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Hopf algebroids with bijective antipodes:
axioms, integrals and duals

GABRIELLA BOHM 12 AND KORNEL SZLACHANYI 13

Abstract

Motivated by the study of depth 2 Frobenius extensions we introduce a new notion of
Hopf algebroid. It is a 2-sided bialgebroid with a bijective antipode which connects the two,
left and right handed, structures. While all the interesting examples of the Hopf algebroid of
J.H. Lu turn out to be Hopf algebroids in the sense of this paper, there exist simple examples
showing that our definition is not a special case of Lu’s. Our Hopf algebroids, however, belong
to the class of xp-Hopf algebras proposed by P. Schauenburg. After discussing the axioms
and some examples we study the theory of non-degenerate integrals in order to obtain duals
of Hopf algebroids.

1 Introduction

There is a consensus in the literature that bialgebroids, invented by Takeuchi [23] as x r-bialgebras,
are the proper generalizations of bialgebras to non-commutative base rings [13, 24 [16, B, 20, 21].
The situation of Hopf algebroids, i.e., bialgebroids with some sort of antipode, is less understood.
The antipode proposed by J. H. Lu [I3] is burdened by the need of a section for the canonical
epimorphism A® A — A®p A the precise role of which remained unclear. The x g-Hopf algebras
proposed by P. Schauenburg in [I7] have a clearcut categorical meaning. They are the bialgebroids
A over R such that the forgetful functor oM — rMg is not only strict monoidal, which is the
condition for A to be a bialgebroid over R, but preserves the closed structure as well. In this very
general quantum groupoid, however, antipode, as a map A — A, does not exist.

Our proposal of an antipode, announced in [2], is based on the following simple observation.
The antipode of a Hopf algebra H is a bialgebra map S: H — H¢l . The opposite of a bialgebroid
A, however, is not a bialgebroid in the same sense. In the terminology of [8] there are left
bialgebroids and right bialgebroids; corresponding to whether 4 M or M4 is given a monoidal
structure. This suggests that the existence of antipode on a bialgebroid should be accompanied
with a two-sided bialgebroid structure and the antipode should swap the left and right handed
structures. More explicit guesses for what to take as a definition of the antipode can be obtained by
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studying depth 2 Frobenius extensions. In [§] it has been shown that for a depth 2 ring extension
N C M the endomorphism ring A = End y M has a canonical left bialgebroid structure over the
centralizer R = Cp(N). If N C M is also Frobenius and a Frobenius homomorphism ¢: M — N
is given then A has a right bialgebroid structure, too. There is a candidate for the antipode
S: A — A as transposition w.r.t. the bilinear form m,m’ € M — ¢ (mm'), see BH). In fact, this
definition of S does not require the depth 2 property, so in this example antipode exists prior to
comultiplication. Assuming the extension M/N is either H-separable or Hopf-Galois L. Kadison
has shown [, [T0] that the bialgebroid A or its dual B = (M ®x M) has an antipode in the sense
of [T3.

In a recent paper [ B. Day and R. Street give a new characterization of bialgebroids in the
framework of symmetric monoidal autonomous bicategories. They also introduce a new notion
called Hopf bialgebroid. It is more restrictive than Schauenburg’s x ;-Hopf algebra since it requires
star autonomy [I] rather than closedness. We will show in Subsection that the categorical
definition [] of the Hopf bialgebroid is equivalent to our purely algebraic Definition BTl of Hopf
algebroid, apart from the tiny difference that we allow S? to be nontrivial on the base ring. This
freedom can be adjusted to the Nakayama automorphism of v in case of the Frobenius depth 2
extensions. It is a new feature of our Hopf algebroids, compared to (weak) Hopf algebras, that
the antipode is not unique. The various antipodes on a given bialgebroid were shown to be in
one-to-one correspondence with the generalized characters (called twists) in [2].

It is encouraging that one can find ‘quantum groupoids’ in the literature that satisfy our axioms.
Such are the weak Hopf algebras with bijective antipode, the examples of Lu-Hopf algebroids in
[5] and the extended Hopt algebras in [IT]. In particular the Connes-Moscivici algebra [6] is a Hopf
algebroid it this sense. We also present an example which is a Hopf algebroid in the sense of this
paper but does not satisfy the axioms of [I3]. This proves that the two notions of Hopf algebroid
— the one in the sense of this paper and the one in the sense of [I3] — are not equivalent. Until
now we could neither prove nor exclude by examples the possibility that the latter was a special
case of the former.

The left and right integrals in Hopf algebra theory are introduced as the invariants of the
left and right regular module, respectively. In this analogy one can define left integrals in a left
bialgebroid and right integrals in a right bialgebroid. Since a Hopf algebroid has both left and
right bialgebroid structures both left and right integrals can be defined.

The properties of the integrals in a (weak) Hopf algebra over a commutative ring k carry
information about its algebraic structure. For example the Maschke’s theorem [12, B] states that
it is a semi-simple algebra if and only if it has a normalized integral. The Larson-Sweedler theorem
[12, 25] implies that it is finite dimensional over k if and only if it has a non-degenerate left (hence
also a right) integral. In this case the k-dual also has a (weak) Hopf algebra structure.

Therefore, in Section B we analyze the consequences of the existence of a non-degenerate
integral in a Hopf algebroid. We show that if there exists a non-degenerate integral in a Hopf
algebroid A over the base L then the ring extension I — A is a Frobenius extension hence also
finitely generated projective. We do not investigate, however, the opposite implication i.e. we
do not study the question under what conditions on the Hopf algebroid the existence of a non-
degenerate integral follows.

If some of the L-module structures of a Hopf algebroid is finitely generated projective then
the corresponding dual can be equipped with a bialgebroid structure [§]. There is no obvious
way, however, how to equip it with an antipode in general. We show that in the case of Hopf
algebroids possessing a non-degenerate integral the dual bialgebroids are all (anti-) isomorphic,
and they combine into a Hopf algebroid — depending on the choice of the non-degenerate integral.
Therefore we do not associate a dual Hopf algebroid to a given Hopf algebroid rather a dual
isomorphism class to an isomorphism class of Hopf algebroids. The well known k-dual of a finite
(weak) Hopf algebra H over the commutative ring k turns out to be the unique (distinguished)
(weak) Hopf algebra in the dual isomorphism class of the isomorphism class of the Hopf algebroid
H.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section ] we introduce some technical conventions about
bialgebroids that are used in this paper. Our motivating example, the Hopf algebroid correspond-



ing to a depth 2 Frobenius extension of rings is discussed in Section Bl In Section Hl we give some
equivalent definitions of Hopf algebroids. We prove that our definition is equivalent to the one in
I7] hence gives a special case of the one in [I7]. In the final subsection of Section Bl we present a
collection of examples. In the Section Bl we propose a theory of non-degenerate integrals as a tool
for the definition of the dual Hopf algebroid.

2 Preliminaries on bialgebroids

In this technical section we summarize our notations and the basic definitions of bialgebroids that
will be used later on. For more about bialgebroids we refer to the literature [23], 7, B, R, T8, 2T, 22].

Definition 2.1 A left bialgebroid (or Takeuchi X j-bialgebra) Aj, consists of the data (A, L, sy, t1,
vr,7r). The A and L are associative unital rings, the total and base rings, respectively. The
s, : L — Aandty: L°? — A are ring homomorphisms such that the images of L in A commute
making A an L-L bimodule via

l-a-U':=s,(ty(')a. (2.1)

The bimodule @) is denoted by pAr. The triple (L AL, vr,7r) is a comonoid in My, the
category of L-L-bimodules. Introducing the Sweedler’s notation vy (a) = agy @aepy € AL @ A
the identities

a(l)tL(l) ®ap)y = a® a(g)sL(l) (2.2)
y(la) = 1a®1a (2.3)

ye(ab) = yr(a)yL(b) (2.4)

m(la) = 1 (2.5)

7y (aspomp (b)) = m  (ab) = 7w (atr, o 7p (b)) (2.6)

are required for all l € L and a,b € A. The requirement ) makes sense in the view of (2.

The L actions of the bimodule Ay in (Il are given by left multiplication. Using right mul-
tiplication there exists another L-L bimodule structure on the total ring A of a left bialgebroid
Ap:
loa-lU:=atr()sp(l). (2.7)

This L-L bimodule is called “A”. This way A carries four commuting actions of L.

If A, = (A, L,sp,tr,vr,mr) is a left bialgebroid then so is its co-opposite: Afp cop =
(A,L°P tr, sp,v;" 7). The opposite A7” = (A°P, L, tr,sr,vr,7r) has a different structure that
was introduced under the name right bialgebroid in [8]:

Definition 2.2 A right bialgebroid Ag consists of the data (A, R, sr,tr,Yr,7r). The A and R are
associative unital rings, the total and base rings, respectively. The sgp: R — A and tg : R°? — A
are ring homomorphisms such that the images of R in A commute making A an R-R bimodule:

roa-r':=asp(r)tr(r. (2.8)

The bimodule () is denoted by A%, The triple (FA® ~vg,7r) is a comonoid in gMg. Intro-
ducing the Sweedler’s notation vr(a) = a(V) @ a(® € A® @ A the identities

sp(r)aP @a® = oV @tg(r)a®
Yr(1a) = 1a®14
Tr(ab) = ~r(a)yr(b)
Tr(la) = 1gr
mr(sgomr(a)b) = wr (ab) =7g (tg o mr(a)d)

are required for all » € R and a,b € A.



For the right bialgebroid Agr we introduce the R-R bimodule rAg via
r-a-r'i=sg(r)itr(r)a. (2.9)

This way A caries four commuting actions of R.

Left (right) bialgebroids can be characterized by the property that the forgetful functor 4 M —
LMy ( Ma — rMpg ) is strong monoidal |16, 20].

It is natural to consider the homomorphisms of bialgebroids to be ring homomorphisms pre-
serving the comonoid structure. We do not want to make difference however between bialgebroids
over isomorphic base rings. This leads to the

Definition 2.3 |21 A left bialgebroid homomorphism A;, — A} is a pair of ring homomorphisms
(P: A— A’ ¢: L — L') such that

spop = dosp
thop = Dotp
TLo® = ¢om
Vo® = (P®@®P)onL.

The last condition makes sense since by the first two conditions ® ® ® is a well defined map
AL @ LA — A ® 1/ A.

The pair (P, ¢) is an isomorphism of left bialgebroids if it is a bialgebroid homomorphism such
that both ® and ¢ are bijective.

A right bialgebroid homomorphism (isomorphism) Ar — A} is a left bialgebroid homomor-
phism (isomorphism) (Ag)? — (A%R)P.

Let Ay be a left bialgebroid. The equation (Il describes two L-modules A; and rA. Their
L-duals are the additive groups of L-module maps:

Aci={¢.: A, > L} and ,A:={w:1A— L}

where 1, L stands for the left regular and Ly, for the right regular L-module. Both A, and ..A carry
left A module structures via the transpose of the right regular action of A. For ¢, € A,,.¢ € A
and a,b € A we have:

(@ = ¢.) (b) = ¢u(ba) and (a —.¢) (b) =« d(ba).

Similarly, in the case of a right bialgebroid Agr — denoting the left and right regular R-modules by
ER and RE, respectively, — the two R-dual additive groups

A= {¢ : AR 5 R®} and U= {%:"A - R}
carry right A-module structures:
(¢ = a) (b) = ¢(ab) and (¥ < a)(b) ="¢(ab).

The comonoid structures can be transposed to give monoid (i.e. ring) structures to the duals. In
the case of a left bialgebroid Ay

(01:) (@) = Yu (s 0 Bulan))agz)) and  (But)) (a) = ¥ (tL 0xd(az))aq)) (2.10)

for .0, « € A, ¢y, s € A, and a € A.
Similarly, in the case of a right bialgebroid Ag

(@0 (@) = ¢ (aPtrow @) and (%) (@) =" (aVsnow(@?))  (211)
for ¢, ¢* € A*, ®,*p € A and a € A.



In the case of a left bialgebroid Ap also the ring A has right A.- and right ..4- module
structures:
a“— ¢. = sp 0 pu(ay)a)y and a~—. ¢ =tr 0.d(a2))an) (2.12)

for ¢, € A, s € v A and a € A.
Similarly, in the case of a right bialgebroid Ag the ring A has left A*- and left %4 structures:

¢ —a=aPtgoF (@) and P —a=aVsgo*¢(a?) (2.13)

for ¢ € A*, % € YA and a € A.

In the case when the L (R) module structure on A is finitely generated projective then the
corresponding dual has also a bialgebroid structure: If Ay is a left bialgebroid such that the L-
module Ay, is finitely generated projective then A, is a right bialgebroid over the base L, = L as
follows:

(s:r() (@) = mr(asc (1), (tr() (a) =lmr(a), Yer(9:) = bi = ¢ @ By, Ter(ds) = ¢u(1a)

where {b;} is an L-basis in Ay and {3} is the dual basis in A, .
Similarly, if Ay, is a left bialgebroid such that the L-module pA is finitely generated projective
then .4 is a right bialgebroid over the base . = L as follows:

(«sr() (@) =7 (@)l,  (tr(D) (@) = mrlatr(l)), «Yr(P) = B' @b —i ¢, «TR(:) =+ (1a)

where {b;} is an L-basis in 1A and {,3%} is the dual basis in .A .
If Ag is a right bialgebroid such that the R-module A is finitely generated projective then
A* is a left bialgebroid over the base R* = R as follows:

(s3.() (@) = r7r(a),  (tL(r) (@) = wr(sr(r)a), VR(F)=¢ < bi@ B, 7R(F) =F(1a)

where {b;} is an R-basis in A% and {8*'} is the dual basis in A* .
If Ag is a right bialgebroid such that the R-module #4 is finitely generated projective then *4
is a left bialgebroid over the base *R = R as follows:

("sL(r) (a) = 7r(tr(r)a), (“to(r) (a) = 7r(a)r, “yr(P) ="F' @6 < by, “mr(®) ="¢(1a)
where {b;} is an R-basis in %A and {*3'} is the dual basis in *4 .

3 The motivating example: D2 Frobenius extensions

3.1 The forefather of antipodes

In this subsection N — M denotes a Frobenius extension of rings. This means the existence of
N-N bimodule maps ¢: M — N possessing quasibases. An element ), u; ® v; € M € M is called
the quasibasis of ¢ [26] if

Zz/;(muz) ‘v = m o= Zuz “p(vim) , me M. (3.1)

As we shall see, already in this general situation there exist antiautomorphisms S on the ring
A := End y My, one for each Frobenius homomorphism . The S will become an antipode if the
extension N C M is also of depth 2, so A also has coproduct(s).

In addition to A, important role is played by the center of the bimodule M & M

B=M@MN N={XecM@M|n-X=X-n¥neN}

which is a ring with multiplication (b' @b2)(b'' @b'%) = b"'b! ®b26'* and unit 15 = 13y ® 1. Note
that the ring structures of neither A nor B depend on the Frobenius structure. But if there is a



Frobenius homomorphism ) then Fourier transformation makes A and B isomorphic as additive
groups.

Fixing a Frobenius homomorphism ¢ with quasibasis ), u; ® v; we can introduce convolution
products on both A and B as follows. From now on we omit the summation symbol for summing
over the quasibasis.

a,beA — axfB:=alu)bv;,_) €A
a,be€B — axb:=da'yYa*)@b* €B.
The convolution product lends A and B new ring structures. The unit of A is ¢ and the unit of

B is u; ® v;. The Fourier transformation is to relate these new algebra structures to the old ones.
There are two natural candidates for a Fourier transformation,

F:A— B, Fla) :==u; ® av;)
F:A— B, Fla) := alu;) @v;
F LB A, FUb) =(_bY)b?
FhB—=A, Flb)=0bw0*_)

They relate the convolution and ordinary products or their opposites as follows.

FlaxB) = F(a)F(B)
Flaxp) = F(B)F(a)
Flap) = F(B)*Fla)
F(ap) Fa) * F(B)

The difference between F and F is therefore an antiautomorphism on both A and B. This leads
to the "antipodes"

SatA— AP, Sy:=F1loF, Sala) = uwp(a(v;) ) (3.2)
Sp:B — B,  Sp:=FoF ', S =v(ub)p’®

with inverses

Sila) = ¥(_a(w))v (3.4)
SpHb) = u; @ bh(bPy) (3.5)

Notice that S4 is just transposition w.r.t. the bi-N-linear form (m,m’) = ¥ (mm’) since
b(mSa(@)(m')) = (a(m)m’). (3.6)

These antipodes behave well also relative to the bimodule structures over the centralizer
Cy(N) := {c € Mlen = nc, Yn € N}. Let us consider S4. The centralizer is embedded
into A twice: via left multiplications and right multiplications,

L2 AR

where L stands for Cy(N) and R for Cp(N)°P. Clearly, A(L) C Cp(p(R)). Introducing the
Nakayama automorphism

v:Cp(N) = Cy(N), v(c) := (uc)v;
of ¥ and using its basic identities

wime) = P(v(c)m), m e M, c¢ce Cp(N)
uc®v, = u; Qv(c)v;, c € Cp(N)



we obtain

Spol = pov!
Saop = A
and therefore
SaAD)p(r)a) = Sa(@Ar)p(v~ (1)), l€L, reR, a€A. (3.7)

In order to interpret the latter relation as the statement that S4 is a bimodule map we define L-L
and R-R bimodule structures on A by

ll cQ lg = SL(ll)tL(ZQ)Oé (38)
ri-a-ry = atr(r1)sr(r2) (3.9)

where we introduced the ring homomorphisms

SL::LL)A spi=R-2 A

id o, p v A (3.10)
tp, =L —w R— A tR =R —L-— A

Also using the notation 6 for the inverse of the Nakayama automorphism when considered as a
map
-1
9: L “— R°P
equation ([B) can be read as
SA(ll -a-lz) = 9(12)-SA(CV)-6‘(11). (3.11)

Remark 3.1 The apparent asymmetry between ¢;, and tg in ([BI0) disappears if one repeats
the above construction for the more general situation of a Frobenius N-M bimodule X instead
of the y My, arising from a Frobenius extension of rings. As a matter of fact, denoting by X
the (two-sided) dual of X and setting A = End X §7 X, L = EndX and R = EndX we find the
obvious ring homomorphisms

sp()=1® X, sp(r)=X®r

but there is no distinguished map L — R°P like the identity is in the case of X = nyMjs. Instead
we have two distinguished maps given by the left and right dual functors (transpositions). It is
easy to check that in case of X = M, they are the identity and the v—!, respectively, as we

used in (EI0).

In order to restore the symmetry let us introduce the counterpart of § which is the identity as
a homomorphism ¢: R 4, por. Then, in addition to (BTl the antipode satisfies also

Sa(ry-a-re) = u(re) - Sala) - u(r). (3.12)

The most important consequence of (BI1) and [BI2) is the existence of a tensor square of S4. In
the case of Hopf algebras one often uses expressions like (S ® S) o X, where ¥ is the symmetry
ARA - AR A, 2@y — y®z in the category of k-modules. Now we have bimodule categories
My and pMp without braiding so ¥ does not exist and neither do S4 ® S4 or S’Zl ® S’Zl
because S4 is not a bimodule map. Instead we have the twisted bimodule properties [BIl) and
(BI2) which guarantee the existence of the ‘composite of’ S4 ® S4 and ¥ although individually
they don’t exist. More precisely, there exist twisted bimodule maps

SwepAPA - A2A

a®pB = SaB) € Sala)
S, APA > ATA
R
a®B = SaB) % Sala).



For later convenience let us record some useful formulas following directly from B2) and BI0).

Sposp =tpov ! Saoty = s

Sposp=trov! Sapaotr = SR (3.13)
tr oL =S8R trof = sy,

Notice also that sz (L) and tg(R) are the same subrings of A and similarly ¢7,(L) = sr(R).

3.2 Two-sided bialgebroids

Recall from [R] that for depth 2 extensions N — M the A has a canonical left bialgebroid structure
over L in which the coproduct yz,: A - A € Ais an L-L bimodule map with respect to the bimodule
structure B8). If N — M is also Frobenius then there is another right bialgebroid structure on
A, canonically associated to a choice of ¢, in which R is the base and A is an R-R bimodule via
B3). Moreover these two structures are related by the antipode. This two-sided structure is our
motivating example of a Hopf algebroid.

We start with a technical lemma on the left and right quasibases. A and B denotes the rings
as before.

Lemma 3.2 Let N — M be a Frobenius extension and 1, u; ® v; be a fived Frobenius structure.
Let n be a positive integer and 3;, v; € A and b;, ¢; € B, fori=1,...,n. Assume they are related
via b; = F(vy;) and ¢; = .7-'(61) Then the following conditions are equivalent (summation symbols
over i suppressed):

i) bl 2u2Bi(m) = mQ 1y, meM
ii) yi(m)el @2 = 1y ©m, me M
i) y(m)Bi(m') = Y(mm’), m,m’ € M
w) by Qbi; R = w Rl v

If such elements exist the extension is called D2, i.e., of depth 2. The first two conditions are
meaningful also in the non-Frobenius case and therefore {b;, 8;} was called in [§] a left D2 quasibasis
and {c¢;,v;} a right D2 quasibasis. The equivalence of conditions i) and ii) was shown in [§],
Proposition 6.4. The rest of the proof is left to the reader.

For D2 extensions the map a ® 8 +— {m ® m’ — a(m)B(m’)} is an isomorphism

A ? A ; HOIIIN_N(M % M,M),
see [8], Proposition 3.11. Then the coproduct vz : A — A ¥ A is the unique map a — o) ® o)
which satisfies

a(mm’) = agy(m)agqy(m').

For D2 Frobenius extensions we can dualize this construction. We have the isomorphism

A g A ;> HOmN,N(M,M % M)

af B = al_w) R Bu).
Then yr: A — A € A is defined as the unique map a — o @ a® for which

a(m)u; @ v; = o (mu;) @ o (vy). (3.14)

Explicit formulas for both coproducts, as well as their counits, are given in the Corollary below.
But even without these formulas we can find out how the two coproducts are related by the
antipode.

Theorem 3.3 For a D2 Frobenius extension N — M of rings the endomorphism ring A =
End yMy is a left bialgebroid over L = Ca(N) and a right bialgebroid over R = L°P such that
the antipode defined in [ZA) gives rise to isomorphisms

Sa,
(AuRasRatRu/yRaﬂ-R) (i;) (A,L,SL,tL,’YL,ﬂ—L)ng
Sa,0
(A,L,SL,tL,’YL,ﬂ'L) (i)) (AaR75RatR7”YR,7TR)ng (3]‘5)



of left bialgebroids. That is to say,

Sa:A — AP is a ring isomorphism (3.16)
Saosgp = spot, Spotg=trot and Sposp=srol, Spot,=trob (3.17)
ypoSa = SA%AOWR and VROSA:SAi@AO’YL (3.18)
mp,0Sa = tomp and wroSas=0omr. (3.19)

Proof: The left bialgebroid structure of A has been constructed in [8], Theorem 4.1. The right bial-
gebroid structure will follow automatically after establishing the four properties of the antipode.
The first two have already been discussed before. In order to prove [BIR) recall the definition

BId) of vg. Thus BIF) is equivalent to
Sa' (Sa(a)ay)(mus) § S3"(Sal@)ay)(vi) = alm)u; § v (3.20)
Sa(S3H(@)ay)(mug) § Sa(Sx (@) (wi) = i § via(m) (3.21)

for all m € M. Expanding the left hand side of (B20) then using (BH), then (B4, then the
definition of 7y, and finally (B8] again we obtain

2 (Sal@) ) (mui)(S3" (Sal@) ) (viur) v
= SA (Sa(@)q)) (mug)v(viSala)q)(ur)) § vk
2 (Sa(@) @) (mSa(e)ay(ur)) § vk

= w<msA< ) (W) Sa (@) (u;))v; € v

(mSa(@)(weus))v; © vi

(a(m)ukuj)v] % vk

a(m)ug ¥

and analogously BZI). Now it is easy to see that both 7, 0S4 and # o7y, o S’Zl are counits for

~vr- Therefore both are equal to the counit wg. This finishes the proof of the isomorphisms (BT5).
|

Corollary 3.4 Ezxplicit formulas for the left and right bialgebroid structures can be given using
the quasibases of LemmalZA as follows.

(@) = 7% @ciald )
= a_ bzl)bzz ? Bi
= 7@ Bixa
= ax*x7 @B
() = a(lu)
r(e) = a(_ej)ed §o(_viug))vw
= wp(Bi(vr)_) § bja(b} )

= og*SA(ﬂi) % SA(%‘)
= Sa(Bi) § Salvi) xa
Tr(2) = wihoa(v;)

4 Hopf algebroids

4.1 The Definition

The total ring of a Hopf algebroid carries eight canonical module structures over the base ring
— modules of the kind &), &), @J) and ). In this situation the standard notation for



the tensor product of modules, e.g. A © A, would be ambiguous. In order to avoid any misun-
derstandings we therefore put marks on both modules, as in A" @ ®A for example, that indicate
the module structures taking part in the tensor product. Other module structures (commuting
with those taking part in the tensor product) are usually unadorned and should be clear from the
context.

For coproduts of left bialgebroids we use the Sweedler’s notation in the form vz (a) = a1y ®a(y)
and of right bialgebroids yr(a) = ™) ® a®.

Definition 4.1 The Hopf algebroid is a pair (Ar,S) consisting of a left bialgebroid A; =
(A, L,sy, tr,vL,7r) and an anti-automorphism S of the total ring A satisfying

i) Soty =sL and (4.1)
i) S Hae)ay @S ag)e)ew =S5 (@) @ 1a (4.2)
S(a(l))(l/)a(g) ® S(a(l))@/) =14® S(a) (43)

as elements of A; ® rA, for all a € A.

The axiom (E3) implies that
S(aqy)ae) =tr o o S(a) (4.4)

for all a € A. Introduce the map 0r:= w0 Sosy : L — L. Owing to @) it satisfies

tro0r(l) = trompoSosp(l)=Sosr(l)
(oL (') =

nroSos()rpoSosp(I'y=mp(trompoSosp(I)SosL(l) =
= 7 (Sosp(l")Sosp(l))=0L(l). (4.5)

In view of (@) S is a twisted bimodule map AR — [ A; where R is a ring isomorphic to L°° and

the R— R-bimodule structure of A is given by fixing an isomorphism pu : L°? — R:
rea-r'i=asp ol o (r)ty o uT (). (4.6)

The usage of the same notation #A® as in () is not accidental. It will turn out from the next
Proposition that there exists a right bialgebroid structure on the total ring A over the base R
for which the R-R-bimodule ) is (6.

It makes sense to introduce the maps

Sag,a: AL ®A — AR @ FA
a®b — SOb)®S(a) and
Sagpa: Al@BA — Ap® A
a®b — S(b)® S(a). (4.7)

It is useful to give some alternative forms of the Definition EZTE

Proposition 4.2 The following are equivalent:

i) (AL, S) is a Hopf algebroid

ii) A, = (A, L,sp,tr,vL,7L) is a left bialgebroid and S is an anti-automorphism of the total
ring A satisfying 1), @-4) and

SawpaoyroS™ = Sil oy 08 (4.8)
(vr ®ida) oyg = (ida @ vr) 071 ; (YR ®ida) oy = (ida ® L) o VR (4.9)
where we introduced the ring R and the R-R bimodule B AR as in ([{-0) and the map yr: = Sag, A0

ypo STl = SZ(%RA oy oS : A — AR ® BA. The equations in {.9) are equalities of maps
A= AL @ AR @ BA and A — AR @ BAL @ LA, respectively.
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iii) A, = (A, L,sp,tr,vr, L) is a left bialgebroid and Ar = (A, R, Sg,tr, YR, TR) @S a Tight
bialgebroid such that the base rings are related to each other via R ~ L°P. S is a bijection of
additive groups and

sp(L) =tr(R) , tr(L) = sr(R) as subrings of A (4.10)

(v ®ida) o yr = (ida @ Yr) 0L ; (YR ®ida) oy = (ida @) o VR (4.11)
S(tr(Datr, (1) = s (I')S(a)sL(1) , S(tr(ratr(r)) = sr(r)S(a)sg(r’)  (4.12)
S(aqy)ac) = sromr(a) , aMS(a?) = sy omp(a) (4.13)

hold true for all 1,l' € L, ;7" € R and a € A.

i) Ay is a left bialgebroid over L and Ag is a right bialgebroid over R such that the base rings
are related to each other via R ~ L°P and the equations ({{-10) and {{I1)) hold true. Furthermore
the maps of additive groups

a:AP@prA - AL®1A , a®b — acy ® aez)b and
15} :AR®RA - AL ®A , a®b — b(l)a®b(2) (4.14)
are bijective. (All modules appearing in [{.I4) are the canonical modules introduced in Section[d.)

Each characterization of Hopf algebroids in Proposition will be relevant in what follows.
The one in ) is as similar to [I3] as possible which will be useful in Subsection both in
checking that concrete examples of Lu-Hopf algebroids satisfy the axioms in Definition Bl and
also in constructing Hopf algebroids in the sense of Definition Bl which do not satisfy the Lu
axioms.

As it will turn out from the following proof of Proposition EE2, the Definition BTl implies the
existence of a right bialgebroid structure on the total ring of the Hopf algebroid. The charac-
terization in i) uses the left and right bialgebroids underlying a Hopf algebroid in a perfectly
symmetric way. This characterization will be appropriate in developing the theory of integrals in
Section

The characterization in 4v) is formulated in the spirit of [I7], that is the bijectivity of certain
Galois maps is required. The relevance of this form of the definition is that it shows that the Hopf
algebroid in the sense of Definition EETlis a special case of Schauenburg’s x p-Hopf algebra.

Proof: ii) = iii) : We construct a right bialgebroid Ag such that (Ap, Ag,S) satisfies the
requirements in #3): Let R be a ring isomorphic to L°P and p : L°? — R a fixed isomorphism. Set

Ar = (A R,sp:=tropu ' tr:=8totpoput yri= SZéRA oypoS, = pony08). (4.15)
ii1) = iv) We construct the inverses of the maps ([EId):
ali AL A 5 AR@RA . a®b — a(1)®5(a(2))b and
BliAL®A — Ar®BA | a®b — STH0MW)awb?. (4.16)

iv) = 1) Recall that the requirements in v) imply that both left bialgebroids Az, and Apcop
are X -Hopf algebras in the sense of [I7]. In particular the Proposition 3.7. of [I7] holds true for
both. That is, denoting o *(a ® 14): = ay ® a_ and S (14 ® a): = a_] ® af4] we have

) ey ®arpa-=a®la A1) -] D af)2) = la®a
i ag)+ ®a)-ap) =a®ls a@2)-1a@) ® a@)+) = la®a
iii) (ab)y ® (ab)- = a1by @b_a_ (ab)[,] ® (ab) [+] = b[,]a[,] ® a[HbH]
) (1)1 ®@(1a)- =1a®14 (1A)[—]®(1A)[+]:1A®1A
v) e ®ag) ®a- = A=) @ af4)(1) ® A[4)(2) =

= a(1) ® a2)+ © a(z)— = a)[-] ® aq)+] O a(2)
vi)  ap®a_q)®a—(z) = a-](2) ® a[-]1) B a4) =

=044 @a- B a4y A[-] © Af4][-] B A1) [+]
vii) a=aytronr(a_) a = ajysg o mr(ag-)
viit) ata— = sponr(a) apyjaj—) =ty omp(a).

(4.17)
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We define the antipode as
S(a):=sgromr(ay)a_ (4.18)

and what is going to be its inverse as
S’(a): = tR o 7TR(0,[+])CL[_]. (419)

The maps [EI]) and TY) are well defined due to the R-module map property of mg.
Since a(la ®@ sp.(1)) = 14 @ s.(l) = tr(l) ® 14, the requirement (@Il holds true. By making
use of vi) and i) of [@ID) one verifies

S(aq))ayae) ®@S(aw)ey = aq)-ayae) ®sromr(aq)+)aq)-(2y = a@)-a@e) © S(amy4) =
= 1®S(a)
and similarly
S/(a/(Q))(l)/ ® S/(G(Q))(Q)/a(l) = Sl(a) ®14

which becomes the requirement (E2) once we proved S’ = S~!. As a matter of fact by vi) of

ETD
S(a)a) ® S(a)2) = a_q) @ sromr(ay)a_z) =a_ @ S(ay)

hence using ) of [EI1)
Bla) @ S(aq))) = a@y—a@) @ S(ap)+ = 14 @ S(a),
so by wiii) of @I and EI0)

S'oS(a) = tromr(sromr(en)t)en)-) ap) = troTr (aq)ran)-) a@) =
= S81,° WL(a(l))a(g) = a.
In a similar way one checks that S oS’ =id4.
The anti-multiplicativity of S is proven as follows: We have a(tr(r) ® 14) = tr(r) ® 14 and
by B(14 ® sr(r)) = 14 ® sg(r) and S’ = S~ also S(tr(r)a) = S(a)sr(r) hence
S(ab) = spomr((ab)4)(ab)— = spomr(ayby)b_a_ =spomp (tromr(ay)by)b_a_ =
= spomr([tromr(a4)b]+) [tr o Tr(ay)bl—a— = S (tr o mr(as)b) a— =
= S(b)sgornr(at)a_ = S(b)S(a).

i) = 4i) The requirements ([l and () hold obviously true. One easily checks that the maps
a and § in @I4) are bijective with inverses

at@®b) = S (S(a)w)®S(a)a)b
B Ha®b) = STHb)a®S(STHb)m)-

This implies that the Proposition 3.7 in [I7] holds true both in Az and Apcop. In particular
introducing the maps

Yr: A — AR@FA | a4 = ([da®S Hoa tHa®1,)
e A — ARREA | a4 — (S®ida)oB M (1a®a)

the part v) of [EI7) reads as

(ida ® 7r) 071 (4.20)
(vr ®ida) oL (4.21)

(vp ®ida) oyr
(ida ® vL) o VR
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This means that both X)) and @) follow provided yg = 5. Using the Sweedler’s notation
vr(a) = aM ® a® and v4(a) = a<'> ® a<?> by the repeated use of (@20) and ([EZI]) we obtain

1 2
<2> <2> ( )®a<2>(2)( ) —

1))a~" (2)

_ a(1)<1> ® sz, 7TL(a(l)<2>)a(2)(l) ® a(z)(2) —
<1>

_ a(l)(1)

a(1)<1>

(ida ® Yr) 0Yg(a) = a~" ®@spomr(a

<2>
® sy, owL(a(l)(l) )a(l)(z) ®a(2) =

® s 0Ty (a(1)<2> (1)<2>

(ida ® vg) © Vr(a).

Since by wiii) of @ID) both aMS(a?) = sp o wp(a) and a<*>S(a<*>) = s o wr(a) we have
e(a):=Sospomp 08 a)=S(ap))a@) =St osyory0S(a) and

(1))a (2 ®a® =

(mA ® ldA) o (ldA Re® 1dA) o (1dA ® ’YR) o '73%(@) = a<1>€(a<2>(1)) ® a<2>(2) =

- <> a<2>(2)8_2 (a<2>(1))

ospomp oS
a<> ® S (S(a<%) 1)) S~ otr omr (S(a<%7)(9)) = Yk(a)

(1)<1>5(a(1)<2>

(ma®ids) o (idda®e®ida)o (v ®ida)ovr(a) =a y@a® =

_ a(1)<1>S 8L 0T O Sfl(a(1)<2>) ® a(z) —

= 5 (Sfl(a(l))@)) Sospomy (Sfl(a(l))u)) ® a'? = yr(a)

hence by the equality of the left hand sides yr = V5. ]
The following is a consequence of the proof of Proposition EE2%

Proposition 4.3 Let (Ay,S) be a Hopf algebroid and Ag a right bialgebroid such that (Ay, Agr,S)
satisfies the requirements in iii) of Proposition .4  Then both (S: A — A°? vi=mgRosy :
L — R°P) and (S_l A — AP u:=mgroty: L — R"p) are left bialgebroid isomorphisms Ay —
(AR)ggp. In particular Ag is unique up to an isomorphism of the form (id, ).

1 1

One easily checks that p=" or = 0y,. For the sake of symmetry we introduce also 0p:=vopu~
with the help of which the right analogue of ) holds true:

SOSR:tROQR.

Proposition has an interpretation in terms of the forgetful functors & : M4 — Mg and
®;, 1 pAM — rMpg as follows. The antipode map defines two functors S and &' : M4 — 4 M.
They have object maps (M, <) — (M,<0 S) and (M,<) — (M,<0 S~1), respectively, and the
identity maps on the morphisms. It is clear that S and S’ are strict antimonoidal equivalence
functors. The ring automorphisms p and v define endo-functors p and v of RMpg. The object
maps are (M, >, <) — (M, <opu,>op) and (M,>,<) — (M, <ov,>ov), respectively, and the identity
map on the morphisms. The p and v are also strict antimonoidal equivalence functors. We have
then equalities of strong monoidal functors: &7 0S =v o ®p and &7, 0S’ = po Pp.

Finally we define the morphisms of Hopf algebroids: B

Definition 4.4 A Hopf algebroid homomorphism (isomorphism) (Ar,S) — (A},S’) is a left
bialgebroid homomorphism (isomorphism) A7, — A7 . A Hopf algebroid homomorphism (®, ¢) is
strictif S o® =®do S,

The existence of non-strict isomorphisms of Hopf algebroids — that is the non-uniqueness of the
antipode in a Hopf algebroid — is a new feature compared to (weak) Hopf algebras. The antipodes
making a given left bialgebroid into a Hopf algebroid are characterized in [2].

In the following (in particular in Section Bl) we are going to call a triple (Ay, Ag, S) satisfying
the i) of Proposition EE2 a symmetrized form of the Hopf algebroid (Ayr,S). The Apg is called
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the right bialgebroid underlying (A, S). In the view of Proposition the symmetrized form
is unique up to the choice of the base ring R of Agr within the isomorphism class of L°P — the
opposite of the base ring of Aj, — and the isomorphism p : L°P — R in ([EI3).

Let us define the homomorphisms of symmetrized Hopf algebroids A = (A, Ag,S) = A’ =
(A7, Alp, S") as pairs of bialgebroid homomorphisms (®r,, ¢1) : A, = AL, (Pr,¢r) : Ar — Af.
Then by Proposition the Hopf algebroid homomorphisms (®,¢) : (A, S) — (A7,S’) are
injected into the homomorphisms of symmetrized Hopf algebroids (Ar, Ag,S) — (A}, AR, S)
via (®,¢) — ((®,¢), (S 'o®oS W opou')) — where p = mr oty and p/ = mf ot} are
the ring isomorphisms introduced in Proposition This implies that two symmetrized Hopf
algebroids (Ar, Ag, S) and (A, A, S’) are isomorphic if and only if the Hopf algebroids (Arz, S)
and (A7, S’") are isomorphic.

A homomorphism ((®r,¢r), (Pr,dr)) of symmetrized Hopf algebroids A — A’ is strict
if ®;, = ®r as homomorphisms of rings A — A’. We leave it to the reader to check that
this is equivalent to the requirement that (®r,¢r) is a strict homomorphism of Hopf algebroids
(AL, S) — (A7,S’), that is two symmetrized Hopf algebroids (AL, Ag,S) and (A}, AR, S’) are
strictly isomorphic if and only if the Hopf algebroids (Ay, S) and (A7, S") are strictly isomorphic.

The usage of symmetrized Hopf algebroids allows for the definition of the opposite and co-
opposite structures: AP = (AP, AP, S71) and Acop = (AL cops AR cops S™1), respectively.

4.2 Relation to the Hopf bialgebroid of Day and Street

In [22] left bialgebroids over the base L have been characterized as opmonoidal monads T on the
category My such that their underlying functors 7' have right adjoints. The endofunctor T is
given by tensoring over L¢ = L ® L°P with the L¢-L°®bimodule A. The monad structure makes
A into an L°-ring via an algebra map 7: L — A, while the opmonoidal structure comprises the
coproduct and counit of the bialgebroid A. In a recent preprint [f] Day and Street put this into the
more general context of pseudomonoids in monoidal bicategories. Using the notion of *-autonomy
[1] they propose a definition of Hopf bialgebroid as a *-autonomous structure on a bialgebroid. We
are going to show in this section that their definition coincides with our Definition ET1

Working with k-algebras the base category V is the category My of k-modules. Then the
monoidal bicategory in question is Mlod (V) having as objects the k-algebras and as hom-categories
Mod(V)(A4, B) the category s M 4 of B-A-bimodules. The tensor product ® = ®j, of k-modules
makes Mod (V) monoidal. A pseudomonoid in Mod(V) is a triple (A, M, J) where A is an object,
M:A® A — A and J:k — A are 1-cells satisfying associativity and unitality up to invertible
2-cells that in turn satisfy the pentagon and the triangle constraints. If (A, L, s,¢,v,7) is a left
bialgebroid in V then we have a strong monoidal morphism

n* (A, M,J) = (L m,j) (4.22)
of pseudomonoids where
M = A®p A with actions a - (z ®@L ¥) - (a1 ® a2) = a)za1 L a2)yaz (4.23)
J = L with action a -z = 7(as(z (4.24)
m = L°®p L° with actions (I ®1")- ((z@2)®L (y@y)) - (1 @1]) @ (la ®15))
= (lzly @ l12") @1 (yla @ 15y'1") (4.25)
j = L with action (I ®1') -z = Izl (4.26)

and the bimodule n* = e A4, induced by the algebra map 7, has a left adjoint . = 4 Ape with the
counit e: ., on* — A induced by multiplication of A. The connection of this bimodule picture with
module catgeories can be seen by applying the monoidal pseudofunctor Mod(V)(k, —): Mod (V) —
Cat. Then pseudomonoids become monoidal categories, n* becomes the strong monoidal forgetful
functor n* ®4 —:a M — My and 7. its opmonoidal left adjoint. An important piece of the
structure is the bimodule morphism

P meom — Mo (N, ®ns) (4.27)
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a@((xl') — a(l)s(l) ® a(g)t(l’)

which makes 7, opmonoidal and encodes the comultiplication v: A -+ A ®p, A of the bialgebroid.
In 7] a Hopf bialgebroid is defined to be a bialgebroid A over L together with a strong -
autonomous structure on the opmonoidal morphism 7,: L¢ — A. The latter means

1. a *-autonomous structure on the pseudomonoid A, i.e.,

(a) aright A® A-module o defined on the k-module A in terms of an algebra isomorphism
& A — AP by
z-(a®b) = £ (b)za, z,a,be A (4.28)
(b) and an isomorphism
Ilico(M®A) —-co(A® M)
2. a "canonical" *-autonomous structure on the pseudomonoid L¢ which consists of

(a) a right L¢ ® L®-module oy defined on L¢ using the isomorphism &y: L¢ — (L€)°P,
@1+~ 071(I') ® I for some algebra automorphism 6: L — L. Thus

(@) - (hol)@(laely) = 071 (1Y)xl @'l

for z,2’,11,1},12,1, € L where juxtaposition is always multiplication in L and never in
L°P. (Note that allowing a non-trivial § in the definition of oy is a slight deviation from
[7] which is, however, well motivated by Section Bl)

(b) and the isomorphism
Tp:op0 (m® L) = ggo (L°®@m)
3. and the arrow 7, is strongly *x-autonomous in the following sense. There exists a 2-cell
T:00 0 (1N« ® ) — o such that
oo (n:@n.@n.)]e[oo(Pp@mn.)]e[ro(m@Le)] = [oo(n.@¢)|e[ro (L @m)]ely (4.29)

and such that

o ogo(*®LE) oo (A®n,) (4.30)

= [oo(e@n)le[ro(n* @ L)
is an isomorphism. (We used o and e to denote horizontal and vertical compositions in the
bicategory Mod(V).)
Now we are going to translate this categorical definition into simple algebraic expressions.

Lemma 4.5 *-autonomous structures on the pseudomonoid (A, M,J) are in one-to-one corre-
spondence with the data (£,>, ex ® fr) where £ is an anti-automorphism of the ring A and
Ypek® fr € AZ Ais such that for alla € A

> Elaqy)anerae ® Eam)enfi = Y ex ® fré(a) (4.31)
% %
and such that there exists Zj g; @ h; € A® A satisfying for alla € A
Y Ma@)ang @€ ag)ehiaqy = g (@) @ hy (4.32)
J J
Zﬁ(gj)(l)%hj ®@&(gi)fr = 1la®la (4.33)
7,k
Zgil(fk)(l)gj @& (fe)hjer = 1la®1a (4.34)
7,k

as elements of A9 A.
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Proof: In order to find explicit formulas for I" and its inverse we introduce the isomorphisms

pr:0o0(M®@A) — APA (4.35)
284 (aPb®c) = (TN r)waf (€7 ()b

(4.36)
p_: o0 (A®M) — A%A (4.37)
T84 (@®0Pc) = E(xa)yb P E(za)me

with inverses
%b) = 1A§A (a%b@l)
i) = 1,8, (12bFc)
Then IV :=¢p_oTo ga_T_l is a twisted A®3-automorphism of A ® A in the sense of

'€ e) - (z2y) (a®b)) =€) (@ Py) (@) (4.38)

Hence, I' is uniquely determined by >, e; ® f; =T'(1 ® 1) as

I(z 2, (a9b®c) =1,%, (x1)a® Y exa@b P fic) (4.39)
k

and ), e, ® fi, satisfies [@3)). Invertibility then implies that I''ael) = >-;9; ® h; satisfies
the remaining equations. m
We need also the expression for I'y. We leave it to the reader to check that

To((z@a’) & (h@l}) P (el) e (3el;)) = (4.40)
= (1©1) 8. @holh)eelhs) (s®1)
is well-defined and is invertible.

Lemma 4.6 The x-autonomous property of 0. is equivalent to the existence of an element i € A
satisfying

in(0~ (1) @1)
D er @ fré(i)
k

Emel))i, LUel (4.41)
£(1) (1) ® £(1)(2) (4.42)

while strong x-autonomy adds the requirement that i be invertible.

Proof: Since 1 ® 1 is a cyclic vector in the L¢ ® L®-module oy, the module map 7 is uniquely
determined by ¢ :=7(1 ® 1) as
Tz@a) = inze). (4.43)

Tensoring with 7. = 4Are from the right being the restriction via n: L — A the element 7 is

subject to condition ([EZI) due to E2Y). Using the expressions EZF), E3T), D) and E2D)

the s-autonomy condition [E2ZJ) becomes equation [EZZ). The mate of 7 in [30) can now be
written as
(@) .8, (@@ () =inrer)a,§. 1e(1el))

l

Hence 7' is invertible iff the map a — ia is, i.e., iff ¢ is invertible. m

Theorem 4.7 A strong x-autonomous structure on the bialgebroid A over L in the sense of [d]
is equivalent to a Hopf algebroid structure (Ar,S) in the sense of Definition 1]
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Proof: Using invertibility of ¢ € A condition [ZI)) has the equivalent form
E(in(l @1)i™h) =nl@06(l')) (4.44)
and [EZ2) can be used to express the element ), ex ® fi in terms of i,
e ® fi = €)@y ® £ @€
The conditions [E3THL3A) are then equivalent to

gi®hj = iqyi ' ®ip) (4.45)

[i’lg’l(a@))i] (1) & [iilfil(a@))i] @y aay = i’lﬁ’l(a)i ®14 (4.46)

§(iaqyi™") gy o) @€ (iaq)i™") ), = la@(iai™). (4.47)

This means that introducing S : A — A%, a +— ¢ (iai™"), the conditions @Z4), [Z6) and EZD)
are identical to the axioms I, @Z) and E3), respectively. ]

4.3 Examples

In addition to our motivating example in Section B let us collect some more examples of Hopf
algebroids.

Example 4.8 Weak Hopf Algebras with bijective antipode

Let (H,A,e,S) be a weak Hopf algebra [4, [T4, 3] (WHA) over the commutative ring k& with
bijective antipode. This means that H is an associative unital k algebra, A : H — H € H is
a coassociative coproduct. It is an algebra map (i.e. multiplicative) but not unit preserving in
general. In its stead we have weak comultiplicativity of the unit:

1 @ 1plpg @ 1y = 1y ® 1y @ 1igp = 1y ® Ly lizp ® 1z
where 1(1] ® 1jg; = A(1). The map ¢ : H — k is the counit of the coproduct A. Instead of being
multiplicative it is weakly multiplicative:

e(abpi)e(bpgjc) = e(abe) = e(abyg))e(byye) fora,b,ce H
The bijective map S : H — H is the antipode, subject to the axioms

hiyS(hg) = e(lyh)ly
S(hpph = 1pehlyy)
S(hp))hgSthig) = S(h)

for all h € H. (If H is finite over k then the assumption made about the bijectivity of S is
redundant.) The WHA (H, A, ¢, S) is a Hopf algebra if and only if A is unit preserving.

The algebra H contains two commuting subalgebras: R is the image of H under the projection
Mf . h— 1je(hlfy) and L under N : b — e(1j1;h)1}9) — generalizing the subalgebra of the scalars
in a Hopf algebra. Both maps S and S~! restrict to algebra anti-isomorphisms R — L. We have
four commuting actions of L and R on H:

HR: h-ri= hr
RH . r-h:=hS1(r)
Hy : h-l:= S Y()h
LH : l-h:=1lh.

Introduce the canonical projections pr: H ® H — HE@FH and pr, : H® H — H; ® 1 H. There
exists a left and a right bialgebroid structure corresponding to the weak Hopf algebra:

Hr = (H,R,idg, S 'r.,proA,Nk)
Hr := (H Lidg,S ' p,proA,nb).
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We leave it as an exercise to the reader to check that (Hp,Hg,S) satisfies the requirements of
Proposition B é44).

Notice that the examples of the above class are not necessarily finite dimensional and not even
finitely generated over R. To have a trivial counterexample think of the group Hopf algebra kG
of an infinite group.

Ezample 4.9 An example that does not satisfy the Lu-azioms [L3]:
Let k be a field the characteristic of which is different from 2. Consider the group bialgebra
kZy with presentation

kZy = bialg-(t|t* =1, A(t) =t®t, e(t) =1)

as a left bialgebroid over the base k. That is to say, we set Ay = (kZ2,k,n,m, A, &) where 7 is the
unit map k — kZsz, A — Al. Introduce the would-be-antipode S : kZy; — kZ3, t — —t.

Proposition 4.10 The pair (Ar,S) in the Example[I-9 satisfies the axioms in Definition [[-1] but
not the Lu-azioms.

Proof: One easily checks the conditions in i) of Proposition EZ2on the single algebraic generator
t, proving that (A, S) is a Hopf algebroid in the sense of Definition ELT1
Now, the base ring L being k itself, the canonical projection kZy € kZy — kZy © kZ, is the

identity map leaving us with the only section kZy € kZy — kZy © kZs, the identity map. Since
t1)S(t2)) = —1 and noe(t) = 1, this contradicts to that (Ar, S) is a Lu-Hopf algebroid. m

In the Example L8 the left and right coproducts vz and g are compositions of a coproduct
A:A— A9 A with the canonical projections py, and pg, respectively. Actually many other
examples can be found this way — by allowing for A not to be counital:

Proposition 4.11 Let Ay, be a left bialgebroid such that A and L are k-algebras over some com-
mutative ring k, S an antiautomorphism of A such that the azioms 1) and (Z4) hold true. Sup-
pose that vr, = pr,o A, where py, is the canonical projection A© A - A, @A and A:A—- AP A
is a coassociative (possibly non-counital) coproduct satisfying

pro(S®S5)oA” = proloS
pro(ST'®SHoAP? = proAoSTh (4.48)

Then (Ar,S) is a Hopf algebroid in the sense of Definition [{1]

Proof: We leave it to the reader to check that all the requirements of Proposition B2 ii) are
satisfied.

Example 4.12 The groupoid Hopf algebroid

Let G be a groupoid that is a small category with all morphisms invertible. Denote the object
set by G° and the set of morphisms by G'. For a commutative ring k the groupoid algebra, is
the k-module spanned by the elements of G' with the multiplication given by the composition of
the morphisms if the latter makes sense and 0 otherwise. It is an associative algebra and if G is
finite it has a unit 1 = ) 50 a. The groupoid algebra admits a left bialgebroid structure over
the base subalgebra kG°. The map s; = t, is the canonical embedding, ~;, is the diagonal map
g+ g% gand m(g): = target(g). This left bialgebroid together with the antipode S(g): = g~ is
a Hopf algebroid in the sense of the Definition Bl Actually this example is of the kind described
in Proposition EETT with A(g):=¢ ¢ g.

Example 4.13 The algebraic quantum torus

Let k be a field and 7}, the unital associative k algebra generated by two invertible elements
U and V subject to the relation UV = gV U where ¢ is an invertible element in k. As it is
explained in [TT], the algebra Tj, admits a Lu-Hopf algebroid structure over the base subalgebra L
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generated by U: the map sp = tr, is the canonical embedding, v, (U"V™):=U"V™ @ V™M =™ ©
Urv™ o (UMV™): = U™ and the antipode S(U"V™):= V~"U". The section £ of the canonical
projection pg, : Ty ® T, — T, ¥ T, appearing in the Lu axioms is of the form & (U"Vm ® Ule) D=
U(n+k)vm % Vl.

The reader may check that these maps satisfy the Definition Bl as well. This example is also
of the type considered in Proposition EETT with A(U"V™): = U"V™ @ V'™,

Exzample 4.14 Ezamples by Brzezinski and Militaru [5]

In the paper [B] a wide class of examples of Lu-Hopf algebroids is described. Some other
examples [I3}, [[5] turn out to belong also to this class.

The examples of [5] are Lu-Hopf algebroids of the type considered in Proposition EETTE let
(H,Ap,em,7) be a Hopf algebra over the field k¥ with bijective antipode 7, and the triple (L, -, p)
a braided commutative algebra in the category gD of Yetter-Drinfel’d modules over H. Then
the crossed product algebra L# H carries a left bialgebroid structure over the base algebra L:

sc(l) = #1lu
te() = p(l) =Loy#lyy
o(#h) = (#hqa)) ¢ (r#the)
mL(#h) = e (h) (4.49)

where hy @ hy = Ag(h). It is proven in [ that the left bialgebroid ([EZ9) and the bijective
antipode

S(I#h): = (1(he))T* (L)) - Loy #T (h1)) T (Li2y) (4.50)

form a Lu-Hopf algebroid. It is obvious that 7z is of the form pz o A with A(I#h): = (I#h)) ¢
(1r#h(2)). The map A is well defined since L#H is L © H as a k-space and Ay maps H into
H © H. We leave it to the reader to check that A satisfies ([EZ48) hence the left bialgebroid [E49)
and the antipode ([A{) form a Hopf algebroid in the sense of Definition Bl

The Example EE9 is not of the type considered in Proposition EETTl Although vy is of the form
pr o A, the A does not satisfy [4Y). In [I1] data (Ar, S, S) satisfying compatibility conditions
somewhat analogous to [48)) were introduced under the name extended Hopf algebra. The next
Proposition states that extended Hopf algebras with S bijective (such as Example EEQ) provide
examples of Hopf algebroids:

Proposition 4.15 Let (A, S, S’) be an extended Hopf algebra. This means that Ap is a left
bialgebroid such that A and L are k-algebras over some commutative ring k. The maps S and S
are anti-automorphisms of the algebra A, S = ids and both pairs (A, S) and (AL,S’) satisfy
@1) and {4). The map i is a composition of a coassociative coproduct A : A — A ¥ A and

the canonical projection pr, : A® A — A© A. The compatibility relations
AoS=(S®8)0A? and AoS=(S®S5)oAP
hold true. Then the pair (Ar, 5’) is a Hopf algebroid in the sense of Definition [{]]

Proof: We leave to the reader to check that the condition X)) — hence all requirements of Propo-
sition B2 éi) — hold true.

5 Integral theory and the dual Hopf algebroid

In this section we generalize the notion of non-degenerate integrals in (weak) bialgebras to bial-
gebroids. We examine the consequences of the existence of a non-degenerate integral in a Hopf
algebroid. We do not address the question, however, under what conditions on the Hopf algebroid
does the the existence of a non-degenerate integral follow. That is we do not give a generalization
of the Larson-Sweedler theorem on bialgebroids and neither of the (weaker) Theorem 3.16 in [3]

19



stating that a weak Hopf algebra possesses a non-degenerate integral if and only if it is a Frobenius
algebra. (About the implications in one direction see however Theorem 6.3 in [2] and Theorem
below, respectively.)

Assuming the existence of a non-degenerate integral in a Hopf algebroid we show that the
underlying bialgebroids are finite. The duals of finite bialgebroids w.r.t. the base rings were shown
to have bialgebroid structures [8] but there is no obvious way how to transpose the antipode to
(either of the four) duals. As the main result of this section we show that if there exists a non-
degenerate integral in a Hopf algebroid then the four dual bialgebroids are all (anti-) isomorphic
and they can be made Hopf algebroids. This dual Hopf algebroid structure is unique up to
isomorphism (in the sense of Definition 7).

For the considerations of this section the “symmetric definition” of Hopf algebroids i.e. the
characterization in i7i) of Proposition is the most appropriate. Throughout the section we use
the symmetrized form of the Hopf algebroid introduced at the end of Subsection BTl

It is important to emphasize that although the Definitions Bl and are formulated in terms
of a particular symmetrized Hopf algebroid A = (A, Ag,S), actually they depend only on the
Hopf algebroid (Ar,S). That is to say, if ¢ is a (non-degenerate) left integral in a symmetrized
Hopf algebroid then it is one in any other symmetrized form of the same Hopf algebroid. Therefore
¢ can be called a (non-degenerate) left integral of the Hopf algebroid. Analogously, although the
anti-automorphism £ in Lemma B3 is defined in terms of a particular symmetrized Hopf algebroid,
it is invariant under the change of the underlying right bialgebroid.

For a symmetrized Hopf algebroid A = (A, Ag, S) we use the notations of Section B the A,
and A are the L-duals of Ay, the A* and *4 the R-duals of Ag. Also for the coproducts of Ay,
and Ar we write vz (a) = a(1) ® a(z) and yr(a) = a @ a?| respectively.

5.1 Non-degenerate integrals

Definition 5.1 The left integrals in a left bialgebroid Ay, = (A, L, sy, tr,, v, 7L ) are the invariants
of the left regular A module:

TE(A):={t € Alal = sp omp(a)l Ya € A).

The right integrals in a right bialgebroid Ar = (4, R, sg,tr,Yr, Tr) are the invariants of the right
regular A module:
TR(A):= {Y € A|Ta = YTsgronr(a) Vac A}.

The left/right integrals in a symmetrized Hopf algebroid (Ar, Ag,S) are the left/right integrals
in A,/ Ag.

Lemma 5.2 For a symmetrized Hopf algebroid A the following properties of the element ¢ of A
are equivalent:

1

(e Tlh(A)
1 aﬁ—tLowL

)

) (a)lfor all a € A
zzz§ S(0) € IZR(A)

)

iv) STH0) € ZE(A)
v)  S(a)fM @2 =D @ al® as elements of AR @7 A, for all a € A.

Proof: Left to the reader.

Definition 5.3 The left integral ¢ in the symmetrized Hopf algebroid A is non-degenerate if the
maps

bp: A" — A ¢ — ¢ — ¢ and
0: A=A D= =4 (5.1)
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are bijective. The right integral Y in the symmetrized Hopf algebroid A is non-degenerate if S(T)
is a non-degenerate left integral i.e. if the maps

T,: A, — A ¢ — T — ¢, and
T A=A B = T —d (5.2)

are bijective.

Remark 5.4 If ¢ is a non-degenerate left integral in the symmetrized Hopf algebroid A then so
is in Acop, and when replacing A with A, the roles of ¢ and r¢ become interchanged. Hence
any statement proven in a symmetrized Hopf algebroid possessing a non-degenerate left integral
on /i implies that the co-opposite statement holds true on g/.

Theorem 5.5 Let A be a symmetrized Hopf algebroid possessing a non-degenerate left integral.
Then the ring extensions sg : R — A, tg : R°? — A, s, : L — A and ty, : L°? — A are all
Frobenius extensions.

Proof: Let ¢ be a non-degenerate left integral in A. With its help we construct the Frobenius
system for the extension sg : R — A. It consists of a Frobenius map

X:=/tr '(14): rRA®R = R (5.3)
and a quasi-basis (in the sense of 1)) for it:
(M @ 8(?) e AR @ rA.

As a matter of fact the X is a right R-module map A" — R by construction. We claim that it is
also a left R-module map rA — R. Since

(X — S(a)) — € = (@¢po X (S(a)£<1>) —aX¥ =0 =a (5.4)

the inverse £z~ ' maps a € A to X — S(a). This implies that X* «— sp(r) = fr ' o tr(r). Now
for a given element € R the map x(r)* : A® = R, a — rX(a) is also equal to £g~ "' o tp(r):

X(r)* = £ =P tp(rX (1) = (X = O)tr(r) = tr(r).
Applying the two equal maps X* < sg(r) and x(r)* to an element a € A we obtain
X (sr(r)a) = rX(a). (5.5)
This proves that X is an R-R bimodule map rA® — A. Also

spo X (alM)S(?) = S(X¥ =~0Na=a and (5.6)
(WspoX(S(P)a) = alMspoX oS(P). (5.7)

Now we claim that £(Vsg o X 0 S(0?)) = X oS — £ is equal to 14, which proves the claim. (Recall
that by @&3) X o S is an element of *4.) Since £z~ '(a) = X — S(a),

¢ (a) = [ = S(¢" = Ol(a) = X (sr0¢ ((D)S(¢D)a) (5.8)

for all ¢ € A* and a € A.
By the bijectivity of r¢ we can introduce the element \:= ¢~ '(14) € *A. Analogously to

B3 and BE) we have

A(tr(r)a) = A(a)r and (5.9)
rCHa) = N — S7a). (5.10)

21



Using the fact that both z¢ and S~! are bijective so is the map A — *4, a — *\ — a. Using the

identities (£9), (X)) and (EX) compute
(A= S'(XoS—0)(a) = A (tR o X o S(N))s—l(e(l))a) _
- X (sR o*A o 3*1(%1))5(6(2))5(@) —*)(a)

for all @ € A. This is equivalent to X'0S — £ = 14 that is \ = X 09 proving that (X, () ®S(¢(2))
is a Frobenius system for the extension sg : R — A.

By repeating the same proof in A.., we obtain the Frobenius system (¢ @ S~1(¢(1))) for
the extension tp : R — A.

It is straightforward to check that (1~ 'oX, ¢V ®S(¢())) is a Frobenius system for the extension
L — Aand (v! 0"\ £® ® S~1(¢(M)) is a Frobenius system for the extension sz, : L — A. m

From now on let £ be a non-degenerate left integral in the symmetrized Hopf algebroid A, set
X =/Lr (14) and \ = g€ (1,).

Theorem implies that for a symmetrized Hopf algebroid A possessing a non-degenerate
integral the modules AT, %A, A} and ;A are finitely generated projective. Hence by the result of
[8], their duals A* and *4 carry left bialgebroid structures over the base R, and A, and ..A carry
right bialgebroid structures over the base L:

s1.(r)(a) = rmr(a) *sp(r)(a) = mr(tr(r)a)
tr(r)(a) = mr(sgr(r)a) *tr(r)(a) = mr(a)r
Yi(@) = ¢ — (W L~ (1) 0 (8) = rTH (W) @76 — ()
() = #(1a) (%) ="¢(14)
(5.11)
s«r(l)(a) = mr(asL (1)) «sr(l)(a) = mr(a)l
tvr(l)(a) = lrr(a) str(l)(a) = mr(atL(l))
Ver(Ps) = L1y = ¢ @ L™ (U(2)) ARGD) = L0 (L)) @ Lzy —4 @
Tr(Ps) = ¢u(14) «TR(+0) =« d(14)

Lemma 5.6 Let { be a non-degenerate left integral in the symmetrized Hopf algebroid A. Then
for X =Lr 1 (14), A = g0 (14) and any element a € A the identities

X' —=a = sgpoX(a) (5.12)
A—a = tro*A(a) (5.13)

hold true.

Proof: One checks that

FX =L (F = 1a) =57 0 (1a)X
for all ¢ € A*. This implies that ¢ (X — a) = ¢ (sg o X(a)) for all ¢& € A*. Since A® is finitely
generated projective by Theorem BH this proves (I2). The identity (&I3) follows by Remark
B4 m

The left integrals in a Hopf algebroid were defined in Definition BJl as the left integrals in
the underlying left bialgebroid. The non-degeneracy of the left integral was defined in Definition
B3l using however the underlying right bialgebroid as well, that is it relies to the whole of the
Hopf algebroid structure. Therefore it is not obvious whether the non-strict isomorphisms of Hopf
algebroids preserve non-degenerate integrals. In the rest of this subsection we prove that this is
the case:

Proposition 5.7 Let both (Ar,S) and (Ar,S’) be Hopf algebroids. Then their non-degenerate
left integrals coincide.
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Proof: A left integral ¢ in (Ayr,S) is a left integral in (A, S’) by definition.

Let Ar = (A,R,sr,tr,Vr,7r) and Ay = (A, R, sy, ts, 7R, mr) be the right bialgebroids
underlying the Hopf algebroids (Ay, S) and (Ar,S’), respectively. It follows from the uniqueness
of the maps a~! and 87! in @IBH) that the coproducts vr(a) = a¥ ® a® of Ag and vx(a) =
altt @ af?} of A}, are related as

M @8 1oS0a?) = 9l =505 W)@ a?. (5.14)

With the help of the maps u = mrotr, ' = npotr, v =mrosy and v/ = 1 0sy, we can introduce
the isomorphisms of additive groups

A* - A/* ¢* — /1'/ Ouil o (b*
M o= A = VovTh oY
Then the canonical actions [ZI3) of A™* and A* and of *.4’ and *4 on A are related as
pWoptod La = SoS(¢ —a)
VovlogLa = 808 (p—a)

what implies the non-degeneracy of the left integral ¢ in (Ar,S’) provided it is non-degenerate in

(AL,S). ]

5.2 Two sided non-degenerate integrals

The Proposition 7 above proves that the structure of the non-degenerate left integrals is the
same within an isomorphism class of Hopf algebroids. In this subsection we prove that for a non-
degenerate left integral ¢ in the Hopf algebroid (A, .S) there exists a distinguished representative
(Ar,Sp) in the isomorphism class of (Apr, S) with the property that ¢ is not only a non-degenerate
left integral in (Af,S}) but also a non-degenerate right integral.

The Hopf algebroids with two sided non-degenerate integral are of particular interest. Both
the Hopf algebroid structure constructed on the dual of a Hopf algebroid in Subsection and
the one associated to a depth 2 Frobenius extension in Section B belong to this class.

Lemma 5.8 Let ¢ be a non-degenerate left integral in a symmetrized Hopf algebroid A. Set X: =
(r™*(14) and \:= r0'(14). Then any (not necessarily non-degenerate) left integral £ € T"(A)
satisfies

lspo X(0') =1 = ltr *\{').

Proof: Observe that for % € ¥4 and ¢’ € Z%(A) we have % «— S™1(¢') = "1, o*p o S~1(¢') hence
0=\ S1)) —t="tp o N0 STH') — £ =tlsgo X ({).
The identity ¢/ = ftg o*\(¢') follows by Remark B4l m

Lemma 5.9 Let ¢ be a non-degenerate left integral in a symmetrized Hopf algebroid A. Set
X:={lr *(14). Then the map £ : A — A; a— S((X — £) — a) is a ring anti-automorphism.

Proof: Using Lemma B8 one checks that
(X —0) = a] [(X —0) = b =aPtgoXla)PtgoX (b)) =
a®bpPtg o X (ﬂsR o X (ﬁa(l))b(1)> =a@pPtgo X (ﬂa(l)b(1)> =
= (X={) —ab

for a,b € A, hence the map £ is anti-multiplicative. By analogous calculations the reader may
check that it is bijective with inverse €~ (a) = S~1((\ — £) — a), where \:= g€~ (14) = X' 0 S.
]
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Proposition 5.10 Let ¢ be a non-degenerate left integral in a symmetrized Hopf algebroid A.

Then the maps
b A, — A be l— ¢,
A=A D = l—y

are bijective.

Proof: We claim that with the help of the ring isomorphism v (introduced in Proposition EE3) we
have £ ~—, ¢ = £ Lo lp(vo.¢poS™1), which implies the bijectivity of r£. As a matter of fact

0 — JvlotpNa)oSl=tLov o (X — S(a)) o S(le))lay =S " otr o ANl2a)ln) =
= ST A= L)ty = ST (SW)le VaV sk 0Ntz Pa®)) =
- 51 (sR o mr(tM)aWsp o*A(z@)a(?))) =51 (a(l)sR o*A(m(?))) -
= STHA 0 —a)=¢"a). (5.15)
Similarly, by the application of (I3) to Acop
0 ¢, =Eo pl(podyoS), (5.16)

hence /1, is also bijective. [
Using (18) we have an equivalent form of the anti-automorphism & introduced in Lemma B3

£la) =€ (a— L' (1)) (5.17)

Lemma 5.11 Let ¢ be a non-degenerate left integral in a symmetrized Hopf algebroid A. Then
for all elements a,b € A we have the identities

(R7H) —a = g 'a)—b (5.18)
a0 b) = b~ 0 (a) (5.19)
(b)) —~a = a—1l;7'b) (5.20)
rRCYD) —a = a~ 07b). (5.21)

Proof: We illustrate the proof on (I8). Use Lemma B8 to see that
70 @) — b =bD (x* - S(b<2>)a) = s 0mp(by)aPtro X (S(b(g))a(l)) —(p'(b) —~a

where X = £z '(14). The rest of the proof is analogous. ]

Lemma 5.12 Let ¢ be a non-degenerate left integral in a symmetrized Hopf algebroid A. Set
X =(lr '(14). Then the map k: R — R, v+ X(ltg(r)) is a ring automorphism.

Proof: Tt follows from Lemma B that « is multiplicative: for r,7" € R
k() = X(Ur(N)X(Ltr(r")) = X (bsg o X (Ltr(r')tr(r)) = X (Ltr(rtr(r)) = x(rr').

In order to show that r is bijective we construct the inverse x=! : r —*X\(£sr(r)) where \ =
Ré_l(lA):/\*OS. u

Proposition 5.13 Let ¢ be a non-degenerate left integral in the Hopf algebroid (Ar,S). Then
there exists a unique Hopf algebroid (Ar, S;) such that € is o two sided non-degenerate integral in

(AL’ Sé)
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Proof: uniqueness: Suppose that (Ar,S}) is a Hopf algebroid of the required kind. Denote the
underlying right bialgebroid by Ay = (A4, R/, s, tz, Vg, TR, )- Define N'* € A" with the property
that M* =~ ¢ = 1,4 (where = denotes the canonical action EI3) of A on A). Introducing the
notation vi(a) = at'’ @ al? one checks that

SO = (N* L 0) D 0= 0@, o NF (001 = 02H, o N (zs;% o w;%(z{l})) = ot} o N*(0) = L.
With the help of the element 77, 0 S™1 05’ € A, we have
S(a+—n,081o8)=8085""1 (S’(a){l}) SROTR (S"(a){2}) = S(a)

for all @ € A where in the last step the relation (EId) has been used. Then the condition S’(¢) = ¢
is equivalent to
S'(a) = S(a— £;' o S7L(Y)).
This proves the uniqueness of S’.
existence: Let & be the anti-automorphism of A introduced in Lemma B We claim that
(Ar,§) is a Hopf algebroid of the required kind. Introduce the right bialgebroid A%, on the total
ring A over the base R with structural maps

/ / —1 / —1 —1 / —1
sp=sr th=('osp  YR=E(8,4°885407R0S 1 0&  mR=mpoS ' of

where Agp = (A, R, SR, tr, VR, Tr) is the right bialgebroid underlying (A, S). First we check that
the triple (Ar, A%, §) satisfies Proposition iii). Since

£ loSosg=¢61lotrobr=8totrofgr=sr and & 'loSotr=¢(losg

the A, is a right bialgebroid isomorphic to Ag via the isomorphism (£~ o S,idg).
The requirement s’ (R) = sr(R) = tr (L) obviously holds true. Since

ta(r) =6 tosr(r) =S"tosgo*A\(lsr(r)) =tgor *(r)
also th(R) = tr(R) = sp(L). Since
vrla) = dMed® =il jorpof(a)=aV @ 0 5(0®) =
a) @ 5! (Rz-l o S(f) — S(a<2>)) = a5 (S(a<2>) — o S(é)) =
= aWsgrokoporltoS)oSa?)®a®

we have
(’VL & idA) © 73%(‘1) = a(l)(l) & a(l)(z) & 5_1 ° S(a(2)) =a1)® a(z)(l) & 5_1 ° S(a@)(z)) =
= (ida ®vg)oyL(a)
(ida @) 0vp(a) = aWsporope ™ oS(0)oS(a®)@a® ) ©a® ) =

aqyMsgoropol™08(0)oS(amn)?)@amy® @ag) =
= (yp®ida)oyr(a).

By Lemma B the ¢ is an anti-automorphism of the ring A. The identity & o t/; = s’ is obvious
and also

ot =fosgopu=Sosgou=sg.
Finally,
Elay)ap = spomp((X =€) =a)=spomroS " o&(a) = sy omy(a)
a{l}f(a{z}) = a(l)f o f_l o S(a(z)) =S80 WL(G).

This proves that Aj = (Ar, A%, §) satisties Proposition iii) hence (Ar, &) is a Hopf algebroid.
Since

€O =S((X—=0)—=t)=S80S'(t)=¢

the £ is a two sided non-degenerate integral in Aj. |
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5.3 Duality

It follows from Theorem that for a symmetrized Hopf algebroid A possessing a non-degenerate
left integral ¢ the dual rings (with respect to the base ring) carry bialgebroid structures. These
bialgebroids (BIT) are independent of the particular choice of the non-degenerate integral. In this
subsection we analyze these bialgebroids. We show that the four bialgebroids (BIT) are all (anti-)
isomorphic and can be equipped with an ¢-dependent Hopf algebroid structure. Because of the
{-dependence of this Hopf algebroid structure the duality of Hopf algebroids is sensibly defined on
the isomorphism classes of Hopf algebroids.

Lemma 5.14 Let { be a non-degenerate left integral in the symmetrized Hopf algebroid A. Then
with the help of the anti-automorphism & of Lemma[Zd we have the equalities

NP @ 57H(EW) = £y @ L) = ST ) @ €M) (5.22)
in A, ® [A.

Proof: The element 571(6(2)) ® S’l(ﬁ(l)) isin A;, ® 1A since S~ osgp = tp = s, ov~! and
gil otp = S~1o tr =10 vl Using m, in Ar, ® A we have

D) @ STHIW) = L1y @ tr MLyl STH W) = £(1) @ L9).
The other equality follows by repeating the proof in A..p. [

Corollary 5.15 For a non-degenerate left integral £ in the symmetrized Hopf algebroid A the
maps L1, and ¢ satisfy the identities

tela—o.) = (L(9:)¢(a) (5.23)
tla—vd) = Ll(p)E " (a) (5.24)

where & is the anti-automorphism of A introduced in Lemma [29.

Theorem 5.16 Let ¢ be a non-degenerate left integral in the symmetrized Hopf algebroid A =
(AL, Ag,S). Then the left bialgebroids A* 1, ‘AL, (A«r)eb, and («Ar)oh, in (Z11) are isomorphic
via the isomorphisms
([[71 o 5_1 ¢} EL,idR)
(A*R)ggp (*AR)ggp

(b~ oly,v) (rC' o 1l )

(rRC "0t olp, 05")

A*p Ap

where £ is the anti-automorphism of A introduced in Lemma 9 and the maps i, v and O are the
ring isomorphisms introduced in Proposition [{-3

Proof: By Proposition the map v is a ring isomorphism L°? — R. By Proposition 10
(™" o ly is bijective. Its anti-multiplicativity follows from 20). The comultiplicativity follows
by the successive use of the identity /r(¢ < a) = S~ (a)lr(¢"), the integral property of ¢, (E2Z2)
and (2Z3):

Yoo LrTtoln(é.) =Llrt o lr(y) < 6 @ L7 (tP) =
= L (STHE)L(90) @ Lr7HED) = Lr 7t (STHED)) © Lr 7 (Eu(90)0P) =
= Lr (L) ®Lr (CL(d)E(L)) = Lr™ o lr (b (L) @ Lr ™t o LL(by) = ¢s) =
= (r'olL®lr " olL) o vur™ ().
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One checks also

(bt olposr(D) (@) = A(SHa)spomrlaysL())2)) =v(l)mr(a) = (s3 ov(l)) (a)
(KR_l ol o t*R(l)) (a) = A (Sil(a)SL[lﬂ'L(ﬁ(l))]é(g)) =mnr(spov(l)a) = (t] ov(l)) (a)
w5 olr oly(d.) = vog.(tov !t o*A(Ue)la)) = v o d.(la) = vomp(s.).

This proves that ({g~* o £, v) is a bialgebroid isomorphism (Avgr)%, — A*L. By Remark B4
(r¢"" o 10, 1) is a bialgebroid isomorphism («AR)2E, = AL.

By BI0) r¢ o0& loly=polr, ' olr(#) oS hence we have to prove that (o —o S, u) is
a bialgebroid isomorphism (A.r)%, — “AL-

The map p is a ring isomorphism L°? — R by Proposition The map ¢, — po g, oS is
bijective. Its anti-multiplicativity is obvious. The anti-comultiplicativity follows from (BI8) and

G22):
T(podeoS) = rTUD)@pod. 08— =
= polyog(UM)oS@puo(SUP) = ¢.)oS=podPoSauoglos
Finally, by Proposition
(1o ssr(l)oS) (a) pomr (S(a)sr(l)) =g (srop(l)a) = ("sp o pu(l)) (a)

(ot.r(l)oS)(a) = p(imyoS(a) =mr(a)u(d) = (t o u(1)) (a)
wL (1o ¢ 0S) = pog.oS(La)=pomr(d.).

This proves the theorem. m

Theorem 5.17 Let ¢ be a non degenerate left integral in the symmetrized Hopf algebroid A. Then
the left bialgebroid A, = (As, R, Sur,tuL, VoL, T1,) where

ser(r)(a) = p~' ()7L (a) ter(r)(a) = mr(atr o K7 (r))
Y (@) 25 2(li) = be @ L (L) L (Ps) = X (£ — bu),

the right bialgebroid A.g in [BId) and the antipode St := 0~ o & o by form a symmetrized Hopf
algebroid denoted by A.°.

Proof: We show that the triple A,*: = (AL, , A.g, SY) satisfies the iii) of Propos1tion
The A%, is a left bialgebroid isomorphic to (. ARr)2b, via the isomorphism ( L0 olp, ). Also

S« (R) = tyr(L) and tir(R) = s«r(L)
hold obviously true. Making use of the identities (B22) and (B23)) one checks that

(ida, ® vur) 0 Yer(ds) = € 2(L) = ¢ @ Ly = L7 (1)) @ L™ (Lan) =
= (@) = ¢ @07 (Lwélan)) @ (le) =
= 2 (L& (lary)) = ¢ @ (L)) @ €7 (L) =

(Ysz ®ida,) © Ver(dx)

L€ 2 (U) = ¢ @ L™ (L) ® L7 (Lyy) =

= Ly = ¢ LT (Lo () @ L™ (L)) =

= Ly = G @E (L) = €L (Cany) @ L (b)) =

= (da. ®yxL) © Vr(P).

(v+r ®1ida, ) 0 Yxr(P)
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The S¢ = (01 ofopl)o(pf™ oly) is a composition of ring isomorphisms ¢ oy : (A,)? — A
and /7 1o Eopl: A— A, hence it is an anti-automorphism of the ring A,. Also

Stot.p()(a) = ptopltolyot.r(l)oS  a)

= M_loﬂ'ROS_l(aSL(l)):WL(GSL
Stotur(r)(a) = plorltolpotu(r)oS T (a)
)

= ploX (tpomp(a)ltror(r

=p N (ST so(mL(€)))l2))S ™ (a))
(1)) = s«r(l)(a)

=pltoX (aspomp(bytr o 5_1(7"))5(2))
= p t(r)mr(a) = s.p(r)(a).

Since
vpo& Ha)=¢a®) @S (aV) and yro& '(a) =& Naw) ® S Han))

we have v 0 £7%(a) =& o ST a)) ® ST o & (a(2)). Then we can compute

[Sf71(¢*(2))¢*(1)} (a) = [KL_I o &M L)) (E(U2) = ¢4)] (a) =
¢+ ([a — (o ) E 2 (L)) =

¢ ([671 () ~ ™M (@))€ 2 (b)) =

= 6,062 (PP ) (@) 0 STHEW) =
= ¢(La)mr (b))t (@) (bz) = ¢« (La)mr(a)

hence S£(¢*(1))¢*(2) = s«r 0 Tr(¢«) for all ¢, € A,. Also

S @MN(@) = [(hy = )" 0 Ez)l(a) =
= o Rl (fz) 087 (sz o dulayl)ac) =
= ploX (spodulamlm)aele) = nt o X (al < ¢.) =
= ptoX (tromp(a)l = ¢u) = pTt o X (€ = g )mr(a) = [sar 0 mer(94)](a).
This proves that A = (A%, Asg, SY) is a symmetrized Hopf algebroid. ]
Obviously the strong isomorphism class of the Hopf algebroid (A’ ;,S%) depends only on the
Hopf algebroid (Ay, S) and the non-degenerate left integral £ of it. It is insensitive to the particular

choice of the underlying right bialgebroid Ag.
The antipode S¢ has a form analogous to (1)

Si(¢0)(@) = [( = ¢.) = 027 (1a))(a). (5.25)
Using the left bialgebroid isomorphisms of Theorem BT also the dual left bialgebroids (.Ag)2,,

A*r and *Ar can be made Hopf algebroids all strictly isomorphic to the above Hopf algebroid
(A%, S%). They have the antipodes

S o= ptogopt (5.26)
Sy = (r 'ofolg (5.27)
*Sy = gl lotogl (5.28)

Let us turn to the interpretation of the role of the Hopf algebrmd (A%, S%). As A%, is isomorphic

to (+Ag)2h, and the right bialgebroid underlying (A%, S%) is A, g, on the first sight it seems to be
natural to consider it as some kind of a dual of (A, S). There are however two arguments against
this interpretation: First, the Hopf algebroid (A%, ,S%) depends on ¢, and it gives a generalization
of the dual of a finite dimensional Hopf algebra if and only if S(¢) = £. Second, as it is proven in
the next Proposition BI9, (A%;,S?) belongs to a special kind of Hopf algebroids: it possesses a
two sided non-degenerate integral.
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Lemma 5.18 Let A be a symmetrized Hopf algebroid such that the R-module AT in [{28) is
finitely generated projective. Then a left integral £ € T*(A) is non-degenerate if and only if the
map Lr is bijective.

Proof: The only if part is trivial.

In order to prove the if part recall that by the proof of Lemma B8 for X:= ¢z *(14) and all
a € A the identity X — a = sg o X*(a) holds true, X is an R-R bimodule map A" — R and the
inverse of £ reads as £z~ '(a) = X «— S(a). Then

¢ (a) = tr ™" o t(#)(a) = X (sp 0 &' ((D)S(EP)a) = & (Vs 0 X 0 S(¢?))

for all ¢ € A* and a € A. Using the finitely generated projectivity of A%, we have f(Msp o X o
S(£?) = 14. Since X o S € *A the inverse r¢ ' can be defined as g¢'(a) = X 0 S — S~'(a).
]

Proposition 5.19 Let A be a symmetrized Hopf algebroid possessing a non-degenerate left integral
£. Then the element fol(lA) in A. is a two sided non-degenerate integral in the symmetrized
Hopf algebroid A% (constructed in Theorem [L14).

Proof: Tt follows from (BI6) that £z '(14) = p~' o X where X: = g~ '(14) and p is the ring
isomorphism introduced in Proposition For all ¢, € A, and a € A we have
(o X)pul(a) = ¢uoS(N—5""(a)) =¢u(1a)u "0 X(a) hence
(17t 0 X)ter o mn(@0)] (@) = teromr(@n)(La)u™" 0 X(a) = 6. (La)u™" o X'(a)
which proves that ~! o X is a right integral. Using (E17)

SiwtoX) =t ool (u o X) =4 o (la) =67 (1a) =t o X

hence p~! o X is also a left integral.

As it is proven in [§], since Ay, is finitely generated projective so is the left L, = L-module
L<(A,). The corresponding dual bialgebroid *(A.), is isomorphic to Az via the isomorphism
(1,idy) of left bialgebroids where

t: A= (A t(a)(d«): = d«(a). (5.29)
Since
(a) = 9)0) = 7 (b= (b = d)lsz o €™ (U2)(@)) = 6 (bsr 0 X (at)S(?)) =
= (a—=¢.)(b)

the map 1, (u= o X) : *(As) = As, t(a) — tla) — ptoX =a — pu~!oX is bijective with
inverse L
L. (W oX) e = 1olpoS =10 pl(pod, o).

The application of Lemma BT finishes the proof. ]
In the view of Proposition B the following definition makes sense:

Definition 5.20 The dual of the isomorphism class of a Hopf algebroid (Ay, S) possessing a non-
degenerate left integral ¢ is the isomorphism class of the Hopf algebroid (A%, ,S%) (constructed in
the Theorem B.17).

The next proposition shows that this notion of duality is involutive:

Proposition 5.21 Let ¢ be a non-degenerate left integral in the Hopf algebroid (Ar,S). Then the
—1 ~1
Hopf algebroid ((A*e)iLL (1a), (S4)Lr (1A)) is strictly isomorphic to (Ar, S;) — the Hopf algebroid

constructed in Proposition [ I3 In particular the Hopf algebroid ((A*Z)iLgl(lA), (Sf)ﬁfl(lf‘)) is
isomorphic to (Ar,S).
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Proof: Since the Hopf algebroids ((A*Z)iLgl(lA)’ (Sf)ffﬁl(l’*)) and (*(Ay)p, *(Sf)eL—l(lA)) are
strictly isomorphic it suffices to show that the isomorphism (¢,idz) of left bialgebroids A, —
“(As), in (B29) extends to a strict isomorphism of Hopf algebroids (Ar,S;) — (*(A)p,

*(Sf)eLfl(lA))-
By (E28) for a non-degenerate left integral ¢ in the Hopf algebroid (Ay,S) the antipode *S,
of the Hopf algebroid (*4r,*Sy) reads as

"Se(3) =" A — (¥ — S7H(0)).
Applying it to the non-degenerate integral £, ' (14) in (A%, ,S) we obtain
*(Sf)éL—l(lA) (t(a)) = ¢(€) ~ [ula) — SE ol (1a)] =0 (0= (a— €, (14))) = to&(a). [

The duality of (weak) Hopf algebras is re-obtained from Definition B20 as follows: Let H be
a finite weak Hopf algebra over a commutative ring k. Let (Hy,S) be the corresponding Hopf
algebroid — introduced in the Example —, and let ¢ be a non-degenerate left integral in H.
Recall, that in order to reconstruct the weak Hopf algebra from the Hopf algebroid in Example
one needs a distinguished separability structure on the base ring. The dual weak Hopf algebra
is the unique weak Hopf algebra in the isomorphism class of (H¢,,S%) corresponding to the same
separability structure on L as H corresponds to.

If H is a Hopf algebra over k then — since the separability structure on k is unique — the dual
Hopf algebra is the only Hopf algebra in the isomorphism class of (#!;,S%).
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