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PROJECTION FORMULAS AND INDUCED FUNCTORS ON

CENTERS OF MONOIDAL CATEGORIES

JOHANNES FLAKE, ROBERT LAUGWITZ, AND SEBASTIAN POSUR

ABSTRACT. Given a monoidal adjunction, we show that the right adjoint induces a
braided lax monoidal functor between the corresponding Drinfeld centers provided that
certain natural transformations, called projection formula morphisms, are invertible. We
investigate these induced functors on Drinfeld centers in more detail for the monoidal ad-
junction of restriction and (co-)induction along morphisms of Hopf algebras. The resulting
functors are applied to examples related to affine algebraic groups, quantum groups at
roots of unity, and Radford—Majid biproducts of Hopf algebras. Moreover, we use the
projection formula morphisms to prove a characterization theorem for monoidal Kleisli
adjunctions and a crude monoidal monadicity theorem. The functor on Drinfeld cen-
ters induced by the Eilenberg—Moore adjunction is given in terms of local modules over
commutative central monoids.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation. A morphism of monoids (or rings) g: A — B does in general not restrict
to a morphism of monoids (or rings) on the centers Z(g): Z(A) — Z(B). The concept of
a monoidal category C gives a categorical analogue of a monoid. The center of such a
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monoidal category is given by the monoidal or Drinfeld center Z(C) [Majol,JS91] — a
construction widely used in quantum algebra and topological quantum field theory, see
e.g. [Kas95, EGNO15,TV17] and references therein. Let G: C — D be a strong monoidal
functor. As in the case of morphisms of monoids, such a functor does not directly produce
a strong monoidal functor Z(C) — Z(D). In this paper, we show that, if G has a right
adjoint functor R: D — C satisfying certain natural conditions, then R induces a functor
on Drinfeld centers. This functor is not strong monoidal but braided laz monoidal. A first
version of this result is the following.

Theorem A (See Corollary 4.11). Let C be a rigid monoidal category and let G: C — D
be a strong monoidal functor. If G 4 R is an adjunction, then R induces a braided lax
monoidal functor Z(R): Z(D) — Z(C).

To return to the motivating setup of the morphism of monoids ¢g: A — B mentioned
above, we can view a monoid as a discrete monoidal category and a strong monoidal
functor corresponds to a morphism of monoids. In this classical setup, the existence of a
right adjoint implies that ¢ is invertible and hence also a morphism of monoids making the
centers isomorphic. However, at the categorical level, there exists a wealth of examples
of adjoint functors that are not equivalences which will give us a wealth of lax monoidal
functors on Drinfeld centers that are not equivalences.

A key tool used to prove the general result Theorem B below (of which Theorem A is a
special case) are natural transformations called the projection formula morphisms

prOjA,X rpron’A

1
(11) A®RX R(GA®X) and RX®A R(X ® GA),

for A € C, X € D, which are constructed using the adjunction data. When these are
isomorphisms, we say that the projection formula holds (for R).

The projection formula isomorphisms are a known tool in representation theory (see
e.g. [Ser77, Section 7.2]), algebraic geometry (see e.g. [Har77, Exercises I1.5.1 and I11.8.3]),
K-theory ([CG10, 5.3.12]), tensor triangulated geometry ([BDS16, 1.3. Theorem]), and cat-
egorical logic [Law70], and have been studied in the context of closed symmetric monoidal
categories [Joh02, FHMO03]. An adjunction G 4 R satisfying the projection formula is called
coHopf in [Ball7, Section 3.1]. This condition has been linked to Frobenius-type properties
of the right adjoint in [Ball7, Yad24]. Dually, for adjunctions L 4 G, the projection formula
morphisms are sometimes called Hopf operators [BLV11, Section 2.8] and their invertibility
implies that the associated monad is a Hopf monad.

Functoriality of the Drinfeld center is not a new question and other approaches exist in
the literature. The Drinfeld center has been shown to be bifunctorial on a Morita bicategory
where the objects are certain monoidal categories (namely, indecomposable multitensor
categories), l-morphisms are finite abelian categorical bimodules, and 2-morphisms are
bimodule transformations, see [KZ18, Theorem 3.1.8] and [KYZ21, Theorem 4.12, Section
5.2]. Our construction works directly with monoidal functors between monoidal categories
to, contravariantly, induce lax monoidal functors on their centers.
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1.2. Summary of results. The main results of the paper build on consequences of the
assumption that the projection formula holds (i.e., the transformations in (1.1) are in-
vertible). These consequences are that, first, the projection formula gives an adjunction
of C-bimodules and, second, an isomorphism of monoidal monads. To state the results,
consider a monoidal adjunction (see Definition 2.6)

/\
\/

In particular, we are given an adjunction G 4 R where G is strong monoidal and R lax
monoidal. Thus, the composition T' := RG: C — C is a monoidal monad, i.e., a monad
that is lax monoidal in a compatible way (see Definition 5.4 and [Seal3]).

1.2.1. Induced functors on Drinfeld centers. The first consequence of the projection for-
mula holding (see (1.1)) is that the inverses of lproj and rproj serve as lineators (i.e., as
coherence morphisms) to make the right adjoint R: DE — C a morphism of C-bimodules,
see Proposition 3.22. Here, D¢ denotes the C-bimodule obtained by restricting the regular
C-bimodule along G. In fact, the projection formulas lift G 4 R to an adjunction

/ \
DG

\/

of C-bimodules, see Lemma 3.24. This observation is used to prove the following main
result of the paper.

Theorem B (See Theorem 4.10). Let G 4 R be a monoidal adjunction such that the pro-
jection formula holds. Then R induces a braided lax monoidal functor

Z(R): Z(D) = Z(C), (X,c) = (RX, M),

where the half-braiding ¢ is defined for any object A of C by:

RX® A A® RX
R(X © GA) —2C1)__ p(GA® X)

The lax monoidal structure of Z(R) is inherited from that of R.

Note that Theorem A is a special case of Theorem B because if C is rigid, then the
projection formula holds for R, see Corollary 3.19. The proof of Theorem B uses the fact
that the center of C-bimodules provides a strict pseudofunctor Z: C-BiMod — Cat of
bicategories, as already observed in [Shi20]. We show that the assignments

C—2(C) and  (GAR)w— Z(R)
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give a functor from a category of monoidal categories (with monoidal adjunctions as mor-
phisms) to the category of braided monoidal categories (with braided lax monoidal functors
as morphisms), see Remark 4.12.

1.2.2. Monoidal Kleisli and Filenberg—Moore adjunctions. The second consequence of the
projection formula is explored in Sections 5 and 6. To state this consequence and further
results, we consider the strict bicategory CatfjLX of monoidal categories, with lax monoidal
functors as 1-morphisms, and monoidal transformations as 2-morphisms. A monoidal ad-
Junction is an adjunction internal to Catf@;LX and a monoidal monad is a monad internal to

Catﬁx. If the projection formula holds, then we have an isomorphism of monoidal monads

(12) () ® RL =4 7(-),
where 7' = RG and the monoidal monad (—) ® R(1) is given by tensoring with the com-
mutative central monoid R(1) € Z(C), see Lemma 5.13.

We explore the above isomorphism of monads to study monoidal versions of the well-
known Kleisli and Filenberg—Moore adjunctions. These adjunctions are of the form Free -
Forg as appearing in the following diagram:

EM(T)
i For
G | R
C D C,
1.3 A0
( ) Freo G ! /
Klei(T)

The Kleisli category Klei(T') inherits a monoidal structure from C without further assump-
tions. However, the Eilenberg—Moore category EM(T') inherits a monoidal structure, using
(1.2) and [Sch01], provided that the projection formula holds, C has reflexive coequalizers,
and the tensor product preserves them in both components, see Assumption 6.4. The
following result is an analogue of the universal property of the Kleisli adjunction being ini-
tial among adjunctions composing to a fixed monad, replacing adjunctions with monoidal
adjunctions and monads with monoidal monads.

Theorem C (See Theorem 5.9 and Lemma 5.11). Let T be a monoidal monad. Then:

(1) The Kleisli adjunction Free 4 Forg is a monoidal adjunction.
(2) For any monoidal adjunction G 4 R such that 7' = RG, the unique induced functor

G becomes strong monoidal.
(3) If the projection formula holds for R, then it holds for Forg.

Moreover, we prove a general characterization of monoidal adjunctions of Kleisli form.
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Theorem D (See Theorem 5.15). Let G 4 R be a monoidal adjunction such that the
projection formula holds for R and G is essentially surjective. Then G 4 R is equivalent
as a monoidal adjunction to the Kleisli adjunction Free - Forg for T' = RG.

In particular, if the assumptions of Theorem D hold, D ~ Klei(T') are equivalent
monoidal categories and, hence, Z(D) ~ Z(Klei(7)) are equivalent braided monoidal
categories. This describes the Drinfeld center of the full image of the functor G which can
be identified with Klei(7"). The notion of an equivalence of monoidal adjunctions used in
the theorem’s statement is as one would expect, but hard to find in the literature and thus
carefully worked out in Appendix A.4.

Next, we use the isomorphism of monoidal monads from (1.2) to make EM(T"), which is
equivalent to the category Modc-R(1) of right modules over R(1) internal to C, a monoidal
category following [Sch01]. We then prove the universal property of the Eilenberg—Moore
adjunction (see also [Sz103,BLV11]) being terminal among monoidal adjunctions composing
to a fixed monoidal monad T

Theorem E (See Proposition 6.11, Lemma 6.13, and Theorem 6.15). Assume that G 4 R
is a monoidal adjunction such that the projection formula holds for R, C has reflexive
coequalizers, and these are preserved by the tensor product. Then:

(1) The Eilenberg-Moore adjunction Free - Forg is a monoidal adjunction.
(2) The canonical functor R is lax monoidal.
(3) The projection formula holds for Forg.

Moreover, we prove an analogue of the crude monadicity theorem for monoidal adjunc-
tions in Theorem 6.22.

Theorem F (Crude monoidal monadicity theorem). Under the assumptions of Theorem E
suppose that, in addition, R reflects isomorphisms and preserves reflexive coequalizers.
Then G 4 R is equivalent as a monoidal adjunction to the Eilenberg—Moore adjunction
Free 4 Forg.

This theorem generalizes and interprets in terms of monoidal adjunctions a known result
from the literature of finite abelian tensor categories, namely, that for a monoidal functor
G: C — D with faithful exact right adjoint R, D is equivalent to Mod¢-R(1) [BN11,
Proposition 6.1].

1.2.3. Applications to categories of local modules. Using the isomorphism (1.2), the Eilen-
berg—Moore category of the monad 7T is equivalent to Mod¢-M for the commutative central
monoid M = R(1) € Z(C). By [Sch01], the Drinfeld center of Mod¢-M is equivalent to
Modlgfc)—M , the category of local modules over M in Z(C). Such categories of local mod-
ules [Par95,Sch01, DMNO13] have applications in rational conformal field theory, as they
describe the extension theory of VOAs [KO02,HKL15]. Under Schauenburg’s equivalence,
the induced functor Z(Forg): Z(Mod¢-M) — Z(C) can be recognized as follows.
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Corollary G (See Corollary 6.28). Under the assumptions of Theorem E, the right adjoint
Forg: Mod¢-M — C induces a braided lax monoidal functor which, under Schauenburg’s
equivalence, corresponds to the forgetful functor

Forg!*®: Mod(,-M — Z(C).

A consequence of Theorem B is that, under assumptions implying Theorem F, we have
that Z(D) is equivalent to Mod?fc)-M , with M = R(1), as a braided monoidal category,
see Corollary 6.29.

A further application of this article’s results arises from the fact that braided lax
monoidal functors preserve commutative monoids (also called commutative algebra objects
in the literature). Indeed, from a commutative central monoid N in D we obtain a commu-
tative central monoid Z(R)(NV) in C. Commutative central monoids in monoidal categories,
often satisfying further non-degeneracy conditions that make them (separable) Frobenius al-
gebras, are of interest to conformal field theory, see e.g. [FFRS06]. In the case of categories
Z(kG-mod) or Dijkgraaf-Witten categories Z(vect?), for w € H3(G, k), lax monoidal func-
tors between Drinfeld centers are a key tool for the classification of so-called connected étale
algebras (or, rigid Frobenius algebras) in these categories [Dav10,DS17, LW23, HLRC23|.
The functors constructed in this paper provide a new tool to construct commutative central
monoids in Drinfeld centers of more general monoidal categories.

1.2.4. Applications to categories of Yetter—Drinfeld modules over Hopf algebras. To obtain
concrete examples, we investigate functors of Drinfeld centers, resulting from Theorem A
or B, between categories of Yetter—Drinfeld modules over Hopf algebras in Section 7 and
Section 8. The category of Yetter—Drinfeld modules (or crossed modules) over a Hopf
algebra has objects given by simultaneous modules and comodules satisfying a compatibility
condition and is equivalent to the Drinfeld center Z(H-Mod) of the category of modules
over a Hopf algebra H (see e.g. [Maj00] or [Kas95, Section XIIL.5]).

Given a morphism of Hopf algebras ¢: K — H we consider the strong monoidal restric-
tion functors of module and comodule categories and their right adjoints:

Res, Res?
— T — T
H-Mod L K-Mod K-Comod L H-Comod
v v
Colnd,, Ind®

We observe that the projection formula holds in the following situations:

e Comodule induction Ind? (V') = HOgV always satisfies the projection formula (see
Section 7.3).
e Module coinduction CoInd¥ (V) = Homg (H, V') satisfies the projection formula if
H is finitely generated projective as a left K-module (see Section 7.2).
This gives the following induced functors on categories of Yetter—Drinfeld modules via
Theorem B:

Corollary H (See Corollary 7.18 and Corollary 7.11). Let ¢: K — H be a morphism of
Hopf algebras.
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1) The functor Ind¥ induces a braided lax monoidal functor
(
Z(Ind®): YD — KYD.

(2) Assume that H is finitely generated projective as a left K-module. Then the functor
Colnd,, induces a braided lax monoidal functor

Z(Colndy): KYD — #YD.

As examples, we apply Corollary H to the following morphisms of Hopf algebras.

e The inclusion of the group algebra kC,, of a cyclic group into the Taft Hopf algebra
T.(q) [Taf71], for ¢ an n-th root of unity (see Example 7.15), which yields a lax
monoidal functor via coinduction by Corollary H, (2).

e The morphism of Hopf algebras ¢ = ¢*: Og — Ok determining a morphism of
affine algebraic groups ¢: K — G and gives a braided lax monoidal functor,

Z(Ind®"): QCoh(K/*K) — QCoh(G/*G),
by Corollary H, (1). Here,
Z(Rep G) = Z(Og-Comod) ~ QCoh(G/*G),

which interprets the Drinfeld center as quasi-coherent sheaves on the quotient stack
G/*1G of G acting on itself via adjoint action, cf. [BZFN10] and Section 8.1.

e For the Kac-De Concini quantum group Uc(g) at an odd root of unity e, there is
a central Hopf subalgebra Oy, for the algebraic group H = (N~ x NT) x T (see,
[DCK90], [CP94, Section 9.1] and [BG02, Section II1.6]). The inclusion ¢: Oy —
Ue(g), induces a braided lax monoidal functor

Z(Colnd,): QCoh(H/!H) — [ SYD,

by Corollary H, (2), see Corollary 8.8, (2). This functor, in particular, induces
commutative central monoids over quantum groups.

e The Radford-Majid biproduct, or bosonization, H = B x K [Rad85,Maj94] for B
a Hopf algebra of finite-dimensional Yetter—Drinfeld modules over K, for which we
show that by Theorem D and Theorem F,

Z(K-Mod) ~ Mod S, - A,

for a commutative central algebra Ay x defined on B*, see Section 8.3. This general
class of examples includes, e.g., the Taft algebra H = T),(¢) mentioned above or the
Borel part H = u(b~) of a small quantum group or other biproducts of Nichols
algebras [AS02].

1.2.5. Braided oplax monoidal functors from opmonoidal adjunctions. Dually, we may con-
sider a left adjoint L: D — C to a strong monoidal functor G: C — D. We formalize this
situation with the definition of an opmonoidal adjunction, see Section 4.4. If the projection
formula holds for the left adjoint L, we obtain a braided oplaz monoidal functor

Z(L): Z(D) - Z(C).
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A class of examples of such oplax monoidal functors is obtained from induction functors
of module categories of Hopf algebras.

Corollary 1 (See Corollary 7.2). Any morphism of Hopf algebras ¢: K — H induces a
braided oplax monoidal functor

Z(Ind,): KYD — #YD,

which sends a Yetter-Drinfeld module V with coaction §: V — K @ V,v — v() @ 00 to
the induced module Ind, (V) = H ®k V' with coaction

5 (h @ v) = hgyp Y S(h)) ® hgy @ 0O,
where A(h) = h(y ® hg) is the coproduct and S: H — H is the antipode of S.

Unlike for coinduction, the assumption that H is finitely generated projective as a left
K-module is not needed for the projection formula to hold for induction, but note that
we assume that Hopf algebras have invertible antipodes. As an example, one derives from
Corollary I that for ¢: K =k < H, the inclusion of the ground field, H = Ind, (k) is a

cocommutative coalgebra in EYD with the coadjoint coaction and regular action.

1.2.6. Further directions. This work was originally motivated by attempts to generalize the
following Frobenius monoidal functors (in the sense of, e.g., [AM10, Section 3.5]),

(1) Z(kH-Mod) — Z(kG-Mod), see [FHL23, Appendix B],

(2) Z(Vectﬂf;w) — Z(vecty), see [HLRC23, Propositions 3.9, 3.10],
for finite groups ¢: H C G, w € H3(G,k*) and

(3) Ind: Z(Rep S,,) — Z(Rep St), see [FHL23, Theorem 3.3],

for t € C and Deligne’s interpolation categories Rep(S;) [Del07], to more general Drinfeld
centers. In a forthcoming article, we plan to investigate Frobenius monoidal functors on
Drinfeld centers in this context.

1.3. Structure of the paper. We start by introducing a framework for adjoint functors
between monoidal categories, including oplax-lax and monoidal adjunctions, in Section 2,
building on results from [AM10]. Next, we introduce the projection formula morphisms
in Section 3 and prove all required coherences. This section also interprets the projection
formulas as morphisms of monads (Section 3.2) and as lineators of a C-bimodule mor-
phism (Section 3.4). Here, we prove results on when the projection formula morphisms are
invertible, i.e., the projection formula holds (Section 3.3).

Section 4 includes the results on induced braided lax monoidal functors of Drinfeld
centers, after a discussion on centers of bimodule categories in Section 4.1, and gives the
analogue results on oplax monoidal functors, obtained by duality, in Section 4.4.

Section 5 and Section 6 contain our results on monoidal Kleisli and Eilenberg-Moore
categories. For this, Sections 5.1-5.2 define commutative central monoids and show how
they induce monoidal monads. Monoidal Kleisli adjunctions are constructed in Section 5.3
and shown to be given by commutative central monoids provided that the projection for-
mula holds (Section 5.4). The characterization theorem for Kleisli adjunctions is stated
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and proved in Section 5.5. We develop monoidal analogues of Eilenberg—Moore adjunc-
tions only under additional assumptions on C concerning reflexive coequalizers and that
the projection formula holds, see Section 6.1-6.2. Here, the projection formula enables us
to work with commutative central monoids (rather than general monoidal monads) and to
draw from results of [Sch01]. In particular, the monoidal crude monadicity theorem and
the connection to local modules are proved in Section 6.3 and 6.4, respectively.

The induced functors on Drinfeld centers are given more explicitly in Section 7 in the
case of (co-)induction functors of Hopf algebra morphisms. The paper is concluded with
Section 8 discussing examples related to affine algebraic groups (Section 8.1), quantum
groups at roots of unity (Section 8.2), and Radford-Majid biproducts (Section 8.3).

Appendix A contains general bicategorical results that may be of independent interest.
First, strictification results for pseudofunctors of bicategories are used to provide strictifi-
cation results for categorical modules in Appendix A.1-A.3. Second, in Appendix A.4, we
define a bicategory of adjunctions internal to a strict bicategory using the calculus of mates
from [KS74] in order to provide a rigorous notion of equivalence of monoidal adjunctions.

Acknowledgments. J. F. thanks the Max Planck Institute for Mathematics Bonn for
the excellent conditions provided while most of this article was written. R. L. thanks Azat
Gainutdinov, Gregor Schaumann, and Catharina Stroppel for interesting discussions that
brought to light some references related to this work.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we collect preliminary results on adjunctions involving (lax and oplax)
monoidal functors and fix terminology. We follow [AM10] but many results go back to
[Kel74].

2.1. Lax and oplax monoidal functors. Let C and D be monoidal categories. A lax
monoidal functor is a functor R : D — C together with a morphism

(2.1) laXX7yZ RX ® RY — R(X & Y)
natural in XY € D and a morphism
(2.2) laxoz 1c — R(]lp)

such that the associativity and the unitality constraints hold for X,Y, Z € D:

id ® laXy’Z
RX ® RY ® RZ RX®R(Y ® Z)
(23) laXX,Y ®ld laxX7Y®Z
R(X®Y)® RZ RX®Y ®Z)

laXX®YtZ



PROJECTION FORMULAS AND INDUCED FUNCTORS ON CENTERS 11

laxy ®id

RX R1 ® RX
(24) ld laXLX
RX
id ® laxg
RX RX ® R1
(25) ld laxxl
RX

We also refer to the unique morphism of (2.3) by
laxxyz: RX@RY @ RZ — R(X®Y ® Z).
Dually, an oplax monoidal functor is a functor G : C — D together with a morphism
(2.6) oplaxy p: G(A® B) — GA®GB
natural in A, B € C and a morphism
(2.7) oplaxy: G(1¢) — 1p

such that the analogues of the associativity and the unitality constraints hold. See [AM10,
Definition 3.1, Definition 3.2] for details on the constraints’.

A strong monoidal functor can either be defined as a lax monoidal functor or an oplax
monoidal functor such that the structure morphisms are isomorphisms.

2.2. Adjoint functors between monoidal categories. Let C and D be monoidal cate-
gories. Let G : C — D be a functor together with a right adjoint R. For A € C and X € D,
we write

unity : A - RG(A) counity : GR(X) — X

for the unit and counit of the adjunction. We depict this setup as follows:

(2.8) c > D
~_ .

o Q@

ISuch functors are called colaz in [AM10].
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2.2.1. Oplaz-lax adjoint functors.

Definition 2.1. Suppose given an oplax monoidal structure on G and a lax monoidal
structure on R. Then G - R is called a pair of oplaz-lax adjoint functors if the following
two diagrams commute (see [AM10, Definition 3.81, Proposition 3.82]):

unit
A® B 498 RG(A® B)
(2.9) unit4 @ unitp R(oplaxy, p)
RG(A) ® RG(B) R(G(A) ® G(B))
laxg(a).6(B)
and
unitq
1 RG(1)
(2.10) id R(oplax)
R(1)
13.)(0

Proposition 2.2 ([AM10, Proposition 3.84]). Suppose given a pair of adjoints G 4 R as
in Equation (2.8).
(1) An oplaz structure on G induces a unique laz structure on R such that G 4 R is a
pair of oplax-lax adjoint functors.
(2) A lax structure on R induces a unique oplax structure on G such that G 4 R is a
pair of oplax-lax adjoint functors.

The concrete construction of the lax structure on R in Proposition 2.2 is given by taking
Equation (2.10) as a definition of laxg and by defining laxx y via the following diagram:

laXX’y
R(X)®@ R(Y) R(X®Y)
(2.11)  unitpx)ery) R(counitx ® counity)
RG(R(X)® R(Y)) R(GR(X) ® GR(Y))

R(OplaXR(X),R(Y))
2.2.2. Braided oplaz-lax adjoint functors. Next, we discuss the case when C and D are

braided monoidal categories.

Definition 2.3. Let C,D be braided monoidal categories with braidings U¢, ¥P, respec-
tively. We say that a lax (or, oplax) monoidal functor F': C — D is braided if the diagram
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(2.12) below (respectively, (2.13) below) commutes for all objects A, B € C.

D
VE),F(B)

F(A)® F(B) —— F(B) ® F(A)

(2.12) laxA,Bl laXB,A\L
F(¥¢ )
F(A® B) 22 F(B®A)
F(TS )
F(A® B) 2 . F(B® A)
(213) OplaXA’B\L oplaxByAl
VR Ay, F(B)

F(A)® F(B) ——— F(B)® F(A)

In this case, we also say that F' has a braided lax structure (respectively, braided oplax
structure).

Definition 2.4. A pair of oplax-lax adjoint functors G 4 R is called braided if G is braided
and R is braided (see [AM10, Definition 3.81 and the text below that definition]).

Proposition 2.5 (JAM10, Proposition 3.85]). Suppose given a pair of adjoints G 4 R as
in Equation (2.8).

(1) A braided oplax structure on G induces a unique braided lax structure on R such
that G 4 R is a pair of braided oplaz-laz adjoint functors.

(2) A braided laz structure on R induces a unique braided oplaz structure on G such
that G 4 R is a pair of braided oplaz-laz adjoint functors.

2.2.3. Monoidal adjunctions. We recall the notion of monoidal adjunctions. They turn out
to be pairs of oplax-lax monoidal functors G 4 R such that G is strong monoidal.

First, a monoidal transformation between lax monoidal functors F,G: C — D is a
natural transformation 7: F' — G such that the following diagrams commute for A, B € C:

®
F(A) ® F(A) el G(A) ® G(B)
(2.14) laXiB laxﬁ’B
F(A® B) eb G(A® B)
1
(2.15) lax) lax§
m

1 G1
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We denote by CatfjLX the strict bicategory of monoidal categories, lax monoidal functors,
and monoidal transformations, see Appendix A.1 for a brief explanation of bicategories.

Moreover, see Definition A.24 for the notion of an internal adjunction.

Definition 2.6. An adjunction G - R internal to Catgx is called a monotdal adjunction.
This means that GG, R come equipped with lax monoidal structures, and the unit and counit
of the adjunction are monoidal transformations.

Lemma 2.7. Let G 4 R be an adjunction.

(1) If G 4 R is a monoidal adjunction, then G is a strong monoidal functor.
(2) If G is a strong monoidal functor, then there is a unique lax structure on R such
that G 4 R is a monoidal adjunction.

Proof. The first part is [AM10, Proposition 3.96] and the second part is [AM10, Proposition
3.94], where the authors use the terminology laz-laz adjunction for monoidal adjunction.
O

Lemma 2.8. Let G 4 R be a monoidal adjunction. Then G 4 R is a pair of oplax-lax
adjoint functors.

Proof. This follows from [AM10, Proposition 3.93]. O

3. THE PROJECTION FORMULA
Let G 4 R be a pair of oplax-lax adjoint functors as in Equation (2.8). This setup gives

rise to the following natural transformation:

unit 4 ®id

(3.1) Iprojy x = lprojixz A® RX —=—— RG(A) ® RX

We call Iprojy x the (left) projection formula morphism.

laXGA,X
-y

R(GA® X)

3.1. Elementary identities. In the following, we prove elementary identities for the pro-
jection formula morphism that will be used later on. Some of these properties can be found
in [Ball7, Lemma 3] in the dual case, when the left adjoint is strong monoidal.

The following lemma shows that we may reconstruct laxx y from the projection formula
morphism.

Lemma 3.1. The following diagram commutes for oll X,Y € D:

Iproj
R(X)® R(Y) PROIR0.Y R(GR(X)®Y)

laxx.y R(counitx ®Y)

RX®Y)
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Proof. We embed the diagram into the following larger diagram:

unit px ®id laxgrx,y R(counity) ® id
R(X)® R(Y) —— Iprojg(x)y — R(GR(X)®Y) R(X)® R(Y)
laxx,y R(counitx ®id) laxxy

RX®Y)

The top part commutes by the zigzag identities of the adjunction G 4 R. The upper left
triangle commutes by the definition of the projection formula morphism in Equation (3.1).
The right triangle commutes by the naturality of lax applied to counity. It follows that
the lower triangle commutes as well. O

The following lemma shows a compatibility between the projection formula morphism
and the lax structure morphism.

Lemma 3.2. The following diagram commutes for A€ C, X,Y € D:

Iproj4 x ® RY

A®RX ® RY R(GA® X)® RY
A® laXX,y laXGA@)X,Y
AQRX®Y) R(GA® X ®Y)

Iprojs xgy

Proof. We split the diagram in the statement into the following parts and show that each
small part commutes:
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Iproj, x ® RY

A® RX ® RY R(GA® X)® RY
unit 4 ®id laXGA,X ®id
RGA® RX ® RY
A® laXX,Y id ® laxxy 13XGA®X,Y
RGA® R(X®Y)
unit 4 ®id laxga, xov
ARR(X®Y) . R(GA® X ®Y)
1pr0.]A,X®Y

The left rectangle commutes by the interchange law. The upper and the lower triangle
commute by definition. The right rectangle commutes by the associativity of the lax
structure (2.3). O

Next, we prove compatibility conditions for the projection formula that are relevant in
the definition of a bimodule functor in Section 3.4.

Lemma 3.3. The following diagram commutes for all X € D:

lprojﬂ,X
1®RX R(G1 ® X)
R(oplax, ®id)
id
RX
Proof. We take a look at the following diagram:
lprojn,x
1®RX R(G1 ® X)
T~ /
unitﬂ ®1d laXGLX
\ /
laxo ®id RG1 ®@ RX R(oplax, ®id)
/
R(oplax, ®id)
/
R1® RX RX
laxy x

Following the outer path from the upper left to the lower right clockwise yields the identity
by the left unitality of a lax monoidal functor, see Equation (2.4). Thus, this diagram
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extends the diagram of the statement, and showing its commutativity means proving the
lemma. The upper triangle commutes by the definition of the projection formula morphism
in Equation (3.1). The triangle on the left side commutes since we have a pair of oplax-lax
adjoint functors, see Equation (2.10). The triangle on the right commutes by the naturality
of lax applied to the morphisms oplax, and idy. O

Lemma 3.4. The following diagrams commutes for all A, B € C and X € D:

lprOjA®B,X
A®B®RX R(G(A® B) ® X)
id ® lprojp x R(oplax, p ®id)
A® R(G(B) ® X) R(GA® GB® X)

Iproja,c(pyex
Proof. We refer to the diagram in the statement of this lemma as the main diagram. We
prove that both paths from the upper left to the lower right of our main diagram are equal

to the following morphism:
laxga,aB,x

(32) A®B®RX WASWs 4 podw RGB® RX —22%2%, R(GA® GB ® X)

First, we show that the lower path of our main diagram is equal to the morphism in
Equation (3.2). For this, consider the following diagram, whose outer part encodes our

desired equality.

unit 4 ® unitg id

AR BR RX RGA® RGB® RX
id ® unit g ®id unit 4 ®id
A® RGB ® RX id ® laxgp, x

X'd(o1d] ® pt

id® laXGB’X

unit 4 ®id laxga,cBox
A® R(G(B) ® X) RGA® R(G(B) ® X) R(GA® GB ® X)

\/

Iproja a(pyex
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We show that all small inner parts of this diagram commute. The two inner parts which
involve curved arrows commute by the definition of the projection formula morphism in
Equation (3.1). The upper left triangle and the lower left rectangle commute by the
interchange law. The triangle on the right commutes by the associativity constraint in
Equation (2.3).

Second, we show that the upper path of our main diagram is equal to the morphism
in Equation (3.2). For this, consider the following diagram, whose outer part encodes our
desired equality.

lpl‘OjA@B,X
A® B® RX R(G(A® B)® X)
@ unit 4o p ®id laXG(A®B)A,X %
Q i)
=] RG(A® B)® RX e
® W
= . ®
g R(oplaxy p) ®id 2
g =
RGA® RGB® RX R(GA® GB)® RX R(GA® GB® X)

laxga,qgp ®id laxgagaB,x

We show that all small inner parts of this diagram commute. The top triangle commutes
by the definition of the projection formula morphism in Equation (3.1). The left rectangle
commutes since we have a pair of oplax-lax adjoint functors, see Equation (2.9). The right
rectangle commutes by applying the naturality of lax to the morphisms oplax 4 5 and idx.
This completes the proof. O

Our focus on the projection formula morphism where A € C acts from the left was
arbitrary. Indeed, we have the following version for X € D where A acts from the right:

id®@unit 4 laxx ga

(3.3) IPIojy 4 i= rproj%A: RX ® A —= RX ® RG(A) ——— R(X ® GA)

Coherence conditions for rproj are derived from those for Iproj by duality, replacing a
monoidal category C by its ®-opposite C®°P, the monoidal category that has the same
underlying category as C and whose tensor product is given by A ®ce-op B := B ®¢ A.

Lemma 3.5. The following diagram commutes for all A, B € C and X € D:
Iproj, x ®id

A®RX ® B R(GA® X)® B
id ® rprojx g IPrOjGAgX,B
A® R(X ® GB) R(GA® X ® GB)

Iproj4 xea(B)
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We refer to the resulting morphism by
Proja x g = projﬁ”’xﬁz A®RX ® B— R(GA® X ® GB).

e.,

Moreover, this resulting morphism can be described by a symmetrized version of (3.1)

the following diagram commutes:

prOJAXB
ARRX ®B R(GA® X ® GB)
unit 4 ®RM MXGB
RGA® RX ® RGB

Proof. We split the diagram in the first statement into the following parts and show that

each small part commutes:

Iproj, x ®id
A®RX®B - R(GA® X)® B
umtA ®id laXGA’X ®id
id ® unitp RGAR RX®B id ® unitp
id ® unitpg
A ks
. =
E{) unit 4 ®id laxga, x ®id S.
% A® RX ® RGB RGA® RX ® RGB R(GA® X)® RGB §
. ®
i =
5] sy
id ® laxx.aB
id ® laxx.¢B RGA® R(X ® GB) laxgagx,aB

unltA ®id laxga, xoaB

R(GA® X ® GB)

A®RX®GB _
Iproja, xea ()
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Each of the four triangles commutes by the definition of the left and right versions of
the projection formula morphisms. The lower right rectangle commutes by the associa-
tivity constraint in Equation (2.3). The remaining three rectangles all commute by the
interchange law. It follows that the outer rectangle commutes, which yields the first claim.

Next, we split the diagram in the second statement into the following parts and show
that each small part commutes:

projA,X,B
AR RX ®B R(GA® X ® GB)

Iproja xgas

1aXGA®X ®id

d® laXX7GB

A® RX ® RGB R(GA® X)® RGB

Iproj4 x ®id

laxGA’X ®id

RGA® RX ® RGB

The shape on the outer left side commutes by the interchange law. The shape on the outer
right side commutes by the associativity (2.3). The rectangle in the middle commutes by
Lemma 3.2. The remaining small triangles commute by definition. Thus, the second claim
follows. 0

Lemma 3.6. A symmetrized version of Lemma 3.2 holds, i.e., the following diagram com-
mutes for all A,Be€C, X,Y € D:

lprojA,X ® Iprojy g

A®RX®RY ® B R(GA® X)® R(Y ® GB)
A®laxxy ®B laxgagx,yeocn
AR R(X®Y)® B R(GA® X ®Y ® GB)

PijA,X®Y,B

Proof. We split the diagram in the statement into the following parts and show that each
small part commutes:
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Iproj, x ® rprojy g

A®RX®RY @ B R(GA® X)® R(Y ® GB)
unit 4 ®id ® unitpg laxGA7X X 1aXy7GB
RGA® RX ® RY ® RGB
S &
® g
= N
& id ® laxx,y ®id 2
< 5
®
& S
RGA® R(X®Y)® RGB
unit 4 ®id ® unitp laxga, xov,cB
A9R(X®Y)® B R(GA® X ®Y ® GB)

PrOJ4,x®Y,B

The upper triangle commutes by definition and the interchange law. The left rectangle
commutes by the interchange law. The right rectangle commutes by the associativity of
the lax structure. The lower triangle commutes by the second part of Lemma 3.5. g

Finally, we give an alternative expression for the projection formula. See also Exam-
ple A.31 for an interpretation of this alternative expression which uses the language of

mates.
Lemma 3.7. The following diagrams for the projection formula morphisms of Equation (3.1)
and Equation (3.3) commute for A€ C, X € D:

Iproju x
A®RX R(GA® X)

(3.4) unit g rx R(GA ® counity)

R(OplaxiRX)
RG(A® RX) R(GA® GRX)

Proof. We split the diagram in the statement into the following parts and show that each
small part commutes:
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Iproj 4, x
A®RX R(GA® X)

RGA® RX

R(counitga ® counit y)

unitReAgRX
oy
_ ) 2
E‘ R(OplaxRGA,RX) ®
5| RG(RGA® RX) R(GRGA ® GRX) <
= <
~ E.
=
RG(unity ® RX) R(Gunit4 ® GRX)
R(oplaxi RX)
RG(A® RX) R(GA® GRX)

The top triangle commutes by (3.1). The upper inner rectangle commutes by (2.11). The
lower inner rectangle commutes by the naturality of Roplax® applied to unit4 and idgx.
The right triangle commutes by the zigzag identities. The left inner rectangle commutes
by the naturality of unit applied to units ®idgx. O

3.2. The projection formula morphism is a morphism of monads. Let G 4 R be a
pair of oplax-lax adjoint functors as in Equation (2.8). If we set X = 1 in Equation (3.1),
we get a natural transformation

(3.5) Iprojs 4: A® R1 — RG(A)
that will turn out to be a morphism of monads (see Corollary 3.11).

Remark 3.8. We briefly recall the theory of monads relevant to our purpose. For any
category C, let End(C) denote the strict monoidal category whose objects are all functors
of the form C — C, morphisms are natural transformations, and the tensor product is given
by composition of functors. Recall that a monad on the category C is a monoid internal
to End(C). If G : C — D is a functor with right adjoint R : D — C, then T':= RG : C — C
gives rise to a monad: the unit of T"is the unit id¢ — T of the adjunction, the multiplication
is given by
R counitq : T2 5 T.
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Moreover, if (C,®) is a monoidal category, then
C—EndlC): A~ (—®A)
is a strong monoidal functor. In particular, it sends monoids in C to monads on C.

In our setup, where G - R is an oplax-lax-adjunction between monoidal categories C and
D, the tensor unit 1 equipped with trivial structure morphisms is a monoid in C. Since
R is a lax monoidal functor, it sends monoids to monoids. Thus, R1 is a monoid with
structure morphisms laxg : 1 — R(1) and laxyq : R1 ® R1 — R1. Moreover, (— ® R1)
becomes a monad by Remark 3.8 with the following structure morphisms natural in A € C:

id®laxy,1
_—

A Md8laxo, 4 o p1 A® Rl ® R1 A®RI.

The next lemma shows that the projection formula morphism respects the units of the
monads (— ® R1) and RG.

Lemma 3.9. The following diagram commutes for all A € C:

unit 4
A RG(A)

id ® laxo Iproja g
A@ Rl

Proof. The following equations of morphisms hold:

unity = A 24 paa 14 RGA

uni i ax lax

— At pag MBS poA o RT 29 RGA (unitality, Equation (2.5))
id®lax uni i lax .

— A S0, 4o gy WG poA @ RT 9N RGA (interchange law)
id®lax Iproj .

= A Sl 4o R 2L pGA (Equation (3.1))

O

The next lemma shows that the projection formula morphism respects the multiplication
of the monads (— ® R1) and RG. Note that the top morphism from A ® R1 ® R1 to
RGRG(A) in the diagram of Lemma 3.10 is one of the two canonical ways to express the
natural transformation

oo (proj_)®2
B

(— ® R1) (RG)®?

within End(C).
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Lemma 3.10. The following diagram commutes for all A € C:

Iproj4 4 ®id Iprojraa
AR R1® R1 RG(A)® R1 RGRG(A)
A®laxga R counitga
A® R1 , R(G(A))
1plfoJA,n

Proof. We may split the diagram into a rectangle and a triangle as follows:

Iproj 4 3 ® id Iprojraan
A® R1® R1 RG(A) ® R1 RGRG(A)
A®laxq 1 laxg a1 R counitga
A® Rl , R(G(A))
1PFOJA,]l

The triangle commutes since we can express lax in terms of the projection formula mor-
phism by Lemma 3.1. We split the remaining rectangle into the following parts:

Iproj, 4 ®id

unit 4 ®id laxga,1 ®id

A®R1® R1 RGA® R1 ® R1 RG(A)® R1
id ® laxnl J
A®laxy g RGA® R1 laxga,1
/ \
unit 4 ®id laxga 1
/
A® R1 , R(G(A))
lprOJA,Il

Both the upper and the lower part of this diagram commute by definition of the projection
formula morphism in Equation (3.1). The rectangle on the left commutes by the interchange
law. The rectangle on the right commutes by the associativity constraint in Equation (2.3).

d

Corollary 3.11. The natural transformation

Iproj
A® R1 —22% RG(A)
is a morphism of monads, i.e., a morphism of monoids in End(C).

Proof. The statement follows from Lemma 3.9 and Lemma 3.10. O
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3.3. When is the projection formula morphism an isomorphism? Let G 4 R be a
pair of oplax-lax adjoint functors as in Equation (2.8).

Definition 3.12. We say that R satisfies the left (right, resp.) projection formula or that
the left (right, resp.) projection formula holds (for R) if the natural transformation lproj
from Equation (3.1) (rproj from Equation (3.3), resp.) is an isomorphism. Moreover, we
say that R satisfies the projection formula or that the projection formula holds (for R) if
R satisfies both the left and the right projection formula.

In this subsection, we give answers within different contexts to the following question:
when does R satisfy the projection formula? The next lemma shows that in the braided
case, only a one-sided version of the projection formula morphism needs to be tested for
being an isomorphism.

Lemma 3.13. Let G 4 R be a braided pair of oplaz-lax adjoint functors (see Section 2.2.2).
The following are equivalent:

(1) The projection formula holds for R.

(2) The left projection formula holds for R.

(8) The right projection formula holds for R.

Proof. Let W€ and WP denote the braidings of C, D, respectively. The left rectangle in
the following diagram commutes by the naturality of the braiding, and the right rectangle
commutes by R being braided:

/ rprOJX ’ \
RX ® unit 4 laxx . ca

RX®A RX ® RGA R(X ® GA)
Thx.A U%x,rGA R(YR Ga)
A RX ———— RGA® RX — R(GA® X)
\ Iproj 4 x /
Since all vertical arrows are isomorphisms, the claim follows. O

The next lemma deals with the special case where R is a strong monoidal functor.

Lemma 3.14. Let G 4 R be a pair of oplaz-lax adjoint functors such that R is strong
monoidal?. Then the projection formula holds for R if and only if G is fully faithful.

2This situation is called an opmonoidal adjunction, see Section 4.4
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Proof. By the definition of lproj in Equation (3.1) and by the isomorphism R1 = 1, we
have that the left projection formula holds for R if and only if unit is an isomorphism,
which in turn is equivalent to G being fully faithful. The same argument is valid for the
right projection formula. O

We can interpret Lemma 3.14 as follows: if R is strong monoidal, the question whether
R satisfies the projection formula is usually not as interesting as the dual question whether
G satisfies the projection formula, see Section 4.4. Thus, we need to describe more general
criteria for R satisfying the projection formula without the assumption that R is strong
monoidal.

Lemma 3.15. Let G - R be a pair of oplaz-lax adjoint functors and B € C. If
e (B®—):C—C has a left adjoint (B,—) : C — C and
e (GB® —):D — D has a left adjoint (GB,—) : D — D,
then we have a morphism
(3.6) (GB,GA) — G(B, A)
natural in A € C. Moreover, this morphism is a natural isomorphism if and only if
Iprojp x : B® RX — R(GB ® X)
18 an isomorphism for all X € D.
Proof. We have isomorphisms
Hom¢(A, B® RX) = Home((B, A), RX) = Homp(G(B, A), X)
and
Home¢ (A, R(GB ® X)) 2 Homp(GA,GB ® X) = Homp((GB,GA), X)
natural in A € C, X € D. Thus, the natural morphism

Hom¢ (A,lprojB,X)

Hom¢(A, B® RX) Home¢ (A, R(GB ® X))

corresponds to a natural morphism
Homp(G(B, A), X) — Homp((GB,GA), X)
which by Yoneda’s lemma is given by a uniquely determined morphism as in (3.6). The

statement about the isomorphisms also follows from Yoneda’s lemma. O

We refer to [BLV11, Section 3.2] for an interpretation of Lemma 3.15 in the language of
so-called closed functors.
Remark 3.16. Recall that a left dual of A € C consists of

e an object A*,
e a morphismevy: A*®@ A — 1,
e a morphism coevy : 1 - A® A*

such that the following triangles commute:
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coevy QA A* ® coevy
AQA*® A A*

A*®@ AR A*

" A®@evy and ” evy@A*
A A*

It follows that a left adjoint of (B ® —) is given by (B* ® —) with unit

A coevp ®A BoB oA

and counit

evp RA A

B*@ B A ——
Analogously, we can define right duals.

Remark 3.17. A strong monoidal functor G : C — D respects left duals in the sense that
e the object G(A*),

L % * A « Glevy) oplaxg
o oven = G(AY) ® G(A) 244 Grax @ A) G(1) 1,
ax§ coev 3XG *
e coevgy =1 o, g Gleoeva), G(A® A*) 2205 G(A) ® G(AY)

form a left dual of G(A). In particular, (G(A*) ® —) is a left adjoint of (GA ® —).

Proposition 3.18. Let G 4 R be a monoidal adjunction (in particular, G is strong
monoidal, see Section 2.2.3). Further, let B € C have a left dual B*. Then the morphism
in (3.6) is given by

lax$. 4 : G(B*) ® GA — G(B* ® A).

Proof. We need to prove that the following string of natural isomorphisms

Home (A, B® RX) — Home(B* ® A, RX) (= (evp ®RX) o (B* ® v))
— Homp(G(B* ® A), X) (o +— counit y oGav)
s Homp(G(B*) ® GA, X) (ou—>oz01aXB* 4)
— Homp(GA,GB ® X) (= (GB ® a) o (coevgp ®GA))
— Home(A, R(GB ® X)) (av — Ra o unity)

is given by (a + Iprojp gx © @). By Yoneda’s Lemma, it suffices to show that idpgrx is
mapped to lprojp px via this string of isomorphisms.

If we chase idpgrx through this string of isomorphisms, we obtain the outer clockwise
path from B ® RX to R(GB ® X) of the following diagram:
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unitpgrx R(coevgp ®G(B ® RX))
R(GB® G(B*) ® G(B ® RX))

B@RX ———  RG(B® RX)

=]
S G G
“m R(OplaXBﬁRx) R(GB ® la’XB*,B@RX)
5
R(GB ® X) R(GB ® GRX) R(GB® G(B* ® B® RX))
R(GB ® counitx) R(GB @ G(evp @RX))

We need to show that the outer rectangle commutes. The left inner rectangle commutes
by Lemma 3.7. The right inner rectangle commutes due to the compatibility of G with
left duals. More precisely, the right inner rectangle is given by the application of R to the

outer rectangle of the following diagram:

coevgp ®G(B® RX)
GB ® G(B*) ® G(B® RX)

WB ® oplax, RX /
1d®laxB BX

GB® G(B*) ® GB® GRX

\@1&)(3* BROGRX
C§V GB ® G(B* ® B) ® GRX
@ -
Q
QA}O
GB ® G(evp) ® GRX
GB® G(B* ® B® RX)

GB®GRX
GB® G(evp ®RX)

G(B ® RX)

xXy‘g
Oxe[do
XURG T
HXel REH

Thus, if we show that this diagram commutes, then we are done. The top triangle commutes
since G is strong monoidal. The left triangle commutes by the triangle identities for left
duals. The right rectangle commutes by the associativity of the lax structure of G. The
bottom triangle commutes by the naturality of lax® applied to evp and idgy. Last, the
inner triangle commutes by Remark 3.17. O
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We obtain a corollary that also occurs in different contexts (cf. [FHMO03, Proposition
3.2], [Joh02, Section A.1.5], and [nLa23] for an overview).

Corollary 3.19. Let G 4 R be a monoidal adjunction. If B € C has a left dual, then
Iprojp _ is a natural isomorphism. Dually, if B € C has a right dual, then rproj_ g is a
natural isomorphism.

Proof. Since lax® is a natural isomorphism, the claim for left duals follows from Proposi-
tion 3.18 and Lemma 3.15. The statement for right duals follows by ®-op-duality. O

Recall that a monoidal category C is called rigid if every object in C has a left and a
right dual.

Corollary 3.20. Let G 4 R be a monoidal adjunction. If C is rigid, then the projection
formula holds for R.

Proof. Follows from Corollary 3.19. O

A related result in the theory of tensor triangulated categories appears in [BDS16, 1.3.
Theorem| where it is shown that if C is, in particular, rigidly-compactly generated and
G a triangulated symmetric monoidal functor preserving arbitrary coproducts, then the
projection formula holds.

3.4. The projection formula morphism is the lineator of a module morphism. Let
G - R be a monoidal adjunction as described in Section 2.2.3. Since G is strong monoidal,
we can work with the C-bimodule D%, i.e., the C-bimodule obtained by restricting the
regular C-bimodule along G, see Example A.22. In this subsection, we show that the
adjunction G 4 R can be lifted to the level of C-bimodules

T

C L D¢

\ R _—
provided that the projection formula holds. For more information on modules and bimod-
ules over a monoidal category, see Appendix A.2, respectively, Appendix A.3.

Proposition 3.21. Let G 4 R be a monoidal adjunction. If the left projection formula
holds, then R: D — C equipped with (proj')™! as a lineator gives rise to a morphism of left
C-modules

R: D% - C.
Proof. We need to show that
(Iprojax) 't R(Ar X) = R(GA® X) = A® R(X) = A> R(X)

for A € C, X € D satisfies the coherences of Definition A.9. The coherence for the
multiplicator and lineator is given by Lemma 3.4. The coherence for the unitor and lineator
is given by Lemma 3.3. O
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Proposition 3.22. Let G 4 R be a monoidal adjunction If the projection formula holds,
then R: D — C equipped with (projl )~ and (proj”) ! as lineators gives rise to a morphism
of C-bimodules

R: DY - C.
Proof. We need to show that

(Iproja x) 't R(Ar X) = R(GA® X) & A® R(X) = Av R(X),
(1"p1ron7A)_1 R(X<A)=R(X®GA) = RX)®A=R(X)<A,

for A € C, X € D, satisfy the conditions in Definition A.16. By Proposition 3.21 and
its ®-op-version, we obtain a morphism of left and right C-modules. Last, the required
compatibility of left and right actions follows from Lemma 3.5. O

Recall that a strong monoidal functor G: C — D naturally gives rise to a C-bimodule
functor G: C — DY (see Example A.23). Together with the C-bimodule functor of Propo-
sition 3.22, we obtain a so-called adjunction of C-bimodules.

Definition 3.23. Let C be a monoidal category. An adjunction of C-bimodules is an
adjunction internal to the bicategory of C-bimodules (see Definition A.24), i.e., it consists
of the following data:

e a C-bimodule functor G : N' — M,
e a C-bimodule functor R : M — N/,
o (C-bimodule transformations

unit: idp — RG, counit: GR — ide
which make G a left adjoint to R.
Lemma 3.24. Let G 4 R be a monoidal adjunction. If the projection formula holds, then
C L D¢

is an adjunction of C-bimodules.
Proof. Since G is strong monoidal, it gives rise to a C-bimodule functor by Example A.23.
Since the projection formula holds, R gives rise to a C-bimodule functor by Proposition 3.22.

We check that the unit of G 4 R is a C-bimodule transformation (see Definition A.17).

For this, we first check that the unit is a left C-module transformation, i.e., we need to
check Equation (A.1). This translates to commutativity of the top right square in the
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diagram
AeB——""" . RG(A® B)
A®unitpg R(1ax§ p)
RG(A® B) A® RG(B) roincn R(GA® GB)
R(oplax§ 5) RS unit A g ra(B) R(GA®counitgy)

R(oplaxg,RGB)

R(GA® GB) RG(A ® RGB) R(GA ® GRGB).

— =

R(GA®G(unitp))

since the inverse of the lineator of the composite RG is given by R(laxg’ B) olproj 4 ¢p, see
Remark A.10. We prove that the top right square commutes by showing that all other inner
diagrams and the outer diagram commute. In fact, the right lower square commutes by
Lemma 3.7, and the left squares commute by naturality of the unit (applied to id 4 ® unitp)
and naturality of R(oplax®) (applied to id4 and unitg). The outer diagram commutes as
by the adjunction axioms, counitgp G(unitg) = id. The unit being a morphism with
respect to the right C-bimodule structure is proved the same way.

Next, we check that the counit of G 4 R is a C-bimodule transformation. This corre-
sponds to commutativity of the bottom right square in the following diagram:

oplax§
G(A® RX) o GA® GRX
counitg(agRrRX) counitGAGGRE G ABcounit x
GR(GA®couni couni
GR(GA ® GRX) SHEASOWY) | apGA e x) M0 ca g x
GR(oplaxgyRX) G(lproja, x) G A®counit x
GRG(A ® RX) _ G(A ® RX) GA®GRX
G(unitagrx) lax§ px

All other squares in this diagram, including the outer diagram, commute using naturality
of the counit, the alternative expressions for Iproj from Lemma 3.7, and the adjunction
axioms. Thus, the bottom right square commutes. Again, the counit being a morphism
with respect to the right C-bimodule structure is proved the same way. O
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4. INDUCED FUNCTORS ON CENTERS

This section contains our results on induced functors between centers. First, we show
how to induce functors between centers of bimodule categories in Section 4.1. We show how
to induce braided lax monoidal functors between Drinfeld centers of monoidal categories
in Section 4.3 and give the analogue results on braided oplax monoidal functors, obtained
by duality, in Section 4.4.

4.1. Centers of bimodule categories. In this subsection, we fix a monoidal category C
and a C-bimodule M, see Definition A.15, with left and right C-actions denoted by > and <.
See Appendix A.2 and Appendix A.3 for an overview of the notions in the realm of module
and bimodule categories relevant in this section.

Definition 4.1. The center Z(M) of a C-bimodule M is the following category. Its
objects are given by pairs (M, cM), where M € M and ¢V is a half-braiding, i.e., a natural
isomorphism

c=M=(ca=c: MaA 5 Ao M) gcc
satisfying the coherences that the diagram

CA®B

M<(A® B) (A® B)> M
multoray, A, Bl lmlﬂtOrA,B,]\/I
(4.1) (M<A)<B Av (B> M)
chBl TADCB
(A>M)<B bimora .z Avr (M < B)

commutes for all A, B € C and that the diagram

c1

(4.2) Mal

1M
M

for unitors of the left and right action commutes.
A morphism f: (M,cM) = (N,cV) in Z(M) is given by a morphism f € Hom (M, N)
which commute with the half-braidings, i.e., for all objects A of C,

)

M

(4.3) MaA “ As M
lqu lADf

CN
N<A 4 Ap> N.

Centers of bimodule categories appear, e.g., in [GNN09, Section 2B| or [Grel3, Sec-
tion 2.3] where Equation (4.2) is omitted as it follows from the other axiom.

We now show that taking the center of bimodule categories is functorial.
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Lemma 4.2. Let F: M — N be a morphism of C-bimodules with structure morphisms
lay : F(A> M) = A>F(M) and rypa : F(M<A) = F(M)< A for AeC, M € M.
Then F' induces a functor

Z(F): ZM) = ZWN),  Z(F)(M, M) = (F(M),CF(M)) ,

where the half-braiding &™) is defined by

CFMM
(4.4) F(M)<A = A F(M)
o ]
F(c3h
F(M<A) F(A> M).

Proof. The following diagrams show that (F(M),cF (™)) satisfies the coherences Equa-
tion (4.1) and Equation (4.2) of an object in Z(N).

F(M)
CA®B

F(M)<1(A® B) —~> F(M <(A® B)) o F((A® B)> M) "> (A® B)> F(M)

F(M<A)«B—"-F((M<A)<B) F(A> (B> M)) ——= A>F(Bv> M)

F(cM)<B F(cM4B) F(Apcd) AF(eM) | Apck)

F(A>M)<B —"+F((A>M)<B) = F(A> (M <B)) —— A>F(M < B)

(A>F(M))<B = Av (F(M)<B)

Here, the diagram in the center commutes by Equation (4.1) of ¢™. Diagrams only involving
labels ~ commute by the coherence axioms for the lineators of F', see Definition A.16 and
Definition A.9. The small rectangles involving F(c}) and F(c}) commute by naturality
of the left and right lineators. The bend arrows invoke the definition of ¢™). Moreover,
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consider the following diagram:

cf(M)
POM) <1 255 (M a1) CD L pe M) L1 s P(M),
F(unitorjz) F (unitorpys)
unitor g(ar) F(M) unitor g (ar)

This diagram commutes using the coherences for the unitor from Definition A.9, (2). Hence,
(M, cFM)) indeed defines an object in Z(N).

Naturality of {ar,4, 70,4 in M implies that a morphism f in Z(M) induces a morphism
Z(F)(f)=F(f) in Z(N). Thus, Z(F) is a functor. O

In fact, we observe that the center of C-bimodule categories is 2-functorial, see [Shi20,
Section 3.6].

Lemma 4.3. The assignments
M ZM), (M DN o (2(F): Z2M) - Z(V),

where Z(F) was defined in Lemma 4.2, extend to a strict pseudofunctor between strict
bicategories

Z: C-BiMod — Cat.
Proof. Consider two functors of C-bimodules
ML NP,
Given an object (M,c™) € Z(M), consider the half-braiding of the object

Z(G)Z(F)(M, M) = 2(G) (F(M),c") = (GF(M),é) € Z(P).
By definition, the half-braiding ¢ is given by

GF(M)< A “ Av GF(M)
l(’"g(M),A)l o) lg,F(AI)T
v (GUE(M) < A) Co ) Gas FD))igE,
lG(Tﬂ,A)l G(lﬁ,M)T
GF(cl

GF(M<A) GF(A> M)
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Left and right vertical compositions give the lineators of the composite functor of C-
bimodules, GF: M — P, cf. Remark A.10. This shows that ¢4 = cﬁF . Thus, the identity
gives a natural isomorphism

Z(G)Z(F) — Z(GF).
Moreover, the identity idpys: M — M is a C-bimodule functor with lineators given by
identity natural isomorphisms. It follows that Z(ida) = idz ()

Now consider a natural transformation of C-bimodules n: Fy — F5, where Fy, F5: M —
N are functors of C-bimodules. By Definition A.17, this amounts to 7 being a natural
transformation of left and right C-module functors. Then, 1 induces a natural transforma-
tion Z(Fy) — Z(F,). Indeed, given a morphism f: (M,c™) — (N, cV) in Z(M), we know
that F(f) and F5(f) are morphisms in Z(N'). Moreover, the diagram

Fp (M)
%

/F;X)\\

Fi(M)aA—"F(MaA) — Fi(A> M) —"> A F (M)

l N <A l M A \LUADM J/ Aanar

FQ(M)QA—N>F2(M<1A) FQ(ADM)—N>-AI>F2(M)

Fo (M)
\L/

commutes. Indeed, the left and right squares commute since 7 is a left and right C-module
natural transformation, see Definition A.11. The central square commutes by naturality of
1 applied to the half-braiding c% . This shows that

Zm)arerry = mar s (Fr(M), YD) — (Fy(M), P2M0)

is a morphism in Z(N). Further, Z(n) is a natural transformation by naturality of 7,
applied to morphisms in Z(M).

As we have seen that Z(—) is the identity on the component data of natural trans-
formations, it is clear that the lax functoriality constraint and lax unity constraint, in
the terminology of [JY21, Section 4.1], can be chosen to be identities and thus satisfy all
coherences, and are invertible, as required for a strict pseudofunctor. O

P (c%)

For certain classes of bimodule categories, the bimodule center is a monoidal, and even
a braided monoidal, category. Recall that if G : C — D is a strong monoidal functor, we
can work with the C-bimodule D¢, i.e., the C-bimodule obtained by restricting the regular
C-bimodule along G, see Example A.22.

Lemma 4.4 ([Majol, Definition 4.2]). If G: C — D is a strong monoidal functor, then
Z(DY) has a monoidal structure given by (X,cX) ®@ (Y,c¥) = (X @Y, cX®Y), where

CY CX
K — X oy ©6a) T8 x o o) ey A2,

for AcC, (X,cX),(Y,cV) € Z(DY).

GA XY
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The special case where C is considered as a bimodule over itself (or, G = id¢), is of
particular interest as it recovers the Drinfeld center, see [Maj91, Example 3.4] and [JS91,
Definition 3].

Definition 4.5. The monoidal category Z(C) := Z(C!¢) is the monoidal center (or Drin-
feld center) of C.

Lemma 4.6 ([JS91, Proposition 4]). For any monoidal category C, the Drinfeld center
Z(C) has a braided monoidal structure given by

\I/(A,CA),(B,CB) = Cg: A® B L) B & A

Lemma 4.7. For any strong monoidal functor G: C — D, there is a faithful strong
monoidal functor

G G
FC: Z(D) - 2(D%), (X, ¢®) = (X, 5 )
which is the identity on morphisms.

Proof. Tt is clear that F'@ is a well-defined faithful functor to Z(D%) as it simply restricts
the half-braiding ¢X to objects of the form Z = G(A) for A € C and is the identity on
morphisms. To show F¢ is a strong monoidal functor, the lax monoidal structure consists
of identities,

laxly x) (o) = idxay: FO(X) @ FEY) = FE(X @),

which trivially satisfy the required coherences. This is a well-defined morphism in Z(C%)
by commutativity of the following diagram

CFG(X)®FG(Y)

G(A)
XY ®GA) — 2 X@GA) Y —2 L GA) XY
G
G =)
X®Y ®G(A) GA)®X®Y.

This diagram commutes as ¢y ©* = (X @ c})(c} ®Y) for any object Z of D, in particular,
for Z = G(A). Thus, F© is a strict strong monoidal functor. O

4.2. Induced monoidal adjunctions between centers of bimodule categories. We
can now apply 2-functoriality to obtain an adjunction of functors between centers of bi-
module categories.
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Proposition 4.8. Suppose given a monoidal adjunction

e f T
~__ - —
such that the projection formula holds for R. Then
AN
(4.5) Z(C) L Z(D%)

is a monoidal adjunction such that the projection formula holds. Moreover, the structural
morphisms of Z(G) 4 Z(R) are directly inherited from the corresponding structural mor-
phisms of G 14 R, i.e., they are given by

(4.6) unitéigz(m = unitG?

(4.7) counitééi?)z(m = counit§

(4.8) oplaXfB(iL)7 (CeC) = oplax%c oplaXOZ(G) = oplaxg;
(4.9) lax(z)gi)x)’ (Yer) = lax%Y laXOZ(R) = lax{!

(4.10) Iproj(p c) (x,cx) = Iprojp x IPIOJ(p,cB),(X,cX) = IPIOjp, x

for (B, cP),(C,c%) € Z(C) and (X, cX), (Y, ) € Z(D%).

Proof. By Lemma 3.24, we obtain an adjunction of C-bimodules (C S, D) 4 (D¢ KX C).
If we apply Z (see Lemma 4.3) to this adjunction, we obtain an adjunction of categories
as depicted in (4.5), since internal adjunctions are mapped to internal adjunctions via
pseudofunctors (Proposition A.25). Since Z is a strict pseudofunctor, the unit and counit
of the adjunction in (4.5) are given by Z(unit) and Z(counit), which are exactly the
morphisms in (4.6) and (4.7), respectively.

Next, we check that (4.8) gives rise to an oplax monoidal structure on Z(G). For this, let
(B,cP),(C,c%) € Z(C). The computation of Z(G)((B,c?) ® (C,c”)) gives a half-braiding
on G(B ® C), and the computation of Z(G)((B,c?)) ® Z((C,c)) gives a half-braiding
on GB ® GC. We show that oplax%c : G(B®(C) - GB ® GC commutes with these
half-braidings. This amounts to the commutativity of the outer rectangle of the following
diagram:
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oplaxgc ®GA
G(B®C)®GA | e
laxg®c,A G . laxg‘A
oplaxp cga
G(B®C® A) reseed
G(B®c9) G e
oplaxy agc
GB®A®C) createo
GB ® oplax§ ¢
~ GB® GA® GC
oplax
G(Cg) o B®A,C laxg,A ®GC
G(B® A)©GC
. G(B)eGC
oplaxA®B,c
GA®B®O0) cueecs
oplax§ e
A,BRC GA® Oplan,c .
GA®GB&C0) cheepece

All inner shapes commute either by the associativity of the strong monoidal structure on
G or by the naturality of oplax®. Thus, the outer rectangle commutes. Moreover, laxg is
compatible with the half-braidings on 1p and Z(G)(1¢). It follows that (4.8) gives rise to
an oplax monoidal structure on Z(G).

By Lemma 2.7, we obtain a lax monoidal structure on Z(R) and the adjunction Z(G) -
Z(R) is monoidal. This lax monoidal structure on Z(R) can be computed explicitly: if we
insert unitZ(@* 2 - counitZ(@12E) and oplax®(@ into (2.11), we obtain (4.9).

Last, since the left and right projection formula morphisms of the monoidal adjunction
Z(G) 4 Z(R) are build up by unitZ(@*2(H) and 1lax®® (see (3.1) and (3.3)), they are
given by (4.10). O

Ezample 4.9. Following [Shi20, Section 3], let M be a left C-module and consider F :=
End(M), the category of endofunctors of M, which obtains a C-bimodule structure by

(A> F)(M)=Av> F(M), (F<A)(M)=F(Avr M).
It follows that Z(F) ~ End¢ (M), the category of C-module endofunctors of M. Now, the
action functor
G=r:C—EndM), A~ A>(-)
is a C-bimodule functor and a strong monoidal functor. The C-bimodule structure discussed
above is precisely that of End(M)% from Example A.14. If G has a right adjoint R, then

G - R has a unique structure of a monoidal adjunction by Lemma 2.7. Thus, if the
projection formula holds for R, then by Proposition 4.8, we obtain a monoidal adjunction
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G) —
Z(End(M)%) = End¢(M)

/ N
\ 2(R) -

The lax monoidal functor Z(R): End¢(M) — Z(C), was already studied in [Shi20]. Note
that Shimizu works with k-linear abelian categories C and M which allows replacing
End(M) by the subcategory of right exact endofunctors. Since [Shi20] works with monoidal
categories that are, in particular, rigid, the right adjoint satisfies the projection formula by
Corollary 3.20 and the projection formula morphisms are displayed in [Shi20, Section 3.4].
The right R adjoint has been constructed in the case of finite k-linear abelian tensor cate-
gories in [Shi20, Theorem 3.11].

2(C)

4.3. Induced functors on Drinfeld centers. We now prove the main result of this
section.

Theorem 4.10 (Main induction theorem). Suppose given a monoidal adjunction

/\
\/

such that the projection formula holds for R. Then R induces a lax monoidal functor

(4.11) Z(R): Z(D) — Z(C), (X,c) — (RX, )
where
IProjx, A R(cga) (Iproja,x) ™!
RX®A ——5 R(X®GA) —5 R(GA® X) A®RX
AeC
The lax monoidal structure is given by
Z(R Z
(4.12) lax()g’cg’(y’d) = laxiy laxg (R — = Jax®}

for any objects (X, c), (Y,d) in Z(D). Moreover, Z(R) is braided.

Proof. Consider the composition

Z(D) < z(p%) 2%,

Z(0),

where Z(D) — Z(D%) is the faithful strong monoidal of Lemma 4.7 and where Z(D%) 20,
Z(C) is the lax monoidal functor of Proposition 4.8. By abuse of notation, we also denote
this composition by Z(R), which is hence a lax monoidal functor. It is clear that this functor
is the one described in (4.11). We recall that the lax structure on Z(D) < Z(D%) is given

by the identity (see the proof of Lemma 4.7) and the lax structure on Z(D%) 2B, & (€)
is given by (4.9). From this, (4.12) follows.

Next, we show that Z(R) is braided. We have to verify the braiding compatibility
condition Equation (2.12). This condition follows from the commutativity of the outer
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diagram in
RX ® RY Tow— R(X®Y)
IProjx, Ry R(X@counity )
R(X ® GR(Y))
CRY) R(cgr(yy) R(cy)

R(GR(Y) ® X)

Iprojry x R(counity ®X)

laxy, x

RY ® RX R(Y ® X)

The left middle square commutes by definition of ¢®. The right middle square commutes by
naturality of ¢ applied to counity. The top and bottom triangles follow from Lemma 3.1 and
its analogue for rproj. Thus, the lax monoidal structure is compatible with the braiding. [

In the rigid case, the main Theorem 4.10 can be restated in the following simplified way.

Corollary 4.11. Let C be a rigid monoidal category and let G: C — D be a strong
monoidal functor. If G 4 R is an adjunction, then R induces a braided lax monoidal
functor Z(R): Z(D) — Z(C).

Proof. By Lemma 2.7, the adjunction G 4 R can be regarded as a monoidal adjunction.
By Corollary 3.20, the rigidity of C implies that the projection formula holds. We can now
apply Theorem 4.10 to derive the result. O

Remark 4.12. Building on Lemma 4.3, one can show that the assignment that sends a
monoidal adjunction G - R, where R satisfies the projection formula, to Z(R): Z(D) —
Z(C) is functorial in the sense that

Z(R1Ry) = Z(R1)Z(Ry),

whenever we are given two such monoidal adjunctions

Q

=
C L D
S~

1

2

',

_— \g
S~ __—

=

2
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and GoG1 4 R1 Ry is the monoidal adjunction obtained by composition. Indeed, we have
the following commutative diagram of functors:

Z(R1R2)
2(g00ny 2 zpony 2 2 50y
Z(Ra1)
z(go) — 22 Z(p)
Z(R2)
(€)

This assignment can be viewed as a functor from the category whose objects are monoidal
categories, morphisms D — C are monoidal adjunctions G 4 R such that R satisfies the
projection formula, with G: C — D, to the category whose objects are braided monoidal
categories and morphisms are braided lax monoidal functors.

4.4. Results by duality. In this subsection, we state the op-versions of our main results.
For this, we consider a pair of oplax-lax adjoint functors

C/
S~

~ 4 Q

T
D
—

in which G now has a left adjoint L. We define the projection formula morphisms for L by
the op-versions of Equation (3.1) and Equation (3.3) for A€ C, X € D:

oplax couni i

(4.13) Iproj§ x: L(GA @ X) 4%, 1,G(A) @ LX <29, 4o X,
oplax id®couni

(4.14) rprojk 41 L(X ® GA) 2%, X @ LG(A) 2290, 1 X @ A,

Definition 4.13 (op-version of Definition 3.12). We say that L satisfies the projection
formula or that the projection formula holds (for L) if the natural transformations from
Equation (4.13) and Equation (4.14) are isomorphisms.

The op-version of a monoidal adjunction is an opmonoidal adjunction. By the op-version
of Lemma 2.7, an opmonoidal adjunction is an oplax-lax adjunction L - G such that G
is strong monoidal. The projection formula morphisms of an opmonoidal adjunction (also
called comonoidal adjunction) plays a key role in the theory of Hopf monads [BLV11,
Section 2.8] where they are called Hopf operators, see also Remark 6.14.
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Ezxample 4.14. Assume C is a category with finite products. Then C obtains the structure
of a symmetric monoidal category with tensor product given by

AR B=AXxB,

for all objects A, B in C. The tensor unit is the terminal object. In this case, we call C a
cartesian monoidal category.

A finite product preserving functor G: C — D between two cartesian monoidal categories
has the structure of a strong monoidal functor. The lax monoidal structure is given by the
unique factorization in the following diagram, where 7 denotes the product projections:

GB
TGB G(mB)
laxCA; B
GA x GB : G(A x B)
R %)
GA

Consider the oplax monoidal structure on L given by the canonical maps
oplaxf;(’y = (L(rx),L(my)): L(X xY) — LX x LY, oplax{: L1 — 1.
We first check that L 4 G is an oplax-lax adjunction by verifying the diagrams dual to

Equation (2.9) and Equation (2.10). First, we verify the dual equation to Equation (2.9).
Consider the following two diagrams:

L(laxg’B) counitax p
L(GA x GB) LG(A x B) AxB
LG(7 T
L(mca) l . counit \L !
LGA = A
oplax)y couni couni
L(GA x GB) ——*" _ [GAx LGB taxeomits 4y
lﬂ-LGA lﬂ-A
Lirca) counit
LGA = A

The triangles commute by definition of lax® and oplax”, the rectangles commute by natu-
rality. Commutativity of the other diagrams shows that both

counit gx g L(laxg, p) and (counity X counitpg) oplaxﬁ, B
compose to the same morphism, counity L(7ga), with 4. The same holds for composing
with 7 by symmetry. Thus, the two displayed compositions are equal.
Moreover, we have
counity L(lax§) = oplax(: L(1) — 1
since 1 is the terminal object. Hence, L - G is an oplax-lax adjunction. Since G is strong
monoidal, L 4 G is an opmonoidal adjunction.
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We will now give a necessary and sufficient condition for the projection formula to hold
for L from the above opmonoidal adjunction. For this, a category C is called cartesian
closed if, for every object A of C, the functor (—) x A has a right adjoint (—)?. We denote
the unit and counit of this adjunction by coev? and ev?. Now assume that C and D are
cartesian closed. Recall that a cartesian closed functor is a functor such that

lax®

A GA BAa A Ga Glevy)© GA
G(BA) x GA)GA 204, qipA « 464 DB qp

GA
COCVG(BA) (

0B A = <G(BA)

is an isomorphism for any objects A, B in C. This isomorphism is of the form in (3.6) under
0°P-duality.

Consider a monoidal adjunction L - G as described above, for C and D cartesian closed.
By [Joh02, Lemma A.1.5.8], the projection formula holds for L if and only if G is a cartesian
closed functor. Here, the right projection formula morphism is given by

rprojy 4 = (Lmx,counity Lma): L(X x GA) — LX x A.

By Lemma 3.13, rproj is invertible if and only if Iproj is invertible since C is symmetric
monoidal. The dual result to Lemma 3.15 generalizes this example.

The concept of cartesian closed categories has been extended to general symmetric
monoidal categories, and closed functors are defined in this context, see [FHMO03] and
references therein.

Theorem 4.15 (op-version of Theorem 4.10). Let L 4 G be an opmonoidal adjunction
such that the projection formula holds for L. Then L induces an oplax monoidal functor

Z(L): Z(D) — Z(C), (D,¢) — (LD, c")

I (rproj%,A)il L(cga) lprojﬁ’D
ci=(LD®A—— L(D®GA) ———= L(GA® D) AR LD | .
Its oplax monoidal structure is given by
0p1aXi§7Lc))7( Bd) = Oplaxﬂ B oplaxgj () — oplaxg

for any objects (D,c), (E,d) in Z(D). Moreover, Z(L) is braided.

Corollary 4.16 (op-version of Corollary 4.11). Let C be a rigid monoidal category and
let G: C — D be a strong monoidal functor. If L 4 G is an adjunction, then L induces a
braided oplaz monoidal functor Z(L): Z(D) — Z(C).

5. KLEISLI ADJUNCTIONS

Let C be a strict monoidal category. In this section, we want to apply our main theorem
Theorem 4.10 to the Kleisli adjunction of a monad 7" on C. For this, we first need to
ensure that we obtain a monoidal adjunction: Kleisli categories have a canonical monoidal
structure whenever 7' is a monoidal monad (Section 5.3). Moreover, whenever T' is induced
by a monoid M, then 7" is a monoidal monad if M is a commutative monoid in Z(C) (see
Theorem 5.6). We call such monoids commutative central monoids. In Section 5.4, we
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investigate the monoidal Kleisli adjunctions given by commutative central monoids: we
show that the projection formula always holds for them (Lemma 5.11) and reformulate our
main theorem Theorem 4.10 in the particular instance of this adjunction in Corollary 5.12.
Last, we characterize all monoidal Kleisli adjunctions which are induced by commutative
central monoids: they are exactly those monoidal adjunctions for which the left adjoint is
essentially surjective and for which the projection formula holds (Theorem 5.15).

5.1. Commutative central monoids.

Definition 5.1. A commutative central monoid in C is a commutative monoid internal to
Z(C). Explicitly, it consists of the following data:

(1) A monoid internal to C with underlying object M € C, a multiplication morphism
mul :=mul™ : M@ M — M
and a unit morphism
unit := unit™ : 1 — M.
(2) An isomorphism
swap: M @ A —- A M

natural in A € C.
(3) swap defines a half-braiding, i.e., the following diagrams commute for all A, B € C:

idas

T
(5.1) M M

~_ -

swapy
SWapA®B
M®A®B ARB® M
(5.2)
swap, ® B A®@swapg
AM®B

(4) Multiplication and unit are morphisms in Z(C), i.e., the following diagrams com-
mute for all A € C:

A ® unit

A A M
unit ® A swap 4
M®A
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M@ARM
(5.4) M®V w@M
MeoM®A ARM @M
mul®AJ JA®mul
M®A — A M

(5) The monoid is commutative in Z(C), i.e., the following diagram commutes:

Swap s
Mo M MeM

mul mul
M

FEzample 5.2. In any braided monoidal category, the tensor unit can be regarded as a
commutative monoid in a canonical way. This implies that in any monoidal category, the
tensor unit can be regarded as a commutative central monoid in a canonical way.

Proposition 5.3. Let G 4 R be a monoidal adjunction such that the projection formula
holds. Then R(1p) is a commutative central monoid.

Proof. Any braided lax monoidal functor sends internal commutative monoids to internal
commutative monoids. Since the functor Z(R) : Z(D) — Z(C) of Theorem 4.10 is braided
lax monoidal, it sends 1p equipped with its structure of an internal commutative monoid
(Example 5.2) to an internal commutative monoid in Z(C). O

Note that a version of Proposition 5.3, in the dual case, appears in [BLV11, Corollary 6.7].

5.2. Monoidal monads. Recall that we denote by Catgx the strict bicategory of monoidal
categories, lax monoidal functors, and monoidal transformations.

Definition 5.4. A monoidal monad is a monad in Catgx, i.e., it is a monad T on a
monoidal category and T comes equipped with a lax structure. Moreover, the unit and
multiplication of T are compatible with the lax structure, i.e., they are monoidal transfor-

mations.

Ezample 5.5. Given a monoidal adjunction G - R, the corresponding monad RG becomes
a monoidal monad.

Theorem 5.6. Let (M, unitM,mulM,swap) be a commutative central monoid in C. Then
the following data give rise to a monoidal monad:

(1) Underlying functor:
T:=Ty=(—-M):C—C
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(2) Unit morphism for A € C:
M
unit} ;= A Adunit”, AR M
(3) Multiplication morphism for A € C:
M
mul} =A@ MeM 22 Ag M
(4) Lax structure for A, B € C:
o lax) =1 % M
. lax?;’B =AQM®BM
Proof. We need to show that the provided lax structure satisfies the associativity constraint
(2.3) and the unitality constraints (2.4), (2.5). Moreover, we need to show that both unit”

and mul” are monoidal transformations.
The associativity constraint (2.3) holds: Let A, B,C € C. We have the following diagram:

A M
Rswapp @M A9BoMeM A®B®mul A@BoM

TA®laxp ¢

///—\

A®M®B®M®C®M*>A®M®B®C®M®2ﬂA®M®B®C®M
id ® swaps ® id id @ mul

id ® swapp ®id id ® swapg ® id

id ® swaps ® id
ARBM®2CoM —— AQBQ M ® C @ M®?

pr® 2®ddems ® pr
pPr® P®ddems ® pr

id ® swaps ®id

oRg'V
Vxe

id® M @ mul™
ARBRCQM® ———— > AQBRC @ M®2

OL® 9V xe

id ® mul™ ®id

id @ mul™ @M id @ mul™

id ® swapy ® id id @ mul™
ARBOIMRCOIM —————— A®BRCIM®P?2 ———— AQBRCQM

T
1aXA®B.’C
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The lower right rectangle commutes by the associativity of the monoid M. The lower
left rectangle commutes by Equation (5.4). The curved shape in the middle commutes by
Equation (5.2). The outer curved shapes commute by definition of the lax structure. The
remaining rectangles commute by the interchange law.

The unitality constraint (2.4) holds: Let A € C. Then:
lax{’A o(laxg ®idra)=(A® mulM) o (swapy ® M) o (unitM ®RA® M) (def)
= (A mul™) o (A @ unit™ @M) (5.3)
= idag (monoid)
The unitality constraint (2.5) holds: Let A € C. Then:
laxiﬂ o(idpa ® laxg) =(A® mulM) o(A®swapy @ M)o (A M ® unitM) (def)
= (A@mul™) o (A® M @ unit™) (5.1)
= idagm (monoid)

Next, we show that unit” is a monoidal transformation. We compute for A, B € C:

laxg 5 o(unit’ @ unit%)

= (A®Bomul™)o (A®swapg ® M) o (A® unit @B ® unit™) (def)
= (A® Bomul”)o (A® B ® it @ unit™) (5.3)
= A® B ® unitM (monoid)
= unithy 5 (def)

Last, we show that mul” is a monoidal transformation, i.e., that we have an equality
laxg po(mul} ® mul}) = mul, 5o langB

for A, B € C. This equality can be encoded as the commutativity of the outer rectangle of
the following diagram:
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A®mu™ @B @ M®2 A® M ® B @ mul™
AR M®2® B® M®? AR M ® B ® M®? AM@BeM
a8
®
w
é A® swaph ® M®2 id ® swapp ® id
5
< &
@ ®
& g
A® M ®B® M®3 A®BM® ———— > A9 Bo M®3 =
id ® mul™ @M ®2 o
a ®
© =
= N
® ® . M
= ] ) e id ® M ® mul
£ id ® swapp ® id
= ®
=
A M ® B® M®? ® A®B® M®?
=
- =
® S
g ®
S =
@
®
& &
®
ARBOM® «—————— A® B® M®* B
id ® M®? @ mulM g
&l R
®
]
S id @ mul™
®
=
~
id @ mul™
A® B® M®? AR B M

In this diagram, Swasz denotes the morphism

M®swapp swapg @M

MeM®B M®B®M B® M@ M.

and we also use mul™ for the morphism
M — M

that is obtained by applying the multiplication M®2 — M three times.

The middle triangle in the diagram commutes by (5.5) (extended to four factors). The
lower rectangle and the rectangle directly above the middle triangle commute by the asso-
ciativity of M. The upper rectangle involving A ® swaps ® M®? commutes by (5.4). The
lower rectangle involving A ® swasz ® M®? commutes by (5.2) and the interchange law.
The remaining rectangles commute by the interchange law. O
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5.3. Monoidal Kleisli adjunctions. We recall the construction of the Kleisli category.

Definition 5.7. Let T be a monad on a category C. The Kleisli category of T, denoted
by Klei(T), is given as follows:

(1) The objects of Klei(T") are given by the objects of C.
(2) For A, B € Klei(T'), we set

Homg i) (A, B) := Homc(A, T'B).
For oo € Hom¢ (A, TB), we write
[a]: A— B

for its corresponding morphism in the Kleisli category.
(3) The identity of A € Klei(T") is given by

[unit 7]

A A.
(4) The composition of morphisms [a] : A — B and [5] : B — C in Klei(T) is given
by
mu pa
4% 1B 2 20 ™M 7Oy,

Whenever T is a monoidal monad, Klei(7") inherits a monoidal structure.

Lemma 5.8. Let T be a monoidal monad on a monoidal category C. Then Klei(T) is a
monoidal category with 1¢ as a tensor unit and with the tensor product given as follows:
For|a]: A— B and[y]: C — D in Klei(T), we set [a]®@[y] : A9 C — B® D in Klei(T)
as

o laxZ
AeC 22 TBeTC —2% T(B ® D)).

Proof. This is a well-known fact, see, e.g., [Day74, Section 4]. O

A monad T on a category C gives rise to the famous Kleisli adjunction

Free
—~
¢ L Klei(T)

Forg —

where the functors are given by

o unitg
(A% B—2578

Free(A % B) := A B

and

T
mulp

lo] — TB.

Forg(A = B):=TA To, 12
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The Kleisli adjunction satisfies a universal property (see, e.g., [Riel6, Proposition 5.2.11]).
It is the initial adjunction yielding 7', i.e., if G 4 R is an adjunction such that RG = T,
then we have a diagram of functors

P
c | c
(5.6) k i /{

Klei(T)

with the dashed arrow being a uniquely determined functor that renders the diagram
commutative.

Theorem 5.9. If T is a monoidal monad, then the Kleisli adjunction and its universal
property lift to Catgx. More precisely, Free and Forg can be equipped with lax monoidal
structures such that Free - Forg is a monoidal adjunction and, for any monoidal adjunction
G - R such that RG =T, the uniquely induced functor of (5.6) can be equipped with a lax
monoidal structure and (5.6) is a commutative diagram in Catgx.

Proof. The necessary constructions are standard and easy to verify. Alternatively, this
theorem follows from [Zaw12, Corollary 4.2]. O

Remark 5.10. It follows from Lemma 2.7 that in Theorem 5.9, the three functors G, Free,
and the induced functor are strong monoidal. Moreover, the induced functor is always fully
faithful. It follows that we can always regard Klei(7T') as a full monoidal subcategory of
D, which can be identified with the full image of G, i.e., the full monoidal subcategory on
objects of the form GA, for A in C.

5.4. Monoidal Kleisli adjunctions given by commutative central monoids. Let
(M, unit™ , mul” ,swap) be a commutative central monoid in a monoidal category C. By
Theorem 5.6, the endofunctor Ty = (— ® M) is a monoidal monad on C. Thus, by
Theorem 5.9, we have a corresponding monoidal Kleisli adjunction

G = Free\

i Klei(Ty)

c/
\R::Forg/

We describe its defining data more explicitly. The functors are given by

(5.7)

M

a@unit
(5.8) cAs B =at PBEM, g
for (A% B) € C and
M
(5.9) RX vy (xom 22 vy oo Y2 v o )
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for (X N Y) € Klei(Tys). The unit of the Kleisli adjunction for A € C is given by

M
(5.10) wnit§ R = 4 A2 4 o 0
and the counit for X € Klei(T),) is given by

(5.11) comnit{ ' = X @ M LECIlING'S

The functor G is strict monoidal. The functor R is lax monoidal with structure morphisms
given by

(5.12) lax = unit” : 1o — M
and
- M
(5.13) lax, = (Xo MoV oM —E, y oy o Me M X225, ¥ oy @ M).

for X,Y € Klei(Ty).

Lemma 5.11. The projection formula morphisms of the adjunction in (5.7) for A € C,
X € Klei(T) are given by the following formulas:

o (R ®A A RX©A) = (X @ Me A P4 X o Ag M)
o (A®RX) 2% RAG X)) = idagxenr

In particular, R satisfies the projection formula.

Proof. We calculate:

IProjx 4= lax%GA o(RX ® unit§'®) (3.3)
=(X®Aomul™)o (X @swapy, @ M)o (X @ M ® A unit)  (5.13), (5.10)
=(X®@AmuM) o (X ® A®unit") o (X @swap) (interchange law)
=ido (X ®swap,) (monoid)

and

Iprojy x= lanA,X o(unit§ " @ RX) (3.1)
= (A® X omul™)o (A®swap, @ M)o (A wmit X @ M)  (5.13), (5.10)
= (A® X @mul) o (A ® X @ unit” M) (5.3)
=id (monoid)

Since swap and id are isomorphisms, the projection formula holds. O

Corollary 5.12. We have a braided lax monoidal functor

Z(Klei(Tw)) 25, z(c).

More explicitly: If X € Klei(Tyy) is equipped with a half-braiding
[cX®Y Y ®X®M)]

XY Y®X
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natural in'Y € Klei(Tys), then the half-braiding of Z(Forg)(X, [c]) is given by

W M
(X@M)®A 22 x o Ao M Y Ag X oMo M 22X A g (X @ M).
Proof. This is Theorem 4.10 applied to the Kleisli adjunction in (5.7). O

5.5. A characterization theorem. We complete this section by providing sufficient con-
ditions for a monoidal adjunction to be equivalent to a monoidal Kleisli adjunction.

Lemma 5.13. Let G - R be a monoidal adjunction such that the projection formula holds
for R. Then

lprojf,]l

(—® R1)

is an isomorphism of monoidal monads.

RG(-)

Proof. Since G - R is a monoidal adjunction, RG is a monoidal monad (see Example 5.5).
Since the projection formula holds, R1 is a commutative central monoid by Proposition 5.3
whose half-braiding for A € C is given by

IPTojy, 4 (Iprojaa)~

1
(5.14) swapy : RI® A RA > A® RI.

Thus (— ® R1) is a monoidal monad by Theorem 5.6. By Corollary 3.11 we already know
that lproj_; is an isomorphism of monads. It suffices to show that this isomorphism
respects the lax structures. This can be encoded by the commutativity of the large outer
rectangle of the following diagram:

Iproj, 1 ® Iprojg 4
A® Rl ® B® R1 RGA ® RGB

id ® swappg Iprojs 1 ® rprojy p

id ® swapg ® id AR RI® R1® B laxga,aB

ld [ laxn,ﬂ ®ld

prOjA,]l,B
A® B® R1® R1 A® R1® B R(GA® GB)

id ® swapp id ® rprojy 5

Iproj 4 ¢p

id ® laxg 1 A® RGB Rlax§ p

id @ lprojg 4

A® B® R1 - RG(A® B)
1PTOJA®B,11
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We show that each small part of this diagram commutes. The upper triangle and the left
inner triangle commute by (5.14). The left pentagon commutes by (5.4). The right upper
rectangle commutes by Lemma 3.6. The lower rectangle commutes by Lemma 3.4. The
right inner triangle commutes by Lemma 3.5.

Thus, each small part of this diagram commutes. Since we assume that the projection
formula holds, swap is an isomorphism. From this, we conclude that the large outer
rectangle commutes, which gives the claim. O

A dual result to Lemma 5.13 is found in [BLV11, Theorem 6.6(b)].

Definition 5.14. We say that two monoidal adjunctions are equivalent as monoidal ad-
junctions if they are equivalent as objects in the bicategory Adeat1® (see Appendix A.4).

Theorem 5.15 (Characterization theorem). Let G < R be a monoidal adjunction such
that the following holds:

o (G is essentially surjective,

e the projection formula holds for R.
Then G 4 R is equivalent as a monoidal adjunction to an adjunction of the form (5.7).
More precisely: M := R(1) is a commutative central monoid, Ty = (— ® R(1)) is a
monoidal monad, and we have an equivalence Klei(Ty;) — D of monoidal categories such
that we have a diagram of functors

/»D R
C ]N C

in which the left triangle strictly commutes and the right triangle commutes up to natural
isomorphism.

Klei(Th;) Forg

Proof. Since the projection formula holds, M is a commutative central monoid by Propo-
sition 5.3. By Lemma 5.13, we have an isomorphism of monoidal monads Th; = RG on C.
This isomorphism gives rise to a monoidal equivalence Klei(T);) = Klei(RG) such that
the diagram

Klei(RG)

e =
R

Klei(T]w)

C

in Cat%X strictly commutes. Last, since G is essentially surjective, so is the induced
functor in (5.6). Since the induced functor is always fully faithful and strong monoidal by
Remark 5.10, it is an equivalence of monoidal categories. Thus, we obtain the following
strictly commutative diagram
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e

c
Klei(RG)

in Catgx. The strict commutativity of the diagram in the statement now follows by com-
bining the two diagrams in the proof. Moreover, the strict commutativity of the diagram in
the statement suffices to obtain an equivalence of adjunctions in Catgx by Corollary A.38.
The commutativity of the other triangle up to natural isomorphism follows from Corol-
lary A.39. g

6. EILENBERG—MOORE ADJUNCTIONS

Commutative central monoids (M,swap) in C played a key role in Section 5.5 through
capturing monoidal monads of monoidal adjunctions whose right adjoint satisfies the pro-
jection formula. It is known that the Eilenberg—Moore categories of modules over M obtain
a tensor product from C provided reflexive coequalizers exist and are preserved by the ten-
sor product, cf. [Par95,Sch01]. In Section 6.2, we show that the free-forget adjunction of
such Kilenberg—Moore categories is itself monoidal and its right adjoint Forg satisfies the
projection formula.

Further, in Section 6.3, we discuss a universal property of such monoidal Eilenberg—
Moore categories and a monoidal version of the crude monadicity theorem. The monadicity
theorem imposes the additional assumption that the right adjoint R preserves reflexive
coequalizers and reflects isomorphisms.

We conclude with a discussion of the center of monoidal Eilenberg-Moore categories
in Section 6.4. By a result of Schauenburg, the Drinfeld center of the Eilenberg—Moore
category is equivalent to the category of local modules over the commutative central monoid
M and our results produce a braided lax monoidal functor from this category of local
modules to the Drinfeld center of C which is identified with the forgetful functor, see
Section 6.4.

6.1. Basic definitions and results. Given a monad 7', we consider the Eilenberg—Moore
category EM(T') of T-algebras. Its objects are pairs (A, act?) where A is an object of C
and act?: T(A) — A is a morphism, called action morphism, satisfying that the diagrams

T(actA) unit®
TT(A) T(A) A I )
(6 1) mul?; actA and \ /
act4
T(A) —2 A A



PROJECTION FORMULAS AND INDUCED FUNCTORS ON CENTERS 55

commute. A morphism f: (A,act?) — (B,act?) in EM(T) corresponds to a morphism
f+ A — B in C such that the diagram

T(A) T(B)
(6.2) act? act®
I

commutes.
Recall that there is the well-known Eilenberg—Moore adjunction

Free
(6.3) C — L\ EM(T).
\ Forg /

The functor Forg: EM(T) — C maps (A,act?) to A and preserves morphisms, and the
functor Free: C — EM(T) maps an object B of C to (T(B),T(mul%)) and a morphism
f: B—CinC to T(f). Now, consider an adjunction G 4 R such that RG =T. We have
the following commutative diagram of functors

EM(T)
Free i Forg
G | R
C D C,
(6.4) \ : /
Free | Forg

which includes the diagram from (5.6) as as sub-diagram. The dashed arrow D — EM(T)
is given by sending an object X in D to R(X), together with the action given by

R(counit x)
e

act™X) . TR(X) = RGR(X)

for any object X of D and acts via R on morphisms.

R(X)

Remark 6.1. Given a monad T': C — C, the adjunction Free 4 Forg of (6.3) is terminal
among adjunctions G 4 R that compose to T

!

A reflexive pair is a pair of parallel morphisms A : B such that there exists a
g

common section, i.e., a morphism s: B — A satisfying that fs = gs = idg. We call the
colimit of such a reflexive pair a reflezive coequalizer. We remark that this colimit is simply
given by the coequalizer of the underlying pair of morphisms f,g. Consider the full and
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faithful functor Klei(T)) — EM(T) obtained by composition of the two dashed arrows in
Equation (6.4). This functor enables us to regard Klei(T') as a full subcategory of EM(T),
and we call the objects in the image free. The next lemma states that general objects in
EM(T) are reflexive coequalizers of free objects.

Lemma 6.2. Let (A, act?) be an object in EM(T). Then the following diagram is a
coequalizer diagram in EM(T):

T
muly

(T(ray), muf ) (T(A), mul) —2 (4, act4) .

T (act?)

Moreover, the depicted parallel morphisms form a reflexive pair of free objects with a com-
mon section in EM(T) given by T'(unita).

Proof. We have a coequalizer diagram by [Bor94, Lemma 4.3.3]. (]

Remark 6.3. In general, the category EM(T') might not be monoidal even if C is monoidal.
General conditions on T ensuring that EM(T') is monoidal were discussed in [Seal3].

In the following subsections, rather than studying the most general context, we will
restrict to monoidal monads of the form 7" = (—) ® M for a commutative central monoid
(M, swap™). This restriction is motivated by Lemma 5.13 and the fact that we are inter-
ested in monoidal adjunctions for which the projection formula holds in this paper.

6.2. Monoidal Eilenberg—Moore adjunction. For the rest of Section 6 we impose the
following assumptions on C.

Assumption 6.4. We assume that C has coequalizers of reflexive pairs and that the tensor
product of C preserves such coequalizers in both components.

In the following, let (M, swap™ ) be a commutative central monoid in C. By Theorem 5.6,
Ty = (—) ® M is a monoidal monad that inherits its structure from M. Recall that the
monad structure is given by

unitiM = A ® unit, mulﬁM =A®@mulV,

where unit™, mul™ are the unit and multiplication of the monoid M. The lax monoidal
structure is given by

lax)™ o= unit™,  lax = A® (B ® mul")(swapl ® M)).
The Eilenberg—Moore category EM(Ts) can be identified with that of right modules
Mod¢-M over M internal to C, see e.g. [Par95,Sch01, DMNO13], which is why we also call
the objects in EM(Ty) (right) M-modules. We study the following adjunction:

Free
(6.5) =

c 1 EM(Ty;) ~ Mod¢-M

g\\\\\\\\\\“ Forg ————””/////
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Lemma 6.5. Reflezive coequalizers exist in EM(Tys) and Forg: EM(Th) — C preserves
and creates them.

Proof. Existence of coequalizers in EM(T)s) and that Forg preserves them follows from
[Bor94, Proposition 4.3.2] since, by Assumption 6.4, Thy = (—) ® M preserves reflexive
coequalizers, and we assume that reflexive coequalizers exist in C. Similarly, by [Riel6,
Theorem 5.6.5], the functor Forg creates reflexive coequalizers. O

Definition 6.6. The tensor product of two objects X = (A,act?) and Y = (B, act?)
in EM(T)y) is a pair consisting of an object X ®37 Y in C, together with a morphism
quoxy: A® B — X ®) Y such that the diagram

actd ®B

/\ quoy.y

(6.6) A®M® B A® B

~_ 7

A®actB swap g

X ®nY,

is a coequalizer in C. Note that this is actually a reflexive coequalizer with a common
section given by A ® unitM ®B.

Lemma 6.7. The tensor product X @y Y, for X = (A,act?) and Y = (B, act?), exists
and gives an object in EM(Tyy) with action actX®MY defined as the unique factorization
appearing in
A B
ABoM —"2 . A®B
quox y ®Ml lquox,y

(X om V)@ M2 X o Y.

Proof. The tensor product X ®j,s Y exists in C under Assumption 6.4. Again, due to
Assumption 6.4, the action morphism exists and inherits its axioms from act®?. O

The next lemma appears, e.g., in [Sch01, Section 2.2, Lemma 4.1].

Lemma 6.8. The tensor product @y makes EM(Ty) a monoidal category and ®p; pre-
serves reflexive coequalizers.

Proof. Note that it is sufficient to assume that coequalizers of reflexive pairs exist in C and
are preserved by the tensor product of C in both components (rather than assuming this
for general coequalizers as in [Sch01]).

The result that ®j,; preserves reflexive coequalizers follows from the same assumption
for ® and the fact that colimits commute with other colimits. O

Remark 6.9. The monoidal structure on EM(T)s) of Lemma 6.8 is a special case of
[Seal3, Corollary 2.5.6]. Indeed, Seal constructs a tensor product X on EM(T})) such
that C — EM(T}y) is strong monoidal [Seal3, Section 2.5.3]. Moreover, it is assumed in
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[Seal3, Corollary 2.5.6] that X commutes componentwise with reflexive coequalizers. From
these two facts, it follows that the tensor product functors X and ®j; are equivalent. In
both cases, the structure morphisms are inherited from C. Thus, the resulting monoidal
structures are equivalent as well.

Remark 6.10. We obtain the following natural transformation:
Forg(—) ® Forg(—)
EM(Ty) x EM(Ty) Jawo e

T~ /

Forg(— @ —)
Lemma 6.8 shows that if C satisfies Assumption 6.4, then so does EM(T)). Without loss

of generality, we will also treat EM (7)), with monoidal product ®j;, as a strict monoidal
category to simplify the exposition.

Proposition 6.11. The functor
Free: C — EM(Ty), A (A® M, Ao mulM), <A ER B) s (A@M ELLN B@M) ,

s a strong monoidal functor with lax monoidal structure laxir,eﬁ defined as the factorization

appearing in:

Ty
lax 4 B

Free(A) ® Free(B) Free(A ® B)

quOFrcc(A),Frcc(B) la‘XI:}CBS

Free(A) @ Free(B)

In particular, Free 4 Forg is a monoidal adjunction with laxio’? = quoxy for X,Y €
EM(Ty).

Proof. Recall the lax monoidal structure for T}y,
lax'{, = (A® B @ mul)(A @ swapy @ M): Ty (A) ® Ti(B) = T (A® B),

from Theorem 5.6. One verifies directly that lax”™ factors through Free(A) ®js Free(B).
Denote the factorization by

lax}y 5 Free(A) @y Free(B) — Free(4® B).

This morphism is an isomorphism. For this, it suffices to describe an inverse of Forg(laxieg),

which is given by the composition

A®unitM RBRXM qUOFree(A),Free(B)
_— _—>

(A®B)@M (AOM)®(BM) Forg(Free(A)® s Free(B)).

The coherences for lax™™® hold since they hold for lax™™. As lax™™° is an isomorphism,
Free is strong monoidal. Therefore, Forg has a unique lax monoidal structure making
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Free 4 Forg a monoidal adjunction by Lemma 2.7. We compute lax"'® on X = (4, act?)
and Y = (B, act?) as follows:

laxggrﬁ =Forg(counity ® counity)Forg(laxir,eB?)_l unit g

=Forg(act? @ act?) ( qUORyee(A), Free(B) (A ® wmit? @B ® M))(A® B® unit?)

= qu0X7Y .

In the first equality, we use the construction of the lax structure on the right adjoint
Equation (2.11). The second equality uses the explicit structure of unit and counit of
the adjunction Free 4 Forg and the inverse for Forg(lax'™°) displayed above. The third
equality uses, after applying naturality of quo (see Remark 6.10), that the unit of M acts
trivially on A and B. O

Remark 6.12. We can regard Klei(T)) as a full monoidal subcategory of EM(T /). Indeed,
we can use the universal property of Klei(Ths) (Theorem 5.9) and Proposition 6.11.

Lemma 6.13. The projection formula holds for Forg of the FEilenberg—Moore adjunction
from (6.5)

Proof. We show how to derive that the projection formula morphisms for the Eilenberg—
Moore adjunction being invertible follows from the same statement for the Kleisli category
in Lemma 5.11. For this, we regard the Kleisli category of C as a full monoidal subcategory
of EM(T)) (see Remark 6.12). Then the projection formula morphism

A ® Forg(X) — Forg(Free(A) @ X)

is an isomorphism for all A € C and X € Klei(M) by Lemma 5.11. But now, every object
in EM(T)y) is a reflexive coequalizer of objects in the Kleisli category by Lemma 6.2. Since
the four constituents Forg, Free, ®, and ®j; respect reflexive coequalizers, it follows that
the projection formula morphism is an isomorphism for all objects in EM(Tyy) as well. [

Remark 6.14. In the dual setup of an opmonoidal adjunction L 4 G, the tensor product of
C always gives rise to a canonical tensor product on the Eilenberg—Moore category indepen-
dent of the existence of reflexive coequalizers in C, see [Moe02] and [BV07, Theorem 2.3].
In that context, the projection formula holds for the Eilenberg—-Moore adjunction of the
associated monad T' = GL if and only if T is a Hopf monad [BLV11, Theorem 2.15]. Note
that this is different to our context, i.e., the context of a monoidal adjunction and Assump-
tion 6.4: here, the projection formula always holds for the Eilenberg—-Moore adjunction by
Lemma 6.13.

We now prove a universal property of the monoidal Eilenberg—-Moore adjunction.

Theorem 6.15. Assume G 4 R is a monoidal adjunction such that the monoidal monad
RG is given by tensoring with a commutative central monoid M, i.e., RG = Ty;. Then
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the unique induced functor R in
/ D \
6.7

can be equipped with a unique lax monoidal structure such that (6.7) is a strictly commu-
tative diagram in Cat®

EM(T))

lax*
Proof. Observe that R(X) can be regarded as the M-module (R(X), laxf}l) by Lemma 3.1,
for an object X in D.

We construct the lax monoidal structure laxgy "R(X)®y R(Y) - R(X®Y) as the
unique morphism that renders the following diagram commutative:

lax%
R(X) @ R(Y) =7 RX®Y)
(6.8) AU (x), R(¥) l - H
org(lax¥ 1)

. . T
Forg(R(X) ®um R(Y)) ForgR(X ®Y)
The existence of such a morphism follows from commutativity of the outer diagram in

R(X)®rpro
X) @ M & R(Y) o2 ) & RGR(Y)

laxX 1 ®R(Y) X)®1proj1;(1y)’]1
R(X)®1axfty R(X)®R(counity) R(X) X R(Y) ® M.
k (X)®laxi
R(X®Y) _ R(X)® R(Y)
lax’ y-

Here, both interior triangles on the right commute by Lemma 3.1, and the left interior
square commutes by associativity of the lax monoidal structure Equation (2.3). We can

choose laxf to be the identity on R(1) = M. One checks that laxf}y and lax are
morphisms of right M-modules which satisfy the necessary coherences and render the
diagram of the statement strictly commutative. O

Example 6.16. We consider the algebra S := k[z]/(x?) of dual numbers over a field k.
Then T := (— ®k S) defines a monad on finite-dimensional vector spaces C = vecty. The
Eilenberg-Moore category EM(T) is given by mod-S, i.e., the category of right S-modules
of finite k-dimension. We describe two inequivalent monoidal structures on mod-S: the
first one is given by the monoidal structure of Lemma 6.8, i.e., the usual right exact tensor
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product ®g. For the second monoidal structure, we consider the following equivalence of
categories:

(—)Y := Homg(—, S) : (mod-S)°® — mod-S.

Structure transport along (—)" of the right exact monoidal structure ®g on (mod-S) yields
a right exact monoidal structure on (mod-S)°P, i.e., a left exact monoidal structure g on
mod-S. Concretely, it is given by

M xg N := (MY ®¢ NV)V

for M, N € mod-S. Since ®g is not left exact, the two monoidal structures are inequivalent.
However, they are equivalent when we restrict to free modules, i.e., for both monoidal
structures, the functor

Free : vecty — mod-S

is strong monoidal in a canonical way. In this situation, the comparison functor of Theo-
rem 6.15 is given by the identity functor of mod-S equipped with a lax monoidal structure
given by a canonical map of the form

M ®g N — M *xg N
which is not an isomorphism in general, e.g., it is the zero map for M = N = k.

6.3. Beck’s monadicity theorem and monoidal adjunctions. Recall that an adjunc-
tion G -+ R with 7' = RG such that the comparison functor D — EM(T') is an equivalence
is called monadic. We can now derive a monoidal version of the crude monadicity theorem.
For this, we work with the following strict bicategory.

Definition 6.17. Let Cat® be the 2-full sub-bicategory of Cat%LX from Section 5.2

lax,coref
e whose objects are monoidal categories with reflexive coequalizers and tensor prod-
ucts that respect these reflexive coequalizers,
e l-morphisms are lax monoidal functors that preserve reflexive coequalizers,
e 2-morphisms are all monoidal transformations.

We require the following lemmas.

Lemma 6.18. The FEilenberg—Moore adjunction from Equation (6.5) is an adjunction in-
ternal to Cat®

lax,coref *

Proof. We have seen that the Eilenberg—Moore adjunction Free - Forg is a monoidal ad-
junction in Proposition 6.11. By Assumption 6.4 and Lemma 6.5, C and EM(T},) are
objects in Catgx coref- Further, Forg is a 1-morphism in Catﬁix coref @S 1t preserves re-
flexive coequalizefs and it is clear that Free preserves reflexive co:equalizers as it is a left

adjoint. O

Lemma 6.19. Let G 4 R be a monoidal adjunction in Cat%X coref SUch that T = RG is
giwen by tensoring with a central commutative monoid M. If every object in D is a reflexive
coequalizer of a diagram with objects in the image of G, then R is a strong monoidal functor.
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Proof. Consider the lax structure of R evaluated on two objects in the image of G-

~ ~ laXI~2 ~
RG(A) @y RG(B) —2CV R(G(A) @ G(B))
[ JaxEres [

Free(A) @y Free(B) — Free(A ® B)

The bottom row isomorphism can be identified with the lax monoidal structure of the free
functor Free: C — Klei(C). Hence, it is an isomorphism by Lemma 5.11. By naturality, and

using that R preserves reflexive coequalizers by assumption, laxg’y is also an isomorphism
for all reflexive coequalizers X,Y of objects in the image of G. If every object in D is of
this form, R becomes strong monoidal. O

Remark 6.20. The functor R is mentioned (as a strong monoidal functor) in [Saf21, Propo-
sition 2.16] to exist if R satisfies the projection formula. Note that Example 6.16 shows, in
particular, that the assumption that the tensor product of D preserves reflexive coequalizers
is crucial in Lemma 6.19.

Lemma 6.21. If R preserves reflezive coequalizers, then so does R.

Proof. By Lemma 6.5, Forg, in particular, reflects reflexive coequalizers. If R = ForgR
preserves them, it follows that R preserves them as well. O

®
lax,coref

formula, then the diagram of Equation (6.7) also lies in Cat{ _ .. For the following
result, recall our notion of an equivalence of monoidal adjunctions in Definition 5.14.

In particular, if G 4 R is an adjunction internal to Cat satisfying the projection

Theorem 6.22 (Crude monoidal monadicity). Assume that
®

e G -1 R is a monoidal adjunction in Cat},_ .,

e R satisfies the projection formula,

o R reflects isomorphisms (i.e., if R(f) is an isomorphism, then so is f).
Then G 1 R is equivalent as a monoidal adjunction to the Eilenberg—Moore adjunction from
(6.5), for M = R(1). In particular, G 4 R is monadic.

Proof. The assumptions of the theorem include those necessary to apply the crude monadic-
ity theorem [BWO05, 5.1. Proposition|, hence G 4 R is monadic and R is an equivalence.
It suffices to prove that R is also strong monoidal. For this, we check the assumptions of
Lemma 6.19: since the projection formula holds, T' = RG is given by tensoring with the
commutative central monoid M = R(1). Moreover, since D ~ EM(Ty;), every object in
D is a reflexive coequalizer of an object in the image of G by Lemma 6.2.

O

In particular, the theorem gives conditions under which there is a monoidal equivalence
Mod¢-M ~ D for the commutative central monoid M = R(1) from Proposition 5.3.

To conclude this section, we recover a special case of Theorem 6.22 appearing in [BN11,
Proposition 6.1]. For this, we call a monoidal category C an abelian tensor category if it
is a k-linear tensor category in the sense of [EGNO15, Section 4.1]. In particular, C is
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a locally finite k-linear rigid abelian category with a k-bilinear tensor product such that
Ende(1) = k.

Corollary 6.23. Let C, D be abelian tensor categories over a field k and assume given
a monoidal adjunction G 4 R. If R is faithful and exact, then G 4 R is monadic and
equivalent to Free - Forg as a monoidal adjunction. In particular, there is an equivalence
of monoidal categories D ~ Mod¢-M.

Proof. First, we note that the projection formula holds for G 4 R by Corollary 3.20. Now,
since C and D are abelian, coequalizers exist. By rigidity, the tensor product is exact
in both components [EGNO15, Section 4.2]. As R is assumed to be exact, it preserves
coequalizers and as it is assumed to be faithful and exact, it reflects isomorphisms since
C and D are assumed to be abelian. Hence, the assumptions of Theorem 6.22 hold and
G - R is isomorphic to Free 4 Forg as a monoidal adjunction. g

Remark 6.24. Theorem 6.22 has a partial analogue for symmetric monoidal exact functors
of tensor triangulated categories with a right adjoint satisfying the projection formula
[San22, 3.8. Proposition]. There, it is assumed that R(1) is a separable algebra and hence
Modc-R(1) is the Karoubian envelope of the Kleisli category.

6.4. Center of Eilenberg—Moore categories and local modules. In the following, we
recall a description of the Drinfeld center of the monoidal category EM(73;) = Mod¢-M
for a commutative central monoid M in C.

Definition 6.25 ([Par95]). The category of local modules over a commutative central
monoid (M, swap™) is defined as the full subcategory of the category Mod z(c)-M consist-

ing of right M-modules (A,act4) such that

(6.9) act?d UpraVan = actd .

Here, ¥ denotes the braiding in Z(C). We denote the category of local modules over A by
Mod'ge)-M.

In particular, Wps 4 = swap% . The following result can be found in [Par95, Theorem 2.5],
cf. [Sch01, Section 4]. Recall that we assume that Assumption 6.4 holds.
Proposition 6.26 (Pareigis). The category Modlzo?c)—M 1$ a braided monoidal subcategory
of the monoidal category Mod z(cy-M.
Proof. The braiding of local modules is given by the factorization of

quoy, x

A®B A% Bo A LN v oo X,
through X ®j7 Y, which exists for local modules X = (4, act?) and Y = (B, act?). O
Theorem 6.27 (Schauenburg). There is an equivalence of braided monoidal categories

Z(Modc-M) ~ Mod3(;)-M.
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Proof. We only indicate a brief sketch of the equivalence from [Sch01, Theorem 4.4]. Given
an object X = (A, act?) with half-braiding ¢ in Z(Mod¢-M), evaluating the half-braiding
¢ on an object of the form Free(B) for B € C gives, under the isomorphism

rprojy p : Forg(X) ® B = Forg(X ®) Free(B))
a half-braiding ¢ such that (A,¢) becomes an object in Z(C). It follows that the action

act then makes (A,¢) a right M-module in Z(C). On morphisms, the equivalence is given
by the identity. ([l

Our result Theorem 4.10 now amounts to the following result for any commutative

central monoid (M,swap™) in Z(C).

Corollary 6.28. Under Assumption 6.4, Forg: Mod¢-M — C induces a braided lax
monoidal functor Z(Forg) : Z(Mod¢-M) — Z(C). Under the equivalence from Theo-
rem 6.27 this lax monoidal functor corresponds to the forgetful functor

Forg!®®: Mod3(;)-M — Z(C),
which forgets the M -action.

Proof. The braided lax monoidal functor Z(Forg) is obtained by Theorem 4.10. For a right
M-module X = (A, act?) with half-braiding ¢, the underlying object of Z(Forg)(X) is A.
The half-braiding of Z(Forg)(X) is given by the composition ¢ in the diagram

A® B °s B® A

—1
TlprOJB,X

Forg(Free(B) @y X).

lrpron,B

F ( ree )
Forg(X ®s Free(B)) i

We see that this half-braiding ¢ is precisely the half-braiding used in the proof of Theo-
rem 6.27. Thus, Z(Forg) corresponds, under the equivalence from Theorem 6.27, to the
stated forgetful functor Forg'°®. O

We obtain the following direct corollary.

Corollary 6.29. Under the conditions of Theorem 6.22, there is an equivalence of braided
monoidal categories Z(D) ~ Modlgfc) -M.

Example 6.30. Let G,H be groups, ¢: G — H a group homomorphism, and w € C3(H, k)
a 3-cocycle. Denote by vect the category of finite-dimensional G-graded k-vector spaces
with associators given by w, see e.g. [EGNO15, Example 2.3.8]. Then ¢ induces a strong
monoidal functor ¢, : Vectg*w — vectyy. Its right adjoint is always exact. It is faithful if
and only if ¢ is surjective [HLRC23, Lemma 3.2]. The commutative monoid R(1) = M is
isomorphic to the group algebra of ker ¢. It follows that Z (Vectg*w) and Modlgfvectﬁ)-M
are equivalent as braided monoidal categories by Corollary 6.29 recovering [HLRC23, Corol-
lary 3.3].
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7. (CO-)INDUCTION FOR YETTER—DRINFELD MODULES OF HOPF ALGEBRAS

In this section, we will specify the categorical results on induced functors on Drinfeld
centers from Section 4 to left and right adjoints of restriction functors between categories
of (co)modules over Hopf algebras.

Let H be a Hopf algebra® over k and consider its category H-Mod of left modules. Let
p: K — H be a morphism of Hopf algebras. Then restriction along ¢ provides a strong
monoidal functor

G = Res,: H-Mod — K-Mod, W +— W/ .

This functor has left and right adjoints given by induction and coinduction, respectively.
These are given by

(7.1)  L(V):=1Ind,(V) = H®gV, R(V') := Colnd, (V) := Homg moa(H, V),

where the former is a left H-module through left multiplication, and the latter is a left
H-module via

(72) I - f(g) = f(gh)7 f € HomK—Mod(H7 V)7 hag € H.
In the following, we find that the projection formula holds for

e induction functors of modules along any ¢ (Section 7.1),

e coinduction functors of modules along ¢ such that H is finitely generated projective
over K (Section 7.2)

e induction functors of comodules along any ¢ (Section 7.3).

Note that these categories are not rigid, as we do not restrict to finite-dimensional objects,
so it does not follow from Corollary 3.20 that the projection formula holds. We also
explore the induced functors on Yetter—Drinfeld categories obtained from induction and
coinduction.

7.1. Induction on Yetter—Drinfeld module categories. One checks that unit and
counit transformation of the opmonoidal adjunction

Ind, = L 4G = Res,
are given by
wnitZ ¢ vV - GL(V), v 1®o,
counit” ¢ LG(W) — W, h ® w +— hw,
for any K-module V and any H-module W. The oplax structure of L is given by
(7.3)  oplaxyy: L(VeU) = L(V)R L(U), h®(uev) (ha @v)Q (he) @ u).

3We assume all Hopf algebras to have an invertible antipode S: H — H.
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Lemma 7.1. The projection formula holds for Ind,: K-Mod — H-Mod with the isomor-
phisms given by
Iprojyy: LGW) @ V) - W L(V), h®(w®v)— haywe he @v,
(Iprojiyy) ™ : W@ L(V) = LIGW) @ V), w® (h®v) = hg @S~ (hg))w v,
rprojﬁW: LVe@GW)) = LV)aW, he@ew)— hi)@ve hgw,
(rprojiry ) L(V) @ W — LV @ GW)),  (h®v) @ w— by ®@v® S(hg))w.

Proof. We use (4.13) and (4.14) to compute the expressions for the projection formula
morphisms lprojﬁ,y and rprojﬁ,’v for Ind, - Res,. Then, one checks directly that the
given formulas indeed give inverses for these morphisms using the antipode axioms. O

Recall that there is an equivalence Z(H-Mod) ~ £YD of the Drinfeld center and the
category of (potentially infinite-dimensional) Yetter—Drinfeld modules over a Hopf algebra
H, see [Yet90], [Maj00, Example 9.1.8], or [EGNO15, Proposition 7.15.3]. The category
BYD consists of k-vector spaces V' which are both left H-modules and left H-comodules
with the coaction

0:V-o>HRYV, v oD @o©®)
satisfying the Yetter—Drinfeld condition
(7.4) h(l)w(_l) ® h(g)w(o) = (h(l)w)(_l)h(g) ® (h(l)w)(o).
Given an invertible antipode S, this is equivalent to
(7.5) d(hw) = h(l)’w(_l)S(h(g)) ® h(2)w(0).

The induced functor on Drinfeld centers obtained from Ind, - Res, specifies to the
following result.

Corollary 7.2. Given V a Yetter—Drinfeld module of K with coaction
VKV, vr—>v(_1)®v(0),

we define

(7.6) 5V (h @ v) = hgyp TS (h)) ® hy @ v©.

Then the assignment

(7.7) Z(Indy)(V,6") := (Indy(V),6"%W)), f i Indy(f),

for any morphism f in gYD, gives an oplax monoidal functor Z(Ind,): %YD — gYD.
Its oplax monoidal structure is given by Equation (7.3).

Proof. By Lemma 7.1, the projection formula holds for Ind,. Thus, the braided oplax
monoidal functor on the Drinfeld centers is obtained from Theorem 4.15. ]
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Remark 7.3. For the functor R = Ind,, to restrict to the rigid categories of finite-dimensional
modules to give a functor Ind,: K-mod — H-mod, we require that H is finitely gener-
ated as a left K-module. In this case, Z(Ind,) restricts to an oplax monoidal functor

Z(Indy): Kyd — Hyd between the rigid categories of finite-dimensional Yetter-Drinfeld
modules.

Ezample 7.4. For any Hopf algebra H and K = k the ground field, we obtain that R(k) =
H®rk = H is a YD module over H with regular left action and left coaction given by the
adjoint coaction

d(h) = h(l)S(h(g)) & h(g), Vh € H.

Since R is oplax monoidal, H is a coalgebra object in EYD.

FEzxzample 7.5. Let G be a group, not necessarily finite, and K < G a subgroup. Then the
group algebra K := kK is a Hopf subalgebra of H := kG. Given a Yetter—Drinfeld module
V of K,
V=PVs kVi=Vig—, VdkeK,
deK
we obtain that Ind¥ (V) = H®x V is a Yetter-Drinfeld module of H with G-grading given
by the coaction
IR0 (g @ vg) = gdg ™" © vy,
for vg € Vyand g € G. Tt was shown in [FHL23, Appendix B] that Z(Ind%): £YD — £yD
is a separable Frobenius monoidal functor. The oplax monoidal structure obtained from
Corollary 7.2 agrees with the one used there.

Ezxzample 7.6. Let g € k be a primitive n-th root of unity in a field k of characteristic zero
and denote G = (g|¢g" = 1) = C,, the cyclic group of order n. Consider the Taft algebra

T :=Ta(q) =k{g,2)/(¢" =1,2" = 0, gz = qzg),
which is a Hopf algebra with coproduct A, counit ¢, and antipode S uniquely determined
by
Alg) = g9, Alz) =201+g0z, e(g) =1, e(@)=0, S(g =g, S@)=-g 'z

The inclusion of the group algebra G = kG into T is a morphism of Hopf algebras. By
Corollary 7.2, it induces an oplax monoidal functor

Z(IndZ
kC, x Cp-Mod ~ GyD Z1e), Typ,
Simple objects in gYD are given by vector spaces k;;, ¢ = 0,...,n — 1, with a single

basis vector v;; of degree g’ and a G-action given by guij = qjv,-J. We can describe
Vij = Indg(ki,j) explicitly. It has a basis given by w;, = 2* ® v; 5, for 0 < k <n —1, with
action of the generators given by

wit1, f0<k<n—1

_ k+j _
Wg = w TWE =
Ik =4 ks k {o, ifhk=n—1.
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Thus, k; ; is generated by wg as a left T-module, and it suffices to specify the coaction on
wq, where we have

5(200) = gi ® wy.

Formulas for d(wy) can be derived from Equation (7.5).

The following consequence of Corollary 7.2 provides examples of cocommutative coalge-
bras.

Corollary 7.7. (1) Consider the algebra 1 € K-Mod which has a canonical structure
of a cocommutative coalgebra in gYD. Its image

A:=Z(Ind,)(1) = H®g 1= H/H -kereg

s a cocommutative coalgebra in EYD with the induced action, adjoint coaction 629,
and coproduct A given by

5 (h) = h1)S(hez) @ he, A(h) = hay ® ).

(2) Similarly, K is a cocommutative coalgebra in %YD with respect to the given coprod-
uct, the regular left action and adjoint coaction. This coalgebra object is denoted by
K2 Now, Corollary 7.2 shows that the image Z(Ind,)(K?) is the coalgebra H*?.

7.2. Coinduction on Yetter—Drinfeld module categories. Now consider the monoidal
adjunction

Res, = G 4 R = Colnd,,

for a morphism of Hopf algebras ¢: K — H. Explicitly, R is given by
R(V) =Homg (H,V) = Homg mod(H, V).

The unit and counit of the adjunction G 4 R are given by
(7.8) unity : W — RG(W) = Homg (H, W| ), w = (h— h-w),
(7.9) counity : GR(V) = Homg (H, V)| — V, f— f().
The lax monoidal structure is given by
(7.10) laxyw: R(V)@ R(W) — RV W), fog— (h— f(ha)®g(ha)).

Using the expressions for the projection formula morphisms from (4.13) and (4.14), we
obtain the following natural transformations

(7.11) lpI‘OjWy: W ® R(V) — R(G(W) ® V), w & f — (h — h(l) W ® f(h@))),
(7.12)  rprojyy: R(V)@W = RV G(W)), foww (he flhay) @ he) -w).
We want to investigate when the projection formula holds for Colnd,. To do this,

given a vector space W, we denote by WV the trivial K-module structure on W, that is,
k-w=¢e(k)w for all k € K and w € W. We need the following lemma.
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Lemma 7.8. Assume that H is finitely generated projective as a left K-module. Then, for
any K-module V and any H-module W, the canonical k-linear maps
aw,y: W ® Homg (H,V) = Homg (H W™ @ V), w® f (h—we f(h),
avw: Homg (H,V) @ W — Homg (H, V@ W™), w® f+ (h— f(h) @ w),
are invertible and natural in W and V.

Proof. Assume that H is finitely generated projective as a left K-module. By the dual
basis lemma for projective modules, see, e.g., [Coh89, Section 4.5, Proposition 5.5, we can
find elements hq,...,h, in H and fi,..., f, in KV := Homg (H, K) such that

(7.13) h=>_fi(h)-hi,  VheH.
i=1
Thus, for any left K-module U and f € Homg (H,U), we have
F(h) =" fi(h) - £(ha).
i=1

It follows that the canonical map
Homg (H,K) ®x U — Homg (H,U), f®uws (h— f(h)-u),
has an inverse given by f — > | f;® f(h;). By composition, we have linear isomorphisms
Hompy (H, W™ @ U) = Homg (H, K) @k (W™ @ U)
= W ®@Homg (H,K) @ U
= W @ Homg (H,U),

which one checks to be inverse to ayy. The second isomorphism in this chain is given
by the symmetric structure of k-vector spaces, and we remove the superscript triv as
afterwards the K-action is not used. The proof for ayy is similar. O

Remark 7.9. By structure transfer, the target k-vector spaces for oy, )y and o,y obtain a
unique left H-module structures such that oy i and oy are isomorphisms of H-modules.
Thus, in the following, we will identify these H-modules, provided that H is finitely gener-
ated projective as a left K-module.

Lemma 7.10. Assume that H 1is finitely generated projective as a left K-module via
p: K — H. Then the projection formula holds for R = Colnd,,, see Definition 3.12.
Under the isomorphisms from Lemma 7.8, the inverses for lproj, rproj are given by

Iprojyty s R(GW) @ V) = W @ R(V), fe (b (S(hay) ®@1) - f(h)),
rprojyyy: R(V @ G(W)) = R(V) @ W, fe (b= (1®S(he)) - flhay)),

where we denote (h® 1) - w®v=hw®v and (1@ h)-v@w = v & hw, respectively, for
he HveV,weW.
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Proof. First, consider the map
Tyt Homg (H, W|, @ V) = Homg (H, W™ @ V), fs (b (S(ha)) @ 1) - f(he)),
where W denotes W viewed as a K-module. We compute that

Ty vlprojy (w ® f) = (b= (S(hay) ®1) - haya) - w @ flha)e))
= (h = S(haya)haye) - w @ f(he))
= (h = e(hay)w ® (b))
= (h—w® f(h) =awy(w® f).

Here, we applied coassociativity of the coproduct, followed by the antipode axioms, and
the counit axioms. Next, for f € Homg (H,G(W) ® V), we compute that

Iprojyy-ayty Ty () = (b= (hay ® 1) - iy () (b))
= (b= (hyS(hiyw) @ 1) - flhz)2))
= (h = (e(ha)) @ 1) - f(h)))
= (h|—> f(h) = f.
Hence, if H is finitely generated projective as a left K-module, oy, is invertible by
Lemma 7.8 and the above shows that W%,Vy = (lprojW,Va;[%V)_l. Hence, Iprojyy is invert-

ible. Invertibility of rprojyy is proved similarly. Thus, the projection formula holds for R
as claimed. g

Hence, Theorem 4.10(a) implies the following result.

Corollary 7.11. Assume that H is finitely generated projective as a left K-module. Given
a Yetter—Drinfeld module (V,9) over K with coaction

8V VoKeV, 6w =0v"Y g0,
we define
§"V) R(V) » H @ R(V),
(7.14) SEVI(f) = aghy (b= S(hay) f () T ) @ £he) ),

under the isomorphism apy from Lemma 7.8.
Then the assignment

(7.15)  Z(Colnd,)(V) := (Colnd,(V),s%Y)),  f s Colnd,(f) = Homg (H, f),

for any morphism f in %YD, gives a braided lax monoidal functor Z(Colndy): %YD —
BYD. The lax monoidal structure is given by Equation (7.10).

Moreover, Colnd,, restricts to a functor gyd — gyd, for the rigid categories of finite-
dimensional YD modules.

We will now provide a series of examples of coinduction functors.
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Ezrample 7.12. As in Example 7.4, take K = k and assume H is finite-dimensional. Then
CoInd{! (k) = H* = Homy(H, k), the dual of H. Then H* is a YD module over H with
coaction

5H (f) = (h — S(h(n)f(h@))h(:;)) € Homk(H,H) ~H®H.

We note that if H is infinite-dimensional, this does not give a well-defined coaction.

The next example serves the purpose of applying the results from Section 5 to the Hopf
algebra setting.

FEzxzample 7.13. If H is finite-dimensional and K = k. Then, in the terminology of Section 5,
the forgetful functor G: H-Mod — k-Mod, which is essentially surjective, and its right
adjoint R form a monoidal adjunction. Since the projection formula holds by Lemma 7.10,
the corresponding monoidal monad 7' = RG is isomorphic to tensoring with R(1) = H*
by Lemma 5.13. The central structure on H* is given by the map

swapy: H* @V -V H", fQuw— oz‘_/}]l(h = S(hay)ha) v @ f(ha)),

using the formulas in Equation (7.12) and Lemma 7.10. This central structure can be
identified with the half-braiding obtained from H™* as an object gYD with respect to the
coregular action (h - f)(k) = f(kh) and coadjoint coaction given by

S7(f) = S((ha) 1)) (ha) @) @ F(ha)(2)) fa

where {f*}, {ha} are dual bases. In fact, with this structure and the product obtained by
dualizing Ay, H* is a commutative algebra in EYD.

Let C = H-Mod and let T' be the monoidal monad from above. The category of right
H*-modules in C is equivalent to the category of Hopf modules, see e.g. [Mon93, Section
1.9]. Indeed, dualizing a right H*-action to a left H-coaction via a dual basis for H gives
the description of the category used there. The Kleisli category Klei(T") is equivalent
to the category of free Hopf modules, i.e., right H*-modules of the form V ® H* where
V is a H-module. Under this equivalence, the functor Free: C — Mod¢-H* is given by
V =V ® H*. The H-action is then given by the tensor product of H-modules, while the
right H*-action is given by multiplication in H*.

Now, the characterization theorem, Theorem 5.15, implies that this category of free
Hopf modules is equivalent to k-Mod (as a monoidal category). Moreover, by Lemma 6.2
we see that Mod gy moa-H* ~ k-Mod since k-Mod is closed under coequalizers and the
canonical functor respects these. This recovers the fundamental theorem of Hopf modules,
namely, that Mod g.noaq-H* ~ k-Mod, cf., e.g., [Mon93, Section 1.9.4].

Now, the functor Z(R): k-Mod — Z(H-Mod) = #YD is characterized by sending k
to H* with the above action and coaction.

Ezample 7.14. In the group case of Example 7.5 with K = kK C€ kG = H , take a YD
module V' = @ .« Va and for a homogeneous basis {v;}; of V' consider the basis {f; ;}:;

of CoInd%(V) = Hompg (H,V), where
fij(ka)) = 61k -v;,  forall k € K,
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where we fix a coset decomposition G = L;Kg;. Then R(V) is a YD module with coaction
given by

0(fis) = 97 'lvslo: ® fij.
One can show that in this example, Ind¥ = CoInd¥ and describe the lax monoidal struc-
ture explicitly, see [FHL23, Appendix B].

FEzample 7.15. Returning to Example 7.6, we have a full list of simple YD modules over
G = kC, of the form k;; = kv;;, where g - v;; = ¢v;; and |v;j| = g*. A basis for
R(k; ;) is given by the unique left G-module homomorphisms f, = f,7: T — k; j defined
on generators z* by
fi? (2') = S0
As a left T-module, R(k;;) is cyclic and generated by f.?,. The T-coaction on this
generator is given by
S(fl) =gt @ £

7.3. Induction of comodules categories. In this section, we show that the projection
formula always holds for the right adjoint of a restriction functor of comodule categories
over arbitrary Hopf algebras. This way, any morphism of Hopf algebras induces a lax
monoidal functor on Yetter—Drinfeld module categories.

Assume that K, H are Hopf algebras over a commutative ring R and ¢: K — H is a
morphism of Hopf algebras. Restriction along ¢ gives the strong monoidal functor

Res?: K-Comod — H-Comod,  (V,0) — V| = (V, (¢ ®id)¥),

which is the identity on morphisms. The functor Res? has a right adjoint, comodule
induction, which we denote by Ind”. It is given by cotensor products, namely,

Ind¥: H-Comod — K-Comod, V — KOgzV.
Here, K gV is the equalizer of the R-linear maps

idg ®dy

KoV K@H®V,

(idx ®p)A g ®idy

and thus a subspace of K ® V. One can check that the unit and counit of the adjunction
Res? 4 Ind¥ are given by

(7.16) unity = 8y : V — Ind? Res?(V) = KOg(V|[7)
(7.17) counity = ex ® idy: Res? Ind?(W) = (KOgW)[H — W,

for an K-comodule (V,dy) and an H-comodule (W, éw ).
The lax monoidal structure for Ind¥,

(7.18) laxy ¢ Ind? (V) ® Ind¥(U) — Ind?(V @ U),
is given by the restriction to cotensor products of the map

laXQ/v’U = (mg ®idyey)(idxk @ Tk @idy): (KQV)(KeU) — K& (VeU),
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where 7y : V @ K — K ® V is the swap map, i.e., the symmetric monoidal structure
of (R-mod,® = ®pg). Thus, from Equation (3.1) we derive that the projection formula
morphism,

(7.19) Iprojy i V @ Ind?(W) — Ind*(Res?(V) @ W),

is given by restricting the map

(7.20) lax/V|H7U(5v Ridrgew): VR (KQW) — K (Ve W),

where Jy is the K-coaction of V', to the respective cotensor products.
Proposition 7.16. The projection formula holds for the adjunction Res? - Ind¥.

Proof. We have to show that the morphisms Iprojy;y and rprojyyy, are isomorphisms. We
include the proof for lprojyy; with the other case being easier, using Sk instead of Sf}l.
Since K is a Hopf algebra with invertible antipode Sk, we obtain an inverse to the map in
Equation (7.20) via

(idy ® mg ® idw)(Tk,v ®id)((Sx' @ idv)dy ® idxew)(Tk,v ® idw).

One checks that the restriction of the above map to KOy (V|7 ® W) has image contained
in V ® (KOgW) and thus Iprojy,; is indeed invertible. O

Hence, Theorem 4.10(a) induces a braided lax monoidal functor
Z(Ind¥): Z(H-Comod) — Z(K-Comod).

We will display its structure in terms of Yetter—Drinfeld module categories over H and K.
For a braided monoidal category C, C¥-°P denotes C with the same monoidal structure but
inverse braiding \If%q’;p = (\Ifg, )1 We recall the following well-known equivalence of
braided monoidal categories.

Lemma 7.17. For any Hopf algebra H, there is an equivalence of braided monoidal cate-
gories Z(H-Comod)¥°P ~ HyD.

Proof. The functor sends an object (V,c¢), where ¢: V@ X — X ® V is a half-braiding
(cf. Definition 4.1), to the left H-module

ay = (idy @ ep)c : HOV =V,

where H is regarded as a left H-comodule via the coproduct Ag. Naturality of ¢! with
respect to the morphisms of H-comodules my and 1j7, and compatibility with the monoidal
structure, imply that ay defines a left H-module structure on V. The fact that CI_{1 is a
morphism of left H-comodules implies that V' is a Yetter—Drinfeld module of H with respect
to the given coaction and action ay. One checks that this assignment gives an equivalence
of monoidal categories. However, the braiding of Yetter—Drinfeld modules corresponds to
the inverse braiding on Z(H-Comod). O
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Corollary 7.18. The functor Z(Ind¥?) gives a braided lax monoidal functor from EYD
to KXYD which sends an H-Yetter-Drinfeld module (V,ay,dy) to the K-Yetter-Drinfeld
module (KOpV,axo,v,0k0,v) given by
(7.21)  agopv: K@ (KOgV) = KOV, k@ (1®v) = kq)lS(ks)) @ ay(ke) @v),
(7.22) dxopv: KOV — K@ (KOgV), k®v = ko) @ (ko) ®v).
The lax monoidal structure is given by
laxyw: (KOgV) ® (KOgW) - KOpg(V o W),

(kov)®(lew)— ke (vew),
(7.24) lax: 1 — KOgl, v~ 1lg ®wv.

(7.23)

Proof. The statement follows from Theorem 4.10(a) under the equivalence of braided
monoidal categories from Lemma 7.17. Note that the functor Z(Ind¥) is braided if and
only if it preserves the reverse braiding. O

8. EXAMPLES AND APPLICATIONS

We conclude by discussing some examples and applications of the functors between Drin-
feld centers introduced in this article. We start by considering examples arising from affine
algebraic groups in Section 8.1, followed by functors that induce Yetter—Drinfeld modules
over quantum groups of roots at unity from objects in the center of certain algebraic groups
in Section 8.2. We study module categories over commutative central monoids internal to
categories of representations of Radford—Majid biproduct Hopf algebras in Section 8.3.

8.1. Drinfeld centers of representations of algebraic groups. Let G be an affine alge-
braic group over an algebraically closed field k. Its coordinate algebra Og is a commutative
Hopf algebra, and we can consider the symmetric monoidal category Rep G := Og-Comod,
with tensor product ® = ®g. The Drinfeld center Z(Rep G) is equivalent to the category
ggYD. Since Og is a commutative Hopf algebra, it is an algebra object in Rep G with
respect to the coadjoint coaction

geoad . Og > 0c00g, =+ 33(1)5(33(3)) ® x(2)-

It follows that Z(Rep G) is equivalent to the category Ogoad—Modchg, where (’)é"ad denotes
the algebra Og as an object in Rep Og with the coadjoint coaction. The tensor product of
two objects is given by the tensor product in Rep G, where the action of Ogoad is given via
the coproduct map A: Og — Og ® Og.

We now give a geometric interpretation of Z(Rep G). Consider a commutative k-algebra
A, i.e., A = Ox for an affine scheme X = Spec A over k. The category QCoh(X) of quasi-
coherent sheaves on X is simply the category of Ox-modules. Now, a continuous action of
the algebraic group G on X amounts to a coaction

6: Ox = Og ® Ox
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such that Og is a (commutative) algebra object in Rep G. This is equivalent to Ox being a
comodule algebra over Og. Rather than providing a model for the quotient X/G, we only
define the category QCoh(X/G) of G-equivariant coherent sheaves on X as

QCoh(X/G) := Ox-Modpgepc.

The coadjoint coaction 6°°®dof G on itself corresponds to the morphism of schemes given

b,
’ Spec(6©*) = ¢ Gx G—= G, (g,h) — g 'hg,
i.e., to the adjoint action. Thus, there is an equivalence of k-linear categories
Z(Rep G) ~ QCoh(G/*G),

where the quotient of G by itself is taken with respect to this adjoint action. This point of
view on the Drinfeld center appears in [BZFN10].

Remark 8.1. The category QCoh(G/G) has a natural relative tensor product ®o, in-
herited from the symmetric monoidal category QCoh(G) = Og-Mod which exists since
Og is a commutative algebra in QCoh(G), cf., Lemma 6.7. However, the tensor product
on Z(RepG) is given by the tensor product ® = ®y of Rep G since the forgetful functor
F: Z(Rep G) — Rep G is monoidal. As already evident in the finite group case, this tensor
product is not symmetric but braided monoidal in general. In this section, we always use
the tensor product ®, on QCoh(G/*G).

We can generalize Example 7.14 to the setting of affine group schemes. For this, assume
given a morphism of affine group schemes ¢: K — G. Equivalently, we have a morphism of
Hopf algebras ¢ = ¢*: Og — Ok. As described in Section 7.3, the strong monoidal functor

Res?: RepG — RepK,  (V,0) — V| = (V, (¢ ®id)d),
has a right adjoint given by cotensor products,
Ind?: RepK — RepG, V — Oglp,V,

where Oglp, V is the equalizer of the maps

idog ®6

OcRV_ —0c00kaV.
(idog ®¢)ARidy
Now, Corollary 7.18 specifies to the following result.

Corollary 8.2. A morphism ¢: K — G of affine group schemes induces a lax monoidal
functor
Z(Ind®"): QCoh(K/*K) — QCoh(G/*G).

Remark 8.3. We can give an interpretation of the functor Ind® in terms of the usual
formulation of representations via actions

PV : G(k) — End]k(V).
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An element g € G(k) is an algebra homomorphism g: Og — k and it acts on V via
(8.1) g-v =g, Yv e V.
Here, the product of g1, g2 € G(k) is given by

(91-92)(f) = g2(f(1))g1(f(2));

making py a left module. An example of such an action is the regular action of G(k) on
Og given via

g-f=9(fo)fe, Vfe OO
If Og =k[z1,...,20]/(f1,- - fm), then
Gk)={a=(a1,...,a,) | filar,...,;a,) =0, Vi=1,...,m} Ck",
and the action is given by
(a- f)(b) = f(ab).

With this description of G-representations, the cotensor product is given by

OcK®V = {Zfi@wi € 0c®V | Zfi’¢(k)®vi = Zfi@)k-vi, Vk € K(k)} C OgaV.

Viewed as a G(k)-representation, Ind? (V) = Og @X®) V is equipped with the left regular
action a- (f @ v) = f(a(—)) @ v.

As a consequence of Corollary 8.2, the images of commutative algebra objects in QCoh(K /2dK)
are commutative in QCoh(G/*1G).

Ezample 8.4. The image of the tensor unit 1 corresponds to the G(k)-representation

OFY = (f €O | f- (k) = f, Vk € K(k)}

of invariants with respect to the right K(k)-action. Since Og is commutative, the half-
braiding on this object is just the symmetric braiding of Rep G.

Ezample 8.5. The coordinate algebra O is a commutative algebra in QCoh(K/2K) with
respect to the regular coaction and trivial action (which coincides with the adjoint ac-
tion by commutativity). It follows that Ind® (Ok) = Og as commutative algebras in

QCoh(G/*G).
The case of finite groups viewed as affine group schemes is recovered as a special case.

Ezample 8.6. Let ¢: K C G be an inclusion of finite groups. Then Og = k[G] is the Hopf
algebra of k-valued functions on G. The symmetric monoidal category Og-Comod is
equivalent to kG-Mod = Rep G, the category of kG-modules. The functor Res: Rep G —
Rep K is the usual restriction functor and the above corollary gives an equivalent description
of Example 7.14 via an isomorphic functor Ind*” = Colnd, .
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Dually, (op)lax monoidal functors from QCoh(G/1G) to QCoh(K/2dK) can be induced
from adjoints of the direct image functor of quasi-coherent sheaves. Indeed, for the mor-
phism ¢: K — G of affine algebraic groups, restriction along ¢: Og — Ok gives the direct
image functor

¢.: QCoh(K) = Ox-Mod — QCoh(G) = Og-Mod.

This functor is monoidal with respect to the tensor product induced by the multiplication
map, i.e., the coproduct of the coordinate rings. That is, for m: G x G — G,

VW =m,(VRW).

The left adjoint of ¢, is the inverse image functor ¢* and the projection formula holds for
the monoidal adjunction ¢* 4 ¢.. Hence, by Corollary 7.2, we obtain an oplax monoidal
functor

Z(¢*): QCoh(G/*G) — QCoh(K/*K).
Moreover, if ¢: Og — Ok makes Ok a finitely generated projective Og-module, then ¢,
has a right adjoint ¢' which is given by coinduction along the morphism of algebras ¢ and,
by Corollary 7.11, induces a lax monoidal functor

Z(¢'): QCoh(G/*1G) — QCoh(K/*IK).

8.2. Quantum groups at roots of unity. Let U,(g) be the quantized enveloping algebra,
or, quantum group, associated to a fixed Cartan datum of a semisimple Lie algebra g, see
[DCK90] or [CP94, Section 9.1]. We can specialize the quantum group U,(g) to a root of
unity € € C of odd order ¢ (also required to be prime to 3 if g contains a factor of type G2).
That is, Uc(g), the De Concini-Kac—Procesi form of the quantum group at a root of unity,
is obtained from U,(g) by extension of scalars along the homomorphism C(q) — C,q + e.
We let E;, F;, K; denote the usual generators of these quantum groups.

Consider the Hopf subalgebra Z; defined in [BG02, Section II1.6.2] which contains
Ef, Ff , Kf and is closed under the braid group action. It is well-known that Zj is a polyno-
mial central Hopf subalgebra. Thus, Z is the coordinate ring of an algebraic group, which
is described in the following lemma summarizing results found, e.g., in [BG02, Section
I11.6].

Proposition 8.7. Let G be a connected, simply connected, semisimple algebraic group over
C associated to the Cartan datum fixed above. Then the Hopf algebra Zy is isomorphic to
the coordinate ring Oy of the semidirect product group

H:=(N" xN")xT,

where N~ and NT are the nilpotent subgroups and T is the Cartan part of a Lie group G.
Moreover, the quantum group U(g) is free of rank (rank g) as a left module over Oy.

We can therefore apply the constructions of the paper to the extension of Hopf algebras
t: Oy < Uc(g) and obtain the following results.

Corollary 8.8. Induction and coinduction of module categories give the following braided
lazx, respectively, oplax monoidal functors.
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(i) Corollary 7.2 gives the oplax monoidal functor

Z(Ind,): QCoh(H/*'H) — {*9YD.

(i) Corollary 7.11 gives the lax monoidal functor

Z(Colnd,): QCoh(H/*H) — {{9YD.

Both functors restrict to the subcategories of finite-dimensional objects.

Ezample 8.9. The image Z(Colnd,)(1) =: A is a commutative algebra in the category of
left YD modules over U(g). As a C-vector space, A is isomorphic to the dual uc(g)* of the
small quantum group u.(g), where the small quantum group is the quotient

Us(g) = Us(g)/<Eéi7F§i7 K]é —1,(¥i,5)),

which is, equivalently, the quotient by the ideal in U.(g) generated by the kernel of the
counit of Zy. Here, B1,..., By is a list of positive roots, K1, ..., K, are the free generators
of the Cartan part. We denote the quotient map by 7: Uc(g) — uc(g). Then, as Zj is
central in U.(g), the map

" S

ue(g) A = Colnd*(1)

is well-defined and an isomorphism of C-vector spaces. The inverse is given by evaluating
a Zp-module map U(g) — C at a representative from the set

b b . .
{EBiEBJI\\’]Kf“K:” FBC;Fch | 0<b;,ci,m; <l—1,Vi,j}

which gives a set of free generators for U(g) as a free left Zy-module and gives a C-basis
for u.(g) after applying the quotient map 7.

The product on A is given by the dual of the coproduct, i.e., mgq = A*: u.(g)*Q@u(g)* —
ue(g)*. The left Uc(g)-action is the restriction of the coregular action of u.(g) on its dual
along the quotient map m. The U(g)-coaction is defined by evaluating the adjoint coaction
of U(g) against the pairing

ev(m ®id): u(g)" @ Us(g) — C,

which is well-defined since the kernel of the counit of Z; is contained in the radical of the
evaluation pairing

ev: Homc(Uc(g),C) ® Uc(g) — C.

Ezample 8.10. Evaluating Z(Ind,) at the coalgebra 1 displays u(g) = Uc(g) ®z, k as
a cocommutative coalgebra in the category of U.(g)-YD modules. The coproduct is the
coproduct of u.(g) and the action is given by restricting the action along the quotient map
m, while the coaction is the regular coaction (id ® 7)d co-restricted to U(g) ® ue(g) which
factors as a morphism u.(g) — Uc(g) ® uc(g).
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8.3. Applications to biproduct Hopf algebras. In this section, we apply the results
from Section 5 and Section 6 to inclusions of Hopf algebras. In particular, for inclusions of
the form K C H = B x K, we describe the commutative central algebra

We show that its category of internal modules is equivalent to K-Mod and identify the
functor Z(Colnd) on Drinfeld centers. We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 8.11. Let v: K — H be a morphism of Hopf algebras. The following are equiva-
lent:

(i) For the functor G = Res,: H-Mod — K-Mod there exists a functor I such that
GI = idg Mod-
(ii) There exists a left H-module V' such that G(V) = K™ and G induces an isomor-
phism
Endg-mod (V) = Endg mod (K®).
(iii) There is an algebra map w: H — K such that mo = idg.

Proof. First, we note that (i) implies (ii) with V' = I(R"#). The condition on endomor-
phism follows as G is faithful and GI = idg_moq implies that G is full.

Assuming (ii), we can choose a H-module V such that G(V) = K™ as a left K-module.
This implies that any endomorphism «: V' — V of H-modules gives an endomorphism
G(a) of K-modules on G(V) = K**® which is thus given by right multiplication by an
element k, in K. Identifying V and K, we have

a(k) = kk,, Vk € K.
But a was a morphism of left H-modules, so
(h-k)ko = h - (kky), Vke K,h e H.
As G is full, for any | € K, the K-module endomorphism (—) - [ of K™® lifts to an
endomorphism of left H-modules on V' which restricts to (—) - I via G. By the above, we
have
(h- k)l =h-(kl), Vhe H, k,l € K.
This shows that K is a H-K-bimodule. Now define
mH—K, h—h-1g.
It follows that
h-k=h-(1gk)=(h-1g)k = w(h)k.
In particular, 7 is a morphism of algebras since
m(hg) =hg -1k =h-(9-1k) = h-n(g) = =(k)w(g),  Vh,g € H.
Also, mu(k) = k- 1x = k for all k € K, as desired. Thus, (iii) holds.
Conversely, given (iii) consider the functor
I = Res,;: K-Mod — H-Mod.
Then, since 7t = idg, GI = idg_Mod, showing that (i) holds. O
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Definition 8.12 (The commutative central algebra Ay k). Assume H is finitely generated
projective as a left K-module. Then G = Res, has a right adjoint R = Colnd, such that
the projection formula holds for G 4 R by Lemma 7.10. We denote

AH\K = R(]l) = HOIIlH_mOd(K, ]l),
which is a commutative algebra in Z(H-mod) with half-braiding given by
swapy, : AH\K RY -V AH\K, feuv— Oé‘_/}ﬂ(h > S(h(l))h(g) U f(h(z))).

By Lemma 5.13, there is an isomorphism of monoidal monads between T" = RG and
Tay - We may interpret the category Klei(T4 H| ) as the category of free right modules
over the algebra Ay x in K-Mod it is equivalent to the full subcategory on modules in
the image of the functor

Free: C — MOdK—Mod'AH|K7 X—X® AH|K

The following result can be seen as a generalization of the fundamental theorem of Hopf
modules, cf. Example 7.13, which appears as the special case of the Hopf algebra extension
k < H, with right inverse €.

Corollary 8.13. Assume that H is finitely generated projective as a left K-module and
that the equivalent conditions from Lemma 8.11 hold. Then the following hold:

(1) K-Mod is equivalent, as a monoidal category, to Klei(TAH‘ «)s which, in turn is
equivalent to Mod g Mod-Am (K -
(2) The equivalences from Part (1) induce an equivalence of braided monoidal categories

between Z(K-Mod) ~ EYD and Mod%);D—AHu(.

(3) The functor Z(Colnd®) corresponds to the forgetful functor

1 1 H
Forg°°: Modg‘);D—AmK —5YD

under the equivalence from Part (2).

Proof. Since H is finitely generated projective over K, the projection formula holds for
Res - Colnd by Lemma 7.10. The equivalence with Klei(T,, ) follows from Theorem 5.15
since, by Lemma 8.11, G = Res, is essentially surjective.

Now, the functor Colnd: K-Mod — H-Mod preserves colimits, and hence reflex-
ive coequalizers, since H is projective. Thus, by Lemma 6.21, the functor K-Mod =~
Klei(Ty K| o) — Mod g mod-A |k preserves reflexive coequalizers. Thus, since K-Mod is
abelian, it is closed under coequalizers and hence, by Lemma 6.2, the Kleisli and Eilenberg—
Moore categories are equivalent. The latter is equivalent to Mod g.mod-Apk- This proves
Part (1).

Parts (2) and (3) now follow from Corollary 6.28. O

A large class of examples of Hopf algebra extensions satisfying the conditions of Corol-
lary 8.13 can be obtained from the following lemma. To state the lemma, following
[Rad85, Theorem 3|, consider k-Hopf algebras H and K with Hopf algebra morphisms
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L

K :_j H satisfying m = idg. This situation is equivalent to the existence of a Hopf
™

algebra B in YD such that H = B x K is the Radford-Magid biproduct (or, bosonization)
of K and B. The Hopf algebra structure on B x K is detailed in [Rad12, Theorem 11.6.7].
We denote by A(b) = b1y ® by the coproduct of B as a Hopf algebra in %YD, and by

6p(0) = b @ b0 ¢ K @ B the left K-coaction on B.

Lemma 8.14. For H = B x K as above, assume that B is finite-dimensional. In this
case, A g = Hompg (H,k) can be identified with B* = Homy(B,k) as a k-vector space.
The H = B x K-action is given by

(8.2) (b@k)- f)(ec) = f(STH(K) - cb),

forb,ce B, ke K and f € B*. The coaction is given by

(8.3) 5(f) = agly (b= S(ba))be) © (be) - 9)(1)) € H® B,
and the product is given by

(8.4) (f-9)(b) = F(S7 (b ™) - b)) @ g(by @),

for f,g € B*.

Proof. The isomorphism of k-vector spaces is given by

g (b—g(b®1))
(8.5)  Agg=Homg(BxKk) ____ = Homy(B,k) =B*.
(b@ki—f(S™1(k)-b) )4 f

Checking these are indeed mutually inverse linear maps uses the identity
bk = k() (S~ (k) - b),
for k € K,b € B derived from the defining relation

of the product on B x K via the antipode axioms.

By construction, B x K is isomorphic to K ® B as a k-vector space. Hence, it is free
as a left K-module, with the action given by the product in B x K. Thus, the projection
formula holds for the adjunction Res, 4 Colnd, for the inclusion K < B x K.

To prove Equations (8.2)—(8.4) we transfer the respective structures on Ap, x|k via the
above isomorphism. Since

(b&k)- f)lc) =
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using the action from Equation (7.2). Here, the map f: B — k corresponding to g under
the isomorphism in (8.5). This proves Equation (8.2) describing the H-action on Apk-
The coaction on Apy |k is given by Equation (7.14) and specifies to

5(f)(b) = d(g)(b @ 1) = S(b)b) @ (bez) - 9)(1),

for g € Apuk |k and b € B. This proves Equation (8.3).
The product of B* is computed using the lax monoidal structure from Equation (7.10).
Using the coproduct formula for A(b), which is given by

Ab k) = (b@ k) @ (b k)e) = (ba) @b ™A ) @ <b@(0) @ h),
this directly implies Equation (8.4). O

Corollary 8.13 applies to the inclusions ¢t: K — B x K, for B finite-dimensional, of
Lemma 8.14 because by [Rad85], there is a Hopf algebra map 7: BxK — K,b®k — ep(b)k
which is a right inverse for the map ¢.

A large class of examples fitting the setup of Lemma 8.14 is obtained from finite-
dimensional Nichols algebras B = B(V) realized as Hopf algebras in Kyd, see, e.g., [AS02].
Here, V' is an object in gyd and B(V) is a graded quotient of the tensor algebra of V' by
relations in degree at least 2, where the space V is concentrated in degree 1. The dual
B(V)* = B(V*) as a Hopf algebra in £yd. Thus, Apwyxr|B = B(V*) and Corollary 8.13
gives equivalences of monoidal categories

K-Mod = MOdB(V)xK—Mod'B(V*)'

This statement can be viewed as a fundamental theorem of Hopf modules internal to
K-Mod for a Hopf algebra B(V) in K-mod. If K is quasitriangular and B the image of a
Hopf algebra in the braided monoidal category K-mod under the functor K-mod — %yd,
this recovers [Lyu95, Theorem 1.1] and [Tak99, 3.4 Theorem].

Ezample 8.15. As a special case, the Taft Hopf algebra T' = T),(¢) from Example 7.6 and
Example 7.15 is isomorphic to B x K, where K = kC,, and B = k[z]/(z™) which is the
Nichols algebra of the 1-dimensional YD module over K, spanned by z, with coaction
§(z) = g®z and action g-z = gz. It follows that A = B*. We fix the basis { f; }o<i<n-1
for B*, where

fi: B — ]k, l‘j —> 52',]'.

As a left T-module, B* is generated by f,—1 which has coaction given by d(f,—1) =
¢ 'g® fn_i. The action of B on AT‘ K is determined by

(=" fi) = ficks for k <.
The left K-action is given by ¢ - f; = ¢~ f;, since
(9- f)(@?) = filg™ - a) = filg727) = ¢ 776,
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using Equation (8.2). Thus, by Equation (8.4), the product on Az is computed as follows:
G =3 () fla )
q

) (R £y (a)

I
N
o
/\@/\
~__
s}
i<

where (-), denotes g-binomials. This shows that
7\ i
fi‘fj:< : >q 7 fitj-
/g

Thus, Ap g = k[y]/(y™), via f; — %yi, where [-],! is the g-factorial. In particular,

1 corresponds to fp and y corresponds to fi. It follows from Corollary 8.13 that, for this
algebra,
Modr, (¢)-Mod-A1H ~= kCpr-Mod

is an equivalence of monoidal categories.

Ezample 8.16. Consider the nilpotent part u.(n~) of the small quantum group u.(g) from
Example 8.9, for € an odd root of unity of order ¢. The Cartan part of uc(g) is the
group algebra K = kZ,", for r the rank of g. Then u.(n") is a Nichols algebra in the
category %yd, [AS02, Theorem 4.2]. The above Lemma 8.14 and Corollary 8.13 apply to
these examples and u.(n™)* can be identified with u(n") which obtains the structure of a
commutative algebra in Z(u(b~)-Mod), for the negative Borel part u.(b™) = u.(n™) x K.
Further, by Corollary 8.13, (2), we have an equivalence of braided monoidal categories

Mod'%;, - )-Moa)-te(n) = Z(K-Mod).

APPENDIX A.

The role of this appendix is two-fold. We first provide all required definitions about bi-
categories of modules and bimodules over monoidal categories. We extract these definitions
from general concepts of bicategories in order to be able to apply strictification results for
pseudofunctors to strictify (bi)module categories. Second, in Appendix A.4, we define a
bicategory of adjunctions internal to a strict bicategory using the calculus of mates from
[KS74]. The main use of this bicategory is to obtain a well-behaved notion of equivalence
of monoidal adjunctions, used in Theorem 5.15 and Theorem 6.22 of the main text.
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A.1. Modules over a bicategory. In this subsection, we briefly introduce the language
of 2-category theory. For this, we sketch the relevant terminology and refer to [JY21] as a
very accessible reference for further details. We also introduce modules over a bicategory
and recall some strictification results.

A bicategory C consists of objects (0-cells), hom-categories Home (A, B) for each pair of
objects A, B € C, a composition functor o : Hom¢(B,C) x Home(A, B) — Home (A, C)
for each triple of objects A, B,C € C, and identities idy € Hom¢(A, A) for each A €
C ([JY21, Definition 2.1.3]). Composition is associative up to a coherent isomorphism.
Identities behave like units with respect to composition up to a coherent isomorphism.
The objects in the hom-categories are called 1-cells or 1-morphisms, the morphisms 2-cells
or 2-morphisms. The composition of 2-morphisms within a single hom-category is called
vertical composition. The application of the composition functor to a pair of 2-morphisms
is called horizontal composition and denoted by .

A bicategory is called strict if the coherent isomorphisms are given by identities. In
[JY21], strict bicategories are called 2-categories, however, we do not adopt this term.

Ezample A.1. The “category of categories” Cat is an example of a strict bicategory [JY21,
Example 2.3.14].

Ezxample A.2. Every monoidal category C can be regarded as a bicategory with a single
object [JY21, Example 2.1.19].

The appropriate notion of a functor between bicategories is a pseudofunctor [JY21,
Definition 4.1.2]. It consists of a function between objects and functors between hom-
categories. Applying a pseudofunctor needs to respect composition and identities up to
coherent isomorphisms. A pseudofunctor is called strict if the coherent isomorphisms are
given by identities.

For bicategories C and D, there is a bicategory® of pseudofunctors [JY21, Corollary
4.4.13] which we denote by

Hom(C, D).
It is a strict bicategory whenever D is strict [JY21, Corollary 4.4.13]. The objects of
Hom(C, D) are given by pseudofunctors C — D. Its morphisms are given by strong trans-
formations [JY21, Definition 4.2.1]. Its 2-cells are given by modifications [JY21, Definition
4.4.1].

A morphism A % B in a bicategory is called an equivalence if there exists a morphism

B i A such that the composites o o 8 and [ o a are isomorphic to the identities in their
respective hom-categories [JY21, Definition 5.1.18]. It can be shown that such an « is
always part of the data defining an adjoint equivalence [JY21, Definition 6.2.1, Proposition
6.2.4], a notion which transfers the corresponding well-known notion within Cat to an
arbitrary bicategory.

Ezample A.3. Let C be a strict bicategory. Then any pseudofunctor F' : C — Cat, regarded
as an object in Hom(C, Cat), is equivalent to a strict pseudofunctor [JY21, Exercise 8.5.6].

4To avoid set-theoretic issues, C needs to have a set of objects.
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We will need the following notion from 3-category theory: a pseudofunctor F' : C — D
between bicategories is called a biequivalence if there exists a pseudofunctor G : D — C
such that the composites F oG and G o F' are equivalent to the identities in their respective
bicategories of pseudofunctors [JY21, Definition 6.2.8].

Ezample A.4. For every bicategory there exists a biequivalence to a strict bicategory [JY21,
Theorem 8.4.1 (Coherence)]. This biequivalence is called a strictification.

Ezample A.5. Let I : C — C’ be a biequivalence of bicategories. It is not hard to see that
composition with F' induces a biequivalence between the bicategories of pseudofunctors

Hom(C', D) = Hom(C, D).
Definition A.6. Let C be a bicategory. We call
C-Mod := Hom(C, Cat)

the bicategory of C-modules. An object in C-Mod is called a left C-module category, or
simply a C-module.

We note that C-Mod is a strict bicategory since Cat is strict.

Remark A.7. Let C — C’ be a strictification of a bicategory, see Example A.4. It induces
biequivalences

C-Mod ~ C'-Mod =~ C’-Mod’
by Example A.5 and Example A.3. Here, C’-Mod’ denotes the full sub-bicategory of
C’-Mod given by strict pseudofunctors.

A.2. Modules over a monoidal category. In this subsection, we describe modules over
a monoidal category more explicitly. See also [EGNO15, Chapter 7] and [CG22] and for
references.

Let C be a monoidal category. We can regard C as a bicategory with a single object, see
Example A.2. Let M : C — Cat be a pseudofunctor. If we unpack the defining data of
M, we obtain an alternative point of view on left modules:

Definition A.8 (A left module over a monoidal category). A left C-module consists of:

(1) An underlying category, which we also denote by M. It arises as the image of the
unique 0-cell of C under the pseudofunctor C — Cat.
(2) Left action functors
(Ab—): M —> M
which arise as the image of the 1-cells A € C (i.e., as the images of the objects in
C regarded as an ordinary monoidal category).
(3) An isomorphism

multora gy (A® B)> M = A> (B> M)

natural in A, B € C, M € M, called the multiplicator, which satisfies a coherence
condition. It arises from the coherent isomorphism of a pseudofunctor which en-
codes compatibility with composition. Concretely, the coherence condition is given
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by the commutativity of the following diagram for A, B,C € C, M € M, where
assorg p,c denotes the associator of the monoidal category C:

(A®B)®C)>M

N

assora p,c > M multoragr,c, M
/ \
(A (B C))>M (A B)»> (C> M)
multor 4, poc, M multor 4, g,cs M
AD((BQC)DM) AD(BJ(CDM))

A> multOI“B,C,M
(4) An isomorphism
unitorys : Le> M = M
natural in M € M which satisfies a coherence condition, called the unitor. It arises
from the coherent isomorphism of a pseudofunctor which encodes compatibility
with identities. Concretely, the coherence condition is given by the commutativity
of the following diagram for A € C, M € M, where unitors denotes the unitor of
the monoidal category C:

multor 4 1.,
(A®]lc)[>M AD(]lch)

\ /

unitor 4 > M A > unitor

\ /

A M

Strictness of M regarded as a pseudofunctor corresponds to the isomorphisms in (3) and
(4) of the data above being equal to identities.

If we unpack the definition of 1-morphisms and 2-morphisms in C-Mod in the same
way as we did in Definition A.8 with the objects in C-Mod, we arrive at the following
definitions:

Definition A.9. Let M and N be left C-module categories. A C-module functor be-
tween M and N consists of the following data:

(1) A functor F: M — N.
(2) An isomorphism

linorg as : F(A> M) = A F(M)
natural in A € C, M € M, called the lineator.
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These data satisfy the following coherence laws:

(1) The following diagram commutes for A, B € C, M € M:
F((A® B)> M)

N

F(multora g ar) linorag B, m
~ N
F(Av> (B M)) (A® B)>F(M)
|
linor 4_gyar multora g r(n)
A1>F(£31>M) AD(BiF(M))

Av linorg ar

(2) The following diagram commutes for M € M:

linory,, ar
F(]chM) ]chF(M)
\ /

F(unitor,y) unitor p(ar)

~ —
F(M)

(M

Remark A.10. Given composable C-module functors M LN VLN L, their composite has
G o F' as an underlying functor and the lineator of the composite is given by

G(linoriM) linoriFM

GF(A> M) G(Avb FM) ———— A>GFM

for AeC, M € M.

Definition A.11. Let M and N be left C-module categories. Let F,G : M — N be
C-module functors. A C-module transformation between F' and G is a natural transfor-
mation v : F' — G such that the following diagram commutes for A € C, M € M:

linor 4, ar
F(A> M) Av F(M)
(A'l) VAsM A VFE(M)
G(A> M) A>G(M)

linor 4, pr
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Remark A.12. Right C-modules can be treated via ®-op-duality, i.e., we define the bicate-
gory of right C-modules as the bicategory of left C®-°P-modules and denote it by

Mod-C.
We usually denote the right action functors of M € Mod-C by
(—<A): M —>M
for A € C.
Ezxample A.13. Any monoidal category C can be regarded as a left C-module with the left
action given by
ArB:=A®B

for A, B € C. The multiplicator is given by the associator. The unitor for the module
structure is given by the unitor of the monoidal structure. Analogously, we can regard C
as a right C-module.

Ezxample A.14. Let C, D be strict monoidal categories. We can turn D into a left C-module
by means of a strong monoidal functor G: C — D:

e The left action is given by A> X :=GA® X,
oplaxCA’:B ®X

e the multiplicator is given by G(A® B)@ X ————— GA®RGB ® X.

lax§ ® X
e the unitor is given by G(1¢) ® X P B2, X

for A,B € C, X € D. Analogously, we can turn D into a right C-module.
A.3. Bimodules over monoidal categories. In this subsection, we describe bimodules
over a monoidal category more explicitly. Again, see [EGNO15, Chapter 7] and [CG22]
and for references.

Let C and D be monoidal categories. Their product C x D is the monoidal category
whose underlying category is given by the product of the underlying category of C with the
underlying category of D, and whose tensor product ®¢xp is given by

(A, X)®@cxp (B,Y) :=(A®c B, X ®pY).
Then the bicategory of (C, D)-bimodules is given by
(C x D¥°P)-Mod.

Although this is a convenient way to define bimodules, we spell out explicitly an alternative
point of view on bimodules.

Definition A.15. A (C,D)-bimodule category, or simply a (C, D)-bimodule, consists of the
following data:

(1) A category M.
(2) Structure that turns M into a left C-module with left action functor denoted by

>:Cx M — M.
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(3) Structure that turns M into a right D-module with right action functor denoted
by
4 MxD—- M.

(4) An isomorphism
bimorg arx : (A>M)<X = Ap (M < X)

natural in A € C, M € M, X € D, called the bimodulator, such that the following
diagrams commute:

(A@B)pM)<aX

e

multor4, g,y <X bimor ag B, M, x
/ \
(A.2) (Ab (Bo M) <X (A® B)» (M < X)
bimor 4, gy, x multor 4, B, arax
A1>((BI>JM)<1X) AD(BDJ(MQX))

Ap> bimOI’BJVLX

A (M<(X®Y))

A multoras, x,y bimor v, xey
(A.3) A (M aX)aY) (AbM)<(X®Y)
bimOI‘Aquxyy InultOI'ADM,X,Y
(Ar (M <X))aY (A M)« X)aY
bimora v x <Y
bimori,, ar,x
(Ie>M)<aX Ier(M<X)
(A.4) unitors < X unitor prqx

~

MaX
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bimor 4, as,15
(AbM)<1lp A (M <1p)

\ /

(A.5) unitor apar A > unitor

~

A>M
where A€ C, M € M, X,Y € D. We simply call a (C,C)-bimodule a C-bimodule.
Definition A.16. A (strong) functor between (C,D)-bimodule categories M and N con-

sists of the following data:

(1) A functor F : M — N between the underlying categories.
(2) An isomorphism

linora ps : F(A> M) = A F(M)

natural in A € C, M € M that turns F' into a 1-morphism of left C-modules.
(3) An isomorphism

linory x : F(M<X) = F(M)<X

natural in X € D, M € M that turns F into a 1-morphism of right D-modules.
(4) The following diagram commutes for A € C, M € M, X € D:

bimor 4 rar, x

A (FM < X) (AbFM)< X
Av linorys x linor g pr < X
(A.6) AbF(M < X) F(AvM)<aX
linor 4, prax linor e ar, x
F(Ar (M« X)) F((Ar M)« X)

F(bimOI‘A’M’X)

Definition A.17. A transformation between functors F, G between (C,D)-bimodule cat-
egories is a natural transformation between the underlying functors F' — G that is both a
2-morphism in C-Mod and Mod-D.

Definition A.18 ([CG22, Definition 4.3.5]). We denote the bicategory of (C, D)-bimodule
categories with functors Definition A.16 as 1-morphisms and transformations Definition A.17
as 2-morphisms by C-Mod-D. If we deal with (C,C)-bimodules, we also denote the corre-
sponding bicategory by C-BiMod.

Remark A.19. We note that C-Mod-D is a strict bicategory.
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The proof of the equivalence of both points of view on bimodules can be found in
[CG22, Theorem 4.3.6], where the authors consider lax 1-morphisms, but their arguments
also respect strong 1-morphisms.

Theorem A.20. There is a biequivalence
(C x D®°P)-Mod = C-Mod-D.

Ezxample A.21. Any monoidal category C can be regarded as a C-bimodule: the left and
right actions are given as described in Example A.13, the bimodulator is given by the
associator.

Ezxample A.22. Let C,D be strict monoidal categories. We can turn D into a C-bimodule
by means of a strong monoidal functor G: C — D: the left and right module structures
are described in Example A.14, the bimodulator is given by the associator. We denote this
bimodule by DE.

FEzample A.23. A G: C — D strong monoidal functor between strict monoidal categories
gives rise to a C-bimodule functor
G:C—D%

with lineators given by

G(Ar B) =G(A® B) %GA@GB:ADGB
and

G(B<1A)=G(B®A)%>GB®GA:GB<1A
for A,B €C.

A.4. A bicategory of adjunctions. In this subsection we discuss adjunctions internal
to a strict bicategory C. The goal is to describe an appropriate notion of an equivalence
between two adjunctions. For this, we first define a bicategory in which adjunctions reside
as objects. This bicategory is based on the theory of mates, see [KS74, Section 2]. Recall
that we denote horizontal composition in C by .

Definition A.24. An (internal) adjunction in C consists of:

(1) Objects C, D € C and 1-morphisms C Sph C,

unit counit

(2) 2-morphisms idc — RG and GR —— idp.
These data satisfy the zigzag identities:
(idg * counit) o (unit xidg) = idg (counit *id¢) o (idg * unit) = idg
The 1-morphism G is called the left adjoint, R the right adjoint.
Definition A.24 generalizes the familiar notion of an adjunction in the sense that an
adjunction internal to Cat precisely yields an adjunction between functors. In our paper,
we will deal with adjunctions internal to the bicategory of bimodules (see Definition 3.23)

and with adjunctions internal to the bicategory of monoidal categories and lax monoidal
functors (see Section 2.2.3). Moreover, we need the following statement:
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Proposition A.25 ([JY21, Proposition 6.1.7]). A pseudofunctor maps internal adjunc-
tions to internal adjunctions.

In the remainder of this subsection, we fix two adjunctions (C, D, G, R, unit, counit) and
(C',D',G', R ,unit/, counit’) and simply refer to them by G 4 R and G’ 4 R/, respectively.

Lemma A.26. Let G 4 R and G’ 4 R’ be adjunctions. Suppose given
(1) 1-morphisms U : C — C" and 'V : D — D',
(2) 2-morphisms G'U % VG and UR LNy 178

We depict these data as follows:

C D C
U J = v % UJ
o4 D’ o
G’ R

Then the following equations are equivalent:
(A7) (idg * ) o (unit’ xidy) = (B * idg) o (idy * unit)
(A.8) (idy * counit) o (a * idg) = (counit’ *idy) o (idg * 3)
(A.9) B = (idgy * counit) o (idg * o * idg) o (unit’ *idy g)
(A.10) a = (counit’ *idy ) o (idgr * 8 * idg) o (idg/y * unit)
Proof. This is an easy computation. O

Definition A.27 (In the context of Lemma A.26). If one of the equivalent equations holds,
then we call @ and 8 mates and we refer to (U, V, «, ) as a mate datum of the adjunctions
G-H1Rand G’ HR.

Remark A.28. Equations (A.7) and (A.8) can be interpreted as follows: a mate datum
respects the units and counits of the given adjunctions. Moreover, equations (A.9) and
(A.10) can be interpreted as follows: mates determine each other uniquely.

Ezample A.29. The classical notion of an adjunction is recovered by an adjunction G 4 R

internal to Cat. Here, morphisms GA = X are in bijection with morphisms A i RX,
where A and X are objects of the corresponding categories C, D € Cat. These morphisms
can be regarded as mates, where we interpret them as natural transformations between
functors whose source is the terminal category:

[
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In particular, if X = GA and « = idga, we have = unit, which provides an example in
which « is invertible while 3 is not necessarily invertible.

Ezample A.30. Let G - R be an oplax-lax adjunction, see Section 2.2.1. Then oplax® and
lax* can be regarded as mates:

GxG Rx R
CxC D xD CxC
oplaxG lax®
= ® = ®
C D C
G R

Indeed, the construction of lax® from oplax® described in (2.11) is a special instance of
the construction of 8 from « described in (A.9).

Ezample A.31. Let G - R be an oplax-lax adjunction, see Section 2.2.1. Then oplax® and
lproj’® can be regarded as mates:

ide x G ide x R
CxC CxD CxC
lax® Iproj”
of M e =
C D ¢
G R

Indeed, the construction of Iproj® from oplax® described in Lemma 3.7 is a special instance
of the construction of 5 from « described in (A.9). Analogously, oplax® and rproj® can
be regarded as mates.

Definition A.32. A transformation between mate data (Ui, Vi, a1, 1) and (Us, Vo, aa, B2)
of adjunctions (G 4 R) and (G’ 4 R’) consists of
e 2-morphisms U L Uyand Vi SV,
such that the following equations hold:
(A.11) ago (idg x7) = (0 *idg) o o

(A.12) Po o (1T xidg) = (idg x o) 0 51

Lemma A.33. In the context of Definition A.32, the equations (A.11) and (A.12) are
equivalent.

Proof. This is again an easy computation. O

We obtain a strict bicategory Adj. whose objects are adjunctions, 1-morphisms are
mate data, 2-morphisms are transformations between mate data. Composition of mate
data is given by pasting diagrams and it is easy to see that mates are indeed compatible
with this composition [KS74, Proposition 2.2]. Horizontal and vertical composition of
transformations between mate data is directly inherited from the corresponding notions in

C.
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Remark A.34. There are other candidates for bicategories in which adjunctions reside
as objects. For example, one can consider bicategories of pseudofunctors from the free
adjunction into C, see [SS86]. These categories are useful in the study of the functoriality
of Kleisli categories and Eilenberg—Moore categories. However, since we are only interested
in an appropriate notion of equivalence between adjunctions, it suffices to work with Adj..

We compare Adj. with the following bicategory:

Definition A.35. We define the following strict bicategory LAdj.:
e Objects are given by those 1-morphisms in C for which there exists a right adjoint.
e A l-morphism from (C <, D) to (C’ 9 p ) is given by 1-morphisms U : C' — C’
and V : D — D' and a 2-morphism G'U % VG.
e For 1-morphisms G M) G’ and G M G’, a 2-morphism is given by
2-morphisms U; = Uy and V; % V4 such that (A.11) holds.

The following proposition is a way to express that being a left adjoint is a property in a
categorical sense.

Proposition A.36. The canonical strict pseudofunctor
Adj, — LAdj,
which forgets the right adjoint is a biequivalence.
Proof. The pseudofunctor in question is actually surjective on objects. Moreover, it induces
essentially surjective functors between hom-categories due to Lemma A.26. These functors

on hom-categories are clearly faithful. Last, they are full by Lemma A.33. Thus, we have
a biequivalence by the Whitehead Theorem for bicategories [JY21, Theorem 7.4.1]. n

Remark A.37. A version of Proposition A.36 for right adjoints holds by a duality argument.

Corollary A.38. G 4 R and G' 4 R’ are equivalent in Adje if and only if there exist

e an equivalence U : C — C’,
e an equivalence V : D — D',
e an invertible 2-morphism G'U = VG.

Proof. By Proposition A.36, G 1 R and G’ 4 R are equivalent in Adj; if and only if G
and G’ are equivalent as objects in LAdje, which is equivalent to the condition in the
statement. O
Corollary A.39. G 4 R and G' 4 R’ are equivalent in Adje if and only if there exist

e an equivalence U : C — (',
e an equivalence V : D — D',

e an invertible 2-morphism UR B Ry
Proof. This follows from Remark A.37 and Corollary A.38. O
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