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J. Noncommut. Geom. (submitted)

Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras and Yetter–Drinfeld
relative Rota–Baxter operators

Andrea Sciandra

Abstract. Recently, Li, Sheng and Tang introduced post-Hopf algebras and relative Rota–Baxter
operators (on cocommutative Hopf algebras), providing an adjunction between the respective cat-
egories under the assumption that the structures involved are cocommutative. We introduce Yetter–
Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras, which become usual post-Hopf algebras in the cocommutative setting.
In analogy with the correspondence between cocommutative post-Hopf algebras and cocommutative
Hopf braces, the category of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras is isomorphic to the category of
Yetter–Drinfeld braces introduced by the author in a joint work with D. Ferri. This allows to explore
the connection with matched pairs of actions and provide examples of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf
algebras. Moreover, we prove that the category of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras is equivalent
to a subcategory of bijective Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operators. The latter structures
coincide with the inverse maps of Yetter–Drinfeld 1-cocycles introduced by the author and D. Ferri,
and generalise bijective relative Rota–Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras. Hence the
previous equivalence passes to cocommutative post-Hopf algebras and bijective relative Rota–Baxter
operators. Once the surjectivity of the Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operators is removed, the
equivalence is replaced by an adjunction and one can recover the result of Li, Sheng and Tang in the
cocommutative case.

1. Introduction

Post-Lie algebras have been introduced in [30] and have found several interesting applic-
ations [7, 10, 25], just to name a few; while Rota–Baxter operators on Lie algebras first
appeared in [19] and are now studied in different fields, such as quantum field theory [9,18].
Post-Lie algebras and Rota–Baxter operators are strictly related: given a post-Lie algebra,
the identity morphism is a Rota–Baxter operator on the subadjacent Lie algebra and, vice
versa, one can induce a post-Lie algebra structure on the domain of a Rota–Baxter operator.
In [21] Li, Sheng and Tang introduced post-Hopf algebras and relative Rota–Baxter oper-
ators on cocommutative Hopf algebras, the latter generalising Rota–Baxter operators given
in [13] (where the action involved is the adjoint one). The space of primitive elements of a
post-Hopf algebra results to be a post-Lie algebra and a relative Rota–Baxter operator on a
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cocommutative Hopf algebra restricts to a Rota–Baxter operator between the Lie algebras
of primitive elements. Moreover, in [21], the aforementioned connection between post-Lie
algebras and Rota–Baxter operators is extended to cocommutative post-Hopf algebras and
relative Rota–Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras, providing an adjunction
between the respective categories. In [22] (which is the arXiv version of [21]), a corres-
pondence between cocommutative post-Hopf algebras and cocommutative Hopf braces is
exhibited, then further investigated [31] in terms of relative Rota–Baxter operators. Hopf
braces were introduced by Angiono, Galindo and Vendramin in [2] as the Hopf-theoretic
version of skew braces, introduced in [14]. Moreover, cocommutative Hopf braces are
shown to be equivalent to matched pairs of cocommutative Hopf algebras. In [12] the author
and D. Ferri proved that, removing the cocommutativity hypothesis, matched pairs result
to be equivalent to the more general Yetter–Drinfeld braces. The latter structures coincide
with Hopf braces if the cocommutativity is assumed.

The purpose of this paper is to generalise post-Hopf algebras and relative Rota–Baxter
operators in a not-cocommutative setting, keeping in mind the connection with Yetter–
Drinfeld braces.

More precisely, the content of the paper is the following. In Section 2 we recall the
notions and results that motivate this work and are frequently used throughout the paper.
In Section 3 we introduce Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras, which coincide with post-
Hopf algebras in the cocommutative case, and we prove that the category of Yetter–Drinfeld
post-Hopf algebras is isomorphic to the category of Yetter–Drinfeld braces (and thus to
the category of matched pairs of actions). Explicitly, a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra
is the datum (𝐻, ·, 1, Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆, ⇀) where (𝐻, ·, 1) is an algebra, (𝐻, Δ, 𝜖) is a coalgebra,
𝑆 is the convolution inverse of the morphism Id𝐻 and ⇀ is a morphism of coalgebras
satisfying some technical hypotheses. Then, one can build the subadjacent Hopf algebra
𝐻⇀ := (𝐻,•⇀,1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆⇀) so that (𝐻, ·,1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆) results to be an object in Hopf (𝐻⇀

𝐻⇀
YD)

and (𝐻, ·, •⇀, 1, Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆, 𝑆⇀) becomes a Yetter–Drinfeld brace. A Yetter–Drinfeld post-
Hopf algebra induces a post-Lie algebra structure on its space of primitive elements. At
the end of the section we provide examples of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras coming
from Yetter–Drinfeld braces. Finally, in Section 4 we introduce Yetter–Drinfeld relative
Rota–Baxter operators; these generalise relative Rota–Baxter operators on cocommutative
Hopf algebras and, under the assumption of bijectivity, they coincide with the inverse maps
of Yetter–Drinfeld 1-cocycles introduced in [12]. As in the cocommutative case, we can
restrict Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operators to primitive elements and group-
like elements, obtaining Rota–Baxter operators on Lie algebras and groups, respectively.
We show that a subcategory of bijective Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operators is
equivalent to the category of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras: given a Yetter–Drinfeld
post-Hopf algebra (𝐻,⇀) the identity morphism Id𝐻 : 𝐻 → 𝐻⇀ is a Yetter–Drinfeld rel-
ative Rota–Baxter operator and, vice versa, one can induce a structure of Yetter–Drinfeld
post-Hopf algebra on the domain (or codomain) of a bijective Yetter–Drinfeld relative
Rota–Baxter operator. This equivalence passes to cocommutative post-Hopf algebras and
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bijective relative Rota–Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras. Once the sur-
jectivity of the Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operators is removed, the equivalence
is replaced by an adjunction and one can recover, in the cocomutative case, the result given
in [21]. Then, the aforementioned correspondence between post-Lie algebras and Rota–
Baxter operators, generalised in [21] for cocommutative Hopf algebras, is now given in
full generality.

Notations and conventions. We denote by k an arbitrary field and all vector spaces will
be k-vector spaces. By a linear map we mean a k-linear map and the unadorned tensor
product ⊗ is the one of k-vector spaces. Algebras over k will be associative and unital and
coalgebras over k will be coassociative and counital. We use symbols like • and · for the
multiplication of an algebra; equivalently, the multiplication will be denoted by 𝑚, 𝑚 · , 𝑚•.
The unit of an algebra 𝐴 will be denoted by 1 or 𝑢 : k → 𝐴. The comultiplication and the
counit of a coalgebra 𝐶 will be denoted by Δ and 𝜖 , respectively. We will use Sweedler’s
notation for calculations involving the coproduct, i.e. we write Δ(𝑐) = 𝑐1 ⊗ 𝑐2 for all 𝑐 ∈ 𝐶,
omitting the summation. The antipode of a Hopf algebra will be denoted by 𝑆 or 𝑇 .

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall the notions and results that we are going to use throughout the
paper. For more details about Hopf algebras and category theory we refer the reader to
[24, 27, 29] and [6], respectively.

Post-Lie algebras and relative Rota–Baxter operators. The notion of post-Lie algebra
was introduced in [30] and it has found several interesting applications, such as [7,10,25].
Recall that a post-Lie algebra (𝔤, [·, ·], ⇀) is the datum of a Lie algebra (𝔤, [·, ·]) and a
linear map ⇀: 𝔤 ⊗ 𝔤 → 𝔤 such that, for all 𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧 ∈ 𝔤, the following equalities hold:

𝑥 ⇀ [𝑦, 𝑧] = [𝑥 ⇀ 𝑦, 𝑧] + [𝑦, 𝑥 ⇀ 𝑧], (2.1)(
[𝑥, 𝑦] + (𝑥 ⇀ 𝑦) − (𝑦 ⇀ 𝑥)

)
⇀ 𝑧 =

(
𝑥 ⇀ (𝑦 ⇀ 𝑧)

)
−

(
𝑦 ⇀ (𝑥 ⇀ 𝑧)

)
. (2.2)

If (𝔤, [·, ·]) is abelian, (𝔤, [·, ·],⇀) is called a pre-Lie algebra [8]. More precisely, a pre-Lie
algebra (𝔤,⇀) is just a vector space 𝔤 equipped with a linear map⇀: 𝔤 ⊗ 𝔤 → 𝔤 such that(

(𝑥 ⇀ 𝑦) − (𝑦 ⇀ 𝑥)
)
⇀ 𝑧 =

(
𝑥 ⇀ (𝑦 ⇀ 𝑧)

)
−

(
𝑦 ⇀ (𝑥 ⇀ 𝑧)

)
.

To any post-Lie algebra (𝔤, [·, ·], ⇀) one can associate a Lie algebra 𝔤⇀ := (𝔤, [·, ·]⇀),
called the subadjacent Lie algebra, where the Lie bracket [·, ·]⇀ is defined by

[𝑥, 𝑦]⇀ := (𝑥 ⇀ 𝑦) − (𝑦 ⇀ 𝑥) + [𝑥, 𝑦],

so that (2.1)-(2.2) equivalently mean that 𝔤→ 𝔤𝔩(𝔤), 𝑥 ↦→
(
𝑥 ⇀ (−)

)
is an action of the Lie

algebra (𝔤, [·, ·]⇀) on the Lie algebra (𝔤, [·, ·]). Recently, many studies on the universal
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enveloping algebra of a pre-Lie algebra and a post-Lie algebra were conducted, see e.g.
[11, 26].

We also mention that the corresponding notion of post-group was introduced in [4]. It
consists of a group (𝐺, ·) equipped with a map ⇀: 𝐺 ×𝐺 → 𝐺 such that, for each 𝑎 ∈ 𝐺,
the map 𝑎 ⇀ (−) : 𝐺 → 𝐺 is an automorphism of the group (𝐺, ·), that is

𝑎 ⇀ (𝑏 · 𝑐) = (𝑎 ⇀ 𝑏) · (𝑎 ⇀ 𝑐).

Moreover, the following deformed associativity holds:

𝑎 ⇀ (𝑏 ⇀ 𝑐) = (𝑎 · (𝑎 ⇀ 𝑏)) ⇀ 𝑐.

As shown in [1], the notion of post-group formalises properties of group-like elements in
the completion of the enveloping algebra of a post-Lie algebra, see also [11]. The category
of post-groups is proven to be isomorphic to the category of skew braces [4, Theorem 3.25].

We also recall that, given an action 𝜑 : 𝔤 → Der(𝔥) of a Lie algebra (𝔤, [·, ·]𝔤) on a
Lie algebra (𝔥, [·, ·]𝔥), a linear map 𝑅 : 𝔥 → 𝔤 is called a relative Rota–Baxter operator of
weight 1 on 𝔤 with respect to (𝔥, 𝜑) if the following condition holds true for all 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝔥:

[𝑅(𝑥), 𝑅(𝑦)]𝔤 = 𝑅(𝜑(𝑅(𝑥))𝑦 − 𝜑(𝑅(𝑦))𝑥 + [𝑥, 𝑦]𝔥).

It was shown in [3] that, given a relative Rota–Baxter operator 𝑅 : 𝔥 → 𝔤, the Lie algebra
𝔥 inherits a post-Lie algebra structure defined by

𝑥 ⇀ 𝑦 := 𝜑(𝑅(𝑥))𝑦, for all 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝔥

and, given a post-Lie algebra, the identity map is a relative Rota–Baxter operator on the
subadjacent Lie algebra. Similarly, given an action 𝜙 : 𝐺 → Aut(𝐻) of a group 𝐺 on a
group 𝐻, a map 𝑅 : 𝐻→ 𝐺 is called a relative Rota–Baxter operator of weight 1 on𝐺 with
respect to (𝐻, 𝜙) if

𝑅(ℎ) ·𝐺 𝑅(𝑘) = 𝑅(ℎ ·𝐻 𝜙(𝑅(ℎ))𝑘), for all ℎ, 𝑘 ∈ 𝐻.

This notion was introduced in [17] and its connection with skew braces was studied in [5].

Yetter–Drinfeld braces and matched pairs. The notion of skew brace was introduced in
[14], generalising that of brace given in [28]. The Hopf-theoretic version of a skew brace,
namely a Hopf brace, was introduced in [2]. Hopf braces are equivalent to bijective 1-
cocycles, see [2, Theorem 1.12]. Moreover, in the cocommutative case, Hopf braces are
also equivalent to matched pairs of Hopf algebras in the sense of [24, Definition 7.2.1] which
satisfy an additional relation (precisely (2.8) below), see [2, Theorem 3.3]. In [12] we have
introduced Yetter–Drinfeld braces, which coincide with Hopf braces in the cocommutative
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case, and in [12, Theorem 3.25] we proved that the category of Yetter–Drinfeld braces is
isomorphic to the category of matched pairs of actions on a Hopf algebra.

Let us recall the notions of Yetter–Drinfeld brace and matched pair of actions on a Hopf
algebra. In order to do this we first recall the definition of Yetter–Drinfeld module:

Definition 2.1. Let (𝐻,•,1,Δ, 𝜖 ,𝑇) be a Hopf algebra. A (left-left) Yetter–Drinfeld module
on 𝐻 is the datum of a left 𝐻-module 𝑉 with an action ⇀: 𝐻 ⊗ 𝑉 → 𝑉 , which is also a
left 𝐻-comodule with a coaction 𝜌 : 𝑉 → 𝐻 ⊗ 𝑉 , satisfying the following compatibility
condition:

𝜌(ℎ ⇀ 𝑣) = ℎ1 • 𝑣−1 • 𝑇 (ℎ3) ⊗ (ℎ2 ⇀ 𝑣0).

A morphism of Yetter–Drinfeld modules is a morphism of both left 𝐻-modules and left
𝐻-comodules. We denote by 𝐻

𝐻
YD the category of Yetter–Drinfeld modules over 𝐻.

More generally, one can define Yetter–Drinfeld modules over a bialgebra but we will
work with Hopf algebras in the following.

It is known that, see e.g. [27], given any monoidal category (M, ⊗, 1), one can con-
sider the categories of algebras Mon(M) and coalgebras Comon(M) in M. Once the
category is braided (or even just prebraided) one can also define the categories of bialgeb-
ras Bimon(M) and Hopf algebras Hopf (M) in M.

The category 𝐻
𝐻
YD of Yetter–Drinfeld modules over a Hopf algebra 𝐻 is monoidal

and it is equipped with a prebraiding defined, for all 𝑋,𝑌 ∈ 𝐻
𝐻
YD, as

𝑐𝑋,𝑌 : 𝑋 ⊗ 𝑌 → 𝑌 ⊗ 𝑋, 𝑥 ⊗ 𝑦 ↦→ (𝑥−1 ⇀ 𝑦) ⊗ 𝑥0

and this is bijective if the antipode of 𝐻 is bijective, see e.g. [27]. Thus, one can define
Hopf algebras Hopf (𝐻

𝐻
YD) in the category 𝐻

𝐻
YD.

Definition 2.2 ([12, Definition 3.16]). A Yetter–Drinfeld brace (or YD-brace) (𝐻, ·,•,1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,𝑇)
is the datum of a Hopf algebra 𝐻• = (𝐻, •, 1, Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑇), a second operation · on 𝐻, and a
linear map 𝑆 : 𝐻 → 𝐻 such that:
1) (𝐻, ·, 1, Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆) is in Hopf (𝐻•

𝐻•YD) with the action ⇀ defined by 𝑎 ⇀ 𝑏 := 𝑆(𝑎1) ·
(𝑎2 • 𝑏), and the coaction given by Ad𝐿;

2) if we define 𝑎 ↼ 𝑏 := 𝑇 (𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑏1) • 𝑎2 • 𝑏2, the two maps ⇀,↼ satisfy (2.9);

3) the two operations • and · satisfy the Hopf brace compatibility:

𝑎 • (𝑏 · 𝑐) = (𝑎1 • 𝑏) · 𝑆(𝑎2) · (𝑎3 • 𝑐). (2.3)

Given two Yetter–Drinfeld braces 𝐻 and 𝐾 , a morphism of Yetter–Drinfeld braces is a map
𝑓 : 𝐻 → 𝐾 that is a morphism in Hopf (Veck) between the respective Hopf algebras in
Veck, and satisfies

𝑓 (𝑎 ·𝐻 𝑏) = 𝑓 (𝑎) ·𝐾 𝑓 (𝑏).
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In particular, this implies 𝑆𝐾 𝑓 = 𝑓 𝑆𝐻 , 𝑓 ⇀𝐻 =⇀𝐾 ( 𝑓 ⊗ 𝑓 ) and (Ad𝐿)𝐾 𝑓 = ( 𝑓 ⊗ 𝑓 ) (Ad𝐿)𝐻 .
We denote the category of Yetter–Drinfeld braces by YDBr(Veck).

Definition 2.3 (cf. [12, Definition 2.1]). Let 𝐻 be a bialgebra. A matched pair of actions
(𝐻,⇀,↼) on 𝐻 is the datum of a left action ⇀ and a right action ↼ of 𝐻 on itself, such
that 𝐻 is a left 𝐻-module coalgebra and a right 𝐻-module coalgebra with the respective
actions, and the following conditions hold for all 𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐 ∈ 𝐻:

𝑎 ⇀ 1 = 𝜖 (𝑎)1, (2.4)
1 ↼ 𝑎 = 𝜖 (𝑎)1, (2.5)

𝑎 ⇀ (𝑏 · 𝑐) = (𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑏1) · ((𝑎2 ↼ 𝑏2) ⇀ 𝑐), (2.6)
(𝑎 · 𝑏) ↼ 𝑐 = (𝑎 ↼ (𝑏1 ⇀ 𝑐1)) · (𝑏2 ↼ 𝑐2), (2.7)

𝑎 · 𝑏 = (𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑏1) · (𝑎2 ↼ 𝑏2). (2.8)

A morphism of matched pairs of actions between (𝐻,⇀𝐻 , ↼𝐻 ) and (𝐾,⇀𝐾 , ↼𝐾 ) is a
morphism of bialgebras 𝐻 → 𝐾 that intertwines the two left actions and the two right
actions, respectively, in the following sense:

𝑓 (𝑎 ⇀𝐻 𝑏) = 𝑓 (𝑎) ⇀𝐾 𝑓 (𝑏), 𝑓 (𝑎 ↼𝐻 𝑏) = 𝑓 (𝑎) ↼𝐾 𝑓 (𝑏).

The category of matched pairs of actions (in Veck) is denoted by MP(Veck).

Given a matched pair of actions (𝐻,⇀,↼) on a Hopf algebra 𝐻, the following equality
is always satisfied

(𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑏1) ⊗ (𝑎2 ↼ 𝑏2) = (𝑎2 ⇀ 𝑏2) ⊗ (𝑎1 ↼ 𝑏1), (2.9)

see [12, Corollary 3.7]. Thus, matched pair of actions on a Hopf algebra form a subclass
of matched pair of Hopf algebras in the sense of [24, Definition 7.2.1].

We also recall that in [12, Definition 4.1] we introduced the category of Yetter–Drinfeld
1-cocycles and in [12, Theorem 4.3] we proved that a subcategory of it is equivalent to
the category of Yetter–Drinfeld braces. We will give more details about Yetter–Drinfeld
1-cocycles in the last section.

3. Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras

The notion of post-Hopf algebra is introduced in [21, Definition 2.1] and in [21, Theorem
2.7] it is shown that the subspace of primitive elements of a post-Hopf algebra is a post-
Lie algebra. Moreover, in [22, Theorem 2.13] (where [22] is the arXiv version of [21]) it
was also proven that, in the cocommutative case, one can obtain a Hopf brace from a post-
Hopf algebra and vice versa. Here we introduce a generalisation of the notion of post-Hopf
algebra, which we call Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra, that coincides with a post-Hopf
algebra in the cocommutative case. The category of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras
will turn out to be isomorphic to the category of Yetter–Drinfeld braces given in [12].
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Definition 3.1. A Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,⇀), also denoted
as a pair (𝐻,⇀), is the datum of an algebra (𝐻, ·, 1), a coalgebra (𝐻, Δ, 𝜖), a morphism
𝑆 : 𝐻 → 𝐻 such that 𝑥1 · 𝑆(𝑥2) = 𝑆(𝑥1) · 𝑥2 = 𝜖 (𝑥)1𝐻 for all 𝑥 ∈ 𝐻 and a morphism of
coalgebras ⇀: 𝐻 ⊗ 𝐻 → 𝐻 satisfying the following equalities, for any 𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧 ∈ 𝐻:

𝑥 ⇀ (𝑦 · 𝑧) = (𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑦) · (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑧), (3.1)

𝑥 ⇀ (𝑦 ⇀ 𝑧) =
(
𝑥1 · (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦)

)
⇀ 𝑧. (3.2)

Moreover, the morphism 𝛼⇀ : 𝐻 → End(𝐻) defined by

(𝛼⇀𝑥) (𝑦) := 𝑥 ⇀ 𝑦, for all 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝐻,

is convolution invertible in Hom(𝐻, End(𝐻)), i.e. there exists a unique morphism 𝛽⇀ :
𝐻 → End(𝐻) such that

(𝛼⇀𝑥1) ◦ (𝛽⇀𝑥2) = (𝛽⇀𝑥1) ◦ (𝛼⇀𝑥2) = 𝜖 (𝑥)Id𝐻 , for all 𝑥 ∈ 𝐻. (3.3)

Moreover, 𝜖 is a morphism of algebras, i.e. 𝜖 (𝑎 · 𝑏) = 𝜖 (𝑎)𝜖 (𝑏) and 𝜖 (1𝐻 ) = 1k, Δ(1𝐻 ) =
1𝐻 ⊗ 1𝐻 and the following compatibility condition between Δ and · holds true:

Δ(𝑥 · 𝑦) =
(
𝑥1 ·

(
𝛼⇀𝑥2 (𝛽⇀𝑥4 (𝑦1))

) )
⊗

(
𝑥3 · 𝑦2

)
. (3.4)

Finally, defined
𝑥 •⇀ 𝑦 := 𝑥1 · (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦), (3.5)

𝑆⇀ (𝑥) := 𝛽⇀𝑥1 (𝑆(𝑥2)), (3.6)

and
𝑥 ↼ 𝑦 := 𝑆⇀ (𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑦1) •⇀ 𝑥2 •⇀ 𝑦2, (3.7)

we require that 𝑆⇀ is anti-comultiplicative, i.e. it satisfies Δ𝑆⇀ (𝑥) = 𝑆⇀ (𝑥2) ⊗ 𝑆⇀ (𝑥1),
and the pair (⇀,↼) satisfies (2.9).

A morphism of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras from (𝐻,⇀) to (𝐻′,⇀′) is a morph-
ism of algebras and coalgebras 𝑔 : 𝐻 → 𝐻′ satisfying

𝑔(𝑥 ⇀ 𝑦) = 𝑔(𝑥) ⇀′ 𝑔(𝑦), for all 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝐻. (3.8)

We denote the category of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras and morphisms of Yetter–
Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras by YDPH(Veck).

Remark 3.2. We use notations •⇀ and 𝑆⇀, similarly to those used in [21, Theorem 2.5].
Let us observe that one can recover ⇀ as

𝑥 ⇀ 𝑦 = 𝑆(𝑥1) · 𝑥2 · (𝑥3 ⇀ 𝑦) (3.5)
= 𝑆(𝑥1) · (𝑥2 •⇀ 𝑦) (3.9)

and rewrite (3.2) as
𝑥 ⇀ (𝑦 ⇀ 𝑧) = (𝑥 •⇀ 𝑦) ⇀ 𝑧. (3.10)
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Remark 3.3. Suppose 𝐻 is cocommutative. Then, we obtain

Δ(𝑥 · 𝑦) (3.4)
=

(
𝑥1 ·

(
𝛼⇀𝑥2 (𝛽⇀𝑥4 (𝑦1))

) )
⊗

(
𝑥3 · 𝑦2

)
=

(
𝑥1 ·

(
𝛼⇀𝑥2 (𝛽⇀𝑥3 (𝑦1))

) )
⊗

(
𝑥4 · 𝑦2

)
(3.3)
= (𝑥1 · 𝑦1) ⊗ (𝑥2 · 𝑦2), ,

hence 𝐻 becomes a standard Hopf algebra and (𝐻,⇀) is a post-Hopf algebra, see [21,
Definition 2.1]. Moreover, clearly, (2.9) is automatically satisfied and, as we will observe
later, 𝑆⇀ becomes comultiplicative.

One can prove that the same properties given in [21, Lemma 2.4] hold for Yetter–
Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras. We include the proof for the sake of completeness, showing
that there are no problems with this more general definition.

Lemma 3.4. Let (𝐻,⇀) be a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra. Then, the following prop-
erties are satisfied, for all 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝐻:

𝑥 ⇀ 1 = 𝜖 (𝑥)1, (3.11)

1 ⇀ 𝑥 = 𝑥, (3.12)

𝑆(𝑥 ⇀ 𝑦) = 𝑥 ⇀ 𝑆(𝑦). (3.13)

Proof. Since ⇀ is a morphism of coalgebras, we have

𝑥 ⇀ 1 = (𝑥1 ⇀ 1)𝜖 (𝑥2 ⇀ 1) = (𝑥1 ⇀ 1) · (𝑥2 ⇀ 1) · 𝑆(𝑥3 ⇀ 1) (3.1)
= (𝑥1 ⇀ 1) · 𝑆(𝑥2 ⇀ 1)

= 𝜖 (𝑥 ⇀ 1)1 = 𝜖 (𝑥)1.

By (3.3) we have (𝛼⇀1) ◦ (𝛽⇀1) = (𝛽⇀1) ◦ (𝛼⇀1) = Id𝐻 , so 𝛼⇀1 is an automorphism
of 𝐻 with inverse given by 𝛽⇀1. Moreover, we have

(𝛼⇀1)2 (𝑥) = 1 ⇀ (1 ⇀ 𝑥) (3.2)
= (1 ⇀ 1) ⇀ 𝑥

(3.11)
= 1 ⇀ 𝑥 = (𝛼⇀1) (𝑥),

hence 1 ⇀ 𝑥 = (𝛼⇀1) (𝑥) = 𝑥 (and so also 𝛽⇀1 = Id). Finally, we have

𝑆(𝑥 ⇀ 𝑦) = 𝑆(𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑦1)𝜖 (𝑥2)𝜖 (𝑦2)
(3.11)
= 𝑆(𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑦1) · (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝜖 (𝑦2)1)

= 𝑆(𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑦1) ·
(
𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦2 · 𝑆(𝑦3)

) (3.1)
= 𝑆(𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑦1) · (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦2) · (𝑥3 ⇀ 𝑆(𝑦3))

= 𝜖 (𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑦1) (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑆(𝑦2)) = 𝑥 ⇀ 𝑆(𝑦).

Remark 3.5. Given a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra (𝐻,⇀) we know by definition
that 𝛼⇀ has convolution inverse given by 𝛽⇀. We prove that 𝛼⇀𝑆⇀ is a right convolution
inverse of 𝛼⇀ in order to obtain 𝛽⇀ = 𝛼⇀𝑆⇀. We compute

𝛼⇀𝑥1 (𝛼⇀𝑆⇀ (𝑥2) (𝑎)) = 𝑥1 ⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑥2) ⇀ 𝑎) (3.2)
= (𝑥1 · (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑥3))) ⇀ 𝑎

(3.6)
=

(
𝑥1 ·

(
𝛼⇀𝑥2 (𝛽⇀𝑥3 (𝑆(𝑥4)))

) )
⇀ 𝑎

(3.3)
= (𝑥1 · 𝑆(𝑥2)) ⇀ 𝑎

(3.12)
= 𝜖 (𝑥)𝑎,
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thus we get
𝛼⇀𝑆⇀ = 𝛽⇀. (3.14)

Remark 3.6. Notice that, from (3.10) and (3.12), we have that 𝐻 is an object in 𝐻⇀
𝔐, the

category of left 𝐻⇀-modules. Moreover, from (3.1) and (3.11), we have that (𝐻, ·, 1) is in
Mon(𝐻⇀

𝔐). Recall also that, by definition of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra, ⇀ is a
morphism of coalgebras, i.e. (𝐻,Δ, 𝜖) is in Comon(𝐻⇀

𝔐).

We can prove the following result.

Lemma 3.7. The following equations are satisfied, for all 𝑥 ∈ 𝐻:

Δ ◦ (𝛼⇀𝑥) = (𝛼⇀𝑥1 ⊗ 𝛼⇀𝑥2) ◦ Δ, (3.15)

Δ ◦ (𝛽⇀𝑥) = (𝛽⇀𝑥2 ⊗ 𝛽⇀𝑥1) ◦ Δ, (3.16)

(𝛼⇀𝑥) ◦ 𝑚 · = 𝑚 · ◦ (𝛼⇀𝑥1 ⊗ 𝛼⇀𝑥2), (3.17)

(𝛽⇀𝑥) ◦ 𝑚 · = 𝑚 · ◦ (𝛽⇀𝑥2 ⊗ 𝛽⇀𝑥1). (3.18)

Proof. First we compute

Δ((𝛼⇀𝑥) (𝑦)) = Δ(𝑥 ⇀ 𝑦) = (𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑦1) ⊗ (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦2) = (𝛼⇀𝑥1) (𝑦1) ⊗ (𝛼⇀𝑥2) (𝑦2)
= (𝛼⇀𝑥1 ⊗ 𝛼⇀𝑥2)Δ(𝑦),

hence (3.15) holds true. Thus, we have

(𝛼⇀𝑥1 ⊗ 𝛼⇀𝑥3) (𝛽⇀𝑥2 ⊗ 𝛽⇀𝑥4)Δ(𝑦)
(3.3)
= 𝜖 (𝑥1)𝜖 (𝑥2)Δ(𝑦) = Δ(𝜖 (𝑥)𝑦)

(3.3)
= Δ(𝛼⇀𝑥1 (𝛽⇀𝑥2 (𝑦)))

(3.15)
= (𝛼⇀𝑥1 ⊗ 𝛼⇀𝑥2)Δ(𝛽⇀𝑥3 (𝑦)), (3.19)

hence

(Id ⊗ 𝛼⇀𝑥1)Δ(𝛽⇀𝑥2 (𝑦))
(3.3)
= (𝛽⇀𝑥1𝛼⇀𝑥2 ⊗ 𝛼⇀𝑥3)Δ(𝛽⇀𝑥4 (𝑦))

(3.19)
= (𝛽⇀𝑥1𝛼⇀𝑥2 ⊗ 𝛼⇀𝑥4) (𝛽⇀𝑥3 ⊗ 𝛽⇀𝑥5)Δ(𝑦)

(3.3)
= (Id ⊗ 𝛼⇀𝑥2) (𝛽⇀𝑥1 ⊗ 𝛽⇀𝑥3)Δ(𝑦) (3.20)

and then we obtain

Δ((𝛽⇀𝑥) (𝑦))
(3.3)
= (Id ⊗ 𝛽⇀𝑥1𝛼⇀𝑥2)Δ(𝛽⇀𝑥3 (𝑦))

(3.20)
= (Id ⊗ 𝛽⇀𝑥1𝛼⇀𝑥3) (𝛽⇀𝑥2 ⊗ 𝛽⇀𝑥4)Δ(𝑦)

(3.3)
= (𝛽⇀𝑥2 ⊗ 𝛽⇀𝑥1)Δ(𝑦).

Hence (3.16) is satisfied. Moreover, we have

(𝛼⇀𝑥)𝑚 · (𝑎 ⊗ 𝑏) = 𝑥 ⇀ (𝑎 · 𝑏) (3.1)
= (𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑎) · (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑏) = 𝑚 · (𝛼⇀𝑥1 ⊗ 𝛼⇀𝑥2) (𝑎 ⊗ 𝑏),

so (3.17) holds true. The proof of (3.18) is the dual of the proof of (3.16).
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Remark 3.8. Notice that

Δ(𝑆⇀ (𝑥)) (3.6)
= Δ𝛽⇀𝑥1 (𝑆(𝑥2))

(3.16)
= (𝛽⇀𝑥2 ⊗ 𝛽⇀𝑥1)Δ(𝑆(𝑥3)) = 𝛽⇀𝑥2 (𝑆(𝑥4)) ⊗ 𝛽⇀𝑥1 (𝑆(𝑥3)),

hence the fact that 𝑆⇀ is anti-comultiplicative reads in terms on 𝛽⇀ as:

𝛽⇀𝑥2 (𝑆(𝑥4)) ⊗ 𝛽⇀𝑥1 (𝑆(𝑥3)) = 𝛽⇀𝑥3 (𝑆(𝑥4)) ⊗ 𝛽⇀𝑥1 (𝑆(𝑥2)).

Remark 3.9. Notice that

𝛽⇀𝑥(1) = 𝛽⇀𝑥1 (𝜖 (𝑥2)1)
(3.11)
= 𝛽⇀𝑥1 (𝛼⇀𝑥2 (1))

(3.3)
= 𝜖 (𝑥)1

and then

𝛽⇀𝑥2 (𝑆(𝑥3)) · 𝛽⇀𝑥1 (𝑥4)
(3.18)
= 𝛽⇀𝑥1 (𝑆(𝑥2) · 𝑥3) = 𝛽⇀𝑥(1) = 𝜖 (𝑥)1, (3.21)

for all 𝑥 ∈ 𝐻. Observe also that if 𝐻 is cocommutative we have Δ ◦ (𝛽⇀𝑥) = (𝛽⇀𝑥1 ⊗
𝛽⇀𝑥2)Δ and (𝛽⇀𝑥) ◦𝑚 · = 𝑚 · ◦ (𝛽⇀𝑥1 ⊗ 𝛽⇀𝑥2) for all 𝑥 ∈ 𝐻 and moreover 𝑆⇀ is comul-
tiplicative.

The following result generalises [21, Theorem 2.5], removing the hypothesis of cocom-
mutativity.

Proposition 3.10. Let (𝐻,⇀) be a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra and define •⇀ and
𝑆⇀ as in (3.5) and (3.6), respectively. Then, 𝐻⇀ := (𝐻, •⇀, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆⇀) is a Hopf algebra.
We call 𝐻⇀ the subadjacent Hopf algebra in analogy with [21].

Proof. By definition of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra we already know that Δ(1𝐻 ) =
1𝐻 ⊗ 1𝐻 and 𝜖 (1𝐻 ) = 1k. We show that Δ and 𝜖 are multiplicative with respect to •⇀:

Δ(𝑥 •⇀ 𝑦) (3.5)
= Δ(𝑥1 · (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦)) (3.4)

=

(
𝑥1 ·

(
𝛼⇀𝑥2

(
𝛽⇀𝑥4 (𝑥5 ⇀ 𝑦1)

) ))
⊗

(
𝑥3 · (𝑥6 ⇀ 𝑦2)

)
= 𝑥1 ·

(
𝛼⇀𝑥2

(
𝛽⇀𝑥4 (𝛼⇀𝑥5 (𝑦1))

) )
⊗ (𝑥3 · (𝑥6 ⇀ 𝑦2))

(3.3)
= (𝑥1 · (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦1)) ⊗ (𝑥3 · (𝑥4 ⇀ 𝑦2))
= (𝑥1 •⇀ 𝑦1) ⊗ (𝑥2 •⇀ 𝑦2)

and

𝜖 (𝑥 •⇀ 𝑦) (3.5)
= 𝜖 (𝑥1 · (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦)) = 𝜖 (𝑥1)𝜖 (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦) = 𝜖 (𝑥1)𝜖 (𝑥2)𝜖 (𝑦) = 𝜖 (𝑥)𝜖 (𝑦).

We show that (𝐻, •⇀, 1) is an algebra, so that (𝐻, •⇀, 1,Δ, 𝜖) is a bialgebra. We have

1 •⇀ 𝑥 = 1 · (1 ⇀ 𝑥) (3.12)
= 1 · 𝑥 = 𝑥, 𝑥 •⇀ 1 = 𝑥1 · (𝑥2 ⇀ 1) (3.11)

= 𝑥1 · 𝜖 (𝑥2)1 = 𝑥
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and also

𝑥 •⇀ (𝑦 •⇀ 𝑧) = 𝑥1 · (𝑥2 ⇀ (𝑦1 · (𝑦2 ⇀ 𝑧)))
(3.1)
= 𝑥1 · (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦1) · (𝑥3 ⇀ (𝑦2 ⇀ 𝑧))

(3.2)
= (𝑥1 · (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦1)) ·

(
(𝑥3 · (𝑥4 ⇀ 𝑦2)) ⇀ 𝑧

)
= (𝑥1 •⇀ 𝑦1) · ((𝑥2 •⇀ 𝑦2) ⇀ 𝑧)
= (𝑥 •⇀ 𝑦) •⇀ 𝑧,

where the last equality follows from the fact that Δ is multiplicative with respect to •⇀.
Finally, we prove that 𝑆⇀ is an antipode. We compute

𝑥1 •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑥2)
(3.5)
= 𝑥1 · (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑥3))

(3.6)
= 𝑥1 ·

(
𝛼⇀𝑥2

(
𝛽⇀𝑥3 (𝑆(𝑥4))

) )
= 𝑥1 · 𝑆(𝑥2) = 𝜖 (𝑥)1.

Moreover, since 𝑆⇀ is anti-comultiplicative, we obtain

𝑆⇀ (𝑥1) •⇀ 𝑥2
(3.5)
= 𝑆⇀ (𝑥1)1 · (𝑆⇀ (𝑥1)2 ⇀ 𝑥2)
= 𝑆⇀ (𝑥2) · (𝑆⇀ (𝑥1) ⇀ 𝑥3)
= 𝛽⇀𝑥2 (𝑆(𝑥3)) · (𝛼⇀𝑆⇀𝑥1 (𝑥4))

(3.14)
= 𝛽⇀𝑥2 (𝑆(𝑥3)) · 𝛽⇀𝑥1 (𝑥4)

(3.21)
= 𝜖 (𝑥)1,

hence 𝑆⇀ is an antipode and (𝐻, •⇀, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆⇀) is a Hopf algebra.

Remark 3.11. Let us observe that, since 𝑆⇀ is an antipode, one can recover · as

𝑎1 •⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑏) = 𝑎1 · (𝑎2 ⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎3) ⇀ 𝑏)) = 𝑎1 · (𝑎2 •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑎3) ⇀ 𝑏) = 𝑎 · 𝑏.
(3.22)

The relation between post-Hopf algebras and post-Lie algebras given in [21, Theorem
2.7] still remains true for Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras as it is written in the following
result.

Proposition 3.12. Let (𝐻,⇀) be a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra. Then, its subspace
of primitive elements 𝑃(𝐻) is a post-Lie algebra.

The proof is exactly the same of [21, Theorem 2.7]. Indeed, this only involves the
equations (3.1),(3.2),(3.11),(3.12) and the fact that ⇀ is a morphism of coalgebras. This
shows that the notion of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra is the natural one in the not-
cocommutative setting.

Remark 3.13. A kind of converse of the previous result holds. Indeed, it is known that,
given a post-Lie algebra (𝔤, [·, ·],⇀), the map⇀ can be extended to its universal envelop-
ing algebra and induces a subadjacent Hopf algebra structure isomorphic to the universal
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enveloping algebra of the subadjacent Lie algebra 𝔤⇀, see [11, Proposition 3.1 and Theorem
3.4]. In this case, since universal enveloping algebras are cocommutative, the definition of
Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra coincides with that of post-Hopf algebra and one can
refer to [21, Theorem 2.8]. Observe also that one can easily obtain examples of cocommut-
ative post-Hopf algebras which do not come from Lie algebras considering group algebras
with action coming from Rota–Baxter operators on the base group, as it is done in [21,
Example 2.11].

Remark 3.14. In [21, Definition 2.3] a post-Hopf algebra (𝐻, ⇀) is called a pre-Hopf
algebra if𝐻 is commutative. In this case 𝑃(𝐻) results to be a pre-Lie algebra since [𝑥, 𝑦] = 0
for all 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑃(𝐻). We will introduce the notion of Yetter–Drinfeld pre-Hopf algebra later
and it will coincide with the notion of pre-Hopf algebra in the cocommutative case.

3.1. Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras and Yetter–Drinfeld braces

We are ready to prove that the category of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras is isomorphic
to the category of Yetter–Drinfeld braces. First, we show some preliminary results.

Lemma 3.15. Let (𝐻,⇀) be a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra and define↼ as in (3.7).
Then, we have 𝜖 (𝑎 ↼ 𝑏) = 𝜖 (𝑎)𝜖 (𝑏) and (𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑏1) •⇀ (𝑎2 ↼ 𝑏2) = 𝑎 •⇀ 𝑏.

Proof. We compute

𝜖 (𝑎↼ 𝑏) = 𝜖 (𝑆⇀ (𝑎1⇀𝑏1) •⇀ 𝑎2 •⇀ 𝑏2) = 𝜖 (𝑆⇀ (𝑎1⇀𝑏1))𝜖 (𝑎2)𝜖 (𝑏2) = 𝜖 (𝑎⇀ 𝑏) = 𝜖 (𝑎)𝜖 (𝑏)

and also

(𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑏1) •⇀ (𝑎2 ↼ 𝑏2) = (𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑏1) •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑎2 ⇀ 𝑏2) •⇀ 𝑎3 •⇀ 𝑏3

= 𝜖 (𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑏1)𝑎2 •⇀ 𝑏2 = 𝑎 •⇀ 𝑏.

Remark 3.16. By [12, Lemma 3.6] we have that (2.9) is equivalent to↼ being a morphism
of coalgebras, i.e. Δ(𝑎 ↼ 𝑏) = (𝑎1 ↼ 𝑏1) ⊗ (𝑎2 ↼ 𝑏2) and also to

(𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑏1) •⇀ (𝑎3 ↼ 𝑏3) ⊗ (𝑎2 ⇀ 𝑏2) = (𝑎1 •⇀ 𝑏1) ⊗ (𝑎2 ⇀ 𝑏2). (3.23)

Let us also observe that, from the definition of ↼ and the fact that 𝑆⇀ is the antipode of
𝐻⇀, we obtain

𝑆⇀ (𝑎 ⇀ 𝑏) = (𝑎1 ↼ 𝑏1) •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑏2) •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑎2). (3.24)

Now, we show that a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra is automatically a Hopf monoid
in the category of (left-left) Yetter–Drinfeld modules over 𝐻⇀.

Theorem 3.17. Given a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra (𝐻,⇀) one has that (𝐻,⇀
,Ad𝐿) is in 𝐻⇀

𝐻⇀
YD. Moreover, (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆) is in Hopf (𝐻⇀

𝐻⇀
YD).
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Proof. Given the left adjoint coaction Ad𝐿 : 𝐻 → 𝐻⇀ ⊗ 𝐻, 𝑎 ↦→ 𝑎1 •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑎3) ⊗ 𝑎2 and
the action ⇀: 𝐻⇀ ⊗ 𝐻 → 𝐻, we verify the compatibility condition:

Ad𝐿 (𝑎 ⇀ 𝑏) = (𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑏1) •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑎3 ⇀ 𝑏3) ⊗ (𝑎2 ⇀ 𝑏2)
(3.24)
= (𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑏1) •⇀ (𝑎3 ↼ 𝑏3) •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑏4) •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑎4) ⊗ (𝑎2 ⇀ 𝑏2)

(3.23)
= 𝑎1 •⇀ 𝑏1 •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑏3) •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑎3) ⊗ (𝑎2 ⇀ 𝑏2).

Hence, we obtain the braiding operator 𝜎YD
𝐻,𝐻

: 𝐻 ⊗ 𝐻 → 𝐻 ⊗ 𝐻 given by

𝜎YD
𝐻,𝐻

: 𝑎 ⊗ 𝑏 ↦→ (𝑎1 •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑎3) ⇀ 𝑏) ⊗ 𝑎2.

Let us observe that

(𝑎1 •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑎3) ⇀ 𝑏) ⊗ 𝑎2 = (𝑎1 ⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎3) ⇀ 𝑏)) ⊗ 𝑎2 = 𝛼⇀𝑎1 (𝛼⇀𝑆⇀ (𝑎3) (𝑏)) ⊗ 𝑎2

(3.14)
= 𝛼⇀𝑎1 (𝛽⇀𝑎3 (𝑏)) ⊗ 𝑎2.

We compute

(𝑚 · ⊗ 𝑚 ·) (Id𝐻 ⊗ 𝜎YD
𝐻,𝐻

⊗ Id𝐻 ) (Δ ⊗ Δ) (𝑎 ⊗ 𝑏) =
(
𝑎1 · (𝛼⇀𝑎2 (𝛽⇀𝑎4 (𝑏1)))

)
⊗

(
𝑎3 · 𝑏2

)
(3.4)
= Δ𝑚 · (𝑎 ⊗ 𝑏),

thus, since 𝜖 (𝑎 · 𝑏) = 𝜖 (𝑎)𝜖 (𝑏), 𝜖 (1𝐻 ) = 1k and Δ(1𝐻 ) = 1𝐻 ⊗ 1𝐻 hold by definition of
Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra, the compatibility condition for a bialgebra in 𝐻⇀

𝐻⇀
YD

is satisfied. By Remark 3.6 we already know that (𝐻, ·, 1) is in Mon(𝐻⇀
𝔐) and (𝐻,Δ, 𝜖)

is in Comon(𝐻⇀
𝔐). Moreover, clearly, 𝑢,Δ and 𝜖 are morphisms in 𝐻⇀𝔐 with respect to

the adjoint coaction Ad𝐿 . Hence, we show that also 𝑚 · is left colinear in order to obtain
that (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖) is in Bimon(𝐻⇀

𝐻⇀
YD). Let us first observe that

(Id ⊗ Δ)Δ(𝑎 · 𝑏) =
(
𝑎1 · (𝛼⇀𝑎2 (𝛽⇀𝑎4 (𝑏1)))

)
⊗ Δ(𝑎3 · 𝑏2)

=
(
𝑎1 · (𝛼⇀𝑎2 (𝛽⇀𝑎7 (𝑏1)))

)
⊗ (𝑎3 · (𝛼⇀𝑎4 (𝛽⇀𝑎6 (𝑏2)))) ⊗ (𝑎5 · 𝑏3).

From (3.23) we obtain that

(𝑆⇀ (𝑎3)⇀𝑏1) •⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎1)↼𝑏3) ⊗ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎2)⇀𝑏2) = (𝑆⇀ (𝑎2) •⇀ 𝑏1) ⊗ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎1)⇀𝑏2),

which is equivalent to(
𝑎1•⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎5) ⇀ 𝑏1) •⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎3) ↼ 𝑏3) •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑏4)

)
⊗

(
𝑎2 •⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎4) ⇀ 𝑏2)

)
=

(
𝑎1 •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑎4) •⇀ 𝑏1 •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑏3)

)
⊗

(
𝑎2 •⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎3) ⇀ 𝑏2)

)
(3.22)
=

(
𝑎1 •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑎3) •⇀ 𝑏1 •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑏3)

)
⊗

(
𝑎2 · 𝑏2

)
.
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Moreover, we have(
𝑎1 •⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎5) ⇀ 𝑏1) •⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎3) ↼ 𝑏3) •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑏4)

)
⊗

(
𝑎2 •⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎4) ⇀ 𝑏2)

)
(3.7)
=

(
𝑎1 •⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎6) ⇀ 𝑏1) •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎4) ⇀ 𝑏3) •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑎3) •⇀ 𝑏4 • 𝑆⇀ (𝑏5)

)
⊗(

𝑎2 •⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎5) ⇀ 𝑏2)
)

=
(
𝑎1 •⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎6) ⇀ 𝑏1) •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎4) ⇀ 𝑏3) •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑎3)

)
⊗

(
𝑎2 •⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎5) ⇀ 𝑏2)

)
=

(
𝑎1 •⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎6) ⇀ 𝑏1) •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑎3 •⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎4) ⇀ 𝑏3))

)
⊗

(
𝑎2 •⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎5) ⇀ 𝑏2)

)
=

(
𝑎1 •⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑏)

)
1 •⇀ 𝑆⇀

( (
𝑎1 •⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑏)

)
3

)
⊗

(
𝑎1 •⇀ (𝑆⇀ (𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑏)

)
2

(3.22)
= (𝑎 · 𝑏)1 •⇀ 𝑆⇀ ((𝑎 · 𝑏)3) ⊗ (𝑎 · 𝑏)2,

hence we obtain

(𝑎 · 𝑏)1 •⇀ 𝑆⇀ ((𝑎 · 𝑏)3) ⊗ (𝑎 · 𝑏)2 =
(
𝑎1 •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑎3) •⇀ 𝑏1 •⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑏3)

)
⊗

(
𝑎2 · 𝑏2

)
,

i.e. 𝑚 · is left colinear. Thus, (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖) is in Bimon(𝐻⇀

𝐻⇀
YD). Finally, we already know

that 𝑆 satisfies 𝑎1 · 𝑆(𝑎2) = 𝜖 (𝑎)1𝐻 = 𝑆(𝑎1) · 𝑎2 for all 𝑎 ∈ 𝐻, hence (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆) is in
Hopf (𝐻⇀

𝐻⇀
YD) by [12, Proposition 3.10].

Remark 3.18. If 𝐻 is cocommutative the braiding 𝜎YD
𝐻,𝐻

: 𝑎 ⊗ 𝑏 ↦→ 𝛼⇀𝑎1 (𝛽⇀𝑎3 (𝑏)) ⊗ 𝑎2
becomes the canonical flip 𝜏𝐻,𝐻 and (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆) becomes a standard Hopf algebra.

We can prove the following result:

Proposition 3.19. Let (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,⇀) be a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra. Then,
the set of group-like elements 𝐺 (𝐻) is a post-group.

Proof. We know that Δ(1𝐻 ) = 1𝐻 ⊗ 1𝐻 and 𝜖 (1𝐻 ) = 1k, so 1𝐻 ∈ 𝐺 (𝐻). In order to obtain
that (𝐺 (𝐻), ·) is a group, we need to prove that 𝐺 (𝐻) is closed under · and 𝑆. Indeed, we
already know that 𝑥 · 𝑆(𝑥) = 𝑆(𝑥) · 𝑥 = 1𝐻 for all 𝑥 ∈ 𝐺 (𝐻). Since 𝛼⇀ : 𝐻 → End(𝐻) is
convolution invertible with convolution inverse 𝛽⇀, we obtain (𝛼⇀𝑥) ◦ (𝛽⇀𝑥) = (𝛽⇀𝑥) ◦
(𝛼⇀𝑥) = Id for all 𝑥 ∈ 𝐺 (𝐻) and then, for all 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝐺 (𝐻), we have

Δ(𝑥 · 𝑦) (3.4)
=

(
𝑥 ·

(
𝛼⇀𝑥(𝛽⇀𝑥(𝑦))

) )
⊗ (𝑥 · 𝑦) = (𝑥 · 𝑦) ⊗ (𝑥 · 𝑦), 𝜖 (𝑥 · 𝑦) = 𝜖 (𝑥)𝜖 (𝑦) = 1k,

hence 𝑥 · 𝑦 ∈ 𝐺 (𝐻). Moreover, by Theorem 3.17, we know that (𝐻, ·, 1, Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆) is in
Hopf (𝐻⇀

𝐻⇀
YD), hence 𝑆 satisfies (𝑆 ⊗ 𝑆)𝜎YD

𝐻,𝐻
Δ = Δ𝑆 and 𝜖𝑆 = 𝜖 . Hence, given 𝑥 ∈ 𝐺 (𝐻),

we obtain

(𝑆 ⊗ 𝑆)𝜎YD
𝐻,𝐻

Δ(𝑥) = (𝑆 ⊗ 𝑆)𝜎YD
𝐻,𝐻

(𝑥 ⊗ 𝑥) = (𝑆 ⊗ 𝑆)
(
𝛼⇀𝑥(𝛽⇀𝑥(𝑥)) ⊗ 𝑥

)
= 𝑆(𝑥) ⊗ 𝑆(𝑥),

so Δ(𝑆(𝑥)) = 𝑆(𝑥) ⊗ 𝑆(𝑥) and 𝜖 (𝑆(𝑥)) = 𝜖 (𝑥) = 1k and then 𝑆(𝑥) ∈ 𝐺 (𝐻). Thus, (𝐺 (𝐻), ·)
is a group. Moreover, since ⇀ is a coalgebra morphism, for all 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝐺 (𝐻) we have

Δ(𝑥 ⇀ 𝑦) = (𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑦1) ⊗ (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦2) = (𝑥 ⇀ 𝑦) ⊗ (𝑥 ⇀ 𝑦), 𝜖 (𝑥 ⇀ 𝑦) = 𝜖 (𝑥)𝜖 (𝑦) = 1k,
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hence we obtain a map ⇀: 𝐺 (𝐻) ×𝐺 (𝐻) → 𝐺 (𝐻). Since (3.1) and (3.2) are satisfied for
all 𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧 ∈ 𝐻, we have

𝑥 ⇀ (𝑦 · 𝑧) = (𝑥 ⇀ 𝑦) · (𝑥 ⇀ 𝑧), 𝑥 ⇀ (𝑦 ⇀ 𝑧) = (𝑥 · (𝑥 ⇀ 𝑦)) ⇀ 𝑧

for all 𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧 ∈ 𝐺 (𝐻). In particular, 𝛼⇀𝑥 :𝐺 (𝐻) →𝐺 (𝐻) is an automorphism of the group
𝐺 (𝐻) for all 𝑥 ∈ 𝐺 (𝐻) and then (𝐺 (𝐻), ·,⇀) is a post-group.

Since a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra (𝐻,⇀) is an object in Mon(𝐻⇀

𝐻⇀
YD) we call

it a Yetter–Drinfeld pre-Hopf algebra if 𝐻 is braided commutative, i.e. 𝑚 · ◦ 𝜎YD
𝐻,𝐻

= 𝑚 · ,
which on elements 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ 𝐻 reads:

𝛼⇀𝑎1 (𝛽⇀𝑎3 (𝑏)) · 𝑎2 = 𝑎 · 𝑏.

If 𝐻 is cocommutative then 𝜎YD
𝐻,𝐻

= 𝜏𝐻,𝐻 and the braided commutativity becomes the
classical commutativity.

Remark 3.20. Since a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra (𝐻,⇀) is an object in Hopf (𝐻⇀

𝐻⇀
YD),

one can consider the braided commutator [𝑎, 𝑏]YD := 𝑎 · 𝑏 − 𝑚 ·𝜎
YD
𝐻,𝐻

(𝑎 ⊗ 𝑏) studying
primitive elements. But if 𝑎 ∈ 𝑃(𝐻), recalling that 𝛼⇀1 = 𝛽⇀1 = Id𝐻 , we obtain

𝜎YD
𝐻,𝐻

(𝑎 ⊗ 𝑏) = 𝛼⇀1(𝛽⇀𝑎(𝑏)) ⊗ 1 + 𝛼⇀1(𝛽⇀1(𝑏)) ⊗ 𝑎 + 𝛼⇀𝑎(𝛽⇀1(𝑏)) ⊗ 1
(3.14)
= 𝛼⇀𝑆⇀𝑎(𝑏) ⊗ 1 + 𝑏 ⊗ 𝑎 + 𝛼⇀𝑎(𝑏) ⊗ 1
= −𝛼⇀𝑎(𝑏) ⊗ 1 + 𝑏 ⊗ 𝑎 + 𝛼⇀𝑎(𝑏) ⊗ 1
= 𝑏 ⊗ 𝑎,

hence the braided commutator coincides with the classical one.

Finally, we obtain that any Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra provides a Yetter–Drinfeld
brace.

Corollary 3.21. Let (𝐻,⇀) be a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra. Then, we have that
(𝐻, ·,•⇀,1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆, 𝑆⇀) is a Yetter–Drinfeld brace. This yields a functor𝐹 :YDPH(Veck) →
YDBr(Veck).

Proof. We know that (𝐻, •⇀, 1, Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆⇀) is a Hopf algebra by Proposition 3.10 and
(𝐻, ·, 1, Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆) is in Hopf (𝐻⇀

𝐻⇀
YD) by Theorem 3.17, where the coaction is given by

Ad𝐿 . Moreover, by (3.9) we know that the action⇀ is given by 𝑎 ⇀ 𝑏 = 𝑆(𝑎1) · (𝑎2 •⇀ 𝑏)
and, if we define ↼ as in (3.7), the pair (⇀,↼) satisfies (2.9). In order to conclude that
(𝐻, ·, •⇀, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆, 𝑆⇀) is a Yetter–Drinfeld brace it remains to prove that · and •⇀ satisfy
the compatibility of Hopf braces:

𝑥 •⇀ (𝑦 · 𝑧) = 𝑥1 · (𝑥2 ⇀ (𝑦 · 𝑧)) (3.1)
= 𝑥1 · ((𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦) · (𝑥3 ⇀ 𝑧))

= 𝑥1 · (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦) · 𝑆(𝑥3) · 𝑥4 · (𝑥5 ⇀ 𝑧)
= (𝑥1 •⇀ 𝑦) · 𝑆(𝑥2) · (𝑥3 •⇀ 𝑧).
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Let 𝑓 : (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,⇀) → (𝐻′, ·′, 1′,Δ′, 𝜖 ′, 𝑆′,⇀′) be a morphism of Yetter–Drinfeld
post-Hopf algebras. We already know that 𝑓 is a morphism of algebras and coalgebras, so
we just have to show that it is multiplicative with respect to •⇀ to obtain that it is a morphism
of Yetter–Drinfeld braces 𝑓 : (𝐻, ·, •⇀, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆, 𝑆⇀) → (𝐻′, ·′, •′

⇀′ , 1′,Δ′, 𝜖 ′, 𝑆′, 𝑆′
⇀′ ).

We compute

𝑓 (𝑎 •⇀ 𝑏) = 𝑓 (𝑎1 · (𝑎2 ⇀ 𝑏)) = 𝑓 (𝑎1) · 𝑓 (𝑎2 ⇀ 𝑏) (3.8)
= 𝑓 (𝑎1) · ( 𝑓 (𝑎2) ⇀′ 𝑓 (𝑏))

= 𝑓 (𝑎)1 · ( 𝑓 (𝑎)2 ⇀′ 𝑓 (𝑏)) = 𝑓 (𝑎) •⇀′ 𝑓 (𝑏).

Clearly, the assignment 𝐹 respects identities and compositions.

We can also prove that any Yetter–Drinfeld brace provides a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf
algebra as follows.

Proposition 3.22. Let (𝐻, ·,•,1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,𝑇) be a Yetter–Drinfeld brace. Then (𝐻, ·,1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,⇀
) is a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra with ⇀ defined by

𝑎 ⇀ 𝑏 := 𝑆(𝑎1) · (𝑎2 • 𝑏)

and 𝛽⇀𝑎 : 𝑏 ↦→ (𝑇 (𝑎) ⇀ 𝑏), for all 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ 𝐻. This yields a functor 𝐺 : YDBr(Veck) →
YDPH(Veck).

Proof. Since (𝐻, ·, •, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,𝑇) is a Yetter–Drinfeld brace, by definition (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆)
is in Hopf (𝐻•

𝐻•YD), where 𝐻• := (𝐻, •, 1,Δ, 𝜖 ,𝑇) is a Hopf algebra, the 𝐻•-action and the
𝐻•-coaction on 𝐻 are given by 𝑎 ⇀ 𝑏 := 𝑆(𝑎1) · (𝑎2 • 𝑏) and Ad𝐿 : 𝑎 ↦→ 𝑎1 • 𝑇 (𝑎3) ⊗ 𝑎2,
respectively. In particular, (𝐻, ·, 1) is an algebra, (𝐻, Δ, 𝜖) is a coalgebra, 𝑆 satisfies 𝑎1 ·
𝑆(𝑎2) = 𝜖 (𝑎)1 = 𝑆(𝑎1) · 𝑎2 and⇀ is a morphism of coalgebras which satisfies (3.1). From
𝑎1 · (𝑎2 ⇀ 𝑏) = 𝑎1 · 𝑆(𝑎2) · (𝑎3 • 𝑏) = 𝑎 • 𝑏, also (3.2) is automatically true as ⇀ is an
action. Define (𝛽⇀𝑎) (𝑏) := 𝑇 (𝑎) ⇀ 𝑏, for all 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ 𝐻. Hence we have

𝛽⇀𝑎1 (𝛼⇀𝑎2 (𝑏)) = 𝑇 (𝑎1) ⇀ (𝑎2 ⇀ 𝑏) = (𝑇 (𝑎1) • 𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑏 = 𝜖 (𝑎)1 ⇀ 𝑏 = 𝜖 (𝑎)𝑏,

and, similarly,𝛼⇀𝑎1 (𝛽⇀𝑎2 (𝑏)) = 𝜖 (𝑎)𝑏. So𝛼⇀ is convolution invertible in Hom(𝐻,End(𝐻))
with inverse given by 𝛽⇀. Moreover, we already know that 𝜖 andΔ are morphisms of algeb-
ras in 𝐻•

𝐻•YD, i.e. 𝜖 (𝑎 · 𝑏) = 𝜖 (𝑎)𝜖 (𝑏), 𝜖 (1𝐻 ) = 1k, Δ(1𝐻 ) = 1𝐻 ⊗ 1𝐻 and the following
compatibility condition holds true:

Δ(𝑎 · 𝑏) = 𝑎1 · (𝑎2 • 𝑇 (𝑎4) ⇀ 𝑏1) ⊗ (𝑎3 · 𝑏2). (3.25)

Hence we have

Δ(𝑎 · 𝑏) (3.25)
= 𝑎1 · (𝑎2⇀ (𝑇 (𝑎4)⇀𝑏1)) ⊗ (𝑎3 · 𝑏2) =

(
𝑎1 · (𝛼⇀𝑎2 (𝛽⇀𝑎4 (𝑏1)))

)
⊗

(
𝑎3 · 𝑏2

)
,

i.e. (3.4) is satisfied. Finally, 𝑎 •⇀ 𝑏 := 𝑎1 · (𝑎2 ⇀ 𝑏) = 𝑎 • 𝑏 and, since 𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑇 (𝑎2) =
𝑆(𝑎1) · (𝑎2 • 𝑇 (𝑎3)) = 𝑆(𝑎), we obtain

𝑆⇀ (𝑎) (3.6)
= 𝛽⇀𝑎1 (𝑆(𝑎2)) = 𝑇 (𝑎1) ⇀ (𝑎2 ⇀ 𝑇 (𝑎3)) = (𝑇 (𝑎1) • 𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑇 (𝑎3) = 𝑇 (𝑎).
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Hence 𝑆⇀ is anti-comultiplicative and 𝑎 ↼ 𝑏 := 𝑆⇀ (𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑏1) •⇀ 𝑎2 •⇀ 𝑏2 = 𝑇 (𝑎1 ⇀

𝑏1) • 𝑎2 • 𝑏2. Thus, by definition of Yetter–Drinfeld brace, the pair (⇀,↼) satisfies (2.9)
and (𝐻,⇀) is a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra.

Let 𝑓 : (𝐻, ·, •, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆, 𝑇) → (𝐻′, ·′, •′, 1′,Δ′, 𝜖 ′, 𝑆′, 𝑇 ′) be a morphism of Yetter–
Drinfeld braces, so 𝑓 : (𝐻, •, 1, Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑇) → (𝐻′, •′, 1′, Δ′, 𝜖 ′, 𝑇 ′) is a morphism of Hopf
algebras and satisfies 𝑓 (𝑎 · 𝑏) = 𝑓 (𝑎) ·′ 𝑓 (𝑏) and 𝑓 𝑆 = 𝑆′ 𝑓 . We prove that 𝑓 (𝑎 ⇀ 𝑏) =
𝑓 (𝑎) ⇀′ 𝑓 (𝑏), so that 𝑓 : (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,⇀) → (𝐻′, ·′, 1′,Δ′, 𝜖 ′, 𝑆′, ⇀′) is a morphism
of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras:

𝑓 (𝑎 ⇀ 𝑏) = 𝑓 (𝑆(𝑎1) · (𝑎2 • 𝑏)) = 𝑓 (𝑆(𝑎1)) ·′ 𝑓 (𝑎2 • 𝑏) = 𝑆′ ( 𝑓 (𝑎1)) ·′ ( 𝑓 (𝑎2) •′ 𝑓 (𝑏))
= 𝑆′ ( 𝑓 (𝑎)1) ·′ ( 𝑓 (𝑎)2 •′ 𝑓 (𝑏)) = 𝑓 (𝑎) ⇀′ 𝑓 (𝑏).

Clearly, the assignment 𝐺 respects identities and compositions.

Remark 3.23. The previous proof also shows that the subadjacent Hopf algebra of the
Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra (𝐻, ·, 1, Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆, ⇀), where the latter is obtained from
the Yetter–Drinfeld brace (𝐻, ·,•,1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,𝑇), is given by the Hopf algebra (𝐻,•,1,Δ, 𝜖 ,𝑇).
Then 𝐹𝐺 = Id. Moreover, given a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra (𝐻, ·, 1, Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆 ⇀)
and the Yetter–Drinfeld brace 𝐹 ((𝐻,⇀)) = (𝐻, ·, •⇀, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆, 𝑆⇀), then 𝐺𝐹 ((𝐻,⇀)) is
the Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,⇀′) where

𝑎 ⇀′ 𝑏 := 𝑆(𝑎1) · (𝑎2 •⇀ 𝑏) = 𝑆(𝑎1) · 𝑎2 · (𝑎3 ⇀ 𝑏) = 𝑎 ⇀ 𝑏.

Hence 𝐺𝐹 = Id and we obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.24. The categories YDPH(Veck) and YDBr(Veck) are isomorphic.

By [12, Theorem 3.25] we know that the category YDBr(Veck) is isomorphic to the
category MP(Veck) of matched pairs of actions. Thus, we also obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.25. The categories YDPH(Veck) and MP(Veck) are isomorphic. Explicitly,
from a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra (𝐻, ·,1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,⇀) one obtains a matched pair of
actions (𝐻⇀,⇀,↼) on the subadjacent Hopf algebra 𝐻⇀, where↼ is defined as in (3.7).
Conversely, given a matched pair of actions (𝐻,⇀,↼) on a Hopf algebra (𝐻, •, 1,Δ, 𝜖 ,𝑇)
one obtains a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra (𝐻, ·, 1, Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆, ⇀) where 𝑎 · 𝑏 := 𝑎1 •
(𝑇 (𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑏) and 𝑆(𝑎) := 𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑇 (𝑎2).

The previous result generalises [21, Corollary 4.5].

To end this subsection we make a connection with braiding operators. It is known that
matched pairs of actions on cocommutative Hopf algebras, braiding operators on cocom-
mutative Hopf algebras and cocommutative Hopf braces are equivalent [16]. Moreover,
in [15, Theorem 6.34] the category of Yetter–Drinfeld braces is proven to be isomorphic
to the category of braiding operators on Hopf algebras [15, Definition 5.1]. Hence, from
Corollary 3.24, we obtain the following:
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Corollary 3.26. The category YDPH(Veck) is isomorphic to the category of braiding
operators on Hopf algebras.

Let us recall the definition of braiding operator on a Hopf algebra 𝐻 as stated in [20,
Definition 3.1]. It consists of a coalgebra morphism 𝑟 : 𝐻 ⊗ 𝐻 → 𝐻 ⊗ 𝐻 such that:
i) 𝑚𝑟 = 𝑚,
ii) 𝑟 (𝑚 ⊗ Id) = (Id ⊗ 𝑚) (𝑟 ⊗ Id) (Id ⊗ 𝑟),
iii) 𝑟 (Id ⊗ 𝑚) = (𝑚 ⊗ Id) (Id ⊗ 𝑟) (𝑟 ⊗ Id),
iv) 𝑟 (𝑢 ⊗ Id) = Id ⊗ 𝑢,
v) 𝑟 (Id ⊗ 𝑢) = 𝑢 ⊗ Id,
where 𝑚 and 𝑢 denote the multiplication and the unit of 𝐻, respectively.

In [15, Theorem 5.27] it is proved that braiding operators on Hopf algebras provide
solutions of the braid equation. Thus, as it is shown in [20, Theorem 3.2], matched pairs
of actions on Hopf algebras (𝐻,⇀,↼) provide solutions of the braid equation 𝑟 (𝑥 ⊗ 𝑦) :=
(𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑦1) ⊗ (𝑥2 ↼ 𝑦2). This result extends [2, Corollary 2.4], obtained under the cocom-
mutativity assumption. Therefore, from Corollary 3.25, we obtain:

Proposition 3.27. Let (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,⇀) be a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra. Then

𝑟 : 𝐻 ⊗ 𝐻 → 𝐻 ⊗ 𝐻, 𝑥 ⊗ 𝑦 ↦→ (𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑦1) ⊗ (𝑥2 ↼ 𝑦2) (3.26)

is a solution of the braid equation, where↼ is defined as in (3.7). More explicitly, we have

𝑟 (𝑥 ⊗ 𝑦) = (𝑥1⇀𝑦1) ⊗
(
𝛽⇀ (𝑥4⇀𝑦4) (𝑥5⇀𝑆(𝑦5)) · 𝛽⇀ (𝑥3⇀𝑦3) (𝑥6) · 𝛽⇀ (𝑥2⇀𝑦2) (𝑥7⇀𝑦6)

)
,

where 𝛽⇀ is the convolution inverse of 𝛼⇀.

Proof. We compute

(𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑦1) ⊗ (𝑥2 ↼ 𝑦2)
(3.7)
= (𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑦1) ⊗

(
𝑆⇀ (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦2) •⇀ 𝑥3 •⇀ 𝑦3

)
(3.5)
= (𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑦1) ⊗

(
𝑆⇀ (𝑥3 ⇀ 𝑦3) ·

(
𝑆⇀ (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦2) ⇀ (𝑥4 · (𝑥5 ⇀ 𝑦4))

) )
(3.1)
= (𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑦1) ⊗

(
𝑆⇀ (𝑥4 ⇀ 𝑦4) · (𝑆⇀ (𝑥3 ⇀ 𝑦3) ⇀ 𝑥5)·(

𝑆⇀ (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦2) ⇀ (𝑥6 ⇀ 𝑦5)
) )

= (𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑦1) ⊗
(
𝑆⇀ (𝑥4 ⇀ 𝑦4) · 𝛼⇀𝑆⇀ (𝑥3 ⇀ 𝑦3) (𝑥5) · 𝛼⇀𝑆⇀ (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦2) (𝑥6 ⇀ 𝑦5)

)
(3.14)
= (𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑦1) ⊗

(
𝑆⇀ (𝑥4 ⇀ 𝑦4) · 𝛽⇀ (𝑥3 ⇀ 𝑦3) (𝑥5) · 𝛽⇀ (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦2) (𝑥6 ⇀ 𝑦5)

)
(3.6),(3.13)

= (𝑥1 ⇀ 𝑦1) ⊗
(
𝛽⇀ (𝑥4 ⇀ 𝑦4) (𝑥5 ⇀ 𝑆(𝑦5)) · 𝛽⇀ (𝑥3 ⇀ 𝑦3) (𝑥6)·

𝛽⇀ (𝑥2 ⇀ 𝑦2) (𝑥7 ⇀ 𝑦6)
)

where 𝛽⇀ is the convolution inverse of 𝛼⇀.
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3.2. Examples of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras

By Proposition 3.22 we can use Yetter–Drinfeld braces to provide examples of Yetter–
Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras. In [12, Section 6] some examples of Yetter–Drinfeld braces
are given, using matched pairs of actions coming from coquasitriangular structures R
(we refer the reader to [24] for coquasitriangular Hopf algebras). In this case, as it is
said in [12, Remark 5.7], the structure (𝐻, ·, 1, Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆) results to be the transmutation of
(𝐻,•,1,Δ, 𝜖 ,𝑇,R), see [24, dual of Example 9.4.10], [23]. Hence, translating [12, Theorem
5.6] into our setting we get the following result.

Lemma 3.28. Let (𝐻, •, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑇,R) be a coquasitriangular Hopf algebra. Define · and
𝑆 as

𝑎 · 𝑏 := 𝑎1 • 𝑏2R−1 (𝑇 (𝑎2) ⊗ 𝑏1 • 𝑇 (𝑏3)), 𝑆(𝑎) := R(𝑎1 ⊗ 𝑎5)𝑇 (𝑎4)R(𝑎2 ⊗ 𝑇 (𝑎3)),

for all 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ 𝐻, where R−1 denotes the convolution inverse of R : 𝐻 ⊗ 𝐻 → k. Then, we
have that (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,⇀) is a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra where⇀ is defined by

𝑎 ⇀ 𝑏 := 𝑏2R−1 (𝑎 ⊗ 𝑏1 • 𝑇 (𝑏3))

and 𝛽⇀𝑎 : 𝑏 ↦→ 𝑏2R−1 (𝑇 (𝑎) ⊗ 𝑏1 • 𝑇 (𝑏3)).

In the examples of [12, Section 6], the morphisms ⇀ are explicitly computed, hence
we just have to collect the results writing them in terms of the · operation. We will only
explain the structures (𝐻, ·, 1, Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆, ⇀), saying which standard Hopf algebras they are
the transmutation of, without indicating the R structures; the standard Hopf algebras cor-
respond to the subadjacent Hopf algebras. We refer the reader to [12, Section 6] for more
details above the following examples.

Example 3.29. Let k be a field of char(k) ≠ 2 and the algebra (𝐻, ·, 1) generated by 𝑔, 𝑥
modulo the relations

𝑔 · 𝑔 = 1, 𝑥 · 𝑥 = 𝑘1 − 𝑘𝑔, 𝑥 · 𝑔 = 𝑔 · 𝑥,

where 𝑘 ∈ k. Define Δ, 𝜖 and 𝑆 on 𝑔 and 𝑥 as

Δ(𝑔) = 𝑔 ⊗ 𝑔, Δ(𝑥) = 𝑥 ⊗ 1 + 𝑔 ⊗ 𝑥, 𝜖 (𝑔) = 1k, 𝜖 (𝑥) = 0, 𝑆(𝑔) = 𝑔, 𝑆(𝑥) =−𝑥 · 𝑔.

We have that (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆) is the transmutation of the Sweedler’s Hopf algebra 𝐻4, see
[12, 6.1]. Moreover, (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,⇀) is a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra, where ⇀
is given as in the following left diagram and 𝛼⇀ has convolution inverse 𝛽⇀ explained in
the right diagram.

⇀ 1 𝑔 𝑥 𝑥 · 𝑔
1 1 𝑔 𝑥 𝑥 · 𝑔
𝑔 1 𝑔 −𝑥 −𝑥 · 𝑔
𝑥 0 0 𝑘 (1 − 𝑔) 𝑘 (𝑔 − 1)
𝑥 · 𝑔 0 0 𝑘 (𝑔 − 1) 𝑘 (1 − 𝑔)

𝛽⇀ 1 𝑔 𝑥 𝑥 · 𝑔
1 1 𝑔 𝑥 𝑥 · 𝑔
𝑔 1 𝑔 −𝑥 −𝑥 · 𝑔
𝑥 0 0 𝑘 (𝑔 − 1) 𝑘 (1 − 𝑔)
𝑥 · 𝑔 0 0 𝑘 (𝑔 − 1) 𝑘 (1 − 𝑔)
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Let us observe that post-Hopf algebra structures on the Sweedler’s Hopf algebra are classi-
fied in [21, Example 2.12]. The Sweedler’s Hopf algebra is not cocommutative and indeed
the post-Hopf algebra structures generally differ from the previous Yetter–Drinfeld post-
Hopf algebra structures, in which 𝐻 is a Hopf monoid in the category of Yetter–Drinfeld
modules and not a standard Hopf algebra.

Example 3.30. Let k be a field of char(k) ≠ 2. For a fixed 1 ≤ 𝑛 ∈ N, consider the algebra
(𝐻, ·, 1) generated by 𝑔, 𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 subject to the relations

𝑔 · 𝑔 = 1, 𝑥𝑖 · 𝑥 𝑗 + 𝑥 𝑗 · 𝑥𝑖 = 2𝐴𝑖 𝑗 (1 − 𝑔), 𝑥𝑖 · 𝑔 = 𝑔 · 𝑥𝑖 ,

where 𝐴 = (𝐴𝑖 𝑗 )𝑖 𝑗 is an 𝑛 × 𝑛 symmetric matrix with entries in k. Define Δ, 𝜖 and 𝑆 on
𝑔, 𝑥𝑖 as

Δ(𝑔) = 𝑔 ⊗ 𝑔, Δ(𝑥𝑖) = 𝑥𝑖 ⊗ 1+ 𝑔 ⊗ 𝑥𝑖 , 𝜖 (𝑔) = 1k, 𝜖 (𝑥𝑖) = 0, 𝑆(𝑔) = 𝑔, 𝑆(𝑥𝑖) =−𝑥𝑖 · 𝑔.

In case 𝑛 = 1 we recover the previous example. We have that (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆) is the trans-
mutation of the Hopf algebra 𝐸 (𝑛), see [12, 6.2]. Moreover, (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,⇀) is a Yetter–
Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra, where ⇀ and 𝛽⇀ are defined by the following tables.

⇀ 1 𝑔 𝑥 𝑗 𝑥 𝑗 · 𝑔
1 1 𝑔 𝑥 𝑗 𝑥 𝑗 · 𝑔
𝑔 1 𝑔 −𝑥 𝑗 −𝑥 𝑗 · 𝑔
𝑥𝑖 0 0 𝐴𝑖 𝑗 (1 − 𝑔) 𝐴𝑖 𝑗 (𝑔 − 1)
𝑥𝑖 · 𝑔 0 0 𝐴𝑖 𝑗 (𝑔 − 1) 𝐴𝑖 𝑗 (1 − 𝑔)

𝛽⇀ 1 𝑔 𝑥 𝑗 𝑥 𝑗 · 𝑔
1 1 𝑔 𝑥 𝑗 𝑥 𝑗 · 𝑔
𝑔 1 𝑔 −𝑥 𝑗 −𝑥 𝑗 · 𝑔
𝑥𝑖 0 0 𝐴𝑖 𝑗 (𝑔 − 1) 𝐴𝑖 𝑗 (1 − 𝑔)
𝑥𝑖 · 𝑔 0 0 𝐴𝑖 𝑗 (𝑔 − 1) 𝐴𝑖 𝑗 (1 − 𝑔)

Example 3.31. Let 0 ≠ 𝑞 ∈ C and consider the C-algebra (𝐻, ·, 1) generated by 𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑
modulo the relations

𝑎 · 𝑏 = 𝑞2𝑏 · 𝑎, 𝑏 · 𝑐 − 𝑐 · 𝑏 = (𝑞2 − 1)
(
𝑎 · 𝑎 − 𝑎 · 𝑑

)
,

𝑎 · 𝑐 = 𝑞−2𝑐 · 𝑎, 𝑏 · 𝑑 − 𝑑 · 𝑏 = (𝑞2 − 1)𝑎 · 𝑏,
𝑎 · 𝑑 = 𝑑 · 𝑎, 𝑐 · 𝑑 − 𝑑 · 𝑐 = (1 − 𝑞2)𝑐 · 𝑎,

and 𝑎 · 𝑑 − 𝑞−2𝑐 · 𝑏 = 1. Define Δ, 𝜖 and 𝑆 on 𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑 as

Δ

(
𝑎 𝑏

𝑐 𝑑

)
=

(
𝑎 𝑏

𝑐 𝑑

)
⊗

(
𝑎 𝑏

𝑐 𝑑

)
, 𝜖

(
𝑎 𝑏

𝑐 𝑑

)
=

(
1 0
0 1

)
and

𝑆

(
𝑎 𝑏

𝑐 𝑑

)
=

(
𝑞−2𝑑 + (1 − 𝑞−2)𝑎 −𝑞−2𝑏

−𝑞−2𝑐 𝑎

)
.

We have that (𝐻, ·,1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆) is the transmutation of the Hopf algebra SL𝑞 (2), see [12, 6.3].
Moreover, (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,⇀) is a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra where ⇀ is given as
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in the following diagram.

⇀ 𝑎 𝑏 𝑐 𝑑

𝑎 𝑎 𝑞−1𝑏 𝑞𝑐 𝑑

𝑏 (1 − 𝑞−2)𝑏 0 𝑞(1 − 𝑞−2) (𝑑 − 𝑎) (1 − 𝑞2)𝑏
𝑐 0 0 0 0
𝑑 𝑎 𝑞𝑏 𝑞−1𝑐 𝑑

Moreover, 𝛼⇀ has convolution inverse 𝛽⇀ given as in the following diagram.

𝛽⇀ 𝑎 𝑏 𝑐 𝑑

𝑎 𝑎 𝑞𝑏 𝑞−1𝑐 𝑑

𝑏 𝑞(𝑞−2 − 1)𝑏 0 (1 − 𝑞2) (𝑑 − 𝑎) −𝑞(1 − 𝑞2)𝑏
𝑐 0 0 0 0
𝑑 𝑎 𝑞−1𝑏 𝑞𝑐 𝑑

Example 3.32. Let k be an algebraically closed field of char(k) ≠ 2. Consider the algebra
(𝐻, ·, 1) generated by 𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑 modulo the relations

𝑎 · 𝑎 = 𝑑 · 𝑑, 𝑐 · 𝑐 = 𝛼𝛽−1𝑏 · 𝑏, 𝑐 · 𝑏 = 𝑏 · 𝑐, 𝑎 · 𝑑 = 𝑑 · 𝑎,
𝑎 · 𝑏 = 𝑏 · 𝑎 = 𝑎 · 𝑐 = 𝑐 · 𝑎 = 𝑏 · 𝑑 = 𝑑 · 𝑏 = 𝑐 · 𝑑 = 𝑑 · 𝑐 = 0,

where 𝛼, 𝛽 ∈ k. Define Δ, 𝜖 and 𝑆 on 𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑 as

Δ

(
𝑎 𝑏

𝑐 𝑑

)
=

(
𝑎 𝑏

𝑐 𝑑

)
⊗

(
𝑎 𝑏

𝑐 𝑑

)
, 𝜖

(
𝑎 𝑏

𝑐 𝑑

)
=

(
1 0
0 1

)
and

𝑆

(
𝑎 𝑏

𝑐 𝑑

)
=

(
𝛼2𝛽2 (𝑎 · 𝑑2) 𝛼4 (𝑏2 · 𝑐)
𝛼4 (𝑏 · 𝑐2) 𝛼2𝛽2 (𝑑 · 𝑎2)

)
.

We have that (𝐻, ·, 1, Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆) is the transmutation of the Suzuki Hopf algebra 𝐴𝜈,𝜆1,2 , see
[12, 6.4]. Moreover, (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,⇀) is a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra where ⇀
is given as in the following diagram, which coincides also with the diagram of 𝛽⇀.

⇀ 𝑎 𝑏 𝑐 𝑑

𝑎 𝑑 𝛼−1𝛽𝑐 𝛼𝛽−1𝑏 𝑎

𝑏 0 0 0 0
𝑐 0 0 0 0
𝑑 𝑑 𝛼𝛽−1𝑐 𝛼−1𝛽𝑏 𝑎

Remark 3.33. Notice that, starting from a Hopf algebra (𝐻, •, 1,Δ, 𝜖 ,𝑇), one can obtain a
Yetter–Drinfeld brace through the matched pair of actions (⇀,↼) given by the left adjoint
action 𝑎 ⇀ 𝑏 := 𝑎1 • 𝑏 •𝑇 (𝑎2) and the right trivial action 𝑎 ↼ 𝑏 := 𝑎𝜖 (𝑏) as in [12, Lemma
3.22]. Hence, one obtains a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,⇀) where ·
and 𝑆 are defined by

𝑎 · 𝑏 := 𝑎1 • 𝑇 (𝑎3) • 𝑏 • 𝑇 (𝑇 (𝑎2)), 𝑆(𝑎) := 𝑎1 • 𝑇 (𝑎3) • 𝑇 (𝑎2).
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Recall that 𝛽⇀𝑎 : 𝑏 ↦→ (𝑇 (𝑎)⇀ 𝑏). This can be a way to produce other examples of Yetter–
Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras, which are not post-Hopf algebras in general.

4. Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operators

The notion of Rota–Baxter operator on a cocommutative Hopf algebra 𝐻 was introduced
in [13] as a morphism of coalgebras 𝑅 : 𝐻 → 𝐻 satisfying

𝑅(𝑥)𝑅(𝑦) = 𝑅(𝑥1ad𝐿 (𝑅(𝑥2) ⊗ 𝑦)) = 𝑅(𝑥1𝑅(𝑥2)𝑦𝑆(𝑅(𝑥3))) for all 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝐻,

where ad𝐿 denotes the left adjoint action 𝐻 ⊗ 𝐻→ 𝐻, 𝑥 ⊗ 𝑦 ↦→ 𝑥1𝑦𝑆(𝑥2), then generalised
for arbitrary actions with the notion of relative Rota–Baxter operator on a cocommut-
ative Hopf algebra [21, Definition 3.1]. Moreover, in [21, Theorem 3.4] an adjunction
between the categories of relative Rota–Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras
and cocommutative post-Hopf algebras was provided.

Remark 4.1. In [21, Definition 3.1] 𝐻 and 𝐾 are cocommutative Hopf algebras and 𝐾
is also an object in Bimon(𝐻𝔐) (where the braiding considered for 𝐻𝔐 is given by the
canonical flip, which corresponds to the quasitriangular structure 1𝐻 ⊗ 1𝐻 on𝐻). But then,
mimicking the proof of [12, Proposition 3.10], one obtains that 𝑆𝐾 is in 𝐻𝔐, hence 𝐾 is
actually an object in Hopf (𝐻𝔐).

We introduce a generalisation of the notion of relative Rota–Baxter operator, which
we call Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operator. A subcategory of the category of
bijective Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operators will turn out to be equivalent to
the category of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras.

Definition 4.2. Let 𝐻 be a Hopf algebra and 𝐾 be an object in Bimon(𝐻
𝐻
YD), and let the

action of 𝐻 on 𝐾 be denoted by⇀. A coalgebra morphism 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 is called a Yetter–
Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operator on 𝐻 with respect to (𝐾, ⇀) if the following
equalities hold, for all 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ 𝐾:

𝑅(𝑎) · 𝑅(𝑏) = 𝑅(𝑎1 · (𝑅(𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑏)), (4.1)

𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀ 𝑏1)·𝑅(𝑎2) · 𝑅(𝑏2) ⊗ 𝑅(𝑅(𝑎3) ⇀ 𝑏3) =
𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑅(𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑏2) · 𝑅(𝑎3) · 𝑅(𝑏3) ⊗ 𝑅(𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀ 𝑏1). (4.2)

A morphism of Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operators from 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 to 𝑅′ :
𝐾 ′ → 𝐻′ is a pair of morphisms of algebras and coalgebras ( 𝑓 : 𝐻 → 𝐻′, 𝑔 : 𝐾 → 𝐾 ′)
such that

𝑓 𝑅 = 𝑅′𝑔, 𝑔 ⇀=⇀′ ( 𝑓 ⊗ 𝑔). (4.3)

The category of Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operators and morphisms of Yetter–
Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operators will be denoted by YDrRB(Veck).
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Remark 4.3. Since 𝑅(1𝐾 ) is a group-like element in 𝐺 (𝐻), it has inverse (given by
𝑆𝐻𝑅(1𝐾 )). Moreover, from (4.1) we have

𝑅(1𝐾 ) · 𝑅(1𝐾 ) = 𝑅(1𝐾 · (𝑅(1𝐾 ) ⇀ 1𝐾 )) = 𝑅(𝜖 (𝑅(1𝐾 ))1𝐾 ) = 𝑅(1𝐾 ),

hence 𝑅(1𝐾 ) = 1𝐻 .

Remark 4.4. Notice that, if 𝐾 is cocommutative, then (4.2) is automatically satisfied.
Moreover, if 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 is bijective, the cocommutativity of 𝐾 induces the cocommut-
ativity of 𝐻 (and vice versa). We point out that a subcategory of bijective Yetter–Drinfeld
relative Rota–Baxter operators will turn out to be equivalent to the category of Yetter–
Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras and (4.2) will correspond to (2.9).

Even when 𝑅 is bijective, the morphism 𝑅−1𝑆𝐻𝑅 is not an antipode for 𝐾 in general,
since 𝑅 is not a morphism of algebras, but we can equip 𝐾 with an antipode in the following
way.

Lemma 4.5. Let 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 be a bijective Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operator.
Then, the morphism 𝑆𝐾 : 𝐾 → 𝐾 , 𝑎 ↦→ (𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀ 𝑅−1𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎2)) satisfies 𝑆𝐾 (𝑎1) · 𝑎2 =

𝜖 (𝑎)1𝐾 = 𝑎1 · 𝑆𝐾 (𝑎2). As a consequence, 𝐾 is an object in Hopf (𝐻
𝐻
YD).

Proof. First, we compute

𝑅(𝑎1 · 𝑆𝐾 (𝑎2)) = 𝑅
(
𝑎1 ·

(
𝑅(𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑅−1𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎3)

) ) (4.1)
= 𝑅(𝑎1) · 𝑅𝑅−1𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎2)

= 𝑅(𝑎)1 · 𝑆𝐻 (𝑅(𝑎)2) = 𝜖 (𝑅(𝑎))1𝐻 = 𝜖 (𝑎)1𝐻 ,

so that 𝑎1 · 𝑆𝐾 (𝑎2) = 𝜖 (𝑎)1𝐾 . Moreover, using that ⇀ is multiplicative, we also have

𝑅

(
𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀ (𝑆𝐾 (𝑎2) · 𝑎3)

)
= 𝑅

( (
𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎1)1 ⇀ 𝑆𝐾 (𝑎2)

)
·
(
𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎1)2 ⇀ 𝑎3

) )
= 𝑅

( (
𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑆𝐾 (𝑎3)

)
·
(
𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀ 𝑎4

) )
= 𝑅

( (
𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎2) ⇀ (𝑅(𝑎3) ⇀ 𝑅−1𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎4))

)
·
(
𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀ 𝑎5

) )
= 𝑅

(
𝑅−1𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎2) · (𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀ 𝑎3)

)
= 𝑅

(
𝑅−1𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎1)1 ·

(
𝑅(𝑅−1𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎1)2) ⇀ 𝑎2

) )
= 𝑅𝑅−1𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎1) · 𝑅(𝑎2) = 𝑆𝐻 (𝑅(𝑎)1) · 𝑅(𝑎)2
= 𝜖 (𝑎)1𝐻

so that 𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀ (𝑆𝐾 (𝑎2) · 𝑎3) = 𝜖 (𝑎)1𝐾 . Then, we obtain

𝑆𝐾 (𝑎1) · 𝑎2 = 𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀
(
𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎2) ⇀ (𝑆𝐾 (𝑎3) · 𝑎4)

)
= 𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀ 𝜖 (𝑎2)1𝐾 = 𝜖 (𝑅(𝑎))1𝐾

= 𝜖 (𝑎)1𝐾

and so 𝐾 is an object in Hopf (𝐻
𝐻
YD) by [12, Proposition 3.10].
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We denote by BYDrRB(Veck) the category of bijective Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–
Baxter operators.

Remark 4.6. We have shown that every bijective Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter
operator 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 is such that 𝐾 is in Hopf (𝐻

𝐻
YD). Clearly, one can deduce the same for

Yetter–Drinfeld 1-cocycles in the sense of [12, Definition 4.1], so that (20) in [12, Definition
4.1] becomes redundant. We have that 𝑅 is a bijective Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter
operator if and only if 𝑅−1 is a Yetter–Drinfeld 1-cocycle in the sense of [12, Definition
4.1]; this result generalises [31, Proposition 3.18].

Moreover, denoting by C the full subcategory of YDrRB(Veck) whose objects are
Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operators 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 such that 𝐾 is in Hopf (𝐻

𝐻
YD),

the category BYDrRB(Veck) is a subcategory of C.

A Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operator naturally induces relative Rota–Baxter
operators on the group 𝐺 (𝐻) and on the Lie algebra 𝑃(𝐻).

Proposition 4.7. Let 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 be a Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operator on 𝐻
with respect to (𝐾,⇀). Then, the following statements hold:
1) 𝑅 |𝐺 (𝐾 ) : 𝐺 (𝐾) → 𝐺 (𝐻) is a relative Rota–Baxter operator on the group 𝐺 (𝐻) with

respect to (𝐺 (𝐾),⇀),

2) 𝑅 |𝑃 (𝐾 ) : 𝑃(𝐾) → 𝑃(𝐻) is a relative Rota–Baxter operator on the Lie algebra 𝑃(𝐻)
with respect to (𝑃(𝐾),⇀).

The previous result generalises [21, Theorem 3.2] and it has the same proof, which only
uses (4.1) and the fact that 𝑅 is a morphism of coalgebras. Hence, Yetter–Drinfeld relative
Rota–Baxter operators are natural candidates in a not-cocomutative setting.

4.1. Connection with Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras

A Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra produces a Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter oper-
ator, as it is shown in the following result that generalises [21, Proposition 3.3] removing
the hypothesis of cocommutativity.

Proposition 4.8. Let (𝐻, ⇀) be a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra and 𝐻⇀ the sub-
adjacent Hopf algebra defined in Proposition 3.10. Then, the identity map Id𝐻 : 𝐻 →
𝐻⇀ is a (bijective) Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operator on 𝐻⇀ with respect to
(𝐻,⇀). Moreover, if 𝑔 : (𝐻,⇀) → (𝐻′,⇀′) is a morphism of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf
algebras, then (𝑔 : 𝐻⇀ → 𝐻′

⇀′ , 𝑔 : 𝐻 → 𝐻′) is a morphism of Yetter–Drinfeld relative
Rota–Baxter operators from Id𝐻 : 𝐻 → 𝐻⇀ to Id𝐻′ : 𝐻′ → 𝐻′

⇀′ . This yields a functor
𝐿 : YDPH(Veck) → YDrRB(Veck).

Proof. For any 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ 𝐻, we have

Id𝐻 (𝑎) •⇀ Id𝐻 (𝑏) = 𝑎 •⇀ 𝑏
(3.5)
= 𝑎1 · (𝑎2 ⇀ 𝑏) = Id𝐻 (𝑎1 · (Id𝐻 (𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑏)),
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so (4.1) holds true. Moreover, also (4.2) is satisfied:

𝑆⇀Id𝐻 (Id𝐻 (𝑎1) ⇀ 𝑏1) •⇀ Id𝐻 (𝑎2) •⇀ Id𝐻 (𝑏2) ⊗ Id𝐻 (Id𝐻 (𝑎3) ⇀ 𝑏3) =
= 𝑆⇀ (𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑏1) •⇀ 𝑎2 •⇀ 𝑏2 ⊗ (𝑎3 ⇀ 𝑏3)

(3.7)
= (𝑎1 ↼ 𝑏1) ⊗ (𝑎2 ⇀ 𝑏2)

(2.9)
= (𝑎2 ↼ 𝑏2) ⊗ (𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑏1)

(3.7)
= 𝑆⇀ (𝑎2 ⇀ 𝑏2) •⇀ 𝑎3 •⇀ 𝑏3 ⊗ (𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑏1)
= 𝑆⇀Id𝐻 (Id𝐻 (𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑏2) •⇀ Id𝐻 (𝑎3) •⇀ Id𝐻 (𝑏3) ⊗ Id𝐻 (Id𝐻 (𝑎1) ⇀ 𝑏1).

Thus, Id𝐻 : 𝐻→ 𝐻⇀ is a (bijective) Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operator on 𝐻⇀
with respect to (𝐻,⇀).

Let 𝑔 : (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,⇀) → (𝐻′, ·′, 1′,Δ′, 𝜖 ′, 𝑆′,⇀′) be a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf
algebra morphism, i.e. 𝑔 : 𝐻→ 𝐻′ is a morphism of algebras and coalgebras which satisfies
𝑔 ⇀=⇀′ (𝑔 ⊗ 𝑔). Clearly, the pair (𝑔 : 𝐻⇀→ 𝐻′

⇀′ , 𝑔 : 𝐻→ 𝐻′) satisfies (4.3). Moreover,
we have

𝑔(𝑥 •⇀ 𝑦) (3.5)
= 𝑔(𝑥1 · (𝑥2⇀𝑦)) = 𝑔(𝑥1) ·′ 𝑔(𝑥2⇀𝑦) = 𝑔(𝑥1) ·′ (𝑔(𝑥2)⇀′ 𝑔(𝑦)) = 𝑔(𝑥) •⇀′ 𝑔(𝑦),

so 𝑔 is also a morphism of algebras from 𝐻⇀ to 𝐻′
⇀′ and the pair (𝑔 : 𝐻⇀ → 𝐻′

⇀′ , 𝑔 : 𝐻→
𝐻′) is a morphism of Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operators from Id𝐻 : 𝐻 → 𝐻⇀

to Id𝐻′ : 𝐻′ → 𝐻′
⇀′ . Clearly, the assignment 𝐿 respects identities and compositions.

Remark 4.9. The previous result can also be deduced in the following way.
Given a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra (𝐻,⇀), one obtains the Yetter–Drinfeld brace
(𝐻, ·, •⇀, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆, 𝑆⇀) as in Corollary 3.21. Then, from [12, Theorem 4.3 (ii. to i.)], one
obtains the Yetter–Drinfeld 1-cocycle Id𝐻 : 𝐻⇀ → 𝐻, hence the Yetter–Drinfeld relative
Rota–Baxter operator Id𝐻 : 𝐻 → 𝐻⇀.

We can use Proposition 4.8 to obtain examples of Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter
operators.

Example 4.10. In Examples 3.29, 3.30, 3.31 and 3.32 we obtained Yetter–Drinfeld post-
Hopf algebras that coincide with the transmutation of the Sweedler’s Hopf algebra 𝐻4, the
Hopf algebras 𝐸 (𝑛), the Hopf algebra SL𝑞 (2) and the Suzuki Hopf algebra 𝐴𝜈,𝜆1,2 , respect-
ively. We denote them as 𝐻4, 𝐸 (𝑛), SL𝑞 (2) and 𝐴𝜈,𝜆1,2 . Therefore, using Proposition 4.8, we
obtain that

Id : 𝐻4 → 𝐻4, Id : 𝐸 (𝑛) → 𝐸 (𝑛), Id : SL𝑞 (2) → SL𝑞 (2), Id : 𝐴𝜈,𝜆1,2 → 𝐴
𝜈,𝜆

1,2

are all examples of Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operators.

Let D be the full subcategory of BYDrRB(Veck) whose objects are bijective Yetter–
Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operators 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 such that 𝐾 has coaction given by
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(Id𝐻 ⊗ 𝑅−1)Ad𝐻𝐿 𝑅, where Ad𝐻𝐿 denotes the left adjoint coaction on 𝐻 (equivalently, 𝑅 :
𝐾 → 𝐻 is left 𝐻-colinear by considering 𝐻 equipped with Ad𝐻𝐿 ).

Remark 4.11. If 𝐻 is cocommutative then Ad𝐻𝐿 is the trivial 𝐻-coaction on 𝐻 and so
the previous 𝐻-coaction on 𝐾 is trivial. Hence, in this case, 𝜎YD

𝐾,𝐾
becomes the canon-

ical flip 𝜏𝐾,𝐾 and 𝐾 becomes a standard (cocommutative) Hopf algebra (and an object in
Hopf (𝐻𝔐)). Thus, the subcategory of D whose objects 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 are such that 𝐻 is
cocommutative coincides with the category of bijective relative Rota–Baxter operators on
cocommutative Hopf algebras, see [21, Definition 3.1].

As it is shown in the following result, we can build a functor 𝑀 : D →YDPH(Veck).

Proposition 4.12. Let 𝑅 : 𝐾→ 𝐻 be a bijective Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter oper-
ator on the Hopf algebra (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆) with respect to (𝐾,⇀), where 𝐾 is in 𝐻𝔐 with
coaction given by (Id𝐻 ⊗ 𝑅−1)Ad𝐻𝐿 𝑅. Then, (𝐻, ·𝑅, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆𝑅, ⇀𝑅) is a Yetter–Drinfeld
post-Hopf algebra where ·𝑅 and 𝑆𝑅 are defined, for all 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ 𝐻, by

𝑎 ·𝑅 𝑏 = 𝑅(𝑅−1 (𝑎) ·𝐾 𝑅−1 (𝑏)), 𝑆𝑅 (𝑎) := 𝑅(𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑅−1𝑆(𝑎2)) (4.4)

and ⇀𝑅 is defined by
𝑎 ⇀𝑅 𝑏 := 𝑅(𝑎 ⇀ 𝑅−1 (𝑏)).

Proof. Given a bijective Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operator 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻, we
obtain a Yetter–Drinfeld 1-cocycle 𝑅−1 : 𝐻 → 𝐾 . Thus, we can apply [12, Theorem 4.3
(i. to ii.)] obtaining a Yetter–Drinfeld brace (𝐻, ·𝑅, ·, 1, Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆𝑅, 𝑆), where ·𝑅 and 𝑆𝑅 are
defined as in (4.4). Then, by Proposition 3.22 we have that (𝐻, ·𝑅, 1, Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆𝑅, ⇀𝑅) is a
Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra where ⇀𝑅 is defined by

𝑎 ⇀𝑅 𝑏 := 𝑆𝑅 (𝑎1) ·𝑅 (𝑎2 · 𝑏) = 𝑅(𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑅−1𝑆(𝑎2)) ·𝑅 (𝑎3 · 𝑏)

= 𝑅

(
𝑅−1𝑅(𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑅−1𝑆(𝑎2)) ·𝐾 𝑅−1 (𝑎3 · 𝑏)

)
(!)
= 𝑅

( (
𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑅−1𝑆(𝑎2)

)
·𝐾 𝑅−1 (𝑎3) ·𝐾

(
𝑎4 ⇀ 𝑅−1 (𝑏)

) )
= 𝑅

(
𝑆𝐾 (𝑅−1 (𝑎1)) ·𝐾 𝑅−1 (𝑎2) ·𝐾

(
𝑎3 ⇀ 𝑅−1 (𝑏)

) )
= 𝑅

(
𝜖 (𝑎1)1𝐾 ·𝐾

(
𝑎2 ⇀ 𝑅−1 (𝑏)

) )
= 𝑅

(
𝑎 ⇀ 𝑅−1 (𝑏)

)
,

where the equality marked with (!) follows using that 𝑅−1 is a Yetter–Drinfeld 1-cocycle.

Remark 4.13. Since we know that (𝐻, ·𝑅, ·, 1, Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆𝑅, 𝑆) is a Yetter–Drinfeld brace we
immediately have that𝐻 · := (𝐻, ·,1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆) is the subadjacent Hopf algebra of (𝐻, ·𝑅,1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆𝑅),
so that (𝐻, ·𝑅, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆𝑅) is an object in Hopf (𝐻 ·

𝐻 ·YD).
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Let us observe that the functor 𝐿 given in Proposition 4.8 goes into the category D. In
analogy with [12, Theorem 4.3], using functors 𝐿 and 𝑀 , we obtain the following result.

Corollary 4.14. The category YDPH(Veck) and the subcategory D of BYDrRB(Veck)
are equivalent.

Proof. Let 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 be an object in D. Then, by Remark 4.13, 𝐿𝑀 ((𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻)) is the
Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operator Id𝐻 : (𝐻, ·𝑅,1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆𝑅,⇀𝑅) → (𝐻, ·,1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆).
Since Id𝐻 (𝑎)⇀𝑅 𝑅(𝑏) = 𝑅(𝑎 ⇀ 𝑅−1𝑅(𝑏)) = 𝑅(𝑎 ⇀ 𝑏) and 𝑅 is a morphism of algebras
with respect to the new algebra structure (𝐻, ·𝑅, 1), we have that (Id𝐻 , 𝑅) is an iso-
morphism of Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operators between 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 and
𝐿𝑀 ((𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻)) (and it is clearly natural). Hence 𝐿𝑀 � Id. On the other hand

𝑀𝐿 ((𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,⇀)) = 𝑀
(
Id𝐻 : (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,⇀) → (𝐻, •⇀, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆⇀)

)
= (𝐻, ·, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆,⇀),

since 𝑎1 ⇀ 𝑆⇀ (𝑎2) = 𝛼⇀𝑎1 (𝛽⇀𝑎2 (𝑆(𝑎3))) = 𝑆(𝑎). Thus 𝑀𝐿 = Id.

Restricting the previous equivalence, we obtain an equivalence between cocommutative
post-Hopf algebras and bijective relative Rota–Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf
algebras.

Remark 4.15. If we restrict the functor 𝐿 to cocommutative Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf
algebras we recover the functor given in [21, Proposition 3.3] from the category of cocom-
mutative post-Hopf algebras to the category of (bijective) relative Rota–Baxter operators on
cocommutative Hopf algebras. Moreover, in [21, Theorem 3.4] it is proven that this functor
has a right adjoint. We want to recover this result from a different equivalence between the
category of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras and the subcategory D of the category of
bijective Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operators.

Given a bijective Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operator 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 in D, we
want to induce a structure of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra on 𝐾 .

Proposition 4.16. Let 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 be an object in D. Then, (𝐾,⇀𝑅) is a Yetter–Drinfeld
post-Hopf algebra where ⇀𝑅 is given by

𝑎 ⇀𝑅 𝑏 := 𝑅(𝑎) ⇀ 𝑏, for all 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ 𝐾. (4.5)

Let 𝑅 :𝐾→𝐻 and 𝑅′ :𝐾 ′ →𝐻′ be objects inD and ( 𝑓 :𝐻→𝐻′, 𝑔 :𝐾→𝐾 ′) a morphism
between them. Then, 𝑔 is a morphism of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras from (𝐾,⇀𝑅)
to (𝐾 ′,⇀′

𝑅′ ). This yields a functor R : D → YDPH(Veck).

Proof. Let us observe that ⇀𝑅:=⇀ (𝑅 ⊗ Id𝐾 ). Thus, since 𝑅 and ⇀ are morphisms of
coalgebras, also⇀𝑅 is a morphism of coalgebras. Moreover, we already know that (𝐾, ·,1)
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is an algebra and (𝐾,Δ, 𝜖) is a coalgebra and 𝑆𝐾 : 𝐾 → 𝐾 satisfies 𝑎1 · 𝑆𝐾 (𝑎2) = 𝜖 (𝑎)1𝐾 =

𝑆𝐾 (𝑎1) · 𝑎2, for all 𝑘 ∈ 𝐾 . Moreover, since ⇀ satisfies (3.1), the same holds for ⇀𝑅:

𝑎 ⇀𝑅 (𝑏 · 𝑐) = 𝑅(𝑎) ⇀ (𝑏 · 𝑐) (3.1)
= (𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀ 𝑏) · (𝑅(𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑐) = (𝑎1 ⇀𝑅 𝑏) · (𝑎2 ⇀𝑅 𝑐).

We already know that ⇀ is an 𝐻-action on 𝐾 , so also (3.2) is satisfied:

𝑎 ⇀𝑅 (𝑏 ⇀𝑅 𝑐) = 𝑅(𝑎) ⇀ (𝑅(𝑏) ⇀ 𝑐) = (𝑅(𝑎) · 𝑅(𝑏)) ⇀ 𝑐
(4.1)
= 𝑅(𝑎1 · (𝑅(𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑏)) ⇀ 𝑐

= (𝑎1 · (𝑎2 ⇀𝑅 𝑏)) ⇀𝑅 𝑐.

For all 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ 𝐾 , define (𝛽⇀𝑅
𝑎) (𝑏) := 𝑆𝐻 (𝑅(𝑎)) ⇀ 𝑏, so that

𝛽⇀𝑅
𝑎1 (𝛼⇀𝑅

𝑎2 (𝑏)) = 𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀ (𝑅(𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑏) = (𝑆𝐻 (𝑅(𝑎1)) · 𝑅(𝑎2)) ⇀ 𝑏

= 𝜖 (𝑅(𝑎))1 ⇀ 𝑏 = 𝜖 (𝑎)𝑏,

hence (𝛽⇀𝑅
𝑎1) ◦ (𝛼⇀𝑅

𝑎2) = 𝜖 (𝑎)Id𝐾 for all 𝑎 ∈ 𝐾 . Similarly, (𝛼⇀𝑅
𝑎1) ◦ (𝛽⇀𝑅

𝑎2) =
𝜖 (𝑎)Id𝐾 , for all 𝑎 ∈ 𝐾 . We already know that 𝜖 (𝑎 · 𝑏) = 𝜖 (𝑎)𝜖 (𝑏) for all 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ 𝐾 , 𝜖 (1𝐾 ) =
1k and Δ(1𝐾 ) = 1𝐾 ⊗ 1𝐾 . Moreover, since 𝐾 is in Bimon(𝐻

𝐻
YD) and it is in 𝐻𝔐 with

(Id𝐻 ⊗ 𝑅−1)Ad𝐻𝐿 𝑅, we have

𝜎YD
𝐾,𝐾

(𝑎 ⊗ 𝑏) := (𝑅(𝑎1) · 𝑆𝐻 (𝑅(𝑎3)) ⇀ 𝑏) ⊗ 𝑎2,

so that

Δ(𝑎 · 𝑏) = (𝑚 ⊗ 𝑚) (Id𝐾 ⊗ 𝜎YD
𝐾,𝐾

⊗ Id𝐾 ) (Δ ⊗ Δ) (𝑎 ⊗ 𝑏)
= 𝑎1 ·

(
𝑅(𝑎2) · 𝑆𝐻 (𝑅(𝑎4)) ⇀ 𝑏1

)
⊗ (𝑎3 · 𝑏2)

= 𝑎1 ·
(
𝑅(𝑎2) ⇀ (𝑆𝐻 (𝑅(𝑎4)) ⇀ 𝑏1)

)
⊗ (𝑎3 · 𝑏2)

= 𝑎1 ·
(
𝛼⇀𝑅

𝑎2 (𝛽⇀𝑅
𝑎4 (𝑏1))

)
⊗ (𝑎3 · 𝑏2), ,

hence (3.4) holds true. Furthermore, (3.5) and (3.6) become

𝑎 •⇀𝑅
𝑏 := 𝑎1 · (𝑎2 ⇀𝑅 𝑏) = 𝑎1 · (𝑅(𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑏) (4.1)

= 𝑅−1 (𝑅(𝑎) · 𝑅(𝑏))

and
𝑆⇀𝑅

(𝑎) := 𝛽⇀𝑅
𝑎1 (𝑆𝐾 (𝑎2)) = 𝑆𝐻 (𝑅(𝑎1)) ⇀ 𝑆𝐾 (𝑎2).

But, by Lemma 4.5, we know that 𝑆𝐾 (𝑎) = 𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀ 𝑅−1𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎2) and then

𝑆⇀𝑅
(𝑎) = 𝑆𝐻 (𝑅(𝑎1)) ⇀

(
𝑅(𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑅−1𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎3)

)
=

(
𝑆𝐻 (𝑅(𝑎1)) · 𝑅(𝑎2)

)
⇀ 𝑅−1𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎3)

= 𝑅−1𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎).

Thus, 𝑆⇀𝑅
= 𝑅−1𝑆𝐻𝑅 and, since 𝑅 and 𝑅−1 are comultiplicative and 𝑆𝐻 is anti-comultiplicative,

𝑆⇀𝑅
is anti-comultiplicative. Finally, (3.7) becomes

𝑎 ↼𝑅 𝑏 := 𝑆⇀𝑅
(𝑎1 ⇀𝑅 𝑏1) •⇀𝑅

𝑎2 •⇀𝑅
𝑏2

= 𝑅−1
(
𝑅𝑆⇀𝑅

(𝑎1 ⇀𝑅 𝑏1) · 𝑅(𝑎2) · 𝑅(𝑏2)
)

= 𝑅−1
(
𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀ 𝑏1) · 𝑅(𝑎2) · 𝑅(𝑏2)

)
.
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So, we can compute

(𝑎1 ↼𝑅 𝑏1) ⊗ 𝑅(𝑎2 ⇀𝑅 𝑏2) = 𝑅−1
(
𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀ 𝑏1) · 𝑅(𝑎2) · 𝑅(𝑏2)

)
⊗ 𝑅

(
𝑅(𝑎3) ⇀ 𝑏3

)
(4.2)
= 𝑅−1

(
𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑅(𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑏2) · 𝑅(𝑎3) · 𝑅(𝑏3)

)
⊗ 𝑅

(
𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀ 𝑏1

)
= (𝑎2 ↼𝑅 𝑏2) ⊗ 𝑅(𝑎1 ⇀𝑅 𝑏1).

Thus, since 𝑅 is injective, also (2.9) is satisfied and (𝐾,⇀𝑅) is a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf
algebra.

Let ( 𝑓 : 𝐻 → 𝐻′, 𝑔 : 𝐾 → 𝐾 ′) be a morphism of Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter
operators from 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 to 𝑅′ : 𝐾 ′ → 𝐻′. In particular, 𝑔 is a morphism of algebras and
coalgebras; moreover it satisfies

𝑔(𝑎 ⇀𝑅 𝑏) = 𝑔(𝑅(𝑎) ⇀ 𝑏) = 𝑓 (𝑅(𝑎)) ⇀′ 𝑔(𝑏) = 𝑅′ (𝑔(𝑎)) ⇀′ 𝑔(𝑏) = 𝑔(𝑎) ⇀′
𝑅′ 𝑔(𝑏),

so 𝑔 is a morphism of Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebras from (𝐾,⇀𝑅) to (𝐾 ′, ⇀′
𝑅′ ).

Clearly, the assignment R respects identities and compositions.

Hence, using the functors 𝐿 and R, we obtain another equivalence betweenYDPH(Veck)
and the subcategoryD of BYDrRB(Veck) which again restricts to an equivalence between
cocommutative post-Hopf algebras and bijective relative Rota–Baxter operators on cocom-
mutative Hopf algebras.

Corollary 4.17. The categories YDPH(Veck) and D are equivalent.

Proof. Given a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra (𝐻,⇀), we have R𝐿 ((𝐻,⇀)) =R
(
Id𝐻 :

𝐻 → 𝐻⇀
)
= (𝐻,⇀), so R𝐿 = Id. On the other hand, given 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 in D, we have

𝐿R((𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻)) = 𝐿 ((𝐾,⇀𝑅)) =
(
Id𝐾 : (𝐾,⇀𝑅) → 𝐾𝑅

)
.

The pair (𝑅−1 :𝐻→𝐾𝑅, Id𝐾 ) clearly satisfies (4.3): indeed 𝑅−1 (𝑎)⇀𝑅 Id𝐾 (𝑏) = 𝑅𝑅−1 (𝑎)⇀
𝑏 = Id𝐾 (𝑎 ⇀ 𝑏). Moreover, 𝑅−1 is a morphism of coalgebras and

𝑅−1 (𝑎) •⇀𝑅
𝑅−1 (𝑏) = 𝑅−1 (𝑎1) · (𝑎2 ⇀ 𝑅−1 (𝑏)) = 𝑅−1 (𝑎 · 𝑏),

where the last equality follows since 𝑅−1 is a Yetter–Drinfeld 1-cocycle. Thus, (𝑅−1, Id𝐾 )
is an isomorphism (which is clearly natural) and so 𝐿R � Id.

Remark 4.18. Notice that the bijectivity of 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 is not used in the first part of
Proposition 4.16. Hence one can try to obtain a similar result considering the category
YDrRB(Veck) of Yetter–Drinfeld relative Rota–Baxter operators and its subcategory C
whose objects 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 are such that 𝐾 is in Hopf (𝐻

𝐻
YD).

Define the full subcategory C′ of C whose objects are injective Yetter–Drinfeld relative
Rota–Baxter operators 𝑅 :𝐾→𝐻 such that𝐾 has𝐻-coaction given by 𝑎 ↦→ 𝑅(𝑎1)𝑆𝐻 (𝑅(𝑎3))
⊗ 𝑎2.
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Remark 4.19. The difference between the categories C′ and D is simply that an object 𝑅 :
𝐾→ 𝐻 in C′ is not necessarily invertible; the category D is a subcategory of C′. Moreover,
the subcategory of C′ whose objects 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 are such that 𝐻 is cocommutative (so also
𝐾 is cocommutative since 𝑅 is injective) is the category of injective relative Rota–Baxter
operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras, see [21, Definition 3.1].

Notice that the functor 𝐿 of Proposition 4.8 goes into the category C′. We can then
show the following result.

Proposition 4.20. Let 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 be an object in C′. Then, (𝐾,⇀𝑅) is a Yetter–Drinfeld
post-Hopf algebra where⇀𝑅 is defined by 𝑎 ⇀𝑅 𝑏 := 𝑅(𝑎)⇀ 𝑏, for all 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ 𝐾 . Consider
also the same assignment on morphisms of the functor R given in Proposition 4.16. This
yields a functor R′ : C′ → YDPH(Veck), which coincides with R when it is restricted to
D. Moreover, the functor R′ is a right adjoint of the functor 𝐿.

Proof. The first part of the proof of Proposition 4.16 remains true in this setting. Then, we
have

𝑎 •⇀𝑅
𝑏 := 𝑎1 · (𝑅(𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑏), 𝑆⇀𝑅

(𝑎) := 𝑆𝐻 (𝑅(𝑎1)) ⇀ 𝑆𝐾 (𝑎2).

In order to obtain that (𝐾,⇀𝑅) is a Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra it only remains to
prove that 𝑆⇀𝑅

is anti-comultiplicative and the pair (⇀𝑅,↼𝑅) satisfies (2.9), where

𝑎 ↼𝑅 𝑏 := 𝑆⇀𝑅
(𝑎1 ⇀𝑅 𝑏1) •⇀𝑅

𝑎2 •⇀𝑅
𝑏2.

Observe that, in term of •⇀𝑅
, (4.1) reads 𝑅(𝑎) · 𝑅(𝑏) = 𝑅(𝑎 •⇀𝑅

𝑏) and then (4.2) becomes:

𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎1 ⇀𝑅 𝑏1)·𝑅(𝑎2 •⇀𝑅
𝑏2) ⊗ 𝑅(𝑎3 ⇀𝑅 𝑏3)

= 𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎2 ⇀𝑅 𝑏2) · 𝑅(𝑎3 •⇀𝑅
𝑏3) ⊗ 𝑅(𝑎1 ⇀𝑅 𝑏1). (4.6)

Let us observe that

𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀ 𝑆⇀𝑅
(𝑎2) = 𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀

(
𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑆𝐾 (𝑎3)

)
=

(
𝑅(𝑎1) · 𝑆𝐻 (𝑅(𝑎2))

)
⇀ 𝑆𝐾 (𝑎3) = 𝑆𝐾 (𝑎) (4.7)

and so

𝑅(𝑎1) · 𝑅(𝑆⇀𝑅
(𝑎2))

(4.1)
= 𝑅

(
𝑎1 · (𝑅(𝑎2)⇀ 𝑆⇀𝑅

(𝑎3))
)
= 𝑅(𝑎1 · 𝑆𝐾 (𝑎2)) = 𝜖 (𝑎)1𝐻 . (4.8)

Thus, we obtain

𝑅(𝑆⇀𝑅
(𝑎)) = 𝑆𝐻 (𝑅(𝑎1)) · 𝑅(𝑎2) · 𝑅(𝑆⇀𝑅

(𝑎3))
(4.8)
= 𝑆𝐻 (𝑅(𝑎)), (4.9)

i.e. 𝑅𝑆⇀𝑅
= 𝑆𝐻𝑅. Therefore, since 𝑅 is injective and comultiplicative and 𝑆𝐻 is anti-

comultiplicative, 𝑆⇀𝑅
is anti-comultiplicative. Moreover, (4.6) becomes

𝑅
(
𝑆⇀𝑅

(𝑎1 ⇀𝑅𝑏1) •⇀𝑅
𝑎2 •⇀𝑅

𝑏2
)
⊗ 𝑅(𝑎3 ⇀𝑅 𝑏3) =

𝑅
(
𝑆⇀𝑅

(𝑎2 ⇀𝑅 𝑏2) •⇀𝑅
𝑎3 •⇀𝑅

𝑏3
)
⊗ 𝑅(𝑎1 ⇀𝑅 𝑏1),
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which is exactly

𝑅(𝑎1 ↼𝑅 𝑏1) ⊗ 𝑅(𝑎2 ⇀𝑅 𝑏2) = 𝑅(𝑎2 ↼𝑅 𝑏2) ⊗ 𝑅(𝑎1 ⇀𝑅 𝑏1).

Since 𝑅 is injective we get that the pair (⇀𝑅, ↼𝑅) satisfies (2.9), hence (𝐾, ⇀𝑅) is a
Yetter–Drinfeld post-Hopf algebra. As in the proof of Proposition 4.16 one concludes that
R′ is a functor.

Finally, we just have to prove that, for every 𝑅 :𝐾→𝐻 inC′ and (𝐻′,⇀′) inYDPH(Veck),
there is a natural bijection between Hom(𝐿 (𝐻′, ⇀′), 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻) and Hom((𝐻′, ⇀′

),R′ (𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻)), i.e. between Hom(Id𝐻′ : 𝐻′ → 𝐻′
⇀′ , 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻) and Hom((𝐻′,⇀′

), (𝐾,⇀𝑅)). Given a morphism ( 𝑓 : 𝐻′
⇀′ → 𝐻, 𝑔 : 𝐻′ → 𝐾) in Hom(Id𝐻′ : 𝐻′ → 𝐻′

⇀′ , 𝑅 :
𝐾 → 𝐻) we take 𝑔 as a morphism in Hom((𝐻′,⇀′), (𝐾,⇀𝑅)). Indeed, 𝑔 is a morphism
of algebras and coalgebras; moreover, since 𝑓 = 𝑓 Id𝐻′ = 𝑅𝑔, we have

𝑔(𝑎 ⇀′ 𝑏) = 𝑓 (𝑎) ⇀𝐾 𝑔(𝑏) = 𝑅(𝑔(𝑎)) ⇀𝐾 𝑔(𝑏) = 𝑔(𝑎) ⇀𝑅 𝑔(𝑏).

On the other hand, given 𝑔 : (𝐻′, ⇀′) → (𝐾,⇀𝑅) in Hom((𝐻′, ⇀′), (𝐾,⇀𝑅)) we take
(𝑅𝑔 : 𝐻′

⇀′ → 𝐻, 𝑔 : 𝐻′ → 𝐾) as a morphism in Hom(Id𝐻′ : 𝐻′ → 𝐻′
⇀′ , 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻).

Indeed, 𝑔 : 𝐻′ → 𝐾 is a morphism of algebras and coalgebras, so 𝑅𝑔 is a morphism of
coalgebras. Moreover, 𝑅𝑔 is also a morphism of algebras:

𝑅𝑔(𝑎 •⇀′ 𝑏) = 𝑅𝑔(𝑎1 · (𝑎2 ⇀
′ 𝑏)) = 𝑅

(
𝑔(𝑎1) · 𝑔(𝑎2 ⇀

′ 𝑏)
)
= 𝑅

(
𝑔(𝑎1) · (𝑔(𝑎2) ⇀𝑅 𝑔(𝑏))

)
= 𝑅

(
𝑔(𝑎1) · (𝑅𝑔(𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑔(𝑏))

)
= 𝑅𝑔(𝑎) · 𝑅𝑔(𝑏)

and (4.3) is trivially satisfied. Clearly, the two assignments are inverse to each other and
the bijection is natural.

In the cocommutative setting we obtain an adjunction between cocommutative post-
Hopf algebras and injective relative Rota–Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf algeb-
ras. This is exactly the adjunction given in [21, Theorem 3.4], which is given for relative
Rota–Baxter operators on cocommutative Hopf algebras not necessarily injective. These
can be seen as objects 𝑅 : 𝐾 → 𝐻 in C where 𝐾 and 𝐻 are cocommutative and the 𝐻-
coaction on𝐾 is given by 𝑎 ↦→ 𝑅(𝑎1)𝑆𝐻 (𝑅(𝑎3)) ⊗ 𝑎2: an example is given by the extension
of a relative Rota–Baxter operator on a Lie algebra to the respective universal enveloping
algebras, as it is proved in [21, Theorem 3.6].

Remark 4.21. Assume the hypotheses of the previous result are satisfied. By Proposition
3.10 we have that (𝐾, •⇀𝑅

, 1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆⇀𝑅
) is a Hopf algebra, where

𝑎 •⇀𝑅
𝑏 := 𝑎1 · (𝑅(𝑎2) ⇀ 𝑏), 𝑆⇀𝑅

(𝑎) := 𝑆𝐻𝑅(𝑎1) ⇀ 𝑆𝐾 (𝑎2),

which we call the descendent Hopf algebra 𝐾𝑅 in analogy with [21, Corollary 3.5]. We
automatically have that (𝐾, ·,•⇀𝑅

,1,Δ, 𝜖 , 𝑆𝐾 , 𝑆⇀𝑅
) is a Yetter–Drinfeld brace by Corollary

3.21; this result generalises [31, Proposition 3.16]. Moreover, using Corollary 3.25, one
obtains a matched pair of actions (𝐾𝑅,⇀𝑅,↼𝑅), where 𝑎 ↼𝑅 𝑏 := 𝑆⇀𝑅

(𝑎1 ⇀𝑅 𝑏1) •⇀𝑅

𝑎2 •⇀𝑅
𝑏2; this result generalises [21, Corollary 4.10].
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