections and whose morphisms are morphisms of Hopf algebra projections. We denote this category by
P(Hopf).

It is obvious that there exists a functor Py, : Hopf — P(Hopf) defined on objects by Piip(X) =
(X, X,idx,idx) and on morphisms by P(f) = (f, f).
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Let (X,Y, f,g) be an object in P(Hopf). The morphism gy = idy * (f o Ax o g) is idempotent and, as
a consequence, there exists an object I(gy), called the object of coinvariants, an epimorphism py and a
monomorphism iy such that gy =iy opy and py oiy = idy(4y)- As a consequence,

i (Y®g)ody
I(gy) —————=Y Y e X
Y®nx
is an equalizer diagram and I(gy) is a left X-module algebra where the algebra structure is defined by

(33) Nay) = DPY ONYs Hi(gy) = Py © piy © (iy ®iy),
i.e., N1 (qy) is the unique morphism such that iy o ny(g,) = Ny and pyg,) is the unique morphism such that
(34) iy o :LLI(qy) = My © (’LY X ’Ly)
The action ¥(q,) : X®@I(qy) = I(qy) is Y1(gy) = Py oy o (f ®iy), and then (4, ) is the unique morphism
such that
(35) iy 0 Yr(gy) = ¢¥ o (f ®iy).
On the other hand,
ryo(Y®f)
Y®X Y
Y ®ex

I(gy)

is a coequalizer diagram and, as a consequence, I(qy ) is a left X-comodule coalgebra with
(36) EI(gy) = €y Oly, O1(gy) = (Py ®py) 0 by oiy
and coaction pr4y) : I(qy) — X ® I(qy) defined by
PI(gy) = (g ® py) o dy oiy.
In this case €14, ) is the unique morphism such that e;(4,) o py = €y, d;(4y) is the unique morphism such
that
(37) 1(qy) © Py = (Py ® py) 0 dy,

and the coaction py (4, ) is the unique morphism satisfying

(38) PI(ay) 0Py = (9@ py)o Payd-
The algebra-coalgebra I(gy ), with the action 14, ) and the coaction pj(4, ), is a Hopf algebra in §YD
with antipode
Al(gy) = Y1(gy) © (X ® (py 0 Ay 0 iy)) © pr(gy)-
Also, using that iy is an equalizer morphism and py is a coequalizer, we obtain the following identities:

(39) pyopyo(Y®qy)=pyopy, (Y ®gy)odyoiy=Jdyoiy.
Note that iy is a coalgebra morphism iff
(40) (QY®Y)O($yO’L'Y :5yoiy.

If Y is cocommutative, condition ([@0) always holds. This fact was proved by Sweedler in [23] for projections
of Hopf algebras in a category of vector spaces. On the other hand, there exist examples where iy is not a
coalgebra morphism (see [5] for the complete details). In any case, if iy is a coalgebra morphism, then we
have that I(gy) is a Hopf algebra in C because py(q,) is trivial.

Similarly, py is an algebra morphism iff

(41) py opy o(qy ®Y) =py opy.

Equivalently, py is an algebra morphism iff 974, ) = ex ® I(qy) (see [1]). Therefore, if py is an algebra
morphism, then we have that I(qgy) is a Hopf algebra in C because (4, is trivial.

Finally, if (X,Y, f,g) is in P(Hopf) and Y is cocommutative, then the morphism gy is a coalgebra mor-
phism. Also, under these conditions, iy is a coalgebra morphism and the following equality

(42) iy o )\](qy) = )\y 9 iy.
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holds (see [11]).
In the following definition the notion of projection between Hopf algebras is extended in order to introduce

what a projection between relative Rota-Baxter operators is.

H A
Definition 3.3. Let | T | ,pog | and | L | ,pa | be relative Rota-Baxter operators. We will say that
B D
a 6-tuple
H A
T | yPH | L | ) PA ;fahvgvl
B D

is a projection of relative Rota-Baxter operators if
(i) The 4-tupla (H, A, f,g) is an object in P(Hopf),
(ii) The 4-tupla (B, D, h,l) is an object in P(Hopf),
(iii) The pair

H A
(.fvh’): T \I/ y PH — L J/ y PA
B D

is a morphism of relative Rota-Baxter operators,
(iv) The pair

A H
(971): L \l/ s PA — T J/ ,PH
D B

is a morphism of relative Rota-Baxter operators.

f
idHCH A

T L

idBC B ? D

FIGURE 1. Projection of relative Rota-Baxter operators.

Q

Projections of relative Rota-Baxter operators give rise to a category whose morphisms are defined as
follows: We will say that a 4-tuple (z,y, 2,t) is a morphism between the projections of relative Rota-Baxter

operators
H A H' A’
T \I/ y PH ) L \I/ y PA afahvgvl — TI J/ y PH’ ) L/ J’ y PAY 7.flvh’lvglvl/
B D B’ D'

if the conditions
(i) The pair (z,y): (H, A, f,g) = (H', A’, f',¢') is a morphism in P(Hopf),
(ii) The pair (z,t): (B, D,h,l) = (B’,D’,h/,l’) is a morphism in P(Hopf),

H H’

(iii) The pair (z,2): | T | ,om | = | T' | ,@u | is a morphism in rRB,
B B’
A A’

(iv) The pair (y,t): <L $ yoa | =L | ,pa | isamorphism in rRB,
D D’
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f
idHC H A
g

’ 1
idgr C H z 4
T/

L/
h/

idp C B’ D’
l/

FIGURE 2. Morphism of projections of relative Rota-Baxter operators.

hold. This category will be denoted by P(rRB).

By P(rRB*) we will denote to the full subcategory of P(rRB) where the involved relative Rota-Baxter
operators are objects in rRB*. Finally P(coc-rRB) denotes the full subcategory of P(rRB*) where the involved
objects are cocommutative relative Rota-Baxter operators.

Let
H A
T 4 ;058 |, L 1 ,0a],f hgl
B D

be an object in P(coc-rRB). Due to being (H, A4, f,g) and (B, D, h,l) objects in P(Hopf) with A and D
cocommutative, we know that the respective objects of coinvariants, I(qa) and I(gp), are Hopf algebras
in C and also the equalizers, ¢4 and ip, are coalgebra morphisms. Moreover, the morphism L o4 factors
through the equalizer ip because

(D®1l)odpoLoia
=(L® (loL))odaoi (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for L)
=(L®T)o(A®g)odsois (by (@) for the morphism (g,1))
=((Loia)® (T ong)) (by the equalizer condition for i4)
=(T oia) ®np (by @ for T).
As a conclusion, there exists an unique Lo: I(ga) — I(gp) satisfying that
(43) ipoLog=Loiy,.

Composing on the left with the epimorphism pp and taking into account that pp oip = idy(4;,), we obtain
that

Also note that there exists an action

¢1(qa): L(ap) ® I(ga) — 1(qa),
which is obtained by factorization through the equalizer ¢4 of the morphism @4 o (ip ® i4). Indeed,
(A®g)odaowao (ip®ia)
(A (024 g) [¢) ((pA ® (pA) o (D X cp,a® A) o ((5[) o iD) X (6A o ZA)) (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for ¢ 4)
(pa®pH)o(D® CB,A® H)o((D®l)odpoip)@((A®g)odaoia)) (by @) for (g,1) and naturality of c)
(

YA © (iD X ’LA)) ® nH (by equalizer condition for ip and i4, naturality of ¢ and module axioms).
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Therefore, there exists an unique ;(4,): I(gp) ® I(qa) — I(qa) satisfying that
(45) iAo<pI(qA):gpAo(iD®iA).

Then, composing on the left with p4 and using that ps oia = idj(,,), the equality

(46) ©r(ga) =PAaC a0 (ip ®ia)
holds.
in (A®g)oda ; (A®g)oda
I(qa) ———= A" ~A@H I(qa) = A A H
\ A@nu S~ A®nu
[3° Lo L . >~ o pao(ip®ia)
% ) (D®R1)odp Feraa ™~ _
iD - =5
I(gp)————=D_______ "~ D®B I(qp) ® I(qa)
D®np

FIGURE 3. The construction of Lo and ¢y (y,)-

Theorem 3.4. Let

H A
T 4 ;058 |,{L {1 ,0a],f hgl
B D

be an object in P(coc-rRB). Then, if Lo is the morphism defined by (@) and ¢4,y the action introduced in
HQ), we have that

I(qa)
LO \I/ y PI(qa)
I(gp)

1s a relative Rota-Baxter operator.
Proof. First of all note that (1(qa), ¢r(q,)) is a left I(gp)-module algebra-coalgebra. Indeed, module axioms
are straightforward thanks to ([@3) and module axioms for (A, ¢4). Moreover, it is direct to compute that
N(qa) i @ morphism of left I(gp)-modules and

ia0@r(ga)© (I(aD) ® pr(qa))
=PA©° (D ®MA) o (iD ®ig ® iA) (by @3) and (34))
=i © (SDA ® SDA) o (D Xcp,A® A) o ((6D o iD) Rig® iA) (by the condition of morphism of left D-modules for p4)
=pa o ((pao (ip ®ia)) ® (pao (ip ®ia))) o (I(qp) @ Cr(gp),1(ga) ® 1(qa)) © (61(qp) ® 1(qa) ® I(qa))

(by the condition of coalgebra morphism for ip and naturality of c)

=i4 0 fr(ga) © (P1(ga) @ P1(ga)) © (L(aD) ® Cr(gp),1(g4) ® 1(q4)) © (61(4p) ® 1(qa) ® I(qa)) (by @) and @),

50 (I(ga),®1(q4)) is a left I(gp)-module algebra. To finish, ¢;(,,) is a coalgebra morphism because

51(‘1A) ©®I(qa)
=(pa®pa)odaocopao(ip®ia) (by @)
Z(pA ®pA) ¢ ((pA ® (pA) o (D X cp,a® A) o ((5[) o iD) (4 (6A o ZA)) (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for ¢ 4)
=((pacpaoc(ip®ia)) ®(pacpac(ip®ia)))o(L(gp) @ crigp),1(a4) @ 1(q4)) © (61(4p) ® O1(qa))

(by the condition of coalgebra morphism for ip and i4 and naturality of ¢)

=(#1(q4) @ P1(qa)) © (1(qD) ® Cr(qp),1(qa) @ 1(qa)) © (O1(4p) ® O1(q4)) (by EB)),
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and

€I(ga) © PI(qa)
=ca0pa0(ip ®ia) (by BB) and @)
=((epoip)®(ea0ia)) (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for ¢ .4)

=E€I(qp) ® E1(qa) (by BT))-

On the other hand, let’s see that Ly is a coalgebra morphism. Indeed,

01(qp) © Lo
(pp ®pp)odp o Loia (by @)

(pD o L) & (pD o L)) 004 014 (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for L)

(
((pD oLo iA) X (pD oLo ZA)) o 51((1,4) (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for i4)
(Lo ® Lo) 0 61(q,) (by @)).

So, the only condition that remains us to compute is (&), which follows by:

ipoLooprgs) o (1(qa) ® (erga) © (Lo ®1(ga)))) © (Or(q) ® 1(ga))
=Loiao ) o (1(qa) ® (Pr(ga) © (Lo ® 1(qa)))) © (61(qa) ® I(qa)) (by @)
=Lopao(ia® (iaoprga) o (Lo®1(ga)))) e (d1(qa) @ I(ga)) (by @)
—Lopao(A® (pao(L®A)))o(((ia®i)odrg)®ia) (by @ and [@3)
=Lopugo (A & (SDA o (L & A))) o (6A X A) o (iA ® iA) (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for i4)

A
=pupo((Loig)® (Loiya)) (by @) for (L 1 ,goA>)
D

=ip © fi1(qp) © (Lo ® L) (by @3) and (). U
Corollary 3.5. Under the conditions of the previous theorem, the pair (ia,ip) is a morphism of relative
I(qa) A
Rota-Baxter operators between | Lo | ,¢rgs) | and | L | ,pa
I(gp) D
Proof. By ([@3), (I9) holds and (20) follows by (3. O
Example 3.6. In [I3], Goncharov proved that if X is a cocommutative Hopf algebra, then
X
)\X \lf ) Spgéi
X

is a relative Rota-Baxter operator. So, if H and A are cocommutative Hopf algebras and (H, A, f,g) €
P(Hopf), then

H A
)\H \L 7(paHd ) )‘A \L 730(,14d 7f7fugug
H A
is a projection of relative Rota-Baxter operators. As a consequence, by Theorem [3.4] there exists a relative
I(ga)
Rota-Baxter operator, | Lo | ,@r(q,) |, where Lo and ¢4, satisfy ([@4)) and (@8]), respectively. Note
I(qa)

that, due to being A cocommutative, by (@2,

Lo=paoAaoia= A1,
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I(ga)
Then, we obtain that | Arq.) 4 ,¢r1(qs) | 18 a relative Rota-Baxter operator where

I(qa)

PI(qa) = PAC ‘P(,laxd o (iA & iA).

liA
Aa

A— s A

o

H H.

@, O

FIGURE 4. Aj(q,) is a relative Rota-Baxter operator.

g
AH

Corollary 3.7. There exists a functor
P: P(coc-rRB) — coc-rRB

acting on objects by

H A I(qa)
P T J/ YyPH | L J/ )y PA 7f7h7gal = Ly J/ y PI(qa)
B D I(qp)

and on morphisms by P((z,y, z,t)) = (yo,t0), where yo: I(qa) — I(qar) is the unique morphism satisfying
that ia oyo =yoia and to: I(qp) — I(qp’) is the unique morphism such that ip oty =toip.

Proof. Functor P is well-defined on objects thanks to Theorem B4 Consider (z,y,z,t) a morphism in
P(coc-rRB) between

H A H' A’
T | ,ou |, | L1 ,pa]|,fhygl ] and T 1 vem |, [ L L o |, f 0, g U
B D B’ D’

On the one hand, note that y oi4 factors through the equalizer i 4. Indeed,

A'@¢g)odaoyoia
YR (g' o y)) 004 044 (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for y)
Y@ (rog))odaocia (by B for (z,9))

=(yoia) @ Ny (by the condition of algebra morphism for ).
Therefore, there exists an unique yo: I(ga) — I1(ga+) satisfying that
(47) 1A/ 0Yg=1YoOia.
As a consequence, if we compose on the left with p4., then the following equality is obtained:

(48) Yo =paroyoia.
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Note also that yg is a Hopf algebra morphism. On the one side, it is an algebra morphism because

©A7 0 Yo O N1(ga)
=Y 014 0MN(q,) (by ED)
=y 0 NA (by the equality i4 o Ni(qa) = nA)
=n4s (by the condition of algebra morphism for y)
=14’ ©1)1(q,,) (by the equality iar 0ny(q,,) =1n4ar)

and also

TA7 O Yo © [h1(qa)
=Y 1A 0 fir(qy) (by ED))
=yopao(ia®ia) (by B)
=pa o ((yoia) ®(yoia)) (by the condition of algebra morphism for y)
=par o (tar @iar)o (yo ®yo) (by ED)
=470 li1(q,,) © (Yo @ yo) (by GA).

On the other side, e 0 Yo = £1(q,) follows by D) and the fact that y preserves the counit and

qar)
01(qar) © Yo

=(par ®par)odaroyoia (by @D)

=(pa ®par)o(yQ®y)odaoia (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for y)

=(40 ® Y0) © 81(q) (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for i4 and (@E)),

S0 7o is a coalgebra morphism too. Analogously, it results easy to prove that ¢ o ip factors through the
equalizer ip/, and then there exists an unique to: I(¢p) — I(gpr) such that the equalities

(49) iprotg=toip,
(50) to =pprotoip,
hold and ¢y is a Hopf algebra morphism.

Thus, to conclude the proof it is enough to see that the pair (yo,to) satisfies conditions ([9) and 20). At
first, (I9) follows by

ipr o Lg o yo
=L oia oyo (by @3))
=L'oyoia (by @D)
=toLoiy (by @) for (y,1))
=t oip o Lo (by @3))
=ipr otgo Ly (by @D)).
In addition, (20)) is consequence of
1A’ O Y0 © PI(qa)
=Y 0140 Pr(gs) (by ED)
=yopao(ip ®ia) (by @)
=paro((toip) @ (yoia)) (by @ for (y,1))
=@ar 0 (ipr @iar)o (to®yo) (by @) and @)
=t 4s O ©I(q,) © (to ® yo) (by @R)).

Then, P is also well-defined on morphisms.

In what follows we recall the notion of projection of Hopf braces introduced in [IT].
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in (A®g)oda ; (D®1)odp
I(qa) AT T A®H I(gqp)———=D__________ __D®B
| A®nH | D®np
| 3° Yo Y | 3% to lt
Y iqr (A'®9g")08 41 % , (D' ®1")0b
I(qa) —=—= A Ao H Igp) —2 D~ "D&B
A/®T]H/ D,®773/

FIGURE 5. The construction of yg and .

Definition 3.8. A projection of Hopf braces in C is a 4-tuple (H, D, z, y), where H, D are Hopf braces in C,
z:H — D, y:D— H are morphisms of Hopf braces in C and the following equality y o x = idy holds.

A morphism between two projections of Hopf braces (H, D, z,y) and (H',D’,2’,y') is a pair (z,t) where
z:H—H',t:D— D are morphisms in HBr and the following equalities hold:

(51) ¥oz=tox, yot==zoy.

With these morphisms and the previous objects we can define the category of projections of Hopf braces.
We will denote this category by P(HBr). With P(coc-HBr) we will denote the category of projections between
cocommutative Hopf braces.

Remark 3.9. Following [11], if (H, D, x, y) is a projection of Hopf braces in C, then we have two projections
of Hopf algebras (Hy, Dy,z,y) and (Hz, D2, z,y). Then, with ¢}, and ¢% we will denote the associated
idempotent morphisms. Note that, if ¢, = i}, o p}, and ¢% = i3, o p?), with ph o}, = idp(q1) and

Ph 0 ip = idy(g), we have that

7(7163 (D®y)06D
I(q]f)) D - D®H
®nH

is an equalizer diagram for k € {1,2} and, as a consequence, we can assume that i}, = i% = ip and

I(qp) = I(¢}) = I(qp). Then, p}, 0ip = idy(,) = ph ©ip holds.

Just as there exists an adjunction between the category of relative Rota-Baxter operators, rRB*, and the
category of cocommutative Hopf braces, coc-HBr (see Theorem [27)), it seems reasonable to ask whether this
adjunction carries over to their respective projection categories.

Theorem 3.10. There exists a functor
Q: P(coc-HBr) — P(rRB*)

acting on objects by Q((H,D,z,y)) = (F(H),F(B),z,z,y,y) and on morphisms by Q((z,t)) = (z,t,2,1),
where F denotes the functor introduced in Theorem 2.1

Proof. It follows by the fact that functor F: coc-HBr — rRB* introduced in Theorem [2.7is well-defined. [

Remark 3.11. Note that the image of Q is in P(coc-rRB). Then if I* : P(coc-rRB) — P(rRB*) denotes
the inclusion functor, we have that Q = I* o Q" where

Q': P(coc-HBr) — P(coc-rRB)
is the functor defined as Q.
Theorem 3.12. There exists a functor

R: P(rRB*) — P(coc-HBr)
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acting on objects by

H A
R T J, y $H 5 L J/ , PA 7f7hagal
B D
H A
=| G T \l/ s PH ,G L J/ y PA 7fvg ’
B D

where G denotes the functor introduced in Theorem B0, and on morphisms by R((x,y, z,t)) = (z,y).

Proof. The proof is straightforward taking into account that functor G: rRB* — coc-HBr is well-defined,
as it is possible to consult in Theorem 2.7 O

Theorem 3.13. The functor Q is left adjoint of functor R.

Proof. We have to show that there exists a bijection (H’D’w’y)E(TyLyf_,g_’hyl) between

X A
Homp(re+) | Q((H,D,z,y)), T 1 ,ox |, | L {1 ,04a]),f hgl
B Y
H, D, X A
:HomP(rRB*) idy l« 7FH1 | idp 1 7FD1 y L, T Y Y | T | y PX | L l« y PA 7f7h7g7l
H, D, B Y
and
X A
HomP(coc—HBr) (H,D,.’I},y),R T l« y PX ) L \l/ y PA 7f7h7g7l
B Y

= HomP(coc—HBr) ((]HL ]D)7 x, y)7 (X7 K7 f: g)) .

At first, consider (a,b, c,d) a morphism of relative Rota-Baxter projections between

H,y D, X A
idg ~|/ 7FH1 B idp ~|/ 7FD1 YL, T, Y, Y and L ~|/ y PX 5 L l« y PY 7f7h7g7l B
H, Do B Y

and let’s show that (a,b) is a morphism in P(coc-HBr) between (H, D, z,y) and (X, 4, £, g). Indeed, we only need to
show that a, b are multiplicative morphisms. Then, on the one hand

fix o (a® a)

=pxo(a® (pxo((Toa)®a)))o (du @ H) (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for a)
=px o (@@ (px o(c®a))) o (Om ®@ H) (by @3 for (a,c))

=uxo(a®(aoly,)) o (0xg ® H) (by 0) for (a,c))

=aopyo(H®Tw,)o (5g ® H) (by the condition of algebra morphism for a: Hi — X)
=ao iy (by @),

and, on the other hand, T, o (b®b) =bo u% following the same arguments as before. Then, we define
(H’Dyay)E(T’L’f’g’h’l) (a, b, C, d) = (CL, b)

Now, let (z,t) be a morphism of projections of Hopf braces between (H, D, z,y) and (X, A, f, g). Then, let’s prove
that (z,t,7 o z, L ot) is a morphism of projections of relative Rota-Baxter operators between

H, D X A

tdag | ,Tm, |,{%dp | ,I'p, |,z,2,y,y | and T | ,ox |, L 1 s0a),fihgl
H> Do B Y
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By hypothesis, (z,t): (H1,D1,z,y) — (X, A, f,g) is a morphism of projections of Hopf algebras. On the other
hand, (T'oz,Lot): (Hz, D2, z,y) — (B,Y, h,l) is a morphism of projections of Hopf algebras too. That is due to the
fact that T o z and L ot are Hopf algebra morphisms, what follows by

ip o (To2)® (To2))
=T ofliyo(2® z) (by @) for T)
=T o z o % (by the condition of algebra morphism for z: Ha — X)
and
iy o (Lot) @ (Lot))
=Lofi,o(t®t) (by (@) for L)
=Loto pZD (by the condition of algebra morphism for t: Dy — A),
and also we have that
hoToz
=Lo foz(by @ for (f,h))
=Lotox (by 32) for (1)),

and
loLot
=T ogot (by II) for (g,1))
=T ozoy (by (32) for (z,t)).
H, X
Note also that (z, Toz) is a morphism of relative Rota-Baxter operators between | idg | ,T'm, |and [ T | ,¢x
H» B

because ([I9) follows directly and
zol'm
=pux o ((zoAy) ® (zo ILL%.I)) o (6 ® H) (by the condition of algebra morphism for z: H; — X)
=pux o (Ax ®@Tix) o (((2® z) 0dy) ® z) (by @ and the condition of algebra morphism for z: Hy — X)
=px o ((Ax *idx) ® (px o (T ® X))) o (6x ® X) o (2 ® z) (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for z,
the associativity of ux and coassociativity of dx)
=px o ((T'oz)® z) (by @) and the (co)unit property).

Following the same arguments, we can also show that (¢, L o t) is a morphism of relative Rota-Baxter operators

Dy A
between | idp | ,I'p, | and [ L | ,pa |, so we define
Dy Y

(PP L pngy) (2,1) = (2,8, T oz, Lot).

((H,D,CD

Therefore, it only remains to compute that (H’D’”’y)Z(TL,f ’y)Z)(TL,f,g,h,l))*l define a bijection.

Indeed,

,9,h,1) and

(280 p gnn) T 0 FP TS0 L pgmn) (@b, d)
=P8 1 fenn) (a,b) = (a,b, T oa,Lob) = (a,b,c,d)
because T'oa = c and Lob=d by ([IJ) for (a,c) and (b, d), and also
(TP gy © (0TS0 o))zt = CPTYS G L o (2,8, T o 2, Lot) = (2,1). 0

The following result, proved in [IT], asserts that every projection of cocommutative Hopf braces give rise
to a new Hopf brace in C.

Theorem 3.14. If (H,D,z,y) € P(coc-HBr), then

H(QD) = (I(qD)u Ni(gp)> M}(QD)u N%(qD)a €I(¢p)s 6[((1,3)7 )‘}(qD)u )‘%(qD))
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1s a Hopf brace in C, where

52) Ni(gp) = Pb © 1D = PD © D,
Wl(gn) = Pb © ip © (ip ® ip) = pp o pp © (ip @ ip),
Hqp) = Pb o Hp © (ip ®ip) = pp o uh o (ip @ ip),

1 1 a1
Al(ap) =PD ©Ap ©iD,

(

(53)

(54)

(55) €1(qp) = ED ©iD,
(56)

(57)

(

58) M (gp) =P ©Ah 0 iD.

Corollary 3.15. There exists a functor

P’: P(coc-HBr) — coc-HBr
acting on objects by P'((H, D, x,y)) = I(gp) and on morphism by P'((z,t

1s the unique morphism verifying that ip, otg =toip.

S1(ap) = (Ph ® pp) 08p 0ip = (ph ® p}) © dp o'ip,

= to, where to: I(qp) — I(qp)

Proof. Thanks to previous theorem, functor P’ is well-defined on objects. Let’s show that it is well-defined
on morphisms too. Take (z,t): (H,D,z,y) — (H',D’,2’,y’) a morphism of projections of Hopf braces and

note that ¢ o ip factors through the equalizer ip::

(D/®y/)05D/otoiD

Z(t X (y’ o t)) 0dp oip (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for t)

=(t® (zoy))odpoip (by ED)

:(t o iD) ® (z o 77H) (by the equalizer condition for ip)

:(t o iD) & MH’ (by the condition of algebra morphism for z).

Therefore, there exists an unique to: I(gp) — I(gp/) such that
(59) iprotg =toip,
what implies that

(60)

Then, to conclude it is enough to show that ¢y: I(¢gp) — I(gps) is a morphism of Hopf braces.

tozp}:,,otoz'pzp%,otoz'p.

i (D®y)odp
I(gqp) ——=—-D__________ " D®H
| D®nu
| 3® to l/t
Y i (Dl®’y,)05D/
Igp)———D' _________D'oH
Dl®’l7H/

FIGURE 6. The construction of #j.

condition of coalgebra morphism for ¢y follows by

51 (gp7) °© to
=(pp ® ppr) 0 dpr otoip (by E)

=(to @ tg) © 51(1113) (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for ip and (60))),

((pD’ o t) (pD/ o t)) 0dp oip (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for t)

The
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and also tg is an algebra morphism between I(¢p)x and I(gp/)g for all k = 1,2 because
ipr ot © ()

=toip o, (by GI)

=tou}o(ip®ip) (by E)

=pk, o ((toip) ® (toip)) (by the condition of morphism of Hopf braces for t)

= o (ipr @ipr) o (to @ to) (by GD)

=ip o () © (to @ to) (by @D). O
Theorem 3.16. The diagram of functors

P(coc-rRB) S S— (coc-HBr)

CT

coc-tRB———%+ coc-HBr
where R’ is the restriction of the functor R: P(rRB*) — P(coc-HBr), introduced in Theorem B2l to the
subcategory P(coc-rRB), is commutative.

Proof. We only detail that the previous diagram is commutative on objects because the commutativity on

H A
morphisms is straightforward. Let T | ;o |\ L { ,0a],f hgl | bea projection of cocom-
B D
mutative relative Rota-Baxter operators. Therefore, we have to show that the Hopf brace
1(qa) _
G Lo | ,¢1(qa) =1(ga) = (1(q4),M1(qa)s FI(qa)s FI(qa)» E1(ga)» OT(qa)s M(qa)s M(qa))s
I(qp)
where 07(g.), B1(ga)> €1(qa)s O1(ga) a0d Af(q,) are the usual ones, while
(61) Br(ga) = 11(qa) © (1(qa) @ (pr(ga) © (Lo @ 1(ga)))) © (61(qa) @ 1(ga)),
(62) Ar(aa) = P1(aa) © (Man) © Lo) @ Ar(qa)) © Or(aa)s

is the same as the Hopf brace
P/(ﬁa Ka fu g) = H(QZ) = (I(QA), n](qzb M}(‘IK)’ N%(%)u El(qj) ) 6[((1?)7 )\}(‘IX)’ A%(qx))a

where 771(%) = nl(qA)a ,U,}(qz) = /Ll(qA)v EI(QX) = EI(qA)v 61(‘1X) = 51(11A) and A}(‘ZX) = /\I(QZ)’ while 'ui(qx) is
the unique product satisfying that

(63) iAON%(qK):ﬁAO(iA@)iA)
and A?(q;) is the unique morphism which verify that
ip0 A?(q;) =Xq0i4.

. . J— . 2 . . N o 2
Thus, to conclude the proof it is enough to show that Frga) = Hi(qn) what implies that A7) = /\I(qz)
due the uniqueness of the antipode for a bialgebra structure. Indeed,

1A °T(qa)
=pac (ia® (ia© @) © (Lo @1(ga)))) © (01(g4) @ I(ga)) (by @)
=pa 0 (ia ® (pa o ((ip o Lo) ®ia))) o (61(ga) @ I(qa)) (by @)
=pac(ia®(pac (L ®A)))o(((ia®ia)odrg,)) @ia) (by @)
=T 0 (ia ®ia) (by the condition of coalgebra morphism for i4)

=iA 0 i(yy) (by D).
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As a conclusion, due to the fact that i4 is a monomorphism, Br(ga) = ui(%).

Theorem 3.17. The diagram of functors

P(coc-HBr) -« . P(coc-rRB)

\LP’ \LP
coc-HBr —F 5 coc-rRB

1s commutative.
Proof. Let (H,D,z,y) € P(coc-HBr). We have to show that the relative Rota-Baxter operator

(P o Q) ((H,D, z,y))
Hl Dl I(QD)

=P idg | 7FH1 | idp | aFD1 y Ly L Y, Y = Z.dl(qD) { yPI(gp) | »
Hoy D, I(qD)

where ¢4, is the unique action satisfying that
(64) ip°@1(gp) =I'p, 0 (ip ®ip),
is the same as the relative Rota-Baxter operator

I(gph
(F o P/)((Hv D, z, y)) = F(H(QD)) = Z'd/I(QD) 1 ’FI(QD)I
I(gp)2

To finish the proof it is enough to see that ¢y, = I'j(gp),, what follows by (64), by the equality
ip o lr(gp), =I'p, o (ip ®ip) and by the fact that ip is a monomorphism. O

To finish the article we will introduce the notion of strong projection of relative Rota-Baxter operators in
order to prove that any such projection gives rise to a module in the sense of Definition 2.8 in a cocommutative
setting.

Definition 3.18. A projection of relative Rota-Baxter operators

H A
T \l’ y PH ) L \l’ y PA 7f7h7g7l
B D

is said to be strong when the following conditions hold:
(65) paopa=paopac(D®qa),
(66) %o (f@ia) =pao(ia®Aa)o(A®caa)o((6aof)@ia),

where A is the Hopf algebra introduced in Theorem 271

Strong projections of relative Rota-Baxter operators constitute a full subcategory of P(rRB) which we
will denote by SP(rRB). When the relative Rota-Baxter operators involved in the strong projection are
cocommutative, they constitute a full subcategory of SP(rRB) denoted by SP(coc-rRB).

Theorem 3.19. If

H A
T \l’ y PH ; L \l’ y PA 7f7h7g7l
B D

is an object in SP(coc-rRB), then

(I(qa), 1(aD), Y1(ga)s P1(qn)s Y1(qn)s Lo)



RELATIVE ROTA-BAXTER OPERATORS, MODULES AND PROJECTIONS 31

H

is a module over the relative Rota-Baxter operator | T | ¢ |, where Lo: I(qa) — I(gp) is the morphism
B

defined by [@3) and the actions are defined as follows:

Yr(ga) =PACpAC (f®ia),
Pr(qa) =Ppacpac (h®ia),
Yigp) = Pp o pic © (A @ ip).

Proof. By the general theory of Hopf algebra projections, it is well-known that (I(ga),1(q,)) is a left H-
module and (I(gp),¥1(q,)) is a left B-module. Let’s show that (1(ga),¢r(q,)) is also a left B-module.
Indeed, on the one hand it is straightforward to compute that ;(,,) o (18 ® I(ga)) = idj(q,) and, on the
other hand, we have that

¥PI(ga) © (B® @I(QA))
=paopao(h®(qgaopao(h®ia))) (by ga=iaopa)
=paopac(h®(pac(h®@ia))) (by @)
=paowao((upo(h®h)) ®ia) (by module axioms for (4, pa))
=PI(qa) © (,U'B ® I(qA)) (by the condition of algebra morphism for h).

To conclude the proof it only remains us to show that (25 and (26) hold. At first, we have that

V1(ga) © (PH @ @1(q4)) © (B®cpu ®@1(qa)) o (0p @ H®1(qa))
=paopao((forn)®(paoc(h®ia)))o(B®cpu®I(qa))o(ds®@H ®1(qa)) (by GI)
=paopao(pa®@pa)o(DR@cpa®@A)o((h®h)odp)® f®ia) (by @) for (f,h))
=paopao(pa®@pa)o(D® cpA®A)o (p®A®A)o(h® f®ia) (by the condition of coalgebra

morphism for h)

=PAOCPAOC (h & (,UA o] (f X ZA))) (by the condition of morphism of left D-modules for p4)
=P1(qa) ® (B ®1r(g4)) (by @),

what implies that (25) holds. Let’s define
li::Logp%io(f(X)iA).
On the one side, it is obtained that

ip 0 Yr(gp) © (T @ L)
=pf o ((hoT)® (ip o Lo)) (by @)

d .
=¢pp o((Lof)® (Loia)) (by @) and @I for (f,h))
=K (by the condition of Hopf algebra morphism for L: A — D),
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and, on the other side,

i 0 Lo o brge o (H & (14 o (T @ 1(ga)))) o (61  I(g.))
—Logaopao(A®pa)o(((f & (hoT))oby)@ia) (by @ and @3)
—Louao(ua®(fornogoua)e(A@ear®A)e((Faof)® (a0 (L®A)@ (pao(LeA))

0(A®caa®A)o((aof)®(dacia)))) o (dn @I(ga)) (by @ for (f,h) and the condition of coalgebra

morphism for g4, ¢4 and L)

“Lopao(pa® (fodoum)o(A®era®H)o((f o H)oby) @ (pao(Lof)®A)® (o
o((loLof)®@H)))o(HRcyga®@H)o (g ((A®g)odaoia)))) o (dg ®I(ga)) (by the condition of
algebra morphism for g, 20) for (g,!), naturality of ¢, the condition of coalgebra morphism for f and go f = idy)

“Lopao(pa® (form)o(A®ema)o(((f @ H)obom)® (pao(Lof)@ia)o (b ® I(ga))

(by the equalizer condition for i 4, the fact that g is a morphism of left B-modules and (co)unit properties)
=Lopgo(fig®@ra)o(A®caa)o(da®A)o(f®ia) (by @, the condition of coalgebra morphism for f,

naturality of ¢ and cocommutativity of d4)

=k (by (©0)),

what implies that (26]) holds and the proof is concluded due to the fact that ip is a monomorphism. O
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