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*-HOPF ALGEBROIDS

EDWIN BEGGS1, XIAO HAN2 AND SHAHN MAJID2

Abstract. We introduce a theory of ∗-structures for bialgebroids and Hopf
algebroids over a ∗-algebra, defined in such a way that the relevant category
of (co)modules is a bar category. We show that if H is a Hopf ∗-algebra
then the action Hopf algebroid A#H associated to a braided-commutative
algebra in the category of H-crossed modules is a full ∗-Hopf algebroid and
the Ehresmann-Schauenburg Hopf algebroid L(P,H) associated to a Hopf-
Galois extension or quantum group principal bundle P with fibre H forms a
∗-Hopf algebroid pair, when the relevant (co)action respects ∗. We also show
that Ghobadi’s bialgebroid associated to a ∗-differential structure (Ω1,d) on
A forms a ∗-bialgebroid pair and its quotient in the pivotal case a ∗-Hopf
algebroid pair when the pivotal structure is compatible with ∗. We show that
when Ω1 is simultaneously free on both sides, Ghobadi’s Hopf algebroid is
isomorphic to L(A#H,H) for a smash product by a certain Hopf algebra H.

1. Introduction

Bialgebroids and Hopf algebroids over a possible noncommutative base A are
the analogue of ‘quantum groupoids’ and have been of interest since the early days
of quantum groups. The axioms of a bialgebroid in this context are somewhat set-
tled while for a Hopf algebroid there as several notions of different strength. The
strongest, that of a ‘full Hopf algebroid’ [2], has an antipode S that is antimulti-
plicative and its natural formulation involves a pair (L,R) of resp left and right
bialgebroids with the same algebra and connected via S. Probably the weakest is
the notion[23] that certain ‘Galois maps’ are invertible and does not involve an an-
tipode at all. Recently in [14] we introduced an intermediate ‘weak antipode’ S and
showed that this applies to the Ehresmann-Schauenburg Hopf algebroid L(P,H)
associated to a Hopf-Galois extension or quantum principal bundle when H is coqu-
asitriangular, and that otherwise this is a Hopf algebroid in the Galois sense. In [15]
we revisited Lu’s construction[20] of an action Hopf algebroids A#H associated to
a braided-commutative algebra A in the category of H-crossed (or Drinfeld-Yetter)
modules and showed that it is a Hopf algebroid in the Galois sense. In the present
work we also fill in, in passing, that it is a full Hopf algebroid, see Proposition 3.7.
This result is largely in [20] with the same antipode map, but put into the modern
context.

Also recently, in [10], Ghobadi introduced a third general construction for bialge-
broids with potentially noncommutative base, this time associated to a differential
algebra (A,Ω1,d) in the sense of an A-bimodule Ω1 equipped with a derivation
d ∶ A → Ω1 and the assumption that the induced map A ⊗A → Ω1 given by adb is
surjective. Given this data, there is a monoidal category AEA in [6] of A-bimodules
equipped with left bimodule connections, and a full submonoidal category which we
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will denote AIEA, where the associated generalised braiding induced by the connec-
tion is invertible. There are forgetful functors to A-bimodules and by the Eilenberg-
Moore reconstruction theorem one expects[6] bialgebroids whose left modules can
be identified with these categories, which are the Ghobadi bialgebroids here de-
noted L(Ω1) and IL(Ω1) respectively. The former is generated by A, ‘right vector
fields’ XR ∶= HomA(Ω1,A) and XR ⊗Ω1, while the latter has additional generators
Ω1⊗AXL for left vector fields XL ∶= AHom(Ω1,A). It is assumed that Ω1 is finitely
generated projective (f.g.p.) and that there are chosen covevaluations. Finally, a
bimodule is said to be pivotal if there is a single bimodule X providing both a left
and right dual, i.e. equipped with both left and right evaluation and coevaluation
maps simultaneously (the evaluation maps then render X as hom spaces on the
two sides). When Ω1 is pivotal, Ghobadi introduced a quotient Hopf algebroid
in the Galois sense which we will denote IIL(Ω1) and the modules of which can
be identified with a further submonoidal category AIIEA, where the generalised
braiding is binvertible in a certain sense. As a warm up, Ghobadi in [10] also intro-
duced bialgebroids B(Ω1),IB(Ω1) and a full Hopf algebroid which we will denote

IIB(Ω1), reconstructed from categories AMΩ1

A , AIMΩ1

A , AIIMΩ1

A with objects
pairs (M,σM ), where M is an A-bimodule and σM ∶M ⊗A Ω1 → Ω1 ⊗A M is a bi-
module map, invertible and biinvertible in the latter two cases. Here, Ω1 is a fixed
object in the A-bimodule category (not necessarily part of a differential structure)
and assumed pivotal for the Hopf algebroid case. Ghobadi’s constructions are less
well-known than the action and Ehresmann-Schauenburg ones but are important
for noncommutative geometry. They have a further quotient which is rather in-
volved and generates flat connections of the above types, and hence in the classical
limit lands on the algebra of differential operators on a manifold.

What is still missing, however, but rather critical for applications in mathe-
matical physics and (potentially) in quantum computing, is the correct notion of
a ∗-structure. This is needed to express and maintain ‘unitarity’ of various con-
structions. In the present paper, we address this fundamental problem and come
up with a notion of a full ∗-Hopf algebroid and a weaker notion of a ∗-Hopf alge-
broid pair or ∗-bialgebroid pair sufficient to cover the three general constructions
above. Here A is a ∗-algebra over C and for the Ghobadi constructions (Ω1,d) is
a ∗-differential calculus in the standard sense in noncommutative geometry[8, 6].
We show in Theorem 3.8 that if H is a Hopf ∗-algebra in the usual sense (see [6],
for example) with a compatible action then the action bialgebroid is a full ∗-Hopf
algebroid. We also show, Proposition 3.14, that the Ehresmann-Schauenburg bial-
gebroid L(P,H) is a full ∗-Hopf algebroid if H is commutative. An example here
is provided by the θ-deformed sphere in the sense of Landi and Suijlekom[19], in
Section 3.2.1. Section 3 contains further general results, notably Proposition 3.16
that the category of comodules of a full ∗-Hopf algebroid is a bar category in the
sense [5, 6], generalising the case of usual Hopf ∗-algebras. We also show, see Sec-
tion 3.17, that the recently introduced crossed or Drinfeld-Yetter modules of a full
Hopf algebroid[13] are a bar category. Section 4 then introduces the notions of a∗-bialgebroid pair and ∗-Hopf algebroid pair. This requires a pair (L,R) where R
is a right-bialgebroid over the same base as L, which have the additional properties
of being ∗-related and reflexive, with result in Theorem 4.7 that the left modules
of L and the right modules of R can be identified and are bar categories. This is
now sufficient, see Proposition 4.9 to cover L(P,H) in general where H could now
be noncommutative. Corollary 4.12 also provide a ∗-Hopf algebroid pair and in
the process a full ∗-Hopf algebroid different from that obtained from the previous
full Hopf ∗-algebroid structure (the two are not related in the same way, the pair
notion being more general).
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Section 5 then covers the ∗-structures for Ghobadi bialgebroids and Hopf al-
gebroids. Here, Sections 5.1 and Section 5.4 provide the background respectively
of noncommutative differentials and vector fields, and bimodule connections. Sec-
tion 5.2 shows when Ω1 is a ∗-bimodule that AMI

A is a bar category of IB(Ω1)-
modules. In fact, IB(Ω1) forms a ∗-bialgebroid pair though we do not digress to
give details. Building from this, Proposition 5.3 shows when Ω1 is pivotal thatIIB(Ω1) is a full ∗-Hopf algebroid. These results are a warm-up for the cases of
interest in Section 5.5, where (Ω1,d) is a differential structure on A and we show
that IL(Ω1) forms a ∗-bialgebroid pair, and in Section 5.6 where in the pivotal caseIIL(Ω1) forms a ∗-Hopf algebroid pair. Section 5.7 shows how Ghobadi’s IL(Ω1)
construction arises naturally from a more general construction on Proposition 4.10.
Finally, Section 5.8 provides examples when Ω1 is pivotal. In fact, this happens
automatically when Ω1 is equipped with a generalised metric g ∈ Ω1 ⊗A Ω1 in the
sense of quantum Riemannian geometry [6]. It also happens automatically of Ω1

is biparallelisable, i.e. a free module on both sides with a joint basis. We show
in Proposition 5.15 that in this case IIL(Ω1) ≅ L(P,H) where P = A#H . This
is a cocycle Hopf algebroid in the sense of [14], with trivial cocycle. This applies
to some of the most well-studied quantum Riemannian geometries (we illustrate
this for the integer line graph and the fuzzy sphere). The Ghobadi construction
is, however, much more general. Notably, the case of graph calculi, which are not
typically free, was studied in [9].

2. Preliminaries

We consider bialgebroids with base an algebra B. We denote by BMB the
monoidal category of B-bimodules, and set Be = B ⊗ Bop. Let b ∈ B, we denote
b as an element of Bop. Namely, we view the underline as a map from B to Bop

which is the identity map idB on the vector space B. So we have a b = ba, for any
a, b ∈ B. In some contexts, we will use A for the base algebra and where both A,B

are used in the same construction, they will be related by B = Aop (this is needed
for full Hopf algebroids where one half has the opposite base).

2.1. Left bialgebroids. Begin with an algebra L with algebra map sL ∶ B → L,
antialgebra map tL ∶ B → L, and suppose that all sL(a) commute with all tL(b) for
a, b ∈ B. Then L is a left Be module by (a⊗ b).X = sL(a) tL(b)X for X ∈ L. This
also makes L into an B-bimodule by

a.X.b = sL(a) tL(b)X.

The above data can be characterised as making L an algebra in the category

BeMBe , of which we use only the left Be action. The algebra map ηL(a ⊗ b) =
sL(a)tL(b) is the unit morphism of this algebra. We then define the Takeuchi
product (summation implicit)

L ×B L = {X ⊗ Y ∈ L⊗B L ∣X tL(a) ⊗ Y =X ⊗ Y sL(a) ∀a ∈ B} .
This forms an algebra with pairwise multiplication (X⊗Y )(U ⊗V ) =XU ⊗Y V . A
left bialgebroid is such an L equipped with a B-coring ∆L ∶ L → L⊗B L, εL ∶ L → B

in the category BMB, where ∆L has its image in L ×B L and is an algebra map.
Also, ε satisfies εL(XY ) = εL(XsL(εL(Y ))) = εL(XtL(εL(Y ))) for any X,Y ∈ L.
In the following, we will denote the image of the coproduct of left bialgebroids by
sumless Sweedler notation ∆L(X) =X (1) ⊗X (2), for all X ∈ L.
Definition 2.1. A left B-bialgebroid L is a left Hopf algebroid ([23], Thm and Def
3.5.) if

λ ∶ L ⊗Bop L → L⊗B L, λ(X ⊗Bop Y ) =X (1) ⊗B X (2)Y
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is invertible, where the Bop-bimodule structure is

a.X.b = tL(a)XtL(b)
(soXtL(a)⊗BopY =X⊗Bop tL(a)Y , for allX,Y ∈ L and b ∈ B). A left B-bialgebroidL is an anti-left Hopf algebroid if

µ ∶ L ⊗B L → L⊗B L, µ(X ⊗B Y ) = Y (1)X ⊗B Y (2)

is invertible, where we write ⊗B to avoid confusion as ⊗B but with respect to a
different B-bimodule structure B-bimodule structure

a.X.b = sL(a)XsL(b).
More precisely, the balanced tensor product ⊗B is defined by sL(a)X ⊗B Y =
X ⊗B Y sL(a), for all X,Y ∈ L and a ∈ B.

We adopt the shorthand

(2.1) X+ ⊗Bop X− ∶= λ−1(X ⊗B 1),
(2.2) X[−] ⊗B X[+] ∶= µ−1(1⊗B X).
It is easy to see that if L be a left B-bialgebroid then Lcop is a left Bop-bialgebroid
with the same underlying algebra structure as L and

(2.3) s
cop
L ∶= tL ∶ Bop → L, t

cop
L ∶= sL ∶ B → L, ∆cop

L (X) ∶=X (2) ⊗X (1)

for any X ∈ L.
2.2. Right bialgebroids. Begin with an algebra R with linear algebra map sR ∶
A → R, linear antialgebra map tR ∶ A → R, and suppose that all sR(a) commute
with all tR(b) for a, b ∈ A. Then R is a right Ae = A⊗Aop module by X.(a⊗ b) =
X sR(a) tR(b) for X ∈ R. This makes R into an A-bimodule by

a.X.b =X tR(a) sR(b)
as part ofR an algebra in the category AeMAe . The unit of the algebra is ηR(a⊗b) =
sR(a)tR(b). We define the Takeuchi crossed product (summation implicit)

R×AR = {X ⊗ Y ∈ R⊗AR∣ sR(a)X ⊗ Y =X ⊗ tR(a)Y ∀a ∈ A} .
which is again an algebra and we define ∆R, εR similarly as before. We will de-
note the image of the coproduct of right bialgebroids by sumless Sweedler notation
∆R(X) = X [1] ⊗X [2] for all X ∈ R (this is a slightly different from the left case to
help distinguish them).

Definition 2.2. A right A-bialgebroid R is a right Hopf algebroid if the canonical
map

λ̂ ∶ R ⊗Aop R→R⊗AR, λ̂(X ⊗Aop Y ) =XY [1] ⊗A Y [2]

is invertible, where the Aop-bimodule structure is

a.X.b = tR(a)XtR(b)
(so XtR(a) ⊗Aop Y = X ⊗Aop tR(a)Y , for all X,Y ∈ R and a ∈ A). A right A-
bialgebroid R is an anti-right Hopf algebroid if the canonical map

µ̂ ∶ R ⊗A R→R⊗A R, µ̂(X ⊗A Y ) =X [1] ⊗A Y X [2]

is invertible, where we write ⊗A to avoid confusion as ⊗A but respect to a different
A-bimodule structure

a.X.b = sR(a)XsR(b).
More precisely, the balanced tensor product ⊗A is defined by sR(a)X⊗A Y =X ⊗A

Y sR(a), for all X,Y ∈R and a ∈ A.
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We adopt the shorthand

X −̂ ⊗Aop X +̂ ∶= λ̂−1(1⊗A X),(2.4)

X ˆ[+] ⊗A X ˆ[−] ∶= µ̂−1(X ⊗A 1).(2.5)

Similarly to the left case, if R is a right A-bialgebroid then Rcop is a left Aop-
right bialgebroid with the same underlying algebra structure as R and

(2.6) s
cop
R ∶= tR ∶ Aop →R, t

cop
R ∶= sR ∶ A→R, ∆cop

R (Y ) ∶= Y [2] ⊗ Y [1]

for any Y ∈R. We similarly have

Proposition 2.3. If L is a left B-bialgebroid then Lop is a right B-bialgebroid with
the opposite algebra Lop and source and target maps

s
op
L ∶= tL ∶ B → Lop, t

op
L ∶= sL ∶ Bop → Lop

for any X ∈ L. In view of (2.3), Lbop ∶= Lcop,op is then a right Bop-bialgebroid.

Moreover, if L is a left Hopf algebroid, we have the following Lemma

Lemma 2.4. (i) If L is a left B-Hopf algebroid, then Lcop is an anti-left Hopf
algebroid and Lop is an anti-right Hopf algebroid with respectively,

X[+]cop ⊗X[−]cop =X+ ⊗X−, X ˆ[+]
op ⊗X ˆ[−]

op =X+ ⊗X−.

(ii) If L is an anti-left B-Hopf algebroid then Lcop is a left Hopf algebroid and Lop
is a right Hopf algebroid with respectively

X+cop ⊗X−cop =X[+] ⊗X[−], X+̂op ⊗X−̂op =X[+] ⊗X[−]

(iii) If R is a right A-Hopf algebroid then Rcop is an anti right Hopf algebroid with

X ˆ[+]
cop ⊗X ˆ[−]

cop =X+̂ ⊗X−̂

(and similarly for Rop).

(iv) If R is an anti-right A-Hopf algebroid then Rcop is a right Hopf algebroid with

X+̂cop ⊗X−̂cop =X ˆ[+]
⊗X ˆ[−]

and similarly for Rop.

Proof. We only show the first statement. Let L be a left Hopf algebroid, then it
is not hard to check the formulae is well defined over the balanced tensor product.
We can also see

X[+]cop (2)X[−]cop ⊗X[+]cop (1) =X+(2)X− ⊗X+(1) = 1⊗X,

and

X (1)[−]copX (2) ⊗X (1)[+]cop =X (1)−X (2) ⊗X (1)+ = 1⊗X.

�
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2.3. Full Hopf algebroids.

Definition 2.5. A left B-bialgebroid L is a full Hopf algebroid, if there is an
invertible anti-algebra map S ∶ L → L, such that

(1) S ○ tL = sL,
(2) (S−1X (2))(1) ⊗B (S−1X (2))(2)X (1) = S−1(X) ⊗B 1L
(3) S(X (1))(1)X (2) ⊗B S(X (1))(2) = 1L ⊗B S(X).

Proposition 2.6. [2] Let (L, εL,∆L, sL, tL,m) be a left bialgebroid over B. ThenL is a full Hopf algebroid if and only if R = L as an algebra forms right bialgebroid(R, εR,∆R, sR, tR,m) over A = Bop, such that

(1) sL(B) = tR(A) and tL(B) = sR(A) as subalgebras of L =R;
(2) (id⊗B∆R)○∆L = (∆L⊗A id)○∆R and (id⊗A∆L)○∆R = (∆R⊗B id)○∆L;
(3) L is a left-Hopf and anti-left Hopf algebroid.

Proof. Details are in [2], here we just recall the construction of the required maps.
Given a full Hopf algebroid (L, εL,∆L, sL, tL,m) with S as in definition 2.5, we let

sR(a) ∶= tL(a), tR(a) ∶= S−1 ○ tL(a), ∀a ∈ Bop = A,(2.7)

recall that we view the underline as a map from B to Bop which is the identity map
idB on the vector space B.

∆R(X) ∶= S(S−1(X)(2)) ⊗A S(S−1(X)(1)) = S−1(S(X)(2)) ⊗A S−1(S(X)(1));(2.8)

εR ∶= εL ○ S.(2.9)

We can also see L is a left Hopf algebroid and an anti-left Hopf algebroid with

X+ ⊗Bop X− =X [1] ⊗Bop S(X [2]), X[−] ⊗B X[+] = S
−1(X [1]) ⊗B X [2].(2.10)

Conversely, given the left and right bialgebroid as above, we define S and S−1 by

S(X) = sR(εR(X+))X−, S−1(X) = tR(εR(X[+]))X[−].(2.11)

�

We also have

S±(X)[1] ⊗A S±(X)[2] = S±(X (2)) ⊗A S±(X (1)),(2.12)

S±(X)(1) ⊗B S±(X)(2) = S±(X [2]) ⊗B S±(X [1]).(2.13)

Moreover, R is a right Hopf algebroid and anti-right Hopf algebroid with

X −̂ ⊗A X +̂ = S(X (1)) ⊗A X (2), X ˆ[+] ⊗A X ˆ[−] =X (1) ⊗A S−1(X (2)).(2.14)

Given this equivalence, we will use (L,R, S) or H to denote the full Hopf alge-
broid with the left B-bialgebroid L and right A-bialgebroid R built on R = L as an
algebra as in Proposition 2.6, equipped with antipode S and with A = Bop.

2.4. Modules and comodules. (1) If L is a left Hopf algebroid over B, the cat-
egory LM just means left modules of L as an algebra. However, in the bialgebroid
case there is a forgetful functor F ∶ LM → BMB given by pullback along η as

LM→ BeM and the identification of the latter with BMB, which means

a.m.b = sL(a) tL(b)▷m.

Wemake LM into a monoidal category by using ⊗B with respect to this B-bimodule
structure, and the action of L given by the coproduct, i.e.,

x▷(m⊗ n) = (x(1)▷m) ⊗B (x(2)▷n) .
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The forgetful functor F ∶ LM→ BMB now becomes a strong monoidal functor.
This is mostly obvious, except for the actions of B on a tensor product. For this
we note that ∆L ∶ L → L ×B L is an B-bimodule map, and from this we deduce

∆L(sL(b)) = sL(b) ⊗ 1 , ∆L(tL(b)) = 1⊗ tL(b) .
Then we have

b.(m⊗ n) = sL(b)▷(m⊗ n) = sL(b)(1)▷m⊗ sL(b)(2)▷n = sL(b)▷m⊗ n = b.m⊗ n

(m⊗ n).b = tL(b)▷(m⊗ n) = tL(b)(1)▷m⊗ tL(b)(2)▷n =m⊗ tL(b)▷n =m⊗ n.b .

(2) Similarly for right R-modules. The forgetful functor F ∶ MR → AMA via
the pull-back along ηR to an right Ae-module resultings in

a.m.b =m◁tR(a)sR(b).
(3) Following [16] we define a right L-comodule of a left B-bialgebroid L to be a

Bop-bimodule Γ, together with a Bop-bimodule map δL ∶ Γ → Γ×BL ⊆ Γ⊗BL (where
the balanced tensor product ⊗B is such that bρ⊗BX = ρ⊗B sL(b)X for any b ∈ Bop

since Γ can be viewed as a B-bimodule with bρb′ ∶= b′ρb), written δL(ρ) = ρ(0)⊗Bρ(1)
(δL is a Bop-bimodule map in the sense that δL(bρb′) = ρ(0) ⊗ tL(b)ρtL(b′)), such
that

(δL ⊗B idL) ○ δL = (idΓ ⊗B ∆L) ○ δL, (idΓ ⊗B εL) ○ δL = idΓ,
where

Γ ×B L ∶= { ∑
i

ρi ⊗B Xi ∈ Γ⊗B L ∣ ∑
i

ρib⊗B Xi = ρi ⊗B XisL(b), ∀b ∈ Bop }.
Definition 2.7. Let R be a right bialgebroid over A, a right R-comodule is a
A-bimodule Γ, together with a A-bimodule map δR ∶ Γ→ Γ×AR ⊆ Γ⊗AR, written
δR(ρ) = ρ[0] ⊗A ρ[1] (δR is a A-bimodule map in the sense that δR(aρa′) = ρ[0] ⊗A

sR(a)ρ[1]sR(a′)), such that

(δR ⊗A idR) ○ δR = (idΓ ⊗A ∆R) ○ δR, (idΓ ⊗A εR) ○ δR = idΓ,
where

Γ ×AR ∶= { ∑
i

ρi ⊗A Xi ∈ Γ⊗AR ∣ ∑
i

aρi ⊗A Xi = ρi ⊗A tR(a)Xi, ∀a ∈ A }.

In the following, we are going to introduce a more symmetric Hopf algebroid,
namely, a bialgebroid with bijective antipode that is given in [2]

Recall that[1]

Definition 2.8. Let H = (L,R, S) be a full Hopf algebroid (with L be a left
B-bialgebroid), a right comodule of H is a A-bimodule Γ, such that it is a rightL-comodule with coaction δL and a right R-comodule with coaction δR satisfying

(1) The underlyingBop-bimodule structure (associated to the right L-comodule
structure) is the same with the underlying A-bimodule structure (associated
to the right R-comodule structure) of Γ.

(2) (id⊗B ∆R) ○ δL = (δL ⊗A id) ○ δR, (id⊗A ∆L) ○ δR = (δR ⊗B id) ○ δL.

3. Full ∗-Hopf algebroids

We assume that the base A is a ∗-algebra and look at associated antilinear
structures on left and right bialgebroids.
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Definition 3.1. Suppose that (L,A, sL, tL,∆L, εL) is a left A-bialgebroid and that(R,A, sR, tR,∆R, εR) is a right A-bialgebroid. We say that these are ∗-related if
there is an invertible antilinear anti-algebra map ⊛ ∶ L → R so that

sR(a∗) = sL(a)⊛ , tR(a∗) = tL(a)⊛ ,

flip(⊛⊗⊛)∆L(X) =∆R(X⊛) , εR(X⊛) = εL(X)∗ .
(Because of the flip here, ⊛ is an anti-coalgebra map.) We say L,R are anti-∗-
related if Lcop and R are ∗-related.

To show that this makes sense we will check:

Lemma 3.2. If ⊛ is antilinear and obeys the conditions on the respective s, t maps
then flip(⊛⊗⊛) sends L ×A L into R ×AR.
Proof. For X,Z ∈ L we have

flip(⊛⊗⊛)(X.a⊗Z) = flip(⊛⊗⊛)(tL(a)X ⊗Z) = Z⊛ ⊗X⊛ tL(a)⊛
= Z⊛ ⊗X⊛ tR(a∗) = Z⊛ ⊗ a∗.X⊛ ,

flip(⊛⊗⊛)(X ⊗ a.Z) = flip(⊛⊗⊛)(X ⊗ sL(a)Z) = Z⊛ sL(a)⊛ ⊗X⊛

= Z⊛ sR(a∗)⊗X⊛ = Z⊛.a∗ ⊗X⊛

so we get a well defined map on L ⊗A L. Now we take the left Takeuchi crossed
product condition (summation implicit) and apply flip(⊛⊗⊛),

flip(⊛⊗⊛)(X tL(a)⊗Z) = Z⊛ ⊗ tL(a)⊛X⊛ = Z⊛ ⊗ tL(a∗)X⊛ ,

flip(⊛⊗⊛)(X ⊗Z sL(a)) = sL(a)⊛Z⊛ ⊗X⊛ = sL(a∗)Z⊛ ⊗X⊛ ,

and equality of these is just the right Takeuchi crossed product condition. �

By the above Lemma, we can define a full ∗-Hopf algebroid:

Definition 3.3. A full Hopf algebroid (L,R, S) is a full ⋆-Hopf algebroid (with L
be a left B-bialgebroid), if B,L are ⋆-algebras and L and

sL(b)⋆ = tR(b∗), tL(b)⋆ = sR(b∗), εL(X⋆) = εR(X)∗
X⋆[1] ⊗X⋆[2] =X (1)

⋆ ⊗X (2)
⋆

for any X ∈ L and b ∈ B.

Remark 3.4. This is a special case of (L,R) are anti-⋆-related (or (Lcop,R) ∗-
related). Indeed, by (2.3), if (L,R) is a left-right pair as for a full Hopf algebroid
in Proposition 2.6 then (L,R) anti-star related amounts to an invertible antilinear
map ⊛ ∶ L → L making L a ∗-algebra and the conditions as stated, where we simply
denote ⊛ as ∗ in view of this.

Lemma 3.5. Let (L,R, S) be a full ⋆-Hopf algebroid, then the canonical maps obey

X⋆+ ⊗X⋆− =X ˆ[+]
⋆ ⊗X ˆ[−]

⋆, X⋆[+] ⊗X⋆[−] =X +̂
⋆ ⊗X −̂

⋆,

for any X ∈ L.
Proof. It is not hard to see that the formulae are well defined over the balanced
tensor products. We can see on the one hand,

X⋆+(1) ⊗X⋆+(2)X
⋆
− =X ˆ[+]

⋆
(1) ⊗X ˆ[+]

⋆
(2)X ˆ[−]

⋆ =X ˆ[+][1]
⋆ ⊗X ˆ[+][2]

⋆X ˆ[−]
⋆

=X ˆ[+][1]
⋆ ⊗ (X ˆ[−]X ˆ[+][2])⋆ =X⋆ ⊗ 1.

On the other hand,

X⋆(1)+ ⊗X⋆(1)−X
⋆
(2) =X [1]

⋆
+ ⊗X [1]

⋆
−X [2]

⋆ =X [1] ˆ[+]
⋆ ⊗X [1] ˆ[−]

⋆X [2]
⋆



*-HOPF ALGEBROIDS 9

=X [1] ˆ[+]
⋆ ⊗ (X [2]X [1] ˆ[−])⋆ =X⋆ ⊗ 1.

�

The following corollary is analogous to a well-known fact for ordinary ⋆-Hopf
algebras

Corollary 3.6. If (L,R, S) be a full ⋆-Hopf algebroid then S ○ ⋆ ○ S ○ ⋆ = id.

Proof. By (2.11), we have

S(X⋆) =sR ○ εR(X⋆+)X⋆− = sR ○ εR(X ˆ[+]
⋆)X ˆ[−]

⋆ = (tL ○ εL(X ˆ[+]))⋆X ˆ[−]
⋆

=(X ˆ[−]tL ○ εL(X ˆ[+]))⋆ = (S−1(X (2))tL ○ εL(X (1)))⋆ = (S−1(sL ○ εL(X (1))X (2)))⋆
=S−1(X)⋆.

where the second step uses Lemma 3.5, the 5th step uses (2.14). �

3.1. Full ∗-Hopf algebroid structure of action bialgebroids. LetH be a Hopf
algebra with invertible antipode and A a braided-commutative algebra in the right
H-crossed module (or Drinfeld-Yetter-module) categoryMH

H . The latter means a
right action ◁ and right coaction a ↦ a(0) ⊗ a(1) such that

(a◁ h(2))(0) ⊗ h(1)(a◁ h(2))(1) = a(0)◁h(1) ⊗ a(1)h(2),(3.1)

for all a ∈ B and h ∈H . This is equivalent to

(a◁h)(0) ⊗ (a◁h)(1) = a(0)◁h(2) ⊗ (Sh(1))a(1)h(3).
Braided-commutativity of A and an equivalent version of it are

b(0)(a◁b(1)) = ab, (a◁S−1b(1))b(0) = ba
In this situation, there is a left Hopf algebroid L = B#Hop with algebra, s, t and
coalgebra[20, 15]:

(a⊗ h)(b⊗ g) = a(b◁h(1))⊗ gh(2), sL(a) = a⊗ 1, tL(a) = a(0) ⊗ a(1),

εL(a⊗ h) = aε(h), ∆L(a⊗ h) = (a⊗ h(1))⊗ (1⊗ h(2)).
In fact these are known to also be Hopf algebroids in a strong sense. The smash
product views the right action of H as a left action of Hop.

Next, suppose that A is a ∗-algebra and H a Hopf ∗-algebra. We recall that an
action and coaction on A are unitary if

a∗(0) ⊗ a∗(1) = a(0)∗ ⊗ a(1)
∗, (a◁h)∗ = a∗◁S−1(h∗)

respectively. These are standard notions[21] (but note the different convention in
[6] where the inverse was omitted). It can be shown[5] that these relations are
compatible with the crossed module structure and we say that the A is unitary
as an algebra in MH

H . (In the case of H finite-dimensional, this is equivalent to
a certain Hopf ∗-algebra structure on the quantum double D(H) as in [21] and
requiring that A is unitary with respect to its action.)

Proposition 3.7. If B is a braided-commutative algebra inMH
H and L = B ⊗Hop

as above, then L is a full Hopf algebroid, where the antipode and its inverse are

S(a⊗ h) =a(0)◁S−2(a(1))S−1(h(2))⊗ S−2(a(2))S−1(h(1)),
S−1(a⊗ h) =a(0)◁S(h(2))⊗ a(1)S(h(1)).
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Proof. To check S is invertible, we have on the one hand

S ○ S−1(a⊗ h) =S(a(0)◁S(h(2))⊗ a(1)S(h(1)))
=(a(0)◁S(h(2)))(0)◁S−2((a(0)◁S(h(2)))(1))S−1(a(1)(2)S(h(1))(2))
⊗ S−2((a(0)◁S(h(2)))(2))S−1(a(1)(1)S(h(1))(1))
=a(0)◁S(h(5))h(6)S−2(a(1))S−1(h(4))h(1)S−1(a(4))
⊗ h(7)S

−2(a(2))S−1(h(3))h(2)S−1(a(3))
=a⊗ h,

on the other hand,

S−1 ○ S(a⊗ h) =S−1(a(0)◁S−2(a(1))S−1(h(2))⊗ S−2(a(2))S−1(h(1)))
=S−1(a(0)◁S−2(a(1))S−1(h(2)))(0)◁S(S−2(a(2))(2)S−1(h(1))(2))
⊗ S−1(a(0)◁S−2(a(1))S−1(h(2)))(1)S(S−2(a(2))(1)S−1(h(1))(1))
=a(0)◁S−2(a(3))S−1(h(4))h(1)S−1(a(6))
⊗ h(5)S

−1(a(2))a(1)S−2(a(4))S−1(h(3))h(2)S−1(a(5))
=a⊗ h.

To check S is an anti-algebra map, it is sufficient to check S−1 is an anti-algebra
map. We have on the one hand

S−1((a⊗ h)(b⊗ g)) =S−1(a(b◁h(1))⊗ gh(2))
=(a(b◁h(1)))(0)◁S(g(2)h(3))⊗ (a(b◁h(1)))(1)S(g(1)h(2))
=(a(0)(b(0)◁h(2)))◁(S(h(5))S(g(2)))⊗ a(1)S(h(1))b(1)h(3)S(h(4))S(g(1))
=(a(0)(b(0)◁h(2)))◁(S(h(3))S(g(2)))⊗ a(1)S(h(1))b(1)S(g(1))

on the other hand,

S−1(b⊗ g)S−1(a⊗ h) =(b(0)◁S(g(2))⊗ b(1)S(g(1)))(a(0)◁S(h(2))⊗ a(1)S(h(1)))
=(b(0)◁S(g(3)))(a(0)◁S(h(2))b(1)S(g(2)))⊗ a(1)S(h(1))b(2)S(g(1))
=(b(0)(a(0)◁S(h(2))b(1)))◁S(g(2))⊗ a(1)S(h(1))b(2)S(g(1))
=((a(0)◁S(h(2)))b(0))◁S(g(2))⊗ a(1)S(h(1))b(1)S(g(1))
=(a(0)(b(0)◁h(2)))◁(S(h(3))S(g(2)))⊗ a(1)S(h(1))b(1)S(g(1)).

We can also see

S ○ tL(a) =S(a(0) ⊗ a(1)) = a(0)◁S−2(a(1))S−1(a(4))⊗ S−2(a(2))S−1(a(3))
=a⊗ 1 = sL(a).

And

S(a⊗h(1))(1)(1⊗ h(2))⊗B S(a⊗ h(1))(2)
=(a(0)◁S−2(a(1))S−1(h(3))⊗ S−2(a(2))S−1(h(2)))(1⊗ h(4))
⊗B (1⊗ S−2(a(3))S−1(h(1)))
=(a(0)◁S−2(a(1))S−1(h(3))⊗ h(4)S

−2(a(2))S−1(h(2)))⊗B (1⊗ S−2(a(3))S−1(h(1)))
=(a(0)(0)◁S−2(a(1))(2)S−1(h(3))⊗ h(4)S(S−2(a(1))(1))a(0)(1)S−2(a(1))(3)S−1(h(2)))
⊗B (1⊗ S−2(a(2))S−1(h(1)))
=(a(0)(0)◁S−2(a(1))(2)S−1(h(3))⊗ h(4)S(S−2(a(1))(1))a(0)(1)S−2(a(1))(3)S−1(h(2)))
⊗B (1⊗ S−2(a(2))S−1(h(1)))
=(a(0)◁S−2(a(1))S−1(h(2)))(0) ⊗ (a(0)◁S−2(a(1))S−1(h(2)))(1)
⊗B 1⊗ S−2(a(2))S−1(h(1))
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=tL(a(0)◁S−2(a(1))S−1(h(2)))⊗B 1⊗ S−2(a(2))S−1(h(1))
=1⊗ 1⊗B a(0)◁S−2(a(1))S−1(h(2))⊗ S−2(a(2))S−1(h(1))
=1⊗ 1⊗B S(a⊗ h).

And

S−1(1⊗h(2))(1) ⊗B S−1(1⊗ h(2))(2)(a⊗ h(1))
=1⊗ S(h(2))(1) ⊗B (1⊗ S(h(2))(2))(a⊗ h(1))
=1⊗ S(h(4))⊗B a◁S(h(3))⊗ h(1)S(h(2))
=1⊗ S(h(2))⊗B a◁S(h(1))⊗ 1

=1⊗ S(h(2))⊗B sL(a◁S(h(1)))
=tL(a◁S(h(1)))(1⊗ S(h(2)))⊗B 1⊗ 1

=(a◁S(h(1)))(0) ⊗ S(h(2))(a◁S(h(1)))(1) ⊗B 1⊗ 1

=a(0)◁S(h(2))⊗ S(h(4))S2(h(3))a(1)S(h(1))⊗B 1⊗ 1

=S−1(a⊗ h)⊗B 1⊗ 1.

�

By (2.7), (2.8) and (2.9), B#Hop also has a right bialgebroid structure:

sR(a) = tL(a) = a(0) ⊗ a(1), tR(a) = S−1 ○ tL(a) = a(0)◁S(a(1))⊗ 1,∀a ∈ Bop,

(3.2)

∆R(a⊗ h) = S(S−1(a⊗ h)(2))⊗A S(S−1(a⊗ h)(1)) = 1⊗ h(1)S
−1(a(1))⊗A a(0) ⊗ h(2),

(3.3)

εR(a⊗ h) = a(0)◁S−2(a(1))S−1(h).(3.4)

Theorem 3.8. Let B be a braided-commutative algebra inMH
H and L = B#Hop as

above. If B is a ∗-algebra and H a Hopf ∗-algebra with unitary action and coaction,
then L is a full ⋆-Hopf algebroid with

(b⊗ h)⋆ = b∗(0)◁S(b∗(1))h∗(1) ⊗ h∗(2)

Proof. To see ⋆ is involutive, we have

(b⊗ h)⋆⋆ =(b∗(0)◁S(b∗(1))h∗(1) ⊗ h∗(2))⋆
=(b∗(0)◁S(b∗(1))h∗(1))∗(0)◁S((b∗(0)◁S(b∗(1))h∗(1))∗(1))h∗(2)∗(1) ⊗ h∗(2)

∗
(2)

=(b(0)◁S−1(h(1)S−1(b(1))))(0)◁S((b(0)◁S−1(h(1)S−1(b(1))))(1))h(2) ⊗ h(3)

=b(0)(0)◁S−1(h(1)S−1(b(1)))(2)
S(S(S−1(h(1)S−1(b(1)))(1))b(0)(1)S−1(h(1)S−1(b(1)))(3))h(2) ⊗ h(3)

=b(0)◁S−2(b(3))S−1(h(2))h(1)S−1(b(4))S(b(1))b(2)S(h(3))h(4) ⊗ h(5)

=b⊗ h.

To see ⋆ is an anti-algebra map, we have on the one hand

((a⊗ h)(b⊗ g))⋆ =(a(b◁h(1))⊗ gh(2))⋆
=(a(b◁h(1)))∗(0)◁S((a(b◁h(1)))∗(1))(gh(2))∗(1) ⊗ (gh(2))∗(2)
=(b∗◁S−1(h∗(0))a∗)(0)◁S((b∗◁S−1(h∗(0))a∗)(1))h∗(2)g∗(1) ⊗ h∗(3)g

∗
(2)

=(b∗(0)◁S−1(h∗(2))a∗(0))
◁S(a∗(1))h∗(1)S(b∗(1))S(h∗(3))h∗(4)g∗(1) ⊗ h∗(5)g

∗
(2)
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=(b∗(0)◁S−1(h∗(2))a∗(0))◁S(a∗(1))h∗(1)S(b∗(1))g∗(1) ⊗ h∗(3)g
∗
(2),

on the other hand,

(b⊗ g)⋆(a⊗ h)⋆
=(b∗(0)◁S(b∗(1))g∗(1) ⊗ g∗(2))(a∗(0)◁S(a∗(1))h∗(1) ⊗ h∗(2))
=(b∗(0)◁S(b∗(1))g∗(1))(a∗(0)◁S(a∗(1))h∗(1)g∗(2))⊗ h∗(2)g

∗
(3)

=((b∗(0)◁S(b∗(1)))(a∗(0)◁S(a∗(1))h∗(1)))◁g∗(1) ⊗ h∗(2)g
∗
(2)

=(b∗(0)(a∗(0)◁S(a∗(1))h∗(1)b∗(1)))◁S(b∗(2))g∗(1) ⊗ h∗(2)g
∗
(2)

=((a∗(0)◁S(a∗(1))h∗(1))b∗(0))◁S(b∗(1))g∗(1) ⊗ h∗(2)g
∗
(2)

=((a∗(0)◁S(a∗(1)))(b∗(0)◁S−1(h∗(2))))◁h∗(1)S(b∗(1))g∗(1) ⊗ h∗(3)g
∗
(2)

=(a∗(0)(b∗(0)◁S−1(h∗(2))a∗(1)))◁S(a∗(2))h∗(1)S(b∗(1))g∗(1) ⊗ h∗(3)g
∗
(2)

=(b∗(0)◁S−1(h∗(2))a∗(0))◁S(a∗(1))h∗(1)S(b∗(1))g∗(1) ⊗ h∗(3)g
∗
(2).

We can also check

sL(b)⋆ = b∗(0)◁S(b∗(1))⊗ 1 = tR(b∗),
and

tL(b)⋆ = b∗(0)◁S(b∗(1))b∗(2) ⊗ b∗(3) = b∗(0) ⊗ b∗(1) = sR(b∗)
and

εR(a⊗ h)⋆ =(a(0)◁S−2(a(1))S−1(h))⋆ = a(0)∗◁S−1((S−2(a(1))S−1(h))∗)
=a(0)∗◁(S−1 ○ ∗ ○ S−2(a(1))S−1 ○ ∗ ○ S−1(h))
=a(0)∗◁S−1(a(1))∗h∗ = a(0)∗◁S(a(1)∗)h∗ = εL((a⊗ h)⋆).

Moreover, we have on the one hand,

(b⊗ h)(1)⋆ ⊗A (b⊗ h)(2)⋆ =(b⊗ h(1))⋆ ⊗A (1⊗ h(2))⋆
=b∗(0)◁S(b∗(1))h∗(1) ⊗ h∗(2) ⊗A 1⊗ h∗(3),

on the other hand,

(b⊗h)⋆[1] ⊗A (b⊗ h)⋆[2]
=(b∗(0)◁S(b∗(1))h∗(1) ⊗ h∗(2))[1] ⊗A (b∗(0)◁S(b∗(1))h∗(1) ⊗ h∗(2))[2]
=1⊗ h∗(2)(1)S

−1((b∗(0)◁S(b∗(1))h∗(1))(1))⊗A (b∗(0)◁S(b∗(1))h∗(1))(0) ⊗ h∗(2)(2)

=1⊗ h∗(2)(1)S
−1(S(S(b∗(1))(1)h∗(1)(1))b∗(0)(1)S(b∗(1))(3)h∗(1)(3))

⊗A b(0)(0)◁S(b∗(1))(2)h∗(1)(2) ⊗ h∗(2)(2)

=1⊗ S(b∗(2))h∗(1) ⊗A b∗(0)◁S(b∗(1))h∗(2) ⊗ h∗(3)

=1⊗ S(b∗(1))h∗(1) ⊗A (1⊗ h∗(2))tR(b∗(0))
=(1⊗ S(b∗(1))h∗(1))sR(b∗(0))⊗A (1⊗ h∗(2))
=b∗(0)◁S(b∗(3))h∗(1) ⊗ b∗(1)S(b∗(2))h∗(2) ⊗A 1⊗ h∗(3)

=b∗(0)◁S(b∗(1))h∗(1) ⊗ h∗(2) ⊗A 1⊗ h∗(3).

�

Example 3.9. (∗-structure for pair bialgebroid). A canonical example [15] is what
can be called the ‘pair Hopf algebroid’ where A = H itself right crossed module
structure

h◁g ∶= (Sg(1))hg(2), h(0) ⊗ h(1) ∶= h(1) ⊗ h(2)

with resulting cross product H#Hop isomorphic to H ⊗ H as an algebra. Here
H ⊗H →H#Hop is h⊗ g ↦ hg(1) ⊗ Sg(2). Using this isomorophism, the coproduct
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and other structures transfer back to H ⊗H . The new part is to suppose that H
is a Hopf ∗-algebra. Then the crossed-module structure is unitary:

(h◁g)∗ = g∗(1)h∗S−1g∗(2) = h∗◁S−1(g∗), (h∗)(0)⊗(h∗)(1) =∆(h∗) = (∗⊗∗)∆h = (h(0))∗⊗(h(1))∗.
Hence the theory above applies.

Example 3.10. (∗-structure for Weyl bialgebroids) If H is finite-dimensional (or
more generally dually paired with a Hopf algebra in the role of H∗, we have

a◁h = ⟨a(1), h⟩a(2), ⟨a(0), b⟩a(1) = b(1)aSb(2)
for all b ∈H∗. He cross product in this case is a version of the Weyl algebra of any
Hopf algebra (also sometimes called the Heisenberg double). The new part is to
check in the Hopf ∗-algebra case that the crossed-module structure is unitary:

(a◁h)∗ = ⟨a(1), h⟩(a(2))∗ = ⟨S−1(a∗(1)), h∗⟩a∗(2) = ⟨a∗(1), S−1(h∗)⟩a∗(2) = a∗◁S−1(h∗)
using the duality pairing conventions ⟨a,h∗⟩ = ⟨S−1(a∗), h⟩ in [21] (which differs by
S−2 from the convention in [6]). For the coaction, applying ∗,

a∗(0)⟨b∗, S−1(a∗(1))⟩ =S−1(b∗(2))a∗b∗(1) = (a(0)⟨b, a(1)⟩)∗
=(a(0))∗⟨S−1(b∗), (a(1))∗⟩ = (a(0))∗⟨b∗, S−1((a(1))∗)⟩

for all b, from which we deduce that the coaction is a ∗-algebra map (this is a
standard argument for the adjunction of a unitary action to a unitary coaction).

3.2. Full ∗-Hopf algebroid for quantum principal bundles with classical

fibre.

Definition 3.11. Let H be a Hopf algebra, P a H-comodule algebra with coaction
δR and B ∶= P coH = {b ∈ P ∣ δR(b) = b⊗ 1H} ⊆ P the coinvariant subalgebra. The
extension B ⊆ P is called a H–Galois if the canonical map

χ ∶= (m⊗ id) ○ (id⊗B δR) ∶ P ⊗B P Ð→ P ⊗H, q ⊗B p↦ qp(0) ⊗ p(1)

is an isomorphism.

Since the canonical map χ is left P -linear, its inverse is determined by the
restriction τ ∶= χ−1∣1P ⊗H

, named translation map,

τ = χ−1∣1P ⊗H ∶H → P ⊗B P , h ↦ τ(h) = h<1> ⊗B h<2> .

A Hopf-Galois extension is said to be faithfully flat if ⊗BP is faithfully flat, i.e. P
is flat as a left B-module. Then it is known, e.g. [7, Lemma 34.4] that it obeys

h<1> ⊗B h<2>(0) ⊗ h<2>(1) = h(1)
<1> ⊗B h(1)

<2> ⊗ h(2),(3.5)

h(2)
<1> ⊗B h(2)

<2> ⊗ Sh(1) = h<1>(0) ⊗B h<2> ⊗ h<1>(1),(3.6)

h<1>h<2>(0) ⊗ h<2>(1) = 1P ⊗ h,(3.7)

p(0)p(1)
<1> ⊗B p(1)

<2> = 1P ⊗B p,(3.8)

h(1)
<1> ⊗B h(1)

<2>h(2)
<1> ⊗B h(2)

<2> = h<1> ⊗B 1⊗B h<2>.(3.9)

for all h ∈H and p ∈ P .

Lemma 3.12. Let B ⊆ P be a H-Galois extension. If P is a ∗-algebra and H is a
Hopf ∗-algebra such that the coaction is unitary then

h∗<1> ⊗B h∗<2> = S−1(h)<2>∗ ⊗B S(h)<1>∗,
for any h ∈H.
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Proof. We can check that

χ(S−1(h)<2>∗ ⊗B S−1(h)<1>∗) =S−1(h)<2>∗S−1(h)<1>∗(0) ⊗ S−1(h)<1>∗(1)
=S−1(h)<2>∗S−1(h)<1>(0)∗ ⊗ S−1(h)<1>(1)∗
=(S−1(h)<1>(0)S−1(h)<2>)∗ ⊗ S−1(h)<1>(1)∗
=(S−1(h)(2)<1>S−1(h)(2)<2>)∗ ⊗ S(S−1(h)(1))∗
=1⊗ h∗.

�

By [16], we can also write h∗<1> ⊗B h∗<2> = h[2]∗ ⊗B h[1]∗, where h[1] ⊗B h[2] is
the image of anti-right translation map. Recall that [25],

Definition 3.13. Let B = P coH ⊆ P be a faithfully flat Hopf Galois extension. The
Ehresmann-Schauenburg Hopf algebroid is

L(P,H) = (P ⊗ P )co(H) ∶= {p⊗ q ∈ P ⊗P ∣ p(0) ⊗ q(0) ⊗ p(1)q(1) = p⊗ q ⊗ 1H}.
with B-bimodule inherited from P and B-coring coproduct and counit

∆L(p⊗ q) = p(0) ⊗ p(1)
<1> ⊗B p(1)

<2> ⊗ q, εL(p⊗ q) = pq.
Moreover, L(P,H) is a Be-ring with the product and unit

(p⊗ q)(r ⊗ u) = pr ⊗ uq, ηL(b⊗ c) = b⊗ c

for all p⊗ q, r ⊗ u ∈ L(P,H) and b⊗ c ∈ Be. Here sL(b) = b⊗ 1 and tL(b) = 1⊗ b.

For any p⊗q ∈ L(P,H), we also have p(0)⊗S(p(1))⊗q = p⊗q(1)⊗q(0). In general,L(P,H) is not a full Hopf algebroid, but only a left Hopf algebroid[14]. In addition,
by [12], if H is commutative, L(P,H) is a full Hopf algebroid with antipode given
by S(p⊗ q) = q ⊗ p for any p⊗ q ∈ L(P,H).
Proposition 3.14. Let B ⊆ P be a faithfully flat H-Galois extension, if P is a
∗-algebra and H is a commutative Hopf ∗-algebra such that the coaction is unitary,
then L(P,H) is a full ∗-Hopf algebroid. More precisely,

(p⊗ q)⋆ = p∗ ⊗ q∗,

for any p⊗ q ∈ L(P,H).
Proof. Let p ⊗ q ∈ L(P,H), then p∗ ⊗ q∗ ∈ L(P,H) since q ⊗ p ∈ L(P,H) and the
coaction is unitary. By (2.7), (2.8) and (2.9), we can see

sR(b) = 1⊗ b, tR(b) = b⊗ 1, εR(p⊗ q) = qp,
and

∆R(p⊗ q) =S(S−1(p⊗ q)(2))⊗Bop S(S−1(p⊗ q)(1))
=S(q(1)<2> ⊗ p)⊗Bop S(q(0) ⊗ q(1)

<1>)
=p⊗ q(1)

<2> ⊗Bop q(1)
<1> ⊗ q(0).

Clearly, sL(b)⋆ = tR(b∗), tL(b)⋆ = sR(b∗) and εL(p∗ ⊗ q∗) = p∗q∗ = εR(p⊗ q)∗. We
can also see

∆R((p⊗ q)⋆) =p∗ ⊗ q∗(1)
<2> ⊗Bop q∗(1)

<1> ⊗ q∗(0)

=p∗ ⊗ S(q)(1)<1>∗ ⊗Bop S(q)(1)<2>∗ ⊗ q(0)
∗

=p(0)∗ ⊗ p(1)
<1>∗ ⊗Bop p(1)

<2>∗ ⊗ q∗

=(⋆⊗ ⋆) ○∆L(p⊗ q).
where the 2nd step uses Lemma 3.12, the 3rd step uses the fact that H is commu-
tative. �
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3.2.1. θ-deformation of SU(2)-fibration. In this subsection, we first present an ex-
ample of Hopf Galois extension with classical fibre given in [19]. More precisely, the
total space is the algebra A(S7

θ) of polynomial functions on the noncommutative
sphere S7

θ , which is generated by elements za, z
∗
a , a = 1, . . . ,4, subject to relations

zazb = λab zbza, zaz
∗
b = λba z

∗
b za, z∗az

∗
b = λab z

∗
b z
∗
a ,(3.10)

and with the spherical relation ∑a z
∗
aza = 1, where λab = e2πiθab and (θab) a real

antisymmetric matrix given by

θab =
θ

2

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

0 0 −1 1
0 0 1 −1
1 −1 0 0
−1 1 0 0

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
.

The Hopf algebra isA(SU(2)) is an unital complex ∗-algebra generated by ω1, ω1, ω2, ω2

subject to the relation ω1ω1+ω2ω2 = 1. The coproduct, counit and antipode is given
by:

∆ ∶ (ω1 −ω2

ω2 ω1
) ↦ (ω1 −ω2

ω2 ω1
)⊗ (ω1 −ω2

ω2 ω1
) ,

with counit ε(ω1) = ε(ω1) = 1, ε(ω2) = ε(ω2) = 0 and antipode S(ω1) = ω1, S(ω2) =
−ω2. If we denote A(S7

θ ) and A(SU(2)) by matrix-valued function by

Ψ =

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

z1 −z∗2
z2 z∗1
z3 −z∗4
z4 z∗3

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
, ω = (ω1 −ω2

ω2 ω1
) ,

then the coaction can be written as δ(Ψ) = Ψ ⊗ ω. This means in components
δ(Ψik) = Ψij ⊗ ωjk.

The algebra A(S4
θ) generated by ζ1 = z1z∗3 +z

∗
2z4, ζ2 = z2z

∗
3 −z

∗
1z4 and ζ0 = z1z∗1 +

z∗2z2 = 1− z3z
∗
3 − z

∗
4z4 is the subalgebra of coinvariant. Moreover, A(S4

θ) ⊆ A(S7
θ) is

a A(SU(2))-Galois extension. The corresponding translation map τ is given by[11]

τ(Ψ) = Ψ⊗A(S4

θ
) Ψ

†, or τ(Ψik) = Ψij ⊗A(S4

θ
) Ψ

†
jk
.

We can define two projections by

p = Ψ ⋅Ψ† =

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

ζ0 0 ζ1 −µ̄ζ∗2
0 ζ0 ζ2 µζ∗1
ζ∗1 ζ∗2 1 − ζ0 0
−µζ2 µ̄ζ1 0 1 − ζ0

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
, q = Ψ ⋅op Ψ† =

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

ζ0 0 µ̄ζ1 −ζ∗2
0 ζ0 µζ2 ζ∗1

µζ∗1 µ̄ζ∗2 1 − ζ0 0
−ζ2 ζ1 0 1 − ζ0

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
.

(3.11)

Let P = A(S7
θ), B = A(S4

θ) and H = A(SU(2)), L(P,H) is generated by the

entries of the tensor products p⊗ 1, 1⊗ q and V ∶= Ψ⊗Ψ† by [11]. As a coring, the
coproduct is given by

∆(V ) = V ⊗B V = Ψ⊗Ψ†
⊗B Ψ⊗Ψ†.

The antipode is the flip. More precisely, S(Vik) = S(Ψij ⊗ Ψ†

jk
) = Ψ†

jk
⊗ Ψij .

Moreover, the ⋆-structure is given by

V ⋆ik = Ψ
∗
ij ⊗ΨT

jk.
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3.3. Bar-category of modules of a full ∗-Hopf algebroid. The central notion
behind our approach to ∗-structures is that of a bar category[5]:

Definition 3.15. A strict monoidal category (C,⊗,1C) is called a bar category if

there is a monoidal functor bar ∶ C → Cop, denoted V ↦ V on objects and φ ↦ φ

on morphisms with natural equivalences ΥV,W ∶ V ⊗W →W ⊗ V and ⋆ ∶ 1C ↦ 1C ,
such that

(a) (id⊗ΥU,V ) ○ΥU⊗V,W = (ΥV,W ⊗ id) ○ΥU,V ⊗W ∶ U ⊗ V ⊗W →W ⊗ V ⊗U .
(b) natural equivalence bb between the identity and the bar ○ bar functors on

C, such that ⋆ ○ ⋆ = id1C ∶ 1C → 1C and bbV = bbV ∶ V → V .

Given (C,⊗,1C) and (D,⊗,1D) two bar categories, a bar functor F ∶ C → D is a
monoidal functor together with a natural equivalence from bar ○ F to F ○ bar, i.e.

fbY ∶ F (Y ) → F (Y ), such that

(1) For the unit, F (1) = F (1), and for the ⋆ ∶ 1→ 1 morphism, F (⋆) = ⋆;
(2) F (bbY ) = fbȲ ○ fbY ○ bbF (Y ).
(3) The following diagram commutes:

F (X ⊗ Y ) F (X)⊗ F (Y ) F (Y )⊗F (X)

F (X ⊗ Y ) F (Y ⊗X) F (Y )⊗F (X).
fbX⊗Y

F−1
X,Y Υ

fbY ⊗fbX

F (Υ) F
−1

Y ,X

We also recall that a bar category (C,⊗,1C) is braided with antireal braiding
if it is also a braided category and the braiding σ makes the following diagram
commute:

X ⊗ Y Y ⊗X

Y ⊗X X ⊗ Y .

Υ−1

σ

Υ−1

σ−1

It is known[5] that if A be a ∗-algebra then the category of A-bimodules is a bar
category, which we recall as follows. Let V be a A-bimodule. We take its conjugate
V to be the same as V as a set, writing its element as v ∈ V for any v ∈ V with
v + u = v + u. The A-bimodule structure on V is given by ava′ = a′∗va∗. A linear

map T ∶ V →W gives another linear map T ∶ V →W by T (v) = T (v). The map Υ
is

ΥV ⊗AW (V ⊗A W ) =W ⊗A V , ΥV ⊗AW (v ⊗A w) = w ⊗A v

which factors through the balanced tensor product, and bbV ∶ V → V is given by
bbV (v) = v. It is also known[5] that if H is a Hopf ∗-algebra then its category of
H-comodules is a bar category. Similarly, we have

Proposition 3.16. Let H = (L,R, S) be a full ∗-Hopf algebroid (with L a left
B-bialgebroid).

(1) The category of right H-comodules MH is a bar category with ⋆, Υ, bb as
for the underlying A-bimodule structure of Γ ∈MH. The conjugate coactions on Γ̄
are

δR(ρ) = ρ(0) ⊗A ρ(1)
⋆, δL(ρ) = ρ[0] ⊗B ρ[1]

⋆,

for all ρ ∈ Γ ∈MH.
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(2) The category of right R-modulesMR is a bar category with ⋆, Υ, bb as for
the underlying A-bimodule and the conjugate action

ρ◁X = ρ◁S−1(X⋆),
for any ρ ∈ Γ ∈MR.

(3) Similarly, category of left L-modules LM is a bar category with ⋆, Υ, bb as
for the underlying B = Aop-bimodule and the conjugate action

X▷ρ = S(X⋆)▷ρ,
for any ρ ∈ Γ ∈ LM.

Proof. (1) By the same reason as Lemma 3.2, the coactions are well defined. More-
over, for any a, a′ ∈ Bop = A

δR(aρa′) =δR(a′∗ρa∗) = ρ(0) ⊗A (sR(a′∗)ρ(1)sR(a∗))⋆
=ρ(0) ⊗A tL(a)ρ(1)⋆tL(a′) = ρ(0) ⊗A sR(a)ρ(1)⋆sR(a′).

Similarly, δL is A-bilinear as well. To see (id⊗B ∆R) ○ δL = (δL⊗A id) ○ δR, we have
(id⊗B ∆R) ○ δL(ρ) =ρ[0] ⊗ ρ[1]

⋆
[1] ⊗ ρ[1]

⋆
[2] = ρ[0] ⊗ ρ[1](1)

⋆
⊗ ρ[1](2)

⋆

=ρ(0)[0] ⊗ ρ(0)[1]
⋆
⊗ ρ(1)

⋆ = (δL ⊗A id) ○ δR(ρ).
Similarly, (id⊗A∆L) ○ δR = (δR ⊗B id) ○ δL. So Γ ∈MH. It is a direct computation
to check ΥΓ,Λ and bbΓ is right R and L-colinear for any Γ,Λ ∈MH (which is also
the same with the Hopf algebra case).

(2) First, we can see for any a, a′ ∈ Bop = A

ρ◁sR(a′)tR(a) =ρ◁S−1(sR(a′)⋆tR(a)⋆) = ρ◁S−1(tL(a′∗)sL(a∗)) = ρ◁tR(a′∗)tL(a∗)
=a′∗ρa∗ = aρa′.

where the 3rd step uses (2.7). Also we can see

bb(ρ)◁X = ρ◁X = ρ◁S−1(X⋆) = ρ◁S−1(S−1(X⋆)⋆) = ρ◁X,

where the last step uses Corollary 3.6. Moreover,

Υ((ρ⊗A η)◁X) =Υ(ρ◁S−1(X⋆)[1] ⊗A η◁S−1(X⋆)[2])
=Υ(ρ◁S−1(X⋆(2))⊗A η◁S−1(X⋆(1)))
=Υ(ρ◁S−1(X [2]

⋆)⊗A η◁S−1(X [1]
⋆))

=η◁S−1(X [1]
⋆)⊗A ρ◁S−1(X [2]

⋆)
=Υ(ρ⊗A η)◁X.

(3) This is similar to (2). �

These results justify the notion of a full ∗-Hopf algebroid and described its rep-
resentation theory. One can prove many other parallel results to the Hopf case and
the next section is relevant to the study of differential structures of Hopf algebroids
to be studied elsewhere.
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3.4. Bar category of crossed or Drinfeld-Yetter modules.

Definition 3.17. Let R be a right bialgebroid over A, a right-right Yetter-Drinfeld
module of R is a right R-comodule and a right R-module Λ, such that

(ρ◁X [2])[0] ⊗A X [1](ρ◁X [2])[1] = ρ[0]◁X [1] ⊗A ρ[1]X [2]

for all X ∈R, ρ ∈ Λ. We denote the category of ‘right crossed’ or right-right Yetter-
Drinfeld modules of R by YDRR.

Recall that[13]

Definition 3.18. Let H = (L,R, S) be a full Hopf algebroid, a full right-right
Yetter-Drinfeld module of H is a right-right Yetter-Drinfeld module of R as well as
a right comodule of H, such that the underlying right R-comodule structure (of the
right-right Yetter-Drinfeld module structure of R) is the same as the underlying
right R-comodule structure (of the right comodule structure of H). We denoted

the category of full right-right Yetter-Drinfeld modules of R by YDHR.
It is given in [13] that, if (L,R, S) is a full Hopf algebroid and Λ ∈ YDRR, then

the Yetter-Drinfeld condition is equivalent to

(η◁X)[0] ⊗A (η◁X)[1] = η[0]◁X (2)[1] ⊗A S(X (1))η[1]X (2)[2](3.12)

for any η ∈ Λ. Moreover, we can show

Proposition 3.19. Let H = (L,R, S) be a full Hopf algebroid and Λ ∈ YDHR, then
we have

(η◁X)(0) ⊗B (η◁X)(1) = η(0)◁X [2](1) ⊗A S(X [1])η(1)X [2](2),

for any η ∈ Λ and X ∈R.
Proof. First, the formulae on the right hand side is well defined, here we only check
it factors through the balanced product η(0) ⊗B η(1). Indeed,

(aη(0))◁X [2](1) ⊗A S(X [1])η(1)X [2](2) =η(0)◁(tR(a)X [2](1))⊗A S(X [1])η(1)X [2](2)

=η(0)◁(tR(a)X (1)[2])⊗A S(X (1)[1])η(1)X (2)

=η(0)◁(X (1)[2])⊗A S(sR(a)X (1)[1])η(1)X (2)

=η(0)◁(X (1)[2])⊗A S(X (1)[1])sL(a)η(1)X (2).

Now, we can check

(η◁X)(0) ⊗B (η◁X)(1)
=(η◁X)(0)[0]εR((η◁X)(0)[1])⊗B (η◁X)(1)
=(η◁X)[0]εR((η◁X)[1](1))⊗B (η◁X)[1](2)
=η[0]◁X (2)[1]εR(S(X (1))(1)η[1](1)X (2)[2](1))⊗B S(X (1))(2)η[1](2)X (2)[2](2)

=η(0)[0]◁X [1](2)εR(S(X [1](1))(1)η(0)[1]X [2](1))⊗B S(X [1](1))(2)η(1)X [2](2)

=η(0)[0]◁X [1](2)εR(tR ○ εR(S(X [1](1))(1))η(0)[1]X [2](1))⊗B S(X [1](1))(2)η(1)X [2](2)

=(εR(S(X [1](1))(1))η(0)[0])◁X [1](2)εR(η(0)[1]X [2](1))⊗B S(X [1](1))(2)η(1)X [2](2)

=η(0)[0]◁(tR ○ εR(S(X [1](1))(1))X [1](2))εR(η(0)[1]X [2](1))⊗B S(X [1](1))(2)η(1)X [2](2)

=η(0)[0]◁(tR ○ εR(S(X [1](1)[2]))X [1](2))εR(η(0)[1]X [2](1))⊗B S(X [1](1)[1])η(1)X [2](2)

=η(0)[0]◁(tR ○ εR(S(X [1][2](1)))X [1][2](2))εR(η(0)[1]X [2](1))⊗B S(X [1][1])η(1)X [2](2)

=η(0)[0]◁(tR ○ εR(X [1][2]−̂)X [1][2]+̂)εR(η(0)[1]X [2](1))⊗B S(X [1][1])η(1)X [2](2)

=η(0)[0]◁(X [1][2])εR(η(0)[1]X [2](1))⊗B S(X [1][1])η(1)X [2](2)

=η(0)[0]◁(X (1)[1][2])εR(tR ○ εR(η(0)[1])X (1)[2])⊗B S(X (1)[1][1])η(1)X (2)
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=η(0)[0]◁(sR ○ εR(η(0)[1])X (1)[1][2])εR(X (1)[2])⊗B S(X (1)[1][1])η(1)X (2)

=(η(0)[0]εR(η(0)[1]))◁(X (1)[1][2])εR(X (1)[2])⊗B S(X (1)[1][1])η(1)X (2)

=η(0)◁(X (1)[1][2]sL ○ εR(X (1)[2]))⊗B S(X (1)[1][1])η(1)X (2)

=η(0)◁X [2](1) ⊗A S(X [1])η(1)X [2](2),

where the 10th step uses (2.14), the 11st step uses the fact that tR ○εR(X −̂)X +̂ =X
which is given in [13]. �

It is given in [13] that, YDHR is a braided monoidal category with the braiding
and its inverse given by

σ(ρ⊗A η) = η[0] ⊗A ρ◁η[1], σ−1(η ⊗A ρ) = ρ◁S−1(η(1))⊗A η(0),

for any η ∈ Λ ∈ YDHR and ρ ∈ Γ ∈ YDHR. Moreover, we can show

Theorem 3.20. Let H = (L,R, S) be a full ∗-Hopf algebroid, then the category

YDHR is an anti-real bar category with coaction and action as in Proposition 3.16.

Proof. Let Γ ∈ YDHR, then we first need to show Γ ∈ YDHR,
(ρ◁X)[0] ⊗A (ρ◁X)[1] =(ρ◁S−1(X⋆))(0) ⊗A (ρ◁S−1(X⋆))(1)⋆

=ρ(0)◁S−1(X⋆)(1)[2] ⊗A (S(S−1(X⋆)(1)[1])ρ(1)S−1(X⋆)(2))⋆
=ρ(0)◁S−1(X⋆[2](1))⊗A (X⋆[2](2)ρ(1)S−1(X⋆[1]))⋆
=ρ(0)◁S−1(X (2)[1]

⋆)⊗A (X (2)[2]
⋆ρ(1)S

−1(X (1)
⋆))⋆

=ρ(0)◁S−1(X (2)[1]
⋆)⊗A S−1(X (1)

⋆)⋆ρ(1)⋆X (2)[2]

=ρ(0)◁S−1(X (2)[1]
⋆)⊗A S(X (1))ρ(1)⋆X (2)[2]

=ρ(0)◁X (2)[1] ⊗A S(X (1))ρ(1)⋆X (2)[2]

where the 2nd step uses Proposition 3.19. To check YDHR is a anti-real bar category,

for any η ∈ Λ ∈ YDHR and ρ ∈ Γ ∈ YDHR we have

Υ−1 ○ σ(ρ⊗ η) =Υ−1(η[0] ⊗A ρ◁η[1]) = Υ−1(η(0) ⊗A ρ◁η(1)
⋆) = ρ◁S−1(η(1))⊗A η(0)

=σ−1(η ⊗A ρ) = σ−1 ○Υ−1(ρ⊗A η).
�

4. More general formulation of left-right ∗-bialgebroid pairs

Here we introduce a more general notion of ∗-structures for bialgebroids and
Hopf algebroids which is still, however, sufficient to generate a bar category of
modules.

4.1. Left-right pairs of bialgebroids.

Definition 4.1. Let L, R be left and right bialgebroids over A. The category LJR
of joint L-R modules consists of left L-modules which are also right R-modules such
that the L and R forgetful functors agree (giving F ∶ LJR → AMA). This condition
is equivalent to the compatibility conditions

sL(a)▷m =m◁tR(a), tL(a)▷m =m◁sR(a) .
Note that this definition does not give an L-R-bimodule in general, as the left

and right actions will not commute. We now suppose that the left and right actions
are related.
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Proposition 4.2. Let (L,R) be ∗-related as in Definition 3.1. The category LJR
is a bar category, with

m◁Y = Y ⊛−1▷m, X▷m =m◁X⊛,

for any X ∈ L, Y ∈ R and m ∈M ∈ LJR.

Proof. First, we can see

m◁tR(a) =m◁tL(a∗)⊛ = tL(a∗)▷m =ma∗ = am,

and

sL(a)▷m = sR(a∗)⊛−1▷m =m◁sR(a∗) =ma∗ = am.

So we have sL(a)▷m = m◁tR(a). Similarly, tL(a)▷m = m◁sR(a). Second, we
can check

m◁(Y Z) = (Y Z)⊛−1▷m = Z⊛−1▷(Y ⊛−1▷m) = (Y ⊛−1▷m)◁Z = (m◁Y )◁Z,
for any Y,Z ∈ R. Similarly, (XW )▷m = X▷(W▷m), for any X,W ∈ L. To see
this is a bar category,

Υ(m⊗A n◁Y ) =Υ(Y ⊛−1▷(m⊗A n)) = Υ(Y ⊛−1 (1)▷m⊗A Y ⊛
−1

(2)▷n)
=Υ(Y [2]

⊛−1▷m⊗A Y [1]
⊛−1▷n) = Y [1]

⊛−1▷n⊗A Y [2]
⊛−1▷m

=n◁Y [1] ⊗A m◁Y [2] = Υ(m⊗A n)◁Y.
Similarly, Υ(X▷(m⊗A n)) =X▷Υ(m⊗A n). Moreover,

X▷bb(m) =X▷m =m◁X⊛ =X▷m.

Similarly, bb(m)◁Y =m◁Y . �

Let L be a left Aop-bialgebroid and R be a right A-bialgebroid. Define J (L,R)
the the category of right L-comodule and right R-comodule, such that the un-
derlying A-bimodules are the same. Similarly to Proposition 3.16 for full ∗-Hopf
algebroids, we have:

Proposition 4.3. Let L be a left Aop-bialgebroid and R be a right A-bialgebroid,
such that (Lcop,R) be ∗-related. J (L,R) is a bar category with

δR(ρ) = ρ(0) ⊗A ρ(1)
⊛, δL(ρ) = ρ[0] ⊗A ρ[1]

⊛−1 ,

for all ρ ∈ Γ ∈ J (L,R).
Proof. We can see that for any a, a′ ∈ A

δR(aρa′) =δR(a′∗ρa∗) = ρ(0) ⊗A (tL(a′∗)ρ(1)tL(a∗))⊛ = ρ(0) ⊗A sR(a)ρ(1)⊛sR(a′).
Similarly, δL(aρa′) = ρ[0] ⊗A tL(a)ρ[1]⊛−1tL(a′). It is straightforward computation
to check (Υ⊗ id) ○ δR = δR ○Υ, (Υ⊗ id) ○ δL = δL ○Υ, and δR ○ bb = (bb⊗ id) ○ δR,
δL ○ bb = (bb⊗ id) ○ δL. �

Example 4.4. For the case of Example 3.4 of a full Hopf algebroid, we can apply
the above to Lcop,R, then (a) the category J (Lcop,R) amounts to Definitiion 2.8
without the 2nd conditon (b) in the full ∗-Hopf algebroid, we have Lcop and R
∗-related and we have a bar category for the category (a).
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Proposition 4.5. Let L,R be left and right bialgebroids over a base A. We say
that the pair (L,R) is reflexive if there is a map Φ ∶ L → R which is an invertible
linear anitalgebra coalgebra map such that

Φ(1) = 1, Φ ○ sL = tR, Φ ○ tL = sR.

Then the equation

X▷m =m◁Φ(X)
gives a monoidal isomorphism LM ≅MR compatible with the respective forgetful
functors to AMA. Moveover, LM,MR ↪ LJR are (isomorphic) full subcatgories,
where the action of the other side is given by the displayed equation.

Proof: Suppose thatM ∈MR. We define a left action of L onM by the displayed
equation in the statement for X ∈ L and m ∈M . Now

X▷(Y▷m) =X▷(m◁Φ(Y )) =m◁Φ(Y )Φ(X) =m◁Φ(XY ) = (XY )▷m
and for n ∈ N ∈MR

X▷(n⊗m) = (n⊗m)◁Φ(X) = n◁Φ(X)[1] ⊗m◁Φ(X)[2]
= n◁Φ(X (1))⊗m◁Φ(X (2)) =X (1)▷n⊗X (2)▷m .

For the forgetful functors, we have

sL(a)▷m =m◁Φ(sL(a)) =m◁tR(a)
so the two expressions for a.m agree. On swapping s and t the two expressions for
m.a agree. As Φ is invertible we can define a right R action on a left L module P

by p◁z = Φ−1(z)▷p, and the other way round follows. ◻

Definition 4.6. A ∗-bialgebroid pair (L,R) over A means both ∗-related by ⊛
and reflexive by Φ, such that Φ−1 ○ ⊛ = ⊛−1 ○Φ. A ∗-Hopf algebroid pair (L,R) is
the same when L is a left and anti-left Hopf algebroid (or R is a right and anti-right
Hopf algebroid).

A motivation behind this definition, aside from the fact that it results in a
bar category as we shall see, is that in this case θ ∶= Φ−1 ○ ⊛ ∶ L → L is then an
antilinear algebra and anti-coalgebra map which plays the role of the composite
∗ ○ S in the case of an usual Hopf ∗-algebra. The two versions of the condition
for a ∗-bialgebroid pair to be a ∗-Hopf algebroid pair are equivalent due to the
reflexivity.

Theorem 4.7. If (L,R) is a ∗-bialgebroid pair then LM and MR are bar cate-
gories such their inclusion in LJR in Proposition 4.5 is as bar categories. Here if
m ∈M ∈MR,

m◁Y =m◁Φ(Y ⊛−1).
Proof. As L,R are ∗-related, we know that LJR is a bar category. As the pair is
also reflexive and Φ is compatible with ∗, the bar category structure restricts to
the image ofMR, say (similarly for LM). Thus, we consider m ∈M ∈MR viewed
via Φ in LJR and check using the bar category structure there that

m◁Y = Y ⊛−1▷m =m◁Φ(Y ⊛−1)
for the conjugate left action for all Y ∈ R as stated. There is also a conjugate left
action as an object of LJR and we check that the result is still in the image ofMR,

X▷m =m◁X⊛ = Φ−1(X⊛)▷m = Φ(X)⊛−1▷m =m◁Φ(X).
for all X ∈ L.
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One can also see directly thatMR is a bar category with the stated conjugate
action. Indeed,

m◁sR(a′)tR(a) =m◁Φ(sR(a′)⊛−1tR(a)⊛−1) =m◁Φ(sL(a′∗)tL(a∗)) = ρ◁tR(a′∗)sR(a∗)
=a′∗ma∗ = ama′.

Also we can see

bb(m)◁Y =m◁Y =m◁Φ(Y ∗) =m◁Φ(Φ(Y ⊛−1)⊛−1) =m◁Y ,

and

Υ((m⊗A n)◁Y ) =Υ(m◁Φ(Y ⊛−1)[1] ⊗A n◁Φ(Y ⊛−1)[2])
=Υ(m◁Φ(Y ⊛−1 (1))⊗A n◁Φ(Y ⊛−1 (2)))
=Υ(m◁Φ(Y [2]

⊛−1)⊗A n◁Φ(Y [1]
⊛−1))

=n◁Φ(Y [1]
⊛−1)⊗A m◁Φ(Y [2]

⊛−1)
=n◁Y [1] ⊗A m◁Y [2]

=Υ(m⊗A n)◁Y.
Similarly, LM is also a bar category with

X▷m = Φ−1(X⊛)▷m,

for any x ∈ L and m ∈M ∈ LM. �

Example 4.8. In the case of Remark 3.4, let (L,R, S) be a full ∗-Hopf algebroid.
If we set Φ = S−1 and ⊛ = ⋆ then (Lcop,R) is a ∗-Hopf algebroid pair. To prove
this, note that S−1 ∶ Lcop → R is an anitalgebra coalgebra map. We can also see,
S−1 ○ s

cop
L = S−1 ○ tL = tR and S−1 ○ t

cop
L = S−1 ○ sL = tL = sR. Moreover, Φ is a coring

map

S−1(X (2))⊗ S−1(X (1)) = S−1(X)[1] ⊗ S−1(X)[2].
As we know Lcop and R are ⋆-related and by Corollary 3.6, we have S−1 ○⋆ = ⋆○S,
so (Lcop,R) is a ∗-Hopf algebroid pair.

Proposition 4.9. Let B ⊆ P be a faithfully flat H-Galois extension. If P is a
∗-algebra and H is a Hopf ∗-algebra with bijective antipode such that the coaction
is unitary then (L(P,H),Lop(P,H)) is a ∗-Hopf algebroid pair, with

(p⊗ q)⊛ = q∗ ⊗ p∗, Φ = id,

for any p⊗ q ∈ L(P,H).
Proof. First, we can see p⊗ q ∈ L(P,H), q∗ ⊗ p∗ ∈ L(P,H). Indeed,

δ(q∗ ⊗ p∗) =q(0)∗ ⊗ p(0)
∗
⊗ q(1)

∗p(1)
∗ = q(0)∗ ⊗ p(0)

∗
⊗ (p(1)q(1))∗

=q∗ ⊗ p∗ ⊗ 1.

We can see ⊛ is an anti-algebra map

((p⊗ q) ⋅L (p′ ⊗ q′))⊛ =(pp′ ⊗ q′q)⊛ = q∗q′∗ ⊗ p′∗p∗ = (q′∗ ⊗ p′∗) ⋅Lop (q∗ ⊗ p∗)
=(p′ ⊗ q′)⊛ ⋅Lop (p⊗ q)⊛.

Moreover,

sL(b)⊛ = (b⊗ 1)⊛ = 1⊗ b∗ = sop
L
(b∗),

for any b ∈ B. Similarly, tL(b)⊛ = topL (b∗). And
ε((p⊗ q)⊛) = q∗p∗ = (pq)∗ = (εL(p⊗ q))∗ = (εopL (p⊗ q))∗.



*-HOPF ALGEBROIDS 23

Finally,

∆op
L
((p⊗ q)⊛) =∆L((p⊗ q)⊛)

=q∗(0) ⊗ q∗(1)
<1>
⊗B q∗(1)

<2>
⊗ p∗

=q(0)∗ ⊗ S−1(q(1))<2>∗ ⊗B S−1(q(1))<1>∗ ⊗ p∗

=q∗ ⊗ p(1)
<2>∗
⊗B p(1)

<1>∗
⊗ p(0)

∗

=(p(1)<2> ⊗ q)⊛ ⊗B (p(0) ⊗ p(1)
<1>)⊛

=flip ○ (⊛⊗⊛) ○∆L(p⊗ q).
where the 3rd step uses Lemma 3.12, the 4th step uses the fact that

p(0) ⊗ p(1) ⊗ q = p(0) ⊗ S−1(p(2)q(1))p(1) ⊗ q(0) = p⊗ S−1(q(1))⊗ q(0).

It is not hard to see Φ = id is a reflexive structure by Proposition 2.3. It is given
by [14] and [17] that L(P,H) is left and anti-left Hopf algebroid. Also, since
id ○ ⊛ = ⊛−1 ○ id, we have the result. �

To conclude this section we make some general remarks about L,R pairs as
above.

Proposition 4.10. Given L, R left and right bialgebroids over A, there is a left
bialgebroid L⊙Rop over A such that L⊙RopM = LJR. We similarly define a right
A-bialgebroid Lop⊙R such that MLop⊙R = LJR. Moreover if (L,R) are ∗-related
as in Definition 3.1 then there is a map

⊛ ∶ L⊙Rop → Lop⊙R
making these a ∗-bialgebroid pair with Φ the identity on the generators and given by
the original ⊛ ∶ L →R and its inverse. Moreover, L⊙RopM = LJR as bar category.

Proof. (1) We write the product in L as ● and in R as ● . We define L ⊙Rop

as a quotient of an amalgamated free product of L and Rop by the relations that
sL(a) = tR(a) and tL(a) = sR(a) for any a ∈ A. To make this explicit, we replace
the copy of Ae in R by writing a ∈ A ⊂ R as a ∈ Aop ⊂ L and a ∈ Aop ⊂ R as
a ∈ A ⊂ L. We have the relations (using ● for the product in L ⊙Rop), for Yi ∈ R,
Y1 ● Y2 = Y2 ● Y1, the L product is not affected. The source and target is

sL⊙Rop(a) = sL(a) = a, tL⊙Rop(a) = tL(a) = a.
The coproduct and counit on L ⊙ Rop is the same as that on L and R on the
respective generators, and on X ● Y satisfies

∆L⊙Rop(X ● Y ) =X (1) ● Y (1) ⊗A X (2) ● Y (2), εL⊙Rop(X ● Y ) = εL(X εRop(Y )),
Clearly, L⊙Rop is a Ae-ring and A-coring with the image of the coproduct belongs
to the Takeuchi product. Moreover, the coproduct is an algebra map and the counit
satisfies the axiom of a left bialgebroid. Hence, L⊙Rop is a left bialgebroid over A.
The left module for L ⊙Rop corresponding to the joint module has x▷m defined
as usual for x ∈ L and y▷m = m◁y for y ∈ R. Therefore, it is not hard to see

L⊙RopM = LJR.
(2) We similarly define the right bialgebroid Lop⊙R another quotient of an

amalgamated free product of Lop and R by the relations that sL(a) = tR(a) and
tL(a) = sR(a) for any a ∈ A. To make this explicit, we replace the copy of Ae inL by writing a ∈ A ⊂ L as a ∈ Aop ⊂ R and a ∈ Aop ⊂ L as a ∈ A ⊂ R. We have the
relations (using ● for the product in L⊙Rop), for Xi ∈ L, X1 ● X2 =X2 ●X1, theR product is not affected. The source and target is

sLop⊙R(a) = sR(a) = a, tLop⊙R(a) = tR(a) = a.
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The coproduct and counit on Lop⊙R is the same as that on L and R on the
respective generators, and on X ● Y satisfies

∆Lop⊙R(X ● Y ) =X (1) ● Y (1) ⊗A X (2) ● Y (2), ε(X ● Y ) = εR(εLop(X)Y ).
(3) Now we suppose that (L,R) are ∗-related by ⊛ ∶ L → R and show that(L ⊙Rop,Lop⊙R) is a ∗-bialgebroid pair. For the purposes of the proof, to avoid

confusion, we denote the desired ⊛ on the product by a different symbol ÷× ∶ L ⊙
Rop → Lop⊙R and set X÷× = X⊛, Y ÷× = Y ⊛

−1

as stated, which obeys (X ● Y )÷× =
Y ⊛

−1

● X⊛. We set Φ ∶ L ⊙Rop → Lop⊙R to be the identity on the vector spaceL⊙Rop. Clearly, ÷× an invertible antilinear anti-algebra map. Also,

sLop⊙R(a∗) = sR(a∗) = sL(a)⊛ = sL⊙Rop(a)÷×.
Similarly, tLop⊙R(a∗) = tL⊙Rop(a)÷×. Moreover,

εLop⊙R(X÷×) = εR(X⊛) = εL(X)∗ = εL⊙Rop(X)∗.
Similarly, εLop⊙R(Y ÷×) = εL(Y ⊛−1) = εR(Y )∗ = εL⊙Rop(X)∗. Also, it is not hard to
see flip(÷×⊗ ÷×)∆L⊙R = ∆L⊙R ○ ÷×. So ÷× make the bialgebroids above ∗-related. We
can also see the Φ being the identity on the vector space L⊙Rop is a anti-algebra
map and a coalgebra map. Moreover, Φ−1 ○ ÷× = ÷×−1 ○Φ. As (L,R) is ∗-related we
know that LJR is a bar category by Proposition 4.2 and L⊙RopM is a bar categories
by Proposition 4.7. We can see L⊙RopM = LJR as bar categories. Indeed,

X▷m = Φ−1(X÷×)▷m =X⊛▷m =m◁X⊛,
for any m ∈M ∈ L⊙RopM, where the last step use correspondence between L⊙RopM
and LJR. Similarly,

Y▷m = Φ−1(Y ÷×)▷m = Y ⊛−1▷m =m◁Y ⊛−1
as required. �

We mention that in the ∗-related case we can also define a ∗-algebra structure

on L⊙Rop by X⊛ and Y ⊛
−1

which is an antilinear, antialgebra and coalgebra map.

4.2. ∗-Hopf algebroid pair for action bialgebroids. By a similar construction
to Section 3.1[20], one has from the same data of a braided-commutative algebra
B ∈MH

H a right B-Hopf algebroid R =H#B with

(h⊗ a)(g ⊗ b) = hg(1) ⊗ (a◁g(2))b, sR(a) = 1⊗ a, tR(b) = S−1b(1) ⊗ b(0)

εR(h⊗ a) = ε(h)a, ∆R(h⊗ a) = h(1) ⊗ 1⊗ h(2) ⊗ a.

We can also view the right coaction as a left action a ↦ S−1a(1) ⊗ a(0). We already
saw in Theorem 3.8 that L = B#Hop is part of a full Hopf algebroid.

Theorem 4.11. Let B be a braided-commutative algebra in MH
H in the ∗-algebra

and Hopf ∗-algebra case with unitary (co)actions. Then (B#Hop,H#B) as above
is a ∗-Hopf algebroid pair with

(a⊗ h)⊛ = S−1(h∗)⊗ a∗, Φ(a⊗ h) = hS−1a(1) ⊗ a(0), Φ−1(h⊗ a) = a(0) ⊗ ha(1).

Proof. For ⊛,

((a⊗ h)(b⊗ g))⊛ = S−1((gh(2))∗)⊗ (a(b◁h(1)))∗ = S−1(g∗)S−1(h∗(2))⊗ (b∗◁S−1(h∗(1)))a∗
= S−1(g∗)S−1(h∗)(1) ⊗ (b∗◁S−1(h∗)(2))a∗ = (S−1(g∗)⊗ b∗)(S−1(h∗)⊗ a∗)
= (b⊗ g)⊛(a⊗ h)⊛

∆R((a⊗ h)⊛) =∆R(S−1(h∗)⊗ a∗) = S−1(h∗)(1) ⊗ 1⊗ S−1(h∗)(2) ⊗ a∗

= S−1(h∗(2))⊗ 1⊗ S−1(h∗(1))⊗ a∗ = flip(⊛⊗⊛)(a⊗ h(1) ⊗ 1⊗ h(2))
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= flip(⊛⊗⊛)∆L(a⊗ h).
We also have

sL(a)⊛ = (a⊗1)⊛ = 1⊗a∗ = sR(a∗), tL(a)⊛ = (a(0)⊗a(1))⊛ = S−1(a∗(1))⊗a∗(0) = tR(a∗).
For Φ,

Φ((a⊗ h)(b⊗ g)) = Φ(a(b◁h(1))⊗ gh(2)) = gh(2)S−1(a(b◁h(1))(1))⊗ (a(b◁h(1)))(0)
= gS−1((b◁h(1))(1)Sh(2))S−1a(1) ⊗ a(0)(b◁h(1))(0) = gS−1(Sh(1)b(1))S−1a(1) ⊗ a(0)(b(0)◁h(2))
= g(S−1b(1))h(1)S−1a(1)(2) ⊗ (b(0)◁(h(2)S−1a(1)(1)))a(0) = (gS−1b(1) ⊗ b(0))(h(2)S−1a(1) ⊗ a(0))
= Φ(b⊗ g)Φ(a⊗ h),

where the 3rd equality uses the crossed module condition and the 5th uses braided
commutativity. Next,

∆RΦ(a⊗ h) =∆R(hS−1a(1) ⊗ a(0)) = (hS−1a(1))(1) ⊗ 1⊗ (hS−1a(1))(2) ⊗ a(0)

= h(1)S−1a(1) ⊗ 1⊗ h(2)S
−1a(0)(1) ⊗ a(0)(0) = h(1)S−1a(1) ⊗ 1⊗ (h(2) ⊗ 1)tR(a(0))

= (h(1)S−1a(1) ⊗ 1)sR(a(0))⊗ h(2) ⊗ 1 = h(1)S−1a(1) ⊗ a(0) ⊗ h(2) ⊗ 1

= (Φ⊗Φ)(a⊗ h(1) ⊗ 1⊗ h(2)) = (Φ⊗Φ)∆L(a⊗ h)
where the 5th equality holds because the image of ∆R being considered is inR⊗BR.
We also have

Φ(sL(a)) = Φ(a⊗ 1) = S−1a(1) ⊗ a(0) = tR(a),
Φ(tL(a)) = Φ(a(0) ⊗ a(1)) = a(1)S−1a(0)(1) ⊗ a(0)(0) = a(1)(2)S−1a(1)(1) ⊗ a(0) = 1⊗ a = sR(a)
It is clear that ⊛ is invertible, with inverse given by (h⊗ a)⊛−1 = a∗ ⊗S−1(h∗). We
can check that Φ is invertible. Indeed, Also,

Φ ○Φ−1(h⊗ a) = Φ(a(0) ⊗ ha(1)) = ha(2)S−1a(1) ⊗ a(0) = h⊗ a.

Also,

Φ−1 ○Φ(a⊗ h) = Φ−1(hS−1a(1) ⊗ a(0)) = a(0) ⊗ hS−1(a(2))a(1) = a⊗ h.

Finally, on the one hand

Φ−1 ○ ⊛(a⊗ h) = Φ−1(S−1(h∗)⊗ a∗) = a(0)∗ ⊗ S−1(h∗)a(1)∗,
on the other hand

⊛
−1
○Φ(a⊗ h) = (hS−1(a(1))⊗ a(0))⊛−1 = a(0)∗ ⊗ S−1((hS−1(a(1)))∗) = a(0)∗ ⊗ S−1(h∗)a(1)∗.

Finally, since L is a full Hopf algebroid, it is in particular a left and anti-left Hopf
algebroid. Hence, (L,R) is a ∗-Hopf algebroid pair. �

Corollary 4.12. If B is a braided-commutative algebra in MH
H and R =H#B as

above, Rop is a full ∗-Hopf algebroid with antipode and the star structure

S(h⊗a) = S−1(a(1))S−1(h(2))⊗a(0)◁S−1(h(1)), S−1(h⊗a) = S(h(2)a(2))⊗a(0)◁S(h(1)a(1)),
(h⊗ a)⋆ = h∗(1) ⊗ a∗◁h∗(2),

for all h⊗ a ∈ Rop.

Proof. Since Φ ∶ L → Rop is an isomorphism of left bialgebroids, and L is a full
⋆-Hopf algebroid, then the corresponding structure of R can be inherited from L.
Namely,

sR ∶= Φ ○ s−1L ○Φ
−1, ⋆R = Φ ○ ⋆L ○Φ−1.

�
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Note both the full ∗-Hopf algebroid in Section 3.1 and the one in the corollary
imply ∗-Hopf algebroid pairs by Example 4.8, but ∗-Hopf algebroid pairs are a more
general concept and the one constructed above is in general different from both of
these.

Proposition 4.13. For B a braided-commutative algebra in MH
H and L,R as

above.
(i) There is a monoidal isomorphism

LM ≅ B(MH)B
compatible with the induced forgetful functor to BMB. This sends a left L-module
to

a.m.b = (a⊗ 1)(b(0) ⊗ b(1))▷m = (ab(0) ⊗ b(1))▷m, m ◂ h = (1⊗ h)▷m.

(ii) There is a monoidal isomorphism

MR ≅ B(MH)B
compatible with the induced forgetful functor to BMB. This sends a right R-module
to

a.m.b =m◁(1⊗ b)(S−1a(1) ⊗ a(0)) =m◁(S−1a1 ⊗ a(0)b), m ◂ h =m◁(h⊗ 1).
(iii) The condition to be a joint L and R module in LJR is, for all m in the module
and a, b ∈ B, (ab(0) ⊗ b(1))▷m =m◁(S−1a1 ⊗ a(0)b) .
Proof. (i) It is immediate that the first formula displayed in (i) gives an B-bimodule
structure, and ◂ gives a right H-module. It remains to check that

(a.m.b) ◂ h = (a◁h).(m ◂ h).(b◁h) .
(ii) follows the same pattern as (i), and (iii) follows from the two expressions for
the A-bimodule structure. �

Part (iii) of the Proposition also coincides with the Φ-reflexive structure betweenL and R. Indeed, by Theorem 4.11,

Φ(ab(0) ⊗ b(1)) = b(2)S−1(a(1)b(1))⊗ a(0)b(0) = S−1(a(1))⊗ a(0)b.

5. ∗-structure for Ghobadi bialgroids

The goal of this section is to show when A is a ∗ algebra and (Ω,d) is a ∗-
calculus that Ghobadis bialgebroid is a ∗-bialgebroid pair. The philosophy, roughly
speaking, is that the bialgebroid pair (L,R) over base A is reconstructed from
monoidal category of AEA of bimodules with bimodule connection and the forgetful
functor to AMA, and our new result is that all of this works at the bar category
level in the ∗-algebra and ∗-calculus setting.

5.1. Preliminaries on differentials and vector fields. Suppose that A is a
unital algebra. For a ∈ A and Aop the algebra with the opposite product, recall
that we write elements a ∈ Aop where the overline is simply a reminder of being in
the opposite algebra. Then we have a1 ⋅ a2 = a2a1.

A first order differential calculus (FODC) over an algebra A is a A-bimodule Ω1

together with a linear map d ∶ A→ Ω1, such that

(1) d(ab) = (da)b + a(db) for any a, b ∈ A;
(2) Ω1 = span{adb∣a, b ∈ A}.
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A ∗-FODC over a ∗-algebra A is a FODC Ω1 over A together with an antilinear
map ∗ ∶ Ω1 → Ω1, such that d(a∗) = (da)∗ and (aωa′)∗ = a′∗ω∗a∗ for any a, a′ ∈ A
and ω ∈ Ω1.

For an algebra A we define Ae = A ⊗Aop with the product simply the product
in each factor, i.e.

(a1 ⊗ a2)(a3 ⊗ a4) = a1a3 ⊗ a4a2 .

A left Ae-module K is essentially the same as an A-bimodule, using

(5.1) (a1a2).k = a1k a2 .

For E ∈ AMA and F ∈ AopMAop we define the Ae-bimodule E ⊗ F in a similar
fashion by taking actions separately on the first and second tensor factor. We shall
often to write a1a2 ∈ Ae rather than a1 ⊗ a2 ∈ Ae to avoid confusion with other
tensor products, and also (e, f) ∈ E ⊗F rather than e⊗ f ∈ E ⊗ F .

Suppose that Ω1 is right fgp A-module and we define the right vector fields
XR = HomA(Ω1,A) and the coevaluation coevL(1) = ωi⊗Axi (summation implicit).
If we denote evL(x,ω) ∶= x(ω), and define a A-bimodule structure on XR such that
evL(axb,ω) = aevL(x, bω) then

ω = ωiev
L(xi, ω), x = evL(x,ωi)xi.

for any a, b ∈ A and X ∈ XR, ω ∈ Ω1. Moreover, the coevaltation commutes with A,
namely, aωi⊗xi = ωi⊗xia. Similarly, suppose Ω1 is a left fgp A-module and define
XL
∶= AHom(Ω,A), there is evR ∶ Ω1

⊗AXL → A and coevR(1) = yj ⊗A ηj , such that
evR(aω, byc) = aevR(ωb, y)c for any a, b, c ∈ A and y ∈ XL, ω ∈ Ω1. Moreover, we
have

ω = evR(ω, yj)ηj , y = yjevR(ηj , y), ayj ⊗ ηj = yj ⊗ ηja.

5.2. Ghobadi’s bialgebroid IB(Ω1). Given a left and right fgp A-bimodule Ω1,
we have that XR

⊗Ω1 and Ω1
⊗XL are Ae-bimodules with the bimodule structure

given by

a1a2(x,ω)a3a4 = (a1xa3, a4ωa2), a1a2(ω, y)a3a4 = (a1xa3, a4ωa2).(5.2)

Let IB(Ω1) be the quotient of the free product of tensor algebras TAe(XR
⊗ Ω1)

and TAe(Ω1
⊗XL) by the relations

(ωi, y)(xi, ω) = evR(ω, y), (x, ηj)(w,yj) = evL(x,w).(5.3)

It is shown in [10] that IB(Ω1) is a left A-bialgebroid with the coproduct and counit
given by

∆L(ω, y) = (ω, yj)⊗A (ηj , y), ∆L(x,ω) = (x,ωi)⊗A (xi, ω),(5.4)

and

εL(ω, y) = evR(ω, y), εL(x,ω) = evL(x,ω).(5.5)

Define AIMΩ1

A be the category of objects (M,σM), where M is an A-bimodule,
σM ∶ M ⊗A Ω1 → Ω1

⊗A M is an invertible A-bimodule map. A morphism from(M,σM) to (N,σN) consists of an A-bimodule map f ∶ M → N , such that (id ⊗
f)σM = σN(f ⊗ id) ∶ M ⊗ Ω1 → Ω1

⊗ N . It is clear that AIMΩ1

A is a monoidal
category with

σM⊗N = (σM ⊗ id) ○ (id⊗ σN ) ∶M ⊗N ⊗Ω1 → Ω1
⊗M ⊗N,

for any (M,σM) and (N,σN ) ∈ AIMΩ1

A .
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Proposition 5.1. [10] There is an equivalence of monoidal categories IB(Ω1)M ≅
AIMΩ1

A . The map σM and the left IB(Ω1) action on M can be given in terms of
each other by

(x,ω)▷m = (evL ⊗ id)(x⊗ σM (m⊗ ω)) , (ω, y)▷m = (id⊗ evR)(σ−1M (ω,m)⊗ y).
Conversely,

σM(m⊗ ω) = ωi ⊗ (xi, ω)▷m , σ−1M (ω ⊗m) = (ω, yj)▷m⊗ ηj .

for any m ∈M , ω ∈ Ω1 and x ∈ XR.

Note that if we did not require σM to be invertible, i.e. the category AMΩ1

A ,
then we would use B(Ω1) with just the XR

⊗Ω1) generators.
Now let A be a ∗-algebra and Ω1 a ∗-bimodule in the sense of a ∗-object in the

bar category of A-bimodules, i.e. a ∗-object in the bar category of A-bimodules.
The latter means that there is an antilinear involution ∗ ∶ Ω1 → Ω1 such that(aω)∗ = ω∗a∗ (as for a ∗-calculus). There is an antilinear map ⊛ ∶ XR → XL given
by

evR(ω,x⊛) = evL(x,ω∗)∗.(5.6)

To check this is well defined, we can see

evR(aω,x⊛) = evL(x, (aω)∗)∗ = evL(x,ω∗a∗)∗ = aevL(x,ω∗)∗ = aevR(ω,x⊛).
Similarly, ⊛−1 ∶ XL → XR can be given by

evL(y⊛−1 , ω) = evR(ω∗, y)∗.
Also, we can see

ω∗i ⊗ x⊛i = coev
R(1), y⊛

−1

j ⊗ η∗j = coev
L(1).(5.7)

Indeed,

evR(ω,x⊛i )ω∗i = evL(xi, ω
∗)∗ω∗i = (ωiev

L(xi, ω
∗))∗ = ω.

Moreover, we have (axb)⊛ = b∗x⊛a∗. Indeed,
evR(ω, b∗x⊛a∗) =evR(ωb∗, x⊛)a∗ = evL(x, bω∗)∗a∗ = (aevL(x, bω∗))∗ = (evL(axb,ω∗))∗

=evR((axb)⊛, ω).
Theorem 5.2. If A is a ∗-algebra Ω1 is an fgp ∗-bimodule then

(1) IB(Ω1)M is a bar category with M an object by

(ω, y)▷m = (y⊛−1, ω∗)▷m, (x,ω)▷m = (ω∗, x⊛)▷m, ab▷m = b∗ma∗,

for any m ∈M ∈ IB(Ω1)M.

(2) AIMΩ1

A is a bar category, with (M,σ
M
) defined by

σ
M
(m⊗ ω) = ωi ⊗ (id⊗ evR)(σ−1M (ω∗,m)⊗ x⊛i ),

with inverse

σ−1
M
(ω ⊗m) = (evL ⊗ id)(y⊛−1j ⊗ σM(m,ω∗))⊗ ηj

for all m ∈M ∈ AIMΩ1

A .

(3) The bar categories in (1) and (2) are isomorphic.
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Proof. (1) We show IB(Ω1)M is a bar category. We can see (sL(a)tL(b))▷m =
(a, b)▷m = (b∗, a∗)▷m = b∗ma∗ = amb. We also have

(ω, y)▷m = (y⊛−1 , ω∗)▷m = (ω, y)▷m.

Similarly, (x,ω)▷m = (x,ω)▷m. And

Υ((x,ω)▷m⊗ n) =Υ((ω∗, x⊛)(1)▷m⊗ (ω∗, x⊛)(2)▷n) = Υ((ω∗, yj)▷m⊗ (ρj , x⊛)▷n)
=Υ((ω∗, x⊛i )▷m⊗ (ω∗i , x⊛)▷n) = (ω∗i , x⊛)▷n⊗ (ω∗, x⊛i )▷m
=(x,ωi)▷n⊗ (xi, ω)▷m = (x,ω)▷(Υ(m⊗ n)).

Similarly, Υ((ω, y)▷m⊗ n) = (ω, y)▷(Υ(m⊗ n)).
(2) Next, we check AIMΩ1

A is a bar category. We can see

σ
M
(m⊗ ω) = ωi ⊗ (id⊗ evR)(σ−1M (ω∗,m)⊗ x⊛i ) = ωi ⊗ (ω∗, x⊛i )▷m.

And

σ−1
M
(ω ⊗m) = (evL ⊗ id)(y⊛−1j ⊗ σM(m,ω∗))⊗ ηj = (y⊛−1j , ω∗)▷m⊗ ηj .

We can see σ
M

factors through the balanced product between m and ω. Indeed,

σ
M
(ma⊗ ω) =ωi ⊗ (ω∗, x⊛i )▷(a∗m) = ωi ⊗ (ω∗a∗, x⊛i )▷m = ωi ⊗ ((aω)∗, x⊛i )▷m

=σ
M
(m⊗ aω).

Also,

σ
M
(am⊗ ωb) =ωi ⊗ (b∗ω∗, x⊛i )▷(ma∗) = ωi ⊗ ((ω∗, a∗x⊛i )▷m)b = ωi ⊗ ((ω∗, (xia)⊛)▷m)b

=aωi ⊗ ((ω∗, x⊛i )▷m)b = aσM
(m⊗ ω)b.

So σ
M

is A-bilinear. Similarly, we can show σ−1
M

is well defined. We can see σ
M

is

invertible

σ
M
○ σ−1

M
(ω ⊗m) =ωi ⊗ ((η∗j , x⊛i )(y⊛−1j , ω∗))▷m = ωi ⊗ evR(ω∗, x⊛i )▷m

=ωi ⊗ evL(xi, ω)∗▷m = ωi ⊗mevL(xi, ω)∗ = ωiev
L(xi, ω)⊗m

=ω ⊗m.

And

σ−1
M
○ σ

M
(m⊗ ω) =(y⊛−1j , ω∗i )(ω∗, x⊛i )▷m⊗ ηj = evL(y⊛−1j , ω∗)▷m⊗ ηj

=m⊗ evR(ω, yj)ηj =m⊗ ω.

Assume f ∶ (M,σM ) → (N,σN) is a morphism in the category of AIMA
Ω1

, we
have

(id⊗ f) ○ σ
M
(m⊗ ω) =ωi ⊗ f ○ (id⊗ evR)(σ−1M (ω∗,m)⊗ x⊛i )

=ωi ⊗ (id⊗ evR)(σ−1
M
(ω∗, f(m))⊗ x⊛i )

=σ
N
○ (f ⊗ id)(m⊗ ω).

We can also see

σ
M
(m⊗ ω) = ωi ⊗ (ω∗, x⊛i )▷m = ωi ⊗ (xi, ω)▷m.

And on the one hand

(id⊗Υ
M⊗N ) ○ σM⊗N (m⊗ n⊗ ω)

=(id⊗Υ
M⊗N)(ωi ⊗ (ω∗, x⊛i )▷(m⊗ n))

=(id⊗Υ
M⊗N)(ωi ⊗ (ω∗, x⊛i )(1)▷m⊗ (ω∗, x⊛i )(2)▷n)

=ωi ⊗ (ω∗, x⊛i )(2)▷n⊗ (ω∗, x⊛i )(1)▷m
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=ωi ⊗ (ηj , x⊛i )▷n⊗ (ω∗, yj)▷m
We already know that IB(Ω1)M ≅ AIMΩ1

A are equivanlent as monoidal category
according to

σM⊗N (m⊗ n⊗ ω) = ωi ⊗ (xi, ω)▷(m⊗ n).
So on the other hand, we have

σ
N⊗M ○ (ΥM⊗N ⊗ id)(m⊗ n⊗ ω) = σ

N⊗M(n⊗m⊗ ω) = ωi ⊗ (xi, ω)▷(n⊗m)
=ωi ⊗ (xi, ω)(1)▷n⊗ (xi, ω)(2)▷m = ωi ⊗ (xi, ωj)▷n⊗ (xj , ω)▷m
=ωi ⊗ (ω∗j , x⊛i )▷n⊗ (ω∗, x⊛j )▷m.

(3) Let F ∶ IB(Ω1)M → AIMΩ1

A be the functor. We can see fbM ∶ F (M) →
F (M) is identity, since

σ
F (M)

(m⊗ ω) = ωi ⊗ (ω∗, x∗i )▷m = ωi ⊗ (xi, ω)▷m = σF (M)(m⊗ ω).
So it is not hard to see F is an equivalence bar functor. �

This bar category structure comes from IB(Ω1) being part of a ∗-bialgebroid
pair. We omit details of the other half here since it follows the same line as forIL(Ω1) covered later.

5.3. Full ∗-Hopf algebroid IIB(Ω1). In this subsection, given Ω1 left and right
fgp, we let X be an A-bimodule equipped with both evL, coevL and evR, coevR

structures making it both left and right dual to Ω1, so X = XR = XL simultaneously.
By [10], we can define IIB(Ω1) is the quotient of IB(Ω1) by the relations

(yj, ω)(ηj , x) = evL(x,ω), (ω,xi)(x,ωi) = evR(ω,x).(5.8)

IIB(Ω1) is a full Hopf algebroid with antipode given by

S(x,ω) = (ω,x), S(ω,x) = (x,ω).
The left bialgebroid structure can be inherited from IB(Ω1). By Proposition 2.6,
its corresponding right bialgebroid structure is given by

sR(a) = a, tR(a) = a(5.9)

and the coproduct

∆R(ω, y) = (ω,xi)⊗Aop (wi, y), ∆R(x,ω) = (x, ηj)⊗Aop (yj , ω).(5.10)

And the counit

εR(ω, y) = evL(y,ω), εR(x,ω) = evR(ω,x).(5.11)

Indeed, for the coproduct of the right bialgebroid, by (2.8), we have

∆R(ω, y) =S(S−1(ω, y)(2))⊗ S(S−1(ω, y)(1)) = S(xi, ω)⊗ S(y,ωi)
=(ω,xi)⊗ (wi, y),

similar for the rest.

This recaps the construction of [10] in our notations. Now we recall that for a
∗-algebra A and a fgp ∗-bimodule X, we have a map ⊛ ∶ X → X satisfying (5.6) and(5.7).
Proposition 5.3. If Ω1 is an fgp ∗-bimodule and X a left and right dual as above.
If ⊛ = ⊛−1 then IIB(Ω1) is a full ⋆-Hopf algebroid with

sL(a)⋆ = a∗, tL(a)⋆ = a∗, (ω, y)⋆ = (ω∗, y⊛), (x,ω)⋆ = (x⊛, ω∗).(5.12)
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Proof. Clearly, sL(a)⋆ = a∗ = tR(a∗) and tL(a)⋆ = a∗ = sR(a∗). Also, εL((ω, y)⋆) =
εL(ω∗, y⊛) = evR(ω∗, y⊛) = evL(y,ω)∗ = εR(ω, y)∗. Similarly, εL((x,ω)⋆) = εR(x,ω)∗.
We can see on the one hand,

(x,ω)⋆[1] ⊗ (x,ω)⋆[2] = (x⊛, ω∗)[1] ⊗ (x⊛, ω∗)[2] = (x∗, ηj)⊗ (yj , ω∗).
On the other hand,

(x,ω)(1)⋆ ⊗ (x,ω)(2)⋆ = (x,ωi)⋆ ⊗ (xi, ω)⋆ = (x⊛, ω∗i )⊗ (x⊛i , ω∗).
To see ⋆ is an anti-algebra map that preserve the relations (5.3) and (5.8), we have

((ωi, y)(xi, ω))⋆ =evR(ω, y)⋆ = evR(ω, y)∗ = evL(y⊛, ω∗) = (x⊛i , ω∗)(ω∗i , y⊛)
=(xi, ω)⋆(ωi, y)⋆.

And

((x, ηj)(w,yj))⋆ =evL(x,ω)⋆ = evL(x,ω)∗ = evR(ω∗, x⊛) = (ω∗, y⊛j )(x⊛, η∗j )
=(w,yj)⋆(x, ηj)⋆.

The rest is similar. �

Let AIIMΩ1

A be the submonoidal category of AIMΩ1

A consisting ofM ∈ AIMΩ1

A

such that the A-bimodule map

τM ∶ X⊗A M →M ⊗A X, τM(x⊗m) = (x,ωi)▷m⊗ xi(5.13)

is invertible with inverse given by

τRM(m⊗ x) = yj ⊗ (ηj , x)▷m.(5.14)

A morphism f ∶ (M,σM , τM) → (N,σN , τN ) satisfies in additional (f ⊗ id) ○ τM =
τN ○ (id⊗ f). It is given by [10] that AIIMΩ1

A ≅ IIB(Ω1)M as monoidal category.

Theorem 5.4. Under the assumptions of Proposition 5.3, the isomorphism AIIMΩ1

A ≅

IIB(Ω1)M is as bar monoidal categories, as bar subcategories of AIMΩ1

A and IB(Ω1)M
respectively.

Proof. Since IIB(Ω1) is a full ∗-Hopf algebroid, IIB(Ω1)M is a bar category by
Proposition 3.16. More precisely, given m ∈M ∈ IIB(Ω1)M,

(x,ω)▷m = S((x,ω)⋆)▷m = (ω∗, x⊛)▷m,

and similarly,

(ω, y)▷m = (y⊛−1 , ω∗)▷m.

It is not hard to see that this defines an IIB(Ω1)-module structure onM descending
from the left IB(Ω1)-module structure given in Theorem 5.2. As a result, IIB(Ω1)M
is a bar subcategory of IB(Ω1)M. To see AIIMΩ1

A is a bar category with the bar

structure inherited from AIMΩ1

A , we first observe that τ
M

given by τ
M
(x ⊗m) =(x,ωi)▷m ⊗ xi is well defined. We can also check τ

M
is invertible with the given

fomular above. Indeed,

τ
M
○ τR

M
(m⊗ x) =(yj , ωi)(ηj , x)▷m⊗ xi = evL(x,ωi)▷m⊗ xi =m⊗ evL(x,ωi)xi =m⊗ x.

Similarly, τR
M
○ τ

M
(x ⊗ m) = x ⊗ m. Let f ∶ (M,σM , τM) → (N,σN , τN) be a

morphism. We can see

(f ⊗ id) ○ τ
M
(x⊗m) =(f ⊗ id)((x,ωi)▷m⊗ xi) = f((ω∗i , x⊛)▷m)⊗ xi = f((ω∗i , x⊛)▷m)⊗ x∗∗i

=f((ηj, x⊛)▷m)⊗ y∗j = (ηj , x⊛)▷f(m)⊗ y∗j = τN ○ (id⊗ f)(x⊗m).
Moreover,

τ
M
(x⊗m) = (x,ωi)▷m⊗ xi.
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And on the one hand

(Υ
M⊗N ⊗ id) ○ τ

M⊗N(x⊗m⊗ n)
=(Υ

M⊗N ⊗ id)((ω∗i , x⊛)▷(m⊗ n)⊗ xi)
=(Υ

M⊗N ⊗ id)((ω∗i , x⊛)(1)▷m⊗ (ω∗i , x⊛)(2)▷n⊗ xi)
=(ω∗i , x⊛)(2)▷n⊗ (ω∗i , x⊛)(1)▷m⊗ xi

=(ηj , x⊛)▷n⊗ (ω∗i , yj)▷m⊗ xi,

on the other hand,

τ
N⊗M ○ (id⊗Υ

M⊗N)(x⊗m⊗ n) = τ
N⊗M(x⊗ n⊗m) = (x,ωi)▷(n⊗m)⊗ xi

=(x,ωi)(1)▷n⊗ (x,ωi)(2)▷m⊗ xi = (x,ωj)▷n⊗ (xj , ωi)▷m⊗ xi

=(ω∗j , x⊛)▷n⊗ (ω∗i , x⊛j )▷m⊗ xi.

Let F ∶ IIB(Ω1)M→ AIMΩ1

A be the functor. We can see fbM ∶ F (M) → F (M) is
identity, since

τ
F (M)

(x⊗m) = (ω∗i , x⊛)▷m⊗ xi = (xi, ω)▷m⊗ xi = τF (M)(x⊗m).
So it is not hard to see F is an equivalence bar functor. �

This upgrades the construction of IIB(Ω1) and its representation category in
[10] to the full ∗-Hopf algebroid case. This is warm up for the next section.

5.4. Preliminary background on bimodule connections. In this section we
let (Ω1,d) be differential calculus on A. We first recall that a left bimodule connec-
tion (E,∇E , σE) consist of an A-bimodule E, an left connection ∇E in the sense of
a linear map obeying

∇E(ae) = a∇E(e)+ da⊗ e

for any a ∈ A and e ∈ E, and a A-bimodule map (‘generalised braiding’) σE ∶

E ⊗A Ω1 → Ω1
⊗A E such that

∇E(ea) = ∇E(e)a + σE(e⊗ da),
for any a ∈ A and e ∈ E. Such objects form a monoidal category which we will
denote AEA. A morphism f ∶ (E,∇E , σE) → (F,∇F , σF ) is a A-bimodule map
f ∶ E → F , such that

σF ○ (f ⊗ id) = (id⊗ f) ○ σE , (id⊗ f) ○ ∇E = ∇F ○ f.

The monoidal structure is

∇E⊗F = ∇E ⊗ id + (σE ⊗ id) ○ (id⊗∇F ), σE⊗F = (σE ⊗ id) ○ (id⊗ σF ),
for any (E,∇E , σE), (F,∇F , σF ) ∈ AEA We denote by AIEA the monoidal subcat-
egory with invertible braiding. Similarly, a right bimodule connection (F,∇R

F , σ
R
F )

consists of an A-bimodule F and intertwining σR
F ∶ Ω

1
⊗ F → F ⊗ Ω1, and right

connection ∇R
F ∶ F → F ⊗Ω1, such that

∇
R
F (fa) = ∇R

F (f)a + f ⊗ da, ∇
R
F (af) = a∇R

F (f) + σF (da⊗ f).
We denote the category of right A-bimodule connection by AERA and its subcate-
gory AIERA with invertible braiding, which is isomorphic with AIEA as monoidal
category. More precisely, for any (E,σE ,∇E) ∈ AIEA, we can give a right bimodule
connection by

σR
E ∶= (σE)−1, ∇

R
E = (σE)−1 ○ ∇E .(5.15)
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This gives a monoidal isomorphism AIEA ≅ AIERA . It is not hard to see that AIEA
is a submonoidal category of AIMΩ1

A . Also, if A is a ∗-algebra and (Ω1,d) a
∗-calculus then AIEA is, moreover, a bar category[6] with

∇
E
(e) = †((σE)−1 ○ ∇E(e)), σ

E
(e⊗ ω) = †((σE)−1(ω∗ ⊗ e)),(5.16)

where † ∶ E ⊗A Ω1 → Ω1
⊗A E is defined by †(e⊗ ω) = ω∗ ⊗ e. More precisely, if we

denote eα ⊗ eβ ∶= (σE)−1 ○ ∇E(e) then ∇E
(e) = eβ

∗

⊗ eα. In this case, there is a

forgetful functor AIEA to AIMΩ1

A in the previous section.

Definition 5.5. For Ω1 f.g.p. and pivotal i.e. with a single X = XR = XL, we say
that a left bimodule connection is bi-invertible if σE is invertible with inverse σR

E

as before and its ‘transpose’ τE defined by

τE = (evL ⊗ idE⊗X) ○ (idX ⊗ σE ⊗ idX) ○ (idX⊗E ⊗ coevL) ∶ X⊗A E → E ⊗A X

is invertible with inverse

τRE = (idX⊗E ⊗ evR) ○ (idX ⊗ σR
E ⊗ idX) ○ (coevR ⊗ idE⊗X).

A morphism f ∶ M → N between biinvertible connections needs to satisfies in
addition τF ○ (id⊗ f) = (f ⊗ id) ○ τE .

It is not hard to see AIIEA has a forgetful functor to AIIMΩ1

A in Section 5.3.
Also, it is shown by [10] that this is a monoidal subcategory of AIEA, which we
denote AIIEA.
Lemma 5.6. In the ∗-algebra case with a ∗-calculus, AIIEA ↪ AIEA as bar cate-

gories compatibly with the forgetful functors toAIIMΩ1

A ↪ AIMΩ1

A respectively.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 5.4, so we omit details. �

5.5. ∗-bialgebroid pair IL(Ω1),IR(Ω1). Now, following [10], assume that Ω1 is
right fgp. Define L(Ω1) to be the algebra generated by a ∈ A, a ∈ Aop, x ∈ XR and(x, ξ) ∈ XR

⊗Ω1 subject to the relations

a ● (x, ξ) = (ax, ξ) , (x, ξ) ● a = (xa, ξ)
a ● (x, ξ) = (x, ξa) , (x, ξ) ● a = (x, aξ)
a ● x = ax , x ● a = xa + evL(x,da) , x ● a = a ● x + (x,da), aa = aa,(5.17)

where we use ● to denote the product of L(Ω1) (in order to distinguish the bimodule
structure of XR). By [10], L(Ω1) is a left A-bialgebroid with the coring structure

∆L(x) = x⊗ 1 + (x,ωi)⊗ xi , εL(x) = 0 ,

∆L(a) = a⊗ 1 , ∆L(a) = 1⊗ a , εL(a) = a , εL(a) = a ,

∆L(x, ξ) = (x,ωi)⊗ (xi, ξ) , εL(x,ω) = evL(x,ω) .(5.18)

Proposition 5.7. [10] There exist an isomorphism of monoidal category L(Ω1)M ≅
AEA. More precisely, for e ∈ E ∈ AEA,

a▷e = ae , a▷e = ea , x▷e = (evL ⊗ id)(x⊗∇Ee) ,
(x⊗ ξ)▷e = (evL ⊗ id)(x⊗ σE(e⊗ ξ)) .

Conversely, for e ∈ E ∈ L(Ω1)M,

σE(e⊗ ω) = ωi ⊗ (xi, ω)▷e, ∇E(e) = ωi ⊗ xi▷e.
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Similarly, if Ω1 is left fgp, we define R(Ω1) to be an algebra generated by a ∈ A,
a ∈ Aop, y ∈ XL and (ξ, y) ∈ Ω1

⊗A XL subject to the relations

a ● (ξ, y) = (ξ, a y) , (ξ, y) ● a = (ξ, y a)
a ● (ξ, y) = (ξ a, y) , (ξ, y) ● a = (a ξ, y) ,
y ● a = y a , a ● y = ay + evR(da, y) , a ● y = y ● a + (da, y), aa = aa.(5.19)

where we use ● to denote the product of R(Ω1). R(Ω1) have the right A-
bialgebroid structure

∆R(y) = 1⊗ y + yj ⊗ (ηj , y) , εR(y) = 0 ,

∆R(a) = 1⊗ a , ∆R(a) = a⊗ 1 , εR(a) = a , εR(a) = a ,

∆R(ξ, y) = (ξ ⊗ yj)⊗ (ηj ⊗ y) , εR(y,ω) = evR(y,ω) .(5.20)

By a parallel construction, the category AERA is isomorphic with MR(Ω1). More

precisely, if F is an A-bimodule with a right bimodule connection (∇R
F , σ

R
F ) then F

is a right R(Ω1)-module, by

f◁a = fa , f◁a = af , f◁y = (id⊗ evR)(∇R
F f ⊗ y) ,

f◁(ξ, y) = (id⊗ evR)(σR
F (ξ ⊗ f)⊗ y) .

Conversely, if F is a right R(Ω1)-module,

σR
F (ω ⊗ f) = f◁(ω, yj)⊗ ηj , ∇

R
F (f) = f◁yj ⊗ ηj .(5.21)

This completes our summary of [10]. Now let A be a ∗-algebra and (Ω1,d) an
fgp ∗-differential calculus. As before, now recall that there is a map ⊛ ∶ XR → XL

satisfying (5.6) and (5.7).
Lemma 5.8. If A is a ∗-algebra and (Ω1,d) an fgp ∗-differential calculus Ω1 thenL(Ω1) and R(Ω1) are ∗-related, with

a⊛ = a∗, a⊛ = a∗, (a ● x)⊛ = x⊛ ● a∗, (x, ξ)⊛ = (ξ∗, x⊛)
Proof. First, we have

sL(a)⊛ = a⊛ = a∗ = sR(a∗).
Similarly, tL(a)⊛ = tR(a∗). Also

εR((x,ω)⊛) = evR(ω∗, x⊛) = evL(x,ω)∗ = εL(x,ω)∗.
To see ⊛ is an anti-algebra map, we have

(sL(a)(x,ω))⊛ = (ax,ω)⊛ = (ω∗, x⊛a∗) = (x,ω)⊛sR(a∗) = (x,ω)⊛sL(a)⊛.
Similar for the rest. Also,

(a ● x)⊛ = (ax)⊛ = x⊛a∗ = x⊛ ● a∗ = x⊛sR(a∗) = x⊛sL(a)⊛,
and

(x ● a)⊛ = (xa)⊛ + evL(x,da)∗ = a∗x⊛ + evR(da∗, x⊛) = a∗ ● x⊛,
and

(x ● a)⊛ = (a ● x)⊛ + (da∗, x⊛) = x⊛ ● a∗ + (da∗, x⊛) = a⊛ ● x⊛.
For the coproduct,

flip ○ (⊛⊗⊛)∆L(x) = 1⊗ x⊛ + x⊛i ⊗ (ω∗i , x⊛) =∆R(x⊛).
And

flip ○ (⊛⊗⊛)∆L(x, ξ) = (ξ∗, x⊛i )⊗ (ω∗i , x⊛) =∆R((x, ξ)⊛).
�
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Following [10], but in our notation, we now define IL(Ω1) to be free product of
tensor algebras TAe(XR

⊗Ω1), TAe(Ω1
⊗XL) and T (XR) by the relations (5.3) (now

written with ●) and (5.17). IL(Ω1) is a left bialgebroid with Ae-ring structure given
by (5.2), and coring structure given by (5.4), (5.5) and (5.18). Similarly, we can
define IR(Ω1) to be free product of tensors products TAe(XR

⊗Ω1), TAe(Ω1
⊗XL)

and T (XL) by the relations (5.19) and

(xi, ω) ● (ωi, y) = evR(ω, y), (ω, yj) ● (x, ηj) = evL(x,ω).(5.22)

We can see IR(Ω1) is a right bialgebroid with Ae-ring structure

sR(a) = a, tR(a) = a,(5.23)

and A-coring given by (5.20) and

∆R(x,ω) = (x,ωi)⊗ (xi, ω), εR(x,ω) = evL(x,ω).(5.24)

By Propositions 5.1 and 5.7, as in [10], we have isomorphisms of monoidal
categories

(5.25) IL(Ω1)M ≅ AIEA, MIR(Ω1) ≅ AIERA ,

and similarly for the right side.

Theorem 5.9. If A is a ∗-algebra and (Ω1,d) is an fgp ∗-differential calculus
then (IL(Ω1),IR(Ω1)) is a ∗-bialgebroid pair, with ⊛ given by Lemma 5.8 and
additionally

(ω, y)⊛ = (y⊛−1 , ω∗).
And Φ ∶ IL(Ω1) → IR(Ω1) given by

Φ(x,ω) = (x,ω), Φ(ω, y) = (ω, y), Φ((ωi, y)●xi) = y, Φ(x) = yj ● (x, ηj), Φ(ab) = ab.
Proof. By the proof of Lemma 5.8, we only need to show

((ωi, y) ● (xi, ω))⊛ = (xi, ω)⊛ ● (ωi, y)⊛, ((x, ηj) ● (ω, yj))⊛ = (ω, yj)⊛ ● (x, ηj)⊛.
On the one hand,

((ωi, y) ● (xi, ω))⊛ = evR(ω, y)⊛ = evR(ω, y)∗.
On the other hand,

(xi, ω)⊛ ● (ωi, y)⊛ = (ω∗, x⊛i ) ● (y⊛−1 , ω∗i ) = evL(y⊛−1, ω∗),
so they are equal. The rest is similar. We will also see

flip ○ (⊛⊗⊛) ○∆L(ξ, y) = (y⊛−1 , η∗j )⊗ (y⊛−1j , ξ∗) =∆R(y⊛−1 , ξ∗) =∆R((ξ, y)⊛).
To see the bialgebroid pair is Φ-reflexive. We can first observe that Φ((ωi, y) ●(xi, ω)) = Φ((xi, ω)) ● Φ((ωi, y)) and Φ((x, ηj) ● (ω, yj)) = Φ(ω, yj) ● Φ(x, ηj).
Also,

Φ(xi) ● Φ(ωi, y) = yj ● (xi, ηj) ● (ωi, y) = yj ● evR(ηj , y) = y = Φ((ωi, y) ● xi).
To see Φ is compatible with the coproduct, we have

(Φ⊗Φ) ○∆L((ωi, y) ● xi) = (Φ⊗Φ)(∆L(ωi, y) ●∆L(xi))
=(Φ⊗Φ)(((ωi, yj)⊗ (ηj , y)) ● ((xi ⊗ 1) + (xi, ωk)⊗ xk))
=(Φ⊗Φ)((ωi, yj) ● xi ⊗ (ηj , y) + (ωi, yj) ● (xi, ωk)⊗ (ηj , y) ● xk)
=(Φ⊗Φ)((ωi, yj) ● xi ⊗ (ηj , y) + tL(evR(ωk, yj))⊗ (ηj , y) ● xk)
=(Φ⊗Φ)((ωi, yj) ● xi ⊗ (ηj , y) + 1⊗ (evR(ωk, yj)ηj , y) ● xk)
=(Φ⊗Φ)((ωi, yj) ● xi ⊗ (ηj , y) + 1⊗ (ωk, y) ● xk)
=yj ⊗ (ηj , y) + 1⊗ y
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=∆R ○Φ((ωi, y) ● xi).
Similarly, we will see (Φ⊗Φ) ○∆L(x) =∆R ○Φ(x). Indeed, on the one hand,

(Φ⊗Φ) ○∆L(x) = (Φ⊗Φ)(x⊗ 1 + (x,ωi)⊗ xi)
=yj ● (x, ηj)⊗ 1 + (x,ωi)⊗ yj ● (xi, ηj),

on the other hand,

∆R○Φ(x) =∆R(yj) ● ∆R(x, ηj)
=(1⊗ yj + yk ⊗ (ηk, yj)) ● ((x,ωi)⊗ (xi, ηj))
=(x,ωi)⊗ yj ● (xi, ηj) + yk ● (x,ωi)⊗ (ηk, yj) ● (xi, ηj)
=(x,ωi)⊗ yj ● (xi, ηj) + yk ● (x,ωi)⊗ tR(evL(xi, ηk))
=(x,ωi)⊗ yj ● (xi, ηj) + yk ● (x,ωiev

L(xi, ηk))⊗ 1

=(x,ωi)⊗ yj ● (xi, ηj) + yk ● (x, ηk)⊗ 1.

Also, we have εR ○ Φ((ωi, y) ● xi) = εR(y) = 0 and εR ○ Φ(x) = εR(yj ● (x, ηj)) =
εR(tR(εR(y))(x, ηj)) = 0. Moreover,

Φ−1 ○ ⊛(x) = Φ−1(x⊛) = (ωi, x
⊛) ● xi = (η∗j , x⊛) ● y⊛−1j = (yj ● (x, ηj))⊛−1 = ⊛−1 ○Φ(x).

�

By Theorem 4.7, we have

Corollary 5.10. If A is a ∗-algebra and (Ω1,d) is an fgp ∗-differential calculus then

IL(Ω1)M is a bar subcategory of IL(Ω1)JIR(Ω1). Moreover, IL(Ω1)M ≅MIR(Ω1) ≅
AIEA as bar categories.

Proof. We combine Theorem 4.7 with the above results and identify IL(Ω1)M with
its image in IL(Ω1)JIR(Ω1). Recall that in Theorem 4.7, the bar structure of M ∈
IL(Ω1)M is given by

X▷m = Φ−1(X⊛)▷m,

for any x ∈ L and m ∈M ∈ IL(Ω1)M. We also need to check that the bar category

structure agrees with that of AIEA, where F ∶ IL(Ω1)M → AIELA is the monoidal
functor given by (5.25) with formula given by Proposition 5.7, then we can check

∇
F (M)(m) =ωi ⊗ xi▷m = ωi ⊗m◁x⊛i = ωi ⊗ (id⊗ evR)((σM)−1 ○ ∇M(m)⊗ x⊛i )

=ωi ⊗mαevR(mβ , x⊛i ) = ωiev
L(xi,m

β∗)⊗mα =mβ∗
⊗mα

=∇
F (M)

(m),
where mα

⊗mβ = (σM )−1 ○∇M(m). We do not need to check it (it is implied) but
this also works for the braiding:

†−1 ○ σ
F (M)(m⊗ ω) =†−1(ωi ⊗ (xi, ω)▷m) = †−1(ωi ⊗m◁(ω∗, x⊛i ))

=m◁(ω∗, x⊛i )⊗ ω∗i = (σE)−1(ω∗ ⊗m)
=†−1 ○ σ

F (M)
(m⊗ ω).

�
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5.6. ∗-Hopf algebroid pair IIL(Ω1),IIR(Ω1). In this section we assume that
Ω1 is pivotal so that X = XR = XL. Then [10] also constructed Hopf algebroids,
which we denote IIL(Ω1),IIR(Ω1). Here, IIL(Ω1) is the quotient of IL(Ω1) by
the relations (5.8) (now written with ●), while IIR(Ω1) is the quotient of IR(Ω1)
by the relations

(ηj , x) ● (yj, ω) = evL(x,ω), (x,ωi) ● (ω,xi) = evR(ω,x).(5.26)

By a similar method as Theorem 5.9, we have:

Proposition 5.11. If A is a ∗-algebra and (Ω1,d) is an fgp ∗-differential calculus
then (IIL(Ω1),IIR(Ω1)) is a ∗-Hopf algebroid pair, with ⊛ given by Lemma 5.8
and additionally

(ω, y)⊛ = (y⊛−1 , ω∗).
And Φ ∶ IIL(Ω1) → IIR(Ω1) given by

Φ(x,ω) = (x,ω), Φ(ω, y) = (ω, y), Φ((ωi, y) ● xi) = y, Φ(x) = yj ● (x, ηj).
By Theorem 5.4 and (5.25), we can see that:

Corollary 5.12. If A is a ∗-algebra and (Ω1,d) is an fgp ∗-differential calculus then

AIIEA ≅ IIL(Ω1)M ≅MIIR(Ω1) as monoidal subcategories of IIL(Ω1)JIIR(Ω1) and
as subcategories of AIEA, IL(Ω1)M andMIR(Ω1) respectively.

Proof. By Corollary 5.10, we know AIEA ≅ IL(Ω1)M as bar category. And AIIEA,
IIL(Ω1)M inherited the bar structure from them respectively. Let F ∶ IIL(Ω1)M→
AIIEA be the functor with formula given by Proposition 5.7. We can check
τ
F (E)(x ⊗ e) = (x,ωi)▷e ⊗ xi = τ

F (E)
(x ⊗ e) which is the same with the proof

of Theorem 5.4. �

5.7. The category L(Ω1)KR(Ω1). Here we give a route to the IL(Ω1) construction
in terms of the ⊙ construction in Proposition 4.10. The starting point is a certain
subcategory of L(Ω1)JR(Ω1).

Proposition 5.13. Let L(Ω1)KR(Ω1) be the full monoidal subcategory of L(Ω1)JR(Ω1)

where we impose the four relations

(xi▷e)◁(ωi, y) = e◁y
(x, ηi)▷(e◁yi) = x▷e

(x, ηi)▷(e◁(ξ, yi)) = evL(x, ξ) e
((xi, η)▷e)◁(ωi, y) = e evR(η, y),(5.27)

for any e ∈ E ∈ L(Ω1)KR(Ω1). This category can be identified with the left modules

of L(Ω1)⊙R(Ω1)op in Proposition 4.10 modulo the further relations

y = (ωi, y) ● xi, x = (x, ηi) ● yi
(x, ηj) ● (ω, yj) = evL(x,ω), (ωi, y) ● (xi, ω) = evR(ω, y).

Moreover, this quotient can be identified with IL(Ω1).
Proof. (1) We first check that it is monoidal: for any e ∈ E ∈ L(Ω1)KR(Ω1) and
f ∈ F ∈ L(Ω1)KR(Ω1), we have

(xi▷(e⊗ f))◁(ωi, y)
=(xi▷e⊗ f)◁(ωi, y) + ((xi, ωj)▷e⊗ xj▷f)◁(ωi, y)
=(xi▷e)◁(ωi, yj)⊗ f◁(ηj , y) + ((xi, ωj)▷e)◁(ωi, yk)⊗ (xj▷f)◁(ηk, y)
=e◁yj ⊗ f◁(ηj , y) + e evR(ωj, yk)⊗ (xj▷f)◁(ηk, y)
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=e◁yj ⊗ f◁(ηj , y) + e ⊗ (xj▷f)◁((ηk, y)tR(evR(ωj, yk)))
=e◁yj ⊗ f◁(ηj , y) + e ⊗ (xj▷f)◁(evR(ωj , yk)ηk, y)
=e◁yj ⊗ f◁(ηj , y) + e ⊗ (xj▷f)◁(ωj , y)
=e◁yj ⊗ f◁(ηj , y) + e ⊗ f◁y

=(e⊗ f)◁y.
Also we have

(x,ηi)▷((e⊗ f)◁(ξ, yi))
=(x, ηi)▷(e◁(ξ, yj)⊗ f◁(ηj , yi))
=(x,ωk)▷(e◁(ξ, yj))⊗ (xk, ηi)▷(f◁(ηj , yi))
=(x,ωk)▷(e◁(ξ, yj))⊗ evL(xk, ηj)f
=(x,ωkev

L(xk, ηj))▷(e◁(ξ, yj))⊗ f

=(x, ηj)▷(e◁(ξ, yj))⊗ f

=evL(x, ξ) e⊗ f.

The rest are similar.

(2) The actions of L(Ω1),R(Ω1)op ⊂ L(Ω1)⊙R(Ω1) are
x.e = x▷e, (x,ω).e = (x,ω)▷e, y.e = e◁y, (η, y).e = e◁(η, y)

using which the restrictions on the objects translate into the relations stated. For
example, the fourth relation in the subcategory can be written

(ωi, y).((xi, η).e) = eevR(η, y) = evR(η, y).e
using the notation (5.1). The last two of the stated quotient relations are the same
as those of IL(Ω1) and note that if these hold then then the second relation follows
from the first,

(x, ηi)yi = (x, ηi)(ωj, yi)xj = evL(x,ωj)xj = x.

Finally, the first quotient relation allows one to eliminate the XL generators, so
that we have exactly IL(Ω1). �

On the other hand, the same category L(Ω1)KR(Ω1) can be expressed as right

modules of quotient of L(Ω1)op⊙R(Ω1) by relations

y = xi ● (ωi, y), x = yi ● (x, ηi)
(ω, yi) ● (x, ηi) = evL(x,ω), (xi, ω) ● (ωi, y) = evR(ω, y)

similarly using

e.x = x▷e, e.(x,ω) = (x,ω)▷e, e.y = e◁y, e.(η, y) = e◁(η, y)
and the specification of the subcategory. We see that we recover IR(Ω1), using
the second relation to replace XR generators by XL ones, and the first relation then
being redundant.

The merit of this treatment is that Proposition 4.10 tells us that, since we know
by Lemma 5.8 that L(Ω1),R(Ω1) are ∗-related, L(Ω1)⊙R(Ω1)op,L(Ω1)op⊙R(Ω1)
are a ∗-bialgebroid pair. One can then check that this is compatible with the
relations that we are quotienting by, to recover Theorem 5.9. In categorical terms,
this is equivalent to checking that L(Ω1)KR(Ω1) is a bar subcategory, which we check.

Proposition 5.14. If A is a ∗-algebra and (Ω1,d) an fgp ∗-differential calculus Ω1

then L(Ω1)KR(Ω1) is a bar subcategory of L(Ω1)JR(Ω1) and isomorphic to IL(Ω1)M
andMIR(Ω1) (and hence AIEA) as bar categories.
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Proof. The bar structure of L(Ω1)KR(Ω1) is inherited from L(Ω1)JR(Ω1). Now, we
can check for any e ∈ E ∈ L(Ω1)KR(Ω1).

(xi▷e)◁(ωi, y) = (y⊛−1, ω∗i )▷(e◁x⊛i ) = y⊛−1▷e = e◁y.
Similarly, we have (x, ηi)▷(e◁yi) = x▷e. Next,
(x, ηi)▷(e◁(ξ, yi)) =((y⊛−1i , ξ∗)▷e)◁(η∗i , x⊛) = eevR(ξ∗, x⊛) = evL(x, ξ) e.

Similarly for the fourth relation for an object. So L(Ω1)KR(Ω1) is a bar subcategory.

The rest is then clear as we have already identified the category as left IL(Ω1)-
modules and as right IR(Ω1)-modules, given the remarks above and Theorem 4.7.

�

5.8. The biparallelisable case. We note that if Ω1 is fgp and has a generalised
(i.e. not necessarily symmetric) quantum metric in the sense[6] of ( , ) ∶ Ω1

⊗AΩ1 →
A and g ∈ Ω1

⊗A Ω1 obeying the snake identities then Ω1 is pivotal with

(5.28) X = Ω1, evL(ω, η) = (ω, η) = evR(ω, η), coevR = g = coevL.

One can check that the ⊛ on X coincides with ∗ on Ω1 if and only if g is ∗-compatible
in the sense †(g) = g as in [6], although we do not need to assume this nor to
assume this form of pivotal structure. Either way, there are by now many examples
of quantum Riemannian geometry sufficient to illustrate Ghobadi’s L(Ω1),IL(Ω1)
and IIL(Ω1) and exhibit them as ∗-bialgebroid and ∗-Hopf algebroid pairs.

In the rest of this section we focus on the simplest class of these where calculus
on A has Ω1 free from both sides, in fact with a finite set {ωi} which is both a left
basis and a right basis over A. In this section, we analyse the above constructions
at this level of generality. In this case exterior derivative can be written as for all
f ∈ A as

df = ∂i(f)ωi = ωi∂
R
i (f), ∂i, ∂

R
i ∶ A→ A

as a definition of ‘partial derivatives’ (this is what they would for a local coordinate
basis in the classical case at this point). We sum over repeated indices. Our
assumption is that

ωjf = Cij(f)ωi, fωj = ωiC
−1
ij (f), Cij ,C

−1
ij ∶ A→ A,

for certain ‘commutation operators’ which are mutually inverse as elements of
Md(Link(A)), where d is the order of the basis. The requirements of a differential
calculus (Ω1,d) translate to

Cij(fg) = Ckj(f)Cik(g), ∂i(fg) = ∂j(f)Cij(g) + f∂i(g)
C−1ij (fg) = C−1ik (f)C−1kj (g), ∂R

i (fg) = ∂R
i (f)g +C−1ij ∂

R
j (g)(5.29)

We let xi and yi be corresponding dual bases so that

evL(xi, ωj) = δij = evR(ωi, yj), coevL = ωi ⊗ xi, coevR = yi ⊗ ωi

(so we set ηi = ωi in the general theory). The bimodule structures on XR and XR

are then
xif = C−1ij (f)xj , fyi = yjCij(f).

Also note that
evL(xi,df) = ∂R

i (f), evR(df, yi) = ∂i(f)
which allows is to identify xi = ∂R

i , yi = ∂i corresponding to the conventions of classi-
cal differential geometry where vector fields are thought of as differential operators.

Next, L(Ω1) is generated by f ∈ A, f ∈ Aop, tij = (xi, ωj) and xi ∈ XR. These

are subject to the relations for Ae and (using ● for the product in L(Ω1))
f ● xi = f xi, xi ● f = xi f + ev

L(xi,df), xi ● f = f ● xi + (xi,df),
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f ● (x,ω) = (f x,ω), (x,ω) ● f = (xf,ω), f ● (x,ω) = (x,ωf), (x,ω) ● f = (x, fω).
and the coring structure is

∆L(xi) = xi ⊗ 1 + tij ⊗ xj , εL(xi) = 0,
∆L(f) = f ⊗ 1, ∆L(f) = 1⊗ f, εL(f) = f, εL(f) = f,
∆L(tij) = tik ⊗ tkj , εL(tij) = δij .

The source and target maps are sL(f) = f and tL(f) = f .
Similarly on the other side, R(Ω1) is generated by f ∈ A, f ∈ Aop, tij = (ηi, yj)

and yi ∈ XL, subject to the relations for Ae and using ● for the product in R(Ω1)
f ● (ω, y) = (ω, f y) , (ω, y) ● f = (ω, y f)
f ● (ω, y) = (ω f, y) , (ω, y) ● f = (f ω, y) ,
yi ● f = yi f , f ● yi = f yi + evR(df, yi) , f ● yi = yi ● f + (df, yi) ,

and the coring structure is

∆R(yi) = 1⊗ yi + yj ⊗ tji , εR(yi) = 0 ,

∆R(f) = 1⊗ f , ∆R(f) = f ⊗ 1 , εR(f) = f , εR(f) = f ,

∆R(tij) = tik ⊗ tkj , εR(tij) = δij .

The source and target maps are sR(f) = f and tR(f) = f .
Next we construct IL(Ω1), which has additional relations fromR(Ω1) but these

enter with the opposite product so Y1 ● Y2 = Y2 ● Y1 for Yi ∈ R(Ω1). As explained
in Section 5.7, this arises from as a quotient of the left A-bialgebroid L ⊙ Rop

in Proposition 4.10 for L = L(Ω1),R = R(Ω1). As part of the construction, to
have consistent source and target maps for IL(Ω1), we eliminate all mention of
Ae coming from R by identifying f, g ∈ R with f, g ∈ L (this is consistent with the

product as L⊙Rop has the R product reversed). Thus, we explicitly rewrite the R
relations above as follows:

(ω, y) ● f = (ω, f y), f ● (ω, y) = (ω, y f),
(ω, y) ● f = (ω f, y), f ● (ω, y) = (f ω, y),
f ● yi = yi f, yi ● f = f yi + evR(df, yi), yi ● f = f ● yi + (df, yi),(5.30)

as the relevant relations viewed in the A-bialgebroid L⊙Rop. The source and target
maps are

sL⊙Rop(f) = f, tL⊙Rop(f) = f.
Finally, as explained in Section 5.7, we impose relations between L and Rop coming
from the subcategory K,

(ωi, yj) ● xi = yj , (xj , ηi) ● yi = xj ,

(x, ηi) ● (ω, yi) = evL(x,ω), (ωi, y) ● (xi, ω) = evR(ω, y).(5.31)

We can use these to rewrite all occurrences of the generators yi to get IL(Ω1) in
the original Ghobadi form in Section 5.5. This amounts to L(Ω1) with additional
generators tij = (ηi, yj) with relations given by the first two lines of (5.30) and the

last line of (5.31). The latter on the matrix generators and the coalgebra are

(5.32) tij ● tkj = δik, tij ● tik = δjk, ∆L(tij) = tik ⊗ tkj , εL(tij) = δij .
To obtain IR(Ω1) from the point of view of Section 5.7, we begin with the right

bialgebroid Lop⊙R but this time we retain the product ● of the right bialgebroidR, and write X1 ● X2 =X2 ●X1 = for Xi ∈ L. Similarly we retain the R copy of Ae
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by identifying f ∈ L with f ∈ R, and g ∈ L with g ∈ R. Thus, we explicitly rewrite
the L relations above as Lop⊙R relations:

xi ● f = f xi, f ● xi = xi f + ev
L(xi,df), f ● xi = xi ● f + (xi,df),

(x,ω) ● f = (f x,ω), f ● (x,ω) = (xf,ω), (x,ω) ● f = (x,ωf), f ● (x,ω) = (x, fω).
The source and target maps are

sLop⊙R(f) = f, tLop ⊙R(f) = f.
Then, as explained in Section 5.7, we impose relations from the category K as

xi ● (ωi, yj) = yj , yi ● (xj , ηi) = xj ,

(ω, yi) ● (x, ηi) = evL(x,ω), (xi, ω) ● (ωi, y) = evR(ω, y).
We can use these to rewrite all occurrences of the generators xi to get the origi-
nal description of IR(Ω1) in Section 5.5. This has addtional generators tij with
relations and coalgebra

tij ● tkj = δik, tij ● tik = δjk, ∆R(tij) = tik ⊗ tkj , εR(tij) = δij .
We now assume that (Ω1,d) is a ∗-calculus over C and give the ∗-bialgebroid

pair structure of IL(Ω1),IR(Ω1) and starting with how they arise from the ∗-
bialgebroid pair L⊙Rop,Lop⊙R in Proposition 4.10. This has the antilinear anti-
algebra map ⊛ ∶ L⊙Rop → Lop⊙R given by

f⊛ = f∗, (f)⊛ = f∗, x⊛ = x∗, y⊛ = y∗, (x,ω)⊛ = (ω∗, x∗), (ω, y)⊛ = (y∗, ω∗).
Here ω∗ is the usual star of a 1-form, and x∗ ∈ XL for x ∈ XR and y∗ ∈ XR for
y ∈ XL are defined by evR(ω ⊗ x∗) = evL(x⊗ ω∗)∗ and evL(y∗ ⊗ ω) = evR(ω∗ ⊗ y)∗
respectively (these were denoted ⊛ for L,R ∗-related but we reserve this symbol for
the composite to avoid confusion). As a brief check of applying ⊛ to the coproduct
(recalling that the coproduct on L ⊙Rop and Lop⊙R are just given by ∆L and
∆R) we have

∆Lop ⊙R(x⊛) =∆Lop ⊙R(x∗) =∆R(x∗) = 1⊗ x∗ + yj ⊗ (ηj , x∗)
flip(⊛⊗⊛)∆L⊙Rop(x) = flip(⊛⊗⊛)∆L(x) = flip(⊛⊗⊛)(x⊗ 1 + (x,ωi)⊗ xi)

= 1⊗ x∗ + xi
∗
⊗ (ωi

∗, x∗),
which are equal as the dual bases are related by yi ⊗ ηi = xi

∗
⊗ ωi

∗. To see that
this construction descends to IL(Ω1) and IR(Ω1) (corresponding to K being a bar
subcategory in Section 5.7), we apply ⊛ to the K-relations in L⊙Rop to get

xi
∗
● (yj∗, ωi

∗) = yj∗, yi
∗
● (ηi∗, xj

∗) = xj
∗,

(yi∗, ξ∗) ● (ηi∗, x∗) = evL(x, ξ)∗, (η∗, xi
∗) ● (y∗, ωi

∗) = evR(η, y)∗.
These are the same as the K-relations in Lop⊙R. Moreover, the bialgebroidsL ⊙Rop and Lop⊙R are reflexive as in Proposition 4.10 by the invertible linear
anitalgebra coalgebra map Φ ∶ L⊙Rop → Lop⊙R given by

Φ(f) = f, Φ(f) = f, Φ(x) = x, Φ(y) = y, Φ(x,ω) = (x,ω), Φ(ω, y) = (ω, y).
To see that this descends to IL(Ω1) and IR(Ω1), we apply Φ to the K-relations
in L⊙Rop to get

xi ● (ωi, yj) = yj , yi ● (xj , ηi) = xj ,

(ξ, yi) ● (x, ηi) = evL(x, ξ), (xi, η) ● (ωi, y) = evR(η, y).
These are the same as the K-relations in Lop⊙R.
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Now we move to the pivotal case we set X = XR and with evL, coevL as above
and define XL = X also as a bimodule, with

evR(ωi, xj) = δij , coevR(1) = xi ⊗ ωi

and viewed in the correct hom space via this evR. Effectively, we set ηi = ωi and
yi = xi in the above which works provided their bimodule structures to coincide.
This happens when

(CT )−1 = (C−1)T
where (CT )ij = Cji. We then follow the construction in Section 5.5 where we
define IIL(Ω1) as the quotient IL(Ω1) by the IIL-relations (5.8), which on the
generators amounts to the additional relations

(5.33) tji ● tjk = δik, tij ● tkj = δik.

Likewise quotienting IR(Ω1), the additional relations for IIR(Ω1) are from (5.26)
and on the generators amount to

tji ● tjk = δik, tij ● tkj = δik.

The reader may check that the ⊛ and Φ maps send the additional IIL-relations to
the additional IIR-relations so that we obtain a ∗-Hopf algebroid pair.

Returning to L(Ω1), an easy example of a bimodule connection is E = A and
∇E = d ∶ A → Ω1 = Ω1

⊗A A. Here σE(f ⊗ ω) = fω ⊗ 1, i.e., σE = id when ⊗AA

and A⊗A are cancelled. This corresponds to a representation of L(Ω1) where the
actions are

xi.f = evL(xi,df)⊗1 = ∂R
i (f), tij .f = (evL⊗id)(xi⊗σE(f⊗ωj)) = C−1ij (f), g.f = fg,

which one can check indeed represents the algebra. Another question we can ask is
the structure of the algebra of L(Ω1). From the above, we see that xi, tij generate
the free associative algebra k⟨xi, tij⟩ on d3 generators. This is actually a bialgebra
over the field with coalgebra ∆L, εL as above on these generators. All of L(Ω1)
factorises into this algebra and Ae, which we keep to the left. The cross-relations
from the above are that A,Aop commute and

xi ● f = C−1ij (f) ● xj + ∂
R
i (f), tij ● f = C−1ik (f) ● tkj

xi ● f = f ● xi + ∂
R
j (f) ● tij , tij ● f = C−1kj (f) ● tik

The part generated by A and the xi, tij is a semidirect product A ⋊ k⟨xi, tij⟩ by
xi▷f = ∂R

i (f), tij▷f = C−1ij (f) which one can check makes A into a module algebra
of the bialgebra. The part with Aop can similarly be viewed as a semidirect or
‘smash’ product Aop#k⟨xi, tij⟩cop for same left action on the vector space of Aop

and the opposite coproduct. This simplifies further in the case of IIL(Ω1), where
we have additional generators tij and relations ‘

tij ● f = Cki(f) ● tkj , tij ● f = Cjk(f) ● tik
from the above, as well as (5.32) and (5.33).

Proposition 5.15. In the case of Ω1 free as above, H = k⟨xi, tij , Stij⟩ ⊂ IIL(Ω)
with relations such that Stij = tji is a Hopf algebra and with ∆L given by the

expressions above but now regarded over k. Moreover, IIL(Ω1) = Ae#H a cocycle
Hopf algebroid [14, Prop. 5.2] with trivial cocycle.

Proof. Here the Hopf algebraH is the free associative algebra on generators xi, tij , tij
modulo the relations in (5.32), (5.33) and hence the antipode

Stij = tji, Stij = tji, Sxi = −tji ● xj
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with the coalgebra as stated, now taken over the field. Next, the algebra structure
of Ae#H in the case of trivial cocycle is

(b⊗ b′#h)(c⊗ c′#g) = b(h(1)▷c)⊗ c′(Sg(2)▷b′)#h(2)g(1)

The subalgebra A⊗ 1⊗H = A#H has a left handed semidirect form for the action

xi▷f = ∂R
i (f), tij▷f = C−1ij (f), tij▷f = Cji(f)

recovers the stated relations between A and H . The subalgebra 1 ⊗ Aop#H has
the structure of a right-handed semidirect product where the same left action is
converted to a right action as a◁h ∶= Sh▷a. In our case for f ∈ Aop, we have

f ● tij = tik ● (Stkj▷f) = tik ● (tjk▷f) = tik ●Ckj(f)
which is equivalent to the required relation when applied to C−1jm(f) in place of f
and summed over j. Similarly

f ● tij = tik ● (Stkj▷f) = tik ● (tjk▷f) = tik ●C−1jk (f)
is equivalent to the required relation when applied to Cmj(f) and summed over
j, provided we are in the pivotal case where we assumed that (CT )−1 = (C−1)T .
Finally, we have

f ● xi = xi ● f + tij ● (Sxj▷f) = xi ● f − tij ●Cjk(∂R
k (f))

which gives the required commutation relations on using the f, tij relations already

proven. This gives the algebra structure of IIL(Ω1). One can then check that
bialgebroid structures match up as well. �

This is a special case of an Ehresmann-Schauenburg Hopf algebroidL(A#H,H) ≅
Ae#H as explained in [14, Lem. 5.3] for a cleft extension or ‘trivial bundle’ quan-
tum principal bundle, but in our case such that the cleaving map is an algebra map

so that there is no cocycle. There is a similar construction for an extension ̃IL(Ω1)
where we keep on adjoining matrix generators t

(n+1)
ij = St

(n)
ji , where t

(0)
ij = tij so

that t
(1)
ij = tij . These have matrix coalgebra ∆t

(n)
ij = t

(n)
ik
⊗ t
(n)
kj

, ε(t(n)ij ) = δij . The

action on A in the Ae#H construction is again defined iteratively,

t
(n)
ij ▷f = C

(n)
ij (f), C(n+1) = (C(n)−1)T , C(0) = C−1, C(1) = CT .

This no longer requires the pivotal construction but is infinitely generated. How-
ever, the geometric significance of the action of the higher generators is unclear.

In the ∗-algebra and ∗-calculus case over C, if we suppose that ω∗i = ωi then
x∗i = yi so that t∗ij = tji from the above ⊛. Then in the pivotal case the above H

becomes a flip Hopf ∗-algebra as in [6] (where ∆ commutes with ∗ with an extra
flip). The axioms for this are such that S○∗ = ∗○S. Thus, the ∗-Hopf algebroid pair
based on IIL(Ω1) is different from the ∗-Hopf algebroid pairs that we obtained on
the Ehresmann-Schauenburg Hopf algebroid pair in Proposition 4.9.

Example 5.16. (Integer line graph) Let A = C(Z) with Ω1 corresponding to the
integer line graph. Using the group structure of Z there is a natural left basis of
left-invariant forms which ω1 = e+, ω−1 = e− in the notations of [6]. We denote the
dual basis of XR by x1, x−1, so that evL(xi, ωj) = δij and coevL(1) = ωi ⊗ xi. The
bimodule structure on Ω1 and XR is given by

ωif = Ri(f)ωi, xif = R−i(f)xi

for f ∈ A with R±1(f)(i) ∶= f(i ± 1). We define

df = (∂1f)ω1 + (∂−1f)ω−1,
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where ∂±1 ∶= R±1 − id. This is a ∗-calculus with ω∗i = −ω−i when we work over C.
Then x∗i = −x−i and y∗i = −y−i and t∗ij = t−j−i = St−i−j which again gives a flip Hopf

∗-algebra. Here, Cij(f) = δijRi(f), which obeys the condition as assumed for a
pivotal structure so that Proposition 5.15 for the structure of IIL(Ω1) applies.

Another well-studied quantum Riemannian geometry is the fuzzy sphere.

Example 5.17. (Fuzzy sphere) Let λ ≠ ±1,0 be a real parameter. The ‘fuzzy
sphere’ algebra A = Cλ[S

2] is generated by three generators zi, i = 1,2,3, subject
to the relations

[zi, zj] = 2λεijkzk, ∑
i

(zi)2 = 1 − λ2

where ǫ123 = 1 is the totally antisymmetric symbol, repeated indices will be summed
and [ , ] denotes the commutator. In these conventions, when λ = 1/n for n = 1,2,⋯,
there is a natural quotient which is isomorphic to Mn(C) viewed as matrix fuzzy
spheres. The standard (rotationally invariant but 3-dimensional) Ω1 has central
basis ωi = ω∗i (denoted si in [6]) and exterior derivative

df = (∂if)ωi, ∂i(f) ∶=
1

2λ
[zi, f]

for any f ∈ A. This is a ∗-calculus with ω∗i = ωi and hence x∗i = yi. Here Cij(f) = f
so we are even more simply in the pivotal case where the above results apply and
again H is a flip Hopf ∗-algebra.
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