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NONDEGENERATE MODULE CATEGORIES

CHELSEA WALTON AND HARSHIT YADAV

Abstract. Due to the work of Shimizu (2019), various nondegeneracy conditions for braided fi-

nite tensor categories are equivalent. This theory is partially extended to braided module categories

here. We introduce when a braided module category is “nondegenerate” and “factorizable”, and

establish that these properties are equivalent. The proof involves a new monadicity result for mod-

ule categories. Lastly, we examine the Hopf case, using Kolb’s (2020) notion of a quasitriangular

comodule algebra to introduce “factorizable” comodule algebras. We then show that the represen-

tation category of a quasitriangular comodule algebra is nondegenerate in our sense precisely when

the comodule algebra is factorizable. Several examples are provided.
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1. Introduction

Braided tensor categories have become ubiquitous objects appearing in mathematical study of

3d-Topological Quantum Field Theories (3d-TQFTs)[KL01,TV17] and 2d-Conformal Field Theo-

ries (2d-CFTs) [Seg89, BK01, FRS02]. This, in turn, leads to their importance in understanding

invariants of 3-manifolds, (gapped) topological phases of matter, and topological quantum com-

putation; see, e.g., [Wan10,Wen17]. In all of these applications, one is interested in braided cat-

egories with the extra property of nondegeneracy, as reviewed below. On the other hand, as is

usual in algebra, (braided) tensor categories are understood through their module categories. In

recent works, the notion of a braided module category over a braided tensor category has been

introduced [Enr07,Bro13,Kol20]. These objects have recently played a role in vital applications,

such as in the study of quantum character varieties [BZBJ18], in examining quantum symmetric

pairs [BK19, Kol20], in the definition of 2-categorical Picard groups and in the extension theory
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2 CHELSEA WALTON AND HARSHIT YADAV

of braided finite tensor categories [DN21], and the resolution of the minimal modular extension

conjecture [JFR24]. Given the importance of nondegeneracy for braided tensor categories, the goal

of this article is to study nondegeneracy of braided module categories.

In this work, we focus on the case when tensor categories and module categories over them are

finite. Moreover, all linear structures are over an algebraically closed field k.

Let us review the notions of nondegeneracy for braided finite tensor categories C :“ pC,b,1, cq.

Namely, pC,b,1q is a tensor category over k, that comes equipped with a natural isomorphism (a

braiding) c :“ tcX,Y : X b Y
„
Ñ Y bXuX,Y PC satisfying the hexagon axioms. Note that when C is

finite, the coend object CC :“
şXPC

X˚ bX of C exists and is a Hopf algebra in C. We say that:

‚ C is nondegenerate if, for the Hopf algebra CC above, the Hopf pairing ωC : CC bCC Ñ 1 of CC
yields an isomorphism θC : pωC b idqpid b coevCC q : CC Ñ C

˚
C in C;

‚ C is weakly factorizable if the map HomCp1, CCq Ñ HomCpCC ,1q, f ÞÑ ωCpf b idq is bijective;

‚ C is factorizable if the embeddings of C and its mirror C to the Drinfeld ZpCq yields an

equivalence between the Deligne product C⊠C and ZpCq, as braided finite tensor categories;

‚ C has trivial symmetric (Müger) center if the full subcategory Z2pCq of objects X of C for

which cY,X ˝ cX,Y “ idXbY , for all Y P C, is equivalent to the category of k-vector spaces.

A powerful result of K. Shimizu verifies that these conditions are equivalent in the finite case.

Shimizu’s Theorem [Shi19a, Theorem 1.1] Nondegeneracy, weak factorizability, factorizability,

and trivial symmetric center are equivalent properties for a braided finite tensor category. �

This builds on several prior works in the semisimple (fusion) case [Bru00, Müg03, DGNO10,

EGNO15] and in Hopf case [RSTS88,Rad94,Tak01]. In this article, we will introduce a module-

theoretic version of nondegeneracy and factorizability, and establish that these properties are equiv-

alent. Analogues of weak factorizability and trivial symmetric center will also be discussed.

Fix C :“ pC,b,1, cq to be a braided finite tensor category for the rest of the section, unless

stated otherwise. A left C-module category pM,Źq is called braided if it is equipped with a natural

isomorphism e :“ teX,M : X Ź M
„
Ñ X Ź MuXPC,MPM satisfying certain compatibility axioms.

Examples include the regular module categories pM,Źq “ pC,bq with eX,M :“ cM,X ˝ cX,M .

Key examples of braided left C-module categories are the reflective centers ECpMq of arbitrary

left C-module categories M, which were introduced by Laugwitz, Yakimov, and the first author in

[LWY23]. Objects are pairs pM,eM q, where M P M and eM :“ teMX : X Ź M
„
Ñ X Ź MuXPC is

a certain natural isomorphism in M. Their construction is analogous to the construction of the

braided finite tensor category, the Drinfeld center ZpCq, of an arbitrary finite tensor category C.

Now for a left C-module category pM,Źq, that is not necessarily braided, the right adjoint of

p´ Ź Mq : C Ñ M exists, for each M P M. It is denoted by HompM,´q : M Ñ C. Further,

when M is finite, the end object EM :“
ş
MPMHompM,Mq of M exists and is an algebra in C.

For instance, when M “ C as above, we get the end object EC :“
ş
XPC X bX˚ of C, which is dual

to CC . Finally, using the universal properties of the end objects EM and EC , we derive a morphism

ωM : 1 Ñ EC b EM puniversal copairingq
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in C, that is compatible with the braiding of M [Definition 5.8].

With these notions, we introduce the concept of nondegeneracy and factorizability for braided

module categories. From now on, assume that braided left C-module categories pM,Ź, eq satisfy

the conditions specified in Hypothesis 5.1: nonzero, indecomposable, exact, and finite.

Definition 1.1 (Definition 5.9). For a braided left C-module category pM,Ź, eq, take the morphism

θM : pevEC b idqpid b ωMq : E˚
C ÝÑ EM

in C. We say that pM,Ź, eq is nondegenerate if θM is an isomorphism in C.

Definition 1.2 (Definition 5.5). For a braided left C-module category pM,Ź, eq, we have a functor

GM : M ⊠ FunC|pM,Mq Ñ ECpMq, M ⊠ pF, sq ÞÑ pF pMq, eM q,

where FunC|pM,Mq is the category of exact C-module endofunctors pF, sq of M, and eM is in terms

of s. We say that pM,Ź, eq is factorizable if GM is an equivalence of braided module categories.

For instance, the regular left C-module category pC, Ź :“ b, e :“ c2q is nondegenerate (resp.,

factorizable) as a braided module category precisely when pC,b,1, cq is nondegenerate (resp., fac-

torizable) as a braided finite tensor category [Examples 5.7 and 5.10].

This brings us to the main result of this article.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 5.12). Consider the terminology above. Then, a braided left C-module

category pM,Ź, eq is nondegenerate if and only if it is factorizable. �

To prove this result, we first recall that θM is an isomorphism if and only if a restriction functor

ResθM : EM-ModpMq Ñ E
˚
C-ModpMq is an equivalence; these are Eilenberg-Moore categories [§4.2].

We then establish equivalences HM : M ⊠ FunC|pM,Mq Ñ EM-ModpMq [Proposition 4.16] and
pHC : ECpMq Ñ E

˚
C-ModpMq [Proposition 4.17], and show that the diagram below commutes.

M ⊠ FunC|pM,Mq
GM

//

HM „
��

ECpMq

EM-ModpMq
ResθM

// E
˚
C-ModpMq

pHC
„

OO

The equivalence HM, in particular, involves the monadicity result for module categories below.

Proposition 1.4 (Proposition 4.12). Consider the category of exact endofunctors FunpM,Mq

of M, and the functor ρ : C Ñ FunpM,Mq given by X Ñ pX Ź ´q. Then, the right adjoint ρra of

ρ exists, and the adjunction is monadic. Further, this yields an equivalence of categories:

FunpM,Mq » Mod-EMpCq.
�
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Returning to Shimizu’s Theorem above, we introduce versions of weak-factorizability and trivial

symmetric center for braided module categories [Definitions 5.14, 5.18], and obtain the result below.

Theorem 1.5 (Lemma 5.16, Theorem 5.21). If a braided module category M is nondegenerate,

then M is weakly-factorizable, and as a result, has trivial symmetric center. �

See §§5.4, 5.5 for details about this result; we also inquire when the converse directions hold.

Next, we turn our attention to the Hopf case. Just as finite-dimensional representations of a

finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra pH,Rq yields a braided finite tensor category,

C :“ H-FdMod,

the finite-dimensional representations of a finite-dimensional quasitriangular left H-comodule alge-

bra pB,Kq yields a braided finite left C-module category,

M :“ B-FdMod.

Here, R (resp., K) is referred to as the R-matrix (resp., K-matrix) of H (resp., B). Quasitriangular

structures on comodule algebras were introduced by Kolb [Kol20], and are reviewed in §6.2.3. It is

also well-known that the braiding for H-FdMod is nondegenerate if and only if the quasitriangular

Hopf algebra pH,Rq is factorizable [§6.2.2].

Now given a finite-dimensional quasitriangular left H-comodule algebra pB,Kq, we introduce

the concept of when it is factorizable [Definition 6.15]. For example, the coregular quasitriangular

left H-comodule algebra pH,R21Rq is factorizable precisely when the quasitriangular Hopf algebra

pH,Rq is factorizable [Example 6.18]. We also establish the result below.

Theorem 1.6 (Theorem 6.19). Let H be a finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra. Then, a

finite-dimensional quasitriangular left H-comodule algebra B is factorizable if and only if B-FdMod

is a nondegenerate left pH-FdModq-module category. �

One supply of examples of factorizable comodule algebras pertain to the reflective centers men-

tioned above. The reflective center in the Hopf case, EH-FdModpA-FdModq, for A a left H-comodule

algebra (not necessarily braided), is equivalent to a category, RHpAq-FdMod [LWY23, Theorem 6.6].

Here, RHpAq is a finite-dimensional quasitriangular left H-comodule algebra, called a reflective al-

gebra. This yields the family of factorizable comodule algebras, as presented below.

Proposition 1.7 (Proposition 6.24). Let H be a finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra.

Then, the reflective algebra RHpAq is a factorizable left H-comodule algebra when it is H-simple. �

Some questions for further investigation are included here; see, for instance, Questions 5.17

and 5.23. In general, we anticipate that the notions of nondegeneracy here will play a role in the

numerous applications of braided module categories mentioned at the beginning of the section.

2. Preliminaries on monoidal categories and their braidings

Throughout our work, all linear structures will be over an algebraically closed field k. In this

section, we provide background material on categories [§2.1], on co(end)s for categories [§2.2], on

monoidal categories [§2.3], on braided finite tensor categories [§2.4], on coend Hopf algebras in

braided finite tensor categories [§2.5], and on nondegenerate tensor categories [§2.6].
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2.1. Preliminaries on categories. See [Mit65, ML98, Wal24] for a review of k-linear abelian

categories, and refer to [EGNO15, §§1.8, 1.11] for details of the material below.

2.1.1. Deligne product of categories. Let A, A1 be k-linear abelian categories. The Deligne product

of A and A1 is a k-linear abelian category A ⊠A1 endowed with a functor ⊠ : A ˆ A1 Ñ A ⊠A1

that is k-linear and right exact in each variable, and is universal among such functors out of AˆA1.

When the Deligne product exists, we have the following natural isomorphism:

HomA⊠A1pX ⊠X 1, Y ⊠ Y 1q – HomApX,Y q bk HomA1pX 1, Y 1q.

for X,Y P A and X 1, Y 1 P A1.

2.1.2. Finiteness. A k-linear abelian category A is locally finite if HomApV,W q is a finite-dimensional

k-vector space for each V,W P A, and every object has a finite filtration by simple objects.

A locally finite category A is finite if there are enough projectives and finitely many isomorphism

classes of simple objects. Equivalently, a k-linear category A is finite if it is equivalent to the cate-

gory of finite-dimensional modules over a finite-dimensional k-algebra. For example, the category

FdVec of finite-dimensional k-vector spaces is finite and abelian. Moreover, the Deligne product of

finite abelian categories exists and is finite.

Hypothesis 2.1. Unless stated otherwise, we assume the following conditions.

(a) All categories here are k-linear and abelian (and will often be finite as specified below).

(b) Given two such categories A and B, any functor A Ñ B is assumed to be linear and right

exact; the category of such functors is denoted by FunpA,Bq.

(c) When we write V bk X, for V P FdVec and X P A, we assume that X has an underlying

vector space structure via the equivalence of A and a category of finite-dimensional modules

over a finite-dimensional algebra over k.

2.2. (Co)ends for categories. We refer to reader to [ML98, §§IX.4–6] for the details here.

Take categories S and T , with functors F1, F2 : Sop ˆ S Ñ T . A dinatural transformation

from F1 to F2 is a collection of morphisms δ :“ tδSpSq : F1pS, Sq Ñ F2pS, SquSPS , such that

F2pS, fq ˝ δSpSq ˝ F1pf, Sq “ F2pf, S1q ˝ δSpS1q ˝ F1pS1, fq for each morphisms f : S Ñ S1 in S . We

denote this dinatural transformation by δ : F1
..

Ñ F2.

For T P T , let KT : Sop ˆ S Ñ T be the constant functor with KT pS, S1q “: T , for all S, S1 P S .

The end of a functor F : SopˆS Ñ T is an object E P T equipped with a dinatural transformation

π : KE

..

Ñ F , such that for any E P T and any δ : KE
..

Ñ F , there is a unique morphism f : E Ñ E

with πSpSq ˝ f “ δS pSq for all S P S . We denote pE, πq by
ş
SPS F pS, Sq.

The coend of a functor F : Sop ˆ S Ñ T is an object C P T equipped with a dinatural

transformation ι : F
..

Ñ KC, such that for any C P T and any δ : F
..

Ñ KC , there is a unique

morphism f : C Ñ C with f ˝ ιSpSq “ δSpSq for all S P S . We denote pC, ιq by
şSPS

F pS, Sq.

When (co)ends exist, they commute with each other, and with other (co)limits in T . Moreover,

right (resp., left) adjoints preserve limits (resp., colimits). So, R
`ş

SPS F pS, Sq
˘

–
ş
SPS RF pS, Sq

and L
´şSPS

F pS, Sq
¯

–
şSPS

LF pS, Sq, for an adjunction pL : T Ñ T 1q % pR : T 1 Ñ T q.
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Proposition 2.2. [Shi17b, Lemma 3.2] For finite categories A and B, we have an equivalence of

categories, with quasi-inverse, respectively:

Φ : Aop ⊠ B Ñ FunpA,Bq, A⊠B ÞÑ HomAp´, Aq˚ bk B,

Ψ : FunpA,Bq Ñ Aop ⊠ B, F ÞÑ
ş
CPA C ⊠ F pCq.

In particular, we get the following identities in Aop ⊠ B and in FunpA,Bq, respectively:

A⊠B –
ş
CPA C ⊠ pHomApC,Aq˚ bk Bq,(2.3)

F p´q –
ş
CPA HomAp´, Cq˚ bk F pCq,(2.4)

for each A P Aop, B P B, and F P FunpA,Bq. �

2.3. Monoidal categories. See various parts of [EGNO15,Wal24] for details on the material here.

2.3.1. Monoidal categories. A monoidal category consists of a category C equipped with a bifunctor

b : CˆC Ñ C, a natural isomorphism aX,Y,Z : pXbY qbZ
„
Ñ XbpY bZq for X,Y,Z P C, an object

1 P C, and natural isomorphisms lX : 1 b X
„
Ñ X and rX : X b 1

„
Ñ X for X P C, such that the

pentagon and triangle axioms hold. Unless stated otherwise, we use MacLane’s strictness theorem

to assume that all monoidal categories are strict in the sense that aX,Y,Z , lX , rX are identity maps.

A lax monoidal functor between monoidal categories pC,b,1q and pC 1,b1,11q is a functor

F : C Ñ C 1 equipped with a natural transformation FX,Y : F pXq b1 F pY q Ñ F pX b Y q for all

X,Y P C, and an isomorphism F0 : 1
1 Ñ F p1q in C 1, that satisfy the associativity and unitality

constraints; it is (strong) monoidal when tFX,Y uX,Y PC and F0 are isomorphisms. An equivalence

(resp., isomorphism) of monoidal categories is a monoidal functor that yields an equivalence (resp.,

isomorphism) of the underlying categories; it is denoted by
b
» (resp.,

b
–).

Given a monoidal category pC,b,1, a, l, rq (in the non-strict case for clarity), its opposite monoidal

category is defined as Cbop :“ pC,bop,1, aop, lop, ropq, with XbopY :“ Y bX and aopX,Y,Z :“ a´1
Z,Y,X

and lopX “ rX and ropX “ lX , for all X,Y,Z P C.

2.3.2. Algebraic structures in monoidal categories. An algebra in a monoidal category pC,b,1q is

an object A P C, equipped with morphisms, mA : A b A Ñ A and uA : 1 Ñ A, subject to associa-

tivity and unitality axioms. These form a category, AlgpCq, where from morphisms pA,mA, uAq to

pA1,mA1 , uA1 q are morphisms A Ñ A1 in C compatible with mA,mA1 and with uA, uA1 .

Dually, a coalgebra in a monoidal category pC,b,1q is a triple pC,∆, εq, where C P C, and

∆C : C Ñ C bC, εC : C Ñ 1 are morphisms in C satisfying coassociativity and counitality axioms.

Likewise, the category CoalgpCq can be formed by defining morphisms in a dual fashion.

Take A P AlgpCq. A left A-module in C is an object M P C, equipped with a morphism

⊲M : AbM Ñ M , subject to associativity and unitality axioms. These form A-ModpCq, a category

where morphisms pM,⊲M q Ñ pM 1,⊲M 1q are maps M Ñ M 1 in C compatible with ⊲M and ⊲M 1 .

Likewise, the category, Mod-ApCq, consisting of right A-modules in C can be defined. There

is also a category, A-BimodpCq, of A-bimodules in C, whose objects are triples pM,⊲M ,⊳M q with

pM,⊲M q P A-ModpCq and pM,⊳M q P Mod-ApCq, subject to a compatibility condition.
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2.3.3. Rigidity. A monoidal category pC,b,1q is rigid if it comes equipped with left and right dual

objects, i.e., for each X P C there exist, respectively, an object X˚ P C with co/evaluation maps

evLX : X˚ b X Ñ 1 and coevLX : 1 Ñ X b X˚, and an object ˚X P C with co/evaluation maps

evRX : X b ˚X Ñ 1, coevRX : 1 Ñ ˚X bX, satisfying coherence conditions.

In a rigid category, duals of morphisms can be formed. For instance, for f : X Ñ Y P C, its left

dual defined by f˚ :“ pevLY b idX˚qpidY ˚ b f b idX˚ qpidY ˚ b coevLXq : Y ˚ Ñ X˚. Moreover, we get

(2.5) evLY ˝ pidY ˚ b fq “ evLX ˝ pf˚ b idXq, evRY ˝ pf b id˚Y q “ evRX ˝ pidX b ˚fq.

Moreover, for pA,m, uq P AlgpCq, we obtain that pA˚,m˚, u˚q P CoalgpCq. On the other hand, for

pC,∆, εq P CoalgpCq, we obtain that pC˚,∆˚, ε˚q P AlgpCq.

2.3.4. (Multi-)tensor and (multi-)fusion categories. A multitensor category is an abelian, locally

finite, rigid, monoidal category pC,b,1q such that b is k-linear in each slot; it is tensor if, further,

EndCp1q – k. A (multi)tensor category is (multi)fusion if it is both finite and semisimple.

For instance, FdVec is a fusion category, with b :“ bk and 1 :“ k. If C is a tensor (resp., finite

tensor, fusion) category, then is so Cbop.

A tensor functor is a k-linear, exact, faithful, monoidal functor F between tensor (or fusion)

categories C and C 1, with F p1q “ 1
1.

2.3.5. Deligne product of various monoidal categories. If C and C 1 are two monoidal categories, then

the Deligne product of underlying categories C ⊠ C 1, if it exists, is also monoidal. Moreover, the

Deligne tensor product of two tensor (resp., finite tensor, fusion) categories exists and is a tensor

(resp., finite tensor, fusion) category; see [EGNO15, §4.6].

2.4. Braided finite tensor categories. See [EGNO15, §§8.1–8.5] and [TV17, §§3.1, 5.1, 6.2] for

more information on the material below. Let C :“ pC,b,1q be a finite tensor category here.

2.4.1. Braided categories. A finite tensor category C :“ pC,b,1q is braided if it is a equipped with a

natural isomorphism c :“ tcX,Y : XbY
„
Ñ Y bXuX,Y PC (braiding), such that the following hexagon

axioms hold for each X,Y,Z P C:

cXbY,Z “ pcX,Z b idY qpidX b cY,Zq,(2.6)

cX,Y bZ “ pidY b cX,ZqpcX,Y b idZq.(2.7)

As a consequence, we obtain that for each X P C:

c1,X “ cX,1 “ idX .(2.8)

We also have a mirror braiding on C given by c´1 :“ tc´1
Y,X : X b Y

„
Ñ Y bXuX,Y PC . We have a

corresponding braided finite tensor category, C :“ pC, c´1q, and call it the mirror of pC, cq.

A braided tensor functor between braided finite tensor categories C and C 1 is a tensor functor

pF,F´,´, F0q : C Ñ C 1 such that FY,X ˝c1
F pXq,F pY q “ F pcX,Y q˝FX,Y , for all X,Y P C. An equivalence

(resp., isomorphism) of braided finite tensor categories is a braided tensor functor that yields an

equivalence (resp., isomorphism) of the underlying categories.
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Given two braided finite tensor categories pC, cq and pC 1, c1q, the Deligne product of the underlying

tensor categories C ⊠ C 1 is also braided.

2.4.2. Algebraic structures in braided finite tensor categories. A bialgebra in pC,b,1, cq is a tuple

pA,mA, uA,∆A, εAq, where pA,mA, uAq P AlgpCq, and pA,∆A, εAq P CoalgpCq, with ∆A, εA P AlgpCq.

Here, A bA P AlgpCq, where mAbA “ pmA bmAqpidA b cA,A b idAq and uAbA :“ uA b uA.

A Hopf algebra in pC,b,1, cq is a tuple pA,mA, uA,∆A, εA, SAq, where pA,mA, uA,∆A, εAq is a

bialgebra in C, and SA : A Ñ A in C satisfying mApSA b idAq∆A “ uAεA “ mApidA b SAq∆A.

2.4.3. Drinfeld centers. An important example of a braided finite tensor category is the Drinfeld

center ZpCq of a finite tensor category C. Its objects are pairs pV, cV q, where V is an object of

C, and cV :“ tcVX : X b V
„
Ñ V b XuXPC is a natural isomorphism (half-braiding), satisfying the

condition cVXbY “ pcVX b idY qpidX b cVY q.

Morphisms pV, cV q Ñ pW, cW q of ZpCq are f P HomCpV,W q such that pfbidXqcVX “ cWX pidX bfq,

for all X P C. The monoidal product of ZpCq is pV, cV q b pW, cW q :“ pV b W, cV bW q, where

we define cV bW
X :“ pidV b cWX qpcVX b idW q, for all X P C. The braiding of ZpCq is defined by

cpV,cV q,pW,cW q :“ cWV : pV bW, cV bW q Ñ pW b V, cWbV q.

2.4.4. Embeddings into Drinfeld centers in the braided case. Given a braided finite tensor category

pC, cq, let C :“ pC, c´1q be its mirror. Then, we have the following fully faithful, braided tensor

functors from C to its Drinfeld center ZpCq:

(2.9) G`
C : C Ñ ZpCq, V ÞÑ pV, cV q G´

C : C Ñ ZpCq, V ÞÑ pV, pc´1qV q.

2.5. Coend Hopf algebras in braided finite tensor categories. Take the coend object of C:

CC :“
şXPC

X˚ bX.

By its universal construction, CC is attached to canonical morphisms: tιCpXq : X˚ bX Ñ CCuXPC .

Lemma 2.10. [TV17, §§6.4–6.5] When C is a braided finite tensor category, the coend object CC
exists. Further, we have the following statements.

(a) CC is a Hopf algebra in C. For X P C, the operations are given by:

mCC

`
ιCpXq b ιCpY q

˘
“ ιCpX b Y q

`
cX˚,Y ˚ b idX b idY

˘`
idX˚ b cX,Y ˚ b idY

˘
,

uCC “ ιCp1q,

∆CC ιCpXq “
`
ιCpXq b ιCpXq

˘`
idX˚ b coevLX b idX

˘
,

εCC ιCpXq “ evLX ,

SCC ιCpXq “
`
evLX b idCC

˘`
idX˚ b c´1

CC ,X

˘`
idX˚ b ιCpX˚q b idX

˘`
coevLX˚ b idX˚ b idX

˘
.

(b) CC comes equipped with a Hopf pairing ωC : CC b CC Ñ 1, that is defined by the following

condition, for each X,Y P C:

ωC
`
ιCpXq b ιCpY q

˘
“ pevLX b evLY q

`
idX˚ b pcY ˚,X ˝ cX,Y ˚ q b idY

˘
. �
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Next, consider the following end objects in C:

EC :“
ş
XPC X bX˚.

By universality, EC is attached to canonical morphisms in C: tπCpXq : EC Ñ XbX˚uXPC . Further,

E
˚
C “

`ş
XPC X bX˚

˘˚
–

şXPC
X˚˚ bX˚ –

şXPC
X˚ bX “ CC ,(2.11)

pπCpXqq˚ :“ ιCpX˚q.(2.12)

The right-dual versions of (2.11) and (2.12) also hold, labeled as (2.11)1 and (2.12)1, respectively.

2.6. Nondegenerate tensor categories. The main reference for the content here is [Shi19a]. See

also [EGNO15, §8.6] and various parts of [KL01,Müg03]. There are several ways that a braided

finite tensor category C :“ pC,b,1, cq could be nondegenerate; these notions are described as

follows.

First, the fully faithful functors G`
C : C Ñ ZpCq and G´

C : C̄ Ñ ZpCq from (2.9) can be combined

to form a functor:

GC : C ⊠ C̄ Ñ ZpCq, V ⊠W ÞÑ pV bW, cV bW q,

where cV bW
X :“ pidV b c´1

W,XqpcX,V b idW q, for X P C. The functor GC is braided and tensor. If GC

is an equivalence (of braided finite tensor categories), then we say that C is factorizable.

Next, the symmetric center (or Müger center) of C, denoted by Z2pCq, is defined as the full

subcategory of C consisting of the objects:

ObpZ2pCqq :“ tX P C | cY,X ˝ cX,Y “ idXbY , @Y P Cu.

We say that C has trivial symmetric center if Z2pCq » FdVec.

On the other hand, recall the notation of §2.5. We say that C is nondegenerate if

θC : CC
id b coevL

CC
// CC b CC b C

˚
C

ωC b id
// C

˚
C

is an isomorphism in C.

Lastly, retaining the notation above, we say that a braided finite tensor category C is weakly-

factorizable if the map below is bijective:

ΩC : HomCp1, CCq Ñ HomCpCC ,1q, f ÞÑ ωC
`
f b idCC

˘
.

Now we have a powerful result of K. Shimizu [Shi19a] on the properties above in the finite setting.

Theorem 2.13. [Shi19a, Theorem 1.1] The following conditions are equivalent for a braided finite

tensor category: (a) nondegeneracy; (b) factorizability; (c) weak factorizability; and (d) having

trivial symmetric center. �

This generalizes results in the fusion setting, e.g., appearing in [Bru00,Müg03,DGNO10].

For example, the Drinfeld center ZpCq of a (not necessarily braided) finite tensor category C

is factorizable by [EGNO15, Proposition 8.6.3], and thus, it is weakly factorizable, nondegenerate,

and has trivial symmetric center by Theorem 2.13.
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3. Preliminaries on module categories and their braidings

In this section, we provide background material on module categories over tensor categories [§3.1],

on braidings of such module categories [§3.2], and on reflective centers, which are key examples of

braided module categories [§3.3].

3.1. Module categories. See various parts of [EGNO15,Wal24] for details on the material below.

Let C be a monoidal category unless stated otherwise.

3.1.1. Module categories. A left C-module category is a category M equipped with a bifunctor

Ź : CˆM Ñ M, a natural isomorphism m :“ tmX,Y,M : pXbY qŹM
„
Ñ XŹpY ŹMquX,Y PC,MPM,

and a natural isomorphism p :“ tpM : 1 Ź M
„
Ñ MuMPM, such that associativity and unitality

axioms hold. Right C-module categories are defined likewise.

Hypothesis 3.1. Unless stated otherwise, by the strictness theorem for left module categories, we

will assume that all left C-module categories are strict in the sense that for X,Y P C and M P M:

X b Y ŹM :“ pX b Y q ŹM “ X Ź pY ŹMq, M :“ 1 ŹM ;

that is, mX,Y,M , pM are identity maps. We assume the same for right C-module categories.

For example, consider the following left C-module categories. The regular left C-module category

is given by Creg :“ pC, Ź :“ bq. For A P AlgpCq, we also have that Mod-ApCq is a left C-module

category. Namely, X Ź pM,⊳M q :“
`
X b M, idX b ⊳M

˘
, for X P C and pM,⊳M q P Mod-ApCq.

Right versions are defined likewise.

A left C-module functor between left C-module categories pM,Źq and pM1,Ź1q is a functor

F : M Ñ M1 equipped with a natural isomorphism, s :“ tsX,M : F pXŹMq
„
Ñ XŹ1F pMquXPC,MPM

such that the following associativity and unitality axioms hold:

sXbY,M “ pidX Ź1 sY,Mq sX,Y ŹM ,(3.2)

s1,M “ F pidM q.(3.3)

A left module category over a finite tensor category C is a left C-module category pM,Źq that

is abelian, finite, bilinear on morphisms, such that p´ Ź Mq : C Ñ M is exact for each M P M.

A similar notion holds for right module categories. We also assume that module functors between

such module categories are additive in each slot.

Remark 3.4. In the finite tensor case above, X ŹM is nonzero in M, for any nonzero X P C, and

any nonzero M P M. Indeed, by way of contradiction, if X Ź M “ 0, then pX˚ b Xq Ź M “ 0.

Since evLX : X˚ b X Ñ 1 is epic, and the functor p´ Ź Mq : C Ñ M is exact, we get that

0 “ pX˚ bXq ŹM Ñ 1 ŹM – M is epic. This implies that M “ 0, a contradiction.

3.1.2. Exact module categories. A finite module category pM,Źq over a finite tensor category C is

called exact if for any projective object P P C and any object M P M, we have that the object

P ŹM is projective in M.

We say that an algebra A in C is exact if the left C-module category Mod-ApCq is exact.
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3.1.3. Categories of exact module functors. Let FunC|pM,N q denote the category of right exact

C-module functors from a left C-module category M to a left C-module category N . Here, mor-

phisms are natural transformations between such functors, compatible with left C-actions.

If C is a finite tensor category, and M is an indecomposable, exact left C-module category, then

FunC|pM,Mq is a finite tensor category [EO04]. Here, pF, sq bFunC|pM,Mq pF 1, s1q :“ pFF 1, sFF 1
q,

where

sFF 1

X,M :“ sX,F 1pMq ˝ F ps1
X,M q : FF 1pX ŹMq Ñ X Ź FF 1pMq,

for X P C and M P M. We have also that 1FunC|pM,Mq :“
`
IdM, tidXŹMuX,M

˘
.

In particular, we obtain that:

(3.5) FunC|pCreg, Cregq
b
» Cbop,

where pF, sq : Creg Ñ Creg is sent to F p1q, and Z is sent to pp´ b Zq, s :“ idq : Creg Ñ Creg.

3.1.4. Closed module categories and internal Homs. A left C-module category pM,Źq is closed if,

for each M P M, the functor p´ ŹMq : C Ñ M has a right adjoint, denoted by

HompM,´q : M Ñ C.

That is, there exists a bijection

(3.6) ζ :“ ζX,N :“ HomMpX ŹM,Nq
„
Ñ HomCpX, HompM,Nqq,

natural in X P C and in N P M. The object HompM,Nq P C is the internal Hom of M and N .

We label the following morphisms:

coev1,M :“ ζpidM q : 1 Ñ HompM,Mq P C,

evM,N :“ ζ´1pidHompM,Nqq : HompM,Nq ŹM Ñ N P M,

evM,N,P :“ evN,P pidHompN,P q Ź evM,N q : HompN,P q b HompM,Nq ŹM Ñ P P M,

compM,N,P :“ ζpevM,N,P q : HompN,P q b HompM,Nq Ñ HompM,P q P C.

One useful identity is that for all M P M:

(3.7) evM,M pcoev1,M Ź idM q “ idM ,

by the naturality of ζX,N in X. Another useful identity is that for all M,N,P P M:

(3.8) evM,P pcompM,N,P Ź idM q “ evN,P pidHompN,P q Ź evM,Nq.

by the naturality of ζX,N in X. If C is rigid, we have also that, for each X P C, M,N P M:

(3.9) X b HompM,Nq – HompM,X ŹNq.

Note that finite left module categories over finite tensor categories C are always closed. For

example, if M “ Creg with Z P Creg, then HompZ,Zq “ Z b Z˚.
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3.2. Braided module categories. See [LWY23] for more details here. Take C :“ pC,b,1, cq to

be a braided finite tensor category. We say that a left C-module category pM,Źq is braided if it is

equipped with a natural isomorphism,

e :“ teX,M : X ŹM
„
Ñ X ŹMuXPC,MPM (braiding),

such that the following axioms hold, for each X,Y P C and M P M:

eXbY,M “ pidX Ź eY,M qpcY,X Ź idM qpidY Ź eX,M qpc´1
Y,X Ź idM q,(3.10)

eX,Y ŹM “ pcY,X Ź idM qpidY Ź eX,M qpcX,Y Ź idM q.(3.11)

Using (2.8), we obtain that for each M P M:

e1,M “ idM .(3.12)

Example 3.13. Suppose that pC,b,1, cq and pC 1,b1,11, c1q are braided finite tensor categories and

F : C Ñ C 1 is a braided tensor functor. Then, C 1 is a braided left C-module category with

X ŹM :“ F pXq b1 M, and it is braided with eX,M :“ c1
M,F pXq ˝ c1

F pXq,M , for all X P C and M P C 1.

Taking F to be identity functor, for instance, implies that the regular left C-module category

Creg is braided with e “ c2.

A braided C-module functor between braided left C-module categories pM,Ź, eq and pM1,Ź1, e1q

is a left C-module functor pF, sq : pM,Źq Ñ pM1,Ź1q such that, for all X P C and M P M:

(3.14) e1
X,F pMq ˝ sX,M “ sX,M ˝ F peX,M q.

An equivalence (resp., isomorphism) of braided C-module categories is a braided C-module functor

that yields an equivalence (resp., isomorphism) of the underlying categories.

3.3. Reflective centers. See [LWY23] for more details here. Take C :“ pC,b,1, cq to be a braided

finite tensor category. An important example of a braided module category over C is the reflective

center ECpMq of a left C-module category pM,Źq. Its objects are pairs pM,eM q, where M P M

and eM :“ teMX : X ŹM
„
Ñ X ŹMuXPC is a natural isomorphism, called a reflection, satisfying

(3.15) eMXbY “ pidX Ź eMY qpcY,X Ź idM qpidY Ź eMX qpc´1
Y,X Ź idM q.

Morphisms pM,eM q Ñ pN, eN q of ECpMq are given by f P HomMpM,Nq such that, for all X P C:

(3.16) pidX Ź fq eMX “ eNX pidX Ź fq.

The left C-action on ECpMq is Y ŹpM,eM q :“ pY ŹM,eY ŹM q, for Y P C, pM,eM q P ECpMq, where

(3.17) eY ŹM
X :“ pcY,X Ź idM qpidY Ź eMX qpcX,Y Ź idM q,

for each X P C. The braiding of ECpMq is e
ECpMq

Y,pM,eM q
:“ eMY : pY Ź M,eY ŹM q Ñ pY Ź M,eY ŹM q,

for each Y P C and pM,eM q P ECpMq.

Remark 3.18. The reflective center ECpCpCregqq of the regular left C-module category is isomorphic

to ZpCq, as categories. This is given by sending pV, eV q to pV, cV q, where cVX :“ c´1
V,X ˝eVX for X P C.
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4. Category equivalences for module categories

In this section, we provide background material and preliminary results on algebras formed by end

objects [§4.1] and on Eilenberg-Moore (EM-)categories attached to module categories [§4.2]. Next,

we establish a monadicity result for such EM-categories [§4.3]. This monadicity is then used to

prove a category equivalence between a certain Deligne product of categories and an EM-category,

both attached to a module category [§4.4]. Lastly, we prove a category equivalence between a

reflective center and an EM-category, both attached to a module category [§4.5].

4.1. End algebras. Recall the (co)end objects from §2.5, and consider the end objects in C at-

tached to M below:

EM :“
ş
MPMHompM,Mq.

By their universal constructions, EM is attached to canonical morphisms in C:

tπMpMq : EM Ñ HompM,MquMPM.

Using (2.11), we then have for the regular left C-module category that:

(4.1) E
˚
Creg “ E

˚
C “

`ş
ZPC HompZ,Zq

˘˚
–

`ş
ZPC Z b Z˚

˘˚
– CC .

The following result is straightforward to verify; see, e.g., [Shi20].

Lemma 4.2. The end object EM exists, and is an algebra in C. For M P M, the algebra operations

of EM are given by:
πMpMq ˝mEM

“ compM,M,M pπMpMq b πMpMqq,

πMpMq ˝ uEM “ coev1,M . �

4.2. Eilenberg-Moore (EM-)categories. Let pM,Źq be a left C-module category, and take an

algebra pA,mA, uAq in C. Then, pAŹ ´q : M Ñ M forms a monad on M with multiplication and

unit natural transformations given by:

µAŹ´ : pAŹ ´q ˝ pA Ź ´q ñ pA Ź ´q, tµAŹ´
M :“ mA Ź idM : AbAŹM Ñ AŹMuMPM,

ηAŹ´ : IdM ñ pA Ź ´q, tηAŹ´
M :“ uA Ź idM :M Ñ A ŹMuMPM.

Let A-ModpMq denote the corresponding Eilenberg-Moore (EM) category. Namely, objects are

pairs pM, ξM q, where M P M, and ξM :“ ξAM : AŹM Ñ M is a morphism in M, such that

(4.3) ξM ˝ µAŹ´
M “ ξM ˝ pidA Ź ξM q, ξM ˝ ηAŹ´

M “ idM .

A morphism from pM, ξM q to pN, ξN q of A-ModpMq is a morphism f :M Ñ N in M, such that

(4.4) f ξM “ ξN pidA Ź fq.

We also have another useful result due to Davydov–Nikshych.

Lemma 4.5. [DN13, Lemma 3.2] For an algebra A in C, and a left C-module category M, we have

that the following is an equivalence of categories:

FunC|pMod-ApCq,Mq
„
Ñ A-ModpMq,

F ÞÑ
`
F pAq, ξA

F pAq : AŹ F pAq – F pA bAq
F pmAq

// A
˘
. �
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Now, we consider actions Ź relative to A. For pX,⊳A
Xq P Mod-ApCq and pM, ξAM q P A-ModpMq,

consider the following coequalizer in M:

(4.6) X ŹA M :“ coeq

˜
X bAŹM

⊳A
X

Ź id
´́´́ ´́Ñ
´́´́ ´́Ñ
id b ξA

M

X ŹM

¸
.

The proof of the following result is standard.

Lemma 4.7. For an algebra A in C, and pM, ξAM q P A-ModpMq, we have that AŹA M – M . �

Let χ : A Ź M Ñ A ŹA M denote the canonical projection map of the coequalizer above, and

call the isomorphism α : A ŹA M Ñ M . As a consequence of the lemma above, we have that

α ˝ χ “ ξAM , and the standard result below.

Lemma 4.8. For an algebra A in C, and pM, ξAM q P A-ModpMq, we have that

(4.9) ξAM ˝ pidA Ź αq “ α ˝ pmA ŹA idM q : AŹ pA ŹA Mq Ñ M.
�

By precomposing (4.9) with idAŹα´1 : AŹM Ñ AŹpAŹAMq, we get the following consequence.

For an algebra A in C, and pM, ξAM q P A-ModpMq, we have that

(4.10) ξAM “ α ˝ pmA ŹA idM q ˝ pidA Ź α´1q : A ŹM Ñ M.

Here is a useful lemma, which will be employed later; see, e.g., [Shi19a, §3.3].

Lemma 4.11. Take an algebra morphism φ : A Ñ A1 in C, and let M be a left C-module category.

Consider the functor:

Resφ : A1-ModpMq Ñ A-ModpMq, pM 1, ξM 1q ÞÑ pM 1, ξM 1pφ Ź idM 1qq.

Then, φ is an isomorphism of algebras in C if and only if Resφ is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. (ñ) As φ is an algebra map, so is its inverse φ´1. Now a direct check shows that the

corresponding restriction functor Resφ´1 is the inverse of Resφ.

(ð) Let A1
φ denote A1 considered as an A1-A-bimodule using the map φ. Using (4.6), the functor

A1
φ ŹA ´ : A-ModpMq Ñ A1-ModpMq

is defined. One can check that A1
φ ŹA ´ is the left adjoint of Resφ. Let η denote the unit of this

adjunction. For any M P M, the component of η at AŹM P A-ModpMq, namely,

ηAŹM : AŹM
ηAŹMÝÝÝÝÑ ResφpA1

φ ŹA pA ŹMqq
Lem. 4.7

– ResφpA1 ŹMq – ResφpA1q ŹM

is equal to φ Ź idM . As Resφ is an equivalence, ηAŹM is an isomorphism. Thus, φ Ź M , which

is equal to ηAŹM , is an isomorphism. On the other hand, p´ Ź Mq is exact by definition, and

is faithful by Remark 3.4. Since exact, faithful functors between finite abelian categories reflect

isomorphisms (see, e.g., [Mit65, Theorem 7.1]), we obtain that φ is an isomorphism, as desired. �
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4.3. Monadicity result. Let C be a finite tensor category, and M a left C-module category. By

[Shi20, Theorem 3.4] we have functors ρ : C Ñ FunpM,Mq and its right adjoint ρra given by

ρpXq “ pX Ź ´q, ρrapF q “
ş
MPMHompM,F pMqq.

Now, we obtain the following monadicity result.

Proposition 4.12. Let C be a finite tensor category and M an indecomposable, exact left C-module

category. Then, the following statements hold.

(a) The adjunction ρ % ρra is monadic.

(b) The EM-category on the monad ρraρ on C is equivalent to Mod-EMpCq, and the following

comparison functor is an equivalence:

κ : FunpM,Mq Ñ Mod-EMpCq, F ÞÑ
ş
QPMHomMpQ,F pQqq,

(c) The quasi-inverse of κ is

Λ : Mod-EMpCq Ñ FunpM,Mq, pX,⊳EM
X q ÞÑ pX Ź EM

´q.

Here, the action EM on M P M is given by

ξ
EM
M : EM ŹM

πMpMq Ź id
// HompM,Mq ŹM

evM,M
// M.

Proof. (a) As M is exact and indecomposable, ρra is exact and faithful by [Shi20, Theorem 3.4].

As the underlying categories C and FunpM,Mq are abelian and ρra is additive, faithful and exact,

Beck’s monadicity theorem [ML98, §VI.7] implies that the adjunction ρ % ρra is monadic.

For the remaining proof, we basically mimic the argument provided in [BN11, Proposition 6.1].

The main difference is that here we apply the argument to the functor ρ whose codomain may

not be rigid while the result in [BN11] is for rigid categories. To proceed, note that since ρ is

strong monoidal, ρra is a lax monoidal functor. Thus, ρra % ρ is a so called monoidal adjunction.

Consequently, pρraqop % ρop is a comonoidal adjunction [BLV11, §2.5]. Furthermore, the category

C is rigid and for any X P C, the object ρpXq P FunpM,Mq is rigid with duals given by ρpX˚q and

ρp˚Xq. Thus, the conditions of [BV07, Theorem 3.14] are satisfied. Consequently, the bimonad

pρraqop ˝ ρop is a Hopf monad on C, or equivalently, the adjunction pρraqop % ρop is Hopf monoidal.

(b) With the above, we have that ρrapidMq “ EM is a commutative algebra in ZpCq (with some

half-braiding σ) by [BLV11, Theorem 6.6]. Using σ, the category Mod-EMpCq can be endowed

with a tensor product. Also, [BLV11, Theorem 6.6] implies that FunpM,Mq and Mod-EMpCq are

monoidally equivalent via the comparison functor κ that is given by

κpF q “
`
ρrapF q, ρraF,idM : ρrapF q b EM Ñ ρrapF q

˘

where ρra-,- is the monoidal structure of ρra. Lastly, ρraρ is monoidally isomorphic to the free module

functor C Ñ Mod-EMpCq, where X is sent to XbEM. Thus, the EM-category on ρraρ is equivalent

to Mod-EMpCq, as desired.

(c) By the proof of [ML98, §VI.7, Theorem 1], the value of the quasi-inverse Λ of κ at pX,⊳X q

in Mod-EM is given by the coequalizer of the following maps:

ερpXq, ρp⊳EM
X q : ρρraρpXq – ρpX b EMq // ρpXq.
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Here, ε is counit of the adjunction ρ % ρra. Using the description of ε provided in [Shi20, §3.3], we

get that ερpXqpMq is given by

ερpXqpMq : ρρraρpXqpMq “
`ş

NPMHompN,X ŹNq
˘

ŹM
πMpMq Ź id

// HompM,X ŹMq ŹM

evXŹM,M
��

X ŹM “ ρpXqpMq.

Using the isomorphism

X b EM “ X b
ş
NPMHompN,Nq –

ş
NPN X b HompN,Nq

(3.9)
–

ş
NPMHompN,X ŹNq,

and naturality, the map ερpXqpMq : ρρraρpXqpMq Ñ ρpXqpMq can be identified with:

f1 : X Ź pEM ŹMq
id Ź πMpMq Ź id

// X Ź pHompM,Mq ŹMq
id Ź evM,M

// X ŹM.

On the other hand, the map ρp⊳EM
X q can be identified with:

f2 : X Ź pEM ŹMq
„

// pX b EMq ŹM
⊳
EM
X

Ź id
// X ŹM.

Now comparing with (4.6), it follows that ΛpXqpMq “ coeqpf1, f2q equals X ŹEM
M . �

4.4. Connection between Deligne products and EM-categories. Recall the end objects EM
from §4.1. Our goal here is to express the EM-category EM-ModpMq as a Deligne product of

categories attached to M. To proceed, note that FunpM,Mq is a left C-module category via

pX Ź T qpMq :“ X Ź T pMq

for X P C,M P M and T P FunpM,Mq. We will need the following preliminary result.

Lemma 4.13. We have the following equivalence of categories

Φ : M ⊠ FunC|pM,Mq
„
ÝÑ FunC|pFunpM,Mq,Mq, M ⊠ F ÞÑ rT ÞÑ F pT pMqqs,

Its quasi-inverse is given by

pΦ : FunC|pFunpM,Mq,Mq Ñ M ⊠ FunC|pM,Mq, G ÞÑ
ş
MPMM ⊠ FG,M p?q,

for FG,M pNq :“ GpHomMp´,Mq˚ bk Nq P M, where N P M.

Proof. To start, note that ΦpM ⊠ F q is a left C-module functor as, for T P FunpM,Mq, we get:

(4.14)
X Ź rΦpM ⊠ F qpT qs “ X Ź F pT pMqq – F rX Ź T pMqs

“ F rpX Ź T qpMqs “ rΦpM ⊠ F qspX Ź T q.

Thus, Φ is well defined.

To show that pΦ is well-defined, take G P FunC|pFunpM,Mq,Mq andM P M. Then, the functor

FG,M p?q : M Ñ M is a left C-module functor because

FG,M pX ŹNq “ GpHomMp´,Mq˚ bk pX ŹNqq
p:q
– GpX Ź pHomMp´,Mq˚ bk Nqq

– X ŹGpHomMp´,Mq˚ bk Nq “ X Ź FG,M pNq.

The isomorphism p:q holds because the C-action and FdVec-action on M commute. The last

isomorphism holds because G is a left C-module functor. Thus, pΦ is well defined.
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Next we show that pΦ is the quasi-inverse of Φ:

ppΦ ˝ ΦqpM ⊠ F p?qq “ pΦ prT ÞÑ F pT pMqqsq “
ş
PPM P ⊠ F pHomMpP,Mq˚bk ?q

p:q
–

ş
PPM P ⊠HomMpP,Mq˚ bk F p?q

(2.3)
– M ⊠ F p?q.

Here, the isomorphism p:q holds because F is k-linear. On the other hand,

pΦ ˝ pΦqpGq “ Φ
`ş

MPMM ⊠GpHomMp´,Mq˚bk ?q
˘

“ rT ÞÑ
ş
MPMGpHomMp´,Mq˚ bk T pMqqs

(2.4)
– rT ÞÑ GpT p´qqs “ G.

Hence, the proof is finished. �

Remark 4.15. The above result can also be obtained using the module ends introduced by

Bortolussi-Mombelli [BM21b].

Our main result here is the following.

Proposition 4.16. We have an equivalence of categories:

HM : M ⊠ FunC|pM,Mq ÝÑ EM-ModpMq, M ⊠ pF, sq ÞÑ pF pMq, ξEM
F pMqq.

Here, ξEM
F pMq is defined as follows:

EM Ź F pMq
ξ
EM
F pMq

//❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴

s
´1

EM,M
��

F pMq

F pEM ŹMq
F pπMpMq Ź idq

// F
`
HompM,Mq ŹM

˘
.

F pevM,Mq

OO

For rf :M Ñ M 1s ⊠ rφ : pF, sq ñ pF 1, s1qs P M ⊠ FunC|pM,Mq, we define:

HMpf ⊠ φq :
`
F pMq, ξEM

F pMq

˘ F 1pfq ˝ φM
//
`
F 1pM 1q, ξEM

F 1pM 1q

˘
.

Proof. We will show that HM is the composition of equivalences below, thus is an equivalence itself.

M⊠ FunC|pM,Mq
(i)

„
// FunC|pFunpM,Mq,Mq

(ii)

„
// FunC|pMod-EMpCq,Mq

(iii)

„
// EM-ModpMq.

The equivalence (i) is the map Φ from Lemma 4.13, (ii) is given by pre-composition with the equiv-

alence Λ : Mod-EMpCq
„
Ñ FunpM,Mq from Proposition 4.12(c), and (iii) is defined by evaluation

at EM according to Lemma 4.5. Combining these yields:

M ⊠ F
(i)

ÞÝÑ rT ÞÑ F pT pMqqs
(ii)
ÞÝÝÑ rX ÞÑ F pX Ź EM Mqs

(iii)
ÞÝÝÑ F pEM Ź EM Mq

Lem. 4.7
– F pMq.

To finish the proof, we also need to show that the EM-action on F pMq obtained using the maps

above is same as ξEM
F pMq. First, after applying the equivalence (i), the C-module structure of the

resulting functor is described in Lemma 4.13; see (4.14). Next, after applying (ii), the C-module

structure of the resulting functor rX ÞÑ F pX Ź EM
Mqs is given using (i). Explicitly, it is:

Y Ź F pX Ź EM
Mq

s´1

ÝÝÑ F pY Ź pX Ź EM
Mqq – F ppY bXq Ź EM

Mq.
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Now, by Lemma 4.5, the EM-action on F pMq via (i), (ii), (iii), is given by:

ζEM
F pMq : EM Ź F pMq

Lem 4.7
– EM Ź F pEM Ź EM Mq

s´1

ÝÝÑ F pEM Ź EM Ź EM Mq – F ppEM b EMq Ź EM Mq

F pmEM
Ź EM

idM q
ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ F pEM Ź EM Mq

Lem 4.7
– F pMq.

Finally, considering the isomorphism α : EM ŹEM
M

„
ÝÑ M from §4.2, and the left EM-module M

with action βEMM :“ evM,M ˝ pπMpMq Ź idM q : EM ŹM Ñ M , we get:

ζ
EM

F pMq
s nat’l

“ F
`
α pmEM

ŹEM
idM q pidEM Ź α´1q

˘
s´1
EM,M

(4.10)
“ F pβEMM qs´1

EM,M “ ξ
EM

F pMq
.

This completes the proof. �

4.5. Connections between reflective centers and EM-categories. Recall the reflective cen-

ters ECpMq from §3.3, the coend objects CC from §2.5, and the EM-categories from §4.2. Our main

result here connects these constructions as follows.

Proposition 4.17. The following statements hold.

(a) We have a functor

HC : ECpMq ÝÑ CC-ModpMq, pM,eM q ÞÑ pM, ξ
CC
M q,

where ξCCM is defined by the universal property of CC , for X P C:

X˚ bX ŹM
ιCpXq Ź id

//

id b eMX
++❲❲

❲❲❲
❲❲❲

❲❲❲
❲❲❲

CC ŹM
ξ
CC
M

//❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴ M

X˚ bX ŹM
evL

X Ź id

44✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐

Here, HCpfq :“ f , for all f : pM,eM q Ñ pM 1, eM
1
q P ECpMq.

(b) The functor HC above is an equivalence of categories, with quasi-inverse:

pHC : CC-ModpMq ÝÑ ECpMq, pM, ξ
CC
M q ÞÑ pM,eM q.

Here, eM is defined as follows, for X P C:

eMX : X ŹM
coevL

X b id Ź id
// X bX˚ bX ŹM

id b ιCpXq Ź id
// X b CC ŹM

id b ξ
CC
M

// X ŹM.

Moreover, pHCpgq :“ g, for all g : pM, ξ
CC
M q Ñ pM 1, ξ

CC
M 1q P CC-ModpMq.

Proof. We leave the proof to the reader; detailed computations can be found in the appendix of

the ArXiv version 1 of this work. �

5. Nondegenerate module categories

In this section, we present the the main result of this article. The conditions of when a module

category is considered to be factorizable and be nondegenerate are introduced in §5.1 and §5.2,

respectively. Then, it is established that these conditions are equivalent in §5.3. Lastly, we discuss

when module categories are, in a sense, weakly factorizable and have trivial symmetric center in

§5.4 and §5.5, respectively; ties to nondegeneracy are examined there as well.
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Hypothesis 5.1. Throughout the section, the following items are fixed:

(a) C :“ pC,b,1, cq is a braided finite tensor category;

(b) M :“ pM,Ź, eq is a nonzero, exact, indecomposable, braided finite left C-module category.

Example 5.2. Given a braided finite tensor category pC, cq, the regular left C-module category

Creg satisfies Hypothesis 5.1(b). Namely, Creg is indecomposable and exact by various results in

[EGNO15] (see [Wal24, Examples 4.29, 4.74(a), 4.90(a)]), and Creg is braided with e “ c2 by

Example 3.13.

5.1. Factorizable module categories. Consider the preliminary result below.

Proposition 5.3. We have a functor:

GM : M ⊠ FunC|pM,Mq ÝÑ ECpMq, M ⊠ pF, sq ÞÑ pF pMq, eF pMqq,

where the component eF pMq at X P C is defined as:

(5.4) e
F pMq
X : X Ź F pMq

s´1
X,M

// F pX ŹMq
F peX,M q

// F pX ŹMq
sX,M

// X Ź F pMq.

For morphisms f :M Ñ M 1 P M and φ : pF, sq ñ pF 1, s1q P FunC|pM,Mq, we define

GMpf ⊠ φq :“ F 1pfq ˝ φM : F pMq Ñ F 1pM 1q.

Proof. The functor GM is defined on objects because eF pMq satisfies the reflection axiom (3.15),

due to the braid axiom (3.10) and the naturality of the module constraint s. Moreover, the functor

GM is defined on morphisms because F 1pfq ˝ φM satisfies (3.16), due to the naturality of φ, the

naturality of e, and the naturality of module constraints. �

Definition 5.5. We call M factorizable if the functor GM above is an equivalence of categories.

Note that the definition of M being factorizable makes sense even when C is not finite, or when

M is decomposable or is not exact. Next, we examine the braided structure of the functor GM.

Proposition 5.6. We have the following statements.

(a) The category M ⊠ FunC|pM,Mq is a braided left C-module category via:

X Ź
`
M ⊠ pF, sq

˘
:“ pX ŹMq ⊠ pF, sq

eX,M⊠pF,sq :“ eX,M ⊠ idpF,sq.

for X,Y P C, M P M, and pF, sq P FunC|pM,Mq.

(b) The functor G :“ GM is a braided left C-module functor. Here, sG
Y,M⊠pF,sq is defined by

G
`
Y Ź pM ⊠ pF, sqq

˘
//❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴ Y ŹG

`
M ⊠ pF, sqq

˘

`
F pY ŹMq, eF pY ŹMq

˘ sY,M
//
`
Y Ź F pMq, eY ŹF pMq

˘

for Y P C, M P M, and pF, sq P FunC|pM,Mq.
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Proof. Part (a) is straight-forward to check. Part (b) holds by the following computations. First,

sY,M is a morphism in ECpMq, that is (3.16) holds, since:

pidX Ź sY,M q e
F pY ŹMq
X

(5.4)
“ pidX Ź sY,M q sX,Y ŹM F peX,Y ŹM q s´1

X,Y ŹM

(3.11)
“ pidX Ź sY,M q sX,Y ŹM F pcY,X Ź idM q F pidY Ź eX,M q F pcX,Y Ź idM q s´1

X,Y ŹM

(3.2), s nat’l
“ pcY,X Ź idF pMqq sY bX,M F pidY Ź eX,M q s´1

Y bX,M pcX,Y Ź idF pMqq pidX Ź sY,M q

(3.2)
“ pcY,X Ź idF pMqq pidY Ź sX,M q sY,XŹM F pidY Ź eX,M q s´1

Y,XŹM pidY Ź s´1
X,M q

˝ pcX,Y Ź idF pMqq pidX Ź sY,M q

s nat’l
“ pcY,X Ź idF pMqq

`
idY Ź sX,M F peX,M

˘
s´1
X,M q pcX,Y Ź idF pMqq pidX Ź sY,M q

(5.4)
“ pcY,X Ź idF pMqq pidY Ź e

F pMq
X q pcX,Y Ź idF pMqq pidX Ź sY,M q

(3.17)
“ e

Y ŹF pMq
X pidX Ź sY,M q.

Next, sG satisfies (3.2), (3.3) as s does. Thus, pG, sGq is a left C-module functor. Now, pG, sGq
is a braided module functor, that is, (3.14) holds, since:

e
G

`
M⊠pF,sq

˘
X ˝ sG

X,M⊠pF,sq “ e
F pMq
X ˝ sX,M

(5.4)
“ sX,M ˝ F peX,M q

“ sG
X,M⊠pF,sq ˝G

`
eX,M ⊠ idpF,sq

˘
“ sG

X,M⊠pF,sq ˝G
`
eX,M⊠pF,sq

˘

This completes the proof. �

Next, we examine when regular braided module categories are factorizable; see Example 5.2.

Example 5.7. Take M to be the regular left C-module category Creg, which is braided via e :“ c2

[Example 5.2]. We will show that the functor below is the functor GC from §2.6. By its definition,

the functor below will be an equivalence of categories precisely when GCreg from Proposition 5.3 is

an equivalence of categories.

C ⊠ Cbop
(3.5)

„
// Creg ⊠ FunC|pCreg, Cregq

GCreg
// ECpCregq

rRem. 3.18s

„
// ZpCq

V ⊠W
✤ // V ⊠ p´ bW q

✤ // pV bW, eV bW q
✤ // pV bW, c´1

V bW,X ˝ eV bW
X q.

Now the functor above is equal to the functor GC from §2.6 due to the computations below:

cV bW
X :“ c´1

V bW,X ˝ eV bW
X “ c´1

V bW,X pcV,X b idW q pcX,V b idW q

(2.6)
“ pidV b c´1

W,Xq pc´1
V,X b idW q pcV,X b idW q pcX,V b idW q

“ pidV b c´1
W,Xq pcX,V b idW q.

Thus, pCreg, e :“ c2q is factorizable as a braided left C-module category if and only if pC, cq is

factorizable as a braided finite tensor category.
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5.2. Nondegenerate module categories. Recall the notation from §§2.5, 4.1.

Definition 5.8. Using the universal properties of EC and EM, define the following morphism in C,

ωM : 1 Ñ EC b EM,

to be the unique morphism that completes the commutative diagram below, for each X P C,
M P M.

1
ωM

//❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴

coevLX b coev1,M

��

EC b EM

πCpXq b πMpMq
// X bX˚ b HompM,Mq

X bX˚ b HompM,Mq
„

(3.9)

// X b HompM,X˚ ŹMq
„

id b Hompid,eX˚,M q
// X b HompM,X˚ ŹMq

„ (3.9)
OO

We refer to ωM as the universal copairing of C and M.

With the morphism ωM above, we define nondegenerate module categories as follows.

Definition 5.9. We say that M is nondegenerate if

θM : E˚
C

id b ωM
// E

˚
C b EC b EM

evL
EC

b id
// EM

is an isomorphism in C.

Next, we study when regular braided module categories [Example 5.2] are nondegenerate.

Example 5.10. Take M to be the regular left C-module category Creg, which is braided via e :“ c2.

In this case, HompY, Y q – Y bY ˚, and coev1,Y “ coevY , for Y P Creg. Now by incorporating (3.9),

the nondegeneracy of Creg depends on a morphism, ωCreg : 1 Ñ EC b ECreg , defined by:

(5.11) pπCpXq b πCregpY qq ˝ ωCreg “
`
idX b pcY,X˚ ˝ cX˚,Y q b idY ˚

˘
˝ pcoevX b coevY q.

We claim that pωCregq˚ is the morphism ωC from §§2.5, 2.6. Note that pcoevLZq˚ “ evLZ˚ , and

pevLZq˚ “ coevLZ˚ , and pcZ,W q˚ “ cW˚,Z˚ , for W,Z P C. Now, with (2.12), dualizing (5.11) yields:

pωCregq˚ ˝ pιCpY ˚q b ιCpX˚qq “ pevLY ˚ b evLX˚q ˝
`
idY ˚˚ b pcX˚˚,Y ˚ ˝ cY ˚,X˚˚q b idX˚

˘
.

By the uniqueness of ωC , defined in Lemma 2.10(b), we get that pωCregq˚ “ ωC as claimed.

Next, Creg is nondegenerate as a braided left C-module category if and only if θCreg from Defini-

tion 5.9 is an isomorphism. Recall the morphism θC from §2.6 attached to the nondegeneracy of C.

Now with (2.11), we obtain that:

pθCregq˚ :“
`
pωCregq˚ b id

E
˚˚
C

˘`
id

E
˚
Creg

b pevL
EC

q˚
˘

“
`
ωC b id

C
˚
C

˘`
idCC b coevL

CC

˘
“: θC .

This implies that pCreg, e :“ c2q is nondegenerate as a braided left C-module category precisely

when pC, cq is nondegenerate as a braided finite tensor category.
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5.3. Equivalence of nondegeneracy and factorizability. The main result of the article is the

following theorem.

Theorem 5.12. Recall Hypothesis 5.1. We obtain that the left C-module category M is factorizable

if and only if M is nondegenerate as a left C-module category.

We need a technical lemma before we establish the result above; the proof is left to the reader.

Lemma 5.13. Take a functor F : M Ñ M, objects Z1, Z2 P C and M P M, and morphisms

h : Z1 Ñ Z1 b Z2 in C and ℓ : Z2 ŹM Ñ M in M. Then, we have the equality of morphisms:
`
idZ1

b F pℓq
˘ `

idZ1
b s´1

Z2,M

˘ `
hŹ idF pMq

˘
“ sZ1,M F

`
pidZ1

b ℓqph Ź idM q
˘
s´1
Z1,M

,

which go from Z1 b F pMq to Z1 b F pMq. �

This brings us to the proof of the main result of this article.

Proof of Theorem 5.12. Recall the category equivalences, HM and HC , from Propositions 4.16

and 4.17 respectively, the quasi-inverse pHC of HC given in Proposition 4.17(b), and also the functor

ResθM from Lemma 4.11. We will show that the following functorial diagram commutes.

M ⊠ FunC|pM,Mq
GM

//

HM „
��

ECpMq

EM-ModpMq
ResθM

// E
˚
C-ModpMq

(2.11)
– CC-ModpMq

pHC„

OO

Consider the following computation:
` pHC ˝ ResθM ˝HM

˘`
M ⊠ pF, sq

˘
“

` pHC ˝ ResθM
˘`
F pMq, ξEM

F pMq

˘
“ pHC

`
F pMq, ξEM

F pMqpθM Ź idF pMqq
˘

“
´
F pMq, eF pMq :“

!`
idX b ξEM

F pMqpθM Ź idF pMqq
˘`
idX b ιCpXq Ź idF pMq

˘`
coevLX b idX Ź idF pMq

˘)
XPC

¯
.

To show that pHC ˝ResθM ˝HM is equal to GM, it suffices to show that the morphism e
F pMq
X above is

equal to the morphism e
F pMq
X in (5.4). This is done below; here “level ex.” denotes level exchange:

`
idX b ξEM

F pMqpθM Ź idF pMqq
˘`
idX b ιCpXq Ź idF pMq

˘`
coevLX b idX Ź idF pMq

˘

Def. 5.9
“

`
idX b ξEM

F pMqppevL
EC

b idEMqpid
E

˚
C

b ωMq Ź idF pMqq
˘`
idX b ιCpXq Ź idF pMq

˘`
coevLX b idX Ź idF pMq

˘

Prop. 4.16, s nat’l
“

`
idX b F pevM,M q s´1

HompM,Mq,M pπMpMq Ź idF pMqq
˘`
idX b ppevL

EC
b idEMq Ź idF pMqq

˘

˝
`
idX b ppid

E
˚
C

b ωMq Ź idF pMqq
˘`
idX b ιCpXq Ź idF pMq

˘`
coevLX b idX Ź idF pMq

˘

level ex.
“

`
idX b F pevM,M q s´1

HompM,Mq,M pπMpMq Ź idF pMqq
˘`
idX b evL

EC
b idEM Ź idF pMqq

˘

˝
`
idX b ιCpXq b idECbEM Ź idF pMq

˘`
idXbX˚bX b ωM Ź idF pMqq

˘`
coevLX b idX Ź idF pMq

˘

(2.5),(2.11),(2.12)1

“
`
idX b F pevM,M q s´1

HompM,Mq,M pπMpMq Ź idF pMqq
˘

˝
`
idX b evLXpidX˚ b evRX b idXq b idEM Ź idF pMqq

˘

˝
`
idXbX˚bX b ˚ιCpXq b idEM Ź idF pMq

˘`
idXbX˚bX b ωM Ź idF pMqq

˘`
coevLX b idX Ź idF pMq

˘
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“
`
idX b F pevM,M q

˘ `
idX b s´1

HompM,Mq,M

˘ `
hŹ idF pMq

˘
,

for the morphism h defined as:

h :“
´
idX b πMpMq

`
evLXpidX˚ b evRX b idXq b idEM

˘ `
idX˚bX b ˚ιCpXq b idEM

˘ `
idX˚bX b ωM

˘¯

˝
`
coevLX b idX

˘
.

Now using Lemma 5.13, with Z1 “ X, and Z2 “ HompM,Mq, and ℓ “ evM,M , we get that

`
idX b ξEM

F pMqpθM Ź idF pMqq
˘`
idX b ιCpXq Ź idF pMq

˘`
coevLX b idX Ź idF pMq

˘

Lem. 5.13
“ sX,M F

`
pidX b evM,M qph Ź idM q

˘
s´1
X,M .

Next, consider the following computation:

pidX b evM,M qph Ź idM q

level ex., Def.5.9, (2.12)1

“
`
idX b evLX Ź idM

˘`
idXbX˚bX b evM,M

˘`
idXbX˚ b HompidM , eX,M q Ź idM

˘

˝
`
idXbX˚ b evRX b idXbHompM,Mq Ź idM

˘`
idXbX˚bX b coevLX̊ b coev1,M Ź idM

˘

˝
`
coevLX b idX Ź idM

˘

ev nat’l, (3.6), (3.9)
“

`
idX b evLX Ź idM

˘`
idXbX˚ b evM,XŹM

˘`
idXbX˚ b HompidM , eX,M q Ź idM

˘

˝
`
idXbX˚ b evRX b idXbHompM,Mq Ź idM

˘`
idXbX˚bX b coevLX̊ b coev1,M Ź idM

˘

˝
`
coevLX b idX Ź idM

˘

ev nat’l, (3.9)
“

`
idX b evLX Ź idM

˘`
idXbX˚ b eX,M

˘`
idXbX˚bX b evM,M

˘

˝
`
idXbX˚ b evRX b idXbHompM,Mq Ź idM

˘`
idXbX˚bX b coevRX b coev1,M Ź idM

˘

˝
`
coevLX b idX Ź idM

˘

rigidity
“

`
idX b evLX Ź idM

˘`
idXbX˚ b eX,M

˘`
idXbX˚bX b evM,M

˘`
idXbX˚bX b coev1,M Ź idM

˘

˝
`
coevLX b idX Ź idM

˘

(3.7)
“

`
idX b evLX Ź idM

˘`
idXbX˚ b eX,M

˘`
coevLX b idX Ź idM

˘

rigidity, level ex.
“ eX,M .

By combining the results above, we achieve the following result:

`
idX b ξEM

F pMqpθM Ź idF pMqq
˘`
idX b ιCpXq Ź idF pMq

˘`
coevLX b idX Ź idF pMq

˘
“ sX,M F peX,M q s´1

X,M ,

which shows that pHC ˝ResθM ˝HM “ GM on objects. This also extends to equality on morphisms.

So, GM is an equivalence of categories if and only if ResθM is an equivalence of categories, which,

in turn, occurs if and only if θM is an isomorphism of algebras [Lemma 4.11]. Thus, the C-module

category M is factorizable precisely when it is nondegenerate; see Definitions 5.5 and 5.9. �
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5.4. On weak factorizability. Recall Hypothesis 5.1 and the copairing ωM : 1 Ñ EC b EM from

Definition 5.8. Consider the terminology below.

Definition 5.14. We say that M is weakly factorizable if the following linear map is bijective:

ΩM : HomCpEC ,1q Ñ HomCp1, EMq, f ÞÑ pf b idEMq ˝ ωM.

Example 5.15. The regular braided left C-module category Creg from Example 3.13 is weakly

factorizable precisely when C is weakly factorizable as a braided finite tensor category. Indeed,

pωCregq˚ “ ωC as shown in Example 5.10, and E
˚
C – CC by (2.11). Now, it is straightforward to show,

for the map ΩC from §2.6, that the diagram below commutes.

HomCpEC ,1q
ΩCreg

//

p´q˚

��

HomCp1, ECregq

p´q˚

��

HomCp1, CCq
ΩC

// HomCpCC ,1q

So, ΩCreg is bijective precisely when the map ΩC is bijective, as required.

Now we tie weak factorizability to nondegeneracy below.

Lemma 5.16. If M is nondegenerate, then it is weakly factorizable.

Proof. Since M is nondegenerate, we have the isomorphism θM : E˚
C Ñ EM from Definition 5.9. It

is straightforward to verify that the inverse of ΩM is given by:

Ω´1
M : HomCp1, EMq Ñ HomCpEC ,1q, g ÞÑ evEC

`
pθ´1

M ˝ gq b idEC
˘

in this case. Thus, M is weakly factorizable. �

Note that weak factorizability is tied to the invertibility of S-matrices of braided fusion categories;

see [Shi19a, §5.1] and references within. Moreover, S-matrices for braided module categories were

introduced in the semisimple case in the work of Johnson-Freyd–Reutter; see the proof of [JFR24,

Theorem 2.57]. So, we pose the following question.

Question 5.17. What is the connection between the weak factorizability condition here and the

invertibility of S-matrices for braided module categories in the semisimple case?

5.5. On trivializability. Recall Hypothesis 5.1, and consider the terminology below.

Definition 5.18. The symmetric center of M, denoted by Z2pMq, is defined to be the full sub-

category of C consisting of the objects:

ObpZ2pMqq :“ tX P C | eX,M “ idXŹM , @M P Mu.

We say that M has trivial symmetric center if Z2pMq » FdVec.

For instance, the regular braided left C-module category pCreg, e “ c2q [Example 3.13] has trivial

symmetric center precisely when the braided finite tensor category C has trivial symmetric center.

We obtain the preliminary result below.

Lemma 5.19. The symmetric center Z2pMq is a finite tensor subcategory of C.



NONDEGENERATE MODULE CATEGORIES 25

Proof. By [Shi19a, Lemma 4.4], it suffices to show that Z2pMq is closed under monoidal product

and duals. Take objects X,Y P Z2pMq. Then, for M P M, we have:

eXbY,M
(3.10)

“ pidX Ź eY,MqpcY,X Ź idM qpidY Ź eX,M qpc´1
Y,X Ź idM q

“ pcY,X Ź idM qpc´1
Y,X Ź idM q “ idpXbY qŹM .

Thus, X b Y P Z2pMq. We also compute:

eX˚,M
rigidity

“ eX˚,M

`
evLX b idX˚ Ź idM

˘`
idX˚ b coevLX Ź idM

˘

“ eX˚,M

`
evLX b idX˚ Ź idM

˘`
idX˚ b pcX˚,X ˝ c´1

X˚,X
q Ź idM

˘`
idX˚ b coevLX Ź idM

˘

XPZ2pMq, level ex.
“

`
evLX b idX˚ Ź idM

˘`
idX˚ b idX b eX˚,M

˘`
idX˚ b cX˚,X Ź idM

˘

˝
`
idX˚ b idX˚ b eX,M

˘`
idX˚ b c´1

X˚,X
Ź idM

˘`
idX˚ b coevLX Ź idM

˘

(3.10)
“

`
evLX b idX˚ Ź idM

˘`
idX˚ b eXbX˚,M

˘`
idX˚ b coevLX Ź idM

˘

e nat’l, (3.12)
“

`
evLX b idX˚ Ź idM

˘`
idX˚ b coevLX Ź idM

˘

rigidity
“ idX˚ŹM .

Thus, X˚ P Z2pMq. With a similar argument, we also have closure under right duals. �

We also need the technical lemma below pertaining to the end algebras introduced in §§2.5, 4.1.

The techniques in the next two results are inspired by [Shi19a, §5.3].

Lemma 5.20. Denote D :“ Z2pMq, and consider the canonical morphism φ : EC Ñ ED from the

universal property of ends (namely, πDpXq ˝ φ “ πCpXq for each X P D). Then:

(a) φ is an epimorphism,

(b) φ is unital, that is, φ ˝ uEC “ uED , and

(c)
`
φ b idEM

˘
ωM “

`
φb idEM

˘`
uEC b uEM

˘
.

Proof. We employ Lemma 5.19, treating D as a finite tensor category.

(a) This holds by [Shi17a, Lemma 4.9].

(b) By taking duals, it suffices to show that u˚
EC

˝ φ˚ “ u˚
ED
. This holds as, for any X P D:

u˚
EC
φ˚ ιDpX˚q “ εCC φ

˚ ιDpX˚q “ εCC ιCpX˚q “ evLX˚ “ εCD ιDpX˚q “ u˚
ED
ιDpX˚q,

where these equalities follow from Lemma 2.10(a), (2.11), and (2.12).

(c) This holds, since for X P D and M P M, the following diagram commutes.
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1
ωM

//

uEC
b uEM

�� coevL
X b coev1,M

��

EC b EM
φ b id

//

πCpXq b πMpMq

��

ED b EM

πDpXq b πMpMq

��

EC b EM

φ b id

��

πCpXq b πMpMq

)) X bX˚ b HompM,Mq
„
// X b HompM,X˚ ŹMq

id b HompM,e
X˚,M

q
��

X b HompM,X˚ ŹMq
„

,,❳❳
❳❳❳

❳❳❳
❳❳❳

❳

ED b EM

πDpXq b πMpMq

99tttttttttttttttt πDpXq b πMpMq
// X bX˚ b HompM,Mq

The top left triangle commutes by Lemma 2.10(a), (2.11), and also by Lemma 4.2. The bottom

left and top right triangles commute by the universal property of φ. The top middle region is

Definition 5.8, and the bottom middle region commutes since X˚ P D [Lemma 5.19]. �

This brings us to the main result of this part.

Theorem 5.21. If M is weakly factorizable, then M has trivial symmetric center.

Proof. Assume M is weakly factorizable, and denote D :“ Z2pMq. By Lemma 5.19 and [Shi19a,

Lemma 5.7], it suffices to show that dimk HomDp1, CDq “ 1. Since HomDp1, CDq – HomDpED,1q

by (2.11), and D is a full subcategory of C, the result holds when:

(5.22) dimkHomCpED,1q “ 1.

Now retain the notation of Lemma 5.20, and consider the map below:

β : HomCpED,1q
HomCpφ,1q

// HomCpEC ,1q
ΩM

// HomCp1, EMq,

f
✤ // fφ

✤ // pfφb idEMqωM.

We will show that β is injective and dimk impβq “ 1. This will establish (5.22).

Lemma 5.20(a) implies that φ is epic, so HomCpφ,1q is injective. Moreover, ΩM is bijective by

assumption. Thus, β is injective. Next, Lemma 5.20(c) implies that for f P HomCpED,1q,

βpfq “ pfφb idEMqωM “ pfφb idEMqpuEC b uEMq “ cpfquEM ,

where cpfq P k is the scalar corresponding to the following endomorphism of 1:

cpfq : 1
uECÝÝÑ EC

φ
ÝÑ ED

f
ÝÑ 1.

So, dimk impβq ď 1. Note that ED is a Hopf algebra with counit εED P HomDpED,1q “ HomCpED,1q;

see Lemma 2.10 and (2.11). Thus, by Lemma 5.20(b), we get that

cpεED q “ εED ˝ φ ˝ uEC “ εED ˝ uED “ id1.

Thus, βpEDq ‰ 0. Consequently, dimk impβq “ 1, which completes the proof. �

Naturally, Shimizu’s Theorem [Theorem 2.13] prompts the inquiry below.

Question 5.23. When do the converse statements of Lemma 5.16 and Theorem 5.21 hold?
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Namely, Shimizu’s arguments in the finite tensor case [Shi19a] proceeds as follows: nondegener-

acy ñ weak-factorizability (cf. Lemma 5.16); weak-factorizability ñ trivial symmetric center (cf.

Theorem 5.21); trivial symmetric center ô factorizability; and factorizability ô nondegeneracy (cf.

Theorem 5.12). The difficulty of Question 5.23 lies in getting the trivial symmetric center condition

to imply factorizability/ nondegeneracy; Definition 5.18 may need to be modified in future work.

6. Factorizable comodule algebras

In this section, we characterize the nondegeneracy condition of braided module categories over

representation categories of quasitriangular Hopf algebras, by introducing the notion of factoriz-

ability for comodule algebras. We first provide background material on (quasitriangular) Hopf

algebras and (quasitriangular) comodule algebras in §6.1 and §6.2. Our main result on factorizable

comodule algebras is then presented in §6.3. Finally, in §6.4, we provide examples of factorizable

comodule algebras, including those pertaining to the reflective centers from §3.3.

Notation 6.1. In this section, we will use the following conventions:

(a) For a finite-dimensional vector space X, we will denote its basis by txiu, and its dual basis

by txiu, where xxi, xjy “ δi,j (Kronecker delta).

(b) We will also use the Einstein convention to suppress summation symbols in expressions

involving repeated indices.

6.1. Hopf algebras and comodule algebras. Take a Hopf algebraH :“ pH,m, u,∆, ε, Sq over k.

We will use the Sweedler notation for comultiplication, namely ∆phq “: hp1q bk hp2q. Moreover,

denote b :“ bk. Then, the category

C :“ H-FdMod

of finite-dimensional k-modules over a finite-dimensional Hopf algebra H is a finite tensor category.

6.1.1. Preliminary Hopf identities. When H is finite-dimensional, the dual space H˚ is a Hopf

algebra where, for all f, f 1 P H˚ and h, h1 P H:

(6.2)
xff 1, hy :“ xf, hp1qy xf 1, hp2qy, xf, hh1y :“ xfp1q, hy xfp2q, h

1y,

x1H˚ , hy :“ εHphq, εH˚ pfq :“ xf, 1Hy, xSH˚pfq, hy :“ xf, SHphqy.

Moreover, for a basis thiu of H, for all f P H˚ and h P H, we get that

(6.3) xf, hiy h
i “ f, xhi, hy hi “ h.

Note the following two straightforward identities for X P C with basis txiu, for H with basis

thiu, and for all h, h1, h2 P H:

ph ¨ xiq b xxi,´y “ xi b xxi, h ¨ p´qy,(6.4)

h1 hi h
2 b xhi,´y “ hi b xhi, h1p´qh2y.(6.5)

Next, we recall some features of C that will be needed later.

Lemma 6.6. Take h P H. Then, for X, Y P C, we have the statements below.

(a) X b Y P C via h ¨ pxb yq “ php1q ¨ xq b php2q ¨ yq, for x P X, y P Y .
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(b) The unit object of C is kε “ k as a vector space with H-action given by h ¨ 1 “ εphq.

(c) The dual objects of X P C are X˚ “ ˚X “ HomkpX,kq as vector spaces with H-action given

by xh ¨ x˚,´y “ xx˚, Sphq ¨ ´y and xh ¨ ˚x,´y “ x˚x, S´1phq ¨ ´y for x˚ P X˚ and ˚x P ˚X.

(d) The evaluation and coevaluation morphisms are given by: ev : X˚ bX Ñ k, x˚ bx ÞÑ xx˚, xy

and coev : k Ñ X bX˚, 1 ÞÑ xi b xi. �

6.1.2. Comodule algebras. See [AM07] for more details here. A left H-comodule algebra is an

algebra B over k equipped with an algebra map

δ : B Ñ H bB, b ÞÑ br´1s b br0s

making B a left H-comodule. Here, the category

M :“ B-FdMod

is a left C-module category via

Ź : H-FdMod ˆB-FdMod Ñ B-FdMod, ppX, ¨q, pM, ˚qq ÞÑ pX bM, r̊q,

where b r̊ pxbmq :“ pbr´1s ¨ xq b pbr0s ˚ mq for b P B, x P X, m P M .

For example, left coideal subalgebras of H (which are left coideals of H that are also subalgebras)

are left H-comodule algebras. Next, consider the terms below for left H-comodule algebras B.

‚ B is exact if B-FdMod is an exact left pH-FdModq-module category.

‚ An H-costable ideal of pB, δq is an ideal I of B such that δpIq Ď H b I.

‚ B is H-simple if it has no non-trivial H-costable ideal.

‚ B is H-indecomposable if there are no non-trivial H-costable ideals I and J where B “ I‘J .

Observe that H-simplicity implies H-indecomposability.

Next, we recall some features of M “ B-FdMod that will be needed later.

Lemma 6.7. [AM07, Propositions 1.18, 1.19, 1.20] [Skr07, Theorem 6.1] Any indecomposable ex-

act module category over H-FdMod is equivalent to B-FdMod as module categories, for some H-

indecomposable, exact H-comodule algebra B. Moreover, we have the following statements for the

left pH-FdModq-module category B-FdMod.

(a) If B is a left coideal subalgebra of H, then B is H-simple.

(b) If B is an H-simple H-comodule algebra, then B-FdMod is exact.

(c) If B is an H-indecomposable H-comodule algebra, then B-FdMod is indecomposable. �

Lemma 6.8. [Shi23, §4.4] Take modules M, N P B-FdMod “: M, with m P M, n P N . Then, the

statements below hold for the module X P H-FdMod “: C.

(a) We have that HompM,Nq “ HomBpH ŹM,Nq as a vector space.

(b) The Hopf algebra H acts on HompM,Nq as ph ¨ξqph1 bmq “ ξph1hbmq, for ξ P HompM,Nq.

(c) The map coevX,M : X Ñ HompM,X ŹMq is given by x ÞÑ rh bm ÞÑ ph ¨ xq bms.

(d) The map evM,N : HompM,Nq bM Ñ N is given by ξ bm ÞÑ ξp1H bmq.
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(e) The isomorphism X b HompM,Nq
„
ÝÑ HompM,X ŹNq is given by

x b ξ ÞÑ rh bm ÞÑ php1q ¨ xq b ξphp2q bmqs. �

Next, we recall the description of the end object EM “
ş
MPMHompM,Mq of the category C.

Proposition 6.9. [BM21a, §4.2] The following statements hold for the left module category

M “ B-FdMod over C “ H-FdMod.

(a) The end object EM is a subspace of HomkpH,Bq equal to:

EpH,Bq “ tξ : H Ñ B | ξpbr´1shqbr0s “ bξphq, @b P B, h P Hu.

(b) The Hopf algebra H acts on EM via ph ¨ ξqph1q “ ξph1hq for all h, h1 P H.

(c) The maps πMpMq : EM Ñ HompM,Mq are given by ξ ÞÑ rh bm ÞÑ ξphq ¨ ms. �

In the special case when B “ H and δ “ ∆, we obtain the following consequence.

Corollary 6.10. We have the statements below for M “ H-FdMod “ C.

(a) The end object EC “ EpH,Hq is isomorphic H via the map ξ ÞÑ ξp1Hq.

(b) The Hopf algebra H acts on EC “ H acts on via h ¨ h1 “ hp1qh
1Sphp2qq, for h, h1 P H.

(c) The maps πCpXq : EC Ñ X bX˚ are given by πCpXqphq “ ph ¨ xiq b xi, for h P H.

Proof. The details can be derived from [BM21a, §4.2], especially [BM21a, Example 4.13], but we

provide some details about on part (a) for the reader’s convenience.

The inverse of the map φ : EpH,Hq Ñ H, ξ ÞÑ ξp1Hq is the map ψ : H Ñ EpH,Hq given by

ℓ ÞÑ rh ÞÑ hp1qℓSphp2qqs, for ℓ, h P H. Indeed, ψpℓq P EpH,Hq since for all h, h1, ℓ P H we get that:

rψpℓq
`
h1

p1qh
˘
sh1

p2q “
“`
h1

p1qh
˘

p1q
ℓS

`
ph1

p1qhqp2q

˘‰
h1

p2q

“ h1
p1qhp1qℓSphp2qqSph1

p2qqh1
p3q “ h1

p1qhp1qℓSphp2qqεph
1
p2qq “ h1rψpℓqphqs.

Also, for all ℓ P H, we get that φψpℓq “ φ
`
h ÞÑ hp1qℓSphp2qq

˘
“ 1p1qℓSp1p2qq “ ℓ. So, φψ “ idH . On

the other hand, for all f P EpH,Hq and h P H, we get that:

rψφpξqsphq “ hp1qξp1HqSphp2qq
ξPEpH,Hq

“ ξ
`
hp1q1H

˘
hp2qSphp3qq “ ξ

`
hp1q1H

˘
εphp2qq “ ξphq.

So, ψφ “ idEpH,Hq. �

6.2. Quasitriangular Hopf algebras and comodule algebras. Retain Notation 6.1.

6.2.1. Quasitriangular Hopf algebras. See [Rad12, §12.2] for more details on the material here. We

say that a Hopf algebra H is quasitriangular if there exists an invertible element

R “ Ri bRi P H bH (R-matrix)

satisfying the following properties:

(i) p∆ b idHqpRq “ R13R23, (ii) pidH b ∆qpRq “ R13R12, (iii) R∆phq “ ∆opphqR,

for all h P H. Here, Rcd :“ Ri (c-th slot)bRi (d-th slot)b1H (other slots), e.g., R13 “ Rib1H bRi.
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For an arbitrary invertible element R :“ Ri bRi P HbH, we have that the natural isomorphism

cX,Y : X b Y Ñ Y bX, xb y ÞÑ pRi ¨ yq b pRi ¨ xq

makes the category C “ H-FdMod braided if and only if R is an R-matrix for H.

6.2.2. Factorizable Hopf algebras. See [RSTS88, Definition 2.1] and [Rad12, §12.4] for more details

on the material here. We say that a quasitriangular Hopf algebra pH,Rq is factorizable if

θpH,Rq : H
˚ Ñ H, f ÞÑ pf b idHqpRiRj bRiR

jq “ fpRiRjqRiR
j

is a vector space isomorphism. Here, θpH,Rq is called the Drinfeld map of pH,Rq.

Note that the braided finite tensor category C “ H-FdMod is nondegenerate if and only if pH,Rq

is factorizable [Shi19b, §2.5]; see also [KL01, §7.4.6].

6.2.3. Quasitriangular comodule algebras. See [Kol20,LWY23] for more details on the material here.

Assume that pH,Rq is a quasitriangular Hopf algebra. Let B be a left H-comodule algebra with

coaction δ. We say that B is quasitriangular if it is equipped with an invertible element,

K :“ Ki bKi P H bB (K-matrix),

satisfying the following properties:

(i) p∆ b idBqK “ K23R21K13R
´1
21 , (ii) pidH b δqK “ R21K13R12, (iii) Kδpbq “ δpbqK,

for all b P B. Here, Kcd :“ Ki (c-th slot) b Ki (d-th slot) b 1H (other slots).

For an arbitrary invertible element K :“ KibK
i P HbB, we have that the natural isomorphism

(6.11) eX,M : X bM Ñ X bM, xbm ÞÑ pKi ¨ xq b pKi ˚ mq

yields a braiding on the module category B-FdMod if and only if K is a K-matrix for B.

Example 6.12. (a) Take a triangular Hopf algebra pH,Rq, that is, R21 “ R´1. Then, any left

H-comodule algebra B is quasitriangular with K-matrix K “ 1H b 1B .

(b) Continuing Example 3.13 for the identity braided tensor functor, we get that pB, δq “ pH,∆q

is a quasitriangular left H-comodule algebra with Kpx b yq “ pRiRj ¨ yq b pRiR
j ¨ xq, for

x P X, y P Y with X,Y P H-FdMod. That is, B “ H is quasitriangular with K “ R21R.

Next, we discuss a special case of Example 3.13 in the Hopf setting, when the braided tensor

functor that is not necessarily the identity.

Example 6.13. Take a finite group G, with subgroup G1, and consider the braided tensor functor

kG-FdMod Ñ kG1-FdMod given by restriction. The braidings for the categories here are given

by the flip map. This corresponds to a quasitriangular left kG-comodule algebra structure on

kG1, where δ “ ∆kG1 and K “ 1kG b 1kG1 . Moreover, kG1 is an exact and indecomposable left

kG-comodule algebra; see, e.g., [EGNO15, Corollary 7.12.20].
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6.3. Factorizable comodule algebras. Consider the following hypothesis for the material below.

Hypothesis 6.14. Let pH,Rq be a finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra, and let pB,Kq

be a finite-dimensional quasitriangular left H-comodule algebra. Also, assume that B-FdMod is an

indecomposable and exact left module category over H-FdMod. (Compare to Hypothesis 5.1.)

Note that Hypothesis 6.14 holds when theH-comodule algebra B is H-simple by Lemma 6.7(b,c).

Next, we introduce the main property of H-comodule algebras of interest here.

Definition 6.15. We call pB,Kq a factorizable H-comodule algebra if the following map is an

isomorphism of vector spaces:

θB :“ θpB,Kq : H
˚ Ñ EpH,Bq, f ÞÑ rh ÞÑ xf, Sphp1qqKihp2qyK

is.

This notion is well-defined to the result below.

Lemma 6.16. The image of the map θB above is in EpH,Bq.

Proof. The result holds due to the calculation below, for f P H˚, h P H, and b P B:
“
θBpfqpbr´1shq

‰
br0s “

@
f, S

`
pbr´1shqp1q

˘
Kipbr´1shqp2q

D
Ki br0s

“
@
f, Sphp1qqSpbr´2sqKibr´1shp2q

D
Ki br0s

§6.2.3(iii)
“

@
f, Sphp1qqSpbr´2sqbr´1sKihp2q

D
br0s K

i

“
@
f, Sphp1qqεpbr´1sqKihp2q

D
br0s K

i

“
@
f, Sphp1qqKihp2q

D
bKi “ b

“
θBpfqphq

‰
. �

Next, we have a useful characterization of factorizability for comodule algebras.

Lemma 6.17. We have that dimkEpH,Bq “ dimkH. As a consequence, B is factorizable if and

only if the linear map θB in Definition 6.15 is injective.

Proof. We employ Frobenius-Perron dimension here; see [EGNO15] for details. To start, note

that dimkEpH,Bq “ FPdimFdVecpEpH,Bqq. Next, FPdimFdVecpEpH,Bqq “ FPdimCpEpH,Bqq, for

C :“ H-FdMod, by [EGNO15, Proposition 4.5.7] applied to the forgetful functor C Ñ FdVec. By

[BM21a, Theorem 4.8], we get that FPdimCpEpH,Bqq “ FPdimCpEMq, for M :“ B-FdMod. Now

apply [BM21a, Lemma 4.3(iv)] to get that FPdimCpEMq “ FPdimpCq, which is equal to dimkH (see,

e.g., [EGNO15, Example 6.1.9]). This proves the first statement. The last statement is clear. �

Example 6.18. (a) Take pH,Rq triangular as in Example 6.12(a). Then, for a quasitriangular

left H-comodule algebra pB,K “ 1H b 1Bq, we have that rθBpfqsphq
(6.2)
“ εHphq εH˚ pfq 1B ,

for h P H, f P H˚. Now pB,K “ 1H b 1Bq is factorizable if and only if θB is injective

[Lemma 6.17], and this happens precisely when H “ k.

(b) Take B “ H with K “ R21R as in Example 6.12(b). Here, B is a left coideal subalgebra

of H, so it is H-simple; hence, Hypothesis 6.14 holds [Lemma 6.7]. Using the isomorphism

EpH,Hq – H from Corollary 6.10(a), the map θpH,R21Rq is given by

θpH,R21Rq : H
˚ Ñ H, f ÞÑ xf, Sp1p1qqKi1p2qyKi “ xf,KiyK

i “ xf,RiRjyRiR
j .
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This is equal to the map θpH,Rq from §6.2.2. So, the quasitriangular left H-comodule al-

gebra pH,R21Rq is factorizable if and only if the quasitriangular Hopf algebra pH,Rq is

factorizable.

Now, the main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 6.19. The braided left pH-FdModq-module category B-FdMod is nondegenerate if and

only if pB,Kq is a factorizable left H-comodule algebra.

In order to prove this result, we need an explicit description of the copairing ωM : 1 Ñ EC b EM

from Definition 5.8, for C “ H-FdMod and M “ B-FdMod here.

Proposition 6.20. Recall Lemma 6.6(b), Proposition 6.9(a) and Corollary 6.10(b). Then, the

copairing ωB : kε Ñ H b EpH,Bq given by

1 ÞÑ hi b
“
h ÞÑ

〈

hi, S
`
Sphp1qqKjhp2q

˘〉
Kj

‰

is the copairing ωB-FdMod from Definition 5.8.

Proof. The image of the map ωB lands in H b EpH,Bq with an argument similar to the proof

of Lemma 6.16. Now it remains to show that, first, ωB is a morphism in H-FdMod, and second,

that with our choice of ωB , the diagram in Definition 5.8 commutes. Then, as there is a unique

morphism in H-FdMod from kε to H bEpH,Bq such that diagram commutes, we will be done.

We start by checking that ωB is a morphism in H-FdMod. We need to show that:

ωBph ¨ 1q “ h ¨ ωBp1q.

The left-hand-side is εphqωBp1q [Lemma 6.6(b)]. The right-hand-side is:

h ¨ ωBp1q “ h ¨
`
hi b

“
h1 ÞÑ

〈

hi, S
´
Sph1

p1qqKjh
1
p2q

¯
〉

Kj
‰˘

Lem. 6.6(a)
“

`
hp1q ¨ hi

˘
b

´
hp2q ¨

“
h1 ÞÑ

〈

hi, S
´
Sph1

p1qqKjh
1
p2q

¯
〉

Kj
‰¯

Cor. 6.10(b)
“ hp1qhiSphp2qq b

´
hp3q ¨

“
h1 ÞÑ

〈

hi, S
´
Sph1

p1qqKjh
1
p2q

¯
〉

Kj
‰¯

Prop. 6.9(b)
“ hp1qhiSphp2qq b

“
h1 ÞÑ

〈

hi, S
`
Spph1hp3qqp1qqKjph1hp3qqp2q

˘〉
Kj

‰

“ hp1qhiSphp2qq b
“
h1 ÞÑ

〈

hi, S
`
Sph1

p1qhp3qqKjh
1
p2qhp4q

˘〉
Kj

‰

(6.5)
“ hi b

“
h1 ÞÑ

〈

hi, hp1qS
`
Sph1

p1qhp3qqKjh
1
p2qhp4q

˘
Sphp2qq

〉

Kj
‰

“ hi b
“
h1 ÞÑ

〈

hi, hp1qS
`
Sphp3qqSph1

p1qqKjh
1
p2qhp4q

˘
Sphp2qq

〉

Kj
‰

“ hi b
“
h1 ÞÑ

〈

hi, hp1qSphp4qqS
`
Sph1

p1qqKjh
1
p2q

˘
S2php3qqSphp2qq

〉

Kj
‰

“ hi b
“
h1 ÞÑ

〈

hi, hp1qSphp3qqS
`
Sph1

p1qqKjh
1
p2q

˘
εphp2qq

〉

Kj
‰

“ hi b
“
h1 ÞÑ

〈

hi, hp1qSphp2qqS
`
Sph1

p1qqKjh
1
p2q

˘〉
Kj

‰

“ hi b
“
h1 ÞÑ

〈

hi, εphqS
`
Sph1

p1qqKjh
1
p2q

˘〉
Kj

‰

“ εphq ωBp1q.

Thus, ωB is a morphism in H-FdMod.
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Next, to prove that ωB “ ωB-FdMod, we need to check that the following diagram commutes:

kε
ωB

//

coevX b coevkε,M

��

EC b EM

πCpXq b πMpMq
// X bX˚ b HomBpH ŹM,Mq

„ (3.9)
��

X bX˚ b HomBpH ŹM,Mq „

(3.9)
// X b HomBpH ŹM,X˚ ŹMq „

id b Hompid,eX˚,M q
// X b HomBpH ŹM,X˚ ŹMq.

Going along the top-right route, we get:

1
ωBÞÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ hi b

“
h ÞÑ

〈

hi, S
`
Sphp1qqKjhp2q

˘〉
Kj

‰

rCor. 6.10(c)s πCpXq b idEMÞÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ phi ¨ xkq b xk b
“
h ÞÑ

〈

hi, S
`
Sphp1qqKjhp2q

˘〉
Kj

‰

[Prop. 6.9(c)]
id

XbX˚ b πMpMq
ÞÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ phi ¨ xkq b xk b

“
h bm ÞÑ

〈

hi, S
`
Sphp1qqKjhp2q

˘〉
pKj ¨mq

‰

[Lem. 6.8(e)] (3.9)
ÞÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ phi ¨ xkq b

“
hbm ÞÑ php1q ¨ xkq b

〈

hi, S
`
Sphp2qqKjhp3q

˘〉
pKj ¨ mq

‰
.

Note that the output above is equal to:

phi ¨ xkq b
“
hbm ÞÑ php1q ¨ xkq b

〈

hi, S
`
Sphp2qqKjhp3q

˘〉
pKj ¨ mq

‰

(6.4)
“ xk b

“
hbm ÞÑ hp1q ¨ xxk, hi ¨ p´qy b

〈

hi, S
`
Sphp2qqKjhp3q

˘〉
pKj ¨ mq

‰

Lem. 6.6(c)
“ xk b

“
h bm ÞÑ xxk, hiSphp1qq ¨ p´qy b

〈

hi, S
`
Sphp2qqKjhp3q

˘〉
pKj ¨ mq

‰

(6.3)
“ xk b

“
hbm ÞÑ xxk, S

`
Sphp2qqKjhp3q

˘
Sphp1qq ¨ p´qy b pKj ¨ mq

‰

“ xk b
“
h bm ÞÑ xxk, S

`
hp1qSphp2qqKjhp3q

˘
¨ p´qy b pKj ¨mq

‰

“ xk b
“
h bm ÞÑ xxk, S

`
εphp1qqKjhp2q

˘
¨ p´qy b pKj ¨mq

‰

“ xk b
“
h bm ÞÑ xxk, S pKjhq ¨ p´qy b pKj ¨ mq

‰

Lem. 6.6(c)
“ xk b

“
h bm ÞÑ pKjh ¨ xkq b pKj ¨mq

‰
.

Next, we calculate the result obtained by going along the left-bottom route of the diagram,

starting by using Lemmas 6.6(d) and 6.8(c):

1
coevX b coevkε,M

ÞÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ xk b xk b
“
h bm ÞÑ ph ¨ 1qm “ εphqm

‰

rLem. 6.8(e)s (3.9)
ÞÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ xk b

“
hbm ÞÑ php1q ¨ xkq b εphp2qqm “ ph ¨ xkq bm

‰

rLem. 6.8(a),(6.11)s id b Hompid,eX˚,M q
ÞÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ xk b

“
hbm ÞÑ pKj ¨ ph ¨ xkqq b pKj ¨ mq “ pKjh ¨ xkq b pKj ¨ mq

‰
.

As the results obtained by going along the top-right route and the left-bottom route are the same,

the diagram commutes. Hence, the proof is complete. �

With the description of ωM in hand, we can now describe the map θM : E
˚
C Ñ EM from

Definition 5.9, for C “ H-FdMod and M “ B-FdMod here.

Proposition 6.21. The map θB-FdMod : H˚ Ñ EpH,Bq is given by

f ÞÑ
“
h ÞÑ

〈

f, S
`
Sphp1qqKihp2q

˘〉
Kj

‰
.
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Proof. Recall from Corollary 6.10(b) that E
˚
C – H˚, and from Proposition 6.9(a) that EM –

EpH,Bq. Then, we compute, for all f P H˚ that

θB-FdModpfq
Def. 5.9

“ pevLH b idEpH,BqqpidH˚ b ωB-FdModqpfq

Prop. 6.20
“ pevLH b idEpH,Bqqpf b hi b

“
h ÞÑ

〈

hi, S
`
Sphp1qqKjhp2q

˘〉
Kj

‰
q

“ xf, hiy
“
h ÞÑ

〈

hi, S
`
Sphp1qqKjhp2q

˘〉
Kj

‰
q

(6.3)
“

“
h ÞÑ

〈

f, S
`
Sphp1qqKjhp2q

˘〉
Kj

‰
q. �

Now, we can prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem 6.19. The antipode of H˚, denoted SH˚ , is given by SH˚pfq “ f ˝ S. So, we

obtain that θB-FdMod from Proposition 6.21 is equal to θB ˝SH˚ , where θB is given in Definition 6.15.

Namely, we compute, for all f P H˚:

θB ˝ SH˚ pfq “ rh ÞÑ xf ˝ S, Sphp1qqKihp2qyK
is “ rh ÞÑ xf, S

`
Sphp1qqKihp2q

˘
yKis “ θB-FdModpfq.

As H is finite-dimensional, SH˚ is bijective. Hence, θB-FdMod is bijective if and only if θB is bijective.

Therefore, B-FdMod is nondegenerate as a braided module category if and only if B is factorizable

as a quasitriangular comodule algebra. �

Now we illustrate Theorem 6.19 by continuing Example 6.13.

Example 6.22. Take H “ kG and B “ kG1, for G1 ď G as in Example 6.13. By using (6.2), θkG1

from Definition 6.15 sends f P pkGq˚ to rg ÞÑ εpkGq˚ pfq1kG1 s, for g P G. Since εpkGq˚ pδgq “ 0 for all

g P G not equal to e (with tδgugPG being the dual basis for pkGq˚), θkG1 is injective if and only if G

is the trivial group xey. Thus, kG1 is a factorizable left kG-comodule algebra only when G “ xey.

This is consistent with Example 6.18(b) in the case when H “ B “ kG with R “ K “ 1kG b1kG.

Namely, the following are equivalent: kG is a factorizable left kG-comodule algebra; kG-FdMod is

nondegenerate as a regular module category; kG-FdMod is nondegenerate as a braided finite tensor

category; kG-FdMod – FdVec; and G “ xey.

6.4. Reflective algebras as factorizable comodule algebras. In this part, we present several

families of factorizable comodules (in addition to those discussed in Example 6.18).

The following construction is from [LWY23, §§5,6]. Let pH,R “ Ri bRiq be a finite-dimensional

quasitriangular Hopf algebra with dual basis thk, h
kuk. Next, take pH to be the left H-module

coalgebra that is equal to H as vector spaces, and with the following comultiplication, counit, and

left H-action formulas, for h, ℓ P H:

p∆phq :“ Rjhp1qR
i b hp2qRiS

´1pRjq, pεphq :“ εphq, ℓ á h :“ ℓp2qhS
´1pℓp1qq.

Therefore, p pH˚qop is a right Hcop-module algebra via xf à ℓ, hy :“ xf, ℓ á hy, for h, ℓ P H, and

f P H˚. Now for a nonzero left H-comodule algebra A, define the reflective algebra of A with

respect to H to be the crossed product algebra:

RHpAq :“ A⋊H p pH˚qop :“ A⊛ p pH˚qop{xfa´ ar0spf à ar´1sqy
aPA, fPp pH˚qop

,

where ⊛ denotes the free product of algebras. These algebras represent reflective centers ECpMq

in the Hopf case, which we see as follows.
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Theorem 6.23. [LWY23, Theorem 6.6 and Corollary 6.8] Retain the notation above. Then,

EH-FdModpA-FdModq – RHpAq-FdMod

as braided left module categories over H-FdMod. In particular, the statements below hold.

(a) RHpAq is a left H-comodule algebra with left H-coaction δref on RHpAq given by:

δrefpaq :“ ar´1s b ar0s, δrefpfq :“ xf,RjhkRiyRjR
i b hk, δrefpafq :“ δrefpaq δrefpfq,

for a P A and f P p pH˚qop.

(b) RHpAq is quasitriangular as an H-comodule algebra with K-matrix:

KrefpAq :“ hk b hk P H b p pH˚qop Ă H bRHpAq.

Here, KrefpAq does not depend on the choice of dual bases of H. �

As discussed in [LWY23], reflective algebras are the module-theoretic version of Drinfeld doubles

of finite-dimensional Hopf algebras; the latter of which are key examples of factorizable Hopf

algebras. Finally, we present a sufficient condition for reflective algebras to be factorizable comodule

algebras.

Proposition 6.24. If the reflective algebra RHpAq is H-simple, then RHpAq is a factorizable left

H-comodule algebra.

Proof. TheH-simplicity condition implies thatRHpAq satisfies Hypothesis 6.14. Now by Lemma 6.17,

it suffices to show that θRH pAq : H˚ Ñ EpH,RHpAqq from Definition 6.15 is injective. Take

f, f 1 P H˚ and assume that θRH pAqpfq “ θRHpAqpf
1q. Then, by Theorem 6.23(b), we get that

xf, Sphp1qqhkhp2qyh
k “ xf 1, Sphp1qqhkhp2qyhk,

for all h P H. Therefore, f “ xf, hkyhk “ xf 1, hkyhk “ f 1 using h “ 1H , along with (6.3). Thus,

θRH pAq is injective, as desired. �

We illustrate the result above using the Drinfeld double of a finite group; see [LWY23, §6.4].

Example 6.25. Take a finite group G, and take txuxPG and tδxuxPG to be the dual bases of kG and

pkGq˚, resp. Then, the Drinfeld double DpGq of kG and its dual DpGq˚ have bases tδxyux,yPG and

txδyux,yPG, resp. It is well known that DpGq is a finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra.

By [LWY23, Proposition 6.18], the reflective algebra RDpGqpkq has basis txδyux,yPG, with product,
`
xδy

˘`
x1δy1

˘
“ δy1,y´1x´1yxy y

´1xyx1y´1x´1yx δy,

and left DpGq-comodule structure, δrefpxδyq “
ř

gPG δg y
´1xy b g´1xg δg´1y, and with K-matrix

given by K “
ř

g,hPG δgh b gδh. We claim that RDpGqpkq is DpGq-simple. To see this, take a

nonzero DpGq-costable ideal I of RDpGqpkq, with a nonzero element f P I. Then, there is a term

αxδy of f , for α P k
ˆ. By DpGq-costability, g´1xg δg´1y P I for each g P G. Taking g “ yℓ´1 with

a :“ ℓy´1xyℓ´1, we get that a δℓ P I, for each ℓ P G. Next, I is an ideal, so for each h P G,

h δℓ “ pa δℓqpℓ´1a´1ℓha´1ℓ´1aℓ δℓ´1a´1ℓaℓq P I.

Thus, hδℓ P I for all h, ℓ P G, and hence, I “ RDpGqpkq. So, RDpGqpkq is DpGq-simple. Now by

Proposition 6.24, the reflective center RDpGqpkq is a factorizable left DpGq-comodule algebra.
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