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(CO)ENDS FOR REPRESENTATIONS OF TENSOR
CATEGORIES

NOELIA BORTOLUSSI AND MARTIN MOMBELLI

ABSTRACT. We generalize the notion of ends and coends in category
theory to the realm of module categories over finite tensor categories. We
call this new concept module (co)end. This tool allows us to give different
proofs to several known results in the theory of representations of finite
tensor categories. As a new application, we present a description of the
relative Serre functor for module categories in terms of a module coend,
in a analogous way as a Morita invariant description of the Nakayama
functor of abelian categories presented in [4].

INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper, k will denote a field, all categories will be finite
(in the sense of [3]) abelian k-linear categories, and all functors will be
additive k-linear. Given categories M, A, and a functor S : M°P x M — A
the notion of the end [ menm S and coend J MeM g is a standard and very
useful concept in category theory. The end of the functor S is an object
f mem S € A together with dinatural transformations

M : S = S(M,M)
MeM
with the following universal property; for any pair (B,d) consisting of an
object B € A and a dinatural transformation dy; : B = S(M, M), there
exists a unique morphism h: B — [ mem S in A such that

dy =mpoh  for any M € M.
The notion of coend is defined dually.

If M is a finite abelian, k-linear category, M can be thought of as a
module category over vect i, the tensor category of finite dimensional vector
k-spaces. If M = my4 is the category of finite dimensional right A-modules,
where A is a finite dimensional k-algebra, then M has a left vect g-action

vecty X myg — my
(V, M) — VoM,
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where the right action on V@M is given on the second tensorand. If S :
(m4)°P x my — A is any functor, it posses a canonical natural isomorphism

5]‘\//1,N : S(M,VegN) = S(V*®@xM,N),

for any V' € vecty, M, N € my. See Proposition B.IIl The existence of
essentially follows from the additivity of the functor S.

If in addition pps : E = S(M, M) is any dinatural transformation, it
satisfies equation

(0.1) S(evy@iid ar,id ar)par = S(mve var, id 1) BV gy ar PV,

for any V € vecty. This is proven also in Proposition B.IIl This equation
follows from the dinaturality of p. Here evy : V*®KV — k is the evalua-
tion map, and mw vy @ (WRKV)kM — WRg(VerM) is the canonical
associativity of vector spaces. This implies that the end of S is the univer-
sal object among all dinatural transformations that satisfy (0.I). A similar
observation can be made for the coend. This is the starting point to gener-
alize the notion of (co)end, where we will replace the category vect with
an arbitrary tensor category.

Let C be a tensor category, and M be a left C-module category with action
given by > : C x M — M. This action induces a right action of C on the
opposite category M°P:

<« MP xC — MP.

M <X =X"5 M,

Here M is the object M thought as an object in M©°P. Assume S : M°P x
M — A is a functor. We can produce then two functors:

So(ld xp), So (4 xId): MP xCx M — A.

Assume there exists a natural isomorphism §: So (Id x ) — So (4 xId),
that is

Barn i S(M, X > N) = S(X*>M,N).

We call this isomorphism a pre-balancing of S. In this general case, the
pre-balancing is an extra structure of the functor S. We define the module
end of S to be an object E € A that comes with dinatural transformations
ma o B S(M, M) such that the equation

(0.2) S(eVX >id M,id M)?TM = S(mx*7X7M,id M)/B))§>M7MWX>M7

is fulfilled, and it is universal among all objects in A with dinatural transfor-
mations that satisfy (0.2]). Unlike the case C = vect, it may happen that a
dinatural transformation does not satisfy (0.2]). We denote the module end
as §,, e (S, B), or sometimes simply as $r c A S whenever the pre-balancing
B is undertstood from the context.

An analogous definition can be made to define module coend, and also to
define module ends and coends starting from right C-module categories.
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In Section B] we introduce the module (co)ends, and we prove several
results that extend known properties of (co)ends. We prove that, when the
tensor category C = vecty our definition coincides with the usual (co)ends.
See Proposition B.11l1 We also study what happens when we restrict the
module (co)ends to a tensor subcategory. See Proposition 3.9

In Section @] we give several applications. If M, N are left C-module
categories, and F,G : M — N are C-module functors, the functor

Homy/ (F(—),G(—)) : M°P x M — vecty
has a canonical pre-balancing v, and we prove that, there is an isomorphism

Nat o (F,G) ~ ?{MGM(HomN(F(—),G(—)),fy).

Here Nat,,(F, G) is the space of natural module transformations between F
and G. See Proposition [l Using this result we can set up a triangle of
adjoint equivalences of categories

MOPRN

OMN

Fune (MPoP) ) Fung (M, N),

generalizing the triangle presented in [4]. Here it is required that M, N are
exact module categories. Here M°P is the opposite category endowed with
a right C-action that comes from the action of M twisted by a (right) dual.
Also MPP = (MOP)°P, See Subsection 2.1] for these definitions. Observe
that, MP°P = M as categories, but as a C-module category MP"°P has the
deformed action of M by a double dual.

The equivalences presented above are:

Ly : M Ke N — Fung(MPP N,
M&CN ’—> HOmMop(_,M) I>N7
XM 2 Fung (MPPN) — MOP K N,

Uemer
F i jq{ URF(T),
and on the other side of the triangle we have equivalences
EM,N : MP Ke N — Fung(M, N)
MXeN — Hom ygop (M, —)" > N,
T pmn : Fung(M,N) — MP Ke N,

F s M Re F(M).
MeM
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Here O pm v = L MN © Xm,N- The proof that L and L are equivalences is

given in Lemma 43l The explicit description of a quasi-inverse of L is given
in Theorem

As a consequence of these equivalences, in Corollary we obtain a kind
of Peter-Weyl theorem for the regular A-bimodule A = 4Ag4; that is, if
A € C is an algebra such that, the module category C4 is exact, there is an
isomorphism of A-bimodules:

A:]é *M @ M.
MeM

We also prove that the module functor © yq vop (Id) is equivalent, as module
functors, to the (right) relative Serre functor of M. See Theorem [L.11] This
description is an analogous form of the Morita invariant description of the
Nakayama functor presented in [4].

If C and D are Morita-equivalent tensor categories, this means that there
exists an invertible (C,D)-bimodule category B; we prove that the corre-
spondence

M — Func(B,./\/l), N — FUHD(BOP,N)

is in fact part of a 2-equivalence between the 2-categories of C-module cate-
gories and D-module categories. This result was proven in [3]. We show in
Theorem [A.15] that, for any D-module category N, the functor

Fune (B, Funp (BP,N)) - N

H — H(B)(B)
BeB

is an equivalence of D-module categories.

In the last Section we show that, the functor Y : (C},)} — C defined as

T(G) = fMeM Hom(M, G(M))

is a quasi-inverse of the canonical functor
can : C = (Cig)m, can(X)(M) =X > M.
See Theorem
Acknowledgments. This work was partially supported by CONICET and
Secyt (UNC), Argentina. We would like to thank the referee for his/her
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Preliminaries and Notation. We denote by vect the category of finite-
dimensional k-vector spaces. If M, N are categories, and F' : M — N is a
functor, we shall denote by F™% F“% : N — M its right and left adjoint,
respectively.

For any category M, the opposite category will be denoted by M°P. We
shall denote by M, f objects and morphisms in M that correspond to M
and f. We shall also denote by F°P : M — AN°P the opposite functor to

F'; that is, the functor defined as F°P(M) = F(M), F°P(f) = F(f) for any
object M and any morphism f.

1. FINITE TENSOR CATEGORIES

For basic notions on finite tensor categories we refer to [2], [3]. Let C be
a tensor category over k; that is a rigid monoidal category with simple unit
object 1.

If C has associativity constraint given by

axyz: (XQY)®Z = Xo(Y®Z),

we shall denote by C™Y, the tensor category whose underlying abelian cate-
gory is C, with reverse monoidal product

RQUV:CxC—=C, XY =YRX,
and associativity constraints
a%?/y’Z . (X®I‘CVY)®I‘CVZ — X®I‘CV(Y®I‘CVZ)7
axy .z ‘== a},lY,X’

for any X,Y,Z € C. It is well known that for any pair of objects X,Y € C
there are canonical isomorphisms

Py (X®Y) = YV'RX",
Py F(XRY) = YR*X.
For any X € C we shall denote by

(1.1)

evy : X*'®X —1, coevy:1— X®@X*

the evaluation and coevaluation. Abusing of the notation, we shall also
denote by

evy : X®*X — 1, coevy:1—"X®X
the evaluation and coevaluation for the left duals. If f : X — Y is an
isomorphism in C then

(1.2) evy (fRidy) = evy(id x®*f).
For any X,Y € C the following identities hold

(1 3) evVxRy = eVX(id xRevy ®id *X)(id X®Y®¢{X,Y)7
' (gbf&y@id Xoy )coevxey = (id+y®coevx ®id y )coevy.
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Off course that similar identities hold for the right duals, but they won’t be
needed.

1.1. Algebras in tensor categories. In this subsection we assume that
C is a strict tensor category, this means in particular that the associativity
constraints are the identities. Let A, B € C be algebras. We shall denote by

CA7 Acy ACB
the categories of right A-modules, left A-modules and (A, B)-bimodules in
C, respectively. If V € C4 is a right A-module with action given by py :
VRA — V, and W € 4C is a left A-module with action given by Ay :
ARW — W, we shall denote by ﬁéw VW — Ve aW the coequalizer of
the maps
py@idw, idy@Aw : (VRA)QW — VRW.

An object in the category 4Cp will be denoted as (V, Ay, py) € aCp, where
Ay ARV — V is the left action, and py : V®B — V is the right action.
Since the tensor product is exact in both variables, then

Wé,W@U = W\é,w®id U,
forany V € Cq, W € 4C, U € C. We are going to freely use this fact without
further mention.
Lemma 1.1. Assume that C is a tensor category and A, B € C are algebras.

The following statements hold:

(1) If M € C4 then *M € 4C.
(ii) There are natural isomorphisms

(1.4) Homp(M®4V,U) ~ Homy p)(V, " M®U),
(1.5) Hom (M, X®N) ~ Hom¢(M®4*N, X),
(1.6) Homy (M, X®N) ~ Homy (X @M, N),

forany X €e C,M,N € Ca,V € 4Cp,U € Cp.

Proof. (i). If M € C4 then *M has structure of left A-module via A 5/ :
A®*M — *M defined as

(1.7) A = (id = pr@evpr) (id « pr@par®@id = a7 ) (coev yr@id ag=ar)-

(ii). Let us prove only the first isomorphism. The others follow similarly.
The object M® 4V has a right B-module structure as follows. Consider ¢ :
MRIVRXB — M®AV, ¢ = WM,V(idM®,Ov). Then, PMAV - MR VRB —
M®4V is defined as the unique morphism such that
(1.8) pMeav (T ®id B) = ¢.

Define ® : Homp(M®4V,U) — Homy gy (V,*M®U) as

(1.9) O(f) = (id+m®fmu,v)(coevy®idy),
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for any f € Homp(M®4V,U). Let us show ®(f) is a morphism of (A4, B)-
bimodules. We need to prove that

(1.10) (A @id ) (id a2®(f)) = (f)Av,
and
(1.11) (id« p®@pu)(®(f)®@id g) = (f)pv,

for any (M, py) € Ca, (V,Av,pv) € aCp and (U, py) € Cp. Here A« is
the left action of A on *M presented in (7).
The left hand side of (LI0) is equal to
(A @id p)(id 4©B(f)) =
= (id « pr®evyRid ) (id « py@par®id « prgu ) (coev yr®id ag*veU)
(id ag* M@ fmar,v)(id a®coev ®id v )
= (id « pr®evy®id ) (id « pr@ppr@id « e ) (id *M®M®A®*M®f7TM7V)
(coevy®id ag* memev)(id AQcoev r®id v)
= (id « y®evy®id v)(id « yeme M@ fmary) (id « M@ pp @id « Mevev)
(id « e mea®coev yr@id v ) (coev yr®id agy)
= (id @ fma,v)(id « y®eva ®id pey ) (id « pe v @coev y@id v)
(id « r@ppr@id v ) (coev pr@id agv)
= (id~p®f)(d « py@mary (prr@id v ))(coevy ®id agy )
= (id«pm®fmapv)(id « mem @Ay ) (coev iy ®id agv)
= (id«y®fmar,v)(coevy@id v) Ay
=O(f)Av.
The first equality is by the definition of A«j; and ®(f). The fifth equality
follows from the rigidity axioms. The sixth equality is consequence of 7z,
being the coequalizer of py;®id v,id py@Ay. The last equality follows by the
definition of ®(f).
Since f is a B-module morphism,
(1.12) pu(f®id ) = fpme,v-
Using (L)), this equation implies
(1.13) pu(frvy®id ) = fpume v (T y®id ) = frav (id m®py).
Let us prove (LII). The left hand side of (ILII]) is equal to
(id«p@pu)(@(f)®id B) = (id M ®pu (frar,y®id g))(coevy®id ver)
= (id *M®f7TM,V(id M®pv))(CO€VM®id VeB)
= (id«p®fmar,v)(coevy®id v ) py
=@(f)pv.

The first equality is by the definition of ®(f). The second equality follows
from (II3]). And the last equality again follows from the definition of ®(f).
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Now, let us show that ® has an inverse. Let us define
W : Homy ) (V,"M®U) — Homp(M®AV,U)

as follows. Let g € Homy p)(V,*M®U). Define ¥(g) = h where h :
M®4V — U is the unique morphism such that

(1.14) hryy = (evy®id ) (id m®g).
Let us show ¥(g) is a B-module morphism. That is
pu(h®id B) = hpye v
For this, it is enough to prove
pu(hma,v®id B) = hpye ,v (T, v ®id B).
Starting from the left hand side
pu(hma,y®id g) = py(evm®id ygp)(id y@y®id g)
= (evy®id ) (id pre+m®pr)(id pr@g®id )
= (evy®id i) (id p®gpy)
= hmyry (id y®pv)
= hpme v (mTv,y®id ).

The first equality is by (I.I4]). The third equality is consequence of g being
a B-module morphism. The fourth equality follows from (L[I4]) and the
last equality follows from (L8). Let us show ® and ¥ are inverses of each
another. Let be f € Homp(M®4V,U). We have

VO (f) =V((id-m@fma,yv)(coevy®idy)) = h
where
hoyy = (evayr®@id p) (id « mem @ fma,yv) (id p®@coevyrid v)
= frmv(evy®id ygy)(id pr®coev y®id )
= frmy

The first equality is the definition of h, and the last equality follows from
the rigidity axioms. Therefore, h = f and ¥®(f) = f. The proof of
®WU = 1d follows similarly.

We shall only sketch the proof of isomorphism (L5]). Define
®4; x. : Homy (M, X®N) — Home(M®4*N, X),

(1.15) ) ) . ‘
Doy x N (@) Ty = (Id x®evy) (a®id «y),

and

(1.16) Uiy x.y : Home(M®4*N, X) — Homa(M, X@N),

\I’JI?/[,XW(CY) = (Oéﬂf/“]v@id ~)(id pr®coevy).

It follows by a direct calculation that <I>§\44,7 x.n and \115\4/17 x.n are well-defined
and they are one the inverse of the other. O
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2. REPRESENTATIONS OF TENSOR CATEGORIES

A left module category over C is a category M together with a k-bilinear
bifunctor > : C x M — M, exact in each variable, endowed with natural
associativity and unit isomorphisms

mxy,M: (X®Y)I>M—>XI>(YI>M), €M 1> M — M.
These isomorphisms are subject to the following conditions:

(2.1) mxy,zem mxey,z,m = (d x >my,z M) mxyezm(axyz>id y),

(2.2) (id x DEM)mXJ,M =rx >id yy,

for any X,Y,Z € C,M € M. Here a is the associativity constraint of C.
Sometimes we shall also say that M is a C-module category or a represen-
tation of C.

Let M and M’ be a pair of C-modules. A module functor is a pair (F,c),
where F' : M — M’ is a functor equipped with natural isomorphisms

exm F(X>M)— X F(M),
X eC, M € M, such that for any X,Y € C, M € M:

(2.3) (id x > ey,m)ex yom F(mx y,m) = mx y,pr) Cxev,m
(2.4) Cpany cam = F(lyr).

There is a composition of module functors: if M” is a C-module category
and (G,d) : M" — M" is another module functor then the composition

(2.5) (GOF,e) : M —)M//, ex,M :dX,F(M)OG(CX,M)a
is also a module functor.

A natural module transformation between module functors (F,c) and
(G,d) is a natural transformation 6 : F' — G such that

(2.6) dx mOxsm = (id x > Op)ex v,

for any X € C, M € M. The vector space of natural module transformations
will be denoted by Nat,,(F,G). Two module functors F,G are equivalent
if there exists a natural module isomorphism 6 : F' — G. We denote by
Fung (M, M) the category whose objects are module functors (F,c¢) from
M to M’ and arrows module natural transformations.

Two C-modules M and M’ are equivalent if there exist module functors
F:M—M,G: M — M, and natural module isomorphisms Id ¢ —
FoG,Idy — GoF.

A module is indecomposable if it is not equivalent to a direct sum of two
non trivial modules. Recall from [3], that a module M is exact if for any
projective object P € C the object P> M is projective in M, for all M € M.
If M is an exact indecomposable module category over C, the dual category
Cy = Ende(M) is a finite tensor category [3]. The tensor product is the
composition of module functors.
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A right module category over C is a finite category M equipped with an
exact bifunctor <: M x C — M and natural isomorphisms
ﬁlM7X7y:M<1(X®Y)—>(M<]X)<1Y, TMZM<]1—>M
such that

(2.7)  mumaxy,z mvxyez(idw<axyz) = (muxy <id z) My, xeyv,z,

(2.8) (TMQidx)ﬁl]\/LLX :idM<llx.

If M, M’ are right C-modules, a module functor from M to M’ is a pair
(T,d) where T : M — M’ is a functor and dpy; x : T(M < X) - T(M)<X
are natural isomorphisms such that for any X,Y € C, M € M:

(2.9) (dy,x®idy )dyrax,y T(max,y) = mron,x,y dM,xeY
(210) TT(M) dM’]_ = T(T’M)

The next result is well-known. See for example [I, Corollary 2.13.], [10,

Prop. 2.2.4].

Lemma 2.1. Let M, N be left C-module categories, and F,G : M — N are
C-module functors.
(i) The right and left adjoint of F, if they exist, have structure of C-
module functor.
(i) If F ~ G as C-module functors, then F'® ~ Gt Fm¢ ~ G™ gs
C-module functors.
(iii) If Fy, Fy are composable C-module functors, there exists an isomor-
phism of C-module functors

(Fl ° F2)l.a ~ F2l.a onll.a7 (Fl OFQ)T‘G ~ 27“.(1 ° F{'a.
O

2.1. Bimodule categories. Assume that C,D,& are tensor categories. A
(C, D)—bimodule category is a category M with left C-module category struc-
ture > : C x M — M, and right D-module category structure <: M x D —
M, equipped with natural isomorphisms

{vxmy : (X>pM)dY - X>(M<Y), X eC,YeD,Mec M}

satisfying certain axioms. For details the reader is referred to [7], [§].
If M is a right C-module category then the opposite category M°P has a

left C-action given by

C X MP — MP

(X, M) — Ma X",
and associativity isomorphisms mg&ﬁ v = muy= x+(id a7 < QSTX’Y). Analo-
gously, if M is a left C-module category then M°P has structure of right
C-module category, with action given by

MOP x C — M°P,
(M, X)— X*> M,
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with associativity constraints mﬁ Xy = My* x*, M(qu’Xybid M) forall XY €
C,M € M. If M is a (C,D)-bimodule category then M°P is a (D,C)-
bimodule category.

If M is a left C-module category, we shall denote by MPP = (AMOP)°P,
That is, MP°P = M as categories, but the left action of C on MP°P is

»:C x MPP 5 pMPoP

X» M=X">M,
for any X € C, M € M.
Remark 2.2. There is no problem to define the actions on the category M°P

using left duals instead of right duals. Our choice of using right duals is
related to the choice of functors L, L presented later in (£4]), (£5).

Assume that M is a (C, D)-bimodule category, and N is a (C, £)-bimodule
category. The category Fune(M,N) has a structure of (D, &)-bimodule
category. Let us briefly describe this structure. For more details, the reader
is referred to [7]. The left and right actions are given by

> : D x Fung(M, N) — Fung(M, N),
<4 Fung(M,N) x € — Fung(M, N),

where
(2.11) (X>F)M)=FM<X), (FY)(M)=F(M)<Y,
forany X € D, Y € &, F € Fung(M,N) and M € M.

2.2. The internal Hom. Let C be a tensor category and M be a left C-
module category. For any pair of objects M, N € M, the internal Hom is
an object Hom(M, N) € C representing the left exact functor

Homp(—> M, N) : C°P — vect.

This means that, there are natural isomorphisms, one the inverse of each
other,

¢r.n - Home(X, Hom(M, N)) — Homu (X > M, N),
Yarn « Homp (X > M, N) — Home (X, Hom(M, N)),
for all M, N € M, X € C. Sometimes we shall denote the internal Hom of
the module category M by Hom ,, to emphasize that it is related to this
module category. Similarly, if N is a right C-module category, for any pair

M, N € N the internal hom is the object Hom (M, N) € C representing the
left exact functor

(2.12)

Homy (M <« —,N) : CP — vect.

Lemma 2.3. The following statements hold.
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1. Let M be a left C-module category. There are natural isomorphisms
Hom (X > M, N) ~ Hom (M, N)®X",
Hom (M, X > N) ~ X®Hom (M, N).
for any M,N e M, X € C.
2. Analogously, if N is a right C-module category, there are natural
isomorphisms
Hom (M <« X,N) ~*X®Hom (M, N),
Hom (M, N <« X) ~ Hom (M, N)®X.
for any M,N ¢ N', X €C.
Proof. The functor Hom (M, —) : M — C is the right adjoint of the functor
Ry : C — M, Ry(X) = X> M. Since Ry is a C-module functor then,
it follows from Lemma [2.1] that, Hom (M, —) is also a C-module functor.
This implies in particular that there are natural isomorphisms
Hom (M, X > N) ~ X®@Hom (M, N).
The other three isomorphisms follow in a similar way. O

Let M be a left C-module category. There is a relation between the
internal hom of M and M°P, stated in the next Lemma.

Lemma 2.4. For any M € M, the functors
**Hom (M, —), Hom yop(—, M) : MP°P — C,
are equivalent C-module functors. Also the functors
Horm yop (M, —)*, *Hom v, (—, M) : M = C

are equivalent C-module functors. In particular, there are natural isomor-
phisms

**I—IO—HU\/((Mv N) = I—IO—HU\/IOP(N7 M)v
for any M, N € M.

Proof. The functors D : C — CP°P, D(X) = X**, and Ly : C"°P — MPoP
Ly (X) = X > M, are C-module functors. A straightforward computation
shows that
(LM o D)T.a. = HO—mMOP(_vﬁ)7
D%~ (=), (La)"™" ~ Hom (M, —).

Since D and Ljs are C-module functors, then, using Lemma 2.1 (i), it follows
that, functors **Hom (M, —), Hom yop(—, M) : MPP — C, are C-module
functors. Since (LpjoD)"* ~ D™%o(Lys)"®, it follows from Lemma 2] (iii)
that, functors **Hom , (M, —), Hom yqop (—, M) : MPOP 5 € are equivalent
as C-module functors. The proof that, functors

Hom y jop (M, —)*, "Hom (=, M) : M = C

are equivalent is done by showing that both functors are left adjoint of
Ly :C—o> M, Ly (X)=Xp> M. O
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Proposition 2.5. Let A € C be an algebra. The following statements hold.
(i) For any M,N € Ca, Hom¢, (M,N) = (M®a*N)*.
(ii) For any M, N € Ca, Homc,yor (M, N) =*(N@4"M).

Proof. Both calculations of the internal hom follow from (L5l). O

The following result is [6, Lemma 3]. We include the proof since we will
need later an explicit description of certain isomorphism.

Lemma 2.6. Let M be an exact module category over C, and F : M — M
be a C-module functor with left adjoint F“% : M — M. Then, there are
natural isomorphisms

&ur,n : Hom (M, F(N)) — Hom(F"* (M), N).

Proof. Since F is a module functor, then F*® is also a module functor. Let
us denote by
bxa: FM(X > M) — X > FL% (M)

its module structure. Let Qs n : Hompg (M, F(N)) — Homp(F-% (M), N)
be natural isomorphisms. Take X € C. The desired natural isomorphism is
the one induced by the composition of isomorphisms

Home (X, Hom(M, F(N))) ~ Homap (X > M, F(N))

~ Hom (F"*(X > M), N) ~ Hom (X > F-% (M), N) ~

~ Home (X, Hom (F!* (M), N).
Using isomorphisms (2.12]), one can describe explicitly this isomorphism as
(2.13) EMN = ¢}%l‘a'(M),N (QZDM,N(QSJZV[,F(N) (id Z))bE,IM)’
where Z = Hom(M, F(N)). O
2.3. The relative Serre functor. Let M be a left C-module category.

Following [I1], [5] we recall the definition of the relative Serre functor of a
module category. The reader is also referred to [15].

Definition 2.7. A relative Serre functor for M is a pair (Spq, ¢), where
Sy M — M is a functor equipped with natural isomorphisms

(2.14) ém,n : Hom(M, N)* ~ Hom(N, Sp(M)),

for any M, N € M.

In the next Proposition we summarize some known facts about relative
Serre functors that will be used later.

Proposition 2.8. Let M be a left module category over C. The following
holds.
(i) M posses a relative Serre functor if and only if M is ezact.
(ii) The functor Sy : M — MPP is an equivalence of C-module cate-
gories.



14 BORTOLUSSI AND MOMBELLI

(iii) The natural isomorphism ¢pr N - Hom (M, N)* — Hom(N,Sp(M)),
18 an isomorphism of C-bimodule functors.

(iv) The relative Serre functor is unique up to isomorphism of C-module
functors.

O

2.4. Balanced tensor functors and Deligne tensor product. We shall
briefly recall the definition of the relative Deligne tensor product over a
tensor category. The reader is referred to [1], [7] for more details. Assume
that M is a right C-module category and A a left C-module category. Let
A be a category.

A C-balanced functor is a pair (®,b), where ® : M x N'— A is a functor,
right exact in each variable, equipped with natural isomorphisms bys x, N :
d(M<aX,N)— ®(M,X > N) such that it satisfies the pentagon

(2.15)  ®(id ar, MmNy x)ba X@Y N = barx v NDaax y NP(mA] x v, id ),

for any X, Y € C, M € M, N € N. The natural isomorphism b is called
the balancing of ®. If (®,b), (P,b) : M x N — A are C-balanced functors,

a C-balanced natural transformation o : & — ® is a natural transformation
such that

(2.16) an, xeNbM X, N = by x, NOMax N,

forany X € C, M € M, N € N. The balanced tensor product (or sometimes
called relative Deligne tensor product) is a category M Xe N, equipped with
a C-balanced functor K¢ : M x N'— M X N such that for any category A
the functor

Rex (M K¢ N, A) — Bal(M x N, A)
F— FolKe

is an equivalence of categories. Here Bal(M x N, A) denotes the category
of C-balanced functors and C-balanced natural transformations.

Lemma 2.9. Let M,Mv be right C-module categories and N,/\~/ be left C-
module categories. If (F,c) : M — M, (G,d) : N = N are right ezact
module functors, and (®,b) : M x N — A is a C-balanced functor, then
do (FxQqG): M x N — A is a C-balanced functor with balancing given by

(2.17) em,x,Ny = @(id par), d;(,lN)bF(M),X,G(N)(I)(CMJﬁ id g(n)),
for anyMEM,NE/\N/,XGC.

Proof. We must show that e satisfies (2.I5]). In this case we have to prove
(2.18)

O(id p (), G(mY y n))emr,xavn = e xyenemaxyn®(F(myf x v),id o),
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for any X,Y € C, M € M,N € N. The left hand side of [2I7)) is equal to

= ®(id p(pr), G (mJ)\ZY,N)d;(%X)Y,N)bF(M),X@Y,G(N) P(emxey,id o))
= ®(id p(ary, dx ysy (id x > d?,lzv)mj)\éy,c;(zv))bF(M),X®Y,G(N)
®(cm xev,id o))
= O (id par)s dxyon) P(d Far) 1 x > dy )b XGNP (M) <X Y.G(V)
®(mptan, xv+ 1d o) P(em, xov, id a))-
The first equality is by the definition of e. The second equality is a con-
sequence of (G,d) being a module functor, and the last equality is because
(®,b) is a C-balanced functor. The right hand side of (2.I8)) is equal to
= en,x,yeNP(id p(arax), d)_/}jv)bF(MqX),Y,G(N) q)(CMqX,YF(mﬁXy), id ()
= en,x,yeNP(id parax) Ay y)br(arax) y.on) @((cyr x idy)
m%MLX,YCM,X@Ya id g(vy)
= ®(id p(ar), Ay sy )brD),X,GveN) P(erx, 1 Gyen) 2(id poray), dy )
bF(MqX),Y,G(N)q)((CJT/Il,X <id Y)mjf}“/éM),X,Ych)(@Y’ id G(N))
= ®(id p(ar), Ay oy )brD),X,Gven) P(errx, 1 gyen)) R (id poray), dyy)
(chr x id yoav)Dr(Mnax,y.GV) @(m%M),X,YCM,X ov,1d g(v))
= ®(id p(ar), d;(,lYDN)bF(M),X,G(YDN)(I)(id F(M<X)s d}_/}N)bF(M)QX,Y,G(N)
®(mpia x yem xey:id o))
= O(id p(arp), d},lbeVP(id F(M), id x > d;_/,lN)bF(M),X,wG(N) br(M)<X,Y,G(N)
<1>(mj1~\“/EM),X,YCM,X®Y, id g(n))-

The first and third equalities follow by the definition of e. The second
equality follows since (F,c) is a module functor. The fourth equality is
consequence of the naturality of b for cjr,x, and the sixth equality is the
naturality of b for dy,n. Since both sides are equal, we get the result. (]

The next result is well-known.

Proposition 2.10. Let A, B € C be algebras. Thus, the categories Ca,Cp
are left C-module categories. The following assertions hold.
(i) The functor *(—) : (C4)°P? — AC is an equivalence of right C-module
categories.
(ii) The restriction of the tensor product @ : 4C X Cp — ACp is a C-
balanced functor, and induces an equivalence of categories & : 4CXe
Cp — ACp, such that

as C-balanced functors.
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(iii) Assume that C4 is an exact module category. The functor R : ACp —
Fung(Ca,Cp), V = —®4V is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. (i) The duality functor *(—) : (C4)°® — AC has structure of module
functor with isomorphisms given by

Phepr H(XFOM) = *MX,

for any X € C, M € C4. Here ¢! is the natural isomorphisms described in
(LI). Note that we are omitting the canonical natural isomorphism *(X*) ~
X. For (ii) see [I]. The proof of (iii) can be found for example in [9, Prop.
3.3]. Exactness of the module category C4 implies that ® 4 is biexact. This
fact was used in [9] to prove that R is a category equivalence. O

3. THE (CO)END FOR MODULE CATEGORIES

Let C be a tensor category and M be a left C-module category. Assume
that A is a category and S : M°P x M — A a functor equipped with natural
isomorphisms
(3.1) By i S(M, X > N) — S(X*>M,N),

for any X € C,M,N € M. We shall say that § is a pre-balancing of the
functor S.

Definition 3.1. The module end of the pair (S, ) is an object £ € A
equipped with dinatural transformations my; : E = S(M, M) such that

(3.2) S(eVX >id M, id M)?TM = S(mx*7X7M, id M)/B))§>M7MWX>M7
for any X € C,M € M, universal with this property. This means that, if
E € Ais another object with dinatural transformations &y : E =S5 (M, M),

such that they verify ([B.2]), there exists a unique morphism h : E — E such
that &y = mpr 0 h.

Sometimes we will denote the module end as fMe (S, 8), or simply as
fMe S, when the pre-balancing 3 is understood from the context. The
module coend of the pair (S, /) is defined dually. This is an object C' € A
equipped with dinatural transformations s : S(M, M) = C such that

(33) TNV = WX*DM/BJ\)SI,X*DMS(id M, mX7X*7M)S(id M, COeVx D> id M),
for any X € C, M € M, universal with this property. This means that, if
C € Ais another object with dinatural transformations Ay : S (M, M) = C
such that they satisfy (8:3)), there exists a unique morphism g : C' — C such
that g o mpy = Ap. The module coend will be denoted fMeM(S,ﬁ), or
simply as fMeM S.

A similar definition can be made for right C-module categories. Let B
be a category, and N be a right C-module category endowed with a functor
S : NP x N'— B with a pre-balancing

YNt S(M<aX,N)— S(M,N <*X),
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for any M, N e N, X € C.

Definition 3.2. The module end for S is an object E € B equipped with
dinatural transformations Ay : E = S(N, N) such that

(3.4) )\N = S(ld N, idN < eVX)S(id N, m]_\f}X7*X)’Y]‘>\§7N<1X)\qu,

forany N € N, X € C. We shall also denote this module end by fNeN(S’ V).
Similarly, the module coend is an object C' € B with dinatural transfor-
mations Ay : S(N, N) = C such that

(3.5) ANS(id v @ coev,id §) = Avex Ve x v S My x x> id ),
for any N € N, X € C. We shall also denote this module coend by
FYN(S).

In the next Proposition we collect some results about module ends that
generalize well-known results in the theory of (co)ends. The proofs follow
the same lines as the ones in usual ends. For the sake of completeness we
include them.

Proposition 3.3. Assume that M, N are left C-module categories, and
5,5 : MP x M — A are functors equipped with pre-balancings

B S(M,X > N)— S(X*>M,N),

Ban  S(M, X > N) — S(X*>M,N),
X eC,M,N € M. The following assertions holds

(i) Assume that the module ends fMeM(S,ﬁ),fMeM(g, B) exist and

have dinatural transformations w, 7, respectively. If v : S — S is
a natural transformation such that

(3.6) g]\)g,N’V(M,XDN) = W(X*DM,N)ﬁz\)f[,N,

then there exists a unique map 7 : fMeM(S,ﬁ) — fMeM(g’ 5) such
that Tv? = Y™y for any M € M. If v is a natural isomor-
phism, then 7 is an isomorphism.

(ii) If the end §,,c,(S, B) exists, then for any object U € A, the end
fMeM Hom4 (U, S(—,—)) exists, and there is an isomorphism

7! HomA(U,S(—,—)):HomA(U,}{ (S.8)).
MeM

MeM

Moreover, if fMeM Hom4 (U, S(—,—)) exists for any U € A, then
the end §,,.,((S, ) eists.

(ii) Assume F : A — A is a right exact functor. Then, there is an
isomorphism

F 7% (5= 72 _(FesF),
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(iv) If F : M — N is an equivalence of C-module categories, then there
18 an isomorphism

74 S~ S(F(=), F(—)).
NeN MeM

Proof. (i). For any M € N define A\ys @ $y o0 (S, 8) — S(M,M) as \yy =
Yor,m)Tar- 1t follow straightforward that A is dinatural and since ~y satisfies
B9), then X satisfies (B.2]). By the universality of the module end, there
exists a morphism 5 : ¢, (S, ) — fMeM(g’ 3) such that 79 = Ay =
Y(M,M)TM-

(ii). Let us assume that fMe m (S, B) exists, and has associated to it
dinatural transformations 7y : fMeM(S, B) — S(N,N). For any U € A,
the pre-balancing for the functor Hom 4 (U, S(—, —)) is defined as

B%.asy : Homa (U, S(M, X > N)) — Homu(U, S(X* > M, N)),

ﬁg](,M,N(f) = /81\)27N o f.
Also define
s Homa(U, ¢ (5,8) = Homa(U. S(N, V),
MeMm
T (f) =7 o f.
It follows by a straightforward computation that, 7¥ is a dinatural trans-
formation, and they satisfy ([3.2) using BY. It also follows easily that

Homy (U, fMe m (S, 8)) together with 7V satisfy the universal property of
the module end, thus

§ Homa(U.S(-,-)) = Homa(U § (5.9)

Mem Mem

Now, let us assume that §,,_,, Homu(U,S(—,—)) exists for any U € A.
Using item (i), we can define a functor

F: A% — vect,

P(U) = fMEM Hom (U, S(—, —)).

We shall prove that F' es left exact, and thus it is representable. The
object representing the functor F' will be a candidate for the module end

fMeM(SwB)
For any M € M, and any f:U — V in A, denote

(af) s - Homa(V, S(M, M)) — Hom 4 (U, S(M, M))
(ap)m(g) =go f.
To prove that F' is left exact, we need to show that, for any morphism

f:U—=Vin A, F(coKer (f)) = Ker (F(f)). Let be ¢ = coKer (f) : V — C,
and [ : K — F(V) be a k-linear map such that F(f)ol=0. Then

(ap)pomy ol =nl0F(f)ol=0.
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The second equality follows from item (i). Since ker(af) = g, there exists
a map

hM K — HOIH_A(C,S(M,M)))

such that (ag)a o har = 7y ol It is not difficult to prove that h is a
dinatural transformation, and they satisfy ([B.2]) (using the isomorphisms
3Y). By the universal property of the module end, there exists a morphism
¢ : K — F(C) such that hy = 7§, o ¢. It follows from item (i) that

(aq)u o g 0 ¢ =myp 0 F(g) 0 6.
But also
(ag)ar o mhy 0 ¢ = (ag)ar o har =y o1,
whence | = F(q)o¢ and therefore F'(q) = ker(F(f)). Hence F is represented
by an object £ € A; F(U) = Hom4(U, E). The maps 6y : E — S(M, M),
Sy = mi(id g) are dinatural transformations, and they satisfy (3.2)). It

follows by a straightforward computation that F together with § satisfy the
universal property of the module end, thus F ~ fM e (S5 8).

The proof of (iii) and (iv) is straightforward. O

Remark 3.4. Off course that, similar results to those presented in Proposi-
tion B3] can be stated for module coends, and also for module (co)ends for
right module categories.

3.1. Relation between module (co)ends for right and left module
categories. Let A be a category. Let M be a left C-module category,
and a functor S : M x M — A equipped with a pre-balancing ﬁﬁ N
S(M,X>N) — S(X*>M,N). Then N' = M°®P is a right C-module category.
We can consider the functor

SO L NP X A 5 AP,
It posses a pre-balancing

Yarn : SP(M<aX,N)— SP(M,N <*X),

X X
YM,N = 5M,N-
Note that, the pre-balancing 7 is considered as a morphism in A°P. The
next result is straightforward.

Lemma 3.5. There are isomorphisms

fMEMw, §) ~ fMGNwOp,v),

f Mg e § 5

MeN



20 BORTOLUSSI AND MOMBELLI

A similar result also holds starting from a right C-module category N,
and a functor T': N°P x N' — A equipped with a pre-balancing
Yoy : T(M <X, N) — T(M,N <*X).

If M = N°P, then M is a left C-module category, and we can consider the
functor
TP : MP x M — A%
together with a pre-balancing
Barn : TP(M, X >N) = TP(X*>M,N)

X X**
BM,N = TM,N-
The next result is a straightforward consequence of the definitions of module
(co)end.

Lemma 3.6. There are isomorphisms

/. ()= me@"p,B),

wa@vm:f )

MeM
(]

3.2. Parameter theorem for module ends. Let C be a tensor category
and M a left C-module category. Also, let A, B be categories. We start
with a functor S : M°P? x M — Fun(A, B) equipped with pre-balancing
ﬁA)SLN :S(M,X>N) — S(X*>M,N), for any X € C,M,N € M. If the
end fMeM(S’ B) exists, it is an object in the category Fun(.A, B); we denote
this functor as

(74 (S,8))(~) : A B.
MeM
Alternatively, we can do the following construction. For any A € A we

get a functor Sy : MP x M — B, Sa(M,N) = S(M,N)(A). This functor
comes with a pre-balancing

5§,M,N :SA(M,X1>N)— Sa(X*">M,N),

ﬁ?},M,N = (51\)2,N)A=
for any X € C,M,N € M. If the module end fMeM(SA,ﬂA) exists, it is
an object in B, and it defines a functor & : A — B. The proof of the next
result follow straightforward.

Theorem 3.7. Provided all ends fMGM(SA,ﬁA) exist, the functor & has a
canonical structure of module end for the functor S. We write

GZ(ﬁKM@ﬁDP)
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Remark 3.8. Similar results can be obtained for module coends, and also
for right C-module categories.

3.3. Restriction of module (co)ends to tensor subcategories. In this
Section, we shall show that the module (co)end coincides with the usual
(co)end in the case the tensor category is vect . We also study what happens
with the module (co)end when we restrict to a tensor subcategory.

Let C be a tensor category and D C C be a tensor subcategory of C.
Assume also that M is a left C-module category. We can consider the
restricted D-module category Res g./\/l. The next result is a straightforward
consequence of the definition of module (co)ends.

Proposition 3.9. Let S : M°? x M — A be a functor equipped with pre-
balancing BA);’N :S(M,Xp>N)— S(X*>M,N).

(i) There exists a monomorphism in A

[INCUE: _(5.8).
MeM MeRes M

(ii) There exists an epimorphism in A

}{MeRes Z;)M(S’ 5 }{MEM(& 5,

O

Remark 3.10. Similar result obtained in Proposition B.9] is valid for right
module categories.

The next result says that, the module (co)end coincides with the usual
one in the case C = vect .

Proposition 3.11. Let M, A be categories, and S : MP x M — A be a
functor. In particular M is a left vect  -module category. The functor S has
a canonical pre-balancing B such that there are isomorphisms

/ s~d (5.0,
MeM MeM

/MeM - %MGM(& N

Proof. We shall prove the first isomorphism concerning the usual end and
the module end. The other isomorphism for the coend follows similarly. For
this, we will show that, for such a functor S there exists a canonical pre-
balancing 8 such that any dinatural transformation mp; : E = S(M, M)
satisfies (B.2]).

Since M is a finite abelian k-linear category, there exists a finite di-
mensional k-algebra A such that, M is equivalent to the category of finite
dimensional right A-modules m4. The action of vect on my is

>:vecty X My — my,



22 BORTOLUSSI AND MOMBELLI

X>M=XeM,
for any X € vecty, M € my. The right action of A on X®iM is on the
second tensorand. For any X,Y € vecty, M € my4 the associativity of this
module category is

MX,y,M : (XkY)@xM — Xk (YerM),

mx.,y,m((z®y)@m) = z&(y@m).
For any X € vecty, ¢z € X, we denote by d, : X — k the unique linear
transformation that sends = to 1, and any element of a direct complement
of <x>t00. If M € my, X € vect, x € X we shall denote by

MM XM, pMiXoM— M,
! (m) = z@m,  py! (yom) = 6, (y)m,
for any y € X,m € M. Let (x;),(f;) be a pair of dual basis of X and X*
respectively. For any x € X, f € X* it is easy to verify that
> 0a (@), (f) = f(@).
i

This equality implies that

(3.7) evx@ida = > papy @ Mmxe x
7

Also, one can verify that

(3.8) > MY =idxer,  pYu) = 6:(y)id
)

For any M, N € m4 let us denote
Ban : S(M,X > N)— S(X*>M,N),

where (x;), (f;) is a pair of dual basis of X and X*, respectively. Using (3.8]),
one can check that, ﬁl\)/fﬂ N is an isomorphism with inverse

DS ) S(X* > M,N) = S(M, X > N).

Let E € Abe an object and 7ps : E = S(M, M) a dinatural transformation.
Let us show that, 7 satisfies equation ([B.2]). Let X € vecty, M € my and
let (z;),(f;) be a pair of dual basis of X and X*. The right hand side of

equation (3.2) is
S(mxe x51d 1) Bxoar armxom = @S (mx= x v, id ar) S (p7 "™, phh)mxom
= @S (mx- x,m,id 1) S(py! 7™M id ar)mas
= @is(p%pfémex*,X,M, id pr)mar
= S(evx®id pr,id pr)mar-

The second equality follows from the dinaturality of 7, and the last equality
follows from (B.7)). O
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Combining Proposition and Proposition [3.11] we have the next result.

Corollary 3.12. Assume M is a left C-module category, A is a category,
and S : M® x M — A is a functor. Let Ay : [yeS = S(M, M)
be the associated dinatural transformation of the usual end. There exists a

monomorphism
R INCUEY
MeM MeM
such that
(3.9) S(evx >id ar,id ar)Anre = S(mxe x a0, 1 ar) B ns, w AXo M0,
forany X e C, M € M. O

Using the above Corollary, we can give another characterization of the
module end. Essentially, this new description says that the module end is a
subobject of the usual end, and it is universal among those subobjects with
morphisms that satisfy ([3.9]).

Proposition 3.13. Let (E,v) be a pair, where

o I is an object in A;
e V:E— [1,c0S is a morphism such that

(3.10) S(evX >id M, id M))\Mw = S(mx*7X7M, id M)/B:;{(DM,M)‘XDMw’

Then, there exists a unique map h : E — fMeM(S,ﬂ) such that 1 = ¢ o
h. O

4. APPLICATIONS TO THE THEORY OF REPRESENTATIONS OF TENSOR
CATEGORIES

Throughout this section C will denote a tensor category.

4.1. Natural module transformations as an end. For a pair of functors
F,G : A — B between two abelian categories A, B, it is well known that,
there is an isomorphism

Nat (F,G) ~ /A _ Homs(F(4), G(A).

In this Section, we generalize this result when F' and G are C-module func-

tors.
Let M, N be C-module categories, and (F,c), (G,d) : M — N be module
functors. The functor

Homy/ (F(—),G(—)) : M°P x M — vect g
evaluated on functions f: M — M’', g: N — N’ in M, is

Homyr (F(f), G(9)) () = G(g) oo F(f),
for any a € Homp (F(M),G(N)).
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Proposition 4.1. For any pair of C-module functors (F,c), (G, d) the func-
tor

Homp (F'(—),G(—)) : M x M — vecty

has a pre-balancing given by

(4.1) By : Homy(F(M),G(X > N)) = Homp (F(X* > M),G(N))

Bar.n () = (evx >id G(N))m§£7x7g(N) (id x+ > dx na)ex-

forany X € C,M,N € M. There is an isomorphism
Nat,o(F,G) = ¢ (Homy(F(-),G(-)).5).
MeM

Proof. 1t follows straightforward that, 5]\)27 n are natural isomorphisms with
inverses given by

(4.2) (51\)2’]\/)71 (a) = d;(’lN(idX > ac}E’M)mX,X*,F(M)(coeVX > id F(M))

For any M € M, define mps : Nat,,(F,G) — Homp (F(M),G(M)) by
mu(a) = ap. It follows easily that, m is a dinatural transformation. Let
us show that 7 satisfies (8.2]). Let a € Nat,,,(F,G), M € M, then the left
hand side of ([B.2]) evaluated in « is equal to

apF(evx >id pr).
The right hand side of ([B.2]) evaluated in « is equal to
= (evx >id g(ar) )mx* XG(M)(ldX* > dx poxen)exs xemE (mxs x,m)
= (evx >id g(arn) )mX* XG(M)(ldX* > (id x > anm)ex m)exs xemF(mx= x )
= (evx >id gar))(id x+@x > an)ex ox,m
= ay(evx >id pony)ex ex,m = ap F(evy >id ).

The second equality follows since « is a module natural transformation and
satisfies (2.6)), the third equality follows by the naturality of m and since ¢
satisfies (23] and the last one follows from the naturality of c.

Let F be a vector space equipped with a dinatural transformation & :
E — Homp (F(M),G(M)) such that ([3.2) is satisfied. Define h : E —
Nat,,(F, Q) as follows. For any v € E, M € M, h(v)y = &y (v). Tt is clear,
by definition, that m o h = £&. We must prove that, for any v € E, h(v) is a
natural module transformation, that is, we must show that equation (2.6])
is fulfilled, which in this case is

(4.3) dx,mExem (v) = (id x > En(v))ex m,
for any X € C, M € M. Since ¢ satisfies (3.2)), then

(5§>M,M)_1(5M(U)F(60X >id p) F (mXi XM)) = Exom (V),
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for any v € E. Using the definition of (ﬂfng’ M)_l given in (42]), this
equation is equivalent to

dx,m€xon(v) = (id x > Epr(0) F((evx >id M)m)_(%*,X,M)C)_(%‘,XDM)

mx x= F(xeM)(coevy >id poxoar)

= (idX I>€M(U)F(€UX >id M))(idX > c;(£®X,Mm;(£,X,F(M)

(id x+ > ex m))mx, x+ F(xenr)(coevy > id )
= (idX > fM(U))(idX(X)e’UX >id p7)(id xgx+ > CX7M)(COGVX >id)
= (idX I>€M(U))CX7M.

The second equality follows from (23)), the third equality follows from the
naturality of ¢, and the last one follows from the rigidity of C. Hence,
Nat,, (F, G) satisfies the required universal property. O

4.2. On the category of module functors. Assume that C,&,D, are
tensor categories. Assume also that M is a (C,&)-bimodule category, and
that A is a (C, D)-bimodule category. Then, we can consider the functors

(4.4) L =Ly : MPXe N — Fuang(MPP N,
L(MXN) = Hom y4op (—, M) > N,

(4.5) L= Ly : M Ke N — Fune (M, N)

L(MXN) = Hom y o (M, —)* > N,
Both functors are equivalences of (£, D)-bimodule categories. This fact was
proven in [7, Thm. 3.20], see also [I]. The bimodule structure on the functor
category Fung (M, N) is described in ([Z.I1). We will give another proof of
the fact that L and L are category equivalences, and we shall show an explicit
description of a quasi-inverse using the module end of some functor in an
analogous way as [13, Lemma 3.5].

Remark 4.2. Our choice of the definition of the action on the right module
category M°P, given in Section 2.1 using the right dual, is justified by the
definition of the functors L and L. If one changes the action on M°P using
left duals, then one has to modify the definition of the functors L and E, SO
that they are well-defined.

For later use, let us explain explicitly what it means that L is a bimod-
ule functor. For any Z € D, W € &, M € M,N € N we have natural
isomorphisms

(4.6) L(W>MXe N)~ LMK N)o (—<aW),

(4.7) L(MRe N<aZ)~(—<Z)o L(M K¢ N).

Assume that, M, N are exact indecomposable as left C-module categories,
then there exist algebras A, B € C such that M ~ C4, N ~ Cp as module
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categories. Recall that, if M € C4 then, by Lemmal[lTl (i), *M has structure
of left A-module. Exactness of the module category M is needed to use
Proposition 2101 (iii).

Lemma 4.3. Assume as above that M = Ca, N' = Cp. Denote by (Snm, ¢)
a relative Serre functor associated to M. Then, the following statements
hold.

(i) The functor ZM,N : MP Ko N — Fung (M, N) is equivalent to the
composition of functors

(Ca)* K Cp *(_—)Blg ACK¢ Cp N ACpB LN Fune(Cya,Cp).

Recall the definition of the functor R given in Proposition [2.10, R :
ACp — Fung(Ca,Cp), R(V)(X) = X®4V. In particular, it follows
that L is a category equivalence.
(il) For any M € M, N € N, there exists a natural isomorphism of
module functors
(4.8) Lamn(MReN) =~ Ly (MReN) o Sy
In particular L is also an equivalence of categories.
Proof. Existence of the relative Serre functor S, is ensured by the fact that
M is exact. Part (i) follows from the computation of the internal hom given
in Proposition (ii). Let us prove (ii). It follows from Lemma [24] that,
functors
Hom  jop (M, —)*, *"Hom (—, M) : M = C,
are equivalent as C-module functors. Also, it follows from Lemma 2.4] that,
functors

** Hom v (M, S4(~)), Hom pgen (Spa(~), 1) : M — C
are equivalent as C-module functors. This implies that, L MN(MXCN) is
equivalent to the C-module functor
*Hom (=, M)>N : M — N,
and L n(MXeN) oSy is equivalent to the C-module functor
“*Hom v (M,Spm(—=)) >N : M — N.

The natural isomorphisms ¢y : Hom(U, V)* — Hom(V, Sy (U)) induce an
isomorphism of C-module functors

“o_pmr>idy : "Hom (=, M) > N — **Hom r,(M,Sp(—)) > N.
And this finishes the proof of the Lemma. O
In what follozvs, we shall give an explicit description of a quasi-inverse
of the functor L using the module end. For any module functor (F,c) €

Fung(C4,Cp) we introduce some auxiliary functors Sg, Dp, Lp, Rp that,
later, we will compute its module end.
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Define
Sp: (CA)Op xCq — (CA)Op Xe Cp,

Sp(M, N) = M H¢ F(N),
endowed with a pre-balancing

B @ Sp(M,X > N) = Sp(X*> M, N)

(4.9)

BJXV[,N = bJT/[{){,N(idM Xe ex,n)-
Also
Dp : (Ca)*P x Ca — (Cp)* Be Ca,

endowed with a pre-balancing
Sayn : Dp(M, X >N) = Dp(X*>M,N)

(4.10)

Onry = (ex 2Xeid )bysx -
Here by x,v : X*> M Xe N — M Ke X > N is the balancing associated to
the Deligne tensor product K¢, see Section 241
We also have functors

Lp,Rr:(Ca)®P xCa— aCp,
(4.11) Rp(M,N)="M®F(N),
Lp(M,N)="F(M)®N,
equipped with pre-balancing
YN i Re(M, X >N) = Rp(X*>M,N),
ey = (S ar) "' ®id pvy) (id »mr®ex n),

myn  Le(M, X > N) = Lp(X*>M,N),

F N
F N

(4.12)

(413) X * l - :

UM,N: (CX*,M)(¢X*,F(M)) 1®1dN

Here we are omitting the isomorphisms X ~ *(X*), for any X € C, and
isomorphisms ¢! are those presented in (II)).

Lemma 4.4. Let A, B € C be algebras such that module categories C4,Cp
are exact. Let (F,c) € Fune(Ca,Cp) be a C-module functor. The following
statements hold.
(i) There exists an equivalence of categories *(—) Ke Id : C¥ReCp —
ACXReCp such that
(*(=)ReId)oKe ~ Ko (*(—) x Id)

as C-balanced functors.
(i) If the module end fMeCA (Sr,B) exists, then

~

®o (*(-) K Id)(jéMEC (Sp,B)) g}[MeC (RE,7).
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(iii) If the module end fMeCA (Dp,9) exists, then
Bo(()Hd)(§  (DrO)= 4§ (Lrn)
MeCxy MeCy

Here @ : 4C Ke Cp — ACp is the induced functor from the tensor product,
that we have presented in Proposition (11).

Proof. Exactness of module categories C4,Cp is needed to ensure existence of
functors Sg, Dp, see [Il, Thm. 3.3 (4)]. Part (i) follows since K¢ o (*(—) xId)
is a C-balanced functor. There are isomorphisms of C-balanced functors

Do (*(-)Reld)oSp~&o (*(=)MelId)oReo (Id x F)
~®olco(*(—)x F)
:®o(*(—)XF):'RF.

The first isomorphism follows by the definition of Sg, the second isomor-
phism follows from part (i), and the third isomorphism is the one presented
in Proposition 210 (ii). Now, part (ii) follows by applying Proposition [3.3]
(i). The proof of (iii) follows similarly. O

Theorem 4.5. Let A, B € C be algebras such that Ca,Cg are exact module
categories. The functor

T: Func(CA,CB) — Czp gc CB,
given by
NGEENCNORE S e
MeCy MeCa

1s well-defined and is a quasi-inverse of the functor L.

Proof. Recall the definition of the functor R given in Proposition 210, R :
ACp — Fung(C4,Cp), R(V)(X) = X®4V. It follows from Lemma [£.3] that,
the composition of functors

(C)® e s~ e S aCn B Func(Ca, Cs)

is isomorphic to L. Thus, it is enough to show that, the functor
U : Fung(Ca,Cp) — ACB,

given by
(4.14) Y(F) = fMEC (Rir,) = fMEC “M @ F(M)

is well-defined and it is a quasi-inverse of R. Since we know that R is
an equivalence, we denote by ¥ an adjoint equivalence to R. Take F €
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Fung(Ca,Cp), and V € 4Cp, then
Hom(AvB)(V, U(F)) ~ Nat,,(R(V), F)

:j{ (Homp(M®4V, F(M)), )

MeCa

~ % (HOII](AB)(V,*M & F(M))aé)
MeCay

~ Hom(A,B)(V,% *M® F(M))
MeCy

The second isomorphism follows from Proposition Il Here, the isomor-
phism £ is the one described in ([@I]). The third isomorphism follows from
Lemma [IT] (ii); one can easily verify that if

Sarn : Homig py (V,*M @ F(X®N)) — Hom 4 p)(V,*M ©® X®F(N))

is defined as (5ﬁ’N(h) = (id«p®cx,N) o h, then the naturality of ® implies
that

Snrn (@(@) = @(Bay,v (@),
for any o € Homp(M®4V, F(X®N)). Here

@ : Homp(M®4V, F(X®N)) — Hom 4 )(V,*M @ F(X®N))

is the natural isomorphism described in (I.9). Thus, the third isomorphism
follows by applying Proposition B3] (i). The last isomorphism follows from
Proposition B3] (ii). O

As an immediate consequence of the above Theorem, we have the follow-
ing results.

Corollary 4.6. Let A € C be an algebra such that C4 is an exact module
category. There is an isomorphism of A-bimodules

A~ *M @ M.
MeCy
O

Corollary 4.7. Let M, N be exact indecomposable C-module categories. If
UeM,V eN and F € Fung(M,N), there are isomorphisms
(4.15) jé L (M Re F(M)) ~ F,

Mem

(4.16) 74 T Re Ln (T Re V(M) ~ T ®e V.
MeM

Remark 4.8. If C = vect, Corollary .6 reduces to [4, Corollary 2.9].
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In [4, Lemma 3.8] it was proven that, for a right exact functor F' : M —
N, where M, N are abelian categories, there is an isomorphism

/NENFTT(N)& N ~ /MEMﬁgF(M).

The next result is a generalization of that result; essentially it says that, for
a C-module functor F' : M — N, there is an isomorphism

jé Fra(N)XeN ~ MWXcF(M).
NeN MeMm

The proof, however, is more complicated than the proof of [4, Lemma 3.8],
since in module ends there is a new ingredient (the pre-balancing () that
has to be taken into account.

Proposition 4.9. Let M, N be exact indecomposable left C-module cate-
gories. Assume that, (F,c) € Fune(M,N) is a module functor with right
adjoint (F™%. d) € Fung(N, M). Recall the functors Dp,Sg defined in
(EI0), (£9) with their pre-balancings 0, 3. There is an isomorphism

(4.17) %V NN, 8) = 7§M€M (MR F (M), ).

Proof. Since M, N are exact indecomposable, we can assume that, there are
algebras A, B € C such that M = C4, N = Cp. Using Lemma 4] (ii), (iii),
it will be enough to prove that there are isomorphisms

% (ﬁFT'“‘ ) T,) ~ % (RF7 ’Y)u
NeCp MeCay

as objects in 4Cp. Here n,~ are defined in ([@.I3]), (@I2]). Since the functor
R : ACp — Fung(C4,Cp), R(V)(X) = X®4V is an equivalence of cate-
gories, using Proposition 3.3 (iii), it will be enough to prove that, there is
an isomorphism

(4.18) /{v By (R(*F"*(N)®N), R(n)) =~ ?{Mec (RCCM®F(M)), R(v)).

Since the functor R is a quasi-inverse of the functor ¥ : Fung(C4,Cp) —
ACp, presented in (L.14]), it follows that

§  (BCMeFOD),RE) =
MeCy
and

§ (RONeN)RG) = e,
NeCp

Hence, to prove isomorphism (4.I8]) of functors, it is sufficient to prove that,
there is an isomorphism

]{ (RCF™*(N)®N), R(n))(U) ﬁjé (R("M@M), R(v))(F(U))
NeCp MeCp
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For any U € C4. Applying Theorem B.7], it will be enough to prove that,
there is an isomorphism

7{ (UoA"F"*(N)®N,7) ﬁf{ (FU)es"MEM),7),
NeCs MeCp

where
My = Ru =id U®A*(dX*,M)(¢§(*7Fr4a.(M))_1®id Ns

e =R r@) = 1d pury®@p(de ar) ' ®id ,
for any X € C, M, N € Cp. For this purpose, we shall construct natural
isomorphisms
ayy : F(U)R™M — U F"" (M)
such that
(4.19) T, v (av,m®id xen) = (av,x-em®id §)Fhy, v

It will follow then from Proposition B.3] (i) the desired isomorphism between
module ends, and this will finish the proof of the Proposition.

Recall the isomorphisms &4 y v, ¥4 x v defined in (LI5), (LI6)
®4; x. : Homy (M, X®N) — Home(M®4*N, X),
Oy x, v (@) Ty = (id x@evy) (a@id ),
Uy x.n : Home(M®4*N, X) — Homu (M, X®N),
\I/J‘?/LX’N(a) = (aﬂﬁ*N@)id ~)(id pr®coevy).
We shall also denote natural isomorphisms
wy,n : Homp(F (M), N) — Homy (M, F™*(N)),

comming from the adjunction (F, F™%). Naturality of w implies that for
any morphism f : N — N in Cp, and any o € Homp(F (M), N) we have
that

(4.20) wy i (f @) = F " (flomn(a).
This equation implies in particular that
(4.21) WU,Y®N(\I,g(U),Y,M(id ) = FT'a'(‘I’g(U),KM(id))WU,F(U) (id).

Define isomorphisms
ay,Mm : F(U)@B*M — U®A*Fr'a'(M)
induced by the natural isomorphisms
Home(F(U)®5* M, Z) 22 Homp(F(U), Z&M) % Homa(U, F™*(Z&M))
A
— Homa(U, Z&F™*(M)) 25 Home (U@ 4* F™* (M), Z),
for any Z € C. This means that

al_f,lM = (I)g,Y,F“&(M) (deM wU7Y®N(\I’g(U),Y,M(id )))7
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where Y = F(U)®p* M. Using the definition of ®4 one gets that

(4.22) A5 T pra(ary = (id y ®eVpre an)
(dy,nr WU7Y®M(\I’F(U)7Y7M(id ))®id «pra. (ar)) -

Here we are again denoting Y = F'(U)®p*M. Equation (£I9)) is equivalent
to

(a[_]iX'*®M®id N)ﬁZ\X4,N(7T§,*F’“~a~(M)®id X®N) =
= Fhr.3 (g1 xoN) (17« pra. (v @id X N),
which in turn (forgetting the last id y) is equivalent to
(a(},lX*®M7T(§,*F’"~a~(X*®M))(id U®*(dX*,M)(élx*,Fm(M))_l) =
= (id p)@B(d 1) ") AG T < pra(ary®id x).-
Using (4.22)), the right hand side of (£.23]) is equal to
= (id g @B(- ,M)_l)(a[_f,lzuﬂﬁgFra»(M)@id X)
= (id pry®5(d%- a1) ") (d PEr)o s MRV Era. an®id ) (dr@)ey vm

(4.23)

WU,F(U)®B*M®M(\Il}E«j(U),F(U)(gB*M,M (id ))®id *F?"~a~(M)®X)
= (id py@B(- ) ") (id p)@ g M ®eV pra. (i @id x) (dpw) e a,m
Fr (9B ryeson.m (1)) wup) (id )@id « pre. o x )

The last equality follows from (421]). It follows from (£22), that the left
hand side of (23] is equal to

= (d rwyos (X oI ®eVrre (x+om) (ArW)es: (X M) X oM
wU7F(U)®B*(X*®M)®X*®M(\IJIJ§(U)7F(U)®B*(X*®M),X*®M(id))®id*F”“‘(X*®M))
(idu®* (dx- 1) (De praary) ™)
= (ld o5 (xrom) @eVEre (x<om) ) (id FU)o 5 (X0 M@ Fre(x @)@
®*(dX*,M)(QSfXﬁF“a'(M))_l)
(dF(U)®B*(X*®M)7X*®M Fm'(‘I’g(U)7F(U)®B*(X*@M),X*@M(id ))®id)
(wU,F(U) (id )®id )
_ (id P s (X0 @eVx-gpra an (dxs u® (e praon) ™))
(drw)s s (xrem)xem F™ (VB0 e s (x-om) x-ou (1d)®id )
(wur,r(oy (id )®id )

(ld FO)op* (X*0M)®eVx=g pra (1) (id ®(¢e pra. (M))_l))
( D)@ (X eM)ax* MO «pre ngsx)

‘I’F(U ) FU)es (X oM x-ou (1d)®id ) (wy,pe) (id )@id ).

/\
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The second equation follows from (4.2I]), the third equality follows from
(L2)), the fourth equality follows from (2.3]) for the module functor (F™%, d),
which in this case implies that

(id ®dX*,M)dF(U)®B*(X*®M),X*®M = dF(U)®B*(X*®M)®X*,M'

At last, using the definition of W2, (I3)) and the rigidity axioms one can see
that

(id p(1)0 = (x-201) @€V =g e (1) (id @ (S pra () ™))
(drw)os-(xremn@x @i ) (F™ (Y E oy pnes-(xrom x-on(id))@id)
(wu,r) (id )®id « pro(anex)
= (id pn®@B(dx- a1) ") (id p)o g MReV pra. (v ®id x) (dpu)o 5 v
Fr (WP pane -y (1)) (@o,p) (1d)®id - praang x)-

This implies (£23]), and finishes the proof of the Proposition. O

4.3. A formula for the relative Serre functor. Let M, AN be exact
indecomposable left C-module categories, and recall the functors

L=Lpyy: MPRN — Func(./\/lbOP,N),
L= EMMboP : NP Ko MPP —5 Fune (N, MPP)

described in (@4) and @F). Note that subindices of L are different to those
presented in (4.3]).

Lemma 4.10. Use the above notation. For any M € M, N € N there
exists an equivalence of module functors

(4.24) L (MR N = Ly ygoon (N M)

Proof. If B is an exact indecomposable right C-module category, define the
auxiliary functors

HB.B® »C, RN:C—N,
HB = Homy(—,B), RN =—-b>N,
for any B € B, N € N. A straightforward computation shows that
(HE)'(X) = BaX*, (RN)"*(N') = *Hom (N, N)
for any X € C, N’ € N. Since L(MXN) = Ry o H%Op, then

L(H‘ZICN)IG ~ (H%/(Op)l.a. o (R_é\v/')la

~ M <Hom (—, N) = Hom(—, N)* > M
Hom yrop (—, N)** > M = L(NKcM).

In the second equivalence, we are using the canonical isomorphisms *X* ~
X. O
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The next result is a formula for the relative Serre functor similar to the
formula for the Nakayama functor given in [5]. Let M be an exact indecom-
posable left C-module category. Let us denote by «: M°P x C — M°P the
action of the opposite module category, that is, the one determined by

(4.25) M <4X=X*>M,
for any M € M, X € C. For any M € M the functor
Thr i (MOP)P x MP — M,
Tm(U, V) = Hom (M, V)" > U,
has a pre-balancing
Yov : Tu(U €« X, V) = Ty (U,V <4 *X),

given as the composition
To(U < X, V)=Hom (M, V)* > (X* > U) 2 (Hom (M, V)*®X*) > U

— (X®Hom (M, V))* > U — Hom \((M, X 5 V) >U =Ty (U, V 4*X).

Thus we can consider the coend

UeMoP
74 (Tass 7).

Since T' can be thought of as a functor 7" : (M°P)°P x M°P — Fun(M, M),
TU,V)(M) = Ty (U, V), then using the parameter theorem described in
Section [3.2] we have a functor

UeMeP
M~ jé (Tar, 7).

We shall denote this functor as
UeMoP UeMoP
§ @ =¢ T Womu(-y U,

It follows from Lemma 2.3 that, fUEMop (T_,7) : M — MP°P is a C-module
functor.

Theorem 4.11. Let M be an exact indecomposable left C-module category.

There exists an equivalence of C-module functors

UeMoP
(4.26) Spp 74 (Hom v (—, U)* > U, ),

Proof. Let M, N be a pair of exact indecomposable left C-module categories.
To prove the expression for the relative Serre functor, we will first compute
a quasi-inverse of the functor L = L and then use equivalence (4.8]).
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Recall that €: M°P x C — M°P is the action of the opposite module

category. That is,
M <X =X"5 M,

for any M € M, X € C. Let us denote by D : (MPKeN )P — NOPRMPOP,
the functor determined by D(MX¢N) = NXKcM, M € M, N € N. The
functor D is an equivalence of categories.

Take (F,c) € Fune(MP°P, ). This means that, we have isomorphisms
exm: F(X™ > M) — X > F(M), for any M € M, X € C. Define

O : (MP)P x M — MPRN,

07U, V) = VRF(D).
The functor ©f has a pre-balancing

vy Op(U <4 X,V) = 0p(U,V €*X),

VZ)J(:V = b\_/,l*X7F(U)(id veexv).
Here by x v : V 4« XKcU — Ve X > U is the balancing of the C-balanced
functor Me. Define x : Fung (MPP, A') — MOPKN the functor given by

UeMoP UeMeop _
\(F) = 74 O, 1) = 75 TR F @),

The existence of these coends follows from the existence of the ends presented
in Theorem and the relation between ends and coends for left and right
module categories given in Lemma[3.5l Let us prove that y is a quasi-inverse
of L. Since we already know that L is a category equivalence, it is enough
to prove that
X(L(MX¢N)) ~ MXeN

for any M € M, N € N. Since D is a category equivalence, this is equivalent
to prove that

(4.27) D(x(L(MRcN))) ~ D(MXcN) = NK M.
for any M € M, N € N. The left hand side of (£27)) is equal to

__ UeMop o —
D(x(L(MX¢N))) = D(}I{ UReL(MXeN)(U))

~ D( - UK L(MReN)(T))

12

74_ L(MReN)(U)ReU
UeMbor

2

~ 7{ Ve L(MReN)- (V)
VeN
EI8) —

a0 VRL(NR M) (V) =~ NXc
VeN

=ll
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The first isomorphism follows from Lemma [3.6] the second one follows from
Proposition B3] (iii), and the third isomorphism follows from Proposition

417
Taking V' = MP°P and using (&8, it follows that

Lt pavor (X(14)) = L g pgpor (x(1d)) 0 Spa = S,
and we obtain the desired description of the relative Serre functor. O
Remark 4.12. If C = vecty and M is a semisimple category, the (right)
relatvie Serre functor coincides with the (right) Nakayama functor. In this

case, formula ([£.20) coincides with the formula for the (right) Nakayama
functor presented in [4, Definition 3.14].

4.4. Correspondence of module categories for Morita equivalent
tensor categories. Assume that C,D are Morita equivalent tensor cate-
gories. This means that, there is an invertible exact (C, D)-bimodule cate-
gory B. We can assume that D = End¢(B)™", and the right action of D on
B is given by evaluation
4:BxD— B, BaF = F(B).
It was proven in [3, Theorem 3.31] that, the maps
M — Fune(B,M), N +— Funp(B°P,N)

are bijections, one the inverse of the other, between equivalence classes of
exact C-module categories and exact D-module categories. We shall give
another proof of this fact by showing an explicit equivalence of D-module
categories

N =~ Fune (B, Funp (B°P, N)),
for any exact indecomposable D-module category N .
For any (H,d) € Fun¢(B, Funp(B°?, N)), define
Sy :B®xB— N, Sy(B,C)=H(C)B).
This functor comes with isomorphisms
B Su(B,X>C)— Sy(X*>B,0),

Bi.c = (dx,c) s
forany X € C, B,C € B.
Lemma 4.13. The functor Sg is a C-balanced functor with balancing given
by bp.x,c : Sp(X* > B,C) = Sy(B,X > 0), bgxc = (dxc)y - In par-
ticular, there exists a right exact functor §H : B’XeB — N such that
§H o ~ Sy as C-balanced functors.

Proof. Since (H,d) is a module functor, the natural isomorphism d satisfy
23). This axiom implies that b satisfy (Z.15]). O
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We can consider the functor

U : Fune(B, Funp (B°®,N)) = N,

W)= (Swp) = § HEB)
BeB BeB

Proposition 4.14. The functor ¥ is well-defined.

Proof. The existence of the module end ¥(H) follows from applying the
functor Sy to the module end fBeB BXcB, whose existence follow from
Proposition 5] and using Proposition B3 (iii). O

Theorem 4.15. Let C be a tensor category and B an indecomposable exact
left C-module category. Consider the finite tensor category D = End¢(B)™Y,

and the functor L= ZB,B : B’KB — Ende(B) introduced in Section [{.2
Let N be an exact indecomposable left D-module category. Define

® : N/ — Fune (B, Funp(B°P, N)),

®(N)(B)(C) = L(CR:B) > N,

for any B,C € B, N € N'. The functors ® and ¥ are well-defined, and they
establish an adjoint equivalence of left D-module categories

N =~ Fune (B, Funp (B°P, N)).

Proof. Take N € N, B € B. It follows immediately that, ®(N) is a C-module
functor. That ® and ®(N)(B) are D-module functors follow from the bi-
module structure of the functor L {@0), 7). Let us show that the pair of
functors ®, ¥ is an adjoint equivalence. Take H € Fune (B, Funp(B°P, N)),
C1,C5 € B, then

®(W(H))(C1)(Ca) = L(CBcCr) o 2 BH(B)(E)

. H(B)(L(CXcCh)*(B))

2
S~

12

S (L(CaRcC1)* (B)Kc B)
BeB

(jé 5 L(C3ReCh)* (B)KeB)

12
»’I>

~ G 743 EBExCE@&Cl)(B))

~ Sp(CoReCh) ~ H(Ch)(C).

The first isomorphism follows since H(B) is a D-module functor, the second
isomorphism follows from the definition of Sy given in Lemma 13| the

third one follows from Proposition B3] (iii), the fourth isomorphism follows
from ([@I7), and the fifth isomorphism follows from (4.10]).
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Now, let us take N € N, then

B(B(N)) = 743 L EB)(B) - 743  L@EE)> N
~Id> N ~ N.

The isomorphism follows from (£I5]). One can verify, in the above proof of
®(V(H)) ~ H and in the proof of ¥(®(N)) ~ N, that each pre-balancing
is used properly. O

4.5. The double dual tensor category. Let M be an exact indecompos-
able left C-module category. Then the dual tensor category Cy, = Endc(M)
is again a finite tensor category [3]. The category C}, acts on M by evalu-
ation:

CyxM—M,
(F,M) — F(M).

The category M is exact indecomposable over Cj,, see [3| Lemma 3.25].
Whence, we can consider the tensor category (C3,)j( = Endes (M). There
is a canonical tensor functor

can : C = (Ch) s
can(X)(M) = X > M,

for any X € C, M € M. One can see that can(X) is a C}-module functor.
It was proven in [3] Theorem 3.27] that the functor can is an equivalence of
categories. We shall give an expression of a quasi-inverse of this functor.

Take (G,d) € (Ci) i This means that we have natural isomorphisms
drpy - G(F(M)) = F(G(M)),
for any F' € Cy, M € M. Let us denote
Higay: MP x M = C,
H(g,a)(M, N) = Hom(M, G(N)).

The functor H g q) has a pre-balancing v (seeing M as a left module category
over C},). For any F' € C}, define

e Hieay (M, F(N)) = Hga)(F"*(M),N),
(Recall that F* = F"@) as the composition

Hom(M, G(F(N))) 2emiden),

ED, Hom(F* (M), G(N)).

Explicitly, using (2.13]), this isomorphism is

Hom(M, F(G(N))) —

NN = Vhre (. aovy (Qzoanan) (951 ravy (14 2))b ) o Hom(id , dr x)
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where Z = Hom(M, F(G(N))), and isomorphism b is the module structure
of the functor F“®. Recall the isomorphisms presented in (Z.12)

¢r.n : Home(X, Hom(M, N)) — Homp (X > M, N),

Yy - Homp (X > M, N) — Home (X, Hom(M, N)),
associated to the pair of adjoint functors (— > M, Hom(M, —)).
Theorem 4.16. Let M be an exact indecomposable left C-module category.
The functor Y : (C},) — C given by

Y(O) = §  (Hom(M.G(M)).)
MeM
is well-defined. The pair of functors (Y, can) is an adjoint equivalence of
categories.
Proof. We shall prove that, there are natural isomorphisms
Nat,, (can(X), G) ~ Home (X, T(G)).

Let us fix X € C and (G, d) € (C}3,)%, Using Proposition .1l we have
that

(4.28) Nat,, (can(X), G) ~ %MEM (Homp (X > M,G(M)), 8).

Recall that M is thought of as a module category over C},. According to
(410), the pre-balancing § is, in this case,

Birn  Homp (X > M, G(F(N))) = Hom (X > FL* (M), G(N)),

Bt n(a) = (eve)gov F (drna)by'y,.

Here evy : F'% o F — Id is the evaluation of the adjoint pair (F'®, F).
If we denote by Qpsn : Homp (M, F(N)) — Homp(F“%(M), N) natural
isomorphisms, then (evr)y = Qpr),a(id paar)), for any M € M.

Using Proposition B.3] (ii) we can consider the module end

% (HOch(X, Hom (M, G(M)),’/)/\),
MeM
where, the pre-balancing in this case is
ar,n + Home (X, Hom(M, G(F(N))) — Home (X, Hom(F"* (M), G(M))),
Wﬂ,N(a) = ’YJ\Z,N o Q.
Claim 4.1. Isomorphisms
Yoy - Homum (X > M, G(N)) — Home (X, Hom (M, G(N)))
commutes with the pre-balancings, that is

(4.29) LN © Vhra(r(v)) = ¢})«“{l~a~(M),G(N) o B
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As a consequence of this claim, using Proposition B3] (i), we get an iso-
morphism of module ends

7{ (Homa((X » M, G(M)), 5) ~ ]é (Home (X, Hom(M, G(M)), 3)
MeM MeM

~ Home (X, (Hom(M,G(M)),v) = Home (X, T(G)).

MeM
The second isomorphism follows from Proposition B3] (ii). Combining this
isomorphism with ([£28]) we get the result.

It remains to prove the claim. Naturality of ¢, ¢ and b implies that

(4.30) dir v (@(h>id ) = Py (@) o by
(4.31) Hom(id, /)y n (@) = ¢ipn(f 0 @),
(4.32) oarn (o h) = by n(@)(h>id ),
(4.33) by (> id praapy) = FE* (hid ar)byy,

for any morphism h: X -+ Y in C and any f: N — N’, M,N',N € M.
Let « € Hompm (X > M,G(F(N))), and Z = Hom(M, F(G(N))), then the
left hand side of ([4.29)) evaluated in « is equal to

Vﬂ,N °© ¢ﬁ,G(F(N))(OZ) =
= ¢glla.(M)7(;(N) (QZDM,G(N) (QS]Z\/[,F(G(N)) (ld Z))bil]\/[)l{o_m(ld ) dF7N)
Dz (@)
= ¥ (@ (7 (id 2))b7 00) ¥s (drno)
Fra-(m),G(N) \*22o M G(IN\ P, F(a(N) 14 2))0 7 0 ) Wt P (G (N)) \GFN
= Vit (o) (2o ar.c) (051 ria vy (1 2))07
(Var.p vy ([drNQ) >id pre )
= wgl.a.(M),G(N) (QZDM,G(N) (‘bﬁ,F(G(N)) (id Z))
FH (4 pavy) (drna) pid an)bxy)
= Yo o) (Qr@@).cm) (d) FH (R)by )

The second equality follows from (31]), the third equality follows from
([#£30), the fourth follows from ([@33)), the fifth equality follows from the
naturality of . In the last equality the map A is

h = 6% piaovy (4 2) (War poovy (drnva) id ).
The right hand side of ([£.29) evaluated in « is equal to
Ve .o (U can).aw) () P (dpva)by )
It remains to observe that h = dp yo, which follows from (4.32]). O



(CO)ENDS FOR REPRESENTATIONS OF TENSOR CATEGORIES 41

REFERENCES

[1] C.L. DoucLAs. C. SCHOMMER-PRIES and N. SNYDER. The balanced tensor
product of module categories, Kyoto J. Math. Volume 59, Number 1 (2019),
167-179.

[2] P. ETINGOF, S. GELAKI, D. NIKSHYCH and V. OSTRIK. Tensor categories,
Lectures notes (2009) 80-83. |http://www-math.mit.edu/~etingof/tenscatl.pdf

[3] P. ETINGOF and V. OSTRIK. Finite tensor categories, Mosc. Math. J. 4 no. 3
(2004) , 627-654.

[4] J. FucHs, G. SCHAUMANN and C. SCHWEIGERT, Filenberg-Watts calculus for
finite categories and a bimodule Radford S* theorem, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.
373 (2020), 1-40.

[5] J. FucHs, G. SCHAUMANN and C. SCHWEIGERT, Module Eilenberg-Waits cal-
culus, Preprint arXiv:2003.12514.

[6] J. FucHS and C. SCHWEIGERT, Internal natural transformations and Frobenius
algebras in the Drinfeld center, Preprint larXiv:2008.04199.

[7] J. GREENOUGH. Monoidal 2-structure of bimodules categories, J. Algebra 324
(2010), 1818-1859.

[8] J. GREENOUGH. Bimodule categories and monoidal 2-structure, Ph.D. thesis,
University of New Hampshire, 2010.

[9] A. MEejfa CastaNo and M. MOMBELLI, Equivalence classes of exact module
categories over graded tensor categories. Communications in Algebra 48 (2020)
4102-4131.

[10] G. SCHAUMANN, Duals in tricategories and in the tricategory of bimodule cate-
gories, Ph.D. thesis (2013).

[11] G. SCHAUMANN, Pivotal tricategories and a categorification of inner-product
modules, Algebr. Represent. Theory 18 (2015) 1407-1479.

[12] K. SumMIzU. The monoidal center and the character algebra. J. Pure Appl.
Algebra 221, No. 9, 2338-2371 (2017).

[13] K. SHIMIZU, Further results on the structure of (Co)ends in fintite tensor cate-
gories, Applied Categorical Structures, volume 28, (2020) 237--286.

[14] K. SHIMIZU. Integrals for finite tensor categories, Algebr. Represent. Theory
(2018). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10468-018-9777-5.

[15] K. SHIMIZU. Relative Serre functor for comodule algebras, Preprint
arXiv:1904.00376.

[16] K. SHIMIZU. On unimodular finite tensor categories, Int. Math. Res. Notices
2017 (2017) 277-322.

FACULTAD DE MATEMATICA, ASTRONOMIA Y Ffsica

UNIVERSIDAD NACIONAL DE CORDOBA

CIEM - CONICET

MEDINA ALLENDE S/N

(5000) CruDAD UNIVERSITARIA, CORDOBA, ARGENTINA

Email address:  bortolussinb@gmail.com, nbortolussi@famaf.unc.edu.ar
Email address: martin100900gmail.com, mombelli@mate.uncor.edu

URL: https://www.famaf.unc.edu.ar/~mombelli


http://www-math.mit.edu/~etingof/tenscat1.pdf
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.12514
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.04199
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.00376

	Introduction
	Acknowledgments
	Preliminaries and Notation

	1. Finite tensor categories
	1.1. Algebras in tensor categories

	2. Representations of tensor categories
	2.1. Bimodule categories
	2.2. The internal Hom
	2.3.  The relative Serre functor
	2.4.  Balanced tensor functors and Deligne tensor product

	3. The (co)end for module categories
	3.1. Relation between module (co)ends for right and left module categories
	3.2. Parameter theorem for module ends
	3.3. Restriction of module (co)ends to tensor subcategories

	4. Applications to the theory of representations of tensor categories
	4.1. Natural module transformations as an end
	4.2. On the category of module functors
	4.3. A formula for the relative Serre functor
	4.4. Correspondence of module categories for Morita equivalent tensor categories
	4.5. The double dual tensor category

	References

