arXiv:2103.13702v2 [math.QA] 23 Oct 2021

MODIFIED TRACES AND THE NAKAYAMA FUNCTOR

TAIKI SHIBATA AND KENICHI SHIMIZU

Abstract. We organize the modified trace theory with the use of the Nakayama functor of finite abelian categories. For a linear right exact functor Σ on a finite abelian category M, we introduce the notion of a Σ-twisted trace on the class Proj(M) of projective objects of M. In our framework, there is a one-to-one correspondence between the set of Σ-twisted traces on Proj(M) and the set of natural transformations from Σ to the Nakayama functor of M. Non-degeneracy and compatibility with the module structure (when M is a module category over a finite tensor category) of a Σ-twisted trace can be written down in terms of the corresponding natural transformation. As an application of this principal, we give existence and uniqueness criteria for modified traces. In particular, a unimodular pivotal finite tensor category admits a non-zero two-sided modified trace if and only if it is spherical. Also, a ribbon finite tensor category admits such a trace if and only if it is unimodular.

Contents

1. Introduction 2 Organization of the paper 4 Acknowledgements 5 2. Preliminaries 6 2.1. Monoidal categories 6 2.2. Module categories 6 2.3. Finite abelian categories 7 2.4. Canonical Vect-action 8 2.5. The Nakayama functor 9 3. Twisted traces and the Hochschild homology 10 3.1. Vector-valued twisted traces 10 3.2. Dual bases 10 3.3. Twisted traces and the Hochschild homology 11 3.4. Non-degeneracy of twisted traces 12 4. Category-theoretical reformulation 14 4.1. The universal property of the Nakayama functor 14 4.2. The canonical Nakayama-twisted trace 16 4.3. Category-theoretical reformulation 18 5. Compatibility with the module structure 19 5.1. Closing operator and the module-compatibility 19 5.2. The twisted module structure of the Nakayama functor 21 5.3. Module-compatibility of the canonical Nakayama-twisted trace 23

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 18D10 and 16T05.

Key words and phrases. finite tensor category and modified trace and Nakayama functor and Hopf algebra and comodule algebra. 1

5.4. Module-compatibility of twisted traces (the general case) 24 6. Applications to finite tensor categories 26 6.1. Twisted traces for finite module categories 26 6.2. Pivotal case 28 6.3. Existence of two-sided modified traces 29 6.4. Ribbon finite tensor categories 31 7. Hopf algebras and comodule algebras 31 7.1. Module categories and comodule algebras 31 7.2. The Nakayama functor as an equivariant bimodule 33 7.3. Twisted traces and cointegrals 35 7.4. Pivotal case 35 7.5. Examples 36 References 38

1. Introduction

The linear algebraic notion of the trace was extended to pivotal tensor categories and have been used in some constructions of topological invariants in lowdimensional topology. Recently, to explore finer invariants from non-semisimple categories, modified traces are introduced and investigated in, e.g., [2, 11, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19]. They are not defined all of endomorphisms in a tensor category, but only for a morphisms in a specified tensor ideal.

In this paper, we initiate a new approach to the modified trace theory. We restrict ourselves to the case of finite abelian categories, i.e., k-linear categories that are equivalent to the category A-mod of finite-dimensional modules over a finitedimensional algebra A. We establish our framework by using the (right exact) Nakayama functor introduced by Fuchs, Schaumann and Schweigert [12]. For a finite abelian category M, it is defined by

(1.1) N_M : M → M, M → ∫_{X∈C} Hom_M(M, X)^∗ ⊗ X (M ∈ M). First of all, we explain where our main idea comes from. For full generality, we rather consider twisted traces. Let M be a finite abelian category over a field k, and let Σ be a k-linear right exact endofunctor on M. By a Σ-twisted trace on a full subcategory P ⊂ M, we mean a family of k-linear maps

t_• = {t_P : Hom_M(P, Σ(P )) → k}_{P ∈P}

satisfying the Σ-cyclicity condition:

t_P (gf) = t_Q(Σ(f)g) (f : P → Q, g : Q → Σ(P ), P, Q ∈ P).

A Σ-twisted trace t_• on P is said to be non-degenerate if the pairing

Hom_M(M, Σ(P )) × Hom_M(P, M) → k, (f, g) → t_P (fg)

is non-degenerate for all objects M ∈ M and P ∈ P.

Now we consider the case where M = A-mod for some finite-dimensional algebra A and P is the full subcategory of projective objects of A-mod. Then, by the Eilenberg-Watts equivalence, we may view Σ as a finite-dimensional A-bimodule.

With the use of the idea of universal traces [2, Subsection 2.4.6], we find that the class of Σ-twisted traces on P is in bijection with the space

(1.2) HH_0(Σ)^∗ := {λ ∈ Hom_k(Σ, k) | λ(sa) = λ(as) for all a ∈ A and s ∈ Σ}.

The point is that HH_0(Σ)^∗ is naturally identified with the space of A-bimodule homomorphisms from Σ to A^∗ (see Subsection 3.4). Since N_{A-mod} ∼= A^∗ ⊗_A (−) [12], this result is interpreted category-theoretically as follows: For a finite abelian category M and a k-linear right exact endofunctor Σ on M, there is a bijection

(1.3) Nat(Σ, N_M) ∼= {Σ-twisted traces on Proj(M)},

where Proj(M) is the full subcategory of projective objects of M.

This observation suggests that a property of a Σ-twisted trace on Proj(M) can be described by properties of the corresponding natural transformation. For instance, we show that a Σ-twisted trace is non-degenerate if and only if the corresponding natural transformation is invertible (Theorem 3.7).

Modified traces are required to be compatible with the tensor product or the action of a tensor category. In our theory, such a compatibility of a trace can be described in terms of the corresponding natural transformation (Theorem 5.8). Unlike the existing theory of modified traces, we work in the non-pivotal setting. Let C be a rigid monoidal category (which is not necessarily pivotal), and let M be a finite abelian category on which C acts linearly from the right (see Section 5 for the precise setting). Suppose that Σ : M → M is a k-linear right exact functor equipped with a structure

Ψ^Σ_{M,X} : Σ(M) � X^{∗∗} → Σ(M � X) (M ∈ M, X ∈ C)

of a ‘twisted’ right C-module functor (which is defined in a similar way as an ordinary module functor). We say that a Σ-twisted trace t_• on Proj(M) is compatible with the right C-module structure if the equation

t_P (cl_{P,Σ(P )|X} (f)) = t_{P �X} (Ψ^Σ_{P,X} ∘ f)

holds for all P ∈ Proj(M), X ∈ C and f ∈ Hom_M(P � X, Σ(P ) � X^{∗∗}), where

cl_{M,N|X} : Hom_M(M � X, N � X^{∗∗}) → Hom_M(M, N) (M, N ∈ M, X ∈ C)

is the operator defined by ‘closing’ the X-strand in string diagrams. An important fact we shall recall here is that the Nakayama functor N_M also has a structure of a twisted right C-module functor [12]. Now we can characterize the module compatibility of a twisted trace in terms of the corresponding natural transformation as follows:

Theorem 1.1 (cf. Theorem 5.8). Suppose that a Σ-twisted modified trace t_• corresponds to a natural transformation ξ : Σ → N_M via the bijection (1.3). Then t_• is compatible with the right C-module structure if and only if ξ is a morphism of twisted C-module functors.

Now we suppose that C has a pivotal structure. Then we can regard id_M as a twisted right C-module functor through the pivotal structure. By a right modified trace on Proj(M), we mean a Σ-twisted trace on Proj(M) with Σ = id_M that is compatible with the right C-module structure (this definition agrees with those considered in [2, 14, 15, 18] in the case where M = C). By this theorem and known results on the Nakayama functor, we obtain some existence and uniqueness results on right modified traces. In particular, we have:

Theorem 1.2 (cf. Theorem 6.8). For a pivotal finite tensor category C, a non-zero right modified trace on Proj(C) exists if and only if C is unimodular in the sense of [9]. Furthermore, such a trace is unique up to scalar multiple if it exists.

The ‘if’ part of this theorem follows from [13, Corollary 5.6]. One can define a left modified trace and a two-sided modified trace for a left C-module category and a C-bimodule category, respectively, in an analogous way as right modified traces. The relation between the Nakayama functor and the categorical Radford S^4-formula [9, 12] yields:

Theorem 1.3. For a pivotal finite tensor category C, a non-zero two-sided modified trace on Proj(C) exists if and only if the pivotal structure of C is spherical in the sense of [7].

By [30, Lemma 5.9], a ribbon finite tensor category is spherical if and only if it is unimodular. For applications in topological field theories, the following result could be important:

Theorem 1.4. For a ribbon finite tensor category C, a non-zero two-sided modified trace on Proj(C) exists if and only if C is unimodular.

We have mainly considered the case where M = C in the above. In this paper, we also examine the case where C = H-mod and M = A-mod for some finitedimensional Hopf algebra H and finite-dimensional right H-comodule algebra A. In this case, every module-compatible modified trace on Proj(A-mod) comes from a grouplike-cointegral on A recently introduced in [23] and investigated in [23, 32]. This correspondence extends a relation between modified traces on H-proj and cointegrals on H established in [2]. We also exhibit some concrete examples.

Remark 1.5. Schweigert and Woike give a result similar to our main theorem and establish some applications of modified traces in the context of topological field theories in [28].

Organization of the paper. Section 2 fixes our convention and provides some basic materials on finite abelian categories. The Nakayama functor will also be introduced.

In Section 3, after introducing fundamental notions in this paper, we consider the case where M = A-mod for some finite-dimensional algebra A. Let Σ be a k-linear right exact endofunctor on A-mod and regard it as an A-bimodule through the Eilenberg-Watts equivalence. By the way of [2, Subsection 2.4.6], we construct a family of k-linear maps

T_• = {T_P : Hom_A(P, Σ(P )) → HH_0(Σ)}_{P ∈Proj(A-mod)}

that generalizes the Hattori-Stallings trace. Here, HH_0(Σ) is the 0-th Hochschild homology of the bimodule Σ. It is shown that T_• has a certain universal property (Theorem 3.5). This gives a bijection between the class of Σ-twisted traces on Proj(A-mod) and the dual space of HH_0(Σ), which may be identified with the right-hand side of (1.2) (Corollary 3.6). We show that a Σ-twisted trace t_• on Proj(A-mod) is non-degenerate if and only if the corresponding linear form λ on HH_0(Σ) is non-degenerate in a certain sense (Theorem 3.7).

By the discussion of Section 3, we see that there is a bijection (1.3) for every finite abelian category M. The aim of Section 4 is to reformulate this bijection in purely category-theoretical terms for the use of later sections. According to

[12], the Nakayama functor N_M for M = A-mod is isomorphic to the functor A^∗ ⊗_A (−). This means that A^∗ ⊗_A M for M ∈ A-mod has a universal property as a coend as in (1.1). To accomplish the aim of this section, we first write down the universal dinatural transformation for A^∗ ⊗_A M explicitly. We also introduce the canonical Nakayama-twisted trace ~t_• by using the universal property of the Nakayama functor. It turns out that the bijection (1.3) is written in terms of ~t_•. The inverse of the bijection (1.3) is also described without referencing an algebra A such that M ≈ A-mod.

In Section 5, we consider the case where M is a finite abelian category on which a rigid monoidal category C acts linearly from the right. Suppose that Σ : M → M is a k-linear right exact right C-module functor from M to M_D, where (−)_D means the twist of the action by the double dual functor D = (−)^{∗∗}. Then, as in the above, the compatibility of a Σ-twisted trace with the right C-module structure is defined. The main result of this section is that a Σ-twisted trace is module-compatible if and only if the corresponding natural transformation Σ → N_M is a morphism of right C-module functors from M to M_D (Theorem 5.8). By the computation using the universal property of the Nakayama functor, we see that the canonical Nakayama-twisted trace is module-compatible. The general case follows from this result.

In Section 6, we apply our results to finite tensor categories and their modules (in this section, the base field k is assumed to be algebraically closed for technical reasons). Let C be a finite tensor category, and let M be a finite right C-module category. An easy, but important observation is that if M is indecomposable, then the Nakayama functor N_M is a simple object of the category Rex_C (M, M_D) of k-linear right exact right C-module functors from M to M_D. Most of ‘uniqueness’ results follow from this observation and Schur’s lemma. According to [12], the Nakayama functor of C is given by N_C (X) = α_C ⊗X^{∗∗} (X ∈ C), where α_C is the dual of the distinguished invertible object [9]. This fact relates the existence of a non-zero modified trace on Proj(C) and the condition that α_C ∼= 1 (unimodularity). Based on these observations, we obtain some results on modified traces as summarized into Theorems 1.1–1.4 in the above.

In Section 7, we examine the case where C = H-mod and M = A-mod for some finite-dimensional Hopf algebra H and finite-dimensional right H-comodule algebra A. If this is the case, the category Rex_C (M, M_D), to which N_M belongs, can be identified with the category of finite-dimensional H-equivariant A^{(S2 )}-Abimodules in the sense of [1], where A^{(S2)} is the H-comodule algebra obtained from A by twisting its coaction by the square of the antipode of H (Lemma 7.2). Under this identification, the Nakayama functor corresponds to the A-bimodule A^∗ with the right H-comodule structure given as in [5] (Theorem 7.3). From this result, it turns out that twisted module-compatible traces (and in particular modified traces) are given in terms of linear forms on A satisfying an equation similar to the axiom for cointegrals on Hopf algebras (Theorems 7.4 and 7.5). Finally, as concrete examples, we check the existence of non-zero modified traces for some comodule algebras discussed in Mombelli [27].

Acknowledgements. We are grateful to the referees for careful reading of the manuscript. The first author (T.S.) is supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP19K14517. The second author (K.S.) is supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP20K03520.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Monoidal categories. A monoidal category [26, VII.1] is a category C equipped with a functor ⊗ : C × C → C (called the tensor product), an object 1 ∈ C (called the unit object) and natural isomorphisms (X ⊗ Y ) ⊗ Z ∼= X ⊗ (Y ⊗ Z) and 1 ⊗ X ∼= X ∼= X ⊗ 1 (X, Y, Z ∈ C) satisfying the pentagon and the triangle axioms. By the Mac Lane coherence theorem, we may, and do, assume that every monoidal category is strict.

Let C and D be monoidal categories. A monoidal functor [26, XI.2] from C to D is a triple (F, φ, ψ) consisting of a functor F : C → D, a natural transformation φ_{X,Y} : F (X) ⊗ F (Y ) → F (X ⊗ Y ) (X, Y ∈ C) and a morphism ψ : 1 → F (1) subject to certain axioms. A monoidal functor (F, φ, ψ) is said to strong (resp. strict) if φ and ψ are isomorphisms (resp. identities).

A left dual object of an object X of a monoidal category C is a triple (L, ε, η) consisting of an object L ∈ C and morphisms ε : L ⊗ X → 1 and η : 1 → X ⊗ L in C such that the equations (ε ⊗ id_L)(id_L ⊗ η) = id_L and (id_X ⊗ ε)(η ⊗ id_X ) = id_X hold (cf. [8]). A right dual object of X is a triple (R, ε, η) such that (X, ε, η) is a left dual object of R.

A monoidal category is said to be rigid if every its object has a left dual and a right dual object. Now suppose that C is a rigid monoidal category. Given an object X ∈ C, we usually denote by

(X^∗, ev_X : X^∗ ⊗ X → 1, coev_X : 1 → X ⊗ X^∗)

a (fixed) left dual object of X. The assignment X → X^∗ extends to a strong monoidal functor from C^{op} to C^{rev}, which we call the left duality functor. Here, C^{rev} is the category C equipped with the reversed tensor product X ⊗^{rev} Y = Y ⊗ X.

A right dual object of X ∈ C will be denoted by (^∗X, ev^′_X , coev^′_X ). The assignment X →^∗X also extends to a strong monoidal functor from C^{op} to C^{rev}, which we call the right duality functor. By replacing C with an equivalent one, we may assume that the left and the right duality are strict monoidal functors and mutually inverse to each other (see, e.g., [29, Lemma 5.4]). Thus we have (X ⊗ Y )^∗ = Y^∗ ⊗ X^∗, ∗(X^∗) = X = (^∗X)^∗, etc.

2.2. Module categories. Let C be a monoidal category. A right C-module category [6, 8, 20] is a category M equipped with a functor � : M × C → M, called the action, and natural transformations

(2.1) (M � X) � Y ∼= M � (X ⊗ Y ) and M � 1 ∼= M (M ∈ M, X, Y ∈ C)

satisfying certain axioms similar to those for a monoidal category. A right C-module category is said to be strict if the natural isomorphisms (2.1) are the identity. A left module category and a bimodule category are defined analogously. It is known that an analogue of Mac Lane’s strictness theorem for monoidal categories holds for module categories (see [20, Theorem 1.3.8]). Thus we may, and do, assume that all module categories are strict in this paper.

Below, following [6], we introduce technical terms for action-preserving functors between module categories. We only mention the case of right module categories; see [6] for details. Given two right C-module categories M and N , a lax right Cmodule functor from M to N is a functor F : M → N equipped with a natural transformation Ψ^F_{M,X} : F (M) � X → F (M � X) (M ∈ M, X ∈ C) such that the equations

(2.2) Ψ^F_{M,1} = id_{F (M)} and Ψ^F_{M,X⊗Y} = Ψ^F_{M�X,Y} ∘ (Ψ^F_{M,X} � id_Y )

hold for all objects M ∈ M and X, Y ∈ C. An oplax right C-module functor from M to N is a functor F : M → N equipped with a natural transformation F (M � X) → F (M) � X (M ∈ M, X ∈ C) satisfying similar equations as (2.2). We omit the definition of morphisms of (op)lax C-module functors.

A lax or oplax right C-module functor is said to be strong if its structure morphism is invertible. In this paper, we only consider the case where C is rigid. If this is the case, then every (op)lax right C-module functor is strong [6, Lemma 2.10] and hence we may call them simply a right C-module functor. Nevertheless, the adjective ‘op(lax)’ is sometimes used to specify the direction of the structure morphism.

2.3. Finite abelian categories. Throughout this paper, we work over a fixed field k (this field is arbitrary except in Section 6). By an algebra, we mean an associative unital algebra over the field k. Given algebras A and B, we denote by A-mod, mod-B and A-mod-B the category of finite-dimensional left A-modules, the category of finite-dimensional right B-modules and the category of finite-dimensional A-B-bimodules, respectively.

Given a vector space V over k, we denote by V^∗ := Hom_k(V, k) the dual space of V . An arbitrary element of V^∗ is often written like v^∗ (this symbol does not mean an element of V^∗ obtained from an element v by applying some operation ∗). If M and N are a left and a right module over an algebra A, then M^∗ and N^∗ are a right and a left A-module by the actions defined by (2.3) ⟨m^∗ ↼ a, m⟩ = ⟨m^∗, am⟩ and ⟨a ⇀ n^∗, n⟩ = ⟨n^∗, na⟩, respectively, for m^∗ ∈ M^∗, m ∈ M, n^∗ ∈ N^∗, n ∈ N and a ∈ A. The assignments M → M^∗ and N → N^∗ extend to anti-equivalences between A-mod and mod-A.

A finite abelian category [8, 6] is a k-linear category that is equivalent to A-mod for some finite-dimensional algebra A. The class of finite abelian categories is closed under taking the opposite category. Indeed, if M ≈ A-mod for some finitedimensional algebra A, then we have M^{op} ≈ mod-A ≈ A^{op}-mod.

Given two finite abelian categories M and N , we denote by Rex(M, N ) the category of k-linear right exact functors from M to N . For finite-dimensional algebras A and B, there is an equivalence

(2.4) B-mod-A^≈−−−−−→ Rex(A-mod, B-mod), M → M ⊗_A (−)

of k-linear categories, which we call the Eilenberg-Watts equivalence. By using this equivalence, we see that Rex(M, N ) is also a finite abelian category.

For a ∈ A, we define r_a : A → A by r_a(b) = ba (b ∈ A). A quasi-inverse of the equivalence (2.4) is given by F → F (A), where the right A-module structure of F (A) ∈ B-mod is given by m · a = F (r_a)(m) for m ∈ F (A) and a ∈ A. This means that an object F ∈ Rex(A-mod, B-mod) is determined by its restriction to the full subcategory {A} of A-mod. Since A is a projective object of A-mod, we may say that F is determined by its restriction to the full subcategory of projective objects of A-mod. For later use, we note this consequence as the following lemma:

Lemma 2.1. For finite abelian categories M and N , the functor

Rex(M, N ) → Fun_k(Proj(M), N ), F → F |_{Proj(M)}

is fully faithful. Here, Proj(M) is the full subcategory projective objects of M and Fun_k(A, B) means the category of k-linear functors from A to B.

The functor M ⊗_A (−) for M ∈ B-mod-A has a right adjoint Hom_B (M, −). By the Eilenberg-Watts equivalence (2.4), we see that a k-linear functor F : M → N has a right adjoint if and only if F is right exact [6, Corollary 1.9]. By applying this result to F^{op} : M^{op} → N^{op}, we also see that F has a left adjoint if and only if F is left exact.

2.4. Canonical Vect-action. We denote by Vect := k-mod the category of finitedimensional vector spaces over k. Let M be a finite abelian category, and let M be an object of M. Since the functor y_M := Hom_M(M, −) : M → Vect is klinear and left exact, y_M has a left adjoint. We denote the left adjoint of y_M by V → V ⊗ M (V ∈ Vect). In other words, V ⊗ M is defined so that there is a natural isomorphism

(2.5) Hom_M(V ⊗ M, N) ∼= Hom_k(V, Hom_M(M, N))

for V ∈ Vect and N ∈ M. The assignment (V, M) → V ⊗ M extends to a functor Vect × M → M in such a way that the isomorphism (2.5) is also natural in M ∈ M. We call this functor the canonical action of Vect on M as it makes M a left module category over Vect.

Let F : M → N be a k-linear functor between finite abelian categories M and N . By the definition of a k-linear functor, for each pair (M, M^′) of objects of M, there is a k-linear map

F |_{M,M} ′ : Hom_M(M, M^′) → Hom_N (F (M), F (M^′)), f → F (f).

For V ∈ Vect and M ∈ M, we define the morphism

(2.6) Ψ^F_{V,M} : V ⊗ F (M) → F (V ⊗ M)

in N to be the image of the identity morphism on V ⊗ M under

Hom_M(V ⊗ M, V ⊗ M)^{(2.5)} −−−−−−−−−−−−−→ Hom_k(V, Hom_M(M, V ⊗ M)) Hom_k (V,F |_{M,V ⊗M} ) −−−−−−−−−−−−−→ Hom_k(V, Hom_N (F (M), F (V ⊗ M)) (2.5) −−−−−−−−−−−−−→ Hom_M(V ⊗ F (M), F (V ⊗ M)). In this way, F becomes a left Vect-module functor by Ψ^F = {Ψ^F_{V,M} }. This construction is functorial in the following sense:

Lemma 2.2. The above construction establishes a 2-functor from the 2-category of finite abelian categories, k-linear functors and natural transformations to the 2-category of Vect-module categories, Vect-module functors and their morphisms.

This lemma is only a part of the general result on the relation between categories enriched over a bicategory and categories being acted by the bicategory [16, Section 3]. For our applications, the above special case is enough.

Example 2.3. Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra. The canonical Vect-action on A-mod is given by V ⊗ M = V ⊗_k M, a · (v ⊗_k m) = v ⊗_k am for v ∈ V ∈ Vect, m ∈ M ∈ A-mod and a ∈ A. For P ∈ A-mod, the canonical Vect-module structure of Hom_A(P, −) : A-mod → Vect is given by

(2.7) V ⊗_k Hom_A(P, M) → Hom_A(P, V ⊗ M), v ⊗ f → ( p → v ⊗ f(p) ) . Example 2.4. Let A and B be finite-dimensional algebras. For M ∈ B-mod-A, the canonical Vect-module structure of M ⊗_A (−) : A-mod → B-mod is given by

(2.8) V ⊗_k (M ⊗_A X) → M ⊗_A (V ⊗_k X), v ⊗_k (m ⊗_A x) → m ⊗_A (v ⊗ x).

2.5. The Nakayama functor. We assume that the reader is familiar with dealing with ends and coends [26, IX]. For a finite abelian category M, it can be shown that the coend

(2.9) N_M(M) := ∫_{X∈M} Hom_M(M, X)^∗ ⊗ X

exists for all objects M ∈ M. The Nakayama functor [12, Definition 3.14] of M is the k-linear right exact endofunctor on M defined by M → N_M(M).

Lemma 2.5 ([12, Lemma 3.15]). For a finite-dimensional algebra A, we have

N_{A-mod} = A^∗ ⊗_A (−),

where A^∗ is made into an A-bimodule by the actions ⇀ and ↼ defined by (2.3).

This lemma implies that there is a universal dinatural transformation

i_{X,M} : Hom_A(M, X)^∗ ⊗_k X → A^∗ ⊗_A M (X, M ∈ A-mod)

making A^∗ ⊗_A M into a coend of the form (2.9). In [12], the above lemma is proved rather an indirect way and an explicit form of i_{X,M} is not mentioned. We will discuss it in Subsection 4.1.

A Frobenius form on A is a linear map λ : A → k such that the associated pairing ⟨a, b⟩ := λ(ab) on A is non-degenerate. Now we suppose that a Frobenius form λ on A is given. Then the Nakayama automorphism (associated to λ) is defined to be the unique algebra automorphism ν such that ⟨b, a⟩ = ⟨ν(a), b⟩ for all a, b ∈ A. Given a left A-module M, we denote by_ν M the left A-module obtained from M by twisting the action of A by ν. There is an isomorphism θ :_ν A → A^∗ of A-bimodules given by θ(a) = λ ↼ a (a ∈ A) and thus we have natural isomorphisms

N_{A-mod}(M) = A^∗ ⊗_A M ∼=_ν A ⊗_A M ∼=_ν M

for M ∈ A-mod. This is the reason why the Nakayama functor is called by such a name.

A Frobenius form on A is said to be symmetric if the associated pairing is. It is well-known that A admits a symmetric Frobenius form if and only if the Nakayama automorphism of A is an inner automorphism. In terms of the Nakayama functor, this is also equivalent to that N_{A-mod} is isomorphic to the identity functor [12, Proposition 3.24].

The Nakayama functor will play a central role in this paper. An important fact we will use is that the Nakayama functor between module categories has a structure of a ‘twisted’ module functor [12, Theorem 4.4]. This fact will be reviewed in Subsection 5.2 in detail.

3. Twisted traces and the Hochschild homology

3.1. Vector-valued twisted traces. We first introduce the main subject of this paper:

Definition 3.1. Let M be a k-linear category, let P be a full subcategory of M, and let Σ : M → M be a k-linear endofunctor. Given a vector space V over k, a V -valued Σ-twisted trace on P is a family

t_• = {t_P : Hom_M(P, Σ(P )) → V }_{P ∈P}

of k-linear maps parametrized by the objects of P such that the following Σ-cyclicity condition is satisfied:

Σ-cyclicity: For all objects P, Q ∈ P and morphisms f : P → Q and g : Q → Σ(P ) in M, the following equation holds:

(3.1) t_P ( P^f−−→ Q^g−−→ Σ(P ) ) = t_Q ( Q^g−−→ Σ(P )^{Σ(f )}−−−−→ Σ(Q) ) . If V = k, then a V -valued Σ-twisted trace on P is simply called a Σ-twisted trace on P. We say that a Σ-twisted trace t_• on P is non-degenerate if the pairing

Hom_M(M, Σ(P )) × Hom_M(P, M) → k, (f, g) → t_P (fg)

is non-degenerate for all objects M ∈ M and P ∈ P.

Similar notions have been considered in, e.g., [11, 3]. Unlike these papers, we do not require that Σ is an endofunctor on P. The reason is that the case where M is a finite abelian category, P = Proj(M) and Σ = N_M will be especially important in this paper. In this case, the full subcategory P is not closed under Σ in general. Indeed, if M = A-mod for some finite-dimensional algebra A which is not self-injective, then A belongs to Proj(M) but N_M(A) ∼= A^∗ does not.

We introduce the following notation:

Definition 3.2. Let M be a finite abelian category, and let Σ : M → M be a k-linear endofunctor on M. For a vector space V , we denote by Tr(Σ, V ) the class of V -valued Σ-twisted traces on Proj(M). For the case V = k, we write Tr(Σ) := Tr(Σ, k).

3.2. Dual bases. Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra. We denote by A-proj := Proj(A-mod) the full subcategory of projective objects of A-mod. The aim of this section is to classify Σ-twisted traces on A-proj in the case where Σ = M ⊗_A (−) for some M ∈ A-mod-A. For this purpose, we first recall basic results on finitedimensional projective modules.

For M ∈ A-mod, we set M^† := Hom_A(M, A) and make it a right A-module by (m^† · a)(m) = m^†(m)a (m^† ∈ M^†, m ∈ M, a ∈ A). Lemma 3.3 (the dual basis lemma; see [25, §2B]). For every P ∈ A-proj, there are finite number of elements p_1, · · · , p_n ∈ P and p^1, · · · , p^n ∈ P^† such that the equation p^i(p) · p_i = p holds for all elements p ∈ P , where the Einstein convention is used to suppress the sum over i.

We call such a system {p_i, p^i} a pair of dual bases for P ∈ A-proj. For P, M ∈ A-mod, there is a natural transformation θ defined by

(3.2) θ_{P,M} : P^† ⊗_A M → Hom_A(P, M), θ_{P,M} (p^† ⊗_A m)(p) = p^†(p) · m for p^† ∈ P , p ∈ P and m ∈ M. If P ∈ A-proj, the map θ_{P,M} is invertible with the inverse

(3.3) Hom_A(P, M) → P^† ⊗_A M, ξ → p^i ⊗_A ξ(p_i) (ξ ∈ Hom_A(P, M)),

where {p_i, p^i} is a pair of dual bases for P . The following lemma is well-known:

Lemma 3.4. Let P and Q be objects of A-proj, and let {p_i, p^i} and {q_j , q^j } be pairs of dual bases for P and Q, respectively. For every morphism f : P → Q of left A-modules, we have p^i ⊗_A f(p_i) = (q^j ∘ f) ⊗_A q_j in P^† ⊗_A Q.

Proof. The bijection θ_{P,Q} : P^† ⊗_A Q → Hom_A(P, Q) maps both sides to f. □

3.3. Twisted traces and the Hochschild homology. Let A be a finite-dimen-sional algebra, and let Σ be a finite-dimensional A-bimodule. By abuse of notation, we denote the endofunctor Σ ⊗_A (−) on A-mod by the same symbol Σ. Thus, Σ(M) = Σ ⊗_A M and Σ(f) = id_Σ ⊗_A f for an object M ∈ A-mod and a morphism f in A-mod.

We define the category T (just for this subsection) as follows: An object of this category is a pair (V, t_•) consisting of a vector space V and t_• ∈ Tr(Σ, V ). A morphism f : (V, t_•) → (V^′, t^′_•) in this category is a k-linear map f : V → V^′ such that the equation f ∘ t_P = t^′_P holds for all objects P ∈ A-proj.

For the classification of vector-valued Σ-twisted traces on A-proj, we construct an initial object of the category T as follows: For an A-bimodule M, the 0-th Hochschild homology of M is the vector space defined by (3.4) HH_0(M) := M/span_k{am − ma | a ∈ A, m ∈ M}. For M ∈ A-mod, there is a well-defined k-linear map

(3.5)

M^† ⊗_A Σ(M) = M^† ⊗_A Σ ⊗_A M → HH_0(Σ), m^† ⊗_A s ⊗_A m → [m^†(m)s], where [x] for x ∈ Σ expresses the equivalence class of x in HH_0(Σ). Now, for P ∈ A-proj, we define the k-linear map T_P to be the composition

(3.6) T_P = ( Hom_A(P, Σ(P ))^θ −1 P,Σ(P ) −−−−−→ P^† ⊗_A Σ(P )^{(3.5) with M = P} −−−−−−−−−−−→ HH_0(Σ) ) . Given a pair of dual bases {p_i, p^i} for P , the map T_P is expressed as

(3.7) T_P (f) = [ p^i(f_P (p_i)) · f_Σ(p_i) ] (f ∈ Hom_A(P, Σ(P ))),

where f(p) ∈ Σ ⊗_A P for p ∈ P is expressed symbolically as f(p) = f_Σ(p) ⊗_A f_P (p), although it may not be a single tensor in general. It follows from this formula and Lemma 3.4 that T_• is an HH_0(Σ)-valued Σ-twisted trace on A-proj.

The Σ-twisted trace T_• specializes to the Hattori-Stallings trace [21, 33] if Σ = id_M. Therefore T_• is called the twisted Hattori-Stallings trace in [3, Subsection 2.4.6]. A universal property of T_• mentioned in [3] is, in our notation, rephrased as follows:

Theorem 3.5. The pair H := (HH_0(Σ), T_•) is an initial object of the category T.

Proof. We include a detailed proof since some parts of the proof will be used in later. We first introduce the following two isomorphisms of vector spaces:

ϕ : Σ → Hom_A(A, Σ(A)), ϕ(s)(a) = as ⊗_A 1 (s ∈ Σ, a ∈ A),

(3.8) ϕ^′ : A → Hom_A(A, A), ϕ^′(a)(b) = ba (a, b ∈ A). (3.9) The following equations are easily verified:

(3.10) ϕ(s) ∘ ϕ^′(a) = ϕ(as), (id_Σ ⊗_A ϕ^′(a)) ∘ ϕ(s) = ϕ(sa) (s ∈ Σ, a ∈ A). By (3.7) and that {1_A, id_A} is a pair of dual bases for A ∈ A-proj, we have

T_A(ϕ(s)) = [s] for all s ∈ Σ. Thus, if f is a morphism from H to V = (V, t_•)

in T, then we have f([s]) = f(T_A(ϕ(s))) = t_A(ϕ(s)) for all s ∈ Σ. This means that a morphism H → V in T is unique if it exists.

To complete the proof, we show that there indeed exists a morphism H → V in T. In view of the above discussion, we define the linear map ~λ : Σ → V by ~λ(s) = t_A(ϕ(s)) for s ∈ Σ. Then we have

~λ(as)^{(3.10)}= t_A(ϕ(s) ∘ ϕ^′(a))^{(3.1)}= t_A(Σ(ϕ^′(a)) ∘ ϕ(s))^{(3.10)}= ~λ(sa) for s ∈ Σ and a ∈ A. This means that the linear map λ : HH_0(Σ) → V, λ([s]) = t_A(ϕ(s)) (s ∈ Σ) is well-defined. Now let f : P → Σ(P ) be a morphism in A-mod with P ∈ A-proj, and let {p_i, p^i} be a pair of dual bases for P . For each i, we define (3.11) ~p_i : A → P, ~p_i(a) = ap_i (a ∈ A). Then the equation id_P = ~p_i ∘p^i holds by the definition of a pair of dual bases (where the Einstein convention is used). Putting ~f := Σ(p^i) ∘ f ∘ ~p_i and s := ϕ^{−1}( ~f), we compute

t_P (f) = t_P (f ∘ ~p_i ∘ p^i)^{(3.1)}= t_A(Σ(p^i) ∘ f ∘ ~p_i)

= t_A( ~f) = t_A(ϕ(s)) = λ([s])^{(3.7)}= λ(T_P (f)).

This means that λ is a morphism H → V in T. The proof is done. □ The initial object (HH_0(Σ), T_•) of Theorem 3.5 may be called the ‘universal’ vector-valued Σ-twisted trace on A-proj. Indeed, we easily deduce from the theorem that for all vector spaces V , the map (3.12) Hom_k(HH_0(Σ), V ) → Tr(Σ, V ), f → f ∘ T_• is bijective. Letting V = k, we have:

Corollary 3.6. There is a bijection between Tr(Σ) and HH_0(Σ)^∗. 3.4. Non-degeneracy of twisted traces. Let A and Σ be as in the previous subsection. We discuss which an element of HH_0(Σ)^∗ corresponds to a non-degenerate Σ-twisted trace on A-proj under the bijection (3.12) with V = k. By the definition of the 0-th Hochschild homology, we regard HH_0(Σ)^∗ as a subspace of Σ^∗ by HH_0(Σ)^∗ = {λ ∈ Σ^∗ | λ(sa) = λ(as) for all s ∈ Σ and a ∈ A}.

Given λ ∈ Σ^∗, we define the k-linear map (3.13) λ^♮ : Σ → A^∗, ⟨λ^♮(s), a⟩ = ⟨λ, as⟩ (s ∈ Σ, a ∈ A).

It is easy to verify that the map

(3.14) HH_0(Σ)^∗ → Hom_{A|A}(Σ, A^∗), λ → λ^♮

is an isomorphism of vector spaces, where Hom_{A|A} is the Hom functor of A-mod-A.

Theorem 3.7. Given λ ∈ HH_0(Σ)^∗, we denote by t^λ_• the Σ-twisted trace on A-proj corresponding to λ through the bijection given by Corollary 3.6. We also define

β^λ_{M,P} : Hom_A(M, Σ(P )) × Hom_A(P, M) → k, (f, g) → t^λ_P (fg)

for M ∈ A-mod and P ∈ A-proj. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) The Σ-twisted trace t^λ_• on A-proj is non-degenerate. (2) The pairing β^λ_{P,Q} is non-degenerate for all P, Q ∈ A-proj. (3) The map λ^♮ : Σ → A^∗ is an isomorphism.

Thus, in particular, a non-degenerate Σ-twisted trace on A-proj exists only if Σ is isomorphic to A^∗ as an A-bimodule.

Proof. Let ϕ and ϕ^′ be the maps defined by (3.8) and (3.9), respectively (2) ⇒ (3). Set β = β^λ_{A,A} ∘ (ϕ × ϕ^′). Since {1_A, id_A} is a pair of dual bases of A, we have

(3.15) β(s, a) = t^λ_A(ϕ(s) ∘ ϕ^′(a))^{(3.10)}= t^λ_A(ϕ(as))^{(3.7)}= λ(as)^{(3.13)}= ⟨λ^♮(s), a⟩

for all s ∈ Σ and a ∈ A. Suppose that (2) holds. Then, in particular, the pairing β^λ_{A,A} is non-degenerate. Since ϕ and ϕ^′ are isomorphisms, the pairing β : Σ×A → k is also non-degenerate. By (3.15), the map λ^♮ : Σ → A^∗ is an isomorphism. Thus (3) holds.

(3) ⇒ (2). We suppose that (3) holds. Let P and Q be objects of A-proj, and let {p^i, p_i} and {q_j , q^j } be pairs of dual bases for P and Q, respectively. For each i, we define ~p_i ∈ Hom_A(A, P ) by (3.11). Then the equation ~p_i ∘ p^i = id_P holds (with the Einstein convention). We also define ~q_j ∈ Hom_A(A, Q) in the same way so that the equation ~q_j ∘ q^j = id_Q holds.

We verify the left non-degeneracy of the pairing β^λ_{P,Q}. Let f : P → Σ(Q) be a non-zero morphism in A-mod. Then there are indices u and v such that Σ(q^u) ∘ f ∘ ~p_v ≠ 0, since, otherwise, we have

f = Σ(id_Q) ∘ f ∘ id_P = Σ(~q_j ) ∘ Σ(q^j ) ∘ f ∘ ~p_i ∘ p^i = 0,

a contradiction. We fix such indices u and v and set s := ϕ^{−1}(Σ(q^u) ∘ f ∘ ~p_v). Since s ≠ 0, and since λ^♮ is assumed to be an isomorphism, there exists an element a ∈ A such that λ(sa) ≠ 0. By using such a, we define g ∈ Hom_A(Q, P ) by g := ~p_v ∘ ϕ^′(a) ∘ q^u. Then we have

β^λ_{P,Q}(f, g) = t^λ_Q(f ∘ ~p_v ∘ ϕ^′(a) ∘ q^u)^{(3.1)}= t^λ_A(Σ(q^u) ∘ f ∘ ~p_v ∘ ϕ^′(a))

= t^λ_A(ϕ(s) ∘ ϕ^′(a))^{(3.15)}= λ(as) ≠ 0

and therefore conclude that β^λ_{P,Q} is left non-degenerate.

The right non-degeneracy is proved in a similar way: Given a non-zero element g ∈ Hom_A(Q, P ), we choose indices u and v such that p^u ∘ g ∘ ~q_v ≠ 0 and set a := ϕ^{′−1}(p^u ∘ g ∘ ~q_v ). Since a ≠ 0, there is an element s ∈ Σ such that λ(as) ≠ 0 and set f := Σ(~q_v ) ∘ ϕ(s) ∘ p^u. Then we have

β^λ_{P,Q}(f, g) = t^λ_Q(Σ(~q_v ) ∘ ϕ(s) ∘ p^u ∘ g)^{(3.1)}= t^λ_A(ϕ(s) ∘ p^u ∘ g ∘ ~q_v )

= t^λ_A(ϕ(s) ∘ ϕ^′(a))^{(3.15)}= λ(as) ≠ 0

and therefore conclude that β^λ_{P,Q} is right non-degenerate. Thus (2) holds. (1) ⇒ (2). This implication is trivial from the definition.

(2) ⇒ (1). To complete the proof, we show that (2) implies (1). We assume that (2) holds (remark that this implies (3) as we have already proved in the above). We fix an object P ∈ A-proj and consider the following two k-linear covariant functors:

h_1, h_2 : A-mod → Vect^{op}, h_1 := Hom_A(−, Σ(P )), h_2 := Hom_A(P, −)^∗.

As is well-known, by applying the functor Hom_A(−, Σ(P )) to a short exact sequence 0 → X → Y → Z → 0 in A-mod, we obtain an exact sequence

0 → Hom_A(Z, Σ(P )) → Hom_A(Y, Σ(P )) → Hom_A(X, Σ(P ))

in Vect. This means that h_1 : A-mod → Vect^{op} is right exact (as the target category is the opposite category of Vect). The functor h_2 is also right exact as P is projective.

For M ∈ A-mod, we define the k-linear map α_M : h_1(M) → h_2(M) by

⟨α_M (f), g⟩ = t^λ_P (fg) (f ∈ Hom_A(M, Σ(P )), g ∈ Hom_A(P, M)).

It is easy to see that α = {α_M }_{M∈A-mod} defines a natural transformation from h_1 to h_2. The assertion (2) is equivalent to that α induces a natural isomorphism between h_1|_{A-proj} and h_2|_{A-proj}. Thus, by Lemma 2.1, α : h_1 → h_2 is a natural isomorphism. This means that (3) holds. The proof is done. □

4. Category-theoretical reformulation

4.1. The universal property of the Nakayama functor. Let M be a finite abelian category, and let Σ : M → M be a k-linear right exact endofunctor. We aim to give a ‘canonical’ description of Tr(Σ) that, unlike Theorem 3.7, does not reference a finite-dimensional algebra A such that M ≈ A-mod.

To state our result, the Nakayama functor N := N_M is essential. We will, in fact, establish a bijection between the space Tr(Σ) and the space Nat(Σ, N_M) of natural transformations from Σ to N_M in terms of the universal property of the Nakayama functor as a coend.

For a while, we consider the case where M = A-mod for some finite-dimensional algebra A. In this case, the Nakayama functor is given by N_{A-mod} = A^∗ ⊗_A (−). This means that, by the definition of N_M as a coend, there is a universal dinatural transformation

(4.1) i_{X,M} : Hom_A(M, X)^∗ ⊗_k X → A^∗ ⊗_A M (M, X ∈ A-mod).

For later use, we give an explicit description of the universal dinatural transformation (4.1). We begin with the following observation: For each X ∈ A-mod, there is the ‘action’ map

(4.2) ρ_X : A → Hom_k(X, X), ρ_X (a)(x) = ax (a ∈ A, x ∈ X).

If we regard Hom_k(X, X) as an A-bimodule by (4.3) (a · ξ · b)(x) = aξ(bx) (a, b ∈ A, ξ ∈ Hom_k(X, X), x ∈ X), then ρ_X is a morphism of A-bimodules. It is easy to see that the family ρ = {ρ_X }_{X∈A-mod} of morphisms of A-bimodules makes A the end A = ∫ X∈A-mod Hom_k(X, X) in A-mod-A.

Since the duality functor (−)^∗ : A-mod-A → A-mod-A is an anti-equivalence of k-linear categories, it turns an end into a coend and thus, in particular, we have

A^∗ = ∫_{X∈A-mod} Hom_k(X, X)^∗ with the universal dinatural transformation ρ^∗_X : Hom_k(X, X)^∗ → A^∗, the linear dual of ρ_X . We pick M ∈ A-mod and apply the functor (−) ⊗_A M : A-mod-A → A-mod to the above equation. Since this functor has a right adjoint, it preserves colimits and therefore A^∗ ⊗_A M is the coend

A^∗ ⊗_A M = ∫_{X∈A-mod} Hom_k(X, X)^∗ ⊗_A M in A-mod with the universal dinatural transformation ρ^∗_X ⊗_A id_M . Now we discuss the ‘integrand’ of this formula. We first remark: Lemma 4.1. For X, M ∈ A-mod, there is an isomorphism (4.4) φ_{X,M} : X^∗ ⊗_A M → Hom_A(M, X)^∗, x^∗ ⊗_A m → ( f → ⟨x^∗, f(m)⟩ ) of vector spaces.

Proof. The desired isomorphism is obtained as the dual of the composition (X^∗ ⊗_A M)^∗ = Hom_k(X^∗ ⊗_A M, k) ∼= Hom_A(M, Hom_k(X^∗, k)) ∼= Hom_A(M, X), where the first isomorphism is the tensor-Hom adjunction and the second one is induced by the canonical isomorphism X^{∗∗} ∼= X of left A-modules. □ Lemma 4.2. For X, Y ∈ A-mod, there is an isomorphism (4.5) φ^′_{X,Y} : Y ⊗_k X^∗ → Hom_k(Y, X)^∗, y ⊗_k x^∗ → ( f → ⟨x^∗, f(y)⟩ ) of A-bimodules, where Hom_k(Y, X) is regarded as an A-bimodule by the same way as (4.3).

Proof. The bijectivity of this map follows from the previous lemma applied to A = k. It is straightforward to check that φ^′_{X,Y} is a homomorphism of A-bimodules. □ Thus we have a chain of natural isomorphisms

Hom_A(M, X)^∗ ⊗_k Y^{(4.4)}−−−→ (X^∗ ⊗_A M) ⊗_k Y ∼= −−−→ (Y ⊗_k X^∗) ⊗_A M^{(4.5)}−−−→ Hom_k(Y, X)^∗ ⊗_A M for X, Y, M ∈ A-mod, where the second one just changes the order of tensorands. Now the universal dinatural transformation (4.1) is obtained by composing ρ^∗_X ⊗_A id_M and the above chain of isomorphisms with X = Y . It seems to be difficult to write down the map i_{X,M} explicitly. Instead of doing so, we provide the following useful identity:

Lemma 4.3. For x^∗ ∈ X^∗, x ∈ X and m ∈ M, we have (4.6) i_{X,M} (φ_{X,M} (x^∗ ⊗_A m) ⊗_k x) = ⟨x^∗, ?x⟩ ⊗_A m, where ⟨x^∗, ?x⟩ ∈ A^∗ is the linear map defined by a → ⟨x^∗, ax⟩. Proof. By the definition of i_{X,M} , we have

i_{X,M} (φ_{X,M} (x^∗ ⊗_A m) ⊗_k x) = ρ^∗_X (φ^′_{X,X} (x ⊗_k x^∗)) ⊗_A m = ⟨x^∗, ?x⟩ ⊗_A m. □ 4.2. The canonical Nakayama-twisted trace. Let M be a finite abelian category, and let N := N_M. We point out that there is a canonical N-twisted trace on Proj(M), which is ‘universal’ in a different meaning as the universal vector-valued twisted trace mentioned in Subsection 3.3.

We first recall from Subsection 2.4 that there is a canonical isomorphism (4.7) V ⊗ Hom_M(M, M^′)^{∼=}−−→ Hom_M(M, V ⊗ M^′) (V ∈ Vect, M, M^′ ∈ M) as the functor Hom_M(M, −) is k-linear. Let i_{X,M} : Hom_M(M, X)^∗ ⊗ X → N(M) (M, X ∈ M) be the universal dinatural transformation for the coend N(M). If P is a projective object of M, then the functor Hom_M(P, −) preserves colimits and, in particular, we have

Hom_M(P, N(P )) = ∫_{X∈M} Hom_M(P, Hom_M(P, X)^∗ ⊗ X) with the universal dinatural transformation Hom_M(P, i_{X,P} ). Now we define ~t_• := {~t_P : Hom_M(P, N(P )) → k}_{P ∈Proj(M)}, where ~t_P for P ∈ Proj(M) is the unique k-linear map such that the diagram

(4.8)

Hom_M(P, N(P )) Hom_M(P, Hom_M(P, X)^∗ ⊗ X)

k Hom_M(P, X)^∗ ⊗_k Hom_M(P, X)

~t_P (4.7) Hom_M(P, i_{X,P} ) evaluation

commutes. By the naturality of (4.7) and the dinaturality of the evaluation map, we easily verify that ~t_• is a N-twisted trace on Proj(M).

Definition 4.4. We call ~t_• the canonical Nakayama-twisted trace on Proj(M).

Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra. We consider the case where M = A-mod. Lemma 4.5. For every P ∈ A-proj, we have (4.9) ~t_P = ϵ_P ∘ θ^{−1}_{P,N(P )}, where θ is the natural transformation given by (3.2) and ϵ_P is the k-linear map (4.10) ϵ_P : P^† ⊗_A A^∗ ⊗_A P → k, p^† ⊗_A a^∗ ⊗_A p → ⟨a^∗, p^†(p)⟩.

Proof. For P ∈ A-proj, we define t^′_P to be the right-hand side of (4.9). By the definition (4.8) of the canonical Nakayama-twisted trace, this lemma is proved if we prove the equation (4.11) t^′_P (i_{X,P} ∘ Λ(ξ, f)) = ⟨ξ, f⟩ for all P ∈ A-proj, X ∈ A-mod, ξ ∈ Hom_A(P, X)^∗ and f ∈ Hom_A(P, X), where Λ(ξ, f) : P → Hom_A(P, X)^∗ ⊗_k X, p^′ → ξ ⊗_k f(p^′) (p^′ ∈ P ).

Let φ_{X,M} : X^∗ ⊗_A M → Hom_A(M, X)^∗ be the isomorphism given by (4.4). To prove (4.11), it is enough to consider the case where ξ = φ_{X,P} (x^∗ ⊗_A p) and f = θ_{P,X} (p^† ⊗_A x) for some x ∈ X, x^∗ ∈ X^∗, p ∈ P and p^† ∈ P^†. The right-hand side of (4.11) is then computed as follows: ⟨ξ, f⟩^{(4.4)}= ⟨x^∗, θ_{P,X} (p^† ⊗_A x)(p)⟩^{(3.2)}= ⟨x^∗, p^†(p)x⟩. We fix a pair {p_i, p^i} of dual bases for P . Then the left-hand side of (4.11) is t^′_P (i_{X,P} ∘ Λ(ξ, f))^{(3.3)}= ϵ_P (p^i ⊗_A i_{X,P} (ξ ⊗_k f(p_i)))^{(4.6)}= ϵ_P (p^i ⊗_A ⟨x^∗, ?f(p_i)⟩ ⊗_A p)

(4.10) = ⟨x^∗, p^i(p)f(p_i)⟩^{(3.2)}= ⟨x^∗, p^i(p) · p^†(p_i)x⟩ = ⟨x^∗, p^†(p)x⟩, where the summation over i is understood. Thus (4.11) is verified. The proof is done. □ We fix a finite-dimensional A-bimodule Σ and regard it as a k-linear right exact endofunctor on A-mod as in Subsection 3.3. A bijection between Tr(Σ) and HH_0(Σ)^∗ has been established there. By using the canonical Nakayama-twisted trace, the bijection is expressed as follows:

Lemma 4.6. The Σ-twisted trace t^λ_• associated to λ ∈ HH_0(Σ)^∗ is given by (4.12) t^λ_P (f) = ~t_P ( P^f−−−−→ Σ ⊗_A P^{λ♮ ⊗AidP} −−−−−−−−−→ A^∗ ⊗_A P )

for P ∈ A-proj and f ∈ Hom_A(P, Σ(P )), where λ^♮ : Σ → A^∗ is given by (3.13). Proof. Given a morphism f : P → Σ(P ) in A-mod with P ∈ A-proj, we denote by

t^′_P (f) the right-hand side of (4.12). We take a pair {p_i, p^i} of dual bases for P and

compute

t^′_P (f) = ϵ_P (θ^{−1}_{P,N(P )}((λ^♮ ⊗_A id_P ) ∘ f))^{(3.3)}= ϵ_P (p^i ⊗_A λ^♮(f_Σ(p_i)) ⊗_A f_P (p_i))

(4.10)

= ⟨λ^♮(f_Σ(p_i)), p^i(f_P (p_i))⟩^{(3.13)}= ⟨λ, p^i(f_P (p_i)) · f_Σ(p_i)⟩^{(3.7)}= t^λ_P (f), where f(p) is expressed as f(p) = f_Σ(p)⊗_A f_P (p) as in (3.7). The proof is done. □ We define the linear map λ : A^∗ → k by λ(a^∗) = a^∗(1_A). It is easy to verify that λ is the element of HH_0(A^∗)^∗ such that λ^♮ = id_A∗ . The above lemma shows that the canonical Nakayama-twisted trace for A-mod is the N-twisted trace associated to λ under the bijection given by Theorem 3.7. Since id_A∗ is an isomorphism, we have the following consequence:

Lemma 4.7. The canonical Nakayama-twisted trace is non-degenerate.

Let M be a finite abelian category. The above lemma means that the pairing (4.13) ~β_{M,P} : Hom_M(M, N(P )) × Hom_M(P, M) → k, (f, g) → ~t_P (fg) is non-degenerate for all P ∈ Proj(M) and M ∈ M. For later use, we denote by (4.14) ~α_{M,P} : Hom_M(M, N(P )) → Hom_M(P, M)^∗, f → ~β_{M,P} (f, −) the k-linear map induced by β_{M,P} . By the N-cyclicity of ~t_•, we see that ~α_{M,P} is natural in M and P . Furthermore, ~α_{M,P} is an isomorphism since ~β_{M,P} is nondegenerate.

4.3. Category-theoretical reformulation. Let M be a finite abelian category, and let Σ be a k-linear right exact endofunctor on M. For simplicity, we write P = Proj(M). Given a natural transformation ξ : Σ → N, we define (4.15) t^ξ_P : Hom_M(P, Σ(P )) → k, t^ξ_P (f) := ~t_P (ξ_P ∘ f) for P ∈ P and f ∈ Hom_M(P, Σ(P )). By the fact that ~t_• is an N-twisted trace, one can easily verify that t^ξ_• := {t^ξ_P } is a Σ-twisted trace on P. Thus we have the map (4.16) Φ_1 : Nat(Σ, N) → Tr(Σ), Φ_1(ξ) = t^ξ_•.

If M = A-mod for some finite-dimensional algebra A, then, by the Eilenberg- Watts equivalence, we may assume that the functor Σ is given by tensoring a finite-dimensional A-bimodule. Abusing notation, we denote that bimodule by Σ (thus, as in Subsection 3.3, we have Σ(M) = Σ ⊗_A M). By Lemma 4.6, we see that the composition

(4.17) HH_0(Σ)^{∗ (3.14)}−−−−−→_≈ Hom_{A|A}(Σ, A^∗)^{(2.4)}−−−−→_≈ Nat(Σ, N)^{Φ1}−−−→ Tr(Σ)

agrees with the bijection given in Theorem 3.7.

The map Φ_1 is described without referencing an algebra A such that M ≈ A-mod. Therefore the map Φ_1 is a desired categorical interpretation of the bijection given in Theorem 3.7. We also desire to describe the inverse of Φ_1 in a categorical way. For this purpose, we introduce two functors h^∗, h_Σ : M^{op} × P → Vect by h^∗(M, P ) = Hom_M(P, M)^∗, h_Σ(M, P ) = Hom_M(M, Σ(P )) and define two maps Φ_2 : Tr(Σ) → Nat(h_Σ, h^∗) and Φ_3 : Nat(h_Σ, h^∗) → Nat(Σ, N) as follows:

• Given t_• ∈ Tr(Σ), M ∈ M and P ∈ P, we define α_{M,P} : h_Σ(M, P ) → h^∗(M, P ) by ⟨α_{M,P} (f), g⟩ = t_P (fg) (f ∈ h_Σ(M, P ), g ∈ Hom_M(P, M)). It follows from the Σ-cyclicity of t_• that α = {α_{M,P} }_{M∈M,P ∈P} is a natural transformation from h_Σ to h^∗. We now define Φ_2(t_•) = α.

• Given α ∈ Nat(h_Σ, h^∗), we consider the natural transformation (~α_{M,P} )^{−1} ∘ α_{M,P} : Hom_M(M, Σ(P )) → Hom_M(M, N(P )) for M ∈ M and P ∈ P. By the Yoneda lemma, there is a unique element ξ ∈ Nat(Σ|_P , N|_P ) such that the following equation holds: (~α_{M,P} )^{−1} ∘ α_{M,P} = Hom_M(M, ξ_P ) (M ∈ M, P ∈ P). By Lemma 2.1, ξ : Σ|_P → N|_P extends to a natural transformation from Σ to N, which we denote by the same symbol ξ. We now define Φ_3(α) = ξ.

Now we state the following main theorem of this section:

Theorem 4.8. The maps Φ_1, Φ_2 and Φ_3 are bijections such that Φ_3Φ_2Φ_1 is the identity map. Furthermore, these bijections restrict to bijections between the following three sets:

• The set of non-degenerate Σ-twisted traces on Proj(M). • The set of natural isomorphisms Σ → N. • The set of natural isomorphisms h_Σ → h^∗.

Proof. The bijectivity of Φ_1 has been proved by showing that it reduces the bijection of Theorem 3.7 in the case where M = A-mod for some finite-dimensional algebra A. To see that Φ_3 is bijective, we remark that there are bijections

Nat(h_Σ, h^∗) ∼= Nat(h_Σ, h_N) ∼= Nat(Σ|_P , N|_P ) ∼= Nat(Σ, N)

by the Yoneda lemma and Lemma 2.1. One can check that the map Φ_3 is actually the composition of these bijections and, in particular, is bijective.

Now we show that Φ_1Φ_3Φ_2 is the identity map. Given t_• ∈ Tr(Σ), we set α = Φ_2(t_•), ξ = Φ_3(α) and t^′_• = Φ_1(ξ). By the definition of the map Φ_2, we have ~α_{M,P} (ξ_P ∘ f) = α_{M,P} (f) for all objects M ∈ M and P ∈ P and all morphisms f ∈ Hom_M(M, Σ(P )). Hence we compute

t^′_P (f) = ~t_P (ξ_P ∘ f) = ⟨~α_{P,P} (ξ_P ∘ f), id_P ⟩ = ⟨α_{P,P} (f), id_P ⟩ = t_P (f)

for all morphisms f : P → Σ(P ) in M with P ∈ P. Thus t^′_• = t_•. This means that Φ_1Φ_3Φ_2 is the identity map.

Since we have already proved that Φ_1 and Φ_3 are bijective, we obtain Φ_2 = Φ^{−1}_3 Φ^{−1}_1 . This implies the bijectivity of Φ_2 and that Φ_3Φ_2Φ_1 is the identity map.

For simplicity, we denote by X_1, X_2 and X_3 the set of natural isomorphisms from Σ to N, the set of non-degenerate Σ-twisted traces on P, and the set of natural isomorphisms from h_Σ to h^∗, respectively. To complete the proof, we shall show that Φ_1, Φ_2 and Φ_3 induce bijections between X_1, X_2 and X_3. To achieve this, it suffices to show Φ_1(X_1) ⊂ X_2, Φ_2(X_2) ⊂ X_3 and Φ_3(X_3) ⊂ X_1. The first one follows from the non-degeneracy of the canonical Nakayama-twisted trace, the second from the definition of non-degeneracy, and the third from the Yoneda lemma. The proof is done. □

5. Compatibility with the module structure

5.1. Closing operator and the module-compatibility. Let M be a finite abelian category, and let C be a rigid monoidal category. We say that C acts linearly on M from the right if M is equipped with a structure of a right C-module category such that the functor M → M given by M → M �X is k-linear for all objects X ∈ C. Given finite abelian categories M and N on which C acts linearly, we denote by Rex_C (M, N ) the category of k-linear right exact right C-module functors from M to N .

Now let M be a finite abelian category on which C acts linearly from the right. Then, for every object X ∈ C, the endofunctor (−) � X on M is k-linear and exact. The k-linearity is a part of our assumption. The exactness follows from that (−) � X has a left and a right adjoint. Indeed, as in the case of rigid monoidal categories, there are natural isomorphisms

(−)^♭ : Hom_M(M � X, M^′) → Hom_M(M, M^′ � X^∗),

(5.1)

(−)^♯ : Hom_M(M, M^′ � X) → Hom_M(M �^∗X, M^′)

(5.2)

for M, M^′ ∈ M and X ∈ C defined by

f^♭ = (f � id_X ∗ ) ∘ (id_M � coev_X ), g^♯ = (id_M ′ � ev∗_X ) ∘ (g � id∗_X ).

We are interested in when the twisted trace is ‘compatible’ with the right action of C on M. To give a rigorous formulation of the compatibility, we use the linear map

cl_{M,N|X} : Hom_M(M � X, N � X^{∗∗}) → Hom_M(M, N) (M, N ∈ M, X ∈ C),

       cl_{M,N|X} (f) = (id_N � ev_X ∗ ) ∘ (f � id_X ∗ ) ∘ (id_M � coev_X ).

The linear map cl_{M,N|X} is called the partial trace in literature (at least when M = C and C is pivotal), however, we call it the closing operator to prevent the proliferation of trace-like terms. This terminology is justified by the following graphical expression of the closing operator:

cl_{M,N|X} f MX N X^{∗∗} = fM NX ∗ (f ∈ Hom_M(M � X, N � X^{∗∗})).

We denote by M_D the category M equipped with the right C-action twisted by the double left dual functor D(X) = X^{∗∗} (X ∈ C). Let Σ ∈ Rex(M, M_D). In other words, Σ is a k-linear right exact endofunctor on M equipped with a natural isomorphism

Ψ^Σ_{M,X} : Σ(M) � X^{∗∗} → Σ(M � X) (M ∈ M, X ∈ C)

such that the equations Ψ^Σ_{M,1} = id_{Σ(M)} and Ψ^Σ_{M,X⊗Y} = Ψ^Σ_{M�X,Y} ∘ (Ψ^Σ_{M,X} � id_Y ∗∗ ) hold for all objects M ∈ M and X, Y ∈ C. Now we clarify what ‘compatible’ means:

Definition 5.1. A Σ-twisted trace t_• on Proj(M) is said to be compatible with the right C-module structure (or module-compatible for short) if the equation

(5.3) t_P (cl_{P,Σ(P )|X} (f)) = t_{P �X} (Ψ^Σ_{P,X} ∘ f)

holds for all P ∈ Proj(M), X ∈ C and f ∈ Hom_M(P � X, Σ(P ) � X^{∗∗}).

Graphically, equation (5.3) is expressed as follows:

t_P f P Σ(P ) = t_{P �X} Ψ^Σ_{P,X} ∘ f PX Σ(P � X)

If P ∈ Proj(M) and X ∈ C, then the functor Hom_M(P � X, −) is exact since there is a natural isomorphism Hom_M(P �X, M) ∼= Hom_M(P, M �X^∗) for M ∈ M.

Thus P � X ∈ Proj(M). Thanks to this, the symbol t_{P �X} in equation (5.3) makes sense.

Remark 5.2. A pivotal structure of C is an isomorphism p : id_C → D of monoidal functors. We suppose that a pivotal structure p of C is given. Then an object Σ ∈ Rex_C (M, M_D) is made into a right C-module endofunctor on M by replacing its structure morphism Ψ^Σ with

Σ(M) � X^{idΣ(M ) �pX} −−−−−−−−→ Σ(M) � X^{∗∗ Ψ} Σ M,X −−−−−→ Σ(M � X), and, in this way, one can identify Rex_C (M, M_D) with Rex_C (M, M).

Now let Σ be an object of the category Rex_C (M, M_D) ∼= Rex_C (M, M). If Proj(M) is closed under the functor Σ, then our notion of a module-compatible Σtwisted trace on Proj(M) is precisely a right module trace on (Proj(M), Σ) in the sense of [11]. Note, in general, an object of Rex_C (M, M) does not have a structure of a D-twisted module functor in absence of a pivotal structure of C.

If M = C and Σ = id_C , then our notion further specializes to modified traces as mentioned in Introduction. Applications of results of this section to modified traces will be given in the next section.

5.2. The twisted module structure of the Nakayama functor. Let M and C be as in the previous subsection, and let Σ ∈ Rex_C (M, M_D). Then there is the bijection between Tr(Σ) and Nat(Σ, N) established in the previous section. We recall that the Nakayama functor N := N_M belongs to Rex_C (M, M_D) [12, Theorem 4.4]. The goal of this section is to prove that the set of module-compatible Σ-twisted traces on Proj(M) is in bijection with the set of morphisms of right C-module functors from Σ to N (Theorem 5.8).

As a preparation, we recall from [12] how the structure morphism

(5.4) Ψ^N_{M,X} : N_M(M) � X^{∗∗} → N_M(M � X) (M ∈ M, X ∈ C)

of the Nakayama functor is given. The following formula for coends is useful:

Lemma 5.3 ([4, Lemma 3.9]). Let A, B and V be categories, let F : A → B be a functor admitting a right adjoint G, and let H : B^{op} × A → V be a functor. If either of coends

C_1 = ∫_{X∈A} H(F (X), X) or C_2 = ∫_{Y ∈B} H(Y, G(Y )) exists, then both exist and they are canonically isomorphic.

For reader’s convenience, we include how the isomorphism C_1 ∼= C_2 is constructed. Let i and j be the universal dinatural transformation for the coend C_1 and C_2, respectively. We define ϕ : C_1 → C_2 and ϕ : C_2 → C_1 to be the unique morphisms in V such that the equations

ϕ ∘ i_X = j_{F (X)} ∘ H(F (X), η_X ) and ϕ ∘ j_X = i_{G(X)} ∘ H(ε_Y , G(Y ))

hold for all objects X ∈ A and Y ∈ B, where η and ε are the unit and the counit for the adjunction F ⊣ G, respectively. Then ϕ and ϕ are mutually inverse to each other.

Given a functor F , we denote its right adjoint by F^{r.a.} (if it exists). Let F : M → M be a k-linear right exact functor such that F^{r.a.} is right exact and the double right adjoint F^{r.r.a.} := (F^{r.a.})^{r.a.} is again right exact. We then have natural isomorphisms

F^{r.r.a.}N(M) ∼= ∫_{X∈M} F^{r.r.a.}(Hom_M(M, X)^∗ ⊗ X)

(5.5) ∼= ∫^{X∈M} Hom_M(M, X)∗ ⊗ F r.r.a.(X) (5.6) ∼= ∫^{X∈M} Hom_M(M, F r.a.(X))∗ ⊗ X (5.7) ∼= ∫^{X∈M} Hom_M(F (M), X)∗ ⊗ X = NF (M) (5.8)

for M ∈ M, where the first isomorphism is due to the assumption that F^{r.r.a.} is right exact, the second to the Vect-module structure of the k-linear functor F^{r.r.a.}, the third to Lemma 5.3 and the last to the adjunction F ⊣ F^{r.a.}. In summary, we have an isomorphism

(5.9) F^{r.r.a.} ∘ N ∼= N ∘ F,

as stated in [12, Theorem 3.18]. If F = (−)�V for some V ∈ C, then we have F^{r.a.} = (−) � V^∗ and F^{r.r.a.} = (−) � V^{∗∗} in view of (5.1). Thus a natural isomorphism

(5.10) N(M) � V^{∗∗} = F^{r.r.a.}(N(M))^{(5.9)}−−−−→ N(F (M)) = N(M � V ) (M ∈ M)

is induced. This makes N : M → M_D a right C-module functor.

For later use, we remark the following relation between the right C-module structure of N and the closing operator.

Lemma 5.4. For M, X ∈ M and V ∈ C, the following diagram commutes:

N(M) � V^{∗∗} (Hom_M(M, X)^∗ ⊗ X) � V^{∗∗}

Hom_M(M, X)^∗ ⊗ (X � V^{∗∗})

N(M � V ) Hom_M(M � V, X � V^{∗∗})^∗ ⊗ (X � V^{∗∗})

Ψ^N_{M,V} (2.6) with F = (−) � V^{∗∗} i_{X,M} �id_V ∗∗ (cl_{M,X|V} )^∗⊗id_{X�V} ∗∗ i_{X�V} ∗∗_{,M �V}

Proof. We fix M, X ∈ M and V ∈ C and introduce the k-linear map

c : Hom_M(M, X � V^{∗∗} � V^∗) → Hom_M(M, X), f → (id_X � ev_V ∗ ) ∘ f.

By the definition (5.5)–(5.10) of the right C-module structure of the Nakayama functor, the following diagram is commutative:

N(M) � V^{∗∗} (Hom_M(M, X)^∗ ⊗ X) � V^{∗∗}

Hom_M(M, X)^∗ ⊗ (X � V^{∗∗})

Hom_M(M, X � V^{∗∗} � V^∗)^∗ ⊗ (X � V^{∗∗})

N(M � V ) Hom_M(M � V, X � V^{∗∗})^∗ ⊗ (X � V^{∗∗}) Ψ^N_{M,V} (2.6) with F = (−) � V^{∗∗} i_{X,M} �id_V ∗∗ c^∗⊗id_{X�V} ∗∗ (5.1)^∗⊗id_{X�V} ∗∗ i_{X�V} ∗∗_{,M �V}

One can verify that the composition

Hom_M(M � V, X � V^{∗∗})^{(5.1)}−−−−→ Hom_M(M, X � V^{∗∗} � V^∗)^c−−→ Hom_M(M, X)

is equal to cl_{M,X|V} . The proof is done. □

5.3. Module-compatibility of the canonical Nakayama-twisted trace. As we have recalled, the Nakayama functor N = N_M belongs to the category Rex_C (M, M_D). The canonical N-twisted trace ~t_•, introduced in Subsection 4.2, has the following important property:

Lemma 5.5. ~t_• is module-compatible.

Proof. We write the Hom functor of M as [ , ] to save spaces in the proof of this lemma. Let P ∈ Proj(M) and V ∈ C. Since P � V is projective, we have

[P � V, N(P ) � V^{∗∗}] = ∫_{X∈M} [P � V, ([X, P ]^∗ ⊗ X) � V^{∗∗}]

with the universal dinatural transformation j_X := [P � V, i_{X,P} � id_V ∗∗ ]. Thus, to prove this lemma, it suffices to show that the equation

(5.11) ~t_{P �V} ∘ [P � V, Ψ^N_{P,V} ] ∘ j_X = ~t_P ∘ cl_{P,N(P )|V} ∘ j_X

holds for all objects X ∈ M.

We first verify that the diagram given as Figure 1 is commutative. To see the commutativity of the cell labeled (C1), we define three k-linear functors E : M → Vect, F : M → M and G : M → Vect by E(M) = [P � V, M], F (M) = M � V^{∗∗}, G(M) = [P, M] for M ∈ M, respectively. Every k-linear functor between finite abelian categories has a canonical structure of a Vect-module functor. Lemma 2.2 implies that the natural transformation cl_{P,M|V} : EF (M) → G(M) (M ∈ M) gives rise to a morphism of Vect-module functors. Namely, the diagram EF (W ⊗ M) E(W ⊗ F (M)) W ⊗ EF (M)

G(W ⊗ M) W ⊗ G(M)

cl_{P,W ⊗X|V}

(2.6)(4.7)id^W ⊗cl^{P,X|V}

(4.7)

commutes for all M ∈ M and W ∈ Vect. Letting W = [P, X]^∗ and M = X, we find that the cell (C1) is commutative. The cells (C2), (C3) and (C4) are also commutative by the naturality of (4.7), the definition of the dual map, and the commutative diagram (4.8) defining ~t, respectively. Thus the diagram of Figure 1 is commutative.

By Lemma 5.4, the left row of the diagram is equal to the map

[P � V, Ψ^N_{P,V} (i_{X,P} � id_V ∗∗ )] : [P � V, ([P, X]^∗ ⊗ X) � V^{∗∗}] → [P � V, N(P � V )].

By (4.8), the right row is equal to ~t_P ∘ [P, i_{X,P} ] : [P, [P, X]^∗ ⊗ X] → k. Hence, by the commutativity of the diagram, we have

~t_{P �V} ∘ [P � V, Ψ^N_{P,V} (i_{X,P} � id_V ∗∗ )] = ~t_P ∘ [P, i_{X,P} ] ∘ cl_{P,[P,X]}∗_{⊗X|V} .

The left-hand side of this equation is equal to that of (5.11). The right-hand side is equal to that of (5.11) by the naturality of cl_{P,−|V} . The proof is done. □

24 T. SHIBATA AND K. SHIMIZU

[P � V, ([P, X]^∗ ⊗ X) � V^{∗∗}] [P, [P, X]^∗ ⊗ X]

[P � V, [P, X]^∗ ⊗ (X � V^{∗∗})] [P, X]^∗ ⊗_k [P � V, X � V^{∗∗}] [P, X]^∗ ⊗_k [P, X]

[P � V, [P � V, X � V^{∗∗}]^∗ ⊗ (X � V^{∗∗})] [P � V, X � V^{∗∗}]^∗ ⊗_k [P � V, X � V^{∗∗}]k

[P � V, N(P � V )] k

(2.6) with F = (−) � V^{∗∗}

cl_{P,[P,X]}∗_{⊗X|V}

(C1) (4.7)

(4.7) [P �V,(cl_{P,X|V} )^∗⊗(X�V^{∗∗})] (C2)(cl_{P,X|V} )^∗⊗id id⊗cl_{P,X|V} (C3)ev_{[P,X]}

(4.7) [P �V,i_{X�V} ∗∗_{,P �V} ] ev_{[P �V,X�V} ∗∗_] ~t_{P �V}(C4)

Figure 1. Proof of Lemma 5.5

5.4. Module-compatibility of twisted traces (the general case). Let Σ be an object of the category Rex_C (M, M_D). We note that the Nakayama functor N := N_M also belongs to this category.

Definition 5.6. A natural transformation ξ : Σ → N is said to be compatible with the right C-module structure (or module-compatible for short) if it is a morphism in the category Rex_C (M, M_D).

We define k-linear functors h^∗, h_Σ : M^{op}×Proj(M) → Vect as in Subsection 4.3. Definition 5.7. A natural transformation α : h_Σ → h^∗ is said to be compatible with the right C-module structure (or module-compatible for short) if, for all objects M ∈ M, P ∈ Proj(M) and X ∈ C, the following diagram commutes:

Hom_M(M � X^∗, Σ(P )) Hom_M(P, M � X^∗)^∗

Hom_M(M, Σ(P ) � X^{∗∗})

Hom_M(M, Σ(P � X)) Hom_M(P � X, M)^∗ (5.1)α_{M �X∗,P} (5.1)^∗

Hom_M(M,Ψ^Σ_{P,X} ) α_{M,P �X}

The commutativity of the above diagram is equivalent to that the equation (5.12) ⟨α_{M,P �X} (Ψ^Σ_{P,X} ∘ f^♭), g⟩ = ⟨α_{M�X} ∗_{,P} (f), g^♭⟩ holds for all f ∈ Hom_M(M � X^∗, Σ(P )) and g ∈ Hom_M(P � X, M).

Now the main result of this section is stated as follows: Theorem 5.8. The three bijections

Nat(Σ, N)^{Φ1}−−−−−→ Tr(Σ)^{Φ2}−−−−−→ Nat(h_Σ, h^∗)^{Φ3}−−−−−→ Nat(Σ, N) introduced in Subsection 4.3 restrict to bijections between the following three sets:

• The set of module-compatible Σ-twisted traces on Proj(M). • The set of module-compatible natural transformations Σ → N.

• The set of module-compatible natural transformations h_Σ → h^∗.

Proof. For simplicity, we denote by Y_i (i = 1, 2, 3) the set of module-compatible elements belonging to the source of the map Φ_i. To prove this theorem, it suffices to show Φ_i(Y_i) ⊂ Y_{i+1} for each i = 1, 2, 3, where Y_4 = Y_1.

(1) Φ_1(Y_1) ⊂ Y_2. Let ξ : Σ → N be a natural transformation, and let t^ξ_• be the Σ-twisted trace corresponding to ξ. Suppose that ξ is module-compatible. Then, for all objects P ∈ Proj(M) and X ∈ C and all morphisms f : P �X → Σ(P )�X^{∗∗} in M, we have

t^ξ_{P �X} (Ψ^Σ_{P,X} ∘ f)^{(4.15)}= ~t_{P �X} (ξ_{P �X} ∘ Ψ^Σ_{P,X} ∘ f) = ~t_{P �X} (Ψ^N_{P,X} ∘ (ξ_P � id_X ∗∗ ) ∘ f)

= ~t_P (cl_{P,N(P )|X} ((ξ_P � id_X ∗∗ ) ∘ f)) = ~t_P (ξ_P ∘ cl_{P,Σ(P )|X} (f))^{(4.15)}= t^ξ_P (cl_{P,Σ(P )|X} (f)).

Here, the second equality follows from the module-compatibility of ξ, the third from Lemma 5.5, and the fourth from the naturality of the closing operator. Hence Φ_1(Y_1) ⊂ Y_2 is proved.

(2) Φ_2(Y_2) ⊂ Y_3. Let t_• ∈ Tr(Σ) be a module-compatible Σ-twisted trace on Proj(M), and set α = Φ_2(t_•). We fix objects M ∈ M, P ∈ Proj(M) and X ∈ C. For all morphisms f : M � X^∗ → Σ(P ) and g : P � X → M in M, we have

(5.13) cl_{P,Σ(P )|X} (f^♭ ∘ g) = fΣ(P )gM PX^∗f^♭ = fΣ(P ) gMP = f ∘ g^♭.

Now the equation (5.12) is verified as follows:

⟨α_{M,P �X} (Ψ^Σ_{P,X} ∘ f^♭), g⟩ = t_{P �X} (Ψ^Σ_{P,X} ∘ f^♭ ∘ g)

(5.3)

= t_P (cl_{P,Σ(P )|X} (f^♭ ∘ g))^{(5.13)}= t_P (f ∘ g^♭) = ⟨α_{M�X} ∗_{,P} (f), g^♭⟩.

Hence Φ_2(Y_2) ⊂ Y_3 is proved.

(3) Φ_3(Y_3) ⊂ Y_1. Let α : h_Σ → h^∗ be a module-compatible natural transformation, and let ξ = Φ_3(α) be the corresponding natural transformation. For all objects M ∈ M, P ∈ Proj(M) and X ∈ C, there is the commutative diagram given as Figure 2. By the definition of ξ and the naturality of (5.1), the composition along the left column is

Hom_M(M, Σ(P ) � X^{∗∗}) → Hom_M(M, N(P ) � X^{∗∗}), f → (ξ_P � id_X ∗∗ ) ∘ f.

By chasing the identity map id_M ∈ Hom_M(M, Σ(P ) � X^{∗∗}) with M = Σ(P ) � X^{∗∗} around the above diagram, we see that the equation

(5.14) ξ_{P �X} ∘ Ψ^Σ_{P,X} = Ψ^N_{P,X} ∘ (ξ_P � id_X ∗∗ )

holds for all P ∈ Proj(M) and X ∈ C.

26 T. SHIBATA AND K. SHIMIZU

Hom_M(M, Σ(P ) � X^{∗∗}) Hom_M(M, Σ(P � X))

Hom_M(M � X^∗, Σ(P ))

Hom_M(P, M � X^∗)^∗ Hom_M(P � X, M)^∗

Hom_M(M � X^∗, N(P ))

Hom_M(M, N(P ) � X^{∗∗}) Hom_M(M, N(P � X))

(module-compatibility of α) Hom_M(M,Ψ^Σ_{P,X} ) (5.1) α^{M,P �X} α_{M �X}∗_{,P} (5.1)^∗

(module-compatibility of ~α) (~α_{M �X}∗_{,P} )^{−1} (5.1)HomM(P,Ψ^NP,X ) (~α_{M,P �X} )^{−1}

Figure 2. Proof of Φ_3(Y_3) ⊂ Y_1

To show that ξ is module-compatible, we shall show that the equation (5.14) holds for all objects P ∈ M and X ∈ C. We fix an object X ∈ C and introduce two k-linear functors F, G : M → M, F (M) = Σ(M) � X^{∗∗}, G(M) = N(M � X) (M ∈ M). There is a natural transformation

z_M : F (M) → G(M), z_M = ξ_{M�X} ∘ Ψ^Σ_{M,X} − Ψ^N_{M,X} ∘ (ξ_M � id_X ∗∗ ).

Equation (5.14) implies that the natural transformation z|_{Proj(M)} : F |_{Proj(M)} → G|_{Proj(M)} is zero. Since Σ and N are right exact, so are F and G. Thus, by Lemma 2.1, z = 0. This means that (5.14) holds for all P ∈ M and X ∈ C. The proof is done. □

Remark 5.9 (compatibility with left module structures). Let M be a finite abelian category, and let C be a rigid monoidal category acting linearly on M from the left (that is, M is equipped with structure of a left C-module category and the functor X � id_M is k-linear for all objects X ∈ C). This assumption is equivalent to that C^{rev} acts linearly on M from the right. Thus, by applying our results, we can know when twisted traces are compatible with the left C-module structure.

A technical remark is that the double left dual functor of C^{rev} is the double right dual functor D =^{∗∗}(−) of C. Thus, in our framework, D-twisted left C-module functors are considered. They are functors Σ equipped with structure morphism of the form^{∗∗}X � Σ(M) → Σ(X � M).

6. Applications to finite tensor categories

6.1. Twisted traces for finite module categories. In this section, we assume that the base field k is algebraically closed (since we will use results of [10], where the base field is assumed to be algebraically closed). A finite tensor category [10, 8] is a finite abelian category C equipped with a structure of a rigid monoidal category such that the tensor product C × C → C is k-bilinear and the unit object 1 ∈ C is a simple object. We give some applications of our results to finite tensor categories.

Let C be a finite tensor category. An exact right C-module category [10, 8] is a finite abelian category M equipped with a structure of a right C-module category such that the action � : M × C → M is k-bilinear and M � P is projective for all M ∈ M and P ∈ Proj(C). An easy, but important observation is:

Lemma 6.1. Let C be a finite tensor category, and let M be an indecomposable exact right C-module category. Then the Nakayama functor is a simple object in the finite abelian category Rex_C (M, M_D).

Proof. Since M is assumed be exact, any projective object of M is injective and vice versa [10], and therefore the Nakayama functor N_M is an equivalence [12, Proposition 3.24]. Hence the functor

Rex_C (M, M) → Rex_C (M, M_D), F → N_M ∘ F

is an equivalence. The category E := Rex_C (M, M) is known as the dual of C with respect to M [8]. By the exactness and the indecomposability of M, E is in fact a finite tensor category. The unit object of E, namely id_M, is a simple object of E. Thus so is the corresponding object N_M. □

As an application of our results, we prove:

Theorem 6.2. Let C be a finite tensor category, let M be an indecomposable exact right C-module category, and let Σ : M → M_D be a k-linear right exact right Cmodule functor. Then there exists a non-degenerate module-compatible Σ-twisted trace on Proj(M) if and only if Σ ∼= N_M as right C-module functors. If this is the case, a non-zero module-compatible Σ-twisted trace on Proj(M) is unique up to scalar multiple and every such trace is non-degenerate.

Proof. The claim about the existence follows immediately from Theorems 3.7 and 5.8. Now we suppose that there is an isomorphism ξ : Σ → N_M of right C-module functors. Then we have Hom_E (Σ, N_M) ∼= Hom_E (N_M, N_M) ∼= k, where E := Rex_C (M, M_D) and the second isomorphism follows from Schur’s lemma. This implies that every non-zero module-compatible Σ-twisted trace on Proj(M) is a scalar multiple of the Σ-twisted trace associated to the isomorphism ξ. The proof is done. □

Now we consider the case where M = C.

Definition 6.3. For a finite tensor category C, we set α_C := N_C (1). We say that C is unimodular if the object α_C is isomorphic to the unit object.

The distinguished invertible object of C is introduced in [9] as an analogue of the modular function on a finite-dimensional Hopf algebra (also called the distinguished grouplike element). By the discussion of [12, Subsection 4.3], the object α_C is isomorphic to the dual of the distinguished invertible object of [9]. Thus the above definition of unimodularity agrees with that of [9].

Theorem 6.4. We fix an object σ ∈ C, define Σ : C → C by Σ(X) = σ ⊗ X^{∗∗} for X ∈ C, and make Σ an object of the category Rex_C (C, C_D) in an obvious way. Then the space of module-compatible Σ-twisted traces on Proj(C) can be identified with the space Hom_C (σ, α_C ). Furthermore, a module-compatible Σ-twisted traces on Proj(C) is non-degenerate if and only if the corresponding morphism σ → α_C in C is an isomorphism.

Proof. We write E := Rex_C (C, C_D) for simplicity. By Theorem 5.8, the space of module-compatible Σ-twisted traces on Proj(C) is identified with the space Hom_E (Σ, N_C ). Since the functor E → C defined by F → F (1) is an equivalence, the space is isomorphic to Hom_C (σ, α_C ). Since an element of Hom_E (Σ, N_C ) is invertible if and only if the corresponding element of Hom_C (σ, α_C ) is invertible, the proof is now completed by Theorem 5.8. □

Corollary 6.5 below is just the case where σ = α_C in the above theorem. We note that α_C is isomorphic to the dual of the socle of the projective cover of 1 [9, Theorem 6.1]. The following corollary is closely related to [13, Corollary 5.6].

Corollary 6.5. We define Σ : C → C by Σ(X) = α_C ⊗ X^{∗∗} for X ∈ C and make Σ an object of the category Rex_C (C, C_D) in an obvious way. Then a non-zero modulecompatible Σ-twisted trace on Proj(C) exists and is unique up to scalar multiple. Furthermore, every such trace is non-degenerate.

The following corollary is also interesting:

Corollary 6.6. For a finite tensor category C, there is a natural isomorphism

Hom_C (P, M)^∗ ∼= Hom_C (M, α_C ⊗ P^{∗∗}) (M ∈ C, P ∈ Proj(C)).

6.2. Pivotal case. Let C be a pivotal finite tensor category with pivotal structure p. As before, we denote by D the double left dual functor. The double right dual functor will be denoted by D. The identity functor on C is made into a D-twisted right C-module functor, as well as a D-twisted left C-module functor, through the pivotal structure p (see Remarks 5.2 and 5.9).

Definition 6.7. A left (resp. right) modified trace on Proj(C) is an id_C -twisted trace on Proj(C) compatible with the left (resp. right) C-module structure. We denote by T^{(ℓ)}_C and T^{(r)}_C the spaces of left and right modified traces on Proj(C), respectively.

The above definition agrees with those considered in [18, 14, 15, 2]. Now we give some applications of our results to modified traces. We first establish the following criterion for the existence of non-zero modified traces:

Theorem 6.8. For a pivotal finite tensor category C, the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) C is unimodular, that is, there is an isomorphism α_C ∼= 1 in C. (2) There is a non-zero right modified trace on Proj(C). (3) There is a non-zero left modified trace on Proj(C).

If these equivalent conditions are satisfied, then we have dim_k T^{(r)}_C = dim_k T^{(ℓ)}_C = 1 and every non-zero left or right modified trace on Proj(C) is non-degenerate.

This theorem has been proved in [13, Corollary 5.6] except the implications (2) ⇒ (1) and (3) ⇒ (1). We give a proof of the whole part of this theorem based on our approach, which is different to [13].

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2). Suppose that C is unimodular. We fix an isomorphism f : 1 → α_C in C and then define the natural isomorphism ξ by

(6.1) ξ_X = ( X^{f ⊗pX} −−−−−−−→ α_C ⊗ X^{∗∗ Ψ} N 1,X −−−−−−−→ N_C (X) ) for X ∈ C. It is easy to see that ξ = {ξ_X } is in fact an isomorphism of D-twisted right C-module functors. Thus, by Theorem 6.2, there is a non-zero right modified trace on Proj(C). The uniqueness (up to scalar) and non-degeneracy of non-zero right modified trace on Proj(C) also follow from that theorem.

(2) ⇒ (1). Suppose that there is a non-zero right modified trace on Proj(C). Then, again by Theorem 6.2, the right D-twisted C-module functor id_C is isomorphic to N_C . In particular, we have α_C = N_C (1) ∼= id_C (1) = 1 and thus C is unimodular.

(1) ⇔ (3). Apply the proof of (1) ⇔ (2) to C^{rev}. □

6.3. Existence of two-sided modified traces. Let C be a pivotal finite tensor category. A two-sided modified trace on Proj(C) is an element of T^{(ℓr)}_C := T^{(ℓ)}_C ∩T^{(r)}_C . Theorem 6.8 implies that a non-zero two-side modified trace on Proj(C) exists only if C is unimodular. The converse does not hold in general. For the existence of such a trace, we shall impose an extra condition for the pivotal structure.

Definition 6.9. Let C be a finite tensor category. We denote by

Φ^N_{X,Y} :^{∗∗}X ⊗ N(Y ) → N(X ⊗ Y ) and Ψ^N_{X,Y} : N(X) ⊗ Y^{∗∗} → N(X ⊗ Y )

the left and the right twisted module structures of the Nakayama functor N = N_C , respectively. The Radford isomorphism (cf. [9] and [12, Corollary 4.12]) for C is defined to be the composition

g_X := (_{∗∗} X ⊗ α_C^Φ N X,1 −−−−−−−→ N(X)^{(Ψ} N 1,X )^{−1} −−−−−−−−−−→ α_C ⊗ X^{∗∗} )

for X ∈ C. Now we suppose that C is a pivotal finite tensor category with pivotal structure p. We say that C is spherical [7, Definition 3.5.2] if C is unimodular and the diagram

(6.2)

∗∗X ⊗ 1 X 1 ⊗ X^{∗∗}

∗∗X ⊗ α_C α_C ⊗ X^{∗∗} id∗∗_X ⊗f p ∗∗_Xp_Xf ⊗id^{X∗∗} g_X

commutes for all objects X ∈ C, where f : 1 → α_C is an arbitrary isomorphism in C (since 1 ∈ C is a simple object, such an isomorphism f is unique up to scalar and therefore this definition does not depend on the choice of f).

Remark 6.10. Let C be a finite tensor category, and set D = α^∗_C (this is the distinguished invertible object of [9]). The left exact Nakayama functor of C is defined by N^ℓ_C : C → C, V → ∫ X∈C Hom_C (X, V ) ⊗ X (V ∈ C)

[12, Definition 3.14]. A relationship between N^ℓ_C and a result of [9] has been pointed out in [30]. Noting that N^ℓ_C is the inverse of the (right exact) Nakayama functor N_C used in this paper, we see from [30, Remark 4.11] that the natural isomorphism X^{∗∗ coevD ⊗idX∗∗} −−−−−−−−−−→ D ⊗ D^∗ ⊗ X^{∗∗ idD ⊗g} −1 X −−−−−−−→ D ⊗^{∗∗}X ⊗ D^∗ (X ∈ C) coincides with that given in [9, Theorem 3.3].

Now we prove the following criterion for the existence of two-sided modified traces:

Corollary 6.11. Let C be a pivotal finite tensor category. Then there exists a non-zero two-sided modified trace on Proj(C) if and only if C is spherical. If this is the case, a non-zero two-sided modified trace on Proj(C) is unique up to scalar multiple and every such trace is non-degenerate.

If C = H-mod for some finite-dimensional Hopf algebra H, then the Radford isomorphism corresponds to the distinguished grouplike element of H. Thus, in the case where H is pivotal, H-mod is spherical if and only if H is unimodular and unibalanced in the sense of [2]. This corollary can be thought of a generalization of [2, Theorem 1] to the setting of finite tensor categories.

Proof. We make Σ := id_C a C-bimodule functor from C to_DC_D by the structure morphisms

Φ^Σ_{X,Y} :^{∗∗}X ⊗ Σ(Y )^{p∗∗X ⊗idY} −−−−−−−−→ Σ(X ⊗ Y ), Ψ^Σ_{X,Y} : Σ(X) ⊗ Y^{∗∗ idX ⊗p} −1 Y −−−−−−−→ Σ(X ⊗ Y ). We also define N(X) = α_C ⊗ X^{∗∗} for X ∈ C. There is an isomorphism

N(X) = N_C (1) ⊗ X^{∗∗ Ψ} N 1,X −−−−−−−→ N_C (X) (X ∈ C) of right C-module functors from C to C_D. We make N a C-bimodule functor from C to_DC_D in such a way that the above isomorphism N ∼= N_C is in fact an isomorphism of C-bimodule functors. By the definition of the Radford isomorphism, we see that the resulting structure morphism of N as a twisted left C-module functor is given by Φ^N_{X,Y} :^{∗∗}X ⊗ N(Y )^{gX ⊗idY ∗∗} −−−−−−−−−−→ N(X ⊗ Y ) for X, Y ∈ C. We first prove the ‘if’ part. Suppose that C is spherical. Then, by the definition of the sphericity, there is an isomorphism f : 1 → α_C in C. For X ∈ C, we set ξ_X := f ⊗ p_X . Then ξ = {ξ_X } is an isomorphism of right C-module functors from Σ to N. By the sphericity, we have

ξ_{X⊗Y} ∘ Φ^Σ_{X,Y} = (f ⊗ p_{X⊗Y} ) ∘ (p∗∗_X ⊗ id_Y ) = (f ⊗ p_X ⊗ p_Y ) ∘ (p∗∗_X ⊗ id_Y )

(6.2)

= g_X ⊗ f ⊗ p_Y = Φ^N_{X,Y} ∘ (id∗∗_X ⊗ ξ_Y )

for all X, Y ∈ C. Thus ξ : Σ → N is also an isomorphism of left C-module functors. Hence the Σ-twisted trace t^ξ_• associated to ξ is a non-degenerate two-sided modified trace on Proj(C). By Theorem 6.8, every non-zero two-sided modified trace on Proj(C) is a scalar multiple of t^ξ_• and thus non-degenerate.

We prove the converse. Suppose that there is a non-zero two-sided modified trace

t_• on Proj(C). Then t_• is non-degenerate by Theorem 6.8 and therefore there is

an isomorphism ξ : Σ → N of C-bimodule functors. Since, in particular, ξ is an isomorphism of right C-module functors, f := ξ_1 is an isomorphism in C and the equation ξ_X = f ⊗ p_X holds for all objects X ∈ C. Now the sphericity follows from that C is a morphism of left C-module functors. The proof is done. □

6.4. Ribbon finite tensor categories. We give some applications of our results to ribbon finite tensor categories. Let B be a braided rigid monoidal category with braiding σ. The Drinfeld isomorphism (cf. [9, Section 5]) of B is the natural transformation u : id_B → D defined by u_X = (ev_X ⊗ id_X ∗∗ ) ∘ (σ_{X,X} ∗ ⊗ id_X ∗∗ ) ∘ (id_X ⊗ coev_X ∗ )

for X ∈ B. The map p → u^{−1} ∘ p gives a bijection between the set of pivotal structures of B and the set of natural isomorphisms θ : id_B → id_B satisfying (6.3) θ_{X⊗Y} = σ_{Y,X} σ_{X,Y} (θ_X ⊗ θ_Y ) (X, Y ∈ B). A ribbon category [22] is a braided rigid monoidal category B equipped with a twist, that is, a natural isomorphism θ : id_B → id_B satisfying (6.3) and (6.4) (θ_X )^∗ = θ_X ∗ (X ∈ B).

Equivalently, a ribbon category is a braided pivotal monoidal category with pivotal structure p such that the natural isomorphism θ := u^{−1} ∘ p satisfies (6.4). Such a pivotal structure is called a ribbon pivotal structure in [30].

We are interested in when a ribbon finite tensor category admits a non-degenerate two-sided modified trace. Suppose that B is a braided pivotal unimodular finite tensor category. By [30, Lemma 5.9], B is a ribbon finite tensor category if and only if B is spherical. This fact and the previous corollary yield the following consequence:

Corollary 6.12. Let C be a ribbon finite tensor category. Then there exists a non-degenerate two-sided modified trace on Proj(C) if and only if C is unimodular.

Remark 6.13. To prove the above corollary, we have used the fact that a unimodular ribbon finite tensor category is spherical [30, Lemma 5.9]. One can give an alternative proof of this fact from the viewpoint of modified trace theory as follows: Let C be a unimodular ribbon finite tensor category. Then a non-degenerate right modified trace t_• on Proj(C) exists by Theorem 6.8. One can prove that t_• is two-sided by the graphical technique in ribbon categories as demonstrated in [14, Theorem 3.3.1] (note, however, the definition of an ambidextrous trace [14, Definition 3.2.3] is slightly different from that of our two-sided modified trace). Thus, by Corollary 6.11, C is spherical.

A modular tensor category [24, 31] is a ribbon finite tensor category that is factorisable in the sense of [8, Definition 8.6.2]. Gainutdinov and Runkel proved that a modular tensor category admits a non-degenerate two-sided modified trace under a technical assumption called Condition P [19, Corollary 4.7]. Slightly generalizing their result, we have:

Corollary 6.14. A modular tensor category admits a non-degenerate two-sided modified trace.

Proof. This follows Corollary 6.12 and the fact that a factorisable braided finite tensor category is unimodular [8, Proposition 8.10.10]. □

7. Hopf algebras and comodule algebras

7.1. Module categories and comodule algebras. Throughout this section, we work over a general field k. Let H be a finite-dimensional Hopf algebra with comultiplication Δ, counit ε and antipode S. The Sweedler notation, such as

Δ(h) = h_{(1)} ⊗ h_{(2)}, will be used to express the comultiplication. Given a right H-comodule M, we denote the coaction by δ_M : M → M ⊗_k H and express it as δ_M (m) = m_{(0)} ⊗ m_{(1)}.

A right H-comodule algebra is an algebra A equipped with a right H-comodule structure δ_A such that the equations δ_A(1_A) = 1_A ⊗ 1_H and δ_A(ab) = a_{(0)}b_{(0)} ⊗ a_{(1)}b_{(1)} hold for all a, b ∈ A. If A is a right H-comodule algebra, then A-mod is a finite right module category over the finite tensor category C := H-mod by M � X = M ⊗_k X (M ∈ A-mod, X ∈ C), where A acts on M � X from the left by a · (m ⊗ x) = a_{(0)}m ⊗ a_{(1)}x (a ∈ A, m ∈ M, x ∈ X). It is known that every finite right C-module category is equivalent to A-mod for some finite-dimensional right H-comodule algebra A [1]. The aim of this section is to describe and compute module-compatible twisted traces for such right C-module categories.

From now on, H-comodule algebras are always assumed to be finite-dimensional. Let A be a right H-comodule algebra. We pick a finite-dimensional A-bimodule Σ and identify it with a k-linear right exact endofunctor on A-mod. In our framework, the functor Σ is required to be a ‘twisted’ right C-module functor in order that the module-compatibility of a Σ-twisted trace makes sense. Thus we first discuss when the functor Σ has such a structure.

Let A and B be right H-comodule algebras. We define the category (B-mod-A)^H of finite-dimensional H-equivariant B-A-bimodules (cf. [1, Definition 1.22]) as follows: An object of this category is a finite-dimensional B-A-bimodule M equipped with a right H-coaction δ_M such that the equation

(7.1) δ_M (bma) = b_{(0)}m_{(0)}a_{(0)} ⊗ b_{(1)}m_{(1)}a_{(1)}

holds for all m ∈ M, a ∈ A and b ∈ B. A morphism of this category is a left B-linear, right A-linear and right H-colinear map.

We recall that an object T ∈ B-mod-A defines a k-linear right exact functor T ⊗_A (−) from A-mod to B-mod. If T belongs to the category (B-mod-A)^H , then the functor T ⊗_A (−) is an oplax right C-module functor by the structure map given by (7.2) T ⊗_A (M � X) → (T ⊗_A M) � X, t ⊗_A (m ⊗ x) → (t_{(0)} ⊗_A m) ⊗ t_{(1)}x

for m ∈ M ∈ A-mod, x ∈ X ∈ C and t ∈ T . Since C is rigid, the oplax right C-module structure (7.2) is invertible whose inverse is given by

(7.3) (T ⊗_A M) � X → T ⊗_A (M � X), (t ⊗_A m) ⊗ x → t_{(0)} ⊗_A (m ⊗ S(t_{(1)})x).

The Eilenberg-Watts equivalence (2.4) induces an equivalence

(7.4) (B-mod-A)^H → Rex_C (A-mod, B-mod), T → T ⊗_A (−)

of k-linear categories [1], which we call the equivariant Eilenberg-Watts equivalence.

What we actually want to know is the category Rex_C (A-mod, (A-mod)_D). To describe this category, we introduce the right H-comodule algebra A^{(S2 )} as follows: As an algebra, A^{(S2)} = A. The right H-coaction is twisted by the square of the antipode, as δ_{A(S}2_) = (id_A ⊗ S^2) ∘ δ_A. Now we prove:

Lemma 7.1. The identity functor on A-mod induces an isomorphism A^{(S2 )}-mod ∼= (A-mod)_D of right C-module categories.

Proof. Let F : A^{(S2)}-mod → (A-mod)_D be the identity functor. For a finitedimensional vector space V , we denote by ϕ_V : V → V^{∗∗} the canonical isomorphism of vector spaces defined by ϕ_V (v) = ⟨−, v⟩ for v ∈ V . If X ∈ C, then we have (7.5) h · ϕ_X (x) = ϕ_X (S^2(h)x) (h ∈ H, x ∈ X) by the definition of a left dual H-module. Noting this equation, one can verify that F is a right C-module functor by the structure morphism defined by F (M) � X^{∗∗} → F (M � X), m ⊗ ϕ_X (x) → m ⊗ x for m ∈ M ∈ A^{(S2 )}-mod and x ∈ X ∈ C. The proof is done. □ By this lemma and the equivariant Eilenberg-Watts equivalence (7.4), we obtain:

Lemma 7.2. Rex(A-mod, (A-mod)_D) ≈ (A^{(S2 )}-mod-A)^H .

Spelling out, an object of the category (A^{(S2 )}-mod-A)^H is a finite-dimensional A-bimodule Σ equipped with a right H-comodule structure δ_Σ satisfying (7.6) δ_Σ(asa^′) = a_{(0)}s_{(0)}a^′_{(0)} ⊗ S^2(a_{(1)})s_{(1)}a^′_{(2)} (a, a^′ ∈ A, s ∈ Σ). The equivalence of the lemma sends an object Σ ∈ (A^{(S2)}-mod-A)^H to the functor Σ ⊗_A (−), which is an oplax right C-module functor from A-mod to (A-mod)_D by the structure morphism given by

(7.7)

Σ ⊗_A (M � X) → (Σ ⊗_A M) � X^{∗∗}, s ⊗_A (m ⊗ x) → (s_{(0)} ⊗_A m) ⊗ ϕ_X (s_{(1)}x) for m ∈ M ∈ A-mod, x ∈ X ∈ C and s ∈ Σ.

7.2. The Nakayama functor as an equivariant bimodule. Let A be a right Hcomodule algebra. Then the Nakayama functor N := N_{A-mod} is given by tensoring the bimodule A^∗. Since N is a right C-module functor from A-mod to (A-mod)_D, the bimodule A^∗ should have a right H-comodule structure making it an object of (A^{(S2)}-mod-A)^H in view of the equivalence given by Lemma 7.2.

There is a right H-comodule structure of A^∗ given as follows: Let {a_i} be a basis of A (as a vector space), and let {a^i} be the basis of A^∗ dual to {a_i}. We define the linear map δ_A∗ : A^∗ → A^∗ ⊗_k H by (7.8) δ_A∗ (a^∗) = ⟨a^∗, a_{i(0)}⟩a^i ⊗ S(a_{i(1)}) (a^∗ ∈ A^∗), where the summation over i is understood. The element a^∗_{(0)} ⊗ a^∗_{(1)} = δ_A∗ (a^∗) is characterized by (7.9) ⟨a^∗_{(0)}, a⟩a^∗_{(1)} = ⟨a^∗, a_{(0)}⟩S(a_{(1)}) (a ∈ A).

One can verify that δ_A∗ makes the A-bimodule A^∗ an object of (A^{(S2 )}-mod-A)^H . This observation itself is not new as it has been remarked in [5]. The point not mentioned in existing literature is that the H-comodule structure δ_A∗ originates from the twisted module structure of the Nakayama functor. Namely, we have: Theorem 7.3. The object A^∗ ∈ (A^{(S2 )}-mod-A)^H corresponds to the Nakayama functor of A-mod under the equivalence of Lemma 7.2.

Proof. We define the functor N : A-mod → A-mod by N(M) := A^∗ ⊗_A M (M ∈ A-mod) and equip it with a structure of a (lax) right C-module functor from A-mod to (A-mod)_D by the inverse of (7.7). Explicitly, the structure morphism of N is given by

(7.10)

Ψ^N_{M,V} : N(M) � V^{∗∗} → N(M � V ), (a^∗ ⊗_A m) ⊗ ϕ_V (v) → a^∗_{(0)} ⊗_A (m ⊗ S(a^∗_{(1)})v)

for m ∈ M ∈ A-mod, v ∈ V ∈ C and a^∗ ∈ A^∗. As a functor, N is identical to N. We prove this theorem by showing that the structure morphism of N is same as that of N. By Lemma 5.4 and the universal property of N(M) as a coend, this is equivalent to that the diagram N(M) � V ∗∗ (Hom_A(M, X)∗ ⊗_k X) � V ∗∗

N(M � V ) Hom_A(M � V^{∗∗}, X � V )^∗ ⊗_k (X � V^{∗∗}) Ψ^N_{M,V}i_{X,M} ⊗id_{V ∗∗} (cl_{M,X|V} )^∗⊗id_X ⊗id_V ∗∗ i_{X�V,M �V} ∗∗

commutes for all objects M, X ∈ A-mod and V ∈ C, where the associativity isomorphism for Vect is treated as the identity map.

To prove the commutativity of the diagram, we require a technical identity (7.11) below. Let {v_j } be a basis of V , and let {v^j } be the basis of V^∗ dual to {v_j }. Then, as is well-known, the equation hv_j ⊗ v^j = v_j ⊗ (v^j ↼ h) in V ⊗_k V^∗ holds for all h ∈ H, where the Einstein convention is used to suppress the sum over j. This allows us to define the k-linear map

Ξ_{M,X|V} : X^∗ ⊗_A M → (X � V^{∗∗})^∗ ⊗_A (M � V ),

x^∗ ⊗_A m → (x^∗ ⊗ ϕ_V ∗ (v^j )) ⊗_A (m ⊗ v_j ),

where (X � V^{∗∗})^∗ is identified with X^∗ ⊗ V^{∗∗∗} as a vector space. We note that the equation (7.11) (cl_{M,X|V} )^∗ ∘ φ_{X,M} = φ_{X�V} ∗∗_{,M�V} ∘ Ξ_{M,X|V} holds, where φ_{−,−} is the natural isomorphism (4.4). Indeed, we have ⟨(cl_{M,X|V} )^∗φ_{X,M} (x^∗ ⊗ m), f⟩ = ⟨φ_{X,M} (x^∗ ⊗ m), cl_{M,X|V} (f)⟩ = ⟨x^∗, cl_{M,X|V} (f)(m)⟩ = ⟨x^∗ ⊗ ϕ_V ∗ (v^j ), f(m ⊗ v_j )⟩ = ⟨φ_{X�V} ∗∗_{,M�V} Ξ_{M,X|V} (x^∗ ⊗_A m), f⟩ for x^∗ ∈ X^∗, m ∈ M and f ∈ Hom_A(M � V, X � V^{∗∗}).

Now we pick elements x^∗ ∈ X^∗, x ∈ X, m ∈ M and v ∈ V and chase the element

w := φ_{X,M} (x^∗ ⊗_A m) ⊗ x ⊗ ϕ_V (v) ∈ Hom_A(M, X)^∗ ⊗_k X � V^{∗∗}

around the diagram. For simplicity of notation, we write

F_1 := Ψ^N_{M,V} (i_{X,M} ⊗ id_V ∗∗ ) and F_2 := i_{X�V} ∗∗_{,M�V} ((cl_{M,X|V} )^∗ ⊗ id_X ⊗ id_V ∗∗ ).

By (4.6), (7.8), (7.10) and (7.11), we compute

F_1(w) = Ψ^N_{M,V} ((⟨x^∗, ?x⟩ ⊗_A m) ⊗ ϕ_V (v))

= ⟨x^∗, a_{i(0)}x⟩a^i ⊗_A (m ⊗ S^2(a_{i(1)})v), F_2(w) = i_{X�V} ∗∗_{,M�V} (φ_{X�V} ∗∗_{,M�V} Ξ_{M,X|V} (x^∗ ⊗_A m) ⊗ x ⊗ ϕ_V (v)) = i_{X�V} ∗∗_{,M�V} (φ_{X�V} ∗∗_{,M�V} ((x^∗ ⊗ ϕ_V ∗ (v^j )) ⊗_A (m ⊗ v_j )) ⊗ x ⊗ ϕ_V (v)) = ⟨x^∗ ⊗ ϕ_V ∗ (v^j ), a_{i(0)}x ⊗ a_{i(1)}ϕ_V (v))⟩a^i ⊗_A (m ⊗ v_j ) = ⟨x^∗ ⊗ ϕ_V ∗ (v^j ), a_{i(0)}x ⊗ ϕ_V (S^2(a_{i(1)})v))⟩a^i ⊗_A (m ⊗ v_j ) = ⟨x^∗, a_{i(0)}x⟩⟨v^j , S^2(a_{i(1)})v)⟩a^i ⊗_A (m ⊗ v_j ) = ⟨x^∗, a_{i(0)}x⟩a^i ⊗_A (m ⊗ S^2(a_{i(1)})v).

Since φ_{X,M} is an isomorphism, F_1 = F_2. The proof is done. □ 7.3. Twisted traces and cointegrals. Let A be a right H-comodule algebra, and let Σ ∈ (A^{(S2 )}-mod-A)^H . We regard Σ as a k-linear right exact twisted C-module functor by Lemma 7.2. As we have proved in Section 3, the space Tr(Σ) of Σ-twisted modified traces on A-proj is in bijection with HH_0(Σ)^∗. From the viewpoint of this bijection, module-compatible Σ-twisted traces are described as follows: Theorem 7.4. The bijection Tr(Σ) ∼= HH_0(Σ)^∗ restricts to a bijection between the following two sets:

(1) The space of Σ-twisted module-compatible traces on A-proj. (2) The subspace of HH_0(Σ)^∗ consisting of all elements λ satisfying (7.12) λ(s_{(0)})s_{(1)} = λ(s)1_H (s ∈ Σ).

Proof. For simplicity of notation, we denote by Tr_C (Σ) the space of Σ-twisted traces on A-proj compatible with the right C-module structure. By our results, there are bijections (7.13) Tr(Σ)^{(3.12)}−−−−−→_{∼=} HH_0(Σ)^{∗ (3.14)}−−−−−→_{∼=} Hom_{A|A}(Σ, A^∗)^{(2.4)}−−−−→_{∼=} Nat(Σ, N_{A-mod}) and, under these bijections, the space Tr_C (Σ) corresponds to the space of modulecompatible natural transformations from Σ → N_{A-mod}. Thus the space Tr_C (Σ) is in bijection with the space {λ ∈ HH_0(Σ)^∗ | The map λ^♮ : Σ → A^∗ is H-colinear}, where λ^♮ for λ ∈ Σ^∗ is given by (3.13). In conclusion, to complete the proof, it suffices to show that λ ∈ HH_0(Σ)^∗ satisfies (7.12) if and only if λ^♮ is H-colinear. This can be verified directly. The proof is done. □ 7.4. Pivotal case. A pivotal element of H is a grouplike element g ∈ H such that the equation S^2(h) = ghg^{−1} holds for all h ∈ H. In this subsection, we assume that a pivotal element g_{piv} ∈ H is given. Thus C = H-mod is pivotal with the pivotal structure p defined by

p_X : X → X^{∗∗}, ⟨p_X (x), x^∗⟩ = ⟨x^∗, g_{piv} · x⟩ (x ∈ X, x^∗ ∈ X^∗) for X ∈ C.

Now let A be a right H-comodule algebra. As in Subsection 6.2, we make id_{A-mod} a D-twisted right C-module functor by the pivotal structure. By a right modified trace on A-proj, we mean a module compatible Σ-twisted trace on A-proj with Σ = id_{A-mod} (cf. Subsection 6.2).

Theorem 7.5. For a right H-comodule algebra A, there is a bijection between the following two spaces:

(1) The space of right modified traces on A-proj. (2) The space of all linear maps λ : A → k satisfying

(7.14) λ(ab) = λ(ba), λ(a_{(0)})a_{(1)} = λ(a)g^{−1}_{piv} (a, b ∈ A).

Proof. The A-bimodule Σ := A becomes an object of (A^{(S2)}-mod-A)^H by the coaction δ_Σ : Σ → Σ ⊗_k H, a → a_{(0)} ⊗ g_{piv}a_{(1)} (a ∈ Σ).

The object Σ corresponds, through the equivalence of Lemma 7.2, to the identity functor on A-mod regarded as a D-twisted right C-module functor by the pivotal structure associated to g_{piv}. Thus the proof is done by applying Theorem 7.4 to Σ. □

Remark 7.6. For the case where A = H, a linear map λ satisfying (7.14) is precisely a symmetrized right cointegral on H in the sense of [2] and therefore this theorem specializes to the description of right modified traces on C given in [2].

Remark 7.7. Let g ∈ H be a grouplike element. A g-cointegral on A [23] is a linear map λ : A → k satisfying λ(a_{(0)})a_{(1)} = λ(a)g for all elements a ∈ A (properties and examples of such ‘grouplike-cointegrals’ are studied in [23, 32]). Theorem 7.5 implies that a modified trace on A-mod exists only if there is a non-zero g^{−1}_{piv}-cointegral on A, but the converse does not hold as we will see in Example 7.9.

Remark 7.8. By Theorem 7.5, the algebra A is symmetric Frobenius if there is a non-degenerate modified trace on A-proj. The converse does not hold in general; see Example 7.10.

7.5. Examples. We close this paper by examining the existence of a non-zero right modified trace for some concrete examples. We fix an integer N > 1 and assume that the base field k has a primitive N-th root ω of unity.

Example 7.9. The Taft algebra T_ω is generated by x and g subject to the relations g^N = 1, gx = ωxg and x^N = 0. The Taft algebra H := T_ω has the unique Hopf algebra structure determined by Δ(g) = g⊗g and Δ(x) = x⊗g+1⊗x. The antipode is the anti-algebra automorphism given by S(g) = g^{−1} and S(x) = −xg^{−1}. The Hopf algebra H has a unique pivotal element g_{piv} := g.

Given a divisor d of N, we define A(d) to be the subalgebra of H generated by x and g^m, where m = N/d. It is easy to see that A(d) is a right coideal subalgebra of H and, in particular, it is a right H-comodule algebra by the comultiplication of H. The set {x^ig^{mj} | i = 0, · · · , N − 1; j = 0, · · · , d − 1} is a basis of the vector space A(d). With respect to this basis, we define the linear map λ : A(d) → k by λ(x^ig^{mj} ) = δ_{i,N−1}δ_{j,0}. By the same way as [23] and [32, Subsection 5.1], we see that λ is a g^{−1}_{piv}-cointegral on A(d) and every non-zero g^{−1}_{piv}-cointegral on A is a scalar multiple of λ.

If d = 1, then the pairing on A(d) associated to λ is symmetric and nondegenerate. Thus, by Theorem 7.5, there is a non-degenerate right modified trace on A(d)-proj. On the other hand, if d > 1, then a = g^m and b = xg^{−m} does not satisfy λ(ab) = λ(ba). Thus, by the theorem, we conclude that there are no non-zero right modified traces on A(d)-proj in this case.

Example 7.10. We consider the Hopf algebra H defined as follows: As an algebra, it is generated by x, y and g subject to the relations g^N = 1, gx = ωxg, gy = ω^{−1}yg, yx = ωxy and x^N = y^N = 0. The Hopf algebra structure of H is determined by Δ(g) = g ⊗ g, Δ(x) = x ⊗ g + 1 ⊗ x, Δ(y) = y ⊗ g + 1 ⊗ y. The antipode is given by S(g) = g^{−1}, S(x) = −xg^{−1} and S(y) = −yg^{−1}. It is easy to see that g_{piv} := g is a unique pivotal element of H.

Given a divisor d of N and parameters ξ, μ ∈ k, we define A(d; ξ, μ) to be the right H-comodule algebra generated, as an algebra, by G, X and Y subject to the relations

G^d = 1, X^N = ξ1, Y^N = μ1, GX = ω^mXG, GY = ω^{−m}Y G, Y X = ωXY. The right H-comodule structure δ : A → A ⊗ H is determined by δ(X) = X ⊗ g + 1 ⊗ x, δ(Y ) = Y ⊗ g + 1 ⊗ y, δ(G) = G ⊗ g^m, where m = N/d. This example is taken from [27, Subsection 8.3], where indecomposable exact left comodule algebras over H are classified up to equivariant Morita equivalence assuming that the base field is an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero.

For simplicity, we write A = A(d; ξ, μ). We determine when A-mod admits a right non-zero modified trace. We first classify non-zero grouplike-cointegrals on A. The set {X^rY^sG^t | r, s = 0, · · · , N − 1; t = 0, · · · , d − 1} is a basis of A. For u ∈ Z/dZ, we define the linear map λ_u : A → k by λ_u(X^rY^sG^t) = δ_{r,N−1}δ_{s,N−1}δ_{t,u} (r, s = 0, · · · , N − 1; t = 0, · · · , d − 1). One can directly check that λ_u is a Frobenius form on A and the associated Nakayama automorphism ν_u is given by ν_u(X) = ω^{mu−1}X, ν_u(Y ) = ω^{−mu+1}Y and ν_u(G) = G.

By the same way as [32, Subsection 5.2], we see that λ_u is a g^{mu−2}-cointegral on A and every grouplike-cointegral on A is a scalar multiple of λ_u for some u. We note that the equation g^{mu−2} = g^{−1}_{piv} holds if and only if mu ≡ 1 (mod N). Thus a non-zero g^{−1}_{piv}-cointegral on A exists if and only if mu ≡ 1 (mod N) for some u. Since m = N/d is a divisor of N, this happens precisely if d = N.

The above discussion and Theorem 7.5 show that there is a non-zero right modified trace on A-proj only if d = N. Now we suppose d = N. Then λ_1 is a g^{−1}_{piv}-cointegral on A. Furthermore, the pairing on A induced by λ_1 is symmetric and non-degenerate. Thus, by Theorem 7.5, there is a non-degenerate right modified trace on A-proj.

Finally, we mention the case where d < N and ξμ ≠ 0. The elements X and Y are invertible in this case and ν_u is the inner automorphism implemented by G^uXY . Hence, as a functor, id_{A-mod} is isomorphic to the Nakayama functor N_{A-mod}. On the other hand, as we have seen in the above, there are no non-zero right modified traces on A-proj. This implies that id_{A-mod} is not isomorphic to N_{A-mod} as a D-twisted C-module functor.

References

[1] N. Andruskiewitsch and J. M. Mombelli. On module categories over finite-dimensional Hopf algebras. J. Algebra, 314(1):383–418, 2007.

[2] A. Beliakova, C. Blanchet, and A. M. Gainutdinov. Modified trace is a symmetrised integral. Selecta Math. (N.S.), 27(3), 51, 2021.

[3] A. Beliakova, K. K. Putyra, and S. M. Wehrli. Quantum link homology via trace functor I. Invent. Math., 215(2):383–492, 2019.

[4] A. Bruguières and A. Virelizier. Quantum double of Hopf monads and categorical centers. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 364(3):1225–1279, 2012.

[5] S. Dăscălescu, C. Năstăsescu, and L. Năstăsescu. Symmetric algebras in categories of corepresentations and smash products. J. Algebra, 465:62–80, 2016.

[6] C. L. Douglas, C. Schommer-Pries, and N. Snyder. The balanced tensor product of module categories. Kyoto J. Math., 59(1):167–179, 2019.

[7] C. L. Douglas, C. Schommer-Pries, and N. Snyder. Dualizable tensor categories. Amer.

Math. Soc. 268, no. 1308, vii+88, 2020.

[8] P. Etingof, S. Gelaki, D. Nikshych, and V. Ostrik. Tensor categories, volume 205 of Mathematical Surveys and Monographs. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2015.

[9] P. Etingof, D. Nikshych, and V. Ostrik. An analogue of Radford’s S^4 formula for finite tensor categories. Int. Math. Res. Not., (54):2915–2933, 2004.

[10] P. Etingof and V. Ostrik. Finite tensor categories. Mosc. Math. J., 4(3):627–654, 782–783, 2004.

[11] A. F. Fontalvo Orozco and A. M. Gainutdinov. Module traces and Hopf groupcoalgebras. arXiv:1809.01122, 2018.

[12] J. Fuchs, G. Schaumann, and C. Schweigert. Eilenberg-Watts calculus for finite categories and a bimodule Radford S^4 theorem. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 373(1):1–40, 2020.

[13] N. Geer, J. Kujawa, and B. Patureau-Mirand. M-traces in (Non-Unimodular) Pivotal Categories. Algebr Represent Theor, 2021.

[14] N. Geer, J. Kujawa, and B. Patureau-Mirand. Generalized trace and modified dimension functions on ribbon categories. Selecta Math. (N.S.), 17(2):453–504, 2011.

[15] N. Geer, J. Kujawa, and B. Patureau-Mirand. Ambidextrous objects and trace functions for nonsemisimple categories. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 141(9):2963–2978, 2013.

[16] R. Gordon and A. J. Power. Enrichment through variation. J. Pure Appl. Algebra, 120(2):167–185, 1997.

[17] N. Geer, B. Patureau-Mirand, and V. Turaev. Modified quantum dimensions and re-normalized link invariants. Compos. Math., 145(1):196–212, 2009.

[18] N. Geer, B. Patureau-Mirand, and A. Virelizier. Traces on ideals in pivotal categories.

Quantum Topol., 4(1):91–124, 2013.

[19] A. M. Gainutdinov and I. Runkel. Projective objects and the modified trace in factorisable finite tensor categories. Compos. Math., 156(4):770–821, 2020.

[20] J. Greenough. Bimodule categories and monoidal 2-structure. Thesis (Ph.D.) University of New Hampshire, 137 pp., 2010.

[21] A. Hattori. Rank element of a projective module. Nagoya Math. J., 25:113–120, 1965. [22] C. Kassel. Quantum groups, volume 155 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer- Verlag, New York, 1995.

[23] P. Kasprzak. Generalized (co)integrals on coideal subalgebras. arXiv:1810.07114, 2018.

[24] T. Kerler and V. V. Lyubashenko. Non-semisimple topological quantum field theories for 3-manifolds with corners, volume 1765 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer- Verlag, Berlin, 2001.

[25] T. Y. Lam. Lectures on modules and rings, volume 189 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1999.

[26] S. Mac Lane. Categories for the working mathematician, volume 5 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, New York, second edition, 1998.

[27] M. Mombelli. Module categories over pointed Hopf algebras. Math. Z., 266(2):319–344, 2010.

[28] C. Schweigert, L. Woike. The Trace Field Theory of a Finite Tensor Category.

arXiv:2103.15772, 2021.

[29] K. Shimizu. The pivotal cover and Frobenius-Schur indicators. J. Algebra, 428:357– 402, 2015.

[30] K. Shimizu. Ribbon structures of the Drinfeld center. arXiv:1707.09691v3, 2017. [31] K. Shimizu. Non-degeneracy conditions for braided finite tensor categories. Adv.

Math., 355:106778, 36, 2019.

[32] K. Shimizu. Relative Serre functor for comodule algebras. arXiv:1904.00376, 2019. [33] J. Stallings. Centerless groups—an algebraic formulation of Gottlieb’s theorem. Topology, 4:129–134, 1965.

(T. Shibata) Department of Applied Mathematics, Okayama University of Science, 1-1 Ridai-cho, Kita-ku Okayama-shi, Okayama 700-0005, Japan.

Email address: shibata@xmath.ous.ac.jp

(K. Shimizu) Department of Mathematical Sciences, Shibaura Institute of Technology, 307 Fukasaku, Minuma-ku, Saitama-shi, Saitama 337-8570, Japan.

Email address: kshimizu@shibaura-it.ac.jp