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On representation categories of A,.-algebras and A.-coalgebras
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Abstract

In this paper, we use the language of monads, comonads and Eilenberg-Moore categories to describe a cat-
egorical framework for A..-algebras and Ao.-coalgebras, as well as Aso-modules and As.-comodules over them
respectively. The resulting formalism leads us to investigate relations between representation categories of A.o-
algebras and Ao-coalgebras. In particular, we relate Ao-comodules and A..-modules by considering a rational
pairing between an Ao.-coalgebra C and an As.-algebra A. The categorical framework also motivates us to
introduce Aoo-contramodules over an A.-coalgebra C.
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1 Introduction

A monad on a category C consists of an endofunctor U : C — C along with natural transformations UoU — U and
1 — U satisfying conditions similar to an ordinary ring. As with a ring, one can study a monad by looking at its
representation category, i.e., its category of modules. The role of modules over the monad U is played by the classical
Eilenberg-Moore category EMy (see [19], [20]). For instance, Borceux, Caenepeel and Janelidze [I0] have shown
that Eilenberg-Moore categories can be used to study a categorical form of Galois descent, extending from the usual
notion of Galois extension of commutative rings. The dual notion of comonad resembles that of a coalgebra, and
we have Eilenberg-Moore categories of comodules over them. For instance, Eilenberg-Moore categories of comodules
can be used to study notions such as relative Hopf modules, or Doi-Hopf modules (see Bulacu and Caenepeel [13]).

In this paper, we consider A..-versions of monads, comonads and their representation categories. This gives us a
categorical framework for A.-algebras and A..-coalgebras, as well as A, -modules and A,-comodules over them
respectively, using the language of monads, comonads and Eilenberg-Moore categories. We are then motivated by
this formalism to consider rational pairings between A..-coalgebras and A..-algebras, and also to introduce Aso-
contramodules.

We recall that an A.-algebra A consists of a graded vector space A = @ A,, and a sequence {my, : A®* — A},

neZ
of homogeneous linear maps satisfying higher order associativity conditions. The A..-algebras were introduced by

Stasheff [39], [40], and applied to the study of homotopy associative structures on H-spaces. In later years, A-
structures have found widespread applications in algebra, topology, geometry as well as in physics (see, for instance,

1, 8], 211, [22), 24, [25], [27), [28], [32], [38], [1]).

We investigate relations between three “module like” categories associated to A.o-(co)algebras: modules, comodules
and contramodules. We define a rational pairing between an A.,-coalgebra C and an A..-algebra A. This gives us
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an adjunction between the category of A.,-modules over A and the A.,-comodules over C'. This extends the classical
theory that embeds the comodules over a coalgebra as a coreflective subcategory of the modules over its dual algebra
(see, for instance, [12, Chapter 1]).

On the other hand, if C’ is an ordinary coassociative coalgebra, we know that there are two different representation
categories of C’. One is the usual category of C’-comodules and the other is the category of C’-contramodules,
introduced by Eilenberg and Moore in [20, IV.5]. At a categorical level, both are dual to the notion of modules over
an algebra, which makes the study of contramodules as fundamental as that of comodules. Accordingly, our monadic
approach motivates us to introduce A,.-contramodules over an A,.-coalgebra C'. We also introduce a contratensor
product that enables us to obtain an adjunction between categories of A.,-comodules and A.,-contramodules. For
the contratensor product in the case of contramodules over a coassociative coalgebra, we refer the reader to [34].

We should mention that our approach to A..-structures in this paper using monads and comonads is inspired
by Bohm, Brzezinski and Wisbauer, who provided a unifying framework for studying modules, comodules and
contramodules over ordinary algebras and coalgebras in [9]. As such, we hope that this is the first step towards
studying notions such as mixed distributive laws, entwining structures and Galois properties over A,,-algebras and
A-coalgebras, as well as relative Hopf modules, Doi-Hopf modules, and Yetter-Drinfeld modules. The literature
on the latter is vast and has been developed widely by several authors (see, for instance, [3], [4], [11], [13], [14], [15],
[1e], [17).

We now describe the paper in more detail. We begin in Section 2 with an abelian category C that is K-linear (for a
field K) and satisfies (AB5). An As-monad (U, ©) consists of a sequence U = {U, } ,ez of endofunctors on C along
with a collection © of natural transformations

0= {Hk(ﬁ) :Up :=Up, 0...00,, — Un1+...+nk+(27k) = UEﬁJr(Q,k) | k>1,n= (nl, ,nk) € Zk} (1.1)

satisfying certain relations. We say that (U, ©) is even if 0;(i2) = 0 whenever k is odd. Dually, an A..-comonad
(V, A) consists of a sequence V = {V,, },,cz of endofunctors and a collection A of natural transformations

A= {5k(’fl) :V2ﬁ+(2—k) = Vn1+...+nk+(2_k) — an o ... OVnk = Vﬁ | k Z 1, n = (nl, ...,nk) S Zk} (12)

satisfying dual relations. Our first result is that if {(U,, V,,)}nez is a sequence of adjoint functors, then U = {U,, },cz
can be equipped with the structure of an even A,,-monad (resp. an even As.-comonad) if and only if V = {V,, },.ez
can be equipped with the structure of an even A.-comonad (resp. an even A.-monad). Additionally, if U = {U, },ez
is an even As-monad, we describe a process that gives a collection V& = {V®&}, ./ of subfunctors of V = {V, }nez
carrying the structure of an A.-comonad (V¥ A®) that is locally finite. In other words, for each k > 1, T' € Z, the
induced morphism
Vi = Vitdmaen — 1] Vi ooV (1.3)
neEZr Tn=T
factors through the direct sum @ V& 0.0V .
neZk Sn=T

If (U,0) is an As-monad, an A.-module (M, m) consists of a collection M = {M,,} ez of objects of C along with
morphisms

7w = {mp(n,l): UaM; — MEﬁ+l+(2—k) | k>1,n=(ny,...ng_1) € Zkil, leZ} (1.4)

satisfying certain conditions described in Definition B.Il This gives the Eilenberg-Moore category EMy gy of Ac-
modules over (U, ©). We also describe a canonical functor C — EMy, ). Further, if the functors {Uy } ¢z preserve

direct sums, this extends to a functor U:cz— EMy,e) from the category C? of Z-graded objects over C. The
Aso-comodules over an A.-comonad (V, A) are defined in a dual manner. If {(U,,V,)}nrez is a sequence of adjoint
functors, we show (see Proposition BH) that the category of even A.-modules over (U, ©) is isomorphic to the
category of even A.-comodules over (V, A). We also define co-morphisms o = { ay,(7,1) : Us M) — Miz)ﬁ—i-l-i—(l—k)}
between Ao-modules (M1, 7!), (M? 7%) (see Definition [3.6). Then, we show in Theorem .8 that even A.-modules



over (U,0) with odd co-morphisms between them correspond to even A.-comodules over (V,A) with odd oco-
morphisms between them.

We study locally finite A.-comodules over A,.-comonads in Section 4. Let (V,A) be an Ay -comonad such that
each V,, is exact. If P = {P,}nez is an A, -comodule, we describe a process of restricting the structure maps
pr(7,1)  Psjyiye—k) — VaPr of P to a subobject P9 such that for each k > 1, | € Z, T € Z, the induced
morphism

11 P (1) 2 PR oy — 11 Yy PP (1.5)
nEZF—1 Sa+l=T nEZF—1 Sa+l=T
factors through the direct sum ) VnP®. Further, we show (see Theorem E.6]) that this construction

nEZk—1 Sa+l=T
gives a right adjoint to the inclusion of locally finite As.-comodules into the Eilenberg-Moore category EM(V:2) of
Aso-comodules over (V, A).

In Section 5, we relate this formalism of monads and comonads to A.-algebras and A..-coalgebras. Motivated by
a classical construction of Popescu [33] (see also Artin and Zhang [2]) of the noncommutative base change of an
algebra, we construct examples of A,.-monads and A.,-comonads starting with a K-linear Grothendieck category
C. If A is an A.-algebra, the collection of functors Ué‘ = {Uén = A, ® _:C — C}lpez is an Ay-monad on C.
Additionally, if A is even (i.e., the operations my, : A®¥ — A vanish whenever k is odd), the collection of functors
V¢ ={Vg, = Hom(A,,_.) : C — C}nez is an A-comonad on C (see Proposition B.2). We also mention classes
of Ac-algebras that satisfy this evenness condition and have been studied extensively in the literature (see [I8], [23],
26], [31]).

Henceforth, we fix C = Vect. If A is a Z-graded vector space, we show that the collection of functors U4 =
{UA := A, ® _: Vect — Vect}nez can be equipped with the structure of an A.-monad if and only if A can be
equipped with the structure of an A..-algebra. In that case, the Eilenberg-Moore category EMy, of As-modules
over Uy corresponds to Ao,-modules over the A, .-algebra A. On the other hand, if C is an A..-coalgebra that is
even, it follows from our earlier result in Theorem that the right adjoints {Hom(C_,,,__) : Vect — Vect}nez
can be equipped with the structure of an A.,-monad. This is the key observation that motivates our definition of
Aso-contramodules in Section 7.

By a pairing of an A..-algebra A and an A.,-coalgebra C, we will mean an oo-morphism of A..-algebras f =
{frx + A®%* — C*}4>;1 from A to the graded dual C* of C. We show that such a pairing induces a functor
1(C,A) : MY — 4M from right C-comodules to left A-modules. Additionally, when the pairing is rational in the
sense of Definition 6.3} the functor t(C, A) embeds MY as a full subcategory of 4M. Our main result in Section
6 is that a rational pairing f = {fx : A®* — C*}r>1 of an A,.-algebra with an A, -coalgebra gives rise to an
adjunction (see Theorem [G.6))

AM(L(Cv A)(Ml)vM) gMC(Mlva(M)) (1'6)

for any M’ € M and M € M.

We introduce Aq.-contramodules in Section 7. If A’ is an ordinary algebra, we note that the structure map A’@ M’ —
M’ of a module M" may be expressed equivalently as a morphism M’ — [A’, M'] := Vect(A', M'). Accordingly,
a contramodule over an ordinary coalgebra C’, as defined by Eilenberg and Moore in [20, IV.5], consists of a space
M’ along with a structure map Vect(C',M") = [C', M"] — M" satisfying certain coassociativity conditions. In
particular, if V' is any vector space, then [C', V] is a C’-contramodule. In a categorical sense, it may be said therefore
that both comodules and contramodules dualize the notion of module over an algebra. Even though the study of
contramodules in the literature is not as developed as that of comodules, the topic has seen a lot of renewed interest
in recent years (see, for instance, [5], [6], [7], [9], [34], [35], [36], [37], [42]).

Accordingly, our notion of an A,.-contramodule over an A,.-coalgebra C' consists of a graded vector space M € Vect”
along with a collection of structure maps

M Vect?(COF1 M) = [C®F Y M) — M k>1 (1.7)



satisfying certain conditions set out in Definition [l We show that there is a canonical functor [C, _] : Vect? —
Mc,_ ; from graded vector spaces to the category Mic | of As-contramodules over C. Further, we describe a
canonical functor that relates A..-contramodules to the Eilenberg-Moore category of A,,-modules over the A..-
monad {Hom(C_,,,__) : Vect — Vect}nez described in Section 5. There is also a faithful functor k¢ that takes
Mic,_) to As-modules over C*.

The final result of Section 7 relates As,-contramodules to A,,-comodules, using contratensor products. For con-
tramodules over coassociative coalgebras, the contratensor product was defined in [34], along with its right adjoint.
We let C, D be Ay -coalgebras. Let N be a space equipped with an A..-left C-coaction as well as an Ayo-right D-
coaction (a (C, D)-bicomodule for instance) satisfying certain conditions. Using N, we define a contratensor product

(see (Z.22))
_He N :Mjg_ — MP (1.8)

We conclude with Theorem [7.8] which gives an adjunction of functors
MP (M Bc N,Q) = Mc,_j(M, [N, Q]7) (1.9)

for M € Mjg_jand Q € MP . We also mention that for the convenience of the reader and in order to fix notation, we

have collected the basic definitions of A-algebras, A,-coalgebras, A,-modules and A,,-comodules in an appendix
in Section 8 (see, for instance, [25], [29]).

Acknowledgements: We are grateful to Jim Stasheff for valuable discussions on A,.-algebras and A,.-coalgebras.

2 A,-monads, A,-comonads and adjoints

Let K be a field. Throughout this section and the rest of this paper, we let C be a K-linear abelian category. We

will suppose that C satisfies the (AB5) axiom. This means in particular that for any family {M;};cr of objects in C,

we have an inclusion @M; < [[M;. For any tuple 7 = (ni,...,n;) € ZF, we set |n| := k and $a = ny + ... + ng.
icl il

We also write n°? for the opposite tuple (ng,...,n1) € Z*. On the other hand, for T € Z and k > 1, we denote by

Z(T, k) the set of all n € ZF satisfying Xn = T.

For any collection U = {U,, : C — C},ez of endofunctors on C indexed by Z and 7 = (ny,...,nx) € ZF, we will
denote by Uy the composition Uy := Uy, o...oU,,. We start by considering an A.,-monad on C.

Definition 2.1. An A.,-monad (U,©) on C consists of the following data:
(a) A collection U = {U,, : C — C}nez of endofunctors on C.

(b) A collection © of natural transformations
0= {Hk(ﬁ) : Uﬁ = Unl o ... OIUmC — Un1+...+nk+(2—k) = U2ﬁ+(2—k) | k > 1, n = (nl, ,nk) S Zk} (21)
satisfying, for each 2 € ZN, N > 1:
0= Z(—l)p+qr+q2ﬁ9p+1+r (ﬁ, >a + (2 - q), ﬁ”)(Uﬁ * 9q (’fL/) * Uﬁ”) : Uz 0Ugz o Uprr —> UEﬁJrEﬁurEﬁ/ur(g,N) (22)

where the sum runs over partitions z = (n, 7', n") with |n| = p, |7'| = ¢, |n”| =r. We will say that (U, ©) is even if
each (1) = 0 whenever k is odd.

Definition 2.2. An A..-comonad (V,A) on C consists of the following data:
(a) A collection V= {V, : C — C}nez of endofunctors on C.

(b) A collection A of natural transformations

A= {5k('fl> : V2ﬁ+(2—k) = Vn1+...+nk+(2_k) — an o ... OVnk = Vﬁ | k Z 1, n= (nl, ,TLk) S Zk} (23)



such that, for each 2 € ZN, N > 1, we have

0= (=PI (Vi 6y (1) 5 Vi) Spiagr (0, B0 + (2= 0),7”) : Vnpsarpsnrs3-n) — Vao Vo Van (2.4)

= (a,n',n") with |n| = p, |7'| =q, |7"| =r.

where the sum runs over partitions z
We will say that an As-comonad (V,A) is locally finite if for each k > 1, T € Z, the induced morphism

[T o :Vriern =Varimren — [ VmowoVa= [ Va (2.5)
REL(T,k) REZ(T,k) REL(T,k)

factors through the direct sum @ V.
REL(T k)
We will say that (V,A) is even if each 0;(7i) = 0 whenever k is odd.

In any category A containing products and direct sums, we will say that a collection {n; : X — X };c of morphisms

is locally finite if the induced morphism [[7; : X — [[ X, factors through the direct sum @ X;. We now make
iel iel il
two conventions that we will use for notation throughout the paper.

(1) Suppose (U, V) is a pair of adjoint functors between categories A and B, so that we have natural isomorphisms
BUX,Y)= AX,VY) (2.6)
for objects X € A, Y € B. For any morphism f € B(UX,Y), we denote by f# the corresponding morphism in

A(X,VY). Conversely, for any g € A(X,VY), we denote by g” the corresponding morphism in B(UX,Y).

(2) Suppose (U, V1) and (Usa, Va) are pairs of adjoint functors between categories A and B. Then, we know that
there are isomorphisms
Nat(Uy,Us) = Nat(Va, V1) (2.7)

For any natural transformation n € Nat(Uy,Us), we denote by n* the corresponding natural transformation in
Nat(Va, V1). Conversely, for any ¢ € Nat(Va, V1), we denote by ¢% the corresponding natural transformation in
Nat(Ul, Ug)

We will say that (U = {U,, : A — B}nez, V = {V,, : B— Al},cz) is a Z-system of adjoints between categories A
and B if (Up, V,,) is a pair of adjoint functors for each n € Z.
Theorem 2.3. Let (U= {U, :C — C}nez,V ={V, :C — Clnez) be a Z-system of adjoints on C. Then,

(a) U can be equipped with the structure of an even A-monad if and only if V can be equipped with the structure of
an even A.-comonad.

(b) U can be equipped with the structure of an even Ao-comonad if and only if V can be equipped with the structure
of an even Ay, -monad.

Proof. We only prove (a) because (b) is similar. Suppose that (U, © = {0,(72)}) is an even As-monad. Accordingly,
we have transformations

(0x(n) : Un — Usint2—k) = (08(R) : Vsayk) — Vaor) (2.8)

Using the notation of ([22)), we see that the 6% (n) satisfy, for any z € ZV, N > 1,

Z (_1)p(Vﬁ”°p * 6‘5(7@') * Vﬁ"p)ezji‘rl-i-r(ﬁv a' + (2 - q)v ﬁu) =0 (2'9)



as a transformation Vs s g sinr 43— n) — Varer 0 Viarop 0 Vion (note that ¢ must be even). We now set 6x(n) :=
01 (n°P). Accordingly, the condition in (Z3) now becomes

S (S (Varer 5 8 (7) 5 Vien )01 (777, S + (2 = g), 77) = 0 (2.10)
z=(n,n’,n"")
Comparing with (Z4]), we see that (V, A = {6,(71)}) satisfies the conditions for being an even A..-comonad. Further,

these arguments can be reversed, showing that if V carries the structure of an even A,.-comonad, then U carries
structure of an even A,,-monad. This proves the result. o

We will now describe the connection between A,,-monads and locally finite A,.-comonads. For this, we will first
prove some simple lemmas on the collection End(C) of endofunctors in C. If F € End(C), a subfunctor F’ < F is
a natural transformation such that F'(M) — F(M) is a monomorphism in C for each M € C. In order to avoid
set theoretic complications, we will assume wherever necessary that the category End(C) is well-powered, i.e., the
collection of subfunctors of any F' € End(C) forms a set.

Lemma 2.4. Let F, G € End(C). Suppose that G preserves monomorphisms. Then, if F'' — F' — F and
G" — G' — G are subfunctors, the composition G o F" is a subfunctor of G' o F'.

Proof. We take some M € C and consider the following commutative diagram
GoF"(M) 2% GoF'(M) 2% GoF(M)
monoT monoT (2.11)
G"o F"(M) 2% G'o F"(M) 2% G'o F'(M)

Since G preserves monomorphisms, the morphisms in the top row of (ZI1]) are all monomorphisms. Further, the
commutativity of the square in (2I1]) shows that G’ o F” (M) — G’ o F'(M) is a monomorphism. The composition
in the bottom row now gives the desired result.

O

Lemma 2.5. Let {n; : F — F;};c1 be a family of morphisms in End(C). Fiz an indexing set A. For each i € I, let
{F}aeca be a family of subfunctors of F; and let {F*}aca be a family of subfunctors of F such that n; : F — F;
restricts to n{ : F* — F®. For each a € A, suppose that {n : F* — F®},cq is locally finite in End(C). Then,

the family
R WAL B W (212)
icl

acA acA acA

is locally finite.

Proof. Since {n® : F* — F};er is locally finite for each @ € A, we have morphisms F* — @PF* — [[F.
icl iel
Summing over all « € A, we can consider for each iy € I the following composition

Y=Y Prr =P — ) F (2.13)
acA acAiel i€l a€A acA

The second morphism in ([ZI3)) is given by the canonical projection corresponding to igp € I. The interchange in the
middle term in ZI3) is justified by the fact that C satisfies (AB5). As we vary over all ig € I, the compositions in

[2I3) give us a factorization
S — P> ][> F (2.14)
acA i€l acA iclacA

This proves the result. O



Lemma 2.6. Let F, G € End(C). Suppose that G preserves monomorphisms. Let {F*}oca (resp. {G*}aca) be a
family of subfunctors of F (resp. G). Then, ) ., G*F® is a subfunctor of (3],c4 G*) (D qen F*).

Proof. For each fixed ag € A, we have subfunctors F*° — (3 ., F*) — F and G*° — (3,4 G%) — G.
Applying Lemma 2.4 it follows that each G F'*¢ is a subfunctor of (3, .4 G*)(>_,ca F*). The result is now clear
by summing over all ay € A. O

We now consider a Z-system (U = {U,, : C — C}nez, V={V,, : C — C},ez) of adjoints on C. Suppose that (U, ©)
is an Aoo-monad, given by a collection of natural transformations

0= {Hk(ﬁ) :Up = Unl o... OIUmC — Un1+...+nk+(2—k) = U2ﬁ+(2—k) | k>1,n= (nl, ...,nk) € Zk} (215)

satisfying the condition in Z2)). If (U, ©) is even, setting §x(7) = 05 (7°P) as in the proof of Theorem 23 we know
that (V,A) is an As-comonad, where

A= {5k(ﬁ) : VEﬁJr(Q,k) = Vn1+...+nk+(27k) —Vp, 0.0V, =V; | k>1,n= (nl, ...,nk) S Zk} (2.16)

We now cousider a family V¥ = {V% — V,, },,cz of subfunctors satisfying the following conditions

(a) For any k > 1 and i = (ny,...,nx) € Z*, each of the transformations ;. (72) in (ZI8) restricts to the corresponding
subfunctors

A ={6p(7) Vo = Vot snerory —— Vi 0o Ve =VE [ k> 1,7 = (n1,...,np) € Z¥} (2.17)

We note here that since each V,, is a right adjoint, it preserves monomorphisms. As such, it follows from Lemma 2.4]
that each Vi = V¥ o...oV is a subfunctor of Vi =V, 0.0V, .

(b) For each k > 1 and T € Z, the collection

{08() : Vs omny = Virstmr ey — Vi, 00 Vi, = V2 (2.18)

}ﬁEZ(T,k)
is locally finite.
Lemma 2.7. (V¥ A®) is a locally finite Ao-comonad.

Proof. By assumption, the natural transformations d(7) restrict to transformations §¢ (7). Since each V,, preserves
monomorphisms, we see that all the terms appearing in (2.4) restrict to corresponding subfunctors. As such, these
transformations ¢f () satisfy the condition in (2.4). Hence, (V*, A%) is an A-comonad. The fact that (V*, A%) is
locally finite follows directly from the assumption in (ZI8]). O

We now let {(V¥ A%)},ca denote the collection of such families of subfunctors. We note that this collection is
non-empty since it contains the family of zero subfunctors. We now define

Ve = {Vj‘f =) V;‘;} (2.19)
acA nez
Proposition 2.8. The collection V& = {V®},.cz is equipped with the structure of a locally finite Ao -comonad.

Proof. For any k > 1 and 72 = (ny,...,nx) € Z*, we consider

SPM) =D 0pm) Y Ve — > Vo ooV — (Z V;;g) o..0 (Z ng> (2.20)

acA acA acA acA acA



where the inclusion in (Z20) follows from Lemma Again since each V,, preserves monomorphisms, we see that
all the transformations appearing in (24]) restrict to corresponding subfunctors. It follows that the transformations
§2(n) : ng-(z—k) — V® 0. oV® satisfy the condition in (24), making (V¥ A® = {52 (n) | k > 1, n € Z*}) an
Ao-comonad.

Additionally, using Lemma 2.5 we see that for each k > 1 and T € Z, we have a factorization

ZaEA V%+(2fk) B H ZQGA Vgl €. 0 V%k B H (ZaeA Vgl) 0.0 (ZaeA V%k)
REZ(T,k) REL(T,k)

(2.21)
@ ZaGA Vgl ©. 0 ng - @ (ZaGA Vgl) ©. 0 (ZQGA V%k)
REZ(T, k) REZ(T, k)
From (2.21)), it is clear that (V¥ A®) is locally finite.
O

Remark 2.9. On the other hand, suppose that (U = {U,, : ¢ — C}nez,V = {V,, : C — C}pez) is a Z-
system of adjoints such that V carries the structure of an even A.-monad. By Theorem 23] we know that U =
{U,. }nez is canonically equipped with an A.-comonad structure. Additionally, if we suppose that each U,, preserves
monomorphisms, we can construct by a process similar to (ZI9) a family U® = {U® < U,},ez of subfunctors
equipped with a locally finite A,.-comonad structure.

3 Eilenberg-Moore categories for A,-monads and A.-comonads

We now consider modules over Ao.-monads and comodules over A..-comonads.
Definition 3.1. Let (U, ©) be an Ao-monad over C. A (U, ©)-module (M, ) consists of the following data:
(a) A collection M = { My, }nez of objects of C.
(b) A collection of morphisms
7w = {mp(n,l): UpM; — M2ﬁ+l+(2—k) | k>1,n=(n,..,ng_1) € Zkil, leZ} (3.1)
satisfying, for each z € ZN, N >0 and | € Z,
S (PR, S (2 g), 77,1) © (Un + 0y(7)) (Uns M)
X (1) (0, S 4 L+ (2= b)) © U (i (0, 1)) (8:2)
z=(m,m’)
On the left hand side of B2), we have |7| = p, |?/| = ¢ and |n”| = r — 1, while on the right hand side, we have
|m| = a and || =b— 1. Accordingly, both sides of [B.2)) represent morphisms
UaUn/ Unr My = Uy Upy My — Mzm+zm/+l+(2—N) = MZﬁ+Eﬁ/+Eﬁ//+l+(2—N) (3-3)

A morphism f . (M,m) — (M’',7’) of U-modules consists of a collection f = {fi : Mi — M| }iez such that
7,(7,1) o Un(f1) = featita—k) © Th(,1) for every k> 1, 7 = (n1,...,np—1) € ZF-1 1 € Z . We denote the category
of (U, ©)-modules by EMy,e)-

We will say that a U-module (M, ) is even if mi(1,1) = 0 whenever k is odd. The full subcategory of even U-modules

will be denoted by EM(BU)@).



Definition 3.2. Let (V,A) be an As-comonad over C. A (V,A)-comodule (P, p) consists of the following data:
(a) A collection P = {P,}nez of objects of C.
(b) A collection of morphisms

p= {pk(’ﬁ,l) : P2ﬁ+l+(2,k) — Vi P | k>1,n= (nl, ...,nk_l) S Zk_l, leZ } (3.4)
satisfying, for each 2 € ZN, N >0 and | € Z,

> ()P % 5y(7) (Var Pr) © ppy14r (R, B0+ (2 - q), 77, 1)

z=(n,n’,A")
Y (C)®EIY (o (1)) © pasa (R, S + L+ (2 — b)) (8:5)

z=(m,m’)

On the left hand side of (X)), we have |7| = p, |?/| = ¢ and |n”| = r — 1, while on the right hand side, we have
|m| = a and || =b— 1. Accordingly, both sides of ([B.Bl) represent morphisms

Psontsa v saryir@e-N) = Pomtsmtir@-N) — Va Vi B = Vi Ve, Vi Py (3.6)

A morphism g : (P,p) — (P',p') of V-comodules consists of a collection g = {g1 : P — P/}icz such that
P51, 1) © gsatir2—k) = Valgr) o pr(n,1) for every k> 1, 0= (n1,...,np_1) € ZF-1 1€ 7 . We denote the category
of (V,A)-comodules by EMYV-A),

We will say that a V-comodule (P, p) is even if pr(ni,l) = 0 whenever k is odd. The full subcategory of even V-
comodules will be denoted by EMe(V’A).

Proposition 3.3. (a) Let (U,0) be an As-monad over C. Then, for any object M € C, the collection {U, M },ez
can be equipped with a canonical (U, ©)-module structure.

(b) Let (V,A) be an As-comonad over C. Then, for any object M € C, the collection {V,M},ez can be equipped
with a canonical (V,A)-comodule structure.

Proof. We prove only (a) because (b) is similar. For the sake of convenience, we set @y, := U, M for each n € Z. For
n=(ny,...,np1) €Z*1 k>1,1€Z, we set

_ 05, (1) (M
(0, 1) : UnQr = UpU M Le@DHAD, Usntire-mM = Qsntit2—k) (3.7)

We note that the condition in ([2.2) for (U, ©) to be an A.,-monad implies in particular that for each z € Z¥, N >0
and | € Z, we must have

X (FDPReEng, Ly (7, B0+ (2 - q), 77, 1)(M) o (Us * 0g(7)) (Unr Ui M)

z=(n,n’, ') B o B (3.8)
=— ¥ (=D (m, Bm + 14 (2= 0))(M) 0 U (65 (2, 1)(M))

z=(m,m’)

On the left hand side of ([B.8]), we have |ii| = p, |?/| = ¢ and |»”| = r — 1, while on the right hand side, we have
|m| = a and || = b — 1. Putting 7 (n,1) = 0k(7,1)(M) and Q,, = U, M, it follows from [B.8)) that

(—L)prart =i, (7, B0+ (2 — q), 7", 1) o (Un * 0g(7') (Unr Q1)

z=(n,n/,n'")
Y (—L) SR, S 41+ (2 = b)) o Unn (my (7, 1)) (3.9)
z=(m,m’)

This proves the result.



Let (U,0) be an A,,-monad over C. We now let CZ denote the category of Z-graded objects over C. Then, for any
M = {M;}ez in C%, we set

UM =< (M), == P U.M, (3.10)
ety=l ez

In particular, for M € C, we denote by UM the object {UnM}nez € EMy,e) determined by Proposition B.3l

Proposition 3.4. Let (U, ©) be an Ax-monad over C such that each of the functors {U, }necz preserves direct sums.

Then, U determines a functor R
U:C* — EMy,e) (3.11)

Proof. For the sake of convenience, we set @; := (TUM)I for each | € Z. For i = (ny,...,np_1) €ZF1, k> 1,1€ Z,
we define 7y.(7, 1) : UpQi — Qsati4(2—k) by setting

B o) (M)
UnQ :Un< D UmMy> = ( Y UnUmMy> e — ( D U2n+m+(2k)My> = Qsntir-r (3:12)

z+y=l z+y=l =m(n,l) z4y=l

In (3I2) we have used the fact that each U,,, and hence any Uy, preserves direct sums. As in (B8], we note that the
condition in (2] for (U, ©) to be an A,.-monad implies in particular that for each z € ZN, N > 0 and z,y € Z, we
must have

(CPHHaSRg, (S (2 — g), 1, 2) (M) o (Un % 0g(7)) (Unr U, M)

z=(n,n’,n")
=— Y (=1)*EG . (m, I 4w+ (2 b)) (My) o Ug, (0 (0, ) (M,)) (3.13)

z=(m,m’)
Applying the definition of 7 (72,1) in BI2) and taking the direct sum of the equalities in (BI3) over all z, y € Z
such that [ = xz + y, we obtain
2= (i, f//)(_l)p+qr+qzﬁ7fp+1+r(ﬁa 0+ (2 = q),n",1) o (U * 04(n")) (Unr Qi)
LS (L) (7, S 4 L (2 = B)) 0 Uy (my (7, 1)) (3:.14)

z=(m,m’)
It is now clear that we have a functor U : CZ —» EMwu,e)- O

We mention here the following two simple facts on the formalism of adjoint functors, which we will use in the proof
of the next result.

(1) Let (Uy,V1) and (Ua, V) be pairs of adjoint endofunctors on a category A. We consider a transformation
f : Uy — Uy and the corresponding transformation 0% : Vo — V; between right adjoints. Let X, Y € A and let
f:U2X — Y be a morphism. Then, we have commutative diagrams

U X WY
o fo R
UL X (fobX) % X (fobX) WY

(2) Let (U1, V1) and (Us, V2) be pairs of adjoint endofunctors on a category A. We consider objects X, Y, Z € A as
well as morphisms f : U1 X — Y and g : UsY — Z. Then, we have commutative diagrams

UY ny

V \ = V X‘QR) (316)
(goU2f) (goU2 )™

U, U X Z X \ENEYA
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Proposition 3.5. Let (U= {U, :C — C},>0,V ={V,, : C — C}.>0) be a Z-system of adjoints on C. Let (U, ©)
be an even As-monad and (V,A) be the corresponding As-comonad. Then, the categories EM(eU@) and EME(V’A)

are tsomorphic.

Proof. Let (M, ) be an even (U, ©)-module as in Definition Bl Accordingly, for n € Z*=1 k > 1, | € Z, we have
morphisms
(m(7,1) : Un My — Msspiy2-r)) = (m (R, 1) : My — Vior M y14(2—)) (3.17)

We now define P = {P, },¢z by setting P, = M_; for each [ € Z as well as

TR (A%, —Sn—1—(2—k))

Pk(M,1) © Poagive—k) = M_sn_i—2—r) VaM_y =V P, (3.18)

for I € Z and i € Z*~1. From the proof of Theorem 2.3, we know that the collection A = {6 (72)} is given by setting
6k (n) = 6 (n°P). In the notation of ([B.2)), we now see that for each z € ZV, N > 0, | € Z, we have

S (CLPE (SR 4 (2 - q), @, 1) o (U 6, (7)) (U M))

z=(n,n’ ") ) (3.19)
=— > (=D)*Eng o (m, Sm A+ 1+ (2= b)) o Uy (mp (1)) '

z=(m,m’)
Taking adjoints on both sides of (I9), we obtain
> (PRt (e (0, B0 4 (2 = ), 0", 1) o (Un # 0g(7) (U M)
z=(R,n’,n"")
== X (), D+ 1+ (2= 1) 0 Un (o, 1) (3:20)
z=(m,m’)
We now consider one by one the terms in (8:20). For any term on the left hand side of 20, we apply B.I5) with
X =M, Y = Msaisnysa+i42-N)
0 =TUj * 9q (’fL/) * Unr - Uy = UzURUsr — UﬁUEﬁur(Q,q)UﬁN =Us (321)
[ =mpr100(0, B0 + (2 —q), 0", 1) : Us X = UpUsiniy - Unr My — My ysnysaryive-n) =Y
It follows therefore from [B.I5]) that the left hand side of [B.20) gives
> (FPREEER (e (0, B0 (2 = ), 07, 1) 0 (Us + 0(7)) (U M) B
z=(n,n’,n'")
= Z (—1)P+qr+q2ﬁ(Vﬁuop * Hf(ﬁ'))(vﬁw (M2+l+(27N))) o W§+l+r(ﬁ7 Y/ + (2 _ q)7 ’ﬁ”, l) (322)
z=(,n’, ")

If we shift degrees by setting I’ = —¥z — [ — (2 — N) and use (B.I8)), then ([3:22)) becomes
= X (P (Vi 84 (7/°F)) (Vior (Pr)) © ppir4r (7P, S0 + (2 — q), 0P, 1) (3.23)

z=(n,n’,n'")

where the sign is obtained from the fact that ¢ and p + 1 4+ r are both even. For any term on the right hand side of

B20), we now apply B.16) with

X =M, Y= Mz:m/+l+(2—b) Z = MEm+Zm'+l+(2—N) U = Uy Us = Um
f = Wb(m/, l) : UlX = Um/Ml — MEm/+l+(2—b) =Y (324)
g = Tap1(m,Xm' +14 (2 -10)) : UsY = Un My 414 2—1) — Msmism+iv@-n) = Z

It follows therefore from ([B.I6]) that the right hand side of [B20)) gives
= X (DM (mgan (m, B + 1+ (2= b)) 0 U (mo (i, 1))
= — %: (—1)“+bszm/opwfﬂ(m, Eml + l + (2 —_ b)) (e] Wﬁ(ml, l) (325)

- (=1)3HEIY g pay 1 (0P, —2Z — [ — (2 — N)) 0 py (i, — i — 1 — (2 — b))
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Again, if we shift degrees by setting I’ = —Xz — [ — (2 — N), then (3.20) becomes

— Y () EY pen po g1 (MOP 1) 0 py (WP, S+ U+ (1 — a))
z=(m,m')
= Y Vaerparr(m, ') o pp(m/?,Sm+ 1 + (1 - a)) (3.26)

z=(m,m’)

where the last equality in ([B:25]) follows from the fact that « + 1 and b must both be even. By inspecting (3:23)
and (B20), we see that the morphisms py(7,1) together make P = {P, = M_, }nez into a (V, A)-comodule. These
arguments can be reversed, showing that even (U, ©)-modules correspond to even (V, A)-comodules and vice-versa.

o

Definition 3.6. Let (U, ©) be an As-monad over C and let (M*, '), (M?,7%) be (U, ©)-modules. An co-morphism
a: (MYt — (M?,7%) consists of a collection

a={agnl): UM} — M§ﬁ+l+(17k) |k>1,n=(ny,...,npg1) €ZF1 1€Z} (3.27)
satisfying for each z € ZN, N >0, l € Z,
X (CD)HE g (m, B 4 1+ (2 = b)) 0 U (my (1, 1))

m/)
+ > (=1)erbetdEng L (0, B0 4 (2 = b), 7", 1) o (Ug * 0p()) * U ) (M) (3.28)
= X mn@Tp 41+ (1) o Up(aw(¥', 1)
z=(p.p")

where:
(1) In the first term on left hand side of [B28]), we have || =a and || =b— 1.

(2) In the second term on left hand side of [B28), we have |i| = a, |7'| =b and |7"| =c— 1.
(3) On the right hand side of [B28)), we have |p| = a and |p'| =b— 1.

We observe that both sides of ([3:28) represent morphisms UM, — M2232+l+(1—N)' We will denote by EM(U,@) the

category of (U, ©)-modules equipped with co-morphisms. For any (M,7) in EM y,e), the identity ¢+ : (M, n) —
(M, ) is given by taking t1(l) = id : M; — M, for each | € Z and t4(Z,1) = 0 otherwise. Given morphisms
a: (M7t — (M?,7%) and B : (M?,7%) — (M3, 7%), we define their composition v = S« as follows

v = { fyk(f,l) : Ungl — MgEJrlJr(lik) | k>1,z= (zl, ...,Zkfl) S Zkil, leZ }

3.29
v(Z,0) == > Bat1(f, X0/ + 14+ (1 — b)) o Un(ap(7/,1)) (3.29)
z=(n,n')
where |7i| = a and |#’| = b—1in (3.29). We will say that a morphism « : (M, 7!) — (M?,7?) is odd if ay(n,1) =0
for any even k. In particular, any identity morphism is odd. From (329]), we also notice that the composition of odd
morphisms in EM ) must be odd.
Definition 3.7. Let (V,A) be an A-comonad over C and let (P!, p'), (P2%,p?) be (V,A)-comodules. An oo-
morphism o : (P, pt) — (P2, p?) consists of a collection

a={an,l): P21)ﬁ+l+(1—k) — VaP? | k>1, 7= (n1,..nk—1) €EZ* 1, 1€Z} (3.30)
satisfying for each z € ZN, N >0, l € Z,
(=1)* o+ i (0 (1, 1)) © Qtar (M, B/ + 1+ (2 = b))

")
U (NI w5y () 5 Vi) (PP) © Qe S+ (2D, (39

z=(n,n’,n")
= 3 Va(aw(',1) 0 pay1(p: Zp +1+ (1 =D))

z=(p,p’)

™

S

(

+
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where:

(1) In the first term on left hand side of B31), we have || = a and |m'| =b— 1.

(2) In the second term on left hand side of B31), we have |a| = a, |7'| =b and || =c— 1.
(8) On the right hand side of B31l), we have |p| = a and |p'| =b— 1.

A)

— (V,
We observe that both sides of ([B:31]) represent morphisms Py — V:P?2. We will denote by EM ( the

Z414+(1—N)

— (V,A
category of (V, A)-comodules equipped with co-morphisms. The composition of morphisms in EM &) is defined

in a manner dual to [B29). We will say that a morphism « in EM2) is odd if ay,(n,1) = 0 whenever k is even.
— (V,A
We may also verify that the collection of odd morphisms in EM .8 is closed under composition.

For an A,.-monad (U, ©) we denote by m?a@) the subcategory of EM(W) whose objects are even (U, ©)-modules
R

— (V,A
with odd co-morphisms between them. Similarly, for an As-comonad (V, A), we denote by EM ) the subcategory

— (V,A
of EM a) whose objects are even (V, A)-comodules with odd co-morphisms between them. We now have the final

result of this section.

Theorem 3.8. Let (U={U, :C — C},>0,V={V,, : C — C},>0) be a Z-system of adjoints on C. Let (U, O) be
—— eo — (V,A
an even As-monad and (V, A) be the corresponding As-comonad. Then, the categories EM o) and EM(eO : are

isomorphic.

Proof. From Proposition[3.5] we already know that there is a one-one correspondence between the objects of EM, (eﬁ o)
and EMS™). We consider therefore a morphism « : (M, 7!) — (M?,7?) in EMS o). Accordingly for any k > 1,

n € ZF~1, | € Z we have morphisms

(ar(n, 1) : UnMy — M3y ogy) = (0 (,0) s M — Vaor M3y ) (3.32)

From the proof of Proposition 3.5} we know that the object (P!, p!) (resp. (P?,p?)) in EMYA) corresponding to
(M1, 71) (resp. (M?,7?)) is given by setting

B (AP, —Sn—1—(2—k))

Pli=MY ok ) Phy o = Ml o VoM, =V;pP}

72 (AP —Sn—1—(2—k)) (3:33)
— k )
Pl2 = le pi(n, l): P§ﬁ+l+(2—k) = MzZﬁ—l—@—k) Vﬁle = VﬁPl2
For k> 1, n € Z*=1, 1 € Z, we now define
i al (7P —Sa—1—(1—k))
Pr(n,1) : P§ﬁ+z+(1fk) - MiEﬁflf(lfk) - VaM?, = VaP? (3.34)

— (V,A
We claim that (3:34) determines a morphism (P!, p!) — (P2, p?) in EMEO ! From the proof of Theorem 23] we

know that the collection A = {5 ()} is given by setting dx(n) = 67 (n°P). In the notation of [B.28]), we now see that
for each 2 € ZN, N > 0, | € Z, we have

oo (=)t ER L (m, S+ 14 (2 = b)) o Uy (mt (1))
S (=) eGSR + (2 — b), 7, 1) o (Un * 0(#') % Une ) (M) (3.35)

= (Z )w§+1(ﬁ, NP 414 (1 =) o Up(as(p',1))
z=(p,p’
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We now consider one by one the terms in ([8.35]). For those in the first term on the left hand side of (3.38]), we apply

(BI0) with

X =M} Y= MZm IH1+(2—b) zZ= MZz—i—l—i—(l N Ui = U Uz =Un
f=m(m ) X = Upe ME — Moy =Y (3.36)
9= 0ap1(m,Xm +1+(2-0)) : VY =Un Mgy 0o — Mezyqon =2

It follows from (BI0) that the first term on the left hand side of (B35 gives

X (=) TE g (M, B + 1+ (2 = b)) © U (my (', 1))

z=(m,m’)

= X (Do (agy (M, D + 1+ (2 - b)) o m (i, 1)
z=(m,m’)

= Y (=1)*"EMVe (Bay1 (MP, =Xz — 1 — (1 = N))) o pp (m'P, =X/ — 1 — (2 = b)) (3.37)
z=(m,m’)

=, Vo Bua (1) 0 gl r, D+ =)

where we have set I’ = =Xz — [ — (1 — N), used the replacements in (333), (334) as well as the fact that a, b are
both even. For those in the second term on the left hand side of (B:3H), we apply 13 with

X=M V=M

Z+14+(1-N)
0= U *9[)(7 ) *U " Ul = U»ﬁUﬁ/U n — Up Ugﬁ/+(2 b)U "= U2 (338)
f=aar1re(, B0/ + (2 = b),7",1) : UoX = UpUsir i 2-0)Unr (M}) — M2,y =Y
It follows from (B3] that the second term on the left hand side of (B38) gives
> (1) HHeE g o (R, B+ (2 - b),07, 1) © (U * 0p(R') * Usr ) (M)
z=(n,n',n") )
_ (_1)a+bc+b2n(Vﬁ~op * 95( ") % Vior ) (M z+l+(1 N)) o ozf+1+c(ﬁ, ¥a' + (2 -0b),n",1) (3.39)

= X (=1)*(Varer % 6(0'P) 5 Vison ) (P?) 0 Bayr4e(n"P, B0 + (2 = b), 2%, )
where we have set I’ = =Xz —1— (1 — N), used the replacements in (333]), (334) as well as the fact that b, a + ¢ are
both even. For those on the right hand side of (338, we apply BI8) with

X =M Y= sz /+1+(1-b) Z= M2z+l+(1 N) U =Uyp U2 =Up

f=oa(@,): X =UpM} — M2, =Y (3.40)
g = 7TZ+1(Z_), Eﬁ/ + l + (1 - b)) UQY U sz +l+(1 b) — MZZ-‘,—l-‘r(l—N) = Z

It follows from (BI0]) that the the right hand side of ([B:35]) gives

> (mia (B, + 1+ (1= 0)) o Up(aw (@', 1))

zZ=(p,p’)

-2 7)V pror (T334 (B, 29 + 1+ (1 = b)) o aff (7, 1) (3.41)
z=(p,p’

= (Z )Vp'op(p§+1(l’)°”,l')) Bo(p' P, Ep+ 1" + (1 — a))
z=(p,p’

where we have set I’ = =Xz —1—(1— N) and used the replacements in (3.33), (334). By inspecting [837), (38:39) and
(BII]) and comparing with (3.31]), we conclude that {3k (7,1)} together determine a morphism (P!, p') — (P2, p?)
—(V,
n EM,, ( . Finally, these arguments can be reversed, which shows that there is an isomorphism between categories

EM(U@) andEM( ’ ) O
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4 Locally finite comodules over A, -comonads

We suppose throughout that (V,A) is an Ay-comonad. We now define what it means for a (V, A)-comodule to be
locally finite.

Definition 4.1. Let (P, p) be a (V,A)-comodule. In the notation of Definition[T3, we will say that (P, p) is locally
finite if for any T € Z and k > 1, the family of morphisms

{pk (’fL, l) : PTJF(Q,;C) — Vi P (4.1)

}(ﬁ,l)eZ(T,k)
in C is locally finite.
In the rest of this section, we suppose that each {V,,},cz preserves monomorphisms. Given a (V, A)-comodule (P, p),

we now consider, in the notation of Definition B.2] a family of subobjects {P$ — P, }nez satisfying the following
conditions

(a) For any n € Z*~!, | € Z, the morphisms in (3] restrict to the corresponding subobjects

p% = {p(n,l): PE"‘ﬁHH%k) — VaPr k> 1, 0= (n1,...,np_1) €EZF 1 1€Z} (4.2)

(b) For any T € Z and k > 1, the family of morphisms
(1) 1 PY oy —>Vﬁpa} 43
{Pk (n,1) T+(2—k) 1 (R )EZ(T K) (4.3)

is locally finite in C.
Lemma 4.2. (P% p%) is a locally finite (V, A)-comodule.

Proof. Because the morphisms p = {px(n,1) | k> 1,7 = (n1,....,nk—1) € Z*1, 1 €Z } in @A) restrict to p® =
{p¢(A,0) | k> 1,0 = (n1,...,n5_1) € Z*"1, 1 € Z }, the morphisms p®(n, () also satisfy the relations in ([3.35). The
local finiteness condition is clear from the assumption in (Z3). O

We now let {(P%, p*)}aca denote the collection of such families of subobjects. We note that this collection is
non-empty since it contains the zero family. We now define

P® = {P,? = ZP,?} (4.4)
acA nez

Proposition 4.3. The collection P® = {PP}, _, is a locally finite A-comodule over (V,A).

Proof. Since each V,, preserves monomorphisms, for 7 = (n1,...,n,_1) € Z*~! and | € Z, we have induced maps

a; Pk (1) <

S VAPV,
a€cA

D (= . pd _ a
P (1,1) : P ihomn = %:APEﬁ-i-H-(Z—k)

s r)=vr) )

a€cA

Again since the morphisms in ([@H) are restrictions of pi(7,1) to subobjects, it follows that they also satisfy the
relations in (35). This makes (P, p®) a (V,A)-comodule. Since each (P%, p*) is locally finite, we have for each
a€ A, T e€Z and k > 1, the following factorisation

Prig-ry — I[I VaP| —— [ VaP?
(7,1 EZ(T k) (7,1 EZ(T k)

~o ] w o

& VP — ® Vip®
(R,1)EZ(T, k) (A,1)EZ(T, k)
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From (8], it follows that each of the compositions {Pg — I[I  ViP®}aeca factors
(n,l)EZ(T,k)
through the subobject @ ViP?. Since C is abelian and PTJF(2 k) = 2oaca Pry(a_y) the result follows. [
(1) EL(T k)

)—>P

+(2—k T+(2—k)

Let (P,pf) and (Q, p?) be (V, A)-comodules. By Definition B2l a morphism g : (P, p") — (Q, p®) in EMV:2)
consists of a collection of morphisms g = {g; : P, — Q;}icz such that

Isn —
Prniit—k) —" Qsntis(2—k)
oL | | e (4.7)
VP, BTN VaQ,

is commutative for any 7 € Z¥~1, k> 1,1 € Z.

Lemma 4.4. Let (V,A) be an As-comonad such that each {V,} ez is evact. Suppose that g : (P,p") — (Q, p®)
is a morphism in EM-2) . Then,

R=A{R,:=Ker(g:: P, — Q1) }iez S ={S,:=Cok(gi: P, — Qi) hiez (4.8)
are canonically equipped with the structure of (V, A)-comodules.
Proof. Since the functors V5 are all exact, it is clear from (7)) that we have induced morphisms
P (1,1) : Rei k) — VaR P (n,1) : Ssnti+@2—k) — Vadi (4.9)

Again since the functors V; are all exact, it follows that the morphisms in ([@3]) satisfy the conditions in (B1) for R
and S to be (V, A)-comodules.
o

Lemma 4.5. Let (V,A) be an As-comonad such that each {V,}ncz is evact. Suppose that g : (P,p") — (Q, p®)
is a morphism in EM™2) such that each g; : P, — Q; is an epimorphism. Then if P is locally finite, so is Q.

Proof. For any T' € Z and k > 1, we consider the families

{or. (1) : Proo—ky — VaP} e {p2 (1) : Qryo—ry — VaQi}pen(rn) (4.10)
It is immediate that I1 ka(’fL, )| o9r4c—k = IT  Valg) | o 1AL O
(n,1)€Z(T,k) (n,1)€Z(T,k) (n,l)ez(T,k)
We now consider the commutative diagram
VT (2-k) @ pi. (m.0) Tk
Rryory — Pryg-n ——— @ VaPh —— I[I VaP
(7,1) EZ(T k) (7,1)EL(T, k)
sricw | |@veta) | 17atan (4.11)
Q@
Qr42-) ® Vi —— I Vi@
(n,l)eZ(T,k) (n,1)€Z(T,k)

where Ry (o) is the kernel of gri (o) @ Prye—x) — Qry2—k) and the factorization L;k o (@ pkp(ﬁ,l)) =
[1pE (n,1) is due to the fact that (P, pP) is locally finite. From (ZIT) we see that

o (BValg))o (@ Pkp(ﬁa l)) OV (2—k) = ([TVa(a)) o LT k (@ Py (” l)) OV (2—k)
= (ITVa(g)) o (T1 pE (7, 1) © v 21y (4.12)
= (Hpk 1) ) © gr4(2—k) © VT4 (2-k) =0
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Since L?k is a monomorphism, it follows from {I2) that (PVa(g)) o (B pf (71,1)) 0 vri(2—k) = 0. Since Ry (a—)
is the kernel of the epimorphism grya_) @ Prye—r) — Qr42—k), We have an induced map Qryi_r —

V7Q; which fits into the commutative diagram (EII). Again since gri(2—x) is an epimorphism, it is
(7,1)€Z(T,k)

easily seen that this gives a factorization of Hp,? (n,1).

Theorem 4.6. Let (V,A) be an As-comonad such that each {V tnez is exact. Then, the association Q — Q%
determines a functor from EM™2) to the full subcategory EM( of comodules in EMY-2) that are locally finite.

(V A)

Further, this functor is right adjoint to the inclusion EM — EM(V’A), i.e., there are natural isomorphisms

EMTA)(P,Q) = EME (P,Q®) (4.13)
for Pe EMY:®) and Q € EM(V:A),

Proof. We consider some P € EMS;’OA), Q € EM®™:2) and a morphism g : P — Q in EM(Y:2). Applying Lemma
44 we can consider the (V, A)-comodule R determined by setting

P, = R, :=1Im(gn: P, — Qn) — Qn nez (4.14)

Since each P, — R, is an epimorphism and P is locally finite, it follows from Lemma 4.5 that R is also locally finite.
As such, the family {R,, < Q. }nez of subobjects determines a locally finite (V, A)-comodule. From the definition
in ([@4), it is now clear that each R, C Q.

It remains to show that the association Q — Q@ is a functor. For this, we consider a morphism Q' — Q in FM(
Then Q'® € EM(V A) and if we apply the above reasoning to the composition Q’® — Q' — Q in EM V-2, we
see that there is an induced morphism Q’® — Q®. This proves the result. O

V,A)

5 Ax-(co)algebras and A.-(co)monads

In this section, we will show how to give examples of A.-monads and A..-comonads on any K-linear Grothendieck
category. For basic definitions such as A..-algebras, A,.-coalgebras, A.,-modules over A, -algebras and A..-
comodules over A..-coalgebras, we refer the reader to the appendix in Section [’

Let C be a K-linear Grothendieck category. If R is a K-algebra, an R-object in C consists of M € C along with
a morphism &y : R — C(M, M) of K-algebras. The category Cr of R-objects in C is a classical construction
of Popescu [33, p 108]. This abstract module theory has also been developed extensively by Artin and Zhang [2],
who studied Hilbert Basis Theorem, completions, localizations and Grothendieck’s theory of flat descent in this
context. In particular, if C = Mod-S, the category of right modules over a K-algebra S, then Cr = Mod-(S ®k R).
Accordingly, the abstract module category Cg is often understood as a noncommutative base change of R by means
of the category C (see Lowen and Van den Bergh [30]). If V is a right R-module, then there is a pair of adjoint
functors (see [2, § B3, B4])

_®V:C—Cr MR(V,__)ZCR%C (5.1)

Therefore, for C = Cx, an R-module object in C is determined by M € C and a structure map M ® R — M in
C satisfying the usual associativity and unit conditions. We observe that .- ® R : C — C is an ordinary monad
on C. Similarly, if C' is a K-coalgebra, a C’-comodule object in C is determined by P € C and a structure map
P — P ® C’ satisfying coassociativity and counit conditions (see Brzeziriski and Wisbauer [12] § 39.1]). Again,
__® (" is an ordinary comonad on C. This suggests how we can create As-monads and As.-comonads on C.

We let Vect? be the category of Z-graded vector spaces. We know that Vect” is a closed symmetric monoidal
category, with internal hom [W’, W] of two objects given by

W, W1, = [[ VectW}, Wiyp) peZ (5.2)
keZ
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Additionally, we consider the endofunctor 1" : Vect? —s Vect? that inverts the grading, i.e., (TW)y := W_, for any
k € Z and W € Vect”.

Proposition 5.1. Let A = @ A,, be an Ax-algebra. Then, the collection of functors
ne”z

Ug ={U¢, =4, _:C— Clrez (5.3)
1s an Aso-monad on C.

Proof. Let my : A% — A of degree (2 — k) for k > 1 be the structure maps for A as an A..-algebra as in Definition
Bl For k > 1 and fn = (nq, ...,nx) € Z¥, we can define natural transformations as in (2.1])

O ={04,(n): U4, =UZ, o..oUF, — Uttt o—k) = U s} (5.4)

induced by the structure maps A,, ®...® A, — Ay, 4 4n.+(2—k) of the A-algebra A. The relations in (2.2) now

follow directly from the relations satisfied by the structure maps of A (see (B1))).
o

We will say that an A.-algebra A is even if the structure maps my : A®¥ — A vanish whenever k is odd. For
instance, this condition is satisfied by As ,-algebras (for p even), which have been extensively studied in the literature
(see, for instance, [18], [23], [26], [31]). An A, ,-algebra is an A,-algebra with all the operations my, vanishing except
for k = 2 and k = p. The A p-algebras were introduced by He and Lu in [23] and studied further by Dotsenko
and Vallette in [I8]. If A is a p-Koszul algebra, then the Ext-algebra Ext*(K 4, K4) carries the structure of an
A, p-algebra (see [23]). Here, K4 refers to the A-module structure on K obtained from the fact that Ag = K. The
authors in [23] also describe a general procedure for constructing an As ,-algebra starting from any positively graded
associative algebra. Other motivating examples for As ,-algebras, such as the A,-Koszul dual of Kt]/(¢?) for p > 3,
appear in Lu, Palmieri, Wu, and Zhang [31] and in Keller [26] § 2.6].

Proposition 5.2. Let A = @ A, be an A -algebra that is even. Then, the collection of functors
ne

V¢ ={V¢, = Hom(A,,—) : C — Clnez (5.5)

A —— eo —va
is an Asc-comonad on C. Further, we have isomorphisms of categories EMS, = E’MeVc and EMU? &~ EMes .
C
Proof. By (B.1), the functors Hom(A,,--) : C — C are right adjoint to the functors A, ® __: C — C. The result
now follows from Theorem 2.3 Proposition and Theorem [3.8 O

Proposition 5.3. Let C = @ C, be an As-coalgebra with structure maps {wy : C — C®*}y>1. Then, the
nez
collection of functors

UEC = (UZS == C_n® —: C — Clnez (5.6)

can be equipped with the structure of an As-comonad on C. If C is even, i.e., wr = 0 whenever k is odd, then, the
collection of functors
V&Y ={VES == Hom(C—p, ) : C — C}nez (5.7)

s an Aso-monad on C.

Proof. In a manner similar to the proof of Proposition b1 it is clear from the definition of an A..-coalgebra in
Definition that UZC is an As-comonad on C. If C is even, so is ULY. By (B)), the functors {Hom(C—,, ) =
Hom((TC)y, --) nez are right adjoint to the functors {(T'C), ® __}nez and the result now follows directly from
Theorem 2.3 O
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For the rest of this section, we suppose that C = Vect, the category of vector spaces over the field K. In this paper,
for an As-algebra A, the category of left A-modules will always be denoted by 4M (see Definition B3). For an
Aoo-coalgebra C, the category of left A,.-comodules will be denoted by “M (see Definition §.6)).

Proposition 5.4. Let A = @@ A,, be a Z-graded vector space. Consider the collection of functors
nez

U4 ={U2:= A, ® _: Vect — Vecthnez (5.8)

Then, the family {UA} can be equipped with the structure of an A -monad if and only if A = @ A, can be equipped
nez
with the structure of an A -algebra.

Proof. If A is an A-algebra, it follows from Proposition 5.1l that {U#} can be equipped with the structure of an
Aso-monad. Conversely, suppose that the collection U4 as defined in (5.8)) is an As-monad. Then, by applying the
natural transformations 6 () : U2 = [U;;‘l 0..o0 Uf}k — Uﬁﬁ”#n”(%k) = Ugﬁ+(2fk) to the vector space K, we
obtain morphisms A,, ® ... ® Ap, — Ap 4. fnut+(2—k)- The relations in ([Z.2) now ensure that these satisfy the

conditions for being an A..-algebra. O

Corollary 5.5. Let A = @ A, be an Ax-algebra. Then, we have

neZ
(a) The category EMy, of modules over the A-monad U4 = {UA := A, ® _: Vect — Vect}nez is isomorphic to
the category AM of Aoc-modules over A.

(b) Suppose that U4 is even. Then, the collection of functors
VA = {VA = Hom(A,,_.) : Vect — Vectnez (5.9)
is an A -comonad.

— —V
(c) Suppose that U4 is even. Then, we have isomorphisms of categories EMg, = EMY4 and EMEJOA ~FM,"

€o °

Proof. By inspecting the conditions in Definition B.I] we can see directly that U4-modules correspond to A-modules
over A in the sense of Definition B33 This proves (a). Since the functors { Hom(An, --) }nez are right adjoint to the
functors {A, ® __}nez, the result of (b) follows from Theorem 23] The result of (c) is also clear from Proposition
and Theorem B.8 O

Proposition 5.6. Let C = @ C,, be an A -coalgebra. Then, there is a canonical functor
nez

7. M — EMY'C (5.10)

that embeds Ao -comodules as a full subcategory of the Filenberg-Moore category of comodules over the A -comonad
ure.

Proof. Let P be an Ao,-comodule over C' in the sense of Definition B.6] equipped with structure maps {w} : P —
C®-1 Pli>1. Weset Q=TP, ie., Q:=P_, forne€Z. Forany k>1,n¢€ ZF=1 1 € Z, we now have

P
Wi, —Sa—1—(2—k)

(C®*1® P)_sny
l (5.11)

(Tc)nl ®...® (Tc)nk—l ® (Tp)l = Ugch

Pe(M, 1) : Qsrnqit2—k) = Posa—i—(2—k)

where the second map in (G.I1]) is the canonical projection. Due to the relations in Definition satisfied by the
structure maps of P, it is clear that the collection py (7, [) satisfies the relations in ([B.5) for @ to be a UT¢-comodule.
UTC

As such, setting .#(P) = Q = TP defines a functor #¢ : “M — EMV .
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It remains to show that .#¢ determines a full embedding. For this, we consider P’ € “M along with structure
maps {wl : P/ — C®*1 @ P'};5, as well as Q' = TP = 79 (P') € EMY" with structure maps pr(n,1)
Qb a—p) — ULCQ] determined as in GII). Let h = {hn}nez € EMY (FC(P),.#7C(P")). For each fixed
T € Z and k > 1, we now observe that the outer square as well as the lower square in the following diagram commute

hri2-k)
B Qrie—r =Plr_(a-k

P ’
wkﬁTf(?fk)l l“’l}:ﬁTf(sz)

(Cop ®-®C_p, | ®hy)

Qrie—r = P_r_2_p)

D
(n,1)€Z(T, k)
(Cfnl ®..Q Cfnk,l & Pfl)
(A1) EL(T k) (,1)€Z(T, k)

! !

(Cony®..®C_p, _, ®h)

(Cony ®..0C_p, , ®P)) (5.12)

1
(n,1)EL(T, k)

(Cony ® . ® Cy_, @ Py) —25

(31T ) (RDEL(TE)

(C*nl ®. O*nk—l ® Pil)

Since the direct sums in (5I2]) embed into the direct products, it follows that the upper square in (BI2]) also
commutes. We now see that h = {hy,, }nez also determines a morphism in M. O

6 Rational pairings between A.-algebras and A,-coalgebras

If W € Vect? is a graded vector space, we note that by (5.2)), its graded dual W* = [W, K] is given by W} =
Vect(W_,,K) for n € Z. If C is an A-coalgebra, equipped with structure maps {wy : C — C®*};>1, we know
that its graded dual C* is an A.-algebra with my, : (C*)®¥ — C* determined by

mi(¢1 ® -+ ® @) = (= 1) HTD (10 (61 @ -+ @ i) 0 wie) (6.1)

where 1 denotes the multiplication on K. If M € MC is a right C-comodule, we know that M may be treated as a
left C*-module with structure maps given by

(C*)®k—1®w£/f

(C*)®k71 QM (O*)®k71 Q@ M @ C®k—1 M (6.2)

where {w}M : M — M ® C®¥~1},~; comes from the right C-comodule structure of M.

Definition 6.1. Let C be an A -coalgebra and let A be an Ao -algebra. A pairing between C' and A is an A -algebra
morphism f = {fi : A®* — C*};>1 from A to the graded dual C* of C.

Theorem 6.2. Let C' be an A -coalgebra and let A be an A -algebra. Then, a pairing f = {fi : AF — C*}i>1
between C and A induces a functor (C, A) : M¢ — oM.

Proof. From (6.2)), it follows that we have a functor M® — o~M. Considering the morphism f = {f : A®¥ —
C*}i>1 of Ax-algebras, we also have a functor ¢« M — 4M given by restriction of scalars (see, for instance, [25] §
6.2]). The result is now clear. O

We now want to define a rational pairing between an A..-coalgebra and an A..-algebra. For this, we will need to
refine the result of Theorem First, we consider a morphism f = {fx : A®® — B};>1 of Ay-algebras as in
Definition Let M be a left B-module, equipped with structure maps {ka’M : B~ @ M — M}g>1. Then,
the restriction of scalars makes M into an A-module, determined by setting (see, for instance, [25, § 6.2])

mph AR o M — MmN =D () m Y (fi, © @ fi, © M) (6.3)
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for k > 0, where the sum is taken over all decompositions k =iy + ...+ and s= (1 —1)(i; — 1)+ ([ —2)(i2 — 1) +
o+ 2(ij—2 — 1) + (41 — 1). We also note that f = {fi : A%* — B};>; determines a morphism

f:| @ a**| — (& B* (6.4)

k>0 >0

of graded vector spaces, where the action of f on the component A®* is given by S(=1)*%(fi, ® ... ® fi,), where the
signs are as in ([6.3). Accordingly, for any V' € Vect?, we have an induced morphism

Fv-[[Bvi= || B* |.V| — || P 4% | . V| = [[14%* V] (6.5)

1>0 >0 k>0 k>0

In particular, we consider f = {fx : A%* — C*};>1 determining the pairing between the A..,-coalgebra C and
the Ay.-algebra A. For any V € Vect”, we note that the closed symmetric structure on Vect” induces a canonical
morphism

a(C,AV): [V ec® —— [1[(c9)eLv] LY (4 v) (6.6)
>0 >0 k>0

Definition 6.3. Let f = {fx : A%k — C*},>1 be a pairing of an As-coalgebra C and an A -algebra A. We will
say that the pairing is rational if the canonical morphism o(C, A, V') as defined in ([6.8) is a monomorphism in Vect”
for any V € Vect?.

Proposition 6.4. Let f = {fx : A®* — C*},>1 be a rational pairing of an A -coalgebra C and an A -algebra
A. Then, the functor 1(C,A) : MY — AM embeds M as a full subcategory of aM.

Proof. We consider M, N € M¢ with structure maps {w} : M — M ® C®*1};5; and {w) : N — N ®
C®F=1};51 respectively. If we treat M, N as left A-modules via the functor ¢(C, A), we have to show that any
A-module morphism h : M — N is also a morphism in M. We consider therefore the following diagram

M L N
Mot | [t
[[M o e [1hec® [N ®Cc® (6.7)
a(C,A,M)l la(C,A,N)

k
H[A®k7M] M H[A@k,N]

Considering the explicit definition of restriction of scalars in ([63]) and the construction of the functor ¢(C, A) in
Theorem [6.2] we realize that the outer square in (6.7]) commutes because h is an A-module morphism. The lower
square in (G.7) commutes because h is a morphism of graded vector spaces. Accordingly, we have

a(C, A, N)o (me)oh - (H[A®k,h])oa(0 A, M)o (me) — a(C, A, N)o (Hh®c®l) (Hwﬁl) (6.8

Since the pairing is rational by assumption, we know that «(C, A, N) is a monomorphism. Accordingly, it follows
from (6.8)) that the upper square in (6.7)) also commutes. This proves that h is a morphism of right C-comodules. O

Proposition 6.5. Let f = {fi : A%k — C*};>1 be a rational pairing of an A -coalgebra C and an A -algebra A.
Then, the category M, treated as a full subcategory of AM, is closed under direct sums, subobjects and quotients.
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Proof. Tt is clear that MC, treated as a full subcategory of 4M, is closed under direct sums. Suppose we have a

short exact sequence
0 M S M s M 0 (6.9)
in 4M such that M € M with structure maps {wi{, : M — M &®C®"};>¢. Since products of short exact sequences

in Vect? are exact, we have the following commutative diagram

0 —— M — M LN M" — 0
[,
0 —— [T @) L2 s e o) L2290 T @ c0) —— 0 (6.10)
a(C,A,M/)J a(C,A,M)l a(C,A,M”)l

0 —— Tras, ) D ppae ag B pae v —— 0

Since g is an A-module morphism, we note that the composition a(C, A, M) o ([Jwd’,) o g factors through [T[A*, g].
Accordingly, we have ([J[A®, h]) o a(C, A, M) o ([Twd’,) o g = 0. It follows that

a(C, A, M") o (H (hC*) ) (Hw,+1) og= (H[A’,h]) o a(C, A, M) (H w,+1) 0g=0 (6.11)

Since f is a rational pairing, we know that «(C, A, M") is a monomorphism, whence it follows from (6.II)) that
(II(h®C®)) o ([Twdy) og = 0. Since the middle row in (G.I0) is short exact, there are now induced maps
M — J[(M'®C*®) and M" — [[(M"” ® C*) making the diagram commutative and giving M’, M" the structure
of C-comodules. This proves the result. O

Given the rational pairing f = {fy : A%¥ — C*},>1, we now set for any M € 4 M

Ry (M) := > Im(g) C M (6.12)
gEAM(L(C,A)(N),M),NeMC®

We now have the main result on rational pairings of A.,-coalgebras and A..-algebras.

Theorem 6.6. Let f = {fi : A%% — C*};>1 be a rational pairing of an Aws-coalgebra C and an A -algebra A.
Then, we have a functor Ry : .M — M that is right adjoint to 1(C,A) : MY — M, i.e., we have natural
isomorphisms

M((C, A)(M"), M) = M (M', Ry(M)) (6.13)
for any M' € M and M € 4M.

Proof. We consider some g € sAM((C, A)(N), M), with N € M®. Since M as a full subcategory of 4M is closed
under quotients, we see that Im(g) € M. Applying Proposition again, since M is closed under direct sums
and quotients in 4 M, we see that the sum Ry(M) =" I'm(g) defined as in (6I2) must in M.

Further, from the definition in (612), it follows that the image of any morphism ¢(C, A)(M’) — M in 4AM must lie
in R;(M). From this it is clear that we have an isomorphism 4M((C, A)(M'), M) = MC(M', Ry (M)).

It remains to show that Ry is a functor. For this, we consider a morphism h : My — My in 4M. Since R;(M;)
lies in MY, it follows from the definition in (.I2)) that the image of the composition Ry(M;) < M; Ly M, lies in

R¢(Ms). This proves the result.
O
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7 A, -contramodules

Let C = @ C, be an A-coalgebra, equipped with structure maps {wy : C — C®*};>1, where wy has degree
neZ

2 — k (see Definition B5). For any k > 1 and 7 = (nq,...,ng) € ZF, let wi () : C_sn—2-k) — Cp, ®...0C_,, be
a component of the structure map wy, : C — C®* of C. We define wy, : C — C®F whose components are given by
w) () == (=1)*E D (n) : Cosp_ (o) — Cn, ®...® C_p,,. We are now ready to introduce A.-contramodules
over C.

Definition 7.1. Let C' be an Ao -coalgebra. An A.-contramodule is a Z-graded vector space M equipped with
structure maps

Moo=t M) — M  k>1 (7.1)
with tM of degree (2 — k) satisfying, for each n > 1,

Z(_l)p—i_thgilJrr o [C@p & w; & C®T_17 M] + Z(_l) a+1 o [C®a tb ] =0 (72)

where the first sum in (2] is taken over allp >0, q,r > 1 such that p+ q+ r = n and the second sum in [L2) is
taken over all a >0, b > 1 with a+b=n. In (2), we choose the isomorphism [C®?, [C®*~1 M]] = [C®+b=1 M)
making M a right A -contramodule.

A morphism h : M — M’ of A -contramodules is a morphism of graded vector spaces that is compatible with the
respective structure maps. We will denote by M(c,_) the category of A -contramodules over C.

We say that M € M|¢,_; is even if tM = 0 whenever k is odd. We denote by M[e ] the full subcategory of M|¢,
consisting of even objects. By Pr0p031t1on|53_L we know that when C' is even, the collection of functors

={VIC .= Hom(C_,, ) : Vect — Vect}nez (7.3)

is an As.-monad. The following result is now the A,,-contramodule counterpart of Proposition 5.0

Proposition 7.2. Let C be an even Ao -coalgebra. Then, there is a canonical functor
(ﬂ[c)__] : M([icy__] — EM\e/Tc (74)

that embeds Mfc jasa subcategory of even modules over the Aso-monad VI'C. If C is such that C,, # 0 for only
Jinitely many n € Z, then the categories Mc,_; and EMyrc are isomorphic.

Proof. Let M € M, ;. Fork>1,n¢€ ZF-1 1 € Z, we define

1

t n
(R, 1) : VECM, = [0, ® .. ® Oy, My = [C®F 1 Msnp Hemni, Msiii4(2—k) (7.5)

We denote by {6 (7)} the structure maps of the Ao-monad VI¢. For N > 0, z = (n,n/,7”) € ZV with |a| = p,
|n'| = q, |7”| = r — 1, we observe that the following diagram is commutative

(VECx0q(n")+VET) M, Tpt 1+ (7,20 +(2—q),7",1)

VECVICVIE M, VROVED (o) Va5 Mi Mzztir@-m)

| | | (7.6)

[C®p®wl®C®T717M]EZ+L tM+1+ SE4l4
N q P Xz (2—q)
[CEN, M5z [CEPH) Msziipog — —

Ms:yiv2-n)
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Similarly, for z = (m,m’) € Z¥ with |m| = a, |m/| = b — 1, we observe that the following diagram is commutative

VRS (my (1)) Tat1(m,Sm' +14(2—b))
S TR

VROV My Vi M g1 (2-0) Myz it 2-m)

! | [

M
e N Y
k) )

[C®, M5z 414 (2-b) Msz1i42-N)

Using the fact that the expressions in are zero, it follows from (T0) and (1) that the 74 (7,1) defined in (ZH)
make M into a module over the As-monad VT¢. We therefore have the functor M[ec s EMgGrc.

Now suppose that C,, # 0 for only finitely many n € Z. Then, it follows that for any T € Z, we have

[C®F1 M]p = 11 [Cpy ® .. ®Cpy_,, My = &b VIO .VIC (M) (7.8)
ni+...4+ng_1+I=T ni+...+ng_1+=T

In other words, the structure maps tﬁd D [C®FL M) — M of M € M[ec _jare completely determined by the induced

morphisms Vflc . Vzg .

(M[) — Mnl‘f’---“rnk 1H+(2—k) on COmpOnenlS. It follows that the Calegories M[C,__] and
EM eT are isomor [)]li( .
\¥e

Proposition 7.3. Let C be an Ao -coalgebra. Then, there exists a faithful functor k€ : Mic,_) — Mc~. If the

Aso-coalgebra C is such that the canonical map W @ C* — [C, W] is an epimorphism for each W € Vect”, then

k€ is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let M € M|¢,_j, with structure maps as in (ZI)). Then, for any k& > 1, we consider the compositions

M
mM M @ (C*)®F1 — [C®F1 M) 2y M (7.9)
where the morphism M ® (C*)®*~1 — [C®k=1 M] in (Z3) is induced by the canonical morphism M ® (C*)®*~1
C®k—1 _ M. This makes M into a C*-module. It is also clear that the functor k€ is faithful.

In particular, suppose that the A.-coalgebra C' is such that the canonical map W& C* — [C, W] is an epimorphism
for each W € Vect”. We note that for each n € Z, the canonical map

(W& C*)n = D Witn ® (C*)-k) — ICk Wirn] = [[[Crs Wiern] = [C, W] (7.10)
kEZ kEZ keZ

is always a monomorphism, i.e. W ®@ C* — [C, W] is a monomorphism for each W € Vect?. By assumption, the
morphisms in (ZI0) are also epimorphisms. Then, the maps M ® (C*)®¢~1 — [C®F~1 M] which appear in (Z.9)
are all isomorphisms and it is clear that the functor ¢ is an isomorphism. O

Proposition 7.4. Let C be an Ay -coalgebra. Then, there is a functor [C,_] : Vect? — Mic,_-

Proof. We consider W € Vect? and put N = [C,W]. By setting tY¥ := [w), W] : [C®*~1 N] = [C®*~1 [C,W]]
[C®F W] — [C,W] = N where w), : C — C®F is as at the beginning of this section, we obtain N = [C, W]
M[C,__]-

Om |l

We will now construct functors between categories of A,.-comodules and A-contramodules. Let (C,w¢), (D, w?)
be As-coalgebras. By a (C, D)-space (N, wl, wE), we will mean a graded vector space N equipped with families of
morphisms

wi ={w): N —C""@N}p>1  wl={wl:N— NoD¥ '}, (7.11)

such that (N,wl) is a left C-comodule and (N, wE) is a right D-comodule. In particular, any (C, D)-bicomodule
becomes a (C, D)-space in an obvious manner. Additionally, for Q, Q" € MP, we set [Q, Q’]E = MP(Q[-p], Q") for
p € Z.
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Proposition 7.5. Let (C,wS), (D,w?) be Ay -coalgebras and let (N, wk wl) be a (C, D)-space. Then, for each
Q € MP and each k > 1, there is an isomorphism

[CEFL N, QIP] = [C®F 1 @ N, Q)P (7.12)

Proof. We consider f € [C®*~1 [N, Q)]P]. Then, f corresponds to
fle®F e N —Q  (¢®n)— f(E)(n) (7.13)
In order to prove that f’ € [C®*~! @ N,Q]”, we have to show that the following diagram commutes for each [ > 1

C®F—1gy R

®Rk—1 wy Rk—1 ®1—1
N PO eNeD F@) (wf(n)o) @ wf(n),
f[ l(f’®D®l’1) = (7.14)
@ = w (f(&)(n))o @ w(£(2)(n))1
Q —l> Q@D@l—l

where we have adapted the Sweedler notation in (ZI4)). But since f(é) is a D-comodule morphism, we already have

wl (f@(n))o @ w? (f@mh = (@ (wf(n)o) ® wf(n), (7.15)

From (7I4) and (ZIH), it follows that f’ € MP(C®*~! @ N, Q). Conversely, we consider g € [C®F~1 @ N,Q]P.
Then, g corresponds to

g :C%1 L IN,Ql  J@)(n):=gE®n) (7.16)

In order to show that ¢’ takes values in [V, Q]”, we have to show that for each [ > 1 we must have

wl(gE @) @ uwl(gEon) = ul(g @) & wl(g@m) (717
=4/ (@ (w{(n)o) ® wf(n)1 = (¢ ® wf(n)o) ® wft(n)

However since g € [C®F~1 @ N, Q]P, we already know that
le (g(é¢®@n))o ® le (g(é¢®@n)) = g(é @ wi(n)o) @ wft(n) (7.18)
From (ZI7) and (ZIR) it is clear that ¢’ € [C®*~1 [N, Q]P]. This proves the result. O

We will say that (N, wl, wf) is a commuting (C, D)-space if the C' and D-coactions commute with each other, i.e.,
for each £ > 1, [ > 1, we have a commutative diagram

R
w;

N —t N @ D®-1
wél lwf@D@H (7.19)
C®k—1®wR
O®k71 QN ! ; C®k71 QN ® D®l71

We note in particular that this means that each wf® : N — N @ D®!=1 is a morphism of left C-comodules, while
each w,f : N — C®~1 ® N is a morphism of right D-comodules. For the rest of this section, we will assume that
both the C-comodule and D-comodule structures on N are even.

Proposition 7.6. Let (C,w{), (D,w?) be even A -coalgebras. Then, (N,wl wk) induces a functor [N,_]P :
MP — M[C,__] .
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Proof. We consider @ € MP. We claim that [N,Q]” € Mic,_j. From Proposition [Z.5] we already have that
[C®F=1 [N, Q]P] = [C®F1 @ N,Q]P for each k > 1. We now have structure maps

ty [C®k_1, [N, Q]D] o [C®k—l ® J\/’7 Q]D [U’é»Q]D [N, Q]D (7.20)

where we have used the fact that each morphism wl : N — C® =1 @ N is a morphism of right D-comodules. It
may be verified that the morphisms in (Z20) make [N, Q]? into an A..-contramodule over C. O

Let (M, t2) be an A,-contramodule over C. Then, for each k > 1, we have a pair of canonical maps

(evjc@r—1 5 ®N)(CEF ! M]@w)
[C®F=1 M@ N M®N (7.21)
tMQN

where evjcor-1 5y ¢ [C¥F1, M] @ C®*~1 — M is the canonical evaluation map. We now define the contratensor
product M Ko N to be the coequalizer

B (evcera 1y @N(CSH ! M@u))

MR N = Coeq | P [C®F' M@ N M®N (7.22)
k>1 tMQN

We note that ([[.22) extends the contratensor product on contramodules over coassociative coalgebras defined in [34].
We now have the following result.

Proposition 7.7. Let (C,w¢), (D,wP) be even Ao -coalgebras. Then, (N,wl , wl) induces a functor __Rc N :
M[C,__] — MP.

Proof. By ({22), we know that for any M € M|¢,_j, the contratensor product M K¢ N is a quotient of M @ N. We
claim that the maps M ®wlR M®N — M®N®D®-! descend to the quotient M K¢ N. For this, we note that
for any k,l > 1, we have the following commutative diagram

(CE1 M@ N (e Mg, [0®F=1, M) R N M®N
’ RC®k—1gN
[C®k71’M]®wlRl [C®"*17M1®C®’“’l®wﬁl M®wlRl (7.23)
_ B ®1—1
[C¢®k:—17 M] ® N ) D®l71 ([C®k 1;M]®wllc‘)®D®l ! [C®k71,M] (ev[c®k71vM]®N)®D M ® N ® D®l*1

®C®k—1®N®D®L—1

We note that the left side square in (23] commutes because N is a commuting (C, D)-space. Also, for any k,l > 1,
we have the commutative diagram

QRk—1 wh
[C®k_1,M] QN w) [C®k_1,M] ® N @ D®I-1
tkM®Nl ltfjf@N@D@l*l (7.24)
wR
M®N Mewi, M ® N @ D®I-1

Considering ([7.23)), (7.24]) and the definition in (.22, we have an induced map on the coequalizers M Ko N —
(M Re N)® D®! for each | > 1, making M K¢ N into an As-comodule over D. O
The following simple observation will be used in the proof of the next theorem. If (Q,w.Q ) and (Q’ ,w?l) are
D-comodules, then M (Q, Q') may be expressed as the equalizer

D / / fHHw?,Of / RQe—1
M”(Q,Q") = Eq | [Q.Q'] [[lQ.@ @ D®*7 (7.25)

foTI(f @D owd
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Similarly, if (M, tM) and (M’, tiw) are C-contramodules, then Mjc _j(M, M’) may be expressed as the equalizer

FeTIed oc* =1 )
M, (M, M') = Eq | [M,M'] [Tlc®=*, p), 017) (7.26)
f=T1fotd!

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 7.8. Let (C,wS), (D,w?) be even A.-coalgebras. Then, any commuting (C, D)-space (N, wl, wl) that
is even leads to an adjunction of functors

MP (M Hc N,Q) = Mc,_(M,[N,Q]") (7.27)
for M € Mc,_y and Q € MP.
Proof. Using the definition in ((222]) as well as the expressions in ((25]) and (28], we can now compute directly
MP(M Hc N, Q)

=Eq|[M®cN,Q ——— 2 [[[MXc N,Q® D®'™]
>1
= Eq [C’oeq(@ [C®F=1 M) ®N:;M®N) ,Q} =TI {C’oeq( [C®F=1 M) jM@N) ,Q®D®“]>
k>1 I>1

=Eq(Eq([MoN,Q = H[[C®’“17M]®N7Q]> = [1Eq ([M@MQ@D@”] [1[[C® ', M]@ N,Q & D®'~ 1])
k>1 >1 k>1

=Fq|FE

Q

(M, [MQH3kf>11[[0®’“’17M]7[N7Q]] 2 11Eq ([M7 [N7Q®D®H]]3kf>11[[0®k’17M]7[N7Q®D®1 ] ))

I>1

= Eq | Eq| [M,[N,Q]] 3 TT[C*", M,[N,Q]

E>1

= <zg1[M’ V,Qe DI 3 T TLIC® ", M, [N, @ D]

]
=Eq| Eq([M,[N,Q 3 ll;[l[f\/h N, Q® D®”]]> = Bq <kl;[1[[0®k17 M], [N, QI 3 kglll;ll[[0®k’l7M]7 [N,Q ® D®'1]]

:Eq

M, Eq ([M QIZ IIIN,Q® D®“]>} =211

I>1 k>1

[C®F1, M), Eq <[N7 Q3 ll;Il[M Q® D®”]>} )

=FEq| [M,[N,QP] —= kgl [[C®*=* M], [N, Q"]

=M, (M, [N,Q]")

We conclude with the following result.

Corollary 7.9. Let (C,w¢), (D,wP) be even A -coalgebras. Let Ny be an even left A -comodule over C' and N
be an even right Ao -comodule over D. Then, we have an induced adjunction of functors, i.e., natural isomorphisms

MP(M ®c (N1 @ N2), Q) = Mc, (M, [(N1® N2),Q]7) (7.28)
Jor M € Mg,_j and Q € MP.

Proof. If Ny is a left C-comodule and N is a right D-comodule, then N7 ® Ny carries left C-coactions and right
D-coactions in the obvious manner. It is clear that the left C-coactions commute with the right D-coactions, making
N; ® No a commuting (C, D)-space. The result now follows from Theorem O
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8 Appendix : Basic Definitions

For the convenience of the reader, we recall in this section the well known definitions of A..-algebras, As.-coalgebras
as well as modules and comodules over them respectively.

Definition 8.1. An A -algebra over K is a Z-graded vector space A = @ A,, along with a family of graded K -linear
neZ
maps {my, : AF — A}y>1 with my of degree 2 — k, satisfying for each n > 1:

S )Py (1% @ my ©157) = 0 (8.1)

where 1 denotes the identity map and the sum is over all triples (p,q,r) such that n =p+q+r, p,r >0, ¢ > 1.

We should mention that the terms in (8I) will have additional signs when applied to elements of A, following the
usual Koszul sign conventions.

Definition 8.2. Let A and B be A -algebras. A morphism of Ax-algebras f : A — B is a family of graded
K -linear maps {f : A°¥ — B}r>1 with fx of degree 1 — k, satisfying for each n > 1:

DD fir (1P @ mg ©197) = 3 (< 1) me(fiy ® fi @ - @ fi) (8.2)

where the first sum is over all (p,q,r) such that n = p + q + r and the second sum is over all 1 < t < n and all
decompositions n =iy + g + -+ - + it, and the sign s is given by s = (t —1)(i1 — 1)+ (t —2)(i2 — 1) + -+ - + 2(4¢—2 —
D)+ (i — 1).

Definition 8.3. Let A be an Ao -algebra over K. A (left) As-module over A is a Z-graded space M with maps
{mM : A®k=1 @ M — M}>1 with m} of degree 2 — k, satisfying for each n > 1:

D (EDP T mL (AR @mg @157 @ 1ar) + D _(=1) mgh, (15 @ mp") =0,
where the first sum is over all p,q,r such thatp+q+r=mn, p >0, q,7 > 1 and the second sum is over all a,b such

thata+b=mn,a>0and b > 1.

A morphism of left Ax-modules f : M — N is a family of maps f = {fi : M} — N} ez that is well behaved
with respect to the structure maps of M and N. The category of left Aso-modules over A will be denoted by 4M.
Similarly, we may define the category M4 of right A-modules.

Definition 8.4. Let M, N be left Aoo-modules over the Aoo-algebra A, with respective structure maps {mi! :
AL @ M — M}g>1 and {mY : A®* L@ N — N}i>1. An Ao-morphism of (left) Aoo-modules f: M — N
is a family of maps

f = {fk : A®k71 QR M — N}kZI

with fr of degree 1 — k, satisfying for each n > 1:

S D far (15 @ md") + > (D) farr (15" @my @ 157 @ 1) = > mby (157 @ f),

where:

(1) the first sum on the left side is taken over all a,b such thatn =a+b,a>0,b>1

(2) the second sum on the left side is taken over all a,b,c such thatn =a+b+c¢, a>0,b,c>1
(3) the sum on the right side is taken over all a,b such thatn =a+0b, a >0 and b > 1.
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Definition 8.5. An A -coalgebra over K is a Z-graded vector space C = @ C,, along with a family of graded
nez
K-linear maps {wy, : C — C®*F} 51 with wy, of degree 2 — k, satisfying the following two conditions:

(a) For each n > 1, we have
S (=D)PIT AP @ wy @ 19 Y wppagr =0, ¥V k> 1,

where 1 denotes the identity map, and the sum is over all p,q,r such thatn=p+q+r, p,r >0, ¢ > 1.

(b) The induced morphism [[wy : C — [[ C%F factors through the direct sum @ C®*.

k>1 k>1 k>1
Definition 8.6. Let C be an An.-coalgebra over K with structure maps {wy, : C — C®*}i>1. A (left) Aso-comodule
over C' is a Z-graded space P with maps {wf : P — C®*=1 @ P};>1 with wE of degree 2 — k, satisfying, for each
n > 1, we have

S (1P AP @ w, @1 @ 1p)why Y ()P @ wl)wh |, =0,

where the first sum is over all p,q,r such thatn =p—+q+7r, p >0, q,r > 1 and the second sum is over all a,b such
thata+b=mn,a>0,b>1.

A morphism of left Aoo-comodules g : P — Q is a family of maps g = {91 : P — Qi}icz that is well behaved
with respect to the structure maps of P and Q. The category of left As-comodules over C will be denoted by M.

Additionally, we will say that P € “M is strongly finite if the induced morphism [[wf : P — [[ (C®*1 @ P)
k>1 k>1

factors through the direct sum @ (C®*~1 @ P). Similarly, we may define the category MC of right C-comodules.
E>1

Definition 8.7. Let C' be an Ay, -coalgebra. Let P,Q be left As-comodules over C with respective structure maps

{wf . P — C®*1 @ P}y>1 and {ka 1 Q — C®F 1 @ Q}r>1. An As-morphism of comodules g : P — Q is a

sequence of graded morphisms {gi, : P — C®*~1 @ Q}x>1, with gy of degree 1 — k, satisfying for each n > 1:

ST )P @ w)gars + D (1)L @ wy, @ 127 @ 1) gat14e = P (18 ® go)wl;,

where

(1) the first sum on the left is over all a,b such thatn=a+b,a>0,b>1.

(2) the second sum on the left is over all a,b,c such thatn=a+b+c¢, a>0,b,c>1
(3) the sum on the right side is over all a,b such that n =a+b, a >0, b>1.
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