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CROSSED MODULES OF MONOIDS II.
RELATIVE CROSSED MODULES

GABRIELLA BOHM

ABSTRACT. This is the second part of a series of three strongly related papers in
which three equivalent structures are studied:

- internal categories in categories of monoids; defined in terms of pullbacks rel-

ative to a chosen class of spans

- crossed modules of monoids relative to this class of spans

- simplicial monoids of so-called Moore length 1 relative to this class of spans.
The most important examples of monoids that are covered are small categories
(treated as monoids in categories of spans) and bimonoids in symmetric monoidal
categories (regarded as monoids in categories of comonoids). In this second part
we define relative crossed modules of monoids and prove their equivalence with the
relative categories of Part 1.

INTRODUCTION

Since their appearance in [17], crossed modules of groups have been intensively
studied and applied in various contexts; see e.g. the reviews [13, 14, 12] and the
references in them. They admit several different descriptions: a simplicial group
whose Moore complex is concentrated in degrees 1 and 2 turns out to be the internal
nerve of a strict 2-group and the Moore complex yields a crossed module. These
constructions establish, in fact, equivalences between these three notions.

The first (to our knowledge) proof of the equivalence between crossed modules and
strict 2-groups — that is, category objects in the category of groups — can be found
in [5], where it is referred also to the unpublished proof [6]. Based on the fact that
groups constitute a semi-Abelian category, another short and deeply conceptual proof
is due to George Janelidze [10].

More recently, however, some results on, and certain applications of crossed modules
of groups were extended to crossed modules of groupoids [4] and of Hopf algebras
[1, 16, 11, 8, 7]. To these generalizations Janelidze’s proof can not be applied directly.
Our aim is therefore to develop a wider theory of crossed modules of monoids in more
general monoidal categories which are not expected to have all pullbacks (not even
along split epimorphisms). We have the above two main examples in mind:

- Categories of spans whose monoids are small categories, including groupoids
in particular.

- Categories of comonoids in symmetric monoidal categories whose monoids are
bimonoids including Hopf monoids in particular.

In the first part [2] of this series of papers we discussed classes of spans satisfying
appropriate conditions; and relative pullbacks with respect to them. Assuming that
such pullbacks exist — as they do in our key examples — we introduced a monoidal
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category with monoidal product provided by these pullbacks. We defined a relative
(to the chosen class of spans) category as a monoid in this monoidal category. It is
given by the usual data

B=—i=A-% 404 (*)
—_—~———— B

t

where E is now a relative pullback.

In the current article we make the next step and prove the equivalence of the
following categories for a fixed class of suitable spans in a monoidal category:

- the category of relative categories in the category of monoids,
- the category of relative crossed modules of monoids.

Our methodology is inspired by Janelidze’s paper [10]: In Section 1 we investigate
first some category of split epimorphisms of monoids. We obtain an equivalent de-

scription of a split epimorphism of monoids B = A in terms of a distributive law
S

which allows for handy characterizations of possible morphisms ¢ and d in (). This
is used in Section 2 and Section 3, respectively, to present equivalent descriptions of
some reflexive graphs of monoids in terms of relative pre-crossed modules of monoids;
and of relative category objects () in categories of monoids in terms of relative crossed
modules of monoids. Applying our results to categories of spans and to categories of
comonoids, respectively, we re-obtain the definitions of crossed modules of groupoids
in [4] and of crossed modules of Hopf monoids in [16], respectively.

Our next aim is to extend to our setting the equivalence of strict 2-groups and the
category of crossed modules of groups to the further category of simplicial groups
whose Moore complex has length 1. This will be achieved in Part III of this series [3].

Acknowledgement. The author’s interest in the subject was triggered by the excel-
lent workshop ‘Modelling Topological Phases of Matter — TQFT, HQF'T, premodular
and higher categories, Yetter-Drinfeld and crossed modules in disquise’ in Leeds UK,
5-8 July 2016. It is a pleasure to thank the organizers, Zoltdn Kadar, Joao Faria Mar-
tins, Marcos Calcada and Paul Martin for the experience and a generous invitation.
Financial support by the Hungarian National Research, Development and Innovation
Office NKFIH (grant K124138) is gratefully acknowledged.

1. SPLIT EPIMORPHISMS OF MONOIDS VERSUS DISTRIBUTIVE LAWS
We freely use definitions, notation and results from [2]. Throughout, the com-
position of some morphisms A % B and B> C' in an arbitrary category will be

denoted by A ELNGH Identity morphisms will be denoted by 1 (without any reference
to the (co)domain object if it causes no confusion). In any monoidal category C the
monoidal product will be denoted by juxtaposition and the monoidal unit will be I.
For the monoidal product of n copies of the same object A also the power notation
A" will be used. For any monoid A in C, the multiplication and the unit morphisms

will be denoted by A2 % A and I % A, respectively. If C is also braided, then for
the braiding the symbol ¢ will be used.
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Recall that an admissible class S of spans in an arbitrary category was defined in
2, Definition 2.1]. The pullback

Ao 22, ¢
B
pAl 9

Y
A - B
f

of the cospan A L gL C' relative to such a class S was introduced in [2, Definition
3.1]. [2, Assumption 4.1] asserts that there exist the relative pullbacks of those cospans
whose legs are in S in the sense of [2, Definition 2.9]. Under this assumption it was
proven in [2, Corollary 4.6] that the spans whose legs are in S (again in the sense of
[2, Definition 2.9]) constitute a monoidal category. An S-relative category is defined
as a monoid therein, see [2, Definition 4.9].

A class of spans in a monoidal category, which is compatible with the monoidal
structure — meaning multiplicativity and unitality in a natural sense — was termed
monoidal in [2, Definition 2.5]. It is discussed in [2, Example 2.8] that a monoidal
admissible class & of spans in a braided monoidal category C induces a monoidal
admissible class of spans in the category of monoids in C; and it is shown in [2,
Example 4.4] that if S satisfies [2, Assumption 4.1] then so does the induced class in
the category of monoids. This allows for the discussion of relative categories in the
category of monoids.

In this paper we will be interested mainly in these relative categories of monoids.
They contain, in particular, a split epimorphism of monoids (consisting of the mor-
phisms ¢ and s of (x) in the Introduction). So we start with the analysis of the
following category of split epimorphisms of monoids.

Theorem 1.1. Consider a monoidal admissible class S of spans in a monoidal cate-
gory C for which [2, Assumption 4.1] holds. The following categories are equivalent.
SplitEpiMong(C) whose

objects are split epimorphisms B % A of monoids in C subject to the follow-

ing conditions.

(a) A= A= B €S8; so that by the unitality of S and [2, Assumption 4.1],
there exists the S-relative pullback

AT 2T
B

)

(b) q:= (AEI)B PAL A2 A s inwertible.

—_—
S

morphisms are pairs of monoid morphisms ( B L p , A% A") such that
s'.a=0b.s andi'.b=a.i.
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DistLaws(C) whose
objects consist of monoids B and Y, a monoid morphism Y <1 and a dis-
tributive law BY =Y B subject to the following conditions.
(@) Y=Y 51 € Sand B=B=DB € S&. Then by the monoidality of
Salso YB=Y B €8 so0 by [2, Assumption 4.1] there exists the
S-relative pullback YBE[ in the diagram below.

(b)) el.x = le.
(¢’) The morphism [ occurring in the diagram below is invertible. (It is
well-defined since by (a’) and condition (POST) in [2, Definition 2.1],

YBEY ST €8.)

Y o f
AN
ypOr 2o
B
lu pYBl ju
YB B.

el

morphisms are pairs of monoid morphisms (B—b>B/, Y—y>Y’) such that
¢.y=-eand 2z’ .by = yb.x.

Proof. We prove the theorem by constructing mutually inverse equivalence functors.
The first one SplitEpiMong(C) — DistLawgs(C) sends

s % m -1
B==A (ADI, B, AUl ey B(AD) PLogrmoq L (ADI)B)
| et |
B==A (01, B, ADrZ 1, pa0n2ae = 4% (a0nm).
-/ B’ B’ B’ B

7
Let us see that the object map is meaningful. By construction B is a monoid and

B % B’ is a monoid morphism. By [2, Proposition 3.7 (1)] A%I is a monoid and
i m -1
AEI % I is a monoid morphism. By [2, Lemma 1.5] B(AEI) LAz AL (A%I)B

is a distributive law. Concerning property (a’), I =1=1 € S by the unitality of
S; hence by [2, Lemma 3.4 (2)] AE[ = AE[ L7 € 8. By [2, Lemma 2.4 (1)] also

B = B =B belongs to S. Condition (b’) holds since commutativity of the first
diagram of

q

/\

(AONB — A2 —= A B(AOI) P4 42 ™ A " (AODB (1.1)
B pAt m B B

Plll ‘/ss LS 1P1l Lss 8 lpzl
B .p2™p B .p2_ ™ R B

N \_//
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implies the commutativity of the second diagram. For condition (¢’) observe that by
the unitality of the monoid morphism 7 the equality ¢.1u = p4 holds, equivalently,
q '.ps = lu. With this identity in mind we see that the morphism f of condition (c’)
is equal to ¢~'01 in the first diagram of

ADT (AOI)BOI
B B B pr
N qU1
) > p ) ® p
I 1
A (A%I)B%] — 1 P(ADRD)B A%I — 7
P(ADBI)Bl Ju pAL |u
A (AO[)B——~ B (ADI)B A B.
g1 B pil B a s

Then by [2, Proposition 3.5 (2)] it is invertible with the inverse ¢o1 in the second
diagram. Both morphisms ¢ !0l and ¢o1 are well-defined by the commutativity of
the first diagram of (1.1); see [2, Proposition 3.5 (1)]. This proves that the object
map of our candidate functor is meaningful.

Concerning the morphism map, a0l is a well-defined morphism in C by the as-
sumption that b.s = s'.a (see [2, Proposition 3.5 (1)]) and it is a monoid morphism
by [2, Proposition 3.7 (2)]. Condition p;.(a0l) = p; holds by construction and the
other equality holds since the commutativity of the first diagram of

q

i m -1
(ADDB ;?*7 A B(AUI) RNy .y (ADDB (1.2)
Al
(aDl)bl ‘/aa ‘a b(aDl)\L [aa ‘a l(aDl)b
(AOD B AL A2 7 B(AOl) — A? — A — (A0 B
B’ J B’ Z/pA/ m/ q/_l B’

/

q

implies the commutativity of the second diagram.
In the opposite direction DistLaws(C) — SplitEpiMong(C) we propose a functor
sending

(Y, B, Y-“I, BY *~YB) BH«%YB

i L

(Y, B, Y1, BY' Y'B) B==A
u'l

Here Y B is considered with the monoid structure induced by the distributive law =,
see [2, Lemma 1.4]. Then B “L Y B is a monoid morphism by 2, Lemma 1.4] again.

By [2, Lemma 1.6] condition (b’) implies that Y B “L B is a monoid morphism too.
The rows are split epimorphisms (of monoids) by the unitality of the monoid morphism

e. By (a’) and the multiplicativity of S, YB =Y B <~ B € & so that condition (a)
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holds. For condition (b) note that the commutativity of

YB YB

lul V

f1 Y B? =——=Y B?

Lllul llull

(YBUIB —= (Y B)) == Y?B* ——~ VB

py Bul

implies that the bottom row is the inverse of the isomorphism f1 in the left column
hence it is invertible. This proves that the object map is well defined.

Concerning the morphism map, it follows by the assumption yb.x = 2’.by that
yb is a monoid morphism, see [2, Lemma 1.6]. The monoid morphisms (b, yb) are

compatible with the monomorphisms B “LyB and B “Ly'p by the unitality

of y and they are compatible with the epimorphisms Y B L B and Y'B L p by
the assumption that €.y = e.

So we have well-defined functors in both directions, it remains to see that their
composites are naturally isomorphic to the identity functors. The composite

SplitEpiMong(C) — DistLaws(C) — SplitEpiMong(C)

acts as
S prl
B==A B=—(AJNB
b la — bl l/a
B==A B == (40D B
Zl U/,l !

We claim that a natural isomorphism from this to the identity functor has the com-
ponents ( B= B, (AE[)B LA ). Since py is a monoid morphism by [2, Propo-

sition 3.7 (1)], so is ¢ by [2, Lemma 1.5]. The stated pair (1,q) is a morphism in
SplitEpiMong(C) by the first diagram of (1.1) and by the fact that the unitality of p4

implies ¢.1lu = i. Naturality with respect to any morphism ( B L p , A% A" in
SplitEpiMong(C) follows by the commutativity of the first diagram of (1.2).
Composing our functors in the opposite order
DistLawgs(C) — SplitEpiMong(C) — DistLaws(C)

we obtain the functor sending

(Y, B, Y-%I, BY -%-YB)

t

Y, B, Y'=1I, BY' ZY'B)
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to
(YBOI, B, YBOI™], B(YBD])““"”E‘(YB)2 lel yogammy g J4 (v BOI)B)
bell lb
pr w'1pyr g 12’1 m/m/ f1
(Y’B’EI, B, Y’B’}E[ > [,B’(Y’B’}E[) -~ (Y'B)?=Y"”B?-Y'B - (Y’B’EI)B’).
We claim that a natural isomorphism from this to the identity functor has the invert-
ible components ( B=B, Y L YB%I ). By construction f is a monoid morphism,

see [2, Proposition 3.7 (2)]. The compatibility of the monoid morphisms (1, f) with
Y 51 and YBE[ 2L I holds by the definition of f and the compatibility with the

distributive laws BY — Y B and B (YB%[ ) — (YB%I )B holds by the commutativity

N

B(YBUI) -— BYB —~>Y B’ (YBUI)B.

1py B 1m f1

Finally, the naturality with respect to an arbitrary morphism ( B L p Y Y )
in DistLaws(C) follows by the commutativity of the diagrams

ybO1 ybO1

Y BUI Y'B'UI YBDI Y'B'UI
B B B
fT Y{B lpy/B/ fT K lpl
y " .yvp—".yp y—<¢ 27
yt 1u TPY’B’ yt / Tpl
Y’ Y'B'UI Y’ Y’ B0
/ B/ f Bl
using again that Y B <=— e YBEI LT are joint monomorphisms in C. O

Example 1.2. For any fixed set X, the category C of spans over X is monoidal via
the pullback over X. A monoid in C is a small category with the object set X and a
monoid morphism is a functor acting on the objects as the identity map. Moreover,
C has all pullbacks (computed in the underlying category of sets). So taking as S the
class of all spans in C, from Theorem 1.1 we obtain the equivalence of the following
categories. (Throughout s denotes the source map in any category and ¢ denotes the
target map.)
SplitEpiMon(C) whose

objects are pairs of identity-on-objects functors B == A between categories
E— L

of the common object set X such that the composite o¢ is the identity functor,
and the map

q: (A%X)QB ={(a,z,b)|o(a) =1,, z=1t(b)} - A (a,z,b) — a.(b)  (1.3)
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is invertible. (The morphism of (1.3) is invertible e.g. if B is a groupoid; then
its inverse takes a morphism a to (a.c(o(a)™!),t(a),o(a)).)

morphisms are pairs of identity-on-objects functors ( A-> A’ , B Zp ) for
which o =/ and o = o'a.

DistLaw(C) whose
objects consist of categories B and Y with the common object set X such that
Y has no morphisms between non-equal objects (that is, its source map s and

target map t coincide); and an action BQY = {(b,y)|s(b) = t(y)} =Y in the

sense of [4, Definition 1.1]; meaning the following axioms for all morphisms b,

in Band y,y"in Y for which s(0') = ¢(b) and s(b) = t(y) = s(y) = t(v') = s(v/).
(i) H(boy) = ()

(i) b> (y.y) = (b>y).(bey') and b 1,4 = 1y

(iii) (V.0)>y =0 (bry) and 1y >y = y.

morphisms are pairs of identity-on-objects functors (Y =Y’ B ip ) for
which v(b>y) = B(b) > v(y) for all morphisms b in B and y in Y for which
s(b) = t(y).
Only the above description of an object in DistLaw(C) requires some explanation.
The monoidal unit of C is the trivial span X = X = X . Its trivial monoid struc-

ture yields the discrete category D(X). An identity-on-objects functor Y - D(X)

as in Theorem 1.1 exists if and only if the source and target maps of Y coincide.
Then there is precisely one such functor sending any morphism to the identity mor-
phism on its equal source and target objects. For this functor e, precisely those maps

BQY = YEB satisfy (e0l).e = 1oOe which are of the form (b,y) — (b>y,b) in

terms of some map > obeying condition (i). It is straightforward to see that then x is
a distributive law if and only if conditions (ii) and (iii) hold.
The morphism f of Theorem 1.1 (¢’) is invertible because

yOo < (1.4)
X

| l

YUB—B
X el

is clearly a pullback of X-spans for any span morphism g.

Example 1.3. Let M be a symmetric monoidal category in which equalizers exist
and are preserved by taking the monoidal product with any object.

Take C to be the category of comonoids in M with the monoidal admissible class
S in [2, Example 2.3] of spans in C. Thanks to the symmetry of M, its monoidal
structure is inherited by C. A monoid A in C is known as a bimonoid in M. Recall
that the monoidal structure of M is lifted to the category of (left or right) modules
over the monoid A in M. A monoid (respectively, a comonoid) in the category of
A-modules is known as an A-module monoid (respectively, A-module comonoid).
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Recall from [2, Example 3.3] that for a cospan A L BZ ¢ of comonoids whose
legs are in S, the S-relative pullback is given by the so-called cotensor product, defined
as the equalizer

1f1.61

ABC (1.5)

A0C 2 Ac
B

1g1.16

in M (where § denotes both comultiplications of the comonoids A and C'.)
Below we describe the equivalent categories of Theorem 1.1 in this context.

SplitEpiMong(C) whose

objects are split epimorphisms B %A of bimonoids in M subject to the
following conditions.
(a) The comultiplication § of A satisfies ¢.s1.0 = 1s.0.

(b) In terms of the morphism j of (1.5), ¢ := (AEI)B JLA2 M A s in

vertible.
morphisms are pairs of bimonoid morphisms which are compatible with the
epimorphisms s as well as their sections 1.
DistLaws(C) whose
objects consist of a cocommutative bimonoid B and a bimonoid Y in M, to-
gether with a left B-action on Y which makes Y both a left B-module monoid
and a left B-module comonoid.

morphisms are pairs of bimonoid morphisms ( B 2 p LY 2y ) which are

compatible with the actions BY Ly and B'Y' LY’ in the sense that
I'.by = y.l.

This concise description of DistLawgs(C) requires a proof. Note that the monoidal

unit I is now a terminal object in C; the unique morphism Y — [ is the counit . It

obviously satisfies Y =Y ->1 € S. The other condition B=B =B € S in (a’)

of Theorem 1.1 reduces to the requirement that the comonoid B is cocommutative.
Next we establish a bijective correspondence between distributive laws BY — Y B

satisfying property (b’) of Theorem 1.1 and left actions BY — Y as in the description

above. Starting with a distributive law BY =Y B , put [ := le.z. It is a unital action
by the left unitality of x and it is associative by the left multiplicativity of x:

1l

BY —— BYB BY

1x 115
lxl ml

YB? —=YB]|!

W

BY———>YB—J—+Y

l l
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By the right unitality of « the unit I %Y is a morphism of B-modules and by the

right multiplicativity of # the multiplication Y? > Y is a morphism of B-modules:

B, By BY? BY? Lm BY
J11

BQYQ 1161 BQY?’

1
r H 111el r
B%Y?

lcll

lcl \L

B yRB| (BY)* 2 (BY )2y YBY .
\Lxll ®) j/ml 561 \

YBY = (YB)?Y = Y2B%Y —= Y BY
11ell lcll
5 le I l/ll:v l/l:v
(Y B)? V2B "L vB
i/lala \Llle le
_[ —u> Y Y2 Y2 T> Y

(note that here we also used the comultiplicativity of z). The condition that the counit

Y -5 I is a morphism of B-modules coincides with the counitality of [ and also with

the counitality of . The comultiplication Y 2Y? isa morphism of B-modules,
equivalently, [ is comultiplicative by the comultiplicativity of x:

15 61

BY? B2y? 1 (BY)?

|- el

116

Il YB V2B v2p2 1 (YB)? |u
\ng l/lla l/llaa 1515¢
Y—é>Y2 Y2 Y2

Conversely, in terms of an action [ as above, put x := BY LB £ BYBLYB.
It clearly satisfies (b’) by the counitality of [ hence it is counital. It is comultiplicative
by the comultiplicativity of [:

xT

/2\
1

BY B?Y BY B YB
01 lc
aai i&sa J/a&s
BYYy? . piy?2___.piy?2___. p?y?Rp? 56
lel11 12 2

1111

el lega 31 (BY)232 mi_y2p2
llcpy,B1l lcl

(BY)2 2L 5151 (B2Y)? lcle (BY B)? ~24 i (Y B)?

Trr
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where the top-left region commutes by the coassociativity and cocommutativity of
the comonoid B. This morphism z is a distributive law. Indeed, the left unitality and
the left multiplicativity follow by the unitality and the associativity of the action [,
respectively:

1z
1u
/\
Y -BY —~YRB B%Y -~ BY — -~ BYB—~ BYRB
ul c 161 11le 111
d111 J11
B4Y 111e B3YB 1111 32YB
lell leg By 1 1el zl
ul wll  yl1 ml B4Y1E>Y32YB2 1 By B2
mlll mll 11
lcpo
BY -l pyp U, yp?
1ml 11m 1m
BY L B2y < pyp L yvR By 2. gy _ pyp_"“ _yp
\—/ \_//

T

and the right unitality and the right multiplicativity of x follow using that the unit
and the multiplication of Y are B-module morphisms:

B, By BY? m BY
511
5 51 le,, va )
o 511 B2y? 2 py?p B2Y
B* — B?Y . 51111 ialn 1ml 1cl
‘ e B2y? MU p3y2 P2 payop BYB |z
. lel lega y1 llcll
B2l pypl l l
(BY)? 2L py 2y L (BY)2B i
Lal i izn J/llll lllll
161

B——=YB YBY =2~ YBYY - (YB)? - VB ——~YB

lz
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The above correspondences between [ and x are bijective by the commutativity of

lc

s - B%Y BYB BY

BY 2~ B2y? 1% (BY)? 21 B — BY
mt xxl/ lc H
YB 2> y2p2 1 (v B)? Y B? BYB -5 By

\\K llael &ai lel 11 ll
YB YB YB — Y

for a comultiplicative morphism x satisfying (b’) and any morphism [.
Finally, we show that the morphism Y L YBEI in part (¢’) of Theorem 1.1

is invertible Without any further assumption; its inverse is constructed as f~! :=
pPYyB

YBD[ 2 YB -5 Y . In order to see that it is the i inverse, indeed, recall that by [2,

Example 3.3] the morphism py g is the equalizer of Y B L yB? and YBELYB?.
Hence the following diagrams commute.

f—l

Y——"2Y Y BUI YB Y
B PYB le B
ft le pygl LH“ Llu lpyg
Y B 1

YBUI 2% YB =Y yB—Y.yp ¥l yp_—__yp
\_/ \//
f71

This completes the characterization of the objects of DistLaws(C). Concerning the

morphisms ( B L B,Y2Y ), the first condition in Theorem 1.1 is the counitality
of the bimonoid morphism y hence it identically holds. The second condition in
Theorem 1.1 is equivalent to y.l = I'.by by the commutativity of

T l

//_\ /\
BY B?Y BYB—YB BY YB Y

xT

61 lc 1 le
by l l bby l byb l yb by l l yb \L Y
!

BlylgBayliBlle/ﬂ)YwB/ BY' z Y'B' 1€’ "
\/ U

x’ I

We can apply the current example to the particular case of a finitely complete
category M regarded with the Cartesian monoidal structure. Then the category C
of comonoids in M is isomorphic to M and the equivalent categories of Theorem 1.1
reduce to the following ones.
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SplitEpiMong(M) whose

objects are split epimorphisms B % A of monoids in M such that in terms
- (2

of the morphism j of (1.5), ¢ := (A%I)B JL A2 ™ A s invertible.

morphisms are pairs of monoid morphisms which are compatible with the
epimorphisms s as well as their sections 1.

DistLaws(M) whose
objects consist of monoids B and Y in M, together with a left B-action on Y
which makes the multiplication and the unit of the monoid Y left B-linear.

morphisms are pairs of monoid morphisms ( B L p LY Y ) which are

compatible with the actions BY Ly and BY' LY’ in the sense that
by = y.l.

Recall that a bimonoid B — with monoid structure (m, u) and comonoid structure

(8,€) — is a Hopf monoid provided that there exists a morphism B > B — the
so-called antipode — which renders commutative

B—.p2 . p2

JL A 4 \ux l
32 7 32 T) B
If the antipode exists then it is unique. It is a monoid morphism from B to the

monoid with the opposite multiplication m.c and comonoid morphism from B to the
comonoid with the opposite comultiplication c.d.

Proposition 1.4. (1) The equivalent categories of Example 1.3 have equivalent
full subcategories as follows.
e The category whose

objects are split epimorphisms B % A of bimonoids in M subject to the

following conditions.

(a) The comultiplication 6 of A satisfies c.s1.0 = 1s.0.

(b) B is a Hopf monoid.
morphisms are pairs of bimonoid morphisms which are compatible with
the epimorphisms s as well as their sections i.

e The category whose

objects consist of a cocommutative Hopf monoid B and a bimonoid Y in
M, together with a left B-action on'Y which makesY both a left B-module
monoid and a left B-module comonoid.

morphisms are pairs of bimonoid morphisms ( B 2 p , Y 2y’ ) which

are compatible with the actions BY Ly and BY' LY in the sense
that I'.by = y.1.
(2) The equivalent categories of part (1) have equivalent full subcategories as fol-
lows.
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e The category whose

objects are split epimorphisms B % A of cocommutative Hopf monoids.

morphisms are pairs of bimonoid morphisms which are compatible with
the epimorphisms s as well as their sections i.

e The category whose
objects consist of cocommutative Hopf monoids B and Y in M, together
with a left B-action on'Y which makes Y both a left B-module monoid
and a left B-module comonoid.

morphisms are pairs of bimonoid morphisms ( B 2 p , Y Ly’ ) which

are compatible with the actions BY Ly and B'Y' Y in the sense
that I'.by = y.1.

Proof. (1) The second listed category is obviously a full subcategory of DistLawg(C)
of Example 1.3; thus via the equivalence of Theorem 1.1 it is equivalent to some full
subcategory of SplitEpiMong(C) of Example 1.3. Our task is to show that it is the
first listed category above. For that we only need to show that it is a subcategory of

SplitEpiMong(C); that is, that for any object B % A of it, the morphism ¢ in part

(b) of Example 1.3 is invertible. Following ideas in [15], we use the antipode z of B
and the image of the equalizer (1.5) under the functor —B to construct the inverse:

A//TSAQ s A Y apg2 2 apg2 Yl pep_mlap

1s1.61 ll lul

AB?

This definition works because the horizontal morphism equalizes the parallel mor-
phisms of the fork on the right; see Figure 1. The so constructed morphism ¢! is the
inverse of ¢ by the commutativity of the diagrams of Figure 2 (in the second case we
also need to use that the columns are equal monomorphisms).

(2) If both Y and B are cocommutative comonoids then clearly so is Y B; and if

both Y and B have antipodes z then Y B 25 Y B is the antipode of the Hopf monoid
YB.
Conversely, if A is cocommutative then evidently so is its sub-comonoid AE[ It

furthermore A has an antipode z then it restricts to AEI by the commutativity of



;b jo morponysuo) 1 @UNDI]

1z1

ml

A g A2 AR Ap? AB? & A2B
lw
5 A3 561 561 561
661

A2 16 A3 160 A5 11sss A2B3 11cl A2B3 11zz1 A2B3 1141 A4B lell A4B mml

1s

AB 1s111 Lsill 1s1sl 11ss1

X
AB2 116 A33 1611 AB4 11211 AB4 11121 AB4 11141 ABQAB 11cl (AB)QB lell A2B3
lel

AB - 1mll 1mi1

16

ABQ lull ABg 1121 ABg el (AB)2
1z1 mml
AB2 1lull lcl
1il

A2B 11ul A2B2

m{\

ml

AB

lul

AB

o1

A’B

AB?

‘II SAIONOW J0 SHTNAOW dHSSOYD

g1



b jo ANQquyzeauy g @UNDIg

q
A < (AONB  (ADD)B ///”/*% AL (A00NB
B B J? m B
x 86 5
4 ..
(A%I)B2 RN (AE])A2 A4 el qamm g2
A? i jl n 11s
(A%])AB 1sls 11ss 1s
1s .
711
, AB—Y ooapr 1L op2p MU ap)2 1 g2p2 ™ML AR
B, ap2 2L ap2 YL p2p ™ up |, — il
15 116 116 ml 15
AB2 161 A33 1411 A2B2 mll AB2
114 1
11z1 1121 1z1
. . A3 ml A2 A33 1411 A2B2 mll AB2
lel 1121 1:1
1m m 1m1 A3B mll A2B
1ml m
A 1lu AB 17 A2 m A AB lul AB2 121 A2B ml AB

91
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the following diagram.

AL a—= .4
B

ié 8
j A2 Rz A2
\Lls
A AB Ls
‘| N
A - AB

The top right region commutes by the Hopf monoid identity .2 = zz.c.0 and the as-
sumed cocommutativity of A. The bottom right region commutes since any bimonoid
morphism s commutes with the antipodes. U

Example 1.5. Proposition 1.4 can be applied in particular to a finitely complete
category M, regarded as a Cartesian monoidal category. From Proposition 1.4 we
obtain equivalences between the following pairs of categories.

(1) e The category whose

objects are split epimorphisms B % A of monoids in M such that B is

a group object.
morphisms are pairs of monoid morphisms which are compatible with the
epimorphisms s as well as their sections <.

e The category whose
objects consist of a group object B and a monoid Y in M, together with
a left B-action on Y which makes Y a left B-module monoid.

morphisms are pairs of monoid morphisms ( B L p , Y Ly’ ) which

are compatible with the actions BY Ly and BY' Y’ in the sense
that [I".by = y.1.
(2) e The category whose

objects are split epimorphisms B % A of group objects.

morphisms are pairs of monoid morphisms which are compatible with the
epimorphisms s as well as their sections 1.

e The category whose
objects consist of group objects B and Y in M, together with a left B-
action on Y which makes Y a left B-module group.

morphisms are pairs of bimonoid morphisms ( B L , Y Ly ) which

are compatible with the actions BY Ly and BY' Y’ in the sense
that [I".by = y.1.

Remark 1.6. There are particular symmetric monoidal categories M whose cocommu-
tative Hopf monoids constitute semi-abelian categories Hopf(M); e.g. the category of
sets (which is Cartesian monoidal hence the Hopf monoids are the groups, all of them
cocommutative) or the category of vector spaces over an algebraically closed field (see
[9]). In such cases the equivalence of Proposition 1.4 (2) is in fact the equivalence
SplitEpi(Hopf(M)) = Act(Hopf(M)) discussed in [10, Section 1], see [10, Example 3.10].
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2. REFLEXIVE GRAPHS OF MONOIDS VERSUS PRE-CROSSED MODULES
Consider a monoidal admissible class S of spans in a monoidal category C for which
[2, Assumption 4.1] holds. Take an object B % A in the category SplitEpiMong(C)
of Theorem 1.1. Then by property (b) in The(;rem 1.1, the induced morphism ¢ :=
(AEI )B PAL A2 ™ A s invertible. Therefore by [2, Corollary 1.7] there is a bijective
correspondence between the retractions t of the monoid morphism ¢ and the monoid

morphisms AE[ Lay:) rendering commutative

B(ADD) —" 42— A (AOD)B

o] Jo

B? B B2

The correspondence is given by
-1
terki= AT ASB keti= AL(AEI)BiWiB.

Combining this observation with the equivalence of Theorem 1.1, next we present an
equivalent description of a suitable category of reflexive graphs of monoids. This leads
to the notion of pre-crossed module over a monoid.

Theorem 2.1. Consider a monoidal admissible class S of spans in a monoidal cate-
gory C for which [2, Assumption 4.1] holds. The following categories are equivalent.

ReflGraphMong(C) whose

objects are reflective graphs B =i= A of monoids in C subject to the following
— t

conditions.
(a) A=A=>B €8S (hence the S-relative pullback A%I in Theorem 1.1

exists).

(b) q := (AEI)B PAL AT ™ A s invertible.

morphisms are pairs of monoid morphisms ( B L p , A% A") such that
s.a=bs,t'.a=0bt andi.b=a.i.

PreXs(C) whose
objects consist of monoids B andY , monoid morphisms Y -1 and Y LAy

and a distributive law BY =Y B subject to the following conditions.

() Y=Y -1 €¢Sand B=B=DB €8.
(b)) el.x = le and m.kl.x = m.1k.
(¢’) The morphism f of Theorem 1.1 (¢’) is invertible.

morphisms are pairs of monoid morphisms (B—b>B/, Y—y>Y') such that
edy=e, Ky=>bk and 2'.by = yb.x.
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Proof. We show that the equivalence functors of Theorem 1.1 lift to the equivalence
of the claim. In the direction ReflGraphMong(C) — PreXs(C) we send

S
<~
B=—/i=A

B/ ,9 A/
to

i m -1
(ADI, B, AOITZ 7 AOI22 AL B, B(AOI) 22 A2 % AL (ADI)B)
B B B B B

¢G,D1 \Lb -1
(A/EI’ B, A/EI Pr A/D] A/ t B/ B/(A/DI)ZPA’A/Q ﬁ; A/q—> (A/EI)B/).

By [2, Proposition 3.7 (1)], p4 is a monoid morphism hence so is t.p4. The second
condition in (b’) holds by the considerations preceding the theorem. Hence in light of
the proof of Theorem 1.1 the object map is well-defined. Concerning the morphisms,
the second condition holds by the commutativity of

A0 -4 4t . B

A4

A’D[—>A’—>B’

B Par

Thus using again the proof of Theorem 1.1 we conclude that this functor is well-
defined.
In the opposite direction PreXs(C) — ReflGraphMong(C) we put

el

Y, B, Y-%I, Y-%B BY-:-YB) B=ui=YB
m.k

| -
’ ’ ’ e "1

', B, Y'%I, Y 5B BY “YB) B =r=Y'B.
m’ k’

By the considerations preceding the theorem m.kl is a monoid morphism. It is a

retraction of B AB by the unitality of k. The monoid morphisms (b, yb) are
compatible with m.k1 by the compatibility of (b, y) with k and the multiplicativity of
b. So using again the proof of Theorem 1.1 we conclude that this functor is well-defined
too.

By the commutativity of

(AONB 2L Aap Y. p? ™. p Y

— vy "B
B
J,p% \
q A2 ! 1lu 1lu

A B yBOl —=YB—-B?>—-=1B
B PYB k1 m
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the components (1, ¢) and (1, f) of the natural isomorphisms in the proof of Theorem
1.1 are morphisms in the appropriate category. This proves that the stated functors
are mutually inverse equivalences. O

Lemma 2.2. Consider a monoidal admissible class S of spans in a monoidal category

C for which [2, Assumption 4.1] holds. For any object B =i= A of the category
t

ReflGraphMong(C) of Theorem 2.1, the following assertions are equivalent.
i) B&LA—A €8.
(i) B4 4D = ADT € 8.
B B

Proof. Assertion (i) implies (ii) by [2, Lemma 3.4]. Conversely, since B=B =B €
S by assumption, (ii) implies B> L2 (AE[)B — (AE[)B € S by the multiplicativity

1 1
of 8. Hence by (PRE) also B2 <- (AEI)BZ— Als (AEI)B € S. Then using

the identity ¢ = m.kl.g™' from the proof of Theorem 2.1, (i) follows by (POST)
(composing by m on the left and by ¢ on the right). U

Example 2.3. As in Example 1.2, take the (evidently admissible and monoidal)
class of all spans in the monoidal category C of spans over a fixed set X. Then the
equivalent categories of Theorem 2.1 take the following forms.

ReflGraphMon(C) whose
objects are reflective graphs B =t= A of categories with the common object

set X and identity-on-objects functors between them, such that the map (1.3)
in Example 1.2 is invertible (recall that this holds e.g. if B is a groupoid).
morphisms are pairs of compatible identity-on-objects functors.

PreX(C) whose
objects consist of categories B and Y of the common object set X such that in
Y there are no morphisms between non-equal objects; an action (cf. Example

1.2) BQY =Y and an identity-on-objects functor Y > B such that

k(b y).b =b.k(y) (2.1)

for all morphisms b in B and y in Y for which s(b) = t(y). (If B is a groupoid
then (2.1) has the equivalent form x(b>y) = b.k(y).b™!; so when both B and
Y are groupoids we recover the notion of pre-crossed module of groupoids in
[4, Definition 1.2].)

morphisms are pairs of identity-on-objects functors ( B 2 , Y %Y’ ) such
that x'v = Sk and v(b>y) = 5(b) > v(y) for all morphisms b in B and y in Y
for which s(b) = t(y).

Example 2.4. In the setting of Example 1.3, the equivalent categories of Theorem
2.1 take the following explicit forms.
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ReflGraphMong(C) whose

objects are reflective graphs B =i= A of bimonoids in M subject to the fol-
- t

lowing conditions.
(a) The comultiplication § of A satisfies ¢.s1.0 = 1s.0.

(b) In terms of the morphism j of (1.5), ¢ := (AE[)B A2 A s in
vertible.
morphisms are pairs of bimonoid morphisms ( B Lp , A% A") such that
s.a=b.s,t.a=>btand 7.b=a.i.
PreXs(C) whose
objects consist of a cocommutative bimonoid B and a bimonoid Y in M, to-
gether with a left B-action on Y which makes Y both a left B-module monoid
and a left B-module comonoid, and a bimonoid morphism Y X~ B for which
the following diagram commutes.

By 2.pry ' . Byp-.vB (2.2)
1kl lkl
B? _ B _ B?

morphisms are pairs of bimonoid morphisms ( B 2 p Y Y ) which are

compatible with the actions BY Ly and BY'L Y’ in the sense that
I'.by = y.l and which satisfy k’.y = b.k.

Remark 2.5. Clearly, the equivalent categories of Example 2.4 have equivalent full
subcategories for whose objects the bimonoid B is a cocommutative Hopf monoid
(then condition (b) becomes redundant by Example 1.4). Note that whenever B has
an antipode z, the commutative diagram (2.2) has an equivalent form

By %, ps ¢, p3 ™% p2 (2.3)
| |-
Y - B

occurring in [16, Definition 12 (iv)]. Their equivalence follows by the commutativity
of the diagrams of Figure 3.

3. RELATIVE CATEGORIES OF MONOIDS VERSUS CROSSED MODULES
Consider again a monoidal admissible class & of spans in a monoidal category

C for which [2, Assumption 4.1] holds. Take an object B é A of the category
t

ReflGraphMong(C) of Theorem 2.1 such that also B<—A— A € S; that is, the

legs of the cospan A > B L A arein S (hence there exists its S-relative pullback



g sprouowt Jdoy 10] (¢°7) pue (z'g) Jo oouoreambr] ¢ dUNDI]

BY L g2y Uk p3

\
511 B

By L piy e pryp !4 gy p2 Il y g2 Ml ps L e

B

o1

lel

B%Y le BYB -1 yp L p?
1ul m
11w 1u
Y Y B
[ k

1121

11c

BY —=

1m1l

611

lcl

B?*YB -~

By B2 YL yp2 Kl ps ml po

11m

lc
/
YB (2.2) m

1m

B3

1

1z

m

B

BY -2 B2y Le BYB i YB
o1 611 okl
p2y L gy < pry g UM pa
le lcl (2.3) k1l
BYB X By B2 1el
1k1 1k11
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11m
11e B3 1m  m
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AL AEA P2 A). Whenever the morphism

(1O04)(¢01)

0= (ADNA S A7 (ADA)? > ATA (3.1)

is invertible, we infer form [2, Corollary 1.7] that there exists at most one monoid
morphism d rendering commutative

AOf 24 4 22 ADA LA (3.2)

S S

which is our candidate to serve as the composition morphism of a relative category.
By this motivation, in this section we investigate first the condition that (3.1) is
invertible. Assuming so, next we show that whenever the morphism d of (3.2) exists,

it makes the object B =i= A of ReflGraphMong(C) to an S-relative category. Finally,
t

based on Theorem 2.1, we give an equivalent description of the category of S-relative
categories in the category of monoids in C, in terms of crossed modules introduced
hereby.

3.1. Invertibility of some canonical morphisms.
Lemma 3.1. Consider a monoidal admissible class S of spans in a monoidal category
C for which [2, Assumption 4.1] holds. For any monoid B in C for which B= B = B

1s i S, for any span of monoids B L A B with legs in S, and for any natural

number n, the following assertions hold. (Recall the convention AP = B from 2,
Corollary 4.6].)

(1) There exists the S-relative pullback

(ADDBOAT 42" 45

p(ADBI)Bl |t-P1

(AT B

prl

(2) There is a unique morphism h, rendering commutative

1
(AONAT -
B
~ _ hn
o on PalBn On
1p1 (ADI)BDAB —>AB
B B
p(ADBI)Bi/ ltpl
(ADI)A (ADI)B B.
B B prl
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(3) For a common section i of s and t, consider the morphism

1010---01)

Qo = (AODAT L 5 20 (AT e AT (33)

(it is well-defined by [2, Proposition 3.5] and q; is equal to q in Theorem
1.1 (b)). If guy1 is invertible for some n, then gy is invertible for all0 < k < n.
(4) For a common section i of s and t the following are equivalent.
(i) hy in part (2) and q; in part (3) are invertible.
(i) gny1 @n part (3) is invertible.

Proof. (1) By assumption B<- A— A € S and by the unitality of S, =T =1 €
S. Then by [2, Lemma 3.4],

BL AL AT — A €8 and AE[:AE[ﬁLI €s. (3.4)

By assumption also B = B = B € S hence by the second assertion in (3.4) and the
multiplicativity of &

(AUNB— (AONB™- B €. (3.5)

The first assertion of (3.4) and (3.5) say that the legs of (AONBYs B2 AT are
y g .
in S hence their S-relative pullback exists by assumption.
(2) By (3.4) and the multiplicativity of S,
(ADNB 4 (ADNA LS (ATDAT 2o AT €8,

Hence by the evident commutativity of the exterior of the diagram in part (2), uni-
versality of the S-relative pullback in its codomain implies the existence of the unique
morphism h,,.

(3) For some positive integer n assume that ¢, is invertible. Then so is g, with
the inverse

AGn 100 gonil T (AE[)AE"M)(AEI)AE"*I. (3.6)

Indeed, (3.6) renders commutative both diagrams

— 1p1..n—1
(ADnHAT! (ADNATH AT = (ADNAT — (ADD AT
1(15} on  1P1.n—1 \ \an-H
dn (AEI)A B - Agn-i-l gn
Oe
‘In-ij/ \ Pl..n
On On+1 On n n
AB ?AB —1>(A%|I)AB AE A%‘

Unt1

The leftmost region of the first diagram commutes by the explicit expression (3.3)
of ¢, and ¢,1, multiplicativity of 104 and the functoriality of OJ, see [2, Proposition
3.5 (2)]. The rightmost region of the second diagram commutes again by the explicit
expression (3.3) of ¢, and ¢,,1 and the multiplicativity of p;_,.



CROSSED MODULES OF MONOIDS II. 25

(4) Our strategy is to prove that ¢,y can be rewritten as
(AODNAT* L (AN BOAT 225 AT, (3.7)
B B B
Then (i) obviously implies (ii) and in view of part (3) also the opposite implication

holds.
The occurring morphism ¢0O1 is defined as the unique morphism rendering commu-

tative
(AD])BDA%" P, 0pn

A gn+1 A %n
p(ADBI)B pP2..n
Pl‘ ‘t-pl

(ADDNB A B

q S

It is well-defined by the commutativity of the first diagram of (1.1); see [2, Proposition
3.5 (2)]. The morphism of (3.7) is equal to ¢,+1 by the commutativity of both diagrams

e (A1) BOAS" o AT
yP(ADpDB q p1
(AONAT 2 (A0NA —2 ~ (ADD)B AB ——— A2 A
B B B pal 1tT 14 m
A2 p1ip1 P1
1p11\
pal AAFT — (AT"TH2 — AT
(1o¢o---09)(¢01) "
(3.8)
b (AP BJA - A
/ \LPADBTL \Lpzun
P lmf VL Y} — T —— e
B ul (i0---0%)1 m
SlT 1\p2mnp2mn TpQWn
\_,)AAQ" (Agm+1)24>Agn+1
pal (104 0--04)(i01) "
(3.9)
whose right verticals are joint monomorphisms. U

Example 3.2. In the category C of spans over a given set X from Example 1.2, the
morphisms h,, of Lemma 3.1 (2) are isomorphisms, see the pullback (1.4). Hence for

g
any reflexive graph B =t= A of categories with common object set X and identity-on-
T

objects functors between them, all morphisms {gy, }~0 in Lemma 3.1 (3) are invertible
if and only if ¢; is so; see Lemma 3.1 (3). The latter condition holds e.g. if B is a
groupoid, see Example 1.2.
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Example 3.3. In the context of Example 1.3 we know from [2, Example 4.3] that [2,
Assumption 4.1] holds for the monoidal admissible class S in [2, Example 2.3] and [2,
Example 2.7] of spans in C.

In this situation, for any cocommutative comonoid B in M and any comonoid

morphism C' —f>B such that the comultiplication 6 of C satisfies f1.0 = f1.c.0,
there is a unique isomorphism h rendering commutative

AC el
~ h
Sa
ABIC oo
1
d ml {f
AB B

£

with the inverse AB%C’ 2 ABC ¥ AC (where 7 = pappc.0 is the equalizer of 161

and 11f1.116 as in (1.5); and e stands for both counits of A and B). Indeed, the
following diagrams commute.

J

/\ 1>
ABOC (ABOC)? —= ABC 2 AC —~ ABOC
B 6 B PABPC B
pAB\L pABpABl 11f tlf lpAB
AB2 . a2pr 1 apye Ml ppr L A AB
i
J
/\ £
ABOC (ABOIC)? ABC — L A0 —" ABOC
B é B PABPC B
\ all |€1 lpc
ABOC C——C
B pc
2,2 2 2
AC = A’C? ——— (AC) (AC)2 —S AC
hl lhh 1fel H
ABOC d (ABOC)? 2222 ABC AC
B lel

By [2, Example 2.8] there is an induced monoidal admissible class (also denoted
by &) in the category of monoids in C (that is, the category of bimonoids in M) also
satisfying [2, Assumption 4.1] by [2, Example 4.4]. So whenever the above morphism
f is a monoid morphism as well, there is a bimonoid isomorphism h in the diagram,
see [2, Proposition 3.7]. Consequently, in the category of bimonoids in M, the mor-
phisms h,, of Lemma 3.1 (2) are isomorphisms. Therefore ¢, in Lemma 3.1 (3) is an
isomorphism for all positive integer n if and only if it is invertible for n = 1; and this
holds whenever B is a Hopf monoid, see Proposition 1.4.
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Lemma 3.4. Let S be a monoidal admissible class of spans in a monoidal category
C for which [2, Assumption 4.1] holds and let (B,Y, Y 1,V B , BY = YB)
be an object of the category PreXs(C) in Theorem 2.1 such that B Ly—v es.

(n)
For any natural number n denote by B"T'™= B the n-times iterated multiplication

(unique by the associativity of m; by definition the identity morphism for n =0) and
consider the span

m(m

B prtt EK ynp el po (3.10)

For any natural number n the following assertions hold.

(1) The cospan YB -2~ B m™ gt Bkl ymp g it legs in S (hence there
exists its S-relative pullback YB%Y"B).

(2) There exists a unique morphism by, 1 of spans (for the spans (3.10)) rendering

commutative
yn+ip el.. 11
>~ \bn+1
AL
yBOy"B 2% ynp
Tk k1 B \kal
PYB Bl
| m(
YB" — YR B.

1m(™ €

(3) If byy1 in part (2) is an isomorphism then also by is an isomorphism for all
0< k<n.
(4) For the morphism

gn, (10u10---Dul)(ul0l)

G =(Y BOD(YB) " 2y B(Y B) (vB) )2 % (v B)

the following diagram commutes

bn+1

y"B YBOY"B =22 20 (v B) OB
ot J{’?m Ont1
(YBOI)"*"'B — (YBOI)"Y B . (YB) &1
B 1..1q1 B 1...1g2 dn+1

where f is the isomorphism in Theorem 1.1 (¢’).
(5) byy1 in part (2) is an isomorphism if and only if q,+1 in part (4) is an iso-
morphism.

Proof. (1) By definition the first two spans in

Y=Y %1 B=B=R"B BLy=Y YB=YBSB (3.11)

belong to S hence so does the last one by the multiplicativity of S. Again, by definition
the second and the third spans of (3.11) belong to S hence by the multiplicativity of
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S so does the first one in

it B ynp _yng g pent B oynp yap (3.12)

Then the second span of (3.12) is in S by (POST).
(2) Since the first span of (3.11) and the second span of (3.12) are in S, the multi-
plicativity of & implies that so is

VB 1m(™) y grtl okl ymyigelell ynpg

So by the evident commutativity of the exterior of the diagram of part (2) the stated
morphism b, exists. It is a morphism of spans (for the spans (3.10)) by the com-
mutativity of the following diagrams.

o mn D

yntlp e...el B yntig Ukl vy png1 KLl png B

b”“l el...1 H b"“l le(n) le(n) H

YBEY"BWY"BHB YBEY"B =YD o B*——B
1..lul

(3) Since for a positive integer n, Y" !B =~ Y"B is a morphism between the
spans of (3.10), the morphism in the top row of the following diagram is well-defined
by [2, Proposition 3.5].

101...1ul 101...1ul

b/> YBUY"™ B Y BLY"B YBUY"™ B —YBIY"B

Py b,
VB — ynRB rrl 1k...k1 Y B» 1mm Y$2YB Pyn—1p PynB

1...1m1T ( ) ynpg el yn- 1B Lolul _ymp
Imln
n+1

L tul 1.1m1 Y B -

%1 1...1ul
Yyt B ; YBDY"B Y"+1B T YBDY"B

n+1

By their commutativity we infer b,41.1...1ul = (101...1ul).b, Similarly, since for

n>0also Y"B=IYyn-1B jga morphism between the spans of (3.10), the mor-
phism in the top row of the following diagram is well-defined by [2, Proposition 3.5].

101...1m1

Y BOY"B 101 iml YBEY"—lB YBOY"B ~ YBEY"—lB
bs \LPYB bt
Yn+1Blk leBn+1 1m(n) YB pPynp Pyn—1p
\ Yn+1B el...1 n 1...1m1 Yn_lB
11..1m1 Y B"? (n 1) PYB
le m Prnin
1...1m1

Y"B . YBDY” 'B - YBDY" 'B

By their commutativity, b,.1...1m1 = (1o0l...1ml).b,4;. It follows from these
identities and the unitality of the monoid Y that whenever b, ,; is invertible then so
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is b,, with the inverse

—1

b
YB%Y”,IB 101...1ul YBEY”B n+1 YnJrlB 1...1m1l a3

(4) We proceed by induction in n. For n = 0 the diagram in the claim reduces to

vy —" Y BOB
flt *\§§§§§§§§§ leB
(YBODB YB

whose upper half commutes by construction (see part (2)) and the lower half commutes
since f1 and ¢; are mutual inverses (see the proof of Theorem 1.1).

For any positive value of n, denote the top-right path in the diagram of the claim
by b,.1 and the bottom row by ¢,.1. Then the diagram takes the form
yntlp g"‘”
fl...lll

(YBONY"B

1f...f1¢ &

(YB%anB—@;(YB%]XYBﬁWfﬁL(YB)W*P
\//

(YB)#H

q~n+1

The region at the bottom left corner commutes if the claim holds for n — 1; and the
commutativity of the large region is proven in Figure 4.
(5) By Theorem 1.1 ¢ is an isomorphism without any further assumption; it is

the inverse of the isomorphism Y B LAY (YBE[ )B . Also by is an isomorphism; the

inverse of the isomorphism YBEBpii5 Y B in [2, Proposition 3.6 (1)].

Assume that b is iso for some [ > 1. Take the diagram of part (4) for n = 1; it
says by = @o.f11. Since f is an isomorphism by definition and b, is an isomorphism
by part (3), also go is an isomorphism. If [ = 2 then this completes the proof. If [ > 2
then take next the diagram of part (4) for n = 2; it says (10by).bs = g3.1¢o.f f11. All
of the occurring morphisms but ¢3 are known to be isomorphisms proving that so is
qs. Repeating this reasoning for all n <[ we conclude that g, is an isomorphism for
all 0 < n <.

The opposite implication is proven by the same steps. Assume that ¢ is iso for
some [ > 1. Take the diagram of part (4) for n = 1; it says by = ¢o.f11. Since f is
an isomorphism by definition and ¢ is an isomorphism by Lemma 3.1 (3), also b, is
an isomorphism. If [ = 2 then this completes the proof. If [ > 2 then take next the
diagram of part (4) for n = 2; it says (10bg).b3 = ¢3.1¢2.f f11. All of the occurring
morphisms but b3 are known to be isomorphisms proving that so is b3. Repeating this
reasoning for all n <[ we conclude that b, is an isomorphism for all 0 < n </{. U
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b7L+1
dn+1
//"/\
~ On . gn gn—l—l 2 = %‘”‘H
fbn (YB%I)(YB)B pyB1YB(YB) e (YB) )? — (YB)
\Lpll elll \LpZ.nH»lpZ.ﬂH»l lpz.“nﬂ
Ll Y"B b (YB)"" —“ . B(YB)™" (B et (YB)%™)?2 s (Y B)"
M
m} - Tp2.‘.n+1
YBOY"B 100n (Y B) P+
B

bn+1

0¢

INHOY VTTHIHdVD



CROSSED MODULES OF MONOIDS II. 31

Example 3.5. Take S to be the (monoidal and admissible) class of all spans in
the monoidal category C of spans over a given set. For any object of the category
ReflGraphMon(C) of Example 2.3 and for any positive integer n, the morphism b, in
Lemma 3.4 (2) in invertible, see the pullback (1.4).

Example 3.6. In the setting of Example 1.3 we know from Example 3.3 that the
morphism ¢, of Lemma 3.1 (3) is invertible for any positive integer n and for any
object of ReflGraphMong(C). By the isomorphism of Theorem 2.1 this means that the
morphism ¢, of Lemma 3.4 (4) is invertible for any object of PreXs(C). Then also the
morphism b,, of Lemma 3.4 (2) is invertible by Lemma 3.4 (5). Since the diagram

Y"B

Sy 1...11 ley1...11
5}’5yn 1p
Yn lB Yn+lB

Ueyp_1pl..11
leyyn-1pl.. 11 leyn_1pl..11 lepl.. 11] lepl..11

Y"B Y"B) ——— Y B"Y"B YBY"B

Synp ( k.. k11..11 1m(=D1..1
bn
L lbnbn 11%

Y BOY"' B = (v BOY" B)? DBl YBY" B

commutes, we conclude that the morphism in its bottom-right path — involving the
equalizer j as in (1.5) — is the inverse of b,.

Lemma 3.7. Let S be a monoidal admissible class of spans in a monoidal category
C for which [2, Assumption 4.1] holds and let (B,Y, Y ~1,Y B , BY = YB)

be an object of the category PreXs(C) in Theorem 2.1 such that B Ly—v es.
For any positive integer n the morphism b, in Lemma 3.4 (2) satisfies the following
identities.

(1) byull =wulol
(2) by.lul = 10wl

Proof. Assertion (1) follows by the commutativity of the diagrams

v2p 2 yBOYB v2p 2 yBOyYB
ull \lel B ull B
Wl > Y B2 im | p ell lm
. e 1\ YB vB
yBX g m p_ v _yp Tm

,Tpl \
Mx YBUY B uiol YBOYB
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and part (2) follows by the commutativity of

v2B 2 yBOyYRB v2B % yBOY B
1ul B Tul B
lel lpl ell lm
lul 9 1m el ul
YB—-YB——YB YB B YB

v
\ Tm \ Tm
1oul v BOY B 1ot YBUYB.
B

3.2. The composition morphism of a relative category of monoids.

Proposition 3.8. Consider a monoidal admissible class S of spans in a monoidal

category C such that [2, Assumption 4.1] holds. Take an object B =i= A of the
t

category ReflGraphMong(C) of Theorem 2.1 such that the following properties hold.

e BL A=A belongsto S
e the morphism q3 of Lemma 3.1 (8) is invertible.

The following assertions hold.

(1) There is at most one monoid morphism d rendering commutative

AUA

N

(2) The monoid morphism d of part (1) exists if and only if the following diagram
commutes (recall that gs is invertible by Lemma 3.1 (3)).

(i 01)(104) a5t

A(ADD) —2 42 (ADA)

1pa J/ \LPAl

A? A A?

Moreover, in this case d is equal to A%A N (A%I)A PAL g2 4

(3) Whenever the monoid morphism d of part (1) exists, B iﬁ A< A%A is
¢

an S-relative category in the category of monoids in C.

Proof. The proof is built on [2, Corollary 1.7].
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(1) Since the morphism ¢, in Lemma 3.1 (3) is invertible, we know from [2, Corollary
1.7] that there is at most one monoid morphism rendering commutative

Y m) ey =y /L S— ) (3.13)

N

Since a monoid morphism d as in part (1) obviously renders commutative (3.13), this
proves its uniqueness.

(2) By [2, Corollary 1.7] commutativity of the diagram of part (2) is equivalent to
the existence of a (unique) monoid morphism making (3.13) commute. Since a monoid
morphism d in part (1) provides such a morphism, its existence implies commutativity
of the diagram of part (2).

In order to prove the converse implication, we show that any monoid morphism
d making (3.13) commute renders commutative also the diagram of part (1). Recall
from [2, Lemma 1.2] that the invertibility of ¢ in Theorem 2.1 (b) implies that p4 and
i are joint epimorphisms of monoids. Hence if d makes (3.13) commute then it does
so the left hand side of the diagram of part (1) by d.(10i¢).i =d.(i0l).i = i.

The stated expression of d immediately follows from [2, Corollary 1.7].

(3) In order to see that the monoid morphism d in part (1) is a morphism of
spans, we use that by the invertibility of ¢, there are unique morphisms rendering
commutative the respective diagrams

AD[ﬁ)AmZADA ol A and AD[iAm’ADA ol A,

B B
| |
\_} v / \ v /
5.pA B s t.pa B t

see [2, Corollary 1.7]. Now s.d obviously makes the first diagram commute and so

does ADA 2 A B by the commutativity of

ADI 2 10 7> AUA and A&AEA

Z ' V’? KZPQ
_ 5

Thus they are equal. Similarly, both ¢.d and AEA 2L AL B render commutative

the second diagram proving that they are equal.

The to-be composition morphism d in part (1) admits the unit ¢ by construction.
Its associativity follows again by [2, Corollary 1.7] since by the invertibility of g3 there
is at most one morphism rendering commutative

ADI A A AT ACA ol ADA.
B B B

S
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Since both d.(dol) and d.(1ad) do so by the commutativity of

AD] pA 1DZD1AD3 AD] pA 1D2D2AD3 ADAZDlDlAD3 ADAZD—ID>1A%3

B
1 \z\ ldml 1 z\ 10d ldm dl | llmd
A A ADA AL 4004
B B
Vd \K Vd
A A

this proves their equality (modulo the omitted associativity isomorphism in [2, Propo-
sition 3.6]). O

Proposition 3.9. Consider a monoidal admissible class S of spans in a monoidal
category C such that [2, Assumption 4.1] holds. Between S-relative categories in the
category of monoids in C for which the morphisms qo in Lemma 5.1 (3) are invertible,
any morphism of reflexive graphs of monoids is in fact an S-relative functor.

Proof. Take S-relative categories B =i= A L A%A and B == A’ <2 A’EA’ as
t N
in the claim. We need to check the compatibility of any morphism of reflexive graphs

(B X p , A= A’) with the composition morphisms d and d’. The first diagram of

q2 d
//\ /—\
AONA A2 —— (AOA)? —= A0A ADA—> ADI A—>A2—>A
B (104)(i01) B m B

pal q2 pal
(aDl)al [aa l(aDa)(aDa) lama aDal l(aml) [aa ‘a
3 /=1

(A/E[)A,pi;l A/Q(M)<A/EA/>2 ﬂ’) A/EA/ 14/]914/(]2 (A/DI)A/ A/Q m/’ A/
/ / / / ¥/

/

ds d

commutes since aOa is multiplicative by [2, Proposition 3.7 (2)] and by the functori-
ality of J; see [2, Proposition 3.5 (2)]. It is used to prove the commutativity of the
second diagram. dJ

3.3. The equivalence between relative categories and crossed modules of
monoids.

Theorem 3.10. Consider a monoidal admissible class S of spans in a monoidal
category C such that [2, Assumption 4.1] holds. Use the same notation S for the
induced admissible class of spans in the category of monoids in C from [2, Example

2.8] (also satisfying [2, Assumption 4.1] by [2, Example 4.4] ). The following categories
are equivalent.

CatMongs(C) whose

S
objects are S-relative categories B =i= A S AEA in the category of monoids
— t

in C such that the morphisms q, of (3.3) are invertible for any positive integer
n.

morphisms are S-relative functors in the category of monoids in C.



CROSSED MODULES OF MONOIDS II. 35

Xmods(C) whose
objects consist of monoids B andY , monoid morphisms Y -1 and Y B
and a distributive law BY =Y B subject to the following conditions.

() BLY =Y €8, Y=Y %] €¢Sand B=B=B €8.

(b") el.x = le and m.kl.x = m.1k.

(¢") The morphism f of Theorem 1.1 (¢’) is invertible and the morphisms b,
of Lemma 3.4 (2) are invertible for all positive integers n.

(d’) Regarding Y B as a monoid via the structure induced by the distributive
law x, the following diagram commutes.

Y By " (y2py2  bbe (YBOY B "~y BOY B

ML Joz

Y?B YB Y?B

ml ml

morphisms are pairs of monoid morphisms ( B 2 p , Y £ Y') such that
ey=e, k.y=>0k and 2'.by = yb.x.

Proof. 1t follows by Proposition 3.8 and Proposition 3.9 that CatMong(C) is a full
subcategory of ReflGraphMong(C) and obviously Xmods(C) is a full subcategory of
PreXs(C). Below we show that the mutually inverse functors of Theorem 2.1 restrict
to functors between these subcategories thus establishing the stated equivalence.

Regarding an object B iﬁ AL A%A of CatMong(C) as an object B % A
t t

of ReflGraphMong(C), the functor in the proof of Theorem 2.1 takes it to the ob-
ject (B ADI, AOI LT, AOI"2 AL B | BADI) ™ 42 ™ A" (ADD)B ) of the
category PreXs(C); we claim that it is in fact an object of Xmods(C).

It satisfies the condition B <— A X% AE[ = A € S by Lemma 2.2.

From Lemma 3.4 (5) we know that the morphism b,, of Lemma 3.4 (2) is invertible
if and only if the left column of the commutative diagram

(qo1)gtm !
-

((AEI)B%I)((AEI)B) %’n—l (A%I)A%m—l

Pangnsl | . pal
(ADDB((ADD) B) & —* 445
(1Du1D---Du1)(u1D1)\L N éiDiD"-Di)(ml)l gn
((ADD)B)")? — <AT">2
m\L m
((AE[)B) 7" yo» AT

is invertible. Recognize the isomorphism ¢, in the right column. Since also the rows
are isomorphisms by assumption, so is the left column and hence b,,.
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The proof of the commutativity of the diagram in part (d’) requires some prepara-
tion. The commutativity of

b (AQI)BO(ADN B ATA
B B B B
\Lpl \Lpl
(ADI)?B —~ (AONAB = (AONAB * (ADN) B2 — = (AD[)B —2—~ A
B 1pal B B B B
}* M1t
(AD7) A ’ P
1q
(AODA ADA
B q2 B
b (ADI)BO(ACI)B e ADA
B B B B
\LPQ \LPQ
(AD1)*B pill (ADn)B ’ A

prl sz
\1; (AOI)A ADA
B B

q q2

proves (q0q).by = q2.1q. (Here the bottom-right region of the first diagram commutes
since the lower half of the diagram of (3.8) commutes and the bottom-right region of
the second diagram commutes since the lower half of the diagram of (3.9) commutes.)

By the associativity of A and the multiplicativity of A%I P2 A also the following

diagram commutes.

1q
— T
2 2
ypall ypal
ol A3 Im A2

| "
(A0n)B Lﬁ/m/, i

q

With the help of these identities and Lemma 3.7, and using that the region marked
by (%) commutes by Proposition 3.8 (2), the diagram of Figure 5 is seen to commute.
This proves that the stated object belongs to Xmodgs(C) indeed.

In the opposite direction, consider an object (B,Y, Y -1, Y B , BY = YB)
of Xmods(C) as an object of PreXs(C). The functor in the proof of Theorem 2.1 takes

el
it to the object B =ui= A of ReflGraphMong(C); we claim that it can be seen as an
m.kl

object of CatMong(C).

By Lemma 3.4 (1) the span B2~ B22L Y B —Y B belongs to S.
The morphism ¢, of Lemma 3.4 (4) is invertible for all positive integers n by Lemma
3.4 (5).
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ulllul

111w 2_> 2 2172_12 2 m
(AD1)B(ACIT) (ADD) B — (ADDRBY "2 (A1) BO(ADH) B)
Xl) i qq (ulo1)(10ul) $ (q99)(q5q) o
. 2 2
lipa A(A%I) 1pa A (G01)(104) (AEA) AEA
| 1pa (*) fa
(AD1)A2 22 g3 s 2 m A m A0 (ADD)A

hni hnl /////////////”/E;///////’///’//?
(ADD)A Al g2 -

1q*1¢

(A1) BO(AQI)B
B B B

1g—

2
(ADI?B

ml ml

—1
b2

2
(ADI?B

‘II SAIONOW J0 SHTNAOW dHSSOYD
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el
By Proposition 3.8 (2) and (3), the reflexive graph of monoids B =ui= A extends
m.kl

to an S-relative category in the category of monoids in C by the commutativity of

11py B 9 (ulDl)(lDul)

Y B(Y BOI) (Y B)

—1
(YBOY B)? =Y BUY B N (YBONY B

Nlu ulllul bobo
1171

YBY (Y2B)? by ! i
1lpy B 1z (@) pyBll

e/ y2p V2B ——— YR
11n\ % 11m%11
(YB)2 — - Y?R? YB Y2RB2 (YB)Q.
1zl mm mm 1zl

The region at the top-right corner is the commutative diagram of Lemma 3.4 (4) for
n = 1. The region bounded from below by the curved arrows commutes by Lemma
3.7. The region marked by (d’) is coincides with the diagram of part (d’) hence it
commutes. u

Example 3.11. As in Example 1.2, take the (evidently admissible and monoidal)
class of all spans in the category C of spans over a given set X. Then the equivalent
categories of Theorem 3.10 take the following forms.

CatMon(C)whose
objects are the double categories with the object set X and only identity
horizontal morphisms and such that the morphism (1.3) is invertible. (This
last condition holds e.g. if the vertical edge category is a groupoid.)
morphisms are the double functors which are identities on the objects (and
hence on the horizontal morphisms).

Xmod(C) whose

objects consist of categories B and Y with the common object set X such
that in Y there are no morphisms between different objects; an action (see

Example 1.2) BgY =Y and an identity-on-objects functor Y > B such
that

k(b>y).b = b.k(y) and (k(y) o)y =y
for all morphisms b in B and y,y" in Y for which s(b) = t(y) = t(v').
morphisms are the same as the morphisms in PreXMon(C), see Example 2.3.

These equivalent categories have equivalent full subcategories in whose objects the
occurring category B is a groupoid; and other equivalent full subcategories in whose
objects both occurring categories are groupoids. In the latter case these are the
category of categories in the category of groupoids; and the category of crossed modules
of groupoids in [4, Definition 1.2], respectively.

Example 3.12. In the setting of Example 1.3, the equivalent categories of Theorem
3.10 take the following explicit forms.
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CatMong(C) whose

S
objects are S-relative categories B =i= A 4 AEA in the category of mon-
- t

oids in C — that is, in the category of bimonoids in M — such that the
morphism g of Theorem 1.1 (b) is invertible.

morphisms are S-relative functors in the category of monoids in C — that is,
in the category of bimonoids in M.

Xmods(C) whose
objects consist of a bimonoid Y and a cocommutative bimonoid B together

with a left action BY ->Y which makes Y both a B-module monoid and a B-

module comonoid and a bimonoid morphism Y X B for which the following
diagrams commute.

y Ly2 S y? BY L pry & pyplLyp y2oLlys_lo yskll pyo

e - !

Y? BY B? B B? Y?——Y Yy?

k1 m m

The third condition appears in [16, Definition 12 (v)] under the name Peiffer
condition (motivated by the terminology for groups).

morphisms are pairs of monoid morphisms ( B L p Y 2y ) such that
ey=e, k'.y=>0kand 2'.by = yb.x.

These equivalent categories are equivalent furthermore to the full subcategory of

ReflGraphMong(C) of Example 2.3 for whose objects B >§§ A the following diagrams
t

commute.
A g A? ‘ A2 (3.14)
5l L
A2 BA

tl

A(ADT) e A2(ADT) > BADDA 2% 47 ™ 42 T (ADDBA - (3.15)

1PA\L \LpAfBl

A? A A?

m m

The above description of CatMong(C) requires no further explanation. In the de-
scription of Xmods(C) we need to show that the third diagram (the Peiffer condition)
is equivalent to the diagram of Theorem 3.10 (d’) in the current setting. The path on
the right hand side of the diagram of Theorem 3.10 (d’) appears as the left bottom
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path of the commutative diagram

k1111 B2Y BY

yBY — 2L (vB?Y

ullluul iullullluu w/
dy2plll 1kley 11111
(Y?B)? ——— (Y?’B)) ————= Y B?*YBY’B mill
bezl byt 1m11111
m u uu
(YBOYB)?? ——— > (YB) ——— (YB)?Y2B <" (By)2
B Jj 11111ep11
l/llCYB,Yll \Llc}’B,Y
lleyp,ypll YBY2BYB ulllluw BY2B

l/llllll \Llll
m (Y B)* Y3BY B " y2p

ilxllxl \Llllxl/
llegepllll ullulu
_—

(Y2B2)2 Y4BQ

(YB)?

1epllll

mmm

J lepll Y2B VB

Y BUY B
B

ml

byt

(in which x stands for the distributive law BY LBy X BYBLYB of Example
1.3). Hence it can be replaced by the top right path yielding the equivalent form

k1111 mlll

YBY 2L (v B)2Y BYBY ™ML (By)? (3.16)
16p1
llz leypy
YB?Y
11cl BY?’B
(YB)? 11
u1|
Y2B — YB — Y2B

of the diagram of Theorem 3.10 (d’). The first diagram of Figure 6 shows that if the
diagram of (3.16) commutes then the Peiffer condition in the above presentation of
Xmods(C) holds. The opposite implication is proven by the second diagram of Figure
6.

In order to justify the further equivalent characterization of these categories as a
full subcategory of ReflGraphMong(C), we need to see the equivalence of the diagram
of Proposition 3.8 (2) in the current setting and the diagram of (3.15). This follows
by noting that the top row of the diagram of Proposition 3.8 (2) in the current setting
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Y2

YBY

o1 3 k11 BY2
1lul 11luul \Llulul y \LHUN
601 2 2 lcll 2 k1111 2 ml1ll 2 llepl 2
YBY V2B (Y B)2Y B2YBY — ™1 (By) BY
\ \Llcy51y ey \Llc
Y B2Y BY?B - BY?
1lepl \Lllc \Llll \Lll
e, (YB)? Y?B Y?
/ l/lll l/ml
YBY ~ 1., ml YB m
y? _ Yy
161 YB2Y 6111 Y2B2Y lcll (YB)2Y k1111 B2YBY mlll (BY)2
11c l/llc
(YB)2 6111 Y2BYB 1lcll YBY2B k1111 B2Y2B mlll BY2B
\Lllcl lcl
11 yBy?B—*L _pry2p_ mll . py2p
11 RUH RUH fi
YgB lcl Y3B k111 BY2B 111 Y2B
611 lml
Y?B — YB

‘II SAIONOW J0 SHTNAOW dHSSOYD
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appears in the left-bottom path of the commutative diagram

A(ADT) Lo 42(A0) e A(AODA
B 55 B B
11pa 1pal 1
\ $\ 5 / i
Ipa Az(A%I)2 A3 A3 B(AEI)A
t11
\LHPAPA lﬂl J,lpAl
A2 g BA? BA?
111u _ :
\Ltlls/ \Lzll \Lzll
(i01)(104) BA%B A3 le A3
(/45;[4)2 JJj 144 lcl f44 mil
\ !

/ —1
qg 1
ADA (AD1)BOA (AOI)BA
B B B B

¢ o1 J
(ADI)A

-1
ds

hence it can be replaced by the top-right path. (The expression of ;' in the bottom-
right corner was computed in Example 3.3.)

Proposition 3.13. The equivalent categories of Example 3.12 have equivalent full
subcategories as follows.

o The full subcategory of CatMong(C) for whose objects B % AL AEA the
t

bimonoid B in M is a Hopf monoid.

o The full subcategory of Xmods(C) for whose objects (B,Y, BY Ly , Y LAy )
the bimonoid B in M is a Hopf monoid.

e The full subcategory of ReflGraphMong(C) for whose objects B éﬁ A the fol-
t

lowing conditions hold.
— B is a Hopf monoid (with antipode z)
—tl.0 =tl.c.d
— for the morphisms
To— Al akaplaploezna T Al a2lpaitpalgeng

the following diagram commutes.

PRIEANpTERINT
AL NN (3.17)

A

A2 A
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Proof. The only ingredient that requires a proof is the equivalence of diagrams (3.15)
and (3.17) in the case when B has an antipode z. The proof will repeatedly use the
identity on 5 encoded in the following commutative diagram.

A? m A (3.18)
19 o1 5
l’2 \ 3 116 4 lel 4 mm ‘L2
A A A A A
" llllss 13\L
le A?B? o AB
\Lllc
A3 161 A4 11ss A282 1z -
51115 \Lllzz
A?B? mm AB
131 lllii 12‘J/
A mm A?
lllml m\L
A3 — > A3 — s A2B— s A’B > A3 A? A
lc 11s 11z 114 ml m

Recall from [15] that if B has an antipode z then A%I P2 A is a split monomor-

phism in M; a retraction is provided by g4 := A z, (AE[)B 1 AEI . Indeed,

ga.pa = le.qgl.qlu=lelu=1.

1

On the other hand, since in Proposition 1.4 ¢~ was constructed as the unique solution

of pal.g7t = <50, also the equality

pa.ga =pale.qgt =lepal.gt = le.§s.6=9
holds, proving that s idempotent.
Pre-composing both paths around (3.15) with the split epimorphism 1g4, we obtain
the equivalent diagram

A2 1 A3 lc A3 t11 BA2 ill A3 ml A2
1ga
\LllgA llgAl ll?l
A(ADI) -2 42(ADT) - A(ADNA 2% B(ADD A Al g3
19 lml 1
2
1pa A \?1
A? — A — A2
(3.19)

Its rightmost region commutes by (3.18) and the fact that S is idempotent.
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The morphism around the right hand side of (3.19) occurs as the left-bottom path
of the commutative diagram

A2 1 A3 lc A3 t11 BA2
51 [RE
A3 611 A4 118

1c¢ l/llc
A3 611 A4 lcl A4
tlli lttll l/tltl i1l
BA? B2A? (BA)?
ml \Liill Wm
A3 611 A4 lcl A4
\Lllsl
AQBA 11¢1 A4 116 A3
ml l/llzl inﬁe—
AQBA 1121 A4 11m A3

ll?ll il?l

A2 (3.18) A4 m 43
mll
A3
g1 1m
ml
A2 _ A _ A2,

Hence it can be replaced by the top-right path yielding the equivalent form

A2 o1 A3 t11 BA2 i1l A3 lc A3 1 A3 (320)
1?l llm
A2 _ A _ A2

of (3.19).

Finally, observe that for any morphisms A? Y A the following diagrams are equiv-
alent:

A2 o1 A3 t11 BA2 111 A3 A2 61 A3 t11 BA2 z11 BA2 i11 A3

ﬂ)l lhb ¢l llw

A _ At A _ A%,
(3.21)

Indeed, the first diagram below shows that if the first diagram of (3.21) commutes then
so does the second one; and the opposite implication follows by the second diagram
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below.
A2 0 3 UL pa2 2L gz L g3 A2 0L 3 M g2 AL 43
81 ll&l 161 wl ¢151 141
2 i 3 0L g4 ML p a3 AL 44
A3 O g4 B p g3 21 poag AL 44 w A A BA A 1
t11 111 111 ¢
t11 lltll 111 l si1 J/ . l
BA2 511 B2A? 2111 B2A? i111 ABA2 BA? B*A? — ABA?
— — \lell lzll\L
mi B2A2 1 Ap A2
ell B A2 1411 11 imn
ull i1l B A? 1i11
A2 ull A3 ML g4 ull im
16 116 A2 ull A3 mll A4
A2 ™ g e e
, . A2 ml A3
¢ P lm\L
ul m A m AQ
m ul
l/m
A A A A
%
Applying the equivalence of the diagrams of (3.21) to ¢ = A%< A2 T2 g
and ¢ := A? 15 p2m g , we obtain from (3.20) the equivalent form
1

A2— 5 A3 — - BA? — = BA? —= A3 —= A2

51 t11 211 i1l ml
1175 15
c js _ml_ j2
\le
A? A?
7] |m Sm
A? — A
which is equivalent to (3.17) by the naturality of the symmetry c. U

The equivalent categories of Proposition 3.13 have equivalent full subcategories in
whose objects both occurring bimonoids are Hopf monoids, and other equivalent full
subcategories in whose objects they are both cocommutative Hopf monoids. In this
way, Proposition 3.13 includes [16, Proposition 11] and [16, Theorem 14] about the
equivalence between the category of so-called Cat'-Hopf algebras and the category
of crossed modules over Hopf algebras; hence in particular the equivalence between
the category of Cat'-groups and the category of crossed modules over groups in [10,
Section 3.9].
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