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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we construct a kind of new braided monoidal category over
two Hom-Hopf algerbas (H, «) and (B, ) and associate it with two nonlinear
equations. We first introduce the notion of an (H, B)-Hom-Long dimodule
and show that the Hom-Long dimodule category EIIL is an autonomous
category. Second, we prove that the category EL is a braided monoidal
category if (H,«) is quasitriangular and (B, ) is coquasitriangular and get
a solution of the quantum Yang-Baxter equation. Also, we show that the
category gIL can be viewed as a subcategory of the Hom-Yetter-Drinfeld
category gggHYD. Finally, we obtain a solution of the Hom-Long equation
from the Hom-Long dimodules.
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INTRODUCTION

The study of Hom-algebras can be traced back to Hartwig, Larsson and Silvestrov’s
work in [8], where the notion of Hom-Lie algebra in the context of g-deformation theory of

Witt and Virasoro algebras [9] was introduced, which plays an important role in physics,
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mainly in conformal field theory. Hom-algebras and Hom-coalgebras were introduced
by Makhlouf and Silvestrov [19] as generalizations of ordinary algebras and coalgebras
in the following sense: the associativity of the multiplication is replaced by the Hom-
associativity and similar for Hom-coassociativity. They also defined the structures of
Hom-bialgebras and Hom-Hopf algebras, and described some of their properties extending
properties of ordinary bialgebras and Hopf algebras in [20, 21]. In [I], Caenepeel and
Goyvaerts studied Hom-bialgebras and Hom-Hopf algebras from a categorical view point,
and called them monoidal Hom-bialgebras and monoidal Hom-Hopf algebras respectively,
which are different from the normal Hom-bialgebras and Hom-Hopf algebras in [20]. Many
more properties and structures of Hom-Hopf algebras have been developed, see [5, [7, 16}, 36]
and references cited therein.

Later, Yau [31], B3] proposed the definition of quasitriangular Hom-Hopf algebras and
showed that each quasitriangular Hom-Hopf algebra yields a solution of the Hom-Yang-
Baxter equation. The Hom-Yang-Baxter equation reduces to the usual Yang-Baxter equa-
tion when the twist map is trivial. Several classes of solutions of the Hom-Yang-Baxter
equation were constructed from different respects, including those associated to Hom-Lie
algebras [6, 28] [31] 32], Drinfelds (co)doubles [3] [37, 38], and Hom-Yetter-Drinfeld modules
[4, 13, 17, 18, 22, 291 34].

It is well-known that classical nonlinear equations in Hopf algebra theory including the
quantum Yang-Baxter equation, the Hopf equation, the pentagon equation, and the Long
equation. In [23], Militaru proved that each Long dimodule gave rise to a solution for the
Long equation. Long dimodules are the building stones of the Brauer-Long group. In the
case where H is commutative, cocommutative and faithfully projective, the Yetter-Drinfeld
category gY]D) is precisely the Long dimodule category gIL. Of course, for an arbitrary
H, the categories ZYD and £LL are basically different. In [2], Chen et al. introduced
the concept of Long dimodules over a monoidal Hom-bialgebra and discussed its relation
with Hom-Long equations. Later, we [27] extended Chen’s work to generalized Hom-Long
dimodules over monoidal Hom-Hopf algebras and obtained a kind solution for the quantum
Yang-Baxter equation. For more details about Long dimodules, see [14] [I5] 26, B35] and
references cited therein.

The main purpose of this paper is to construct a new braided monoidal category and
present solutions for two kinds of nonlinear equations. Different to our previous work
in [27], in the present paper we do all the work over Hom-Hopf algebras, which is more
unpredictable than the monoidal version. Since Hom-Hopf algebras and monoidal Hom-
Hopf algebras are different concepts, it turns out that our definitions, formulas and results
are also different from the ones in [27]. Most important, we associate quantum Yang-
Baxter equations and Hom-Long equations to the Hom-Long dimodule categories.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 1, we recall some basic definitions about



Hom-(co)modules and (co)quasitriangular Hom-Hopf algebras .

In Section 2, we first introduce the notion of (H, B)-Hom-Long dimodules over Hom-
bialgebras (H,«) and (B, ), then we show that the Hom-Long dimodule category 2L
forms an autonomous category (see Theorem 2.6) and prove that the category is equivalent
to the category of left B*P ® H-Hom-modules (see Theorem 2.7).

In Section 3, for a quasitriangular Hom-Hopf algebra (H, R, ) and a coquasitriangular
Hom-Hopf algebra (B, (|), 3), we prove that the Hom-Long dimodule category BL is a
subcategory of the Hom-Yetter-Drinfeld category gggHYD (see Theorem 3.5), and show
that the braiding yields a solution for the quantum Yang-Baxter equation (see Corollary
3.2).

In Section 4, we prove that the category yM over a triangular Hom-Hopf algebra (resp.,
HM over a cotriangular Hom-Hopf algebra) is a Hom-Long dimodule subcategory of EI]L
(see Propositions 4.1 and 4.2). We also show that the Hom-Long dimodule category E]L is
symmetric in case (H, R, «) is triangular and (B, (|), ) is cotriangular (see Theorem 4.3).

In Section 5, we introduce the notion of (H,«)-Hom-Long dimodules and obtain a

solution for the Hom-Long equation (see Theorem 5.10).

1 PRELIMINARIES

Throughout this paper, k is a fixed field. Unless otherwise stated, all vector spaces,
algebras, modules, maps and unadorned tensor products are over k. For a coalgebra C,
the coproduct will be denoted by A. We adopt a Sweedler’s notation A(c) = ¢; ® ca, for
any ¢ € C, where the summation is understood. We refer to [24], 25] for the Hopf algebra
theory and terminology.

We now recall some useful definitions in [12] 19] 20} 211 [30] 33].

Definition 1.1. A Hom-algebra is a quadruple (A, i, 14,a) (abbr. (A, «)), where A
is a k-linear space, u: A® A — A is a k-linear map, 14 € A and « is an automorphism
of A, such that

(HA1) afad") = a(a)a(d’); a(la) =14,
(HA2) afa)(d'a"”) = (ad)a(a”); ala =140 = a(a)

are satisfied for a,a’,a” € A. Here we use the notation u(a ® ') = ad’.

Definition 1.2. Let (A, ) be a Hom-algebra. A left (A, a)-Hom-module is a triple
(M,r>,v), where M is a linear space, > : A ® M — M is a linear map, and v is an

automorphism of M, such that

(HM1) v(a>m)=ala)>rv(m),
(HM2) afa) > (a' >m) = (ad")>v(m); 1a>m=rv(m)



are satisfied for a,a’ € A and m € M.

Let (M,>a,va) and (N,>pn,vn) be two left (A, «)-Hom-modules. Then a linear
morphism f: M — N is called a morphism of left (A, a)-Hom-modules if f(h >y m) =
h>n f(m) and vy o f = fowvyy.

Definition 1.3. A Hom-coalgebra is a quadruple (C, A, ¢, 3) (abbr. (C,f)), where
C is a k-linear space, A : C — C®C, ¢ : C — k are k-linear maps, and [ is an

automorphism of C, such that

(HC1) B(c)1 ®B(c)2 = Bler) @ Blez); €o B = ¢
(HC2) Blc1) ®ca1 ®caa = c11 @ c12 ® f(c2); €(cr)ea = cie(ez) = Bc)

are satisfied for ¢ € C.
Definition 1.4. Let (C, 3) be a Hom-coalgebra. A left (C, 5)-Hom-comodule is a triple
(M, p, i), where M is a linear space, p: M — C® M (write p(m) = m_1y @my, ¥Ym €

M) is a linear map, and p is an automorphism of M, such that

(HCM1) p(m)—1) ® p(m)o) = B(m—1)) ® p(my), e(m—1))m) = p(m);
(HCM2) B(m—1)) @ m(g)(—1) @ M(0)(0) = M(—1)1 @ M(—1)2 @ p(m(g))

are satisfied for all m € M.

Let (M, p™, uar) and (N, pV, un) be two left (C, 3)-Hom-comodules. Then a linear
map f: M — N is called a map of left (C, 3)-Hom-comodules if f(m)_1) ® f(m)q) =
m(—1) @ f(my) and py o f = fo us.

Definition 1.5. A Hom-bialgebra is a sextuple (H,u,1m,A,€,7) (abbr. (H,7)),
where (H, u, 157,7) is a Hom-algebra and (H, A, €, ) is a Hom-coalgebra, such that A and

€ are morphisms of Hom-algebras, i.e.
A = AAW); Alg) =15 ® Ls; e(hh) = e(W)e(l); e(1gr) = 1.
Furthermore, if there exists a linear map S : H — H such that
S(h1)ha = h1S(h2) = e(h)1p and S(y(h)) = y(S(h)),

then we call (H, u, 1y, A, ¢€,7,S) (abbr. (H,~,S)) a Hom-Hopf algebra.

Definition 1.6. ([12]) Let (H, ) be a Hom-bialgebra, (M, >, ) a left (H, §)-module
with action > : HQ® M — M,h®m +— h>m and (M, p, u) a left (H, 3)-comodule with
coaction p : M — H @ M,m — m_;) ® m). Then we call (M,>>,p,u) a (left-left)
Hom-Yetter-Drinfeld module over (H, ) if the following condition holds:

(HY D) hiB(m(_1)) ® (8°(h2) > m) = (8%(h1) > m)_1yhe ® (B%(h1) > m) (),



where h € H and m € M.
When H is a Hom-Hopf algebra, then the condition (HY D) is equivalent to

(HY D) p(B*(h) >m) = B7*(h118(m(-1))S(h2) ® (8°(h12) > mo).

Definition 1.7. ([12]) Let (H, /) be a Hom-bialgebra. A Hom-Yetter-Drinfeld cat-
egory HYD is a pre-braided monoidal category whose objects are left-left Hom-Yetter-
Drinfeld modules, morphisms are both left (H, 3)-linear and (H, §)-colinear maps, and its
pre-braiding C_ _ is given by

Carv(m ©n) = B(m_1)) & v~ (n) ® " (mo), (L1)

for all m € (M, ) € YD and n € (N,v) € £YD.

Definition 1.8. A quasitriangular Hom-Hopf algebra is a octuple (H, p, 117, A€, S, 5, R)
(abbr. (H,(,R)) in which (H,u,15,A €, S,3) is a Hom-Hopf algebra and R = RV @
R® ¢ H ® H, satisfying the following axioms (for all h € H and R = r):

(QHAL) e(RMR® = RWe¢(R?)) = 14,
(QHA2) A(RV) @ B(RP) = B(RV) @ B(rV)) @ RDr®,
(QHA3) B(RV) © AR®) = RVrW @ 5(r?) & (R?),
(QHA4) AP(h)R = RA(h),

(QHA5) B(RV) ® (R®)) = RV © R®),

where A“P(h) = hg ® hy for all h € H. A quasitriangular Hom-Hopf algebra (H, R, 3) is
called triangular if R~ = R® @ R,

Definition 1.9. A coquasitriangular Hom-Hopf algebra is a Hom-Hopf algebra (H, f3)
together with a bilinear form (|) on (H,S) (ie. (|) € Hom(H ® H,k)) such that the

following axioms hold:

(CHAL) (hg|B(1)) = (B(R)|l2){B(g)|lr),
(CHA2) (B(h)|gl) = (h1|B(g)){h2|B(1)),
(CHA3) (h1|g1)g2h2 = h1g1(h2|g2),
(CHA4) (1[h) = (h|1) = e(h),

(CHAS5) (B(h)|B(g)) = (hlg)

for all h,g,l € H. A coquasitriangular Hom-Hopf algebra (H, (|), 8) is called cotriangular
if (|) is convolution invertible in the sense of (hi|g1){g2|he) = €(h)e(g), for all h,g € H.



2 Hom-Long dimodules over Hom-bialgebras

In this section, we will introduce the notion of Hom-Long dimodules and prove that

the Hom-Long dimodule category is an autonomous category.

Definition 2.1. Let (H,«) and (B, ) be two Hom-bialgebras. A left-left (H, B)-Hom-
Long dimodule is a quadrupl (M, -, p, u), where (M, -, ) is a left (H, a)-Hom-module and
(M, p, ) is a left (B, 8)-Hom-comodule such that

p(h-m) = B(m_1)) @ a(h) -m(), (2.1)
for all h € H and m € M. We denote by EIIL the category of left-left (H, B)-Hom-Long

dimodules, morphisms being H-linear B-colinear maps.

Example 2.2. Let (H,«a) and (B, ) be two Hom-bialgebras. Then (H ® B,a ® () is
an (H, B)-Hom-Long dimodule with left (H,«)-action h- (g ® ) = hg ® (z) and left
(B, B)-coaction p(g ® z) = 1 ® (a(g) ® x2), where h,g € H,x € B.

Proposition 2.3. Let (M,pu), (N,v) be two (H, B)-Hom-Long dimodules, then (M ®
N,p®v)is an (H, B)-Hom-Long dimodule with structures:

h(m@n) :h1 -m®h2-n,

p(m @n) = B7(m_1yn_1)) © m() @ n(),
forallme M,n € N and h € H.

Proof. From Theorem 4.8 in [I7], (M ® N, ® v) is both a left (H, «)-Hom-module and
a left (B, #)-Hom-comodule. It remains to check that the compatibility condition (2.1)
holds. For any m € M,n € N and h € H, we have

plh-(m@n)) = B((h1-m)y(he-n)1)) ® (h1-m)q) @ (h2 - 1))
= B meEnyn-1)) ® a(hr) - mg) ® a(hs) - n()
= B((m®@n)y) @a(h) - (men)q)),
as desired. This completes the proof. O

Proposition 2.4. The Hom-Long dimodule category gIL is a monoidal category, where
the tensor product is given in Proposition 2.3, the unit I = (k,id), the associator and the

constraints are given as follows:

avvw: (UV)oW U (VeW),(uev)@w— u H(u) @ (veww)),
ly : k@V = VEkEuv—kb),ry:Veok—-Voek— kv(v),

for u € (U,p) € BL,v € (V,v) € BL,w € (W,w) € BL.



Proof. Straightforward. O
Proposition 2.5. Let H and B be two Hom-Hopf algebras with bijective antipodes. For
any Hom-Long dimodule (M, p) in BL, set M* = Homy(M, k), with the (H,a)-Hom-
module and the (B, 8)-Hom-comodule structures:
On= s H M* — M*, (k- f)(m) = f(Sga™ ' (h) - p~2(m)),
M MY — B M*, f_1)® fo)(m) = Sélﬁ_l(m( 1) ® f(u?(m())),
and the Hom-structure map p* of M* is p*(f)(m) = f(up~'(m)). Then M* is an object

. B B .
in L. Moreover, ;I is a left autonomous category.

Proof. It is not hard to check that (M*, Ops+, u*) is an (H, a)-Hom-module and (M*, pps, p*)
is a (B, f)-Hom-comodule. Further, for any f € M*, m € M, h € H, we have

(- Ny @ (b No(m) = Sgt87Hme ) @ (- (™2 (m)))
= S5'B87Nm_1) @ f(Sua~'(h) - T (mp)),
B(f—1)) @ (a(h) - fo))(m) = B(f=1)) ® fio)(Su(h) - p~?(m))
= B(Sp B (m(1))) ® f(u~*(Sra(h) - p~2(m())))
= S8 N (my)) ® f(Sua~ (k) -~ (m()))-
Thus M* € BL.
Moreover, for any f € M* and m € M, one can define the left evaluation map and the

left coevaluation map by
evy o f @m— f(m), coevyy : 1 —> Zei ® €,

where e; and ¢ are dual bases in M and M* respectively. Next, we will show (M*, evys, coevyy)
is the left dual of M.
It is easy to see that evy; and coevys are morphisms in g]L. For this, we need the

following computation

(rar o (idar @ evar) o ansarear © (coevys ®idyr) o 1y} )(m)

= (ras o (idy ® evpy) o CLM7M*7M)(Z(GZ' ®e) @ p~t(m))

7

= (rar o (idpr @ evpr)) Zu (e;) ® (¢ @m))

7

—T‘MZM ) ® el(m))

ZTM(N (m)® 1) =m

Similarly, we get
(L= o (evpr ® idpy+) o aﬁ*7M7M* o (idpr+ ® coevar) o i) (f)
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= (e © (evnr @ idng-) 0 @i oy p) Q1 (F) @ (e @ 1))

(2

= (Ipr= o (evy ® idM*))(Z f@e)@p ()
=l (3 flen) @ w7 (eh)
=ly-(Le @ 1 (f)) = f.
So EL admits the left duality. The proof is finished. O

Theorem 2.6. The Hom-Long dimodule category gIL is an autonomous category.

Proof By Proposition 2.5, it is sufficient to show that EL is also a right autonomous
category. In fact, for any (M,pn) € L, its right dual (*M,coevys,évyr) is defined as
follows:

e “M = Homy (M, k) as k-modules, with the Hom-module and Hom-comodule struc-

tures:

(h- f)(m) = f(Sg'a=t(h) - p=2(m)),
fe1y ® foy(m) =SB~ (m(—1)) © fF(u2(m(q))),

where f € *M, m € M, and the Hom-structure map pu* of *M is p*(f)(m) = f(p~'(m));

e The right evaluation map and the right coevaluation map are given by
evs - m®f»—>f(m), coevyr ¢ 1 — Zai@)ai.

where a; and a’ are dual bases of M and *M respectively. By similar verification in
Proposition 2.5, one may check that gIL is a right autonomous category, as required. This

completes the proof. O

Recall from [37] that for any finite dimensional Hom-Hopf algebra B, B* is also a
Hom-Hopf algebra with the following structures

(f*9)(y) = f(B2(11)g(B2(y2)), Ap-(f)(xy) == F(B(xy)),
Ip- =€, ep(f):=f(lu), Sp-:=5* ap-(f):=fop™ !,
where x,y € H, f,g € B*.
Theorem 2.7. If B is a finite dimensional Hom-Hopf algebra, then the Hom-Long di-
module category EIIL is identified to the category of left B*? ® H-Hom-modules, where

B*P @ H means the usual tensor product Hom-Hopf algebra.

Proof Define the functor ¥ from prorggM to gIL by

V(M) := M as k-module , U(f):=f,



where (M, p,—) is a B*P @ H-Hom-module, f : M — N is a morphism of B*? @ H-
Hom-modules. Further, the H-action on M is defined by

h-m:=(g®h)—m, forallme M, heH,
and the B-coaction on M is given by
m(1®m Zez €®1H — m,

where e; and e’ are dual bases of B and B* respectively.
First, we will show (M, u,-) is a left (H, «)-Hom-module. Actually, for any m € M,
h,g € H, we have 1y - m = (eg ® 1y) — m = p(m), and
a(h)-(g-m) = (ep®@a(h)) — (g ®g) —m)
= (e @ hg) — p(m) = (hg) - p(m),
which implies (M, u,-) € g M.

Second, one can show that (M, ;) € BM in a similar way.
At last, for any m € M, h € H, we have

(h-m)_y®@(h-m)g = > e®(e@1ly)— (h-m)
= Zez (e" ® af ))—/,u(m)

® 6B®h)(’®1H)ﬁu(m)
© a(h) - ((¢' © 1y) — p(m))

which implies (M, u) € ZL.
Conversely, for any object (M, u), (N,v), and morphism f : U — V in 2L, one can
define a functor ® from EIIL to propg M

O (M) := M as k-modules , ®(f) := f,
where the (B*? ® H, f* ® a)-Hom-module structure on M is given by
(p®h) —m =p(m_1))h-p"(m)),

for all p € B*, h® H, m € M. It is straightforward to check that (M, u,—) is an object
in E]L to prorg M, and hence ® is well defined.

Note that ® and ¥ are inverse with each other. Hence the conclusion holds.



3 New braided momoidal categories over Hom-Long dimod-
ules
In this section, we will prove that the Hom-Long dimodule category EIL over a quasitri-

angular Hom-Hopf algebra (H, R, «) and a coquasitriangular Hom-Hopf algebra (B, (|), 5)
is a braided monoidal subcategory of the Hom-Yetter-Drinfeld category HggHY]D

Theorem 3.1. Let (H, R, a) be a quasitriangular Hom-Hopf algebra and (B, (|), 8) a co-
quasitriangular Hom-Hopf algebra. Then the category EL is a braided monoidal category
with braiding

Cun:MIN =+ NM,men— (m(_l)]n(_1)>R(2) . 1/_2(71(0)) ® RW -u_2(m(0)),(3.1)

for all m € (M, ) € BL and n € (N,v) € BL.

Proof. We will first show that the braiding Cys y is a morphism in EIL. In fact, for any
mée M,n € N and h € H, we have

CM,N(hl -m® hg - n)
= {(h1-m)_pl(ha 1)) )RP - v %(ha - n) ) @ RY - =2 (hy - m) g

(2.1) _ _

=" (Bm1)) B )R v 2 (alhe) - ng)) @ RY - p72(alln) - mp))
(HM?2)

=7 (meylneny)e  (RPhy) v ngg) ® o (RWhy) - = (mye),

h C’M,N(m ®n)

= (mcylnecy)h- (R? -0 (ng) @ RY - % (mg)))

= (meplnen)n - (@ H(RBP) v 2 (ng)) @ by - (a(RW) - 72 (mg)))
(HM2) _

=7 (meylne)e (I R®) v (ng) ® a H(heRW) - p7 (mp))
(QHA4) 1/ p(2) -1 -1/ p(1) -1

= (mylner)a (B7he) v (ng)) @ o (R ha) - p= (myg)).-

The third equality holds since (|) is S-invariant and the fifth equality holds since R is
a-invariant. So Cjr n is left (H, «)-linear. Similarly, one may check that Cps n is left
(B, B)-colinear.

Now we prove that the braiding Cys n is natural. For any (M, ), (M, 1'), (N,v), (N',V/)
€ BL,let f: M — M’ and g : N — N’ be two morpshisms in ZL, it is sufficient to verify
the identity (¢ ® f) o Cy,nv = Cpv v © (f ® g). For this purpose, we take m € M,n € N

and do the following calculation:

(g® f)oCun(m@n) = (m_ylncy)lg® FIRD v 2(ng) @ RY - yp=2(mq)))
= (mplneci)g(R® v () @ F(RY - 1% (myg)))
= (mplnec)RP g2 (n))) @ RY - f (2 (m())),
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Curnvo(f@g)men) = Cyn(f(m)®g(n))
= (f(m)_plgn)1n)R® - v2(g(n) ) ® (RM - p=*(f(m) )
= (mylncy)R® v 2(g(ng)) @ RY - u72(f (myq)))
DR - g2 (n))) @ RV - f(u™2(m())).

The sixth equality holds since f, g are left (B, §)-colinear. So the braiding Cys x is natural,

= (myln-

as needed.

Next, we will show that the braiding Cs n is an isomorphsim with inverse map
Coy i NOM = MeN,nem— (S (m_y))lnc)S(RY) - u=2(mg)) ® R - v2(n()).
For any m € M,n € N, we have
CJ\_/I:}N o Cy,n(m®n)
= (mylney)Cy v(BRP v (ng) @ RV - 72 (mg)))
= (mepneo)(STHB T mey-1)1B7 (o) -1))
Sy 2 (a(RP) - p2(my0))) @ 7 - v 2 (@(BWD) - v 72 (n(0)(0)))

<5‘1(m(_1)1)|ﬁ_1(n(_1)1)>(5_1(ﬁ_l(m(_l)g)ﬂﬁ_l(n(_1)2)>
SerM) - (@ (RP) - u=3(m))) @ 1@ - (@ (RW) - v 73 (n(g)))

(HCM?2)

HM?2 _
( = : <m(—1)1‘n(—1)1><5 1(77”0(—1)2)’"(—1)2>

a (SR 1 (mg)) @ o P RW) -2 (ng))
(STHB 1) B~ (my) By e - ™% () ® L - v % (n(g))
= (5_2(S_l(m(_1)2)m(_1)1)]
(e(m_1))1alnc1y)p™ " (me) @ v~ (n))
= e(menny)u (me)) ® v (ng)

= m & n.

ne)le - p () © i - v =2 ()

The second equality holds since p(R®) - V_2(7”L(0))) = ﬁ_l(n(o)(_l)) ® a(R®?) . n(0)(0) and
the fifth equality holds since R~! = S(r(M) @ r(3).

Now let us verify the hexagon axioms (Hj, H2) from Section XIII. 1.1 of [11I]. We need
to show that the following diagram (H;) commutes for any (U, ), (V,v), (W,w) € ZL:

a C
UeaV)aW —"" . Ue(VeW) — - (VaW)aU
CU,v®idWl lav,w,u
a id C
Vel)oW —2"Y _yveweow) 29 v e weU),

For this purpose, let ©w € U,v € V,w € W, then we have

av.uw © Cuvew o avyvw((u®v) ® w)
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= avuw © Covew (i (v) ® (ve ww)))
= (B w8 (ven) B (wey))aviow

(R? - (v 2 @ w™2)(v) @ w(wpy)) ® RY - 173 (uq)))
= (Bluc)lv—nBwcn))avuw

(R® - (v 2(v(0)) @ w ™ (w(g))) @ RY - 173 (u()))
= (Blu )!’U( nBw))

TR v ) @ (B w0 (wg) © alBY) - 1 (uge))

(Blu-1 )!’U( nB(w-1)))
v=3(v(0) ® (a(RP) - w™ (wg)) @ (RWrM) - p=2(u(g)))

—

(QHAS3)

and
(idy ® Cyw) o avuw o (Cuyv & idw)((u ® v) @ w)
= (ueyloen)dy @ Cow) o avuw(R® v 2(vg) @ RY - 17 (ug))) @ w)
= (u(_l)\v( )>(Zdv ® CUW) I(R(2)) SV (1)(0)) & (R(l) . ,u_2(U(0)) & w(w))
= (uenylven) (B ey —1)IB(w-1)))
a M (RP) v 3(ve) @ (r® - w T (wey) @ r - @2 (a(BW) - 1 (we)0))))
WS (5 (way) o B w12 Bny))
a M (RP) v 3(v) @ (r® - w T (w() ® a HEWRW) - 2 (ug)
(CHA2)

(w8~ (v w-1))
a M (RP) v 3 (v) @ (r® - w T (w(e) ® a HEWRW) - 2 (u )
= (Blup)lveyBwy))
R® v 3(v0) ® (a(r®) - w ™ (wy) ® (MW RY) - 172 ()
Since r = R, it follows that CLV,U,WOCU,V(@WOCLU,V,W = (idv®cU7w)oaV7U7WO(CU7V ®idw),

that is, the diagram (H;) commutes.
Now we check that the diagram (Hz) commutes for any (U, u), (V,v), (W,w) € BL:

—1
Ay v,w Cugv,w

U ((VeW) UV) oW ———Wx(UxV)

idU@CV’W\L laW%U,V
o Cu.w®id

Us(WaV)—" _wew)eV YN wev)sV.

In fact, for any u € U,v € V,w € W, we obtain

aytyy © Coavw © agyu(u® (v w))

aytuy © Cusvar (n(u) © v) @ w™ (w))
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= (ﬂ_l(u(_l))ﬂ (v—2))|B~ ( )>aWUV
(R® - w3 (w)) ® R(l) (N ) @ v (v(0))))
= (Bly)vylBwn))ayly
(R - w3 wi)) @ (R - 1™ (u0)) @ RS v~ (v(0)))
= (Blucy))vlBwr)))
(W(R® - w2 (w)) ® B 5 (uggy)) @ o LB 173 ()
= (Blun)ve-nlBw-)))
(@™ (R?) - w(wyo) @ R - 17 (up)) @ a(RSY) - v(v(g))
(Blu1))v—nlBw))
(e HRDr@) . w2 (we) ® RY - 17 () @ o (M) - v ().

(QHA2)

Also we can get

v lwen) (Cow @idv) o agly (u @ (R - w2 (we) ® RY - v7(vg))))
(Cow @ idy)((u(u) ® R - w™(w)) ® a”(BRW) - 173 (vg)))
(Blu)IB™ (woy-1)

(r® . w” (0(3(2)) ‘W 2(w(o)(o))) or® . uHug)) ® a™ (RW) - v (v(g))
(HCM?2) _
= (v )Iﬁ Hweny) (Blu1) 187 (w(1)2))
(r® - (@M RBP) - w P (w)) @ Y - T ugg))) @ aHRW) v (yg)
(CHA1)
= (ucnB (v lwe)
(@ (rPRPY w2 (wi)) @M - T yg))) @ aHRW) v (v ).

So the diagram (Hz) commutes since = R. This ends the proof.

Corollary 3.2. Under the hypotheses of the Theorem 3.1, the braiding C' is a solution of

the quantum Yang-Baxter equation
(idW & CUy) o aw,u,v © (CU,W & idv) o a‘;,%va o (idU & CV,W) oay,v,w

= awyvyo (Cwy ®idy)o a;Vl,V,U o (idy ® Cuyw) cavuw o (Cuy ® idw).
Proof. Straightforward.
Lemma 3.3. Let (H,R,«) be a quasitriangular Hom-Hopf algebra and (B, (|),) a

coquasitriangular Hom-Hopf algebra. Define a linear map

(HB)®@M — M,(h®@x) = m= (:L'|m(_1)>oz_3(h) -,u_l(m(o)),
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for any h € H,x € B and m € (M, u) € BIL. Then (M, i) becomes a left (H @ B)-Hom-

module.

Proof. It is sufficient to show that the Hom-module action defined above satisfies Defini-
tion 1.2. For any h,g € H,z,y € B and m € M, we have

(1g ® 1g) = m = (1plmy) 1 - p~" (mq)) = e(m_1))m) = p(m).

That is, (1g®1p) — m = u(m). For the equality u((h®@z) = m) = (a(h)®@B(x)) — u(m),

we have

(a(h) ® B(z)) = p(m) = (B(x)|B(m(1)))a"?(h) - m)
= (zlmry)a*(h) -m() = p((h® ) = m),

as required. Finally, we check the expression ((h ® z)(g ® y)) — p(m) = (a(h) ® B(z)) —
((g ® y) — m). For this, we calculate

So (M, u) is a left (H ® B)-Hom-module. The proof is completed.

Lemma 3.4. Let (H,R,«a) be a quasitriangular Hom-Hopf algebra and (B, {(|),3) a

coquasitriangular Hom-Hopf algebra. Define a linear map
p: M — (H®B)@ M, p(m) =m_y @mpg = R® B (m_y) @RV - p~ (m)),

for any m € (M, u). Then (M, p) becomes a left (H ® B)-Hom-comodule.

Proof. We first show that p satisfies Eq. (HCM2). On the one side, we have

A(mi_y)) ® p(myq))
(R @ B3 (m(_11)) ® (B @ B3 (m(_1)2)) ® a(RY) - m)
(a(r®) @ 2(m(—1)))®(a( ) @ B3 (mgy-1))) @ a(RW) (W - 172 (mg)(0)))-

On the other side, we have
(a® B)(m-1)) ® p(mg)
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= (a(r®) @ B2 (m_1))) @ (R @ B73((rW - = (mg))) (1)) @ RV
(W T ) o)
= (a(r®) e g (m(—l))) ® (R® @ B73(mgy—1y)) ® RV - (rW - 172 (mg(0)))-

Since R is a-invariant, we have A(m_y)) @ p(mg) = (@ ® B)(m_1)) @ p(m[g)), as needed.
For Eq. (HCM1), we have

(en @ep)(miy)mg = en(R?)ep(m_y))RY - = (m(g))
= 1lpg-m=p(m),
(@@ B)(m—y) @ u(mp) = ( ( D)@ B7(m_1))) @ p(RY - 1™ (mpy))
= RP@p3(B(my))) @ RY -y (u(mg)))
= ﬁ(u(m)),

as desired. And this finishes the proof.

Theorem 3.5. Let (H,R,a) be a quasitriangular Hom-Hopf algebra and (B, (]),3) a
coquasitriangular Hom-Hopf algebra. Then the Hom-Long dimodules category EIIL is a
monoidal subcategory of Hom-Yetter-Drinfeld category gggY]D).

Proof. Let m € (M,p) € 5L and h € H. Here we first note that p(h - = (mp))) =
moy(—1) ® a(h) - = (mgy))- It is sufficient to show that the left (H ® B)-Hom-module
action in Lemma 3.3 and the left (H ® B)-Hom-comodule structure in Lemma 3.4 satisfy
the compatible condition Eq. (HYD). Indeed, for any h € H, x € B, m € M, we have

(b1 @ 1) (@ @ B)(m_1)) ® (0 (ha) @ B°(22)) = my
= ma(R®) @ 2(m( 1) ® (B (@) (R - 5= (mo))) (=1)Yha - ™ (R - ™ (o)) o))
= ha(RP) @187 (m_1y1) @ (8 (w2)Im_1)2)ha - (R - 5= (myg)))
= ha(R®) @ 21572 (m_1y1) © (22187 (m_1y0))a" (hea(BY)) - )
= Ry @ B3 (m_1y)z2(z1] B (m—1n)) ® (@ H(RW)a™ (hy)) - mg
= (a®(z1)Im—1))RPhy ® B3 (mg)(—1)) 22 ® (@ (RM)a ™t (hy)) - 1 (myo)0))
= (o?(z1)[m_1))(R® @ B73(a” (hl)'M_l(m(O))(_l)))(h2®x2)

R -y () - p= (M) )

= (?(h) ® B (21)) — my_q)(he ® 22) ® (a?(h1) ® B%(21)) — myg)-

So (M, u) € ZggHYD. The proof is completed.

Proposition 3.6. Under the hypotheses of the Theorem 3.5, E]L is a braided monoidal
subcategory of gggHYD
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Proof. It is sufficient to show that the braiding in the category E]L is compatible to the
braiding in HggHYD In fact, for any m € (M, p) and n € (N,v), we have

Cun(men) = (@ARP)® B (m_y)) = v n)@a H(BY) - 12 (m)
= (B (m )|5 Y(n 1))>Oé Y(R®). V_z( n)) ® a N (RW) - ™2 (mg))
= <m(—1)|n(—1)>R(2) 'V_2(n( 1) @ RY - 172 (mg),

as desired.This finishes the proof.

4 Symmetries in Hom-Long dimodule categories

In this section, we obtain a sufficient condition for the Hom-Long dimodule category

E]L to be symmetric.

Let C be a monoidal category and C a braiding on C. The braiding C' is called a
symmetry [I0, 1] if Cy x o Cxy = idxgy for all X,Y € C, and the category C is called

symmetric.

Proposition 4.1. Let (H, R, ) be a triangular Hom-Hopf algebra and (B, §) a Hom-Hopf
algebra. Then the category yM of left (H, o)-Hom-modules is a symmetric subcategory of
BIL under the left (B, 3)-comodule structure p(m) = 15 ® u(m), where m € (M, pn) € gM,
and the braiding is defined as

Cun:M@N—-NoMmen—R?D v (n)®RY . p~(m),

for allm e (M, pn) € gM,n € (N,v) € gM.

Proof. It is clear that (M,p,u) is a left (B, 3)-Hom-comodule under the left (B, 3)-
comodule structure given above. Now we check that the left (B, ()-comodule structure
satisfies the compatible condition Eq. (2.1). For this purpose, we take h € H,m €
(M, ) € gM, and calculate

p(h-m) =15 @ p(h-m) = Lg @ a(h) - p(m) = B(m_1)) ® a(h) - m).

So, Eq. (2.1) holds. That is, (M, p, ) is an (H, B)-Hom-Long dimodule.

Next we verify that any morphism in gM is left (B, )-colinear, too. Indeed, for any
m € (M,u) € gM and n € (N,v) € gM. Assume that f: (M, ) — (N,v) is a morphism
in gM, then

(idp @ f)p(m) =15 @ f(u(m)) = 1z @ v(f(m)) = p(f(m)).

So f is left (B, B)-colinear, as desired. Therefore, yM is a subcategory of EIL.
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Finally, we prove that gM is a symmetric subcategory of gIL. Since Cyyn(m @ n) =
R® .y~ (n)® R . y=1(m), for all m € (M, ) € gM and n € (N, v) € gM, we have

CnmoCun(men) = Cyu(R® -7 (n)@ R . p~ (m))
= @ YRY . m) @ r® v YR Ly (n)
_ @ (a_l(R(l)) 2 (m)) @ e (a‘l(R(Q)) - v72(n))
= o '(®RO) N m) @ a (T WRP) 17 (n)
= lg-p'(m)@ly-v i n)=men.

It follows that the braiding Cjs n is symmetric. The proof is completed.

Proposition 4.2. Let (B,(|),3) be a cotriangular Hom-Hopf algebra and (H,«a) a
Hom-Hopf algebra. Then the category M of left (B, 3)-Hom-comodules is a symmet-
ric subcategory of P under the left (H,a)-module action h-m = e(h)u(m), where
h € H,m € (M,u) € BM, and the braiding is given by

Cun:MON =+ NM,men— <m(_1)\n(_1)>y_2(n(0)) ®,u_2(m(0)),

for all m € (M, u) € BM,n € (N,v) € BM.

Proof. We first show that the left (H, a)-module action defined above forces (M, ) to
be a left (H, «)-module, but this is easy to check. For the compatible condition Eq. (2.1),
we take h € H,m € (M, ) € BM and calculate as follows:

p(h-m)=1p® pu(h-m)=1p ®e(h)u(m) = B(m-1)) ® a(h) - m(g).

So, Eq. (2.1) holds, as required. Therefore, (M, p, i) is an (H, B)-Hom-Long dimodule.

Now we verify that any morphism in ®M is left (H,)-linear, too. Indeed, for any
m € (M,p) € PM and n € (N,v) € P°M. Assume that f: (M, u) — (N,v) is a morphism
in BM, then

F(h-m) = f(e(hyu(m)) = e(Wu(f(m)) = h - f(m).

So f is left (H,a)-linear, as desired. Therefore, PM is a subcategory of E]L.
Finally, we show that M is a symmetric subcategory of EL. Since Cprn(m ®@n) =
<m(_1)\n(_1)>y_1(n(0)) ® u‘l(m(o)), for all m € (M, 1) € BM and n € (N,v) € BM, then

CN,MOCM7N(m®n)
= (myIne)Cnm (v (ng) ® p(m)))
= (m1)lnen) (B (noy 1) 1B~ (mo1)) (1™ (moy0)) ® v~ *(n(0)(0))
(

-1)
= (B mey)IB () B ()18 m12)) ™ (m)) ® v (n(g))
= E(m(—l))ﬁ(n(—l))u_l(m(m) ®V_1(n(0)) =m®n,
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where the fourth equality holds since (|) is S-invariant. It follows that the braiding Cps n

is symmetric. The proof is completed.

Theorem 4.3. Let (H, ) be a triangular Hom-Hopf algebra and (B, {|), 5) a cotriangular
Hom-Hopf algebra. Then the category EL is symmetric.

Proof. For any m € (M,p) € BIL and n € (N,v) € BL, we have

Cnv o Cy,n(m®n)

= (mylnen)Onar(R? - v (ngg)) @ RY - 5=2(mq)))

= (m)lnen) (B -n)IB(me) 1))
r@ 2 (@(RW) - p=2(mioy ) @ 1V - v 2 (@(RP) - v (ngy o))

= <5‘1(m(_1)1)|5_1(n(_1)1)>(ﬁ (n(-1)2)18~ (m( 12))
a‘l(r(z)R(”)'u‘z(m(m)@a YR v ()

g - 2 (m)) ® Ly - v 2 (n))

pH (mg)) @ v (ngg))

as desired. This finishes the proof.

5 New solutions of the Hom-Long Equation

In this section, we will present a kind of new solutions of the Hom-Long equation.

Definition 5.1. Let (H,«a) be a Hom-bialgebra and (M, ) a Hom-module over (H,«).
Then R € End(M ® M) is called the solution of the Hom-Long equation if it satisfies the

nonlinear equation:
R12 o R23 — R23 o R12, (51)

where R"?2 = R® 1, R? = n® R.

Example 5.2. If R € End(M ® M) is invertible, then it is easy to see that R is a solution
of the Hom-Long equation if and only if R~ is too.

Example 5.3. Let (M, p) an (H, oo)-Hom-module with a basis {m1,ma,--- ,m,}. Assume
that p is given by u(m;) = a;m;, where a; € k, i =1,2,--- ,n. Define a map

R: MM — M ® M, R(mi®mj):b,-jmi®mj,

where b;; € k, i,j = 1,2,,--- ,n. Then R is a solution of the Hom-Long equation (5.1).
Furthermore, if a; = 1, for all i = 1,2,--- ,n, then R is a solution of the classical Long
equation.
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Proposition 5.4. Let (M,u) an (H,a)-Hom-module with a basis {my,mg,--- ,my}.
Assume that R, S € End(M ® M, ® p~1) given by the matrix formula

R(my, ® my) = xm; @ p~ (my), S(mg @ my) = yim; @ p=" (my),
and p(my) = zlm;, where :Eg, y,?l, 2 € k. Then S'2 0 R?3 = R?3 0 512 if and only if

i gk pa _ pak, ij
Zuwiyij =% xju;yuv?

for all k,p,q,u,v,w =1,2,--- ,n. In particular, R is a solution of Hom-Long equation if
and only if
2T = 25T T

Proof. According to the definition of R, S, 1, we have

S12 0 RB(my, @ my @my,) = S2(zim; @ 238 m; @ p~my))
=zl yll(mp © p(mg) @ my),
R® 0 S (m, @m, @my) = R®P(ym; @ p~Hmj) @my,)

g & _
= Y2y, (mp ® p (mg) @ my,).

It follows that S'2 o R? = R?3 0 §12 if and only if zix{ﬁyﬁ}g =2 azgfuyffv Furthermore,
R2 o0 R% = R 6 R12 if and only if zix%’fuxg-] = zf-) x?fvznlujv. The proof is completed.

In the following proposition, we use the notation: for any F' € End(M ®@ M), we denote
FR=F@uF?B =pu@F, FB = (id®71)o(F@u)o(id®7), and 7112 (z0y®2) = (2, z,y).

Proposition 5.5. Let (M,p) an (H,«)-Hom-module and R € End(M ® M). The
following statements are equivalent:

(1) R is a solution of the Hom-Long equation.

(2) U = 7o R is a solution of the equation:

U1 o 23 — £(123) 18 o 12,
(3) T = Ro T is a solution of the equation:
712 o 13 — 28 o 13 o - (123)
(4) W =70 Ror is a solution of the equation:
F123) Q23 o 18 — 12 o 118 o £(123)

Proof. We just prove(1l) < (2), and similar for (1) < (3) and (1) < (4). Since R =710U,
R is a solution of the Hom-Long equation if and only if R'? o0 R?3 = R?3 o R'2, that is,

7_12 ° U12 ° 7_23 o U23 — 7_23 ° U23 ° 7_12 o U12. (52)
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While 7120U207% = 1B orB30U and 120U 072 = 7807120013, (5.2) is equivalent
to
7280718086 UB = 12861126 U183 0 12,

which is equivalent to U3 o U2 = 7(123) 5 713 6 12 from the fact 723 o 712 = 7(123),

Next we will present a new solution for Hom-Long equation by the Hom-Long dimodule

structures. For this, we give the notion of (H, a)-Hom-Long dimodules.

Definition 5.6. Let (H,«) a Hom-bialgebra. A left-left (H,«)-Hom-Long dimodule is
a quadrupl (M, -, p, u), where (M, -, ) is a left (H, «)-Hom-module and (M, p, u) is a left
(H, a)-Hom-comodule such that

plh-m) = a(m (1)) ® a(h) - mo, (53)

for all h € H and m € M.

Remark 5.7. Clearly, left-left (H,«)-Hom-Long dimodules is a special case of (H, B)-
Hom-Long dimodules in Definition 2.1 by setting (H, «) = (B, f3).

Example 5.8. Let (H, «) be a Hom-bialgebra and (M, -, ) be a left (H, «)-Hom-module.
Define a left (H, a)-Hom-module structure and a left (H, a)-Hom-comodule structure on
(H® M,a® pu) as follows:

h-(gem)=a(g)®h-pum), plgem)=g ®ge® um),

for all h,g € H and m € M. Then (H ® M,a ® p) is an (H, «)-Hom-Long dimodule.
Example 5.9. Let (H,a) be a Hom-bialgebra and (M, p,u) be a left (H,«)-Hom-

comodule. Define a left (H, a/)-Hom-module structure and be a left (H, o)-Hom-comodule

structure on (H @ M, ® p) as follows:
h-(g@m)=hg@p(m), plg®m)=m_®alg)@rmo,

for all h,g € H and m € M. Then (H ® M,a ® p) is an (H, «)-Hom-Long dimodule.

Theorem 5.10. Let (H,«) be a Hom-bialgebra and (M, -, p, ) be a (H, «)-Hom-Long
dimodule. Then the map

Ry - MM —- MM, m&n+— n_j-m®Q ny, (5.4)

is a solution of the Hom-Long equation, for any m,n € M.

Proof. For any [,m,n € M, we calculate

RIZoRB(lom®n) = RPZul) e n_y) - m®no)
= (n(1) -m) 1) - p(l) ® (n(-1) - m)o ® p(no)
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= a(m(_l)) . M(l) ® a(n(_l)) -mo & M(no),
RijoRjjl@men) = Rip(m_y)-1©mo® p(n))
= plmyy 1) ® a(nyy)) -mo @ p(no)
= a(my) - p(l) ® aln-1)) - mo @ p(no).
So we have le\;[ o Rﬁf’[ = R?\;} o R}\?, as desired. And this finishes the proof.
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