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ADJUNCTION IN THE ABSENCE OF IDENTITY

HANKYUNG KO, VOLODYMYR MAZORCHUK AND XIAOTING ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We develop a bicategorical setup in which one can speak about adjoint l-morphisms even in
the absence of genuine identity 1-morphisms. We also investigate which part of 2-representation theory of
2-categories extends to this new setup.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let A and B be two categories and F : A — B and G : B — A two functors. One says that (F, G) is an adjoint
pair of functors if there are bijections B(F X,Y) =~ A(X,GY) natural in X € A and Y € B. This latter
condition is equivalent to the existence of so called adjunction morphisms ¢ : FG — Idg and n : Id4 — GF
satisfying ep o F(n) = idr and G(g) o ng = idg. This reformulation allows one to define adjoint pairs of
1-morphisms in the general setup of bicategories, which, in particular, covers 2-categories, monoidal categories
and strict monoidal categories. There is a catch, though: all this requires existence of some kind of genuine
identity 1-morphisms (or unit objects), and, sometimes, an introduction of such an identity into the category
might look very artificial.

Consider the following example. Let A be a finite dimensional algebra over a field k. The category A-proj-A
of projective A-A-bimodules is closed under tensoring over A. However, this category is not a monoidal
category in general, as the regular A-A-bimodule 4A,4 is not a projective A-A-bimodule unless A is semi-
simple. So, if one wants to define a monoidal category, one needs to artificially add 4 A4 to A-proj-A, cf.
[MMT], Subsection 7.3]. If A is self-injective, it turns out that, in this extended monoidal category, every object
has both a left and a right adjoint, cf. [MMI], Lemma 45] and [MMS5] Section 7]. And the presence of 4 A4
seems crucial to be able to establish this fundamental property. The same phenomenon, i.e., the necessity of
adding an identity, motivated the notion of J-simple finitary 2-category, see Subsection 6.2] and the
construction of a 2-category associated to a two-sided cell of a fiat 2-category, see Section 5.

The main motivation for the present paper is to formulate a setup in which one could work with dual objects
(or adjoint 1-morphisms) of monoidal (resp., bi-) categories in the absence of a genuine unit object (resp.,
identity 1-morphisms). The main idea behind our answer is to require certain lax and oplax units to exist
(this idea appeared during a discussion with Marco Mackaay when working on [MMMTZ1]). At first glance,
this might sound as cheating as we do still require some kinds of units. However, we do think that the idea
is nontrivial. The main reason for this claim is the fact that, in module categories (resp., 2-representations),
our lax and oplax units are usually not represented by the identity functors. In the setup of fiat 2-categories
as described in [MM3], our lax units correspond to the so-called Duflo involutions as defined in [MMIl
Subsection 4.5].

Another inspiration for the present paper stems from the comparison of the theory of finite groups or monoids

versus the theory of finite semigroups. One might think that the difference between semigroups and monoids

is very small, since given any semigroup which is not yet a monoid, one can always add an external identity

element to turn it into a monoid. However, the study of simple groups, monoids, and semigroups reveals

a striking difference between the theories. A simple group is a group which does not have any non-trivial
1
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quotients. Similarly, define a simple monoid (or semigroup) as the one which does not have any non-trivial
quotients (in semigroup theory the term congruence free is usually used instead of the term simple in this
context). It turns out that finite simple monoids are, essentially, finite simple groups (up to possible addition
of an external zero element). At the same time, the theory of finite simple semigroups is significantly richer,
see e.g. [Ho, Theorem 3.7.1]. A major issue in the case of monoids is the fact that all non-invertible elements
of a finite monoid form an ideal: if this latter ideal is not a singleton, one can factor it out to get a proper
quotient of the original monoid. So, again, we see that presence of a “global unit” causes “problems” which
can be “resolved” by withdrawing the requirement on its existence.

We emphasize that our new setup for the study of adjoint pairs which we define in this paper is not completely
independent from the classical one. The notion of an adjunction we define is equivalent to the classical
one (compared, e.g., to a different notion of adjunction of semifunctors studied in [Ha]) and hence admits
reformulation in terms of proper identities. This is explained by the property that the (op)lax identities we
work with, although being themselves not necessarily represented by the identity functor in a 2-representation,
are always represented by a functor which has a natural transformation to (or from) the identity functor, thus
giving a possibility to relate our adjunction to the classical one.

Let us now briefly describe the structure of the paper. Section[2lis devoted to the introduction and preliminary
analysis of our setup. In Subsection B.I] we recall the definitions of a 2-semicategory and various versions of
(op)lax units in 2-semicategories and formulate our main definition: Definition of a bilax-unital 2-category.
To simplify arguments and proofs throughout the paper, we often use diagrammatic calculus for computations
with 2-morphisms. The main ingredients of this diagrammatic calculus are also set up in Subsection 211 In
Subsection we recall diagrammatic abelianizations of additive categories and its analogues for bi- and 2-
categories in our setup. Subsection2.3ldescribes the notion of a 2-representation and the 2-category which these
2-representations form, adapted to our setup. In Subsection 2.4l we adapt the notions of algebra and coalgebra
object to the setup of bilax-unital 2-categories and further, in Subsection we adapt the corresponding
notions of (co)modules. Subsection [2Z.6] contains our main definitions: there we define the notion of adjoint 1-
morphisms for bilax-unital 2-categories and establish their basic properties: uniqueness of the adjoint, adjoint
of composition and how adjunction gives rise to certain algebra and coalgebra 1-morphisms.

Section Bl is devoted to a detailed study of our protagonist in this paper: fiax categories. These are defined
in Subsection Bl In Subsection [3.2] with each fiax category % we associate a fiat 2-category ¢ with weak
units (i.e., weak identity 1-morphisms). In Subsection we describe how certain 2-representations of ¢ can
be lifted to 2-representations of %. In Subsection 3.4 we describe how (co)algebra 1-morphisms can be lifted
from % to €. The rest of the subsection is devoted to the study of the connection between 2-representations
and (co)algebra 1-morphisms, following [EGNO] and [MMMT]. The main technical problem in our case seems
to be the check of unitality axioms, as the main difference between our and the classical setups is exactly
the absence of genuine identity 1-morphisms. We discuss internal homs in Subsection B.6 apply internal
homs to connect 2-representations of 4 with (co)modules over (co)algebra 1-morphisms in Subsection 3.7, and
develop an analogue of Morita-Takeuchi theory in Subsection 3.8 In the latter, an important role is played
by (co)tensor products, which are discussed in Subsection In Subsection we describe correspondence
between coalgebras and 2-representations. Finally, in Subsection 310 we recall the basic combinatorial notions
for additive bicategories and adjust them to our setup.

In Section @] we provide a number of examples. Our motivating example is the category Z4 of projective
bimodules for a finite dimensional self-injective algebra A which is given in detail in Subsection 1l The
corresponding 2-category 44 was defined in [MMI] Subsection 7.3]. A major difference between our 2,4 and
the 2-category €4 from [MMIl Subsection 7.3] is the absence, in % 4, of the regular bimodule (which is the
unit object in the monoidal category of bimodules). Instead, we have lax and oplax units, given by Duflo
1-morphisms in the corresponding left cells, which are projective bimodules (the regular bimodule is, usually,
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not projective). This emphasizes our main point: compared to our 24, the 2-category € from [MMI]
Subsection 7.3] does look artificial.

Some further examples, in particular, fiax categories associated to two-sided cells of fiat 2-categories and the
category of projective G-modules for a finite group G, are briefly discussed in the remaining subsection of
Section [

Acknowledgments. This research was partially supported by the Swedish Research Council and Goran
Gustafsson Stiftelse. We especially thank Marco Mackaay in conversation with whom the main idea behind
this paper crystalized. We thank Gustavo Jasso for information about adjunction of semifunctors.

2. BILAX 2-REPRESENTATION THEORY

Let k be an algebraically closed field. We assume that all categories (and functors, etc) are additive and
k-linear. If not mentioned otherwise or clear from the context, all categories we work with are assumed to be
small.

2.1. Bilax-unital 2-categories. We first recall the definition of a 2-semicategory.
Definition 2.1. A 2-semicategory € consists of

e a class Ob % of objects;

e for each i, j € Ob ¥, a category €(i, j), whose objects are called I-morphisms, morphisms are called
2-morphisms, and the composition is called the vertical composition, denoted by oy;

o for each i, j,ke Ob ¥, a functor (called the horizontal composition)
hisu: €3, k) x €(1,3) > C(1,k);
which is (strictly) associative, that is, we have
hixa o (Idguay Xhijx) = hijao (hjxa X Ide, )
For simplicity, we write GF := h(G, F), for any 1-morphisms F € €(1, j),G € €(j, k), and S« := h(8, a), for
any 2-morphisms a : F — Hin €(i, j) and 8 : G — K in 4(j, k). Here we omit the subscript of the horizontal

functor A when there is no confusion. Due to the strict associativity, we could write F1Fy...F, (whenever it
makes sense) for the composition of 1-morphisms F1,Fo, ... F,,, where n > 3.

We depict a 2-morphism « : F — H in €(i, j) diagrammatically as follows:

H
J i
F
In partcular, the identity 2-morphism idr on F is simply drawn as:
F
J i
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The vertical composition can be depicted by the vertical concatenation of diagrams. The strict associativity
justifies drawing horizontal composition as horizontal concatenation. Functoriality of the horizontal composi-
tion implies the interchange law, that is, for any 1-morphisms F,H € ¢(i, j), G,K € €(j, k) and 2-morphisms
a:F—>Hin 4(i,j) and 8 : G > K in €(j, k), we have:

K H K H

(2.1) i i

kj i

G F G F

We drop the labels (for objects and 1-morphisms) unless they are necessary.
Definition 2.2. Let % be a 2-semicategory and i an object in %.

(1) A laz unit in €(i,1) is a triple (I;, I3, ;) consisting of a 1-morphism I; € €(i,1) and collections of
natural transformations l; = (lj)i)jecg and 71 = (i x)xes, called the left and right lax unitors, where

lj,jﬂi : h(Ii, 7) g Idcg(J)l) and Tik,_ - h,(f,Ii) — Idc@”(i,k);
depicted as
F G

-
~

AY
1

L F G i

for any 1-morphisms F € (j, 1) and G € €(i,k), respectively, such that

(a) ida lj,1,F = rix,c idp, for any 1-morphisms F € €¢(j, 1) and G € €(i, k), that is:

G F G F
(2.2) | A= |
G L F G L4 F

(b) Lisrr = lj:,ridu, for any 1-morphisms F € ¢(j,i) and H € ¥(1,j); moreover, similarly,
rigKG = idk rixq, for any l-morphisms G € %(i,k) and K € %(k,t), which implies that
there is no ambiguity in the following diagrams:

F H K G
(2.3) .- and | -
I, F H K G L

(2) Alax unit I; = (Is, I3, r3) in €(i,1) is said to be split if both I ; r and 7 x ¢ are split epic, for every
1-morphism F € €(j, i) and every 1-morphism G € €/(i, k), respectively, i.e., there exsit 2-morphisms
ar, fc (not necessarily natural in F and G) such that [j;r oy ap = idr and r;x g ov e = idg,
respectively.
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3) An oplaz unit in €(i,1) is a triple (I}, I}, r}) consisting of a 1-morphism I} € ¥(i,1) and collections
1 1 1 g 1
of natural transformations, I{ = (Ij ;)jew and r{ = (r{ y)xew, called the left and right oplax unitors,
where

137177 . Idcg(j)i) — h(I/l, _) and T/i,k.,, . Id‘@”(Lk) g h(_,I,i),

depicted as
I, F G T

for any 1-morphisms F € €(j, 1) and G € (i, k), respectively, which satisfy the duals of the respective
coherence axioms for lax unitors, that is,

GI F G I F
(2.4) “] = |
G F G F
where F € €(j,1) and G € €(4,k), and there is no ambiguity in the diagrams
I FH K G T,
(2.5) and
F H K G

where F € €(j,1),He (1, j),G € €(i,k) and He €(k,t).

(4) An oplax unit Ij = (I}, lf, r{) in (1, 1) is said to be split if both [} ;  and r} ,  are split monic for
every l-morphism F € €(j,1) and G € €(4,k), respectively.

The naturality of the left and right lax unitors /;,r; can be depicted by the followig diagrams:
H H K K

- ~
’ ~

(2.6) . = and o=

~
4 AY
] 1

L F L F G I G L

for any 2-morphisms o : F — H and 8 : G — K, respectively, where F,H € ¢(j,1i) and G,K € ¥(i,k). For
instance, if we let a be the map 75 ; y : FI; — F, then the left diagram in (2.6]) implies that

F F
(2 : 7) " ~ = -’ k
1 \‘ 'l
F

. F o I

e

P - - -

J
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Similarly, by the naturality of the left and right oplax unitors I, r}, we have

I, H I, H K I K I,
(2.8) é‘g = d‘a] and =
F F G G

for any 2-morphisms o : F — H and 8 : G — K, respectively, where F,.H € ¢(j,1i) and G,K € %(i,k).
In particular, we have the diagram dual to ([2.7) with dashed strands labeled by the corresponding oplax
units.

Remark 2.3. The evaluations of the left unitor and the right unitor at I, namely, ;5 1, : il — I; and
risg : Lily — Ij, differ in general, see Subsection 4] for example. At the same time, via left (resp. right)
horizontal composition with idp, for some 1-morphism F, the results are equalized by the evaluation of the
left (resp. right) unitor at F, see (3.4).

Lemma 2.4. IfI; = (I3, 3, 1) and I = (ii, ls, 7i) are two lax units in €(i,1), then L1; 4s also a laz unit
in €(i,1). The dual statement holds for oplax units.

Proof. Tt is easy to check that the composition LI; has a natural structure of lax unit with the left lax unitor
given by the composition

= idy 1,57 lja,F

LLF LF F,

diagrammatically,

for any l-morphism F € €(j,1). For the right unitor, the structure is given by the composition

~  Tixaidg = FixG

GLI; GI; G,

diagrammatically,

for any l-morphism G € €/(i,k). O
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In particular, for any positive integer n, the composition (I;)™ := LiI; - - -I; is a lax unit and (I})" := LT} -- - T}
| — \———v——/
n factors n factors
is an oplax unit.

Definition 2.5. A lax-unital 2-category (¢, I = {I;] i € Ob%}) is a 2-semicategory ¢ with a choice of triples
(I, 13, 71)icob %, each of which is either a lax unit or an oplax unit.

A bilaz-unital 2-category (€, 1 = {I;]i € Ob¥%}, I’ = {I{| i € Ob%}) is a 2-semicategory ¢ with a choice of
lax units (I, li, 7i)icobe and oplax units (I}, %, 7} )icobe-

For a bilax-unital 2-category (¢, 1 = {I;|i € Ob%}, ' = {I{|]i € Ob¥}), a natural question to ask is the
following

Question 2.6. Does the equality

’
i,i,150

/
(2.9) Tiaxy Ovlisg, =lisyovr

or, diagrammatically,

(2.10)

hold in € 7

A 2-category € can be viewed as a bilax-unital 2-category (¢, I = {I;|i € Ob%}, I’ = {I]| i € Ob €}) by setting
I; = 1; =1}, for each i, where the 1-morphism 1; € %(i,1) is the strict unit associated to i, and choosing all
unitors to be the identities. We denote the associated bilax-unital 2-category by (¢, I =1 = {1;|i € Ob¥%}).
In this case, the identity ([2.9) trivializes since 1;1; = 1;. However, % could also be viewed as a bilax-unital
2-category with a different choice of (op)lax units. Indeed, any 2-morphism v; : I; — 1;, where I; is some
1-morphism in (i, i), makes I; into a lax unit associated to the object i by defining the left and right lax
unitors as the left and right horizontal composition with v; respectively, that is,

lj,i,F = idp  and Tix,G ‘= idg s,
for any 1-morphisms F € 4(j,i) and G € %(i,k). Similarly, any 2-morphism ~; : 1; — I}, where I} is
some 1-morphism in %(i,1), makes I} into an oplax unit associated to the object i by defining the left and
right oplax unitors as the left and right horizontal composition with ~}, respectively. If such 2-morphisms
~1,7. are chosen for every object i, then we denote by €[v,~'] the obtained bilax-unital 2-category. By the
interchange law, i.e. 2.1)), we have 137, = vi{vi = 7} ov i, for any object i, and hence the identity ([2.9]) holds
in €Ty, ']

We will answer Question [Z.6] positively in Proposition B.I0 for certain bilax-unital 2-categories (called fiax; see
Definition [B4]). We suspect the answer to Question is negative in general, so it would be interesting to
find a counterexample.

2.2. Abelianizations. Following [MMMT] Section 3], we define the injective (resp. projective) abelianization
of 2-semicategories. First recall the injective abelianization of an additive category from [MMMT Subsec-
tion 3.2].

Definition 2.7. The injective abelianization A of an additive category A is defined as a category whose
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e objects are tuples ({f; : X — Y;}2,, n), where n € N, X,Y; are objects in A and f; : X — Y, is a
morphism in A such that Y; = 0, for i > n;

e morphisms from ({f; : X — Yi}2,,n) to ({f/ : X' — Y/}¥,,n') are the homotopy classes of tuples

=1 [

(9:X — X' hj:Y; = Y])¥_ such that fiog =3 ;hj;o f;, where o denotes the composition in A
and the homotopy relation is spanned by the tuples (g, h; ;) for which there exist ¢; : ¥; — X’ such
that 3, ¢; o fi = g;
e the identity morphism for the object ({f; : X — Yi}{Z,,n) is given by (idx, hi; : Yi — Y;)7,_;, where
hi,j = 51”' ldyl
e composition is given by (g, hi,j)szl o (g, iL’Z-J.)Z??j:1 =(gog 2, h;w' o hi,k)szl-
Denote by Rep A the category of all (k-linear) additive functors from A to the category Vecty of k-vector
spaces. The category Rep A is an abelian category (as Vecty is an abelian category). The Yoneda embedding

X — Hom4 (X, _) realizes A as a full subcategory of (Rep A)°P. Let L(.A) be the full subcategory of (Rep .A4)°P
which consists of all objects Z admitting a copresentation of the form

0— Z — Homy (X, ) - Homu(Y, )

with X,Y € A. By definition, the category L(A) coincides with the category A(A°P)°P from [Nee, Definition
5.1.3] (applied to an additive category).

Proposition 2.8. The categories A and L(A) are equivalent.

Proof. Define a functor from A to L(A) by sending any object ({f; : X — Y;}32,,n) in A to
ker(®;Hom(f;, —) : Hom(X, _) —» @&;Hom(Y;, _))

in L(A) and with the obvious assignment on morphisms. It is an equivalence by [MMMT] Subsection 3.2] and
the proof of [Neel Proposition 5.1.14] using L(A) = A(A°P)°P. O

By Proposition and L(A) = A(A°P)°P| we can apply the proof of [Nee, Lemma 5.1.6] and obtain the
following;:

Corollary 2.9. The category A has kernels.

In general, the category A does not have to be abelian. But if A is finitary, e.g. see Subsection Bl then A is

abelian. By using the definition of A instead of that of L(A), we can define the injective abelianization of a
2-semicategory % which has a strictly associative horizontal composition.

Definition 2.10. The injective abelianization € of a 2-semicategory % is a 2-semicategory with

e Ob% = 0b%,

e ¢(i,j) :=%¢(4,]), forany i,j € Ob%;

e composition of 1-morphisms given by

({ai s F > Gi}Zy,n) o ({of : ' — Gi}jZ,,n') = ({B; : FF' — Hi},n + n),
where
FG, fori=1,---,n
H,=<{Gi_F, fori=n"+1,---,0n +n

0, else,
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and
idp o, fori=1,---,n
Bi =R aj_pidpr fori=n+1,---,n +n;
0, else;

e componentwise horizontal composition of 2-morphisms.

Note that the 2-semicategory % can be embedded into its injective abelianization % by sending every 1-
morphism F € €(i,j) to ({0 : F — 0},0) and with the obvious assignment on 2-morphisms. If ¢ is a
bilax-unital 2-category, i.e., (¢,1 = {I;|i € Ob¥%}, ' = {I{|i € Ob¥}), then its injective abelianization €
is also a bilax-unital 2-category with the images of the lax units I; under the above embedding being the
lax units and the images of the oplax units If under the above embedding being the oplax units, with the
corresponding unitors. However, the induced (op)lax units in € does not need to be split even if the original
(op)lax units are split in %.

Dualizing the construction above, one can similarly define the projective abelianization € of €.

2.3. Representations of bilax-unital 2-categories. Consider any two bilax-unital 2-categories
€= (¢,1 = {1%]i e Ob%}, (IN? = {(I})?|1i e Ob¥%}))
and
2 =(2,17 ={17]ie 0b 2}, (')? = {(I})?|i € Ob}).
Below we adapt to our setup the notion of a 2-representation from [MM3] Subsection 2.3].
Definition 2.11. A bilaz-unital 2-functor M from % to 2 consists of
e a function M : Ob% — Ob Z;
e a functor M 5 : €(i, j) — Z(M(i), M(j)), for each pair of objects i, j € Ob%;
e two 2-morphisms
uig M (I7) > 17 and  wf: (I))7 — M;s((1)7),
for each object i € Ob @,
such that
(1) for any two 1-morphisms F € €/(4, j), G € €(j, k) in €, we have M; x(GF) = M;«(G)M; ;(F);
(2) for any object j € Ob %, we have
li?j,Mi,j(F) oy (uyidyg ;(r)) = Miqj(lfj,F) and Tjgfk,Mj,k(G) oy (idm, (@) u3) = Mj,k(rfk,(})a
for any 1-morphisms F € €(i, j), G € €(j,k);
(3) for any object j € Ob %, we have
(uf idn, ,(r)) Ov (l/i,j,Mi,j(F))@ =M, ((1h;0)%) and (idp,,(q) u)) ov (Tg,k,Mj,k(G))@ =M x((Fc)?)

for any 1-morphisms F € €(1, j), G € €(j,k).

)

Note that the embedding from % to € is functorial. Hence, a bilax-unital 2-functor from % to & induces a
bilax-unital 2-functor from % to Z

Recall that any 2-category can be viewed as a bilax-unital 2-categories with the lax and oplax units being
the identity 1-morphisms, with the identity unitors. Denote by Cat the 2-category of small categories, which
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is also a bilax-unital 2-category. Now we give the definition of a representation of a bilax-unital 2-category
€= (¢, 1={l;|ieOb¥%}, T ={Ii|]ie Ob¥})
Definition 2.12. A bilax 2-representation M of € is a bilax-unital 2-functor from % to Cat, i,e, it consists of

e a function M : Ob% — Ob Cat;

e a functor M j : €(i, j) — Cat(M(i), M(j)), for each pair of objects i, j € Ob¥;

e two natural transformations

us M s(ly) — idpgy  and ul idngs) — M; (L)),
for each object i € Ob %,

satisfying the conditions of Definition 211}

The identities in (2) and (8] of Definition 211l can be written as
(2.11) ugidyg, jr) = My j(lr),  idmg,e) vy = Myx(rixe),
' ’U/S idMi,j(F) = Mivj (l;,j,F)u ide’k(G) 'U/S = Mj;k(r_{],k,G)'

Definition 2.13. Let M and N be two bilax 2-representations of %. A bilax 2-natural transformation
®: M — N is given by

e a functor ®; : M(i) — N(i), for each object i € Ob%;

e a natural isomorphism ¢; j(—) : N j(=)®; — ®;M; j(—), whose source and target are functors from
€(i,j) to Cat(M(i),N(j)), for each pair of objects i, j € Ob%;

such that the diagrams

idn; (@) 1,5 (F) #5,6(G) idmy )

| |
N, (GF)®; 220 M «(GF)
(2.13) Ni ;i (1) prall) ;M; ; (1)
u?l idq,i l lid@i ui\/l
idN(i) d; Dy D, 1dM(l)
(2.14) idn) @1 D Q5 idpg(s)
(u))Nide, l lidq>i (u))™M
Ni7i(12)@i Sai,i(Ii) @iMLi(I;)

commute, for any objects i, j,k € Ob% and 1-morphisms F € €(i, j), G € €(j, k).

Moreover, if each ®; : M[(i) — N(i) is an equivalence of categories, for every object 1 € Ob %, then M is said
to be equivalent to N as bilax 2-representations of %.

Definition 2.14. Let ®, ¥ : M — N be two bilax 2-natural transformations. A bilax modification x : & — ¥
is given by

e a natural transformation x; : ;3 — U; for each object i € €,
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such that the diagram

idng (P Xs

N; ;(F)®;

Pi,j (F)J/
X3 idmy (r)

O;M; ;(F) yM; ;(F)

N; ;(F)¥;

commutes, for any objects i, j € Ob% and 1-morphism F € €/(1, j).

Note that all bilax 2-representations of a bilax-unital 2-category, together with bilax 2-natural transformations
and bilax modifications forms a 2-category.

For simplicity, we will omit all subscripts of functors M; ; associated to a bilax 2-representation M.

Example 2.15. For any object i in a bilax-unital 2-category %, the Yoneda functor €(i, ) is a bilax-unital
2-functor from € to Cat. Chosing u; and u) to be the left (op)lax unitors I and I’, respectively, defines a bilax
2-representation of €. We call P; := (i, _) the i-th principal bilax 2-representation. Dually, each functor
%(—,1) also defines a bilax 2-representation of € °"~.

For a bilax 2-representation M of a bilax-unital 2-category %, we can define its injective abelianization M (resp.
its projective abelianization M) by letting M (1) = M(i) (resp. M(i) = M(i)), see [MMMT, Subsection 3.4]
for more details. Then M (resp. M) is a bilax 2-representation of € (resp. %).

2.4. Algebra and coalgebra 1-morphisms. From now on, if not explcitly stated otherwise, we let
€= (¢, 1={1l;]ie Ob¥%}, I' = {I}|]ie Ob¥%})
be a bilax-unital 2-category.

Definition 2.16. A 1-morphism F € €(i,1) is called an algebra if there exists a multiplication 2-morphism
pr : FF — F and a unit 2-morphism nr : I; — F, depicted as

F F
H\ and !
1,

F F

1

such that pp is associative, i.e., up oy (ur idr) = pr oy (idp pr), and we have the unitality I; ; p = pr oy (nr idp)
and 71 1 p = pr oy (idp nr). Diagrammatically, the associativity can be drawn as

F

F
E F
(2.15) [{j\ _
F F F F

F F
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and the unitality can be drawn as follows:

F F F F
(2.16) e . y F
Ii F Ii F Ii F Ii
For any two algebra 1-morphisms F := (F, up, nr) and G := (G, pa, nc) in €(i, 1), an algebra homomorphism

from F to G is a 2-morphism « : F — G such that pg oy (aa) = a oy up and ng = « oy 7r, that is, we have
the following diagrams:

G G G G
G G
(2.17) = and = !
o] [o] F F :
F F F F I; I

A 1-morphism F € €(1i, 1) is called a coalgebra if there exists a comultiplication 2-morphism Ag : F — FF and
a counit 2-morphism ep : F — I}, depicted as

F F

satisfying both coassociativity (Ag idg) oy Ap = (idr Ar) oy A and counitality
l/i,i,F = (EF 1dF) Oy AF and T/i,i,F = (1dF EF) Oy AF

The diagrams for coassociativity and counitality are obtained by flipping Diagrams (Z15]) and 2I6]) with the
labelling of the dashed strand replaced by I} from I;. Homomorphisms of coalgebras 1-morphisms is defined
in the obvious way.

For a 2-category €, the usual definition of algebra and coalgebra 1-morphisms is obtained from Definition 2.16]
by letting I; = 1; = I} and all unitors to be the identities. Recall that, for a 2-category 4 with any choice of
{7i:1; > 1;|]i € Ob¢} and {7} : 1; — I}| i € Ob ¥}, we have the bilax-unital 2-category €[y, v'].

Lemma 2.17. Let € be a 2-category and F € €(i,1) be an algebra (resp. coalgebra) 1-morphism. Then the
1-morphism F is also an algebra (resp. coalgebra) in €[v,~'].

Proof. We only prove the statement for algebras. For coalgebras the proof is similar. Assume that the structure
maps for the algebra 1-morphism F € €(i,1) are ur : FF — F and nr : 1; — F. Then we claim that F is also
an algebra in €[v,~’] with the multiplication up and the unit ng oy 73 : I; > F. The associativity of pp is
clear. The unitality of F in €[v,~'] follows from the unitality of F in ¥ and the fact that the left and right
unitors in ¢[v,7’] are given by the left and right horizontal composition with the 7;’s. O
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2.5. (Co)modules over (co)algebra 1-morphisms. Let F = (F, up, nr) € ¢(i,1) be an algebra 1-mor-
phism.

Definition 2.18. A left module over F in % is a l-morphism M € %(j,1), for some j, together with a
2-morphism vy : FM — M, depicted as:
M

F M
satisfying the following associativity and unitality axioms:

M

1

F FM i M L M

For any two left F-modules M = (M, vy) and N = (N, vx), an F-module homomorphism from M to N is a
2-morphism « : M — N such that:

N N
F M F M

One can define right F-modules and the corresponding F-module homomorphisms similarly using the mirror
images of Diagrams (ZI8)) and (ZI9) with respect to a vertical mirror.

Let G = (G, pg, na) € €(3, j) be another algebra 1-morphism.
Definition 2.19. An F-G-bimodule in € is a 1-morphism M € €(j, i) with two 2-morphisms
oM : FM —>M and 7y : MG — M,

such that (M, vy ) is a left F-module and (M, 7y) is a right G-module which is compatible in the following
sense:

S

M G M G
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We can simply denote the two above diagrams as follows:

M

FMG

For any two F-G-bimodules M = (M, vy, 7v) and N = (N, v, 7n), a F-G-bimodule homomorphism from M to
N is a 2-morphism a : M — N such that we have:

N N

M

F M G F M G

Dually, one can define a left (right or bi-) comodule over a coalgebra and homomorphisms of left (right or
bi-) comodules by reversing the arrows of morphisms and fliping all diagrams above with the dashed strand
labeled by the oplax unit I} instead of the lax unit I;.

For any algebra l-morphism F € %(i,i) and every object j € Ob¥%, we denote by F-mody(j) (resp.
(mod«-F)(3)), the (additive and k-linear) category of left (resp. right) F-modules in €(j,1) (resp. (1, j)) and
with the corresponding F-modules homomorphisms as morphisms. With such notation, F-mod¢ : 4 — Cat
(resp. modg-F : € — Cat) defines a bilax 2-representations of ¢ where the action of 1-morphisms is given
by right (resp. left) composition with the corresponding 1-morphisms and the action of 2-morphisms is given
by right (resp. left) horizontal composition with the corresponding 2-morphisms. Indeed, for the bilax 2-
representation F-mode¢ (resp. modg-F), we have us = r; (resp. us = I3) and u} = r} (resp. u} =1}).

Similarly, one can define F-comody and comody -F, for a coalgebra 1-morphism F, and, for two (co)algebra
1-morphisms F € €(i,1) and G € €(j, j), the category of F-G-bi(co)modules in €(j,1). As above, F-comod¢
and comode -F give bilax 2-representations of %.

2.6. Adjoint pairs of l-morphisms. Recall that € = (4,1 = {I;|i € Ob%}, I’ = {I}|i € Ob¥}) is a
bilax-unital 2-category.

Definition 2.20. For any F € ¢/(4,j) and G € €(j, 1), we say that (F,G) is an adjoint pair of 1-morphisms
(or, alternatively, that F is a left adjoint of G and G is a right adjoint of F), if there exist two 2-morphisms

a:I; > GF and B:FG—1;,
such that the composite

T, F idp o Bidr lisF

F FT} FGF LF F
equals idr and the composite
1 ai i 751,
G2 pg e, grg ¢l g, L

equals idg.
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Let us depict o and S by the following diagrams:

G F I;
N A
I F G
Then the diagrams for the two conditions in Definition are as follows:
F G
(2.22) = and =
F G

Let us now establish some basic properties of adjuctions.
Proposition 2.21. Let F € €(i,j), Ge ¢(j,1i), F' € €(k,i) and G' € €(i,k). If (F,G) and (F',G’) are two
adjoint pairs in €, then (FF',G'G) is also an adjoint pair in €.
Proof. We define two 2-morphisms:
a:T, > G'GFF’ and §:FF'C'G -1,

respectively, as follows:

G F 1 G
(2.23) a: P =] [V
I I
and
IJ IJ
(2.24) 3 &3
F G F G

Now we claim that & and 8 make (FF’,G’G) into an adjoint pair. Taking (2:23) and (2.24) into account,
the left diagram in ([2:22)) is checked diagrammatically, see Figure [l The right diagram in ([222) is checked
similarly. O
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F P

£
- ‘I{(
F ¥ F I F I
F v
€2
F F

FIGURE 1. The digram in the proof of Proposition [Z.2T]

Proposition 2.22. Let M be a bilax 2-representation of €. Assume that F € €(1,j) is a left adjoint of
G e 6(j,1i). Then there are natural isomorphisms

Hompg(j) (M(F)(X),Y) = Homp ) (X, M(G)(Y)),
for any objects X e M(1),Y € M(3).

Proof. Suppose that a : I} — GF and § : FG — I are the adjunction morphisms associated to the adjoint
pair (F,G). Define a map ® : Homyg(j) (M(F)(X),Y) — Hompgs) (X, M(G)(Y)) by sending any morphism f
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idMF u'ix idMFMaX
M(F)(X) 2 Mp)M(1) (X) MO MF)M(GF)(X) = M(F)M(G)M(F)(X)
idv(rym f
M(T;,j,F)X ‘ l (F)M(G)
M(FI;)(X) M(F)M(G)(Y)
MM id / H
M(FGF)(X) == M(FG)M(F)(X) —2" ~ M(FG)(Y)
M(BidF)\L \LM(B)M(F)(X) lM(ﬂ)Y
M(1)(f)
M(I;F)(X) == M(I;) M(F)(X) ————— M(I;)(Y)
\L(%‘)M(F)(x) l(uj)y
M(F)(X) ! Y.
FIGURE 2. The diagram in the proof of Proposition [Z.22]
from M(F)(X) to Y in M(j) to the composite
) x o id d
x L ) () 2R M(GR) (X) = M(G)M(F)(X) 2L vy

in M(i). Define a map ¥ : Hompg(;) (X, M(G)(Y)) — Homypgy)(M(F)(X),Y) by sending any morphism g
from X to M(G)Y in M(i) to the composite

M(B)y

(us)y

M(L;)(Y) —2 -,

idmr) 9

M(F)(X) M(F)M(G)(Y) == M(FG)(Y)

We claim that Y& = idHomM(J_)(M(F)(X)7y) and PV = idHomM(i)(X_M(G)(y)). Now we only prove the former
equality since the latter can be proved simiarly. Consider the diagram in Figure 2l In this digram, the top
and bottom left triangles commute by (2I1). The left-most pentagon commutes by the fact that (F,G) is an
adjoint pair. The bottom right two squares commutes due to the naturality of M(S) and u;. The remaining
subploygons of the diagram in Figure 2] commute by definition. Hence the two pathes from M(F)(X) to Y
along the boundary of the diagram in Figure [2] coincide with each other. This implies the statement of the
proposition. O

Proposition 2222 says that, in any bilax 2-representation, the pair (F, G) of adjoint 1-morphisms is repersented
by adjoint functors (in the usual sense). In particular, left and right adjoints are unique up to a unique
isomorphism of functors (in the underlying category of the representation). The following statement asserts
that such an isomorphism exists already in %.

Proposition 2.23. For any 1-morphisms F, ¥ € €(i,j) and G,G' € €(j, 1), we have:
(4) if (F,G) and (F',G) are two adjoint pairs in €, then F = F' in €;
(#) if (F,G) and (F,G’) are two adjoint pairs in €, then G =~ G’ in 6.

Proof. We only prove claim claim is proved similarly. Suppose that o : I} — GF and 3 : FG — I are
the adjunction morphisms associated to the adjoint pair (F,G) and o : I} — GF’" and ' : F'G — I; are the
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adjunction morphisms associated to the adjoint pair (F', G). Define two 2-morphisms:

/ .
Ty F idr o Bidgs lig,m

¢: F FT FGF’ I;F’ F’
B L LAt AL L EL
These can be depicted as follows:
I
and

We only prove the equality 1)¢ = idp since the equality ¢yp = idps follows by symmetry. The equality ¢¢ = idp
is proved diagrammatically in Figure 8 There the last equality in the first row uses both the naturality of the
right oplax unitor 7§ ;  and that of the left lax unitor /; j, at the same time and so does the first one in the
second row. |

For any category A, denote by End(A) the category of endofunctors on A and corresponding natural trans-
formations. Note that End(A) can be viewed as a 2-category with one object (which can be identified with

A).

Proposition 2.24. Let F € €(i,j) be a left adjoint of G € €(j,1). Then h(GF,_) = GFo _ € End%(4, i)
is an algebra in End(€(i,1)) and h(FG,_) =FGo _ is a coalgebra in End(€(j, j))-

Proof. We only prove the first part and the rest can be proved similarly. Suppose that o : I} — GF and
B : FG — Ij are the adjunction morphisms associated to the adjoint pair (F,G). It is easy to check that
GF o _ has the natural structure of a monad given by the multiplication map

id idp o_ rji,gidrpo_
(2.25) GFGF o _ GB—F>GIjFo, P GFo _
and the unit map
lli,i,f o _
(226) Id(g(i,i) I;. o _ GF o _ .

The associativity follows from the naturality of the lax right unitor r; and Definition (@ [(b)} The left
unitality follows directly from (222)) and Definition (@) [(B)} Let us check the right unitality. For any
1-morphism H € %(i, i), we have the diagram:

idar 1], den i e B i
GFH — " GRrH - e @ gpary - 929 g pp 224 GFH
o . ~ _ I

~ Il

. , RN
idg T idg ~

I
EN Il I

GFI,H GFH

where the two triangles commute due to 2.2)) and [24)). By adjunction (222)), the dashed path from GFH
to GFH equals idgry. Therefore, by the commutativity of the above diagram, the path starting along all

-
. L~
idg li,3,FridE <
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FI1GURE 3. The diagram in the proof of Proposition [2.23

19
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consecutive arrows in the first row also equals idgpy. This implies the desired right unitality and completes
the proof. O

3. FIAX CATEGORIES

3.1. Fiax categories. By a finitary category, we mean an additive, idempotent split, k-linear category which
has finitely many isomorphism classes of indecomposable objects and finite dimensional morphism spaces (be-
tween any two indecomposable objects). Denote by Ql[f: the 2-category of finitary categories with 1-morphisms
being k-linear additive functors and 2-morphisms being natural transformations.

Definition 3.1. A bilax-unital 2-category € = (¢, I = {I;|i € Ob %}, I' = {I{| i € Ob%}) is called finitary if
it satisfies that

(1) Ob¥ is a finite set;
(2) for each i, j € Ob %, the category €(i, j) is finitary;
(3) all lax and oplax unit 1-morphisms are indecomposable.

Definition 3.2. A finitary bilax 2-representation M of a finitary bilax-unital 2-category % is a bilax-unital
2-functor from ¥ to Ql[f: (cf. Definition [Z12).

For any finitary bilax-unital 2-category ¢ = (4,1 = {I;]i € Ob%}, I’ = {Ii|i € Ob%¢}) and each object
i € Ob ¥, the i-th principal bilax 2-representation P; = %(i, _) is finitary.

Definition 3.3. Let M be a finitary bilax 2-representation of finitary bilax-unital 2-category ¥. For any
X € M(i), we say that the object X generates M if, for any j € Ob% and Y € M(j), there exists a
1-morphism F € (i, j) such that Y is isomorphic to a direct summand of M(F)X.

A finitary bilax 2-representation M of € is called transitive if every nonzero X € M(1) generates M.

Definition 3.4. A finitary bilax-unital 2-category € = (¢, 1 = {I;|1 € Ob%}, I’ = {Ii| i € Ob%¥}) is called
weakly fiazx if there exists an equivalence (_)* : € — € °?'°P, where the latter 2-category has the same object
as € with both 1- and 2-morphisms reversed, such that the following three conditions are satisfied (we denote
by *(_) the inverse of (_)*):

(1) (L)* =1, (l3,1,9)" =75 55 and (rixc)" =l ; g, for any 1-morphisms F € €(j,1) and G € (1, k);
(2) for each 1-morphism F € €(j, i), there exists adjunction morphisms
oF Ig —F*F and fBr:FF* - 1;,
such that the pair (F,F*) is an adjoint pair;
(3) for each 2-morphism 7 : F — G with F, G € €(j, 1), the 2-morphism ~* is given by the composite

l,im * ap idgx* idpx yidgx ides sy
31) G —= Piot L prpgr e pegar 0 ey T e

el

Furthermore, we say that € is fiaz if, additionally, the equivalence (_)* above is a weak involution, that is, if
we have

(4) () =Ide.
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Remark 3.5. Compare Definition B4 with that of a weakly fiat (or fiat) 2-category in [MMIl MM4]: A 2-
category ¢ is called weakly fiat if there exists an equivalence (_)* : € — € °" °P such that, for each 1-morphism
F e ¢, (F,F*) is an adjoint pair in the classical sense (which agrees with our definition of an adjoint pair if
we view € as a bilax-unital 2-category (¢,1 =1 = {1;|i € Ob%?})). A requirement (B]) in Definition 34 is
not present in this definition of a weakly fiat 2-category, but one can always replace (_)*, as long as it exists,
with one that satisfies (B). One can for example choose adjunction morphisms a, S for each indecomposable
1-morphism F in €, which yields a choice of adjunction morphisms for all 1-morphisms in ¢ at once, and then
take (B as the definition of 4* using the chosen adjunction morphisms. Therefore, weakly fiax categories
are bilax-unital analogues of weakly fiat 2-categories from [MM4].

Also note that both the definitions for fiax and fiat 2-categories only require (_)** to be isomorphic to the
identity functor without specifying an isomorphism (_)** =~ Id¢. This is different from the standard definition
of a pivotal (monoidal) category (see [EGNOL Section 4.7]) where such a natural isomorphism, called a pivot,
is an additional structure on the monoidal category.

For the rest of the paper, we only discuss fiax categories and not weakly fiax categories, while we do not use
that (_)* is an involution in our arguments (i.e., weakly fiax is enough). This is comparable to the theory
for fiat 2-categories, most of which is valid for weakly fiat 2-categories but stated for fiat 2—categoriesE| All
examples of weakly fiax or weakly fiat 2-categories appearing in the paper are fiax (resp., fiat).

Lemma 3.6. For any fiaz category € = (¢, 1= {1;|i € Ob¥%}, 1 = {I}{|1 € Ob¥}), each lax unit I; and each
oplax unit I} is split.

Proof. The statement follows from the fact that (F,F*) is an adjoint pair for any 1-morphism F € €(j, 1) and
Definition O
Proposition 3.7. Let € = (¢,1= {I;]1 € Ob%}, I' = {I{|i € Ob¥}) be a fiax category and A = (A, pa, na)

an algebra 1-morphism in €(i,1) for some object i
If the category €(j,1i) (resp. €(i,])) is abelian, then A-mod(j) (resp. (modeg-A)(j)) is also abelian.
Proof. Since % is fiax, (horizontal) composition with A is exact and therefore preserves kernels and cokernels.

Thus, given a morphism f : M — N in A-mod(j), the diagram

AM 220 AN 1dag, Acokerf —— 0

I
i’UM J/'UN } v
~

N g coker f —— 0

in €(j,1i) is commutative and exact, where g is the cokernel map in €(j,i). It is easy to check that the
induced map v : A coker f — coker f defines a A-module structure on coker f. Similarly, the kernels exists in
A-mod(j). The proof for (mode-A)(j) is the same. O

3.2. 2-categories associated to fiax categories. Let ¢ = (4,1 = {I;|]1 € Ob%}, I’ = {Ii| i € Ob%?}) be
a fiax 2-category. For any object j € Ob ¥, denote by D(j) be the full additive subcategory of End(%(j, 1))
generated by Idg(;,5) and hy;:(F, ) = Fo _, for any 1-morphism F € ¢(i,i). Note that hj; (-, )
defines a faithful functor from ¢(i,i) to D(j) by sending any l-morphism F to hj; :(F,_) and with the
obvious assignment on 2-morphisms. Indeed, if there is any 2-morphisms o : F — G in %(i,1i) such that
hjii(a,—) =0, then we have hy; ;(o,1;) = aidy, = 0 which implies that oy 7557 = 715,¢ ov (avidy,) = 0

LThis also has to do with the terminology. There has been a suggestion that ‘weakly fiax’ should be ‘fax’ and ‘weakly fiat’
should be ‘fat’, which was dismissed by a majority of the authors of the current paper.
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by the naturality of 7; ;. Since 7 ; r is split epic, we have a = 0. Therefore for any j € Ob% we have the
functor

hjii(=5-)

(3.2) %(1,4) D(3)¢ D(j) .

Note that the functors l; 51, o — and r; 1,1, o — belong to D(j). Then we can consider the coequalizer of the

two functors l; 31, o — and r; 5 1, o — in the category D(j) by (the dual of) Proposition and describe it as
follows.

Lemma 3.8. Let ¢ = (¢, 1= {li|1€ Ob %}, I' = {I}|1i € Ob€}) be a finitary bilax-unital 2-category. Assume
that each 2-morphism l; ; v : I1F — F splits, for any 1-morphism F € €(j,1). Then the coequalizer of

li,i,IiO—

(33) IiIi o _ Ii o _

Ti,i,1;30—

in D(j) is isomorphic to the identity functor Ide 5y with the left lax unitor.

Proof. Denote the coequalizer of [B3]) by U; € D(j) with the natural transformation
&G i ljo_ - U

in D(j). For any 1-morphism F € €(j, i), we have:

F F F
(3.4) S - R = R
l' I' l’ Il I‘~\

L L, F L L F L L F

Here the left equality follows by applying the naturality of j;,  to the 2-morphism /5 ;  : I;1F — F. Therefore
l;,;,F coequalizes [; ; 1,idr and r;;1,idp. By the universal property of coequalizers, there exists a unique
2-morphism 6; (F) : U; (F) — F such that the triangle in the diagram

bosside & (F)
(35) IiIiF ) IJ_F —_— Ui (F)
Ti,i,1;1AF |
. 105 (F)
ji,F %
F

commutes, i.e., 0; (F) o, & (F) = 5,1, r. The naturality of /5 ;, and &, and the fact that &; is epic, implies that
{0:(F) : Us(F) — F|F € €(i,1)} defines a natural transformation 0; : U; — Ide(y,1).

Note that each /; ; ¥ is split. Denote by ar : F — I;F the 2-morphism such that I ; 7 o, ar = idp. Then we
have

0;(F) oy &i(F) oy aF = lj,1,F ov aF = idF.

Now we claim that &;(F) oy ar oy 05(F) = idy, (r). Using the universal property of coequalizers, it suffices to
show the equality

(3.6) i(F) oy ap oy 05 (F) oy & (F) = & (F).
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Consider the following diagram

idyr
idy, « idy; U5,
LF— " SIL,F— " _IF
& (F)
Ui(F) l,1,F 5,157 & (F)
01 (F)
« ;s (F
F F LF & (F) Ui(F),

where the top and the left triangles commute by definition; the left square commutes by the naturality of /5, ;
and the right square commutes since &; gives the coequalizer of ([B3]) and the equality in Definition @
implies idy,lj,;,r = 7ii,1, idp. Hence, the two pathes along the boundary of the above diagram from the
north-west vertex I;F to the south-east vertex U;(F) coincide, establishing (8:6). The claim follows. O

Let € = (¢,1={I;|]ie Ob¥}, T = {I;| i € Ob¥}) be a fiax category. For any fixed object i € Ob ¥, we have
the embedding
F(i,1) — €(i,1).

By the dual of Proposition 2.9, the category %(i, 1) contains the coequalizer of I; ; 1, and 75 ;1,. Since the
coequalizer is defined only up to isomorphism, we pick one representative in its isomorphism class and denote
it by 1;. By abuse of notation, we still denote by &; the epimorphism I; — 1; associated to the coequalizer
1;. By Lemmata and 3.8 together with the diagram (B.2), we have a natural map 1;F =, F, for any
1-morphism F € €(j,1i). By arguments similar to those of Lemma [B.8 one can verify that _ o 1;, that is, the
coequalizer of _ol; 51, and _or; ; 1, as functors in End(%(1, j)), is isomorphic to Idg s 5), for each j € Ob¥.

Therefore we have a natural map G1; = G, for any 1-morphism G € €(i, k).

Remark 3.9. By an argument, dual to that of Lemma [3.8 we can deduce that the equalizer of l’i1 ip O and

/

14,0 © = which exists in the category €(i,1i), is isomorphic to the functor Ide(j,5) in D( j). One also has

r!

a similar statement when considering the corresponding functors glven by right compositions. We pick one
representative in the isomorphism class of the equalizer of I} , ;, and 7}, |,, and denote it by 1}. Denote by

¢! the monomorphism 1; — I;. Then we have natural maps 1,F = F and G1, = G, for any 1-morphisms
Fe%(j,1i) and G € €(i,k). If € is a fiax category, the weak involution (_)* on % extends to a biequivalence
% — €°°". Alternatively, one can apply (=)* to the proof of Lemma B8 (which needs to be modified
slightly) and obtain the dual statement.

Note that, for a finitary bilax-unital 2-category %, both €(i, j) and €(i, j) are abelian, for each pair i, j € Ob%
of objects. But €(1,j) and € (i, j) are usually not finitary.

Now, we extend the natural maps 1; F = Fand G1; = G to any 1-morphism F € (j,1), G € €(i, k).

Proposition 3.10. Given the same assumption as in LemmalZ8, each 1-morphism 1; is a weak unit (i.e., a
lax unit where both unitors are isomorphisms) on €.

Proof. Note that a l-morphism ({f; : G; — F},n) € €(j,1), where j € Ob¥, is the cokernel of the map
> fi 1 @G —» Fin €(j,1). Also, note the fact that 1; o _ is the cokernel of a natural transformation between
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the exact functors I;1; o _ and I; o _ on %(j,1). Hence the action of 1; is right exact on %(j,i). Then the

statement that 1;F => F, for any F € %(j,1), follows from the naturality of those isomorphisms. Similarly
one shows that the right unitor for 1; is an isomorphism. The compatibility condition between the left and
the right unitors of 1; follows from the compatibility of ; and r; for I;. O

The above proposition implies that each 1; does not depend on the choice of split lax units, up to isomorphisms.

Indeed, if we have two split lax units I;, I; and the corresponding coequalizer diagrams

ii 1,15
IiIi _— Ii —— ]]-i and IiIi _— Ii - ]]-i
Ti,i,1; T, . %

lii1g

then, by Proposition 10, we have 1; =~ 1;1; = 1;.

Remark 3.11. Recall that % is a bilax-unital 2-category with the induced lax/oplax units, which we still
denoted by I = {I;|i € Ob %€} and I’ = {I}| 1 € Ob &} by abuse of notation. While, if ¢ is a finitary bilax-unital
2-category with split lax units, by Proposition B.I0, € is also a 2-category with weak units being those 1;’s.
To distinguish those two structures, we would write (%, {1;| i € Ob%}) for being a 2-category with weak units
instead of €, where the latter we refer to a bilax-unital 2-category.

Define Cf/(::,\l) to be the additive closure of €(i,i) and 1; in the category €(i,i). Then the category €(i, 1)
has a monoidal structure with 1; as the unit object with respect to the horizontal composition. Note that
the horizontal composition is/s_tr\ictly associative but 1; is not a strict unit object. By the paragraph before

Remark [B17] the category %(i,1i), up to equivalence, does not depend (as a subcategory of €(i,i)) on the
choice of split lax units. For later use, we record the coherence property of monoidal categories (see for example
[Kel]) as the following diagram equality:

1; 1;
(3.7) Sh= b
1 1, 1; 1,

This means that the evaluations of the left and the right unitors on 1; coincide. We note that the unit object
in a monoidal category is usually presented by the empty diagram. But since 1; is not a strict unit, we draw
it as a dotted line.

Let € = (¢,1={1;|]ie Ob¥%}, T = {I;| i e Ob€}) be a fiax category. Define % to be the (2-full) subcategory
of € such that

e Ob% = 0b¥;
. (Af(i, i) = CK/(l,\l), for any object i, and %(i,j) = %(i, j), for any objects i # j.
By definition and Proposition [B.10, we have the following statement:
Corollary 3.12. The category ¢ is a 2-category with weak units, where 1; is a weak unit at i.
Proposition 3.13. If € is a fiax category then the 2-category % is fiat (with weak units).
Proof. We first show that ¢ is finitary. The only nontrivial condition to be checked is the indecomposability

of each 1;. Suppose that we have the decomposition 1; = e; @...@Pe, in %, where r > 1 is a positive integer
and eq,...,e,. are indecomposable 1-morphisms in ¥. Then we obtain I; =~ I;1; = Ije; @ ... ® Lie,. Taking
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Lemma [3.6] into account, we get a contradiction with the assumption on % to be finitary, more precicely, with
the indecomposibility of I;.

To show that ¢ is fiat, we now extend the weak involution (_)* : 4 — €°P*°P to a weak involution from %

to 27" which, by abuse of notation, we still denote by (_)*. We only need to define 17 = 1; and then
prescribe what the functor (~)* does to the hom-spaces Hom. (F, 1;) and Hom(1;, G), for any 1-morphism
F G e (5(1 i), and to the hom-space Hom%(]l17 1;). Restrlctlng the i-th prlnmpal bilax 2-representation

= (5(1 _) of % to its fiax subcategory %, we obtain a bilax 2-representation of %. Therefore, for any
F € %(1, i), we have
(3.8) Homg ;\(F,1;) = Homp ) (F1s,1;) = Homp ;) (1, F*1;) = Homp ;) (13, F),

where the middle isomorphism follows from Proposition and the other two isomorphisms are defined
by precomposing with the natural isomorphism F1; = F and postcomposing with the natural isomorphism
F*1; = F*, respectively. Using the isomorphisms in ([B:8), we can define the action of (_)* on Hom. o(F,1;)
and Homg (13, G), respectively.

Thanks to the proof of Lemma B8 Definition B4 () and 1} = 1;, for any 1-morphism F € €(j, 1), the pair
(F,F*) is an adjoint pair in ¢ with the adjunction morphisms given by

. &) o . )
ar: Lo f R and fp: FFr—2Sel S,

where ar, Sr are the adjunction morphisms for the adjoint pair (F,F*) in €.

It remains to show that each 1-morphism 1; is self adjoint with the adjunction morphisms given by the left
(or right) unitors evaluating at 1; and its inverse, i.e.,

~

(39) li,i,]l.i = ;‘\i,i,]l.i : ]]-i]]-i i ]]-i and (z;)i7]]_i)_l = (’I/:i’i)]]_i)_l : ]]-i i ]]-i]]-i'
We need to check ([2:22). The left condition in ([2:22)) is satisfied since

1, 1; 1; 1 1; 1
]].1 ]]-1 ]]-i ]]-1
) A ) RN
o o@m o bl oed i G %) FR %)
H ]]-i R ]]_1 -..]]-1 FE ]]_1 s
1; 1; 1; 1; 1 1
The right condition in ([2:22]) can be checked similarly. O

If we view ¢ as a fiax category (CK T=T={1i]ieOb %} then the embedding € — % is a bilax-unital
2-functor. But the embedding ¢ T might not be a bilax-unital 2- functor in general Indeed, if the latter
were true, by Definition 2171 ([2), we would have that the isomorphism 1171,11 : 1;1; = 1; factors through the
1-morphism I;1;. The latter 1-morphism is isomorphic to I; which would imply that 1; is a direct summand
of I;. Due to the indecomposability of I;, we thus would have 1; =~ I;, which would mean that % is a fiat
2-category (with weak or strict identity 1-morphisms). Conversely, if € i is a fiat 2- category viewed as a fiax
category (¢,1 =1 = {1;]1 € Ob%}), then the associated fiat 2-category ¢ satisfies ¢ = €.
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Remark 3.14. As in Remark 3.9 one can do the opposite constructions by using split oplax unitors in the
set-up of the injective abelianization ¥ and obtain the dual statements of Proposition [3.10] Corollary
and Proposition I3l This gives rise to a fiat 2-category € with weak units 1} which is a (2-full) subcategory
of the 2-category & with weak units 1;. We draw the canonical map ¢ : 1{ — I} from our construction as
follows:

I

1
L, when viewed in the fiat 2-category € with weak units 14, lose their status
of lax/oplax units and thus are presented by solid lines rather than dashed lines. As a shorthand for a more
complicated diagram, see (B.8)), we let:

Note that the 1-morphisms I;, I}

(3.10) P |
I; 1

We denote the natural isomorphisms for 1} acting on € as follows:
Z],i,p :F~1/F and ,\r{;;ij : G =~ G1},

for any 1-morphisms F € €(j,1), G € €(i,j) and any j € Ob%. The unitors for 1} are the restrictions of

~

lv/i = (%7i)j60b% and 75 = (7 j)jeobw to €. For later use, we list the following commutative diagrams:

id idg &
(3.11) UF— _pp o oand Qr—% L qr,
F G

for any 1-morphism F € €(j,1i), G € €(i, j) and any j € Ob¥%. Diagrammatically, we have:

L F I, F G I G L

(3.12) Lol = and | i =
1, 1y
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Note that, if F € €(j,1), G € (i, ), we also have the following commutative diagrams involving I;:

)*id id >
(3.13) F—& g and ar 2

F G

GL, .

For example, the second diagram in 313) follows from BII]) as follows:

* *

F I, *F I, *F F
| 1

(3.14) - 621 .,
]]-,'.'..

F Ii *F *F F Ii

Here *F is the left adjoint of F (i.e., the image under the inverse of (_)*). The third equality is due to the fact
that (_)* : € — €°™°P is compatible with horizontal and vertical compositions, (the dual of) Proposition B.13]
and (BI0).

Proposition 3.15. Let (¢,1,1') be a fiax category. Then both 2I0Q) and its mirror image with respect to a

vertical mirror hold.

Proof. We prove (ZI0) and the mirror image identity follows by symmetry. It is enough to prove (ZI0) in the
fiat 2-category (%, {1}|1i € Ob%}). Using Remark 314 we have:

I If If I I
X |11 . |
EmeEm | i @ ;i _ P @D
1y 1y I |
Ii Ij_ Ii Ii Ii

Here the third equality holds by the naturality of the unitors for 1;, see Proposition3.100 For the last equality,
B3 is used twice, see the last part of the diagram computation in the proof of Proposition BI3l The claim
follows. O

3.3. Lifting bilax 2-representations. Let ¢ = (¢,1 = {I;|i € Ob¥%}, ' = {I}| i € Ob@}) be a fiax cate-
gory and M a non-zero bilax 2-representation of ¢ in the sense that M(i) is non-zero, for some i € Ob¥%. If
M(F) = 0, for all 1-morphisms F € €, we will call M a trivial bilax 2-representation of €. None of the trivial

bilax 2-representations of % can be lifted to a non-zero bilax 2-representation of & since, for any non-zero bilax
2-representation N of ¢, we have N(1;) = idn;) # 0 due to the isomorphism 1;1; = 1; and (ZII).
For any non-zero bilax 2-representation M of ¥, define a bilax-unital 2-functor ¥M : ¥ — Cat by set-
ting

EM(i) = add({M(F)X | X e M(j), Fe€(j,1), j€ Ob¥}) < M(1),
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for every object i € Ob%. Hence ¥M is a bilax 2-subrepresentation of M. For any fiat 2-category €,
viewed as a fiax category (4,1 =1 = {1i]i € Ob%}), and for any bilax 2-representation M of &, we have
M =M.

Let M be a non-zero bilax 2-representation of a fiax category € = (¢,1= {I;|]1 € Ob%}, I' = {I’ |ie Ob¥%}).
Consider the projective abelianization M as a bilax 2-representation of Cf Restricting M to Cf we obtain a
functor, M|3€ C — Cat, which might not be a bilax 2-representat10n of € unless € is a fiat 2- category with
weak or strict identity 1-morphisms. Define a weak 2-functor M : % — Cat by setting

M(i) := add({M(F)X | X e M(j), Fe €(j,1), j € Ob%}) = M(i) < M(i),

for every object i € Ob %. Then M is a 2-representation of % since

o~

M(15)(M(F)X) = M(L;)(M(F)X) = M(1;F)X = M(F)X
for X € M(j) and F € €(j,1). It follows directly from the definition that €M = 1/\\/I|cg

On the other hand, for any non-zero 2-representation N of ‘%, precomposing N with the embedding ¢ — ‘%,
we obtain a non-zero bilax 2-representation N|¢ of €. Thanks to the fact that I; — 1; is an epimorphism and
N(1) = idn(), we know that N(I;) # 0. Therefore, we further get a non-zero bilax 2-representation %' (N|)
of € given by setting

% (N|¢)(i) ;== add({N(F)X | X e N(j), Fe ¢(j,1), j € Ob¥%}) < N(i),

for every object i € Ob@. Since each [; ; r is split, for any 1-morphism F, the bilax 2-representation ¢ (N|¢)

automatically satisfies the condition €% (N|¢) = € (N|¢). Indeed, in each category %(i, i) we have an epi-
morphism &; : I; — 1; which implies that @ (N|¢)(i) = N(i) as categories, for every object i € Ob¥%.

Theorem 3.16. Let ¥ be a fiax category. There is a bijection between the set of bilax 2-representations M of
€ satisfying € M = M and the set of 2-representations of the associated fiat 2-category € (with weak units).

Proof. Note that the zero bilax 2-representation M of a fiax category € automatically satisfies ¥ M = M.
Define a map ¥ from the set of bilax 2-representations M of a fiax category € satisfying ¥ M = M to the
set of 2-representations of the associated 3 by sending M to M. Define a map {2 on the other direction by
sending N to € (N|¢). It follows from the definitions that Q¥ = id and ¥ = id. O

By the proof of Theorem [3.1G, we have:

Corollary 3.17. Let € be a fiax category. There is a biequivalence between the 2-category of bilax 2-rep-
resentations M of € satisfying that € M = M and the 2-category of 2-representations of the associated fiat
2-categories € (with weak units).

As a bonus, it is clear that the bijection in Theorem [3.16] also induced a bijection between the corresponding
sets of equivalence classes.

Remark 3.18. In the set-up of injective abelianizations, one obtains the dual statements of Theorem [3.16]
and Corollary BT with respect to the associated fiat 2-category € with weak units.
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3.4. Lifting (co)algebras 1-morphisms. Recall that, for any fiat 2-category ¢ with a choice of a family of
morphisms v; : I; — 15,7} : 1; — I}, we have the bilax-unital 2-category €[v,~’]. Following the construction

————

before Corollary B.12] we obtain that €[v,~'] is biequivalent to € as a 2-category with weak units.

From now on, we assume that ¢ = (4,1 = {I;]1 € Ob¢}, ' = {I{|] i € Ob¥%}) is a fiax category (unless
explicitly stated otherwise). By the previous paragraph, the following proposition gives, in some sense, a
converse to Lemma 217

Proposition 3.19. Any algebra 1-morphism F = (F, ur, nr) in €(1,1) with respect to the lax unit I; is also
an algebra 1-morphism in €(i,1) with respect to 1;.

Proof. We claim that nr : I; — F equalizes [; ; 1, and 7; ; 1,. Since the 2-morphism
Tii, Ly = idIi Tiil; - LLL — Ll
is epic, it suffices to show that
MF Oy 13,31, Ov i3, LI, = 7F Oy Ti i Ov T, L5

that is, in diagrammatic terms, that we have the following:

F F
.
L oL L L LI
Indeed, by a diagrammatic computation, we have:
F F F F
| Lo F F F F
2 s @ 1 a8 ]
A S A S A
L oL L L oL L5 L LL L
(3.15)
F F
AU
L LI L5 L
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Therefore, there exists a unique 2-morphism (r : 1; — F such that the triangle in the diagram

lii1; )
(316) IiIi Ii % ]]-i

Ti,i,1; |
I ¢r
nre ‘VC

commutes. Now, we claim that (F, ug,(r) is an algebra in ‘%(i, i). The associativity of up is clear and we
only need to verify the unitality. Consider the diagram:

liiF

n

F idp

LF

lii,F

where the left top triangle commutes due to &35) with 0;(F) : Us (F) — F replaced by the 1;F = F; the right
top triangle and the big outer triangle along the boundary of the whole diagram commute by definitions. Note
that the left unitor of ¢ gives the isomorphism /; ;  : 1;F =5 F. Then we have

~

pr oy (Cridr) oy (liar) oy liir = pr oy (Cridr) oy (& idr) = pr oy (ridr) = li s F-
Thanks to the fact that l; ; ¢ is epic, we obtain pp oy ((ridr) oy (lA“F)1 = idp which yields ur oy ((ridr) =

~

li 1 r. The left middle triangle commutes by ([B.16]); the bottom triangle commutes due to the left unitality of
the algebra (F, ur,nr). This establishes the left unitality and the right unitality can be proved by a similar
argument. O

The dual statement of Proposition [3.19]is the following.

Proposition 3.20. Any coalgebra 1-morphism F = (F, Ap, ep) in €(i,1) with respect to the oplax unit I} is
also a coalgebra 1-morphism in €(i,1) with respect to 1}.

For later use, we denote by (F,Ap,(}) the new coalgebra 1-morphism in (vf(i, i) and have the following
commutative diagram:

&

(3.17) —
F

Corollary 3.21. Let F = (F, up, nr) and G = (G, ug, ng) be any algebra 1-morphisms in €(i,1) and
€k, k), respectively.

(3) If M = (M,vm) is a left F-module in €(j,1), then M = (M, vm) is also a left F-module in %(j, i),
where now F is an algebra 1-morphism in €(i,1) given by Proposition [319.
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(i) If M = (M, M) is a right F-module in € (i, j), then M = (M, mm) is also a right F-module in %(i, i),
where now F is an algebra 1-morphism in €(i,1) given by Proposition 19
(43) If M = (M, vn, mm) is an F-G-bimodule in €(k,1), then M = (M, v\, i) 18 also an F-G-bimodule in

‘;”(k, i), where now F and G are the algebra 1-morphisms in ‘(;”(i, i) and %(k,k), respectively, given
by Proposition [3.19.

Proof. Recall that (F, ur,(r) is an algebra in ‘Af(i, i). It is clear that vy satisfies the associativity since the
multiplication map up is still the same. We only prove claim as claim is proved similarly and claim
follows from claims |(i)| and Consider the diagram:

(3.18)

l5,1,M

where we use the same notation as in Lemma B.I9 The top left triangle in (BI8) commutes due to (316
while the right triangle commutes thanks to the unitality of the left module structure of M = (M, vy) in
%(j,1). The big outer triangle along the boundary of the whole diagram BI8) commutes due to [B.3]) with

F replaced by M and 6;(F) : U;(F) — F by lAJIM : 1;M => M. Therefore we have

uM oy (Cridm) oy (§3idm) = vm oy (Mridm) = ljim = {3,0,m oy (& 1dm).

As & idy is epic, we obtain vy oy ((ridy) = ZAJ;LM This proves the unitality of vy. O

The dual statement of Corollary B:2T]is as follows.

Corollary 3.22. Let F = (F, Ap, er) and G = (G, Ag, €c) be any coalgebra 1-morphisms in €(i,1) and
€(k,k), respectively.

(i) If M = (M, A1) is a left F-comodule in €(3,1), then M = (M, A1) is also a left F-comodule in €(3,1),
where now F is a coalgebra 1-morphism in €(i,1) given by Proposition [3.20.

(@) If M = (M, pm) is a right F-comodule in €(i,j), then M = (M, pm) is also a right F-comodule in

~

€(i,j), where now F is a coalgebra 1-morphism in €(1,1) given by Proposition [Z.20

(48) If M = (M, A, pum) s an F-G-bicomodule in €(k, 1), then M = (M, Au, pm) is also an F-G-bicomodule
in €(k,1i), where now F and G are coalgebra 1-morphisms in €(i,1i) and €(k, k), respectively, given
by Proposition [3.19.

3.5. (Co)tensor products over (co)algebra 1-morphisms. Let F = (F, up, nr) € €(i,1) be an algebra
1-morphisms, M = (M, ) a right F-module in €(i,k) and N = (N, vy) a left F-module in 4(j, i).

Definition 3.23. The tensor product of M and N over the algebra 1-morphism F is defined as the coequalizer
of the two 2-morphisms in the diagram

MFEN MN .

idM UN
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This coequalizer is a 1-morphism in %(j,%) which will be denoted by M Xl N.

Below we list some basic properties of ¥, cf. e.g. [MMMZ] Section 3.3] for the classical setup.
Proposition 3.24. Let F = (F, up, nr) € €(i,1) be an algebra 1-morphism.

(i) For any left F-module N = (N,vn) in €(j,1), we have FXlp N = N as left F-modules.

(i) For any right F-module M = (M, 1) in €(i,k), we have M[Xlp F =~ M as right F-modules.

Proof. We only prove the statement |(i)|since the statement can be proved similarly. By the associativity of
uN, l.e., (ZI8), we know that the 2-morphism vy equalizes pr idy and idg vx. Thus, by the universal property
of coequalizers, there exists a unique 2-morphism ¢ : F XJp N — N such that the right top triangle in the
diagram

pr idN

(3.19) FFN FN F &g N

idF UN |
UN
Cridn | ¢

Iin Y
IiN——— =N

~ )

commutes, i.e., p o, m = vn. The left bottom triangle in (BI9) commutes due to the unitality of vy, see

Corollary BI[I Now we claim that ¢ and 7 oy ({r idn) oy (ZAJ-ﬁin)'1 are mutually inverse of each other. On
the one hand, we have

oy oy (Cridw) oy (I,5,8) ! = v oy (Crid) oy (l3,08) 7 = 13w oy (T,0,8) ! = idy.
On the other hand, it is enough to prove
(3.20) 7oy ((ridN) oy (lAJ-yiﬁN)'1 Oy POy TT = T,

since the above equality implies that 7 oy (Cr idn) oy (Z\JIN) 1o, p = idpgn due to the universal property of
coequalizers. Consider the diagram

Ijaen) ™t i i
(3.21) FN BT g pN S ppN AN N
UN[ idg; UN[ idp UN[ T
T5,8) 7t i T
NN g el ey F e N

where the leftmost square commutes by the naturality of the left unitor lAj7i17; the middle square commutes by
the interchange law and the rightmost square commutes by definition of tensor products. Therefore we have

7oy (Cridn) oy (z\j,i,N)_l oy p oy =T oy (CpidN) oy (lAjJ,N)‘l oy UN
=7 oy (pr idn) oy (Cridpn) oy (z\j,i,FN)_l
= T Oy Aj,i,FN Oy (lAj,i,FN)_l =T.
Here the first equality follows from ¢ o, m = wvy; the second equality follows from the commutativity of the

diagram (m and the third equality follows from the left unitality of the algebra 1-morphism (F, ur, (r) in
%(1 i) and lJ i,FN = l1 ; ridn. The claim follows. O

L t F = (F, A, er) € €(i,1) be a coalgebra 1-morphism, M = (M, py) a right F-comodule in ¢(i,k) and
= (N, \n) a left F-comodule in %(j,1).



ADJUNCTION IN THE ABSENCE OF IDENTITY 33

Definition 3.25. The cotensor product of M and N over the coalgebra 1-morphism F is defined as the equalizer

of the two 2-morphisms in the diagram
pMm idn
MN MFEN .
idm An

This is a 1-morphism in €(j, k), which we denote by M[gN.

The dual statement of Corollary [3.21]is the following.
Proposition 3.26. Let F = (F, Ap, ep) € €(i,1) be a coalgebra 1-morphism.
(i) For any left F-comodule N = (N, \x) in €(j,1), we have FLTIrN = N as left F-comodules.
(i) For any right F-comodule M = (M, p:) in €(i,k), we have M[IgF = M as right F-comodules.

Remark 3.27. Note that (co)algebras, (co)modules, bi(co)modules and the respective homomorphisms in
the bilax-unital 2-category € (or &) are defined just as in ¥. Moreover, all statements in this subsection also
hold with respect to € (resp. €) and € (resp. ©).

3.6. Internal Hom. In this subsection, we will switch to the set-up of the injective abelianization & of a fiax
category € and use the language of coalgebras. Note that all statements for coalgebra 1-morphisms associated
to oplax units and unitors have the obvious dual statements for algebra 1-morphisms associated the lax units
and unitors.

Let M be a finitary bilax 2-representation of a fiax category %. Denote by vecty the category of finite
dimensional k-vector spaces. Note that each €(j, 1) is equivalent to the full subcategory of injective objects
in €(j,1), see Subsection For any X € M(i) and Y € M(j), consider the unique (up to isomorphism)
left exact functor from €(j, 1) to vecty given by
F +— Homy ;) (X, M(F)Y), where F e %(j,1).
This left exact functor is representable. This means that there exists a unique (up to isomorphism) 1-morphism
Hom(Y, X) € €(j,1), called the internal hom from Y to X, such that there is a natural isomorphism
Homyy ;) (X, M(F)Y) = Homg; ;) (Hom(Y, X),F), for Fe@(j,1).
Similarly to [MMMT] Lemma 4.2], the above natural isomorphism can be extended to any F € %(j, 1),

namely,

(3.22) Homyy(s) (X, M(F)Y) = Home (s 5)(Hom(Y, X), F),  for Fe%(j,1)

In fact, the internal hom assignment
Hom(-, ) : M(3)* x M(i) — £(j,1)
is, naturally, a bifunctor.
Proposition 3.28. For any object X € M(i), the 1-morphism Cx := Hom(X, X) has the structure of a
coalgebra in €(i,1).
Proof. We follow [MMMT| Lemma 4.3] and [EGNO Section 7.9]. We have the coevaluation map:
coevy x : X »> M(Cx)X,

given by the pre-image of idc, under the isomorphism [B:22)), by setting F = Cx and X =Y. The comulti-
plication map
Agy : Cx —» CxCx
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is given by the image of (M(id¢, Jcoevx x) oy coevx, x under the isomorphism
Homyp(5) (X, M(CxCx)X) = Home(; ;)(Cx,CxCx)
since M(F)M(G) = M(FG), for any F € €(i,j) and G € €(k, 1). The counit map
ecy : Cx = I}

is given by the image of (u})x : X — M(I})X = M(I;)X under the isomorphism (B3.22), by setting F = 1}
and X =Y. Note that, by the naturality of the isomorphism ([B:22]), we have the following two commutative
diagrams:

(3.23)
coev M(A coev
X X M(Cx)X BN MCxC)X and X Y M(Cx)X
coevxy, x M(€CX)X
M(ides) (uf)x
M(Cx)X — s M(Cx)M(Cx)X M(I)X.

The coassociativity and the right counitality, as in [EGNO] Section 7.9], can be checked by a direct computation
using the natural isomorphism ([3:22) and (2I1). Consider the commutative diagram

M(A
(3.24) M(Cx)X MBex)x

coevx x

M(CxCx)X

coevx, x M(idc y )coevx, x ‘

M(Cx)X M(Cx)M(Cx)X

Mecy)idm(cy)x

-

. MI)M(Cx)X e e
ldM(I/i) coevx x
(u)Mm(cx)x
M( /i,i,CX)X
M(Cx)X M(I;Cx)X.

Here the top pentagon and the left middle triangle commute thanks to [23). The middle square and
the bottom left square commute by the naturalities of M(ec, ) and u} respectively. The rightmost square
commutes by definition and the bottom middle triangle commutes due to [2I2). Therefore the two paths
along the boundary of the whole diagram ([B.24) coincide with each other which implies that their images
under the the isomorphism (3.22) by setting F = I{Cx and X =Y also coincide. Hence the left counitality
follows. 0

3.7. Categories of comodules. For any object X € M(i), we have the bilax 2-representation comod -Cx
of € (see the end of Subsection 25 for definitions). Then we have the functor

©;3 : M(j) — (comod¢ -Cx)(j),
Y — HOJ(va)’

for each j € Ob % with the obvious assignment on morphisms.
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We have a result similar to [MMMT! Theorem 4.7] in the following general setting:

Theorem 3.29. Let M be a finitary bilax 2-representation of a fiax category € generated by some non-zero
object X € M(i). Then the functors ©; give rise to an equivalence of bilax 2-representations of € between M
and comodyg -Cx . This equivalence can be restricted to an equivalence of finitary bilaz 2-representations of €
between M and injg -Cx .

The rest of the subsection is devoted to the proof of Theorem [3.29

Lemma 3.30. For any 1-morphism F € €(j,k) and any object Y € M(j), we have a natural isomorphism
(3.25) Hom (X, M(F)Y) =~ FHom(X,Y)

in €. Furthermore, the functors ©5 form a bilaz 2-natural transformation © of bilax 2-representations.

Proof. The first statement is proved similarly to [MMMT] Lemma 4.4]. We have the sequence of natural
isomorphisms:

Homg (Hom(X, M(F)Y), G) = Homy

(3.26) = Homyy

for any 1-morphism G € €(i,k). To obtain the second statement, one needs to prove that ([3.25) satisfies the
coherence conditions ([Z12)), (ZI3) and (ZI4]). The proof of ([2I2) is similar to that of [MMMT], Lemma 4.4].
We only prove (2I3) since (2I4) is proved using a similar computation. It suffices to prove that, for any
Y e M(j) and G € (4, j), the map

— oy l5j, Hom(X,Y) ° Home (Hom(X,Y),G) — Homeg (I;Hom(X,Y), G)
is equal the composite

—oy (uy)y

Hom¢ (Hom(X,Y), G) RN Homypg(5) (Y, M(G)X) Homyy 5y (M(I)Y, M(G)X)

-1
“% Homgg (Hom(X, M(Iy)Y), G) - Homyy ;) (M(Ty)Y, M(G)X)
RAN Hompy (5 (Y, M(I’ )M (G)X) = Homygy (Y, M(I’-G)X)
#, Homg (Hom(X,Y), I,G ) 2% Homg (I;Hom(X,Y), G),

where we note that (I;)* = IS and each ¢; is a natural isomorphism. Therefore, the equality we need to prove

is the following;:
(3.27) (i ov 95! (v ov L 5 Hom(x,v)) = ©3(e1(7) ov (ug)y),
for any 2-morphism 7 : Hom(X,Y) — G in €. Denote by
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the adjunction morphisms for the adjoint pair (I,1j). Consider the diagram

(3.28) Y oy M (Hom(X,Y))X
(uf)y (u}) M (Hom(x,¥))x
, 1d1\/I(IS) coevx y ,
M(Ij)Y M(Ij)M(Hom(X, Y)NHX
M(a)y M(@) M (Hom (x,¥)) X
, idM(Ig Ij) coevxy ,
M(Ijlj)Y M(IjIj)M(Hom(X, Y)HX

‘ ldM(Ig)M(Ij) coevx,y

M(1)M(1;)Y M(1})MI(1; )M (Hom(X, Y)) X

idM(IS)(UJ)Yl lidM(IS)(UJ)M(Hom(x,Y))X

idl\/I(Ig) coevx,y

M(I))Y M(I,)M(Hom(X, Y))X,

where coevxy : Y — M(Hom(X,Y))X is the pre-image of idyem(x,y) under the isomorphism
Hompy(3) (Y, M(Hom(X,Y))X) = Homg s 5)(Hom(X,Y), Hom(X,Y)).
In (328), the top and the second squares commute due to the naturalities of u3 and M(«) respectively; the

third square commutes by definition and the bottom square commutes due to the naturality of u;. Therefore
the whole diagram (28) commutes. Computing the left hand-side of (B27), we have

(ei' ov 03" ) (v ov b j Hom(x,v)) = ¥ ((idlg (v ov ls,3, Hom(x,v))) ©v (@ idHom(x,v) ) ©v l/i7j)H0m(X)y))

= ;' ((idlg 7) ov (idr; i 5, Hom(x,v)) ©v (@ idHom(x,v)) Ov l/i_’ijo_m()gy))

= M(idlg 'y)X Oy M(idlg li,j,Ho_m(X,Y))X Oy M(a idHo_m(X,Y))X

Ov M(ZQ)LHOJ(X,Y))X OV COGVXyY
= M(idlg '7)X Oy (idM(Ig)(Uj)M(Ho_mo(yy))X) Oy M(a idHo_m(Xg/))X
v (US)M(Ho_m(X,Y))X Oy CORV Xy
= M(idlg Y)x Ov (idM(Ig) coevy,y) oy (idM(Ig)(uj)y) oy M(a)y oy (ug)y7
where the first equality holds due to the proof of Proposition[2.22} the second equality holds by the interchange

law; the third equality holds by the naturality of the isomorphism ([B:22]), that is, we have the commutative
diagram:

(3.29) Home(; 5y(Hom(X,Y), Hom(X,Y)) = Homypg(5) (Y, M(Hom(X,Y))X)

dov_ M(§)xov_

l1e

Home(; j)(Hom(X,Y), H) Homyy (5 (Y, M(H)X);



ADJUNCTION IN THE ABSENCE OF IDENTITY 37

for any § € Homy(; j)(Hom(X,Y'), H); the fourth equality holds by (Z.IT)) and the fifth equality holds due to
the commutativity of (8228). Computing the right hand-side of (B21), we have

@3(p1(7) ov (u3)y) = ©3(M(y)x oy coevx,y oy (u3)y)
= M(ldlg 'Y)X Oy (ldM(IS) COGVny) Oy (ldM(IS)(uJ)Y) Oy M(Ot)y Oy (ug)y,

where the first equality holds by (329) and the last equality holds due to the proof of Proposition This
proves the equality (3271). O

Lemma 3.31. Let C be a coalgebra 1-morphism in €(i,1) for some i € Ob%. For any M € (comode -C)(j)
and any 1-morphism F € €(1, j), we have an isomorphism

(3.30) Homcomod,, c(M,FC) = Hom¢ (M, F).

Proof. By Proposition B:220 the coalgebra 1-morphism C is also a coalgebra 1-morphism in (g(i, i) €(i,1)
with the comultiplication map Ac and the new counit map (. Define a k-linear map ® from the left-hand
side to the right-hand side of (330) by sending any right C-comodule homomorphism « : M — FC to the
composite

. Y
idr (g i5,p)

M o FC F1j — F.

Define a k-linear map ¥ from the right-hand side to the left-hand side of (830) by sending any 2-morphism
B :M — F to the composite

M M MC Bidc FC,

which is, obviously, a right C-comodule homomorphism.

We now claim that ¥® = id and ®¥ = id. On the one hand, consider the diagram

~r 1.
7iyp) 7 ide

F1,C FC

M o MC FCC
o S
\ % idF(l/j,i,C)_l
FC ™

where the left square commutes if « is a right C-comodule homomorphism; the middle square commutes thanks
to the left counitality of the coalgebra 1-morphism (C, Ac, {¢) in (vf(i, i); and the right triangle commutes
by the condition (2:2). The commutativity of (33I) implies that ¥®(a) = «, for any right C-comodule
homomorphism « : M — FC. On the other hand, consider the diagram

aidc idr (¢ ide

(3.31)

FC

3

i idr C¢ M)
(3.32) M—  nmc—2M° | pg )7 Pl — 2" F
\ idwm Co Pidy |ﬁ
Ti5,M L o -
M]]-i / (Ti’j,M) 1 M7

where the left triangle commutes thanks to Corollary B.22 the top middle square commutes by the
interchange law; and the right square commutes due to the naturality of 7 ; . The commutativity of (3.32))
implies that ®¥(8) = 3, for any 2-morphism 8 : M — F. The claim follows. O

Lemma 3.32. For any Y € M(j), the object ©;(Y) = Hom(X,Y") is injective in (comody -Cx)(j). That is,
the functor ©; factors through (inj4 -Cx)(3), for each j € Ob¥%.
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Proof. By Lemma and the fact that the object X generates M, it is enough to prove the statement for
Y = M(F)X, where F € (4, j). By Lemma B30 we have the isomorphism
Hom(X,M(F)X) =~ FHom(X, X) = FCx.

By Lemma 331l we obtain
Homcomodﬁ_cx (-,FCx) =~ Homg(—,F).

Therefore the injectivity of FCx follows from the injectivity of F in &. The proof is complete. O

Proof of Theorem [3.29. Using Lemma [330, Lemma B3T] (by setting C := Cx), Lemma[332] Theorem 329 is
proved mutatis mutandis [MMMT] Theorem 4.7]. O

3.8. Morita-Takeuchi theory. Let ¢ = (¢, 1 = {I;|]i € Ob%}, I' = {I}|1 € Ob¥}) be a fiax category, and
F = (F, Ap,er) € €(i,1) and G = (G, Ag,eq) € €(j, j) two coalgebra 1-morphisms.

Proposition 3.33. As bilaz 2-representations of €, comody -F and comody -G are equivalent if and only if
there exist bi-injective bicomodule 1-morphisms M = pMg and N = gNp in € and bicomodule 2-isomorphisms

f: F—==MgN and g¢g: G —= NM,

such that the following diagrams commute:

M = MG and N = N[IrF
;l lidMDg Nl lidNDf
fOidm gidm
FOrM ————— Mg N M GOgN ————— = NOrM[gN,

where the isomorphism are from Proposition [3.26]

In this case, F and G are said to be Morita- Takeuchi equivalent.
Proof. Mutatis mutandis [MMMT] Theorem 5.1]. O

3.9. Correspondence between coalgebras and 2-representations. The two previous subsections say
that bilax 2-representations of ¢ with certain conditions (e.g. finitary and having a generator) correspond to
coalgebra 1-morphisms in €, and the equivalence of bilax 2-representations gives Morita-Tacheuchi equivalence
of the corresponding coalgebras. If 4 is a fiat 2-category, then all coalgebra 1-morphisms in € arise in this
way since injy, -C is finitary for any coalgebra C in ¢ (we do not know a reference for this exact statement,
so we prove it in Corollary B39, another proof is expected to appear in [MMMTZ2]), so that we have a
correspondence between finitary 2-represntations of € and all coalgebras in €. For a fiax category &, however,
it seems that we need to restrict to certain coalgebras in &€ to have such a correspondence. To characterize
such coalgebras, let C be a coalgebra in €(i, 1) and consider the bilax 2-representation

¢C := addc{FC | F e €(i,]), j € Ob %}

of €. That is, each ¥C(j) is the additive idempotent split closure of {FC |F € 4(i, j)} in (comody -C)(j),
for each j € Ob%.

Lemma 3.34. Let C = (C, Ac, ec) be a coalgebra in €(i,1). Then for any 1-morphism F in € (i, j) for some
j € Ob ¥, the 1-morphism FCF* has the canonical structure of a coalgebra in €(j, ).
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Proof. Assume that the 2-morphisms o : I} - F*F and fp : FF* — I are the adjunction morphisms for the
adjoint pair (F,F*). Then the comultiplication is given by the composition

FOpr et poops Mrttnellon pop ape Mroorider  popepops
which is by (24 the same as
idp A idps idrc 1 ; ¢ idps idpc ap idgps
FCR* — 20t poops 0T pop, opr 00T er | popepCR*

To define the counit map, recall that C is also a coalgebra with respect to 1 by the proof of Proposition B:20]
(see the proof Proposition B.19) where the new counit is denoted by (.. Now, the counit for FCF* is given by

idp ¢4 idps (7, g) Vidps nH* )
FOFr el | pyrpe or T e P g g Sy
noting that we have (7 ; p) " idp+ = idr (7} ; p.)™" by @) for the second map.
Both associativity and unitality follow, for example, similarly to [MMMTZ1], Lemma 9]. |

In particular, from Lemma B34 it follows that the 1-morphism I; CI} has the canonical structure of a coalge-
bra.

Lemma 3.35. Let 0 # X € M(i) and F € €(i, j) for some j € Ob ¥ be such that M(F)X # 0. Then we
have

Hom(M(F)X,M(F)X) =~ FCxF*
and the coalgebra structure in Proposition agrees with the coalgebra structure in Lemma [3-34].

Proof. Mutatis mutandis the proof of [MMMTZ1], Proposition 11]. O
Proposition 3.36. The bilax 2-representation €'C is finitary and is equivalent to inje -1; CIf.

Proof. The first claim follows from % being finitary. Indeed, to see that ¥C has finitely many indecomposable
1-morphisms, it is enough to note that FC decomposes into finitely many summands in &€ and has less

summands in comodg -C. Similarly, the morphism spaces in (comode -C)(j), for any j € Ob %, are smaller
than those in €(i, j) and thus finite dimensional.

For the second claim, we apply Theorem to ¥C by setting X = I[;C € ¥C. The assumptions of The-
orem are satisfied: €C = €X (because the lax unit I; is split) and €C is finitary by the above. By
Lemma [3:35] the internal End agrees with I;CI; as coalgebras. Thus Theorem implies ¢C =~ inj, -1; CI}
as bilax 2-representations of %. a O

Proposition 3.37. Let C be a coalgebra 1-morphism in €(i,1). Then the following are equivalent.
(i) injg -C ~ €C (as bilax 2-representations of €);
() C is Morita-Takeuchi equivalent to 1;CI;;
(#i) injo -C is finitary and € inje -C = injg, -C.

We call such a coalgebra finitary.

Proof. |(1)fef(i)=((1ii)| follows from Proposition [3.30)
For |(iii)((ii)} we apply Theorem [3.29to inj -C by setting X = I;C (note that I; C € injy, -C by Lemma [3.3T]).

Then by in Lemma [B:35] we have Hom (X, X) ~ I;CI; and so follows. O
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Proposition 3.38. Let C be a coalgebra 1-morphism in €(1,1). If C € (injy -C)(1), then C is finitary.

Proof. Note that C € (inj,-C)(1) implies that I{; o : C — IiC is split as a C-comodule map, thus we
have C € €C. Since €C is finitary, as proved in Proposition B:36, we can apply Theorem to X = C.
Then similarly to Lemma B35 we can show that Hom(C,C) =~ C and we obtain the desired equivalence
inj,,-C ~ ¢C. O

Corollary 3.39. If € is a fiat 2-category, then any coalgebra C € €(i,1) for any i € Ob ¥ is finitary.

Proof. Since I; = I} is the (strict) identity 1-morphism 1; in this case, Proposition 5.3 implies €'C ~ inj -C.
The claim now follows from Proposition 3.38 since C = 1;C € ¥C. |

The above motivates the following questions, for which we have no answers at the moment.

Question 3.40. Is there a coalgebra 1-morphism that is not finitary? Is there a finitary coalgebra 1-morphism
that is not injective? Is there a relation between the condition on inj -C to be finitary and the condition

Recall from Subsection 3.3 and Remark [B.I8 that a bilax 2-representation M of € with the condition ¥M = M
can be lifted to a 2-representation of %. On the other hand, by Theorem [3:29] such a bilax 2-representation, if
finitary, is equivalent to inj -Cx, for some coalgebra 1-morphism Cx in €. The same is true for z. Moreover,
in ‘?, any coalgebra is finitary by Corollary B39 To put all these in one picture, we generalize the notion of

a coalgebra 1-morphism to a collection of coalgebra 1-morphisms (C;)icob ¢, that is, we say that (C;)icobe
is finitary if each Cj; is finitary and so on. Then we have the following picture.

finitary bilax 2-representations /= M — M finitary 2-representations /=
of € with M = M T EM|y) =M of ¢ -
Proposition IMMMT]
Th B29 Corollary
eorem Proposition B.31 [EGNO] Section 7]
{finitary coalgebras in €}/ ~ {coalgebras in (%) 3~

“

Here “~” denotes the equivalence of bilax 2-representations and “~” the Morita-Takeuchi equivalence of
coalgebras. The bijection in the top row is a consequence of Theorem [B.16)

3.10. Cells and Duflo 1-morphisms. We complete this section with some results on the combinatorial
structures of bilax-unital 2-categories, following [MM1], Section 4] and [MM2, Section 3].

Definition 3.41. For any two indecomposable 1-morphisms F, G in a 2-semicategory ¥, we say F <; G if
there exists a 1-morphism H in % such that G is isomorphic to a direct summand of HF. The preorder <,
is called the left preorder. The equivalence classes with respect to <;, are called the left cell. We denoted by
~ 1, the corresponding equivalence relation, in the sense that, for any two 1-morphism F, G, we have F ~; G
if and only if, both F <y G and G < F.

Similarly, one can define the right and the two-sided preorders, denoted by <pr and < respectively, and the
corresponding right and two-sided cells, denoted by R and J respectively.
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A two-sided cell J is called strongly regular if the intersection of each left cell in J and each right cell in
J consists of exactly one element. A 2-semicategory ¥ is called strongly regular if all its two-sided cells are
strongly regular.

Now assume that € = (¢,1 = {I;|i € Ob¥%},I' = {I}|i € Ob%}) is a fiax category. For each object i, we
have one of the following two cases:

e ¢ contains the identity 1-morphism 1; which implies that I ; 3, = 71,51, = id1,. In this case, it is

clear that €(i,1) = (i, 1).

e ¢ does not contain any 1-morphism isomorphic to the identity 1-morphism 1;. In this case, each
category €/(i,1) has, up to isomorphism, exactly one indecomposable 1-morphism more than (i, i),
namely 1;. The l-morphism 1; forms a left, right, and two-sided cell on its own and this cell is
minimal with respect to the corresponding preorders.

Therefore, in either case, the cell structures in % are preserved under the embedding % — %. Let L be a
left cell in €. Viewing L as a left cell in € and following [MMI, Proposition 17] one can define the Duflo
L-morphism D, in L to be the unique 1-morphism, up to isomorphism, such that the minimal submodule of
Py, in the category P;(i), the quotient by which is annihilated by all 1-morphisms in £, has simple top Lp,.
By construction, we have a 2-morphism

(3.33) de:Dp — 1

such that any non-zero 2-morphism F — 1; factors through d, if F € add(L).

An interesting question is that whether one can define Duflo 1-morphism by only using the bilax-unital
structure of ¥ itself without going through %. So far we didn’t find such a definition.

4. EXAMPLES

4.1. The category Z4. Let A be a finite dimensional, self-injective, basic k-algebra and {ei,...e,} a com-
plete set of primitive orthogonal idempotents of A. For any 1 < ¢,j < n, denote by ;A; a basis of the
k-space e;Ae; chooses with respect to the socle filtration and which contains the element e;, when ¢ = j. Set

A= U iA;. Let tr be the unique linear map from A to k such that, for all a € A, we have

1<i,j<n
tr(a) = 1, iface S.OC(A) () A;
0, otherwise.
For a € A, we denote by a* the unique element in A which satisfies
1, ifb=a
tr(ba®) =<’ 1 “
0, if be A\{a}.
Define Z 4 to be a bilax-unital 2-category such that
e Ob24 }\D
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e the lax unit I; is isomorphic to the functor of tensoring with the A-A-bimodule Ae; ®g e; A and the
associated left and right lax unitor maps are given by the natural transformations which correspond
to the following A-A-bimodule homorphisms, respectively:

Ae; QreiAR@a Ae; QrejA —  Ae; @k ejA
Dlasei®eibs ® Y e ®@ejdy — Y aseibscie; @ ejd,
s t s,t
Aei ®]k ejA ®A Aej ®k ejA — Aei ®]k ejA
Zasei@)ejbs ®thej ®6jdt = Zasei@)ejbsctejdt;
s t

s,t

e the oplax unit I/ is isomorphic to the functor of tensoring with the A-A-bimodule Ae; ®x e; A and the
associated left and right oplax unitor maps are given by the natural transformations which correspond
to the following A-A-bimodule homorphisms, respectively:

Aei ®k ejA — Aei ®k eiA ®A Aei ®k ejA
Z bse; ®ejcs Z Z bsae; ® e;a* ® e; ® ejcs,
s s a€h
Aei ®k ejA — Aei ®]k ejA ®A Aej ®k ejA
stei@)ejcs — Zstei@)ej@aej@eja*cs.

s a€h

We emphasize the major difference between 24 and the 2-category €4 from [MMIl Subsection 7.3]: in Z 4
we do not take any functors isomorphic to the regular A-A-bimodule 4 A4 or any variation of it.

Since A is finite dimensional, 24 is a finitary bilax-unital 2-category. Denote by F;; the functor isomorphic
to tensoring with the A-A-bimodule Ae; @y e;A. Note that Z 4 has only one two-sided cell which is strongly
regular. Indeed, we have n left cells, that is, £; = {F;;|1 < j < n},1 < i < n, and n right cells, that is,
Ri={Fyll<j<n}1<i<n.

Proposition 4.1. If A is weakly symmetric, then P4 is a fiax category.

Proof. If A is weakly symmetric, then we have the adjoint pair (Ae; ®xe; A®a —, Ae; Qke; A®4 _) in the D4
with adjunction morphisms given by

A€j Rk EjA — Aej R ;A4 Ae; Rk ejA
stej ®ejcs — stej ®e; ®e; ®ejcs

and
Ae; QrejARa Aej Qe A —  Ae; Qk ;A
Z ase; @ ejbs ® Z ce; Qeidy — Z tr(bsct)ase; ® e;dy.
s t s,t
This allows one to define a weak involution (_)* in the obvious way. Alternatively, one can refer to the proof
of Proposition for details in a more general case. The claim follows. O

For the converse of Proposition ], note that 24, in addition to consisting of one two-sided cell, has the
property that any of its nontrivial 2-ideal contains some identity 2-morphism idg. Following [MM2], we call
this property being J -simple. Now, if € is a fiax category with one two-sided cell which is strongly regular and
J-simple, then we can find a finite dimensional weakly symmetric basic algebra A so that % is biequivalent
to 2 4. This follows from a similar result for fiat categories from [MM3]. Note that % is J-simple, has the
same strongly regular two-sided cell as %, and each of the added 1-morphisms forms a two-sided cell by itself.
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Such a fiat 2-category is biequivalent to @z by [MM3l Theorem 13]. And the biequivalence is restricted to
a biequivalence (of bilax-unital 2-categories) between € and 2 4. We emphasize that this biequivalence does
not take into account the weak involution (_)*, that is, the weak involution (_)* may not commute with the
biequivalence. Even in the fiat setting of [MM3], we do not have a complete classification of possible weak
involutions.

4.2. The category % 7. Let € be a fiat 2-category and J a two-sided cell in €. Let Ly, - L,, where n is
a positive integer, be a complete list of left cells in 7. Denote by R; = £;. By [MMI, Proposition 17], the
intersection H; = L; (| R; contains exactly one Duflo 1-morphism, denoted by D;. Let d; : D; — 1;, be the
corresponding defining 2-morphism, cf. Subsection Using ([3.33), we define two natural transformations
given by

di 1dF : DlF —F and idG di : GDl — G,

where F, G run through all 1-morphisms whenever D;F and GD; make sense. One also have the dual natural
transformations given by (d;idp)* = idp+(d;)* and (idg d;)* = (d;)* idg=.

Consider the 2-semicategory €(J) consisting of all the objects of sources and targets of 1-morphisms in J
and

(4.1) G(T) = add({F | F >, J})/.7,

where .# is the unique maximal 2-ideal which does not contain any idgp, for F € J. Define €7 to be a
bilax-unital 2-category such that

e Ob%s ={1,...,n};

o €7(i,j):=add(R;(L;) for any 1 < i,j < n, that is, the 2-full 2-semisubcategory of € (J) consisting
of objects in add(R; () L£;);

e the horizontal composition is inherited from %

e cach D; is a lax unit with the lax unitors I;;r = d;idp and 7,1, ¢ = idg d; for any 1-morphisms
Fe (fj(],l) and G € (5\7(7;, k),

e each (D;)* is an oplax unit with the oplax unitors I ; p = (ri ;)" and 77, ¢ = (lk,i,g+)* for any
1-morphisms F € €7(j,4) and G € €7 (i, k).

The fact that €7 is a finitary bilax-unital 2-category due to the definition and the fact that € is finitary.

Proposition 4.2. The finitary bilax-unital 2-category € 7 is fiax.

*

Proof. The weak involution (_)* on % restricts to a weak involution on %7, which we still denoted by (_)*.
We need to prove that (F,F*) is an adjoint pair in € 7, for any 1-morphism F € €7 (i, j). In the fiat 2-category
%, we have the following adjunction morphisms

a:l;, > F'F and J:FF* -1,
for the adjoint pair (F,F*). The latter adjunction morphisms also belong to €(J). Since FF* € add(L;), the
2-morphism S factors through d;, that is, there exists a 2-morphism ' : FF* — D; such that 8 = d; o, §’. By
the dual argument, the 2-morphism « factors through (d;)*, that is, there exists a 2-morphism o’ : D; - F*F
such that @ = o/ o, (d;)*. We claim that o/ and 3’ give adjunction morphisms for the adjoint pair (F,F*) in
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% 7. By definition, the diagram

F F
F F,
commutes. This implies that the path along the consecutive arrows from F to F in the top row equals

(idr @) oy (Bidr) and hence equals idg by adjunction. The other condition can be proved similarly and the
claim follows. O

7i,5,p=idr (di)* idp o' B idr li,j,p=d; idp

FD; FF*F D,F

idr PR Bidp

Remark 4.3. Note that ¢(J) and €7 might have different number of objects. Even though they have the
same 1- and 2-morphisms, () might not be fiax in general.

4.3. Comparing the first two examples. Let A be a finite dimensional, basic, connected and weakly sym-
metric algebra. Denote by 4’4 the 2-category whose object set consists of only one object & (identified with
a small category equivalent to the category of left A-modules), 1-morphisms given by functors isomorphic to
those tensoring with A-A-bimodules in add({A, A ®x A}) and 2-morphisms given by natural transformations
between those functors. The 2-category €4 is fiat with at most two two-sided cells, that is, Jp consisting
of the identity 1-morphism which corresponds to A and the two-sided cell J consisting of all 1-morphisms
which correspond to indecomposable projective A-A-bimodules. Let {e1,...,e,} be a complete set of prim-
itive orthogonal idempotents of A. Then the associated (¢4)s from Subection coincides with Z4 in
Subection (.11

4.4. Soergel bimodules. Let k = C. For any finite Coxeter group W = (W, S), one can define the 2-category
7 of Soergel bimodules over the coinvariant algebra of W as in [KMMZ]. Note that .7 is a fiat 2-category
with one object. The 1-morphisms are indexed by the element in W and left/right /two-sided cells in % are
given by the Kazhdan-Lusztig left /right/two-sided cells in the Hecke algebra of (W, S); see [So] and [EW] for
details. The Duflo 1-morphisms are the so-called Duflo involutions which are self-adjoint. Therefore, in the

associated fiax category .7 with respect to any two-side cell 7, we have that I; = I} = I}, for each object
ieOb yj.

4.5. G-symmetric projective bimodules. Let G be any finite abelian group and A a finite dimensional,
weakly symmetric, k-algebra with G-action. Assume that the characteristic of k does not divide |G|. One can
define the 2-category ¥4 of projective symmetric bimodules, c¢f. [MMZ]. Note that it is a fiat 2-category with
n+ 1 two-sided cells, where n is the number of connected components of A. In this case, the Duflo 1-morphism
of a left cell is not self-dual in general. Therefore, in the associated fiax category (¥4)s with respect to the
maximal two-sided cell, we have I; 2 I}, for some object i. One can also refer to [KMMZ, Subsection 9.3] for
an example in the case |G| = 2.

4.6. Projective modules over group algebras. Let G be a finite group and k an algebraically closed field.
Consider the category G-mod of all finite dimensional G-modules (over k). If the characteristic of k divides
|G|, the category G-mod might have infinitely many isomorphism classes of indecomposable objects and so
be non-finitary. The category G-mod has the usual structure of a monoidal category with respect to the
usual tensor product of G-modules. The unit object for this monoidal structure is the trivial G-module. The
category G-mod has both involution and adjunctions, see [EGNO| Example 2.10.13].

Consider the category G-proj of projective G-modules (or, more precisely, a small category equivalent to it).
This category is always finitary. If the characteristic of k does not divide |G|, the categories G-mod and G-proj
coincide (and are semi-simple), in particular, G-proj is a fiat 2-category. If the characteristic of k divides |G,
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the monoidal structure on G-mod equips G-proj with an associative tensor product. Further, G-proj is a fiax
category in which the lax (resp., oplax) unit is the projective cover (resp., injective envelope) of the trivial
G-module. (Note that the projective cover and injective envelope coincide in G-mod). The unitors are given
by the horizontal composition with the canonical projection (resp., injection) between the trivial module and
its projective cover (resp., injective envelope).

We can in fact think of G-proj as an instance of the construction from Subsection Let € be (a small
category equivalent to) G-mod. Then the indecomposable projectives (which are also injectives) in % form a
two-sided cell J. Note that, to define €7 as a 2-semicategory, we do not need % to be finitary. If further J
is finite, we can give a natural bilax-unital structure to %7, since the Duflo 1-morphisms (which serve as lax
units) exist in J. In this example, we know that the projective cover of the trivial module is naturally a lax
unit in G-proj, which makes ¢’ 7 fiax.
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