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1. Introduction

The definition of a monoidal category first appeared in 1963 in the work of MacLane [8], and later
in his classic book [9] (first published in 1971). The notion of a Hopf algebra first appeared in topology
(more specifically, in the work [5] of Hopf in 1941, as an algebraic construction capturing the structure
of cohomology rings of H-spaces, in particular, Lie groups). Around that time, it was realized that Hopf
algebras could be viewed as algebraic structures arising from tensor categories with a fiber functor, i.e.,
a tensor functor to the category of vector spaces, through the so-called reconstruction theory (which
takes its origins in [4, 19]). Since then, the theory of Hopf algebras has gradually became a part of the
theory of tensor categories, and the theory of categories has been used in proving some of the more
recent results on Hopf algebras (such as the classification of semisimple Hopf algebras of prime power
dimension and the classification of triangle Hopf algebras). Linear algebraic groups have been studied
by a number of well known mathematicians [2, 6] for details. Very special classes of linear algebraic
semigroups were studied in detail in [3, 14, 15]. A general study of linear algebraic semigroups was
begun by Mohan. S. Putcha in the papers [16, 17]. As known, the category of affine algebraic groups
is anti-equivalent to the category of finitely generated commutative reduced Hopf algebras [1]. The
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weak Hopf algebra proposed by Fang Li is an extension of Hopf algebras. So, we can define the
so-called affine algebraic regular monoid such that the category of affine algebraic regular monoids is
anti-equivalent to the category of finitely generated commutative reduced weak Hopf algebras. This is
the main work of this paper.

2. Preliminary

Throughout this paper, R, Z* will denote the sets of all reals and positive integers, respectively.
As preparation, we introduce several concepts that related to a semigroup S. For an element x € §,
we call x regular if there exists some x* € § satisfying

xx'x=x, x'xx'=x",
x" is called the regular inverse of x. We denote
Vix)={x" €S | xx"'x=x, x'xx" = x*},
the set of all regular inverse elements of x and
ES)={xeS |x*=x},

the set of all idempotents of S. If all the elements of S are regular, we call S a regular semigroup.
If V(§) has only one element for any x € §, S is called an inverse semigroup; in this instance, we
usually denote x™' = x*. A bialgebra H over k is called a weak Hopf algebra [10] if there exists
T € Hom(H, H) (the convolution algebra) satisfying

idxTxid=id, Tx*id*T =T,

where T is called a weak antipode of H.

The same name weak Hopf algebra was also used as another kind of generalization of Hopf algebra
in [7, 12, 13] which comultiplication is no longer required to preserve the unit equivalently, the counit
is not required to be an algebra homomorphism. We must point out that these two kinds of weak
Hopf algebra are completely different generalizations of each other in various directions, since the
only common subclass just consists of Hopf algebras see [11]. The initial motivation of the latter was
its connection with the theory of algebra extension.

k will denote a fixed algebraically closed field, k* = k\ {0}. If n € Z*, then k" = kX kX --- Xk
is the affine n-space, M, (k) the multiplicative monoid of all n X n matrices over k and GL(n, k) its
group units. If X C k", the X is closed if it is the set of zeroes of a system of polynomials on k. If
X C k", the X denotes the closure of X. By an algebraic semigroup we mean a closed subset of k"
along with an associative operation which is also a polynomial map. By a homomorphism between
algebraic semigroups, we mean a semigroup homomorphism which is also a morphism of varieties (a
polynomial map). By a connected semigroup we mean an algebraic semigroup such that the underlying
closed set is irreducible (i.e. is not a union of two proper closed subsets).
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3. Affine algebraic semigroup

Firstly, comparing with the concept of affine algebraic group, we will introduce the concept of affine
algebraic semigroup.

Definition 2.1. [1] If A is a commutative k-algebra, the set X, = M;(A, k) of all k-algebra
morphisms from A to k is called an affine k-variety.

In particular, when A is a finitely generated k-algebra, we say that X, is an affine algebraic k-variety.

Definition 2.2. [1] Let A, B be commutative k-algebras, and let u : A — B be a k-algebra morphism.
Then the map

“U:Xpg— Xy, ‘ux) =xou, xeXp

is called a morphism of affine k-varieties.
Definition 2.3. [1] If A is a commutative k-algebra,

nilA = {f € A : there exists a natural number n for which f" = 0}.

If nilA = {0}, A is called reduced.

Let A, B be commutative k-algebras, V; denotes the category of affine k-varieties, and the set of all
morphisms from an affine k-variety Xp to X, is written by V. (X3, X4). So, we can get the following
result.

Proposition 2.4. [1] Let A be a commutative k-algebra, the morphism from the affine k-variety
X, to the affine line £ is called a function on X}, the set of all functions on X, is written by V(Xjy, k).
When A is reduced, then Vi (X, A) = A. The two correspondences defined by

A Xy = Mi(Ak), X4 Vi(Xy, k)

which give an anti-equivalence between the category of finitely generated commutative reduced k-
algebras and the category of affine algebraic k-varieties.
Theorem 2.1. [1] If A, B are commutative k-algebras, we get

M (A, k) X My(B, k) = My(A® B, k).

Therefore, the product X, X Xp of X, and Xj is taken as sets which admits a structure of an affine
k-variety, and is called the product of X, and Xp. If A and B are affine k-algebras, A ®; B is also an
affine k-algebra.

Definition 2.5. [1] A finitely generated commutative reduced k-algebra is called an affine k-
algebra.

Definition 2.6. [1] Given an affine k-variety G = M, (H, k) with H is an affine k-algebra, G admits
a group structure, if the two maps

m:GxXG—G, (x,y) = xy,

s:G—>G, x> x ', where xx'=xx=¢

are morphisms of affine k-varieties, then we call G an affine k-group.
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In particular, when G is an affine algebraic k-variety, G is called an affine algebraic k-group. The
map m, s and the embedding ¢ — G of the identity elements e into G, correspond to the k-algebra
morphisms

A:H—->H®H, S:H—->H, :H—>k

In this situation, to say that the multiplication map m : G X G — G satisfies the group axioms is
equivalent to say that A and & satisfy the axioms of k-coalgebras and that S is the antipode, in which
case, H turns out to be a k-Hopf algebra. Therefore an affine k-group is precisely G = M (H, k), where
H is commutative reduced k-Hopf algebra, and G is regarded as a group where the multiplication is
given via the convolution defined by

(x = Y)(f) = Zpx(f)y(fo), f€H x,yeG.

In other words, G is the group G(H°) of all group-like elements of the dual k-Hopf algebra H° of H,
where

H° ={f € H|f(I) = 0,for some ideal I of A such that dimA/I < oo}.

Then the two correspondences
H - M(H,k), G Vi(G,k)

give an anti-equivalence between the category of affine algebraic k-groups and the category of finitely
generated commutative reduced k-Hopf algebras.

Definition 2.7. [1] A k-Hopf algebra whose underlying k-algebra is an affine k-algebra is called an
affine k-Hopf algebra.

Definition 2.8. A weak k-Hopf algebra whose underlying k-algebra is an affine k-algebra is called
an affine weak k-Hopf algebra.

It is known that for every regular monoid S, its semigroup algebra kS over k is a weak Hopf algebra
as generalization of a group algebra. On the other hand, the set of all group-like elements of a weak
Hopf algebra is a regular monoid. So, we can give the definition of affine algebra k-regular monoid.

Definition 2.9. Given an affine k-algebra H, the affine k-variety S = M (H, k) admits a regular
monoid structure, if the two maps

m:S xS -8, (x,y) = xy,

t:S > 8, x— x", where x* is a fixed element in V,

are morphisms of affine k-varieties, then we call S an affine k-regular monoid.

Then, as the result of k-Hopf algebra H and affine k-group G = M(H, k), we can ge the main result
of this paper:

Theorem 2.2. (Main result) Let k£ be an algebraically closed field, H be a commutative weak
k-Hopf algebra, the two correspondences

H — M(H, k), S Vi(S, k)

give an anti-equivalence between the category of affine algebraic k-regular monoids and the category
of finitely generated commutative reduced weak k-Hopf algebras.
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4. The proof of main result

Theorem 3.1. [10] Let H = (H,m,u, A, &, T) be a weak k-Hopf algebra, for any a,b € H,T(ab) =
T(b)T(a), then H° = (H°, A", ", m*,u*, T") is also a weak k-Hopf algebra, where T* is weak Hopf
antipode of H°.

Proposition 3.1. Let H be a weak k-Hopf algebra, A be a commutative k-algebra, then the set
Alg(H, A) of algebra morphisms from H to A is a regular sub-monoid of Hom(H, A).

Proof. Obviously, uaey is an algebraic morphism form H to A, and it is the identity of Alg(H, A).

Let f,g € Alg(H,A), T be the weak antipode, for any x,y € H,

(f * @)(xy) = Z F((xy)1))g((xy)2) = Z Fa)fhaygx2)e(ve)

(xy) (CIX))
= Z )@ fm)ebe) = (f * X * &)
(),

(fxfoT = f)x)= Z Sxan) f(T (xa) f(x2)
(x)
= f(Z xanT (xaz)xe) = f(x)
(€9)
So, f*foTxf=f,similarly foT x f« foT = foT. Hence, Alg(H, A) is a regular sub-monoid of
Hom(H,A).

Definition 3.2. [10] Let H be a weak Hopf algebra, I is an ideal of H.

(1) AO)CH®I+I®H;

(2) &) = 0;

(3) TU)CI.

Then, I is called a biideal of H if it satisfies (1) and (2). I is called a weak Hopf ideal of H if it
satisfies (1)-(3).

Beishang Ren [18] had discussed some properties of quotient Hopf algebra and the Hopf algebra
homomorphism by the basic methods of Hopf algebras. Similarly, the following theorem from
Theorem 3.2 to Theorem 3.4 will discuss the relative properties about quotient weak Hopf algebra and
weak Hopf algebra homomorphism.

Theorem 3.2. Let K, H, N be weak Hopf algebras, f : K — H, g : K — N are weak Hopf algebra
morphisms. If g is epimorphism, and ker(g) C ker(f), then there exists a unique weak Hopf algebra
morphism & : N — H such that hg = f.

Proof. At first, there is a unique k-linear map & : N — H, such that hg = f. Since g is epimorphism,
for any ny,n, € N, there exist ki, k, € K such that n; = g(ky),n, = g(k,), hence

h(niny) = h(g(k1)g(k2)) = h(g(kikz))
= flkika) = f(k1) f(ka) = hg(ki)hg(ky).
So, & is an algebra morphism.
On the other hand,
An(hg) = Anf = (f ® Ak = (hg @ hg)Ax
= (h®h)(g®gAx = (h® h)Ayg.
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Since g is epimorphism, there is Ayh = (h ® h)Ay.
Moreover, egy(hg) = ey f = €k = €ng, S0 egh = gy. Hence, h is a coalgebra morphism.
At last,
Ty(hg) =Tuf = fTk = hgTk = hTyg,

that is Tyh = hTy.

Hence, h is a weak Hopf algebra morphism, and it is unique by the uniqueness of the linear map.

Theorem 3.3. Let K, H, N be weak Hopf algebras, f : K — H, h: N — H are weak Hopf algebra
morphisms. If # is monomorphism, and Im(f) C Im(h), then there exists a unique weak Hopf algebra
morphism g : K — N such that hg = f.

Proof. At first, there is a unique k-linear map g : K — N, such that hg = f. Since f, h are algebra
morphisms, so, for any &, k, € K,

h(g(kik)) = fkiky) = f(ki)f(k2) = hg(ki)hg(ks) = h(g(k1)g(k2)).

Since A is monomorphism, g(kik,) = g(ky)g(k>), so h is an algebra morphism.
On the other hand,

(h®h)Ang = Aphg = Apf = (f ® f)Ax = (h@ h)(g ® g)Ak.

Since & is monomorphism, there is Ayg = (g ® g)Ak.
Moreover, eyg = eghg = ey f = €k, S0 exg = €k. Hence, g is a coalgebra morphism.
At last,
hgTx = fTx = Tuf = Tuhg = hTyg,

that is gTx = Tyg.

Hence, g is a weak Hopf algebra morphism, and it is unique by the uniqueness of the linear map.

Theorem 3.4. Let H, L be weak Hopf algebras, ¢ : H — L is weak Hopf algebra morphism, / is a
weak Hopf ideal of H and 7 : H — H/I is a regular morphism, then

(1) Kerp ={x € H : ¢(x) = 0} is a weak Hopf ideal of H.

(2) H/I has unique weak Hopf algebra structure such that 7 is a weak Hopf algebra morphism.

(3) For any weak Hopf ideal I which satisfies I C Kergp, there is unique weak Hopf algebra
morphism @ : H/I — L such that p o = ¢.

Proof. (1) Kergp = {x € H : ¢(x) = 0}. Forany x € Kerg, ¢(x) = 0, then (¢®p)An(x) = Arp(x) = 0.
So,

Ap(x) € Ker(p® ¢) = Kero ® H + H® Kerg,

hence, Ay(Kerg) C Kero ® H + H® Kerg.
On the other hand, g5 (x) = e.¢0(x) = 0, TH(x) = Trp(x) = 0, so, Ty(x) € Kery, thatis Ty(Kery) C
Kerg. In conclusion, Kerg is a weak Hopf ideal of H.
(2) We can suppose H = (H,m,u, A, e, T), let H/I = (H/I,m', )/, ,&',T"). For any x,y € H, we
define
m((x+Dy+D)=xy+1, p'(1)=ul)+1,

N+l =Y xn+De@ay+1D), &+ =e@)+l, T'(x+)=Tx+1.
()
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So, it can prove that H/I = (H/I,m’,u’, A, &', T") has a weak Hopf algebra structure such that 7 is a
weak Hopf algebra morphism.

Suppose H/I has another weak Hopf algebra structure H/I = (H/I, my, u;, A1, &, T1) such that & is
a weak Hopf algebra morphism. Then

m((x + D(y + D) = m(z(x)n(y)) = ma(xy) = ab + I

(1) = (o )(l) = p(l) + I
A](X + I) = A]ﬂ'()C) = (7T®7T)A(X) = Z(X(]) + I) ® (X(z) + I),
(x)
ex+1) =g n(x) = e(x),

Tix+D)=Tn(x)=aT(x)=T(x)+1.

Hence, m" = m, i’ = uy;, A’ = A, & = &,T" = Ty, H/I has the unique weak Hopf algebra structure
such that 7 is a weak Hopf algebra morphism.

(3) Since 7 is epimorphism, and Kerm = I C Kergp, then we can prove the conclusion by the result
of Theorem 3.2.

Theorem 3.5. (1) Let A, B be weak Hopf algebras, and the weak antipodes T4, T of A and B are
anti-algebra morphisms respectively. ¢ : A — B is a weak Hopf algebra morphism over the field k%,
then ¢° : B — A° is also a weak Hopf algebra morphism.

(2) Let C be the category of the weak Hopf algebras which weak antipodes are anti-algebra
morphisms, then, the anti-function from C to itself

¢:C—-C
A A°

is adjoint, that is to say that for any A, B € C, there is a natural isomorphism:
0: HomweakHopf(A’ BO) — HomweakHopf(BaAo)-

Proof. (1) At first, ¢° is a bialgebra morphism on k. And, ¢T4 = Ty, so T ¢° = ¢°T}, that is
Tyo¢° = ¢°Tp-. Hence, ¢° : B° — A° is a weak Hopf algebra morphism.

(2) Letp : A — Bbe a weak Hopf algebra morphism, then ¢° : B° — A° is a weak Hopf algebra
morphism from the result of (1). Base on the inclusion relation B° C B*, we can deduce a k-algebra
morphism (B*)° — (B°)°. On the other hand, B C (B*)°, so there is a coalgebra morphism

&5 B — (B
b Ex(b): f > f(b),YbeB, feB.

Since the identity of (B°)° is &(B°), then for any morphism f € B°, f +— f(1), this morphism is &g(1)
exactly.
Forany a,b € B, f € B°,

(€s()Ep(D))(f) = (£p(a) ® E5(D)Ap(f) = fmpla ® b) = f(ab) = &p(ab)(f);
(T gy 0 Ep)D)S) = (E(DNTpe(f) = Tpe(f)(b) = fT(b) = (ET)(D)(f).
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That is T -y 0 ép = EpTs. Hence, €5 1s a weak Hopf algebra morphism.
At last, let ¢ € Homyeakpiopr(A, B°), Y € Homyearhopr(B, A°), define

0 :HomweakHopf(A» Bo) - HomweakHopf(B’ AO)
¢ = ¢’ odp
() :HomweakHopf(B, AO) - HomweakHopf(Aa BO)
Yo Yoy
Obviously ®(0(¢)) = ¢, 8(P)) = ¢, so @ is an isomorphism.
Let S be a monoid with identity element e, then kS is a weak Hopf algebra with A(x) = x ® x,

e(x) = e, T(x) = x*, x* € V(x). The dual k-linear space (kS )* of kS has (kS)* = Map(S, k), we denote
M (S) = Map(S, k). The following action makes M;(S) a two-sided kS -module.

(xfy)(2) = fyzx), f € M(S), x,y,z€S.

For f € Mi(S), we denote the left kS -module, the right £S-module and the two-sided kS -module
generated by f respectively by kS f, kfS, and kS fS.
Theorem 3.6. [1] The k-linear map

7 Mi(S)® Mi(S) — Mi(S X S§)
fegrma(feg): (x,y) = f(N),Vx.y €S, f,g € Mi(S)
is injective; the k-algebra morphism
0 M(S) > Mi(S xXS)
Jo(f): (ny) = flxy),Vx,y €S, f € M(S)

has the following result:
O0(f) € n(Mi(S) @ M(S)) & dim kS f < co.

Definition 3.3. [1] When f € M;(S) satisfies the condition that dim kS f < oo, f is said to be a
representative function on S. The set of all representative functions on § is denoted by Ri(S). Ri(S) is
a k-subalgebra of M;(S).

Now we have

Theorem 3.7. [1] 6(Ri(S)) C m(R(S) ® Ri(S)).

Thus, A = 771 0 § : Ri(S) — Ri(S) ® Ri(S) is a k-algebra morphism that define a comultiplication
on Ri(S). Moreover, by defining a k-algebra morphism € : Ri(S) — k by &(f) = f(e), (R(S),A, &)
becomes a k-coalgebra, and the fact that A, & are k-algebra morphisms implies that Ri(S) is a k-
bialgebra. This is called the representative k-bialgebra of §.

Proposition 3.4. Let S be a regular monoid, and V(y)V(x) C V(xy) for any x,y € §, then R(S)
becomes a commutative weak Hopf algebra.

Proof. Since § is a regualr monoid, we can define

T :Ri(S) — Ri(S)
e T(): x> f(x*), where x* is a fixed elment in
V(x) which satisfies T(f)(xy) = T(f)W)T(f)(x).
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Then, we can prove T(f) € Ri(S) directly. Moreover,

(id + T+ id)()(x) = D [fanTF)fl@ = D fun@ fan(x)fex) = ().
o) ()

Hence, id + T = id = id. Similarly, T = id «+ T = T. At the same time, R(S) € M(S), so, Ri(S) is a
weak Hopf algebra.

Remark. When § is an inverse monoid or commutative regular monoid, V(y)V(x) € V(xy) is
always right for any x,y € §, then R;(S) will be a weak Hopf algebra from the above proposition.

Theorem 3.8. (1) Let H be an affine k-algebra, if S = M;(H, k) is an affine algebra k-regular
monoid, then H has weak Hopf algebra structure.

(2) Let H be a weak Hopf algebra, and an affine k-algebra as algebra, then S = M (H, k) is an affine
algebra k-regular monoid.

Proof. (1) LetS = (M(H,k),w,m,t) be the affine k-regular monoid, then

m: Mk(Ha k) X Mk(H, k) - Mk(H’ k),
t: My (H, k) — M(H, k),
l:e—> MH k)

are affine algebraic k-variety morphisms. Then, there are k-algebra morphisms A : H — H ® H,
T :H— H,e: H — ksuch that

m=Aod, T=rt, e=g,

where A : M (H, k) X M (H, k) - M(H ® H) is an isomorphism, and A(4 X id) = A(id X A). Then for
any f,g,h € M(H, k)
m(m X id)(f, g, h)(a) = A"A(A"A X id)(f, g, h)(a)
= AA X id)(f, 8 (A ® id)Aa)
Since m(m X id) = m(id X m), A(A1 X id) = A(id X A), and the arbitrariness of f, g, h, then A(A X id) =

A(id X A).
Since m(f, e)(a) = f(a), hence for any f € M\ (H, k),

AA(f,e)@) = Af,e) ) any @ ap) = ) fla)elan) = f ansan)) = f(a).
(a) (a) (@)
From the arbitrariness of f, 3, a1e(aw)) = a. Similarly, 3, e(aq))ae) = a.
Moreover, m(m X id)(f, t(f), f)(a) = f(a), that is
> Faa)f(T (@) flae) = f(a),
(@)

hence, 3, aanT(aqz)ap) = a, thatis to say id * T x id = id. Similarly, T xid * T =T.
In conclusion, H is a weak Hopf algebra.
(2) Let H = (H,u,n,A, &, T)be a weak Hopf algebra,

A My(H, k) x Mi(H, k) = M(H ® H)
(f,8) P Af, ), Af,9x®y) = f(x)gD).
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Then, A is an isomorphism.

Let
m=AoAd: Mk(H, k) X Mk(H, k) - Mk(H®H, k) - Mk(H, k)

t=T": Mk(H, k) - Mk(H, k),

e =¢&.

Then, for any f, g,h € M;(H,k), x € H,

m(m X id)(f, g, h)(x) = A AA* A X id)(f, g, h)(x)

= > AAX id)(f, 8 () ® x12) @ X))
(%)

= Z S(xan)g(xaz)h(xw)).

(x)

Similarly,
miid X m)(f, 8, 1)) = > FOx1)g0ran)h(xan).
)

Since (A ® id)A = (id ® A)A, so m(m X id) = m(id X m).

m(m X id)(f,t(f), £)(x) = A AA A x id)(f, t(f), f)(x)
= Z FGamt(f)(xa)f(xe) = Z FGan)f(T(xa))f(x2)

(x) (x)

= fQ %y T Fan)xe) = f(2).

()

So, m(m x id)(f,t(f), ) = f. Similarly, m(m X id)(t(f), f, t(f)) = t(f).
At last,

m(f,e)(x) = Zf(x(l))e(x(Z)) = Z Sxayelxe) = f(x),
(%) ()

that is m(f,e) = f. Similarly, m(e, f) = f. So, S = M(H, k) is a regular monoid. Moreover, H is an
affine k-algebra, then S = M (H, k) is an affine algebraic k-regular monoid.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. The theorem can get by the result of Proposition 2.4 and Theorem 3.8.

Example 3.1. Let H = k[T, T’] be a weak Hopf algebra which satisfies TT'T =T, T'TT"' = T’,
and

ANT)=TT, N(T")=T'"®T', S(T)=T', ST")=T, &T)=¢&T’) =1,

then M;(H, k) 1s an affine algebraic k-regular monoid.
Theorem 3.9. (1) Let WH; be the category of weak Hopf algebras, MG, be the category of regular
monoids, for any H, H,, H, € ObjWH,, g € Homyy,(H,, H,), we can define

W : WH, —» MG, W(g) : Mi(Hy, k) — M (H,, k)
H > M(H. k) @ pr0g.

Then ¢ is an anti-function.
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(2) Let IG, be the category of inverse mononids, for any G, G, G, € ObjIG,, f € Hom;;,(G1, G,),
©2 € Ri(G,), we can define

¢:1G, - WH,  ¢(f) : Ri(G2) = Ri(Gy)
G — Ri(G) P2 @0 f.

Then, ¢ is an anti-function too.

Proof. (1) For any H,, H,, H; € ObjWH,, g\ € Homyy,(H,, H,), go € Homyy,(H,, H3). Based
on the proof procedure of Theorem 3.8 (2), ¥(H;) € MG,. Next, We will prove that /(g) is a regular
monoid morphism. Given h € Hy, ¢1, ¢, € Mi(Hy, k),

A2 * o1)(h) = (@2 * 1 )(g1(h)) = Z ©2(g1(M)1)e1(g1(M)2)
(g1(h)
On the other hand,

[V (g1)(@2) * Y(g)@](h) = Z 02(g1(hay)e1(g1(h2)).
(h)

That is ¥(g1)(¢2) * ¥(g1)(@1) = ¥(g1) (@2 * ¢1).
Moreover,

Y(g1)(e2)(h) = ex(g1(h) = £281(h) = £1(h) = e1(h),

that is ¥(g,)(e;) = e;. Hence, ¥/(g;) is a regular monoid morphism.
Next, for any h € Hy,o € M (Hy, k),

(g1 o g2)(@)(h) = ¢(g1 o g2)(h),
(W (g2) o Y(g))(p)(h) = SD(Z 82(hay)gi1(hw))) = p(g1 o g2)(h).

(h)

Hence, /(g1 © g2) = ¥(g2) © ¥(gy). Similarly, we can prove y(idn,) = idu, 0-

In conclusion, ¢ is an anti-function.

(2) Based on the remark of Proposition 3.4, #(G;) € ObjW H,. Next, we will prove that ¢(f) is a
weak Hopf algebra morphism. For any a € G,

()2 - p3)(@) = (¢2 - g1)(f(@)) = e2(f (@) (f (),

and

(@()@2) * (@) @) = [¢() @)@ @) @] = e2(f(@)ps(f(a).

That is
¢ @2 - @3) = () @2) * S(f)(¥5).

Hence, ¢(f) is an algebra morphism.
For any a,a’ € Gy,

Aren®(flpr(a®a’) = ¢(f)pa(aa’) = ¢s o flaa’),
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(@) ® PN Gy 2(a®a) = %]@(f) ® PN ® s)a®d)
= ; S(NN@B(N(s)(@)
= ) i @)sif@)
= sZ(f(a)f(a’)) = (g2 0 f)(ad),

where ARk(Gz)QOZ = Z(i) 1 ® ;. SO,

ArcnP()e2 = (9(f) @ ¢(f)Ar(G2)p2.

Moreover,
(er (G1) © P(f)(@2) = (f)(@2)(er) = a(f(er))
= ¢a(e2) = &g, (G2)(¢2),
s0, €, (G1) o ¢(f) = €g,(G2), that is ¢(f) is a co-algebra morphism.
At last,
PN T2(p2)(a) = To(e2)(f(a) = p212(f (@),

T1¢(f)(2)(a) = T\(p2f)a) = o2 f(t1(a)) = atr(f(a)).
Hence, ¢(f)T, = T ¢(f).

In conclusion, ¢(f) is a weak Hopf algebra morphism.
On the other side, for any f; € Hom, (G, G2), fo € Homyg, (G2, G3), ¢3 € Ri(G3), ¢1 € Ri(G1), we
have

(f2 o fi)ws)a) = @3 0 (f2 0 f)(a),
(@(f1) ® p(2))(@3)(a) = ¢(f1)(w3 © fo)(@) = (@3 0 f2 o fi)a).
So, ¢(f2 © f1) = ¢(f1) © ¢(f2). Moreover,
$(idg, )(@1)(a) = (¢1 0 idg,)(a) = ¢1(a)
= idg ) (p1(a)),
that is ¢(ldG1) = ide(Gl)'
In summary, ¢ is an anti-function.

5. Conclusions

First of all, we have defined the affine algebraic regular monoid comparing with the concept of affine
algebraic group and proved that the anti-function from the category C of weak Hopf algebras whose
weak antipodes are anti-algebra morphisms is adjoint at section 2. After that, we have characterized
the affine weak k-algebra H whose affine k-variety S = Mk(H,k) admits a regular monoid structure:
the category of affine algebraic regular monoids is anti-equivalent to the category of finitely generated
commutative reduced weak Hopf algebras at section 3.
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