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WHAT SEPARABLE FROBENIUS MONOIDAL FUNCTORS PRESERVE

MICAH BLAKE MCCURDY AND ROSS STREET

ABSTRACT. Separable Frobenius monoidal functors
were defined and studied under that name by Kornél
Szlachéanyi [1], [2], and by Brian Day and Craig Pas-
tro [3]. They are a special case of the linearly dis-
tributive functors of Robin Cockett and Robert Seely
[4]. Our purpose is to develop the theory of such func-
tors in a very precise sense. We characterize geomet-
rically which monoidal expressions are preserved by
these functors (or rather, are stable under conjugation
in an obvious sense). As corollaries, we show they
preserve lax (meaning not necessarily invertible) Yang-
Baxter operators, weak Yang-Baxter operators in the
sense of [5], and (in the braided case) weak bimonoids
in the sense of [6]. Actually, every weak Yang-Baxter
operator is the image of a genuine Yang-Baxter opera-
tor under a separable Frobenius monoidal functor. Pre-
bimonoidal functors are also defined and discussed.

Dedicated to Francis Borceux on the occasion of hi8 BiBthday.

1. INTRODUCTION

Frobenius monoidal functois : ¥ — 2 between monoidal categories were defined and studied
under that name in_[14], [15] and]/[5] and in a more general exrin [4]. If the domain% is
the terminal category 1, théh amounts to a Frobenius monoid i#". It was shown in[[b] that
Frobenius monoidal functors compose, so that, by the lagésee, they take Frobenius monoids
to Frobenius monoids. We concentrate here on separableifit®s and show that various kinds
of Yang-Baxter operators and (in the braided case) weakhinds are preserved .

We introduce prebimonoidal functoFs: ¢ — 2~ between monoidal categories which are, say,
braided. If the domair¥’ is the terminal category 1, then any (weak) bimonoiddhgives an
example of such aR. We show that prebimonoidal functors compose and relata tbeseparable

Frobenius functors.
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2. DEFINITIONS

Justified by coherence theorems (see [8] for example), we @asiif our monoidal categories were
strict. A functorF : ¥ — 2" between monoidal categoriesisobenius when it is equipped with
a monoidal structure

¢p:FA®FB— F(A®B) @:1—FI,
and an opmonoidal structure
Ynag:F(A®B) — FA®FB Wo:Fl — |

such that
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We shall callF : ¥ — 2 separable Frobenius monoidal when it is Frobenius monoidal and
each composite

Ynp B

F(A®B) =2 FA9FB 2% F(A®B)

is the identity. We calF : ¢ — 2 strong monoidal when it is separable Frobenius monoidal g
is invertible, andp andyp are mutually inverse.

SupposeF : ¥ — 2 is both monoidal and opmonoidal. By coherence, we have ¢ealon
morphisms

OyA FAL® - @FA — F(AL® - @ An)

and

defined by composites of instancesg@éandy. If n= 0 then these reduce t@ andyy; if n=1,
they are identities.
TheF-conjugate of a morphism

fiA® - ®OA — B1®---®Bm



in ¢ is the compositd " :

FA1®--- @ FAR FBi®: - --®FBny
w\m WBIV
Ff
FAL® - ®An) F(B1®:--®Bm)

in 2°. Form= 1, this really only require§ to be monoidal while, fon = 1, this really only
requiresd- to be opmonoidal. If a structure #1 is defined in terms of morphisms between multiple
tensors, we can speak of theconjugate of the structure inZ". For example, we can easily see
the well-known fact that th&-conjugate of a monoid, fof monoidal, is a monoid; dually, the
F-conjugate of a comonoid, fdf opmonoidal, is a comonoid. It was shown in [5] that the
conjugate of a Frobenius monoid is a Frobenius monoid.

Notice that, for a separable Frobenius monoidal funetorve haveg, o g, = 1 forn > 0.

Supposer’ and 2" are braided monoidal. We say that a separable Frobeniusidabrionctor
is braided when theF-conjugate of the braidingag : A B— B®Ain ¢ is equal toCFaFp :
FAFB— FB®FAIn 2 . Because of separability, it follows thiatis braided as both a monoidal
and opmonoidal functor.

A lax Yang-Baxter (YB) operator on an objectA of a monoidal categor¥’ is a morphisny :
A® A — A® A satisfying the condition

(Y®1)o(ley)o(y®l)=(1®y)o(y®l)o(1l®y)

A Yang-Baxter (YB) operator is an invertible lax YB-operator.

Recall that the Cauchy (idempotent splitting) completi@#@ of a categorys’ is the category
whose objects are paif®\, e) wheree: A — A is an idempotent o\ and whose morphisms
f:(Ae) — (B,p) are morphismg : A— Bin ¥ satisfyingpfe= f (or equivalentlypf = f and
fe= f). Note emphatically that the identity morphism(@f e) ise: (A,e) — (A, e); in particular,
this means the forgetfub% — ¢, (A,e) — A, is not a functor. If¢ is monoidal then so i2%¢
with (A,e) @ (A, €) = (A®A,e®¥€) and unit(l, 1).

A weak Yang-Baxter operator on A (comparel[2]) in&” consists of an idempotent: AQ A —>
A®A, and lax YB-operatorg: AQ A — AR Aandy : AQ A— A®A, subject to the following
conditions:

(2.1) Ooy=y=yol
(2.2) Ooy =y =y ol
(2.3) yoy =d=yoy
(2.4) (1le0)o(0®l) =(0®l)o(1x0)
(2.5) (1ey)o(I®l) = (0x1)o(1lxy),
(2.6) (1e0)e(y®l) =(y®l)e(1l).

Notice that Equations 2.1, 2.2 ahd12.3 say thatA® A,[0) — (A® A,0) is a morphism with
inversey in 2% .

SupposéA U :AA— An:l — A)and(B,u: BB — An:1 — B) are monoids in
the monoidal category’. Let a morphism\ : A® B— B® A be given. The following conditions



imply that A® B becomes a monoid with multiplicatioh® Bo A® B 25 A Ag Bo B 7K

A® B and unitl 72 A® B:

(2.7) Ao(U®1g)= (1lg@ U)o (A ®1a)o(1a®A),
(2.8) Ao(la® M) = (U®1a)o(1lg®A)o (A ®1g),
(2.9) Ao(n®lg)=1g®n, Ao(la®n)=nx1a.

These are the conditions farto be adistributivelaw [3]. A weak distributivelaw [13] is the same
except that Equatiors 2.9 are replaced by:

(2.10) (1ou)o(A®1)o(N®1®]l)=(Ue1)o(1®A)o(l®l®n).
In the monoidal category’, supposé\ is equipped with a multiplicatiop : AQ A— Aand a

“switch morphism™A : AQ A — AR A. SupplyA® A with the multiplicationA®A®A®Amﬁ1

AoA2ARAYE A9 A Then a comultiplicatio® : A — A® A preserves multiplication when

the following holds:
(2.11) dop=(URU)o(1®A®1L)o(0®I).

Dually, if we start withd andA, define the comultiplicatioA® A ekl ARARARA leAgl ARA®
A®AonA®A, and ask fou to preserve comultiplication, we are led to the same Eqn&til

In a braided monoidal categofs/, a weak bimonoid (see [[12]) is an objedA equipped with a
monoid structure and a comonoid structure satisfying Hqu&L11 (withA = ca a) and the “weak
unit and counit” conditions:

(2.12) gopo(lau)=(e®e)o(URU)o(l®d®1)
—(evg)o(uap)o (logaal)o(1dal)
(2.13) (1®d)odon=(10u®1)o(0x®d)o(n®nN)

—(lepel)o (1ogie1)o(6@8)o(nen)

A lax Yang-Baxter (YB) operator on a functorT : o — % into a monoidal category¢’ is a
natural family of morphisms
ya: TA®TB— TB®TA

satisfying the condition

10y

TBRTARQTC TBRXTCRTA
y y®1
TARTBRTC TCRTBRTA
%\ 1y
TARTCR®RTB TCRTARTB

One special case is whet# = 1 so thafT is an object of¢: then we obtain a lax YB-operator
on the objecl as above. Another case is whe#e= ¥ andT is the identity functor: each (lax)
braidingc on ¢’ gives an example witfia g = Ca p.



SupposeT : .« — % is a functor and- : € — 2 is a functor between monoidal categories.
Suppose lax YB-operatoyson T andzonFT are given. We definE to beprebimonoidal relative
toy and zwhen it is monoidal and opmonoidal, and satisfies

FTAQFTBRFTC®FTD X2 FTAQR FTC® FTB®FTD

F(TA®TB)®F(TC®TD) F(TA® TC)® F(TB®TD)

) f

When¢ and 2" are (lax) braided and is the identity withya g = CAg andzag = CrafB, We
merely sayF is prebimonoidal. Such arF is bimonoidal when, furthermor&l, with its natural
monoid and comonoid structure, is a bimonoid. We were ssggriot to find this concept in the
literature, however, we have found that it was presentedalipinary versions of the forthcoming
book [1], and in talks by the authors of the same.

3. SEPARABLE INVARIANCE AND CONNECTIVITY

We begin by reviewing some concepts from [9]. Progressiaelstring diagrams are defor-
mation classes of progressive plane graphs. Here we will ttram progressing from left to right
(direction of thex-axis) rather than from down to up (direction of thaxis). A tensor scheme is a
combinatorial directed graph with vertices and edges suahthe source and target of each edge
is a word of vertices (rather than a single vertex). Progvesdring diagram§ can be labelled (or
can have valuations) in a tensor schetnefor a given labelling/: ' — 2, the labels on the edges
(strings)y of ' are vertices/(y) of 2 while the labels on the vertices (nodesdf ' are edges
V(X) 1 V(Y1) -+ -V(Ym) — V(01) - --V(dn) Oof 2 wherey, - -, ym are the input edges ar, - - - , &, are
the output edges ofread from top to bottom; see Figuire 1 whére v(x), A1 =V(y1), Bn=V(dn),
and so on. The free monoidal catego#y? on a tensor schenig has objects words of vertices and
morphisms progressive plane string diagrams labelled;icomposition progresses horizontally
while tensoring is defined by stacking diagrams vertically.

FIGURE 1.

Every monoidal category’ has an underlying tensor scheme: the vertices are the slg&et
and the edges from one wo#d - - - Ay, of objects to anothd; - - - B, is a morphismf : A ® - ®
Am— B1®---®Bpin ¢; see Figuréll. When we speak of a labelling of a string diagnewe
mean a labelling in the underlying tensor scheme; here wesimilply call this astring diagram



in . The valuev(I") of the string diagranv: ' — % is a morphism obtained by deformimgso
that no two vertices of are on the same vertical line then by horizontally compostrigs of the
form

I, ®- - ®1c,® f®1p, ®---®1p,.
Calculations in monoidal categories can be performed ustimgg diagrams rather than the tradi-
tional diagrams of category theory. The value of Figdre Ifiscursef. Figurel2 shows a string
diagramv: I — % whose value/(I') is

AL® @An®D1®- - ®Dyq

fel

I

Bi® - ®Bh@Ci® - ®Cpo®D1®---®Dq

129
Ei®---® Ep
B
A :
. B,
. f Cl
Am : B
Dy C” g
. E,
D,
FIGURE 2.

Now we return to our study of separable Frobenius monoidadtfurs.
Supposer: ' — % is a string diagram in a monoidal categ&fyandF : ¢ — 2" is a monoidal
and opmonoidal functor. We obtaircanjugate string diagramVv™ : T — 2" in 2" by defining

v (y) = Fv(y) andvt (x) = v(x)©

for each edges and each nodg of I'. The conjugate of the string diagram in Figlie 2 is shown
in Figure[3. A (progressive plane) string diagrdnis called[separable] Frobenius invariant
when, for any labellingy : ' — % of I' in any monoidal category’ and any [separable] Frobenius
monoidal functoF : ¥ — 2, the value of the conjugate diagrafmin 2" is equal to the conjugate
of the value ofv; that is,

(3.1) vE(r) =v(n)F.

It is easy to check that the strings ftk® a)(b® 1) and(a® 1)(1® b) are actually Frobenius
invariant.
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FIGURE 3.

As mentioned before, for a separable Frobenius monoidatduifr, we haveg, o Y, = 1 for
n> 0.

The following two theorems characterize which string deags are preserved by Frobenius and
separable Frobenius monoidal functors in terms of condaetes and acyclicity. Robin Cockett
pointed out to us that these geometric conditions occurenatrk of Girard [7] and Fleury and
Retoré ([6], 83.1). There may be a relationship with our itsdaut the precise nature is unclear.

Theorem 3.1. A progressive plane string diagram is separable Frobeniusinvariant if and only if
it is connected.

Proof. In Figure4, we show that Equatibn B.1 holds for the stringdienv: T — % as in Figuré R,
providedp > O (as required foF to be connected). To simplify notation we wrké for F (A1 ®
- ®Am) and writeA" for FA; ® - - - @ FAy. We also leave out some tensor symbolsThe second
equality in Figuré 4 is where separability, and the fact thatlengthp of the wordC is strictly
positive, are used; the third is where a Frobenius propsniged.

Similarly, an obvious dual diagram to Figure 2 (look throupk back of the page!) can be
shown separably invariant. Furthermore, consider striagrdms of the form shown in Figuré 5.

By a similar proof to the above, such diagrams and their dardsseparably invariant. Every
connected string diagram can be constructed by iterateggtfour processes, this proves “if”. For
“only if”, we exploit the fact that every string diagram cae imterpreted in the terminal monoidal
category 1 and that separable Frobenius monoidal funétars — % are precisely separable
Frobenius algebras i

Suppose for a contradiction that a disconnected stringraild@ with n input wires andm
output wires is invariant under conjugation by such a sdpar@robeniud-, that is, a separable
Frobenius algebr@. This asserts the equality of two morphis@ig’ — C®™, the first (obtained
by taking the (trivial) value of the labelling in 1 and thenppng F) is the composite of-fold
multiplication followed bym-fold comultiplication; the second (obtained by applyiRgto the
labelling and then taking the value#)) is considerably more complicated, containing at least two
connected components by assumptiorfomBy prependingn units and appendingn counits, the
first becomes the barbell of unit followed by counit; thedathecomes an endomap of the tensor
unit of ¥ with at least two connected components. If the tensor proofu€” is symmetric, this
last simplifies to as many copies of the barbell as there ateaztied components 6f hence, it
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suffices to find a separable Frobenius algebra for which theebaloes not equal any non-trivial
power of itself.

We give two examples of such separable Frobenius algebsaspde algebraic example and a
more complicated geometric example. First, consider theptex numbers as a Frobenius algebra
over the reals. Kock[([10], Example 2.2.14) notes tGat— R given byx+iy+— ax+ by is a
Frobenius form for ala andb not both zero. Choosing= 2,b = 0 gives aseparable Frobenius
structure, and the “barbelR — C — R is multiplication by 2, which does not equal any non-
trivial power of itself. This completes proof of the convers the theorem.

We sketch the construction of a more complicated but perhrape pleasing, geometric exam-
ple: consider the categoBf hick, as described in [11], whose objects are finite disjoint ngiof
the interval (identified with the natural numbers), embedibethe plane, and whose morphisms
are boundary-preserving-diffeomorphism classes smawthted surfaces embedded in the plane
with boundary equal to the union of domain and codomain. fstaince, Figurel6 shows a mor-
phism in2Thick from 2 to 1. Lauda proves tha@T hick is the free monoidal category containing

FIGURE 6. A morphism in2Thick

a Frobenius algebra; the morphism from 2 to 1 shown in FiglistGe multiplication for this
Frobenius algebra; the obvious similar map from 1 to 2 is timawtiplication. However, for this
theorem, we require separable Frobenius algebra, so we modi®f hick to obtain a category in
which the equality in Figurgl 7 holds; in fact, we conjectucepbtain the free monoidal category
containing a separable Frobenius algebra. Specificalbgead of taking boundary-preserving

FIGURE 7.

diffeomorphism classes of morphisms, we say that two membkk — | are equal if there is



a suitable 3-manifold with corners which can be embedded in the unit cube in sudhttiea
intersection with the top face is the first morphism and thersection with the bottom face is
the second morphism. Here “suitable” means that the 3-mlahmhust be trivial on the domains
and codomaink andl, and, crucially, the only critical points of the boundaryMfpermitted are
“cups” —that is, critical points which are not saddle powvtsere the convex portion of the critical
point liesoutside the manifoldM. There is an evident such “cup” which will witness the desire
equality shown in Figurgl 7. Let us call this quotientZdthick by the nameThick’.

Most importantly, it is clear that no two morphisms with @ifént numbers of connected com-
ponents can be identified by this equivalence relation, sodistonnected string diagram will
fail to be separably invariant with respect to the canongegarable Frobenius functor-1-
2Thick’. O

What this implies is that separable Frobenius monoidalthisqreserve equations in monoidal
categories for which both sides of the equation are valuesmrfiected string diagrams. For exam-
ple:

Corollary 3.2. For n > 1, equations of the form:
(an®1)(1®an-1)(8-2®1) - = (1®bn) (bh-1®1) (1®by-2) -,

involving mor phisms
ai,...,an,b1,...,bn : ARA— ARA,

are stable under F-conjugation. In fact, for n = 2, Frobenius F will do.

The proof of Theoreni 31 can be slightly modified to give thalagous result for merely
Frobenius monoidal functors instead of separable Frokeninoidal functors.

Theorem 3.3. A progressive plane string diagram is Frobenius invariant if and only if it is con-
nected and simply connected.

Proof. We have noted that all connected string diagrams can benglokais iterations of the con-
structions shown in Figurés 2 and 5 and their duals, with éls&riction thatp > 0. All connected
and simply connected string diagrams can be obtained imtyswith the restriction thap = 1.
The only step of the proof in Figulé 4 (and also the correspanproof for the case shown in Fig-

ure[B) which requires separability is the cancellatiofr6f—— CF —%+ FC to obtain the identity
on FC; sincep = 1, we haveFC = CF = FCy, and both of these maps are identities. Hence, the
same proof will go through in this case, establishing “if”.

Conversely, suppose thhtis a string diagram which is not connected and acyclic. ByoFhe
rem[3.1, we may assume tHats connected and therefore is not acyclic. TherdT¢o be invariant
under the canonical Frobenius monoidal functor2 2Thick described in[[11] and referred to
already in Theorerm 3.1 would imply that there is a diffeoniisp between two 2-manifolds of
different genus; this is not the case. O

Corollary 3.4. Weak bimonoids are preserved by braided separable Frobenius functors.

Proof. Weak bimonoids satisfy Equatidns 2.1, 2.12,[and|2.13 tbgsations are labelled versions
of the following string-diagrams:



* = | =

These are clearly connected and hence preserved by sep&rabknius functors. The asterisks
indicate labellings by braids or their inverses, these aesgyved by braided Frobenius functors.
O

However, the bimonoids are not preserved in general: tleethnit and counit equations for an
actual bimonoid involve non-connected string diagrams.

Corollary 3.5. Weak distributive laws are preserved under F-conjugation.

However, distributive laws are not preserved in generad: siing diagrams for the right-hand
sides of Equatioris 2.9 are not connected.

Corollary 3.6. Lax YB-operators are preserved under F-conjugation.

However, YB-operators are not preserved: invertibilitydlves an equation whose underlying
diagram is a pair of disjoint strings and so is disconnected.

Corollary 3.7. Weak YB-operators are preserved under F-conjugation. In particular, the F-
conjugate of a YB-operator isa weak YB-operator.

Proposition 3.8. Every weak YB-operator in a monoidal category in which idempotents split isthe
conjugate of a YB-operator under some separable Frobenius monoidal functor.

Proof. Let ¥ be a such a monoidal category containing an obzend an idempotent :
DD —D®D suchthafl®1)(lo0) = (1 0)(0®1). Then there is an idempotent, :
D®" — D®" recursively defined by:

Uo=1
Uy =1p
Up =0

Oh=(1®0p-1)0 (O®1) forn>2



Let %' (D) be the subcategory a4 whose objects are the pai®®", ,) and whose morphisms
f:(D®",0,) — (D®M Opy) are those in2% for which:

(3.2) 1) (Ohel)=(0hel)(1af)
(3.3) (f®1)(1o0) = (19 0n)(f®1).
The category’(D) becomes monoidal via

(D", 0n) ® (D™, ) = (D™, Opy ).

Note that this is not the same as the usual tensor produg&@rwhich is inherited from that of
¢. A weak Yang-Baxter operator db in ¥ is a Yang-Baxter operator dd in % (D). Since
idempotents split ir¥” then we haves’ (D) — ¢ taking each idempotent to a splitting. Moreover,
% (D) — % is separable Frobenius (although not strong) and so eack WBaoperator is the
image of a real YB-operator.

Proposition 3.9. Prebimonoidal functors compose.

Proof. Suppose thet : ¢ — 2" is prebimonoidal with respect to a YB-operayonT : &/ —

¢ and a YB-operatazonF T, and suppose further th@t. 2" — % is prebimonoidal with respect
to zand a YB-operatoa on GFT. Then the diagram in Figuté 8 proves ti&f is prebimonoidal
with respect toy anda.

The diamonds commute by naturality @fand ¢ and the left and right pentagons commute by
prebimonoidality ofF andG, respectively. O

Proposition 3.10. If F is separable Frobeniusthen it is prebimonoidal relativetoy and z= y*.

Proof. The proof is contained in Figufé 9.

The five diamonds commute sinEds Frobenius, and the two right-hand triangles commuteesinc
F is separable. The rhombus commutes by definitioff othe parallelograms by naturality gf
andy, and the two irregular cells are trivial. O

Proposition 3.11. A strong monoidal functor between braided monoidal categoriesis prebimonoidal
if and only if it is braided.

Proof. As noted above, strong monoidal functors are separableshia, and strong monoidal
functors are braided precisely whellg = cra rg, SO Proposition 3.10 establishes “if”. Conversely,
suppose that is prebimonoidal with respect to the two braidings, and mersghe commutative
diagram in Figuré_10.

The middle cell commutes siné¢eis prebimonoidal, the bottom left singgis monoidal, and
the top left sincap is opmonoidal. The three right-hand cells commute by déimjtand, noting
that @ and yj are both natural and mutually inverse, the left-hand cedisdeo also. Hence, the
full diagram shows thatRB = CFAFB, as desired. O
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FIGURE 8. Proof of Proposition 319
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FIGURE 9. Proof of Proposition 3.10
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FIGURE 10. Proof of Proposition 3.11
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