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PUSH-FORWARD OF HOPF-GALOIS EXTENSIONS:
THE NON CENTRAL CASE

GIOVANNI LANDI, CHIARA PAGANI

ABSTRACT. We study the push-forward of Hopf—Galois extensions as the algebraic coun-
terpart of the pullback of principal bundles. We apply the theory of twisted tensor product
algebras to endow covariant extensions of modules along a map F with an algebra structure,
under compatibility conditions between F and the twisting map. The push-forward of an
H-Galois extension B C A along a map F : B — C is an H-Galois extension of C. The
corresponding Ehresmann—Schauenburg algebroids are compared.
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1. INTRODUCTION

From an algebraic viewpoint, particularly within algebraic and noncommutative geometry;,

principal bundles are modeled by faithfully flat Hopf-Galois extensions [23]. In this context,
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the theory of pull-back or induced bundles has not yet reached a satisfactory formulation.
Given an H-Galois algebra extension B C A and an algebra map F : B — C, the covariant
F-extension C' ®p A of the B-module A along F (see (3.1)) can be viewed, as a linear space,
as the analogue of the fibered product of spaces along a map — that is, the total space of
a pull-back bundle. The usual multiplication mgega = (me ® my) o (ide ® flip ® idy4) of
the tensor product algebra C'® A descends to a well-defined multiplication on the covariant
F-extension C' ® g A under the assumption that the algebra B is central in A, and hence in
particular commutative, and that the image F(B) of F is central in C, [14]. The problem
of endowing C' ® g A with an algebra structure outside the setting of commutative algebra
extensions remains open. In this work we address this problem by employing the theory of
twisted tensor product algebras.

Twisted tensor product algebras, in the setting here considered, were first studied in [9]
(where differential calculi on them were also investigated [9, §3|) and later dualized to the
context of coalgebras and bialgebras in [8]. Given two associative algebras A and C, the
vector space C' ® A is endowed with the multiplication m¥ := (mc @ ma) o (ide ® ¥ ®ida),
where 1 : A® C — C ® A is any linear map satisfying the minimal conditions required to
ensure the associativity of the twisted multiplication m¥ (see §2.1). The idea of creating a
new object by deforming the tensor product of two existing ones predates the aforementioned
work and has been explored in various contexts. Notable examples in Hopf algebra theory are
Takeuchi’s smash product and crossed products (see e.g. [18]), Drinfel’d quantum doubles
and Majid’s bicrossproducts of Hopf algebras (see e.g. [17]). Twisted tensor products of
algebras, together with their counterparts for coalgebras and Hopf algebras, admit a natural
interpretation within Beck’s theory of distributive laws (cf. (2.4) and (2.5)), which offers the
categorical setting for these constructions.

Here we apply the theory of twisted tensor product of algebras to the study of push-forward
of possibly non central Hopf-Galois extensions. Given two unital associative algebras C' and
A and an algebra map F : B — C, for B a subalgebra of A, we endow C' ® A with a twisted
algebra multiplication m¥. We study compatibility conditions between the twisting map
and the map F : B — C which ensure that the algebra structure of C ®¥A = (C ® A, m?)
descends to the quotient C ®p A (Proposition 3.1). The resulting algebra is referred to as the
push-forward algebra. Under assumptions on v, it inherits an H-comodule algebra structure
from the one on A (Proposition 3.6). As a generalisation of [20, Thm. 9] and [14, Thm.1.4]
to possibly non central H-Galois extensions, we prove the following result:

Theorem 3.8. Let B C A be an H-Galois extension with A faithfully flat as a B-module.
Lety : AQC — C® A be a twisting map with properties as in Lemma 3.7. Then the twisted
push-forward algebra C’®QEA of B C A along the map F : B — C' is a faithfully flat H-Galois
extension of C'.

The structure of the paper is as follows. Section 2 reviews some preliminary results on
twisted tensor products of algebras and presents some basic facts on the invertibility of
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twisting maps and their compatibility with #-structures. The main section, Section 3, ap-
plies the theory of twisted tensor algebras to the study of an algebra structure for covariant
F-extensions of a B-module A (in §3.1). The construction is specialized to the case where
B C A is an Hopf-Galois extension in §3.2. Section 4 presents some particular cases of
push-forward of Hopf-Galois extensions B C A: the case of Galois objects (§4.1) and those
of push-forwards along the (injective) algebra inclusion i : B — A (§4.2) and along a (sur-
jective) projection map 7 : B — B/I to a quotient algebra (§4.3). In Section 5 we consider
the Ehresmann—Schauenburg bialgebroid of a Hopf—Galois extension obtained via the push-
forward construction and compare it with that of the original Hopf-Galois extension. Finally
Appendix A reviews some aspects of extensions of modules and Appendix B shows that a
property of a strong connection is preserved under 2-cocycle deformation.

Notation. We work over a field k. Given an algebra A, we denote by my4 and 14 the
multiplication and the unit map respectively, and use the notation 14 = n4(1x) for the
unit element of A. For a Hopf algebra H, we denote A, ¢ and S its coproduct, counit and
antipode respectively. We use the standard Sweedler’s notation for the coproduct and for
the coaction of an Hopf algebra.

2. TWISTED TENSOR PRODUCTS

In this introductory section, we recall in §2.1 some basic facts about twisted tensor prod-
ucts of algebras (see e.g. |9, 8]) and prove in §2.2 some results on the invertibility of twisting
maps and their compatibility with s-structures.

2.1. Twisted tensor products of algebras. Tensor product algebras can be generalised
to twisted tensor products by replacing the flip map by a more general suitable map.

Let A and C' be two unital and associative algebras and ¢ : AQ C' — C'® A a linear map.
The map

m¥ = (me @my)(ide @Y Ridy) : (CRA) R (CRA) - CRA (2.1)

defines an associative product on the vector space C' ® A if and only if the map v satisfies

(idc ® mA) o (770 ® idA) o (idA Rme X idA) o (idA ®ide ® @b) =
We refer to a linear map ¢ : A ® C — C ® A satisfying condition (2.2) as a twisting
map, and write ¥(a ® ¢) := ' @ al’! for the image of v (with possible sum understood).

Recursively, we use the notation [1]s, ..., for the image of ¢ when applied more than once.
Condition (2.2) then reads

%
(CC’M)[ b ® al¥l2q/W) = WM g (a[w}a’)w]2 ., Va,d €A, c,deC. (2.3)
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We denote C'®%A the vector space C ® A equipped with the twisted product m? and refer
to it as the twisted tensor product algebra, C @V A = (C' ® A, my). Also, we use the symbol
¥ to indicate the product of two elements:

m’ ((c ®a)® (¢ ® a’)) =(c®a) ¥ ((®d)=c™d"d.
The terminology "twisted tensor product" is taken from [26]|, whereas [8] uses "smash prod-

uct", being m¥ a generalization of Takeuchi’s smash product.

A sufficient condition for the associativity (2.2) to hold is that the following two conditions
(distributive laws) are satisfied:

P(ma @ide) = (ide @ ma) o (Y ®ida) o (ida @ ) (2.4)
YP(ida @ me) = (me ®ida) o (ide ® ¥) o (Y ®ide) . (2.5)
They read, respectively,
Y(ad @ c) =1 (a® ™) dW = IV g gl gt (2.6)
bla®ed) = dpa @ ) = P @ oYl Wl (2.7)

on elements a,a’ € A, ¢, € C.

Given a twisting map ¢ : A ® C' — C ® A, the tensor unit ng = nc ® 14 is compatible
with the twisted product m¥, that is m¥ o (id ® ng) = id = m¥ o (ny ® id) if and only if v
is normal, that is for all c € C, a € A,

Y(1a®c)=c®1y (right normal), P(a®1le) =1lc®@a (left normal). (2.8)

The associativity of m, and the property of 7g to be a compatible unit are independent:
there are examples of associative algebras C' ®¥ A which do not admit a unit (and, clearly,
not every normal linear map ¢ : A ® C' — C' ® A satisfies the associativity condition (2.2)).

The condition (2.2) and left, respectively right, normality of ¢) imply the condition (2.4),
respectively (2.5). Thus, for a normal twisting map, (2.4) and (2.5) are equivalent to the
associativity of the product m¥. If a twisting map is right normal and satisfies the distributive
law (2.4) then it also satisfies the distributive law (2.5). Similarly a left normal twisting map
that satisfies (2.5) also satisfies (2.4).

For finitely generated algebras A and C, equations (2.4) and (2.5) imply that the linear
map v is determined by its value on the algebra generators of A and C' since there is a unique
way to extend it to the whole of A ® C' once is (well-)defined on the algebra generators.

Twisted tensor product of algebras are closely connected to the factorization problem for
an algebra (see [17, Ch. 7], [8, Thm. 2.10]).
Theorem 2.1. Let C, A and X be algebras. The following two conditions are equivalent:

(i) There exists an algebra isomorphism X ~ C ®¥ A for some normal twisting map .
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(ii) The algebra X factorizes through C' and A, that is there are two algebra morphisms
uc: C — X and uy : A — X such that the map & == mx o (uc @ua) : C A — X is
an isomorphism of vector spaces.

The proof is based on the fact that if C ®¥ A is a twisted tensor product algebra coming
from a normal twisting map 1), then the maps

ue :C = CR%A, c—c®ly, ug A= CRYA, a—lec®a, (2.9)

are algebra morphisms, and the map ¢ := m¥o(uc®u,) : C®A — C®YA is an isomorphism
of vector spaces, being £(c¢ ® a) = ¢ ® a. For the opposite implication, one constructs the
normal twisting map as ¢ = £ omy o (ux ® ug).

The construction of twisted tensor products was generalised to coalgebras and bialgebras
in [8, §2|. The mixed case of C' a coalgebra and A an algebra was studied in [6, §2| where

entwining structures were used to generalise Hopf—Galois extensions to coalgebra principal
bundles (see also [7, §34]).

For examples of twisted tensor product of algebras see e.g. [8, §2]. Here we recall only
the fundamental example of Majid’s double crossed products (and, in particular, smash
products), of which twisted tensor products are a generalization.

Ezxample 2.2. The basic example of a twisting map is the one arising from the double crossed
product (or bicrossproduct) construction of bialgebras. Let us briefly recall this framework,
see e.g. [15, §10.2.5]. Let {C, A} be a matched pair of bialgebras: (A, <) is a right C-module
coalgebra and (C, ) is a left A-module coalgebra with the following compatibility conditions
of the two actions

(ad’) <= (a<(a'n) > cu))(d e <), lade=cec(o)
at(cc) = (an) > c))((ae <cp) > ), avle =ea(a)

(ap) <cay) ® (ap > ) = (ap) 9¢e) ® (ap) > ca)).
The vector space C'® A is an algebra with product
(c®a) ¥ (¢ ®@d)=clan > ) @ (ap 1 p)d,
corresponding to the twisting map
YV:ARC - CRA: a®cr (ag>cy) ® (ap <cg). (2.10)

The resulting algebra is a bialgebra with the usual tensor product coalgebra structure of
C ® A. 1t is called the double crossed product bialgebra of the pair {C, A} and denoted
C <1 A. When one of the two actions is trivial the construction reduces to smash (or
crossed) products. |



2.2. Invertible twisting maps and *-structures. We next comment on the existence of
a *-structure for a twisted tensor product algebra and its relation to the invertibility of the
twisting map.

Suppose ¢ : A® C — C ® A is a twisting map which is invertible as a linear map.
Let v ! : C®A— A® C denote its inverse. Associativity of the product defined by an
invertible map v does not in general imply associativity for the product defined by 1~!; this
implication requires the stronger distributive laws (2.4) and (2.5). If y : A C - C® A
is a linear map that satisfies the conditions (2.4) and (2.5), so does its inverse and thus 1~
defines an associative product m* ' for A® C'. The resulting twisted tensor product algebra
A®¥'C is isomorphic to C' @Y A.

Lemma 2.3. Let ) : A® C — C ® A be a linear map that satisfies the conditions (2.4)
and (2.5). The twisted tensor product algebras A @Y 'C' and C @¥ A are isomorphic via the
twisting map, that is
i (AYC,mY ) — (C &Y A, mY)
15 an algebra isomorphism:
Y((a®c) 7 @ ) = (Ylc®a)) ¥ (¥(d @d)). (2.11)
Proof. The combination of (2.6) and (2.7) gives

Y(ad @ cd) = ¥ Wls 1oVl ® vVt vl (2.12)
Using this we have

(
¢(aa,[w_l] ® C[q/;—l]c/) _ C[¢—1][¢] MSC/W]QW]AL 2 a[¢]3[¢]4a/[¢_1][¢][ 2 7 P [¥]s 2 a[¢]2[¢]3a/[¢]

— C[¢]2¢(a[w]2 ® C/[wl)a/[wl _ (C[w]z ® a[w]z) K (C’M ® a/[w])

thus showing (2.11). [

Assuming now that the algebras A and C' are x-algebras there are two natural #-structures
on the twisted tensor product algebra that can be considered.

Lemma 2.4. Let A and C be x-algebras, with involutions denoted x4 and xc respectively.
Let p : A® C — C ® A be a twisting map, with (14 ® 1¢) = 1¢ @ 14. Then the twisted
tensor product algebra C @Y A is a *-algebra with involution xc ® * 4 if and only if ¥ is the
flip map, Y(c®a) =a® c.

Proof. One implication is direct. For the other implication, suppose C' ®¥ A is a *-algebra
with involution *c ® *4, that is

((C Q a) K7 (C/ Q a/))* _ (CC/[l/)])* ® (&[w]a/)* _ (CIW])*C* ® a/*(a[w])*
= (" @a") ¥ (¢ @a) = () @ (@)
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for all a,a’ € A and ¢, € C. Then, in particular, for ' ® ¢ = 14 ® 1¢, the identity gives
W @a¥=¢ @aforallac A, € C,that is ¢ is the flip map. [ |

Lemma 2.5. Let ¢ : A® C' — C ® A be a linear map. The map
k= YP(xa Q*c)oflip: CRA—-CRA, c®a— (c®a)" :=1Y(a* @) (2.13)
15 an tnwvolution if and only if ¥ s invertible with inverse
= ()4 ®@*¢) oflipotpo (k4 ®#¢) oflip: C®A— A® C. (2.14)

In this case, for ¢ satisfying (2.4) and (2.5), the involution in (2.13) defines a *-structure
on the twisted tensor product algebra C @V A.

Proof. The condition for (2.13) to be an involution,
(Y(a* @ )" = UM ® T _ ®a, YaeA ceC, (2.15)
is equivalent to the map 1~ in (2.14) being a left and right inverse of 4.

As for the second statement, we have to show that (2.13) is an anti-algebra map for the
product m,, of C ®¥ A. For a,a’ € A and ¢, € C:

((C@ CL) b (Cl ® a/))* _ (Ccl[w] Q a[zp]a/)* _ ¢((a[¢}a/>* ® (Ccl[w]>*) _ w(a/*(a[w])* ® (C/[w])*c*)

_ (Cl[w])*[¢]2[¢]4c*[w]3[w]5 ® (a/*)[wh[wk(a[w]>*w)}2[w]3

where we used the combination (2.12) of (2.6) and (2.7) for the last equality. By using (2.15),
the expression simplifies to

((C & a) b (C/ ® a/))* _ (C/*>[w]2<c*>[w] ® (a/*)[w] (a*)[iﬂ
_ (C/*[¢]2 ® a/*[¢]2) K (C*[w] ® a*[w]) _ (C/ ® a/)* R (C® a)*. m

[¥ls ,[¥ls

In the hypothesis of the previous Lemma, being ¢/ invertible, one can also form the twisted
tensor product algebra A®¥” C with associative product m¥~ . Condition (2.14) is symmetric
for the exchange of ¢ with ¢=! (and A < '), being (x4 ® *¢) o flip = flip o (*¢ ® x4), and
thus A ®¥'C becomes a *-algebra with

(@®) =7 (¢ @) = (@) @ ()"
The map ¢ : AQ¥ 'C' — C @Y A is a *-algebra isomorphism.

3. PUSH-FORWARD OF HOPF-GALOIS EXTENSIONS

This section applies the theory of twisted tensor product algebras to the study of push-
forwards of Hopf-Galois extensions. In §3.1 we study conditions for which the multiplication
m¥ of a twisted tensor product algebra C' ®¥ A descends to a well-defined algebra structure
on the covariant F-extension C' ®p A of A via a map F: B — C, for B a subalgebra of A.
Then, in §3.2, we specify the construction to the case of B C A being an H-Galois extension.
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In this context, C' ®p A is seen as an algebraic counterpart of a fibered product of the total
space of a principal bundle along a map on the base space. We thus study push-forwards of
H-Galois algebra extensions as the algebraic analogues of pull-backs of principal bundles.

3.1. Twisted products for covariant extensions. We determine the conditions under
which the multiplication m?¥ of a twisted tensor product algebra C' ®¥ A descends to the
quotient of C'® A over a subalgebra B C A.

Let A and C' be two algebras and let B be a subalgebra of A with F: B — C' an algebra
morphism. The quotient C ®p A, also called the push-forward of A along F, is defined as
the covariant F-extension of the B-module A via F:

CRpA=C®A/{(c®bs—cF(b)®a,ac A beB,ceC). (3.1)

It is a left C-module and a right A-module with commuting actions ¢(¢ ® a) = ¢ ® a and
(c®a)d' = c®ad, fora,a’ € A, ¢, € C. Wedenote g : CRA - C®B, 1p(c®a) := c®pa,
the quotient map; by construction, it is a morphism of left C-modules and right A-modules.
We also recall that if A is faithfully flat as a left B-module, then C'®p A is faithfully flat as
a left C-module, [4, Prop. 5 Ch.T §3].

The problem of giving C' ®p A an algebra structure is open. The usual multiplication
Mmega = (Mo @ ma) o (ide ® flip ® id4) of the tensor product algebra C' ® A descends to
a well-defined multiplication on the push-forward C' ® g A under the hypothesis that the
algebra B is central in A, and thus in particular commutative, and that the image F(B) of
F is central in C, [14].

Here we avoid the centrality condition by giving C' ® A a twisted algebra multiplication
mY, and we study compatibility conditions between the twisting map ¢ and the map F which
ensure that the algebra structure of C @Y A = (C' ® A, m¥) descends to the quotient C ®p A.

Consider the vector space C' as a B-bimodule via the map F and A, A® C, C ® A and

C ®p A as B-bimodules in the obvious way. We write ¢ ;= nmgo¢ : A® C — C ®p A for
the composition of ¢ with the projection map wg. We have the following result.

Proposition 3.1. Let ¢ : AQ C — C ® A be a twisting map and C @¥A = (C ® A, m"¥) be
the corresponding twisted tensor product algebra. The multiplication m¥, defined as in (2.1),
descends to a well-defined multiplication on the push-forward C' ®p A if and only if the map
W is a B-bimodule morphism, that is,

P(bla®c)) =vYba®c)=Fbla®c); Y((a®c)h)=1v(a®cFOb)=19(a®c)b (3.2)
forallae A, be B, ce C.

Proof. The map m¥ descends to a well-defined map on (C ®p A) ® (C ®@p A) if and only if

- (w(ba ® )b — F(b)(a ® cF(b'))) —0 : (w(ba ® cF(b)) — F(O)y(a ® c)b) —0
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foralla € A, b,V € B and ¢ € C. That is, being 7 a B-bimodule map, if and only if

Y(ba ® )b’ = F(b)v(a @ cF()) ; (ba® cF(')) =F(b)(a® c)b.
It is then straightforward to check that these identities are equivalent to those in (3.2). W

The resulting algebra C' ®p A, with product m?, will be denoted by C ®ﬁ A and called
the twisted push-forward algebra.

Remark 3.2. The requirement that m? descends to a well-defined map on the quotient
C ®p A is equivalent to that of I := (c®ba —cF(b)®a, a€ A, be B, ce€ C) being an
algebra ideal:

(€ ®d) ¥ (c@bs—cFb)®a)c] 7TB<¢(a’®c)b—z/1(a'®cF(b))>:O

(c®ba—cFb)®a) ¥ ((®d)el <+ g <¢(ba ®c) = Fb)pla® C/)) =0,

for all a,a’ € A, b € B and ¢, € C. We note that the B-linearity condition (3.2) of the
map 1) is weaker than an analogous B-linearity condition for the map 1, ¥ (ab ® cF(V)) =
F(b)Y(a ® c¢)b. The B-linearity of 1) would corresponds to the requirement that the product
of an element of the algebra C' ®¥ A and one of I is zero. U

Remark 3.3. The previous remark also indicates that for a surjective map F it would be too
strong to assume B-linearity of 1) . For F = B — C' surjective, the B-linearity of a twisting
map ¢ : A® C — C ® A would require ¢(a ® ¢) = ¢¥(a ® 1¢)b. for all a € A, ¢ € C and
b. € B any element such that F(b.) = ¢. Thus, in order for this map to be well-defined, one
would also need 1¢ ® ab. = 1¢ ® abl, for any two elements b,, b, € F~1(c). Moreover ¢ could
not be (right) normal because this would require c® 14 = (14 ®¢) = 1¢ ® b, for all c € C
and b, € F~1(c). O

We conclude this subsection with a comment on invertible twisting maps and *-structures.
Suppose the twisting map 4 is invertible with inverse map ¢! that is a twisting map
as well (see §2.2). From Proposition 3.1, the multiplication m?" of A @Y 'C descends
to a well-defined algebra structure on the push-forward A @ C' := A ® C/J if and only
if J = <ab ®c—a®@Fb)c,ae A,be B, ce C’> is an algebra ideal. Equivalently, the
composition map of the twisting map ~! with the projection 75 : A ® C — A ®p C has
to satisfy conditions analogous to (3.2). This needs not in general follow from I being an
algebra ideal.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose A and C are x-algebras, with B a x-subalgebra of A. Let 1, satisfying
(2.4) and (2.5), be such that x = (x4 @ x¢) o flip gives a x-structure on the twisted tensor
product algebra C @Y A (see Lemma 2.5). Let F : B — C be a x-algebra morphism. The
x-structure on C ¥ A, (¢ ® a)* = Y(a* @ ¢*), descends to a well-defined -structure on the
twisted push-forward algebra C ®1é A if and only if 1 is also inner B-linear:

Plab®@c) =YP(a®@F(b)e), Vace A be B, ceC. (3.3)
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Proof. Condition (3.3) is obtained directly by imposing that (¢ ® ba)* equals (¢F(b) ® a)* in
C ®p A, or equivalently that I is a x-ideal of C'® A. [ |

Remark 3.5. The condition (3.3) is equivalent to ¢(J) C I, with the ideals I,.J given as
above. When J C A®C is an algebra ideal and ¢(.J) = I, then ¢ descends to a well-defined
algebra isomorphism 1 : (A ®%  C,m¥"") — (C ®% A, m¥). O

3.2. From twisted tensor product algebras to push-forward Hopf-Galois exten-
sions. We now apply the results of the previous section to the case of B C A being a
Hopf-Galois extension. As mentioned before, the push-forward C' ® g A of A along an al-
gebra morphism F : B — (' plays the role of a geometrical pull-back of a principal bundle.
In the framework of central Hopf—Galois extensions - that is under the hypothesis that the
algebra B is central in A, and thus in particular commutative, and that the image F(B) of
F is central in C' — it was shown in [14, Thm. 1.4] that the algebra C' ®p A with the tensor
product algebra multiplication is an H-Galois extension of C'. Moreover it is faithfully flat as
C-module if A is such as a B-module. We now prove analogous results in the more general
context of twisted tensor product algebras, without centrality assumptions.

Assume that the algebra A is a right H-comodule algebra for a Hopf algebra H, with
coaction 0 : A = A® H, a = ay) ® any, and B is the subalgebra of coinvariant elements,
B = A" = {b € B|§(b) = b® 1y}. Moreover assume A is an H-Galois extension of B.
Motivated by the geometric pull-back interpretation, consider C' as a trivial H-comodule and
C' ® A as a right H-comodule via the tensor product coaction ide ®§. Since B = A®! is the
subalgebra of coinvariants, the H—comodule structure descends to C' ®p A, with coaction
ide ®p d. Similarly, consider the vector space A ® C as a right H-comodule with the tensor
product coaction (id4 ® flip) o (§ ® id¢). In the following, we fix an algebra map F : B — C.

Proposition 3.6. Let ¥ : A® C — C ® A be a twisting map such that the projection 1 is
a B-bimodule morphism as in (3.2). Suppose 1 is an H-comodule morphism, that is

CW} ® (a[¢]> ® (CLW}) L= CW] R (a(o))[w] K aqy , Vae A, ceC

(0) (1)

then the twisted push-forward algebra C’®ﬁA is an H-comodule algebra with coaction idc® gd.

Proof. We have to show that the coaction ide ®p ¢ is an algebra map with respect to the
twisted product m?. For a € A, ¢ € C, using that § is an algebra map, we compute

(ide @5 6)((c®p a) ¥ ( ®@p d)) = (idc @5 §) (cc’m ®p ama’)

— o™y (a““)(o)a'm) @z (@), d .

&)
On the other hand (writing again -¥, by abuse of notation)
((ide ®@p 8)(c®@pa)) ¥ ((ide ®@p 0)(d ®pd')) = (¢ ®p ap, ®p ay) ¥ (¢ @pd o, @pd)
=" @5 (a0)"d o) @5 andy,

10



and the two expressions coincide since 1 is an H-comodule morphism. [ |
The algebra C' is contained in the subalgebra of C' ®7§ A consisting of coinvariant elements,
C c (C’ ®}§ A) COH, c+— ¢ ®p 1. With this identification one has
dc@pa)=cd(la®cla, (c®pa)d =cpla®d), a€A cdecC

and one can form the balanced tensor product of C' ®% A with itself over its subalgebra C.
We make the assumption that the map ¢ = 7 o ¢ satisfies (cf. (2.8))

YP(la®c)=c®pla, YP(a®lc) =1c ®p a. (3.4)
Then the balanced tensor product of C' ®1é A with itself over C' is given by
(C @Y% A) @ (C®YA) =(Ce%A) e (CeYA)/T
with ideal
IZ={(c®pa)®(d®@pad)— (cc”[w] @pa) @ (d@pd); ad €A cd e C).
Notice that in the quotient,
M @pad @c1c@pla=1lc®@pa®@cc®pls, VYae A ceC. (3.5)

Lemma 3.7. Let ¢y : A C — C ® A be a twisting map which is a right H-comodule
morphism. Assume v is a B-bimodule morphism which satisfies (3.4) and the distributive

law P(a®cd) = (a2 ) (cf. (2.7)). Then (C@p A)@c (C@p A) and C @p (AR5 A)
are isomorphic as left C'-modules and right H-comodules via the map

(CopA)&c(CRpA) = CRp(ARpA), (c®pa)®c(d®@pd) = c@pa¥ @pd (3.6)

with inverse ¢ ®@p (a @p d') — (¢ ®p a) ®c (1c ®p d').

Proof. The map
a:(CepA)® (CepA) = Ceg(Arg A),
(copa)®(d @pd) = cbla@d)@pd =c™ g’ @pd

is well-defined since ¢y = 7 0 ¢ is a B-bimodule morphism, that is it satisfies (3.2). For
d’ € C, and property ¥(a ® cc') = c¥li)(al¥! @ ¢) of the map 1), one has

a((c®pa)® ("¢ ®@pd)) = c("d) @pd @pd = M @y (@) @p o
_ a((ccu[iﬂ Q5 a[dz]) ® (C/ D5 a/))‘
Thus « vanishes on the ideal Z and descends to the well-defined map (3.6) on the balanced
tensor pI‘OdUCt (C Xp A) KR (C Xp A) The map O@B (A Xp A) — (C Xp A) KR (O Xp A),
c®p(a®@pd)— (c®pa)®c (1c ®p a') is well-defined. By direct check one verifies that it

provides a right inverse of «, due to property (3.4) of ¢, and a left inverse, due to identity (3.5)
in the quotient. Both maps are morphisms of left C-modules and right H-comodules. |
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The result of [14, Thm.1.4] is generalised to possibly non central H-Galois extensions by
the following result.

Theorem 3.8. Let B C A be an H-Galois extension with A faithfully flat as a B-module.
Lety : AQC — C® A be a twisting map with properties as in Lemma 3.7. Then the twisted
push-forward algebra C@ﬁA of B C A along the map F : B — C' is a faithfully flat H-Galois
extension of C.

Proof. The left C-module C'®p A is faithfully flat since A is faithfully flat as a left B-module,
[4, Prop. 5 Ch.I §3]. Consider the map

XV (CRRA)Rc(CRYLA) = (CRLA)RH , (c®@pa)®c(d@pd) = (c®pa)¥ (@pd 0)@d .

With the isomorphism (3.6), the map x¥ is simply x¥ = idc ®px, with x : AQp A — AR H
the canonical map of the algebra extension B C A. It follows that y¥ is surjective. Since
the left C-module C ®p A is faithfully flat and x? is surjective, by [25, Lemma 4.2] one has
C = (C®Y% A" Then C C C®Y Ais an H-Galois extension, with canonical map y¥. W

We give an explicit formula for the translation map of the extension obtained through the
push-forward construction.

Lemma 3.9. Let 7 : H - A®g A, h — h~'> ®p h=*> be the translation map of the H-
Galois extension B C A. Then the translation map ™ = (X¥) Y1owpi0n of the H-Galois
extension C ®1,§ A is given by

i H = (Co%A)oc (Co%A), he (e ®ph™) ®c (1e ®5 h<>>).  (3.7)
Proof. We compute:
(m? @c idegya)(idegya @ T8)xY ((C ®pa) Q¢ (¢ Qp a’))
= (m? ®cidcgya) (cc'[w]
_ (CC/M R a[wla/(0)> K (10 o a/(1)<1>) D0 <1C . a’<1><2>)

B (CC’M ®p a[w]a/<o>a/<1><1>> ©c (10 ®p a/<1><2>>

®p ald' ) ® 71#(“’(1)))

being ¥ normal. Due to (3.5), this is equal to

/ / <1> / / <2>
= Cc®p aa oa ) Rc ¢ Vp a

=c®pa®cd @pad.
with the identity ayaq,~"> ®p aq,~>> = 1 ®pa for a € A (from 7 being the translation map
of the extension B C A). The other identity, x¥ (7¥(h)) = 1. ®p 14 ® h, follows from the

definition of the two maps and the analogous identity y (7(h)) = 1 ® h for the maps x, 7 of
the Galois extension B C A. [ |
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Lemma 3.10. In the hypothesis of Theorem 3.8, if the H-Galois extension B C A is cleft,
respectively trivial, then the extension C' C C ®1§ A is cleft, respectively trivial.

Proof. Recall that an H-extension is cleft provided there exists a cleaving map: a convolution
invertible H-comodule morphism v : H — A, for H with coaction given by its coproduct.
If v is also an algebra map, the extension is said to be trivial. Suppose that B C A is cleft
with cleaving map v : H — A. Then the map mgowuy o7 is a cleaving map for C' C C ®% A,
where u,4 is the algebra morphism us : A - C QY A, a— 1¢ ® a, see (2.9). Indeed, it is an
H-comodule morphism being the composition of two such maps. Moreover, it is convolution
invertible with inverse u o 7, for 4 the convolution inverse of v, as shown by using that
satisfies (3.4). In particular if -y is an algebra map, giving B C A as a trivial extension, the
map u4 oy is an algebra map as well and C C C ®jé A is trivial. |

Remark 3.11. The paper [12] presents a noncommutative construction of classifying spaces
for compact matrix quantum groups and introduces a quantum analogue of the classical
classifying map. The approach there relies on a generalized crossproduct construction, akin
to the one used in our paper, applied to unital x-algebras generated by elements v;; with
the sole relations ), ¥ ¥k = d;;. O

4. EXAMPLES

In this section we analyse some particular cases of push-forward of Hopf—Galois extensions
B C A: the case of Galois objects (§4.1) and those of push-forwards along the (injective)
algebra inclusion i : B — A (§4.2) and along a (surjective) projection map 7 : B — B/I to
a quotient algebra (§4.3).

4.1. The push-forward of Galois objects. In the case of an H-Galois object, B = k,
for any unital algebra C', the only possible algebra map F : k — (' is the unit n¢ of C.
For any twisting map ¢ : A® C — C ® A, the compatibility condition (3.2) between
and n¢ is automatically satisfied, as it simply corresponds to the linearity of . Moreover,
1) = 1p. Then the requirements on the map 1 in Lemma 3.7, and subsequently in Theorem
3.8, reduce to the twisting map 1 being normal and satisfying the distributive law (2.5).
The latter property is redundant as it already follows from the normality condition for the
twisting map v (which also implies (2.4)).

As a consequence of Theorem 3.8 we have the following result.

Corollary 4.1. Let A be an H-Galois object with A faithfully flat as a k-module. For any
normal twisting map ¢ : AR C — C ® A which is an H-comodule morphism, the twisted
tensor product algebra C ®Y A is a faithfully flat H-Galois extension of C'.
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We are in the context, treated in [14], of push-forwards of central Galois extensions. Here
1 could be more general that simply the flip map, thus leading to a multiplication on C' ® A
different from the usual tensor product multiplication.

Lemma 4.2. Let {C, A} be a matched pair of bialgebras (see Example 2.2). Let A be an
H-Galois object, with coaction 6 : A — A® H, and A faithfully flat as a k-module. Suppose
the comultiplication A of A is an H-comodule morphism, for A ® A with coaction id ® 9,
and that the action < of C' on A is an H-comodule morphism, for A® C' with tensor coaction
0® = id ® & as before. Then the double crossed product algebra C <1 A is a faithfully flat
H-Galois extension of C.

Proof. In view of Corollary 4.1, we only have to show that ¢ in (2.10) is an H-comodule
morphism. Under the hypothesis that the comultiplication A 4 is an H-comodule morphism,

(@) 4y @ (a0) ) ® any = ag) ® (@), @ (ap),,, Ya € A
and that the action < is an H-comodule morphism,
da<c) = (aep<c)®agy, Yae€ A, ceC,
for the twisting map % in (2.10) we compute,
0% (Y(a ® c)) = (ap) > cay) ® 0(ae 9cm) = (am > cay) ® ((aw) o, ) @ (aw)

= ((aw)) ) > cay) ® ((a) o) <)) @ an) = P(ae @ ¢) ® ag,

= (Y ®id) 6®(a @ c).
Thus v is an H-comodule morphism. [ |

Remark 4.3. Twisted tensor product algebras are studied as Galois objects for bicrossed
product Hopf algebras in [3, §4]. Given an H-Galois object A and a U-Galois object R, for
{H,U} a matched pair of Hopf algebras, a twisted tensor product algebra A ®¥ R is shown
to be a Galois object for the bicrossed product Hopf algebra H > U. O

Ezxample 4.4. Let g be a primitive n-th root of unity contained in k, with n > 2. The Taft
algebra T,,(q) is the n-dimensional Hopf algebra generated by two elements g and x subject
to the relations

gt =1 2"=0, xg9=qg.
It has comultiplication, counit, and antipode defined by
Alg)=g®g. elg)=1, Slg)=g",
Alz)=1®z+r®g, e()=0, S)=-z9"
For each s € k, define A, to be the algebra generated by elements G and X subject to
G"=1 X"=s XG=qGX. (4.1)
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Then A; is a right T, (¢)-comodule algebra with coaction § : A, — A ® T,,(q) defined on
generators by

(G =G®yg, (X)=X®Rg+1®x
with k the subalgebra of coinvariants. The algebra A, is a Galois object, [21]|. A vector space
basis of A, is given by the elements G*X° with a, b integers, 0 < a,b < n. The coaction on

these basis elements is
b

(S<GaXb) _ Z |:Z:| Gan ®ga+kxb7k’
q

k=0
where [Z]q denotes the g-binomial coefficient, as can be shown by induction.

Let C' be an algebra and suppose there exists a normal twisting map ¢ : A,C — C® A,.
This can be specified on the algebra generators of A, and then extended by requiring (2.6),
(2.7) are satisfied and compatible with the relations (4.1). The most generic linear map
P: A, ®C — C® A, is of the form

P(E®) =) ca®GX", $(X®c)=) dp®GX,

a,b a,b

on the algebra generators, where ¢, = cqp(c¢) and dg, = dgy(c) both belonging to C'. In order
for this map to be an H-comodule morphism, we must have ¢, = 0 for a > 1 or b > 1
and dg, = 0 for a > 1 or b > 1. Moreover cog = 0 and dog = di1 = 0, do; = ¢. Thus ¢ is
determined by two linear maps o, 5 : C' — C' as

V(GERc)=a(c) @G, Y(X®c)=cX+P(c)@G

with «(1) = 1 and (1) = 0 in order for ¥ to be normal. It is extended by requiring (2.6),
(2.7) are satisfied, so to get a twisting map, thus in particular

@/J(Gm®6):am(0)®Gm, T/)(Xm@) _C®Xm+Z|: :| ﬁmk ®Gm— ka

(where o™ and ™ are the m-th iterations of the maps) for each m € N, together with
P(GX ®c)=alc) @ GX +a(B(c) ®G*, W(XG®c)=a(c)® XG + B(ale) @ G>.
The compatibility with (4.1) then requires
a"=id, qaofi=foa, B *=0,Yk=0,....,n—1.

Summing up we have that normal twisting maps ¢ : A;,QC — C'® A; which are H-comodule
morphisms are in bijection with unital algebra maps « : C' — C such that o” = id:

P(G X" ®¢) = a’(c) @ G*X°.
This leads to the algebra C' ®¥ A, with product
(C/ ® Galel) Y (e® GGQsz) — qb1a2 'a%(c) ® Gautaz xbi+b2
and the T,,(¢)-Galois extension C' C C' ® As.
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Examples of such a map a are o) : ¢ = ¢™c, m € N, for any algebra C, or o a suitable
permutation of generators ¢; for C' = k[eq,...,¢,]. For A being the Hopf algebra T,,(q),
examples come from twisting maps as in (2.10) and double crossed products C < T,,(q) for
which the action < of C' on 7T},(¢) is an H-comodule morphism (Lemma 4.2). The particular
case of Hopf algebras which factor through two Taft algebras is studied in [1] where the
corresponding bicrossed products are classified. [ |

4.2. The push-forward to the total algebra. In parallel with the classical geometric
result that the pull-back of a principal bundle to the total space via the bundle projection
is trivial, we construct the push-forward A ®?A of a faithfully flat Hopf-Galois extension
B C A to the total space algebra along the inclusion ¢ : B — A and show it is trivial. Here
the twisting map 1, is constructed using the strong connection ¢ of the extension.

Let B C A be a faithfully flat H-Galois extension, for a Hopf algebra H with bijective
antipode and coaction § : A - A® H, 0(a) = ap ® ayy. Then, from [22, Thm. 5.6|, there
always exists a strong connection in the sense of [13]. This can be given as a linear map
¢: H— A® A with the following properties (see [5, Lemma 2.3]),

((1)=1®1, mgol=7, ({dsa®J)ol = ((®idy)oA, (§,®ids)ol = (idg®l)oA. (4.2)

Here 7 = Y Y19m : H — A®pA is the translation map of the extension, 75 : AQA — AQpA
the canonical projection and §,: A = H® A, a — S~ (au)) ® ay, the induced left coaction
of H on A. The map / is a lift to A® A of the translation map of the extension. We use the
notation ¢(h) = h=*> ® h=*> and 7(h) = h="> ® g h=*> for the images of an element h € H.
Then the last two identities in (4.2) read

h<” @ W%, @ > ) = hyy™" @ hy)" @ hpy € AQA®H (4.3)

Sfl<h<1>(l)) ® h<1>(0) ® h<2> — h(1) ® h<2)<1> R h(2)<2> c H ® A R A. (4.4)
Using a strong connection ¢ we construct a twisted tensor product on A® A whose associa-

tivity requires a condition on the map ¢. However this is not restrictive for the associativity
of the product in the push-forward quotient algebra A ®}§e A (see Remark 4.7).

Proposition 4.5. Let H be a Hopf algebra with bijective antipode and B C A a faithfully
flat H-Galois extension. Assume it admits a strong connection { such that

0(kh) = h">k<"> @ k">h=>> Vh k€ H. (4.5)

Then the map
wg . A ® A — A ® A, a ® C a(o)ca(1)<1> ® a(1)<2> (46)
18 a twisting map.
Proof. To prove that the corresponding product m¥¢ is associative we show that condition
(2.2) is satisfied. For each a,c,d’, ¢ € A, for the left hand side of (2.2) we compute
(id@m)o (P, ®id) o (id®@m ®id) o (id ® id ® ¥y)(a ® c R a’ @ ¢)

16



<2>)

= (id@m) o (Y @id)(a ® cd',d'a'o)™ " @ d

. / /1 <1> <1> <2> 1 <2>
= Q)Ca ()C Ay Auy T D aa) @

For the right hand side of (2.2) we compute

(m®id)o (id® ¢y o (id@m®id) o (Y, ®id®id)(a®c® d & )
= (m®id) o (id ® ¥y)(acan, " @ aq,~*"d' @ )
= a)can " (a<1><2>“/><o)cl ((a<1><2>a/)<1>)<1> ® ((a<1)<2>a,)<n)<2>

_ a(O)Ca(1)<1>(a(1)<2>)(0)a/(0)cl ((a(1)<2>)(1)a/(1))<1> ® ((a(1)<2>)(1>a/(1))<2>

being § an algebra map, and

= a0’ ¢ (a0yd' )" @ (apa'w)™"

being h=>(h=**) , @ (h=**),, = 1 ® h, for all h € H (following from the fact that the
translation map gives a right inverse of x). The expressions for the Lh.s and r.h.s. then
coincide due to the property (4.5) of the map /. [ |

The twisting map 1)y is clearly right normal, 1y(14 ® ¢) = ¢ ® 1, for each ¢ € A, while in
general it is not left normal. Indeed

@Dg(a ® 1A) - a(o)f(a(l)) - S(a) E B ® A,

where s : A — B ® A is the (unital left B-module and right H-comodule) splitting of the
multiplication map B ® A — A associated to the strong connection ¢ (see |5, Lemma 2.3]).
The associative algebra A ®¥¢ A with multiplication

(@®c) -y, (a' @) = ad ge(d' )™ @ (d'q)"7¢
will then not-necessarily be unital. The distributive law (2.7) is implied by the fact that 1)
is a right normal twisting map. Even if not left normal in general, ¢ also satisfies (2.6):

1

<1> 1 2 ! <2>
a7 ®aw,~Ta

he(ad ® ¢) = awd 0 c(and1)™" ® (a0d'w)™ = ad wped

=Yy (a & a/(o)ca/(1)<1>> a/(1)<2> _y (a Q C[W’}) a'[M.

Even though the property (4.5) of the strong connection does not hold in general, there
are examples in which the formula (4.5) still allows one to construct ¢ (e.g. the Hopf bun-
dle in [16], described in §4.3.1). For finitely generated algebras, once ¢ is defined on the
generators of H, one can check whether the formula extends ¢ consistently to all of H. If
the algebras H and A are commutative, the formula is compatible with the commutativity
of the algebras (although nothing can be said, in general, about its compatibility with any
additional relations in H). The property (4.5) is preserved under 2-cocycle deformations, as
shown in Appendix B.
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The covariant i-extension of A along the algebra inclusion F = ¢ : B — A, in the sense
of (3.1), is the A-bimodule given by the balanced tensor product A ®p A. The twisted
multiplication m¥¢ of A @¥* A descends to it.

Proposition 4.6. Let B C A be a faithfully flat H-Galois extension. The multiplication
m¥t of the twisted tensor algebra A @Vt A, defined via the twisting map in (4.6), descends to
a well-defined algebra structure on the covariant i-extension A ®@g A of A along the algebra
inclusion F =i : B — A. The resulting algebra A ®}§"A s unital.

Proof. By Proposition 3.1, it suffices to show that condition (3.2) holds; that is, that the
composition % = g o ¢y of the twisting map 1, with the projection 13 : A A - A®g A
is B-linear, 1,(ba ® a'b') = by, (a ® a’)b/. Using as above 7(h) = h<'> ®p h<>> for the image
of an element h € H under the translation map, we have ¥, = 1, where

Y, AR A= AR A, a®c— agcan™” Qpag, . (4.7)

The map 1, is left B-linear being B = A%, The right B-linearity follows from the property
of the translation map, b7(h) = 7(h)b, for any b € B, h € H (this is derived from the
injectivity of the map x).

The resulting algebra A®' A is unital. The right normality of 1 gives ¥, (1®¢) = ¢c®p1,
for each ¢ € A. On the other hand, ¢, (a®1) = aaq, <> ®@pay <> = x 7! (X(1®Ba)) = 1®ga
for each a € A. Then 10 ®p 14 is a unit for A ®%¢A. [ |

This allows us to construct the twisted push-forward algebra A ®;§Z A of B C A along the
algebra inclusion F =i : B — A with product

<2> /

®p (d' )7 = ad ger(d ). (4.8)

(a®pc) Y (a' @pd)=adpe(d )"

Given the above expression for the product, we henceforth denote the twisted push-forward

algebra by A ®%*A and write m¥" for its multiplication.

Remark 4.7. For a strong connection ¢ which does not satisfy (4.5), the multiplication m¥
may fail to be associative. Nevertheless the multiplication m¥" in (4.8) induced on the
balanced tensor product would be associative. Its associativity follows from the analogous
property 7(hk) = k<'>h='> ®p h=*>k=*> which the translation map indeed satisfies for all
h,k € H and for any Hopf algebra H. 0

Remark 4.8. The twisted push-forward algebra A ®]/§TA coincides with the balanced tensor

product A®p A with algebra structure of the latter induced by the one of the tensor product

algebra A ® H via the canonical map x : A®g A — A® H (which is then an algebra map):
My, =X~ 0 Magm 0 (X @ X).

Indeed the map 1, satisfies ¢, (ab ® ¢) = ¥,(a ® be), for alla € A, b € B and ¢ € C, and
thus descends to a well-defined map on A ®p A

o : A®BA%A®BA, CL®BCI—>CL(0>C((I<1>)<1> ®B (a(1>)
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which is the Durdevi¢ braiding [11, Eq. (2.2)]. It is invertible with inverse map
o AR A= A A, a®cr (ST ew))TT @ (ST Hew)) T acw,.

The compatibility of o with the multiplication my4 of A, analogous to the one in (2.3), is
shown in [11, Prop. 2.1]. O

The map 1)y is an H-comodule morphism since the strong connection ¢ is such, see (4.2)
(and the same argument applies to the maps ¢, and 7). From the general result of Theorem
3.8, the twisted push-forward algebra A ®7§T A is an H comodule algebra with A as the
corresponding subalgebra of coinvariant elements and the inclusion A C A®}§TA is a faithfully
flat H-Galois extension.

Lemma 4.9. The twisted push-forward algebra A®}/§TA of B C A along the algebra inclusion
1: B — Ais a trivial H-Galois extension.

Proof. The extension is cleft. A cleaving map, that is a convolution invertible H-comodule
algebra map v : H — A ®1ﬁ{ A, is simply given by the translation map of the H-Galois
extension B C A. It is an algebra map, being y an algebra map for the product m¥", and
has inverse 7 := v 0 .S, with S the antipode of H. Thus the extension is trivial. [

Remark 4.10. In formula (4.7) the element ¢ could be taken in any algebra containing A so
that the product of ¢ with elements in A is defined. If C' is any algebra with subalgebra A
and, as above, B C A a faithfully flat H-Galois extension, the map

P, AR C - CRpA, a®cr ageT(ag))

defines a unital associative product on the covariant i-extension C' ®p A of A along the
algebra inclusion ¢ : B — C. The resulting H-Galois extension C' C C' ®p A is also trivial
and coincides with the push-forward of the trivial H-Galois extension A C A ®% A along
the mapi: B — C. O

4.3. The push-forward to a quotient algebra. In this section, we consider the push-
forward of a Hopf-Galois extension B C A along the (surjective) projection map F = 7 :
B — B/I from B to its quotient by a two-sided algebra ideal I. This provides the algebraic
analogue of restricting a principal bundle to a subspace.

For now, let A be an algebra, B a subalgebra of A and C':= B/I be the quotient algebra
of B by a two-sided algebra ideal I C B such that A- I C I-A. Let C ®p A be the
covariant extension along the projection 7 : B — B/I. Although different twisting maps
¥ A®C — C ® A may exist, their projection 1) = 75 o 1) onto C @5 A becomes unique
when we require it to satisfy (3.4) and the B-linearity condition (3.2); this result does not
use that 1 is a twisting map but holds for any linear map v : A ® C' — C' ® A.
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Proposition 4.11. Let C = B/I and ¢ : A® C — C ® A be a linear map. Assume the
tdeal I is such that

A-ICIT-A. (4.9)
To satisfy (3.2) and (3.4), the map 1 has to be given by
Yla® b)) =1c®pab,  VYac A, [beC.

Moreover the map 1 defines an associative unital algebra multiplication on C ®p A.

Proof. The right B-linearity, together with the second condition in (3.4), uniquely determines
the map 1 as

Pa ) =v@®1)b=1c®zab, Vaec A, [ eC.

Condition (4.9) ensures that the map is well-defined: if b,&’ € B are such that 7(b) = 7(V'),
that is b — ¥ € I, then 1¢ ® ab = 1¢ ® ab'. Thus 1 does not depend on the representative
of the element [b]. The left B-linearity and the first condition in (3.4) are automatically
satisfied by the map v, being 1¢ ®p b = [b] ®p 14 for each b € B.

The algebra multiplication on C ®5 A defined by 1,
(b @p a) - (V] @p d) = [bJo(a @ [B])a’ = 1c @5 bab'd’ (4.10)

is associative. The map 1 satisfies the analogue of the distributive laws (2.6) and (2.7):
the compatibility of ¢ with the algebra multiplication my4 is obvious, the one with the
multiplication m¢ follows from 7 being an algebra map. [ |

We now specialize to the case where B C A is an H-Galois extension, the map 1 is also
an H-comodule morphism,

[0] v ®B (a[¢})(0) ® (a[w]) = lc ®p apb ® ay) = [b] v ®p (Wm)m ®au , YVaeA, b eC,

(1)

then as a consequence of Theorem 3.8 we have the following result.

Corollary 4.12. Let B C A be a faithfully flat H-Galois extension and I be a two-sided
algebra ideal I of B which satisfies (4.9). Then the (unique) twisted push-forward algebra
B/I®% A of BC A along @ : B — B/I is a faithfully flat H-Galois extension of B/I.

We conclude with a characterization of the algebra C' ®j§ A when the ideal I is finitely
generated.

Lemma 4.13. Let I = (y1,...,Ym) be the two-sided ideal in B generated by elements
Y1, Ym € B, m € N. Let I be the two sided-ideal in A generated by the elements
Y1, -« Ym- Then, C ®1§ A is isomorphic to the quotient algebra A/l4 as an H-comodule
algebra.

20



Proof. Define the map
g:CR%A—=A/ly, [D®pa=1c®pbar ba. (4.11)
It is well-defined since [b] = [b'] <= ba — b'a € I4. It is an algebra morphism:
9((le ®pba) ¥ (e ®@p b)) = g(lc @5 bab'a’) = bab'd’ = g(1c @ ba)g(le @p V'd').

It is invertible with inverse g7' : A/I4 — C ®§é A, a — 1¢®pa which is well-defined because
le®py; =0, for j = 1,...,m. Since the generators {y;} of the ideal belong to the subalgebra
of coinvariant elements B, the map ¢ in (4.11) is also an H-comodule morphism. [ |

4.3.1. Push-forwards of the SU(2)-Hopf bundle to a quotient algebra. Let us consider the
O(SU(2))-Galois extension O(S;) C O(S5) introduced in [16].

The x-algebra O(Sj) is generated by a central real element x and elements a, 3, a*, 3*
with commutation relations

045 = )\BOJ 5 CY*B* — A/B*a* ’ ﬁ*a = )\aﬁ* 7 Ba* — )\Od*ﬁ, A= 627ri9’
and sphere relation a*a + 5*3 + 22 = 1, for 0 a real parameter. The *-algebra O(Sj) is

generated by elements {z;, z5; j = 1,...,4} with relations
22k = Njk 2% zjzk = A\ij zkz;f , Z;ZZ = \jk zZz; ,
and spherical relation ) z5z; = 1. The deformation matrix ();;) is chosen so that the

coordinate algebra O(SU(2)) of the (classical) group SU(2) coacts on O(S;) with subalgebra
of coinvariants given by O(S3), the coordinate algebra of the deformed 4-sphere Sj. The
matrix depends on a single deformation parameter = €™, with

AM2=Aa =1, Aiz=Xoa=[, Adu=Az=p, A= j\kj-
The right coaction § of O(SU(2)) on O(S]) is defined on the algebra generators as

t
*
. z1 z9 z23 24 Wy —Wy

d:u — uU®w, u= ., W= ,
* * * * *
I R B T Wy Wy

with wy, wy denoting the coordinate functions of SU(2) (and ® the composition of the tensor
product with matrix multiplication). The coaction is extended to the whole O(Sj) as a *-
algebra morphism. The subalgebra of coinvariant elements in O(S]) is generated by the
entries of the matrix p := uu*, and identified with O(S;) via

a=2(z2;+2521), B=2(—2{2+ 22]), T=222]+ 225 — 2325 — 247;.

With this identification, the commutation relations between the generators of O(Sj) and
those of its subalgebra O(Sj3) are given by

o= paz, Zogv = [l 2y, Zga = [l zy, Zpo= Loz,
znfB=phz, 2nB=ppz, zfB=ppbz, zf=puhz (413)

21



and analogous ones for z; with p <> i, while x commutes with all z;, z7.

The push-forward to the quotient algebra O(Sj). Let us consider the quotient algebra
of B = 0(S;) by the two-sided algebra ideal generated by the central element x:

C'=0(Sy)/(z) = O(S5).

The quotient is identified with the coordinate algebra of the 3-dimensional §-sphere Sj, of
which Sj is a suspension.

Condition (4.9) holds, being = central in the algebra O(S]), and we can form the push-
forward algebra O(S3) ®g(sg§) O(Sy) along the projection 7 : O(S3) — O(S3). The resulting
algebra is an O(SU(2))-Galois extension of O(Sj3) (by Corollary 4.12).

Lemma 4.14. The O(SU(2))-Galois extension of O(Sy) C O(Sj) ®1(b9(sg) O(Sp) is trivial.
Proof. By Lemma 4.13, there is the isomorphism O(Sj) ®(%(Sg) O(Sy) ~ O(S])/{x) of
O(SU(2))-comodule algebras. In the quotient algebra of O(Sy)/(z) one has 212} + 2925 =
2323+ 242) = % and the x-subalgebra generated by z1, 25, which is commutative, is isomorphic
to O(SU(2)). We define a map v : O(SU(2)) — O(S])/{x) by setting it on generators as

w; —ws 21—z
2) /2 2
we WY z9 2]

and extending it as a morphism of (commutative) algebras. The map v is an H-comodule

morphism (cf. (4.12)), and is convolution invertible with inverse w ~ /2 < Z; ?) The
—2 21

map 7 defines a cleaving map for the extension, proving that the extension is trivial. [ |

The push-forward to the quotient algebra O(S?). Let us consider the quotient of
O(Sy) by the two-sided algebra ideal I generated by a, o*:

C = 0(S))/{a,a*) ~ O(S?).

The resulting quotient algebra is the commutative algebra of coordinates of the 2-sphere
S2. The set {ijnj = szl z]mj (z7)%, mj,n; € N, myny = 0} is a vector space basis of
O(S§). From the commutation relations in (4.13) it follows that, for each element of the
basis, aZy,;n, is proportional to Zy, »,a, and similarly for a*. Thus condition (4.9) holds,
O(S§) - I CI-0(S]), and we can form the push-forward algebra O(S?) ®_<ﬁ(sg) O(Sy) along
the projection 7 : O(S;) — O(S?). Its multiplication is as in (4.10) with v the linear map

E: O(Sg) ® 0(52) — 0(52) ®O(Sg) O(Sg) ) ijnj ® [b] =1 ®O(Sg) ijnj b.

We now simply write z, 3, 3* for the algebra generators of the quotient O(S?), with relation
B*3 + z* = 1; a vector space basis of O(5?) is {C,yy = 2" 3%(8*)!, r,s,t €N, st = 0}. Then

E(ijnj X Crst) =1 ®(9(Sg) ijnj (xrﬁs(ﬁ*)t)
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=1®0s1) 1" (2" B°(B")) Zinyn, = 1" Crst Bo(sp) Zmyn,
with proportionality coefficient u7 whose exponent is computed out of (4.13). The resulting
algebra (’)(SZ)®2(33)0(597) is an O(SU(2))-Galois extension of O(S3). By Lemma 4.13, there
is the isomorphism O(S?) ®g(sg) O(Sy) =~ O(S])/{a, a*) of O(SU(2))-comodule algebras.

5. COMPARING EHRESMANN—SCHAUENBURG BIALGEBROIDS

In this section we consider the Ehresmann-Schauenburg bialgebroid of a Hopf-Galois
extension obtained via the push-forward construction and compare it with that of the original
Hopf-Galois extension.

5.1. Bialgebroids. Let us recall some definitions and basic results on rings, corings and
bialgebroids; we refer to [7] for more details.

Let B be an algebra. A B-ring, or an algebra over B, is a pair (L, u) where L is an algebra
(over k) and v : B — L is an algebra morphism, see e.g. |7, §31.1]. Then L is a B bimodule
with b- 2 - b = u(b)zu(V'), for b,b' € B and = € L. A morphism between a B-ring (L, u)
and a C-ring (M,v), for C' an algebra, is a pair (F,y) where F: B — C and v : L - M
are algebra morphisms such that vou = v o F. Given an algebra morphism F : B — C', any
C-ring (M, v) defines a B-ring (]\7, 0) with M = M and algebra map & :=voF: B — M.

Ezample 5.1. We are interested in algebras over enveloping algebras, see e.g. |7, §31.2]. An
algebra L with an algebra map v : B® B — L is a (B ® B°)-ring if and only if there exist
algebra maps s : B — L and t : B — L with s(b)t(') = t(b')s(b), for all b, € B. Indeed,
given a (B ® B°)-ring (L, u) the restrictions maps
s:=uo(-®plg):B—L and t:=uo(lp®p-):B? =L

are algebra maps with the required property. Vice versa, given (L, s, t) one defines the algebra
map u : B® B — L, sending b ® b’ — s(b)t(d'). The maps s and t are respectively called
the source and the target map of the (B ® B)-ring L.

Given an algebra morphism F : B — O, any C' ® C-ring (M,s,t) defines a B ® B°P-ring
(M, §,t) with M = M and source and target maps §:=soF and f:=toF. [

Dually, see e.g. [7, §17.1], with B an algebra, a B-coring is a triple (L, A, €) where L is a
B-bimodule and A : L - L ®p L and € : L — B are B-bimodule morphisms satisfying the
coassociativity and counit conditions

(A®pidy) o A= (id,®pA)o A, (¢e®pidy)oA=1id, = (id, ®pe) o A.

A morphism between a B-coring L and a C-coring M is a pair (v,F) where F : B — C'is
an algebra morphism (also used to give to C' a B-bimodule structure) and v : L — M is a
B-bimodule morphism such that

fo(y®py)o AL =Ayo0y, egyoy=Fog (5.1)
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where £ : M @ M — M ®¢ M is the canonical morphism of B-bimodules induced by the
map F, see [7, §24.1]. We write A(x) = 24, ®p 7 for the comultiplication of any = € L.

Given an algebra morphism F : B — C, from any B-coring (L,A,¢g) one can form a
C-coring (L, A, €), the base ring extension of L, |7, §17.2]. This consists of the C-bimodule

L:=C®zLosC (5.2)

with comultiplication

A:CRpLepC -CRpLRCRcCLpC~CRpLRCRgLC,
cCRQpBTRpB C/ —> (C@B x@) XpB lc Xp ($@®B C/) (53)

and counit

£:C@pLepC—C, c@prpd—c-gx) d=cF(ex)). (5.4)

Then a morphism between a B-coring L and a C-coring M can equivalently be seen as
the data of an algebra map F : B — C and a morphism of C-corings 7 : L — M.

A B-bialgebroid (L,s,t,A,¢g) is a (B ® B°)-ring (L,s,t) and a B-coring (L, A, ¢) with
compatibility among the structures:
(i) the B-bimodule structure of the B-coring L is given via the source and the target

maps: b-x =s(b)z, x-b=t(b)x for allb € B, x € L;

(i) Im(8) € Lxp L= { ;0,050 | T,0t0) @ny; = 5,7, 05 ys0), Yo e B}
and the corestriction of A : . — L x g L is an algebra map for L x g L with component-
wise multiplication;

(iii) the counit ¢ : L — B is a unital map, (1) = 1, and satisfies e(xs(e(y))) = e(zy) =
e(zt(e(y))), for all z,y € L.

A morphism between a B-bialgebroid L and a C-bialgebroid M is a morphism (v, F)
between the B-coring L and the C-coring M such that v : L — M is also an algebra map.

Example 5.2 (The Ehresmann—Schauenburg bialgebroid). Let B C A be a faithfully flat
H-Galois extension. Denote by 7 the translation map. Then the B-bimodule

L={a®d e AR A|aey @T(ay)d =(a®d)®@p1a}

is a bialgebroid, called the Ehresmann—Schauenburg bialgebroid (see |7, §34.14]). It is a
B-coring with comultiplication and counit

Ala®d) = aw ®T(ag) ®d = (ae @ an™"?) ®p (aq)" @ a'), ela®a’) = ad, (5.5)
for all a ® @’ € L, and a B ® B°-ring with algebra multiplication

(a®d) (dod):=ad®dd, Va®d,dxod €L,
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thus £ is a subalgebra of A ® A°%. The source and the target maps are s(b) = b ® 14 and
t(b) = 14 ® b. The B-bimodule £ coincides with the set (A @ A)*" of elements of A ® A
that are coinvariants for the diagonal H-coaction on §4®4,

LA ) ={a@d € AR Alay ®@d o Randy=a®d @1y} (5.6)

This also implies that aa’ € B. [ |

5.2. The Ehresmann—Schauenburg bialgebroid of a push-forward. Let B C A be
a faithfully flat H-Galois extension and let £ be its associated Ehresmann—Schauenburg
bialgebroid. Let F' : B — C be a morphism of algebras. Let v : A® C — C ® A be
a twisting map which is a right H-comodule morphism and such that v is a B-bimodule
morphism which satisfies (3.4) and ¥(a ® c¢') = Iy (al¥! @ ).

The resulting twisted push-forward algebra Q =: C ®j§ A of B C A along the map
F: B — (' is a faithfully flat H-Galois extension of C, as from Theorem 3.8. Its associated
Ehresmann-Schauenburg bialgebroid M is

M={z027 cQ@Q 20 @7 0) Y2 =202 ¢ (1c ®p 14)}
={(c®pa)®(d®pd)eQ®Q|
(c@p a0) @ (1c @5 aw, ") @c (¢ @5 (a0, )a') = (c@p a) @ (¢ ®p d) @c (I @5 1) }.
The C-bimodule structure is given by left and right multiplication: using (3.4), for ¢’ € C,
- (C®Ba®c’ ®p a’) =dc®pa®d ®@pd,

1 ]

(C®Ba®cl®3a')-c":c®3a®cc ®Ba’[w].

As a C-bimodule, M coincides with the set (2 ® Q)®H of elements coinvariants for the
diagonal H-coaction (cf. (5.6)). As from (5.5) and (3.7), M has comultiplication

Ay(c®pa®d @pd) = (c®pap @1le®pan™") ®c (1o ®p an,™ ®d @pad). (5.7)
For the counit we first observe that since (c ®p a) ® (¢ ®p d’) € (2@ Q)<
(c®B aw) ® ( ®pd ) @and, =(c®pa)®(d ®pd)R 1y,
and applying m¥ ® idy, we have

1[]

(e @5 apPd’ ) ® agyd o, = (cd™ @5 a¥d) @ 1.

Using that 1 is an H-comodule morphism, the previous equation implies that cc ¥l pa?ld
belongs to C' ®p B:

ad ®@p d(ad) = (cc'[w] ®g al?! 0 o) ® amma’m = (cc’m ®B o Ma'(o)) ® amd
— (e @pa¥d) @ 1.

25



From the expression for the counit in (5.5) one then gets

§M((c ®pa)® (d ®p a’)) — W @g a¥la = MIF (ama’) Rpla € C®ply~C(58)

The algebra morphism uy : A — C ®% A, a — 1o ®@p a (see (2.9)) induces a coring
morphism between £ and M.

Lemma 5.3. There exists a morphism of bialgebroids (v, F) between the B-bialgebroid L and
the C'-bialgebroid M, given by the algebra map F : B — C' and the B-bimodule map

Y LM, a®d— (lc®pa)® (lc ®@pd). (5.9)
Proof. The map 7 in (5.9) is a B-bimodule map:
bla®a )b =ba®a — (1¢ ®p ba) @ (1¢ @p d'V)
= (F(b) ®p a) ® (1c @ a't) = b((lc ®p a) @ (1c ®p ')V
We need to show that (5.1) holds. The condition on the counit uses (5.8):
(emoa®a) =ep((lc®@pa)® (lc ®pa')) = F(ad) ®p 1c = F (gL(a® a')) @5 Lo
For the comultiplication we compute
§o(y®p7)oArla®a) =7(ap ®aw™"”) ®c v (an™ ®@d)
= (le ®B aw) ® (1o ®p aw)""7) B¢ (1o ®p a) ™) @ (1o ®@p d)
= Ay (e ®pa) ® (1c ®p a'))
=Ay(Y(a®a)),

using (5.7) for the last but one equality. This shows that + in (5.9) is a coring morphism.
It is also an algebra map since 1) satisfies the condition (3.4). Thus 7 is a morphism of
bialgebroids. [

Given the algebra map F : B — (', this extends to an algebra map B ® B? — C' ® CP.
Out of the C' ® CP-ring M with source and target maps

s:C M, c—(c®pla)®(1c®p 14) t:CP? > M, c— (1c®p1a) R (c®p 14)

we construct the B ® B%-ring M. Tt coincides with M as an algebra while it has source
and target maps

si B M, b (F() ®p14) © (1o ®p 1) = (1c @5 b) @ (1o @5 1)
ty: B” — M, b (1e®p14) @ (F(b) ®p14) = (1c ®p14) @ (1c @5 b).
Lemma 5.3 leads to the following result.
Proposition 5.4. The algebra map v in (5.9), seen as taking values in M,
VLM, (a®d)— (le®pa)® (1o ®pd)
is a B® B°-ring homomorphism, with sj;z =~y osg and tg; =yot,.
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We next analyse the relationship between the C-corings M and the base ring extension
L of £ obtained from the algebra map F : B — C, see (5.2). The C-coring (£, A, €) is the
C-bimodule

L:=C&zLosC (5.10)
={c®pa®d®pd cCOEARAREC|ap ®ay™" @pan,~d =a®d @pla}
with comultiplication (5.3) and counit (5.4):
As: c@pa®d ®@pcd — (c®pap ®an,™” ®plc) ®c (e ®p an,™” ®d @p ) (5.11)
g c®pa®ad ®pcd — cFlad)d (5.12)
(here F(aa’) is well-defined since aa’ € B for a® o’ € L).

Proposition 5.5. Suppose the projection 1 of the twisting map v restricts to a well-defined
map ¢ : A®p C — C ®p A, that is (3.3) holds. Then there exists a C-coring morphism

1[¥] 1[] ]

Y =idega@¢: LM, c®pa®d @pc —c@pa®d " @pa

Provided v is invertible, the map 7 is an isomorphism.
Proof. We show that 7 takes values in M that is, for all c®Qpa ® d’ Rp ' € Z,
(c®5a0) ® (1o ®5 a0, ™) @c (" @5 (0, ) 20™) (513)
=(c®pa)® (C’M ®pB a’[w]) Rc (1o ®p 1a).
If c@pa®a ®pc €L, from the definition (5.10) of L one has
CRap @lc®ay,™" @pan,d @d=c®alc®d @plyx/c.

We apply ideg ;4 @51 to the above equation, observing that it maps (C®pA)Rp(A®5C) to
(CopA)@c(C®pA) (the map idog , 4@ restricts to a well-defined map on C®pARp AR pC
only when considered to take value in the quotient (C' ®p A) ®¢ (C ®@p A)):

(c®p aw) @ (1c ®p an, =) @c (M @5 (a0, d)¥) = (c@p a) @ (1c ©p ') @c (¢ @p 14)
=(c®pa)® (C/M ®B G,M) ®c (1c ®p 1a)

using (3.5) for the last equality. Then we obtain equality (5.13) once using the property
P(aad' @ c) = Yl Wl 5 a2¢/M which follows from the analogous property ¥(a ® c) =
¥l (all @ ') assumed on v (see discussion in §2.1 after equation (2.8)).
We next show that A, o7 = (¥ (ch 7)o Az and £, 07 = £;. From the expression of Ay
in (5.11) and of A, in (5.7), using ¢¥(a ®p 1¢) = 1¢ ®p a, for a € A, we compute
(F®c7)(Az(c®@pa®d @p )
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=Ay(Y(c®pa®ad ®p()).

From the expression of €, in (5.8), we compute

en(Flc®pa®d @) = erglc®pa®d™ ©p ) = o W?F(amga/w]) S5 14
= cc’MF((aa')[w]) ®p 1la = cF(ad)d @p 14

where for the last but one equality we used the property 1 (aa’ ® ¢) = clV! ]2 ®p alzq/V!
for a,a’ € A and ¢ € C and for the last equality that (b ® ¢) = F(b)c ®p 14 for ¢ € C and
b € B, and in particular for b = aa’ € B. Then ¢,,((c ®p a ® d’ @p ) coincides with
eilc®pa®ad ®@p ) from (5.12) under the identification C ®p 14 ~ C.

When ) is invertible, then 7 is an isomorphism. [ |

APPENDIX A. ON EXTENSIONS OF MODULES

Given two rings B and B and a unital ring homomorphism F : B — B , any right (say)
B-module V becomes a right B-module by setting v - b:= v - F(b), for b € B and v € V.

In particular B itself may be treated as a right B-module. Then, given a left B-module
£, its covariant F-extension is the left B-module

E(F) = é Qg &

(see [10, Ch. II §6]). We write b ®p £ for (the class of) an element in . If £ is faithfully
flat as left B-module, then £y = B ®p £ is faithfully flat as left B-module (see [4, Prop. 5
Ch.I §3)).

Moreover, from [10, Ch. I Prop. 6.1], if the B-module & is projective, then the B-module
Ery is projective. Finally, if £ is finitely generated with generating set {{;}, then &g is
finitely generated with generating set {15 ®p §;}. Thus, if £ is both finitely generated and
projective, in short finite projective, so is its covariant extension.

Lemma A.1. Suppose the left B-module £ is finite projective with £ ~ BNp, for an idem-
potent p € My(B), and N € N. Then Eg) ~ BYF(p) for the idempotent F(p) € My(B).

Proof. The map F : B — B is extended componentwise to BY. We define the map X :
B ® BYp — BNF(p) by setting 15 ® £ — F()F(p) and requiring it to be a left B-module
map. Being the ring map F multiplicative we have

15 ® b€ — F(b) ® § = F(b&)F(p) — F(b)F(§)F(p) = 0.

Thus the map descends to a well-defined B-module map A : B @z BNp — BNF(p).
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Conversely, given £ = (ék) BYF(p ), with then SN EF(prj) = &, we associate to it the
element A1) := S0 & @5 pij € B®g BYp. We have

N

N
)\(Z & @5 Dry) Z (prj)F(p) = EF(p) = €
k=1

and for £ = (&,) € BYp, we have

N N
AU F(&F(p) = Z F(&)F(pin) @B prj = Z 1z ®p &pwpr; = 15 @B €.

k=1 k=1

Thus, EF) = B®p & ~ BYF(p) as claimed. [

In the following we consider B and B to be unital x-algebras. Suppose £ is a left B-
module equipped with a B-valued inner product (-,-), and with a standard module frame
{n;};j=1...~n. That is (see [19, Defin. 7.1|) there exists a finite family {n;} of elements of £
such that for any £ € £ one has the reconstruction formula

£ = 2577]377]
j=1

Then, the B-module £ is finite projective with & ~ B¥p, where p € My(B) is the projection
of components pj, := (1, 1mk) 5. Conversely (see [19, §7]), any finite projective B-module £
has a standard module frame. If £ ~ B¥p for some p € My(B), the restriction to £ of the
inner product on BY, ((b;), <b;‘)>3 = >_b3bl;, is an inner product on £ and {n; := >, expr;}
is a standard module frame for {e;} the natural basis of the free module B".

Lemma A.2. Suppose € is a left B-module equipped with a B-valued inner product (-,-) 5

and with a standard module frame {n;};=1. n. Let F: B — B be a x-algebra map. Then

.....

<B®§,a®n> —bF((Em),) T, Emel, beeB (A1)

1s an inner product on £ ® B which descends to a well-defined inner product on the extended

B-module Er and {15 ®@p n;}j=1,..n is a standard module frame for E

77777

Proof. To prove that (A.1) satisfies the properties of an inner product one uses the analogous
properties of (-,-) 5 and the fact that F is a x-map. We show that (A.1) descends to a well-
defined map on &Eky: for {,n € £, b,¢ € B and b, c € B, one has:

<5®b€,5®cn>§=5 (b€, cn) )" = OF (b€, m) 5 )& = bFBF ({&,m) 5 )F(c")E
= bFOF((6m)) EF() = (bF(D) @ &,2F() @) .
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For each 5®B§ € E@B £,

N
®p €= Zl; (& midpmy = ZbF (€ mi)p) @By = ZbF (€ni)p) (15 @5 15)

7j=1
N
Z <b ®p &, 15 @B 77]> (11§ ®B 77]')
7j=1
showing that {15 ®p 1,};=1,..~ is a standard module frame for &g. [ ]

In agreement with Lemma A.1 we have the following.

Corollary A.3. In the hypothesis of Lemma A.2, the module Ery is projective with Ery ~
BNp, where p € My (B) is the projection of components

Pie = (15 @0, 15 @) 5 = F((nj,m0) 5 ).

APPENDIX B. ON STRONG CONNECTIONS AND 2-COCYCLE DEFORMATIONS

This Appendix is devoted to show that the property (4.5) of the strong connection of an
H-Galois extension is preserved when the Hopf—Galois extension is deformed via a 2-cocycle
on the Hopf algebra H.

From the general theory (due to Doi and Drinfeld), given a 2-cocycle v: H® H — k on a
Hopf algebra H, the latter can be deformed to a new Hopf algebra H.,. This consists of the
coalgebra H with associative product

my(h@Fk) :=h-yk:=7(hy k) hokeT (he @ks), hkeH
and antipode S, := u, * S * u,. Here

are convolution inverse of each other. Moreover each (say) right H-comodule algebra (A, J),
with coaction § : A - A® H, is deformed to an H,-comodule algebra (A, d,) given by the
k-module A with unchanged unit 7, := 1 and deformed product

. / / = / . /
mw.A7®A7—>A'y, a®a/ l—>a<0)a(0)’7(a<1>®a(l)) —.a.,ya .

The coaction 4, := § is unchanged, as a linear map, and A“H = AT,

A categorical approach to 2-cocycle deformations of Hopf—Galois extensions was developed
in [2]; we refer to it for details. As shown in [2, Corollary 3.7|, the extension B := A«H C A
is H-Galois if and only if B C A, is H,-Galois. Moreover B C A is faithfully flat if and only
if B C A, is such. This was proved in |2, Corollary 3.9] by exhibiting a strong connection
for the deformed Hopf-Galois extension, given as a splitting s, : A, — B ® A, of the

30



multiplication map. The expression for the corresponding map ¢, associated with s, was
given in [27]: for £ : H — A ® A the strong connection of the original H-Galois extension,

b, Hy, - A @A, h uy(hq)l(hy). (B.1)
Lemma B.1. Let B C A be a faithfully flat H-Galois extension admitting a strong connec-

tion ¢ with property (4.5). Then the strong connection L., of the deformed extension in (B.1)
has the same property.

Proof. We use the notation ¢, (h) = h=">7 ® h=*>7 for the image of an element h € H,. We
have to show that ¢, satisfies (4.5):
g’y(h ” k) — k<> ., h<>r @ h<*>v ., E<?>7
To compute the left hand side we need the property
Uy (hk) =7 (hayka ® S(ke)S(he))
=7 (ha) ® kqy) uy(kz) ¥ (S(ke) @ S(hw)) 7 (he @ S(he))
=7 (ha) ® k) uy (ko)) ty(hia)) 7 (S (ki) @ S(hes))) (B.2)
of the linear map u., see |2, Lemma 3.2|. Then
Uy (B k) =7 (hay ® k) by (k) 7 (he) @ ki)
=7 (ha) ® k) uy(hoyke)) b ke)T (ha @ ka)
=7 (ha ® kay) uy(hpke) ke ™ he ™ @ he ™ ke ™5 (ha @ ka)
= Uy (k) Uy (hy) 7 (S(k) @ S(he)) k™ he ™ @ hey™ k™ (hay @ k)

where we used property (4.5) of ¢ for the last but one equality and (B.2) for the last one.
For the right hand side we compute

K< o) h< @ b e k<
= Uy (k@) uy (h) k)™ 0y by ™" @ hio) ™ 04 ki)™
Uy (b)) ko)™ o b ™ () 7 <k<2><1> ® h<2)<1>(1)> ® hay ™ 0y k)™
uv(h(l)) ki)™ ™ 7 (S(ke) @ S(he)) @ he ™ o k@™
Un(hy) k™ hesy ™ 7 (S(ke) ® S(he)) @ by ™ o ke ™ 7 <h(s> m ® k<3><2><1>>
Uy (hy) ks~ " he ™7 7 (S(ke) ® S(he)) @ by ™ k@™ 7 (hay @ k)

where we used property (4.4) for the third equality and (4.3) for the last one. Then, ¢,
satisfies (4.5) as claimed. [
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