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Abstract

We study the dual algebras of (discrete) Hopf algebroids. In particular, we understand
comodules over a Hopf algebroid as (discrete) modules over its dual algebra.
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1 Introduction

This elementary article attempts to understand comodules over a Hopf
algebroid as modules over the corresponding dual algebra.

Remark 1.1. A Hopf algebroid is a pair of commutative rings
(A,Γ), together with ring homomorphisms ηL, ηR : A → Γ, ϵ :
Γ → A, ∆ : Γ → Γ ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ, and c : Γ → Γ, so that the pair
of functors HomCAlg(A,−),HomCAlg(Γ,−) : CAlg → Sets together
form a functor CAlg→ Groupoids, such that HomCAlg(A,−) is the
functor of objects, and HomCAlg(Γ,−) is the functor of morphisms,
and ηL, ηR correspond to the source and target, ϵ corresponds to the
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identity, ∆ corresponds to the composition of morphisms, and fi-
nally, c corresponds to the inversion of morphisms. For more details
on Hopf algebroids, see [15, Appendix A1].

Remark 1.2. To each Hopf algebroid there is the associated stack:
heuristically, a pair of rings (A,Γ) together with the structure mor-
phisms give rise to a geometric object Coeq(Spec(Γ) ⇒ Spec(A)),
where the two arrows are induced by ηL and ηR. Conversely, for a
suitable stack X with a suitable affine cover Spec(A)→ X (see [14,
Definition 6]), there would be a pullback square of the form

Spec(Γ)
Spec(ηR) //

Spec(ηL)

��

Spec(A)

e

��
Spec(A) e //X,

making (A,Γ) a Hopf algebroid. In fact, the 2-category of flat
Hopf algebroids and the 2-category of rigidified algebraic stacks are
equivalent to each other, see [14, Theorem 8].

Remark 1.3. Let (A,Γ) be a flat Hopf algebroid (in the sense that
ηL : A → Γ is flat), and Spec(A) → X the associated rigidified
algebraic stack. A quasi-coherent sheaf on X can then be inter-
preted as an A-module with descent data, that is to say, a quasi-
coherent sheaf on X can be interpreted as a (right) Γ-comodule: a
Γ-comodule is an A-moduleM equipped with a comodule structure
map ψM :M →M⊗A,ηLΓ, which is A-linear with respect to the ηR-
structure of Γ, and satisfies co-associativity and co-unitarity (See
[15, Definition A1.1.2]). In fact, there is an equivalence of categories

QCoh(X) ≃ RCoModΓ,

through which quasi-coherent sheaf cohomology corresponds to co-
module cohomology. See [14, §3.4].

Remark 1.4. This article was originally required by an in-
vestigation into computations of topological cyclic homology,
for which Hopf algebroids naturally appears. For example,
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in [10], by considering the descent along THH(OK/SW (k)) →
THH(OK/SW (k)[z]), where OK is the ring of integers of a local
field K with residue field k, the computation of TC(OK/SW (k)) is
reduced to computations concerning the comodule cohomology of
Hopf algebroids (THH∗(OK/SW (k)[z]),THH∗(OK/SW (k)[z0, z1]), and
(TP0(OK/SW (k)[z]),TP0(OK/SW (k)[z0, z1]).

Remark 1.5. The Hopf algebroids mentioned in Remark 1.4
can be described algebraically with the notion of prismatic
envelopes (see [1, Proposition 3.13]): the Hopf algebroid
(TP0(OK/SW (k)[z]),TP0(OK)/SW (k)[z0, z1]) can be identified as

(W (k)[[z]],W (k)[[z0, z1]]{
zp1 − z

p
0

φ(EK(z0))
}∧N ).

In view of Remarks 1.2 and 1.3, conceptually there should be a
stack (ignoring the possible formal geometry) encoding all the in-
formation, and different covers of this stack would provide different
coordiantes for computation. For systematic treatments on the ge-
ometrization of p-adic cohomology theories, see for example [2].

Remark 1.6. Thus, following [10], TC(Zp[ζp]/SZp
) can be

computed through the descent along THH(Zp[ζp]/SZp
) →

THH(Zp[ζp]/SZp
[q]) (where SZp

[q]→ Zp[ζp] sends q to a primitive p-
th root of unity; note that when p = 2, it would be more convenient
to consider a 4-th root of unity); and this article was intended to
provide the algebraic nonsense for this computation. In this intro-
duction, we will illustrate the main idea with the Hopf algebroid

(Zp[[q − 1]],Zp[[q0 − 1, q1 − 1]]{q1 − q0
[p]q0

}δ),

where p is an odd prime and [p]q0 = qp0−1
q0−1 , and the structure mor-

phisms are

• ηL sends q to q0, ηR sends q to q1;

• ∆ : Zp[[q0 − 1, q1 − 1]]{q1−q0[p]q0
}δ → Zp[[q0 − 1, q1 − 1, q2 −

1]]{q1−q0[p]q0
, q2−q0[p]q0

}δ sends q0 to q0, q1 to q2.

• ϵ : Zp[[q0 − 1, q1 − 1]]{q1−q0[p]q0
}δ → Zp[[q − 1]] sends q0, q1 to q.
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• c : Zp[[q0 − 1, q1 − 1]]{q1−q0[p]q0
}δ → Zp[[q0 − 1, q1 − 1]]{q1−q0[p]q0

}δ in-

terchanges q0 and q1.

Let (A,Γ) be a Hopf algebroid, and regard Γ as an A-module
through ηL : A → Γ. The dual algebra of (A,Γ) is Γ∨ :=
HomA,ηL(Γ, A).

Remark 1.7. The algebra structure of Γ∨ is determined by the
co-multiplication ∆ : Γ→ Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ: given D1, D2 ∈ Γ∨, that is,
given A, ηL-linear map D1, D2 : Γ→ A, D2◦D1 is then the following
composite

D2 ◦D1 : Γ
∆−→ Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ

idΓ⊗D1−−−−→ Γ
D2−→ A.

Also, the multiplicative unit 1 ∈ Γ∨ is determined as the co-unit
ϵ : Γ→ A, which induces a ring homomorphism ϵ∨ : A→ Γ∨. Note
that in general the algebra Γ∨ is not commutative.

Example 1.8. Consider the Hopf algebroid (A,Γ) = (Zp[[q −
1]],Zp[[q0 − 1, q1 − 1]]{q1−q0[p]q0

}δ), together with the following ring ho-

momorphism

mq : Zp[[q0−1, q1−1]]{
q1 − q0
[p]q0

}δ → Zp[[q−1]], q0 7→ q, q1 7→ q1+p,

which is well-defined by the universal property of prismatic en-
velopes (see [1, Proposition 3.13]). In particular, mq ∈ Γ∨. More-
over, it is not difficult to check that, for any f ∈ Zp[[q0 − 1, q1 −
1]]{q1−q0[p]q0

}, mq(f)− f ∈ Zp[[q− 1]] is divisible by q− 1, and there is

an A, ηL-linear map ∇q :=
1

q(q−1) ◦ (mq − 1) : Γ→ A, or an element

∇q ∈ Γ∨. It turns out that, up to topology, Γ∨ is a Zp[[q − 1]]-
algebra (through ϵ∨ : A → Γ∨) generated by ∇q, with the relation
that ∇q ◦ q = q1+p ◦ ∇q + [p]q, or

∇q ◦ f(q) = f(q1+p) ◦ ∇q +
f(q1+p)− f(q)

q(q − 1)
, f(q) ∈ Zp[[q − 1]].

Remark 1.9. Through ηL : Zp[[q − 1]]
q 7→q0−−−→ Zp[[q0 − 1, q1 −

1]]{q1−q0[p]q0
}δ, Zp[[q0−1, q1−1]]{q1−q0[p]q0

}δ is a topologically free Zp[[q−1]]-
module with a basis {

∏∞
i=0(δ

i(q1−q0[p]q0
))ni}, where 0 ≤ ni < p and all
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but finitely many ni’s are zero. Let ∂q ∈ Γ∨ be the dual basis of
q1−q0
[p]q0

∈ Γ, then Γ∨ can also be generated by Zp[[q − 1]] and ∂q;

however, it is far from immediate to determine the multiplicative
relations between a general f(q) and ∂q.

Remark 1.10. According to the canonical isomorphism (see [15,
Definition A1.2.1])

Γ∨ = HomA,ηL(Γ, A) ≃ HomLCoModΓ(Γ,Γ),

the algebra structure of Γ∨ corresponds to the endomorphism alge-
bra structure of HomLCoModΓ(Γ,Γ). With notions and notations in
Remarks 1.2 and 1.3, let OX denote the structure sheaf of the stack
X associated to (A,Γ), then

Γ∨ ≃ HomLCoModΓ(Γ,Γ) ≃ HomQCoh(X)(e∗e
∗OX, e∗e

∗OX).

Example 1.11. Let A be a commutative ring, and consider the
Hopf algebroid (A,A⊗ZA) with the canonical structure morphisms.
By definition, it dual algebra is

HomA,ηL(A⊗Z A,A) ≃ HomZ(A,A),

and it is routine to check that, the algebra structure is exactly that
of the endomorphism algebra.

Remark 1.12. While the Hopf algebroid (A,Γ) actually expresses
the co-monadicity of the affine cover e : Spec(A) → X, the dual
algebra Γ∨ should express the monadicity. Heuristically, suppose
that the functors e∗, e

∗, e!, e
! are all provided, then a quasi-coherent

sheaf on X can be understood as a e∗e∗-comodule in ModA, or a
e!e!-module in ModA.

Example 1.13. Let n be an integer, and consider the product al-
gebra Zn, together with the very trivial morphism e : Spec(Zn) →
Spec(Z). The identification Shv({1, 2, . . . , n};ModZ) ≃ ModZn sug-
gests that, we should have functors e∗ = Zn⊗Z− : ModZ → ModZn,
e∗ = e! : ModZn → ModZ which is the functor of underlying abelian
groups, and e! = HomZ(Zn,−) : ModZ → ModZn. In this case, we
have e!(e!(Zn)) = HomZ(Zn,Zn) = Mn(Z), which is also the dual
algebra of the Hopf algebroid (Zn,Zn ⊗ Zn); the Morita equivalence
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says that ModZ ≃ ModMn(Z).

LetM be a (right) Γ-comodule, that is,M is an A-module equipped
with a comodule structure map ψM :M →M ⊗A,ηL Γ. Then the dual
algebra Γ∨ acts on M : for any D : Γ→ A, D acts on M through the
following composite

M
ψM−−→M ⊗A,ηL Γ

idM⊗D−−−−→M.

Remark 1.14. The canonical map Γ→ (Γ∨)∨ induces the following
composite

M
ψM−−→M ⊗A,ηL Γ→M ⊗A (Γ∨)∨,

and by adjunction it further induces a morphism Γ∨ →
HomZ(M,M), which is in fact a ring homomorphism.

Remark 1.15. The module A is naturally equipped with a right
comodule structure through ηR : A→ Γ ≃ A⊗A,ηL Γ, and therefore
there is a canonial ring homomorphism Γ∨ → HomZ(A,A).

Example 1.16. Resume Example 1.8. There is a canonical ring
homomorphism Γ∨ → HomZ(Zp[[q − 1]],Zp[[q − 1]]), and in fact
it is a monomorphism. The element mq ∈ Γ∨, under this ring

homomorphism, is sent to the ring automorphism Zp[[q−1]]
q 7→q1+p

−−−−→
Zp[[q−1]]. Also note that, if (Zp[ζp])∆ denotes the absolute prismatic
site of Zp[ζp] (see [1, Remark 4.7]), then

Aut(Zp[ζp])∆
(Zp[[q − 1]], ([p]q)) ≃ Gal(Qp[ζp∞]/Qp[ζp]) ≃ (1 + pZp)×.

There is another important element φ ∈ HomZ(Zp[[q − 1]],Zp[[q −
1]]), the Frobenius of Zp[[q − 1]] sending q to qp; however, φ does
not lie in the image of Γ∨ → HomZ(Zp[[q − 1]],Zp[[q − 1]]).

Remark 1.17. It is expected that, by regarding a Γ-comodule as
a Γ∨-module, no essential information would be lost. However, in
order to recover comodule structures from module structures, the
dual algebra Γ∨, even though A and Γ are discrete rings, must
be treated as a topological algebra: Γ∨ = HomA,ηL(Γ, A) should
be equipped with the compact-open topology. A first observation
is that, if Γ is a free A-module through ηL : A → Γ, then the
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canonical map Γ→ HomA(Γ
∨, A) is an isomorphism, provided that

Γ∨ is equipped with the compact-open topology and HomA(Γ
∨, A),

which is also equipped with the compact-open topology, is the group
of continuous homomorphisms.

Theorem 1.18 (Theorem 2.22). Assume that, through the left unit
map ηL : A → Γ, Γ is a free A-module with a countable basis.
Then, by regarding comodules as modules, there is an equivalence
of categories

RCoModΓ
∼−→ ModdΓ∨,

where RCoModΓ is the category of right Γ-comodules and ModdΓ∨ is
the category of discrete Γ∨-modules (with continuous Γ∨-actions).

Example 1.19. Resume Example 1.8. Since the adic completion or
the formal geometry would bring extra technicalities, in this case,
instead of arbitrary comodules, we only consider “prismatic vec-
tor bundles” (in the sense of [4, § 7]). Then the proof of the
aforementioned theorem, perhaps with slight modifications concern-
ing adic completion, implies that, a prismatic vector bundle is a
Γ∨-module whose underlying Zp[[q− 1]]-module is finitely generated
and projective; in view of Example 1.8, a prismatic vector bundle
is thus a finitely generated projective Zp[[q− 1]]-module M equipped
with an operator ∇q : M → M , which satisfies the relation that
∇q ◦ q = q1+p ◦ ∇q + [p]q and is in some sense nilpotent (see [4,
Definition 6.14, Theorem 7.12]).

Remark 1.20. The category RCoModΓ is symmetric monoidal,
and under the equivalence of categories RCoModΓ ≃ ModdΓ∨, this
symmetric monoidal structure should be reflected to certain co-
multiplcation of the algebra Γ∨. But such a co-multiplication would
require a notion of tensor product of general topological abelian
groups, for example, the solid tensor of solid abelian groups.

Remark 1.21. Let f = (fo, fm) : (A,Γ)→ (B,Σ) be a morphism of
Hopf algebroids. There is the functor f ∗ : RCoModΓ → RCoModΣ,
which, in view of Remark 1.3, corresponds to the pullback of quasi-
coherent sheaves on the associated stacks. However, this functori-
ality is not immediate from the perspective of dual algebras: there
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is no immediate functoriality for the passage from Hopf algebroids
to their dual algebras. Yet the morphism f factors as

(A,Γ)→ (B,B ⊗A,ηL Γ⊗ηR,A B)→ (B,Γ),

and sometimes (see [14, Theorem 13]) the morphism (A,Γ) →
(B,B⊗fo,A,ηL Γ⊗ηR,A,fo B) would induce an equivalence of the cate-
gories of comodules, and for (B,B ⊗A,ηL Γ⊗ηR,A B)→ (B,Γ) there
can be an induced morphism of dual algebras.

Example 1.22. Resume Example 1.8. The Hopf algebroid (A,Γ) =
(Zp[[q−1]],Zp[[q0−1, q1−1]]{q1−q0[p]q0

}δ) admits a Frobenius endomor-

phism
φ : (A,Γ)→ (A,Γ),

where φ(q) = qp, φ(q0) = qpo, and φ(q1) = qp1. As in Remark 1.21,
write Γφ := A⊗φ,A,ηL Γ⊗ηR,A,φ A, then φ factors as

(A,Γ)
(φ,φ⊗idΓ⊗φ)−−−−−−−→ (A,Γφ)

(idA,φ̃)−−−−→ (A,Γ),

and up to p-adic completion, (φ, φ⊗id⊗φ) : (A,Γ)→ (A,Γφ) would
induce an equivalence of the categories of quasi-coherent sheaves.
Note that

Γφ = Zp[[q0 − 1, q1 − 1]]{q
p
1 − q

p
0

[p]qp0
}δ,

and under this identification, φ̃ is actually the inclusion. Similarly
to Example 1.8, Γ∨ is generated by an operator ∇φ

q :=
mq−id
q(qp−1), and

the morphism Γ∨ → Γ∨φ, obviously, sends ∇q ∈ Γ∨ to [p]q∇φ
q ∈ Γ∨φ.

It is expected that, under the equivalence of categories RCoModΓ ≃
ModdΓ∨, we could transport the cohomological algebra in RCoModΓ
to a category of Γ∨-modules where we can use projective resolutions.
However, since a non-trivial topology is involved, there is no immediate
actualization of the expected category of Γ∨-modules.

Example 1.23. According to Example 1.8, there should be a reso-
lution of A as a left Γ∨-modules as follows:

0→ Γ∨
−·∇q−−−→ Γ∨

η∨L−→ A→ 0,
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suggesting that, ExtΓ(A,A) ≃ ExtΓ∨(A,A) should be computed by
the two-term complex

A
∇q−→ A.

This complex is indeed correct, see for example [4, §7], or [2, §4.8].
However, the aforementioned argument could be valid only within
an appropriate category of Γ∨-modules larger then the category of
discrete Γ∨-modules.

Remark 1.24. Suppose that, in the Hopf algebroid (A,Γ), A is
a finite ring, then Γ∨ is a profinite ring, for which the category of
profinite Γ∨-modules is available, and it is indeed the case that,
ExtΓ∨(M,N) can be computed by either projective resolutions of
M or injective resolutions of N , provided that M is a profinite
Γ∨-module and N is a discrete Γ∨-module. See for example [16, §5].

Remark 1.25. For a profinite ring Λ, the category of profinite Λ-
modules and the category of discrete Λ-modules can both be embed-
ded into the category of solid Λ-modules, with their cohomological
algebras and tensor products preserved, see [20]. This, together
with Remark 1.20, suggests that, the dual algebras of Hopf alge-
broids should be developed with the theory of solid abelian groups.

Remark 1.26. Since the dual algebra Γ∨, in general, is not commu-
tative, the notion of left Γ∨-modules and that of right Γ∨-modules
are different. However, in some cases the left modules and right
modules are related. For example, if Λ is a profinite ring, then
the Pontryagin duality (see for example [16, §5.1]) induces an con-
travariant equivalence between the category of profinite left Λ-
modules and the category of discrete right Λ-modules. Also, the
six functor formalism (see for example [7, §4]) indicates that, the
categories ModΓ∨ and ModΓ∨

op
should be related with the dualizing

object RHomΓ∨(A,Γ∨), which again should make sense provided the
theory of solid abelian groups.

It would be helpful to end this introduction by listing the basic struc-
ture of the algebra Γ∨.

• The multiplicative unit of Γ∨ = HomA(Γ, A) is given by the co-
unit ϵ : Γ→ A of the Hopf algebroid (A,Γ).
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• Also, the co-unit ϵ induces a morphism of algebras ϵ∨ : A → Γ∨,
and Γ∨ is thus an A-algebra. However, in general ϵ∨(A) is not
in the center of Γ∨: ϵ∨(A) is in the center of Γ∨ if and only if
ηL = ηR.

• The A-module structure on Γ∨ from ηL is the left action of A on
Γ∨ through ϵ∨, and the A-module structure on Γ∨ from ηR is the
right action of A on Γ∨ through ϵ∨.

• The left unit ηL : A → Γ induces a morphism of A-modules
η∨L : Γ∨ → A. This morphism is generally not A-linear with respect
to the right A-module structure on Γ∨.

• There is a canonical continuous morphism of A-algebras Γ∨ →
HomZ(A,A). In particular, A is a left Γ∨-module. Moreover,
η∨L : Γ∨ → A is a morphism of left Γ∨-modules.

We might call Γ∨ (or the Hopf algebroid (A,Γ)) restrictive if the
canonical morphism Γ∨ → HomZ(A,A) is a monomorphism, and
in this case Γ∨ is a suitable algebra between A = HomA(A,A)
and HomZ(A,A).
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2 The Dual Algebras of Hopf algebroids

In this section we elaborate the ideas suggested in Section 1.

Convention 2.1. In this section, let (A,Γ) be a Hopf algebroid
where A is a commutative ring and Γ, through the left unit map
ηL : A → Γ, is a free A-module with a countable basis, and we
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will refer to such a Hopf algebroid as a free Hopf algebroid. Let
ηR : A → Γ denote the right unit map, ∆ : Γ → Γ ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ the
co-multiplication, and ϵ : Γ → A the co-unit, and c : Γ → Γ the
conjugation.

By a Γ-comodule it means a right Γ-comodule, that is, an A-
module M equipped with a map

ψM :M →M ⊗A,ηL Γ,

which is A-linear with respect to the ηR-linear structure of Γ, and
is co-associative and co-unitary; let RCoModΓ denote the category
of right Γ-comodules.

Finally, almost all rings and modules considered are equipped
with a topology, although sometimes the discrete topology; and
Hom(−,−) is taken to be the group of continous homomorphisms,
and it is further equipped with the compact-open topology unless
otherwise specified. For the group of not necessarily continous ho-
momorphisms, we use the notation Homun(−,−).

We would like to study the linear dual HomA,ηL(Γ, A), which turns
out to be a topological ring and encodes almost all of the essential
information associated to the Hopf algebroid (A,Γ).

Definition 2.2. The dual algebra of the Hopf algebroid (A,Γ) is
defined to be

Γ∨ := HomA,ηL(Γ, A),

where the algebra structure is determined as follows: for D1, D2 ∈
Γ∨, D2 ◦D1 ∈ Γ∨ is the composite

D2 ◦D1 : Γ
∆−→ Γ⊗ηR,AηL Γ

idΓ⊗D1−−−−→ Γ
D2−→ A,

and the unit of Γ∨ is the co-unit of the Hopf algebroid ϵ : Γ→ A.
Moreover, Γ∨ = HomA,ηL(Γ, A) is equipped with the compact-

open topology where A is regarded as a discrete topological ring,
and Γ, A are discrete topological A-modules.

Lemma 2.3. The dual algebra Γ∨, defined in Definition 2.2, is
indeed an algebra.

11



Proof It is immediate to see that the multiplication described in
Definition 2.2 is bi-additive.

To check that it is associative, it suffices to resort to the co-
associativity of the Hopf algebroid, that is, we have the following
commutative diagram

Γ ∆ //

∆

��

Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ

idΓ⊗∆

��
Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ

∆⊗idΓ // Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ

,

and for any D1, D2, D3 ∈ Γ∨, consider the following composite

D321 : Γ⊗ηR,A,ηLΓ⊗ηR,A,ηLΓ
idΓ⊗ηR,A,ηL

Γ⊗D1−−−−−−−−−→ Γ⊗ηR,A,ηLΓ
idΓ⊗D2−−−−→ Γ

D3−→ A,

then

D3◦(D2◦D1) = D321◦(idΓ⊗∆)◦∆ = D321◦(∆⊗idΓ)◦∆ = (D3◦D2)◦D1.

It remains to check that the multiplication is unitary with unit
ϵ : Γ→ A. For any D ∈ Γ∨, D ◦ ϵ is the following composite

Γ
∆−→ Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ

idΓ⊗ϵ−−−→ Γ
D−→ A,

and since the Hopf algebroid is co-unitary, this composite is again
D : Γ→ A; ϵ ◦D is the following composite

Γ
∆−→ Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ

idΓ⊗D−−−→ Γ
ϵ−→ A,

and note that ϵ : Γ → A is also ηR-linear, this composite coincides
with

Γ
∆−→ Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ

ϵ⊗idΓ−−−→ Γ
D−→ A,

and is again D : Γ→ A. □

Lemma 2.4. The dual algebra Γ∨, defined in Definition 2.2, is
indeed a topological ring.

Proof By definition, since both Γ and A is equipped with the
discrete topology, the compact-open topology of Γ∨ is generated by
subsets of the form B(K,U) = {D ∈ Γ∨|D(K) ⊂ U}, where K is
a finite subset of Γ, and U is a subset of A. Therefore, it suffices
to consider finite intersections of sets of the form B(γ, a) = {D ∈
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Γ∨|D(γ) = {a}}, where γ ∈ Γ, a ∈ A.
First we check that the addtion of Γ∨ = HomA,ηL(Γ, A) is contin-

uous. Given D1, D2 ∈ Γ∨ with D1 +D2 ∈ B(γ, a) (strictly speaking
we shall consider a finite intersection of sets of the form B(γ, a), but
the arguement is essentially the same, up to a possibly finite inter-
section), where γ ∈ Γ and a ∈ A, in particular a = D1(γ) +D2(γ).
Then B(γ,D1(γ)) is a neighborhood of D1, and B(γ,D2(γ)) is a
neighborhood of D2, and B(γ,D1(γ)) +B(γ,D2(Γ)) ⊂ B(γ, a).

Then we check that the multiplication of Γ∨ is continuous. Given
D1, D2 ∈ Γ∨ with D2◦D1 ∈ B(γ, a), where γ ⊂ Γ and a ∈ A. Recall
that D2 ◦D1 is the following composite

Γ
∆−→ Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ

idΓ⊗D1−−−−→ Γ
D2−→ A;

write ∆(γ) =
∑

1≤i≤k γ
′
i ⊗ γi ∈ Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ, then

(idΓ ⊗D1)(∆(Γ)) =
∑
1≤i≤k

γ′iηR(D1(γi)) := γ̃,

and D2(γ̃) = a. Thus ∩1≤i≤kB(γi, D1(γi)) is a neighborhood
of D1, and B(γ̃, a) is a neighborhood of D2, and B(γ̃, a) ◦
(∩1≤i≤kB(γi, D1(γi))) ⊂ B(γ, a). □

Lemma 2.5. Let M be a free A-module, and choose a basis
{ei}i∈I of M as a free A-module. Then the compact-open topol-
ogy of M∨ := HomA(M,A) coincides with the product topology of
M∨ ≃

∏
i∈I Ae

∨
i , where each Ae

∨
i is equipped with the discrete topol-

ogy.

Proof Since M and A are discrete, the compact-open topol-
ogy of M∨ is generated by subsets of the form B(m, a) = {f ∈
HomA(M,A)|f(m) = a}, where m ∈ M , a ∈ A. Similarly,
the product topology of M∨ ≃

∏
i∈I Ae

∨
i is generated by sub-

sets of the form {aie∨i } ×
∏

j ̸=iAe
∨
j . It is immediate to see that,

{aie∨i } ×
∏

j ̸=iAe
∨
j = B(ei, a); also, if m =

∑
imiei, then B(m, a)

is a union of subsets of the form ∩i,mi ̸=0B(ei, ai) where
∑

imiai = a.
Therefore the compact-open topology of M∨ coincides with the prod-
uct topology of M∨ ≃

∏
i∈I Ae

∨
i . □

13



Example 2.6. Consider the Hopf algebra (Fp,Fp⟨t⟩), where the un-
derlying ring of Fp⟨t⟩ is the divided power polynomial over Fp gen-
erated by the indeterminate t, and the underlying co-multiplication

is given by the ring homomorphism Fp⟨t⟩
t7→t⊗1+1⊗t−−−−−−→ Fp⟨t⟩⊗Fp

Fp⟨t⟩.
Then HomFp

(Fp⟨t⟩,Fp) ≃ Fp[[t∨]], whose underlying ring is
the formal power series ring generated by t∨ which is the dual
basis of t, and it is also equipped with the co-multiplication

Fp[[t∨]]
t∨ 7→t∨⊗1+1⊗t∨−−−−−−−−−→ Fp[[t∨]]⊗̂Fp

Fp[[t∨]].
The underlying ring of Fp[[t∨]] ≃

∏
N Fp, if equipped with the

product topology where Fp is discrete, is a profinite ring. Fur-
ther, if by HomFp

(Fp[[t∨]],Fp) it means the group of continuous Fp-
homomorphisms from Fp[[t∨]] to Fp, we have HomFp

(Fp[[t∨]],Fp) ≃
Fp⟨t⟩.

Remark 2.7. By taking the ηL-linear dual of the co-unit ϵ : Γ→ A,
there is a map ϵ∨ : A → Γ∨, such that for a ∈ A, ϵ∨(a) = aϵ ∈ Γ∨,
and it is immediate to see that ϵ∨ : A→ Γ∨ is a ring homomorphism.
However, in general ϵ∨(A) does not lie in the center of Γ∨, and Γ∨

admits two A-module structures:

(a,D) 7→ aD or D ◦ (aϵ), where a ∈ A, D ∈ Γ∨,

we will refer to the first as the left A-module structure of Γ∨, and
the latter as the right A-module structure of Γ∨.

Remark 2.8. The right unit map ηR : A → Γ, making Γ also an
A-module, induces an A-module structure on Γ∨ = HomA,ηL(Γ, A),
such that

(a,D) 7→ D(ηR(a) · −), where a ∈ A, D ∈ Γ∨,

and it is immediate to check, by definition of the multiplication of
Γ∨, that D(ηR(a) · −) : Γ→ A is the composite

D ◦ (aϵ) : Γ ∆−→ Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ
idΓ⊗aϵ−−−−→ Γ

D−→ A,

and therefore this A-module structure on Γ∨ induced by ηR is ex-
actly the right A-module structure introduced in Remark 2.7.

14



Remark 2.9. The conjugation c : Γ → Γ induces an isomorphism
(which is abusively still denoted as c)

c : HomA,ηL(Γ, A)
∼−→ HomA,ηR(Γ, A),

which suggests that the formation of the dual algebra Γ∨ is essen-
tially independent of the choice of ηL or ηR.

Remark 2.10. By taking the ηL-linear dual of the left unit ηL :
A → Γ, there is a map η∨L : Γ∨ → A, such that for D : Γ → A,
η∨L(D) = D(1). It is obvious that η∨L : Γ∨ → A is linear with respect
to the left A-module structure of Γ∨, but in general it is not linear
with respect to the right A-module structure on Γ∨.

Remark 2.11. The right unit map ηR : A → Γ gives rise to an
action of Γ∨ on A: for D ∈ Γ∨ = HomA,ηL(Γ, A), D acts on A

through the following composite

A
ηR−→ Γ

D−→ A.

In fact, through this action A will be regarded as a discrete Γ∨-
module, that is, it corresponds to a continuous ring homomor-
phism Γ∨ → Hom(A,A), which is moreover a homomorphism of
A-algebras, where Γ∨ is regarded as an A-algebra through ϵ∨, and
Hom(A,A) is regarded as an A-algebra through the multiplication
of A.

In general, a (right) Γ-comodule can be naturally regarded as a
(left) discrete Γ∨-module. Roughly, let M be a right Γ-comodule
with the comodule structure map ψM : M → M ⊗A,ηL Γ, then for
D ∈ Γ∨, D acts on M through the following composite

M
ψM−−→M ⊗A,ηL Γ

D−→M.

Details will come in the sequel.

Definition 2.12. Let ModdΓ∨ denote the category of (left) discrete
Γ∨-modules with continuous Γ∨-actions, that is,

• an object of ModdΓ∨ is a discrete abelian groupM together with
a continous ring homomorphism Γ∨ → HomZ(M,M), where

15



HomZ(M,M) is equipped with the compact-open topology;

• a morphism between two such objects M and N is a morphism
of abelian groups f : M → N such that the following diagram
is commutative:

Γ∨ //

��

HomZ(M,M)

f◦−

��

HomZ(N,N)
−◦f //HomZ(M,N).

Similarly, let ModdΓ∨
op

denote the category of right discrete Γ∨-

modules with continuous Γ∨-actions, where Γ∨op denotes the opposite
algebra of Γ∨.

Construction 2.13. Let M be a right Γ-comodule with the comod-
ule structure map

ψM :M →M ⊗A,ηL Γ.
There is a canonical isomorphism

M ⊗A,ηL Γ ≃ HomA(Γ
∨,M),

where HomA(Γ
∨,M) is the group of continuous A-homomorphisms

of topological A-modules, and Γ∨ by definition is equipped with the
compact-open topology, andM is equipped with the discrete topology.

Further, the map ψM : M → M ⊗A,ηL Γ ≃ HomA(Γ
∨,M), by

adjunction, corresponds to a map

ψ̃M : Γ∨ → Hom(M,M),

which is in fact a continuous homomorphism of topological rings,
where Hom(M,M) is equipped with the compact-open topology.

This construction will be justified in the sequel. In fact, through
this construction we will have an equivalence of categories

RCoModΓ ≃ ModdΓ∨.

Lemma 2.14. Let N be a free A-module, N ′ an A-module, then
the following canonical morphism is an isomorphism:

N ⊗A N ′
∼−→ HomA(N

∨, N ′),
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where N∨ = HomA(N,A), and HomA(N
∨, N ′) is the group of con-

tinuous A-homomorphisms of topological A-modules, and N∨ is
equipped with the compact-open topology, and N ′ the discrete topol-
ogy.

Note that (see Remark 2.15), the compact-open topology for
HomA(N

∨, N ′) is discrete. In particular, take N ′ = A, there is
the canonical isomorphism of topological A-modules

N
∼−→ HomA(N

∨, A),

where, of course, HomA(N
∨, A) denotes the group of continuous

A-homomorphisms.

Proof Choose a basis {ei}i∈I of N as a free A-module. Then N ≃
⊕i∈IAei, and N∨ ≃

∏
i∈I Ae

∨
i . Let f : N∨ ≃

∏
i∈I Ae

∨
i → N ′ be a

continuous A-homomorphism, then Ker(f) is a neighborhood of 0 in
N∨, and therefore Ker(f) contains a subset of the form

∏
i∈I Uie

∨
i

where 0 ∈ Ui ⊂ A and all but finitely many Ui = A; therefore and
the canonical morphism N ⊗A N ′ → HomA(N

∨, N ′) is an epimor-
phism. Also, under the identification N ⊗A N ′ ≃ ⊕i∈I(Aei ⊗ N ′),
the canonical morphism N ⊗A N ′ → HomA(N

∨, N ′) is given by the
assignment

ei ⊗ n′ 7→ (ei ⊗ n′ : N∨ → N ′, (ei ⊗ n′)({aje∨j }j∈I) = ain
′),

and it is immediate to see that it is a monomorphism. □

Remark 2.15. In Lemma 2.14, the isomorphism N ⊗A N ′
∼−→

HomA(N
∨, N ′) is in fact an isomorphism of topological A-modules;

in other words, the compact-open topology of HomA(N
∨, N ′) is dis-

crete: choose a basis {ei}i∈I of N as an A-module, then a continuous
morphism of A-modules f : N∨ → N ′ is determined by its restric-
tion a finite subset of {e∨i } ⊆

∏
i∈iAe

∨
i ≃ N∨, where e∨i is the

dual basis of ei, thus it is immediate to check by definition that the
compact-open topology for HomA(N

∨, A) is discrete.

Remark 2.16. Lemma 2.14 will be applied to the free A-module
N = Γ, in particular, there is the canonical isomorphism of A-
modules

Γ
∼−→ HomA(Γ

∨, A).
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Note that, Γ∨ is in fact an A-A-bimodule, namely, it has the left
and right A-module structures as introduced in Remark 2.7; there-
fore, HomA,left(Γ

∨, A) admits an A-module structure induced by
the right A-module structure of Γ∨; according to Remark 2.8, the
A, ηR-module structure of Γ, through this canonical isomorphism,
corresponds to the A-module structure on HomA,left(Γ

∨, A) induced
by the right A-module structure of Γ∨.

Corollary 2.17. Let N ′ be an A-module. The canonical morphism
of A-modules

N ′ ⊗A,ηL Γ→ HomA,left(Γ
∨, N ′)

is an isomorphism, and is in fact an isomorphism of A-A-bimodules,
where the extra A-module structure of N ′ ⊗A,ηL Γ is induced by the
A, ηR-module structure of Γ, an the extra A-module structure of
HomA,left(Γ

∨, N ′) is induced by the right A-module structure of Γ∨.

Proof Combine Lemma 2.14 and Remark 2.16. □

Lemma 2.18. Let M,M ′ be A-modules. Then there is a canonical
isomorphism of abelian groups

HomA,right(M,HomA,left(Γ
∨,M ′)) ≃ HomA−A(Γ

∨,HomZ(M,M ′)),

where HomA−A(−,−) denotes the group of continuous A-A-
bimodule homomorphisms, and the A-A-bimodule structure of
HomZ(M,M ′) is induced by the A-module structures of M,M ′.

In fact, the following canonical monomorphisms

HomA,right(M,HomA,left(Γ
∨,M ′))→ Homun

A,left(M ⊗A,right Γ∨,M ′),

HomA−A(Γ
∨,HomZ(M,M ′))→ Homun

A,left(M ⊗A,right Γ∨,M ′),

have the same image.

Proof We first treat the special case where M = A, and it
amounts to establish a canonical isomorphism

HomA−A(Γ
∨,HomZ(A,M

′)) ≃ HomA,left(Γ
∨,M ′).

An element f ∈ HomA−A(Γ
∨,HomZ(A,M

′)) is of the form
(f(−))(⋆), such that for D ∈ Γ∨, (f(D))(⋆) : A → M ′ is a group
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homomorphism, and for a, a′ ∈ A, (f(aDa′))(⋆) = a(f(D))(a′ · ⋆);
thus there is indeed a canonical map

HomA−A(Γ
∨,HomZ(A,M

′))→ HomA,left(Γ
∨,M ′)

f : Γ∨ → HomZ(A,M
′) 7→ (f(−))(1) : Γ∨ →M ′,

and it is routine to check that it is an isomorphism.
It is then clear that, if M = ⊕IA, the statement holds. In gen-

eral, it suffices to embed M into an exact sequence of the form

⊕I ′A→ ⊕IA→M → 0.

□

Remark 2.19. If the topological consideration is ignored, Lemma
2.18 is the application of the following more general statement: let
M be an R-module,M ′ be an R′-module, and N an R-R′-bimodule,
then there are the canonical isomorphisms

HomR(M,HomR′(N,M ′)) ≃ HomR′(M ⊗R N,M ′)

≃ HomR−R′(N,HomZ(M,M ′)).

Remark 2.20. Combine Corollary 2.17 and Lemma 2.18, it is easy
to figure out that, given a morphism f : M → M ′ ⊗A,ηL Γ ≃
HomA,left(Γ

∨,M ′), there is the corresponding morphism f̃ : Γ∨ →
HomZ(M,M ′), such that for D ∈ Γ∨, f̃(D) : M → M ′ is the fol-
lowing composite

M
f−→M ′ ⊗A,ηL Γ

idM ′⊗D−−−−→M ′.

Lemma 2.21. Let M be an A-module equipped with an A, ηR-linear
map

ψM :M →M ⊗A,ηL Γ.
By Corollary 2.17 and Lemma 2.18, ψM ∈ HomA,ηR(M,M ⊗A,ηL
Γ) ≃ HomA,right(M,HomA,left(Γ

∨,M)) corresponds to ψ̃M ∈
HomA−A(Γ

∨,HomZ(M,M)), and vice versa.
Then ψ̃M : Γ∨ → HomZ(M,M) is an A-algebra homomorphism

if and only if ψM : M → M ⊗A,ηL Γ is a comodule structure map,
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that is, if and only if ψM is co-associative and co-unitary.

Proof First we demonstrate that, ψM is co-associative if and only
if ψ̃M preserves multiplication. Note that, for any D ∈ Γ∨ there is
always the following commutative diagram

M ⊗A,ηL Γ
ψM⊗idΓ //

idM⊗D

��

M ⊗A,ηL Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ

idM⊗A,ηL
Γ⊗D

��
M

ψM //M ⊗A,ηL Γ,

since the two ways to go from the upper left corner to the lower
right corner are both ψM ⊗ D. The co-associativity of ψM is the
commutativity of the following diagram

M
ψM //

ψM

��

M ⊗A,ηL Γ

idM⊗∆

��
M ⊗A,ηL Γ

ψM⊗idΓ //M ⊗A,ηL Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ;

on the other hand, for any D1, D2 ∈ Γ∨, ψ̃M(D2◦D1) is the following
composite:

M
ψM−−→M⊗A,ηLΓ

idM⊗∆−−−−→M⊗A,ηLΓ⊗ηR,A,ηLΓ
idM⊗A,ηL

Γ⊗D1

−−−−−−−−→M⊗A,ηLΓ
idM⊗D2−−−−→M,

and ψ̃M(D2) ◦ ψ̃M(D1) is the following composite:

M
ψM−−→M⊗A,ηLΓ

ψM⊗idΓ−−−−→M⊗A,ηLΓ⊗ηR,A,ηLΓ
idM⊗A,ηL

Γ⊗D1

−−−−−−−−→M⊗A,ηLΓ
idM⊗D2−−−−→M ;

and we would like to demonstrate that, ψM is co-associative if and
only if, for any D1, D2 ∈ Γ∨, ψ̃M(D2 ◦ D1) = ψ̃M(D2) ◦ ψ̃M(D1).
Apply Lemma 2.18 iteratively, a morphism M →M⊗A,ηLΓ⊗ηR,A,ηL
Γ corresponds to a morphism Γ∨ → HomZ(M,M ⊗A,ηL Γ) ≃
HomA,left(Γ

∨,HomZ(M,M)); therefore, two morphisms f, g :M →
M⊗A,ηLΓ⊗ηR,A,ηLΓ are the same if and only if for any D1, D2 ∈ Γ∨,

f ◦ (idM⊗D2)◦ (idM⊗A,ηL
Γ⊗D1) = g ◦ (idM⊗D2)◦ (idM⊗A,ηL

Γ⊗D1).
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As a consequence, ψM is co-associative if and only if ψ̃M preserves
multiplication.

Then we demonstrate that, ψM is co-unitary if and only if ψ̃M
preserves the multiplicative identity. The co-unitarity of ψM is the
commutativity of the following diagram

M
idM //

ψM

$$

M

M ⊗A,ηL Γ;

idM⊗ϵ

::

on the other hand, the multiplicative identity of Γ∨ is the co-unit
map ϵ : Γ→ A, and ψ̃M(ϵ) is the following composite

M
ψM−−→M ⊗A,ηL Γ

idM⊗ϵ−−−→M.

It is then obvious that ψM is co-unitary if and only if ψ̃M preserves
the multiplicative identity.

Finally, note that ψ̃M : Γ∨ → HomZ(M,M) is already an A-A-
bimodule map, and when it is a ring homomorphism, it is automat-
ically an A-algebra homomorphism. □

Theorem 2.22. Construction 2.13 gives rise to an equivalence of
categories

RCoModΓ
∼−→ ModdΓ∨,

where RCoModΓ is the category of right Γ-comodules and ModdΓ∨ is
the category of discrete Γ∨-modules.

Proof It suffices to refer to Corollary 2.17, Lemma 2.18, and
Lemma 2.21, together with Construction 2.13. Nevertheless, we
repeat the essential points.

Given a right Γ-comodule M with comodule structure map ψM :
M → M ⊗A,ηL Γ. According to Corollary 2.17, Lemma 2.18, and
Lemma 2.21, ψM : M → M ⊗A,ηL Γ ≃ HomA,left(Γ

∨,M) cor-

responds to a continuous A-algebra homomorphism ψ̃M : Γ∨ →
HomZ(M,M), that is, M is a discrete Γ∨-module. It is obvious
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that in this way we have a functor RCoModΓ → ModdΓ∨.
This functor is fully faithful: according to Lemma 2.21, the Γ∨-

module structure corresponds exactly to the Γ-comodule structure.
This functor is essentially surjective: let M be a discrete Γ-

module, then through ϵ∨ : A→ Γ∨, M is regarded as an A-module,
and again Lemma 2.21 implies that M is a right Γ-comodule. □

3 The Functoriality

In this section we discuss the functoriality for the construction of dual
algebras of Hopf algebroids.

Remark 3.1. Let f = (fo, fm) : (A,Γ)→ (B,Σ) be a morphism of
Hopf algebroids. There is the functor f ∗ : RCoModΓ → RCoModΣ,

which sends a Γ-comodule M , with the comodule structure M
ψM−−→

M ⊗A,ηL Γ, to a Σ-comodule M ⊗AB, with the comodule structure
map M ⊗A B → (M ⊗A B) ⊗B,ηR Σ induced from the following
composite:

M
ψM−−→M ⊗A,ηL Γ

idM⊗g−−−→M ⊗A,ηL Σ ≃ (M ⊗A B)⊗B,ηR Σ.

Remark 3.2. Let f = (fo, fm) : (A,Γ) → (B,Σ) be a morphism
of Hopf algebroids. In general this morphism does not immediately
induce a morphism Σ∨ → Γ∨, although, with the perspective of
Proposition 2.22, there should always be a functor ModdΓ∨ → ModdΣ∨

corresponding to RCoModΓ → RCoModΣ. However, it is still possi-
ble to understand this functoriality through a morphism of dual al-
gebras, by choosing a suitable Hopf algebroid “equivalent to (A,Γ)”.

Consider the following morphisms

α : A
ηL−→ Γ

idΓ⊗f−−−→ Γ⊗ηR,A,f B,

β : B ⊗f,A,ηL Γ⊗ηR,A,f B
ηL⊗g⊗ηR−−−−−→ Σ;

in particular, there is the natural factorization

f : (A,Γ)→ (B,B ⊗f,A,ηL Γ⊗ηR,A,f B)→ (B,Σ).
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Theorem 3.3 ([14, Theorem 13]). Let f = (fo, fm) : (A,Γ) →
(B,Σ) be a morphism of flat Hopf algebroids (in the sense that the
left and right unit maps are flat), with associated morphisms α and
β determined in Remark 3.2. Then the following statements are
equivalence:

(i) f induces an isomorphism of the associated stacks.

(ii) f ∗ : RCoModΓ → RCoModΣ is an equivalence.

(iii) α is faithfully flat and β is an isomorphism.

Proof Refer to [14, Theorem 13] or [6, Theorem 6.2]. □

Construction 3.4. Let (A,Γ) be a Hopf algebroid, and f : A→ B
a ring homomorphism. As it is mentioned in Remark 3.2, the pair
of rings (B,B ⊗f,A,ηL Γ ⊗ηR,A,f B) can naturally be equipped with
the structure of a Hopf algebroid. More precisely, the left and right
units ηL, ηR : B → B ⊗f,A,ηL Γ⊗ηR,A,f B are given as the inclusions
of the first and the third factors; the co-multiplication is determined
as the following composite

B ⊗f,A,ηL Γ⊗ηR,A,f B
id⊗∆⊗id−−−−−→ B ⊗f,A,ηL (Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ)⊗ηR,A,f B
→ B ⊗f,A,ηL (Γ⊗ηR,A B ⊗A,ηL Γ)⊗ηR,A,f B
∼−→ (B ⊗f,A,ηL Γ⊗ηR,A,f B)⊗B (B ⊗f,A,ηL Γ⊗ηR,A,f B);

the co-unit is determined as the following composite

B ⊗f,A,ηL Γ⊗ηR,A,f B
id⊗ϵ⊗id−−−−→ B ⊗A B

multiplication−−−−−−−→ B;

finally, the conjugation c : B⊗f,A,ηLΓ⊗ηR,A,fB → B⊗f,A,ηLΓ⊗ηR,A,f
B is induced by the conjugation of Γ together with interchanging
the first and the third factors. It is routine to demonstrate that
the axioms for Hopf algebroids are satisfied; write Γf := B ⊗f,A,ηL
Γ⊗ηR,A,f B, and there is the natural morphism of Hopf algebroids

(f, ι) : (A,Γ)→ (B,Γf).

Corollary 3.5. Let (A,Γ) be a flat Hopf algebroid, and let f :
A→ B be a faithfully flat ring homomorphism. Then the morphism
(f, ι) : (A,Γ)→ (B,Γf = B⊗f,A,ηL Γ⊗ηR,A,f B) of Construction 3.4
induces an equivalence of categories

(f, ι)∗ : RCoModΓ → RCoModΓf
.
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Proof According to Theorem 3.3, it suffices to check that, the
morphism

α : A
ηL−→ Γ

idΓ⊗f−−−→ Γ⊗ηR,A,f B
is faithfully flat.

Note that, since (A,Γ) is a flat Hopf algebroid, the left (or right)
unit ηL : A → Γ is in fact faithfully flat: ηL is flat by assumption,
and the axioms of Hopf algebroids implies that, for any A-module
M , the following composite

M
m7→m⊗1−−−−−→M ⊗A,ηL Γ

id⊗ϵ−−→M

is the identity ofM , and thereforeM = 0 if and only ifM⊗A,ηLΓ =
0.

It is also clear that, since f is faithfully flat, idΓ ⊗ f : Γ →
Γ ⊗ηR,A,f B is also faithfully flat. Therefore α : A

ηL−→ Γ
idΓ⊗f−−−→

Γ⊗ηR,A,f B is faithfully flat. □

Construction 3.6. Let (A,Γ), (B,Σ) be free Hopf algebroids (Con-
vention 2.1), and f = (fo, fm) : (A,Γ) → (B,Σ) be a morphism

of Hopf algebroids such that the morphism α : A
ηL−→ Γ

idΓ⊗f−−−→
Γ⊗ηR,A,f B is faithfully flat and makes Γ⊗ηR,A,f B a free A-module.
Let Γf = B ⊗f,A,ηL Γ ⊗ηR,A,f B, then (B,Γf) is also a free Hopf
algebroid, and f admits the following factorization

(A,Γ)
(f,ι)−−→ (B,Γf)

(id,β)−−−→ (B,Σ),

and the morphism (id, β) : (B,Γf)→ (B,Σ) immediately induces a
continuous homomorphism of topological algebras

β∨ : Σ∨ → Γ∨f ,

which further induces, through restriction, a functor

β∨∗ : ModdΓ∨
f
→ ModdΣ∨.

Recall that, by Proposition 2.22, there are the equivalences of cate-
gories RCoModΓf

≃ ModdΓ∨
f
, RCoModΣ ≃ ModdΣ∨, and, combining

Theorem 3.3, there are the equivalences of categories RCoModΓ ≃
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RCoModΓf
≃ ModdΓ∨

f
.

Proposition 3.7. In Construction 3.6, under the equivalences of
categories RCoModΓf

≃ ModdΓ∨
f
, and RCoModΓ ≃ RCoModΓf

≃
ModdΓ∨

f
, the functor f ∗ : RCoModΓ → RCoModΣ can be identified

as β∨∗ : ModdΓ∨
f
→ ModdΣ∨.

Proof It suffices to check that the functor β∨∗ , up to the stated
equivalences of categories, is exactly (id, β)∗, and this is clear. □

Remark 3.8. Let f = (fo, fm) : (A,Γ)→ (B,Σ) be a morphism of
Hopf algebroids. The functor f ∗ : RCoModΓ → RCoModΣ (men-
tioned in Remark 3.1) admits a right adjoint f∗ : RCoModΣ →
RCoModΓ, which can be determined as follows.

Given a Σ-comodule N . Through the functor f ∗, Γ ⊗ηR,A B is
equipped with the structure of a right Σ-comodule. Consider the
comodule tensor (see Remark 4.1) of N and Γ⊗ηR,A B:

(Γ⊗ηR,A B)⊗B N ≃ Γ⊗ηR,A N,

then the group of Σ-comodule homomorphisms HomΣ(B,Γ⊗ηR,AN)
is in fact a sub-left Γ-comodule of Γ ⊗ηR,A N , where the structure
map for the latter is ∆ ⊗ idN . Finally, by applying the conju-
gation, this left Γ-comodule structure of HomΣ(B,Γ ⊗ηR,A N) be-
comes a right Γ-comodule structure. Therefore the assignmentN 7→
HomΣ(B,Γ⊗ηR,AN) determines a functor RCoModΣ → RCoModΓ,
which turns out to be essentially f∗.

Remark 3.9. Resume Construction 3.6. The homomorphism of
topological algebras β∨ : Σ∨ → Γ∨f also induces a functor

HomΣ∨(Γ∨f ,−) : ModΣ∨ → ModΓ∨
f ,

which restricts to a functor

β∨! : ModdΣ∨ → ModdΓ∨
f
.

Indeed, for any discrete Γ∨-module N , by Remark 2.15, the
compact-open topology for the group of continuous homomorphisms
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HomΣ∨(Γ∨f , N) is discrete.

Under the equivalences of categories RCoModΓf
≃ ModdΓ∨

f
, and

RCoModΓ ≃ RCoModΓf
≃ ModdΓ∨

f
, the functor f∗ : RCoModΣ →

RCoModΓ should be naturally isomorphic to β∨! : ModdΣ∨ → ModdΓ∨
f
.

Remark 3.10. Resume Construction 3.6. The homomorphism of
topological algebras β∨ : Σ∨ → Γ∨f induces by base change a functor

Γ∨f ⊗Σ∨ − : ModΣ∨ → ModΓ∨
f
,

which, however, does not immediately give rise to a functor

β∨∗ : ModdΣ∨ → ModdΓ∨
f
.

4 The Symmetric Monoidal Structure

In this section we review the symmetric monoidal structure for comod-
ules over Hopf algebroids from the perspective of corresponding dual
algebras introduced in Section 2. Keep Convention 2.1.

Remark 4.1. The equivalence of categories RCoModΓ
∼−→ ModdΓ∨,

established in Proposition 2.22, is clearly an equivalence of abelian
categories. Moreover, the category RCoModΓ admits a symmetric
monoidal structure induced by the A-algebra structure of Γ: let
M,N be right Γ-comodules with comodule structure maps ψM , ψN ,
then M ⊗AN can be equipped with the right Γ-comodule structure
map

ψM⊗AN :M ⊗A N
ψM⊗ψN−−−−→ (M ⊗A,ηL Γ)⊗ηR,A,ηR (Γ⊗ηL,A N)
∼−→M ⊗A,ηL (Γ⊗ηR,A,ηR Γ)⊗ηL,A N
idM⊗multiplication⊗idN−−−−−−−−−−−−−→M ⊗A,ηL Γ⊗ηL,A N
∼−→ (M ⊗A N)⊗A,ηL Γ,

note that there is the commutative diagram

A⊗Z A
multiplication //

ηL⊗ηL

��

A

ηL

��
Γ⊗ηR,A,ηR Γ

multiplication // Γ.
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Through the equivalence RCoModΓ
∼−→ ModdΓ∨, the category

ModdΓ∨ certainly admits a symmetric monoidal structure, which
should correspond to a “co-multiplication” of Γ∨.

Remark 4.2. The Hopf algebroid structure of (A,Γ) implies that,
the multiplication Γ⊗Z Γ→ Γ can be linearized as Γ⊗A−A Γ→ Γ,
where Γ is regarded as an A-A-bimodule through the left and right
units ηL, ηR : A → Γ. By taking the ηL-linear dual, there is a
morphism

Γ∨ → HomA,ηL(Γ⊗A−A Γ, A),

which, according to Remark 4.1, is involved in the symmetric
monoidal structure of RCoModΓ ≃ ModdΓ∨. In fact, the Hopf al-
gebroid structure of (A,Γ) can naturally induce a Hopf algebroid
structure on the pair of rings (A,Γ⊗A−A Γ).

Construction 4.3. For the pair of rings (A,Γ⊗A−AΓ), the follow-
ing morphisms are natural:

• the left unit map ηL : A
left factor−−−−−→ A ⊗ A → Γ ⊗A−A Γ, and the

right unit map ηR : A
right factor−−−−−−→ A⊗ A→ Γ⊗A−A Γ;

• the co-unit map ϵ : Γ⊗A−A Γ
ϵΓ⊗ϵΓ−−−→ A⊗A multiplication−−−−−−−→ A, where

ϵΓ : Γ→ A is the co-unit map for (A,Γ);

• the conjugation map c : Γ ⊗A−A Γ
cΓ⊗cΓ−−−→ Γ ⊗A−A Γ, where cΓ :

Γ→ Γ is the conjugation for (A,Γ), and note that cΓ ⊗ cΓ also
interchanges the two factors;

• the co-multiplication map is determined as follows. First con-
sider the following morphism

Γ⊗A−A Γ
∆Γ⊗∆Γ−−−−→ (Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ)⊗A−A (Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ),

where ∆Γ : Γ→ Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ is the co-multiplication for (A,Γ),
and Γ⊗ηR,A,ηLΓ is regarded as an A-A-bimodule through the left
most and right most A-module structures; then, pair the first
factor with the third, and the second with the forth, we have the
following composite as the co-multiplication

∆ : Γ⊗A−A Γ
∆Γ⊗∆Γ−−−−→ (Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ)⊗A−A (Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ)
→ (Γ⊗A−A Γ)⊗ηR,A,ηL (Γ⊗A−A Γ).

27



The multiplication of Γ then induces a morphism of Hopf algebroids
(A,Γ ⊗A−A Γ) → (A,Γ), which further induces a morphism of the
corresponding dual algebras Γ∨ → (Γ⊗A−A Γ)∨.

Remark 4.4. In practice usually we would work with a chosen basis
of Γ as a free A, ηL-module. However, for the symmetric monoidal
structure of RCoModΓ as described in Remark 4.1, the considera-
tion of the ηR-structure would prevent the usage of the chosen basis
of Γ as a free A, ηL-module.

For the same reason, suppose that M,N ∈ RCoModΓ ≃ ModdΓ∨,
and given D1, D2 ∈ Γ∨, there is no D1⊗D2 :M ⊗AN →M ⊗AN ;
yet there is nevertheless D1 ⊗ D2 : M ⊗Z N → M ⊗A N as the
following composite

M ⊗Z N
ψM⊗ψN−−−−→ (M ⊗A,ηL Γ)⊗Z (Γ⊗ηL,A N)

(id⊗D1)⊗(D2⊗id)−−−−−−−−−−→M ⊗Z N →M ⊗A N.
Now, suppose that a basis of Γ as a free A, ηL-module is specified,
say, {ei}i∈I , and let {e∨i }i∈I denote the corresponding dual basis
in Γ∨; then HomA,ηL(Γ⊗ηL,A,ηL Γ, A) admits the (topological) basis
{e∨i ⊗ e∨j }i,j∈I . For an element D ∈ Γ∨, let dij denote the image of
ei ⊗ ej through the composite

Γ⊗ηL,A,ηL Γ
multiplication−−−−−−−→ Γ

D−→ A;

then for m ∈M,n ∈ N ,

D(m⊗ n) =
∑
i,j∈I

di,j(e
∨
i (m)⊗ e∨j (n)) ∈M ⊗A N,

where the summation at the right hand side is essentially finite,
since for all but finitely many i, j, we have e∨i (m) = e∨j (n) = 0;
finally note that, although each e∨i ⊗ e∨j only gives a morphism
M ⊗Z N → M ⊗A N , the above formula actually determines a
morphism D :M ⊗A N →M ⊗A N .

Remark 4.5. The multiplication map A ⊗Z A → A induces the
“forgetful” functor ModA → ModA⊗ZA. Its left adjoint is −⊗A⊗ZAA,
and its right adjoint is HomA⊗ZA(A,−). Also note that, for an A-
A-bimodule, or an A⊗ZA-module M , HomA⊗ZA(A,M) is precisely
the A⊗ZA-submodule of M consists of elements m ∈M such that
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(a⊗ 1)m = (1⊗ a)m.
Let M,M ′ be A-modules, N be an abelian group. Then the

canonical inclusion

HomZ(M ⊗AM ′, N) ↪→ HomZ(M ⊗Z M
′, N)

induces an isomorphism

HomZ(M ⊗AM ′, N)
∼−→ HomA⊗ZA(A,HomZ(M ⊗Z M

′, N)),

where HomZ(M⊗ZM
′, N) is regarded as an A⊗A-module through

the A ⊗Z A-module structure of M ⊗Z M
′. Indeed, it suffices to

apply the adjunction that

HomA⊗ZA(A,HomZ(M ⊗Z M
′, N)) ≃ HomZ((M ⊗Z M

′)⊗A⊗ZA A,N)

≃ HomZ(M ⊗AM ′, N).

Remark 4.6. If there is a good notion of topological tensor prod-
uct for topological abelian groups like Γ∨, then the symmetric
monoidal structure on RCoModΓ ≃ ModdΓ∨ could be reflected to
a co-multiplication of the form Γ∨ → Γ∨⊗̂left,A,leftΓ∨, or more accu-
rately, the morphism Γ∨ → HomA,ηL(Γ⊗A−A Γ, A) in Construction
4.2 could be interpreted as a morphism

Γ∨ → HomA⊗ZA(A,Γ
∨⊗̂left,A,leftΓ∨).

A candidate for this notion of tensor product is that of the solid
tensor of solid modules.

5 Profinite Rings and Dual Algebras

In order to illustrate the possible study of comodule cohomology
through the perspective of dual algebras, in this section we review the
classical results of profinite rings, especially the corresponding cohomo-
logical algebra, for which the main reference is [16]. A comparison of
the classical approach to cohomological algebra with the cohomological
algebra in solid modules can be found in [20].

Definition 5.1 ([16, Proposition 5.1.2]). A profinite ring is a topo-
logical ring Λ which satisfies the following equivalent conditions:
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(1) Λ is isomorphic to a cofiltered limit of finite discrete rings.

(2) Λ is compact and Hausdorff.

(3) Λ is compact, Hausdorff, and totally disconnected.

(4) The zero element of Λ has a fundamental neighborhood {Ti}i∈I
of open ideals, and A

∼−→ lim←−i∈I A/Ti.
(5) There is a cofiltered diagram {Λi, φij} where each φij is an

epimorphism, so that there is an isomorphism Λ ≃ lim←−i∈I Λi.
In particular, every finite discrete ring is a profinite ring.

Remark 5.2. Let Λ be a profinite ring. By a topological Λ-module
it means a Hausdorff topological abelian group M equipped with a
continuous Λ-action Λ×M →M which is bi-additive and associate.

Let M,N be two topological Λ-modules. The group of con-
tinuous Λ-homomorphisms HomΛ(M,N) can be equipped with
the compact-open topology, and is therefore a topological abelian
group.

Let Λ be a profinite ring, and let HomΛ(−,−) denote the group of
continous Λ-homomorphisms between topological Λ-modules. In order
to develope a theory of cohomological algebra, we specify the following
two types of topological Λ-modules.

Definition 5.3. A discrete Λ-module is a topological Λ-module N
whose underlying topological space is discrete, that is, N has the
following property ([16, Lemma 5.1.1]):

• N is the union of its finite Λ-submodules.

Let ModdΛ denote the category of discrete Λ-modules. It is routine
to check that ModdΛ is an abelian category.

Definition 5.4. A profinite Λ-module is a topological Λ-moduleM
whose underlying topological abelian group is profinite, that is, M
has the following property ([16, Lemma 5.1.1]):

• M is the inverse limit of its finite quotient Λ-modules; equiva-
lently, the submodules of M of finite index form a fundamental
system of neighborhoods of 0.
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Let ModpfΛ denote the category of profinite Λ-modules. It is routine

to check that ModpfΛ is an abelian category.

Remark 5.5. Let ModpfΛop denote the category of right profinite
Λ-modules. There is the profinite tensor product

⊗̂Λ : ModpfΛop ×ModpfΛ → PfAb,

where PfAb is the category of profinite abelian groups. This profi-
nite tensor product can be characterized by the standard universal
property, or more concretely, given a right profinite Λ-module M
which is expressed as a cofiltered limit of finite right Λ-modules
M ≃ lim←−i∈IMi, and a left profinite Λ-module N which is expressed
as a cofiltered limit of finite left Λ-modules N ≃ lim←−j∈J Nj, then

M⊗̂ΛN ≃ lim←−
i∈I,j∈J

Mi ⊗Λ Nj.

Remark 5.6. Let M be a profinite Λ-module, which is written as
a cofiltered limit of its finite quotient Λ-modules: M ≃ lim←−i∈IMi;
and let N be a discrete Λ-module. Then the canonical morphism

lim−→
i∈Iop

HomΛ(Mi, N)→ HomΛ(lim←−
i∈I

Mi, N)

is an isomorphism ([16, Lemma 5.1.4]). In particular, the compact-
open topology for HomΛ(M,N) is discrete.

Proposition 5.7 (Pontryagin Duality). The assignment M 7→
HomZ(M,Q/Z) induces an equivalence of categories (ModpfΛ )op

∼−→
ModdΛop.

Proof This is an application of the Pontryagin duality between
discrete torsion groups and profinite groups, see [16, Theorem 2.9.6]
and [16, § 5.1]. □

Remark 5.8 ([16, Propositions 5.4.2, 5.4.4]). The category ModpfΛ
has enough projectives, and a profinite Λ-module is projective if
and only if it is a direct summand of a free profinite Λ-module.

Dually, the category ModdΛ has enough injectives, and a discrete
Λ-module is injective if and only if it is a direct factor of a cofree
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discrete Λ-module.

Lemma 5.9 ([16, Exercise 5.4.7]). Let P be a projective profinite
Λ-module, then the functor

HomΛ(P,−) : ModdΛ → Ab

is exact.
Similarly, let I be an injective discrete Λ-module, then the functor

HomΛ(−, I) : (ModpfΛ )op → Ab

is exact.

Proof Since the two statements are dual to each other by Pon-
tryjain duality, it suffices to check the first statement, that is, for
any epimorphism r : N → N ′ of discrete Λ-modules, the corre-

sponding morphism HomΛ(P,N)
r◦−−−→ HomΛ(P,N

′) should be an
epimorphism. Given any continous Λ-homomorphism f : P → N ′,
since P is compact and N ′ discrete, f(P ) is a finite Λ-submodule
of N ′. Note that, r−1(f(P )), being a discrete Λ-submodule of N ,
is a union of its finite Λ-submodules, and therefore there is a finite
Λ-submodule Ñ ⊆ r−1(f(P )) ⊆ N such that r|Ñ : Ñ → f(P ) is
an epimorphism. Therefore, it reduces to the case where N,N ′ are
finite Λ-modules, which are certainly profinite Λ-modules, and the
statement follows. □

Remark 5.10. Although currently we have not yet set up a suitable
category of Λ-modules encompassing both the profinite and discrete
Λ-modules for cohomological algebra, Remark 5.8 and Lemma 5.9
guarantees that ExtΛ(M,N) is well-defined in the following three
cases:

• Both M and N are profinite Λ-modules, and ExtΛ(M,N) can
be computed by taking a resolution ofM by projective profinite
Λ-modules. Note that in this case, HomΛ(M,N) might admit
a non-discrete topology, but in ExtΛ(M,N) we do not take this
topology into account.

• M is a profinite Λ-module, N is a discrete Λ-module, and
ExtΛ(M,N) can be computed by taking a resolution of M by
projective profinite Λ-modules, and can also be computed by
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taking a resolution of N by injective discrete Λ-modules.

• Both M and N are discrete Λ-modules, and ExtΛ(M,N) can
be computed by taking a resolution of N by injective discrete
Λ-modules. Note that in this case, HomΛ(M,N) might admit
a non-discrete topology, but in ExtΛ(M,N) we do not take this
topology into account.

Now we apply the aforementioned setting to those Hopf algebroids
whose dual algebras are profinite rings.

Convention 5.11. In the rest of this section, let (A,Γ) be a Hopf
algebroid where A is a finite commutative ring and Γ, through the
left unit map ηL : A→ Γ, is a free A-module with countable basis.

Lemma 5.12. Let (A,Γ) be a Hopf algebroid as in Convention 5.11.
Then its dual algebra Γ∨ is a profinite ring.

Proof It suffices to combine Lemma 2.5 and Definition 5.1. □
Recall from Proposition 2.22 that there is an equivalence of abelian

categories RCoModΓ ≃ ModdΓ∨, where RCoModΓ is the category of
right Γ-comodules.

Definition 5.13. Suppose that N is a Γ-comodule or a discrete Γ∨-
module. Let RHomΓ(N,−) ≃ RHomΓ∨(N,−) denote the derived
functor of

HomΓ(N,−) ≃ HomΓ∨(N,−) : RCoModΓ ≃ ModdΓ∨ → Ab,

and set ExtΓ∨(N,N ′) := RHomΓ∨(N,−)(N ′). Also, let
RHomΓ∨(−, N) denote the derived functor of

HomΓ∨(−, N) : (ModpfΓ∨)
op → Ab,

and set ExtΓ∨(M,N) := RHomΓ∨(−, N)(M).
Similarly, suppose that M is a profinite Γ∨-module, let

RHomΓ∨(−,M) denote the derived functor of

HomΓ∨(−,M) : (ModpfΓ∨)
op → Ab,

and set ExtΓ∨(M ′,M) := RHomΓ∨(−,M)(M ′). Also, let
RHomΓ∨(M,−) denote the derived functor of

HomΓ∨(M,−) : ModdΓ∨ → Ab,
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and set ExtΓ∨(M,N) := RHomΓ∨(M,−)(N).
Note that if M is a profinite Γ∨-module and N is a discrete Γ∨-

module, the notation ExtΓ∨(M,N) is potentially ambiguous; how-
ever, by Remark 5.10, RHomΓ∨(−, N)(M) ≃ RHomΓ∨(M,−)(N)
and there is no essential ambiguity.

Proposition 5.14. The Pontryagin duality (Proposition 5.7) in-
duces an equivalence of categories (ModpfΓ∨)op

∼−→ ModdΓ∨
op
.

Proof This is immediate by Proposition 5.7. □

6 Further Development

In this final section we include some ideas which has not yet been
developed in this article but are necessarily demanded by both theory
and applications. Still, let (A,Γ) be a Hopf algebroid as in Convention
2.1.

Remark 6.1. The Hopf algebroids in consideration might be
graded or filtered. In that case, there are potentially two approaches
to dual algebras: either we consider the graded or filtered Hom and
obtain dual algebras as (topological) graded or filtered algebras;
or, recall that, graded abelian groups are comodules over the Hopf
algebroid (Z,Z[t, t−1]), and filtered abelian groups are comodules
over the Hopf algebroid (Z[τ ],Z[τ ][t, t−1]) (see for example [11]),
thus a graded Hopf algebroid might be treated as an ordinary Hopf
algebroid of the form (A,Γ[t, t−1]), and a filtered Hopf algebroid
might be treated as an Hopf algebroid (A,Γ[t, t−1]) which is further
equipped with an endomorphism τ .

Remark 6.2. As it constantly reappears through out this article,
a complete treatment of the dual algebra Γ∨ should be carried out
in the context of solid abelian groups. In particular, we should
have the dualizing object ω := RHomΓ∨(A,Γ∨) as an object in the
derived category of right Γ∨-modules.

Example 6.3. Resume Example 1.8, and also recall from Example
1.23 that, there should be following resolution of left Γ∨-modules:

0→ Γ∨
−·∇q−−−→ Γ∨

ηL−→ A→ 0,
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suggesting that RHomΓ∨(A,Γ∨) is computed by the complex

Γ∨
∇q·−−−−→ Γ∨,

which is quasi-isomorphic to (Γ∨/∇qΓ
∨)[−1]. Note that through

A
ϵ∨−→ Γ∨ → Γ∨/∇qΓ

∨, the underlying A-module of Γ∨/∇qΓ
∨ is

isomorphic to A; but under this identification, for ∇q ∈ Γ∨ and
f ∈ A = Zp[[q − 1]], we have

f · ∇q = −
f(q)− f(q

1
1+p )

q(q − 1)
.

Note also that, regarding A as a right Γ∨-module in this way, then by
definition there should be following resolution of right Γ∨-modules:

0→ Γ∨
∇q·−−−−→ Γ∨ → A→ 0,

suggesting that RHomΓ∨
op
(A,Γ∨op) is computed by the complex

Γ∨
−·∇q−−−→ Γ∨,

which is quasi-isomorphic to A[−1], where A is naturally equipped
with its canonical left Γ∨-module structure.

Remark 6.4. There might be another possible computation of the
dualizing object for (A,Γ): regard A as a left Γ-comodule through
ηL : A → Γ ≃ Γ ⊗ηR,A A, and Γ as a left Γ-comodule through

the co-multiplication Γ
∆−→ Γ ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ; then there is the object

RHomLCoModΓ(Γ, A), which is naturally a right module over the alge-
bra HomLCoModΓ(Γ,Γ) ≃ HomA,ηL(Γ, A). Note that, potentially the
object RHomLCoModΓ(Γ, A) should also be “equipped with a topol-
ogy”, although which might turn out to be discrete.

Example 6.5. Resume Example 1.8, that is, consider the Hopf
algebroid (A,Γ) = (Zp[[q − 1]],Zp[[q0 − 1, q1 − 1]]{q1−q0[p]q0

}δ), together
with the ring homomorphism

mq : Zp[[q0−1, q1−1]]{
q1 − q0
[p]q0

}δ → Zp[[q−1]], q0 7→ q, q1 7→ q1+p,
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and the operator ∇q =
1

q(q−1) ◦ (mq − 1) ∈ Γ∨ = HomA,ηL(Γ, A). If
Γ is regarded as a right Γ-comodule through ∆ : Γ → Γ ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ,
then ∇q acts on Γ through the composite (and we abusively denote
this composite still by ∇q)

∇q : Γ
∆−→ Γ⊗ηR,A,ηL Γ

idΓ⊗∇q−−−−→ Γ,

which is not a morphism of right Γ-comodule (not even a morphism
of A, ηR-modules), yet is a morphism of left Γ-comodules; moreover,
there is the following ((p, [p]q)-completely) exact sequence

0→ A
ηL−→ Γ

∇q−→ Γ→ 0,

suggesting that RHomLCoModΓ(Γ, A) is computed by the complex

(HomLCoModΓ(Γ,Γ)
∇q◦−−−−→ HomLCoModΓ(Γ,Γ)) ≃ (Γ∨

∇q◦−−−−→ Γ∨).

Remark 6.6. The object RHomLCoModΓ(Γ, A), or RHomΓ∨(A,Γ∨),
by definition, depends on the Hopf algebroid (A,Γ), or the presenta-
tion Spec(A)→ X where X is the stack associated to (A,Γ). How-
ever, the object RHomLCoModΓ(Γ, A) or RHomΓ∨(A,Γ∨) might some-
times be identified as canonical (at least for Spec(A)): for example,
consider the Hopf algebroid (C[x],C[x, y]∧(x−y)) = (C[x],C[x][[dx]]);
note that in this case we can not immediately apply Theorem 2.22
since for (C[x],C[x][[dx]]) we should consider co-continuous comod-
ules; yet following similar spirit we have the dual algebra C[x][ ddx ],
with the relations that d

dx ◦ f = f ◦ d
dx +

d
dx(f), and in this case we

have

RHomC[x][ d
dx ]
(C[x],C[x][

d

dx
]) ≃ C[x][

d

dx
]/(

d

dx
◦ C[x][ d

dx
])[−1],

and there is an isomorphism of right C[x][ ddx ]-modules

C[x][
d

dx
]/(

d

dx
◦ C[x][ d

dx
]) ≃ Ω1

C[x]/C,

where f d
dx acts on Ω1

C[x]/C through −Lf d
dx
.

Still, it is expected that, the object RHomΓ∨(A,Γ∨)⊗LΓ∨A ∈ D(Z)
depends only on the stack X associated to (A,Γ).
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[7] A. Krause, T. Nikolaus, P. Pützstück. Sheaves on manifolds.
https://www.uni-muenster.de/IVV5WS/WebHop/user/

nikolaus/Papers/sheaves-on-manifolds.pdf.

[8] J. Lurie. Higher topos theory. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University
Press (2009; Zbl 1175.18001)

[9] J. Lurie. Higher algebra. https://www.math.ias.edu/~lurie/
papers/HA.pdf.

[10] R. Liu, G. Wang. Topological cyclic homology of local fields. In-
vent. math., 230:851-932, 2022.

[11] T. Moulinos. The geometry of filtrations. Bull. Lond. Math. Soc.
53, No. 5, 1486–1499 (2021; Zbl 1485.14031)
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[13] C. Năstăsescu, F. Van Oystaeyen. Methods of graded rings. Berlin:
Springer (2004; Zbl 1043.16017).

37

https://gauss.math.yale.edu/~il282/Ginzburg_D_mod.pdf
https://gauss.math.yale.edu/~il282/Ginzburg_D_mod.pdf
https://www.uni-muenster.de/IVV5WS/WebHop/user/nikolaus/Papers/sheaves-on-manifolds.pdf
https://www.uni-muenster.de/IVV5WS/WebHop/user/nikolaus/Papers/sheaves-on-manifolds.pdf
https://www.math.ias.edu/~lurie/papers/HA.pdf
https://www.math.ias.edu/~lurie/papers/HA.pdf


[14] N. Naumann. The stack of formal groups in stable homotopy the-
ory. Adv. Math. 215, No. 2, 569–600 (2007; Zbl 1157.55006)

[15] D. C. Ravenel. Complex cobordism and stable homotopy groups of
spheres. 2nd ed. Providence, RI: AMS Chelsea Publishing (2004;
Zbl 1073.55001)

[16] L. Ribes, P. Zalesskii. Profinite groups. 2nd ed. Berlin: Springer
(2010; Zbl 1197.20022)

[17] J.-P. Schneiders. Quasi-abelian categories and sheaves. Mém. Soc.
Math. Fr., Nouv. Sér. 76, 1-140 (1998).

[18] P. Schapira, J.-P. Schneiders. Derived categories of filtered ob-
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