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LIFTING OF LOCALLY INITIAL OBJECTS AND UNIVERSAL
(CO)ACTING HOPF ALGEBRAS

A.L. AGORE, A.S. GORDIENKO, AND J. VERCRUYSSE

Abstract. The universal (co)acting bi/Hopf algebras introduced by Yu. I. Manin,
M. Sweedler and D. Tambara, the universal Hopf algebra of a given (co)module structure,
as well as the universal group of a grading, introduced by J. Patera and H. Zassenhaus,
find their applications in the classification of quantum symmetries. Typically, universal
(co)acting objects are defined as initial or terminal in the corresponding categories and, as
such, they do not always exist. In order to ensure their existence, we introduce the support
of a given object, which generalizes the support of a grading and is used to restrict the class
of objects under consideration. The existence problems for universal objects are formulated
and studied in a purely categorical manner by seeing them as particular cases of the lifting
problem for a locally initial object. We prove the existence of a lifting and, consequently, of
the universal (co)acting objects under some assumptions on the base (braided or symmetric
monoidal) category. In contrast to existing constructions, our approach is self-dual in the
sense that we can use the same proof to obtain the existence of universal actions and coac-
tions. In particular, when the base category is the category of vector spaces over a field, the
category of sets or their duals, we recover known existence results for the aforementioned
universal objects. The proposed approach allows us to apply our results not only to the
classical categories of sets and vectors spaces and their duals but also to (co)modules over
bi/Hopf algebras, differential graded vector spaces, G-sets and graded sets.
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1. Introduction

When an affine algebraic group G is acting morphically on an affine algebraic variety X ,
this action G×X → X corresponds to a homomorphism of algebras O(X) → O(X)⊗O(G)
where O(X) and O(G) are the coordinate algebras of regular functions (functions that can
be represented by polynomials in coordinates) on X and G, respectively. Recall that the
group structure on G turns O(G) into a Hopf algebra. Moreover O(X) is an O(G)-comodule
algebra and a U(g)-module algebra where U(g) is the universal enveloping algebra of the
Lie algebra g of G. In this classical situation, O(G) and O(X) are commutative and U(g) is
cocommutative. More generally, if H is a (neither necessarily commutative nor necessarily
cocommutative) Hopf algebra (co)acting on a (not necessarily commutative algebra) A, this
can be interpreted in view of the above as an action of a “quantum group” by “quantum
symmetries” on some (not necessarily commutative) algebraic variety X where the algebra
A plays the role of the coordinate algebra on X . As the structure of a general Hopf algebra
can be more involved than the one arising from a usual (algebraic) group, the associated
(co)actions do not only allow us to describe classical automorphisms and derivations, but
also gradings and much wilder types of “measurings”. Therefore, the problem of classifying
(co)module structures on a given algebra A, can be seen geometrically as the problem of
classifying quantum symmetries of A and is as such a natural continuation and unification
of the classifications of automorphisms, derivations and gradings of A.

Usually, gradings are classified either up to an isomorphism (when the grading group
is fixed) or up to equivalence (when it is not important by elements of which group the
graded components are marked), see e.g. [15]. The classification up to equivalence may
seem coarser, however the notion of the universal group of the grading makes it possible to
recover all groups that realize a concrete grading. Inspired by this, the notions of equivalence
and universal Hopf algebras of (co)module structures on algebras were introduced in [3] as a
natural generalization of the aforementioned universal group of a grading. This construction
was unified in [4] with the universal (co)acting bi/Hopf algebras of Sweedler — Manin —
Tambara, introducing the V -universal (co)acting bi/Hopf algebras for a given algebra A,
where V is a unital subalgebra of End

k

(A) and k is the base field. The advantage of such
a unified theory is that it simplifies the classification of (co)module structures (or even in
certain cases makes it possible at all) by providing duality theorems. Moreover, it is known
that for a general infinite dimensional algebra A, the universal coacting bi/Hopf algebra of
Manin — Tambara do not always exist (see [4, Section 4.5]) and the use of V provides the
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necessary restriction on the class of comodule structures under consideration to ensure the
existence of the universal Hopf algebra for this class. Furthermore, following Sweedler [26],
rather than considering just (universal) (co)actions of a bi/Hopf algebra on an algebra, one
can also consider (universal) measurings of coalgebras between different algebras, similarly
to considering homomorphisms between algebras rather than just endomorphisms of a single
algebra.

Various other instances of universal (co)acting bi/Hopf algebras and universal
(co)measurings surfaced in recent years motivated by different applications in e.g., sub-
factor theory [10], superpotential algebras [13] or for studying comodules over bialgebroids
via chain complexes of modules in [6]. Furthermore, universal coacting weak bi/Hopf al-
gebras are introduced in [18] as a generalization of the Manin-Tambara construction while
measurings of Hopf algebroids were recently considered in [7] for their applications in cyclic
(co)homology theories and whereas measurings by Hopf algebroids as introduced in [11],
were used in [9] for proving structure theorems for crossed products. All this motivates once
more the need for a unified theory for such universal objects.

In this paper, we introduce the categorical foundations for the notion of universal bi/Hopf
algebra. Instead of working with algebras and coalgebras over a field, we are consider-
ing Ω-magmas (see Section 3.3), i.e. objects endowed with a collection of morphisms
ωA : A

⊗s(ω) → A⊗t(ω), indexed by ω ∈ Ω, in a braided monoidal category C throughout
referred to as the base category. We provide sufficient conditions for the existence of univer-
sal bi/Hopf monoids in terms of the category C. Such a categorical approach allows us to
treat algebras and coalgebras over fields, as well as monoids in Sets by a single theory. Fur-
thermore, we may now consider the cases when all (co)algebras under consideration as well
as bi/Hopf algebras (co)acting on them are endowed with an additional structure: an action
of a group or a Lie algebra, group grading, (co)action of a fixed Hopf algebra, structure of
a Yetter-Drinfel’d module algebra, etc., and (co)actions of bi/Hopf algebras are compatible
with this structure (see Section 5.2 and [5, Section 5]).

Usually the conditions imposed on a the category C to obtain the existence of universal
objects are rather strong. A common condition for example (see e.g. [19, 16, 23, 25, 29]) is
to require that C is locally presentable. However, since a category and its dual cannot be
at the same time locally presentable without being “almost trivial” (isomorphic to a poset
category to be precise), such an approach cannot be applied for universal coactions. In
contrast to this, we propose a self-dual approach that allows us to provide a single proof
for both the existence of universal actions and coactions, which can be applied to many
categories of interest, such as Sets, Vector spaces, Yetter-Drinfel’d modules etc, as well as
to their duals. The price to pay for this self-dual approach is that we have to introduce
restrictions on (co)actions in terms of their (co)supports. In addition, we need to suppose
the existence of (co)free (co)monoids, rather than deducing it from the conditions on C.
Indeed, the construction of a cofree coalgebra is not just a formal dual of the construction
of a free monoid.

The main difference between existing literature and the approach we advocate here, is that
all known general categorical results prove the existence of globally universal (i.e. universal
among all measurings) (co)acting objects, and as already pointed out above, it is known
[4, Section 4.5], that even in the case C = (Vect

k

,⊗), the category of vector spaces over
a field k, such global objects do not exist. Therefore, we propose to restrict the class of
(co)measurings and (co)actions under consideration which allows for many new categories
to be considered, including the ones previously mentioned and not covered by the existing
literature. More precisely, a universal (co)action of a Hopf monoid in our sense can be defined
as an initial object in some suitable full subcategory of the category of all (co)actions on a
fixed Ω-magma. Consequently, for the whole category of (co)actions this universal (co)action
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is then a locally initial object, by which we mean an object which admits at most one arrow
into any other object. In contrast to (classical) initial objects, a category (in our case, the
category of all coactions on a fixed Ω-magma) can contain several non-isomorphic locally
initial objects (in our case, each of these will be a coaction that is universal with respect to a
different ‘support’, see below). The aforementioned full subcategory consists then exactly of
those objects whose images under some forgetful functor admit an arrow from the considered
locally initial object. This suggests that the problem of finding universal Hopf monoids can be
described as a lifting problem for locally initial objects and we provide several useful methods
of lifting locally initial objects for various classes of functors (e.g., functors which admit an
adjoint, functors which are full and faithful on some hom-sets) in Section 2. To properly
describe the full subcategory in which a locally initial object becomes initial, we introduce
the notion of an absolute value of an object x as the ”minimum” among the locally initial
objects which admit an arrow into x. This leads naturally to what we call the (co)support
of a morphism which can be used to restrict the class of objects under consideration to
obtain the desired full subcategory. In a subsequent paper [5], we will show that in case
of closed monoidal categories the universal (co)actions and (co)measurings obtained in this
way, correspond with the V -universal (co)measurings as mentioned above and studied in [4].

Concretely, the lifting of locally initial objects is carried out in several steps as we will
outline now. We denote by

• A and B some Ω-magmas;
• MorTens(A,B) and TensMor(A,B) the categories of, respectively, morphisms
A→ B ⊗Q and morphisms P ⊗A→ B for some objects P and Q;

• Comeas(A,B) and Meas(A,B) the categories of, respectively, comeasurings
A→ B ⊗Q and measurings P ⊗A→ B where P is a comonoid and Q a monoid;

• ComodStr(A) and ModStr(A) the categories of, respectively, comodule structures
A → A ⊗ P and module structures Q ⊗ A → A where P is a comonoid and Q a
monoid;

• Coact(A) and Act(A) the categories of bimonoid (co)actions on A;
• HCoact(A) and HAct(A) the categories of Hopf monoid (co)actions on A;
• G, G1–G4, G

′, G′
1–G

′
4 the corresponding forgetful/embedding functors, as in the

diagram below.

HCoact(A)

G4

��

HAct(A)op

G′
4

��
Comeas(A,A)

G1

��

Coact(A)
G3oo

G2

��

Act(A)op

G′
2

��

G′
3 // Meas(A,A)op

G′
1

��
MorTens(A,A) ComodStr(A)

Goo ModStr(A)op
G′

// TensMor(A,A)op

In Theorems 4.23 and 5.19 we lift locally initial objects along the forgetful functors
G1 : Comeas(A,B) → MorTens(A,B) and G′

1 : Meas(A,B)op → TensMor(A,B)op, re-
spectively. As opposed to the existing results from [19, 16, 23, 25, 29], we do not require
our base category to be locally presentable nor monoidal closed. The precise conditions that
we impose are detailed in Sections 4.2 and 5.1. When A = B, one can consider bi/Hopf
monoid (co)actions as well. Corollaries 4.36 and 5.23 provide a method of lifting objects in
ComodStr(A) and ModStr(A)op, whose images under G and G′ are locally initial, along
the functors G2 and G′

2, respectively. The actual lifting is made along G3 and G′
3.

Along the way, in order to construct universal (co)acting Hopf monoids, we prove in
Theorem 4.6 and Theorem 5.10, respectively, that under certain conditions on the base
braided monoidal category C the category Hopf(C) of Hopf monoids in C is a reflective and
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coreflective subcategory of the category Bimon(C) of bimonoids in C. The constructions follow
the general outline proposed in [27, 12] (for Hopf algebras over fields) and [25], see also [16].
However, we do not assume C to be symmetric nor locally finitely presentable as in [25] and
[16]. Instead, the conditions we impose on the base category C make the construction in
Theorem 4.6 dualizable. Finally, in Theorems 4.40 and 5.26 we lift the locally initial objects
obtained in Coact(A) and Act(A)op to HCoact(A) and HAct(A)op, respectively.

As suggested by the above diagrams, universal (co)acting objects give rise to a very rich
duality theory which is thoroughly investigated in [5].

For all undefined notions and further details on (braided monoidal) categories see [21]
(resp. [20]) and for unexplained concepts in Hopf algebra theory we refer the reader to [14].

2. Lifting of locally initial objects

2.1. Locally initial objects. An object x0 in a category X is locally initial if for every
object x in X there exists at most one morphism x0 → x. If for every object x in X there
exists exactly one morphism x0 → x, then x0 is just initial. It is well known that the initial
object is unique up to an isomorphism.

Example 2.1. Let a be an object in an abelian category A. Then locally initial objects in
the comma category (a ↓ A) are just epimorphisms a→ b for arbitrary objects b in A.

Locally initial objects form a preorder LIO(X) where x1 < x2 if there exists a morphism
x1 → x2. For a given locally initial object x0 denote by X(x0) the full subcategory of X
consisting of all objects x such that there exists a morphism x0 → x. Then x0 is the initial
object in X(x0).

Fix a functor G : Y → X where Y is a category. For x0 ∈ LIO(X) denote by Y (x0) the
full subcategory of Y consisting of all objects y such that Gy is an object in X(x0):

Y (x0)
�

� //

��

Y

G

��
X(x0)

�

� // X

Lifting Problem. Given x0 ∈ LIO(X), find an initial object y0 in Y (x0).
Note that the terminology is used loosely since our definition does not require that

Gy0 = x0. However, a slightly different equality may hold, see Proposition 2.13 below.
A criterion for Gy0 = x0 to hold is given in Proposition 2.6.

Proposition 2.2. Let G : Y → X be a functor and let y0 be an initial object in Y (x0) for
some x0 ∈ LIO(X). Then y0 ∈ LIO(Y ).

Proof. Let y0 → y be an arrow in Y . Then there is an arrow x0 → Gy0 → Gy in X . Thus y
is an object in Y (x0). Therefore, the arrow y0 → y is unique since the object y is initial in
Y (x0). �

In most cases below we will lift initial objects using ad hoc methods. However, in the case
when G admits a left adjoint F , the lifting can be done by simply applying the functor F .

Theorem 2.3. Let G̃ : Ỹ → Y and G : Y → X be functors for some categories X, Y, Ỹ . Let
y0 be the initial object in Y (x0) (with respect to G) for some x0 ∈ LIO(X). Suppose G̃ admits

a left adjoint F̃ : Y → Ỹ :

Ỹ ⊥

G̃

// Y
F̃oo G // X
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Then F̃ y0 is the initial object in Ỹ (x0) (with respect to GG̃). If y0 ∈ LIO(Y ), then
Fy0 ∈ LIO(Ỹ ).

Proof. By the definition of Ỹ (x0), the functor G̃ maps Ỹ (x0) to Y (x0). Moreover, if y is

an object in Y (x0), then we have an arrow x0 → Gy → GG̃F̃y, where y → G̃F̃ y is the
unit of the adjunction F̃ ⊣ G̃, so F̃ y is an object in Ỹ (y0). In other words, the adjunction

F̃ ⊣ G̃ restricts to the subcategories Y (x0) and Ỹ (x0). As F̃ is a left adjoint, it preserves
all colimits and, in particular, the initial object, which is the colimit of the functor from the
empty category. Hence F̃ y0 is indeed the initial object in Ỹ (x0). If y0 ∈ LIO(Y ), then the set

Y (y0, G̃ỹ) of morphisms y0 → Gỹ consists of no more than a single element for every ỹ in Ỹ .
But the adjunction implies that the sets Y (y0, G̃ỹ) and Ỹ (F̃ y0, ỹ) have the same cardinality.

Hence Fy0 ∈ LIO(Ỹ ) too. �

Applying Theorem 2.3 for the case when X = Y and G = idX , we get

Corollary 2.4. Let x0 ∈ LIO(X) for some category X. Suppose a functor G : Y → X, where
Y is a arbitrary category, admits a left adjoint F : X → Y . Then Fx0 is the initial object in
Y (x0). Moreover, Fx0 ∈ LIO(Y ).

Remark 2.5. Corollary 2.4 hints at another approach to the Lifting Problem. It is well known
(see e.g. [21, Chapter IV, Section 1, Theorem 2, (ii)]) that a functor G : Y → X admits a left
adjoint if and only if for every object x in X the comma category (x ↓ G) admits an initial
object. Hence the Lifting Problem above is the restriction of the problem of constructing of
a left adjoint functor to objects x ∈ LIO(X).

The most obvious candidate to check, whether it is an initial object in Y (x0) for a given
x0 ∈ LIO(X), is some preimage y0 of x0 in Y if that preimage indeed exists. Proposition 2.6
shows that such y0 is a solution of the Lifting Problem if G is full and faithful on some
hom-sets.

Proposition 2.6. Let G : Y → X be a functor and let y0 be an object in Y such that
Gy0 ∈ LIO(X). Then y0 is an initial object in Y (Gy0) if and only if for every object y in
Y (Gy0) the map Y (y0, y) → X(Gy0, Gy), defined by G, is a bijection.

Proof. For every object y in Y (Gy0) the set X(Gy0, Gy) consists of a single arrow Gy0 → Gy
since Gy0 ∈ LIO(X). Then Y (y0, y) → X(Gy0, Gy) is a bijection if and only if the set
Y (y0, y) consists of a single element. However, the latter holds for every y in Y (Gy0) if and
only if y0 is an initial object in Y (Gy0). �

2.2. Absolute values. Let X be again a category. For a given object x denote by |x| an
object in LIO(X) such that x is an object in X(|x|) and for any other object x1 in LIO(X)
such that x is an object in X(x1) we have |x| 4 x1. In other words, |x| is the absolute
minimum of such x1 ∈ LIO(X) for which there exists a morphism x1 → x:

x x1oo

��✤
✤
✤

|x|

__❄❄❄❄❄❄❄❄

The object |x| (if it exists) is unique up to an isomorphism. We will call |x| the absolute
value of x.

The following example motivates the terminology used:
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Example 2.7. Consider the category C where the objects are complex numbers and

C(a, b) =





{1a, ea} if a = b and a /∈ R+,
{fa,b} if a ∈ R+ and |b| 6 a,
∅ otherwise.

Define

fb,cfa,b = fa,c, 1
2
c = 1c, e

2
c = 1cec = ec1c = ec, ecfb,c = 1cfb,c = fb,c

for all c ∈ C, a, b ∈ R+, |c| 6 b 6 a. Then LIO(C) = R+ and for every c ∈ C the object
|c| ∈ R+ coincides with the absolute value of c in the usual sense.

Remarks 2.8.

(1) The arrow |x| → x is just the terminal object in the comma category (LIO(X) ↓ x);
(2) For every x ∈ LIO(X) we have x = |x|.

Example 2.9. Let f : a→ b be a morphism in an abelian category A and let X := (a ↓ A).
Then |f | = coim f := coker(ker f).

Now return to the situation when we have a functor G : Y → X for some categories X
and Y .

Given an object y in Y , denote |y| := |Gy|. If we need to stress that the absolute value of
y is an object in the category X , we will write |y|X.

For objects y1, y2 in Y we write y1 4 y2 and say that y1 is coarser than y2 and y2 is finer
than y1 if |y1| 4 |y2|. If y1 4 y2 and y2 4 y1, then we say that y1 and y2 are (support)
equivalent.

Now we prove some simple criteria that can be used to check whether y1 < y2 for given
objects y1 and y2.

Proposition 2.10. Let G : Y → X be a functor for some categories X and Y and let y1
and y2 be some objects in Y such that there exist |y1| and |y2|. Then y1 < y2 holds if and
only if there exists an arrow |y1| → Gy2 in X.

Proof. If y1 < y2, then there exists an arrow |y1| → |y2|. Composing this arrow with
|y2| → Gy2, we get the desired arrow |y1| → Gy2.

Conversely, suppose there exists an arrow |y1| → Gy2 in X . By the definition of |y1|, this
arrow must factor through |y2|, which yields an arrow |y1| → |y2|. Hence y1 < y2 �

Corollary 2.11. Let G : Y → X be a functor for some categories X and Y . Suppose there
is an arrow y1 → y2 in Y such that there exist |y1| and |y2|. Then y1 < y2.

Proof. We consider the composition of |y1| → Gy1 and Gy1 → Gy2 and apply Proposi-
tion 2.10. �

Remark 2.12. Using the notion of an absolute value, we see that if absolute values of all
objects in X exist, then, given x0 ∈ LIO(X), the category Y (x0) consists of all objects y in
Y such that |y| 4 x0.

Proposition 2.13. Let G : Y → X be a functor for some categories X and Y . Suppose that
in X there exist absolute values of all objects. Let y0 be the initial object in Y (x0) for some
x0 ∈ LIO(X). Then x0 = |y0| if and only if x0 = |y| for some object y in Y .

Proof. Suppose x0 = |y| for some object y in Y . Then there exists an arrow x0 → Gy in
X and the object y belongs to Y (x0). Hence there is an arrow y0 → y in Y . Note that by
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the definition of the absolute value, the arrow x0 → Gy0 factors through |y0|. We get the
following diagram:

x0

��

//❴❴❴

!!❈
❈❈

❈❈
❈❈

❈
|y0|

��
Gy Gy0oo

In particular, |y0| 4 x0. On the other hand, as the arrow x0 → Gy factors through |y0| and
|y| = x0, we have |y0| < x0. Therefore, |y0| and x0 are isomorphic, since both belong to
LIO(X). As a consequence, x0 is the absolute value of y0 too. (Recall that the absolute value
is defined up to an isomorphism.)

The converse is trivial. �

If for an object y in Y there exists an initial object yuniv in Y (|y|), then we call yuniv the
universal object of y. Note that, by Proposition 2.13, we have |yuniv| = |y|, so yuniv is indeed
universal among all objects y1 in Y equivalent to y, i.e. for every y1 with |y1| = |y| there
exists a unique arrow yuniv → y1 in Y .

In Proposition 2.6 we considered the particular case when it was possible to lift some
arrows from Y to X in a unique way. If, in addition, one is able to find preimages in X
of absolute values of objects in Y , then the corresponding universal objects exist and this
particular case of the Lifting Problem has a solution:

Proposition 2.14. Let G : Y → X be a functor and let y0, y1 be objects in Y such that
Gy0 = |y1| and for every object y in Y (|y1|) the map Y (y0, y) → X(Gy0, Gy), defined by G,
is a bijection. Then y0 is an initial object in Y (|y1|).

Proof. Apply Proposition 2.6 for x0 = |y1|. �

2.3. Group gradings. While the main examples will follow in the next sections, we provide
here an example to justify the terminology introduced.

Let A be a (neither necessarily unital, nor necessarily associative) algebra over a field k.
Let Y be the category where

• the objects are all gradings

A =
⊕

h∈H

A(h) (direct sum of subspaces)

on A by arbitrary groups H where A(g)A(h) ⊆ A(gh) for all g, h ∈ H ;
• the morphisms between group gradings

A =
⊕

h∈H1

A
(h)
1 and A =

⊕

h∈H2

A
(h)
2

are all group homomorphisms ϕ : H1 → H2 such that A
(h)
1 ⊆ A

(
ϕ(h)

)
2 for all h ∈ H1.

Let X be the category where

• the objects are all gradings on A by arbitrary sets T that can be realized as group
gradings, i.e. such decompositions Γ: A =

⊕
t∈T

A(t) that there exists a group grading

A =
⊕
h∈H

A
(h)
0 and an embedding

τ : supp Γ := {t ∈ T | A(t) 6= 0} →֒ H

such that A(t) = A

(
τ(t)

)
0 for all t ∈ suppΓ;



LIFTING OF LOCALLY INITIAL OBJECTS 9

• the morphisms between set gradings

Γ1 : A =
⊕

t∈T1

A
(t)
1 and Γ2 : A =

⊕

t∈T2

A
(t)
2

are all maps ϕ : T1 → T2 such that A
(t)
1 ⊆ A

(
ϕ(t)

)
2 for all t ∈ T1.

Note that if Γ : A =
⊕
t∈T

A(t), then Γ ∈ LIO(X) if and only if T = supp Γ.

Now let G : Y → X be the functor that forgets the group structure on then grading group.
Then for Γ: A =

⊕
h∈H

A(h) we have |Γ| = Γ0 where Γ0 : A =
⊕

g∈suppΓ

A(g). In other words, in

this example |Γ| turns out to be the restriction of the grading Γ on its support supp Γ. The
finer/coarser relation and the equivalence relation introduced in Section 2.2 coincide here
with the usual ones for gradings.

Finally, the left adjoint functor F : X → Y is constructed as follows. Let Γ: A =
⊕
t∈T

A(t).

Denote GΓ := F(T )/N where F(T ) is the free group with the set T of free generators and
N is the normal closure in F(T ) of the words hst−1 where h, s, t ∈ T are all such elements
that 0 6= A(h)A(s) ⊆ A(t). Now let

FΓ: A =
⊕

g∈GΓ

A
(g)
1

where A
(g)
1 = A(t) if g ∈ GΓ is the image of some t ∈ T in GΓ and A

(g)
1 = 0 otherwise.

Given a group grading Γ1, the object F (|Γ1|) is initial in Y (|Γ1|) by Corollary 2.4. The
corresponding group G|Γ1| is called the universal group of the grading Γ1 and it was first
introduced by J. Patera and H. Zassenhaus [24] in 1989.

3. (Co)modules, Ω-magmas, (co)measurings and (co)actions

In order to proceed to the main cases of categories and functors where we solve the Lifting
Problem, we recall definitions that generalize well known notions for the categorical setting.

3.1. Modules over monoids. Let (A, µ, u) be a monoid in a monoidal category C and let
ψ : A ⊗M → M be a morphism for some object M in C. Recall that the pair (M,ψ) is a
(left) A-module if the diagrams below are commutative:

M
∼ //

1⊗M

u⊗ idM
��

M A⊗M
ψ

oo

(A⊗A)⊗M
∼ //

µ⊗ idM
��

A⊗ (A⊗M)

idA⊗ψ

��
A⊗M

ψ

&&▼▼
▼▼▼

▼▼▼
▼▼▼

▼ A⊗M
ψ

xxqqq
qqq

qqq
qqq

M

Examples 3.1.

(1) Let C = Vect
k

for a field k where the monoidal product ⊗ is the usual tensor
product ⊗ and the monoidal unit 1 is just the base field k. Then we recover the
usual definition of a unital module over a unital associative algebra A;

(2) Let C = Sets where the monoidal product ⊗ is just the usual Cartesian product ×
and the monoidal unit 1 is a one element set {∗}. Then we get the usual definition
of a set M with an action of a monoid A.
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3.2. Comodules over comonoids. Dually, let (C,∆, ε) be a comonoid in a monoidal cat-
egory C and let ρ : M → M ⊗ C be a morphism for some object M in C. Recall that the
pair (M, ρ) is a (right) C-comodule if the diagrams below are commutative:

M
ρ // M ⊗ C

idM ⊗ ε
��

M M ⊗ 1

∼oo

M
ρ

xxqqq
qq
qq
qq
qq

ρ

&&▼▼
▼▼

▼▼
▼▼

▼▼
▼

M ⊗ C

idM ⊗∆
��

M ⊗ C

ρ⊗ idC
��

M ⊗ (C ⊗ C) (M ⊗ C)⊗ C
∼oo

Examples 3.2.

(1) If C = Vect
k

for a field k we obtain the usual definition of a (counital) comodule
over a (counital coassociative) coalgebra C;

(2) Recall that in Sets all comonoids C are just sets endowed with the diagonal map
∆: C → C ×C, ∆c = (c, c). Therefore, if C = Sets all C-comodules are just sets M
endowed with maps ρ1 : M → C. Namely, ρ(m) = (m, ρ1(m)) for all m ∈M .

3.3. Ω-magmas. Let Ω be a set together with maps s, t : Ω → Z+.

Definition 3.3. An Ω-magma in a monoidal category C is an object A endowed with mor-
phisms ωA : A

⊗s(ω) → A⊗t(ω) for every ω ∈ Ω. (We will usually drop the subscript A and
denote the map just by ω.) Here we use the convention that A⊗0 := 1, the neutral object in
C.

Remark 3.4. Note that ωA is not required to satisfy any identities.

Examples 3.5.

(1) Every (neither necessarily associative, nor necessarily unital) algebra over a field k

is just an Ω-magma in Vect
k

for Ω = {µ}, s(µ) = 2, t(µ) = 1;
(2) Every unital algebra A over a field k is an example of an Ω-magma in Vect

k

for
Ω = {µ, u}, s(µ) = 2, t(µ) = 1, s(u) = 0, t(u) = 1, where uA : k → A is defined by
uA(α) = α1A for α ∈ k. An ordinary monoid is an example of an Ω-magma in Sets
for the same Ω;

(3) Every coalgebra C over a field k is an example of an Ω-magma in Vect
k

for
Ω = {∆, ε}, s(∆) = 1, t(∆) = 2, s(ε) = 1, t(ε) = 0. In general, Ω-magmas in
Vect

k

are called Ω-algebras over k [4].
(4) An object A endowed with a braiding cA : A ⊗ A → A ⊗ A is an example of an

Ω-magma for Ω = {c}, s(c) = 2, t(c) = 2.

3.4. Measurings. Fix a braided monoidal category C with a braiding c and a neutral ob-
ject 1. Let P be a comonoid in C with a comultiplication ∆: P → P ⊗ P and a counit
ε : P → 1. Consider the monoidal category TensMor(P ) where the objects are morphisms
P ⊗ A → B and morphisms between objects ψ1 : P ⊗ A1 → B1 and ψ2 : P ⊗ A2 → B2 are
pairs of morphisms α : A1 → A2 and β : B1 → B2 making the diagram below commutative:

P ⊗ A1

idP ⊗α

��

ψ1 // B1

β

��
P ⊗ A2

ψ2 // B2

The monoidal product ψ1 ⊗̃ ψ2 : P ⊗ (A1 ⊗ A2) → B1 ⊗ B2 of objects ψ1 : P ⊗ A1 → B1

and ψ2 : P ⊗A2 → B2 in TensMor(P ) is defined as the composition of the morphisms below:
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P ⊗ (A1 ⊗A2)
∆⊗ idA1⊗A2 // (P ⊗ P )⊗ (A1 ⊗A2)

idP ⊗ cP,A1
⊗ idA2// (P ⊗ A1)⊗ (P ⊗ A2)

ψ1⊗ψ2

��
B1 ⊗B2

The monoidal unit of TensMor(P ) is the composition P ⊗ 1 →̃P
ε
−→ 1. The axioms of a

monoidal category for TensMor(P ) are consequences of those for C and the fact that P is a
comonoid.

A measuring of Ω-magmas is an Ω-magma ψ : P ⊗ A → B in the category TensMor(P ).
Note that the structure of an Ω-magma on ψ endows the objects A and B with structures
of Ω-magmas in C and the morphism ψ relates these structures in a special way.

Examples 3.6.

(1) If C = Vect
k

for a field k and Ω is from Examples 3.5, (1) and (2), we recover the
traditional definition of a measuring of (now not necessarily associative) algebras [26,
Chapter VII];

(2) If C = Sets with ⊗ = ×, then a measuring ψ : P⊗A → B is just a map ψ : P×A → B
such that for every fixed p ∈ P the map ψ(p,−) is an ordinary Ω-magma homomor-
phism, i.e. a map compatible with all operations from the set Ω.

For a monoidal category C denote by Mon(C) and Comon(C) the categories of monoids and
comonoids in C, respectively.

Recall that if the category C is braided, thenMon(C) is a monoidal category too. Objects of
the category Comon(Mon(C)) (which is isomorphic to Mon(Comon(C))) are called bimonoids
in C.

If P is a bimonoid, then the category PMod of left P -modules is a subcategory of
TensMor(P ) that inherits from TensMor(P ) the monoidal structure. An Ω-magma in PMod

is called a P -module Ω-magma and the corresponding morphism ψ : P ⊗ A → A is called a
P -action on A.

Examples 3.7.

(1) In the case C = Vect
k

for a field k and Ω is from Examples 3.5, (1) and (2), we recover
the traditional definition of a (now not necessarily associative) module algebra over
a bialgebra;

(2) Recall that, since comonoids in Sets are trivial, all bimonoids in Sets are just
monoids. Hence if C = Sets, then an action ψ : P ⊗ A → A is just such an ac-
tion of P on A by Ω-magma homomorphisms.

3.5. Comeasurings. Dually, letQ be a monoid in C with a multiplication µ : Q⊗Q → Q and
a unit u : 1 → Q. Consider the monoidal category MorTens(Q) where the objects are mor-
phisms A→ B⊗Q and morphisms between objects ρ1 : A1 → B1⊗Q and ρ2 : A2 → B2⊗Q
are pairs of morphisms α : A1 → A2 and β : B1 → B2 making the diagram below commuta-
tive:

A1

α

��

ρ1 // B1 ⊗Q

β⊗ idQ
��

A2
ρ2 // B2 ⊗Q

The monoidal product ρ1 ⊗̃ ρ2 : A1 ⊗ A2 → (B1 ⊗ B2) ⊗ Q of objects ρ1 : A1 → B1 ⊗ Q
and ρ2 : A2 → B2 ⊗Q in MorTens(Q) is defined as the composition of the morphisms below:
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A1 ⊗ A2
ρ1⊗ρ2 // (B1 ⊗Q)⊗ (B2 ⊗Q)

idB1
⊗ cQ,B2

⊗ idQ
// (B1 ⊗B2)⊗ (Q⊗Q)

idA1⊗A2
⊗µ

��
(B1 ⊗ B2)⊗Q

The monoidal unit of MorTens(Q) is the composition 1

u
−→ Q →̃1 ⊗ Q. The axioms of a

monoidal category for MorTens(Q) are consequences of those for C and the fact that Q is a
monoid.

A comeasuring of Ω-magmas is an Ω-magma ρ : A→ B ⊗Q in the category MorTens(Q).
Note that the structure of an Ω-magma on ρ endows the objects A and B with structures
of Ω-magmas in C and the morphism ρ relates these structures in a special way.

Example 3.8. If C = Sets, then a comeasuring ρ : A → B ⊗ Q is just a pair of maps
ρ0 : A → B and ρ1 : A → Q such that ρ(a) = (ρ0(a), ρ1(a)) for all a ∈ A, the map ρ0 is an
Ω-magma homomorphism and ρ1 defines on A a Q-grading: A =

⊔
q∈Q

A(q) where ρ0(a) = q

for a ∈ A(q) and q ∈ Q and all the operations from Ω are compatible with this grading. If Ω
is the one from Examples 3.5 (2), and A and B are ordinary monoids, then a comeasuring
ρ : A→ B ×Q is just a monoid homomorphism.

If Q is a bimonoid, then the category ComodQ of right Q-comodules is a subcategory of
MorTens(Q) that inherits fromMorTens(Q) the monoidal structure. An Ω-magma in ComodQ

is called a Q-comodule Ω-magma and the corresponding morphism ρ : A → A⊗ Q is called
a Q-coaction on A.

Examples 3.9.

(1) In the case C = Vect
k

for a field k and Ω is from Examples 3.5, (1) and (2), we recover
the traditional definition of a (now not necessarily associative) comodule algebra over
a bialgebra;

(2) If C = Sets, then a coaction ρ : A → A × Q is just a map a 7→ (a, ρ1(a)) where ρ1
defines a Q-grading on A. In particular, when Ω is from Examples 3.5 (2) and A is
an ordinary monoid, then ρ1 : A→ Q is just a monoid homomorphism.

3.6. Hopf monoids. Recall that if (A, µA, uA) is a monoid and (C,∆C , εC) is a comonoid in
a monoidal category C, then the set C(C,A) of all morphisms C → A in C admits a structure
of an ordinary monoid: the multiplication is defined by

ϕ ∗ ψ := µA(ϕ⊗ ψ)∆C for all ϕ, ψ ∈ C(C,A)

and uAεC is the identity element. The monoid C(C,A) is called the convolution monoid.
A bimonoid H in a braided monoidal category C is called a Hopf monoid if idH ∈ C(H,H)

admits an inverse S : H → H , which is called the antipode. We denote the category of Hopf
monoids in C by Hopf(C).

Examples 3.10.

(1) Hopf monoids in Vect
k

, where k is a field, are exactly Hopf algebras over k;
(2) Hopf monoids in Sets are exactly groups.

Denote by cX,Y : X ⊗ Y →̃ Y ⊗X the braiding in C.
For a monoid (A, µA, uA) denote by A(opn), where n ∈ Z, the monoid (A, µA(cA,A)

n, uA).
Analogously, for a comonoid (C,∆C, εC) denote by C(copn), where n ∈ Z, the comonoid
(C, (cC,C)

n∆C , εC).
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If B is a bimonoid in C, then Bopn,cop−n

is a bimonoid too. (By the induction argument,
it is sufficient to check this only for n = ±1.)

Standard convolution techniques (see e.g. [14, Section 4.2] or [25, Lemma 35, Proposition
36]) combined with a diagram chasing shows that S : H → Hop is a monoid homomorphism
and S : Hcop → H is a comonoid homomorphism. Moreover, every bimonoid homomorphism
of Hopf monoids commutes with (or preserves) the antipode. Finally, Hopn,cop−n is a Hopf
monoid with the same antipode S for every n ∈ Z.

4. Existence theorems for supports and universal coacting bi- and Hopf
monoids

The aim of the next sections is to identify the sufficient conditions on the base category C
to ensure the existence of supports and the universal coacting bi- and Hopf monoids.

4.1. Monomorphisms and epimorphisms. In order to formulate the conditions, we first
need to recall some definitions and results related to monomorphisms and epimorphisms.
The details can be found e.g. in [2].

A monomorphism i : A֌ B is called

• regular if i is an equalizer of some morphisms f1, f2 : B → C;
• strong if for every commutative square

P
π // //

f

��

Q

g

��

t

~~⑦
⑦
⑦
⑦

A // i // B

(4.1)

where π is an epimorphism, there exists a diagonal fill-in, i.e. a morphism t : Q→ A
such that it = g and tπ = f (obviously, such t is unique);

• extremal if for every factorization i = fπ, where π is an epimorphism, π is in fact an
isomorphism.

Regular, strong and extremal epimorphisms are introduced in the dual way.
Every regular monomorphism is strong, every strong monomorphism is extremal. The

identity isomorphism is regular, a composition of two strong monomorphisms is again strong,
a limit (=intersection) of strong subobjects is again a strong subobject (see also Remark 4.1
below). If in a pullback

P
t //

��
h

��

A
��
f

��
C

g // B

f is a strong monomorphism, then h is a strong monomorphism too.
A category is called (Epi, ExtrMono)-structured if for every morphism f there exists an

epimorphism π and an extremal monomorphism i such that f = iπ and every commutative
square (4.1), where i is an extremal monomorphism and π is an epimorphism, has a diagonal
fill-in. In (Epi, ExtrMono)-structured categories all extremal monomorphisms are strong.
(ExtrEpi, Mono)-structured categories are introduced in the dual way.

A category C is wellpowered if for every object M in C the set of equivalence classes of
monomorphisms toM is a small set. Dually, a category C is cowellpowered if for every object
M in C the set of equivalence classes of epimorphisms from M is a small set.
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4.2. Conditions on the base category. In this section we list conditions on the base
category that make the constructions of Section 4 possible. Namely, C will be a monoidal
category satisfying some of the following properties:

(1) there exist all small limits in C;
(2) there exist finite and countable colimits in C;
(3) C is (Epi, ExtrMono)-structured;
(4) C is wellpowered;
(4*) C is cowellpowered;
(5) for every monomorphism f and every object M both f ⊗ idM and idM ⊗f are

monomorphisms too;
(5a) for every extremal monomorphism f the morphism f ⊗ f is an extremal monomor-

phism too;
(5*) for every epimorphism f and every object M both f ⊗ idM and idM ⊗f are epimor-

phisms too;
(6) for every objectM the functorM⊗(−) preserves limits (= intersections) of extremal

subobjects in C (see Remark 4.1 below);
(7) for every object M the functor M ⊗ (−) preserves preimages, i.e. for every pullback

P
t //

��
h

��

A
��
f

��
C

g // B

where f is an arbitrary monomorphism and g is an arbitrary morphism having the
same codomain B (recall that in this case h is automatically a monomorphism too)
the diagram below is a pullback too:

M ⊗ P
idM ⊗ t//

idM ⊗h
��

M ⊗A

idM ⊗ f

��
M ⊗ C

idM ⊗ g// M ⊗B

(8) for any nonempty small set Λ and any objects M and Aα, α ∈ Λ, the morphism

M ⊗
∏
α∈Λ

Aα
(idM⊗πα)α∈Λ //

∏
α∈Λ

(M ⊗Aα),

where πα is the projection from
∏
α∈Λ

Aα to Aα, α ∈ Λ, is a monomorphism;

(9) for every object M the functor M ⊗ (−) preserves all equalizers;
(10) the forgetful functor Mon(C) → C has a left adjoint F : C → Mon(C).

Remark 4.1. Properties 1 and 4 imply that there exist limits of any families of subobjects,
i.e. if ϕα : Aα ֌ B are monomorphisms for some set Λ and objects B, Aα, where α ∈ Λ,
then there exists limT where T : Λ ∪ {0} → C, Λ ∪ {0} is the category with the class of
objects Λ∪{0} and either only the arrows α→ 0 or, in addition, some of arrows α→ β such
that ϕβ = ϕαβϕα for some morphism ϕαβ : Aα → Aβ (the resulting limT will not depend
on whether we include α → β or not) and the functor T is defined as follows: Tα = Aα,
T0 = B, T (α→ 0) = ϕα, T (α→ β) = ϕαβ for all α, β ∈ Λ.

Proposition 4.2. (1) Property 3 follows from Properties 1 and 4;
(2) Property 9 follows from Properties 1, 7 and 8.
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Proof. 1) By [2, Proposition 12.5] any wellpowered small complete category is strongly com-
plete. Now [2, Corollary 14.21] implies that such a category is both (Epi, ExtrMono)- and
(ExtrEpi, Mono)-structured, as desired.

2) Recall that an equalizer h of morphisms f, g : A→ B can be calculated via the pullback

P // h //
��

h

��

A
��
(idA,f)

��
A //

(idA,g)// A×B

Property 7 implies that

M ⊗ P
idM ⊗h //

idM ⊗h

��

M ⊗ A

idM ⊗ (idA,f)
��

M ⊗A
idM ⊗ (idA,g) // M ⊗ (A×B)

is a pullback.
Note that

(idM ⊗ πA)(idM ⊗ (idA, f)) = idM ⊗ idA,

(idM ⊗ πB)(idM ⊗ (idA, f)) = idM ⊗ f,

(idM ⊗ πA)(idM ⊗ (idA, g)) = idM ⊗ idA

and
(idM ⊗ πB)(idM ⊗ (idA, g)) = idM ⊗ g.

Hence for every pair of morphisms α, β : Q→M ⊗A the equality

(idM ⊗ (idA, f))α = (idM ⊗ (idA, g))β

holds if and only if
(idM ⊗ f)α = (idM ⊗ g)α and α = β.

The “if” part is a consequence of the fact that

(idM ⊗ πA, idM ⊗ πB) : M ⊗ (A×B) ֌ (M ⊗ A)× (M ⊗B)

is a monomorphism by Property 8.
Therefore, idM ⊗ h is indeed an equalizer of idM ⊗ f and idM ⊗ g. �

Example 4.3. The basic examples of a category C satisfying Properties 1–10, 4*, 5* and
5a we keep in mind are Sets (with the Cartesian monoidal product), Setsop (with the same
monoidal product as in Sets, which becomes the co-Cartesian monoidal product with respect
to Setsop), Vect

k

and Vectop
k

for a field k. In all these examples all monomorphisms and
epimorphisms are extremal. Property 10 is equivalent to the existence of the free monoid of a
set for Sets, the free (or tensor) algebra of a vector space for Vect

k

and the cofree coalgebra
of a vector space for Vectop

k

. Property 10 holds trivially in Setsop, since all comonoids
in Sets are just sets endowed with diagonal maps. More examples of categories satisfying
Properties 1–10, 4*, 5* and 5a will be provided in Section 5.2.

The proof of Proposition 4.4 below is straightforward since if C satisfies Property 3, then
every extremal monomorphism is strong:

Proposition 4.4. Suppose a monoidal category C satisfies Properties 3 and 5*. Let
f : M → N be a monoid homomorphism for monoids M and N in C and let f = iπ for
an epimorphism π : M ։ L, an extremal monomorphism i : L ֌ N and an object L in C.
Then L admits a unique monoid structure making π and i monoid homomorphisms.
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4.3. Limits and colimits in Mon(C) and reflectivity of Hopf(C) in Bimon(C). Let
T : J → Mon(C) be a functor where J is a category and C is a monoidal category. Sup-
pose that M := limUT is the limit of UT in C where U : Mon(C) → C is the forgetful
functor. Then the unique morphisms µM and uM making the diagrams below commutative
for every object j of J (ϕj is the limiting cone) turn M into a monoid and, therefore, into
the limit of T in Mon(C):

M ⊗M

µM

��✤
✤
✤

ϕj⊗ϕj // Tj ⊗ Tj

µTj

��
M

ϕj // Tj

1

uM

��⑦
⑦
⑦
⑦

uTj

  ❅
❅❅

❅❅
❅❅

❅

M
ϕj // Tj

In other words, the forgetful functor U creates limits.
Now consider colimits in Mon(C):

Theorem 4.5. Let C be a braided monoidal category satisfying Properties 1, 3, 4*, 5*, 10
of Section 4.2. Let T : J → Mon(C) be a functor where J is a category. Suppose there
exists N := colimUT and ϕj is the corresponding colimiting cocone. (The colimit is taken
in C.) Then there exists a monoid homomorphism π : FN ։ P , which is, in addition, an
epimorphism in C, such that the composition

Tj
ϕj // N

ηN // FN
π // // P

is a colimiting cocone of T in Mon(C). (Here η is the unit of the adjunction F ⊣ U .)

Proof. Consider the class (ψα)α∈Λ of all monoid homomorphisms ψα : FN → Pα that are
epimorphisms in C such that the composition ψαηNϕj is a monoid homomorphism for every
j. By Property 4* we may assume that the set Λ is small. Introduce on Λ a partial ordering
by α 4 β if ψα = ψβαψβ for some morphism ψβα. Note that since ψβ is an epimorphism,
every such morphism ψβα is unique and by Property 5* is a monoid homomorphism too.
Denote by P0 the limit of Pα in C and by i and π, respectively, the extremal monomorphism
and the epimorphism from the (Epi, ExtrMono)-factorization of the comparison morphism
between ψα and the limiting cone:

Tj
ϕj // N

ηN // FN
ψα // //

π
����

Pα

P // i // P0

OO

By the remarks made before the theorem, P0 is a limit in Mon(C) too. By Proposition 4.4
the object P0 bears a unique structure of a monoid and π and i are monoid homomorphisms.
In addition, from the diagrams below it follows that πηNϕj is a monoid homomorphism for
every j:

Tj ⊗ Tj

��

ηNϕj⊗ηNϕj // FN ⊗ FN

��

π⊗π // // P ⊗ P

��

i⊗i // P0 ⊗ P0

��

// Pα ⊗ Pα

��
Tj

ηNϕj // FN
π // // P // i // P0

// Pα

Tj
ηNϕj // FN

π // // P // i // P0
// Pα

1

gg❖❖❖❖❖❖❖❖❖❖❖❖❖❖

OO <<③③③③③③③③③

66♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠

44❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤
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In other words, P belongs to the set {Pα | α ∈ Λ} and corresponds to the global maximum
of Λ. Hence P is the limit of Pα in C and i is in fact an isomorphism.

Suppose now τj : Tj → Q is a cocone in Mon(C). Then there exists a unique monoid
homomorphism τ : FN → Q making the left triangle of the diagram below commutative:

Tj
ϕj //

τj

  ❅
❅❅

❅❅
❅❅

❅
N

ηN // FN
π // //

τ
}}⑤⑤
⑤⑤
⑤⑤
⑤⑤
⑤

π0
����

P

s~~⑤⑤
⑤⑤
⑤⑤
⑤⑤

Q Q0
oo

i0

oo

Considering the corresponding (Epi, ExtrMono)-factorization τ = i0π0 and the comparison
morphism s, we obtain that P is indeed the colimit of T in Mon(C). The uniqueness of i0s
follows from the fact that π is an epimorphism. �

Now we prove the following theorem inspired by [12, 25, 27]:

Theorem 4.6. Let C be a braided monoidal category satisfying Properties 1–3, 4*, 5*, 10 of
Section 4.2. Then the forgetful functor Hopf(C) → Bimon(C) admits a left adjoint functor
Hl : Hopf(C) → Bimon(C).

Proof. For a given bimonoid B consider the coproduct B̃ =
∞∐
n=0

Bop−n,copn in Mon(C), which

exists by Property 2 and Theorem 4.5. Note that being a coproduct, the monoid B̃ bears a
natural structure of a comonoid making B̃ the coproduct of Bop−n,copn in Bimon(C).

We regard (−)op,cop
−1

as an endofunctor on Bimon(C) that twists both the multiplication
and the comultiplication and changes neither morphisms nor objects. Being an automor-
phism of the category Bimon(C), the functor (−)op,cop

−1
preserves all limits and colimits.

Hence for any bimonoids Bα we may identify
∐
α

(Bα)
op,cop−1

with

(∐
α

Bα

)op,cop−1

. Define

the morphism S on B̃ as the unique bimonoid homomorphism making the diagram below
commutative:

∞∐
n=0

Bop−n,copn S //❴❴❴

(
∞∐
n=0

Bop−n,copn
)op,cop−1

Bop−n,copn

in

OO

(
Bop−n−1,copn+1

)op,cop−1

(in+1)
op,cop−1

OO

Here in are the morphisms Bop−n,copn → B̃ from the universal property of the coproduct.
By the definition, S is a bimonoid homomorphism B̃ → B̃op,cop−1

.
If H is bimonoid endowed with a bimonoid homomorphism SH : H → Hop,cop−1

and
ϕ0 : B → H is an arbitary bimonoid homomorphism, then the diagram below shows that
there exists a unique bimonoid homomorphism ϕ : B̃ → H such that ϕS = SHϕ and
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ϕ0 = ϕi0:

Hop−n,copn
(SH )n

// H

(
∞∐
n=0

Bop−n,copn
)op−n,copn

Sn //

ϕop−n,copn

OO

∞∐
n=0

Bop−n,copn

ϕ

OO✤
✤

✤

Bop−n,copn

(i0)op
−n,copn

OO

(ϕ0)
op−n,copn

55

Bop−n,copn

in

OO

Consider the coequalizer γ : B̃ → E in C of morphisms S ∗ idB̃, idB̃ ∗S and uε where u

and ε are, respectively, the unit and the counit of B̃. (The coequalizer exists by Property 2.)
Like in the proof of Theorem 4.5, consider the free monoid FE on E and the class (ψα)α∈Λ
of all monoid homomorphisms ψα : FE → Pα that are epimorphisms in C such that the
composition ψαηNγ is a monoid homomorphism for every j. By Property 4* we may assume
that the set Λ is small. Introduce on Λ a partial ordering by α 4 β if ψα = ψβαψβ for some
morphism ψβα. Note that since ψβ is an epimorphism, every such morphism ψβα is unique
and by Property 5* is a monoid homomorphism too. Denote by P0 the limit of Pα in C and
by i and π, respectively, the extremal monomorphism and the epimorphism from the (Epi,
ExtrMono)-factorization of the comparison morphism between ψα and the limiting cone:

B̃ ////
//
B̃

γ // E
ηE // FE

ψα // //

π
����

Pα

P // i // P0

OO

The same argument as in Theorem 4.5 shows that θ := πηEγ is the coequalizer of S ∗ idB̃,

idB̃ ∗S and uε among monoid homomomorphisms from B̃. Considering the (Epi, ExtrMono)-
factorization of θ and applying Proposition 4.4, we get that θ is an epimorphism in C.

Diagram chasing dual to that in the proof of Porst’s Crucial Lemma [25, Lemma 38] shows
that

(θ ⊗ θ)∆(S ∗ idB̃) = (θ ⊗ θ)∆(idB̃ ∗S) = (θ ⊗ θ)∆uε,

ε(S ∗ idB̃) = ε(idB̃ ∗S) = εuε

(here ∆ is the comultiplication in B̃) and therefore there exist unique monoid homomor-
phisms εP : P → 1 and ∆P : P → P ⊗ P making the diagrams below commutative and
turning P into a bimonoid:

B̃ // //
//
B̃

θ // //

∆
��

P

∆P
��✤
✤
✤

B̃ ⊗ B̃
θ⊗θ // // P ⊗ P

B̃ // //
//
B̃

θ // //

ε
��❄

❄❄
❄❄

❄❄
❄ P

εP

��✤
✤
✤

1

Moreover, there exists a unique bimonoid homomorphism SP : P → P op,cop−1
such that

SP θ = θS:

B̃ // //
//

S
��

B̃
θ // //

S
��

P

SP
��✤
✤
✤

Bop,cop−1

// //
//
Bop,cop−1 θop,cop

−1

// P op,cop−1

Since θ is an epimorphism, P is a Hopf monoid. The universal property of P implies that
for every Hopf monoid H and every bimonoid homomorphism ϕ0 : B → H there exists a
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unique Hopf monoid homomorphism ψ : P → H such that ϕ0 = ψθi0, i.e. we can take
HlB := P . �

Remark 4.7. In Proposition 4.4 and Theorems 4.5 and 4.6 instead of Property 5* it is
sufficient to require just that for every epimorphism ϕ in C the morphisms ϕ ⊗ ϕ and
ϕ⊗ ϕ⊗ ϕ are epimorphisms too.

Example 4.8. In the case C = Sets the left adjoint functor Hl assigns to each monoid M
its Grothendieck group, i.e. the group with the same generators and relations as in M .

4.4. Supports of morphisms A → B ⊗Q. Now we are ready to define supports of mor-
phisms and prove their existence.

Let C be a monoidal category. For given objects A,B in C denote by MorTens(A,B) the
comma category (A ↓ B ⊗ (−)), i.e. the category where

• the objects are morphisms ρ : A→ B ⊗Q for some objects Q;
• the morphisms between ρ1 : A → B ⊗ Q1 and ρ2 : A → B ⊗ Q2 are morphisms
τ : Q1 → Q2 making the diagram below commutative:

A
ρ1 //

ρ2 ##●
●●

●●
●●

●●
B ⊗Q1

idB ⊗ τ

��
B ⊗Q2

Definition 4.9. We say that a morphism ρ : A → B ⊗ Q is a tensor epimorphism if
ρ ∈ LIO(MorTens(A,B)), i.e. if for every f, g : Q→ R, such that

(idB ⊗ f)ρ = (idB ⊗ g)ρ,

we have f = g.

If there exists |ρ| : A→ B⊗ Q̃ for some ρ, then we call the object supp ρ := Q̃ the support
of ρ. From the definition of the absolute value it follows that supp ρ is defined up to an
isomorphism compatible with |ρ|.

Examples 4.10.

(1) Let Γ: A =
⊕
g∈G

A(g) be a grading on an algebra A over a field k by a group G. Then

A is a kG-comodule algebra, where kG is the group Hopf algebra and the comodule
structure ρ : A → A ⊗ kG is defined by ρ(a) := a ⊗ g for all a ∈ A(g) and g ∈ G.
Let C = Vect

k

. Then supp ρ = 〈supp Γ〉
k

, which justifies using the name support for
supp ρ;

(2) Let ρ : A → B ⊗ Q be a linear map where A,B,Q are vector spaces over a field
k. Choose a basis (aα)α in A and a basis (bβ)β in B. Define qβα ∈ Q by
ρ(aα) =

∑
β bβ ⊗ qβα. Applying the elements of the dual vector space B∗ to the left

component of B ⊗Q, we see that the k-linear span Q0 of all qβα is the minimal sub-
space Q0 ⊆ Q such that ρ(A) ⊆ B⊗Q0. Hence ρ is a tensor epimorphism if and only
if Q = Q0. Denote by ρ0 : A→ B⊗Q0 the corestriction of ρ to B⊗Q0. Suppose now
that ρ = (idB ⊗τ)ρ′ for some vector space Q′, tensor epimorphism ρ′ : A → B ⊗ Q′

and a linear map τ : Q′ → Q. Define q′βα ∈ Q′ by ρ′(aα) =
∑

β bβ ⊗ q′βα. Then

τ(q′βα) = qβα for all α and β. Thus ρ0 = (idB ⊗τ)ρ′ and ρ0 4 ρ′. Therefore, |ρ| = ρ0
and supp ρ = Q0;

(3) In the case C = Sets, supp ρ is the projection of the image of ρ on the second
component of B×Q and |ρ| : A→ B⊗(supp ρ) is the corestriction of ρ to B⊗(supp ρ).

Proposition 4.11 establishes a link between tensor epimorphisms and ordinary epimor-
phisms.
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Proposition 4.11. Let ρ1 : A→ B⊗Q1 be a tensor epimorphism in a monoidal category C.
Then a morphism τ : Q1 → Q2 is an epimorphism if and only if ρ2 = (idB ⊗ τ)ρ1 is a tensor
epimorphism.

Proof. Suppose first that ρ2 is a tensor epimorphism. Let f, g : Q2 → Q3 be morphisms such
that fτ = gτ . Then

(idB ⊗f)ρ2 = (idB ⊗ fτ)ρ1 = (idB ⊗ gτ)ρ1 = (idB ⊗g)ρ2

and f = g:

A
ρ1 //

ρ2
##●

●●
●●

●●
●●

B ⊗Q1

idB⊗τ

��
B ⊗Q2

idB⊗g
//

idB⊗f //
B ⊗Q3

Suppose now that τ is an epimorphism. Let f, g : Q2 → Q3 be morphisms such that
(idB ⊗f)ρ2 = (idB ⊗g)ρ2. Then

(idB ⊗ fτ)ρ1 = (idB ⊗f)ρ2 = (idB ⊗g)ρ2 = (idB ⊗ gτ)ρ1.

Since ρ1 is a tensor epimorphism, we have fτ = gτ and f = g. �

Theorem 4.12. Let C be a monoidal category satisfying Properties 1, 4–6 and 9. Then
for every objects A,B in C there exist absolute values of all objects in the category
MorTens(A,B). As a consequence, there exist supports for all morphisms ρ : A → B ⊗ Q
in C.

In order to prove Theorem 4.12, consider the following construction.
Let ρ : A → B ⊗ Q be a morphism for some objects A,B,Q in C. Consider the cate-

gory Q(ρ) where:

• the objects are pairs (ρ1, i1) where ρ1 : A → B ⊗Q1 is a morphism and i1 : Q1 ֌ Q
is an extremal monomorphism making the diagram below commutative:

A
ρ1 //

ρ ##●
●●

●●
●●

●●
B ⊗Q1

idB ⊗ i1
��

B ⊗Q

(4.2)

• the morphisms between

ρ1 : A→ B ⊗Q1, i1 : Q1 ֌ Q

and

ρ2 : A→ B ⊗Q2, i2 : Q2 ֌ Q

are morphisms τ : Q1 → Q2 making the diagrams below commutative:

A
ρ1 //

ρ2 ##●
●●

●●
●●

●●
B ⊗Q1

idB ⊗ τ

��
B ⊗Q2

Q1
// i1 //

τ

��

Q

Q2

>> i2

>>⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥

Consider the functor T : Q(ρ) → C that maps a pair (A → B ⊗ Q1, Q1 ֌ Q) to Q1.
Define a candidate supp0 ρ for the support of ρ by supp0 ρ := limT . The latter exists by
Properties 1 and 4.
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Remark 4.13. Note that i0 : supp0 ρ ֌ Q is an extremal monomorphism, since supp0 ρ is a
limit (=intersection) of extremal subobjects of Q. (Recall that by Property 3, which follows
from Properties 1 and 4, all extremal monomorphisms are strong.)

By Property 6, if supp0 ρ→ Q1 is the limiting cone for T , then B⊗ (supp0 ρ) → B⊗Q1 is
the limiting cone for B ⊗ T (−). However, A→ B ⊗Q1 is a cone over B ⊗ T (−) too. Hence
there exists a unique morphism |ρ|0 : A→ B⊗ supp0 ρ between the cones. In particular, the
diagram below is commutative:

A
|ρ|0 //

ρ1

##❋
❋❋

❋❋
❋❋

❋❋

ρ

((

B ⊗ supp0 ρ

ww♣♣♣
♣♣♣

♣♣♣
♣♣

idB ⊗i0

ss

B ⊗Q1

idB ⊗i1
��

B ⊗Q

We claim that supp0 ρ = supp ρ and |ρ| = |ρ|0.

Remark 4.14. Note that i : supp0 ρ֌ Q is the global minimum in the preorder of extremal
subobjects i1 : Q1 ֌ Q corresponding to objects in Q(ρ).

Proposition 4.15. Suppose a monoidal category C satisfies Properties 1, 4, 6 and 9. Then
for every ρ : A→ B ⊗Q the morphism |ρ|0 is a tensor epimorphism.

Proof. Let f, g : supp0 ρ→ R be such morphisms that

(idB ⊗ f)|ρ|0 = (idB ⊗ g)|ρ|0. (4.3)

We claim that f = g.
Let h : P → supp0 ρ be an equalizer of f and g. Then by Property 9 the morphism idB⊗h

is an equalizer of idB ⊗ f and idB ⊗ g. Hence (4.3) implies that there exists a morphism
q : A→ B ⊗ P making the diagram below commutative:

B ⊗Q

A
|ρ|0 //

q

((◗
◗◗◗◗◗◗◗◗

ρ
66♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠

B ⊗ (supp0 ρ)
idB⊗f //

idB⊗g
//

idB ⊗i0

OO

B ⊗R

B ⊗ P

idB⊗h

OO

Recall that every equalizer, in particular h, is an extremal monomorphism. By Remark 4.13,
supp0 ρ is an extremal subobject of Q, whence P is an extremal subobject of Q. Moreover, ρ
factors through q. Since supp0 ρ is the corresponding limit, supp0 ρ is an extremal subobject
of P . At the same time, P is an extremal subobject of supp0 ρ via h. Hence h is an
isomorphism and f = g. �

Now Theorem 4.12 follows from Lemma 4.16 below:

Lemma 4.16. Let C be a monoidal category satisfying Properties 1, 4–6 and 9. We have
supp0 ρ = supp ρ and |ρ| = |ρ|0 for every morphism ρ : A→ B ⊗Q.

Proof. By Proposition 4.15, |ρ|0 is a tensor epimorphism, i.e. |ρ|0 ∈ LIO(MorTens(A,B)).
Hence it is sufficient to show that if ρ = (idB ⊗τ)ρ1 for some tensor epimorphism
ρ1 : A→ B ⊗Q1 and a morphism τ : Q1 → Q, then |ρ|0 4 ρ1.
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Let τ = iπ be the (Epi, ExtrMono)-factorization of τ where π : Q1 ։ Q2 is an epimorphism
and i : Q2 ֌ Q is an extremal monomorphism.

Recall that by i0 : supp0 ρ ֌ Q we denote the extremal monomorphism such that
ρ = (idB ⊗i0)|ρ|0.

Consider the following diagram:

B ⊗Q1

idB ⊗π
��

A

ρ1
77♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦

|ρ|0
��

B ⊗Q2
��

idB ⊗i

��
B ⊗ (supp0 ρ) //idB ⊗i0 //

77

idB ⊗h
77♦♦♦♦♦♦

B ⊗Q

By Remark 4.14 there exists an extremal monomorphism h : supp0 ρ ֌ Q2 such that
i0 = ih. By Proposition 4.11, (idB ⊗π)ρ1 is a tensor epimorphism, whence, by the same
proposition, h is an epimorphism. Now the extremality of h implies that h is an isomorphism.
Therefore, |ρ|0 = (idB ⊗h−1π)ρ1 and |ρ|0 4 ρ1. �

We conclude Section 4.4 with two propositions that we will use to calculate supports:

Proposition 4.17. Let C be a monoidal category satisfying Properties 1, 4–6 and 9 and let
ρ : A → B ⊗ Q be a morphism for some objects A,B,Q in C. If i : Q ֌ Q̃ is an extremal
monomorphism, then |(idB ⊗i)ρ| = |ρ| and supp

(
(idB ⊗i)ρ

)
= supp ρ.

Proof. Let ρ̃ := (idB ⊗i)ρ. By Corollary 2.11, we have |ρ̃| 4 |ρ|. In particular, there exists a
morphism τ : supp ρ→ supp ρ̃ such that (idB ⊗τ)|ρ| = |ρ̃|:

A

|ρ|

��

|ρ̃|

((PP
PPP

PPP
PPP

PPP
P

ρ̃

��

ρ

$$

B ⊗ (supp ρ)
��

��

idB ⊗τ
//❴❴❴ B ⊗ (supp ρ̃)

&&

&&▲▲
▲▲

▲▲
▲▲

B ⊗Q //
idB ⊗i

// B ⊗ Q̃

Note that τ is compatible with the extremal monomorphisms supp ρ ֌ Q̃ and
supp ρ̃ ֌ Q̃, since |ρ| is a tensor epimorphism. On the other hand, ρ̃ factors through
B ⊗ (supp ρ). By Remark 4.13 and Lemma 4.16, supp ρ̃ is a subobject of supp ρ. Thus τ is
an isomorphism and we may identify |ρ̃| with |ρ| and supp ρ̃ with supp ρ. �

Proposition 4.18. Let C be a monoidal category satisfying Properties 1, 4–6 and 9. For
every tensor epimorphism ρ : A→ B ⊗Q and every extremal monomorphism i : Q֌ Q̃ we
have |(idB ⊗i)ρ| = ρ and supp

(
(idB ⊗i)ρ

)
= Q.

Proof. By Proposition 4.17 it is sufficient to consider the case i = idQ, Q̃ = Q. However, as
ρ ∈ LIO(MorTens(A,B)), we have |ρ| = ρ. �

4.5. Supports of comodule structures. We first show that under certain conditions on
the base category the support of a comodule structure is always a subcomonoid.

Theorem 4.19. Suppose C is a monoidal category satisfying Properties 1, 4–7, 9 and 5a of
Section 4.2. Let M be a comodule over a comonoid (C,∆, ε) and let ρ : M →M ⊗ C be the
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corresponding morphism. Then in C there exist unique morphisms

∆0 : supp ρ→ supp ρ⊗ supp ρ and ε0 : supp ρ→ 1

making the diagrams below commutative:

supp ρ

∆0

��✤
✤
✤

// // C

∆
��

(supp ρ)⊗ (supp ρ) // // C ⊗ C

(4.4)

supp ρ
ε0 //❴❴❴

��

��

1

C

ε

==④④④④④④④④④④

(4.5)

Moreover, (supp ρ,∆0, ε0) is a comonoid and the diagrams below are commutative too:

M
|ρ|

//

|ρ|

��

M ⊗ supp ρ

|ρ|⊗idsupp ρ
��

M ⊗ supp ρ
idM⊗∆0 // M ⊗ supp ρ⊗ supp ρ

(4.6)

M
|ρ|

// M ⊗ supp ρ

idM⊗ε0
��

M M ⊗ 1

∼oo

(4.7)

In other words,M is a (supp ρ)-comodule and the monomorphism supp ρ֌ C is a comonoid
homomorphism.

Proof. By Property 5 the morphism (supp ρ) ⊗ (supp ρ) → C ⊗ C is a monomorphism,
which implies the uniqueness of ∆0. In addition, from (4.5) above it is clear that the only
way to define ε0 is to restrict ε on supp ρ. Define ε0 in this way, i.e. as the composition of
supp ρ→ C and ε. Now the commutativity of (4.7) follows from the definition of a comodule
applied to the C-comodule M .

Consider the pullback

P

ξ
��

// // C

∆
��

(supp ρ)⊗ (supp ρ) // // C ⊗ C

By Property 5a the monomorphism P ֌ C is extremal.
Tensor the diagram above by M (recall that by Property 7 it will still be a pullback) and

incorporate into a larger one (the outer square is commutative since M is a C-comodule):

M
|ρ|

//

|ρ|

��

ρ1

++❱❱❱❱❱❱❱❱❱❱❱❱❱❱ M ⊗ (supp ρ)
idM⊗τ

tt❥ ❥ ❥ ❥ ❥ ❥ ❥ ❥ ��

��
M ⊗ P

idM⊗ξ
��

// // M ⊗ C

∆
��

M ⊗ (supp ρ)
|ρ|⊗idsupp ρ // M ⊗ ((supp ρ)⊗ (supp ρ)) // // M ⊗ (C ⊗ C)



24 A.L. AGORE, A.S. GORDIENKO, AND J. VERCRUYSSE

By the universal property of a pullback there exists ρ1 : M → M ⊗ P and by the def-
inition of supp ρ there exists τ : supp ρ ֌ P making the diagram above commutative.
Now it is sufficient to define ∆0 := ξτ . The commutativity of (4.6) follows from the fact
that (supp ρ) ⊗ (supp ρ) → C ⊗ C is a monomorphism. The axioms of a comonoid for
(supp ρ,∆0, ε0) are verified analogously:

supp ρ
∆0 //

∆0

��

(supp ρ)⊗ (supp ρ) // //

∆0⊗idsupp ρ

��

C ⊗ C

∆⊗idC

��

(supp ρ)⊗ (supp ρ)
��

��

idsupp ρ⊗∆0 // (supp ρ)⊗ (supp ρ)⊗ (supp ρ)
**

**❯❯❯
❯❯❯❯

❯❯❯❯
❯❯❯❯

❯❯

C ⊗ C
idC⊗∆ // C ⊗ C ⊗ C

supp ρ // //

∆0

��
∼

((

C

∆
��

∼

uu

(supp ρ)⊗ (supp ρ) // //

idsupp ρ⊗ε0
��

C ⊗ C

idsupp ρ⊗ε

��
(supp ρ)⊗ 1

// // C ⊗ 1

�

Now we show that a morphism between comodule structures is always a comonoid homo-
morphism if its domain is a tensor epimorphism:

Proposition 4.20. Let C be a monoidal category and let ρi : M → M⊗Ci define on an object
M structures of Ci-comodules for comonoids (Ci,∆i, εi) for i = 1, 2. Suppose that ρ1 is a
tensor epimorphism and the diagram below is commutative for some morphism τ : C1 → C2:

M
ρ1 //

ρ2
$$❍

❍❍
❍❍

❍❍
❍❍

M ⊗ C1

idM⊗τ
��

M ⊗ C2

Then τ is a comonoid homomorphism.

Proof. Consider the diagrams

M
ρ1 //

ρ1

��

M ⊗ C1

idM⊗∆1

��

idM ⊗τ // M ⊗ C2

idM⊗∆2

��
M ⊗ C1

ρ1⊗idC1 // M ⊗ C1 ⊗ C1
idM⊗τ⊗τ // M ⊗ C2 ⊗ C2

(4.8)

M
ρ1 // M ⊗ C1

idM⊗ε1
��

idM⊗τ// M ⊗ C2

idM⊗ε2xxqqq
qq
qq
qq
q

M M ⊗ 1

∼oo

(4.9)

where the left squares and the outer, respectively, square and pentagon are commutative by
the definition of a comodule. Then use the definition of a tensor epimorphism. �
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Remark 4.21. Suppose that C satisfies Properties 1, 4–7, 9 and 5a of Section 4.2. Theo-
rem 4.19 and Proposition 4.20 imply that in the construction of supp ρ via the limit (see
supp0 ρ in Section 4.4) in the case of a comodule structure ρ : M →M ⊗C over a comonoid
C it is sufficient to consider only comodule structures ρ1 : C → C ⊗ Q1 for comonoids Q1

and comonoid homomorphisms between Q1. (The limit limT is still taken in C.)

Example 4.22. In the case C = Vect
k

, where k is a field, supp ρ corresponds to taking the
intersection of all such subcoalgebras that the map can be factored through them. Therefore
supp ρ coincides with the support defined in [3]. (See also Examples 4.10 (2).)

Now we are ready to interpret Theorem 4.19 and Proposition 4.20 in terms of the Lifting
Problem.

Let C be a monoidal category. For a given object M in C denote by ComodStr(M) the
category where

• the objects are morphisms ρ : M → M ⊗ C defining on M a comodule structure for
some comonoid C;

• the morphisms between ρ1 : M → M ⊗ C1 and ρ2 : M → M ⊗ C2 are comonoid
homomorphisms τ : C1 → C2 making the diagram below commutative:

M
ρ1 //

ρ2 $$❍
❍❍

❍❍
❍❍

❍❍
M ⊗ C1

idB ⊗ τ

��
M ⊗ C2

Denote by G the forgetful functor ComodStr(M) → MorTens(M,M).
Suppose that C satisfies Properties 1, 4–7, 9 and 5a of Section 4.2. Fix a comodule

structure ρ : M →M⊗C over a comonoid C. Theorem 4.19 implies that |ρ| = Gρ0 where ρ0
is an object in ComodStr(M) such that ρ0 = |ρ| as a morphism in C. By Proposition 4.20,
the morphism ρ satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 2.14 and, therefore, ρ0 is an initial
object in ComodStr(M)(|ρ|).

4.6. Universal comeasuring monoids. Fix Ω-magmas A and B in a braided monoidal
category C. Consider the category Comeas(A,B) where

• the objects are all comeasurings ρ : A→ B ⊗Q for all monoids Q;
• the morphisms from ρ1 : A→ B⊗Q1 to ρ2 : A→ B⊗Q2 are monoid homomorphisms
ϕ : Q1 → Q2 making the diagram below commutative:

A
ρ1 //

ρ2 ##●
●●

●●
●●

●●
B ⊗Q1

idB ⊗ϕ

��
B ⊗Q2

Given a tensor epimorphism ρU : A→ B⊗U for some object U in C, let us call the monoid
A�(ρU) corresponding to the initial object ρComeas

U : A→ B⊗A�(ρU ) in Comeas(A,B)(ρU)
(if it exists) the U-universal comeasuring monoid from A to B.

Theorem 4.23. Suppose that a braided monoidal category C satisfies Properties 1, 3, 4*,
5, 5*, 8, 10 of Section 4.2. Then there exists an initial object in Comeas(A,B)(ρU) if
Comeas(A,B)(ρU) is not empty. In other words, the Lifting Problem for the forgetful func-
tor

G1 : Comeas(A,B) → MorTens(A,B)

has a solution for all such ρU ∈ LIO(MorTens(A,B)).
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We first describe the construction and then prove in several lemmas that this construction
indeed provides the initial object in Comeas(A,B)(ρU).

Recall that by F : C → Mon(C) we denote the left adjoint to the forgetful functor
Mon(C) → C and let ηM : M → FM be the unit of this adjunction. Consider the cate-
gory Λ where objects α correspond to all monoid homomorphisms τα : FU ։ Qα such that
they are epimorphisms in C and the composition (idB⊗ταηU)ρU is a comeasuring. The arrow
α → β exists if and only if τβ = ταβτα for some morphism ταβ : Qα → Qβ. We say that τα
and τβ are equivalent if ταβ is an isomorphism. Define the functor T as follows: Tα = Qα,
T (α→ β) = ταβ for every objects α, β in Λ. By Property 4*, the set of equivalence classes is
small. Since in limT it is sufficient to take only a single representative for each equivalence
class, by Property 1, the limit Q0 := limT exists. Denote by ϕα : Q0 → Qα the limiting cone.
Since epimorphisms τα : FU ։ Qα form themselves a cone, there exists a unique morphism
θ between the cones:

U
ηU // FU

θ //❴❴❴

τα

"" ""❉
❉❉

❉❉
❉❉

❉❉
Q0

ϕα

��
Qα

Property 5* implies that morphisms ταβ between different epimorphisms τα are monoid
homomorphisms too. Therefore there exists a unique monoid structure on Q0 making θ a
monoid homomorphism.

Below we show that (idB ⊗ θηU)ρU is the initial object in Comeas(ρU).

Lemma 4.24. (idB ⊗ θηU)ρU is a comeasuring.

Proof. By the definition, a morphism is a comeasuring if for every ω ∈ Ω a certain diagram
is commutative. Fix ω ∈ Ω and denote by σ1 and σ2 the two boundary compositions of the
corresponding diagram for (idB ⊗ ηU)ρU . It is possible that σ1 6= σ2, but

(
id
t(ω)
B ⊗ τα

)
σ1 =

(
id
t(ω)
B ⊗ τα

)
σ2 (4.10)

for every α in Λ. Now it is sufficient to show that

(
id
t(ω)
B ⊗ θ

)
σ1 =

(
id
t(ω)
B ⊗ θ

)
σ2. (4.11)

Denote by Λ0 a small set of equivalence classes representatives in Λ. Let ϕ be the unique
morphism making the diagram below commutative (πα are the corresponding projections,
α ∈ Λ0):

FU

τα
����

θ // Q0

ϕ

��✤
✤

✤

ϕα
||①①
①①
①①
①①
①①

Qα

∏
α∈Λ0

Qαπα
oo

Note that since Q0 is a limit (as we have mentioned above, it is sufficient to take the limit
just on Λ0), ϕ is a monomorphism.
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Define the morphisms κ and τ as the unique morphisms making the diagram below com-
mutative (now π̃α are the corresponding projections):

As(ω)
σ1 //
σ2

// Bt(ω) ⊗ FU

id
t(ω)
B

⊗τα
����

τ

&&

r
✉

④

✌
✤

✶

❈
■

▼

id
t(ω)
B ⊗ θ

// Bt(ω) ⊗Q0
��

id
t(ω)
B

⊗ϕ

��

Bt(ω) ⊗Qα Bt(ω) ⊗
∏
α∈Λ0

Qα
id
t(ω)
B ⊗πα

oo

||

κ
uu

①
s

♦
❦∏

α∈Λ0

Bt(ω) ⊗Qα

π̃α

OO

By Property 8 the morphism κ is a monomorphism. Moreover, (4.10) implies

τσ1 = τσ2.

Hence

κ

(
id
t(ω)
B ⊗ ϕθ

)
σ1 = κ

(
id
t(ω)
B ⊗ ϕθ

)
σ2.

Since both κ and id
t(ω)
B ⊗ ϕ are monomorphisms, we get (4.11). As a consequence,

(idB ⊗ θηU)ρU is a comeasuring too. �

Lemma 4.25. If for some monoid homomorphism f : FU → Q the morphism

(idB ⊗ fηU)ρU

is a comeasuring and f = iπ is the (Epi, ExtrMono)-factorization of f , then

(idB ⊗ πηU)ρU

is a comeasuring too.

Proof. Recall that by Proposition 4.4 both i and π are monoid homomorphisms.
Again we have to show that for every ω ∈ Ω a certain diagram is commutative. Fix ω ∈ Ω

and denote by σ1 and σ2 the two boundary compositions of the corresponding diagram for
(idB ⊗ ηU)ρU . We know that

(
id
t(ω)
B ⊗ f

)
σ1 =

(
id
t(ω)
B ⊗ f

)
σ2.

Hence (
id
t(ω)
B ⊗ iπ

)
σ1 =

(
id
t(ω)
B ⊗ iπ

)
σ2

and (
id
t(ω)
B ⊗ π

)
σ1 =

(
id
t(ω)
B ⊗ π

)
σ2

since by Property 5 the morphism id
t(ω)
B ⊗ i is a monomorphism. Therefore, (idB ⊗ πηU)ρU

is a comeasuring too. �

Lemma 4.26. θ is an epimorphism in C.

Proof. Consider the (Epi, ExtrMono)-factorization θ = iπ, which exists by Property 3. By
Lemma 4.25 the morphism (idB ⊗ πηU)ρU is a comeasuring too. Therefore π = τβ for some
β from Λ and for every α from Λ we have τα = (ϕαi)τβ :
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U
ηU // FU

τβ // //

τα

"" ""❉
❉❉

❉❉
❉❉

❉❉
Qβ

i // Q0

ϕα}}④④
④④
④④
④④

Qα

Hence Qβ is a limit of the functor T too, i is an isomorphism and θ is an epimorphism. �

Proof of Theorem 4.23. Let ρ : A→ B ⊗Q be a comeasuring such that ρ = (idB ⊗ τ)ρU for
some morphism τ : U → Q. There exists a unique monoid homomorphism σ : FU → Q such
that τ = σηU . Now consider the (Epi, ExtrMono)-factorization σ = iπ. By Lemma 4.25 the
morphism (idB ⊗ πηU)ρU is a comeasuring too. Therefore π = τα for some α from Λ and
ρ = (idB ⊗ iϕα)(idB ⊗ θηU)ρU :

B ⊗ U
idB⊗ ηU //

idB⊗τ

((❘❘
❘❘❘

❘❘❘
❘❘❘

❘❘❘
B ⊗FU

idB⊗σ
��

idB⊗ θ // //

idB⊗τα

)) ))❘❘
❘❘❘

❘❘❘
❘❘❘

❘❘❘
B ⊗Q0

idB⊗ϕα
����

A

idB⊗ ρU

OO

ρ // B ⊗Q B ⊗Qα
oo

idB⊗ i
oo

Suppose now that there exists another monoid morphism g : Q0 → Q such that

ρ = (idB ⊗ g)(idB ⊗ θηU)ρU .

Recall that ρU is a tensor epimorphism. Hence

g θηU = iϕα θηU .

By the universal property of ηU we have

g θ = iϕα θ.

Lemma 4.26 implies that g = iϕα. Hence the morphism is unique and (idB ⊗θηU )ρU is indeed
an initial object in Comeas(A,B)(ρU). �

Example 4.27. In the case C = Sets there exist maps ϕU : A → B and ψU : A → U such
that ρU (a) = (ϕU(a), ψU (a)) for every a ∈ A. The map ρU is a tensor epimorphism if and
only if ψU is surjective. By Example 3.8, Comeas(A,B)(ρU) is not empty only if ϕU is an
Ω-magma homomorphism. (Below in Remark 4.28 we show that the converse is true too.)
Consider the case when Ω is from Example 3.5 (2) and A and B are ordinary monoids.
Suppose that indeed ϕU is a monoid homomorphism. Then A�(ρU) is isomorphic to A
factored by the congruence generated by the kernel equivalence relation of ψU . If we take
ψU = idA, then A�(ρU) ∼= A and ρComeas

U = (ϕU , idA) is universal among all comeasurings
ρ : A→ B×Q such that ρ = (ϕU , ψ) for some map ψ : A→ Q. (Recall that by Example 3.8
such ρ is a comeasuring if and only if ψ is a monoid homomorphism.)

Remark 4.28. Suppose that there exists a terminal object T in C and the object B⊗T is again
terminal for every object B. Note that the unique morphisms 1 → T and T ⊗T → T define
on T the structure of a monoid as all the corresponding diagrams are trivially commutative
since T is a terminal object. Denote by ρT the unique comeasuring A→ B ⊗ T . Then ρT is
a terminal object in Comeas(A,B)(ρU).

Note that the above conditions hold for C = Vect
k

, but do not hold for C = Sets,
since {∗} is a terminal object in Sets, but B × {∗} is isomorphic to {∗} if and only if
B consists of a single element. However, a terminal object in Comeas(A,B)(ρU) still ex-
ists if Comeas(A,B)(ρU) is not empty. As we have already mentioned in Example 4.27,
Comeas(A,B)(ρU) is not empty only if ρU = (ϕU , ψU) for some map ψU : A→ U and an Ω-
magma homomorphism ϕU : A→ B. Assume that this is the case. Then ρT : A→ B × {∗},
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where ρT (a) := (ϕU , ∗), is a measuring, which is a terminal object in Comeas(A,B)(ρU) for
C = Sets.

4.7. Universal coacting bimonoids. Fix an Ω-magma A in a braided monoidal cate-
gory C. Consider the category Coact(A) where

• the objects are all coactions ρ : A→ A⊗B for all bimonoids B;
• the morphisms from ρ1 : A→ A⊗B1 to ρ2 : A→ A⊗B2 are bimonoid homomorphisms
ϕ : B1 → B2 making the diagram below commutative:

A
ρ1 //

ρ2 ##●
●●

●●
●●

●●
A⊗ B1

idA⊗ϕ
��

A⊗ B2

Let U be a comonoid and let a tensor epimorphism ρU : A → A ⊗ U define on A a
structure of a U -comodule. Let us call the bimonoid corresponding to the initial object in
Coact(A)(ρU) (if it exists) the U-universal coacting bimonoid on A.

Remark 4.29. Recall that by Proposition 4.20 the categoryCoact(A)(ρU) with respect to the
forgetful functor Coact(A) → ComodStr(A) coincides with the category Coact(A)(GρU)
with respect to the forgetful functor Coact(A) → MorTens(A,A) where G is the forgetful
functor ComodStr(A) → MorTens(A,A).

It was noticed by M. Sweedler [26] that the universal measuring coalgebra for A = B
is in fact a universal acting bialgebra. Here we apply this idea to lift initial objects to
subcategories containing certain comeasurings.

We say that a subcategory D of Comeas(A,A) is closed under coarsenings if for every
object ρ : A → A ⊗ Q1 in D and every monoid homomorphism τ : Q1 → Q2, where Q2 is a
monoid in C, the comeasuring (idA⊗τ)ρ : A→ A⊗Q2 is again an object in D.

Theorem 4.30. Let A be an Ω-magma in a braided monoidal category C. Let D be a full
subcategory of Comeas(A,A) such that there exists an initial object ρ0 : A→ A⊗ B0 in D.
Denote by Coact(A)(D) the full subcategory of Coact(A) consisting of all the objects whose
images under the forgetful functor Coact(A) → Comeas(A,A) belong to D. Suppose that
D is closed under coarsenings and A →̃ A⊗ 1 and (ρ0 ⊗ idB0)ρ0 are objects in D too. Then
the monoid B0 admits a unique comonoid structure turning ρ0 into a coaction, which is the
initial object in Coact(A)(D).

Proof. By our assumptions, (ρ0 ⊗ idB0)ρ0 is an object in D. Hence there exists a unique
monoid homomorphism ∆0 : B0 → B0 ⊗ B0 making the diagram below commutative:

A
ρ0 //

ρ0

��

A⊗ B0

idA⊗∆0

��✤
✤
✤

A⊗ B0
ρ0⊗idB0

// A⊗B0 ⊗B0

Now we define the comultiplication in B0 to be equal to ∆0.
In order to define the counit, we consider the morphism

A →̃ A⊗ 1,
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which is an object in D by the assumptions of the theorem too. There exists a unique monoid
homomorphism ε0 : B0 → 1 making the diagram below commutative:

A
ρ0 //

∼ ##●
●●

●●
●●

●●
A⊗ B0

idA⊗ε0
��

A⊗ 1

We define the counit in B0 to be equal to ε0.
Now we have to prove that the comultiplication ∆0 is coassociative and that ε0 and ∆0

indeed satisfy the counit axioms.
Consider the diagram

A
ρ0 //

ρ0

��

ρ0

''❖❖
❖❖❖

❖❖❖
❖❖❖

❖❖ A⊗ B0
ρ0⊗idB0

))❙❙❙
❙❙❙

❙❙❙
❙❙❙

❙❙

ρ0⊗idB0
��

A⊗ B0
idA⊗∆0 //

ρ0⊗idB0

��

A⊗ B0 ⊗B0

ρ0⊗idB0⊗B0

��

A⊗B0
idA⊗∆0

//

idA⊗∆0

''❖❖
❖❖❖

❖❖❖
❖❖❖

A⊗B0 ⊗ B0

idA⊗∆0⊗idB0
))❙❙❙

❙❙❙
❙❙❙

❙❙❙
❙❙

A⊗B0 ⊗B0
idA⊗ idB0

⊗∆0

// A⊗B0 ⊗ B0 ⊗ B0

The right face is commutative since it is the definition of ∆0 tensored by idB0 . The
commutativity of the left, the upper and the rear face follows from the definition of ∆0 too.
The front face is commutative since both compositions are equal to ρ0 ⊗∆0. Therefore the
compositions of the lower face being composed with ρ0 are equal too. Now the universal
property of B0 implies the commutativity of the diagram

B0
∆0

//

∆0

��

B0 ⊗B0

∆0⊗idB0
��

B0 ⊗ B0
idB0

⊗∆0

// B0 ⊗ B0 ⊗ B0

and the coassociativity follows.
Consider the diagram

A
ρ0 //

ρ0

''◆◆
◆◆◆

◆◆◆
◆◆◆

◆◆

ρ0

��

A⊗B0

♠♠♠
♠♠♠

♠♠♠
♠♠♠

♠♠♠
♠♠♠

♠♠♠
♠♠♠

ρ0⊗idB0

��

A⊗ B0

∼

��

A⊗ B0

∼

''◆◆
◆◆◆

◆◆◆
◆◆◆

idA⊗∆0 // A⊗ B0 ⊗ B0

idA⊗ε0⊗idB0vv♠♠♠
♠♠♠

♠♠♠
♠♠♠

A⊗ 1⊗ B0

The commutativity of the upper face and the left face is obvious. The commutativity of
the right face follows from the definition of ε0 and the commutativity of the rear face follows
from the definition of ∆0. Therefore, the monoid homomorphisms forming the lower face
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become equal after their composition with ρ0. Now universal property of B0 implies the
commutativity of the diagram

B0
∆0 //

∼

##●
●●

●●
●●

●●
B0 ⊗ B0

ε0⊗idB0xxrrr
rr
rr
rr
r

1⊗ B0

Hence ε0 satisfies the left counit axiom.
Analogously, if we consider the diagram

A
ρ0 //

ρ0

��

∼

''❖❖
❖❖❖

❖❖❖
❖❖❖

❖❖ A⊗B0

idA⊗ε0vv♠♠♠
♠♠♠

♠♠♠
♠♠♠

♠

ρ0⊗idB0

��

A⊗ 1

ρ0⊗id
1

��

A⊗ B0

∼

''◆◆
◆◆◆

◆◆◆
◆◆◆ idA⊗∆0

// A⊗ B0 ⊗ B0

idA⊗ idB0
⊗ε0vv♠♠♠

♠♠♠
♠♠♠

♠♠♠

A⊗ B0 ⊗ 1

we get the commutativity of the diagram

B0
∆0 //

∼

##●
●●

●●
●●

●●
B0 ⊗ B0

idB0
⊗ε0xxrrr

rr
rr
rr
r

B0 ⊗ 1

Hence ε0 satisfies the right counit axiom and B0 is indeed a bimonoid.
Suppose B is another bimonoid and ρ : A → A ⊗ B is a coaction that is an object in

Coact(A)(D). Denote by ϕ : B0 → B the unique monoid homomorphism making the dia-
gram

A
ρ0 //

ρ ##●
●●

●●
●●

●●
A⊗ B0

idA⊗ϕ
��✤
✤
✤

A⊗ B

commutative. We claim that ϕ is a bimonoid homomorphism.
Consider the diagram

A

ρ0

��

ρ0

''❖❖
❖❖❖

❖❖❖
❖❖❖

❖❖ A

ρ

��

ρ

''◆◆
◆◆

◆◆
◆◆◆

◆◆◆

A⊗ B0
idA⊗ϕ //

ρ0⊗idB0

��

A⊗ B

ρ⊗idB

��

A⊗B0
idA⊗ϕ //

idA⊗∆0

''❖❖
❖❖❖

❖❖❖
❖❖❖

A⊗B
idA⊗∆

&&◆◆
◆◆◆

◆◆
◆◆◆

◆

A⊗ B0 ⊗B0
idA⊗ϕ⊗ϕ // A⊗ B ⊗B

where ∆: B → B ⊗ B is the comultiplication in B. The upper face and the rear face are
commutative by the definition of ϕ. The front face is commutative since it coincides with



32 A.L. AGORE, A.S. GORDIENKO, AND J. VERCRUYSSE

the upper face (and the rear face) tensored by ϕ from the right. The left and the right faces
are commutative since both ρ and ρ0 define on A the structure of a right comodule.

Hence, after the composition with ρ0, the lower face becomes commutative too and the
universal property of B0 implies the commutativity of the diagram

B0

∆0

��

ϕ // B

∆
��

B0 ⊗B0 ϕ⊗ϕ
// B ⊗ B

Therefore ϕ preserves the comultiplication.
Consider the diagram

A

ρ

��☞☞
☞☞
☞☞
☞☞
☞☞
☞☞
☞☞
☞☞
☞☞
☞☞
☞☞
☞

ρ0

��
∼

��✷
✷✷
✷✷
✷✷
✷✷
✷✷
✷✷
✷✷
✷✷
✷✷
✷✷
✷✷

A⊗B0

idA⊗ε0 %%❑❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑❑

❑

idA⊗ϕyysss
ss
ss
ss
s

A⊗ B
idA⊗ε

// A⊗ 1

where ε is the counit in B.
The large triangle and the right triangle are commutative by the counitality of the comod-

ule structures on A. The left triangle is commutative by the definition of ϕ. Hence the lower
triangle becomes commutative after the composition with ρ0. Thus the universal property
of B0 implies the commutativity of the diagram

B0
ϕ //

ε0   ❅
❅❅

❅❅
❅❅

❅
B

ε
��⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧

1

Therefore ϕ preserves the counit and is indeed a bimonoid homomorphism. �

Now we prove sufficient conditions for Comeas(A,A)(ρU) to satisfy the assumptions of
Theorem 4.30.

Lemma 4.31. Let ρij : Ai → Ai⊗Qj be morphisms for some objects Ai and monoids Qj in
a braided monoidal category C for i, j ∈ {1, 2}. Then

(
(ρ11 ⊗ idQ2)ρ12

)
⊗̃
(
(ρ21 ⊗ idQ2)ρ22

)
=

(
(ρ11 ⊗̃ ρ21)⊗ idQ2

)
(ρ12 ⊗̃ ρ22)

where ⊗̃ are the monoidal products in the categories MorTens(Q1 ⊗ Q2), MorTens(Q1) and
MorTens(Q2), respectively. (See Section 3.5.)

Proof. Use the properties of the braiding. �

Lemma 4.32. If ρ1 : A → A ⊗ Q1 and ρ2 : A → A ⊗ Q2 are comeasurings for some Ω-
magma A and monoids Q1 and Q2 in a braided monoidal category C, then (ρ1 ⊗ idQ2)ρ2 and
A →̃ A⊗ 1 are comeasurings too.

Proof. Applying Lemma 4.31 inductively, we get
(
(ρ1 ⊗ idQ2)ρ2

)⊗̃m
= (ρ⊗̃m1 ⊗ idQ2)ρ

⊗̃m
2

for every m ∈ Z+. Therefore, (ρ1 ⊗ idQ2)ρ2 is a comeasuring.
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The coherence theorem for braided monoidal categories implies that A →̃ A ⊗ 1 is a
comeasuring too. �

Lemma 4.33. Let A be an Ω-magma in a braided monoidal category C and let a ten-
sor epimorphism ρU : A → A ⊗ U define on A a structure of a U-comodule for some
comonoid U . Then the morphism A →̃ A⊗1 is an object in Comeas(A,A)(ρU). Moreover,
if ρ1 : A→ A⊗Q1 and ρ2 : A→ A⊗Q2 are objects in Comeas(A,A)(ρU), then (ρ1⊗ idQ2)ρ2
is an object in Comeas(A,A)(ρU) too.

Proof. By Lemma 4.32, A →̃ A ⊗ 1 is a comeasuring. By the definition of a comodule the
diagram below is commutative:

A⊗ U

idA⊗εU
��

A
∼ //

ρU
;;①①①①①①①①①
A⊗ 1

(Here εU is the counit in U .) Hence A →̃ A⊗ 1 is indeed an object in Comeas(A,A)(ρU).
By Lemma 4.32, the morphism (ρ1⊗ idQ2)ρ2 is a comeasuring. Recall that from the defini-

tion ofComeas(A,A)(ρU) it follows that there exist such morphisms τi that ρi = (idA⊗τi)ρU
where i = 1, 2. Denote the comultiplication in U by ∆U . Then from the commutativity of
the diagram

A⊗ U
idA⊗∆U

++❱❱❱❱
❱❱❱❱

❱❱❱❱
❱❱❱❱

❱❱❱❱

A

ρU
;;✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇ ρU //

ρ2

##●
●●

●●
●●

●●
A⊗ U

ρU⊗idU //

idA⊗τ2
��

A⊗ U ⊗ U

idA⊗τ1⊗τ2
��

A⊗Q2

ρ1⊗idQ2 // A⊗Q1 ⊗Q2

it follows that
(ρ1 ⊗ idQ2)ρ2 = (idA ⊗ (τ1 ⊗ τ2)∆U)ρU

and (ρ1 ⊗ idQ2)ρ2 is indeed an object in Comeas(A,A)(ρU). �

Theorem 4.34. Let C be a braided monoidal category and let ρU : A → A ⊗ U be a tensor
epimorphism defining on an Ω-magma A a structure of a U-comodule for a comonoid U
such that there exists A�(ρU). Then B�(ρU) := A�(ρU) admits a unique comonoid structure
turning ρCoact

U := ρComeas

U into a coaction, which is the initial object in Coact(A)(ρU).

Proof. By Lemma 4.33 the morphisms (ρCoact

U ⊗ idB�(ρU ))ρ
Coact

U and A →̃ A⊗1 are objects in
Comeas(A,A)(ρU). Now we apply Theorem 4.30 to the case D = Comeas(A,A)(GρU). �

Remark 4.35. Consider the following diagram consisting of forgetful functors:

Coact(A)
G3 //

G2

��

Comeas(A,A)

G1

��
ComodStr(A)

G // MorTens(A,A)

Theorem 4.34 asserts that if for some object ρU in ComodStr(A) we have

GρU ∈ LIO(MorTens(A,A))

and there exists an initial object ρComeas

U in Comeas(A,A)(GρU), then there exists an initial
object ρCoact

U in
Coact(A)(ρU) = Coact(A)(GρU)

such that G3ρ
Coact

U = ρComeas

U .
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Corollary 4.36. Suppose that a braided monoidal category C satisfies Properties 1, 3, 4*,
5, 5*, 8, 10 of Section 4.2. Let ρU : A → A ⊗ U be a tensor epimorphism defining on an
Ω-magma A a structure of a U-comodule for a comonoid U . Then B�(ρU) := A�(ρU) admits
a unique comonoid structure turning ρCoact

U := ρComeas

U into a coaction, which is the initial
object in Coact(A)(ρU).

Proof. Apply Theorems 4.23 and 4.34. �

Remark 4.37. Note that A →̃ A ⊗ 1 is a terminal object in Coact(A)(ρU), since for every
bimonoid B there exists the only bimonoid homomorphism B → 1, namely, the counit ε.

Examples 4.38.

(1) Let A and B be finite dimensional Ω-algebras over a field k with bases a1, . . . , am
and b1, . . . , bn, respectively.
Denote by U the vector space with the formal basis (uij)16i6n,

16j6m
. Define the linear

map ρU : A→ B ⊗ U by

ρU (aj) :=

n∑

i=1

bi ⊗ uij for all 1 6 j 6 m.

By Example 4.10 (2), ρU is a tensor epimorphism.
For every linear map ρ : A→ B⊗Q we have ρ = (idA⊗ τ)ρU where the linear map

τ : U → Q and elements qij ∈ Q are defined by τ(uij) := qij and

ρ(aj) =
n∑

i=1

bi ⊗ qij for all 1 6 j 6 m.

By Theorem 4.23 there exists the universal comeasuring algebra A�(ρU), which is
universal among all comeasurings. Here we recover Tambara’s algebra α(B,A) [28].

If A = B, we can define on U the structure of a coalgebra: ∆(uij) :=
m∑
k=1

uik ⊗ ukj,

ε(uij) = δij where δij is Kronecker’s delta. Then A becomes a U -comodule and
B�(ρU) = A�(ρU) is the universal coacting bialgebra on A;

(2) Let A =
⊕

k∈ZA
(k) be an associative Z-graded unital algebra over some field k such

that dimA(k) < +∞ for all k ∈ Z. Choose bases a
(k)
i , where 1 6 i 6 nk, in each

component A(k). Let U be a vector space with basis u
(k)
ij where 1 6 i, j 6 nk. Define

the linear map ρU : A→ B ⊗ U by

ρU

(
a
(k)
j

)
:=

n∑

i=1

a
(k)
i ⊗ u

(k)
ij for all 1 6 j 6 m.

By Example 4.10 (2), ρU is a tensor epimorphism and for every linear map
ρ : A→ A⊗Q such that

ρ
(
A(k)

)
⊆ A(k) ⊗Q for every k ∈ Z

there exists a linear map τ : U → Q such that ρ = (idA ⊗ τ)ρU . Indeed, we define

the elements q
(k)
ij ∈ Q by

ρ
(
a
(k)
j

)
=

n∑

i=1

bi ⊗ q
(k)
ij for all 1 6 j 6 nk, k ∈ Z.
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Then we put τ
(
u
(k)
ij

)
:= q

(k)
ij . We can again define on U the structure of a coalge-

bra: ∆
(
u
(k)
ij

)
:=

m∑
ℓ=1

u
(k)
iℓ ⊗ u

(k)
ℓj , ε

(
u
(k)
ij

)
= δij, and A becomes a U -comodule. By

Theorem 4.23 there exists the bialgebra B�(ρU) which is universal among all bialge-
bras that coact on A preserving the grading. The bialgebra B�(ρU) is Yu. I. Manin’s
universal coacting bialgebra end(A) [22];

(3) Let C = Sets and let A be an ordinary monoid. A map ρU : A → A × U endows A
with a structure of a U -comodule for a comonoid U (recall that comonoids in U are
just sets endowed with the diagonal maps) if and only if ρU = (idA, ψU) for some map
ψU : A→ U . Hence Example 2 implies that the bimonoid B�(ρU) is just the monoid
A factored by the congruence generated by the kernel equivalence relation of ψU . If
ψU = idA, then B�(ρU) ∼= A and ρCoact

U is just a diagonal map A → A× A, which is
universal among all comodule structures on A.

4.8. Universal coacting Hopf monoids. Again fix an Ω-magma A in a braided monoidal
category C. Consider the category HCoact(A) where

• the objects are all coactions ρ : A→ A⊗H for all Hopf monoids H ;
• the morphisms from ρ1 : A → A ⊗ H1 to ρ2 : A → A ⊗ H2 are Hopf monoid homo-
morphisms ϕ : H1 → H2 making the diagram below commutative:

A
ρ1 //

ρ2 ##●
●●

●●
●●

●●
A⊗H1

idA⊗ϕ
��

A⊗H2

Let U be a comonoid and let a tensor epimorphism ρU : A → A ⊗ U define on A a
structure of a U -comodule. We call the Hopf monoid corresponding to the initial object in
HCoact(A)(ρU) (if it exists) the U-universal coacting Hopf monoid on A.

It turns out that in the case when there exist free Hopf monoids, one can lift initial objects
with respect to the forgetful functor HCoact(A) → Coact(A):

Theorem 4.39. Let A be an Ω-magma in a braided monoidal category C. Let D be a full sub-
category of Coact(A) such that there exists an initial object in D. Denote by HCoact(A)(D)
the full subcategory of HCoact(A) consisting of all the objects whose images under the for-
getful functor HCoact(A) → Coact(A) belong to D. Suppose that the forgetful functor
Hopf(C) → Bimon(C) admits a left adjoint functor Hl : Hopf(C) → Bimon(C). Then
there exists an initial object in HCoact(A)(D).

Proof. Let ρ0 : A → A ⊗ B0 be an initial object in D. Denote H0 := HlB0 and define
the coaction ρ̃0 : A → A ⊗ H0 by ρ̃0 := (idA ⊗ ηB0)ρ0 where ηB : B → HlB is the unit
of the adjunction. Then for any Hopf monoid H and any coaction ρ : A → A ⊗ H from
HCoact(A)(D) there exists a unique Hopf monoid homomorphism ϕ making the diagram
below commutative:

A⊗ B0

idA⊗ηB0
��

A

ρ ''PP
PPP

PPP
PPP

PPP
ρ̃0 //

ρ0

00

A⊗H0

idA⊗ϕ
��✤
✤
✤

A⊗H

Hence ρ̃0 is the initial object in HCoact(A)(D). �
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Theorem 4.40. Let C be a braided monoidal category and let ρU : A → A ⊗ U be
a tensor epimorphism defining on an Ω-magma A a structure of a U-comodule for a
comonoid U . Suppose that the forgetful functor Hopf(C) → Bimon(C) admits a left ad-
joint functor Hl : Hopf(C) → Bimon(C) and there exists B�(ρU). Then the initial object in
HCoact(A)(ρU) indeed exists.

Proof. Apply Theorem 4.39 for D = Coact(A)(ρU ). �

Corollary 4.41. Suppose that a braided monoidal category C satisfies Properties 1–3, 4*,
5, 5*, 8, 10 of Section 4.2. Let ρU : A → A ⊗ U be a tensor epimorphism defining on an
Ω-magma A a structure of a U-comodule for a comonoid U in C. Then the initial object in
HCoact(A)(ρU) indeed exists.

Proof. Apply Theorems 4.6, 4.40 and Corollary 4.36. �

Remark 4.42. Again, A →̃ A ⊗ 1 is a terminal object in HCoact(A)(ρU), since for every
Hopf monoid H there exists the only Hopf monoid homomorphism H → 1, namely, the
counit ε.

Examples 4.43.

(1) If C = Vect
k

, A is an Ω-algebra over a field k and U and ρU are, respectively, the
coalgebra and the linear map from Example 4.38 (1), then the Hopf algebra H�(ρU)
is the universal coacting Hopf algebra on A;

(2) Let A =
⊕

n∈ZA
(n) be an associative Z-graded unital algebra such that

dimA(n) < +∞ for all n ∈ Z. If U and ρU are, respectively, the coalgebra and
the linear map from Example 4.38 (2), then H�(ρU ) is exactly Yu. I. Manin’s univer-
sal coacting Hopf algebra aut(A) [22];

(3) Let ρ : A → A ⊗ H be some Hopf monoid coaction on an Ω-magma A with an
absolute value |ρ| : A → A ⊗ (supp ρ) in a braided monoidal category C satisfying
Properties 1–10, 4*, 5* and 5a of Section 4.2. Then by Propositions 2.10 and 2.13
the H�(|ρ|)-coaction |ρ|HCoact on A is equivalent to ρ and is universal among all
coactions equivalent to or coarser than ρ. We call H�(|ρ|) the universal Hopf monoid
of ρ and in the case C = Vect

k

for a field k this Hopf monoid is exactly the universal
Hopf algebra of ρ introduced in [3];

(4) Let C = Sets. Recall that Bimon(Sets) = Mon, the category of ordinary monoids,
and Hopf(Sets) = Grp, the category of groups. (The comultiplication in the objects
is the diagonal map.) Recall that the left adjoint functor Hl assigns to each monoid
its Grothendieck group (see Example 4.8). As before, denote by η the unit of this
adjunction. Let A be an ordinary monoid. By Theorem 4.40, H�(ρU) = Hl (B

�(ρU)).
Recall that by Example 4.38 (3) the monoid B�(ρU) is just the monoid A factored by
the congruence generated by the kernel equivalence relation of ψU where ψU : A→ U
is the map defined by ρU = (idA, ψU). If ψU = idA, then H�(ρU) is isomorphic
to the Grothendieck group HlA of A itself and ρHCoact

U = (idA, ηA). This action
ρHCoact

U : A→ A×HlA is universal among all group comodule structures on A.

Remark 4.44. Consider the following diagram consisting of forgetful functors:

HCoact(A)

G4

��
Coact(A)

G3 //

G2

��

Comeas(A,A)

G1

��
ComodStr(A)

G // MorTens(A,A)
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Theorem 4.40 asserts that if for some object ρU in ComodStr(A) we have
GρU ∈ LIO(MorTens(A,A)) and there exists an initial object ρCoact

U in
Coact(A)(ρU) = Coact(A)(GρU), then there exists an initial object ρHCoact

U in
HCoact(A)(ρU) = HCoact(A)(GρU). In other words, the theorem makes it possi-
ble to lift such locally initial objects from Coact(A) to HCoact(A).

5. Existence theorems for cosupports and universal acting bi- and Hopf
monoids

In this section we introduce concepts and list results dual to those of Section 4.

5.1. Conditions on the base category. Consider a braided monoidal category C with
a monoidal product ⊗, a braiding cM,N : M ⊗ N →̃ N ⊗ M and natural isomorphisms
aL,M,N : (L⊗M)⊗N →̃ L⊗ (M ⊗N), lM : 1⊗M →̃M and rM : M ⊗ 1 →̃M .

Denote by Cop,op (here the first “op” means that we consider the opposite category and the
second “op” means that we consider the opposite monoidal product) the braided monoidal
category that is isomorphic to the opposite category Cop as an ordinary category, with the
monoidal product A⊗opB := B⊗A, the braiding cop,opM,N := cM,N and the natural isomorphisms

aop,opL,M,N := aN,M,L, l
op,op
M := r−1

M and rop,opM := l−1
M .

Note that Cop,op satisfies Properties 1–10, 4*, 5* and 5a of Section 4.2 if and only if the
original category C satisfies the following properties:

(1*) there exist all small colimits in C;
(2*) there exist finite and countable limits in C;
(3*) C is (ExtrEpi, Mono)-structured;
(4) C is wellpowered;
(4*) C is cowellpowered;
(5) for every monomorphism f and every object M both f ⊗ idM and idM ⊗f are

monomorphisms too;
(5*) for every epimorphism f and every object M both f ⊗ idM and idM ⊗f are epimor-

phisms too;
(5a*) for every extremal epimorphism f the morphism f ⊗ f is an extremal epimorphism

too;
(6*) for every object M the functor (−) ⊗ M preserves colimits of extremal quotient

objects in C (see Remark 5.1 below);
(7*) for every pushout

A
g //

f
����

C

h����
B

t // P

where f is an arbitrary epimorphism and g is an arbitrary morphism having the
same domain A (recall that in this case h is automatically an epimorphism too) the
diagram below is a pushout too:

A⊗M
g⊗idM //

f⊗idM
��

C ⊗M

h⊗idM
��

B ⊗M
t⊗idM // P ⊗M
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(8*) for any nonempty small set Λ and any objects M and Aα, where α ∈ Λ, the unique
morphism ϕ making the diagram below commutative, is an epimorphism:

∐
α∈Λ

(Aα ⊗M)
ϕ //

(∐
α∈Λ

Aα

)
⊗M

Aα ⊗M

ı̃α

ff▲▲▲▲▲▲▲▲▲▲ iα⊗idM

88qqqqqqqqqq

(here iα : Aα →
∐
α∈Λ

Aα and ı̃α : Aα ⊗M →
∐
α∈Λ

Aα ⊗M are the morphisms from the

definition of the coproduct, α ∈ Λ);
(9*) for every object M the functor (−)⊗M preserves all coequalizers;
(10*) the forgetful functor Comon(C) → C has a right adjoint G : C → Comon(C).

Remark 5.1. Properties 1* and 4* imply that there exist colimits of any families of quotient
objects, i.e. if ϕα : A ։ Bα are epimorphisms for some set Λ and objects A, Bα, where
α ∈ Λ, then there exists colimT where T : Λ ∪ {0} → C, Λ ∪ {0} is the category with the
class of objects Λ ∪ {0} and either only the arrows 0 → α or, in addition, some arrows
α→ β such that ϕβ = ϕαβϕα for some morphism ϕαβ : Bα → Bβ (the resulting colimT will
not depend on whether we include α → β or not) and the functor T is defined as follows:
Tα = Bα, T0 = A, T (0 → α) = ϕα, T (α→ β) = ϕαβ for all α, β ∈ Λ.

In the rest of Section 5 we assume that C satisfies some of the Properties 1*–10*, 4, 5
and 5a* and we will dualize the results of Section 4 by applying them to the category Cop,op.
Below we just list the definitions and the propositions obtained in this way.

Proposition 5.2. (1) Property 3* follows from Properties 1* and 4*;
(2) Property 9* follows from Properties 1*, 7* and 8*.

Proof. Proposition 5.2 is dual to Proposition 4.2. �

5.2. Examples. As in Section 4.2, the basic examples of a category C satisfying Proper-
ties 1*–10*, 4, 5 and 5a* are Sets (with the Cartesian monoidal product), Setsop (with the
same monoidal product as in Sets), Vect

k

and Vectop
k

for a field k. We will now introduce
further examples: (co)modules over bialgebras, G-sets and graded sets.

5.2.1. Modules over Hopf algebras. Let B be a bialgebra over a field k. Then the forgetful
functor BMod → Vect

k

, where BMod is the category of left B-modules and the monoidal
product coincides with the tensor product ⊗ over k, is a functor that creates small limits and
colimits as well as limits of subobjects and colimits of quotient objects. Moreover, the free
(tensor) algebra T (M) of a B-module M inherits the structure of a B-module, which makes
T (M) a B-module algebra. In addition, all monomorphisms and epimorphisms in BMod

are extremal. Finally, by [1, Proposition 4.1] the forgetful functor Comon(BMod) → BMod

admits a right adjoint. Therefore, the category BMod satisfies Properties 1–10, 1*–10*, 5a
and 5a* of Sections 4.2 and 5.1. When BMod is braided, e.g. B is a quasitriangular Hopf
algebra, we can apply to C = BMod all the results of the present paper.

5.2.2. Comodules over Hopf algebras. Throughout we use Sweedler’s notation, namely
ρ(m) = m(0) ⊗ m(1), m ∈ M will stand for the linear map ρ : M → M ⊗ C defining a
structure of a right C-comodule on a k-vector space M .

Consider now the forgetful functor ComodB → Vect
k

where ComodB is the category of
right B-comodules, B is a bialgebra over a field k and the monoidal product again coincides
with the tensor product ⊗ over k. This functor creates finite limits and small colimits as
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well as limits of subobjects and colimits of quotient objects. If Mα, α ∈ Λ, are right B-
comodules, then their product in ComodB is the subspace of their Cartesian product

∏
α∈Λ

Mα

consisting of all tuples (mα)α∈Λ, mα ∈ Mα, such that for each tuple there exists a single
finite dimensional subcoalgebra C ⊆ B where ρ(mα) ∈Mα⊗C for all α ∈ Λ. Again, the free
algebra T (M) of a B-comoduleM inherits the structure of a B-comodule, which makes T (M)
a B-comodule algebra. In addition, all monomorphisms and epimorphisms in ComodB are
extremal. Finally, by [1, Proposition 4.1] the forgetful functor Comon(ComodB) → ComodB

admits a right adjoint. We can conclude that ComodB satisfies Properties 1–10, 1*–10*, 5a
and 5a* of Sections 4.2 and 5.1. When ComodB is braided, e.g. B is a coquasitriangular
Hopf algebra, we can apply to C = ComodB all the results of the present paper.

A notable example of this type is the category of differential graded vector spaces. Let k
be a field. Denote by dgVect

k

the category of differential Z-graded vector spaces (or dg-
vector spaces, for short) or, in another terminology, chain complexes in Vect

k

. Objects in
dgVect

k

are families (Vn)n∈Z of vector spaces Vn equipped with linear maps d : Vn → Vn−1,
n ∈ Z, such that d2 = 0. The maps d are called differentials. Every family (Vn)n∈Z can be
identified with its Z-graded total space V =

⊕
n∈Z

Vn. Moreover d extends to a graded linear

map V → V of degree (−1) such that d2 = 0. Morphisms in dgVect
k

are grading preserving
(= graded of degree 0) linear maps commuting with d. Note that dgVect

k

is an abelian
category where limits and colimits are computed componentwise.

Let U =
⊕
k∈Z

Uk and V =
⊕
m∈Z

Vm be two dg-vector spaces. Then the monoidal product

W = U ⊗ V in dgVect
k

is defined by W :=
⊕
n∈Z

Wn where

Wn :=
⊕

k∈Z

Uk ⊗ Vn−k.

The differentials d : Wn →Wn−1 are defined by

d(u⊗ v) := du⊗ v + (−1)ku⊗ dv for u ∈ Uk and v ∈ Vm, k,m ∈ Z.

The monoidal unit in dgVect
k

is k regarded as a chain complex concentrated in degree 0 with
zero differential. The category dgVect

k

is symmetric where the swap c : Uk⊗Vm →̃Vm⊗Uk
is defined by c(u⊗ v) := (−1)kmv ⊗ u for all u ∈ Uk, v ∈ Vm, k,m ∈ Z.

Monoids in dgVect
k

are just unital associative differential graded algebras (or dg-algebras
for short).

Theorem 5.3. Let k be a field. Then dgVect
k

is a symmetric monoidal category satisfying
Properties 1–10, 1*–10*, 5a and 5a* of Sections 4.2 and 5.1. Moreover, all monomorphisms
and epimorphisms in dgVect

k

are extremal.

Proof. Consider the Hopf algebra H over k with basis ckvℓ, where k ∈ Z, ℓ = 0, 1, vc = −cv,
v2 = 0. ∆v = c ⊗ v + v ⊗ 1, ∆c = c ⊗ c, Sc = c−1, Sv = −c−1v. Then dgVect

k

can be
identified with ComodH where for every dg-vector space (Vm)m∈Z the structure of a right
H-comodule on

⊕
m∈Z Vm is given by ρ(a) := a ⊗ c−m + da ⊗ vc−m for a ∈ Vm, m ∈ Z,

and if V is a right H-comodule, then Vm := {a ∈ V | λm(a(1))a(0) = a}, da := µ(a(1))a(0).
Here λm, µ ∈ H∗ are defined by µ(ckvℓ) := δℓ1, λm(c

kvℓ) := δk,−mδℓ0. (Note that µ2 = 0 and
λm−1µ = µλm.) �

5.2.3. G-sets. Let G be a group. Then the category GMod of left G-modules in Sets, i.e.
sets M with a fixed homomorphism G→ S(M) where S(M) is the symmetric group on M ,
is a symmetric monoidal category with the Cartesian monoidal product and the ordinary
swap cM,N : M × N → N ×M where cM,N(m,n) := (n,m) for all m ∈ M and n ∈ N . The
objects in GMod are often called G-sets.
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Lemma 5.4. Monomorphisms in GMod are injective G-module homomorphisms. Epimor-
phisms in GMod are surjective G-module homomorphisms.

Proof. Let f : M → N be G-module homomorphism.
Suppose f(m1) = f(m2) for some m1 6= m2, m1, m2 ∈ M . Then ff1 = ff2 where

fi : G → M is defined by fi(g) = gmi for all g ∈ G and G is endowed with the G-action by
left shifts, however f1 6= f2. Hence f is not a monomorphism.

Note that the image f(M) of f is a G-submodule, i.e. the union of some orbits. Sup-
pose f(M) 6= N . Then there exists an orbit O ⊆ N such that O ∩ f(M) = ∅. Let
X := (N\O) ⊔ {x1, x2}, where Gxi = xi for i = 1, 2. Define fi : N → X by fi(n) = n for all
n ∈ N\O and fi(O) = xi, i = 1, 2. Then f1f = f2f , however f1 6= f2. Hence f is not an
epimorphism. �

The forgetful functor GMod → Sets creates small limits and colimits as well as limits of
subobjects and colimits of quotient objects. Again, the free monoid 〈X〉 for a G-module X
inherits the structure of an G-module, which makes 〈X〉 an G-module monoid. Recall that
all comonoids in Sets are just sets X with the diagonal comultiplication ∆: X → X × X
and the trivial counit ε : X → {∗}. Hence each set is a cofree comonoid on itself and the
same is true in the category GMod too.

In other words, the following theorem holds:

Theorem 5.5. Let G be a group. Then GMod is a symmetric monoidal category satisfying
Properties 1–10, 1*–10*, 5a and 5a* of Sections 4.2 and 5.1. Moreover, all monomorphisms
and epimorphisms in GMod are extremal.

5.2.4. Graded sets. Let M be a monoid (in Sets). Then the category ComodM of right
M-comodules in Sets is just the category of maps X → M (which we will denote by the
same symbol deg) for arbitrary sets X endowed with the Cartesian (with respect to Sets)
monoidal product, where deg : X × Y → M is defined by deg(x, y) := deg(x) deg(y) for all
x ∈ X and y ∈ Y . The category ComodM can be interpreted as the category of M-graded
sets, i.e. sets X decomposed into disjoint unions X =

⊔
m∈M

X(m) of subsets X(m) marked by

elements of M , i.e. deg x = m for all x ∈ X(m), m ∈M .
The forgetful functor ComodM → Sets is a strict monoidal functor creating equalizers

and small colimits as well as limits of subobjects and colimits of quotient objects. Moreover,
since morphisms in ComodM are just grading preserving maps, all monomorphisms are again
injective and all epimorphisms are surjective.

If Xα, α ∈ Λ, are M-graded sets, then their product in ComodM is the subset of their
Cartesian product

∏
α∈Λ

Xα consisting of all tuples (xα)α∈Λ where xα ∈ Xα and deg xα = deg xβ

for all α, β ∈ Λ. The terminal object in ComodM is M itself with the standard grading
M =

⊔
m∈M

M (m) where M (m) := {m}.

Again, the free monoid 〈X〉 for an M-graded set X inherits the M-grading, which makes
〈X〉 an M-graded monoid.

For a graded set X a graded map X → {∗} exists if and only if X is trivially graded, i.e.
coincides with its homogeneous component X(e) where e ∈ M is the identity element. Hence
comonoids in ComodM are just trivially graded sets X with the diagonal comultiplication
∆: X → X ×X and the trivial counit ε : X → {∗}. Hence for an arbitrary graded set Y its
cofree comonoid GY in ComodM is its neutral component Y (e).

Therefore we get

Theorem 5.6. Let M be a monoid (in Sets). Then ComodM is a monoidal category sat-
isfying Properties 1–10, 1*–10*, 5a and 5a* of Sections 4.2 and 5.1. If M is commutative,
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then ComodM is symmetric with the ordinary swap. Moreover, all monomorphisms and
epimorphisms in ComodM are extremal.

5.2.5. Set-theoretic Yetter — Drinfel’d modules. Let G be a group. Denote by G
GYD the

category of set-theoretic Yetter — Drinfel’d modules (or G
GYD-modules for short), i.e. G-

graded sets X =
⊔
g∈G

X(g) that are G-modules and gX(t) = X(gtg−1) for all g, t ∈ G. Consider

the Cartesian (with respect to Sets) monoidal product in G
GYD.

The forgetful functor G
GYD → ComodG is a strict monoidal functor creating small limits

and colimits as well as limits of subobjects and colimits of quotient objects. The terminal
object in G

GYD is G with the standard grading and the action on itself by conjugation.

Lemma 5.7. Monomorphisms in G
GYD are injective G

GYD-module homomorphisms. Epi-
morphisms in G

GYD are surjective G
GYD-module homomorphisms.

Proof. Let f : M → N be a G
GYD-module homomorphism.

Suppose f(m1) = f(m2) for some m1 6= m2, m1, m2 ∈M . Let

g0 := degm1 = deg f(m1) = deg f(m2) = degm2.

Denote by G0 the
G
GYD-module that coincides with G as a set endowed with the G-action

by left shifts and deg : G0 → G is defined by deg g := gg0g
−1 for all g ∈ G0. Let fi : G0 →M

be the G
GYD-module homomorphisms defined by fi(g) := gmi for i = 1, 2. Then ff1 = ff2,

however f1(e) 6= f2(e) where e ∈ G is the identity element. Hence f is not a monomorphism.
Again, the image f(M) of f is a G

GYD-submodule, i.e. the union of some orbits. Suppose
f(M) 6= N . Then there exists an orbit O ⊆ N such that O ∩ f(M) = ∅. Let O1 and O2

be two copies of O. Denote by τi : O →̃ Oi the corresponding isomorphisms, i = 1, 2. Let
X := (N\O)⊔O1⊔O2. Define fi : N → X by fi(n) = n for all n ∈ N\O and fi(x) = τi(x) for
all x ∈ O, i = 1, 2. Then f1f = f2f , however f1 6= f2. Hence f is not an epimorphism. �

Again, the free monoid 〈X〉 of a G
GYD-module X inherits the structure of a G

GYD-module,
which makes 〈X〉 a G

GYD-module algebra. For an arbitrary G
GYD-module X its cofree

comonoid GX in G
GYD is its neutral component X(e).

The category G
GYD is braided where the braiding cX,Y : X × Y → Y × X is defined by

cX,Y (x, y) :=
(
(deg x)y, x

)
. Moreover, GGYD is closed monoidal where for X 6= ∅ the G

GYD-
module [X, Y ] consists of all maps f : X → Y such that deg f(x) = (deg f)(deg x) for all
x ∈ X and some element deg f ∈ G that does not depend on x. The G-module structure on
[X, Y ] is defined by (gf)(x) := gf(g−1x) for x ∈ X . At the same time, [∅, Y ] = G, which is
the terminal object in G

GYD.
Therefore we get

Theorem 5.8. Let G be a group. Then G
GYD is a braided closed monoidal category satisfying

Properties 1–10, 1*–10*, 5a and 5a* of Sections 4.2 and 5.1. Moreover, all monomorphisms
and epimorphisms in G

GYD are extremal.

Hopf monoids in G
GYD are trivially graded groups H endowed with a homomorphism

ϕ : G→ Aut(H).
An H-module Ω-magma in G

GYD is an Ω-magma A that is an G
GYD-module where the

G-action is extended to an H ⋋ϕ G-action by automorphisms, all operations in A are graded
and hA(g) = A(g) for all g ∈ G and h ∈ H .

An H-comodule Ω-magma in G
GYD is an G×H-graded Ω-magma A =

⊔
g∈G,
h∈H

A(g,h) endowed

with a G-action by automorphisms such that gA(t,h) = A(gtg−1,ϕ(g)h) for all g, t ∈ G and
h ∈ H .
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If one considered the inverse braiding on G
GYD, then the operations on A and the H-

(co)action would be related in a more complicated way.

5.3. Limits and colimits in Comon(C) and coreflectivity of Hopf(C) in Bimon(C). Let
T : J → Comon(C) be a functor where J is a category and C is a monoidal category. Suppose
that C := colimUT is the colimit of UT in C where U : Comon(C) → C is the forgetful
functor. Then the unique morphisms ∆C and εC making the diagrams below commutative
for every object j of J (ϕj is the colimiting cocone) turn C into a comonoid and, therefore,
into the colimit of T in Comon(C):

Tj

∆Tj
��

ϕj // C

∆C
��✤
✤
✤

Tj ⊗ Tj
ϕj⊗ϕj // C ⊗ C

Tj

εTj   ❅
❅❅

❅❅
❅❅

❅

ϕj // C

εC���
�
�
�

1

In other words, the forgetful functor U creates colimits.
Now consider limits in Comon(C):

Theorem 5.9. Let C be a braided monoidal category satisfying Properties 1*, 3*, 4, 5 and
10* of Section 5.1. Let T : J → Comon(C) be a functor where J is a category. Suppose
there exists N := limUT and ϕj is the corresponding limiting cone. (The limit is taken
in C.) Then there exists a comonoid homomorphism i : P ֌ GN , which is, in addition, a
monomorphism in C, such that the composition

P // i // GN
γN // N

ϕj // Tj

is a limiting cone of T in Comon(C). (Here γ is the counit of the adjunction U ⊣ G.)

Proof. Theorem 5.9 is dual to Theorem 4.5. �

Theorem 5.10. Let C be a braided monoidal category satisfying Properties 1*–3*, 4, 5 and
10* of Section 5.1. Then the forgetful functor Hopf(C) → Bimon(C) admits a right adjoint
functor Hr : Hopf(C) → Bimon(C).

Proof. Theorem 5.10 is dual to Theorem 4.6. �

Remark 5.11. Again, in Theorems 5.9 and 5.10 instead of Property 5 it is sufficient to
require just that for every monomorphism ϕ in C the morphisms ϕ⊗ ϕ and ϕ ⊗ ϕ⊗ ϕ are
monomorphisms too.

Example 5.12. In the case C = Sets the right adjoint functor Hr assigns to each monoid
M its group U(M) of invertible elements.

5.4. Cosupports of morphisms P ⊗ A → B. Here we define cosupports of morphisms
and prove their existence.

Let C be a monoidal category. For given objects A,B in C denote by TensMor(A,B) the
comma category ((−)⊗ A ↓ B), i.e. the category where

• the objects are morphisms ψ : P ⊗ A→ B for some objects P ;
• the morphisms between ψ1 : P1 ⊗ A → B and ψ2 : P2 ⊗ A → B are morphisms
τ : P1 → P2 making the diagram below commutative:

P1 ⊗ A

τ ⊗ idA
��

ψ1 // B

P2 ⊗ A
ψ2

;;✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇
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For morphisms ψ : P ⊗A→ B we are going to use the terminology and the notation from
Section 2 with respect to X = TensMor(A,B)op.

If there exists |ψ| : P̃ ⊗ A → B for some ψ, then we call the object cosuppψ := P̃ the
cosupport of ψ. From the definition of the absolute value it follows that cosuppψ is defined
up to an isomorphism compatible with |ρ|.

Definition 5.13. We say that a morphism ψ : P ⊗ A → B is a tensor monomorphism if
ρ ∈ LIO(TensMor(A,B)op), i.e. if for every f, g : R → P such that

ψ(f ⊗ idA) = ψ(g ⊗ idA)

we have f = g.

Example 5.14. In the case C = Vect
k

, where k is a field, ψ is a tensor monomorphism if
and only if the corresponding linear map P → Hom

k

(A,B) is injective. In particular,

cosuppψ = ψ(P ⊗ (−)) ⊆ Hom
k

(A,B).

Therefore cosuppψ coincides with the cosupport defined in [4].

Unfolding the definition from Section 2.2 for X = TensMor(A,B)op, we see that ψ1 4 ψ2

for morphisms ψ1 : P1 ⊗A→ B and ψ2 : P2 ⊗A→ B if and only if there exists a morphism
τ : cosuppψ1 → cosuppψ2 such that |ψ1| = |ψ2|(τ ⊗ idA):

(cosuppψ1)⊗A
|ψ1| //

τ⊗idA
��

B

(cosuppψ2)⊗A

|ψ2|

88qqqqqqqqqqqq

Theorem 5.15. Let C be a monoidal category satisfying Properties 1*, 4*–6* and 9*.
Then for every objects A,B in C there exist absolute values of all objects in the cat-
egory TensMor(A,B)op. As a consequence, there exist cosupports for all morphisms
ψ : P ⊗ A→ B in C.

Proof. Theorem 5.15 is dual to Theorem 4.12. �

Remark 5.16. We will see in [5, Remarks 4.3 (1)] that if C is monoidal closed, then it is
sufficient to require just Property 3* for cosupports and absolute values to exist.

5.5. Cosupports of module structures. Again, it turns out that under certain conditions
on the base category the cosupport of a module structure is always a submonoid.

Theorem 5.17. Suppose C is a monoidal category satisfying Properties 1*, 4*–7*, 9*
and 5a* of Section 5.1. Let M be a module over a monoid (A, µ, u) and let ψ : A⊗M →M
be the corresponding morphism. Then in C there exist unique morphisms

µ0 : cosuppψ ⊗ cosuppψ → cosuppψ and u0 : 1 → cosuppψ

making the diagrams below commutative:

A⊗ A

µ

��

// // (cosuppψ)⊗ (cosuppψ)

µ0

��✤
✤
✤

A // // cosuppψ

1

u

��
u0

$$■
■

■
■

■

A // // cosuppψ
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Moreover, (cosuppψ, µ0, u0) is a monoid and the diagrams below are commutative too:

(cosuppψ)⊗ (cosuppψ)⊗M
µ0⊗idM //

idcosuppψ⊗|ψ|

��

(cosuppψ)⊗M

|ψ|

��
(cosuppψ)⊗M

|ψ|
// M

M ∼
//
1⊗M

u0⊗idM
��

M (cosuppψ)⊗M
|ψ|

oo

In other words, M is a (cosuppψ)-module and the epimorphism cosuppψ ։ A is a monoid
homomorphism.

Proof. Theorem 5.17 is dual to Theorem 4.19. �

Again, the morphism τ from the definition of the coarser/finer relation is always a monoid
homomorphism in the case of module structures.

Proposition 5.18. Let C be a monoidal category and let ψi : Ai⊗M →M define on an object
M structures of Ai-modules for monoids (Ai, µi, ui) for i = 1, 2. Suppose that ψ2 is a tensor
monomorphism and the diagram below is commutative for some morphism τ : A1 → A2:

A1 ⊗M

τ⊗idM
��

ψ1 // M

A2 ⊗M

ψ2

::✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈

Then τ is a monoid homomorphism.

Proof. Proposition 5.18 is dual to Proposition 4.20. �

5.6. Universal measuring comonoids. Fix Ω-magmas A and B in a braided monoidal
category C. Consider the category Meas(A,B) where

• the objects are all measurings ψ : P ⊗ A→ B for all comonoids P ;
• the morphisms from ψ1 : P1⊗A→ B to ψ2 : P2⊗A→ B are monoid homomorphisms
ϕ : P1 → P2 making the diagram below commutative:

P1 ⊗A
ψ1 //

ϕ⊗idA
��

B

P2 ⊗A

ψ2

;;✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇

Let ψV : V ⊗A→ B be a tensor monomorphism for some object V . We call the comonoid

�

C(ψV ) corresponding to the initial object

ψMeas

V :
�

C(ψV )⊗ A→ B

in Meas(A,B)op(ψV ) (if it exists) the V -universal measuring comonoid from A to B.
In other words,

�

C(ψV ) is a V -universal measuring comonoid if for every measuring
ψ : P ⊗ A → B such that ψ = ψV (τ ⊗ idA) for some morphism τ : P → V there exists
a unique comonoid homomorphism ϕ : P →

�

C(ψV ) making the diagram below commuta-
tive:
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P ⊗A
ψ //

ϕ⊗idA
��

B

�

C(ψV )⊗A

ψMeas

V

99sssssssssss

Theorem 5.19. Suppose that a braided monoidal category C satisfies Properties 1*, 3*, 4,
5, 5*, 8*, 10* of Section 5.1. Then there exists an initial object in Meas(A,B)op(ψV ) if
Meas(A,B)op(ψV ) is not empty.

Proof. Theorem 5.19 is dual to Theorem 4.23. �

Examples 5.20.

(1) In the case C = Vect
k

for a field k we get the V -universal measuring coalge-
bra

�

C(ψV ) (see [4, Theorem 3.10]). If we take V = Hom
k

(A,B) and define
ψV : Hom

k

(A,B) ⊗ A → B by ψV (θ ⊗ a) := θ(a), then ψ 4 ψV for every mea-
suring ψ : P ⊗ A → B. In this case

�

C(ψV ) is the Sweedler universal measuring
coalgebra (see [26, Chapter VII]);

(2) In the case C = Sets a map ψV : V × A → B is a tensor monomorphism if and only
if ψV (v1,−) 6= ψV (v2,−) for v1 6= v2. Therefore, V may be identified with a subset in
the set Sets(A,B) of all maps A→ B. We have ψ 4 ψV for a given ψ : P ×A→ B if
and only if ψ(P,−) ⊆ V . Recall that ψ is a measuring if and only if ψ(p,−) is an Ω-
magma homomorphism for every p ∈ P . Hence in this case

�

C(ψV ) = V ∩HomΩ(A,B)
where HomΩ(A,B) is the set of all Ω-magma homomorphisms A→ B.

Remark 5.21. Suppose that there exists an initial object I in C and the object I⊗A is again
initial for every object A. (This holds, say, for C = Vect

k

and C = Sets.) Note that the
unique morphisms I → 1 and I → I ⊗ I define on I the structure of a comonoid. (All
the corresponding diagrams are commutative, since I is an initial object.) Denote by ψI
the unique measuring I ⊗ A → B. Then ψI , being the initial object in Meas(A,B), is the
terminal object in Meas(A,B)op(ψV ).

5.7. Universal acting bimonoids. Again fix an Ω-magma A in a braided monoidal cate-
gory C. Consider the category Act(A) where

• the objects are all actions ψ : B ⊗ A→ A for all bimonoids B;
• the morphisms from ψ1 : B1 ⊗ A → A to ψ2 : B2 ⊗ A → A are bimonoid homomor-
phisms ϕ : B1 → B2 making the diagram below commutative:

B1 ⊗A
ψ1 //

ϕ⊗idA
��

A

B2 ⊗A

ψ2

;;✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇

Now let V be a monoid and let a tensor monomorphism ψV : V ⊗ A → A define on A
a structure of a V -module. Let us call the bimonoid corresponding to the initial object in
Act(A)op(ψV ) (if it exists) the V -universal acting bimonoid on A.

Theorem 5.22. Let C be a braided monoidal category and let ψV : V ⊗ A → A be a tensor
monomorphism defining on an Ω-magma A a structure of a V -module for a monoid V such
that there exists

�

C(ψV ). Then �

B(ψV ) := �

C(ψV ) admits a unique monoid structure turning
ψAct

V := ψMeas

V into an action, which is the initial object in Act(A)op(ψV ).

Proof. Theorem 5.22 is dual to Theorem 4.34. �
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Corollary 5.23. Suppose that a braided monoidal category C satisfies Properties 1*, 3*, 4,
5, 5*, 8*, 10* of Section 5.1. Let ψV : V ⊗ A → A be a tensor monomorphism defining on
an Ω-magma A a structure of a V -module for a monoid V . Then

�

B(ψV ) := �

C(ψV ) admits
a unique monoid structure turning ψAct

V := ψMeas

V into an action, which is the initial object
in Act(A)op(ψV ).

Proof. Apply Theorems 5.19 and 5.22. �

In other words, for every action ψ : B ⊗ A → A such that ψ = ψV (τ ⊗ idA) for some
morphism τ : B → V (recall that by Proposition 5.18 the morphism τ is necessarily a monoid
homomorphism) there exists a unique bimonoid homomorphism ϕ : B →

�

B(ψV ) making the
diagram below commutative:

B ⊗ A
ψ //

ϕ⊗idA
��

A

�

B(ψV )⊗A

ψAct

V

99sssssssssss

Remark 5.24. Note that 1 ⊗ A →̃ A is a terminal object in Act(A)op(ψV ), since for every
bimonoid B there exists the only bimonoid homomorphism 1 → B, namely, the unit u.

Examples 5.25.

(1) When C = Vect
k

and A is a unital associative algebra, the bimonoid
�

B(A,End
k

(A))
is exactly the Sweedler universal acting bialgebra on A [26, Chapter VII];

(2) Example 5.20 (2) shows that in the case C = Sets the monoid V can be identified
with the corresponding submonoid in Sets(A,A), the ordinary monoid of all maps
A→ A. Hence

�

B(ψV ) = V ∩EndΩ(A) where EndΩ(A) is the ordinary monoid of all
Ω-magma endomorphisms of A.

5.8. Universal acting Hopf monoids. Again fix an Ω-magma A in a braided monoidal
category C. Consider the category HAct(A) where

• the objects are all actions ψ : H ⊗A→ A for all Hopf monoids H ;
• the morphisms from ψ1 : H1 ⊗ A → A to ψ2 : H2 ⊗ A → A are Hopf monoid homo-
morphisms ϕ : H1 → H2 making the diagram below commutative:

H1 ⊗ A
ψ1 //

ϕ⊗idA
��

A

H2 ⊗ A

ψ2

;;✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇

Let V be a monoid and let a tensor monomorphism ψV : V ⊗ A → A define on A a
structure of a V -module. Let us call the Hopf monoid

�

H(ψV ) corresponding to the initial
object ψHAct

V in HAct(A)op(ψV ) (if it exists) the V -universal acting Hopf monoid on A.

Theorem 5.26. Let C be a braided monoidal category and let ψV : V ⊗ A → A be a tensor
monomorphism defining on an Ω-magma A a structure of a V -module for a monoid V .
Suppose that the forgetful functor Hopf(C) → Bimon(C) admits a right adjoint functor
Hr : Hopf(C) → Bimon(C) and there exists

�

B(ψV ). Then the initial object ψHAct

V in
HAct(A)op(ψV ) indeed exists.

Proof. Theorem 5.26 is dual to Theorem 4.40. �

Corollary 5.27. Suppose that a braided monoidal category C satisfies Properties 1*–3*, 4,
5, 5*, 8*, 10* of Section 5.1. Let ψV : V ⊗A → A be a tensor monomorphism defining on an
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Ω-magma A a structure of a V -module for a monoid V in C. Then the initial object ψHAct

V

in HAct(A)op(ψV ) indeed exists.

Proof. Apply Theorems 5.10, 5.26 and Corollary 5.23. �

Again, if we unfold the definition, we obtain that for every action ψ : H ⊗ A → A such
that ψ = ψV (τ ⊗ idA) for some morphism τ : H → V (recall that by Proposition 5.18 the
morphism τ is necessarily a monoid homomorphism) there exists a unique Hopf monoid
homomorphism ϕ : H →

�

H(ψV ) making the diagram below commutative:

H ⊗A
ψ //

ϕ⊗idA
��

A

�

H(ψV )⊗ A

ψHAct

V

99sssssssssss

Remark 5.28. Again, 1 ⊗ A →̃ A is a terminal object in HAct(A)op(ψV ), since for every
Hopf monoid H there exists the only Hopf monoid homomorphism 1 → H , namely, the
unit u.

Examples 5.29.

(1) When C = Vect
k

and A is an Ω-algebra, the Hopf monoid
�

H(A,End
k

(A)) is the
universal acting Hopf algebra on A;

(2) Let ψ : H⊗A→ A be some Hopf monoid action on an Ω-magma A with an absolute
value |ψ| : (cosuppψ) ⊗ A → A in a braided monoidal category C satisfying Prop-
erties 1*–10*, 4, 5 and 5a* of Section 5.1. Then by Propositions 2.10 and 2.13 the

�

H(|ψ|)-action |ψ|HAct on A is equivalent to ψ and is universal among all actions
equivalent to or coarser than ψ. We call

�

H(|ψ|) the universal Hopf monoid of ψ and
in the case C = Vect

k

for a field k this Hopf monoid is exactly the universal Hopf
algebra of ψ introduced in [3];

(3) Recall that by Example 5.20 (2) in the case C = Sets the monoid V can be identified
with the corresponding submonoid in Sets(A,A). Hence

�

H(ψV ) = U(V ) ∩AutΩ(A) (5.1)

where U(V ) is the group of invertible elements of V and AutΩ(A) is the group of all
Ω-magma automorphisms of A. Taking V = Sets(A,A), we obtain that AutΩ(A)-
action is universal among all Hopf monoid (i.e. group) actions on A.

Remarks 5.30.

(1) Note that (5.1) resembles the group-like part of the formula for the universal acting
cocommutative Hopf algebra in [3, Theorem 5.3] (recall that in Sets all comonoids
are trivial and therefore cocommutative);

(2) The existence of universal measuring coalgebras for any pair of Ω-algebras in C from
a given class X , turns X into a category over comonoids in C (see [19] and the
forthcoming [17]); in other words X can be given the structure of a semi-Hopf category
in the sense of [8]. If X contains just one object, we recover the univeral acting
bimonoid as described in Section 5.7. As we have just shown, the cofree Hopf algebra
over this universal acting bimonoid is a universal acting Hopf monoid on the same
Ω-algebra. This has been extended in [16], showing that there exist (free and) cofree
Hopf categories over a semi-Hopf category, which shows the existence of universal
Hopf measurings.
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