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Abstract

Let (A, 1) be a finite dimensional unital associative algebra over a field K, which is also
equipped with a coassociative counital coalgebra structure (A, ). A is called a weak bialgebra
if the coproduct A : A — AR A satisfies A(ab) = A(a)A(b). We do not require A(1) =1®1
nor multiplicativity of the counit ¢ : A — K. Instead, we propose a new set of counit axioms,
which are modelled so as to guarantee that Rep A becomes a monoidal category with unit
object given by the cyclic left A-module £ := (4 — 1) C A, where 1 = ¢ is the unit in
the dual weak bialgebra A. Under these monoidality azioms & and & = (1 — A) become
commuting unital subalgebras of A, which are trivial if and only if € is multiplicative. We
also propose axioms for an antipode S : A — A, such that the category Rep.A becomes
rigid. S is uniquely determined, provided it exists. If a monoidal weak bialgebra A has an
antipode S, then its dual A is monoidal if and only if S is a bialgebra anti-homomorphism,
in which case S is also invertible. In this way we obtain a definition of weak Hopf algebras
which in Appendix A will be shown to be equivalent to the one given independently by G.
Bohm and K. Szlachanyi. Special examples are given by the face algebras of T. Hayashi and
the generalised Kac algebras of T. Yamanouchi.
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2 1 INTRODUCTION

1 Introduction

In [MS,S] G. Mack and V. Schomerus have introduced the notion of weak coproducts A : G —
G ® G on quasi-Hopf algebras G by allowing A to be non-unital, A(1) # 1 ® 1. Examples are
semisimple quotients of quantum groups at ¢ = roots of unity. The underlying motivation was
to obtain symmetry candidates G in low dimensional quantum field theories. Technically this
may be understood as a Tannaka-Krein like reconstruction program [Ma,Ha&], starting from the
rigid monoidal category of Doplicher-Haag-Roberts (DHR) endomorphisms on a local observable
algebra M. In this way one may successfully match the quantum field theoretic fusion rules
with non-integer (“statistical” or “categorical” or “q-") dimensions with those of Rep G.

The price to pay in this setting is the quasi-coassociativity of the coproduct A. Thus, the
dual Q of G is not an object of the same kind. In particular Q is not even an associative algebra,
which makes it impossible to define an analogue of the DHR-field algebra F = M <G ﬂ On the
other hand, in Ocneanu’s approach of recovering “quantum symmetries” from (depth 2) Jones
inclusions [Oc,Da,Lo,Szy,EN,Ya,NW] one always expects a concept of symmetry algebras A,
such that the dual A is of the same type (due to the two-step periodicity in any Jones tower).

In this work I propose a new axiomatic approach to weak (Hopf) bialgebras (A, 1,A,¢), which
strictly meets this duality principle. In particular, I start from the observation that dualizing the
property A(1) # 1®1 suggests to allow non-multiplicative counits as well, i.e. e(ab) # e(a)e(b).
On the other hand, I don’t give up coassociativity of the coproduct A, such that the dual
(.A, i, A,é) is of the same kind. For simplicity - and to make this duality strategy manifest -
throughout I will restrict myself to finite dimensional algebras A over a field K. A generalization
to infinite dimensional settings together with appropriate topological (like C*- or von-Neumann
algebraic) structures should be a future goal.

A first announcement of the present work has been given in 1994 [N2]. Subsequent discussions
with H.-W. Wiesbrock and K.-H. Rehren have soon lead to first applications in Jones theory
and quantum field theory [W Re]. In 1996 G. Bohm and K. Szlachényi [BSz,Sz| independently
came up with very similar ideas. The main progress of the present paper in comparison with
the BSz-approach is that here I propose so-called (co)monoidality axioms, the necessity and
consequences of which are discussed individually and without referring to antipode structures.
Also, the antipode axioms presented here are simpler than those of Bohm-Szlachdnyi and are
motivated by a more general analysis of rigidity structures on weak bialgebras. In this way I will
end up with a set of axioms for weak Hopf algebras, which will be shown in Appendix A to be
equivalent to those of [BSz,Sz]. Also, the face algebras of T. Hayashi [Ha] and the generalized
Kac algebras of T. Yamanouchi [Ya] are special kinds of weak Hopf algebras, see Sect. 5 and
Sect. 8, respectively.

Meanwhile G. Bohm, K. Szlachédnyi and I have exchanged and unified our ideas. Parallel
to this work we present further common results on the theory of integrals and C*-structures
on finite dimensional weak Hopf algebras in [BNS]. Moreover, in [NSW]| we develop a theory
of (co)actions and crossed products by weak Hopf algebras and generalize Ocneanu’s ideas by
showing that any reducible finite index and depth-2 Jones extension of von-Neumann algebras
with finite dimensional centers is given by a crossed product with a weak Hopf algebra A.

In future work [HN2] we will also clarify the role of our coassociative weak Hopf algebras as a
symmetry in the quasi-coassociative quantum field theoretic scenario of [MS,S]. Another exciting

!There is, however, a sensible definition of the double crossed product M > G=gG [HN1].



application will emerge from the fact [N3] that the observable algebras of a large class of physical
quantum chain models naturally acquire a weak Hopf algebra structure. In particular, the Hopf
spin models or lattice current algebras of [NSz, AFFS] on an open chain (of even number of
sites) are self-dual weak Hopf algebras A and their periodic extensions by one link joining the
endpoints are given by the (weak) quantum double D(A). For a first sketch see also the remarks
following Example 3 in Appendix D. It will be challenging to identify the vacuum representation
of these models with the GNS-representation obtained from the counit (i.e. the monoidal unit in
RepD(A)) and relate their DHR-theory with the braided rigid monoidal structure of Rep D(A).
As a further interesting conjecture one may suggest similar applications ﬂ in conformal quantum
field theory, such that the quantum field theoretic fusion rules are reproduced by a weak Hopf
algebra structure on the obsevables.

The plan of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we analyse the so-called monoidality azioms
for the counit ¢ = 1 € A on a weak blalgebra A, making Rep. 4 a monoidal category with
nontrivial cyclic unit object A — 1  A. The dual analogues are the comonoidality azioms
studied in Section 3. In particular, we will see that the canonical left (right) action of A on
1,4 induces nontrivial subspaces Az := 14 — A C A and A := A — 14 C A, which in
a comonoidal weak bialgebra are in fact commuting unital subalgebras of A. Considering A
as a left (right) comodule algebra over itself we also show that A is comonoidal if and only
if the left (right) coinvariants of A are given by Ay, g, respectively. In Section 4 we describe
the category Cmod A of right A-comodules and show that if A is comonoidal then Ag is the
unit object in Cmod .A. Moreover, the endomorphism algebra of this comodule is shown to be
given by End4 Ar = Ay N Ag, acting by multiplication on Agp. For weak Hopf algebras this
has been noticed before in [Sz]. In Section 5 we generalize an observation of [Sz| by showing
that in bimonoidal weak bialgebras the subalgebras Ay g are separable K-algebras. In Section
6 we adapt ideas developped for quasi-Hopf algebras by Drinfel’d [Dr]| to formulate a theory
of rigidity structures on monoidal weak bialgebras. This will help to motivate our antipode
axioms in Section 7, where we will see that in bimonoidal (i.e. monoidal and comonoidal) weak
bialgebras an antipode S always provides a rigidity structure. Thus, in Section 8 we define a
weak Hopf algebra to be a bimonoidal weak bialgebra with antipode .S. One of our main results
here will be that a weak bialgebra A with antipode S is a weak Hopf algebra (i.e. bimonoidal)
if and only if [Az, Ar] = 0 and S is a bialgebra anti-morphism.
In Appendix A we relate the present approach to the axioms of [BSz,Sz]. Appendix B gives
more details on rigidity structues in the spirit of [Dr]. In particular this leads to a proof that
n (finite dimensional!) monoidal weak bialgebras A rigidity maps S : A — A (i.e. “quasi-
antipodes”) are always invertible [|. In Appendix C we analyse minimal (comonoidal) weak
bialgebras A = ApAg, which are defined to be generated by the commuting subalgebras A, and
Ag, as well as their cominimal dual analogues A. In Appendix D we give several examples, most
noteworthy a two-sided crossed product construction of a minimal weak bialgebra A = A @ Ar
with a Hopf algebra G. This example puts a weak Hopf algebra structure on the Hopf algebraic
quantum chains considered in [NSz,AFFS], such that Ay and Ag become the left and right
“wedge algebras”, respectively, of these models.

Note added: After finishing this paper I have been informed by L. Vainerman that presumably
the notion of a quantum groupoid [M, V, NV] is equivalent to that of a weak Hopf algebra with
involutive antipode.

?based on infinite dimensional weak Hopf algebras
3Presumably a similar proof also works for finite dimensional quasi-Hopf algebras.



4 2 MONOIDAL WEAK BIALGEBRAS

2 Monoidal Weak Bialgebras

Throughout all spaces are assumed finite dimensional over a fixed field K. The dual of a linear
space V is denoted as V = Hom g (V, K) and the center of an algebra A is denoted by C(A).

Definition 2.1 A weak bialgebra (A,1,A,¢) is an associative unital algebra (A, 1) together
with a coassociative coproduct A : A - A® A and a counit € : A — K for A, such that
A(ab) = A(a)A(b), Va,b € A.

As opposed to ordinary bialgebras we do not require A(1)
a A, €) with structure maps

> 1® 1 nor its dual version e(ab) =
g(a)e(b). Clearly, the dual A of A also is a weak bialgebr 1,

A

(v a) = (9@ ]|A))
(1]a) = e(a)
(A(@)|a®b) = (¢]ab)
&) = (¢]1)

where ¢,9 € A, a,b,€ A and where (- | -) denotes the dual pairing A® A — K. We denote
elements of A by a,b,c,... and elements of A by ¢,1,&, ... . We also use standard Hopf algebra
notations like A(a) = ag) ® ag), (A ®id)(Aa)) = (id ® A)(A(a)) = a@) @ az) @ ag), etc.,
where a summation symbol and summation indices are suppressed. The canonical left and right
actions of A on A are denoted by

a—=¢ = 9n){op | a) (2.1)
¢—a = (b |a)pp 2.2

and similarly for A and A interchanged. Acting in particular on 1 € A and 1 € A, respectively,
we obtain nontrivial linear subspaces Ay /r C A and Af /R C A given by

fAlezl/—ACfAl , AR:=A41c4
A, = i/—ACA s ARZZAAiCA

Let us now consider the category Rep A of finite dimensional unital representations my : A —
End V. We also use the module language by writing 7y (a)v = a-v, a € A, v € V. If Ais a weak
bialgebra then Rep A is equipped with a strictly associative tensor functor Rep A x Rep A —
Rep A given on the objects by

VW = 1vxw(v & W) (23)
Tyxw = (my @mw)o A 2.4)

and on A-linear morphisms by
fxg=(f®g)olviw, (25)

where f € Hom 4(V,V’), g € Hom 4(W,W’) and lyyxw = (my @ mw)(A(1)). As a special
object in Rep A we consider the cyclic A-submodule & = Ar C A with left A-action given
by Eq. (.J)). Our aim is to specify additional axioms for weak bialgebras A, such that Rep A
becomes a monoidal category with unit object £. To this end the following notions will be useful



Definition 2.2 A weak bialgebra (A,1,A,¢) is called

e left-monoidal, if (abc) = e(ab))e(byc), Va,b,c € A (2.6)
e right-monoidal, if e(abc) = e(ab))e(b1)c), VYa,b,c € A (2.7)
o left-comonoidal, if (A(1) @ 1)(1® A(1)) =1(1) ® 1(g) ® 1(3) (2.8)
e right-comonoidal, if (1 ® A(1))(A(1) ®1) = 1(1) ® L(9) ® 1(3) (2.9)

A weak bialgebra is called (co)monoidal, if it is left- and right-(co)monoidal, and it is called
bimonoidal, if it is comonoidal and monoidal.

Clearly, A is (left-, right-) comonoidal if and only if A is (left-, right-) monoidal. We also note
the equivalencies: A left-(co)monoidal < AP left-(co)monoidal < Ay, right-(co)monoidal <
AP right- (co)monoidal, where “op” means opposite multiplication and “cop” means opposite
comultiplication. If £ is multiplicative, then A is always monoidal, and if A(1) =1 ® 1, then
A is always comonoidal. The face algebras of T. Hayashi [Ha] provide examples of comonoidal
weak bialgebras. In fact, we will see in Corollary B.9 that finite dimensional face algebras are
also bimonoidal.

The terminologies of Definition R.9 will be motivated below by showing that if A is monoidal
then Rep A is a monoidal category with unit object given by £. By duality, if A is comonoidal,
then the category Cmod A of A-comodules becomes a monoidal category, see Sect. 4

Let now (A, 1,A,¢) be a weak bialgebra. For any representation (7, V') of A we introduce
the K-linear maps Ly : V = & x V and Ry : V — V x £ given by

) (2.10)

Lv(?}) = 1g><v(i X v
v@1). (2.11)

Ry(v) = 1lyxe(
These maps satisfy “naturality” in the sense that
Lwof=1gx f)oLy and Rwof=(fx1g)oRy

for all f € Hom 4(V, W), as well as

lewvswo (Ly ®@1w) = Lyxw (2.12)
lwxvxeo(lw @ Ry) = Rwxv . (2.13)

Also, we have a kind of “pre-” triangle identity in the sense that
lyxexw o (ly @ L) = Lyxexw © (Ry ® 1) (2.14)
asmaps VW — V x &x W. Egs. (£.12)-(R.14) follow easily from
Ly @1 @1e =10 @1gle) @1ele) = 1nle) @1ele) ©1e) (2.15)
Moreover, Ly and Ry are always injective with left inverses given by

Ly 5®V9¢®’Ui—><¢’1(1)>1(2)-’u€v (2.16)
Ry : V@ES1®P— (9] 1g)lny-veV (2.17)

More precisely we have



6 2 MONOIDAL WEAK BIALGEBRAS

Lemma 2.3 Let (A,1,A,¢) be a weak bialgebra. Then for all V in Rep A we have

Lylexy = Ly , Rylyye = Ry
EvLV = RvRV =1y

Proof: By definition we have for all ¢ € £ and v € V
(Lylexy)(9®@v) = (1ay = ¢ | 1)Lyl -v = (¢ | 1ylan) L) Lly - v = Ly (¢ @ v).
Hence, we also get Ly Lyv = Ev(i ® v) =v. The argument for Ry is anologous. H

We now show that Ly and Ry are A-linear for all V' in Rep A if and only if A is monoidal, in
which case Ly and Ry are also bijective. More precisely, we have the following

Theorem 2.4 Let (A,1,A,¢) be a weak bialgebra. Then

i) Ly is A-linear for all V' in Rep A if and only if A is left-monoidal.

ii) Ry is A-linear for all V in Rep A if and only if A is right-monoidal.

iii) If A is monoidal, then Ly and Ry are bijective and we have the identities

RV X 1W = 1\/ X LW (2.18)
LV X 1W = LVXW s 1W X RV = RWXV (2.19)
Rs = Le (2.20)

Theorem .4 implies that for monoidal weak bialgebras A the category Rep A becomes a strictly
associative monoidal category with unit object given by the .A-module £. Note that for ordinary
bialgebras the A-module £ is “trivial”, i.e. it coincides with the 1-dimensional representation
given by the counit € : A — K. In our setting £ need not even be A-irreducible. If it is, then
we call A pure, following [BSz].

To prove Theorem .4 we have to introduce some formalism. For ¢ € A we introduce the
maps ¢ /g A — A given by

(¢r(a) | b) = (a | or(b)) == (¢ | ab)
for a,b, € A. Note the obvious identities

¢r(@) = a—¢ L) = b
or(ab) = a— ¢r(b) , or(ab) = ¢pla) —b (2.21)

for all a,b € A and ¢ € A. In particular, er/r(A) = AL/R and éL/R(A) = Ap/gr. For
o,0" € {L, R} we also use the notation

~

Eyo0eq € Endg A , Eopl 1= €y 0 &, € Endg A

N

E0’0’

where £ =1 € A is the counit on A. For the reader’s convenience we give the explicit formulas

€LL(CL) = 6(&1(1))1(2) s €RR(CL) = 1(1)8(1(2)a) (2‘22)
err(a) = e(Apya)le ,  ercla) = 1ge(aly)

From these one immediately verifies the following identities

apyern(baqy) = apelbany) ., errlapgblaqy = ela@eblan) (2.23)
err(aybla) = elomblag) ,  amerclbag) = ae(bag)



for all a,b € A. Also note, that the maps ¢;, and ¢g are transposes of each other and therefore
(Eo0r) =E o1 o (2.24)

where —L = R and —R = L, and where the superscript ! denotes the transposed map.

To prepare the proof of Theorem P.4 we are now going to express the left- and right- monoidal-
ity axioms of Definition in terms of properties the maps ¢,, €5 and é,4/. To this end con-
sider the following list of additional axioms for weak bialgebras, divided into two groups called
AXx1oMs L and AXIOMS R , respectively.

AXIoms L AXIoMS R
b1y ® ELL(9)) = y® 1 b1y ® ELr(D2) = 11)¢ ® 1) (2.25)
a(1)®EL(a(2)):a1( )®EL(1( )) EL( a ))®CL( 2) = €L (1())@&1( 2) (2.26)
asRR(b) = E(a(g)b)a(l) = ERR(CL(Q)b)a(l) asLR(b) = E(a(l ) = ELR(a(l)b)CL(Q) (2.27)
Err()) ® ¢2) = 11y @ 1(9)¢p ErL(d(1)) ® by = 1(1) ® ¢l(y) (2.28)
er(aq)) ® agg) = ( ) ® 1gya aqy ®@er(a@)) = 1aya ®@er(1()) (2.29)
eLL(b)a = a(2 (ba(l ) = a SLL(ba( )) eRL(b)a = a(l)s(ba(g)) = a(l)sRL(ba(g)) (2.30)

where Eqs. (:27), (B-26), (.30)) and (m) are supposed to hold for all a, b, c, € A, respectively,
and Egs. (R.29) and (R.29) for all ¢ € A. Note that the second identities in (R.27) and (P.30)

follow from (P.23).

Proposition 2.5 For a weak bialgebra (A,1,A,e) any one of the list of AXIOMS £ (AXIOMS
R ) is equivalent to A being left- (right-) monoidal.

Proof: It is enough to prove the “left”-statements, since the AXioMs R reduce to the AXIOMS
L in A®P. Also note that the axioms (R.2§), (R.30) and (R.29) reduce to the axioms (R.27),
(B.27) and (.26), respectively, in A5P. Hence, it is enough to prove the equivalences (.4) <
(B2FLeft) < (R.27Left) < -Left To this end first note that (R.§) may be rewritten as

Ly @le ®lp =1y @lgley @le) (231)
implying for all ¢ € A

¢lny@1p = ¢n)ln) @e(é@le)is

and therefore (E24Left). Converseley, assume (E2Left) holds, then A(1) = 1) ® é12(112))
and therefore (A ® id)(A(1)) = i(l) ® 1(2) ® éLL(i(3)) = 1(1/) ® 1(2/)1(1) ® 1(2) where the
second equation follows by putting ¢ = 1(2/) in (R.2§Left). Hence we have shown (2.6) <

(B-25Left). The equivalence (R.25Left) < (R.27Left) follows by pairing both sides of (P.25Left)
with a®b and using (¢1,,)' = egg. Finally, the equivalence (R.27Left) < (R.2GLeft) follows from

acrr(b) = aly(en(liz) | b) and a)e(a@)b) = apy(erlaw) [b). M
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For 0,0’ € {L, R} let us now introduce the subspaces
Aot = €50/ (A) C Az C A (2.32)

It turns out, that if A is monoidal, then A,,» C A is a unital subalgebra. More precisely, we
have

Proposition 2.6
1.) If A is left-monoidal, then for all a,b € A

i) Alepr(a)) = ELL(a)l(l) ®1lo A(eggr(a)) = 1) ® 1(2)ERR(CL)

)
.. 2.33
11) ELL(b)ELL(a) = ELL(bELL(CL)) N ERR(CL)ERR(b) = ERR(ERR(a)b) ( )
In particular, for o € {L, R}, (¢55)? = €00 and A,, C A is a unital subalgebra.
2.) If A is right-monoidal, then for all a,b € A
i) A(erp(a)) = 1(1) ® €RL(CL)1(2) , A(epg(a)) = 1(1)5LR((1) (9 1(2) (2 34)
ii) €RL(b)5RL(a) = ERL(bERL(a ) , sLR(a)sLR(b) = z—:LR(sLR(a)b) )

In particular, for o # o' € {L, R}, (¢50')? = €5or and Ao C A is a unital subalgebra.
3.) If A is monoidal, then [Ary, Ars] =0 for 0 = L and 0 = R.

Proof: Part 2.) reduces to part 1.) in AP and the right identities reduce to the left ones in
AP, Let now A be left-monoidal, then using (B.23)
Alerp(a)) = e(alny)lz) @ 1) = e(alpn) @) la) @ 1o = err(a)ln) @ 1y
where in the second identity we have used (R:29left). Applying this to (R-3Qleft) yields
err(b)err(a) = e(berr(a)ln))lz) = err(berr(a)) .

The remaining statements of part 1.) follow from e,,(1) = 1. Part 3.) follows, since 1i)+2i)
imply for a € Ay, and b € Agr

A(ab) = (a ® b)A(1) = A(ba) .
Hence, ab = ba since A is injective. The identity [Arg, Arr] = 0 follows in A,,. W
Next, we study the counit axioms of [BSz,Sz].
Lemma 2.7 Let (A,1,A,¢) be a weak bialgebra and consider the following BSz—Axioms

L)Z s(ab) = 6(&1(1))6(1(2)b), Ya,b e A (2.35)
R): e(ab) = e(alp))e(1(yb), Va,be A (2.36)

Then the following equivalences hold for 0,0’ € {L, R}, o # o’

L) S ep(ab) =ep(epp(a)b), Va,b < eg(ab) = eg(acrr (b)), Va,b & e, 08,06, = &4
R) < ep(ab) =¢ep(erp(a)d), Ya,b < cr(ab) = eg(acrr(b)), Va,b & ey 0é, 06, =4



Proof: The equivalencies R) reduce to L) in A°P. The equivalencies L) follow from the identities
er(ab) = er(a) — b, eg(ab) =a — er(b) and E(al(l))E(lgb) =ce(err(a)b) = e(acrr(b)). N

The axioms (L) and (R) of Lemma P.7 have been proposed as axioms for weak Hopf algebras in
[BSz,Sz]. They imply the monoidality properties of Definition P.2 only under additional antipode
axioms, see [BSz,Sz] or Lemma [Al in Appendix A. The property (L) also appears as a counit
axiom in Hayashi’s face algebra theory [Ha]. The monoidality axioms (B.§) and (R.7) are the
ones used in [BNS,NSW] and they obviously always imply the BSz-axioms of Lemma P.7]. As
has been observed similarly in [BSz,Sz], Lemma .7 also implies the following

Corollary 2.8 Under the BSz-axioms (L) and (R) of Lemma P.7 the following bilinear forms
are nondegenerate for all 0,0’ € {L, R}

Ao @ App 3 (a®b) — e(ab) € K (2.37)
Ao, ®E3 (a®Y) — (Yla)eK (2.38)
ERArr > (0®b) = (6]b) €K (2.39)

EQRES (1Y) = E(pY)eK (2.40)

where € = eg(A) and &£ := e (A). Morover, £ as a right A-module is dual to &, i.e. for all
pe&, Ypefandac A

£(pla = ¢)) = £((¢ = a)y) (2.41)

Proof: The nondegeneracy of (R.37) - (R.4() follows immediately from Lemma R.4. To prove
(R.41)) write ¢ = e1,(b) and ¢ = eg(c). Then a — ¢ = eg(ac) and ¢ «— a = £1,(ba) and therefore

é(p(a — 1)) = e(berr(ac)) =e(err(ba)e) = (¢ —a)y) N

Note that Corollary R.§ in particular implies
dim Ay, = dim& = dimé, Vo,o’ € {L, R}. (2.42)
After these preparations we are now in the position to give the

Proof of Theorem R.4:
Throughout we use that being finite dimensional A as a left A-module is itself an object in
Rep A. Hence, Ly is A-linear for all V in Rep A if and only if
(1(1) — i) & 1(2)a = (a(l) — i) & a(g)
for all @ € A, which is precisely the condition (R.29Left). Similarly, Ry is A-linear for all V in
Rep A if and only if
1(1)a X (1(2) —1)= aq) @ (a(2) —1)
for all a € A, which is precisely the condition (R.29Right). To prove part iii) let now A be
monoidal implying all Egs. (2.25) - (2.29) as well as those of Proposition P.§ and Lemma P.3.
Using € = er(A) we get for p =eg(b) e E andv eV
LyLy(¢p®v) = Ly(ér(¢) -v) =er(la)) @ LgeLr(d) - v
= ER(ELR(b)(l)) ® ELR(b)(g) 0
= ER(l(l)ELR(b)) ®1 @) "
= [1a) = er(eLr(b))] ®[ -]
= [1g) = 9@ [lg) v =lexv(d @)



10 2 MONOIDAL WEAK BIALGEBRAS

Here we have used Eq. (R-29Left) in the second line, part (2.i) of Proposition . in the third
line, Eq. (B2 in the fourth line and Lemma R.7(R in the last line. Repeating this proof in
AP yields Ry Ry = 1yxe. Finally, A-linearity implies 1y xexw o (1y ® L) = 1y x Ly and
lyxexw o (Rv ® 1) = Ry x 1. Hence, the triangle identity (B.1§) follows from Eq. (R.I4).
The remaining Eqs. (R.19)) and (.20) follow by standard arguments for any monoidal category
(see e.g. [Ka, Sec. XI.2.2]). W

In view of Theorem @ we will from now on denote
e : A— Endg &, m.(a)p:=a— ¢

as the “trivial” or unit representation of A. The following Corollary states that 7. may equiv-
alently be realized as a left A-action on A, r, o € {L, R}, such that 7.|4, , becomes the left
multiplication on itself.

Corollary 2.9 Let A beleft (right) monoidal and foroc = R (0 = L) let m, g : A — Endk As R
be given by m, r(a)b := €5 r(ab). Then m, R is a representation of A satisfying ms p(a)b =
ab, VYa,b € Ay R, and eg : A; r — € is an A-linear isomorphism with inverse é, : £ = A R, i.e.
foralla € A

eromor(a) = me(a)oer|a,, (2.43)
Erome(a) = Ty r(a)oésle (2.44

Proof: This follows immediately from Lemma P.7. ®

In Section 3 we will see that for monoidal weak bialgebras A the A-submodule & = er(A)
is also a subalgebra of A and ep : A,z — € is also an algebra isomorphism (for o = L) or
anti-isomorphism (for o = R).

Finally, we emphasize that in the present context (i.e. without furher assumptions like e.g.
existence of an antipode) monoidality is not a selfdual concept for weak bialgebras. The following
Lemma provides the conditions under which a monoidal weak bialgebra is also comonoidal (a
comonoidal weak bialgebra is also monoidal).

Lemma 2.10
i) A left-monoidal weak bialgebra (A, 1, A, ¢) is left-comonoidal if and only if

A1) =(id®e®id)[(A(1) ®1)(1 @ A(1)] (2.45)
ii) A right-monoidal weak bialgebra (A, 1, A ¢€) is right-comonoidal if and only if
Al) = (ld®e®id)[(1® A(1))(A(1) ®1)] (2.46)
iii) A left-comonoidal weak bialgebra (A, 1, A, ¢) is left-monoidal if and only if
e(ab) = e(al(y))e(12)d) (2.47)
iv) A right-comonoidal weak bialgebra (A, 1, A, ¢) is right-monoidal if and only if

e(ab) = e(al(z))e(1(1)b) (2.48)
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Proof: Part ii) reduces to part i) in A,, and iii), iv) are the dual versions of i), ii). To prove
part i) first note that by the counit property (R-§) implies (2-45). On the other hand, Eq. (R-45)
is equivalent to &(¢yp) = é((;Si(l))é(i(g)zZ)), Vo, € A, and therefore, by Lemma R.7(a), to
éroepoér = ér. If in this case A is also left-monoidal then we may apply id ® €1 to Eq.
(B-25Left) to get

b(1) ®Er(d) = ol ® (1)), Vo e A

which is precisely the dual version of the condition (E:2GLeft). Hence, in this case A is left-
monoidal and therefore A is left-comonoidal. M

Lemma implies that the face algebras of T. Hayashi [Ha] are left monoidal, since by definition
they are comonoidal and satisfy (R.47). In fact, they are even bimonoidal, since in Corollary
B.9 we will see that comonoidal weak bialgebras are left monoidal if and only if they are right
monoidal. A comonoidal weak bialgabra which is not monoidal will be given in Example 1 of
Appendix D.

3 Comonoidal Weak Bialgebras

In the previous Section we have emphasized the monoidality axioms for weak bialgebras A by
relating them to the monoidality properties of £ = er(A) and € = e1,(A) as objects in Rep.A
and Rep Ay, respectively. In this Section we pass to the dual point of view by investigating
the comonoidality axioms (R.§) and (R.9) and relating them to algebraic properties of the linear
subspaces Az, /g C A. Note that these are just the dual counterparts of £ and é , respectively, and
that for 0,0’ € {L, R} we have A, D A,,. We will show that for comonoidal weak bialgebras
A, = A, and that the spaces A,, 0 = L, R, are in fact commuting unital subalgebras of A
as in the weak Hopf setting of [BSz]. We will see that these algebras coincide with the “fixed
point” subalgebras of A under the natural (left or right, respectively) action of Aon A We
will also show, that &, : Ay — Apor provides an algebra isomorphism for o # ¢’ and an algebra
anti-isomorphism for o = o’ f] If A is bimonoidal, then also Apor = Ao

These results play an important role in the theory of crossed products by weak Hopf algebras
[NSW]. In regular crossed products of von-Neumann algebras M by weak Hopf algebra actions
> AQM — M one requires Ab 1y = Ap> 1y = Ap and C(M) = (ALNAR)> 1 =2 ALNAR
implying the dual properties in M > A, see [NSW]. In this way the algebras A, and A, appear as
the lowest relative commutants in the resulting reducible Jones tower [NSW]. If A is a Frobenius
weak Hopf algebra, then A, parametrizes the space of integrals in A [BNS].

Let now (A,1,A,e) be a weak bialgebra. We start with introducing the following four unital
subalgebras N,/ (A) C A, 0,0’ € {L, R}, given by

Nip(A) = {ac A|A(a) =alp) @1y} (3.1)
Nir(A) = {ac AlA(a) =11)a® 1)} (3.2)
NrL(A) = {ac AlA(a) =14y ®alp)} (3.3)
NRrr(A) = {ac A|A(a) =13 ® 1)a} (3.4)

The subalgebras N, (/l) C A are defined accordingly. These algebriis may be considered as
the “left and right fixed point subalgebras” of A under the canonical A-actions in the following

“Recall from (the dual of) Proposition @ that A,, C A is also a subalgebra, if A is comonoidal.
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Nip(A) = {ae Al — (ab) =a(p —b), Vo € A, Vbe A} (3.5)
Nir(A) {fac Al ¢— (ba) = (¢ —b)a, Vo e A, Vbe A} (3.6)
Nrp(A) = {ae Al (ab) — ¢ =alb— ¢), Vp e A, Vbe A} (3.7)
Nrr(A) = {acA|(ba) — ¢ = (b— ¢)a, Vo € A, Vbe A} (3.8)

Some immediate consequences of the above definitions are given in the following
Corollary 3.1 For any weak bialgebra (A,1,A,¢) and for all 0,0’ € {L, R} we have

i) a € Ny (A) = g0 (a) = a.
In particular Nyo(A) C Aser, and Nyoi(A) = Ayor if A is monoidal.
i1) Nop(A)NC(A) = Nyr(A)NC(A) =:Cs(A)
Z”) [NLO' (-A)a NRO’ (A)] = 0.

Proof: To prove part (i) use (B:29) and Proposition R.g, and for part (ii) use Egs. (B.9) - (B-3).
For o = L part (iii) follows from A(ab) = (a ® b))A(1) = A(ba), a € Npp(A), b € Nrr(A), by
applying € ® id. The argument for ¢ = R is analogous. N

~

Our next aim is to show that £, maps N, (A) (anti-)isomorphically onto N,/ (A). To this end
we first need the following

Lemma 3.2 Let (A,1,A,¢) be a weak bialgebra. Then the following equivalencies hold

i) a€Npp(A) ¢ — a=aép(p), Voe A < ab=b—cr(a), Vbe A
¢ —a=cp(a)g, Vo€ A
¢ —a=Eég(da, Voe A < ba=0b+cpla), Vbe A
a— ¢ =cp(a)p, VoA
a—¢=aér(¢), Vpe A < ab=cp(a) =b, Vbe A
¢ —a=¢ep(a), Vo € A
a—¢=¢ér(p)a, Vpe A < ba=cpr(a) =b, Vbe A
a— ¢ = ger(a), ngeft

ii) a€ Npr(A)
iii) a € Ngrp(A)

iv) a € Ngrr(A)

reeeerey

Proof: The equivalences (ii), (iii) and (iv) reduce to (i) in Ay, AP and AP, respectively.

To prove (i) first note that the equivalence a € Npp(A) & (¢ — a) = a(¢ = 1) = aér(d) is
obvious from the definition (B.1)), see also Eq. (B-§). Let now a € Np1(A) then for all b € A

ab = e(a(ybu))a@)be) = e(abu))be) = (er(a) | bay)be) = b~ eL(a).
Pairing both sides of this condition with ¢ € A we further get
(¢ —a|b)=(eLla)¢|b), Vb A
and therefore ¢ «— a = e (a)¢. Finally, if this holds for all ¢ € A, then we get for all ¢, € A

(@Y |ala)®1lm) = (¢ a)y) =Eé(en(a)py)
=E((pY) —a) = (pY]a)=(p@ Y| Ala))

implying a € Nz (A). ®



13

Theorem 3.3 For any weak bialgebra A and for all o,0" € {L, R} we have
i) o maps Ny, (A) bijectively onto N, (A) with inverse given by €, : Nyoi(A) = Nyig(A).
Moreover, these are algebra isomorphisms, if o # o', and algebra anti-isomorphisms, if o = o’.

ii)Defining Cy(A) := C(A) NN, (A) = C(A) NNyr(A) as in Corollary B1ii) we have

0(NLo(A) NN (A)) = Co(A) (3.9)
¢1(Co(A)) = Er(Co(A)) = Nio(A) N Ngo(A) (3.10)
eo(CL(A)NCr(A)) = Cr(A)NCr(A). (3.11)

Proof: (i) By passing to A,p, AP or Aggp, respectively, and noting .Z;, = (A)*P and Acop =
(A)op, it suffices to consider the case o = ¢/ = L. By Corollary B1li) &1, o €L| Nip(A) = id and

it is enough to show e7(N(A)) = Npr(A). To show er(N(A)) € Nin(A) let a € Npp(A)
and put ¢ = e1(a). Then a = £1,(¢)) by Corollary B.1}i) and the last equivalence in Lemma [.2i)
implies X

Vo =¢—En(y), Voe A
By the second equivalence of Lemma B.2) this implies v € N7r(A ) Interchanging the role of
A and A we also get 1, (N1 (A)) € Npr(A) and therefore equality. Finally, putting ¢ = e,(b)
in the last equivalence of Lemma B.3i) implies for a,b € Ny (A)

er(a)er(b) =epn(b) — a =¢er(ba)

by Eq. (2:21)), and therefore e |y, L(A) 1s an algebra antimorphism.
(ii) Similar as above, by passing to AP it suffices to consider the case o = L. If a € Np(A) N
Nrr(A) then by Lemma B.3(i) and (iii)

¢ —a=cp(a)p = ¢er(a), Vo e A

implying ez (a) € C(A)NNLL(A) = Cr(A) by part (i). To show that ez, : (N (A)NNgL(A)) —
Cr(A) is surjective pick ¢ € Cr(A), then by part (i)

¢ =¢e1(¢5(9)) € eL(NLL(A) NNrL(A)),

where we have used é1,(¢) = ég(¢) for all ¢ € C(A). This proves ([B-9) and by part (i) also the
inverse relation (B.10).
Finally, Eq. (B-11]) follows by using Corollary B.1(ii) to get for o = L or 0 = R

CL(A) NCr(A) = Nio(A) N Ngo(A)NC(A)
(and the same formula with A replaced by A) and applying Eqs. (B-9), (B:10) and their dual

versions. W

The algebra Z := C,(A)NCr(A) = Cr(A) NCr(A) has been called the “hyper center” of A (and
A) in [Sz] and it appears as C(MA)NC(M) = C(M)NC(M = A) in the crossed product theory
of [NSW]. If p € Z is an idempotent, then A, := pA C A is a weak sub-bialgebra and by (B.11])
its dual is given by ;4;, = pA, where p = er(p) = er(p).

There is an alternative insight into Lemma B.3 and Theorem by considering A and A as
subalgebras of Endg A. Let Q, : A — Endg A and P, : A — Endg A, 0 = L, R, be given by

Qr(a)b = ab ., Qr(a)b := ba
Pr()b = b—¢ , Pr(d)b = ¢—0

where a,b € A and ¢ € A. Then we have the following
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Lemma 3.4 For any pair of dual weak bialgebras A and A and for all o,0' € {L, R} we have

QoNoro(A)) = Por(Noor(A)) = Qo(A) N Por (A) (3.12)
eoln, ) = Pyl ©0Qoln,, ) (3.13)
é""NW/(A) = leoPU/’NUU,(A) (3.14)

Proof: Lemma B.J immediately gives Qo (Nyio(A)) = Pyt (Nyor (A)) € Qs (A) N Pyr(A), as well
as the identities ([3.13) and Conversely, if Qr(a) = Pr(¢) then ¢ — (ab) ¢ — b
v =ua(p —0b) foralbe A ¢ 6 A implying a € Npr(A) by (B.H). The remaining cases are
analogous. W

We now show that a weak bialgebra (A, 1, A, ¢) is comonoidal if and only if N,,(A) = A, for
all 0,0’ € {L, R}. Again, this statement may be divided into two pieces.

Theorem 3.5 For a weak bialgebra (A, 1, A, ¢e) the following equivalencies hold

i) A is left-comonoidal <= A, = Np1(A) <= Ar = Nrr(A).

If this holds then we also have Nyg(A) = Aye and Nyo(A) = Ase, for o = L and 0 = R.

ii) A is right-comonoidal <= Aj, = Npp(A) <= Ar = NgL(A).

If this holds then we also have Nyu/(A) = Ayyr and Nyoi(A) = Ayyr for (o,0") = (L, R) and
(0,0") = (R, L).

Proof: Part (ii) reduces to part (i) in A“P. To prove part (i) for o = L observe that Npr(A) =
Ay is equivalent to A(€L(9)) = EL(9)11) ® 1(z), Vo € A, and therefore to

(@110l ® 15 = (¢ | 1a)lela) ®1e), VYoed

which is the left-comonoidality property (R.§) for A. Next, we use that Ny (A) C Ager C Ao

always holds by Corollary B.Ji). Hence Npr(A) = Af implies N(A) = Arr. To get the

dual statement we use that if A is left-comonoidal then A is left-monoidal implying N7, L(A ) D

¢rr(A) = Apg by part (14, left) of Proposition P.§. The case o = R follows by passing to AP
|

Corollary 3.6 Let A be monoidal. Then for o € {L,R} the restrictions €r,|4,, provide
algebra anti-isomorphisms €1, : Ars — Aro With inverse egy : Are — ARo.

Proof: This follows from Theorem B.J and the dual of Theorem B.§, implying N, (A ) =
NO’R(A) = AO" .

Note that for comonoidal weak bialgebras A Theorem B.J still allows for the possibility

Ao 2“4”' Also note that if A is comonoidal, then by Theorem B.§ and Corollary B.Tiii) A
and Ag are commuting subalgebras of 4. More precisely, we even have

Corollary 3.7 A weak bialgebra A is comonoidal if and only if it is left- (or right-) comonoidal

and [Ar, Ag] = 0. In this case we also have Ay N Ap = Cr(A) = Cr(A) and Cr/r(A) =
C(A) mAL/R-
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Proof: By Theorem B.§ and Corollary B.Tliii) comonoidality implies [Az, Ar] = 0. Conversely,
if [Ar, Ag] = 0, then N, (A) C A, (Corollary B.1}i)) gives Nyr(A) = Nor(A) for o € {L, R}
by the definitions (B.1]) - (B-4). In this case, by Theorem B.§, A is left-comonoidal iff it is
right-comonoidal. The remaining statements follow from Theorem B.3. W

Somewhat surprisingly, under the condition [Ay,, Ar] = 0 also left- and right-monoidality become
equivalent.

Lemma 3.8 Let A be a weak bialgebra and suppose [Ar, Ag] = 0. Then A is left-monoidal if
and only if it is right-monoidal.

Proof: By passing to A,, it suffices to prove one direction. If A is left-monoidal, then by the
duals of Theorem B.H and Corollary B.1l) Ay = NLL(A) D NLR(A) and Ap = NRR(A) D
Nrr(A). Since [Ar, Ag] = 0 implies N, 1(A) = N,r(A), o € {L, R}, we may now use Theorem
B.3 to conclude

/:lL = /\/'LL(/})
Ar = Ngr(A)

NLL (A)op = NLR(A)OP
Ner(A)op = Nrr(A)op

111
1R

Hence, dim A;, = dim Ap, implying also A;, = NLR(A) and A; = NLR(.A), and by Theorem
B A is right-monoidal. H

Putting Corollary B.7 and Lemma B.§ together with their dual versions we arrive at

Corollary 3.9 A weak bialgebra A is bimonoidal < A is comonoidal and left- (or right-)
monoidal < A is monoidal and left- (or right-) comonoidal.

As already remarked, Corollary B.9 together with Lemma P.I0 imply that finite dimensional
(actually dim Ay, p < oo is sufficient) face algebras in the sense of Hayashi [Ha] are bimonoidal
weak bialgebras.

Let us summarize our findings for comonoidal weak bialgebras A. Among the algebras
Aggr = (flofg)(op) we are actually left with only two equivalence classes

Ay, = Ay = App = -/{lRL = (-’{lLL)op (3.15)
Ar = Arr = Apr =2 Arr = (ARR)op
the isomorphisms being given by the following diagram
NU’J (A) = AJ’U - AO”
gor T €o 1és (3.16)
NUU’ (A) = AJJ’ = Ao

We have &?Jsgrag = &, and therefore (£,5/)? = £,4 and (g, C,)2 = Eo/o- However we may possibly
have Ker &, N Ay # 0 in which case e,/€,6, # €5 and Avry g A,/. This precisely reflects the

possibility that comonoidal weak bialgebras A may not be monoidal. Moreover, by the dual of
(.42) .
dimA; = dim Ag = dim A, , Vo,0’ € {L,R} (3.17)

If A is bimonoidal, then we also have Ay = Avor = Nyor (A) for all 0,0 € {L, R} and the above
diagram also holds with .4 and A interchanged, i.e.

AL = AR = (-AR)op = (AL)op

where the isomorphisms are given by ¢, : Ay — A, with inverse £,/ : Ay — Ay,
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4 The Comodule Picture

In this Section we study the category of (right) comodules Cmod A of a weak bialgebra A and
describe its monoidal structure in case A is bimonoidal. Of course, since Cmod A = Rep A, this
could be traced back to the results of Sect. 2. However, it turns out that in the bimonoidal case
the tensor functor in Cmod A is more naturally described by an “amalgamated” tensor product,
which will then be shown to be equivalent to the constructions in Sect. 2. We also generalize
a result of [Sz] by showing that for comonoidal A the self-intertwiner algebra of the “trivial”
A-comodule Ap is given by Ay N Ag.

As usual, by a right 4-comodule we mean a linear space V' together with a coaction py :
V — V ® A satisfying

(py ®idg)opy = (dy ® A)opy (4.18)
(idy ®e)opy = idy. (4.19)

For v € V' we also use the shorthand notation py (v) = v(g) ® v(1), omitting as usual summation
indices and a summation symbol. As for ordinary finite dimensional bialgebras, we recall the
one-to-one correspondence between right 4-comodules and left .A-modules given by

¢pv = (idv ® ¢)(py (v)) = vy (d | v)), vEV, p€A (4.20)
Based on this observation we get the following

Proposition 4.1 Let (A, 1,A,¢) be a comonoidal weak bialgebra. Then any right A-comodule
V naturally becomes an Ag-bimodule via

ar-v = veelarvay) =ern(ar)>v (4.21)

v-ar = veE(vayar) =er(ar)bv, 4.22)

where ap € Ar andv € V. Moreover, with respect to this biaction we have for all ar € Ag, v €
\%4

pv(ar-v) = Alag) - pv(v) (4.23)
pv(v-agr) = pv(v) - Alag) (4.24)
ERR(U(l)) . U(O) =V = U(O) . ERL(U(l))' (4.25)

Proof: By Theorem B.3 and Theorem B.§ e, : Ag — N, LR(A) is an algebra isomorphism and
er: Ar — N RR(A) is an algebra anti-isomorphism. Hence ({.21)) and ({.22) provide a left and
a right Ag-action, respectively, on V, which commute with each other due to Corollary B.J(iii).
To prove the identities ({.23) and ([.24) first note that they make sense, since in the comonoidal

case

A(ag) = 10)® Lgjar = 1) ® arlp) € AR ® A.
From this (f£23) follows by computing
Alar) - pv(v) = ve(layv)) © arl)ve) = ve) ® arv)

V(o) @ ep(ag) — V(1) = V(o) ® v(l)s(aRv(g))
= pviar - v),
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where in the third equation we have used Lemma B.J(iii) and Ag = Nrr(A). Eq. (£:24) follows
analogously from Ap = Ngr(A) and Lemma B.9(iv). To prove (f.25) we compute
err(v)) - v(0) = v)E(ERR(V2))v0)) = v0)E(v) =

where we have used egrgr(a))an) = a, Va € A, by (2:23)). Similarly, using eLr(agy)ap) = a,

v(0) - ERL(V(1)) = v0)e(v()ERL(V(2))) = V(0)e(v)) =v. M

Given two right A-comodules V, W, we define pygw : VW -V W ® A by
pvaw (v @ w) == pi? (V)P (w) = vy ® Wiy ® vayw().- (4.26)

One immediatetely checks, that pygw again satisfies (f.18), however it fails ({19) unless € is
multiplicative. If A is bimonoidal this may be repaired by using the Ag-bimodule property to

define
VW = Vs, W

pvw (v ®@a, w) = (Pyw @ida)(pvew (v @ w)),
where Py : V @ W — VW is the canonical projection. Then due to ([.23) and ({.24)

(4.27)

PVW - VW - VIVeA
is well defined and still satisfies ([.1§). Moreover, we have

Lemma 4.2 Let (A,1,A,e) be bimonoidal and for two right A-comodules VW let pyw :
VW — VW ® A be given by (4.27). Then

(idvW & E) o pyw = idVW (4.28)

Proof: Using €5, = 1, 0 eg;, we compute

(idvw @e)(pvw (v @ap w)) = Prw(vo) @ wey)e(vaywa))
)e(

I
L.
S

/-\/gr\/—\

I
7
S

where in the last line we have used (£25). ™

Thus, pyw is again a right A-coaction. Next, observe that any A-comodule morphism f: V —
V' (i.e. satisfying pyr o f = (f ® id4) o py) is also an Ag-bimodule map and therefore the
tensor product of two such maps, f : V. — V' and g : W — W/, naturally passes down to
an A-comodule morphism f ®4, g : VW — V'W’'. In this way Cmod.A becomes a monoidal
category with unit object given by Apg, where p4,, : Ap = Ar ® A is given by pa, = A|a,.

Let us now see how, under the identification Cmod. A = Rep ft, this description coincides
with the tensor functor obtained by the dual version of (R.3)~(R.H). To this end we put

VxW:=(dy @idw @¢e)(pyvew(VOW)) cVeW (4.29)

as in (2.3) and correspondingly
PVXW = pvew |vxw- (4.30)

Then pyxw : VxW — (VxW)® Ais a well defined coaction satisfying ({.1§) and (f.19) and
we have
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Lemma 4.3 Under the conditions of Lemma the restriction Pyw|yxw : V x W — VW
provides an isomorphism of A-comodules.

Proof: By the definitions ([.27) and (£.30) Pyw|vxw is a comodule morphism, which by Lemma
.9 is surjective. To prove that it is also injective we just have to note that according to the
proof of Lemma [£.2 its inverse is given by

VIW 304, wr V() ® W(O)E(U(l)’w(l)) eV xW,

which is indeed well defined due to ([£23) and ({E24). m

We conclude this Section with picking up an observation of [Sz], who has noticed that in the
weak Hopf algebra setting A is pure (i.e. the “trivial” A-module €& = Ap is irreducible), if and
only if Cr(A) = Cr(A) = C. More generally, the commuant of 7.(A) in Endg £ is given by
7e(Cy(A)) [Sz]. Tt turns out, that this already holds in our setting of monoidal weak bialgebras.
To see this we prove a dual statement in Cmod A. First, we need

Lemma 4.4 Let (A,1,A,¢) be a weak bialgebra. Then A(1) € (Ap®@ A)N (AR ApL). If A is
left- or right-comonoidal, then A(1) € Arp ® Af.

Proof: Pick a basis ¢; € A with dual basis e’ € A. Then Al)=¢' - 1Re =21+ € €
(Ar @ A)N(A® AL). If A is left-comonoidal, then
A1) =15 ®e(lnlan)le) =10 101+ 1y € Ag® Ay
The argument for right-comonoidal A is similar. B
Let us now denote the intertwiner spaces in Cmod A by
End?V :={T € Endg V | py o T = (T ®id) o py}

Recall that if A is comonoidal then [Ar, Ag] = 0 and Ap is the unit object in Cmod A, where
PAR = A|AR'

Lemma 4.5 Let (A,1,A ¢) be a comonoidal weak bialgebra and T' € Endig Ar. Then T €
End? Ay, if and only if there exists z € A;, N Ag such that T(a) =az = za, Ya € Ag.

Proof: We have T € End* Ar < A(T(a)) = (T'®id )(A(a)), Ya € Ag. Putting a = 1, applying
¢ ®id and using Lemma [£.4 we conclude

z:=T(1) = €(T(1(1)))1(2) € Ar N Ag.

Now comonoidality implies Ar = Ngp(A) and therefore A(a) = (1 ® a)A(1), Va € Ag. Hence,
T(a) = (e ®id )(A(T(a))) = e(T'(1(1)))al(e) = az, Va € Ar. Conversely, if z € Az, N Ag then
A(az) = A(a)(z ® 1), proving that the map T : a — az is in End* Az. W

Lemma [L.5 may now immediately be dualized. For left A-modules V' denote End 4 V' the space
of A-linear endomorphisms of V. The following generalizes [Sz, Eq.(3.3)] to our setting.
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Proposition 4.6 Let (A,1,A,¢) be monoidal and denote 7. : A — Endg &, € = Ag, the
“trivial” representation, w.(a)¢ :=a — ¢, a € A, ¢ € £. Then

Enda € = 7. (Cr(A)) = 7.(CL(A)) = Cryp(A) = AN Ap

Proof: By the dual of Lemma [£.J T € End € iff there exists § € Ap N Ag such that T(¢) =
G& = £, Vo € E. Using € = Npr(A) = Npr(A) by Theorem B5 we conclude

T(p) =£éL(§) =P =ER(E) 0, Voe&

from the dual versions of Lemma B.9(iii) and (iv). Hence, the claim follows since by the dual of
(B.9) é,(AL N AR) = C,(A) and since by Theorem B.d(i) the restriction of 7. to N,g(A) — and
therefore to C,(A) = Nyr(A) NC(A) — is faithful. m

Proposition [i.q in particular implies 7.(A) C End ; AnAn . In Corollary [C4i) of Appendix C we
will see that equality holds if and only if A; ® AnAn Ar = AL Ap as a subalgebra of A.

5 Bimonoidal Weak Bialgebras and Face Algebras

In this Section we generalize an observation of [Sz] by showing that in bimonoidal weak bialgebras
A the subalgebras Ay, /r are separable. This will also prove that the bimonoidal weak bialgebras
with abelian Ay /g are precisely the face algebras of [Ha]. To this end let us introduce the maps
Sy: Ay > A, and S, : A, — A_, given by

*?L = éroerla, §R = €L oER|ag (5.1)
Sp, = EroeRrl|a, Sr = éroerla,-

By Theorem @1 ) and Theorem B.j, if A is comonoidal these maps are algebra anti-isomorphisms
and S, JR = =5t RIL We will see in Corollary B-4 that if A is a weak Hopf algebra with antipode

S then SL/R = S‘AL/R
Lemma 5.1 Let A be monoidal or comonoidal and let ar,,br, € Ar, and ar,br € Agr. Then

s(aLbL) = s(SL(aL)bL) = s(aLSL(bL)) (5.2)
e(arbr) = e(Sr(ar)br) = e(arSr(br)) (5.3)

Proof: If A is monoidal use Lemma P.] If A is comonoidal use the counit property and
Ay = Ny (A) to get for o =L or o =R

E(ao'bo') = E(agl(l))&“(l(g)ba) = E(a01(2))6(1(1)b0)
from which the statements follow by the formulas (2.27). ™

Next, given a nondegenerate functional w : M — K on a finite dimensional algebra M let
Yz ®y; € M@ M denote the form-inverse of M @ M 3 (m3 @ ma) — w(myms) € K, i.e. the
unique solution of (summation convention)

w(mz;)y; = m = zw(my;), Yme M. (5.4)
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Note that this implies the identity
mz; QY = x; Qy;m, Ym e M. (5.5)

In the terminology of Watatani [Wa] the collection {(z;,v;)} would be called a “quasi-basis” for
w. Generalizing the index notion for conditional expectations we denote

Indw := z;y; € C(M) (5.6)

and call this the Index of w. Also recall that for a finite dimensional Frobenius algebra M over
a field K the modular automorphism of a non-degenerate functional w € M is defined to be the
unique 6, € Aut M such that

f(:Ey) = f(yew($)) > Vz,y,€ M . (57)

Proposition 5.2 [BNS] Let A be a bimonoidal weak bialgebra. Then for 0 = L and 0 = R
i) €| 4, is nondegenerate and Inde|4, = 1.
ii) The quasi-basis ¢ @y’ € Ay, @ A, of €| 4, is given by

xh @yl = Sr(1(1)) ® L) 2R @ yhr = 1) ® St(1@)) (5.8)

iii) The modular automorphisms of ¢| 4, are given by Sgpo St € Aut Ay, and S; oSk € Aut Ag.
iv) Ap and Apg are separable K-algebras, whence semi-simple.

Proof: ¢| 4, is nondegenerate by Corollary P.§. To prove (ii) we use A(1) € Arg®.Ar to compute
from Lemma

e(arSrR(11)) ) = elan(SLoSr)(Aw))le) = elarly)le = az (5.9)
11)e(Sc(Lg)ar) = 1we((SroSc)(L)ar) = 1we(lpar) = ar

for all a;, € Ar and ap € Ag. This proves (ii). Since by (B:23) and the definitions (f.1))
Sr(11))12) = 11)SL(1(z)) = 1, we also conclude Indely, = 1. Hence, by (B.3), 2} @ ¢} €
Ay ® (As)op Provides a separating idempotent, proving part (iv). Finally, part (iii) also follows
from Lemma p.1, since Ay and Ar commute. N

Proposition .3 in particular implies that for abelian Ay gz our bimonoidal weak bialgebras
reproduce the face algebras in the sense of T. Hayashi [Ha].

6 Rigid Weak Bialgebras

In this Section, adapting ideas of Drinfeld [Dr] for quasi-Hopf algebras, we propose axioms for
a so-called rigidity structure on a monoidal weak bialgebra A, such that Rep .4 becomes a rigid
monoidal category. In the sequel this will also motivate our antipode axioms in Section 7. Unless
noted differently, throughout this Section we suppose A to be monoidal.

Let us recall from Corollary P.9 that the unit representation 7. of a monoidal weak bialgebra
A may also be realized on Arr = e1r(A), considered as an .A-module via

wrr(a)b:=epr(ab), a€ A, be Apg. (6.1)
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The equivalence T r = m. follows from (R.43) and (B.44). In this way, in this Section we
identify €& = Arr. Moreover, by Corollary P.§ we may identify Agry, = £ as the dual of £, with
nondegenerate pairing given by

ERES(a®b)—e(ab) € K, (6.2)

Also recall that in the monoidal case A,, = N,/ (A). With the present identifications the
morphisms Ly : E XV — V and Ry : V — V x € in Rep A introduced in (R.10]) and (R.11]) with

inverses (P-16) and (R.17) now take the form

Ly(v) = €LR(1(1)) ®1@) v , Ry (v) = 1) v® 5LR(1(2)) (6.3)
Ly (a®v) =epp(a) - v=a-v ,  Ry'(v®a)=err(a) v (6.4)

where v € V and a € Apg. After these identifications we are prepared to give the

Definition 6.1 i) A pre-rigidity structure (S, A,B) on a monoidal weak bialgebra A consists
of an anti-algebra map S : A — A and elements A € A® € and B € £ @ A satisfying for all
ac A , . , ,

S(a(l))Ala(g) ®e' = A" ®erg(ae’) (6.5)

& ® a(l)BiS(a(g)) = ERL(éia) ® B! (6.6)

where A = A' ® €' and B = ¢’ ® B* and where summations over i are understood.
ii) A pre-rigidity structure (S, A,B) is called a rigidity structure if in addition the elements
a:= (id®e)(A) and § := (¢ ® id)(B) satisfy

S(11y)al@)BS(1)) = S(1) (6.8)

We also call (A,1,A,¢e,5,A,B) a rigid weak bialgebra. We point out that these axioms are
somewhat reminiscent of — and also motivated by — Drinfel‘d’s antipode axioms for quasi-Hopf
algebras [Dr]. Also, one should maybe call this a left rigidity structure, and one may similarly
define a right rigidity structure on A as a left rigidity structure on A,,. Note that if (S, A, B)
is a rigidity structure on A then (S, Boy, A,p) is a rigidity structure on AgP.

Given a pre-rigidity structure (S, A,B) on .4 one obtains on Rep A a contravariant conju-
gation functor V' — V as follows. Let V be a left A-module with dual right A-module V and
define V := V - S(1). Then V becomes a left A-module via

a-u=u-S(a), uweV,aecA

In this way the assignment V' — V provides a contravariant conjugation functor in Rep A, where
for A-linear morphisms T': V. — W we put T := T'|;;, : W — V, T* being the transpose of T
The terminology “conjugation” is justified by the following Lemma, where for left A-modules
V' we also use the notation 7wy (a)v =a-v, a € A, v € V, where 7y : A — End gV denotes the
representation homomorphism.

Lemma 6.2 A pre-rigidity structure (S, A,B) on A provides in Rep A a family of A-linear
morphisms Ay : V xV — £ and By : £ =V x V given by

Ay(u@v) = (u| A" v)e' = (u| S(Aay)alg) -v)lz) € ALr =& (6.9)
By(a) :=e(éa)my (B)) = mv(aq)BS(agw))), a € ALr =€, (6.10)
where o := (id®¢e)(A), B := (e®id)(B), and where in (6.10) we have identified VQV = Endy V.
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Proof: The second identity in (p.10) follows from (p.6) and € = coegy, and the second identity in
(b.9) follows from Lemma [6.4 below. The fact that Ay and By are A-linear follows immediately
from (B.5), (b.6) and the identities e(abc) = e(err(ab)c) = e(acpr(be)) for all a,b,c € A, see
Lemma 7 W

In order that the family of morphisms Ay, By indeed provides a rigidity structure on Rep A we
also need the axioms (f.7) and (6.§).

Proposition 6.3 A pre-rigidity structure (S, A,B) on A is rigid, if and only if, under the
setting of Lemma [6.3, we have for all V in Rep A the rigidity identities
R‘_/l o(ly x Ay)o(By x1y)oLy = 1y (6.11)
L‘t/l o (AV X 1‘7) o (1‘7 X Bv) o RV = 1‘7 . (6.12)

Proof: Using (b.10), (6.3) and er o eLr = eg and identifying V ® V = End gV we have for
veV
(Bv x 1v)(Ly (v)) = mv(11)8S(1(2))) ® 13) - v.

Similarly, for v,w € V and u € V we get
[Ry' o (ly @ Av)|(v @ u @ w) = e(Lge!)(u | A -w)lay -0 = (u| S(1)ale -w)ly) -
by (6.4) and (B.5). Hence
[Ry' o (1y x Ay)o (By x 1y) o Ly](v) = 1(1)(11/)BS(12))(S(1(2))od )Ly - v
1(1)55(1(2))041(3) U =.

by (b.7). Using (.§) the identity (6.12) follows similarly. Putting V' = A we see that the axioms
(p-7) and (p.§) are also necessary. M

We leave it to the reader to check that for A-linear morphisms 7' : V. — W and T = Ty, :
W — V the definitions (6.9) and (6.10]) imply

T = Ly o(Ay x1y)o(ly x T x 1) o (1y x By) o Ry .

T = R;—lo(lv XAV)O(]-V XTle)O(BV X 1V)OLV
expressing the standard isomorphism Homy (V, W) = Homy (W, V) in rigid monoidal cate-
gories.

Next, we point out that for any (pre)rigidity structure (S, A,B) on A the elements A and
B are already uniquely determined by a = (id ® £)(A) and 5 = (¢ ® id )(B).

Lemma 6.4 Let (S,A,B) be a pre-rigidity structure on A. Then

A = S(l(l))al(g) ® Lz (6.13)
B 1) ® 1(2),85(1(3)) (6.14)

Proof: Using ¢ = coegpp = ¢ 0epy we compute

A = (Zd ® 5LR)(A) = A (4 1(2)6(1(1)6i) = 5(1(1))041(2) (9 1(3)

B (err ®1id)(B) = 1(1)€(éi1(2)) ® B! = 1(1) (9 I(Q)ﬁS(l(g)) |
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Lemma [.4 implies that the axioms for rigidity structures (S, A, B) may equivalently be refor-
mulated in terms of the data (S, a, 8). To this end, for z € A and S : A — A an anti-algebra
map let us introduce the left and right “S-adjoint” actions

rdga:= S(aqy)zag) , as>tz:=aqzS(ag)) (6.15)

Proposition 6.5 Let S : A — A be an anti-algebra map and let o, 8 € A satisfy a<g1l = «
and 1s>3 = 3. Put A := a<51)®@1(9) and B := 1(1)®@1(9) s> 3 as in (p.13) and ({6.14). Then
(S, A,B) provides a pre-rigidity structure on A if and only if for all a € A

adga=a<gerr(a) , ag>p=crr(a)s>f (6.16)

If in addition « or § are invertible, then S(1) = 1.

Proof: By Definition p.1], (S, A, B) provides a pre-rigidity structure if and only if for all a € A

a g (1(1)CL) ®lo = adsly)® ELR(a1(2)) (6.17)
1oy ®algys>B = erp(laya) @1 s>p . (6.18)

Applying id ® € and ¢ ® id, respectively, yields (p.16). Conversely, using the identity
&?RL(l(l)a) ® Lo = 1(1,)5(1(1)a1(2,)) @l =11 ® ELR(a1(2)), (6.19)

Eq. (6.16)) implies (p.17) and (6.1§). Finally, we have o = S(1(1y)alz) = S(1)o and similarly
B = BS(1). Hence, if « or § are invertible, then S(1) =1. ®

Note that the normalization conditions e <g 1 = o and 1 g>> 3 = /3 in Proposition [5.§ are imposed
to reproduce the original identities & = (id ® €)(A) and f = (¢ ® id )(B). In view of Lemma
.4 and Proposition f.5 we will from now on equivalently talk of (pre)rigidity structures on A
given by the data (S, «, 3).

Next, we recall from [Dr] that there is a natural notion of twist equivalence for rigidity
structures (S, a, ). Let u,u € A satisfy

au=2S(1) , wau=wu , UuL =4, (6.20)

and put
S'(a) :=uS(a)u, , o :=ua , B :=pu. (6.21)

Then Proposition .5 assures that (S, o/, 8') again provides a rigidity structure. The inverse
transformation is given by interchanging u and #. Omne also checks that this indeed provides
an equivalence relation. In Proposition of Appendix B we will show that any two rigidity
structures on a monidal weak bialgebra are twist equivalent in this sense.

In ordinary bialgebras S : A — A is an antipode if and only if (S, a =1, =1) is a
rigidity structure. Thus, to approach and motivate our antipode axioms in Sect. 7, we now
study rigidity structures satisfying o = 5 = 1.

Definition 6.6 A (pre-)rigidity structure (S, o, 3) is called normalizable, if o = =, and it
is called normal, if o« = 8 = 1. In this case S : A — A is called a normal rigidity map.
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In Example 2 of Appendix D we will construct a rigid weak bialgebra whose rigidity structure
is mot normalizable.

Clearly, a rigidity structure is normalizable, if and only if it can be twisted into a normal
one. Thus, by Proposition B3 a normal rigidity map S on a monoidal weak bialgebra is uniquely
determined, provided it exists. We refrain from calling such an S an antipode, since in general
the dual § = S* : A — A will not be of the same type. Our antipode axioms in Sect. 7 will
be symmetric under the duality flip S + S. We will see in Sect. 8 (Corollary B.5), that on
bimonoidal weak bialgebras S is a normal rigidity map if and only if it is an antipode.

To approach these results let us now introduce, following [BSz], the linear maps I‘Ié/ B
A given by

nk(a) :=agp1= amyS(aw) Mf(a) :=145a= S(agy)ae) - (6.22)
Then Proposition immediately implies

Corollary 6.7 An algebra antimorphism S : A — A on a monoidal weak bialgebra A is a
normal pre-rigidity map if and only if

|_|§O€LR = |_|§ , I_IgoeRL = l‘lg (623)
ngm =1 n§) = 1.
Let us next observe that the antipode axioms of [BSz] would imply (see Appendix A)
|_|é' =€LR , l‘lg = ERL (6.24)

from which the identities (p.23) would follow by Lemma B.7]. We now show, that converseley
(6.23) implies (p.24) if and only if Ao, = Asg, for 0 = L and 0 = R. To this end let us
introduce the linear spaces

AVE = nLRA) c A,

where from now on we simplify our notation by writing M&/% = I_Ié/ R Then AL/R naturally
becomes a left (right) A-module under the left (right) S-adjoint action

SD:A@AL%AL , <15:.AR®.A—>.AR (625)
a s>z = aqyrS(aw)) ) y<sa = S(aw))yag)- '

It turns out that these .A-modules are isomorphic to A, r and A, 1, respectively, with left (right)
A actions [

mer(a)r = esrlax), ac€ A, ze AR (6.26)
ymor(a) = e,r(ya), ac A ye A, L. (6.27)

Theorem 6.8 Let A be monoidal and let S be a normal pre-rigidity map on A. Then for
o€ {L,R}

Al = AL AR = Agrr (6.28)

Ml ogpr = MF nftog, =Nk (6.29)
Mloerr =erp M oerr = erp (6.30)

MY oepr, = Soepy Mfoerp=SoeLn (6.31)
egront =cp eponft=¢p . (6.32)

5By Lemma @ and Corollary the right A-modules A, are dual to the left A-modules A, r, where the
nondegenerate pairing is given by (R.37).
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and we have the following commuting diagrams of left (right) A-module isomorphisms.

AN AN

RR  ARR <
mi mi

Here, in the left diagram we consider Apr, Arr and Ar; = AL as left A-modules with A-
actions (6.24) and (B.23Left), respectively, and in the right diagram we consider Agr, Ary and
Agr = A® as right A-modules with A-actions (6.27) and (6.2JRight), respectively.

Proof: By passing to AP it is enough to prove the left statements. Eq. (6-29) follows from
(b-23) and the identities eLr = erLrerr and gy, = g eLL, see Lemma P.7. Eqgs. (6.30) and
(6.31)) follow from Ay, = Nyo/(A). In particular, this also gives Ar; C AY. Together with

AL =NE(Agg) by (B29) this implies

dim Az, < dim AX < dim Agrg (6.34)

and hence equality by (R.42), thus proving (6.28Left). Let us now turn to the left diagram
in (.33). First, by Corollary B.9 err : ALr — Agg is an A-linear bijection with inverse
err : Arr — Argr. Second, by (6.29) and (6.24) N’ : Ao r — Al = App is A-linear and
surjective, whence bijective by (B-49). Third, by (f.29) and (6.30)

MNP oerprla,, = MHa, = ida,
|—|L o ELR’.ALL = I_IL’-ALL = id.ALL
and therefore
(M n) ™" = eorlay, - (6.35)

Finally, the diagram commutes, since e;rerr = €rr by Lemma @ We are left to prove
(b.32Left), which follows since eg = ererp by Lemma P.74, and since (b.35) implies egp =
err oMY oerp, whence
L __ L _ _
EROMN” =ecRrocRrOM”0OERR = EROCERR = €R
by (6.29). m

Corollary 6.9 Under the setting of Theorem [.§ we have

Nt = eLr <— A =ALgr (6.36)
I_IR =¢rr, <= Agrp = AgL. (6.37)
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Proof: By passing to AZP it suffices to prove the first statement. If Ml = epp then A =
ME(A) = Apgr. Converseley, if Arr, = ALg, then epr|4,, = id and (f.33Left) implies M%| 4, =
€LR|Any- Hence, by Lemma .7,

HLEHLOERR:ELROERRZELR. |

Note that the conditions of Corollary .9 are in particular satisfied if A is bimonoidal, yielding
A = Arr, = Argp and Agp = Arr = Apgr. In the next Section we will take the left hand side
of Egs. (6.3§) and ([.37) as the defining relations for a pre-antipode S.

7 The Antipode Axioms

Let us first understand why for general weak bialgebras the ordinary antipode axioms
S(a(l))a(g) = a(l)S(a(g)) =e(a)l, ac€A (7.1)

would be too restrictive. Call a linear map S : A — A satisfying (7-1]) a Hopf antipode. As
for ordinary Hopf algebras, a Hopf antipode .S would be the inverse of id 4 in the convolution
algebra (Endg A, *), where (S * T)(a) := S(aq))T(aw)). Also, if S is a Hopf antipode on A,
then S := S* is a Hopf antipode on A.

Lemma 7.1 Let (A,1,A,¢) be a weak bialgebra with Hopf antipode S. Then
i) err(a) = epr(a) =€(a)l, Ya € A.

ii) A is right-monoidal iff ¢ is multiplicative, in which case A is also monoidal.
iii) A is right-comonoidal iff A(1) =1 ® 1, in which case A is also comonoidal.

Proof: The unit in (Endg A, %) is given by a +— ¢(a)1. Hence, if id 4 has a convolution inverse
S, part (i) follows from the identities

€LR*idA:id_A:id_A*€RL (72)

which one gets by putting b = 1 in (2.23). Part (ii) follows by applying ¢ to (B.27right) to get
e(ab) = e(a)e(b), and part (iii) follows by duality. H

Lemma [7-]] shows, that in general the Hopf antipode axioms ([(.]]) are too restrictive. Instead,
motivated by our analysis of rigidity structures in Sect. 6 and in particular by Corollary .9 we
now define

Definition 7.2 A pre-antipode S on a weak bialgebra A is a linear map S : A — A satisfying
forallaec A
amyS(a@)) =ecr(a) , S(aq))ae) = erw(a) (7.3)

A pre-antipode S is called an antipode, if

S(a(l))a@)S(a(g)) = S(a), Va € A (7.4)

Note that by (7.3) a pre-antipode always satisfies

a(l)S(a(g))a(g) =a, VaeA. (75)
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In (Endg A, %) the identities (7.J), (7-4) and ([.]) can be rewritten, respectively, as

idA*S:ELR s S*idAZERL (7.6)
Sxidy*xS =295 , idg*S*idy =idy . (7.7)

Hence, in (Endg A, *) an antipode S may be considered as a “quasi-inverse” of id 4. Also note
that if S is a (pre-)antipode on A, then it is also a (pre-) antipode on AP and by (R.24) its
transpose Sis a (pre-)antipode on A. By Lemma [7.1]i) a Hopf antipode is always an antipode,
and a pre-antipode is a Hopf antipode iff e r(a) = err(a) = €(a)l, Va € A. Moreover, we have

Lemma 7.3 i) A weak bialgebra A has at most one antipode S. If A has a preantipode S,
then e r * LR = €LR, €RL *ERL = €RrL, and S := 5, x id4 * S), provides an antipode.

ii) If a pre-antipode S is anti-multiplicative, then S(1) = 1, and if it is anti-comultiplicative,
theneo S =e.

Proof: (i) If S; and Sy are antipodes, then S = Syxid4%S1 = Sy *id g% Sy = Soxid 4%S2 = S5 .
If S, is a preantipode, then by ([.2) eLr *x eLr = eLg *idy * Sp = id4 * S = eLr and similarly
ERL * €Rr, = €pr,- Hence S := S, xid4 * Sp is an antipode. (ii) If S is a pre-antipode satisfying
S(ab) = S(b)S(a) then, using eLp(1) = 1, S(1) = S(1)S(11)1p) = S(11)1y = 1. The
statement for anti-comultiplicative S follows by duality. H

Lemma 7.4 A pre-antipode S on a right-monoidal or right-comonoidal weak bialgebra A is
an antipode, if S is anti-multiplicative or anti-comultiplicative.

Proof: By duality it is enough to consider the case of S being anti-multiplicative. If A is
right-comonoidal, then a1y ® eLr(a()) = 1(1ya ® 1) by the dul of (B-25right). Hence,

S(a(l))a(g)S(a(g)) = S(a(l))z—:LR(a(g)) = S(G)S(l(l))l(g) = S(a) .

If instead A is right-monoidal, then for all a,b € A

err(a)S(b) = am)S(bag)) = am)e(bayae)Sbe)as))
= err(ba))a)S(be)ac)
= S(ba))b@)an)S(bsyae))

where in the second line we have used (R.30right). Putting a = 1 we conclude that S is an
antipode. W

Corollary 7.5 An algebra antimorphism S on a monoidal weak bialgebra A is a pre-antipode
(and therefore an antipode) if and only if S is a normal pre-rigidity map and Ay 1, = Ay g, for
o =1L and o = R.

Proof: This follows from Lemma [[.4 and Corollary p.9, since (7.J) is the same as (p.24)), and
therefore implies (6.23). ™

In ordinary bialgebras an antipode is always a bialgebra antimorphism and hence a normal rigid-
ity map. In weak bialgebras, the following Theorem analyses necessary and sufficient conditions
for an antipode S to be anti-multiplicative and/or anti-comultiplicative.
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Theorem 7.6 Let A be a weak bialgebra with pre-antipode S and consider the following
additional properties:

la) S is anti-multiplicative. ~ 1b) A is right-monoidal.
lc) [Arr,Arr] =0. 1d) S is an antipode.

Then the following implications hold

17) la)+1b) = 1l¢) + 1d)
144) la) +1¢) = 1b) + 1d)
144) 16) +1c) +1d) => 1la)

Similarly, consider the following properties

2a) S is anti-comultiplicative. ~ 2b) A is right-comonoidal.
2c) [Argr,Arr] =0. 2d) S is an antipode.

Then the following implications hold

2i) 2a) +2b) = 2¢)+ 2d)
24i) %) +2) = 2b)+2d)
24ii) 2) +2¢) +2d) = 2a)

Proof: Part 2.) is the dual of part 1.). Le us first prove 1iii). If A is right-monoidal, then by

(B-27right)

amyba)yS(be))S(aw) = amerLr(b)S(am) = elamb)ap)S(aes))
= ELR(E(CL(l)b)CL(Q)) = ELR(CLELR(b))
= ELR(ab) = a(l)b(l)S(a(g)b(g)) R

where in the last line we have used Lemma P.JR. The same argument in AP gives
Slaaybm)a@be) = Sbay)Slam)aebe) -
Hence, using [ALg, Agr] = 0 and ([-4)
S(ab) =

U

(@1)b))ag)be)Slag)bs)
(bay)S(ay)aybe)S(besy)S(ags))
(b(1))b2)S(be3))S(aq))aw)S(aes))
= S(b)S(a),

»n

proving part 1iii). To prove 1.ii) let [ALg, Arr] = 0 and S anti-multiplicative, then by (.5)

acrr(b) = ( )S(G(z))a(:a)b( )S(b2))
= b)S(be))S(aep))as)
= 1S (a@)be))as)
= €LR( (1)b)a( 2) -
Hence, by (R.27right), A is right-monoidal and by Lemma [(.4 S is an antipode. Finally, to prove

1.i) assume S anti-multiplicative and A right-monoidal. Then S is an antipode by Lemma [.4,
and Eq. (R-27right) implies for all a,b € A

aeLr(b) = aqyba)yS(a@)be))as) = aqyeLr(b)err(ag)) - (7.8)
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Hence,

err(a)err(b) = S(aqy)a@err(b)err(as))
= err(a))bayS(apbye))ags)
= bwerelaq) (2>)5(a<2>b<3>)a<3>
= buyS(awbe))a)
= ¢err(b)err(a),
where we have used (.J) and (.§) in the first line, (F.3) in the second line, (R-30right) in the

third line and the antipode identity S(a) = err(an))S(a()) ([4) in the fourth line. Hence,
Arr and Ag;, commute. MW

Corollary 7.7 Let A be a monoidal weak bialgebra with antipode S. Then [Arr, Arr] = 0 if
and only if Ar;, = Arg and Agrr = ARgr, and in this case S is a normal rigidity map.

Proof: By part 3.) of Proposition .6 [ALr, Agr] = 0 follows from Az, = Arg and Agr = AR
Conversley, if [Arr, Arr] = 0 then S is anti-multiplicative by Theorem F.d(1iii) and Corollary
fq follows from Corollary [.§. W

Note that the conditions of Corollary [.7 in particular hold if A is bimonoidal.

Next, we provide conditions under which an antipode .S is invertible by using an invertibility
result for rigidity maps proven in Theorem [Bf of Appendix B. To this end we need the counit
to be S-invariant.

Lemma 7.8 Let S be an antipode on A and assume the axioms (R) of Lemma 2.7, i.e. (ab) =
e(alz))e(1(1yb), Va, b € A. Then € o S = ¢ and, more generally,

€LOS:€LO€LR s €ROS:€RO€RL (7.9)

Proof: Using Lemma P.7 and ([.4) we compute

er(S(a)) = er(erclaw))S(aw)) = crlan)Slaw)) = <cLleLr(a)).

The second identity in ([.9) follows by passing to AGP. Pairing these equations with 1 € A and
using coe,or =ewegetcoS=¢c. N

Since the condition (R) of Lemma P.7 in particular holds if A is right-monoidal we arrive at

Corollary 7.9 Let A be a weak bialgebra with pre-antipode S. If A is monoidal (comonoidal)
and S is anti-multiplicative (anti-comultiplicative), respectively, then S is bijective.

Proof: If A is monoidal and S is anti-multiplicative, then S is an antipode by Lemma [.4,
oS =¢e by Lemma[’.§, S(1) = 1 by Lemma [7.J and S is a normal rigidity map by Corollary
3. Hence, the invertibility of S follows from Theorem [Bf. The “co”-statement follows by
duality. H

Finally, we show that under the conditions of Corollary [(.9 S ~1 is an antipode on A,, and A“P.
As for ordinary Hopf algebras, we call such a map a pode.
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Definition 7.10 A pre-pode S on a weak bialgebra A is a linear map S : A — A satisfying for
allae A B B
a(Q)S(a(l)) =eppr(a) S(a(g))a(l) =err(a). (7.10)
A pre-pode S is called a pode, if
5(@(3))@(2)5(a(1)) = S(CL), Ya e A. (7.11)

One immediately checks that the above axioms are precisely the antipode axioms in 4,, and
AP, For ordinary Hopf algebras the inverse of an antipode is always a pode. In our setting we
have

Lemma 7.11 Let A be a weak bialgebra with invertible pre-antipode S.
1.) Assume S anti-multiplicative. Then S~! is a pre-pode if and only if

eLr=950¢egr , €Err=SoerL. (7.12)

In this case S is an antipode and S™! is a pode.
2.) Assume S anti-comultiplicative. Then S~! is a pre-pode if and only if

ELR=€LL°S , €ERL =€RrroS. (7.13)

In this case S is an antipode and S™! is a pode.

Proof: Part 2.) is the transpose of the dual version of 1.). To prove 1.) assume S(ab) = S(b)S(a)
and apply S~! to ([-3) to obtain

a@)S  ay) =S errl@) S Ma@)ag) = S (ere(a)).
Hence, ([[.12) is equivalent to S~! being a pre-pode. In this case S~! is also a pode and S is
also an antipode, since
S(ay)apySlasy) = S(err(ag))aq)) = S(a)
S a@g))a S awy) = SHapere(a)) =57 (a)
by the identities (2.23) forb=1. W

The conditions of Lemma, in particular hold if A is monoidal or comonoidal, respectively.

Proposition 7.12 Let A be (co-)monoidal and S : A — A a (co-)algebra anti-automorphism,
respectively. Then S is a pre-antipode (and therefore an antipode) if and only if S~! is a
pre-pode (and therefore a pode).

Proof: If A is monoidal we have A, = N,/ (A), and if S is an anti-multiplicative pre-antipode
then it is an antipode by Lemma [/.4 and egr(a) € Ngr(A) by Corollary [[.5. Hence, by Lemma

@R)v
err(a) = err(err(a)) = err(a)1)S(err(a) @) = 1(1)S(err(a)l(z)) = S(err(a)) .

The same argument in AgP yields eg, = S o err, whence S~!is a pode by Lemma [T.11.
Repeating these arguments in A,, yields the inverse implication. Finally, the “co”-statements
follow by duality. ®
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8 Weak Hopf Algebras

In order to obtain an explicitely selfdual notion of weak Hopf algebras the following Definition
will be appropriate.

Definition 8.1 A weak Hopf algebra A is a bimonoidal weak bialgebra with antipode S.

Hence, if (A, S) is a weak Hopf algebra, then its dual (ft, S) is also a weak Hopf algebra. In
this Section we will show that in a weak Hopf algebra 4 the antipode S is always a bialgebra
anti-automorphism and that S~! is a pode. If S is already known to be anti-(co)multiplicative,
then part of the bimonoidality axioms may be dropped or replaced altogether by the requirement
[Ar, Ar] = 0. We also show that on bimonoidal weak bialgebras S is an antipode if and only
if it is a normal rigidity map. As an application, the generalized Kac algebras of [Ya] will then
be shown to be weak Hopf algebras with an involutive antipode. The relation of Definition B.]]
with the axioms of [BSz,Sz] will be clarified in Appendix A. Let us now first observe

Lemma 8.2 A weak Hopf algebra A with antipode S is an ordinary Hopf algebra, if and only
if one of the following conditions hold.

i) € is multiplicative

i) A1) =1®1

iii) S is a Hopf antipode.

Proof: Clearly, (i)+(ii) = (iii), and in this case A is an ordinary Hopf algebra. Conversely, (iii)
= (i)+(ii) by Lemma [.1] and if A is bimonoidal then (i) < (ii) by (2.45) and (2.47). ™

Proposition 8.3 For a weak bialgebra A with pre-antipode S the following equivalencies hold:
i) A is comonoidal and S is anti-multiplicative

ii) A is monoidal and S is anti-comultiplicative

iii) A is bimonoidal and S is an antipode.

Proof: If A is bimonoidal, then [Ar, Ag] = 0 and [A7, Ag] = 0 and in this case, by Theorem
[f.6, an antipode S is a bialgebra anti-homomorphism. This proves (iii) = (i)-+(ii). Assume now
(i). Then comonoidality implies [Af, Ag] = 0 and by part 1ii) of Theorem [.q S is an antipode
and A is right-monoidal. Thus, A is bimonoidal by Corollary B.9. This proves (i) = (iii). The
implication (ii) = (iii) follows by duality. M

Corollary 8.4 In a weak Hopf algebra we have S‘AL/R = Sr/R as given in F1).

Proof: If S is a pre-antipode then S(1(1))1(2) = 1 = 1(1)S(1(y)) implying for a € AL
SL(CL) = ERL(CL) = S(a(l))a@) = S(l(l)a)1(2) = S(G)S(l(l))l(Q) = S(a)
and similarly Sr(b) = S(b) for be Ag. N

Corollary 8.5 A linear map S : A — A on a bimonoidal weak bialgebra A is an antipode if
and only if S is a normal pre-rigidity map. In this case S is always a bialgebra anti-automorphism
and S™! is a pode.
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Proof: This follows from Proposition B.J, Corollary [.§, Corollary .9 and Proposition [7.13.
|

In specific examples the (co)monoidality axioms are typically much harder to verify then anti-
(co)multiplicativity of the antipode. In this light the following Theorem is very useful.

Theorem 8.6 Let A be a weak bialgebra with pre-antipode S and assume S to be a bialgebra
anti-morphism. Then the following statements are equivalent:

i) S is an antipode and A is a weak Hopf algebra.

ii) A is bimonoidal

iii) A is right-monoidal and right-comonoidal

iv) [AL, Ar] =0

v) [AL, Ar] =0

Proof: If A is bimonoidal, then S is an antipode by Lemma [7.4, thus proving (i) < (ii). The
implication (ii) = (iii) being trivial let us next prove (iii) = (iv)+(v). By Theorem B.j part
(i) implies A, = Ayor and A, = A,y for o # o' € {L,R}. Thus, (iv) and (v) follow from
1i) and 2i) of Theorem [7.§. Finally, given [Ar, Ar] = 0, part 1ii) of Theorem [7.§ implies
right-monoidality, and by Lemma B.§ also left-monoidality. The dual of Corollary B.7 then gives
[Ar, Agr] = 0. Dualizing this argument we also conclude that [Az, Ag] = 0 implies [A7, Agr] = 0
and comonoidality. This proves (iv) < (v) and (iv)+(v) = (ii). W

We close this Section by proving that the generalized Kac algebras of T. Yamanouchi [Ya]
are special kinds of weak Hopf algebras. Following [Ya] a generalized Kac algebra is a finite
dimensional von Neumann algebra A equipped with a coassociative non-unital *-algebra map
A:A— AR A, a x-preserving involutive bialgebra antiautomorphism S : A — A and a positive
faithful S-invariant trace A on A satisfying

a(l))\(ba(g)) = S(b(l)))\(b(g)a), Ya,b € A. (81)

It follows [Ya] that A also admits a counit €. Hence, A is in fact a weak Hopf algebra, since we
have more generally

Theorem 8.7 Let (A,1,A,¢) be a weak bialgebra and S : A — A a bialgebra antiautomor-
phism. Assume there exists a nondegenerate X € A satisfying (8.1). Then S is an antipode and
A is a weak Hopf algebra.

Proof: First we prove that A is monoidal. Let [, € A be the unique solutions of
[~ A=ec=A~—r (8.2)
Then for all a € A

_ _ J amA(rag) = S(ray)A(re)a)
a a(1)e(a(2)) {a(l))\(a(g)l) - )\(al(g))S—l([(l))

Hence, for a,b € A,

amye(ba)) = amyArbag)) = S(ba))S(ra))Ar@)beya) = S(ba))b@e)a
a
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where the second line follows by putting a = 1 in the first line. Thus, by (2.3(right), A is right
monoidal. Similarly,

amye(agb) = amAae)bl) = S~ (11)S ™ (bay) Mabe)lz)) = aba)S™ (b))
= al(l)e(l(g)b) = acrp(b)

and, by (R.27left), A is right monoidal. In particular, we also get S(b(1))b) = err(b) and
therefore also, putting b = S(a),

bayS(ba)) = S(S(aqy)a@) = (Soerr 0 S™1)(b) = eLr(b).
Thus, S is a pre-antipode and the remaining claims follow from Proposition B.Jii). M

A deeper investigation of weak Hopf algebras including a theory of integrals and C*-structures
will be given in [BNS]. In particular, there we will see that (B.J]) is one of the defining relations
of a left integral A\ € A and that the elements [,7 defined in (B-2) are nondegenerate left and
right integrals, respectively, in A satisfying [ = S(r). This generalizes well known results for
ordinary finite dimensional Hopf algebras by [LS].

Appendix

A The Bohm-Szlachanyi Axioms

In this Appendix we relate our Definition B.1] of weak Hopf algebras to the setting of G. Bohm
and K. Szlachdnyi. In [BSz,Sz| the authors required A to be a weak bialgebra satisfying the
“almost-monoidality” axioms L and R of Lemma P.7. Moreover, the antipode S was required to
be a bialgebra anti-automorphism satisfying the following two equivalent relations for all a € A

S(a(l))a(g) ®a) = (1®a)A(1) , a) ® a(g)S(a(g)) =A1)(ea®1). (A.l)

Note that if S is not required to be invertible, then the two relations in (@) are independent
of each other. We now show that the BSz-axioms are equivalent to our Definition B.1.

Lemma A1l A linear map S : A — A on a weak bialgebra A satisfies (A1) if and only if A
is right-comonoidal and S is a pre-antipode. In this case A is a weak Hopf algebra and S is an

antipode (whence invertible by Corollary B.j) if and only if S is a bialgebra anti-morphism and
the counit axiom (R.34) holds, i.e.

e(ab) = e(al(z))e(1)d), Ya,b € A. (A.2)

Proof: Applying (id ® ¢) and (e ® id ), respectively, to ([A.I]) proves that S is a pre-antipode.
Hence, (A.]) also implies

6RL(a(1)) ®ag) = (1®a)A(1) , a) ® ELR(CL(Q)) =A(1)(a®1) (A.3)

and by the duals of (B.25right) or (R.28right) A is right-monoidal. Conversely, if A is right-
monoidal then ([A.3) holds, implying ([A.1]) for any pre-antipode S. Next, if A is right-monoidal
then (A.2) is equivalent to A being also right-comonoidal by Lemma P.10iv). In this case S is
an antipode and A is a weak Hopf algebra if and only if S is a bialgebra anti-morphism, see
Proposition B.J and Theorem B.. ™
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Next, we remark that if K = C and A is a weak *-bialgebra (i.e. a x-algebra such that the
coproduct is a *-algebra homomorphism), then e(a*) = £(a), a € A, and therefore (3 is
equivalent to

e(ab) = e(alp))e(1z)d), Ya,b € A, (A4)

which is actually the axiom postulated in [BSz]. One readily verifies that in a weak *-bialgebra
also our left- and right- (co)monoidality axioms are equivalent. Based on this observation we
now show that in the *-algebra setting of [BSz] the axioms (A.2) and ([A.4)) are in fact redundant,
as well as the BSz-requirements S(a*)* = S7!(a) and Ao S = (S® S) 0 A,y

Lemma A2 Let A be a weak x-bialgebra and let S : A — A be an algebra anti-morphism.
Then S satisfies if and only if S is an antipode and A is a weak Hopf algebra. Moreover,
in this case S is a bialgebra anti-automorphism and S(a*)* = S~1(a), Va € A.

Proof: By Lemma Al Eq. (A.1]) is equivalent to S being a pre-antipode and A being right-
comonoidal, whence also left-comonoidal. Thus the first statement follows from Proposition B.3.
In this case one readily checks that S(a) := S(a*)* provides a pode and therefore S = S~1 by
Corollary B.§ and the uniqueness of (anti)podes. W

B More on Rigidity Structures

In this Appendix, inspired by ideas of Drinfel‘d [Dr|, we show that rigidity structures (S, a, /)
are unique up to equivalence and that for any rigid weak bialgebra A there exists a twisted
coproduct A’ on A" := S(A) given by A’(S(a)) = (S®S)(A(a)). Under the conditions S(1) =

and €05 = § this will further imply S to be invertible. First we need the following two Lemmas

Lemma B1 In a pre-rigid weak bialgebra (A,1,A, e, S, «, 3) the following identities hold for
all a,b € A.

aba) ® S(b)) abz) = apyba) ® Sla)be) @ aEbe) (B-1)
S(bay) abey @absy = S(anybu)) aa@)be) @ as)bs) (B.2)
a) BS(a@) ®agb = by B S(a@)be)) ® as)bs) (B.3)
amb®a) BS(a@) = amba) ® ae)be) B5(a@bes) (B.4)

Proof: The last two equations follow from the first two by passing to AZP. Also, it is enough
to prove (B.]) and (B.2) for b = 1. Using (f.I6) and (R-2Gleft) we compute
alp) ® 5(1(2)) alg = alg) ® a<dglpy
= al(l) ® a g ERL(l(g))
= a(l) ® S(a(g)) (07 a(g)
Using (R-26right) and (6.16)), Eq. (B.2) for b = 1 (and therefore for all b) follows similarly. ®
Lemma B2 In a rigid weak bialgebra (A,1,A,¢,S,a, ) we have for all a € A

a = aq)BS(ag))aags) (B.5)

S(a) = S(aq)) aap) B S(ag) (B.6)

Afa) = aqyBS(aw)aap) ® ap) BS(as)) aae (B.7)
S(a)) @ S(any) = Slag))aas) BS(ae )®S(a(1 )aagy BS(ag)) (B.8)
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Proof: Egs.(p.7) and (B.1) imply
a = alq)BS(1))als) = anyBS(aw))aags) -
Similarly (b.§) and (B.4) give
S(a) = S(1aya)al(z)BS(1) = S(aq))aap)BS(ag) -
Using (B.5) we now compute

Ala) = a ol ® a@)BS(a@s))oag)

)BS(1(2))

185 (L))l @ a)le >55( 3 1(3))aan)
1)BS(agLg))aas) i) @ ap)le)BS(as)ls)aag)
1BS(a))aas) @ a2 BS(as))oa

= a
= a

1
1
== a(l)l
1

where in the second line we have used (B.4) and in the third line (B.T]). Similarly, we get

S(ag)) @ S(ap)) = Slawg))aasBS(aw)) @ S(Aayan))aleBS(1s)
= S(1(g)a(2))algyap)BS(aw) ® S(1yan))alwbS(1s)
= S(ae )a1<3 ag)BS(a) @ S(1aya))aly >a(4>55(1(5>a<5>)
= Slaw)aa) BS(ae)) @ S(an))aaw) BS(as))

where in the first line we have used (B.§) and (f.§), in the second line (B.]) and in the third

line (B4). =

We now show that similar as in [Dr] rigidity structures on a monoidal weak bialgebra are unique
up to equivalence.

Proposition B3 Let A be monoidal and let (S1, a1, 1) and (S2, ag, B2) be two rigidity struc-
tures on A. Define u,u € A by

u = S3(la))asln)BiSi(ls) (B.9)
u = S1(1a))arlz)B25(13) (B.10)

Then the following identities hold for all a € A

uSi(a) = Sz(a)u uSs(a) = Si(a)u
Qs = uQ] Q] = UuUQ9
B = pu fr = Bau
ua = SS9 (1) uu = St (1)
U = U uuu = u

Conversely, under these identities u and @ are necessarily given by (B.9) and (B.10).

Proof: By interchanging 1 <> 2 and u > @ it is enough to prove the left identities. Using ([B.3)
and (B.4)) we get for all a € A

uSl(a) = Sg(a(l))aga(g)ﬁlSl(a(g)) = SQ((I)U
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From (B.§) and (B.2) one computes
a2 = Sy(1y)anL 1y = Sa(L1y)aaLiay 151 (Lsy Jon La = w1 (L)) Ly = wons
Using (B.4) the identities By = B1@ follow similarly. Moreover,
uti = S2(11))aal () f151(1(3))a11(4)B2S2(1(5)) = S2(1(1))a2l(2)Bf2S2(1(3)) = S2(1)

Finally, vtu = So(1)u = u. Conversely, if u,u € A intertwine (S1,aq,1) and (S2, g, f2) as
above, then Sy(a) = uSi(a)u, whence

Sa(1(1))aal(e)B151(13) = wS1(1(1))a1l(e)151(13) = u,
where we have used wua; = S1(1)ag = a;. Eq. (B.1() follows similarly. B
This proof may of course be traced back to the fact that in monoidal categories any two rigidity

structures are naturally equivalent. In the same spirit, the following proposition reflects the
natural equivalence V x W =2 W x V in rigid monoidal categories, see also [Dr].

Proposition B4 Let (A,1,A,¢,5,a,3) be a rigid weak bialgebra and let F,F € A® A be
given by

F:=[5(1))a® S(1q))o]A(L3)85 (1)) (B.11)
F = A(S(1(1))al(g)[BS (1)) ® BS(1(3))] (B.12)
Then the following identities hold for all a € A
FA(S(@) = (S®8)(Ag(a)F (B.13)
A(S(a)) F F (S ® 5)(Agp(a)) (B.14)
FF=A(S1)) , FF=(5®S)(A,(1)) (B.15)
FFF=F , FFF=F (B.16)

(S®8)(Agp(a)F = [S(1)ap))a® S(Aayan))a]A(1s)BS(1w))
= [S(ag@))a® S(an))a]Aas)BS(aw))
= [S(ag))aaE) @ S(aqy)aaw]A(BS(ags)))
= [S(1z))ad(z) @ S(an)l)aam)]A(BS(as)))
= [S(1z))ad(z) @ S(1anlay)ale)]A(BS(als))
= [S(1())alE) ® S(1a))aly)|A(BS(al(s)))
= FA(S(a)

Here we have used (B.4) in the second line, (B.2) in the fourth and the fifth line and (B.]) in
the sixth line. Interchanging o and 3 and repreating this proof in Ag? yields (B.14)). To prove
(B.15) we compute

FF = A(S(1g))al()[BS(Lenla))a® BS(1ayle)a]Ale)8S(1w))
= A(S(l(l))a1(2 )BS (14 )a®55(1(3) a]A(158S(1)))
= A(S(1a))a)A(1)ABS(1s))
= A(5(1))
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where in the second line we have used (B.4) and in the third line (B.7). Next, using (B.13) we
get

FF = [S(1)®SAw)]FA(alg)[BS(13)) ® BS(1))]
= [S(12)1g))a® S(Aany1a)]A(lEyBS(1wy)ads )[55( 5)) @ BS(1(g))]
= [S(12)l)a®S(Lanyla))a]A(lesy 1 55( 4))al5)[BS(17)) @ BS(L()]
= [S(Lg))a @ S(1)a]A(L3)8S (1) )al(s )[55(1(7 ) ® BS (1))
= [S(1(z))a® S(1)a]A(13))[BS(15)) @ BS(Ly)]

= S(1p)) @ S(1q)).

Here we have used (B.4) in the third line, (B.§) in the fifth line and (B.§) in the last line. Finally,
(B1G) follows from the obvious identities

FA(S1)=F , AS1)F=F. m (B.17)
If a rigidity structure satisfies £ o S = ¢, then Proposition allows to define a rigid monoidal
weak bialgebra structure on A’ := S(A), such that S : A — A’ becomes a bialgebra homomor-
phism. First, we consider A’ C A with opposite multiplication, i.e. as a subalgebra of A,, with
unit 1’ := S(1). The coproduct A" : A" — A’ @ A’ is given by

A'(S(a)) = Fop Agp(S(a))Fop = (S ® S)(A(a))

which is clearly a coassociative and multiplicative. Moreover, if € 0 .S = ¢ then &’ := ¢| 4 is a
counit for A" and therefore (A’,1’, A’ ') becomes a monoidal weak bialgebraf].

Lemma B5 Let (A,1,A,¢,5,a,8) be a rigid weak bialgebra satisfying e 0 S = ¢. Put S' :=
Sla, o :=8S(a) and ' := S(B). Then (S',, ") provides a rigidity structure on A’.

The proof of Lemma is straightforward and therefore omitted. Using this result we are now
able to prove

Theorem B6 Let (A,1,A,¢,S,a,) be a rigid weak bialgebra satisfying ¢ o S = ¢. Then S
is bijective if and only if S(1) =

Proof: The identity (f.7) requires S to be nonzero. Iterating Lemma [B5 and using dim A < oo
we conclude S"*t1(A) = S"(A) for some n € N. We show that if S(1) = 1, then this implies
S™(A) = 8" 1(A), whence S(A) = A by induction, thus proving bijectivity of S. Replacing A
by S"1(A) it is enough to consider the case n = 1. Thus, assume S?(A) = S(A) and therefore
Ker SN S(A) = 0. Let 8" = S|g(4) and define

P:=5"1085: A S(A)
Then P is a multiplicative projection satisfying P o .S = .S and therefore
P(aS(b)) = P(a)S(b), Va,be A

By Lemma B below, if S(1) = 1 there exists p € A such that P(a) = pa for all a € A. Hence
p=P(1) =1, implying Ker S =KerP=0and A= 5S(A4). 1

SPresumably, if € is not S-invariant, there still may exist a transformed counit ¢’ on A’ satisfying ¢’ 0 S = ¢.
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Lemma BT7 Let (A,1,A ¢, S,a,f) be arigid weak bialgebra. Denote L the left multiplication
of A on itself and consider A = Ag 4y as a right S(A)-module. If S(1) = 1, then

Endg 4y (As(a)) = L(A) (B.18)

Proof: By standard arguments for rigid monoidal categories (see e.g. [Kal), for any left A-
module V' we have an anti-multiplicative isomorphism

EndgV = EndyV, (B.19)
given by End4V 2 T+ T € End 4 V, where
T:=L;" o(Ay x1y)o(1y x T x 1) o (1 x By) o Ry, .
The inverse of the assignment 7'+ T is given by
T =Ry o(ly x Ay)o(1ly x T x 1y)o (By x 1y) o Ly

In our setting one straightforwardly checks that 7' coincides with the restriction of the transpose
Tt to V =V -8(1). We now apply this to V = A with canonical left A-action 7y (a)¢ := a — ¢.
If S(1) = 1, the conjugate left A-module is given by V =V = A, with left A-action iy (a)b ==
bS(a). Hence, the isomorphism (B.19) gives

Endg(4) (Asa)) = Enda (4V) = End (4V) = Enda (44) -
On the other hand, under the transposition T+ T we clearly have
End 4 (4A) & End 4 (A4) = L(A)

where A 4 denotes the regular right .A-module, being the natural dual of the left .A-module AA.
|

As already remarked, the condition € 0 .S = ¢ in Theorem may presumably be dropped, if
there is a twisted counit &’ for A’ on A" = S(A) satisfying /oS = e. Also recall from Proposition
.5 that the condition S(1) = 1 holds if « or 3 are invertible, and therefore in particular for
normal rigidity maps.

C Minimal and Cominimal Weak Bialgebras

In this Appendix we introduce a special “minimal” class of comonoidal weak bialgebras A as well
as their “cominimal” duals A. As a motivation recall that if A is comonoidal, then [Af, Ag] =0
by Corollary B.7. Moreover, by Egs. (B.1) - (B.4) and Theorem B.§ we have

Afab) = (@@ b)A(L) = A1) (a®b), acALbe Ap. (C.1)

Hence, if A is comonoidal then B := ApAr C A provides a weak comonoidal sub-bialgebra,
since A(1) € B® B by Lemma [£.4. Also, since ¢ restricts to the counit on B, if A is bimonoidal
then so is B, and if A is a weak Hopf algebra then B is a weak Hopf subalgebra. This observation
motivates the following
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Definition C1 A comonoidal weak bialgebra A is called minimal, if A = A Agr. A monoidal
weak bialgebra A is called cominimal, if its dual A is minimal. If A = A; A, is an algebra
generated by two commuting subalgebras A; and As, then we call a minimal weak bialgebra
structure (A, ¢) on A adapted (to A; and Ay), if A; = A and As = Ap.

It will turn out that an adapted weak bialgebra structure is uniquely determined by e or by
P := A(1). Since every comonoidal weak bialgebra contains a minimal one, these results will be
very useful when constructing general examples of weak comonoidal (or Hopf) bialgebras, see e.g.
Examples 1-3 in Appendix D. The results of this section will also be needed when constructing
weak Hopf algebra structures on a large class of quantum chains known from physical models,
where A7,/ will be the left /right wedge algebras of these models ([N3], see also Appendix D).

Let us start with preparing some useful formalism. Given two K-vector spaces A; /5 of equal finite
dimension, a bilinear form Q : A;®Ay — K is called nondegenerate if the map Qr, : a — Q(a®-)
(equivalently Qg : b — Q(- ® b)) is an isomorphism A; — Ay (isomorphism Ay — Al) This
holds if and only if @ has a form-inverse P = > u; ® v; € A ® A; satisfying (throughout we
drop again summation symbols)

Qla®u)v; = a, Yae A
wQv; ®b) = b, Vbe A (C.2)

Clearly, P as a functional A, ® A; — K is also nondegenerate and its form-inverse is given
by Q. Form-inverses are of course uniquely determined if they exist. If A, C A are two
commuting subalgebras and A = A;. Ay, then with any ¢ € A we associate the bilinear functional
Qe+ A1 ® Ay — K given by

Qola®b) = (6| ab) (©3)

If Q4 is nondegenerate we denote its form-inverse by Py. Note that ¢ need not be nondegenerate
as a functional on A in order for Q4 to be nondegenerate.

Proposition C2 Let A = A; Ay be generated by two commuting subalgebras A, and As.
i) If there exists an adapted minimal weak bialgebra structure (A, e) on A, then Q. : A1 ® Ay —
K is nondegenerate and its form-inverse P. € Ay ® A is idempotent. Moreover, A is uniquely
fixed by € via

A(ab) = (a®b)P. = P.(a®b), ac Aj, be As. (C.4)

i) If A~ Ay ® 4,14, Ao then the relation ([C-4) provides a one-to-one correspondence between
adapted minimal weak bialgebra structures (A,e) on A and idempotents P € Ay ® Ay which
are nondegenerate as functionals As ® A1 — K and satisfy

(:21)P=(12)P, ¥ze AN A. (C.5)

Proof: By Eq. (.40) of Corollary P.§ Q. : A, ® Agr — K is nondegenerate for any comonoidal
weak bialgebra. Thus part (i) follows from Eq. (C.1]) provided P. := A(1) is the form-inverse
of Q.. However this follows from the definitions (C.J) and ([C.9), since the counit property of &
gives

Qe(a®1())Llgy = elaqp))ap) (C.6)

11)Qc(19 ®b) = bq (b(z) '
where a € A, = Npp(A) and b € Agr = Ngr(A), see (B.1)) and @) To prove part (ii) first
note that given (A,e) we may put P := A(1y), which is idempotent and nondegenerate by
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part (i). For z € A; ® Az Eq. (C4) then gives A(z) = (z ® 1)P = (1 ® 2)P. Conversely, let
P € Ay ® A; be idempotent and nondegenerate with form-inverse @ : A; ® As — K. Then

Eq. (C.H) implies
Qaz®b) = Q(a ® 2b)

for all a € A1,b € Ay and z € A; N As. Hence, if A= A; ®4,n4, A2 the functional € € A
g(ab) :=Q(a®b), ac A;,be Ay

is well defined and we have Q = Q.. Moreover, by Eq.(CH) A : A -+ A® A given by (C.4)
is also a well defined algebra map. Clearly, A is coassociative and comonoidal, since (14 ® P)
commutes with (P ® 14), and ¢ is the counit for A, since @ is the form-inverse of P. W

More generally, Proposition shows that for any comonoidal weak bialgebra A we may put
P:=A(1) € Ap ® Ar to get a sequence of minimal weak bialgebras

A @ Ap — AL @A, 04 AR — AL AR C A, (C.7)

where the arrows are the natural projections, being also weak bialgebra homomorphisms. To
describe the dual cominimal weak bialgebras observe that Q. : Arp ® Ag — K being non-
degenerate with form inverse P = A(1) € Agr ® A we have the natural K-linear isomor-
phism Hompg (A7 ® Agr,K) > ® — Ty € Endg Ar with inverse Endg Ag 5 T — P €
Hompg (Ar ® Ag, K) given by

Te(b) = 1(1)(13(1(2) ®b), beAgr (C.8)
Pr(a®b) = e(aT(h)), ac AL, be Agr. (C.9)

Proposition C3 Let A be comonoidal and 7; : A = Endy Apg the unit representation. Then
i) Due to the isomorphism Endx Agr = Hompg (AL ® Ag, K) we obtain

A~

Endg Ar D Enda,nay, Ar D ms(A), (C.10)

as an inclusion of cominimal weak bialgebras dual to ([C.7]), with coproduct 6 : Endx Ar —
Endg Agr ® Endi Ag given by

5T(CL ® b) = 1(1) ® 1(1/) 6(1(2)1(2/) T(ab)), a, be AR 5 T e EHdK .AR . (Cll)

ii) me : /lA — Endg Ap provides a bialgebra homomorphism and Kerm: = (ApAg)*:, ie.
Kerms C A is the annihilator of A Ar C A.

Proof: Clearly, T € End g, na, Ar & ®r € Hom (AL ®Aa,nAR AR, K). To show T € Wé(A) &
&7 € Homy (ApAg, K) we compute for ¢p € A, b€ Ag and a € A, = Npp(A)

D) (a®@b) =ce(a(y = b)) =e(yp — (ab)) = (¢ | ab) (C12)
thus proving (i). Part (ii) follows, since A Ar C A is a weak subbialgebra and (ArAg)*: =

Kerm: by (C12). Hence m: : A — 7:(A) = A/(ApAg)t = Homy (ArAg, K) is a weak
bialgebra epimorphism. M
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Corollary C4 Let A be monoidal. Then R
i) me(A) = EndA nAg Ap if and only if Ap Ap = Ay ® A, nAr Ag.
ii) A is cominimal if and only if m. is faithful.

These results generalize the weak Hopf algebra structure on Maty (N) given by [BSz|. In fact,
the dual of the BSz-construction is obtained by putting in Proposition A = Ay = KV (ie.
the abelian algebra of diagonal N x N-matrices), A = A;®As and Q.(a®b) = > a;b;, a,b € KV,
yielding P. = Y. e; ® e;, where ¢; € KV are the minimal orthogonal projections, eiej = dj;€;.

Next, we look at minimal weak Hopf algebras and recall our definition of the maps S, : A, —
A_gand S, : A, — A_, given in (5.1]). By Theorem B.3i) and Theorem B.H, if A is comonoidal
these maps are algebra antl—lsomorphlsms satlsfylng St /R = = 51 RIL and if A is a weak Hopf
algebra with antipode S, then by Corollary 8.4 Sr/r = S|4, ,r- Using this, Proposition &P
now generalizes to a complete characterization of minimal weak Hopf algebras of the form

A= AL ®4yn4, A2
Theorem C5 Let A= A1 Ay = Ay ® 4,04, Az, where A and Az commute. Then the relation

s(aLbR) = w(aLSR(bR)), ar, € A, = A1, b€ Ag = Ay (C.13)
S(arbr) = Sr(br)Sr(ar) (C.14)

provides a one-to-one correspondence between adapted weak Hopf algebra structures (A, e, S)
on A and pairs (w, Sg), where w : Ay — K is a nondegenerate functional satisfying Indw = 1,
Sgr: Ao —> A1 is an algebra anti-isomorphism restricting to the identity on A; N Ay and where
Sr = S of,, 6,: A1 — Ay being the modular automorphism of w.

Proof: If (A,e) is adapted and bimonoidal, then by Proposition p.3ii) w := £|4, is nonde-
generate with Indw = 1 and by Lemma p.1 Eq. (C.13) holds with Sg := eLg|,, implying also
S1, = err|a, = Si* o0, by part (iii) of Proposition f.3. Moreover, in this case S in (C.14) is
well defined and anti-multiplicative, since for comonoidal weak bialgebras erp|a, = ida, and
errla, =1d 4, implying

Stlagnar = Srlanag = 1d anag (C.15)
Using A(1) € Ap ® A and Sr(1(1))1(9) = eLr(1a))1l2) = 1 by (R.22)) we then compute for
ar, € Ar, ar € Ag and a = apag

S(a(l))a@) = S(l(l)aL)l(Q)aR = SL(aL)SR(l(l))l(g)aR = sRL(aL)aR = sRL(aLaR),
where in the last equation we have used ar = egrr(ar) and part (2iileft) of Proposition P.4.
Similarly, using 1(1)S7(1(2)) = 1 and ay, = e r(ar) we get

a(l)S(a(g)) = CLLl(l)S(CLRl(g)) = CLLl(l)SL(l(g))SR(CLR) = aL&?LR(aR) = ELR(CLLCLR)

by part (2ii,right) of Proposition P.§. Hence, S is a pre-antipode and therefore an antipode by
Proposition B.3i).

Converseley, we now reconstruct (A, ) from (w, Sg). First, since Sg restricts to the identity
on A; N Ay, the functional ¢ is well defined on A by Eq.(C.13) and Q. : A; ® Ay — K is
nondegenerate. By Proposition we have to show that its form-inverse P. is idempotent.
Clearly, if x; ® y; € A1 ® A; is the form-inverse of w, then P. = S;zl(xi) ® ;. Hence,

P2 = Spl(mimy) @ yjyi = Sg' (x)) @ yjziy; = P
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where we have used (f.5) and Indw = 1. Thus, by Proposition [C2 we get a uniquely determined
adapted comonoidal weak bialgebra structure (A,e) on A. Since A; N As C C(A;) we have
0u| 4,4, = id and therefore ([C.14)) provides a well defined algebra anti-automorphism S : A —
A. Moreover, for ar, € A; and br € Ay we get

e(lybr)le) = w(Sr(br)SrR(11)))le) = w(Sr(br)zi)yi = Sr(br)
1oelarly) =  Sp'@)wwibu(ar)) = Sg'(0u(ar)) = Silar).

Hence, by the above arguments, S is an antipode and A is a weak Hopf algebra. H

eLr(bRr)
err(ar)

D Examples

Example 1:
This example provides a minimal comonoidal weak bialgebra A = A; ® Ar which is not
monoidal. We choose Ay := K3, i.e. the commutative algebra of diagonal (3 x 3)-matrices,

and Apg the algebra of upper triangular (2 x 2) matrices

Ar ::{<g z> |x,y,z€K}CMatK(2). (D.1)

Let e;,7 = 1,2, 3, denote the pairwise orthogonal minimal projections in Ay, and let b;,7 = 1,2,3
be the basis in Ag given by

0= (3 8) =3 ) m= (3 )

Following the lines of Proposition [CJ(ii) we define the coproduct A : A — A® A for ar, € Af,
and ag € Ag by
Aarar) = (CLL ®agr)P

where the idempotent P = A(14) € Ar ® Ay is defined to be
P=b;®(e1+e2)+byRey+bs®es (D.3)
Using the relations e;e; = d;;¢; and

b3 = by, biby = babz = bo, b3 = b3 (D.4)
b3 = boby = bgby = bybz = bsb; =0 (D.5)

one immediately verifies P? = P. Also, as a functional (.//4—1\3) ® (.,/4\L) — K, P is nondegenerate.
Hence, the counit ¢ : Ay ® Ap — K is given as the form-inverse of P, i.e.

ce=el @ - @ (@b @ (e @ b°) (D.6)

where e’ and & denote the dual basises. According to part (ii) of Proposition [C3 these data
define a comonoidal weak bialgebra structure on A = ApAg, which by Corollary B.q cannot be
monoidal, since Ay, is commutative and Ag is noncommutative. This example does not admit
an antipode, since for z = e1b; one easily computes epr(r) = e1 + €2, whence esepr(z) = eq,
wheras (1)S(7(2)) = e11(1)S(1(2)b1) implying ezx(1)5(7(2)) = 0. Nevertheless, the dual of this
example admits a (non-normalizable) rigidity structure, see Example 2. H

Example 2
In this example we construct rigidity structures (S, o, ) on cominimal weak bialgebras of the
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form Endgx Ag (or Enda,na, Ar), where A is comonoidal, see Proposition [Cd. This will in
particular show that the dual of Example 1 is rigid, although it does not admit an antipode.
It is more convenient to perform the construction on the dual B := A; ® Ag (or B :=

AL ®apnag Ar, respectively). Thus, dualizing (B.16), (B.7) and (B.8) we seek for a map Sp :
B — B and functionals «, 8 € B satisfying for all x € B

Se(xmy)a(ze)re € A, za)Blre)Sslzm) € AL (D.7)

e (2B @) 95(wm)a(zw o) ) = (=) (D-8)

B (SB(x(l))O‘(fE@))x(3)5($(4))58(33(5))) = e5(9p(7)) - (D.9)

Moreover, the normalization conditions a<sep = a and €5 5> 3 = B of Proposition [b.§ become
B (56(56(1))04(33(2))33(3)) =afz) , eB ($(1)ﬁ($(2))58(35(3))) = B(z). (D.10)

Choose now Sg : Ap — A, an arbitrary linear bijection and let Sy, : A; — Ag be the transpose
of S;zl with respect to the pairing @, i.e.

Q:(a® Sp (b)) = Q.(b® Sp'(a)), a,be€ Ap.
Note that P: =1(;) ® 1(3) being the form inverse of ) implies
Sp(12)) ® Sr(1(1)) = 1) @ 1(y) - (D.11)
For x = apag, ar € Ar, ag € Ag define

Sg(x) := Sp(ar)Sr(ar) (D.12)
a(r) :=Q:(1®Sr(ar)ar) ,  B(z):=Q(arSr(ar) ®1). (D.13)

In case we want (Sg, a, 3) to be well defined on Az, ® 4,04, AR we also have to require S (and
therefore Sp) to be (AL N Ag)-linear. Using Ag(r) = arl(;) ® 1zjar and the comonoidality
property we now have

T ©T@) © T3 = arla) @ Lglay @ Leyer

and similarly for higher coproducts. Hence, the identities (D.7) - (D.10) are immediately verified,
provided we have

Sp(1y)a(li))le) =1 =11)8(1w)S5(1)) - (D.14)
To check (D.14]) use (D.11]) to compute

53(1(1/))04(1(2r)1(1))1(2) — Qg(l ® SL(1(2’))1(1)) SR(l(l’))l(Q) — Qg(l ® 1(1))1(2) — 1
1(1),8(1(2)1(1/))5[5(1(2/) = 1(1)SL(1(2’))Qa(1(2)SR(1(1’)) ® 1) — 1(1)Q5(1(2) ® 1) - 1 .

This proves (D.14) and therefore the rigidity identities (D.7) - (D.10)). Finally, we also have

Ap(Ss(x)) = 11)Sr(ar) ® Sp(ar)le) = Sp(1)ar) ® Sslarln)) = (Ss ® Sp)(AF ()

and therefore Sp is anti-comultiplicative. Hence, (5‘3, a, ) provides a rigidity structure on B.

In Example 1 one may choose

Sr(b1) = er+ex ., Srb) = e, Sg(bs) = e3
Sp(er) = b1 —by ; Sp(e2) = by ; Sp(es) = b3
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to obtain 3 = £ = 1 given by (D-9) and o = e! @b +e3®b3. In particular, this rigidity structure
is not normalizable. W

Example 3

In this example we extend minimal weak Hopf algebras of the form B = A; ® Agr to weak Hopf
algebras A = G = B =2 Ap <G Ap by a two-sided crossed product construction with a Hopf
algebra G.

Let B = A ® Ar be a minimal weak bialgebra, with counit eg and coproduct Ag. Let
(G,1,A,¢) be a finite dimensional Hopf algebra and assume a left Hopf module G-action > :
G® A — Ar and a right Hopf module G-action < : Ap ® G — Ap. Following [HN1] we define
the two-sided crossed product A := Ap =G> Agr to be the vector space A ® G ® Ar with
multiplication structure

(a1, = g><ag)(by < ho<bg) = (aL(g(l) >br) = giayhir) = (aRQh(g))bR) (D.15)
Equivalently, A may be identified with the diagonal crossed product G = B via
G B3 (g(ar ®@ag)) — ((gay>ar) <gp) ><ar) € A. (D.16)
Here, the multiplication in G = B is fixed by either of the equivalent relations [HN1]

glar®ag) = ((9(1) >ag) ® (GR45_1(9(3)))) 9(2)
9(2) ((5_1(9(3)) >ar) ® (ar < (9(1)))

(ap, ® aRr) g

where g € G and ap,/gr € A g. Since as a linear space G = B = G ® B, it comes equipped with
the natural tensor product coalgebra structure from G and B. With respect to the identification
(D.16) this induces a coalgebra structure (A 4,e4) on A given by

Aular > gr<ag) = (ar >ga)>=1a)) ® ((92)>12)) > 9(3) < a3)) (D.17)
ealar =g=ag) :=ep((S7 (9)>aL) ® ag) (D.18)

where 1(1) ® 1(9) = Ap(15) € Agp ® Ar. Assume now
EB((gDCLL)@CLR) :&?B((aL®(aR<19)) (D.19)

for all g € G and a, € A;. Equivalently, since 1(;) ® 19y € Ag ® Ay is the form-inverse of
eg: AL ® Ap — K, this means

1(1) & (gD 1(2)) = (1(1) <19) & 1(2), Vg € G. (D.ZO)

Given this condition one easily verifes that (A, 1 4, A 4,£.4) becomes a comonoidal weak bialgebra
extension of B. Moreover, using Lemma P.1( iii) and iv) one checks that if B is left- or right-
monoidal then so is A.

Next, note that (D-19) implies the restricted functional w := €| 4, to be G-invariant. Hence,
if B is also a weak Hopf algebra and if Sg : Ag — Aj, is the restriction of the antipode to Ag
(see Theorem [CY), then Eq. (D-19) implies for all a, € A, and g € G

w(arSr(ar<g)) =clar ® ar<g) =w((grar)Sr(ar)) = w(aL(Sg(g) DSR(aR))). (D.21)
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By the nondegeneracy of w we conclude
Sr(ar<g) = Sg(g)>Srar) , Vagr € Ag, g €6, (D.22)

where Sg is the antipode on G. Hence, by Theorem [CH any weak Hopf algebra in the form of
a two-sided crossed product A = Ap =<Gr< Ar as above may uniquely be constructed from a
left Hopf module G-action on Ay, a nondegenerate G- invariant functional w on Ay, satisfying
Indw = 1 and an anti-isomorphism Sg : Ag — Ar. The right G-action on Apg is then given
by (D-22) and the compatibility condition (D.19) follows from ([C.13). Moreover, the antipode
Sp : B — B constructed in ([C.14) extends to an antipode S4 : A — A by putting

Salar =gr<apr) := Sg(ar) = Sg(g)>=<Sg(ar) (D.23)
Note that this is indeed an algebra anti-isomorphisms, since one checks, similarly as in (D.22),

Sr(grar) = Sp(ar)<Sg(g) (D.24)
forallge Gandar, € A;,. N

Interpreting Ay, and Apg as left and right “wedge algebras”, this construction puts a weak Hopf
algebra structure on the Hopf algebraic quantum chains of [NSz]. More general quantum chains
can be treated by allowing G itself to be a weak Hopf algebra. Moreover, using the methods
of [HN1], the above example also generalizes to the case where G is the dual of a quasi-Hopf
algebra. If in this case also A; = Ar = G, this will provide a general “blowing up” procedure in
the spirit of [BSz| from quasi-coassociative Hopf algebras G to weak coassociative Hopf algebras
g >4Q <G in our sense, with equivalent representation categories. More details on this will be
discussed elsewhere.

Example 4: Let (G,1,A,¢) be a finite dimensional Hopf algebra and let H C G be an Ad-
invariant Hopf subalgebra, i.e.

9(1)7‘[ Sg(g(g)) CH , Vgeg (D.25)

Assume H semisimple and denote p = Sg(p) = p? € H the unique normalized two-sided integral.
Then the crossed product A := H > 44 G becomes a weak Hopf algebra with

Aa(h @ g) = (hSg(pa)) ® p2)901)) @ (P3) ® 9(2)) (D.26)

ealh® g) == A(h)eg(g) (D.27)
where h € H,g € G, and where \ € H is the left integral dual to p, i.e. the unique solution of

A= p =1y (D.28)
Clearly, €4 is a right counit for A 4 and using
Se(p1)) ® P2) = P2y ® Sg "' (p(1y) (D.29)

and the identity )\Zl =55 Yopr [LS], €4 is also a left counit. The coassociativity of A 4 follows
from

Pa) @ P2)Se(P(11)) @ P2y = P)P(1r) @ P(2) @ P(2ry- (D.30)
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To see that A 4 is an algebra map we compute for h,k € H and f,g € G
Aho g Ak f)=
= (hgu)ksg(Pl/)Sg(Pu)g@)) 293P f) ) ® (p(3)9(4)p(3/)5 (95)) ® 9(6).f (2))
= (hg(l)ksg(l?(l)g(z)) ®p(2)9(3)f(1)) ® (P(g) ® g(4)f(2))
= A(gh1)kS(9¢2)) @ 9(3)f)-

Here we have used p € C(G), since g(1)pS(g(2)) = €(g)p, for all g € G, which follows since the
Lh.s. is again a two-sided integral in H. To see that A is comonoidal let P := A 4(14). Then

(la®@P)(P®14) = (PR14)(1a®P))

= (Sg P1)) @ P2 ) ® (p(s)Sg(P(y)) ®p(2/)) ® (P(sf) ® 1g)
(5 g(Pan)Sa(py) ®P(2)p(2f)) ® (P(s) ®P(3f)) ® (P(4f) ® 19)

= (Aa®1id)(P),

where we have used (D-30). Finally, applying Lemma P.10jii) and iv) and using (D-29) together
with the Fourier transformation identities [LS]

pyMhpa) = Sg(h) (D.31)
ASg (pay)h)pey = h (D.32)
for all h € H [], one also checks that (A, 14, A4,e4) is monoidal. In this example we have
A, = {(holg)|he H}=H (D.33)
Ar = {(S(hq) ®@h@) | h € H} = Hop (D.34)

as well as the identities

ern(h®@g) = (S7'g@)hgn) ©1g) , err(h®g) = Eg(g)(h(2)®5_1(h(1)))
cr(h@g) = eg(g)(h®1g) ,er(h@g) = S3((hag)) ® Se((hag)n))

where h € H,g € G and h<g := 551(9(2))}19(1). Using these formulas the reader is invited to
check that S4: A — A given by

Sa(h® g) = S&(h@o)<g@) ® Sg(ha)yga))
provides an antipode and therefore A is a weak Hopf algebra. N

Putting G = CG and ‘H = CH for some finite group G with normal subgroup H, the above
example ﬂ appears as a weak Hopf symmetry in any Jones triple

MY Cc McC M=G
where M is a von-Neumann factor and G is a group of automorphisms of M with inner part

given by H [NSW].
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"For a review of the theory of Fourier transformations on finite dimensional Hopf algebras see also [N1].
8possibly deformed by a cocycle
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