arXiv:1303.3924v1 [math.RA] 15 Mar 2013

Semicorings and Semicomodules

Jawad Y. Abuhlail*
Department of Mathematics and Statistics
Box # 5046, KFUPM, 31261 Dhahran, KSA
abuhlail@kfupm.edu.sa

July 7, 2018

Abstract

In this paper, we introduce and investigate semicorings over associative semir-
ings and their categories of semicomodules. Our results generalize old and recent
results on corings over rings and their categories of comodules. The generalization
is mot straightforward and even subtle at some places due to the nature of the base
category of commutative monoids which is neither Abelian (not even additive) nor
homological, and has no non-zero injective objects. To overcome these and other dif-
ficulties, a combination of methods and techniques from categorical, homological and
universal algebra is used including a new notion of exact sequences of semimodules
over semirings.

Introduction

Coalgebraic structures in general, and categories of comodules for comonads in par-
ticular, are gaining recently increasing interest [Wis2012]. Although comonads can be
defined in arbitrary categories, nice properties are usually obtained in case the comonad
under consideration is isomorphic to — e C' (or C' e —) for some comonoid C' [Por2006] in
a monoidal category (V, e, I) acting on some category X in a nice way [MW].

However, it can be noticed that the most extensively studied concrete examples are — so
far — the categories of coacts (usually called coalgebras) of an endo-functor F' on the cate-
gory Set of sets (motivated by applications in theoretical computer science [Gum1999] and
universal (co)algebra [AP2003]) and categories of comodules for a coring over an associate
algebra [BW2003], [Brz2009], i.e. a comonoid in the monoidal category (4Ma4, ®4, A) of
(A, A)-bimodules, for some associative algebra A, which acts on the category M4 (4M) of
right (left) A-modules in the obvious way [Por2008, p. 229].

The main goal of this paper is to investigate categories of semicomodules for a semicor-
ing, which can be seen as comodules of comonads associated to a comonoid in the monoidal
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category (4S4, ®4, A) of (A, A)-bisemimodules over an associative semialgebra A with the
natural tensor product —®4 — [Kat1997]. This does not only add a new concrete example
where the general theory of comonads and comonoids applies, but also provides an inter-
esting context where a combination of techniques and methods from categorical algebra,
homological algebra and universal algebra applies naturally and harmonically.

Semicorings over semirings are of particular importance for theoretical and practical
reasons: On one hand, and in contrast to categories of modules over a ring, categories of
semimodules over a semiring are not so nice, as (in general):

e they are not Grothendieck: a category of semimodules over a semiring does not
necessarily have enough injectives (0 is the only injective object in the category
AbMonoid =~ Sy, the category of semimodules over the semiring Ny of non-negative
integers [Gol1999, 17.21]).

e they are not Abelian: a semimodule does not necessarily posses a projective presenta-
tion (objects with a projective presentation are called normal [Tak1983]); moreover,
one cannot make free use of some nice properties of adjoint functors between Abelian
categories (e.g. [Fail973, Proposition 6.28)); see Remark [2.34]

e they are not additive; the hom sets are monoids which are not necessarily groups.

e they are not Puppe-ezact [Pup1962]; for example, the notion of ezact sequences of
semimodules is subtle; this led to several different notions of exactness for sequences
of semimodules over a semiring [Abu-b] (all of which coincide for modules over rings).

e they are not homological since they are not protomodular [BB2004]: several basic ho-
mological lemmas do not apply (e.g. the short five lemma). Moreover, epimorphisms
are not necessarily surjective and subsemimodules are not necessarily kernels.

e several flatness, projectivity and injectivity properties which are equivalent for mod-
ules over rings are apparently different for semimodules over semirings [Abu-a].

e Some notions cannot be easily checked; for example, to prove that a given S-semimodule
is flat, one has to show that M ®gs — : §S — AbMonoid preserves all pullbacks
[Kat2004] (or all equalizers) and not only the monomorphisms.

This has the impact that generalizing results on corings (comodules) to semicorings
(semicomodules) is neither trivial nor straightforward as the first impression might be. We
could overcome some of the difficulties mentioned above by introducing a new notion for
exact sequence of semimodules over semirings which we used to prove restricted versions
of the short five lemma |Abu-a] (the nine lemma and the snake lemma [Abu-b]). We also
introduced and used suitable notions of flatness, projectivity and injectivity for semimod-
ules. Moreover, we made use of recent developments in the theory of comonads [BBW2009)
especially those associated to comonoids in monoidal categories [Por2006], [Por2008b].

On the other hand, semirings and semimodules proved to have a wide spectrum of sig-
nificant applications in several aspects of mathematics like optimization theory [C-G1979],
tropical geometry [R-GST2005|, idempotent analysis [KM1997], physics [Gunl998]|, the-
oretical computer science (e.g. Automata Theory [Eil1974], [Eil1976]) and many more
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[Gol1999]. Moreover, corings over rings showed to have important applications in areas like
noncommutative ring theory, category theory, Hopf algebras, differential graded algebras,
and noncommutative geometry [Brz2009]. This suggests that investigating semicorings and
semicomodules will open the door for many new applications in the future (see [Wor2012]
for recent applications to Automata Theory).

Before proceeding, we mention that in many (relatively old) papers, researchers used
the so called Takahashi’s tensor-like product, which we denote by — X, — [Tak1982] (see
also [Gol1999]). This product has the defect that, for a semialgebra A, the category
(4Sa, My, A) of (A, A)-bisemimodules is not monoidal. The author [Abu2013] introduced
a notion of semiunital semimonoidal categories with prototype (4Sa4,Xa, A) with A as
a semiunit; he also presented a notion of semicounital semicomonoids in such categories
with semicounital A-semicorings as an illustrating example. The relation between the two
products has been clarified in [Abu-al.

This paper is organized as follows: after this introduction, and for convenience of the
readers not familiar with semirings and semimodules, we include in Section 1 some basic
definitions, properties and some results (mostly without proof) related to such algebraic
structures. In Section 2, we introduce the notion of a semicoring C over a semialgebra
A and study basic properties of the category S¢ of right C-semicomodules. We present a
reconstruction result in Theorem 221l Moreover, we apply results of Porst et al. (e.g.
[AP2003], [Por2006], [Por2008]|, [Por2008b]) to obtain a generalization of the Fundamen-
tal Theorem of Coalgebras over fields to semicoalgebras over commutative semirings in
Proposition [Z.11] and to semicorings over arbitrary rings in Proposition Let 4C be
a semicoring over the semialgebra A. We apply results of Porst et al. to S¢ (Theorem
2.29). In Section 3, we introduce and investigate the category Rat®(S4) of C-rational right
A-semimodules, where A is an A-semiring with a morphism of A-semirings « : A — *C
(:= Hom4(C, A), the left dual ring of C) and P = (A, C) is a left a-pairing. In this case, we
prove that Rat®(Sy) ~ S¢ (Theorem B.I6) extending our main result in [Abu2003] on the
category of right comodules for a coring over an associative algebra (see also [BW2003]).
Moreover, and assuming a uniformity condition on 4C, we show in Theorem that
S¢ = o[C-¢] (the Wisbauer category of C-subgenerated right *C-semimodules) if and only if
4C is a mono-flat a-semimodule and S€ is closed under *C-subsemimodules. Under some
suitable conditions on the semialgebra A and a uniformity condition sC, we prove in The-
orem that S¢ = S.¢ if and only if 4C is finitely generated projective and S¢ is closed
under *C-subsemimodules.

1 Preliminaries
1.1. Let (G, +) be an Abelian semigroup. We say that G is cancellative iff
gt+9' =9+9"=4g=4"
for all g, ¢, g € G. For say that a subsemigroup L < G is subtractive iff L = L, where
L={geG|g+1I =1"for some l',]" € L}.
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We say that G is completely subtractive iff every subsemigroup L < G is subtractive. A
morphism of semigroups f : G — G’ is said to be subtractive iff f(G) < G’ is a subtractive
subsemigroup.

Remark 1.2. Let f : G — G’ be a morphism of Abelian monoids. If L' < G’ is a
subtractive submonoid, then f~}(L) < G is a subtractive submonoid.

Semirings and Semimodules

In this section, we present some basic definitions and results on semirings and semi-
modules. Our main reference is [Gol1999]; however, we use a different notion of ezact
sequences of semimodules introduced in [Abu-b]. With AbMonoid, we denote the cate-
gory of Abelian monoids.

1.3. A semiring is a monoid in the monoidal category (AbMonoid, ®,Ny) of Abelian
monoids, or roughly speaking a ring not necessarily with subtraction, i.e. a non-empty set
S with two binary operations “+” and “” such that (S,+,0) is an Abelian monoid and
(S,+,1) is a monoid such that

S-(s1+82) =8-51+589, (S1+52)s=81-5S+53-sand s-0=0=0-s for all s,s1,59 € S.

A morphism of semirings f : S — T is a map such that f : (S, +g,0s) — (T, +7,0r)
and f : (S,-s,1s) — (T,-r,17) are morphisms of monoids. We say that the semiring
S is commutative (cancellative) iff (S,-) is commutative ((S,+) is cancellative). If S is
a commutative ring and n : S — A is a morphism of semirings, then we call A an
(associative) S-semialgebra.

1.4. Let S be a semiring. A right S-semimodule M is roughly speaking a right S-module
not necessarily with subtraction (i.e.(M,+5s,057) is an Abelian monoid rather than a
group) for which

m0g =0y =0yysforallm e M and s € S.

The category of right (left) S-semimodules and S-linear maps, which respect addition and
scalar multiplication, is denoted by Sg (5S). A right (left) S-semimodule M is said to
be cancellative (completely subtractive) iff (M, +) is cancellative (every S-subsemimodule
L <gs M is subtractive). With CSg < Sg (sCS <5 S), we denote the full subcategory of
cancellative right (left) S-semimodules. For semirings S and T, an object in the category
St of (S, T)-bisemimodules is a left S-semimodules ¢M which is also right T-semimodule
My with s(mt) = (sm)tforall s € S, m € M and t € T’; the arrows are the S-linear T-linear
maps, and its full subcategory of cancellative (S, T")-bisemimodules is denoted by sCSr.
We call s M a completely subtractive (S, T)-bisemimodule iff every (S, T')-subbisemimodule
L <(sy M is subtractive.

Examples 1.5. 1. Every ring is a semiring.

2. The set Ny of non-negative integers is a cancellative semiring with the usual addition
and multiplication. The category of (cancellative) Ny-semimodules is isomorphic to
the category of (cancellative) Abelian monoids.
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3. An example of a semiring due to Dedekind [Ded1894] is (Ideal(R), U, N), where R is a
ring and Ideal(R) is the set of ideals of R. More generally, any distributive complete
lattice is a semiring.

4. Rpyax = (RU {—o00}, max, +) and Ry, := (R U {co}, min, +) are semifields (every
non-zero element has a multiplicative inverse) [C-G1979].

5. B = ({0,1},+,+) is a semi-field, where 1 +1 = 1 # 0 [Gol1999, p. 7], called the
Boolean semiring.

1.6. Let M be a right S-semimodule. Each L <g M defines two S-congruence relations
[Gol1999] on M, namely =, and [=], where

my =1 me iff my + 11 = mg + 5 for some Iy, 1l € L;
my [=], me iff my + 1 +m' =my + I +m' for some [;,1; € L and m’ € M.

We define the quotient semimodule M /L := M/ =p; notice that M/[=], is cancellative for
each L <g M. In fact, we have a functor

C(—) : SS — (Cgs,M — M/[E]{O}

Remark 1.7. The tensor product — ®g — of semimodules we adopt is that in the sense of
[Kat1997] (see also [Kat2004], [KN2011]) and not in the tensor-like product introduced
by Takahashi [Tak1982] which we denote by — Kg —. As clarified in [Abu-al, for every

right (left) S-semimodule M, we have an isomorphism of Abelian monoids M ®g S ﬁél M
(S®s M IZ;M M) while
MKgS ~c¢(M®sS)~cM) (SKRsM ~c¢(S®s M) ~c(M)).
Definition 1.8. Let 2 and B be categories and F': )l — B a covariant functor.
1. F preserves limits iff for every diagram D : J — 2 we have:
(L 5 Di)iconi) is a limit of D = (F(L) = F(D;))icobj@) is a limit of F o D;

2. F create limits iff for every diagram D : J — 2 and every limit £ = (L' LN

D})iconj@m) of F'oD in ‘B, if any, there exists a unique cone S = (L LN D;)icobj() in
20 with

(F(L) 29 F(D:))icoviy = (L' 25 Dl)icoi and S is a limit of D in 2.
Dually, one defines the functor which preserving (creating) colimits.

Lemma 1.9. (cf. [Borl994a, Proposition 3.2.2]) Let A,B be arbitrary categories and
DA, S functors such that (F,G) is an adjoint pair.

1. F preserves all colimits which turn out to exist in 2.
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2. G preserves all limits which turn out to exist in B.

Definition 1.10. An object G in a cocomplete category 2 is said to be a (reqular) genera-

tor iff for every X € 2, there exists a canonical (regular) epimorphism fx : |_| G —

FEA(G,X)
X [BW2005, p. 199] (see also [Kel2005], [Ver]); recall that an arrow in 2 is said to be a
reqular epimorphism iff it is a coequalizer (of its kernel pair).

The following result collects some properties of the categories of semimodules over a
semiring (cf. [Abu-a], [Abu-b], [KN2011], [Gol1999]).

Proposition 1.11. Let S and T be semirings.

1. Sg is a variety (in the sense of Universal Algebra, i.e. a class of objects which is
closed under homomorphic images, direct products and subobjects).

2. Sg is complete (i.e. has all small limits), equivalently Ss has equalizers, pullbacks
and products. The kernel of an S-linear map f: M — N s

Ker(f) := Eq(f,0) = {m € M | f(m) = 0}.

3. Sg is cocomplete (i.e. has all small colimits), equivalently Sg has coequalizers (pushouts)
and products. The cokernel of an S-linear map f : M — N is CoKer(f) :=

Coeq(f,0) = N/ f(M).

4. Every monomorphism in Sg is injective. A morphism in Sg is surjective if and only
if it is a regqular epimorphism.

5. Sg is a Barr-exact category [Barl971] (see also [AHS2004]) with canonical factoriza-
tion system given by (RegEpi, Mono) = (Surj, Inj).

6. Ss is a reqular generator in Sg.

7. For all right S-semimodule M and N, we have a natural isomorphism of Abelian
monoids Homg(c(M), N) ~ Homg(M, N), i.e. the embeddings CSg — Sg is right
adjoint to ¢(—); so, CSg is a reflective subcategory of Sg.

8. For every (S,T)-bisemimodule sMr, we have functors M @1 — : 7S — S and
—®g M : Sg — Sp. Moreover, we have adjoint pairs of functors

(M @7 —,Homg_(M,—)) and (— ®s M,Hom_r(M, —)),
whence M @7 — and — ®g M preserves colimits.
9. (sSs,®s,95) is a biclosed monoidal category.

10. If S is commutative, then (Sg,®g,S;T) is a symmetric braided monoidal category
where T is the flipping natural transformation

M@SNTAéNN(@SM, m®gn»—>n®sm.



Definition 1.12. Let M and N be S-semimodules. We call an S-linear map f: M — N :
i-uniform (image-uniform) iff f(M) = f(M);
k-uniform (kernel-uniform) iff for all m, m’ € M we have

f(m) = f(m') = m+k=m'+k for some k, k" € Ker(f); (1)

uniform iff f is ¢-uniform and k-uniform.

We call L <g M a uniform subsemimodule iff the embedding L <% M is (i-)uniform,
or equivalently iff L <g¢ M is subtractive. If = is an S-congruence on M [Gol1999], then
we call M/ = a uniform quotient iff the projection 7= : M — M/ = is (k-)uniform.

1.13. (JAbu-b]) We say that a sequence X L5y %5 Z of S-semimodules is ezact (resp.
semi-exact, proper-ezact, quasi-exact) iff f(X) = Ker(g) and g is k-uniform (resp. f(X) =
Ker(g), f(X) = Ker(g), f(X) = Ker(g) and g is k-uniform). A (possibly infinite) sequence

of S-semimodules -+ — X;_; E) X; L> Xii1 ﬂ) Xiy9 —> -+ is said to be exact

(resp. semi-exact, proper exact, quasi-exact) iff each three-term subsequence X; ; h

X; LN X1 1s exact (resp. semi-exact, proper exact, quasi-exact).

Lemma 1.14. ([Abu-b, Lemma 2.7]) Let X,Y and Z be S-semimodules.

10— X 55V is exact if and only if [ is injective.

2. Y L5 Z — 0 is exact if and only if g is surjective.

3.0 — X L5 v %5 7 is semi-exact and f is uniform if and only if f induces an
isomorphism X ~ Ker(g).

4. X Ty 2 7 50 is semi-ezact and g 1s uniform if and only if g induces an
isomorphism Z ~ Coker(f).

50— X Lo v 2 7 50 s exact if and only iof f induces an isomorphism
X ~ Ker(g) and g induces an isomorphism Z ~ Coker(f).

Lemma 1.15. 1. An S-linear map f: M — N induces an isomorphism M /Ker(f) ~
f(M) if and only if f is k-uniform.

2. For every L <g M, we have an exact sequence of S-semimodules
0— L -5 M ™5 M/L —s 0.

Since Sg is (Surj, Inj)-structured [AHS2004] (and not (Epi, Mono)-structured), the
natural notions of projective objects, generators etc. in this category are defined relative
to the class Surj of surjective S-linear maps (= regular epimorphisms) rather than the
class Epi of all epimorphisms.

Definition 1.16. We say that an S-semimodule X (uniformly) generates Mg iff there
exists an index set A and a (uniform) surjective S-linear map X "5 M — 0. With
Gen(X) we denote the class of S-semimodules generated by Xg.
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Definition 1.17. We say that Mg is uniformly (finitely) generated iff there exists a (finite)
index set A and a uniform surjective S-linear map S — M — 0.

Remark 1.18. Every S-semimodule M is generated by S : there exists a surjective S-linear
map S® 5 M — 0 [Gol1999, Proposition 17.11]. However, it is not guaranteed that
we can find A for which 7 is uniform. Uniformly generated semimodules were called k-
semimodules in [AIt1996]; we prefer the terminology introduced above since it is more
informative. Takahashi [Tak1983| defined an S-semimodule X to be normal iff there exists
a projective S-semimodule P and a uniform surjective S-linear map P - X — 0
(called a projective presentation of X). Indeed, every uniformly generated S-semimodule
is normal.

1.19. Let M be a right S-semimodule. With o[Mg| (¢,[Ms]) we denote the closure of
Gen(Mg) under (uniform) S-subsemimodules, i.e. the smallest full subcategory of Sg
which contains Mg and is closed under direct sums, homomorphic images and (uniform)
S-subsemimodules. We say that Mg is a (uniformly) subgenerator for o[Mg] (o,[Ms]).
Notice that Gen(Ms) C 0,[Mg] C o[Msg].

Remark 1.20. Let M be an S-semimodule and notice that the uniform S-subsemimodules
are precisely the kernels of S-linear maps by Lemma [[LT5] (2). It follows that X € o,[Mg] if
and only if X ~ Ker(g), where g : Y — Z is S-linear and Y, Z € Gen(Mj), or equivalently

if and only if there exist exact sequences of S-semimodules 0 — X Ty 4z o0
in which Y, Z € Gen(Mg).

Proposition 1.21. (cf. [Wis1991l 15.4]) Let M be a faithful S-semimodule and T =
End(Msg). If 7 M is finitely generated, then o[Mg| = Sg.

Definition 1.22. Let 2 be a category with finite limits and finite colimits. A functor
F : 20 — B is said to be left-ezact (right-exact) iff F' preserves finite limits (finite
colimits). Moreover, F is called ezact iff F' is left-exact and right-exact.

Remarks 1.23. Let M be a right S-semimodules.

1. The contravariant functor Homg(—, M) : S¢ — AbMonoid is left exact, whence
it converts all finite colimits into finite limits, e.g. it converts coequalizers into
equalizers and converts pushouts into pullbacks. In particular, it sends cokernels to
kernels; this explains [Tak1982, Theorem 2.6 (2)] in light of Lemma [[.14

2. The covariant functor Homg(M, —) : S¢ — AbMonoid is left exact, whence it
preserves all finite limits (e.g. it sends equalizers to equalizers and pullbacks to
pullbacks). In particular, it preserves kernels; this explains [Tak1982, Theorem 2.6
(1)] in light of Lemma T4

3. The covariant functor M ®g — : ¢S — AbMonoid is right exact (since it has a
right adjoint) whence it preserves all finite colimits, e.g. it sends coequalizers to
coequalizers and pushouts to pushouts. In particular, it sends cokernels to kernels;
this explains the analog of [Tak1982, Theorem 5.5 in light of Lemma [[.T4]



Definition 1.24. We say that Mg is
injective iff for every monomorphism of S-semimodules (i.e. injective S-linear map)

x L Y, every S-linear map h : X — M can be extended to an S-linear map h:Y — M
(such that ho f = h);

uniformly injective iff Homg(—, M) : S¢ — AbMonoid converts uniform monomor-
phisms into uniform surjective maps (equivalently, Homg(—, M) preserves short exact se-
quences);

u-injective iff Homg(—, M) : Sg — AbMonoid sends (uniform) monomorphisms to
(uniform) surjective maps.

Definition 1.25. We say that Mg is

projective iff for every surjective S-linear map Y <5 7 — 0 and every S-linear map
h: M — Z, there exists an S-linear map h: M — Y such that h = g o h;

uniformly projective iff Homg(M, —) : S¢ — AbMonoid preserves uniform surjective
morphisms (equivalently, iff it preserves short exact sequences);

u-projective iff Homg(M, —) sends (uniform) surjective morphisms to (uniform) surjec-
tive maps.

Definition 1.26. We say that Mg is

cogenerator iff for every Ng, there exist an index set A and an S-linear embedding
N — M,

uniformly cogenerator ifft Homg(—, M) : S¢ — AbMonoid reflects short exact se-
quences.

Lemma 1.27. 1. The following are equivalent for an S-semimodule Ps :

(a) Ps is projective;
(b) Ps is a retract of a free S-semimodule, i.e. there ezists an index set A, a

g
surjective S-linear maps S™ = P with go f = idp.
!

(¢c) Ps has a dual basis: there exists a subset {(px, fr)} C P X P* such that:
- For each p € P, the set A(p) = {\ | fa(p) # 0} is finite.
-p=2.mha(p)

2. If Ps is uniformly generated and uniformly projective, then Ps is projective.

Proof. 1. (a) <= (b) This is [Gol1999, Proposition 17.16].

(¢) <= (d) The proof is similar to that of [Wis1991l 18.6], it can be shown that
every projective S-semimodule has a dual basis, whence finitely projective.

2. Let S s P — 0 be a uniform presentation of Pg. Considering idp : P — P,
we find an S-linear map h : P — S™ such that 7 o h = idp, i.e. Pgis a retract of
a free S-semimodule and so Ps is projective by (1).H

Definition 1.28. Let Mg be an S-semimodule and set M* := Homg(M,S). We say
that Mg is finitely projective iff for every finite subset {ms,--- ,m;} C M, there exists
{(mi, f3)}i=1 € M x M* such that m; = >_7_ m; f;(m;) for each i = 1,--- ,[;
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Definition 1.29. ([Kat2004], [Abu-a]) We call a right S-semimodule M :
flat ifft M ®4 — is left exact, i.e. it preserves finite limits, equivalently M ~ lim F), a
—

filtered limit of finitely generated free right S-semimodules;

uniformly flat it M ®4 — : 4S — AbMonoid preserves uniform subobjects;

mono-flat iff M @4 — : 4S — AbMonoid preserves monomorphisms (injective S-
linear maps);

u-flat iff M @4 —: 4S — AbMonoid sends (uniform) monomorphisms to (uniform)
monomorphisms.

Remark 1.30. Let M be a right S-semimodule. Since M ®gs — : §S — AbMonoid pre-
serves direct sums, we conclude that Mg is flat if and only if M ®g — preserves equalizers.
Moreover, Mg is flat if and only if M ®g — preserves pullbacks [Kat2004]; so, flat semi-
modules are mono-flat. On the other hand, if Mg is a mono-flat S-semimodule, then Mg
is uniformly flat (whence u-flat) if and only if M ®gs — : §S — AbMonoid preserves
kernels. It is not known yet if there are examples of uniformly flat semimodules which are
not flat.

Definition 1.31. Let M be a right (left) S-semimodule. We say that a (uniform) S-
subsemimodule L <g M is (uniformly) W -pure for some left (right) S-semimodule W iff
Les W < M ®g W is a (uniform) submonoid. We call L <g M (uniformly) pure iff
L <g M is (uniformly) W-pure for every left (right) S-semimodule W. If M is an (S,T)-
bisemimodule and L <(s7y M, then we call L < (gpmM (uniformly) pure iff L — M is
(uniformly) pure as a left S-subsemimodule as well as a right 7-subsemimodule.

The proof of the following result is along the lines of [Boul974, Proposition 3.6]:

Lemma 1.32. Let L be a right S-semimodule, N a left S-semimodule, K <g L, M <g N
and consider the exact sequences of S-semimodules

0—K -5 LI L/K—50and 0 — M~ N 24 N/M — 0.

We have an exact sequence of Abelian monoids

0 — (1 @5 N)(K @5 N) + (L ®g 137)(L @5 M) = LogN "E5M [/ K@gN/M —s 0.

If, moreover, K <g L is N-pure and M <g N is L-pure, then we have an exact sequence
of Abelian monoids

0—K®sN+Los M- LogN ™25 L/K @g N/M —s 0.

Definition 1.33. We say that an S-semimodule X is

finitely presented iff Homg(X, —) : S¢ — AbMonoid preserves directed colimits (i.e.
X € Sg is a finitely presentable object in the sense of [AP1994]);

uniformly finitely presented iff X is uniformly finitely generated and for any exact
sequence of S-semimodules

0—K-Lysm 25 x o,

the S-semimodule K (~ Ker(g)) is finitely generated.

10



Notation. Let M be a right S-semimodule. For every family F' = {X,} of left S-
semimodules, we have a morphism of Abelian monoids

ponm Mg [[ Xy — [[(M ®s X)), mes {fila = {m s fi}a.
AEA AEA

If Xy =5=X, forall \,y €A, then we set ©,; = P10y 1 M ®s XA — (M @5 X)M.

In the following lemma, we collect some properties of finitely presented semimodules
over semirings.

Lemma 1.34. Let M be a right S-semimodule.

1.

4.
5.

If oy + M @5 SN — M is surjective for every index set A, then Mg is finitely
generated.

If 9o+ M ®g SN is bijective and — ®g S* : S¢ — AbMonoid preserves i-uniform
morphisms for every index set A, then Mg is uniformly finitely presented.

If Mg 1s uniformly finitely presented, then Mg has a finite presentation through an
exact sequence of S-semimodules

smLygn 2y M — 0. 2)

If Mg is uniformly finitely presented, then Mg is finitely presented.

If Mg is finitely presented and flat, then Mg is projective.

Proof. The proofs are similar to the proofs for modules over rings.

1.
2.

The proof is similar to that of [Wis1991 12.9 (1)].

The proof is similar to that of [Wis1991 12.9 (2)] using a restricted version of the
Short Five Lemma [Abu-al Lemma 1.22] for semimodules over semirings.

This is [Abu-a, Proposition 2.25].

Given an arbitrary directed system {X;,{fi;}}s of S-semimodules, we apply the
contravariant functor Homg(—, limX;) to a finite presentation (2)) of Mg, and then use
—

a restricted version of the Short Five Lemma [Abu-al Lemma 1.22] for semimodules
over semirings to prove that Homg (M, limX;) ~ limHomg (M, X;).
— —

. Assume that Mg is a finitely presented flat S-semimodule. By definition of flat

semimodules, M = limM;, where {M,}; is a directed system of free (projective) S-
—
semimodules. Since My is finitely presented, we have Endg(M) = Homg(M, limM;) =
—
limHomg (M, M;) and so idj, factorizes through some M;, whence a retract of the pro-
—

jective S-semimodule M; (cf. [BR2004, Proof of Theorem 2.6]). Since a retract of a
projective S-semimodule is projective, we conclude that Mg is projective.ll
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2 Semicorings

In this section, we introduce and investigate semicorings over semirings and their
categories of semicomodules.

Throughout, S is a commutative semiring with 15 # 0g and (Sg, ®g, S) is the symmetric
monoidal category of S-semimodules [Abu-a]. Moreover, A is an S-semialgebra, i.e. a
monoid in Sg, or equivalently a semiring A along with a morphism of semirings 7, :
S — A. With 4S (S4), we denote the category of left (right) A-semimodules and with
(4S4,®4, A) the monoidal category of (A, A)-bisemimodules.

2.1. By an A-semiring we mean a monoid in 4S4, i.e. triple (A, 14,7 4) in which A is an
(A, A)-bisemimodule and pq4: AR4 A — A, ny: A —> Aare (A, A)-bilinear maps such
that the following diagrams are commutative

A A A
A@s AR,y ALAZ AR A AR AT A0, A<224"14 A g, A
AR A4 KA 1954 A 19;\
®a A LA

We call 14 the multiplication and 14 the unity of A. If A is commutative and A is an
A-semiring with xa = ax for all z € A and a € A, then A is an A-semialgebra. For A-
semirings A and B, we call an (A, A)-bilinear map f : A — B a morphism of A-semirings
iff fouy=pgo(f®af)and fomn, =ng; the set of morphisms of A-semirings form A
to B is denoted by SRng 4 (A, B). The category of A-semirings will be denoted by SRng,.

Corings over (associative) algebras were introduced by M. Sweedler [Swel975] as al-
gebraic structures that are dual to rings. This suggests that we define semicorings over
semialgebras as algebraic structures dual to semirings:

2.2. An A-semicoring is a comonoid in sSy4, equivalently a triple (C, A¢,ec) in which C
is an (A, A)-bisemimodule and A¢ : C — C®4C, ¢ : C — A are (A, A)-bilinear maps
such that the following diagrams are commutative:

C Ac Co4C C

l
¥ o TN

C®aC CRs1C®4C A@AC%CC@)ACCWC@AA

Ac®4C
We call A¢ the comultiplication of C and ¢ the counity of C.

2.3. For A-semicorings (C, Ac,ec), (D, Ap,ep), we call an (A, A)-bilinear map f: D — C
an A-semicoring morphism iff the following diagrams are commutative

D ! C D ! C
S A
ED Ec

D®aD Y, C®aC A

12



The set of A-semicoring morphisms from D to C is denoted by SCog4(D,C). The category
of A-semicorings is denoted by SCorng ,.

Notation. Let (C, A) be an A-semicoring. We use Sweedler-Heyneman’s ) "-notation, and
write for ¢ € C :

Ale) =) e1@acz €C@4C.

Example 2.4. Let ¢ : B — A be a morphism of S-semialgebras and consider A as a
(B, B)-bisemimodule with actions given by b — a = ¢(b)a and a ~— b = ap(b) for all b € B
and a € A. Then (C := A®p A, A, ¢) is an A-semicoring where

A C—C®RaC, a®pd — (a®ply)®4(la®pad)=a®p14Rpd;
e : C— A, a®pad — ad.

We call (A®p A, A, e) Sweedler’s semicoring.

Ezample 2.5. Let M be an (A, A)-bisemimodule. We have an A-semicoring structure
C=(A® M,A, ¢e), where

A (a,m)— (a,0)®a4 (1,0) + (1,0) ®4 (0,m) 4+ (0,m) ®4 (1,0);
e : (a,m)— a.

Notice that there are many properties P such that 4C has Property P if (and only if)
AM has Property P, e.g. being flat, (finitely) projective, finitely generated [Wisch1975|
Example 10 (1)].

2.6. Let (C,A,¢) be a S-semicoring with ¢s = sc for all s € S and ¢ € C. We call C' an
S-semicoalgebra. An S-semicoalgebra is a comonoid in the symmetric monoidal category
(Ss, ®g,S) of S-semimodules. If, moreover, > ¢; ®g o = >, ®g ¢ for all ¢ € C,
then we say that C' is a cocommutative S-semicoalgebra. We denote the category of S-
semicoalgebras by SCoalgg and its full subcategory of cocommutative S-semicoalgebras
by coc.SCoalgg.

Example 2.7. Let X be any set and consider the free S-semimodule with basis X. Then
(S A g) is an S-semicoalgebra where A and ¢ are defined by extending linearly the
following assignments

A S 80 0, 8K s 1 ®g 1
e S5 S 2 1.

Notice we have S[X] ~ S®) ~ S[z], the polynomial semiring in one indeterminate. So,
(S[z], A1, 1) is an S-semicoalgebra with

Ay S[z] — Slz] ®g Slz], Zsixi —> Zsixi ®s T
i=0 i=0

n n
g1 @ Slz] — S, Zsixi — Zsi.
=0 i=0
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Moreover, (S[z], Ag, £2) is an S-semicoalgebra where

Ay ¢ Slz] — S[z] ®s S[a], ZsixiHZSi( (;)zj ®ij—i>;
1=0 i=0

J=0

gg @ Slx] — S, ZsixiHso.

=0

Ezample 2.8. ([Wor2012]) Consider the idempotent Boolean semiring B = {0,1} (with
1+41=1+#0). Let P=B < x,y | xzy # yr >, the B-semimodule of formal sums of
words formed from the non-commuting letters x and y. Then P is in fact a B-semialgebra
with multiplication given by the concatenation of words. It can be seen that P has three
structures of a B-semicoalgebra given as follows:

1. (P,Aq,e1) is a B-semicoalgebra with A; and e; are defined on monomials and ex-
tending linearly

A - P— PP, w— wp w;
g1 + P— B, w—w(l,1).

2. (P, Ay, &5) is a B-semicoalgebra with A, and ey are defined on monomials and ex-
tended linearly

Ay : P—PRpP, wr Z W ¥ Wa;
ww2=w

g : P— B, w— w(0,0).

3. (P, A3, e3) is a B-semicoalgebra with Az and e3 are defined on monomials and ex-
tended as semialgebra morphisms

Ay : P—PegP, Alz)=1®@sr+z®p1, Aly)=1®@py+y®s 1
e : P— B, w— w(0,0).

In what follows, we mean by locally presentable categories those in the sense of [AP1994].

Definition 2.9. ([AP1994, Definition 1.17]) Let 2( be a category and A a regular cardinal.
We say that an object X € 2 is locally A-presentable iff A(X, —) preserves A-directed
colimits. A category 2l is said to be locally presentable iff 2 is cocomplete and has a set
P of A-presentable objects, for some regular cardinal A, such that every object in 2 is a
A-directed colimit of objects from P.

2.10. Applying results of Porst [Por2008b] iteratively, we have the following: The cat-
egory (Set, x,{*}) of sets is an admissible symmetric monoidal category which is lo-
cally presentable. It follows that the category Monoid = Mon(Set) of monoids is fini-
tary monadic over Set and is locally presentable; the full subcategory AbMonoid =
Mon(Set) of Abelian (commutative) monoids is finitary monadic over Set and locally
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presentable. Notice that (AbMonoid, ®, Ny) ~ (Sy,, ®n,, No), the category of semimod-
ules over the semiring Ny of non-negative integers, is a biclosed symmetric monoidal cate-
gory and it follows that the category of semirings SRng = Mon(AbMonoid) is finitary
monadic over AbMonoid and locally presentable; the full subcategory of commutative
semirings .SRng ~ .Mon(AbMonoid) is finitary monadic over AbMonoid and locally
presentable. Moreover, for any (commutative) semiring A (S), the category 4S4 (Sg) of

(A, A)-bisemimodules (S-semimodules) is locally presentable since it is a variety [AP1994]
1.10 (2)].

The Fundamental Theorem of Coalgebras [Swel969] states that every coalgebra over
a field is a directed limit of finite dimensional (equivalently locally presentable [Por2006],
Proposition 1]) subcoalgebras. This result was generalized to comonoids in a locally pre-
sentable symmetric monoidal category by Porst [Por2008b] (see [Por2006] and [Por2008]).
The results of Porst apply in particular to semicoalgebras over commutative semirings.

Proposition 2.11. Consider the categories SAlgg of S-semialgebras and SCoalgg of
S-semicoalgebras.

1. SAlggq is finitary monadic over Sg and locally presentable.

2. SAlgg is reflective in SAlgg, finitary monadic over Sg and locally presentable.

3. SAlgg is closed in SAlgg under limits, directed colimits and absolute colimitd].
4. SCoalgg is comonadic over Sg and locally presentable.

5. ocS3Coalgg is coreflective in SCoalgg, comonadic over Sg and locally presentable.

0. cocSCoalgg is closed in SCoalgg under colimits and absolute limits.

Proof. The result is an immediate application of the main results of [Por2008b] taking into
consideration that (Sg, ®g, S) is a biclosed (whence admissible) symmetric monoidal cate-
gory and that we have isomorphisms of categories SAlg¢ ~ Monoid(Sg) and SCoalgg ~
Comonoid(Ss).H

The proof of the following result is essentially the same as that for corings over an
algebra [Por2006].

Proposition 2.12. The category SCoring, of A-semicorings is comonadic over sSa,
locally presentable and a covariety (in the sense of [AP2003]).

2.13. Let (C,Ac¢,e¢) be an A-semicoring and D <44y C. We say that D is an A-
subsemicoring of C iff D is an A-semicoring and the embedding ¢ : D — C is a morphism
of A-semicorings. If D <4 4) C is pure, then D is an A-subsemicoring of C if and only if
Ace(D) CD®4D CC®4C and ep is the restriction of ¢ to D.

LA limit (colimit) K is said to be absolute iff K is preserved by every functor G : 2l — B, where B is
an arbitrary category [AHS2004 20.14 (3)].
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2.14. Let C be a coassociative A-semicoring. Associated to C are three dual A-semirings:
*C := (Homyu_(C, A), %) is an A-semiring, where

(f* 9)(c chlf@))forallfge*CanchC;

C* := (Hom_4(C, A), ) is an A-semiring, where

(f *rg)(c) = Z f(g(c1)ce) for all f,g € C* and ¢ € C;
*C* := (Homya,4)(C, A), *) is an A-semiring, where

(fxg)(c chl f(eo) for all f,ge *C* and c € C.

The counity e¢ is a unity for *C, C* and *C*.

Definition 2.15. Let C be an A-semicoring. We call

K < C4 aright C-coideal iff A¢(K) C Im(tx ®4C);

K < 4C aleft C-coideal iff A¢(K) C Im(C ®4 tk);

K <(a.4) C a C-bicoideal iff A¢(K) C Im(tg ®4C) NIm(C ®4 tk);

K <,4) C a C-coideal iff K = Ker(f) for some uniform surjective morphism of A-
semicorings f : C — C'.

Proposition 2.16. Let (C, A¢c,ec) be an A-semicoring, KK <(a.ay C be uniform and con-
sider the canonical (uniform) surjection wy : C — C/K. The following are equivalent:

1. K is a coideal of C,

2. There exists a morphism of A-semicorings f : C — C' and an ezxact sequence of
(A, A)-bisemimodules

0—K-“5c-tsc—o
3. C/K is an A-semicoring and the wy : C — C/K is a morphism of A-semicorings;

4. Ac(K) Q (LK ®A C)(K ®A C) + (C ®A LK)(C ®A K) and éfc(K) =0.

If K <g C is uniformly C-pure, then these are moreover equivalent to:

) AC(K) CK®4C+C®4 K a/ﬂdé‘c(K) = 0.

Proof. First of all, notice that the uniform subsemimodules are precisely the subtractive
ones, whence K = K.

(1) <= (2) Follows directly from the definition and Lemma [[.T4]

(2) = (3) By Lemma (1), f induces an isomorphism of (A, A)-bisemimodules

C/K L C’. One can easily check that this isomorphisms provides C/K with a structure of
an A-semicoring and that 7x = ?_1 of:C — C/K is a morphism of A-semicorings.

(3) = (2) Since K <(4,4) C is uniform, it follows by Lemma [[.14] that K ~ Ker(ng),
whence K is a coideal (notice that 7y is uniform).
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(3) = (4) Consider the following diagram of (A, A)-bisemimodules

0 K = C - C/K 0
Y Y
0 Kel"(ﬂK@sﬂ'K) . C®sc C/K@sC/K 0

TRKQSTK
®)
By assumption, the second square is commutative and so (Tx ®4 ) 0 Aco g = Ao
g o tg = 0. By the universal property of kernels, there exists an (A, A)-bilinear map
k: K — Ker(mg ®4m) such that the first square is commutative, equivalently A¢(K) C
Ker(mg @4 mg) = (tx ®4C)(K ®4C) + (C®a4 tg)(C ®4 K) by Lemma [[.321 Moreover,
we have € o mx = ¢, whence e¢(K) = (Eomg)(K) = 0.
(4) = (3) Consider Diagram (B]). By assumption, the first square is commutative and
SO (Mg ®@aTr)oAcoty = (T ®aTk)orok = 0. By the universal property of cokernels,
there exists a unique (A, A)-bilinear map A : C/K — C/K ®4C/K such that the second
square is commutative. Moreover, since e¢(K) = 0, the assignment

:C/K — A,c— ec(c)

is a well defined (A, A)-bilinear map. One can easily check that (C/K,A,%) is an A-
semicoring and that 7k : C — C/K is a morphism of A-semicorings.

If K <(a,4) C is uniformly C-pure, then Ker(mx ®47x) = K ®4C +C ®4 K by Lemma
and so the last assertion follows.ll

Semicomodules
Dual to semimodules of semirings are semicomodules of semicorings:

2.17. Let (C, A, ¢) be an A-semicoring. A right C-semicomodule is a right A-semimodule
M associated with an A-linear map (called C-coaction)

oMM — M®,C, mHZm<o> XA M1,

such that the following diagrams are commutative

M

o oM
M M®sC M M ®,C
le lM@AA \ /
197” M® pe
M@ACWM@AC@)AC M@AA

Let M and N be right C-semicomodules. We call an A-linear map f : M — N a C-
semicomodule morphism (or C-colinear) iff the following diagram is commutative

M ! N
pl\/fl le
M ®,sC FoaC N®yC



The set of C-colinear maps from M to N is denoted by Hom®(M, N). The category of
right C-semicomodules and C-colinear maps is denoted by SC. For a right C-semicomodule

M, we call L <4 M a C-subsemicomodule iff (L, p*) € S¢ and the embedding L &M s
C-colinear. Symmetrically, we define the category S of left C-semicomodules. For two left
C-semicomodules M and N, we denote by “Hom(M, N) the set of C-colinear maps from
M to N.

2.18. Let (M, p™i©)) be a right C-semicomodule, (M, p*:P)) a left D-semicomodule and
consider the left D-semicomodule (M ®4C, p™P?) @ 4 C) (the right C-semicomodule (D ® 4
M, D @4 p™M©))). We call M a (D,C)-bisemicomodule iff p*€ : M — M ®,4 C
is D-colinear, or equivalently iff p®:P) : M — D ®4 M is C-colinear. For (D,C)-
bisemicomodules M and N, we call a D-colinear C-colinear map f : M — N a (D,C)-
bisemicomodule morphism (or (D, C)-bicolinear). The category of (D, C)-bisemicomodules
and (D, C)-bicolinear maps is denoted by PS¢,

Remark 2.19. Let (C,A,€) be an A-semicoring. If (M, p™) is a right C-semicomodule,

then pM is a splitting monomorphism in S, (but M is not necessarily a direct summand
of M ®4 C; see [Gol1999, 16.6]).

Although every S-semialgebra A is a regular generator in S4 and in 4S, it is not evident
that A is a generator in 4S4 (even if S is a commutative ring and A is an A-algebra
[Wis1996, 28.1].

Definition 2.20. We define the centroid of the S-semialgebra A as
C(A):={f € Ends(A) | af(b) = f(ab) = f(a)b for all a,b € A}.
We say that A is a central S-semialgebra iff S £ C(A), where

p: S — C(A), a— [a+ sal.

We say that A is an Azumaya S-semialgebra iff A is a central S-semialgebra such that A
is a regular generator in 4S4.

We present now the main reconstruction result:
Theorem 2.21. 1. Let C be an (A, A)-bisemimodule. The following are equivalent:
(a) C is an A-semicoring;

(b) C®4—: AS — 4S is a comonad;

(c) —®4C:Sas— S4 is a comonad.

2. If A is an Azumaya S-semialgebra, then there is a bijective correspondence between
the structures of A-semirings on C, the comonad structures on C @4 — : 4S — 4S
and the comonad structures on — ®4 C : 4S — 4S.
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3. Let C be an A-semicoring and D a B-semicoring (for some S-semialgebra B). We
have isomorphisms of categories

DS x (p8)Pon-, S = (S,) 74

((BSA)_®AC)D®57 ~ DSC ~ ((BSA)‘D@B—)_@AC.
Proof. (1) and (3) follow directly from the definitions [BW2003, 18.28]. The proof of the
bijective correspondence in (2) is similar to that of [Verl Theorem 3.9] taking into consid-
eration that 4S, is cocomplete, that A is a regular generator in 4S4 (by our assumption

that A is an Azumaya S-semialgebra) and the fact that — ®4 X and X ®,4 — preserve
colimits in 4S, for every (A, A)-bisemimodule X.H

The main setting in [Por2008, p. 228] applies perfectly to our context. In particular,
the category (4Sa,®4,A) is a pointed monoidal category, 4S4 is a variety in the sense
of whence a locally presentable category [AP1994]. Moreover, for each 4X4, the functor
X ®a4—: aS4s —> 4Sa has aright adjoint given by Hom4_ (X, —) and the functor —®4 X :
4S4 — aS4 has a right adjoint given by Hom_4(X,—). So, the following result are
essentially the same as in the proof of the corresponding ones in [Por2006].

Proposition 2.22. Let C be an A-semicoring and F : S¢ — S, the forgetful functor.
1. S¢ is comonadic, locally presentable and a covariety.
2. F creates all colimits and isomorphisms.

3. S€ is cocomplete, i.e. S¢ has all (small) colimits, e.g. coequalizers, cokernels, pushouts,
directed colimits and direct sums. Moreover, the colimits are formed in S 4.

4. S¢ is complete, i.e. SC has all (small) limits, e.g. equalizers, kernels, pullbacks,
inverse limits and direct products. Moreover, F creates all limits preserved by —® AC :
SA — SA.

Remark 2.23. Although the existence of equalizers (kernels) in S¢ is guaranteed, they
are not necessarily formed in S4 (compare with [Por2006, Problem 16]). For sufficient
conditions for forming equalizers (kernels) of C-linear maps in S4, see Proposition 2.20]
below.

The proof of the following result is essentially the same as that for comodules of corings
(e.g. [CMZ2002], [BW2003]).

Proposition 2.24. Let (C,Ac,ec) be an A-semicoring and consider the forgetful functor
F:S¢ — S,.

1. For every M € S¢, we have a functor
— @AM :S; — S X = (X @4 M Xo4pM).

Moreover, — ®4 M s left adjoint to Hom®(M, —) : S — Su; we have natural
isomorphisms for all X, and Y € SC :

Hom (X ®4 M,Y) ~ Hom (X, Hom®(M,Y)), f+— [z — [m+— f(z ®4m)]]

with inverse g — [x @4 m — g(x)(m)].
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2. —®4C :Sy — SC is right adjoint to F. We have a natural isomorphism for all X 4
andY € S°:

Hom (Y, X ®4C) ~ Homy(F(Y), X), fr— [y — 9% o (X @4 6)(f(y))]
with inverse g — [y — > g(Y<o>) @4 Y<1>].

Corollary 2.25. Let (C,Ac,ec) be an A-semicoring.

1. Let M € SC¢. The functor — @4 M : Sqp — SC preserves all colimits, whence
right exact. In particular, it preserves coequalizers (cokernels), pushouts, (regular)
epimorphisms, direct sums and directed colimits. On the other hand, the functor
Hom®(M, —) : S — Sy preserves all limits, whence left exact. In particular, it pre-
serves equalizers (kernels), pullbacks, monomorphisms, direct products and inverse
limaits.

2. —®4C : Sy — S preserves all colimits and all limits, whence exact. In particular, it
preserves coequalizers (cokernels), equalizers (kernels), pushouts, pullbacks, (reqular)
epimorphisms, monomorphisms, direct sums, direct products, directed colimits and
wnverse limits.

3. The forgetful functor F : S¢ — S,

(a) creates and preserves all colimits, whence right exact. In particular, it creates
and preserves coequalizers (cokernels), pushouts, (reqular) epimorphisms, direct
sums and directed colimits.

(b) creates all limits which are preserved by — @4 C : Sy — Sy.

The following result provides a sufficient conditions equalizers and kernels in S¢ to be
formed in Sy4.

Proposition 2.26. Let (C,A,¢e) be A-semicorings.

1. Coequalizers of S¢ are formed in S4. In particular, for any morphism f : M —s N
in S¢, we have Coker(f) = N/f(M).

2. If 4C is flat, then equalizers of S are formed in S,.

3. If 4C is u-flat, then kernels of S¢ are formed in Sy.

Proof. 1. The forgetful functor F creates and preserves all colimits, and in particular
coequalizers, by Proposition It follows that coequalizers (cokernels) are formed
in S4. In what follows we provide an elementary direct proof. Let f,g : M — N
be two morphisms in S¢ and let Coeq(f, g) be the coequalizer of f, g in S4. Since
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—®aC : Sq4 —> S, preserves coequalizers, we have the following commutative
diagram of right A-semimodules

f
M=y T Coed(f,g) @
pML pNL pCocals,)
g®aC v

M®asC N®aC

. Coeq(f, g) ®4C

The left square is commutative since f is a morphism of right C-semicomodules. It
follows that

(r@aClopVof =

(m
(
= ((mog)®aC)op™
(
(

By the universal property of coequalizers, there exists a unique A-linear map p©ocalf9) .
Coeq(f,g) — Coeq(f, g) ®4 C such that the right square is commutative. Consider
the following diagram with commutative trapezoids and inner rectangle

pCoea(f.a)

Coeq(f, g) Coeq(f,g) ®4C (5)
\ N %
N ? N®sC
pCoealf,9) le lN®AA Coeq(f,9)®aA
N®ACN—>N®AC®AC
®aC

pA a®AC®AC
T®aAC

Coeq(f,g) ®aC Coeq(f,g9) ®4C®4C

pCecalf-9) g C
Notice that

(Coeq(f,g) @4 A) o poei9) o r = (Coeq(f,q) ®aA)o(m@4C)op"
(T@4C®@4C)0(N®4A)opV
(T®@aC®@aC) o (pY @aC)op™
(p° 19 @, C) o (m @4 C) 0 p"
(pCooq £9) @ 4 C)o pLocalfa) o

Since 7 is an epimorphism, we conclude that
(Coeq(f, g) @4 A) o pfocalha) — (pCocalf0) g, 0) o pCocalfs)
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Moreover, we have

TCOGO[(fvg) °© (COQQ(f7 g) Xa 5) o pconI(fvg)

— rodyo(Neae)oph

= .
Since 7 is an epimorphism, we conclude that ¥,y ;) © (Coeq(f, g) ®ae) o p@oeall9) —
idcoeq(f,g)- Consequently, (Coeq(f, g), p Coca(f9)) is a right C-semicomodule.

2. Notice that S4 has equalizers Eq(f,g) = {m € M | f(m) = g(m)} for any A-linear
maps f,g. Since 4C is flat, we have Eq(f®4C, g®4C) = Eq(f,9)®4C in S4. Consider
the following diagram of right A-semimodules

Eq(f, g) —— y————y (©)

g

qu(f,g) le le
' gaC

t®4C - - >
Eq(f,9) ®aC M@ACWN@)AC

Since f is a morphism of right C-semicomodules, the right square is commutative. It
follows that

(f®@aC)op™or = pNo(for)
= pMo(goy)
= (9©®aC)op"
and so there exists, by the universal property of equalizers, a unique A-linear map

P59 - Bq(f,g) — Eq(f, g) ®4 C such that the left square is commutative. Con-
sider the following diagram with commutative trapezoids and outer rectangle

M

M & M®asC (7)
\ pEa(f.0) M
Eq(f,9) ————Eq(f,9) ®aC
oM pEQ(f,g)l J{Eq(f,g)@AA M®aA
Eq(f,9) ®a G- Ea(f,9) ®aC ®aC
1®4C t®ACRAC
M®yC — M®sC®aC
P ®RaC

Notice that

(1t@4C®4C) o0 (Ba(f,g) ®aA)op®h9d) = (M®4A)o (1 ®AC) 159)
= (M ®4y )o
= (M ®@aC)op"
= (M @4C)o (1 ®AC)Op‘1(fg)
= (1®4C®4C) 0 (pPUD ©,C) o0 pPalf9),

292
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Since 4C is flat, it follows that 4C is mono-flat and so ¢ ® 4 C ® 4 C is injective and so

(Ea(f,9) ®4 A) 0 pPU9) = (Eq(f, g) ©4 C) 0 pPI/9).

Moreover, we have

Lo ﬁrEq(f’g) o (Eq(f,g9) ®a€)o pralhe)  — O o (M®ye)o(t®4C)o pralf9)
= ¥y 0(M®ae)opMor
= toEq(f,9).

Since Eq(f, g) < M is a monomorphism, we conclude that Ukq(r.9© (Ea(f, 9) ®ag) 0
PP = idpy 1 ). It follows that (Eq(f, g), pP479) is a right C-semicomodule.

3. Since 4C is u-flat, — ®4 C : S4 —> S, preserves kernels (see Remark [[L30). The
proof is along the lines of that of (2).1

Notation. Let C be an A-semicoring. In addition to the forgetful functor F : S¢ — Sy,
we consider the following functors

Q::—®AC:SA—>ScandM::—®AC:SA—>SA.

Remark 2.27. Let C be an A-semicoring. Recall that the functor G is exact, whence it
preserves monomorphisms and kernels. If F preserves monomorphisms (kernels), then
M = F o G preserves monomorphisms (kernels) as well.

Proposition 2.28. Let C be an A-semicoring and consider the forgetful functor F : S¢ —
Sa.

1. 4C is flat if and only if F is (left) ezact.

2. Assume that oC is mono-flat. The following are equivalent:

(a) AC is uniformly flat;

(b) 4C is u-flat;

(c) F creates and preserves kernels;

(d) F preserves uniform monomorphisms (i.e. every uniform monomorphism in S¢

is injective).

Proof. Recall first that (F,G) and (G, Hom®(C, —)) are adjoint pairs, whence F is right
exact and G is exact. Moreover, notice that Ml = F oG : Sy — Sy.

1. (=) Notice that we have two (left) exact functors Su 9, 8¢ £5'S,, whence M =
F oG is (left) exact, i.e. 4C is flat.

(<) Since 4C is flat, all finite limits are preserved by the (left) exact functor G and
these are consequently created and preserved by F, i.e. F is (left) exact.
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2. Assume that 4C is mono-flat.
(a <= b) This follows by Remark
(b = ¢) This follows by Proposition 226

(c = d) Let f : X — Y be a uniform monomorphism in S¢ and consider the
ker(f) : Ker(f) — X in S€. Since f o ker(f) = 0 = f o0, we conclude that
Ker(f) = 0 in SC. Since F preserves kernels, Ker(f) = {Ox} in S4, whence f is
injective as any k-uniform A-linear map with zero kernel.

(d = a) Let X <5 Y be a uniform A-subsemimodule, whence X = X = Ker(Y -
Y/X). Since — @4 C : Sy — SC is left exact, it preserves kernels and so X ®4C =
Ker(Y®4C AL Y/X®4C) in S¢; in particular t® 4C : X®4C — Y ®,4C is a uniform
monomorphism in S¢. By our assumption on F, the map t®4C : X ®4C — Y ®,4C
is a uniform monomorphism in Sy, i.e. X ®4C <" Y ®4 C. We conclude that 4C is
uniformly flat.l

Remark 2.29. Let (M, p™) be a right C-semicomodule and N <4 M. If 4C is mono-flat and
o pY N — N ®4 C make N a C-subsemicomodule of M, then one can easily see that
pY = pi. However, if 4C is not mono-flat, then it might happen that N has two different
structures as a C-subsemicomodule of M.

The following example appeared originally in [Set1974] (and cited in [Wisch1975])
with Z at the place of Nj :

Ezample 2.30. Let C' = (Ng@® Z/nZ, A, ¢) be the Ny-coalgebra whose comultiplication and
counity are given by

A((lvm)) = (lv O) ®No (17 O) + (17 0) ®No (Ovm) + (Ovm> ®No (17 0) + (07m> ®No (OvT)7
: l

™
~—~
~—~

o~

3|
~—~—

Consider the Abelian monoid M = Q/Z and the embedding of monoids

L:Z/nl — QJ/Z, Z — [Z] (where z =7 mod n and r € {0,1,---,n —1}).
n
We have a structure of a right C-semicomodule (M, p™) and two different C-subsemicomodule
structures (N, pY), (N, pY) where

pM : Q/Z—)Q/Z(X)No C? §H§®No (170)7
oY o Z/nZ — Z)nZ @y, C, Z > Z py, (1,0);
oY o ZInT — Z)nZ Ry, C, Z > Z R, (1,0) + (0,1) ®x, Z.

Notice that Ny @ Z/nZ is not mono-flat in AbMonoid.

Proposition 2.31. Let C be an A-semicoring.

1. If Q is a cogenerator in Sy, then Q ®4 C is a cogenerator in SC.

2. If A4 is a cogenerator in Sy, then C is a cogenerator in SC.
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Proof. 1. It is well-known that right adjoint functors preserve cogenerators. However,
we provide a direct proof: let f,g : M — N be morphisms in S¢ with f # g.
Since S4 has products and Q4 is a cogenerator, there exists an index set A such that
N — Q*. By Corollary 2.25] — ® 4 C preserves monomorphisms and direct products.
It follows that we have a monomorphism v : N®4C — Q*®,C ~ (Q®4C)" in S¢.
Consider the canonical projection 7 : (Q®4C)* — Q®4C. If royof=moyoy,
then we have (y o f)(A) = (y o g)(A) for every A € A, whence yo f = 70 g and
this yields f = g (a contradiction). Setting h := moy : N — Q ®4 C, we have
ho f # ho g and we conclude that Q ®4 C is a cogenerator in S¢.

2. This follows directly from (1) and the canonical isomorphism A ®,C ~ C.1

2.32. Let C be an A-semiring with 4C be flat, so that the forgetful functor F : S¢ — Sy
is exact by Proposition (1). Tt follows also that S¢ has kernels (as well as cokernels)
formed in S4 and that monomorphisms are injective while regular epimorphisms are surjec-
tive. One can prove that in this case the category S has a (Surj, Inj)-factorization system
[AHS2004]. The arguments in [Abu-b] about the natural definition of exact sequences of

semimodules apply to the category S¢ as well and so we call a sequenceX BEIN VN
of right C-semicomodules exact iff f(X) = Ker(g) and ¢ is k-uniform. A sequence 0 —

X Lv % 7z — 0 will be called a short ezact sequence iff f induces an isomorphism
X ~ Ker(g) and ¢ induces an isomorphism Z ~ Coker(f).

Definition 2.33. Let 4C be a semicoring. We say that a right C-semicomodule FE is
uniformly injective iff for every uniform monomorphism f : M — N in S€, the induced
map of Abelian monoids

(f,E) : Hom®(N, E) — Hom®(M, E), h+ ho f
is surjective and uniform.

Remark 2.34. Tt is well-known that functors between Abelian categories with an exact left
adjoint preserve injective objects [Fail973, 6.28]. We extend this result to the functor
G:=—-®4C:Sy — SC with 4C flat, which is right adjoint to the exact forgetful functor.
Please notice that the categories under consideration are, in general, far away from being
Abelian (not even additive).

Definition 2.35. We say that Sy has enough (uniformly) injective objects iff every A-
semimodule is an A-subsemimodule of a (uniformly) injective A-semimodule.

Proposition 2.36. Let C be an A-semicoring and consider the functor G .= — ®4 C :
SA — SC.

1. If every (uniform) monomorphism in SC is injective, then G preserves (uniformly)
injective objects.

2. Assume thatS 4 has enough (uniformly) injective objects. Every (uniform) monomor-
phism in S€ is injective if and only if G preserves (uniformly) injective objects.
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Proof. 1. Let E be a (uniformly) injective A-semimodule. Let ¢ : L — M be a (uni-

form) monomorphism in S¢. By our assumptions F preserves (uniform) monomor-
phisms, whence L <4 M (L <% M). By Proposition [2.24] we have natural isomor-
phisms Hom® (L, E®4C) 2 Hom(F(L), E) and Hom®(L, E®4C) 2 Homa(F(L), E)
where F : S¢ — S, is the forgetful functor. Consider the following commutative
diagram of Abelian monoids

Hom®(M,E ®4C) (B F04C)

Homy (M, E)

HomC(L,E®AC) .......................... >0

Homy(L, E)

(L,E)

By assumption, (¢, £) is a (uniform) surjective map, whence (¢, E® 4C) is a (uniform)
surjective map. Consequently, F ®4 C is (uniformly) injective in S¢.

. The proof is along the lines of that of the corresponding result for comodules of

coalgebras over a commutative ring [Wisch1975, Proposition 8. Assume that G pre-
serves (uniformly) injective objects. Let h : L — M be a (uniform) monomorphism
of right C-comodules. We claim that A is injective. By assumption, there exists a

(uniformly) injective right C-semicomodule F such that L & E. By assumption, G
preserves (uniformly) injective objects, whence E ®4C is (uniformly) injective in SC.
Notice that we have a morphisms of C-colinear maps

L
(LL®AC)OpLZLP—)L@)ACLL&(:E@AC.

Since £ ®4C is (uniformly) injective, there exists a unique C-colinear map g : M —
E ®4 C such that goh = (1, ®4 C) o pl'. So, we have

= ypoidy

= 1ol o(L®ye)o0ph

= Ypo(E®ac)o (1 ®4C)op"
= Y50(E®ase)ogoh.

lr

It follows that h is injective and we are done.ll

Combining Proposition 228 (2) and Proposition 236, we get

Corollary 2.37. Let C be an A-semicoring and consider the functor G := —®4C : Sy —

S¢.

1. If 4C is u-flat, then G preserves uniformly injective objects.

2. Assume that Sy has enough uniformly injective objects and the 5C is mono-flat. The

following are equivalent:
(a) AC is u-flat;
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(b) every uniform monomorphism in S€ is injective;

(c) G preserves uniformly injective objects.
Proposition 2.38. Let C be an A-semicoring and assume that AC is flat.

1. If E4 is a (uniformly) injective cogenerator, then E @4 C is a (uniformly) injective
cogenerator in SC.

2. If A is a (uniformly) injective cogenerator, then C is a (uniformly) injective cogen-
erator in SC.

3 Measuring a-Pairings

In this section, we introduce and investigate the C-rational A-semimodules associated
with a measuring left (right) a-pairing (A, C).

Measuring Pairings

3.1. Let C be an A-semicoring and consider the left dual A-semiring *C := Homy_(C, A).
If A is an A-semiring with a morphism of A-semirings x : A — *C, a — [c —»< a,c >],
then we call P := (A,C) a measuring left A-pairing. A measuring right A-pairing P =
(A, C) consists of an A-semiring A and an A-semicoring C with a morphism of A-semirings
kp: A—> C*. If Ais an A-semiring with a morphism of A-semirings xkp : A — *C*, then
we call (A,C) a measuring A-pairing.

3.2. If P = (A,C) is a measuring left (right) A-pairing, then C is a right (left) .A-
semimodule with A-action given by

c;a::ch<a,02> (aéc:zz<a,cl>02). (8)

If P=(A,C) is a measuring A-pairing, then C is an (A, A)-bisemimodule with the right
and the left A-actions in (§).

The a-Condition

3.3. We say that a left A-pairing P = (V, W) satisfies the a-condition, or is a left a-pairing
iff the following map is injective and subtractive (whence uniform):

ot M@, W — Hom_,(V, M), Zmi ®A w; [V Zmi < v, w; >
A right A-pairing P = (V,W) is said to satisfy the (right) a-condition, or to be a right

a-pairing, iff for every left A-semimodule M, the canonical map af, : W @4 M —
Hom,_(V, M) is injective and subtractive.
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Definition 3.4. We say that 4W is a left a-semimodule iff the left A-pairing (*W, W)
satisfies the a-condition, equivalently iff the following canonical map

ay M@, W — Hom_o(*W, M), m @4 w > [f — mf(w)]

is injective and subtractive (uniform). Symmetrically, one defines right a-semimodules.
Moreover, we say that 4Wg is an a-bisemimodule iff 4WW and Wpg are a-semimodules.

Remarks 3.5. 1. If P = (V,W) is a left a-pairing, then W <% V* (take M = A).

2. If AW is finitely projective, then Ker(aky) = 0 for every Ma.

Examples 3.6. A left A-semimodule W is an a-semimodule if, for example, W satisfies any
of the following conditions:

1. 4W is a free A-semimodule;
2. 4W is a direct summand of a free A-semimodule;

3. AW is finitely projective and o} is subtractive for every M.

Lemma 3.7. If P = (V,W) is a measuring left a-pairing, then AW is uniformly flat.

Proof. Let M be any right A-semimodule, L <% M and consider the commutative diagram
of Abelian monoids

C|{P
Lo W “— Hom_4(V, L)
LL®AW\L \[(V,L)
Ma W 5 HOIIl_A(V,M)
R
It is easy to see that Hom_4(V, —) preserves uniform morphisms. By assumption, a?f is

injective and uniform, whence (V, 1) o af is injective and, moreover, uniform by Lemma

[Abu-b, Lemma 1.15]. It follows that a};o (. @4 W) = (V,¢) ot is injective and uniform,
whence L@ W <4 M @, W.I

The following technical lemma plays an important role in the investigations of rational
semimodules.

Lemma 3.8. Let P = (V, W) be a left a-pairing. If L is a right A-semimodule and K <4 L
is an A-subsemimodule, then we have for every > l; @4 w; € L& W :

Zli Qaw; € K Q4 W <= Zli <v,w; >€ K for allv € V.
Proof. Notice that we have an exact sequence of right A-semimodules
0—K-5SL™L/K—0.
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Consider the commutative diagram

Lk Q@AW TrR®AW

0 F@AW Les W L/K@AW 0
T ;
K L L/K
0 —= Hom_4(V, K) Hom_4(V, L) Hom_4(V, L/K)
(Vog) (Virk)

By Lemma 3.7, 4W is uniformly flat and so the first row is exact. Clearly, ;< v, w; >€
K for every v € V if and only if > [; @ 4w; € Ke((V,mx)oal) = Ke(af/Ko (mr@aW)) =
Ke(mg @4 W) = Ko, Wh

The proof of the following result is similar to that of [AG-TL2001, Proposition 2.5]:
Lemma 3.9. Let V,W be (A, A)-bisemimodules.

1. IfP=(V,W), P = (VW) are left a-pairings, then P4 P := (V'@ V,W @, W)
s a left a-pairing, where

HP®£4P/(U/ Rav)(wRs W) =<v,w <V W >>=<<v W >v,w>.

2. If P=(V,W), P'=(V',W') are right a-pairings, then P Q" P' .= (V@ V', W' ®4
W) is a right a-pairing, where

kpenp(V@a0) (W @ w) =<v, <V, 0w >w>=<v <V, 0 > w>.

Rational semimodules

In what follows, we introduce and investigate the category Rat®(S 4) of C-rational right
A-semimodules associated with a measuring left a-pairing (A, C).

3.10. Let P = (A,C) a measuring left a-pairing and M a right A-semimodule. Since S, is
complete, it has pullbacks. We define Rat®(My) as the pullback of the following diagram
of right A-semimodules and A-linear maps

M

R,atc(MA> P ............. >M®AC

m

p
Qg

MC—PM> Hom_A(A, M)

Clearly, Rat®(M4) := (pp,) "k, (M ®4C)), i.e. m € Rat®(M,) iff there exists a uniquely
determined element > m; @4 ¢; € M ®4C such that ma = > m; < a,¢; > for every a € A.
We say that M4 is C-rational iff Rat®(My) = M and set

Rat®(S4) := {M4 | Rat®(M,) = M}.

Symmetrically, if @ = (A, C) is a measuring right a-pairing and M is a left A-semimodule,
then we set CRat(4M) := (py) (% (C @4 M)). Similarly, we say that 4M is C-rational
iff ‘Rat(4M) = M and set

“Rat(4S) := { 4M | “Rat(4M) = M}.
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3.11. Let P = (A,C) be a measuring left a-pairing and @ = (B, D) a measuring right
a-pairing. For each (B, .A)-bisemimodule (M, p1y, p5;), we have

Rat®((PRat(zM))4) = PRat(zgM)NRat®(M4) = PRat(z(Rat®(My))) (9)

and set
DRatC(BSA) = {BMA | Ratc((DRat(BM))A) = M}

The following technical lemma plays an important role in our investigations.

Lemma 3.12. Let P = (A,C) be a measuring left a-pairing. For every (M, py;) € Sa we
have:

1. Rat®(My) € M is an A-subsemimodule.
Rat®(M4) = Rat®(My).
For every L <4 M, we have Rat®(L4) = L N Rat®(M.4).

Rat®(Rat®(M4)) = Rat®(My).

For every N € Sy and f € Hom_4(M, N) we have f(Rat®(My4)) C Rat®(N,).

Proof. 1. This follows directly from the definition since S 4 has pullbacks.

2. This follows from Remark [[.2] (note that M ®4 C < Hom_ 4(A, M) is subtractive by
our definition of a-pairings).

3. Let m € L N Rat®(My) with py(m) = aj (3 m; ®4 ¢;). For every a € A we
have Zmi_< a,c; >= ma € L, whence > m; @4 ¢; € L @4 C by Lemma B8] i.e.
m € Rat®(L). The reverse inclusion is obvious.

4. This follows directly from (2) and (3).

5. Consider the following commutative diagram

M

f lf&ac
"~ N
L R atC(NA) p N A C
oP
N
| | | pN Hom_4(A, N)

The equality pyo for = (ako(f®4C)opM and the fact that the inner rectangle is
a pullback, by our definition of Rat®(N4), imply the existence of a unique A-linear

map f : Rat®(M) — Rat®(N) which completes the diagram commutatively. Indeed,
= e o and we are done.ll
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Remarks 3.13. Let P = (A,C) be a measuring left a-pairing.

1. If M is a C-rational right A-semimodule and L < M, then it follows from Lemma
(3) that Rat(L4) = LN Rat’(My) = LN M = L, i.e. Ly is C-rational. So,
Rat®(S4) is closed under uniform subobjects.

2. The embedding C & A* induces an isomorphism of right A-semimodules C 2z

Rat®((A").4)-

The following results generalize our previous results on rational modules for corings
over associative algebras [Abu2003].

Proposition 3.14. Let P = (A,C) be a left measuring A-pairing.
1. We have an embedding
1:S¢ — S, (M, pM) = (M, ok, o p™M).
In particular, Hom®(M, N) C Hom4(M, N) for all M, N € SC.
2. If P satisfies the a-condition, then we have a functor
Rat®(—) : Sa — 8, (M, pyy) = (M, (a3y) ™" 0 pyy)-

In particular, Hom® (M, N) = Hom4(M, N) for all M, N € S€.
Proposition 3.15. If (A, C) is a left measuring a-pairing. The full subcategory Rat®(—) <
S4 is reflective (i.e. (1,Rat®(—)) is an adjoint pair of functors).

We are ready now to present our first main result in this section:

Theorem 3.16. Let A be an A-semiring and C an A-semicoring.
1. If P = (A,C) is a measuring left a-pairing, then S¢ ~ Rat®(S,).
2. If P = (A,C) is a measuring right a-pairing, then €S ~ “Rat(4S).

3. If P = (A,C) is a measuring left a-pairing and Q@ = (B,D) is a measuring right
a-pairing, then PS¢ ~ PRat®(3S.4).

3.17. For every A-semicoring C we have an isomorphism of A-semirings (C*, %,) ~ End®(C)
via f +— [c — > f(c1)eo] with inverse g — ¢ o g (compare with Proposition (1)).
Symmetrically, (*C,%) ~ “End(C)” as A-semirings. If P = (A,C) is a measuring left
a-pairing, then we have by Proposition .14l (2) C* ~ End®(C) = End(C4). On the other
hand, if P is a measuring right a-pairing, then *C ~ “End(C)? = End(4C)°. In particular,
if C satisfies the left and the right a-conditions then we have

End(c-C.¢c) = “End®(C) ~ Z(C*) = Z(*C).
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An important role by studying the category of rational representations related to a
left measuring a-pairings is played by the following finiteness results which holds for the
restricted class of completely subtractive semicomodules.

Lemma 3.18. Let P = (A,C) be a measuring left a-pairing. If M € Rat®(Sy) is
completely subtractive, then there ezists for every finite subset {mq,...,my} C M some
N € Rat®(S,), such that N C M and Ny is finitely generated.

Proof. Let {my,---,my} C M. For each i = 1,--- ,n, we have m; A <% M, whence a C-
subsemicomodule by Remark [3.13] and Proposition [3.14l Moreover m; € m;A = m; A and

consequently there exists a subset {(m;;, ¢;;) }72, C m;AxC such that p,,(m;) = Z M @A
j=1

k k n;

¢;; for i = 1,..., k. Obviously, N := > m;A = > > m;;A < M is a C-subsemicomodule
i=1 i=15=1

and contains {my, ..., m;}.W

An application of Lemma [3.18 and its dual yields the following finiteness result:

Proposition 3.19. Let C be an A-semicoring. If Ca (resp. aC, aCa) is completely sub-
tractive, then every finite subset of C is contained in a right C-coideal (resp. left C-coideal,
C-bicoideal), which is finitely generated in S 4.

Lemma 3.20. Let C be an A-semicoring.

1. Every right C-semicomodule is a subsemicomodule of a C-generated right C-semicomodule.

2. SC g O'[C*C].

Proof. 1. Let (M, p™) be an arbitrary right C-semicomodule. There exists a set A and a
surjective morphism of right A-semimodules A®) " M — 0 [Gol1999, Proposition
17.11]. Tt follows that we have a surjective morphism right C-semicomodules C™) ~
AN ®,C A N @4 C — 0. So, M ®4 C is generated by C as an object of S¢.
Since pM : M — M ®,4 C is a retraction and C-colinear, we conclude that M is a
subobject of M ®4 C in S¢.

2. Since morphisms of right C-semicomodules are *C-linear by Proposition .14, the
results follows by (1).H

Lemma 3.21. Let (C, A, ¢) be an A-semicoring such that oS, : M ®.C — Hom_4(*C, M)
is subtractive for every Ma. If S¢ = 0,[C+c|, then 4C is a mono-flat a-semimodule.

Proof. Assume that S¢ = ¢,[C:c]. Notice that in this case every monomorphism in S¢
is injective, whence AC is mono-flat by Remark 2.271 Let M be an arbitrary right A-
semimodule and consider (M ®4C, M ®4 A) € S¢ = 7,[C:¢]. For every L € 0,[C«c|, we
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have a commutative diagram

Hom®(L, M ®, C) Hom_.¢(L, M ®4C)
:l \L(L,alcw)
Hom_ 4(L, M) Hom_-¢(L,Im(af,))

|

Hom_4(L ®-¢ *C, M)

Hom_«¢(L,Hom_4(*C, M))

~

and so (L, a$,) is injective. It follows that af, : M ®4 C — Im(a§,) is a monomorphism
in 0,[C+c|, whence injective.l

We are now ready to present the second main result in this section.

Theorem 3.22. Let (C,A,¢) be an A-semicoring such that oS, is subtractive for every
My.

1. The following are equivalent:

(a) S¢ = o[C-c];
(b) AC is a mono-flat a-semimodule and S€ is closed under *C-subsemimodules.

(c) S€ is a full subcategory of S-¢ and is closed under *C-subsemimodules.
In this case we have

S¢ ~ Rat®(S-¢) = 04[Cc] = o[Cec]. (10)
2. If C is a left subtractive A-semicoring, then the following are equivalent:

(a) S¢ = o0,[C-c);
(b) 4C is a mono-flat a-semimodule.
(c) S€ is a full subcategory of S«c.

Proof. 1. (1) = (2) By LemmaBB.21] 4C is a mono-flat a-semimodule. Moreover, o[Csc]
is — by definition — closed under *C-subsemimodules.

(2) = (3) By Theorem (1), S¢ ~ Rat®(S.¢) < S-¢ is a full subcategory.
(3) = (1) Since S¢ is cocomplete and closed under homomorphic images, it follows
that Gen(C«c) C S¢ C o[C«c| (the last inclusion follows by Lemma B.20). However,

0[C«c] is — by definition — the smallest subclass of S«¢ which contains Gen(C-¢) and
is closed under *C-subsemimodules, whence S¢ = o [C-¢].

2. We need only to prove (3) = (1) : Asin (1), we have Gen(C:¢) C S¢ C 0,[C+c|, where
the last inclusions follows by Lemma and our assumptions on the A-semicoring
which imply that M <% M ®4C for each M € SC. Notice also that S¢ ~ Rat®(S.¢) is
closed under wuniform *C-subsemimodules by Remark (1), whence S¢ = 7,[C:]
since 0,[C+«c] is — by definition — the smallest subcategory of S«¢ which contains
Gen(C+¢) and is closed under uniform *C-subsemimodules.ll
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Proposition 3.23. Let C be an A-semicoring and consider the functors R := — ®4 C :
Sqa—Sicand M := —®4C:Sy — Sy. [fSC = Ssc, then

1.

2.

Fnee = F and R ~ —®4 *C;

R has a (left) exact adjoint L such that Ml = L o R;
AC s flat;

The forgetful functor F : S¢ — Sy is (left) exact;
M:=—®4C:Ss —> Sy is (left) exact;

If AC is uniformly generated and A @4 — : 4S — AbMonoid preserves i-uniform
morphisms, then:

(a) aC is uniformly finitely presented.

(b) AC is finitely presented.

(c) aC is finitely generated and projective.

Proof. 1. The morphism of A-semirings 7., : A — *C induces an adjoint pair of

functors (—®4 *C,#y..), Where #,.. : S.¢ — Sy is the so called restriction of
scalars functor. Indeed, #,,. ~ F in our case and so we have R ~ —®, *C by the
uniqueness of the left adjoint functor.

Notice that F is (left) exact and is left adjoint to R~ G := —®,4C: S, — SC.

Since R has a left adjoint, it preserves equalizers, whence Ml = L o R preserves
equalizers and it follows that 4C is flat.

. this follows by Proposition (1).

Notice that both G :== — ®4C : Sy — S¢ and the forgetful functor F : S¢ — Sy4
are (left) exact, whence M = F o G : Sy — Sy is (left) exact.

Since M is left exact, it preserves products. In particular, A* @4 C ~ C* for every
index set A and it follows that 4C is uniformly finitely presented by Lemma [[.34] (2)
(notice that we assumed that A* ®4 — preserves i-uniform morphisms). Since M is
left exact, 4C is flat (by definition). Finally, as indicated in Lemma [.34] (5), finitely
presented flat semimodules are projective.ll

Definition 3.24. We say that an A-semicoring C is left uniform iff 4C is uniformly gener-
ated, aS; : M ®4 C — Hom_4(*C, M) is subtractive for every M, and every C-generated
right *C-semimodules is completely subtractive. Symmetrically, we define right uniform
A-semicorings. A left and right subtractive A-semicoring is said to be uniform.

Theorem 3.25. Let C be a left subtractive A-semicoring and assume that AN® 4— preserves
i-uniform morphisms. The following are equivalent:
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1. S¢ = S«¢;

Fnee = F and R ~ —®4 *C;

R has a (left) exact adjoint L such that M =LoR :Sy — Sy;
AC s flat and (uniformly) finitely presented;

AC s finitely generated and (finitely) projective;

S & o

c+C 1is finitely generated and 4C is an a-semimodule.

Proof. The implications (1) = (2) = (3) = (4) = (5) are clear by following the proof of
Proposition 3.23] which was given in this order.

(5) = (6) Since 4C is uniformly finitely generated and C* ®4 — preserves cokernels,
whence normal quotients, it follows that «¢C is uniformly finitely generated. Moreover,
since 4C is finitely projective, we have Ker(a§,;) = 0 for each M4, whence af; is injective
(notice that oS, is assumed to be subtractive).

(6) = (1) Notice that C is a faithful and finitely generated as a left C*-semimodule.

Since C* ~ End®(C) = End(C-¢), it follows by and that

heorem is left subtractive roposition
¢ T :(2) Uu[C*c] C is left subtract U[C*c] Propositi I]IEIS*C..
Theorem 3.26. Let C be an A-semicoring such that AC is uniformly generated, oS, is
subtractive for every My and assume that A® ® 4 — preserves i-uniform morphisms. We

have S¢ = S-¢ if and only if 4C is finitely generated and projective and S€ is closed under
*C-subsemimodules.

Proof. (=) Follows by Proposition 3.23 and Lemma [[.34]
(«<=) As in the proof of Theorem B.25, we have ¢-C is finitely generated and 4C is an
a-semimodule, whence

Theorem (1) Proposition [[21]
SC = ag [*CC] == S*C . .
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