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A MODEL STRUCTURE AND HOPF-CYCLIC THEORY ON THE
CATEGORY OF COEQUIVARIANT MODULES OVER A COMODULE
ALGEBRA

MARIKO OHARA

ABSTRACT. Let H be a coFrobenius Hopf algebra over a field k. Let A be a right H-comodule
algebra over k.

We recall that the category M7 of right H-comodules admits a certain model structure
whose homotopy category is equivalent to the stable category of right H-comodules given in
[7]. In the first part of this paper, we show that the category LModa (M) of left A-module
objects in M¥ admits a model structure, which becomes a model subcategory of the category
of A#H"-modules endowed with a model structure given in [19] if H is finite dimensional with
a certain assumption. Note that LMod (M) is not a Frobenius category in general. We also
construct a functorial cofibrant replacement by proceeding the similar argument as in [21].

Hopf-cyclic theory is refered as a theory of cyclic homology of (co)module (co)algebra over
a Hopf algebra H whose coefficients in Hopf H-modules. In the latter half of this paper, we
see that cyclic H-comodules which give Hopf-cyclic (co)homology with coefficients in Hopf H-
modules are contructible in the homotopy category of right H-comodules, and we investigate a
Hopf-cyclic (co)homology in slightly modified setting by assuming A a right H-comodule k-Hopf
algebra with H-colinear bijective antipode in stable category of right H-comodules and give an

analogue of the characteristic map.

1. INTRODUCTION

Hopf algebras play the central role of representation theory and theory of decategorification.
Recently, Khovanov [13], Qi [21] and Farinati [7] defined the derived category of H-modules,
A# H-modules for an H-module algebra A and H-comodules, respectively. They calculated
the Grothendieck groups Ky and Gy of the derived categories of A# H-modules and right H-
comodules, respectively.

In [19], the author showed that the category of A# H-modules admits a certain model structure
under certain assumption, and the derived category of A# H-modules in [21] is arising from the
model structure.

For H-comodules, Hovey gave a model structure on the category of chain complexes on H-
comodules. Hess and Shipley generalized the stable model structure on the category of chain
complexes of H-modules as a left induced model structure and related with the model structure
on the category of simplicial sets and spectra, respectively. Hess, Kedziorek, Riehl and Shipley
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observed a necessary and sufficient condition for induced model structure which is combinatorial
and studied the category of differential graded comodules.

The category of modules over a Frobenius algebra admits a model structure whose weak
equivalences are the stable equivalences by Hovey [10]. Li generalized the model structure to an
exact Frobenius category. The model structure is well-accepted among experts but the proof is
written in his paper for the first time [14].

A Hopf algebra H, such that its linear dual H* has a left integral, is called coFrobenius as
in Definition 2.2. Let H be a coFrobenius Hopf algebra. Let A be a right H-comodule algebra
in the category M of right H-comodules. In this paper, we recall that the category of left
A-module objects in M is endowed with the stable model structure with A o .S on # 0. Here
A: H — k is a cointegral, S the antipode and 7 the unit map. In the case of A# H-module as in
[21] and [19], Hom(—, —) is naturally an H-module. However, in the case of H-coequivariant
A-modules, Homy(—, —) is not an H-comodule in general. We also modified suspention and
desuspention defined in [7] to be compatible with A-module structure.

We have the following.

Theorem 1.1 (Proposition 3.7). Let H be a coFrobenius Hopf algebra and M the category of
right H-comodules together with H-colinear maps endowed with the stable model structure. Let
LMod s (M) be the category of left A-modules of M for an H-comodule algebra A. Let us
denote the forgetful functor by U : LMod o (M) — MH.

Then, LMod (M) admits a model structure with respect to the three classes of maps; a map
[ in LModa (M) is a weak equivalence if U(f) is a weak equivalence, a fibration if U(f) is
a fibration and a cofibration if f has the left lifting property with respect to trivial fibrations,
respectively.

We remark that the model structure in the main theorem and the right-induced model struc-
ture in the paper of Hess and Shipley [8] are introduced in different situation, respectively, but
the model structure on the category of left A-module objects in M in this paper has the similar
structure of right induced model structure [8, Definition 4.1].

If H is finite dimensional, we have a comparison with the model structure in [19] via the

functor ¢ given in [10].

Corollary 1.2. Let H be a finite dimensional coFrobenius commutative Hopf algebra and Mg«
the category of left H*-modules. Let us take a right H-comodule algebra A, which can be regarded
as a left A#H*-module. Leti: M7 — M3, be the inclusion functor and i the induced functor on
the category of left A-modules. Then, we have the following commutative diagram of functors.

LMod 4 (M) —-~LMod 4 (M)

v| | |v

M Mg+

Here, we denote by U the forgetful functors.



Assume that H is coFrobenius and that LModa(Mp+) inherits a model structure which is
defined as in [19]. Then, i and i are left and right Quillen functor and U are right Quillen

functors.

Let k be a field and A a k-algebra. Let C,(A) the Hochschild chain complex, with C(A),, =
A®"+1 This induces a bicomplex B(A)., with B(A),, = A®@ P+ if ¢ > p and 0 otherwise,
whose the vertical differential b is the Hochschild differential and the horizontal differential is
given by the Connes’ operator B,, : A®"t1 — A®"+2  The cyclic homology of A is defined by
HC.(A) = H.(TotB.«(A)). This definition makes sense for a mixed complex (M,b, B), where
M is a graded k-module with differentials b and B such that bB + Bb = 0. An alternative
definition of cyclic homology is HC\.(M) = H.(k ®% M) for a mixed complex (M, b, B), where
(—) ®% () stands for the derived tensor product.

Let us define the notation A(z,y) to be the signed Hopf algebra k{z,y}/(2?, 3%, zy + yz). In
[7], the Hopf algebra k[Z]#A(z,y) is defined to be k{g*!, z,y}/(92 = —xg,9y = —yg,0 = 2> =
y? = zy+yx) together with the comultiplication map given by A(g) = g®g, A(z) = 209+1Qx
and A(y) = y® g ! +1®y. In this case, x and y are corresponding to the differential of degree
+1 and —1, respectively. He also calculated the Hopfological cohomology of a mixed complexes,
which is in turn slightly different from the cyclic homology [7, Section 5.3].

Hopf-cyclic homology is introduced by Connes and Moscovich [4]. It has been studied by
Kaygun and Khalkhali [12], Rangipour and many other researchers and resently generalized
to certain Hopf algebroids by Balodi, which can be refered as a theory of cyclic homology of
(co)module (co)algebra over a Hopf algebra H with coefficients in stable Hopf H-modules. For
example, Hopf-cyclic theory appears in Hopf-Galois extension. For a right H-comodule algebra
A and the coinvariant subalgebra B = A®H  the extension B C A is called Galois if the natural
map A®p A — A® H is bijective. By the result of Jara and Stefan, the cyclic structure on the
relative cyclic complex of B C A gives rise to a cyclic module via the natural map, depending
only on H and stable anti-Yetter Drinfeld module A/[A, B].

We recall the properties when a relative (A, H)-Hopf module becomes a projective A-module
and the Hopf-cyclic modules with a stable H-module / comodule is equivalent to zero in the ho-
motopy category of right H-comodules. Here, a stable H-module / comodule is an H-comodule
wich is also H-module together with m o A = idy. So we would like to consider a slightly
modified cyclic homology assuming A a Hopf algebra A, induce an analogue of the characteristic

map and compare it with one in the category of chain complexes of H-comodules.

Theorem 1.3 (Corollary 4.13). The Hopf-cyclic homology of H-comodule k-Hopf algebra A
together with bijective H-colinear antipode S : A — A whose coefficients in stable A-module
/ comodule in the category of H-comodules satisfies the universal approrimation as in [11].

We also obtain analogue of Hopf-cyclic and equivariant Hopf-cyclic theory. There is a map

QLA k) = QLA A) of right H-comodules in M induced from the unit map.
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We remark that, as an expansion of an idea of taking k as in QZ4(A, k), if we take an A-
coinvariant part of M assuming that M is a Hopf A-module in M, we have the degree shift of
QZL(A, M) as in Remark 4.14.
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stay in Shinshu University. The author also would like to thank Professor Takeshi Torii to
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We also owe a significant debt to him, who directed us to the proper injective embedding and

give helpful comments for general wisdom about injective resolution.

2. THE CATEGORY OF H-COMODULES AND LEFT MODULE OBJECTSS OVER A MONOID A

Let k be a field. Let H be a Hopf algebra over k. We write ® for ®j. Throughout this paper,
H will be assumed to be coFrobenius. The condition is given in Definition 2.2.

2.1. The category of right H-comodules. A right H-comodule is a k-vector space M to-
gether with a linear map p: M — M ® H satisfying two conditions (id ® A)op = (p®id)op
and (id ® €) o p = id. Here A and ¢ are the comultiplication map and the counit map of H,
respectively.

The following lemma is a basic fact (cf. [7, Lemma 3.14]).

Lemma 2.1. For any right H-comodule M, let V' be the underlying k-vector space of M. Then,
we have an isomorphism M @ H =V @ H of right H-comodules given by m & h — mqy @ m(y)h.
The inverse map is given by m @ h +— mg ® S(m(y)h, which are coming to a right H-comodule
map. Here, we regard M @ H and V ® H as right H-comodules via the diagonal map and the
map id @ A, respectively.

If M is a right H-comodule, then M can be regarded as a right H*-module. Here H* stands
for the linear dual Homy (H, k) of H. A right H*-module is not necessarily a right H-comodule
in general.

The right H-comodule structure of M ®j; N consisting of two right H-comodules M and N
is given by diagonal; (id @ m) o (id @ T ® id) o (paps @ pn) : M @ N - M @ H @ N @ H —
M@, NRH®, H—> M ®; N ®, H. Here, pp; and py is the right H-comodule structure of
M and N, respectively, and 7 is the braiding. As a special case, we regard a right H-comodule
of the form M ® H as a right H-comodule via the structure map id ® A. By Lemma 2.1, it is
isomorphc as right H-comodules to M ® H via the diagonal coaction.

We say a map between right H-comodules an H-colinear map if it is compatible with right
H-comodule structures. We denote by Hom? (M, N) the morphism space of maps of H-colinear
right H-comodules from M to N.

Let us denote the category of right H-comodules by M.
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Definition 2.2 ([1], [7]). Let k be a field and H a Hopf algebra over k. A left integral A : H — k
is a map satisfying (id @ A)Ah = A(h)1 for any h € H. In other words, we have h(yA(h2)) =
A(h)1. For a Hopf algebra H, if its linear dual H* = Homy(H, k) admits a left integral A, we
refer to H as a coFrobenius Hopf algebra.

Remark 2.3. A Hopf algebra H being right coFrobenius amounts to being left coFrobenius, so
that it is left-right symmetric for Hopf algebras. Note that it is not the case for coalgebras.

Throughout this paper, we assume that H is coFrobenius.

Let H be a coFrobenius Hopf algebra. If M is a right H-comodule, we can think of M as a
right H*-module via the structure map M ® H* - M ® H ® H* — M, where the last map is
the evaluation map H ® H* — k. This defines fully faithful functor from the category of right
H-comodules to the category of right H*-modules [22]. We say that a H*-module M is rational
(or tame) if, for all m € M, the submodule generated by m is finite-dimensional. The essential
image of the fully faithful functor consists of rational H*-modules.

If H is coFrobenius, then every finite dimensional H-comodule is a quotient of a finite di-
mensional projective H-comodule and has an embedding to a finite dimensional injective H-
comodule. Especially, the category of right H-comodules has enough projectives and enough
injectives. Also the category MY of right H-comodules becomes a Frobenius category [1, The-
orem 2.8], [7, Theorem 2.2].

We know that any injective right H-comodule is the direct summand of the form M ® H [7,
Lemma 3.13 (2)].

Let H be a coFrobenius Hopf algebra over a field k. The category of right H-comodules has
enough projectives if and only if H is semiperfect, i.e., every simple H-comodule has an injective
hull which is finite-dimensional as an H-vector space. This result is attributed to [15].

The category of right H-comodules has all small limits and colimits and is locally pre-
sentable [20].

Definition 2.4 (Stable equivalence). Let X and Y be two H-comodules in M. A map f,g :
X — Y in MH is a stably equivalent if f — g factors through an injective H-comodule. This is an
equivalence relation that is compatible with composition. A map f,g: X — Y of H-comodules
is a stable equivalence if it is an isomorphism after taking stable equivalence classes of right

H-comodule maps.

Definition 2.5. Let M and N be right H-comodules. Let Hom® (M, N)q be a k-submodule of
Hom! (M, N) consisting of those maps which factors through an injective right H-comodule. A
set of maps Hom! (M, N) is defined to be Hom (M, N) /Hom® (M, N),.

Let C be an additive full subcategory of an abelian category which is extension closed and E
is a class of short exact sequences in C. A map A — B of a short exact sequence A — B — C'
in F is called a cofibration and B — C called a fibration. Since the category of H-comodules
becomes a Frobenius category, e.g., the class of enough injectives coincides with the class of

enough projectives. Therefore the category of H-comodules becomes a Frobenius category.
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From [14, Theorem 1.1], an abelian Frobenius category admits the model structure given by the
following three classes of maps; a cofibration is a monomorphism, a fibration is a epimorphism

and a weak equivalence is a stable equivalence.

Proposition 2.6 ([14], Theorem 1.1). For a coFrobenius Hopf algebra H over a field k, the
category of right H-comodules becomes an abelian Frobenius category, so that it inherits the
stable model structure, e.g., the class of cofibrations consisting of monomorphisms, fibrations

consisting of epimorphisms and weak equivalences consisting of stable equivalences.

O

We denote by M the homotopy category with respect to the stable model structure. Since
all objects are cofibrant, the category M is categorically equivalent to the homotopy category
defined in [7]. Moreover, we can construct the derived category of M, by inverting weak
equivalences, which is arising from the model structure and is categorically equivalent to the
derived category given in [7].

Next, we recall suspention and desuspention of a right H-comodule as in [7]. Let M be a right
H-comodule with the structure map p. Let M ®; H be a right H-comodule with the structure
map id ® A. By definition of a right H-comodule, we have (id® A)p = (p®1id)p for a structure
map p: M — M ® H of M. Then, the suspension of M is defined by T(M) = (M @ H)/p(M),
where the right H-comodule structure of M ® H is given by id ® A. On the other hand,
we have (A" @ id)A(h) = A(S(hw))h) = A(S(ha)))S™'S(he) = STHAS(h)S(hw))) =
S=Y(A(Sh)1) = A'(h)1, so that A’ is compatible with the structure map A as a right H-comodule
of H and the trivial H-coaction on k.

For a left integral A : H — k, A’ = A o S is right integral, so that Ker(A’) becomes a right
H-comodule. The desuspension of M is defined by T7'(M) = M ® Ker(A').

By Lemma 2.1, we have an H-colinear isomorphism on M ®; H between the right H-comodule
structure via diagonal coaction and via id ® A.

By definition, we have the following exaxt sequences;
0O-M-—->M®H—-TM)—0

and
0T M) MoH— M —0.

We replace M as T'M in the first short exact sequence, then we have TT" ~ id and T'T ~ id
in the homotopy category. Thus, the homotopy category M and the derived category becomes
triangulated.

These suspention T" and desuspention 7! are useful when chasing exact sequence of coho-
mology as in [7]. However, we will define a slightly different suspention and desuspention as
following definition since we will realize them as left A-module objects for a right H-comodule
algebra A later in section 2.2.

Definition 2.7. Let M be a right H-comodule. We will choice an injective embedding as

follows.



(i) First, since H is coFrobenius, A’ is not a zero map, so that there exists © € H such that
A (z) is not zero.

(ii) There exists finite dimensional H-subcomodule in H that contains z. (we can take x =
Ye(xo)z1, where x; is regarded as a basis of k-vector space). We take one of these k-basis
x1s whose image under A’ is not zero. We write it as z.

(iii) If we take another 22 as (ii), we see that (z')® H = (2?)® H as H-comodules since we have
an H-comodule isomorphism M @ H = V @ H as Lemma 2.1, where V is the underlying
k-module. Thus we have kz' ® H = kx? ® H. Here, kz! and kz? are both k-vector space
generated by z! and z2, respectively

(iv) Then, we take an injective embedding: id ® 2! : M — M ® H : the right component is
always x! of (ii).

Remark 2.8 (The existence of a functorial injective embedding). For the trivial module k, if we
choose a monomorphism & — B where B is an injective H-comodule, by tensoring with this
map, we obtain an injective embedding M — M ® B instead of M — M ® H. When H is

coFrobenius, we can choose those injective B to be finite dimensional.
Definition 2.9. We define (M) by the pushout diagram in M

M
idRx
M @ H—>(M)

0

Here, id® x is an injective embedding we take as in Definition 2.8. Note that (M) is equivalent
to T'(M) in M.
As in [7], we define ¥~1(M) by the pullback in M

S HM)——0

1

(
M®H
K2
2.2. The category of left modules over a monoid object A in M. We say that a right H-

_
dRA’

comodule A is an H-comodule algebra A if it is a k-algebra A together with a right H-comodule
structure such that the multiplication map A ® A — A and the unit k — A are H-colinear, i.e.,
compatible with H-comodule structure.

Let LMod (M) be the category of left A-module objects in M?. We say an object M in
LMod s (M) an H-coequivariant A-module.

For an H-coequivariant A-module M and right H-comodule V', we have an H-coequivariant
A-module M ® V', where A-module structure in M ® V' is the one coming from M and the right
H-comodule structure is the diagonal one.

As in [13] and [21], we consider the restriction functor

LMod 4 (M) — mH
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and define M in LMod (M) to be contructible if M is injective as right H-comodule. We say
that a map f: M — N in LMod4(M*) is a stable equivalence if it becomes an isomorphism in
M7,

Let M and N be H-coequivariant A-modules, i.e., objects in LMod(M'). We say that a

map f: M — N of A-modues is H-colinear if the following diagram commutes.

id
A®M 8] AQN
oM PN
my
mag A M H AQNQH
my ®id L
M ! N my®id
oM PN
id
M®H 1o NoH

For H-coequivariant A-modules M and N, we denote by Homf{ (M, N) the set of maps that
are H-colinear and also A-linear.

If H is a coFrobenius Hopf algebras, for an H-comodule algebra A and H-coequivariant A-
modules M and N, Hom4 (M, N) does not have an H-comodule structure in general [7, Section
7.1]. Therefore, we regard right H-comodules M and N as (right) H*-modules via the evaluation
map H ® H* — k, we obtain a left A-module right H*-module M.

Definition 2.10. An H*-action of x € H* on f: M — N is given by zf = (1 @ m};(z))(pn ®
1)(f ® S)pa. In other words,

(zf)(m) = x(f(m@))1S(m))) f(m@))o-

Then, f is H-colinear if and only if it is H*-linear, and f is H-colinear if and only if zf =
e(x)f =x(1)f for any x € H* [7, Proposition 7.6].

This definition also recovers the action on morphism spaces in [21] when H is finite dimen-
sional. The standard action of an element x € H* on a map f, also acting on an element m € M
is given by

(xf)(m) = 2q) f(S(z2))m).

The set Hom 4 itself may not be an H-comodule but admits H*-action. So we can take

”invariant of a morphism space of H*-linear maps”.

Proposition 2.11. Hom4 (M, N) is an H*-module. Explicitly, for an A-module map f : M —

N between H -coequivariant A-modules, it is H*-linear if and only if it is H-colinear.
Moreover, any map f € Homf (M, N) between H -coequivariant A-modules M and N can be

regarded as a map in Hom (M, N) whose H*-action as in Definition 2.10 is the action given

by the counit e € H*. Conversely, any map f € Homug (M, N) inherits an H*-action as in
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Definition 2.10, and it extends to a map in Homf(M, N) if the H*-action is given by the counit
eec H*.

Proof. The first statement is well-known as in [21] and followed by the fact that f is H-colinear
if and only if vf = e(z)f = (1) f for any € H*.

For the second statement, if L is an H*-module, one may define L?" = {m € Llzm =
z(1)m} = Hompy-(k, L). Note that if L is a right H-comodule, we have L°? = {m € L|p(m) =
m®1} = LH". If L stands for Hom (M, N), then L¥" consists of A-linear and H*-linear maps,
so it is Homf] (M, N). O

If M and N are objects in LMod 4(M*), we denote by I4(M, N) the subset of Hom (M, N)
consisting of maps that factors through an H-coequivariant A-modules that are injective as
right H-comodules. The stable homotopy category denoted by LMod 4, (M) is defined as the
category with same objects as LMod 4 (M) but morphism

Homyoa , vty (M, N) = Hom!{ (M, N)/I4(M, N).

The derived category Dy (A) is defined by formally inverting stable equivalences in the ho-
motopy category RMod 4 (M),
Especially, the projective objects are preserved via the exact functor

U : LMod 4, (MH7) — M

induced from the forgetful functor.
The suspention ¥(M) and desuspention X~ (M) in M actually gives objects in LMod 4 (M).
From now on, for a right H-comodule map A’ : H — k, that is the composition of an integral
A . H — k with the antipode S : H — H.

Remark 2.12. Let X be an H-coequivariant A-module. In [7], the structure map p: X — X @ H
is regarded as an injective embedding. If we regard the field k£ as the trivial H-comodule via
n and the Hopf algebra H as the right H-comodule via the comultiplication A, the map 7 is
coming to be a right H-comodule map.

Note that idxy @ n: X - X ® H, idx ® ¢ : X ® H — X and the identity map on X are left
A-module maps but id ® € is not a right H-comodule map. Here X ® H is endowed with a right
H-comodule structure by id ® A.

Assume that X ® H is a right H-comodule by id ® A. Let us consider the following exact

sequences on k-vector space level.

idx ®
XX o B2,
Note that p is a map of right H-comodules. Since H is a bialgebra, this is a split exact sequence

on k-vector space level. On the other hand, we have an exact sequence of k-vector space

Xidx@nX ® HidX@eX.
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This is also a split exact sequence on k-vector space level and also splits as an exact sequence
of left A-modules when we leave the H-comodule structures. Note that A acts only on each left

component and id ® 1 is a map of H-coequivariant left A-modules.
We define a mapping cylinder and a mapping cocylinder.

Definition 2.13. We define an H-coequivariant A-module C'y by the pushout

X ! Y
id®mt L

Here, we regard X ® H as a right H-comodule via the structure map id ® A.
As the following diagram and Definition 2.9, we obtain the map Cy — XX by the universality.

X ! Y
id®xl L
id e
"a
X®H XX

We have the commutative diagram

Y®REkE2Y.
Similarly, we define an H-coequivariant A-module Py by the pullback

X

f

Y @ H—sY @ k = Y.
’idy@/\/

Py

As the following diagram and Definition 2.9, we obtain the map X7'Y — Py by the univer-
sality.

yly

0

Py

f

Y®H—Y  H——=Y
id idy@A/

10



We have the commutative diagram

As a variant of [21, Lemma 4.3] and also [7, Lemma 2.10], we have the following lemma of

standard triangles.

Lemma 2.14. For a map f : X — Y in LMods(M¥), the maps Y — Cy and Py — X are
A-split.
Especially, two short exact sequences

0=Y —=C;r—=XX—=0

and
02 5P —X—0

are A-split.
Moreover, the both two ezact sequences induce a triangle X — Y — Cy — XX in the
homotopy category LMod , (M.

Proof. Since idx @z : X - X ® H and idy @ A’ : Y ® H — Y are A-split, the first assertion
follows.
The last claim follows since we have a short exact sequence 0 - X®H — Cf — Coker(f) — 0,

and so Cy ~ Coker(f) in the homotopy category.
]

Thus, LMod 4, (M) is a triangulated category.

3. A MODEL STRUCTURE ON THE CATEGORY OF H-COEQUIVARIANT A-MODULES

Now, we use the adjunction
A @ (=) : M = LMods(M¥) : U,

where U is the functor which regards H-coequivariant A-modules as H-comodules and A ®j, (—)
is the left adjoint, which is given by the free functor.
By using the stable model structure on M given in Definition 2.6 and this adjunction, we

take the following three classes of maps in the category LMod 4 (MH).

Definition 3.1. Let f : X — Y be a map in LMod 4 (MH).

(i) We say that f is a weak equivalence if U f is a weak equivalence.

(ii) We say that f is a fibration if U f is a fibration.
11



(iii)) We say that f is a cofibration if f has the left lifting property with respect to trivial

fibrations.

We will see that the three classes of maps as in Definition 3.1 defines a model structure on
the category LMod4(M'). Note that the category LMod4(M) is abelian so it is bicomplete.
The proof will have many parallels with the case of A# H-modules in [19]

Lemma 3.2 (2 out of 3). Let f, g and go f be morphisms in LMod 4(MH). If two of the three

morphisms are weak equivalences in LMod (M), then, so is the third.

Proof. Since U is a covaiant functor, the composition U(f) o U(g) is U(f o g). The assertions

follow from restricting these maps on H-comodules under the functor U. U

Lemma 3.3. Let f and g be maps of LMod (M) such that f is a retract of g, i.e., f and g

satisfies the following commutative diagram.

M—~C——M

|

N——sD——N
where the horizontal composites are identities.

If g is a weak equivalence, cofibration, or fibration, respectively, then so is the third.

Proof. When g is a weak equivalence or fibration, respectively, we can see that a retract f of ¢
is also a weak equivalence or fibration, respectively, by regarding the diagram as a diagram of
H-modules via the functor U. If the map g is a cofibration, for any trivial fibration X — Y, the
map ¢ has the left lifting property as follows

N D o N |

The lifting propeties for trivial fibrations are obvious and, for pairs of trivial cofibrations and
fibrations, notice that the cokernel of a trivial cofibration as H-coequivariant A-module is an
injective H-comodule. We obtain the certain form of direct sum of H-comodules and obtain the

desired H-coequivariant A-module map by Proposition 2.11.

Proposition 3.4 (Factorization). For any map f : X — Y, we have a factorization f : X —
E —'Y for some E, where X — E is a cofibration and E — Y is a trivial fibration. Also we
have a factorization f: X — E' — 'Y, where X — E' is a trivial cofibration, and E' —Y is a
fibration.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that, if we have a cofibrant replacement and fibrant replacement,
respectively, we obtain the desired factorization of this lemma as follows. A cofibrant replacement

is constructed in the following Proposition 3.6 and all objects are fibrant.
12



For a cofibrant replacement QCy — Ct of Cy, where the map QCy — Cf is a trivial fibration,

we have the following diagram :

Y X

T

X—=Y of: oX.

Two vertial maps in the middle square is surjective and two horizontal maps in the middle
square is A-split. We define the map u as a map the right square commutes. We construct
the map P, — Y by using A-splittings, Lemma 2.14 and Proposition 2.11. We have the map
Y~I¥X — P, by the universality of desuspension. The map P, — Y is surjective since it is
composed of two surjections. Passing to the quotient triangulated category, the map P, — Y is
a weak equivalence.

The map X — P, is a cofibration. Consider the following diagram

X——

!

P,——

QCy

where M — N is a trivial fibration and P, — QC is A-split. Since QCY is cofibrant, we have
the dotted arrow. By using A-splitting endowed with trivial H-coaction, we have the lifting
P, — M.

For a fibrant replacement Py — RPy, where the map Py — RPy is a trivial cofibration, we

have the following diagram :

¥y Py x!

i

Y ly—LsRP _>CV ___________ ~Y
f v .

Note that two horizontal maps in the middle square is A-split. The map v is defined to be the
left square commutes. We construct the map X — C, by using A-splittings, Lemma 2.14 and
Proposition 2.11. We have the map C, — X ™'Y by the universality of suspension. The map
X — C, is a stable equivalence since it is composed of two stable equivalences.

Note that X — C, is also cofibration since A-split monomorphisms are included in the class

of cofibrations.
13



The map C, — Y is a fibration. Consider the following diagram
RPy
4

“

Ny
where M — N is a trivial cofibration and RP; — C, is A-split. Since RPy is fibrant, we have

the dotted arrow. By using A-splitting endowed with trivial H-coaction, we have the lifting
N — C,. ]

3.1. Functorial cofibrant replacement for H-coequivariant A-modules.

Definition 3.5. Let M be an H-coequivariant A-module. M is said to be cofibrant if for any
surjective stable equivalence L — N of H-coequivariant A-modules, the induced map of k-vector
spaces

Hom’ (M, L) — Homf{ (M, N)

is surjective.
As the similar argument in [21], we will construct a functorial cofibrant replacement.

Proposition 3.6 (Functorial cofibrant replacement). For each H -coequivariant A-module M,
there is a short exact sequence in LMod o(M™) which is split exact as a sequence of A-modules,
0— M — aM — pM — 0 where pM, and also p(M) = X~ (p(M)) is cofibrant and aM is an
contructible and a left A-module. The construction of the short exact sequence is functorial in
M.

Proof. This construction is an analogue of normalized chain complex of simplicial resolution. We
construct the bar resolution for M = A. The proof also gives rise to the short exact sequence
00— M — aM — pM — 0 claimed in the theorem.

One can take such a simplicial module {C4} that the differential 6 : C,, — Cj41 is the
alternative sum of the face maps § = Xo<i<n—1(—1)’d;. Then, (Cs,d) becomes a complex.

We use an expedient notation A ® H/(z) for the cokernel of id®@z: A — A® H. If Ais a
right H-comodule algebra, all the face and degeneration maps are H-comodule maps. Therefore,
§ = Xo<i<n—1(—1)'d; is also an H-colinear map [21, Example 2.8]. We take the mapping cylinder
of fp: A® A— A, and we have C5, = A® A® (H/(z)) ® A as left A-modules, so that we have
an A-split filtration {0} C A C Cj,, the isomorphism viewed as a left A-module map. Here, we
regard the A-action on (H/(x)) as trivial A-action.

We take §; and we have the diagram

A ADA —AnA
id®a:l l
A®A®A® H—sCy,.
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Then, we have a map &; : Coker(p;) — Cs, from the following diagram

A9AR AR A o2 ABA®A— i A®A
1d®x 0 lid@m\o id@ml \A
AQARAR AR H 52®idH‘ AQARA®H 51@“”‘ AQA®H
Coker(id ® x) Coker(id ® x) - Cs,
SoRidy 01

and we know that the composition §; o d2 ® idg = 0.

Then, we obtain the cylinder Cy, of the map d1.

Since id ® x is an A-split map, the cylinder Cy, has an A-split filtration 0 C A C Cone(dy) C
Cs, whose subquotients are isomorphic, as left A-modules, to A, A®? @ (H/(x)), and A®3 ®
(H/(x))®2, respectively.

Thus, we proceed to construct bar resolution inductively.

Let Cy = Cs,. Inductively, we obtain the following

(i) C,, = mapping cylinder of(d, : A®("*2) @ (H/(z))®" — C,,_1). Here we use the expedient
notation A®("+2) @ (H/(x))®" for the object obtained by iterated taking cokernel procedure.

(i) 60 (Grrs @ 7d) = 0

This assumption implies that C,,_; is a submodule of C,, and C,, has an A-split filtration

0O=F'cFlc...cFPlcFPc...c F""' =(C,,

whose subquotients F"/F™~1 are isomorphic to A®("+2) @ (H/(z))®".

Note that Hom (P, K) is contructible for a projective A-module P and an injective H-
comodule K by decomposing P into finite dimensional ones and that F"/F"~! is A-free. Apply
Hom (—, K) to the A-split short exact sequence 0 — F*~! — " — Fn/Fn=! — (. Induction
for F,,_1 and F,/F,_1, we can see that Homyu(F,, K) is contructible by [7, Corollary 3.18].
Thus, Hom 4 (C,,, K) is contructible for an injective H-comodule K.

Recall that the definition of cofibrant objects as in Definition 3.5. For a surjective stable
equivalence L — M, the kernel is an injective H-comodule K. We have an exact sequence
0 — Homu4(Cy, K) — Homu(Cy,, L) — Hom4(C,,, M) — 0. Since Hom4(C),, K) is contructible,
we have Homy(C),, L) = Hom(C,, K) @ Hom4(Cy,, M). By taking H*-invariant part of both
hand sides, we have a surjection Hom® (C),, L) — Hom% (C,,, M). Thus, C), is cofibrant.

Now we define aA = Up<n<ooCp, which fits into a short exact sequence, 0 -+ A — a4 —
pA — 0 since each (), has the factor A in the A-split filtration. Now we are going to show that
aA in the above short exact sequence is contractible as a right H-comodule.

We will show this for aA, and the general case follows by the same argument. The homotopy
s: A% 5 A®(FD) a5 an extra degeneracy is a right H-comodule map since A is an H-comodule
algebra. Thus, a mapping cylinder becomes a retract of cone of the form A®"+1) @ H, so that

each C, is an injective right H-comodule.
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It is then easily seen that the map AQ ARk = A® A — A extends to a surjection pA — A.
O

Finally, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 3.7. The category LMod 4 (M) inherits a model structure with respect to the three
classes of maps defined as in Definition 3.1.

Proof. By the lemmas and the fact that all limits and colimits exists since it is a module category.
O

Corollary 3.8. The forgetful functor U : LModa (M) — MH is the right Quillen functor.
Here, we regard M as the stable model category.

O

Remark 3.9. Although the model structure in Proposition 3.7 and right-induced model structure
in the paper of Hess and Shipley [8] are introduced in different situations, but the model structure
on the category of left A-module objects in M in this paper has the similar structure of right
induced model structure [8, Definition 4.1].

3.2. Relation to the category of chain complexes of comodules. In [10, Section 2|, Hovey
constructed a Quillen adjunction F' : Mg+ — Ch(H) for a finite dimensional commutative Hopf
algebra H, where My~ is endowed with the model structure on Frobenius category while the
weak equivalences in Ch(H) are "homotopy isomorphisms” as in [10]. Let T'k be a Tate resolution
of the base field k. Recall that a Tate resolution Tk of k is a complex of projectives that are
also injectives with no homology, such that ZyTk = k. We take a projective resolution P, — k
and an injective resolution k — I, and let (Tk),, = P,—1 if n > 0 and (Tk), =1_, if n <0. In
particular, the cycles in degree 0 are just k. Then, we define FM =Tk ® M. The right adjoint
U:Ch(H) — Mg~ of F is then defined by UX = ZyHom(Tk, X). Since the tensor product is
over a field, F' preserves injections, and hence cofibrations. Note that the complex Tk ® H is
chain homotopy equivalent to 0.

By composition with the forgetful functor U, we have the composition of functors

YoM My~ Ch(H)

LMod 4 (MH)

Here, LMod 4 (M) inherits the model structure as in Proposition 3.7. Note that LMod 4 (M)
may not a Frobenius category in general. We denote by My~ the category of H*-modules, the
forgetful functor U is the right adjoint and the inclusion ¢ is the Quillen functor and the fonctor
F = (—) ® Tk given by tensoring a Tate resolution of the base field is the left Quillen adjoint
since F' preserves cofibrations and also colimits.

4. HOPF CYCLIC COHOMOLOGY REVISITED

We will need several related combinatorial categories A, Ay, Ay and A.
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We recall the definition of the para-cyclic category As. It is the full subcategory Ao, C ZPoset
consisting of all objects isomorphic to %Z for n > 1. Here, Poset is the category or partially
ordered sets and non-decreasing maps, Z Poset is the category of objects in Poset equipped with
a Z-action, and we consider %Z as an object with its natural ordering and the Z-action given
by addition.

There is an action of Z on the morphism spaces of Ao, with the generator o € Z sending a
morphism f : %Z — %Z too(f): %Z — %Z given by o(f) = f+1. By restricting BZ to BN, we
obtain pseudo-para-cyclic category An. For any integer p > 1, we define A, = A/B(pZ). By
definition, there is a BC), = BZ/B(pZ)-action on the category A,, and we refer to A = A,/BC,

as the cyclic category. The categories Ao, and A are self-dual.

Remark 4.1. Elmendorf investigated a larger category L in order to understand the self-duality
of A. The same category as L is denoted by A, by Getzler and Jones and is called the para-
cyclic category. The point is that an object [n] in A can be regarded as Z/(n + 1)Z as sets. The
isomorphism L — Ay is given by Z x {n} — nLHZ' Nikolaus and Scholze recalled L as a full
subcategory of the category of posets with Z-actions. The subcategory generated by di and s7,
for n > 0 in L is isomorphic to A. Any morphism in L can be factored as compositions of dt,

st t, and t!. This says that L is obtained from A by adding operators .

Especially, Ao contains A. The category Ay is obtained by adding isomorphisms ¢, : [n] —
[n] to A for n € Z>( with relations
tpod | =d-"Y oty 1(i >0)
tpody 1 =dy_,

, - ,
tn 0 Spp1 = Sy © tnga(i > 0)

0 _.n+1 2
tnosn+1—sn+1otn+1

Roughly speaking, it is obtained by dropping the condition ¢?*! = 1 from the cyclic category.
The subcategory of Ao, generated by A and #, for j > 0 is denoted by Ay.

Definition 4.2. A contravariant functor X : AZ — C is called a para-cyclic object in C.
Covariant functors A, — C are called para-cocyclic objects.

A para-cyclic object in € is a simplicial object X in € together with morphisms ¢,, : X,, — X,
for n > 0 satisfying the following identities:

df1 oty =tp_10 d?:ll
dy ot, =d,

Sit oty =tpt108;
sg oty = (tn+1)2 osp
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Dually a para-cocycic object in € is a cosimplicial object Y together with morphisms ¢, : Y —

Y™ for n > 0 satisfying the following identities:

thod =dtot, 4

tnod =d"
tn 0 st=s"1o tn+1

0_ _n 2
lnhos =s oty 1y

Let A4 be the subcategory of Ay generated by di' and s}’ with only 0 < 7 < n. In other
words, A is the subcategory of the category A leaving out the cyclic morphisms and the last
face maps dj, | at each degree n > 0.

A pseudo-para-cyclic object in a category € is a functor A(jrp — €. Dually a pseudo-para-
cocyclic object in a category C is a covariant functor A — €. Roughly speaking, this object is
obtained by dropping the condition that d,, (or dp) and ¢, are A-module maps.

A cyclic object in a category € is defined to be a functor X : A’ — €. Morphisms between
cyclic objects are natural transformations. Dually a functor X : A — € is called a cocyclic
object in C.

The category A is generated by d' : [n] — [n+ 1], s* : [n] = [n — 1] and t,, : [n] — [n] subject
to certain relations. Especially, A includes A as a subcategory. A cyclic object in a category
C is a simplicial object M equipped with additional morphisms ¢, : M,, — M, subject to the
relations

diotpy=t,10di1 1<i<n
dOOtn:dn
Siotp =tpt108-1 1<i<n

sootn:tiﬂosn

1
(=1

Example 4.3. For a k-algebra A over a commutative ring k, the cyclic bar construction Ng“¢
is a cyclic k-module.

Lemma 4.4. Let X be a simplicial object together with invertible morphisms t,, : X,, — X,, for
all n > 0 satisfying the following conditions:

di =t _jodyot,"

si=1t,,10800t,"

Then X is a para-cyclic object.
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Proof. For ¢ > 0, we have the equations
d;otn :taflodoot;iotn
=ty_10(t5 ) odgoty, Y
=tp_10di_1

sjot, =1,,10800t, "ty

i—1 —(i—1
=tpt10 t%Jrl ©80© tn =1

=1lp108i-1
When ¢ = 0, we have the equations
dooty,=1t,",0t,_jodyot," oty
=dyot]
spotp :tZi%osootn
=t2, 0t josgot, "ot
= ti+1 08y
Thus X is a para-cyclic object. O

4.1. Vanishing of Hopf-cyclic theory. We recall Doi’s results in [5] and [6] that determined
the form of projective A-modules, e.g., a projective A-module with right H-comodule structure
is a direct summand of A ®; V, where V is a right H-comodule. He also considerd a certain
algebra map H — A called a total integral, and projectivity was related to the existence of total

integral as follows.

(i) Let H be a Hopf algebra over a field & and A a right H-comodule algebra. If a map
¢: H — A of right H-comodules with ¢(1) = 1, i.e., if there exists total integral, then any
right relative (A, H)-Hopf module is an injective H-comodule.

(ii) Furthermore, if the above right H-comodule map ¢ : H — A is an algebra map, then the
fundamental theorem for right relative (A, H)-Hopf modules is true.

(iii) Let H be a Hopf algebra over a commutative ring R and A a right H-comodule algebra.
Doi [6] gave a sufficient condition such that an epimorphism of (A, H)-Hopf module splits
if it splits A-linearly. As an application in the case when R is a field, he got that an
(A, H)-Hopf module is finitely generated projective as an A-module if and only if it is a
Hopf module direct summand of A ® M for some finite dimensional H-comodule M.

In our case, Hopf cyclic theory will be considered in the base category M. If we consider an
H-module in M| it is automatically compatible with the right H-comodule structure, so that
it is contructible by Doi’s result. By fundamental theorem of Hopf modules, any Hopf-cyclic

objects in M whose coefficients in a Hopf module is zero in M.

Corollary 4.5. A Hopf (co)cyclic homology with coefficient in a H-module / comodule vanishes

in the stable homotopy category M.
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4.2. Hopf cyclic for H-comodule bialgebra A.

Definition 4.6. For a bialgebra B, a stable B-module / comodule is a B-module and B-
comodule with respect to the structure maps my; : B®p M — M and ppy : M — B ®; M,
respectively, such that mys o ppr : M — B ® M — M is the identity.

We let A a bialgebra in M with respect to ®y.

Definition 4.7. Let A be aright H-comodule bialgebra and M a stable left A-module/comodule.
Define Ty, (A, M) = A2t @ M for n > 0. An element ag ® a1 ® - -- @ a, @ m of Ty, (A, M) is
denoted by [ag|ai] - - |an]m.

Define face, degeneracy, and cyclic operators by

[aolar] -+ - |aiaisa|- -~ |an]m, —i#n
d;i([aola1] - - - lan)m) = L .

[m(_ )ana0|a1| P |a]n71:|m(0)’ T="n
si(laola1]|- -~ [ap]m) = laglas| - - - |a;|lai1] - - - |an]m
tn(laolar| -+ |an)m) = [mVay|ao| - - |an—1]m .

Definition 4.8. Define a left H-comodule structure on T,,(A, M) by the diagonal coaction

Proposition 4.9. The above maps define a structure of pseudo-para-cyclic right H-comodule
on To(A, M).

Proof. Note that the structure maps of bialgebra A and A-module/comodule M are all compat-
ible with right H-comodule structure, so that T,(A, M) is a right H-comodule. Let us verify
some nontrivial part of the simplicial identities. For i < j

d4 anlail- - la.a;: s lap|m), <n
(0o dy)(falan] -+ aglm) = § A0 sl el g

d;([m'"Yanaplay| - |an—1]m\Y, j=mn
laolar|- - -|aiaipa] - - lajaja] - lanlm, i+1<j<n
[aplai] - |ajair1aitral] - - lap)m, i+1l=j<n

= ¢ [mTVagnapar|as| - - - |an_1]m©, t=0,7=n
[ J
[mVDanaglar]---|agaii] - lan1]m®, 1<i+l<ji=n
[m(_l)anilm(_Q)ana0|a1| . |an72]m(0), Z + 1 — ] =n

(dj—1 o di)(laolar]-- - |an]m) = dj_1([aolar] - - - [aiaita] - - - an]m)

[a0|a1| ajair1aiga| - lag]m i+1=j<n
laolar| -~ - |asaiti] -~ lajajpa| -~ laplm i+ 1<j<n

= [m ana0a1|a2| |an,1]m(0) 1=0,j=n
[m ana0|a1| ajaiqq] - |an,1]m(0), Il<i+l<j=n
[mVa,_1mDayaplar| - |an_oJm®?, i=j=n.
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Let us check the relations between t,, and d;.

(di o tn)([aolar| - - Jan]m) = d;([m Vaylag| -+ |an—1]m®)
- [mVYaylag|- - |aiais1]| - |an_1]m®, i<n
D apmaglaol - lan-ofm®, i =n
(-1 0 docs)fala] -+ laglm) = § 7 “rleol bl o, i <
" ‘ " [m(fl)m(72)an_1an‘a0’ N ‘an_z]m(o)’ 1=n

Here, mYmDa, qa, may not be equal to mVa,_1m=2a, but at least we checked that
Te(A, M) is pseudo-para-cyclic.

For a left H-comodule structure on To(A, M), it can be verified since d;, s; and t, are H-
colinear maps. O

The reasons why the above pseudo-para-cyclic To(A, M) is not para-cyclic are that d,, does
not commute with ¢, and that the map ¢, is not invertible.

Note that an H-module algebra A means an H-module and k-algebra with H-linear unit and
multiplication. This is equivalent to original definition of H-module algebra that is an H-module
and k-algebra with compatibility [17, Section 4.1]. The same is true for H-comodule algebra,
and also H-(co)module bialgebra. However, for an H-(co)module k-Hopf algebra, the antipode
would be a k-linear map.

Lemma 4.10. If A is a right H-comodule bialgebra which is also k-Hopf algebra with bijective
H -colinear antipode S, then the map t, is an H-colinear isomorphism. The inverse map is given
byt ([ar]as| -+~ |an]m) = ([ar]az|- - |an|S(mD)agm ).

Moreover, we have "' = id as H-comodule maps.

Proof. The first part follows from Lemma 4.4.
Since M is stable and by using Lemma 2.1, we obtain the equation t?*([ag|a1]| - - |an]m) =
([(aglay| - - - |an)]e(mEYm®) = [ag|ay| - - - |an])m. Therefore, we have t?+! = id. O

Definition 4.11 (cf.[11], p347). Let H, A, and M be as above. Define QZ (A, M) by the largest
pseudo-para-cyclic subcomodule of T,,(A, M) which is a cyclic right H-comodule.

In [11], Q& (A, M) is called the co-approximation of Ty, (A, M). Note that Q: (A, M) is also a
para-cyclic H-comodule, and actually a cyclic H-comodule.

We use the universality of Kan extension. We recall that Q2 (A, M) is the right Kan extension.

Assume that A is a right H-comodule bialgebra which is also k-Hopf algebra with bijective
H-colinear antipode S and that M is stable. We obtain a cyclic right H-comodule T4(A, M) in
M. On the other hand, we also have a cyclic right H-comodule QZ(A, M) which is the right
Kan extension along A, — A.

Proposition 4.12. There is always a map To(A, M) — QXA(A, M) of right H-comodules in
M,
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Proof. 1t follows from the universality of right Kan extension. O

Note that the H-coinvariant part of T4(A, M) is an analogy of Connes and Moscovich’s Hopf-
cyclic homology. If we endow M the trivial A-action and the trivial A-coaction, from the equa-
tions in the proof of Proposition 4.9, we have the non-Hopf cyclic structure. Therefore, we can
compare Hopf-cyclic modules with non-Hopf cyclic modules as an analogue of the characteristic

map in the paper of Connes and Moscovici as follows.

Corollary 4.13. There is a map Q2 (A, k) — Q(A, A) of right H-comodules in M induced
from the unit map.

0

Remark 4.14. We can define a cyclic k-module Qe(A, M) by taking H-coinvariant submodule
QL(A, M)®H of QA(A, M). On the other hand, only object A®"®@M in each degree in Q2 (A, M)
admits the diagonal A-action. As an expansion of an idea of taking k in Corollary 4.13, we will
take an A-coinvariant part of M. Assume that M is a Hopf A-module in M. If we take
A-coinvariant part of M, then we have A @ M4 = M by the fundamental theorem. The
isomorphism is H-colinear left A-module map. Therefore, we have A®" @ M4 = A®(—1) & Nf
in each degree, and the degree shift of Qf‘(A, M) appeared.

If H is a finite dimensional commutative Hopf algebra, we have the composition of functors

LMod (M) —LMH — oMy —~Ch(H),

where My« is the category of H*-modules, the forgetful functor U is the right adjoint and the
inclusion ¢ is the Quillen functor and the fonctor F = (=) ® Tk given by tensoring a Tate
resolution of the base field is the left adjoint.

We send the (co)cyclic H-comodule under the functor F. By [11], the approximation theorem
of cocyclic comodule theory can be regarded as a (local) left Kan extension and the coapprox-
imation as right Kan extension. Therefore, Hopf-(co)cyclic homology in M can be calculated
via the associated Hopf-(co)cyclic theory in Ch(H).
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