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Abstract
The relation between crossed product and H-Galois extension in braided tensor
category C with equivalisers and coequivalisers is established. That is, it is shown
that if there exist an equivaliser and a coequivaliser for any two morphisms in C,
then A = B#,H is a crossed product algebra if and only if the extension A/B is
Galois, the canonical epic g: A® A — A ®p A is split and A is isomorphic as left
B-modules and right H-comodules to B ® H in C.
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0 Introduction

The Hopf Galois extension has its roots in the work of Chase-Harrison-Rosenberg [6]
and Chase-Sweedler [f]. The general definition about Hopf Galois extension appeared
in [I4] and the relation between crossed product and H-Galois extension was obtained
in [5][T0][I1] for ordinary Hopf algebras. See also the books by Montgomery [I8] and
Dascalescu-Nastasecu-Raianu [9] for reviews about the main results in this topic.

On the other hand, braided Hopf algebras have attracted much attention in both math-
ematics and mathematical physics (see [I][E)[I3][15][I7)[20] [21]). In particular, braided
Hopf algebras play an important role in the classification of finite-dimensional pointed
Hopf algebras (see [2][1]). So it is desirable to generalize the above results to the case of
braided tensor categories. In this paper we show that if there exist an equivaliser and a
coequivaliser for any two morphisms in the braided tensory category C, then A = B#,H
is a crossed product algebra if and only if the extension A/B is Galois, the canonical epic
q: AR A — A®p A is split and A is isomorphic as left B-modules and right H-comodules
to B® H in C.
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This paper is organized as follows. In section 1 since it is possible that the category
is not concrete, we define the coinvariants B = A°H and the tensor product A ®z A over
algebra B by equivaliser and coequivaliser for right H-comodule algebra (A, ). Our main
result in this section is given in theorem In section 2, we apply the conclusion in

section 1 to the Yetter-Drinfeld category 5YD and give an example to explain our result.

1 Hopf Galois extension in braided tensor categories

In this section we give the relation between crossed product and H-Galois extension in
braided tensor categories.

Let (C,®, I, C') be a braided tensor category with equivalisers and coequivalisers, where
I is the identity object and C'is the braiding. We denote idy @ f by W ® f for convenience.
In this section, we assume that there exist an equivaliser and a coequivaliser for any two
morphisms in C.

For two morphisms fi, fo : A — B, set target(A, f1, f2) =: {(D, g) | g is a morphism
from D to A such that fig = fog} and source(B, fi, f2) =: {(D, g) | ¢g is a morphism from
B to D such that gf; = gf2}, the final object of the full subcategory target(A, fi, f2)
and the initial object of the full subcategory source(B, f1, f2) are called equivaliser and
coequivaliser of fi and fy , written as equivaliser(fy.fs) and coequivaliser(fi, f2), respec-
tively . Let (A, ) be a right H-comodule algebra and (H,m,n, A, €) a braided Hopf alge-
bra in C. We called the equivaliser(1,ids @ ny) the coinvariants of A, written (A p).
We called the coequivaliser((ma®A)(A®p®A), (A®ma)(A®p® A)) the tensor product
of A and A over A" written (A ® 4eon A, q). Note that p is monic from A“# to A and
q is epic from A ® A to A @ geonr A (see [12]).

Definition 1.1 Let (A, ) be a right H-comodule algebra in C and can’ =: (ms ®
H)(A®1Y) a morphism from AQ A to A® H. If there exists an equivalence can in C from
AR pgeon A to A® H such that can o ¢ = can’, then we say that A is a right H-Galois, or

the extension AJA®H is Galois.

We first recall the crossed product B#,H of B of H in C similar to [I8, Definition
7.1.1). (H,«) is said to act weakly on algebra B if the following conditions are satisfied:
(WA): a(H®mp)=mpla® a)(H®C® B)(Ay ® B® B) and o(H ® ng) = ngex.
o is called a 2-cocycle from H ® H to B if the following conditions are satisfied:
(2-COC): mp(a®o)(HRCRH)(HIH®Ro@m)(HOHRHQCQH)(Ag@Ag®@Ay) =
mp(B®0o)(c@mH)(HRCRHRH)(ApRAg®H) and o (H®ny) = c(nu®H) = npep.
(B, ) is called a twisted H-module if the following conditions are satisfied:



(TM): mp(la®o)(HRCRH)(H®H®Ra® H)(H® HR® H® C)(Ay ® Ay ® B) =
mp(BRa)(c@m® B)(H®C® H® B)(Ay ® Ag ® B) and a(ny ® B) = idp.
The crossed product B#,H of B and H is BQ H as an object in C, with multiplication

mpu.n = (Mp@H)(mp@oc@my)(BIBRHRC® H)
(BRa®Ay@Ay)(BOH®C® H)(B®Ay®B® H)

and unit ng ® ny.

Lemma 1.2 If B is an algebra and H is a bialgebra in C, then A = B#,H is an
algebra with unity element na = np @ ny iff (H,«) acts weakly on B and (B,«) is a

twisted H-module with 2-cocycle o.

Proof. Let 6 = (c@mpy)(HRC®RH)(Ap®@Ay) and 91 = (a@H)(HRC)(A®B). It
is clear that the multiplications in B#,H and B Dqgm H are the same (see [3, Proposition
2.2]). Consequently, it is sufficient to show that [3, Relation (2.3)] holds if and only if
(H, ) acts weakly on B and (B, «) is a twisted H-module with 2-cocycle o. Let us denote
the relation (2.3) in [B, Proposition 2.2] by the following:

(i)

(@ H)(H®CO)( Ay ®@B)(ng®B) = (B®ny)
(c@my)(H®C@H)(Ap @A)y ®@ H) = (np® H)

(a@ H)(H®C)(Ay ® B)Y(H®ng) = (np® H)
(c@my)(H®CQH)(Ay@Ap)(H®ny) = (np® H)

(@ H)(H®C)Ag®@mp) = (mp@H)(Ba® H)(B® H® ()
(a®@ Ay ® B)(H® C® B)(Ay ® B® B).

(iii)
m@H)(BRomy)(BH®C® H)(a® Ay ® Ay)
(HCoH)(Ap®@oc@mp)(HRH®C® H)(H® Ay @ Ay)
= mp@H)(BRo@mu)(BRH®C®H)(B® Ay ® Ag)
(c@my@H)(H®RC®H®H)(Ay® Ay ® H).



mRH)(Bo@myg)(BRH®C® H)(a® Ay @ Ay)
(HeCoH)(Ay®ae H)(H® HeC)(H®Ay @ B)

= (mp®H)(BRa®H)(B® H®C)(B®Ay® B)(c®my® B)
(H®C® H® B)(Ay @ Ay ® B).

Obviously, if (WA), (2-COC) and (TM) hold then relation (i) holds. Therefore, we assume
that relation (i) holds. Applying (idg ® €g) on relation (iii), we can obtain (2-COC). It
is straightforward that (ii) <(WA), (iii) < (2-COC) and (iv) <(TM). Consequently,

using [3, Proposition 2.2], we complete the proof. o

Theorem 1.3 Let C be a braided tensor category with equivalisers and coequivalisers
for any two morphisms in C. Then the following assertions are equivalent:
(i) There exists an invertible 2-cocycle 0 : H @ H — B, and a week action o of H on
B such that A = B#,H is a crossed product algebra.
(ii) (A, 1) is a right H-comodule algebra with B = A®H | the extension A/B is Galois,
the canonical epic ¢ : A® A — A®p A is split and A is isomorphic as left B-modules
and right H-comodules to B ® H in C, where the H-comodule operation and B-module

operation of B® H are Ypgy = idp ® Ay and apey = mp Q idy respectively.

Proof. (i) = (ii). It is clear that (A, ) is a right B-comodule algebra under H-comodule
operation ¥ = (B ® Ag). Let p =:idg ® ny. For object D and any morphism f : D —
B#,H in C with o f = (idy @ ng)f, set f =: (idg ® €)f. Thus po f = f, which implies
that (B, p) is the coinvariants of (A,1). Set ©' = (MA@ H)(ARCyp@H)(AQH®
o' H)(ARSQRSQA)ARAL): A9H - A Aand © =: qo®' : A H - A®p A.

It is remain to show that can o ©® = id and © o can = id. For this we first give the
relation between the module operation and the 2-cocycle. Let @ denote the convolution-
inverse of ¢ and o~! . We denote the multiplication, comutiplication, antipode , braiding

and inverse braiding by

/ AN
k‘—) ; H\ , , /\ and K , Tespectively .



We first give the relations between the module operation and the 2-cocycle.

H H H

In fact,

by (2-
the right side of (*) Y (: coc)




= = The left side of (*) .

B

Indeed , it is clear that a(H ® o~ !) is the convolution inverse of a(H ® o) . Therefore , it
is sufficient to show that the right side of (%) is also the convolution inverse of a(H ® o).

See









Now we see that

cano® = can/o®' =

by (2-coc)

H

H



by (w4

(o)
B
B H H
B H H
B H H
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Consequently ,

See that

©ocanoq = ¢qo® ocan’
= g(ma®A)(ARpRA)( AR B®ns® H)
= q(Amu)(ARpRA) (A BRnz ® H)

Thus © o can = id 45, 4. Furthermore, since © = qo ©’ we have qo (0’0 ©O7!) = id, which
implies ¢ is a split epic morphism.

(ii) = (i). Since ¢ is split, there exists morphism w : A ®p A — A ® A such that
qow =idag,a. Let © =twocan™: AQH — A® A, can’ =:canoq: AQA — AQH
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and v = ®(na @ H): H = A,u=can'(na@ H): H— Ap A, v =0 (na ® H) :
H—AAand p=ma(AQpQen)(A® d Hu' : H— A. Obviously, can™! = qo &,
can’ou' = canoqo®' (na @ H) = canocan ™ (na® H) = (na® H) and tpoy = (y@ H)A.

(A® O = (' ® H)A (1)

since (can’ @ H)(AQY)u' = (ma@HQH)(ARY@H)(AQY)u' = (ma@A)(AR¢Y)u' =
na® A and (can’ @ H)(u' @ H)A = (can’ o' @ H)A =n4 @ A.

mAu' = TA€y (2)
since mu' = (my Q@ eg) (AR Y)u' = (AR e€)can’ ou’ = (AR eg)(na ® H) = naey.
(ma @A) (A@u) =n4© A (3)

since can’(ma @ A) (AR u' ) = (ma @ H)(ma @UY) (AR u)) = (ma @ H)(msy @ AR
H)(Au @ HY (AR Ay)y =19 by @), @), and can'(ns @ A) = 1.
Now we show that p is the convolution inverse of . Indeed,

Yep = m(®@u)(ns®Ap)
= ma(AR pu)Y®(np ® H) since ® is an H-comodule morphism
= (Ma®ex)(A@ma@ H) (AR ARp@ H)(A® AR &) (A®u)y®(np @ H)
= (p®en)mp® H) by @)
= Na®ey and
pxy = mamaRA)(ARpRe® A)(ARP R ®)(v @ns @ H)Ay
= mA(ARP)(ARBRcx H)(A®d '@ H)(u' ® H)Ay
since @ is a B-module morphism
= MmA(ARP)(A®B®e H)(A®d '@ H)(A®)u' by ()
= mA(AR®) (AR BRc H)(A® B® Ap)(A® d ')
since ®~! is an B-comodule morphism
= mA(A®®)(Ax o
= mau

= epna by @).

Thus v has a convolution inverse p. Since both 1y ~! and Cy (S ® y1)A are the convo-
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lution inverse of ¢y, ¥y ™' = Cya(S ® vy~ 1)A. Set

o = ma(Ama)(y@p7 NHCyp)(A®B): H®B — A,
o = mama@yHN(yRyem)(HCQH)(Ay®Ay): HoH— A
W =1 maly®@ma)(my © Can)(HOH®y '@y ) (H®C® H)

(Ag®Ay): HH— A

Since Yma(p @ p) = (A @ ny)ma(p @ p), there exists mp : B ® B — B such that

pmp = ma(p ® p). Similarly, there exist ng: I - B,oc: H®H - B,a: H® B —» B

and w : H ® H — B such that png = na, po = o', pa = o and pw = W'. It is easy to

check that w is the convolution inverse of o. Furthermore, (B, mp,np) is an algebra in C.
Now we show that conditions (2-COC), (W A) and (TM) hold.
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xF =
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H H B

A

Thus (2-COC) , (TM) and (WA) hold. Finally ,we show that ® is an algebra isomorphism
from B#,H onto A .
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B H B H

B#,H Bif-H

since @ is a B -module morphism

(o)

B#.H B#.H

since @ is a B -module morphism

A

Since ® is an isomorphism we have ®(ng @ ny) =na. O
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2 Hopf Galois extension in the Yetter-Drinfeld cate-
gory

Using the conclusion in Theorem [[3], in this section we give the relation between crossed
product and H-Galois extension in the Yetter-Drinfeld category 5D with Hopf algebra
D over field k.

It follows from [9, Corollary 2.2.8] that BYD is an additive category. Therefore , by [12),
Page 242], equivaliser(fi, fo) = ker(f1 — f2) and coequivaliser(fi, f2) = A/Im(f1 — f2)
for any two morphisms fi, fo in BYD. Consequently we have

Corollary 2.1 Let C be the Yetter-Drinfeld category BYD. Then the following asser-
tions are equivalent:

(i) There exists an invertible 2-cocycle 0 : H @ H — B, and a week action o of H on
B such that A = B#,H is a crossed product algebra.

(ii) (A, 1) is a right H-comodule algebra with B = A®H | the extension A/B is Galois,
the canonical epic ¢ : A® A — A®p A is split and A is isomorphic as left B-modules
and right H-comodules to B ® H in C, where the H-comodule operation and B-module

operation of B® H are Ypgy = idp ® Ay and apey = mp Q idy respectively.

Corollary 21 implies [0, Theorem 6.4.12] since ¢ is split in the category of vector spaces

with trivial braiding.

Example 2.2 Let H be a braided Hopf algebra in BYD. Let B= H and H act on B
by adjoint action « = m(H @ m)(H @ Cyp)(H ® S® B)(Ay ® B). Thus B#H = A
is a smash product algebra in BYD. By Corollary 2, A/B is an H-Galois extension in
DyD
D .

Note that many braided Hopf algebras have been known. For example, by the Rad-
ford’s method in [T9, Theorem 1 and Theorem 3], one can obtain a braided Hopf algebra
H in the Yetter-Drinfeld category BYD for any graded Hopf algebra A with D = Aj.
One can also obtain a braided Hopf algebra H, the braided group analogue of H in the
Yetter-Drinfeld category BYD for any (co)quasitriangular Hopf algebra H with D = H
(see [I7]). Furthermore, there exist many graded Hopf algebras as they can be constructed

by Hopf quivers (see [§]. Otherwise, Nichols algebras also are braided Hopf algebrs.
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