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ON THE FORMAL RIBBON EXTENSION OF A QUASITRIANGULAR
HOPF ALGEBRA

QUINN T. KOLT

ABSTRACT. Any finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra H can be formally ex-
tended to a ribbon Hopf algebra H of twice the dimension. We investigate this extension
and its representations. We show that every indecomposable H-module has precisely two
compatible H-actions. We investigate the behavior of simple, projective, and Miiger cen-
tral H-modules in terms of these H-actions. We also observe that, in the semisimple case,
this construction agrees with the pivotalization/sphericalization construction introduced by
Etingof, Nikshych, and Ostrik (2003). As an example, we investigate the formal ribbon
extension of odd-index doubled Nichols Hopf algebras DIC,,.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Reshetikhin and Turaev [2I] introduced the notion of a ribbon Hopf algebra and showed
that any quasitriangular Hopf algebra H can be formally extended to a ribbon Hopf algebra
H of twice the dimension. These formal ribbon extensions are further discussed in [3] wherein
Sommerhiuser remarks that H can be factored as a cocycled crossed product of H and C[Z,].
This article seeks to study these extensions and their representations. Specifically, we seek a
concrete understanding of the tensor category Rep(H) in terms of Rep(H). Our interest lies
in generating examples of both semisimple and non-semisimple ribbon categories, as well as

better understanding braided tensor categories which are not ribbon.
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The question of whether every braided fusion category is ribbon remains open. This is
a special case of the question of whether every fusion category has a spherical structure
[13]. Etingof, Nikshych, and Ostrik [I3] showed that every fusion category C embeds into
a spherical fusion category of twice the dimension C. By Theorem .24 this construction

~ —_——

agrees with the formal ribbon extension explored here, i.e., Rep(H) =~ Rep(H ) for semisimple
H.

Topological quantum field theories (TQFTs) provide another motivation for studying rib-
bon Hopf algebras. Reshetikhin-Turaev and Crane-Yetter-Hauffman TQFTs are semisim-
ple (241)- and (3+1)-TQFTs which come from certain ribbon Hopf algebras (and more
generally ribbon fusion categories) [9, 20, 24]. Recently, there has been much interest in
non-semisimple topological quantum field theories (TQFTs). One potential advantage of
studying non-semisimple TQFTs is that semisimple (3+1)-TQFTs are known to be unable
to distinguish exotic smooth structure [22]. It is unknown whether this is also true for non-
semisimple (34+1)-TQFTs. Like in the semisimple case, one build non-semisimple (2+1)- and
(34+1)-TQFTs with non-semisimple ribbon categories [8, (10, [I§]. Consequently, generating
examples of ribbon Hopf algebras, as we do here, may have interesting applications to both
topology and physics. 3

The present article is ordered as follows; in Section 2, we study the basic properties of H,
including expanding on two known factorizations of H in terms of H and F[Z;], where [ is
the underlying field [3, 21]. It follows from the Sommerhéuser’s factorization that Rep(H)

fits into an exact sequence Vecz, — Rep(H) — Rep(H) of braided finite tensor categories.
However, we see in Section [3 that Rep(ﬁ[ ) can be described more precisely. In Section [3]
we show that every H-module has a compatible H-action, using the holomorphic functional
calculus and the completeness of the theory of algebraically closed fields. We spend the

majority of this section investigating this H-action. As mentioned, we also show that, if

H is semisimple, Rep(H) is isomorphic to the pivotalization/sphericalization Rep(H) of
Rep(H) introduced in [13]. In Section [ we investigate the formal ribbon extension of the
Drinfeld doubles of Nichols Hopf algebrasﬂ of odd index. Doubled Nichols Hopf algebras
DK, are always quasitriangular but ribbon if and only if n is even. Thus, for odd n, the
algebras DIC,, provide a nontrivial example of our theory.

For simplicity, we build our theory for Hopf algebras. However, most of the theory (in
particular, all of Section [B]) explored here can easily be extended to quasitriangular weak
Hopf algebras, and, hence, to braided fusion categories.

2. FORMAL RIBBON EXTENSIONS

2.1. Notations and terminology. We fix an algebraically closed field F of characteristic 0.
Throughout this article, we make use of sum-less Sweedler’s notation (e.g., A(z) = sW®x?).
Similarly, if R € H ® H is an R-matrix of a quasitriangular Hopf algebra H, we write
R = RW ® R®. By an H-module, we always mean a left H-module. We denote the
category of finite-dimensional representations of a Hopf algebra H by Rep(H) and identify
it with the category of finite-dimensional H-modules in the standard way. For an element

INichols Hopf algebras are distinct from Nichols algebras of a braided vector space. However, Nichols
Hopf algebras may be constructed from Nichols algebras. The terminology “Nichols Hopf algebra” appears
n [II]. The algebras DK, for even n are also known as symplectic fermion ribbon Hopf algebras [15].
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h € H and an H-module M € Rep(H), we denote by h - — the map M — M given by
m+— h-m.
Let H = (H,m,1,A ¢, S) be a Hopf algebra. Then, H is:
(1) quasitriangular if there is an invertible R-matrizx R € H ® H such that
RA(ZL’)R_l = AOp(ZL'), (A ®1dH)(R) = R13R23, (ldH ®A)(R> = R13R12,

where Ri; = RV ®@R® ®1, Ri3 = RV ®1Q R?, and Ry = 1@ RY @ R,
(2) ribbon if H is quasitriangular and there is an invertible central ribbon element v €
Z(H) such that

v? = uS(u), A(V) = (RyR) " Hvev), S(v) =, e(v) =1,

where u = S(R®)RW is the Drinfeld element and Ry = R® @ RW;
(3) unimodular if the space of left integrals {A € H|hA = e(h)A,Vh € H} and the space
of right integrals {A € H|Ah = e(h)A,Yh € H} coincide;
(4) factorizable if H is quasitriangular and the Drinfeld map fgo : H* — H given by
fo(B) = (B®idy)(RaR) is a linear isomorphism.
The Drinfeld element u has a handful of nice properties that we exploit throughout this
article.

Proposition 2.1.1. Let H be a quasitriangular Hopf algebra. Then, the Drinfeld element u
satisfies

uS(u) e Z(H)

A(uS(u)) = (R R)~*(uS(u) @ uS(u)),

uS(u)~t is grouplike,

S2(h) = uhu=" for all he H,

-l = RO S2(RW).

Theorem 2.1.2. Let H be a finite-dimensional Hopf algebra.

(1) Quasitriangular structures on H are in one-to-one correspondence with braidings on
Rep(H). Given an R-matric R € H® H, the corresponding braiding B : ® — ®°P on
Rep(H) is generated, for H-modules M, M’, by Bar e - m@m' — [R®-m/|Q[RYV-m].

(2) Ribbon elements in H are in one-to-one correspondence with ribbon structures on
Rep(H). Given a ribbon element v € H, the corresponding ribbon structure 6 :
IdRep(rr) = Idrep(rr) on Rep(H) is given, for an H-module M, by Oy : m — v='-m.

(3) H is unimodular if and only if Rep(H) is unimodular.

(4) H is factorizable if and only if Rep(H) is factorizable.

We denote by Vecz, the ribbon fusion category whose underlying fusion category is the
Z5-graded vector spaces Vecz, with simple representatives V't and V', whose braiding 3 :
® — ®°P is trivial and nontrivial twist 6 : Idveci — Idveci satisfies Oy~ = —idy-. In
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particular, if F[Z5] is the ribbon Hopf algebra with R-matrix R = 1® 1 and ribbon element
v = g, where {(g) = Z, then Vec;, = Rep([F[Z,]).

2.2. The formal ribbon extension H. Ribbon Hopf algebras were introduced in [21] to
construct invariants of links. To prove the versatility of their construction, they showed
that any quasitriangular Hopf algebra H embeds into a ribbon Hopf algebra with the same

R-matrix. In this paper, we term this ribbon Hopf algebra the formal ribbon extension of
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H. As seen in Definition 2.2.1] the construction is quite straightforward. As we will see
throughout the present article, it is also quite well-behaved.

Definition 2.2.1. Let H be a quasitriangular Hopf algebra with R-matrix Re H® H. Let

u = (mo (S®id))(Ra) be the Drinfeld element. The formal ribbon extension of (H, R) is
the ribbon Hopf algebra H defined by adjoining a formal ribbon element v € H as follows;

as a vector space H = H@® Hv, and v € Z(H) is defined to satisfy the following identities:
v? = uS(u), A(FV) = (RyR)'(v®V), S(v) =, e(v) = 1.
We now review some elementary properties of this construction.

Proposition 2.2.1. Let H be a finite-dimensional, quasitriangular Hopf algebra. Then, H
1s unimodular if and only if H is unimodular.

Proof. Let inty(H) and intg(H) be the space of left and right integrals of H respectively.
We claim inty(H) = (1 + V)int(H) and intgr(H) = (1 + V)intg(H).
Let A be a nonzero left integral of H. Then, (1 +v)A is also nonzero since H n Hv = {0}.

Moreover, since 1 + v € Z(H), we have
(a+bv)(1+V)A = €(a)(1+V)A+e(b) (e(¥?) +V)A = (e(a) +€(b))(1+V)A = e(a+bv)(1+V)A.

Thus, (1+Vv)A is a left integral. Since intr,(H) is one-dimensional for any finite-dimensional
Hopf algebra H, it follows int;(H) = (1 + v)int;(H). The proof of the statement for right
integrals is similar. It follows that, if H is unimodular, so is H. By the linear independence

of H and HvV, the converse is also true. 0

While the formal ribbon extension preserves unimodularity, it cannot preserve factoriz-
ability, as a consequence of Proposition 2.2.2]

Proposition 2.2.2. Let (H, R) be a quasitriangular Hopf algebra, and let H < H' be a Hopf
algebra extension for which (H', R) is quasitriangular. Then, (H', R) is not factorizable.

Proof. Since R € H® H, the Drinfeld map is zero on any functional which vanishes on H. [J

Remark 2.2.2. While H cannot be factorizable, we may build factorizable, ribbon Hopf
algebras using the formal ribbon extension and the Drinfeld double constructions. If H
is a finite-dimensional, quasitriangular, unimodular Hopf algebra, then DH is a ribbon
Hopf algebra [7]. In particular, if H is any finite-dimensional Hopf algebra, then DDH is a
ribbon Hopf algebra. This implies that, from any finite-dimensional Hopf algebra H, we may

construct the (possibly non-semisimple) modular category Rep(DﬁI ), which has dimension
4(dim H)*.

2.3. Decompositions of H. We consider two decompositions of H in terms of H and [F[Zs]
and the implications of these decompositions on their representation categories. First, we
show that H factors as a tensor product of H and F[Zs] if and only if H is ribbon. This
tensor product decomposition is first noted in Reshetikhin and Turaev’s original paper [21],
Rmk. 3.5], though this equivalence of conditions appears to be new. Sommerhéuser also
provides a decomposition for any Hopf algebra H, which says that H always factors as a
cocycled crossed product of H and F[Z,]. It is worth noting that, even if H is ribbon, the

cocycle may be nontrivial. This is seen in Example [2.3.3]
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Proposition 2.3.1. Let (H, R, V) be a ribbon Hopf algebra and (H, R,¥) be the formal ribbon
extension of (H,R). Then, H ~ H @ F[Z,] as ribbon Hopf algebras. Moreover, if H is a
finite-dimensional, quasitriangular Hopf algebra and H ~ H® F[Zs] as quasitriangular Hopf
algebras, then H has a compatible ribbon element.

Proof. Denote the generator of Zs by ¢g. Namely, we define ¢ : H > H® F[Zs] by
dla+bv) =a®1+bv®yg.
This is clearly a linear isomorphism (since v is invertible) and preserves 1. Under this
isomorphism, ¢ can be identified with 1 ® g = ¢(v~1v). Moreover,
d((a+bv)(a" + V) = (ad" + bb'uS(u)) ® 1+ (ab' + ba')v® g = ¢(a + bv)p(a’ + V'V).

As a result of ¢ being an algebra homomorphism, it suffices to check that ¢ preserves the
counit, comultiplication, and antipode on just v:

(0 @) (AW)) = (0@ ¢)(Ra1Riz) (VO V))
= (Ra1Rp) H(vR1I®VRL(1®IR1®yg)
= A(p(v)),
P(S(V)) =o(V) =v®g = 5(vRyg) = S((v)),
€(d(v)) = elgle(v) = 1 = €(v).
Clearly, (RY ®1)® (R® ®1) is an R-matrix for H ® F[Z,], and v ® ¢ is a ribbon element
for H® [F|Z,].
For the converse, note that, if Rep(H ® F[Z,]) has a ribbon structure 6 : Idgepngr[z,]) —
IdRrep(HeF[Z2]), then we could restrict 6 to a ribbon structure on modules of the form M ®F 4y,

which is precisely Rep(H). In particular, the ribbon element v € H can be recovered from
the equality Opgr,, (1®1) =v!1®1. O

Corollary 2.3.2. Let (H, R, v) be a finite-dimensional ribbon Hopf algebra and (H, R,¥) be
the formal ribbon extension of (H, R). Then,

Rep(H) = Rep(H) Vecz,
as ribbon finite tensor categories.

Corollary 2.3.2] is reminiscent of the property that, for a finite-dimensional factorizable
Hopf algebra H, representations of the Drinfeld double DH factor as a Deligne product in
terms of the representations of H (see [23]):

Rep(DH) =~ Rep(H) [X] Rep(H )P

The notion of a cocycled crossed product algebra comes from [4]. Conditions under which
this construction yields a Hopf algebra were studied in [I]. This construction can be used to
describe formal ribbon extensions in general [3].

Definition 2.3.1. Let K be a Hopf algebra and H a unital associative algebra. A weak
action of K on H is a linear map - : K ® H — H such that, for all h,hy,hy € H and
k,ky,kye K,

(1) k- (hihs)

= (kW hy) (K - hy),
(2) k-1 =e(k)1,



(3) 1-h=h.
A weak action is symmetric if, for all h € H and k € K,
EYQRED . h =@ r® . h

Definition 2.3.2. Suppose K acts weakly on H via - : K ® H — H. A linear map
c: KK —>H

(1) is normal if, for all ke K, o(k® 1) = 0(1 ® k) = €(k)1;

(2) is a cocycle if, for all ky, ko, k3 € K,

Kok @k )o(k? @ (k7 k) = o (k" @ kD)o (K k) ® k)
(3) satisfies the twisted module condition if, for all ki, ky € K and h € H,
kY- (k) - Wo(k? @ ksY) = ok @ k) (k785?) - b,
(4) is symmetric if, for all ki, ko € K,
KO @ oY ©4) - KK @ Y 99

Lemma 2.3.3 ([4, Lem. 4.4-5]). Suppose - : K®H — H is a weak action of a Hopf algebra
K on a unital associative algebra H. Let 0 : K ® K — H be a linear map and denote by
H+#,K the vector space H ® K with simple tensors denoted h#k. Define a multiplication
on H#,K as follows: for any hy,hs € H and ky,ks € K,

(1 #tkn) (hatka) = [ha (KLY - ho)o (kY @ kSD)]# [k RS,

Then, this multiplication makes H#,K a unital associative algebra if and only if o is a
normal cocycle with the twisted module condition.

In the case where the cocycle is trivial, (i.e. o(k; ® ko) = €(kiko)ly) and the weak
action is an action, this agrees with the more classical notion of a crossed product algebra
Hx K =H#,K.

Lemma 2.3.4 ([2, Ex. 2.5(2)]). Suppose - : K ® H — H is a weak action of a Hopf algebra
K on another Hopf algebra H. Let 0 : K ® K — H be a normal cocycle with the twisted
module condition. Then, H#,K is a Hopf algebra if and only if - and o are both coalgebra
homomorphisms and symmetric. The coalgebra structure is given by the tensor product of
the coalgebras H and K and the antipode is given by

S(h#tk) = [Su(o(Sk(k®) @ k™)) # Sk (kM)][Su (h)#1].

Note that H =~ H ® 1 always appears as a normal subalgebra of H#,K. However, when
the cocycle o is nontrivial, K need not be a subalgebra of H#,K. With this notion of
cocycled crossed product, Sommerhauser provides a general decomposition for H. However,
to the author’s knowledge, a proof has not been publicly shared in the literature. We present
a proof here for completeness.

Theorem 2.3.5 ([3, Rmk. 3.14 due to Sommerhduser]). Let H be a finite-dimensional
quasitriangular Hopf algebra and let Zy = {g). Then, H =~ H#,F[Z,] as quasitriangular
Hopf algebras, where the weak action is generated by g - h = S?(h) and the cocycle o is
generated by 0(g® g) = uS(u)~t.
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Proof. 1t is clear that - is a weak action and a coalgebra homomorphism since S? is a bial-
gebra homomorphism. First, we verify o satisfy all the conditions of Definition Note
that normality is true by definition of o. When verifying the cocycle and twisted module
conditions, we need only check the case where ki = ky = k3 = g: for any he H,

9-(g-h)o(g®g) = S*(h)uS(u)™" = uS(u)'h=0o(g®g)(g* h),
g-0(g-9)o(g®g%) = S*(wS(u)™!) = uSu) ™" =o(g®g)o(9*®g).

Moreover, o is indeed a coalgebra homomorphism because uS(u)™! is grouplike. Finally,

- and o are symmetric because F|[Zs] is cocommutative. By Lemma 234 H#,F[Z;] is a
well-defined Hopf algebra. .
Observe that H = H@® Hv~'. Let ¢ : H — H#,F[Z5] be given by

dla+bv 1) i= atl + bu '4g

for a,b e H. This is clearly a linear isomorphism. It is easy to verify that this is a coalgebra
homomorphism and preserves 1. Moreover,

S0 ) = () ) = [0 (g0 ol © 0) " = (uS () #1 = 6(32),
S(e(v™1) = S(u™"#g) = [Su(o(Sriz,1(9) ® 9))#Srz.1(9)[S (u™)#1]
= [Su(wu (g Su(u) ]#g = u'#g = d(SF)).

From here, it is easy to see that that ¢ is a Hopf algebra isomorphism. Clearly, (RM#1) ®
(RP4#1) = (¢ ® ¢)(R) is an R-matrix for H#,F[Z;]. The result follows. O

We now consider an example which shows that the decompositions given in Theorems
2.3 and 235 are truly distinct.

Example 2.3.3. Consider the 4-dimensional Sweedler’s Hopf algebra H, generated by K, ¢
subject to

K? =1, £ =0, K¢ = —¢K
with Hopf algebra structure described by
AK)=KQ®K, e(K) =1, S(K) =K,
Alf) = KR{+E®1, €(§) =0, 5(§) = —K¢.

By [19], H, is ribbon with
R=(1®1+K®1+10K-KQK)(1®1+{®K¢)

and v = 1. H, is the first Nichols Hopf algebra K, which are further discussed in Section [l

Theorem 231 implies H, ~ Hy ® F[Z,]. However, S?(¢) = —¢, so, in Sommerhéuser’s
decomposition H, =~ Hy#,F[Z5], the weak action of F[Zy] on H, is nontrivial (meanwhile,
the cocycle is trivial in this case). In particular, (§#1)(1#9) = —(1#¢)(E#1) in Hy#,F[Zs].
Thus, Sommerhéauser’s decomposition does not reduce to the tensor product decomposition
of Theorem 2.3.1]

Corollary 2.3.6. Let H be a finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra. Then, the
sequence H — H — [F[Zs] is a strictly exact sequence of quasitriangular Hopf algebras. In
particular, there is an exact sequence of braided finite tensor categories:

Vecz, — Rep(H) — Rep(H).
7



Proof. By the correspondence between cleft extensions and cocycled crossed products (and
as noted in [3, Rmk. 3.14]), there is a cleft exact sequence H — H — F[Z,]. This sequence
is, in particular, is strictly exact. By [B, Prop. 2.9], this gives rise to an exact sequence of
tensor categories:

Rep(F[Z5]) = Vecz, — Rep(H) — Rep(H).

Since ¢ and p preserve the R-matrix, the functors are braided. O

3. REPRESENTATIONS OF F[

Throughout this section, H is a finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra over an
algebraically closed field [ of characteristic 0, and M is a finite-dimensional H-module. For
an H-module N, we denote the H-module obtained by restricting the action on N to H by
N|g.

3.1. Upgrading H-actions to H-actions. By dominance, Corollary[2:3.6/shows that every
H-module arises both as a submodule of some H-module. Theorem shows that, in
fact, every H-module has an H-action. Moreover, we obtain a characterization of simple
and projective H-modules in terms of simple and projective H-modules in Proposition B.1.4]
and Theorem Modules of this form are of particular interest in finite tensor categories,
as the finiteness property can be characterized in terms of such objects [14].

Subsection [B.1] is much more general than presented. Indeed, the coalgebra and antipode
structures are not relevant here. All results hold verbatim for extensions of algebras A < A[b]
for which b commutes with A and > = a for some invertible a € A. This subsection may be
further generalized to the case where b" = a. As our primary interest is the formal ribbon
extension, we phrase all results in terms of H.

Lemma [3.1.1is a technical result that we employ to show that H-modules can always be
made into H-modules. The proof presented here applies the holomorphic functional calculus
to prove the result for C and then completeness of the theory of algebraically closed fields of
characteristic 0 to extend it to more general fields. The intersection in the applicability of
these two results seems quite small. Moreover, there is a more direct proof of Lemma B.1.1]
which relies on neither of these techniques, described in Remark [3.1.1]

Lemma 3.1.1. Suppose V' is a finite-dimensional vector space over an algebraically closed
field F of characteristic 0 and that B € Autg(V). Then, B has a square root A € Autg(V)
which commutes with the centralizer of B in Endg (V).

Proof. We can formulate Lemma [3.1.1]in terms of logical sentences in the language of rings.
For each n > 1, let ¢,, be the sentence

¢n = “Vbu, ey bnna (det[bw] #0— E‘CLH, R o) (det[aij] # 0 A [aij]2 = [blj]
AYerr, . Can, ([eif][bi] = [biglleiz] — [eijllais] = [aiz]leis])))7,

where [a;;] denotes the matrix whose entries are a;;,7,7 = 1,...,n. That is, ¢, is the
sentence “for every m x m matrix B with nonzero determinant, there is an n x n matrix A
which has nonzero determinant, squares to B, and, for every n x n matrix C, if B commutes
with C, then A commutes with C.” Observe that Lemma [B.1.1] is equivalent to ¢, being

true for all n. By completeness of the theory of algebraically closed fields of characteristic
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0, ¢y, is true for C if and only if ¢, is true for all algebraically closed fields of characteristic
0. Thus, it suffices to prove the result for C only.

Since B has a finite spectrum o(B) and is invertible (so 0 ¢ o(B)), there is a holomorphic
branch of the square root function 4/- : U — C in a neighborhood U of the spectrum of
B. The holomorphic functional calculus gives an element A = /B in the Banach algebra
generated by B such that A2 = B. Moreover, since V is finite-dimensional, the operator
A is a polynomial in B. In particular, A € Zp (Endg(V)). Finally, A is invertible with
At = AB7L. O

It is worth noting that extending results obtained by (holomorphic, continuous, or Borel)
functional calculi on C to arbitrary algebraically closed fields of characteristic 0 using model
theory is quite difficult in general. Sentences in the language of rings may only involve poly-
nomials equations, greatly limiting the applicability of model theoretic techniques. However,
general holomorphic functions need not send, for example, Q to itself. Thus, we should
not expect that most results obtained by functional calculi to be applicable to arbitrary
anyways.

Remark 3.1.1. Here is a more constructive proof of Lemma BTl Let b(z) = (z —
A1)™ ... (x — A\g)™ be the minimal polynomial of B, where the \; € F* are distinct and
nonzero. For each ¢ = 1,... n, using the fact that [ is algebraically closed of characteristic
0, let a;(z) be the Taylor polynomial of (a branch of) /z about x = \; of degree n; — 1.
Then, a;(z) satisfies b;(x)? = z (mod (x — \;)"). By the Chinese remainder theorem, there
is a polynomial a(z) such that a(x) = a;(x) (mod (z — \;)™) for all 7. In particular, a(z)
satisfies a(x)? = z (mod b(x)), so a(z)? = x+ p(x)b(x) for some polynomial p(x). Therefore,
if A= a(B), then A> = B + p(B)b(B) = B.

Theorem 3.1.2. Suppose H is a finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra and M 1is
a finite-dimensional H-module. Then, there is an H-module M such that, when the action
1s restricted to H, M|H >~ M as H-modules. Moreover, if M is indecomposable, then there
are precisely two such H-modules, up to isomorphism.

Proof. By Lemma B.TT] there is a linear map A € Endg(M) such that A* = uS(u) - — and
A(h-v) =h-Av for all ve M. As a vector space, set M := M and define the action

(@+bV) - gvi=a-pyv+by Av

for a,be H and v e M. It is clear that this action does indeed define an H-module and that
M|y = M.

Now assume M is indecomposable. Set M* = M , and let M~ be the H-module with the
conjugate action:

(a+bV) py-vi=a-pv—">0b-p Av

for any a,b € H and m € M. Note that indeed M~ |z = M. In M¥*, the spectrum
o(v-—) = t+/0(uS(u) - —), where /- is the fixed branch of the square root as in the proof
of Lemma B.I.1l This implies that M~ % M+ as H-modules, as the spectra of v - — differ.
Consider M @ vM as an H-module in the obvious way. Define F : M @ VM — M* @ M~
by

mi ® vmey — (ml + Amg) @ (m1 — Amg)
9



It is easily shown that this map is an H-linear isomorphism. The result follows by the
uniqueness of the decomposition of M @ v M into indecomposable H-modules. O

Corollary 3.1.3. Let H be a finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra and M be a
finite-dimensional indecomposable H-module. Then, uS(u)-— : M — M has precisely one
distinct eigenvalue.

Remark 3.1.2. Note that v-— need not be a polynomial in w5 (u)-— for general H-modules.
Let H = C be the trivial quasitriangular complex Hopf algebra (with R = 1® 1). Consider
the possible ways to make C? into a C = C[Zy]-module. C acts by scalar multiplication on

C?, so any choice of square root of uS(u) - — = ide: suffices for the action of v - —. For
example, we may set v-— = (3 %), which is certainly not a polynomial in idee. In this case,

v — is diagonalizable with eigenvalues in {1, —1}. However, in the case of simple H-modules,
v - — is just a scalar multiple of the identity.

As in the proof of Theorem B.1.2] given an indecomposable H-module M, we will denote
the two H-modules which restrict to M as M and M~. Note that the complex square
root has no general notion of positive and negative square root. With the exception of the
trivial H-module V;, M+ and M~ can be interchanged throughout this work without loss
of generality. For Vi, the H-module V", where v - — = idvl+, is the trivial H-module, while
the H-module Vi, where v- — = — idV1+, is a sort of sign module. In particular, the ribbon

category tensor-generated by Vi~ is Vecz,.

Proposition 3.1.4. Suppose H is a finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra and N
is a simple H-module. Then, N|y is a simple H-module.

Proof. Suppose M < N|g is an H-submodule of N. Note that v-—: N — N is an H-linear

map since v € Z(H), so there is some ¢ € F* such that v - — = cidy by Schur’s lemma.
In particular, v -m = ¢m for all m € M < N. Therefore, M is an H-submodule of N, so
M = N or M = 0. Thus, N|g is a simple H-module. O

Corollary 3.1.5. Let H be a finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra. Then, H is
semisimple if and only if H is semisimple.

Proof. Suppose H is semisimple. Note that

dim [ @ dim(VHVT@dm(V)V™ |=2dim| P dim(V)V |=2dimH = dim H.
V simple V simple
H-module H-module

Thus, all simple H-modules must be their own projective covers. The same equality of
dimensions shows the opposite implication. [l

Theorem 3.1.6. Let V' be a finite-dimensional simple module over a finite-dimensional
quasitriangular Hopf algebra H. Let P be the projective cover of V' as H-modules and Py be
the projective covers of V* as H-modules. Then, Py|g =~ P as H-modules.

Proof. For a simple H-module V', let P(V) denote its (H-module) projective cover. Note
that
H=HoHv= @ (dmV)(P(V)®vP(V)).
V simple
10



Thus, P(V) @ P(V)v is projective for every V.

Let p: P — V be an H-module covering map. Without loss of generality, VE|g = V as
H-modules. Define the maps py : P@® VP — V= given by pi(hy + hov) = p(hy) + v - p(hs)
for hi,hy € H. Note that these maps are clearly H-linear. Since p is nonzero, both are
nonzero. That is, P @ v P has nonzero maps into both V* and V~. Given a simple module
W, P(W) is the only projective indecomposable module (up to isomorphism) with a nonzero
map into W. Since (P@®VP)|y =~ P® P as H-modules, the decomposition of P @ VP into
a direct sum of H-modules may contain at most two indecomposable summands. It follows
that P@vP =~ P, ® P_ as H-modules. The isomorphism can be considered as an H-module
isomorphism so that

PP =~ (P@\N’PHH = P+|H®P,|H
as H-modules. The result follows by the uniqueness of decomposition of P @ v P into inde-
composable H-modules. 0

Corollary 3.1.7. Suppose H is a finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra and Q) is
a projective H-module. Then, Q|y is a projective H-module. Moreover, every projective
H-module arises this way.

The question of whether indecomposable H-modules restrict to indecomposable H-module
remains unclear to the author. However, Proposition B.1.4l and Corollary give a positive
answer in the simplest cases. Thus, we conjecture that this is true in general. This would,
in particular, imply that, if P is a projective H-module, then any P is also projective, which
is not implied by Corollary [B.1.7

Conjecture 3.1.8. Suppose H is a finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra and N
is a finite-dimensional indecomposable H-module. Then, N|g is also indecomposable as an
H-module.

3.2. The tensor category Rep(H).

Lemma 3.2.1. Suppose H is a finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra and N, N’
are finite-dimensional H-modules. Then, (N @ N')|g = N|y ® N'|p as H-modules.

For a braided category C, let C’ denote the Miiger center of C, defined by
= {M eC | ﬁMI7M O,BM7MI = idM®MI for all M’ e C},
where 5 : ® — ®°P is the braiding on C.

Theorem 3.2.2. Suppose H is a finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra. Then, the
following are equivalent for an H-module M :

(1) M € Rep(H)',

(2) M e Rep(H 1) for some M such that M|y =~ M,

(3) M e Rep(H)' for all M such that M|y = M.

Proof. By Theorem , every H-module has such an H-module M, and the R-matrix acts
identically on M ® M’ and M® M. O

For any finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra H, Vi~ is always in the Miger
center of Rep(H). The ribbon category generated by V]~ is not sVec. The category, which

we have denoted Vecz,, has a nontrivial ribbon twist 6y~ = —1 on V'~ but a trivial braiding
11



By-y- = idy-. In particular, Rep(H) can never be a modular category nor be condensed
to a modular category.

Corollary 3.2.3. If H is a finite-dimensional factorizable Hopf algebra, then Rep(H) =
Vecz, and 1is tensor generated by V.

Proof. Suppose N € Rep(H)' is indecomposable. By factorizability of H, N|g =~ V®" as an
H-module for some n > 0. In particular, h - v = e(h)v for all h € H and v € N. The action
g-— of the finite-order grouplike ¢ = uv~! on N must be diagonalizable. Therefore, g-— has
an eigenspace decomposition so that N = NT @ N~ and ¢ - v* = +ov* for v* € N*. Since
H acts via scalar multiples of the identity, any subspace of N|g is a direct summand of N|y
as an H-module. By indecomposability of N, this implies that either N is one-dimensional
and N~ = 0 or vice versa. These correspond to N =~ V" or N =~ V|~ respectively. O

[13, Rmk. 3.1] introduces a notion of pivotalization C of a fusion category C. It is later
shown in Prop. 5.14 that the pivotal structure on C is spherical. We show that Rep(H) =~

Rep(H) as braided fusion categories, when these two constructions both apply. In this
sense, the formal ribbon extension is a generalization of pivotalization to the non-semisimple
braided case.

The notion of pivotalization is well-defined for any finite tensor category C with a monoidal
natural isomorphism @ : Ide — (—)****. By Radford’s formula for S*, pivotalization is, in
particular, possible for representation categories of finite-dimensional Hopf algebras (i.e.,
finite tensor categories with a fiber functor to Vec) or finite-dimensional semisimple weak
Hopf algebras (i.e., fusion categories). In general, however, such a ® need not exist. For
example, a general weak Hopf algebra does not have such a formula. There is a generaliza-
tion of Radford’s formula to finite tensor categories [12], which leads to a weaker natural
isomorphism ® : Ide — ((=)****)" for some N > 1, which depends on the order of the
distinguished invertible object.

Definition 3.2.1. Let C be a finite tensor category with a monoidal natural isomorphism
¢ : Ide — (—)****. The pivotalization of (C,®) is the category C with objects (M, ¢) where
M e C and ¢ : M — M™* satisfies ¢** o ¢ = ® and morphisms

Homg((M, ¢) — (M',¢)) := {f € Home(M — M’)[¢po f = f* o $}.
We give the pivotalization a tensor category structure by

(M, ¢) @ (M',9) := (M @M, ¢ ®1)).

For a fusion category or representation category of a finite-dimensional Hopf algebra, ®
is assumed to be the Radford isomorphism induced by Radford’s formula for S*. In which
case, we speak of the pivotalization of C rather than (C, ®).

Theorem 3.2.4. If H is a finite-dimensional semisimple quasitriangular Hopf algebra, then

~ —_——

Rep(H) =~ Rep(H) as braided fusion categories.

Proof. In this proof, we will use the fact that H=H®Hv "
Given a finite-dimensional H-module N, set M = N|g. Let {f;} be a basis of M* and
{f'} € M** be the dual basis. For x € M and g € M*, define the map ¢y : M — M** by

on(@)(9) = DL ROV 0)[S(RD) - [1(g) = Y, S(ROVT - 2) f(g(S*(RY) - ).

12



Let M be a finite-dimensional simple H-module and ¢ : M — M** an H-linear auto-
morphism such that ¢** o ¢ = d. Let {e;} be a basis for M and {e'} be the dual basis.
Let M? = M as a vector space. For m € M and a,b € H, we define the following explicit
H-action on M?:

(a+bv™1)m = a-m—i—Z[R(l)-(b(m)](ei)(bR@)-ei) = a-m+2 d(m)(e'(S2(RMW)-—))(bRP-¢;).
Diagrammatically, the maps ¢n : N|g — (N|g)** and v1- —: M? — M? may be written
as follows:

(Nla)™ M

CVN|u CV(Mo)x

ON = (N|)* / Ny , vl._ = (M) \ (M?)*
[COGV(N‘H)* [{,—1 ‘N _J [ ) } [ CO€V 1 }

This construction is well-known (see, for instance, [16]). As a composition of H-linear maps,
¢y and v - — are H-linear. These constructions are inverse to each other in the sense that
das = ¢ and (N|n)* = . - o

Consider the following functors F : Rep(H) — Rep(H) and G : Rep(H) — Rep(H): for
an H-module M and H-module N, we define

F(N) = (Nlu, én),
G((M, ) = M?,

The functors are defined on morphisms in the obvious way. Moreover, we have G(F(N)) = N
and F(G((M,¢))) = (M, ¢). Thus, F and G form a linear isomorphism of categories. By
construction, F' and G are indeed braided tensor functors. Thus, the result follows. O

4. THE FORMAL RIBBON EXTENSION OF DOUBLED NICHOLS HOPF ALGEBRAS

4.1. Doubled Nichols Hopf algebras DK,. Given how nicely H-modules can be de-
scribed in relation to H-modules, one might wonder if anything nontrivial is being studied
here. In particular, is it always true that the fusion rules of Rep(H) and Rep(H) X] Vec,
agree? Proposition4.3.4] provides a disproof using the doubled Nichols Hopf al@a DK, for
odd n, even for the full subcategories generated by just simple and projective DI,,-modules.
We recall the study of Nichols Hopf algebras K,, and their doubles DIC,, from [6].

Let n be a positive integer. The Nichols Hopf algebra KC,, is the 2"*!-dimensional complex

unital algebra which has generators K, &, ..., &, subject to the following relations: for all
13



,7=1,...,n,
K? =1, & =0, &&= —&5is K¢ = —§K.

In particular, K, is a crossed product A*C" x C[Z3] of an exterior algebra on an n-
dimensional space by the Zs-group algebra. The algebra K, has a natural Hopf algebra

structure with the following operations: for allt =1,...,n,
AK)=KQ®K, e(K) =1, S(K) =K,
AlG) = K®&+&6E®1, e(&) =0, S(&) = —K¢.

Let W = {&"¢52 ... % |a; € {0,1}}. Then, K, has a natural basis given by W v KW. Set
I(w) = {ila; = 1} for w = £'&5% ... &8 € W and |w| = [I(w)| = X", a;. By [19, Prop.
11], there is a large family of R-matrices for K, and each has a unique compatible ribbon
element.

The Drinfeld double DK, of K, is a 2?"*2-dimensional complex Hopf algebra. DI, is
generated by K, K, &1, ..., &0, &1, ..., &, where the sets {K, &, ..., &) and {K,&,..., &)
each generate a copy of the Hopf algebra K, with the operations and relations described
above. Moreover, they have the following additional relations: for 7,5 =1,...,n,

KK = KK, K¢ = -6 K, K¢ = —&K, §i&j = 0i=j(1 — KK) — £¢;.

If we set £71657 ... &om = ENES2 .. £ for EME52 ... £% e W and set W = {w|w € W}, then
WW o KWW KWW u KKWW is a basis of DIC,,.

By the construction of Drinfeld doubles, DK, has a natural R-matrix which makes the
algebra factorizable:

—1)lwl/2] _ _
R = Z %(w@w(l + K)+ Kw®w(l — K)).
weW
When n is even, DK, has two compatible ribbon elements v, and v, given by

vi= Y, %W((—D'w”(f( — K) + 1+ KK)ww.

4.2. A presentation of lf?l\C;
Theorem 4.2.1. DIC,, with its canonical R-matriz is not ribbon for odd n.

Proof. Note that, in K,, S* = idg,. When n is odd, the distinguished grouplikes in K,
and KC,* are K and K respectively. By [I7, Thm. 3], it suffices to show that K € K, has
no grouplike square-root. We show that 1 and K are the only grouplikes in IC,,. Suppose
r =2, awlci(w)l+cx(w)K)w e K, is a grouplike. Then, the following two equalities hold:

Alr) = D (er(w)l + ex(wi) K)wy @ (e2(ws)1 + exc(wa) K )w,

wl,ll)QEW
= Y (a1l +ex(W)KQK) [[ (K®&+&®1).
weW i€l(w)

Note that in the first equality, for any w € W, there is a term of the form c¢;(w)?w ® w.
However, in the second equality, every summand of the form w; ® ws necessarily satisfies

I(wy) nI(ws) = @. Thus, ¢;(w) = 0 for any w # 1. Similarly, cx(w) = 0 for any w # 1. It
14



is straightforward from here to see that only 1 and K are grouplikes for IC,. In particular,
neither is a square root of K. O

The following lemma provides a formula for converting between sums of the form » _y; hyww
where h,, depends only on the length of w to sums of the form ), kyww. Sums of this
form are extremely common in our calculations. The lemma is symmetric, in that swapping
all w’s with w’s (and vice versa) does not change the validity of the formulas.

Lemma 4.2.2. Let f:{0,1,...,n} — DK, be any function. Then,

>, fllwhaw = 7 (1) f(w])+

weW weW

(= (\w|+1 /2| 2 (” - |w|> 1)l(f+\w|)/2J25*1f(g + |w]) (1 — KK)) wWW

In particular,

> F(w))(1+ KK)w Z D f(lw) (1 + KK)wa

n—|w|
> ol - KRy = 3 -yl Y (" }'“”)( 1R (4 (1~ K K

Note: the index of £ starts at 1 in the general case, but 0 in the case when the sum has a
(1 — KK)-coefficient.

Proof. First, we note the following formula for any w e W

ww = (—1)twl?l Z (=D D21 = KRty

I(w)SI(w)
Then,
Z flwlyww = Z f(|w|)(_1)“w|/2j Z [(Jw'[+1)/2] (1— KK)Iw\ 'l
weW weW NeI(

Note that there are ("_llwq) choices of w € W so that I(w’) < I(w) so that ¢ + |w'| = |w|.
Thus, by indexing the sum by ¢ and relabeling w’ by w, we obtain the following:

n—|w|
= Sy () e - KR

weW £=0

Finally, if £ > 0, then (1 — KK)* = 2°}(1 — KK), so the sum can be broken into the two
sums given in the lemma statement. The two special cases follow directly. 0
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Lemma 4.2.3. Let n be a positive integer. Then, the Drinfeld element u € DI, satisfies

u = Z Luwvzj((—l)"ﬂw‘(l — KK) + K + K)ww,
u Tt = w;y w((—l)”(l — KK) + K + K)ww,
S(u) = Z M((—I)W(l — KK) + K + K)ww,
weW

uS(u) = #(1 — KK) + (1+ KK) Y (=12l =typ,

We see that S(u) = u only when n is even, wherein u/ and uK are both ribbon elements
in DKC,,. When n is odd, K and K still implement the antipode, but it is no longer the case
that uK and uK are ribbon elements since K2 # uS(u)™! # K2

Proof. By definition,

u= 3 E G Ry R+ (1 - B) (- R) k)
- (_1)l(IW\+1)/2J _ _
:w%#(1+K+K—KK)ww. (1)

(_1)l(k+1)/2J

By applying Lemma 22 to the functions f(k) = 5

(,1)l<12c+1>/2J (1 - KK), we get, by the binomial theorem,

K( + KK) and f(k) =

w|/2 nlvl
-y (-t |/J(K+f()wu7+ S ()l $ (”_ |“’|)(_1)f+w|2“(1 - KK)ww,

weW 2 weW t
(—1)twl2] _ _
= (=)0 - KK) + K + K)w.
weW

By Proposition 21.1], we see that

—1)lwl/2] _ )
ut = Z %(w(l + K)S?*(w) + w(1 — K)S*(Kw)),
weW
=2 %W(((—U'w(l ~ KR)+ K + K)ww).
weW
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Again, we apply the two special cases of Lemma [£.2.2] to get

(_1)l(IW\+1)/2J

el )
=y — ((K+K)+ > (" €| |)(—1)“|w2£(1—KK))> Wb,

—)l(wl+1)/2] _ - _
=2 % (K +K)+ (-1)"(1 - KK))) wa.
weW

Now, we compute S(u) using Equation (I):

(= 1)Ll +1)/2]
2

2
weW

(=)l
e
weW

S(u) = (1+ K+ K — KK)(—K)"hw(-K)"hg,

5 (=11 - KK) + K + K)ww.

Next, we compute the product uS(u). First, let w = Hiel(w) &&i. Note that £6,6;€ = ;66,6
for i # j, so this product does not need a specified ordering. Then, we can write u and S(u)
as

u= >y %((—1)"*‘”'(1 — KK) + K + K)o,
weW

S = ¥ %((—1)“1'(1 CKE)+ K + K)i.

weW
We compute uS(u) as follows:

1

uS() = Y LD KR+ K 4+ Ky (-1)(1 = KE) + K + Ky,
w1, w2eW
1 _ _ - _
= Z 5((_1)|w1|+‘w2‘+n(1 — KK)+1+KK) H &i&i&i&i H &i&is
w1,w2eW i€l(wr)nI(w2) 1€l(wy ) AL(ws2)
- > %((-1)'1”1'”2”(1 —KK)+1+ KK)(1 - KEK)Tw)otw2)lg (T(w,) U I(w,)),
wl,wQGW

where A denotes symmetric difference and, if I < {1,...,n}, then w(I) = (£,6)% ... (£.6,)%",
where a; = 1if 7 € I and a; = 0 otherwise. We can reindex the sum to take advantage of the
(1 — KK) multiplier as follows:

1 _ _
= > 5(K + K)oy + Y, 2ot = qyloltiealon g K9 (I(w;) O T(w)).
I(w1)nI(w2)=92 w1,w2eW
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Given w € W, consider all summands of the form (1 — KK)w. For each ¢; = 0,..., |w|,
there are (‘Z') different wy; € W such that I(w) g I(w) and |wy| = ¢;. Fix such a w;.
Then, for each o = |w| — ¢4, ..., |w]|, there are (Z o ‘) different wy € W with |wy| = £y
and W(I(w;) U I(wy)) = w. In this case [I(w1) N I(wy)| = €1 + f5 — |w|. Next, we consider
all summands of the form (1 + KK)w. For fixed wy < I(w), there is exactly one wy such
that (K + K )y = . There are 21! such w,. Moreover, the summand %(1 + KK )1y
depends only on w. Indexing by m = |w| — ¢, the above sum can be rewritten as

= 2, 2+ KR )i+ ) i ﬁ] (|w|)< )2“ ()il KK

weW weW £1=0m=0
|w| \w|) 1)Z1+\w|+n

= Y A+ KR+ )

weW weW £1=0

(1—- KK)w

= > 214 KK+ (_21)”(1 - KK).

weW

The equation for uS(u) follows. Finally, note that
(KE)"(-1D)1 - KK)+ K+ K) = (-1)""(1 - KK) + K + K,
so u = (KK)"S(u), and the last equation follows. O

By Theorem | for odd n, the ribbon extension DK, is obtained by formally adding
a grouplike k to DIC such that k2 = KK and S%(z) = kxzk™'. The latter is equivalent
to requiring that k commutes with K, K and anticommutes with each &,&. Note that
since K = K kz, it need not be included in the generators. Thus, we can provide a simple
presentation of DlCn.

Corollary 4.2.4. Let n l_)e odd._The Hopf algebra I/DTCJH is generated (as an algebra) by the
elements K, k,&,...,&,, &1, ..., &, which satisfy the following relations: for 1 # j,

K? =1, & =0, & = =&, K& =-§K
k= 1, EE =0, EZEJ = —Ejé, ];;gz = —gz‘ifa
Kk = IEK, E&i=1— k* — & figj = —gjfz’, K& = —¢§K, ];fi = —fiif-

4.3. Representations of DK,,. For even n, by Corollary 232, Rep(BTC:L) ~ Rep(DK,,)
Vecz,. For odd n, the behavior is quite similar, though the category does not factor so nicely.
Throughout this section, we assume n is odd.

In [6], it is shown that there are four simple DIC,,-modules, two of which are their own
projective covers. There are two one-dimensional simple DK ,-modules Vi and Vi . The
projective covers P, and Py of these modules are each of dimension 22®. There are two
2"-dimensional projective simple DK,-modules Vi and V. It follows from Theorems B.1.4]
and that all of these counts double. There are eight simple DK,-modules. There are
four one-dimensional simple DK,,-modules Vi and V[fl—{. The projective covers P;* and P; i

of these modules are each of dimension 22". There are four 2"-dimensional projective simple
18



m—modules Vi and V;(—r. We now give explicit descriptions of these modules in terms of

our presentation of Z)?CJn
Aligning with the notation established in [6], the one-dimensional simple DIC,-modules

Vi" Vi, Vs, Vie e are described by
VYae Vit KM=\ E-d= A G-A=& - A=0,
VAe Vo : K- A= )\, koX=—), E-A=6-X=0,
VAe Vi K- X=-)\, E-d= )\ Ei-A=6-A=0,
YAe Vi : K-\=-)\, koX=—), &A=& -\=0.

Observe that Vi*|px, = Vi, Viiz|pk, = V. The projective covers Pi- and Py are given
by

P =DEK,(1+ K)(1 +k+ k> + k%),
Py =DK,(1+ K)(1—k+ kK — k),
Pl =DK,(1 - K)(1+k+k+ &%,
P =DK,(1-K)(1-Fk+k —).

They are indeed projective since P @ P, @ Py - @ Py K@BI\C;(l — k%) = DK,,. The covering
maps P — V are all generated by (1 + K)(1 £k + k* £ k*) — 1. The dimensions of the P;"
and PF are 22",

Set, as vector spaces, Vi = VZ = (C?)®". Define the matrices = = lg \(/)5] and oz =

l(l) _01] Set 2 =0y 'QEQ L and E; = 05’ ' @ T @ IS/, Then, we define the

following I)?C:L—module actions: for j =1,...,n,
VUGVEI K. v= O'?n’(]7 ];7-’02 ’iU?nU’ gj"U:Ej’U, gj-vzéjv7
VUGVIE : K- -v= U?"v, ]%'U:_iO'ZnU’ gj"U:Ej’U, gj-vzéjv7
Vv e VI:; : K- =—a?”v, kv = w?n% & v ="525;v, gj -V =Ejv,
VUGVIE : K- -v :_O-?",U7 i{vi-’U :_iUZnU, gj"U:Ej’U, gj.v :Ejfu

Observe that again Vi&|px, = Vi and Vliﬂ pk,, = Vi. Thus, these modules are necessarily
simple and are, in particular, singly generated by |0)®". Let f: Vi - V7 be a f)TC:L—linear
map. By considering the action of £& ... £2& we see that f(]0)®") = c|0)®" for some ¢ € C.
Therefore,

—if(10)®") = k- f([0)®") = f(k - |0)%") = if(]0)®").
It follows that f is the zero map, so Vi and Vi must be distinct. The same argument
distinguishes V2 and V.

Proposition 4.3.1. The Jordan decomposition of P, and P consists of 221 copies of
Vi and 2271 copies of V. The Jordan decomposition of P{” and Pt . consists of 22"~
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copies of Vi~ and 2*"~' copies of Vi .. In particular, the Cartan matriz is

22n=1 () 0 221 0000

0 21 221 0 000 0
0 21 221 0 0000
22n=1 0 221 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1000
0 0 0 0 0100
0 0 0 0 0010
0 0 0 0 0001

Proof. This follows from the proof of [6, Thm. 7.2.4], noting that k anticommutes with &
for all 2. 0

As expected, uS(u) acts as idy; on the DK,-modules M = Vi, Vi and —idy; on M =
Vi, Vi. However, uS(u) does not act as a scalar multiple of idy; on M = P, or M = P

Proposition 4.3.2. Let - : {+,—}* — {+, =} be given by -+ = + and + - F = —, and set
—(x) = F. Then, for s,t € {+,—}, the following fusion rules hold.

VIVE = Vi Vigge = Vi, VeVl = Vg (2)

VWl = Vi, ViVih = Vi, (3)

ViV = Vi, ViVier = Vi, (4)

VPl = VigPyg = P, VPl = Vi'Pyg = Ppp, (5)

VRV = VEVE = Pt VEVE = P (6)

VPl = VRPl = VEPT = VEP, o = 2" WVt @ 2V, (7)

PPl PypPly = PiPl = 2 Pt @21 p st (8)

Proof. Isomorphisms ([2)-(7) almost follow from [6, Thm. 7.2.5] (and the comment after).
However, care should be taken in verifying the sign of the modules. For example, in the fourth
line, there is an isomorphism P . — VIV{ generated by (1 — K)(1 4+ ok + k* + 0k?) —
10)®"® [1)®" for some o € {1,—1}, where s = sgn o, but s must be determined by the action
of k. In this case, since k is group-like, it acts as

k(002" @ [1)%") = (Kl0)®" @ k[1)®") = (i]0)%" @ (~1)"i|1)®") = |0)®" @ [1)®".

Thus, &, by the isomorphism, must act by the identity on the generator (1-K)(1+ ok +

k2 + ok®) of P? ., meaning 0 = 1 and s = +.
Isomorphisms ([7) follows from Proposition EL.3.1] and Isomorphisms (B) and #]). Isomor-

phisms () follows from Isomorphisms (@) and (). O

Propositions 3.1l and [£.3.2] give some experimental evidence of the following general
conjecture, which is also true when H is ribbon.

Conjecture 4.3.3. Let H be a finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra. Let My, My
be indecomposable H-modules and My, My be H-modules for which M|y = My and M|y =

M5 as H-modules.
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(1) Suppose the simple H-module V' is a composition factor of My & My. Then, there
is exactly one H-module V (up to isomorphism) for which V|g =~ V and V is a
composition factor of Ml ® Mg

(2) Suppose the indecomposable H-module M is a direct summand of M; ® My as H -
modules. Then, there is exactly one H-module M (up to isomorphism) for which
M|H ~ M and M is a direct summand of M1 ® M2 as H-modules.

As a special case of Conjecture [1.3.3] we could set M; to be the trivial H-module in (1) to
obtain the following; if the simple H- module V' is a composition factor of M as H-modules,
then there is exactly one H-module V' (up to isomorphism) for which V|g =~ V and V is a
direct summand of M as H-modules. This is again supported by Proposition A3.11

Remark 4.3.1. Despite having modules which seem to pair up, neither DIC,, nor K, is of the
form H (as Hopf algebras) for some other quasitriangular Hopf algebra H. By factorizability,
DK, for even n cannot be written as DK,, = H for some H. If K,, =~ H, then by Proposition
B.14, Rep(H) would have precisely one simple object up to isomorphism. This implies H
is semisimple. By Corollary B.15, this would imply H =~ K, is semisimple, which is a
contradiction.

Proposition 4.3.4. For odd n, Rep(ETC:L) % Rep(DK,) Xl Vecy, as monoidal categories.

Proof. One can verify that such an equivalence cannot simultaneously preserve both Isomor-
phisms (@) and (8]). O
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