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PRE-RIGID MONOIDAL CATEGORIES

ALESSANDRO ARDIZZONI, ISAR GOYVAERTS, AND CLAUDIA MENINI

Abstract. Liftable pairs of adjoint functors between braided monoidal categories in the sense
of [GV1] provide auto-adjunctions between the associated categories of bialgebras. Motivated
by finding interesting examples of such pairs, we study general pre-rigid monoidal categories.
Roughly speaking, these are monoidal categories in which for every object X, an object X

∗ and
a nicely behaving evaluation map from X

∗ ⊗X to the unit object exist. A prototypical example
is the category of vector spaces over a field, where X

∗ is not a categorical dual if X is not
finite-dimensional. We explore the connection with related notions such as right closedness, and
present meaningful examples. We also study the categorical frameworks for Turaev’s Hopf group-
(co)algebras in the light of pre-rigidity and closedness, filling some gaps in literature along the
way. Finally, we show that braided pre-rigid monoidal categories indeed provide an appropriate
setting for liftability in the sense of loc. cit. and we present an application, varying on the theme
of vector spaces, showing how -in favorable cases- the notion of pre-rigidity allows to construct
liftable pairs of adjoint functors when right closedness of the category is not available.
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1. Introduction

Basic Linear Algebra teaches us that any vector space V (over a field k) has a dual space, V ∗,
which is unique up to isomorphism. When V is moreover finite-dimensional, we have two k-linear
maps, evV : V ∗⊗kV → k (the evaluation at V ) and coevV : k → V⊗kV ∗ (the coevaluation at V ),
satisfying two compatibility relations in the form of triangular identities (cf. [EGNO, Definition
2.10.1] e.g.). With respect to the tensor product (over k) and the ground field as unit object, this
extra data turns the category of finite-dimensional k-vector spaces into a rigid monoidal category.
When V is infinite dimensional, V ∗ and evV can still be defined, but there is no coevaluation map
anymore. In other words, the monoidal category of all k-vector spaces is no longer rigid; in turn,
it is the prototype of a so-called pre-rigid monoidal category.
A monoidal category (C,⊗, I) is said to be pre-rigid if for every object X there exists an object
X∗ and a morphism evX : X∗ ⊗X → I such that the map

HomC (T,X
∗)→ HomC (T ⊗X, I) : u 7→ evX ◦ (u⊗X)

is bijective for every object T in C. The notion of pre-rigidity, in its original form, stems from
[GV1] although, as we will see, it turns out to be equivalent to the definition of weak dual given
in [DP]. A basic fact is that a (right) rigid monoidal category is right closed. It is also easily
verified that right closedness implies pre-rigidity (cf. Proposition 2.5 below). Thus, what is in a
sense missing in the notion of pre-rigidity compared to the notion of rigidity is the coevaluation.
Pre-rigidity arose in the study of so-called liftable pairs of adjoint functors between monoidal
categories. An adjoint pair of functors (L,R) between monoidal categories A and B such that R
is a lax monoidal functor (or, equivalently, L is colax monoidal) is called liftable if the induced
functor R = Alg(R) : Alg(A) → Alg(B) between the respective categories of algebra objects has
a left adjoint and if the functor L = Coalg(L) : Coalg(B) → Coalg(A) between the respective
categories of coalgebra objects has a right adjoint. If A and B come both endowed with a braiding,
it is shown in [GV1, Theorem 2.7] that such a liftable pair of functors (L,R) gives rise to an
adjunction between the respective categories of bialgebra objects

Bialg(A)
R //

Bialg(B)
L

oo

provided the functor R enjoys the property of being braided with respect to the braidings of A and
B. Using this fact, a theorem originally due to Michaelis (cf. [Mic]) is proven for a particular class
of liftable pairs of adjoint functors between symmetric monoidal categories, the main application
being a version of this theorem for Turaev’s Hopf group-(co)algebras (cf. [GV1, Theorem 4.16]).

In loc.cit., however, the liftability condition in the motivating examples is shown to hold by rather
ad-hoc methods. The present article’s origin lies in finding a general setting where the liftability
condition can be proved to hold. The final Section 4 of this paper shows that braided pre-rigid
monoidal categories indeed provide an appropriate setting for liftability, but, while dealing with
liftability and while having a closer look at the categories where Turaev’s Hopf group-(co)algebras
live, we came to study pre-rigid monoidal categories (that are not necessarily braided) an sich,
as we realised the bare notion of pre-rigidity may have its own right to exist. To the best of our
knowledge such a study has not appeared elsewhere in literature.
Upon first sight, as hinted at above, the pre-rigidity property has some taste of right closedness
of a monoidal category. We believed it was worth further investigating the relationship between
these two concepts, giving rise to the work carried out in Section 2. Section 3 dives deeper into
the categories where Turaev’s Hopf group-(co)algebras reside, which are variations on categories of
families of objects of a given monoidal category, known as Zunino and Turaev categories. In this
section, pre-rigidity and closedness of these categories are studied in detail, providing a broader
picture of the motivating examples of the article [GV1] -where such questions where not adressed-
and filling some other gaps in literature along the way. Let us now sketch in more detail the content
of the present article.
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In Section 2, we first recall the definition of pre-rigid category and we provide a first instance
of a pre-rigid monoidal category that is not closed, see Example 2.2, which is related to syntac-
tic calculus for categorical grammars. We then investigate the connections between pre-rigidity
and with the existence of a dualizible object on the one hand, amongst other things connecting
pre-rigidity to the notion of a category with weak duals (introduced in [DP]), and between pre-
rigidiy and closedness on the other. Here we also present two examples of not necessarily braided
categories that provide an instance of a strict monoidal functor that does not preserve pre-duals.
Although Example 2.2 already showed that pre-rigidity and closedness are no synonyms, by the
earlier-mentioned Proposition 2.5 one expects that closed monoidal categories and pre-rigid ones
do share some properties, of course. For instance, it is known that a monoidal co-reflective full
subcategory of a monoidal closed category is also closed. Proposition 2.12 extends this result to
the pre-rigid case, but it holds in a more general setting than a co-reflection since the relevant
isomorphism needs not to be the unit. Proposition 2.15 enables us to obtain further examples of
pre-rigid monoidal categories (although with trivial pre-dual) some of which are not closed and
which do not necessarily allow for a braiding (see Examples 2.19). Given a pre-rigid monoidal
category C, we conclude Section 2 by considering the construction of a functor (−)∗ : Cop → C
acting as the pre-dual on objects and we investigate some of its properties. In Section 4 we will
study under which conditions this functor is part of a liftable pair of adjoint functors.

In Section 3, we explore different constructions of new pre-rigid monoidal categories starting from
known ones, by considering the examples which play a key role in [GV1, Section 4]: the “Zunino
category” Fam(C) of families of a base category C and the “Turaev category” Maf(C) = Fam(Cop)op.
As shown in [CD, Section 2.1], the category Fam(Vec) serves as a categorical framework for Turaev’s
Hopf group-algebras. Similarly, Maf(Vec) catches Turaev’s Hopf group-coalgebras. It is worth
noticing that, in contrast with classical Hopf algebras, the definition of a Hopf group-coalgebra is
not selfdual. In the discussion right above, we denoted the monoidal category of vector spaces over
a field k as Vec; when Vec is replaced by Vecf, the category of finite-dimensional vector spaces,
objects in Fam(Vecf) and Maf(Vecf) are called “locally finite”. Using this framework, Corollary 4.5
in [GV1] provides an equivalence between the categories of locally finite Hopf group-algebras and

Hopf group-coalgebras, by establishing a suitable adjunction between Fam(Vecf) and Maf(Vecf).
However, in [GV1], the question of the pre-rigidity of these categories was not studied (let alone
the question of their closedness), the liftability condition being the main concern.
We first recall the structures of Fam(C) and Maf(C). In Proposition 3.1, we prove the pre-rigidity
of the category Fam(C) for C any pre-rigid monoidal category possessing products of pre-duals.
From this, we may deduce that the Zunino category Fam(Vec) is pre-rigid. We notice, however,
that for Proposition 3.1 to hold, arbitrary products of pre-duals are needed: Remark 3.2 teaches
that Fam(Vecf) is not pre-rigid, for instance. To the best of our knowledge, it was unknown in
literature under which conditions Fam(C) inherits closedness from C, except in case C is cartesian
(which was considered in [Ca] and in [AR]). Proposition 3.3 fills this gap: Fam(C) is shown to be
closed monoidal whenever C is closed monoidal and has products.
Maf(C) is a slightly different story: Maf(C) is never pre-rigid (Proposition 3.4). This implies that
Maf(Vec), the category where generic Hopf group-coalgebras reside, does not enjoy the same pre-
rigidity property as Fam(Vec), the home of Hopf group-algebras. We are able, however, to adjust
the situation a bit: we study FamRel(C), an interesting variant of the category Maf(C) (cf. [LMM]),
and prove, in Proposition 3.9, that it is pre-rigid monoidal whenever C is. Next, Proposition 3.11
asserts that, given a small category I and a complete pre-rigid monoidal category C, the functor
category [I, C] is pre-rigid as well. Finally, we conclude this section by considering the category
MG of externally G-gradedM-objects where G is a monoid andM is a given monoidal category.
In Proposition 3.15, under mild assumptions, we prove that the categoryMG is pre-rigid whenever
M is. This will allow us to provide another interesting example of a pre-rigid monoidal category
which is not right closed, namely the category of externally N-graded finite-dimensional vector
spaces, see Example 3.17.
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In the final Section 4, we propose to study liftability of adjoint pairs of functors in the light
of general pre-rigid braided monoidal categories. As already mentioned above, in [GV1], the lifta-
bility condition in the main examples is verified by ad-hoc methods. It is our purpose here to treat
the case of generic pre-rigid braided monoidal categories in a more systematic way. We first recall
what this liftability condition precisely is (Definition 4.1) and what this condition means for the
bialgebra objects in the involved categories. Example 4.2 seems to be new and is considered to
be of independent interest: we show that not every suitable adjunction is liftable. More precisely,

setting S = k[X]
(X2) , we obtain that the induced functor Rf = Alg(Rf ) : Alg(Vecf ) → Alg(Vecf ) of

the functor

Rf : Vecf → Vecf, V 7→ S⊗kV

has no left adjoint (although Rf itself does have one!). In Proposition 4.4, we show that the pre-
dual construction defines a special type of self-adjoint functor R = (−)∗ : Cop → C. In Proposition
4.6, we show that this type of functor gives rise to a liftable pair whenever the functor R = Alg(R)
it induces at the level of algebras has a left adjoint and we apply this result to the specific functor
R = (−)∗ : Cop → C in Corollary 4.7. Then, in Proposition 4.8, we provide a criterion to transport
the desired liftability from one category to another in presence of a suitable monoidal adjunction
and we apply it, in Corollary 4.9, to transfer liftability from a categoryM to the categoryMN of
externally N-graded objects. As a consequence, we arrive at the final Example 4.10 which revisits
Example 3.17 and provides an instance of a situation in which Corollary 4.9 (properly) holds; it
shows how -in favorable cases- the notion of pre-rigidity allows to construct liftable pairs of adjoint
functors when right closedness of the category is not available.

1.1. Notational conventions. When X is an object in a category C, we will denote the identity
morphism on X by 1X or X for short. For categories C and D, a functor F : C → D will be the
name for a covariant functor; it will only be a contravariant one if it is explicitly mentioned. By idC
we denote the identity functor on C. For any functor F : C → D, we denote IdF (or sometimes -in
order to lighten notation in some computations- just F , if the context does not allow for confusion)
the natural transformation defined by IdFX = 1FX .
Let C be a category. Denote by Cop the opposite category of C. Using the notation of [Pa, page
12], an object X and a morphism f : X → Y in C will be denoted by Xop and fop : Y op → Xop

when regarded as object and morphism in Cop. Given a functor F : C → D, one defines its opposite
functor F op : Cop → Dop by setting F opXop = (FX)op and F opfop = (Ff)op. If α : F → G is a
natural transformation, its opposite αop is defined by (αop)Xop := (αX)op for every object X .

Throughout the paper, we will work in the setting of monoidal categories. It is useful to re-
call the following notation. Let (M,⊗, I, a, l, r) be a monoidal category. Following [SR, 0.1.4, 1.4],
we have that Mop is also monoidal, the monoidal structure being given by

Xop ⊗ Y op := (X ⊗ Y )op , the unit is I
op,

aXop,Y op,Zop :=
Ä

a−1
X,Y,Z

äop
, lXop :=

(

l−1
X

)op
, rXop :=

(

r−1
X

)op
.

If M is moreover braided (with braiding c), then so isMop, the braiding being given by

cXop,Y op :=
Ä

c−1
X,Y

äop
.

As already mentioned, in this note we will operate within the framework of monoidal categories,
which will be assumed to be strict from now on. By Mac Lane’s Coherence Theorem, this does not
impose restrictions on the obtained results. We will moreover consider braided and (pre)additive
monoidal categories. A basic reference for these notions is [McL], for instance.

Recall (see e.g. [AM1, Definition 3.1]) that a functor F : A → B between monoidal categories
(A,⊗, IA) and (B,⊗′, IB) is said to be a lax monoidal functor if it comes equipped with a family
of natural morphisms φ2(X,Y ) : F (X) ⊗′ F (Y ) → F (X ⊗ Y ), X,Y ∈ A and a B-morphism
φ0 : IB → F (IA), satisfying the known suitable compatibility conditions with respect to the
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associativity and unit constraints of A and B. Moreover, (F, φ0, φ2) is called strong if φ0 is an
isomorphism and φ2(X,Y ) is a natural isomorphism for any objects X,Y ∈ A. (F, φ0, φ2) is called
strict if φ0 is the identity morphism and φ2 is the identity natural transformation. Dually, colax
monoidal functors are defined.
Also recall that given a lax monoidal functor (F, φ2, φ0), then (F op, φop2 , φ

op
0 ) is a colax monoidal

functor, where we set φop2 (Xop, Y op) := φ2(X,Y )op, see e.g. [AM1, Proposition 3.7].

Throughout the paper, k will be a field. The category of vector spaces over k will be denoted
by Vec and endowed with its usual structure of monoidal category where the tensor product is ⊗k
and the unit object is k. If we take objects only to be finite-dimensional vector spaces, we will use
the notation Vecf.

1.2. Some basic known facts. We recall some basic notions and properties which are well-known
and serve as a comparison for the results we will deal with in the present paper. Here (C,⊗, I)
denotes a monoidal category and every notion stated on the right admits its proper left analogue.

• An object X in C is called right dualizable if there are an object X∗, called the right
dual of X , and morphisms evX : X∗ ⊗ X → I (called the counit or the evaluation) and
coevX : I → X ⊗ X∗ (called the unit or the coevaluation) in C that fulfill the triangle
identities (evX ⊗X)(X∗ ⊗ coevX) = idX∗ and (X ⊗ evX) ◦ (coevX ⊗X) = idX . The left
dual of an object X , if any, is denoted by ∗X .
• If every object in C is right dualizable, the category C is called right rigid (or autonomous).
• C is said to be right closed, if for every object X ∈ C the functor (−) ⊗X : C → C has a

right adjoint [X,−] : C → C, called the internal-hom. Note that any right rigid monoidal
category is right closed with [X,−] := (−)⊗X∗, see e.g. [DP, Theorem 1.3]. On the other
hand closedness does not imply rigidity, e.g. Vec is closed but not rigid.
• If C is braided then C is right rigid if and only if it is left rigid and the dual object is the

same, see e.g. [St, page 780]. However there exist monoidal categories with objects X such
that ∗X ≇ X∗ (see [EGNO, Example 7.19.5]1, e.g.).
• If C is braided then C is right closed if and only if it is left closed as the braiding provides

a functorial isomorphism (−)⊗X ∼= X ⊗ (−).
• If C is a symmetric monoidal category which is also rigid, then C is called compact closed.
• C is called ∗-autonomous category, see [Ba, (4.3), page 13], if it is symmetric monoidal and

equipped with a fully faithful functor (−)∗ : Cop → C such that there is a natural isomor-
phism HomC (A⊗B,C

∗) ∼= HomC (A, (B ⊗ C)
∗). Note that a ∗-autonomous category is

in particular right closed monoidal with [X,Y ] := (X ⊗ Y ∗)∗.
• Strong monoidal functors between right rigid categories preserve duals, see e.g. [Li, Propo-

sition 3].

2. Pre-rigid monoidal categories

In this section we recall the definition of pre-rigid category, we connect it to the notion of
weak dual introduced in [DP] and we investigate its connections to the notions of rigid and closed
category, providing meaningful examples. Then we study pre-rigid categories with constant pre-
dual. We conclude this section by considering the functor (−)∗ : Cop → C induced by the pre-dual
which will play a central role in Section 4 in the context of liftability.

The following definition, in its original form, see [GV1, 4.1.3], required the monoidal category
to be braided, the motivation being to be able to consider bi and Hopf algebra objects therein.
We here remove this hypothesis, since there are interesting examples of non-braided monoidal
categories that fulfil the remaining conditions, see Example 2.10 for instance.

Definition 2.1. A monoidal category (C,⊗, I) is called right pre-rigid if for every object X there
exists an object X∗ (a pre-dual of X) and a morphism evX : X∗ ⊗ X → I (the evaluation at

1Note that, by [EGNO, Remark 2.10.3], if X has both a left and a right dual, then (∗X)∗ ∼= X. In particular, if
∗
X ∼= X

∗, then X
∗∗ ∼= X.
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X) with the following universal property: For every morphism t : T ⊗ X → I there is a unique
morphism t† : T → X∗ such that t = evX ◦

(

t† ⊗X
)

. Equivalently the map

(1) HomC (T,X
∗)→ HomC (T ⊗X, I) : u 7→ evX ◦ (u⊗X)

is bijective for every object T in C.
Similarly, one could define a monoidal category (C,⊗, I) to be left pre-rigid if for every object

X there exists an object ∗X and a morphism ev′X : X ⊗ ∗X → I such that the map

HomC (T,
∗X)→ HomC (X ⊗ T, I) : u 7→ ev′X ◦ (X ⊗ u)

is bijective for every object T in C.

We now give a first example of left and right pre-rigid category related to categorical grammars.

Example 2.2. Recall that a pomonoid is quadruple (P,≤, ·, 1) where (P,≤) is a poset and (P, ·, 1)
is a monoid such that the multiplication is monotone, i.e. a ≤ c and b ≤ d implies a · b ≤ c ·d for all
a, b, c, d ∈ P . A pomonoid (P,≤, ·, 1) can be considered as a monoidal category P whose objects
are the elements in P and where HomP(a, b) is a singleton if a ≤ b and is empty otherwise; the
tensor product is given by · and the unit object is 1. It is well-known that

• P is left and right rigid if and only if the pomonoid (P,≤, ·, 1) is a pregroup, meaning that
for every t ∈ P there are elements t∗, ∗t ∈ P , called proto-inverses, such that t∗ ·t ≤ 1 ≤ t·t∗

and t · ∗t ≤ 1 ≤ ∗t · t;
• P is left and right closed if and only if the pomonoid (P,≤, ·, 1) is a residuated pomonoid,

meaning that for every b, c ∈ P there are elements in P , denoted by c/b and a\c and called
residuals, such that a · b ≤ c⇔ a ≤ c/b⇔ b ≤ a\c for every a, b, c ∈ P .

Instead, if we just ask P to be left and right pre-rigid, we get what we can name a contractive
pomonoid, meaning that, for every t ∈ P , there are t∗, ∗t ∈ P such that

t∗ · t ≤ 1 and t · ∗t ≤ 1, for every t ∈ P (contractions);(2)

a · b ≤ 1 implies both a ≤ b∗ and b ≤ ∗a, for every a, b ∈ P.(3)

It is easy to check that (2) and (3) are equivalent to require that

a · b ≤ 1⇔ a ≤ b∗ ⇔ b ≤ ∗a for every a, b ∈ P.(4)

In particular, if P is left and right pre-rigid, then the pomonoid (P,≤, ·, 1) fulfills (2) i.e. it is
a special instance of a protogroup, notion introduce by Lambek in [La] (together with the one of
pregroup) as an aid for checking which strings of words in a natural language, such as English, are
well-formed sentences. Note that the condition a ≤ b∗ ⇔ b ≤ ∗a means that (−)∗ : P → P and
∗(−) : P → P defines an order-reversing Galois connection. It follows from the definition that in a
contractive pomonoid t∗, ∗t ∈ P are necessarily unique and the following properties follow easily

1∗ = 1 = ∗1, t ≤ ∗(t∗), t ≤ (∗t)∗, b∗ · a∗ ≤ (a · b)∗ ∗b · ∗a ≤ ∗(a · b).

Note that

pregoups ⊆ residuated monoids ⊆ contractive pomonoids ⊆ protogroups.

Explicitly, every residuated pomonoid is contractive through t∗ := 1/t and ∗t := 1\t. A simple
example of contractive pomonoid is given by a pomonoid (P,≤, ·, 1) where the identity 1 is a
maximum and t∗ = ∗t = 1 for every t ∈ P , as (4) is trivially satisfied. Consider P = { m

10n | m,n ∈
N,m ≥ 10n}, the set of terminating decimals greater or equal to 1. Then (P,≤, ·, 1), with the
ordinary order and product of rational numbers, is a pomonoid with 1 as a minimum, so that its
opposite is a contractive pomonoid. We point out that this pomonoid is not residuated: otherwise
it should admit the residual 4/3 = min{a ∈ P | 3a ≥ 4} but such a minimun does not exist in P .

From now on it suffices us to restrict our attention to right pre-rigid monoidal categories in this
article, and henceforth we omit the adjective “right”.

The lemma below provides a different characterization of pre-rigidity.
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Lemma 2.3. A monoidal category (C,⊗, I) is pre-rigid if and only if for every object X there exists
an object X∗ and an isomorphism of presheaves on C

Π : HomC (−, X
∗)→ HomC (−⊗X, I)

i.e. if and only if the presheaf HomC (−⊗X, I) : Cop → Set is representable.

Proof. If C is pre-rigid we can set ΠT (u) := evX ◦ (u⊗X) and this assignment is natural in T .
Conversely, given Π we can set evX := ΠX∗(1X∗). Given u : T → X∗, the naturality of Π yields
the equality ΠT ◦HomC (u,X

∗) = HomC (u⊗X, I)◦ΠX∗ which evaluated on 1X∗ gives the equality
ΠT (u) := evX ◦ (u⊗X). �

Note that an object X whose presheaf HomC (−⊗X, I) : Cop → Set is representable is called
semi-dualizable in [ST, Definition 4.5]. Moreover the object X∗ which represents this functor is
called the weak dual of X in [DP, page 86]. Therefore, Lemma 2.3 says that a monoidal category
C is pre-rigid if and only if every object in C is semi-dualizable and that the notion of pre-dual
coincides with the one of weak dual. As a consequence, we have the following result.

Corollary 2.4. In a pre-rigid monoidal category, for every object X, the pre-dual X∗ is unique
up to isomorphism. Moreover I

∗ ∼= I.

Proof. This is already mentioned in [DP, page 86, footnote]. We include here a proof for the
reader’s sake. The uniqueness follows from Lemma 2.3 and Yoneda’s Lemma. If rT : T ⊗ I → T
denotes the right unit constraint, then HomC (r−, I) : HomC (−, I)→ HomC (−⊗ I, I) is a natural
isomorphism. Thus I is a pre-dual of I. �

The following result provides us with a large class of examples of pre-rigid monoidal categories.

Proposition 2.5. Let C be a right closed monoidal category. Then C is pre-rigid.

Proof. As mentioned in [ST, 4.2], in a right closed monoidal category C every object is semi-
dualizable. By the foregoing this means that C is pre-rigid. Explicitly, if the functor (−)⊗X : C → C
has a right adjoint [X,−] : C → C, the pre-dual is given by X∗ := [X, I] ∈ C. Moreover, if
ǫ : [X,−]⊗X → Id is the counit of the adjunction, then the evaluation is evX := ǫI. �

2.1. Connections with rigid categories. We here discuss some connections with rigidity or,
more generally, with the existence of a dualizable object.

Remark 2.6. We have observed that the notion of pre-dual coincides with the one of weak dual
in the sense of [DP]. As a consequence, if X is a dualizable object in a pre-rigid monoidal category
C, then the pre-dual X∗ is exactly its dual in C, cf. [DP, Theorem 1.3] plus the uniqueness of the
pre-dual stated in Corollary 2.4.

Remark 2.7. We observed in Subsection 1.2 that a right rigid monoidal category is right closed.
On the other hand, by Proposition 2.5, right closed implies pre-rigid. Thus, what is in a sense
missing in the notion of pre-rigidity compared to the notion of rigidity is the coevaluation.

Remark 2.8. In Subsection 1.2 we also observed that there is no distinction between left and
right rigidity or closedness for a braided monoidal category (C,⊗, I). The same is true for pre-
rigidity. For instance, if C is right pre-rigid, then it is also left pre-rigid with ∗X := X∗ and
ev′X := evX ◦ cX,X∗ : X ⊗X∗ → I, where c denotes the braiding of C.

We describe the pre-dual in case of a particular example of compact closed monoidal category.

Example 2.9. Consider the category Rel whose objects are sets and morphisms are binary rela-
tions, see [McL, page 26]. A binary relation R ⊆ I × J is then denoted by R : I −7→ J. Given
S : U −7→ I the composition R ◦ S : U −7→ J is defined by setting

R ◦ S := {(u, j) ∈ U × J | ∃i ∈ I (i, j) ∈ R (u, i) ∈ S} .
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By [KL, page 194], the category Rel is compact closed where ⊗ is the cartesian product × and the
unit object the singleton {∗} . In particular it is rigid whence a fortiori both closed and pre-rigid.
Explicitly the internal-hom is given by [J,K] := J ×K as we have the obvious bijection

HomRel (I, [J,K]) ∼= HomRel (I × J,K) .

As a consequence the pre-dual of an object I is I∗ := I. The evaluation evI : I × I −7→ {∗} is
the binary relation evI := {(i, i, ∗) | i ∈ I} . Given a binary relation R : I × J −7→ {∗} we define
R† : I −7→ J by setting R† := {(i, j) ∈ I × J | ((i, j) , ∗) ∈ R} so that R† is the unique binary
relation such that evJ ◦

(

R† × IdJ
)

= R.
For future use, note that, given binary relations R : I −7→ J and R′ : I ′ −7→ J ′, their cartesian

product R×R′ : I × I ′ −7→ J × J ′ is defined by

R×R′ := {(i, i′, j, j′) | (i, j) ∈ R (i′, j′) ∈ R′} .

2.2. Connections with closed categories. We observed in Subsection 1.2 that Vec is closed
but not rigid. In particular, by Proposition 2.5, Vec is pre-rigid but not rigid. Yet, it can be
given a braided (symmetric) structure by considering the twist. We now consider two examples of
not necessarily braided categories that provide an instance of a strict monoidal functor that does
not preserve pre-duals. In contrast, as mentioned in Subsection 1.2, the strong monoidal functors
between right rigid categories preserve duals.

Example 2.10. The monoidal category of vector spaces graded by a monoid G will be denoted by
VecG. Let us briefly recall its structure, see e.g. [NvO, Chapter A] and [EGNO, Example 2.3.6].
If V,W ∈ VecG, then V ⊗W :=

⊕

g(V ⊗W )g, where (V ⊗W )g := ⊕xy=gVx ⊗k Wy , becomes
an object in VecG. The unit object is k = ke, e being the neutral element in G. For objects
V = ⊕g∈GVg,W = ⊕g∈GWg ∈ VecG, we set [V,W ] = ⊕g∈G[V,W ]g where

[V,W ]g = {f ∈ Homk (V,W ) | f (Vh) ⊆Wgh for every h ∈ G} .

This defines an endofunctor [V,−] of VecG which is a right adjoint of the endofunctor (−) ⊗ V .
On the other hand the right adjoint of the endofunctor V ⊗ (−) is HOM(V,−) which is defined by
setting HOM(V,W ) = ⊕g∈GHOM(V,W )g where

HOM(V,W )g = {f ∈ Homk (V,W ) | f (Vh) ⊆Whg for every h ∈ G} ,

for any V,W ∈ VecG. Note that this latter inner-hom is the one usually employed in graded theory.
Since the endofunctor (−) ⊗ V of VecG has a right adjoint [V,−], the category VecG is right

closed. Proposition 2.5 teaches that VecG is also pre-rigid and the pre-dual V ∗ becomes [V, k] for
any G-graded vector space V . Now, unless G is a commutative monoid, VecG can not be endowed
with a braiding. Notice also that, unless G is trivial, the pre-dual V ∗ of an object V in VecG does
not coincide with the set of morphisms from V to k in this category. Thus the forgetful functor
U : VecG → Vec between these two pre-rigid monoidal categories is strict monoidal but does not
preserve pre-duals.

The category VecG is a particular instance of the following more general situation for H = kG,
the group algebra.

Example 2.11. Let H be a k-Hopf algebra. Then the category H
M of left H-comodules is closed

monoidal (as mentioned in [Sc2, page 362]; see also [Ho, Theorem 1.3.1]). Hence by Proposition
2.5 it is also pre-rigid. Note that the category itself needs not to be braided unless H is coquasi-
triangular (dual of [Ka, Proposition XIII.1.4.]). From a communication with G. Böhm, it emerged
that the existence of the antipode in Hovey’s proof is superfluous so that the category of left H-
comodules is closed even if H is just a bialgebra.
As in the particular case of VecG, here also the forgetful functor U :HM→ Vec between these two
pre-rigid monoidal categories is strict monoidal but does not preserve pre-duals.

The very definition of a pre-rigid monoidal category together with Proposition 2.5 suggests a
close connection between the notions of closedness and pre-rigidity. However, these notions are
no synonyms. We already encountered an example of a pre-rigid monoidal category which is not
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closed namely the category associated to a contractive pomonoid, cf. Example 2.2. We come back
to other examples soon in Examples 2.19 and 3.17.
But closed monoidal categories and pre-rigid ones share quite some properties, of course. For
instance, it is known that a monoidal co-reflective full subcategory of a monoidal closed category
is also closed (although the closed structure may not be preserved by the inclusion), see e.g. [Ha,
Lemma 4.1]. The following proposition extends this result to the pre-rigid case but it holds in a
more general setting than a co-reflection since the relevant isomorphism needs not to be the unit.

Proposition 2.12. Let A and B be monoidal categories and let (L,R) be an adjunction such
that L : B → A is strong monoidal. If A is pre-rigid then the presheaf HomB (−⊗B,RL (IB)) is
representable. If furthermore IB

∼= RL (IB) (e.g. L is fully faithful), then B is pre-rigid too.

Proof. Denote by (L,ψ2, ψ0) the strong monoidal structure of L. For every B ∈ B we set B∗ :=
R
(

(LB)
∗)

. Then, for every T ∈ B, we have the following chain of isomorphisms

HomB

(

T,R
(

(LB)∗
))

∼= HomA

(

LT, (LB)∗
)

∼= HomA (LT ⊗ LB, IA) ∼= HomA (L (T ⊗B) , IA)

∼= HomB (T ⊗B,R (IA)) ∼= HomB (T ⊗B,RL (IB))

where the last isomorphism is induced by the isomorphism Rψ0 : RL (IB) → R (IA). The above
displayed composition is natural in T so that we get a natural isomorphism HomB

(

−, R
(

(LB)
∗)) ∼=

HomB (−⊗B,RL (IB)) which says that the presheaf HomB (−⊗B,RL (IB)) is representable. Now
IB
∼= RL (IB) induces an isomorphism HomB (−⊗ B,RL (IB)) ∼= HomB (−⊗B, IB) so that the

latter presheaf is representable as well. By Lemma 2.3 we conclude. Note that if L is fully faithful
then the unit η : idB → RL is an isomorphism by the dual of [Bo, Proposition 3.4.1]. In particular
ηIB : IB → RL (IB) is an isomorphism. �

Now follows a variant of Proposition 2.12 that holds in case B is Cauchy complete i.e. when
every idempotent in B splits. Recall that an object A in a category is called a retract of an object
B if there are morphisms i : A→ B and p : B → A such that p ◦ i = 1A. A functor F : C → D is
called separable if the obvious natural transformation F : HomC(−,−)→ HomD(F (−), F (−)) is a
split natural monomorphism.

Proposition 2.13. Let A and B be monoidal categories and let (L,R) be an adjunction such that
L : B → A is strong monoidal. Assume that B is Cauchy complete and that IB is a retract of
RL (IB) (e.g. when L is a separable functor). Then, if A is pre-rigid, so is B.

Proof. By definition of retract, there are morphisms p : RL (IB) → IB and i : IB → RL (IB) such
that p ◦ i = 1I. Then HomB (T ⊗B, p) ◦ HomB (T ⊗B, i) is trivial and hence HomB (−⊗B, IB)
is a retract of the presheaf HomB (−⊗B,RL (IB)), which is representable by Proposition 2.12.
Thus, by [Bo, Lemma 6.5.6] (which can be applied since B is Cauchy complete), we get that
HomB (−⊗B, IB) is representable as well. By Lemma 2.3, B is pre-rigid.
Notice that if L is a separable functor then the unit η : id→ RL is a split natural monomorphism
by Rafael’s Theorem. In particular i := ηIB : IB → RL (IB) is a split monomorphism. �

Example 2.14. Recall that a monoidal comonad on a monoidal category (M,⊗, I) consists of a
comonad (⊥, δ, ǫ) on M such that ⊥ :M→ M is lax monoidal and δ : ⊥ → ⊥⊥ and ǫ : ⊥ → I

are monoidal natural transformations, see e.g. [PaS].
Let ⊥ be a comonad on a monoidal categoryM. By the dual version of [McC, Corollary 3.13]

(see also [Bö, Theorem 3.19]) there is a bijective correspondence between monoidal structures on
the Eilenberg-Moore category of ⊥-comodules M⊥ such that the forgetful functor L :M⊥ →M
is strict monoidal and monoidal comonad structures on the functor ⊥. Thus if ⊥ is a monoidal
comonad and also a coseparable comonad, i.e. when L is a separable functor (see [EV, Theorem
1.6]), then we can apply Proposition 2.13 to conclude that M⊥ is pre-rigid in caseM is pre-rigid
and M⊥ is Cauchy complete (note that L has a right adjoint given by the free functor).

Consider a k-bialgebra B whose underlying coalgebra is coseparable. Let MB be the category of
right B-comodules. Since k is a field, ⊥ := −⊗k B : M→M is left exact and hence the forgetful
functor U : MB →M creates equalizers. Since U has a right adjoint given by the functor −⊗k B,
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we can apply Beck’s Theorem (see [McL]), to get that the comparison functor K : MB →M
⊥ is a

category isomorphism. Since B is coseparable, the functor U = L ◦K is separable and hence also
L : M⊥ →M is separable. Since B is a bialgebra, MB is monoidal and U is strict monoidal. As a
consequence M

⊥ is monoidal and L is strict monoidal. Hence, by the foregoing, M⊥ is pre-rigid.
Unfortunately for our theory developed so far, this can also be deduced from the stronger fact that
M
B is closed which holds even if B is not coseparable, see Example 2.11.

2.3. Examples with constant pre-dual. The next result enables us to obtain further examples
of pre-rigid monoidal categories (although with trivial pre-dual) some of which are not closed and
which do not necessarily allow for a braiding. It also gives a criterium to exclude right closedness.

Proposition 2.15. Let (C,⊗, I) be a monoidal category.

1) If the unit object I is terminal in C, then C is pre-rigid where X∗ := I for every X in C.
2) If the unit object I is initial in C and C is pre-rigid, then I is terminal in C.
3) If the unit object I is initial in C and the skeleton of C is not the trivial category, then C is

not right closed.

Proof. 1). If I is terminal, for every object X there is a unique morphism tX : X → I such that
HomC (X, I) = {tX}. Set X∗ := I and evX := tX∗⊗X . The map (1) is trivially bijective for every
object T in C and hence C is pre-rigid.

2). For every object X in C we have HomC (X, I) ∼= HomC (I⊗X, I) ∼= HomC (I, X
∗) and the

latter is a singleton if I is an initial object. Thus I is also terminal in this case.
3). Assume that I is an initial object and that C is right closed. Then, for every object

X,Y in C, the functor (−) ⊗ X has a right adjoint [X,−] and hence we have HomC (X,Y ) ∼=
HomC (I⊗X,Y ) ∼= HomC (I, [X,Y ]) and the latter is a singleton. Then X is an initial object as
well, for every X . So X ∼= I and the skeleton of C is the trivial category. �

Remark 2.16. A monoidal category C whose unit object I is a terminal object is called semi-
cartesian in literature. Rephrasing the first item from the above proposition, we have that being
semicartesian implies pre-rigidity for a monoidal category. The converse of this statement does not
hold; consider Vec for instance.

Example 2.17. As observed in [Ke, page 15], the symmetric cartesian monoidal category Top is
not closed. Note that the unit object of this monoidal category is the singleton and it is also a
terminal object. Therefore, by Proposition 2.15, Top is pre-rigid.

Example 2.18. Let (C,⊗, I) be a monoidal category. Then the slice category C/I becomes monoidal
with unit object (I, idI), see [BJT, page 3], which is also terminal. By Proposition 2.15, C/I is
pre-rigid.

Examples 2.19. We collect here further examples where Proposition 2.15 applies. Here (C,⊗, I)
denotes a braided monoidal category.

1. Since C is braided, the category Coalg(C) of coalgebra objects in C is monoidal. It has unit object
I which is also a terminal object in Coalg(C) via the counit. Hence this category is pre-rigid.
Note that there are conditions on C ensuring that Coalg(C) is closed, see e.g. [Po, 3.2].

2. The category Alg+(C) of augmented algebra objects in C is monoidal too with unit object I

which is also a zero object (both terminal and initial) in Alg+(C). Hence this category is pre-
rigid but not right closed. The fact that Alg+(C) is pre-rigid can also be deduced from Example
2.18 and the identification Alg+(C) ∼= Alg(C)/I.

3. If we further assume that C is symmetric monoidal, then the category Bialg(C) of bialgebra
objects in C is monoidal too (see [AM1, 1.2.7]) with unit object I which is also a zero object in
Bialg(C). Hence this category is pre-rigid but not right closed, as its skeleton is not trivial, in
general. The same argument applies to Hopfalg(C).

4. Assume that C has a terminal object 1 such that 1 ≇ I (e.g. in Vec one has {0} ≇ k). The
unique morphisms m : 1⊗ 1→ 1 and u : I→ 1 turn (1,m, u) into an object in Alg(C): indeed,
m◦(m⊗1) and m◦(1⊗m) coincide as they both have 1 as target. Analogously one checks that



PRE-RIGID MONOIDAL CATEGORIES 11

m is unitary. By a similar argument one shows that this algebra is a terminal object in Alg(C).
On the other hand I is initial in Alg(C) via the unit. We deduce that Alg(C) is not pre-rigid by
negation of 2) in Proposition 2.15.

2.4. The functor induced by the pre-dual. Here, given a pre-rigid monoidal category C we
consider the construction of a functor (−)∗ : Cop → C acting as the pre-dual on objects and in-
vestigate some of its properties. In Section 4 we will study under which conditions this functor is
part of a liftable pair of adjoint functors.

The following fact is implicitly understood in [GV1]. We write it for future reference.

Lemma 2.20. Let C be a pre-rigid monoidal category, the assignment X 7→ X∗ induces a functor
(−)∗ : Cop → C such that (1) is natural in T and X.

Proof. For every morphism t : T ⊗ X → I there is a unique morphism t† : T → X∗ such that
t = evX ◦

(

t† ⊗X
)

. For every morphism f : X → Y define f∗ := (evY ◦ (Y ∗ ⊗ f))† : Y ∗ → X∗ so
that

(5) evX ◦ (f
∗ ⊗X) = evY ◦ (Y

∗ ⊗ f) .

This defines the desired functor. The naturality of (1) in T has already been observed, while the
one in X follows from (5). �

Remark 2.21. We observed in Subsection 1.2 that a ∗-autonomous category C is necessarily
closed whence, a fortiori, pre-rigid. By definition, such a category is equipped with a functor
(−)∗ : Cop → C and a natural isomorphism HomC (A⊗B,C∗) ∼= HomC (A, (B ⊗ C)∗). Note that,
if C is just a pre-rigid monoidal category, in view of Lemma 2.20, such a functor always exists and
there is also the aforementioned isomorphism (without asking C to be symmetric) as

HomC (A⊗B,C
∗) ∼= HomC ((A⊗B)⊗ C, I) ∼= HomC (A⊗ (B ⊗ C), I) ∼= HomC (A, (B ⊗ C)

∗) .

The next result characterizes the situation when the functor (−)∗ : Cop → C is self-adjoint (on
the right) i.e. when there is a bijection HomC (Y,X

∗) ∼= HomC (X,Y
∗), natural both in X and Y ,

see e.g. [McLM, Chapter IV, Section 5].

Proposition 2.22. Let C be a pre-rigid monoidal category. The following are equivalent.

(1) There is a bijection HomC (Y,X
∗) ∼= HomC (X,Y

∗) natural both in X and Y .
(2) There is a bijection HomC (X ⊗ Y, I) ∼= HomC (Y ⊗X, I) natural both in X and Y .

Proof. The statement follows from the following diagram where the two vertical arrows are bijective
by pre-rigidity and natural in X and Y by Lemma 2.20.

HomC (X,Y
∗) //

≀
��

HomC (Y,X
∗)

≀
��

HomC (X ⊗ Y, I) // HomC (Y ⊗X, I)

�

Remark 2.23. The easiest way to apply Proposition 2.22 to get that (−)∗ is self-adjoint is to
require that the category is braided (this idea will be applied in the proof of Proposition 4.4).
Let us show, by means of an example, that the existence of the braiding is not necessary. Let
(C,⊗, I) be a monoidal category such that the unit object I is terminal in C. By Proposition 2.15,
C is pre-rigid. Although C is not necessarily braided, we can apply Proposition 2.22 to get that
the functor (−)∗ : Cop → C is self-adjoint since HomC (X ⊗ Y, I) ∼= HomC (Y ⊗X, I) is trivially
bijective, being I a terminal object, and natural both in X and Y . An instance of this situation
is given by the category Coalg(C) for C braided monoidal, see Example 2.19. Note that in general
Coalg(C) is not braided unless C is symmetric, see e.g. [AM1, 1.2.7].
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3. Natural constructions of pre-rigid categories

One of the aims of the present paper is to explore different constructions of new pre-rigid
monoidal categories starting from known ones.

In [GV1], the first examples of braided pre-rigid monoidal categories that are considered in the
context of liftability of the adjoint pair of functors provided by taking pre-duals are Vec with the
twist as symmetry and VecZ2 endowed with the “super” symmetry. In this section, we consider
some further examples some of which play a key role in loc. cit.: the category Fam(C) of families of
a base category C and the category Maf(C) = Fam(Cop)op, which were both appearing in [CD], with
the eye on Turaev’s group Hopf-(co)algebras, see next definition below. Remark that in [GV1], the
question of their pre-rigidity was not studied.
In Proposition 3.1 we prove the pre-rigidity of the category Fam(C) for C any pre-rigid monoidal
category possessing products of pre-duals; conversely if C has an initial object and Fam(C) is pre-
rigid then C necessarily has products of pre-duals. We notice that for Proposition 3.1 to hold,
arbitrary products of pre-duals are needed. Indeed, Remark 3.2 teaches that Fam(Vecf) is not

pre-rigid, although Vecf has a rigid monoidal structure. For the sake of “completeness” we also
show in Proposition 3.3 that Fam(C) is closed monoidal whenever C is closed and has products.
Maf(C) is a slightly different story: Maf(C) is never pre-rigid (Proposition 3.4). We are able,
however, to adjust the situation a bit: we study a variant FamRel(C) of this category and prove,
in Proposition 3.9 that it is pre-rigid monoidal whenever C is. Next, Proposition 3.11 asserts that,
given a small category I and a complete pre-rigid monoidal category C, the functor category [I, C]
is pre-rigid as well. Finally, we conclude this section by considering the categoryMG of externally
G-graded M-objects where G is a monoid and M is a given monoidal category: in Proposition
3.15, we prove that the categoryMG is pre-rigid wheneverM is pre-rigid under mild assumptions.
This will allow us to provide a non-trivial example of a pre-rigid monoidal category which is not
right closed, see Example 3.17.

3.1. The “Zunino” category of families Fam(C). Recall from [Bé1, §3] the definition of the
category Fam(C) of families of C. An object in this category is a pair X := (Xi)i∈I = (I,Xi) where
I is a set and Xi is an object in C for all i ∈ I. Given two objects X = (I,Xi) and Y = (J, Yj) a
morphism X → Y is a pair φ := (f, φi) : X → Y where f : I → J is map and φi : Xi → Yf(i) is a
morphism in C for all i ∈ I.

If C is a monoidal category so is Fam(C), as follows (see e.g. [GV1, Section 4]). Given objects X
and Y as above, their tensor product is defined byX⊗Y = (I × J,Xi ⊗ Yj) . Given morphisms φ :=

(f, φi) : X → Y and φ′ := (f ′, φ′i′) : X
′ → Y ′, their tensor product is φ ⊗ φ′ = (f × f ′, φi ⊗ φ

′
i′).

The unit object of Fam(C) is I = ({∗} , I), where I is the unit object C.

Proposition 3.1. Let C be a pre-rigid monoidal category. If C has products of pre-duals, then
Fam(C) is pre-rigid and the pre-dual of Y = (J, Yj) is Y ∗ = ({∗} ,

∏

j∈J

Y ∗
j ).

Conversely, if C has an initial object and Fam(C) is pre-rigid, then C has products of pre-duals.

Proof. Consider the diagonal functor F : C → Fam(C) : X 7→ ({∗} , X) considered in [Bé1, §3]
(where it is denoted by ηC). Note that for every set S, there is a unique map S → {∗} that will be
denoted by tS . The assignment (tI : I → {∗} , φi : Xi → Y ) 7→ (φi)i∈I defines a bijection (natural
in Y but not in X)

(6) HomFam(C) (X,FY ) ∼=
∏

i∈I

HomC (Xi, Y ) .

Assume C has products of pre-duals. Then we can consider
∏

j∈J
Y ∗
j and we get a chain of bijections

HomFam(C)

Ñ

X,F (
∏

j∈J

Y ∗
j )

é

(6)
∼=

∏

i∈I

HomC

Ñ

Xi,
∏

j∈J

Y ∗
j

é

∼=
∏

i∈I

∏

j∈J

HomC

(

Xi, Y
∗
j

)
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∼=
∏

(i,j)∈I×J

HomC (Xi ⊗ Yj , I)
(6)
∼= HomFam(C) ((I × J,Xi ⊗ Yj), F I) = HomFam(C) (X ⊗ Y , I) .

Since the first isomorphism above is not natural in X we can not immediately conclude that
the composition is natural and hence that Fam(C) is pre-rigid. Nevertheless this composition

maps

Ç

tI : I → {∗} , φi : Xi →
∏

j∈J

Y ∗
j

å

to
(

tI×J : I × J → {∗} ,
(

evYj
◦ (pjφi ⊗ Yj)

))

, where pj :

∏

j∈J

Y ∗
j → Y ∗

j denotes the canonical projection. We set Y ∗ := F

Ç

∏

j∈J

Y ∗
j

å

. If we take X = Y ∗ and

apply the above composition to IdY ∗ , we get evY :=
(

t{∗}×J , evYj
◦ (pj ⊗ Yj)

)

. By the following
computation we see that the composition above is (tI , φi) 7→ evY ◦ ((tI , φi)⊗ Y ) .

evY ◦ ((tI , φi)⊗ Y ) =
(

t{∗}×J , evYj
◦ (pj ⊗ Yj)

)

◦ ((tI , φi)⊗ (J, Yj))

=
(

t{∗}×J , evYj
◦ (pj ⊗ Yj)

)

◦ (tI × J, φi ⊗ Yj)

=
(

t{∗}×J ◦ (tI × J) , evYj
◦ (pj ⊗ Yj) ◦ (φi ⊗ Yj)

)

=
(

tI×J , evYj
◦ (pjφi ⊗ Yj)

)

As a consequence Fam(C) is pre-rigid and the pre-dual of Y is Y ∗ := F (
∏

j∈J
Y ∗
j ).

Conversely, assume that C has an initial object 0 and that Fam(C) is pre-rigid. Let Y = (J, Yj)
be a family of objects in C. By hypothesis this family has a pre-dual Y ∗ ∈ Fam(C). Thus, there is
a set S and an object Ls for every s ∈ S such that Y ∗ = (S,Ls). We have a chain of bijections

S ∼= HomSet ({∗}, S) ∼= HomFam(C) ((∗,0), (S,Ls)) ∼= HomFam(C) (F (0), Y
∗) ∼= HomFam(C) (F (0)⊗ Y , I)

= HomFam(C) (F (0)⊗ Y , F I)
(6)
∼=

∏

j∈J

HomC (0⊗ Yj , I) ∼=
∏

j∈J

HomC

(

0, Y ∗
j

)

and the latter is a singleton as 0 is an initial object. Thus S is a singleton and hence we can
choose Y ∗ = F (L) for some L ∈ C. Note that the evaluation evY : Y ∗ ⊗ Y → I is of the form

(t{∗}×J , evj) for some morphism evj : L ⊗ Yj → I. Set pj := (evj)
† : L → Y ∗

j . Let us show that

(L, (pj)j∈J ) is the product of the family of pre-duals (Y ∗
j )j∈J . To this aim, consider the following

chain of bijections

HomC (X,L)
(6)
∼= HomFam(C) (FX,FL) = HomFam(C) (FX, Y

∗) ∼= HomFam(C) (FX ⊗ Y , I)

∼= HomFam(C) (FX ⊗ Y , F I)
(6)
∼=

∏

j∈J

HomC (X ⊗ Yj , I) ∼=
∏

j∈J

HomC

(

X,Y ∗
j

)

.

A direct computation shows that this composition gives the bijection

HomC (X,L)→
∏

j∈J

HomC

(

X,Y ∗
j

)

, f 7→
(

(evj ◦ (f ⊗ Yj))
†
)

j∈J
.

Note that evYj
◦((pj◦f)⊗Yj) = evYj

◦(pj⊗Yj)◦(f⊗Yj) = evYj
◦((evj)†⊗Yj)◦(f⊗Yj) = evj◦(f⊗Yj)

so that (evj ◦ (f ⊗Yj))† = pj ◦ f . Hence the above bijection maps f to the family (pj ◦ f)j∈J . This

means that (L, (pj)j∈J ) is the product of the family (Y ∗
j )j∈J . �

Remark 3.2. Consider any pre-rigid monoidal category (C,⊗, I) with an initial object and suppose
Fam(C) is pre-rigid. By Proposition 3.1 we get C has products of pre-duals. In particular, for every

set S, one has that
∏C
S I

∗ exists, where
∏C

denotes the product in C. Now, by Corollary 2.4, one

has I
∗ ∼= I. Thus

∏C
S I exists.

As an instance of this situation, consider a monoidal category (A,⊗, I) and let C be Af , the
full subcategory of A consisting of all rigid objects in A, which is known to form a rigid monoidal

category (Af ,⊗, I). By the foregoing, if Af has an initial object and
∏Af

S I does not exist, we can

conclude that Fam(Af ) is not pre-rigid. The following are examples of this situation.
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(1) Putting A = Vec, Af comes out to be Vecf. It has 0 as a zero (whence initial) object. Note

that, if
∏Vecf

N
k existed, then we would have isomorphisms of vector spaces

∏Vecf

N
k ∼= HomVecf

Å

k,
∏Vecf

N
k

ã

∼=
∏Set

N
HomVecf (k, k)

∼=
∏Set

N
k /∈ Vecf ;

a contradiction. It follows that Fam(Vecf) is not pre-rigid.
(2) More generally consider a commutative ring R and the monoidal category (R-Mod,⊗R, R)

of R-modules. It is well-known that R-Modf coincides with the category of finitely-
generated projective R-modules (cf. [De, Proposition 2.6]). It has 0 as a zero object.

Moreover, by an argument similar to the above one, one checks that
∏R-Modf

N
R does not

exist. It follows that Fam(R-Modf ) is not pre-rigid.
(3) Similarly, for R a noetherian commutative ring, if we denote by (A := Comod-H,⊗R, R)

the category of right H-comodules for a Hopf R-algebra H , then every object in Af is
finitely-generated projective over R (see [Ul, Example]). Moreover 0 is a zero object in Af .

Let us check that
∏Af

N
R does not exist. Suppose it does; then it is a finitely generated R-

module, hence noetherian (R being a noetherian ring). As a consequence its R-submodule
(

∏Af

N
R
)coH

of H-coinvariant elements must be finitely generated. This leads to the

desired contradiction. In fact, since R is a comodule via trivial coaction, we get
Å

∏Af

N
R

ãcoH

∼= HomAf

Å

R,
∏Af

N
R

ã

∼=
∏Set

N
HomAf (R,R) ∼=

∏Set

N
RcoH =

∏Set

N
R.

Thus Fam(Af ) is not pre-rigid.

So far we have dealt with the pre-rigidity of Fam(C) but, to the best of our knowledge, it
is even unknown whether Fam(C) inherits closeness from C except in case C is cartesian which
was considered in [Ca, Lemma 4.1] and in [AR, Theorem 2.11], the latter giving a complete
characterization of cartesian closeness of Fam(C) := ΣC. The following result fills this gap.

Proposition 3.3. Let C be a complete closed monoidal category with products. Then Fam(C) is
closed monoidal, with [(J, Yj), (U,Zu)] := ([J, U ], [Y, Z]α) where for each funtion α : J → U , we

set [Y , Z]α :=
∏

j∈J

[

Yj , Zα(j)
]

. Given c =
Ä

q : U → U ′, zu : Zu → Z ′
q(u)

ä

: Z → Z′ we set

[Y , c] :=

Ñ

[J, q] : [J, U ]→ [J, U ′] ,
∏

j∈J

[

Yj , zα(j)
]

: [Y , Z]α →
[

Y , Z′
]

q◦α

é

: [Y , Z]→
[

Y , Z ′
]

.

Proof. The category Set is monoidal closed. In fact, we have a bijection

HomSet (I × J, U) ∼= HomSet (I, [J, U ])

that assigns to a map f : I × J → U the map f † : I → [J, U ], where f † (i) (j) = f (i, j) . Set
evJ,U : [J, U ]× J → U, (α, j) 7→ α (j) .

As a consequence we have that the map α = αX,Z : HomFam(C) (X ⊗ Y , Z)→ HomFam(C) (X, [Y , Z])
defined by the assignment

(

f : I × J → U, φ(i,j) : Xi ⊗ Yj → Zf(i,j)
)

7→

Ñ

f † : I → [J, U ] ,∆
(

(φ(i,j))
†
)

j∈J
: Xi →

∏

j∈J

[

Yj , Zf(i,j)
]

é

is invertible, where, given h : X ⊗ Y → Z, we denoted by h† : X → [Y, Z] the unique mor-
phism such that evY,Z ◦

(

h† ⊗ Y
)

= h, (here evY,Z : [Y, Z] ⊗ Y → Z). Its inverse β = βX,Z :

HomFam(C) (X, [Y , Z])→ HomFam(C) (X ⊗ Y , Z) maps

Ç

g : I → [J, U ] , ψi : Xi →
∏

j∈J

[

Yj , Zg(i)(j)
]

å

to
Ä

evJ,U ◦ (g × J) : I × J → U, evYj ,Zg(i)(j)
◦ (pjψi ⊗ Yj) : Xi ⊗ Yj → Zg(i)(j)

ä

. In fact,

βα
((

f, φ(i,j)
))

= β
ÄÄ

f †,∆
(

(φ(i,j))
†
)

j∈J

ää



PRE-RIGID MONOIDAL CATEGORIES 15

=
Ä

evJ,U ◦
(

f † × J
)

, evYj ,Zf(i,j)
◦
Ä

pj∆
(

(φ(i,j))
†
)

j∈J
⊗ Yj

ää

=
Ä

f, evYj ,Zf(i,j)
◦
(

(φ(i,j))
† ⊗ Yj

)

ä

=
(

f, φ(i,j)
)

.

Conversely

αβ ((g, ψi)) = α
Ä

evJ,U ◦ (g × J) , evYj ,Zg(i)(j)
◦ (pjψi ⊗ Yj)

ä

=

Å

(evJ,U ◦ (g × J))
†
,∆

(

Ä

evYj ,Zg(i)(j)
◦ (pjψi ⊗ Yj)

ä†)

j∈J

ã

=
Ä

g,∆(pjψi)j∈J

ä

= (g, ψi) .

In order to check that (−)⊗ Y ⊣ [Y ,−] it suffices to check the naturality of βX,Z .

Given a =
(

p : I ′ → I, xi′ : X
′
i′ → Xp(i′)

)

: X ′ → X, we have
(

βX′,Z′ ◦HomFam(C) (a, [Y , c])
)

(g, ψi)

= βX′,Z′ ([Y , c] ◦ (g, ψi) ◦ a)

= βX′,Z′

ÑÑ

[J, q] ,
∏

j∈J

[

Yj , zα(j)
]

é

◦ (g, ψi) ◦ (p, xi′)

é

= βX′,Z′

ÑÑ

[J, q] ◦ g ◦ p,

Ñ

∏

j∈J

[

Yj , zg(i)(j)
]

é

◦ ψp(i′) ◦ xi′

éé

=

Ñ

evJ,U ′ ◦ ([J, q] gp× J) , evYj ,Z
′
q(g(i)(j))

◦

Ñ

pj

Ñ

∏

j∈J

[

Yj , zg(i)(j)
]

é

ψp(i′)xi′ ⊗ Yj

éé

=
Ä

evJ,U ′ ◦ ([J, q] gp× J) , evYj ,Z′
q(g(i)(j))

◦
([

Yj , zg(i)(j)
]

pjψp(i′)xi′ ⊗ Yj
)

ä

=
Ä

q ◦ evJ,U ◦ (g × J) ◦ (p× J) , zg(i)(j) ◦ evYj ,Zg(i)(j)
◦
(

pjψp(i′) ⊗ Yj
)

◦ (xi′ ⊗ Yj)
ä

= (q, zu) ◦
Ä

evJ,U ◦ (g × J) , evYj ,Zg(i)(j)
◦ (pjψi ⊗ Yj)

ä

◦ (p× J, xi′ ⊗ Yj)

= (q, zu) ◦
Ä

evJ,U ◦ (g × J) , evYj ,Zg(i)(j)
◦ (pjψi ⊗ Yj)

ä

◦ ((p, xi′)⊗ Y )

= c ◦ βX,Z (g, ψi) ◦ (a⊗ Y ) =
(

HomFam(C) (a⊗ Y , c) ◦ βX,Z
)

(g, ψi) .

This shows that βX,Z is natural so that −⊗ Y ⊣ [Y ,−] and hence Fam(C) is closed. �

Since a closed category is necessarily pre-rigid (Proposition 2.5), the previous result ensures that,
if C is a complete closed monoidal category with products, then Fam(C) is in particular pre-rigid.
Anyway these conditions on C are decidedly heavier than those assumed in Proposition 3.1.

3.2. The “Turaev” category Maf(C). Recall from [GV1, Section 4] the definition of the “Turaev”
category Maf(C) as being Fam(Cop)op. Objects in this category are the same as in Fam(C), i.e.
pairs X := (Xi)i∈I = (I,Xi) where I is a set and Xi is an object in C for all i ∈ I. A morphism
between two objects X = (I,Xi) and Y = (J, Yj), however, is a pair φ := (f, φj) : X → Y where
f : J → I is a map and φj : Xf(j) → Yj is a morphism in C for all i ∈ I.

If C is a monoidal category, so is Maf(C), as follows (see e.g. [GV1, Section 4]). Given objects X
and Y as above, their tensor product is defined byX⊗Y = (I × J,Xi ⊗ Yj) . Given morphisms φ :=

(f, φj) : X → Y and φ′ :=
Ä

f ′, φ′j′
ä

: X ′ → Y ′, their tensor product is φ⊗ φ′ =
Ä

f × f ′, φj ⊗ φ′j′
ä

.

The unit object of Maf(C) is I = ({∗} , I), where I is the unit object C.
The following result shows how the category Maf(C) fails to be pre-rigid.

Proposition 3.4. Let C be a monoidal category. Then the category Maf(C) is never pre-rigid.

Proof. Maf(C) has a terminal object given by the empty family of objects 1 := (∅,−) . Note that,
given any object X = (I,X), we have X ⊗ 1 = (I × ∅,−) ∼= (∅,−) = 1. Now suppose that 1 has a
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pre-dual 1∗ in Maf(C). Then Id1∗ ∈ HomMaf(C) (1
∗,1∗) ∼= HomMaf(C) (1

∗ ⊗ 1, I) ∼= HomMaf(C) (1, I)
but there can be no morphism 1→ I as part of it would be a map {∗} → ∅, a contradiction. �

Remark 3.5. Proposition 3.4 assures that Maf(Vec) is not pre-rigid. Contraposition of Proposition

2.5 delivers that Maf(Vec) is not even closed. Similarly Maf(Vecf) is not pre-rigid, whence not even
closed.

Remark 3.6. Vec can be given the obvious symmetric monoidal structure by considering the twist.
It is shown in [CD, Section 2.1] (resp. Section 2.2) that this induces a symmetric monoidal structure
on the Turaev category Maf(Vec) (resp. Zunino category Fam(Vec)). [CD, Proposition 2.5] (resp.
Proposition 2.10) asserts that Hopf group-coalgebras (resp. Hopf group-algebras), intruduced in
[Tu], are precisely Hopf algebra objects in Maf(Vec) (resp. Fam(Vec)) endowed with this symmetry.
Notice that the definition of a Hopf group-coalgebra is not self-dual. The above results obtained
so far in this section show that, with regard to pre-rigidity and closedness, the categorical places
where Hopf group-coalgebras and Hopf group-algebras live behave differently as well.

3.3. The variant of the category of families FamRel(C). We now turn to the study of the
category FamRel(C) where the fact that pre-rigidity is inherited from C is restored, contrary to
Maf(C) above.

Definition 3.7 (The category FamRel(C)). An object in FamRel(C), see [LMM], is a pair X :=
(Xi)i∈I = (I,Xi) where I is a set and Xi is an object in C. Given two objects X = (I,Xi) and
Y = (J, Yj), a morphism X → Y is a set of triples (i, j, f) where i ∈ I, j ∈ J nd f : Xi → Yj
is a morphism in C. We can reorganize such a set of triples into a pair φ :=

(

R, φ(i,j)
)

: X →
Y where R : I −7→ J is a binary relation (see Example 2.9), i.e. a subset R ⊆ I × J, while
φ(i,j) ⊆ HomC(Xi, Yj) for every (i, j) ∈ R. Given two morphisms φ :=

(

R, φ(i,j)
)

: (I,Xi) →

(J, Yj) and ψ :=
(

S, ψ(j,k)

)

: (J, Yj) → (K,Zk) their composition is defined to be ψ ◦ φ :=
Ä

S ◦ R,
⋃

j∈J(i,k)
ψ(j,k) ◦ φ(i,j)

ä

, where J(i,k) := {j ∈ J | (i, j) ∈ R, (j, k) ∈ S} and ψ(j,k) ◦ φ(i,j) :=

{f ◦ g | f ∈ ψ(j,k), g ∈ φ(i,j)}. The identity morphism is (idI , {idXi
}) : (I,Xi)→ (I,Xi).

If (C,⊗, I) is a monoidal category so is FamRel(C) as follows. Given objects X and Y as above,
their tensor product is defined by X ⊗ Y = (I × J,Xi ⊗ Yj) . Given morphisms φ :=

(

R, φ(i,j)
)

:

X → Y and φ′ :=
Ä

R′, φ′(i′,j′)

ä

: X ′ → Y ′, their tensor product is φ⊗φ′ =
Ä

R×R′, φ(i,j) ⊗ φ
′
(i′,j′)

ä

where R × R′ := {((i, i′) , (j, j′)) | (i, j) ∈ R and (i′, j′) ∈ R′} is the cartesian product of binary
relations and φ(i,j) ⊗ φ

′
(i′,j′) := {f ⊗ f

′ | f ∈ φ(i,j), f
′ ∈ φ′(i′,j′)}. The unit object is I = ({∗} , I) .

Remark 3.8. As observed in [LMM], if 1 denotes the terminal category, then FamRel(1) identifies
with the category Rel.

Proposition 3.9. If C is a pre-rigid monoidal category, so is FamRel(C).

Proof. Given an object Y = (J, Yj) ∈ FamRel(C) we set Y ∗ :=
(

J, Y ∗
j

)

. Consider now the map

HomFamRel(C) (X,Y
∗) → HomFamRel(C) (X ⊗ Y , I)

(

R : I −7→ J, φ(i,j) ⊆ HomC(Xi, Y
∗
j )

)

7→
(

evJ ◦ (R× IdJ) , {evYj
} ◦

(

φ(i,j) ⊗ {IdYj
}
))

⊆ HomC(Xi ⊗ Yj , I).

where evJ ◦ (R× IdJ ) is the binary relation considered in Example 2.9. Its inverse is given by
(

R, φ((i,j),∗)
)

→
(

R†, (φ((i,j),∗))
†
)

where for every binary relation R : I × J −7→ {∗} we define

R† : I −7→ J as in Example 2.9 while for every φ((i,j),∗) ⊆ HomC(Xi ⊗ Yj , I), we set (φ((i,j),∗))
† :=

{f † | f ∈ φ((i,j),∗)} ⊆ Hom(Xi, Y
∗
j ) and for every morphism f : Xi ⊗ Yj → I the morphism

f † : Xi → Y ∗
j is the unique morphism in C defined by evYj

◦
(

f † ⊗ Yj
)

= f given by the pre-rigid
category of C.

Define evY : Y ∗ ⊗ Y → I by setting evY :=
(

evJ , {evYj
}
)

. We compute

evY ◦
((

R, φ(i,j)
)

⊗ IdY
)

=
(

evJ , {evYj
}
)

◦
((

R, φ(i,j)
)

⊗
(

IdJ , {IdYj
}
))

=
(

evJ , {evYj
}
)

◦
(

R× IdJ , φ(i,j) ⊗ {IdYj
}
)

=
(

evJ ◦ (R× IdJ) , {evYj
} ◦

(

φ(i,j) ⊗ {IdYj
}
))

.
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Thus the bijection above is exactly evY ◦
((

R, φ(i,j)
)

⊗ IdY
)

and hence FamRel(C) is pre-rigid. �

Remark 3.10. Note that Fam(C) is a subcategory of FamRel(C) via the strong monoidal embedding
(identity-on-object faithful functor)

Fam(C)→ FamRel(C) : (I,Xi) 7→ (I,Xi) , (f, φi) 7→ (f, {φi}) .

This induces a functor from the Turaev category

Maf(C) := Fam(Cop)op → FamRel(Cop)op.

Note also that we have a strong monoidal embedding

Maf(C)→ FamRel(C) : (I,Xi) 7→ (I,Xi) ,
(

f : I → J, φi : Xf(i) → Yi
)

7→
(

f ♯ : J → I, {φi} ⊆ HomC(Xf(i), Yi)
)

where R♯ = {(j, i) | (i, j) ∈ R} : J −7→ I is the converse relation of a binary relation R : I −7→ J .

Summing up, for a monoidal category C, both the monoidal categories Fam(C) and Maf(C)
embeds in FamRel(C). Moreover FamRel(C) inherits the pre-rigidity from C with no further as-
sumption, Fam(C) inherits the pre-rigidity if C has products of pre-duals while Maf(C) does not.

3.4. The functor category [I, C]. Given a small category I and a complete closed monoidal
category C, it is well-known that the functor category [I, C] is closed as well, see e.g. [AM2,
Theorem B.14]. Explicitly, given functors F,G : I → C, for any object I in I, [F,G](I) is defined
to be the universal object in C with the following property: For any morphism f : I → X in I
there is a morphism ηf : [F,G](I) → [F (X), G(X)] in C such that for any g : X → Y in I the
following diagram commutes.

[F,G](I)
ηf //

ηg◦f

��

[F (X), G(X)]

[F (X),G(g)]

��
[F (Y ), G(Y )]

[F (g),G(X)] // [F (X), G(Y ))]

It has also the following description as an end of a functor, see e.g. [AM2, (B.22)].

(7) [F,G](I) =

∫

J∈I

∏

HomI(I,J)
[F (J), G(J)].

Our next aim is to show that a similar result holds in case C is just pre-rigid.

Proposition 3.11. Let I be a small category and let C be a complete monoidal category. If C is
pre-rigid, so is the functor category [I, C] .

Proof. By e.g. [McL, Exercice 4, page 165], we know that [I, C] is monoidal where, for any
functors T, F : I → C, we have (T ⊗ F ) (x) = T (x) ⊗ F (x) and the unit object of CI is the
constant functor I

′ : I → C on the unit object I ∈ C. Consider a functor F : I → C. Define
S (x, y) :=

∏

HomI(x,y)
F (y)∗ and denote by pg : S (x, y) → F (y)∗ the canonical projection for

every g ∈ HomI(x, y). Given morphisms u : x1 → x2 and v : y2 → y1, there is a unique morphism
S (u, v) : S (x1, y1)→ S (x2, y2) such that the following diagram commutes for every g : x2 → y2

(8)

S (x1, y1)
S(u,v) //

pv◦g◦u

��

S (x2, y2)

pg

��
F (y1)

∗
F (v)∗ // F (y2)∗

In this way we have defined a functor S : I × I
op

→ C : (x, yop) 7→ S (x, y) .
Denote by F ∗(x) := lim←−y∈I

∏

HomI(x,y)
F (y)∗ := lim←−S (x,−) i.e. the limit of the functor

S (x,−) : Iop → C : yop 7→ S (x, y) =
∏

HomI(x,y)
F (y)∗. Given u : x1 → x2 in I we set F ∗(u) :=

lim←−S (u,−) : lim←−S (x1,−) → lim←−S (x2,−) . This defines a functor F ∗ = lim←−y∈I

∏

HomI(−,y)
F (y)∗.

Let us check that F ∗ is a pre-dual of and construct explicitly an isomorphism

Nat(T ⊗ F, I′) ∼= Nat (T, F ∗)
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for any functors T, F : I → C.
Given α : T ⊗ F → I

′, its components are morphisms αy : T (y)⊗ F (y)→ I with y ∈ I. Since C
is pre-rigid we can consider (αy)

† : T (y) → F (y)∗ where F (y)∗ denotes the pre-dual of F (y). For
every x ∈ I, there is a unique morphism αxy : T (x)→ S (x, y) such that, for every g : x→ y in I,
we have

(9)

T (x)
αx

y //

T (g)

��

S (x, y)

pg

��
T (y)

(αy)
†

// F (y)∗

Given morphisms u : x1 → x2 and v : y2 → y1, for every g : x2 → y2 we have

pg ◦ S (u, v) ◦ αx1
y1

(8)
= F (v)∗ ◦ pv◦g◦u ◦ α

x1
y1

(9)
= F (v)∗ ◦ (αy1)

† ◦ T (v ◦ g ◦ u)

= F (v)∗ ◦ (αy1)
† ◦ T (v) ◦ T (g) ◦ T (u)

(10)
= (αy2)

† ◦ T (g) ◦ T (u)
(9)
= pg ◦ α

x2
y2
◦ T (u)

where we applied the following formula

(10) F (v)∗ ◦ (αy1)
† ◦ T (v) = (αy2)

†, for every v : y2 → y1,

that can be proved as follows. The naturality of α tells αy1 ◦ (T (v)⊗ F (v)) = αy2 so that

evF (y2) ◦ (F (v)
∗ ⊗ F (y2)) ◦

(

(αy1)
† ⊗ F (y2)

)

◦ (T (v)⊗ F (y2))

(5)
= evF (y1) ◦ (F (y1)

∗ ⊗ F (v)) ◦
(

(αy1)
† ⊗ F (y2)

)

◦ (T (v)⊗ F (y2))

= evF (y1) ◦
(

(αy1)
† ⊗ F (y1)

)

◦ (T (y1)⊗ F (v)) ◦ (T (v)⊗ F (y2)) = αy1 ◦ (T (v)⊗ F (v))
nat.α
= αy2

which means that F (v)∗ ◦ (αy1)
† ◦ T (v) = (αy2)

†. Thus pg ◦ S (u, v) ◦ αx1
y1

= pg ◦ αx2
y2
◦ T (u) and

hence

(11) S (u, v) ◦ αx1
y1

= αx2
y2
◦ T (u) , for every u : x1 → x2 and v : y2 → y1.

In particular, taking u = 1x, we obtain S (x, v) ◦ αxy1 = αxy2 for all v : y2 → y1. This means that
(

T (x), αxy : T (x)→ S (x, y)
)

y∈I
is a cone for the functor S (x,−) : I

op

→ C : yop 7→ S (x, y) and

hence it defines a unique morphism (α†)x : T (x)→ F ∗(x) := lim←−y∈IS (x, y) such that qxy ◦ (α
†)x =

αxy , where qxy : F ∗(x)→ S (x, y) is the canonical map defining the limit.

(12)

T (x)

(α†)x &&

αx
y // S (x, y)

F ∗(x)

qxy

77♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣

Let us check it is natural in x. Given u : x1 → x2 in I, we have

qx2
y ◦F

∗(u)◦(α†)x1

def.F∗

= S (u, y)◦qx1
y ◦(α

†)x1

(12)
= S (u, y)◦αx1

y

(11)
= αx2

y ◦T (u)
(12)
= qx2

y ◦(α
†)x2 ◦T (u).

Thus F ∗(u) ◦ (α†)x1 = (α†)x2 ◦ T (u) i.e. (α†)x is natural in x and it defines α† : T → F ∗. This
way we get

Φ : Nat(T ⊗ F, I′)→ Nat (T, F ∗) : α→ α†.

We have to check it is invertible and that its inverse is the one arising from evaluation. Let us first
define this evaluation.

We have to construct a natural transformation evF : F ∗⊗F → I
′. We define it on the component

x as follows

F ∗(x)⊗ F (x)
qxx⊗F (x)
−→ S (x, x)⊗ F (x)

pId⊗F (x)
−→ F (x)

∗ ⊗ F (x)
evF (x)
−→ I
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so that (evF )x := evF (x) ◦ (pIdq
x
x ⊗ F (x)) . The naturality follows from the following computation

performed for every f : x→ y.

(evF )y ◦ (F
∗ ⊗ F ) (f) = evF (y) ◦

(

pIdq
y
y ⊗ F (y)

)

◦ (F ∗ (f)⊗ F (f)) = evF (y) ◦
(

pIdq
y
yF

∗ (f)⊗ F (f)
)

def.F∗

= evF (y) ◦
(

pIdS (f, y) qxy ⊗ F (f)
) (8)
= evF (y) ◦

(

F (Idy)
∗pfq

x
y ⊗ F (f)

)

= evF (y) ◦
(

pfq
x
y ⊗ F (f)

)

= evF (y) ◦ (F (y)
∗ ⊗ F (f)) ◦

(

pfq
x
y ⊗ F (x)

) (5)
= evF (x) ◦ (F (f)

∗ ⊗ F (x)) ◦
(

pfq
x
y ⊗ F (x)

)

= evF (x) ◦
(

F (f)∗pfq
x
y ⊗ F (x)

) (8)
= evF (x) ◦

(

pIdS (x, f) qxy ⊗ F (x)
)

qxy cocone
= evF (x) ◦ (pIdq

x
x ⊗ F (x)) = (evF )x = I

′ (f) ◦ (evF )x .

Define now

Ψ : Nat (T, F ∗)→ Nat(T ⊗ F, I′) : λ→ evF ◦ (λ⊗ F )

For α := Ψ (λ) = evF ◦ (λ⊗ F ), we have

(13) (αy)
† =
Ä

(evF )y ◦ (λy ⊗ F (y))
ä†

=
(

evF (y) ◦
(

pIdq
y
yλy ⊗ F (y)

))†
= pId ◦ q

y
y ◦ λy

and hence, for every g : x→ y,

pg ◦ q
x
y ◦ Φ (Ψ (λ))x = pg ◦ q

x
y ◦ (α

†)x
(12)
= pg ◦ α

x
y

(9)
= (αy)

† ◦ T (g)
(13)
= pId ◦ q

y
y ◦ λy ◦ T (g)

nat.λ
= pId ◦ q

y
y ◦ F

∗ (g) ◦ λx
def.F∗

= pId ◦ S (g, y) ◦ qxy ◦ λx
(8)
= pg ◦ q

x
y ◦ λx

so that Φ (Ψ (λ)) = λ. Conversely

Ψ(Φ (α))x = (evF ◦ (Φ (α)⊗ F ))x = (evF )x ◦
(

(α†)x ⊗ F (x)
)

= evF (x) ◦ (pIdqx ⊗ F (x)) ◦
(

(α†)x ⊗ F (x)
)

= evF (x) ◦
(

pIdq
x
x(α

†)x ⊗ F (x)
) (12)

= evF (x) ◦ (pIdα
x
x ⊗ F (x))

(9)
= evF (x) ◦

(

(αx)
† ⊗ F (x)

)

= αx

so that Ψ(Φ (α)) = α. As a consequence Ψ is bijective and hence CI is pre-rigid. �

Remark 3.12. For those who are familiar with the language of ends, we sketch here a different
approach to the proof of the previous result; it can be seen as an adaptation of [Sh]. Consider the
same functor S : I × Iop → C : (x, yop) 7→ S (x, y) . Define now the functor S′ (x) : I

op

× I →
C :

(

y
op

, z
)

7→ S (x, y) which is constant in z. By [McL, Corollary 2, page 224], the end of S′ (x)

exists and coincide with the limit of the functor S (x,−) : Iop → C : y
op

7→ S (x, y) i.e. with F ∗(x)
(left-hand version of [McL, Proposition 3, page 225] applied S′ (x) represented as the composition

I
op

× I
Q
→ Iop

S(x,−)
→ C where Q is the first projection). As a consequence we can write

F ∗(x) =

∫

y∈I

∏

HomI(x,y)
F (y)∗

(note that this description agrees with (7) in case C is closed, once we take G = I
′).

We compute

Nat(T ⊗ F, I′)
(a)
∼=

∫

y∈I

HomC ((T ⊗ F )(y), I
′(y)) =

∫

y∈I

HomC (T (y)⊗ F (y), I)

∼=

∫

y∈I

HomC (T (y), F (y)
∗)

(b)
∼=

∫

y∈I

∫

x∈I

HomC

Å

T (x),
∏

HomI(x,y)
F (y)∗

ã

(c)
∼=

∫

x∈I

∫

y∈I

HomC

Å

T (x),
∏

HomI(x,y)
F (y)∗

ã

(d)
∼=

∫

x∈I

HomC

Ç

T (x),

∫

y∈I

∏

HomI(x,y)
F (y)∗

å

∼=

∫

x∈I

HomC (T (x), F
∗(x))

(a)
∼= Nat (T, F ∗)
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where in (a) we used [McL, (2) on page 223], in (c) the Fubini rule for ends [McL, page 231], in (d) we
used [McL, (4) on page 225] and in (b) we applied for C = F (y)∗ the isomorphism HomC (T (y), C) ∼=
∫

x∈I HomC

Ä

T (x),
∏

HomI(x,y)
C
ä

that can be achieved by the following argument. Given a functor

G : J → Set, by Yoneda Lemma one has, for y ∈ J

G (y) ∼= Nat(HomJ (y,−) , G)
(a)
∼=

∫

x∈J

HomSet(HomJ (y, x) , G (x)) =

∫

x∈J

∏

HomJ (y,x)
G (x) .

Note that, by [McL, Formula (3), page 242], the last term coincides with the right Kan extension
RanIdJ

G of G along IdJ . The above isomorphism can then be seen as a consequence of the fact
that RanKG, for some functor K, is uniquely determined by Nat(T,RanKG) ∼= Nat(T ◦K,G) and
by the trivial equality Nat(T,G) = Nat(T ◦ IdJ , G).

In case J = Iop and G := HomC (T (−), C) : Iop → Set : xop 7→ HomC (T (x), C) , we get

HomC (T (y), C) =

∫

x
op∈Iop

∏

Hom
I
op (yop,xop)

HomC (T (x), C)

=

∫

x∈I

∏

HomI(x,y)
HomC (T (x), C) ∼=

∫

x∈I

HomC

Å

T (x),
∏

HomI(x,y)
C

ã

.

3.5. The category of G-graded vector spaces MG. Here we consider the construction of
the category of externally G-graded M-objects where G is a monoid and M is a given monoidal
category. As we will se below, this will allow us to provide a non-trivial example of a pre-rigid
monoidal category which is not right closed, see Example 3.17.

3.13. Let (M,⊗, I) be a monoidal category and let G be a monoid with neutral element e. Assume
thatM has an initial object 0 and coproducts indexed by Sg := {(a, b) ∈ G×G | ab = g} for every
g ∈ G and that ⊗ preserves them. Then we can consider the monoidal categoryMG of externally
G-gradedM-objects, see e.g. [Mit, Section 3]. Recall that an object inMG is a sequence (Xg)g∈G
of objects in M and a morphism is a sequence (fg)g∈G of morphisms in M. We can define the
tensor product X ⊗ Y inMG of X = (Xg)g∈G and Y = (Yg)g∈G by the rule

(X ⊗ Y )g := ⊕(a,b)∈Sg
Xa ⊗ Yb = ⊕ab=gXa ⊗ Yb,

and the unit by I
G := (δg,eI)g∈G where δg,eI = I if g = e and δg,eI = 0 otherwise.

In the case when M is the category Vec of vectors spaces, the category VecG is monoidally
equivalent to the category VecG of G-graded vector spaces through the functor F : VecG → VecG
which maps an object (Vg)g∈G to ⊕g∈GVg and a morphism (fg)g∈G to the morphism ⊕g∈Gfg. We
already observed that the monoidal category VecG is closed in Example 2.10. The following result
shows to what extend the same property is true for MG.

Proposition 3.14. In the setting of 3.13, assume further that M has products indexed by G. If
M is closed so is the category MG where [V,W ] is defined by [V,W ]g :=

∏

h∈G[Vh,Wgh] for every

objects V and W in MG.

Proof. Once recalled that Sg = {(a, b) ∈ G×G | ab = g} , the conclusion comes from the following
chain of bijections whose composition is natural in X and Z.

HomMG (X ⊗ Y, Z) =
∏

g∈G
HomM

(

⊕(a,b)∈Sg
Xa ⊗ Yb, Zg

)

∼=
∏

g∈G

∏

(a,b)∈Sg

HomM (Xa ⊗ Yb, Zg) ∼=
∏

g∈G

∏

(a,b)∈Sg

HomM (Xa, [Yb, Zg])

∼=
∏

a∈G

∏

b∈G
HomM (Xa, [Yb, Zab]) ∼=

∏

a∈G
HomM

(

Xa,
∏

b∈G
[Yb, Zab]

)

=
∏

a∈G
HomM (Xa, [Y, Z]a) = HomMG (X, [Y, Z]) . �

Next result concerns the pre-rigidity of MG.
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Proposition 3.15. In the setting of 3.13, assume further that the initial object 0 is also terminal
(i.e. a zero object). Then, if M is pre-rigid so is the category MG. Explicitly, the pre-dual of
X = (Xg)g∈G is defined by setting (X∗)g := (⊕h∈G,gh=eXh)

∗ .

Proof. First note that, if we set W g
a,b := δa,gXb, we have that, by hypothesis, M contains

⊕(a,b)∈Se
W g
a,b = ⊕(a,b)∈Se

δa,gXb
∼= ⊕b∈G,gb=eXb so that it makes sense to define (X∗)g := (Yg)

∗
,

where we set Yg := ⊕h∈G,gh=eXh

Since 0 is a zero object, for every morphism f in M, we can define δg,ef to be f if g = e and
to be the zero morphism otherwise. Consider the functors

L :MG →M, X = (Xg)g∈G 7→ Xe, f = (fg)g∈G 7→ fe,

R :M→MG, V 7→ (δg,eV )
g∈G , f 7→ (δg,ef)g∈G .

Note that LRV = (RV )e = V and let ǫV := IdV . Moreover RLX = RXe = (δg,eXe)g∈G . Define

ηX := (δg,eIdXe
)
g∈G : X → RLX. This way we get natural transformations η and ǫ such that

(L,R, η, ǫ) is an adjunction.
Set Gr := {a ∈ G | ∃b ∈ G, ab = e} . Then

⊕a∈GTa ⊗ Ya = ⊕a∈GTa ⊗ (⊕b∈G,ab=eXb) ∼= ⊕a∈G ⊕b∈G,ab=e Ta ⊗Xb

= (⊕a∈Gr ⊕b∈G,ab=e Ta ⊗Xb)⊕
(

⊕a∈G\Gr ⊕b∈G,ab=e Ta ⊗Xb

)

=
(

⊕(a,b)∈G×G,ab=eTa ⊗Xb

)

⊕
(

⊕a∈G\Gr ⊕b∈∅ Ta ⊗Xb

)

= (⊕ab=eTa ⊗Xb)⊕
(

⊕a∈G\Gr0
)

∼= ⊕ab=eTa ⊗Xb = (T ⊗X)e = L(T ⊗X).

Moreover, since I
G = (δg,eI)g∈G = RI, we get

HomMG

(

T ⊗X, IG
)

= HomMG (T ⊗X,RI) ∼= HomM (L (T ⊗X) , I)

∼= HomM (⊕a∈GTa ⊗ Ya, I) ∼=
∏

a∈G
HomM (Ta ⊗ Ya, I)

∼=
∏

a∈G
HomM

(

Ta, (Ya)
∗)

=
∏

a∈G
HomM (Ta, (X

∗)a) = HomMG (T,X∗) .

A direct computation shows that this yield the bijection HomMG (T,X∗)→ HomMG

(

T ⊗X, IG
)

,

u 7→ evX ◦ (u⊗X) (whenceMG is pre-rigid), where evX is defined as follows. Consider, for every
b ∈ G such that ab = e, the canonical inclusion ib : Xb → Ya and the morphism fa,b defined by

(X∗)a ⊗ Xb = (Ya)
∗ ⊗ Xb

(Ya)
∗⊗ib
→ (Ya)

∗ ⊗ Ya
evYa→ I. Then (evX)g : ⊕ab=g(X∗)a ⊗ Xb → I

G
g is

defined to be the zero morphism if g 6= e and to be the codiagonal map of the fa,b’s otherwise. �

As a consequence we get the following result.

Proposition 3.16. LetM be a monoidal category whereM has finite coproducts and ⊗ preserves
them. Assume that the initial object is also terminal. If M is pre-rigid so is MN. Explicitly, the
pre-dual of X = (Xn)n∈N

is defined by (X∗)n := δn,0 (X0)
∗

for every n ∈ N.

Proof. Note that, since M has finite coproducts it has also the empty coproduct i.e. the ini-
tial object. Given n ∈ N, then Sn := {(a, b) ∈ N× N | a+ b = n} is finite so that M contains
all coproducts indexed by Sn. As a consequence we are in the setting of 3.13 and hence can
consider the monoidal category MN with unit defined by I

N
n = δn,0I. By Proposition 3.15,

we get that MN is pre-rigid. Explicitly, the pre-dual of X = (Xn)n∈N is defined by setting
(X∗)n = (⊕h∈N,n+h=0Xh)

∗
= (δn,0X0)

∗
. Note that, since 0 is an initial object, then 0

∗ is a termi-
nal object as HomM (T,0∗) ∼= HomM (T ⊗ 0, I) ∼= HomM (0, I) is a singleton (we are using that
T ⊗ (−) preserves finite coproducts and in particular 0 i.e. T ⊗ 0 ∼= 0). Thus, we get 0

∗ ∼= 0. As
a consequence we arrive at (δn,0X0)

∗ ∼= δn,0 (X0)
∗. �

Example 3.17. Consider Vecf and denote by A the category
Ä

Vecf
äN

of externally N-graded Vecf-

objects. Since Vecf is a monoidal category where Vecf is abelian and the tensor product preserves
finite coproducts, we can apply Proposition 3.16 to conclude thatA is a pre-rigid monoidal category
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too. Let us check that A is not right closed. Suppose the opposite, i.e. assume that −⊗V ⊣ [V,−]
for V = (k)n∈N ∈ A. Thus, if we consider the unit object U = (δn,0k)n∈N

, we get

HomA (V, V ) ∼= HomA (U ⊗ V, V ) ∼= HomA (U, [V, V ]) ∼= [V, V ]0 .

Since the latter is finite-dimensional, we obtain the desired contradiction by observing that

HomA (V, V ) = HomA ((k)n∈N, (k)n∈N) =
∏

n∈N
Homk (k, k) ∼=

∏

n∈N
k = kN.

Note that, by the same argument used above, the category VecN is a pre-rigid monoidal category
too. In contrast VecN is closed, where [V,W ]n :=

∏

t∈N
Homk(Vt,Wt+n), as Proposition 3.14 shows.

4. Pre-rigidity and liftability

In this final section, we propose to study liftability of adjoint pairs of functors in the light of
general pre-rigid braided monoidal categories. In [GV1], the liftability condition in the motivating
examples is shown to hold by rather ad-hoc methods. It is our purpose here to treat the case of
generic pre-rigid braided monoidal categories in a more systematic way. We first recall what this
liftability condition precisely is (Definition 4.1) and what this condition means for the bialgebra
objects in the involved categories. In Example 4.2, which seems to be new and is considered to be
of independent interest, we show that not every adjunction is liftable. In Proposition 4.4, we show
that the pre-dual construction defines a special type of self adjoint functor R = (−)∗ : Cop → C. In
Proposition 4.6, we show that this type of functor gives rise to a liftable pair whenever the functor
it induces at the level of algebras has a left adjoint and we apply this result to the specific functor
R = (−)∗ : Cop → C in Corollary 4.7. Then, in Proposition 4.8, we provide a criterion to transport
the desired liftability from one category to another in presence of a suitable monoidal adjunction
and we apply it, in Corollary 4.9, to transfer liftability from a categoryM to the categoryMN of
externally N-graded objects. As a consequence, we arrive at Example 4.10 which revisits Example
3.17 and provides an instance of a situation in which Corollary 4.9 (properly) holds; it shows how
-in favorable cases- the notion of pre-rigid category allows to construct liftable pair of adjoint
functors when the right-closedness is not available.

4.1. Liftability of adjoint pairs. Let (L : B → A, R : A → B) be an adjunction with unit η and
counit ǫ. It is known, see e.g. [AM1, Proposition 3.84], that if (L,ψ2, ψ0) is a colax monoidal
functor, then (R, φ2, φ0) is a lax monoidal functor where, for every X,Y ∈ A,

φ2 (X,Y ) =

Ç

RX ⊗RY
η(RX⊗RY )// RL (RX ⊗RY )

Rψ2(RX,RY )// R (LRX ⊗ LRY )
R(ǫX⊗ǫY )// R (X ⊗ Y )

å

,

(14)

φ0 =

Å

IB

ηIB // RL (IB)
Rψ0 // R (IA)

ã

.(15)

Conversely, if (R, φ2, φ0) is a lax monoidal functor, then (L,ψ2, ψ0) is a colax monoidal functor
where, for every X,Y ∈ B

ψ2 (X,Y ) :=

Ç

L (X ⊗ Y )
L(ηX⊗ηY )// L (RLX ⊗RLY )

Lφ2(LX,LY )// LR (LX ⊗ LY )
ǫ(LX⊗LY ) // LX ⊗ LY

å

,

(16)

ψ0 =

Å

L (IB)
Lφ0 // LR (IA)

ǫIA // IA

ã

.(17)

Let (R, φ2, φ0) : A → B be a lax monoidal functor. It is well-known that R induces a functor
R := Alg(R) : Alg(A) → Alg(B) such that the diagram on the right-hand side in (18) commutes
(cf. [Bé2, Proposition 6.1, page 52]; see also [AM1, Proposition 3.29]). Explicitly,

R (A,m, u) =

Ç

RA, RA⊗RA
φ2(A,A)// R (A⊗A)

Rm // RA , IB
φ0 // RIA

Ru // RA

å

.
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Dually, a colax monoidal functor (L,ψ2, ψ0) : B → A colifts to a functor L := Coalg(L) :
Coalg(B)→ Coalg(A) such that the diagram on the left-hand side in (18) commutes. Explicitly,

L (C,∆, ε) =

Ç

LC, LC
L∆ // L (C ⊗ C)

ψ2(C,C)// LC ⊗ LC , LC
Lε // LIB

ψ0 // IA

å

.

The vertical arrows in the two diagrams below are the obvious forgetful functors.

(18)

Coalg(B)

✵
′=✵B

��

L=Coalg(L) // Coalg(A)

✵=✵A

��
B

L // A

Alg(A)

Ω=ΩA

��

R=Alg(R) // Alg(B)

Ω′=ΩB

��
A

R // B

Definition 4.1 ([GV1, Definition 2.3]). Suppose A and B are monoidal categories and R : A → B
is a lax monoidal functor with a left adjoint L. The pair (L,R) is called liftable if the induced
functor R = Alg(R) : Alg(A) → Alg(B) has a left adjoint, denoted by L, and the induced functor
L = Coalg(L) : Coalg(B)→ Coalg(A) has a right adjoint, denoted by R.

4.2. Liftability for braided categories. Recall that when a category is braided monoidal, its
category of algebras and its category of coalgebras inherit the monoidal structure, see e.g. [AM1,
1.2.2]. Let A and B now be braided monoidal categories and let R : A → B be a braided
lax monoidal functor having a left adjoint L. By [AM1, Proposition 3.80], the functor R is lax

monoidal too. Explicitly, the lax monoidal functors (R, φ2, φ0) and (R, φ2, φ0) are connected by
the following equalities, for every A = (A,mA, uA) , B = (B,mB, uB) ∈ Alg(A)

(19) ΩB ◦R = R ◦ ΩA, ΩB(φ2

(

A,B
)

) = φ2 (A,B) , ΩB(φ0) = φ0.

Note that R is a braided lax monoidal functor if and only if L is a braided colax monoidal functor,
see e.g. [AM1, Proposition 3.85]. Moreover, if L is a braided colax monoidal functor one shows in
a similar fashion as above that L is colax monoidal. The colax monoidal functors (L,ψ2, ψ0) and
(L,ψ

2
, ψ

0
) are connected by the following equalities for every C = (C,∆C , εC) , D = (D,∆D, εD) ∈

Coalg(B)

(20) ✵A ◦ L = L ◦ ✵B, ✵A(ψ2
(C,D)) = ψ2 (C,D) , ✵A(ψ0

) = ψ0.

As the following Example 4.2 shows, a pair (L,R), where R : A → B is a (braided) lax monoidal
functor between (braided) monoidal categories A and B, having a left adjoint L, needs not to be
liftable, a priori. But, in case A and B are braided monoidal categories and R : A → B is a
braided lax monoidal functor having a left adjoint L such that the pair (L,R) is liftable, then,
by [GV1, Lemma 2.4 and Theorem 2.7], there is an adjunction

(

L,R
)

that fits into the following
commutative diagrams (and explains the choice of the -perhaps somewhat fuzzy- term “liftable”)

(21) Bialg(B)

✵′

��

L=Coalg(L) // Bialg(A)

✵′

��
Alg(B)

L // Alg(A)

Bialg(A)

Ω

��

R=Alg(R) // Bialg(B)

Ω′

��
Coalg(A)

R // Coalg(B)

In this diagram, all vertical arrows are forgetful functors.
One could wonder whether any appropriate adjunction (L,R) is liftable. The answer is no:

below we present an (apparently original) example of a lax monoidal functor R between monoidal
categories that has a left adjoint L, but for which R does not have a left adjoint.

Example 4.2. Let k be a field and set S := k[X]
(X2) . Consider the functor

Rf : Vecf → Vecf, V 7→ S⊗kV.
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Note that the functor Rf has a left adjoint Lf , where Lf (V ) = S∗⊗kV. As S is an algebra, the
functor Rf is lax monoidal with respect to

φ2(X,Y ) : (S⊗kX)⊗ (S⊗kY )→ S⊗k(X ⊗ Y ), (s⊗k x)⊗ (t⊗k y) 7→ st⊗k (x⊗ y)

φ0 : k → S⊗kk, q 7→ 1S ⊗k q

so that it induces a functor Rf : Algf → Algf , where we used the notation Algf = Alg
Ä

Vecf
ä

for

the category of finite-dimensional algebras.

Our aim is to check that Rf has no left adjoint.

To this end, suppose that there is a left adjoint Lf of Rf and denote by ηf and ǫf the corresponding
unit and counit. Consider the functor R : Vec→ Vec : V 7→ S⊗kV. This functor has a left adjoint
L and induces a functor R : Alg→ Alg. By a result of Tambara (cf. [Ta, Remark 1.5]), this functor
has a left adjoint L = a(S,−) with unit and counit η and ǫ. By [Ta, Example 1.2(ii)], one has

L (S) = a (S, S) = k {X,Y } /
(

X2, XY + Y X
)

.

Notice that this algebra is not finite-dimensional. Consider the forgetful functor Λ : Algf → Alg.

Clearly Λ ◦ Rf = R ◦ Λ. We will negate that ΛLf (S) is finite-dimensional by showing that the
following map is injective when restricted to some infinite-dimensional subspace of its domain.

ζ :=
Ä

ǫ
ΛLf ◦ LΛηf

ä

S
: LΛ (S)→ ΛLf (S) .

It is easy to check that the obvious chain of isomorphisms Alg
Ä

ΛLf (S),Λ(B)
ä

∼= Algf
Ä

Lf (S), B
ä

∼=

Algf
Ä

S,Rf (B)
ä

∼= Alg
Ä

Λ(S),ΛRf(B)
ä

= Alg
(

Λ(S), RΛ(B)
)

∼= Alg
(

LΛ(S),Λ(B)
)

is exactly

Alg
(

ζ,Λ(B)
)

so that the latter is invertible for every B ∈ Algf . Since k [[Y ]] is the inverse limit of

Λ
Ä

k[Y ]
(Y n)

ä

, we have that Alg (ζ, k [[Y ]]) ∼= Alg
Ä

ζ, lim←−Λ
Ä

k[Y ]
(Y n)

ää

∼= lim←−Alg
Ä

ζ,Λ
Ä

k[Y ]
(Y n)

ää

is invertible

too. We now construct the diagram

k [Y ] �
� γ //
� q

τ
##●

●
●
●
●
●
●
●
●

LΛ(S)
ζ //

π

��

ΛLf (S)

βzz
k [[Y ]]

Consider the following maps

• π : LΛ (S) = k{X,Y }
(X2,XY+YX) −→ k [[Y ]] : X 7→ 0;Y 7→ Y .

• γ : k[Y ] →֒ k{X,Y }
(X2,XY+YX) and τ = π ◦ γ : k[Y ] →֒ k[[Y ]] are the canonical injections.

Since Alg (ζ, k[[Y ]]) is invertible, there is a unique β ∈ Alg
(

LΛ(S) ,K[[Y ]]
)

such that β ◦ ζ = π.
Now we compute β ◦ ζ ◦ γ = π ◦ γ = τ. Thus, since τ is injective, so is ζ ◦ γ and we obtain that

ΛLf (S) contains a copy of k[Y ], which implies that ΛLf (S) is not finite-dimensional. This is a
contradiction.

Remark 4.3. With respect to the “liftability” terminology, it seems opportune to mention some
related work, carried out by Porst and Street in [PoS].
In Section 3 of loc. cit., the authors assume R to admit a left adjoint L and are concerned with
investigating which of the properties of Sweedler’s finite dual functor (−)◦ might be shared by
L. We note that they also use a notion of “liftability” (Definition 14 in loc. cit.) which does not
coincide with the notion of a liftable pair of functors as in Definition 4.1 here above.
It is also instructive to remark that, in Section 3.3.2 of [PoS], the authors study symmetric monoidal
functors, obtaining the following result (item 1 of Proposition 33 in their article). Let A and B
be symmetric monoidal closed categories and R : A → B be a symmetric lax monoidal functor
having a left adjoint L such that R has a left adjoint. Assuming that B is locally presentable,
L : Bialg(B)→ Bialg(A) has a right adjoint.
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4.3. Liftability of the functor computing pre-duals. Having recalled the theory of liftable
functors, starting from a pre-rigid braided monoidal category C, which is not necessarily closed,
we aim to construct a self-adjoint (on the right) functor (−)∗ : Cop → C, in Proposition 4.4, and
afterwards to provide sufficient conditions to obtain a liftable adjunction from it. An occurrence
of this situation is the case C = Vec, expounded in [GV1, Section 3]. This example, however, is
closed monoidal. The first part of the following result is [GV1, Proposition 4.2]: there is however
some difference in the proof, which is explained in Remark 4.5.

Proposition 4.4. When C is a pre-rigid braided monoidal category, the assignment X 7→ X∗

induces a functor R = (−)∗ : Cop → C with a left adjoint L = Rop = (−)∗ : C → Cop. Moreover
there are φ2, φ0 such that (R, φ2, φ0) is lax monoidal and the induced colax monoidal structure on
L by (16) and (17) is specifically (φop2 , φ

op
0 ).

Proof. Let C be a pre-rigid braided monoidal category. Since C has a braiding, we can apply
Proposition 2.22 to get a bijection HomC (Y,X

∗) ∼= HomC (X,Y
∗) natural both in X and Y ,

whence the claimed adjunction. In order to write it explicitly, note that for every morphism
t : T ⊗X → I there is a unique morphism t† : T → X∗ such that t = evX ◦

(

t† ⊗X
)

. Set

ηX := (evX ◦ cX,X∗)† : X → X∗∗,

jX := (evX ◦ (cX∗,X)
−1

)† : X → X∗∗.

Equivalently

evX ◦ cX,X∗ = evX∗ ◦ (ηX ⊗X
∗) ,(22)

evX ◦ (cX∗,X)
−1

= evX∗ ◦ (jX ⊗X
∗) .(23)

By Lemma 2.20 we have a functor R = (−)∗ : Cop → C defined by R(Xop) := X∗ and R(fop) := f∗.
Then (L = Rop, R, η, ǫ) is an adjunction, where we set ǫXop = (jX)

op
.

Define ϕ2 (X,Y ) := ((evX ⊗ evY ) ◦ (X∗ ⊗ (cX,Y ∗)
−1 ⊗ Y ))† : X∗ ⊗ Y ∗ → (X ⊗ Y )

∗
, i.e. the

morphism that corresponds to (evX ⊗ evY ) ◦ (X∗ ⊗ (cX,Y ∗)
−1 ⊗ Y ) via the bijection

(24) HomC

(

X∗ ⊗ Y ∗, (X ⊗ Y )
∗) ∼=
−→ HomC (X

∗ ⊗ Y ∗ ⊗X ⊗ Y, I) .

Define φ0 : I → I
∗ by φ0 = (mI)

†, i.e. such that evI ◦ (φ0 ⊗ I) = mI, and define φ2 (X
op, Y op) :=

ϕ2 (X,Y ). It is straightforward to check that (R, φ2, φ0) is lax monoidal. Now by (16) and (17), we
know that (L,ψ2, ψ0) is colax monoidal where ψ2 (X,Y ) = ǫ(LX⊗LY ) ◦Lφ2 (LX,LY )◦L (ηX ⊗ ηY )
and ψ0 = ǫIop ◦ Lφ0. We compute

ψ2 (X,Y )
op

= [L (ηX ⊗ ηY )]
op ◦ [Lφ2 (LX,LY )]

op ◦
[

ǫ(LX⊗LY )

]op

= (ηX ⊗ ηY )
∗ ◦ (ϕ2 (X

∗, Y ∗))∗ ◦ jX∗⊗Y ∗

(∗)
= ϕ2 (X,Y ) = φ2 (X

op, Y op) ,

where (∗) can be checked by applying the bijection (24) on both sides. Finally, ψop
0 = (Lφ0)

op ◦
(ǫIop)

op
= (φ0)

∗ ◦ jI = φ0, where the last equality follows by applying the bijection HomC (I, I
∗)→

HomC (I⊗ I, I), u 7→ evI ◦ (u⊗ I), on both sides. �

Remark 4.5. [GV1, Proposition 4.2] asserts that if A is a pre-rigid braided monoidal category,
then (−)∗ : Aop → A is a self-adjoint covariant functor. Although the assertion is true for
general pre-rigid braided monoidal categories (as shown in the above Proposition 4.4), the proof
is erroneously communicated in loc. cit.. Indeed, the last sentence of the argument appearing
in the printed version of the above-cited proposition only works in case the braiding is moreover
symmetric (notice this does not harm the conclusions of the work carried out in loc.cit., as all
involved braidings there are symmetric) as, in general, the unit and counit are given by different
underlying morphisms, see above (note that a functor F : Aop → A such that F op ⊣ F where the
unit and the counit are given by the same underlying morphism is sometimes called a “self-dual
adjunction” in the literature). The requirement that the braiding is symmetric has been added in
[GV2, Proposition 4.2]. We point out that, even if C is rigid, in general we cannot conclude that the
unit and the counit are given by the same underlying morphism unless evX ◦ cX,X∗ ◦ cX∗,X = evX
for every object X , in view of the equalities (22) and (23).
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In Proposition 4.4, the functor R = (−)∗ : Cop → C is proved to be self-adjoint on the right.
Notice that the unit and counit do not share the same underlying morphism here. Moreover, the
induced colax monoidal structure on L = Rop by (16) and (17) is specifically (φop2 , φ

op
0 ), where

(φ2, φ0) is the lax monoidal structure of R. The last property seems to be a particular feature of
(−)∗ as we cannot prove in general that it holds true for an arbitrary functor R which is self-adjoint
on the right. Next aim is to show that, when it holds true, then (L,R) is liftable whenever R has
a left adjoint. Of course this will be applied to examine whether the pair ((−)∗op, (−)∗) is liftable.

To this aim recall that an adjunction (L,R, η, ε) gives rise to an adjunction (Rop, Lop, εop, ηop).

Proposition 4.6. For a monoidal category C, suppose a lax monoidal functor (R, φ2, φ0) : Cop → C
has a left adjoint L = Rop. If the induced colax monoidal structure on L by (16) and (17) is
specifically (φop2 , φ

op
0 ), then R = (L)

op
. Moreover, if R has a left adjoint, then (L,R) is liftable.

Proof. We check that (L)op = R. First observe that the domain and codomain of (L)op are
respectively

(Coalg(C))op = Alg (Cop) and (Coalg (Cop))op = Alg (C)

so that the domain and codomain of (L)
op

and R are the same. Next, by means of the equality
(L,ψ2, ψ0) = (Rop, φop2 , φ

op
0 ), one checks, in a straightforward fashion, that (L)op and R coincide

on objects. They also agree on morphisms (whence (L)op = R) by the following computation

ΩC ◦ (L)
op = (✵Cop)op ◦ (L)op = (✵Cop ◦ L)op = (L ◦ ✵C)

op = Lop ◦ (✵C)
op = R ◦ ΩCop = ΩC ◦R

together with the faithfulness of ΩC . We now prove the final sentence of the statement. Assume R
has a left adjoint L. Thus we have the adjunction ((R)op, (L)op). Now, by the first part, we have
that (L)op = R and hence L = (R)op. Thus L has a right adjoint and hence (L,R) is liftable. �

Corollary 4.7. Let C be a pre-rigid braided monoidal category. If (−)∗ : Alg(Cop)→ Alg(C) has
a left adjoint, then ((−)∗ : C → Cop, (−)∗ : Cop → C) is a liftable pair of adjoint functors.

Proof. It follows by Proposition 4.4 and Proposition 4.6. �

Recall that an adjunction (L,R) between two lax monoidal functors L and R is called a monoidal
adjunction whenever the unit and the counit of the adjunction are monoidal natural transforma-
tions. The following result allows to transfer the condition required in Corollary 4.7 to have lifta-
bility from a pre-rigid braided monoidal categoryM to another one N whenever these categories
are connected by a suitable monoidal adjunction L ⊣ R :M→ N .

Proposition 4.8. LetM and N be braided monoidal categories. Assume thatM is pre-rigid and
that there is a monoidal adjunction L ⊣ R : M → N with L and R both strict monoidal and L
braided monoidal. Then N is pre-rigid, with pre-dual N∗ = R((LN)∗), for every object N in N .
If the assumption in Corollary 4.7 holds for M, then the analogous conclusion holds for N .

Proof. Since L is strict monoidal, it is in particular strong monoidal. Moreover, since L and R are
strict monoidal we have IN = R(IM) = RL(IN ). Thus we are in the setting of Proposition 2.12
so that N is pre-rigid, with pre-dual N∗ = R((LN)∗), for every object N in N .

Now, consider the adjunctions

(L1, R1) = ((−)∗ :M→Mop, (−)∗ :Mop →M)

(L2, R2) = ((−)∗ : N → N op, (−)∗ : N op → N ) .

as in the following diagram

Mop
Rop

//

R1

��

N op

R2

��

Lop
oo

M

L1

OO

R // N

L2

OO

L
oo

By Proposition 4.4, we have the functors R1 = Alg(R1) : Alg(Mop) → Alg(M) and R2 =
Alg(R2) : Alg(N op) → Alg(N ). Assume that R1 has a left adjoint, say L1, and let us check that
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the functor R2 admits a left adjoint too. Since the functors L and R are strict monoidal, they
are in particular lax monoidal whence they induce L = Alg(L) : Alg(N ) → Alg(M), R = Alg(R) :
Alg(M) → Alg(N ) and by [AM1, Proposition 3.91], we have that L ⊣ R. Since the functors Lop

and Rop are also strict monoidal, we have the functors Lop = Alg(Lop) : Alg(N op) → Alg(Mop),
Rop = Alg(Rop) : Alg(Mop) → Alg(N op). Note the L ⊣ R implies that Rop ⊣ Lop and hence
Rop ⊣ Lop. As a consequence R ◦R1 ◦ Lop = R ◦ R1 ◦ Lop has Rop ◦ L1 ◦ L as a left adjoint. It
remains to check that R2 = R ◦R1 ◦ Lop. To this aim we have to check that R2 and R◦R1◦Lop are
the same as monoidal functor. For N an object in N , we have RR1L

op(Nop) = RR1((LN)op) =
R((LN)∗) = N∗ = R2(N

op). The same holds on morphisms so that R ◦R1 ◦ Lop = R2. Using the
fact that the unit and the counit of the adjunction (L,R) are monoidal natural transformations
and that L is braided monoidal, one easily checks that R◦R1 ◦Lop and R2 have the same monoidal
structure. �

Under mild assumptions, by means of Proposition 4.8, we are now able to transfer the main
condition of Corollary 4.7 from a braided monoidal categoryM to the categoryMN. This will be
applied to provide an explicit example of a pre-rigid braided monoidal category which is not right
closed and where liftability is available.

Proposition 4.9. LetM be a braided monoidal category whereM is abelian and the tensor product
is additive and exact in each argument. Assume that M is pre-rigid and that the assumption in
Corollary 4.7 holds forM. Then the analogous conclusion holds for the categoryMN of externally
N-graded M-objects, too.

Proof. By Proposition 3.16, we know that MN is a pre-rigid monoidal category with pre-dual of
X = (Xn)n∈N

given by X∗ = (δn,0X
∗
0 )n∈N

. We also know that the hypotheses that M is abelian

and the tensor product is additive and exact in each argument guarantee that the category MN

is moreover braided, with braiding cX,Y defined by (cX,Y )n = ⊕ni=0cXi,Yn−i
for all X,Y objects in

MN, see e.g. [Sc1, Definition 2.1]. We want to apply Proposition 4.8 in case N :=MN. To this
aim, note that the functors

L :MN →M, X = (Xn)n∈N
7→ X0, f = (fn)n∈N

7→ f0,

R :M→MN, V 7→ (δn,0V )
n∈N

, f 7→ (δn,0f)n∈N
.

considered in the proof of Proposition 3.15, where the counit is ǫ := id and the unit is defined on
X = (Xn)n∈N by ηX := (δn,0IdX0)n∈N

: X → RLX = (δn,0X0)n∈N
, are both strict monoidal as

L (X ⊗ Y ) = L ((⊕ni=0Xi ⊗ Yn−i)n∈N) = ⊕
0
i=0Xi ⊗ Y0−i = X0 ⊗ Y0 = LX ⊗ LY,

L
(

I
N
)

= L ((δn,0I)n∈N) = δ0,0I = I,

R (V )⊗R (W ) = (δn,0V )
n∈N
⊗ (δn,0W )

n∈N
= (⊕ni=0δi,0V ⊗ δn−i,0W )

n∈N
= (V ⊗ δn−0,0W )

n∈N

= (δn,0V ⊗W )
n∈N

= R (V ⊗W ) ,

R (I) = (δn,0I)n∈N
= I

N.

Moreover, ǫV⊗W = idV⊗W = ǫV ⊗ ǫW , ǫI = idI, ηX⊗Y =
(

δn,0Id(X⊗Y )0

)

n∈N
= (δn,0IdX0⊗Y0)n∈N

=

ηX ⊗ ηY , ηIN =
Ä

δn,0IdI
N

0

ä

n∈N
= (δn,0IdI)n∈N

= idIN so that η and ǫ are monoidal natural trans-

formations and hence (L,R, η, ǫ) is a monoidal adjunction. Furthermore, L(cX,Y ) = (cX,Y )0 =
cX0,Y0 = cLX,LY , so that L is braided monoidal. We conclude by Proposition 4.8.
Note that the pre-dual otained via this proposition is R((LX)∗) = R(X∗

0 ) = (δn,0X
∗
0 )n∈N

i.e. the
same object declared at the beginning of this proof. �

Example 4.10. Set M = Vecf. As we have seen in Example 3.17, M is a pre-rigid braided
monoidal category which is not right closed. Note that M fulfills the requirements of Corol-
lary 4.9. In fact the adjunction (L1, R1) = ((−)∗ :M→Mop, (−)∗ :Mop →M) in this case

is a category equivalence as V ∗∗ ∼= V for V ∈ Vecf. As a consequence, by definition of their
monoidal structures, both L1 and R1 are strong monoidal and the equivalence (L1, R1) induces,
by [AM1, Proposition 3.91], an adjunction

(

L1, R1

)

, which is a category equivalence as well.
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In particular, R1 has a left adjoint i.e. L1. By Corollary 4.9, if we consider the adjunction
(L2, R2) =

(

(−)∗ :MN →
(

MN
)op

, (−)∗ :
(

MN
)op
→MN

)

, we get that R2 has a left adjoint,

too. In this way we have obtained thatMN is an example of a pre-rigid braided monoidal category
which is not right closed and such that Corollary 4.7 applies, so that (L2, R2) is a liftable pair of
adjoint functors.

The above Example 4.10 shows how, in favorable cases, the notion of pre-rigid category allows
to construct liftable pair of adjoint functors when the right-closedness is not available. This was
achieved by first proving that the pre-dual construction defines a self adjoint functor R = (−)∗ :
Cop → C whose lax monoidal structure is the opposite of the canonical colax monoidal structure
induced on its left adjoint L = Rop (Proposition 4.4), then by showing that such a functor gives rise
to a liftable pair (L,R) whenever the induced functor R = Alg(R) has a left adjoint (Proposition
4.6), and finally by transporting the desired liftability from a possibly closed braided monoidal
category N to a desirably not closed braided monoidal category N when these are connected by a
suitable monoidal adjunction (Proposition 4.8).
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