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Abstract

We prove that Hochschild cohomology of a certain class dy fgtoup-graded algebras
is a Mackey functor. We use the machinery of transfer mapad®at the Hochschild
cohomology of symmetric algebras.
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1. Introduction

Let k be a field,G be a finite group and leRg be a fully G-gradedk-algebra. By
definition, Rg has a decompositioRs = ©geccRg, Where eaclRy is a ak-vector space,
for anyg € G, such that for alh,h € G we haveRyR, = Ryn. In this paper we work only
with symmetric fullyG-graded algebraRs with the property that for any subgrotp of
G we have thaRy is a parabolic subalgebra &;, for further details see [1, Definition
2.3, Definition 5.1]. We begin by giving an example of a grarpded algebra which lies
in the above mentioned class of symmetric algebras and vitebindes the group algebra
case.

Example 1.1. Let Rg be a fullyG-graded algebra such that is a full matrix ring. By [4,
Theorem 4] we know tha®s is a symmetrik-algebra. Moreover by [6, Lemma 1.1] we
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obtain thatRg is a crossed product. Furthermore, these statements assthrat for any
subgrouH of G, Ry is a parabolic subalgebra Bf;.

We use the language of transfer maps between Hochschiladmambgy algebras of sym-
metric algebras, defined originally in [3], to give a struetaf Mackey functor for Hochschild
cohomology of such fullyG-graded algebras. Recall from [3] thatM is an A— B-
bimodule, projective as a le-module and as a riglg-module (where, B are two sym-
metrick-algebras) there is a gradkdinear map, called transfer map

tm - HH*(B) — HH*(A).
These transfer maps are also analyzed by explicit defisiiiofb].
LetH be a subgroup d& and letg € G. We denote b := Rg theRy — Rg-bimodule
structure orRg given by multiplication inRRg; similarly N := Rg as arRg — Ry-bimodule.

Also we consideP := Ry to be theRigy; — Ry-bimodule given by multiplication ifkg.
By Lemmd2.1, a) (which is proved in the next section) we cdimde

g =tm, t=tn, Cgn =tp,
hence we have the following gradkdinear maps
r&: HH*(Rg) — HH*(Ry);
tS : HH*(Ry) — HH*(Rg);
Cgr : HH*(Ry) — HH* (Rop));

which can be viewed as: "restriction”, "transfer” and "coggtion” maps.
In the main theorem of this short note we verify that the quplr

(HH*(kH>7 rﬁ,tﬁ, CgH )HSG,QGG
is a Mackey functor, see|[353].

Theorem 1.1. Let K< H < G and gh € G. The following statements hold.

) rfor§ =12, tSotl =t&;

i) 1 =t =idup Ry

iii) CghH = Cg,hH °ChH;

iV) ChH = IdHH*(RH) if heH;

V) cgkor =rgd ocgn and g ot = toff ocgi;

Vi) 18 0tG = ¥ geik\6/H tron © TRAon © CgH,  Where[K\G/H] is a system of represen-

tatives of double cosets KgH withegG.
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2. The proof of Theorem[L1]

In order to prove the main result, we need the following lem#lghough the results
from the next lemma are easily checkable, for completenesgive the entire proof. We
are inspired by the methods used.in [2, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma2.1. Let K. H < G and gh € G. The following statements hold.
a) M, N and P are projective as left and as right modules.
b) Rk ®Rryon; Righ) = RikgH) @S Rk — Ry-bimodules.
C) Rg(tH)] ®R[hH] RihH] = RighH) s Ronyy — Ry-bimodules.

Proof.

For the proof ofa) we easily see that the first two bimodules are projective teft
spectively right modules sindgy is a parabolic subalgebra B, seel[1, Definition 5.1,
(Pa2), (Pal’)]. Sinc&ygyy is a direct summand dig as a rightRy-module, andRg is a
projective rightRy-module (we use again the argument tRatis parabolic) we obtain that
RgH) is a projective righRy-module. Similar arguments show tHag is a projective
left Rgyj-module.

We prove assertion). The map

@ Ror) @Ry Rink) = Righty

defined by®(r1®rp) =ryrp foranyri®r, € RighHy] ®R[“H] Rihn) is awell-defined?[th} —
Ry -bimodule homomorphism. The inverse of this map is

¥+ Righ = Rigw)) ©Rpyy Rink
given byW(r) = ¥ic & @ bir for anyr € Rgnyj, where 1=y aibj, and allg; € Ry, bi €

Ry-1, sinceR; = Ry- Ry-1; herel is a finite set of indices. Consider another decomposition
1=7jciajbj, whereaj € Ry, bj € Ry-1 forany j € JandJ is a finite set of indices. Then

the equalities
abr=3 1labr = ajbia @ bir

= %aJ@bj%a;bir = ];aj ®bjr

show that the last mentioned map is well-defined.
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At last, for the assertion b) we fixe K andz € H and we observe that

Rt ®R1 F\’gz = Rtgz

asR; — Ri-bimodules. Indeed, this can similarly be shown as statém)ethe map given
by multiplication has an inverse that is defined using thatieh 1= Y ;. ajb;j, where for
alli e I we haveg; € R andb; € R,-1. One can observe that, by linearity, the multiplication
map extends to BRx — Ry-bimodule isomorphism betwedx R RigH) @andRgH]-

Proof.(of Theorern 111):

i) and iv) are an easy exercise if we use [5, Proposition2)Jf Statement v) is similar
to iii) and is left for the reader. Also, the second part ofigianalogous to the first part
and is left as an exercise. The rest of the proof is a consequain%, Proposition 2.7
(1)] and of the bimodule isomorphisms from Lemmal 2.1. Ket= Ry, viewed as an
Rk — Ryq-bimodule)Y := RighH] viewed as aI’R[th} — Ry-bimodule,Z := R[g(hH)] viewed
as anRgny; — Rmyj-bimodule andJ := Ry viewed as arRpy; — Ry-bimodule. For (i)
we have

KN3H]

H_ .G G
I’K oI’H :tx OtM :tX®RHM = I’K.
For iii) we have

CghH =ty and

CghH ©ChH =T1zoly :tZ®R[hH]U’

From Lemmd 21, c) we know that= Z®R[hH] U as R[th] — Ry-bimodules, hence iii).
Consider theRx — Rg-bimodule A := Rg, the Rx — Ry-bimoduleB := Rg, the Rx —
Rikngrj-bimoduleC := Rk and theR« — Ry-bimoduleD := Ry 4. For vi) we have

rEotS =taotm :tA®RGM =1,

sinceA®r; M = B.
By [3, Proposition 2.11 (i), 2.12 (iii)] and sin@@R[K

| P =D asRk — Ry-bimodules
(see Lemma 211, b)) the following equalities hold

N9H

K 9H _
tknoH ©'KroH © CgH = Z tC@R[ngH]R[gH]®R[gH]P
ge[K\G/H] 9€[K\G/H]
= Z tC®R[

KmQH]P
ge[K\G/H]

9e[K\G/H]

=1p.
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