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SKEW-MONOIDAL CATEGORIES AND BIALGEBROIDS

KORNEL SZLACHANYI

ABSTRACT. Skew-monoidal categories arise when the associator and the left and right units of a
monoidal category are, in a specific way, not invertible. We prove that the closed skew-monoidal
structures on the category of right R-modules are precisely the right bialgebroids over the ring
R. These skew-monoidal structures induce quotient skew-monoidal structures on the category of
R-R-bimodules and this leads to the following generalization: Opmonoidal monads on a monoidal
category correspond to skew-monoidal structures with the same unit object which are compatible
with the ordinary monoidal structure by means of a natural distributive law. Pursuing a Theorem
of Day and Street we also discuss monoidal lax comonads to describe the comodule categories of
bialgebroids beyond the flat case.

1. INTRODUCTION

Bialgebroids [26, [16] 27, [14] are generalizations of bialgebras to non-commutative base ring.
By replacing the commutative base ring k of a bialgebra with a non-commutative ring R the
symmetric role of the monoid and comonoid structure is lost: A bialgebroid H over R is a comonoid

H -2y H® H in the category zAbg of R-bimodules but a monoid H ®ze H - H in the category

of R¢ := }%Op ® R-bimodules. The compatibility condition between the R°-ring and the R-coring
structure is too complicated to witness about something fundamental which may motivate to search
for other generalizations of bialgebras [I8]. However, if we look at the functor - ®ge H on the
monoidal category Abre = grAbpg instead of the object H € greAbge itself, the condition becomes
amazingly simple. As it was observed in [25] a bimodule H is a bialgebroid precisely if - @ge H is
an opmonoidal monad [19] [17].

The language of monads tells us that the modules over the bialgebroid H have to be the objects
of the Eilenberg-Moore category of the monad _ ®gre H. Opmonoidality is then precisely the
structure that makes the category of modules monoidal and the Eilenberg-Moore forgetful functor
strict monoidal. This gives nothing new with respect to the ‘classical’ algebraic formalism: The
Eilenberg-Moore category is the category of H-modules (H as an R°-ring). But what are the
comodules of an opmonoidal monad? The monadic language gives no hint. Classically one knows
that there is the category of comodules over the R-coring H and several authors argued [22] [6] [3] that
this category becomes monoidal with a strict monoidal forgetful functor to gAbg. This comodule
category, however, is not the Eilenberg-Moore category of a monoidal comonad (unless H is flat
as left R-module) which is a further asymmetry between modules and comodules of bialgebroids.
Instead of monoidal comonad there is a lax monoidal structure given by Takeuchi’s X g-product
with respect to which bialgebroids can be seen as comonoids [12] and therefore have comodules in
a natural way.

In this paper, we propose to consider a fragment of the structure of bialgebroids which lets their
modules and comodules seen symmetrically or, better to say, dually. This fragment, called a skew-
monoidal category, has left and right versions just like bialgebroids have [I4]. A right-monoidal
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category consists of a category M, a functor M x M —— M, an object R € M and comparison
natural transformations

L«(MxN)-—L (LxM)xN, M-S R«M, MxR-M

satisfying the usual pentagon and triangle equations of a monoidal category without assuming,
however, invertibility of either -y, n or . In left-monoidal categories all comparisons go in the
opposite way and the names n and e are interchanged. For a right bialgebroid H over R the
category M is the category Abp of right R-modules, R is the regular right R-module, € and 7 are
essentially the counit and the source map of H, respectively, while the skew-associator ~ is the
Galois map or canonical map H ® H — H®H built of the multiplication and comultiplication of

R R
H. What is not so simple to explain is the skew-monoidal product .

The advantage of looking at the skew-monoidal category M instead of the bialgebroid H is that
it encodes all information on the categories of right H-modules and of right H-comodules as simply
as the Eilenberg-Moore categories of the canonical monad T'= R+ _ and of the canonical comonad
Q = _ * R on M. The disadvantage is that their monoidal structure is not seen. It is hidden in
the properties of the category M together with all asymmetries between modules and comodules
encoded in exactness properties of M and .

Generalizations of monoidal categories or bicategories by relaxing invertibility of the comparison
cells are not unknown in the literature. Burroni’s pseudocategory [9] has comparison cells (L x*
M)« N —- L« (M«N), M - RxM, M - M % R and Grandis’ d-lax 2-category [13] has
L« (MxN)— (L«xM)*N, R« M — M and M — M * R therefore they are neither the left-
nor the right-monoidal structures of the present paper. Blute, Cockett and Seely introduced the
notion of context category [4] which contains, as part of the structure, precisely what we call right-
monoidal comparison cells and the 5 axioms of a right-monoidal category can also be found among
their axioms. Lax monoidal categories [I5] provide another 'unbiased’ way to generalize monoidal
categories which also have non-invertible comparison cells but no associator in the ordinary ‘biased’
sense. Much closer in spirit to our approach is the 2-monoidal and duoidal categories [1l [5] of
Aguiar and Mahajan in spite of that they use two ordinary monoidal structures instead of a ‘skew’
one. For example the tensor square H = R * R of the skew-monoidal unit, which is both a 7T-
algebra and a @-coalgebra, is reminiscent to a bimonoid in a 2-monoidal category although the
precise connection is not clear. A direct predecessor of our skew-monoidal product is the non-unital
monoidal product * Ross Street constructs in [24] on a braided monoidal category equipped with
a tricocycloid H® H = H @ H. Our yg g g corresponds to a non-invertible tricocycloid on the
object H € rAbpg in a situation where no braiding is present.

The main result of this paper is the following characterization of bialgebroids (Theorem [@.]):
The closed right-monoidal structures on Abr with skew-monoidal unit R are precisely the right
bialgebroids over R. Similar statement holds for left-monoidal structures on rAb and left bialge-
broids. The proof of this Theorem has four ingredients: 1. By left closedness of * and by the
Eilenberg-Watts Theorem there is a natural isomorphism M ® TN = M % N. 2. Right exactness

R
of T leads to a lifting of * to a skew-monoidal product *, on rAbgr which admits an isomorphism
wy,N: MTyN S5 M *q IV in terms of the canonical monad T; of the *4-structure. 3. The was N

satisfies twg coherence conditions in the form of a heptagon and a tetragon equation which turns
out to be equivalent, by our Representability Theorem (Theorem [R), to that T is opmonoidal,
hence a bimonad on rAbg. 4. Finally, by right closedness of * this bimonad is left adjoint hence
the bimonad of a bialgebroid by a Theorem of [25].

The Representability Theorem is valid for any category equipped with two monoidal structures,
an ordinary one ® and a skew one *, and says that x can be expressed as M « N = M ® TN
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with a bimonad T precisely if the two monoidal structures are related by a tetrahedral isomorphism
L®(M#+N)— (L®M)x*N. The skew-monoidal structures on a monoidal category that can be
expressed by a bimonad as above are called representable. This notion was inspired by the fusion
operator formalism of [7] since a fusion operator T(M @ TN) — TM ® TN is the essential part of
a skew-associator vz, a7, v. As a matter of fact, for a bimonad 7' the expression M * N := M @ TN
always defines a skew-monoidal product (Proposition [T2).

Although the Representability Theorem can be dualized and skew-monoidal structures can be
constructed from monoidal comonads this Corepresentability Theorem is not applicable to the
monoidal (lax) comonad of a bialgebroid because of the different exactness properties we encounter.
It could be applicable, however, to quantum categories [12] or to bicoalgebroids [8 [2]. In order
to complete the picture with the comodules of bialgebroids we use a lax version of the notion of
comonad in Section [ called cohypomonad in [11], and show in Theorem [[0.2] that at least in case
of the skew-monoidal category of a bialgebroid this lax comonad is monoidal. These results are
not really new but a reformulation in a minimalistic language of what has been called in [12] a
comonoid in a lax monoidal category provided by the iterated Takeuchi product.

2. SKEW-MONOIDAL CATEGORIES

Definition 2.1. A right-monoidal category (M, , R,~,n,¢) consists of a category M, a functor
_x _: M x M — M, an object R of M and natural transformations

YoM N Lx(M*N)— (LxM)x N
v M — R+« M
em MxR— M
subject to the following axioms: For all objects K, L, M, N

(1) (vr,p,m * N) oyi pana,n © (K %YL M. N) = YKL, M,N © YK,L, M+N
(2) YR,M,N © NM«N = N * N

(3) EMs«N O VM N.R =M xen

(4) (em*xN)oyyprno(Msny)=MxN

(5) erongr =R

If we replace M with M°P-*®V the category with opposite composition and with right-monoidal
product of reversed order, we obtain again a right-monoidal category, with roles of  and ¢ inter-
changed. But replacing M with either M°P or M"™V what we obtain is different from the above
structure. We call it a left-monoidal category.

If v, n, € are isomorphisms we recover the notion of a monoidal category with somewhat strange
names for the associator and left and right units.

Definition 2.2. If M and A are right-monoidal categories (with structures denoted by *, R, v, 7,
e in both cases) then a right-monoidal functor M — N is a triple (F, Fy, Fy) where F is a functor
M — N of the underlying categories, Fy is an arrow R — FR and F> is a natural transformation
Fxy:FX xFY — F(X %Y) satisfying

(6) FyxyzoFxyizo(FXxFyz)=Fx.zo(Fxy*FZ)ovyrx ry rz
(7) Frxo(FoxFX)onpx = Fnx
(8) FEXOF)()RO(FX*F()):EFX

for all X,Y,Z € M. Left-monoidal functors are similar functors between left-monoidal categories.
They together will be referred to as skew-monoidal functors.
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A skew-opmonoidal functor M — A is a triple (F, F?, F°) where F is a functor M — N, F? is
an arrow FR — R and F? is a natural transformation FXY : F(X *Y) — FX * FY such that F,
Fy := FO and Fxy = FY-X define a skew-monoidal functor MOPeY — AfOP.TeV,

Example 2.3. Every right-monoidal category M has a canonical right-monoidal functor into the
strict monoidal category End M of endofunctors of M. Define L : M — End M by L(M)N =
M = N. Then the natural transformation
Y™
L(M)L(N)

-

L(M % N)

together with the arrow idys — L(R) is a right-monoidal structure on L. Unlike for monoidal
categories when this functor is a strong monoidal embedding, for general M the functor L is not
even strong right-monoidal.

Similarly, the functor R(M)N = N % M has a right-opmonoidal structure as a functor M —
End®® M, to the category End M equipped with opposite composition as (strict) monoidal struc-
ture.

Obviously, if both M and A are monoidal then the notions of left- and right-(op)monoidal
functors coincide and they are precisely the usual (op)monoidal functors.

Definition 2.4. If * and #’ are two right-monoidal structures on the same category M with the
same unit object R then a twist from the * structure to the *’-structure is a natural isomorphism
wpr N M* N 5 M " N such that (id g, w, 1g) is a right-monoidal functor from M with " to M
with * structure.

One can define skew-(op)monoidal natural transformations although there is nothing ‘skew’ in
them, so we drop the adjective:

Definition 2.5. Let I, G : M — N be skew-monoidal functors. A monoidal natural transformation
v: F — @ is a natural transformation of the underlying functors which satisfies

9) vxey © Fxy = Gxy o (vx *vy)
(10) VR © Fo = GO .
Opmonoidal transformations are similar transformations between skew-opmonoidal functors.

The right-monoidal categories together with the right-(op)monoidal functors and (op)monoidal
natural transformations form the 2-category r-MonCat (r-OpmonCat). Similar 2-categories can be
defined for left-monoidal categories.

In ordinary monoidal categories tensoring with the unit object defines rather trivial monads
and/or comonads. In the skew-monoidal setting they are more interesting.

Lemma 2.6. Let (M, x, R,v,n,€) be a right-monoidal category and define ppr := (ep*M)oYr r.M
and Spr = ym.r,r© (M *xng). Then

T=(Rx* -, pn)
Q = <_ * R, 67 €>
are a monad and a comonad on M, respectively, and Xy = Yr,Mm,R S o (mized) distributive law
x:TQ — QT.
Proof. Inserting M = N = R in (), composing with nz and using naturality of 7 we obtain
(11) YRR,k © (R*1MR)onr = (Nr * R) onr
In a similar fashion we obtain

(12) ero(er*R)oyrrRR =€RrO (R*€R)
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using [B). Now we can verify associativity of p,
s o (R punr) = (ep* M) oyg,pom © (R (er * M)) o (R* Yr,r,M) =
=(er*M)o((Rxer)* M)ovyr rer,m © (R*YrrM) =

=

(erxM)o((er*R)* M)o (yrrRr*M)oYR RrerM O (R* VR R M) =

1=

(er* M)o((er* R)* M) oYR«r,R,M © YR,R,RxM =
=(er*xM)oyrprmo(er* (R* M))oYrRRM =
= KM © HRxM
and coassociativity of 9,
(0pr * R) o0y = (Ymrr* R) o (M xmg) x R) oyaprpro (M xng) =
= (YRR * R) 0 Yar,rer,r © (M % (R % R)) o (M xnr) =
(D

@
= YM+R,R,R © YM,R,RxR © (M * (R*nRg)) o (M xng) =

=Yu+Rr,R,R O (M * R)*ng) o yam,r,.r 0 (M *1R) =
:5M*R05M-

(Ym,rR,R * R) o var,rer,R © (M * YR, r,R) © (M * (R*nR)) o (M *ng) =

As for the left and right unit and counit equations

(13) UN ONrxN = R* N
(14) puno(Rxny)=Rx*N
(15) emsro0y =M xR
(16) (em*xR)odyy =M=x*R

notice that inserting M = R in (@) we obtain ([[4)), inserting N = R in {@l) we obtain (I0), inserting
M = R in ) and composing with € * N we obtain ([I3]) and inserting N = R in (@) and composing
with M x nr we obtain (IHl).

It remains to show that x is a distributive law in the sense of the equations

(17) (s * R) © Xpans © (Rx Xar) = XM © Pvsr

(19) XM O NM«r =N * R

(20) ER«MOXM = R*epr.

Equations ([I7) and (I8]) are simple consequences of the pentagon (Il) while (I9) and 20) follow

trivially from (@) and (), respectively. O
The monad T and the comonad @ on the right-monoidal category M will be called the canonical

monad and the canonical comonad of M. For left monoidal categories they are T = _ x R and

Q=Rx _.

Lemma 2.7. If (F, Fy, Fy) is a right-monoidal functor M — N then the pair (F, ), where opr =
Fraro(FoxFM), is a monad morphism from the canonical monad T' of M to the canonical monad
T on N, i.e.,

(21) FuoplToTp=ypouF
(22) Fn=yonF.
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Dually, if (F,F? F°) is a right-opmonoidal functor M — N then the pair (F,), where 1y :=
(FM % F%) o FM:E s a comonad morphism from the canonical comonad Q of M to the canonical

comonad Q of N.

Proof. The statement for the monad morphism can be easily shown using the definition of p and
the right-monoidal functor axioms (@), (1) and (). The statement for the comonad morphism is
then obtained by passing to the dual right-monoidal category M°P-r¢V. (|

Remark 2.8. If we want to formulate a bialgebra-like compatibility condition between p and §
then here is a commutative diagram

Rx(R*R) PR, RxR 2, (R«R)*R
R*JRl T,U.R*R
(23) Rx((R+R)*R) (R+x(R*R))*R
5R,Q2Rl TIU‘TZR,R
(R+R)*((R+R)*R) R (R+(Rx*R))*(R*R)

where
opmnN i =((LxM)xnn)oypmno(erx(M+«N)) : (LxR)x(M+«N)— (LxM)*(RxN)
and where the 2-argument ¢ and p are defined by

(24) ok, =7vkRLOo(K*nr) + KxL—QKx*L

(25) prr=(xk*L)oykrr : K*xTL— KxL.

They obey the relations

(26) dor,L 00k, = (0 * L) 00k 1, (ex *L)odk,=K=*L
(27) o prrerr = e, © (K xpp)  prer o (K xnp) = K * L.

Although diagram (23)) is reminiscent to the compatibility condition between multiplication and
comultiplication of a bialgebroid, in order to confirm this interpretation one should investigate in
which sense o is a generalized braiding, if at all.

Remark 2.9. The composite dg o pg is built from ~, 7, § and identity arrows and has the same
source and target as ygr g r. But there is no sign that they would be equal. Instead,

dropr = (ur* R) oYr r«r,R O (R*0R),

that is to say x r«r fits into diagram (23)) as a second row. So coherence for skew-monoidal categories
is expected to fail in its naive form.

Remark 2.10. Using the notations ([24)), (25) there is an identity in any right-monoidal category:
WR«R,R ©OR,RxR = VR,R,R -
More generally, we have
HQM,N ©OM, TN = YM,R,N » M,N € M.

This result suggests that we should think of the skew-associator v as the Galois map of the ‘under-
lying’ quantum groupoid of M even if there is no such a quantum groupoid in general.



SKEW-MONOIDAL CATEGORIES AND BIALGEBROIDS 7

3. THE MOTIVATING EXAMPLE: BIALGEBROIDS

Let Abg denote the category of right R-modules over the ring R. This category has no (obvious)
monoidal structure. But every R-bialgebroid defines a right-monoidal structure on Abg as we shall
see below.

Let H be a right R-bialgebroid with R°? ® R-ring and R-coring structure

(28) t"@s" :RP®R — H
(29) A":H - HoH.
Ry

The unit element of H is denoted by 1" and the counit H — R by €. Then H carries two left and
two right actions of R defined by

A1(r)(h) := ht"(r) p1(r)(h) :==t"(r)h
A2(r)(h) == s"(r)h p2(r)(h) := hs™(r)
for r € R, h € H. The codomain H ® H of the comultiplication A is the tensor square w.r.t. po
Ry
and )\1.
For right R-modules M and N we introduce
(30) M+«N = M® (N®H)
Ry Ry

where L ® _ refers to tensoring over R with respect to the A; left action on H. The result M x N

B
is considered as a right R-module w.r.t. the py right action on H. Elements of M * N are denoted
by [m,n, h] instead of m ® (n ® h). They therefore obey the relations

[m - r,n,h] = [m,n, ht™(r)]
[m,n-r h] = [m,n,s"(r)h]
[m,n,h]-r = [m,n, hs" (r)]
so the following natural transformations are well-defined:
e M — Rx M, nM(m):[lleH]
em : M*R— M, e([m,r, b)) = e (s"(r)h)
Yo Lk (M*N)— (Lx M)« N, ~ypun([l,[m,n,g],h]) = [[z m, V], n, gh®].

It is easy to verify, using the bialgebroid axioms, that (Abg, *, Rg,v,n, ) is a right-monoidal cate-

gory.

One can notice that the skew-associator vy, which is uniquely determined by g g, g, is, up to

isomorphisms R+ (R+ R) >~ H ® H and (R* R) * R~ H ® H, the canonical map or Galois map
R2 Ry

HoH — H®H g@h — bV @ gh?®

Ra

of H as a left H-comodule algebra. Therefore the bialgebroid is a Hopf algebroid (or X gp-Hopf
algebra) in the sense of [23] precisely when the skew-associator « is invertible.

4. E-OBJECTS

Let £ = End R be the endomorphism monoid of the right-monoidal unit R. An E-object in M
is an object M together with a morphism Ay, : B — M(M, M) of monoids. The category & of
E-objects in M has arrows M — N the arrows ¢ € M(M, N) which satisfy t o Ays(r) = An(r) ot
for all r € F.



8 KORNEL SZLACHANYI

Since the category of E-objects in Abp is the category of bimodules, rAbg, hence monoidal, we
would like to see if this category inherits a skew-monoidal structure from the one given on Abg.
This is the first step on the path going from skew-monoidal structures on Abg to bialgebroids.

One can define the category of E€™-E®" bimodules in M as the category of objects equipped
with m left F-actions and n right E-actions that pairwise commute with each other. Such objects
will be called (m,n)-type E-objects.

Lemma 4.1. If K and L are left E-objects (i.e., they are (1,0)-type) then K = L is a (2,1)-type
E-object with

)\1(7“) = )\K(r) * L

)\2(7‘) =K % /\L(’I”)

p1(r) = (ex * L) ovyi pr o (K * (r* L))o (K xnL).

More generally, if K is an E-object of (m1,n1)-type and L is of (ma,ns)-type then K * L is an
E-object of (m1 + ma,n1 + 1 + na)-type.

Proof. A1 and Ay are obviously left actions and commute with each other. p; is natural in K € M
and L € M therefore it commutes with both Ay and A\, and also with any other left or right actions
the objects K or L may possess. Therefore the statement follows immediately if we prove that the
formula for p; defines a right action. Unitalness p(R) = K * L follows directly from {). As for
multiplicativity
p1(r1)opi(re) = (ex x L) oyg rr o (K *(r1x L))o (ex *nL) oYk, rr, © (K x (ro x L)) o (K xng) =

= (exxL)o((ex * R)* L) o ykxr.R.L © VK., R, © (K * (ro x (r1 x L)))o

(K (Rone)) o (K + ) =
0

(ex *L)o(ex«r* L) o (Yr,R,R * L) oYK R«R,L © (K *YR,R,L)O
(K (ro* (r1 % L)) o (K xnrer) o (K xn1) =
=(ex*L)o(exsr*L)o(yrk,rr*L)o ((K *(ro* R))*x L) o vk R«R,LO
(K* ((R*Tl) *L)O (K*FYR,R,L)O (K*T]R*L)O (K*T]L) =
@ (ex *L)o ((K xeg)*L)o ((K *(rg* R))* L) oK Rr«r,LO
(K * ((Rxr1) = L)o (K xyrR,L) o (K *nrer) o (K xnr) =
@ (exxL)o (K xer)*xL)o ((K *(re* R)) * L) o Vi R«R.LO
(Kx((R*m)*xL)o(K*(nr*L))o(Kxn)=
=(exg*xL)o (K *ry)* L)oo ((K xeg)*L)ovk rer.r o (K x(ng =L))o
(K*(ri+xL))o(Kx*ny) =

@ (ex *L)oyg rro(K*((rgor)*x L))o (K xng) =
= p1(ra 0o ry).

This completes the proof. ([l

If we have n left F-objects and we * them in any order, so the parenthesizing is arbitrary, then
the resulting object will have n left actions of the obvious 1% ...1% A(r) *x 1 *...% 1 type and less
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obvious right actions, n — 1 in number, each corresponding to one * sign. These actions will be
numbered from left to right as shown:

The simplest left E-object is R. Its left action is the identity morphism F — M(R, R). By the
above Lemma the object R * R is equipped with two left actions A1, A2 and one right action p;. As
such a (2,1)-type object R R is denoted by H. It is to be interpreted as the underlying object of
a quantum groupoid, at least for M = Abpg.

In the next Lemma we summarize how the structure maps -, n, € and their derivatives u and §
behave with respect to the A and p actions.

Lemma 4.2. For E-objects L, M, N and for ollT € E

(31) Ai(T)OFYL,M,N:FYL,M,NOA'L-(T) i:1,2,3
(32 A2(r) omn =N 0 Ai(r)

(33 A(r)oep =epoAi(r)

(34 A(r) o pn = pinv o A (r)

(35 Na(r) o pix = piy © Aa(r)

(36 A3(r) 0 dr, = 6L 0 Aa(r)

(37) )\1(T)O§L:(SLO)\1(T).

For arbitrary L, M, N of M and for ollT € E

~ — ~— ~— ~—

(38) pi(r)ovLmN =7vLmNopi(r)  i=1,2
(39 p1(r) onn = Ai(r) onn

(40 eropi(r) =ep o xa(r)

(41 pi(r) o pn = pn © pa(r)

(42 p1(r) odr = dr 0 pi(r)

(43 p 0 pi(r) = gy © Ao (r)

(44) p2(r) o6 = Aa(r) oy, .

M ~— ~— ~— ~—

Proof. Relations involving A-s only are just naturalities of the structure maps. Those involving p-s
require some computations which, however, are left to the reader. ([

Among the various multiple F-objects there are distinguished ones that behave nicely under the
s-product. For each n > 0 let M denote the category of (n,n — 1)-type of E-objects in M.
Then M) « M) ¢ M"+7) by Lemma Bl Clearly, M) =& and R € MM, H € M®). The
coproduct M(®) = Lo M) is then closed under * but has no unit object.

Now assume that the category M has limits and colimits. For two left F-objects L and M we
can make new E-objects from the (2, 1)-type object L x M either by forming the A1-p; center or by
forming the pi-A2 quotient:

ZL,M A
(45) /L*M%L*M — [[L+M
A1p1 P1 reE
qr, P12
(46) [[D+M=—=rLsM—"u LM
A2

rek
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Then the Ay action on L * M inherits to fAlpl L« M a left E-object structure and \; inherits one

to [” 2 [ 4 M. In this way, the above end and coend define functors £ x £ — &£. The identity
arrow on L * M restricts-corestricts to a natural transformation

P12
(47) 0L, = qrL.mo 2o, - / LxM — / LxM.
A1p1

Indeed, for r € £
OraroXa(r) =qrmoXa(r)ozom =qrmopi(r)oznm =qramoM(r)ozp = i(r)obr m
shows that 0, as belongs to £. Its naturality follows from that z and ¢ are natural.

Proposition 4.3. Let (M, x, R,7v,n,¢) be a right-monoidal category in which the category M has
colimits and L+ _ : M — M preserves finite colimits for each L € M. Choosing a coequalizer (46)
for each pair of E-objects (L, M) and making the quotient

P12
L*qM:z/ LM

an E-object by means of A1 there is a unique right-monoidal structure (&, %4, R,7v9,1m,€9) on the
category of E-objects such that the forgetful functor ¢ : £ — M together with qr ar : Lx M — Lxg M
and the identity arrow 1g becomes a right-monoidal functor € — M.

Proof. For (¢, q,1R) to be a right-monoidal functor the ¥4, n? and £? must obey to commutativity
of the diagrams

Lxqm, N

Lx(M#*N) —— Lx(Mx%,N) Lxg (M %4 N)
(48) 'YL,M,Nl lVg,M,N

4L, Mg N

(Lx M)« N 22N (L, My s N 22220 (L, M) % N
M 5 R«M MxR M5 M
(49) H lQR,M qM,Rl H
N e
M —— Rx, M My R —— M

The existence and uniqueness of v? follow from that the composite £ := qL%qM,NO© (qr, m*N)ovyr m.N
satisfies both £ 0 p; = 0 A2 and £ 0 po = £ 0 A3 as a consequence of (B3I, (B8). By the latter there
is a unique factorization £ = £ o (L * garn) in which & o py = £ o A2. Then +? is obtained as
the unique factorization £’ = 7%,M,N o qr,Mmx,N- €1 is obtained in a similar way while n? is readily
defined by the diagram as it stands.

The verification of the right-monoidal category axioms is now a routine computation. (Il

The dual of Proposition is the following

Proposition 4.4. Let (M, x, R,~v,n,¢) be a right-monoidal category in which the category M has
limits and - « M : M — M preserves finite limits for each M € M. Choosing an equalizer {{3])
for each pair of E-objects (L, M) and making the center

Lx, M .= LM
A1p1
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an E-object by means of Ao there is a unique right-monoidal structure (€, *,, R,v* n*, &%) on the
category of E-objects such that (¢, z,1Rr) is a right-opmonoidal functor, i.e.,

L*ZM,N

L, (M, N) 2228 [ s (M *, N) L« (M xN)
(50) 'YZ,NI,Nl l'YL,M,N

ZLx, M,N zp,m*N

(L*, M)*, N (L*, M)« N (L*x M)+ N
M My Ry M M+.R —M 4 M
(51) H J{zmM zM,Rl H
M s RxM MsxR —Mo M

are commutative for each L, M, N € &.

Applying Lemma 271 to the skew-(op)monoidal functor of Proposition [£3] and Proposition 4]
respectively, we obtain the following.

Corollary 4.5. Let (M,*, R,v,n,e) be a right-monoidal category with canonical monad T and
canonical comonad Q.

(i) If M has colimits and for all L € M the endofunctor L _ preserves finite colimits then

(a) & has a right-monoidal structure with canonical monad Ty = fplh Rx _
(b) and kar = qr,m defines a monad morphism (¢, k) from T, to T.

(ii) If M has limits and for all M € M the endofunctor _ x M preserves finite limits then
(a) & has a right-monoidal structure with canonical comonad Q% = f>\1P1 - xR

(b) and (1, := z1 r defines a comonad morphism {(¢p,C) from Q% to Q.

As we shall see in the next section some results of this Corollary hold under weaker hypotheses.

5. COMODULES AND MODULES

If right-monoidal categories are to be interpreted as quantum groupoids then it must have associ-
ated categories of modules and comodules. The Eilenberg-Moore categories of the canonical monad
T and comonad @ are the obvious candidates, albeit apparently without monoidal structures.

Let M® denote the Eilenberg-Moore category of Q-comodules, also called Q-coalgebras, for
the comonad @ = (. x R,d,¢). Its objects are pairs (M, Aps) where M is an object of M and
Ay M — M x R satisfies

(52) (AprxR)o App =00 Apy

(53) emMoAy =M.

The arrows M — N in M% are defined to be the arrows t € M(M, N) such that
(54) Anot=(txR)oAy.

Dually, in the category Mz of T-modules the objects Vs : Rx M — M are defined by the
equations

(55) Vamo(RxVa)=Vaoum
(56) Vyony =M.

and its arrows t : M — N by

(57) toVy =Vyo(Rxt).
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Entwined modules of a skew-monoidal category can be defined as the category of triples (M, V, A)
such that (M, V) is a T-module and (M, A) is a Q-comodule which satisfy the compatibility con-
dition

v A

TM M QM
TAl TQV
TQM BSIN QTM

The arrows (M, A, V) — (M',A’, V') are the arrows t € M(M, M') which are both T-module and
@-comodule morphisms. The basic example of an entwined module is the object R * R with action
ur and coaction dg.

Lemma 5.1. If L is a Q-comodule and N is a T-module then both L and N are left E-objects via

(58) AL(r)=ero(L*r)oAp
(59) AN(r)=Vyo(rxN)ony,

respectively. With respect to these actions every arrow in M® and every arrow in My are mor-
phisms of left E-objects. This defines the faithful functors

ForMP— &, FpMp— &

Proof. Since T-modules in M are the @-comodules of the opposite-reversed right-monoidal category
MeoPrev it suffices to show that Az is a monoid morphism and that every ¢t € M@ is a morphism
of E-objects.

LOAL@L
rLoerxro((Lxr)*R)o((LxR)*r3)o (AL *R)o AL =

AL(R)

=€
/\L(Tl) (e} )\L(’I“Q) =&

IE3

epocr«ro((L*ry) *xrg)0drLoAr =
=epoersroVL,RRO (Lx (r1x12)) o (Lxnr)o AL =
@ELO(L*ER)O(L*(Tl x19)) o (Lxnp)o AL =
=epo(Lxry)o(Lxeg)o(Lxnr)o(Lxry)oAL =
@aLo(L*(rloTQ))oAL:
=Ap(r1ore).

Ift: K — Lis a Q-comodule morphism then

todg(r)=cepo(t*r)oAg =cpo(Lxr)oApot=A,ot.

O

We note that for the free Q-comodules N x R LLN (N % R) x R, where N is an arbitrary object
in M, the above left F-action Ay«gr reduces to the canonical N * r left action Ao of the right-
monoidal product N % R of a (0, 0)-type object with a (1,0)-type object. Dually, for free T-modules
Ar«n(r) =r* N. However, if L is a Q-comodule and M is a T-module then L * R and R M are
type (2,1) and the question arises how the coaction and action behave with respect to the extra
two E-actions.
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Lemma 5.2. Assume M is complete. For every Q-comodule L the coaction Ay is a morphism of
left E-objects and factorizes uniquely through the center of the (2,1)-type E-object L * R as

AT ZL,R
L / Lx*R L*R
A1p1

in €. Dually, assume M is cocomplete. Then the action Vr of every T-module M belongs to €
and has a unique factorization

dRrR,M pl)\2 V%/I
Rx M / RxM M

in & through the quotient of the (2,1)-type E-object R* M.

Proof. We prove the statement for Q-coactions. Since every comodule L is an equalizer

AL 6L
LxR

L

(L¥xR)*R
ArL*R

in M (it is split by L <& L« R ¢ (L * R) * R), the coaction Ay, is a morphism of Q-comodules
from L to the free Q-comodule L * R. Therefore by Lemma [5.1]it is also a morphism of E-objects
with respect to the \s action on L x R, i.e.,

ApoAp(r)=(Lx*xr)oAyp, rekb.

As for the remaining two actions we can compute, using the expressions in Lemma [£.1] for p1, A1,
that

pr(r)oAp =(e*R)o((Lxr)*xR)od oAy =
=(er*R)o((Lxr)xR)o(ALoR)o A =(Ar(r)*R)oAp =
=M\(r)oAp
from which the unique factorization through z; r € &£ follows. g

Note that in the above Lemma we avoided to use the notation *, and *, because under the given
conditions they need not be skew-monoidal products.

Theorem 5.3. If M has colimits and the endofunctor R * _ preserves coequalizers then
(i) the endofunctor M w— T M := fpl)Q Rx M on £ carries a unique monad structure such

that the forgetful functor ¢ : £ — M together with the coequalizer T'¢pM = oTyM of p1
and g is a monad morphism (¢, k) from Ty to T;

(ii) the functor ¢4 induced by the monad morphism (¢, k) is an equivalence of the Eilenberg-
Moore categories such that

5T L>./\/1T

q
(60) Fry l l}-T
£ —25 M
and the functor Fo : My — £ of Lemmal5dl is monadic and satisfies
(61) ]:q¢q:]:Tqa (b]:q:]:T'
Proof. This Theorem follows by dualizing the next Theorem [5.4] O

Theorem 5.4. If M has limits and the endofunctor _ x R preserves equalizers then
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(i) the endofunctor M — Q*M := fhpl M+ R on & carries a unique comonad structure such

C M

that the forgetful functor ¢ : € — M together with the equalizer ¢pQ*M — QoM of A
and p1 is a comonad morphism {(p,C) from Q% to Q;

(ii) the functor ¢, induced by the comonad morphism (¢, () is an equivalence of the Eilenberg-
Moore categories such that FR¢, = ¢F?" and the functor F, : MO — £ of Lemma [5.1
is comonadic and satisfies

]:z¢z:]:Qza (b]:z:]:Q

Proof. This Theorem is the special case of the lax version proven in the next section. Part (i) follows
from Proposition [6.2] and part (ii) from Theorem [6.3] after noticing that left exactness of @ implies
the possibility to choose the equalizers (" in such a way that Q,, = (Q*)™ for each n > 0. 0

Example 5.5. For aright R-bialgebroid H as in SectionBlthe monad T'is - ® H associated to the R-
R

tH@sH

H
ring R = H and T, is - ® H associated to the R°-ring R°? ® R~ — H. The monad morphism
B

Kpr is the canonical projection M ® H — M ® H and the fact that it induces an equivalence

e

between the corresponding right H —rgodule categbries can be considered as a well-known fact in the
bialgebroid literature and it is a consequence of the fact that T is right exact. However, the dual
statement Theorem [5.4] presents a warning that the category (Abg) of right comodules over the
R-coring H may not be equivalent to the Eilenberg-Moore category of the comonad Q% on rAbg
unless pH is flat, i.e., Q is left exact. This equivalence is crucial in Tannaka duality where we want
@* a monoidal comonad on the bimodule category rAbgr. Without left exactness the Q% will not
even be a comonad. What replaces Q* in the general case is a lax comonad discussed in the next
section.

6. THE LAX COMONAD Q

In [12, Proposition 4.2] Day and Street have characterized (left) R-bialgebroids as comonoids
in the lax monoidal category of monads on R® where the lax monoidal structure is given by n-
fold Takeuchi products My Xg ... xg M,. Here we shall concentrate on the closely related but
simpler structure of monoidal lax comonads on the category £ of E-objects but ignore monoidality
altogether, as we did so far for T and Tj, and be content with proving equivalence of M@ with the
category £Q of comodules for the lax comonad Q with the hope in mind that if £ is provided a
‘good’ monoidal structure then £2 will become monoidal, too.

Let A be the category of finite ordinals and order preserving maps equipped with the strict
monoidal structure of ordinal addition +. By a lax comonad on a category £ we mean a monoidal
functor G : A°? — End € to the strict monoidal category of endofunctors on £ with composition
of functors as monoidal product. The monoidal structure of G is given by an ‘arrow’ ¢ : idg — Gy
of End £ and a natural transformation v, , : GG, = Gy, satisfying 3 axioms, as usual. If the
functor G happens to be strict monoidal then the object map of G is G,, = (G1)™ and we recover
an ordinary comonad (G1,Ga—1,Go—1) on £.

The generalization of the Eilenberg-Moore category for the lax situation goes as follows. A
comodule over a lax comonad (€, G) consists of an object M of £ and arrows oy, : M — G, M for
each n > 0 such that

Groan=am Vf:m—n
Omptn = Vm,nMonanoam Vm,n >0

Qo = LM -
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A comodule map (M, &) SN (N, B) is an arrow M ~L5 N in € such that
M —— N
anJ/ lﬁn Vn Z 0.

a,M —S2ty G, N

The category of G-comodules and their comodule maps is denoted by £%. The forgetful functor
EC — &, (M, ) + M is faithful, reflects isomorphisms but not left adjoint in general.

In order to justify the above definition of £ it is worth looking at its 2-categorical interpretation.
For lax comonads F on D and G on £ a morphism of lax comonads (D, F) — (£, G) can be defined
to consist of a functor U : D — £ and natural transformations

& UF, - G,U:D—=¢& natural in n € A°P

and obeying the following monoidality conditions

UF, F, <™ ¢ vF, S5 G G.U U —— U
£7n+n UF 50 G U
UFerﬂ Gm+nU 0 0

A modification 7 : (U,&) — (V,v) : (D,F) — (£,G) is a natural transformation 7 : U — V
satisfying

UFR, . vE,
ng/ J/Um Vm Z O .

GnU <215 G,V
With the obvious horizontal and vertical compositions the lax comonads, their morphisms and
modifications form a 2-category Lax-Cmd.

Lemma 6.1. Let 1 be the identity comonad on the terminal category 1. Then for any lax comonad
(£,G) the Eilenberg-Moore category £ of G-comodules can be identified with the hom-category
Lax-Cmd((1,1), (£,G)).

Proof. A morphism of lax comonads from 1 to G is an object M of £ equipped with a,, : M — G, M,
n > 0, satisfying precisely the defining relations of a G-comodule. A modification (M, «) SN (N, B)

in turn is an arrow M —— N satisfying 8, ot = Gt o ayy, n > 0, i.e., a comodule map. O

By extending Lemma notice that a morphism (U,&) : (D, F) — (£,G) of lax comonads
induces a functor

Lax-Cmd({1,1), (U, ¢)) : DF — &¢
between the Eilenberg-Moore categories the object map of which is

(D, o) — (UD,(UD %% UF,D 8 G,UD)n>0).

After this preparation we can introduce the canonical laxz comonad Q of a right-monoidal category
(M, x, R,~,n,¢). For an E-object M we define Q,, M by delaying the action of the ends in (Q%)"M,
i.e., by the formula

QnM::/ / (...(M*xR)*...«R)*R
A1p1 Anpn
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where the number of R-s is n and the left and right E-actions \;, p; are labeled according to what
we said in Section dl The result Q, M becomes a left E-object via A,11 which is the action on the
last R factor.

Q) is the identity functor and Q; is the endofunctor Q* of Corollary (ii). But now, without
the assumption that _ * R preserves equalizers, % does not inherit a comonad structure from that
of Q. Although €% : Q; — Qp exists we cannot define comultiplication Q; — QZ. Instead we can
define a natural transformation &3 : Q1 — Qa.

Proposition 6.2. Let M be a right-monoidal category whose underlying category M is complete.
Let € be the category of E-objects in M, ¢ the forgetful functor € — M and define the endofunctors
Q. on & forn >0 by the equalizers

Cr (A1, An)
PQnM —— Q"M {E®", Q oM}

where { , } denotes cotensor (=power) in M. Then n — Q, is the object map of a unique lax
comonad Q on & such that ¢ together with {{™|n > 0} is a morphism of lax comonads Q — Q.

Proof. In order to extend Q to a functor A°? — End € it suffices to define it on the elementary
monotone functions i 4+ (2 — 1) + j and i + (0 — 1) 4+ j. Naturality of (" determines them to be
the unique 4} : Q, = Qn41 and €} : Q,, — Q,_1, respectively, such that

(62) ("ot =QWQM o™ i=0,1,...,n—1, n>0
(63) ("ot = QeQ" o™ i=0,1,...,n—1, n>0.

For their existence the reader should check that the RHS satisfies the equalizing conditions of the
on the LHS as a consequence of the properties of 6 and € given in Lemma[Z2l The form of the RHS
of these equations makes it obvious that they satisfy the usual relations that a simplicial object in
End € should have. This proves that Q is a functor.

As for the monoidal structure v : Q,,,Q,, = Qm+n the requirement that ¢ be monoidal leaves
only one possibility,
(64) ¢ o™ = QMM 0 (M Q= (M Q" 0 Q™
which exists by the equalizing properties of the RHS. Since Qg = 1g, we can take ¢ to be the
identity natural transformation 1¢ — 1g, provided we also choose (° to be the identity. Then the

monoidality conditions on ¢ are built in the definition of v and ¢ and the monoidality constraints
on v and ¢ boil down to

I/ler,n o Vl,an _ Vl,ern ° Qlym,n

VO)n = Qn
V™Y = Q.
The last two follow from uniqueness of v and the first can be shown by multiplying it with ¢!Tm+n»

and using (64).
Finally, we have to show naturality of v (and of ¢). That is to say, we need a proof of

Qsrgor™" =1 0QQ,
Vf:m' = m, g:n' = nin A.
It suffices to prove this for f and g being elementary functions, that is to say, to prove
v o 5MQ,,  ifi < m

v o Qe ifi>m

5Zm+n oM — {
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and

m—1,n m Yo
o eg;
. n 14 ElQn ifi<m
1

el oy™" =
! mnlo Qe ifi>m.

Multiplying the first with (™*"*! and the second with (™*"~! they can be easily verified using
the defining relations (62) and (G3]). O

Theorem 6.3. The functor ¢ : ER — M induced by the laz comonad morphism (0,¢) : (£,Q) —
(M, Q) of the above Proposition is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. ngS is the lift of the faithful ¢ along the Eilenberg-Moore forgetful functors,

gQLMQ

! !

£ —2 5 M
therefore it is faithful, too. For an arrow t € M®(¢(M, o), $(N, 3)) we have

oM 22 QM — QUeM

] o

oN —2y 5Q.N —N o QreN

therefore by Lemma 5.1t = ¢7 for a unique 7 € £(M, N). This allows to insert the arrow ¢Q,, 7
in the middle of the diagram so that the right square is commutative. But (3 being monic implies
commutativity of the left square, so 7 lifts to an arrow in EQ((M, a), (N, 3)). This proves that )
is full. Finally we show that ¢E is eso, in fact surjective on objects. Let (M,a) € M. Then by
Lemma [5.2 there is an (M, a) € £2 such that

v

pan N
(M—»(ZSQ”M >—>QnM) =y EQn_lao,.,ana
i.e., such that ¢(M,a) = (M, ). Thus ¢ is eso. O

Remark 6.4. There is a lift of the distributive law x : TQ — QT of Lemma 2.6l to a laz distributive
law ¥ : T4Qn — Q,T, provided we consider 7', Q, T, and Q,, as endofunctors on the category
M of (2,1)-type E-objects, which is the category of R°P® R-R°°® R-bimodules in case M = Abpg.
Of course, M has to have limits and colimits and R % _ has to preserve coequalizers in order for
T, to be a monad and x a monad morphism. More precisely, T, on M) is defined as T, on
M) = £ by considering M € M® as a (1,1)-type E-object in £ via p; and Ay and Q,, on M2
is defined as Q,, on M) by considering M € M) as a (1,1)-type E-object in € via A; and p;.
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Let x" := Q" 'y o...0QxQ" 2?0 xQ" ! and consider the diagram

£Qn

7Qn 7,Qn
N
Tc¢" N Cm
Tgc™ .
N
QM 4
Q" Q™ Q.1
o
X N N ¢y
one A
Q"T Q"Ty

in which kQ" is a coequalizer which defines ¥" and ("7 is an equalizer which defines ¢". Then
one obtains the distributive laws

Qnpt 0" T o Typ™ = ™ o pQy
V" on!Qn = Qun?
Y o Tyop = 07Ty o™
¥ o Toei =eiTyo "
as a consequence of (I7), (I9), (I8) and (20)), respectively. While the last two express only naturality

of ¢ the first two contain the monad data (Ty, 9, n?). The difference disappears, however, if we
introduce the lax monad T as a cosimplicial object A — End M2 by

T,, = Tt;", m >0
Tit21)4j := Tyn'T] i,7 >0
Tit(1—0y4s = Tae?Ty i,j > 0.

Then the lax distributive law becomes deceptively simple, just a natural transformation

(
TQ QT : A x A°° 5 End M® .
Note that TQ and QT are not the composite of two functors as in TQ — QT, rather the monoidal

product on their common target category: A x A°P TXQ Bnd M@ x End M® — End M®@. All
information on the compatibility of ¢™™ with p?, n9, §7', €} seems to be comprised in the naturality
of ™™ in m € A and n € A°P. However, ¥)"" also satisfies some ‘monoidality’ relations in m and
n separately which are automatic in this example and which ought to belong to the axioms of a lax

distributive law for general lax monad T and lax comonad Q.

In the rest of the paper we study the problem of how and when (ordinary) monoidal structures
on the category £ of E-objects will lead to monoidality of the Eilenberg-Moore categories £2Q or
&r, with a strong monoidal forgetful functor to &.

7. B1(CO)MONAD INDUCED STRUCTURES

In Section [3] we have seen how right R-bialgebroids induce right-monoidal structures on the
category Abp of right R-modules. Since bialgebroids correspond to bimonads, i.e., opmonoidal
monads, on & = rAbpg [25], it is natural to look for generalizations that produce right-monoidal
categories from bimonads.
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Let (£,®,R,a,171,r) be a monoidal category. Then a bimonad, more precisely a ®-bimonad,
(O, w, ) consists of an endofunctor O on £ together with an opmonoidal structure OM-N : O(M ®
N) = OM®ON, O° : OR — R and natural transformations w : 0O — O and ¢ : £ — O satisfying
the monad axioms (not involving the ®-structure) and the opmonoidality axioms

( ) A0L.OM.ON © (OL ® OM,N) o OL,M@N _ (OL,M ® ON) o OL®M,N o OaL,M,N
(66) (0° ® ON) 0 OFN 0 O =15,

(67) roa © (OM @ 0°) 0o OME = Ory,

(68) (W @ wy) 0 O9MON o OOMN — OMN 6 yy 10 n

(69) 0 owr =00 00°

(70) OMN o pen =ty @ Ly

(71) 0%cip=R.

We have written them using only a, 17! and r but never their inverses. This admits to speak about
opmonoidal monads in right-monoidal categories. Such right-opmonoidal monads are not really
new, they are just the monads in the 2-category r-OpmonCat. Indeed, relations (65HGT) say exactly
that O is a 1-cell and relations ([G8HTT) say that w and ¢ are 2-cells of this 2-category.

The so-called fusion operator [7] associated to a bimonad (O,w,:) is the natural transformation

(72) harn = (OM @ wy) o OMON © O(M ® ON) - OM @ ON .
Given a fusion operator we can recover the opmonoidal structure by
(73) OMN = hpyn 0o O(M @ uy).

The next result is essentially [7, Proposition 2.6] of Bruguieres, Lack and Virelizier although some
of the output is turned into input. But the main difference is the observation that the statement is
valid also when ® is a skew-monoidal product.

Proposition 7.1. Let (£,®, R,a,171 1) be a right-monoidal category and (O,w, 1) be a monad on
E. Then opmonoidal structures on O, i.e., OMN 00 satisfying (GA[7I]), are in bijection with data
consisting of a natural transformation hyrn : O(M®ON) — OM ®@ON and the same O° satisfying
the following relations:

(74) (0M®WN)OhM,ON:hM,NOO(M(g)WN)
(75) (hp,m ® ON) o hrgom,n © Oar.om,on © O(L ® harn) =

=aor,omonN ©(OL ® hpyrn) o b MgoN

(76) han o tmegon =t @ ON

(77) (0°® ON) o hpn o Olgh =154 ocwn

(78) roa o (OM @ O°) o hprr = Orp 0 O(M ® O°)
(79) (wp ® ON) o hon,n © Ohar,n = har,N © WMgON
(80) 0%oc1p =R.

The bijection is given by equations (73) and (73).
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Proof. Assume that an opmonoidal structure O~ OV is given and h is defined by (72). Then
([@4)) can be shown using associativity of the monad multiplication w,
(OM @ wy) o haron = (OM @ wy) o (OM @ won ) 0 OMO*N =
= (OM ®@wp) o (OM ® Owy) o OM.O*N _
= (OM @wy) 0 OMON 6 O(M @ wy) = har.n 0 O(M @ wy).
The proof of the associativity law (78 is a bit longer:

(ho,m ® ON) o hpgom,n © Oar.omon © O(L ® harn) =

= ((OL ® wp) ® ON) 0 (OFOM @ ON) o (O(L @ OM) @ wy) 0 OL¥OMON o Oa; o on
0O(L ® (OM @ wy)) 0o O(L @ OMON) =

= ((OL @ wyr) @ wy) o (OL ® O*M) ® Owy) o (OFOM g O3 N) 0 OLEOM.O°N
o Oay, on,02n © O(L® OMON) =

@ ((OL ®@ wy) @ wn) o (OL ® O*M) ® Owy) © aoL,02 0,05 N
o (OL ® OOM,OZN OL,OM®OQN o O(L ® OM,ON) _

)
)o
=aor.omon © (OL ® (wy @ wy)) o (OL @ (O*M @ Owy))
° (OL ® OOM,()?N) o (OL ® OOM’ON) o OL,O(M@ON) _
(

=aor.omon © (OL® (OM @ wy)) o (OL ® [(wM ® Won) © OOMO*N § O OMON )
o OL-O(MEON)

= aor,om,0N ©(OL ® hyrn) o hr mgon -
As for the remaining relations we proceed as follows:

har,n © tugon = (OM ® wy) o OMON

@ (OM@NN)O(LM(X)LON):LM@ON,

OLM®ON =

(O° @ ON) o hp y 0o Olgk = (R®@wy) o (0° @ O*N) 0o OOV 6 015}, =
)

= (R®WN)015%N :15}\] OWN ,

rom 0 (OM @ 0% o hy g =ron o (OM @ 0O°) o (OM ® wg) 0o OMOF =

i ron © (OM ® 0°) o (OM ® 00°) 0 OMOF =
=roa 0 (OM ® 0°) 0 OME o O(M © 0°) =

@ Orp 0 O(M @ O%)

and finally (79) follows from (G8]) easily.

Now assume that a fusion operator h is given, together with O°, and define OM-V by (73). First,
([Q) follows easily from ([76l). Then associativity relation (65) can be shown by means of (75]) and
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([0):

A0L.OM.ON © (OL ® OM,N) o OLM®N _
=aor,omoN ©(OL @ hpy,n) o (OL @ O(M @ tn)) o hp,mgn © O(L @ tyen) =
=aor,omon © (OL® hyn)ohr mgon ©cO(L@O(M ®uy)) o O(L ® tygn) =

Ve (he,m ® ON) o hrgom,n © Oar onm,on © O(L @ hayrn) 0o O(L @ O(M @ tn)) o O(L @ tpmgn)

m (he,m ® ON) o hrgom,n © Oar,omon © O(L ® (tm @ in)) =
= (hL,M ® ON) o (O(L (9 LM) & ON) ohrom,N © O((L & M) & LN) o OaL7M7N =
= (0FM @ ON) 0 OF®M:N 6 Oay yn -
Equation (66]) is a simple consequence of (7)) if we compose the latter with Oy . Similarly, (67])
follows from (Z8) and (80). For proving (68)) we need relation ([{9) and the calculation
((UM ® WN) o hOM,ON o O(OM & LON) o OhMJv 9 02(M ® LN) =
= (CUM ® ON) o hOM,N o OhM)N o 02(M ® LN) =
@

harn o wyvgon © O (M @ 1y) =

=hyunoOM @iy)otmen = OMN oy .
Finally, ([69) is the consequence of (7)) and (78],
0% o wp :rROIE 00%owp :rRO(R®OO)015}%owR =

rpo(0°® 0% ohprroOlg, =0%0ror0 (OR®O) o hggoOly, =

m
@ 0 0 -1 _ O -1 0 __
= 0°00rgroOR®0") 00l =0"00rgoO0l;, 000" =

=0"000°.
This finishes the proof that O is opmonoidal.
It remains to verify that ({2 and (73]) define a bijection between fusion operators and opmonoidal

structures. While the composite mapping O™ — hy v = OM is the identity for whatever
OM:N | the composite hyr n — OMN — hyy v becomes the identity after using (74). O

Proposition 7.2. Let (O,w, 1) be a bimonad on the (right-)monoidal category (£,®, R,a,171 r).
Then there is a right-monoidal structure on £ given by

(81) M®N :=M®ON

(82) Ao = aromon © (L ® (OM @wy)) o (L @ OMON)
(83) v =15k, 0 tar

(84) Env =1y 0 (M®0°%.

The unit 171 of the ®-structure gives rise to a monad morphism 15}\, : ON = TN from O to the
canonical monad T = R ©® _ of the ®-structure.

Proof. By Proposition [.1] the monad O is supplied with a fusion operator h. Since the associator
4 is essentially given by the fusion operator, the pentagon equation (I) for the ® product is a
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consequence of (78] and of the pentagon equation for ®,

(Y.L, © N) odr,Lomn © (K O mN) =

= (ak,oL,om @ ON) o (K ®hp,m) ® ON) oag oLgom),on © (K @ hrgom,n)
o (K ®Oar omon)o(K®QO(L®hynN)) =

= (ax,or,om ® ON) 0 aK 0LeOM,0ON
o (K ® [(hp,m ® ON) o hpgom,n © Oar.om,on © O(L @ hy,n)]) =

@)

(ax,or,om ® ON) oag orgom,on © (K ®aor,om,0nN)
o(K®(OL®@hpnN))o (K ®hp mgon) =

= aKgoL,0M,0N ©aK,0L,0Me0N © (K @ (OL® hyrn)) o (K @ hy Mmgon) =
= YK®OL,M,N © VYK,L,MON -

The unit-triangle @) for ® follows from ([76]) and from the unit triangle for ®,

YRr,M,N © IMeN = ar,oM0oN © (R® han) o (R® tugon) 0 Ljgon =

= agomonN ©°(R® (tmy ® ON)) o 11T/11®ON =

=(R®um) ®ON)o (1 ®ON) =niy @ N.
The counit-triangle @) for ® follows from the counit triangle for ® and from (78],

EMON ©YM.N.R =TMgon © (M ® ON)® O°) oayonoro (M ®hyg) =
=(M®@ron)o (M@ (ON®0%)o(M®hyr)=

D (0@ Orn)o (M &ON ©0%) = M @iy .

The mixed triangle {@]) can be shown using (7] and then the analogous triangle for ®:

(EM O N)oAnrNno(MONN)=
= ((rmo(M®O0")®ON)oanorono(M®hgy)o(M® 015}\, oOLy) =
= (ra ® ON) oaypon © (M & (0° @ ON)) o (M @ hrn) o (M @ Olgy) o (M @ Ouy) =

@ (ras @ ON) oap,roN © (M®la}v) o(M®@wn)o (M ®OuLy) =

=(ry ®ON)oay gonvo (M) =MON.
Finally, (@) for ® follows from (1)) and from the analogous axiom for ®,
éronr =rro (R®0%) o (R®ip)oly' =rgoly' =R.
This finishes the proof that ® is a right-monoidal structure. The natural transformation 15}\,

(together with the identity functor on &) is a monad morphism O — T if it satisfies the following
two conditions:

(85) fin ol 0 Olgy =I5k own

(86) Ny = 15}\4 oLp -
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The LHS of the first can be written as
(Er®ON) o R RN ©l5(pgon © Oloy =
=(rr®ON) o ((R®0°)® ON)oagroron°(R@hrn)o(R®Olgy)olyiy =
D

rg ® ON)oapg roN © (R® 16}\,) o(R®wy)o IO%N —
= 15}\/ own
which is the RHS. The second condition is just the definition (&3)) of 7, so 15}\, is a monad morphism

as claimed. O

Definition 7.3. The right-monoidal structures twist isomorphic (see Definition [24]) to ones arising
from a bimonad w.r.t. some ordinary monoidal structure ® as in Proposition are called ®-
representable or representable by a ®-bimonad.

Passing to the reversed right-monoidal structures one obtains the notion of representability of
left-monoidal categories by opmonoidal monads. Up to twist isomorphism they are given by

MG&®N:=0M®N
. | oL,M
YL.mN = ag onn © (W ® OM) @ N) o (O ®N)
M = 1‘6}\/[ O Lng
én =1y 0 (0°® M).
Passing to the opposite category opmonoidal monads become monoidal comonads and we obtain

the notion of corepresentability.

Definition 7.4. A right-monoidal category (M, =, R,~,n,€) is corepresentable by a monoidal
comonad (C,Ca,Cy, A,€) in a (left-) monoidal structure (M, ®, R,a=!,r=1 1) when it is twist-
isomorphic to the following right-monoidal structure:

MON:=N@CM

Yr,mn = (N®@Cucr) o (N®@(CM ®AL)) oa;/,lCM,CL
v = (M ® Co) oy
éM = €pn O ICM .

It is left to the reader to write up what corepresentability means for left-monoidal categories.

8. THE REPRESENTABILITY THEOREM

We wish to study the situation of a category £ endowed with two right-monoidal structures
(E,%,R,7v,m,¢) and (£,®, R,a,17!,r) with a common unit object R. Later the second structure
will be assumed to be an ordinary monoidal structure, this explains the notation, but for a good
while the unit 1341 : M — R® M is not assumed to be invertible, neither are ar, a7,y and rps. We
shall briefly refer to them as the *-structure and the ®-structure.

In order to relate this situation to that of earlier sections one may think £ as the category of left
E-objects in Abg, i.e., £ is the bimodule category rAbg with ® the tensor product ®. Then x* is

R
the quotient *, of a right-monoidal structure on Abg as it was described in Proposition
Definition 8.1. A tetrahedral homomorphism from the x-structure to the ®-structure is a natural

transformation
trun: LOM*xN) - (LOM)*xN
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satisfying the following axioms:

(87) (agrm*N)otxremno (K ®trmN) =tkeoL MN©AK L M«N
(88) (tx,.m*N)otg pspn o (K @ YL MN) = YKRLMN © UK, L M«N
(89) tran oy =1 * N

(90) emMeNotMNR=MQeN.

A tetrahedral isomorphism is a tetrahedral homomorphism ¢ for which
(91) Wp,N 1= (I‘M*N)OtM)R)N c MQTN —- Mx N
is a natural isomorphism where T'= R x _.

Axioms (B7)) and (88]) are pentagons on the string of symbols K@ L& M+« N and K® Lx M * N,
respectively. Axioms (89) and (@) are analogous to the unit and counit axioms (2] and (B]). The
analogue of () is void since we have no distinguished arrow M ® N — M x N to put on the right
hand side, except the one on the left hand side.

The above axioms for ¢ can be recognized to be a fragment of the Cockett-Seely axioms for
‘linearly distributive categories’ [10] although we do not assume either * or ® to be monoidal struc-
tures. Our terminology ’tetrahedral” refers to the early 90s when A. Ocneanu used a tetrahedral
calculus to formulate his ‘double-triangle algebras’ |20 [21].

Lemma 8.2. For t a tetrahedral isomorphism from a x-structure to a ®-structure we have the
following results.

(92) wr,yolny =TN
(93) to, MmN = wremM,N oaL MmN © (L ® sz/fl,N)
(94)  (wp,m *N)owrgrmnoarrmrn o (L® w:lew,N) o (L ®YR,M,N) = YL,M,N O WL M+N
(95) emownpr=rpmo(M®EeR).
Proof. Setting M = R in (89) and multiplying it with rg * N we obtain wg y o L5 = (rg * N) o
(1z' * N) the RHS of which is the identity by axiom (F) for the ®@-structure. This proves (@2).

Set (K,L,M,N) = (L, M,R,N) in the pentagon (&), multiply it with rpg * N and use (Bl
for the ®. Then we obtain

(L@ry)* N)otr morN ° (L ®trmRN) = WLgM,N © AL MTN -

Using naturality of ¢ the LHS becomes ¢1, p,n © (L @ was,n) from which ([@3) follows immediately.

Setting (K, L, M,N) = (L,R, M, N) in (88)) and then multiplying it with (rz * M)« N we obtain

(wp,p * N)otr ram,n o (L @ YrM,N) = YL, MN © WL MxN -

Inserting here the expression ([@3]) we obtain the heptagon (@4]).
Setting N = R in (@0), multiplying it with rj; and then using naturality of € on the LHS leads

to ([@3). O

Proposition 8.3. Given right-monoidal structures ® and * on the same category and with same
unit object R equations (91]) and [93) provide a bijection between

tetrahedral isomorphisms tp pyyn : L (M« N) — (L@ M)+« N

and natural isomorphisms wyr N : M @ TN = M x N satisfying (94) and (93).

Proof. Given a tetrahedral isomorphism ¢ the natural isomorphism w defined by (Q1)) satisfies (04))
and (@5) by Lemma [82
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Assume w is a natural isomorphism satisfying ([@4]) and (95) and define the natural transformation
t by [@3]). Then the pentagon (87) is a simple consequence of the pentagon for a (and invertibility
of w). But in order to prove the other pentagon (88) we need its special case ([@4)). The LHS of
([B]) can be written as
LHS = (wier,m * N) o (ag,rrm * N) o (K @ wp ) * N)
O WK g(L+M),N ©aK,L«M,TN © (K ® wZiM,N) o(K®vyrL,mnN) =
= (wrkerL,m * N)owrkgryerm,n © (kv @ TN)oakg rerm, N
o(K® wZéTM,N) o(K® (wZ,lM *N))o(K®vL,mN) =
(2B

(wrer,m * N) owrkgryerm,n © (ar,L,rm @ TN) o ak Lorm, TN
(K®arrmrn)o (K@ (Lewny y)o (K@ (Leyrmun)) o (K@wy ) =
= (wK®L,M * N) CWK®L)®TM,N © AKQL,TM, TN © AK,L. TMRTN
o (K@ (L@wpy n))o (K@ (L®yrmn))o(KQwy,y) =
= (wrkeL,m * N) owkeryerm,n ©axker,rM,rN © (K ® L) ® w;F}mN)
o((K®L)®YrMN)oakg o) ° (K ® w;,ljw*N) =
@

YK®L,M,N © WK®L,MxN © aK [, T(M+N) © (K ® wZ}M*N)

which is exactly the RHS. In order to prove ([89) insert L = R in the definition (33)) of ¢ and multiply
. . 1

it with 1, -

traN © Ly, v = WReM,N © @R M TN © 1&1®TN °© wlﬁl,N -

= wrem,y © (I @ TN)owy y =13} « N

where we used (@) for ®. Axiom (@0) in turn can be proven by using ([@5) and @) for ®:

—1
EM@N OtM,N,R = EM@N © WMaN,R©aMN,TR O (M @ wy ) =

@)rM®N o ((M X N) ®ER) oapm, N,TR© (M ® w;,’lR) =

=rumen camnro (M ® (N ®eg)owyp)) =
@M@ rNo(N®sR)ow];}R} @)M@SN-

This finishes the proof that t is a tetrahedral homomorphism. That it is also a tetrahedral isomor-
phism will be a consequence of that the composite map w + t — w is the identity. Indeed, it maps
w to

(I‘M * N) O WM@R,N © &M, R, TN © (M ® wE}N) = Wp,N © (I‘M ®TN) oap,R,TN © (M ® l;]lv) =
= WM,N
by ([@2) and by the ) axiom for ®. That ¢ — w — ¢ is also the identity has been already proven
in Lemma [B22 when we verified (@3)). O

Note that in case of tetrahedral isomorphisms axiom (89) is redundant, it follows from (&7) alone.
Indeed, in Lemma [@3)) was a consequence of only (7)) and in the proof of Proposition [8.3] we
derived axiom (89)) using only (@3]).
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Having a natural isomorphism w as in Proposition we can define what looks like an op-
monoidal structure for the canonical monad 7', namely

(96) TN .= wyyy v oyrRMN 0 Twyy o T(M@ny) : T(M®N) —TM®TN
(97) T°:=¢p : TR - R.

In order to prove that they make the monad (T, i, n) opmonoidal, we use the technology of fusion
operators. In contrast to Section [l however, we need h to be expressed in terms of w. Comparing
@6) with (2 the conjecture is that

(98) hat, N ::w;%/LNoyR)M)NoTwMW : TIM®TN) - TM TN
is a fusion operator.

Lemma 8.4. Let the natural isomorphism w satisfy (94) and [33). Then (98), together with
T° = &g, is a fusion operator for the monad (T,u,n), i.e., it satisfies equations (THW) with
O,w,t,0° replaced by T, u,n, T, respectively.

Proof. First we prove ({3 by unpacking it by means of ([@8) and then using ([@4) twice:
(hL,M & TN) o hL®TM,N o TaL,TM)TN o T(L X hM,N)
= (w;ll/,M ® TN) ° (7R7L7M ® TN) ° (TwLyM ® TN) o w;(lL®TM)7N ©YR,LQTM,N
o Twrgrm,n o Tar rarrn o T(L ® wrpy ) 0 T(L @ yrarn) 0 T(L © Twar,n) =
= (wyp p ®TN)owp,py N © (YR.LM * N) 0 YR Lert, N

oT [(wL,M * N)owrgrm,n carrym,rn © (L ® w%%/[,zv) o(L®vyrmN)o(L@TwymN)| =

Il

(wrp pr @ TN) o wrpap v © (VR0 % N) 0 YR, Lart, N © TyL,0M,N
o TwL,M*N o T(L ® TwM,N) =

—1 —1
= (wyppp ® TN) o wrp, N ©YTL,M,N © YR,L,MxN © Twr pen 0 T(L ® Twy, n) =

(
WrLeran © (Wrp % N) 0 ¥rL N 0 WL m«n © b aren 0 T(L @ Twy N) =

I

arprary © (TL@wryy ) o (TL® YR N) 0 hrarey o T(L @ Twy n) =

=arrrmrN o (TL® hy,N) o hL MeTN
Equations (@), (1) and (78) can be shown as follows:

-1
hy,n o NMeTN = Wy N © YR,MN © TWM,N © NMeTN =

—1
= Wpp,N ©VR,M,N OTM«N © WM,N =

& _

= szlw,NO(WM*N)OwM,N:??M@TN.

(T0®TN)ohR)NoTl;le = (ER®TN)ow;Il%)N O YR.R.N oTwRﬁNoTl;le =
@

= Wp N © (er*N)oYrRrRN =

@2

= l%zlvo,uN.
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rra o (TM @T) o hpyrr =rraro (TM ®¢R) ow;}w)ROFyR,M,ROTwM,R =

= erm oYR,M,R O Twr R =

= TEMOT’wMﬁR =

& TryoT(M ®T°).

In order to prove ([74]) we need some preparation.
wy,N o (M pun) =
=wyno(rpy @TN)oay grno (M ®w§}N) o(M®(ep+xN))o(MQvyrRrN)=
=wp,n o (ryy ®TN) o (M ®eg) @ TN)oay rrrn o (M @wrg y) o (M ®yraN) =
(@5

lop)

wy,n © (x @ TN) o (war,r @ TN) 0 anrrrrn © (M @ wrp v) o (M @ YrRN) =

wy,N o (e ®TN) o wIT/[l*R’N O YM,R,N © WM, TN =
= (em * N) oym,R,N OWM,TN =
(99) = pm,N 0w, TN
where in the first line we inserted an identity arrow in the form of the ®-version of axiom (), using
also ([@2), and in the last line we used the notation of [25). It follows that
(TM @ pn)ohyrn = (TM® puy)o w:F}mTN oYrR,M, TN © Twy, TN =

@y _

1
= Wy N © HTM,N © YR,M, TN © TwM TN =

@

-1
= wrpn © (Erm ¥ N) o (Yrm,r * N) 0 YR, Mxr,N © TyM, RN © TWNM TN =

B

1
= Wy N ©VRMN © Tpp,N o Twyrn =

@9

= w;}VIN ovrMNOTwy NoT(M® pn) =

(100) =hunoT(M® pun)

which is relation (74)). While (80) obviously follows from (&) the proof of (79) needs some work:
(tas ® TN) 0 hary 0 Thary =
= (up @ TN) o w;leyN oYrTM.N © TWra N © Tw;]l\LN o TR, M,N © T2wM7N =

—1 2
= wrprn © (v * N)oyrrm,N o Tyr N o T WM, N =

@

1 2

= wypn © ((Er * M) * N) o YRir,M,N © VR, R,M+N © T wWnr,n =
—1 2

=Wy N © VRM,N © Baisn © T wam,N = ha,N © pmeTN -

O
Proposition 8.5. Given a monoidal structure ® and a right-monoidal structure * on the same
category and with the same unit object R the existence of a natural isomorphism wy,n @ M ®

(R* N) — M = N satisfying equations (94) and (J3) implies that the formulas (98), [97) define a
®-opmonoidal structure for the canonical monad T = (R * _, u,n) of the x-structure.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma [B.4] and Proposition [7.11 O
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Theorem 8.6. Let (£,®, R,a, 171, 1) be a monoidal category. Then for a right-monoidal structure
* on € with unit object R the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) The *-structure is Q-representable (by a ®-bimonad) in the sense of Definition [7.3
(ii) There exists a natural isomorphism warn : M @ (R+ N) — M« N satisfying the heptagon

(94) and the tetragon (97).
(iii) There exists a tetrahedral isomorphism tp, yn: L& (M * N) =S (L@ M)+ N.

Proof. Equivalence of (ii) and (iii) has been shown in Proposition[83] Assume (i). This means that
there exist a bimonad (O,w,t) w.r.t. the ®-structure and a skew-twist vy v : M @ N — M « N
where © is the skew-monoidal structure induced by O in the sense of Proposition Therefore v
satisfies the relations

(101) vLm,N © (Vr,m ® ON) oy i = vr,M,N © v, MxN © (L ® Ovi,n)
(102) UR,N OTIN = 1IN
(103) EM = EM ©UM,R

where 4, 1), € are the expressions [82]), (83]), (84)). We claim that the composite

M®U;£,1N M®lon VM,N
(104) wpuN = |M®TN M®(RG®N) M®N M« N

is a natural isomorphism satisfying (@4) and ([@5). With the notation uy := lon © v;%)lN the left
hand side of (@4) can be transformed to the right hand side as follows.

VL«M,N © (’UL)M X ON) o} ((L X UM) X ON) e} ((L X TM) ®’LLN) car TM,TN © (L X (TM ®u;,1))
o (L®vpy n) o (L®YRMN) =
=vr«m,n © (VL ® ON) oag omon © (L ® (upr @ ON)) o (L ® 1’511\4,1\/) o(L®YRrMN)=

(DI:m) vr«m,N © (vp,m @ ON) oar omon © (L @ (loy @ ON)) o (L @ Yr,m,N)
o(L®(R® OUJTz[l,N)) o(L® ’UI_%,lM*N) =
&2

vrem,n © (v, ® ON) oar omon © (L ®lomgon)

o (L®(R®(OM @wy)))o(Le(ReOMN)) o (L® (R Ovyy)) o (L®vghny) =
= ULs«M,N © ('UL,M ® ON) oar,oM,0ON © (L ® (OM ®wN)) o (L ® OM’ON)

o (L ® O’L)]T;’N) o (L ® UM*N) =

= VLxM,N © ('UL,M ®0N) O'.YL,M,N o (L®0’U;41’N) o (L®UM*N) =

=" YL,M,N O VL M«N © (L @ upran) =

= YL,M,N © WL MxN -
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In order to prove ([@5]) we compute its left hand side

emownm,r = Eémo(M®ug)=
=épo(ry ®OR) ocap roro (M ® UJE}R) =

. —1
rar 05M®RoaM7R70Ro (M®UR,R) =

ryoryero (M ®R)®0°) o apn,R,ORO© (M®v];}R) =
ryo(M®rg)o(M®(R®0%)o0(Meugly) =

| ”@

II=

ryo(M®Eeg)o (M ®’U§’1R) =

@rMo(M®SR)

and arrive to to the expression on the right hand side. This proves the implication (i)=>(ii).

Now assume (ii). Then we know by Proposition [R5 that 7" is a bimonad, so by Proposition
that MON := M QTN is a right-monoidal product. Therefore ®-representability of the x-structure
would follow immediately if we could show that war,ny : M © N = M x N is a twist.

wrs,N © (wp, i @ TN) odL N =

= WLxM,N © (U}L,M ®TN) ocar,TM,TN © (L X (TM® ,UN)) o (L R TM7TN) —

= (wp,m * N)owrgrm,n oarrmrn © (L ® w;F}mN) o(L@yprmn)o(L®TwyN) =

@

YL,M,N © WL a«N © (L @ Twar,n)

proves the hexagon relation (I0I) for w. The following simple computations yield the remaining
relations:

. (B3 1 @2
wrNon = wrnolpyony = nn
_ _ N2
emowmr=rmo(M®er)=rpo(MQT") ="€n.
So, w is indeed a twist and this finishes the proof of the implication (ii)=(i). O

9. CLOSED SKEW-MONOIDAL CATEGORIES

A skew-monoidal category (M, *, R,,n,¢) is called left (right) closed if the endofunctor _ * N
(resp. N % _) has a right adjoint hom'(N, _) (resp. hom” (N, _)) for all object N € M. Tt is called
closed if it is both left closed and right closed.

Theorem 9.1. Let R be a ring. Then closed right-monoidal structures (Abg, *, R,~v,n,€) on the
category of right R-modules, with unit object being the right-reqular R-module, are precisely the
right bialgebroids over R.

Proof. In Section [l we have shown how bialgebroids over R give rise to right-monoidal structures
on Abg. The definition of the right-monoidal product (30) makes it obvious that it is closed.

Let % be a closed right-monoidal structure on Abg. Since Abg is cocomplete and _ x NV is left
adjoint, by the Eilenberg-Watts Theorem there is an isomorphism

’UM)NZM(X)TN:}M*N
R

natural in M for each N where ® stands for the action on the monoidal category rAbgr on Abg.
R
(Note that the left R-module structure of TN = R+ N is defined by the endomorphism ring of the
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right-regular module R, i.e., by A; in the notation of Section ) Without loss of generality we may
assume that v also satisfies the normalization

(105) 'UR,N = lTN

for each N. (Otherwise compose it with (M ® (17n ov};}N)).) Then considering N — (- % N) as the
object map of a functor Abp — End Abpr the vas v becomes natural in N, too. Now substituting
v for w in the heptagon ([@4) with L = R we obtain an identity due to (I03]). Similarly, ([@5) with
w=wv and M = R is an identity. Therefore, using that R is a generator, it follows that both (@4])
and (@5) are identities for all values of their arguments L, M and N.

Next we want to construct a w for the quotient right-monoidal structure *, (see Proposition [.3])
on the monoidal category rAbg. There is a unique w such that for all M, N € rAbpg

M@TN MY M N
R

(106) M%mwl lqM,N

M®T,N =22 M, N
R

since g, N is a coequalizer. wpy n is invertible since M ® _ preserves coequalizers. Now use (@8],

R
@3] to show that the heptagon ([@4]) and tetragon (@) for v and * implies the heptagon and tetragon
for w and *,. Then by Theorem T, is a bimonad on grAbg. Thus we could conclude by [25]
Theorem 4.5] that Tj is the bimonad of a bialgebroid if we knew that Ty, is left adjoint. Using that
* is also right closed the Eilenberg-Watts Theorem provides an isomorphism M« N =2 N ® (M x R);
Ra
hence TN = N ® H where H = R x R. The quotient

Ra

P12 PIAN
TqN:/ TN%‘/ (NoH) = NoH

Ro R€

amalgamates the left R-action on N with the right R-action p; on H which, together with ®,

Ra
amounts to taking tensor product over R® = R°®? ® R by considering N as right R®-module and H
as left R°-module via (r' @ r) - h = p1(r') o Aa(r)(h). As such, T, is left adjoint. O

Combining the above result with Mitchell’s Theorem on the characterization of module cate-
gories we can obtain a characterization of skew-monoidal categories of bialgebroids without explicit
reference to the base ring.

Corollary 9.2. A right monoidal category (M,*, R,~v,n,€) is equivalent to the right-monoidal
category of a right-bialgebroid iff

(i) M is cocomplete abelian,
(ii) = preserves colimits in both arguments
(iil) and R is a small projective generator.

10. MONOIDAL (LAX) COMONADS

In this last section, we discuss two results that lead to monoidality of the canonical lax comonad
of a skew-monoidal category.
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10.1. The corepresentability theorem. We would like to characterize the skew-monoidal cate-
gories that can be “corepresented” in the sense of Definition [.4] by a monoidal comonad. For that
purpose we dualize the construction of Section B

Let (£,#, R) be a right-monoidal category the dual (£°P, «°P  R) of which is representable by
an opmonoidal monad in the right-monoidal category (£°P,®, R). This means precisely that the
original s-structure is corepresentable by a monoidal comonad w.r.t the left-monoidal structure ®.
So we can speak about tetrahedral homomorphisms ¢ as natural transformations

trmuN @ Nx(L@M) — L® (N M)
satisfying the pentagons
(K®trmn) otk Lomn o (N * a;}}L_’M) = al_(}L,N*M otKeLM.N
(K @yn ML) 0 tie,msn,n © (N *ti 1 am) = tK,L,N«M © YN, M KQL
and the triangles
Invinvrotrvn = N x 1y
tym,N,RONMMeN = M @1y .

(We have written ¢ exactly for what it was in Section [§] without even permuting indices, now using
the opposite composition and opposite skew-monoidal product.) Such a ¢ is then a tetrahedral
isomorphism if
wpr,N =ty RN © (N*I‘X;) : N« M — M®QN
is a natural isomorphism.
Dualizing Proposition [R:3] we obtain that ¢ is a tetrahedral isomorphism if and only if w satisfies
the following heptagon and tetragon equations:

(107)  wr,NsmoYN ML = (L®YNmR) o (L® w(:)}\/[N) o aZ}QM_’QN owreQm,N © (N *wr 1)
(108) wyr,r o = (M @ng)ory, .
The fusion operators can be defined as the composite natural transformation
han = Quum N o yNMRO WGy Ny P QM@ QN — Q(M @ QN).

This allows to write up the would-be monoidal structure for the canonical comonad @ = (_*R, J, )
as follows

(109) QuN=QM®@en)ohun : QMRQN — QM ®N)
(110) QO =nrp : R — QR
Then by dualizing Theorem we obtain the following corepresentability theorem:

Theorem 10.1. Let £ be a category equipped with a right-monoidal structure x and a monoidal
structure @ with a common unit object R. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(i) * is ®-corepresentable, i.e., there is a ®-monoidal comonad C and a twist-isomorphism
MxN 5 N®CM of right monoidal structures.
(ii) There is a natural isomorphism wy N : N x M = M ® QN satisfying the heptagon and
tetragon equations (I07) and (I08) where Q is the canonical comonad of the *-structure.
(iii) There is a tetrahedral isomorphism tp pyn: N+ (L@ M) — L& (N * M).

One may try to apply this corepresentation theorem to a situation dual to that of Section[d e.g.,
by considering categories of right comodules of a coalgebra and coclosed skew-monoidal structures
on them. Unfortunately this dualization seems to require more than what is known, to the present
author, about bicoalgebroids [8] [2].
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10.2. Monoidality of the lax comonad on pMpg. If £ is a monoidal category then monoidality
of the lax comonad Q : A°® — End& means the structure on Q that allows its factorization
through the faithful functor End® € — End £ which forgets monoidality of monoidal endofunctors
and their monoidal natural transformations. If £ is the category of E-objects of a complete right-
monoidal category M and Q is the lax comonad on £ constructed in Section [6] then one would like
to find conditions on a monoidal structure ® on £ which implies monoidality of Q. For the monad
T, the existence of tetrahedral isomorphism between ® and *, on &£ implied its opmonoidality.
Unfortunately we do not know analogous conditions that would imply monoidality of Q. However,
if £ is the category rAbg of bimodules over a ring R and Q is the lax comonad of a right R-
bialgebroid one expects that monoidality of Q follows without any additional conditions.

As the proof of [12, Proposition 4.2] indicates, in order to construct the monoidal structure of
Q, it is not sufficient to work within rAbg, it has to be embedded into a monoidal bicategory
of bimodules. The basic idea of the proof of the next Theorem is that of the above mentioned
construction of [12] although some differences in the conventions may disguise it.

Theorem 10.2. For a commutative ring k and a k-algebra R let (Mg, %, R,y,n, ) be a closed right-
monoidal structure on the category of right R-modules. Then the lax comonad Q on pRMpr defined in
Proposition[6.2 is monoidal and the Eilenberg-Moore category RM(}% has a unique monoidal structure
such that the forgetful functor RM% — rMg is strict monoidal.

Proof. Let £(m,n) be the category of R,-R,,-bimodules where R,, := R® (R°® ® R)®"~1 and ®
denotes tensor product over k. Tensor product over R, is denoted by O for any n.

Let H denote R x R as an R°? ® R-bimodule. Since H is a monoid in the category of R°P ® R-
bimodules, tensoring with H (n times) defines monoidal functors H” : £(1,1) — E(n + 1,n +1)
given recursively by HOM := M and H*M := H"'M @ H if n > 0.

Let P € £(1,2) be the k-module R ® R equipped with (R ® R°® ® R)-R-bimodule structure

(rer@r) - (x®y)-ry:=riar’ @royrs.
We shall also need the n-th iterate of P
Pp:=P and P,:=(P®R,_1)0P,1€&(1,n+1), n>1.

Since _ * N is left adjoint for each N € Mg, there is an isomorphism M * N = M ® (R * N),
R

natural in M, where the left R-module structure of R N is given by A;. Setting N = R we obtain
QM 5 M ® H =HM O P and iterating Q"M = H"M O P,.

R
Using that P, 0 _ : £(1,1) — £(1,n + 1) has a right adjoint the object map of the lax comonad
Q can be given by the functors

M ~ Q.M = Hompg, ,,(P,,Q"M) = Hompg, ,,(P,,H"M O P,)

The counit of this hom-tensor adjunction, i.e., the evaluation ev” : P, O Homg, (P, -) — -,
allows us to define (Q,)a,n by the following commutative diagram (in which the associators for
O are suppressed and evl}; is written instead of evi.,, o p for brevity)

(10 eviy)o(evy, O1)

P,0Q,MOQ,N
(111) 1o (Qn)M,Nl l(Hn)M,Nu ]

P,0Q,(MON) o x, H"(MON)OP,

H*"MOH"NOP,
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The unit (Qn)o : R — Q.R, in turn, is defined by the unit of H" via the diagram
P,OR ——— R, 0P,

(112) 1D(Qn)ol l(H%m

P,0Q,R —% H"ROP,
That (Qn)m,~n and (Qy,)o make Q,, a monoidal functor is now a simple consequence of monoidality
of the functor H".
Next we have to show that Qg is a monoidal natural transformation for all f : m — n in A. For
f=i+(2—=1)+ (n—1—1) this means showing commutativity of the diagrams

Q.MOQ,N SN o ron) r ‘2, Q.R
5;Mu5;Nl lé;(MDN) H lfs;
QuitMOQuN 2% Q1 (M ON) RS QR

To make a long story short, we already know by Theorem that H is a right R-bialgebroid
AH
therefore the factorization of the comultiplication A# : H — H x H — H ® H through the

Takeuchi product is an algebra map A% . Commutativity of the above two diagramg follows precisely
from multiplicativity and unitality of A%. Similar observation for the counit leads to monoidality
of /. This defines the required factorization of the functor Q : A°® — End&(1,1) through the
category End® £(1, 1) of monoidal endofunctors and monoidal natural transformations.

It remains to show that the monoidal structure of Q, namely v and ¢, consists also of monoidal
natural transformations. For ¢ there is nothing to prove since it can be chosen to be the identity as
we have seen in the proof of Proposition For v this is the commutativity of the diagrams

QanM ] QanN —— Qan(M ] N) R — QanR
(113) Um’nMDUm’an lym,n(MDN) H lynl,nR
QrnM O QminN —— Qumin (M U N) R —— QuinR

Since Ppyn = (P, ® (R°? ® R)™) 0O P,,, we obtain the following multiplicativity rule for the eval-
uation:

10 evi?
Prin 0QnQ,M —— H™(P,0Q,M)0P,

(114) lDuE’nJ/ le evy, O1
eyt
Poin OQuinM M gmtnprop,,,.
Using (II1) and (II4) one can show that

evrl\?}[JEnN O(Pm-i-n o Vﬁ)gjv) o (Pm—i-n o (Qan)M,N) =

= evrl\T;L[JEnN o(Prgn O (Qmin)m,N) © (Prgn O Vﬂﬁn O V?V”L)

from which the first diagram in (I13]) follows by adjunction. As for the second diagram one utilizes
the fact that H™+" = H™H" in diagram (I12) to obtain

eV " o(10 (Qmn)o) = (H™evy O1) o (H™(10(Qn)o) O 1) 0 (10 evig) o (1010(Qum)o)

from which the statement can be obtained by rewriting the RHS using (II4). This finishes the
proof of monoidality of the lax comonad. The way the Eilenberg-Moore forgetful functor becomes
strict monoidal is standard and needs no explanation. O
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