arXiv:1212.1545v1 [math.CT] 7 Dec 2012

TENSOR PRODUCTS OF FINITELY COCOMPLETE AND ABELIAN CATEGORIES

IGNACIO LÓPEZ FRANCO

Abstract. The purpose of this article is to study the existence of Deligne’s tensor product of abelian categories by comparing it with the well-known tensor product of finitely cocomplete categories. The main result states that the former exists precisely when the latter is an abelian category, and moreover in this case both tensor products coincide. An example of two abelian categories whose Deligne tensor product does not exist is given.

1. Introduction

In recent years Deligne’s tensor product of abelian categories has encountered new applications apart from the original [8], especially in works on tensor categories and their actions on categories, in relation to Hopf algebra theory [11, 9, 10], but also in derived geometry [22], reconstruction theorems [23, 26] and topological quantum field theories [20]. Despite its growing use, the theoretical material on this tensor product still reduces to little more than the original definition.

Definition 1 ([8]). Deligne’s tensor product of two abelian k-linear categories A, B (k a commutative ring) is an abelian category A • B, with a bilinear functor A × B → A • B that is right exact in each variable and induces equivalences

Rex[A • B, C] ≃ Rex[A, B; C] (1)

for each abelian category C. The category on the left hand side of (1) is the usual category of right exact k-linear functors and natural transformations, while the one on the right hand side is the category of k-bilinear functors A × B → C that are right exact in each variable. Observe that this determines A•B only up to a unique up to isomorphism equivalence of categories.

Despite the abstract definition, [8] states the existence of the tensor product only for a certain class of abelian categories —and we complete the proof of that result. The monograph [23], that uses the tensor product of [8] and explores in some length the resulting monoidal 2-category, does not concern itself with the existence of the tensor product.

In the present paper we relate Deligne’s tensor product with another tensor product that extends it. The reason to consider another tensor product is one that some readers may have already realised: Definition 1 is peculiar in that it requires A • B to be an abelian category while its universal property speaks solely about right exact functors. This mismatch between the structures present on the categories and the structures preserved by the functors make the existence of an universal object as A • B questionable. A more natural definition would be one

Date: June 8, 2019.

Key words and phrases. Deligne tensor product, abelian category, colimit. The author acknowledges the support of the Australian Research Council in the form of the Discovery Project DP1094883 and of a Research Fellowship, Gonville and Caius College, University of Cambridge. 1

in which the categories are only finitely cocomplete, dropping any assumption of abelianness.

Tensor products of categories with a certain class of colimits have been described in [17, 19]. An early instance of this construction, for algebraic theories, appeared in [29]. The present article argues in favour of the tensor product of categories with finite colimits as an alternative to Deligne’s tensor product.

Let us now recall what is shown in [8] about the existence of the tensor product of abelian categories. In a similar fashion to Definition 1, [8, 5.1] defines the tensor product of a family of k-linear abelian categories, where k is a commutative ring. Here a first problem arises: the product of the empty family of abelian categories —or equivalently the unit object for the tensor product if one prefers Definition 1— has to be necessarily equivalent to the category of finitely presentable k-modules. This category is abelian if and only if k is a coherent ring [6, 5]. Therefore, if we want to have a unit object for the tensor product we must assume that the ground commutative ring is coherent. In practise this is not too restrictive a condition, but we encounter more problems in binary products.

As we already mentioned, [8] does not prove the existence of its tensor product of abelian categories in general, and we shall see in Section 4 that there are examples where indeed it does not exist. The existence result [8, 5.13] states that tensor products do exist when the categories are k-linear abelian for k a field, have finite dimensional homs and objects of finite length. As pointed out by Deligne in a private communication, the proof in [8] is incomplete, and therefore we provide a full proof.

With the aim of making this paper accessible to as many readers as possible, henceforth we shall assume that our categories are enriched in V = k-Mod, for a fixed commutative ring k. Sometimes we use the term k-linear categories. Functors will also be enriched in V , automatically making ordinary natural transformations enriched in V . From time to time, when the results hold in greater generality we shall make an explicit remark.

The paper is organised as follows. Section 2 compiles some of the prerequisites for the rest of the article, including free completions under colimits, bicolimits of pseudofunctors and tensor products of finitely cocomplete categories. In Section 3 we obtain conditions that ensure that categories of left exact functors in two variables are abelian. These results are employed in Section 4, which deal with the question of the existence of Deligne’s tensor product of abelian categories by comparing it with the tensor product of finitely cocomplete categories. We show

Theorem 1. Given two small abelian categories A, B the following are equivalent.

(1) Deligne’s tensor product of two abelian categories A, B exists. (2) The tensor product of A, B as finitely cocomplete categories is an abelian category.

Using this result we provide an example, based on work by Soublin [27], where k is a field:

Corollary 2. There exist two abelian k-linear categories whose Deligne’s tensor product does not exist.

We give complete the proof of the result in [8]:

Theorem 3. For a field k, the tensor product (as finitely cocomplete categories) of two k-linear abelian categories with finite dimensional homs and objects of finite length is again abelian. In particular their Deligne tensor product exists.

Finally, Section 5 treats the case of simisimple categories by characterising them as special free completions under finite colimits.

The author would like to thank Martin Hyland for this support insightful conversations, Mike Prest for pointing out Soublin’s results on coherent rings and Pierre Deligne for invaluable communications and spotting a number of mistakes in a draft version of the present paper.

2. Background

This section collects known results and constructions necessary to develop the rest of the paper.

All categories and functors will be k-linear, i.e., enriched in the category V = k-Mod of k-modules for a commutative ring k. The tensor product of two such categories A, B is a V -category A ⊗ B with objects ob A × ob B and enriched homs (A ⊗ B)((a, b), (a^′, b^′)) = A(a, a^′) ⊗ B(b, b^′). Identities and composition are given in the obvious way —using the symmetry of V . A functor of two variables from A, B to a third category C is a functor A ⊗ B → C.

2.1. Locally finitely presentable categories. From time to time we shall need to use some classical facts about locally finitely presentable categories, which for the sake of clarity of exposition we present in this separate section. Locally finitely presentable categories were introduced in [13], and full expositions can be found in [24] and [2], while their theory in the context of enriched categories was developed in [18]. We refer the reader to these sources for more background on the facts we recall below. Our case is somewhere between the classical and the enriched situations in the sense that, although all our categories are enriched in V = k-Mod, because this category is extremely well behaved all the nuances of the enriched context disappear.

We say that a full subcategory K : G → A is a strong generator (resp. dense) if the functor A → [G^{op}, V ] given by a → G(K−, a) reflects isomorphisms (resp. is fully faithful).

An object a of the cocomplete category A is finitely presentable when the representable functor A(a, −) : A → V preserves filtered colimits. The full subcategory of locally presentable objects is denoted by A_f . Because filtered colimits distribute over finite limits in V , it is easy to see that A_f is closed in A under finite colimits.

Theorem 4. For a V -category A the following are equivalent.

(1) A is cocomplete and has a small strong generator formed by finitely presentable objects.

(2) A is equivalent to Lex[C^{op}, V ] for some small finitely cocomplete category C. If a category A satisfies 1 then the functor A → Lex[A^{op}_f , V ] induced by the inclusion A_f ⊂ A is an equivalence. Moreover if G ⊂ A_f is the strong generator, A_f is the closure of G under finite colimits. Conversely, Lex[C^{op}, V ]_f is given by the representable presheaves, and thus equivalent to C.

A V -category satisfying these equivalent conditions is called a locally finitely presentable V -category. Any such category is complete.

The following result will be used in Lemma 14. In order for a functor F : A → B between locally finitely presentable categories that preserves filtered colimits to be left exact it is enough to preserve kernels of arrows between finitely presentable objects. This is a consequence of the distributivity of filtered colimits over finite limits in any locally finitely presentable category, and a short proof can be produced by using the uniformity lemma of [7].

2.2. Completions under colimits. By a class of conical colimits Φ we mean a class of small categories. We say that a category A has Φ-colimits, or it is Φcocomplete, if every functor f : D → A with D ∈ Φ has a (conical) colimit. A functor is Φ-cocontinuous when it preserves Φ-colimits.

Given a class of conical colimits Φ, a free completion of a category X under Φ-colimits is a functor X → Φ(X), where Φ(X) is a Φ-cocomplete category, that under composition induces an equivalence

Φ-Cocts(Φ(X), A)^≃−→ [X, A]

between the categories of Φ-cocontinuous functors Φ(X) → A and the category of functors X → A, for all Φ-cocomplete categories A. This universal property determines Φ(X) only up to a unique up to isomorphism equivalence of categories The free completion Φ(X) can be constructed as the closure under Φ-colimits of the representable functors in [X^{op}, V ]. That is the smallest replete full subcategory closed under Φ-colimits and containing the representables. The universal X → Φ(X) is the co-restriction of the Yoneda embedding. See [17, Section 5.7].

2.2.1. Finite colimits. Of special interest for us is the class of finite colimits Fin, formed by the finite categories. A finite colimit is exactly a Fin-colimit. (In a setting of categories enriched in a more general category V usual conical colimits are not enough and one is lead to consider weighted colimits [17, Ch. 3] —previously known as indexed colimits.) The completion of X under finite colimits is the smallest replete full subcategory Fin(X) ⊂ [X^{op}, V ] closed under finite colimits and containing the representables. Since the category [X^{op}, V ] is locally finitely presentable and the representable presheaves form a strong generator, Fin(X) is the full subcategory of its finitely presentable objects, i.e., those ϕ such that [X^{op}, V ](ϕ, −) preserves filtered colimits (see Theorem 4 and [13, 18]). For example, if R is a k-algebra and ΣR is the associated one object k-category, then Fin(ΣR) is equivalent to R-Mod_f , the category of finitely presentable R-modules.

Observe that the full subcategory X → Fin(X) is dense (and in particular a strong generator) and consists of projective objects. Conversely, if a finitely cocomplete category A has a strong generating full subcategory X ⊂ A consisting of projective objects then A ≃ Fin(X).

The following lemma, which will be needed later, holds because the category V is extremely well behaved, in our case a category of modules over a commutative ring. The proof is along the lines of [18, 8.11].

Lemma 5. For any small category X, any ϕ ∈ Fin(X) ⊂ [X^{op}, V ] can be obtained as the coequaliser of a pair of arrows between finite coproducts of representable functors.

2.2.2. Filtered colimits. Another special case of free completion under colimits we shall use is the one corresponding to filtered colimits. If X is a small category we write Ind X for its free completion under filtered colimits and X → Ind X the universal functor. This is equivalent to the category of ind-objects in [1, I.8.2]. We summarise some results on completions of finitely cocomplete categories under filtered colimits in the following theorem (see [13, 18]).

Theorem 6. If X has finite colimits then:

(1) Its completion under filtered colimits can be obtained as the co-restriction of the Yoneda embedding

X −→ Lex[X^{op}, V ] (2)

(2) Ind X is locally finitely finitely presentable (see Theorem 4 and [13, 18]). (3) The universal functor X → Ind X preserves finite colimits.

(4) The full subcategory (Ind X)_f of finitely presentable objects of Ind X is the replete image of (2), and thus equivalent to X.

(5) The functor (2) induces an equivalence

Cocts[Ind X, Y ] ≃ Rex[X, Y ]

for all cocomplete categories Y between the category of cocontinuous functors Ind X → Y and the one of right exact functors X → Y .

Conversely, for any locally finitely presentable category A the inclusion A_f ⊂ A induces an equivalence A ≃ Ind A_f .

2.3. Bicolimits and biadjunctions. In Section 4.2 we shall need the notion of a bicolimit of a pseudofunctor, which is a weakening of the usual definition of colimit. Bicategories, pseudofunctors, pseudonatural transformations and modifications between them where introduced in [3]. All our bicategories will be strict or 2-categories: the category of small V -categories, V -functors and V -natural transformations V -Cat; the 2-category of finitely cocomplete V -categories, right exact V -functors and V -natural transformations Rex; the 2-category of abelian categories, exact functors and transformations.

A pseudofunctor F : K → L between 2-categories preserves composition and identities only up to coherent isomorphisms. Similarly, a pseudonatural transformation σ : F ⇒ G : K → L is given by components σ_X : F X → GX and for each f : X → Y in K an isomorphism σ_Y .(F f) ∼= (Gf).σ_X satisfying coherence conditions. There is a notion of morphism between pseudonatural transformations, or modification. We refer the reader to the original [3], or for a more recent reference [21].

Bi(co)limits appear in [28] in the full generality of bicategories —see also [16]. Bicolimits of pseudofunctors J → Cat where J is a category already appear in [1]. If F : K → L is a pseudofunctor, a bicolimit of F is a category bicolim F together with a pseudonatural transformation into a constant pseudofunctor F ⇒ Δ bicolim F that induces equivalences L (bicolim F, Z) ≃ Ps(F, ΔZ) where ΔZ is the constant pseudofunctor on the object Z and the category on the right hand side is the category of pseudonatural transformations and modifications from F to Δ. A biadjunction between two pseudofunctors F : K ⇄ L is an equivalence L (F X, Z) ≃ K (X, GZ), pseudonatural in X, Z. We say that F is a left biadjoint of G and G a right biadjoint of F .

If F has a right biadjoint, then it preserves any bicolimit that may exist in its domain, a fact that will be used in the proof of Proposition 21.

2.4. Tensor product of finitely cocomplete categories. This section gives a construction of a tensor product of finitely cocomplete categories, following [18, 19]. The base category V can be any locally finitely presentable symmetric monoidal closed category, in which case one must employ weighted colimits. However, for our purposes V will be k-Mod.

Theorem 7 ([18]). Given two small finitely cocomplete categories A, B, there is a another A ⊠ B and a functor χ : A ⊗ B → A ⊠ B that is right exact in each variable and universal with this property, in the following sense. For each finitely cocomplete category C, composition with χ induces an equivalence

Rex[A ⊠ B, C]^≃−→ Rex[A, B; C] ∼= Rex[A, Rex[B, C]] (3)

between the category of right exact functors A⊠B → C and the category of functors A ⊗ B → C right exact in each variable. This universal property determines A ⊠ B up to a unique up to a unique isomorphism equivalence.

The finitely cocomplete categories Rex[A, B] make the 2-category of finitely cocomplete categories, right exact functors and natural transformations into a pseudoclosed 2-category [15]. The tensor product ⊠ is part of a monoidal 2-category structure in the weak sense of [14, 25]. The unit object of this monoidal structure is the category V_f of finitely presentable objects of V : we have canonical equivalences V_f ⊠ A ≃ A ≃ A ⊠ V_f . Below we recall a construction of A ⊠ B provided in [17, 18] but do not include the proof of the theorem, which is lengthily and better understood in a slightly more general context.

The full subcategory Lex[A^{op}, B^{op}, V ] of [(A⊗B)^{op}, V ] of functors A^{op}⊗B^{op} → V left exact in each variable is reflexive —i.e., the inclusion functor has a left adjoint— [17, Theorem 6.11]. In particular Lex[A^{op}, B^{op}; V ] is complete and cocomplete. Moreover, the reflection is fully faithful if and only if Lex[A^{op}, B^{op}; V ] contains the representables if and only if for each a ∈ A, b ∈ B the functors A → A ⊗ B, B → A ⊗ B given by x → (x, b) and y → (a, y) preserve finite colimits.

One obtains a functor

A ⊗ B^Y−→ [(A ⊗ B)^{op}, V ]^R−→ Lex[A^{op}, B^{op}; V ] (4)

composition of the Yoneda embedding and the reflection. The following result can be deduced from [17, Ch. 6] but we provide a direct proof.

Lemma 8. The functor (4) is dense and right exact in each variable.

Proof. Let us write L = Lex[A^{op}, B^{op}; V ]. The density of (4) follows from [17, Prop. 5.7] since R is a left Kan extension of RY along Y and all reflections are dense.

The functor RY of (4) is right exact in each variable if and only if L(RY −, ϕ) : (A ⊗ B)^{op} → V is left exact in each variable for each ϕ ∈ L. But L(RY −, ϕ) ∼= [(A ⊗ B)^{op}, V ](Y −, ϕ) ∼= ϕ ∈ L where the first isomorphism is the one of the reflection and the second is the one provided by the Yoneda lemma. It follows that RY is right exact in each variable. □ Define A ⊠ B as the closure under finite colimits of the image of the functor (4); this means that A ⊠ B is the smallest replete —i.e., full and closed under isomorphisms— subcategory of Lex[A^{op}, B^{op}; V ] containing the image of (4) and closed under finite colimits. The functor χ : A ⊗ B → A ⊠ B (5) obtained by co-restriction of (4) preserves finite colimits in each variable and satisfies the universal property of Theorem 7. Explicitly, given F : A ⊗ B → C right exact in each variable the corresponding right exact functor A ⊠ B → C is a left Kan extension of F along A ⊗ B → A ⊠ B. This universal functor is dense, and hence so is the full subcategory of A ⊠ B consisting of objects of the form χ(a, b) —by [17, Thm. 5.13].

Remark 9. The universal functor (5) is fully faithful if and only if the functors A → A ⊗ B, B → A ⊗ B given by x → (x, b) and y → (a, y) respectively preserve finite colimits. In particular, it is fully faithful if either of the following holds:

• The hom-objects of A, B are flat objects in V . For example, when the tensor product of V preserves finite limits (e.g., V = Vect).

• Finite colimits in A, B are absolute, i.e., preserved by any functor. For example, if A, B are semisimple categories.

Remark 10. Being cocomplete with a small dense subcategory of finitely presentable objects, Lex[A^{op}, B^{op}; V ] is locally finitely presentable —see Section 2.1. Its full subcategory of finitely presentable objects is A ⊠ B, by Theorem 4.

Example 11. Given the categories of finitely presentable modules of two k-algebras A, B, the functor A-Mod_f ⊗ B-Mod_f^{⊗k}−−→ (A ⊗ B)-Mod_f satisfies the universal property (3), so

A-Mod_f ⊠ B-Mod_f ≃ (A ⊗ B)-Mod_f .

Remark 12. It is a completely formal consequence of the definitions that there are canonical equivalences Fin(X) ⊠ Fin(Y ) ≃ Fin(X ⊗ Y ) and V_f ≃ Fin(I), making Fin : V -Cat → Rex a monoidal pseudofunctor.

The equivalences

Rex[A, Rex[B, C]] ≃ Rex[A ⊠ B, C] ≃ Rex[B, Rex[A, C]] (6)

imply that (− ⊠ A), (A ⊠ −) : Rex → Rex have a right biadjoint Rex[A, −]. Therefore, by the comments at the end of Section 2.3, the tensor product ⊠ preserves bicolimits in each variable.

3. Abelian categories of multilinear lex functors

The question of when the tensor product of categories with finite colimits of Section 2.4 restricts to abelian categories, in the sense that A⊠B is abelian whenever A, B are abelian, is central to the problem of the existence of Deligne’s tensor product explored in the next section. For the time being, we consider the following weaker question: is the free completion under filtered colimits of A ⊠ B,

Ind(A ⊠ B) ≃ Lex[A^{op}, B^{op}; V ]

an abelian category if A, B are abelian? This section answers this question affirmatively by showing that there is a left exact reflection

Lex[A^{op}, B^{op}; V ] Ø¨ ⊤ // [(A ⊗ B)^{op}, V ] oo (7) Firstly we consider the category Lex[C^{op}, V ], which is well-known to be reflective in the presheaf category [C^{op}, V ] for a very general V —as a consequence of [17, Thm. 6.5] or [18, 9.7]. However, because we are assuming that V is a category of modules over a commutative ring, we can use the even older result that for an abelian small category C, the reflection

L : [C^{op}, V ] −→ Lex[C^{op}, V ] (8)

is left exact [12, Ch. 2]. Alternatively, we could characterise left exact k-linear functors C^{op} → V as sheaves for a k-linear Grothendieck topology in C and apply the results in [4]. During the preparation of this manuscript [26] appeared, where an elementary characterisation of those finitely cocomplete k-linear categories C for which (8) is left exact is given.

The proof of the following lemma, due to P. Freyd and posted on the categories mailing list on the 30th of October 2005, is straightforward.

Lemma 13 (P. Freyd). In an abelian category any exact diagram

x^λ // χ fflffl y^ξ // ϵ fflffl q // φ fflffl 0

x^{′ μ} // y^{′ ζ} // q^′ // 0 (9)

0 // k^′ // fflffl y + x^′ + x ( 1 ϵ 0 μ λ 0 ) // ( 1 0 0 1 0 0 ) fflffl y + y^′ (^0_1 ) fflffl 0 // k // fflffl y + x^′ (^ϵ_μ ) // ( ξ 0 ) ww y^′

x^λ // χ fflffl y^ξ // ϵ fflffl q // φ fflffl 0

x^{′ μ} // y^{′ ζ} // q^′ // 0

Figure 1.

can be extended to an exact solid diagram as exhibited in Figure 1.

Lemma 14. For a finitely cocomplete category A, Lex[C^{op}, V ] is abelian if and only if the reflection (8) is left exact.

Proof. One direction is clear, namely if the reflection is left exact then L(C) = Lex[C^{op}, V ] is abelian. For the converse, recall that P (C) = [C^{op}, V ] is locally finitely presentable with finitely presentable objects given by the category Fin(C) → [C^{op}, V ]. Therefore, the reflection L (8) preserves kernels if and only if it preserves kernels of arrows between objects of Fin(C) —see the last paragraph of Section 2.1. By Lemma 5, any object of Fin(C) is a cokernel of an arrow between representable functors. An arrow q → q^′ in Fin(C) can be fitted into a diagram of the form (9), where x, y, x^′, y^′ are representable presheaves, since representables are projective. Now we can use Lemma 13 to obtain an exact diagram in P (C) as in Figure 1. In particular, ker(q → q^′) ∼= coker(k^′ → k). Observe that the two top rows in Figure 1 are kernels of morphisms between representable presheaves, and therefore the only presheaves that may not be left exact are q, q^′.

Now apply L to the diagram of Figure 1 to obtain a similar one in L(C) that we can see to be exact. Indeed, L preserves the two cokernels and preserves two kernels because these are kernels in L(C). Since L(C) is abelian we deduce that ker(Lφ : Lq → Lq^′) ∼= coker(Lk^′ → Lk) in L(C). Together with coker(Lk^′ → Lk) ∼= L coker(k^′ → k) ∼= L ker(φ : q → q^′) we deduce that L preserves the kernel of φ. □

Corollary 15. Let A, B be finitely cocomplete categories and Lex[A^{op}, B^{op}; V ] the category of V -functors A^{op} ⊗ B^{op} → V left exact in each variable. If both Lex[A^{op}, V ] and Lex[B^{op}, V ] are abelian then left adjoint to the inclusion

Lex[A^{op}, B^{op}; V ] ⊆ [(A ⊗ B)^{op}, V ] (10)

is left exact and Lex[A^{op}, B^{op}; V ] is abelian. This holds, in particular, if A, B are abelian.

Proof. To save space, let us write L(A), L(B), L(A, B) for Lex[A^{op}, V ], Lex[B^{op}, V ], Lex[A^{op}, B^{op}; V ], and i_A, i_B , i_{A,B} for the inclusion functors into the respective presheaf categories. The inclusion i_{A,B} : L(A, B) → [(A ⊗ B)^{op}, V ] is, up to composing with the obvious isomorphisms L(A, B) ∼= Lex[A^{op}, L(B)], [(A ⊗ B)^{op}, V ] ∼= [A^{op}, [B^{op}, V ]], the following composition.

Lex[A^{op}, L(B)] → [A^{op}, L(B)]^{[Aop,iB ]}−−−−−→ [A^{op}, [B^{op}, V ]] (11)

By Lemma 14, the last arrow in (11) has a left exact left adjoint, so it is enough to prove that the first arrow also has a left exact left adjoint. This inclusion functor is, up to composing with the isomorphisms Lex[A^{op}, L(B)] ∼= Lex[B^{op}, L(A)] and [A^{op}, L(B)] ∼= Lex[B^{op}, [A^{op}, V ]],

Lex[B^{op}, L(A)]^{Lex[Bop,iA]} −−−−−−−→ Lex[B^{op}, [A^{op}, V ]] which has a left exact left adjoint given by Lex[B^{op}, L] where L : [A^{op}, V ] → L(A) is the left exact left adjoint of i_A. □

Remark 16. If C is finitely cocomplete and finitely complete, L = Lex[C^{op}, V ] is not necessarily abelian. In fact, for such a category C, if L is abelian the exact embedding C → L forces C to be abelian.

During the preparation of this manuscript [26] appeared, where Lemma 14 is proven using different techniques —Grothendieck topologies— and Corollary 15 shown only for k-linear categories over a field k.

4. On the existence of Deligne’s tensor product

Now we can proceed to compare Deligne’s tensor product of abelian categories with the tensor product of finitely cocomplete categories of previous sections. By doing so we are able to provide an example of two abelian categories whose Deligne tensor product does not exist.

Given two abelian categories A, B, their Deligne’s tensor product as defined in [8] is an abelian category A • B together with a k-linear functor A ⊗ B → A • B, right exact in each variable, that induces equivalences Rex[A•B, C] ≃ Rex[A, B; C] for any abelian C.

Lemma 17. Suppose Deligne’s tensor product of two abelian categories A, B exists. Then the functor A ⊗ B −→ A • B −→ Ind(A • B) (12) has the following universal property. For any cocomplete abelian category C, composition with (12) induces an equivalence between the category of cocontinuous functors Ind(A • B) → C and the category of functors A ⊗ B → C right exact in each variable.

Cocts[Ind(A • B), C] ≃ Rex[A, B; C] (13)

Proof. The functor (13) is the composition of the following two equivalences. Cocts[Ind(A • B), C] −→ Rex[A • B, C] −→ Rex[A, B; C] The first equivalence is the one provided by Theorem 6 5. □

Theorem 18. Given two abelian categories A, B the following are equivalent.

(1) Deligne’s tensor product A • B of A, B exists.

(2) The tensor product A⊠B of A, B as categories with finite colimits is abelian.

Proof. Recall from Remark 10 that A⊠B can be constructed as L_f , the full subcategory of L = Lex[A^{op}, B^{op}; V ] of finitely presentable objects. Moreover L is locally finitely presentable, so Ind (L_f ) ≃ L by Theorem 6. Assume that A • B exists. Its completion under filtered colimits Ind(A • B) is locally finitely presentable with (Ind(A • B))_f ≃ A • B, and in addition it is an abelian category as any completion under filtered colimits of an abelian category is. It is enough, then, to prove that

L and Ind(A • B) are equivalent. To this end we show that the composition of the Yoneda embedding with the reflection into L A ⊗ B −→ [(A ⊗ B)^{op}, V ] −→ L (14) has the universal property of Ind(A • B) established in Lemma 17. This functor always induces equivalences Cocts[L, C] ≃ Rex[A ⊠ B, C] ≃ Rex[A, B; C] for all cocomplete categories C; the first equivalence is given by consequence of the equivalence Ind(A ⊠ B) ≃ L and Theorem 6 5. Together with the fact that L is abelian (Corollary 15), this shows that (14) has the universal property of Lemma 17. Conversely, if A ⊠ B abelian, it clearly has the universal property of A • B. □

4.1. A counterexample to existence. The question arises of whether there exists a pair of abelian categories whose Deligne tensor product does not exist, or equivalently, whose tensor product ⊠ is not abelian. We show:

Corollary 19. Given an arbitrary field k, there exists a pair of abelian k-linear categories whose Deligne’s tensor product does not exist.

Recall that given k-algebras R, S

R-Mod_f ⊠ S-Mod_f ≃ (R ⊗_k S)-Mod_f as categories enriched in k-vector spaces (see Example 11).

The category of finitely presented R-modules R-Mod_f is abelian precisely when R is a left coherent ring. Another characterisation of coherence says that a ring R is left coherent when every finitely generated left ideal is finitely presentable. For example, Noetherian rings are coherent. The notion of a coherent ring was introduced in [6] and [5].

The following example is given in [27, Prop. 19], and together with Theorem 18 yields Corollary 19.

Example 20. Let k be a field and A ⊂ k^N be the sub-k-algebra of stationary sequences. It is easy to check that A is von Neumann regular, and thus coherent, but the k-algebra of formal series A[[x]] is not coherent. This is shown in [27, Prop. 19], for k = Q, but the argument carries over an arbitrary field. Therefore we have two coherent k-algebras A, k[[x]] whose tensor product over k is not coherent.

4.2. An existence result. We finish the section with a positive result on the existence of Deligne’s tensor product of two abelian categories, namely a completion of the proof of [8, Prop. 5.13 (i)].

Following the terminology of [23], we say that an abelian category A over a field has length if

(1) A has finite dimensional homs. (2) All the objects of A have finite length.

Proposition 21 ([8]). Let k be a field and A, B abelian k-linear categories with length. Then their Deligne tensor product A • B exists.

P. Deligne pointed out in a private communication to the author a that the proof of Proposition 21 ([8, Prop 5.13]) relies on an inaccurate statement at the end of [8, 5.1]. The rest of this section is devoted to give a proof of this result. We shall need the following lemmas.

Lemma 22 ([8]). Any abelian category A with length over a field is filtered union of full subcategories A_α ⊂ A closed under subobjects and quotients, each of which is equivalent to A_α-Mod_f for some finite dimensional algebra A.

Lemma 23. Let A be a finite dimensional algebra and K : B → A-Mod_f the inclusion of a full subcategory closed under direct sums, subobjects and quotients. Then B is equivalent to B-Mod_f for some finite dimensional algebra B and K is, up to composing with this equivalence, the restriction of scalars functor induced by a morphism of algebras B → A.

Proof. The functor K has a left adjoint K^ℓ defined by K^ℓM= biggest quotient of M that lies in B. Since K is right exact, K^ℓA is projective and moreover it is a generator (strong generator) because K is faithful (reflects isomorphisms). Therefore B is equivalent to B-Mod_f where B = B(K^ℓA, K^ℓA), the equivalence given by b → B(K^ℓA, b). Now one can check that the functor B-Mod_f → A-Mod_f is isomorphic to the restriction of scalars functor along

A ∼= A-Mod_f (A, A)^{Kℓ}−−→ B(K^ℓA, K^ℓA) = B (15) □ Lemma 24. Suppose A_i, B_i are finite dimensional k-algebras, f_i : A_i → B_i (i = 1, 2) are algebra morphisms, and f^∗_i : B_i-Mod_f → A_i-Mod_f the corresponding restriction of scalars functors. Then f^∗_1 ⊠ f^∗_2 is an exact functor.

Proof. Accordingly to Example 11, A_i-Mod_f ⊠ B_i-Mod_f is equivalent to A_i ⊗ B_i-Mod_f . The functor f^∗_1 ⊠ f^∗_2 is the unique up to isomorphism right exact functor fitting in a diagram as exhibited below.

A_1-Mod_f ⊗ B_1-Mod_f^{⊗k} //

f^∗_1 ⊗f^∗_2 fflffl A_1 ⊗ B_2-Mod_f

f^∗_1 ⊠f^∗_2 fflffl A_2-Mod_f ⊗ B_2-Mod_f^{⊗k} // A_2 ⊗ B_2-Mod_f ∼=

Since (f_1 ⊗ f_2)^∗ clearly satisfies that property, there is a natural isomorphism between this restriction of scalars functor and f_1 ⊠ f_2. The result follows from the fact that restriction of scalars functors are exact. □

Recall from Section 2.3 the notion of a bicolimit of a pseudofunctor. Here we will be interested in colimits of pseudofunctors F : J → k-Mod-Cat from a filtered category J. By giving an explicit construction of bicolim F the following can be proved.

Lemma 25. Let J be a filtered category. If for each arrow α : j → k in J the functor F α : F j → F k is right exact (resp. exact) between finitely cocomplete (resp. abelian) categories, then bicolim F is finitely cocomplete (resp. abelian) and the coprojections F j → bicolim F are right exact (resp. exact).

Always assuming that J is filtered, when F : J → (k-Mod)-Cat is not only a pseudofunctor but a 2-functor, then its colimit (in the usual strict sense) is also a bicolimit. This last fact appears in [1, Expose VI, Exercice 6.8, p. 272].

Proof of Proposition 21. According to Lemma 22 we can write A and B as colimit of filtered of diagrams of finitely cocomplete categories and right exact functors, A = colim_α A_α and B = colim_β B_β , where each A_α, B_β is equivalent to a category of finite dimensional modules over a finite dimensional algebra. In view of Theorem 18, we need to show that A ⊠ B is abelian. As remarked at the end of Section 2.4, ⊠ preserves bicolimits in each variable, so A_α ⊠ B_β → A ⊠ B (16) is a bicolimit of the pseudofunctor J × J → Rex given by (α, β) → A_α ⊠ B_β. By Example 11 and Lemma 24, for each (α, β) → (α^′, β^′) in J × J, each A_α ⊠ B_β →

A_α′ ⊠ B_β′ is an exact functor between abelian categories, an so A ⊠ B is abelian by Lemma 25. □

5. Semisimple categories

In this section we study in some detail tensor products of semisimple k-linear abelian categories satisfying an extra finiteness condition, namely each object has finite length. This particular case is of interest as it includes fusion categories [10]. It is well known that, when k is algebraically closed, the Deligne tensor product of two such categories A, B exists and is a semisimple category with simple objects corresponding to pairs of simple objects (a, b) of A and B respectively. The results of this section show that this easy description is a consequence of the fact that semisimple abelian categories with objects of finite length are free, in the appropriate sense.

Recall from Section 2.2 that the completion of X under finite colimits can be described as the smallest replete full subcategory Fin(X) ⊂ [X^{op}, V ] closed under finite colimits and containing the representable presheaves.

Proposition 26. For a k-linear category A the following are equivalent.

(1) A is semisimple abelian with objects of finite length.

(2) A is equivalent to Fin(X) where the category X is a coproduct in V -Cat of division k-algebras.

In this case, X is (a skeleton of) the full subcategory of simple objects.

Proof. There are a number of possible proofs of this proposition, the following one being a relatively straightforward one. Suppose A is semisimple abelian with objects of finite length, and let X be (a skeleton of) the full subcategory of simple objects, with inclusion K : X → A. It is easy to see that X is a strong generator because every object of A is isomorphic to a direct sum of objects of X. Every object in A is projective, so A ≃ Fin(X) —see Section 2.2.1.

To prove the converse, write X ∼= ∑ α X_α, where X_α is a category with one object and one hom that is a division k-algebra A_α. Each category A_α-Mod is semisimple, and so is their product ∏ α A_α-Mod; there is a simple object s(α) for each α, with s(α)_β = 0 if α ≠ β and s(α)_α = A_α. Each one of these simple objects correspond to a representable presheaf under the following equivalence.

[X^{op}, V ] ∼= ∏ α [X^{op}_α , V ] ≃ ∏ α A_α-Mod

Therefore, [X^{op}, V ] is semisimple abelian and the simple objects are the representables. By definition Fin(X) is the smallest replete full subcategory closed under colimits and containing the representables, so it is semisimple and it consists of the finite direct sums of simple objects. □

Observe that in the above proposition we also proved that such a category A is the free completion of X under absolute colimits, and also the free completion of X under finite direct sums.

Theorem 27. Suppose A, B are two semisimple abelian categories with objects of finite length, and assume the endo-hom of each simple object is the ground commutative ring k.

(1) Then A ⊠ B satisfies these same properties; in particular Deligne’s tensor product of A, B exists and it is (equivalent to) A ⊠ B.

(2) The simple objects in A ⊠ B are (up to isomorphism) the images of pairs of simple objects under the universal functor A ⊗ B → A ⊠ B.

(3) The universal functor A ⊗ B → A ⊠ B is fully faithful.

Proof. A, B are equivalent to Fin(X), Fin(Y ) where X, Y are discrete k-linear categories. We have A ⊠ B ≃ Fin(X ⊗ Y ), and X ⊗ Y is a discrete category too. By Proposition 26 A ⊠ B is semisimple abelian with objects of finite length, and each simple object has endo-hom k. Deligne’s tensor product of A, B exists by Theorem 18. The diagram below, that commutes up to isomorphism, together with Proposition 26 proves the claim 2. X ⊗ Y // ,,ZZZZZZZ

ZZZZZZZZ

ZZZZZZZZ

ZZZZZZ Fin(X) ⊗ Fin(Y )

//_∼ = Fin(X) ⊠ Fin(Y ) ≃fflffl Fin(X ⊗ Y )

To show 3 we apeal to Remark 9. □

Corollary 28. Assume k is an algebraically closed field. Then the tensor product A⊠B of two semisimple abelian categories with finite dimensional homs and objects of finite length A, B has these same properties.

Proof. The algebraic closedness of k ensures that the k-algebra of endomorphisms of a simple object, if finite dimensional, is isomorphic to k. □

References

[1] Théorie des topos et cohomologie étale des schémas. Tome 3. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1973.

Séminaire de Géométrie Algébrique du Bois-Marie 1963–1964 (SGA 4), Dirigé par M. Artin, A. Grothendieck et J. L. Verdier. Avec la collaboration de P. Deligne et B. Saint-Donat, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 305.

[2] J. Adámek and J. Rosický. Locally presentable and accessible categories, volume 189 of London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1994.

[3] J. Bénabou. Introduction to bicategories. In Reports of the Midwest Category Seminar, pages 1–77. Springer, Berlin, 1967.

[4] F. Borceux and C. Quinteiro. A theory of enriched sheaves. Cahiers Topologie Géom.

Différentielle Catég., 37(2):145–162, 1996.

[5] N. Bourbaki. Éléments de mathématique. Fascicule XXVII. Algèbre commutative. Chapitre 1: Modules plats. Chapitre 2: Localisation. Actualités Scientifiques et Industrielles, No. 1290. Herman, Paris, 1961.

[6] S. U. Chase. Direct products of modules. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 97:457–473, 1960. [7] B. Day and R. Street. Localisation of locally presentable categories. J. Pure Appl. Algebra, 58(3):227–233, 1989.

[8] P. Deligne. Catégories tannakiennes. In The Grothendieck Festschrift, Vol. II, volume 87 of Progr. Math., pages 111–195. Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 1990.

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

[10] P. Etingof, D. Nikshych, and V. Ostrik. On fusion categories. Ann. of Math. (2), 162(2):581– 642, 2005.

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

[12] P. Gabriel. Des catégories abéliennes. Bull. Soc. Math. France, 90:323–448, 1962. [13] P. Gabriel and F. Ulmer. Lokal präsentierbare Kategorien. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 221. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1971.

[14] R. Gordon, A. J. Power, and R. Street. Coherence for tricategories. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc., 117(558):vi+81, 1995.

[15] M. Hyland and J. Power. Pseudo-commutative monads and pseudo-closed 2-categories. J.

Pure Appl. Algebra, 175(1-3):141–185, 2002. Special volume celebrating the 70th birthday of Professor Max Kelly.

[16] G. Kelly. Elementary observations on 2-categorical limits. Bull. Aust. Math. Soc., 39(2):301– 317, 1989.

[17] G. M. Kelly. Basic concepts of enriched category theory, volume 64 of London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1982.

[18] G. M. Kelly. Structures defined by finite limits in the enriched context. I. Cahiers Topologie Géom. Différentielle, 23(1):3–42, 1982. Third Colloquium on Categories, Part VI (Amiens, 1980).

[19] G. M. Kelly. Basic concepts of enriched category theory. Repr. Theory Appl. Categ., (10):vi+137 pp. (electronic), 2005.

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

[21] S. Lack. A 2-categories companion. Baez, John C. (ed.) et al., Towards higher categories.

Berlin: Springer. The IMA Volumes in Mathematics and its Applications 152, 105-191 (2010)., 2010.

[22] V. Lyubashenko. Tensor products of categories of equivariant perverse sheaves. Cah. Topol.

Géom. Différ. Catég., 43(1):49–79, 2002.

[23] V. V. Lyubashenko. Squared Hopf algebras. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc., 142(677):x+180, 1999. [24] M. Makkai and R. Paré. Accessible categories: the foundations of categorical model theory, volume 104 of Contemporary Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1989.

[25] P. McCrudden. Balanced coalgebroids. Theory Appl. Categ., 7:No. 6, 71–147 (electronic), 2000.

[26] D. Schäppi. Ind-abelian categories and quasi-coherent sheaves, 2012. arXiv:1211.3678. [27] J.-P. Soublin. Anneaux et modules cohérents. J. Algebra, 15:455–472, 1970. [28] R. Street. Fibrations in bicategories. Cahiers de Topologie et Géométrie Différentielle. XXI., (2):111–159, 1980.

[29] G. C. Wraith. Algebraic theories. Lectures Autumn 1969. Lecture Notes Series, No. 22.

Matematisk Institut, Aarhus Universitet, Aarhus, 1970.

Computing Department and Department of Mathematics, Macquarie University, NSW 2109, Australia

E-mail address: ignacio.lopezfranco@mq.edu.au