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SMOOTHNESS OF COMMUTATIVE HOPF ALGEBRAS

KENSUKE EGAMI, AKIRA MASUOKA, AND KENTA SUZUKI

ApstrACT. Hopf algebras, most generally in a semisimple abelian symmetric
monoidal category, are here supposed to be commutative but not to be of finite-
type, and their (equivariant) smoothness are discussed. Given a Hopf algebra H
in a category such as above, it is proved that the following are equivalent: (i) H is
smooth as an algebra; (ii) H is smooth as an H-comodule algebra; (iii) the prod-
uct morphism S%(H*) — H* defined on the 2nd symmetric power is monic.
Working over a field k of characteristic zero, we prove: (1) every ordinary Hopf
algebra, i.e., such in the category Vec of vector spaces, satisfies the equivalent
conditions (i)—(iii) and some others; (2) every Hopf algebra in the category sVec
of super-vector spaces has a certain property that is stronger than (i). In the case
where char k = p > 0, there are shown weaker properties of ordinary Hopf alge-
bras and of Hopf algebras in sVec or in the ind-completion Veri[',1d of the Verlinde
category.

Key Worps: Commutative Hopf algebra, Smooth, Equivariantly smooth, Locally
complete intersection, Hochschild cohomology, André-Quillen (co)homology
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1. INTRODUCTION: BACKGROUND AND MAIN THEOREMS

This paper discusses smoothness of commutative Hopf algebras not necessarily
of finite type, which include commutative Hopf-algebra objects in general cate-
gories with appropriate properties. We thus say “of finite type” for “finitely gener-
ated”. We have three main theorems which are explicitly formulated in the follow-
ing subsections.

1.1. Smoothness of ordinary Hopf algebras. Let us work over an arbitrary field
k, and vector spaces, linear maps and tensor products mean those over k. Algebras
and Hopf algebras, which indicate those over k, are supposed to be commutative
unless otherwise stated.

An algebra is said to be smooth (over k) [28| Section 9.3.1], if given an algebra
R and a nilpotent ideal / of R, every algebra map f : A — R/I can lift to some
algebra map g : A — R, i.e., the g, composed with the natural projection R — R/I,
turns into f. It is known that in the case where A is Noetherian, the condition is
equivalent to saying that A is geometrically regular, i.e., it remains regular after
base extension to the algebraic closure of k. The definition above is suited when
we discuss, as we will do, smoothness of algebras not necessarily of finite type.
As another advantage the definition, which concerns algebras in the symmetric
monoidal category Vec of vector spaces, can directly extend to those in general
categories with appropriate properties. For example, given a Hopf algebra H, we
can (and we do) discuss smoothness of H-comodule algebras, i.e., algebras in the
symmetric monoidal category of (right or left) H-comodules. We say that an H-

comodule algebra A is H-smooth (or equivariantly smooth, without referring to the
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Hopf algebra) if given an H-comodule algebra and a nilpotent H-costable ideal /
of R, every H-colinear algebra map A — R/I can lift to such a map A — R. Here
and in what follows, comodules are meant to be right comodules unless otherwise
stated. Our interest is in the case where A is H, itself.

Let H be a Hopf algebra. Let H* = Ker(ey : H — k) denote the augmentation
ideal, and let S %I(H *) denote the 2nd symmetric power of the H-module H*. Let
us consider the conditions:

(a) H is smooth,

(b) H is H-smooth,

(c) H is O-smooth for every quotient Hopf algebra Q of H such that H is coflat
as a Q-comodule, i.e., the co-tensor product HOy (see (Z.I1)) is exact as a
functor,

(d) the H-linear map

pr : Sy(H") — HY
which is induced by the product H* @y H* — H*, a®yb — ab is injective,

(e) H is geometrically reduced, i.e., it remains reduced after the base extension

to the algebraic closure of k,

and in addition, in case chark = p > 0,
(f) the Frobenius map

Fy:k'""®@H —> H, Fy(a'?®h)=ah’

is injective, where k!/P® presents the base extension along the isomor-
phism k — k'/7, a + a'/P of fields.

Remark 1.1. Recall that the Hopf algebras form a category anti-isomorphic to the
category of affine group schemes. Let ® = Spec H be the affine group scheme
corresponding to H.

(1) Condition (a) is restated so that
(a) Given an algebra R and a nilpotent ideal / of R, the group map

(1.1) ®(R) — BR/I)

associated to the projection R — R/ is surjective.

(2) A right (resp., left) H-comodule algebra is identified with a left (resp.,
right) ®-equivariant algebra. A right H-comodule (or left ®-equivariant)
algebra turns into a left (resp., right) one by twisting the coaction through
the antipode of H (resp., the action through the inverse of ®), and vise
versa. Under the resulting one-to-one correspondence, H corresponds to
H, itself. Therefore, as for (b), H is H-smooth as a right H-comodule
algebra if and only if it is so as a left H-comodule algebra.

(3) By asimilar reason, as for (c), H is coflat as a right Q-comodule if and only
if it is so as a left O-comodule. Recall that every closed subgroup scheme
9 of ® is uniquely in the form $ = Spec O, where Q is a quotient Hopf
algebra of H. It is known (see [23] p.452], [[7, Theorem 2 and the following
Remark]) that the equivalent coflatness conditions above are equivalent to
saying that the quotient sheaf ®/$ in the fpqc topology is an affine scheme;
see also Remark 2.8 below.

The first main theorem is the following.

Theorem 1.2. We have the following:
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(1) Ifchark = 0, every Hopf algebra H satisfies Conditions (a)—(e) above.
(2) Ifchark > 0, the Conditions (a)—(f) are equivalent to each other.

Suppose chark = 0. It is well known that every Hopf algebra satisfies (e), and
in addition, (a) at least when it is of finite type; see Section 3.1l

Suppose char k = p > 0. Then there exist many Hopf algebras that do not satisfy
the conditions. It is proved by Takeuchi Proposition 1.9] that (f)=(a)=(d), and
these conditions are equivalent to each other in case H is of finite type. Likely, it
has been long unknown whether they are equivalent in general. It is also proved by
Corollary 1.6] that every Hopf algebra that satisfies (f) has a certain stronger
smoothness property; the result will be proved by Theorem [L.4] (2) below in a
generalized situation, see Section [[.4]

Theorem will be proved in Section 3l It is after we prove the equivalence
of Conditions (a)—(d) for Hopf algebras in a general category with appropriate
properties; more details will be found in the following subsection.

1.2. Smoothness of Hopf algebras in categories. Let % be a symmetric monoidal
category satisfying the assumptions:

(I) € is, as a category, semisimple abelian, i.e., abelian and every object is a
coproduct of simple objects, and

(II) the tensor-product functor is bi-additive, which is then necessarily exact by
D).

The category Vec of vector spaces is an obvious example of 4. Conditions (a)—
(d) concerning Hopf algebras in Vec make sense more generally for those Hopf
algebras in 4 which are commutative by assumption; this will be verified in de-
tail in the paragraph following Proposition 271 The second main theorem is the
following.

Theorem 1.3. For a Hopf algebra H in ¢, Conditions (a)—(d) are equivalent to
each other.

This will be proved in the following Section 2l One will see that among the
conditions, a key is (b), the equivariant smoothness; the background of the notion
will be seen in the following subsection. Important is the fact that Condition (b) is
equivalent to saying that for every object X of &, the symmetric 2nd Hochschild
cohomology (constructed in %) of H with coefficients in X vanishes,

H2(H,X)y =0,

where X is regarded as a trivial H-module through the counit of H.

As was mentioned above, we will prove the first main theorem, Theorem[L2] af-
ter proving (and by using) the second one, Theorem[L.3l A point to prove Part 2 (the
positive characteristic case) of Theorem [L2]is to show that the above cohomology-
vanishing condition for finite-type (ordinary) Hopf algebras implies the same con-
dition for Hopf algebras in general. This will be shown by proving that the restric-
tion map for symmetric 2nd Hochschild cohomologies (constructed in Vec)

(1.2) res : H>(H, k) — H>(J,k)

is surjective, where H is an ordinary Hopf algebra, and J is a Hopf subalgebra of
H; see Proposition The proof depends on the fact that the 2nd cohomology
in question is naturally isomorphic to the 1st André-Quillen cohomology, and uses
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some results on the latter cohomology that include substantial ones by Avramov

[2].

1.3. Background around the equivariant smoothness. The notion of H-crossed
products, where H is a not necessary commutative ordinary Hopf algebra, was in-
troduced by Blattner et al. [4]]; it generalizes group crossed products, for which
H is a group algebra as a special case. To be more explicit, an H-crossed prod-
uct, R », H, over a (not necessarily commutative) algebra R is constructed on the
H-comodule R ® H, subject to an action (in a weak sense) by H on R and a Hopf
2-cocycle o : H® H — R. As was shown by Doi et al. [8]], the H-crossed prod-
ucts are intrinsically characterized as H-cleft extensions, i.e., H-comodule algebras
with invertible (with respect to the convolution-product) H-colinear map from H.
The second named author pointed out (in fact, in the dual situation) that if
the R has an augmentation R — k with square-zero kernel, the augmented H-cleft
extensions over R are classified by the 2nd Hochschild cohomologies. As a re-
sult it was essentially proved by Theorem 4.1] (see also [135, Theorem 1.2,
Proposition 1.10]) that if H is smooth, then it is H-smooth in the present words;
the converse holds, as well, but this is rather easy, as will be seen in Proposition
2.9](modified into the non-commutative situation); see also [16} Proposition 3.19].
The last mentioned result of was re-proved by Ardizonni et al. Theorem
5.9 a)] based on categorical observation using the notion of (co)separability. We
reach cohomologies directly (not through augmented cleft extensions), and deduce
a key implication, (a)=(d), of Theorem [L3] from an isomorphism of the relevant
cohomologies; see Proposition

Nevertheless, it is a useful method of computing 2nd Hochschild cohomologies
of a Hopf algebra H to classify the corresponding augmented H-cleft extensions,
as was shown in [13] in the case where H is the quantized universal enveloping
algebras. In the present situation in which the relevant (Hopf) algebras are sup-
posed to be commutative, we discuss, as was mentioned above, the symmetric
2nd Hochschild cohomology H?(H, k) with coefficients in the trivial H-module
k, which is precisely in one-to-one correspondence with the set of the isomor-
phism classes of all (commutative) augmented H-cleft extension over the algebra
k[T1/(T?) of dual numbers. This is the topic of Sectionl Section E.Ilreviews the
above-mentioned one-to-one correspondence. It is applied, in the following two
subsections, to compute H>(H, k) of some examples of Hopf algebras H in positive
characteristic. In Section H is supposed to be the Hopf algebra given in [24]
Example 1.7] which is generated by an co-sequence of primitive elements. In Sec-
tion 3l H is supposed to be a finite-type group algebra, and the surjectivity of the
restriction map (I.2)) for such an H is verified by explicit computation.

1.4. Stronger smoothness properties. Beside the obvious Vec, the category %
discussed in Section[[.2]has as examples,

(1.3) sVec and Very,

which denote the category of super-vector spaces and the ind-completion of the
Verlinde category Ver), in positive characteristic p (see [19]], [26]]), respectively.
These categories and the associated tensor-product functors are k-linear, where k
denotes the base field. Both naturally include Vec as a symmetric monoidal full
subcategory. Recently, they are attracting attention due to the following remark-
able results which assume that k is algebraically closed: in case char k = 0, Deligne
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[5] proved that every k-linear artinian rigid symmetric monoidal category .7, such
that (i) the tensor-product functor is k-bilinear, (ii) the unit object is simple, and
(iii) .7 has moderate growth, has a fiber functor into the category svec of finite-
dimensional super-vector spaces, whence it is equivalent to the category of comod-
ules in svec over some Hopf algebra in sVec; in case chark = p > 0, Ostrik [19]
conjectured that the analogous result which replaces svec with Ver, holds, and
proved the conjecture, assuming (iv) .7 is semisimple, in addition. Notice that
sVec is the ind-completion svec™ of svec.

We will show that Hopf algebras, which are commutative by assumption, in
these categories have some properties stronger than smoothness. The familiar
words “(Hopf) superalgebras” meaning (Hopf) algebras in sVec will not be used
in this paper. Algebras of sVec in chark = 2 are supposed to satisfy the as-
sumption that every even element is central and every odd element is square-zero,
which is stronger than the (super-)commutativity. For Veri;d, we assume that k
is an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0. Since Verizml = Vec and
Veri3nd = sVegc, as is shown in Example 3.2], we assume p > 5, in addition.

The third main theorem is the following.

Theorem 1.4. We have the following.

(1) Assume chark = 0. Let H be a Hopf algebra in s\Vec. Given an algebra
R in sVec and its nil ideal 1, i.e., an ideal consisting of nilpotent elements,
every algebra morphism H — R/I can lift to some algebra morphism H —
R.

(2) Assume chark = p > 0, and let us work in sVec or Veri;d. Let H be a
Hopf algebra in the category, such that the naturally associated, ordinary
quotient Hopf algebra H (see (5.1), (3.3)) is smooth. Given an algebra R
and a bounded nil ideal I of R, every algebra morphism H — R/I can lift
to some algebra morphism H — R.

The conclusions above are restated so that the group map G(R) — ®(R/I) anal-
ogous to (L)) is surjective, where ® = Spec H denotes the affine group scheme
corresponding to H, i.e., the group-valued functor which is defined on the category
of algebras in the respective category, and is represented by H.

As for Part 2, an ideal [ is said to be bounded nil, if there is an integer n > 0
satisfying the condition: X" = 0 for every simple sub-object X of /. In sVec in
arbitrary characteristic, an ideal / of an algebra R is (bounded) nil if and only if
in the even component Ry of R, which is an ordinary algebra, the ideal Iy of R,
is (bounded) nil. In Verg‘d, the situation is the same; see the third paragraph of
Section[3.2]

These situations, combined with the tensor product decomposition of a Hopf
algebra in the category (see (5.2), (5.6)), allow us reduce the proof of Theorem [L.4]
to the case where the category is Vec. The proof will be given in Section[3l Crucial
for the proof of Part 2 is Takeuchi’s result [24, Corollary 1.6] which was referred
to in Section[[.T]and is now explicitly stated: an ordinary Hopf algebra in positive
characteristic which satisfies Condition (f) has the stronger smoothness property
which is an obvious analogue in Vec of the one stated in Part 2. Example 1.7 of
[24]], which was also referred to before, shows that Part 2 cannot be strengthen with
“pounded nil” relaxed to “nil” as in Part 1; see the first paragraph of Section d.2]
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The same idea as proving Part 1 will be used in the Appendix, to give a simple
proof of the known result that in Vec, every torsor under an affine group scheme
over an algebraically closed field is trivial. Recently, Wibmer [29] gave an elemen-
tary proof to it, but ours would be simpler. We remark that the result holds more
generally in sVec and in Ver;’d; see Remark[A.2]

Remark 1.5. We do not know whether the equivariant analogue of Theorem [[.4]
which replaces “algebras” with “H-comodule algebras”, is true. One sees from the
proof of Proposition that the analogue is a stronger statement, i.e., it implies
the theorem.

2. Proor or THEOREM[L.3]

To prove Theorem [[3] we let 4 be a symmetric monoidal category such that
(I) € is semisimple abelian, and (II) the tensor-product functor is bi-additive, as in
Section Concerning (I), what is actually needed in this section is the property
of € that it is split, i.e., every short exact sequence is split; indeed, this property
is weaker than the semisimplicity. The tensor product, the unit object and the
symmetry of ¢ will be denoted by ®, 1 and

CX,Y3X®Yi>Y®X,

respectively, where X and Y are objects of 4. The unit or associativity constraints,
when they are recognized from the context, are presented as identity morphisms.
In what follows, all (Hopf) algebras in ¢ are supposed to be commutative, unless
otherwise stated. Let A be an algebra in &’; the product and the unit will be denoted
bymy: A®A — Aand uy : 1 — A, respectively. By an A-module we mean a left
A-module M in €. It is naturally identified with a right A-module so that

AoM —2 L MeA

NG
M

commutes; here and in what follows, ay (resp., a},) denotes the left (resp., right)
A-action on M. In addition, M is regarded as an (A, A)-bimodule with the special
property that the left and the right A-actions are identified as above.

A square-zero extension of A is an algebra E of €, equipped with an algebra
morphism p : E — A, which is epic as a morphism of %, and is such that the
kernel Ker p is square-zero, (Ker p)> = 0. The last condition ensures that Ker p
naturally turns into an A-module through p. Two square-zero extensions, (E, p)
and (E’, p’), of A are said to be isomorphic, if there is an algebra isomorphism
E — E’ compatible with p and p’.

Given an A-module M, a Hochschild extension of A by M is a short exact se-
quence

Q.1 (E): 0> M->5E5A50

in ¢ such that (E, p) is a square-zero extension of A, and the isomorphism i : M —
Ker p is A-linear. An equivalence (E) — (E’) between two Hochschild extensions
of A by M is an algebra morphism (necessarily, isomorphism) £ — E’ between
the middle terms which induces the identity morphisms of A and of M.
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By using the splitting property of & we see that the set
Ext(A, M)¢

of all equivalence classes of the Hochschild extensions of A by M is in one-to-one
correspondence with the symmetric 2nd Hochschild cohomology group

(2.2) H2(A, M)g,

which is constructed in an obvious manner, generalizing the familiar one in the case
where € = Vec. Moreover, (E) — (E, p) gives rise to a bijection from Ext(A, M)y
to the set of all isomorphism classes of the square-zero extensions of A with kernel
isomorphic to M. The zero cohomology class in H>(H, M)y corresponds to the
equivalence class of the Hochschild extensions (F), and also to the isomorphism
class of the square-zero extensions (E, p), such that the cokernel p : E — A splits
as an algebra morphism of %.

Let (E) be a Hochschild extension such as in (2.I)). Choosing a section j : A —
E of pin %, we have M @ Im j = E, whence E is thus identified, as an object of
€, with M & A through j, so that

2.3) E=M&A.

The one-to-one correspondence above is such as follows: the unit ug : 1 — E
and the product mg : E® E — E are given uniquely by a symmetric Hochschild
2-cocycle s : A® A — M so that

(s, my) ONnAQ®A;
(ap, 0) onAQ® M,
(@), 0) on M®A;
0 on M @M.

(2.4) ugp = (=so(ug ®ua), up), mg=

Let H be a Hopf algebra in 4. The coproduct and the counit will be denoted
by Ay : H > H®H and ey : H — 1, respectively. We have the category
@M of right H-comodules in %', which naturally turns into an abelian symmetric
monoidal category with respect to the tensor product ® and the unit object 1, just
as in the familiar case where ¥ = Vec or sVec. Due to the splitting property of
% and the exactness of ®H, a sequence of morphisms in ¢’ is exact if and only
if it is so, regarded as a sequence of morphisms in ¢". Algebras in €/, which are
supposed to be commutative, are called H-comodule algebras in €. An obvious
example of such algebras is H = (H, Ag). One can define square-zero extensions
and Hochschild extensions in €1, just as those in . Our interest concentrates in
such square-zero extensions of H and Hochschild extensions with cokernel H.

Let (E, p) be a square-zero extension of H in 6", As was seen above for square-
zero extensions in %, the kernel Ker p of p is naturally regarded as an H-module
in €. Here one sees that the category

w6 = y(€")

of H-modules in ¢’ is abelian. In view of [20, Section 4.1], one may call an object
of g6 an H-Hopf module in €. Given an object X of ¢, regard it as a trivial H-
module and H-comodule in %’; thus, H acts by e ®idy : H® X - 1®X = X, and
coacts by idy ®uy : X = X ®1 — X ® H. One sees that the tensor product

(2.5) X®oH
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of H-modules and H-comodules in % is an object of z&*.

Lemma 2.1. X — X ® H gives rise to an equivalence € ~ y€" of abelian
categories.

This is a standard result, which can be proved essentially in the same way as
proving the Hopf-module Theorem [20, Theorem 4.1.1] in Vec.

Lemma 2.2. X — X ® H gives an additive functor € — € right adjoint to the
forgetful functor €7 — €.

This is also a standard result. Indeed, let N = (N, py) be an object of €. To
every morphism f : N — X of ¢, assign its H-colinear extension given by

— id
2.6) TN Ne Y xoH.

The assignment f — fgives a natural isomorphism
(2.7) €N, X) — € (N, X ® H)

of abelian groups, whose inverse assigns to every morphism N — X ® H in ¢, its
composite with idy ®sy : X® H — X ®1 = X. The result is restated by the lemma
above.

The corollary below now follows since % is split, whence every object of % is
injective.

Corollary 2.3. Every object of y6™, which is necessarily isomorphic to X ® H
(see (Z3)) for some object X of €, is injective, regarded as an object of €.

Fix an object X of ¢, which gives rise to the object X ® H of ¢! as in (2.3).

Proposition 2.4. We have the following.
(1) Every Hochschild extension

(E):0 5 X®H —SE-H-0

of Hby X ® H in €1 splits in €.
(2) The set
Ext(H, X ® H)yn

of all equivalence classes of the Hochschild extensions of H by X @ H
in €M is in a natural one-to-one correspondence with the symmetric 2nd
Hochschild cohomology

H*(H, X ® H)yn

constructed in €. The set is also in one-to-one correspondence, through
(E) — (E, p), with the set of all isomorphism classes of the square-zero
extensions of H in € with kernel isomorphic to X ® H.

Proof. (1) This is a direct consequence of Corollary 2.3

(2) By Part 1 every Hochschild extensions of H by X ® H splits as a short exact
sequence in €, whence it can be described, just as the E in (Z3) is done by (2Z.4),
by a symmetric Hochschild 2-cocycle HO H — X ® H; see (2.9]) below. A standard
argument which connects the equivalence of extensions with the cohomologous
relation proves the first assertion. The second is easy to see. |
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Proposition 2.5. We have a natural isomorphism
HX(H, X)¢ — HX(H, X ® H)gn
of abelian groups between the symmetric 2nd Hochschild cohomologies.

Before proving this we make some remarks. First, notice Im(uy) ® H" = H,
where H* = Ker(ey : H — 1) denotes the augmentation ideal of H. Therefore, we
have the canonical identification

H" = Coker(uy : 1 — H).

Notice that Coker(uy) is a quotient object of H in €. We regard H* as an object
of ¢’ through the identification above.

Second, given a Hochschild extension (E) of H by X (resp., by X ® H) in ¢
(resp., in €7, we can and we do choose a section j of E — H so as to be unit-
preserving, jo uy = ug, by replacing it with j + (ug — j o uy) o €g. Therefore, we
have ug = (0, ugy) in the associated coproduct £ = X & H (resp., E = (X Q@ H)® H)
such as the one in @2.3); cf. 2.4). Accordingly, we suppose that the cochains for
computing the relevant symmetric 2nd Hochschild cohomologies are normalized;
they thus have some tensor powers of H* as their domains. In addition, for the
symmetry condition of the 2-cochains we use the 2nd symmetric power S2(H")
of H* (= Coker(ug)) in € (resp., in €*7). Explicitly, the 2nd cohomologies in
question are obtained as the cohomologies at the middle terms of the horizontal
(so-called normalized Hochschild) complexes below.

CH, X) — s QSAH), X) —F s C(HH, X)

o | |

CHH*, X H) — ¢"S*(HY), X0 H) — €H(HY®, X H)
Here the vertical arrows indicate the natural isomorphisms such as in 2.7)).

Proof of Proposition 2.3 Tt remains to prove commutativity of the diagram above.
But this can be verified directly. Indeed, one may replace the S2(H*) at the middle
terms with (H*)®2, so that the resulting complexes are semi-cosimplicial. One then
has only to verify the commutativity for the relevant coface operators, not for the
coboundary operators such as &' above. Let i € {1,2}. A point of the verification is
to use the fact that the face operators

dy: HeHYY'"*"DVeH > H®HNY"®H, 0<g<i+]
which induce the coface operators (of the two complexes) are morphisms in the
category y(¢™)y of (H, H)-bimodules in €. o
Remark 2.6. By Lemma 2.1 and Propositions [2.4] and 2.3 we have a natural one-
to-one correspondence between the following two sets:

e all isomorphism classes of the square-zero extensions (E, p) of H in €
such that the kernel Ker p of p : E — H is a trivial H-module;
e all isomorphism classes of the square-zero extensions of H in €.

To present the correspondence explicitly, suppose that we are given (E, p) from
the first set. We may suppose £ = X @ H with X a trivial H-module, and p :
X ® H — H is the projection. In addition, the product mg of E = X @ H is such as
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in (Z.4) with obvious modifications, where in particular, the symmetric Hochschild
2-cocycle s is now supposed to be normalized, and thus the unit is ug = (0, ug).
The corresponding square-zero extension of H in € is E=XoH together with
the projection to H, where X = X®H as in (2.3), and the structure of E is given by

(s, mp) on H® H;
(2.9) ug = (0, up), mz= (.(1 x®mp)o (cyx ®idy), 0) on H

(1dx®m[-[, 0) OnX®H’

0 onX®X,

where5: H®H - X =X®H denotes the H-colinear extension of s; see (|~m)
The original (E, p) is recovered from E by dividing it by the ideal X ® H* (C X).

We wish to present H2(H, X)y in a simple form. Let my+ : H* ® HY — H*
denote the restricted product on H*. Let

61 :S*(HY) > H*
denote the morphism of %" induced by mpy+, and let
52 . (H+)®3 N (H+)®2 N SZ(H+)

denote the composite of idy+ ®my+ — my+ ® idy+ with the canonical (H"®? -
S2(H"). Regard H* naturally as an object of the symmetric monoidal category
u%¢ of H-modules in %', whose tensor product and unit object are now supposed to
be ®y and H, respectively, and construct the 2nd symmetric power S %I(H *) of it;
this, constructed in %, should be distinguished from the one S 2(H*) constructed
in €, before. Notice that this is, in fact, the cokernel Coker(d,) of d,. Let

pr : SH(H') — H*
denote the morphism of % induced by 61, and thus by mpg-+, too.

Proposition 2.7. We have the following.

(1) The coboundary operators &' of the upper horizontal complex in .8) for
computing H?(H, X) are induced by 6; so that

§' = E(6i, X),

wherei = 1,2.
(2) We have an isomorphism

(2.10) H*(H, X)¢ ~ €(Ker(ug), X)
of abelian groups, which is natural in X.

Proof. Part 1 is easily verified by using the fact that X is trivial. The result for 62,
combined with the splitting property of ¢, shows that the object of 2-cocycles is
naturally isomorphic to %'(S %I(H *), X). This, combined with the result for §' in
Part 1, implies Part 2. |

Recall from the Introduction the conditions (a)—(d) for Hopf algebras in Vec,
ignoring (e) and (f). The conditions (a)-(d) make sense for Hopf algebras in %,
more generally. Indeed, the definition of (equivariant) smoothness is directly gen-
eralized. The morphism ug is already given in the generalized situation. For (c)
some comments should be made. Due to the properties (I)-(II) of ¢, given a Hopf
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algebra H in ¢, a Hopf ideal of H and thus a quotient Hopf algebra of H are de-
fined in an obvious manner. Suppose that Q is a quotient Hopf algebra of H. Then
H is naturally regarded as a Q-comodule on both sides. Given a right Q-comodule
V = (V,py) and a left Q-comodule W = (W, Ay) in €, the co-tensor product Voo W
is defined by the following equalizer diagram

(2.11) 0->VOopgW->VeaW3(Ved)eW(=Ve(QeW))

in €, where the paired arrows indicate py ® idy and idy ® Ay. Indeed, this defines
a functor, VOgp : 09 - ¥ (resp., OoW : %< — %), which is seen to be left
exact. If it is exact, we say that V (resp., W) is coflat. A right Q-comodule is
regarded, with the coaction twisted by the antipode of Q, as a left O-comodule,
and vice versa. The thus twisted left Q-comodule H is isomorphic to the natural
left O-comodule H through the antipode Sy of H. Therefore, the co-tensor-product
functors H Op and OgH are identified through the natural isomorphisms induced

from (idw ® Sg)ocyw: HW S W®H. Asa conclusion, H is coflat as a right
Q-comodule if and only if it is so as a left Q-comodule.

Remark 2.8. The above definitions of the co-tensor product and the coflatness (for
Q) are valid for any coalgebra in . Let C be such a coalgebra. A C-comodule
isomorphism (V @ C)ocW = V @ W, where W is a left C-comodule, and the
fact that py splits C-colinearly provided V is injective. The converse holds when
% = Vec, sVec or Ver};‘d; see (L3). Indeed, the proof of the well-known result [22}
Proposition A.2.1] in the case where ¥ = Vec works in the other cases, as well.
For one verifies the following properties in those cases: (i) every C-comodule is

ind-finite (for so is C), and (ii) we have a natural isomorphism
CE(V, W) =~ VoW,

where W is supposed to have finite length, so that the dual object W* is naturally a
left C-comodule.

We make some additional remarks before the proof of Theorem [L.3l The cate-
gory of algebras in % has pull-backs. Indeed, the pull-back L Xg R of two alge-
bra morphisms L — § « R in ¥ is, as an object of %, the pull-back of those
regarded as morphisms of %, and is equipped with the component-wise algebra
structure. Given an algebra R in 4" with a square-zero ideal / and an algebra mor-
phism f : H — R/I, the pull-back T := H Xg/; R actually constitutes the diagram

T “+ R
(2.12) wl l
H — RIL

One sees that (T, @) is a square-zero extension of H in €. If @ has a section, then
it, composed with w, gives a lift of f. This familiar argument shows that Condition
(a) is equivalent to saying that for every square-zero extension (E, p) of H in €, p
splits as algebra morphism in ¢’; see [28 Section 9.3.2], for example. This in turn
is equivalent to

(@) Hf(H, M) = 0 for every H-module M in % .
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See the paragraph containing (2.2)).

Similarly, the category of algebras in ¢’ has pull-backs. The argument above
modified into €*, combined with Propositions 2.4] and shows that Condition
(b) is equivalent to

v H?(H, X)¢ = 0 for every object X of &, regarded as a trivial H-module.

Proof of Theorem[[.3l (c)=(a). This follows, since H/H* (= 1) is a quotient Hopf
algebra of H, over which H is obviously coflat, and being smooth is the same as
being H/H*-smooth.

(a)=(d). By Proposition 2.7] (2), Condition (d) is equivalent to (b’), which is
satisfied under (a’), or equivalently, under (a).

(d)=(b). In fact, the conditions are equivalent, since they are both equivalent to
®").

(b)=(c). This follows by applying the next proposition for H-comodule algebras
in €, to H, in particular. m]

Proposition 2.9 (see [[16] Proposition 3.19]). Let € be as above, and let H be a
Hopf algebra in €. If Q is a quotient Hopf algebra of H such that H is coflat
as a right (or equivalently, left) Q-comodule, then every H-smooth H-comodule
algebra in € is necessarily Q-smooth.

Proof. Let Q be a quotient Hopf algebra of H. Given an object X of €¢ and Y
of ¢, we have a canonical isomorphism (X O0pH) ® ¥ = X Op(H ® Y), since ®Y
is exact. It follows that X OpH naturally turns into an object of ¢’#. In fact, the
co-tensor product OpH gives rise to a functor €2 — €. Moreover, we have a
natural isomorphism of abelian groups,

E2N, X) — €H(N, XOpH),

analogous to (in fact, generalizing) (2.7); f from the group on the left maps to
(fOgidy) o py : N — X OpH on the right. Since OpH is a lax monoidal functor,
for which the relevant constraints are not necessarily isomorphic by definition, it
follows that if X is an algebra in %9, then X OpH is such in ¢H . Moreover, if N is
an algebra in €1, as well, then the isomorphism above restricts to a bijection

Alg€2(N, X) — Alg€(N, X 0pH),

where Alg%’? and Algé’" denote the categories of the algebras in respective cate-
gories.

Let A be an H-comodule algebra in €', or namely, an algebra in 7. Given an
algebra R of €9 and its nilpotent ideal /, we have the natural commutative diagram

Alg€2(A, R) —— Alg€(A, RogH)

| |

Alg62(A, R/TI) — Alg€(A, R/IOpH).

Assume that H is Q-coflat. Then the natural algebra morphism ROpH — R/I0oH
inéH is epic, whose kernel, I OpH, is nilpotent. If A is H-smooth, then the vertical
arrow on the right is surjective, whence so is the one on the left. This shows that A
is O-smooth. ]
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Remark 2.10. It is now easy to show a non-commutative analogue of Theorem 3]
in view of the proof of Theorem 1.2]. Suppose that €’ is a semisimple abelian
braided monoidal category which satisfies the same conditions as (I)—(II), and H is
a Hopf algebra in %, in general. The definition of (equivariant) smoothness extends
to this context in an obvious manner (though one might prefer the word “quasi-
free” to “smooth”, in view of [28, Section 9.3.2]), and we see that the following
are equivalent:

() H is smooth;

(B) H is H-smooth as a right (or left) H-comodule algebra;

(y) H is Q-smooth as a right (or left) O-comodule algebra for every quotient
Hopf algebra Q of H such that H is coflat as a left (or right) Q-comodule.

(6) H is left (or right) hereditary as an algebra in €, or in other words, an H-
submodule of any left (or right) H-module that is projective is necessarily
projective.

Indeed, a point of the proof is to see the following: as an analogue of Condition
(b") above, the condition

(8") For every left (or right) H-module M in %, the 2nd Hochschild cohomol-
ogy H?*(H, M)¢ constructed in & vanishes, where the M of coeflicients is
regarded as an (H, H)-bimodule with respect to the trivial right (or left)
H-action through the counit ey

is equivalent to (3). Here, H>(H, M) is naturally isomorphic to the 2nd Ext group
Ext%i(l, M) for the left (or right) H-modules in €, which form an abelian category
with enough projectives. In addition, given a left (or right) H-module N in %, a
projective resolution of the trivial H-module 1, with ® NV (or N®) applied, turns into
a projective resolution of N.

3. Proor oF THEOREM[T.2]

We work in the category Vec of vector spaces over a fixed field k, and let H be
an ordinary Hopf algebra over k. The coproduct, the counit and the antipode of
H are denoted by Ay, ey and Sy, respectively, as before. The coproduct will be
presented so that

Ag(h) = h(]) ®h(2), heH.
By Theorem [L.3] Conditions (a)—(d) for H are known to be equivalent.

3.1. Proof of Part 1, characteristic zero case. We do not assume char & = 0 until
explicitly mentioned.

The following is well known. But we give a proof for the sake of further discus-
sion.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that H is of finite type. Then Conditions (a) and (e) are
equivalent, or explicitly, H is smooth if and only if it is geometrically reduced.

Proof. ‘Only if’. It is known that a Noetherian algebra is smooth if and only if it is
geometrically regular, i.e., it remains regular after base extension to the algebraic
closure of k; see [28], Corollary 9.3.13 and the following Remark]. The geometrical
regularity implies the geometrical reducedness.

‘If’. The H-module Qp/; of Kihler differentials is projective (in fact, free); see
[27, 11.3 Theorem], for example. In general, a finite-type algebra A with projective
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Kahler differential module is smooth, either if chark = O or if chark > 0, k is
perfect and A is reduced; see Lemmas 33.25.1 and 33.25.2]. O

Recall that H can be presented as a directed union

3.1 H:UHa

of Hopf subalgebras H,, of finite type. Accordingly, we have
(3.2) SHH™) = lim S} (H).  py =limpg, .

a a
Assume chark = 0. Notice from the last part of the proof of Lemma [3.] that
every H, satisfies Condition (a) and the equivalent (e), whence H does (e). On the
other hand, the cited lemma together with Theorem ensure the equivalence of
Conditions (a)—(e) for every H, (in arbitrary characteristic). In view of (3.2), it
follows that H satisfies (d), and thus (a)—(c), as well, by the cited theorem. This
proves Part 1 of Theorem

3.2. Proof of Part 2, positive characteristic case. Throughout in this subsection
we assume chark = p > 0.

A main subject of our argument is the abelian group H>(H, k), which is now a
vector space. The coefficients are in the trivial H-module k. By 2.10) we have a
natural k-linear isomorphism

(3.3) H2(H, k) ~ Hom(Ker(up), k).
Proposition 3.2. Conditions (a)—(d), which are known to be mutually equivalent

by Theorem[L3] are equivalent to
(b)) H2(H, k) = 0, where k is regarded as a trivial H-module.

Proof. This holds since we have by (3.3) that (b”)<(d). O

To prove Part 2 of Theorem notice first that (e¢) implies (f). Takeuchi [24]
Proposition 1.9] proves that (f) implies (d). In view of Proposition it remains to
prove that Condition (b”) implies (e). This follows from the following proposition,
which, indeed, shows that if H?(H, k) = 0, then we have H?(J, k) = 0 for every
finite-type Hopf subalgebra J of H. By Proposition now applied to J, the last
condition is equivalent to every J being smooth. This is equivalent, by Lemma[3.1]
to every J being geometrically reduced, or to Condition (e).

Proposition 3.3. Given a Hopf subalgebra J of H, the restriction map
res : H?(H, k) — Hf(], k)

is surjective.

Proof. Let us consider the map

(3.4) SIJY) = SHH")

which arises naturally from the inclusion J < H. The five lemma shows that the
map above is injective if and only if so is its restriction Ker(u;) — Ker(ug) to the
kernels of the u maps. It follows by the isomorphism (3.3) and its naturality that
the injectivity of the map (3.4) is equivalent to the desired surjectivity of res.
Present H = | J, H,, as in (3.I)). To prove the injectivity of the map (3.4) (and the
equivalent surjectivity of res), we may (and we do) suppose that H and thus J are
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of finite type, in view of (3.2)), replacing H and J with H, and J N H,, respectively.
Here we remark that J N H, is of finite type by [21} Corollary 3.11].

In general, for an algebra A, the symmetric 2nd Hochschild cohomology HZ(A, —)
is identified, through a natural isomorphism, with the 1st André-Quillen cohomol-
ogy D'(A | k, —); see [28] Exercise 8.8.4]. The restriction map for H? is identified
with such a map for D!, which extends up to the 2nd André-Quillen cohomology
so that

D'(A |k, M) => D'(B | k, M) — D*A | B, M),

where B is a subalgebra of A, and M is an A-module.

Therefore, for our purpose, it suffices to prove that D*(H | J, k) = 0. Let Q :=
H/J*H be the quotient Hopf algebra of H corresponding J; this Q is necessarily
of finite type. We have an H-algebra isomorphism (see p.456, line 4])

(3.5) He,H— H®Q, a®;br abg)® (bp mod(J")),

where H ®; H is supposed to be an H-algebra through the embedding of H into
the left tensor factor. The base change property of the André-Quillen cohomology
(see [9] Proposition 1.4.3], for example), applied to the flat ring maps J — H and
k — H, shows

D*H|J, M)=D*H®, H | H, M)

3.6
-6 - DXH® Q| H, M)=DQ|k M),

where M is a module over H ®; H (= H ® Q), and may be now supposed to be
the trivial module k. But this cohomology, in the case where M = k, vanishes, as
desired. Indeed, since Q is locally complete intersection by Corollary 3.3] below,
it follows by Avramov’s Theorem [2| (1.2)] that the 2nd André-Quillen homology
D»(Q | k, k) vanishes, whence

D*(Q | k, k) = Homi(D2(Q | k, k), k)
does, as well; see [28] Exercise 8.8.6]. O

Suppose that £ is a perfect field (of chark = p > 0), and let H be a Hopf algebra
of finite type. Then the nil radical Nil H of H is a Hopf ideal, and the resulting
quotient Hopf algebra

Hyeq = H/NilH

is geometrically reduced, or equivalently (see Lemma[B.1)), (Hyeq-)smooth.

Proposition 3.4 ([6] III, § 3, 6.4 Corollaire]). Let the situation be as above. If H #
Hieq, then H is, regarded naturally as an Hyeq-comodule algebra, in the form

el en
H:k[Tla’Tn]/(T]p 7”"T}f )®Hreda
where n and e;, 1 < i < n, are positive integers.

The corollary in [6] referred to above shows the result more generally for locally
algebraic group schemes. We will give below a highly self-contained proof in the
present affinity situation, which uses the H,.q4-smoothness of Hiq.

Let A be an algebra over an arbitrary field, which is essentially of finite type,
i.e., a localization of a finite-type algebra by some multiplicatively closed subset.
We say that A is locally complete intersection, if the localization A, at every prime
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ideal p is complete intersection. A local algebra essentially of finite type, such as
A, above, is said to be complete intersection, if it is in the form

(3.7) STy, -+, T/,

where S 'k[Ty,---,T,] is a localization of a polynomial algebra k[T},---,T,],
and / is an ideal generated by a regular sequence. It is known that A is locally
complete intersection if it is regular, or in particular, smooth. In addition, A is
locally complete intersection if it turns into such after some base field extension;
see [2, (5.11) (2)]. These facts, combined with Proposition[3.4] prove the following
corollary in the non-trivial, positive-characteristic case.

Corollary 3.5. A finite-type Hopf algebra over an arbitrary field is locally com-
plete intersection.

Proof of Proposition Let us be in the situation of the proposition.

Notice that the nil radical Nil H of H is nilpotent. Since Hiq is Hq-smooth, the
natural map 7 : H — H.q = H/Nil H, as an H4-colinear algebra-surjection, has
a section, say, ¢ : Hy.q — H. Replacing ¢ with a = en(¢(Su,,(aq)))d(aw)), we
may and we do suppose that it is counit-preserving, ¢ o ey, = ey. Denote the left
coideal subalgebra of Hq-coinvariants in H by

(3.8) B := H®Wd) (= {(h e H | hyy ® n(ha) = h@n(1)}),

and set e := eylp and BT := Ker(eg) (= BN H"). Notice that ¢ makes the
Hyeq-comodule (algebra) H into an H.eq-Hopf module [20, Section 4.1]. By the
Hopf-module Theorem [20, Theorem 4.1.1] we see that

a:B®Hes — H, ab®a)=bd(a)

is an Heq-colinear isomorphism of B-algebras, which is counit-preserving, egoa =
£p ® €p,,,. It follows that B*H = Nil H, whence B is finite-dimensional and local.

The rest is a modification of the proof of the Theorem in [27, Section 14.4],
which proves the result in the special case where B = H. We prove by induction
on dim B that B is in the form

(3.9) KTy, T/ T,

which, we understand, presents k in the first induction step where dimB = 1.
Recall from Condition (f) the Frobenius map F4 : (A =)k'/? ® A — A for an
arbitrary algebra, which is a Hopf algebra map in case A is a Hopf algebra. Since
k is perfect, we have

Im(Fs) = AP :={a’ |a € A}).

The isomorphism « restricts to
a’ : B? ® (Hreq)” = H?,

which shows (Hieq)? = (H”)ied. In addition, H? is a Hopf subalgebra of H, and
aP is a couint-preserving (H?).q-colinear isomorphism of BP-algebras, whence
BP = (HP)*©°(H"ed) - Since we may suppose dim B > 1, the induction hypothesis
can apply to B?. Then we have elements yy, - - - , y; of B* and some positive integers
e; such that the algebra map

(3.10) KT, TP Ty — BP
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induced by Tl.p > yl’.’, 1 < i < s, is an isomorphism. Notice that yfei =0,1¢<
i < s. In addition, yy,---,y, are linearly independent modulo (B*)?, since they
map through Fp to yf ,---,yY in (BP)* which are linearly independent modulo
((BP)*)?. Choose elements zy, 1, ,z, of B* which are maximal with respect to
the properties that z;’ =0,s < j<mn and zg, - ,z, are linearly independent
modulo (B*)?. It may happen that {y; } or { z ;1 is empty.

Notice that the assignment

o 1<i<
3.11) T,-l—){y“ =i=9
Zi, S<1<n

gives rise to an algebra map

KTy, T/ T TP L T — B

s+1°

To complete the proof we wish to prove that this is an isomorphism. Let
C := B/(B")"B.

This is finite-dimensional and local with the maximal ideal C* := B*/(BP)*B. The
algebra map above, divided by the maximal ideals of the mutually isomorphic local
subalgebras in (3.10)), reduces to

(3.12) k[Ty,--- T 0/(TF,---, TP = C,

which is induced again by (3.11)). Since B and B? are left coideal subalgebras of H,
it follows by 3.4 Theorem] that H is flat, and hence free, over B and over B”.
It follows that B is free over B”. By Nakayama’s Lemma we have only to prove
that the local algebra map is an isomorphism. Moreover, it suffices to prove
that the associated graded algebra map

(3.13) KTy, Ta/(T], -+, T) — grC

is an isomorphism, where we suppose deg7; = 1, 1 < i < n, and let
grc = @(C+)n/(c+)n+l‘
n=0

For later use notice from (B?)*B c (B*)? that
(3.14) C*/(C*)’ = (B + (B")"B)/(B")* + (B")"B) = B"/(B")".

To prove that the graded algebra map (3.13) is isomorphic, we make
Claim. grC is, as a graded algebra, in the form k[Ty,--- ,T,,)/(T?,--- ,TH).

We postpone for a little while to prove the claim. By the claim we have only to
prove that the map (3.13) restricted to degree 1 is isomorphic, or in other words (in
view of B14)), yi,- - , Vs, Zs+1, - - »Zn form a basis of B* modulo (B*)?.

To see that they span B* modulo (B*)?, let b € B*. Since b” is a polynomial in
the yf with zero constant, and k is perfect, we have a polynomial « in the y; with
zero constant, such that 5”7 = u?. It follows that b—u (€ B™) is a linear combination
of the z; modulo (B*)?, whence b is such of the y; and the z ;. To see the linear
independence, suppose that a linear combination }; c¢;y; + >, d;z; is in (B*)?. Since
Z? = 0, we have ), cf yf is in ((B”)*)?, whence cf =0, 1 <i < s. This implies that
the coefficients ¢; and d; are all zero.
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It remains to prove the claim. Define quotient Hopf algebras of H.q and of H
by
K := Hred/(Hr’;d)+Hreda J:=H/(H")"H.
Notice that K is a quotient Hopf algebra of J, and let a be such that J/a = K. The
isomorphisms @ and @’ induce a counit-preserving K-colinear algebra-isomorphism
CoK — 1,

from which we see C = J°K and C*J = a. Construct

grJ = @ "
n=0

This is a commutative graded Hopf algebra with neutral component (gr J)(0) = K.
The last isomorphism induces a K-colinear isomorphism

ng®Ki>ng

of graded algebras over gr C. It follows that gr C turns into a graded Hopf algebra
which is naturally isomorphic to the quotient graded Hopf algebra

(gr)/K*(grJ)

of gr J. This has the properties: (i) (gr C)(0) = k, (ii) gr C is generated by (gr C)(1),
(iii) the p-th power of every element of (gr C)(1), that is necessarily a primitive
element by (i), is zero. Hence we have a graded Hopf algebra surjection

k[Tl’ aTm]/(Tpa ’Tn’it)_>grc

which is isomorphic in degree 1. Here the 7 are supposed to be primitive elements
of degree 1. All the primitive elements of the source are of degree 1, and they
map isomorphically into gr C. It follows by [20, Lemma 11.0.1] that the surjection
above is injective, and is thus isomorphic, as desired. ]

4. SAMPLE COMPUTATIONS OF H ?(H, k)

This section is devoted to sample computations of the H>(H, k) which was the
main subject of the argument proving Theorem [[.2](2). We thus work in Vec, and
let H be a Hopf algebra over a field k, as in the preceding section.

4.1. Augmented cleft extensions. We review from a trick of the computa-
tion, modifying it into the commutative situation. Here, char k may be arbitrary.

Fix a non-zero algebra R. Let A = (A, pa) be an H-cleft extension [18], Definition
7.2.1] over R. Thus, A is an H-comodule algebra such that

R=A"(={xeA|px)=xe1}),

and there exists an H-colinear map ¢ : H — A which is invertible with respect
to the convolution product. We may and we do suppose that such a ¢ is unit-
preserving, ¢(1y) = 14, replacing the original ¢ with i — o '(1p)o(h), H — A.
We have an R-linear and H-colinear isomorphism,

4.1) R®H — A, xQh— x¢(h).

This turns into an H-colinear R-algebra isomorphism, if we regard the source R® H
as the H-crossed product R ®, H which is equipped with the product

xR = xy(r(h(l),f(l)) ®h(2)f(2), X,YER, h,{€H,
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given by the (invertible) symmetric Hopf 2-cocycle
4.2) octHOH >R, o(h.0) = ¢ha)p(la)¢™ (hale):

see [[18 Section 7.1, Proposition 7.2.3]. The unit of R®, H is 1® 1 by the property
¢(1y) = 14. By saying o is symmetric, we mean that o(h,£) = o(¢, h) for all
h,{eH.

Suppose that R = (R, €g) is augmented with respect to an algebra map g : R —
k. We say that (A, €4) is an augmented H-cleft extension over R, if A is H-cleft
extension over R, and €4 : A — k is an algebra map extending eg; the inclusion
R — A is thus an augmented algebra map. In this case we can and we do choose
an invertible H-colinear map ¢ : H — A so that

(4.3) D) ¢(lp) = 1a, (i) €20 = &p.

In this paper we call such a ¢ an H-section; it is characterized as a unit-preserving
H-colinear section of the H-colinear extension €4 = (€4 ®idy)opas : A = H of €4;
see (2.6)). For (ii), one may replace a unit-preserving ¢ with i — €a (¢~ (h1))(h2)),
H — A. One sees that R ®, H then turns into an augmented H-cleft extension over
R with respect to g ® e : RQ®, H — k, which is indeed an algebra map. It is iso-
morphic to (A, €4) through the isomorphism given by (4.)). Here two augmented
H-cleft extensions over R are said to be isomorphic, if there exists an H-colinear,
augmented R-algebra morphism (necessarily, isomorphism by [10, Lemma 1.3])
between them.

Lemma 4.1. Ler Rt := Ker(eg : R — k) denote the augmentation ideal, and
suppose that it is square-zero, (R*)* = 0. Then

o the augmented H-cleft extensions over R, and
e the Hochschild extensions of H by R* ® H in the category Vec! of H-
comodules

are in one-to-one correspondence up to isomorphism and equivalence, where R* is
regarded as a trivial H-comodule, and H thus coacts on Rt ® H through the right
tensor factor.

Proof. To an augmented H-cleft extension (A, €4) over R, there corresponds the
Hochschild extension

(4.4) 0>R'®H— A5 H—0,

of Hby R* ® H in Vec!, where ‘ex denotes, as before, the H-colinear extension of
€4. To see that this is indeed such an extension, choose an H-section, and construct
the H-crossed product R ®, H as above. Through the isomorphism given by (&),
‘€s : A — H is identified with ez ® idy : R ®, H — H, whose kernel is R* ® H,
indeed; one also verifies that the H-section, which is identified with 7 — 1 ® h,
H — R ®, H, is a unit-preserving H-colinear section of €4. In addition, if two
augmented H-cleft extensions, (A, €4) and (A’, €4/), over R are isomorphic, we have
isomorphic square-zero extensions, (A, €4) and (A’,€s/), of H in Vec! , whence the
corresponding Hochschild extensions are equivalent.
Conversely, given a Hochschild extension

(4.5) 05 R Q@H-5ALSHS0

of H by R* ® H in Vec!, one sees that a unit-preserving H-colinear section j of
p is necessarily invertible (in Hom(H, A), since it is so modulo the square-zero



20 K. EGAMI, A. MASUOKA, AND K. SUZUKI

ideal Hom(H, R*A)). Moreover, we have A°Y = k@ R* = R, and (A, ey o p)
is an augmented H-cleft extension over R with an H-section j. Clearly, mutually
equivalent such Hochschild extensions give rise to mutually isomorphic augmented
H-cleft extensions over R.

For (A, ey o p) as above, the corresponding Hochschild extension is the given
one (&3). Conversely, the Hochschild extension in the form (£4) gives rise to
(A, €4). O

In view of Proposition it follows that the set of all isomorphism classes
of the augmented H-cleft extensions over R is in one-to-one correspondence with
HE(H, R*Y). Since we are interested in the case where R* is one-dimensional, we
choose as R the algebra

k[t] = k[T1/(T%)

of dual numbers, in which we have set 7 := T mod(7T?). This is augmented with
respect to the natural projection € : k[t] — k[7]/(7) = k, and the augmentation
ideal k[7]T = kt is one-dimensional, indeed.

For this k[7] we have the following.

Proposition 4.2 (see Proposition 1.9 (2)]). There is a natural one-to-one cor-
respondence between

o the set of all isomorphism classes of the augmented H-cleft extension over
k[t], and
o HX(H, k).

Given an augmented H-cleft extension (A, €4) over k[7], choose an H-section
¢ : H — A. We have the Hochschild extension given in (.4), in which €, has ¢
as a unit-preserving H-colinear section. In view of (2.9)) (see the description of the
product mgz on H ® H), we see that there uniquely arises a normalized symmetric
Hochschild 2-cocycle s : H® H — k such that

(4.6) d(h)p(l) = ¢(ht) + s(hay, LayT d(hyley), h, €€ H.

The cohomology class of s in H2(H, k) corresponds to the isomorphism class of
(A, €).

Remark 4.3. For non-commutative H-comodule algebras, the notion of an aug-
mented H-cleft extension over k[7] is defined without any change. The last cited
result [T1} Proposition 1.9 (2)] tells, in fact, that the one-to-one correspondence
given in Proposition extends to a one-to-one correspondence between

o the set of all isomorphism classes of those non-commutative augmented
H-cleft extension over k[7] which are central, i.e., including k[7] in their
centers, and

e the 2nd Hochschild cohomology H?(H, k) with coefficients in the trivial
H-module k.

4.2. Sample 1: H is an example from [24]]. In this subsection we suppose char k =
p > 0, and let H be the Hopf algebra given in [24] Example 1.7], denoted by A.
Thus, H is, as an algebra, generated by an co-sequence of elements, y1,yz, -+ , Vi, -+,
and is defined by the relations
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This is indeed an Hopf algebra, in which y; are all primitive, Ag(y;) = y;i® 1 +
1 ® y;. It is shown in the cited example that Hq is a smooth Hopf algebra, and
the projection H — H.eq With nil (but not bounded nil) kernel does not split as an
algebra map.

One sees that H has a linear basis,

erer e

VPP
where the exponents e; range so that

4.7) () e; >0, (ii)0<e < p fori>2, and (iii) ¢; = 0 for i > 0.
Proposition 4.4. We have an isomorphism

(4.8) H(H, k) ~ k'

of vector spaces, where k' = [1;2, k denotes the direct product of countably infin-
itely many copies of k.

Proof. Given an oco-sequence ¢ = (cj,cp, - ,cj,--+) of scalars ¢; (€ k), let A,
denote the k[7]-algebra which is generated by z1,20,--- ,z;, -, and is defined by
the relations

pi _ pi+]
i T4

A simple use of Bergman’s Diamond Lemma [3] Section 10.3] shows that A, has
a k[t]-free basis,

+ct1, 1=1,2,---.

el 62--- ei---
2% g,

4
where the exponents e; range just as in (£.7). This A, turns into an H-comodule
algebra with respect to the coaction p. : A, — A, ® H defined by

pez)=zi®1+1®y;, i=12---.
Equip A, with the algebra map €, : A, — k defined by
(1) =0 and €(z)=0, i=1,2,---.
Define a linear map ¢, : H — A, by
(4.9) Py oy ) = g2

1
where the ¢; range so as in (7). One sees that ¢, is H-colinear, and it satisfies the
conditions (i)—(ii) in @.3)). In particular, it satisfies (i), and is, therefore, invertible
by [20, Lemma 9.2.3], since H is irreducible, i.e., 1y spans the coradical of H.
Since the k[7]-linear extension

(4.10) klT]® H > A;, x®a > xpe(a).

of ¢, is an H-colinear isomorphism, we have AﬁOH = k[t]. Thus, A, = (A, €) is
an augmented H-cleft extension over k[7] with an H-section ¢,.

Claim. Choose two oco-sequences ¢ and ¢’. If A, and Ay are isomorphic as aug-
mented H-cleft extensions over k[t], then ¢ = ¢’.

Indeed, suppose that f : Ay — A, is an isomorphism. This f decomposes
uniquely into a composite

Ao — K[T]® H — A,
where the second isomorphism is (4.10). The first is necessarily in the form
a(e Ay) = (g®idy) o per(a),
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where g : A — k[7] is a k[7]-linear map which is unit-preserving and augmented.
So, we have g(z}) = d;7 for some d; € k, and

f(zz/'):Zi"'diT, i=1,2,---,

where zl’. denote the generators of A, analogous to the z; of A,. It follows that

i i+1 i i+1 .
(@) =@, )P ) =@ +dn)’ =@ +dipD)?, i=1,2,--,
which reduce to ¢;7 = ¢;7, or ¢’ = ¢. This proves the claim.

Claim. Every augmented H-cleft extension over k|t] is isomorphic to A, for some
cek

To prove this, let (A, €4) be an augmented H-cleft extension over k[7]. Choose
an H-section ¢ : H — A, and set

wii= (i), i=12,---.

Notice €4(w;) = 0. By a simple computation one sees wl’.’ T wl’.’ :11 € A®H = k[1],
and that this last element is killed by €4. It follows that
pi i+1

P P
W, =W =G, i=1,2,---

for some ¢; € k. Set ¢ := (c1,¢a,-+- ,ciy---) (€ k). Then we see that
h(zi) =wi, =12,

defines an H-colinear, augmented k[7]-algebra map & : A, — A, which is neces-
sarily an isomorphism by [10, Lemma 1.3]. This proves the claim.

From the two claims above and Proposition we obtain a one-to-one corre-
spondence between the two sets in @8). To ¢ = (c1,¢2, - ,ci,---) in k&, there
corresponds the cohomology class of the normalized 2-cocycle s, : H® H — k
which arises from the H-section ¢, through the relation (4.6). It satisfies

(1) sQi,y)=0 for 0<r< pi—1,

) 50y ™) = 0y, D = e
where i = 1,2, --. Notice that s(y,y}) = s(y;, y;“‘l) for any positive integers r, t,
since the 2-cosycles are naturally identified with the linear maps S %I(H *) — k; see
the proof of Proposition 27] If a 2-cocycle s has the properties (i)—(ii) above, then
the corresponding augmented H-cleft extension over k[7] is isomorphic to the A,
as is seen from the augment proving the last claim. It follows that all 2-cocycles
with the same properties as above are cohomologous to each other. Therefore, we
see

Se + S¢r ~ Seqer and  ASe ~ Sye, A €K,

where ~ indicates “cohomologous”. This proves that the obtained one-to-one cor-
respondence is indeed a linear isomorphism. O

4.3. Sample 2: H is a group algebra kG. We continue to suppose chark = p >
0. Recall from Proposition B3] that the restriction map H2(H,k) — HZ2(J,k) is
surjective, and this follows from the result proved under the assumption that H is
of finite type. Here we wish to verify the result directly by explicit computations,
when H = kG is a finite-type commutative group algebra and J is its Hopf (or thus,
group) subalgebra.
The symmetric 2nd Hochschild cohomology H2(kG, k) (resp., the 2nd Hochschild

cohomology H?*(kG,k)) is linearly isomorphic to the symmetric part of the 2nd
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group cohomology H*(G, k)sym (resp., the full 2nd group cohomology H?(G, k)).
Therefore, the computational results below might be standard, or even known, for
experts in group theory. But our method of computations, which uses augmented
cleft extensions possessing linear structure and depends on the Diamond Lemma,
would be useful.

Let G be a finitely generated abelian group. Decompose G into the direct sum
G = @a G, where a runs through { oo, all pimes }, of the torsion-free part G,
and the #-primary parts G, for primes . We have

@11 H2(kG, k) = @Hf(kc;a,k), and H(kGq, k) = 0if @ # p,
a

in view that kG, is smooth unless @ = p. Therefore, we may and we do suppose

that G is a non-trivial finite abelian p-group. We present the operation on G by

addition. Let o(g) denote the order of g € G, which is thus some power of p.
Choose a system xi, ..., x, of non-zero generators of G such that

4.12) G=12x1 & ®Lx,.
The number ¢ does not depend of choice of the systems.

Proposition 4.5. We have a linear isomorphism

(4.13) H2(kG, k) ~ k9.
Proof. Given an element @ = (ay,...,ay) of k9, define A, to be the k[r]-algebra
which is generated by zy,...,z,, and is defined by the relation

o(x;

Z ):1+a,-T, I1<i<gq.

1

By the Diamond Lemma [3] Section 10.3], this has a k[7]-free basis,
7! ...zgq, 1<nm<o(x), 1<i<gq.

Equipped with the algebra map A, — k determined by 7 — Oand z; — 1,1 <
i < g, A, turns into an augmented kG-cleft extension over k[7] with respect to the
coaction given by

(4.14) Pa:Aq > Ag®kG, pa(z) =zi®x;, 1 <i<q.
Indeed, a kG-section is given by the linear map ¢, : kG — A, which sends
each element x’l11 ...xzq of G, where 1 < n; < o(x;), 1 < i < g, to the k[r]-free
basis element z’l“ .. .zg" of A,. The associated (see ([.6)), symmetric Hochschild
2-cocyle s : kG ® kG — k is seen to have the properties

(i) s(x,x)=0 for 0<t<o(x)—1,
(i) s, 2" = a;
where 1 < i < g. An argument analogous to the one of the proof of Proposition
4.4 shows that every augmented cleft kG-cleft extension over k[7] is isomorphic

to some A,, where a (€ k) is uniquely determined, and the resulting one-to-one
correspondence H2(kG, k) ~ k9 is an linear isomorphism. |

Let F be a non-trivial subgroup of G. Choose a system yy,...,y, of non-zero
generators of F such that

(4.15) F=Zy @& &7y,
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similar to (@.12)). Then one can present uniquely the elements y; so that
q
inZCinj, 0SC,'j<0(Xj), C,'jEZ,
j=1
where 1 <i < r. Note that
o(y;)) = max{o(cijx;) | 1 < j<q}.
Lemma 4.6. The two systems of the generators can be re-chosen so that
1) ¢ij=0ifi>j;
(i) o(y:) = o(ciixi), 1 <i<ry
(i) o(y1) = -+ = o(yr).

This is easily proved by induction on g. As for x1, ..., x4, it suffices to re-number
them without re-choosing the elements.

Remark 4.7. By (i) we necessarily have r < ¢g. By (ii), for each 1 < i < g, o(y;)

divides o(x;), and c¢;; is a multiple of o(x;)/o(y;) by some non-zero integer, say, m;

that is prime to p. We can and we do re-choose yy, ..., y, so that m; = 1, or namely,
@iv) cii = o(x))/o(y;), 1<i<r.

We have only to replace each y; with £;y;, where ¢; is an integer such that £;m; = 1

mod o(x;).

Proposition 4.8. The restriction map
res : HX(kG, k) — H*(kF, k)
is surjective.

Proof. Recall from the proof of Proposition that every augmented kG-cleft
extension over k[7] is in the form A,, where @ € k7. It has the kG-section
¢q : kG — A,. Define an augmented subalgebra of A, by

B = p, (A, @ kF),

where p, denotes the coaction @.14) on A,. As a general fact, this is a kF-
comodule algebra with respect to the coaction p,|g. Moreover, B is the augmented
kF-cleft extension over k[7], with a kF-section ¢g|r : kFF — B. Clearly, the as-
signment A, — B is identified with the restriction of their associated (Hopf, and
also Hochschild) 2-cocycles.
Forl1 <i<r,let
wi = ga(yi) = 220 2" (€ B).

We have an isomorphism H2(kF, k) ~ k" which is analogous to (&I3), and is now

determined by the system y,--- ,y, of generators. It sends the 8B, naturally iden-
tified with a cohomology class, to the element b = (by,...,b,) of k" determined
by

(4.16) w =1+ br, 1<is<r

To present b explicitly, define an r X ¢ matrix T = (t,- j) by

o) e oo

P C,'ijj), lflS],

1] — .
! 0, otherwise.
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Notice that T is an integral matrix such that the » X r submatrix 7’ of T consisting
of the first 7 columns is an upper triangular with diagonal entries 1 by (iv), whence
it has an integral inverse matrix. We see

@ = 1+ gja, i<,

whence
q

(4.17) WO =14 Y tar, 1<i<r
j=1

As an additional remark, in case i < j, the integer ¢;; is divided by p if and only
if o(y;) > o(c;jx;), whence the terms #;;a;7 in j such that o(y;) > o(c;;x;) are zero.
Now, from @I6)-@I17) we see ‘b = T'a. It follows that the restriction map
in question is identified, through the relevant isomorphisms, with the linear map
k9 — k" (between vector spaces of column vectors) given by the matrix 7" with
entries specialized to k. Since the matrix has full rank by the invertibility of 77, the
last linear map and thus the restriction map are surjective. |

Notice from (@.IT)) that the conclusion of Proposition .8 holds, more generally,
when G is a finitely generated abelian group, and F is its subgroup.
Recall Remark 4.3] and notice the restriction map extends to that

res : H>(kG, k) — H*(kF, k)

of (non-symmetric) 2nd Hochschild cohomologies. To conclude this section we
show that this extended restriction map can be non-surjective.

Proposition 4.9. The extended restriction map above is not surjective under the
situation where G = 7.x| ® Z.x is a finite group of order p> and F = Zy, ® Zy» is
its subgroup of order p* such that

o(x1) = p?, o(x2) = p, y1 = pxi, y2 = xa.

Proof. Choose arbitrarily an element b € k, and let B, be the non-commutative
k[t]-algebra which is generated by w;, wy, and is defined by the relations

P _

wy = wg =1, wow; =+ br)wiws.

Then we see by the Diamond Lemma that By, has a k[]-free basis, w/|'w}’, where

0<m <p,i=1,2,andis indeed a non-commutative augmented, central kF'-cleft
extension over k[7] (see Remark [4.3]) with respect to the algebra map B, — k, 7
0, w; — 1 and the coaction B, — B,QkF,w; — w;®y;, where i = 1, 2. Suppose that
this By, arises by restriction from a non-commutative augmented, central kG-cleft
extension, say, A over k[7]. Choose a kG-section ¢ : kG — A, and let z; := ¢(x1),
72 := ¢(xp). Then we see that A includes B, so that

z’f = +ciw;, 2=00+cT)wy
for some ¢y, ¢y € k. But, since 2271 = (1 + ¢37)z122 for some c3 € k, it follows that
(1 + (c1 + c)Dwaw = 202) = (1 + c37)z] 22
=z = (1 +(c1 + c)nIwiwa,

whence we must have b = 0. Therefore, if b # 0, then B, does not arise from any
non-commutative augmented, central kG-cleft extension over k[7]; this implies the
desired non-surjectivity. |
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5. Proor or THEoREM [[.4]

This section is divided into two subsections, according to the two parts of the
theorem.

5.1. Proof of Part 1, characteristic zero case. We work in sVec. We do not
assume char k£ = 0 until explicitly mentioned.

Let H be a Hopf algebra in sVec, and let ® = Spec H denote the corresponding
affine group scheme. There are naturally associated

(5.1) H:=H/HH and W :=(T}(®)).

Here, H = H/H,H denotes the quotient of H divided by the Hopf ideal generated
by the odd component H; of H, which is characterized as the largest ordinary
quotient Hopf algebra of H. On the other hand, W/ = (T;(®)); denotes the odd
component of the cotangent super-vector space 7,(®) = H* J(H*)? of ® at the
identity e. By Theorem 4.5 of [12] (proved when char k # 2) we have an algebra
isomorphism

(5.2) H-— A\WhHeH

in sVec, which can be chosen so as to be counit-preserving and H-colinear, in
addition. In the result is refined by a more acceptable proof including the case
where char k = 2.

Let R be an algebra in sVec with an ideal /. Since every odd element of / is
square-zero, it follows that / is nil if and only if the even component /j of / is a nil
ideal of the ordinary algebra Ry.

In view of (3.2)), it suffices for our purpose to prove that an (ordinary) algebra
map H— (R/I)y = Ro/Iy can lift to some algebra map H — Ry, since an algebra
morphism A(W/) — R/I, being restricted to a linear map W — (R/I), that can
lift to some linear map W# — Ry, can lift to the algebra morphism A(W#) — R
which uniquely extends the last linear map. A conclusion is that we may (and we
do) work in Vec.

Now, assume chark = 0. Given an (ordinary) algebra R with a nil ideal /, an
(ordinary) Hopf algebra H and an algebra map f : H — R/I, we have the same
pull-back diagram as (Z.12)), in which @ : T — H is now an algebra surjection
with nil kernel. It suffices to prove that this ¢ has a section, whose composite with
w is seen to be a desired lift.

Consider a pair (J, s) of a Hopf subalgebra J of H, and a section s : J — @w~'(J),
by which we mean a section of the algebra surjection @|-1(y : o '(J) - J. An
example is the trivial (k,id;). Introduce a natural order to the (non-empty) set of
all those pairs, by defining (Jy, s1) < (J2, s2) if J; € Jo and 51 = s2|y,. By Zorn’s
Lemma we have a maximal pair, say, (Jmax, Smax)- It remains to prove Jy.x = H.
On the contrary we assume Jy.x & H, and wish to show that there exists a pair
properly greater than (Jax, Smax); the contradiction implies the desired equality.
One can choose a finite-type Hopf subalgebra K of H which is not included in
Jmax- Define J := Jpax N K. Then, J is a Hopf subalgebra of K, which is of finite
type by [21 Corollary 3.11]. One point of the present proof is: we have a canonical
isomorphism

(5.3) Jinax ®7 K = JnaxK, xQ®ky > xy
by [23], Proposition 6]. Notice that syaxly : J — @~ (J) is a section.
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We claim that this spax|; extends to some section K — @~ (K). This can be re-
stated so that sp.«|; extends to some J-algebra section K — @ /(K), with @ 1 (K)
regarded as a J-algebra through sma|s. Since K is of finite type as a J-algebra,
there exists a finite-type J-subalgebra, say, A of @~ '(K) such that @|4 : A — K
maps onto K. Let Q := K/J*K be the quotient Hopf algebra of K which corre-
sponds to J. We have a K-algebra isomorphism similar to (3.3)),

(5.4) Ko K—K®Q, x®gy+— xyi1) ®yp mod(JK),

where the source is regarded as a K-algebra through K = K ®; J — K Q; K.
Another point of the proof is: the Hopf algebra Q is smooth since char k = 0; see
Theorem (1). By the base change property of smoothness, K ®; K (~ K ® Q)
is smooth over K, i.e., smooth in the category of K-algebras. It follows by the
descent property of smoothness (or by [16, Proposition 5.1]) that K is smooth over
J. Notice that the kernel of @w|4 : A — K is finitely generated, whence it is
a nilpotent ideal. Then we see that there exists a desired J-algebra section, say,
t: K - w'(K) which maps into A.
In view of (3.3)), we see that sy« and ¢ amount to a section

JmaxK = @ ' (maxK)s Xy > Smax (1),

which together with Jp,xK form a pair properly greater than (Jpax, Smax). This
completes the proof of Part 1 of the theorem.

5.2. Proof of Part 2, positive characteristic case. Assume chark = p > 0. Let ¢
be sVec or Verg‘d. Recall from Section [[.4] the additional assumption posed when

€ = Verj;‘d that p > 5, and k is algebraically closed.

Suppose € = Veri;d. Let us recall from Ostrik [19] and Venkatesh [26] some
basics on it. This is a semisimple abelian category which contains precisely p —
1 simple objects including the unit object 1. (Compare with the fact that sVec
contains precisely two simples, i.e., the even and the odd 1-dimensional super-
vector spaces.) By [26, Lemma 2.20] the symmetric p-th power S”(L) of every
simple object L other than 1 equals zero. Given an object X of Veri;d, let Xo (resp.,
X.0) denote the sub-object of X which is the sum of all simple sub-objects that are
(resp., are not) isomorphic to 1. Then we have X = Xy @ Xzo. All the objects X
such that X = Xy form a symmetric monoidal full subcategory of Verj;ml which is
naturally identified with Vec.

Given an algebra R in Verj;1d with an ideal /, Ry is an ordinary subalgebra of R,
and Iy is an ideal of Ry. We see that / is bounded nil if and only if I is so. This is
true for algebras and their ideals in sVec, as well.

Let us be given a Hopf algebra H in Veri;d, and the corresponding affine group

scheme ® = Spec H. The analogous objects to those in (3.1]) are
(5.5) H:=H/H,H and W7 :=(T}(®)),.

The former H is an ordinary Hopf algebra. In ¥citeM4 it is proved in full generality
that there is a (counit-preserving H-colinear) algebra isomorphism

(5.6) H— s(wWheH,

which is analogous to (5.3). Here, S(W) denotes the symmetric algebra on W*;
it is an analogue of the exterior algebra A(W) in sVec, which is, indeed, the sym-
metric algebra in the category.
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Corollary 1.6 of [24]] proves that if H is a Hopf algebra in Vec for which Con-
dition (f) is satisfied, or namely, the Frobenius map is injective, then it has the
stronger smoothness as claimed. Since such an H is smooth by Theorem [[.2] (2),
the desired result holds for ordinary Hopf algebras. This, together with (3.2)), (5.6),
proves the desired result in general, as is seen from the argument of the fourth
paragraph of the last subsection.

APPENDIX A. A SIMPLE PROOF OF TRIVIALITY OF TORSORS OVER AN ALGEBRAICALLY
CLOSED FIELD

In this appendix we work in Vec, except in Remark [A.2

Wibmer gave an elementary proof of the fact that a torsor under an affine
group scheme over an algebraically closed field is necessarily trivial; this fact is
the same as the uniqueness of the so-called Tannakian groups over a field such as
above. We give a (hopefully) simpler proof of the triviality of torsors, which uses
the same idea as was used to prove Theorem [[.4] (1); see Section[5.1]

Suppose that & is an arbitrary field, and ® = Spec H is an affine group scheme
represented by a Hopf algebra H. Every torsor under ® is necessarily affine, and
it is uniquely represented by an H-comodule algebra A, which is a twisted form of
H, i.e., A becomes isomorphic to H after some base field extension. Such an A is
precisely what is called an H-Galois extension over k; it is by definition a non-zero
H-comodule algebra A = (A, ps) such that the A-linear extension

(A.1) ARA—>AQH, a®bw aps(b)

of the structure map p4 : A — A® H is an isomorphism (of H-comodule algebras);
the isomorphism, specialized through an algebra map A — L to some extension
field L of k, shows that A is a twisted form of H, and conversely, for such a twisted
form, the map above is isomorphic since it turns so after some base field extension.
Therefore, the above-mentioned triviality is translated as follows, and in fact, we
are going to give a simple proof of this.

Proposition A.1. Suppose that k is an algebraically closed field, and let H be a
Hopf algebra. Then an H-Galois extension over k is necessarily trivial, i.e., it is
isomorphic to H as an H-comodule algebra.

Proof. Suppose that A = (A,p4) is an H-Galois extension over k. From (A.I)
notice

(A.2) k=ACH(={xeA|ps(x)=x1}).

We may suppose that H is not of finite type, since A is trivial by Hilbert’s Nullstel-
lensatz, in case H is of finite type; see [27] Section 18.3]. Given a Hopf subalgebra
J of H, define

(A.3) Ay i=p (A ).

This turns naturally into a J-comodule algebra, and is, in fact, a J-Galois extension

over k. For the isomorphism (A.J) restricts to an isomorphism A ® A; AR
of J-comodule algebras, which shows by specialization that A; is a twisted form
of J. In particular, we have As‘” = k; see (AZ). Suppose that we are given an
H-colinear algebra map f : J — A. Then we see that f maps into A, and there
results a J-colinear algebra map J — Ay, through which A; is a J-module, and
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is, moreover, a J-Hopf module [20, Section 4.1]. It follows by the Hopf-module
Theorem [20, Theorem 4.1.1] that the resulting is, in fact, an isomorphism

(A.4) J=A% @) = A,

of J-comodule algebras; see the proof of Proposition 3.4]

Analogously to the proof of Theorem [LL4] (1), let us consider a pair (J, f) of a
Hopf subalgebra J of H and an H-colinear algebra map f : J — A. A trivial
example is (k,k < A). The set of all those pairs, into which we introduce the
natural order defined by (J1, fi) < (J2, 2) if J1 € J2 and f; = f3|;,, has a maximal
pair, (Jmax, fmax), by Zorn’s Lemma. As is seen from the cited proof, it remains to
prove the following.

Claim. Given finite-type Hopf subalgebras J and K of H such that J C K, every
H-colinear algebra map J — A can extend to such a map K — A.

Indeed, in order to see Jmax = H, which will complete the proof, we suppose
on the contrary that Ji,.x & H, and choose arbitrarily a finite-type Hopf subalgebra
K of H which is not included in Jy,5x. The claim applied to Jjmax N K and K gives
an H-colinear algebra map from JyaxK (= Jmax ®y,,.nk K, see (3.3)) to H which
extends fmax; the extended map, paired with Jy,x K, gives a pair properly greater
than (Jmax, fmax)- This contradiction shows the desired equality.

To prove the claim let us be given an H-colinear algebra map f : J — A, which

results in an isomorphism J — A; of J-comodule algebras such as in (A.4).
As was seen in the first paragraph of the proof, one can choose an isomorphism

K-— A kx of K-comodule algebras, which we identify with the identity map idg

of K. Then f is identified with an automorphism f : J — J (= AL (K ® ), see
(A.3)) of the J-comodule algebra J, which is necessarily in the form

fod—=Jd f(0) = glxay)xe),

where g = g; o f, or f = g in the notation of (Z.6)). It remains to prove that this

can extend to some automorphism f” : K —5 K of the K-comodule algebra K.
Since such an f” is necessarily in the form f’(x) = g’(x(1))x@2) with g’ : K — k an
algebra map, we need to prove that the algebra map g : / — k can extend to an
algebra map K — k. Indeed, this is possible by Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz since K is
faithfully flat over J by Theorem 3.1]. O

Remark A.2. Suppose ¥ = sVec or Ver};‘d; see (L3). The result just proven
holds more generally in 4. To see this, suppose that H is a Hopf algebra in %,
and let ® = Spec H be the corresponding affine group scheme. Since every non-
zero algebra in ¢ has a field as a non-zero quotient ordinary algebra, it follows
that in %, an H-Galois extension over the unit object 1 is the same as a twisted
form of the H-comodule algebra H. Those forms are classified by the 1st Amitsur
cohomology H'(1, )¢ constructed in €. But this is naturally identified with the
ordinary H'(k, ®.,), or namely, we have

H'1, 6)¢ = H'(k, Gey),

where Gy = Spec H is the affine group scheme corresponding to the ordinary Hopf
algebra H (see (3.I), (3.3)) associated with H. For the complex for computing
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H'(1, )¢, which is in the form

G 360 3 6(elel),

is naturally identified with the one

Oev(0) B Oey(l@0) 3 Oy (f@L® 1)

for computing H'(k, ., ), where £ ranges through all extension-fields of k; see [16]
Section 5.2]. Therefore, the proved Proposition [AJlimplies the generalized result
in the categories.
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