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Abstract

We study when induction functors (and their adjoints) bemveategories of Doi-Hopf modules and,
more generally, entwined modules are separable, resperiad We present a unified approach, leading
to new proofs of old results by the authors, as well as to soemeanes. Also our methods provide a
categorical explanation for the relationship between sdplity and Frobenius properties.

O Introduction

Let H be a Hopf algebraA an H-comodule algebra, an@d an H-module coalgebra. Do[]L7] and Kop-
pinen [2]] independently introduced unifying Hopf moduyleswadays usually called Doi-Koppinen-Hopf
modules, or Doi-Hopf modules. These are at the same Ammodules, andC-comodules, with a cer-
tain compatibility relation. Modules, comodules, gradeddules, relative Hopf modules, dimodules and
Yetter-Drinfel'd modules are all special cases of Doi-Homddules. Properties of Doi-Hopf modules (with
applications in all the above special cases) have beerestedtensively in the literature. InJ12], a Maschke
type theorem is given, telling when the functeforgetting theC-coaction reflects the splitness of an exact
sequence, while ifJ}1.3], itis studied when this functor is@enius functor, this means that its right adjoint
¢ ®C is at the same time a left adjoint.

The two problems look very different at first sight, but theukts obtained in[[12] and [[L3] indicate a rela-
tionship between them. The main resulto] [12] tells us thahave a Maschke Theorem for the fundtoif

C is finitely generated projective and there existgfanimoduleC-colinear mapA ® C — C* ® A satisfying

a certain normalizing condition. I JIL3], we have seen that Frobenius iC is finitely generated and pro-
jective andA® C andC* ® A are isomorphic as-bimodules andC-comodules. This isomorphism can be
described using a so-calléttintegral, this is an element lk® C satisying a certain centralizing condition.
The sameH-integrals appear also when one studies Maschke Theoren@ the right adjoint ofF (see
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[LQ]). This connection was not well understood at the timeew{2] and [I3] were written. The aim of
this paper is to give a satisfactory explanation; in fact vilkpresent a unified approach to both problems,
and solve them at the same time. We will then apply the sanimigee for proving new Frobenius type
properties: we will study when the other forgetful functordetting theA-action is Frobenius, and when a
smash producA#zB is a Frobenius extension éfandB. Let us first give a brief overview of new results
obtained after[[12] and [13].

1) In [[Q] and [I]L] the notion ofeparable functo(see [2B]) is used to reprove (and generalize) the Maschke
Theorem of [12]. In fact separable functors are functorsafoich a “functorial” type of Maschke Theorem
holds. A key result due to Rafadl ]25] and del Rig [26] telswhen a functor having a left (resp. right)
adjoint is separable: the unit (resp. the counit) of the matjon needs a splitting (resp. a cosplitting).

2) Entwined moduleintroduced in [P] in the context of noncommutative geomegeneralize Doi-Hopf
modules. The most interesting examples of entwined modulesout to be special cases of Doi-Hopf
modules, but, on the other hand, the formalism for entwinedurtes is more transparent than the one for
Doi-Hopf modules. Many results for Doi-Hopf modules can leagralized to entwined modules, see e.g.
[B], where the results of [12] anfl [l13] are generalized toethivined case.

3) In [@], we look at separable and Frobenius algebras fremptint of view of nonlinear equations; also
here we have a connection between the two notions: bothatg@paand Frobenius algebras can be described
using normalized solutions of the so-called FS-equationt tBe normalizing condition is different in the
two cases.

Let F: C — D be a covariant functor having a right adjoiG From Rafael's Theorem, it follows
that the separability oF and G is determined by the natural transformationsvin= Nat(GF,1,) and

W = Nat(15,FG). In the case wher€ is the functor forgetting the coactiokl, andW are computed in
[LQ]. ‘In factV andW can also be used to decide whéris a left adjoint ofF. This is what we will do

in Section[B; we will find new characterizations fdt, G) to be a Frobenius pair, and we will recover the
results in [IB] and[J3]. In Sectiofj 4, we will apply the samehieique to decide when the other forgetful
functor is Frobenius, and in Sectifh 5, we will study whengtreash product of two algebrésandB is a
Frobenius extension & andB. This results in necessary and sufficient conditions foiihafel’d double

of a finite dimensional Hopf algebrid (which is a special case of the smash product (gde [14]) to be a
Frobenius or separable ovdr

We begin with a short section about separable functors amlgefRrus pair of functors. We will explain our
approach in the most classical situation: we consider agxtgnsiorR — S and consider the restriction of
scalars functor. We derive the (classical) conditions foertension to be separable (i.e. the restriction of
scalars functor is separable), split (i.e. the inductiamctar is separable), and Frobenius (i.e. restriction of
scalars and induction functors form a Frobenius pair). Vésgmt the results in such a way that they can be
extended to more general situations in the subsequenb8ecti

Let us remark at this point that the relationship betweem&mnas extensions and separable extensions is an
old problem in the literature. A classical result, due taegkilerg and Nakayama, tells us that, over a fkeld
any separable algebra is Frobenius. Several generahzaiothis property exist; conversely, one can give
necessary and sufficient conditions for a Frobenius exiarisi be separable (sde]19, Corollary 4.1]). For
more results and a history of this problem, we refef}o [[}] @nd [18].

We use the formalism of entwined modules, as this turns obétmore elegant and more general than that
of the Doi-Hopf modules; several left-right conventions aossible and there exists a dictionary between
them. In [12] and[[I3], we have worked with right-left Doi-pomodules; here we will work in the right-
right case, mainly because the formulae then look more alatur

Throughout this papek is a commutative ring. We use the Sweedler-Heyneman notédioccomultiplica-
tions and coactions. For the comultiplicatiron a coalgebr&, we write

A(c) = C(1) ®C2)-
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For a rightC-coactionp’ and a lefiC-coactionp' on ak-moduleN, we write
p'(n) =ng®@ny, p'(nN)=n_g®@ng.

We omit the summation symbgl.

1 Separablefunctorsand Frobenius pairs of functors

Let F: C — D be a covariant functor. Recall |23] th&t is called aseparable functoif the natural
transformation
F : Hom,(e,e) — Homyp(F(e),(e)),

induced byF splits. From[2pb] and[[26], we recall the following charaégation in the casE has an adjoint.

Proposition 1.1 Let G: D — C be aright adjoint of F. Lety: 1 — GF ande: FG — 14 be the unit
and counit of the adjunction. Then

1) F is separable if and only if there exists= V = Nat(GF, 1) such thatv on = 1., the identity natural
transformation orcC. o

2) G is separable if and only if there exisfss W = Nat(1,,FG) such thate o { = 15, the identity natural
transformation orcC. o

The separability of implies a Maschke type Theorem fbr if a morphismf € C is such thaf (f) has a
one-sided inverse i®, thenf has a one-sided inverse {n

A pair of adjoint functors(F, G) is called aFrobenius pairif G is not only a right adjoint, but also a left
adjoint of F. The following result can be found in any book on categorpiheG is a left adjoint ofF if
and only if there exist natural transformations V = Nat(GF, 1) and{ € W = Nat(15,FG) such that

FoOM)olemy = lrmys 1)
Vo) ©G(UN) = lamy, )

forallM € C, N € D. In order to decide whethét or G is separable, or wheth¢F, G) is a Frobenius pair,
one has to investigate the natural transformatvrs Nat(GF, 1) andW = Nat(1,,FG). It often happens
that the natural transformations\thandW are determined by single maps. In this Section we illustfzite

in a classical situation and recover well-known resultsthincoming Sections more general situations are
considered.

Leti: R— She aring homomorphism, and IEt= e ®rS: Mr — Mg be the induction functor. The
restriction of scalars functds : Ms— Mg is a right adjoint of~. The unit and counit of the adjunction are

VM € Mg, nv: M—=>M®rS nuim=m®1,

VYN € Ms, en: NOrS— N, ey(n®s) =ns

Let us describ&/ andW. Givenv: GF — BV inV, it is not hard to prove that = vg: S— Ris left
and rightR-linear. Conversely, given a@-bimodule mapy : S— R, a natural transformation € V can be
constructed by

VM € MR, VM (M® s) = mu(s).

Thus we have
VV,= HomRvR(S, R) (3)



Now let( : 1,5, — FGbe inW. Thene= ze1® € = {s(1) € S®rSsatisfies
Yseae=Yewes 4)
for all s€ S. Conversely ife satisfies[4), then we can recower
YWNeMs, In: N=N®rS In(n)=ne e

In the sequel, we omit the summation symbol, and weitee! @ €2, where it is understood implicitely that
we have a summation. So we have

W=W ={e=e'®e® c SerS|s¢ @& =e' @ e’s, forallsc S}.
Combining all these data, we obtain the following result [8] for 1) and 2) and[]8] for 3))

Theorem 1.2 Leti: R— S be a ringhomomorphism, F the induction functor, and G thstriction of
scalars functor.

1) F is separable if and only if there exists a conditional etgtion, that isy € V; such thav(1) =1, i.e.
S/R is a split extension.

2) G is separable if and only if there exists a separabilitgrighotent, that is € W; such that & =1, i.e.
S/R is a separable extension.

3) (F,G) is a Frobenius pair if and only if there exigte V; and e W, such that

v(ehe? =elV(e?) = 1 (5)
Theoren{ 1]2 2) explains the terminology for separable fansctTheorenj 1].2 3) implies the following

Corollary 1.3 We use the same notation as in Theofer 1.2F I6) is a Frobenius pair, then S is finitely
generated and projective as a (right) R-module.

Proof. For all s€ S, we haves = séV(&?) = e'V(€s), hence{e!,V(e?s)} is a dual basis foB as a right
R-module. O

We have a similar property @& is separable. For the proof we refer ffo][24].

Proposition 1.4 With the same notation as in Theorem| 1.2, if S is an algebra@meemmutative ring R, S
is projective as an R-module and G is separable, then S islffrgenerated as an R-module.

Using other descriptions &f andW, we find other criteria foF andG to be separable or fgF,G) to be a
Frobenius pair. Let Hom(S,R) be the set of righR-module homomorphisms fro®to R. Homg(S,R) is
an (R, S)-bimodule:

(rfs)(t) =rf(ts), (6)

forall f € Homg(S,R),r € Randst € S
Proposition 1.5 Leti: R— S be a ringhomomorphism and use the notation introducedeabidven

V = Nat(GF, 1) &V, = Homg s(S, Homg(S, R)).



Proof. Definea; : Vi — V; as follows: forv € Vy, letay(v) = @: S— Homg(S,R)) be given by

P(s)(t) = (st).

Given@ € Vs, put o
a (9) = @(1).
We invite the reader to verify that; andoq1 are well-defined and that they are inverses of each other.

Proposition 1.6 Leti: R— S be a ringhomomorphism and assume that S is finitely gedeaiatbprojective
as a right R-module. Then, with the notation introduced &hov

W = Nat(1p,FG) =W, = Homg s(Homg(S,R), S).

Proof. Let {s,0;i | i = 1,---,m} be a finite dual basis d6 as a rightR-module. Then for alk € S and
f € Homgr(S,R),
s=Y soi(s) and f=Y f(s)o
25 2

Definef1 : Wy — W, by B1(e) = @, with

o(f) = f(eh)e,

for all f € Homg(S,R). To show thatpis a leftR-linear and rightS-linear map, take any € R, s€ Sand
compute

0(fs) = f(sé")e? = f(el)e?s= d(f)s,

o(rf) =y rf(eh)e =ro(f).
Conversely, fop € W, define
Brl(0)=e=Y s®0().

Then forallse S
Yseo)s = Ys@o(os)
| = IIZZS®¢(0i(S§)GJ‘)
= ﬁZsm(ss)M(cj)

= qu ®0j,
]

i.e.,ee W,. Finally, 31 andBIl are inverses of each other since

BL(BL(9))(F) =Ba(Y s@p(0n)(f) =5 f(s)d(0i) =5 d(f(s)0i) = 6 (),

B Zs®[31 Zs®cr. eh)e =3 soi(eh) v =e



Theorem 1.7 Leti: R— S be a ringhomomorphism. We use the notation introducedeabov

1) F: Mg — Msis separable if and only if there exispss V- such thatp(1)(1) = 1.

2) Assume that S is projective as a right R-module. Then Goarable if and only if S is finitely generated
as a right R-module and there exigis W, such that

> so(oi) =1

|
3) (F,G) is a Frobenius pair if and only if S is finitely generated andjpctive as a right R-module, and
Homg(S,R) and S are isomorphic aRR, S)-bimodules, i.e. R is Frobenius.

Proof. The result is a translation of Theordm]1.2 in term&pfandWs, using Propositiof 14 (for 2)) and
Corollary [I.B (for 3)). We prove one implication of 3). Assarthat(F,G) is a Frobenius pair. ¢From
Corollary[L.B, we know thaBis finitely generated and projective. Let V; ande € W; be as in part 3) of
Theoren{ I]2, and takg= a1 (V) € V,, = B1(e) € Wo. For all f € Homg(S,R) ands € S we have

@0@)(F)(9) = T(@(F)3) = V(1 (e)s) = F(U(&s) = F(se(e) = F(seW(eD)) = f (1)

and

(o 9)(S) = @(s)(e1)&r = V(seh)e? =V (el )ePs=s.

2 Entwined modules and Doi-Hopf modules

Let k be a commutative ringi a k-algebraC a (flat) k-coalgebra, ang): C® A — A®C ak-linear map.
We use the following notation, inspired by the Sweedler-tggan notation:

Y(cwa) =ay@cY.
If the mapy occurs more than once in the same expression, we als#' os&’ as summation indices, i.e.,
Ylecwa) =ayac? =ay oc?.

(A,C,u) is called a (right-right)entwining structuref the following conditions are satisfied for ale A
andceC,

(ab)y @ c¥ = ayby @ ¥, (7
ec(c¥)ay =ec(c)a, (8)
a{p®AC(CqJ) :anqJ(X)C?i)@Cl(pz)y (9)
yecd=1xc (10)

A k-moduleM together with a righ-action and a righ€-coaction satisfying the compatibility relation
p'(ma) = mgay ® mﬁ] (11)

is called arentwined moduleThe category of entwined modules afdinear C-colinear maps is denoted
by C=M (w)g. Animportant class of examples comes fr@ui-Koppinen-Hopf structuredA (right-right)
Doi-Koppinen-Hopf structure consists of a trigld, A,C), whereH is ak-bialgebraA a rightH-comodule
algebra, an€ a rightH-module coalgebra. Consider the mpp C® A — A®C given by

Y(c®a) = ag ®cay).
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Then(A,C, ) is an entwining structure, and the compatibility relatifid)(takes the form
p'(ma) = mgjayg ® Miyayy).- (12)

A k-module with anA-action and a-coaction satisfying[(]2) is called@oi-Koppinen-Hopf moduler a
Doi-Hopf module Doi-Koppinen-Hopf modules were introduced independeht Doi in [[L4] and Kop-
pinen in [21]. Properties of these modules were studiedneitely during the last decade, see elg] [10],
(L), [L2), [L3), [L4], [L%]. Another class of entwining sictures is related to coalgebra Galois extensions,
see [p] for details. Entwining structures were introduaeffji. Many properties of Doi-Hopf modules can
be generalized to entwined modules (see €. [B], [4]). Agh the most studied examples of entwined
modules (graded modules, Yetter-Drinfel’d modules, dioled, Hopf modules) are special cases of Doi-
Hopf modules, their properties can be formulated more elihgin the language of entwined modules.

The functorF : ¢ = M (Y)§ — Mx forgetting theC-coaction has a right adjoit@ = e  C. The structure
onG(M) =M ®Cis given by the formulae

pP'(M®c) = MRCrRCy), (13)
(m@c)a = mayecY. (14)

For later use, we list the unit and counit natural transfdiona describing the adjunction,
p: 1r—GF ande: FG— 1,

pm: M=M&C, pu(m) = mg®my,
EN=IN®E: N®C— N.

In particular,A®C € M ()§. A®C is also a leftA-module, the lefA-action is given bya(b® ¢) = abx c.
This makesA® C into an object ow\/[(tp)g, the category of entwined modules with an additional feft
action that is righ#A-linear and rightC-colinear.

The other forgetful functo®' : M (1)§ — M€ has a left adjoinE’ = e A. The structure off'(N) =N®A
is now given by

prn®a) = ng@ay@ny, (15)
(n@a)p = nxab (16)

The unit and counit of the adjunction are
w: F'G =1, andn: 15 — GF/,

v MRA—=A pv(m®a) =ma
nv: N=N®A nnin)=n®l
In particularG' (C) =C®A € M (Y)§. The maph: C® A— A®C is a morphism inM (p)§. C® Ais also
a left C-comodule, the lefC-coaction being induced by the comultiplication @n This coaction is right

A-linear and rightC-colinear, and thu€ ® A is an object oiCM(Lp)g, the category of entwined modules
together with a righA-linear rightC-colinear leftC-coaction.



3 Thefunctor forgetting the coaction

Let (A,C, ) be a right-right entwining structuré; : M(w)ﬁ — Mp the functor forgetting the coaction,
andG = e ® C its adjoint. In [1B] necessary and sufficient conditions (l6yG) to be a Frobenius pair are
given (in the Doi-Hopf case; the results were generalizetthécentwining case ir][3]), under the additonal
assumption that is projective as &module. In this Section we give an alternative characéion that also
holds if C is not necessarily projective, and we find a new proof of tiseilts in [IB] and[[B]. The method
of proof is the same as in Sectifn 1, i.e., based on explisitrijgtions ofV andW. These descriptions can
be found in [Ip], [I]L] and[J4] in various degrees of geneyalifo keep this paper self-contained, we give
a sketch of proof. We first investigaté= Nat(GF,1.-). LetV; be thek-module consisting of ak-linear
mapsd : C®C — Asuch that -

B(ced)a = aywd(c’®d¥), (17)
9(C®d(1))®d(2) = e(c(2>®d)¢®c?’1). (18)

Proposition 3.1 The mam : V — V; given bya(v) = 6, with
B(c®d) = (Ia®ec)(Vazc(la®c®d)), (19)
is an isomorphism of k-modules. The invensé (8) = v is defined as followsvy : M®C — M is given by
Vm(M& €) = M B(my ® ¢). (20)
Proof. Considerv = vagc andv = vega. Due to the naturality of and (J) there is a commutative diagram

v € |
COARC 2 v CoAC2A A

PRlc U] Ia

IA®ec

V
ARC®C — ARC A

Write A = (Ia®&c) oV andA = (ec @ 1a) ov. Then it follows that

B(cwd)=Ac®lxd)=A(lecxd).

We have seen before thatw C € oM (P)S. Itis easy to prove thaBF(A®C) = AR CRC € aM () - the
left A-action is induced by the multiplication id - andv is a morphism imM(qJ)g. Thusv andA are left
and rightA-linear, and

B(ced)a A1eced)a=A(aywc’ @d?)
agwd(1oc® @d¥) = ayb(c* @ dY),

proving (IT). To prove[(18), we first observe ti@ak A, GF(C®A) =CRC®A € SM (P)§, the leftC-
coaction is induced by comultiplication @ in the first factor. Alsov is a morphism irFM(qJ)ﬁ, and we
conclude thav is left and rightC-colinear. Takee,d € C, and put

v(c®d®1):2ci®a.
|
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Writing down the condition thai is left C-colinear, and then applyingt: to the second factor, we find that

Ci1) ®B(Cpy ®d) = 2ci®a =V(crdxl). (22)
|

Sincev is also rightC-colinear,

V(c®1l®dy)®dg) = zci(l) & Qg ®Ciqzz)
|

and, applyingec to the second factor, we find

B(c®dy) @dp) =W(} c@a), (22)

and [IB) follows from[(31) and (2). This proves that thera vgell-defined may : V — V;.

To show that the map—! defined by [20) is well-defined, takkc Vi, M € ¢, and letvy be given by
(R9). It needs to be shown tha € C, i.e.,vum is right A-linear and righC-colinear, and that is a natural
transformation. The right-linearity follows from {1F), and the righ€-colinearity from [1B). Given any
morphismf : M — N in C, one easily checks that for atie M andc e C

Un(f(m)®c) = f(mg)B(my ®c) = f(mgd(my ®c)) = f(vm(m=c)),
i.e.,v is natural. The verification that anda 1 are inverses of each other is left to the reader. O
Now we give a description &V = Nat(1,,,FG). Let
W ={zc A®C|az=za forallac A},
ie.,z=3ya ®q cW ifand only if
Zaa@q:Za.aw@cl‘“. (23)

Proposition 3.2 Let (A,C,) be a right-right entwining structure. Then there is an isoptosm of k-
modules3: W — W, given by

B(Q) = Ca(1). (24)
The inverse oBisB~1(Sja ®c) =, with{y : N — N®C given by
{n(n) = Zna ®q. (25)

Proof. We leave the details to the reader; the proof relies on theahat, is left and rightA-linear. O

In [LQ], Propositiong 3]1 ar{d 3.2 are used to determine wiherfunctorF and its adjoiniG are separable.

Theorem 3.3 Let F: M ()§ — Ma be the forgetful functor, and &  ® C its adjoint.
F is separable if and only if there exidis= V; such that

BolAc =¢c.

G is separable if and only if there exists=z5 | & ® ¢, € Wy such that

Zac(q)a =1
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Proof. This follows immediately from Propositiofis L[1,]3.1 3.2 a

Next we show that the fact théF,G) is a Frobenius pair is also equivalent to the existence @i, and
z < W, but now satisfying different normalizing conditions.

Theorem 3.4 Let F: M (1)§ — Ma be the forgetful functor, and & e @ C its adjoint. ThenF,G) is a
Frobenius pair if and only if there exigtc V; and z= 5, a ® ¢ € Wy such that the following normalizing
condition holds, for all d= C:

ec(d)l = Zale(cl ®d) (26)

- Za,we(d‘“@;q). (27)

Proof. Suppose thatF, G) is a Frobenius pair. Then there exist€ V and{ € W such that|[{{{2) hold. Let
8=oa(v) €Vy, andz= 5,8 ®c = B({) € Wi. Then [IL) can be rewritten as

(3 maea) = S moayb(my ®g) =m, (28)

forallme M € M ()§. TakingM =C®A, m=d® 1, one obtaing(27).
For allne N € Mx ande C, one has

Vem(@@(n@d) = vem (3 naoaed)
- Z(na ®61(1))8(Ci(2) ©d)
= Znae(Q(z)@d)w@Cﬁzl)

@@ = Zna 6(a @dy) @dg

and [2) can be written as
nod= Zna 8(c ®d1)) ®d), (29)

forallne N € Mp andd € C. TakingN = Aandn = 1, one obtains

lod= Zaqe(q ®d1)) ®diz).

Applying &c to the second factor, one finds]26).
Conversely, suppose th@tc Vi andz € W; satisfy (26) and[(37).[(27) implie$ (28), arid](26) implig§)2
Letv =a~%(8), = B~%(2). Then (L[R) hold, andF, G) is a Frobenius pair. O

In [LJ] it is shown that if(H,A,C) is a Doi-Hopf structureA is faithfully flat as ak-module, andC is
projective as &-module, therC is finitely generated. The next proposition shows that, @, fane does not
need the assumption thatis projective.

Proposition 3.5 Let(A,C, ) be a right-right entwining structure. (fF,G) is a Frobenius pair, then &C
is finitely generated and projective as a left A-module.
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Proof. Let® andz= 3, & ® ¢ be as in Theorerpn 3.4. Then for dlkc C,

1od = Yd®l)
= l.lJ(d()@E(d( ))1)
e = Zw( ) @ ay8(d )®Cl))

@ = Zalwwe ) @ a)w @di)
® = 2 38 (d*) g @ 0w @ ()

@ = Zalwe(dw®0|(1))®0|(z)-

Write ¢(1) ® ¢(2) zj 10lj ®c’j and for alll, j consider the map
gj: A®C— A, 0jj(a®d)=aaydd’®aq)).

Then for allae Aandd € C,
a®d= chj (azd)(1ed)),

so{0|,,1®cf [I=1,---,n, j=1,---,m} is afinite dual basis foA® C as a leftA-module. O
In some situations, one can conclude @as finitely generated and projective ag-anodule.

Corallary 3.6 Let(A,C, ) be a right-right entwining structure, and assume tfRtG) is a Frobenius pair.

1) If Ais faithfully flat as a k-module, then C is finitely gestexd as a k-module.

2) If Ais commutative and faithfully flat as a k-module, thas fnitely generated projective as a k-module.
3) If kis a field, then C is finite dimensional as a k-vector gpac

4) If A=K, then C is finitely generated projective as a k-module.

Proof. 1) With notation as in Propositidn 3.5, et be thek-module generated by the . Then for alld € C,

1®d=20”(1®d)®c{j e A M.

SinceA is faithfully flat, it follows thatd € M, henceM = C is finitely generated.

2) From descent theory: iflemodule becomes finitely generated and projective afteitladidly flat com-
mutative base extension, then it is itself finitely genatated projective.

3) Follows immediately from 1): sindeis a field,A is faithfully flat as ak-module, andC is projective as a
k-module.

4) Follows immediately from 2). d

Now we want to recove]}3, Theorem 2.4] affd [3, Propositii}. Assume that is finitely generated and
projective as &-module, and le{d;,d’ | i =1,---,m} be a finite dual basis f&. ThenC* ® A can be made
into an object quM(LIJ)% as follows: for alla,b,b’ € A, ¢c* € C*,

bc'@a)y = Y (c,d")d @ byat, (30)

plc@a) = Sdxcayed’ (31)
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This can be checked directly. An explanation for this at §iight artificial structure is given in Sectifh 5. We
now give alternative descriptions fagrandw. Recall from [1P] that there are many possibilities to ditscr

V. As we have seen, a natural transformatioaV is completely determined 1. Nevertheless, the maps

V, v, A or A (with notation as in Propositioh 3.1) are possible altéveat The map\: C® A®C — A
inducesp: A®C — C*®A=Hom(C,A). This is the map we need. At some place it is convenient to use
C* @ A as the image space, at some other we prefer ({@). Note thatpis given by

Plazc)(d) =Adoawc)=AayedY®c) =a,8(d¥®c),

or
Panc) =Y d @ay8(d’ ©c). (32)

It turns out thatpis a morphism irAM,S. More specifically, one has

Proposition 3.7 Let(A,C, ) be aright-right entwining structure. If C is a finitely gea¢éed and projective
k-module, then
V=V =V, = Hom A(A®C,C'RA).

The isomorphism ig1 : Vi — Vs, with a1(8) = @ given by [3R). The inverse af is
o; 1 (@) (d @) = 91w c)(d). (33)
Proof. We first show thatpc V,. For alla,b € A andc € C, we have
bplawc) = b(z o @ ay0(d? ®c)>
= 3 (d,d}')d; @ bwayB(d’ @)
1]
= 3 di@byayd(d’ ®0)
]
™ = ; di ® (ba)yB(d} @ c)
= @baxc)=g@bla®c)),
proving thatgis left A-linear. It is also righiA-linear because
Panch = Sd@ayb(d’@cb
|
@ = Z 0 @ aybyyd(d @ c*)
@ = JdeEbs (d* ®c*)
= ®(aby ®c*)=gawch).
Notice that the dual basis f@ satisfies the following equality (the proof is left to thedeg):

ZA Jed’ =% ded®d «d]. (34)
I’J

12



Using this equality one computes

Pl@ase) = p(yd wasd so)

B) = Zd**d* (awedq’@c))w@d}“
B = yde (ay8(d?y 20) @ty
™ = Zd*®a¢w9( ®C)qﬂ®d%ﬂp
® = >deas (d") 2 @ )w @ ()
1y = Zdi*®a¢e(di”’®c(1))®c(2)

= Qa®cm)) ®Cp).

This proves thapis rightC-colinear. Conversely, givep< V5, first one needs to show théit= oql((_p) eVs.
It is now more convenient to work with Ho(€, A) rather tharC* ® A. For f € Hom(C,A), b,/ € A, (B9)
can be rewritten as

(bfH)(c) = by f(c)b'. (35)
Take anyc,d € C, a € Aand compute
Bced)a = ((_p(l® d)(c))a
B = (e(=da)(c)

(pisrightA-linean = @ay®d¥)(c)
(@is left Alinean = (awcp(1®d‘“) (c)
@ = aw(a1ed) @)
= aye(c’@d¥).

This proves tha satisfies[(1]7). Before proving (18), we look at the rightoactionp’ on f =c*®ac
Hom(C,A) = C* @ A. Write p' (f) = fig ® f3) € Hom(C,A) @ C. Using (31), we find, for alt € C,

fge)®fy = z<di**C*vC>a*IJdiw

= 3w cp)ad’

This means that for alf € Hom(C,A)
fio(C) @ fiy = W(cy @ f(c)). (36)
This can be used to show tHasatisfies[(18). Explicitly,
B(cy @d)y@cl, = W(cw @8(cp @d))
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B = ol=xd)p (c)®<p(1®d)
(pisrightC-colinea) = @1l®dy))(c)®
= 6(c®d( ))@d(z).

It remains to be shown that; andoql are inverses of each other. First tédke V;. Then for allc,d € C,

a1 (8)(1®c)(d)
= 3 (d,d)18(d’ @ o)
= el(d ®0C).

((o*oa)(8))(dec)

Finally, foroc V,, ac Aandc,d € C:

((aearh@)@eoid) = Yid dayor (@(d «o)

= 3 (o dyayploc)(d)

= ay@lec)(d)
= (ap(l®c))(d) =@laxc)(d).

Now we give an alternative description fb.

Proposition 3.8 Let C be finitely generated and projective as a k-module. Then
W =W =W, = HomkG (C* ® A,A® C).

The isomorphisn; : Wy — W5 is given byB1(z) = @with

p(c ®a) = Za'aw® CRCTENE 6

and the inverse d8; is given by

BiH0) =@e®1). (37)

Proof. We have to show thdti(z) = @ is left and rightA-linear and rightC-colinear. For alic* € C* and
a,beA,

d(c*®ab) = Za. (ab)y ® (c*,cjr2 )> o

@ = Za.awbup®<c S(2)
_ (Zalam c,cj<2>>°ljp<1>>b
— ¢(C*®a)b>
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proving that® is right A-linear. The proof of lefA-linearity goes as follows:
O(b(c' ®a)) = Z¢(cd¢&®m@
= Z(C 7diw>al(bwa)w®<di*aC|(2)>C|q(J1)
B
@ = Z(C*vdiw>al byyay ® <di*>C|(2)>C|q(Jf§/
l
= Z(c C|( )>a4bwanp/®c|( )
® = 3E@aahare @)
@ = 3 @ebaavs )
= bd(c*®a).
Next one needs to show thatis right C-colinear. Using[(36), one finds
W(cea)g)@(C@a)y = Y ad xC" ®ay) ®d’
|
= Zalaqw® {0+, q )0y ®d?
I
- Za,aqu@(d-* C2) (€G30t @ Y
i:C(2)/(C,C(3))C1) ¥
I
= Z aagw © (€, 03 )Gy © Cquz)
@ = Zaaw@@ (c",012) ()0 ® (&) )
= p(e(c'®a)).
Conversely, letpe W, and putz= @(e® 1) = 5, & ® ¢ . Using (30), we see thai(e ® 1) = (e® 1)a, for all
acA henceaz=ag(e®1l) =@pact®l) =@((s®@1)a) = ple® l)a=za andzc W;.
Takez=3,a ®¢ € Wi. Then

B (B1(2) Zallq@ (&.02 >>C|q21>

Finally, takep € W5, and writeﬁil((p) =@e®l) =3 a®q.C'®AandA®C are rightC-comodules and
left C*-modules. Sinc@is right A-linear, rightC-colinear and lefC*-linear,

pc®a)=0c ®la=(c"-pcx®l))a Za.@q
= (Cap) Y aa o) =Ri(2)(c ®a)
and it follows thatp= B1(2) = B1(B;*(9)), as required. O
Suppose thet is finitely generated and projective ag-anodule. ¢From Propositign 8.7, it follows tHat
is separable if and only if there exists a mag Vo = HomgA (A®C,C*®A) such thatp(1® ¢ () (c1)) =
g(c)1, for allc € C. In the Doi-Hopf case, this implies the Maschke Theoren|&i.[INow we apply the

same procedure to determine wHénG) is a Frobenius pair.
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Theorem 3.9 Consider an entwining structur@d,C, ), and assume that C is finitely generated projective
as a k-module. Let F M(w)ﬁ — Mp be the functor forgetting the C-coaction, and=Ge ® C be its right
adjoint. Then the following statements are equivalent:

1) (F,G) is a Frobenius pair.

2) There exist z Y a ® ¢ € Wy and6 € V; such that the maps

0: C"®A—A®C and @: AQC—C"®A,
given by
Qc'®a) = Zaaw®<c*,c.(2)>c;‘gl>, (38)
Pawe) = Sdwald ec), (39)
i

are inverses of each other.
3) C*® A and Az C are isomorphic as objects M (P)S.

Proof. 1) = 2). Letze W, and6 € V; be as in Theorerf 3.4. Them= B1(2) andg = a1(0) are morphisms

in AM (V)§, and
AN =0 = 3o Dayd(d’ ©q)
en = de@s(dﬂl:a@l.
’
The fact thatp and@ are rightA-linear and lefC*-linear implies thatpo @ = Ica. Similarly, for allc € C,
p(lwc) = (P(Z 4" ®6(di ®c))

= Zal B(di ®c)y ® (df, CI(2)>C|1121)
l

= Za 9(C|(2) X C)qJ ® Clqzl)
@ = Zaae(c®c<1>)®c(2>
B8 = e(cy)lxecy)

= 1®c.

Since@ and@are leftA-linear, o @ = Iaxc.
2) = 3). Obvious, sincepand@are inaM ().
3)=1). Letgp: C*®A— A®C be the connecting isomorphism, and put @e® 1) =584 @¢ € W,

8 =07 (¢) € Vi. Applying (32) and[(37), one finds
epl=g N pEexl) =Y deaydd @a).
|

Evaluating this equality at € C, one obtains[(27). For ati€ C,
loc=go '(1ec) = Zale(q ® 1) ®Crz)-

Applying ¢ to the second factor, one finds](26). Theofenh 3.4 implies(fa) is a Frobenius pair. O
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Remark 3.10 Recently M. Takeuchi observed that entwined modules canidweed as comodules over
certain corings. This observation has been exploitefl]indSlerive some properties of coring counterparts
of functorsF andG. It is quite clear that the procedure applied in Secfion Ixteresion and restriction
of scalars can be adapted to functors associated to coteaghng to a generalization of the results in this
Section. This will be the subject of a future publication.

4 Thefunctor forgetting the A-action

Again, let (A,C, ) be a right-right entwining structure. The functef : M ()§ — M€ forgetting the
A-action has a left adjoirfe’. The unitu and the counit) of the adjunction are given at the end of Secfion 2.

Lemma4.l Let M€ aM (W)§, N € CM (). Then PG/ (M) € aM (W)§ and GF’ € CM (). The left
structures are given by

a(mab) =amab and p'(n@b) = n_y@ng b,
for all a,b € A, me M, ne N. Furthermore , is left A-linear, andvy is left C-colinear.
Now writeV’' = Nat(G'F’, 14.c), W' = Nat(1-,F'G'). Following the philosophy of the previous Sections, we
give more explicit descriptions & andW’. We do not give detailed proofs, however, since the argusnent

are dual to the ones in the previous Section. Let

Vi ={8 € (CoA)" | 9(ca) ®ay)cy = 3(cr @a)cy), forallce Cac A} (40)

Proposition 4.2 The mapx : V' — V], a(V') = €ovc is an isomorphism.
Proof. Details are left to the reader. Givéne V’, for N € M€, the natural mapy : N®@A— Nis
w(n®a) = §(ng ®ang
]

For anyk-linear mape: C — A®A andc € C, we use the notatioe(c) = €'(c) ® €(c) (summation
understood). LetV] be thek-submodule of HomiC, A ® A) consisting of maps satisfying

e (cy) @ €(Cn) ®Cry = €(Cr)y®E(Cr)w ), (41)
elc)ee(c)a = ayet(c?) @ (). (42)

Proposition 4.3 The ma3: W' — W, given by

BI) = (e@1a®la)olpgco(Na®lc)
= (la®e®la)olcgpao (lc®na)

is an isomorphism. Given@W,, I = B~1(e) is recovered from e as follows: for M M (p)§,

Qu(m) = mge’(myy) © (my).
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Proof. We show thaf is well-defined, leaving other details to the reader. Ca@rsidcommutative diagram

lc®na C Loan

C QA —5>CRA®A

lc U] P Ia

/
ZA®C

|
A% Ao SAC AnCoA

C

The maph = {0 (Ic®@Na) is left and rightC-colinear. WriteA(c) = ¥, ¢ ® & ® &. Then
) @A(CR) = 5 G @G ©a e F.
I

Applying € to the second factor, one finds
C1y® e(c(z)) = X(C)

The rightC-colinearity ofA implies that

MNea)®cy = Say@dyed”
|

= 81(0(2))¢®€2(C(2))w®cl(l£;,

and hence prove$ (41). To proye](42) note that {),.c o (Na® Ic) is left and rightA-linear, hence

o) eé(c)a = (Ia®e®a)(lhsc((1®0)a))
(Ia®e®@1a)(Caec(ay®c?)

= ay(la®e®1a)({agc(l®c?)

aye'(c¥) @ (cY).
g
Proposition 4.4 Let(A,C, ) be a right-right entwining structure.
1F =exA: MC— M(P)S is separable if and only if there exisbsc V; such that for all o= C,
J(c®1) =¢g(c). (43)
2)G': M(Lp)g — M€ is separable if and only if there exists=&V; such that for all c= C,
et(c)é?(c) =¢(c)L. (44)
3) (F/,G) is a Frobenius pair if and only if there exi8te V| and ec W, such that
e0)l = 9(cy@e'(cy))e(cp) (45)
= 9(cl @€(c)e (cr)w- (46)
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Proof. We only prove 3). If(F’,G’) is a Frobenius pair, then there exi$te V' and{’ € W’ such that[(1)
and () hold. Take} € V] ande € W, corresponding to’ andZ’ and write down[(1) applied to® 1 with
neNe MC,

N® 1= ((Vy®la) 0 lyea)) (N® 1) = (g @ €' (N ) )N @ €X(Ng))). (47)
TakingN = C, n= c, and applyingc to the first factor, one obtaing {45). Conversely} i€ V] ande e W[
satisfy (45), then[(47) is satisfied for &llc 2, and (1) follows since} ® I and{y., are rightA-linear.
Now write down [2) applied tone M € M (),

M= (Vi mea) © G (G)) (M) = B(M @ €(Mz))mget (M) (48)

TakeM =C®A, m=c® 1, and applyec to the first factor. This gived (#6). Conversely3difc V| and
e c W, satisfy [4p), then application of (46) to the second andltfactors inm @ myy ® 1, and therec to
the second factor shows tht](48) holds foMalE 2/ (). Finally note that|é8) is equwalent tg (2). O

Inspired by the results in the previous Section, we ask thefmg question: assuming=’,G') is a Frobe-
nius pair, when isA finitely generated projective askamodule. We give a partial answer in the next
Proposition. We assume thadtis bijective (cf. [2, Section 6]). In the Doi-Hopf case, ttigstrue if the
underlying Hopf algebréd has a twisted antipode. The inversalois then given by the formula

Y (a®c) = cSay)) ® ).

Proposition 4.5 Let (A,C,{) be a right-right entwining structure. With notation as abpwassume that
(F',G@) is a Frobenius pair. If there exists&C such thate(c) = 1, and if Y is invertible, with inverse
b=y~ 1: A®C— C®A, then Ais finitely generated and projective as a k-module.

Proof. Observe first thatA,C, 9) is a left-left entwining structure. This means tha{ (7-16)dh but with A
andC replaced byA°P andC®°P. In particular,

e(chay = e(0)a (49)
ay QA = a¢(p®c‘g’1)®czp2>. (50)

This can be seen as follows: rewrif¢ (8) afjd (9) as commetaizgrams, reverse the arrows, and replace
by ¢. Then we have[(#9) anfl (50) in diagram form. Nowdix C such thag(c) = 1. Then for alla € A,

a=¢(c)a = &(c)ay
B = ()@ (c)p)E(h)2)a
B = 9(ch)@e(ch))E () an
B = () @ane(ch))EC)
O=u" = 9, 2xe(cr))E ().

Write (| ® e)A(c) =S, c@b®a e CR A®A. Fori=1,---,m, definea € A* by
(a.8) =9 (c! @ agh).
Then{a,a | i =1,---,m} is a finite dual basis oA as ak-module. O

From now on we assume thatis finitely generated and projective with finite dual ba§#,a" | i =
1,---,m}. The proof of the next Lemma is straightforward, and theeefeft to the reader.
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Lemma4.6 Let (A C,) be a right-right entwining structure, and assume that A igdip generated and
projective as a k-module. Theri AC € CM(qJ)g. The structure is given by the formulae

(*®C)b = (a' bya)a @c¥, (51)
p@®c) = a®cy®Cpy), (52)
plaee = (@ ay)cheaach. (53)

We now give alternative descriptions\éf andwW’.

Proposition 4.7 Let (A,C,W) be a right-right entwining structure, and assume that A igdlp generated
and projective as a k-module. Then there is an isomorphism

Bi(e) = Q, with
Q& ®0) = (&, (ci2) y)Cy, @ E(Cz)-

The inverse of; is given byBIl(Q) = e with
=Y a®(ec®la)Q@ ®c).
|

Proof. We first prove thaB; is well-defined.
a)B1(e) = Qs right A-linear: for alla* € A*, ce C andb € A, we have

Q((@@ch) = 3 (a' bya)Qa @c?)

= Y (@ bya) (&, e (c¥))w)(c¥) ) @ €((c¥) )
= (@, bye((c¥)2)w) () @ €((¢¥)2)

)2
b wich) ®e2< )

@ = (@ byye'(c
@ = (@ (yech))wich (cgg)>
B = (@€ (1>®e2< @)b

; Q( ®c)b.

b) B1(e) = Q is rightC-colinear: for alla* € A* andc € C, we have

Q@ ®c) = (a,e (e (ch @ (c)
= <a*,e1<0<>>w><c?’> 2€(C)w @ ()
® = (@ecewich 2 Celvach
By = <a*ael(C(2))w'>C?J1/)®ez( 2) ®C3)

= Q(a*®c(1))®c(2).
c) B1(e) = Qs left C-colinear: for alla* € A* andc € C, we have
pl (Q(a* ® C)) = (a*’ el(C(z))qJ>(Cl(p1))(l) ® (Cl(pl))(z) ® ez(C(z))
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@ = (@ e Ccew)ch @, o)
= Y (@ a)(a, ey )dh o ch © € (cs)

= Z(a*,ai¢>c‘(“1) ®Q(af ®c).

The proof tha; }(Q) = e satisfies [41) and (B2) is left to the reader. The nfapandP;* are inverses of
each other since

B BE)(C) = Sam(ecwla)d, ecy)y)ch ®E(c)
= Yao @ e(cy)yc(ch) ()
= (&€ (c)a®e(c) =€) @),

BB W)@ @) = (@, (a)y)ch @ (ec@I)QE )
(@&

= (c@ec®la) (@, (@)y)ch @ Qa ©¢p))
(lc®ec®Ia)p (Q(a" ®0))
= Q(a'®c).

At the last step, we used that for ale C anda € A,
(lc®ec®la)p (coa) =cwa.

0

Proposition 4.8 Let (A,C,y) be a right-right entwining structure If A is a finitely genésd projective
k-module, then the map
ar: V] = Vs =HomC(CoA,A*®C),

defined by (9) = Q, with B
Q(c®a) = (9,¢cq) @ aya)a ® Cl(pz)

is an isomorphism. The inverseaf is given byoql(ﬁ) =9 with
d(c®a) = (Q(c®a),la®Ec).

Proof. We first show thati; is well-defined. Také € V/, and leta;(9) = Q.
a) Q is right A-linear since for alh,b € Aandc € C,

Q(coap = ;wc 1 @ aya) (&, bway)a] @ ¢y
= 20000 o abuaya e cy
m = ;ﬁc (ab)ya;) ]-‘®c‘(“2>

= Q(c®ab).
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b) Q is right C-colinear since for alh € Aandc € C,

P'(Qcwa) = (e @aya)d ®(ch)m® (ch)e

@ = S(cwoawala ochody
= 5(0(1)®aw)®c(2)

c) Q is left C-colinear since for alh € A andc € C,

W

P (Qcwa) = ZS 1 ®aya) (@, ajw)(ch)) 1) @8 @ (Cy)

* /Lp *
® = 3oCwoawa a) (& aw)clh) @a@ch

/LIJ %
= Z () ® awajwct“z) ®aj® c‘(”a)
]

m = ;8 @ (aya))y)ch @ a @ cy
By = ;8 2 ®3yay)Cy) ©a) @y
= ¢y ®Q(cy®a).

Conversely, giver, we have to show thal[l(ﬁ) = 9 satisfies [(40). Take any® a € C® A and write

Q(c®a) =3 bf ®d € A*®C. SinceQ is right and leftC-colinear, we have
_ " .
Qe @ay) ®CH = Zbl ® 1) @di(2),

Cu)®@Q(cp ®a) = Z(naw L, ®8 ®diy

Therefore we can compute

(e @ajcy = (Qcp ®a),la®e)cy)
= Zblaauu &, 1) (e, d2)d),

- Zbllw

= <Q( ®a¢) 1A®€C> (2)
= 9(cw @ay)ch

I
5™

Thus [4D) follows. Finally, we show that; andoq1 are inverses of each other.
ar (0u(3))(c@a) = (3(c) @ ayai)a ©Cly), lawec) = 9(cy) ©aa) (&, 1a)
We know that; (a;1(Q)) is right A-linear. Hence suffices it to show that
a(o; H(Q))(c®l) =cwl,
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for all c € C. From (51), we compute
((a*®c)b,1a®ec) = (a°,b)e(c) = (a* @ c,b®ec).

Now write Q(c® 1) = 5, & ® ¢, and compute

ar(a; (@) (e®l) = Q) @a),la®ec)d @ oy
= (Q(cu ®1)a+®8c:>31 ®Cp)
= §(c®1)[0],a ®ec)aqy ®Q(c®1)[]

(ar,a)(&,C(1))& ®Cr(2)

Q
Q
r

a®c=Q(Ccxl).
r

O
Theorem 4.9 Let(A,C, ) be a right-right entwining structure, and assume that A igdly generated and

projective as a k-module. With notation as above, we havéottmving properties:
1) F' is separable if and only if there exisBs € V, such that for all o= C,

<§(C® l), 1a® Sc> = Sc(C).
2) G is separable if and only if there exigBs< W, such that for all c= C,

Y ai(ec®@1a)Q(a ®¢) = &c(C)1.

3) The following assertions are equivalent:

a) (F',G@) is a Frobenius pair.

b) There exist & W[, & € V] such thatQ = B1(e) andQ = a1 (8) are inverses of each other.
¢) A" ®C and C® A are isomorphic objects tha/ (p)§.

Proof. We only provea) = b) in 3). First we show tha® is a left inverse of2. SinceQo Q is right A-linear,
it suffices to show that

QQc®1) = Za Q(af ®¢z)
- Za 1) ©a)(& €5 (Cz)y)Cly) © € (C(a)

= 9(cw ®ee)y)ch © € (c)
BD = S(co @eN(ce)w)ch @E(ca)
By = col

To show thalQ is a right inverse of we use thaf o Q is right C-colinear and conclude that it suffices to
show that for allc € C anda* € A*,

(Ia @ €0)(Q(Q(a* ©0))) = ec(c)a’.
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Both sides of the equation are Af, so the proof is completed if we show that both sides are eghah
evaluated at an arbitraye A. Observe that

Q@ @e) = Y (&, e (cr)w)d((ch)m @ e )va)a @ (¢

hence

as required. d

5 Thesmash product

Let (B,A R) be a factorization structure (sometimes also called a swaististed tensor product structure,
cf. [BT1[R3, pp. 299-300[[T6]). This means thatand B are k-algebras and th&®: A®B — B®Ais a
k-linear map such that for afl,c € A, b,d € B,

Rlac®b) = brr®@acg, (54)
Rla®bd) = brd ®ag, (55)
Ra®ls) = 1z®a, (56)

R(1a®b) = b®1a. (57)

We use the notatioR(a® b) = bgr ® ar. B#rA is thek-moduleB & A with new multiplication
(b#a) (d#c) = bdr#arc.

B#gA is an associative algebra with unig#ls if and only if (54{5f) hold. In this Section we want to
examine wherB#gA/A and B#zA/B are separable or Frobenius. This will be a direct applicatibthe
results in the second part of Sectidn 1.

In Sectio]L, takdR = A, S= B#gA. Forv € V; = Homgr(S,R), definek : B — A by

K(b) = V(b#1).
Thenv can be recovered form, sincev(b#a) = k(b)a. Furthermore
aKk(b) = av(b#1) = V(br#ar) = k(br)ar

and we find that
V=V, ngZ{KZ B—>A| a.K(b) :K(bR)aR}. (58)
Now we simplify the description oV =W, C (B#gA) ®a (B#rA). Note that there is &-module isomor-
phism
Y (B#RA) ®/_\(B#RA) — B®RB®A,
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defined by

y((b#a) ® (d#c)) = b®dr®arC,
ylbedec) = (b#l) e (d4).

LetWs = y(W;) C B B A. Takee = b' @ b’ ®a? ¢ B® B® A (summation implicitely understood). Then
ecW; if and only if (4) holds, for alls = b#1 ands = 1#a with b € Banda € A, if and only if

bb'ob?wa® = blobfbreag, (59)
(bHr® (b2)r ®agd® = b'e@b’®a’a, (60)

for alla € A, b € B. This implies isomorphisms
W=W =W ={e=b'e®b’®a’c B BoA| (59) and(BQ) hold}. (61)
Using these descriptions ¥fandw, we find immediately that Theorefn ]L.2 takes the followingrfor

Theorem 5.1 Let(B,A,R) be a factorization structure over a commutative ring k.
1) B#rA/Ais separable (i.e. the restriction of scalars functor @/gs.a — Ma is separable) if and only if
there exists e= b @ b? ® a2 € W; such that

blb? v a? = 1g® 1a € B®A. (62)

2) B#rA/Ais split (i.e. the induction functor F Ma — Mpsa is Separable) if and only if there existse V3
such that
K(lB) = 1a. (63)

3) B#rA/A is Frobenius (i.e(F,G) is Frobenius pair) if and only if there exigte Vs, e € W5 such that
(bR k(b')ra® = bt @ k(b?)a? = 1g ® 1a. (64)

Theoren{ 1]7 can be reformulated in the same style. Notide tha

Homg(S,R) = Homa (B#rA,A) = Hom(B,A).
Hom(B,A) has the following(A, B#zA)-bimodule structure (cf.[|6)):

(cf(b#a))(d) = cf(db)a,

for all a,c € C andb,d € B. From Propositiof 1}5, we deduce that

V =V, =V, = Homa giea (B#RA,Hom(B,A)). (65)
If Bis finitely generated and projective ag&-aodule, then we find using Propositipn]1.6

W 2 Wh 22 W, = Homa iea (HOM(B, A), B#rA). (66)

Theoren{ 1]7 now takes the following form:
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Theorem 5.2 Let (B,A,R) be a factorization structure over a commutative ring k, asduane that B is
finitely generated and projective as a k-module. {f&tb’ | i = 1,---,m} be a finite dual basis for B.
1) B#rA/A is separable if and only if there exists &, B#zrA)-bimodule magp: Hom(B,A) = B*® A —
B#rA such that

Z(bi#l)(p(bi*#l) =1g®1a.

2) B#rA/A is split if and only if there exists aif\, B#rA)-bimodule magp: B#zA — Hom(B,A) such that

O(16#14)(1g) = 1a.

3) B#rA/A is Frobenius if and only if B2 A and BfrA are isomorphic agA, B#zA)-bimodules. This is also
equivalent to the existence 0k Vs, e = b @ b? ® a® € Ws such that the maps

@: Hom(B,A) — B#A, of) =f(b})b?#e

and
@: B#rA — Hom(B,A), ¢(b#3(d) =k(bdk)ar

are inverses of each other.

The same method can be applied to the extenBiggA/B. There are two ways to proceed: as above,
but applying the left-handed version of TheorEn] 1.7 (leff dght separable (resp. Frobenius) extension
coincide). Another possibility is to use “op”-arguments. R: A® B — B® A makes(B,A R) into a
factorization structure, then

R: B®®A% — AP BoP

makes(A%, B°°, R) into a factorization structure. It is not hard to see thatetie an algebra isomorphism
(A%P#B°P)P = BHfpA.

Using the left-right symmetry again, we find thB#zA/B is Frobenius if and only if A°P#sB°P)°P/B is
Frobenius if and only if A°P#sB°P) /B is Frobenius, and we can apply Theordm$ 5.1[arld 5.2. We invite
the reader to write down explicit results.

Our final aim is to link the results in this Section to the one§éction[B, at least in the case of finitely
generated, projectivB. Let (A,C, ) be a right-right entwining structure, wil@ finitely generated and
projective, and puB = (C*)°P. Let{ci,c i =1,...,n} be a dual basis fa€. There is a bijective correspon-

dence between right-right entwining structufdsC, ¢) and smash product structur@©P, A R). Randy
can be recovered from each other using the formulae

Rawc) =Y (c,c')qoay,  wcwa) =S ((¢)r0)c®ar,

Moreover, there are isomorphisms of categories
M ()5 = Maga and aM (D)% 22 aMasa.

In particular,B#gA can be made into an object g (lp)ﬁ, and this explains the structure 6 ® A used
in Section[B. Combining Theorems 3.9 gnd 5.2, we find that ahgetful functorM (p)§ — Ma and its
adjoint form a Frobenius pair if and only@* @ A andA® C are isomorphic agA, (C*)°P#rA)-bimodules,
if and only if the extensiofC*)°P#rA/A is Frobenius.
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