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MODULE CATEGORIES, INTERNAL BIMODULES AND TAMBARA MODULES

MATEUSZ STROIŃSKI

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 C and the bicategory of algebra and bimodule objects in the
category of Tambara modules on C. 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 C, and give a sufficient condition
for its reconstructability as module objects in C. 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 C-module categories, in which
C-module functors are characterized as 1-morphisms admitting a right adjoint. Finally, we show that the 2-category
of all C-module categories embeds into the 2-category of categories enriched in Tambara modules on C, 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 [MM1], 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 C , one looks for an algebra object (which in this document is synonymous with a monoid object)
A in C such that there is an equivalence, or embedding, of C-module categories, from M to the category modC–A of
right A-module objects in C . The action of C on modC–A here is simply by tensoring over C : the most elementary
example is Veck acting on modA, for any k-algebra A, where each vector space V acts on modA as the functor
sending a module M to the module V bk 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 C and M;
(2) the presence of a generator X P M, i.e. an object such that the collection tMFX |F P Cu generates the

category in some sense, e.g. under taking direct sums and direct summands;
(3) the assumption that C is rigid.

Combining assumption 1 and assumption 3 one concludes that, for any objects Y, Z P M, there is an object tY, Zu
representing the functor

(1) HomMpMp´qY, Zq : C
opp Ñ Veck; alternatively the functor HomMpY,Mp´qZq : C Ñ Veck.

One then shows that the object tX,Xu admits the structure of an algebra object and so we can define A as tX,Xu.

One of the earliest results of this kind is [Os, Theorem 1]:

Theorem. Let C be a semisimple rigid monoidal category with finitely many irreducible objects and irreducible unit
object. Let M be a semisimple C-module category. There is a semisimple algebra object A P C such that the
C -module categories M and modC–A are equivalent.

Relaxing the semisimplicity assumption, we may instead assume that C 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 C be a finitary rigid monoidal category with an indecomposable unit object.
Let M be a finitary C -module category. There is a coalgebra object C P C such that the C -module categories M and
comodC 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 C of C , rather than in C 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 C endowed with the monoidal structure given by Day convolution. The latter
difference immediately indicates a strategy for removing the finiteness assumptions: in Section 10.2 we show that the
functor HomMpMp´qX,Xq is an algebra object in the presheaf category rCopp,Vecks, again using Day convolution.
In the presence of finiteness assumptions ensuring the representability of this functor, the algebra object structure on
tX,Xu of [Os] is obtained by pulling back the one we define on HomMpMp´qX,Xq along the Yoneda embedding.
As we show in Theorem 11.11, if C is rigid, this allows us to realize M as the category of certain HomMpMp´qX,Xq-
modules in rCopp,Vecks, namely those module objects which could be called C -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 C , i.e. C » rC ,vecksop,
and similarly to HomMpMp´qX,Xq, the functor HomMpX,Mp´qXq used in [MMMT] is an algebra object in the
copresheaf category rC ,Vecks. Thus, allowing the algebra and coalgebra objects to live in various cocompletions and
completions of C , we extend the results of [Os], [MMMT] in the absence of finiteness/representability conditions, as
long as we keep the rigidity assumption on C .

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 C in yet another monoidal category, in which the monoid objects for the C -module categories will live.
This category is the category of (classical) Tambara modules over C .

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

Tambara module is a functor Φ : Copp bk C Ñ Veck together with maps た
Φ

H;F,G : ΦpF,Gq Ñ ΦpH
C

b F,H
C

b Gq, for
all F,G,H P C , natural in F,G and extranatural in H. Tambara modules can be composed similarly to profunctors,
so we obtain a monoidal category C -TambpC ,Cq. In the introduction to [Ta], Tambara states:

“Such distributors arise in studying extensions of a tensor category. Given a tensor functor A Ñ B, set

LpX,Y q “ HomBpX,Y q for X,Y P A”.

Here, the tensor functor is assumed to be the identity on objects; for a general monoidal functor F : A Ñ B , we write
ΦpK,Lq “ HomBpFK,FLq.

Observe that F endows B with the structure of an A -module category via A ˛B B :“ FpAq
B

b B, for A P A and
B P B . If F is essentially surjective, then the unit object 1B of B generates B under the A -action. We may thus
write ΦpK,Lq “ HomBpK ˛B 1B ,L ˛B 1Bq. Generalizing to an arbitrary C -module category M with a generator X ,
we obtain the Tambara module rX,Xs given by rX,XspK,Lq “ HomMpMpKqX,MpLqXq. Observe that this is a
“two-sided” version of the (co)presheaf considered in Equation (1). This observation not only correctly indicates that
rX,Xs is the monoid object we want, but in a sense serves as a guiding principle for this document.

Indeed, for C-module categories M,N with generators X P M, Y P N and a C -module functor Φ : M Ñ N,
the Tambara module HomNpNp´qY,Np´qΦpXqq is naturally a rY, Y s-rX,Xs-bimodule and, similarly, C -module
transformations give rise to bimodule morphisms. However, not every bimodule gives a C -module functor. From
the category theoretic point of view, bimodules should correspond to “C-module profunctors”. We argue that the
correct notion of a C -module profunctor is again that of a Tambara module, in the generalized sense introduced in
[CEGLMPR]. A (generalized) Tambara module M ÝÞÝÑ N is a profunctor Nop bk M Ñ Veck together with a C -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 4.22). The proarrow equipment P : C -Mod Ñ C-Tamb is a map equipment. A Tambara
module between Cauchy complete C-module categories has a right adjoint if and only if it is representable.

Here, P is the pseudofunctor from the bicategory of C-module categories, C -module functors and C -module trans-
formations, to the bicategory of C -module categories, (generalized) Tambara modules and their morphisms. It being
a map equipment means that it is locally full and faithful, and that each C -module functor admits a right adjoint in
C -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 C -module functor. This is completely analogous to the map equipmentCat Ñ Prof ,
making precise the claim that Tambara modules are to C-module functors as profunctors are to functors.

Theorem 2 (Theorem 8.11). The pseudofunctor な : C-Tamb0 Ñ BimodpC -TambpC ,Cqq 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 C -module categories with a cyclic generator, Tambara modules between these and their
morphisms, and the bicategory of algebra objects in C -TambpC ,Cq, bimodule objects between them and bimodule
morphisms.

Combining Theorem 1 with Theorem 2, we find the following:

Theorem 3 (Theorem 9.3). Let M,N be cyclic C-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 rX,Xs, rY, Y s
in C -TambpC ,Cq are Morita equivalent.

Using the proof of Theorem 8.11, one easily concludes that we may reconstruct a cyclic C-module category M as the
category of “C-projective” rX,Xs-module objects in C -TambpC ,Cq; this is Lemma 11.9. We also find a canonical
morphism ωX,X , “from HomMpMp´qX,Xq to HomMpMp´qX,Mp´qXq”, which, in some sense, measures how
well the one-sided construction in the presheaf category approximates the full, two-sided Tambara module. If ωX,X is
invertible, we may again reconstruct M as the category of free tX,Xu-modules in C :

Theorem 4 (Theorem 11.11 and Corollary 11.12). If ωX,X is an isomorphism, then there is an equivalence of C -module
categories between M and the category of “C-projective” HomMpMp´qX,Xq-modules. If HomMpMp´qX,Xq is
representable, then ωX,X is invertible if and only if

CpF,G
C

b tX,Xuq Ñ xMFX,MGXy

f ÞÑ MGevX ˝mG,tX,Xu ˝ MfX

is invertible, for all F,G P C . In that case, there is an equivalence of C -module categories between M and the Cauchy
completion of the category of free tX,Xu-module objects in C .

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 C is
rigid and for all objects Y, Z P M the internal Hom object tY, Zu of C exists, then we obtain a C-enriched categoryM
with ObM “ ObM and HomMpY, Zq “ tY, Zu. This gives a 2-functor C -IntMod Ñ C´Cat from the 2-category
of internalizable C -module categories to that of C-enriched categories. This 2-functor is a 2-equivalence onto its
essential image (which is given by C-tensored C-categories). We generalize this beyond the rigid or internalizable
case:

Theorem 5 (Theorem 12.10). There is a 2-functor S : C -Mod Ñ C-TambpC ,Cqbopp´Cat which is a 2-equivalence
onto its essential image.

The paper is organized as follows.

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

‚ In [PS], it is shown that the category of (classical) Tambara modules is an Eilenberg-Moore category for a
monad on rC bkC

opp,Vecks. Section 3 recalls the description of free objects in this Eilenberg-Moore category.
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‚ Section 4 establishes Theorem 1, by first showing that C -Mod acts on C -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.

‚ Section 5 defines the pseudofunctorな of Theorem 2, in particular showing its pseudofunctoriality, and showing
that the definition of な does not depend on the choice of generators for our module categories - all choices
give equivalent pseudofunctors.

‚ Section 6 shows that な is compatible with restrictions, i.e. that な is “natural in C”.
‚ Section 7 shows that な is essentially surjective.
‚ Section 8 shows that な is locally an equivalence.

It should be remarked that, with the exception of Section 12, 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 8.1, using a strategy similar to MacLane’s proof of
the coherence theorem for monoidal categories.

‚ Section 9 states and shows Theorem 3.
‚ Section 10.1 recalls the Cayley functor rC ,Vecks Ñ C -TambpC ,Cq defined by [PS] in the case of right-closed

C . We give a different interpretation of this functor, which allows us to easily extend it to the general case
(relaxing the closedness assumption).

‚ In Section 10.2, we prove Corollary 10.8, 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 ωX,X of
Theorem 4 and, in 10.11, we show that it is a monoid morphism which is invertible if C is rigid.

‚ 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 10.19. 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 な.

‚ Section 10.4 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].

‚ Section 11 shows that our results can be used to reconstruct, or even internalize, cyclic module categories -
its main result is Theorem 4.

‚ Finally, Section 12 shows that (classical) Tambara modules can be used to give a “action via enrichment”
result in the non-rigid case, namely Theorem 5.

Acknowledgements. This research is partially supported by Göran Gustafssons Stiftelse. The author would like to
thank his advisor Volodymyr Mazorchuk for many helpful comments and discussions. Section 12 and Section 10.4
were heavily influenced by the “Bicategories” course given at Research School on Bicategories, Categorification and
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
would like to thank the referee for very valuable remarks.

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 V 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 P C is denoted by idX .

‚ Monoidal categories are denoted denoted by C ,D and the like.
‚ Objects of a monoidal category C are denoted by roman capital letters, F,G,H and the like.
‚ Morphisms of a monoidal category C are denoted by roman lowercase letters, f, g, h and the like.

‚ We denote the tensor product functor of a monoidal category C by ´
C

b ´. Thus, for any objects F,G, we

obtain objects F
C

b G and G
C

b F. If there is no risk of ambiguity, we may omit the superscript or the tensor

product symbol itself, thus denoting F
C

bG by FG, and G
C

bF simply by GF. If C is the bicategory BimodpAq

of bimodule objects over a monoid object A in a monoidal category D , we may alternatively write F
C

b G as
F bA G.

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

‚ The left unitor, right unitor and associator transformations for a monoidal category C are denoted by lC , rC , aC .
If there is no risk of ambiguity, the superscript will be omitted. For any F,G,H P ObC , we obtain the

component isomorphisms lCF : 1C
C

b F
„

ÝÑ F, rCF : F1
„

ÝÑ F and aCF,G,H : pFGqH
„

ÝÑ FpGHq.
‚ 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 C-enriched category A are denoted by eAX : 1C Ñ ApX,Xq, for any X P A.

The composition morphisms of A are denoted by cAY ;X,Z : ApY, Zq
C

b ApX,Y q Ñ ApX,Zq.
‚ C-module categories are denoted by boldface capital letters, K,M,N and the like.
‚ Structure morphisms of a C-module categoryM are denoted bym; the unitality morphisms and the multiplica-
tivity morphisms are distinguished by the number of subscripts. We thus have the invertible transformation
m1 : 1M

„
ÝÑ M1C , and, for any F,G P C , we obtain an invertible transformation mF,G : MGMF

„
ÝÑ MGF.

‚ C-module functors are denoted by capital Greek letters, Φ,Ψ,Σ and the like.
‚ C-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 C -module property explicitly.

‚ Tambara modules are denoted by uppercase typewriter Greek letters, Φ, Ψ, Σ 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 A ,B 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 Catk 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 bk B.

‚ Given objects X,Y of a category A, we will interchangeably denote the space of morphisms in A from X to

Y by HomApX,Y q,ApX,Y q and xX,Y y
A
.

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

‚ The opposite of a category C is denoted by Cop.
‚ The monoidal category obtained by oppositizing the tensor product of a monoidal category C is denoted by

Cbopp; the monoidal category obtained by oppositizing the morphisms of C is denoted by Copp.
‚ The 1-cell opposite of a bicategory A is denoted by Aop; the 2-cell opposite of A is denoted by Aco.

For the rest of the document, we fix a monoidal category C .

2.2. Closed and rigid monoidal categories. We say that C is right-closed if, for any H P C , the functor ´
C

b H

has a right adjoint JH,´Kr, yielding a natural isomorphism
A
F

C

b H,G
E

» xF, JH,GKry. Similarly, we say that C is

left-closed if the functor H
C

b´ has a right adjoint JH,´Kl, yielding a natural isomorphism
A
H

C

b F,G
E

» xF, JH,GKly.
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 P C , a right dual of F is an object F_ which admits morphisms ηF,F_ : 1 Ñ F_
C

bF and εF,F_ : F
C

bF_ Ñ 1

satisfying zigzag equations. Similarly, a left dual _F is an object such that there are morphisms η_F,F : 1 Ñ F
C

b _F

and ε : _F
C

b F Ñ 1 satisfying zigzag equations.

Following [EGNO, Proposition 2.10.8], if F has a left dual _F, then ´
C

b _F is right adjoint to ´
C

bF. Thus, if C has
left duals, it is right-closed. Similarly, if C has right duals, it is left-closed. Further, if C is right-closed and F has a
left dual _F, then we necessarily have _F » JF, 1Kr. Similarly, if C is left-closed and F has a right dual F_, then we
necessarily have F_ » JF, 1Kl. If C has left and right duals, we say that C is rigid.

2.3. Module categories.

Definition 2.1. A C -module category is a category M together with a strong monoidal functor C Ñ EndCatkpMq.
As such, it sends an object F of C to an endofunctor MF of M, and a morphism F Ñ G of C to a natural

transformation Mα : MF ñ MG. Further, it is equipped with natural isomorphisms mF,G : MGMF
»
ùñ MGF, for

all F,G P C , and a natural isomorphismm1 : 1M
»
ùñ M1C . The explicit definition specifying the coherence conditions

the collection tmF,G | F,G P Cu \ tm1u 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 C -module categories M,N, a C -module functor Φ : M Ñ N consists of an underlying functor
Φ : M Ñ N together with a natural isomorphism

C CatkpM,Mq

CatkpN,Nq CatkpM,Nq

M

CatkpM,ΦqN

CatkpΦ,Nq

φ

i.e. a collection of isomorphisms φF : NFΦ
»
ùñ ΦMF, satisfying coherence conditions specified e.g. in [EGNO,

Definition 7.2.1].
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Definition 2.4. Let M N
Φ

Ψ
be C-module functors. A C -module transformation m : Φ ñ Ψ consists of an

underlying natural transformation m : Φ ñ Ψ such that

NFΦ NFΨ

ΦMF ΨMF

NF‚m

φF ψF

m‚MF

commutes for all F.

Definition 2.5. We denote by C-Mod the bicategory formed by C-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 : Aop bkA Ñ Veck, the coend
şZPA

FpZ,Zq of F is the coequalizer of

š
X,Y PA FpY,Xq bk xX,Y y

A š
ZPA FpZ,Zq

vbf ÞÑFpY,fqpvq

vbf ÞÑFpf,Xqpvq

Thus, a linear map
şZPA

FpZ,Zq
γ

ÝÑ V is the same as a collection of maps tγZ : FpZ,Zq Ñ V u such that for any
f : X Ñ Y , we have γY ˝ FpY, fq “ γX ˝ Fpf,Xq. 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 pAbkBqop bk pAbkBq » pAop bkAq bk pBop bkBq
to Veck, we have canonical isomorphisms

ż XPA ż Y PB

TpX,Y,X, Y q »

ż pX,Y qPAbkB

TpX,Y,X, Y q »

ż Y PB ż XPA

TpX,Y,X, Y q

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 Φ from A to B, denoted Φ : A ÝÞÝÑ B, is given by a presheaf
Φ : Bop bk A Ñ Veck. A morphism of profunctors is a morphism of presheaves, thus a transformation natural in both
arguments.

Given another profunctor Ψ : B ÝÞÝÑ C, the composite profunctor Ψ ˛ Φ : A Ñ C is defined by the coend

(2) pΨ ˛ ΦqpC,Aq “

ż BPB

ΨpC,Bq bk ΦpB,Aq,

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 : Ψ ˛ Φ ñ Σ consists of a collection

(3)
!
ΨpC,Bq bk ΦpB,Aq

tB;C,A
ÝÝÝÝÑ ΣpC,Aq | A P A, B P B, C P C

)

natural in A,C and extranatural in B. More generally, for a functor F : CopbkBbkB
opbkA Ñ Veck and a profunctor

Σ : A ÝÞÝÑ C, we refer to a profunctor morphism t :
şBPB

Fp´, B,B,´q ñ Σ, thus a collection ttB;C,Au similar to that
in (3), 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 Σ to F, equivalently given by a profunctor morphism Σ ñ

ş
BPB Fp´, B,B,´q.

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 [Bo, Proposition 7.8.2]:

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

yC,Σ : Cp´,´q ˛ Σ
„

ÝÑ Σ,
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given by the extranatural collection

y
C,Σ
C;C1,A : CpC 1, Cq bk ΣpC,Aq Ñ ΣpC 1, Aq

f b v ÞÑ Σpf,Aqpvq,

and

yΣ,A : Σ ˛ Ap´,´q
„

ÝÑ Σ,

given by the extranatural collection

y
Σ,A
A;A1,C : ΣpC,Aq bk ApA,A1q Ñ ΣpC,A1q

v b g ÞÑ ΣpC, gqpvq.

In particular, for any v P ΣpC,Aq, the element pyC,ΣC1,Aq´1pvq P pCp´,´q ˛ ΣqpC,Aq “
şC1

CpC,C 1q bk ΣpC 1, Aq is

represented by the equivalence class of idC bv P
š
C1 CpC,C 1q bk ΣpC 1, Aq, viewing the former coend as a quotient

of the latter coproduct.

Definition 2.8 ([CEGLMPR, Definition 4.1]). Let M,N P C -Mod. A Tambara module Φ from M to N consists of
an underlying profunctor M ÝÞÝÑ N together with an extranatural collection

 
たH;Y,X : ΦpY,Xq Ñ ΦpNHY,MHXq

(

from Φ to the functor given by

pX,F,G, Y q ÞÑ ΦpNFX,MGY q

satisfying the following axioms:

(i) multiplicativity:

ΦpY,Xq ΦpNFY,MFXq ΦpNGNFY,MGMFXq

ΦpNGFY,MGFXq ΦpNGNFY,MGFXq

たF;Y,X たG;NFY,MFX

たGF;Y,X

ΦppnG,FqY ,MGFXq

ΦpNGNFY,pmG,FqX q

commutes for all X,Y,F,G.
(ii) unitality:

ΦpY,Xq ΦpN1Y,M1Xq

ΦpY,Xq

たF;Y,X

id ΦpnY ,m
´1
X

q

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 C as a module category over itself, the Hom-profunctor Cp´,´q : C ÝÞÝÑ C together with

Tambara structure given by た
Cp´,´q
H;F,G “ pH

C

b ´qF,G gives a Tambara module. More generally, for an object K P C ,
the Tambara module Cp´,´Kq : C ÝÞÝÑ C is given by the profunctor sending pF,Gq to CpF,GKq, with Tambara
structure given by composites

CpF,GKq
pH

C

b´qF,GK
ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ CpHF,HpGKqq

CpHF,aH,G,Kq
ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ CpHF, pHGqKq.

Example 2.11. Let M be a C-module category. The Hom-profunctor Mp´,´q : M ÝÞÝÑ M together with Tambara

structure given by た
Mp´,´q
H;X,Y “ pMHqX,Y gives a Tambara module.
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Definition 2.12. Given Tambara modules Φ, Ψ : M ÝÞÝÑ N, a morphism of Tambara modules t : Φ ñ Ψ is a morphism
of underlying profunctors satisfying the Tambara axiom, requiring the following diagram to commute for all F, X, Y :

ΦpX,Y q ΦpNFX,MFY q

ΨpX,Y q ΨpNFX,MFY q

tX,Y

た
Φ
F;X,Y

tMFY,NFX

た
Ψ
F;X,Y

.

Definition 2.13. Given Tambara modules Φ : K ÝÞÝÑ M and Ψ : M ÝÞÝÑ N, we define the composite Ψ ˛ Φ : K ÝÞÝÑ N as

the underlying composite profunctor, together with Tambara structure
!
た

Ψ˛Φ
F,Y ;X,Z

)
, where the componentた

Ψ˛Φ
F,Y ;X,Z

is given by

ΨpX,Y q bk ΦpY, Zq ΨpNFX,MFY q bk ΦpMFY,KFZq

š
WPM ΨpNFX,W q bk ΦpW,KFZq

şWPM
ΨpNFX,W q bk ΦpW,KFZq

た
Ψ
F;X,Y bたΦ

F;Y,Z

ι

πΨ˛Φ

,

where, ι is a component for the cocone of the coproduct, and πΨ˛Φ 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 C-module categoryM, the profunctor morphisms
yM,´, y´,M defined in Lemma 2.7 give Tambara morphisms satisfying coherence conditions for unitors, so we obtain
a bicategory, denoted by C -Tamb, consisting of C -module categories, Tambara modules and Tambara morphisms.

3. Free Tambara modules

Theorem 3.1 ([PS, Proposition 5.1]). The forgetful functor C-TambpC ,Cq Ñ ProfpC ,Cq admits a left adjoint Fl,
sending a profunctor Σ : C ÝÞÝÑ C to the profunctor

pF,Gq ÞÑ

ż H,B,C

CpF,H
C

b Bq bk ΣpB,Cq bk CpH
C

b C,Gq

with Tambara structure induced by the collection

た
C

K;F,HB bk ΣpB,Cq bkた
C

K;HC,G : CpF,H
C

b Bq bk ΣpB,Cq bk CpH
C

b C,Gq Ñ CpK
C

b F,K
C

b H
C

b Bq bk ΣpB,Cq bk CpK
C

b H
C

b C,K
C

b Gq

similarly to the Tambara structure described in Definition 2.13.

Corollary 3.2. Given L,K P C , the free Tambara module ΘK,L from C to C associated to the representable profunctor

pF,Gq ÞÑ CpF,Lq bk CpK,Gq

has the profunctor

pF,Gq ÞÑ

ż H

CpF,H
C

b Lq bk CpH
C

b K,Gq

as its underlying profunctor, with its Tambara structure induced from the family
#

CpF,H
C

b Lq bk CpH
C

b K,Gq
pD

C

b´qbkpD
C

b´q
ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ CpD

C

b F,D
C

b H
C

b Lq bk CpD
C

b H
C

b K,D
C

b Gq

+

Further, for any R P C -TambpC ,Cq, we have

HomC-TambpC,CqpΘK,L, Rq » RpL,Kq.

Proof. The first assertion follows by two applications of the Yoneda lemma:
ż H,B,C

CpF,H
C

b Bq bk CpB,Lq bk CpK,Cq bk CpH
C

b C,Gq »

ż H

CpF,H
C

b Lq bk CpH
C

b K,Gq



MODULE CATEGORIES, INTERNAL BIMODULES AND TAMBARA MODULES 11

while the second follows by first using the adjunction of Theorem 3.1, and then Yoneda Lemma for Copp bk C :

HomC-TambpC,CqpΘK,L, Rq » HomProfpC,CqpCp´,Lq bk CpK,´q, Rq » RpL,Kq.

�

Remark 3.3. Using Corollary 3.2, we observe that the monoidal unit of C -TambpC ,Cq, given by the hom profunctor

Cp´,´q together with the Tambara structure たH;F,G “ pH
C

b ´qF,G, is isomorphic to the free Tambara module Θ1,1.
In particular,

HomC-TambpC,CqpCp´,´q, Rq » Rp1, 1q.

Further, the isomorphism
ż H,B,C

CpF,H
C

b Bq bk CpB,Kq bk Cp1,Cq bk CpH
C

b C,Gq »

ż H

CpF,H
C

b Kq bk CpH
C

b 1,Gq

»

ż H

CpF,H
C

b Kq bk CpH,Gq » CpF,GKq

shows that the Tambara module Cp´,´Kq of Example 2.10 is isomorphic to ΘK,1. As a consequence,

(4) HomC-TambpC,CqpCp´,´Kq, Rq » HomProfpC,CqpCp´,Kq bk Cp1,´q, Rq » RpK, 1q.

4. Structure of the bicategory C-Tamb

4.1. Restriction and corestriction of Tambara modules. Recall that, given categories C, C1,D,D1, together with
functors F : C Ñ C1 and G : D Ñ D1, for any profunctor Ψ : D1 ÝÞÝÑ C1, we may consider the restriction of Ψ along
F bk G, which is the profunctor given by the composite

Dop bk C
GopbkFÝÝÝÝÝÑ D1 op bk C

1 Ψ
ÝÑ Veck.

For the purposes of this document, we will consider the restrictions along 1Dop bk F and along Gop bk 1C as separate,
commuting operations, which we will refer to as restriction of Ψ along F and corestriction of Ψ along G, respectively.
Below, we give an explicit description of restrictions and corestrictions for Tambara modules and module functors.

Let M,N be C -module categories, let Ψ P C -TambpM,Nq and let Φ P C-ModpK,Mq.

Definition 4.1. The restriction of Ψ along Φ is the Tambara module Ψ Ÿ Φ P C -TambpK,Nq, whose underlying
profunctor is given by pZ,Xq ÞÑ ΨpZ,ΦXq and whose Tambara structure is given by

ΨpZ,ΦXq ΨpNFZ,MFΦXq ΨpNFZ,ΦKFXq
た

Ψ
F;Z,ΦX ΨpNFZ,φF,X q

.

Let t P C -TambpM,NqpΨ, Ψ1q.

Lemma 4.2. The transformation t ˝ p1Nop bk Φq gives a morphism t Ÿ Φ : Ψ Ÿ Φ ñ Ψ1 Ÿ Φ of Tambara modules.

Proof. The diagram

ΨpZ,ΦXq ΨpNFZ,MFΦXq ΨpNFZ,ΦKFXq

Ψ1pZ,ΦXq Ψ1pNFZ,MFΦXq Ψ1pNFZ,ΦKFXq

ΨpNFZ,φF,X qた
Ψ
F;Z,ΦX

Ψ1pNFZ,φF,X qた
Ψ1

F;Z,ΦX

tZ,ΦX tNFZ,MFΦX tNFZ,ΦKFX

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

Lemma 4.3. Let d P C -ModpΦ,Φ1q. The transformation Ψ ˝ p1Nop bk dq gives a morphism Ψ Ÿ d : Ψ Ÿ Φ ñ Ψ1 Ÿ Φ1

of Tambara modules.
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Proof. The diagram

(5)

ΨpZ,ΦXq ΨpNFZ,MFΦXq ΨpNFZ,ΦKFXq

ΨpZ,Φ1Xq ΨpNFZ,MFΦ1Xq ΨpNFZ,Φ1KFXq

ΨpZ,dX q

た
Ψ
F;Z,ΦX ΨpNFZ,φF,X q

た
Ψ
F;Z,Φ1X ΨpNFZ,φ1

F,X q
ΨpNFZ,dKFX qΨpNFZ,MFdX q

commutes: the left square by the Tambara axiom for た
Ψ
, the right square since d is a C-module transformation. �

Proposition 4.4. Given diagrams

J K M

Ω2

Ω1

Φ

Φ2

Φ1

Ω

dg

d1g1
in C -Mod and M N Q

Ψ

Ψ2

Ψ1

Σ

Σ2

Σ
t

t1

k

k1
in C -Tamb,

the following equations hold:

(1) idΨ ŸΦ “ idΨŸΦ;
(2) pt1 ˝ tq Ÿ Φ “ pt1 Ÿ Φq ˝ pt Ÿ Φq;
(3) pt Ÿ Φq ˝ pΨ Ÿ dq “ pΨ Ÿ dq ˝ pt Ÿ Φq “: t Ÿ d;
(4) Ψ Ÿ idΦ “ idΨŸΦ;
(5) Ψ Ÿ pd1 ˝ dq “ pΨ Ÿ d1q ˝ pΨ Ÿ dq;

(6) Ψ Ÿ 1M “ Ψ;
(7) pΨ Ÿ Φq Ÿ Ω “ Ψ Ÿ pΦ ˝ Ωq;
(8) pΣ ˝ Ψq Ÿ Φ “ Σ ˝ pΨ Ÿ Φq;
(9) pk ˛ tq Ÿ d “ k ˛ pt Ÿ dq.

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 Veck). Equations (1), (2), (3), (4), (5) and (9) 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 (6):

ΨpNFY, idMFXq ˝た
Ψ

F;Y,1MX “ idΨpNFY,MFXq ˝た
Ψ

F;Y,1MX “た
Ψ

F;Y,1MX ,

for Equation (7):

た
pΨŸΦqŸΦ1

F;Z,V by definition of ´ ŸΦ1

“ pΨ Ÿ ΦqpNFZ, φ1
F,V q ˝た

ΨŸΦ

F;Z,Φ1V by definition of ´ ŸΦ

“ ΨpNFZ,Φφ1
F,V q ˝

`
ΨpNFZ, φF,Φ1V q ˝た

Ψ

F;Z,pΦ˝Φ1qV

˘
by functoriality of Ψ

“ ΨpNFZ,Φφ1
F,V ˝ φF,Φ1V q ˝た

Ψ

F;Z,pΦ˝Φ1qV by definition of structure maps for Φ ˝ Φ1

“た
ΨŸpΦ˝Φ1q
F;Z,V

and for Equation (8), we observe that the Tambara structure maps
ż Y

ΣpZ, Y q bk ΨpY,ΦW q Ñ

ż Y
ΣpNFZ, Y q bk ΨpY,ΦKFW q

of the respective Tambara modules are given by the extranatural families!´
ΣpNFZ,MFY q bk ΨpMFY, φF,W q

¯
˝
´
た

Σ

F;Z,Y bkた
Ψ

F;Z,Y

¯)
and

!
た

Σ

F;Z,Y bk

´
ΨpMFY, φF,W q ˝た

Ψ

Y,ΦW

¯)

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

Similarly to Definition 4.1, Definition 4.2 and Definition 4.3, there is a notion of corestriction of Tambara modules:
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Definition 4.5. Given
Σ P C -TambpN,Qq and Φ P C -ModpK,Qq,

define the corestriction Ψ ŹΦ as the Tambara module with underlying profunctors pV, Y q ÞÑ ΨpΦV, Y q and the evident
Tambara structure, and also define Tambara morphisms t Ź Φ : Ψ Ź Φ ñ Ψ1 Ź Φ and Ψ Ź b : Ψ Ź Φ1 ñ Ψ Ź Φ, for any
t : Ψ ñ Ψ1 and b : Φ ñ Φ1.

Observe that Ψ Ź ´ is contravariant.

The proof of the following proposition is completely analogous to the proof of Proposition 4.4:

Proposition 4.6. Given diagrams

J K Q

Ω2

Ω1

Φ

Φ2

Φ1

Ω

dg

d1g1
in C-Mod and M N Q

Ψ

Ψ2

Ψ1

Σ

Σ2

Σ
t

t1

k

k1
in C-Tamb,

the following equations hold:

(1) idΣ ŹΦ “ idΣŹΦ;
(2) pk1 ˝ kq Ź Φ “ pk1 Ź Φq ˝ pk Ź Φq;
(3) pk Ź Φq ˝ pΣ Ź dq “ pΣ Ź dq ˝ pk Ź Φq “: k Ź d;
(4) Σ Ź idΦ “ idΣŹΦ;
(5) Σ Ź pd1 ˝ dq “ pΣ Ź dq ˝ pΣ Ź d1q;

(6) Σ Ź 1Q “ Σ;
(7) pΣ Ź Φq Ź Ω “ Ψ Ź pΦ ˝ Ωq;
(8) pΣ ˛ Ψq Ź Φ “ pΣ Ź Φq ˛ Ψ;
(9) pk ˛ tq Ź d “ pk Ź dq ˛ t.

Let Ψ P C-TambpM,Nq, Φ,Φ1 P C-ModpK,Mq and Λ,Λ1 P C-ModpL,Nq. Further, let d : Φ ñ Φ1 and
b : Λ1 ñ Λ.

Lemma 4.7. We have pΨ Ÿ Φq Ź Λ “ pΨ Ź Λq Ÿ Φ, and, similarly, pΨ Ÿ dq Ź b “ pΨ Ź bq Ÿ d.

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:

た
pΨŸΦqŹΛ

F;V,X by definition ´ ŸΦ and ´ ŹΛ

“ ΨpλF,V ,ΦKFXq ˝
`
ΨpNFΛV, φF,Xq ˝た

Ψ

F;ΛV,ΦX

˘
by functoriality of Ψ

“ ΨpΛLFV, φF,Xq ˝ ΨpλF,V ,MFΦXq ˝た
Ψ

F;ΛV,ΦX by definition of ´ ŹΛ and ´ ŸΦ

“た
pΨŹΛqŸΦ

F;V,X .

�

Corollary 4.8. The assignments

pM,Nq Ñ C -TambpM,Nq

pΛ,Φq ÞÑ
´

pp´q Ÿ Φq Ź Λ : C-TambpM,Nq Ñ C-TambpK,Qq
¯

b b d ÞÑ pp´q Ÿ dq Ź b

define a 2-functor H : C-Modop,co bkC -Modop Ñ Catk. Thus, restriction and corestriction give two commuting,
strict, right actions of C -Mod on C -Tamb.

Proof. Equations (1) and (2) in Proposition 4.4 give a functor ´ Ÿ Φ P CatkpC -TambpM,Nq,C -TambpK,Nqq, for
any Φ. Equation (3) yields a natural transformation ´ Ÿd : ´ ŸΦ ñ ´ ŸΦ1, for any d. Equations (4), (5) show that
the assignment d ÞÑ ´ Ÿ d is functorial, so that for every N we obtain a functor

Hp´,NqK,M : C -ModpK,Mq Ñ CatkpC -TambpM,Nq,C -TambpK,Nqq.

Equations (6) and (7) show that Hp´,Nq is a 2-functor from C-Modop to Catk. Finally, Equations (8) and (9)
show the 2-naturality of Hp´,Nq in N. Similarly, using Proposition 4.6, we find a family tHpM,´q | M P C -Modu
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of 2-functors from C -Modop,co which is 2-natural in M. Due to Lemma 4.7, these two families together assemble to
the above described 2-functor H. �

Notation 4.9. For computational purposes it is often useful to denote the Tambara module Ψ Ÿ Φ by Ψp´,Φ´q.

Similarly, in such settings we will denote the Tambara module Ψ ŹΛ by ΨpΛ´,´q. In case Ψ “ x´,´yM, we may omit

the superscript in x´,Φ´y
M
, since it is clear that the domain and codomain of this Tambara module coincide with

those of Φ.

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

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

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 : A Ñ B , which is the identity
on objects. If for every 1-morphism A of A , the 1-morphism FpAq admits a right adjoint in B , we say that F is a map
equipment. Given proarrow equipments F : A Ñ B and F1 : A 1 Ñ B 1, a (strict) morphism of proarrow equipments
from F to F1 is a pair of pseudofunctors A : A Ñ A 1 and B : B Ñ B 1 such that the following diagram commutes:

A B

A 1 B 1

F

A B

F
1

.

Definition 4.12. We define the pseudofunctor P : C -Mod Ñ C -Tamb as follows:

‚ It is the identity on objects;
‚ Given Φ P C-ModpM,Nq, we let PpΦq :“ x´,Φ´y.
‚ Given d : Φ ñ Φ1, we let Ppdq “ x´,d´y.
‚ The coherence maps are given by

(6) PpΦq ˛ PpΩq “ x´,Φ´y ˛ px´,´yM Ÿ Ωq “ px´,Φ´y ˛ x´,´yMq Ÿ Ω
„

ÝÑ x´,Φ´y Ÿ Ω “ PpΦ ˝ Ωq,

‚ Equation (6) in Proposition 4.4 shows that Pp1Mq “ 1PpMq, so P is strictly unital.

Functoriality of P on 2-morphisms follows from Equations (4) and (5) in Proposition 4.4. All equalities in (6) follow

from Proposition 4.4, and the isomorphism px´,Φ´y ˛ x´,´yMq
„

ÝÑ x´,Φ´y is the unitor associated to x´,´yM 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

(7)
C-Mod C -Tamb

Catk Prof k

P

E

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 (7) 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 x´,d´y is a morphism of Tambara modules if and only if d is a C -module transformation. Specializing

Diagram (5) of Lemma 4.3 to the case Ψ “ x´,´y
N
, we find the diagram

(8)

xZ,ΦXy xNFZ,NFΦXy xNFZ,ΦMFXy

xZ,Φ1Xy xNFZ,NFΦ1Xy xNFZ,Φ1MFXy

xZ,dXy

pNFqZ,ΦX xNFZ,φF,Xy

pNFqZ,Φ1X xNFZ,φ1
F,Xy

xNFZ,dMFXyxNFZ,NFdXy

The left square of this diagram commutes by functoriality of NF. As observed in Lemma 4.3, if d is a C -module
transformation, then the right square also commutes, and thus so does the outer square, which shows that x´,d´y is
a morphism of Tambara modules. Conversely, if x´,d´y is a morphism of Tambara modules, then the outer diagram
commutes; letting Z “ ΦX and chasing idΦX shows that d is a C -module transformation. �

Considering corestrictions rather than restrictions, we obtain an analogue of Definition 4.12 and Proposition 4.13:

Proposition 4.14. There is a proarrow equipment B : C-Modop,co Ñ C-Tamb, which is given by Λ ÞÑ xΛ´,´y on
1-morphisms and by b ÞÑ xb´,´y on 2-morphisms.

Remark 4.15. The isomorphisms

pB bk PqpΛ,ΦqpΨq “ pxΛ´,´y ˛ Ψq ˛ x´,Φ´y
„

ÝÑ ΨpΛ´,Φ´q “ HpΛ,ΦqpΨq

provide a pseudonatural equivalence

C -Modop,co bkC -Modop

C -TambbkC-Tambop Catk

BbkP
H

C-Tambp´,´q

»

4.3. C-Tamb as a map equipment. Following [Bo, Proposition 7.9.1], for any Φ P ProfpM,Nq, the profunctor

morphism x´,Φy ˛ xΦ´,´y ÝÞÝÑ x´,´y
N

given by the extranatural collection
 
εY ;Z,Z1 : xZ,ΦY y bk

@
ΦY, Z 1

D
Ñ

@
Z,Z 1

D
| Z

(
, where εY ;Z,Z1 pf b gq “ g ˝ f

is the counit of an adjunction px´,Φ´y , xΦ´,´y , η, εq in Profk. Its unit η is given by the composite map

ηX,X1 :
@
X,X 1

D ΦX,X1

ÝÝÝÝÑ
@
ΦX,ΦX 1

D „
ÝÑ

ż Y
xΦX,Y y bk xY,ΦXy ,

where the isomorphism is that coming from Yoneda lemma.

Proposition 4.16. The adjunction just described, px´,Φ´y , xΦ´,´y , η, εq inProfk, gives an adjunction in C-Tamb.
In particular, the proarrow equipment P is a map equipment.

Proof. It suffices to show that η and ε are Tambara morphisms. For the counit ε, we need to show that the diagram

şY
xZ,ΦY y bk xΦY, Z 1y

şY
xNFZ,ΦY y bk xΦY,NFZ 1y

xZ,Z 1y xNFZ,NFZ 1y

ε
NFZ,NFZ1

た
x´,Φ´y˛xΦ´,´y

F;Z,Z1

た
x´,´yN
F,Z,Z1

εZ,Z1

commutes. This is the case if the diagram

xZ,ΦY y bk xΦY, Z 1y xNFZ,NFΦY y bk xNFΦY,NFZ 1y xNFZ,ΦMFY y bk xΦMFY,NFZ 1y

xZ,Z 1y xNFZ,NFZ 1y

NFZ,ΦY bNF
ΦY,Z1

NFZ,Z1

εY ;Z,Z1

xNFZ,pφFqY ybxpφ´1
F

qY ,NFZ1y

ε
MFY ;NFZ,NFZ1
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commutes. And indeed, for any f : Z Ñ ΦY and g : ΦY Ñ Z 1, chasing f b g around the above diagram we obtain

f b g NFpfq b NFpgq pφFqY ˝ NFpfq b NFpgq ˝ pφ´1
F qY

g ˝ f NFpg ˝ fq NFpgq ˝ pφ´1
F qY ˝ pφFqY ˝ NFpfq

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

xY, Y 1y xMFY,MFY 1y

xΦY,ΦY 1y xNFΦY,NFΦY y xΦMFY,ΦMFY 1y

ΦY,Y 1

MFY,Y 1

NF
ΦY,ΦY 1 xpφ´1

F
qY ,pφFqY y

Φ
MFY,MFY 1

�

Lemma 4.17. Let Ψ P C -TambpM,Nq and let Ψ1 P Prof kpM,Nq be such that there is an isomorphism of profunctors
s : Ψ ñ Ψ1. There is a unique Tambara module structure with which the profunctor Ψ1 can be endowed so that s
becomes an isomorphism of Tambara modules.

Proof. It is easy to verify that the assignmentた
Ψ1

F;Y,X :“ s´1
Y,X ˝た

Ψ

F;Y,X ˝sY,X gives a well-defined Tambara structure
which also satisfies the uniqueness property. �

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 Ψ to Ψ1, 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 Φ : M ÝÞÝÑ N be a Tambara module whose underlying profunctor is isomorphic to x´,Φ´y, for
some Φ P CatkpM,Nq. Then Φ can be endowed with the structure of a lax C -module functor, by setting

pφFqX :“た
Φ

F,ΦX,XpidΦXq P xNFΦX,ΦMFXy .

Proof. Transporting the Tambara module structure from Φ along a profunctor isomorphism Φ » x´,Φ´y, we may
assume that the underlying profunctor of Φ equals x´,Φ´y.

We need to verify that the collection tpφFqX | X P M,F P Cu is natural in F and X , and that it satisfies the asso-
ciativity and unitality conditions.

For any F P C and X P M, the collection

た
Φ

F;´,X “
!
た

Φ

F;Y,X : xY,ΦXy Ñ xNFY,ΦMFXy | Y P N

)

gives a natural transformation x´,ΦXy Ñ xNF´,ΦMFXy. Thus, by Yoneda lemma, for any f P xY,ΦXy we have

(9) た
Φ

F;Y,Xpfq “た
Φ

F,ΦX,XpidΦXq ˝ NFpfq.

Since た
Φ

F;Y,X is natural in X , the diagram

xΦX,ΦXy xNFΦX,ΦMFXy

xΦX,ΦX 1y xNFΦX,ΦMFX 1y

たF;ΦX,X

xΦX,Φgy

たF;ΦX,X1

xNFΦX,ΦMFgy
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commutes. Hence so does

NFΦX ΦMFX

NFΦX 1 ΦMFX 1

たF;ΦX,X pidΦXq

NFΦpgq ΦMFpgq

たF;ΦX1,X1 pidΦX1 q

proving naturality in X .

By extranaturality of た
Φ
in F, the diagram

xΦX,ΦXy

xNFΦX,ΦMFXy xNF1ΦX,ΦMF1Xy

xNFΦX,ΦMF1Xy

たF;ΦX,X たF1;ΦX,X

xNFΦX,ΦMαXy xNαΦX ,ΦMF1Xy

commutes, for α P HomCpF,F1q. In particular, evaluating the two composite maps in the above diagram at idΦX
and using its commutativity, we find that

たF1;ΦX,XpidΦXq ˝ NαΦX “ ΦMαX ˝たF;ΦX,XpidΦXq,

which shows that our candidate collection is natural in F.

The diagram

xΦX,ΦXy xNGFΦX,ΦMGFXy

xNFΦX,ΦMFXy

xNGNFΦX,ΦMGMFXy xNGNFΦX,ΦMGFXy

たF;ΦX,X

たG;NFΦX,MFX

たGF;ΦX,X

xNGNFX,pΦmG,FqXy

xpnG,FqΦX ,ΦMGFXy

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

idΦX たGF,ΦX,XpidΦXq

たF;ΦX,XpidΦXq

たG;ΦMFX,MFXpidΦMFXq ˝ NGたF;ΦX,XpidΦXq

ΦpmG,F qX ˝たG;ΦMFX,MFXpidΦMFXq ˝ NGたF;ΦX,XpidΦXq たGF,ΦX,XpidΦXq ˝ pnG,FqΦX

which is precisely the multiplicativity condition:

NGNFΦX NGΦMFX ΦMGMFX

NGFΦX ΦMGFX

NGたF;ΦX,X pidΦX q たG;ΦMFX,MFXpidΦMFX q

ΦpmG,FqXpnG,FqΦX

たGF,ΦX,X pidΦX q
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Similarly, using the commutativity of

xΦX,ΦXy

xN1ΦX,ΦM1Xy xΦX,ΦM1Xy

た1;ΦX,X

xΦX,ΦmX y

xnX ,ΦM1Xy

and evaluating the maps in the diagram at idΦX , we find that our candidate collection also satisfies the unitality
condition for a lax C-module functor. �

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

Definition 4.19. A k-linear category C is said to be Cauchy complete if any k-linear profunctor B ÝÞÝÑ C admitting a
right adjoint in Prof is representable, i.e. isomorphic to a profunctor of the form x´,Φ´y for some functor Φ : B Ñ C.

The Cauchy completion Cc 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 4.3, the embedding ιcC : C Ñ Cc gives an adjunction px´, ιcC´y , xιcC´,´y , η, εq in Prof k. This
adjunction is an adjoint equivalence. An analogous statement holds in the bicategory C-Tamb: using the universal
property of Cauchy completion, given a C-module category M, there is a canonical way to extend the C -module
category structure to Mc; see e.g. [Str, Section 3.2]. The embedding ιcC then becomes a C-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 px´, ιcC´y , xιcC´,´y , η, εq in C-Tamb becomes an adjoint equivalence. We
thus find an analogue of [Bo, Theorem 7.9.4]:

Corollary 4.20. Let M,N be a pair of C -module categories. We have an equivalence M » N in C-Tamb if and
only if there is an equivalence Mc » Nc in C-Mod. In particular, if M and N are Cauchy complete, an equivalence
M » N exists in C -Tamb if and only if it exists in C -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 C -module categories, with N Cauchy complete. Let Φ : M ÝÞÝÑ N be a Tambara
module which admits a right adjoint in C -Tamb. There is a (strong) C -module functor Φ P C -ModpM,Nq such that
Φ » x´,Φ´y.

Proof. Let pΦ, Φ˚q be an adjoint pair in C -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 Φ such that the underlying profunctor of Φ is
isomorphic to x´,Φ´y. Transporting structures, we may assume that the underlying profunctors of Φ and Φ˚ equal
x´,Φ´y and xΦ´,´y, respectively. Under this assumption, let η and ε be a unit and a counit giving an adjunction
pΦ, Φ˚, η, εq in C -Tamb.

In view of Lemma 4.18, it suffices to show that the morphism た
Φ

F;ΦX,XpidΦXq is invertible for all F, X .

From the isomorphism

Prof pM,Mqpx´,´yM , xΦ´,Φ´yq »

ż

M

xΦ´,Φ´y » CatkpΦ,Φq

we conclude that the underlying profunctor morphism of η corresponds to an endotransformation pη of Φ. The
components of this transformation are pηX :“ ηX,XpidXq.

On the other hand, the counit ε is given by a family
 
εXY,Y 1 : xY,ΦXy bk xΦX,Y 1y Ñ xY, Y 1y

(
, extranatural in X

and natural in Y, Y 1. We conclude that for any f P xY,ΦXy and g P xΦX,Y 1y we have

εXY,Y 1 pf b gq “ g ˝ εXΦX,ΦXpidΦX b idΦXq ˝ f.
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Similarly to the proof of [Bo, Proposition 7.9.2], the triangle equations coming from the adjunction yield

g “ εpidΦX bgq ˝ pηX ; f “ pηX ˝ εpf b idΦXq,

for f, g as above. Setting f “ idΦX “ g, we find that

(10) εpidΦX b idΦXq “ pη´1
X .

Since ε is a morphism of Tambara modules, the diagram

xY,ΦXy bk xΦX,Y 1y xY, Y 1y

xNFY,ΦMFXy bk xΦMFX,NFY 1y xNFY,NFY 1y

た
Φ
F;Y,XbたΦ˚

F;Y,X

εX
Y,Y 1

NFY,Y 1

εMFX
NFY,NFY 1

commutes. Setting Y “ ΦX “ Y 1 and chasing idΦX b idΦX , we obtain

εNFΦX,NFΦX

`
た

Φ

F;ΦX,XpidΦXq bた
Φ˚

F;X,ΦXpidΦXq
˘

“ NF
`
εΦX,ΦXpidΦX b idΦXq

˘

which, using equations (9) and (10), can be rewritten as

(11) た
Φ˚

F;X,ΦXpidΦXq ˝ pη´1
MFX ˝た

Φ

F;ΦX,XpidΦXq “ NFpη´1
X .

On the other hand, η being a morphism of Tambara modules makes the diagram

xX,X 1y
şY

xΦX,Y y bk xY,ΦX 1y

xMFX,MFX 1y
şY

xΦMFX,Y y bk xY,ΦMFX 1y

MFX,X1

ηX,X1

η
MFX,MFX1

た
Φ˚˝Φ
ΦX,ΦX1

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

xX,X 1y xΦX,ΦX 1y

xNFΦX,NFΦX 1y

xMFX,MFX 1y xΦMFX,ΦMFX 1y

MFX,X1

NF
ΦX,ΦX1

A
た

Φ̊
F;X,ΦX pidΦX q,たΦ

F;ΦX1,X1 pid
ΦX1 q

E

ηX,X1

η
MFX,MFX1

Setting X “ X 1 and chasing idX we find

(12) pηMFX “た
Φ

F;ΦX,XpidΦXq ˝ NFppηXq ˝た
Φ˚

F;X,ΦXpidΦXq

Since pη is an isomorphism, the equations (11) and (12) imply that た
Φ

F;ΦX,XpidΦXq 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
C -module categories has a right adjoint if and only if it is representable.
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4.4. C-Tamb as a tame bicategory. Recall that for any monoidal category A we may consider monoids, modules
and bimodules internal to A , see e.g. [GJ, Section 4.1]. If A admits reflective coequalizers, we may define the
balanced tensor product of a right module with a left module: if A is a monoid in A , M is a right A-module and N
is a left A-module, we let M bA N be the coequalizer of

M bAbN M bN
MblaN

raMbN

If the tensor product in A 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 P A), then M bAN can be endowed with the structure of a
B-C-bimodule in the evident way - see [GJ, Section 4.2] for a detailed account. In particular, we obtain a bicategory
BimodpAq. In that case, following [GJ, Definition 4.2.1], we say that A is tame. More generally, if A is a bicategory,
we say that A is tame if Api, jq admits reflexive coequalizers for all i, j P ObA , and if horizontal composition in A

preserves coequalizers in each variable. In particular, if A is tame, then so is the monoidal category Api, iq, for every
i P ObA .

Proposition 4.23. C-Tamb is tame.

Proof. Let M,N P C -Tamb. Forgetting the C -module structures, we may consider the category ProfkpM,Nq.
Since ProfkpM,Nq “ rNop bk M,Vecks, this category is cocomplete, and the colimits are constructed pointwise in
Veck. Let p, b P C -TambpM,NqpΨ, Ψ1q. To construct the coequalizer of p and b, it suffices to show that the evident
assignment

ΨpY,Xq Ψ1pY,Xq coeqpp, bqY,X

ΨpNFY,MFXq Ψ1pNFY,MFXq coeqpp, bqNFY,NFX

た
Ψ
F;Y,X た

Ψ1

F;Y,X

pY,X

bY,X

pNFY,MFX

bNFY,MFX

for F P C , Y P N and X P M, gives a well-defined Tambara structure, which makes the profunctor morphisms
from coeqpp, bq, induced by Tambara morphisms from Ψ1, coequalizing p and b, into Tambara morphisms. For the
first claim, observe that since Ψ and Ψ1 both satisfy the Tambara axiom, and since p, b are Tambara morphisms, the
Tambara axiom diagrams for Ψ, Ψ1 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 : Ψ1 ñ Σ be a Tambara morphism coequalizing p and b. We let
g : coeqpp, bq ñ Σ be the profunctor morphism coming from the universal property of coeqpp, bq as the coequalizer in
Prof kpM,Nq. It remains to observe that the right-back wall of the diagram

coeqpp, bqY,X

ΨpY,Xq Ψ1pY,Xq ΣpY,Xq

coeqpp, bqNFY,NFX

ΨpNFY,MFXq Ψ1pNFY,MFXq ΣpNFY,MFXq

た
Ψ
F;Y,X た

Ψ1

F;Y,X

pY,X

bY,X

pNFY,MFX

bNFY,MFX

た
Σ
F;Y,X

gY,X

gNFY,MFX

gY,X

g
NFY,MFX

commutes. Since the unlabelled maps are coequalizer maps, said commutativity follows from the fact that all paths
in the diagram with Ψ1pY,Xq as domain and ΣpNFY,MFXq 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 C-Tamb preserves the above constructed coequalizers, let Φ : N ÝÞÝÑ Q. We
then have ż Y PN

ΦpZ, Y q bk coeqpp, bqY,X »

ż Y PN

coeq
`
ΦpZ, Y q bk pY,X , ΦpZ, Y q bk bY,X

˘

» coeq

˜
şY

ΦpZ, Y q bk ΨpY,Xq
şY

ΦpZ, Y q bk Ψ
1pY,Xq

tΦpZ,Y qbpY,Xu

tΦpZ,Y qbbY,Xu

¸
,

where the first isomorphism follows from the cocontinuity of the tensor product in Veck, 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!
た

Φ

F;Z,Y b coeq
`
た

Ψ

F;Y,X ,た
Ψ1

F;Y,X

˘)
, while the Tambara structure on the right-hand side is induced by the collec-

tions
!
coeqpた

Φ

F;Y,Z bた
Ψ

F;Y,X ,た
Φ

F;Y,Z bた
Ψ1

F;Y,Xq
)
. 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. �

5. Defining the pseudofunctor な

Recall that by bicategorical Yoneda lemma, for any M P C-Mod, we have an equivalence

(13) M
„
ÝÑ C-ModpC ,Mq,

sending X P M to ΦX satisfying ΦXpFq “ MFpXq, for F P C . For a detailed account, see [JY, Section 8.3]

Given Ψ P C -TambpM,Nq and objects X P M, Y P N, we denote the Tambara module ΨŸΦX ŹΦY P C -TambpC ,Cq
by ΨrY,Xs. Its underlying profunctor is given by pF,Gq ÞÑ ΨpNFY,MGXq. If M “ N and Ψ “ x´,´yM, we simply
write rY,Xs. By definition, the Tambara structure of ΨrY,Xs is given by

(14) ΨpNFY,MGXq ΨpNHNFY,MHMGXq ΨpNHFY,MHGXq
た

Ψ
H;NFY,MGX

Ψpn´1
H,F

,mH,Gq

Proposition 5.1. Given a module category M and an object X P M, we endow rX,Xs P C-TambpC ,Cq with the
structure of a monoid object as follows:

(1) The unit morphism e : Cp´,´q Ñ rX,Xs is that corresponding to pM id1qX under the isomorphism

HomC-TambpC,CqpCp´,´q, rX,Xsq » rX,Xsp1, 1q “ xX,Xy

observed in Remark 3.3. It is thus given by

eF,G : CpF,Gq Ñ rX,XspF,Gq “ xMFX,MGXy

b ÞÑ pMbqX
.

(2) The multiplication morphism m is given by
ż H

xMFX,MHXy bk xMHX,MGXy Ñ xMFX,MGXy

b b c ÞÑ c ˝ b

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

xMFX,MHXy bk xMHX,MGXy xMFX,MGXy

xMKMFX,MKMHXy bk xMKMHX,MKMGXy xMKMFX,MKMGXy

xMKFX,MKHXy bk xMKHX,MKGXy xMKFX,MKGXy

MKMFX,MHXbkMKMHX,MGX

xm´1
K,F

,mK,Hybxm´1
K,H

,mK,Gy

mH;F,G

MKMFX,MGX

xm´1
K,F

,mK,Gy
mKH;KF,KG
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commutes by functoriality of MK. Associativity of the multiplication morphism follows from the associativity of

composition inM. Left unitality follows by noting that the unit map
şH

CpF,HqbkxMHX,MGXy Ñ xMFX,MGXy
is induced by the maps CpF,HqbkxMHX,MGXy Ñ xMFX,MGXy given by αbf ÞÑ f ˝rX,Xspα,Gq “ f ˝MαX ,
i.e. the same map as the morphism eF,H bxMHX,MGXy, followed by composition. Right unitality is analogous. �

Proposition 5.2. Given C-module categories M,N, a Tambara module Ψ : M ÝÞÝÑ N and objects X P M and Y P N,
the Tambara module ΨrY,Xs can be endowed with the structure of a rY, Y s-rX,Xs-bimodule as follows:

(1) The left action la : rY, Y s ˛ ΨrY,Xs Ñ ΨrY,Xs is given by

laF,G :

ż H

xNFY,NHY y bk ΨpNHY,MGXq Ñ ΨpNFY,MGXq

f b v ÞÑ Ψpf,MGXqpvq

(2) The right action ra : ΨrY,Xs ˛ rX,Xs Ñ ΨrY,Xs is given by

raF,G :

ż H

ΨpNFY,MHXq bk xMHX,MGXy Ñ ΨpNFY,MGXq

v b g ÞÑ ΨpNFY, gqpvq

Proof. The verification of the left, respectively right module axioms for la and ra is analogous to the verifications of
Proposition 5.1. The multiplicativity axioms follow from functoriality of Ψ in the respective variables.

Since the unitors in C-TambpC ,Cq are given by evaluating the respective actions of C , the commutativity of the
diagram

şH
CpF,Hq bk ΨpNHY,MGXq

şH
xNFY,NHY y bk ΨpNHY,MGXq

ΨpNFY,MGXq

perY,Y s˛ΨrY,XsqF,G

pl´1

ΨrY,Xs
qF,G

laF,G

follows from the commutativity of

f b x pNfqY b x

ΨrY,Xspf,Gqpxq ΨppNfqY ,MGXqpxq,

.

This shows unitality for the left module structure. Unitality for the right module structure is similar. Finally, we have
Ψpf,MGXqΨpNFY, gq “ ΨpNFY, gqΨpf,MGXq for all f and g, which shows that la and ra commute. �

Given a C -module category M and an object X P M, let C ©‹ X be the full subcategory of M whose collection of
objects is given by tMFX | F P Cu. In particular, given C -module categories M,N and objects X P M, Y P N, the
objects of pCopp bk Cq ©‹ pY,Xq are given by tpNFY,MGXq | F,G P Cu.

Lemma 5.3. A morphism of Tambara modules s “ psF,GqF,GPC P C -TambpC ,CqpΨrY,Xs, Ψ1rY,Xsq is a morphism
of rY, Y s-rX,Xs-bimodules if and only if the assignment

(15) rsNFY,MGX :“ sF,G

defines a natural transformation from Ψ|pCoppbkCq©‹ pY,Xq to Ψ1
|pCoppbkCq©‹ pY,Xq.

Proof. The latter condition holds if and only if for any F,G,H P C , f P xNFY,NHY y and g P xMHX,MGXy we
have

(16) Ψ1pf,MGXq ˝ sH,G “ sF,G ˝ Ψpf,MGXq

and

(17) Ψ1pNFY, gq ˝ sF,H “ sF,G ˝ ΨpNFY, gq.
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The equality tΨ1pf,MGXq ˝ sH,G | H P Cu “ tsF,G ˝ Ψpf,MGXq | H P Cu of extranatural families is precisely the
commutativity of the square

şH
xNFY,NHY y bk ΨpNHY,MGXq ΨpNFY,MGXq

şH
xNFY,NHY y bk Ψ

1pNHY,MGXq Ψ1pNFY,MGXq

prY,Y s˛sqF,G

laΨF,G

laΨ
1

F,G

sF,G

which, by definition, holds for all F,G if and only if s is a morphism of left rY, Y s-modules. We conclude that
Equations (16) and (17) hold for all F,G,H and f, g if and only if s is a morphism of rX,Xs-rY, Y s-bimodules. �

Corollary 5.4. For any t P C-TambpM,NqpΨ, Ψ1q, the morphism trY,Xs P C-TambpC ,CqpΨrY,Xs, Ψ1rY,Xsq is
a morphism of rY, Y s-rX,Xs-bimodules. Functoriality of restrictions and corestrictions (Equations (1) and (2) of
Proposition 4.4) thus yields functors

xなpN,Y q,pM,Xq : C-TambpM,Nq Ñ BimodpC -TambpC ,Cqq

for any choice of objects Y P N and X P M, sending Ψ to ΨrY,Xs and t to trY,Xs.

Proof. The assignment described in Equation (15) of Lemma 5.3 produces the restriction of t to pCoppbkCq©‹ pY,Xq,
which clearly is natural since t is natural in Nop bk M. �

Definition 5.5. A C -module categoryM is very cyclic if there is an essentially surjective C-module functor C
ΦXÝÝÑ M.

Equivalently, M is very cyclic if there is an object X P M such that for every Y P M, there is F P C such that
Y » MFpXq.

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 ΦX , 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 C -module category M and an object X P M, we let M‹X denote the full C -module
subcategory whose objects are of the form MFnMFn´1 ¨ ¨ ¨MF1pXq, for n ě 0 and F1, . . . ,Fn P C .

The C -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 P M such that the inclusion of M ‹ X into M is an
equivalence of C-module categories. This is equivalent to the inclusion of C ©‹ X into M being an equivalence of
categories.

Definition 5.7. We define the bicategory C -Tamb0 as follows:

‚ objects of C -Tamb0 are pairs pM, Xq, where M is a C -module category and X P M;
‚ C-Tamb0ppM, Xq, pN, Y qq :“ C -TambpM,Nq, and similarly the composition and coherence cells are inher-

ited from C-Tamb.

Clearly, there is a biequivalence C -Tamb0
„
ÝÑ C-Tamb which is identity on 1-morphisms and 2-morphisms, and sends

an object pM, Xq of C -Tamb0 to M. Any choice assigning an object X to every C -module category M gives a
quasi-inverse to the biequivalence just described.

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

Definition 5.9. A choice W : ObC-Tambc Ñ ObC -Tamb0 associating a very cyclic generator to each M P C -Tambc,
defines a pseudofunctor GW : C-Tambc Ñ C-Tamb0 by ObGW “ W and pGWqM,N “ 1C-TambpM,Nq.

Theorem 5.10. Let Ψ : K ÝÞÝÑ M and Σ : M ÝÞÝÑ N be C-Tambara modules, and let X P K, Y P M, Z P N.
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There are canonical morphisms cΣrZ,Y s,ΨrY,Xs : ΣrZ, Y s brY,Y s ΨrY,Xs Ñ pΣ ˛ ΨqrZ,Xs of rZ,Zs-rX,Xs-bimodules,

which, together with the assignment pM, Xq ÞÑ rX,Xs and the functors xなpN,Y q,pM,Xq of Corollary 5.4 define a

strictly unital lax functor xな : C-Tamb0 Ñ BimodpC -TambpC ,Cqq.

If M is very cyclic and Y is a very cyclic generator for M, the coherence morphism cΣrZ,Y s,ΨrY,Xs is an isomorphism.

Proof. We have

`
ΣrZ, Y s brY,Y s ΨrY,Xs

˘
pF,Gq “ coeq

´
ΣrZ, Y s ˛ rY, Y s ˛ ΨrY,Xs ΣrZ, Y s ˛ ΨrY,Xs

ΣrZ,Y s˛laΨrY,Xs

raΣrZ,Y s˛ΨrY,Xs

¯
pF,Gq

“ coeq
´ şH,H1

ΣpNFZ,MHY q bk xMHY,MH1Y y bk ΨpMH1Y,KGXq
şK

ΣpNFZ,MKY q bk ΨpMKY,KGXq

!
ΣpNFZ,MHY qbla

ΨrY,Xs

H1;H,G

)

!
ra

ΨrZ,Y s

H;F,H1 bΨpMH1Y,KGXq
)

¯

Recall that by definition of a coend as a colimit,
şK

ΣpNFZ,MKY q bk ΨpMKY,KGXq is a coequalizer of a pair of
maps into

š
K ΣpNFZ,MKY q bk ΨpMKY,KGXq, and similarly, other coends in our computation are by definition

coequalizers of maps into the corresponding coproduct. We may thus lift the morphisms la, ra, e to the corresponding
coproducts. We denote the lifts by overlining. Using the definition of coends, together with properties of la, ra, e, we
find the following commutative diagram:

š
H,H1 ΣpNFZ,MHY q bk xH,H1y bk ΨpMH1Y,KGXq

š
H,H1 ΣpNFZ,MHY q bk xMHY,MH1Y y bk ΨpMH1Y,KGXq

š
K ΣpNFZ,MKY q bk ΨpMKY,KGXq

şUPC©‹Y
ΣpNFZ,Uq bk ΨpU,KGXq

şH,H1

ΣpNFZ,MHY q bk xMHY,MH1Y y bk ΨpMH1Y,KGXq

şK
ΣpNFZ,MKY q bk ΨpMKY,KGXq

pΣrZ, Y s brY,Y s ΨrY,XsqpF,Gq
şUPM

ΣpNFZ,Uq bk ΨpU,KGXq

raΣbΨrY,Xs

ΣrZ,Y sbraΨ

ΣrZ,Y sbraΨlaΣbΨrY,Xs

rΣbΨrY,XsΣrZ,Y sblΨrY,Xs

Σbex´,´y
M bΨ

»

»

iΣrZ,Y s,ΨrY,Xs

cΣrZ,Y s,ΨrY,XsqF,G

The morphism iΣrZ,Y s,ΨrY,Xs is obtained from the inclusion of tΣpNFZ,MKY q bk ΨpMKY,KGXq | K P Cu into the
collection tΣpNFZ,Uq bk ΨpU,KGXq | U P Mu.

The objects pΣrZ, Y s brY,Y s ΨrY,XsqpF,Gq and
şC©‹Y

ΣpNFZ,MHY q bk ΨpMH1Y,KGXq are by definition the co-
equalizers of their column and row in the diagram, respectively.

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
rZ,Zs-rX,Xs-bimodules, so is the obtained morphism cΣrZ,Y s,ΨrY,Xs. Similarly, we find naturality in Σ, Ψ.

Since cΣrZ,Y s,ΨrY,Xs is induced from iΣrZ,Y s,ΨrY,Xs via the unique isomorphism making the above diagram commute,
it suffices to show that the morphisms iΣrZ,Y s,ΨrY,Xs satisfy the coherence axioms for a lax functor. The associativity

şUPC©‹Y ` şV PC©‹Z
ΥpQFW,V q bk ΣpV, Uq

˘
bk ΨpU,KGXq

şUPC©‹Y ` şV PN
ΥpQFW,V q bk ΣpV, Uq

˘
bk ΨpU,KGXq

şV PC©‹Z
ΥpQFW,V q bk

` şUPC©‹Y
ΣpV, Uq bk ΨpU,KGXq

˘ şV PN
ΥpQFW,V q bk

` şUPC©‹Y
ΣpV, Uq bk ΨpU,KGXq

˘

şV PC©‹Z
ΥpQFW,V q bk

` şUPM
ΣpV, Uq bk ΨpU,KGXq

˘ şV PN
ΥpQFW,V q bk

` şUPM
ΣpV, Uq bk ΨpU,KGXq

˘

»

Υ˛iΣ,Ψ

»

iΥ,Σ˛Ψ

Υ˛iΣ,Ψ

iΥ,Σ˛Ψ
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follows from the Fubini rule for coends (which gives the isomorphisms in the diagram) together with the commutativity
of

tΥpQFW,NLZq bk ΣpNLZ,MKY q bk ΨpMKY,KGXq | K,L P Cu tΥpQFW,NLZq bk ΣpNLZ,Uq bk ΨpU,KGXq | L P C , U P Mu

tΥpQFW,V q bk ΣpV,MKY q bk ΨpMKY,KGXq | K P C , V P Nu tΥpQFW,V q bk ΣpV, Uq bk ΨpU,KGXq | V P N, U P Mu

Ď

Ď

Ď

Ď

.

Since xなpM,Xq,pM,Xqpx´,´yMq “ x´X,´Xy “ rX,Xs “ 1BimodpC-TambpC,CqqprX,Xs,rX,Xsq, the lax functor xな is
strictly unital. To show right unitality of c, we verify that the diagram

ΨrY,Xs brX,Xs rX,Xs pΨ ˛ x´,´yKqrY,Xs

ΨrY,Xs

cΨrY,Xs,rX,Xs

rΨrY,Xs

rΨrY,Xs

commutes. This is a consequence of the commutativity of

şUPC©‹X
ΨpMKY, Uq bk xU,KGXy

şUPK
ΨpMKY, Uq bk xU,KGXy

ΨpMKY,KGXq

iΨrY,Xs,rX,Xs

raΨrY,Xs

ΨpMKY,´q

,

where raΨrY,Xs is the morphism induced by rarY,Xs, using the fact that rarY,Xs coequalizes ΨrY,Xs ˛ mrX,Xs and
raΨrY,Xs ˛ rX,Xs. This latter diagram commutes, since for any x P ΨpMKY,KLXq and g P xKLX,KGXy, we by
definition have

raΨL;K,Gpxb gq “ ΨpMK, gqpxq.

Left unitality of c is similar.

To see that cΣrZ,Y s,ΨrY,Xs becomes an isomorphism whenever M is very cyclic and Y is a very cyclic generator, it
suffices to show that in that case iΣrZ,Y s,ΨrY,Xs is an isomorphism. This follows from the fact that iΣrZ,Y s,ΨrY,Xs is

the comparison map induced by the change of weight: the coend
şUPM

ΣpNFZ,Uq bk ΨpU,KGXq can be written as

the weighted colimit x´,´yM bpMopbkMq

´
ΣpNFZ,´q bk Ψp´,KGXq

¯
. Denoting the inclusion of C ©‹ Y into M by

IY and using the fact that x´,´yM ˝ pIopY bk IY q “ x´,´y
C©‹Y , we may write iΣrZ,Y s,ΨrY,Xs as the comparison map

ż UPM

ΣpNFZ,Uq bk ΨpU,KGXq “ x´,´yM bpMopbkMq

´
ΣpNFZ,´q bk Ψp´,KGXq

¯

Ñ px´,´yM ˝ IY q bppC©‹Y qopbkpC©‹Y qq

´
ΣpNFZ,´q bk Ψp´,KGXq

¯

“

ż UPC©‹Y

ΣpNFZ,Uq bk ΨpU,KGXq

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 GW, we

obtain a pseudofunctor xな ˝ GW : C-Tambc Ñ BimodpC -TambpC ,Cqq. We denote this pseudofunctor by なW. In the
presence of a fixed choice W and no risk of ambiguity, we denote なW simply by な.

Let W, W1 be two choices assigning a very cyclic generator to every very cyclic C -module category, as described in
Definition 5.9.

Lemma 5.12. The pseudofunctors GW and GW1 are pseudonaturally isomorphic.
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Proof. The assignment pgW,W1 qM “ x´,´y
M

“ 1M defines a pseudonatural isomorphism gW,W1 : GW Ñ GW1 . The same
assignment defines its inverse. �

Corollary 5.13. The pseudofunctors なW and なW1 are pseudonaturally isomorphic.

Proof. We have なW “ xな ˝ GW

xな˝gW,W1

ÝÝÝÝÑ
»

xな ˝ GW “なW1 �

Explicitly, given a C-module category M, the component pxな ˝ gW,W1 qM is given by the bimodule rW1pMq, WpMqs, and

given Σ P C-TambpM,Nq, the coherence 2-morphism pxな ˝ gW,W1 qΣ is given by

ΣrW1pNq, W1pMqs brW1pMq,W1pMqs rW1pMq, WpMqs
cΣrW1pNq,W1pMqs,rW1pMq,WpMqs

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ
»

pΣ ˛ x´,´yMqrW1pNq, WpMqs

pl´1˝rqΣrW1pNq,WpMqs
ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ px´,´yN ˛ ΣqrW1pNq, WpMqs

c´1

rW1pNq,WpNqs,ΣrWpNq,WpMqs
ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ rW1pNq, WpNqs brWpNq,WpNqs ΣrWpNq, WpMqs.

6. Compatibility of な with restrictions

Let F : C Ñ D be a (strong) monoidal functor. Given M P D -Mod, denote by F˚M the C -module category obtained

via the composition C bk M Ñ D bk M Ñ M. Given Ψ P D -TambpM,Nq, using the extranaturality of た
ψ

in

F P D , one may verify that the collection
!
た

Ψ

FpHq;Y,X | H P C , Y P N, X P M

)
defines a Tambara module F˚Ψ from

F˚M to F˚N whose underlying profunctor is identical to that of Ψ.

Given a morphism t P D-TambpM,NqpΨ, Ψ1q, the collection ttY,X | Y P N, X P Mu defines a morphism

F˚t P C -TambpF˚M,F˚NqpF˚Ψ,F˚Ψ1q.

We thus obtain a faithful functor F˚
M,N from D -TambpM,Nq to C -TambpF˚M,F˚Nq. This assignments extends to

pseudofunctors

F˚ : D -Tamb Ñ C -Tamb and F˚
0 : D-Tamb0 Ñ C -Tamb0 .

whose coherence cells are identities. Given Σ P D -TambpM,Nq and Ψ P D-TambpK,Mq, both F˚pΣ ˛ Ψq and
F˚Σ ˛ F˚Ψ give the Tambara module whose underlying profunctor is the composition of the underlying profunctors
Σ ˛ Ψ; the (coinciding) Tambara structures and the isomorphism between them are depicted in the following diagram:

pF˚Σ ˛ F˚ΨqpZ,Xq pF˚Σ ˛ F˚ΨqppF˚NqpGqZ, pF˚KqpGqXq

şY
ΣpZ, Y q ˛ ΨpY,Xq

şY
ΣpNpFpHqqZ, Y q ˛ ΨpY,KpFpHqqXq

F˚pΣ ˛ ΨqpZ,Xq F˚pΣ ˛ ΨqppF˚NqpGqZ, pF˚KqpGqXq

Similarly, the unitality coherence cells are identity morphisms: the identity Tambara module of M is given by the
Hom-profunctor x´,´y of M, together with its D -action inherited from the D -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˚ x´,´yM.

Observe that F induces a C -module functor, F : CC Ñ F˚D . The following statement is simpler, but analogous to
the lax functoriality part of Theorem 5.10:

Lemma 6.1. The functor ResF : C-TambpF˚D ,F˚Dq Ñ C -TambpC ,Cq obtained by restricting and corestricting
along F, is lax monoidal.
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Proof. Given Σ, Ψ P C-TambpF˚D ,F˚Dq, we have, for any C,C1 P C :

ResFpΣ ˛ ΨqpC,C1q “

ż DPD

ΣpFC,Dq bk ΨpD,FC1q

and

pResFpΣq ˛ ResFpΨqqpC,C1q “

ż C2PC

ΣpFC,FC2q bk ΨpFC2,FC1q.

We define the multiplicativity morphisms for ResF as those induced by

š
D,D1 ΣpFC,Dq bk

@
D,D1

D
bk ΨpD1,FC1q

š
D2 ΣpFC,D2q bk ΨpD2,FC1q

şD
ΣpFC,Dq bk ΨpD,FC1q

š
C2,C3 ΣpFC,FC2q bk xC2,C3y bk ΨpFC3,FC1q

š
C1

ΣpFC,FC1 q bk ΨpFC1 ,FC1q
şC2

ΣpFC,FC2q bk ΨpFC2,FC1q

š
C2,C3 ΣpFC,FC2qbFC2,C3 bΨpFC3,FC1q

and the unitality structure morphisms as

Cp´,´q
F´,´

ÝÝÝÑ DpF´,F´q “ F˚
Dp´,´q.

The multiplicative axiom follows analogously to the proof of Theorem 5.10. The right unitality axiom is satisfied, since
the diagram

şC2

ΨpFC,FC2q bk CpC2,C1q
şC2

ΨpFC,FC2q bk DpFC2,FC1q

ΨpFC,FC1q
şD

ΨpFC,Dq bk DpD,FC1q

rF
˚Ψ

ΨbF

rΨ

commutes: both the maps in it correspond to the extranatural collection

ΨpFC,FC2q bk CpC2,C1q Ñ ΨpFC,FC1q

xb f ÞÑ ΨpFC,Ffqpxq.

Left unitality is similar. �

Given a lax monoidal functor G : A Ñ B , we obtain an induced lax functor

BimodpGq : BimodpAq Ñ BimodpBq,

which, for example, given a monoid object A in A , endows the object GpAq with the structure of a monoid via maps

1B

g1ÝÑ Gp1Aq
GpeAq

ÝÝÝÑ GpAq

and

GpAq
B

b GpAq
gA,A

ÝÝÝÑ GpA
A

bAq
GpmAq

ÝÝÝÑ GpAq.

The multiplicative coherence maps of BimodpGq are given by

GpMq
B

b GpAq
B

b GpNq GpMq
B

b GpNq GpMq bGpAq GpNq

GpM
A

bA
A

bNq GpM
A

bNq GpM bA Nq

g gM,N

from which it clearly follows that if G is strong monoidal, then BimodpGq is a pseudofunctor. The unitality coherence
maps are the identities, since for any monoid A P A , the identity bimodule AAA is mapped under G to the identity
bimodule GpAqGpAqGpAq of GpAq.
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Proposition 6.2. Given a strong monoidal functor F : C Ñ D , the diagram

(18)

D -Tamb0 BimodpD-TambpD ,Dqq

BimodpC-TambpD ,Dqq

C -Tamb0 BimodpC-TambpC ,Cqq

F
˚
0

xなD

xなC

BimodpF˚
D,D

q

BimodpResFq

commutes strictly.

Proof. First, for any Tambara module Ψ P D-TambppK, Xq, pM, Y qq, the underlying Tambara module of pxなC ˝F˚
0qpΨq

sends pC,C1q to ΨpMFpCqY,KFpC1qXq, and its Tambara structure is given by

ΨpMFpCqY,KFpC1qXq
た

Ψ
FpC2q;MFpCqY,KFpC1 qX

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ ΨpMFpC2qMFpCqY,KFpC2qKFpC1qXq
Ψ

`
m

´1

FpC2q,FpCq
,kFpC2q,FpC1 q

˘
ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ

Ψ
`
M

`
FpC2qFpCq

˘
Y,K

`
FpC2qKFpC1q

˘
X
˘ Ψ

`
Mf

´1

C2,C
,KfC2,C1

˘
ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ Ψ

`
M

`
FpC2Cq

˘
Y,K

`
FpC2C1q

˘
X
˘

which coincides with the Tambara module obtained by chasing Ψ along the other path in Diagram (18). 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 pxなC ˝ F˚
0qppK, Xqq is given on components by the maps

ż C2 @
KFpCqX,KFC2X

D
bk

@
KFpC2qX,KFpC1qX

D
Ñ

@
KFpCqX,KFpC1qX

D

induced by composition. This map coincides with the composite
şC2

xKFpCqX,KFpC2qXy bk xKFpC2qX,KFpC1qXy Ñ
şD

xKFpCqX,KDXy bk xKDX,KFpC1qXy Ñ xKFpCqX,KFpC1qXy ,

which gives the multiplication map of the monoid pBimodpResFq˝BimodpF˚
D,Dq˝xな

D
qppK, Xqq. Similarly, both paths

in the diagram define the unit map CpC,C1q Ñ xKFpCqX,KFpCq1Xy as the one sending f to pKFpfqqX . Since the
left and right action maps for the rY, Y s-rX,Xs-bimodule structure of ΨrY,Xs 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 Σ P D-TambppM, Y q, pN, Zqq. By the construction given in the proof of Theorem 5.10, the multiplicative coher-

ence morphism cΣrZ,Y s,ΨrY,Xs : ΣrZ, Y s brY,Y s ΨrY,Xs Ñ pΣ˛ΨqrZ,Xs of xなD is determined uniquely by the inclusions

of tΣpNDZ,MD1Y q bk ΨpMD1Y,KD2Xq | D1 P Du into tΣpNDZ,Uq bk ΨpU,KD2Xq | U P Mu, for D,D1 and D2

in D . The multiplicative coherence morphism F˚ΣrZ, Y s bF˚rY,Y s F
˚ΨrY,Xs Ñ pF˚pΣ ˝ ΨqqrZ,Xs for either of the

lax functors in Diagram (18) is obtained by the same construction, from the inclusions of
 
ΣpNFpCqZ,MFpC1qY q bk ΨpMFpC1qY,KFpC2qXq | C1 P C

(
into

 
ΣpNFpCqZ,Uq bk ΨpU,KFpCq2Xq | U P M

(
.

Finally, observe that all the lax functors in Diagram (18) are strictly unital, and hence both the paths in the diagram
define strictly unital lax functors. �

7. な is essentially surjective

In the case M “ C , the equivalence given by Equation (13) becomes a monoidal equivalence Cbopp „
ÝÑ C-ModpC ,Cq.

Composing this with the contravariant monoidal functor

HpC ,´qC,C : C -ModpC ,Cqop Ñ CatkpC -TambpC ,Cq,C-TambpC ,Cqq
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of Proposition 4.8, we get a monoidal functor

C Ñ CatkpC -TambpC ,Cq,C -TambpC ,Cqq,

which endows C-TambpC ,Cq with the structure of a C-module category. The action of K P C is by restriction - it
maps a Tambara module Ψ to the Tambara module Ψp´,´Kq. It should be noted that this action is not strict: the
Tambara modules Ψp´, p´LqKq and Ψp´,´pLKqq are canonically isomorphic but not equal. If T is a monoid object
in C -TambpC ,Cq, then Tp´,´Kq is a T-module, with structure map la : T ˝ Tp´,´Kq Ñ Tp´,´Kq given by

laF,G “ mF,GK :

ż H

TpF,Hq bk TpH,GKq Ñ TpF,GKq.

Transporting from the evident T-module structure on T˝Cp´,´Kq under the isomorphism coming from Yoneda lemma
gives the same T-module structure on Tp´,´Kq.

Definition 7.1. The C-module category TC
` is defined as the full subcategory of T–mod whose objects are the objects

of C -TambpC ,Cq ˚ T, under the above described C-module structure of C-TambpC ,Cq. As such, a general object of
TC

` is of the form T
`
´, pp. . . pp´FnqFn´1q . . .qF1q

˘
, for n ě 0 and F1, . . . ,Fn P C . Clearly, TC

` is very cyclic, with a
very cyclic generator given by T.

Using Proposition 5.1, the object T P TC
` gives a monoid rT, Ts in C -TambpC ,Cq.

Proposition 7.2. There is an isomorphism T » rT, Ts of monoid objects in C -TambpC ,Cq.

Proof. We have

rT, TspK,Lq “ HomT–modpTp´,´Kq, Tp´,´Lqq
„

ÝÑ HomT–modpT ˝ Cp´,´Kq, Tp´,´Lqq
„

ÝÑ HomC-TambpC,CqpCp´,´Kq, Tp´,´Lqq
„
ÝÑ Tp´,´LqpK, 1q “ TpK, 1Lq.

The first isomorphism is obtained by passing under the isomorphisms Tp´,´Kq » T ˝ Cp´,´Kq; the second is a
general fact about monoids and modules in monoidal categories; the third follows from Equation (4) in Remark 3.3.

All the isomorphisms in the construction are natural in K,L, so we obtain an isomorphism rT, Ts » Tp´, 1´q of
profunctors. Explicitly, the composite isomorphism, which we will from now on denote by J, sends a morphism ϕ to
ϕ :“ ϕK,1pe

T
K,1KplKqq. We show that this is an isomorphism of Tambara modules, where Tp´, 1´q is endowed with

Tambara structure transported from T. We thus need to show that

pTpHK, lHLq ˝た
T

H;K,L ˝ TpK, l´1
L q ˝ JK,Lqpϕq “ pJHK,HL ˝た

rT,Ts
H;K,Lqpϕq.
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And indeed, we have

pTpHK, lHLqた
T

H;K,LTpK, l´1
L qJK,Lqpϕq by definition of JK,L

“ TpHK, lHLqた
T

H;K,LTpK, l´1
L qϕK,1eK,1KplKq Tambara structure of T

“ TpHK, lHLqTpHK,Hl´1
L qた

T

H;K,1LϕK,1eK,1KplKq definition of た
Tp´,´Lq

“ TpHK, lHLqTpHK,Hl´1
L qTpHK,aH,1,Lqた

Tp´,´Lq
H;K,1 ϕK,1eK,1KplKq ϕ is a Tambara morphism

“ TpHK, lHLqTpHK,Hl´1
L qTpHK,aH,1,LqϕHK,H1た

Tp´,´Kq
H;K,1 eK,1KplKq definition of た

Tp´,´Kq

“ TpHK, lHLqTpHK,Hl´1
L qTpHK,aH,1,LqϕHK,H1TpHK,a´1

H,1,Kqた
T

H;K,1KeK,1KplKq e is a Tambara morphism

“ TpHK, lHLqTpHK,Hl´1
L qTpHK,aH,1,LqϕHK,H1TpHK,a´1

H,1,KqeHK,Hp1KqpHlKq Hl´1
L ˝ aH,1,L “ r´1

H L

“ TpHK, lHLqTpHK, r´1
H LqϕHK,H1TpHK,a´1

H,1,KqeHK,Hp1KqpHlKq ϕ is a Tambara morphism

“ TpHK, lHLqϕHK,HTpHK, r´1
H KqTpHK,a´1

H,1,KqeHK,Hp1KqpHlKq r´1
H K ˝ a´1

H,1,K “ Hl´1
K

“ TpHK, lHLqϕHK,HTpHK,Hl´1
K qeHK,Hp1KqpHlKq e is a Tambara morphism

“ TpHK, lHLqϕHK,HeHK,HKpidHKq lHL “ a1,H,L ˝ lHL

“ TpHK,a1,H,LqTpHK, lHLqϕHK,HeHK,HKpidHKq ϕ is a Tambara morphism

“ TpHK,a1,H,LqϕHK,1HTpHK, lHKqeHK,HKpidHKq lHK “ a´1
1,H,K ˝ lHK

“ TpHK,a1,H,LqϕHK,1HTpHK,a´1
1,H,KqTpHK, lHKqeHK,HKpidHKq e is a Tambara morphism

“ TpHK,a1,H,LqϕHK,1HTpHK,a´1
1,H,KqeHK,HKplHKq definition ofた

rT,Ts

“ pJHK,HLた
rT,Ts
H;K,Lqpϕq.

By definition of Tp´, 1´q, the maps TpF, 1Gq
TpF,l´1

G
q

ÝÝÝÝÝÑ TpF,Gq, for all F,G P C , give an isomorphism Tp´, 1´q
„

ÝÑ T.

We now show that the composite isomorphism rT, Ts
„

ÝÑ Tp´, 1´q
„

ÝÑ T is an isomorphism of monoid objects.

To establish multiplicativity, we need to show that the diagram

şL
rT, TspK,Lq bk rT, TspL,Mq rT, TspK,Mq

şL
TpK, 1Lq bk TpL, 1Mq TpK, 1Mq

şL
TpK,Lq bk TpL,Mq TpK,Mq

´˝´

ş
L JK,LbJL,M

ş
L
TpK,l´1

L
qbTpK,l´1

M
q

JK,M

TpK,l´1
M

q

mK,M
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commutes. And indeed, we have

pmK,M ˝ TpK, l´1
L q b TpK, l´1

M q ˝ JK,L b JL,Mqpϕ b ψq by definition

“ mK,M
`
TpK, l´1

L qϕK,1eK,1KplKq b TpL, l´1
M qψL,1eL,1LplLq

˘
definition of

ż L

JK,L b JL,M

“ mK,M
`
ϕK,1eK,1KplKq b Tpl´1

L ,MqTpL, l´1
M qψL,1eL,1LplLq

˘
ψ is a Tambara morphism

“ mK,M
`
ϕK,1eK,1KplKq b TpL, l´1

M qψ1L,1Tpl´1
L , 1LqeL,1LplLq

˘
e is a Tambara morphism

“ mK,M
`
ϕK,1eK,1KplKq b TpL, l´1

M qψ1L,1e1L,1Lpid1Lq
˘

m is a Tambara morphism

“ TpK, l´1
M qmK,1M

`
ϕK,1eK,1KplKq b ψ1L,1e1L,1Lpid1Lq

˘
m is a morphism of T-modules

“ TpK, l´1
M qψ1L,1mK,1L

`
ϕK,1eK,1KplKq b e1L,1Lpid1Lq

˘
unitality of m

“ TpK, l´1
M qψ1L,1ϕK,1eK,1KplKq by definition

“ TpK, l´1
M qJK,Mpψ ˝ ϕq.

Recall that, by definition, the unitality map Cp´,´q Ñ rT, Ts sends k P CpK,Lq to T Ÿ b : Tp´,´Kq Ñ Tp´,´Lq.
Using this, we verify unitality of Tp´, l´1´qJ:

pTp´, l´1q ˝ J ˝ erT,TsqK,Lpkq by definition

“ TpK, l´1
L qTpK, 1kqeK,1KplKq naturality of l´

“ TpK, kqTpK, l´1
K qeK,1KplKq e is a Tambara morphism

“ TpK, kqeK,KpidKq Yoneda lemma

“ eK,Lpkq.

�

Corollary 7.3. The pseudofunctor な : C-Tambc Ñ BimodpC -TambpC ,Cqq is essentially surjective.

8. な is locally an equivalence

8.1. Fmo monoidal and module categories. Given a monoidal category pC ,
C

bq, we define a monoidal category
pC#,#q as follows:

‚ ObC# is the free magma on ObC ; it thus consists of finite fully parenthesized expressions ωpF1, . . . ,Fnq,
for n ě 1 and F1, . . . ,Fn P C .

‚ Let EvC : ObC# Ñ ObC be the magma morphism extending the identity map on ObC . We let

HomC#pωpF1, . . . ,Fnq, ω1pF1
1, . . . ,F

1
mqq :“ HomCpEvC ωpF1, . . . ,Fnq,EvC ω

1pF1
1, . . . ,F

1
mqq.

‚ The tensor product functor is given by the multiplication operation on ObC# and on morphisms given by

HomC#pω0pF1, . . . ,Fnq, ω1
0pF1

1, . . . ,F
1
mqq bk HomC#pω1pG1, . . . ,Glq, ω

1
1pG1

1, . . . ,G
1
kqq

HomC

`
EvC

`
ω0pF1, . . . ,Fnq

˘
,EvC

`
ω1
0pF1

1, . . . ,F
1
mq

˘˘
bk HomC

`
EvC

`
ω1pG1, . . . ,Glq

˘
,EvC

`
ω1
1pG1

1, . . . ,G
1
kq
˘˘

HomC

`
EvC

`
ω0pF1, . . . ,Fnq

˘ C

b EvC

`
ω1pG1, . . . ,Glq

˘
,EvC

`
ω1
0pF1

1, . . . ,F
1
mq

˘ C

b EvC

`
ω1
1pG1

1, . . . ,G
1
kq
˘˘

HomC

`
EvC

`
ω0#ω1pF1, . . . ,Fn,G1, . . . ,Glq

˘
,EvC

`
ω1
0#ω

1
1pF1

1, . . . ,F
1
m,G

1
1, . . . ,G

1
kq
˘˘

HomC#

`
ω0#ω1pF1, . . . ,Fn,G1, . . . ,Glq, ω

1
0#ω

1
1pF1

1, . . . ,F
1
m,G

1
1, . . . ,G

1
kq
˘

“

´
C

b´

“

“

where the first arrow is by definition of the Hom-sets in C#, the second uses the monoidal structure on C ,
the third uses the fact that EvC is a magma morphism, and the fourth again is by definition of Hom-sets in
C#.
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Clearly, pC#,#q is well-defined, and the functor EVC : C# Ñ C given by EvC on objects and identity on morphisms
is a monoidal equivalence.

We say that a C-module category M is fmo (free module on objects) if the action ObC ˆ ObM Ñ ObM is free.

We denote by C -Mod# the 1, 2-full subbicategory of C -Mod whose objects are fmo C-module categories. Similarly
we define the 1, 2-full subbicategory C -Tamb# of C -Tamb.

Given a C -module category M, we define M# P C-Mod# analogously to C#. We thus let ObM# be the free
pObCq-module on ObM, let EvM be the ObC -module morphism extending the identity map on ObM, and set

HomM#

`
ωpF1, . . . ,Fn, Xq, ω1pF1

1, . . . ,F
1
n, X

1q
˘
:“ HomM

`
EvMωpF1, . . . ,Fn, Xq,EvMω1pF1

1, . . . ,F
1
n, X

1q
˘
.

Composition and C-module structure are completely analogous to the definition of C#. The functor M# Ñ M given
by EvM on objects and identity on morphisms is an equivalence of module categories. Thus, the respective inclusions
of C-Mod# in C-Mod and of C-Tamb# in C -Tamb are biequivalences.

As a consequence of the special case of F :“ EVC of Proposition 6.2, in order to prove that な
C
is a biequivalence, it

suffices to show that な
C

# is a biequivalence. And since the inclusion of C -Tamb# in C-Tamb is a biequivalence, it
suffices to show that the restriction of な

C
# is a biequivalence. In other words, for the remainder of this section, we

may assume that both the monoidal category C as well as its module categories are fmo.

8.2. な is locally essentially surjective. Let M,N be very cyclic C -module categories with very cyclic generators
X P M, Y P N. Recall that, following the notation introduced in Section 5, we write C ©‹ X for the subcategory of
M with objects tMFX | F P Cu and we write M ‹ X for the full C-module subcategory of M whose objects are of
the form MFnMFn´1 ¨ ¨ ¨MF1pXq, for n ě 1 and F1, . . . ,Fn P C . In particular, C ©‹ X is a subcategory of M ‹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
I

ãÝÑ C and, for every object c P C, a choice of an object
spcq P S and an isomorphism σc : c

„
ÝÑ spcq, we define an equivalence Σ : C

„
ÝÑ S by sending c to spcq, and sending

f P HomCpc, c1q to σc1 ˝ f ˝ σ´1
c P HomSpspcq, spc1qq. This yields an adjoint equivalence pΣ, I, σ, σ´1

|S q.

Let mr
Fn,...,F1,X

be the, unique due to the coherence theorem for monoidal categories, isomorphism from the object

MFn ¨ ¨ ¨MF1X to M
`
Fnp¨ ¨ ¨ pF3pF2F1qq¨ ¨ q̈

˘
X obtained by composing coherence cells of M and associators for

C . 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 Fn . . .F1 by
rpFn, . . . ,F1q. The main benefit of this choice is the following:

(19) H
C

b rpFm, . . . ,F1q “ rpH,Fm, . . . ,F1q.

Definition 8.2. Following Lemma 8.1, the collection
 
mr

Fn,...,F1,X
| Fn, . . . ,F1 P C , n ě 1

(
gives rise to an equiva-

lence from M ‹X to C ©‹ X , which we denote by ΥpM,Xq.

Let Ψ P BimodpC -TambpC ,CqqprX,Xs, rY, Y sq be a rY, Y s-rX,Xs-bimodule with action maps la and ra, given by
extranatural collections tlaH;F,G | F,G,H P Cu and traH;F,G | F,G,H P Cu Passing under the tensor-hom adjunction
in Veck, we obtain collections
(20)
traF;H,G : xMHX,MGXy Ñ HomkpΨpF,Hq, ΨpF,Gqqu and

 
laG;F,H : xNFY,NHY y Ñ HomkpΨpH,Gq, ΨpF,Gqq

(
.

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

Lemma 8.3. Let C be a category, let P,P1 : C Ñ Veck and R : Cop Ñ Veck be functors and let V P Veck.



MODULE CATEGORIES, INTERNAL BIMODULES AND TAMBARA MODULES 33

(1) Given a collection tτc : Ppcq bk Rpcq Ñ V u satisfying

Ppcq bk Rpc1q

Ppc1q bk Rpc1q Ppcq bk Rpcq

V

PpfqbRpc1q PpcqbRpfq

τc1 τc

for all c, c1, f P Cpc, c1q. The collection tτ c : Ppcq Ñ HomkpRpcq, V qu is natural in c.
(2) Given a collection tγc : V bk Ppcq Ñ P1pcqu natural in c, the collection tγc : V Ñ HomkpPpcq,P1pcqqu satisfies

V

HomkpPpcq,P1pcqq HomkpPpc1q,P1pc1qq

HomkpPpcq,P1pc1qq

γc γc1

HomkpPpcq,P1pfqq HomkpPpfq,P1pc1qq

for all c, c1, f P Cpc, c1q.

Proof. (1) We have

pHomkpRpfq, V q ˝ τ cqpxqpyq “ τcpxb Rpfqpyqq “ τc1 pPpfqpxq b yq “ pτ c1 ˝ Ppfqqpxqpyq.

(2) We have

pHomkpPpcq,P1pfqq ˝ γcqpvqpxq “ P1pfqpγcpv b xqq “ γc1 pv b Ppfqpxqq “ pHomkpPpfq,P1pc1qq ˝ γc1 qpvqpxq.

�

Proposition 8.4. The assignments pNFY,MGXq ÞÑ ΨpF,Gq and that given by the common value of the commutative
diagram

xNFY,NF1Y y bk xMGX,MG1Xy HomkpΨpF1,G1q, ΨpF,G1qq bk HomkpΨpF1,Gq, ΨpF1,G1qq

HomkpΨpF1,Gq, ΨpF,Gqq bk HomkpΨpF,Gq, ΨpF,G1qq

HomkpΨpF,Gq, ΨpF,G1qq bk HomkpΨpF1,Gq, ΨpF,Gqq HomkpΨpF1,Gq, ΨpF,G1qq

la
G1

F,F1 braF
1

G,G1

la
G
F,F1 braF

G,G1

c
Veck

ΨpF1,Gq,ΨpF1,G1q,ΨpF,G1q

b
Veck

HomkpΨpF1,Gq,ΨpF,Gqq,HomkpΨpF,Gq,ΨpF,G1 qq

c
Veck

ΨpF1,Gq,ΨpF,Gq,ΨpF,G1q

define a functor rΨ : pC ©‹ Y qop bk pC ©‹ Xq Ñ Veck. Here, b
Veck denotes the standard symmetric braiding on Veck.

Proof. If, for a fixed G P C , the assignments NFY ÞÑ ΨpF,Gq and xNFY,NF1Y y
la

G
F,F1

ÝÝÝÝÑ HomkpΨpF1,Gq, ΨpF,Gqq
define a functor rΨp´,Gq : pC ©‹ Y qop Ñ Veck, and, similarly, for any fixed F P C , the assignments MGX ÞÑ ΨpF,Gq

and xMGX,MG1Xy
raF

G,G1

ÝÝÝÝÑ HomkpΨpF,Gq, ΨpF,G1qq give a functor rΨpF,´q : C ©‹ X Ñ Veck, then Ψ is well-
defined by [MacL, Proposition II.3.1]. We show the first of the above two claims, proving that we obtain a functor
rΨp´,Gq : pC ©‹ Y qop Ñ Veck; the second claim is analogous.

The unit axiom for the left module structure of Ψ implies that, for any F,G P C , the diagram

şH
CpF,Hq bk ΨpH,Gq

şH
xNFY,NHY y bk ΨpH,Gq

ΨpF,Gq

erY,Y s˛Ψ

lΨ
laF,G
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commutes, which gives the equality tlaH;F,G ˝ ppN´qY b ΨpH,Gqq | H P Cu “
 
lΨH;F,G | H P C

(
of extranatural col-

lections. Recall that for any f P CpF,Hq, we have plΨqH;F,Gpf b ´q “ Ψpf,Gqp´q. Evaluating at H “ F and
idF P CpF,Fq, we obtain

rΨp´,GqpidNFY q “ rΨp´,GqppN idFqY q “ laG;F,FppN idFqY q “ laF;F,GppN idFqY b ´q

“ lΨF;F,GpidF b´q “ ΨpidF,Gq “ idΨpF,Gq “ idrΨp´,GqpNFY q .

This shows that rΨp´,Gq preserves identity morphisms.

Similarly, on the level of extranatural collections, the multiplicative axiom for la shows that, for any F,G,H,H1 P C ,
the diagram

xNFY,NHY y bk xNHY,NH1Y y bk ΨpH1,Gq xNFY,NH1Y y bk ΨpH1,Gq

xNFY,NHY y bk ΨpH,Gq ΨpF,Gq

xNFY,NHY ybklaH1;H,G

cN
NFY,NHY,NH1Y1 bΨpH1,Gq

laH;F,G

laH1;F,G

commutes. Thus, for any f P xNFY,NHY y and g P xNHY,NH1Y y, we have

rΨp´,Gqpg ˝ fq “ laG;F,H1 pg ˝ fq “ laH1;F,Gpg ˝ f b ´q “ laH;F,Gpf b laH1;H,Gpg b ´qq “

laG;F,HpfqplaH1;H,Gpg b ´qq “ laG;F,HpfqplaG;H,H1 pgqp´qq “ rΨp´,Gqpgq ˝ rΨp´,Gqpfq,

which concludes the proof. �

Definition 8.5. We denote the composite functor

pNop bk Mq ‹ pY,Xq
ΥpNopbkM,pY,Xqq

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ
»

pNop bk Mq ©‹ pY,Xq
rΨ
ÝÑ Veck

by pΨ.

Proposition 8.6. The collection
!
た

Ψ

H;rpFm,...,F1q,rpGn,...,G1q P
A
Ψ
`
rpFm, . . . ,F1q, rpGn, . . . ,G1q

˘
, Ψ
`
H

C

b rpFm, . . . ,F1q,H
C

b rpGn, . . . ,G1q
˘E)

endows pΨ with the structure of a Tambara module pM ‹Xq
pΨ

ÝÞÝÑ pN ‹ Y q.

Proof. First, using Equation (19) together with Definition 8.2 and Definition 8.5, we find

Ψ
`
H

C

b rpFm, . . . ,F1q,H
C

b rpGn, . . . ,G1q
˘

“ Ψ
`
rpH,Fm, . . . ,F1q, rpH,Gn, . . . ,G1q

˘

“ pΨpNHNFm ¨ ¨ ¨NF1Y,MHMGn ¨ ¨ ¨MG1Xq

“ pΨ
`
pN ‹ Y qpHqpNFm ¨ ¨ ¨NF1Y q, pM ‹XqpHqpMGn ¨ ¨ ¨MG1Xq

˘

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

Next, let f P xMHk . . .MH1X,MGm . . .MG1XyM‹X . Naturality with respect to the morphisms of M ‹ X then
follows from the commutativity of the following diagram:

ΨprpFn, . . . ,F1q, rpHk, . . . ,H1qq ΨprpFn, . . . ,F1q, rpGm, . . . ,G1qq

ΨprpK,Fn, . . . ,F1q, rpK,Hk, . . . ,H1qq ΨprpK,Fn, . . . ,F1q, rpK,Gm, . . . ,G1qq

ra
rpFn,...,F1q

rpHk,...,H1q,rpGm,...,G1q
pmr

Gm,...,G1,X˝f˝pmrq´1
Hk,...,H1,X

q

た
Ψ
K;rpFn,...,F1q,rpHk,...,H1q た

Ψ
K;rpFn,...,F1q,rpHk,...,H1q

ra
rpK,Fn,...,F1q

rpK,Hk,...,H1q,rpK,Gm,...,G1q
pmr

K,Gm,...,G1,X˝MKf˝pmrq´1
K,Hk,...,H1,X

q
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Observe that MKpmr
Gm,...,G1

q “ mr
K,Gm,...,G1

. Thus, the above diagram commutes if so does

ΨprpFn, . . . ,F1q, rpHk, . . . ,H1qq ΨprpFn, . . . ,F1q, rpGm, . . . ,G1qq

ΨprpK,Fn, . . . ,F1q, rpK,Hk, . . . ,H1qq ΨprpK,Fn, . . . ,F1q, rpK,Gm, . . . ,G1qq

ra
rpFn,...,F1q

rpHk,...,H1q,rpGm,...,G1q
pmr

Gm,...,G1,X˝f˝pmrq´1
Hk,...,H1,X

q

た
Ψ
K;rpFn,...,F1q,rpHk,...,H1q た

Ψ
K;rpFn,...,F1q,rpHk,...,H1q

ra
rpK,Fn,...,F1q

rpK,Hk,...,H1q,rpK,Gm,...,G1q
pMKpmr

Gm,...,G1,X˝f˝pmrq´1
Hk,...,H1,X

qq

The commutativity of the latter diagram is a consequence of ra being a Tambara morphism. Naturality with respect
to the morphisms of pN ‹ Y qop follows analogously.

The diagram describing the extranaturality of た
Ψ

H;rpFm,...,F1q,rpGn,...,G1q in H is the special case of that describing

extranaturality of た
Ψ

H;F,G, for general F and G. Similarly, the Tambara axiom is satisfied for the collection
!
た

Ψ

H;rpFm,...,F1q,rpGn,...,G1q P
A
Ψ
`
rpFm, . . . ,F1q, rpGn, . . . ,G1q

˘
, Ψ
`
H

C

b rpFm, . . . ,F1q,H
C

b rpGn, . . . ,G1q
˘E)

k

and module categories M ‹ X and N ‹ Y since it is satisfied for the collection
!
た

Ψ

H;F,G | F,G,H P C

)
and module

categories M,N. �

Proposition 8.7. We have pΨrY,Xs “ Ψ. In particular, な is locally essentially surjective.

Proof. First, we have pΨrY,Xsp´,´q “ pΨpN´Y,M´Xq “ Ψp´,´q, by definition of restriction and corestriction and

by definition of pΨ. Following Equation (14), the component pΨrY,XsHF,G is given by

pΨpn´1
H,F,mH,Gq ˝た

pΨ
H;NFY,MGX by definition of た

pΨ

“pΨpn´1
H,F,mH,Gq ˝た

Ψ

H;F,G by definition of pΨ

“Ψpn´1
H,F ˝ nH,F,mH,G ˝ m´1

H,Gq ˝た
pΨ
H;F,G by functoriality of Ψ “た

pΨ
H;FY,GX ,

showing that also the Tambara structures of pΨrY,Xs and Ψ coincide.

Recall that the components rapΨrY,Xs :
şH

xNFY,NHY y bk
pΨpNHY,MGXq Ñ pΨpNFY,MGXq of the left action on

pΨrY,Xs correspond to collections
!
pΨpNFY,Mp´qXqH,G : pΨpNFY,MGXq bk xMHX,MGXy Ñ pΨpNFY,MGXq | F,G,H P C

)
,

obtained by applying the tensor-hom adjunction on the morphisms

pΨpNFY,Mp´qXqF,H : xMHX,MGXy Ñ
@pΨpNFY,MHXq, ΨpNFY,MHXq

D
,

defining the profunctor structure on pΨ. By definition of pΨ, we have pΨpNFY,Mp´qXqF,H “ raF;H,G. Since we have

dualized twice, we find pΨpNFY,Mp´qXqH,G “ raH;F,G, so the right module structures on Ψ and pΨrY,Xs coincide.
Analogously, the left module structures coincide, which concludes the proof. �

8.3. な is locally full and faithful. Let Ψ, Ψ1 P C-TambpM,Nq. Let t : ΨrY,Xs ñ Ψ1rY,Xs be a bimodule morphism.
Recall that by Lemma 5.3, we obtain a natural transformation rs : Ψ|pCoppbkCq©‹ pY,Xq Ñ Ψ1

|pCoppbkCq©‹ pY,Xq. Whiskering

with the equivalence ΥNopbkM, we obtain the natural transformation ps : {ΨrY,Xs ñ {Ψ1rY,Xs. Conjugating with the
unit of the adjoint equivalence pι, ΥNopbkM, pn´1,mq, εq obtained by the construction described in Lemma 8.1, we
obtain the natural transformation s : Ψ|pNopbkMq‹pY,Xq ñ Ψ1

|pNopbkMq‹pY,Xq given by

ΨpNFm ¨ ¨ ¨NF1Y,MGn ¨ ¨ ¨MG1Xq ΨpNrpFm, . . . ,F1qY,MrpGn, . . . ,G1qXq ΨrY,XsprpFm, . . . ,F1q, rpGn, . . . ,G1qq

Ψ1pNFm ¨ ¨ ¨NF1Y,MGn ¨ ¨ ¨MG1Xq ΨpNrpFm, . . . ,F1qY,MrpGn, . . . ,G1qXq Ψ1rY,XsprpFm, . . . ,F1q, rpGn, . . . ,G1qq

Ψpnr ´1
Fm,...,F1,Y

,mr
Gn,...,G1,X q

srpFm,...,F1q,rpGn,...,G1q
Ψ1pnr

Fm,...,F1,Y ,m
r ´1
Gn,...,G1,X

q



36 MATEUSZ STROIŃSKI

Lemma 8.8. s gives a Tambara morphism from Ψ to Ψ1.

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

ΨpNFm ¨ ¨ ¨NF1Y,MGn ¨ ¨ ¨MG1Xq ΨpNHNFm ¨ ¨ ¨NF1Y,MHMGn ¨ ¨ ¨MG1Xq

ΨpNrpFm, . . . ,F1qY,MrpGn, . . . ,G1qXq ΨpNHNrpFm, . . . ,F1qY,MHMrpGn, . . . ,G1qXq ΨpNrpH,Fm, . . . ,F1qY,MrpH,Gn, . . . ,G1qXq

ΨrY,XsprpFm, . . . ,F1q, rpGn, . . . ,G1qq ΨrY,XsprpH,Fm, . . . ,F1q, rpH,Gn, . . . ,G1qq

Ψ1rY,XsprpFm, . . . ,F1q, rpGn, . . . ,G1qq Ψ1rY,XsprpH,Fm, . . . ,F1q, rpH,Gn, . . . ,G1qq

Ψ1pNrpFm, . . . ,F1qY,MrpGn, . . . ,G1qXq Ψ1pNHNrpFm, . . . ,F1qY,MHMrpGn, . . . ,G1qXq Ψ1pNrpH,Fm, . . . ,F1qY,MrpH,Gn, . . . ,G1qXq

Ψ1pNFm ¨ ¨ ¨NF1Y,MGn ¨ ¨ ¨MG1Xq Ψ1pNHNFm ¨ ¨ ¨NF1Y,MHMGn ¨ ¨ ¨MG1Xq

Ψpnr ´1
Fm,...,F1,Y

,mr
Gn,...,G1,X q

“

srpFm,...,F1q,rpGn,...,G1q

Ψ1pnr
Fm,...,F1,Y ,m

r ´1
Gn,...,G1,X

q

“

た
Ψ
H;NFm¨¨¨NF1Y,MGn¨¨¨MG1X

Ψpnr ´1
H,Fm,...,F1,Y

,mr
H,Gn,...,G1,Xq

“

た
ΨrY,Xs
H;rpFm,...,F1q,rpGn,...,G1q

た
Ψ
H;rpFm,...,F1q,rpGn,...,G1q,X Ψpn´1

H,rpFm,...,F1q
,mH,rpGn,...,G1q,X q

srpH,Fm,...,F1q,rpH,Gn,...,G1q

た
Ψ1rY,Xs
H;rpFm,...,F1q,rpGn,...,G1q

た
Ψ1

H;rpFm,...,F1q,rpGn,...,G1q,X
Ψ1pn´1

H,rpFm,...,F1q
,mH,rpGn,...,G1q,X q

“

Ψ1pnr
H,Fm,...,F1,Y ,m

r ´1
H,Gn,...,G1,X

q

た
Ψ1

H;NFm¨¨¨NF1Y,MGn¨¨¨MG1X

1

3

4

5

2

And indeed, face 1 commutes since

(21) m´1
H,rpGn,...,G1q,X ˝ mr

H,Gn,...,G1,X
“ MHmGn,...,G1,X ,

and similarly for n, so we have

た
Ψ

H;rpFm,...,F1q,rpGn,...,G1q,X ˝ Ψpnr´1
Fm,...,F1,Y

,mr
Gn,...,G1,X

q Tambara structure of Ψ

“ ΨpNHnr´1
Fm,...,F1,Y

,MHmr
Gn,...,G1,X

q ˝た
Ψ

H;NFm¨¨¨NF1Y,MGn¨¨¨MG1X
by (21)

“ Ψpnr´1
H,Fm,...,F1,Y

˝ nH,rpFm,...,F1q,Y ,m
´1
H,rpGn,...,G1q,X ˝ mr

H,Gn,...,G1,X
q ˝た

Ψ

H;NFm¨¨¨NF1Y,MGn¨¨¨MG1X

“ ΨpnH,rpFm,...,F1q,Y ,m
´1
H,rpGn,...,G1q,Xq ˝ Ψpnr´1

H,Fm,...,F1,Y
,mr

H,Gn,...,G1,X
q ˝た

Ψ

H;NFm¨¨¨NF1Y,MGn¨¨¨MG1X

“ Ψpn´1
H,rpFm,...,F1q,Y ,mH,rpGn,...,G1q,Xq´1 ˝ Ψpnr´1

H,Fm,...,F1,Y
,mr

H,Gn,...,G1,X
q ˝た

Ψ

H;NFm¨¨¨NF1Y,MGn¨¨¨MG1X
,

showing the commutativity of 1. Face 2 commutes by definition of た
ΨrY,Xs

; face 3 commutes since s is a Tambara

morphism; face 4 commutes by definition of た
Ψ1

and the commutativity of face 5 is analogous to that of face 1. �

Lemma 8.9. (1) Given Ψ, Ψ1 P C -TambpM,Nq and a Tambara morphism t : Ψ ñ Ψ1, we have trY,Xs “ t.

(2) Given a bimodule morphism s P xΨrY,Xs, Ψ1rY,Xsy, we have an equality of bimodule morphisms srY,Xs “ s.

Proof. In both cases it suffices to show equality of the underlying natural transformations. Further, as a consequence
of Lemma 8.1, it suffices to show that trY,Xs “ t coincide on pCopp bk Cq©‹ pY,Xq. Thus, we only need to establish

trY,Xs
NFY,MGX

“ tNFY,MGX . And indeed,

trY,Xs
NFY,MGX

“ Ψ1pnrF,m
r´1
G q ˝ trY,XsF,G ˝ Ψpnr´1

F ,mr
Gq “ idΨ1pNFY,MGXq ˝trY,XsF,G ˝ idΨpNFY,MGXq

“ trY,Xs “ tNFY,MGX .

For the second claim, we have

srY,XsF,G “ sNFY,MGX “ Ψ1pnrF,m
r´1
G q ˝ sF,G ˝ Ψpnr´1

F ,mr
Gq “ idΨ1pNFY,MGXq ˝sF,G ˝ idΨpNFY,MGXq “ sF,G.

�

Proposition 8.10. な is locally full and faithful.

Proof. Lemma 8.9 shows that the map s ÞÑ s is inverse to the map pなM,NqΨ,Ψ1 sending a Tambara morphism t to
the bimodule morphism trY,Xs. �

Theorem 8.11. な is a biequivalence.
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Proof. By Corollary 7.3, な is essentially surjective; by Proposition 8.7 and Proposition 8.10, な is locally an equiva-
lence. The claim follows by [S-P, Theorem 2.25]. �

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 C-module category is said to be cyclic if there is
an object X P M such that every Y P M is a direct summand of a finite direct sum of objects of the form MFX .
Equivalently, the Cauchy completion pM ‹Xqc 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 C , we say that A,B are Morita equivalent
if and only if there are bimodule objects AMB and BNA such that BM bB NB » BBB and AN bA MA » AAA

Theorem 9.3. Let M,N be cyclic C-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 rX,Xs, rY, Y s P C-TambpC ,Cq are
Morita equivalent.

Proof. Assume M,N are equivalent. Then, since M » pM ‹ Xqc and N » pN ‹ Y qc, we find an equivalence
pM ‹ Xqc » pM ‹ Y qc, which, by Corollary 4.20, yields an equivalence M ‹ X » N ‹ Y in C -Tamb. Thus we find
an equivalence rX,Xs “ なpM ‹ Xq » なpN ‹ Y q “ rY, Y s in BimodpC -TambpC ,Cqq, i.e. a Morita equivalence
between rX,Xs and rY, Y s.

Conversely, assume that rX,Xs and rY, Y s are Morita equivalent. Then, since な is a biequivalence, there is an
equivalence M ‹X » N ‹X in C -Tamb. Again applying Corollary 4.20, we find an equivalence pM ‹Xqc » pN ‹Y qc

in C -Mod. It follows that we also have M » N in C -Mod. �

10. Ostrik algebras and MMMTZ coalgebras

10.1. The Cayley functor and its variants. In the case where C is rigid or right-closed, the Cayley functor defined
in [PS, Section 4] will be of importance to our study of C -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 C is not rigid or closed, and to define
a covariant variant thereof.

Recall that the category rCopp,Vecks of presheaves on the monoidal category C admits a canonical monoidal structure
via so-called Day convolution, first defined in [Da]. We denote the Day convolution tensor product by f. By definition,
given presheaves P,Q P rCopp,Vecks, we have

pP f QqpFq “

ż H,K

CpF,H
C

b Kq bk PpHq bk QpKq.

First, observe that the category C-TambpC ,Cq is cocomplete: [PS, Section 5] shows that it can be realized as the
Eilenberg-Moore category for a monad on rC bk Copp,Vecks, and we give an explicit construction of coequalizers in
Proposition 4.23.

Recall that we have a monoidal equivalence Cbopp „
ÝÑ C -ModpC ,Cq, sending an object F to the module cate-

gory endomorphism given by the functor ´
C

b F. Postcomposing with the embedding of C-ModpC ,Cqbopp,opp in
C -TambpC ,Cq obtained in Proposition 4.14, we get a strong monoidal functor Copp Ñ C -TambpC ,Cq, sending
H P C to the Tambara module defined by

pF,Gq ÞÑ
A
F

C

b H,G
E
.

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

(22)

L : rC ,Vecks Ñ C-TambpC ,Cq

P ÞÑ
´

pF,Gq ÞÑ

ż H A
F

C

b H,G
E

b PpHq
¯
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The Tambara structure ż H A
F

C

b H,G
E

bk PpHq Ñ

ż H A
KF

C

b H,KG
E

bk PpHq

is given by the extranatural family
!
た

LpPq
K;F,G :

A
F

C

b H,G
E

bk PpHq Ñ
A
KF

C

b H,KG
E

bk PpHq
)
where

(23) た
LpPq
K;F,G “ pK

C

b ´q
F

C

bH,G
bk PpHq.

If C is left-closed, then the Cayley functor of [PS, Section 4] is defined as

(24)
K : rC ,Vecks Ñ C -TambpC ,Cq

P ÞÑ
´

pF,Gq ÞÑ PpJF,GKlq
¯
,

where the Tambara structure on KpPq is given by

(25) PpJF,GKlq
PpJF,coevK,GqK

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ Pp
r
F,

r
K,K

C

b G
z
l

z
l
q

Ppφq
ÝÝÝÑ

„
Pp

r
K

C

b F,K
C

b G
z

q.

where φ is the isomorphism resulting from the coincidence of the respective universal properties of
r
K

C

b F,K
C

b G
z

and
r
F,

r
K,K

C

b G
z
l

z
l
.

The Tambara structure in (25) is in fact also obtained by transporting the Tambara structure in along the following
profunctor isomorphism:

(26)

ż H A
F

C

b H,G
E

bk PpHq
„

ÝÑ

ż H

xH, JF,GKly bk PpHq
„

ÝÑ PpJF,GKlq,

The isomorphism (26) 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 Copp.

An alternative way to construct the generalized Cayley functor L is as follows: we first embed Copp in rC ,Vecks via
the Yoneda embedding よCopp , then postcompose with the embedding of

rC ,Vecksbopp
ãÑ rC ,Vecks-ModprC ,Vecks, rC,Vecksq

and further postcompose with the embedding of the latter into rC ,Vecks-TambprC ,Vecks, rC,Vecksq, as given in Def-
inition 4.12. Restricting to Copp-TambpCopp,Coppq alongよCopp , via the functor ResよCopp

˝pよCoppq˚
rC,Vecks,rC,Vecks

defined in Section 6, we obtain a strong monoidal functor from Cbopp,opp to Copp-TambpCopp,Coppq.

The equality ppC qoppqopp “ C gives a canonical equivalence Copp-TambpCopp,Coppq » C -TambpC ,Cqbopp. The
resulting strong monoidal functor from Copp to C-TambpC ,Cq sends H P C to the Tambara module given by

pG,Fq ÞÑ rC ,VeckspxF,´y , xG,´y f xH,´yq » C
opppF,G

C

b Hq “ CpG
C

b H,Fq,

with the evident Tambara structure; the obtained functor coincides with the functor L defined above.

Similarly, we may extend the composite monoidal functor

C
bopp „

ÝÑ C -ModpC ,Cq ãÑ C -TambpC ,Cq

H ÞÝÑ
`
pF,Gq ÞÝÑ CpF,G

C

b Hq
˘

to a strong monoidal functor

(27)

W : rCopp,Vecksbopp Ñ C -TambpC ,Cq

P ÞÑ
´

pF,Gq ÞÑ

ż H

CpF,G
C

b Hq bk PpHq
¯

where the Tambara structure on WpPq is defined analogously to that given in Equation (10.1).

Just like L,W also admits an alternative, equivalent construction via the embedding of rCopp,Vecksbopp in rCopp,Vecks-TambprCopp
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If C has right duals, then, using the isomorphism CpG_
C

b F,Hq » CpF,G
C

b Hq, we find isomorphisms

(28) WpPq “

ż H

CpF,G
C

b Hq bk PpHq »

ż H

CpG_
C

b F,Hq bk PpHq » PpG_
C

b Fq.

If C is also closed, we have _G
C

b F » J__G,FKl, and if C is pivotal, we find a further isomorphism to JG,FKl.
In that case, transporting the Tambara structure to the profunctor sending pF,Gq to PpJG,FKlq yields a Tambara
structure analogous to that given in Equation (25). Observe that this simplification of W in the pivotal case is due

to JG,´Kl giving a left adjoint to G
C

b ´, 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
pF,Gq to CpJG,FKl ,Hq.

Finally, note that if C has right duals, we have CpF,G
C

b Hq » CpF
C

b H_,Gq, and so W » L ˝ p´q_.

The following result is crucial for us:

Theorem 10.1 ([PS, Proposition 4.2]). If C is rigid, then the Cayley functor K : rC ,Vecks Ñ C-TambpC ,Cq is a
monoidal equivalence. Further, we have K´1pΨq » Ψp1,´q.

10.2. Ostrik algebras and their variants. Recall that, for the purposes of studying module categories, our main
theorem, Theorem 8.11, 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:

‚ Let X,Y, Z P M. Consider the functor x´X,Y y : C Ñ Veck. In the setting of [Os], it is (ind-)representable.
Write tX,Y u for the representing object. (This notation is motivated by the observation that, as observed
in [DS-PS, Proposition 2.15], tX,Y u gives the cotensor for an enrichment.) It is known as the internal hom
from X to Y with respect to M.

‚ The isomorphism xMFX,Y y » xF, tX,Y uy can be shown to be natural in Y , thus realizing the functor
tX,´u : M Ñ C as right adjoint to Mp´qX .

‚ Denoting the counit of the above adjunction by evX , and passing under the above hom-bijection the composite
morphism

(29) M
`
tY, Zu

C

b tX,Y u
˘
X

pm´1

tY,Zu,tX,Y u
qX

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ MtY, ZuMtX,Y uqX
MtY,Zu evX,Y

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ MtY, ZuY
evY,Z
ÝÝÝÑ Z

yields a composition for the internal hom bifunctor. It can be shown that this composition is associative,
which endows tX,Xu with the structure of a monoid object. The unit morphism is given by passing the
morphism idX under the bijection xX,Xy » x1, tX,Xuy.

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,Y,Z : x´Y, Zy f x´X,Y y Ñ x´X,Zy by letting its
component pcX,Y,ZqF be given by the map

px´Y, Zy f x´X,Y yqpFq “

ż K,L

xMKY, Zy bk xMLX,Y y bk CpF,K
C

b Lq Ñ xMFX,Zy

induced by the extranatural collection of maps tpcX,Y,ZqFqK,L | K,L P Cu defined as

xMKY, Zy bk xMLX,Y y bk CpF,K
C

b Lq xMKY, Zy bk xMKMLX,MKY y bk CpF,K
C

b Lq

xMKY, Zy bk xMKLX,MKY y bk xMFX,MKLXy xMKY, Zy bk xMKLX,MKY y bk CpF,K
C

b Lq

xMFX,Zy

xMKY,ZybMKMLX,Y bCpF,KbLq

xMKY,Zybxm´1
K,L,X

,MKY ybCpF,KbLq

xMKY,ZybxMKLX,MKY ybpMF,KLqX
p´˝´˝´q



40 MATEUSZ STROIŃSKI

Thus, on elements we have bb cb f ÞÑ b ˝MKpcq ˝m´1
K,L,X ˝ pMfqX . Extranaturality follows from naturality of Mg,

for g a morphism of C . Given h : F Ñ F1, we have´
ppcX,Y,ZqF1 qK,L ˝ px´Y, Zy f x´X,Y yqphqK,L

¯
pb b cb fq

“ pcX,Y,ZqFqK,Lpbb cb pf ˝ hqq “ b ˝ MKpcq ˝ m´1
K,L,X ˝ pMpf ˝ hqqX “ b ˝ MKpcq ˝ m´1

K,L,X ˝ pMpfqqX ˝ pMphqqX

“ pcX,Y,ZqF1 qK,Lpbb c b fq ˝ pMhqX “ x´X,Zy phq ˝ pcX,Y,ZqF1 qK,Lpbb cb fq,

showing naturality in F.

Proposition 10.3. The diagram

(30)

px´Z,W y f x´Y, Zyq f x´X,Y y x´Z,W y f px´Y, Zy f x´X,Y yq x´Z,W y f x´X,Zy

x´Y,W y f x´X,Y y x´X,W y

»

cY,Z,W fx´X,Y y

x´Z,W yfcX,Y,Z

cX,Y,W

cX,Z,W

commutes.

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

`
px´Z,W y f x´Y, Zyq f x´X,Y y

˘
pFq “

ż S,T

px´Z,W y f x´Y, ZyqpSq bk xMTX,Y y bk CpF, STq

“

ż S,T ´ż K,L

xMKZ,W y bk xMLY, Zy bk CpS,KLq
¯

bk xMTX,Y y bk CpF, STq

„
ÝÑ

ż T,K,L

xMKZ,W y bk xMLY, Zy bk xMTX,Y y bk CpF, pKLqTq

„
ÐÝ

ż K,S

xMKZ,W y bk

´ż L,T

xMLY, Zy bk xMTX,Y y bk CpS,LTq
¯

bk CpF,KSq

“
`

x´Z,W y f px´Y, Zy f x´X,Y yq
˘
pFq

Precomposing Diagram (30) with the above isomorphism to the functor

F ÞÑ

ż T,K,L

xMKZ,W y bk xMLY, Zy bk xMTX,Y y bk CpF, pKLqTq,

the two maps of Diagram (30) both yield the morphism corresponding to the extranatural collection sending

xMKZ,W y bk xMLY, Zy bk xMTX,Y y bk CpF, pKLqTq Ñ xMFX,W y

cb bb ab f ÞÑ c ˝ MKpb ˝ MLaq ˝ m´1
K,LMT ˝ m´1

KL,T ˝ pMfqX

�

Definition 10.4. We define the unit transformation uX : Cp´, 1q ñ x´X,Xy, by setting puXqFpfq “ pm´1
1 ˝MfqX ,

for any F P C and f P CpF, 1q.

Given h P CpF,F1q and f P CpF1, 1q, we have

puF ˝ Cph, 1qqpfq “ m´1
1 ˝ Mpf ˝ hq “ m´1

1 ˝ Mpfq ˝ Mphq “ pxpMhqX , Xy ˝ uF1 qpfq,

showing naturality of uX .

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

Proposition 10.5. The diagram

Cp´, 1q f x´X,Xy x´X,Xy f x´X,Xy

x´X,Xy

ufx´X,Xy

cX,X,X

lx´X,Xy
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commutes.

Proof. Recall that the left unitor lx´X,Xy is given by the composition

şK,L
CpK, 1q bk xMLX,Xy bk CpF,KLq

şL
xMLX,Xy bk CpF, 1Lq

xMFX,Xy
şL

xMLX,Xy bk CpF,Lq

»

»

»

Thus, the corresponding extranatural collection tCpK, 1q bk xLX,Xy bk CpF,KLq Ñ xFX,Xy | K,Lu consists of
maps

CpK, 1q bk xMLX,Xy bk CpF,KLq Ñ xFX,Xy

k b bb f ÞÑ b ˝ MlCL ˝ MpkLq ˝ Mf.

On the other hand, the corresponding map in the extranatural collection giving cX,X,X ˝uf x´X,Xy sends kb bb f

to pm´1
1 qX ˝ Mk ˝ MKb ˝ m´1

K,L ˝ Mf. The sought equality

b ˝ MlCL ˝ MpkLq ˝ Mf “ pm´1
1 qX ˝ Mk ˝ MKb ˝ m´1

K,L ˝ Mf

follows from the commutativity of

MKLX MKMLX MKX

M1LX M1MLX M1X

MLX X

pm´1
1 qMLX

m
´1
1

b

MplCL q

m
´1
1,L

MkL

m
´1
K,L

pMkqMLX

MKb

pMkqX

M1b ,

whose faces commute by coherence axioms for M. �

Proposition 10.3 and Proposition 10.5 together show the following:

Corollary 10.6. px´X,Xy , cX,X,X ,uXq is a monoid in rCopp,Vecks. Similarly, the functor xX,´Xy can be endowed
with the structure of a monoid in rC ,Vecks.

Proposition 10.7. If the presheaves x´X,Y y and x´Y, Zy are representable via natural isomorphisms

τX,Y : Cp´, tX,Y uq Ñ x´X,Y y and τY,Z : Cp´, tY, Zuq Ñ x´Y, Zy ,

and zX,Y,Z : tY, Zu
C

b tX,Y u Ñ tX,Zu is the composition morphism used to define the monoid structure on tX,Xu
in [Os], then the composite
(31)

Cp´, tY, Zu
C

b tX,Y uq
„
ÝÑ Cp´, tY, Zuq f Cp´, tX,Y uq

τY,ZfτX,Y
ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ x´Y, Zy f x´X,Y y

cX,Y,Z
ÝÝÝÝÑ x´X,Zy

τ
´1
X,Z

ÝÝÝÑ Cp´, tX,Zuq

coincides with Cp´, zX,Y,Zq.

Proof. By Yoneda lemma, it suffices to show that the components of the respective transformations at tY, Zu
C

btX,Y u
send id

tY,Zu
C

btX,Y u
to the same morphism.
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The image of id
tY,Zu

C

btX,Y u
under the first isomorphism in 31 is given by the image of idtY,Zu b idtX,Y u b idtY,ZubtX,Y u

under the cocone map for the component indexed by ptY, Zu , tX,Y uq:

CptY, Zu , tY, Zuq bk CptX,Y u , tX,Y uq bk CptY, Zu
C

b tX,Y u , tY, Zu
C

b tX,Y uq

şK,L
CpK, tY, Zuq bk CpL, tX,Y uq bk CptY, Zu

C

b tX,Y u ,K
C

b Lq

pCp´, tY, Zuq f Cp´, tX,Y uqqptY, Zu
C

b tX,Y uq

“

The image of idtY,Zu b idtX,Y u b idtY,ZubtX,Y u under τY,Z b τX,Y is given by evY,Z b evX,Y b idtY,ZubtX,Y u. By
definition,

cX,Y,ZpevY,Z b evX,Y b idtY,ZubtX,Y uq “ evY,Z ˝MtY, Zu evX,Y ˝m´1
tY,Zu,tX,Y u,X ˝ MpidtY,ZubtX,Y uq.

Comparing to Equation (29), we see that this is precisely zX,Y,Z . �

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

Corollary 10.8. If x´X,Xy is representable via natural isomorphism τX,X : Cp´, tX,Xuq
„

ÝÑ x´X,Xy, then the
monoid structure on x´, tX,Xuy obtained by transporting from x´X,Xy along τ coincides with the monoid structure
defined in [Os].

Proposition 10.9. The composite maps

şH
CpF,GHq bk xMHX,Y y

şH
CpF,GHq bk xMGMHX,MGY y

xMFX,MGY y
şH

CpF,GHq bk xMGHX,MGY y

CpF,GHqbMGMHX,Y

CpF,GHqbxpm´1
G,H

qX ,MGY y
fbbÞÑb˝MfX

given by the extranatural collections

CpF,GHq bk xMHX,Y y Ñ xMFX,MGY y

f b b ÞÑ MGb ˝ m´1
G,HMfX

give a morphism ωX,Y : Wpx´X,Y yq Ñ rX,Y s in C -TambpC ,Cq. Further, this morphism is an isomorphism if C is
rigid.

Proof. Clearly, we obtain a morphism of profunctors. To see that it is a morphism of Tambara modules, we chase
f b b P CpF,GHq bk xMHX,Y y in the diagram

şH
CpF,GHq bk xMHX,Y y

š
H CpKF,KpGHqq bk xMKMHX,MKY y

xMFX,MGY y
şH

CpKF, pKGqHq bk xMHX,Y y

xMKMFX,MKMGY y xMKFX,MKGY y

pωX,Y qF,G

MKMFX,MGY

た
Wpx´X,Y yq
K;F,G

pωX,Y qKF,KG

xpm´1
K,F

q,pmK,GqY y

た
rX,Y s
K;F,G

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

Its upper face serves only to indicate the definition of the Tambara structureた
Wpx´X,Y yq
K;F,G , and commutes by definition.
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f b b Kf b MKb

MGb ˝ m´1
G,H ˝ MfX Kf b MKb ˝ m´1

K,H

MKpMGb ˝ m´1
G,H ˝ MfXq mK,G ˝ MKGb ˝ m´1

K,GH ˝ MKfX ˝ mK,G

To see that this morphism becomes an isomorphism in the rigid case, we recall from Equation 28 in Subsection 10.1
that we then have an isomorphism of Tambara modules

Wpx´X,Y yq »
`
pF,Gq ÞÑ

A
Mp_G

C

b FqX,Y
E˘

» rX,Y s.

�

Proposition 10.10. For any X,Y, Z P M, the diagram

Wpx´X,Y yq ˛ Wpx´Y, Zyq Wpx´Y, Zy f x´X,Y yq Wpx´X,Zyq

rX,Y s ˛ rY, Zs rX,Zs

» WpcX,Y,Zq

ωX,Y ˝ωY,Z

aX,Y,Z

ωX,Z ,

where aX,Y,Z is the Tambara morphism induced by composition, commutes.

Proof. We show that the diagram

şL ` şH1

CpF,LH1q bk xMH1X,Y y
˘

bk

` şH
CpL,GHq bk xMHY, Zy

˘ şH,H1,L
xMHY, Zy bk xMH1X,Y y bk CpL,HH1q bk CpF,GLq

şK
xMKX,Zy bk CpF,GKq

şH,H1

xMHY, Zy bk xMH1X,Y y bk CpF,GHH1q

şL
xMFX,MLY y bk xMLY,MGZy xMFX,MGZy

» »

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

f b xb l b y f b xb idHH1 b
`
lH1 ˝ f

˘ `
y ˝ MHx ˝ m´1

H,H1

˘
b
`
lH1 ˝ f

˘

y b xb
`
lH1 ˝ f

˘

`
MLx ˝ m´1

L,H1 ˝ MfX
˘

b
`
MGy ˝ m´1

G,H ˝ MlY
˘ `

MGy ˝ m´1
G,H ˝ MlY

˘
˝
`
MLx ˝ m´1

L,H1 ˝ MfX
˘

MG
`
y ˝ MHx ˝ m´1

H,H1

˘
˝ m´1

G,HH1 ˝ M
`
lH1 ˝ f

˘
X

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

MFX MLH1X MGHH1X MGMHH1X

MLMH1X MGHMH1X MGMHMH1X

MLY MGHY MGMHY

MGZ

MGm´1

MGMHx

MGy

m´1

m´1MH1

MGHx

m´1

m´1MplH1qX

MlY

m´1

Ml
MH1X

MLx

MfX

,

which in turn commutes due to coherence of M. �
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Corollary 10.11. There is a canonical monoid morphism

ωX,X : Wpx´X,Xyq Ñ rX,Xs,

which is an isomorphism if C is rigid.

Similarly, for any X,Y P M we obtain a morphism of Wpx´X,Xyq-Wpx´X,Xyq-bimodules

ωX,Y : Wpx´X,Y yq Ñ rX,Y s,

which is an isomorphism if C 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 P C such that every Y in C is a direct summand of X‘m for some m ě 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 Ac is
finitary and equivalent to proj-A. Up to equivalence any finitary category C is of this form: we have C » Ac if we
let A :“ EndCpXq. 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 B is finitary if it has finitely many objects, and for all i, j P B , the category Bpi, jq is finitary.
A finitary birepresentation (2-representation in the strict setting) is a pseudofunctor M : B Ñ Catk such that, for all
i, the category Mpiq is finitary. B 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 B the monoidal category B˝ “
À

i,j Bpi, jq. If B is fiab, then B˝ is rigid. A birepresentation

M gives a B˝-module category M˝ “
À

i Mpiq. 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 Ii Ÿ Mpiq such that for any i, j

and any F P Bpi, jq, we have MFpIiq Ď Ij. 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 C -module category M is an ideal of categories I Ÿ M such that, for any F P C , we
have MFpIq Ď I.

A C -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 C-module categories:
we say that a C -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 C -module category is transitive.

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

I

˜
kà
i“1

Xi,
là

j“1

Yj

¸
“

¨
˚̊
˚̋

IpX1, Y1q IpX1, Y2q ¨ ¨ ¨ IpX1, Ylq
IpX2, Y1q IpX2, Y2q ¨ ¨ ¨ IpX2, Ylq

...
...

. . .
...

IpXk, Y1q IpXk, Y2q ¨ ¨ ¨ IpXk, Ylq

˛
‹‹‹‚

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

Corollary 10.15. There is a bijective correspondence between ideals in M and ideals in Mc.
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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 P C . Thus, we have

MF

˜
I

˜
kà
i“1

Xi,
là

j“1

Yj

¸¸
“

¨
˚̊
˚̋

MFpIpX1, Y1qq MFpIpX1, Y2qq ¨ ¨ ¨ MFpIpX1, Ylqq
MFpIpX2, Y1qq MFpIpX2, Y2qq ¨ ¨ ¨ MFpIpX2, Ylqq

...
...

. . .
...

MFpIpXk, Y1qq MFpIpXk, Y2qq ¨ ¨ ¨ MFpIpXk, Ylqq

˛
‹‹‹‚

Thus, an ideal I in Mc is uniquely determined by pIpX,Y qqX,Y PM, where we identify M with its image under the
embedding M Ñ Mc. On the other hand, given an ideal J in Mc, the collection pJpX,Y qqX,Y PM defines an ideal
in M. The mutually inverse bijections are thus given by extending to matrices and restricting to objects of M,
respectively. �

Proposition 10.16. There is a bijective correspondence between ideals in M ‹X and subbimodules of rX,Xs.

Proof. A subbimodule Σ of rX,Xs consists of a collection of subspaces ΣpF,Gq
ιF,G

ãÝÝÑ xMFX,MGXy such that:

‚ Σ yields a subprofunctor, i.e. for any morphisms F
f

ÝÑ F1 and G
g

ÝÑ G1 we have

xMfX ,MGXy ΣpF1,Gq Ď ΣpF,Gq and xMFX,MgXy ΣpF,Gq Ď ΣpF,G1q

‚ it is a Tambara submodule, thus: た
rX,Xs
K;F,GpΣpF,Gqq Ď ΣpKF,KGq;

‚ it is stable under the left and right actions of rX,Xs on itself, i.e. the images of the maps

şH
xMFX,MHXy bk ΣpH,Gq

şH
xMFX,MHXy bk xMHX,MGXy xMFX,MGXy

rX,Xsbkι mF,G

şH
ΣpF,Hq bk xMHX,MGXy

şH
xMFX,MHXy bk xMHX,MGXy xMFX,MGXy

ιbkrX,Xs mF,G

are contained in ΣpF,Gq. Equivalently, for any a P xMFX,MHXy , b P ΣpH,Kq, c P xMKX,MGXy, we
have ιpbq ˝ a P ΣpF,Kq and c ˝ ιpbq P ΣpH,Gq.

The last axiom subsumes the first and shows that the collection pΣpF,GqqF,G defines an ideal in the category C ©‹ X .

Since any object in M ‹X is isomorphic to an object of C ©‹ X , an ideal pΣ in C ©‹ X uniquely determines an ideal in
M ‹X , which coincides with Σ on C ©‹ X . It remains to show that for a and K as above, the morphism MKa lies in
pΣpMKMF,MKMGq. By the second axiom, we have

た
rX,Xs
K;F,Gpaq “ mK,G ˝ MKa ˝ m´1

K,F P ΣpKF,KGq “ pΣpMKFX,MKGXq.

Since pΣ is an ideal in the category M‹X , and m´1
K,F,mK,G are isomorphisms, we have MKa P pΣpMKMF,MKMGq.

Conversely, given an ideal S in the C-module categoryM‹X , we define a subbimodule S as the collection pSpF,GqqF,G.
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 m´1

K,F,mK,G to conclude

that, since MKa P SpMKMF,MKMGq, we also have

た
rX,Xs
K;F,Gpaq “ mK,G ˝ MKa ˝ m´1

K,F P SpKF,KGq “: pΣpMKFX,MKGXq,

showing that S indeed defines a subbimodule of rX,Xs. Clearly, pΣ “ Σ and pS “ S. �

Definition 10.17. We say that a monoid object A in a monoidal category C 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 C -module category arising from the perspective
of bimodules in C-TambpC ,Cq coincides with the notion introduced in [MM2] and extensively studied in the field of
2-representation theory:

Corollary 10.18. A C -module category M is simple transitive if and only if any non-zero object X of M is a cyclic
generator for M and the obtained monoid rX,Xs in C -TambpC ,Cq is simple.
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Corollary 10.19. The pseudofunctor な induces a bijection

tSimple transitive C-module categoriesu {„ Ø tSimple monoids in C -TambpC ,Cqu { „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,Xy and [MMMT] considering copresheaves of the form xX,´Xy,
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 C .

The reductions of calculations of coends presented in Lemma 10.20 and Corollary 10.21 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 : Cop bk C Ñ Veck be a k-linear functor. Let V P Veck
and let tσX : FpX,Xq Ñ V | X P Ob Cu be an extranatural collection. For any X,Y P Ob C, if the biproduct X ‘ Y

exists then, under the decomposition FpX ‘ Y,X ‘ Y q » FpX,Xq ‘ FpX,Y q ‘ FpY,Xq ‘ FpY, Y q, the map σX‘Y is
given by the matrix

`
σX 0 0 σY

˘
.

Proof. SinceX‘Y is the biproduct of X and Y , we obtain split monos ιX , ιY and split epis πX , πY . Let eX “ ιX ˝πX
and eY “ ιY ˝ πY be the resulting idempotent endomorphisms of X ‘ Y . Recall that eX ˝ eY “ 0 “ eY ˝ eX .

From the extranaturality equations

(1) σX‘Y ˝ FpX ‘ Y, ιY q “ σY ˝ FpιY , Y q
(2) σX‘Y ˝ FpX ‘ Y, ιXq “ σX ˝ FpιX , Y q

(3) σX‘Y ˝ FpπY , X ‘ Y q “ σY ˝ FpY, πY q
(4) σX‘Y ˝ FpπX , X ‘ Y q “ σX ˝ FpX, πXq

one easily derives the equations σX‘Y ˝ FpX ‘ Y, eY q “ σX‘Y ˝ FpeY , X ‘ Y q and σY “ σX‘Y ˝ FpπY , ιY q, and
analogous equations for X . This yields

σX‘Y “ σX ˝ FpιX , πXq ` σY ˝ FpιY , πY q.

Observing that FpιX , πXq, FpιY , πY q are the respective split epimorphisms in the decomposition of the lemma, the
result follows. �

Corollary 10.21. If C admits an additive generator Z, then any extranatural collection tσX : FpX,Xq Ñ V | X P Cu
is completely determined by σZ . As a consequence, we have

ż X
FpX,Xq » coeq

¨
˝ FpZ,Zq bk xZ,Zy FpZ,Zq

FpZ,´qZ,Z

Fp´,ZqZ,Z

˛
‚

In particular, if C is finitary and FpZ,Zq 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 σ : FpZ,Zq Ñ V such
that, for any morphism b P CpZ,Zq, we have σ ˝ FpZ, bq “ σ ˝ Fpb, Zq. By Lemma 10.20, such a morphism uniquely

determines an extranatural transformation from F to V , thus a map from
şX

FpX,Xq to V . This extends to a natural
isomorphism

Veck

˜ż X
FpX,Xq,´

¸
» Veck

¨
˝coeq

¨
˝ FpZ,Zq bk xZ,Zy FpZ,Zq

FpZ,´qZ,Z

Fp´,ZqZ,Z

˛
‚,´

˛
‚.

The claimed isomorphism follows from Yoneda lemma. �

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 C is a finitary monoidal category, then rCopp,vecks is a monoidal subcategory of rCopp,Vecks
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 C 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 C is additive monoidal k-linear, the category rN0,Cs of sequences

¨ ¨ ¨ Ñ P2 Ñ P1 Ñ P0

in C is monoidal under the tensor product b defined analogously to the tensor product of chain complexes. The
inclusion of posets t0, 1u ãÑ N0 gives a truncation functor T : rN,C s Ñ rt0, 1u ,C s “ CÑ to the arrow category on
C . Further, we have the inclusion functor I : CÑ ãÑ rN0,C s of sequences concentrated on t0, 1u (continuing the
sequence by zero for indices greater than 1). In fact, T is a retraction, i.e. we have T ˝ I “ 1CÑ .

Defining b “ T ˝ b ˝ I bk I, we obtain a monoidal structure on CÑ. Explicitly, on objects we have
`
P1

p
ÝÑ P0

˘
b
`
Q1

q
ÝÑ Q0

˘
“ P1

C

b Q0 ‘ P0

C

b Q1
p pbQ0 P0bq q

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ P0

C

b Q0,

and similarly on morphisms. The ideal H in CÑ given by nullhomotopic maps, i.e. morphisms given by pairs
pτ1, τ0q : pP1,P0q Ñ pP1

1,P
1
0q such that there is a morphism h : P0 Ñ P1

1 yielding p1 ˝ h “ τ0, is a tensor ideal.
Indeed, given such a homotopy, the lower triangle in the diagram

P1

C

b Q0 ‘ P0

C

b Q1 P0

C

b Q0

P1
1

C

b Q0 ‘ P1
0

C

b Q1 P1
0

C

b Q0

τ0bQ0

´
τ1bQ0 0

0 τ0bQ1

¯

p pbQ0 P0bq q

p pbQ0 P0bq q

´
hbQ0

0

¯

commutes, showing that τ b Q is nullhomotopic. Similarly one can show that Q b τ is nullhomotopic.

The projective abelianization C of C is defined as the monoidal category CÑ{H.

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

rA–projop,vecks A–mod pA–projqÑ{H
Coker

PevA

M ÞÑHomp´,Mq

where, for F : A–projop Ñ veck, the A-module structure on FpAq is given by

A » EndA–projpAqop
FA,A

ÝÝÝÑ xFpAq, FpAqy ,

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

This extends to the case of a finitary monoidal category C , where we obtain an equivalence C{H
Coker

ÝÝÝÝÑ rCopp,vecks.
We now show that the diagram

(32)

C{H bk C{H rCopp,vecks bk rCopp,vecks

C{H rCopp,vecks

b

Coker bk Coker

f

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 b is right
exact in both variables. Thus, by universal property of Day convolution ([IK, Theorem 5.1]), the functor extending
the monoidal embedding

C Ñ C
Ñ{H

F ÞÑ p0 Ñ Fq
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to a functor from rCopp,vecks is strong monoidal. In the case C “ 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 “ P1
p
ÝÑ P0 and Q “ Q1

q
ÝÑ Q0 in CÑ{H, we have

pCokerpx´, pyq f Cokerpx´, qyqqp´q “

ż H,K

CokerpxH, pyq bk CokerpxK, qyq bk

A
´,H

C

b K
E

» limÝÑ
p,q

˜ż H,K

xH, py bk xK, qy bk

A
´,H

C

b K
E¸

» limÝÑ
p,q

A
´, p

C

b q
E

which is precisely the colimit of the product diagram

P0

C

b Q1

P1

C

b Q1 P0

C

b Q0

P1

C

b Q0

pbQ1

P1bq

P0bq

pbQ0

which is isomorphic to Coker

ˆ
P1

C

b Q0 ‘ P0

C

b Q1
p pbQ0 P0bq q

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ P0

C

b Q0

˙
“ CokerpP b Qq. Finally, note that this

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

Instead of the presheaf category rCopp,vecks, we could also use its Isbell dual, rC ,vecksop. The category C 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 C of C .

Corollary 10.24. We have monoidal equivalences C
Coker

ÝÝÝÝÑ rCopp,vecks and C
Ker
ÝÝÑ rC ,vecksop.

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

Theorem 10.25. [[MMMT]] Assume C is rigid. Let M,N be finitary, transitive C-module categories. For any object
X P M, the functor xX,´Xy : C Ñ veck gives rise to a coalgebra AX in the injective abelianization C . Given
Y P 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 C is finite abelian (i.e. equivalent to A–mod for a finite-
dimensional algebra A) and that xX,´Xy is left exact, thus representable, see e.g. [FSS, Lemma 2.1]. In view of
the equivalence given by Corollary 10.24, we may identify AX with the functor xX,´Xy directly. Similarly to the
case of Corollary 10.8, one may verify that the coalgebra structure on AX defined in [MMMT] coincides with the
(oppositization of) monoid structure on xX,´Xy given in Definition 10.2.

Corollary 10.26. Theorem 10.25 follows from Theorem 9.3 combined with Proposition 10.11.

Proof. The coalgebra structures AX , AY correspond to the monoid structures on xX,´Xy , xY,´Y y; in particular,
the coalgebras AX , AY are Morita equivalent if and only if xX,´Xy , xY,´Y y are Morita equivalent. Since C is rigid,
by Proposition 10.11 we find that xX,´Xy , xY,´Y y are Morita equivalent if and only if the monoids rX,Xs, rY, Y s
in C -TambpC ,Cq are Morita equivalent, which, by Theorem 9.3, is equivalent to M » N. �

In fact, we do not need the assumption of Theorem 10.25 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 C together with a family of mutually non-equivalent C -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 rX,Xs, as defined in Proposition 5.1, are not Morita
equivalent, thus explicitly exemplifying Theorem 9.3.

We do so first in the setting of categories enriched in the monoidal poset 2 “ pt0, 1u ,^q. We may interpret 0, 1 as truth
values and ^ as the logical conjunction. We identify 2 with its corresponding posetal monoidal category. This category
is in fact Cartesian monoidal, as ^ 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 P S, we have

HomSps, tq “

#
1 if s ďs t

0 otherwise.

Similarly, a 2-enriched functor is the same as a preorder morphism, and a 2-transformation in 2-CatpS, T qpF,Gq exists
if only if Fpsq ď Gpsq for all s P S. In that case, it exists uniquely.

For s, s1 P S, we write s „ s1 if we have s ď s1 and s1 ď 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 1C P C and a binary operation ´ ¨C ´ : C ˆ C Ñ C which is monotone in both variables, and satisfies
a ¨ pb ¨ cq „ pa ¨ bq ¨ c and 1C ¨ b „ b „ b ¨ 1C .

Given a 2-enriched monoidal category C , a 2-enriched C-module category S consists of a preorder S together with a
function ´ ˛ ´ : C ˆ S Ñ S such that

(1) if c ď c1 and s ď s1 then c ˛ s ď c1 ˛ s1;
(2) for all s P S, we have 1C ˛ s „ s;
(3) for all c, c1 P C and s P S, we have c1 ˛ pc ˛ sq „ pc1 ¨ cq ˛ s.

A morphism Γ : S Ñ T of C-module 2-enriched categories is given by a function γ : S Ñ T such that, for all c P C
and all s P S, we have c ˛ γpsq „ γpc ˛ sq.

Following [Ros, Proposition 2.1], every 2-enriched category is 2-Cauchy complete, thus we say that a C -module
category S is cyclic if there is s P S such that for any s1 P S, there is c P C satisfying c ˛S s „ s1.

A 2-enriched copresheaf φ : C Ñ 2 is a poset morphism from C to 2, which is uniquely determined by the downward
closed subset φ´1pt0uq of C; equivalently, by the upward closed subset φ´1pt1uq of C. Thus, a 2-enriched profunctor
C ÝÞÝÑ D is a subset P of D ˆ C such that if pd, cq P P and d1 ďD d and c ďC c

1, then pd1, c1q P P .

Given a monoidal 2-enriched category C and 2-enriched C-module categories S, T , a Tambara module S ÝÞÝÑ T is
a subset P Ď T ˆ S which is a profunctor, and such that, for any c P C, s P S and t P T , if pt, sq P P , then
pc ˛T t, c ˛S sq P P .

The monoidal poset pZě0,`q is a strict monoidal 2-enriched category, and, for every k P Zě0, the subposet t0, 1, . . . , ku
of Zě0 yields a strict 2-enriched Zě0-module category Z0,k, by setting, for c P Zě0 and s P t0, 1, . . . ku:

c ˛ s :“ min tc` s, ku .

For every k P Zě0, the Zě0-module category Z0,k is cyclic, with the unique cyclic generator given by 0 P t0, 1, . . . , ku.

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 Z0,k fi Z0,m.

However, for any k P Zě0, the 2-enriched presheaf x´0, 0y
Z0,k

: Z
op
ě0 Ñ 2 used to define the corresponding Ostrik

algebra, is determined by x´0, 0y
´1
Z0,k

pt1uq “ t0u. Thus, the Ostrik algebra does not depend on k. Similarly, the

2-enriched copresheaf x0,´0y
Z0,k

is determined by x0,´0y
´1

Z0,k
pt0uq “ ∅. This shows that, in this setting, neither

Ostrik algebras nor MMMTZ coalgebras give a complete invariant.

Proposition 10.27. The monoids r0, 0s0 and r0, 0s1 in Zě0-TambpZě0,Zě0q are not Morita equivalent.
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Proof. Given monoid objects A,B in a tame monoidal category D , a Morita equivalenceA BMAÝÝÝÑ B induces a monoidal
equivalence BimodpDqpA,Aq » BimodpDqpB,Bq mapping AAA to BpMbAM

´1qB » BBB. In particular, it induces
an isomorphism of posets between the poset of subobjects of A in BimodpDqpA,Aq and the poset of subobjects of
B in BimodpDqpB,Bq. In particular, A is simple if and only if B is.

Thus, it suffices to show that r0, 0s0 is a simple monoid, while r0, 0s1 is not. First, we show that r0, 0s0 is a simple
monoid. For any k,m P Zě0, we have

k ˛ 0 “ min tk ` 0, 0u “ min tm ` 0, 0u “ m ˛ 0,

thus k ˛ 0 ď m ˛ 0, showing that r0, 0s0pk,mq “ xk ˛ 0,m ˛ 0y
Z0,0

“ 1. Let Ψ be an ideal in r0, 0s0. If Ψ ‰ r0, 0s0,

then there are k,m P Zě0 such that Ψpk,mq “ 0. The left action map
ż lPZě0

xk ˛ 0, l ˛ 0y b Ψpl,mq “
ł

l

xk ˛ 0, l ˛ 0y ^ Ψpl,mq Ñ Ψpk,mq “ 0

being well-defined shows that xk ˛ 0, l ˛ 0y ^ Ψpl,mq “ 0 for all l. At the same time, xk ˛ 0, l ˛ 0y “ 1. We conclude
that Ψpl,mq “ 0 for all l. Similarly to the preceding argument, for any j P Zě0, the right action map

ż l
Ψpj, lq b xl ˛ 0, n ˛ 0y “

ł

l

Ψpj, lq ^ xl ˛ 0, n ˛ 0y Ñ Ψpj,mq “ 0

being well-defined shows that Ψpj, lq “ 0 for all l P Zě0. Thus, Ψ “ 0.

It now suffices to show that r0, 0s1 admits a proper ideal. We claim that the Tambara module Σě1 given by

Σě1pk,mq “ xpk ` 1q ˛ 0,m ˛ 0y ,

gives such an ideal. By definition, Σě1pk,mq “ 1 if and only if

min tk ` 1, 1u ď min tm, 1u ,

in which case we also have

min tk, 1u ď min tm, 1u ,

showing that also r0, 0s1pk,mq “ 1. This shows that Σě1 gives a Tambara submodule of r0, 0s1. Since the category
Zě0-TambpZě0,Zě0q is posetal, it suffices to show that there are maps r0, 0s1˝Σě1 Ñ Σě1 and Σě1 ˝r0, 0s1 Ñ Σě1,
in order to conclude that Σě1 is an ideal in r0, 0s1. And indeed, for any k,m P Zě0, there is a map

ż l
xk ˛ 0, l ˛ 0y b xpl ` 1q ˛ 0,m ˛ 0y Ñ xpk ` 1q ˛ 0,m ˛ 0y ,

since if, for some l P Zě0, we have k ď l and l ` 1 ď m, we also have k ` 1 ď m. Similarly, for any k,m, there is a
map ż l

xpk ` 1q ˛ 0, l ˛ 0y b xl ˛ 0,m ˛ 0y Ñ xpk ` 1q ˛ 0,m ˛ 0y ,

since if, for some l P Zě0, we have k ` 1 ď l and l ď m, we also have k ` 1 ď m. �

One can show that Σě1 is the only ideal in r0, 0s1, and for any n one may consider analogously defined ideals
tΣěk Ď r0, 0sn | 0 ď k ď nu.

Further, Z0,n may itself be viewed as a monoidal 2-enriched category, in fact it is the quotient of Zě0 by the congru-
ence whose equivalence classes are t0u , t1u , . . . , tn´ 1u , tn, n` 1, . . .u. Linearizing over k (and passing to Cauchy
completions) the underlying structures for the above 2-enriched example yields a k-linear category kZě0 such that

HomkZě0
pk,mq “

#
k if k ď m

0 otherwise.

We of course still have k bkZě0
m “ k ` m. Also in this case we obtain non-equivalent kZě0-module categories

kZ0,0, kZ0,1 which yield equal Ostrik algebras and MMMMTZ coalgebras, and similarly to above one can explicitly
show that the associated monoids in kZě0-TambpkZě0, kZě0q are not Morita equivalent. This still holds if we view
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kZ0,0, kZ0,1 as kZ0,n-module categories, for any n ě 1. In particular, the (monoidal) category kZ0,n 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 C-module categories are equivalent if and only if their
associated (co)algebra objects in (the finite completion of) C are Morita equivalent. In fact, they show that a cyclic
C -module category M with a cyclic generator X is equivalent as a C-module category to the category mod- tX,Xu.

In order to reconstruct M as the category of all tX,Xu-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 tX,Xu-modules. Let C be a monoidal category, A a monoid object in C with multiplication map mA. Let

modC–A denote the category of right A-modules. For any object G, the object G
C

b A together with the morphism
ra

G
C

bA
“ G b mA, is a right A-module. We say that a module M P modC–A is free if there is an isomorphism of

right A-modules M » G
C

b A for some G P C . We denote the full subcategory of modC–A given by free modules

by frmodC A. It is canonically equivalent to the Kleisli category of the monad given by the endofunctor ´
C

bA of C .
Using this observation, we find the canonical isomorphism

(33) HomCpG,´q
„

ÝÑ HommodC–ApG
C

b A,´q,

sending a morphism f P CpG,Nq to the morphism raN ˝ pf b Aq.

Recall from Section 6 that a strong monoidal functor F : C Ñ D induces a pseudofunctor

BimodpFq : BimodpCq Ñ BimodpDq.

Similarly, for any monoid object A P C , we find a functor F˚,A : modC–A Ñ modD–FpAq, sending an A-module
object M to the FpAq-module object FpMq. Moreover, the category modC–A is a C -module subcategory of CC -

given an object G P C and a right A-module M with structure map M
C

b A
raMÝÝÑ M, the object G

C

b M is a right
A-module with structure map G b raM. Similarly, modD–FpAq is a D -module subcategory of DD and thus, after
restricting the action along F, also a C-module subcategory of CD . The functor F˚,A is a C-module functor with
respect to the above C-module category structures. Clearly, if F is fully faithful, so is F˚,A for any A. Further, F˚,A

maps frmodC A to frmodD FpAq.

In particular, the Yoneda embedding よC induces the pseudofunctor BimodpCq Ñ BimodprCopp,Vecksq. For a
monoid A P C , we obtain the monoid よCpAq “ Cp´,Aq in rCopp,Vecks and a full and faithful C -module functor
pよCq˚,A : modC–A Ñ modrC,Vecks–Cp´,Aq. It restricts to a full and faithful C-module functor from frmodC A to
frmodrC,Vecks Cp´,Aq, whose essential image is given by presheaves isomorphic to those of the form

Cp´,Gq f Cp´,Aq » Cp´,GAq.

Definition 11.1. Given a monoid object P in rCopp,Vecks, let C

`P be the full subcategory of frmodrCopp,Vecks P given
by right P-module objects isomorphic to those of the form Cp´,Gq f P, for G P C .

Using this definition, we reformulate our earlier observations:

Lemma 11.2. pよCq˚,A restricts to an equivalence of C -module categories frmodC A
„

ÝÑ
C

`Cp´,Aq.

Further, observe that the category C

`P is defined similarly to the category rX,XsC` introduced in Definition 7.1. Recall

that rX,XsC` is given by objects of rX,Xs–modC-TambpC,Cq isomorphic to those of the form rX,Xs ˛ Cp´,´Gq for
G P C .

Lemma 11.3. Let A,B be monoid objects in C . If there is a monoid isomorphism A
f

ÝÑ
„

B, there is an isomorphism

of C-module categories f˚ : modC–B
„
ÝÑ modC–A.
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Proof. We let f˚pMq “ M, with A-module structure M
C

b A
Mbf

ÝÝÝÑ M
C

b B
raMÝÝÑ M. A B-module morphism t : M Ñ N

becomes an A-module morphism from f˚pMq to f˚pNq. Recall that given an object F P C , the right A-module

structure on F
C

b M is given by F b raM. To see that f˚ is a C -module functor, observe that the diagram

pF
C

b Mq
C

b A pF
C

b Mq
C

b B

F
C

b pM
C

b Aq F
C

b pM
C

b Bq

aF,M,A aF,M,B

pFbMqbf

FbpMbfq

commutes for all F. Clearly, f˚ ˝ pf´1q˚ “ idmodC–A and pf´1q˚ ˝ f˚ “ idmodC–B. �

Corollary 11.4. If P is a monoid object in rCopp,Vecks which is representable via P » Cp´,Aq, then there is an
equivalence of C -module categories

frmodC A
„
ÝÑ CP̀.

Proof. Lemma 11.2 gives an equivalence of C-module categories frmodC A
„

ÝÑ
C

x̀´,Ay and Lemma 11.3 yields an

equivalence of C -module categories
C

x̀´,Ay » C

`P. �

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

Lemma 11.5. The diagram

HomCpG,Nq HomDpFpGq,FpNqq HommodD–FpAqpFpGq
D

b FpAq,FpNqq

HommodC–ApG
C

b A,Nq HommodD–FpAqpFpG
C

b Aq,FpNqq

»

»

´˝f´1
G,A

pF˚,AqFbA,N

pFqG,N

where fG,A is a coherence cell of F and the unlabelled isomorphisms are those of Equation (33), commutes.

Proof. By definition we have raFN “ FpraNq ˝ fN,A.

Chasing a morphism g : G Ñ N in the above diagram we obtain

g Fg raFN ˝ pFg b FAq pFpraNq ˝ fN,Aq ˝ pFg b FAq

raN ˝ pg b Aq FpraN ˝ pg b Aqq FpraNq ˝ Fpf b Aq FpraNq ˝ fN,A ˝ pFg b FAq ˝ f´1
G,A

where the equalities follow from functoriality of F and naturality of f . �

Let N be a very cyclic C -module category and let Y be a very cyclic generator for N. Assume that the functor x´Y, Y y
considered in Section 10 is represented by an object tY, Y u. We see that Proposition 10.7 could be reformulated as
showing a monoid isomorphism x´Y, Y y »よCptY, Y uq.

Recall from Section 10.1 the strong monoidal functor W : rCopp,Vecksbopp Ñ C -TambpC ,Cq. Since the domain of
W is rCopp,Vecksbopp rather than rCopp,Vecks, we obtain the functor

W˚,x´Y,Y y : modrCop,Vecks–x´Y, Y y Ñ Wpx´Y, Y yq–modC-TambpC,Cq,
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mapping right modules to left modules. For the same reason, the action of C , under which F P C acts by the functor
sending a Wpx´Y, Y yq-module M to the Wpx´Y, Y yq-module M ˛ Cp´,´Fq, is a left action. Following the above,
W˚,x´Y,Y y is a C-module functor, which maps frmodrCop,Vecks x´Y, Y y to Wpx´Y, Y yq-frmodC-TambpC,Cq.

Analogously to
C

x̀´Y, Y y and rY, Y sC`, we define the category Wpx´Y, Y yqC
` consisting of left Wpx´Y, Y yq-module

objects isomorphic to those of the form Wpx´Y, Y yq ˛ Cp´,´Fq, for F P C .

Observe that we have isomorphisms

(34) WpCp´,FqqpK,Lq “

ż H

CpK,L
C

b Hq bk CpH,Fq
pqFqK,L

ÝÝÝÝÝÑ
„

CpK,L
C

b Fq,

yielding isomorphisms WpCp´,Fqq
qF

ÝÑ
„

Cp´,´Fq, for all F. We conclude that W˚,x´Y,Y y maps Cx̀´Y, Y y to

Wpx´Y, Y yqC
`.

Definition 11.6. We denote the above described restriction of W˚,x´Y,Y y to a C -module functor from
C

x̀´Y, Y y to

Wpx´Y, Y yqC
` by W˚,x´Y,Y y.

Proposition 11.7. For any F P C and P in rCopp,Vecks, the map WCp´,Fq,P is an isomorphism.

Proof. Recall that by Yoneda lemma we have

rCopp,VeckspCp´,Fq,Pq
„

ÝÑ PpFq;

t ÞÑ tFpidFq.

By Proposition 3.2, for any Ψ P C -TambpC ,Cq we have

C -TambpC ,CqpC p´,´Fq, Ψq
„

ÝÑ ΨpF, 1q

dF,1 ÞÑ dF,1
`
l´1
F

˘
.

We claim that the diagram
(35)

rCopp,VeckspCp´,Fq,Pq C-TambpC ,CqpWpCp´,Fqq,WpPqq C -TambpC ,CqpC p´,´Fq,WpPqq

WpPqpF, 1q

PpFq
şH

PpHq bk CpF,Hq
şH

PpHq bk CpF, 1Hq

»

»

WCp´,Fq,P ´˝q´1
F

よ
ş
H PpHqbCpF,lq

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

Let t : Cp´,Fq Ñ P. Recall that pWCp´,Fq,PptqqK,L “
şH

tH bk CpK,LHq. Precomposing with qF, we obtain the
map which, following Lemma 2.7, can be written as

CpK,LFq Ñ
ž

H

PpHq bk CpK,LHq ։

ż H

PpHq bk CpK,LHq

k ÞÝÑ tFpidFq b k ÞÝÑ tFpidFq b k.
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In particular, setting pK,Lq “ pF, 1q and k “ l´1
F , we find the element tFpidFq b l´1

F in
şH

PpHq bk CpF, 1Hq. Finally,
recall that よpxb fq “ Ppfqpxq. Chasing t in Diagram (35), we obtain

t Wptq Wptq ˝ qF

tpidFq PpidFqptFpidFqq tpidFq b idF tpidFq b l´1
F

showing that Diagram (35) commutes. But we already know that all morphisms in Diagram (35) which are not
WCp´Fq,P are isomorphisms. We conclude that also WCp´Fq,P is an isomorphism. �

Proposition 11.8. W˚,x´Y,Y y is an equivalence of C-module categories.

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

WpCp´,Fq f x´Y, Y yq » Wpx´Y, Y yq ˛ WpCp´,Fqq » Wpx´Y, Y yq ˛ Cp´,´Fq,

showing that W˚,x´Y,Y y is essentially surjective.

To show that W˚,x´Y,Y y is also full and faithful, we show that pW˚,x´Y,Y yqCp´,Fqfx´Y,Y y,Cp´,Gqfx´Y,Y y is an iso-
morphism for all F,G. By Lemma 11.5, pW˚,x´Y,Y yqCp´,Fqfx´Y,Y y,Cp´,Gqfx´Y,Y y is conjugated via isomorphisms to
WCp´,Fq,Cp´,Gqfx´Y,Y y, so it suffices to show that the latter is an isomorphism. This follows from Proposition 11.7. �

Lemma 11.9. Let M be a Cauchy complete cyclic C -module category with a cyclic generator X . There is an
equivalence of C -module categories M » prX,XsC`qc.

Proof. By Definition 9.1, we have M » pM ‹ Xqc, where M ‹ X is very cyclic. Recall that, by Theorem 8.11 the

pseudofunctor な of Theorem 5.10 is a biequivalence. The proof of Corollary 7.3 shows that for a quasi-inverse な
´1

of な, we have な
´1

prX,Xsq » rX,XsC` in C -Tamb. At the same time, Theorem 5.10 gives rX,Xs » なpM ‹ Xq.
Thus

M ‹X »な
´1

pなpM ‹Xqq »な
´1

prX,Xsq » rX,XsC` in C -Tamb .

Passing to the Cauchy completions, we find

M » pM ‹Xqc » prX,XsC`qc in C -Mod .

�

Corollary 11.10. There is an equivalence of C -module categories p
C

x̀´X,Xyqc » M if and only if there is an equiv-

alence Wpx´X,XyqC
` » rX,XsC` in C-Tamb, if and only if there is an equivalence pWpx´X,XyqC

`qc » prX,XsC`qc

of C-module categories.

Proof. Lemma 11.9 gives an equivalence M » prX,XsC`qc in C-Mod, thus also an equivalence M » rX,XsC` in

C -Tamb. Proposition 11.8 gives an equivalence Wpx´X,XyqC
` »

C
x̀´X,Xy in C -Mod, thus also an equivalence

Wpx´X,XyqC
` »

C
x̀´X,Xy in C -Tamb. Thus, in C-Tamb, there is an equivalence

C
x̀´X,Xy » M if and only if

there is an equivalence Wpx´X,XyqC
` » rX,XsC`. Thus, in C -Mod, there is an equivalence p

C
x̀´X,Xyqc » Mc if

and only if there is an equivalence pWpx´X,XyqC
`qc » prX,XsC`qc.

Since M is Cauchy complete, we have M » Mc in C -Mod. The result follows.

�

Theorem 11.11. If the monoid morphism ωX,X of Corollary 10.11 is an isomorphism, then there is an equivalence of
C -module categories

M » p
C

x̀´X,Xyqc.

Proof. Lemma 11.3 applied to ωX,X shows that the condition of Corollary 11.10 is satisfied. �
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Assume that x´X,Xy is representable via x´X,Xy » x´, tX,Xuy, and let evX be the counit of the adjunction
x´X,Xy » Cp´, tX,Xuq, as described in Section 10.2. Stating the sufficient condition of Theorem 11.11 explicitly
in this case gives it a more natural, intuitive form:

Corollary 11.12. If, for all F,G, the map

(36)
CpF,G tX,Xuq Ñ xMFX,MGXy

f ÞÑ MGevX ˝mG,tX,Xu ˝ MfX

is an isomorphism, then there is an equivalence of C-module categories

pfrmodC tX,Xuqc » M.

Proof. The map given in Equation (36) is the composite

CpF,G tX,Xuq
„

ÝÑ

ż H

CpF,GHq bk CpH, tX,Xuq “ WpCp´, tX,XuqqpF,Gq

„
ÝÑ Wpx´X,XyqpF,Gq

pωX,XqF,G
ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ rX,XspF,Gq “ xMFX,MGXy ,

which clearly is an isomorphim if and only if pωX,XqF,G is an isomorphism. The result follows from Theorem 11.11. �

Remark 11.13. If x´X,Xy is representable via x´X,Xy » x´, tX,Xuy and ωX,X is an isomorphism, then in
particular, for any G P C , we have a natural isomorphism

x´X,MGXy » Cp´,G
C

b tX,Xuq,

so the object G
C

b tX,Xu also becomes an internal hom for the C-module category M - we may write

G b tX,Xu “: tX,GXu .

12. C -TambpC ,Cq-enrichment

The main focus in the presentation of the results of this document is their application to classification problems for
C -module categories, showing that these can be equivalently treated as Morita classification problems for monoids in
a suitable monoidal category, C -TambpC ,Cq. 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 C is closed and consider only C -module categories
M where the functors x´X,Y y are representable for all X,Y - in other words, the action is right-closed, admitting

objects tX,Y u such that CpG, tX,Y uq » xMGX,Y yM. In that case, we may define a C-enriched category |M, given
by

‚ Ob|M “ ObM;
‚ xX,Y y|M “ tX,Y u;

‚ The composition tY, Zu
C

b tX,Y u Ñ tX,Zu is given by the preimage under the Yoneda embedding of the
transformations cX,Y,Z described in Definition 10.2;

‚ The unit 1 Ñ tX,Xu is given by the preimage under the Yoneda embedding of the transformation uX
described in Definition 10.4.

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

This construction extends to C -module morphisms: a morphism Ψ : M Ñ N yields a C -transformation

qΨX,Y : x´X,Y yM Ñ x´ΨX,ΨY yN

for any X,Y P M, and these assemble to a C -functor qΨ : |M Ñ qN. This further extends to modifications, yielding a
pseudofunctor p q́ q : C -Mod Ñ C -Cat. The following is a consequence of [GP, Theorem 3.7]:

Theorem 12.1 ([GP]). The pseudofunctor p q́q is a biequivalence.
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Note that the monoids studied in [Os] are just the endomorphism monoids in qC . Observe also that the hom-objects
and the composition maps are representations of objects and maps in rCopp,Vecks. Thus, even when omitting the
assumptions about C being closed and M being right-closed, we should be able to recover a rCopp,Vecks-enrichment
on M. And indeed, we have the following result:

Theorem 12.2 ([Ga, Wood’s theorem]). A C-module category M gives rise to a rCopp,Vecks-enriched category |M,
given by

‚ Ob|M “ ObM;
‚ xX,Y y|M “ x´X,Y y;

‚ The composition tY, Zu
C

btX,Y u Ñ tX,Zu is given by the transformation cX,Y,Z described in Definition 10.2;
‚ The unit 1 Ñ tX,Xu is given by the transformation uX described in Definition 10.4.
‚ 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
C -TambpC ,Cq. 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 C is a 2-category and that the C-module categories are strict.

Definition 12.3. We define a 2-functor S : C-Mod Ñ C -TambpC ,Cqbopp-Cat as follows:

(a) Given a C -module categoryM, we let Ob SpMq “ ObM. Given X,Y P ObM, we let xX,Y y
SpMq :“ rX,Y s,

the Tambara module defined following Equation (13). The composition maps c
SpMq
X,Y,Z are given by

prX,Y s ˝ rY, ZsqpF,Gq “

ż H

xMFX,MHY y bk xMHY,MGZy Ñ xMFX,MGZy “ rX,ZspF,Gq

f b g ÞÑ g ˝ f

and the unit morphism is given by

CpF,Gq Ñ rX,XspF,Gq

f ÞÑ pMfqX

(b) Given a C -module functor Φ : M Ñ N, we let Ob SpΦq :“ ObΦ, and, for X,Y P M, we let

SpΦqX,Y : rX,Y s Ñ rΦX,ΦY s

be given by

pSpΦqX,Y qF,G : xMFX,MGY y Ñ xΦMFX,ΦMGY y “ xNFΦX,NGΦY y

f ÞÑ Φpfq.

(c) Recall that, given C -TambpC ,Cqbopp-functors Φ,Φ1 : M Ñ N , a C-TambpC ,Cqbopp-transformation τ from
Φ to Φ1 consists of a collection

 
τX P C -TambpC ,CqbopppCp´,´q,N pΦX,Φ1Xqq » N pΦX,Φ1Xqp1C , 1Cq | X P M

(

such that, on the component indexed by pF,Gq, we have the commutativity of

MpX,Y qpF,Gq
şH

MpX,Y qpF,Hq bk CpH,Gq
şH

N pΦX,ΦY qpF,Hq bk N pΦY,Φ1Y qpH,Gq

şH
CpF,Hq bk MpX,Y qpH,Gq

şH
N pΦX,Φ1XqpF,Hq bk N pΦ1X,Φ1Y qpH,Gq N pΦX,Φ1Y qpF,Gq

»

»

τX˝Φ1
X,Y

ΦX,Y ˝τY

p´˝´qN

p´˝´qN

Chasing an element a P MpX,Y qpF,Gq, we find the equation

(37) pp´ ˝ ´qN qF;F,G
`
pτXqF,FpidFq b pΦ1

X,Y qF,Gpaq
˘

“ pp´ ˝ ´qN qG;F,G

`
pΦX,Y qF,Gpaq b pτY qG,GpidGq

˘

Let t P C-ModpM,NqpΦ,Φ1q be a modification. We define a C -TambpC ,Cqbopp-transformation

Sptq : SpΦq Ñ SpΦ1q
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by letting SptqX be the image of tX under the isomorphism

(38) C -TambpC ,Cqbopp
´
Cp´,´q,

@
SpΦqX, SpΦ1qX

D
SpNq

¯
»

@
SpΦqX, SpΦ1qX

D
SpNq

p1C , 1Cq »
@
ΦX,Φ1X

D
N
.

Lemma 12.4. S is a well-defined 2-functor.

Proof. (1) Associativity and unitality axioms for SpMq are verified by the proofs of Proposition 5.1 and Proposi-
tion 5.2.

(2) The Tambara axiom for SpΦq follows from the commutativity of

xMFX,MGY y xNFΦX,NGΦY y

xMKFY,MKGY y xNKFΦX,NKGΦY y

MKMFX,MGY

ΦMFX,MGY

ΦMKFY,MKGY

NKNFΦX,NGΦY

which follows from Φ being a C -module functor.
(3) The multiplicative axiom for C -TambpC ,Cqbopp-functoriality of SpΦq follows from the commutativity of

rX,Y s ˝ rY, Zs rY, Zs

rΦX,ΦY s ˝ rΦY,ΦZs rΦX,ΦZs

SpΦqX,Y ˝SpΦqY,Z

c
SpMq
X,Y,Z

SpΦqX,Z

c
SpNq
ΦX,ΦY,ΦZ

which we may verify component-wise, and, by identifying maps from coends with extranatural collections,
reduce to the commutativity of

xMFX,MHY y bk xMHY,MGZy xMFX,MGZy

xNFΦX,NHΦY y bk xNHΦY,NGΦZy xNFΦX,NGΦZy

p´˝´qMFX,MHY,MGZ

ΦMFX,MHY bkΦMHY,MGZ ΦMFX,MGZ

p´˝´qNFΦX,NHΦY,NGΦZ

which follows from functoriality of Φ. The unitality axiom follows similarly.
(4) Given a modification t as in Definition 12.3, from Equation (38) we find that

pSptqXq1,1 “ tX and pSptqXqF,F “ NFtX .

Given a P xMFX,MGY y “ SpMqpX,Y qpF,Gq, we have

NGtX ˝ Φpaq “ tMGY ˝ Φpaq “ Φ1paq ˝ tMFX “ Φ1paq ˝ NFtX ,

verifying Equation (37). Observe that the first and the last equality use the fact that t is a modification.
(5) Given Ψ P C -ModpK,Mq and Σ P C-ModpM,Nq, we clearly have

Ob SpΣ ˝ Ψq “ ObpSpΣq ˝ SpΨqq “ ObpΣ ˝ Ψq.

For X,Y P K, by definition we have

ppSpΣq ˝ SpΨqqX,Y qF,G “ ΣMFΨX,MGΨY ˝ ΨMFX,MGY “ SpΣ ˝ ΨqMFX,MGY ,

showing that we have SpΣ ˝ Ψq “ SpΣq ˝ SpΨq.
Similarly, given

K M N
Ψ

Ψ1

Σ

Σ1

s t

in C -Mod, for any X P K we have

ppSptq ˝h SpsqqXq1,1 “ pSptqSpΨ1qXq1,1 ˝ pSpΣqSpΨ1qX,SpΨ1qXpSpsqXq1,1q “ tΨ1X ˝ ΣsX “ pt ˝h sqX ,

which, in view of Equation (38) defining S on modifications, shows that Sptq ˝h Spsq “ Spt ˝h sq.

�
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Definition 12.5. We define a 2-functor R : C -TambpC ,Cqbopp-Cat Ñ C -Mod as follows:

(a) Given a C -TambpC ,Cqbopp-category M, we let ObRpMq :“ ObM ˆ ObC , and we define the hom-space
xpX,Fq, pY,Gqy

RpMq as xX,Y yMpF,Gq. The composition

c
RpMq
pX,Fq,pY,Hq,pZ,Gq : xX,Y yM pF,Hq bk xY, ZyMpH,Gq Ñ xX,Zy pF,Gq

is defined as the component pcMX,Y,ZqH;F,G of the composition map

cMX,Y,Z :

ż H

xX,Y yMpF,Hq bk xY, ZyMpH,Gq Ñ xX,ZyM pF,Gq

Similarly, the unit e
RpMq
pX,Fq : k Ñ xX,XyMpF,Fq is the restriction of peMX qF,F :CpF,Fq Ñ xX,XyMpF,Fq to

k tidFu. Associativity and unitality follows from the respective axioms for M.
We now specify the C -module category structure. For H P C , we define the functor RpMqH as

RpMqH
`
pX,Fq

f
ÝÑ pY,Gq

˘
“ pX,HFq

た
xX,Y yM
H;F,G

pfq
ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ pY,HGq.

Given a morphism H
h

ÝÑ H1, we define the natural transformation RpMqH
RpMqh

ÝÝÝÝÑ RpMqH1 by setting
pRpMqhqpX,Fq “ peMX qHF,H1FphFq.

(b) Given a C -TambpC ,Cqbopp-functor Φ : M Ñ N , we let RpΦqpX,Fq,pY,Gq :“ pΦX,Y qF,G.
(c) Given a C -TambpC ,Cqbopp-transformation τ : Φ ñ Φ1, we let RpτqpX,Fq :“ pτXqF,FpidFq.

Lemma 12.6. R is a well-defined 2-functor.

Proof. Using the notation of Definition 12.5, we find the following:

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

şK
CpH1F,Kq bk xX,Y y pK,H1Gq

şK
CpHF,Kq bk xX,Y y pK,H1Gq

şK
CpF,Kq bk xX,Y y pK,Gq

şK
xX,Xy pH1F,Kq bk xX,Y y pK,H1Gq

şK
xX,Xy pHF,Kq bk xX,Y y pK,H1Gq

xX,Y y pH1F,H1Gq

xX,Y y pF,Gq xX,Y y pHF,H1Gq

xX,Y y pHF,HGq

şK
xX,Y y pF,Kq bk CpK,Gq

şK
xX,Y y pHF,Kq bk xY, Y y pK,HGq

şK
xX,Y y pHF,Kq bk xY, Y y pK,H1Gq

şK
xX,Y y pHF,Kq bk CpK,HGq

şK
xX,Y y pHF,Kq bk CpK,H1Gq

CphF,Kq˝xX,Y y

eX˝xX,Y y

xX,XyphF,Kq˝xX,Y y

eX˝xX,Y y

cxX,Xy,xX,Y y

cxX,Xy,xX,Y y

xX,Y yphF,H1Gq

plxX,Y yq´1
F,G

た
C˝xX,Y y

た
xX,Y y˝C

xX,Y y˝CpK,hGq

xX,Y y˝eY xX,Y y˝eY

xX,Y y˝xY,Y ypK,hGq

cxX,Xy,xX,Y y

cxX,Y y,xY,Y y

た
xX,Y y

H1;F,G

た
xX,Y y
H;F,G xX,Y ypHF,hGq

prxX,Y yq´1
F,G

1

5

4

2

3

6

7

where
‚ faces 1 and 5 commute due to unitality of composition;
‚ faces 2 and 7 commute due to units of composition being Tambara morphisms (and thus profunctor
morphisms);

‚ faces 3 and 6 commute due to composition maps being Tambara morphisms;
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‚ face 4 commutes due to extranaturality of た
xX,Y y

in H.
(3) Chasing an element f P xX,Y y pF,Gq along the exterior paths in the above diagram yields

RpMqH1pfq ˝ pRpMqhqX,F “ cxX,Xy,xX,Y y

´
peXqHF,H1FphFq bた

xX,Y y
H1;F,Gpfq

¯

“ cxX,Y y,xY,Y y

´
た

xX,Y y
H;F,Gpfq b peY qHG,H1GphGq

¯
“ pRpMqhqY,G ˝ RpMqHpfq.

For any f P xX,Y y pF,Gq we have

RpMq1pfq “た1;F,Gpfq “ f, pRpMq idHqpX,Fq “ peXqHF,HFpidHFq “ idpX,HFq,

and
RpMqHRpMqKpfq “たH;KF,KGたK;F,Gpfq “たHK;F,Gpfq “ RpMqHKpfq.

Finally, for h as above and k : K Ñ K1, we have

pRpMqphq ˝h RpMqpkqqpX,Fq “ pRpMqhqpX,KFq ˝ pRpMqHRpMqkqpX,Fq

“ cxX,Xy,xX,Xy

`
たH;KF,K1FppeXqKF,K1FpkFqq b peXqHKF,H1KFphKFq

˘

“ cxX,Xy,xX,Xy

`
peXqHKF,HK1FpHkFq b peXqHKF,H1KFphKFq

˘

“ peXqHKF,H1K1FphkFq “ RpMqphkq.

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 RpMq with the structure of a C -module category.

(4) The functoriality of RpΦq : RpMq Ñ RpN q follows directly from C-TambpC ,Cqbopp-functoriality of Φ.
Further, since ΦX,Y : xX,Y yM Ñ xΦX,ΦY yN is a Tambara morphism, we have, for any f P xX,Y y pF,Gq,
the following:

RpΦqpX,HFq,pY,HGqRpMqHpfq “ pΦX,Y qHF,HGた
xX,Y y
H;F,Gpfq “た

xΦX,ΦY y
H;F,G pΦX,Y qF,Gpfq “ RpN qHRpΦqpX,Fq,pY,Gqpfq,

showing that RpΦqRpMq Ñ RpN q gives a C -module functor.
(5) The fact that Rpτq defines a transformation from RpΦq to RpΦ1q is an immediate consequence of Equation (37).

Further, Rpτq is a modification. This follows from

pRpN qHRpτqqpX,Fq “た
xΦX,Φ1Xy
H;F,F pτXqF,FpidFq “ pτXqHF,HFpidHFq “ pRpτqRpMqHqpX,Fq ,

where the second equality follows from τX being a Tambara morphism. We also have that

RpidΦqpX,Fq “ ppidΦqXqF,FpidFq “ peΦXqF,FpidFq “ idpX,Fq

and, given σ : Φ1 ñ Φ2, we have

Rpσ ˝ τqpX,Fq “ pσ ˝ τqXpidFq “ pcxΦX,Φ1Xy,xΦ1X,Φ2XyqF;F,FppτXqF,FpidFq b pσXqF,FpidFqq “ RpσqpX,Fq ˝RpτqpX,Fq.

(6) Given C-TambpC ,Cqbopp-functors Φ : K Ñ M and Ψ : M Ñ N , we have

ObRpΨ ˝ Φq “ ObΨ ˝ Φ ˆ Ob 1C “ ObpRpΨq ˝ RpΦqq.

Further, we have

RpΨ ˝ ΦqpX,Fq,pY,Gq “ ppΨ ˝ ΦqX,Y qF,G “ pΨΦX,ΦY qF,G ˝ pΦX,Y qF,G “ RpΨqpΦX,Fq,pΦY,Gq ˝ RpΦqpX,Fq,pY,Gq

showing that RpΨ ˝ Φq “ RpΨq ˝ RpΦq. Finally, for

K M N

Φ

Φ1

Ψ

Ψ1

τ

in C -TambpC ,Cqbopp-Cat, we have

Rpσ ˝h τqpX,Fq “ ppσ ˝h τqXqF,FpidFq “ pcΨΦX,ΨΦ1X,Ψ1Φ1XqF;F,F

´
pΨΦX,Φ1X ˝ τXqF,FpidFq b pσΦ1XqF,FpidFq

¯

“ RpσqpΦ1X,Fq ˝ RpΨqpΦX,Fq,pΦ1X,FqpRpτX,Fqq “ pRpσq ˝h RpτqqpX,Fq,

showing the 2-functoriality.
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�

Proposition 12.7. There is a 2-natural equivalence u : 1C-Mod Ñ RS.

Proof. By definition we have xpX, 1q, pY, 1qy
RSpMq “ xX,Y yM, which yields a full, faithful functor uM : M Ñ RS,

sending X to pX, 1q. Further, for any H P C , we have RSpMqH “ た
SpMq
H;´,´ “ MH, which shows that the above

embedding is a C-module functor.

Further, we have

xpX,Fq, pMFX, 1qy
RSpMq “ rX,MFXspF, 1q “ xMFX,MFXyM

and similarly, xpMFX, 1q, pX,Fqy
RSpMq “ xMFX,MFXyM. It is easy to show that composing the images of idMFX

in the respective Hom-spaces yields the respective identity morphisms, thus pX,Fq » pMFX, 1q, showing that the
embedding uM is essentially surjective and thus an equivalence.

Let Φ P C-ModpM,Nq. To establish 2-naturality of u, we show that RSpΦq ˝ uM “ uN ˝ Φ. On objects, we have

pRSpΦq ˝ uMqpXq “ RSpΦqpX, 1q “ pΦX, 1q “ puN ˝ ΦqpXq.

Given any X,Y P M, we have

pRSΦqpX,1q,pY,1q “ ppSΦqX,Y q1,1 “ ΦM1X,M1Y “ ΦX,Y ,

concluding the proof. �

Proposition 12.8. There is a 2-transformation n : 1C-TambpC,Cqbopp Ñ SR such that nM is full and faithful for all

M P C-TambpC ,Cqbopp-Cat.

Proof. By definition we have
(39)
xpX,Fq, pY,GqySRpMqpK,Lq“xRpMqKpX,Fq,RpMqLpY,GqyRpMq “xpX,KFq, pY,LGqyRpMq “xX,Y yMpKF,LGq

and

pc
SRpMq
pX,1q,pY,1q,pZ,1qqF,G “

!
c
RpMq
pX,Fq,pY,Hq,pZ,Gq | H P C

)
“
 

pcMX,Y,ZqH;F,G | H P C
(

“ pcMX,Y,ZqF,G,

where the middle two terms give the extranatural collections which specify maps from the coend that is indicated by

giving the variable in which the collection is extranatural. Similarly one shows that e
SRpMq
pX,1q “ eMX , which proves that

the assignment X ÞÑ pX, 1q on the level of objects, together with the identification of Equation (39) on the level of
morphisms, define a full and faithful C-TambpC ,Cqbopp-functor nM.

To show 2-naturality, we verify that for any C -TambpC ,Cqbopp-functor Φ : M Ñ N , we have SRpΦq˝nM “ nN ˝Φ.
On the level of objects, for any X P M, we have

pSRpΦq ˝ nMqpXq “ pΦX, 1q “ pnN ˝ ΦqpXq

On the level of morphisms, we have

(40) ppSRΦ ˝ nMqX,Y qF,G “ ppSRΦqX,Y qF,G “ pRΦqpX,Fq,pY,Gq “ pΦX,Y qF,G “ pnN ˝ ΦqX,Y ,

where the first and the last equality are the identification made in Equation (39). �

Proposition 12.9. For any M P C -Mod, the C-TambpC ,Cqbopp-functor nSpMq is an equivalence.

Proof. In view of Proposition 12.8, it suffices to show that nSpMq is essentially surjective. To this end, we show that,
for any X P M and F P C , there is an isomorphism pX,Fq » pMFX, 1q.

Following Equation (39), we have the equality

xpX,Fq, pY,Gqy
SRSpMq pK,Lq “ xX,Y y

SpMq pKF,LGq “ xMKFX,MLGY y “ rMFX,MGY spK,Lq,
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and thus the equality xpX,Fq, pY,Gqy
SRSpMq “ rMFX,MGY s in C-TambpC ,Cqbopp. Similarly to Equation (40),

we show that the diagrams

(41)

rMFX,MFXs ˝ rMFX,MFXs xpX,Fq, pMFX, 1qy
SRSpMq ˝ xpMFX, 1q, pX,Fqy

SRSpMq

rMFX,MFXs xpX,Fq, pX,Fqy
SRSpMq

mrMFX,MFXs c
SRSpMq
pX,Fq,pMFX,1q,pX,Fq

and

rMFX,MFXs ˝ rMFX,MFXs xpMFX, 1q, pX,Fqy
SRSpMq ˝ xpX,Fq, pMFX, 1qy

SRSpMq

rMFX,MFXs xpMFX, 1q, pMFX, 1qy
SRSpMq

mrMFX,MFXs c
SRSpMq

pMFX,1q,pX,Fq,pMFX,1q

commute.

Indeed, we have
´
c
SRSpMq
pX,Fq,pMFX,1q,pX,Fq

¯
K,L

“
!
c
RSpMq
pX,KFq,pMFX,Hq,pX,LFq | H

)
“

"´
c
SpMq
X,MF,X

¯
H;KF,LF

| H

*

“
 
cMMKFX,MHMFX,MLFX | H

(
“

 
cMMKMFX,MHMFX,MLMFX | H

(
“

!
m

rMFX,MFXs
H;K,L | H

)
“
´
mrMFX,MFXs

¯
K,L

and ´
c
SRSpMq
pMFX,1q,pX,Fq,pMFX,1q

¯
K,L

“
!
c
RSpMq
pMFX,Kq,pX,HFq,pMFX,Lq | H

)
“

!
pcMFX,X,MFXq

HF;K,L
| H

)

“
 
cMMKFX,MHFX,MLFX

(
“
´
mrMFX,MFXs

¯
K,L

.

Next, we show that the diagram

(42)

C xpX,Fq, pX,Fqy
SRSpMq

rMFX,MFXs

e
SRSpMq

pX,Fq

erMFX,MFXs

commutes. Indeed, for any k P CpK,Lq, we have

pe
SRSpMq
pX,Fq qK,Lpkq “ pRSpMqkqpX,Fq “ pe

SpMq
X qKF,LFpkFq

“ perX,XsqKF,LFpkFq “ pMkFqX “ pMkqMFX “ perMFX,MFXsqK,Lpkq.

Consider the following diagram:

rMFX,MFXs ˝ rMFX,MFXs xpX,Fq, pMFX, 1qy
SRSpMq ˝ xpMFX, 1q, pX,Fqy

SRSpMq

Cp´,´q ˝ Cp´,´q

Cp´,´q

rMFX,MFXs xpX,Fq, pX,Fqy
SRSpMq

c
SRSpMq
pX,Fq,pMFX,1q,pX,FqcC

erMFX,MFXs

mrMFX,MFXs

erMFX,MFXs e
SRSpMq
pX,Fq

1
2

3

Its outer face commutes due to the commutativity of Diagram (41). Face 1 commutes due to unitality of multiplication
in rMFX,MFXs, and face 3 commutes due to the commutativity of Diagram (42). Chasing the element id1 b id1

in pCp´,´q ˝ Cp´,´qqp1, 1q, we find that c
SRSpMq
pX,Fq,pMFX,1q,pX,FqpidMFX b idMFXq “ e

SRSpMq
pX,Fq pid1q “ idpX,Fq.
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Similarly one shows that c
SRSpMq
pMFX,1q,pX,Fq,pMFX,1qpidMFX b idMFXq “ e

SRSpMq
pX,Fq pid1q “ idpMFX,1q. Thus, idMFX yields

mutually inverse morphisms between pX,Fq and pMFX, 1q in SRSpMq. �

Combining Proposition 12.7, Proposition 12.8 and Proposition 12.9, we obtain the following:

Theorem 12.10. The 2-functor S : C-Mod Ñ C -TambpC ,Cqbopp-Cat is a 2-equivalence onto its essential image.
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