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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)[KLO01,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., [Wanl0, 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,Brol3,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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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 := (C,®, 1, ¢).
Namely, (C,®,1) is a tensor category over k, that comes equipped with a natural isomorphism (a
braiding) ¢ := {cxy : X ®Y = Y ® X} x yec satisfying the hexagon axioms. Note that when C is
finite, the coend object C¢ := SXEC X*® X of C exists and is a Hopf algebra in C. We say that:

e C is nondegenerate if, for the Hopf algebra Ce above, the Hopf pairing we : Ce®Ce — 1 of C¢
yields an isomorphism ¢ : (we ® id)(id ® coeve,) : C¢ — Cf in C;

e C is weakly factorizable if the map Home(1,Cc) — Home(Ce, 1), f — we(f ®id) is bijective;

e C is factorizable if the embeddings of C and its mirror C to the Drinfeld Z(C) yields an
equivalence between the Deligne product CXC and Z(C), as braided finite tensor categories;

e C has trivial symmetric (Miger) center if the full subcategory Z5(C) of objects X of C for
which ¢y x o cxy = idxgy, for all Y € 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 [Shil9a, Theorem 1.1] Nondegeneracy, weak factorizability, factorizability,
and trivial symmetric center are equivalent properties for a braided finite tensor category. O

This builds on several prior works in the semisimple (fusion) case [Bru00, Miig03, 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 := (C,®,1,c) to be a braided finite tensor category for the rest of the section, unless
stated otherwise. A left C-module category (M, =) is called braided if it is equipped with a natural
isomorphism e := {exy : X =M > X = M} xec,MeMm satisfying certain compatibility axioms.
Examples include the regular module categories (M, >) = (C,®) with ex as := car,x © cx,m-

Key examples of braided left C-module categories are the reflective centers E¢(M) of arbitrary
left C-module categories M, which were introduced by Laugwitz, Yakimov, and the first author in
[LWY23]. Objects are pairs (M,e™), where M € M and eM 1= {e¥ : X =M 5 X = M}xc is
a certain natural isomorphism in M. Their construction is analogous to the construction of the
braided finite tensor category, the Drinfeld center Z(C), of an arbitrary finite tensor category C.

Now for a left C-module category (M, =), that is not necessarily braided, the right adjoint of
(—=>M) : C > M exists, for each M € M. It is denoted by Hom(M,—) : M — C. Further,
when M is finite, the end object Epq := SMGM Hom (M, M) of M exists and is an algebra in C.
For instance, when M = C as above, we get the end object E¢ := SXGC X ® X* of C, which is dual
to C¢. Finally, using the universal properties of the end objects E s and E¢, we derive a morphism

wp 1 —>Ec®Epn  (universal copairing)
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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 (M, >, e) 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 (M, =, e), take the morphism
O : (eve, ®id)(Id @ way) : Ef — Epg
in C. We say that (M, >, e) is nondegenerate if 6 4 is an isomorphism in C.
Definition 1.2 (Definition 5.5). For a braided left C-module category (M, =, ¢e), we have a functor
G : M B Fung (M, M) > E(M), MR (F,s)— (F(M),e™),

where Fung| (M, M) is the category of exact C-module endofunctors (F, s) of M, and e is in terms
of s. We say that (M, >, e) is factorizable if G5 is an equivalence of braided module categories.

For instance, the regular left C-module category (C, = := ®, e := c?) is nondegenerate (resp.,
factorizable) as a braided module category precisely when (C,®, 1, ¢) 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 (M, >, e) is nondegenerate if and only if it is factorizable. O

To prove this result, we first recall that 6, is an isomorphism if and only if a restriction functor
Resy,, : Em-Mod(M) — Ej-Mod(M) is an equivalence; these are Eilenberg-Moore categories [§4.2].
We then establish equivalences Hpq : M X Fung| (M, M) — E-Mod(M) [Proposition 4.16] and
He : Ee(M) — E3-Mod(M) [Proposition 4.17], and show that the diagram below commutes.

M ® Fung/(M, M) G Ee(M)

i Y

M‘L Resg,, THC
E-Mod(M) - E5-Mod(M)

The equivalence H 4, in particular, involves the monadicity result for module categories below.

Proposition 1.4 (Proposition 4.12). Consider the category of exact endofunctors Fun(M, M)
of M, and the functor p : C — Fun(M, M) given by X — (X =—). Then, the right adjoint p** of
p exists, and the adjunction is monadic. Further, this yields an equivalence of categories:

Fun(M, M) ~ Mod-E(C). 0
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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 §85.4, 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 (H, R) yields a braided finite tensor category,

C := H-FdMod,

the finite-dimensional representations of a finite-dimensional quasitriangular left H-comodule alge-
bra (B, K) 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 (H, R) is factorizable [§6.2.2].

Now given a finite-dimensional quasitriangular left H-comodule algebra (B, K), we introduce
the concept of when it is factorizable [Definition 6.15]. For example, the coregular quasitriangular
left H-comodule algebra (H, Re1 R) is factorizable precisely when the quasitriangular Hopf algebra
(H, R) 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 (H-FdMod)-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, £x_ramod (A-FdMod), for A a left H-comodule
algebra (not necessarily braided), is equivalent to a category, R (A)-FdMod [LWY23, Theorem 6.6].
Here, Ry (A) 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 Ry (A) 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, MLI8, 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, A’ be k-linear abelian categories. The Deligne product
of A and A’ is a k-linear abelian category A X A" endowed with a functor X : 4 x A" - AKX A’
that is k-linear and right exact in each variable, and is universal among such functors out of A x A’.
When the Deligne product exists, we have the following natural isomorphism:

Hom qg 4 (X X XY KY’) =~ Homy(X,Y) ® Hom 4 (X', Y").
for X, Y e Aand X', Y’ e A'.

2.1.2. Finiteness. A k-linear abelian category A is locally finite if Hom 4(V, W) is a finite-dimensional
k-vector space for each V,W € 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 — B is assumed to be linear and right
exact; the category of such functors is denoted by Fun(A, B).

(¢c) When we write V ®g X, for V € FdVec and X € 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, §51X.4-6] for the details here.

Take categories § and T, with functors Fi,Fy : S x & — T. A dinatural transformation
from F} to F, is a collection of morphisms § := {ds(S) : Fi(S,S) — F5(S,S5)}ses, such that
F5(S, f)0ds(S) o Fi(f,S) = Fa(f,S") 0 ds(S") o F1(S', f) for each morphisms f: S — 5" in S. We
denote this dinatural transformation by ¢§ : F} = F.

For T e T, let K :S°® x § — T be the constant functor with Kp(S,S") =: T, for all 5,5 € S.

The end of a functor F' : S°? xS — T is an object E € T equipped with a dinatural transformation
m: Kg = F, such that for any E € T and any ¢ : K = F, there is a unique morphism f : F — E
with wg(S) o f = ds(S) for all S € S. We denote (E,m) by (o s F(S,5).

The coend of a functor F' : S°®» x § — 7T is an object C € T equipped with a dinatural
transformation ¢ : F' => K¢, such that for any C € 7 and any ¢ : F > K¢, there is a unique
morphism f: C— C with foug(S) = 0s5(5) for all S e S. We denote (C,¢) by Sses F(S,5S).

When (co)ends exist, they commute with each other, and with other (co)limits in 7. Moreover,
right (resp., left) adjoints preserve limits (resp., colimits). So, R (§s.q F(S,5)) = (5.5 RF(S,S)
and L <SS€$ F(S, S)) >~ SSES LF(S,S), for an adjunction (L: T - T') 4 (R:T' — T).
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Proposition 2.2. [Shil7b, Lemma 3.2] For finite categories A and B, we have an equivalence of
categories, with quasi-inverse, respectively:

®: AP KB — Fun(A, B), AKX B+ Homu(—,A)* ® B,
U Fun(A,B) - APRB, F s §, , CRF(O).

In particular, we get the following identities in A°P X B and in Fun(A, B), respectively:

(2.3) AXB = (., ,CX(Homy(C,A)* ® B),
(2.4) F(=) = {4 Homy(—,0)* @ F(O),
for each Ae A°?, B e BB, and F € Fun(A, B). O

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
®: CxC — C, anatural isomorphism ax vy z: (X®Y)®Z > X®((Y®Z) for X,Y, Z € C, an object
1 € C, and natural isomorphisms Ix: 1® X = X and rx: X ® 1 > X for X € 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 (C,®,1) and (C',®’,1’) is a functor
F:C — (' equipped with a natural transformation Fxy: F(X)® F(Y) - F(X ® Y) for all
X,Y € C, and an isomorphism Fy: 1’ — F(1) in C’, that satisfy the associativity and unitality
constraints; it is (strong) monoidal when {Fx y}x yec and Fy are isomorphisms. An equivalence
(resp., isomorphism) of monoidal categories is a monoidal functor that yields an equivalence (resp.,

. . . . L. ®
isomorphism) of the underlying categories; it is denoted by g (resp., =).

Given a monoidal category (C,®, 1, a,l,r) (in the non-strict case for clarity), its opposite monoidal
category is defined as C®°P := (C,®°P, 1,a°P,[°P, r°P), with X ®PY := Y ® X and aFy y = a;YX
and I = ry and 7 = lx, for all X,Y,Z € C.

2.3.2. Algebraic structures in monoidal categories. An algebra in a monoidal category (C,®,1) is
an object A € C, equipped with morphisms, m4: A® A — A and uy : 1 — A, subject to associa-
tivity and unitality axioms. These form a category, Alg(C), where from morphisms (A, m4,u4) to
(A", mar,us) are morphisms A — A’ in C compatible with m4,m 4 and with w4, ua.

Dually, a coalgebra in a monoidal category (C,®,1) is a triple (C,A,¢), where C' € C, and
Ac:C - C®C, ec: C — 1 are morphisms in C satisfying coassociativity and counitality axioms.
Likewise, the category Coalg(C) can be formed by defining morphisms in a dual fashion.

Take A € Alg(C). A left A-module in C is an object M € C, equipped with a morphism
>y AQM — M, subject to associativity and unitality axioms. These form A-Mod(C), a category
where morphisms (M, ) — (M, >pp) are maps M — M’ in C compatible with >y and .

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

is also a category, A-Bimod(C), of A-bimodules in C, whose objects are triples (M, >ps, <pr) with
(M,>pr) € A-Mod(C) and (M, <pr) € Mod-A(C), subject to a compatibility condition.
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2.3.3. Rigidity. A monoidal category (C,®, 1) is rigid if it comes equipped with left and right dual
objects i.e., for each X € C there exist, respectively, an object X* € C with co/evaluation maps
eVX X* ®X — 1 and coev 1 - X ® X*, and an object *X € C with co/evaluation maps
evit v X®*X -1, coevi v: 1 —*X®X, satisfying coherence conditions.

In a rigid category, duals of morphisms can be formed. For instance, for f: X — Y € C, its left
dual defined by f* := (evk ®idy+)(idy+ ® f ® idxx)(idy* ® coevk) : Y* — X*. Moreover, we get

(25) evizo (idys ® f) = evk o (f*®idx),  evifo(f@idsy) = evi o (idx ® *f).

Moreover, for (A, m,u) € Alg(C), we obtain that (A*, m*,u*) € Coalg(C). On the other hand, for
(C,A,¢e) € Coalg(C), we obtain that (C*, A* &*) e Alg(C).

2.3.4. (Multi-)tensor and (multi-)fusion categories. A multitensor category is an abelian, locally
finite, rigid, monoidal category (C,®, 1) such that ® is k-linear in each slot; it is tensor if, further,
Ende(1) @ k. A (multi)tensor category is (multi)fusion if it is both finite and semisimple.

For instance, FdVec is a fusion category, with ® := ®y and 1 := k. If C is a tensor (resp., finite
tensor, fusion) category, then is so C®°P,

A tensor functor is a k-linear, exact, faithful, monoidal functor F' between tensor (or fusion)
categories C and C’, with F'(1) = 1.

2.3.5. Deligne product of various monoidal categories. If C and C’ are two monoidal categories, then
the Deligne product of underlying categories C X C’, 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 := (C,®, 1) be a finite tensor category here.

2.4.1. Braided categories. A finite tensor category C := (C,®, 1) is braided if it is a equipped with a
natural isomorphism ¢ := {c¢xy: X®Y = Y®X}x yec (braiding), such that the following hexagon
axioms hold for each X,Y, Z € C:

(2.6) cxey,z = (cx,z ®idy)(idx ® cy,z),
(2.7) cxyez = (dy ®cx z)(cx,y ®idy).
As a consequence, we obtain that for each X € C:

(2.8) c1,x = cx = idx.

We also have a mirror braiding on C given by ¢! := {C;,}X: X®Y 5Y ®X}xye. We have a
corresponding braided finite tensor category, C := (C,c™!), and call it the mirror of (C,c).

A braided tensor functor between braided finite tensor categories C and C’ is a tensor functor
(F,F_ _,Fy): C — (" such that Fy x OCIF(X)7F(Y) = F(exy)oFxy, forall X,Y € 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 (C, ¢) and (C’, ¢’), the Deligne product of the underlying
tensor categories C X C’ is also braided.

2.4.2. Algebraic structures in braided finite tensor categories. A bialgebra in (C,®,1,c¢) is a tuple
(A,ma,us,Aa,e4), where (A,ma,uy) € Alg(C), and (A, Ag,e4) € Coalg(C), with A g,e4 € Alg(C).
Here, A® A € Alg(C), where maga = (ma ®ma)(ida ® caa ®ida) and uaga 1= ua @ ua.

A Hopf algebra in (C,®,1,c) is a tuple (A, ma,ua, Ag,e4,54), where (A, ma,us,As,e4) is a
bialgebra in C, and S4 : A — A in C satisfying m4(S4 ® idg)As = ugeqs = ma(ida ® S4)A 4.

2.4.3. Drinfeld centers. An important example of a braided finite tensor category is the Drinfeld
center Z(C) of a finite tensor category C. Its objects are pairs (V,c"), where V is an object of
C,and ¢ := {c%: X®V 5 V ® X}xec is a natural isomorphism (half-braiding), satisfying the
condition c}/(®y = (% ®idy)(idx ® ).

Morphisms (V, ") — (W, ") of Z(C) are f € Home(V, W) such that (f®idx)ck = c¥ (idx®f),
for all X € C. The monoidal product of Z(C) is (V,c") ® (W, ") := (V@ W,cV®W), where
we define c})/(@W = (idy ® ¥)(ck ®idw), for all X € C. The braiding of Z(C) is defined by
CV,eV Y, (W, ey = ol (VRW, VW) - (W eV, NeV),

2.4.4. Embeddings into Drinfeld centers in the braided case. Given a braided finite tensor category
(C,c), let C := (C,c™') be its mirror. Then, we have the following fully faithful, braided tensor
functors from C to its Drinfeld center Z(C):

(2.9) GE:C— Z(C), Ve (V,d") Gy :C— Z(C), Ve (V, (YY),

2.5. Coend Hopf algebras in braided finite tensor categories. Take the coend object of C:
co = x*@X.
By its universal construction, C¢ is attached to canonical morphisms: {i¢(X) : X*® X — C¢}xec-

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

(a) Cc¢ is a Hopf algebra in C. For X € C, the operations are given by:

me, (Lc(X) ® e (Y)) = 1c(X®Y) (CX*yy* ®idx ® idy) (idx* ®exyx ® idy),
Uce = LC(ﬂ),
Ag, we(X) = (Lc(X) ® Lc(X)) (idx* ® coevg“( ® idx),
e te(X) = evk,
Sc, te(X) = (evg( ®idcc) (idX* ®Cgcl,x) (idX* ® e (X*) ®idX) (coevgf* ® idx* ®idx).

(b) C¢ comes equipped with a Hopf pairing we : Ce ® Cc — 1, that is defined by the following
condition, for each X,Y € C:

we (te(X)@e(Y)) = (evk ®eV)L/)(idX* ® (cy* x 0 cx,y+) ®idy). ]
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Next, consider the following end objects in C:
Ec = fxee X © X™.
By universality, E¢ is attached to canonical morphisms in C: {m¢(X) : E¢c = X ® X*} xcc. Further,
(2.11) Ef = (e X®X*)* = (X" @x* = (*“x*ox = c,
(2.12) (re(X))* 1= 1e(X*).
The right-dual versions of (2.11) and (2.12) also hold, labeled as (2.11)" and (2.12)’, respectively.

2.6. Nondegenerate tensor categories. The main reference for the content here is [Shil9a]. See
also [EGNO15, §8.6] and various parts of [KLO1, Miig03]. There are several ways that a braided
finite tensor category C := (C,®,1,c) could be nondegenerate; these notions are described as
follows.

First, the fully faithful functors G§ : C — Z(C) and G; : C — Z(C) from (2.9) can be combined

to form a functor:
Ge:CRC — Z(C), VRW — VW, ®W),

where c;/;@W = (idy ® c;‘}, )(ex,v ®idw), for X € C. The functor G¢ is braided and tensor. If G¢
is an equivalence (of braided finite tensor categories), then we say that C is factorizable.

Next, the symmetric center (or Miger center) of C, denoted by Z5(C), is defined as the full
subcategory of C consisting of the objects:

Ob(ZQ(C)) = {X eC | Cy,Xx OCX)y = idx®y, VY € C}

We say that C has trivial symmetric center if Z5(C) ~ FdVec.

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

id®coev€ we ®id
fc: Co————— Ce®Ce ®CH ——— 4 C3

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:

Qc : Home(1,C¢) — Home(Ce, 1), f — we(f ®idg,).
Now we have a powerful result of K. Shimizu [Shil9a] on the properties above in the finite setting.

Theorem 2.13. [Shil9a, 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. ([l

This generalizes results in the fusion setting, e.g., appearing in [Bru00, Miig03, DGNO10].

For example, the Drinfeld center Z(C) 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
>:C x M — M, anatural isomorphism m := {mxyny: (XQY)=M > X=(Y=M)}x yec meMs
and a natural isomorphism p := {pp: 1 =M = M}yem, 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 € C and M € M:

XR®YeM:=XQY)=M=Xr> (Y =>=M), M:=1=M;
that is, mx y,m, py are identity maps. We assume the same for right C-module categories.

For example, consider the following left C-module categories. The reqular left C-module category
is given by Ciep := (C, > := ®). For A € Alg(C), we also have that Mod-A(C) is a left C-module
category. Namely, X = (M, <p) := (X @ M, idx ® ap), for X € C and (M, <ps) € Mod-A(C).
Right versions are defined likewise.

A left C-module functor between left C-module categories (M, >) and (M’ ,=') is a functor
F: M — M’ equipped with a natural isomorphism, s := {sx r : F(X=M) = X&'F(M)} xec, mem
such that the following associativity and unitality axioms hold:

(3.2) sxev,y = (idx = sym) sxyem,

(3.3) sty = F(idyy).

A left module category over a finite tensor category C is a left C-module category (M, =) that
is abelian, finite, bilinear on morphisms, such that (— = M) : C — M is exact for each M € 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 = M is nonzero in M, for any nonzero X € C, and
any nonzero M € M. Indeed, by way of contradiction, if X = M = 0, then (X* ® X) =M = 0.
Since evk : X* ® X — 1 is epic, and the functor (— = M) : C — M is exact, we get that
0=(X*"®X)>M — 1=>M = M is epic. This implies that M = 0, a contradiction.

3.1.2. Ezact module categories. A finite module category (M, =) over a finite tensor category C is
called ezact if for any projective object P € C and any object M € M, we have that the object
P = M is projective in M.

We say that an algebra A in C is ezact if the left C-module category Mod-A(C) is exact.
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3.1.3. Categories of exact module functors. Let Func|(/\/l,/\/) denote the category of right exact
C-module functors from a left C-module category M to a left C-module category AN. 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| (M, M) is a finite tensor category [EO04]. Here, (F)s) QFuneMM) (F7 §') .= (FF' P,
where

skhr = sx.ran © F(sha) : FF'(X = M) — X = FF'(M),
for X € C and M € M. We have also that 1Furc((MM) . (IdM, {idX>M}X,M)-

In particular, we obtain that:
(3.5) Fung|(Creg: Creg) = CE°P,

where (F),s) : Creg — Creg is sent to F'(1), and Z is sent to ((— ® Z), s :=id) : Creg — Creg-

3.1.4. Closed module categories and internal Homs. A left C-module category (M, =) is closed if,
for each M € M, the functor (— > M) : C — M has a right adjoint, denoted by

Hom(M,-): M — C.
That is, there exists a bijection
(3.6) ¢ :=(x N :=Homy (X =M,N) > Hom¢(X, Hom(M, N)),
natural in X € C and in N € M. The object Hom(M, N) € C is the internal Hom of M and N.
We label the following morphisms:

coevy y = C(idy): 1 — Hom(M, M) €C,
¢ idpom(m,n)) : Hom(M,N) =M — N € M,

ev,N

evuNp = evn,p (idgom(y,p) = eV, n) : Hom(N, P) @ Hom(M,N) =M — P € M,
compy yp = ¢(evar,n,p) : Hom(N, P) ® Hom(M,N) — Hom(M, P) €C.

One useful identity is that for all M € M:

(3.7) evr,m (coevy p >idpy) = ida,

by the naturality of (x v in X. Another useful identity is that for all M, N, P e M:

(3.8) evar,p (compyy v p =ida) = evn p (Idgom(v,p) = €Var,N)-

by the naturality of (x n in X. If C is rigid, we have also that, for each X € C, M, N € M:

(3.9) X ® Hom(M,N) = Hom(M, X = N).

Note that finite left module categories over finite tensor categories C are always closed. For
example, if M = Cyeg with Z € Cyeg, then Hom(Z,2) = Z @ Z*.
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3.2. Braided module categories. See [LWY23] for more details here. Take C := (C,®,1,¢) to
be a braided finite tensor category. We say that a left C-module category (M, =) is braided if it is
equipped with a natural isomorphism,

e = {exars XM > X & Mxeenem (braiding),
such that the following axioms hold, for each X,Y € C and M € M:
(3.10) exgy,m = (idx =ey ) (cy,x =idy)(idy > eX7M)(c;’1X =>iday),
(3.11) ex,yeMm = (cy.x =>idy)(idy =ex ar)(cx,y =idy).
Using (2.8), we obtain that for each M € M:
(3.12) ex.ar = iday.

Example 3.13. Suppose that (C,®,1,¢) and (C',®',1’, ') are braided finite tensor categories and
F : C — (' is a braided tensor functor. Then, C’ is a braided left C-module category with
XM :=F(X)® M, and it is braided with ex s := c’M’F(X) oc’F(X%M, for all X € C and M € C".

Taking F' to be identity functor, for instance, implies that the regular left C-module category
Creg is braided with e = 2.

A braided C-module functor between braided left C-module categories (M, >, e) and (M’ =/, ¢)
is a left C-module functor (F,s): (M, =) — (M’ , ') such that, for all X € C and M € M:

(3.14) e;(7F(M)osX7M:sX7MoF(eX7M).

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 := (C,®, 1, ¢) to be a braided
finite tensor category. An important example of a braided module category over C is the reflective
center Eo(M) of a left C-module category (M, ). Its objects are pairs (M, e™), where M € M
and eM .= {e% : X =M = X = M} xec is a natural isomorphism, called a reflection, satisfying

(3.15) eé\(/f@/ = (idx =e¥)(cyx =idp)(idy >e§</[)(c;’1x =>iday).

Morphisms (M, eM) — (N,eN) of E¢(M) are given by f € Hom (M, N) such that, for all X € C:
(3.16) (idx = f) eX = e¥ (idx = f).

The left C-action on E¢(M) is Y (M, eM) := (Y =M, e¥=M) for Y € C, (M,eM) € E¢(M), where

(3.17) XM 1= (ey,x =idu)(idy =e¥)(exy =idu),
for each X € C. The braiding of &:(M) is e}g,‘f((J/\\ZLM) =eM (Y= M,e""M) 5 (Y = M, e¥=M),

for each Y € C and (M,eM) € Ec(M).

Remark 3.18. The reflective center £¢(¢(Creg)) of the regular left C-module category is isomorphic
to Z(C), as categories. This is given by sending (V,e") to (V,c"), where c% := c(,lx oel for X e 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:
Enm = §y7ep Hom(M, M).
By their universal constructions, E 4 is attached to canonical morphisms in C:
{mm (M) : Epq — Hom(M, M)} prem-

Using (2.11), we then have for the regular left C-module category that:
(4.1) B, = B0 = (§zeeHom(Z,2))" = (§,,2®2%)" = cc.

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

Lemma 4.2. The end object Epq exists, and is an algebra in C. For M € M, the algebra operations
of Ep are given by:
Tm(M) omey, = compyy sy (Tam (M) @ (M),

Tm(M)oug,, = coevy . O
4.2. Eilenberg-Moore (EM-)categories. Let (M, =) be a left C-module category, and take an

algebra (A,ma,u4) in C. Then, (Ax>—) : M — M forms a monad on M with multiplication and
unit natural transformations given by:

pAT (A —)o(A>—) = (A=), {,uj‘?ff =mar>idy : AQA>M — A M} yem,
A= Idy = (A —), {nf\‘f* i=ug>idy M — A M penm.

Let A-Mod(M) denote the corresponding Eilenberg-Moore (EM) category. Namely, objects are
pairs (M, &), where M € M, and &y = 51‘(‘/[ : A>M — M is a morphism in M, such that

(4.3) Evopqy = &uo(idasEn), Evwompyy = ida
A morphism from (M, &) to (N, En) of A-Mod(M) is a morphism f : M — N in M, such that
(4.4) féu = En(ida=f).

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|(Mod-A(C), M) = A-Mod(M),
F s (F(A), €80 A= F(A) = F(A® 4) —74) 4). -
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Now, we consider actions = relative to A. For (X, <1%) € Mod-A(C) and (M, £4)) € A-Mod(M),
consider the following coequalizer in M:

A .
<y sid

(4.6) X>AM:—coeq<X®A>M X>M>.

id ® &4,
The proof of the following result is standard.

Lemma 4.7. For an algebra A in C, and (M,£4)) € A-Mod(M), we have that As=a M =~ M. O

Let x : A>M — A4 M denote the canonical projection map of the coequalizer above, and
call the isomorphism « : A4 M — M. As a consequence of the lemma above, we have that
aox = fﬁ, and the standard result below.

Lemma 4.8. For an algebra A in C, and (M,&4;) € A-Mod(M), we have that

(4.9) g o(idg>a) =ao(masaidy): A (Asy M) — M. 0

By precomposing (4.9) with ida>a~! : A=M — A=(A=4 M), we get the following consequence.
For an algebra A in C, and (M, £4,) € A-Mod(M), we have that

(4.10) & =ao(masaidy)o(ida=at): AsM — M.
Here is a useful lemma, which will be employed later; see, e.g., [Shil9a, §3.3].

Lemma 4.11. Take an algebra morphism ¢ : A — A’ in C, and let M be a left C-module category.
Consider the functor:

R€S¢ : A/-MOd(M) - A-MOd(M), (M/, ng) — (M,, §M’<¢ DIdM/))
Then, ¢ is an isomorphism of algebras in C if and only if Resy is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. (=) As ¢ is an algebra map, so is its inverse ¢~!. Now a direct check shows that the
corresponding restriction functor Resg-1 is the inverse of Resy.
(=) Let A} denote A’ considered as an A’-A-bimodule using the map ¢. Using (4.6), the functor

s >A— : A-Mod(M) — A’-Mod(M)

is defined. One can check that A;) >4 — is the left adjoint of Res,. Let 7 denote the unit of this
adjunction. For any M € M, the component of n at A > M € A-Mod(M), namely,

Lem. 4.7
Nasy @ A M 4=, Resy(Ay =4 (A= M)) TR Resy (A’ = M) = Resy(A') = M

is equal to ¢ =>idp;. As Resy is an equivalence, naens is an isomorphism. Thus, ¢ = M, which

is equal to Ma=ps, is an isomorphism. On the other hand, (— = M) 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 ¢ 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 p: C — Fun(./\/l M) and its right adjoint p™ given by

p(X) = (X&), p™(F) = §yyep Hom(M, F(A)
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 p — p™ is monadic.

(b) The EM-category on the monad p*®p on C is equivalent to Mod-Ex((C), and the following
comparison functor is an equivalence:

k: Fun(M, M) = Mod-Em(C),  F > {5 pHom  (Q, F(Q)),
(¢) The quasi-inverse of k is
A : Mod-E(C) — Fun(M, M), (X, <) > (X =g, —).
Here, the action Epxq on M € M is given by

E Tpm(M) = eV, M
& Epm > M—>H0m(M M)eM —— M.
Proof. (a) As M is exact and indecomposable, p™ is exact and faithful by [Shi20, Theorem 3.4].
As the underlying categories C and Fun(M, M) are abelian and p™ is additive, faithful and exact,
Beck’s monadicity theorem [ML98, §VI.7] implies that the adjunction p — p"™ 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 p whose codomain may
not be rigid while the result in [BN11] is for rigid categories. To proceed, note that since p is
strong monoidal, p' is a lax monoidal functor. Thus, p' - p is a so called monoidal adjunction.
Consequently, (p™)°P — p°P is a comonoidal adjunction [BLV11, §2.5]. Furthermore, the category
C is rigid and for any X € C, the object p(X) € Fun(M, M) is rigid with duals given by p(X*) and
p(*X). Thus, the conditions of [BV07, Theorem 3.14] are satisfied. Consequently, the bimonad
(p")°P o p°P is a Hopf monad on C, or equivalently, the adjunction (p**)°P o p°P is Hopf monoidal.

(b) With the above, we have that p™(id ) = Eq is a commutative algebra in Z(C) (with some
half-braiding o) by [BLV11, Theorem 6.6]. Using o, the category Mod-Ep(C) can be endowed
with a tensor product. Also, [BLV11, Theorem 6.6] implies that Fun(M, M) and Mod-E(C) are
monoidally equivalent via the comparison functor « that is given by

K(F) = (p"™(F), piiay, : 0™ (F) @Ep — o (F))
where p'? is the monoidal structure of p™. Lastly, p"p is monoidally isomorphic to the free module
functor C — Mod-E((C), where X is sent to X ® Eq. Thus, the EM-category on p™p is equivalent
to Mod-E((C), as desired.

(¢) By the proof of [ML98, §VI.7, Theorem 1], the value of the quasi-inverse A of k at (X, <x)
in Mod-E 4 is given by the coequalizer of the following maps:

eo(x)s PSR ppp(X) = p(X @ Epq) — p(X).
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Here, ¢ is counit of the adjunction p - p™. Using the description of € provided in [Shi20, §3.3], we
get that ,x) (M) is given by

(M) = id
ep(x) (M) : pp"p(X)(M) = (§yep Hom(N, X =N)) =M Hom(M, X =M) =M
\LeVX>I\J,I\J
XM = p(X)(M).
Using the isomorphism
(3.9

)
X®Ey = X® (yep Hom(N,N) = {, X ®Hom(N,N) = {,_, Hom(N,X =N),
and naturality, the map e,x)(M) : pp™p(X)(M) — p(X)(M) can be identified with:

id &> (M) > id id > evar, mr

fi: X EMm=M) X = (Hom(M, M) = M) X =M.

On the other hand, the map p(<13) can be identified with:
- oM = id
for X Emye M) ———— (X QEm) =M Y XM
Now comparing with (4.6), it follows that A(X)(M) = coeq(f1, f2) equals X =g, M. O
4.4. Connection between Deligne products and EM-categories. Recall the end objects E 4
from §4.1. Our goal here is to express the EM-category Ep-Mod(M) as a Deligne product of
categories attached to M. To proceed, note that Fun(M, M) is a left C-module category via

(Xe=T)(M):=X=T(M)
for X e C,M € M and T € Fun(M, M). We will need the following preliminary result.

Lemma 4.13. We have the following equivalence of categories
® : M X Fung (M, M) = Fung|(Fun(M, M), M), MXF — [T — F(T(M))],
Its quasi-inverse is given by
@ : Fung|(Fun(M, M), M) — M B Fung (M, M), G §,, 0 ME Fgu(?),
for Fg p(N) := G(Homp(—, M)* @ N) € M, where N € M.
Proof. To start, note that ®(M K F) is a left C-module functor as, for 7' € Fun(M, M), we get:
(4.14) X [®PMRF)T)] =X=FT(M)) ==F[Xc=T(M)]
= F[(X=T)(M)] =[®(MRF)](X=T).

Thus, ® is well defined.
To show that @ is well-defined, take G' € Func|(Fun(M, M), M) and M € M. Then, the functor
Fom(?) : M — M is a left C-module functor because

Fom(X=N) = G(Hompm(— M)* @ (X =N)) L GX & (Homp(—, M)* @ N))

2X1>G(HOH1M(—,M)*®]](N) =XI>FG’M(N).

The isomorphism (f) holds because the C-action and FdVec-action on M commute. The last
isomorphism holds because G is a left C-module functor. Thus, ® is well defined.
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Next we show that ® is the quasi-inverse of ®:

(® 0 ®)(M K F(?))

~

([T > F(T(M))]) = §peng PR F (Hompg (P, M)*®y ?)

2.3
L Spept P B Homp (P, M)* @k F(?) @ MR F(?).

—
~

Here, the isomorphism (f) holds because F' is k-linear. On the other hand,
(@0 ®)(G) = (§,70 M R G(Homp(—, M)*@ 7))

(T > g CHom g (— MY* @, T 2 [T > G(1(2))] = 6.

Hence, the proof is finished. O

12

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:

Hpg: MR Fung (M, M) — Ey-Mod(M), MR (F,5) — (F(M), &3).
Here, 5?(”’]\/[) is defined as follows: y
30
Ey = F(M) - — — — — S 5 F(M)

St | TPtevanan
Fru(M) = id)
F(Ey=>M) F(Hom(M, M) =M).

For [f: M — M'|®[¢: (F,s) = (F',s')] € MK Fune| (M, M), we define:

F'(f) o ¢m

Hu(fR o) : (F(M), &) (F'(M"), E5army)-

Proof. We will show that H s, is the composition of equivalences below, thus is an equivalence itself.
M Fung (M, M)~ Fune| (Fun(M, M), M) Ly Fung| (Mod-Ex(C), M) —s £ p-Mod(M).
The equivalence (i) is the map ® from Lemma 4.13, (ii) is given by pre-composition with the equiv-
alence A : Mod-E(C) = Fun(M, M) from Proposition 4.12(c), and (iii) is defined by evaluation
at Ey according to Lemma 4.5. Combining these yields:
MRF [T F@M)] D [X o F(X =5, M)] 2 FEy =g, M)
To finish the proof, we also need to show that the E-action on F'(M) obtained using the maps
above is same as £;A(”’M). 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 [X — F(X =g, M)] is given using (i). Explicitly, it is:

Y= F(X o5, M) 2o F(Y = (X og, M) = F((Y ® X) =5, M).
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Now, by Lemma 4.5, the Es-action on F'(M) via (i), (ii), (iii), is given by:

Lem 4.7 51
<§;~;M):EM>F(M) > Ey>FEy>g, M) > FEM>Eym gy M) = F(EM ®Eym) &5,y M)

F(mEM > By idar) Lem 4.7
- >~

FEy e, M) "2 F(M).

Finally, considering the isomorphism « : Epq g, M — M from §4.2, and the left E -module M
with action B3 := evasar o (T (M) >idar) : Epg = M — M, we get:

t71 . . 1\ — (4.10) _
?‘/E/IM) "2 F(a (mg,, =5y, idy) (idg,, > o 1))3E;7M =7 F( EA)SE;’M = 5?&4).
This completes the proof. O

4.5. Connections between reflective centers and EM-categories. Recall the reflective cen-
ters ¢ (M) from §3.3, the coend objects C¢ 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
He : £c(M) — Ce-Mod(M), (M, €M) — (M, &5,

where ézc\j is defined by the universal property of Cc, for X € C:

L id ‘e
e ——
M@*’ evi > id
. X*QX =M

Here, He(f) := f, for all f: (M,e™) — (M',eM') € Eo(M).
(b) The functor He above is an equivalence of categories, with quasi-inverse:
He : Ce-Mod(M) —> Ec(M), (M, €5) — (M, ™).
Here, €M is defined as follows, for X € C:

coevE ®id o id id @ 1e(X) & id id® ¢%
e%:X>MX4>X®X*®X>M%X®CC>M4M>X>M.

Moreover, ﬁc(g) =g, for all g : (M, {gf[) — (M, jf[,) € Cc-Mod(M).

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:=(C,®,1,c) is a braided finite tensor category;

(b) M := (M, >, e) is a nonzero, exact, indecomposable, braided finite left C-module category.

Example 5.2. Given a braided finite tensor category (C,c), the regular left C-module category
Creg satisfies Hypothesis 5.1(b). Namely, Cep is indecomposable and exact by various results in
[EGNO15] (see [Wal24, Examples 4.29, 4.74(a), 4.90(a)]), and Cyeg is braided with e = ¢? by
Example 3.13.

5.1. Factorizable module categories. Consider the preliminary result below.
Proposition 5.3. We have a functor:

G s M B Fung (M, M) — Ec(M), MR (F,s)— (F(M), e74D),
where the component e¥M) at X € C is defined as:

1
F(M) SX.M F(ex,m) SX,M

(5.4) exy X FM)——FXe>M)—— FX>M) —— X =F(M).
For morphisms f: M — M"e M and ¢ : (F,s) = (I',s") € Fung|(M, M), we define

Gm(fR) == F'(f)o b : F(M) — F'(M').

F(M)

Proof. The functor G pq is defined on objects because e satisfies the reflection axiom (3.15),

due to the braid axiom (3.10) and the naturality of the module constraint s. Moreover, the functor
G is defined on morphisms because F'(f) o ¢y satisfies (3.16), due to the naturality of ¢, the
naturality of e, and the naturality of module constraints. O

Definition 5.5. We call M factorizable if the functor G4 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 G 4.

Proposition 5.6. We have the following statements.
(a) The category M X Func| (M, M) is a braided left C-module category via:
X (MKX(F,s)) =(X>M)KX(F,s)
ex,MR(Fs) = exm X idpg.
for X, Y eC, M e M, and (F,s) € Func|(M, M).

(b) The functor G := G is a braided left C-module functor. Here, s%MwF’S) is defined by
GYe>(MR(F,s))-------- Y =G(MK(F,s)))
Il Il
(F(Y = M), eF07=M))

forY eC, M e M, and (F,s) € Fung|(M, M).
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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 (M), that is (3.16) holds, since:

(idX > SY,M) ei(YDJM)

5.4) . _
6 (idx = sym) sx.yem Flexyem) Sx}be

3.11) . . . . _
(311 (idx = sy,m) sx,yem Fley,x =idy) F(idy =ex m) Fex,y =idar) SX}Y>M

3.2), snat’l . . — . .
(3:2), gnat (ev.x =idp(y) syexr Flidy =ex) sygxar (exy =idpoy) (idx = sy,u)

3.2 . . . _ . _
32 (ey,x =idpn) (idy =sx0) sy,xem F(idy >ex ar) SY}XDM (idy >5X}M)

© (CX,Y l>1dF(M)) (ldX I>SY7M)

Srﬁtq (Cy)X ‘>1dF(M)) (1dy >Sx M F(eX,M) S;(lM) (CX;Y [>1dF(M)) (ldX ‘>SY’M)

5.4 . . . .
= (cy,x =idpay) (idy > ek ™) (exy >idpary) (Idx = sy,m)

(3i7) e§l>F(M) (1dX => SY,M)-

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

ei(Mg(F’s)) 05§ MR(Fs) = XM o sx i 2 sx.m © Flex )
= S.?{,]WIX(F,S) © G(eXxM X id(F,S)) = S?(,M&(F,s) © G(€X7M®(F,S))
This completes the proof. O

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 Cyeg, which is braided via e := c?

[Example 5.2]. We will show that the functor below is the functor G¢ from §2.6. By its definition,
the functor below will be an equivalence of categories precisely when Gc,,, from Proposition 5.3 is
an equivalence of categories.

(3.5)

Glreg [Rem. 3.18]
CRCOP — Creg B Fung|(Creg, Creg) ——— Ec(Creg)

~

2(C)

VEIWh———— VR (- QW) ——— (VRW, VW) —— (VR W, c;éwﬁxoeyfgw).

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

VW -1 VW -1 : .
CX® = Cygw.x © eX® = Cygw.x (cv.x ®idw) (ex,v ®idw)

O iy @ eity) (67 ®idw) (evx ®idw) (exy @idw)
= (idv ®cp'y) (ex,v ®idw).

Thus, (Creg, € := ¢?) is factorizable as a braided left C-module category if and only if (C,c) 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 E¢ and E 4, define the following morphism in C,
w1 — E¢®En,

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

w e (X Tm (M
1o — - - M - Ec ®Epm o(X) ® (M) X ®X*® Hom(M, M)
coevk ®coch,Ml ~T(3.9)
X®X*® Hom(M,M) ———— 3 X ® Hom(M,X*>M) —— X ® Hom(M, X* = M)
(3.9) id @ Hom(id,ex+ ar)

We refer to wpq as the universal copairing of C and M.
With the morphism wy above, we define nondegenerate module categories as follows.

Definition 5.9. We say that M is nondegenerate if
id ® W evéc ® ld

QM:E?} E?}@E(j@EM — Eppm

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 C,eg, which is braided via e := .
In this case, Hom(Y,Y) @ Y ® Y*, and coevy y = coevy, for Y € Cyes. Now by incorporating (3.9),
the nondegeneracy of Ccs depends on a morphism, We,e + 1 — Ec ®Eg,,,, defined by:

(5.11) (me(X) @ me,, (Y)) owe,, = (idx @ (cy,x# 0 cxxy) ®idy+) o (coevy @ coevy).

We claim that (we,,.,)* is the morphism we from §§2.5, 2.6. Note that (coevh)* = evLl,, and

(evh)* = coevl,, and (czw)* = cwx 2+, for W, Z € C. Now, with (2.12), dualizing (5.11) yields:

(wCng)* o (Lc (Y*) ® Lc(X*)) = (eV)L/* ®ev§(*) o (idy** ® (CX**,Y* o Cy*’X**) @idx*).

By the uniqueness of we, defined in Lemma 2.10(b), we get that (we,, ) = wc as claimed.

Next, Creg is nondegenerate as a braided left C-module category if and only if ¢, from Defini-
tion 5.9 is an isomorphism. Recall the morphism 6¢ from §2.6 attached to the nondegeneracy of C.
Now with (2.11), we obtain that:

(0c,y)* = ((we,)* ® idEg*) (idEEkreg ® (evg,)*) = (we® idcék) (ide, ® coev,) =: f.

This implies that (Creg, € := c?) is nondegenerate as a braided left C-module category precisely
when (C, ¢) 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 — M, objects Z1,7Z5 € C and M € M, and morphisms
h:Z1 > 2172y imnC and £ : Zo==M — M in M. Then, we have the equality of morphisms:

(idz, ® F(0)) (idz, ®s§217M) (he=idpan) = sz,,m F((idz, ® 0)(h=idy)) SEE,Ma
which go from Z4 @ F(M) to Z1 ® F(M). O

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

Proof of Theorem 5.12. Recall the category equivalences, Hy; and Hg, from Propositions 4.16
and 4.17 respectively, the quasi-inverse He of He given in Proposition 4.17(b), and also the functor
Resg,, from Lemma 4.11. We will show that the following functorial diagram commutes.

M B Fung (M, M) Gt Ee(M)

HMl~ ~Tﬁc

Resg,, (2.11)
E-Mod(M) E5-Mod(M) =" Ce-Mod(M)

Consider the following computation:
(ﬁc o Resg,, o HM) (M X (F, S)) = (ﬁc o ResaM) (F(M), fz\(/lM)) = ﬁc (F(M)7 giﬂ/\(/iM) (Om >idF(M)))

= (P, 0D = {(idx ® ) (O >idran)) (idx @ te(X) & idpn) (coevk ®idx &idpan) | ).

To show that ];AIC oResy,, 0 Hq is equal to G oy, it suffices to show that the morphism ef((M)
. F(M)
equal to the morphism ey

above is

in (5.4). This is done below; here “level ex.” denotes level exchange:

(idx ® Ea (O =idpan)) (idx ® ee(X) >idp(ar ) (coevk @idx >idp(ar))

P (1dx @ €5y (evE, ®ide,, ) (idgr @ wn) = idran) (idx @ te(X) = idman) (coevk ®idx =idr)

Prop. 4.16, s nat’l ;. — . . . .
P 22 t (1dX ® F(evarar) s@(M)M%M (mpm (M) >1dF(M))) (1dX ® ((eVELC ®idg,,) >1dF(M)))

o (idX ® ((idEg ® wp) >idF(M))) (idX ®e(X) >idF(M)) (coevgf ®idx >idF(M))

level ex. (1dX ® F(evM_,M) S@(M,M),]W (mpm (M) ‘>1dF(M))) (ldX @evé‘c ® idg,, ‘>1dF(M)))
o (ldX ® Lc(X) ®idEC®EM ‘>1dF(M)) (idX®X*®X ®wM ‘>1dF(M))) (coevf;} ®1dx ‘>1dF(M))

(2.5),(2.11),(2.12)" . _ .
= (ldX @F(eru)jw) SHcl)m(M,M),M (WM(M) '>1dF(M)))

o (idx ®evk (idyx @evh ®idx) ®idg,, =idpr))

] (1dX®X*®X ®*LC(X)®1dEM ‘>1dF(M))(1dX®X*®X ®WM l>1dF(M))) (COQV% ®1dX l>1dF(M))
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= (ldX @F(GVM)M)) (idX@S@(M,M),M) (thdF(M))u
for the morphism h defined as:

hi= (idX @ mam(M) (evk (idys ® ev @idy) ®ids,,) (idyrgx ® *1c(X) ®ide,,) (idxrey Ow M))

o (coev§< ®idx).
Now using Lemma 5.13, with Z; = X, and Z3 = Hom (M, M), and ¢ = evps,p, we get that

Lcm.:5.13 SX,M F((ldx ®6VM7M)(h l>ldM)) S;()lM

Next, consider the following computation:

(idX ®€VM)M)(h l>1dM)

fevelex., De=f'5'97 (2.12) (ldX ® evg( => 1dM) (idX®X*®X ® eVM)M) (idX®X* ® HOIII(idM, eX,M) > ldM)

o (1dX®X* ® €V§ ® idX@Ho_m(M,M) => ldM) (idX®X*®X ® coevﬁX ® coevy p > ldM)
o (coevgf ®idx >idM)

ev mat’l, g)'ﬁ)) (39) (ldX ® ev§( l>1dM) (idX®X* ® eVM7X>M) (idX®X* ® HOHl(id]w7 eX,M) > ldM)

o (idX®X* ® €V§ ® idX@M(M,M) => ldM) (idX®X*®X ® COGV&X ® coevy p > ldM)
o (coev% ®idx >idM)

ev nat’l, (3.9) (idX ® evgf [ idM) (idx®x* & €X,M) (idX®X*®X ® eVM;M)

o] (idX®X* ® 6V§ ® idX@Ho_m(M,M) = ldM) (idX®X*®X ® C06V§ ® coevy p = ldM)
o (coevg( ®idx >idM)

riggity (ldX ® ev% => 1dM) (idX®X* ® eX,M) (idX®X*®X ® evM7M) (idX®X*®X ® coevy p = ldM)

o (coevgf ®idx >idM)

(3:7) (ldX ® ev§< => ldM) (idX®X* ® eX,M) (COGV% ® idX => ldM)

rigidity, level ex.
= eX,M-

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

(idX ®§§“A(4M)(0M ‘>1dF(M))) (ldX ®Lc(X) >idF(M))(coev§( ®1dx ‘>1dF(M)) = SX,M F(eX,M) S;()lM,

which shows that ﬁc oResp,, 0 Hyg = Gpq on objects. This also extends to equality on morphisms.

So, Gz is an equivalence of categories if and only if Resy,, is an equivalence of categories, which,
in turn, occurs if and only if 0, 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. O
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5.4. On weak factorizability. Recall Hypothesis 5.1 and the copairing wys : 1T — E¢ ® Epq 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:
Qpq : Home (Ee, 1) — Home (1,Epy), [ = (f®idg,,) cwm.

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,
(Weyey)™ = we as shown in Example 5.10, and Ej = C¢ by (2.11). Now, it is straightforward to show,
for the map Q¢ from §2.6, that the diagram below commutes.

Hom¢ (Ee, 1) & Home (1, Eg,,,)
x| |
Home(1,Ce) L) Home (Ce, 1)
So, Q¢,., is bijective precisely when the map Q¢ 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 6, : Ej — Ex from Definition 5.9. It
is straightforward to verify that the inverse of {2, is given by:

Oy : Home(1,Epq) — Home(Ee, 1), g evg, (6 0 g) ®idg,)
in this case. Thus, M is weakly factorizable. ([l

Note that weak factorizability is tied to the invertibility of S-matrices of braided fusion categories;
see [Shil9a, §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 Z2(M), is defined to be the full sub-
category of C consisting of the objects:

Ob(ZQ(M)) = {X eC ‘ EXM = idX|>M, VM e M}
We say that M has trivial symmetric center if Z5(M) ~ FdVec.

For instance, the regular braided left C-module category (Creg, e = ¢?) [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 Z9(M) is a finite tensor subcategory of C.
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Proof. By [Shil9a, Lemma 4.4], it suffices to show that Z3(M) is closed under monoidal product
and duals. Take objects X,Y € Z5(M). Then, for M € M, we have:

3.10) . . . _ .
EX®Y,M (3.10) (idx = ey, nm)(cy,x =idps) (idy >eX7M)(cy_’1X >iday)

= (evx >idM)(C;/,lx >idy) = idxgy)=m-
Thus, X ® Y € Z5(M). We also compute:

rigidity . . . .
ex* M = eX*7M(ev§<®1dX* >1dM)(1dX* ®coev§( >1dM)

= eX*_,M(evg( ® id x l>idM) (idx* ® (CX*,X o C;(EF,X) l>idM) (idX* @COGV% l>idM)

NeBMpIv O (L @ id s = idar) (idyr ®idy ® exra) (idxs ® cxs x =idar)

o (idx* ®idx* ®ex ) (idxs ® ¢y y =idar) (idxs ® coev =iday)

(3.10) (ev§< ® id l>idM) (idx* ® eX@X*,M) (idx* ®C06V§( l>idM)

enat’], (3.12) (evgf ®id x >idM) (idX* ®coev§( >idM)

rigidity .
= ldx* =M -

Thus, X* € Z5(M). With a similar argument, we also have closure under right duals. O

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 [Shil9a, §5.3].

Lemma 5.20. Denote D := Z9(M), and consider the canonical morphism ¢ : Ec — Ep from the
universal property of ends (namely, mp(X) o ¢ = mwe(X) for each X € D). Then:

(a) ¢ is an epimorphism,
(b) ¢ is unital, that is, ¢ o ug, = ug,, and
(¢) (¢®idgy ) wm = (¢ ®idey,) (ue ®ug,,)-
Proof. We employ Lemma 5.19, treating D as a finite tensor category.
(a) This holds by [Shil7a, Lemma 4.9].

(b) By taking duals, it suffices to show that ug, o ¢* = ug . This holds as, for any X € D:
ug, 0% 1p(X*) = ec ¢* 1p(X¥) = e, te(X*) = eviu = ecp tp(X¥) = g, 1p(X7),

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

(¢) This holds, since for X € D and M € M, the following diagram commutes.
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WM P®id
Ec ® Epm Ep ® Eum

1
“EC®UEML
Ec @ Em
e (X) @ mm(M)

X ® X*® Hom(M, M) = X ® Hom(M, X* = M)
$®id |id®@Hom(M.exx 1)

X ® Hom(M, X* = M)

p(X) @ mar(M) T

Ep ® Epm X ® X* ® Hom(M, M)

L
coevy @ coevy amr

me(X) @mm (M)

7p(X) @ mpm (M)

7p(X) @ mm (M)

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 ¢. The top middle region is
Definition 5.8, and the bottom middle region commutes since X* € D [Lemma 5.19]. O

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 := Z5(M). By Lemma 5.19 and [Shil9a,
Lemma 5.7], it suffices to show that dimy Homp(1,Cp) = 1. Since Homp(1,Cp) =~ Homp(Ep, 1)
by (2.11), and D is a full subcategory of C, the result holds when:

(5.22) dimy Home (Ep, 1) = 1.
Now retain the notation of Lemma 5.20, and consider the map below:

H0m0(¢7ﬂ) Qpm
B : Hom¢(Ep,1) ————— Homg (E¢, 1) ———————— Homge (1, E ),

f fo (f¢ ®idg,,) wm-

We will show that § is injective and dimy im(3) = 1. This will establish (5.22).
Lemma 5.20(a) implies that ¢ is epic, so Homg(¢, 1) is injective. Moreover, Q4 is bijective by

assumption. Thus, § is injective. Next, Lemma 5.20(c) implies that for f € Hom¢(Ep, 1),
B(f) = (fe®ide,)wm = (fo®idg,,)(ug, @ugy,) = c(f)ugy,
where ¢(f) € k is the scalar corresponding to the following endomorphism of 1:
e(f): ]l—zﬂj—»EcgEDi»l.

So, dimy im(3) < 1. Note that Ep is a Hopf algebra with counit eg, € Homp(Ep, 1) = Hom¢ (Ep, 1);
see Lemma 2.10 and (2.11). Thus, by Lemma 5.20(b), we get that

C(eED) = €g, OPOUE, = Eg, OUE, = idy.
Thus, B(Ep) # 0. Consequently, dimy im (/) = 1, which completes the proof. 0

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 [Shil9a] proceeds as follows: nondegener-
acy = weak-factorizability (cf. Lemma 5.16); weak-factorizability = trivial symmetric center (cf.
Theorem 5.21); trivial symmetric center < factorizability; and factorizability < 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 {z;}, and its dual basis
by {z'}, where (z',z;) = 0; ; (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 algebra H := (H, m,u, A, ¢, S) over k.
We will use the Sweedler notation for comultiplication, namely A(h) =: h(;) ®k h(z). Moreover,
denote ® := ®x. 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' € H* and h,h' € H:

IRy =L hay {f h@), R = fay, ) {fa) B,
s, by =cep(h),  en=(f)=<{f1m),  Sux(f),hy = <{f,Su(h)).
Moreover, for a basis {h;} of H, for all f € H* and h e H, we get that
(6.3) {fohiyh' = f, (W', Ry h; = h.

Note the following two straightforward identities for X € C with basis {z;}, for H with basis
{h;}, and for all h, ', h" € H:

(6.4) (h-z) @', =) = z; @' h- (=),
(6.5) B hi b @<h', =) = hy @ (B R (=)R").

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

(6.2)

Lemma 6.6. Take he H. Then, for X, Y € C, we have the statements below.
(a) X®Y eCviah - (x®y) = (hq) 2)® (he)-y), forre X, yeY.
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(b) The unit object of C is k. = k as a vector space with H-action given by h-1 = e(h).

(¢) The dual objects of X € C are X* = *X = Homy (X, k) as vector spaces with H-action given
by (h-a*, =) = (x*, S(h) - =) and (h - *x, =) = o, STUR) - =) for ¥ € X* and *r e *X.

(d) The evaluation and coevaluation morphisms are given by: ev: X*@X — k, 2*®x — {(z*,x)

and coev: k - X @ X*, 1 — z; @ z'. O

6.1.2. Comodule algebras. See [AMO7] for more details here. A left H-comodule algebra is an
algebra B over k equipped with an algebra map

0:B—>H®B, b—b_1®b
making B a left H-comodule. Here, the category
M := B-FdMod
is a left C-module category via
>: H-FdMod x B-FdMod — B-FdMod, ((X,"),(M,*)) — (X ® M, %),
where b ¥ (x @m) := (b_1] - 7) ® (byg) * m) for be B,z € X, me 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.
e B is erxact if B-FdMod is an exact left (H-FdMod)-module category.
e An H-costable ideal of (B,0) is an ideal I of B such that §(1) € H® I.
e B is H-simple if it has no non-trivial H-costable ideal.
e B is H-indecomposable if there are no non-trivial H-costable ideals I and J where B = [DJ.
Observe that H-simplicity implies H-indecomposability.
Next, we recall some features of M = B-FdMod that will be needed later.

Lemma 6.7. [AMO07, 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 (H-FdMod)-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 ezact.
(¢) If B is an H-indecomposable H-comodule algebra, then B-FdMod is indecomposable. O

Lemma 6.8. [Shi23, §4.4] Take modules M, N € B-FdMod =: M, with m € M, n€ N. Then, the
statements below hold for the module X € H-FdMod =: C.

(a) We have that Hom(M, N) = Homp(H = M, N) as a vector space.

(b) The Hopf algebra H acts on Hom(M, N) as (h-&)(W ®m) = £(Wh®m), for £ € Hom(M, N).
(c) The map coevx p : X — Hom(M, X = M) is given by x — [h@m — (h-z) @ m].

(d) The map evyr,n : Hom(M,N)® M — N is given by E@m — £(1g @ m).
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(e) The isomorphism X ® Hom (M, N) — Hom(M, X = N) is given by
Next, we recall the description of the end object Exq = SME v Hom (M, M ) of the category C.

Proposition 6.9. [BM2la, §4.2] The following statements hold for the left module category
M = B-FdMod over C = H-FdMod.

(a) The end object Epq is a subspace of Homy(H, B) equal to:
E(H,B)={¢:H — B | g(b[,l]h)b[o] =b¢(h), Vbe B, he H}.
(b) The Hopf algebra H acts on Epnq via (h-&)(h") = £(W'R) for all hyW € H.
(¢) The maps (M) : Epg — Hom(M, M) are given by & — [h @ m — &(h) - m]. O
In the special case when B = H and § = A, we obtain the following consequence.
Corollary 6.10. We have the statements below for M = H-FdMod = C.
(a) The end object E¢c = E(H, H) is isomorphic H via the map & — £(1g).
(b) The Hopf algebra H acts on E¢c = H acts on via h-h" = hq)h'S(h)), for h,h' € H.
(c) The maps m¢(X) : Ec — X @ X* are given by me(X)(h) = (h-2;) ® °, for he 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 ¢ : E(H,H) — H, £ — &(1p) is the map ¢ : H — E(H, H) given by
€ — [h — hq)ylS(h))], for £,h € H. Indeed, ¢(¢) € E(H, H) since for all h,h’,£ € H we get that:
[¢(€)(h/(1)h)]h/(2) = [(hl(l)h)(1)65((h/(1)h)(2))]h/(2)
= h/(l)h(l)és(h(Q))S(h/(Z))h/@) = h/(1)h(1)és(h(2))5(h/(2)) = W[p(O)(n)].
Also, for all £ € H, we get that ¢¢o(¢) = ¢(h — h(l)ﬁS(h(g))) = 1(1)€S(1(2)) = £. So, ¢¢p =idy. On
the other hand, for all f € F(H,H) and h € H, we get that:

[vo(§)](h) = h(1)€(1H)S(h(2))&E(:H’H)§(h(1)1H)h(2)S(h(3)) = &(hayla)e(ha) = &(h).
So, v¢ = idpm,m)- U

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=R®R eH®H (R-matriz)
satisfying the following properties:
(1) (A®idp)(R) = RizRe3, (i) (idp ® A)(R) = RizRi2,  (iil) RA(R) = AP(h)R,
for all h € H. Here, R.q := R; (c-th slot)® R’ (d-th slot)®1 (other slots), e.g., R13 = RiQ@1yQR'.
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For an arbitrary invertible element R := RiQR' e HRQH , we have that the natural isomorphism
cxy XY -YRX, zQy— (Ri'y)®(Ri-$)
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 (H, R) is factorizable if

Omp : H* > H, f+— (fQidy)(R'R;QR;R’) = f(R'R;)R;R/

is a vector space isomorphism. Here, 0y gy is called the Drinfeld map of (H, R).

Note that the braided finite tensor category C = H-FdMod is nondegenerate if and only if (H, R)
is factorizable [Shil9b, §2.5]; see also [KLO01, §7.4.6].

6.2.3. Quasitriangular comodule algebras. See [Kol20,LWY23] for more details on the material here.
Assume that (H, R) is a quasitriangular Hopf algebra. Let B be a left H-comodule algebra with
coaction 6. We say that B is quasitriangular if it is equipped with an invertible element,

K=K,®K eH®B (K -matriz),
satisfying the following properties:
(i) (A®idp)K = Ko3Ro1K13Ry', (i) (idg ® 0)K = Ro1K13Rya,  (iil) K&(b) = 0(b)K,
for all b e B. Here, K.q := K; (c-th slot) ® K' (d-th slot) ® 1g (other slots).
For an arbitrary invertible element K := K;® K’ € H® B, we have that the natural isomorphism
(6.11) exm: XM > XM, z@m— (K; z)® (K'*m)
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 (H, R), that is, Ry; = R~!. Then, any left
H-comodule algebra B is quasitriangular with K-matrix K = 1y ® 1.

(b) Continuing Example 3.13 for the identity braided tensor functor, we get that (B, d) = (H, A)
is a quasitriangular left H-comodule algebra with K(z ® y) = (R'R; - y) ® (R;R’ - x), for
re X,yeY with X|Y € H-FdMod. That is, B = H is quasitriangular with K = Ro1 R.

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 G’, and consider the braided tensor functor
kG-FdMod — kG’-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
kG’, where § = Agg and K = lyg ® 1. Moreover, kG’ is an exact and indecomposable left
kG-comodule algebra; see, e.g., [EGNO15, Corollary 7.12.20].



NONDEGENERATE MODULE CATEGORIES 31

6.3. Factorizable comodule algebras. Consider the following hypothesis for the material below.

Hypothesis 6.14. Let (H, R) be a finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra, and let (B, K)
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 the H-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 (B, K) a factorizable H-comodule algebra if the following map is an
isomorphism of vector spaces:

05 :=0px): H* — E(H,B), f— [h{f,S(hq))Kih@)K'].
This notion is well-defined to the result below.
Lemma 6.16. The image of the map 0p above is in E(H,B).
Proof. The result holds due to the calculation below, for f € H*, he H, and b € B:
[05(N) (b b = {f S((br-1h))) Kibr-11h) @) K broj
= {fs S@)S (b2 Kibnyhz) ) K by
2 LF S () S a)byKike)) bo K
= {fs S(hay)e(br1) Kibz)) bioy K*
= <f, S(h(l))Kih(2)>bKi = b[@B(f)(h)]. O
Next, we have a useful characterization of factorizability for comodule algebras.

Lemma 6.17. We have that dimyFE(H, B) = dimyH. As a consequence, B is factorizable if and
only if the linear map Op in Definition 6.15 is injective.

Proof. We employ Frobenius-Perron dimension here; see [EGNO15] for details. To start, note
that dimg E(H, B) = FPdimpgvec(E(H, B)). Next, FPdimpgvec(E(H, B)) = FPdim¢(E(H, B)), for
C := H-FdMod, by [EGNO15, Proposition 4.5.7] applied to the forgetful functor C — FdVec. By
[BM21a, Theorem 4.8], we get that FPdim¢(E(H, B)) = FPdim¢(En ), for M := B-FdMod. Now
apply [BM21a, Lemma 4.3(iv)] to get that FPdim¢(Eng) = FPdim(C), which is equal to dimy H (see,
e.g., [EGNO15, Example 6.1.9]). This proves the first statement. The last statement is clear. [

Example 6.18. (a) Take (H, R) triangular as in Example 6.12(a). Then, for a quasitriangular
left H-comodule algebra (B, K = 1y ® 1), we have that [05(f)](h) @2 eg(h)em=(f)1g,
for he H, f € H*. Now (B,K = 1y ® 1p) is factorizable if and only if 0 is injective
[Lemma 6.17], and this happens precisely when H = k.

(b) Take B = H with K = Ry R 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
E(H,H) = H from Corollary 6.10(a), the map 0y g, r) is given by

Ot ror) : H = H, [ {f,5(11)KilopK"' = (f,K)K' = (f, R'R;)R; R’
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This is equal to the map 0y gy from §6.2.2. So, the quasitriangular left H-comodule al-
gebra (H, Ro1 R) is factorizable if and only if the quasitriangular Hopf algebra (H, R) is
factorizable.

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

Theorem 6.19. The braided left (H-FdMod)-module category B-FdMod is nondegenerate if and
only if (B, K) is a factorizable left H-comodule algebra.

In order to prove this result, we need an explicit description of the copairing wa : 1T — E¢ ®E \g
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 wp : ke > H® E(H, B) given by

1 hi®[h— (h',S (S(ha)Kjha)) K]
s the copairing Wp_rdMmod from Definition 5.8.

Proof. The image of the map wp lands in H ® E(H, B) with an argument similar to the proof

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

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

morphism in H-FdMod from k. to H ® E(H, B) such that diagram commutes, we will be done.
We start by checking that wp is a morphism in H-FdMod. We need to show that:

wp(h 1) = h-wp(l).
The left-hand-side is (h)wp(1) [Lemma 6.6(b)]. The right-hand-side is:
h-wp(l) = h-(hi®[W — (h',S (S( W) K; h/(2)>>Kj])
Lem. 6.6(a) (hay - hi) ® (h@) [0 (n1 S (S( (1) Kjhis) ) )
Cor G10®) 1 hiS(hay) ® (h(3) [ - (1 S(S( 1)K h/(2))>K ])

P hyhiS(hia) @ [1 > (', S(S((W' ) 1)) K (W heay) ) VK]
= hayhiS(he) ® [h' — (', S(S(h1)he) Kjhiz)hay) ) K]

C ni@ (B (W hayS (S hes) K iy hiay) S (i) VK

Prop. 6.9(

= hi @ [I' = (h', h1yS(S(h(s))S(hiyy) Kjh{gyh(s)) S (b)) K7]

= hi® [W = (B, ha)S(h(a))S (S(hi)) K s ) S? (h(z))S(h()) K]
= hi @ [I = (W', h1yS(hs))S (S (h(y)) K;h{g)e(h2)) K7]

= hi@ [N — (b, h1)S(he) S(S(h’(l))K hig)) ) K]

= hi @[ — (h',e(h)S(S(h(y) K hiy) ) K]

= e(h) wp(1)

Thus, wp is a morphism in H-FdMod.
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Next, to prove that wp = wp_FdMod, We need to check that the following diagram commutes:

w e (X Tm (M
k. z Ec ® E DO v o x* @ Homp (H = M, M)
coevx ®coevkE,M\L ~l(3.9)
X®X*® Homg(He=M,M) _~ , X® Homp(H>M,X*=>M) _~ , X® Hompg(H > M, X* = M).
(3.9) id ® Hom(id,ex+ as)

Going along the top-right route, we get:

1. ws hi ® [h— (W', S (S(h) Kjh2)) ) K7

(Cor-6r0) TG () @k @ [ (1S (S(hay) K jhiay) V]
Prop- 69(0)] XXX O, (b ) @t @ [h @ (11,5 (S(ho) K jhia)) ) (K7 - m)]
Lem.68@),_ B9 p 0@ [h@m = (hy - 2*) @ (I, S (S(h2)) Kjh)) ) (K7 -m)].
Note that the output above is equal to:

(hi - 2x) @ [h@m — (hy - 2%) @ (B, S (S(h(2)) Kjhe) YK -m)]

k@ [h@m s hay (@t hi (<)@ (B, S (S(hey) K ) YK - m)]

Lem. 66() o [h@m > @*, hiS(hay) - (=) @ (b1, S (S(heay) Kihes) YK - m)]
Y ai @ [h@m > @k, (S(he) Kjhis) S(hay) - (<) @ (K7 - m)]

= 2@ [h@m — (2", 8 (h)S(hz) Kjh) - (=) @ (K7 - m)]

2p @ [h@m > (", S (e(h)) Kjho) - (=) ® (K7 -m)]

2k @ [h@m > (&, S (K;h) - (—))® (K7 - m)]

Lem. 6.6(c)

T @ [h@m — (K;h-2*)® (K7 -m)].
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):

coevx @ coevi,
e

1 xk®xk®[h®mr—>(h~1)m=a(h)m]

[Lem. 6.8(e)] ’.&.) T ® [h@m —s (h(l) 'Ik) ®E(h(2))m = (h . ;pk) @m]

[Lem. 6.8(a),(6.11)] 14 ®Hom(id,exs ) zE ® [h@m — (Kj - (h- ") ® (K7 -m) = (Kjh - :Ck) ® (K7 - m)]

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. O

With the description of wy in hand, we can now describe the map 6 : Ef — Ep¢ from
Definition 5.9, for C = H-FdMod and M = B-FdMod here.

Proposition 6.21. The map 0p_famod : H* — E(H, B) is given by

f[h= (£S5 (S(hay) Kibg) ) K7].
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Proof. Recall from Corollary 6.10(b) that Ef =~ H*, and from Proposition 6.9(a) that Exq =
E(H, B). Then, we compute, for all f € H* that

Op-ramod(f) "= (evh @ idp(r, ) (id e @ w-Famod)(f)
ProR=8-20 oyl Qidpm,p))(f @ hi @ [h— (W', S (S(ha)) Kjh) )K'])
= {fhip[h = (W', S (S(hay) Kjh) ) K'])

(6.3) ;
= [h= (£, 5 (S(ha) Kjhe) ) K]). m
Now, we can prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem 6.19. The antipode of H*, denoted Sy, is given by Sy«(f) = fo S. So, we
obtain that #p_rdmod from Proposition 6.21 is equal to 850 Sg+, where 0p is given in Definition 6.15.
Namely, we compute, for all f € H*:

O0p o Spx(f) = [h—{foS, S(ha)Kih@)K'] = [h—{f, S(S(hw)Kihz))K'] = 0p-Famod(f)-

As H is finite-dimensional, Sg= is bijective. Hence, 0p_ramod is bijective if and only if 8y is bijective.
Therefore, B-FdMod is nondegenerate as a braided module category if and only if B is factorizable
as a quasitriangular comodule algebra. O

Now we illustrate Theorem 6.19 by continuing Example 6.13.

Example 6.22. Take H = kG and B = kG, for G’ < G as in Example 6.13. By using (6.2), fx¢
from Definition 6.15 sends f € (kG)* to [g — €)= (f)lke], for g € G. Since gk« (dy) = 0 for all
g € G not equal to e (with {d,}gec being the dual basis for (kG)*), e is injective if and only if G
is the trivial group {e). Thus, kG’ is a factorizable left kG-comodule algebra only when G = {e).
This is consistent with Example 6.18(b) in the case when H = B = kG with R = K = 1y ® lxg.
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 = {e).

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 (H, R = R; ® R') be a finite-dimensional
quasitriangular Hopf algebra with dual basis {hk,hk}k. Next, take H 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,f € H:

A(h) = th(l)Ri ® h(2)RiS_1(Rj), g(h) := e(h), {— h:= 6(2)h5_1(£(1)).

Therefore, (H*)°P is a right H°°P-module algebra via (f — £,h) := (f, ¢ — h), for h,{ € H, and
f € 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:

Ry(A) = Axy (H)P := A® (H*)P/{fa — agg(f — A[-1])DaeA, fe(iryor:

where ® denotes the free product of algebras. These algebras represent reflective centers E¢ (M)
in the Hopf case, which we see as follows.



NONDEGENERATE MODULE CATEGORIES 35

Theorem 6.23. [LWY23, Theorem 6.6 and Corollary 6.8] Retain the notation above. Then,
5H_Fd|\/|od(A—FdM0d) = RH(A)—FdMOd

as braided left module categories over H-FdMod. In particular, the statements below hold.
(a) Ru(A) is a left H-comodule algebra with left H-coaction 0w on Ry (A) given by:

dref(a) = ap_1) ® ajg); Sret(f) := (f, RO by RiYR; R' @ B¥, Sret(af) := dref(a) drer(f),
forae A and f e (H*)P.
(b) Ry (A) is quasitriangular as an H-comodule algebra with K-matrix:
Kref(A) = by, @ h* € H® (H*)® < H® Ry (A).
Here, Ky ot(A) does not depend on the choice of dual bases of H. O

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 Ry (A) is H-simple, then Ry (A) is a factorizable left
H-comodule algebra.

Proof. The H-simplicity condition implies that Ry (A) satisfies Hypothesis 6.14. Now by Lemma 6.17,
it suffices to show that 0g, (4) : H* — E(H,Ry(A)) from Definition 6.15 is injective. Take
[, f' € H* and assume that 0g,, 4)(f) = Or,a)(f'). Then, by Theorem 6.23(b), we get that

{fo S(hay)hihaph™ = {f', S(hay)hihe)HhF,

for all h € H. Therefore, f = (f, hy)h* = (f', hy )hF = f' using h = 1y, along with (6.3). Thus,
ORy(a) is injective, as desired. O

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 {z},c¢ and {0, },ec to be the dual bases of kG and
(kG)*, resp. Then, the Drinfeld double D(G) of kG and its dual D(G)* have bases {0y} yeq and
{z0y}zyec, resp. It is well known that D(G) is a finite-dimensional quasitriangular Hopf algebra.
By [LWY23, Proposition 6.18], the reflective algebra Rpq)(k) has basis {20y} yeq, with product,

Ly lyx 0y,

(azéy) (x/éy/) = Oy y—la—1yxy y layxy”
and left D(G)-comodule structure, dper(2dy) = deG Sy lry @ g lag 041y, and with K-matrix
given by K = > ;050 ® g6, We claim that Rpg)(k) is D(G)-simple. To see this, take a
nonzero D(G)-costable ideal I of Rp(q)(k), with a nonzero element f € I. Then, there is a term
axdy of f, for a € k*. By D(G)-costability, g~'zg dg-1, € I for each g € G. Taking g = yl~1 with
a:= Ly taxyl~' we get that ad, € I, for each £ € G. Next, I is an ideal, so for each h € G,

héy = (ad) (0 ta Yha 0 al §p—1y-1400) € 1.

Thus, hdy € I for all h, £ € G, and hence, I = Rp(a(k). So, Rp)(k) is D(G)-simple. Now by
Proposition 6.24, the reflective center Rp ) (k) is a factorizable left D(G)-comodule algebra.
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