MODULE CATEGORIES, INTERNAL BIMODULES AND TAMBARA MODULES

MATEUSZ STROINSKI

ABSTRACT. We use the theory of Tambara modules to extend and generalize the reconstruction theorem for module
categories over a rigid monoidal category to the non-rigid case. We show a biequivalence between the 2-category
of cyclic module categories over a monoidal category ¥ and the bicategory of algebra and bimodule objects in the
category of Tambara modules on €. Using it, we prove that a cyclic module category can be reconstructed as the
category of certain free module objects in the category of Tambara modules on ¥, and give a sufficient condition
for its reconstructability as module objects in ¥. To that end, we extend the definition of the Cayley functor to
the non-closed case, and show that Tambara modules give a proarrow equipment for ¥-module categories, in which
%-module functors are characterized as 1-morphisms admitting a right adjoint. Finally, we show that the 2-category
of all ¥-module categories embeds into the 2-category of categories enriched in Tambara modules on ¥, giving an
“action via enrichment” result.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Just like the main application of representation theory is describing linear algebraic symmetries controlled by an algebraic
object, higher representation theory can be viewed as the study of categorical symmetries controlled by a monoidal
category. This representation theoretic perspective has been prominent ever since the concept of categorification was
first formulated in [Cr], [CF]. Indeed, the development of higher representation theory also parallels that of classical
representation theory: the study of categorical symmetries such as those exhibited by the Jones polynomial and
described via Khovanov homology in [Kh], or those exhibited by the category O associated to a complex semisimple
Lie algebra, and described via projective functors in [BGG|, [So], has produced a number of monoidal categories defined
to capture the observed categorical action.

This has deeply influenced the abstract study of monoidal categories suitable for categorification (thus, in particular,
k-linear over a ground field k), and axiomatizations of their properties in notions such as tensor categories or fusion
categories, both studied extensively in [EGNO]. This further led to the development of theories aiming at understanding
abstractly the actions of a given monoidal category, or, again similarly to representation theory, understanding the
monoidal category via its actions. Notable examples of such theories include the study of 2-Kac-Moody algebras of
[Rou], the study of finitary 2-representations initiated by Mazorchuk-Miemietz in [MMI], and the study of module
categories over tensor categories, as described in [EGNO| Chapter 7].

One of the main tools of the latter two is internalization of categorical actions - given a module category M over a
monoidal category &, one looks for an algebra object (which in this document is synonymous with a monoid object)
A in % such that there is an equivalence, or embedding, of ¥-module categories, from M to the category mod4—A of
right A-module objects in €. The action of € on mod4—A here is simply by tensoring over % the most elementary
example is Vecy acting on mod A, for any k-algebra A, where each vector space V' acts on mod A as the functor
sending a module M to the module V ®x M. Internalizing a module category gives it a much more explicit form
which often greatly facilitates its study, and also closely ties the problems of understanding the structure of M with
that of understanding the structure of A. Essentially all general results about internalizing module categories require
three ingredients:

(1) some finiteness assumptions on € and M;

(2) the presence of a generator X € M, i.e. an object such that the collection {MFX |F € €} generates the
category in some sense, e.g. under taking direct sums and direct summands;

(3) the assumption that € is rigid.

Combining assumption [I] and assumption [3 one concludes that, for any objects Y, Z € M, there is an object {Y, Z}
representing the functor
(1) Hompn (M(—)Y, Z) : €°PP — Vecy; alternatively the functor Homp (Y, M(—)Z) : € — Vecy.

One then shows that the object {X, X'} admits the structure of an algebra object and so we can define A as {X, X}.
One of the earliest results of this kind is [Os| Theorem 1]:
Theorem. Let € be a semisimple rigid monoidal category with finitely many irreducible objects and irreducible unit

object. Let M be a semisimple €-module category. There is a semisimple algebra object A € € such that the
©-module categories Ml and mod4—A are equivalent.

Relaxing the semisimplicity assumption, we may instead assume that % is finitary i.e. that, as a category, it is equivalent
to A—proj for some finite-dimensional k-algebra A. In this setting, we have the following result:
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Theorem ([MMMT]| Theorem 4.7]). Let € be a finitary rigid monoidal category with an indecomposable unit object.
Let M be a finitary ¢-module category. There is a coalgebra object C € € such that the €-module categories M and
comodg C are equivalent.

The two differences between these two results is that we obtain a coalgebra object rather than an algebra object, and
that this coalgebra object lies in the injective abelianization € of €, rather than in € itself. The injective abelianization
is a diagrammatic construction introduced in [MMMT], Section 3.2], which, as we show in this document, is monoidally
equivalent to the finite completion of € endowed with the monoidal structure given by Day convolution. The latter
difference immediately indicates a strategy for removing the finiteness assumptions: in Section we show that the
functor Hompp(M(—)X, X)) is an algebra object in the presheaf category [6°PP, Vecy], again using Day convolution.
In the presence of finiteness assumptions ensuring the representability of this functor, the algebra object structure on
{X, X} of [Os] is obtained by pulling back the one we define on Homp(M(—)X, X) along the Yoneda embedding.
As we show in Theorem [IT.11] if € is rigid, this allows us to realize M as the category of certain Hompg (M (—)X, X)-
modules in [€°PP, Vecy], namely those module objects which could be called €-projective.

The fact that the object obtained in [MMMT] is a coalgebra object comes from the fact that the injective abelianization
is monoidally equivalent to the Isbell dual of the category of finite-dimensional presheaves on %, i.e. € ~ [€, veck]°P,
and similarly to Hompy (M(—)X, X)), the functor Homp (X, M(—)X) used in [MMMT] is an algebra object in the
copresheaf category [¢, Veck]. Thus, allowing the algebra and coalgebra objects to live in various cocompletions and
completions of &, we extend the results of [Os], [MMMT] in the absence of finiteness/representability conditions, as
long as we keep the rigidity assumption on %.

The main aim of this document is to extend the internalization results beyond the rigid case. In order to do that, we
need to embed % in yet another monoidal category, in which the monoid objects for the ¥-module categories will live.
This category is the category of (classical) Tambara modules over %.

Tambara modules (under the name of distributors of tensor categories) were first introduced in [Ta]. A (classical)
Tambara module is a profunctor ¥ —» % with a %-action, satisfying certain coherence axioms. In other words, a

Tambara module is a functor & : ¥°PP ®y ¥ — Vecy together with maps 7“;;;1:_’(3 :3(F,G) — &(H éF, H (i) G), for
all F,G,H € %, natural in F, G and extranatural in H. Tambara modules can be composed similarly to profunctors,
so we obtain a monoidal category €-Tamb(%,%). In the introduction to [Ta], Tambara states:

“Such distributors arise in studying extensions of a tensor category. Given a tensor functor A — B, set
L(X,Y) = Homp(X,Y) for X, Y € A".

Here, the tensor functor is assumed to be the identity on objects; for a general monoidal functor [ : &7 — £, we write
$(K,L) = Homg(FK,FL).

Observe that F endows # with the structure of an o/~module category via A ¢4 B := F(A) é B, for A € & and
B e A. If F is essentially surjective, then the unit object 14 of & generates 4 under the o/-action. We may thus
write $(K,L) = Homg (K ¢% 14,L % 1%). Generalizing to an arbitrary ¥-module category M with a generator X,
we obtain the Tambara module [X, X given by [X, X|(K, L) = Homm(M(K)X, M(L)X). Observe that this is a
“two-sided” version of the (co)presheaf considered in Equation ({l). This observation not only correctly indicates that
[X, X] is the monoid object we want, but in a sense serves as a guiding principle for this document.

Indeed, for @-module categories M, N with generators X € M,Y € N and a %-module functor ® : M — N,
the Tambara module Homn(IN(—)Y,N(—)® (X)) is naturally a [Y,Y]-[X, X]-bimodule and, similarly, ¥-module
transformations give rise to bimodule morphisms. However, not every bimodule gives a ¢-module functor. From
the category theoretic point of view, bimodules should correspond to “@-module profunctors’. We argue that the
correct notion of a %-module profunctor is again that of a Tambara module, in the generalized sense introduced in
[CEGLMPR]. A (generalized) Tambara module M — N is a profunctor N°? ®, M — Vecy together with a €-action
similar to the classical case.

It should be observed here that the main source of current interest in Tambara modules lies in the study of the
categorical aspects of functional programming, as for instance in [CEGLMPR].

Before describing the paper in greater detail, we list our main results, most of which we have already indicated.
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Theorem 1 (Theorem B22). The proarrow equipment P : €-Mod — €-Tamb is a map equipment. A Tambara
module between Cauchy complete €-module categories has a right adjoint if and only if it is representable.

Here, P is the pseudofunctor from the bicategory of ¥-module categories, ¥-module functors and ¢-module trans-
formations, to the bicategory of ©-module categories, (generalized) Tambara modules and their morphisms. It being
a map equipment means that it is locally full and faithful, and that each %-module functor admits a right adjoint in
@-Tamb. The latter part of the claim shows that a Tambara module admitting a right adjoint is necessarily isomorphic
to a Tambara module given by a ¥-module functor. This is completely analogous to the map equipment Cat — Prof,
making precise the claim that Tambara modules are to ¢-module functors as profunctors are to functors.

Theorem 2 (Theorem [B.11]). The pseudofunctor 7% : €-Tamby — Bimod(%-Tamb(%, %)) is a biequivalence.

This is arguably the main theorem of the paper, showing not only an internalization statement, but a full biequivalence
between the bicategory of %¥-module categories with a cyclic generator, Tambara modules between these and their
morphisms, and the bicategory of algebra objects in ¢-Tamb(%, %), bimodule objects between them and bimodule
morphisms.

Combining Theorem [ with Theorem 2, we find the following:

Theorem 3 (Theorem [03). Let M, N be cyclic €-module categories. Choose a cyclic generator X for M and a
cyclic generator Y for N. The module categories M, N are equivalent if and only if the algebra objects [ X, X],[Y,Y]
in €-Tamb(€,€) are Morita equivalent.

Using the proof of Theorem [B.11] one easily concludes that we may reconstruct a cyclic ¥-module category M as the
category of “@-projective” [X, X]-module objects in €-Tamb(%, €); this is Lemma We also find a canonical
morphism wx x, “from Hompm(M(—)X, X) to Hommy(M(—)X,M(—)X)", which, in some sense, measures how
well the one-sided construction in the presheaf category approximates the full, two-sided Tambara module. If wx x is
invertible, we may again reconstruct M as the category of free {X, X }-modules in "

Theorem 4 (Theorem[II.1Iland Corollary[I1.12)). Ifwx, x is an isomorphism, then there is an equivalence of €-module
categories between M and the category of “€-projective” Hompn (M(—)X, X )-modules. If Homp(M(—)X, X) is
representable, then wx x is invertible if and only if

(F,G® {X, X}) - (MFX,MGX)
f— MGevx omg (x x} o Mfx

is invertible, for all B, G € €. In that case, there is an equivalence of €-module categories between M and the Cauchy
completion of the category of free { X, X }-module objects in €.

Finally, if we do not want to assume the existence of a generator X, we may follow the approach considered in much
greater generality in the category theoretic setting by [GP]. In our case it specializes to the observation that, if € is
rigid and for all objects Y, Z € M the internal Hom object {Y, Z} of € exists, then we obtain a @-enriched category M
with ObM = ObM and Homum (Y, Z) = {Y, Z}. This gives a 2-functor ¢-IntMod — é—Cat from the 2-category
of internalizable ¥-module categories to that of %-enriched categories. This 2-functor is a 2-equivalence onto its
essential image (which is given by %-tensored €-categories). We generalize this beyond the rigid or internalizable
case:

Theorem 5 (Theorem [[2.I0). There is a 2-functor S : €-Mod — €-Tamb(%, €)®°PP—Cat which is a 2-equivalence
onto its essential image.

The paper is organized as follows.

o Section [2 consists of a summary of notational conventions as well as the necessary preliminaries on module
categories and Tambara modules.

e In [PS], it is shown that the category of (classical) Tambara modules is an Eilenberg-Moore category for a
monad on [€®k€°PP, Vecy]. Section[lrecalls the description of free objects in this Eilenberg-Moore category.
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e Section[establishes Theorem[I] by first showing that ¥-Mod acts on €-Tamb via restrictions, similarly to the
bicategory of k-algebras acting on the bicategory of bimodules over k-algebras by restrictions which “twist”
the module structures. It also shows that categories of Tambara modules are tame, i.e. satisfy cocompleteness
conditions necessary for the categories of internal bimodules to be well-behaved.

o SectionB]defines the pseudofunctor 7% of Theorem[2 in particular showing its pseudofunctoriality, and showing
that the definition of 7 does not depend on the choice of generators for our module categories - all choices
give equivalent pseudofunctors.

e Section [l shows that 7 is compatible with restrictions, i.e. that 7¢ is “natural in €.

o Section [7] shows that 7 is essentially surjective.

o Section [ shows that 7 is locally an equivalence.

It should be remarked that, with the exception of Section we do not pass to strictifications to omit the
coherence cells in our computations. Some of the applications we have in mind crucially use these cells, so
our proofs rely on explicit calculations inevitably involving coherence cells. As a consequence of this approach,
we need to tackle a minor coherence problem in Section Bl using a strategy similar to MacLane's proof of
the coherence theorem for monoidal categories.

e Section [@] states and shows Theorem [3

e Section[I0T] recalls the Cayley functor [, Veck] — €-Tamb(%, €) defined by [PS] in the case of right-closed
%. We give a different interpretation of this functor, which allows us to easily extend it to the general case
(relaxing the closedness assumption).

e In Section[I0.2] we prove Corollary[I0.8] stating that the algebra and coalgebra structures of [Os| and [MMMT]
can be defined already on the level of (co)presheaf categories. After that, we define the morphism wx x of
Theorem [ and, in [0.IT] we show that it is a monoid morphism which is invertible if € is rigid.

o In Section[10.3 we show that the central notion of 2-representation theory, that is, the notion of a simple transi-
tive 2-representation, corresponds precisely to the simplicity of the monoid associated to the 2-representation.
This is Corollary We then show that the projective and injective abelianizations are given by finite
cocompletion and completion, and, in Corollary [10.26] reprove the main results of [MMMT] using the biequiv-
alence 71.

e Section [I0.4] uses the theory of monoidal posets to provide an example of an infinite family of module
categories over a fixed monoidal category which cannot be distinguished using their Ostrik algebras or MMMTZ
coalgebras, showing that these do not provide complete invariants of module categories, and that in the non-
rigid case our results are strictly stronger than those of [Os] and [MMMT].

e Section [T1] shows that our results can be used to reconstruct, or even internalize, cyclic module categories -
its main result is Theorem [

e Finally, Section shows that (classical) Tambara modules can be used to give a “action via enrichment”
result in the non-rigid case, namely Theorem
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Quantum Theory at University of Leeds in July, 2022. The author would thus also like to thank the organizers of this
research school, as well as Richard Garner and Christina Vasilakopoulou who taught the course. Finally, the author
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout, we fix a field k. All the categories, functors, transformations, monoidal categories, bicategories etc. are
assumed to be k-linear. In other words, we implicitly work in the V-enriched setting for V = Veck. Our arguments
apply for similarly for other familiar choices of VV where one can prove the commutativity of diagrams on the level of
elements, such as Ab, Set or R-Mod for R a commutative domain.
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2.1. Notational conventions. The notational conventions specified below will be followed throughout the document,
unless otherwise stated. The definitions of some of the notions below are recalled later in this section.

Categories are denoted by calligraphic capital letters, A, B,C and the like.

Functors are denoted by F, G and the like.

Natural transformations are denoted by t, d, g,k and the like.

Objects in an ordinary category are denoted by X, Y, Z, and the like.

Morphisms in an ordinary category are denoted by f, g, h, and the like. The identity morphism of an object
X e C is denoted by idx.

Monoidal categories are denoted denoted by ¥, Z and the like.

Objects of a monoidal category ¢ are denoted by roman capital letters, F', G, H and the like.

Morphisms of a monoidal category € are denoted by roman lowercase letters, f, g, h and the like.

We denote the tensor product functor of a monoidal category € by — é —. Thus, for any objects F, G, we
obtain objects F (;j G and G (;jF If there is no risk of ambiguity, we may omit the superscript or the tensor
product symbol itself, thus denoting F®G by FG, and G®F simply by GF. If € is the bicategory Bnnod(A)

of bimodule objects over a monoid object A in a monoidal category &, we may alternatively write F ® G as
F®aG

The unit object of a monoidal category € is denoted by 1. If there is no risk of ambiguity, the superscript
will be omitted.

The left unitor, right unitor and associator transformations for a monoidal category % are denoted by
If there is no risk of ambiguity, the superscript will be omitted. For any F,G,H € Ob%, we obtain the

component isomorphisms IZ : 1y ® F>SF, 6 :F1 > F and a% cn (FGH = F(GH).

More generally, we use superscript decorations to denote the structures the decorated objects belong to,
and subscript decorations to denote the components of the decorated objects. Identity objects, functors and
morphisms are an exception to this.

The identity morphisms of a %-enriched category A are denoted by e{ : 14 — A(X, X), for any X € A.

The composition morphisms of A are denoted by Cé;x,z cAY, Z) éA(X, Y) - A(X, Z).

%-module categories are denoted by boldface capital letters, K, M, N and the like.

Structure morphisms of a ¥-module category M are denoted by m; the unitality morphisms and the multiplica-
tivity morphisms are distinguished by the number of subscripts. We thus have the invertible transformation
m; : Iyt — Mg, and, for any F, G € €, we obtain an invertible transformation mp ¢ : MGMF = MGF.
%-module functors are denoted by capital Greek letters, @, W, X and the like.

%-module transformations are denoted by t, d, g, k and the like. This notation coincides with our notation for
ordinary natural transformations; we will specify the ¥-module property explicitly.

Tambara modules are denoted by uppercase typewriter Greek letters, &, ¥, & and the like. Composition of
Tambara modules is denoted by — ¢ —.

Tambara morphisms are denoted by typewriter lowercase letters, t,d, g,k and the like.

We apply the same conventions for profunctors without Tambara structure as for Tambara modules.
Bicategories are denoted by o7, Z and the like. This coincides with our notation for monoidal categories; in
case of ambiguity we will explicitly specify which kind of structure is considered.

Pseudofunctors are denoted by F, G and the like.

Pseudonatural transformations are denoted by t, d, g,k and the like.

We denote by Caty the closed monoidal bicategory of (k-linear) categories, functors and natural transforma-
tions. We denote the tensor product of (k-linear) categories A, B by A ®x B

Given objects X, Y of a category A, we will interchangeably denote the space of morphisms in A from X to
Y by Hom4(X,Y), A(X,Y) and (X, V).

1€, ¢ a?.

The usual notation for oppositization of categories may cause confusion. Viewing a monoidal category € as a category
with additional structure, the opposite category €°P oppositizes the morphisms of €. If we instead identify € with
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its delooping bicategory, ¥°P would usually correspond to oppositizing the 1-morphisms of %, which corresponds to
oppositizing the tensor product, but not the morphisms of %. In view of this, we make the following conventions:

e The opposite of a category C is denoted by C°P.

e The monoidal category obtained by oppositizing the tensor product of a monoidal category % is denoted by
€®°PP: the monoidal category obtained by oppositizing the morphisms of € is denoted by %°PP.

e The 1-cell opposite of a bicategory .7 is denoted by «7°P; the 2-cell opposite of o is denoted by .@7“°.

For the rest of the document, we fix a monoidal category %

2.2. Closed and rigid monoidal categories. We say that % is right-closed if, for any H € %, the functor — éH
has a right adjoint [H, —] ., yielding a natural isomorphism <F&>§)H, G> ~ (F,[H,G],.). Similarly, we say that € is
left-closed if the functor H(%— has a right adjoint [H, —],, yielding a natural isomorphism <H (>§ F, G> ~ (F,[H,G],).

Note that [PS] follow the opposite convention, so the notions of left- and right-closed in this document and in [PS]
are swapped.

Given F € €, a right dual of F is an object F¥ which admits morphisms g pv : 1 — F¥ ®F and eppv : FQFY — 1
satisfying zigzag equations. Similarly, a left dual ¥ F is an object such that there are morphisms nvpr:1 — F é YF
ande: F (>§F — 1 satisfying zigzag equations.

Following [EGNOQ, Proposition 2.10.8], if F has a left dual ¥ F, then — Cﬁ) YF is right adjoint to — é)F Thus, if € has
left duals, it is right-closed. Similarly, if € has right duals, it is left-closed. Further, if € is right-closed and F has a
left dual ¥F, then we necessarily have YF ~ [F,1].. Similarly, if € is left-closed and F has a right dual F'¥, then we
necessarily have F¥ ~ [F, 1],. If € has left and right duals, we say that ¢ is rigid.

2.3. Module categories.

Definition 2.1. A @-module category is a category M together with a strong monoidal functor € — Endcat, (M).
As such, it sends an object F of ¥ to an endofunctor MF of M, and a morphism F — G of ¥ to a natural
transformation Ma : MF = MG. Further, it is equipped with natural isomorphisms mp ¢ : MGMF = MGF, for
all F, G € €, and a natural isomorphism m; : Ipg = M1y. The explicit definition specifying the coherence conditions

the collection {mp ¢ | F,G € €} u {m;} of isomorphisms needs to satisfy can be found in [EGNO), Definition 7.1.1].

Remark 2.2. Observe that we pose no further requirements on M beyond it being k-linear; in particular, we do not
assume it to be additive, idempotent split, abelian, hom-finite, or Krull-Schmidt. Whenever we require any of these,
we will state that explicitly.

Definition 2.3. Given é-module categories M, N, a ¥-module functor ® : M — N consists of an underlying functor
@ : M — N together with a natural isomorphism

¢ —M 5 Cati (M, M)

NJ/ /(J icatk(M,cD)

(:at]]((N—7 N) - Cat]k(M, N)
Caty(®,N)

i.e. a collection of isomorphisms ¢p : NF® = OMTF, satisfying coherence conditions specified e.g. in [EGNO],
Definition 7.2.1].
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D
Definition 2.4. Let M —X N be %-module functors. A €-module transformation m : ® = ¥ consists of an
v

underlying natural transformation m : ® = ¥ such that

NFo NFem Npy
l%‘ lflfp
OMF ™ME ypnp

commutes for all F.

Definition 2.5. We denote by %-Mod the bicategory formed by ¥-module categories, functors and transformations.

2.4. Profunctors and Tambara modules. We give a brief summary of elementary definitions of profunctors and
Tambara modules. For more detailed accounts, see [Lo|, [CEGLMPR].

Recall that given a category A and a functor F : A°P ® A — Vecy, the coend SZEA F(Z,Z) of Fis the coequalizer of

v@f—=>F(Y,f)(v)

A

[xyea FVX) @ (XYY" —— [[4.4F(Z,2)
v@f—=F(f,X)(v)

Thus, a linear map SZEA F(Z,Z) > V is the same as a collection of maps {yz : F(Z, Z) — V} such that for any
f: X —>Y, we have vy o F(Y, f) = yx o F(f, X). We refer to such a collection as an extranatural transformation
from F to V.

In particular, coends satisfy a Fubini rule: given a functor T from (A®x B)°P ®k (ARkB) ~ (AP ® A) ® (BP ®K B)
to Vecy, we have canonical isomorphisms

XeA pYeB (X,Y)eARQiB YeB rXeA
| ] v = | Tyxy) s [ [Ty

which we generally omit in our computations. Dually to coends, one may define ends using equalizers and products,
which yields the appropriate notion of an extranatural transformation from V' to F.

Definition 2.6. Given categories A, B, a profunctor  from A to B, denoted & : A - 5, is given by a presheaf
$: B°? ®x A — Vecg. A morphism of profunctors is a morphism of presheaves, thus a transformation natural in both
arguments.

Given another profunctor ¥ : B —-» C, the composite profunctor ¥ ¢ ¢ : A — C is defined by the coend
BeB
@) Foa)C.A) = [ 9(C.B)@.3(B.A)

on objects, and by maps induced on cocones for coends on morphisms. Similarly one can define horizontal composition
of profunctor morphisms by inducing from cocones, yielding the bicategory Prof.

In particular, a morphism of profunctors t : ¥ © & = T consists of a collection
(3) {\IJ(C,B) ®x (B, A) “ZC4, 5(0, A) | AeA,BeB,Cec}

natural in A, C' and extranatural in B. More generally, for a functor F : C°P®y B®K B°P ®k.A — Vecy and a profunctor
% : A - C, we refer to a profunctor morphism t : SBEB F(—,B,B,—) = £, thus a collection {tp,c 4} similar to that
in @), as an extranatural collection. As a convention, we list the extranatural indices for the collection on the left
and the natural indices on the right, separating with a semicolon. Dualizing, we obtain the notion of an extranatural
collection from I to F, equivalently given by a profunctor morphism £ = SBeB F(—, B, B,—).

The following lemma is necessary to show in order to determine the unit 1-morphisms and left and right unitors in
Prof. A complete account is given in [Bol Proposition 7.8.2]:

Lemma 2.7 (Yoneda Lemma). For any categories A,C and any profunctor & : A - C, we have isomorphisms

yc"E :C(—, =)o >z,
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given by the extranatural collection

Yoo 4 1 C(C',C) @ B(C, A) — £(C", A)
f®v—x(f, A)(v),

and

yE.,.A : ZOA(fa 7) - Za
given by the extranatural collection
Vit E(C A) @ A(A, A) — 5(C, A')
v®g+— E(C,9)(v).
In particular, for any v € £(C, A), the element (yg’fA)*l(v) € (C(—,—)<%)(C,A) = SC/C(C’, C") @k £(C',A) is

represented by the equivalence class of idc @u € [ [, C(C,C") ® £(C’, A), viewing the former coend as a quotient
of the latter coproduct.

Definition 2.8 ([CEGLMPRI| Definition 4.1]). Let M,N € ¥-Mod. A Tambara module  from M to N consists of
an underlying profunctor M —» N together with an extranatural collection {/=y.y x : (Y, X) — ¢(NHY, MHX)}
from & to the functor given by

(X,F,G,Y) —» &(NFX,MGY)
satisfying the following axioms:

(i) multiplicativity:

1=F, TN
3(Y,X) — 2% (NFY,MFX) =M% $(NGNFY, MGMFX)
f;GF;Y,XJ/ l‘i’(NGNE‘Yv(mG,F)X)

#(NGFY, MGFX) 3(NGNFY, MGFX)

?((DG’F)y,MGFX)

commutes for all X, Y. F, G.

(i) unitality:
7zF,
3(Y, X) nx $(N1Y,M1X)
k 4;@1)
#(Y, X)

commutes for all Y, X.
Remark 2.9. The objects we refer to as Tambara modules are called generalized Tambara modules in [CEGLMPR].

Example 2.10. Viewing € as a module category over itself, the Hom-profunctor ¢(—, —) : € -» € together with
Tambara structure given by f;f{f;,g) = (H Cﬁ) —)r,c gives a Tambara module. More generally, for an object K € %,
the Tambara module ¢(—,—K) : € - % is given by the profunctor sending (F,G) to ¢(F,GK), with Tambara

structure given by composites

¢
(H®—)F,cx
_—

G(HF,
%(F, GK) @(HF, H(GK)) “HDe0, R, (HG)K).
Example 2.11. Let M be a ¥-module category. The Hom-profunctor M(—, —) : M -» M together with Tambara
structure given by f:l\H/I;(X_”;) = (MH)x y gives a Tambara module.
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Definition 2.12. Given Tambara modules &, ¥ : M - N, a morphism of Tambara modules t : & = ¥ is a morphism
of underlying profunctors satisfying the Tambara axiom, requiring the following diagram to commute for all F, X Y":

.

$(X,Y) —=X 5 $(NFX, MFY)

tx,yl . ltMFY,NFX .

¥(X,Y) —2X 5 §(NFX, MFY)
Definition 2.13. Given Tambara modules & : K - M and ¥ : M -» N, we define the composite ¥ ¢ & : K - N as

. . . vod vod

the underlying composite profunctor, together with Tambara structure {f;FVY;X_’Z}, where the component 72y
is given by

r:{I;‘;X,Y®f:;‘;Y,Z ‘I’(

¥X,Y)®x2(Y,2) NFX, MFY) ®; ¢(MFY,KFZ)

L

od
7T<>

[ Twen ¥(NFX, W) @y (W, KFZ) = (VM g(NFX, W) @, (W, KFZ)

:4

where, ¢ is a component for the cocone of the coproduct, and 7*°? is the projection map defining the coend.

It is easy to verify that horizontal and vertical compositions of Tambara morphisms, defined as respective compositions
of profunctor morphisms, satisfy the Tambara axiom. Further, for any ¢-module category M, the profunctor morphisms
y™M:— y—M defined in Lemma [Z.7] give Tambara morphisms satisfying coherence conditions for unitors, so we obtain
a bicategory, denoted by ©-Tamb, consisting of ¥-module categories, Tambara modules and Tambara morphisms.
3. FREE TAMBARA MODULES
Theorem 3.1 (|PS| Proposition 5.1]). The forgetful functor €-Tamb(%,¢) — Prof (¢, %) admits a left adjoint F;,
sending a profunctor © : € - € to the profunctor
H,B,C - -
(F,G) HJ ¢F,H®B)® Z(B,C) ® ¢(H® C, G)
with Tambara structure induced by the collection
T ter s ®k 5(B, C) @k Fimc.c t €(F, HOB) @ 2(B,C) @ C(HH C,G) - ¥(K®F, KQH®B) @ 5(B,C) @ F(KOH® C, K ® G)
similarly to the Tambara structure described in Definition[2.13
Corollary 3.2. Given L,K € €, the free Tambara module Bx 1, from € to € associated to the representable profunctor
(F,G) = ¢(F,L) @ ¢(K, G)
has the profunctor
H ,
(F,Q) — f FFHOL) @ CHOK,G)
as its underlying profunctor, with its Tambara structure induced from the family

ng_ ® D%—

€ € € € € € € €
{%(F,H@L)@k%(H@)K,G) DRF,D®H®L) @kcg(D@)H@K,D@G)}

Further, for any R € €-Tamb(%,€), we have
Home. Tamb(#,%) (Bx,L, R) =~ R(L, K).

Proof. The first assertion follows by two applications of the Yoneda lemma:

H,B,C 3 3 H <€ 3
J ¢F,HR®B)®x ¢B,L) R €(K,C) @y ¢(HR C,G) ~ J ¢F,HRL) Qs “(HRK, G)
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while the second follows by first using the adjunction of Theorem 3] and then Yoneda Lemma for €°PP ®y 6~
Hom%—Tamb(%”.,%”) (BK,Lv R) = HomProf(%”fg) ((g(*v L) @k %(Ka 7)5 R) = R(Lv K)
[l
Remark 3.3. Using Corollary B.2] we observe that the monoidal unit of ¥-Tamb(%, %), given by the hom profunctor

©
% (—, —) together with the Tambara structure /zy.p ¢ = (H® —)r,q, is isomorphic to the free Tambara module 8 ;.
In particular,

Home. Tamn(#,%) (¢(—, —),R) ~ R(L,1).
Further, the isomorphism

H,B,C - % H cg @
J ¢F,HR®B)®x ¢(B,K)® ¢(1,C) ® ¢(H® C, G) zf ¢F,HIK) @ CH®1,G)

H -
~ f “(F, H&K) @, (H,G) ~ (F, GK)

shows that the Tambara module ¢(—, —K) of Example 210l is isomorphic to 8k ;. As a consequence,
(4) Home. ramb(z,%) (¢(—, —K),R) =~ Homp,ot(7,%) (¢(—, K) ® (1, —),R) ~ R(K, 1).

4. STRUCTURE OF THE BICATEGORY %-Tamb

4.1. Restriction and corestriction of Tambara modules. Recall that, given categories C,C’, D, D’, together with
functors F: C — C’ and G : D — D', for any profunctor ¥ : D’ - (’, we may consider the restriction of ¥ along
F ®xk G, which is the profunctor given by the composite

DeP ®]k C EOP_@LF_) D/Op ®k C/ L Veck.

For the purposes of this document, we will consider the restrictions along 1por ®x F and along G°P ®i 1 as separate,
commuting operations, which we will refer to as restriction of ¥ along F and corestriction of ¥ along G, respectively.
Below, we give an explicit description of restrictions and corestrictions for Tambara modules and module functors.

Let M, N be %-module categories, let ¥ € ¥-Tamb(M, N) and let ® € ¥-Mod(K, M).

Definition 4.1. The restriction of ¥ along @ is the Tambara module ¥ 2 ® € ¢-Tamb(K,N), whose underlying
profunctor is given by (Z, X) — ¥(Z,®X) and whose Tambara structure is given by

75z, 0x ¥(NFZ,¢r, x

¥(Z,0X) —22% , §(NFZ, MFOX) ¥(NFZ, OKFX) |

Let t € €-Tamb(M, N)(¥, ¥').

Lemma 4.2. The transformation t o (Ier ®x @) gives a morphismt o @ : ¥ 2 O = ¥ » © of Tambara modules.

Proof. The diagram

j
WZ,0X) —E20X L yNFZ,MFOX) TN290 X 4 NF 7 OKFX)
tz,cbxl , tNFZ,MF(I’Xl ltNFz,duKFx
%.z,0 / '
V(Z,0X) 529X, y(NFZ,MFOX) "2 %) 4 (NFZ, OKFX)

commutes: the left square since t is a morphism of Tambara modules, the right square since t is natural in the right
variable. O

Lemma 4.3. Let d € €-Mod(®, ®’). The transformation ¥ o (1nor ®k d) gives a morphism ¥ 2 d : ¥ 2 O = ¥ 2 @’
of Tambara modules.
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Proof. The diagram

¥(Z,0X) —EE0X L NPz MFOX) SN Ny OKFX)

(5) 'P(Z,dx)l , 'It(NFZ,MFdX)l l'lt(NFZ,dKFX)

) o UNFZ60 o) ,
¥(Z,0'X) ¥(NFZ, MFO'X) — "% §(NFZ, O'KFX)

SFZ, 0/ X

commutes: the left square by the Tambara axiom for /=", the right square since d is a ¥-module transformation. [

Proposition 4.4. Given diagrams

Q @ ¥ £
7 a T
J Z%’g? K 7%¢1/4) M in é-Mod and M /_K\ N /F Q in ¢-Tamb,
~_ V' 1~ ~_ W 1 ~ W
Q” (I)// ‘PN El/

the following equations hold:

(1) idg 5@ = idgaq; (6) ¥~ JlM =¥

(2) (t'ot)a® = (t'2a®)o(tasd), (7) (¥2O AQ_w(d)oQ);

(3) (t2ad®)o(¥ad)=(¥2d)o(tad)=tad; (8) (Eo¥)a®d =xo(¥ad),

(4) ¥2ide = idsea; (9) (kot)ad=ko(tad).

(5) ¥a(d'od)=(¥ad)o(¥sd)

Proof. Two morphisms of Tambara modules are equal if and only if their underlying morphisms of profunctors are equal.
Since the underlying profunctors and profunctor morphisms of restrictions for Tambara modules are restrictions for
the underlying profunctors, the stated equations for morphisms of Tambara modules follow from analogous equations
for profunctors. For the latter, the validity of the equations is a consequence of elementary properties of functor
composition (viewing profunctors as functors to Vecy). Equations (@), (), (), @), (&) and (@) follow.

Two Tambara modules are equal if and only if their underlying profunctors and their Tambara structures coincide. For
the remaining equations, the equality of underlying profunctors again follows from elementary properties of functor
composition. Thus, it suffices to exhibit equality of Tambara structures in each case. And indeed, for Equation ([@):

. v . ¥ v
¥(NFY,idmrx) o 73F;Y,1Mx = ld'I'(NFY,MFX) Ole;y,ﬂMX = le;Y,ﬂMXa
for Equation ([7)):

7=z F\PAZ(D&MD/ by definition of — 2@’
— (12 O)(NFZ, ¢} 1) © Fopog oy by definition of — a®

= ¥(NFZ, Q¢p ) o (¥(NFZ, ér arv) © 7":;;27(@0@/)‘/) by functoriality of ¥

= ¥(NFZ, D¢fs 0 $F.01v) © Topuz (wowr)y by definition of structure maps for ® o @’
— Frgy )

and for Equation (8]), we observe that the Tambara structure maps
Y Y
| szv)@uyow) — [ NFZY) @0 ¥, OKEW)

of the respective Tambara modules are given by the extranatural families

{(z(NFZ, MFY) ®; ¥(MFY, qﬁF,W)) o (f:EF;Z,y ®k f:“;;z,y) } and {f:fv;z,y Ok (\I’(MFY, b ) o f:;d)W)}

for the left-hand side and the right-hand side respectively. These families coincide due to naturality of the tensor
product. (I

Similarly to Definition [£1] Definition and Definition [£3] there is a notion of corestriction of Tambara modules:
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Definition 4.5. Given

T € ¢-Tamb(N, Q) and ® € 4-Mod(K, Q),
define the corestriction ¥ v @ as the Tambara module with underlying profunctors (V,Y") — ¥(®V,Y") and the evident
Tambara structure, and also define Tambara morphisms t v® : ¥ v ® = ¥ v® and ¥ vb : ¥ v O’ = ¥ v @, for any
t:¥=¥andb: 0= D"

Observe that ¥ v — is contravariant.
The proof of the following proposition is completely analogous to the proof of Proposition

Proposition 4.6. Given diagrams

Q () ¥ T
3 @K@ Q in¢-Mod and M/_K\lN/gk\ Q in €-Tamb,
~__ Vg’ ~__ W~ ~_ W \ik’/r

feXd " M i

the following equations hold:

(1) idyg v® = idgop; (6) Lvlg =%,

(2) (K ok)v® = (k'v®)o (kv ®d), (7) EvD)vQ =¥v(DoQ);
(3) (kv(D)O(Zvd) = (Zvd)o(kv(l)) =:kvd, (8) (ZO\I’)V(D= (ZV(D)O\II,'
(4) £vide = idgew; (9) (kot)vd=(kvd)ot.

(5) Zv(dlod) = (Zvd)o(ﬂvd/);
Let ¥ € €-Tamb(M,N), O, 0’ € €-Mod(K,M) and A,A’ € ¥-Mod(L,N). Further, let d : ® = &’ and
b: A= A
Lemma 4.7. We have (¥ 2 ®)v A = (¥vA)2®, and, similarly, (¥2d)vb = (¥vb)ad.

Proof. Again, the latter equation reduces to familiar properties of functors and natural transformations, while for the
former we only need to verify that the Tambara structures coincide. And indeed:
(B2 ®@)vA

<F;V,X by definition — a® and — vA

= ¥(\r,v, OKFX) o (W(NFAV, éF x) © =g Ay 0x) by functoriality of ¥

= Y(ALFV, ¢ x) 0 ¥(Ar,y, MFOX) 0 7f Ay ox by definition of —vA and — a®
(‘I’v/\)A(D

= /IZrv X

Corollary 4.8. The assignments
(M,N) — %¢-Tamb(M, N)
(A, D) > (((7) 5 @) v A : €-Tamb(M, N) — @-Tamb(K, Q))
b®d— ((—)ad)vb
define a 2-functor H : ¥-Mod°?“° Q,%-Mod°® — Caty. Thus, restriction and corestriction give two commuting,

strict, right actions of €-Mod on €¢-Tamb.

Proof. Equations ([II) and () in Proposition [£.4] give a functor — & ® € Caty(%-Tamb(M, N), €-Tamb(K, N)), for
any @. Equation (3] yields a natural transformation —2d: — 2 ® = — 2 ®’, for any d. Equations (@), (&) show that
the assignment d — — & d is functorial, so that for every N we obtain a functor

H(—, N)x M : €-Mod(K, M) — Caty(F-Tamb(M, N), ¢-Tamb(K, N)).

Equations (@l) and (7)) show that H(—,N) is a 2-functor from %-Mod“" to Caty. Finally, Equations (8) and (@)
show the 2-naturality of H(—,N) in N. Similarly, using Proposition we find a family {H(M, —) | M € ¥-Mod}
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of 2-functors from %-Mod°?"“° which is 2-natural in M. Due to Lemma [£7] these two families together assemble to
the above described 2-functor H. O

Notation 4.9. For computational purposes it is often useful to denote the Tambara module ¥ 4 ® by ¥(— ®—).
Similarly, in such settings we will denote the Tambara module ¥ v A by ¥(A—, —). In case ¥ = (—, 7>M, we may omit
the superscript in {—, (D—>M, since it is clear that the domain and codomain of this Tambara module coincide with
those of @.

4.2. ¢-Tamb as a proarrow equipment. The following is a central observation in the study of profunctors:

Theorem 4.10 ([Bol Chapter 7]). There is a locally full and faithful pseudofunctor E : Cat — Prof which is
the identity on objects, and sends a functor F : A — B to the profunctor Homp(—,F—); the definition extends to
natural transformations in the evident way. Further, the profunctor Homp(—, F—) admits a right adjoint, given by
HomB(Ff, 7).

Pseudofunctors admitting similar properties have been studied abstractly, initially in [Wo], under the name proarrow
equipments. Our terminology below follows [GS]:

Definition 4.11. A proarrow equipment is a locally full and faithful pseudofunctor F : &/ — 2, which is the identity
on objects. If for every 1-morphism A of <7, the 1-morphism F(A) admits a right adjoint in %, we say that F is a map
equipment. Given proarrow equipments F : &/ — % and I’ : &/’ — 98’, a (strict) morphism of proarrow equipments
from F to I/ is a pair of pseudofunctors A : & — &/’ and B : Z — %’ such that the following diagram commutes:

o —L— B
[
o o B
Definition 4.12. We define the pseudofunctor P : ¥-Mod — %-Tamb as follows:

It is the identity on objects;

Given ® € €-Mod(M, N), we let P(®) := (—, D—).

Given d : @ = @', we let P(d) = (—,d—).

The coherence maps are given by

(6) P(®)oP(Q)=(-d—)o (=, —)p2Q) == 0)o(—, ) e Q= (-,0-)2Q=P(Po0Q),

e Equation () in Proposition 2.4 shows that P(1n) = Ip(n), o P is strictly unital.

Functoriality of P on 2-morphisms follows from Equations (@) and (&) in Proposition 4.4l All equalities in (@) follow
from Proposition [4.4] and the isomorphism ((—, ®—)o{—, —)\;) — (—, ®—) is the unitor associated to {(—, —) as
the identity Tambara module for M. These are also the coherence maps for the pseudofunctor E, so the coherence
conditions follow from pseudofunctoriality of E.

In particular, the diagram

&-Mod —2— €-Tamb

(7) ! |

Caty S N Profy
commutes strictly, where the vertical arrows are the forgetful pseudofunctors.

Proposition 4.13. P is locally full and faithful.

Proof. Since E is locally full and faithful, and both the forgetful pseudofunctors in Diagram ([Z]) are locally faithful
(two modifications are equal if and only if their underlying transformations are equal, and similarly for morphisms of
Tambara modules), it suffices to show that for a natural transformation d between two module functors, the profunctor
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morphism (—,d—) is a morphism of Tambara modules if and only if d is a ©¥-module transformation. Specializing
Diagram (B)) of Lemma 3 to the case ¥ = (—, =)™, we find the diagram

(z,0x) “NDz0X | Npz NFOX) 20X NFZ, OMFX)
(8) (z, dx>l <NFZ,NFdX>l l<NFZ7dMFX>
’ NF Z, ¢t
(Z,'X) BN (NFZ,NFO'X) (NP2 k) (NFZ, ®'MFX)

The left square of this diagram commutes by functoriality of NF. As observed in Lemma if d is a ¥-module
transformation, then the right square also commutes, and thus so does the outer square, which shows that (—,d—) is
a morphism of Tambara modules. Conversely, if (—, d—) is a morphism of Tambara modules, then the outer diagram
commutes; letting Z = ®X and chasing idg x shows that d is a ¥-module transformation. O

Considering corestrictions rather than restrictions, we obtain an analogue of Definition [£12] and Proposition .13t

Proposition 4.14. There is a proarrow equipment B : €-Mod°?"°° — €-Tamb, which is given by A — {(A—,—) on
1-morphisms and by b — (b—, —) on 2-morphisms.
Remark 4.15. The isomorphisms
(B @k P)(A, @)(¥) = (A=, =)o ¥) o (=, =) = ¥(A—, O—) = H(A, D)(¥)
provide a pseudonatural equivalence
€-Mod®P*° ®,E-Mod°?
B@klpl Iy

%
op
€-Tamb ®,%-Tamb s m _?atk

4.3. ¢-Tamb as a map equipment. Following [Bo, Proposition 7.9.1], for any ® € Prof(M,N), the profunctor
morphism (—, @) o (®—, —) = (—, — N given by the extranatural collection

{Ey;zyz/ : <Z, ®Y> ®k <®Y, Z/> i <Z, Z’> | Z} , where EY;Z,Z’(f ®g) =go f
is the counit of an adjunction ((—, ®—) ,{®—,—),n,¢) in Profy. Its unit 7 is given by the composite map

nx,x (X, X)) — O, 5 (DX, DX") —>f (DX, Y)Y R, (Y,0X),

where the isomorphism is that coming from Yoneda lemma.

Proposition 4.16. The adjunction just described, ((—, ®—) ,{(®—, =) n, ) in Profy, gives an adjunction in €-Tamb.
In particular, the proarrow equipment P is a map equipment.

Proof. It suffices to show that 1 and £ are Tambara morphisms. For the counit €, we need to show that the diagram
Sty
S (Z, DY) @ {PY, Z") e S (NFZ,0Y ) ®x {(DY,NFZ")

Ez,z'l J/ENFZ,NFZ’

(Z,Z" o (NFZ,NFZ")
¥,z,Z'
commutes. This is the case if the diagram
NFz 0y ®NFq, (NFZ,(¢r)y)@&(¢5 )y .NFZ')
(Z,0Y) R (DY, Z") — <NFZ NFOY) Ry (NFOY,NFZ'Yy —* (NFZ, OMFY ) ® (PMFY,NFZ")
lsy;z,zf J/EMFY:NFZ,NFZ’
NF,

(Z,2") (NFZ,NFZ')
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commutes. And indeed, for any f: Z — ®Y and g: @Y — Z’, chasing f ® g around the above diagram we obtain

f®g —— NF(f) ® NF(g) —— (¢r)y o NF(f) @ NF(g) o (¢")y

J !

gof = NF(go f) === NF(g) o (¢ ')y © (¢r)y o NF(f)

Further, the commutativity of the following diagram shows that also 7 is a morphism of Tambara modules:

MFy y/

RA% (MFY,MFY")
CDY.Y’\L lq)MFY,MFY’
(DY, DY) , (NFOY,NFOY’) s (ODMFY, ODMFY”)

NFoy, oy {@p ")y (dF)y )

O

Lemma 4.17. Let ¥ € €-Tamb(M, N) and let ¥’ € Prof (M, N) be such that there is an isomorphism of profunctors
s : ¥ = V. There is a unique Tambara module structure with which the profunctor ¥ can be endowed so that s
becomes an isomorphism of Tambara modules.

. . . v _ ¥ . .
Proof. It is easy to verify that the assignment /2.y x := Sy © 72y x ©Sy,x gives a well-defined Tambara structure
which also satisfies the uniqueness property. (I

Whenever we endow a profunctor with a Tambara structure using the construction of Lemma [4.17] we say that we
transport the Tambara module structure of ¥ to ¥/, along the isomorphism s.

Recall that beyond module functors, we may also consider lax module functors, whose structure morphisms satisfy all
the coherence conditions but are not necessarily invertible.

Lemma 4.18. Let  : M - N be a Tambara module whose underlying profunctor is isomorphic to (—, ®—), for
some ® € Caty (M, N). Then ® can be endowed with the structure of a lax €-module functor, by setting

(6r)x = 725 ox.x (i[dox) € (NFOX, ODMFX).

Proof. Transporting the Tambara module structure from & along a profunctor isomorphism & ~ (—, ®—), we may
assume that the underlying profunctor of & equals {(—, ®—).

We need to verify that the collection {(¢r)x | X € M,F € €} is natural in F and X, and that it satisfies the asso-
ciativity and unitality conditions.

For any F € € and X € M, the collection
Fobx = { by £ (, @X) — (NFY, OMFX) | Y e N}
gives a natural transformation (—, ®X) — (NF—, ®MFX ). Thus, by Yoneda lemma, for any f € (Y, ®X) we have
9) 7:;;Y,X(f) = 7l;,®x,x(id®X) o NF(f).
Since 7":;;3/7)( is natural in X, the diagram

tF; DX, X

(DX, DX) (NFOX, DMFX)
<c1>X,<Dg>J( J{<NF<DX,CDMF9>

(DX, DXy —— (NFOX, DMFX')

SFoX, X/
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commutes. Hence so does

le;@X,X (idi‘X)
_—

NFOX OMFX
NF@(g)J{ LPMF(Q)
NFOX — OMFX'

f:F;<I>X’,X’(id<I>X’)
proving naturality in X.
. . .
By extranaturality of 7= in F, the diagram

(DX, DX)

tF’;(pX,X

f:F;q:V

(NFOX, OMFX) (NF'OX, DMF'X)

<NF<1>X,<1>MaX>\

(NFOX, DMP' Xy (Noox OMEX)

commutes, for a € Home(F,F'). In particular, evaluating the two composite maps in the above diagram at idex
and using its commutativity, we find that

7zrrox,x(dox) o Napx = O@Max o zp.ox, x ((dox),

which shows that our candidate collection is natural in F.

The diagram
=cr.0
(DX, DX) cmexx (NGFOX, DMGFX)
J{f:F;CDX,X
(NFOX,ODMFX) {(ng.r)ox, PMGFX)

J/f:G;NFd)X,MFX

(NGNFOX, DMGMFX ) — NENEX(Pmar)x)

(NGNFOX, DMGFX)

commutes by the associativity condition for the Tambara module . We again evaluate the maps in the above diagram
at idg x, via the following diagram chase:

idex + f:GF,fDX7X(id<I’X)
I
f:F;®X7X(idCDX)
1
flG;cDMFX,MFX(ichMFX) © NGfZF;d)X,X(idd)X)

I

(D(mG,F)X ° flG;@MFX,MFX(id¢>MFX) © NGfZF;d)X,X(idGW) e fZGF,cDX,X(id@X) © (nG,F)cbX

which is precisely the multiplicativity condition:

NGNFQY — ~orrexx(dex) opypy Zeomexmex(domex) @y ronmpy
(UG,F)le l‘b(mG,F)X
NGF®X OMGFX

f;GF,rDX,X (idrI)X)
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Similarly, using the commutativity of

(DX, 0X)

OX,dm
lf:n;@x,& X

(N1OX, OM1X) , (DX, dOM1X)
(nx,OM1X}
and evaluating the maps in the diagram at ide x, we find that our candidate collection also satisfies the unitality
condition for a lax €-module functor. O

The following definitions were initially introduced in [Lal Section 3] in the more general case of categories enriched in
a symmetric monoidal category V; as before, we specialize to the case V = Vecyk. More detailed accounts are found
in [BD! Section 4], [Bol Section 7.9].

Definition 4.19. A k-linear category C is said to be Cauchy complete if any k-linear profunctor B - C admitting a
right adjoint in Prof is representable, i.e. isomorphic to a profunctor of the form (—, ®—) for some functor & : B — C.
The Cauchy completion C¢ of a k-linear category C is the subcategory of its presheaf category given by retracts of
finite biproducts of representable presheaves.

A k-linear category is Cauchy complete if and only if it is idempotent split and additive.

As described in [£3] the embedding (& : C — C¢ gives an adjunction ((—,&—),{t&—, —),n,€) in Profy. This
adjunction is an adjoint equivalence. An analogous statement holds in the bicategory @-Tamb: using the universal
property of Cauchy completion, given a ¥-module category M, there is a canonical way to extend the %-module
category structure to MS; see e.g. [Str, Section 3.2]. The embedding & then becomes a €-module functor. Since
a morphism of Tambara modules is an isomorphism if and only if its underlying morphism of profunctors is an
isomorphism, we find that the adjunction ({(—,&—),{t5—, —),n,¢€) in -Tamb becomes an adjoint equivalence. We
thus find an analogue of [Bol Theorem 7.9.4]:

Corollary 4.20. Let M, N be a pair of €-module categories. We have an equivalence M ~ N in ¢-Tamb if and
only if there is an equivalence M® ~ N€ in ¥-Mod. In particular, if M and N are Cauchy complete, an equivalence
M =~ N exists in €-Tamb if and only if it exists in €-Mod.

We now show that, similarly to profunctors, also Tambara modules with a Cauchy complete codomain and a right
adjoint are representable:

Proposition 4.21. Let M, N be ¥-module categories, with N Cauchy complete. Let & : M -~ N be a Tambara
module which admits a right adjoint in ¢-Tamb. There is a (strong) €-module functor ® € €-Mod(M, N) such that
&~ (— 0-).

Proof. Let (%,%*) be an adjoint pair in ¥-Tamb. Passing it under the forgetful pseudofunctor, we obtain an underlying
adjoint pair of profunctors. By [Bo, Theorem 7.9.3], there is a functor ®@ such that the underlying profunctor of & is
isomorphic to (—, ®—). Transporting structures, we may assume that the underlying profunctors of & and &* equal
(=, ®—) and {(®—, —), respectively. Under this assumption, let 7 and ¢ be a unit and a counit giving an adjunction
(3,%*,1n,¢) in €-Tamb.

In view of Lemma [£18] it suffices to show that the morphism f;;;ch’X(id@X) is invertible for all F, X

From the isomorphism

Prof (M, M)((—, )y, (D—, D)) = fM (D—, D) ~ Caty (D, D)

we conclude that the underlying profunctor morphism of 7 corresponds to an endotransformation 77 of ®. The
components of this transformation are x := nx, x (idx).

On the other hand, the counit ¢ is given by a family {e5'y, : (¥, ®X) @ (PX,Y’) — (Y,Y")}, extranatural in X
and natural in Y, Y’. We conclude that for any f € (Y,®X) and g € (OX,Y") we have

E{/{y/(f ®g)=go ng,dax(idcbx ®idox) o f.
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Similarly to the proof of [Bd, Proposition 7.9.2], the triangle equations coming from the adjunction yield
g =c(idox®g)oix; [f=1ixoe(f®idox),
for f,g as above. Setting f = idepx = g, we find that
(10) e(idox ®idox) = Ny
Since ¢ is a morphism of Tambara modules, the diagram

v,y

Y, 0X) @ (DX, Y") YY)
lfl;y,}{@flﬁy,x lNFKY’
(NFY, DMFX) ®, (DMFX,NFY") - (NFY,NFY")
ENFY,NFY’

commutes. Setting Y = ®X =Y and chasing idp x ®ide x, we obtain
sk
ENFOX NFOX (f:;;®X7x(id®X) ® f:;;x,@x(idQX)) = NF (cox,0x (idox ®idox))
which, using equations (@) and ([IQ), can be rewritten as
&* . ~—1 3 . ~—1

(11) 7CF;X,®X(1d®X) °Mrx © 7:F;®X,X(1d®X) = NFny .
On the other hand, 7 being a morphism of Tambara modules makes the diagram

(X, X" §(0X,Y) @ (Y, 0X7)

*
MFX.X’J/ lf:;;f@xl

(MFX,MFX") — [V (OMFX,Y) ® (Y, DMFX")

TITMF X ,MF X'/

commute. Applying Yoneda lemma to the right half of the above diagram, we may rewrite it as

Nx,x!
(X, X" (DX, DX
iNFCDX‘ @ X/
MFy (NFOX, NFOX')

l<f:§k;x,®X (idcbX)’f:;;cDX/,X’ (id(DX/)>
(MFX,MFX’y _______, (DMFX, DMFX')

IMF X, MF X/
Setting X = X’ and chasing idx we find
Sk
(12) inrx = 7pox,x (dox) o NF(fix) o 725, x o x (idox)

Since 7] is an isomorphism, the equations (1) and (2] imply that 72;;®X,X(idd>x) is simultaneously both a split
epimorphism and a split monomorphism, and thus also an isomorphism. (]

Combining the results of this section, we find the following:

Theorem 4.22. The proarrow equipment P is a map equipment. A Tambara module between Cauchy complete
€-module categories has a right adjoint if and only if it is representable.
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4.4, ¥-Tamb as a tame bicategory. Recall that for any monoidal category 7 we may consider monoids, modules
and bimodules internal to <7, see e.g. [GJ, Section 4.1]. If o/ admits reflective coequalizers, we may define the
balanced tensor product of a right module with a left module: if A is a monoid in <7, M is a right A-module and N
is a left A-module, we let M ®4 N be the coequalizer of

MARN :{ M®N
rapy @N
If the tensor product in &7 preserves reflexive coequalizers and M and N are instead taken to be a B-A-bimodule and
an A-C-bimodule respectively (for further monoids B, C € &), then M ® 4 N can be endowed with the structure of a
B-C-bimodule in the evident way - see [GJl Section 4.2] for a detailed account. In particular, we obtain a bicategory
Bimod(«). In that case, following [GJ, Definition 4.2.1], we say that < is tame. More generally, if </ is a bicategory,
we say that o/ is tame if o/(i, j) admits reflexive coequalizers for all i, j € Ob.«, and if horizontal composition in .o/

preserves coequalizers in each variable. In particular, if &7 is tame, then so is the monoidal category 27(i,1), for every
ie Ob«.

Proposition 4.23. %-Tamb is tame.

Proof. Let M;N € ¢-Tamb. Forgetting the ©-module structures, we may consider the category Profy(M, N).
Since Profy (M, N) = [N°P ®; M, Vecg], this category is cocomplete, and the colimits are constructed pointwise in
Vecy. Let p,b e ¢-Tamb(M, N)(¥,¥). To construct the coequalizer of p and b, it suffices to show that the evident
assignment

PY,x
YWY, X) ——————— ¥(Y,X) ———— coeq(p,b)y,x
by, x .
lfli‘;y,x lf:g;y,x i

¥(NFY, MFX) =% "¢ (NFY, MFX) —— coeq(p, b)Npy.NFx
bNFY MFX
for F € €,Y € N and X € M, gives a well-defined Tambara structure, which makes the profunctor morphisms
from coeq(p,b), induced by Tambara morphisms from ¥, coequalizing p and b, into Tambara morphisms. For the
first claim, observe that since ¥ and ¥ both satisfy the Tambara axiom, and since p,b are Tambara morphisms, the
Tambara axiom diagrams for ¥, ¥ assemble to a commutative diagram of coequalizer diagrams. Taking the colimit
of each, and the resulting morphisms between the colimits, shows that the Tambara axiom holds for the assignment

above.

To see that also the latter claim holds, let g : ¥ = ¥ be a Tambara morphism coequalizing p and b. We let

g : coeq(p,b) = I be the profunctor morphism coming from the universal property of coeq(p, b) as the coequalizer in
Profy (M, N). It remains to observe that the right-back wall of the diagram

coeq(p, b)

/&)

Py, X i
VWY, X) ———= V(Y. X) — 8Y, X (Y, X)
by, x i
Tokiv.x -~ coeq(p, b)NFY,NFX kv, x

ENFY,MFX
PNFY,MFX

¥(NFY,MFX) —— ¥(NFY, MFX) £(NFY, MFX)

PNFY,MF X

ENFY MFX

commutes. Since the unlabelled maps are coequalizer maps, said commutativity follows from the fact that all paths
in the diagram with ¥(Y, X) as domain and £Z(NFY, MFX) as codomain give the same morphism, which in turn
follows from the commutativity of the bottom, top, front, and left-back walls of the diagram.
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To see that the horizontal composition in -Tamb preserves the above constructed coequalizers, let & : N - Q. We
then have

YeN YeN
J <I>(Z, Y) Rk COGq(p,b)KX ~ J coeq (‘I’(Z,Y) Rk pyyx,fl’(Z,Y) Rk bY,X)

{8(Z,Y)®py,x}

~ coeq ( XY ¥(Z,Y) @k ¥ (Y, X) SY 3(Z.Y) R ¥(Y, X) ),

{¢(Z,Y)®by,x}
where the first isomorphism follows from the cocontinuity of the tensor product in Vecy, and the latter from the
commutativity of colimits. Functoriality of each side in X, Z follows from functoriality of colimits, and thus the
isomorphisms are natural in X and Z. The Tambara structure on the left-hand side is induced by the collections

{fi;;z,y ® coeq (f:;;Y,X, 7":;;3,7)()}, while the Tambara structure on the right-hand side is induced by the collec-

tions {coeq(?’:;;Y,Z ® 7":;;3,7)(, fi;;y,z ® f:;;y,x)}. The left-hand side collection is mapped to the right-hand side
collection under the above isomorphisms, showing that we have an isomorphism of Tambara modules. (I

5. DEFINING THE PSEUDOFUNCTOR 7%

Recall that by bicategorical Yoneda lemma, for any M € ¥-Mod, we have an equivalence
(13) M = €-Mod(%¢, M),
sending X € M to @ x satisfying ®x(F) = MF(X), for F € €. For a detailed account, see [JY| Section 8.3]

Given ¥ € €-Tamb(M, N) and objects X € M, Y € N, we denote the Tambara module ¥2® x v Dy € €-Tamb(%, %)
by ¥[Y, X]. Its underlying profunctor is given by (F,G) — ¥(NFY,MGX). If M = N and ¥ = (—, —),, we simply
write [Y, X]. By definition, the Tambara structure of ¥[Y, X is given by

‘I’(nﬁ.lmeC)

i
(14) ¥(NFY,MCX) /M9 ¢(NHNFY, MHMGX) ——— % ¥(NHFY, MHGX)
Proposition 5.1. Given a module category M and an object X € M, we endow [X, X] € €-Tamb(%, %) with the
structure of a monoid object as follows:
(1) The unit morphism e : ¢(—,—) — [X, X] is that corresponding to (M idy) x under the isomorphism
Hom%&—Tamb(%,%&) (Cg(*a 7)5 [Xv X]) = [Xv X](]lv ]l) = <Xa X>
observed in Remark[3.3 It is thus given by
erc:%(F,G) - [X,X](F,G) = (MFX,MGX)
b— (Mb)x ’
(2) The multiplication morphism m is given by

H
J. MFX MHX)®x (MHX , MGX) - (MFX,MGX)
b®c+—cob

Proof. It is clear that m is a well-defined morphism of profunctors. It is also a morphism of Tambara modules, since
the diagram

(MFX,MHX)®, (MHX, MGX) ALl (MFX,MCX)
MKMFX,MHX@[(MKMHX,MGXJ/ J{MKMFX,MGX
(MKMFX,MKMHX ) ®, (MKMHX, MKMCX) (MKMFX, MKMGCX)
(e )@ )| |(miemic)

MKH;KF,KG

(MKFX, MKHX) ®, (MKHX, MKGX)

(MKFX,MKGX)
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commutes by functoriality of MK. Associativity of the multiplication morphism follows from the associativity of
composition in M. Left unitality follows by noting that the unit map SH ¢F, HQQ(MHX MGX) > (MFX,MGX)
is induced by the maps ¢ (F, H)®x(MHX, MGX ) > (MFX, MGX ) given by a®Q f — fo[X, X](a,G) = foMax,
i.e. the same map as the morphism ep gy @ (MHX, MGX), followed by composition. Right unitality is analogous. [

Proposition 5.2. Given ¢-module categories M, N, a Tambara module ¥ : M - N and objects X e M and Y € N,
the Tambara module ¥[Y, X| can be endowed with the structure of a [Y,Y]-[X, X|-bimodule as follows:

(1) The left action 1la: [Y,Y] o ¥[Y, X | — ¥[Y, X] is given by

H
lapg : f (NFY,NHY) ®, ¥(NHY, MGX) — ¥(NFY, MGX)

f@v—¥(f,MGX)(v)
(2) The right action ra : ¥[Y, X] ¢ [X, X] — ¥[Y, X] is given by

H
rap.q f ¥(NFY, MHX) ® (MHX, MGX) — ¥(NFY, MGX)
v® g — ¥(NFY, g)(v)

Proof. The verification of the left, respectively right module axioms for 1a and ra is analogous to the verifications of
Proposition 5.1l The multiplicativity axioms follow from functoriality of ¥ in the respective variables.
Since the unitors in €-Tamb(%,€) are given by evaluating the respective actions of %, the commutativity of the
diagram
(M Ylor[Y, X])r g
(" 4(F,H) @ ¥(NHY,MGX) — {"(NFY,NHY)®, ¥(NHY, MGX)

\ llaF,G
(lqj[i/,x])F«G v

(NFY,MGX)
follows from the commutativity of
fRz: (Nf)y ® z
¥, X](f, G)(z) == ¥((Nf)y, MGX)(x),

This shows unitality for the left module structure. Unitality for the right module structure is similar. Finally, we have
¥(f, MGX)¥(NFY, g) = ¥(NFY, g)¥(f, MGX) for all f and g, which shows that 1a and ra commute. O

Given a %-module category M and an object X € M, let ¥ ® X be the full subcategory of M whose collection of
objects is given by {MFX | F € €}. In particular, given ¥-module categories M, N and objects X € M, Y € N, the
objects of (¢°PP Qk %) ® (Y, X) are given by {(NFY,MGX) | F,G € ¢}.

Lemma 5.3. A morphism of Tambara modules s = (sp.¢)r,gee € €-Tamb(%, €)(¥[Y, X], ¥[Y, X]) is a morphism
of [Y,Y]-[X, X]-bimodules if and only if the assignment

(15) SNFY,MGX = SF,G

defines a natural transformation from ¥|(gorpg, )@ (Y, X) tO ‘I’T(%opp@%)@(y,x)-

Proof. The latter condition holds if and only if for any F,G,H € €, f € (NFY,NHY) and g € (MHX, MGX ) we
have

(16) \I’,(f7 MGX) osH,g = SF,G © \I’(f, MGX)
and

(17) ¥ (NFY,g) o spu = sp,g © ¥(NFY, g).
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The equality {¥(f,MGX)osug|He %} = {sp,co¥(f,MGX) | He €} of extranatural families is precisely the
commutativity of the square

SH (NFY,NHY) ®; ¥(NHY, MGX) % ¥(NFY,MGX)
L([Y»Y]QS)F‘G lSF,G

M

la
(" (NFY,NHY) @, ¥(NHY, MGX) —S ¥(NFY,MGX)

which, by definition, holds for all F,G if and only if s is a morphism of left [Y,Y]-modules. We conclude that
Equations ([I6]) and ([I7) hold for all F,G,H and f, g if and only if s is a morphism of [X, X]-[Y,Y]-bimodules. O

Corollary 5.4. For any t € €-Tamb(M, N)(¥,¥), the morphism t[Y, X]| € €-Tamb(%,%)(¥[Y, X],¥[Y, X]) is
a morphism of [Y,Y]-[X, X]-bimodules. Functoriality of restrictions and corestrictions (Equations ([II) and (2]) of
Proposition[44) thus yields functors

—~

&(N_’y)y(Mﬂx) : ¢-Tamb(M, N) — Bimod(%-Tamb(%, %))
for any choice of objects Y € N and X € M, sending ¥ to ¥[Y, X| and t to t[Y, X].

Proof. The assignment described in Equation ([IB]) of Lemma[5.3] produces the restriction of t to (°PP Rk %) ® (Y, X),
which clearly is natural since t is natural in N°P ®; M. O

Definition 5.5. A ¥-module category M is very cyclic if there is an essentially surjective -module functor € DX, M.
Equivalently, M is very cyclic if there is an object X € M such that for every Y € M, there is F € € such that
Y ~ MF(X).

The reason we don't refer to a very cyclic M simply as cyclic is that in the sequel we will also consider the additive
closure of the full image of @ x, and say that M is cyclic if that subcategory coincides with all of M. This is the
notion considered in [MMMTZ].

Definition 5.6. Given a ¥-module category M and an object X € M, we let M x X denote the full ¥-module
subcategory whose objects are of the form MF, MF,,_; --- MF;(X), forn >0 and Fy,...,F, € %.

The €-module category M« X is very cyclic, with a very cyclic generator X.

Clearly, M is very cyclic if and only if and only if there is X € M such that the inclusion of M * X into M is an
equivalence of ¥-module categories. This is equivalent to the inclusion of ¥ ® X into M being an equivalence of
categories.

Definition 5.7. We define the bicategory %-Tambg as follows:

o objects of ¥-Tamby are pairs (M, X), where M is a ¥-module category and X € M
e ¢-Tambo((M, X), (N,Y)) := ¢-Tamb(M, N), and similarly the composition and coherence cells are inher-
ited from ¢-Tamb.

Clearly, there is a biequivalence ¥-Tamby — %-Tamb which is identity on 1-morphisms and 2-morphisms, and sends
an object (M, X) of €-Tamby to M. Any choice assigning an object X to every ©-module category M gives a
quasi-inverse to the biequivalence just described.

Definition 5.8. We define the bicategory %-Tamb, as the 1, 2-full subcategory of ¥-Tamb whose objects are very
cyclic €-module categories.

Definition 5.9. A choice W : Ob %-Tamb, — Ob %¢-Tamb, associating a very cyclic generator to each M € ¢-Tamb,,
defines a pseudofunctor Gy : ¢-Tamb, — ¢-Tambo by ObGy = W and (Gy)M,N = L4 Tamb(M,N)-

Theorem 5.10. Let ¥: K - M and £ : M - N be ¢-Tambara modules, and let X e K, Y € M, Z € N.
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There are canonical morphisms cs(z v 4y, x] * Z[Z, Y] ®py,y) ¥Y, X] — (£0 ¥)[Z, X] of [Z, Z]-[ X, X]-bimodules,
which, together with the assignment (M, X) = [X, X] and the functors 7% y),m,x) of Corollary 54 define a

strictly unital lax functor %% : €-Tambo — Bimod(%-Tamb(%, %)).
If ML is very cyclic and Y is a very cyclic generator for M, the coherence morphism cg[z vy [y, x] iS an isomorphism.

Proof. We have

z[Z, Y]Olaw[y X]
(5[2, Y] ®py.vy ¥Y, X])(F, G) = coeq( £[Z,Y] o[V, Y] o ¥[Y, X] ?; £[Z,Y] o ¥[Y, X] )(F, G)
raflZYloyy, X]
{ (NFZ,MHY)@1al.); X(];}
- cocq( (M B(NFZ, MHY) @, (MHY, MH'Y') @, ¥ (MH'Y, KGX) d {“ L(NFZ, MKY) ®; ¥(MKY, KGX) )

{ra”{ Y] @u(MH’ YKGX)}

Recall that by definition of a coend as a colimit, SK Z(NFZ, MKY) ® ¥(MKY, KGX) is a coequalizer of a pair of
maps into [ [ Z(NFZ, MKY) ®x ¥(MKY, KGX), and similarly, other coends in our computation are by definition
coequalizers of maps into the corresponding coproduct. We may thus lift the morphisms 1a, ra, e to the corresponding
coproducts. We denote the lifts by overlining. Using the definition of coends, together with properties of 1a, ra, e, we
find the following commutative diagram:

[ 1.0 Z(NFZ, MHY) @ (H, H') ®; ¥(MH'Y, KGX)

IRl TIM @Y
HZYIR X | | TuY,X]
£[Z,Y]®ra*
[ L E(NFZ, MHY) @, (MHY, MH'Y) @ ¢(MH'Y,KCGX) [ [( Z(NFZ, MKY) ®. ¥(MKY,KGX) —— {V““®" y(NFZ,U) ® (U, KGX)
i T @U[Y, X]

{5 (NFZ, MHY) ®, (MHY, ME'Y) ®, ¥(MH'Y, KGX)
lax®\Y[Y,X]J/ l:[z,y]@:f izz, vy, X]
§¥ L(NFZ, MKY) ® #(MKY, KGX)

!

(Z[Z, Y] ®py,y) ¥V, XD(F, Q) —mmmmmmmmmm oo SlEYVRS » (Y ME(NFZ,U) @, ¥(U, KGX)

The morphism ig[7 y]4[v,x] is obtained from the inclusion of {Z(NFZ, MKY) ®x ¥(MKY,KGX) | K € €} into the
collection {E(NFZ,U) ® ¥(U,KGX) | U € M}.

The objects (Z[Z, Y] ®(y,y) ¥[Y, X])(F, G) and Sgg@y (NFZ,MHY) ®x ¥(MH'Y, KGX) are by definition the co-
equalizers of their column and row in the d|agram respectwely.

The indicated, mutually inverse isomorphisms follow by applying the universal properties of their respective domains
(in particular, they represent the same functor). Since all the morphisms in the diagram are (lifts of) morphisms of
[Z, Z]-[ X, X]-bimodules, so is the obtained morphism cg[ vy 4[v,x]- Similarly, we find naturality in I, ¥.

Since cy[z,y],e[v,x] IS induced from iz yq4[y,x] Via the unique isomorphism making the above diagram commute,
it suffices to show that the morphisms iz y 4[yv,x] satisfy the coherence axioms for a lax functor. The associativity

VST (VR T QEW, V) @i 5V, U)) @i (U KGX) — (VS (VN QR V) @ 5(V, 1)) @ $(0, KGX)

: |
SVE%’@Z (

T(QFW, V) @ (§757®Y 5(V,U) @k ¥(U, KGX)) §VENT(QEW, V) @k (§7E7Y (V. U) @ ¥(U, KGX))

Toiz,yl JTOiz,w

UMV, U) @ ¥(U,KGX)) . §YNr(QFEW, V) @4 (§UM RV, U) @ 9(U, KG X))

1r,50¥

SVE‘K@Z T(QFVV, V) e (S
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follows from the Fubini rule for coends (which gives the isomorphisms in the diagram) together with the commutativity
of

{T(QFW,NLZ) ® £(NLZ,MKY) @, ¥(MKY,KGX) | K,L € ¢} = {T(QFW,NLZ) @ £(NLZ,U) ® ¥(U,KGX) | L e €,U € M}

k ]

{T(QFW, V) @ &(V, MKY) @ ¥(MKY,KGX) | Ke ¢,V e N} —=—— {1(QFW, V) @y £(V,U) ® ¥(U, KGX) | V € N,U € M}

Since 7% v, x), (v, x)({— —m) = (<X, =X) = [X, X] = 1Bimod(¢-Tamb(%,%))([X,X],[X,X]). the lax functor 7 is
strictly unital. To show right unitality of c, we verify that the diagram

(¥ o {= =Y, X]

commutes. This is a consequence of the commutativity of

] Cyly, X],[X,X]
—_—

oY, X]®

iy[y, x],[X,X] UeK

r_aW[Y,X]l 9
¥(MKY,—)

¥(MKY, KGX)

where ra*¥:X] is the morphism induced by ra[Y, X], using the fact that ra[Y, X| coequalizes ¥[Y, X] o m[*:X] and
a':Xl o [X, X]. This latter diagram commutes, since for any = € ¥(MKY,KLX) and g € (KLX, KGX), we by
definition have

ra{;K,G(z ®g) = ‘I’(MK,g)(Z')
Left unitality of c is similar.

To see that cgz vy 4[y,x] becomes an isomorphism whenever M is very cyclic and Y is a very cyclic generator, it
suffices to show that in that case ig[z y4[v,x] is an isomorphism. This follows from the fact that iz yqe[v,x] is

the comparison map induced by the change of weight: the coend SUEM Z(NFZ,U) ® ¥(U, KGX) can be written as
the weighted colimit {—, —Yy; ®nor, M) (Z(NFZ, )@ ¥(—, KGX)). Denoting the inclusion of ¥® Y into M by

Iy and using the fact that (—, —)\; o (I} ®k Iy) = (=, =)y, We may write iz y]4[y,x] as the comparison map
UeM
f L(NFZ,U) @ ¥(U, KCX) = (—, =5 Omeren) (Z(NFZ, —) @k ¥(—, KGX))
= (=m0 Iv) ®(wev)recor)) (Z(NFZ —) @k ¥(—, KGX))
Ues®Y
= J I(NFZ,U) @ ¥(U, KGX)

induced by precomposition with the inclusion functor. If Y is a very cyclic generator, then Iy is an equivalence, and
so the comparison map is invertible in that case. ([

Corollary 5.11. For every choice W of cyclic generators as in Definition[5.9, and the resulting pseudofunctor Gy, we

obtain a pseudofunctor 7% o Gy : 6-Tamb, — Bimod(%-Tamb(%,€)). We denote this pseudofunctor by %y. In the
presence of a fixed choice W and no risk of ambiguity, we denote 7%y simply by 7%.

Let W,W be two choices assigning a very cyclic generator to every very cyclic ¥-module category, as described in
Definition 5.9

Lemma 5.12. The pseudofunctors Gy and Gy are pseudonaturally isomorphic.
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Proof. The assignment (gyw)m = (—, —)y = 1w defines a pseudonatural isomorphism gy : Gy — Gy. The same
assignment defines its inverse. O

Corollary 5.13. The pseudofunctors 7%y and 7%y are pseudonaturally isomorphic.
Proof. We have 7ty = ¢ o Gy Loy =Ly O

Explicitly, given a ¥-module category M, the component (7% o gy w)m is given by the bimodule [W/ (M), W(M)], and
given T € ¢-Tamb(M, N), the coherence 2-morphism (% o gy )5 is given by

W (N), W (M)] ©pr(a) vy [W (M), W(M)] SO COLEAD AL, (7 (O W/(N), W(M)]

—1

1= Lor)g[W (N W(M Crw Rl JZ[W W
o0 MDA, (=, = © B)[W/ (), W(M)] —LOLECOLEOLODL, (N 3(NY] Ry oy EW(N), WM.

6. COMPATIBILITY OF 7{ WITH RESTRICTIONS

Let F : € — Z be a (strong) monoidal functor. Given M € Z-Mod, denote by F*M the ¢-module category obtained
via the composition €®x M — 2 @ M — M. Given ¥ € P-Tamb(M,N), using the extranaturality of f:w in
F € 9, one may verify that the collection {7‘3;(}1);1/,)( |[He 4, Y eN,X € M} defines a Tambara module F*¥ from
F*M to F*N whose underlying profunctor is identical to that of ¥.

Given a morphism t € 2-Tamb(M, N)(¥, ¥'), the collection {ty,x | Y € N, X € M} defines a morphism

F*t € ¢-Tamb(F*M, F*N)(F*¥, F*¥').

We thus obtain a faithful functor F; n from Z-Tamb(M, N) to ¢-Tamb(F*M, F*N). This assignments extends to
pseudofunctors

F* : 9-Tamb — ¢-Tamb and F§ : 2-Tamby — €-Tamby .
whose coherence cells are identities. Given £ € 2-Tamb(M,N) and ¥ € 2-Tamb(K,M), both F*(Z ¢ ¥) and

F*Z o F*¥ give the Tambara module whose underlying profunctor is the composition of the underlying profunctors
Z o ¥; the (coinciding) Tambara structures and the isomorphism between them are depicted in the following diagram:

(F*L o F*¥)(Z, X) - » (F*L o F*¥)((F*N)(G)Z, (F*K)(G)X)

§ (2 Y) o (Y, X) — [V B(N(F(H))Z,Y) o ¥(Y, K(F(H))X)

F*(Z o ¥)(Z, X) > s F*(Z 0 ¥)((F*N)(G)Z, (F*K)(G)X)

Similarly, the unitality coherence cells are identity morphisms: the identity Tambara module of M is given by the
Hom-profunctor {(—, —) of M, together with its Z-action inherited from the Z-module category structure on M.
The identity Tambara module of F*M is given by the same profunctor, with restricted action. But this is precisely
F* <77 7>M'

Observe that F induces a ¢-module functor, F : 4€ — F*%. The following statement is simpler, but analogous to
the lax functoriality part of Theorem R.I0

Lemma 6.1. The functor Resp : €-Tamb(F*2,F* %) — €-Tamb(%, %) obtained by restricting and corestricting
along I, is lax monoidal.
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Proof. Given L, ¥ € €-Tamb(F* 2, F* %), we have, for any C,C’ € ¢

De2
Resp(Z o ¥)(C,C") = J. Z(FC,D) ®x ¥(D,FC’)
and
C"e¥
(Resp(Z) o Resp(¥))(C,C') = J L(FC,FC") @ ¥(FC",FC’).
We define the multiplicativity morphisms for Resy as those induced by
[pp E(FC,D) @ (D, D'y @ ¥(D',FC') " [, Z(FC,D") @ ¥(D",FC') ——— {° £(FC, D) ®; ¥(D, FC')
e om ):(]FC,]FC”)@]FC//YC///®‘I'(11-“C'".,11-“C')T ] T
[ o E(FC,FC”) @, (C”, ") @ ¥(FC", FC') — [, B(FC,FC/) ® ¥(FC/,FC') —— { £(FC,FC”) @ ¥(FC",FC)

and the unitality structure morphisms as

F_ _

C(—,—) — P(F-,F-) =F*D(—,—).

The multiplicative axiom follows analogously to the proof of Theorem [E.I0l The right unitality axiom is satisfied, since
the diagram

Vi &) "
(¢ ¥(FC,FC”) @, €(C", ') —— (& ¥(FC, FC") @, 2(FC",FC')

- £

v

¥(FC,FC') r §° ¥(FC,D) ® 2(D,FC)

commutes: both the maps in it correspond to the extranatural collection
¥(FC,FC") @k €(C",C") - ¥(FC,FC')
z®f — ¥(FC,Ff)(x).

Left unitality is similar. O

Given a lax monoidal functor G : & — 28, we obtain an induced lax functor
Bimod(G) : Bimod(&/) — Bimod(%),
which, for example, given a monoid object A in 47, endows the object G(A) with the structure of a monoid via maps

G(ea)

1 25 G(1y) G(A)

and
G(A) @ G(A) B4 6(A S 4) L84, g(a).

The multiplicative coherence maps of Bimod(G) are given by

G(M) ® G(A) ® G(N) —= 6(M) ® G(N) —— G(M) Qg G(N)
GMGAGN) ——— GMEN) — G(M @4 N)

from which it clearly follows that if G is strong monoidal, then Bimod(G) is a pseudofunctor. The unitality coherence
maps are the identities, since for any monoid A € 7, the identity bimodule 4A 4 is mapped under G to the identity
bimodule g(4)G(A)g(4) of G(A).
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Proposition 6.2. Given a strong monoidal functor ¥ : € — &, the diagram

-Tamby — Bimod(Z-Tamb(Z, 2))
lBimod(H-";@)
(18) P Bimod(%-Tamb(Z, 2))

lBimod(ResF)

%

%-Tamby —— Bimod(€-Tamb(%, €))

commutes strictly.
Proof. First, for any Tambara module ¥ € Z-Tamb((K, X), (M, Y)), the underlying Tambara module of (E%OFS)(‘I’)
sends (C,C’) to ¥(MF(C)Y, KF(C')X), and its Tambara structure is given by

¥ —1
T2p(C ) ME(C) Y, KF(C) X ¥ (mﬂ-‘(C”),ﬂ-‘(C) ’kF(C”),f(C’))

¥(MF(C)Y,KF(C')X) ¥(MF(C")YMF(C)Y, KF(C")KF(C') X)

oM} Kfon o)
¥(M(F(C")F(C))Y,K(F(C")KF(C')) X) :

\P(M([F(C”C))Y,K([F(C”C’))X)
which coincides with the Tambara module obtained by chasing ¥ along the other path in Diagram (I8]). Similarly,
chasing a morphism of Tambara modules gives equal morphisms of underlying Tambara modules, and since morphisms

of bimodules do not require additional structure beyond the morphisms of underlying Tambara modules, we see that
the diagram commutes on the level of 2-morphisms.

—

By definition, the multiplication map for the monoid (% o F§)((K, X)) is given on components by the maps

f (KF(C)X,KFC"X ) ® (KF(C")X,KF(C')X ) —» (KF(C)X,KF(C') X )
induced by composition. This map coincides with the composite
(<" (KF(C) X, KF(C") X)) @ (KF(C") X, KF(C')X) — [P (KF(C)X, KDX) ®;, (KDX, KF(C')X) — (KF(C)X, KF(C')X),

which gives the multiplication map of the monoid (Bimod(Resg) o Bimod(F% ) o %, ) (K, X)). Similarly, both paths
in the diagram define the unit map ¢(C,C’) — (KF(C)X,KF(C)'X) as the one sending f to (KF(f))x. Since the
left and right action maps for the [V, Y]-[ X, X]-bimodule structure of ¥[Y, X are defined using the composition maps
in M and K respectively, the coincidence of bimodule structures follows analogously to the coincidence of monoid
structures.

Let £ € 2-Tamb((M,Y), (N, Z)). By the construction given in the proof of Theorem the multiplicative coher-
ence morphism cz(z v 4[v,x] : Z[Z, Y] ®[y,y1 ¥[Y, X] — (Z0¥)[Z, X] of % is determined uniquely by the inclusions
of {Z(NDZ,MD'Y) ®; ¥(MD'Y,KD"X) | D' € 2} into {£(NDZ,U) ® ¥(U,KD"X) | U € M}, for D,D’ and D"
in 2. The multiplicative coherence morphism F*Z[Z, Y| Qpx[y,y] F*¥[Y, X] — (F*(£ 0 ¥))[Z, X] for either of the
lax functors in Diagram (8] is obtained by the same construction, from the inclusions of

{Z(NF(C)Z, MF(C")Y) @ ¥(MF(C")Y,KF(C")X) | C"€ ¢} into {£(NF(C)Z,U) ®x ¥(U,KF(C)"X) | U € M} .
Finally, observe that all the lax functors in Diagram (I8]) are strictly unital, and hence both the paths in the diagram

define strictly unital lax functors. O

7. 7¢ IS ESSENTIALLY SURJECTIVE

In the case Ml = ¥, the equivalence given by Equation (3] becomes a monoidal equivalence €®°PP = ¢-Mod (%, %).
Composing this with the contravariant monoidal functor

H(%, — )¢z : €-Mod (€, €)°P — Caty(%-Tamb(%, %), €-Tamb (%, %))
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of Proposition [£.8] we get a monoidal functor
% — Caty(€-Tamb(€,€), €-Tamb(€, %)),

which endows €-Tamb(%, ) with the structure of a ¥-module category. The action of K € € is by restriction - it
maps a Tambara module ¥ to the Tambara module ¥(—, —K). It should be noted that this action is not strict: the
Tambara modules ¥(—, (—L)K) and ¥(—, —(LK)) are canonically isomorphic but not equal. If T is a monoid object
in €-Tamb(%, %), then T(—, —K) is a T-module, with structure map la: To T(—, —K) — T(—, —K) given by

H
laRG = MfF GK - J T(F, H) ®]k T(H, GK) i T(F, GK)

Transporting from the evident T-module structure on To%(—, —K) under the isomorphism coming from Yoneda lemma
gives the same T-module structure on T(—, —K).

Definition 7.1. The %-module category Tf is defined as the full subcategory of T-mod whose objects are the objects
of @-Tamb(%€, %) = T, under the above described €-module structure of ¥-Tamb(%,%). As such, a general object of
T? is of the form T(—, (... ((—Fy)Fn_1)...)F1)), for n > 0 and Fy,...,F, € €. Clearly, T? is very cyclic, with a
very cyclic generator given by T.

Using Proposition 511 the object T € T% gives a monoid [T, T] in ¢-Tamb(%, %).

Proposition 7.2. There is an isomorphism T ~ [T, T| of monoid objects in €-Tamb(€,%).

Proof. We have

~

[T, T|(K,L) = Homrt o4 (T(—, —K), T(—, —L)) — Homr 04(T 0 ¢(—, —K), T(—, —L))
= Hom%—Tamb(%”fza”) (55(77 *K)a T(fa 7L)) - (7a 7L)(K7 ]l) = T(Ka ]IL)'

The first isomorphism is obtained by passing under the isomorphisms T(—, —K) ~ T o ¥(—, —K); the second is a
general fact about monoids and modules in monoidal categories; the third follows from Equation (@) in Remark B3
All the isomorphisms in the construction are natural in K,L, so we obtain an isomorphism [T,T] ~ T(—,1—) of
profunctors. Explicitly, the composite isomorphism, which we will from now on denote by J, sends a morphism ¢ to
? := ypK(ek 1k (lk)). We show that this is an isomorphism of Tambara modules, where T(—,1—) is endowed with
Tambara structure transported from T. We thus need to show that

[T.T]

(T(HK, lue) © 7k .r, © TK, 1D Y) 0 kL) (9) = (Juke © 72k 1) (9)-
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And indeed, we have

(T(HK, L) 71 LTK, 1D Tk (9) by definition of Jk 1,
= T(HK, lHL)f;;;KﬁLT(K, 1Yok ek ik (k) Tambara structure of T
— T(HK, lyp ) T(HK, HUL ) 721 4,0, 10K nK(IK) definition of 7277

= T(HK, lyr,) T(HK, Hl; ) T(HK, ag 1 L)7" ZHK 1 ng 1ex.1k (k)  is a Tambara morphism

= T(HK, L )T(HK, HIZ)T(HK, amr ) ong m 2 - ex, 1K(1K) definition of 7T

= T(HK, lgp)T(HK, H1; V) T(HK, a1 1) ¢nk mT(HK, aﬁll K)f “nxakeK,ik(lk) e is a Tambara morphism
= T(HK, ) T(HK, HU, ) T(HK, gy ) ek THK, aih enx nak) (Hlk) Hl;'oapy =15'L
= T(HK, lyr,) T(HK, 75 ' L) onx m T(HK, aHylﬂK)eHK,H(nK)(HIK)  is a Tambara morphism

= T(HK, lup)onx n THK, 15 'K)T(HK, ai;} k)enk nax) (Hlk) g Koagh = Hi!
T(HK,lHL)cpHK_,HT(HK,ngl)eHKyH(ﬂK)(HlK) e is a Tambara morphism
= T(HK, lgr)¢nk, menk,uk (iduk) lar, = agu, o lul
= T(HK, a1,u,1.)T(HK, luL)pnk  menk, uk (iduk) © is a Tambara morphism
— T(HK, a5 p.1) ok 1 T(HK, lK)enk ux (iduk) WK = a0 Lk
= T(HK, a1, u,1.)¢uk,aT(HK, (11_11{ ) THK, lak )enk mk (iduk) e is a Tambara morphism
= T(HK, ay,1,0.)pr i T(HK, alf )er mik bk ) definition of7=""

= (IHK,HLtg;}T(],L)(@)-

—1
By definition of T(—,1—), the maps T(F,1G) B ), T(F, G), for all F, G € €, give an isomorphism T(—,1—) — T.

We now show that the composite isomorphism [T, T| — T(—,1—) — T is an isomorphism of monoid objects.
To establish multiplicativity, we need to show that the diagram

§r ]K,L@IL.ML lJK,M
§T(K, 1L) @ T(L, IM) T(K, 1M)
P10 ) OT(K )| Jrach

§“T(K,L) ® T(L,M) —5—— T(K, M)
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commutes. And indeed, we have

(mgm o T, L @ TK, 1) o Tkt ® Jrm) (9 @) by definition
L

= mK M(T SQK 1€K ]IK(I,K) ® T(L l )’l/)L 1€eL, ]lL lL ) definition of J ]K,L ® ]L,M
= mg M(goK rex, ik () @ T, M)T(L, Iy v enan (1)) 1 is a Tambara morphism
= mi,m (¢ ek, ik (k) @ T(L, Iy DpyLaT(1 ,]lL)eL,ﬂL(lL)) e is a Tambara morphism
=mk,m (K, 1ek, 1k (1K) @ T(L, 1y )¢ e (idir)) m is a Tambara morphism
= T(K, 1{41)1111(,11\/1 (cpK,ﬂeK,ﬂK(lK) ®1/)]1L7]1e1L_’1L(id]1L)) m is a morphism of T-modules
= T(K, Iy )¢, imi in (ke ik (k) @ eqr i (idin)) unitality of m
= T(K, Iy )¢9k ek 1k (1k) by definition

= T(K, Iy")Jk,m (¥ 0 ).

Recall that, by definition, the unitality map ¢(—,—) — [T,T] sends k € ¥(K,L) to T2 b : T(—,—K) — T(—,—L).
Using this, we verify unitality of T(—,171—)J:

(T(—, 1Y) o J o ™)k (k) by definition
(K, 1; HT(K, 1k)ek 1x (k) naturality of 1_
T(K, k) T(K, 1z ek 1x (k) e is a Tambara morphism
= T(K, k)ek k(idk) Yoneda lemma

= ek, (k)

Corollary 7.3. The pseudofunctor 7% : €-Tamb, — Bimod(€-Tamb(¥€, %)) is essentially surjective.

8. 7¢ 1S LOCALLY AN EQUIVALENCE
€
8.1. Fmo monoidal and module categories. Given a monoidal category (%,®), we define a monoidal category
(€7 ,#) as follows:

e Ob%* is the free magma on Ob ¥ it thus consists of finite fully parenthesized expressions w(Fy,...,F,),
forn>1and Fy,...,F, €%.
e Let Evy : Ob%# — Ob % be the magma morphism extending the identity map on Ob%. We let

Homes (w(Fy,...,Fp), &' (F],...,F..)) := Homg(Evg w(Fy, ..., Fp), Eve ' (F, ..., FL)).

e The tensor product functor is given by the multiplication operation on Ob%# and on morphisms given by

Home# (wo(F1, ..., Frn),wo(F7, ..., Fry)) @ Homes (w1 (G, ..., Gr), wi (G, ..., GL))
Homy (Eveg(wo(F1,...,Fp)), Evg(w(FY, ... FL,))) ® Homg (Eve (w1 (G1,...,G)), Ewg(wl( ., GY))
v &
Homes (Eves(wo(F1, ..., Fn)) @ Eves(wn(Ga, .., G1)) s Eve (wh (L, .. F1)) @ Eveg (W (GY, .., GL))

HOIn<g(E\kg(OJo#wl(Fl,...,Fn,Gl,...,Gl)),EV%(oJ(l)#wll(Fll,.. JFL, ’,...,G;C)))
{(:

Home# (wo#wl(Fl, coy By Ge, oo, Gy wy#Hw (F, . F G L .,G;C))

where the first arrow is by definition of the Hom-sets in &%, the second uses the monoidal structure on %,
the third uses the fact that Eve is a magma morphism, and the fourth again is by definition of Hom-sets in

¢
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Clearly, (67, #) is well-defined, and the functor EV¢ : €% — % given by Ev¢ on objects and identity on morphisms
is a monoidal equivalence.

We say that a @-module category M is fmo (free module on objects) if the action Ob% x ObM — ObM is free.
We denote by €-Mod* the 1,2-full subbicategory of 4-Mod whose objects are fmo €-module categories. Similarly
we define the 1, 2-full subbicategory €-Tamb” of €-Tamb.

Given a %-module category M, we define M# e €-Mod# analogously to €#. We thus let ObM? be the free
(Ob %)-module on ObM, let Evpp be the Ob €-module morphism extending the identity map on Ob M, and set

Homp# (w(Fl, ey By X)W (FY, . ,F;,X’)) := Homyg (Eva(Fl, ooy Foy X)), Bvgw (FY - .,F;,X’)).

Composition and %-module structure are completely analogous to the definition of €#. The functor M# — M given
by Evn on objects and identity on morphisms is an equivalence of module categories. Thus, the respective inclusions
of €-Mod? in ¢-Mod and of €-Tamb? in 4-Tamb are biequivalences.

As a consequence of the special case of F := EV¢ of Proposition in order to prove that % is a biequivalence, it
suffices to show that 7%+ is a biequivalence. And since the inclusion of €-Tamb? in €-Tamb is a biequivalence, it
suffices to show that the restriction of 7% is a biequivalence. In other words, for the remainder of this section, we
may assume that both the monoidal category € as well as its module categories are fmo.

8.2. 7 is locally essentially surjective. Let M, N be very cyclic ¥-module categories with very cyclic generators
X € M,Y € N. Recall that, following the notation introduced in Section Bl we write ¥ ® X for the subcategory of
M with objects {MFX | F € ¢} and we write M » X for the full €-module subcategory of M whose objects are of
the form MF, MF,,_;---MF,(X), forn > 1 and Fy,...,F,, € €. In particular, € ® X is a subcategory of M x X,
and the two categories are equivalent. We recall an elementary result about constructing such an equivalence:

Lemma 8.1. Given a category C together with a subcategory S Le and, for every object c € C, a choice of an object
s(c) € 8 and an isomorphism o, : ¢ — s(c), we define an equivalence . : C = S by sending ¢ to s(c), and sending
f e Home(c,c) to o o foo, ! € Homs(s(c),s(c¢")). This yields an adjoint equivalence (3,1, o, 0[91).

...F,.x be the, unique due to the coherence theorem for monoidal categories, isomorphism from the object
MF,, ---MF; X to M(F,(--- (F3(F2F1))--))X obtained by composing coherence cells of M and associators for
%. Our choice of the “right-first” parenthesizing is not essential to the arguments, we adapt it as a convention to
facilitate the presentation. From now on, we denote the object obtained by right-first parenthesizing of F,, ... F; by

.....

r(Fp,...,F1). The main benefit of this choice is the following:
(19) H&1(Fp, ..., F1) = r(H,Fpp, ..., Fy).
Definition 8.2. Following Lemma Bl the collection {mf,  p | Fy,...,F1 € %,n =1} gives rise to an equiva-

lence from M x X to ¢ ® X, which we denote by Y x)-

Let ¥ € Bimod(%-Tamb(%, %))([X, X],[Y,Y]) be a [Y,Y]-[X, X]-bimodule with action maps 1a and ra, given by
extranatural collections {lap.r.¢ | F,G,H € €} and {rap.r g | F, G, H € €} Passing under the tensor-hom adjunction
in Vecy, we obtain collections

(20)

{Taru,c : (MHX, MGX ) — Homy (¥(F,H),¥(F,G))} and {Tagru : (NFY,NHY) — Hom(¥(H, G), ¥(F,G))} .

The notation in (20) implicitly indicates that the dualized collections give extranatural collections, where Ta is ex-
tranatural in F and 1a is extranatural in G. This is a consequence of the following lemma:

Lemma 8.3. Let C be a category, let P,P’ : C — Vecy and R : C°? — Vecy be functors and let V € Vecy.
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(1) Given a collection {7 : P(c) ®k R(¢) — V'} satisfying

P(c) @« R(¢)

P(f)®R(c") P(c)®R(f)
— T
P(c') ®k R(¢') P(c) ®k R(c)

\V/

for all ¢,c, f € C(c,c’). The collection {T. : P(c) — Homg(R(c), V')} is natural in c.
(2) Given a collection {~y. : V ®x P(c) — P’(c)} natural in ¢, the collection {7, : V' — Homg(P(c), P'(c))} satisfies

_ 1% _

Homy (P(c), P'(c)) Homy (P(c'), P'(c))

Homm(cwm Akw(fw’(c’»

Homy (P(c), P'(<))
for all ¢,c, f € C(c,c).
Proof. (1) We have
(Homg(R(f), V) o 7e) (@) (y) = 7e(z @R(f)(y)) = 7 (P(f)(2) ®y) = (Ter 0 P(f)) () (1)
(2) We have
(Homy (P(c), P'(f)) 0 3) () () = P'(f)(e(v @ 2)) = 7o' (v @ P(f)(2)) = (Homy (P(f), P'(c)) 0 7o) (v) ().
O

Proposition 8.4. The assignments (NFY, MGX) — ¥(F, G) and that given by the common value of the commutative
diagram

el ——F/
Fr ®Tag o

1a
(NFY,NF'Y) @, (MGX,MG'X)
|z e

Homk(@(Flv G)v "IJ(Fv G)) Rk Homk(q’(Fv G)v "IJ(Fv G/)) CX;(:ETG),%(F’,G')J(F,G')

Homy (¥(F', '), ¥(F, G')) @ Homy (¥(F', G), ¥(F', G'))

Vecy
Homy (¥(F/,G),¥(F,G)),Homy (¥(F,G) ¥(F,G’))

Homyg (¥(F, G), ¥(F, G")) ® Homg (¥(F', G), ¥(F, G))

Homy (¥(F', G), ¥(F, G'))

Vecy,

Cy(F/,G) ¥(F,G),4(F,G')

define a functor ¥ : (€ ® Y)° ®y (€ ® X) — Vecy. Here, bVe°« denotes the standard symmetric braiding on Vecy,.

=G
Proof. If, for a fixed G € €, the assignments NFY — ¥(F,G) and (NFY,NF'Y") Lo, Homy (¥(F/, G), ¥(F, G))
define a functor ¥(—, G) : (¢ ®Y)° — Vecy, and, similarly, for any fixed F € %, the assignments MG X — ¥(F, G)
and (IMGX,MG'X) Homy (¥(F, G), ¥(F,G’)) give a functor ¥(F,—) : € ® X — Vecy, then ¥ is well-
defined by [MacLl Proposition 11.3.1]. We show the first of the above two claims, proving that we obtain a functor
¥(—,G): (€®Y)°P — Vecy; the second claim is analogous.
The unit axiom for the left module structure of ¥ implies that, for any F, G € €, the diagram

—F
Tag o

M e(F, 1) @ ¥(H, G) 8 (T UNFY, NHY ) ®, ¥(H, G)

\ llaF’G
I 4

(F,G)
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commutes, which gives the equality {lapr.c o (N—)y ® ¥(H,G)) | He €} = {lj;.p ¢ | H € €} of extranatural col-
lections. Recall that for any f € €(F,H), we have (I")prc(f ® —) = ¥(f,G)(—). Evaluating at H = F and
idr € €(F, F), we obtain

¥(—, G)(idnry) = ¥(—, G)(Nidr)y) = Tagrr(Nidr)y) = lapr,c(Nidr)y ® -)

= g, (i[dr ®—) = ¥(idr, G) = idy(p,c) = idy_ gy NFy) -
This shows that ¥(—, G) preserves identity morphisms.

Similarly, on the level of extranatural collections, the multiplicative axiom for 1a shows that, for any F, G, H,H' € ¥,
the diagram

N ’
Nry,Nmy,nmy @Y (H,G)

(NFY,NHY) @, (NHY, NH'Y) @y ¥(H', G) (NFY,NH'Y) ® ¥(H', G)
l<NFY’NHY>®k1aH’;H,G llaHl:F’G

(NFY, NHY) @ ¥(H, G) s ¥(F,G)

commutes. Thus, for any f € (NFY,NHY) and g € (NHY,NH'Y), we have

¥(—,G)(go f) =Tagrw(go f) = lawrc(go f®—) = lagr.c(f ®lamnc(g® —)) =
Tagru(f)(lanmna(g ® —)) = Tagru(f) Tacun (9)(-)) = ¥(—, G)(g) o ¥(—, G)(f),

which concludes the proof. O

Definition 8.5. We denote the composite functor

Y(NoPE, M, (v, X))
_(NOP@M, (Y. X)) |

(NP @ M) » (Y, X) (NP @, M) ® (Y, X) & Ve,

by 7.
Proposition 8.6. The collection

{f:?{;r(Fm,...,Fl),r(Gn,...,Gl) € <‘P(Y(F’ma s aFl)a I'(Gn, R Gl))v‘y(Hér(Fma s 7F1)5 H ér(Gna R} Gl))>}

endows ¥ with the structure of a Tambara module (M » X) 4 (N xY).

Proof. First, using Equation (I9)) together with Definition and Definition [8.5] we find

©

YHRT(Fm, ..., F1), HOT(Cr, ..., G1)) = ¥(x(H, Fp, ..., Fy),1(H, Gy, .., Gy))
= W(NHNF,, - - -NF; Y, MHMG,, - - - MG1 X)
= ¥((N«Y)(H)(NF,, - --NFY), (M % X )(H)(MG,, - --MG1 X))

showing that the maps in our candidate Tambara structure have correct domains and codomains.

Next, let f € (MHy ... MH X, MG,,...MG1X),,, . Naturality with respect to the morphisms of M x X then
follows from the commutativity of the following diagram:

B (41 ) e (G oGy (MG, Gy x0T EE )
¥(r(Fy, ..., F1),r(Hg,..., H1)) ¥(r(Fp, ..., F1),1(Gm, ..., G1))
lf:'z(;r(Fn ..... Fp).r(Hy,...,Hp) f:;’(;r(Fn ..... Fq),r(Hy,..., Hp)

¥(r(K,Fp, ..., F1),1(K, G, ..., G1))

, r . ry—1
T(K,Hy,...,H1 ), 5 (K,Gm \-.. Gl)(mK.Gm ..... Gl.XOMKfO(m )K,H,C ..... Hl,X)
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Observe that MK(mg, o) = my ¢

(Fn,. F1)

ﬁi(Hk,...;Hl),r(Gm 111111 Gl)(mg}m,.,.,Gl,Xofo(mr)ﬁi ,,,,, Hl,X)
¥(r(Fy, ..., F1),r(Hg,..., H1)) ¥(r(Fp, ..., F1),1(Gm, ..., G1))
lf:'z(;r(Fn ..... Fq),r(Hy,...,Hy) 72k r(Fp,y.ees Fq),r(Hy,..., HI)J/
‘I’(I‘(K,Fn, aFl)?r(K7Hk7 'aHl)) 5 \P(T(K7Fna"'aF1)?r(K7Gma"'7G1))
A (<, 6y (ME(ME, o xofem™)g! |y k)

The commutativity of the latter diagram is a consequence of ra being a Tambara morphism. Naturality with respect
to the morphisms of (N x Y)°P follows analogously.

The diagram describing the extranaturality of f:;;r(Fm,___7F1),r(Gmm,Gl) in H is the special case of that describing

extranaturality of f:;;F,G, for general F and G. Similarly, the Tambara axiom is satisfied for the collection

---------- k

and module categories M x X and N * Y since it is satisfied for the collection {f;;;RG |F,G,He %} and module
categories M, N. O

Proposition 8.7. We have ¥[Y, X| = ¥. In particular, 7% is locally essentially surjective.

Proof. First, we have ¥[Y, X|(—, —) = ¥(N—Y,M—X) = ¥(—, —), by definition of restriction and corestriction and
by definition of ¥. Following Equation ([I4]), the component ¥[Y, X]E,G is given by

~ ¥ N ¥
¥(ng 5w, mpg) o T2H.NFY,MGX by definition of 7=
:@(nﬁlF, my ) © f:q}’l;F,G by definition of ¥
_ _ 7 - ¥
=¥(ny’ponpr, mucomyg)o g by functoriality of ¥ = 72 py oy

showing that also the Tambara structures of @[Y, X] and ¥ coincide.

Recall that the components ra*l¥:X] : (' (NFY, NHY) ®j #(NHY, MGX) — ¥(NFY, MGX) of the left action on
¥[Y, X] correspond to collections

{@(NFY, M(—)x)m.c : ¥(NFY,MGX) @ (MHX,MGX) — ¥(NFY,MGX) | F,G,H ¢ %} ,
obtained by applying the tensor-hom adjunction on the morphisms
¥(NFY,M(-)x)pu : (MHX, MGX) — (¥(NFY, MHX), ¥(NFY,MHX)),

defining the profunctor structure on 7. By definition of 7, we have @(NFY,M(—)X)F,H = Tap.g,g. Since we have

dualized twice, we find ¥(NFY, M(—)x)i.c = ramr.q, so the right module structures on ¥ and ¥[Y, X| coincide.
Analogously, the left module structures coincide, which concludes the proof. O

8.3. 7% is locally full and faithful. Let ¥, ¥ € ¢-Tamb(M, N). Let t : ¥[Y, X] = ¥'[Y, X] be a bimodule morphism.
Recall that by Lemma5.3] we obtain a natural transformation § : ¥|(zerr g, ¥)@ (v, x) — ‘I’f(%ow@k%)@(xx)' Whiskering

—_—

with the equivalence Tnerg, M, We obtain the natural transformation § : ¥[Y, X | = ¥#[Y, X]. Conjugating with the

unit of the adjoint equivalence (¢, Tnorg, M, (N~1, m), €) obtained by the construction described in Lemma [B.I] we
: . . , )

obtain the natural transformation s : ¥ (Nerg, M)*(v,X) = ¥/ (Nor@, M)«(v, x) 8iven by

'I’(“;‘;,l .pl,wmé ....... GI,X)
¥(NF,, - - NF,Y,MG,, - - - MG X) P Y(Nr(Fp, .. F1)Y,Mr(Gy, ..., G1)X) =— ¥[Y, X](t(Fp, ..., F1),1(Gp,...,G1))
Vg, om0 l“" PG Gy

‘I’,(NFm U NFl)/- MGn e MGlX) ‘I,(Nr(F’"Lr [N Fl)Yv MI’(G", LR GI)X) - \I’I[Y X](r(F‘mv RS Fl)'s r(Gn7 R Gl))
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Lemma 8.8. s gives a Tambara morphism from ¥ to ¥'.

Proof. It suffices to show that the following diagram commutes:

¥
T2 NFp - NF1 Y, MGy MGy X

¥(NF,, ---NF1Y,MG,, --- MG X) ¥(NHNF,, - --NF;Y, MHMG,, - -- MG X))

Jpmst 0 1 | T
Y(Nr(Fy, ..., F1)Y,Mr(Gp,...,G1)X) ____  §(NHNr(F,,,...,F1)Y,MHMr(G,,...,G1)X) ___, ¥(Nr(H,F,,,...,F1)Y,Mr(H,G,,...,G)X)
l* P (B oo 1) (G e G1) X ) (O g TG G1). ) l,
SRR
WY, X]((Fom, -, F1),1(Cs ..., G1)) Ay F) MG B0 Y[V, X|(c(H, Fpn, ..., F1),x(H, Gy, ..., G1))
lsr(Fm., JF1).1(Gny...,Gy) v 3 lsr(H,Fm” JF1),r(H,Gpp b, Gy)
pr X S .
V[V, X]F s - .., F1),1(Crs - .., G1)) Hor@n s B 1 (G C1) Y[Y, X|(t(H,Fyp, ..., F1),r(H, Gy, ...,G1))
o : / I
¥ (Fun oo F1).5(Gon oo G ) ¥ (U Fp) PH E(Gn . ,G1), X))
V(Nr(Fp, .. -, FI)Y, MGy, ..., G1) X) = G N HN (Fon,y -, F1)Y, MEM (G, . . G ) %) 2 W (N2(H, Fony . .., F1)Y, Mr(H, G, . .., G1) X)
l‘l‘ (g, Fl.y-mé,,.l. G1.x) , 5 l‘l’/(n;rm, Fl.y’-m;.c;l" Grx)

T HNFy - NF1 Y, MGy MGy X

¥(NF,, - --NF;Y,MG,, - -- MG; X) ¥ (NHNF,, - - - NF;Y, MHMG,, - - - MG X)

And indeed, face 1 commutes since

(21) mﬁ,lr(Gn,...,Gl),X © mf{,Gn,...,Gl,X = MHmGn,---7G17X7
and similarly for n, so we have
f:‘I’H;r(Fm,...,Fl),r(Gn, Gu).x 0 ¥(nf -1 Ry MG, ) Tambara structure of ¥
= \I’(NHH;“;}...,FI,Y7 MHmE}n,...,Gl,X) o f:H;NFm~~NF1Y,MG,,~~MG1X by (21))
‘I’(nﬁjpl FLY ODH(F,,,...,F1),Y mﬁlr((;m___ G1).x © my g, .G,x)° f:q}’I;NFmmNFlY,MGn-‘-MGlX
= ¥Y(H (P, L)Y m}_I,lr(Gn,...,Gl),X) o ¥(nyp ForFry HG, G, X) © fl?{;NFm---NFIY,MGn---MGIX
= ¥(ny Ny r(Fm, JF1),Y0 ‘““H,r(Gn,m,Gl),X)_1 ° ‘I’(nﬁ}lm, JF,Y mﬁ,c;n,...,c;l,x) o 75?{;NFm---NFIY,MGH---MGIXa

. . I WY, X . :
showing the commutativity of 1. Face 2 commutes by definition of 7= ¥ ]; face 3 commutes since s is a Tambara

morphism; face 4 commutes by definition of 7’:\1‘, and the commutativity of face 5 is analogous to that of face 1. [
Lemma 8.9. (1) Given ¥,¥% € ¢-Tamb(M,N) and a Tambara morphism t : ¥ = ¥, we have t[Y, X]| = t.
(2) Given a bimodule morphism s € (¥[Y, X, ¥'[Y, X|), we have an equality of bimodule morphisms s[Y, X] = s.

Proof. In both cases it suffices to show equality of the underlying natural transformations. Further, as a consequence
of Lemma[81] it suffices to show that t[Y, X] = t coincide on (4°PP ®y €) ® (Y, X). Thus, we only need to establish

t[Y, X] = tnFy,Mcx. And indeed,

NFY,MGX

MNFY’MGX =¥ (np,mg ) ot[Y, X]p,g o ¥(np !, mG) = idy (nry,Mcx) t[Y, X]r.c 0 idynry mcx)
=t[Y, X] = tnFy,Max-

For the second claim, we have

/ -1 -1 . .
s[Y, X]rc = SNry,Max = ¥ (np, mg Jospgo¥(ng ,mg) = 1dqﬂ(NFY,MGX) OSF,G © 1d'II(NFY,MGX) = SF,G-
(I

Proposition 8.10. 7% is locally full and faithful.

Proof. Lemma [8.9] shows that the map s — s is inverse to the map (% n)v,¢ Sending a Tambara morphism t to
the bimodule morphism t[Y, X]. O

Theorem 8.11. 7t is a biequivalence.
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Proof. By Corollary [[3] 7% is essentially surjective; by Proposition [B.7] and Proposition [B.I0, 7 is locally an equiva-
lence. The claim follows by [S-P, Theorem 2.25]. O

9. CLASSIFYING CYCLIC MODULE CATEGORIES

We now turn to one of the main applications, if not the main application, of our results.

Definition 9.1 ([MMMTZ, Definition 2.19]). A Cauchy complete -module category is said to be cyclic if there is
an object X € M such that every Y € M is a direct summand of a finite direct sum of objects of the form MFX.
Equivalently, the Cauchy completion (M x X )¢ is equivalent to M. We say that X is a cyclic generator for M.

Definition 9.2. Given monoid objects A, B in a tame monoidal category &, we say that A, B are Morita equivalent
if and only if there are bimodule objects , Mp and gNa such that pM ®p N ~ 5B and \N®a M ~ A

Theorem 9.3. Let M, N be cyclic €-module categories. Choose a cyclic generator X for M and a cyclic generator
Y for N. The module categories M, N are equivalent if and only if the monoids [ X, X],[Y,Y] € €-Tamb(¥,€) are
Morita equivalent.

Proof. Assume M, N are equivalent. Then, since M ~ (M x X)¢ and N ~ (N % Y)¢, we find an equivalence
(M * X)¢ ~ (M *Y)¢, which, by Corollary 20, yields an equivalence M * X ~ N *Y in €-Tamb. Thus we find
an equivalence [X, X]| = Z(M» X) ~ Z(N+Y) = [Y,Y] in Bimod(%-Tamb(%, %)), i.e. a Morita equivalence
between [X, X] and [Y,Y].

Conversely, assume that [X, X] and [Y,Y] are Morita equivalent. Then, since % is a biequivalence, there is an
equivalence M+ X ~ N x X in €-Tamb. Again applying Corollary @20, we find an equivalence (M » X )¢ ~ (N +Y)°
in ¢-Mod. It follows that we also have M ~ N in €-Mod. O

10. OSTRIK ALGEBRAS AND MMMTZ COALGEBRAS

10.1. The Cayley functor and its variants. In the case where % is rigid or right-closed, the Cayley functor defined
in [PS, Section 4] will be of importance to our study of ¥-module categories. We show that there are multiple ways
to realize the Cayley functor, which allow us to define it also in the case when % is not rigid or closed, and to define
a covariant variant thereof.

Recall that the category [€¢°PP, Vecy| of presheaves on the monoidal category € admits a canonical monoidal structure
via so-called Day convolution, first defined in [Da]. We denote the Day convolution tensor product by ®. By definition,
given presheaves P, Q € [¢°PP, Veck], we have

H,K

POQF) = | “FHOK)®: P(H) @ Q(K).

First, observe that the category €-Tamb(%, %) is cocomplete: [PS, Section 5] shows that it can be realized as the
Eilenberg-Moore category for a monad on [¢ ®g €°PP, Veck], and we give an explicit construction of coequalizers in
Proposition

Recall that we have a monoidal equivalence ¥®°PP = €-Mod(¥, %), sending an object F to the module cate-
gory endomorphism given by the functor — (>§ F. Postcomposing with the embedding of €-Mod(%, ¢)®°PP:°PP in
@-Tamb(%,€) obtained in Proposition .14, we get a strong monoidal functor €°PP — %-Tamb(%, %), sending
H € % to the Tambara module defined by

(F,G)H<F<§jH,G>.

Using the universal property of Day convolution described in [IKl Theorem 5.1], we may extend this to a strong
monoidal functor

L: [, Veck| — €-Tamb(%, %)

(22) P ((F, G) JH <F§)H, G> ® P(H))
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The Tambara structure

JH <F ®H, G> ®x P(H) — fH <KF§5H, KG> @k P(H)

is given by the extranatural family {f;ﬂ}}(?’(} : <F ®H, G> ®y P(H) — <KF ®H, KG> ®n P(H)} where
(23) e = (KO&=) o @ P(H).
R FQH,G
If € is left-closed, then the Cayley functor of [PS, Section 4] is defined as
K : [¢, Veck] — €-Tamb(€,6)

(24) P ((F,G) ~ P(IF,GI),

where the Tambara structure on K(P) is given by

P([[F, [[K,Kée]]lﬂl) MP(HK&%F’K%GH)'

P([F,coevk,a)]
(25) P([F,G],) ———=

where ¢ is the isomorphism resulting from the coincidence of the respective universal properties of [[KéF, K é G]]

and [[F [[K K® G]H]l.

The Tambara structure in ([28]) is in fact also obtained by transporting the Tambara structure in along the following
profunctor isomorphism:

H < H
(26) f <F®H,G>®kP(H)LJ (H, [F, G],) ®x P(H) = P([F, G[,),

The isomorphism (28)) is natural in P, and thus provides a natural isomorphism from L to the Cayley functor K defined
in [PS] Section 4]. To see that L and K are isomorphic as monoidal functors, observe that both are cocontinuous and
that they restrict to isomorphic monoidal functors on PP,
An alternative way to construct the generalized Cayley functor L is as follows: we first embed €°PP in [€, Veck] via
the Yoneda embedding & opp, then postcompose with the embedding of

[€, Vecy |°PP — [€, Vecy]-Mod([%, Vecy], [€, Vecy])
and further postcompose with the embedding of the latter into [¢, Veck]-Tamb([%, Veck], [€, Veck]), as given in Def-
inition @12 Restricting to ¢°PP-Tamb(€°PP, 6°PP) along & opp, via the functor Res o Kgorn ) Veeu] [ Veer]
defined in Section [B] we obtain a strong monoidal functor from €®°PP:°PP to GOPP_Tamb(%°PP, €°PP).
The equality ((¢)°PP)°PP = ¥ gives a canonical equivalence €°PP-Tamb(%°PP, 6°PP) ~ €-Tamb(¥,%)®°PP. The
resulting strong monoidal functor from €°PP to €-Tamb(%, %) sends H € € to the Tambara module given by

(G, F) > [€, Ve, ((F, ) (G, =) ® (H, —)) ~ €°P*(F,G @ H) = €(CG ® I, F),
with the evident Tambara structure; the obtained functor coincides with the functor L. defined above.
Similarly, we may extend the composite monoidal functor

EEPP =, G- Mod(€,€) < €-Tamb (%, €)

H— ((F,G) — ¢(F,G @ H))
to a strong monoidal functor
W : [6°PP, Vecy |®°PP — €-Tamb(%, €)
(27) H .
P (0.0) | 6(R.GOM @, P(D)

where the Tambara structure on W(P) is defined analogously to that given in Equation ([I0.1).
Just like I, W also admits an alternative, equivalent construction via the embedding of [6°PP, Vecy|®°PP in [¢°PP, Vecy |- Tamb([€™!
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If € has right duals, then, using the isomorphism €(GY éf)F H) ~¢(F,G éi)H) we find isomorphisms
(28) J Z(F,G®H) @ P(H J Z(G¥ ®F,H) @ P(H) ~ P(GY @F).

If € is also closed, we have YG ®F ~ [VVG,F],, and if € is pivotal, we find a further isomorphism to [G,F],.
In that case, transporting the Tambara structure to the profunctor sending (F,G) to P([G,F],) yields a Tambara
structure analogous to that given in Equation (28). Observe that this simplification of W in the pivotal case is due

€
to [G, —], giving a left adjoint to G ® —, i.e. due to the closed structure being also the coclosed structure. In the
non-pivotal case it is not clear to the author how one could define a Tambara structure on the profunctor sending
(F,G) to ¢([G,F],,H).

Finally, note that if € has right duals, we have %/(F,G @ H) ~ ¢(F @ H",G), and so W ~ Lo (—)"
The following result is crucial for us:

Theorem 10.1 ([PS| Proposition 4.2]). If € is rigid, then the Cayley functor K : [%, Veck| — €-Tamb(%,%) is a
monoidal equivalence. Further, we have K=1(¥) ~ ¥(1, —).

10.2. Ostrik algebras and their variants. Recall that, for the purposes of studying module categories, our main
theorem, Theorem [B.11] can be interpreted as associating monoid objects in a suitable monoidal category to module
categories, in such a way that Morita equivalence of said monoid objects corresponds to equivalence of module
categories. An important result of this kind is due to Ostrik, appearing first in [Os]. The following is a brief outline:

e Let X,Y, Z € M. Consider the functor (—X,Y") : € — Vecy. In the setting of [Os], it is (ind-)representable.
Write {X,Y} for the representing object. (This notation is motivated by the observation that, as observed
in [DS-PS| Proposition 2.15], {X, Y} gives the cotensor for an enrichment.) It is known as the internal hom
from X to Y with respect to M.

e The isomorphism (MFX,Y) ~ (F,{X,Y}) can be shown to be natural in Y, thus realizing the functor
{X,—}:M — % as right adjoint to M(—)X.

e Denoting the counit of the above adjunction by ev x, and passing under the above hom-bijection the composite
morphism

—1
(Myy 2y (x,v)) X M{Y,Z}evx,y evy,z
St AALILEN

(29)  M({Y, 2} @ {X,Y})X M{Y, Z}M{X, Y }) X M{Y,Z}Y =2, 7

yields a composition for the internal hom bifunctor. It can be shown that this composition is associative,
which endows {X, X} with the structure of a monoid object. The unit morphism is given by passing the
morphism idx under the bijection (X, X) ~ (1,{X, X }).

We now show that the composition maps for internal homs can be constructed on the level of copresheaf categories,
using Day convolution.

Definition 10.2. We define the natural transformation cx v,z : (<Y, Z) ®(-X,Y) — (=X, Z) by letting its
component (cx y,z)r be given by the map

(=Y, Z)® (X, YV))(F) = f o (MKY, Z)® (MLX,Y) @ ¢(F,K ®L) — (MFX, Z)

K,L € €} defined as

MKY,Z)QMKwmr x,y ®€(F,KQL)
<MKY Z> Rk <MLX Y> Rk %(F K® L) —_— <MKY Z> Rk <MKMLX MKY> ®k €(F, K ® L)

induced by the extranatural collection of maps {(cx yv.z)r)x.L

(MKY, Z)®{m, X,MKY>®<K(F,K®L)J

(MKY, Z) @ (MKLX, MKY) ®, (MFX, MKLX) , (MKY, Z5®; (MKLX, MKY) ® ¢(F,K ® L)
(MKY, Z)>@(MKLX ,MKY>® (Mg k1) x
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Thus, on elements we have b® c®f — bo MK(c) o m;(,lL,X o (Mf)x. Extranaturality follows from naturality of Mg,
for g a morphism of ¥. Given h: F — F/, we have

((exva)exre (Y. 2@ X)Wk L) b@cdi)
= (exy,2)r)kL(b®c® (foh)) =bo MK(c) omyy y o (M(foh))x =boMK(c) omy y o (M(f))x o (M(h))x
= (cxy,2)r)kL(b®c®f) o (Mh)x = (-X,Z)(h) o (cx,v,z)r )k L(0® c®),

showing naturality in F.

Proposition 10.3. The diagram

(Z WYY, 2) O XYY 5 (~Z, W)@ (~Y.Z)@®(~X. V) 3 ("5 Wy®(~X, )
(30) Cy‘Z‘W®<—X,Y>J/ CX,Z,WJ/
(“Y,WY®{(-X,Y) Xvw (=X, W)

commutes.

Proof. First, observe that on components the associator given by Yoneda lemma takes the following form:

S, T
(=2, W) @(-Y,2)) ®(~X,Y))(F) = f (=2, W)® (=Y, Z))(S) ® (MTX,Y) ® ¢(F,ST)
-| h (J T MKZ W) @ (MLY, 2) 0, €(5,KL)) @, (MTX, V) @, 4(F. ST)
= [ Iz ) . LY. 2) @ (TR Y) 1 (., (KL)T)

K.S L,T
i J (MKZ, W) @ ( J (MLY, Z) @ (MTX, Y ® %(S,LT)) ®x C(F,KS)
= ((~Z,W)® (=Y, Z)®(=X,Y)))(F)

Precomposing Diagram (B0]) with the above isomorphism to the functor

T,K,L
F— f MKZ,W)Qx (MLY, Z) x (MTX,Y ) ® ¢(F, (KL)T),
the two maps of Diagram (B0]) both yield the morphism corresponding to the extranatural collection sending
c®b®a®f — coMK(bo MLa) omg | MT omy, 1 o (Mf)x
O

Definition 10.4. We define the unit transformation wx : €(—,1) = (=X, X), by setting (ux )r(f) = (m; ' o Mf)x,
for any F e ¥ and f € €(F, 1).

Given h e €(F,F’) and f € €(F’, 1), we have
(up 0 €(h,1))(f) = m; ' o M(foh) = m;' o M(f) o M(h) = ({((Mh)x, X) o up)(f),
showing naturality of ux.

We also give a proof of left unitality; right unitality is analogous.

Proposition 10.5. The diagram

u®(—X,X
1) @ (=X, X> X, Xy @ (=X, X

\ JrCX’X‘X
le—x, x>

<_X’X>
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commutes.
Proof. Recall that the left unitor I,_x x is given by the composition

[N 2K, 1) @ (MLX, X) @ ¢(F,KL) —+ {* (MLX, X) ® %(F, 1L)
N)
(MFX, X) = {“(MLX, X) @, ¢(F,L)

Thus, the corresponding extranatural collection {%(K,1) ®x (LX, X)®x ¢(F,KL) —» (FX, X) | K,L} consists of
maps

k®@b®f — boMIF o M(kL) o Mf.

On the other hand, the corresponding map in the extranatural collection giving cx, x, x cou®{—X, X ) sends k@ b® f
to (m;!)x o Mk o MKbo m%}L o Mf. The sought equality

boMIL{ o M(kL) o Mf = (m; ") x o Mk o MKb o my; o Mf

follows from the commutativity of

moL
MKLX —=% MKMLX M. MK X
MkLl (Mk)MLXJ/ (Mk)xl

—1

MiILX —% MaIMLX -M% M1X >
—~ —1
M(lf)l (my " awx V
< b

whose faces commute by coherence axioms for M. O

Proposition [[0.3] and Proposition [[0.5] together show the following:

Corollary 10.6. ((—X, X),cx x,x,ux) is a monoid in [¢°PP, Veck|. Similarly, the functor (X, —X) can be endowed
with the structure of a monoid in [€, Vec].

Proposition 10.7. If the presheaves {—X,Y ) and (=Y, Z) are representable via natural isomorphisms

xy 1 C(—{X,Y}) > (=X,Y) and 1v.z : €(—,{Y, Z}) - (=Y, Z),

andzxy,z :{Y,Z} (>§ {X,Y} — {X, Z} is the composition morphism used to define the monoid structure on {X, X'}
in [Os], then the composite
(31)

%(77 {Y7 Z} é {XY}) — (5(77 {Yv Z}) @%(77 {X7Y}) m <7Y7 Z>®<7X7 Y> CX#’ <7X7 Z> &’ %(77 {X7 Z})
coincides with €(—,zx v, z).

Proof. By Yoneda lemma, it suffices to show that the components of the respective transformations at {Y, Z}(;%{X, Y}

send id % to the same morphism.
{Y, Z}@{X,Y}
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The image of id under the first isomorphism in[3Tlis given by the image of idyy, 7y ®id(x v} ®idgy, z30(x,v}

(V. 2}$(X,Y}
under the cocone map for the component indexed by ({Y, Z},{X,Y}):

CUY, Z) Y, Z)) @ C({X, Y}, {X,Y}) @ C({Y, Z} ® {X, Y}, {Y, Z} ® {X,Y})

(M GK Y, 20 @ B X, V) @ G({Y, 2} © {X, Y}, K® L)
(G(— 1Y, Z}) @ C(—, {X, Y})({Y, Z} ® {X,Y})

The image of id{y_’Z}@id{X_’y} ®id{Y,Z}®{X,Y} under TY,Z ® XY is given by eVyyz®eVX7y ®id{Y,Z}®{X,Y}- By
definition,

nyy_rz(eVyyz @eVny ®id{Y,Z}®{X,Y}) = €eVy,z OM{Y, Z} eVxy om{_)},Z},{X,Y},X o M(id{y,Z}®{X,y}).

Comparing to Equation (29), we see that this is precisely zx y,z. O

One may also show a similar statement for the unitality maps, which yields the following consequence:

Corollary 10.8. If (—X, X) is representable via natural isomorphism 7x x : €(—,{X,X}) = (—X,X), then the
monoid structure on {—,{X, X}) obtained by transporting from (—X, X along T coincides with the monoid structure
defined in [Os].

Proposition 10.9. The composite maps

¢ (F,GH) OMGMmHuX,Y

(" 4(F, GH) @, (MHX, Y) (" 4(F, GH) @, (MGMHX, MGY)
l%(F,GH)®<(m5}H)X,MGY>

f@b—boMfx SH ¢ (F,GH) ® (MGHX, MGY')

MFX,MGY’)
given by the extranatural collections
¢(F,GH) @ (MHX,Y) - (MFX, MGY)
f®b— MGbomg'yMfx
give a morphism wxy : W{—=X,Y)) — [X,Y] in €-Tamb(%,¥). Further, this morphism is an isomorphism if € is
rigid.

Proof. Clearly, we obtain a morphism of profunctors. To see that it is a morphism of Tambara modules, we chase
f®be @F,GH) ® (MHX,Y) in the diagram

{7 4(F, GH) ®, (MHX, Y [ [, ¢(KF,K(GH)) @, (MKMHX, MKY")

exvire e l
-K;F,G

<MFX, MGY> X SH %(KF, (KG)H) Rk <MHX, Y>
LMKMFX,MGY Frike l(UJX,Y)KF,KG
<1\/IK1\/IFXV7 MKMGY> <1V[KF)(7 MKGY>

{(mg'p),(mk,c)v )

to show that it commutes - indeed, the commutativity of its exterior is precisely the condition for a Tambara morphism.

. - W((—X,Y _
Its upper face serves only to indicate the definition of the Tambara structure 7":K;(1§7G ’ >), and commutes by definition.
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fRb Kf ® MKb
MGb o mg'y o Mfx Kf ® MKb o my 'y

l l

MK(MGbo ma}H oMfyx) ——— mg ¢ o MKGbo mI_(,lGH o MKfx omg ¢

To see that this morphism becomes an isomorphism in the rigid case, we recall from Equation 28] in Subsection [I0.1]
that we then have an isomorphism of Tambara modules

W(—X,Y)) ~ ((F,G <M (VGOF)X, Y> [X,Y].

Proposition 10.10. For any XY, Z € M, the diagram

~ W(cx,v,z)

W((—X, V) o W(~Y,2)) —  W(~Y,2)@®(~X,Y)) —  W(-X,2))

wX,YOwy,Zl lwx,z ’

[X,Y]e[Y, Z] (X, Z]

ax,y,z

where ax y,z is the Tambara morphism induced by composition, commutes.

Proof. We show that the diagram

(M SR, L) @ (MI'X, V) @ ({7 #(L, GH) @, (MHY, 2)) —— {7 (MHY, 2) @, (MH'X, V) @, #(L, HE') @, %(F, GL) —— §*(MKX, Z) ®; %(F, GK)

\:\’ T: /

§H OMEY, Z) @ (ME'X, Y @, %(F, GHI)

{“ (MFX, MLY) ®, (MLY, MGZ) (MFX,MGZ)

commutes. Its upper two faces commute by definition of W. Chasing an element in the diagram, we obtain

f®x®l®y,\ﬂi§z®1dHH®lH of) (y o MHz o my ;) ® (IH' o f)
J y®x® lH'Of // }
(MLZ o m;h, o fo) ® (MGy o méylH o Mly) — (MGy o m(:lH o Mly) o (MLI o m[lH, o fo) — MG(y o MHz o m;}ﬂ,) o ma.lHH’ o M(IH’ o f)x

where the equality indicated on the bottom of the diagram chase holds due to the commutativity of

MFX — M vy — MY vieE Y — ™ MOGMHI'X

I
m~! lm_l lMGm_ L
N

, My x / m~ ' MH’ /
MLMH'X ————— MGHMH'X —————— MGMHMH'X

lMLaz lMGHm lMGMH:r ’
MLY — MY MGHY —— ™, MGMHY
lMGy
MGZ

which in turn commutes due to coherence of M. O
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Corollary 10.11. There is a canonical monoid morphism
wx,x : WX, X)) — [X, X],

which is an isomorphism if € is rigid.

Similarly, for any X,Y € M we obtain a morphism of W({—X, X))-W({—X, X ))-bimodules
wxy : W((=X,Y)) = [X,Y],

which is an isomorphism if € is rigid.
Thus, our results are a generalization of those of [Os].

10.3. MMMTZ coalgebras and their variants. First, we give a brief summary of the setting of 2-representation
theory as studied in [MMMT], [MMMTZ].

Definition 10.12. A (k-linear) category C is said to be finitary if it is Hom-finite, Cauchy complete and admits an
additive generator, i.e. an object X € C such that every Y in C is a direct summand of X®™ for some m > 0.

A category A is said to be finite abelian if it is equivalent to the finite cocompletion of a finitary category.

As a consequence, the category of projective objects in a finite abelian category is finitary. If A is a finite-dimensional
algebra and A the category with one object whose endomorphism algebra is A, then the Cauchy completion A¢ is
finitary and equivalent to proj-A. Up to equivalence any finitary category C is of this form: we have C ~ A€ if we
let A := End¢(X). As a consequence, every finite abelian category is equivalent to the category mod—A of finitely
generated modules over a finite-dimensional algebra A.

A k-linear bicategory & is finitary if it has finitely many objects, and for all i, j € &, the category #(1i, j) is finitary.
A finitary birepresentation (2-representation in the strict setting) is a pseudofunctor M : 4 — Caty such that, for all
i, the category M(1i) is finitary. & is said to be fiab (fiat in the strict case) if all of its 1-morphisms have both left
and right adjoints.

We may associate to % the monoidal category #., = (‘Di,j PB(i,]). If B is fiab, then A, is rigid. A birepresentation
M gives a Z,-module category M, = @, M(i). Given birepresentations M, N, we have M ~ N if and only if
M, ~ N,. Thus, classification problems for finitary birepresentations are equivalent to classification problems for
finitary module categories over finitary monoidal categories.

An ideal I in a birepresentation M is a collection of (two-sided) ideals of categories I; <« M(i) such that for any i, j
and any F € #(4, j), we have MF(I;) < I;. A birepresentation M is said to be simple transitive if its only ideals are
the zero ideal and M itself.

Under the above correspondence of birepresentations with module categories, we obtain the following notion:

Definition 10.13. An ideal of a ¥-module category M is an ideal of categories I <« M such that, for any F € &, we
have MF(I) < 1.
A %-module category M is simple transitive if its only ideals are the zero ideal and M itself.

Remark 10.14. We may also recast the notion of a transitive birepresentation in the setting of ¥-module categories:
we say that a ¥-module category M is transitive if any non-zero object of M is a cyclic generator for M.

Following [MM2, Lemma 4], any simple transitive ¥-module category is transitive.

Given a category C and an ideal Z in C, using matrix notation for morphisms between direct sums, we have

I(X175/1) I(Xlan) I(Xlai/l)

k ! I(X275/1) I(XQ)}/Q) I(XQ)}/l)
z <@X“®YJ> - : : . :
i=1 j=1 : : . :

For a proof, see e.g. [ASS| Lemma A.3.4]. This gives a bijective correspondence between ideals in C and ideals in C°.

Corollary 10.15. There is a bijective correspondence between ideals in M and ideals in M€.
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Proof. Since (by definition of Cauchy completeness) any k-linear functor preserves direct sums and idempotent split-
tings, in particular so does MF for any F € €. Thus, we have

MF(Z(X1,1)) MF(Z(X1,%2)) - MFT(X;,Y)

£ MF(Z(X, 1)) MF(Z(X;,%2)) - MF(Z(X2,%])
MF(I(@X@Y]D: : : . :

o MF(Z(Xp, V1)) ME(Z(Xi,Ys) - MF(Z(Xp,Y0))

Thus, an ideal I in M€ is uniquely determined by (I(X,Y"))x yem, where we identify M with its image under the
embedding M — M?¢. On the other hand, given an ideal J in M€, the collection (J(X,Y))x yem defines an ideal
in M. The mutually inverse bijections are thus given by extending to matrices and restricting to objects of M,
respectively. (I

Proposition 10.16. There is a bijective correspondence between ideals in M = X and subbimodules of [ X, X].

LF,G

Proof. A subbimodule £ of [ X, X] consists of a collection of subspaces Z(F, G) —— (MFX, MGX ) such that:

e T yields a subprofunctor, i.e. for any morphisms F L F and G & G’ we have

(Mfx,MGX)Z(F/,G) c £(F,G) and (MFX,Mgx)x(F,G) c £(F,G')

e it is a Tambara submodule, thus: f;%ﬁ?&(Z(F, G)) € Z(KF,KG);

e it is stable under the left and right actions of [ X, X] on itself, i.e. the images of the maps
H [X, X]®kt g nr,G
" (MFX MHX)®, 2(H,G) — {7 (MFX, MHX ) ® (MHX,MGX) — (MFX, MGX)

(@[ X, X] ng,
(T £(F, H) @ (MHX, MGX) —— [ (MFX, MHX) ®, (MHX, MGX) — (MFX, MGX)

are contained in £(F, G). Equivalently, for any a € (MFX,MHX) b € £(H,K),c ¢ (MKX,MGX), we
have ¢(b) o a € £(F,K) and co «(b) € £(H, G).
The last axiom subsumes the first and shows that the collection (Z(F, G))r g defines an ideal in the category ¥ ® X.
Since any object in M * X is isomorphic to an object of ¥ ® X, an ideal TinE®X uniquely determines an ideal in

M x X, which coincides with £ on ¥ ® X. It remains to show that for a and K as above, the morphism MKa lies in
Z(MKMF, MKMG). By the second axiom, we have

Fiepe(a) = my 6 o MKa o miy € Z(KF, KG) = §(MKFX, MKGX).

Since T is an ideal in the category M X, and mI’(lF, mg ¢ are isomorphisms, we have MKa € f(MKMF, MKMG).

Conversely, given an ideal S in the -module category Mx X, we define a subbimodule S as the collection (S(F, G))r,c.
Since S is an ideal in the underlying category, we find that the third, and thus also the first, axiom for a subbimodule
is satisfied. To see that also the second axiom is satisfied, we again use the invertibility of mj ', mx ¢ to conclude
that, since MKa € S(IMKMF, MKMG), we also have ’

X, X]

Teiar a(a) = mi.q o MKa o mgy € S(KF, KG) =: §(MKFX, MKGX),
d

showing that S indeed defines a subbimodule of [ X, X]. Clearly, 2 =X an S =S. O

Definition 10.17. We say that a monoid object A in a monoidal category € with a zero object 0 is a simple monoid
if and only if its only subobjects in A-bimod-A are A itself and 0.

In particular, we conclude that the natural notion of simplicity of a ¥-module category arising from the perspective
of bimodules in €-Tamb(%, €) coincides with the notion introduced in [MMZ2] and extensively studied in the field of
2-representation theory:

Corollary 10.18. A ¥-module category M is simple transitive if and only if any non-zero object X of M is a cyclic
generator for Ml and the obtained monoid [ X, X| in €-Tamb(%, %) is simple.
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Corollary 10.19. The pseudofunctor 7% induces a bijection

{Simple transitive €-module categories} / ~ < {Simple monoids in €-Tamb(%, %)}/ ~Morita

The fundamental difference between Ostrik’s approach and the MMMTZ approach is not the oppositization, resulting
from [Os] considering presheaves of the form (—X, X) and [MMMT] considering copresheaves of the form (X, —X),
resulting in the former giving algebras and the latter coalgebras. It is rather the fact that, due to the setting of finitary
categories which severely restricts representability of functors, the coalgebras obtained in [MMMT] and [MMMTZ] do
lie in a cocompletion, which in the setting of 2-representation theory is known as abelianization.

We now show that abelianizations are in fact finite (co)completions given by finite-dimensional (co)presheaves on the
studied finitary monoidal category €.

The reductions of calculations of coends presented in Lemma and Corollary [0.21] can be deduced from [KL|
Proposition 5.1.7]. Our results are less general, and thus admit simpler proofs, which we present below.

Lemma 10.20. Let C be a k-linear category C and let F : C°°? ®x C — Vecy be a k-linear functor. Let V € Vecy
and let {ox : F(X,X) —» V | X € ObC} be an extranatural collection. For any X,Y € ObC, if the biproduct X ®Y
exists then, under the decomposition (X @Y, X ®Y) ~ F( X, X)®F X, Y)DFY,X)DFY,Y), the map oxgy is
given by the matrix (O'X 0 0 Uy).

Proof. Since X@Y is the biproduct of X and Y, we obtain split monos ¢ x, ¢y and split epis mx,7my. Letex = txomx
and ey = 1ty oy be the resulting idempotent endomorphisms of X @Y. Recall that ex ocey =0 =ey oex.

From the extranaturality equations

(1) oxey oF( X @Y, 1y) = oy o F(ty,Y) (3) oxev oF(my, X ®Y) = oy o F(Y, y)
(2) Ux@yOF(X@KL)() =0X OF(L)(,Y) (4) Ux@yOF(fo,X@Y) =0‘XOF(X,7Tx)

one easily derives the equations oxgy c F(X @Y, ey) = oxgy o Fley, X ®Y) and oy = oxgy © F(7y,ty), and
analogous equations for X. This yields
OX@y = 0X © F(Lx, 7Tx) + oy o F(Ly,ﬂ‘y).

Observing that F(tx,7x), F(ty,my) are the respective split epimorphisms in the decomposition of the lemma, the
result follows. O

Corollary 10.21. /f C admits an additive generator Z, then any extranatural collection {ocx : F(X,X) >V | X € C}
is completely determined by 0. As a consequence, we have

X FZ,—)z,z
J F(X,X) ~ coeq F(Z,Z) ke <Z, Z> F(Z,Z)
F—=2Z)z,z

In particular, if C is finitary and ¥(Z, Z) is finite-dimensional, then the above coend is finite-dimensional.

Proof. By definition, a map from the above coequalizer to a vector space V is given by a map o : F(Z,Z) — V such
that, for any morphism b € C(Z, Z), we have o o F(Z,b) = 0 o F(b, Z). By Lemma such a morphism uniquely
determines an extranatural transformation from F to V', thus a map from SX F(X, X) to V. This extends to a natural
isomorphism

X FZ,—)z.z
Vecy J. F(X,X),— | ~ Vecg | coeq | F(Z,2)Rx{Z,Z) FZ,Z) |,—
F(—.2)z,z
The claimed isomorphism follows from Yoneda lemma. (I

Since the Day convolution of (co)presheaves can be defined in terms of coends of functors as above, we have the
following:
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Corollary 10.22. If € is a finitary monoidal category, then [€°PP,veck] is a monoidal subcategory of [¢°PP, Vec]
endowed with the Day convolution monoidal structure.

We give a slightly simplified variant of projective abelianization of monoidal categories defined in [MMMT]. Our
variant produces a category monoidally equivalent to the abelianization of [MMMT] - the difference between the
construction therein and that specified below is that if € is strict monoidal, then our version does not guarantee
that the abelianization remains strict, which is the case for the abelianization of [MMMT]. Briefly put, we define the
monoidal structure using colimits (biproducts), while the monoidal structure of [MMMT] remembers the diagram for
the colimit.

Since € is additive monoidal k-linear, the category [Ng, €] of sequences

=Py —>P1 > Py
in € is monoidal under the tensor product [x] defined analogously to the tensor product of chain complexes. The
inclusion of posets {0,1} — Ny gives a truncation functor T : [N, €] — [{0,1},%] = € to the arrow category on

%. Further, we have the inclusion functor I : ¥~ < [Ny, %] of sequences concentrated on {0,1} (continuing the
sequence by zero for indices greater than 1). In fact, T is a retraction, i.e. we have Tol = L¢—.

Defining [x] = T o [x] o I ® I, we obtain a monoidal structure on €. Explicitly, on objects we have

(P12 Po) ¥ (Q1 = Qo) —P1®Q®Py®Q LEXTE, b g Q,

and similarly on morphisms. The ideal H in ¥~ given by nullhomotopic maps, i.e. morphisms given by pairs
(11,70) @ (P1,Pg) — (P},P{) such that there is a morphism h : Py — P/ yielding p’ oh = 79, is a tensor ideal.
Indeed, given such a homotopy, the lower triangle in the diagram

« @ ®Qo Po® @
P1®Qo®Po®Q: (MQPO@QO

—
(8 da)] ()T e

4 4 (P®Qo Po®q) 4
Pi®Qoe®Py®Q: R Rt Py ® Qo
commutes, showing that 7 ® Q is nullhomotopic. Similarly one can show that Q ® 7 is nullhomotopic.
The projective abelianization € of € is defined as the monoidal category C /M.

Given a finite-dimensional algebra A, we have the equivalences

ev P
[A-proj°?, veck] <:>A A-mod —/——— (A-proj)”/H
M—Hom(—,M) Coker

where, for F : A—proj°® — vecy, the A-module structure on F(A) is given by

A~ EndA,proj(A)Op FA—’A’ <F(A), F(A)> )

and P sends a module M to the homotopy class of diagrams giving projective presentations of M.

Coker
e

This extends to the case of a finitary monoidal category €, where we obtain an equivalence €/H [€°PP, veck].

We now show that the diagram
C/H R C/H PP, veck ]| Rk [€°PP, veck]
(32) | e
C/M Coker [€°PP, veck]

Coker ®i Coker [
_—

commutes up to natural isomorphism. Observe that this does not immediately show that Coker is a monoidal
equivalence, since we do not claim our natural isomorphism to be coherent. However, it does show that [X] is right
exact in both variables. Thus, by universal property of Day convolution ([IKl Theorem 5.1]), the functor extending
the monoidal embedding

C— " /H

F s (0> F)
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to a functor from [€°PP, vecy] is strong monoidal. In the case ¥ = A-proj, it is easy to verify that the latter functor

is precisely P - thus, in the general case it is a quasi-inverse to Coker, which shows that Coker is indeed a monoidal
equivalence.

Lemma 10.23. Diagram ([32) commutes up to natural isomorphism.

Proof. For P =P; & Py and Q = Q; 5 Qq in € /H, we have

(Coker((—, py) ® Coker((—, q))(~) =f " Coker((H, p)) @ Coker((K, a)) @ ( ~ HOK )

p,q

N h_r>n <J.H,K<H7p>®k<K,q>®k <—,H((>§K>) ~ H_I>n<—,p(;3q>
pP;q

which is precisely the colimit of the product diagram

Po é) Q1
/P@Ql P0®q\)
Pi®Q Po® Qo
P1®q P®Qo
P1®Qo

which is isomorphic to Coker [ P1 @ Qo ® Po ® Q 280 L), p & QO) — Coker(P® Q). Finally, note that this

isomorphism is natural in P, Q, being obtained from universal properties of colimits. (I

Instead of the presheaf category [6°PP, veck], we could also use its Isbell dual, [, veck]|°P. The category € embeds
in it as the injective objects. The corresponding diagrammatic construction, expressed in terms of kernels and injective
coresolutions, is defined in [MMMT] as the injective abelianization € of €.

Corollary 10.24. We have monoidal equivalences @ <2, [€°PP, veck] and € Ker, [, veck]°P.

The fundamental consequence of [MMMT], Theorem 4.7] and [MMMT| Theorem 5.1] is the following:

Theorem 10.25. [[MMMT]] Assume € is rigid. Let M, N be finitary, transitive €-module categories. For any object
X € M, the functor (X,—X) : € — vecy gives rise to a coalgebra AX in the injective abelianization €. Given
Y € M, the coalgebras AX, AY are Morita equivalent if and only if M, N are equivalent.

In [MMMT], the object AX is obtained by observing that & is finite abelian (i.e. equivalent to A-mod for a finite-
dimensional algebra A) and that (X, —X) is left exact, thus representable, see e.g. [ESS| Lemma 2.1]. In view of
the equivalence given by Corollary [0.24, we may identify AX with the functor (X, —X) directly. Similarly to the
case of Corollary [[0.8, one may verify that the coalgebra structure on AX defined in [MMMT] coincides with the
(oppositization of) monoid structure on (X, —X) given in Definition

Corollary 10.26. Theorem[I0.23 follows from Theorem combined with Proposition[10.11

Proof. The coalgebra structures AX, AY correspond to the monoid structures on (X, —X),{Y,—Y); in particular,
the coalgebras A%, AY are Morita equivalent if and only if (X, —X),{Y, —Y) are Morita equivalent. Since ¢ is rigid,
by Proposition 01T we find that (X, —X),(Y,—Y") are Morita equivalent if and only if the monoids [X, X],[Y,Y]
in €-Tamb(%, %) are Morita equivalent, which, by Theorem is equivalent to M ~ N. O

In fact, we do not need the assumption of Theorem [I0.25] that M, N are transitive, and instead only need M, N to
be cyclic. However, this is also true for the arguments used in [MMMT].
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10.4. Ostrik algebras and MMMTZ coalgebras are not complete Morita invariants. We now give an example
of a monoidal category ¥ together with a family of mutually non-equivalent 4-module categories which yield the
same Ostrik algebras and the same MMMTZ coalgebras, proving that in the non-rigid case, these invariants are not
complete. We also show that the resulting monoids of the form [X, X, as defined in Proposition [B.1] are not Morita
equivalent, thus explicitly exemplifying Theorem

We do so first in the setting of categories enriched in the monoidal poset 2 = ({0,1}, A). We may interpret 0, 1 as truth
values and A as the logical conjunction. We identify 2 with its corresponding posetal monoidal category. This category
is in fact Cartesian monoidal, as A is the categorical product in 2. Further 2 is complete and cocomplete: coproducts
are given by disjunctions, equalizers and coequalizers are trivially the domain and codomain of the morphisms, since
the category is posetal.

Recall that a 2-enriched category S is the same as a preorder S. Given elements s,t € S, we have

lifs<,t

0 otherwise.

Homgs(s,t) = {

Similarly, a 2-enriched functor is the same as a preorder morphism, and a 2-transformation in 2-Cat(S, 7)(F, G) exists
if only if F(s) < G(s) for all s € S. In that case, it exists uniquely.

For s,s' € S, we write s ~ s" if we have s < s’ and s’ < s. This corresponds to isomorphism of objects of S. A
monoidal 2-enriched category is the same as a weakly monoidal preorder, i.e. a preorder C' together with a distinguished
element 1¢ € C and a binary operation — ¢ — : C x C — C which is monotone in both variables, and satisfies
a-(b-¢c)~(a-b)y-candlg-b~b~b-1¢c.
Given a 2-enriched monoidal category %, a 2-enriched %-module category S consists of a preorder S together with a
function —o —: C' x § — S such that

(1) ife<d and s< s’ thencos <oy

(2) for all se S, we have 1g o s ~ s;

(3) forall¢,d € C and s€ S, we have ¢ o (cos) ~ (¢ -¢) s,
A morphism ' : S — T of ¥-module 2-enriched categories is given by a function v : S — T such that, for all ce C
and all s € S, we have cov(s) ~ y(cos).

Following [Ros, Proposition 2.1], every 2-enriched category is 2-Cauchy complete, thus we say that a @-module
category S is cyclic if there is s € S such that for any s’ € S, there is ¢ € C satisfying cog s ~ §'.

A 2-enriched copresheaf ¢ : C — 2 is a poset morphism from C to 2, which is uniquely determined by the downward
closed subset ¢~1({0}) of C; equivalently, by the upward closed subset ¢~1({1}) of C. Thus, a 2-enriched profunctor
C - D is a subset P of D x C such that if (d,c) € P and d’ <p d and ¢ <¢ ¢/, then (d',c) € P.

Given a monoidal 2-enriched category 4 and 2-enriched %¥-module categories S,7, a Tambara module § - T is

a subset P € T x S which is a profunctor, and such that, for any c € C,s € S and t € T, if (t,s) € P, then

(cort,coss) e P.

The monoidal poset (Z, +) is a strict monoidal 2-enriched category, and, for every k € Zx, the subposet {0,1,...,k}

of Zs yields a strict 2-enriched Z>o-module category Zg i, by setting, for c € Z>o and s € {0,1,...k}:
cos:=min{c+ s, k}.

For every k € Z>¢, the Zxo-module category Z 1, is cyclic, with the unique cyclic generator given by 0 € {0, 1,...,k}.
An equivalence of strict 2-enriched module categories is in particular a poset isomorphism (thus, it is automatically
strict), hence, a bijection. Thus, for k # m we have Zg 1 % Zo m.

However, for any k € Zx(, the 2-enriched presheaf <70,0>ZM : Z;po — 2 used to define the corresponding Ostrik
algebra, is determined by <7070>201J€ ({1}) = {0}. Thus, the Ostrik algebra does not depend on k. Similarly, the
2-enriched copresheaf (0, -0);  is determined by (0, —0>Z_0%k ({0}) = @. This shows that, in this setting, neither
Ostrik algebras nor MMMTZ coalgebras give a complete invariant.

Proposition 10.27. The monoids [0,0]o and [0,0]1 in Zso-Tamb(Z>¢,Z=¢) are not Morita equivalent.
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. . . . : : . M . :
Proof. Given monoid objects A, B in a tame monoidal category &, a Morita equivalence A £=2> B induces a monoidal

equivalence Bimod(Z)(A, A) ~ Bimod(2)(B, B) mapping 444 to g(M®4M~1)p ~ gBp. In particular, it induces
an isomorphism of posets between the poset of subobjects of A in Bimod(Z2)(A, A) and the poset of subobjects of
B in Bimod(2)(B, B). In particular, A is simple if and only if B is.

Thus, it suffices to show that [0,0]¢ is a simple monoid, while [0,0]; is not. First, we show that [0, 0]y is a simple
monoid. For any k,m € Z~(, we have

ko0 =min{k + 0,0} = min {m + 0,0} =m0,

thus ko0 < m 0, showing that [0,0]o(k,m) = (ko 0,m o0y, ~=1. Let ¥ be an ideal in [0,0]o. If ¥ # [0,0]o,
then there are k,m € Z>( such that U(k, m) = 0. The left action map

l€Z>0
f (ko0,100)@U(l,m) =\/(ko0,100) A U(l,m) = U(k,m) =0
l

being well-defined shows that (k¢ 0,10 0> A ¥(l,m) = 0 for all [. At the same time, (k©0,1¢0) = 1. We conclude
that ¥(l,m) = 0 for all I. Similarly to the preceding argument, for any j € Zx¢, the right action map

l
f V() @ o0,m00)=\/T(1) A do0,n00)— T(j,m)=0
l

being well-defined shows that ¥(j,1) = 0 for all | € Zxo. Thus, ¥ = 0.
It now suffices to show that [0,0]; admits a proper ideal. We claim that the Tambara module £>; given by

Zx1(k,m) ={(k+1)©0,mo0),
gives such an ideal. By definition, £>1(k, m) = 1 if and only if
min {k + 1,1} < min {m, 1},

in which case we also have

min {k, 1} < min{m,1},
showing that also [0,0]1(k,m) = 1. This shows that £>; gives a Tambara submodule of [0,0];. Since the category
Z>o-Tamb(Z=0,Z=0) is posetal, it suffices to show that there are maps [0,0]10X51 — ¥51 and ¥510[0,0]; — X5,
in order to conclude that X34 is an ideal in [0,0];. And indeed, for any k,m € Z>, there is a map

Jl<k:<>0,loo>®<(l+1)00,m<>0>—><(k:+1)00,m<>0>,

since if, for some | € Z~(, we have k <[ and [ + 1 < m, we also have k + 1 < m. Similarly, for any k, m, there is a
map

l
f e +1)00,1605@ Ao 0,m o0y — ((k+1)00,ms0),
since if, for some [ € Z>¢, we have kK + 1 <[ and | < m, we also have k + 1 < m. O

One can show that X is the only ideal in [0,0];, and for any n one may consider analogously defined ideals
{5 <1[0,0], | 0 <k <n}.
Further, Zy ,, may itself be viewed as a monoidal 2-enriched category, in fact it is the quotient of Z> by the congru-

ence whose equivalence classes are {0}, {1},...,{n —1},{n,n + 1,...}. Linearizing over k (and passing to Cauchy
completions) the underlying structures for the above 2-enriched example yields a k-linear category kZx such that
kif k<m
Homygz_,(k,m) =
2z (k,m) {0 otherwise.

We of course still have k ®yz., m = k + m. Also in this case we obtain non-equivalent kZ--module categories
kZo,0,kZo,1 which yield equal Ostrik algebras and MMMMTZ coalgebras, and similarly to above one can explicitly
show that the associated monoids in kZ>o-Tamb(kZ=o,kZ=() are not Morita equivalent. This still holds if we view
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kZ¢,0,kZo,1 as kZg, ,-module categories, for any n > 1. In particular, the (monoidal) category kZj ,, is finitary, so we
obtain an example of incompleteness of Ostrik algebras and MMMTZ coalgebras in the finitary setting.

11. MODULE CATEGORIES AS CATEGORIES OF MODULES

The results of [Os] and [MMMTZ] do not only show that two ¢-module categories are equivalent if and only if their
associated (co)algebra objects in (the finite completion of) % are Morita equivalent. In fact, they show that a cyclic
%-module category M with a cyclic generator X is equivalent as a ¥-module category to the category mod- {X, X}.

In order to reconstruct M as the category of all {X, X}-modules, one needs the finiteness and cocompleteness
assumptions of [MMMTZ], [Os]. In order to state a general result in our setting, we instead use the notion of
free {X, X }-modules. Let & be a monoidal category, A a monoid object in € with multiplication map my. Let

mody4—A denote the category of right A-modules. For any object G, the object G é)A together with the morphism
raGéA = G ®my, is a right A-module. We say that a module M € mody—A is free if there is an isomorphism of

right A-modules M ~ G ® A for some G € ¥. We denote the full subcategory of mod4—A given by free modules

by frmod¢ A. It is canonically equivalent to the Kleisli category of the monad given by the endofunctor — ® Aof%.
Using this observation, we find the canonical isomorphism

(33) Homg (G, —) <> Hompod,,—a (G ® A, —),

sending a morphism f € €(G,N) to the morphism ray o (f ® A).
Recall from Section [l that a strong monoidal functor F : ¥ — 2 induces a pseudofunctor

Bimod(F) : Bimod(%) — Bimod(2).

Similarly, for any monoid object A € %, we find a functor Fy 4 : modsA — mody—F(A), sending an A-module
object M to the F(A)-module object F(M). Moreover, the category modcg A is a ¥-module subcategory of <% -

ram

given an object G € ¥ and a right A-module M with structure map M®A —— M, the object G® M is a right
A-module with structure map G ® ray;. Similarly, modg—F(A) is a Z-module subcategory of 2 and thus, after
restricting the action along I, also a ¥-module subcategory of «2. The functor Fy o is a é-module functor with
respect to the above ¥-module category structures. Clearly, if I is fully faithful, so is Fy a for any A. Further, Fy A
maps frmody A to frmodg F(A).

In particular, the Yoneda embedding ¢ induces the pseudofunctor Bimod(%) — Bimod([€°PP, Veck]). For a
monoid A € &, we obtain the monoid K(A) = €(—,A) in [¢°PP, Veck] and a full and faithful €-module functor
(£@)x.a : mode—A — mod[g vec,]~¢(—, A). It restricts to a full and faithful ¥-module functor from frmods A to
frmod[¢, vec,] €(—, A), whose essential image is given by presheaves isomorphic to those of the form

“(—,C)®F(—,A) ~ €(—, GA).

Definition 11.1. Given a monoid object P in [¢°PP, Vecy], let :"{P be the full subcategory of frmod«orr vec,] P given
by right P-module objects isomorphic to those of the form €(—,G) ® P, for G € €.

Using this definition, we reformulate our earlier observations:

Lemma 11.2. (k)4 A restricts to an equivalence of 6-module categories frmody A — f%(—, A).

Further, observe that the category +P is defined similarly to the category [ X, X]Jr introduced in Definition[ZIl Recall
that [X, X]% is given by objects of [X, X]- mode.Tamb(%,%) isomorphic to those of the form [X, X]o €(—, —G) for
Ge¥.

Lemma 11.3. Let A, B be monoid objects in €. If there is a monoid isomorphism A £ B, there is an isomorphism

of €-module categories f* : mod4—B — mod4—A.



52 MATEUSZ STROINSKI

Proof. We let {*(M) = M, with A-module structure M é)A Mot MéB LM, M. A B-module morphismt: M — N
becomes an A-module morphism from f*(M) to f*(N). Recall that given an object F € ¥, the right A-module

€
structure on F ® M is given by F ® ray;. To see that £* is a ¥-module functor, observe that the diagram

FOM)@A —EWE M) & B

J/aF,M,A J/aF,M,B
€

€ € €
FOM®A) —omm FOM®B)
commutes for all F. Clearly, f* o (f71)* = idjmoa,-a and (f71)* o f* = idmod,-B- O

Corollary 11.4. If P is a monoid object in [€°PP, Vecy| which is representable via P ~ €(—, A), then there is an
equivalence of €-module categories

frmody A = “P.

Proof. Lemma [II.2] gives an equivalence of ¥-module categories frmody A —> f<—,A> and Lemma [I1.3] yields an
equivalence of ¥-module categories f<—, A~ fP. O

Finally, we observe that the ¥-module functors of the form F a are compatible with the isomorphisms of Equation (33)):

Lemma 11.5. The diagram

Homy (G, N) TN How, (F(G), F(N)) —=— Homyea,, s(a)(F(G) @ F(A),F(N))
~ _OfG7,1A

€ €
Hompmoay,-A(G®A,N) —————— (Flan —————— Homyoq,, r(a) (F(G®A), F(N))
where fi A is a coherence cell of F and the unlabelled isomorphisms are those of Equation (33)), commutes.

Proof. By definition we have rapy = F(ran) o fy a.
Chasing a morphism g : G — N in the above diagram we obtain

g Fg rapy © (Fg®FA) ——— (F(ran) o fn.a) o (Fg ®FA)
ray o (g®A) —— F(ran o (g®A)) —— F(ran) oF(f ® A) =—— F(ran) ofna 0 (Fg®FA) o fc_;,lA
where the equalities follow from functoriality of ' and naturality of f. (I

Let N be a very cyclic ¥-module category and let Y be a very cyclic generator for N. Assume that the functor (=Y, Y")
considered in Section [I0 is represented by an object {Y,Y}. We see that Proposition [[0.7] could be reformulated as
showing a monoid isomorphism (=Y, Y) ~ X ({Y,Y}).

Recall from Section [I0.] the strong monoidal functor W : [6°PP, Vecy|®°PP — 4-Tamb(%, ¢). Since the domain of
W is [6°PP, Vecy|®°PP rather than [6°PP, Vecy], we obtain the functor

Wy (—y,yy : mod[gor vee,] (=Y, Y) = W((=Y,Y))-mode tamb(%,);
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mapping right modules to left modules. For the same reason, the action of €, under which F € % acts by the functor
sending a W({—Y,Y))-module M to the W({—Y,Y))-module M ¢ €(—, —F), is a left action. Following the above,
W (—v,yy is @ €-module functor, which maps frmodjger vec,] (—Y,Y) to W((=Y,Y))-frmode. tamb(#,%)-

Analogously to f<7Y, Y) and [Y,Y]%, we define the category W({—Y,Y))% consisting of left W({—Y,Y))-module
objects isomorphic to those of the form W({-Y,Y)) o €(—,—F), for F € ©.
Observe that we have isomorphisms

(34) W P L) = [ G LE ) &) T g L)

yielding isomorphisms W(%'(—,F)) qu) ¢(—,—F), for all F. We conclude that W, (_yy, maps cf<fY, Y) to
W(—Y, V)T,

Definition 11.6. We denote the above described restriction of W, (_y y to a ¥-module functor from f<,y, Y) to
W(=Y,Y))T by W vy

Proposition 11.7. For any F € ¢ and P in [6°PP, Vecy], the map We(_ ) p is an isomorphism.

Proof. Recall that by Yoneda lemma we have

[¢°PP, Veck](¢(—, F),P) = P(F);

By Proposition for any ¥ € €-Tamb(%, €) we have

@-Tamb(%,%)(¢(—, —F), 1) = ¥(F, 1)
dp,1 — dr;1 (|El) .

We claim that the diagram
(35)

We(—,m),P

[€°PP, Veck|(¢(—,F),P) ——= €-Tamb(%,€)(W(%(—,F)),W(P)) ﬁ €-Tamb(%,€)(€(—, —F), W(P))

l:

~ W(P)(F,1)

P(F) (" P(H) @ G(F, H) « WO by o (P, 1H)

where the unlabelled isomorphisms are those specified above, J: indicates the isomorphism coming from Yoneda
lemma, and qr is the isomorphism of Equation (34]), commutes.

Let t : ¥(—,F) — P. Recall that (We(_ p) p(t))k,L = SH tn ®x €(K,LH). Precomposing with qr, we obtain the
map which, following Lemma [27] can be written as

%(K,LF) - | [ P(H) ® ¢(K,LH) - fH P(H) ®x ¢(K, LH)
H
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In particular, setting (K,L) = (F, 1) and k = I*, we find the element tg(idr) ® 15" in SH P(H) ® ¢ (F,1H). Finally,
recall that & (z ®f) = P(f)(z). Chasing t in Diagram (BH), we obtain

t W(t) + W(t) o qp

t(idp) == P(idp)(tr(idp)) +— t(idp) @ idp +— t(idp) @ I"

showing that Diagram ([BH) commutes. But we already know that all morphisms in Diagram (3H) which are not
We(—),p are isomorphisms. We conclude that also Wey_) p is an isomorphism. ([

Proposition 11.8. W*7<,y7y> is an equivalence of €-module categories.

Proof. Since W is monoidal, the isomorphisms given in Equation 34] yield isomorphisms

W(E (= F)®@(=Y,Y)) = W((=Y,Y)) e W(E(—, F)) ~ W(-Y,Y)) o ¢(—, —F),
showing that W, _y y is essentially surjective.
To show that W*,<_Y,y> is also full and faithful, we show that (W (v vy)e(— F)e—v,v)¢(—.G)@(—y,y) iS an iso-
morphism for all F,G. By Lemma [I1.5l (W (v yv))e(— m@—y,v)%(—,c)@—Y,yy IS conjugated via isomorphisms to
Weo(— p),%(—,c)@(—Y,Y) S0 it suffices to show that the latter is an isomorphism. This follows from PropositionI1.7. [

Lemma 11.9. Let M be a Cauchy complete cyclic €-module category with a cyclic generator X. There is an
equivalence of ¢-module categories Ml ~ ([ X, X|%).

Proof. By Definition we have M ~ (M » X)¢, where M » X is very cyclic. Recall that, by Theorem [B11] the
pseudofunctor % of Theorem is a biequivalence. The proof of Corollary [[.3] shows that for a quasi-inverse 7t
of 7, we have ﬁ‘_l([X, X)) ~ [X,X]% in €-Tamb. At the same time, Theorem E.I0 gives [X, X] ~ 7% (M * X).
Thus
MxX =~ % (B(M* X))~ % ([X, X]) ~ [X, X]% in €-Tamb.
Passing to the Cauchy completions, we find
M ~ (M * X) ~ ([X, X]%)¢ in €-Mod.
O

Corollary 11.10. There is an equivalence of ¢-module categories (<f<—X7 X)) ~ M if and only if there is an equiv-
alence W((—X, X)) ~ [X, X|% in ¢-Tamb, if and only if there is an equivalence (W({(—X, X)) ~ ([X, X]¢)c
of ¥-module categories.

Proof. Lemma gives an equivalence M ~ ([X, X]%)¢ in ¥-Mod, thus also an equivalence M ~ [X, X]% in
%-Tamb. Proposition [[I.8 gives an equivalence W({—X, X))¥ ~ f<fX, X in ¥-Mod, thus also an equivalence
W((—X, X)) ~ <f<fX, X) in €-Tamb. Thus, in ¢-Tamb, there is an equivalence <f<fX, X))~ M if and only if
there is an equivalence W((—X, X))¥ ~ [X, X]%. Thus, in ¥-Mod, there is an equivalence (<f<fX, X)) ~ M€ if
and only if there is an equivalence (W({(—X, X))¥)¢ ~ ([X, X]%)e.
Since M is Cauchy complete, we have M ~ M€ in ¥-Mod. The result follows.

(]

Theorem 11.11. /f the monoid morphism wx x of Corollary[I0.11] is an isomorphism, then there is an equivalence of
%-module categories

M ~ (%—X, X))°.

Proof. Lemma [I13applied to wx, x shows that the condition of Corollary I1.10 is satisfied. O
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Assume that {(—X, X) is representable via (—X, X) ~ (— {X, X}), and let evx be the counit of the adjunction
(=X, X))~ %(—,{X,X}), as described in Section [I0.21 Stating the sufficient condition of Theorem [LIIT.11] explicitly
in this case gives it a more natural, intuitive form:

Corollary 11.12. [f, for all ¥, G, the map

© ¢(F,G{X,X}) - (MFX,MGX)

( ) fHMGeVX OmGy{XyX}OMfX

is an isomorphism, then there is an equivalence of €-module categories
(frmod¢ { X, X})¢ ~ M.

Proof. The map given in Equation (36) is the composite
H
CF.G X)) S [ 6P, GH) @B, (X, X)) = W(e(—, (X, XD)(F,G)

S W= X, X)) (F, G) LEE, 1 XY(F,G) = (MFX, MGX),
which clearly is an isomorphim if and only if (wx, x)r,c is an isomorphism. The result follows from TheoremIT.IIl O

Remark 11.13. If {(—X,X) is representable via (—X,X) ~ (-, {X,X}) and wx, x is an isomorphism, then in
particular, for any G € %, we have a natural isomorphism

(—X,MCX) ~ ¢(—,G® {X, X)),

so the object G é {X, X} also becomes an internal hom for the ¥-module category M - we may write
G®{X,X}=:{X,GX}.

12. €-Tamb(%’, €)-ENRICHMENT

The main focus in the presentation of the results of this document is their application to classification problems for
%-module categories, showing that these can be equivalently treated as Morita classification problems for monoids in
a suitable monoidal category, ¥-Tamb(%,%). This closely follows the approach taken in [Os|, and even more so the
approach taken in [MMMT], [MMMTZ].

Closely related results, in a more category theoretic setting, can be found in [GP], and, formulated in more elementary
terms, in [JK]. To formulate its main results, let us first assume that % is closed and consider only ¥-module categories
M where the functors (—X,Y") are representable for all X,Y - in other words, the action is right-closed, admitting
objects {X, Y} such that (G, {X,Y}) ~ (MGX, Y ),,. In that case, we may define a €-enriched category M, given
by

ObM = ObM:
X, Yoy = {1X, Y}

The composition {Y, Z} éi) {X,Y} — {X, Z} is given by the preimage under the Yoneda embedding of the
transformations cx,y,z described in Definition

The unit 1 — {X, X} is given by the preimage under the Yoneda embedding of the transformation ux
described in Definition 10.4l

e Associativity of the composition is given by Proposition [[0.3] unitality by Proposition

This construction extends to ¥-module morphisms: a morphism ¥ : M — N vyields a %-transformation
Uxy (=X, YDy — (—UX, UY )y

for any X,Y € M, and these assemble to a €-functor ¥ : M — N. This further extends to modifications, yielding a
pseudofunctor (=) : ¢-Mod — %-Cat. The following is a consequence of [GPl, Theorem 3.7]:

Theorem 12.1 ([GP]). The pseudofunctor (=) is a biequivalence.
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Note that the monoids studied in [Os| are just the endomorphism monoids in %. Observe also that the hom-objects
and the composition maps are representations of objects and maps in [6°PP, Veck]. Thus, even when omitting the
assumptions about € being closed and M being right-closed, we should be able to recover a [¢°PP, Veck]-enrichment
on M. And indeed, we have the following result:

Theorem 12.2 ([Gal, Wood's theorem]). A €-module category M gives rise to a [€°PP, Vecy|-enriched category M,
given by

e ObM = ObM;
<Xa Y>1\7[ = <_Xa Y>,

©

The composition {Y, Z}R{X,Y} — {X, Z} is given by the transformation cx v,z described in Definition[I0.2;
The unit 1 — {X, X} is given by the transformation ux described in Definition[I0.4

Associativity of the composition is given by Proposition[10.3, unitality by Proposition[10.5.

The constructions that follow concern categories and profunctors enriched in the non-symmetric monoidal category
@-Tamb(%,€). In the full generality of the non-strict case, we may follow [GS], which develops a theory of bicategories
enriched in monoidal bicategories. In our case, both the enriching and the enriched bicategories have only identity
2-cells. To facilitate the presentation, we assume that % is a 2-category and that the ¥-module categories are strict.

Definition 12.3. We define a 2-functor $ : -Mod — ¢-Tamb(%’, ¢)®°PP-Cat as follows:
(a) Given a @-module category M, we let Ob$(M) = ObM. Given X,Y € ObM, we let (X, Y>S(M) =[X,Y],

the Tambara module defined following Equation ([I3]). The composition maps c%l\;[,)z are given by

([X,Y]o[Y, Z])(F,G) = f ! (MFX,MHY)®, (MHY,MGZ) — (MFX, MGZ) = [X, Z](F,G)
f®g—gof

and the unit morphism is given by
¢F,G) - [ X, X](F,G)
f— (Mf)x
(b) Given a €-module functor ® : M — N, we let Ob$(®) := Ob @, and, for X, Y € M, we let
S(D)xy : [X,Y] - [PX,DY]
be given by
B(D)xy)r.c : MFX, MGY) - (OMFX, ODMGY ) = (NFOX , NGDY)
f o 0(f).

(c) Recall that, given €-Tamb(%, €)®°PP-functors ®, ®' : M — N, a €-Tamb (¥, €)®°PP-transformation T from

® to &’ consists of a collection

{rx € €-Tamb(¥, €)%PP(¢(—, —), N (®X, ' X)) ~ N(®X, ¥ X)(1¢, 1) | X € M}
such that, on the component indexed by (F,G), we have the commutativity of

Px,yory

M(X,Y)(F,G) = {M(X,Y)(F, H) @ €(H, G) (TN (@X, ®Y)(F, H) @ N(BY, 'Y)(H, G)
=] [

(T E(F, H) @ M(X,Y)(H,G) ___, [T N(@X, ¥ X)(F,H) @ N('X,dY)(H,G) ——— N(®X,Y)(F, Q)

Tx 0Py y (=o=)w

Chasing an element a € M(X,Y)(F, G), we find the equation
37 (= o )mrre((mx)rrlde) ® (P y)r.cla) = (= o —)n)erc((Pxy)rcla) ® (1v)e,c(ida))
Let t € €-Mod(M, N)(®, ®’) be a modification. We define a ¢-Tamb(%, €)®°PP-transformation
S(t) : $(P) — 5(P")
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by letting $(t) x be the image of tx under the isomorphism
(38) €-Tamb (%, ©)®°PP (%(—, =), (8(®) X, 8(@) X )y ) = (8(0)X, 8(0)X ) ) (1, 14) > (DX, O'X ).
Lemma 12.4. S js a well-defined 2-functor.

Proof. (1) Associativity and unitality axioms for $(M) are verified by the proofs of Proposition [5.1] and Proposi-
tion
(2) The Tambara axiom for $(®) follows from the commutativity of

DOMFX,MGY

(MFX, MGY) (NFOX,NGOY)
MKMFX,MGY\L iNKNFCDX,NG(DY
<MKFY, MKGY> —_— <NKF(DX, NKG(DY>

OMKFY,MKGY

which follows from @ being a €-module functor.
(3) The multiplicative axiom for ¢-Tamb(%, €)®°PP-functoriality of $(®) follows from the commutativity of

SOV
[X,Y]o[V.2] — 22 [y, 7]
s(cb)x,yos(qny,zi is(cp)x,z
[DX,DY] o [0Y,0Z] —— [DX, D]
™

Cox,ov, 0z
which we may verify component-wise, and, by identifying maps from coends with extranatural collections,
reduce to the commutativity of
(MFX, MHY) ®, (MHY, MGZ) —_CMPXMIYMGZ ey MG ZY
cDMFX,MHY@chMHY,MGZl lﬁDMFx,MGZ

(NFOX,NHOY) ® (NHOY,NGDZ) = (NFOX NGODZ)

—)NFOX,NHOY,NG®Z

which follows from functoriality of ®. The unitality axiom follows similarly.
(4) Given a modification t as in Definition 123} from Equation (38]) we find that

(S(t)X)Lﬂ =tx and (S(t)X)F,F = NFty.
Given a e (MFX,MGY) = S(M)(X,Y)(F,G), we have
NGty o @(a) = tmagy © @(a) = @'(a) o tmrx = @' (a) o NFty,

verifying Equation (B7]). Observe that the first and the last equality use the fact that t is a modification.
(5) Given ¥ e ¥-Mod(K,M) and * € -Mod(M, N), we clearly have

ObS(E 0 W) = Ob(S(Z) 0 S(¥)) = Ob(Z o ).
For X,Y € K, by definition we have
((8(X) o S5(¥)x,v)r,c = Imrux,mcevy © Ymrx,may = 3(Z o ¥)mrx,May,

showing that we have $(X o W) = 3(X) o S(¥).
Similarly, given

in -Mod, for any X € K we have

((8(t) on 8(s))x )1, = (S(V)s(wr)x )11 © (B(X)scwr)x,s0w) x (8(8) X )1,1) = twx 0 Lsx = (top s)x,
which, in view of Equation (38]) defining $ on modifications, shows that $(t) oy, 5(s) = S(t oy, s).
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Definition 12.5. We define a 2-functor R : €-Tamb(%, €)®°PP-Cat — ¥-Mod as follows:

(a) Given a €-Tamb(%, ¢)®°PP-category M, we let ObR(M) := Ob M x Ob ¥, and we define the hom-space
(X F), (Y, GDgam as (X, Y) (F, G). The composition

O vanzay P Y (B H) @i (Y, 2) (H,G) — (X, Z) (F, G)

is defined as the component (ci'y ,)u.r.c of the composition map

H
Kvz :J (X, Y, (F.H) @Y, Z) \(H,G) > (X, Z),, (F,G)

Similarly, the unit €(f) : k — (X, X, (F, F) is the restriction of (eX')r p: €(F,F) — (X, X),(F,F) to
k {idr}. Associativity and unitality follows from the respective axioms for M.
We now specify the ¥-module category structure. For H € €, we define the functor R(M)H as

R(M)H((X,F) L (v,G)) = (X, HF) e ™ ()

(Y,HG).

Given a morphism H 2 H’, we define the natural transformation R(M)H LS.OLN

(R(M)D)(x 7y = (e3")ur v (hF).
(b) Given a €-Tamb(%, €)®°PP-functor ® : M — N, we let R(®)(x r),(v,c) := (Px,v)F,G-
(c) Given a €-Tamb(¥, €)®°PP-transformation 7 : ® = &', we let R(7)(x r) := (7x)p,r(idr).

R(M)H' by setting

Lemma 12.6. R /s a well-defined 2-functor.

Proof. Using the notation of Definition [[2.5, we find the following:

(1) Functoriality of R(M)H follows from the composition and unit maps in M being Tambara morphisms.
(2) Naturality of R(M)h follows from the commutativity of

K % (hF,K)o(X,Y) K
S %(H/F7 K) Rk <X7 Y> (K7 H/G) S (g(HFv K) Rk <X7 Y> (K7 H/G)

>
J=EAXY) ex o<X,Y>J/ 2 lex ol X,Y)
/
§C6(F, K) @ (X,Y) (K, G) §¢X, X) (H'F, K) @y (X, V) (K, H'G) § (X, X) (HF, K) @ (X, Y) (K, H'G)
(X, X(hF,Kjo(X,Y)
1 C<x,x>.<x,Y>J/
e (X,Y)(H'F,H'G) ’ Cx0.0x v
FCXY B (X,Y)(hF,H'G)
“H/;F,G ’ ’ —_
(X,Y)(F,G) 4 (X,Y) (HF, H'G)
T =Y — (X,Y'>(HF,hG) —
P
(CARRE (X,Y)(HF,HG) XYY
6
J 5 C(X,X>.<X,Y>T
< < (X.¥)oV.Y) (K hG)
(X, Y) (F,K) @k €K, G) {7 <(X,Y) (HF,K) @ (Y, Y) (K,HG) (" (X,Y) (HF,K) @k (Y, Y) (K,H'G)
F=(XY)0€ <X,Y>oeyT 7 T(X,Y>oey
T

{“(X,Y)(HF,K) @, (K, HG) ________, {*(X,Y) (HF,K) @ ¢(K, H'G)
(X,Y Yo€(K,hG)

where
e faces 1 and 5 commute due to unitality of composition;
e faces 2 and 7 commute due to units of composition being Tambara morphisms (and thus profunctor
morphisms);
e faces 3 and 6 commute due to composition maps being Tambara morphisms;
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: XYy .
o face 4 commutes due to extranaturality of 7“;< Y in HL

(3) Chasing an element f € (X,Y) (F,G) along the exterior paths in the above diagram yields
XY
R(M)H'(f) o (RIM)h)xF = c(x,x),0x,v) ((eX)HF,H’F(hF) ® f:i{’;F,é(f))

XY
= oy (ke () ® (ev)nawa(hG)) = RM)y,g o RIM)H(S).
For any f € (X,Y)(F,G) we have
RMI(f) = Zzyra(f) = f, (RM)idn)xr) = (ex)nrur(idur) = id(xur),
and
RMHRM)K(f) = Zzukr ka’2kr,a(f) = 7Zukr.c(f) = ROM)HK(f).
Finally, for h as above and k : K — K’, we have
(R(M)(h) o, RIM)(k))(x,r) = (RIM)h)(x xF) © (R(IM)HR(M)K) x F)
= cx,x0x,x0 (T2mke ke ((ex) ke ke (kF)) ® (ex)ukr ke (WKF))
= c(x,x000x,x0 ((ex)ukr k' r (HKF) ® (ex)ukr,mkr (hKF))
= (ex)ukr,wkF(hkF) = R(M)(hk).
The third equality holds since ex is a Tambara morphism, and the fourth follows from unitality of composition
in M. This shows that the above assignments endow R(M) with the structure of a ¥-module category.
(4) The functoriality of R(®) : R(M) — R(N) follows directly from %-Tamb(%, ¢)®°PP-functoriality of ®.
Further, since ®xy : (X,Y),, — (®X,®Y),, is a Tambara morphism, we have, for any f € (X,Y) (F,G),

the following:

R(®) (x.ur).v.nc)RMHE() = (Bx v )uracl=isa(f) = e (@x.y)e.a(f) = RVHR(®) x5y v (f),

showing that R(®)R(M) — R(N) gives a ¥-module functor.
(5) The fact that R(7) defines a transformation from R(®) to R(®’) is an immediate consequence of Equation (37)).
Further, R(7) is a modification. This follows from

(RN)HR(7))(x,F) = f:é?;fg@,x>(Tx)F,F(idF) = (7x)ur ur(idur) = (R(T)R(M)H) (x F),

where the second equality follows from 7x being a Tambara morphism. We also have that
R(ids)x,r) = ((ide) x)r r(idr) = (esx)r r(idr) = id(x r)
and, given o : &’ = &’ we have
R(ooT)(x,r) = (0o7)x(idr) = (ctax,0 x50 x,07x3)F;F,F((7x )r,p(idr) ® (0x )r,r(idr)) = R(0)x,7) o R(T) (x,F)-
(6) Given €¢-Tamb (¥, €)®°PP-functors ® : K — M and ¥ : M — N, we have
ObR(To®) =0b¥od x Obly = Ob(R(T) o R(P)).

Further, we have
R(¥o®)xr),v,c) = (Tod)xy)rc = (Yoxaov)rc o (Pxy)ra = R(¥)@xr), @v.c) °R(®)(xF), v,

showing that R(¥ o ®) = R(¥) o R(®D). Finally, for

P v

K - M N
o’ v’

in ¢-Tamb(%, €)®°PP-Cat, we have
R(o on 7)(x,r) = ((0 0n 7)x)r,r(idr) = (Cvox,ve X, ve X )F;F F ((‘I’sz,qyx o7x)r,r(idr) ® (Utb’X)F,F(idF))

=R(0) @ x,r) ° R(¥)@x F),@xF) (R(TxF)) = (R(0) on R(7)) (x,F)
showing the 2-functoriality.
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Proposition 12.7. There is a 2-natural equivalence u : 1¢.n0q4 — RS.

Proof. By definition we have {((X, 1), (Y, 1))ggn) = <X, Y)pq which yields a full, faithful functor uny : M — RS,

sending X to (X,1). Further, for any H € &, we have RS(M)H = :%?ﬁ?_ = MH, which shows that the above

embedding is a 4-module functor.
Further, we have
<(Xa F)v (MFX, ]1)>]RS(M) = [Xv MFX] (Fa ]l) = <MFX5 MFX>M

and similarly, (MFX, 1), (X, F))ggngy = (MFX, MFX)y,. It is easy to show that composing the images of idnrx
in the respective Hom-spaces yields the respective identity morphisms, thus (X,F) ~ (MFX, 1), showing that the
embedding ug is essentially surjective and thus an equivalence.

Let ® € ¥-Mod(M, N). To establish 2-naturality of u, we show that RS(®) o upg = un o @. On objects, we have
(RS(D) cupm)(X) = RS(D)(X,1) = (PX,1) = (un o D)(X).
Given any X, Y € M, we have
(RSD)(x,1),(v;1) = (53P)x,v)11 = Pvnx, vy = Pxy,

concluding the proof. O

Proposition 12.8. There is a 2-transformation m : L Tamp (¢, ¢)®ovr — SR such that mpag is full and faithful for all
M € €-Tamb(%, €)®°PP-Cat.

Proof. By definition we have
(39)
<(Xa F)? (Yv G)>S[R{(M)(K7 L) = <R(M)K(X7 F)a R(M)L(Yv G)>]R<(M) = <(X7 KF)) (Ya LG)>[R{(M) =<X7 Y>M (KF, LG)

and
SR(M R(M

(.. (za))F.G = {Co(aFg,(Y,H),(z,G) [He ‘5} = {(Xy2)urc |He €} = (Xly 2)rc,
where the middle two terms give the extranatural collections which specify maps from the coend that is indicated by
RM) — M, which proves that
X,1) X p
the assignment X — (X, 1) on the level of objects, together with the identification of Equation (39 on the level of
morphisms, define a full and faithful ¢~Tamb(%’, ¢)®°PP-functor m 4.
To show 2-naturality, we verify that for any 6-Tamb(%, ¢)®°PP-functor ® : M — N/, we have SR(®)onp = mpyro®.
On the level of objects, for any X € M, we have

(SR(®) o ma)(X) = (2X,1) = (ny o )(X)

giving the variable in which the collection is extranatural. Similarly one shows that ef’

On the level of morphisms, we have
(40) (SR®omm)x,y)rc = (SRP®)x y)rc = (R®)(xF),(v.a) = (Pxy)rc = My o®)xy,

where the first and the last equality are the identification made in Equation (39)). (I

Proposition 12.9. For any M € ¢-Mod, the ¢-Tamb(€, ¢)®°PP-functor mgnr) is an equivalence.

Proof. In view of Proposition [I2.8] it suffices to show that mgr) is essentially surjective. To this end, we show that,
for any X € M and F € €, there is an isomorphism (X,F) ~ (MFX,1).

Following Equation ([39]), we have the equality
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and thus the equality ((X,F), (Y, G))sgsnry = [MFX,MGY] in 6-Tamb(%, ©)®°PP_ Similarly to Equation (40,
we show that the diagrams

[MFX, MFX] o [MFX, MFX] == ((X,F), (MFX, 1)) © (MFX, 1), (X, F) g0
(41) e | i
[MFX, MFX] (X F), (X F)sgsuny
and
[MFX, MFX] o [MFX, MFX] —— ((MFX,1), (X, F))ggn © (X F), (MFX, 1))gg501)
m[MFXvMFX]l lcfﬁ(;?,m,(x,F),(Mvan)
[MFX, MFX] ((MFX, 1), (MFX, 1))ggsnr)
commute.

Indeed, we have

SR$(M) RS(M) $(M)
(C<X,F>,<MFX,1>,<X,F>)K Lo {C<X7KF>,<MFX,H>,<X,LF> | H} - {(CX’MF’X)H-KF o | H}

MFX,MFX i
= {CMKFX,MHMFX,MLFX | H} = {CMKMFX,MHMFX,MLMFX | H} = {mE{;K,L ] | H} = (m[MFX MFX])K L

and
SRS(M) R$(M)
(C(MFX,]I),(X,F),(MFX,]I))K L~ \“(MFX K),(X HF),(MFX L) | H} = {(CMvaxaMFX)HF;K,L | H}

_ { M } _ (. _[MFX,MFX]
= 1°’MKFX,MHFX,MLFXx § = |@ KL

Next, we show that the diagram

&SRS(M)
¢ = (XUF), (X F) sy
(42)

[MFX,MFX] l
[MFX, MFX]
commutes. Indeed, for any k € ¥(K,L), we have
M M
(e Dk LK) = (RS(M)K) (x.p) = (€5 )xcr L (KF)
= (el Ngp e (KF) = (MKF)x = (Mk)mpx = (MM (k).

Consider the following diagram:

[MFX, MFX] o [MFX, MFX] (X, F), (MFX,1))ggsn © (MFX, 1), (X, F))gsa)

e[MFXm
%(77 7) © %0(77 7)
nMFX MFX] 1 C%l CSRE(M)

(X,F),(MFX,1),(X,F)

SRS(M)

o[MFX,MFX] (K(—, _) €(X,F)
/ ° \
] ((

Its outer face commutes due to the commutativity of Diagram (4I]). Face 1 commutes due to unitality of multiplication
in [MFX,MFX], and face 3 commutes due to the commutativity of Diagram (42). Chasing the element id; ®id;

in (€(—, =) 0 %(~,—))(1,1), we find that o0 Ly ¢ (idmex ®idarx) = efy gy (idy) = id(x.p).

[MFX, MFX

X, F),(X,F))

SR$(M)
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Similarly one shows that c{xs ) (x.p. (v x.) (idMPx ®idmpx) = e(y ) (id1) = idourx,1). Thus, idurx yields
mutually inverse morphisms between (X, F) and (MFX, 1) in SRS(M). O

Combining Proposition I2.7], Proposition [I2.8l and Proposition [I2.9] we obtain the following:
Theorem 12.10. The 2-functor $ : ¢-Mod — €-Tamb(¥, €)®°PP-Cat is a 2-equivalence onto its essential image.
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