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DUALITIES FOR UNIVERSAL (CO)ACTING HOPF MONOIDS

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

Abstract. In general, universal (co)measuring (co)monoids and universal (co)acting
bi/Hopf monoids, which prove to be a useful tool in the classification of quantum sym-
metries, do not always exist. In order to ensure their existence, the support of a given
object was recently introduced in [5] and used to restrict the class of objects considered
when defining universal (co)acting objects. It is well-known that, in contrast with the uni-
versal coacting Hopf algebra, for actions on algebras over a field it is usually difficult to
describe the universal acting Hopf algebra explicitly and this turns the duality theorem
into an important investigation tool. In the present paper we establish duality results for
universal (co)measuring (co)monoids and universal (co)acting bi/Hopf monoids in pre-rigid
braided monoidal categories C. In addition, when the base category C is closed monoidal,
we provide a convenient uniform approach to the aforementioned universal objects in terms
of the cosupports, which in this case become subobjects of internal hom-objects. In order
to explain our constructions, we use the language of locally initial objects. Known results
from the literature are recovered when the base category is the category of vector spaces
over a field. New cases where our results can be applied are explored, including categories
of (co)modules over (co)quasitriangular Hopf algebras, Yetter — Drinfel’d modules and
dg-vector spaces.
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1. Introduction

The geometrical problem of classifying quantum symmetries of a given algebra A has an
algebraic correspondent in the classification of (co)module structures on A. Indeed, recall
that if an affine algebraic group G is acting on an affine algebraic variety X , the morphic
actionG×X → X corresponds to a homomorphism of algebrasO(X) → O(X)⊗O(G) where
O(X) and O(G) are the algebras of regular functions on X and G, respectively. Moreover,
the group structure on G endows O(G) with a Hopf algebra structure and O(X) becomes
an O(G)-comodule algebra. Furthermore, if g is the Lie algebra of G, then O(X) is a U(g)-
module algebra where U(g) denotes the universal enveloping algebra of g. Replacement of
the commutative algebras O(G) and O(X) (respectively the cocommutative Hopf algebra
U(g)) with an arbitrary Hopf algebra H (co)acting on an arbitrary algebra A, leads to an
action of a quantum group by quantum symmetries on an algebraic variety X whose algebra
of regular functions is A. Furthermore, if these quantum groups act on certain cohomological
invariants of the variety, one could hope to obtain more geometrical information.

A typical example of a comodule algebra structure is the one defined by group gradings
on an algebra over a field. These are usually classified either up to an isomorphism by
considering the grading group to be fixed or up to equivalence when it is not important
by elements of which group the graded components are marked, see e.g. [11]. However,
the universal group of a grading allows us to recover all groups that realize a concrete
grading. The corresponding notions of equivalence and universal Hopf algebras of (co)module
structures on algebras were introduced in [3], generalizing the aforementioned universal group
of a grading. Furthermore, a unifying theory for universal Hopf algebras of (co)module
structures and universal (co)acting bi/Hopf algebras of Sweedler – Manin – Tambara ([21,
17, 22]) was introduced in [4], by considering V -universal (co)acting bi/Hopf algebras where
V is a unital subalgebra of End

k

(A) and k is the base field. Motivation comes, on the one
hand, from the fact that this unified theory simplifies and in certain cases even makes it
possible at all to classify (co)module structures by means of duality results. On the other
hand, since the universal coacting bi/Hopf algebras of Manin — Tambara do not always
exist [4, Section 4.5], V provides the necessary restriction on the class of comodule structures
under consideration to ensure the existence of the universal Hopf algebra for this class.

In [5] the authors introduced the categorical foundations for the notion of universal bi/Hopf
algebra. Sufficient conditions for the existence of universal (co)measuring (co)monoids and
universal (co)acting bi/Hopf monoids over a base (braided or symmetric monoidal) category
are given. Furthermore, it was shown that the existence problem for such universal objects is
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a particular case of what we call the Lifting Problem for locally initial objects (see Section 2.1
for the precise statement) as we will briefly explain. By definition, the (co)action of a
universal Hopf monoid is an initial object in some full subcategory of the category of all
(co)actions on a fixed Ω-magma. In particular, for the whole category of (co)actions this
universal (co)action is a locally initial object (i.e. an object which admits at most one
morphism into any other object). That full subcategory consists of the objects whose images
under some forgetful functor admit a morphism from a certain fixed locally initial object.
Therefore, the existence problem for universal Hopf monoids can be described as a lifting
problem for locally initial objects. The lifting itself is carried out in several steps.

The first duality result for the (absolute) universal comeasuring algebra and measuring
coalgebra, which generalizes the classical adjunction between the finite dual (of an algebra
over a field) functor and the dual algebra (of a coalgebra over a field) functor (see e.g.,
[10, Theorem 1.5.22]), was established by D. Tambara in [22]. This duality was extended
to V -universal (co)measuring (co)algebras and (co)acting bi/Hopf algebras over fields in [4,
Theorems 3.20, 4.14, 4.15]. As it was proven in [4], the V -universal coacting Hopf algebras
over fields admit a transparent description in terms of free algebras and relations, while
the construction of V -universal acting Hopf algebras is not as explicit, since it involves
subcoalgebras of cofree coalgebras. For this reason the duality theorems for V -universal
acting and coacting Hopf algebras become here one of the main tools of investigation. In
the present paper we prove duality results for universal (co)measuring (co)monoids and
universal (co)acting bi/Hopf monoids in pre-rigid braided monoidal categories C, generalizing
the aforementioned existing results.

We use the previously introduced terminology to describe the outline of the paper.
Throughout, we use the following notation:

• A and B are Ω-magmas;
• MorTens(A,B) and TensMor(A,B) are 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) are the categories of, respectively, comeasurings
A→ B ⊗Q and measurings P ⊗A→ B for some comonoids P and monoids Q;

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

′, G′
1–G

′
4 are the corresponding forgetful/embedding functors;

• ρ∨ : Q∗ ⊗ A → B is the morphism induced by ρ : A → B ⊗ Q (here we assume that
C is pre-rigid, in particular, endowed with a functor (−)∗ : C → Cop);

• κQ : Q
◦ → Q∗ is the natural morphism that relates the finite dual Q◦ of a monoid Q

with Q∗.

For full details we refer the reader to Sections 2–3. To start with, consider the following (not
necessarily commutative) diagram:

Comeas(A,B)

G1

��

(−)∨(κ(...)⊗idA)
// Meas(A,B)op

G′
1

��
MorTens(A,B)

(−)∨
// TensMor(A,B)op

In [5, Theorems 4.23 and 5.19] locally initial objects were lifted along the functors G1 and
G′

1, respectively. Theorem 3.24 of the present paper provides sufficient conditions for the
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functor (−)∨(κ(...) ⊗ idA) : Comeas(A,B) → Meas(A,B)op to map universal comeasurings
to universal measurings.

In addition, if A = B, one can consider bi/Hopf monoid (co)actions. The complete picture
is captured by the following diagram which commutes except, possibly, for the lower central
square:

HCoact(A)

G4

��

(−)∨(κ(...)⊗idA)
// HAct(A)op

G′
4

��
Comeas(A,A)

G1

��

Coact(A)
G3oo

G2

��

(−)∨(κ(...)⊗idA)
// 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 [5, Corollaries 4.36 and 5.23] objects in ComodStr(A) and ModStr(A)op, whose
images under G andG′ are locally initial, are lifted along the functorsG2 andG

′
2, respectively.

The actual lifting is made along G3 and G
′
3. Theorem 3.32 is the corresponding duality result.

Furthermore, the locally initial objects obtained in Coact(A) and Act(A)op, are lifted to
HCoact(A) and HAct(A)op, respectively, in [5, Theorems 4.40 and 5.26]. The correspond-
ing duality result is proved in Theorem 3.35.

In the dualizable theory developed in [5], coactions were restricted by their supports while
actions were restricted by their cosupports. However, if C is not only pre-rigid, but closed
monoidal, there exists an isomorphism of categories

K : TensMor(A,B) →̃ (C ↓ [A,B]),

which makes it possible to segregate classes of both measurings and comeasurings in terms
of their cosupports. The latter correspond to locally initial objects in the comma category
(C ↓ [A,B])op, i.e. just monomorphisms. This approach, which proves to be fruitful for the
classification of (co)module structures on a given Ω-magma, is undertaken in Section 4.

The categorical approach carried out in [5] and in the present paper makes it possible
not only to recover known results, when the base category is the category of vector spaces
over a field, but also to consider new cases, e.g. when the base category itself is a category
of (co)modules over a (co)quasitriangular Hopf algebra, Yetter — Drinfel’d modules or dg-
vector spaces. All these examples are considered in full detail in Section 5.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout the paper we assume familiarity with (braided monoidal) categories as covered
for instance in [2, 15] (resp. [14]) and Hopf algebras where the relevant background is
available in a number of sources such as [10, 18, 20, 21]. We start by briefly recalling
definitions and notation from [5] that will be used in the sequel.

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.

Locally initial objects obviously generalize the classical initial object of a category. How-
ever, as opposed to an initial object, locally initial objects may not be unique up to isomor-
phism.

Furthermore, locally initial objects form a preorder LIO(X) by considering x1 < x2 if there
exists a morphism x1 → x2. If x0 is a given locally initial object we denote by X(x0) the full
subcategory of X consisting of all objects x such that there exists a morphism x0 → x. We
can easily see that x0 is the initial object in X(x0).
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Consider now another category Y and a functor G : Y → X . Given 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). In this context, we formulate:
Lifting Problem. Given x0 ∈ LIO(X), find an initial object y0 in Y (x0).

Note that the condition Gy0 = x0 is not assumed to hold.

2.2. Absolute values. For a given object x of the category 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 terminology used is justified by [5, Example 2.7].
It can be easily seen that for every x ∈ LIO(X) we have x = |x|. Furthermore, note that

the arrow |x| → x is just the terminal object in the comma category (LIO(X) ↓ x).
Now if G : Y → X is a functor, for a given object y in Y we denote |y| := |Gy|. When 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.

Remark 2.1. 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.

Definition 2.2. Let K : X → X ′ be a functor for some categories X,X ′. We say that

1) K preserves absolute values if for every x in X with an absolute value |x|X we have
K (|x|X) = |Kx|X′;

2) K reflects the preorder (on locally initial objects) if the following two conditions hold:
• the functor K maps LIO(X) to LIO(X ′);
• Kx1 4 Kx2 in X ′ for some x1, x2 ∈ LIO(X) if and only if x1 4 x1 in X .

Proposition 2.3. Let G : Y → X and K : X → X ′ be functors for some categories X,X ′, Y
such that there exist absolute values of all objects in X and K preserves absolute values and
reflects the preorder. Let x0 be an object in X such that Kx0 ∈ LIO(X ′). Then the categories
Y (|x0|) (with respect to G) and Y (Kx0) (with respect to KG) coincide. As a consequence,
if y0 is the initial object in Y (|x0|), then y0 is the initial object in Y (Kx0).

Proof. Note that Y (|x0|) is a full subcategory of Y (Kx0) since Kx0 = |Kx0| = K|x0|.
Suppose now that y is an object in Y (Kx0). Then there exists an arrow Kx0 → KGy in X ′.
By our assumptions, K (|Gy|X) is the absolute value of KGy in X ′. Hence Kx0 → KGy
factors through K (|Gy|X). In particular, there exists an arrow K|x0| → K (|Gy|X) in X ′

and K (|Gy|X) 4 K|x0|. Thus |Gy|X 4 |x0| and y is an object in Y (|x0|). �

2.3. Ω-magmas. Let Ω be a set together with maps s, t : Ω → Z+.
An Ω-magma in a monoidal category C is an object A endowed with morphisms

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. We use the convention A⊗0 := 1, the neutral object in C. Note that
here we do not require from ωA to satisfy any identities. Ω-magmas in Vect

k

are called
Ω-algebras over k ([4]).
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Examples include many familiar algebraic structures: algebras (either unital or nonunital,
associative or non-associative) and coalgebras over a field are Ω-magmas in Vect

k

for dif-
ferent Ω’s, ordinary monoids are Ω-magmas in Sets, any object A endowed with a braiding
cA : A⊗A→ A⊗A is an Ω-magma (see [5, Examples 3.5] for more details).

2.4. (Co)measurings. Fix a braided monoidal category C with a braiding c and a neutral
object 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:

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.

The classical definition of a measuring of (now not necessarily associative) algebras as
introduced in [21, Chapter VII] can be recovered for C = Vect

k

for a field k and a certain
Ω (see [5, Examples 3.6]).

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.

The classical definition of a (now not necessarily associative) module algebra over a bial-
gebra can be recovered for C = Vect

k

for a field k and a certain Ω (see [5, Examples 3.7]).
Dually, let Q 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 morphisms 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 commutative:
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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:

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.

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.

The classical definition of a (now not necessarily associative) comodule algebra over a
bialgebra can be recovered for C = Vect

k

for a field k and a certain Ω (see [5, Examples
3.9]).

2.5. Conditions on the base category. Now we list the conditions on the base category
C from [5, Section 4.2 and Section 5.1] we will refer to in the theorems below:

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

subobjects in C;
(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)
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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 2.4. Property 3 follows from Properties 1 and 4. Property 9 follows from Proper-
ties 1, 7 and 8 (see e.g. [5, Proposition 4.2]).

2.6. Supports of morphisms A→ B⊗Q. 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

For morphisms ρ : A→ B⊗Q we are going to use the terminology and the notation from
Sections 2.1 and 2.2 with respect to X = MorTens(A,B).

Definition 2.5. 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|.

Theorem 2.6 ([5, Theorem 4.12]). Let C be a monoidal category satisfying Properties 1,
4–6 and 9 of Section 2.5. Then for every objects A,B in C there exist absolute values of
all objects in the category MorTens(A,B) and, consequently, there exist supports for all
morphisms ρ : A→ B ⊗Q in C.

2.7. Cosupports of morphisms P ⊗A→ B. Cosupports of morphisms are introduced in
the dual way.

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 ;
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• 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

;;✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇

For morphisms ψ : P ⊗A→ B we are going to use the terminology and the notation from
Sections 2.1 and 2.2 with respect to X = TensMor(A,B)op.

Definition 2.7. 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 that

ψ(f ⊗ idA) = ψ(g ⊗ idA)

we have f = g.

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|.

Theorem 2.8 ([5, Theorem 5.15]). Let C be a monoidal category satisfying the properties
dual to Properties 1, 4–6 and 9 of Section 2.5. Then for every objects A,B in C there exist
absolute values of all objects in the category TensMor(A,B)op and, consequently, there exist
cosupports for all morphisms ψ : P ⊗ A→ B in C.

2.8. Universal objects.

2.8.1. Universal comeasuring monoids and universal measuring comonoids. 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.

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

;;✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇
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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.

P ⊗A
ψ //

ϕ⊗idA
��

B

�

C(ψV )⊗A

ψMeas
V

99sssssssssss

2.8.2. Universal (co)acting bi/Hopf monoids. Fix an Ω-magma A in a braided monoidal
category 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.

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.

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.
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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.

2.9. Monoidal functors. Let (C,⊗,1, a, l, r) and (C≀,⊗≀,1≀, a≀, l≀, r≀) be two monoidal cate-
gories. Recall that a functor F : C → C≀ is called a (lax) monoidal functor if there exist fixed
natural transformations JA,B : FA⊗≀ FB → F (A⊗B) and a morphism ϕ : 1≀ → F1 making
the diagrams below commutative for all objects A,B,C in C:

(FA⊗≀ FB)⊗≀ FC
a
≀

FA,FB,FC //

JA,B⊗≀idFC

��

FA⊗≀ (FB ⊗≀ FC)

idFA ⊗≀JB,C

��

F (A⊗B)⊗≀ FC

JA⊗B,C

��

FA⊗≀ F (B ⊗ C)

JA,B⊗C

��
F ((A⊗ B)⊗ C)

FaA,B,C // F (A⊗ (B ⊗ C))

1

≀ ⊗≀ FA

ϕ⊗≀idFA
��

l≀FA // FA

F1⊗≀ FA
J
1,A // F (1⊗A)

F lA

OO FA⊗≀
1

≀

idFA ⊗≀ϕ
��

r≀FA // FA

FA⊗≀ F1
JA,1 // F (A⊗ 1)

FrA

OO

If both C and C≀ are braided with braidings c and c≀, respectively, then F is called braided
if for every objects A and B in C the diagram below is commutative:

FA⊗≀ FB
c≀FA,FB //

JA,B

��

FB ⊗≀ FA

JB,A

��
F (A⊗B)

FcA,B // F (B ⊗A)

A functor F is called op-monoidal if F op is monoidal.
If for a monoidal functor F all JA,B and ϕ are isomorphisms, then F is called strong and

if all JA,B and ϕ are identity morphisms, then F is called strict.

3. Duality

3.1. Pre-rigid categories. A monoidal category (C,⊗,1, a, l, r) is called pre-rigid [8, 13]
if for every object A in C there exists a fixed object A∗ and a morphism evA : A

∗ ⊗ A → 1

such that for every object B the map

C(B,A∗) → C(B ⊗ A,1), f 7→ evA(f ⊗ idA), (3.1)

is a bijection. Note that the correspondence (3.1) is automatically natural in B.
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Remark 3.1. Given an object A, the object A∗ is unique up to an isomorphism compatible
with evA since evA is the terminal object in the comma category

(
(−)⊗ A ↓ 1

)
.

For a given morphism f : A→ B in C define f ∗ to be the morphism B∗ → A∗ corresponding
to evB(idB∗ ⊗f) under the bijection (3.1). Then (−)∗ becomes a contravariant functor such
that the bijection (3.1) is natural in A too and evA is dinatural in A.

Now we are going to define a monoidal structure on (−)∗.
Let C be a pre-rigid braided monoidal category with a braiding cA,B : A⊗B → B⊗A. For

given objects A and B in C denote by θA,B : A
∗⊗B∗ → (A⊗B)∗ the morphism corresponding

under the bijection (3.1) to the composition

A∗ ⊗B∗ ⊗ A⊗ B
idA⊗c−1

A,B∗⊗idB
// A∗ ⊗ A⊗ B∗ ⊗B

evA⊗evB //
1⊗ 1

∼ //
1

By ι : 1 → 1

∗ denote the morphism corresponding under the bijection (3.1) to the identi-
fication 1⊗ 1 →̃ 1.

As it was noticed in [8, Section 4.3], the following theorem holds:

Theorem 3.2. θA,B is a natural transformation and (−)∗ : C → Cop together with θ and ι
is a braided op-monoidal functor where Cop is the braided monoidal category opposite to C
as an ordinary category with the same monoidal product as in C, the associativity constraint
a′A,B,C := a−1

A,B,C and the braiding c′A,B := cB,A.

Using the braiding, we get a self-adjunction of (−)∗:

C(A,B∗)
∼ // C(A⊗B,1)

C(cB,A,id1) // C(B ⊗A,1)
∼ // C(B,A∗) (3.2)

For a given morphism f : A → B∗ define f ♯ : B → A∗ as the image of f under the
composition of bijective natural transformations (3.2).

Analogously, for a morphism g : B → A∗ define g♭ : A → B∗ as the preimage of g under
the composition (3.2) above. Obviously, f = (f ♯)♭ for every f : A → B∗ and g = (g♭)♯ for
every g : B → A∗.

Denote by αA : A→ A∗∗ the counit of the adjunction (3.2), i.e. αA := id♭A∗ for every object
A in C.

The functor (−)∗ induces a contravariant functor

Comon(C) → Mon(C), (C,∆, ε) 7→ (C∗, µ, u)

where µ = ∆∗θC,C , u = ε∗ι. We denote this functor again by (−)∗.

Example 3.3. One of the important examples of pre-rigid categories are closed monoidal
categories (we refer to Section 5 for concrete examples). A monoidal category C is closed
if for every object A in C the functor (−) ⊗ A has a left adjoint [A,−], which is called the
internal hom. Note that the functor (−)⊗1 is isomorphic to the identical functor idC. Hence
we may assume that [1,−] = idC too. Since ⊗ is a bifunctor C × C → C, the adjunction

C(A⊗ B,C) ∼= C(A, [B,C])

defines a bifunctor [−,−] : Cop × C → C in a unique way. Let evB,A : [B,A]⊗B → A be the
counit of this adjunction. Then C is pre-rigid with respect to (−)∗ := [−,1] and evA := evA,1.

Lemma 3.4. For every morphism f : P → U∗ the diagram below is commutative:

P ⊗ U

idP ⊗f♭

��

f⊗idU // U∗ ⊗ U

evU
��

P ⊗ P ∗
cP,P∗

// P ∗ ⊗ P
evP //

1
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Proof. Consider the following diagram:

P ⊗ U

idP ⊗f♭

��

f⊗idU //

cP,U

&&▲▲
▲▲

▲▲
▲▲

▲▲
U∗ ⊗ U

evU

��

U ⊗ P

f♭⊗idP
��

P ⊗ P ∗
cP,P∗

// P ∗ ⊗ P
evP //

1

The polygon on the right is commutative by the definition of (−)♭. The lower left quadrilat-
eral is commutative by the naturality of the braiding.

Therefore the outer rectangle is commutative too and the lemma is proven. �

3.2. Correspondence between morphisms. Now we introduce several maps defined on
morphisms in a pre-rigid braided monoidal category C and prove some of their properties.

For a given morphism ρ : A→ B⊗Q, where A,B,Q are some objects, define the morphism
ρ∨ : Q∗ ⊗A→ B by the commutative diagram

Q∗ ⊗ B ⊗Q
cQ∗,B⊗idQ // B ⊗Q∗ ⊗Q

idB ⊗evQ // B ⊗ 1

∼

��
Q∗ ⊗A

idQ∗ ⊗ρ

OO

ρ∨ //❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴ B

For a given morphism ρ : A→ B⊗P ∗, where A,B, P are some objects, define the morphism
ρ∇ : P ⊗ A→ B by the commutative diagram

P ⊗ B ⊗ P ∗
cP,B⊗P∗

// B ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P
idB ⊗evP // B ⊗ 1

∼
��

P ⊗ A
ρ∇ //❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴

idP ⊗ρ

OO

B

Proposition 3.5. Let ρ : A→ B ⊗ U and f : P → U∗ be some morphisms in C. Then
(
(idB ⊗f ♭)ρ

)∇
= ρ∨(f ⊗ idA).

Proof. Consider the diagram below:

P ⊗ A
f⊗idA //

idP ⊗ρ
��

U∗ ⊗ A
idU∗ ⊗ρ

// U∗ ⊗ B ⊗ U

cU∗,B⊗idU
��

P ⊗B ⊗ U

f⊗idB⊗U

22❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞

cP,B⊗idU

//

idP⊗B ⊗f♭

��

B ⊗ P ⊗ U
idB ⊗f⊗idU //

idB⊗P ⊗f♭

��

B ⊗ U∗ ⊗ U

idB ⊗evU

��

P ⊗ B ⊗ P ∗
cP,B⊗idP∗

//

cP,B⊗P∗

��

B ⊗ P ⊗ P ∗

idB ⊗cP,P∗

tt✐✐✐✐
✐✐✐

✐✐✐
✐✐✐

✐✐✐

B ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P
idB ⊗evP // B ⊗ 1

∼
��
B

The upper left triangle and the left square in the middle are commutative by the functo-
riality of ⊗, the upper right triangle is commutative by the naturality of the braiding. The
lower left triangle is commutative by the corresponding property of the braiding and the
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lower right polygon is commutative by Lemma 3.4. Therefore the outer square is commuta-
tive too, which implies the proposition since the compositions on the left and on the right

equal
(
(idB ⊗f ♭)ρ

)∇
and ρ∨(f ⊗ idA), respectively. �

The proposition below can be proved directly by a similar diagram chase, however now it
is easier to deduce it from the proposition above:

Proposition 3.6. Let ρ : A→ B ⊗ P and f : P → U be some morphisms in C. Then
(
(idB ⊗f)ρ

)∨
= ρ∨(f ∗ ⊗ idA).

Proof. By the naturality of (−)♭ we have

f ∗♭ = (f ∗ idU∗)♭ = (idU∗)♭f.

Applying Proposition 3.5 two times, we get

ρ∨(f ∗ ⊗ idA) =
(
(idB ⊗f ∗♭)ρ

)∇
=
(
(idB ⊗(idU∗)♭f)ρ

)∇

=
(
(idB ⊗(idU∗)♭)(idB ⊗f)ρ

)∇
= ((idB ⊗f)ρ

)∨
(idU∗ ⊗ idA) = ((idB ⊗f)ρ

)∨
.

�

Below we deduce from the universal property of ev some cancellation property for mor-
phisms. Recall that αB : B → B∗∗ is a monomorphism for every object B in C if and only if
the functor (−)∗ is faithful.

Lemma 3.7. Let ρ1, ρ2 : A→ B⊗P ∗ be morphisms in C for some objects A,B, P such that
αB ⊗ idP ∗ and θB∗,P are monomorphisms and

(ρ1 ⊗ idP )(idB ⊗evP ) = (ρ2 ⊗ idP )(idB ⊗evP ). (3.3)

Then ρ1 = ρ2.

Proof. Consider the following diagram:

A⊗B∗ ⊗ P

idA ⊗cB∗,P

��

ρ1⊗idB∗⊗P //
ρ2⊗idB∗⊗P

// B ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ B∗ ⊗ P

αB⊗idP∗⊗B∗⊗P

��

idB⊗P∗ ⊗cB∗,P

ss❣❣❣❣❣
❣❣❣❣

❣❣❣❣
❣❣❣❣

❣❣❣❣
❣❣❣❣

❣❣❣❣
❣❣❣❣

❣❣❣❣
❣❣❣❣

❣❣❣❣
❣❣❣❣

❣❣❣❣
❣❣

A⊗ P ⊗B∗

ρ2⊗idP⊗B∗

��
ρ1⊗idP⊗B∗

��
B ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P ⊗B∗

idB ⊗evP⊗idB∗

��

αB⊗idP∗⊗P⊗B∗

++❲❲❲❲
❲❲❲❲

❲❲❲❲
❲❲❲❲

❲❲❲❲

B ⊗ 1⊗B∗

αB⊗id
1⊗B∗

��

B∗∗ ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P ⊗ B∗

idB∗∗ ⊗evP⊗idB∗ss❣❣❣❣❣
❣❣❣

❣❣❣
❣❣❣❣

❣❣❣❣
❣

idB∗∗ ⊗c−1
B∗,P∗⊗P

��

B∗∗ ⊗ P ∗ ⊗B∗ ⊗ P

idB∗∗ ⊗c−1
B∗,P∗⊗idPss❣❣❣❣❣

❣❣❣❣
❣❣❣❣

❣❣❣❣
❣❣❣❣

❣❣

idB∗∗⊗P∗ ⊗cB∗,Poo

θB∗,P⊗idB∗⊗P

��
B∗∗ ⊗ 1⊗ B∗

idB∗∗ ⊗c−1
B∗,1

��

B∗∗ ⊗B∗ ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P

idB∗∗⊗B∗ ⊗evPss❣❣❣❣❣
❣❣❣

❣❣❣❣
❣❣❣❣

❣❣❣
❣

evB∗⊗evP
��

(B∗ ⊗ P )∗ ⊗ B∗ ⊗ P

evB∗⊗P

��
B∗∗ ⊗ B∗ ⊗ 1

evB∗⊗id
1

//
1⊗ 1

∼ //
1

By (3.3) the composition on the left and lower edges does not depend on whether we take
ρ1 or ρ2. The lower left quadrilateral is commutative by the naturality of the braiding. The
triangle in the lower right part of the diagram is commutative by the corresponding property
of the braiding. The lower right polygon is commutative by the definition of θ. The other
inner polygons are commutative by the functoriality of ⊗. Therefore, the composition on the
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right and upper edges does not depend on whether we take ρ1 or ρ2 either. Now recall that
both αB ⊗ idP ∗ and θB∗,P are monomorphisms. Hence the universal property of ev implies
that ρ1 = ρ2. �

Corollary 3.8. Let ρ1, ρ2 : A → B ⊗ P ∗ be morphisms in C for some objects A,B, P such
that αB ⊗ idP ∗ and θB∗,P are monomorphisms and ρ∇1 = ρ∇2 . Then ρ1 = ρ2.

Proposition 3.9. Let ρ : A→ B⊗U be a tensor epimorphism in C such that αB⊗ idP ∗ and
θB∗,P are monomorphisms for all objects P . Then ρ∨ : U∗ ⊗ A → B is a tensor monomor-
phism.

Proof. Let f1, f2 : P → U∗ be two morphisms such that ρ∨(f1 ⊗ idA) = ρ∨(f2 ⊗ idA). We
claim that f1 = f2.

By Proposition 3.5 we have
(
(idB ⊗f ♭1)ρ

)∇
= ρ∨(f1 ⊗ idA) = ρ∨(f2 ⊗ idA) =

(
(idB ⊗f ♭2)ρ

)∇
.

Now Corollary 3.8 implies that (idB ⊗f ♭1)ρ = (idB ⊗f ♭2)ρ. Thus f ♭1 = f ♭2 since ρ is a tensor
epimorphism. Therefore f1 = f2 and ρ∨ is a tensor monomorphism. �

Below we prove the commutativity of diagrams that relate operations in a comonoid P
and the monoid P ∗ dual to P :

Lemma 3.10. Let (P,∆, ε) be a comonoid in C and let (P ∗, µ, u) be the dual monoid. Then
the diagrams below are commutative:

1⊗ P
∼ //

u⊗idP
��

P

ε

��
P ∗ ⊗ P

evP //
1

(3.4)

P ∗ ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P
idP∗⊗P∗ ⊗∆

//

µ⊗idP

��

P ∗ ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P ⊗ P

θP,P⊗idP⊗P

��
(P ⊗ P )∗ ⊗ P ⊗ P

evP⊗P

��
P ∗ ⊗ P

evP //
1

(3.5)

Proof. Consider the diagram

1⊗ P

ι⊗idP

��✿
✿✿

✿✿
✿✿

✿✿
✿✿

✿✿
✿✿

✿✿
1⊗ε

++❲❲❲❲
❲❲❲❲

❲❲❲❲
❲❲❲❲

❲❲❲❲
❲❲❲❲

❲❲❲
∼ //

u⊗idP

��

P

ε

��

1⊗ 1

ι⊗1
��

∼

��✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹
✹

1

∗ ⊗ P
ε∗⊗idP

yyrrr
rr
rr
rr
r

id
1

∗ ⊗ε
//
1

∗ ⊗ 1

ev
1

##❋
❋❋

❋❋
❋❋

❋❋
❋

P ∗ ⊗ P
evP //

1

The triangle on the left is commutative by the definition of u, the lower quadrilateral is
commutative by the dinaturality of ev, the central quadrilateral is commutative by the
functoriality of ⊗, the upper right quadrilateral is commutative by the naturality of the
transformation 1⊗M →̃ M , the lower right triangle is commutative by the definition of ι.
Hence the outer square is commutative too, which yields the commutativity of (3.4).
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Now consider the diagram

P ∗ ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P
idP∗⊗P∗ ⊗∆

//

θP,P⊗idP
��

P ∗ ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P ⊗ P

θP,P⊗idP⊗P

��
(P ⊗ P )∗ ⊗ P

∆∗⊗idP
��

id(P⊗P )∗ ⊗∆
// (P ⊗ P )∗ ⊗ P ⊗ P

evP⊗P

��
P ∗ ⊗ P

evP //
1

The upper square is commutative by the functoriality of ⊗. The lower square is commutative
by the dinaturality of ev. Hence the outer square is commutative too, which yields the
commutativity of (3.5). �

Lemma 3.11. Let (P,∆, ε) be a comonoid in C and let (P ∗, µ, u) be the dual monoid. Then
the diagrams (3.6) and (3.7) below are commutative:

P ⊗ 1

∼ //

idP ⊗u
��

P
ε //

1

P ⊗ P ∗

∼
��

1⊗ 1

∼

OO

P ⊗ 1⊗ P ∗
cP,1⊗P∗

//
1⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P

id
1

⊗evP

OO

(3.6)

P ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P ∗ idP ⊗µ //

∆⊗idP∗⊗P∗

��

P ⊗ P ∗

cP,P∗

��
P ⊗ P ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P ∗

idP ⊗cP,P∗⊗idP∗

��

P ∗ ⊗ P

evP
��

P ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P ⊗ P ∗
cP,P∗⊗cP,P∗

// P ∗ ⊗ P ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P
evP⊗evP //

1⊗ 1

∼ //
1

(3.7)

Proof. First, consider the diagram

P ⊗ 1

∼ //

cP,1

''❖❖
❖❖

❖❖
❖❖

❖❖
❖

idP ⊗u

��

P
ε //

1

1⊗ P

∼

OO

u⊗idP
��

P ⊗ P ∗

∼
��

cP,P∗
// P ∗ ⊗ P

∼

''❖❖
❖❖

❖❖
❖❖

❖❖
❖

evP

??⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧
1⊗ 1

∼

OO

P ⊗ 1⊗ P ∗
cP,1⊗P∗

//
1⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P

id
1

⊗evP

OO

The inner polygons are commutative by the properties of the braiding and Lemma 3.10.
Therefore, the outer square is commutative too, which yields the commutativity of (3.6).
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Now consider the diagram

P ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P ∗

cP,P∗⊗P∗

++❲❲❲❲
❲❲❲❲

❲❲❲❲
❲❲❲❲

❲❲❲

idP ⊗µ //

∆⊗idP∗⊗P∗

��

P ⊗ P ∗

cP,P∗

��
P ∗ ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P

idP∗⊗P∗ ⊗∆

��

µ⊗idP // P ∗ ⊗ P

evP

��

P ⊗ P ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P ∗

idP ⊗cP,P∗⊗idP∗

��

cP⊗P,P∗⊗P∗
// P ∗ ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P ⊗ P

idP∗ ⊗c−1
P,P∗⊗idP

��

θP,P⊗idP⊗P // (P ⊗ P )∗ ⊗ P ⊗ P
evP⊗P

((◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗

P ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P ⊗ P ∗
cP,P∗⊗cP,P∗

// P ∗ ⊗ P ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P
evP⊗evP //

1⊗ 1

∼ //
1

The inner polygons are commutative by Lemma 3.10, the definition of θ and the prop-
erties of the braiding. Therefore, the outer square is commutative too, which yields the
commutativity of (3.7). �

Applying properties of the braiding, we deduce Lemma 3.12 below from Lemma 3.11:

Lemma 3.12. For every comonoid P

(−)∇ : MorTens(P ∗) → TensMor(P )

is a strict monoidal functor.

Corollary 3.13. Let ρ : A→ B⊗P ∗ be a morphism in C for some comonoid P and objects
A and B. Then for every m ∈ Z+ the diagram below is commutative:

P ⊗ A⊗m

idP ⊗ρ⊗̃m

��

(ρ∇)
⊗̃m

// B⊗m

B⊗m ⊗ 1

∼

OO

P ⊗ B⊗m ⊗ P ∗
cP,B⊗m⊗P∗

// B⊗m ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P

idB⊗m ⊗evP

OO

where in the expressions
(
ρ∇
)⊗̃m

and ρ⊗̃m we use the monoidal products in the categories
TensMor(P ) and MorTens(P ∗) defined in Section 2.4.

Lemma 3.14. Let ρ : A → B ⊗ P ∗ be a morphism for some Ω-magmas A and B and
comonoid P in C.

I. If ρ is a comeasuring, then ρ∇ : P ⊗ A→ B is a measuring.
II. If ρ∇ is a measuring and αB⊗t(ω) ⊗ idP ∗ and θ(B⊗t(ω))

∗
,P

are monomorphisms for every

ω ∈ Ω, then ρ is a comeasuring.
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Proof. For every ω ∈ Ω consider the following diagram where m = s(ω) and n = t(ω):

P ⊗ A⊗m

idP ⊗ωA

��

idP ⊗ρ⊗̃m

!!❈
❈❈

❈❈
❈❈

❈❈
❈❈

❈❈
❈❈

❈❈
❈❈

❈

(ρ∇)
⊗̃m

// B⊗m

ωB

��

B⊗m ⊗ 1

∼

99ssssssssss

ωB⊗id
1

��

P ⊗ B⊗m ⊗ P ∗

idP ⊗ωB⊗idP∗

��

cP,B⊗m⊗P∗
// B⊗m ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P

ωB⊗idP∗⊗P

��

idB⊗m ⊗evP
66♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠

P ⊗ B⊗n ⊗ P ∗
cP,B⊗n⊗P∗

// B⊗n ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P

idB⊗n ⊗evP ((◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

B⊗n ⊗ 1

∼

%%❑❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑❑

❑❑

P ⊗ A⊗n

idP ⊗ρ⊗̃n

==④④④④④④④④④④④④④④④④④④④④ (ρ∇)
⊗̃n

// B⊗n

(3.8)

The upper and the lower quadrilaterals are commutative by Corollary 3.13. The central
square is commutative by the naturality of the braiding. The two quadrilaterals on the
right are commutative by the functoriality of ⊗ and the naturality of the transformation

C ⊗ 1

∼ // C .
Now we notice that the left quadrilateral of (3.8) is the diagram (3.9) below tensored by P

from the left:

A⊗m

ωA

��

ρ⊗̃m

// B⊗m ⊗ P ∗

ωB⊗idP∗

��
A⊗n ρ⊗̃n

// B⊗n ⊗ P ∗

(3.9)

Hence if ρ is a comeasuring, then (3.9) is commutative, the outer square of (3.8) is com-
mutative too, ρ∇ : P ⊗ A→ B is a measuring, and Part I is proved.

Suppose now that ρ∇ is a measuring and αB⊗n ⊗ idP ∗ and θ(B⊗n)∗,P are monomorphisms.
Then the outer square of (3.8) is commutative and, by the naturality of the braiding and
Lemma 3.7, (3.9) is commutative for every ω ∈ Ω, i.e. ρ is a comeasuring. �

Now we are ready to prove that under some conditions the map ρ 7→ ρ∇ is a bijection:

Lemma 3.15. Let ρU : A → B ⊗ U be a tensor epimorphism in C for Ω-magmas A and B
and an object U . Suppose αM ⊗ idN and θM,N are monomorphisms for all objects M,N . For
a given comonoid P in C denote by Meas(P, ρ∨U) the set of measurings ψ : P ⊗ A→ B such
that there exists a morphism ψ → ρ∨U in TensMor(A,B) and by Comeas(P ∗, ρU) the set of
comeasurings ρ : A→ B⊗P ∗ such that there exists a morphism ρU → ρ in MorTens(A,B).
Then the map ρ 7→ ρ∇ defines a bijection Comeas(P ∗, ρU) ∼= Meas(P, ρ∨U) natural in the
comonoid P if we regard Meas(−, ρ∨U ) and Comeas((−)∗, ρU) as functors Comon(C) → Sets.

Proof. By Proposition 3.9, ρ∨U is a tensor monomorphism. Hence Meas(P, ρ∨U) can be identi-
fied with the subset of C(P, U∗) consisting of such morphisms g : P → U∗ that ψ = ρ∨U(g⊗idA)
is a measuring. Analogously, Comeas(P ∗, ρU) can be identified with the subset of C(U, P ∗)
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consisting of such morphisms f : U → P ∗ that ρ = (idB ⊗f)ρU is a comeasuring. By Propo-
sition 3.5,

ρ∇ =
(
(idB ⊗f)ρU

)∇
= ρ∨U(f

♯ ⊗ idB). (3.10)

By Lemma 3.14 a morphism ρ : A→ B⊗P ∗ is a comeasuring if and only if ρ∇ : P ⊗A→ B
is a measuring. Now (3.10) implies that the map (−)∇ is a restriction of the natural bijection
(−)♯ : C(U, P ∗) →̃ C(P, U∗). �

3.3. Correspondence between supports and cosupports. The naturality of the bijec-
tion (−)♭ implies Proposition 3.16 below:

Proposition 3.16. Let f : A → B be an epimorphism in a pre-rigid braided monoidal
category C. Then f ∗ : B∗ → A∗ is a monomorphism.

However, below we require a somewhat dual property. Namely, in Theorems 3.18—3.20
below C is a pre-rigid braided monoidal category satisfying Properties 1, 4–6, 9 of Section 2.5
and their duals, such that the functor (−)∗ maps extremal monomorphisms to extremal
epimorphisms.

Remark 3.17. The conditions above hold in C = Vect
k

for a field k. In Theorems 5.18
and 5.23 below we show that these conditions hold in C = HMod, the category of left
H-modules, for a quasitriangular Hopf algebra H and in C = dgVect

k

, the category of
differential graded vector spaces over a field k. In addition, the conditions above hold
in C = ComodkG, the category of G-graded vector spaces, for a field k and a group G (see
Section 5.6). In Remarks 5.14 (2) and Remarks 5.22 (2) below we give examples of categories
where f ∗ is not an epimorphism for some extremal monomorphism f .

These theorems will not be used until Section 4:

Theorem 3.18. Let ρ : A→ B ⊗Q be a morphism in C such that αB ⊗ idP ∗ and θB∗,P are
monomorphisms for all objects P . Let |ρ| : A → B ⊗ (supp ρ) be the absolute value of ρ.
Then cosupp(ρ∨) = (supp ρ)∗ and |ρ|∨ : (supp ρ)∗ ⊗ A→ B is the absolute value of ρ∨.

Proof. Recall that |ρ| is a tensor epimorphism and ρ = (idB ⊗τ)|ρ| for some extremal
monomorphism τ : supp ρ֌ Q (see [5, Remark 4.14 and Lemma 4.16]). Hence by Proposi-
tion 3.6

ρ∨ =
(
(idB ⊗τ)|ρ|

)∨
= |ρ|∨(τ ∗ ⊗ idA).

By Proposition 3.9 the morphism |ρ|∨ is a tensor monomorphism and, by our assumptions,
the morphism τ ∗ is an extremal epimorphism. Hence, by the proposition dual to [5, Propo-
sition 4.18], the morphism |ρ|∨ indeed corresponds to the cosupport of ρ∨. �

Theorem 3.19. Let ρi : A→ B⊗Qi, i = 1, 2, be some morphisms in C such that αB ⊗ idP ∗

and θB∗,P are monomorphisms for all objects P . Then ρ1 < ρ2 implies ρ∨1 < ρ∨2 .

Proof. If ρ1 < ρ2, then there exists a morphism

τ : supp ρ1 → supp ρ2

such that (idB ⊗τ)|ρ1| = |ρ2|. By Proposition 3.6 we have

|ρ1|
∨(τ ∗ ⊗ idA) = |ρ2|

∨.

Now Theorem 3.18 implies that ρ∨1 < ρ∨2 . �

Theorem 3.20. Let ρi : A → B ⊗ Qi, i = 1, 2, be some morphisms in C such that αP is
an extremal monomorphism and θB∗,P is a monomorphism for all objects P . Then ρ∨1 < ρ∨2
implies ρ1 < ρ2.
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Proof. By Theorem 3.18, |ρ∨i | = |ρi|
∨. Suppose that ρ∨1 < ρ∨2 . Then

|ρ1|
∨(f ⊗ idA) = |ρ2|

∨

for some morphism f : (supp ρ2)
∗ → (supp ρ1)

∗. Proposition 3.5 implies

(
(idB ⊗f ♭)|ρ1|

)∇
= |ρ1|

∨(f ⊗ idA) = |ρ2|
∨ = |ρ2|

∨(id(supp ρ2)∗ ⊗ idA)

=
(
(idB ⊗(idsupp ρ2)

♭)|ρ2|
)∇

=
(
(idB ⊗αsupp ρ2)|ρ2|

)∇
.

By Corollary 3.8,

(idB ⊗f ♭)|ρ1| = (idB ⊗αsupp ρ2)|ρ2|.

Hence (idB ⊗αsupp ρ2)|ρ2| 4 ρ1. Since by our assumptions αsupp ρ2 is an extremal monomor-
phism, [5, Proposition 4.18] implies that

|(idB ⊗αsupp ρ2)|ρ2|
∣∣ = |ρ2|,

and we get ρ2 4 ρ1. �

3.4. Finite dual. Let C be a pre-rigid braided monoidal category. Suppose that the functor
(−)∗ : Comon(C) → Mon(C) has an adjoint functor (−)◦ : Mon(C) → Comon(C) such that
there exists a natural bijection

Mon(C)(A,C∗) ∼= Comon(C)(C,A◦).

As usual, given an object A in Mon(C) the object A◦ is called the finite or the Sweedler
dual of A.

Remark 3.21. By [5, Theorem 5.9] and [7, Theorem 1.5] the functor (−)◦ exists, for example,
if C satisfies Properties 4, 5 and the properties dual to Properties 1–3 and 10 of Section 2.5.

Let A be a monoid in C. Denote by κA : A
◦ → A∗ the morphism in C corresponding to

idA◦ under the following composition of bijections and an embedding:

Comon(C)(A◦, A◦) ∼= Mon(C)(A,A◦∗) ⊆ C(A,A◦∗)
(−)♯

// C(A◦, A∗) .

Note that κ is natural in A by the naturality of the maps above.

Lemma 3.22. For every monoid Q in C the diagram below is commutative:

Q◦ ⊗Q

idQ◦ ⊗κ
♭
Q

��

κQ⊗idQ // Q∗ ⊗Q

evQ

��
Q◦ ⊗Q◦∗

cQ◦,Q◦∗
// Q◦∗ ⊗Q◦

evQ◦
//
1

Proof. Apply Lemma 3.4 for P = Q◦, U = Q, f = κQ. �

Proposition 3.23. Let ρ : A→ B ⊗Q be a comeasuring for some Ω-magmas A and B and
a monoid Q in C. Then ρ∨(κQ ⊗ idA) : Q

◦ ⊗A→ B is a measuring.

Proof. By Proposition 3.5,
(
(idB ⊗κ

♭
Q)ρ
)∇

= ρ∨(κQ ⊗ idA).

Now we use the fact that κ♭Q is a monoid homomorphism and apply Lemma 3.14. �
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3.5. Duality theorem for (co)measurings. In Theorem 3.24 below we not only show
that A�(ρU)

◦ ∼=
�

C(ρ∨U ) but also provide an explicit isomorphism:

Theorem 3.24. Let C be a pre-rigid braided monoidal category such that

• there exists the functor (−)◦;
• αM ⊗ idN and θM,N are monomorphisms for all objects M,N .

Let ρU : A→ B ⊗ U be a tensor epimorphism in C for Ω-magmas A and B and an object U
such that there exist A�(ρU) and �

C(ρ∨U ). Then(
ρComeas
U

)∨
(κA�(ρU ) ⊗ idA) : A

�(ρU)
◦ ⊗ A→ B

is a measuring and the unique comonoid homomorphism β : A�(ρU)
◦ →

�

C(ρ∨U ) making the
diagram

A�(ρU)
◦ ⊗ A

β⊗idA
��✤
✤

✤

κ
A�(ρU )⊗idA

// A�(ρU )
∗ ⊗ A

(ρComeas
U )

∨

��

�

C(ρ∨U )⊗ A
(ρ∨U)

Meas

// B

(3.11)

commutative is a comonoid isomorphism.

Remark 3.25. Consider the following (not necessarily commutative) diagram where G1 and
G′

1 are forgetful functors:

Comeas(A,B)

G1

��

(−)∨(κ(...)⊗idA)
// Meas(A,B)op

G′
1

��
MorTens(A,B)

(−)∨
// TensMor(A,B)op

Theorem 3.24 asserts that if ρComeas
U is the initial object in Comeas(A,B)(ρU), then(

ρComeas
U

)∨
(κA�(ρU ) ⊗ idA) is an initial object in Meas(A,B)op(ρ∨U).

Proof of Theorem 3.24. The morphism
(
ρComeas
U

)∨
(κA�(ρU ) ⊗ idA) is a measuring by Propo-

sition 3.23.
Inspired by [22, Remark 1.3], we can add the bijection from Lemma 3.15 to the following

bijections natural in the comonoid P :

Comon(C)(P,
�

C(ρ∨U ))
∼= Meas(P, ρ∨U)

∼= Comeas(P ∗, ρU) ∼= Mon(C)(A�(ρU), P
∗) ∼= Comon(C)(P,A�(ρU )

◦).
(3.12)

Now if we substitute for P the comonoid A�(ρU)
◦, the comonoid homomorphism

A�(ρU)
◦ →

�

C(ρ∨U ), corresponding to idA�(ρU )◦ , will be equal to β by Lemma 3.22. If we
substitute for P the comonoid

�

C(ρ∨U ), by the naturality, the homomorphism id
�

C(ρ∨U ) will

correspond to β−1. Hence β is a comonoid isomorphism. �

Corollary 3.26. Let C be a pre-rigid braided monoidal category satisfying Properties 1, 4,
5, 8, 10 of Section 2.5 and their duals such that

• αM ⊗ idN and θM,N are monomorphisms for all objects M,N .

Let ρU : A→ B ⊗ U be a tensor epimorphism in C for Ω-magmas A and B and an object U
such that Comeas(A,B)(ρU) is not empty. Then

(
ρComeas
U

)∨
(κA�(ρU ) ⊗ idA) : A

�(ρU)
◦ ⊗ A→ B

is a measuring and the unique comonoid homomorphism β : A�(ρU)
◦ →

�

C(ρ∨U ) making the
diagram (3.11) commutative is a comonoid isomorphism.
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Proof. Apply [5, Proposition 4.2 (1), Theorems 4.23, 5.19], Remark 3.21 and Theorem 3.24.
�

3.6. Duality theorem for (co)actions. For given objects A and B in a pre-rigid braided
monoidal category C denote by θinvA,B : A

∗ ⊗ B∗ → (A ⊗ B)∗ the morphism corresponding
under the bijection (3.1) to the composition

A∗ ⊗B∗ ⊗ A⊗ B
idA⊗cB∗,A⊗idB // A∗ ⊗ A⊗ B∗ ⊗B

evA⊗evB //
1⊗ 1

∼ //
1

(Please notice that in comparison with θA,B in θinvA,B we use the original braiding, not the

inverse one.) Again, θinvA,B is natural in A and B.

Remark 3.27. By [8, Proposition 4.4], (θinvA,B, ι) is the monoidal structure on the functor
(−)∗ : Cop → C that corresponds to the op-monoidal structure (θA,B, ι) on (−)∗ : C → Cop

under the adjunction (−)♯ : Cop(A∗, B) →̃ C(A,B∗).

Lemma 3.28. Let ρ1 : B → C ⊗ Q1 and ρ2 : A → B ⊗ Q2 be morphisms in C for some
objects A,B,C,Q1, Q2. Then the diagram below is commutative:

Q∗
1 ⊗Q∗

2 ⊗ A
idQ∗

1
⊗ρ∨2

//

idQ∗
1⊗Q∗

2
⊗ρ2

��

Q∗
1 ⊗ B

ρ∨1

��

Q∗
1 ⊗Q∗

2 ⊗B ⊗Q2

idQ∗
1⊗Q∗

2
⊗ρ1⊗idQ2

��
Q∗

1 ⊗Q∗
2 ⊗ C ⊗Q1 ⊗Q2

cQ∗
1⊗Q∗

2,C
⊗idQ1⊗Q2

��
C ⊗Q∗

1 ⊗Q∗
2 ⊗Q1 ⊗Q2

idC ⊗θinvQ1,Q2
⊗idQ1⊗Q2

��
C ⊗ (Q1 ⊗Q2)

∗ ⊗Q1 ⊗Q2
idC ⊗evQ1⊗Q2

// C ⊗ 1

∼ // C

Proof. Consider the following diagram:

Q∗
1 ⊗Q∗

2 ⊗A
idQ∗

1
⊗ρ∨2

//

idQ∗
1
⊗Q∗

2
⊗ρ2

��

Q∗
1 ⊗ B

idQ∗
1
⊗ρ1

{{
ρ∨1

��

Q∗
1 ⊗Q∗

2 ⊗ B ⊗Q2

idQ∗
1
⊗Q∗

2
⊗ρ1⊗idQ2

��

idQ∗
1
⊗cQ∗

2
,B⊗idQ2

// Q∗
1 ⊗B ⊗Q∗

2 ⊗Q2

idQ∗
1
⊗ρ1⊗idQ∗

2
⊗Q2

��

idQ∗
1
⊗B ⊗evQ2

// Q∗
1 ⊗ B ⊗ 1

idQ∗
1
⊗ρ1⊗id

1

��

∼
66♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠

Q∗
1 ⊗Q∗

2 ⊗ C ⊗Q1 ⊗Q2
idQ∗

1
⊗cQ∗

2
,C⊗Q1

⊗idQ2

//

cQ∗
1
⊗Q∗

2
,C⊗idQ1⊗Q2

��

Q∗
1 ⊗ C ⊗Q1 ⊗Q∗

2 ⊗Q2

cQ∗
1,C

⊗idQ1⊗Q∗
2⊗Q2

��

idQ∗
1⊗C⊗Q1

⊗evQ2

// Q∗
1 ⊗ C ⊗Q1 ⊗ 1

∼

��
C ⊗Q∗

1 ⊗Q∗
2 ⊗Q1 ⊗Q2

idC⊗Q∗
1
⊗cQ∗

2
,Q1

⊗idQ2

//

idC ⊗θinvQ1,Q2
⊗idQ1⊗Q2

��

C ⊗Q∗
1 ⊗Q1 ⊗Q∗

2 ⊗Q2

idC⊗Q∗
1
⊗Q1

⊗evQ2

��

Q∗
1 ⊗ C ⊗Q1

cQ∗
1
,C⊗idQ1

��
C ⊗Q∗

1 ⊗Q1 ⊗ 1

∼ // C ⊗Q∗
1 ⊗Q1

idC ⊗evQ1

��
C ⊗ (Q1 ⊗Q2)

∗ ⊗Q1 ⊗Q2

idC ⊗evQ1⊗Q2 // C ⊗ 1

∼ // C
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The upper polygon is commutative by the definition of ρ∨2 . The lower right polygon is com-
mutative by the definition of ρ∨1 . The upper right triangle is commutative by the properties
of a monoidal category. The lower left polygon is commutative by the definition of θinv.
The rectangles in the central part of the diagram are commutative by the functoriality of ⊗.
The squares on the left are commutative by the properties of the braiding. Hence the outer
square is commutative too, which implies the lemma. �

Lemma 3.29. Let ρ1 : B → C ⊗ Q1 and ρ2 : A → B ⊗ Q2 be morphisms in C for some
objects A,B,C,Q1, Q2. Then

((ρ1 ⊗ idQ2)ρ2)
∨ (θinvQ1,Q2

⊗ idA) = ρ∨1 (idQ∗
1
⊗ρ∨2 ).

Proof. Apply Lemma 3.28 and the naturality of the braiding. �

Suppose now that C is a pre-rigid symmetric monoidal category, i.e. C is braided and
cB,A = c−1

A,B for every objects A,B. In particular, θA,B = θinvA,B.

Lemma 3.30. Let a morphism ρ : M →M ⊗P define on an object M a structure of a right
P -comodule for a comonoid P . Then ρ∨ : P ∗ ⊗M → M defines on M a structure of a left
P ∗-module.

Proof. Consider the following diagram:

P ∗ ⊗M
idP∗ ⊗ρ // P ∗ ⊗M ⊗ P

cP∗,M⊗idP
��

1⊗M ⊗ P

∼

**❚❚❚
❚❚❚

❚❚❚
❚❚❚

❚❚❚
❚❚

u⊗idM⊗P

22❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞❞

c
1,M⊗idP

// M ⊗ 1⊗ P
idM ⊗u⊗idP //

∼
��

M ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P

idM ⊗evP
��

M
ρ // M ⊗ P

idM ⊗ε
// M ⊗ 1

∼
��

1⊗M

u⊗idM

OO

id
1

⊗ρ

??⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧ ∼

77♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦
∼ // M

❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩

❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩❩

The inner polygons are commutative by the naturality of the transformation 1⊗C →̃ C, the
counit property of ρ, the functoriality of ⊗, Lemma 3.10 and the properties of the braiding.
Therefore the outer polygon is commutative too and ρ∨ satisfies the unit axiom of a module
structure.

Now consider the diagram below:

P ∗ ⊗ P ∗ ⊗M

µ⊗idM

��

idP∗⊗P∗ ⊗ρ

//

idP∗⊗P∗ ⊗ρ ))❙❙❙
❙❙❙

❙❙❙
❙❙❙

❙❙❙
P ∗ ⊗ P ∗ ⊗M ⊗ P

idP∗⊗P∗ ⊗ρ⊗idP
// P ∗ ⊗ P ∗ ⊗M ⊗ P ⊗ P

cP∗⊗P∗,M⊗idP⊗P

// M ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P ⊗ P

idM ⊗θP,P⊗idP⊗P

��
P ∗ ⊗ P ∗ ⊗M ⊗ P

idP∗⊗P∗⊗M ⊗∆

44✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐

cP∗⊗P∗,M⊗idP

//

µ⊗idM⊗P

��

M ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P

idM ⊗µ⊗idP
��

idM⊗P∗⊗P∗ ⊗∆

33❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤
M ⊗ (P ⊗ P )∗ ⊗ P ⊗ P

idM ⊗evP⊗P

��
P ∗ ⊗M ⊗ P

cP∗,M⊗idP

// M ⊗ P ∗ ⊗ P
idM ⊗evP

// M ⊗ 1

∼
��

P ∗ ⊗M

idP∗ ⊗ρ
55❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥ ρ∨ // M

The inner polygons are commutative by the naturality of the braiding, Lemma 3.10, the
definition of ρ∨, the coassociativity of ρ and the functoriality of ⊗. Therefore the outer
square is commutative too. By Lemma 3.28, the composition along the upper and the right
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sides of the outer square equals ρ∨(idP ∗ ⊗ρ∨). Therefore, ρ∨ satisfies the associativity axiom
of a module structure. �

When C is symmetric, by Theorem 3.2 and Remark 3.27, (−)∗ is a symmetric monoidal
functor Cop → C (i.e. a braided functor in the case of symmetric categories), which is
right adjoint to itself considered as an op-monoidal functor (−)∗ : C → Cop. In partic-
ular, (−)∗ induces a monoidal functor Mon(Cop) → Mon(C) and an op-monoidal functor
Comon(C) → Comon(Cop). We denote both of them again by (−)∗. Suppose now that
(−)∗ : Mon(Cop) → Mon(C) admits a left adjoint functor (−)◦ : Mon(C) → Mon(Cop). Then
(−)◦ is right adjoint to the functor (−)∗ : Comon(C) → Comon(Cop) if we view (−)◦ as a
functor Comon(Cop) → Comon(C). Moreover, (−)◦ being a left adjoint to a monoidal functor
is an op-monoidal functor Mon(C) → Mon(Cop). Analogously, (−)◦ is a monoidal functor
Comon(Cop) → Comon(C). Now recall that Comon(Mon(C)) = Mon(Comon(C)) = Bimon(C).
Hence (−)◦ induces functors Bimon(C) → Bimon(Cop) and Bimon(Cop) → Bimon(C), which
we again denote by (−)◦. By [13, Theorem 2.7], (−)◦ : Bimon(C) → Bimon(Cop) is left adjoint
to (−)◦ : Bimon(Cop) → Bimon(C).

Lemma 3.31. For every bimonoid B in C the morphism κB : B
◦ → B∗ is a monoid homo-

morphism.

Proof. Applying the proof of [13, Theorem 2.7] to the case of the functors (−)∗ and (−)◦,
we see that, given bimonoids B1 and B2, the natural bijection

Bimon(Cop)(B◦
1 , B2) →̃ Bimon(C)(B1, B

◦
2)

is the composition of (co)restrictions of natural bijections

Mon(Cop)(B◦
1 , B2) →̃ Mon(C)(B1, B

∗
2),

(−)♯ : C(B1, B
∗
2) →̃ Cop(B∗

1 , B2),

Comon(Cop)(B∗
1 , B2) →̃ Comon(C)(B1, B

◦
2).

In particular, the morphism from Cop(B∗
1 , B2) obtained in the second line in fact belongs to

Comon(Cop)(B∗
1 , B2). If we let B1 = B and B2 = B◦ and consider idB ∈ Bimon(Cop)(B◦, B◦),

we get κB ∈ Comon(Cop)(B∗, B◦), which proves the lemma. �

Again, it turns out that under mild conditions B�(ρU )
◦ ∼=

�

B(ρ∨U ):

Theorem 3.32. Let C be a pre-rigid symmetric monoidal category such that

• there exists the functor (−)◦;
• αM ⊗ idN and θM,N are monomorphisms for all objects M,N .

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 exist A�(ρU) and �

C(ρ∨U). Then
(
ρCoact
U

)∨
(κB�(ρU ) ⊗ idA) : B

�(ρU)
◦ ⊗ A→ A

is an action and the unique bimonoid homomorphism β : B�(ρU)
◦ →

�

B(ρ∨U ) making the
diagram

B�(ρU)
◦ ⊗A

β⊗idA
��✤
✤

✤

κB�(ρU )⊗idA
// B�(ρU)

∗ ⊗ A

(ρCoact
U )

∨

��

�

B(ρ∨U )⊗ A
(ρ∨U)

Act

// A

(3.13)

commutative is a bimonoid isomorphism.
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Remark 3.33. Consider the following (not necessarily commutative) diagram where G2 and
G′

2 are forgetful functors and ModStr(A) is the category of module structures on A:

Coact(A)

G2

��

(−)∨(κ(...)⊗idA)
// Act(A)op

G′
2

��
ComodStr(A)

(−)∨
// ModStr(A)op

Theorem 3.32 asserts that if ρCoact
U is the initial object in Coact(A)(ρU), then(

ρCoact
U

)∨
(κB�(ρU ) ⊗ idA) is an initial object in Act(A)op(ρ∨U).

Proof of Theorem 3.32. By [5, Theorems 4.34 and 5.22] there exist B�(ρU) = A�(ρU) and

�

B(ρ∨U ) = �

C(ρ∨U). The morphism
(
ρCoact
U

)∨
(κB�(ρU )⊗ idA) is an action by Theorem 3.24 and

Lemmas 3.30 and 3.31. Hence the existence of β follows from the definition of
�

B(ρ∨U ). By
Theorem 3.24 the morphism β is an isomorphism in C. Combined with the fact that β is a
bimonoid homomorphism, this implies that β is a bimonoid isomorphism. �

Corollary 3.34. Let C be a pre-rigid symmetric monoidal category satisfying Properties 1,
4, 5, 8, 10 of Section 2.5 and their duals such that

• αM ⊗ idN and θM,N are monomorphisms for all objects M,N .

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

(
ρCoact
U

)∨
(κB�(ρU ) ⊗ idA) : B

�(ρU)
◦ ⊗ A→ A

is an action and the unique bimonoid homomorphism β : B�(ρU)
◦ →

�

B(ρ∨U ) making the
diagram (3.13) commutative is a bimonoid isomorphism.

Proof. Apply [5, Proposition 4.2 (1), Theorems 4.23, 5.19], Remark 3.21 and Theorem 3.32.
�

Note that since (−)∗ : Cop → C is a a symmetric functor, the induced functor
(−)∗ : Mon(Cop) → Mon(C) commutes with the functor (−)op, i.e. (Ccop)∗ = (C∗)op for every
comonoid C in C. This implies that for the left adjoint functor (−)◦ : Mon(C) → Mon(Cop)
there exists an isomorphism (A◦)cop ∼= (Aop)◦ natural in the monoid A in C. If H is a Hopf
monoid in C, then its antipode S is a monoid homomorphism H → Hop. Now [19, Proposi-
tion 31] implies that if κH is a monomorphism in C, then H◦ is a Hopf monoid too where the
antipode is the comonoid homomorphism (H◦)cop → H◦ corresponding to S◦ : (Hop)◦ → H◦.
As it was noticed in [13], the fact that any bimonoid homomorphism between Hopf monoids
is in fact a Hopf monoid homomorphism implies that the adjunction

Bimon(C)(H2, H
◦
1 )

∼= Bimon(C)(H1, H
◦
2 )

can be restricted to an adjunction

Hopf(C)(H2, H
◦
1 )

∼= Hopf(C)(H1, H
◦
2)

provided that κH is a monomorphism in C for every Hopf monoid H .
Denote by Hl and Hr, respectively, the left and the right adjoint functors (if they exist)

to the embedding functor Hopf(C) ⊆ Bimon(C).

Theorem 3.35. Let C be a pre-rigid symmetric monoidal category such that

• there exist functors (−)◦, Hl and Hr;
• the morphisms αM ⊗ idN and θM,N are monomorphisms for all objects M,N ;
• κH is a monomorphism in C for every Hopf monoid H.
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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 exist A�(ρU) and �

C(ρ∨U). Then
(
ρHCoact
U

)∨
(κH�(ρU ) ⊗ idA) : H

�(ρU)
◦ ⊗A→ A

is an action and the unique Hopf monoid homomorphism βHopf : H�(ρU)
◦ →

�

H(ρ∨U ) making
the diagram

H�(ρU)
◦ ⊗ A

βHopf⊗idA
��✤
✤

✤

κH�(ρU )⊗idA
// H�(ρU)

∗ ⊗ A

(ρHCoact
U )

∨

��

�

H(ρ∨U)⊗ A
(ρ∨U)

HAct

// A

(3.14)

commutative is a Hopf monoid isomorphism.

Remark 3.36. Consider the following (not necessarily commutative) diagram where G2G4

and G′
2G

′
4 are forgetful functors:

HCoact(A)

G2G4

��

(−)∨(κ(...)⊗idA)
// HAct(A)op

G′
2G

′
4

��
ComodStr(A)

(−)∨
// ModStr(A)op

Theorem 3.35 asserts that if ρHCoact
U is the initial object in HCoact(A)(ρU), then(

ρHCoact
U

)∨
(κH�(ρU ) ⊗ idA) is an initial object in HAct(A)op(ρ∨U).

Proof of Theorem 3.35. Let H be an arbitrary Hopf monoid in C. By [5, Theorems 4.40
and 5.26] and Theorem 3.32 we have natural bijections

Hopf(C)(H,
�

H(ρ∨U )) = Hopf(C)(H,Hr(�B(ρ
∨
U )))

∼= Bimon(C)(H,
�

B(ρ∨U ))

∼= Bimon(C)(H,B�(ρU)
◦) ∼= Bimon(C)(B�(ρU), H

◦) ∼= Hopf(C)(Hl(B
�(ρU)), H

◦)

= Hopf(C)(H�(ρU), H
◦) ∼= Hopf(C)(H,H�(ρU)

◦).

Hence H�(ρU)
◦ ∼=

�

H(ρ∨U ) under the isomorphism that corresponds to

idH�(ρU )◦ ∈ Hopf(C)(H�(ρU )
◦,H�(ρU)

◦)

if we take H = H�(ρU)
◦. But the corresponding element of Hopf(C)(H�(ρU)

◦,
�

H(ρ∨U )) is
precisely βHopf resulting from the universal properties of

�

B(ρ∨U ) and �

H(ρ∨U):

H�(ρU)
∗ ⊗ A

�� (ρHCoact
U )

∨

��

H�(ρU)
◦ ⊗ A //

κH�(ρU )⊗idA
22❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡

βHopf⊗idA
��✤
✤

✤
B�(ρU)

◦ ⊗A

β⊗idA
��

κB�(ρU )⊗idA
// B�(ρU)

∗ ⊗A

(ρCoact
U )

∨

��✾
✾✾

✾✾
✾✾

✾✾
✾✾

✾✾
✾✾

✾✾
✾

�

H(ρ∨U )⊗A //

(ρ∨U)
HAct

22

�

B(ρ∨U )⊗ A

(ρ∨U)
Act

,,❳❳❳❳❳
❳❳❳❳

❳❳❳❳
❳❳❳❳

❳❳❳❳
❳❳❳❳

❳❳❳❳
❳❳❳

A

(The right triangle in the diagram above is commutative by Proposition 3.6.)
The uniqueness of βHopf follows from the universal property of

�

H(ρ∨U) too. �
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Corollary 3.37. Let C be a pre-rigid symmetric monoidal category satisfying Properties 1,
4, 5, 8, 10 of Section 2.5 and their duals such that

• the morphisms αM ⊗ idN and θM,N are monomorphisms for all objects M,N ;
• κH is a monomorphism in C for every Hopf monoid H.

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

(
ρHCoact
U

)∨
(κH�(ρU ) ⊗ idA) : H

�(ρU)
◦ ⊗A→ A

is an action and the unique Hopf monoid homomorphism βHopf : H�(ρU)
◦ →

�

H(ρ∨U ) making
the diagram (3.14) commutative is a Hopf monoid isomorphism.

Proof. Apply [5, Proposition 4.2 (1), Theorems 4.6, 4.23, 5.10, 5.19], Remark 3.21 and
Theorem 3.35. �

4. Cosupport and duality in closed monoidal categories

4.1. Cosupports in closed monoidal categories. When the base category C is closed
monoidal, we can reduce the Lifting Problem to the Lifting Problem for a forgetful functor
between such comma categories that the notion of the absolute value coincides with the
notion of the cosupport. This allows us to work with subobjects instead of tensor monomor-
phisms, which in some situations (say, for C = Vect

k

) is easier.
Let C be a closed monoidal category. (See examples in Section 5 below.) Recall that by

[A,−] we denote the right adjoint functor to (−) ⊗ A and by evA,B : [A,B] ⊗ A → B the
counit of this adjunction. Let (−)∗ := [−,1]. Then evA := evA,1.

Given objects A,B in C, consider the comma category (C ↓ [A,B]), i.e. the category where

• objects are morphisms ζ : P → [A,B] for objects P in C;
• morphisms between ζ1 : P1 → [A,B] and ζ2 : P2 → [A,B] are morphisms τ : P1 → P2

such that ζ2τ = ζ1:

P1

τ

��

ζ1 // [A,B]

P2

ζ2

<<②②②②②②②②

Remark 4.1. Objects in LIO ((C ↓ [A,B])op) are exactly monomorphisms P ֌ [A,B]. More-
over, if C satisfies the property dual to Property 3 of Section 2.5, then in (C ↓ [A,B])op there
exist all absolute values, since if ζ = iτ is an (ExtrEpi, Mono)-factorization of ζ : P → [A,B],
then |ζ | = i.

Denote by K : TensMor(A,B) →̃ (C ↓ [A,B]) the isomorphism of categories, correspond-
ing to the natural bijection

C(P ⊗A,B) ∼= C(P, [A,B]).

Being an isomorphism, the functor K maps LIO(TensMor(A,B)op) onto
LIO((C ↓ [A,B])op), commutes with taking absolute values and preserves the preorder. In
other words, we get the following proposition and remarks:

Proposition 4.2. The morphism ψ : P ⊗A→ B is a tensor monomorphism in C for some
objects P,A,B if and only if the corresponding morphism Kψ : P → [A,B] is a monomor-
phism.

Remarks 4.3.
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(1) Suppose that C satisfies the property dual to Property 3. Let ψ : P ⊗ A → B be a
morphism and let Kψ = iπ be the (ExtrEpi, Mono)-factorization. Then there exists
|ψ| = K−1i, i.e. i is a morphism cosuppψ ֌ [A,B] and ψ = |ψ|(π ⊗ idA):

P ⊗A
ψ //

π⊗idA
��

B

(cosuppψ)⊗A

|ψ|

88qqqqqqqqqqqq

In particular, |Kψ| = K|ψ| and the cosupport of ψ is just the image of Kψ in [A,B];
(2) Under the same assumptions as in (1) above, we have ψ1 < ψ2 (with respect to

X = (C ↓ [A,B])op) if and only if cosuppψ1 is a subobject of cosuppψ2.

Proposition 4.4 below is verified directly using the universal property of ev dually to the
proof of [5, Theorem 4.30]:

Proposition 4.4. For every object A in C the object [A,A] admits a unique structure
of a monoid turning A into a left [A,A]-module via evA,A. Namely, the multiplication
µ[A,A] : [A,A] ⊗ [A,A] → [A,A] and the unit u[A,A] : 1 → [A,A] are the unique morphisms
making the diagrams below commutative:

[A,A]⊗ [A,A]⊗ A
id[A,A] ⊗evA,A

//

µ[A,A]⊗idA
��✤
✤

✤
[A,A]⊗A

evA,A

��
[A,A]⊗ A

evA,A // A

1⊗A

u[A,A]⊗idA

��✤
✤

✤

✤

✤

✤

✤
∼

%%❏❏
❏❏

❏❏
❏❏

❏❏
❏

A

[A,A]⊗A

evA,A

::tttttttttt

Moreover, if ψ : P ⊗ A → A is a morphism for some object A and a monoid (P, µ, u) in C,
then ψ defines on A a structure of a P -module if and only if the corresponding morphism
Kψ : P → [A,A] is a monoid homomorphism. In particular, the isomorphism of categories

K : TensMor(A,A) →̃ (C ↓ [A,A])

restricts to an isomorphism of categories

ModStr(A) →̃ (Mon(C) ↓ [A,A]),

which we again denote by the same letter K.

4.2. Universal measuring comonoids and universal acting bimonoids and Hopf
monoids in closed monoidal categories. The propositions and remarks above make it
possible to provide sufficient conditions for existence of universal (co)measuring (co)monoids
in terms of subobjects in [A,B] and universal (co)acting bimonoids and Hopf monoids in
terms of submonoids in [A,A].

Let C be a braided closed monoidal category satisfying the property dual to Property 3 of
Section 2.5.

Remark 4.5. Note that in a braided closed monoidal category the functor M ⊗ (−) is iso-
morphic to the functor (−)⊗M , which is a left adjoint for every object M . Therefore both
functors preserve all colimits and epimorphisms. In particular, the properties dual to Prop-
erties 5–9 of Section 2.5 hold automatically. Property 10 follows from [15, §7.3, Theorem
2].
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Fix Ω-magmas A and B and a subobject i : V ֌ [A,B]. The comonoid
�

C(A,B, V )
corresponding to an initial object ψA,B,V in Meas(A,B)op(i) (with respect to the func-
tor (KG′

1)
op : Meas(A,B)op → (C ↓ [A,B])op where G′

1 is the forgetful functor
Meas(A,B) → TensMor(A,B)) is called the V -universal measuring comonoid from A
to B.

In other words,
�

C(A,B, V ) is a V -universal measuring comonoid if for every measuring
ψ : P ⊗ A → B, such that cosuppψ is a subobject of V , there exists a unique comonoid
homomorphism ϕ : P →

�

C(A,B, V ) making the diagram below commutative:

P ⊗A
ψ //

ϕ⊗idA
��

B

�

C(A,B, V )⊗A

ψA,B,V

88♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣

Theorem 4.6. Let A and B be Ω-magmas and let i : V ֌ [A,B] be a subobject in a braided
closed monoidal category C satisfying Properties 4, 5 and the properties dual to Proper-
ties 1, 3, 10 of Section 2.5. Then the initial object in Meas(A,B)op(i) indeed exists if
Meas(A,B)op(i) is not empty.

Proof. Use the fact that K is an isomorphism of categories and apply [5, Theorem 5.19] and
Remark 4.5. �

Remark 4.7. If we take i = id[A,B], then we get the measuring that is universal among all
measurings from A to B. In particular, the corresponding comonoid is a generalization of
the Sweedler universal measuring coalgebra.

Corollary 4.8 ([4, Theorem 3.10]). Let A and B be Ω-algebras over a field k and let
V ⊆ Vect

k

(A,B) be a subspace. Then there exists (
�

C(A,B, V ), ψA,B,V ), which is called
the V -universal measuring coalgebra from A to B.

Theorem 4.9. Let A be an Ω-magma and let i : V → [A,A] be a submonoid (homomorphism
of monoids that is a monomorphism in C) in a braided closed monoidal category C satisfying
the property dual to Property 3 of Section 2.5 such that there exists the V -universal measuring
comonoid

�

C(A,A, V ). Then
�

B(A, V ) :=
�

C(A,A, V ) admits a structure of a bimonoid such
that for any bimonoid B and any action ψ : B ⊗A→ A, such that cosuppψ is a submonoid
of V , the unique comonoid homomorphism ϕ making the diagram below commutative is in
fact a bimonoid homomorphism:

B ⊗ A
ψ //

ϕ⊗idA
��✤
✤

✤
A

�

B(A, V )⊗ A
ψA,V

88rrrrrrrrrrr

(Here ψA,V := ψA,A,V .) In other words,
�

B(A, V ) is the V -universal acting bimonoid on A.

Proof. Apply Proposition 4.4 and [5, Theorem 5.22]. �

Theorem 4.10. Suppose that a braided closed monoidal category C satisfies Properties 4, 5
and the properties dual to Properties 1, 3, 10 of Section 2.5. Let A be an Ω-magma in C and
let i : V → [A,A] be a submonoid. Then

�

B(A, V ) :=
�

C(A,A, V ) admits a unique monoid
structure turning ψA,V := ψA,A,V into an action, which is the initial object in Act(A)op(i).

Proof. Apply [5, Corollary 5.23], Proposition 4.4 and Remark 4.5. �
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Corollary 4.11 ([4, Theorem 4.2]). Let A be an Ω-algebra over a field k and let
V ⊆ End

k

(A) be a unital subalgebra. Then the V -universal measuring coalgebra

�

B(A, V ) :=
�

C(A,A, V ) admits a structure of a bialgebra such that for any bialgebra B
and any action ψ : B⊗A→ A such that cosuppψ ⊆ V the unique coalgebra homomorphism
ϕ making the diagram below commutative is in fact a bialgebra homomorphism:

B ⊗ A
ψ //

ϕ⊗idA
��✤
✤

✤
A

�

B(A, V )⊗ A
ψA,V

88rrrrrrrrrrr

(Here ψA,V := ψA,A,V .)

Again, let C be a braided closed monoidal category satisfying the property dual to Prop-
erty 3 of Section 2.5. Fix an Ω-magma A and a submonoid i : V → [A,A]. The Hopf

monoid
�

H(A, V ) corresponding to an initial object ψHopf
A,V in HAct(A)op(i) (with respect

to the functor (KG′
1G

′
3G

′
4)

op : HAct(A)op → (C ↓ [A,A])op where G′
3 is the forgetful functor

Act(A) → Meas(A,A) and G′
4 is the forgetful functor HAct(A) → Act(A)) is called the

V -universal acting Hopf monoid on A.
In other words,

�

H(A, V ) is a V -universal measuring Hopf monoid if for every action
ψ : H ⊗ A → H of a Hopf monoid H , such that cosuppψ is a subobject of V , there ex-
ists a unique Hopf monoid homomorphism ϕ : H →

�

H(A, V ) making the diagram below
commutative:

H ⊗A
ψ //

ϕ⊗idA
��

A

�

H(A, V )⊗A

ψHopf
A,V

88rrrrrrrrrrr

Theorem 4.12. Let A be an Ω-magma and let i : V → [A,A] be a submonoid in a
braided closed monoidal category C satisfying the property dual to Property 3 of Section 2.5.
Suppose that the forgetful functor Hopf(C) → Bimon(C) admits a right adjoint functor
Hr : Hopf(C) → Bimon(C) and there exists

�

B(V ). Then the initial object in HAct(A)op(i)
indeed exists.

Proof. Apply Proposition 4.4 and [5, Theorem 5.26]. �

Theorem 4.13. Let A be an Ω-magma and let i : V → [A,A] be a submonoid in a braided
closed monoidal category C satisfying Properties 4, 5 and the properties dual to Properties 1–
3, 10 of Section 2.5. Then the initial object in HAct(A)op(i) indeed exists.

Proof. Apply [5, Corollary 5.27], Proposition 4.4 and Remark 4.5. �

Remark 4.14. If we take i = id[A,A], then we get the action that is universal among all Hopf
monoid actions on A.

Again, applying Theorem 4.13 above, we recover the existence theorem for V -universal
acting Hopf algebras proved in [4].

4.3. Universal comeasuring monoids and universal coacting bimonoids and Hopf
monoids in closed monoidal categories. Let C be a braided closed monoidal category
satisfying the property dual to Property 3 of Section 2.5.

Fix Ω-magmas A and B and a subobject i : V ֌ [A,B]. The monoid A�(A,B, V )
corresponding to an initial object ρA,B,V in Comeas(A,B)(i) (with respect to the func-
tor K(−)∨G1 : Comeas(A,B) → (C ↓ [A,B])op where G1 is the forgetful functor
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Comeas(A,B) → MorTens(A,B)) is called the V -universal comeasuring monoid from
A to B.

In other words, A�(A,B, V ) is a V -universal measuring comonoid if for every comeasuring
ρ : A → B ⊗ Q, such that cosupp (ρ∨) is a subobject of V , there exists a unique monoid
homomorphism ϕ : A�(A,B, V ) → Q making the diagram below commutative:

A
ρA,B,V //

ρ
))❙❙❙

❙❙❙
❙❙❙

❙❙❙
❙❙❙

❙❙❙ B ⊗A�(A,B, V )

idB ⊗ϕ

��
B ⊗Q

Theorem 4.15. Let C be a braided closed monoidal category satisfying Properties 1, 4–6, 8,
9 and the properties dual to Properties 1 and 4 of Sections 2.5. Suppose, in addition, that

• the functor (−)∗ maps extremal monomorphisms to extremal epimorphisms;
• αP is an extremal monomorphism and θB∗,P is a monomorphism for all objects P .

Let A and B be Ω-magmas and let i : V ֌ [A,B] be a subobject such that i = K(ρ∨U ) for
some morphism ρU : A → B ⊗ U where U is an object in C. Then there exists an initial
object in Comeas(A,B)(i) if Comeas(A,B)(i) is not empty.

Proof. Recall that by [5, Proposition 4.2 (1)] and Remark 4.5 the category C satisfies Prop-
erties 3, 10 and the properties dual to Properties 3 and 5–9. By Theorems 3.18–3.20 and
Remarks 4.3 (2) we are under the assumptions of Proposition 2.3. Now we apply [5, Theo-
rem 4.23]. �

Remark 4.16. If V is an arbitrary subobject of [A,B], say, if V = [A,B], then
�

C(A,B, V )
may not exist, see [4, Section 4.5] for the corresponding examples.

Corollary 4.17 ([4, Theorem 3.16]). Let A and B be Ω-algebras over a field k and let
V ⊆ Vect

k

(A,B) be a pointwise finite dimensional subspace closed in the finite topology (see
the definitions in [4, Section 2.2]). Then there exists the V -universal comeasuring algebra

�

C(A,B, V ) from A to B.

Proof. By [4, Theorem 2.11] and Theorem 3.18 there exists a morphism ρU : A → B ⊗ U
such that i = K(ρ∨U) if and only if V is pointwise finite dimensional and closed in the finite
topology. �

Remark 4.18. In [4] the notion of the cosupport was introduced for linear maps ρ : A→ B⊗Q
too. Namely, by the definition, cosupp ρ := cosupp(ρ∨).

In order to proceed to coactions we need the following lemmas:

Lemma 4.19. Let A be an Ω-magma in a braided closed monoidal category C and let
i : V → [A,A] be a submonoid. Then the morphism A →̃ A ⊗ 1 is an object in
Comeas(A,A)(i).
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Proof. By [5, Lemma 4.32], ρ0 : A →̃ A⊗ 1 is a comeasuring. Denote by u : 1 → V the unit
of V and consider the diagram

1

∗ ⊗A
1

∗⊗ρ0 //

r
1

∗⊗idA

��

1

∗ ⊗A⊗ 1

c
1

∗⊗A⊗id
1 // A⊗ 1

∗ ⊗ 1

idA ⊗ev
1

��
1

∗ ⊗ 1⊗A

id
1

∗ ⊗c
1,A

<<②②②②②②②②②②②②②②②②②②

ev
1

⊗idA
��

c
1

∗⊗1,A

55❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥
A⊗ 1

∼
��

1⊗ A

u⊗A ((PP
PP

PP
PP

PP
PP ∼

//
c
1,A

22❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡
A

V ⊗ A

K−1i

44❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥

The lower triangle is commutative since A is a V -module by Proposition 4.4. The other
inner polygons are commutative by the properties of the braiding. Hence the outer polygon
is commutative too. Now we notice the composition on the upper and the right edges equals
ρ∨0 : 1

∗ ⊗A→ A. Therefore, the diagram below is commutative too:

1

∗ ⊗ A

(u ev
1

r
1

∗)⊗idA %%❑❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑❑

❑❑

ρ∨0 // A

V ⊗A

K−1i

;;①①①①①①①①①

In particular, ρ0 : A →̃ A⊗ 1 is an object in Comeas(A,A)(i). �

Lemma 4.20. Let A be an Ω-magma in a braided closed monoidal category C satisfying
Properties 1, 4–6 and 9 and the properties dual to Properties 1 and 4 of Section 2.5 and let
i : V → [A,A] be a submonoid such that i = K(ρ∨U) for some morphism ρU : A → A ⊗ U
where U is an object in C. Suppose, in addition, that

• the functor (−)∗ maps extremal monomorphisms to extremal epimorphisms;
• αA ⊗ idP ∗ and θA∗,P are monomorphisms for all objects P .

If ρ1 : A → A ⊗ Q1 and ρ2 : A → A ⊗ Q2 are objects in Comeas(A,A)(i) such that(
θinvQ1,Q2

)♭
: Q1 ⊗Q2 → (Q∗

1 ⊗Q∗
2)

∗ is an extremal monomorphism in C, then (ρ1 ⊗ idQ2)ρ2 is
an object in Comeas(A,A)(i) too.

Proof. By [5, Lemma 4.32], the morphism (ρ1 ⊗ idQ2)ρ2 is a comeasuring.
By Lemma 3.29,

((ρ1 ⊗ idQ2)ρ2)
∨ (θinvQ1,Q2

⊗ idA) = ρ∨1 (idQ∗
1
⊗ρ∨2 ). (4.1)

Applying the dual of [5, Lemma 4.33] we obtain that the right hand side of (4.1) is an
object in Meas(A,A)(i). In particular, ρ∨1 (idQ∗

1
⊗ρ∨2 ) = ρ∨U (f ⊗ idA) for some morphism

f : Q∗
1 ⊗Q∗

2 → V where V = U∗.
In virtue of Proposition 3.5, we have

(
(idA⊗

(
θinvQ1,Q2

)♭
)(ρ1 ⊗ idQ2)ρ2

)∇
= ((ρ1 ⊗ idQ2)ρ2)

∨ (θinvQ1,Q2
⊗ idA) =

= ρ∨1 (idQ∗
1
⊗ρ∨2 ) = ρ∨U (f ⊗ idA) =

(
(idA⊗f ♭)ρU

)∇
.

By Corollary 3.8,

(idA⊗
(
θinvQ1,Q2

)♭
)(ρ1 ⊗ idQ2)ρ2 = (idA⊗f ♭)ρU .
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By [5, Proposition 4.17], supp
(
(idA⊗f

♭)ρU
)
= supp(ρ1 ⊗ idQ2)ρ2 and (ρ1 ⊗ idQ2)ρ2 4 ρU .

By Theorem 3.19,
(
(ρ1⊗ idQ2)ρ2

)∨
4 ρ∨U and (ρ1⊗ idQ2)ρ2 is an object in Comeas(A,A)(i).

�

Theorem 4.21. Let A be an Ω-magma in a braided closed monoidal category C satisfying
Properties 1, 4–6 and 9 and the properties dual to Properties 1 and 4 of Section 2.5 and let
i : V → [A,A] be a submonoid such that i = K(ρ∨U) for some morphism ρU : A → A ⊗ U
where U is an object in C. Suppose, in addition, that

• the functor (−)∗ maps extremal monomorphisms to extremal epimorphisms;
• αA ⊗ idP ∗ and θA∗,P are monomorphisms for all objects P ;
• there exists the V -universal comeasuring monoid B�(A, V ) := A�(A,A, V );

•
(
θinvB�(A,V ),B�(A,V )

)♭
: B�(A, V )⊗B�(A, V ) → (B�(A, V )∗ ⊗B�(A, V )∗)∗ is an extremal

monomorphism in C.

Then B�(A, V ) admits a structure of a bimonoid such that for any bimonoid B and any
coaction ρ : A → A ⊗ B, such that cosupp(ρ∨) is a submonoid of V , the unique monoid
homomorphism ϕ making the diagram below commutative is in fact a bimonoid homomor-
phism:

A
ρA,V //

ρ &&▲▲
▲▲

▲▲
▲▲

▲▲
▲▲

A⊗ B�(A, V )

idA ⊗ϕ

��✤
✤
✤

A⊗B

(Here ρA,V := ρA,A,V .) In other words, B�(A, V ) is the V -universal coacting bimonoid on A.

Proof. By Proposition 3.6, Lemmas 4.19 and 4.20 the category D = Comeas(A,A)(i) sat-
isfies the assumptions of [5, Theorem 4.30]. �

Corollary 4.22. Let A be an Ω-magma in a braided closed monoidal category C satisfying
Properties 1, 4–6, 8, 9 and the properties dual to Properties 1 and 4 of Section 2.5 and let
i : V → [A,A] be a submonoid such that i = K(ρ∨U) for some morphism ρU : A → A ⊗ U
where U is an object in C. Suppose, in addition, that

• the functor (−)∗ maps extremal monomorphisms to extremal epimorphisms;
• αP is an extremal monomorphism and θA∗,P is a monomorphism for all objects P ;

•
(
θinvB,B

)♭
: B⊗B → (B∗⊗B∗)∗ is an extremal monomorphism in C for all bimonoids B.

Then B�(A, V ) := A�(A,A, V ) admits a unique comonoid structure turning ρA,V := ρA,A,V
into a coaction, which is the initial object in Coact(A)(i).

Proof. Apply Theorems 4.15 and 4.21. �

Again fix an Ω-magma A in C. Let i : V → [A,A] be a submonoid. We call the Hopf
monoid corresponding to the initial object in HCoact(A)(i) (if it exists) the V -universal
coacting Hopf monoid on A.

Theorem 4.23. Let A be an Ω-magma in a braided closed monoidal category C and let
i : V → [A,A] be a submonoid such that there exists the V -universal comeasuring bimonoid
B�(A, V ). Suppose, in addition, that the forgetful functor Hopf(C) → Bimon(C) admits a
left adjoint functor Hl : Hopf(C) → Bimon(C). Then the initial object in HCoact(A)(i)
indeed exists.

Proof. Apply [5, Theorem 4.39]. �

Applying Theorem 4.23 above, we recover here the existence theorem for V -universal
coacting Hopf algebras proved in [4].
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Corollary 4.24. Let A be an Ω-magma in a braided closed monoidal category C satisfying
Properties 1, 4–6, 8, 9 and the properties dual to Properties 1 and 4 of Section 2.5 and let
i : V → [A,A] be a submonoid such that i = K(ρ∨U) for some morphism ρU : A → A ⊗ U
where U is an object in C. Suppose, in addition, that

• the functor (−)∗ maps extremal monomorphisms to extremal epimorphisms;
• αP is an extremal monomorphism and θA∗,P is a monomorphism for all objects P ;

•
(
θinvB,B

)♭
: B⊗B → (B∗⊗B∗)∗ is an extremal monomorphism in C for all bimonoids B.

Then the initial object in HCoact(A)(i) indeed exists.

Proof. Apply [5, Theorem 4.6], Theorem 4.23, Remark 4.5 and Corollary 4.22. �

4.4. Duality in closed monoidal categories.

Theorem 4.25. Let C be a braided closed monoidal category satisfying Properties 1, 4–6
and 9 and the properties dual to Properties 1 and 4 of Section 2.5. Suppose, in addition,
that

• the functor (−)∗ maps extremal monomorphisms to extremal epimorphisms;
• there exists the functor (−)◦;
• αM is an extremal monomorphism and θM,N is a monomorphism for all objectsM,N .

Let A and B be Ω-magmas and let i : V ֌ [A,B] be a subobject such that i = K(ρ∨U ) for
some morphism ρU : A→ B ⊗ U where U is an object in C and there exist A�(A,B, V ) and

�

C(A,B, V ). Then

ρ∨A,B,V (κA�(A,B,V ) ⊗ idA) : A
�(A,B, V )◦ ⊗ A→ B

is a measuring and the unique comonoid homomorphism β : A�(A,B, V )◦ →
�

C(A,B, V )
making the diagram

A�(A,B, V )◦ ⊗ A

β⊗idA
��✤
✤

✤

κA�(A,B,V )⊗idA
// A�(A,B, V )∗ ⊗ A

ρ∨A,B,V

��

�

C(A,B, V )⊗A
ψA,B,V // B

(4.2)

commutative is a comonoid isomorphism.

Proof. By Theorems 3.18–3.20 and Remarks 4.3 (2) and 4.5 we are under the assumptions
of Proposition 2.3. Now we apply Theorem 3.24. �

Corollary 4.26. Let C be a braided closed monoidal category satisfying Properties 1, 4–6,
8, 9 and the properties dual to Properties 1, 4 and 10 of Section 2.5 such that

• the functor (−)∗ maps extremal monomorphisms to extremal epimorphisms;
• αM is an extremal monomorphism and θM,N is a monomorphism for all objectsM,N ;

Let A and B be Ω-magmas and let i : V ֌ [A,B] be a subobject such that i = K(ρ∨U ) for
some morphism ρU : A → B ⊗ U where U is an object in C and Comeas(A,B)(i) is not
empty. Then

ρ∨A,B,V (κA�(A,B,V ) ⊗ idA) : A
�(A,B, V )◦ ⊗ A→ B

is a measuring and the unique comonoid homomorphism β : A�(A,B, V )◦ →
�

C(A,B, V )
making the diagram (4.2) commutative is a comonoid isomorphism.

Proof. Apply Theorems 4.6, 4.15, 4.25 and Remark 3.21. �

Corollary 4.27 ([4, Theorem 3.20]). Let A and B be Ω-algebras over a field k and let
V ⊆ Vect

k

(A,B) be a pointwise finite dimensional subspace closed in the finite topology.
Then β from the diagram (4.2) is a coalgebra isomorphism.
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Theorem 4.28. Let A be an Ω-magma in a symmetric closed monoidal category C satisfying
Properties 1, 4–6 and 9 and the properties dual to Properties 1 and 4 of Section 2.5 and let
i : V → [A,A] be a submonoid such that i = K(ρ∨U) for some morphism ρU : A → A ⊗ U
where U is an object in C. Suppose, in addition, that

• the functor (−)∗ maps extremal monomorphisms to extremal epimorphisms;
• there exists the functor (−)◦;
• αM is an extremal monomorphism and θM,N is a monomorphism for all objectsM,N ;
• there exist B�(A, V ) = A�(A,A, V ) and

�

B(A, V ) =
�

C(A,A, V );

•
(
θinvB�(A,V ),B�(A,V )

)♭
: B�(A, V )⊗B�(A, V ) → (B�(A, V )∗ ⊗B�(A, V )∗)∗ is an extremal

monomorphism in C.

Then
ρ∨A,V (κB�(A,V ) ⊗ idA) : B

�(A, V )◦ ⊗ A→ A

is an action and the unique bimonoid homomorphism β : B�(A, V )◦ →
�

B(A, V ) making the
diagram

B�(A, V )◦ ⊗ A

β⊗idA
��✤
✤

✤

κB�(A,V )⊗idA
// B�(A, V )∗ ⊗A

ρ∨A,V

��

�

B(A, V )⊗ A
ψA,V // A

(4.3)

commutative is a bimonoid isomorphism.

Proof. By Theorems 4.9 and 4.21 the bimonoids B�(A, V ) = A�(A,A, V ) and

�

B(A, V ) =
�

C(A,A, V ) are indeed V -universal. The morphism ρ∨A,V (κB�(A,V ) ⊗ idA) is an
action by Theorem 4.25 and Lemmas 3.30 and 3.31. Hence the existence of β follows from
the definition of

�

B(A, V ). By Theorem 4.25 the morphism β is an isomorphism in C. Com-
bined with the fact that β is a bimonoid homomorphism, this implies that β is a bimonoid
isomorphism. �

Corollary 4.29. Let C be a symmetric closed monoidal category satisfying Properties 1,
4–6, 8, 9 and the properties dual to Properties 1, 4 and 10 of Section 2.5 such that

• the functor (−)∗ maps extremal monomorphisms to extremal epimorphisms;
• αM is an extremal monomorphism and θM,N is a monomorphism for all objectsM,N ;

•
(
θinvB,B

)♭
: B⊗B → (B∗⊗B∗)∗ is an extremal monomorphism in C for all bimonoids B

and let i : V → [A,A] be a submonoid such that i = K(ρ∨U) for some morphism
ρU : A→ A⊗ U where U is an object in C. Then

ρ∨A,V (κB�(A,V ) ⊗ idA) : B
�(A, V )◦ ⊗ A→ A

is an action and the unique bimonoid homomorphism β : B�(A, V )◦ →
�

B(A, V ) making the
diagram (4.3) commutative is a bimonoid isomorphism.

Proof. Apply Theorems 4.6, 4.15, 4.28 and Remark 3.21. �

Corollary 4.30 ([4, Theorem 4.14]). Let A be an Ω-algebra over a field k and let
V ⊆ End

k

(A) be a unital pointwise finite dimensional subalgebra closed in the finite topology.
Then β from the diagram (4.3) is a bialgebra isomorphism.

Theorem 4.31. Let C be a symmetric closed monoidal category satisfying Properties 1, 4–6
and 9 and the properties dual to Properties 1 and 4 of Section 2.5 and let i : V → [A,A] be
a submonoid such that i = K(ρ∨U) for some morphism ρU : A→ A⊗ U where U is an object
in C. Suppose, in addition, that

• the functor (−)∗ maps extremal monomorphisms to extremal epimorphisms;
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• there exist functors (−)◦, Hl and Hr;
• αM is an extremal monomorphism and θM,N is a monomorphism for all objectsM,N ;
• there exist B�(A, V ) = A�(A,A, V ) and

�

B(A, V ) =
�

C(A,A, V );

•
(
θinvB�(A,V ),B�(A,V )

)♭
: B�(A, V )⊗B�(A, V ) → (B�(A, V )∗ ⊗B�(A, V )∗)∗ is an extremal

monomorphism in C;
• κH is a monomorphism in C for every Hopf monoid H.

Denote by ρHopf
A,V : A → A ⊗ H�(A, V ) and ψHopf

A,V :
�

H(A, V ) ⊗ A → A the initial objects in
HCoact(A)(i) and HAct(A)op(i), respectively. Then

(
ρHopf
A,V

)∨
(κH�(A,V ) ⊗ idA) : H

�(A, V )◦ ⊗ A→ A

is an action and the unique Hopf monoid homomorphism βHopf : H�(A, V )◦ →
�

H(A, V )
making the diagram

H�(A, V )◦ ⊗ A

βHopf⊗idA
��✤
✤

✤

κ
H�(A,V )⊗idA

// H�(A, V )∗ ⊗ A

(ρHopf
A,V )

∨

��

�

H(A, V )⊗A
ψ
Hopf
A,V // A

(4.4)

commutative is a Hopf monoid isomorphism.

Proof. We repeat verbatim the proof of Theorem 3.35 using Theorems 4.12, 4.23 and 4.28
instead of [5, Theorems 4.40 and 5.26] and Theorem 3.32. �

Corollary 4.32. Let C be a symmetric closed monoidal category satisfying Properties 1,
4–6, 8, 9 and the properties dual to Properties 1, 4 and 10 of Section 2.5 such that

• the functor (−)∗ maps extremal monomorphisms to extremal epimorphisms;
• αM is an extremal monomorphism and θM,N is a monomorphism for all objectsM,N ;

•
(
θinvB,B

)♭
: B⊗B → (B∗⊗B∗)∗ is an extremal monomorphism in C for all bimonoids B;

• κH is a monomorphism in C for every Hopf monoid H

and let i : V → [A,A] be a submonoid such that i = K(ρ∨U) for some morphism
ρU : A→ A⊗ U where U is an object in C. Then

(
ρHopf
A,V

)∨
(κH�(A,V ) ⊗ idA) : H

�(A, V )◦ ⊗ A→ A

is an action and the unique Hopf monoid homomorphism βHopf : H�(A, V )◦ →
�

H(A, V )
making the diagram (4.4) commutative is a Hopf monoid isomorphism.

Proof. Apply [5, Theorems 4.6 and 5.10], Theorems 4.6, 4.15, 4.31 and Remarks 3.21 and 4.5.
�

Corollary 4.33 ([4, Theorem 4.15]). Let A be an Ω-algebra over a field k and let
V ⊆ End

k

(A) be a unital pointwise finite dimensional subalgebra closed in the finite topology.
Then βHopf from the diagram (4.4) is a Hopf algebra isomorphism.

5. Applications

In this section we provide examples of monoidal categories satisfying Properties 1–10, 5a
of Section 2.5 and their duals as well as some other properties required in Sections 3 and 4.

Throughout the section we use the standard Sweedler notation:
∆c = c(1) ⊗ c(2), c ∈ C, for the comultiplication ∆: C → C ⊗ C in a coalgebra C over a

field k;
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δ(m) = m(−1) ⊗m(0), m ∈ M , for the linear map δ : M → C ⊗M defining on a k-vector
space M a structure of a left C-comodule;
ρ(m) = m(0) ⊗m(1), m ∈ M , for the linear map ρ : M → M ⊗ C defining on a k-vector

space M a structure of a right C-comodule.
Recall that by V ∗ we denote the dual to an object V in a pre-rigid braided monoidal

category C and by (−)◦ : Mon(C) → Comon(C) the functor adjoint to the induced functor
(−)∗ : Comon(C) → Mon(C). Below we will have to use the traditional duals (i.e. where C is
replaced with Vect

k

for a field k) too. In order to distinguish between them, we will use for
the latter a special notation. Namely, for a vector space V over k we denote its dual vector
space Hom

k

(V,k) by V ∗
k

and for a k-algebra A we denote its traditional finite (or Sweedler)
dual by A◦

k

.

5.1. Modules over Hopf algebras. Let B be a bialgebra over a field k. The category

BMod of left B-modules is monoidal where the monoidal product coincides with the tensor
product ⊗ over k. It turns out that all the properties from Section 2.5 as well as their duals
hold in BMod:

Lemma 5.1. The category BMod satisfies Properties 1–10, 5a of Section 2.5 as well as their
duals. In addition, all monomorphisms and epimorphisms in BMod are extremal.

Proof. The forgetful functor BMod → Vect
k

is a strict monoidal 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. Finally, by [1, Proposition 4.1] the forgetful functor
Comon(BMod) → BMod admits a right adjoint. �

Let now H be a Hopf algebra over a field k. Then the category HMod is closed where for
every H-modules M and N we have [M,N ] = Hom

k

(M,N),

(hf)(m) := h(1)f(Sh(2)m) for h ∈ H, f ∈ Hom
k

(M,N), m ∈M. (5.1)

In particular, HMod is pre-rigid where for every H-module M we have M∗ = M∗
k

and
(hf)(m) := f((Sh)m) for all h ∈ H , f ∈ M∗, m ∈ M .

5.2. Comodules over Hopf algebras. Now consider the category ComodB of right B-
comodules for a bialgebra B over a field k where the monoidal product again coincides with
the tensor product ⊗ over k. It turns out that all properties from Section 2.5 as well as their
duals hold in ComodB too:

Lemma 5.2. Let B be a bialgebra over a field k. Then the category ComodB satisfies
Properties 1–10, 5a of Section 2.5 and their duals. In addition, all monomorphisms and
epimorphisms in ComodB are extremal.

Proof. The forgetful functor ComodB → Vect
k

creates finite limits and small colimits as well
as limits of subobjects and colimits of quotient objects. IfMα, 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-comodule M inherits the structure of a B-comodule, which makes T (M) a B-comodule
algebra. Finally, by [1, Proposition 4.1] the forgetful functor Comon(ComodB) → ComodB

admits a right adjoint. �

Let now H be a Hopf algebra over a field k. Then the category ComodH is closed where
for every H-comodules M and N the H-comodule [M,N ] is the subspace of Hom

k

(M,N)
consisting of such k-linear maps f : M → N that f(m(0))(0) ⊗ f(m(0))(1)Sm(1) ∈ M ⊗ C



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

where C ⊆ H is a fixed finite dimensional subcoalgebra that may depend on f but does
not depend on m ∈ M . Then ρ : [M,N ] → [M,N ] ⊗ H is defined by ρ(f) := f(0) ⊗ f(1),
f(0)(m) ⊗ f(1) := f(m(0))(0) ⊗ f(m(0))(1)Sm(1) for m ∈ M and f ∈ [M,N ]. In particular,

ComodH is pre-rigid where for every H-comodule M the dual comodule M∗ is the subspace
of M∗

k

consisting of such k-linear functions f : M → k that f(m(0))Sm(1) ∈ C where C ⊆ H
is a fixed finite dimensional subcoalgebra that may depend on f but does not depend on
m ∈M . Then f(0)(m)f(1) := f(m(0))Sm(1) for f ∈M∗, m ∈M .

5.3. Left Yetter – Drinfel’d modules. Let H be a Hopf algebra over a field k with an
invertible antipode S. Denote by H

HYD the category of left Yetter — Drinfel’d modules (or
H
HYD-modules for short), i.e. left H-modules and H-comodules M such that the H-action
and the H-coaction δ : M → H ⊗M satisfy the following compatibility condition:

δ(hm) = h(1)m(−1)Sh(3) ⊗ h(2)m(0) for every m ∈M and h ∈ H.

For more details on the general theory of Yetter – Drinfel’d modules and their applications
we refer to e.g. [20, Section 11.6], [9, Section 4.4].

An H
HYD-module algebra is an algebra A over a field k that is an H

HYD-module, an H-
module algebra and an H-comodule algebra at the same time. The algebra A is called a
unital HHYD-module algebra if A is unital, δ(1A) = 1H ⊗ 1A and h1A = ε(h)1A.

The category H
HYD is braided monoidal where the monoidal product of HHYD-modules M

and N is their usual tensor product M ⊗ N over k with the induced structures of a left
H-module and a left H-comodule. The braiding cM,N : M ⊗N → N ⊗M is defined by the
formula

cM,N(m⊗ n) := m(−1)n⊗m(0) for m ∈M, n ∈ N.

Its inverse c−1
M,N : N ⊗M →M ⊗N is defined by

c−1
M,N(n⊗m) := m(0) ⊗

(
S−1m(−1)

)
n for m ∈M, n ∈ N.

Monoids in H
HYD are just unital associative H

HYD-module algebras. Comonoids in H
HYD are

called H
HYD-module coalgebras.

Lemma 5.3. Let H be a Hopf algebra over a field k with an invertible antipode S. Then
the category H

HYD satisfies Properties 1–10, 5a of Section 2.5 and their duals. In addition,
all monomorphisms and epimorphisms in H

HYD are extremal.

Proof. The forgetful functor H
HYD → HComod creates small limits and colimits as well as

limits of subobjects and colimits of quotient objects. Both categories are abelian. In addi-
tion, monomorphisms and epimorphisms are just injective and surjective homomorphisms,
respectively. Hence, by Lemma 5.2, the category H

HYD satisfies Properties 1–9, 5a and their
duals. Moreover, the free algebra T (M) of an H

HYD-module M inherits the structure of
an H

HYD-module, which makes T (M) an H
HYD-module algebra, whence we get Property 10.

Now we have to prove its dual.
By [1, Proposition 2.3], the category Comon

(
H
HYD

)
is cowellpowered. By [1, Theorem

4.5] every element of an H-comodule coalgebra is contained in a finite dimensional H-
comodule subcoalgebra, whence every element of an H

HYD-module coalgebra is contained
in a H

HYD-module subcoalgebra finitely generated as an H-module. In particular, the small
set of all HHYD-module coalgebras finitely generated as H-modules generates the category
Comon

(
H
HYD

)
.

The forgetful functor Comon
(
H
HYD

)
→ H

HYD preserves small coproducts. Let f, g : A→ B

be H
HYD-module coalgebra homomorphisms. Then

∆(f(a)− g(a)) =
(
f(a(1))− g(a(1))

)
⊗ f(a(2)) + g(a(1))⊗

(
f(a(2))− g(a(2))

)
for every a ∈ A
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implies that the set I = {f(a)−g(a) | a ∈ A} is a coideal in B that is, in addition, an H
HYD-

subcomodule. Hence the surjective homomorphism π : B → B/I is the coequilizer of f and
g both in Comon

(
H
HYD

)
and H

HYD. Therefore, the forgetful functor Comon
(
H
HYD

)
→ H

HYD
preserves all small colimits. Now we apply the Special Adjoint Functor Theorem. �

The category H
HYD is closed where for every H

HYD-modules M and N the H
HYD-module

[M,N ] is the subspace of Hom
k

(M,N) consisting of such k-linear maps f : M → N that
f(m(0))(−1)S

−1m(−1)⊗f(m(0))(0) ∈ C⊗M where C ⊆ H is a fixed finite dimensional subcoal-
gebra that may depend on f but does not depend on m ∈M . Then δ : [M,N ] → H⊗ [M,N ]
is defined by δ(f) := f(−1) ⊗ f(0),

f(−1) ⊗ f(0)(m) := f(m(0))(−1)S
−1m(−1) ⊗ f(m(0))(0)

for m ∈ M and f ∈ [M,N ] and the H-action H ⊗ [M,N ] → [M,N ] is defined by (5.1). In
particular, HHYD is pre-rigid where for every H

HYD-module M the H
HYD-module M∗ is the

subspace of M∗
k

consisting of such k-linear functions f : M → k that f(m(0))S
−1m(−1) ∈ C

where C ⊆ H is a fixed finite dimensional subcoalgebra that may depend on f but does
not depend on m ∈ M . Then δ : M∗ → H ⊗ M∗ is defined by δ(f) := f(−1) ⊗ f(0),
f(0)(m)f(−1) := f(m(0))S

−1m(−1) and (hf)(m) = f((Sh)m) for f ∈ M∗, h ∈ H and m ∈ M .
The functor (−)∗ on H

HYD-module homomorphisms coincides with the usual (−)∗ on k-linear
maps.

Remark 5.4. For a H
HYD-module M define the bilinear map ⋄ : M∗

k

× M → H by
f ⋄ m := f(m(0))m(−1) for all f ∈ M∗

k

and m ∈ M . Now for f ∈ M∗
k

the condition
f ∈M∗ is equivalent to dim(f ⋄M) < +∞.

Lemma 5.5. LetM be an H
HYD-module. Define the linear maps ξ : M →M and ζ : M →M

by
ξ(m) =

(
S−2m(−1)

)
m(0) and ζ(m) =

(
Sm(−1)

)
m(0) for m ∈M.

Then
ξζ = ζξ = idM .

Proof. The definition of an H
HYD-module implies that

ξ(hm) = (S−2h)ξ(m) and ζ(hm) = (S2h)ζ(m)

for every h ∈ H and m ∈M . Hence ξζ = ζξ = idM . �

Note that for any H
HYD-modules M and N we have

θM,N(f ⊗ g)(m⊗ n) = f(m(0))g(m(−1)n),

θinvM,N(f ⊗ g)(m⊗ n) = f
(
(S−1n(−1))m

)
g(n(0)),

ϕ♭(n)(m) = ϕ(m(0))
(
(S−1m(−1))n

)
,

ϕ♯(n)(m) = ϕ(n(−1)m)(n(0))

for all m ∈ N , n ∈M , f ∈M∗, g ∈ N∗, ϕ ∈ H
HYD(M,N∗).

Lemma 5.6. For every H
HYD-modules M and N the map θM,N : M∗ ⊗ N∗ → (M ⊗ N)∗ is

injective.

Proof. The map θM,N : M∗⊗N∗ → (M⊗N)∗ is injective since the mapm⊗n 7→ m(0)⊗m(−1)n
is a bijection. �

Lemma 5.7. Let M be an H
HYD-module. Then the map αM : M → M∗∗ is injective if and

only if
⋂

f∈M∗

Ker f = 0.
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Proof. For every m ∈M and f ∈M∗ we have

αM(m)(f) := (idM∗)♭(m)(f) = f(0)
(
(S−1f(−1))m

)
=
(
(S−2f(−1))f(0)

)
(m).

Now Lemma 5.5 implies that αM(m) = 0 for some m ∈ M if and only if f(m) = 0 for all
f ∈M∗. �

Lemma 5.8. Let M and N be nonzero H
HYD-modules. Then the map

(
θinvM,N

)♭
: M ⊗N → (M∗ ⊗N∗)∗

is injective if and only if
⋂

f∈M∗

Ker f = 0 and
⋂

g∈N∗

Ker g = 0.

Proof. Given m ∈M , n ∈ N , f ∈M∗, g ∈ N∗, we have

(
θinvM,N

)♭
(m⊗ n)(f ⊗ g) = θinvM,N

(
(f ⊗ g)(0)

)((
S−1(f ⊗ g)(−1)

)
(m⊗ n)

)

= θinvM,N

((
S−2(f ⊗ g)(−1)

)
(f ⊗ g)(0)

)
(m⊗ n)

=
((
S−2(f ⊗ g)(−1)

)
(f ⊗ g)(0)

)(
(S−1n(−1))m⊗ n(0)

)
.

Here we have used the fact that for every H-module homomorphism ϕ : A⊗B → k we have

ϕ(ha⊗ b) = ϕ(h(1)a⊗ h(2)(Sh(3))b) = ε(h(1))ϕ
(
a⊗ (Sh(2))b) = ϕ(a⊗ (Sh)b)

for all a ∈ A, b ∈ B.
Now we notice that the map m ⊗ n 7→ (S−1n(−1))m ⊗ n(0) is bijective since

m ⊗ n 7→ n(−1)m ⊗ n(0) is its inverse. Combining this with Lemma 5.5, we obtain that

the map
(
θinvM,N

)♭
: M ⊗ N → (M∗ ⊗ N∗)∗ is not injective only if there exists a nonzero

element
k∑
i=1

mi ⊗ ni ∈M ⊗N such that

k∑

i=1

f(mi)g(ni) = 0 for all f ∈ M∗, g ∈ N∗.

Without loss of generality we may assume that the mi’s are linearly independent. Suppose⋂
f∈M∗

Ker f = 0 and
⋂

g∈N∗

Ker g = 0. Then

k∑

i=1

f(mi)g(ni) = f

(
k∑

i=1

g(ni)mi

)
= 0

implies
k∑
i=1

g(ni)mi = 0 and g(ni) = 0 for all 1 6 i 6 k and g ∈ N∗. Hence all ni = 0,

k∑
i=1

mi ⊗ ni = 0 and
(
θinvM,N

)♭
is injective.

Conversely, if m ∈ M , n ∈ N , where m 6= 0, n 6= 0, and either m ∈
⋂

f∈M∗

Ker f or

n ∈
⋂

g∈N∗

Ker g, then
(
θinvM,N

)♭
(n(−1)m⊗ n(0))(f ⊗ g) = 0 for all f ∈M∗, g ∈ N∗. �

Remark 5.9. An example of H
HYD-modules M and N with non-injective αM and

(
θinvM,N

)♭
will be given in Remark 5.14 (3) below.
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By Lemma 5.3 and Remark 3.21, the functor (−)∗ : Comon
(
H
HYD

)
→ Mon

(
H
HYD

)
admits

an adjoint functor (−)◦ : Mon
(
H
HYD

)
→ Comon

(
H
HYD

)
. However, in order to prove that

κA is a monomorphism for every H
HYD-module algebra A, we have to provide an explicit

construction. We first need the following lemma:

Lemma 5.10. Let (A, µ, u) be a monoid and let (C,∆, ε) be a comonoid in a braided pre-
rigid monoidal category C. Then for ϕ ∈ C(A,C∗) we have ϕ ∈ Mon(C)(A,C∗) if and only
if the diagrams below are commutative:

C

∆
��

ϕ♯

// A∗

µ∗

��
C ⊗ C

ϕ♯⊗ϕ♯

// A∗ ⊗ A∗
θinvA,A // (A⊗ A)∗

C

ε
��

ϕ♯

// A∗

u∗

��
1

ι //
1

∗

(5.2)

Proof. Apply Remark 3.27 and [13, Lemma 2.5]. �

Below we present a candidate for A◦ in H
HYD.

Lemma 5.11. Let H be a Hopf algebra over a field k with an invertible antipode S. Given
a unital associative H

HYD-module algebra A, the subspace A∗ ∩ A◦
k

is a H
HYD-submodule

of A∗. Moreover, A∗ ∩A◦
k

is an H
HYD-module coalgebra, i.e. a comonoid in H

HYD, where the
comultiplication ∆A∗∩A◦

k

f := f[1] ⊗ f[2] and the counit are defined by

f[1](a)f[2](b) := f
(
(b(−1)a)b(0)

)
, εA∗∩A◦

k

(f) := f(1A),

for all f ∈ A∗ ∩ A◦
k

, a, b ∈ A.

Proof. Note that for every f ∈ A∗ and b ∈ A we have dim
(
f(b(−)) ⋄ A

)
< +∞ and

dim
(
f((−)b) ⋄ A

)
< +∞ (recall that ⋄ was defined in Remark 5.4 above), since

f
(
b(−)

)
⋄ a = f(ba(0))a(−1) = f(b(0)a(0))(Sb(−2))b(−1)a(−1) = (Sb(−1))(f ⋄ (b(0)a))

and

f
(
(−)b

)
⋄ a = f(a(0)b)a(−1) = f(a(0)b(0))a(−1)b(−1)S

−1b(−2) = (f ⋄ (ab(0)))S
−1b(−1).

Suppose f ∈ A∗ ∩ A◦
k

. Then there exist s ∈ Z+ and fi, gi ∈ A◦
k

, 1 6 i 6 s, such that

f(ab) =
s∑
i=1

fi(a)gi(b) for all a, b ∈ A. Without loss of generality we may assume that each of

the systems f1, . . . , fs and g1, . . . , gs of linear functions is linearly independent. Performing
Gaussian elimination, one can find ai, bi ∈ A, 1 6 i 6 s, such that fi(aj) = gi(bj) = δij for
all 1 6 i, j 6 s. In particular, fi = f((−)bi) and gi = f(ai(−)) for all 1 6 i 6 s. Hence
f ∈ A∗ ∩ A◦

k

implies that all fi, gi ∈ A∗ ∩A◦
k

.
Moreover, for every h ∈ H and a, b ∈ A we have

(hf)(ab) = f((Sh)(ab)) = f
(
((Sh(2))a)((Sh(1))b)

)

=

s∑

i=1

fi((Sh(2))a)gi((Sh(1))b) =

s∑

i=1

(h(2)fi)(a)(h(1)gi)(b),

f(0)(ab)f(−1) = f((ab)(0))S
−1
(
(ab)(−1)

)
= f(a(0)b(0))S

−1(b(−1))S
−1(a(−1))

=
s∑

i=1

fi(a(0))gi(b(0))S
−1(b(−1))S

−1(a(−1)) =
s∑

i=1

fi(0)(a)gi(0)(b)gi(−1)fi(−1).

Therefore, by [10, Proposition 1.5.6, 3)], the subspace A∗ ∩A◦
k

is an H
HYD-submodule of A∗.



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

Now

f[1](a)f[2](b) := f
(
(b(−1)a)b(0)

)
=

s∑

i=1

fi(b(−1)a)gi(b(0))

=
s∑

i=1

(
(S−1b(−1))fi

)
(a)gi(b(0)) =

s∑

i=1

(
gi(−1)fi

)
(a)gi(0)(b) for all a, b ∈ A.

Therefore, f[1] ⊗ f[2] =
s∑
i=1

gi(−1)fi ⊗ gi(0) ∈ (A∗ ∩ A◦
k

) ⊗ (A∗ ∩ A◦
k

) for all f ∈ A∗ ∩ A◦
k

and

∆A∗∩A◦
k

is a comultiplication on A∗ ∩A◦
k

.
An explicit verification shows that (A∗ ∩A◦

k

,∆A∗∩A◦
k

, εA∗∩A◦
k

) is indeed a coalgebra.
Note that

(hf)[1](a)(hf)[2](b) = (hf)
(
(b(−1)a)b(0)

)
= f

(
(Sh)((b(−1)a)b(0))

)

= f
(
((Sh(2))b(−1)a)((Sh(1))b(0))

)
= f

(
(((Sh(4))b(−1)(S

2h(2))Sh(1))a)(Sh(3))b(0)
)

= f
(
(((Sh(2))(1)b(−1)(S(Sh(2))(3))Sh(1))a)(Sh(2))(2)b(0)

)

= f
(
((((Sh(2))b)(−1)Sh(1))a)((Sh(2))b)(0)

)

= f[1]
(
(Sh(1))a

)
f[2]
(
(Sh(2))b

)
= (h(1)f[1])(a)(h(2)f[2])(b)

and

εA∗∩A◦
k

(hf) = (hf)(1A) = f((Sh)1A) = ε(h)f(1A) = ε(h)εA∗∩A◦
k

(f)

for all h ∈ H , f ∈ A∗ ∩A◦
k

, a, b ∈ A. Hence A∗ ∩ A◦
k

is an H-module coalgebra.
At the same time,

f(0)[1](a)f(0)[2](b)f(−1) = f(0)
(
(b(−1)a)b(0)

)
f(−1) = f

(
((b(−1)a)b(0))(0)

)
S−1((b(−1)a)b(0))(−1)

= f
(
(b(−2)a)(0)b(0)

)
S−1((b(−2)a)(−1)b(−1)) = f

(
(b(−3)a(0))b(0)

)
S−1(b(−4)a(−1)(Sb(−2))b(−1))

= f
(
(b(−1)a(0))b(0)

)
S−1(b(−2)a(−1)) = f

(
(b(−1)a(0))b(0)

)
(S−1a(−1))(S

−1b(−2))

= f[1](a(0))f[2](b(0))(S
−1a(−1))(S

−1b(−1)) = f[1](0)(a)f[2](0)(b)f[1](−1)f[2](−1)

and

εA∗∩A◦
k

(f(0))f(−1) = f(0)(1A)f(−1) = f(1A)1H = εA∗∩A◦
k

(f)1H

for all f ∈ A∗ ∩A◦
k

, a, b ∈ A. Therefore, A∗ ∩ A◦
k

is an H-comodule coalgebra. �

Lemma 5.12. Let H be a Hopf algebra over a field k with an invertible antipode S. Then
the finite dual A◦ in H

HYD coincides with A∗ ∩A◦
k

endowed with the coalgebra structure from
Lemma 5.11. Moreover,

• κA is a monomorphism for every unital associative H
HYD-module algebra A.

Proof. By Lemma 5.10, for every H
HYD-module algebra homomorphism ϕ : A → C∗ where

A is a unital associative H
HYD-module algebra and C is an H

HYD-module coalgebra,
µ∗ϕ♯(C) ∈ θinvA,A(A

∗ ⊗A∗).
Recall that

θinvA,A(f ⊗ g)(a⊗ b) = f
(
(S−1b(−1))a

)
g(b(0)) =

(
(S−2b(−1))f

)
(a)g(b(0))

=
(
(S−1g(−1))f

)
(a)g(0)(b) =

(
(S−1g(−1))f ⊗ g(0)

)
(a⊗ b)

for all f, g ∈ A∗, a, b ∈ A. In other words, θinvA,A(A
∗⊗A∗) coincides with the image of A∗⊗A∗

in (A⊗A)∗ under the restriction of the standard embedding A∗
k

⊗A∗
k

→֒ (A⊗A)∗
k

in Vect
k

since the map f ⊗ g 7→ (S−1g(−1))f ⊗ g(0) is a bijection. Hence for every c ∈ C the linear
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function ϕ♯(c) belongs to A∗ ∩A◦
k

. An explicit verification shows that the diagram below is
commutative:

A∗ ∩ A◦
k

∆A∗∩A◦
k

��

�

� // A∗

µ∗

��
(A∗ ∩ A◦

k

)⊗ (A∗ ∩ A◦
k

) �
� // A∗ ⊗ A∗

θinvA,A // (A⊗ A)∗

The injectivity of θinvA,A together with Lemma 5.10 imply that an H
HYD-module ho-

momorphism ϕ : A → C∗ is an H
HYD-module algebra homomorphism if and only if

the corestriction of ϕ♯ to A∗ ∩ A◦
k

is an H
HYD-module coalgebra homomorphism. In

particular, the functor (−)∗ : Comon
(
H
HYD

)
→ Mon

(
H
HYD

)
admits an adjoint functor

(−)◦ : Mon
(
H
HYD

)
→ Comon

(
H
HYD

)
where A◦ = A∗ ∩ A◦

k

. Note that κA coincides with
the restriction of the standard embedding A◦

k

→֒ A∗
k

and is a monomorphism. �

Finally, we get

Theorem 5.13. Let H be a Hopf algebra over a field k with an invertible antipode S. Then
H
HYD is a braided closed monoidal category satisfying Properties 1–10, 5a of Section 2.5 and
their duals. Moreover, all monomorphisms and epimorphisms in H

HYD are extremal and

• θM,N is a monomorphism for any H
HYD-modules M,N ;

• αM is a monomorphism for an H
HYD-module M if and only if

⋂
f∈M∗

Ker f = 0;

•
(
θinvM,N

)♭
is a monomorphism for nonzero H

HYD-modules M and N if and only if⋂
f∈M∗

Ker f = 0 and
⋂

g∈N∗

Ker g = 0;

• κA is a monomorphism for every unital associative H
HYD-module algebra A.

Proof. Apply Lemmas 5.3, 5.6–5.8 and 5.12. �

Remarks 5.14.

(1) If the Hopf algebra H is finite dimensional, then M∗ = M∗
k

and
⋂

f∈M∗

Ker f = 0 for

every H
HYD-module M .

(2) Note that the functor (−)∗ does not necessarily map monomorphisms to epimor-
phisms. Let k be a field and let H = k[xi | i ∈ N] where ∆Hxi := xi ⊗ 1H + 1H ⊗ xi,
εH(xi) := 0. Then H is a left H-comodule where δH := ∆H . Consider H-
subcomodules k1H and V := 〈xi| i ∈ N〉

k

⊕ k1H of H . Define on V and k1H the
structure of trivial left H-modules, i.e. hm := ε(h)m for all m ∈ V . The commu-
tativity of H implies that both V and k1H are H

HYD-modules. Denote by ϕ the
H
HYD-module embedding ϕ : k1H →֒ V . Let f ∈ V ∗

k

, λ := f(1H) 6= 0, λi := f(xi).
Then

f ⋄ V = 〈f ⋄ xi| i ∈ N〉
k

+ f ⋄ k1H =

〈
xi +

λi
λ
1H

∣∣∣∣ i ∈ N

〉

k

+ k1H .

In particular, dim(f ⋄ V ) = +∞. Hence f(1H) = 0 for all f ∈ V ∗ where the dual is
taken in H

HYD. Therefore, ϕ∗ = 0. At the same time, k∗ 6= 0. Hence ϕ∗ : V ∗ → k

∗ is
not an epimorphism for the (extremal) monomorphism ϕ in H

HYD.
(3) Let V be the same as in (2) above. Then the proof of Lemmas 5.7 and 5.8 implies

that αV (1H) = 0 and
(
θinvV,V

)♭
(1H ⊗ 1H) = 0. In particular, αV and

(
θinvV,V

)♭
are not

monomorphisms.
(4) By Theorem 5.13 we may apply to the category C = H

HYD all the results of [5, Sections
4, 5] and Section 4.2 of the present paper. Unfortunately, by the reasons mentioned
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in Remarks 2 and 3 above, for an arbitrary H , we cannot apply to H
HYD the results of

Sections 3, 4.3 and 4.4. Another reason, why we cannot apply the duality theorems
for bimonoid and Hopf monoids (co)actions, is that those theorems have been proved
only for symmetric categories.

5.4. Right Yetter – Drinfel’d modules. Let F : C → D be a braided strong monoidal
functor between braided monoidal categories. Suppose F is an isomorphism of ordinary
categories, C is pre-rigid and there exists (−)◦ : Mon(C) → Comon(C). Then D is pre-rigid too
and there exists (−)◦ : Mon(D) → Comon(D) where G(−)∗ ∼= (G(−))∗ andG(−)◦ ∼= (G(−))◦.
Moreover, for every objects A,B in C, M in Mon(C) and a morphism ϕ : A → B∗ the
morphisms θGA,GB, θ

inv
GA,GB, (Gϕ)

♭, (Gϕ)♯, κGM in D can be identified with, respectively,

GθA,B, Gθ
inv
A,B, G

(
ϕ♭
)
, G
(
ϕ♯
)
and GκM via the corresponding isomorphisms. Hence C and

D share the same properties. In particular, this is true when D is just C with the opposite
monoidal product and the functor F is identical on objects and morphisms. This observation
has the following important application.

LetH be a Hopf algebra over a field k with an invertible antipode S. Consider the category
YDH

H of right Yetter — Drinfel’d modules (or YDH
H-modules for short), i.e. right H-modules

and H-comodules M such that the H-action and the H-coaction ρ : M → M ⊗ H satisfy
the following compatibility condition:

ρ(mh) = m(0)h(2) ⊗ (Sh(1))m(1)h(3) for every m ∈M and h ∈ H.

The braiding on YDH
H is defined by cM,N(m⊗ n) := n(0) ⊗mn(1) for all m ∈M , n ∈ N and

YDH
H -modules M and N . (Note that in contrast with [20, Exercise 11.6.21] we consider the

standard H-(co)action on M ⊗ N induced from those in HMod and ComodH , respectively.
As a consequence, our formula for the braiding is different too.) Then YDH

H can be identified
with Hop,cop

Hop,copYD where Hop,cop is the Hopf algebra H with the opposite product and coproduct
and the monoidal product is opposite too. As a consequence, the analog of Theorem 5.13
holds for YDH

H too. The only difficulty that one can encounter on this way could be verify-
ing the necessary and sufficient conditions in the analogs of Lemmas 5.7 and 5.8 since the
description of A∗ in YDH

H in terms of H
op,cop

Hop,copYD becomes complicated due to the braiding
involved and evA no longer being tautological. For this reason, below we give a natural
description of the internal hom and the functor (−)∗ in YDH

H as well as explicit formulas for
the related maps.

Given YDH
H -modules M and N , the YDH

H -module [M,N ] as a right H-comodule coin-
cides with the one defined in Section 5.2. The right H-action on [M,N ] is defined by
(fh)(m) := f(mS−1h(2))h(1) for h ∈ H , m ∈M . In this description, [M,N ] is a subspace of
Hom

k

(M,N) and the evaluation map is tautological, i.e. f ⊗m 7→ f(m) for f ∈ [M,N ] and
m ∈M . As usual, M∗ := [M,k].

For any H
HYD-modules M and N we have

θinvM,N (f ⊗ g)(m⊗ n) = f(m(0))g
(
nS−1m(1)

)
,

ϕ♭(n)(m) = ϕ
(
mS−1n(1)

)
(n(0))

for all m ∈ N , n ∈M , f ∈M∗, g ∈ N∗, ϕ ∈ H
HYD(M,N∗).

Lemmas 5.15 and 5.16 below complete the proof of the analog of Theorem 5.13 for YDH
H :

Lemma 5.15. Let M be an YDH
H-module. Then the map αM : M →M∗∗ is injective if and

only if
⋂

f∈M∗

Ker f = 0.

Proof. For every m ∈M and f ∈M∗ we have

αM (m)(f) := (idM∗)♭(m)(f) =
(
fS−1m(1)

) (
m(0)

)
= f

(
m(0)S

−2m(1)

)
.
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Now we apply the analog of Lemma 5.5. �

Lemma 5.16. Let M and N be nonzero YDH
H-modules. Then the map(

θinvM,N

)♭
: M ⊗N → (M∗⊗N∗)∗ is injective if and only if

⋂
f∈M∗

Ker f = 0 and
⋂

g∈N∗

Ker g = 0.

Proof. Define linear maps ξ, ν : M ⊗N → M ⊗N by

ξ(m⊗ n) = (m⊗ n)(0)S
−2(m⊗ n)(1),

ν(m⊗ n) = m(0) ⊗ nS−1m(1)

for m ∈M , n ∈ N .
Fix m ∈M , n ∈ N , f ∈M∗, g ∈ N∗. Then

(
θinvM,N

)♭
(m⊗ n)(f ⊗ g) = θinvM,N

(
(f ⊗ g)S−1(m⊗ n)(1)

)(
(m⊗ n)(0)

)

= θinvM,N (f ⊗ g)
(
(m⊗ n)(0)S

−2(m⊗ n)(1)
)
= θinvM,N(f ⊗ g)

(
ξ(m⊗ n)

)
= (f ⊗ g)

(
νξ(m⊗ n)

)
.

Here we have used that for every right H-module homomorphism ϕ : A⊗B → k we have

ϕ(ah⊗ b) = ϕ(ah(1) ⊗ b(S−1h(3))h(2)) = ε(h(1))ϕ
(
a⊗ bS−1h(2)) = ϕ(a⊗ b S−1h)

for all a ∈ A, b ∈ B. By the analog of Lemma 5.5, the map ξ is bijective. The map ν
is bijective too since ν−1(m ⊗ n) = m(0) ⊗ nm(1). Now we use the same argument as in
Lemma 5.8. �

5.5. Modules over quasitriangular Hopf algebras. Let H be a quasitriangular Hopf
algebra over a field k, i.e. the category HMod is braided. Then cM,N(u) = (Ru)21 for all left
H-modules M,N and u ∈M ⊗N where R ∈ H ⊗H is a fixed invertible element called the
R-matrix, (m⊗ n)21 := n⊗m. We refer to [12, Section 8.3], [16, Chapter 2] or [18, Section
10.1] for more details.

Example 5.17. Every cocommutative Hopf algebra H is quasitriangular where R = 1H⊗1H
and cM,N is the ordinary swap.

Recall that in every quasitriangular Hopf algebra H the antipode is invertible [16, Propo-
sition 2.1.8]. Moreover, for every left H-module M the map δ : M → H ⊗ M , where
δm := R21(1H ⊗ m) for m ∈ M , defines on M a structure of a left H-comodule that
turnsM into a H

HYD-module. The braiding induced by the H
HYD-module structure coincides

with the original braiding on HMod. In other words, HMod can be identified with a full
subcategory in H

HYD. The embedding functor HMod →֒ H
HYD is a strict braided monoidal

functor that commutes with the functor (−)∗ and taking small limits and colimits. This
implies that θA,B, θ

inv
A,B, ϕ

♭, ϕ♯ in HMod coincide with those in H
HYD. An explicit verification

shows that the restriction of the functor (−)◦ : Mon
(
H
HYD

)
→ Comon

(
H
HYD

)
to Mon

(
HMod

)

takes values again in Mon
(
HMod

)
. Moreover, for H-module algebras A we have A◦ = A◦

k

as
vector spaces, but the comultiplication is still twisted. Finally, the equality M∗ = M∗

k

for
every H-module M implies that the functor (−)∗ maps monomorphisms to epimorphisms.
By Theorem 5.13, we get

Theorem 5.18. Let H be a quasitriangular Hopf algebra over a field k. Then HMod is
a braided closed monoidal category satisfying Properties 1–10, 5a of Section 2.5 and their
duals. Moreover, all monomorphisms and epimorphisms in HMod are extremal and

• the functor (−)∗ maps monomorphisms to epimorphisms;

• αM , θM,N ,
(
θinvM,N

)♭
are monomorphisms for any H-modules M,N ;

• κA is a monomorphism for every unital associative H-module algebra A.
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Remark 5.19. By Theorem 5.18 we may apply to the category C = HMod all the results
of [5, Sections 4 and 5], Sections 4.2, 4.3 of the present paper as well as the duality theorems
for (co)measurings (Theorems 3.24, 4.25, Corollaries 3.26 and 4.26). If, moreover, HMod is
symmetric, i.e. the Hopf algebra H is triangular, then we may apply to HMod all the results
of Sections 3 and 4, in particular, the duality theorems for bimonoid and Hopf monoids
(co)actions.

5.6. Comodules over coquasitriangular Hopf algebras. Let H be a coquasitri-
angular Hopf algebra over a field k, i.e. the category ComodH is braided. Then
cM,N(m⊗ n) = R(m(1), n(1))n(0) ⊗m(0) for all right H-comodules M,N , m ∈M and n ∈ N
where R : H⊗H → k is a fixed linear map called the R-form, which is invertible in (H⊗H)∗.
More details can be found in e.g. [12, Section 8.3], [16, Chapter 2] or [18, Section 10.2].

Example 5.20. Every commutative Hopf algebra H is coquasitriangular where
R(h, t) = ε(h)ε(t) for all h, t ∈ H and cM,N is the ordinary swap.

Recall that in every coquasitriangular Hopf algebra H the antipode is invertible too [16,
Proposition 2.2.4]. Moreover, every right H-comoduleM is simultaneously a right H-module
M too where mh := R(m(1), h)m(0) for all m ∈ M , h ∈ H , which turns M into a YDH

H-

module. The braiding induced by the YDH
H-module structure coincides with the original

braiding on ComodH . In other words, ComodH can be identified with a full subcategory in
YDH

H . The embedding functor ComodH →֒ YDH
H is a strict braided monoidal functor that

commutes with the functor (−)∗ and taking small limits and colimits. This implies that
θA,B, θ

inv
A,B, ϕ

♭, ϕ♯ in ComodH coincide with those in YDH
H .

Note that the embedding ComodH ⊆ YDH
H admits the left adjoint functor M 7→M/I(M)

where I(M) is the YDH
H -submodule of the YDH

H -module M generated by all elements
mh − R(m(1), h)m(0) where m ∈ M , h ∈ H . If C is a YDH

H-module coalgebra, then I(C)

is automatically a coideal. Therefore, if C is a limit in Comon
(
YDH

H

)
of a diagram in

Comon
(
ComodH

)
, then C/I(C), which now belongs to Comon

(
ComodH

)
, must be a limit of

this diagram too and the embedding Comon
(
ComodH

)
⊆ Comon

(
YDH

H

)
preserves all limits.

Now Remark 3.21 and the proof of [7, Theorem 1.5] imply that the restriction of the functor
(−)◦ : Mon

(
YDH

H

)
→ Comon

(
YDH

H

)
to Mon

(
ComodH

)
takes values in Comon

(
ComodH

)
. By

the remarks made in Section 5.4, the following theorem holds:

Theorem 5.21. Let H be a coquasitriangular Hopf algebra over a field k. Then ComodH

is a braided closed monoidal category satisfying Properties 1–10, 5a of Section 2.5 and their
duals. Moreover, all monomorphisms and epimorphisms in ComodH are extremal and

• θM,N is a monomorphism for any H-comodules M,N ;
• αM is a monomorphism for an H-comodule M if and only if

⋂
f∈M∗

Ker f = 0;

•
(
θinvM,N

)♭
is a monomorphism for nonzero H-comodules M and N if and only if⋂

f∈M∗

Ker f = 0 and
⋂

g∈N∗

Ker g = 0;

• κA is a monomorphism for every unital associative H-comodule algebra A.

Remarks 5.22.

(1) If the Hopf algebra H is finite dimensional, then M∗ = M∗
k

and
⋂

f∈M∗

Ker f = 0 for

every H-comodule M .
(2) In ComodH the functor (−)∗ does not necessarily map monomorphisms to epimor-

phisms either. Let k be a field and let H = k[xi | i ∈ N], the algebra of polyno-
mials in the variables xi, where ∆Hxi := xi ⊗ 1H + 1H ⊗ xi, εH(xi) := 0. Then
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H is a right H-comodule where ρH := ∆H . Consider H-subcomodules k1H and
V := 〈xi| i ∈ N〉

k

⊕k1H ofH . Denote by ϕ theH-comodule embedding ϕ : k1H →֒ V .
Then the same argument as in Remark 5.14 (2) shows that ϕ∗ is not an epimorphism
for the (extremal) monomorphism ϕ in ComodH .

(3) Let V be the same as in (2) above. Then the proof of Lemmas 5.15 and 5.16 implies

that αV (1H) = 0 and
(
θinvV,V

)♭
(1H ⊗ 1H) = 0. In particular, αV and

(
θinvV,V

)♭
are not

monomorphisms.
(4) By Theorem 5.21 we may apply to the category C = ComodH all the results of [5,

Sections 4 and 5] and Section 4.2 of the present paper. If, moreover, ComodH is
symmetric, i.e. the Hopf algebra H is cotriangular, and

⋂
f∈M∗

Ker f = 0 for every H-

comoduleM , then we may apply to ComodH the duality theorems for (co)measurings
and (co)actions from Section 3. In particular, if H = kG for an abelian group G,
i.e. ComodH is just the category of G-graded vector spaces, then we may apply
to ComodH all the results of Sections 3 and 4. By the reasons mentioned in (2)
and (3) above, we cannot apply to ComodH the results of Sections 3, 4.3 and 4.4 for
arbitrary H .

5.7. Differential graded vector spaces. Let k be a field. Let dgVect
k

be 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 5.23. Let k be a field. Then dgVect
k

is a symmetric closed monoidal category
satisfying Properties 1–10, 5a of Section 2.5 and their duals. Moreover, all monomorphisms
and epimorphisms in dgVect

k

are extremal and

• the functor (−)∗ maps monomorphisms to epimorphisms;

• αV , θU,V ,
(
θinvU,V

)♭
are monomorphisms for any dg-vector spaces U, V ;

• κA is a monomorphism for every unital associative dg-algebra A.

Proof. Consider the Hopf algebra H over k with the 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
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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.)

Recall that dgVect
k

is closed. An explicit formula for [U, V ] can be found e.g. in [6], but
the closedness of dgVect

k

follows from the above identification of dgVect
k

with ComodH

too. For a dg-vector space V we obtain that V ∗ := [V,k] consists of all linear functions V → k

that are nonzero only on a finite number of components. Each monomorphism ϕ : U → V in
dgVect

k

is just an embedding of graded components compatible with the differentials. Since
each linear function f ∈ U∗ can be extended to a linear function that belongs to V ∗, the map
ϕ∗ : V ∗ → U∗ is surjective, i.e. the functor (−)∗ maps monomorphisms to epimorphisms.

The rest of the properties follow from Theorem 5.21. �

Remark 5.24. By Theorem 5.23 we may apply to the category C = dgVect
k

all the results
of [5, Sections 4 and 5] and Sections 3 and 4 of the present paper.
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