YETTER-DRINFELD MODULES FOR TURAEV CROSSED
STRUCTURES

MARCO ZUNINO

ABSTRACT. We provide an analog of the Joyal-Street center construction and
of the Kassel-Turaev categorical quantum double in the context of the crossed
categories introduced by Turaev. Then, we focus or attention to the case of
categories of representation. In particular, we introduce the notion of a Yetter-
Drinfeld module over a crossed group coalgebra H and we prove that both the
category of Yetter-Drinfeld modules over H and the center of the category of
representations of H as well as the category of representations of the quantum
double of H are isomorphic as braided crossed categories.
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INTRODUCTION

Recently, Turaev [[[7, [l (see also [ and [0]) generalized quantum invatiants of
3-manifold to the case of a 3-manifold M endowed with a homotopy class of maps
M — K(m,1), where 7 is a group (such homotopy classes of maps M — K(m,1)
classify principal flat w-bundles over M).

One of the key points of the theory [E] is a generalization of the definition of a
tensor category to the notion of a crossed w-category, here called a Turaev category
or, briefly, a T-category. The algebraic counterpart is the generalization of the
definition of Hopf algebra to the notion of a crossed Hopf w-coalgebra, here called a
Turaev coalgebra or, briefly, a T-coalgebra. As the category of representations of a
Hopf algebra has a structure of a tensor category, the category of representations of
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a T-coalgebra has a structure of a T-category. Concepts like braiding (universal R~
matrix), ribbon, and modularity can be extended to the crossed case. Ribbon and
modular T-categories play a central role in the construction of the new invariants.

Roughly speaking, a T-coalgebra H is a family {H,}acr of algebras endowed
with a comultiplication Ay g: Hop — Hy @ Hg, a counit ¢: k — Hy (where 1 is
the neutral element of 7), and an antipode so: H, — Hy-1. It is required that H
satisfies axioms that generalize those of a Hopf algebra. It is also required that H
is endowed with a family of algebra isomorphisms ¢F = ¢g: Ho — Hpap-1, the
conjugation, compatible with the above structures and such that g, = g o ¢5.
In particular, when m = 1, we recover the usual definition of a Hopf algebra. A
T-category is a tensor category T disjoint union of a family of categories {Ta }aer
such that, if U € 7o and V € T3, then U®V € T,g. It is required that 7 is endowed
with a group homomorphism ¢: 7 — Aut(7), the conjugation, where Aut(T) is the
group of strict tensor automorphisms of 7. Given a € w and U € T,, the functor
(o is also denoted U() Notice that the component 77 is a tensor category. In
particular, when m = 1, we recover the usual definition of a tensor category. If H is
a T-coalgebra, then the disjoint union Rep(H) =[], Rep, (H) of the categories
of representations Rep, (H) = Rep(H,) has a structure of a T-category.

In [1) we provide an analog of the Drinfeld quantum double (see [[]]) and of the
ribbon extension (see [@]), that is we showed how to obtain a quasitriangular and
a ribbon T-coalgebra starting from any finite-type T-coalgebra. In this article we
focus our attention on the corresponding categorical constructions and the relations
between these and the algebraic one.

In the first part of the article, we study how to obtain braided or ribbon T-cate-
gories starting from a T-category that is not braided. Firstly, given any T-category
T, we obtain a braided T-category Z(T), the center of T (Theorem p.1f). When
m = 1, we recover the definition of the center of a tensor category, see [f{]. Given a
braided T-category 7", by generalizing the constructions in [[[4] and [, we obtain a
ribbon T-category N'((77)#). We can apply this construction when 77 = Z(T) so
that for any T-category T we obtain a ribbon T-category D(T) = N((Z(T))Z)

In the second part of the article, we consider the case of category of represen-
tations of T-coalgebras and we discuss the relation between the above categorical
constructions and the algebraic constructions that we previously introduced in [
Firstly, we introduce the fundamental notion of a Yetter-Drinfeld module over a
T-coalgebra H, or, briefly, a YD-module, as a module V over a component H, of
H endowed with a family of k-linear morphisms Ag: V — V ® Hg (for any 8 € 7)
satisfying axioms that generalize the usual definition of a Yetter-Drinfeld module
over a Hopf algebra. We state now the main result relating our double constructions
for crossed categories and for crossed Hopf group coalgebras.

Theorems EI and . Let H be a T-coalgebra of finite type. We have the

isomorphisms of braided T-categories
2Z(Rep(H)) = YD(H) = Rep(D(H)),

where YD (H) is the category of Yetter-Drinfeld modules over H and D(H) is the
mirror of the quantum double D(H) of H (see [R1]).

We can describe Theorems @ and via the commutative diagram

Rep(H) —=— Z(Rep(H)) == YD (H) = Rep(D(H))
Rep TRGP
H D(H)

s



YETTER-DRINFELD MODULES FOR TURAEV CROSSED STRUCTURES 3

Similar results are obtained for ribbon structures.
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1. TENSOR CATEGORIES

To fix our notations, let us recall few basic definitions. A tensor category C =
(C,®,a,l,r) (see [, {]), also called a monoidal category, is a category C endowed
with a functor ®: C xC — C (the tensor product), an object I € C (the tensor unit)
and natural isomorphisms a = ay y,w: (UQV)QW — U(VW) for allU,V,W €
C (the associativity constraint) and | =ly: IQU — U, r =ry: U1 — U, for any
U € C (the left unit constraint and the right unit constraint, respectively) such that,
for all U,V,W, X € C, the two identities ayvwegx © avgv,w,x = (U & avywyx) o
au,vew,x o(au,v,w ®X) (called the associativity pentagon) and (Uly )o(ry@V) =
ay1,v are satisfied. A tensor category C is strict when all the constraints are
identities.

Given two tensor categories C and D, a tensor functor F = (F, Fy, Fy): C — D
consists of the following items.

e A functor F': C — D.

e A natural family {F>(U,V): FU)® F(V) - F(U ® V)}U,Vec of isomor-
phisms in D such that F(ay,v,w) o Fo(U @ V,W) o Fa(U, V) @ F(W) =
BUVeW)o (FU)® F(V,W)) cav,v,w, for any U,V,W € C.

e An isomorphism Fy: I — F(I) in D such that F(ry) o Fo(U,I) o (F(U) ®
FO) =rpw) and F(ly) o Fy(L,U) o (FO ® F(U)) = lp), for any U € C.

F' is said strict when Fy and all the F»(U, V') are identities.

Remark 1.1. Let C be a tensor category. We recall H, @] that C is equivalent to a
strict tensor category S(C) via a tensor functor F': S(C) — C and a tensor functor
G: C — S(C). More precisely, the category S(C) and the functors F and G can be
obtained as follows.

e The objects of S(C) are all the finite sequences u = (U, ..., U,) of objects
Ui, ...,U, € C. Also the empty sequence, denoted ug, is an object in S(C).
e For any u € §(C), the object F(u) is given by

I if u = uo,
F(U):{(,..((U1®U2)®U3)®---)®Un if u=(Uy,...,U,), with n € N\ {0},

where on the right all pairs of parenthesis begin if front. For any u,v € S(C),
the arrows from u to v in C are given by S(C)(u,v) = C(F(v), F(v)). In
that way, with the composition induced by C, we obtain the category S(C).
e S(C) becomes a tensor category with the tensor product of objects given
by the concatenation product and the tensor product of two arrows f €
S(C)(u,v) and g € S(C)(v,v") given by the composite Fr(v,v") o (f ® g) o
Fy ' (u,u'), where, for any w,w’ € S(C), the arrow F»(w, w') is the canonical
isomorphism in C from F(w) ® F(w') to F(w ® w') obtained iterating the
associativity constraint a (well defined by the coherence theorem in E])
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e The definition of the functor F' is completed by setting F'(f) = f for any
arrow f € S(C)(u,v) = C(F(u),F(v)), with u,v € S(C). F becomes a
tensor functor by defining Fs(-,-) as above and Fy = Idy.

e The category C can be embedded in S(C) by identifying C with the full
subcategory of S(C) given by the sequences of length one. The functor G is
given by the immersion of C in S(C). G becomes a tensor functor by setting
G2(U,V) = ayy for any U,V € C, and Gy = Id; € S(C)(uo,I) = C(L,T).

DuaLITIES. Let C be a tensor category. For simplicity, allowed by Remark DI,
we suppose that C is strict. Given U,V € C, a pairing between V and U is an
arrow d: V@ U — L in C. If, for any arrow f: X — U ®Y in C, we set
d*(f) = (V 2x L yvevey &5 Y>, then we obtain an application
d*: C(X,U®Y) — C(V®&X,Y). The pairing d is ezact when d* is bijective
for any X,Y € C, i.e., if we have an adjunction of functors V@ _ —U® _. It
follows that d is exact if and only if there exists a map b: I — U ® V (that is,
b = (dﬁ)fl(ldv)) such that the relations (called adjunction triangles or duality
relations) (U®d)o(b@U)=U and (d®V)o (V ®Db) =V hold. When the pairing
is exact, we say that the pair (b, d) is an adjunction or a duality between V and U.
We also say that V is left adjoint or left dual to U, that U is right adjoint or right
dual to V', and we write (b,d): V — U. We call b the unit and d the counit of the
adjunction.

Given two adjunction (b1,dy): V3 — Uy and (b, ds): Vo — Uz in C, we have a
bijection (*): C(V1,Va) — C(Us,Uy) with inverse (7): C(Ua,Uy) — C(V1,V2), ob-
tained by setting, for any f € C(V1,V2) and g € C(Us,Uy), § = (Va®b1)o (Va®g®
Vi)o(de® Vi), and f = (ba®@ U)o (U2 ® f@Up) o (Uz®dy). When g = f we write
f —19. We say that C is left (respectively, right) autonomous when any object has
a left (respectively, right) dual. We say that C is autonomous if it is both left and
right autonomous.

When C is left autonomous, choosen an adjunction (by,dy): V* — V for any
V e C, we get a functor ()*: C — C*, defined on f € C(V,U) by the condition
f—f.

Fix two adjunctions (by,dy): U* — U and (by,dy): V* —V in a tensor cate-
gory C. Given f € C(X ® U,V ®Y), the mate f@ of f is the arrow

1) f9= (V*@X%V*@X@U@U*%V*@V@Y@U*

V*®V®Y®U*M>Y®U*>.

2. T-CATEGORIES

Let w be a group. A T-category T (over ) is given by the following data.

e A tensor category 7.
e A family of subcategories {7, }acr such that 7 is disjoint union of this
family and that U @ V' € Top, for any o, 5 € m, U € Ty, and V € Tp.
o Denoted aut(7) the group of the invertible strict tensor functors from 7 to
itself, a group homomorphism ¢: 7 — aut(7): 8 — ¢g, the conjugation,
such that ¢g(7Ta) = Tgap—1 for any o, € 7.
In the terminology of [@], a T-category is called a crossed group category. Differ-
ently from @], we do not require that a T-category is a linear category. Given
a € 7, the subcategory 7, is called the a-th component of T while the functors ¢g
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are called conjugation isomorphisms. T is called strict when it is strict as a tensor
category. When 7 = 1, then 7 is nothing but a tensor category.
Given two T-categories 7 and 7', a T-functor F: T — T’ is a tensor functor

from T to T’ that satisfies the following two conditions.

(1) For any a € m, F(Ta) C 7.

(2) F commutes with the conjugation isomorphisms.
Two T-categories T and T’ are equivalent as T-categories if they are equivalent
as categories via a T-functor F': 7 — 7' and a T-functor G: T — T".
LEFT INDEX NOTATION. Given 8 € 7 and an object V' € T3, the functor ¢g will

be denoted (-, as in [Lg, or also ﬁ() We introduce the notation "(-) for 571(~).

Since V() is a functor, for any object U € T and for any couple of composable

arrows - = - %5 .in T, we obtain "Idy = Idvy; and V(g of)="Vgo V. Since

the conjugation ¢: m — aut(7) is a group homomorphism, for any VW € T, we

% V v
have " V() = (W()) and (1) = (V()> = (V()) = Idy. Since, for any V € C,
the functor V() is strict, we have V(f ®g) = Vi@ Vg, for any arrow f and ¢ in T,
and VI =1.

STRICT EQUIVALENCE FOR T-CATEGORIES.

Theorem 2.1. Let T be a T-category. T is equivalent as a T-category to a strict
T-category S(T).

Proof (sketch). Define the category S(7) and the functors F' and G as in Re-
mark [L.1].

o Let w = (Uy,...,Uy) be in S(75), with n > 1 and let U; € T,,,Us €
Tass-- Un € To,. We set m(u) = arag---ap, and m(ug) = 1, where
ug is the empty sequence. Any a-th component of S(7) is defined as the
full subcategory S, (7) whose objects are the objects u of S(T) such that
m(u) = a.

e The conjugation ¢*'* of S(T) is obtained by setting, for any « € 7, 5" (u) =
O (Un, ..., Un) = (¢a(Uh), ..., 0a(Uy)), forany u = (Uy, ..., Uy,) € S(T),

and ¢S (ug) = ug. The definition is completed by setting @S (f) = @a(f),

for any arrow f € S(T).
It is easy to prove that, in that way, S(T) becomes a T-category and F' and G
become T-functors. Notice that the hypothesis that the functor ¢, (o € 7) is strict

is essential to obtain the functor 5. (]

In virtue of Theorem @, often we will consider only strict T-categories.
ADJUNCTIONS IN A T-CATEGORY. A left autonomous T-category T = (T, (+)*) is
a T-category T endowed with a choice of left dualities (-)* satisfying the following
two conditions.

e If U is an object in 7, (with o € m), then U* is an object in T,-1.
e The conjugation preserve the chosen dualities, i.e., pg(by) = by, () and
wa(dy) = dys(uy forany g€ mand U € T.
Similarly, it possible to introduce the notion of a right autonomous T-category. An
autonomous T-category is a T-category that is both left and right autonomous.
Given two left autonomous T-categories T and 77, a left autonomous T-functor
F: T — T'is a T-functor from 7 to 7" that preserves the dualities, that is F'(by) =
bpwy and F(dy) = dpvy, for any U € T. Two left autonomous T-categories 7 and
T are equivalent as left autonomous T-categories if they are equivalent as categories
via a left autonomous T-functor F: T — T’ and a left autonomous T-functor
G: T — T'. Similarly, it is possible to introduce the notions of a right autonomous
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T-functor and of an autonomous T-functor and the notions of equivalence of right
autonomous T-categories and of autonomous T-categories.

Remark 2.2. Let T be a left autonomous T-category. Define the T-category S(T)
and the T-functors F' and G as in Theorem P.1. Given u € S(T), if we set u* =

o

G(F(u)*), then the exact pairing F(u* ® u) — F(u)* @ F(u) M Iin T
gives also an exact pairing u* ® u — I under the identification S(7)(u* ® u,ug) =
T (F(u*®u),I). It is easy to check that S(7") becomes a left autonomous T-category
and that T is equivalent to S(T) as a left autonomous T-category via F and G.

STABLE LEFT DUALS. Let 7 be a T-category and let U € 7T, (with a € 7) be an ob-
ject endowed with an adjunction (by,dy): U* — U. We say that (by, dy) is a stable
adjunction and U™ a stable left dual of U when, for any § € m that commutes with
o, if pg(U) = U then (¢p(bu), ¢s(dv)) = (bu,dy). If we set ®(U) = {ng(U)}ﬁeﬁ,
then, given V € ®(U) and S € 7 such that V' = ¢g(U), the stable adjunction
(bu,du) gives rise to another stable adjunction (g(bv), pa(dv)): ¢s(U*) —V
that does not depends on .

Lemma 2.3. A T-category T admits a structure of left autonomous T-category if
and only if, for any U € T, there exists an object Uy € ®(U) endowed with a stable
adjunction (by,do): Uy — Up.

Remark 2.4. The terminology concerning a category with dualities is not completely
fixed. In particular, if some authors [E] only require that any object V in a left
autonomous category admits an exact pairing, other authors [E, E] also require
the choice of a pairing, i.e., they consider a fixed adjunction for any object of
the category. To be coherent with the definition in [E], we choose the second
convention. This will also be useful in the second part of the article, since the
considered categories will be endowed with a natural choice of stable dualities.
However, we will see that, starting from a T-category 7 endowed with a twist 6,
it is possible to obtain a ribbon subcategory N(T) of T, i.e., a subcategory of T
endowed with stable dualities compatible with the twist. With the exception of the
trivial case in which we just know that 7 is ribbon (so that we have N'(T) = T),
there is no natural way to obtain a canonical duality (-)* for N'(T).

BRAIDING. A braiding for a T-category T is a family of isomorphisms

CZ{cUyET(U@V,(UV)@U)}

satisfying the following conditions.
e For any arrow f € T, (U,U’) (with a € ), g € T(V, V') we have

(2a) ((ag) ® f) ocyy =cury o (f®g).

e For any U, V,W € T, we have

UveT

(2b) cuev,w = avevyy,y,y © (cyyw @ V) o a(zlvw,v o(U®ev,w)

and
(2¢)  covew = Ausvyyy © ((UV) ® CU,W) o avy,yw o (cu,y ® W) oagy
e For any U,V € T and 8 € m, we have

(2d) Po(CUV) = Cop(0)p5(V)-
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A T-category endowed with a braiding is called a braided T-category. In particular,
when 7 = 1, we recover the usual definition of a braided tensor category [ﬂ]

Given two braided T-category T and 77, a braided T-functor F:T — T' is
T-functor from 7 to 7' that preserves the braiding, i.e., such that F(cyyv) =
cpwy,r(v) for any U,V € T. Two braided T-categories 7 and 7" are equivalent as
braided T-categories if they are equivalent as T-categories via a braided T-functor
F: T — T and a braided T-functor G: 7' — T.

Remark 2.5. Let T be a braided T-category and define S(7), F, and G as in
Theorem @ The family of arrows

Cup = (F(u@v) = F(u)®F(v) Lrwre) (m(u)F(v))(X)F(u) = F((“v) ®u)>

(for any w,v € S(T)) is a braiding in (7). With this structure of braided T-cat-
egory on S(T), the functors F' and G become braided T-functors and so T is
equivalent to S(T) as a braided T-category.

THE MORPHISM w. Let U be an object in a braided T-category 7 endowed with a
left dual U* via an adjunction (by, dy). We set

(3) Wy = (dU@UU* ® U) o <(U®UU*) X 6UU7U®UU) o ((CUU,UU* o bUU) ® U®UU).

Lemma 2.6. wy s independent from the choice of the stable left adjunction of U.

Since the proof is relatively long, it is omitted.
TwisT. A twist for a braided T-category T is a family of isomorphisms
- {9U: U - UU}
veT
satisfying the following conditions.
o 0 is natural, i.e., for any f € To(U,V) (with a € ),

(4a) Oy of= (af) o f6y.
e Forany U € T, and V € T (with o, 8 € 7),

(4b) uev = cvevy vy o cug vy o (Ou ® Ov).
e Forany U € T and a € ,

(4c) va(0U) = O, (v)-
A braided T-category endowed with a twist is called a balanced T-category. In
particular, for 7 = 1 we recover the usual definition of a balanced tensor category [E]
Given two balanced T-categories 7 and 7', a braided T-functor F: T — T’
is a balanced T-functor if it preserves the twist, i.e., if F(0y) = Opq) for any
U € T. Two T-categories T and T are equivalent as balanced T-categories if they
are equivalent as T-category via balanced T-functor F': 7 — 7' and a balanced
T-functor G: T/ — T.
A ribbon T-category T is a balanced T-category that is also a left autonomous
T-category such that for any U € T, (with « € ),

(5) ((UU) ® 9UU*) obuy = (B @ U*) o by.

For m = 1 we recover the usual definition of a ribbon category @, also called
tortile tensor category [E, @, .

Given two ribbon T-categories T and 7', a T-functor F': T — T’ that is at the
same time a balanced T-functor and a left autonomous T-functor is called ribbon
T-functor. Two ribbon T-categories 7 and T are equivalent as ribbon T-categories
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if they are equivalent as T-categories via a ribbon T-functor F': 7 — 7’ and a
ribbon T-functor G: T’ — T.

Remark 2.7. Let T be a balanced T-category and define the equivalent braided
T-category S(T) and the functors F' and G as in Theorem P.1] and Remark p.j5.
The family of arrows 6, = 0p(,) (with u € S(T)) is a twist in S(7) such that 7
is equivalent to S(7T) as a balanced T-category via F' and G. If T is ribbon, then,
with the structure of left autonomous T-category on S(T) provided in Remark B,
T is equivalent to S(T) as a ribbon T-category.

MIRROR T-CATEGORY. Let T be T-category. The mirror T of a T-category T
(see [@] and the description of the corresponding algebraic notion of mirror T-coal-
gebra below) is the T-category defined as follows.

e For any a € 7, we set To = T.-1 as a category. So, as a category, T=T.
e The tensor product URV in T of U € Ty = To-1 and V € T = T
(with o, B € 7) is given by URV = p3-1(U) @ V € Tos. Given an arrow f
in 7, and an arrow g in T (with a, 8 € 7), the tensor product f®g of f
and g in T is given by f®g = ps-1(f) ® g.
e The associativity constraint is given by ayv,w = Ao 1 yor (U)o, -1 (V)W
for any U € 7o, V € Tg, and W € T, (with «, 8,7 € 7).
e The left unit constraint and the right unit constraint are given by Iy = Iy
and 7y = ry, for any U € T.
e The conjugation is given by @, = ¢q.
When 7 is a left autonomous, 7T is left autonomous by setting, for any U € T,
(with @ € 7), by = ¢a(by) and dy = dy. When T is braided, T is braided via
cuy = (cvp)~!, for any U,V € T. When T is balanced (respectively, ribbon), T
is also balanced (respectively, ribbon) via 0y = (G%(U))fl, for any U € T, (with
a € m). The mirror construction is involutive, i.e., we have T = T.

Two [(left/right) autonomous, braided, balanced or ribbon] T-categories T and
T’ are mirror equivalent [as (left/right) autonomous, braided, balanced or ribbon
T-categories] if T is equivalent to 77 as [(left /right) autonomous, braided, balanced
or ribbon] T-category.

3. T-CATEGORIES OF REPRESENTATIONS

T-COALGEBRAS. Let k be a commutative field and let 7 be a group. A T-coalgebra
H (over m and k) [[LY] is given by the following data.

e For any a € w, an associative k-algebra H,, called the a-th component
of H. The multiplication is denoted pq: Hy @ Hy, — H, and the unit is
denoted 7, : k — H,, with 1, = n,(1).

e A family of algebra morphisms A = {Aaﬁ: H.g — H, ®Hﬁ}a sen called
comultiplication, that is coassociative in the sense that, for any d, B,y €m,
we have (H, ® Aﬁﬁ) o Aa,ﬁ’)’ = (Haﬁ ® H’Y) o Aag_’.y.

e An algebra morphism e: H; — k, called counit, such that, for any o € 7,
we have (e @ Hy) 0 A1 o =1d and (H, ®¢€) 0 Ay1 =1d.

e A set of algebra isomorphisms ¢ = {gpg: H, — Hﬁaﬁ—l}aﬁeﬂ_, called
conjugation. When not strictly necessary, the upper index will be omitted.
We require that ¢ satisfies the following conditions.

— @ is multiplicative, i.e., for any 3,y € m, we have pg o ¢, = pg,. It
follows that, for any o € m, we have ¢f =Idg,.

— @ is compatible with A, i.e, for any «, 5,7 € m, we have (¢, ® ¢,) 0
Ao = Dyay=1,y8y-1 0 Py
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— @ is compatible with €, i.e., for any v € m, we have € = ¢, o¢.
e Finally, a set of k-linear morphisms s = {so: Hy, — Hy-1}aer, called

antipode, such that, for any a € 7, we have g 0 (Ho ® 54-1) 0 Ay 4-1 =

Na 0 = fia © (Sa-1 ® Hy) 0 Ap-1 4.
We say that H is of finite-type when any component H, (with o € 7) is a finite-
dimensional k-vector space. We say that H is totally-finite when dimy @, Ha <
00, i.e., when H is of finite-type and almost all the H,, are zero. It was proved in [@]
that the antipode of a finite-type T-coalgebra is always bijective. We observe that
the component H; of a T-coalgebra H is a Hopf algebra in the usual sense.
CoOOPPOSITE T-COALGEBRA. Let H be a T-coalgebra with invertible antipode. The
coopposite T-coalgebra H° is the T-coalgebra defined as follows.

For any o € 7, we set HS® = H,-1 as an algebra.
The comultiplication A°°® is obtained by setting, for any «, 8 € m,

Ayt oo
Az = (Hg = Hooramr =20 Ho @ Hoot 5 Homr @ Hyor = HEP @ HE™).
The counit is given by e°“? = €.

The antipode s°” is obtained by setting s5* = s, 1, for any a € 7.

cop

The conjugation ¢** is obtained by setting @™ = g, for any 8 € .

HEYNEMANN-SWEEDLER NOTATION. The coassociativity of H allows us to intro-

duce an analog of the Heynemann-Sweedler notation [[5. Given ay,...,a, € ™
and defined
Aﬂl,az"'ﬂn H1®AQ2,Q3...Q,’1
Aalﬂz »»»»» an — (Hamtz---an >y Hoy @ Hoy.q,, —

Hy @ Hy @ Hoyooay = o+ = Hoy @ Hoy @@ Hy, ),

forany h € Hoyap- o, » We set hzal)@)hz’az)@. . '®h/?an) = Ao o.....0n (h). Let H be
a T-coalgebra over a group 7 and a field k and let M be a k-vector space. Suppose

that f: Hy, X Ho, X - -+ X H,, — M is a k-multilinear map. Denoted f the tensor

lift of f, we introduce the notation f(h’(al), hz’al)v o 7h/?om)) — fA(Aal_’m_’_“_’an (h)).

For simplicity, we also suppress the subscript “(a;)” when a; = 1.
QUASITRIANGULAR T-COALGEBRAS. A quasitriangular T-coalgebras (see [LJ]) is a
T-coalgebra H endowed with a family R = {Ra.5 = §(0).i ®((8).i € Ha® Hp}a,pen
the universal R-matriz, such that R, g is invertible for any o,3 € 7 and the
following conditions are satisfied.

7

e For any o, 8 € m and h € Hyg,

(63‘) RQ,BA%,@(h’) = (0 © (Spoﬁl ® Ha) © Aaﬁofl,a) (h)ROZ;B'
e For any «, 8,7 € m,
(6b) (Ha ® Ap5)(Ra,py) = (Ray)183(Ra,8)12+,

where, given two vector spaces P and @ over k, for any r = p;®¢; € PRQ
we set T1p3 = Pi X 15 X q; and T12y = Pi ® q; ® 17.
e For any «, 8,7 € m,

(6¢) (Aas @ Hy)(Rapy) = ((98 ® Hy)(R-108,1)) 3Ry )a23,

where, given two vector spaces P and @, for any x = p; ® ¢; € P ® Q we
set Taz3 = la @ pi @ ¢;-
e R is compatible with ¢, in the sense that, for any «, 8,7 € m, we have

(6d) (9001 ® <P0¢)(R[3,’)’) = Raﬁafl,a'yafl-
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Notice that (Hy, R11) is a quasitriangular Hopf algebra in the usual sense. For any
«, B € 7, we introduce the notation é(a),i ® 5(3).1- = Raﬁ = R;lﬁ

Following [[1g], we set u = (s4-1 0 ©a)(Ca-1).i)¢(a).i € Ho and u = {ua}aer-
The u, are called Drinfeld elements of H. When m = 1, we recover the usual
definition of Drinfeld element of a quasitriangular Hopf algebra. The following
properties of u are proved in @] Let o and 8 be in 7 and let i be in H,,.

(7Ta) w1 = s1(¢1).0)€).i-
7b Uq is invertible with inverse u;! = szt (¢ a-1)4 1€(a).i- Moreover we have
o a \Sa™1).d )S(a)

Uy = E(a).i(Sa-1 0 5a)(C(a).i)-

(Te)  (uap)(a) ® (Uap)(s) = &(a).il(a).jUa @ ((g).iPa—1 (§(apa-1).7)Us-
(Te) Sa-1(Ua-1)Uq = UaSq—1(Ug-1)-

(7f) pp(Ua) = Ugap-1-

(79)  (Sa-1 0584 0@a)(h) = ughuyt.

(Th)  uaSa—1(ug-1)h = @u2(R)uasa—1(ug-1).

THE MIRROR T-COALGEBRA. Let H = (H, R) be a quasitriangular Hopf algebra
(with R=¢®¢ and R™' = R = £ ®(;). By replacing R with R = 0(R) = {; ® &
we obtain another quasitriangular structure H = (H, R). This means that, in the
category of representations of H, we replace the braiding cg provided by R by
the braiding cgl provided by R. When H is a T-coalgebra, the family {R;1 =
éa,i ® éﬂ,i}a,geﬂ is not a universal R-matrix for H. Nevertheless, it is still possible
to generalize the definition of H. Let H be a T-coalgebra. The T-coalgebra H,
called mirror of H [Lf], is defined as follows.

e For any o € 7, we set H, = a1l L
e For any «, 5 € m, the component A, g of the comultiplication A of H is

(8) Za”@(h) = (((pﬂ ® Hﬂ—l) o Aﬂ—la67ﬂ—l)(h) €EH,-1® ng—l = Fa ®F@,
for any h € Hg-1,-1 = Hop. If, we set h'—®@ h’_— = A, 3(h), then (f) can

(@) )
be written in the form A/~ ® h” - = @g(h/ )® h'(’ﬂ,l). The counit

(@) B) (B=ta=1p)
of H is given by ¢ € Hf = H).
e For any a € 7, the a-th component of the antipode 5 of H is given by
Eachaosa—liﬁaz a-1 %HQZFQ—L
e Finally, for any o € m, we set B, = @a.

If H is quasitriangular, then H is also quasitriangular with universal R-matrix
— p— J— _1 J— J—
9)  €).i ®C(p).i = Rap = (0(Rg-1,4-1)) € Ho1 @ Hg-1 = Ho ® Hp

for any «a, 8 € 7.
RIBBON T-COALGEBRAS. We say that a quasitriangular T-coalgebra H is ribbon
when it is endowed with a family 8 = {0,|0, € Hqs}aer such that 6, is invertible
for any a € 7 and the following conditions are satisfied for any o, 5 € mw and h € H,.

(1) pa(h) =05 k.

(2) Sa(ea) =0q-1.

(3) (0ap)(a) ® (Oup)(s) = Oal(a).i€(a).; ® O8%a-1 (§apa-1).1)$(8).5-

(4) wp(0a) = Opap-1-
Notice that (Hy, R1,1,61) is a ribbon Hopf algebra in the usual sense.
T-CATEGORIES OF REPRESENTATIONS. Let H be a T-coalgebra over a field k. The
T-category Rep(H) (see [[Lg]) is defined as follows.

e For any o € m, the a-th component of Rep(H), denoted Rep, (H), is the
category of representations of the algebra H,.
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e The tensor product U®V of U € Rep, (H) and V' € Repg(H) (with a, 5 €
) is obtained by the tensor product of k-vector spaces U ®g V' endowed
with the action of Hag given by h(u®v) = Aq g(h)(u®v) = A, u® hig v,
forany h € Hog, uc U,and v € V.

e The tensor product of two arrows f € Rep,(H) and g € Repg (H) is given
by the tensor product of k-linear morphisms, i.e, the forgetful functor from
Rep(H) to the category of vector spaces over k is faithful.

e The unit I is the ground field k with the action of H; provided by e.

e Given 8 € m, we need to define the functor A (). To avoid confusion, in
this context we reserve the notation ¢g for the isomorphism of algebras
¢p: Ho — Hgap1. Let U be in Rep,(H), with a € 7. The object “U
has the same underling vector space of U. Given u € U, we denote #u the
corresponding element in AU. The action of H Bap—1 ON AU is given by

B
(10) hPu = (p-1(h)u)
for any u € U and h € Hgyp—1.

The objects of Rep(H) are called representations of H.
When H is quasitriangular, Rep(H) is braided by setting, for any v € U, v € V,
U € Rep,(H), V € Repg(H), and o, B € T,

cov: UV — (UV) QU:u®@v+— (Q(C(B),iv» ® &(a).ilU-

Let us consider the full subcategory Rep;(H) of finite-dimensional representa-
tions of H, i.e., of representations U of H such that dimy U € N. The T-category
Rep;(H) has a structure left autonomous T-category obtained in the following way.
For any U € T, we set U* = Homg (U, k), with the action of H,-1 on U* given by

(11a) (hf,u) = (f, 501 (h)u)
for any h € Hy-1, f € U" and w € U. Then, U* is a left dual of U via
(11b) byl =URU*: 1e ®eé

(where {e;} is a basis of U as a k-vector space and {e’} its dual basis), and
(11c) dy: U @U —k: fou— (f,u) = f(u)
(for any f € U* and u € U).

If H is endowed with a twist {6, € Hy}aer, then Rep(H) is a balanced T-cate-

gory, with the twist 0y : U — “U: u — a(%u), for any u € U, with U € Rep,, (H),
and « € 7. Similarly, Rep;(H) is a ribbon T-category.

Notice that Rep(H) is isomorphic to Rep (F) Similarly, Rep;(H) = Repy (F)

4. THE CENTER OF A T-CATEGORY

We generalize the center construction of a tensor category described in [ﬂ] to the
case of a T-category T (that, for simplicity, we suppose strict), obtaining a braided
T-category Z(C) in the following way.

e The objects of Z(T), called half-braidings, are the pairs (U, c¢_) satisfying
the following conditions.
— U is an object of T.
— ¢_ is a natural isomorphism from the functor U ® _ to the functor
Y()) ® U such that for any X,Y € T, we have

(12a) (Xpy = ((UX) ® Cy) o(cx ®Y).
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e The arrows in Z(T) from an object (U, ¢_) to an object (V,_) are the arrows
f € T(U,V) such that, for any X € T, we have

(12b) <(UX) ®f> ocx =dx o (f®X).

The composition of two arrows in Z(7) is given by the composition in T,
i.e., by requiring that the forgetful Z(7) — 7T : (U,c.) — U is faithful.

e Given Z = (U,¢),Z' = (U',¢') € Z(T), their tensor product Z ® Z’ in
Z(C) is the couple (U®U’, (¢E¢)_), where (¢[J¢)_ is obtained by setting,

for any X € T,
(12¢) (cBd)x = (cory ®U") o (U@ ).
e The tensor unit of Z(7) is the couple Zy = (I,Id_), where I is the tensor
unit of 7.

e For any « € 7, the a-th component of Z(7), denoted Z,(T), is the full
subcategory of Z(7T) whose objects are the pairs (U, c_) with U € 7T,.
e For any 8 € m, the automorphism ¢z g is obtained by setting, for any

(U,c.) € Z(T),
(12d) vz.5(U,¢) = (£8(U), 9z 5(c)),

where ¢z g(c)x = ¢s (ngl(x)), for any X € 7. The definition of ¢z is

completed by requiring that the forgetful Z(7) — T is a T-functor.
e The braiding ¢ in Z(T) is obtained by setting, cz z = ¢y, for any Z =
(U,c),Z' = U, ) e Z(T).

Theorem 4.1. Z(T) is a braided T-category.

The proof of Theorem @ and of most of the results in the next three sections
can be obtained by introducing a graphical calculus as is [@] and in [@ and then
to follow, mutatis mutandis, the computation in [ﬁ], with the main difference that
we does not obtain the categorical quantum double directly, but in more steps,
as described before. Alternatively, it is possible to made every computation alge-
braically. This has the advantage that you can consider T-categories that are not
equivalent to strict T-categories. In particular, you can consider T-categories such
that the conjugate automorphism ¢ are not strict (see note at the end of the proof
of Theorem EI) However, in that way, computations become very long.

Remark 4.2. Bruguieres [m] noticed that, if C is an autonomous tensor category,
then Z(T) is autonomous too. He also noticed that this result is still true if we
replace C with a T-category T .

Remark 4.3. The definition of the center given here generalizes the most usual
convention adopted also in @, ﬂ] However, in [ﬂ], the center of a tensor category
is constructed in a similar way, but considering the natural transformation of the
kind _.® U — U ® _. The choice in [E] seems more appropriate in some context,
e.g., in the construction of the isomorphism between the center of the category of
representations of a Hopf algebra H and the category of representations of D(H ).

5. THE TWIST EXTENSION OF A BRAIDED T-CATEGORY

Let 7 be a braided T-category (again, for simplicity, we suppose T strict).
Generalizing the construction described in [@], we obtain a balanced T-category
TZ, the twist extension of T. Even if we do not have, in general, an embedding
T — T2, the name is justified by the observation that we still have an embedding
T1 — T;Z. We will see that, if H is a T-coalgebra and 7 = Rep(H) or T = Rep;(H),
then there is an embedding 7 — T7Z.
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e The objects of TZ are the pairs T = (U, t), where U € T and t € T(U, UU)
is invertible.

e For any 71 = (Uy,t1),To = (U, t2) € TZ, the arrows from Ty to Ty in TZ
are the arrows f € T (Uy, Uz) such that

(13a) (Uf> ot; =tyo f.

The composition is given by the composition in T, i.e., we require that the
forgetful functor from 74 — T: (U,t) ~ U is faithful.

e The tensor product of Ty = (Uy,t1),Te = (Ua,tz) € TZ is the couple
Tl gTQ = (U1 X Ug,tl th), where

(13b) tl X t2 = Cugu’ o (tl ® t2)

ur,vu © Coy 'y

e The tensor product of two arrows in 772 is given by the tensor product of
arrows in 7T .

e The tensor unit in 77 is the couple 71 = (I, Idy), where I is the tensor unit
of T.

e For any a € 7, the component 7,2 = (TZ )a is the full subcategory of T4
whose objects are the pairs (U, t) with U € 7T,.

e For any 8 € m, the functor gog is obtained by setting, for any (U,t) € TZ,

(13c) 05 (U, t) = (0s(U), 05(t))

and p?(f) = o(f), for any arrow f in TZ.

e The braiding in 7 is obtained by requiring that the forgetful functor from
TZ to T is braided.

e The twist § of TZ is obtained by setting 67 = t, for any T = (U,t) € TZ.

Theorem 5.1. TZ is a balanced T-category.

DUALITIES IN 7Z. Even when 7 is left autonomous, an object in 72 not necessarily
admits a left dual. So, in particular, 72 is not necessarily ribbon. The following
lemma gives a characterization of the objects in 7% endowed with a stable left dual.

Lemma 5.2. Let T = (U,t) and T* = (U*,7) be objects in TZ. Then, T* is a
stable left dual of T with unit by and counit dr if and only if
o U* is a stable left dual of U in T via unit by = by and counit dy = dr and
e T = Uf*, where t € ’T(U, UU) satisfies t~' o Vi1 = wy -

6. DUALITIES IN A BALANCED T-CATEGORY

Let T be a balanced T-category. Generalizing some results in [@, ﬂ, , ﬁ] to
the case of a T-category, we study the properties of dualities in 7. In particular,
this will allow us to obtain a full subcategory N (T) of T that will be the biggest
ribbon category included in 7. This is the analog, in the case of a T-category, of
the construction given in [@] in the case of a tensor category.

REFLEXIVE OBJECTS. Let T be a balanced T-category and U € T. We set

0% = (U2 Yo 1 Vet
and 0% = (6%)"!. We say that U is reflezive if it is endowed with a stable left
dual U*, such that 0;,° = wy.

Lemma 6.1. IfU € T has a stable left dual U* such that the ribbon condition (E)
is satisfied, then U is reflexive. In particular, any object in a ribbon T-category is
reflexive.
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REVERSED DUALITY. Let U be a reflexive object in 7. We set

U* * * v * * * QU™
by = (15 velUr 2 yreUy L2 %, U*®U>

* c . U
U®U*M>UU®U*UU—’”>UU*®UUA>H>.

dyy

Lemma 6.2. U is a left dual of U* via (by,dy;), i.e., (dy @U)o(URb,) =U and
(U*®dy)o(by @U*) =U*, that is, U is a stable left dual of U* with unit b}, and

- !
counit dy;.

The adjunction (b}, d};) is said reversed adjunction of (by,dy).
GoOD LEFT DUALS. Let U be a reflexive object. We say that U* is a good left dual
if further we have

(14) - =07

Lemma 6.3. Let U be an object in a balanced T-category T endowed with a stable
adjunction (by,dy): U* — U. The ribbon condition (fl) is satisfied if and only
if ([14) is satisfied. In particular, T is ribbon if and only if any object U € T
satisfies ([14)).

Lemma 6.4. Let U* be a good left dual of U € T. If we set U** = U via the
reversed adjunction (by;,d;;), then we have bf; = by and df; = dy. If V* is a good
left dual of V € T and we set V** =V wia the reversed adjunction (by,,dy,), then,
for any f € T(U,V), we have f** = f.

THE CATEGORY N (T). Let 7 be a balanced T-category. By definition, N (7)) is
the full subcategory of T of the object U € T that admits a good left dual. For
any class ®(U) in N(T) we also fix an object Uy € ®(U) and a good left dual Uj
of Up, obtaining, in that way, a good left dual V* for any V € ®(U).

Theorem 6.5. N(T) has a structure of balanced T-category. Moreover, N(T) is
a ribbon T-category and any other ribbon subcategory of T is included in N(T).

Proof. The proof that A'(T) has a structure of balanced T-category is given in
Lemma @ The proof that N (7T) is autonomous is given in Lemma @ Since, by
hypothesis, any object of N'(T) satisfies ([[4), then, by Lemma p.3, N'(T) is ribbon.
The fact that any other ribbon T-category included in 7 is also included in N'(T)
follows by Lemma EI and Lemma @ (Il

To prove that A(T) is a tensor category, we need the following observation.

Lemma 6.6. Let U and V be objects in T, let U* be a stable left dual of U, and
let V* be a stable left dual of V. Consider the dual (U@ V)*=V*QU* of UV
via the unit bygy = (URby @ U*)oby and the counit dygy = dyo (U*@dy QU).
We have cy- - = c;V*U.

Lemma 6.7. The structure of balanced T-category of T induces a structure of
balanced T-category on N(T).

Proof. The only non trivial part is to show that A(7) is a tensor category. Since
N(T) is a full subcategory of T, we only need to show that the tensor product of
U,V € N(T) lies in N(T), i.e., that U ® V admits a good left dual. Let U* be a
good left dual of U and V* a good left dual V. Given V* @ U* as a stable left dual
of U ® V with unit bygy and counit dygy as in Lemma @, then V* ®@ U* is a
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good left dual of U ® V since, by Lemma @,
Owev): = Ov-au- = cvravy- vry. © ((V*%*) ® 9V*) o cy+ u
= CV*®U*U*,V*V* o ((V*®U*9?}) ® Vﬂf@;) o] CV*,U*

_ V QU™ V
= Chaugveouny < 9U ov) 0 Ch vy

= (CV,V*U o (( V U HU) OCV*‘X’U*U,V*‘@U*V)
VU™
(CU@VV UU(

Lemma 6.8. N(T) is an autonomous T-category.

v)e
("

V) ® HU) °© CUxV> =" ®U*9U®v~

Proof. Given U € N(T) and a good left dual U* of U, we need to prove that also
U* is an object in N'(T). Since U* is a good left dual of U, by Lemma @ it satisfies
the ribbon condition (). So, by Lemma p.1, U* is reflexive and so U is a stable
left dual of U* under the reversed duality. We only need to show that, if we set
U** = U via the reversed duality, then (@) is satisfied. Now, by Lemma @, we
have (6f;)* = 6y, so we only need to check

(15) 0y = Y05..
Applying () to ([14), we get Y0y = 07,. By duality, we find ([L3). O

7. THE QUANTUM DOUBLE OF A T-CATEGORY

Let T be T-category (that again, for simplicity, we suppose strict). Apply
the center construction obtaining the braided T-category Z(7). Then consider

its twist extension (Z(T))Z. Finally, consider its maximal ribbon subcategory
D(T) = N((Z(T))Z) Starting from 7, we obtained a ribbon T-category. How-
ever, generalizing the construction [ﬂ], we can directly construct a ribbon T-category
D(C), the quantum double of T, isomorphic to N((Z('T))Z) One of the advan-

tages is that a choice of dualities in T, i.e., a structure of autonomous T-category,
induces a choice of dualities in D(T).

e The objects of D(T) are the triples D = (U, ¢_, t), where
— U is an object in T,
— ¢:U®_— Y()®U is a natural isomorphism that satisfies the half-

braiding axiom ([[24)),
-1
—t€ T(U, UU) is an isomorphism such that ((Ut> o t) =wy.

e Given two objects Dy = (Uy,c_,t1), Dy = (Uz,0_,t2) € D(T), an arrow
[ € D(T)(D1,Ds) is an arrow f € T(Uy,Us) that is compatible with the
half-braidings and the twist, i.e., it satisfies ([2H) and ([[3d).

e The tensor product of two object D1 = (Ui, c_,t1), Do = (U2,0_,t2) €
D(T), is the triple D1 ® Dy = (U1 ®@Us, (¢0)_, 14 @tg). where [ is defined
as in ([[2d) and X as in ([L3H). The tensor product of arrows is obtained by
requiring that the functor D(7) — T : (U,¢,t) — U is a tensor functor.
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e The conjugation is given by ¢p (U, c_t) = (ps(U), ps(Z.c.), pp(t)), for
any § € 7 and (U,c,ty) € D(T), where ¢z g(c ) is defined as in the
case of the center of T (see ([l2d))). For any arrow f in D(C), we set
vp.s(f) = wp(f)-

e Let D = (U, ¢, 0p) be an object in D(T). We obtain a stable left dual D*
of D in D(T) by setting D* = (U*, ¢, U"t*) and bp = by, dp = dy, where
by and dy are the unit and the counit of U in 7.

e The braiding is obtained by ¢p, p, = ¢y, for any D1 = (Uy,¢_,t1),Ds =
(UQ, 0, tg) S D(T)

e The twist is obtained by setting 8p = ¢ for any D = (U, c_,t) € D(T).

Theorem 7.1. D(T) is a ribbon T-category isomorphic to N((Z(T))Z> as bal-
anced T-category.

8. YETTER-DRINFELD MODULES AND THE CENTER OF Rep(H)

We give the definition of a Yetter-Drinfeld module over a T-coalgebra H and

we prove that the category YD (H) of Yetter-Drinfeld modules over H is a braided
T-category isomorphic to Z(Rep(H)).
DEFINITION OF A YETTER-DRINFELD MODULE. Let us fix o in 7. An a- Yetter-
Drinfeld module or, simply, a YD, -module is a couple V = (V, Ay = {AV)\},\EW),
where V' is an H,-module and, for any A € m, Ay : V — V ® H, is a k-linear
morphism such that the following conditions are satisfied.

e V is coassociative in the sense that, for any A1, A2 € 7, we have

(16a) (V@A x) oAy an, = (Ava, ® Hy,) 0 Ay a,.
e V is counitary in the sense that
(16Db) (V®e)oAy, =1d.
e V is crossed in the sense that, for any A € 7, the diagram
«@HyQV @ H)y
A, A®Av/7 N@a@HA
Hox®V o« ®V ®H\® Hy
Aamfl,a“@‘/ wv %m
(16¢) Hopo-1 ®©@H, @V V ® H)y
H,\0-1®8v V%#k
Hozg-1QV V ® Hx ® H)
\ %,)\ P, -1
V ® Hyra—1

commutes (uy is the product of Hy while py is the H,-module structural
map of V).
If, for any v € V, we set
(17) v(v) ® V(\) = AV7)\(U),

then we can rewrite axiom ([L64), as () (VW) A BV(rg) = U(V)®(U()\l)\2))l()\1)®
(U(A1A2))'(’)\2). Similarly, we can rewrite axiom ([{L6H), as e(v(1))vyy = v. Finally,
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we can rewrite the commutativity of ([[6d) as h’(a)v(v) ® h’(’/\)U(A) = (h’(’a)v)(v) ®
(V)0 Pa-1(h{gra-1)), for any A € 7 and h € Hax.

Given two YD,-modules (V,Ay) and (W, Aw ), a morphism of YD,-modules
f+ (V,Ay) = (W, Aw), is a H,-linear map f: V — W such that, for any A € r,

(18) Awpyof=(f®Hx)oAyx.

With the notation provided in (1), axiom (Ld) can be rewritten as f (vvy) ®
vy = (f(v))(w) ® (f(v))(/\), for any v € V. We complete the structure of the
category YD, (H) by defining the composition of morphisms of YD,-modules via
the standard composition of the underlying linear maps, i.e., by requiring that the
forgetful functor YD, (H) — Rep, (H): (V,Ay) — V is faithful.

Let YD (H) be the disjoint union of the categories YD, (H) for all & € w. The
category YD (H) admits a structure of braided T-category as follows.

e The tensor product of a YD,-module (V, Ay) and a YDg-module (W, Ay)
(with «, 8 € 7) is the YD, g-module (V@ W, Aygw ), where, for any v € V,
w e W, and A € 7, we have

(19a) Ayvgwar(v @ w) = Vv) @ Wy @ wnyPp-1 (v(ﬁkﬁ’l))'

The tensor unit of YD (H) is the couple Iyp = (k, Ax), where, for any
Aemand k €k, we have Ag z(k) =k ® 1.

Finally, the tensor product of arrows is given by the tensor product
of k-linear maps, i.e., by requiring that the forgetful functor YD (H) —
Rep(H): (V,Ay) — V is a tensor functor.

e Given § € 7, the conjugation functor 5() is obtained as follows. Let a be

in 7 and let (V,Ay) be a YDy-module. We set 5(V, Ay) = (ﬁV, Agv),
where, for any A € 7 and w € by,

(19b) Asy\(w) = <ﬂ<(ﬁ1w)(v))> ® ep ((ﬁlw) mum)'

Given a morphism f: (V,Ay) — (W, Aw) of YD-modules, for any v € V,
we set (Bf) (51;) = ﬁ(f(v)), i.e., we require that the forgetful functor from
YD (H) — Rep(H) is a T-functor.

e The braiding ¢ is obtained by setting, for any YD,-module (V, Ay ), any
YDg-module (W, Aw ), and any v € V and w € W,

(19¢c) cvav),waw) (0 @w) = (s5-1(vg-1))w) ® vy,

To prove that YD (H) is a T-category and that it is braided, we prove before
that YD (H) is isomorphic to Z(Rep(H)) as a category.

Theorem 8.1. The category YD (H) is isomorphic to the category Z(Rep(H)).
This isomorphism induces on YD (H) the structure of crossed T-category described
above.

Firstly, we construct two functors Fy: Z(Rep(H)) — YD (H), and Fi: YD (H) —

Z(Rep(H)). Then we prove Fy o Fy = Idyp (g and F1 o Fy = 1d (Rep(eD)° Via this

isomorphism, YD (H) becomes a braided T-category. We complete the proof of
Theorem @ by proving that this structure of T-category is the structure described
above.
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THE FUNCTOR Fy. Let a be in 7 and let (V, ¢y/) be an object in Z, (Rep(H)). For
any A € m, we set

(20) Buat) = ezt ( (1) @ ).

Lemma 8.2. The couple (V, Ay = {AV7,\},\67T) 1s @ YDg-module. In that way,
we obtain a structure of YD-module for any object in the center of Rep(H). With
respect to this natural structure, any morphism in the center of Rep(H) is also
a morphism of YD-modules. By setting F1(V,c.) = (V,Ay) and F1(f) = f, we
obtain a functor Fi: Z(Rep(H)) — YD (H).

To prove Lemma @ we need some preliminary results.

Remark 8.3. Given A € m, the algebra H) is a left module over itself via the action
provided by the multiplication. Similarly, H,y,-1 is a left module over itself. By

definition ) of the action of H,-1,, on the module O‘ilHA, the k-linear map

_ a™?! a1
Go: Hy 1o — @ Hy: hs (%(h)) - h( 1A).
is Hy-1p4-linear and so it is an isomorphism of H,-1g,-modules. Notice that
a(gba(h)) = @, (h) and that, for any oy, as € 7, we have @40, = (O‘glcﬁal) 0 Py -

Let X be an Hy-module (with A € 7) and let Z: Hy, — X be the unique H-linear
map sending 1, to z. We set

(e

0. g Fatyapg "Tax
Since, for any h € Hyyo-1, () (h) = O‘((:i: o g&ofl)(h)) = ha, we have that #(® is

the unique H,g,-1-linear map sending 1,5,-1 to z € X, i.e., #@) = og,

Lemma 8.4. Let V be a YDy-module. For anyv € V and x € X we have
— a—l
(21) o (y @) = v ® 'U(A)( y)

Proof. The proof follows by the commutativity of the diagram

V ® H)y

\‘:@i
1

(22) v Hypomr @V ¢amr@V= (“Hy) @V Ve X
v>—>1a>\a,1 RKv \
(z)ov /:x
N\
% (“X)oV
forx = ‘fly. The top triangle commutes by definition of Ay, x. The bottom triangle

commutes by definition of Z(®). The square commutes because ¢_is an isomorphism
of functors. O

Proof of Lemma [8.3. We check that (V, Ay, ) satisfies the axioms of YD,-module,
then we conclude the proof of Lemma with the part concerning morphisms.

COASSOCIATIVITY. Let X; be a H)y,-module and let X5 be a Hy,-module, with
A1, A2 € m. By ([124), we have c;®x2 = (c}} ®X2) o ((O‘Xl) ® c}i), so, for any
veV,r € X and 2o € Xo, we get vy) ® (U(M)Q))'()\l)xl ® (U(A1A2))/(/>\2),’E2 =
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(vv)(vy @ (V(vy) (A1) 1 ® V(x,)T2. If we evaluate this formula for Xy = Hy,, Xo =
Hy,, 1 = “1),, and 22 = 1, then we get v(y) ® (U(Alh))'(&) ® (v,\l,\Q)’('M) =
(L) vy @ (L)) ) @ V0ng)-
CounIT. Since we have v(yy ® v(1) = v ® 1, we get e(v(y))vyy = e(1)v = v.
CROSSING PROPERTY. Let X be a Hy-module. For any v € V and x € X

we have eyl ((%) ® v> = Aar(h) <(%) ® v) = Aan(h) () ® vz =

(hayv(v) ® h\yvn))z and o (h((o‘x) ® v>> = o <h2a/\a) (O‘x) ® hz’a)v> =
(" v)(v) @ (B4 V)0 Pa-1 (A{yrq-1))T, SO the crossing property ([64) follows by
the Hgy-linearity of c;(l. This completes the proof that (V, Ay ) is a YD,-module.

MORPHISMS. Let (W,d_) be another object in Z,, (Rep(H)). Define Ay as above
for Ay. Given any f: V — W in Z(Rep(H)), we prove that f gives rise to a

morphism of YD,-modules, i.e., that (IE) is satisfied. By the commutativity of
0 o (CHA) ® f) = (f ® Hy) o ¢y, we have ((f @ Hy) o Avy)(v) = ((f @ Hy) o

c,}i)((%) @v) = (a;,i o (o) ®f)) ((%) ®v> :a;ﬁ((“h) ®f(v)> _
(Ayao f)(v).

The proof that F; is a functor is now trivial. O

THE FUNCTOR F;. Let (V,Ay) be any YD,-module. Given A € m, for any repre-
sentation X of H) set

(23) x: VX - (“X)eV:ivee— (a (S)\fl(’l)()\fl))f[:)) ® vvy-
Lemma 8.5. The couple (V,c_) is an object in Z(Rep(H)). In particular,

-1 a™!

x (y©v) =vy)® U(A)( y)
for anyy € °X and v € V. With respect to this natural structure, any morphism of
YD-modules gives rise to an arrow in Z(Rep(H)). By setting F1(V,Ay) = (V,¢.)
and F1(f) = f, we obtain a functor from YD (H) to Z(Rep(H)). The functors Fy
and Fy are mutually inverses.

To prove Lemma @, we need another preliminary lemma.

Lemma 8.6. For any v € V we have (viv)) vy ® (vivy)s;-1y(vp-1)) = v @ 1y
and (vw))(v) @ s () vey = v @ L

Proof. Since Ay is counitary, the proof follows by the commutativity of

AV,A®H/\71 V®H)\®S/\,1
V®Hy- V®H\y® Hy-1 Vo H\y® H)y
Av,xlT V@?Ax,xl \LV@’HA
174 Av,1 V ® Hq V@(naoe)—V ® H), ,
AV,A\L V%Axl,x TV@W/\

_—— — _—

V ® H) NI V®H)\ 1 ® Hy Vs, 1o, V& H,® Hy
where the two squares on the right-hand side are commutative because of the coas-
sociativity of Ay, while the two squares on the left-hand side are commutative
because s is the antipode of a T-coalgebra. ([
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Proof of Lemma [8.3. Let us check that (V,¢_) is an object in Z, (Rep(H)).
INVERTIBILITY. Let X be a representation of Hy, with A € 7. We set
ix: (CX)QV VX youe vy ®U()\)(a71y>.
Let us prove that ¢y is the inverse of ¢x. For any v € V and x € X we have

cx « EX
v@ 2 (*(sa 1 (o)) ) @) 2 (0) ) B (0 oyse 1 ) =
v®x (where the last passage follows by Lemma R.q). Similarly, for any v € V and

1

y € °X we have y ® v — vy ® U (aiy) s s()\fl)((v(v))(,\fl))v@)y ®
vy =Y ®e(vm))vw) =y @ .

LINEARITY. Let X be a representation of Hy, with A € w. It is a bit easier to
—1
prove that ¢x (instead of ¢x) is Hyp-linear. Foranyv € V,y € ¢ X, and h € H,a,

we have héy, x(y ® v) = h(v(v) ® v (aly)> = hi{nVv) ® hiyven (‘fly) and

ix (h(y ®v)) = ex (Mgra-1y¥ ® hiiyv) = (B, v)(v) ® (h{y)v) ) Pa-1 (h{gra-1))Y-
By the crossing property (@) of (V, Ay), these two expressions are equal.

NATURALITY. Let us check that ¢_ is a natural transformation from the func-
tor V' ® _ to the functor V(_) ® V. Given two representations X; and Xy of
H) and a Hjy-linear map f: X; — X,, for any v € V and x € X; we have

(T R
(a (S)\—l (v(>f1))f($))) X vy = (CX2 o (V ® f)) (1} ® fE)
HALF-BRAIDING AXIOM. We still have to check that (V,c_) satisfies the half-

braiding axiom ([[2d). Let X; be a Hy,-module and let X5 be a Hy,-module, with
A1, Ay € m. We want

X 0x, (VR T ®@x2) = <<(QX1) ® ch) o(ex, ®X2)> (v®x1 ® xa).

for any z1 € X1, 2 € X5, and v € V. We have
CV,X®X1 (U ®xl ®.’I;2) = ( (S)\fl ((U(()\l)\z)l))g)q))xl))@

® (a (SAz—l ((U((Aw),l) )/('AQ))W)) ® v(v)

and

(((aXl> ® ng) o (ex, ®X2)> (v ®a2) = (a(s)\Il(v(/\fl))xl)>®

® ( (SAZI((U(V))(XQI))"T?)) ® (v))v)-
By the coassociativity of Ay these two expressions are equal.
This concludes the proof that (V,c_) is an object in Z, (Rep(H)).
MoRPHISMS. Let (W,0_) be another object in Z,(Rep(H)). Define Ay as for

Ay above. Given f: V — W in Z(Rep(H)), we prove that f gives rise to a
morphism of YD,-modules. Let X be a Hy-module, with A € 7. Given v €
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V and z € X we have (cw o (f @ X))(v® ) = (a(SAl((f('U))()\l))I)> ®
(F©) gy = (“(or1 (wp1)2) ) @ F o) = ((“X) ® f) ((a(sw (1)) ) @
v(V)> — <<(aX) ® f> o cv) (v ® z), where in the second passage we used ([1§).

The proof that f:l is a functor is now trivial. We still have to check that F; and
F1 are mutually inverse.

IsoMORPHISM. Let us prove that IA:1 oF, = Idz (Rep(H)). Let (V,c¢_) be an object
in Z,(Rep(H)), with a € . We have Fy(V,¢.) = (V,Ay), where, for any A € m,

vy ®Un) = cHA (( 1,\> v). We set (V,¢) = (F1oF1)(V,c) = F1(V, Ay). Given
any Hy-module X, with A € 7, for any v € V and z € X we have t)_{l <(O‘x) ®v> =

Vv) @U()T = c;{i <(Q1A) ® v> T = c;(l <(0‘:1:) ®wv |, where the last passage follows

by the commutativity of the square in diagram (R2).
Let us prove that Fy o F1 = Idyp (). Given a € m and a YD,-module X, we
have F1(V,A_) = (V, cy), where, for any representation X of Hy (with A € 7) and

forany z € X and v € V, we have cx (v®@1x) = (a (S)\fl(’l)()\fl))flf)) ®uyy. If we set

(V,Ay) = (F1 o F1)(V,A)) = F1(V,¢), then we obtain Ay (v) = c;& ((“h) ®v> =

vy ® vy 1a = vy ® vy = Ax(v), where the second passage follows by (B.5).
This concludes the proof of Lemma @ O

Proof of Theorem [8.]. By Lemma B.5, the categories Z(Rep(H)) and YD (H) are

isomorphic via the functor F; and the functor Fy. This isomorphism induces on
YD (H) a structure of a strict T-category.

COMPONENTS. Let a be in 7. Since YDq(H) = (F1 o F1)(YDo(H)), the a-th
component of YD (H) is YD, (H).

TENSOR CATEGORY STRUCTURE. Let (V, Ay) be a YD,-module and let (W, Ay)
be a YDg-module. Suppose (V,¢.) = F1(V,Ay) and (W,0.) = F1 (W, Aw). We set

(V,Av) ® (W, Aw) = F1 (F1(V, Av) @ Fi (W, Aw)) = Fi (V@ V', (¢ E2)).
Since, for any v € V, (csy, ) ((O@ﬁl)\) ® ’U) = vy ® Pg-1(v(gag-1y), We obtain
Avgwa(vow) = ((c®0)g ( “®51A ®v®w> = ((V®(OHA)_1)O((CBH>\)_1®

W)) <(°‘®61>\) ®v ®w) = v(v) ® Wy ® wnyes-1(Vgag-1y), for any v € V and
w € W. The part concerning the tensor unit of YD (H) is trivial.

CONJUGATION. The T-category structure of YD (H) is completed by setting, for
R 8
any f € () = (YD (H) 5 Z(Rep(H)) —L 2 (Rep(H)) = YD (H)). In

particular, given o € 7 and a YD,-module (V, Ay), if (V,c ) = lel(V, Ay), then,



22

MARCO ZUNINO

for any A € m and v € V., we get Aﬁvﬁ)\(ﬁv) = (BC)HA ((BO‘BIIA) ® (ﬁv)> =

B A .
(vevy ® @p(vig-128))) = (ﬂ(v(v))) ® v(g-12g). By setting w = Pv, we get (TR )

BRAIDING. The braiding in YD (H) is obtained by setting civ,ay),w,aw) =
Fl(cﬁl(V,Av),?l(W,AW)) = ¢, for any (V,Av), (W, Aw) € YD (H), where (V,c) =

F1(V,Ay). By definition (B3) of ¢, we get (9.
This concludes the proof of the theorem. O

9. THE T-COALGEBRA D(H) AND ITS REPRESENTATIONS

We define a quasitriangular T-coalgebra D(H). This T-coalgebra is the mirror
of the T-coalgebra D(H) defined in [RI]. To do this, we need to introduce another
T-coalgebra H* (the mirror of H**“< defined in [RPI]). Then, we discuss the
structure of a module over D(H). More in detail, we prove that a k-vector space
V is a D(H)-module if and only if it is both a H-module and a H{¥-module and
the actions of H and H™ satisfy a compatibility condition. Finally, we prove that
Z (Rep(H )) and Rep (ﬁ(H )) are isomorphic as braided T-categories.

DEFINITION OF H™*. The T-coalgebra H* is defined as follows.

e For any o € 7, the component HX is equal to @ﬁeﬁ Hj as a vector space,

with the product of f € H3 and g € Hj (with ,§ € 7) given by the linear
map fg € H3s defined by (fg,z) = (f, x27)> (g,x%) for any x € Hyz. The
unit of H, is the morphism € € H} C H{.

The comultiplication A* is defined by setting, for any «, 5,7 € « and
fe Hi AZ(f) = As(f) € Hyzo ® Hp, where (Ap(f),z @ y)=
<f, ngﬂ—l(fL')>, for any x € Hg,3-1. We introduce the notation

fl.ﬁ ® fn.ﬁ - Aﬁ(f)-

The counit e™: H{* — k is given by (¢*, f) = (f,1,), for any f € H>, with
S
For any a € 7, the component s¥ of the antipode s* of H* sends f € H,

t0 53(F) = (S pa1 (s7t0 1)) € Hiyagre

e Finally, for any 8 € 7, we set ©f = ¢} ..

THE T-COALGEBRA D(H). The T-coalgebra D(H) is defined as follows (see the
detailed description of the mirror D(H) of D(H) in [R1]).

(24a)

(24b)

e For any a € 7, the a-th component of D(H), denoted D, (H), is equal to

Ho @ @pe, Hj » as a vector space. Given h € H, and F € Py, Hj, the
element in D, (H) corresponding to h ® F is denoted h ® F. The product
in D, (H) is given by

(h® f)(k®g) = hink® (g, 555 (h{5-1)) a1 (Blasa-1)))

for any h,k € Hq, f € H}, and g € H§, with 7,0 € m. H, has unit 1, ® €.

The algebra structure of D, (H) is uniquely defined by the condition
that the inclusions H,, HY < D, (H) are algebra morphisms and that the
relations

(la®f)(h®e)=h® f
and
(h ® 8) (10¢ ® f) = goz) ® <f7 8;711 (h/(/'/yfl))—sp(h/(a’yafl))%
(for any h € H, and f € H}, with v € ) are satisfied.
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e The comultiplication is given by

(h® F)5 @ (h & Flgs = (hay ® Fi.p) © (h() ® Fip),

for any o, 8 € m, h € Hyp and F € H*. The counit is given by (e, h® f) =
(e,h) (f,1,), for any h € H; and f € H3, with v € 7.

e The antipode is given by 5o(h ® F) = (sa(h) ® €) (1o ® s%(F)), for any
a€m,he Hy,and F € H%.

e The conjugation is given by @5(h® f) = ¢s(h) ®go;;,1(f) for any o, 5 € T,
h € Hy, and f € HY, with o,y € .

e The universal R-matrix R of D(H) is given by

EO‘)B = E(Oz)l ®Z(ﬂ)l = 1O¢ ® 6571'1. ® Sﬁ—l(eﬁfl_i) @ 13

for any o, 8 € m, where (eg;) is a basis of Hg and () the dual basis.
The inverse of Ry g is Ra.p = é(a)_i ®(p)i=la®e’ Qeg; ®e.
THE CATEGORY Rep(H, H*,®). Given « € 7, a (H, H*, ®),-module is a k-vector
space V endowed with both a structure of left module over H, and a structure of

left module over H* = H (via an action denoted 1) satisfying the compatibility
condition

) (S 50) = (5 ) () > (g0

forany v € V, h € H,, and f € H}, with v € m. A morphism of (H, H*, ®),-mod-
ules is a morphisms that is both a morphism of H,-modules and a morphism of
HF¥-modules. In that way, with the obvious composition, we obtain the category
Rep,(H, H*,®) of (H, H*, ®),-modules. The disjoint union Rep(H, H*, ®) of the
categories Rep,, (H, H*,®) for all o € 7 is a braided T-category as follows.

e Rep, (H, H* ,®) is the a-th component of Rep(H, H*,®).

e Given «, 8 € m, let U be an object in Rep, (H, H*,®) and let V be an
object in Repg(H, H*,®). The tensor product U ® V of (H, H*, ®)-mod-
ules is given by the tensor product of U and V as both H,-modules and
H*-modules, i.e., given u € U and v € V, the action of h € H,p and, re-
spectively, f € HY (with v € m) on u®v given by h(u®v) = h’(a)u@) h’(’B)v
and fr(u®v) = figbu® fugbw.

e The conjugation is obtained in the obvious way by the conjugation of
Rep(H) and the conjugation of Rep(H™).

e The braiding is obtained by setting,

(26) cov:URV — (O‘V) @V:iu®uv— a(sﬁq(eﬁq_i)v) ®ef by
for any U € Rep,,(H, H*,®) and V € Repg(H, H*,®), with o, 5 € 7.

Theorem 9.1. Rep,, (H, H*,®) is isomorphic to Rep(ﬁ(H)) as a braided T-cat-
egory.
Proof. The simplest way to prove the theorem is to construct an isomorphism of cat-
egories Fj: Rep(ﬁ(H)) — Rep, (H, H*,®) such that F3 induces on Rep(ﬁ(H))
the structure of braided T-category described above.

Let V be a D, (H)-module, with o € 7. Since both H, and H* = HX can be
identified with subalgebras of D, (H) via the canonical embeddings, V' has both

a natural structure of left H,-module and a natural structure of left H*-module.
Explicitly, for any v € V, h € Hy,, and f € H} C H{", with v € 7, we set

hv=(h®e)v and fro=(14a® f)v.
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Let us prove that the compatibility condition (@) is satisfied. By the associa-
tivity of the action of D(H) on V and by (R4) we get h(f>v) = (h ® e)((la ®

1) = ((h®e)(1a® Yo = (Al ® (fs 571 (B 1) P (Bl )))o = (L @

(s ()<t (W) () ® )0 = (F 574 ()t (W) >
(hz’a)v). We set F3(V') equal to V' endowed with the structure of (H, H*, ®),-mod-
ule described above.

Given another D,(H)-module V and a k-linear morphism f: V — W, it is
easy to prove that f is a morphism of D, (H)-modules if and only if it is both a
morphism of H,-modules and a morphisms of H*-modules. By setting F3(f) = f,
we obviously obtained a functor.

Let us prove that F3 is invertible. Given a (H, H*, ®),-module W, we define
an action of D, (H) on W via the tensor lift of the linear map Hy, x HX x W —
W: (h,F,v) — F > (hv), we have to prove that we obtained a D, (H)-module.
For any h,k € H,, f € Hj, and g € Hj, with 7,0 € 7, we have (Io®e)y =
eb(1qv) =epv=vand (h® f)((k®g)v) = (h® f)(g> (kv)) = f> (h(gb(kv)))
f><ga 5(;—11 (h’(’éfl))-%—l (h2a5a71))>>(h€a)kv) = f<ga 5(;11 (h/(/é—l))—@afl (hzaaa—l)»b
(1) = (1 ® £ 555 05 ) s (g0 = (58 £) (k8 )

To prove that F3 is invertible and to complete the proof of the theorem is now
trivial. (]

10. Z(Rep(H)) AND Rep(ﬁ(H)) ARE ISOMORPHIC

In this section we prove that Z(Rep(H)) and Rep (E(H )) are isomorphic as

braided T-categories. We start by defining a braided T-functor Fy: YD (il ) —
Rep(H, H®,®). After that, we set G = F3 0 Fy0F;: Z(Rep(H)) — Rep(D(H))
and we prove that G is invertible.

Theorem 10.1. Z(Rep(H)) and Rep(ﬁ(H)) are isomorphic braided T-categories.

THE FUNCTOR F2. To prove Theorem , we start by constructing the functor
Fo. For this, we need two preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 10.2. Let (V,Ay) be a YDy-module (with o € w). Given f € H, with
v em, for anyv € V we set

(27) fov=(f,v0))v).
With this action, V' becomes a Hf -module and a (H, H*, ®)q-module.

Proof. Let us prove that the action > is associative and unitary.
ASSOCIATIVITY. Given f € HY and g € Hj, with 7,0 € m, for any v € V,
we have f > (g>v) = f > (g,v6)v0) = (9:v@) (f (Vo) () (ve))(v) and (fg) >

v = (fg, 0800 = ([, (V)i (95 (0))(5))v(v)- By the coassociativity of a
YD-module, these two expressions coincide.

UNIT. By (@), for any v € V' we have e>v = (g,v(1))vvy = v, i.e., > is unitary.
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COMPATIBILITY CONDITION (RY). Given h € H, and f € H*, with v € =, for

any v € V, by using ([[6d)) we get v
h(fov) = (froe) howy = (Fom) (&0 ) hia vy = (f (807 o) )hiay v

= (£, 555 ()G ven) By vy
(by the crossing property (@))

= (fr55 5 (05 1)) (W) ) () Pa=t (1)) (Bl V) v

= (f,5, 51 (h1)) a1 (Maya-1))) & (h{o)0)-

(]

Lemma 10.3. Take two YD-modules (V,Ay) and (W, Aw) and define the action

of H¥ on both V and W wia (10.2). A morphism of YD-modules f:V — W is
also a morphism of (H, H™,®)-modules.

Proof. We only need to show that f preserves the action of H{¥. Let v € V and
g € Hj, with v € 7. Since f is a morphism of YD-modules, we have g > flv) =

<9, (f(U))(7)>(f(U))(W) = (g, v))f (vy) = F({g,v)) vovy) = flg e v). O

Lemma 10.4. For any YD-module module (V,Ay), set Fo(V,Ay) = (V,1), with
the action > of HY on V defined as in ([10.9). For any morphism f of YD-mod-
ules, set Fo(f) = f. In that way, we obtain a braided T-functor Fo: YD (H) —
Rep(H, H*,®).

Proof. By Lemma and Lemma , Fo2 is well defined. The proof that it is
a functor (i.e., that preserves identities and composition), is trivial. We have to
check that it is a tensor functor, that it commutes with the conjugation and that
it is braided.

TENSOR PRODUCT. Given a,f € 7, let (V,Ay) be a YD,-module and let
(W, dw) be a YDg-module module. By the definition ([L94) of the tensor product
in YD (H), the action > of Hf of V@ W is given by fr(v@w) = (f,(v@w))) =

(frwees—1(Vgys-1)) vy @ wy = (fus b v) @ (fus b w), ie., Fy preserves the
tensor product. The fact that Fo preserves the tensor unit is trivial.

CROSSING. Let o and § be in 7w and let (V, Ay) be a YD,-module. The action of
HZ on B(FQ(V, Ay)) is given by frw = (cp;‘l(f)b(ﬂlw)) = (cng(f)b(ﬂlw)> =

B
Bt g1 « .
<f, gpﬁ(( w)(ﬁl’yﬁ))> ( (( w)(v))>, for any f € HJ, with v € 7, and

w € V. By ([[9H), both B(Fg (V,Av)) and Fy (ﬂ(V, Av)) has the same structure of

H¥-module and so of (H, H*, ®)-module. Since both ﬁ() and Fo are the identity
on the morphisms, we conclude that Fo commute with the conjugation and that it
is a T-functor.

BRrAIDING. Let (V4,Ay,) be a YD,,-module and let (Va, Ay, ) be a YD,,-module
module. By (@), for any v; € V1 and ve € V5 we have

1.
CF2(V1,AVI),F2(V2,AV2)('Ul ® v9) = @ (Sagl(eagl.i)vg) ® e

« a; i
1(500—1(60‘2—1.1»)1)2) X <e 2 7(1)1)(()¢271)>(U1)(V1)

a1<5a;1 ((Ul)(agl))vz) ® (111)(\/1).
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By () we have

CFy(Vi,Avy ) Fa(Va. Avy) = C(Vi Ay, ), (VasAvy) = F2(C(viav, ), (V. Av,))-

O

PROOF OF THEOREM [L0.1]. To prove Theorem , we need a preliminary lemma.

Lemma 10.5. For any f € HZ

3, with v € , we have f = <f,e(,y),i17)e(”'i.

Proof. By evaluating (f, e(,y)_ilv)e('y)'i against a generic h € H, we obtain

<<f7 e(v).il’y>e(w.i7 h> = <f7 e(v).il’y> <6(V).i7 h> = <fa h>
(I

Proof (of Theorem [[0.]). Let us set G = F30F;0F;: Z(Rep(H)) — Rep(D(H)).
Since both F; and Fs as well as F3 are braided T-functors, G is a braided T-functor.
To complete the proof of Theorem , we only need to show that G is invertible.
Given a D(H)-module V, we set G(V) = (V,cy._). Of course, G(V) is an half-
braiding and by setting G(f) = f, for any morphism f of YD-modules, we obtain
a functor G: Rep(D(H)) — Z(Rep(H)). Let us prove that G and G are mutually
inverses.

GoG =1Id. Let (V,c_) be an object in Z(Rep(H)). Since cgv,c), = Glev,c)y, ) =
G(c) = ¢, we get (GoG)(V,c) = (V.cgy,) = (V..

GoG =1Id. Let V be a Dy(H)-module, with « € 7. Clearly, (Go G)(V) and V
have the same structure of k-vector spaces and the same structure of H,-module
(via the embedding H, < Do (H)). To prove GoG(V) = V., we only need to check
that the action > of Hf on V and the action & of H¥ on (Go G)(V) (both obtained
via the embedding H¥ < D, (H)) are the same.

Let f be in H7, with v € 7. By observing that, for any v € V, c;)le (0‘17) =

é(a)_iv@)f(,y),ilv = e((v).wv@e(w),ily, we get fov = (f,v(y))vy = <e(7),i17)e(7)'i =
f, where the last passage follows by Lemma .
O

Corollary 10.6. Z(Rep(H)), YD (H), Rep(H,H*,®), and Rep(ﬁ(H)) are iso-

morphic braided T-categories.

Proof. We have seen that both the functor F; and the functor Fs are isomorphisms
of braided T-categories. By Lemma , Fo is an braided T-functor and, by The-
orem , Fo is invertible with inverse Fo = F; o G o F3. O

Let YD¢(H) be the category of finite-dimensional YD-modules, i.e., the cate-
gory of YD-modules (V,¢_) such that dimg V' € N, and let Rep;(H, H*, ®) be the
category of finite-dimensional (H, H*, ®)-modules.

Corollary 10.7. Z(Rep¢(H)), YD¢(H), Rep;(H,H*,®), and Rep;(D(H)) are
isomorphic braided T-categories.

Proof. The functor F; sends the full subcategory Z(Repy(H)) of Z(Rep(H)) to
the full subcategory YD¢(H) of Y D(H). Similarly, the functor Fy sends YD¢(H) to
the full subcategory Rep;(H, H*,®) of Rep;(H, H*,®) and the functor F3 sends
Rep;(H, H®,®) to the full subcategory Reps(D(H)) of Rep(D(H)). O
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Remark 10.8 (modular T-categories). The categorical analog of the notion of mod-
ular Hopf algebra is the notion of modular category [[Z, [ld]. A T-category T is
modular when the component 7; is modular as a tensor category [[L§].

Let R be a semisimple tensor category. It was proved by Miiger [[L1] that, under
certain conditions on R, the center of R, is modular. We expect that it will be
possible to generalize the result to the crossed case when 7 is finite. On the contrary,
when 7 is not finite, since the quantum double of a semisimple T-coalgebra is not
modular, the theory fails to be applicable to the crossed case. However, is some
case, for instance when the isomorphism classes of the H,, (for all o € ) are finite,
Z(R) should be modular, or at least, premodular in the sense of Bruguieres and,
in that case, they should give rise to a modular category.

11. RIBBON STRUCTURES

We conclude by discussing the relation between algebraic and categorical ribbon
extensions. Let H be T-coalgebra (not necessarily of a finite-type). Firstly, we
recall the definition of the ribbon T-coalgebra RT(H) (see [B]). Then, we prove
that the categories Rep; (RT(H)) and A/ ((Repf(H ) N) are isomorphic as balanced

T-categories. To prove this statement we start by introducing an auxiliary ribbon
T-category Rib (H). Then we prove that Rep;(RT(H)) and Rib (H) are isomor-

phic as ribbon T-categories while Rib (H) that N/ ((Repf(H ))N) are isomorphic as
balanced T-categories. Finally, we prove that, if H' is a T-coalgebra of finite-type,
then Repy (RT (D(H' ))) and D(Rep¢(H')) are isomorphic as ribbon T-categories.
THE T-COALGEBRA RT(H). The ribbon T-coalgebra RT(H) is defined as follow.

e For any o € m, the a-th component of RT(H), denoted RT,(H), is the
vector space whose elements are formal expressions h + kv,, with h, k €
H,. The sum is given by (h + kvy) + (M + kK've) = (R + 1) + (K +
k' )vy, for any h,h' k k' € H,. The multiplication is obtained by re-
quiring v2 = uasq-1(uq-1), ie., by setting, for any h,h' k. k' € H,,
(h+ kvg) (B 4+ Evy) = hh' + hE v + koo (W )ve + kpa (K )uasq-1(tg-1) =
(R + kpa (K Yuasa-1(ug-1)) + (hk' + kpa(k))va.

We identify H, with the subset {h + Ovq|h € Ho} of RTo(H). The
algebra RT,(H) is unitary with unit 1, = 1, + Ov,. Moreover, for any
a,B €, wehave Ry 3 € H, ® Hs C RT,(H) ® RTs(H).

e The comultiplication is given by Ay, g(h+kveg) = (h'(a)+I€Ea)§~(a)_i§(a),jva) ®

(h'(’ﬁ) + ké'ﬁ)f(ﬁ),igaaa (g(aﬁal),ovg), for any h,k € Hg,, and o, € .
Further, the counit is given by (g, h+kva) = (€, h)+(e, k), for any h, k € H;.
e The antipode is given by s (h+ kve) = 4 (h) 4 (800 @a-1)(k)ve-1, for any
h,k € Hy, and o € 7.
e Finally, the conjugation is given by ¢g(h + kva) = @g(h) + ¢s(k)vgas-1,
for any h,k € H, and «a, 3 € 7.
THE CATEGORY Rib (H). The ribbon T-category Rib (H), is defined as follows.

e For any o € 7, the objects of the component Rib,(H) of Rib (H) are the
couples (M,t), where M is a finite-dimensional representation of H, and
t: M — MM is a H,-linear isomorphism such that, if we set

My

t? = <M Ly My 4 M®MM>
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and t~2 = (t?)71, then we have
(28a) t2 (O‘Qm) = UpSq-1(Ug—1)M

for any m € M (where u, is the a-th Drinfeld element).
o Given two objects (M1, 1), (Ma,t2) € Riby(H), a morphism f: (My,t1) —
(Mz,t3) is a Hy-linear map f: My — My such that 5 0 f = (%f) o ty.
e The composition of morphisms in Rib, (H) is obtained in the obvious way
via the compositions of H,-modules.
e The tensor product of two objects (M, t), (M’,t') € Rib (H), is given by
(28b) (M,t)®@ (M',t)=(M e M tRt),

where we recall that
(28¢) tRE = <<(MM')t) ® Mt’) O Catpgr v © CAMLAY S

where c¢ is the standard braiding in Rep;(H).

e The tensor unit of Rib (H) is the couple (k,Idk), where k is a Hi-module
via the counit of H.

e The action of the crossing on an object (M,t) € Rib (H) is obtained by

setting B(M, t) = (ﬁM, Bf) for any 8 € m, while the action of the crossing
on morphisms in obtained by requiring that the forgetful functor Rib (H) —
Rep;(H): (M,t) — M is a T-functor.
e The braiding is given by c(are), vy = cymme for any (M, t), (M',t") €
Rib (H).
e The twist is given by (54 = t for any (M, t) € Rib (H).
e The duality in Rib (H) is obtained as follows. Let (M,t) be an object in
Rib (H). The dual object of (M, t) is given by the couple (M*, M*t*) where
M* is the dual H-module of M (via unit the by; and the counit dps defined
in ) Finally we set b(rs4) = by and dipr,s) = das.
Theorem 11.1. Rib (H) is a ribbon T-category isomorphic to Rep; (RT(H)) More-
over, Rib (H) is isomorphic to N((Repf(H))N) as a balanced T-category.

To prove Theorem we need three preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 11.2. For any o € m we have

(29) Sofl(uofl) = g(a).isaﬁl (<(oﬁ1).i)-

Proof. By observing that sq(£(a).i) ® ((8).i = Pa(§a-1.4)) @ {(-1).i (see ]), we
have £a-1).; ® ()i = (5,11 0 Pa-1)(E(a).i) @ 3 (((a-1).i), 50 We get ug—1 = (8q ©
Pa—1)({(a).i)é @110 = Pa-1(Ca-1).0) (511 0 Pa—1)(E(a).i) = Ca-1).i5, 21 (Ea).i)- By
composing both sides by s,-1 we get (E) O

Lemma 11.3. For any o € m and h € H,, we have

(30) Sa-1(ug-1)h = (55" 051y 09a)(h)se-1(tg-1).

Proof. Let k be in H,-1. By ([Tg), we have (sq 0 84-109q-1)(k) = uq-1 ku;}l. By
composing both sides by s; ! and observing that, by (7d), sa-1(ta-1) = 55 (tg-1),
we get Sq-1(tg-1)(Sa-1 0 Pa-1)(k) = 55 (k)sq-1(uq-1). For k = (¢4 0 S;}l)(h),
we get (BO)). O
Lemma 11.4. Let M be a finite-dimensional representation of H and let was
defined as in {). For any m € M we have Qy; (0‘2m) = UgSa—1(Uq)m.
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The proof is a long but not difficult computation and is omitted.
Proof of Theorem [11.]. Rib (H) is obviously a well defined category. We start by
proving that Rib (H) is isomorphic to Rep (RT(H )) as a category. Let M be a finite-

dimensional representation of RT(H). Set 6y,: M — M: z — (8z). Since =2 =
Sa—1(tUa-1)uq (see [19)), the couple (M, 0y;) is a object in Rib (H). Conversely, let
(N, t) be an object in Rib, (H), with a € m. Define the action of RT,(H) on N via

(31) (h+ kva)n = hn + kt(*n)

for any h,k € H and n € N. Let us check that the action defined in (BI]) is
RT,(H)-linear, i.e., that we provided N of a structure of RT,(H)-module. For
any hi,ki,ha, ks € H and n € N, we have ((hl + k1vq) (ha + kgva))n = (hlhg +
klcpa(kg)uasafl(uafl))n—i— (hlkg—i—klgoa(hg))t_l(o‘n) and (hl—i-klva)((hg—i—kg)n) =
hihon + hikot =t (*n) + kit = (% (hon)) + kot ™t (a (kat™! (O‘n))) By observing that

k1t*1(a(h2n)) = kltil(@a(hz)an) = kl@a(hﬁtil(an)
and that

kyt™! (O‘ (k2t71 (an))) = kyt™! (@a(kz)a (t71 (an))> - klwa(lﬁ)(t71 © atil) (an)

= kl‘pa(k2)t_2 (a2n) = kl‘pa(k2)uo¢5a*1 (uoﬁl)nu

we obtain

(hl + klva)((hg —+ kg)n) =
(h1ha + k100 (k2)uasa—1 (ta—1))n + (hiks + k1@a(ha))t " (*n),
i.e., the action defined in (B1)) is RT, (H)-linear. To complete the proof that Rib (H)
and Rep (RT(H )) are isomorphic categories is now trivial.

Since Rib (H) and Rep(RT(H)) are isomorphic, the ribbon T-category structure
of Rep(RT(H)) induces a ribbon T-category structure on Rib (H). This is the
structure described above. The only nontrivial point is to show that the tensor
product induced in Rib (H) is the same given in (2§). Let (My,t;) be an object
in Rib,(H) and let (Ma,t2) be an objects in Ribg(H), with o, 8 € m. To prove
that O, oa, = t1 M te, an easy but long computation shows that, for any m; €
My and mo € Ma, both Oy, 001, (M1 ® me) and (61 X t2)(m1 ® ma) are equal to
af ap

(@) i€e).im1) © " (9p¢a-1 (€aga—1).1)¢@).m2)-

Let us prove that Rib (H) and N((Repf(H))N) are isomorphic. If (M, 605)
is an object in Rib,(H), with a € m, then, by Lemma [[1.4, for any m € M we
have Q) (0‘72m) = ua0,7(m), so that (M,0,) is an object in N((Repf(H))N).
Conversely, if (M,t) is an object in N((Repf(H))N>, then, by Lemma [.1], and
Lemma for any m € M we have t(‘fzm) = ua0,7(m), i.e, (M,t) is an object
in Rib (H). The rest follows easily. O

Since, by Theorem [[1.1], N((Repf(H))N> is isomorphic to Rep¢(RT(H)), the
balanced T-category A/ ((Repf(H )) N) has also a natural structure of ribbon T-cat-

egory. In particular, when H is the quantum double of a finite-type T-coalgebra
H’, this structure of a ribbon T-category is the same induced by the isomorphism

between Rep; (RT(E(H ! ))) and D(Repg(H’)), so that we obtain the following

corollary.
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Corollary 11.5. If H' is a finite-type T-algebra, then Rem(RT(E(H’))) and
D(Repg(H')) are isomorphic as ribbon T-categories.
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