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Abstract

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

0 Introduction

Let H be a Hopf algebra,A an H-comodule algebra, andC an H-module coalgebra. Doi [17] and Kop-
pinen [21] independently introduced unifying Hopf modules, nowadays usually called Doi-Koppinen-Hopf
modules, or Doi-Hopf modules. These are at the same timeA-modules, andC-comodules, with a cer-
tain compatibility relation. Modules, comodules, graded modules, relative Hopf modules, dimodules and
Yetter-Drinfel’d modules are all special cases of Doi-Hopfmodules. Properties of Doi-Hopf modules (with
applications in all the above special cases) have been studied extensively in the literature. In [12], a Maschke
type theorem is given, telling when the functorF forgetting theC-coaction reflects the splitness of an exact
sequence, while in [13], it is studied when this functor is a Frobenius 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 the results obtained in [12] and [13] indicate a rela-
tionship between them. The main result of [12] tells us that we have a Maschke Theorem for the functorF if
C is finitely generated projective and there exists anA-bimoduleC-colinear mapA⊗C→C∗⊗A satisfying
a certain normalizing condition. In [13], we have seen thatF is Frobenius ifC is finitely generated and pro-
jective andA⊗C andC∗⊗A are isomorphic asA-bimodules andC-comodules. This isomorphism can be
described using a so-calledH-integral, this is an element inA⊗C satisying a certain centralizing condition.
The sameH-integrals appear also when one studies Maschke Theorems for G, the right adjoint ofF (see
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[10]). This connection was not well understood at the time when [12] and [13] were written. The aim of
this paper is to give a satisfactory explanation; in fact we will present a unified approach to both problems,
and solve them at the same time. We will then apply the same technique for proving new Frobenius type
properties: we will study when the other forgetful functor forgetting theA-action is Frobenius, and when a
smash productA#RB is a Frobenius extension ofA andB. Let us first give a brief overview of new results
obtained after [12] and [13].
1) In [10] and [11] the notion ofseparable functor(see [23]) is used to reprove (and generalize) the Maschke
Theorem of [12]. In fact separable functors are functors forwhich a “functorial” type of Maschke Theorem
holds. A key result due to Rafael [25] and del Rı́o [26] tells us when a functor having a left (resp. right)
adjoint is separable: the unit (resp. the counit) of the adjunction needs a splitting (resp. a cosplitting).
2) Entwined modulesintroduced in [2] in the context of noncommutative geometrygeneralize Doi-Hopf
modules. The most interesting examples of entwined modulesturn out to be special cases of Doi-Hopf
modules, but, on the other hand, the formalism for entwined modules is more transparent than the one for
Doi-Hopf modules. Many results for Doi-Hopf modules can be generalized to entwined modules, see e.g.
[3], where the results of [12] and [13] are generalized to theentwined case.
3) In [8], we look at separable and Frobenius algebras from the point of view of nonlinear equations; also
here we have a connection between the two notions: both separable and Frobenius algebras can be described
using normalized solutions of the so-called FS-equation. But the normalizing condition is different in the
two cases.
Let F : C → D be a covariant functor having a right adjointG. From Rafael’s Theorem, it follows
that the separability ofF and G is determined by the natural transformations inV = Nat(GF,1C ) and
W = Nat(1D ,FG). In the case whereF is the functor forgetting the coaction,V andW are computed in
[10]. In fact V andW can also be used to decide whenG is a left adjoint ofF . This is what we will do
in Section 3; we will find new characterizations for(F,G) to be a Frobenius pair, and we will recover the
results in [13] and [3]. In Section 4, we will apply the same technique to decide when the other forgetful
functor is Frobenius, and in Section 5, we will study when thesmash product of two algebrasA andB is a
Frobenius extension ofA andB. This results in necessary and sufficient conditions for theDrinfel’d double
of a finite dimensional Hopf algebraH (which is a special case of the smash product (see [14]) to be a
Frobenius or separable overH.
We begin with a short section about separable functors and Frobenius pair of functors. We will explain our
approach in the most classical situation: we consider a ringextensionR→ S, and consider the restriction of
scalars functor. We derive the (classical) conditions for an extension to be separable (i.e. the restriction of
scalars functor is separable), split (i.e. the induction functor is separable), and Frobenius (i.e. restriction of
scalars and induction functors form a Frobenius pair). We present the results in such a way that they can be
extended to more general situations in the subsequent Sections.
Let us remark at this point that the relationship between Frobenius extensions and separable extensions is an
old problem in the literature. A classical result, due to Eilenberg and Nakayama, tells us that, over a fieldk,
any separable algebra is Frobenius. Several generalizations of this property exist; conversely, one can give
necessary and sufficient conditions for a Frobenius extension to be separable (see [19, Corollary 4.1]). For
more results and a history of this problem, we refer to [1], [20] and [18].
We use the formalism of entwined modules, as this turns out tobe more elegant and more general than that
of the Doi-Hopf modules; several left-right conventions are possible and there exists a dictionary between
them. In [12] and [13], we have worked with right-left Doi-Hopf modules; here we will work in the right-
right case, mainly because the formulae then look more natural.
Throughout this paper,k is a commutative ring. We use the Sweedler-Heyneman notation for comultiplica-
tions and coactions. For the comultiplication∆ on a coalgebraC, we write

∆(c) = c(1)⊗c(2).
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For a rightC-coactionρr and a leftC-coactionρl on ak-moduleN, we write

ρr(n) = n[0]⊗n[1], ρl (n) = n[−1]⊗n[0].

We omit the summation symbol∑.

1 Separable functors and Frobenius pairs of functors

Let F : C → D be a covariant functor. Recall [23] thatF is called aseparable functorif the natural
transformation

F : HomC (•,•)→ HomD(F(•),(•)),

induced byF splits. From [25] and [26], we recall the following characterisation in the caseF has an adjoint.

Proposition 1.1 Let G: D → C be a right adjoint of F. Letη : 1C → GF andε : FG→ 1D be the unit
and counit of the adjunction. Then
1) F is separable if and only if there existsν ∈V = Nat(GF,1C ) such thatν◦η = 1C , the identity natural
transformation onC .
2) G is separable if and only if there existsζ ∈W = Nat(1D ,FG) such thatε◦ζ = 1D , the identity natural
transformation onC .

The separability ofF implies a Maschke type Theorem forF : if a morphism f ∈ C is such thatF( f ) has a
one-sided inverse inD, then f has a one-sided inverse inC .
A pair of adjoint functors(F,G) is called aFrobenius pairif G is not only a right adjoint, but also a left
adjoint ofF. The following result can be found in any book on category theory: G is a left adjoint ofF if
and only if there exist natural transformationsν ∈V = Nat(GF,1C ) andζ ∈W = Nat(1D ,FG) such that

F(νM)◦ζF(M) = IF(M), (1)

νG(N) ◦G(ζN) = IG(N), (2)

for all M ∈ C , N ∈ D. In order to decide whetherF or G is separable, or whether(F,G) is a Frobenius pair,
one has to investigate the natural transformationsV = Nat(GF,1C ) andW = Nat(1D ,FG). It often happens
that the natural transformations inV andW are determined by single maps. In this Section we illustratethis
in a classical situation and recover well-known results. Inthe coming Sections more general situations are
considered.
Let i : R→ S be a ring homomorphism, and letF = •⊗R S : MR → MS be the induction functor. The
restriction of scalars functorG : MS→ MR is a right adjoint ofF. The unit and counit of the adjunction are

∀M ∈ MR, ηM : M → M⊗RS, ηM(m) = m⊗1,

∀N ∈ MS, εN : N⊗RS→ N, εN(n⊗s) = ns.

Let us describeV andW. Givenν : GF → 1MR
in V, it is not hard to prove thatν = νR : S→ R is left

and rightR-linear. Conversely, given anR-bimodule mapν : S→ R, a natural transformationν ∈V can be
constructed by

∀M ∈ MR, νM(m⊗s) = mν(s).

Thus we have
V ∼=V1 = HomR,R(S,R). (3)
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Now let ζ : 1MS
→ FG be inW. Thene= ∑e1⊗e2 = ζS(1) ∈ S⊗RSsatisfies

∑se1⊗e2 = ∑e1⊗e2s, (4)

for all s∈ S. Conversely ifesatisfies (4), then we can recoverζ

∀N ∈ MS, ζN : N → N⊗RS, ζN(n) = ne1⊗e2.

In the sequel, we omit the summation symbol, and writee= e1⊗e2, where it is understood implicitely that
we have a summation. So we have

W ∼=W1 = {e= e1⊗e2 ∈ S⊗RS | se1⊗e2 = e1⊗e2s, for all s∈ S}.

Combining all these data, we obtain the following result (cf. [23] for 1) and 2) and [8] for 3))

Theorem 1.2 Let i : R→ S be a ringhomomorphism, F the induction functor, and G the restriction of
scalars functor.
1) F is separable if and only if there exists a conditional expectation, that isν ∈V1 such thatν(1) = 1, i.e.
S/R is a split extension.
2) G is separable if and only if there exists a separability idempotent, that is e∈W1 such that e1e2 = 1, i.e.
S/R is a separable extension.
3) (F,G) is a Frobenius pair if and only if there existν ∈V1 and e∈W1 such that

ν(e1)e2 = e1ν(e2) = 1. (5)

Theorem 1.2 2) explains the terminology for separable functors. Theorem 1.2 3) implies the following

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

Proof. For all s∈ S, we haves= se1ν(e2) = e1ν(e2s), hence{e1,ν(e2•)} is a dual basis forS as a right
R-module. �

We have a similar property ifG is separable. For the proof we refer to [24].

Proposition 1.4 With the same notation as in Theorem 1.2, if S is an algebra over a commutative ring R, S
is projective as an R-module and G is separable, then S is finitely generated as an R-module.

Using other descriptions ofV andW, we find other criteria forF andG to be separable or for(F,G) to be a
Frobenius pair. Let HomR(S,R) be the set of rightR-module homomorphisms fromS to R. HomR(S,R) is
an(R,S)-bimodule:

(r f s)(t) = r f (ts), (6)

for all f ∈ HomR(S,R), r ∈ Rands, t ∈ S.

Proposition 1.5 Let i : R→ S be a ringhomomorphism and use the notation introduced above. Then

V = Nat(GF,1C )∼=V2 = HomR,S(S,HomR(S,R)).
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Proof. Defineα1 : V1 →V2 as follows: forν ∈V1, let α1(ν) = φ : S→ HomR(S,R)) be given by

φ(s)(t) = ν(st).

Givenφ ∈V2, put
α−1(φ) = φ(1).

We invite the reader to verify thatα1 andα−1
1 are well-defined and that they are inverses of each other.�

Proposition 1.6 Let i : R→S be a ringhomomorphism and assume that S is finitely generated and projective
as a right R-module. Then, with the notation introduced above,

W = Nat(1D ,FG)∼=W2 = HomR,S(HomR(S,R),S).

Proof. Let {si ,σi | i = 1, · · · ,m} be a finite dual basis ofS as a rightR-module. Then for alls∈ S and
f ∈ HomR(S,R),

s= ∑
i

siσi(s) and f = ∑
i

f (si)σi .

Defineβ1 : W1 →W2 by β1(e) = φ, with

φ( f ) = f (e1)e2,

for all f ∈ HomR(S,R). To show thatφ is a leftR-linear and rightS-linear map, take anyr ∈ R, s∈ Sand
compute

ϕ( f s) = f (se1)e2 = f (e1)e2s= ϕ( f )s,

ϕ(r f ) = ∑ r f (e1)e2 = rϕ( f ).

Conversely, forϕ ∈W2 define
β−1

1 (ϕ) = e= ∑
i

si ⊗ϕ(σi).

Then for alls∈ S

∑
i

si ⊗ϕ(σi)s = ∑
i

si ⊗ϕ(σis)

= ∑
i, j

∑
i

si ⊗ϕ(σi(ssj)σ j)

= ∑
i, j

∑
i

siσi(ssj)⊗ϕ(σ j)

= ∑
j

ssj ⊗σ j ,

i.e.,e∈W1. Finally, β1 andβ−1
1 are inverses of each other since

β1(β−1
1 (ϕ))( f ) = β1(∑

i

si ⊗ϕ(σi))( f ) =∑
i

f (si)ϕ(σi) =∑
i

ϕ( f (si)σi) = ϕ( f ),

β−1
1 (β1(e)) = ∑

i

si ⊗β1(e)(σi) = ∑
i

si ⊗σi(e
1)e2 =∑

i

siσi(e
1)⊗e2 = e.

�
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Theorem 1.7 Let i : R→ S be a ringhomomorphism. We use the notation introduced above.
1) F : MR → MS is separable if and only if there existsφ ∈V2 such thatφ(1)(1) = 1.
2) Assume that S is projective as a right R-module. Then G is separable if and only if S is finitely generated
as a right R-module and there existsφ ∈W2 such that

∑
i

siφ(σi) = 1.

3) (F,G) is a Frobenius pair if and only if S is finitely generated and projective as a right R-module, and
HomR(S,R) and S are isomorphic as(R,S)-bimodules, i.e. S/R is Frobenius.

Proof. The result is a translation of Theorem 1.2 in terms ofV2 andW2, using Proposition 1.4 (for 2)) and
Corollary 1.3 (for 3)). We prove one implication of 3). Assume that(F,G) is a Frobenius pair. ¿From
Corollary 1.3, we know thatS is finitely generated and projective. Letν ∈V1 ande∈W1 be as in part 3) of
Theorem 1.2, and takeφ = α1(ν) ∈V2, φ = β1(e) ∈W2. For all f ∈ HomR(S,R) ands∈ S, we have

(φ◦φ)( f )(s) = ν(φ( f )s) = ν( f (e1)e2s) = f (e1)ν(e2s) = f (se1)ν(e2) = f (se1ν(e2)) = f (t)

and
(φ◦φ)(s) = φ(s)(e1)e2 = ν(se1)e2 = ν(e1)e2s= s.

�

2 Entwined modules and Doi-Hopf modules

Let k be a commutative ring,A a k-algebra,C a (flat)k-coalgebra, andψ : C⊗A→ A⊗C a k-linear map.
We use the following notation, inspired by the Sweedler- Heyneman notation:

ψ(c⊗a) = aψ ⊗cψ.

If the mapψ occurs more than once in the same expression, we also useΨ or Ψ′ as summation indices, i.e.,

ψ(c⊗a) = aΨ ⊗cΨ = aΨ′ ⊗cΨ′
.

(A,C,ψ) is called a (right-right)entwining structureif the following conditions are satisfied for alla ∈ A
andc∈C,

(ab)ψ ⊗cψ = aψbΨ ⊗cψΨ, (7)

εC(c
ψ)aψ = εC(c)a, (8)

aψ ⊗∆C(c
ψ) = aψΨ ⊗cΨ

(1)⊗cψ
(2), (9)

1ψ ⊗cψ = 1⊗c. (10)

A k-moduleM together with a rightA-action and a rightC-coaction satisfying the compatibility relation

ρr(ma) = m[0]aψ ⊗mψ
[1] (11)

is called anentwined module. The category of entwined modules andA-linearC-colinear maps is denoted
by C = M (ψ)CA. An important class of examples comes fromDoi-Koppinen-Hopf structures. A (right-right)
Doi-Koppinen-Hopf structure consists of a triple(H,A,C), whereH is ak-bialgebra,A a rightH-comodule
algebra, andC a rightH-module coalgebra. Consider the mapψ : C⊗A→ A⊗C given by

ψ(c⊗a) = a[0]⊗ca[1].

6



Then(A,C,ψ) is an entwining structure, and the compatibility relation (11) takes the form

ρr(ma) = m[0]a[0]⊗m[1]a[1]. (12)

A k-module with anA-action and aC-coaction satisfying (12) is called aDoi-Koppinen-Hopf moduleor a
Doi-Hopf module. Doi-Koppinen-Hopf modules were introduced independently by Doi in [17] and Kop-
pinen in [21]. Properties of these modules were studied extensively during the last decade, see e.g. [10],
[11], [12], [13], [14], [15]. Another class of entwining structures is related to coalgebra Galois extensions,
see [6] for details. Entwining structures were introduced in [7]. Many properties of Doi-Hopf modules can
be generalized to entwined modules (see e.g. [3], [4]). Although the most studied examples of entwined
modules (graded modules, Yetter-Drinfel’d modules, dimodules, Hopf modules) are special cases of Doi-
Hopf modules, their properties can be formulated more elegantly in the language of entwined modules.
The functorF : C = M (ψ)CA → MA forgetting theC-coaction has a right adjointG= •⊗C. The structure
on G(M) = M⊗C is given by the formulae

ρr(m⊗c) = m⊗c(1)⊗c(2), (13)

(m⊗c)a = maψ ⊗cψ. (14)

For later use, we list the unit and counit natural transformations describing the adjunction,

ρ : 1C → GF and ε : FG→ 1MA
,

ρM : M → M⊗C, ρM(m) = ∑m[0]⊗m[1],

εN = IN ⊗ εC : N⊗C→ N.

In particular,A⊗C∈ M (ψ)CA. A⊗C is also a leftA-module, the leftA-action is given bya(b⊗c) = ab⊗c.
This makesA⊗C into an object ofAM (ψ)CA, the category of entwined modules with an additional leftA-
action that is rightA-linear and rightC-colinear.
The other forgetful functorG′ : M (ψ)CA →M C has a left adjointF ′ = •⊗A. The structure onF ′(N)=N⊗A
is now given by

ρr(n⊗a) = n[0]⊗aψ ⊗nψ
[1], (15)

(n⊗a)b = n⊗ab. (16)

The unit and counit of the adjunction are

µ : F ′G′ → 1C and η : 1M C → G′F ′,

µM : M⊗A→ A, µM(m⊗a) = ma,

ηN : N → N⊗A, ηN(n) = n⊗1.

In particularG′(C) =C⊗A∈ M (ψ)CA. The mapψ : C⊗A→ A⊗C is a morphism inM (ψ)CA. C⊗A is also
a left C-comodule, the leftC-coaction being induced by the comultiplication onC. This coaction is right
A-linear and rightC-colinear, and thusC⊗A is an object ofCM (ψ)CA, the category of entwined modules
together with a rightA-linear rightC-colinear leftC-coaction.

7



3 The functor forgetting the coaction

Let (A,C,ψ) be a right-right entwining structure,F : M (ψ)CA → MA the functor forgetting the coaction,
andG= •⊗C its adjoint. In [13] necessary and sufficient conditions for(F,G) to be a Frobenius pair are
given (in the Doi-Hopf case; the results were generalized tothe entwining case in [3]), under the additonal
assumption thatC is projective as ak-module. In this Section we give an alternative characterization that also
holds ifC is not necessarily projective, and we find a new proof of the results in [13] and [3]. The method
of proof is the same as in Section 1, i.e., based on explicit descriptions ofV andW. These descriptions can
be found in [10], [11] and [4] in various degrees of generality. To keep this paper self-contained, we give
a sketch of proof. We first investigateV = Nat(GF,1C ). Let V1 be thek-module consisting of allk-linear
mapsθ : C⊗C→ A such that

θ(c⊗d)a = aψΨθ(cΨ ⊗dψ), (17)

θ(c⊗d(1))⊗d(2) = θ(c(2)⊗d)ψ ⊗cψ
(1). (18)

Proposition 3.1 The mapα : V →V1 given byα(ν) = θ, with

θ(c⊗d) = (IA⊗ εC)(νA⊗C(1A⊗c⊗d)), (19)

is an isomorphism of k-modules. The inverseα−1(θ) = ν is defined as follows:νM : M⊗C→ M is given by

νM(m⊗c) = m[0]θ(m[1]⊗c). (20)

Proof. Considerν = νA⊗C andν = νC⊗A. Due to the naturality ofν and (7) there is a commutative diagram

C⊗A⊗C
ν
✲ C⊗A

εC⊗ IA
✲ A

A⊗C⊗C

ψ⊗ IC

❄ ν
✲ A⊗C

ψ

❄ IA⊗ εC
✲ A

IA

❄

Write λ = (IA⊗ εC)◦ν andλ = (εC⊗ IA)◦ν. Then it follows that

θ(c⊗d) = λ(c⊗1⊗d) = λ(1⊗c⊗d).

We have seen before thatA⊗C∈ AM (ψ)CA. It is easy to prove thatGF(A⊗C) = A⊗C⊗C∈ AM (ψ)CA - the
left A-action is induced by the multiplication inA - andν is a morphism inAM (ψ)CA. Thusν andλ are left
and rightA-linear, and

θ(c⊗d)a = λ(1⊗c⊗d)a= λ(aψΨ ⊗cΨ ⊗dψ)

= aψΨλ(1⊗cΨ ⊗dψ) = aψΨθ(cΨ ⊗dψ),

proving (17). To prove (18), we first observe thatC⊗A, GF(C⊗A) = C⊗C⊗A∈ CM (ψ)CA, the leftC-
coaction is induced by comultiplication inC in the first factor. Alsoν is a morphism inCM (ψ)CA, and we
conclude thatν is left and rightC-colinear. Takec,d ∈C, and put

ν(c⊗d⊗1) = ∑
i

ci ⊗ai.
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Writing down the condition thatν is leftC-colinear, and then applyingεC to the second factor, we find that

c(1)⊗θ(c(2)⊗d) = ∑
i

ci ⊗ai = ν(c⊗d⊗1). (21)

Sinceν is also rightC-colinear,

ν(c⊗1⊗d(1))⊗d(2) =∑
i

ci(1)⊗aiψ ⊗cψ
i(2)

and, applyingεC to the second factor, we find

θ(c⊗d(1))⊗d(2) = ψ(∑
i

ci ⊗ai), (22)

and (18) follows from (21) and (22). This proves that there isa well-defined mapα : V →V1.
To show that the mapα−1 defined by (20) is well-defined, takeθ ∈ V1, M ∈ C , and letνM be given by
(20). It needs to be shown thatνM ∈ C , i.e.,νM is right A-linear and rightC-colinear, and thatν is a natural
transformation. The rightA-linearity follows from (17), and the rightC-colinearity from (18). Given any
morphism f : M → N in C , one easily checks that for allm∈ M andc∈C

νN( f (m)⊗c) = f (m[0])θ(m[1]⊗c) = f (m[0]θ(m[1]⊗c)) = f (νM(m⊗c)),

i.e.,ν is natural. The verification thatα andα−1 are inverses of each other is left to the reader. �

Now we give a description ofW = Nat(1MA
,FG). Let

W1 = {z∈ A⊗C | az= za, for all a∈ A},

i.e.,z= ∑l al ⊗cl ∈W1 if and only if

∑
l

aal ⊗cl = ∑
l

al aψ ⊗cψ
l . (23)

Proposition 3.2 Let (A,C,ψ) be a right-right entwining structure. Then there is an isomorphism of k-
modulesβ : W →W1 given by

β(ζ) = ζA(1). (24)

The inverse ofβ is β−1(∑l al ⊗cl ) = ζ, with ζN : N → N⊗C given by

ζN(n) = ∑
l

nal ⊗cl . (25)

Proof. We leave the details to the reader; the proof relies on the fact thatζA is left and rightA-linear. �

In [10], Propositions 3.1 and 3.2 are used to determine when the functorF and its adjointG are separable.

Theorem 3.3 Let F : M (ψ)CA → MA be the forgetful functor, and G= •⊗C its adjoint.
F is separable if and only if there existsθ ∈V1 such that

θ◦∆C = εC.

G is separable if and only if there exists z= ∑l al ⊗cl ∈W1 such that

∑
l

εC(cl )al = 1.

9



Proof. This follows immediately from Propositions 1.1, 3.1 and 3.2 �

Next we show that the fact that(F,G) is a Frobenius pair is also equivalent to the existence ofθ ∈V1 and
z∈W1, but now satisfying different normalizing conditions.

Theorem 3.4 Let F : M (ψ)CA → MA be the forgetful functor, and G= •⊗C its adjoint. Then(F,G) is a
Frobenius pair if and only if there existθ ∈V1 and z= ∑l al ⊗ cl ∈W1 such that the following normalizing
condition holds, for all d∈C:

εC(d)1 = ∑
l

al θ(cl ⊗d) (26)

= ∑
l

alψθ(dψ ⊗cl ). (27)

Proof. Suppose that(F,G) is a Frobenius pair. Then there existν ∈V andζ ∈W such that (1-2) hold. Let
θ = α(ν) ∈V1, andz= ∑l al ⊗cl = β(ζ) ∈W1. Then (1) can be rewritten as

νM(∑
l

mal ⊗cl ) = ∑m[0]alψθ(mψ
[1]⊗cl ) = m, (28)

for all m∈ M ∈ M (ψ)CA. TakingM =C⊗A, m= d⊗1, one obtains (27).
For alln∈ N ∈ MA and∈C, one has

νG(N)(G(ζN)(n⊗d)) = νG(N)(∑
l

nal ⊗cl ⊗d)

= ∑
l

(nal ⊗cl(1))θ(cl(2)⊗d)

= ∑
l

nal θ(cl(2)⊗d)ψ ⊗cψ
l(1)

(18) = ∑
l

nal θ(cl ⊗d(1))⊗d(2)

and (2) can be written as
n⊗d = ∑

l

nal θ(cl ⊗d(1))⊗d(2), (29)

for all n∈ N ∈ MA andd ∈C. TakingN = A andn= 1, one obtains

1⊗d = ∑
l

al θ(cl ⊗d(1))⊗d(2).

Applying εC to the second factor, one finds (26).
Conversely, suppose thatθ ∈V1 andz∈W1 satisfy (26) and (27). (27) implies (28), and (26) implies (29).
Let ν = α−1(θ), ζ = β−1(z). Then (1-2) hold, and(F,G) is a Frobenius pair. �

In [13] it is shown that if(H,A,C) is a Doi-Hopf structure,A is faithfully flat as ak-module, andC is
projective as ak-module, thenC is finitely generated. The next proposition shows that, in fact, one does not
need the assumption thatC is projective.

Proposition 3.5 Let (A,C,ψ) be a right-right entwining structure. If(F,G) is a Frobenius pair, then A⊗C
is finitely generated and projective as a left A-module.
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Proof. Let θ andz= ∑l al ⊗cl be as in Theorem 3.4. Then for alld ∈C,

1⊗d = ψ(d⊗1)

= ψ(d(1)⊗ ε(d(2))1)

(27) = ∑
l

ψ
(

d(1)⊗alψθ(dψ
(2)⊗cl )

)

(7) = ∑
l

alψΨθ(dψ
(2)⊗cl )Ψ′ ⊗dΨΨ′

(1)

(9) = ∑
l

alψθ((dψ)(2)⊗cl)Ψ′ ⊗ (dψ)Ψ′

(1)

(18) = ∑
l

alψθ(dψ ⊗cl(1))⊗cl(2).

Write cl(1)⊗cl(2) = ∑ml
j=1cl j ⊗c′l j and for alll , j consider the map

σl j : A⊗C→ A, σl j (a⊗d) = aalψθ(dψ ⊗cl j ).

Then for alla∈ A andd ∈C,
a⊗d =∑

l , j

σl j (a⊗d)(1⊗c′l j ),

so{σl j ,1⊗c′l j | l = 1, · · · ,n, j = 1, · · · ,ml} is a finite dual basis forA⊗C as a leftA-module. �

In some situations, one can conclude thatC is finitely generated and projective as ak-module.

Corollary 3.6 Let(A,C,ψ) be a right-right entwining structure, and assume that(F,G) is a Frobenius pair.
1) If A is faithfully flat as a k-module, then C is finitely generated as a k-module.
2) If A is commutative and faithfully flat as a k-module, then Cis finitely generated projective as a k-module.
3) If k is a field, then C is finite dimensional as a k-vector space.
4) If A= k, then C is finitely generated projective as a k-module.

Proof. 1) With notation as in Proposition 3.5, letM be thek-module generated by thec′l j . Then for alld ∈C,

1⊗d =∑
l , j

σl j (1⊗d)⊗c′l j ∈ A⊗M.

SinceA is faithfully flat, it follows thatd ∈ M, henceM =C is finitely generated.
2) From descent theory: if ak-module becomes finitely generated and projective after a faithfully flat com-
mutative base extension, then it is itself finitely generated and projective.
3) Follows immediately from 1): sincek is a field,A is faithfully flat as ak-module, andC is projective as a
k-module.
4) Follows immediately from 2). �

Now we want to recover [13, Theorem 2.4] and [3, Proposition 3.5]. Assume thatC is finitely generated and
projective as ak-module, and let{di ,d∗

i | i = 1, · · · ,m} be a finite dual basis forC. ThenC∗⊗A can be made
into an object ofAM (ψ)CA as follows: for alla,b,b′ ∈ A, c∗ ∈C∗,

b(c∗⊗a)b′ = ∑
i

〈c∗,dψ
i 〉d

∗
i ⊗bψab′, (30)

ρr(c∗⊗a) = ∑
i

d∗
i ∗c∗⊗aψ ⊗dψ

i . (31)
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This can be checked directly. An explanation for this at firstsight artificial structure is given in Section 5. We
now give alternative descriptions forV andW. Recall from [10] that there are many possibilities to describe
V. As we have seen, a natural transformationν ∈V is completely determined byθ. Nevertheless, the maps
ν, ν, λ or λ (with notation as in Proposition 3.1) are possible alternatives. The mapλ : C⊗A⊗C → A
inducesφ : 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 Hom(C,A). Note thatφ is given by

φ(a⊗c)(d) = λ(d⊗a⊗c) = λ(aψ ⊗dψ ⊗c) = aψθ(dψ ⊗c),

or
φ(a⊗c) = ∑

i

d∗
i ⊗aψθ(dψ

i ⊗c). (32)

It turns out thatφ is a morphism inAM C
A . More specifically, one has

Proposition 3.7 Let(A,C,ψ) be a right-right entwining structure. If C is a finitely generated and projective
k-module, then

V ∼=V1
∼=V2 = HomkC

AA (A ⊗C,C∗⊗A).

The isomorphism isα1 : V1 →V2, with α1(θ) = φ given by (32). The inverse ofα1 is

α−1
1 (φ)(d⊗c) = φ(1⊗c)(d). (33)

Proof. We first show thatφ ∈V2. For alla,b∈ A andc∈C, we have

bφ(a⊗c) = b
(

∑
i

d∗
i ⊗aψθ(dψ

i ⊗c)
)

= ∑
i, j

〈d∗
i ,d

Ψ
j 〉d

∗
j ⊗bΨaψθ(dψ

i ⊗c)

= ∑
j

d∗
j ⊗bΨaψθ(dΨψ

j ⊗c)

(7) = ∑
j

d∗
j ⊗ (ba)ψθ(dψ

j ⊗c)

= φ(ba⊗c) = φ(b(a⊗c)),

proving thatφ is left A-linear. It is also rightA-linear because

φ(a⊗c)b = ∑
i

d∗
i ⊗aψθ(dψ

i ⊗c)b

(17) = ∑
i

d∗
i ⊗aψbΨ′Ψθ(dψΨ

i ⊗cΨ′
)

(7) = ∑
i

d∗
i ⊗ (abΨ′)ψθ(dψ

i ⊗cΨ′
)

= Φ(abΨ′ ⊗cΨ′
) = φ(a⊗cb).

Notice that the dual basis forC satisfies the following equality (the proof is left to the reader):

∑
i

∆(di)⊗d∗
i = ∑

i, j
di ⊗d j ⊗d∗

i ∗d∗
j . (34)
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Using this equality one computes

ρr(φ(a⊗c)) = ρr
(

∑
i

d∗
i ⊗aψθ(dψ

i ⊗c)
)

(31) = ∑
i, j

d∗
j ∗d∗

i ⊗
(

aψθ(dψ
i ⊗c)

)

Ψ
⊗dΨ

j

(34) = ∑
i

d∗
i ⊗

(

aψθ(dψ
i(2)⊗c)

)

Ψ
⊗dΨ

i(1)

(7) = ∑
i

d∗
i ⊗aψΨθ(dψ

i(2)⊗c)Ψ′ ⊗dΨΨ′

i(1)

(9) = ∑
i

d∗
i ⊗aψθ((dψ

i )(2)⊗c)Ψ′ ⊗ (dψ
i )

Ψ′

(1)

(18) = ∑
i

d∗
i ⊗aψθ(dψ

i ⊗c(1))⊗c(2)

= φ(a⊗c(1))⊗c(2).

This proves thatφ is rightC-colinear. Conversely, givenφ ∈V2, first one needs to show thatθ= α−1
1 (φ)∈V1.

It is now more convenient to work with Hom(C,A) rather thanC∗⊗A. For f ∈ Hom(C,A), b,b′ ∈ A, (30)
can be rewritten as

(b f b′)(c) = bψ f (cψ)b′. (35)

Take anyc,d ∈C, a∈ A and compute

θ(c⊗d)a =
(

φ(1⊗d)(c)
)

a

(35) = (φ(1⊗d)a)(c)

(φ is right A-linear) = φ(aψ ⊗dψ)(c)

(φ is left A-linear) =
(

aψφ(1⊗dψ)
)

(c)

(35) = aψΨ

(

φ(1⊗dψ)(cΨ)
)

= aψΨφ(cΨ ⊗dψ).

This proves thatθ satisfies (17). Before proving (18), we look at the rightC-coactionρr on f = c∗⊗ a∈
Hom(C,A)∼= C∗⊗A. Write ρr( f ) = f[0]⊗ f[1] ∈ Hom(C,A)⊗C. Using (31), we find, for allc∈C,

f[0](c)⊗ f[1] = ∑
i

〈d∗
i ∗c∗,c〉aψdψ

i

= ∑
i

〈d∗
i ,c(1)〉〈c

∗,c(2)〉aψdψ
i

= 〈c∗,c(2)〉aψcψ
(1)

= ψ(c(1)⊗ f (c(2))).

This means that for allf ∈ Hom(C,A)

f[0](c)⊗ f[1] = ψ(c(1)⊗ f (c(2))). (36)

This can be used to show thatθ satisfies (18). Explicitly,

θ(c(2)⊗d)ψ ⊗cψ
(1) = ψ(c(1)⊗θ(c(2)⊗d))
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(36) = φ(1⊗d)[0](c)⊗φ(1⊗d)[1]

(φ is rightC-colinear) = φ(1⊗d(1))(c)⊗d(2)
= θ(c⊗d(1))⊗d(2).

It remains to be shown thatα1 andα−1
1 are inverses of each other. First takeθ ∈V1. Then for allc,d ∈C,

(

(α−1
1 ◦α1)(θ)

)

(d⊗c) = α1(θ)(1⊗c)(d)

= ∑
i

〈d∗
i ,d〉1ψθ(dψ

i ⊗c)

= θ(d⊗c).

Finally, for φ ∈V2, a∈ A andc,d ∈C:
(

(α1◦α−1
1 )(φ)

)

(a⊗c)(d) = ∑
i

〈d∗
i ,d〉aψα−1

1 (φ)(dψ
i ⊗c)

= ∑
i

〈d∗
i ,d〉aψφ(1⊗c)(dψ

i )

= aψφ(1⊗c)(dψ)

= (aφ(1⊗c))(d) = φ(a⊗c)(d).

�

Now we give an alternative description forW2.

Proposition 3.8 Let C be finitely generated and projective as a k-module. Then

W ∼=W1
∼=W2 = HomkC

AA (C
∗⊗A,A ⊗C).

The isomorphismβ1 : W1 →W2 is given byβ1(z) = φ with

φ(c∗⊗a) = ∑
l

al aψ ⊗〈c∗,cl(2)〉c
ψ
l(1),

and the inverse ofβ1 is given by
β−1

1 (φ) = φ(ε⊗1). (37)

Proof. We have to show thatβ1(z) = φ is left and rightA-linear and rightC-colinear. For allc∗ ∈ C∗ and
a,b∈ A,

Φ(c∗⊗ab) = ∑
l

al (ab)ψ ⊗〈c∗,c j(2)〉c
ψ
j(1)

(7) = ∑
l

al aψbΨ ⊗〈c∗,c j(2)〉c
ψΨ
j(1)

=
(

∑
l

al aψ ⊗〈c∗,c j(2)〉c
ψ
j(1)

)

b

= Φ(c∗⊗a)b,

14



proving thatΦ is right A-linear. The proof of leftA-linearity goes as follows:

Φ(b(c∗⊗a)) = ∑
i

Φ
(

〈c∗,dψ
i 〉d

∗
i ⊗bψa

)

= ∑
i,l

〈c∗,dψ
i 〉al (bψa)Ψ ⊗〈d∗

i ,cl(2)〉c
Ψ
l(1)

(7) = ∑
i,l

〈c∗,dψ
i 〉al bψΨaΨ′ ⊗〈d∗

i ,cl(2)〉c
ΨΨ′

l(1)

= ∑
l

〈c∗,cψ
l(2)〉al bψΨaΨ′ ⊗cΨΨ′

l(1)

(9) = ∑
l

〈c∗,(cψ
l )(2)〉al bψaΨ′ ⊗ (cψ

l )
Ψ′

(1)

(23) = ∑
l

〈c∗,(cl(2)〉bal aΨ′ ⊗ (cΨ′

l(1)

= bΦ(c∗⊗a).

Next one needs to show thatΦ is rightC-colinear. Using (36), one finds

φ((c∗⊗a)[0])⊗ (c∗⊗a)[1] = ∑
i

φ(d∗
i ∗c∗⊗aψ)⊗dψ

i

= ∑
i,l

al aψΨ ⊗〈d∗
i ∗c∗,cl(2)〉c

Ψ
l(1)⊗dψ

i

= ∑
i,l

al aψΨ ⊗〈d∗
i ,cl(2)〉〈c

∗,cl(3)〉c
Ψ
l(1)⊗dψ

i

= ∑
l

al aψΨ ⊗〈c∗,cl(3)〉c
Ψ
l(1)⊗cψ

l(2)

(9) = ∑
l

al aψ ⊗〈c∗,cl(2)〉(c
ψ
l )(1)⊗ (cψ

l )(2)

= ρr(φ(c∗⊗a)).

Conversely, letφ ∈W2 and putz= φ(ε⊗1) = ∑l al ⊗cl . Using (30), we see thata(ε⊗1) = (ε⊗1)a, for all
a∈ A, henceaz= aφ(ε⊗1) = φ(a(ε⊗1)) = φ((ε⊗1)a) = φ(ε⊗1)a= za, andz∈W1.
Takez= ∑l al ⊗cl ∈W1. Then

β−1
1 (β1(z)) = ∑

l

al 1ψ ⊗〈ε,cl(2)〉c
ψ
l(1) = z.

Finally, takeφ ∈W2, and writeβ−1
1 (φ) = φ(ε⊗1) = ∑l al ⊗cl . C∗⊗A andA⊗C are rightC-comodules and

left C∗-modules. Sinceφ is right A-linear, rightC-colinear and leftC∗-linear,

φ(c∗⊗a) = φ(c∗⊗1)a= (c∗ ·φ(ε⊗1))a= (c∗ · (∑
l

al ⊗cl))a

= 〈c∗,cl(2)〉∑al aψ ⊗cψ
l(1) = β1(z)(c

∗⊗a)

and it follows thatφ = β1(z) = β1(β−1
1 (φ)), as required. �

Suppose thatC is finitely generated and projective as ak-module. ¿From Proposition 3.7, it follows thatF
is separable if and only if there exists a mapφ ∈V2 = HomC

A,A(A⊗C,C∗⊗A) such thatφ(1⊗c(2))(c(1)) =
ε(c)1, for all c ∈C. In the Doi-Hopf case, this implies the Maschke Theorem in [12]. Now we apply the
same procedure to determine when(F,G) is a Frobenius pair.
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Theorem 3.9 Consider an entwining structure(A,C,ψ), and assume that C is finitely generated projective
as a k-module. Let F: M (ψ)CA → MA be the functor forgetting the C-coaction, and G= •⊗C be its right
adjoint. Then the following statements are equivalent:
1) (F,G) is a Frobenius pair.
2) There exist z= ∑al ⊗cl ∈W1 andθ ∈V1 such that the maps

φ : C∗⊗A→ A⊗C and φ : A⊗C→C∗⊗A,

given by

φ(c∗⊗a) = ∑
l

al aψ ⊗〈c∗,cl(2)〉c
ψ
l(1), (38)

φ(a⊗c) = ∑
i

d∗
i ⊗aψθ(dψ

i ⊗c), (39)

are inverses of each other.
3) C∗⊗A and A⊗C are isomorphic as objects inAM (ψ)CA.

Proof. 1)⇒ 2). Let z∈W1 andθ ∈V1 be as in Theorem 3.4. Thenφ = β1(z) andφ = α1(θ) are morphisms

in AM (ψ)CA, and

φ(φ(ε⊗1)) = φ(z) = ∑
i,l

d∗
i ⊗alψθ(dψ

i ⊗cl )

(27) = ∑
i,l

d∗
i ⊗ ε(di)1= ε⊗1.

The fact thatφ andφ are rightA-linear and leftC∗-linear implies thatφ◦φ = IC∗⊗A. Similarly, for all c∈C,

φ(φ(1⊗c)) = φ(∑
i

d∗
i ⊗θ(di ⊗c))

= ∑
i,l

al θ(di ⊗c)ψ ⊗〈d∗
i ,cl(2)〉c

ψ
l(1)

= ∑
l

al θ(cl(2)⊗c)ψ ⊗cψ
l(1)

(18) = ∑
l

al θ(c⊗c(1))⊗c(2)

(26) = ε(c(1))1⊗c(2))

= 1⊗c.

Sinceφ andφ are leftA-linear,φ◦φ = IA⊗C.
2)⇒ 3). Obvious, sinceφ andφ are inAM (ψ)CA.
3)⇒ 1). Let φ : C∗⊗A→ A⊗C be the connecting isomorphism, and putz= φ(ε⊗1) = ∑l al ⊗ cl ∈W1,

θ = α−1
1 (φ−1) ∈V1. Applying (32) and (37), one finds

ε⊗1= φ−1(φ(ε⊗1)) = ∑
i

d∗
i ⊗alψθ(dψ

i ⊗cl ).

Evaluating this equality atc∈C, one obtains (27). For allc∈C,

1⊗c= φ(φ−1(1⊗c)) = ∑
l

al θ(cl ⊗c(1))⊗c(2).

Applying ε to the second factor, one finds (26). Theorem 3.4 implies that(F,G) is a Frobenius pair. �
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Remark 3.10 Recently M. Takeuchi observed that entwined modules can be viewed as comodules over
certain corings. This observation has been exploited in [5]to derive some properties of coring counterparts
of functorsF andG. It is quite clear that the procedure applied in Section 1 to extension and restriction
of scalars can be adapted to functors associated to corings,leading to a generalization of the results in this
Section. This will be the subject of a future publication.

4 The functor forgetting the A-action

Again, let (A,C,ψ) be a right-right entwining structure. The functorG′ : M (ψ)CA → M C forgetting the
A-action has a left adjointF ′. The unitµ and the counitη of the adjunction are given at the end of Section 2.

Lemma 4.1 Let M∈ AM (ψ)CA, N ∈ CM (ψ)CA. Then F′G′(M) ∈ AM (ψ)CA and G′F ′ ∈ CM (ψ)CA. The left
structures are given by

a(m⊗b) = am⊗b and ρl (n⊗b) = ∑n[−1]⊗n[0]⊗b,

for all a,b∈ A, m∈ M, n∈ N. Furthermore µM is left A-linear, andνN is left C-colinear.

Now writeV ′=Nat(G′F ′,1M C),W′ =Nat(1C ,F ′G′). Following the philosophy of the previous Sections, we
give more explicit descriptions ofV ′ andW′. We do not give detailed proofs, however, since the arguments
are dual to the ones in the previous Section. Let

V ′
1 = {ϑ ∈ (C⊗A)∗ | ϑ(c(1)⊗aψ)c

ψ
(2) = ϑ(c(2)⊗a)c(1), for all c∈C,a∈ A}. (40)

Proposition 4.2 The mapα : V ′ →V ′
1, α(ν′) = ε◦νC is an isomorphism.

Proof. Details are left to the reader. Givenϑ ∈V ′, for N ∈ M C, the natural mapν′N : N⊗A→ N is

ν′N(n⊗a) = ∑ϑ(n[1]⊗a)n[0]

�

For anyk-linear mape : C → A⊗A and c ∈ C, we use the notatione(c) = e1(c)⊗ e2(c) (summation
understood). LetW′

1 be thek-submodule of Hom(C,A ⊗A) consisting of mapsesatisfying

e1(c(1))⊗e2(c(1))⊗c(2) = e1(c(2))ψ ⊗e2(c(2))Ψ ⊗cψΨ
(1) , (41)

e1(c)⊗e2(c)a = aψe1(cψ)⊗e2(cψ). (42)

Proposition 4.3 The mapβ : W′ →W′
1 given by

β(ζ′) = (ε⊗ IA⊗ IA)◦ζ′A⊗C◦ (ηA⊗ IC)

= (IA⊗ ε⊗ IA)◦ζ′C⊗A◦ (IC⊗ηA)

is an isomorphism. Given e∈W′
1, ζ′ = β−1(e) is recovered from e as follows: for M∈ M (ψ)CA,

ζ′M(m) = ∑m[0]e
1(m[1])⊗e2(m[1]).
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Proof. We show thatβ is well-defined, leaving other details to the reader. Consider a commutative diagram

C
IC⊗ηA

✲ C⊗A
ζ′C⊗A

✲ C⊗A⊗A

C

IC

❄ ηA⊗ IC
✲ A⊗C

ψ

❄ ζ′A⊗C
✲ A⊗C⊗A

ψ⊗ IA

❄

The mapλ = ζ′C⊗A ◦ (IC⊗ηA) is left and rightC-colinear. Writeλ(c) = ∑i ci ⊗ai ⊗a′i . Then

c(1)⊗λ(c(2)) = ∑
i

ci(1)⊗ci(2)⊗ai ⊗a′i .

Applying ε to the second factor, one finds

c(1)⊗e(c(2)) = λ(c).

The rightC-colinearity ofλ implies that

λ(c(1))⊗c(2) = ∑
i

aiψ ⊗a′iΨ ⊗cψΨ
i

= e1(c(2))ψ ⊗e2(c(2))Ψ ⊗cψΨ
(1) ,

and hence proves (41). To prove (42) note thatλ = ζ′A⊗C ◦ (ηA⊗ IC) is left and rightA-linear, hence

e1(c)⊗e2(c)a = (IA⊗ ε⊗ IA)(ζ′A⊗C((1⊗c)a))

= (IA⊗ ε⊗ IA)(ζ′A⊗C(aψ ⊗cψ)

= aψ(IA⊗ ε⊗ IA)(ζ′A⊗C(1⊗cψ)

= aψe1(cψ)⊗e2(cψ).

�

Proposition 4.4 Let (A,C,ψ) be a right-right entwining structure.
1) F′ = •⊗A : M C → M (ψ)CA is separable if and only if there existsϑ ∈V ′

1 such that for all c∈C,

ϑ(c⊗1) = ε(c). (43)

2) G′ : M (ψ)CA → M C is separable if and only if there exists e∈W′
1 such that for all c∈C,

e1(c)e2(c) = ε(c)1. (44)

3) (F ′,G′) is a Frobenius pair if and only if there existϑ ∈V ′
1 and e∈W′

1 such that

ε(c)1 = ϑ(c(1)⊗e1(c(2)))e
2(c(2)) (45)

= ϑ(cψ
(1)⊗e2(c(2)))e

1(c(2))ψ. (46)
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Proof. We only prove 3). If(F ′,G′) is a Frobenius pair, then there existν′ ∈V ′ andζ′ ∈W′ such that (1)
and (2) hold. Takeϑ ∈V ′

1 ande∈W′
1 corresponding toν′ andζ′ and write down (1) applied ton⊗1 with

n∈ N ∈ M C,
n⊗1= ((ν′N ⊗ IA)◦ζ′N⊗A))(n⊗1) = ϑ(n[1]⊗e1(n[2]))n[0]⊗e1(n[2])). (47)

TakingN =C, n= c, and applyingεC to the first factor, one obtains (45). Conversely, ifϑ ∈V ′
1 ande∈W′

1
satisfy (45), then (47) is satisfied for allN ∈ M C, and (1) follows sinceν′N ⊗ IA andζ′N⊗A are rightA-linear.
Now write down (2) applied tom∈ M ∈ M (ψ)CA,

m= (ν′G′(M⊗A) ◦G′(ζ′M))(m) = θ(mψ
[1]⊗e2(m[2]))m[0]e

1(m[2])ψ. (48)

TakeM = C⊗A, m= c⊗ 1, and applyεC to the first factor. This gives (46). Conversely, ifϑ ∈ V ′
1 and

e∈W′
1 satisfy (46), then application of (46) to the second and third factors inm[0]⊗m[1]⊗1, and thenεC to

the second factor shows that (48) holds for allM ∈ M (ψ)CA. Finally note that (48) is equivalent to (2). �

Inspired by the results in the previous Section, we ask the following question: assuming(F ′,G′) is a Frobe-
nius pair, when isA finitely generated projective as ak-module. We give a partial answer in the next
Proposition. We assume thatψ is bijective (cf. [2, Section 6]). In the Doi-Hopf case, thisis true if the
underlying Hopf algebraH has a twisted antipode. The inverse ofψ is then given by the formula

ψ−1(a⊗c) = cS(a(1))⊗a(0).

Proposition 4.5 Let (A,C,ψ) be a right-right entwining structure. With notation as above, assume that
(F ′,G′) is a Frobenius pair. If there exists c∈ C such thatε(c) = 1, and if ψ is invertible, with inverse
ϕ = ψ−1 : A⊗C→C⊗A, then A is finitely generated and projective as a k-module.

Proof. Observe first that(A,C,ϕ) is a left-left entwining structure. This means that (7-10) hold, but withA
andC replaced byAop andCcop. In particular,

ε(cϕ)aϕ = ε(c)a, (49)

aϕ ⊗∆(cϕ) = aϕφ ⊗cϕ
(1)⊗cφ

(2). (50)

This can be seen as follows: rewrite (8) and (9) as commutative diagrams, reverse the arrows, and replaceψ
by ϕ. Then we have (49) and (50) in diagram form. Now fixc∈C such thatε(c) = 1. Then for alla∈ A,

a= ε(c)a = ε(cϕ)aϕ

(45) = ϑ((cϕ)(1)⊗e1((cϕ)(2)))e
2((cϕ)(2))aϕ

(50) = ϑ(cϕ
(1)⊗e1(cφ

(2)))e
2(cφ

(2))aϕφ

(42) = ϑ(cϕ
(1)⊗aϕφψe1(cφψ

(2)))e
2(cφψ

(2))

(ϕ = ψ−1) = ϑ(cϕ
(1)⊗aϕe1(c(2)))e

2(c(2)).

Write (I ⊗e)∆(c) = ∑m
i=1ci ⊗bi ⊗ai ∈C⊗A⊗A. For i = 1, · · · ,m, definea∗i ∈ A∗ by

〈a∗i ,a〉= ϑ(cϕ
i ⊗aϕbi).

Then{ai ,a∗i | i = 1, · · · ,m} is a finite dual basis ofA as ak-module. �

From now on we assume thatA is finitely generated and projective with finite dual basis{ai ,a∗i | i =
1, · · · ,m}. The proof of the next Lemma is straightforward, and therefore left to the reader.
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Lemma 4.6 Let (A,C,ψ) be a right-right entwining structure, and assume that A is finitely generated and
projective as a k-module. Then A∗⊗C∈ CM (ψ)CA. The structure is given by the formulae

(a∗⊗c)b = 〈a∗,bψai〉a
∗
i ⊗cψ, (51)

ρr(a∗⊗c) = a∗⊗c(1)⊗c(2), (52)

ρl (a∗⊗c) = 〈a∗,aiψ〉c
ψ
(1)⊗a∗i ⊗cψ

(2). (53)

We now give alternative descriptions ofV ′ andW′.

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

β1 : W′
1 →W′

2 = HomCC
kA (A

∗⊗C,C⊗A),

β1(e) = Ω, with
Ω(a∗⊗c) = 〈a∗,e1(c(2))ψ〉c

ψ
(1)⊗e2(c(2)).

The inverse ofβ1 is given byβ−1
1 (Ω) = e with

e(c) =∑
i

ai ⊗ (εC⊗ IA)Ω(a∗⊗c).

Proof. We first prove thatβ1 is well-defined.
a) β1(e) = Ω is right A-linear: for alla∗ ∈ A∗, c∈C andb∈ A, we have

Ω((a∗⊗c)b) = ∑
i

〈a∗,bψai〉Ω(a∗i ⊗cψ)

= ∑
i

〈a∗,bψai〉〈a
∗
i ,e

1((cψ)(2))Ψ〉(c
ψ)Ψ

(1)⊗e2((cψ)(2))

= 〈a∗,bψe1((cψ)(2))Ψ〉(c
ψ)Ψ

(1)⊗e2((cψ)(2))

(9) = 〈a∗,bψψ′e1(cψ
(2))Ψ〉c

ψ′Ψ
(1) ⊗e2(cψ

(2))

(7) = 〈a∗,(bψe1(cψ
(2)))Ψ〉c

Ψ
(1)⊗e2(cψ

(2))

(42) = 〈a∗,e1(c(2))Ψ〉c
Ψ
(1)⊗e2(c(2))b

= Ω(a∗⊗c)b.

b) β1(e) = Ω is rightC-colinear: for alla∗ ∈ A∗ andc∈C, we have

ρr(Ω(a∗⊗c)) = 〈a∗,e1(c(2))ψ〉ρr(cψ
(1)⊗e2(c(2))

= 〈a∗,e1(c(2))ψ〉(c
ψ
(1))(1)⊗e2(c(2))Ψ ⊗ (cψ

(1))
Ψ
(2)

(9) = 〈a∗,e1(c(3))ψψ′〉cψ′

(1)⊗e2(c(3))Ψ ⊗cψΨ
(2)

(41) = 〈a∗,e1(c(2))ψ′〉cψ′

(1)⊗e2(c(2))⊗c(3)

= Ω(a∗⊗c(1))⊗c(2).

c) β1(e) = Ω is left C-colinear: for alla∗ ∈ A∗ andc∈C, we have

ρl (Ω(a∗⊗c)) = 〈a∗,e1(c(2))ψ〉(c
ψ
(1))(1)⊗ (cψ

(1))(2)⊗e2(c(2))

20



(9) = 〈a∗,e1(c(3))ψψ′〉cψ′

(1)⊗cψ
(2)⊗e2(c(3))

= ∑
i

〈a∗,aiψ〉〈a
∗
i ,e

1(c(3))ψ′〉cψ′

(1)⊗cψ
(2)⊗e2(c(3))

= ∑
i

〈a∗,aiψ〉c
ψ
(1)⊗Ω(a∗i ⊗c(2)).

The proof thatβ−1
1 (Ω) = e satisfies (41) and (42) is left to the reader. The mapsβ1 andβ−1

1 are inverses of
each other since

β−1(β(e))(c) = ∑
i

ai ⊗ (εC⊗ IA)〈a
∗
i ,e

1(c(2))ψ〉c
ψ
(1)⊗e2(c(2))

= ∑
i

ai ⊗〈a∗i ,e
1(c(2))ψ〉εC(c

ψ
(1))⊗e2(c(2))

= 〈a∗i ,e
1(c)〉ai ⊗e2(c) = e1(c)⊗e2(c),

β(β−1(ω))(a∗⊗c) = 〈a∗,(ai)ψ〉c
ψ
(1)⊗ (εC⊗ IA)Ω(a∗i ⊗c(2))

= (IC⊗ εC⊗ IA)(〈a
∗,(ai)ψ〉c

ψ
(1)⊗Ω(a∗i ⊗c(2)))

= (IC⊗ εC⊗ IA)ρl (Ω(a∗⊗c))

= Ω(a∗⊗c).

At the last step, we used that for allc∈C anda∈ A,

(IC⊗ εC⊗ IA)ρl (c⊗a) = c⊗a.

�

Proposition 4.8 Let (A,C,ψ) be a right-right entwining structure If A is a finitely generated projective
k-module, then the map

α1 : V ′
1 →V ′

2 = HomCC
kA (C⊗A,A∗⊗C),

defined byα1(ϑ) = Ω, with
Ω(c⊗a) = 〈ϑ,c(1)⊗aψai〉a

∗
i ⊗cψ

(2)

is an isomorphism. The inverse ofα1 is given byα−1
1 (Ω) = ϑ with

ϑ(c⊗a) = 〈Ω(c⊗a),1A⊗ εC〉.

Proof. We first show thatα1 is well-defined. Takeϑ ∈V ′
1, and letα1(ϑ) = Ω.

a) Ω is right A-linear since for alla,b∈ A andc∈C,

Ω(c⊗a)b = ∑
i, j

〈ϑ,c(1)⊗aψai〉〈a
∗
i ,bΨa j〉a

∗
j ⊗cψΨ

(2)

= ∑
j

〈ϑ,c(1)⊗aψbΨa j〉a
∗
j ⊗cψΨ

(2)

(7) = ∑
j

〈ϑ,c(1)⊗ (ab)ψa j〉a
∗
j ⊗cψ

(2)

= Ω(c⊗ab).
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b) Ω is rightC-colinear since for alla∈ A andc∈C,

ρr(Ω(c⊗a)) = ϑ(c(1)⊗aψai)a
∗
i ⊗ (cψ

(2))(1)⊗ (cψ
(2))(2)

(9) = ϑ(c(1)⊗aψΨai)a
∗
i ⊗cΨ

(2)⊗cψ
(3)

= Ω(c(1)⊗aψ)⊗cψ
(2).

c) Ω is left C-colinear since for alla∈ A andc∈C,

ρl (Ω(c⊗a)) = ∑
i, j

ϑ(c(1)⊗aψai)〈a
∗
i ,a jΨ〉(c

ψ
(2))

Ψ
(1)⊗a∗j ⊗ (cψ

(2))(2)

(9) = ∑
i, j

ϑ(c(1)⊗aψψ′ai)〈a
∗
i ,a jΨ〉c

ψ′Ψ
(2) ⊗a∗j ⊗cψ

(3)

= ∑
j

ϑ(c(1)⊗aψψ′a jΨ〉c
ψ′Ψ
(2) ⊗a∗j ⊗cψ

(3)

(7) = ∑
j

ϑ(c(1)⊗ (aψa j)ψ′〉cψ′

(2)⊗a∗j ⊗cψ
(3)

(40) = ∑
j

ϑ(c(2)⊗aψa j〉c(1)⊗a∗j ⊗cψ
(3)

= c(1)⊗Ω(c(2)⊗a).

Conversely, givenΩ, we have to show thatα−1
1 (Ω) = ϑ satisfies (40). Take anyc⊗ a ∈ C⊗A and write

Ω(c⊗a) = ∑l b
∗
l ⊗dl ∈ A∗⊗C. SinceΩ is right and leftC-colinear, we have

Ω(c(1)⊗aψ)⊗cψ
(2) = ∑

l

b∗l ⊗dl(1)⊗dl(2),

c(1)⊗Ω(c(2)⊗a) = ∑
l

〈b∗l ,aiψ〉d
ψ
l(1)⊗a∗i ⊗dl(2).

Therefore we can compute

ϑ(c(2)⊗a)c(1) = 〈Ω(c(2)⊗a),1A⊗ ε〉c(1)
= ∑

l

〈b∗l ,aiψ〉〈a
∗
i ,1〉〈ε,dl(2)〉d

ψ
l(1)

= ∑
l

〈b∗l 1ψ〉d
ψ
l

= ∑
l

〈b∗l 1〉dl

= 〈Ω(c(1)⊗aψ),1A⊗ εC〉c
ψ
(2)

= ϑ(c(1)⊗aψ)c
ψ
(2).

Thus (40) follows. Finally, we show thatα1 andα−1
1 are inverses of each other.

α−1
1 (α1(ϑ))(c⊗a) = 〈ϑ(c(1)⊗aψai)a

∗
i ⊗cψ

(2),1A⊗ εC〉= ϑ(c(1)⊗aai)〈a
∗
i ,1A〉= ϑ(c⊗a).

We know thatα1(α−1
1 (Ω)) is right A-linear. Hence suffices it to show that

α1(α−1
1 (Ω))(c⊗1) = c⊗1,
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for all c∈C. From (51), we compute

〈(a∗⊗c)b,1A⊗ εC〉= 〈a∗,b〉ε(c) = 〈a∗⊗c,b⊗ εC〉.

Now write Ω(c⊗1) = ∑r a∗r ⊗cr and compute

α1(α−1
1 (Ω))(c⊗1) = 〈Ω(c(1)⊗ai),1A⊗ εC〉a

∗
i ⊗c(2)

= 〈Ω(c(1)⊗1),ai ⊗ εC〉a
∗
i ⊗c(2)

= Ω(c⊗1)[0],ai ⊗ εC〉a
∗
i ⊗Ω(c⊗1)[1]

= ∑
r
〈a∗r ,ai〉〈ε,cr(1)〉a

∗
i ⊗cr(2)

= ∑
r

a∗r ⊗cr = Ω(c⊗1).

�

Theorem 4.9 Let (A,C,ψ) be a right-right entwining structure, and assume that A is finitely generated and
projective as a k-module. With notation as above, we have thefollowing properties:
1) F′ is separable if and only if there existsΩ ∈V ′

2 such that for all c∈C,

〈Ω(c⊗1),1A⊗ εC〉= εC(c).

2) G′ is separable if and only if there existsΩ ∈W′
2 such that for all c∈C,

∑
i

ai(εC⊗ IA)Ω(a∗i ⊗c) = εC(c)1.

3) The following assertions are equivalent:
a) (F ′,G′) is a Frobenius pair.
b) There exist e∈W′

1, ϑ ∈V ′
1 such thatΩ = β1(e) andΩ = α1(ϑ) are inverses of each other.

c) A∗⊗C and C⊗A are isomorphic objects inCM (ψ)CA.

Proof. We only provea)⇒ b) in 3). First we show thatΩ is a left inverse ofΩ. SinceΩ◦Ω is rightA-linear,
it suffices to show that

Ω(Ω(c⊗1)) = ∑
i

ϑ(c(1)⊗ai)Ω(a∗i ⊗c(2))

= ∑
i

ϑ(c(1)⊗ai)〈a
∗
i ,e

1(c(3))ψ〉c
ψ
(2)⊗e2(c(3))

= ϑ(c(1)⊗e1(c(3))ψ〉c
ψ
(2)⊗e2(c(3))

(40) = ϑ(c(2)⊗e1(c(3))ψ〉c
ψ
(1)⊗e2(c(3))

(45) = c⊗1.

To show thatΩ is a right inverse ofΩ we use thatΩ◦Ω is rightC-colinear and conclude that it suffices to
show that for allc∈C anda∗ ∈ A∗,

(IA∗ ⊗ εC)(Ω(Ω(a∗⊗c))) = εC(c)a
∗.
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Both sides of the equation are inA∗, so the proof is completed if we show that both sides are equalwhen
evaluated at an arbitrarya∈ A. Observe that

Ω(Ω(a∗⊗c)) = ∑
i

〈a∗,e1(c(2))ψ〉ϑ((c
ψ
(1))(1)⊗e2(c(2))Ψai)a

∗
i ⊗ (cψ

(1))
Ψ
(2)

hence

(IA∗ ⊗ εC)(Ω(Ω(a∗⊗c)))(a)

= 〈a∗,e1(c(2))ψ〉ϑ(c
ψ
(1)⊗e2(c(2))a)

(42) = 〈a∗,(aΨe1(cΨ
(2)))ψ〉ϑ(c

ψ
(1)⊗e2(cΨ

(2)))

(7) = 〈a∗,aΨψe1(cΨ
(2))ψ′〉ϑ(cψψ′

(1) ⊗e2(cΨ
(2)))

(9) = 〈a∗,aψe1((cψ)(2))ψ′〉ϑ((cψ)
ψ′

(1)⊗e2((cψ)(2)))

(46) = 〈a∗,aψ〉ε(cψ) = 〈a∗,a〉ε(c),

as required. �

5 The smash product

Let (B,A,R) be a factorization structure (sometimes also called a smashor twisted tensor product structure,
cf. [27][22, pp. 299-300][16]). This means thatA andB arek-algebras and thatR : A⊗B → B⊗A is a
k-linear map such that for alla,c∈ A, b,d ∈ B,

R(ac⊗b) = bRr⊗arcR, (54)

R(a⊗bd) = bRdr ⊗aRr, (55)

R(a⊗1B) = 1B⊗a, (56)

R(1A⊗b) = b⊗1A. (57)

We use the notationR(a⊗b) = bR⊗aR. B#RA is thek-moduleB⊗A with new multiplication

(b#a)(d#c) = bdR#aRc.

B#RA is an associative algebra with unit 1B#1A if and only if (54-57) hold. In this Section we want to
examine whenB#RA/A andB#RA/B are separable or Frobenius. This will be a direct application of the
results in the second part of Section 1.
In Section 1, takeR= A, S= B#RA. Forν ∈V1 = HomR,R(S,R), defineκ : B→ A by

κ(b) = ν(b#1).

Thenν can be recovered formκ, sinceν(b#a) = κ(b)a. Furthermore

aκ(b) = aν(b#1) = ν(bR#aR) = κ(bR)aR

and we find that
V ∼=V1

∼=V3 = {κ : B→ A | aκ(b) = κ(bR)aR}. (58)

Now we simplify the description ofW ∼= W1 ⊂ (B#RA)⊗A (B#RA). Note that there is ak-module isomor-
phism

γ : (B#RA)⊗A (B#RA)→ B⊗B⊗A,
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defined by

γ((b#a)⊗ (d#c)) = b⊗dR⊗aRc,

γ−1(b⊗d⊗c) = (b#1)⊗ (d#c).

LetW3 = γ(W1)⊂ B⊗B⊗A. Takee= b1⊗b2⊗a2 ∈ B⊗B⊗A (summation implicitely understood). Then
e∈W3 if and only if (4) holds, for alls= b#1 ands= 1#a with b∈ B anda∈ A, if and only if

bb1⊗b2⊗a2 = b1⊗b2bR⊗a2
R, (59)

(b1)R⊗ (b2)r ⊗aRra
2 = b1⊗b2⊗a2a, (60)

for all a∈ A, b∈ B. This implies isomorphisms

W ∼=W1
∼=W3 = {e= b1⊗b2⊗a2 ∈ B⊗B⊗A | (59) and(60) hold}. (61)

Using these descriptions ofV andW, we find immediately that Theorem 1.2 takes the following form.

Theorem 5.1 Let (B,A,R) be a factorization structure over a commutative ring k.
1) B#RA/A is separable (i.e. the restriction of scalars functor G: MB#RA → MA is separable) if and only if
there exists e= b1⊗b2⊗a2 ∈W3 such that

b1b2⊗a2 = 1B⊗1A ∈ B⊗A. (62)

2) B#RA/A is split (i.e. the induction functor F: MA → MB#RA is separable) if and only if there existsκ ∈V3

such that
κ(1B) = 1A. (63)

3) B#RA/A is Frobenius (i.e.(F,G) is Frobenius pair) if and only if there existκ ∈V3, e∈W3 such that

(b2)R⊗κ(b1)Ra2 = b1⊗κ(b2)a2 = 1B⊗1A. (64)

Theorem 1.7 can be reformulated in the same style. Notice that

HomR(S,R) = HomA(B#RA,A)∼= Hom(B,A).

Hom(B,A) has the following(A,B#RA)-bimodule structure (cf. (6)):

(c f(b#a))(d) = c f(db)a,

for all a,c∈C andb,d ∈ B. From Proposition 1.5, we deduce that

V ∼=V2
∼=V4 = HomA,B#RA(B#RA,Hom(B,A)). (65)

If B is finitely generated and projective as ak-module, then we find using Proposition 1.6

W ∼=W2
∼=W4 = HomA,B#RA(Hom(B,A),B#RA). (66)

Theorem 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, and assume that B is
finitely generated and projective as a k-module. Let{bi ,b∗i | i = 1, · · · ,m} be a finite dual basis for B.
1) B#RA/A is separable if and only if there exists an(A,B#RA)-bimodule mapφ : Hom(B,A)∼= B∗⊗A →
B#RA such that

∑
i
(bi#1)φ(b∗i #1) = 1B⊗1A.

2) B#RA/A is split if and only if there exists an(A,B#RA)-bimodule mapφ : B#RA→ Hom(B,A) such that

φ(1B#1A)(1B) = 1A.

3) B#RA/A is Frobenius if and only if B∗⊗A and B#RA are isomorphic as(A,B#RA)-bimodules. This is also
equivalent to the existence ofκ ∈V3, e= b1⊗b2⊗a2 ∈W3 such that the maps

φ : Hom(B,A)→ B#RA, φ(f) = f(b1)b2#a2

and
φ : B#RA→ Hom(B,A), φ(b#a)(d) = κ(bdR)aR

are inverses of each other.

The same method can be applied to the extensionB#RA/B. There are two ways to proceed: as above,
but applying the left-handed version of Theorem 1.7 (left and right separable (resp. Frobenius) extension
coincide). Another possibility is to use “op”-arguments. If R : A⊗B → B⊗A makes(B,A,R) into a
factorization structure, then

R̃ : Bop⊗Aop → Aop⊗Bop

makes(Aop,Bop,R̃) into a factorization structure. It is not hard to see that there is an algebra isomorphism

(Aop#R̃Bop)op ∼= B#RA.

Using the left-right symmetry again, we find thatB#RA/B is Frobenius if and only if(Aop#R̃Bop)op/B is
Frobenius if and only if(Aop#R̃Bop)/Bop is Frobenius, and we can apply Theorems 5.1 and 5.2. We invite
the reader to write down explicit results.
Our final aim is to link the results in this Section to the ones in Section 3, at least in the case of finitely
generated, projectiveB. Let (A,C,ψ) be a right-right entwining structure, withC finitely generated and
projective, and putB= (C∗)op. Let{ci ,c∗i i = 1, . . . ,n} be a dual basis forC. There is a bijective correspon-
dence between right-right entwining structures(A,C,ψ) and smash product structures(C∗op,A,R). R andψ
can be recovered from each other using the formulae

R(a⊗c∗) = ∑
i

〈c∗,cψ
i 〉c

∗
i ⊗aψ, ψ(c⊗a) = ∑

i

〈(c∗i )R,c〉ci ⊗aR.

Moreover, there are isomorphisms of categories

M (ψ)CA ∼= MB#A and AM (ψ)CA ∼= AMB#A.

In particular,B#RA can be made into an object ofAM (ψ)CA, and this explains the structure onC∗⊗A used
in Section 3. Combining Theorems 3.9 and 5.2, we find that the forgetful functorM (ψ)CA → MA and its
adjoint form a Frobenius pair if and only ifC∗⊗A andA⊗C are isomorphic as(A,(C∗)op#RA)-bimodules,
if and only if the extension(C∗)op#RA/A is Frobenius.
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