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CYCLIC HOMOLOGY ARISING FROM ADJUNCTIONS

NIELS KOWALZIG, ULRICH KRAHMER, AND PAUL SLEVIN

ABSTRACT. Given a monad and a comonad, one obtains a distributive déaween them
from lifts of one through an adjunction for the other. In parar, this yields for any
bialgebroid the Yetter-Drinfel'd distributive law betweéhe comonad given by a module
coalgebra and the monad given by a comodule algebra. Isiséffr-dual setting that repro-
duces the cyclic homology of associative and of Hopf algelmahe monadic framework
of Bohm and Stefan. In fact, their approach generates typtidal objects and morphisms
between them which are mutual inverses if and only if the idigblobjects are cyclic. A
2-categorical perspective on the process of twisting caeffts is provided and the role of
the two notions of bimonad studied in the literature is Gledi.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background and aim. The Dold-Kan correspondence generalises chain complexes
in abelian categories to general simplicial objects, ang titomological algebra to homo-
topical algebra. The classical homology theories definedrbgiugmented algebra (such
as group, Lie algebra, Hochschild, de Rham and Poisson logypbecome expressed as
the homology of suitable comonas defined via simplicial object€r(N, M) obtained
from the bar construction (see.g, [Wei94]).

Connes’ cyclic homology created a new paradigm of homolbggties defined in terms
of mixed complexe 7, DKBS5]. The homotopical courdgetpare c cIich3] or
more generally duplicial objectﬂS?}, and Bbhmﬂaﬁtefanf@m showed
how Cr(N, M) becomes duplicial in the presence of a second comSramnpatible in a
suitable sense with, M andT.

The aim of the present article is to study how the cyclic hagglof associative alge-
bras and of Hopf algebras in the original sense of Connes avstdici [CM98] fits into
this monadic formalism, extending the construction froni[Kl], and to clarify the role
of different notions of bimonad in this generalisation.

1.2. Distributive laws arising from adjunctions. Inspired by [MW14] AC1P] we begin
by describing the relation of distributive laws between)(econads and of lifts of one of
them through an adjunction for the other. In particular, \@eeh

Theorem. Let F + U be an adjunctionB := (B, u,n), B = UF, andT = (T, A, ¢),
T = FU, be the associated (co)monads, &ne (S, AS %) andC = (C, A€, ) be
comonads with a lax isomorphisth: CU — US,

F@U FQU

If A: FC — SF corresponds under the adjunctiorfid' o Cn: C — USF, wherey is the
unit of B, then the following are (mixed) distributive laws:

UA Q7 'F

0: BC = UFC USF CUF = CB,

v: TS = FUS 222 peu AU SFU = ST.

See Theorem 2.5 on jpl 5 for a more detailed statement. Farldgilg-Moore adjunc-
tions B = AP), such liftsS of a given comonad: correspond bijectively to mixed dis-
tributive laws betweei andC (a dual statement holds for coKleisli adjunctiofis= Br),
cf. Sectiof 2.

Sectiong PE4 contain various technical results that we dvbke to add to the theory
developed in[BS08], while the final two Sectidds 5 &hd 6 aiscexamples.

First, we further develop th2-categorical viewpoint 0@2], interpreting the com-
parison functor from3 to the Eilenberg-Moore categoy® of B as al-cell in the 2-
category of mixed distributive laws, and the passage frorethdistributive laws between
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B, C to distributive laws betweefi, S in the case of an Eilenberg-Moore adjunction as the
application of &-functor (Sectiong2]5 afid 2.6).

Secondly, Sectidn 2.7 describes how different & of a given functoiC are related
by a generalised Galois m&p-V that will be used in subsequent sections.

1.3. Coefficients. In Sectior B, we discuss left and righicoalgebraN respectivelyM
that serve as coefficients of cyclic homology.

The structure of righg-coalgebras s easily described in term&edoalgebra structures
on UM (Propositio:3.R). In the example fro@ll] associated tdopf algebroid,
these are simply right7-modules and leff/-comodules, see Sectibnb.6 below.

The structure of lefty-coalgebras is more intricate. In the Hopf algebroid exampl
we present a construction from Yetter-Drinfel'd modulagt Wwe do not have an analogue
of Propositio 3.2 which characterises Igfcoalgebras in general. The Yetter-Drinfel'd
condition is necessary for the well-definedness of the(lafbalgebra structure, but not for
that of the resulting duplicial object, see again Sedfi@h 5.

The remainder of Sectidil 3 explains the structure of entvipeoalgebras, which
in the Hopf algebroid case are given by Hopf modules; thesehamologically trivial
(Propositiof 4b) and can be also interpretedia®lls to respectively from the trivial
distributive law (Propositiorls 3.4 aiid B.5). One reasomdfscussing them is to point out
that generaj-coalgebras can not be reinterpreted a=lls.

1.4. Duplicial objects. Sectiori# recalls the construction of duplicial objects. ahgha-
size the self-duality of the situation by defining in fact tduplicial object<Cr (N, M) and
CgP (N, M), arising from bar resolutions usifigrespectivelys. There is a canonical pair
of morphisms of duplicial objects between these which areuaiunverses if and only if
the two objects are cyclic (Propositibn¥.4).

Furthermore, we describe in Sectionl4.6 the process ofitwist pair of coefficients
M, N by what we called a factorisation imlq. This is motivditey the example of
the twisted cyclic homology of an associative alge]l'é)nd constitutes our main
application of the-categorical language.

1.5. Hopf monads. One of our motivations in this project is to understand howoues
notions of bimonads studied in the literature lead to exasplf the above theory that
generalise known ones arising from bialgebras and biatgar

All give rise to distributive laws, but it seems to us that le adjunctions over
opmonoidal adjunctions as studied recently by Aguiar analsé ] are the underpin-
ning of the cyclic homology theories from noncommutativemgetry: such adjunctions
are associated to opmonoidal adjunctions

so hereH and £ are monoidal categorie$; is a strong monoidal functor and is an
opmonoidal functor, see Sectibn b.1. In the key examflés the categoryi/-Mod of
modules over a bialgebroif and€ is the category of bimodules over the base algebra
A of H. In the special case of the cyclic homology of an associatigebra4, we have
‘H = £ andH = E = id, so this adjunction is irrelevant. Now the actual opmoddieac-
tions defining cyclic homology are formed by &module category and an£-module
categoryA. In the example, one can pick afl-module coalgebr& and anyH -comodule
algebraB, takeB5 to be the categorys-Mod of B-modules,A be the categoryl-Mod of
A-modules, and the pair of comon&i< is given byC'® 4 —. To obtain the cyclic homol-
ogy of an associative algebra one taka® be the category of-bimodules (or rather right
Ac-modules). Another very natural example is given by a quartemogeneous space
], whereA = k is commutativeH is a Hopf algebraB is a left coideal subalgebra
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andC := A/AB" whereB™ is the kernel of the counit off restricted toB. So here the
distributive law arises from the fact th&t admits aC'-Galois extension to a Hopf algebra
H; following, e.g.,[MMO02] we call (B, C) a Doi-Koppinen datum.

Bimonads in the sense of Mesablishvili and Wisbauer als@igeoexamples of the
theory considered. There is no monoidal structure requireithe categories involved, but
instead we hav®® = C, see Sectiof]6. At the end of the paper we give an example of
such a bimonad which is not related to bialgebroids and nonogtative geometry, but
indicates potential applications of cyclic homology in qmuter science.

Acknowledgements.N. K. acknowledges support by UniNA and Compagnia di Sand?aol
in the framework of the program STAR 2013, U. K. by the EPSR&ngEP/J012718/1
and the Polish Government Grant 2012/06/M/ST1/00169, aBdl®y an EPSRC Doctoral
Training Award. We would like to thank Gabriella Bohm, Stevack, Tom Leinster, and
Danny Stevenson for helpful suggestions and discussions.

2. DISTRIBUTIVE LAWS

2.1. Distributive laws. We assume the reader is familiar with (co)monads and thejalc

gebras (seee.g.,we briefly recall the notions of (co)lax morphis and dis-
Lei04

tributive laws, seee.g.,[Lei04] for more background.

Definition 2.1. Let B = (B, x®,7®) andA = (A, x*,n*) be monads on categori€s
respectivelyD, and let¥: C — D be a functor. A natural transformation AYX — B is
called alax morphism of monad§the two diagrams

s

AAY 27 AvB 5. ¥BB Yy T2 Ay

A B .
- EN

AY YB YB

o

commute. We denote this lay: AY — XB.

Analogously, one definemlax morphismsg: YA — BY, whereX: D — C andA, B
are as before, and (co)lax morphism of comonads.

Definition 2.2. A distributive lawy: AB — BA between monad4, B is a natural trans-
formationy: AB — BA which is both a lax and a colax morphism of monads.

Analogously, one defines distributive laws between comsraamimixed distributive
law [Bur73] between monads and comonads.

2.2. The 2-categoriesDist and Mix. Since this will simplify the presentation of some
results, we turn comonad and mixed distributive laws ine(Htells of2-categorie®Dist
respectivelyMix. This closely follows Streel [Str72], see also [K514]:

Definition 2.3. We denote byDist the 2-category whose

(1) 0-cells are quadrupleg®, x, T, S) wherex: TS — ST is a comonad distributive
law on a categorys,

(2) 1-cells(B,x,T,S) — (D, 1,G,C) are triples(%, o,v), whereX: B — D is a
functor,o: GX — XT is a lax morphism of comonads and XS — CX is a
colax morphism of comonads satisfying the Yang-Baxter équod.e.,

Xx
TS —X- ¥ST
oS ~T
axs . > CYT
Gr T GOy —> CGT Co

commutes, and
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(3) 2-cells(X,0,v) = (¥,0',+") are natural transformations: > — ¥’ for which
the diagrams

ay o, gy ¥S 25, yrg
O'\L la" 'Yl l’yl
ST —— /T CY —— O

commute.

In the sequel, we will denote-cells diagrammatically as:

In a similar way, we define th2-categoryMix of mixed distributive laws.

2.3. Distributive laws arising from adjunctions. The topic of this paper is distributive
laws that are compatible in a specific way with an adjunctiendne of the involved
comonads: leB = (B, i, ) be a monad on a categad, Suppose

AL 8B

U

is an adjunction fofB, that is,B = UF, and letT := (T, A,¢) with T := FU be the
induced comonad of.

Definition 2.4. If S: B — BandC: A — A are endofunctors for which the diagram
B—5B
g

commutes up to a natural isomorphisim CU — US, then we callC an extension ofS
ands alift of C through the adjunction

In general, any natural transformatiéir CU — US uniquely determines anate
A: FC — SF that corresponds to

¢ cUF USF

under the adjunction [Lei04]. The following theorem consts a canonical pair of dis-
tributive laws from this mate df:

Theorem 2.5. Suppose that, C, and(2 are as in Definitiol 2. Then:
(1) The natural transformation

QF

0: BC = UFC —Y2- usF 2L cUF = CB
is a lax endomorphism of the mon&d
(2) The natural transformation
v: TS = FUS F25 pou AUV SFU = ST

is a lax endomorphism of the comori&d
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(3) The lax morphism is unique such that the following diagram commutes:

o0U

UFCU ——— = CUFU
UFQ\L lCUE
UFUS US Cu

UeS o1

(4) The lax morphisny is unique such that the following diagram commutes:

Us —2 . cu "% curu
nUSl lQFU
UFUS USFU

(5) If C is part of a comonadC = (C, A, £%) and S is part of a comona® =
(S, AS £%) and 2 is a lax morphism of comonads, théiis a mixed distributive
law andy is a comonad distributive law.

Proof. To prove (1), observe that the unit compatibility conditfon 6 is commutativity
of the diagram

UrCc AL Usk

C — CUF
Cn

This diagram commutes if and only if the same diagram postpmsed withQF com-

mutes, which is exactly the fact th@f" o Crn corresponds td under the adjunction. The
multiplication compatibility condition is given by commativity of

BBC -~ BC—Y > CB

| Jen

BCB ——  — CBB
0B

which can be written as the outside of the diagram

UFUFC ZES ype —YA L ysF — 2 F . cUF
UFUA
UFUSF USeF CUeF
UFQlFl
UFCUF USFUF —~ CUFUF
UAUF Q 'FUF

which will commute if both inner squares commute. The rightd square commutes
by naturality ofQ2. The left-hand square is obtained by applyiigo the outside of the
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diagram
FUFC —F%. pc — 2 . GF
FUA\L
eSF
FUSF —— FUSF SeF
FQlFl ////Eggf
FCUF SFUF
AUF

which commutes: the upper shape commutes by naturality, difie left-hand triangle
clearly commutes, and the right-hand triangle commuteedioth morphisms are mapped
to Q2 by the adjunction.

The proof for part (2) is similar to that of part (1). For pa3),(observe that the counit
condition fory amounts to the commutativity of the diagram:

FQ™

FUS —— FCU
sSl lAU
S <~ SFU

If we precompose this witlrQ2~! and then applyU, we get the left-hand square of the
diagram

UFCU —2Y% ysru 2EY curu
UFQ l l USe l CUe
UFUS US Cu
UeS o1

The right-hand square commutes by naturalitfof', so the outer square commutes too,
which is exactly the condition in part (3). Suppose tfas another lax morphism which
makes the diagram commute. Consider the diagram:

UFC o CUF
UFCnl UFy
UFCUF our CUFUF
UFQF\L CUEF
UFUSF = USF —— CUF

The rightmost shape commutes by one of the triangle idestftor the adjunction, the
bottom square commutes by hypothesis, and the upper sqoiamutes by naturality of
0'. Therefore, the outer diagram commutes which says exdmty t

0 =Q 'FoU(ESFoFQF o FCn) = Q 'Fo UA = 4.

For part (4), the displayed diagram commutes for similasoea to the diagram in
part (3). Lety’ be another lax morphism such that the diagram commutes.gGoiumd
the diagram clockwise shows thatandy’ are mapped to the same morphism under the
adjunction, so¢ = x'.
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For part (5), we will show thafl is a mixed distributive law, and remark that the proof
thaty is a comonad distributive law is similar. Consider the fafilog diagram:

UF
UFe© UeSF
eCUF
UFC CUF USF
6 QF

The left hand triangle, which is the counit compatibilitynclition for 6, will commute if
the right-hand and outer triangle commute. The right-haiadigle commutes because
is lax by hypothesis. The outer triangle is jusapplied to the diagram

FC_FE
A
|

SFE

This commutes since the mate of a lax morphism is always c{@ pl80]. By a
similar argumentf is compatible with the comultiplication. O

Definition 2.6. A comonad distributive lawy as in Theoreri 215 is said @rise from the
adjunctionF — U.

Example 2.7. A trivial example which will nevertheless play a role belmthe case where
C = B,S =T, and) = id. In this casey andd are given by

TT = FUFU =% FU 2 FUFU = TT,

BB = UFUF -“£ uyr 2L UFUF = BB.

2.4. The Eilenberg-Moore and the coKleisli casesFunctors do not necessarily lift re-
spectively extend through an adjunction (for example, timefor onSet which assigns the
empty set to each set does not liftiteMod), and if they do, they may not do so uniquely.
Theoreni2.b says only that once a lift respectively extensiahosen, there is a unique
compatible pair of lax endomorphisrigndy.

One extremal situation in which specifying a lax endomaspitl: CB — BC uniquely
determines a lifS of C is whenB is the Eilenberg-Moore category®. In this caseS
is defined on objectéX, a) by S(X,a) = (CX,Ca o #X). Using Theorenl 2]5 (with
Q = id), one recover§, seege.g, , ].

Dually, one can taked to be the coKleisli categorr in which case a lax endomor-
phismy yields an extensiofv of a functorS. This means that every comonad distributive
law and every mixed distributive law arises from an adjunti

2.5. The comparison functor is al-cell. LetF — U be an adjunction and I&tbe the lift
of a comonadC through the adjunction vi@ as in Sectiof Z]3. Suppose we haveeell

- O
A
\L(ZJ,V)
D
D A
e
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in the 2-categoryMix. Let us denote with tildes the lifts &f, D, and« to the Eilenberg-
Moore categoryD* outlined in Sectiofi 2]4. This gives rise td aell

in Dist, whereX. is defined on objects by

SX = (ZUX, AYUX 22X YBUX = YUFUX 22X yux )

and on morphisms by, f = XU . The lax morphisn# is defined by

AYUX Y% SBUX = SUTX

and the colax morphisr is defined by

YUsx 22 X voux 22X pyux

Inthe casethatl = D,B=A,C =D,y =90 and(X, 0,7) = (id,id, id) is the trivial
1-cell, we get thab is thecomparison functoB — A® = DA,

2.6. Interpretation as a 2-functor. Consider the case that = AB T = B, S = C, and
x = 6. Since any2-cell «: ¥ — Y lifts to a natural transformatiofi: ¥ — ¥/, we can
encode the above construction as the action®fanctor:

Proposition 2.8. The assignment

cat caAnT (o) (5,6,9)
l(zﬁﬂ) — l(i,?fﬁ) ﬂa — a
D ? A D ,D~A A (Z/aa/a’y/) (2,7&,5’?/)

is a2-functori: Mix — Dist.

Analogously, we obtain a-functorj: Dist — Mix by taking extensions to coKleisli
categories. It is those distributive laws in the image of 2Henctor that are the main
object of study in this paper.

2.7. The Galois map. Theoreni2.b yields comonad distributive laws from liftsoigh
an adjunction, and different lifts produce different disiitive laws. Here we describe how
these are related in terms of suitable generalisationseoGtiois map from the theory of
Hopf algebras.

Definition 2.9. If S, V: B — B are lifts of C: A — A throughF H U with isomorphisms
Q: CU - USand®: CU — UV, we define a natural isomorphism

V. B(F—,8—) - B(F—,V-)
of functorsA°? x B — Set on components by the composition
B(FX,SY) ——= A(X,USY) ——= A(X,UVY) ——= B(FX,VY),

where the middle map is induced By o Q': USY — UVY and the outer ones are
induced by the adjunctioR 4 U. We calll’>:V the Galois mapof the pair(S, V).

The following properties are easy consequences of the tiefini
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Proposition 2.10. Let S and V be two lifts of an endofunctar through an adjunction
F —4U. Then:

(1) The inverse of SV is given byl'VS.
(2) The Galois mag>:V maps a morphisnf: FX — SY to

F(®yoQy') VY

FX —= FUFX —= FUSY — % FUVY === VY.

(3) If x° andxV denote the lax morphisms determined by the two lifts, then
V(%) = x".

So, in the applications of TheordmP.5, all distributive $aabtained from different lifts
of a given comonad through an adjunction are obtained frazh ether by application of
the appropriate Galois map.

The Galois map also relates different lifts Bfitself: recall the trivial Exampl&2l7
of TheorenT2b, wher€ = B andS = T, and letV be any other lift ofB through
the adjunction. By taking( to beUY for an objectY” of B, one obtains a Galois map
V. B(T—,T—) — B(T—,V—) that we can evaluate ad: TY — TY, which pro-
duces a natural transformatidh— V that we denote by slight abuse of notationIby"

as well.
Adapting [MW10, Definition 1.3], we define:

Definition 2.11. We say that' is V-Galoisif

[TV T = FU —~ FUFU = FUT —2» FUV -V v
is an isomorphism.
The following proposition provides the connection to Holgfedora theory:

Proposition 2.12. If ' is V-Galois andf: BB — BB is the lax morphism arising from
the lift V of B, then the natural transformation

0B Bu

3: BB —"". BBB BBB BB

is an isomorphism.
Proof. If F is V-Galois, thenUT'™"VF is an isomorphism

UFnUF UF®F UeVFE

UTF = UFUF ———  UFUFUF = UFUTF —— UFUVF —— UVF.

Let nowy: TV — VT be the lax morphism correspondingétas in Theoreri 215. In-
sertingeV = (Ve) o x andUy o UF® = ®FU o U andB = UF, the isomorphism
becomes

PFUF UVeF

UTF = BB B BBB —— BBB = BUFUF —— UVFUF —— UVF

Finally, we have by constructidicsF = 1, and using the naturality @ this givesUVeF o
®FUF = ®F o BU<F. Hence composing the above isomorphism with' F gives3. 0O

Itis this associated mapthat is used to distinguish Hopf algebras amongst bialggebra
see Sectiohl6 below.

3. COEFFICIENTS

3.1. Coalgebras over distributive laws. Let T = (T, AT,eT) andS = (S, AS, %) be
comonads on a categoBy; and lety: TS — ST be a distributive law. We now discugs
coalgebras, which serve as coefficients in the homologaradttuctions in the next section.
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Definition 3.1. A right x-coalgebrais a triple(M, ), p), whereM: ) — B is a functor
andp: TM — SM is a natural transformation such that the diagrams

™ 22 v 2 TsM ™

pl lxM Ey lp

SM SSM STM M= SM
ASM Sp &M

commute. Dually, we definkeft y-coalgebragN, Z, \).
The following characterises riglytcoalgebras in the setting of TheorEml2.5.

Proposition 3.2. In the situation of Theorem 2.5, I&f: ) — B be a functor.

(1) Righty-coalgebra structurep on M correspond taC-coalgebra structure§’ on
the functorUM: Y — A.

(2) LetS andV be two lifts of the functo€ through the adjunction, and lgt> and "V
denote the comonad distributive laws determined by theSli#ind V respectively.
Then the Galois map®'V maps righty®-coalgebra structureg® onM bijectively
to right xV-coalgebra structureg" on M.

Proof. For part (1), righty-coalgebra structures: FUM — SM are mapped under the
adjunction tovV: UM — USM =~ CUM. Part (2) follows immediately since the Galois
map is the composition of the adjunction isomorphismsand)—!. O

3.2. Entwined x-coalgebras. In the remainder of this section, we discuss a class of coef-
ficients that lead to contractible simplicial objects, sesp@sitio[ 4.5 below. In the Hopf
algebroid setting, these are the Hopf (or entwined) modagestudied inmm&.
First, we recall:

Definition 3.3. A T-coalgebrais a triple(M, ), V), whereM: ) — B is a functor and
V: M — TM is a natural transformation such that the diagrams

M—Y = TM M —Y = TM
Vl lATM \ laTM
TM — TTM M

TV

commute.

Dually, one define¥-opcoalgebraéN, Z, V) whereV: N — NT, as well as algebras
and opalgebras involving monads. Note tiiatoalgebras can be equivalently viewed as
1-cells from respectively to the trivial distributive law:

Proposition 3.4. Given anS-coalgebra(M, ), V®) and a T-opcoalgebra(N, Z, VT),
there is a pair ofi-cells

id X
id y id S B T

\L(M ™M, v¥) \L(N vT, Ne®)
s B, id Z id

e Cid

and all 1-cellsid — x respectivelyy — id are of this form.
Furthermore, thesk-cells can also be viewed ascoalgebras:

Proposition 3.5. Let y: TS — ST be a comonad distributive law. Then:
(1) AnyS-coalgebra(M, Y, V®) defines a righty-coalgebra(M, Y, e TVS).
(2) AnyT-opcoalgebraN, Z, V") defines a lefi-coalgebra(N, 2, V7Te5).



12 NIELS KOWALZIG, ULRICH KRAHMER, AND PAUL SLEVIN

Definition 3.6. If a x-coalgebra arises from an (op)coalgebra as in Propositintizen
we call they-coalgebrantwined

Note, however, that there is no obvious way to associateell in Dist to an arbitrary
right or left y-coalgebra.

3.3. Entwined algebras. Finally, we describe how entwineg-coalgebras are in some
sense lifts of entwined algebras; throughdit,BC — CB is a mixed distributive law
between a monall and a comonad on a categoryA.

Definition 3.7. LetM: Y — A be a functor which has-algebra structurg: BM — M
and aC-coalgebra structur& : M — CM. We say that the quadrup(&l, ), 5, V) is an
entwined algebra with respect toif the diagram

BM—" M —Y . M

BVl TC,H (3.1)
BCM—— = CBM
oM

commutes.

Dually we define an entwined opalgebra structure on a fu§tod — Z for a dis-
tributive lawCB — BC.

The following proposition explains the relation betweenwened algebras and en-
twined righty-coalgebras for distributive lawg arising from an adjunction:

Proposition 3.8. In the situation of Theoremn 2.5, |&f: )V — B be a functor and let
V: M — SM be a natural transformation.

(1) If Vis anS-coalgebra structure, then the structure morphisms

Uv Q!

UeM USM CUM

BUM = UFUM —— UM, UM

turn UM into an entwined algebra with respectfo
(2) If B = AB, then the converse of (1) holds.

Proof. For part (1), the morphisBBUM — UM is the B-algebra structure ohl given
by the comparison functor, and the morphisinl — CUM is theC-coalgebra structure
given by Proposition 3]2. The commutativity bf(8.1) follewy applying the functot to
the Yang-Baxter condition for the-cell (M, e"M, V¥) of Propositio 34. For part (2),
condition [3:1) means exactly that tliecoalgebra structure defines a morphism4h,
and hence lifts to aB-coalgebra structure. O

Dually, entwined opalgebra structures ofapalgebraN, Z,w) are related to left
x-coalgebras if the codomaifi of N is a category with coequalisers. First, we define a
functorNgp: A® — Z that takes @B-algebra morphisnyf: (X, a) — (Y,3) to Ng(f)
defined using coequalisers:

NBY ———= NX — %% Np(X,a)
Na :
NBfl Nfl Nz (f)
wy v

NBY NY ——— Ng(Y, )

N3 a(v,p)

ThusNg generalises the functer ® 5 IV defined by a left modulév over a ringB on the
category of rightB-modules.
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Suppose thatis invertible, and thak admits the structure of an entwinéd' -opalgebra,
with coalgebra structur&@: N — CN. There are two commutative diagrams:

NBX — 2% . NX NBX No NX
VBXl vBXl
NCBX Vx NCBX Vx
Nexll Nexll
NBCX ———— NCX NBCX ——> NCBX > NCX

Hence, using coequalisei®, extends to a natural trans[orma}iiﬁh Ng — N&C, and in
fact it givesNg the structure of &-opcoalgebra. Sincé~': CB — BC is a comonad
distributive law onA®, Propositiol 35 gives us the following:

Proposition 3.9. The triple(Ng, Z, Ve) is an entwined leff—'-coalgebra.

4. DUPLICIAL OBJECTS

4.1. The bar and opbar resolutions. Let T = (T, A, ¢) be a comonad on a categdsy
and letM: Y — B be a functor.

Definition 4.1. Thebar resolution ofM is the simplicial functoB(T,M): Y — B defined
by
B(T,M),, = T"*'M, d; = TeT" M, s; = TIAT" M,

where the face and degeneracy maps above are given in degiides opbar resolution
of M, denotedB°P(T, M), is the simplicial functor obtained by taking the opsimialic
simplicial functor of B(T, M). Explicitly:

B°P(T, M),, = T"*'M, d; = T"eT'M, sj =T JATIM.

Given any functoN: B — Z, we compose it with the above simplicial functors to
obtain new simplicial functors that we denote by

Cr(N,M) := NB(T, M),  C%P(N,M) := NB°P(T, M).
4.2. Duplicial objects. Duplicial objects were defined by Dwyer and Kan [DK85] as a
mild generalisation of Connes’ cyclic objedts [Coh83]:

Definition 4.2. A duplicial objectis a simplicial objectC, d;, s;) together with additional
morphisms: C,, — C,, satisfying

tdi*) 1<< ) t'*v 1<< )
diﬁ = ! . ! " Sjﬁ = j] ! 3 J "
dn, i =0, t°sp, J=0.
A duplicial object iscyclicif T := t"+! = id.

Equivalently, a duplicial object is a simplicial object whihas in each degree artra
degeneracy_: C,, — C,1. This corresponds tovia

S_1:=1sp, t=dpi15_1.

This turns a duplicial object also into a cosimplicial olijemnd hence a duplicial obje€t
in an additive category carries a boundary and a coboundapy m
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Dwyer and Kan called such chain and cochain complelxetain complexesnd showed
that the normalised chain complex functor yields an eqaive¢ between duplicial ob-
jects and duchain complexes in an abelian category, theseéixtg the classical Dold-Kan
correspondence between simplicial objects and chain amagl

If f, € Z[x]isgivenbyl —zf,(x) = (1 —x)"Tt andB := sf,(bs), then one has

B?=0, bB+Bb=id—-T,
and in this way cyclic objects give rise to mixed complexésb, B) in the sense of

] that can be used to defiogclic homology

4.3. The Bohm-Stefan construction. Let (B, x, T, S) be ad-cell in Dist, and let(M, ), p)
and(N, Z, \) be right and lefty-coalgebras respectively. By abuse of notation, we fet
denote both natural transformationi8S — ST™ andTS™ — S™T obtained by repeated
application ofy (up to horizontal composition of identities), whey& = id. We further-
more define natural transformations

tr: Cp(N,M),, — Cp(N,M),,, 5 : CZP(N,M),, — CP(N, M),

by the diagrams

NT?SM —X M NST"M NTS"M —2 M. N§mTM
NT"pT l/\T"M /\S"'MT J/Ns"p
NT?HIM - e NT? 1M NS?HIN oo e NSPHIM
t 8

n

Theorem 4.3. The simplicial functor£r(N, M) and Cg” (N, M) become duplicial func-
tors with duplicial operators given by respectively®.

Proof. The first operator being duplicial is exactly the case carsid in ], and the
second follows from a slight modification of their proof. O

4.4. Cyclicity. For each > 0, we define a morphismt,,: NT"*'M — NS"*1M in the
following way. For eacld < ¢ < n, letr; ,, denote the morphism

NSiTnfip NSan—iM

NSiT+1=iM NS‘T”—*SM NSitITn—iM,
Then set
R, :=rpno0---070p.

Similarly, we can define a morphisi, : NS**'M — NT"*1M whose definition in-
volves the lefty-coalgebra structurg onN.

Proposition 4.4. The above construction defines two morphisms
Cr(N,M) —= CP(N, M), CP(N,M) —= Cp(N, M)

of duplicial functors. Furthermorel o R = id if and only if Cr(N, M) is cyclic, and
Ro L =idif and only ifC3” (N, M) is cyclic.

Proof. This is verified by straightforward computation. Howeveiisiconvenient to use
a diagrammatic calculus as,g, in [@], in which natural transformatiodéVM —
NWM are visualised as string diagrams, wh&randW are words irS, T. For example
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T will be represented by the diagram

N T T T T M

N T T T T M

Crossing of strings represents the distributive jgand the bosonic propagators repre-
sent they-coalgebra structures: NS — NT respectivelyp: TM — SM.
As a demonstration, the relatigtt™ = t>R for n = 2 becomes

N T T T M N T T T

N IS IS g M N S S S M

which reflects the naturality of, p, andy. Analogously, the identitie®d; = d; R and
Rs; = s; R follow from the commutative diagrams in Definitibn B.1, whiare represented
diagrammatically by

M

T M T M
l M J M
respectively
T M T M
S S M S S M
Similarly, L is a morphism of duplicial objects, and one Hdso R),, = (t%)"*! and
(Ro L) = (t;)"+". O

4.5. The case of entwined coalgebrasAs we had announced above, entwined coalgebras
lead to trivial simplicial objects:
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Proposition 4.5. Lety: TS — ST be a comonad distributive law on a categdtyand let
(M, Y, p)and(N, Z, \) be left and righty-coalgebras respectively. Suppose also thas

an abelian category. If either ¢N, Z, \), (M, ), p) is entwined, then the chain complexes
associated to bottir(N, M) and Cg” (N, M) are contractible.

Proof. If (N, Z, ) is entwined, there is &-opcoalgebra structuré¢: N — NT on N.
The morphism&T"M: NT"*!M — NT"*+2M provide a contracting homotopy for the
complex associated @1 (N, M), and the morphisms

1

NS+ YSTTM Npent iy M

n+1

NS HITM —5 P NgP+2)M

provide a contracting homotopy for the complex associatgttt (N, M). The other case
is similar. 0

4.6. Twisting by 1-cells. In this section, we show how factorisations of distribulise's
as considered i4] give rise to morphisms between digplfunctors of the form
considered above. To this end, fix&ell in the2-categoryDist:

S , T
(3,0,7)

C G

SR —

Lemma 4.6. Let (M, ), p) be a righty-coalgebra. Ther{XM, Y, vM o ¥p o ocM) is a
right 7-coalgebra.

Proof. This is proved for the case that= 7 in [KS14], but the same proof applies to this
slightly more general situation. O

Dually, left r-coalgebragN, Z, p) define lefty-coalgebragN3, Z No o A\X o Nv).
The following diagram illustrates the situation:

s l’; (M,p)

T

£
D
G
e

N

i

Z

(N,A) C

The dotted arrows represent the indugedoalgebras from Lemnia3.6.
Hence Theorein 4.3 and Lemmal4.6 yield duplicial structunethe simplicial functors

Cr(N,M), CP(NL,M), Cg(N,£M), CP(N,EM),

and from Proposition 414 we obtain morphisms

Cr(NZ, M) —2 ¢ (N3, M), CoP (NS, M) —5> O (N2, M),
Co(N, BM) > CP(N, TM), CoP (N, M) — > Cg (N, £M)

of duplicial objects which determine the cyclicity of eacim€tor.
Additionally, repeated application of: GX — T and~: ¥S — CX yields two
duplicial morphisms

Cg (N, SM) — Cr(NX, M), CP (NS, M) — CP(N, £M).

Note that for arbitrary functordl andN these are simplicial morphisms which become
duplicial morphisms itV andN have coalgebra structures.
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5. HOPF MONADS ANDHOPF ALGEBROIDS

5.1. Opmodule adjunctions. One example of Theorem 2.5 is provided by an opmonoidal
adjunction between monoidal categories:
Definition 5.1. An adjunction

H
(57®57 15) &i/ (H5®'H7 17‘[)

E

between monoidal categoriesapmonoidalf both H andE are opmonoidal functors.

Some authors call thesemonoidal adjunctiongr bimonads Thus by definition, there
are natural transformations

E:H(X®:Y) > HX @y HY, U:E(K®y L) — EK ®¢ EL,
and ¥ is in fact an isomorphism, see [AC12, BLV11, McC02, MW{14, Mé@gfor more

information. It follows that
H(1ls) @y — EH(1s) ®s —

form a compatible pair of comonads as in Theofen 2.5 whoseonathstructures are
induced by the natural coalgebra (comonoid) structurebson
However, the examples we are more interested in arise é@mmodule adjunctions

F

(A,®a4) L (B,®35)
U

over £ ——H, cf. [AC12, Definition 4.1.1]. HereB is an?-module category with
action®g: H x B — BB, whereasd is anE-module category with actioR 4 : £ x A — A,
and there are natural transformations

0:F(Y®sZ) > HY ®3FZ, Q: UL ®sM)—>EL®4UM

with © being an isomorphism (312, Proposition 4.1.2]).
Now any coalgebré&’ in H defines a compatible pair of comonads

S=C®s—, C=EC®a-

on B respectivelyA. It is such an instance of Theordml2.5 that provides the monad
generalisation of the setting from [KK!11], see Secfion 5.6.

5.2. Bialgebroids and Hopf algebroids. Opmonoidal adjunctions can be seen as categor-
ical generalisations of bialgebras and more generally) (édlgebroids. We briefly recall
the definitions but refer tﬂgBThbMM] for further ddsaand references.

Definition 5.2. If F is ak-algebra, then aiv-ring is ak-algebramap : £ — H.

In particular, whentl = A°¢ := A ®; A°P is theenveloping algebraf a k-algebraA,
thenH carries twoA-bimodule structures given by

avhab:=n(a®bh, arh<ab:=hnba).

Definition 5.3. A bialgebroidis an A®-ringn : A°* — H for which . H. is a coalgebra in
(A°-Mod,®4, A) whose coproduch: H — H, ®4 . H satisfies

a»A(h) = A(h) «a,  A(gh) = A(g)A(h),
and whose counit: H — A defines a unital/-action onA given byh(a) := e(a » h).

Finally, by a Hopf algebroid we medeft rather tharfull Hopf algebroid, so there is in
general no antipod 3
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Definition 5.4 ([@]) A Hopf algebroidis a bialgebroid with bijectiv&alois map
B:vH®por He — Ho®a oH, g®aor h— A(g)h.
As usual, we abbreviate
A(h) =: h1y ®a h(), BHh@a1) =t hy ®pc» h_. (5.1)
5.3. The opmonoidal adjunction. Every E-ring H defines a forgetful functor
E: H-Mod — E-Mod

with left adjointH = H ®g —. In the sequel, we abbreviat¢ := H-Mod and€& :=

E-Mod. If H is a bialgebroid, thef is monoidal with tensor produédt ®;; L of two left

H-modulesK andL given by the tensor produéf ® 4 L of the underlying4d-bimodules
whoseH -module structure is given by

h(k} ®7—L l) = h(l)(k}) ®A h(g)(l)

So by definition, we hav&(K ®« L) = EK ®4 EL. The opmonoidal structure on H
is defined by the map [BLVi1, ACIL2]

HX ®@4Y) = H®a (XO4Y) > HX @y HY = (H @ue X) @4 (H @40 Y),
h®ae (x®@ay) = (h1) ®ac ) @a (hi2) ®ac y).

Schauenburg proved that this establishes a bijective smoralence between bialge-
broid structures ot/ and monoidal structures di-Mod , Theorem 5.1]:

Theorem 5.5. The following data are equivalent for a#r-ring : A° — H:

(1) A bialgebroid structure or .
(2) A monoidal structuré®, 1) on H-Mod such that the adjunction

(A°-Mod,®4,A) T > (H-Mod,®, 1)

~
induced byy is opmonoidal.
Consequently, we obtain an opmonoidal monad
EH = ,H, ®4c —

on& = A°-Mod. This takes the unit object to the cocentrédl ® 4. A of the A-bimodule
»H., and the comonaH(1¢) ®¢ — is given by

(H®apc A) ®4 —,

where theA-bimodule structure on the cocentre is given by the actigpon H.
The lift to H = H-Mod takes a leftf-moduleL to (H ®4- A) ® 4 L with action

g(h®ac 1) ®al) = (g(1)h ®ac 1) ®a g2),
and the distributive law resulting from Theoréml2.5 is gitogn
X: g ®ac (h®ae 1) ®@al) = (91)h ®ac 1) @4 (g(2) ®ac 1).
That is, it is the map induced by thvetter-Drinfel'd braiding
H.®aH > Hi®aH, g®ah— gayh®a ge).

For A = k, that is, whenH is a Hopf algebra, and also trivially wheld = A°,
the monad and the comonad a¥i-Mod coincide and are also a bimonad in the sense
of Mesablishvili and Wisbauecf. Sectior 6. An example where the two are different is
the Weyl algebra, or more generally, the universal envalppilgebra of a Lie-Rinehart
algebra 8]. In these examplekjs commutative but not central il in general, so
yH ®4e — is different fromH., ®4 —.
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5.4. Doi-Koppinen data. The instance of Theorem 2.5 that we are most interested in is
an opmodule adjunction associated to the following stmactu

Definition 5.6. A Doi-Koppinen datunis a triple(H, C, B) of an H-module coalgebré&’
and anH-comodule algebr# over a bialgebroid{.

This means that' is a coalgebra in the monoidal categdfyMod. Dually, the category
H-Comod of left H-comodules is also monoidal, and this defines the notion ofzodule
algebra. Explicitly,B is an A-ringnp: A — B together with a coassociative coaction

6: B— H,®x B, b'—>b(,1)®,4b(0),
which is counital and an algebra map,

nB(e(b-1))boy) = b, (bd)(—1) ® (bd)(0) = b(—1)d(~1) ® b(0yd0)-

Similarly, as in the definition of a bialgebroid itself, fdri$ condition to be well-defined
one must also require

b(—1) ®a boynn(a) = a»b—1) ®a b()-
The key example that reproducks [KK11] is the following:

5.5. The opmodule adjunction. For any Doi-Koppinen daturt¥, C, B), the H-coaction
d on B turns the Eilenberg-Moore adjunctiat-Mod —— B-Mod for the monad3 :=

B ®4 — into an opmodule adjunction for the opmonoidal adjunctr = # defined
in Sectiof5.B. Thé{-module category structure éf-Mod is given by the left3-action

b(l ®am):= b(_l)l Ra b(o)m,

whereb € B, [ € L (an H-module), andn € M (a B-module).

Hence, as explained in Sectibn]5 defines a compatible pair of comonads 4 —
on B-Mod and A-Mod. The distributive law resulting from TheordmP.5 geneeslithe
Yetter-Drinfel'd braiding, as it is given for #-moduleM by

X:B®a(C®AM) — C®a(BRaM),
b®a (c®am) w b1)c®a (b ®am).

5.6. The main example. If H is a bialgebroid, theWw := H is a module coalgebra with
left action given by multiplication and coalgebra struetgiiven by that of. If H is a
Hopf algebroid, therB := H°P is a comodule algebra with unit mag (a) := n(1 ®x a)
and coaction

0: H® > H, ®4 ,H®, b+—b_®ab..

In the sequel we writ® as— ® 4o» H rather than°? ® 4, — to work with H only. Then
the distributive law becomes

X: (H®AM)®aor H — H®a (M Qaor H),
(C@A m) Raor b — b_c®gy (m ®aep by),
forb,ce H.
Propositior 3.2 completely characterises the rigitoalgebras: in this example, they
are given by right7-modules and leff/-comodules\/ with right x-coalgebra structure
p:m®qop h — h,m(_l) R®a m(o)h+.

Recall furthermore that there is no analogue of Propod&i@rfor left y-coalgebras. How-

ever, the specific example of a Hopf algebroid might provimtaes indication towards such
a result. Indeed, here one can carry out an analogous cotistrwf left y-coalgebras

associated to (left-left) Yetter-Drinfel'd modules:
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Definition 5.7. A Yetter-Drinfel’d modul®ver H is a left H-comodule and leff/-module
N such that foralh € H,n € N, one has

(hn)(—1) ®a (hn)o) = h+@yn-1h-®a hi@)n )
Each such Yetter-Drinfel'd module defines a Igftoalgebra
N:= —®pyg N: H°’-Mod — k-Mod
whosey-coalgebra structure is given by
At (h®a ) ®u n > (an-1)+he @ae hon_1)-) @ n(o)-

The resulting duplicial objedtr (N, M) is the one studied in [KK11, Kowl3].
Identifying (— ®a40» H) ®y N = — ®u40r N, thex-coalgebra structure becomes

A (h X®a :L') Ry n +— xn(_1)+h+ X Aop h,n(_l)_n(o).

Using this identification, we give explicit expressionsloé¢ bperatord.,, andR,, as well
ast! that appeared in Sectiohs¥.3 4.4 first of all, obseraettte rightF//-module
structure orbM := H. ® 4 M is given by

(h®am)g:=g-h®amgy,
whereas the right/-module structure o' M := M ® a0» H. is given by
(M ®aoe0 h)g := M ®g0p hg.
The cyclic operator from Sectidn 4.3 then results as
tT(m ® go0 Bt @ pop - - - @ op h"™ @ gov 1)
= moyh} ®ace b3 ®@acr -+ @aor h'}
®uaov (n(_1yh™ -~ hlm(_1)) 4 ®aor (n(_1)h" - him(_l)),n(o),

and for the operators and R from Sectio 44 one obtains with the help of the properties
[Sch00, Prop. 3.7] of the translation m&p{5.1):

Ly:(h'®a- @ah" M ®@am)Q@pn—
(mn(—1y4h’y ®ace BLAL @aov -+ ®aor K n(_1)_) @ (o),
along with
Ryt (m®aor B! @pop -+ ®pop B @ p0p 1) @p 11—
(M(—pn—1) ®a m(—n)hél) ®a m(—n-}—l)h’%Q)h%l) ®a
®am(nhin i) By ©a 1) @t hig1)hn) - hiyn-
Compare these maps with those obtaineMKll, Lemma 4H&jce, one has:

(Lo Ry) (M ®aoe h' @ gor - @ 400 h" @ a0r 1) @pr ) =
() (Pt 1y Py By ) (< 1)+ =)+ @tor M) h(yy 4
®aor hi1) - M(—m) =M (—n+1)+hiz) i1y @acw -+
®acr Wiy iy 1(1)= (i) By ) 1) (i) Dy M0
(0 ((héz) e h?z)")(*l)m(*l))Jr ®Aop h%1)+ @ a0 -
®aop hyyy ®aov By iy ((hiy -~ Blgyn)—iym—1)) _(hiy - - hiayn)(0)-
Finally, if M ® 40» N is a stable anti Yetter-Drinfel'd moduI08], that i, i

M) (N(-1)M(-1))+ @acr ((-1)M(-1))-1(0) = M Baow 1
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holds for alln € N, m € M, we conclude by

(Ln o Rn)(m ® Aop Rt ®A0p -+ @00 B @ go0p n)
= @ iy @+ @oon Wy, Ooon Wy by Wy
=m ® Aop h! ®a0p -+ - @400 K" @ pop M.

Observe that in3] this cyclicity condition was obtathfor a different complex
which, however, computes the same homology.

5.7. The antipode as al-cell. If A = k, then the four actions, <, », « coincide and is

a Hopf algebra with antipod€: H — H given byS(h) = e(h)h_. The aim of this brief

section is to remark that this defines a 1-cell that connbetsto instances of TheordmP.5

provided by the opmonoidal adjunction and the opmoduleradijon considered above.
Indeed, in this case we have#-Mod =~ A-Mod = k-Mod, but H°P-Mod # H-Mod

unlessH is commutative. Howevef defines a lax morphism: —®, H id — H®y, — id,

given in components by

ox: XQuH — H®r X, xQih— S(h)® .

The fact that this is a lax morphism is equivalent to the faett 5 is an algebra anti-
homomorphism. Also, the lifted comonads agree and are gdiydif ®; — with comonad
structure given by the coalgebra structurgfclearly,y = id: idH ®; — — H ®; —id

is a colax morphism. Furthermore, the Yang-Baxter condligosatisfied, so we have that
(id, o, ) is al-cell in the2-category of mixed distributive laws. If we apply thdunctori

to this, we get d-cell (3, 7, %) between a comonad distributive law on the category of left
H-modules and one on the category of rightmodules. The identity lifts to the functor
Y. H-Mod — Mod-H which sends a left/-moduleX to the right//-module with right
action given by

x < h:=S(h)x.

6. HOPF MONADSA LA MESABLISHVILI-WISBAUER

6.1. Bimonads. A bimonadin the sense of [MW11] is a sextup(e\, s, n, A*, 2, 6),
whereA: C — C is a functor, (A, i, n) is @ monad,(A, A% ¢#) is a comonad and
0: AA — AA is a mixed distributive law satisfying a list of compatibjlconditions.

In particular,, and A4 are required to be compatible in the sense that there is a com-
mutative diagram

AA 1A A A
AAAl TAH (6.1)
AAA AAA

The other defining conditions rule the compatibility betwélee unit and the counit with
each other and witp respectivelyA*, see ] for the details.

It follows immediately that we also obtain an instance of dieen[2.5 in this situation:
if we take A = CB to be the Eilenberg-Moore category of the moiag= (A, 1, 1) as
in Section 2}, then the mixed distributive l@indefines a liftvV = (V, AV eV) of the
comonadC = (A, A% %) to A.

Note that in general, neithet nor C need to be monoidal, sB is in general not an
opmonoidal monad. Conversely, recall that for the exampfesheoren{ 26 obtained
from opmonoidal monad® need not equal.
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6.2. Examples from bialgebras. In the main example of bimonads in the above sense,
we in fact do havéB = C and we are in the situation of Section]5.3 for a bialgetiraver

A = k. The commutativity of[(6]1) amounts to the fact that the odjpict is an algebra
map.

This setting provides an instance of ProposifionP.10 siheee are two lifts oB = C
from A = k-Mod to B = H-Mod: the canonical liftS = T = FU which takes a left
H-moduleL to the H-moduleH ®;, L with H-module structure given by multiplication in
the first tensor component, and the Nfiwhich takesl to H ®;, L with H-action given by
the codiagonal action(h ®x y) = g(1)h ®r g2)y, that is, the one defining the monoidal
structure orn3. Now the Galois map from Propositibn 2112 is the Galois map

H®yL—>H®L, g&®ky+— ga)®kJ@)y

used to define left Hopf algebroids (when taking tensor pectslaverA # k resp.A°P),
which for A = k are simply Hopf algebras, and more generally Hopf monadsdrsénse

of [Im Theorem 5.8(c)].

6.3. An example not from bialgebras. Another example of a bimonad is th@nempty
list monadL™ on Set, which assigns to a seY the setL.™ X of all nonempty lists of
elements inX, denoted[z1,...,2,]. The monad multiplication is given by concate-
nation of lists and the unit mapsto [z]. The comonad comultiplication is given by
Alzy,...,xn] = [[x1,.--,20], ..., [zn]], the counit ise[zy,...,z,] = x1, and the
mixed distributive law
0: LTLY - LTL*

is defined as follows: given a list

[[:Cl,l) .. )wl,n1]7 ey [xm,lv o 7-rm,nm]]

in LT X, its image undef X is the list with

m

Zni(m—iJrl)

1=1
terms, given by the lexicographic order, that is
[[961,17962,17963,1 s Tmals [TLn, T2, 281, T,
[302,1, 31 --- 7-rm,1]; ) [172,7127173,17 - -$m,1]7

.y

[zm,l]v [zm,Q]a R [:rm,nm]:l .
One verifies straightforwardly:

Proposition 6.1. L™ becomes a bimonad okt whose Eilenberg-Moore category is
Sett ~ SemiGp, the category of (nonunital) semigroups.

The second liftv of the comonad.™ that one obtains from the bimonad structure on
SemiGp is as follows. Given a semigrou)y, we haveVX = LT X as sets, but the binary
operation is given by

VX x VX - VX

[Z1, -]y, - YUn] == [T1Y1, - s T Y1, Y1y - - - Yn-
Following Propositio 3]2, given a semigrolp, the unit turns the underlying set of
X into anL"-coalgebra and hence we get a rightoalgebra structure ol . Explicitly,
px: TX — VX is given by
ple, .. xn] =[21 Xp, o Ty, .o, X
The image ofy is known as théeft machine expansioof X [BR84].



CYCLIC HOMOLOGY ARISING FROM ADJUNCTIONS 23

Proposition 6.2. The onlyd-entwined algebra is the trivial semigroup.

Proof. An L*-coalgebra structurg: T — L*T is equivalent tdl' being a forest of at
most countable height (rooted) trees, where each level raay arbitrary cardinality. The
structure map3 sendsz to the finite list of predecessors af A 6-entwined algebra
is therefore such a forest, which also has the structure ef@gsoup such that for all
x,y € T with 8(y) = [y, v1, ., yn] We have

B(xy) = [xy7xy17" < TYn, Y, Y1, - 7y71]

Let T" be af-entwined algebra. If" is non-empty, then there must be a root. We can
multiply this root with itself to generate branches of amdniy height. Suppose that we
have a branch of height two; that is to say, an elemeatT with 5(y) = [y, ] (so, in
particular,z # y). Theng(zy) = [zy,y], but3(zz) = [z, 2y, x,y]. This is impossible
sincex andy cannot both be the predecessor:gf O
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