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On the category of Hopf braces

Ana Agore and Alexandru Chirvasitu

Abstract

Hopf braces are the quantum analogues of skew braces and, as such, their cocommutative
counterparts provide solutions to the quantum Yang-Baxter equation. We investigate various
properties of categories related to Hopf braces. In particular, we prove that the category of
Hopf braces is accessible while the category of cocommutative Hopf braces is even locally pre-
sentable. We also show that functors forgetting multiple antipodes and/or multiplications down
to coalgebras are monadic. Colimits in the category of cocommutative Hopf braces are described
explicitly and a free cocommutative Hopf brace on an arbitrary cocommutative Hopf algebra is
constructed.
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algebra, bialgebra, coalgebra
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Introduction

Prompted by Drinfeld’s’ [15, Section 9] idea of studying set-theoretic solutions of the Yang-Baxter
equation [8, 31], a plethora of new algebraic structures have been introduced with the purpose of
constructing said solutions: e.g., braided groups [30], (skew) braces [17], Rota-Baxter operators
on groups [6], post-groups [5], trusses [13], to name but a few. Among these various algebraic
structures, skew braces play a central role. Defined as a pair of appropriately compatible groups
on the same underlying set, skew braces are used for constructing non-degenerate set-theoretic
solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation. Their quantum analogues, called Hopf braces [4], consist of
two compatible Hopf algebra structures sharing the same underlying coalgebra (see Section 1 for
the precise definition). As expected, cocommutative Hopf braces provide solutions to the quantum
Yang-Baxter equation [4, Theorem 2.3].

The present paper focuses on category-theoretic properties of Hopf braces (cocommutative or
not), along with those of precursor categories such as those of coalgebras equipped with multiple
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compatible Hopf or bialgebra structures. Adjacent themes are taken up in [16], which centers
around category-theoretic issues relevant from the point of view of homological algebra.

To unwind some of the specifics of our main results, we recall some vocabulary.

• An object x ∈ C in a category is λ-presentable [2, Definition 1.13(2)] for a regular cardinal
[19, Definition I.10.34] λ if the representable functor C(x,−) preserves λ-directed colimits, i.e. [2,
Definition 1.13(1)] those indexed by posets in which every subset of cardinality < λ as an upper
bound.

Presentable objects are those that are λ-presentable for some regular cardinal.

• C is locally λ-presentable [2, Definition 1.17] for regular λ if it is cocomplete and every object
is a λ-directed colimit of λ-presentable objects.

C is locally presentable if it is locally λ-presentable for some regular cardinal λ.

Local presentability purchases much good behavior [2, Remark 1.56]: completeness follows, ob-
jects have sets (as opposed to proper classes) of subobjects and quotient objects, various adjoint
functor theorems [1, §18] apply (e.g. cocontinuous, or colimit-preserving functors between such cat-
egories are left adjoints [21, §V.8, Corollary]), and so on. Some of our main results are to the effect
that these conditions obtain in various categories of coalgebras with multiple Hopf algebra/bialgebra
structures, as well as that of cocommutative Hopf braces of interest in the quantum-Yang-Baxter
literature.

Specifically, we amalgamate portions of Theorem 2.2, Corollary 2.3, Theorem 3.1 and Corollary
3.2 in the following statement. All structures in sight are linear over a field k, while Coalg and

Halg(I,J) denote, respectively, the categories of

• k-coalgebras;

• and k-coalgebras equipped with I-indexed bialgebra structures all sharing the same unit, so
that those multiplications indexed by J ⊆ I have antipodes (and hence the J-indexed algebras are
Hopf).

An additional ‘coc’ superscript indicates cocommutativity.

Theorem A (1) The categories Halg(I,J) are all locally presentable, so in particular complete
and cocomplete.

(2) The same applies to Halgcoc
(I,J) .

(3) As well as the category Hbrcoc of cocommutative Hopf braces.

(4) The category Hbr of arbitrary Hopf braces is accessible [2, Remark 2.2(1)], and hence
locally presentable if and only if it is (co)complete. �

We mention that Theorem A has seen some use and interest in [16], where [16, §5] relies on the
existence of binary coproducts in Hbrcoc in deducing that category’s semi-abelianness [18, §2.5,
Definition].

A separate but related theme we tackle is that of monadicity for functors between categories of
multiple Hopf algebras. A few recollections:
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• A monad (T, µ, η) ([9, Definition 4.1.1], [21, §VI.1]) on a category C is a unital associative
algebra

id
η

−−−−→ T, T ◦ T
µ

−−→ T

in the monoidal category [9, Definition 6.1.1]
(
CC , ◦, id

)
of C-endofunctors with composition as the

tensor product.

• An algebra [9, Definition 4.1.2] over (T, µ, η) is an object c ∈ C equipped with a morphism
Tc → c satisfying the unitality and associativity conditions with respect to µ and η reminiscent of
the usual definition of a module over an algebra.

T -algebras form a category typically denoted by CT , equipped with a forgetful functor back to
C

• A functor D
F
−→ C is monadic [9, Definition 4.4.1] (or D is monadic along F ) if there is a

monad (T, µ, η) on C with

D

CT

C

equivalence forget

F

commutative up to natural isomorphism.

Monadic functors (sometimes also termed tripleable [7, §3.3]) are one way of capturing the intuition
that D consists, roughly speaking, of objects in C equipped with additional “algebraic structure”.
Preeminent examples [21, §VI.8, Theorem 1] very much in line with this intuition are the forgetful
functors back to Set from varieties of algebras: categories of associative algebras, groups, monoids,
commutative rings, and so forth.

Not only are monadic functors right adjoints, but they reflect isomorphisms, preserve sufficiently
well-behaved coequalizers [9, Theorem 4.4.4], afford adjunction-lifting results [9, Theorem 4.5.6],
and similarly lend themselves to any number of other applications. In light of this, the following
result might be of some interest in the present context of studying Hopf braces; it again aggregates
sub-statements of Theorems 2.2 and 3.1.

Theorem B (1) For sets J ′ ⊆ J ⊆ I the forgetful functors

Halg(I,J) −−−→ Coalg

Halg(I,J) −−−→ Halg(I,J ′)

(of which the second forgets the (J \ J ′)-indexed antipodes) are monadic.

(2) So too is the forgetful functor

Hbrcoc −−−→ Coalgcoc

from cocommutative Hopf braces. �

As the original motivation for studying cocommutative Hopf braces lies in the fact that each
such gadget generates a solution of the quantum Yang-Baxter equation, being able to produce new
examples is a central theme of the theory. With this in mind, Section 4 provides explicit construc-
tions for various colimits mentioned in Theorem A. Specifically, coproducts and coequalizers for
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cocommutative Hopf braces are explicitly described, starting with the analogous constructions being
performed in the categories of 2-bialgebras and 2-Hopf algebras, respectively. Furthermore, the free
cocommutative Hopf brace on an arbitrary cocommutative Hopf algebra is explicitly constructed
(see Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2).
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of the Ministry of Research, Innovation and Digitization, CNCS/CCCDI – UEFISCDI, project
number PN-IV-P2-2.2-MCD-2024-0354.

1 Preliminaries

Throughout the paper k is a field and all vector spaces, tensor products, homomorphisms, (co)algebras,
bialgebras, Hopf algebras/braces are linear over k. For a coalgebra C, we use Sweedler’s Σ-notation
∆(c) = c(1) ⊗ c(2) with suppressed summation sign. Aop stands for the opposite of the algebra A
and, similarly, Ccop denotes the co-opposite of the coalgebra C. In what follows Vect denotes the
category of vector spaces. Further categories of interest will be introduced in Section 2.

We refer to [26, 28] for unexplained notions concerning Hopf algebras and to [14, Chapter 5] for
a thorough background on the quantum Yang-Baxter equation. Category-theoretic terminology, as
covered in various sources such as [1, 2, 10, 9], will feature prominently. More specific references
are provided throughout the text.

Recall [4, Definition 1.1] that a Hopf brace over a coalgebra (H,∆, ε) consists of two Hopf
algebra structures on H, denoted by (H, ·, 1,∆, ε, S) and respectively (H, ⋄, 1⋄,∆, ε, T ), compatible
in the sense that for all x, y, z ∈ H we have:

(1-1) x ⋄ (y · z) =
(
x(1) ⋄ y

)
·S(x(2)) ·

(
x(3) ⋄ z

)

We refer to the two Hopf algebras (H, ·, 1,∆, ε, S) and (H, ⋄, 1⋄,∆, ε, T ) underlying a Hopf brace as
the first and second Hopf algebra structure of H and we denote them by H• and H⋄ respectively.
By setting x = y = 1⋄ and respectively x = z = 1⋄ in (1-1) it is easily seen [4, Remark 1.3] that
in any Hopf brace we have 1 = 1⋄. A Hopf brace will be called cocommutative if its underlying
coalgebra is cocommutative.

Given two Hopf braces (H, ·, ⋄) and (H ′, ·, ⋄), a k-linear map f between the two underlying vector
spaces is called a morphism of Hopf braces if both f : H· → H

′

· and f : H⋄ → H
′

⋄ are morphisms of
Hopf algebras. A coideal I ⊆ H which is a Hopf ideal with respect to both Hopf algebra structures
of H will be called a Hopf brace ideal. If I is a Hopf brace ideal, then the quotient space H/I is
again a Hopf brace and the quotient map π : H → H/I becomes a morphism of Hopf braces.

Any Hopf algebra (H, ·, 1,∆, ε, S) gives rise to a Hopf brace by considering x ⋄ y = x · y for
all x, y ∈ H. Furthermore, if (H, ·, 1,∆, ε, S) is an involutory Hopf algebra, then we can define
a new multiplication on H by x ⋄ y = y · x, for all x, y ∈ H, which together with the underlying
coalgebra structure of H form a new Hopf algebra. Moreover, it is straightforward to check that
(1-1) is trivially fulfilled and thus (H, ·, ⋄, 1,∆, ε, S, S) is a Hopf brace.

The following device will come in handy repeatedly.

Construction 1.1 Let
(
H, ·, ⋄, 1,∆, ε, S, T

)
be a 2-Hopf algebra, i.e. a coalgebra equipped with

two compatible Hopf structures sharing a unit (we examine such structures more closely in Section
2). For a subspace J ≤ H, write
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• J1 for the ideal generated by J0 := J , S(J0), S
2(J0), · · · with respect to the first algebra

structure of H

• J2 for the ideal generated by J1, T (J1), T 2(J1), · · · with respect to the second algebra
structure of H

Note that S(J1) ⊆ J1 and T (J2) ⊆ J2. Continuing this process we obtain a chain

(1-2) J = J0 ⊂ J1 ⊂ J2 ⊂ J3 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Jn ⊂ · · ·

of subspaces in H, and we set J̃ := ∪n∈NJn.
If J is a coideal so are all of the Jn, hence also J̃ . Furthermore, we claim that J̃ is in fact a

Hopf brace ideal in the sense of the preceding discussion.
Indeed, if h ∈ H and x ∈ J̃ then there exists some n0 ∈ N such that x ∈ Jn0 ⊂ Jn0+1. We

can assume without loss of generality that Jn0 and Jn0+1 are ideals with respect to the first and
the second algebra structures of H, respectively. Therefore we have h·x, x·h ∈ Jn0 ⊂ J̃ and h⋄x,
x⋄h ∈ Jn0+1 ⊂ J̃ . Moreover, having in mind the way we defined the chain of coideals (1-2) we
obviously have S(x) ∈ Jn0 ⊂ J̃ and T (x) ∈ Jn0+1 ⊂ J̃ . �

2 Coalgebra-overlapping Hopf structures

Hopf braces and their set-theoretic counterparts (plain braces [27, Definition 2 and Proposition 4],
skew braces [17, Definition 1.1]), involving multiple group structures on a common set, motivate
studying the following type of (co)algebraic structure.

• Vector spaces over k endowed with two (unital, associative) algebra structures sharing the
same unit called 2-algebras. Together with unit preserving k-linear maps which respect both algebra
structures they form a category denoted by Alg2 .

• Coalgebras over k, implicitly assumed coassociative and counital, constituting a category
Coalg.

• We consider also coalgebras equipped with multiple (unital, associative) algebra structures:
the unit is common to all such, while the multiplications are indexed by a set I. When all these
algebra structures are coalgebra maps the resulting gadgets are termed I-bialgebras, and constitute
a category BialgI .

• Those I-bialgebras whose J-indexed bialgebra structures happen to be Hopf for J ⊆ I we
call (I, J)-Hopf algebras; the category in question is Halg(I,J) .

• For J = I we streamline the subscript to plain I, as in HalgI . Furthermore, identifying
non-negative integers n respectively with {0, · · · , n− 1}, the meaning of symbols such as Bialgn

or Halgn becomes apparent. The unadorned Bialg and Halg denote the classical categories of
bialgebras and Hopf algebras, respectively.

• We occasionally constrain the coalgebra structures by requiring cocommutativity, in which
case the corresponding categories acquire a ‘coc’ superscript: Coalgcoc, Bialgcoc

I , etc.
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Remarks 2.1 (1) Coalgebras are to be regarded, in this context, as a type of “quantum set”:
ordinary sets S are recoverable via their corresponding group-like coalgebras kS [28, p.6, Example
(1)], defined uniquely by

s1 ⊗ s2 := s⊗ s and ε(s) = 1, ∀s ∈ S.

Adopting this perspective, the category Halg2 (of special interest below because it houses the
subcategory of Hopf braces) is a kind of linearized version of the category of structures [11, §3] (or
[12, Introduction]) terms digroups: sets equipped with two group structures with a common unit.

(2) We will take for granted the fact that BialgI is locally presentable [2, Definition 1.17] and
the forgetful functor

(2-1) BialgI

UI :=forget
−−−−−−−−−−−→ Coalg

is monadic [9, Definition 4.4.1] (indeed, finitary monadic, in the sense [2, §3.18] that the monad in
question preserves filtered colimits [2, Definition 1.4]). This is no more difficult to prove than the
analogue for I := {∗} in [23, Summary 4.3, bottom right-hand functor] (taking that discussion’s
base category C to be Coalg). �

Theorem 2.2 (1) For set inclusions J ′ ⊆ J ⊆ I the category Halg(I,J) is locally presentable
and monadic along

(2-2) Halg(I,J)

U(I,J):=forget
−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ Coalg

as well as

(2-3) Halg(I,J)

U(,J→J′):=forget
−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ Halg(I,J ′) .

(2) The analogous statement holds in the cocommutative case.

Proof The same argument handles both versions, so we limit ourselves to (1). A number of
auxiliary observations will help move the proof along. Much of the argument eventually proving
the local presentability of the category of plain Hopf algebras in [25, Theorem 6] will transport
over.

(I) : The functor (2-2) creates limits [1, Definition 13.17(2)]. Recall [24, Proposition 47
2.] that Coalg is locally presentable so in particular complete by [2, Remark 1.56(1)]. That the
Coalg-limit of a diagram in Halg(I,J) acquires a unique compatible (I, J)-Hopf algebra structure
follows immediately from the analogous statements for the forgetful functor for plain Hopf algebras
or bialgebras (e.g. [24, Proposition 47 3.] and [25, Theorem 10 2. and Proposition 28 2.]): simply
apply that remark to each individual bialgebra/Hopf algebra structure.

(II) : Halg(I,J) is accessible in the sense of [2, Remark 2.2(1)]. The proof strategy is
that employed in proving the accessibility of ordinary Hopf algebras (or rather more broadly, Hopf
monoids internal to appropriate symmetric monoidal categories) in [24, Proposition 47 5.], with
minor modifications.

Observe first that just as for plain bialgebras (e.g. [23, §2.7, Remark 2] or [24, §2.2, item 2.]),
the forgetful functor BialgI → Coalg realizes its domain as a joint equifier [2, Lemma 2.76] for
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a family of pairs of natural transformations between accessible functors [2, Definition 2.16]. The
accessibility of BialgI → Coalg follows from the selfsame [2, Lemma 2.76].

As to (I, J)-Hopf algebras, consider the accessible endofunctor (−)cop on Coalg. An antipode
for the j-labeled multiplication of an object B ∈ BialgI (for j ∈ J ⊆ I) is in particular a (−)cop-
algebra structure in the sense of [2, Notation 2.74], i.e. a morphism Bcop → B in Coalg. We thus
have, for j ∈ J , inclusion functors

(2-4) Halg(I,J)

ιj
−−−−−→ (−)cop ◦ UI ↓ UI := comma category of [2, Notation 2.42]

for the forgetful functor (2-1) analogous to (2-2). On the one hand the comma category is accessible
by [2, Theorem 2.43], while on the other hand, as in [24, Remark 45], the functors (2-4) realize
their common domain Halg(I,J) as a joint equifier. Accessibility once more follows from [2, Lemma

2.76].

(III) : Local presentability. This follows from [2, Corollary 2.47] and the preceding steps:
in the presence of either completeness of cocompleteness, local presentability is equivalent to ac-
cessibility.

(IV) : Monadicity along (2-2). We already know that U(I,J) is continuous from step (I).
It is also easily seen to preserve directed [2, §1.A, pp.8-9] colimits, as these are computable at
the vector-space level. Given accessibility, it follows [2, Theorem 1.66] that the functor is a right
adjoint. It also

• reflects isomorphisms [21, §V.7], for these are simply the bijective morphisms in both categories
of (2-2);

• and preserves coequalizers for those parallel pairs f, g for which U(I,J)f and U(I,J)g has a split
coequalizer [9, Definition 4.4.2] in Coalg, as in the proof of [23, §2.6, Proposition].

Monadicity follows from (one version of) Beck’s theorem [9, Theorem 4.4.4].

(V) : Monadicity along (2-3). We focus on the J ′ = ∅ variant of the claim for simplicity:

Halg(I,J)

U(,J):=forget
−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ BialgI ;

the argument will go through in general.

This will be another application of Beck’s characterization of monadicity. Note first that iso-
morphism reflection and the preservation of sufficiently well-behaved coequalizers ([9, conditions
(2)(b) and (2)(c) of Theorem 4.4.4]) hold for the left-hand arrow in

Halg(I,J)

BialgI

Coalg⇓∼=

U(,J) UI

U(I,J)

because they do for the other two arrows: Remark 2.1(2) for the right-hand functor and item (IV)
above for the bottom composition. As to (2-3) being a right adjoint ([9, Theorem 4.4.4(2)(a)]), it
follows from [2, Theorem 1.66]: it is a continuous functor between locally presentable categories,
preserving filtered colimits.

This completes the proof of the theorem. �

In particular, by [2, Remarks 1.56(1) and 1.56(2)]:

Corollary 2.3 The categories Halg(I,J) are complete and cocomplete. �
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3 On and around the category of Hopf braces

We now focus more closely on Hbr and its cocommutative counterpart Hbrcoc. We have the
following brace-specific variant of Theorem 2.2.

Theorem 3.1 (1) The category Hbr is accessible.

(2) Similarly, the category Hbrcoc is locally presentable and monadic along the forgetful functor

Hbrcoc U :=forget
−−−−−−−−−−−→ Coalgcoc.

Proof (I) : Accessibility in both (1) and (2). The proof strategy is the same as in Theorem
2.2 (and the various results in [23, 24] that proof references). Focusing on Hbr to fix the notation,
the defining equation (1-1) realizes that category as the equifier of two natural transformations

Halg2 Vect,⇓ ⇓

•⊗3◦forget

forget

one given by the left-hand side of (1-1) and one by the right-hand side. The conclusion follows from
the known accessibility of Halg2 (indeed, even local presentability: Theorem 2.2) and [2, Lemma
2.76].

(II) : Local presentability and adjointness in (2). For cocommutative 2-Hopf algebras
both sides of (1-1) constitute coalgebra morphisms H⊗3 → H (in general, only the left-hand side
does). It follows that Hbrcoc is a variety of (finitary) algebras [2, §3.A] internal to the category of
cocommutative coalgebras, and local presentability (given that of Coalgcoc [23, §2.7, Proposition
and Remark 1]) is no more difficult to prove than over Set [2, Corollary 3.7]. By the same token,
the forgetful functor U is a right adjoint.

(III) : Monadicity. As in step (IV) in the proof of Theorem 2.2: U reflects isomorphisms (bi-
jective morphisms on both sides) and preserves coequalizers for pairs whose Coalgcoc-coequalizer
is split. �

There is a consequent parallel to Corollary 2.3; the first statement follows from [2, Remarks
1.56(1) and 1.56(2)], while the second (given the accessibility ensured by Theorem 3.1(1)) follows
from [2, Corollary 2.47].

Corollary 3.2 (1) The category Hbrcoc is complete and cocomplete.

(2) For Hbr the following conditions are equivalent.

(a) completeness;

(b) cocompleteness;

(c) local presentability. �

Remark 3.3 Corollary 3.2 provides the appropriate context to correct an inaccurate claim made
in the literature by the first named author. [3, Theorem 3.1] states that the category of Hopf braces
is complete and although we do not know whether the statement itself is correct, we point out that
there is a flaw in the proof of the aforementioned result. To be more precise, the construction of
products provided in the proof of [3, Theorem 3.1] works only for cocommutative Hopf braces and
therefore it only implies the completeness of said category. �
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4 Colimits and free objects in the category of cocommutative

Hopf braces

This section is devoted to some relatively explicit constructions for various adjoints and / or colimits
involving Hopf braces and related categories, in the spirit of Takeuchi’s construction [29, §1] of the
free Hopf algebra on a coalgebra, or Pareigis’ description [22, Theorem 2.6.3] of the free Hopf
algebra on a bialgebra.

We start by freely adjoining antipodes to a 2-bialgebra. The construction lies “upstream” to
constructing coproducts of 2-Hopf algebras (which Corollary 2.3 ensures exist): applying a left
adjoint of

Halg2
forget

−−−−−−−−→ Bialg2

to a coproduct of 2-bialgebras will produce a coproduct of 2-Hopf algebras.
Note also that Proposition 4.1 below is a consequence of Theorem 2.2; the idea here is to give

some sense of what the claimed adjoint functors look like.

Proposition 4.1 For sets J ′ ⊆ J ⊆ I the forgetful functors

Halg(I,J)
forget

−−−−−−−−→ Halg(I,J ′)

Halg(I,J)
coc forget

−−−−−−−−→ Halg(I,J ′)
coc

have left adjoints.

Proof In order to avoid notational unpleasantness, we illustrate the construction by focusing on
constructing the left adjoint to

Halg(2={0,1},{0})
forget

−−−−−−−−→ Halg(2,∅) = Bialg2 .

The goal, in other words, is to append one antipode freely to a 2-bialgebra. Note that we have
identified 2 with the set {0, 1} (as one commonly does in set-theoretic foundations [19, Definition
I.7.13]); the 0th and 1st multiplication will be our old · and ⋄, and it is the former that must acquire
an antipode. The construction will be recursive.

• Starting with a 2-bialgebra (B, ·, ⋄), set B0 := B and denote construct the enveloping Hopf
algebra B0 → B1 for · (ignoring ⋄ entirely), as in [22, Theorem 2.6.3]. We abuse notation in
denoting the multiplication of B1 by · again.

• Let B1 → B2 be the universal map from (B1, ·) into a 2-bialgebra (B2, ·, ⋄). In other words,
this is the B1-component of the unit of the adjunction built on the functor

Bialg2
forget

−−−−−−−−→ Bialg

forgetting multiplication 1.

• At this point we have a map B0
ϕ
−→ B2 between two 2-bialgebras, in principle respecting only

multiplication 0. Consider the universal 2-bialgebra morphism B2
ϕ′

−→ B3 satisfying

ϕ′(x · y) = ϕ′(x) · ϕ′(y), ∀x, y ∈ B2 and

(ϕ′ϕ)(x ⋄ y) = (ϕ′ϕ)(x) ⋄ (ϕ′ϕ)(y), ∀x, y ∈ B1.

By construction, the composition B0
ϕ′ϕ
−−→ B3 is a 2-bialgebra morphism.
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• The entire procedure can now be reiterated, with B3 in place of B0: B3 → B4 is the universal
map into a Hopf algebra with underlying multiplication ·, etc.

That the resulting map B = B0 → lim
−→n

Bn is the desired universal 2-bialgebra morphism into an
object in Halg(2,{0}) is immediate from the construction. �

Turning to cocommutative Hopf braces, we have the following analogous result.

Proposition 4.2 The inclusion functor I : Hbrcoc → Halgcoc
2 has a left adjoint.

Proof Let
(
H, ·, ⋄, 1,∆, ε, S, T

)
be an object in Halgcoc

2 and define the k-linear maps f , g : H⊗3 →
H on x⊗ y ⊗ z ∈ H⊗3 by

f(x⊗ y ⊗ z) = x ⋄ (y · z)

g(x ⊗ y ⊗ z) =
(
x(1) ⋄ y

)
·S(x(2)) ·

(
x(3) ⋄ z

)

The cocommutativity assumption on H implies that both f and g are coalgebra maps and therefore
the span J0 of {f(x⊗ y⊗ z)− g(x⊗ y⊗ z) | x⊗ y⊗ z ∈ H⊗3} is in fact a coideal in (H, ∆, ε) (see,
for example, [26, Exercise 2.1.29]).

Denoting by J the Hopf brace ideal J̃0 ≤ H defined in Construction 1.1, the quotient space
H/J is again an object in Halgcoc

2 with the induced structures denoted by
(
·, ⋄, 1, ∆, ε, S, T

)
.

Furthermore, the canonical projection πH : H → H/J is a morphism in Halgcoc
2 and we obtain:

0 = πH

(
x ⋄ (y · z)−

(
x(1) ⋄ y

)
·S(x(2)) ·

(
x(3) ⋄ z

))

= πH(x) ⋄ (πH(y) · πH(z))−
(
πH(x(1)) ⋄ πH(y)

)
·S(πH(x(2))) ·

(
πH(x(3)) ⋄ πH(z)

)

for all x, y, z ∈ H. This shows that (1-1) holds in H/J and therefore
(
H/J, ·, ⋄, 1,∆, ε, S, T

)
is a

Hopf brace.
Consider now h : H → B to be a morphism in Halgcoc

2 , where
(
B, ·B , ⋄B , 1,∆B , εB , SB, TB

)
is

a Hopf brace. Then J0 ⊂ ker h; indeed, for all x, y, z ∈ H we have:

h
(
x ⋄ (y · z)−

(
x(1) ⋄ y

)
·S(x(2)) ·

(
x(3) ⋄ z

))

= h(x) ⋄B (h(y) ·B h(z)) −
(
h(x(1)) ⋄B h(y)

)
·B SB(h(x(2))) ·B

(
h(x(3)) ⋄B h(z)

)

= 0

where the last equality holds because B is a Hopf brace. Therefore, J ⊂ ker h and there exists a
unique morphism h : H/J → B in Halgcoc

2 (and in the full subcategory Hbrcoc) such that the
following diagram is commutative:

H

h
!!❉

❉

❉

❉

❉

❉

❉

❉

❉

πH
// H/J

h
��

B

To conclude, the pair (H/J, π) is a universal arrow from H to I and therefore I has a left adjoint
by ([21, §III.1, §IV Theorem 2]). �

We conclude the discussion on free objects with the following straightforward consequence of
Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2:

Corollary 4.3 Both forgetful functors U : Hbrcoc → Halgcoc have left adjoints.

We next turn to explicitly describing colimits in Hbrcoc (whose existence is ensured by Corol-
lary 2.3). In light of (the dual of) [21, §V.2, Theorem 1], we restrict to describing coequalizers and
coproducts.
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Coequalizers in Hbrcoc and Hbr

Let f , g : A → B be two morphisms of Hopf braces and consider I0 to be the vector space generated
by the set {f(a)− g(a) | a ∈ A}. It can be seen by a simple computation that I0 is in fact a coideal
in B (see, for example, [26, Exercise 2.1.29]) and that S(I0) ⊆ I0 and T (I0) ⊆ I0, where S and T
denote the antipodes of the first and the second Hopf algebra structures of B, respectively.

Consider the Hopf brace B/I, quotient by the Hopf brace ideal I := Ĩ0 of Construction 1.1.
The proof will be finished once we show that the pair

(
B/I, π

)
is the coequalizer of f and g, where

π : B → B/I is the projection map. Indeed, let h : B → H be another Hopf brace morphism such
that h ◦ f = h ◦ g. This shows that I0 ⊂ kerh and since h is a Hopf brace morphism it can be
easily proved using an inductive argument that In ⊂ ker h for all n ∈ N

∗. Therefore I ⊂ kerh and
we obtain a unique morphism of Hopf braces h′ : B/I → H such that h′ ◦ π = h, as desired.

Coproducts in Hbrcoc

The construction of coproducts in Hbrcoc will be given in steps starting with the corresponding
constructions being performed first in the categories Bialg2

coc and Halgcoc
2 .

(1) : Coproducts in Bialg2 and Bialg2
coc.

Consider
(
Bl, ·l, ⋄l, 1l,∆l, εl

)
l∈I

to be a family of objects in Bialg2 . To start with, denote by((⊕
l∈I Bl, ∆, ε

)
, (jl)l∈I

)
the coproduct in Coalg of the underlying coalgebras, where

⊕
l∈I Bl

denotes the direct sum of this family in VECT and jt : Bt →
⊕

l∈I Bl are the canonical injections
for all t ∈ I. Recall ([26, Exercises 2.1.18 and 2.1.35 ] that the comultiplication ∆ and the counit
ε are the unique linear maps such that the following hold for all t ∈ I:

∆ ◦ jt = (jt ⊗ jt) ◦∆t

ε ◦ jt = εj

Now let
((

F
(⊕

l∈I Bl

)
, ·, ⋄, 1

)
, i
)

denote the free 2-algebra on the vector space
⊕

l∈I Bl ([20,

Section 5]), where i :
⊕

l∈I Bl → F
(⊕

l∈I Bl

)
is a linear map. Furthermore, it can be easily seen,

as in [26, Theorem 5.3.1], that the free 2-algebra F
(⊕

l∈I Bl

)
is in fact an object in Bialg2 with

comultiplication ∆ and counit ε given by the unique morphisms in Alg2 such that the following
hold:

∆ ◦ i = (i⊗ i) ◦∆(4-1)

ε ◦ i = ε(4-2)

In particular, (4-1) and (4-2) imply that i :
⊕

l∈I Bl → F
(⊕

l∈I Bl

)
is a coalgebra map. Through-

out, for all t ∈ I, we denote by ut the coalgebra map i ◦ jt :
(
Bt, ∆t, εt

)
→

(
F
(⊕

l∈I Bl

)
, ∆, ε

)
.

Consider now the vector space J0 generated by the set J ∪ J ′ ∪ J ′′, where:

J = {1− ut(1t) | t ∈ I}

J ′ = {ut(x ·t x
′)− ut(x) · ut(x

′) | x, x′ ∈ Ht; t ∈ I}

J ′′ = {ut(x ⋄t x
′)− ut(x) ⋄ ut(x

′) | x, x′ ∈ Ht; t ∈ I}

As ut is a coalgebra map for all t ∈ I, it can be easily seen that J0 is in fact a coideal in(
F
(⊕

l∈I Bl

)
, ∆, ε

)
. Next, we construct a family of coideals in

(
F
(⊕

l∈I Bl

)
, ∆, ε

)
as follows:
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• J1 is the ideal generated by J0 in
(
F
(⊕

l∈I Bl

)
, ·, 1

)

• J2 is the ideal generated by J1 in
(
F
(⊕

l∈I Bl

)
, ⋄, 1

)

• J3 is the ideal generated by J2 in
(
F
(⊕

l∈I Bl

)
, ·, 1

)

Continuing this process we obtain a chain of coideals:

J0 ⊂ J1 ⊂ J2 ⊂ J3 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Jn ⊂ · · ·

The union L = ∪i∈N Ji can be easily seen to be a coideal in
(
F
(⊕

l∈I Bl

)
, ∆, ε

)
and by construction

is an ideal in both
(
F
(⊕

l∈I Bl

)
, ·, 1

)
and

(
F
(⊕

l∈I Bl

)
, ⋄, 1

)
. Hence, the quotient space H =

F
(⊕

l∈I Bl

)
/L remains an object in Bialg2 which, furthermore, is the coproduct of the family(

Bl, ·l, 1l, ⋄l, 1⋄l , ∆l, εl
)
l∈I

in Bialg2 .

Finally, the coproduct construction in the category Bialg2
coc goes in the same vein as the one

performed above in Bialg2 . Indeed, the cocommutativity of the family
(
Bl, ·l, 1l, ⋄l, 1⋄l , ∆l, εl

)
l∈I

of objects in Bialg2
coc implies cocommutativity of both

⊕
l∈I Bl and F

(⊕
l∈I Bl

)
.

(2) : Coproducts in Halg2 and Halgcoc
2 .

Consider now
(
Hl, ·l, ⋄l, 1l,∆l, εl, Sl, Tl

)
l∈I

to be a family of objects in Halg2 and denote by((
B, ·B , ⋄B , 1B ,∆B , εB

)
, (ul)l∈I

)
the coproduct in Bialg2 of the underlying 2-bialgebras. Given

the existence of a left adjoint for the forgetful functor U : HALG2 → Bialg2 (constructed in
Proposition 4.1), we have a universal arrow from B to U ([21, §III.1, §IV Theorem 2]), say
i : B → H where

(
H, ·H , ⋄H , 1H ,∆H , εH , SH , TH

)
is a 2-Hopf algebra and i is a morphism in

Bialg2 . Then
((

H, ·H , ⋄H , 1H ,∆H , εH , SH , TH

)
, (i◦ql)l∈I

)
is the coproduct in Halg2 of the fam-

ily
(
Hl, ·l, ⋄l, 1l,∆l, εl, Sl, Tl

)
l∈I

. To start with, given l ∈ I, note that i ◦ ql : Hl → H is a 2-Hopf
algebra map as a consequence of being a 2-bialgebra map between the 2-Hopf algebras Hl and H.
Furthermore, assume (L, , ·L, ⋄L, 1L,∆L, εL, SL, TL) is another 2-Hopf algebra and (sl : Hl → L)l∈I
is a family of 2-Hopf algebra morphisms. The universal property of the coproduct in Bialg2 yields
a unique 2-bialgebra map f : B → L such that f ◦ ql = sl for all l ∈ I. Similarly, as i is a universal
map from B to U , we obtain a unique 2-Hopf algebra morphism f : H → L such that f ◦ i = f . To
conclude, f : H → L is the unique 2-Hopf algebra morphism such that f ◦ i ◦ ql = sl for all l ∈ I.

The same strategy for constructing coproducts applies verbatim to cocommutative 2-Hopf al-
gebras.

(3) : Coproducts in Hbrcoc.

Let
(
Hl, ·l, ⋄l, 1,∆l, εl, Sl, Tl

)
l∈I

be a family of cocommutative Hopf braces and consider the

coproduct, say
((

H, ·, ⋄, 1,∆, ε, S, T
)
, (ql)l∈I

)
, of this family in Halgcoc

2 . Next, for all t, s, r ∈ I,

we denote by ft,s,r, gt,s,r : Ht⊗Hs⊗Hr → H the k-linear maps defined as follows for all x⊗y⊗z ∈
Ht ⊗Hs ⊗Hr:

ft,s,r(x⊗ y ⊗ z) = qt(x) ⋄ (qs(y) · qr(z))

gt,s,r(x⊗ y ⊗ z) =
(
qt(x(1)) ⋄ qs(y)

)
·S(qt(x(2))) ·

(
qt(x(3)) ⋄ qr(z)

)

Note that the cocommutativity assumption implies that both ft,s,r and gt,s,r are coalgebra maps and
therefore the linear span J0 of {ft,s,r(x⊗y⊗z)−gt,s,r(x⊗y⊗z) | x⊗y⊗z ∈ Ht⊗Hs⊗Hr; t, s, r ∈ I}
is in fact a coideal in (H, ∆, ε) (again by [26, Exercise 2.1.29]).

12



Denote by
(
·, ⋄, 1,∆, ε, S, T

)
the Hopf-brace structure on the quotient H/J by the ideal J := J̃0

described in Construction 1.1. The proof will be finished once we show that

((
H/J, ·, ⋄, 1,∆, ε, S, T ), (sl)l∈I

)
∼=

∐

l

(
Hl, ·l, ⋄l, 1,∆l, εl, Sl, Tl

)
l∈I

∈ Hbrcoc,

where st = π ◦ qt for all t ∈ I and π : H → H/J denotes the canonical projection. To this end, con-
sider another object

(
B, ·B , ⋄B , 1B ,∆B , εB , SB , TB

)
in Hbrcoc and a family of morphisms

(
bl : Hl →

B
)
l∈I

in Hbrcoc. As
(
B, ·B , ⋄B , 1B ,∆B , εB , SB , TB

)
is in particular an object in Halgcoc

2 , there
exists a unique morphism v : H → B in Halgcoc

2 such that v ◦ qt = bt for all t ∈ I. Now
since

(
B, ·B , ⋄B , 1B ,∆B , εB , SB , TB

)
is a Hopf brace, the following holds for all t, s, r ∈ I and

x⊗ y ⊗ z ∈ Ht ⊗Hs ⊗Hr:

v
(
ft,s,r(x⊗ y ⊗ z)− gt,s,r(x⊗ y ⊗ z)

)

= v
(
qt(x) ⋄ (qs(y) · qr(z))−

(
qt(x(1)) ⋄ qs(y)

)
·S(qt(x(2))) ·

(
qt(x(3)) ⋄ qr(z)

))

= bt(x) ⋄B (bs(y) ·B br(z))−
(
bt(x(1)) ⋄B bs(y)

)
·B S(bt(x(2))) ·B

(
bt(x(3)) ⋄B br(z)

)

= 0

This shows that J0 ⊂ ker v and since v is a morphism in Halgcoc
2 we can conclude that J ⊂ ker v.

Therefore we have a unique morphism w : H/J → B in Halgcoc
2 such that w ◦ π = v. Putting

everything together, we obtain that w is the unique morphism in Hbrcoc such that w ◦ st = bt for
all t ∈ I, which concludes the proof.
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