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Abstract

Using equivalences of categories we provide isomorphisms between the
Brauer groups of different Hopf algebras. As an example, we show that
when k is a field of characteristic different from 2 the Brauer groups
BC(k, Hy, r¢) for every dual quasitriangular structure r; on Sweedler’s
Hopf algebra Hy are all isomorphic and abelian. We provide an isomor-
phism between the Brauer group of a Hopf algebra H and the Brauer group
of the dual Hopf algebra H* generalizing a result of Tilborghs. Finally we
compare the Brauer groups of H and of its opposite and co-opposite Hopf
algebras.

1 Introduction

There have been given several generalizations of the Brauer group of a field k,
due among others to Wall, Long, Van Oystaeyen, Caenepeel and Zhang. In par-
ticular, Caenepeel, Van Oystaeyen and Zhang defined in [1] the Brauer group
BQ(H, k) of a Hopf algebra H with bijective antipode. This is a special case of
Brauer group of a braided monoidal category (see [18]: the Brauer group of a
symmetric monoidal category had been defined by B. Pareigis in [15]). Here the
category is that of left modules of Drinfel’d quantum double (see [f] and [11]) of
a finitely generated projective Hopf algebra H with bijective antipode.
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BQ(H, k) generalizes the Brauer-Long group of a commutative and cocom-
mutative Hopf algebra defined by Long in [10]. In fact it is shown in [I] that
when H is a commutative cocommutative Hopf algebra, the Brauer group of H
and the Brauer-Long group of H are (anti-)isomorphic.

Another example of Brauer group of a braided monoidal category is the Brauer
group BC(k, H, r) where H is a dual quasitriangular Hopf algebra with universal
R-form r. In this case the category is that of right H-comodules.

By results in [3] and results in [13] (the dual version can be found in [§] and
the survey book [§] in the context of quasi Hopf algebras) twisting the algebra
structure of H by a 2-cocycle o provides a new dual quasitriangular Hopf algebra
+H,-1 whose comodule category is equivalent to that of H. Hence the two Brauer
groups BC(k, H, r) and BC(k, ,H,-1, r,) will be isomorphic. In this paper we
use this result in order to show that although the universal R-forms r, for ¢t € k of
Sweedler’s four dimensional Hopf algebra H, are not all isomorphic (this fact was
proved by Radford in [16]), the Brauer groups BC(k, H,r;) are all isomorphic
for every t € k. This result is achieved by finding a suitable cocycle which does
not change the algebra structure of H, but changes the universal R-form r; into
ro. Since the Brauer group BC(k, Hy,rg) (or equivalently, BM (k, Hy, Ry) the
Brauer group of the braided category of Hy-modules with braiding given by the
triangular R-matrix Rp) has been computed in [13], the computation of all BC’s
for H, is accomplished.

Cocycle twisting also provides an isomorphism between the groups BC(k, H, r)
and BC(k, H°, r7) where 7 is the usual flip and H? denotes the Hopf algebra
with opposite product.

In the case of a commutative and cocommutative finitely generated and projec-
tive Hopf algebra H, it was shown by F. Tilborghs in [17] that the Brauer-Long
group of H is (anti-)isomorphic to the Brauer-Long group of H*.

Hence for H commutative and cocommutative, finitely generated and projective
one has an isomorphism between the Brauer group B() of H and the Brauer
group BQ of H*. We shall use an isomorphism of Radford involving D(H) and
D(H*) together with the results about the Brauer group BC of the opposite Hopf
algebra in order to generalize Tilborghs’ result to the case of finitely genrated
projective Hopf algebras with a bijective antipode. Everything boils down to the
fact that there is an anti-equivalence of braided categories between the category
of Yetter-Drinfel’d H-modules (or crossed bimodules, or Quantum Yang-Baxter
modules) and that of Yetter-Drinfel’d H*-modules given by the usual duality
functor mapping left H-modules to right H*-comodules and right H-comodules
to left H*-modules. Equivalently, there is an anti-equivalence of braided cate-
gories between left D(H )-modules and left D(H*)-modules, where D(H) denotes
Drinfel’d quantum double of H.

At the end of the paper we compare BQ(k, H) and BQ(k, H?). We show that
there is always a map from BQ(k, H) to BC(k, D(H), 7R;} ..,\). If D(H) were

D(HeP)
triangular with respect to its standard R-matrix, then there would be an isomor-
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phism BQ(k, H) ~ BQ(k, H°?) but for nontrivial H the quantum double D(H)
cannot be triangular with respect to its standard R-matrix.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 the construction of the Brauer
group of a braided monoidal category is recalled. The particular case of the
Brauer group(s) of a Hopf algebra are included in a subsection. In Section 8 the
theory of cocycle twists of a Hopf algebra is used in order to get isomorphisms
between the groups BC' of Hopf algebras related by a twist. The main results of
the paper are to be found in Sections 4 and §. In Section 4 I apply the isomor-
phism above described to the particular example of Sweedler’s four dimensional
Hopf algebra H, in order to obtain BC(k, Hy,r;) for every t € k. In Section B,
I provide an isomporphism between the Brauer group B(@ of a Hopf algebra H
with the Brauer group B(@ of its dual and I compare it to the Brauer groups
related to its opposite Hopf algebra.

2 The Brauer group of a braided category

The Brauer group of a braided monoidal category was defined in [I8] and this
definition contains all known Brauer groups. The case of a symmetric category
had been already treated in [15] and in the symmetric case the Brauer group is
abelian. Here we give a short account of the general construction.

Let C denote a braided monoidal category with ®, ) and I respectively the tensor,
braiding and identity object. For objects P and @ in C if the functor C(— ®
P, Q) is representable one denotes the representing object by [P, @]. Similarly if
the functor C(P ® —, Q) is representable, the representing object is denoted by
{P, @}. An object A in C is an algebra if there are morphisms m: A®@ A — A
(product) and n: I — A (unit) satisfying associativity an unitary conditions. The
C-opposite algebra A is then defined as A as object but with product m := m o1
and same unit. The tensor product of two algebras A and B in C becomes an
algebra in C denoted by A#B with product (m4 ® mp) o (id ® ¥ ® id). For
more details, see [13] and references therein. In particular, [P, P] and {P, P} are
algebras in C.

For an algebra A in C one has the two maps:

F:C(X, A#A) —C(X, A, A (2.1)
F(a#b) <d> =ambed) €C(XQY, A) (2.2)

for every d € C(Y, A) where X and Y are objects in C and < d > stands for
“evaluation” at d and

G:C(X, A#A)  —C(X, {A, A) .
<d>Ga#h) =mldeabel(X®Y, A) (2.4)
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for every d € C(Y, A) where X and Y are objects in C and < d > stands for
“evaluation” at d. An algebra in C is called C-Azumaya if F' and G are isomor-
phisms and A is faithfully projective in C (see [I3] or [18] for the definition of
faithfully projective). It turns out that: the product of two C-Azumaya algebras
is C-Azumaya; the opposite algebra of a C-Azumaya algebra is C-Azumaya. If P
is faithfully projective, then [P, P] is also C-Azumaya. One can define an equiv-
alence relation on the set of C-Azumaya algebras: A ~ B if there exist faithfully
projective objects M and N such that

A#[M, M] ~ B#|N, N]. (2.5)

It is proved in [1§] that this is indeed an equivalence relation and that the set
of equivalence classes becomes a group Br(C) with product induced by #. The
inverse of a class represented by an algebra A will be the class represented by the
algebra A.

In [18] the second Brauer group Br'(C) was also defined if C satisfies some extra
conditions. Under general conditions there is a group homomorphism Br'(C) —
Br(C) which is very often a monomorphism and it is the identity if the unit
object I is projective. The elements of Br’'(C) are classes of separable C-Azumaya
algebras in the category (see [15] or [1§] for the definition).

Remark 2.1 It is clear that if we replace a category C by its opposite category
C? with A ®” B := B® A for two objects in C?, f ® g := g ® [ for two
morphisms f and g, and %5 := ¥pa, then the map

a: Br(C) — Br(C”)

[A] = [Alop

where [A] denotes the class of A and [A],, denotes the equivalence class of A in
C is a well-defined isomorphisms of groups which induces also an isomorphism
between Br'(C) and Br'(C). In fact it is clear that A is C-Azumaya iff A is
CoP-Azumaya and A ~¢ B iff A ~cop B iff A ~cop B.

2.1 The Brauer groups of a Hopf algebra

From now on k£ will denote a commutative ring. Every k-module M will be as-
sumed to be finitely generated, projective and faithful. This implies the existence
of “dual bases” {m;} C M and {m}} C M* for which ) m}(m)m; = m for every
m e M.

All tensor product will be intended to be over k.

All Hopf algebras will be assumed to be finitely generated, projective and with
bijective antipode S. < —, — > shall always denote evaluation between H* and
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H. Since H is finitely generated and projective, H* is also a finitely generated
projective Hopf algebra.

A k-module M is called faithfully projective (progenerator) if there exist elements
m; € M* and m; € M for which }_mj(m;) = 1.

H°P shall denote the Hopf algebra with opposite product and H¢? shall denote
the Hopf algebra with opposite coproduct.

The Brauer group BQ(k, H) of a Hopf algebra H over k is a particular case
of Brauer group of a braided monoidal category where the category is that of
Yetter-Drinfel’d H-modules.

Definition 2.2 A Yetter-Drinfel’d H-module M is a k-module which is a left
H-module and a right H-comodule satisfying the compatibility condition

> by me) ® hgymay = _(he) - m)e) @ (hey - m)ayha) (2.6)

for every h € H and m € M. In the formula - denotes the H-action on M,
x(m) = > mey®@may € M ® H is the right comodule structure map and A(h) =
> hay ® hy denotes the coproduct in H.

Remark 2.3 A Yetter-Drinfel’d module is also sometimes called a crossed bi-
module (see [11]) or a Quantum Yang-Baxter H-module (see [9]).

It is a result of S. Majid in [11] that the category of Yetter-Drinfel’d H-modules
is equivalent to the category of left D(H)-modules where D(H) is the Drinfel’d
double of H defined in [§].

In order to fix notation we recall that D(H) is a quasitriangular Hopf algebra
whose underlying coalgebra is H*“P @ H, with product

(E@a)(n@b) = &ne ®apb < 1), S~ (a@) >< nw), a@ >

and with R-matrix Y (¢ ® h;) ® (b} ® 1) where {h;} and {h}} are dual bases in
H and H*.

In this notation the H-action - and the H*-action h* = m = (id® < h*, — >)x
together with the compatibility condition define a D(H )-module structure on a
Yetter-Drinfel’d module M and viceversa because H and H* are subalgebras of
D(H). We shall denote the D(H )-action by .

It is well-known that the tensor product of two Yetter-Drinfel’d H-modules M and
N can be naturally equipped of a Yetter-Drinfel’d H-module structure denoted
by M®N as follows:

X(a®@b) =" ag) @ be) @ bayan) (2.7)



and
= Z h(l) ca® h(g) - b. (2.8)

The category YD(H) of Yetter-Drinfel’d modules (with module and comodule
morphisms) together with ® becomes a monoidal category. Moreover, there is an
isomorphism of Yetter-Drinfel’d H-modules between M®@N and N®N given by

Sun(m@n) =Y n)@ng) - (2.9)

which makes of the category of Yetter-Drinfel’d H-modules a braided monoidal
category. The mentioned equivalence of YD(H) and p(y)M is an equivalence of
braided monoidal categories. In terms of D(H)-modules, if R = > R; ® Ry is
the standard R-matrix for D(H) the braiding is nothing but

Sun(m@n) =Y Ry>n@Ry>m (2.10)

In this setting for a Yetter-Drinfel’d module P, [P, P] and {P, P} are the usual
End(P) and End(P) respectively, equipped with the Yetter-Drinfel’d module

structures:
= hay - f(S(he - m)); (2.11)

= f(m@) o ® S~ (m) f(me) ) (2.12)
for every m € M and f € End(M) for End(M) and

= hp “Yhqy) - m); (2.13)
X'(f)(m) = Z Fm©) ) @ fme)a)yS(ma)) (2.14)

for every m € M and f € End(M) for End(M)°. Those constructions come
from two possible natural Yetter-Drinfel’d module structures on [P, I| = P*.
An algebra in YD(H) is called a Yetter-Drinfel’d H-module algebra and it cor-
responds to a D(H )-module algebra:

Definition 2.4 A Yetter-Drinfel’d H-module algebra M is an algebra having the
structure of a Yetter-Drinfel’d H-module and such that the module and comodule
structure make of M a left H-module algebra and a right H°P-comodule algebra.

The tensor product A®B of two Yetter-Drinfel’d H-module algebras A and B
becomes a Yetter-Drinfel’d module algebra denoted by A# B with product given

by (a#c)(b#d) == ap(c @ b)d = Y aboy#(ba) - c)d.
The maps F and G become then:

F:A#A  — End(A) (2.15)
Fa#b)(c) = acolcn -b) =m(a® daalb® c)) (2.16)



and
G:A#A  — End(A)* (2.17)
G(a#b)(c) = Z a)(aq) - ¢)b =m(paam ®id)(id @ 7)(a ® b ® ¢) (2.18)

for every a, b and ¢ in A. Tt had already been proved in [l that F and G
are Yetter-Drinfel’d H-module algebra maps. A Yetter-Drinfel’d H-module al-
gebra A is H-Azumaya if F' and G are isomorphisms. In this case A ~ B if
there exist faithfully projective Yetter-Drinfel’d H-modules M and N such that
A#End(M) ~ B#End(N) as Yetter-Drinfel’d H-module algebras. Br(YD(H))
in usually denoted by BQ(k, H).

An H-Azumaya algebra is said to be strongly H-Azumaya if k is a direct sum-
mand of A as Yetter-Drinfel’d H-module. The second Brauer group Br'(YD(H))
is usually denoted BQS(k, H) and it coincides with BQ(k, H) if H is semisimple-
like and cosemisimple-like (see Prop. 2.27 in [2]). In general BQS(k, H) is the
subgroup whose elements are classes parametrized by strongly H-Azumaya alge-
bras.

If H is a quasitriangular Hopf algebra with universal R matrix R = > R ® Ry
it is well known that to every module (algebra) A one can associate a right H-
comodule (algebra) structure on A given by

a)=> Ry-a®R (2.19)

obtaining a Yetter-Drinfel’d H-module algebra. In this case the category pM of
left H-modules with H-module maps is a full subcategory of YD(H). Br(gM)
is then a subgroup of BQ(k, H) and it is usually denoted by BM (k, H, R). It is
the subgroup of BQ(k, H) whose elements are represented by a Yetter-Drinfel’d
module algebras whose comodule structure is defined by (2.19).

Dually, if H is a dual quasitriangular Hopf algebra with universal R-form r,
to a right H°-module (algebra) A one can associate a left H-module (algebra)
structure on A given by

hea=Y aor(h®ag (2.20)

obtaining a Yetter-Drinfel’d module algebra. The category M of right H-
comodules with H-comodule maps is a full subcategory of YD(H). Br(MH)
is then a subgroup of BQ(k, H) denoted by BC(k, H, ). It is the subgroup of
BQ(k, H) whose elements are represented by a Yetter-Drinfel’d module algebras
whose module structure is defined by (2.20).

It is well-known that BQ(k, H) ~ BC(k, D(H)*, r) ~ BM(k, D(H),R) where
D(H) is the Drinfel’d double of H and R is its standard R-matrix. Hence it is
enough to study BC(k, H, r) for a dual quasitriangular Hopf algebra.
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3 An equivalence of categories

In this section we show a few isomorphisms for the group BC' of a dual quasitri-
angular Hopf algebra. Everything can be dualized, considering quasitriangular
Hopf algebras and BM. We leave this task to the reader.

Let H be a bialgebra over k and let B be a left (resp. right) H-comodule
algebra with comodule map x. A left (resp. right) 2-cocycle o is a linear map
o: H® H — k satisfying

o Y o(kay @mauy)o(h @ keym)) = > o(ha) @ kay)o(heke @ m)

(resp. > ok @me)o(h@kayma) =Y _ o(he) @ke)o(hayka@m))
oh®l)=0c(1®h)=e(h)¥Y h, k,m € H

Then, the o-left (resp. o-right) twisted comodule ,B (resp. B,) is an algebra
with the same underlying vector space as B, and product given by:

a-b= Z O‘(a(l) & b(l))a(o)b(o) (31)
if x(a) =3 ap) ® aq), and x(b) = > bay @ by € H® B for a, b € B;

(resp. a- b—Za(o o(a@y ® bay) (3.2)

if x(a) =) a@) ® any, and x(b) = > be) ® b(l) € B® H), where a — a denotes
the identification of Vector spaces (see for instance [i14], Paragraph 7.5).

If B is a bialgebra and o is a left 2-cocycle one can perform such a twist to B,
viewed as a left (resp. right) B-comodule algebra. If o is a convolution invertible
left 2-cocycle, then o~! is a right 2-cocycle. It is well-known (see for instance
(03], [8] or [4]) that the double twist ,B,-1 with the same coproduct of B is again
a bialgebra and if B is a Hopf algebra, then ,B,-:1 is also a Hopf algebra with
antipode S, given by (u® S®@u™")(A®id)A. Here u € B, ~ B* is the linear
functional given by u = o(id ® S)A.

The following facts are also well-known (see for instance [13] and references
therein or, for a dual version involving the case of Drinfel’d quasi Hopf algebras,
[8] and references therein):

e The category of right H-comodules is equivalent to the category of right
«H -1-comodules as monoidal category. In this case though we need the
comodule structure of a tensor product to be

mn— Z Moy @ Ny @ M)n()- (3.3)



The monoidal functor F is the identity on objects (the coproduct is un-
changed) and the natural transformation n: (M) @ F(N) — F(M @ N)

n(m @ n) Z my @ o (ma) ® nay). (3.4)
The compatibility conditions for n follow by the cocycle condition on o.

o If H is dual quasitriangular with universal R-form r, then ,H,-1 is also
dual quasitriangular with universal R-form given by r, = (o7) xr x o~ 1.

e The categories M and M-H--1 are equivalent braided monoidal cate-
gories. In this case one uses the braiding

compatible with the different definition of comodule structure on M ® N.
One can check that the braiding ¢,y is respected by the functor F and
the natural transformation n mentioned above.

e The universal R-forms r and r~'7 of a dual quasitriangular Hopf algebra
H are 2-cocycles and ,H,-1 = H? = -1 H,,. The new universal R-form
is in both cases rr.

It is a straightforward check that if H is a bialgebra with coproduct A, and
if o is a 2-cocycle for H, then o7 is a 2-cocycle for H? and
(6Hy-1) o~y (H),-1,. Hence, repeating the discussion above for H the
category of right H-comodules with tensor product structure

me@n+— Z M) @ Ny & n)ym()

and braiding
men — Z n) ® Moy r(nay ® mqy)

is equivalent, as braided monoidal category, to that of ,H,-1-comodules with
tensor product structure

m®n — Z m) ® Ny @ a(nay @ may)neymeo " (nE) ® ma))
and braiding
m@ne Y ne ®me o(mae ®n)r(ne ©me)o (ne © me).
The natural transformation 7 is in this case:
m®mn— Z my @ o (nay @ may). (3.6)

An algebra A in M is mapped by the functor to the algebra A, 1, with product
maonaaie a-b:=3 agboo (ba) ® au)). Hence we have:
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Proposition 3.1 Let H be a (faithfully projective) dual quasitriangular Hopf
algebra with universal R-form r. Let o be an invertible 2-cocycle.

Then BC(k, H, r) ~ BC(k, sH,-1, 15). The class of an H-Azumaya algebra A
is mapped to the class of Ay—1,. In particular, BC(k, H, r) ~ BC(k, HP, rT).

Proof: It follows by the above observations. Observe that twisting H by rir
implies that [A] is mapped to [A°P]. O

Remark 3.2 The result about H° could be obtained also by checking that the
categories of right H°? comodules and of right H comodules are anti-equivalent
braided categories. Then the anti-isomorphism between the two Brauer groups
is given on representatives by A — A.

4 An example: BC(k, Hy, 1)

Let k be a field of characteristic different from 2 and let H, denote Sweedler’s
four dimensional Hopf algebra over k generated by ¢ and h such that ¢ = 1,
h? = 0 and gh + hg = 0. As far as the coproduct A is concerned, g is grouplike
and h is twisted-primitive with A(h) = h® g + 1 ® h. The antipode S is such
that S(g) = g and S(h) = gh. It is well-known that H; is isomorphic to Hy.
An isomorphism is obtained sending g to f; — f, and h to f, + fg, where f,
denotes the dual element of x € Hy. It is also well-known that H; has a family
of universal R-forms (and, dually of universal R-matrices) parametrized by the
elements in k. The universal R-forms r, (¢ € k) were firstly found by Radford in
[16] and are determined by the axioms of an R-form together with

r(l@z) =r(r®1l) =¢(r)

r(g®g)=—-1 n(g@h)=r(h®g)=r(g®gh)=r(gh®g)=0
ri(gh® h) =ry(h @ h) = r(gh ® gh) = —ry(h ® gh) = t.

A first observation is that all those structures are cotriangular, i.e. 7y * (r;7) =
e ®e = (ry7) * ry. This means that for every a and b in Hy one has:

Z rt(a(l) & b(l))rt(b@) X a(l)) = S(G)E(b) = Z T’t(b(l) X a(l))rt(a@) X b(g)) (4.1)

By the symmetry in the formula if we interchange a and b it is enough to check
the left hand side condition on pairs of basis elements. We have various cases
depending on the coproduct of a and b:

e a and b are both grouplike elements of the basis (i.e. 1 or g). The left hand
side of (4.1) reads 7;(a®@b)r;(b®a). This is 1? for the pairs (1, g), (g,1) and
(1,1) and it is (—=1)% when a = b = g. In all cases this is equal to &(a)e(b).
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e One element in {a, b} is grouplike and the other is twisted primitive (i.e.
h or gh). Then each summand of the left hand side of (4.1) will contain
an expression of type r(z ® y) with = grouplike and y twisted primitive.
Therefore each summand is zero. For instance

rexrT(h®g) =r(h @ g)rig @ g) + (1@ g)ri(g @ h) =0 = e(g)e(h).
Hence - ri(an) @ b))ri(be) ® ap)) = 0 = £(a)e(b).

e ¢ and b are both twisted primitives. Then the only nonzero terms in the sum
on the left hand side of (4.[) appear when ag) and by are both twisted
primitives, or when a(y and by are both grouplikes. If a = b = h the
expression becomes

rexrT(h@h) =r(h@h)rig®g) +r,(1@ Dry(h®@h) = —t +t =e(h)?.
If a = b = gh the expression becomes
ri(gh @ gh)ri(1® 1) + (9 ® g)ri(gh ® gh) = —t +t = e(gh)e(gh).
If a = h and b = gh the expression becomes
ri(h @ gh)ri(1® g) + (1 ® g)ri(gh @ h) =t — t = e(gh)e(h).
Finally if a = gh and b = h the expression is

rekryT(gh@h) = ri(gh@h)ri(g@1)+ri(g1)ri(h®@gh) = t—t = e(h)e(gh).

Hence H, is cotriangular for every universal R-form r,. Therefore BC(k, Hy, ;) =~
BCO(k,H? r/") ~ BC(k, H,r;'7) and it is an abelian group.

Dually, one can check that (Hy, R;) is triangular for every universal R-matrix R;.
Although triangularity of R; follows by the previous result we sketch the proof
for sake of completeness because we have not met this result in the literature
before. The family of R-matrices (see 1G] or [d]) is given by

1 t
Rt:§(l®1+1®g+g®1—g®g)+§(h®h+h®gh+gh®gh—gh®h)

for t € k. Ry = TRy and R2 =1® 1 because it corresponds to a Hopf involution
friHf — H;” where fr(§) = (< &, — > ®id)(Ro) (see [9]). Hence (Hy, Ry) is
triangular. Put Ry = Ro+R;. (Hy, R;) is triangular if (7R;) Ry = 1®1 = Ry(TRy).
Since 7 is an algebra isomorphism it is enough to check the relation for (7 R;)R;.
This expression is equal to

(TRo)Ry + (TRo)R, + (TR)) R, + (TR) R, = 1® 1+ (TRy) R, + (TR;) R,
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(TR))R, = 0 because h? = 0 appears in every component. Checking that
(TRo)R; + (TR;)R{, = 0 is a striaghtforward computation that we leave to the
reader.

The group BM (k, Hy, Ry) has been computed by Van Oystaeyen and Zhang in
[([Y]. This group is isomorphic to BC(k, Hy, r¢) because the universal R-matrix
Ry goes over to the universal R-form ry under the isomorphism H; — Hj previ-
ously given.

We want to show here that BC'(k, Hy, r;) ~ BC(k, H, rq) for every t € k, hence
that BM (k, Hy, Ry) ~ BM(k, Hy, R,) for every s € k. We shall do this by
providing for every t € k there exists a suitable element o, € (Hy ® Hy)* such
that

e 0, is a left 2-cocycle for Hy;
e 0, is invertible;
e the twisted product in ot(H4)o;1 coincides with the product in Hy;
° aﬂ*rt*at_l =T9.
The functional o; is defined on the basis elements of H; ® H, as follows:
o(z®1) =0(l®x) =c(x) forevery xz € Hy.

o(g®g) =1
t

oi(h® h) = 01(gh @ h) = —0y(h ® gh) = —0u(gh @ gh) =

and oy(x ® y) = 0 whenever z is grouplike and y twisted primitive or the other
way around.
It is a 2-cocycle if for every triple of basis elements k, a, m there holds:

> oulkay ©may)oi(a @ kgyme) = Y ovlag) © kay)or(apke) @ m).

If one of the elements is 1 then the condition is verified because oy is unitary (i.e.
it coincides with € on 1 ® z and x ® 1). Hence we have to check the condition on
all triples of elements in {g, h, gh}.

Then we have different cases depending on how often g appears in the triple.

1. g appears 3 times.
Then we have

o(g@go(gel)=1=0(g® g)o(1®g)

12



2. g appears twice in the triple:
If g =a =m and k is twisted primitive the condition becomes

> oulka) © 9)ou(g @ k) = D 019 @ kay)oi(gke) © g)-

Since k is twisted primitive, in every summand k() and k() can never
be both grouplikes, hence both sums are 0. The cases ¢ = a = k and
g = k = m are checked similarly.

3. g appears once in the triple:
If g = m then the condition reads

Y ailkay ® 9)or(a @ kyg) = Y arlaqy © kay)or(apke) © 9)-

The only nonzero component of the left hand side appears when k() is
grouplike and k) = k, hence the left hand side is equal to o;(a ® kg). The
only nonzero component of the right hand side is when a2k 2) is grouplike,
i.e. when both a() and k() are grouplikes, hence a(;y = a, k1) = k and the
right hand side becomes oy(a ® k). It is straightforward to check that for
the twisted primitives a and k in Hy there holds: oy(a ® kg) = 04(a ® k).
If g = a by similar computations the left hand side becomes oy(k®m), with
k and m twisted primitives. The right hand side becomes o;(gk ® m) =
oi(k ® m) for k and m twisted primitives.

If g = k the right hand side is oy (a®gm) and the left hand side is oy (ag®@m).
Again they coincide for a and m twisted primitives.

4. g does not appear in the triple.
Then ) o¢(kqy ®@may)oi(a® k@ym(a)) = 0 because if k) and my) are both
twisted primitives, their product involves an h? hence it is zero, if one is
twisted primitive and the other grouplike, then o;(k(1) ® m(1)) = 0 and if
they are both grouplikes o(a ® k(2ym2)) = 0. Similarly one shows that the
right hand side is also equal to zero.

Hence oy is a left 2-cocycle. Similarly one can prove that o; is also a right 2-
cocycle.

We claim that v, € (Hy ® Hy)* is the convolution inverse of oy, where v, is
defined on the basis elements as follows:

nz®1l) =n(l®z) =c(x) forevery z € Hy.
n(g®g) =1

t
vi(h® h) = vi(gh @ h) = —1(h @ gh) = —1,(9h @ gh) = —3

13



and v(z ® y) = 0 whenever x is grouplike and y is twisted primitive or the other
way around.

We show that o, x 1, = ¢ ® ¢ = 1, ¥ 0;,. This means that we have to show that for
every pair of basis elements a and b in H, one has

> orlan) @ by)nlae @ be) = e(@)e(b) = Y mlaw ® bu)o(ae @ be).
Again we divide the different cases:
e a and b are both grouplikes i.e. a, b € {1, g}. Then the expression becomes

o(a®@ by (a®b) =1-1=¢(a)e(b) = v(a®b)o(a ®b)

e ¢ and b are one grouplike and the other twisted primitive. Then the ex-
pressions are always zero because in each summand there will be either a
o(x ®y) or a y(r ®y) with one element grouplike and the other twisted
primitive. Hence

Z o¢(a@)y®@bay ) vy (a@)@be)) =0 = e(a)e(b) = Z Vi(aq)y®bgy)o(a) @b))

e ¢ and b are both twisted primitive. The only nonzero terms in the sums
will be those where both a(;) and b(;) are both grouplikes or both twisted
primitives. We have for a = h = b:

orxv(h@h)=0(1@ )(h@h) +o(h@h)r(g®g)+0=0=c(h)?

vixoy(h@h) =1(1@ 1oy (h®@h) + v, (h @ h)o(g® g) =0 =e(h)?
For a = h and b = gh:

or*x v (h @ gh) = 0 (1@ g)ri(h @ gh) + o (h ® gh)r(g © 1) = 0 = e(h)e(gh)

v xoy(h®gh) =1(1® g)oy(h® gh) + v (h® gh)o(g®1) = 0 = e(h)e(gh).
For a = gh and b = h:

or kv (gh @ h) = 01(gh @ W) (1 ® g) + 0 (1 ® g)ri(gh @ h) = 0 = (gh)e(h)

vxo(gh®@h) =1 (gh®h)oy(1®g)+ 1 (1®g)o(gh®@h) =0 =e(gh)e(h).
Finally for a = b = gh

o %1 (gh @ gh) = 0,(9 ® 9)ri(gh @ gh) + 0, (gh ® gh)r(1® 1) = 0 = £(gh)?

v+ 0 (gh @ gh) = (g ® g)or(gh ® gh) + 1 (gh @ gh)oy(1® 1) = 0 = e(gh)?

14



So v, = o; ', Hence it makes sense to compute the product in otH . We shall
see that the product in otH —1 coincides with the product in Hy. We check this
fact on products of the the generators h and g: the other products follow by
associativity. B
§-g=0(9®9) g0, (g g) = 1;
g-h=0(g©1)go; (g h) +o(go1)gho, (g® g)+
oi(g®h) g2 oy (9 ® g) = gh;
h-G=0+0a(1®g)hgo; '(9©g) = hy;
h-h=0(1®@1)1o,'(h®@h)+o(1®1)ho; ' (h® g)+
0:(1®@h)gor(h®g)+ 0o, (1®@1)ho; (g@h)+ o (1@ 1)h20, (g ® g) =

o(l@h)hgoy (g@g) +a(h@1)go; (g @h) +o,(h@1) ghay ' (g @ g)+

— t t
o(h @) P o (g8 g) = =5 +0+ 5 =0,

Hence the product in 4, (Hy),-1 coincides with the product in Hy.

Now we compute how r, changes under twisting, i.e. o,7 % 7, * o, * for every s
and t in k. We shall prove that this is equal to r;_;.

It is known that o, 7 % s * o, !is a universal R-form for the twist of H,, hence for
H,. By the properties of an R-form:

rla®1l)=r(1®a) =¢c(a) and

r(ab® c) = Zr(a ® cq))r(b® cy) for every a, b and c € Hy

it is enough to check the equality when the first argument is h or g. Moreover,
since A(h) and A(g) can be expressed in terms of tensor products of h, g and 1,
the property of any R-form r

r(a® be) = Zr(a(g) ® b)r(apy ® c) for every a, b and c € Hy

implies that it is enough to check that the two forms coincide on h ® h, g ® g,
g® hand h ® g. Then

o krsx 0, (g® g) =1is(g ® g) = —1;

oT*kr k0, (gOh) =0 *rsx 0, (h®g)=0=r_(h®@g)=r_s(gh)

because every summand will involve one of the forms evaluated at a pair composed
by the grouplike g and the twisted primitive h.

omxrsx0; H(h@h) = oy (h@h)ry(g®g)o; H(g®g) +o(1@h)ry(g@h)o; (g g)+
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a(1@ h)ry(g®@ 1oy (g @ h) + o (h @ Dry(h® g)o; ' (9 ® g)+

o(1® 1)ry(h @ h)o; ' (g ® g) + o:(1@ 1)ry(h @ 1)o; (g @ h)+

or(h@ Dry(1®g)o; '(h®g)+o(1®@ 1)ry(1 @ h)o; ' (h @ g)+
c(1@Dry(1®1)o; ' (h@h) =0 (h®@h) +ry(h®@h)+ o, (h®@h) =

—t+s=r_s(h®h).

In particular, for s = ¢ one has o,7 * 7, * 0,1 = 7rq.

Remark 4.1 It is a result by Majid (see [I3] or [1Z]) that if two 2-cocycles are
cohomologous then their corresponding twisted Hopf algebras are isomorphic. If
the Hopf algebra involved is dual quasitriangular then the corresponding twisted
Hopf algebras will be isomorphic as dual quasitriangular Hopf algebras. In par-
ticular if a 2-cocycle is a coboundary (i.e. it is cohomologous to e ® €) one obtains
the same dual quasitriangular Hopf algebra he started with. The computations
above show that the converse is not true, i.e. there are 2-cocycles which are not
coboundaries for which the twist does not change the Hopf algebra structure. For
t # 0 o, is not a coboundary because otherwise (Hy, r;) would be isomorphic to
(Hy, ro) as dual triangular Hopf algebras which is never true by the results in

[16].
We have proved the following

Proposition 4.2 Let k be a field of characteristic different from 2. Let Hy be
Sweedler’s Hopf algebra, and r, t € k be its universal R-forms. Then for every
t € k, BC(k, Hy, r;) ~ BC(k, Hy, 19). The isomorphism maps the class of A in
BC(k, Hy, ro) to the class of A,,; in BC(k, Hy, 1¢). O

Remark 4.3 If k is algebraically closed, the isomorphism between BC'(k, Hy, rs)
and BC(k, Hy, ry) for st # 0 could be deduced a priori by the fact that all
the dual quasitriangular structures are isomorphic for st # 0, see [16]. But
(Hy, 75) % (Hy, 1o) for s # 0. Still, we could show that the corresponding Brauer
groups are isomorphic.

Remark 4.4 Proposition 4.3 combined with the results in [19]and self duality
of Hy provide a full descripition of BC(k, Hy,r;) and BM (k, Hy, R;). The com-
putation of the full Brauer group BQ(k, Hy) and the determination of how the
different copies of BC' fit into B(Q) in this case is still an open problem.
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5 The Brauer groups of H* and H

In this section we investigate the relation between BQ(k, H) and BQ(k, H*) and
between B(k, H) and B(k, H?). We start with a variation of a Lemma to be
found in [16].

Lemma 5.1 For a finitely generated projective Hopf algebra H over k the usual
flip T defines an isomorphism between D(H) and D(H°PP*)°?. The standard
R-matriz R is mapped to (13 @ To4)R’ where R’ is the standard R-matriz of
D(HP<°P*). In particular, if the antipode S of H is bijective, then 7(S* ™t @ S)
defines an isomorphism between D(H) and D(H*)°" mapping the universal R-
matriz R to Tp+),pmE- R O

This Lemma implies that the categories of left modules of the pairs (D(H), R)
and (D(H*)?, R') are equivalent. Hence the categories of left modules of D(H)
and D(H*) are anti-equivalent braided monoidal categories. Dualizing the above
result and using the discussion in the previous sections and Remark 3.3 we have:

Proposition 5.2 Let H be a faithfully projective Hopf algebra with bijective an-
tipode S. Then BQ(k, H) ~ BQ(k, H*).

Proof: BQ(k, H) is isomorphic to:
BC(k, D(H)*, r) ~ BC(k, D(H*)"*, v't) ~ BC(k, D(H*)*", r'T).

Applying the antipode of D(H*)* and observing that the R-form 7't remains
unchanged one has:

BQ(k, H) ~ BC(k, D(H*)*?, v't) ~ BC(k, D(H*)*, ') ~ BQ(k, H").

O
Observe that the above is in fact an anti-isomorphism. We describe it more
explicitely generalizing the main result in [17]. We give it in terms of Yetter-
Drinfel’d modules and in terms of modules for the Drinfel’d double.
Suppose (M, -, x) is a Yetter-Drinfel’d H-module. Then (M, ») is a D(H)-
module. The pull-back of this action along the map (7(S*7'®9))™! = (S*®@S~ )7
defines on M a D(H*)°P-module structure that is given by (a®¢e).m = S~1(a)-m
for elements of the subalgebra H” ® ¢ and by (1 ® £).m = S*(§) — m for el-
ements of the sublagebra 1 ® H*°. The antipode of D(H*)?? is S™! ® id on
e® H and id ® S* on 1 ® H*P. Using the action defined in Remark 8.2 the
H*-action on M is given by - and —. Therefore the map in Proposition 5.2
sends a Yetter-Drinfel’d H-module (M, -, x) to the Yetter-Drinfel’d H*-module
(M, p, =) where p(m) = > m@y @ mayy € M @ H* is such that for every
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l € H~ H* one has (id® < —, I >)p(m) = [ - m. This is possible because M is
rational.

In other words, the functor from objects in YD(H ) to objects in YD(H™) is given
by the standard functors from the category of right H-comodules M to the cate-
gory of left H*-modules g« M and from the category of left H-modules g M to the
category of right H*-modules M associating to a right comodule (M, ) the left
H*-module (M, —) where h* — m = (id® < h*, — >)x(m) and to the H-module
(M, ) the right H*-comodule (M, p) where p(m) = > m. ® m(.) as above.
One can also check directly that this functor D maps Yetter-Drinfel’d modules
of H to Yetter-Drinfel’d modules of H* and that it defines an anti-equivalence of
braided categories. For instance, the compatibility condition between p and —
for the H* module (M, —) and comodule (M, p) follows from

(d® < —, 1>) Y hiyy = mw) ® hizymas)

= Z h(l m(o* < My(14), l(g) >) < ha), l(l) >
=3 hiy = (g -m) < iy, Ly >
= Z(l(g) -m)(o) < ha), (1(2) -m)(l) > < h>(k2)’ l(l) >

= (id® < h*, — >) Z(l(z) -m)(o) ® (l(z) . m)(l) l(l)

for any h* € H*, m € M and | € H ~ H* together with the compatibility
condition for the Yetter-Drinfel’d H-module M.

We have seen that D defines a monoidal functor from YD(H) to YD(H*),
the monoidal category whose tensor structure is given by ®”, where M@PN =
N®,M is the opposite product of N and M viewed as Yetter-Drinfel’d H*-
modules. The family of natural isomorphisms

7(M, N):D(M)&."D(N) = D(N)@,D(M) — D(M&N)

compatible with D and the tensor products is given by the usual flips 7. In fact
one can also check directly that 7 is a module and comodule isomorphism. For
instance for M and N objects in YD(H) the left H*-module structure on M®N is

h* — 7(n®@m) Zm ®mn) < h*, n (5.1)
= Zm < h(2 may > ®nq) < hiy, nay > (5.2)
= (hjy ® (hiy =N 1) (5.3)
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where —j; and — y denote the H* left module structure associated to the right
H-comodule structure of M and N. The right H*-comodule structure p of M@N
is such that for every [ € H one has

(1d®*® < —, | >)p(m@n) =1 - (m@n) =

D gy - m)&(ey -n) = (1@ ) (par(m) @ (id @ lo)) (pw(n))
— (id®2® < —, l >) Zm(o*) X TV(0x) & TN (1) TV (1)

where py(m) = Y mw) ® mayy and py(n) = > Ny ® Ny, hence 7 is a
comodule isomorphism.

One can also see directly that D and 7 are compatible with the braidings ¢ in
YD(H) and 937, in YD(H*)? where ¢ is Yy N@.M — M®&.N as Yetter-
Drinfel’d H*-modules. In fact for any pair of objects M and N in YD(H) and
for n @ m € D(M)®™"D(N),

D(opyn)Tam(n @ m) = dyn(m®@n) = Zn(()) @ neay-m
coincides with
TN © Yy (n @ m) = Ty Z M(0) & < M(14), TY(1) > TY0) = Z (o) @ 1) - M.

In terms of D and 7 one sees that if A is a Yetter-Drinfel’d H-module algebra,
the product in D(A) is given by D(m4)74 4, where my is the product in A, i.e.
A equipped with the opposite product is a Yetter-Drinfel’d H*-module algebra
as we had seen before. We have that 7 defines an algebra isomorphism between
D(B#A) = (B#A)? and D(B)P#PD(A) ~ AP#,B® where #, the tensor
product of Yetter-Drinfel’d H*-module algebras. This can be checked directly for
every a, c€ Aand b, d € B:

Mgy ayr (T @ T)((a#.D) @ (c#.d)) = dpap(c @ b)a =

(D) “aordap(c®b)od) =r(ao (Ypat(c®@Db))od)
=T(ao (Ypa(b®c)) od) = Tmaory, por((a#.D) ® (c#.d))

where o denotes the opposite product in A and B and the interchange between
Toap and ¢paT follows by the compatibility of D and 7 with the braidings.

Proposition 5.3 Let H be a finitely generated projective Hopf algebra over k
with bijective antipode. Then the isomorphism between BQ(k, H) and BQ(k, H*)
of Proposition 9.3 maps [A] — [D(A)|.. Here [B]. denotes the equivalence class
of B as H*-Azumaya algebra. O
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For sake of completeness we show also the (functorial) reciprocity for the opposite
algebra, F and G with respect to D. D(A) has product mpayiy = maTihas =

MA@aaT = Mmp ). Hence D(A) = D(A). As far as the canonical maps in YD(H*)
F, and G, are concerned, F, is the composite:

D(A)#D(A) = D(A)#.D(A) — D(A#A) “H D(End(A)) = End(D(A))*

and similarly for G,

D(A)#7D(A) = D(A)#.D(A) — D(A#A) 22 D(End(A)™) = End(D(A)).

It is a small exercise in sigma notation to check that F,(a#.b)(c) = G(b#a)(c),
Gy(b#.a)(c) = F(a#b)(c) and that D(End(A)) is indeed End(A)°? with the
natural Yetter-Drinfel’d H*-module structure.

Corollary 5.4 For a finitely generated projective Hopf algebra H over a commu-
tative ring k, with bijective antipode the isomorphism in Proposition .3 induces
an isomorphism between BQS(k, H) and BQS(k, H*).

Proof: It is immediate to check that k is a direct summand of A as a Yetter-
Drinfel’d H-module if and only if k is a direct summand of A as a Yetter-Drinfel’d
H*-module. O

Corollary 5.5 If H is commutative or cocommutative then all the “associated”
Hopf algebras (opposite, co-opposite, opposite of the dual, co-opposite of the dual,
etcetera) have the same Brauer group. a

It is an interesting question whether an isomorphism between BQ(k, H) and
BQ(k, H°?) holds in general. Here follow some observations concerning this
question.

Lemma 5.6 The linear map
St ®@id: D(H®P) — D(H)“?

is a Hopf algebra isomorphism. If for D(H )P we have the R-matriz TRpm)

then the corresponding R-matriz in D(HP) is TRB%HCOP).

Proof: Direct computation. O
Proposition 5.7 For any finitely generated projective Hopf algebra H, there is
an isomorphism between BQ(k, H) and BM (k, D(H*?), TRB%HCOP)).
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Proof: One has
BQ(]{Z, H) ~ BM(]{?, D(H)’ R) ~ BM(]{;’ D(lr_[)cop7 TR)

where the second isomorphism is clear because the algebra structure is unchanged.
By Lemma 5.6

BQ(k, H) ~ BM (k, D(H®?), TRB(HCOP )~ BM(k, D(HP), TRB(HOP )

where the second isomorphism is induced by the isomorphism Sp;' ® S from
D(H°?) to D(H®P) that leaves the R-matrix invariant. O Under the above
series of maps (coming from equivalences of categories) the Yetter-Drinfel’d H-
module (M, -, x) is mapped to the Yetter-Drinfel’d H°-module (M, —, x) with
h — m := S(h) - m where S is the antipode of H. In fact

X(h = m) = x(Sh-m) = "(Sh)@) - m) ® (Sh)@ma)S~ (Sh)a) =

> S(h) @) - m) @ S(hay)mmhe =Y S(h) @) - me) @ hg) o may o Spby(hay)

where o denotes the opposite product. This construction defines a functor which,
together with the natural transformation 7 gives an anti-equivalence of monoidal
categories. The natural isomorphism 7 would respect the braiding if for every
Yetter-Drinfel’d module M and N, for every m € M and n € N one had

> mey @may-n =Y (Snw) - men).

In terms of modules over Drinfel’d quantum double of H,
Y me) @ma)-n=T7(Re(n®©m))

if R = > Ri ® R, is the canonical R-matrix for D(H). If P =Y P, ® P is
To),pE) R~ = Tow),pm) (id ® S; 1 )R, then

Z(Sn(l) m@ng) = (P> (n®@m)).

Hence 7 would respect the braidings if D(H) were triangular. Then BQ(k, H)
would be isomorphic to BQ(k, H?). However, for k a field and H nontrivial,
(D(H),R) is never triangular. An easy way to see this is given by the theory of
the exponent of a finite-dimensional Hopf algebra introduced by P. Etingof and
S. Gelaki in [7]. The authors show the so-called exponent of a Hopf algebra H
is equal to the order of (7R)R in D(H)®? and also equal to the order of the
element v = m(Spy) ® id**)7(R) = > 5*7'(h}) ® h; in D(H). Here {h}};ec,
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and {h;}jc; are dual bases and S* is the antipode of H*. It is clear then that
(TR)IR #e®1®¢e ® 1 because u # ¢ ® 1.

Observe that triangularity of R is not a necessary condition for BQ(k, H) ~
BQ(k, H°?) to hold. This is clear by looking at the case of H commutative.
In particular Proposition 6.7 implies that if H is commutative then there is an
isomorphism between BC(k, D(H),R) and BC(k, D(H), TR™').

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This work has been carried over at the University of Antwerp where the author
had a poct-doc position financed by the EC network “Algebraic Lie Representa-
tions” contract ERB-FMRX-CT97-0100. The author wishes to thank University
of Antwerpen for the warm hospitality and Professor Fred Van Oystaeyen, Dr.
Juan Cuadra and Dr. Yinhuo Zhang for valuable comments and useful discus-
sions.

References

[1] S. Caenepeel, F. Van Oystaeyen and Y. H. Zhang, Quantum Yang-Baxter
Module Algebras, K-theory 8(3) (1994) 231-255.

[2] S. Caenepeel, F. Van Oystaeyen and Y. H. Zhang, The Brauer group of
Yetter-Drinfel’d module algebras, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 349(9) (1997)
3737-3771.

[3] Y. Doi, Braided bialgebras and quadratic bialgebras, Comm. Algebra,
21(5) (1993) 1731-1749.

[4] Y. Doi and M. Takeuchi, Multiplication alteration by 2-cocycles - The quan-
tum version, Comm. Algebra 22(14)(1994) 5715-5732.

[5] V.G. Drinfeld, Quantum Groups, Proc. ICM at Berkeley, ed. A. Gleason,
AMS (1987).

[6] V. G. Drinfel’d, On quasitriangular quasi Hopf algebras and a group closely
connected to Gal(Q/Q), Leningrad Math. J. 2 (1991) 829-860.

[7] P. Etingof and S. Gelaki, On the exponent of finite-dimensional Hopf alge-
bras Math. Res. Lett. 6(2)(1999) 131-140.

22



8]
[9]

[18]

[19]

C. Kassel, Quantum Groups, GTM 155, Springer-Verlag (1995).

L. A. Lambe and D. E. Radford, Introduction to the Quantum Yang-Baxter
equation and Quantum Groups: An Algebraic Approach, Kluwer Academic
Publishers (1997).

R. Long, The Brauer group of dimodule algebras, J. of Algebra 30 (1974)
559-601.

S. Majid, Doubles of quasitriangular Hopf algebras, Comm. Algebra 19
(1991) 3061-3073.

S. Majid, Cross product quantisation, nonabelian cohomology and twisting
of Hopf algebras, In: Generalized symmetries in physics (Clausthal, 1993),
World Sci. Publishing, River Edge, NJ, (1994) 13-41.

S. Majid, Foundations of Quantum Group Theory, Cambridge University
Press (1995).

S. Montgomery, Hopf algebras and their actions on rings, CBMS 28, AMS
(1993).

B. Pareigis, Non-additive ring and module theory IV- The Brauer group of
a symmetric monoidal category, in: Brauer Groups, ed. D. Zelinski, LNM,
549 Springer-Verlag (1976) 112-133.

D. E. Radford, Minimal quasitriangular Hopf algebras, J. of Algebra,
157(2) (1993) 285-315.

F. Tilborghs, An anti-homomorphism for the Brauer-Long group, Math. J.
Okayama Univ. 32 (1990) 43-52.

F. Van Opystaeyen and Y. H. Zhang, The Brauer group of a braided
monoidal category, J. of Algebra 202 (1998) 96-128.

F. Van Oystaeyen and Y. H. Zhang, The Brauer group of Sweedler’s Hopf
algebra H4, Proc. AMS to appear, (1999).

23



