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THE TRIDENDRIFORM STRUCTURE OF A DISCRETE MAGNUS EXPANSION

KURUSCH EBRAHIMI-FARD AND DOMINIQUE MANCHON

AsstracT. The notion of trees plays an important role in Butcher'séBies. More recently, a refined understanding
of algebraic and combinatorial structures underlying theghus expansion has emerged thanks to the use of rooted
trees. We follow these ideas by further developing the ofagien that the logarithm of the solution of a linear first-
order finite-diference equation can be written in terms of the Magnus expaaking place in a pre-Lie algebra.

By using basic combinatorics on planar reduced trees weealericlosed formula for the Magnus expansion in
the context of free tridendriform algebra. The tridendrificalgebra structure on word quasi-symmetric functions
permits us to derive a discrete analogue of the Mielnik—&feki—Strichartz formula for this logarithm.

key words. Magnus expansionB-series; trees; pre-Lie algebra; tridendriform algebrataRBaxter
algebra; word quasi-symmetric functions; surjections.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In many areas of the mathematical sciences linear initiailevaroblems (IVP) play an essential role. Recall
that such a linear IVP basically consists of a first orderdmdifferential equation

(1) Y(®) = ADYO,
together with the initial valu&’(0) = Yy. The functionA(t) may be matrix or operator valued. It is common to

write the solution of such an IVP in terms of the time-ordeeggonential Y (t) = TeX|c(f0t A(9)d9)Yp. Indeed,
using the definition of the time-ordering operaloat distinct timessy, ...,

T[U1(s1) - - - Un(sn)] = Uo()(So) - - - Yor(n) (Srn))s
whereo is the unique permutation such thgy) < --- < S,(n), the functionY(t) results as the formal solution

t n
2) Texp(h fo A(9)ds)Yo = Yol + Z % f[o . T[A(t1) - - - At)]dty - - - dt, Yo

n>0
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of the linear integral equation

t
3) Y() = Yo+ h fo A(9Y(9ds

corresponding tc[(l) We have introduced the formal paranidbr convenience. The first few terms are

@ YO =(1+h A(xl)dx1+h2 fA(xl) f A(X)d%dx, + h® fA(xl) f A(Xp) A(x3)dx3dx2dx1+~-)Yo.

The solutionY(t) of (@) can also be written as a proper exponential. Howenegeneral we can not expect
thatY(t) = exp(h fot A(s)d9)Yo. Indeed, trying to re-arrange the ¢bheient of the second order term firyields

2 t t 2 t S 2 t S
(5) % fo A(s)ds fo A(u)du:% fo ( fo A(u)du)A(s)ds+% fo As)( fo A(u)du)ds

Looking at the first term on the right-hand side, we see thaftdrated integral is in “bad” order, which means

that the right-hand side does not add up tottherder term in[4), namelg [, A()d9)” # 2 [; A(S) f;* A(i)duds
One may try to resolve this problem using the following sienghsatz. Introduce functiog(t), such that

(6) Y(t) = exp[ f A(9ds+ > ho; (t)] Yo.

i>1

Returning to[(5), one verifies quickly thet(t) := —3 fo fo A(u)du, A(s)|ds does the job — up to ordédr.
Indeed, observe that the unwanted ternin (5) is canceled

Z—Z!(LtA(s)ds)z—h;j:[j:A(u)duA(s)]ds g—z!j:f A(u)duA(s)ds+—f A(s)f A(u)duds
-h; fo t fo A(u)olu/s(s)cls+E fo A9 fo A(u)duds
= h? fo tA(s,) fo SA(u)duds

It is clear that the introduction of this ordef correction termQ,(t), will contribute at higher orderk", for
n > 2, which we have to take into account when calculating thetfan Qn(t). More generally, the function
Qn(t) will depend onQ;(t), 0<i <n-1.

The solution to this formidable rewriting problem was prase by Wilhelm Magnus in his seminal 1954
paper[41], where he proposed for the logarithm of the timdeied exponential, i.e., the logarithm of the formal
series of iterated integrals] (4)

Q(hA)(t) := log (Texph f t A(s)ds))
0

(we assumey = 1) a particular diferential equation

(7) QAL = hAD + ) — Zad? (hA(t) =

£ Jo AhA)(9)ds

_adoma)

A _ 1 AD),

with Q(hA)(0) = 0, andQ(hA)(t) = Y- Qi(A; 1), Qi(A;t) = fotA(s)ds The B, are the Bernoulli numbers,

and, as usual, the-fold iterated Lie bracket is denoted lawé”)(b) = [a[a,---[aDb]] ---]. Note that in the
literature one also finds the following notatidx(hA)(t) = dexpﬁ%h A)(hA). See for instance Theorem 4 |1 [6].
The solution of the IVP{1) is then given by

8 Y(t) = exp(Q(hA)(1))Yo.
Let us write down the first few terms 6f(hA)(s), following from Picard iteration

hA(S) - [ f A(X)dx A(9)| + h3= [ f | f AX)dx Ay)|dy. A(s) | + h*= [ f A(Xdx | fo Z(y)dy,A(s)]

Magnus’ seminal paper triggered much progress in both aﬂ)phathematlcs and physics. In the authorita-
tive reference [6] the reader may find much more informatie should also remark that the presentation of

+ O(h%.
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Magnus’ expansion given above is rather formal, since we ligliberately ignored aspects of convergence.
The reason for this more algebraic approach to Magnus’ estgarwill become clear in the sequel. The prin-
cipal purpose of it is to show thdfl(7) is just a particularecafa more general expansion that allows to solve
fixed point equations likd{3) in a far more general conteantfust the one given by IVPs.

For the last 30 years or so, rooted trees play a central rdleeitheory of Butcher’'s B-series![9,110,/125]. In
the recent works [11, 18, 47], including the standard refeze26], the reader may find more details on the use
of trees in numerical integration methods. Iserles and &[28] were the first to make extensive use of rooted
trees to obtain a deeper understanding of the workings ofnMisigexpansion. Included in the review article
[29] the reader can find a comprehensive summary of the woldeoles and Narsett. A very readable account
on the use of rooted trees for Magnus’ series can be foundin [3

In [19,/20] we started to explore the genuine pre-Lie algetmacture underlying Magnus’ expansion. Two
key observations form the basis for our approach. Firsg twit the basic building block ibl(7), i.e., the Lie
bracket with the integral operator on one side

[fO,Z\(x)dx, B(s)] = (A> B)(9

defines a non-commutative binary product for, say, matriwe functionsA, B. It is easy to see that this
product is non-associative. Indeed, it satisfies what i$-kewn as thdeft pre-Lie identity{7],[17,[43/52]

(A>B)>C-A>(BrC)=(BrA>C-Br (A>C).

This relation reflects the combination of integration bytpand the Jacobi identity. The second observation is
based on expanding this Lie brack[aLSA(x)dx, B(s)] = fos A(X)dxB(s) — B(9) fOSA(x)dx One then shows by
using integration by parts that the two binary non-assweigiroducts

9) (A>B)(s) := fo A(X)dxB(s) (A< B)(9 = A(s)f0 B(x)dx

satisfy a non-commutative sfiie like structurel]2], which is known as dendriform algelhrd][350ing back to
(), we see that the iteration of the second produdtlin (Qlyithe basic operation in the formal solution[gf (1).
The iteration of the first operation analogously corresgoiadthe formal solution o¥(t) = Y(t)A(t). Hence,
we see that these non-associative, non-commutative bmadgcts reflect well the basic operations for solving
linear IVPs. _

With this in mind, let us return t¢{7). In terms of the pre-lp@duct Q > A)(s) = adfosg(t)dt(A(s)), Magnus’

series gains some transparency

' _ 21 3l 31 _ o)

(10) Q(hA) =hA-h EAI>A+h Z(Al>A)>A+h 1—2AI>(A>A)+- hA+Z_LQ(A)[>
We denote byLa. the left multiplication operator defined k. (B) := A B. A similar approach applies to
Fer's expansiori [19]. Note that the right-hand side ol (1@aaly appeared in[1] (where left pre-Lie algebras
are calledchronological algebrasbut the dendriform structure is required to establisiiitye (I0) itself [19].
The pre-Lie picture is our starting point for the use of raldi®es in the exploration of Magnus’ expansion. We
would also like to mention the following referencés][12,[14, 15/ 16], which explore in depth pre-Lie aspects
of Magnus’ expansion. I ][24] the Magnus expansion appeatsd context of non-commutative symmetric
functions.

One may wonder whether there is another expressioﬁ(fA) in terms of the dendriform operatiorig (9) rather
than using the pre-Lie product. In[23] we gave a positivensrswhich is based on a classical commutator
free formula due to Mielnik—Plebanski and Strichartz.

Proposition 1 (Mielnik—Plebanski—Strichartz formula [46,154] he functionQ(A)(t) is given by the series of
iterated integrals

(11) amm=> 3 & H f f AUsy) -+ Ally,) dus - - dup,

n>0 oeSy d(a')) O<Up<--<ui<t
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Here Sy is the group of permutations of elements, and(o) is the cardinality of the descent de{o) ¢
{1,...,n =1} of the permutatiorr € S, i.e., the subset of indicassuch thato(i) > o(i + 1). Unveiling
the very dendriform nature of formule{11) requires the usthe free dendriform algebra with one generator
(concretely described in terms of planar binary trees, ter@étively in terms of planar rooted trees via Knuth’s
rotation correspondence), as well as the Malvenuto—RaurFoissy bidendriform Hopf algebF&Sym of
free quasi-symmetric functions.

As Q(A) is a Lie element, we can use the Dynkin—Specht—Wever the¢féeorem 8 on page 169 in [31]),
so that we recover the formula in its original Lie algebragtting

_ _1)d@)
(12) Q(A)(t)=ZOZs: ((3(11:)n2 f f [AU). [AWUs), - - [AU, 10 Als,)] - 11 s - - - dti,
n>0 oeSy (o3 O<Up<--<ui<t

In the case of discrete analogues dfalientiation and integration further refinement is needestaR that
corresponding to the modified Leibniz rule for finiteffdrence operators, summation operators satisfy a mod-
ified integration by parts identity. The latter accountsron-trivial diagonal terms. Therefore, replacing the
Riemann integral by a Riemann sum operator, which we denok Yields three binary products

A>B:=3(AB A<B:=A3(B) A B:=AB

They are known to form a tridendriform algebra|36], whichdze interpreted as a non-commutative quasi-
shufle like structure[[49].

This paper is a continuation of our work [23]. First we explthe Magnus expansion from the tridendri-
form algebra point of view, using planar reduced rootedstreEhen we aim at a “discrete analogue” of the
Mielnik—Plebahski—Strichartz formula([11), i.e., iterd integrals will be replaced by iterated sums. Contrar-
ily to the continuous case, partial diagonals have to bentaki account. The relevant algebraic structure
will be given by the one of tridendriform algebra, which is @ural refinement of the notion of dendriform
algebral[34] proposed by J-L. Loday and M. Ronca_in [36]. Tha\Mnuto—Reutenauer—Foissy bidendriform
Hopf algebraFQSym must then be replaced by the more refiiedendriform Hopf algebraNQSym of word
quasi-symmetric functionsvhere the group$, of permutations of1,...,n} are replaced by the seST;, of
surjective maps fronfil, ..., n} onto{1,...,r}.

The free tridendriform algebra with one generator is caetyedescribed in terms of planar reduced trees
[34], or alternatively in terms of planar rooted hypertremsa suitable extension of Knuth’s rotation correspon-
dencel[22]. The tridendriform Hopf algebvdQSym can be traced back to F. Hivert’'s PhD thesis [27], in which
he constructs the even larger Hopf algemt@Sym of matrix quasi-symmetric functions/hich naturally con-
tainsWQSym. A clear account of the associated tridendriform structae be found in[[48]. This object has
also been thoroughly studied under the notadnby E. Burgunder and M. Ronco inl[8].

The discrete Mielnik—Plebahski—Strichartz formula tspinto two versions according to whether one ex-
cludes the upper bound from the summation operator or neegeationd (36) anf (b7) respectively. Both look
similar to [11) once iterated integrals have been repladéditerated sums, except that the notion of descent,
extended from permutations to surjections, splits intaiatsind a weak version, each of them giving its variant
of the formula. The strict (resp. weak) descent set of astijeo : {1,...,n} — {1,...,r}is the set of indices
i €{l,...,n=1}such thatr(i) > o(i + 1) (resp.o(i) = o(i + 1)).

We note that as well as any dendriform algebra is naturakylpe, any tridendriform algebra is naturally
endowed with a structure @fost-Lie algebrd3]. The latter is a vector space together with a binary pobdu
and a Lie bracket{, —] subject to compatibility axioms [37, 38, 55]. Recentlyedo the work of Munthe-Kaas
et al. it became clear that post-Lie algebras play a certdtalin the theory of Lie group integrators on man-
ifolds. It would be interesting to understand the post-Ugehra structure underlying the Magnus expansion
by refining [10) for logarithms of solutions of discrete IVR&e plan to address this problem in a forthcoming
paper.

The paper is organized as follows: in Sectidn 2 we review thteon of trees, and introduce the essential
algebraic structures. In Sectibh 3 we give a detailed dasmni of two “Magnus elements”, namely the loga-
rithms of the solutions of two first-order linear tridendrifn equations, corresponding to the two dendriform
structures one can associate to a tridendriform algebrizer Afreminder of the pre-Lie Magnus expansion, we
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give a tridendriform Magnus expansion of the two Magnus elets above in terms of planar reduced trees,
when the tridendriform algebra is free. Finally in Sectigrrdating the tridendriform algebra of sequences
with WQSym and with the free tridenriform algebra, we give the discagialogue of the Mielnik—Plebahski—
Strichartz formula.

Acknowledgements: We would like to thank A. Lundervold, H. Munthe-Kaas, E. Buingler, M. Livernet,

F. Patras, M. Ronco and J.-Y. Thibon for discussions and nesnaie are thankful to the referees for their

comments and suggestions. The first author is supported layr@Ry Cajal research grant from the Spanish
government, as well as the project MTM2011-23050 of the Mario de Economia y Competitividad. Both

authors were supported by the CNRS (GDR Renormalisation)bgt Agence Nationale de la Recherche, projet
CARMA ANR-12-BS01-0017.

2. ALGEBRAIC AND COMBINATORIAL PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the papek will stand for a field of characteristic zero. In this sectiwr recall the notion of
trees, as well as the relevant algebraic structures.

2.1. Planar reduced trees. Recall that a tregis a connected and simply connected graph made out of v&rtice
and edges, the sets of which we denoté/ft) andE(t), respectively. Aplanar reduced treis a finite oriented
tree given an embedding in the plane, such that all vertiage two or more incoming edges, and exactly one
outgoing edge. An edge can be internal (connecting twooas}ior external (with one loose end). The external
incoming edges are the leaves. The root edge is the uniquernedgnding in a vertex. For any planar reduced
treet, a partial order on the set of its verticgét) is defined as followsu, v € V(t), u < v if and only if there

is a path from the root df throughu up tov. A planar reduced tree iginaryif all vertices have exactly two
incoming edges.

Y VVY YN YV Y Y

We include the unique planar reduced tree without interagtices, i.e., the single edgelespite the fact that it

is not binary in the strict sense. We denoteTtéfld (resp.7" F')‘fd) the set (resp. the linear span) of planar reduced
trees. A simple grading for such trees is given in terms ofrilnber of internal vertices. Alternatively, one
can use the number of leaves. Above we listed all planar estitrees up to four leaves. Observe that for
any collection {3,...,t,) of planar reduced trees we can build up a new planar redueedvia the grafting
operationt := \/(t1,...,tn), by considering the unique planar binary tree with onelsingrtex anch leaves,
and plugging on leaf numbek, k € {1,...,n}, from left to right.

Any planar reduced tree # | obviously can be expressed g4ts,...,tn) in a unique way. The grafting
operation\/ makesT[fl’OI the free generic magma with one generator and one operatamyiaritya > 2. Notice
that this product is of degree zero with respect to the leafbrer grading. However we will adopt the grading
t — |t| given by the number of leaves bminus one. We call the binary treeg‘), TI(”) recursively defined by
o= = 7@ and™P = (,7"), ™D = (™, ) right and left combs, respectively. The following list
includes the right and left combs up to order three

There is a partial order o'ﬁ;ﬁd defined as followst; < t, if t; can be obtained frorty by glueing some inner
vertices together. Here glueing refers to shrinking an duj@een two adjacent inner vertices until it becomes
a new inner vertex. In particular, two comparable trees rhage the same degree. The minimal elements are
the trees with only one inner vertex, and the maximal elemard the planar binary trees.

Remark 2. Following a suggestion by Jean-Louis Loﬂaye have proved that a natural extension of D. Knuth’s
rotation correspondence settles a natural bijection frdangr reduced trees ontplanar rooted hypertreess
we won't use this fact here, we refer the reade[a®] for details.

private communication
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2.2. Pre- and Post-Lie algebras.Recall that a lefpre-Lie algebrd®, ) is ak-vector space equipped with
an operation- : P ® P — P subject to the following relation

(@arbrc-ax(b>c)=(bra)>c—-b>(a>c).

The Lie bracket following from antisymmetrization ¥, [a,b] := a> b — b > a, satisfies the Jacobi identity.
See e.g/[[43] for a survey on pre-Lie algebras. Recall frompdton and Livernet [17] that the basis of the free
pre-Lie algebra in one generator can be expressed in termsdafcorated, non-planar rooted trees. See also
[1,[52] for other descriptions of free pre-Lie algebra.

A natural example of pre-Lie algebra is given in terms of féedentiable manifoldV endowed with a flat
torsion-free connection. The corresponding covarianivdton operatorV on the spacéy(M),>) of vector
fields onM gives it a left pre-lie algebra structure definedaay b = Vb, by virtue of the two equalities

Vab - Vpa = [a,b], Viab = [Va, Vi]

which express the vanishing of torsion and curvature raésde For M = R" with the standard flat connection
we have fora = Y ; &d; andb = 3}, big;

arb= ;{; aj(ajbi)]ai.

A left post-Lie algebr&Q,>,[—, —])) is a Lie algebraQ with Lie bracket [, —], together with another opera-
tion¢ : Q® Q — Q subject to the following two compatibility relations

(13) ao[b,c]=[ach, c]+[a boc],
(14) [aabloc=ac(boc)—(aob)oc—bo(acc)+(boa)oc.

Note that a pre-Lie algebra is a post-Lie algebra with vanghie bracket. The natural geometric example of a
post-Lie algebra is given in terms of a connection which isdtal has constant torsion. Seel[38, 39] for details.

2.3. Rota—Baxter algebras. Recall that aRota—Baxter algebris ak-algebra#A endowed with &-linear map
T : A - Athat satisfies the relation

(15) T@)T(b) = T(T(a)b + aT(b) + 6ab),

whered € k is a fixed parametei [4]. The mapis called aRota—Baxter operator of weight The map

T := —6id — T also is a weight) Rota—Baxter map. Both imag@%.#A) and T(A) are subalgebras ifl. One
may think of [15) as a generalized integration by parts itkentindeed, a simple example of Rota—Baxter
algebra is given by the classical integration by parts rataéng that the ordinary Riemann integral is a weight
zero Rota—Baxter map. Other examples can be found for icsstan19,20[ 21].

2.4. Tridendriform algebras. We introduce the notion dfidendriform algebr§86] overk, which is ak-vector
spaceD endowed with three bilinear operatiors> and-, subject to the seven following axioms

(16) (a<b)<c = a<((b=<c+b>c+b-0),
an (@>b)<c = a>(b<o),

(18) a>((b>c) = (a<b+a>b+b-¢)>c
(29) (@-by-c = a-(b-0),

(20) (@a>b)-c = a>(b-o0),

(21) (a<b)-c = a-(b>o0),

(22) (a-by<c = a-(b<o.

Axioms (18)-[22) imply that fom, b € D the composition

(23) axb:=a<b+a>b+a-b

defines an associative product. At first this may look pugzlbut further below we will see that finiteféer-
ences provide a natural and elucidating example, showaigliese axioms encode the modified integration by
parts formula for summation operators.
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A dendriform algebras defined by setting the producto zero in the above axioms. Hence, the rules of a
dendriform algebra are given in terms of axiomd (16)-(18hal without the term. Note, for example, that this
reduced set of rules encodes integration by parts for thex&ie integral.

However, any tridendriform algebrdX <, >, -) gives rise to two ordinary dendriform algebr@g = (D, <
,>)and DR = (D, <, >) with <:=< +- and>:=> +-. Recall that dendriform algebras, hence tridendriform
algebras as well, are at the same time pre-Lie algebrasedidee two following products inherited from the
dendriform structureDg

(24) arb:=a>b-b<a, a<db:=a<b-b>a

are left pre-Lie and right pre-Lie, respectively. That i€ have
(arby>c-arx(b>c) = (bra)>c-br>(a>c),
(a<b)<c-a<(b<c) = (a<c)<b-a<(c<b).

The Lie brackets following from the associative operati@8)(and the pre-Lie operations_{24) all define the
same Lie algebra. The same holds of coursgatis mutandi$or the other dendriform algebi®, , giving rise
to two other pre-Lie products which will be denoted byand <. Note that the associative productl(23) is the
same for both dendriform structures.

For any tridendriform algebr® we denote byD = Dak.1 the corresponding dendriform algebra augmented
by a unitl, with the following rules

a<l:=a=:1>a l<a=za>1=1-a=a-1:=0,

implyinga =1 = 1=a=a. Note that the equalitf + 1 = 1 makes sense, but that< 1, 1- 1 and1 > 1 are not
defined.

Now suppose that the tridendriform algelipds complete with respect to the topology given by a decrgasin
filtration © = D! > D? 5 DB 5 ..., compatible with the dendriform structure, in the sensé < DY
DA DP > DI c DPFAandDP - DY c DP9 for any p,q > 1. In the unital algebra we can then define the
exponential and logarithm map in terms of the associatieeymt [23)

exp(X) = Z X/nl resp log"(1+X) = - Z(—l)”x*”/n.
n>0 n>0
Let Lo (b) := a > bandR.p(a) := a > b. Note thatLa Ly, = Le.m)-. We recursively define the set of
tridendriform words inD for fixed elementsq, ..., X, € D, n€ N by

vv(f)(xl, X)) = 1= w(>°)(x1, cey Xn)

WO, %) = < WD, LX)
W(>n)(xl, coaXp) = (W(>n_1)(xl, .o Xn-1)) > Xn.
In case thaky = - -- = X, = xwe simply writew(x, ..., X) = xX™ andw”(x, ..., %) = x™.

Our main example of a tridendriform algebra comes from thleviong simple observation. One verifies easily
that any associative Rota—Baxter algeltaf weighté gives rise to a tridendriform algebra as follows

(25) a<b:=aT(b), a>b:=T(ab, a-b:=0ab

The corresponding associative and left pre-Lie produasaplicitly given fora, b € A by
(26) axb = T(@b+aT(b)+ 6ab,

(27) arb = [T(a),b] +6ab,

(28) arb = [T(a),b] —6ba

Note that in a commutative Rota—Baxter algebra with weikt 0, the pre-Lie products are still nontrivial
although the Lie brackets vanish. This leads to the clasSig#zer identity [19/ 20]. By omitting thé-terms
the product

(29) aob:=a>b-b<a=[T(a),b]
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yields a post-Lie algebra structuie 113) ghwith respect to the Lie bracket defined in terms of the third
tridendriform product/[3].

The 6-term on the right hand side df (115), respectively the produe the definition of the tridendriform
algebra, is necessary, for instance, when we replace thmaRie integral by a Riemann-type summation
operator. This becomes evident once we recall the modifiebnizrule for the finite diference operator
o(f)(X) := f(x+ 1) - f(X) on a suitable class of functions

o(fg) = o(f)g + fo(g) + 6(F)s(g).
The corresponding summation operator
[x-1

(30) ()%= ), 1)

n=0
verifies the weight = 1 Rota—Baxter relation

Z(f)x(g) = Z(Z(f)g + fx(g) + fg).
See further below in subsectibn 4.3 for more details. Moregaly for finite Riemann sums
[x/6]-1

(31) To()(X) := Z of(n)

n=0

whered is a positive real number and]is the floor function, we find thal, satisfies the weiglt Rota—Baxter
relation

To(F)To(9) = To(To(f)g + fTo(g) + £fQ).
red

2.4.1. Tridendriform algebra structure on planar reduced treés.[36] it was shown that the linear sp&H ol
of planar reduced treesftirent from| generates the free tridendriform algebra in one generaoarting
from taking| as a unit for the associative productthe three products for two trees= \/(sy,...,S,) and
t=\/(ty,...,tp) are given recursively by

s<t = \/(s1.... 515 0),
/(s tuta,. . 1),
st = \/(51,,,,,30_1,&,*tl,tz,...,tp).

The treg| can be taken as the unit for the corresponding augmentediftendalgebra. For any collection of
trees {1,. .., tn) we easily derive

(32) V) =t~V <t,
tr>\/(tz . to)

as well as
\/ (.. o)
>V \/ (.. t)

(33) = (t>VY) (2> V) (tha > Y <th)

for n > 2. We have omitted parentheses in the second line in the daigruabove, by virtue of Axion(20).
The freeness property cﬁ'(ﬁd, >, <, -) implies that for any tridendriform algebe® and anya € D there is a
unigue morphisnt, : T’:jd — D. Using [32) and[(33), this morphism can be described realysilndeed,
starting fromF5('Y) := awe have

Fa® = Fa(\/(tn.....t)
(Fa(t1) > @ -+ - (Fa(th-2) > @) (Fa(ta-1) > @ < Fa(tn)),
for anyn > 2, as is easily seen frorh (33).

s>t
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3. LINEAR TRIDENDRIFORM EQUATIONS AND THE PRE-LIE M AGNUS EXPANSION

In this section we abstradfl(3) into linear fixed point equiaiin the complete filtered tridendriform algebra
hA[[ h]], augmented by a unit, where (A, <, >, -) is any tridendriform algebra. Fare A, let X = X(ha) and
X = X(ha) be solutions of
(34) X

(35) X

respectively. Equatio (B4), resjh._[35), is understooake place in the unital dendriform algebxsg[[ h]],
resp.hAL[[h]]. Their formal solutions are

l+ha<X
1+ha<X,

(36) X = > (P =1+ha+ha<a+h’a<(@<a)+h‘a<(@<@<a)+-,
n>0

(37) X = Z(ha)(sn):1+ha+h2a5a+h3as(asa)+h4as(a5(asa))+---.
n>0

3.1. The pre-Lie Magnus expansion.In [19,[20] we have given a general formula, thee-Lie Magnus ex-
pansion for the logarithm of such linear dendriform equations imtg of the left pre-Lie product. Applying
this to the two dendriform structures above, we obtain, wWithnotations of Paragraph .4

Theorem 3. ([19,/20]) The element&’ = log*(X(ha)) andQ = log*(X(ha)) in A[[h]] satisfy respectively the
two recursive formulas

Bm

’ Lo
(38) Q = eha = ) L) (ha),
m=0
L—/
= Qr Bm, m
39 Q = ha)= » —L_(ha
(39) e n;)m! o (ha)

where B, is the m-th Bernoulli number. The first few terms are

Q'(ha)

ha-— hZ%aD a+ h3(%(a|> a)>a+ %2a1>(al> a)) T
1
2

Recall [6), the terms beyond ordein Q’(ha) are needed to eliminate the unwanted terms when caloglatin
the X(ha) = exp'(ha+ Ymea 2L (ha)).

m!

Q'(ha) = ha-h? aga+h3(%(aga)ga+lizag(aga))+---

3.2. The post-Lie Magnus expansion.Splitting in strands the pre-Lie product, we see from a tratdorm
point of view, that the pre-Lie multiplication operator [B8) decomposes into

Lar = Las + La,

where
Las(b) :=acb=a>b-b<a
and the left multiplicatiorl,.(b) := a-b. Similarly the other pre-Lie multiplication operator [[Bdecomposes
into
I—ag = Las — Ra,

with the right multiplicationRa(b) := b - a. Recall that the vector spacé together with two bilinear binary
operations> and the Lie bracket following from theproduct, b, b]. := a- b - b a, defines a post-Lie algebra
(@3). This post-Lie algebra is very particular, as it comeghvwo compatible pre-Lie structures, namely
arb=acb+a-banda>b=aob-b-a Splitting the pre-Lie produat = ¢ + - in (38), or analogously

> = o —-°P in ([B9), yields refinements of the pre-Lie Magnus expansitfitee element§)’ andQ)’ described

in the previous paragraph, which would be very interestingriderstand in greater detail. A forthcoming paper
will be devoted to exploring the post-Lie structure of thegvlas expansion.
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3.3. Aclosed formula for the logarithm. In this paragraph, expanding the pre-Lie product, we givexficit
expression of logX) and log (X) in the completed free tridendriform algebra in one germgrat/e can safely
set the dummy paramethtto 1 here, thanks to completeness.

Recall that a leaf of a planar binary tree igd@scenif it is not the leftmost one and if it is pointing up to the
left [13]. For example, take the following right and left cbm

VYoV Y

The first tree has one descent and the second has two desteatsst two trees have no descents. We extend
this notion to planar reduced trees in twdfeient ways as follows: a leaf isdescenif it is not the leftmost
one, and if it is not the rightmost edge above a vertexstidct descents a descent which is moreover the
leftmost edge above some vertex.

Theorem 4. The element§)’ = log*(X) and Q = log*(X) in the completion of the free unital tridendriform
algebraA = T gled are given by the formulas

(40) o = Sy
>0 erred N d(t))

Itl= n

_, 1)d®
o (-1)

)d(t)

t.

(41) —
M0 e n(d(t))

ltI=n

whered(t) (resp. dt)) denotes the number of descents (resp. strict descentsaoflft| its number of leaves
minus one.

Proof. Both statements will be derived from [23, Corollary 6]. Téés a unique dendriform algebra morphism
FL (resp.Fg) from the free dendriform algebrﬁélb'” to AL (resp.Ag) such that~ () = Fr(Y) = V.

Lemma 5. For any te Trglbi” we have

(42) FL(®)

>

t'<t
d(t’)=d(t)

>t

<t
d(t)=d(t)

Proof. Recall that the notions of descent and strict descent a®nfcr planar binary trees. Lemrh 5 is obvi-
ously true fort = /. Let us prove it by induction on the degrige Remark first that, in any planar reduced tree,
shrinking an inner edge does not change the number of des¢amid only if this edge points up to the right.
Similarly, shrinking an inner edge does not change the numibstrict descents if and only if this edge points
up to the left. Shrinking any other inner edge “in betweenll simultaneously increase the number of descents
and decrease the number of strict descents by one. Henciglitdand side of[(42), resp[_(43), is the sum
of all planar reduced trees which can be obtained ftdoy repeatedly glueing two vertices together, provided
they are linked by an edge pointing up to the right, resp. upedeft. Recall that any planar binary tree writes
t=t vty =t > YV <tz inaunique way. We can compute, using the induction hypethes

Fo(t) FLti Vi) =FL(ts > V <t)
= Fp(t1) > YV =FL(t?)

= Z Z >Vt

t 1<t t/ H<tp
d(t’) d(ty) d(t’z) d(tp)

= > D g V<tE > Y Vg

t<ty t<ty <ty th<ty
d(th)=d(ty) d(l’z) =d(tp) d(t/) d(ty) d(t/z) =d(tp)

(43) Fr(t)
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= >t
t/<t

a(t)=d(t)

11

The computation oFg(t) is done similarly using strict descents. As an example, aweh

FLN/)
FL(V)
FRN/)
FR(V)

Y.
VY
A%
\y.

]
End of proof of Theoreirt 4£Corollary 6 of [23] applied toA, andAg reads:
— 1)d®
a=>> A0
0 rred (&)
[tl=n
) 1)d(t)
@ = 33 e
n>0 terped d(t)
It|= n
Applying Lemmdb then immediately yields TheorEm 4. m|

4. A DISCRETE ANALOGUE OF THE MIELNIK—PLEBANSKI—SIRICHARTZ FORMULA

4.1. A tridendriform structure on surjections [48,[8]. Let E be some finite set. Forany: E — {1,2,...}

there exists a unique positive integeaind a unique surjective map sfii¢ E —» {1,

if and only if std(f)(i) < std(f)(j). This surjective
tion of the map (27,4,1,4) : {1,2,3,4,5} —
Amapf : E - {12..
f:{L....nf > {12, ..}andg:{l,...,p} —
is defined byfg(r) = f(r)forr = 1,...,
associative.

For any positive integers 4 r < n, let ST, be the set of surjective maps frofh .. .,
EBn>1 ST, be the graded vector space such that 8@ely generates the

set ST, := J;_; STj,. LetWQSym =

{1,
.} is standardif its image is equal to some initial intervdd, ...,
1,2,..
nandfg(n+r) =g(r) forr = 1,...

,r} such thatf (i) < f(J)
map is thetandardizatiomf f. For example the standardiza-
2,3,4,5,6,7} is (24,3,1,3) : {1,2,3,4,5) — {1,2,3,4}.
r}. For any
Ln+p—>{12..}
, p. Juxtaposition is obviously

.}, their juxtapositionfg : {1,

n} onto{l,...,r}, and

homogeneous compone®T, for anyn > 1. Three bilinear products dWQSym are defined as follows

f>g

f<g

f.

FG,
std(F)=f, std(G)=g,
FG standard
max(F)<max(G)
FG,
std(F)=f, std(G)=g,
FG standard
max(F)>max(G)
FG.

std(F)=f, std(G)=g,

FG standard
max(F)=max(G)

Proposition 6 ([48,50,/8]) (WQSym, <, >, ) is a graded tridendriform algebra.
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Proof. The reader is invited to check the seven tridendriform asioRor example

(fxg)>h=f>(g>h) = FGH,
std(F)=f, std(G)=g, std(H)=h,
FGH standard
max(F), max(G)<max(H)
(f-g)-h="f-(g-h) = FGH,
std(F)=f, std(G)=g, std(H)=h,
FGH standard
max(F)=max(G)=max(H)
(f>g<h=f>(@=<h = FGH,

std(F)=f, std(G)=g, std(H)=h,

FGH standard
max(F)<max(G)>max(H)

and similarly for the four remaining ones. Compatibilitytivthe grading is obvious. A complete proof can be
found, e.g., in[[50, Chap. 2]. O

4.2. Planar reduced trees and surjections.The material presented in this paragraph is mostly borrdvwed
[36] and [8]. A bijective correspondence between surjestiandplanar reduced trees with levatsdescribed
as follows: a planar reduced tree witlevels is a planar reduced trewvith, say,minternal vertices and + 1
leaves together with a surjective nonincreasing pépm the poset of its internal vertices odfy. .., r}. Such

a tree admits a graphical realization by drawing the inferagtices at the prescribed levels, with level 1 being
the top one and level being the deepest one. Any planar reduced tree with letel$ gives rise to several
such treest(, ¢1), ..., (i, ¢x), wheret = \/(t1, ..., k) andy; is the standardized restriction of the mapo the
internal vertices of;.

To any such treet(¢) we can associate a surjection,, : {1,...,n} onto{l,...,r} as follows: o (i) is the
level of the internal vertex; situated between leavésandli, 1 (the leftmost being the first and the rightmost
being numben + 1). This correspondendeis a bijection, the inverse of which is recursively given alfofvs:
the surjectionr: {1,...n} — {1,...,r} reaches its maximal valuea certain number of times, s&y 1. It gives
then rise tdk sequences of integers, possibly with repetitiondlin..,r — 1}. Some of them can of course be
empty. By “standardizing” the integers in each sequen@y, ibrm a surjection. For instance (341324134113)
gives the four sequences (3), (132), (13) and (113) whidier atandardizing, give the four surjections (1),
(132), (12) and (112). The grafting of the k trees (in the order given above) gives the underlying tree of
P~1(0), and the original surjection is used to determine the ewékach vertex, namely(u;) = o(j).

3\[41\1 ,[8],2, [4,1 3 [4]~[1]\ 1 3

Planar reduced tree with levels associated to the surjection (341324134113)

All descents, indicated with bracketed numbers, are strict except the [1] on the right .

Forgetting the levels, we thus obtain for any positive irtaga surjective mapy’ : ST, —» (T;fl’d)n. A descent
resp. astrict descenbf a surjectionf in ST, is an integerj € {1,...,n — 1} such thatf(j) > f(j + 1),
resp.f(j) > f(j+1). These notions match with the corresponding notion fanat reduced trees. In fact, given
a planar reduced tree with levels, any descent (resp. aioy dascent) gives rise to a corresponding descent
(resp. strict descent) of the associated surjection, acebwérsa. As an obvious corollary we have for any
f € ST:

(44) d(f) =d(¥(f)),  d(f) = dC¥(f)).
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Dualizing, we can consider the injective linear map

w7 — WQSym
t — Y=t b

Proposition 7. The map¥* is a tridendriform algebra morphism.

Proof. See e.g., P. Palacios and M. Ronc¢o ([50], Theorem 48 and I@ordl9). m|

4.3. The tridendriform algebra of sequences.Let A be the vector space of sequentés {0,1,2,3,...} —
B, whereB is some unital associative algebra (not necessarily coative}. LetD : A — A be the diference
operator, defined by
(45) Df(N) := f(N+ 1) - f(N).
A right inverse forD is the summation operator

N—
(46) Sf(N) := f(r).

r=
We have indeedS f(N) = f(N) andS Df(N) = f(N) — f(0). It is well-known thatS verifies the weight one
Rota—Baxter property
47 SfSg=S((Sf)g+ f(Sg + fg).
Thus (A, <, >, ") is a tridendriform algebra, with

f <g:= fS(g), f > g:=S(f)g, f.g:= fg.
Any surjective magr : {1,...,n} — {1,...,r} defines gartial diagonall , c N" as follows

=

(48) To ={(S1,.... ) €N, 5 > 57 © o(i) <o(j)ands = s; © o(i) = (j), j=1,...,n}.

The inversion of order is purely conventional. This yieldpaatition of N", namelyN" = [[,csr, To. The
same holds ifN" is replaced with the hyperculd@,...,N — 1}", providedN > n, yielding to a partition of
{0,...,N — 1}" with the partial diagonald,(N). If this last condition is not verified, somE,(N)'s can be
empty. By convention alT-(N)’s are empty folN = O.

The following lemma is the discrete analogue of splitting sindfle relations for iterated integrals into two
“half-shufle” parts

Lemma 8. For anyo € ST, andt € STy, and for any N> n+ m we have

(49) TNxT(N = |]  Tes(N)

std(F)=f, std(G)=g,
FG standard

Moreover this product of two partial diagonals splits intode parts

(50) TN = To(N) = Tra(N).
std(F)=f, std(G)=g,
FG standard
max(F)>max(G)
(51) To(N) = Te(N) = Tra(N).
std(F)=f, std(G)=g,
FG standard
max(F)<max(G)
(52) To(N) s Te(N) = Tra(N).
std(F)=f, std(G)=g,
FG standard
max(F)=max(G)
(53)
where:

To(N) < T-(N)
To(N) = T(N)

{(s1) € T,(N) x T(N), mins < mint},
{(s;t) € To(N) x T(N), mins> mint},
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To(N) =< T(N) := {(st) € To(N) x T(N), mins= mint}.
Lemma extends to any &{0,...,n+ m- 1} provided one accepts empty components in the right-hares sid
of the equalities.

Proof. Take anyu = (S,t) = (Ug, ..., Untm) IN To(N) X T(N), and order thes;’s from largest to smallest. This
uniquely defines a surjectione ST,.m, by sending the larges’s on 1, the second largest ones on 2 and so on.

) is equal tao (resp.t). Then obviously € T, (N),
..... n n+1,...n+m}

which proves the first assertion. If moreover rain mint, then maxr > maxG, and similarly if mins > mint
or mins = mint, which proves the lemma. ]

Now leta € A, and letF, : WQSym — A the linear map defined for amy e ST, by

(54) Fa(@)(N) :=D|N = >’ a(si)---a(s)|-
T#(N)

Theorem 9. The mapF, : WQSym — A defined above is a tridendriform algebra morphism, and weshav
(55) Fa= I?a o¥*,

where R, : Tgfd — A is the unique tridendriform algebra morphism such thag{¥) = a. In other words, we
have the following commutative diagram of tridendriforrgetira morphisms:

F
Tl ———=A

A

WQSym

Proof. By direct computation: take € ST, andr € STy, Then, using Lemm@a 8,

S(Fa(c < 7))(N) S(Fa(FG))(N)
std(F)=c, std(G)=1,
FG standard

max(F)>max(G)

= >, D als)- al(smm)

std(F)=c, std(G)=1, Trc(N)
FG standard

max(F)>max(G)

= >, as)-alsum
To(N)=<T(N)

= S(Fa(0)S(Fa(r)))(N)
= S(Fa(0) < Fa(®))(N).
The conclusion follows by applyin® to both sides. The computation ferand- is completely similar. O

Corollary 10. The element)’(a) = log® (X(a)) in A, where Xa) is the solution of the linear dendriform
equation Xa) = 1 + a < X(a), is formally given by the series

o@=> > (_(1&; Fa(0).

n>0 ceSTh ' N\d(o)

§imilarly, the e_Iemenﬁ'(a) = log* (X(a)) in A, whereX(a) is the solution of the linear dendriform equation
X(a) = 1+ a < X(a), is formally given by the series

o (-1 =
A@=> > —gFalo)
n>0 oeSTh n(a((r))
Proof. This is an immediate consequencelofi[23, Corollary 6], Temd® and[(44). |
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4.4. The discrete Mielnik—Plebaiski—Strichartz formula.

Corollary 11 (Discrete Mielnik—Plebanski—Strichartz formuld)he “discrete Magnus elementsi(a) = S(Q'(a))
andQ(a) = S(Q'(a)) are given by the series

—1)d(e)
(56) a@N) = 3 Y LTS as) - as),
n>0 ¢eSTh n(d(g)) T, (N)
_ (-1)d@
(57) QEMN) = > Y = D als)--als).

n>0 oeSTh ”(a(g)) To(N)

Remark 12. Contrarily to what happens in the continuous case [23], éweiting of Q(a) and Q(a) as Lie
elements is not obvious. Hence, the representation of (&b )%z1) in terms of Lie brackets is rather involved.
This is related to the fact that the pre-Lie produstand> in a Rota—Baxter algebra cannot be expressed in
terms of the Lie bracket and the Rota—Baxter operator aloniess the weight is equal to zero. It is at this
point where the post-Lie structure enters the picture. V&la p address this in detail in a forthcoming paper.
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