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HOCHSCHILD COHOMOLOGY IN TOPOSES

CAMERON MICHIE AND IVAN TOMASIC

ABSTRACT. We develop a theory of internal Hochschild cohomology in a ringed
topos. We construct it via the internal Hochschild cochain complex, as well as
through derived functor/topos cohomology theory, and discuss its relationship
to the absolute Hochschild cohomology.

By specialising to the topos of difference sets, we obtain a theory of internal
difference Hochschild cohomology, and compare it to the absolute Hochschild
cohomology through the Grothendieck and hypercohomology spectral sequences.

We provide a systematic and detailed treatment of tensor products in suit-
able toposes in hope to complete the existing literature.

1. INTRODUCTION

It was shown in 7, II 6.7] that the category
k-Mod

of unitary left k-modules in a ringed Grothendieck topos (&', k) is an abelian category
admitting a set of generators and satisfying axioms (AB 5), (AB 3). Hence it has
enough injectives and lends itself to the development of derived functors and topos
cohomology.

Moreover, [7, IV 12.2, 12.7] consider the internal k-hom object

[N, P € k-Mod
for N,P € k-Mod as a suitable subobject of the topos-theoretic internal hom
[N, P] € &, and then construct the tensor product
- @ N
as the left adjoint of the functor [N, —].
In the case of a commutative ring k, k-Mod is monoidal closed with this structure,
i.e., we obtain the hom-tensor adjunction
Homk(M ®k N, P) = Homk(M, [N, P]k)

for all k-modules M, N and P in &.

Our objective is to develop a theory of Hochschild cohomology in a ringed
topos (&,k). Given a k-algebra A and an A-bimodule M, we define the inter-
nal Hochschild cohomology of A with coefficients in M as the cohomology

HH(A, M) = H*C[4; M]
of the complex of k-modules C[A; M| defined as
d° d' d? d?
0—M— [AaM]k - [A®27M]k - [A®35M]k — ...
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In order to prove that this is a complex and to verify the properties of the
cohomology complex, we observed that it is essential to be able to argue by el-
ements in the internal logic of the topos &. Moreover, due to the fact that the
objects involved use higher-order constructions, no meta-theorem such as the fa-
miliar topos-theoretic principle regarding classical and intuitionistic reasoning in
geometric logic (Barr’s theorem) can be of use to us.

On the other hand, Grothendieck’s construction of tensor products stems from
general category theory principles such as the adjoint functor theorem and predates
the development of internal logic, so we decided to provide a detailed treatment of
tensor products in toposes in our Appendix, and demonstrate that constructions
using universal properties and general categorical arguments agree with the realisa-
tions of suitable formulae in the internal language, and that it is justified to argue
by elements analogously to the classical proofs.

We show in [3.7] that, for an enriched projective k-module A, Hochschild coho-
mology can be calculated through derived functors of the internal Hom as

HH" (A, M) = FExt’}. (4, M),
where F' is the forgetful functor restricting the structure of A°-modules to k.
Motivated by this formula, we define the absolute Hochschild cohomology as
HH"(A, M) = Ext’yc (A, M).
In Section @ by specialising the topos to difference sets, i.e., by setting
& = o-Set

we obtain difference Hochschild cohomology, calculate its low-degree terms, and
give some explicit examples.

We are able to compute the relationship between internal and absolute differ-
ence Hochschild cohomology fairly explicitly as follows. The canonical geometric
morphism

o-Set — Set,

has the fixed points functor Fix as direct image functor, and its derived functors
vanish above degree 1. Hence, for an enriched projective k-module A, we show in
418 that Grothendieck spectral sequence degenerates into short exact sequences

0 — HH" (A, M), — HH. (A, M) — HH"(A, M)? — 0,
for n > 0, and the hypercohomology spectral sequences degenerates into
= HH"(A, M) — HHZ~ (4, M) — HE™*19 (A, M) — HH™ (4, M) — -
where
HH™7 (A, M)
is the cohomology of Fix of the complex C[A; M], and
HH (A, M)

is the cohomology of the coinvariants of the complex.
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2. HOMOLOGICAL ALGEBRA INTERNAL TO A TOPOS

2.1. Symmetric monoidal closed structure of k-Mod. Given a topos &, we
write

Ab(&)
as the category of abelian group objects (and their group homomorphisms) in &,
and
Ring (&)
as the category of ring objects (and their ring homomorphisms) in &.
Definition 2.1.1. For ringed topos (&, A), define
A-Mod := Mod(&, A)

to be the category of left A-modules (and their homomorphisms). Similarly, we
define
Mod-A := Mod(&, A°P)

to be the category of right A-modules (and their homomorphisms).
If (&,k) is a commutative ringed topos, then k-Mod = Mod-k.
Definition 2.1.2. For ringed topos (&, A), define
A-Bimod
to be the category of A-bimodules.
Definition 2.1.3. For commutative ringed topos (&, k), define
k-Alg
to be the category of k-algebras, i.e. the category of monoid objects in k-Mod.

It is well known that any given topos & is symmetric monoidal cartesian closed,
under the cartesian (categorical) product x and the internal hom [—, —]. By Propo-
sition [B.3] we can define an internal abelian group hom functor

[—, =]z : Ab(&)°P x Ab(&) — Ab(&).
Under this structure, Ab(&) is a closed category (Proposition [B7).
Similarly, let (&, A) be a ringed topos. By Proposition [B.I1] we can define an
internal A-hom functor
[—,—]a : A-Mod°® x A-Mod — Ab(&).
Given a commutative ringed topos (&, k), this descends to a functor
[—, =]k : &-Mod®? x k-Mod — k-Mod,

by Proposition[B.13] Under this structure, k-Mod is a closed category (Proposition
BIG). If & is such that Ab(&) has a set of cogenerators (this condition is discussed
on page [19), then the functor

Ab(&) — Ab, P+ Homa(M,[N, P]z)

is representable for every M € Mod-A, N € A-Mod. So, given a commutative
ringed topos (&, k), the category k-Mod is symmetric monoidal closed (Corollary
[C13) under the internal k-homs and a tensor product of k-modules,

- O —.
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When taking & = Set, these correspond to their classical analogues (Examples
B.10 [CI).

Definition 2.1.4 (Internally projective/injective object). Given a closed abelian
category (¢, [—,—]¢), an object X € € is internally projective (resp. internally
injective) if the functor [X, —]¢ (resp. the functor [—, X]¢) is exact.

Definition 2.1.5 (Enriched projective/injective object). Given a closed abelian
category €, an object X € € is enriched projective (resp. enriched injective) if it is
both projective and internally projective (resp. injective and internally injective).

When & is a Grothendieck topos, k-Mod is an abelian category satisfying axioms
(AB3) and (AB5) [7]. Therefore, it has enough injectives, and by [§], it has enough

internal injectives. As such, we can develop homological algebra, and give a derived
functor definition for Hochschild cohomology in a given topos.

2.2. Internal logic of a topos. Throughout this paper, we reason using the in-
ternal (higher-order) logic of a topos, taking [2] Chapter 6 as a guide. We use as
standard notation x: X to mean “z is a variable of type X7, and F ¢ to mean “this

formula is valid in our [given] topos”.
We fix

e A commutative ringed topos (&, k) such that Ab(&) has a set of cogenera-
tors, e.g., a topos with a natural number object (see page [19).
o A k-algebra A and A-bimodules M, N.

. In our logic reasoning, we will make frequent reference to variables
® ag,...,lpi1: A,
e m:M,
o f: [A®n, M]k.
We write m ® n as the term ®(m,n): M ®; N, where ® is the universal morphism

MxNZ M ®x N. For example, in section 2 we will often reason with the term
o ®... @ ay, of type A®" 1 We make frequent use of [2] (T53) and (T65), dropping
left universal quantifiers in much of our notation.

3. INTERNAL HOCHSCHILD COHOMOLOGY IN A TOPOS

3.1. Internal Hochschild cochain complex. We define a cochain complex

0 1 2 3
(1) 0— M L[4, M), L 1492 M), L (423 M) L

as follows. Fix an n € N. For any 0 < 7 < n, define a k-module homomorphism
§; : ABMHE - A®R 5 =id YT @ua @ 1d§ T,

for p14 the multiplication on A. In other words, §* acts as A-multiplication on the
i*h and (i + 1)*® factor, and as the identity on all others, so that

':61'(@()@...@&”) =00X ... A;—10; D ... X Q.-
Then, define 8" = [8;, M|y, : [A®", M| — [A®"F1 M]y,, so that
E@f)ag®@ ... ®an) = flag® ... ® ai—10; @ ... ® ay,).

For the same fixed n, we define 9° : [A®", M|, — [A®"*1 M]}, as corresponding
to the composite

ARy [A®n,M]k Rk A®" M) A M L) M,
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where [ is the left module action on M, via the adjunction
E-Mod([A®™, M|, [A®™ T M) = k-Mod([A®", M), @ AP M)
>~ k-Mod([A®", M|, @ A @y A®™, M)
= k-Mod(A @y [A®", M @), A®™, M).
We have E (0°f)(ap ® ... ® a,) = aof(a1 & ... ® a,), by Lemma A7

Similarly, we define 9""* : [A®", M], — [A®"*1, M],. as corresponding to the
composite

(A" M, @ A®" @ A 224 M, A D M,
where 7 is the right module action on M, via the adjunction
kE-Mod([A®™, My, [A®™ T M]y,) = k-Mod([A®™, M];, @ A®™ 1 M)
>~ k-Mod([A®", M), @ A®" @ A, M).
We have £ (0" f)(ao ® ... ® an) = f(a1 @ ... ® Gp_1)an, by Lemma AT
Then, let d" : [A®" M), — [A®"+L M];. be the k-module morphism

n+1

=Y (-1)a"

i=0

We stipulate A®? = k, so that [A®°, M|, = M. As a result, d" is defined for
all n > 0. We argue that () forms a cochain complex of k-modules under these
differentials.

Lemma 3.1. Ifi > j, then 8" 03’ =9 09" ',

Proof. By Propositions and [C9 and the internal logical evaluation of our
differential maps above, the proof is simple bookkeeping, and requires separate
easy verifications for the cases determined by when 4, j are adjacent, when j = 0 or
n+ 1, and when i = n + 2. [l

Proposition 3.2. For alln >0, d" is a differential on (), i.e. d"tod" =0.

Proof. We need to show that d" ! (d") = 0. We have that d" ™! (d") = E?IOQ(—l)iQi(Q") =
SIS (S (<192) = ST S (<1)7) (@), Thus, we can rewrite
(as in [3]) as
M=y U@+ Y (R0
0<j<i<n+2 0<i<j<n+1
Then by the previous lemma, for i > j §*(97) = /(9" "). We obtain
A = Y ()Y@ T+ Y, ()T
0<j<i<n+2 0<i<j<n+1
As j <i—1, we can relabel i — 1 as ¢ and swap indices. We obtain
= YD F)TPTE@) Y ()@,
0<i<j<n+1 0<i<j<n+1

and the sums cancel. O
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Definition 3.1.1 (Interal Hochschild cohomology). We define the internal Hochschild
cochain complex of A over k with coefficients in M, C[A; M], to be the complex of
k-modules

d° d' ®2 a2 ®3 d?
O_)M—)[AaM]kH[A 7M]k—’[A aM]k—>
We then define the internal Hochschild cohomology of A with coefficients in M
as the cohomology of this complex,
HH"(A, M) = H*C[A; M].

Example 3.3. Taking & = Set, we have that [A®", M]; = Homy(A®™, M), and
we obtain the classical Hochschild cochain complex. As such, internal Hochschild
cohomology in Set is precisely the classical Hochschild cohomology of algebras.

3.2. Derived functor definition of Hochschild cohomology. Let & be a Grothendieck
topos, so that k-Mod has enough injectives [7].

The Bar Resolution. We follow the construction of [I3] and [3]. Given a k-algebra
A, write A°P for the opposite algebra of A, i.e. A = A°P as a k-module, but the
multiplication * is given by the composite A°P x A°P {mam), A°P x Aop EA, gop,
i.e. so that F a1 * ag = aga;. Then, the enveloping algebra of A is

A° = A ® AP,
Any A-bimodule M is a left A°~-module via

A M =A@, My AL Me, AL M,
so that for variable a1,as: A, m: M, we have F (a1 ® ag)m = aymas.

Definition 3.2.1. The bar complez is the cochain complex A®*T2 = (A®"+2), -

with differentials .

d, = Y (-1)a s A A,
i=0
where 8 = id®" @u ® id®""", so that for variables ag,...,an41 : A, we have E
5§(a0 ®R...Q an+1) =00 Q... ®aA;A;4+1 O ... ® Ap41-

Proposition 3.4. For all n > 0, d), is a differential on the bar complez, i.e.
d,od, ,=0.

i / _ n n+1 i+j st ’ .
Proof. d;, o dy =)o 50 (—1)"176; 0 7. Thus, we can rewrite as

dyody,y = Y  (-1)soedi+ > (=1)H5 00
0<i<j<n+1 0<j<i<n
If i < j, then 0] 0§} = &%, o d; (by Propositions and [C.9 the proof of this is,
again, simple bookkeeping for various cases). So,
dyod, = Y (=) o5+ Y (=1)5 00
0<i<j<n+1 0<j<i<n
As j — 1> i, we can relabel j — 1 as j and swap indices. This becomes
dyod, = Y (1) es+ > (=1)"5 00,
0<j<i<n 0<j<i<n

and the sums cancel. O
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Proposition 3.5. The compler A®*12 is q resolution of A as an A°-module.

Proof. We use A®**+2 £ A — 0, where p: A ®; A — A is multiplication on A.

This is exact at A®y, A if im p = coker dj. We have F Va: A(u(a®1) = a), so, by
[2] Proposition 6.10.2, u is an epimorphism, so impu = A. The map p: AQx A — A
is zero on the image of dj, so descends to a map p : A ®; A/imd] — A, ie.
u : cokerd; — A. To show that this is an isomorphism, we construct a linear map
A — A x A that sends a — 1 X a, and combine with ® to get a map A — A ®; A,
and show that it is an inverse.

Immediately, for all a: A, F p(s(a)) = pla® 1) = a, so pos = ida. Given
ap,ay : A, we have that s(u(ap ® a1)) = s(apa1) = 1 ® aga;. But we have that
Edi(1,a0,a1) = ap ® a1 — 1 ® agay, so we have that in A®; A/imd)| F ay ® a1 =
1 ® agai. So, by Proposition[C.I5] s 0 u = ideoker ;- Thus, the complex is exact at
ARy A.

We show that there is a contracting homotopy on our cochain complex, and
therefore that the rest of the complex is exact (a contracting homotopy implies
homotopy equivalence to the trivial complex, and thus zero homology groups [16]).
We let s, denote the composite AS"+1 = 1 @, A8+l 14, A@n+2 o4 that, for
variables ag, ..., ap+1: A4, F $5,(00®...Qapt1) = 14®ag®...Qa,+1. By Propositions
and[C.9] it is simple bookkeeping to show that d,, 1105, +sp,_10d, = idgenta.
So we have a contracting homotopy on our chain complex, and therefore the complex
is exact. [1] O

We refer to the bar complex as the bar resolution of A as an A°-module.

HH as a derived functor.

Proposition 3.6. If A is an enriched projective k-module (as in Definition[21.5),

A®*t2 B A 0 is a projective resolution of A°-modules.

Proof. Let A be an enriched projective k-module. Then, by Proposition [E.5] so is
A®n for all n. We have an A°-module isomorphism A®"+2 = 4°¢ @ A®", as the
opposite algebra does not affect the additive group and the action of A° is only on
the first and the last elements. Therefore, for all M € k-Mod we have an isomor-
phism Homy, (A®™, M) ~ Hom e (A®"2 M). As A®" is projective, Homy (A®™, —)
is exact, and so Hom ge (A®"+2 —) is exact. Therefore, A®"*?2 is projective as an
A¢-module for all n. O

Writing F for the forgetful functor (the restriction of an A°-module to k), we
have an adjoint pair of functors

F
—

A¢-Mod T  k-Mod.
~_  _—
—®rA°

We therefore have isomorphism ([15])
(2) F[N ®j A°, M]ae = [N, FM|.
Proposition 3.7. If A is an enriched projective k-module, we have



8 CAMERON MICHIE AND IVAN TOMASIC

Proof. Writing P, for any projective resolution of A as an A°-mod,
FExt.(A,M) = FH"[P,, M]ac = FH"[A®*"? M] e = FH"[A®®* @ A®, M] 4e
>~ H"F[A®® @ A°, M) .
= H"[A®®, M]), = HH" (A, M),

where the second isomorphism is given by the exactness of F' and the third by

@). 0

We can use this derived functor definition to define the (ordinary) Hochschild
cohomology theory.

Definition 3.2.2. We define the Hochschild cohomology of A with coefficients in
M

3

HH"(A, M) := Ext’}. (A, M).

Remark 3.8. This cohomology theory takes values in Ab (ordinary abelian groups
in Set), rather than in k-Mod over the ringed topos (&, k).

Example 3.9. In Set, the internal homs are precisely the hom-sets, and so HH" (4, M) =
HH" (A, M).
4. INTERNAL HOCHSCHILD COHOMOLOGY IN DIFFERENCE SETS

4.1. The topos of difference sets. By a difference set, we mean a pair (X, ox),
where X is a set and ox is an endomorphism on X. By a difference morphism
(X,0x) — (Y,0y), we mean a commutative diagram

f
X—Y
(TxJ( J{O’y
X—Y
f
Together, these form a category
o-Set.

In practice, we write its objects as X, omitting the endomorphism, and write | X |
as the underlying set.

Example 4.1. We write Ny = (N, s), where s : 4 +— i + 1.

Example 4.2. We write N[o] as the difference set of polynomials in o with coeffi-
cients in N, where the difference action is multiplication by o. Then

N[o] = @ N,.

neN
We can then define difference algebra as algebra internal to this category.

e A (commutative) difference ring is a pair (k, o), where k is a (commutative)
ring and o : k£ — k is a ring endomorphism.

e Given such a k, a difference k-module is a pair (M, opr), where M is a
|k]-module and oy : M — M an additive endomorphism s.t. op(Am) =
oMo (m) for all A € k,m € M.



HOCHSCHILD COHOMOLOGY IN TOPOSES 9

o A difference k-algebra is a difference k-module that is also a difference ring.

Remark 4.3. Let o be the category with single object o such that Hom,, (0) consists
of composites of a single endomorphism o (so Hom, (0) 2 N). Then

o-Set ~ [0°P, Set],
i.e. o-Set is a Grothendieck topos [15].

So, we can consider topos constructions in the difference case. Crucially, a
difference ring is a ring object in o-Set, and the difference and topos-theoretic
definitions of k-module coincide.

The internal hom [X,Y] of difference sets X and Y is obtained by setting the
underlying set to be

o-Set(Ny x X,Y) = {(f;)jenlf; € Hom(|X|, |Y]), fi+100x =0y o f;},

where Ny = (N,i — ¢+ 1). This inherits a difference operator from N, sending
(fj)jen — (fj+1)jen. In other words, elements of [X, Y] are commutative “ladders”,

x Ly
ox oy
fi

X —Y

gx oy

so that the difference operator shifts the ladder up by a rung (forgetting the first
rung).

Given a difference ring k and k-modules M, N, we can construct [M, N]i as the
set of “ladders” whose rungs are |k]-module homomorphisms.

4.1.1. Functors on o-Set. The underlying set | X | of a difference set forms the
pullback of an essential geometric surjection Set — o-Set [15], given by

o-Set

Set
The left adjoint [—| : Set — o-Set is given by
’VS|:HS1, O'ZSZ"—’SiJrl,

ieN
where S; & S for all ¢ € N. In other words,
[S|={(s,i)]s € S,i e N}, o(s,i) = (s,i+1).
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The right adjoint |—] : Set — o-Set, i.e. the pushforward of the geometric mor-

phism, is given by
1S1=1]s: o:J[S =[S =>]]s:

ieN i>0 i>1 i>0

where S; = S for all i € N, and 7 is the projection on the first component and s
is the shift.
Therefore, for all X € o-Set, S € Set, we obtain natural isomorphisms

o-Set([S[, X) = Hom(S, | X]);  Hom([X],S)= o-Set(X, |S]).

Example 4.4. We can write Ny = [{*}|. From Example .2, we have N[o] &
D, N+ As [—| is a left adjoint, it preserves colimits. So,

Njo] = P Ny = P[{} = [P{x} = [N].
neN neN neN
Assigning to a set X the identity (X,idx) forms the pullback I of an essential

geometric morphism o-Set [15], given by

o-Set
Quo| 4 |I H|Fix

Set
The left adjoint Quo : o-Set — Set is given by
Quo(X) = coeq(X Z:;X X).
idx
The right adjoint Fix : o-Set — Set is given by
Fix(X) = {z: X|ox(z) = z}.

This naturally specialises to a functor k-Mod — Fix(k)-Mod, which we will also
write as Fix by a slight abuse of notation. In particular, we note that

Fix([X,Y]) = 0-Set(X,Y), Fix([M, N]x) = Hom (M, N),

for all difference sets X and Y, and for all k-modules M and N over a given
difference ring k.

The functor Quo restricted to difference abelian groups is called the coinvariants
functor

(=)o :0-Ab — Ab, (X,0x)— X, :=X/im(ocx —idx).

Again, this naturally specialises to a functor k-Mod — Fix(k)-Mod, which we will
also write as (—), by a slight abuse of notation.

The functor Fix restricted to difference abelian groups is sometimes called the
invariants functor and denoted

(—=)? : 0-Ab — Ab.
Then, we have that R! Fix = (—),, and R’ Fix = 0 for all i > 1 [I5].
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4.1.2. Tensored structure of k-Mod over o-Set. Let k be a commutative difference
ring. As shown in [I5] 15.4], the category k-Mod is tensored over difference sets.
For a difference set E and a difference k-module M, we write

E@ M= @M, where o(e,m) = (og(e),opn(m)).
ecE

It has the universal property
[E® M,N], ~[E,[M, N]g].
Lemma 4.5. We have that Ny s internally projective in o-Set.

Proof. Let (f;)ien € [Ny, Z]. We have that fi11(j +1) = oz(fi(j)) Vi,j € N, so
(fi)ien is determined by the values fy(j) for all j and f;(0) for all i. So, we have an
isomorphism |[N4,Y]] = |Y|%? = Hom(Z, |Y|), identifying (f:)ien with (x;)icz,
where

folé) ifi>0
T f0) it <0
Let ¢ : Y — Z be a surjection in o-Set. This induces difference map ¢* : [N, Y] —
[N4, Z], i.e. ¢* : Hom(Z,|Y|) — Hom(Z, | Z]), where the bare hom-sets inherit
difference structure via the isomorphism. By the Axiom of Choice in Set, this is a
surjection. As a surjective difference map, ¢* is a surjection in o-Set. ([l

Lemma 4.6. Let X be a set. Then E = [X]| is projective in o-Set.

Proof. We have that o-Set(F,Y) =2 Hom(X, |Y]). Let ¢: Y — Z be a surjection
in o-Set. Then it induces a map ¢* : o-Set(E,Y) — o-Set(E,Z), ie. ¢* :
Hom(X, |Y|) — Hom(X, | Z]). By the Axiom of Choice in Set, this is a surjection.

0

Proposition 4.7. Let X be a set, and write E = [X|. Then E ® k is internally
projective in k-Mod.

Proof. For any Z € k-Mod, we have natural k-module isomorphisms
[E®k, 2 2 E |k, 2] 2 |E,Z] = (0-Set(N; x E,Z),0) = (o-Set(E, [Ny, Z]), 0),

where each object obtains a k-module structure via the underlying difference bijec-
tions, and the difference structure on the right is obtained via the shift on N. Let
q:Y — Z be a surjection in k-Mod. By the internal projectivity of N, in o-Set,
we obtain surjection ¢* : [N4,Y] — [N, Z]. By the projectivity of E in o-Set,
we obtain surjection ¢* : o-Set(F, [N4,Y]) — o-Set(E, [N, Z]), i.e. a surjection
q*:[E®k,Y]k—>[E®k,Z]k. (I

Proposition 4.8. Let X be a set, and write E = [X|. Then E®k is projective in
k-Mod.

Proof. For any Z € k-Mod, we have natural isomorphisms of abelian groups
Homy(F ® k, Z) = Homy(k @ (E® k), Z) =2 Homy (k, [E ® k, Z]i).

Let q : Y — Z be a surjection in k-Mod. By Proposition 7] we have a k-
module surjection ¢* : [E® k, Y] — [E ® k, Z], and so, by the projectivity of k
as a k-module, we have a surjection of abelian groups ¢* : Homy (k, [F ® k,Y]x) —
Homy (k, [E®Ek, Z]i), i.e. a surjection ¢* : Homi(E®k,Y) —» Homp(E®k,Z). O
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Corollary 4.9. Let X be a set, and write E = [X|. Then E ® k is enriched
projective in k-Mod.

4.2. Low dimensional internal difference Hochschild cohomology.

4.2.1. Degree 0. We have an isomorphism [k, M|, = M, where every m € M can
be seen as a ladder (07(m))jen such that o/ (m)(\) = Ao’ (m), for all j. Then
d': M = [k, M)y — [A, M]y., d'm;(a) = ao’ (m) — o (m)a.

So,

HH(A, M) = kerd" = {m € M| ac'(m) = ¢'(m)aVi € N,a € A}.
4.2.2. Degree 1. Similarly, we can explicitly consider HH'(A, M) by looking at

d? : [A, M — [A®) A, M], where (d*(f;));(a ®b) = af;(b) — f;(ab) + f;(a)b, as
expected. Then

kerd® = {(f;)jen € [A, M]k|Va,b € A, f;(ab) = af;(b) + f;(a)b}.

Call these internal difference k-derivations, and write Der, (A, M) := kerd*. To
get the first internal Hochschild cohomology we quotient out by

imd" = {(fj)jen € [A, M| 3m € M s.t. Ya € A, fj(a) = ao’,(m) — o, (m)a}.

Call these internal difference inner k-derivations, and write IDer, (A, M) := imd".
So, we have canonical isomorphism

HH' (A, M) = Der, (A, M)/IDer; (4, M).
4.3. Example. Let k be a commutative difference ring, and let
k{z} = k[zo,21,...], with o : ; — x;41

be the difference polynomial ring. Write p(z) as shorthand for a polynomial
p(xla Ha) In) € k{.I}

Lemma 4.10. We have an isomorphism of k-modules
Kz} = Nlo] 9 k.

Proof. We identify v = no+nio+nao?+...4+npoP € N[o] with z¥ = 2 2] 252...ap" €

k{z}. Then o(z¥) = ay°zy" ..z, = z°®) . Then k{z} = @D, enjop ks Wwhere
a(z”,\) = (W), op(N), i.e. k{z} = N[o] ® k. O

Proposition 4.11. We have that k{x} is an enriched projective k-module.

Proof. From Lemma[LT0land Example[.2] we know that k{z} = N[o|®k = [N|®k.
By Corollary 9] k{x} is enriched projective. O

So, by the workings of Proposition 3.7 we calculate the internal Hochschild co-
homology of k{t} by constructing a projective resolution of k{t} as a k{t}° module.

Lemma 4.12. k{t}° = k{z,y}.

Proof. Given k{t} is a commutative difference ring, we know that k{t}¢ = k{t} @
k{t}. Consider a map k{t}°* — k{z,y},p(t) ® q(t) — p(x)q(y). This map is an
injective k-algebra homomorphism. Likewise, given f(z,y) € k{z,y}, it can be
factorised as a linear sum of terms p(z)q(y), and we have surjectivity. O
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4.3.1. Projective resolution of k{xz}. There exists a projective resolution
(3) ---—>H£>N_2F®k{x,y}1>N+®k{x,y}i>k{;v,y}i>k{x}—>0

of k{z} as a k{z,y}-module, where II := (N? ® k{z,y}) ® (N3 ® k{z,y}), also
projective as the direct sum of projective modules.

We will use this to calculate the cohomology groups of k{x} in sectionL.3.2] but
we must first prove that (B]) is a projective resolution of k{x} as a k{z,y}-module.
Write z; = x; — y; € k{x,y}.

Define the k{z,y}-module map f : Ny ® k{z,y} — k{x,y}, (i,p) — zip. Tt is
not hard to see that the image of f is precisely the kernel of € : z,y — x. We have

ker f = {> _(i,p:) € Ny @ k{w,y}| > zipi = 0}.

Define the k{z,y}-module map g : Ny X Ny @k{x,y} — Ny @k{x,y}, (i,4,p) —
(7;7 Z]p) - (.77 le) SO,

(4) g: Z(i,j,pij) = Z(i,zzj(pij — pji))-

Proposition 4.13. We have ker(f) = im(g).

Proof. For convenience, via a linear variable change, we may consider k{x,y} =
k{z,y} as R{z}, for R = k{y}.

Suppose, for contradiction, a minimal element )", (¢, p;) € ker f which is not in
img. So f(>,(i,pi)) = >, zipi = 0 for some p; € R{x}.

Firstly, suppose pg = 0. For any ¢, write p; = pgo) + zopgl) + zgpl@) + ...,
where zg J(pl(-")(zl, Zg,...) for any n. Then as >, zip;i = >, zipl(-o) +>, zizopl(-l) +
Do zizgpl(-?)—k... = 0, each of these terms must equal zero (they cannot cancel, as they
divide by different powers of zp). So, ), zipgo) => zipgl) = ... =0. So, rewriting
i = pgo) + pz(-l) + ..., we have that ) . z;p; = 0, so we have an equally minimal
example ). (i,p;). Then, reindex via (4, p;(21, 22,...)) — (i — 1,p;(20,21,...)). We
have that >, zi—1p(z0, 21, ...) = >_,; ziP}(21, 22, ...) = 0, and so we have an equally
minimal example where pg # 0. So we may proceed with the assumption that our
example ) _.(4,p;) has po # 0.

By substituting z; = 0 for j # ¢, we see that p;(0,...,0,2;,0,...0) =0, so every
term of p; must contain a factor of z; for some j # ¢, and we may write

pi = Z ZjPij-
JFi

By substituting 2z = 0 for k ¢ {i, 7}, we see that f;;(0,...,2;,0,...,25,...,0) =0,
SO we may write

Pij +Pji = Z ZED{i,j} k>
k¢{i.g}

where the index {7, j} k reflects the symmetry in 4, j.
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With this notation, we obtain

D i) =D zpiy) = Y (0, 2pi) + Y (4, zip5i)

i it i<j i<j
= Z(z, ijij) + Z(ja 2zi( Z ZkP{i,j}k _pij))
i<j i<j k¢ {ig}
=> ((i,zpi5) = Grzipi) + Y (s zizspgiyn)
i<j 1<j,k¢{i,j}
= glidipi)+ Y. U zizpigye)-
i<j i<j,k¢{i,j}

The first term lies in im(g), while the second term is in ker(f) again. However, the
second term does not contain a term (0,pg). As this was nonzero by assumption,
the second term has fewer terms than the expression we started with, and we obtain
our contradiction. (]

4.3.2. Internal Hochschild cohomology of k{x}. We have that k{z} is projective as
a k-module. Therefore, by Proposition B.1]

HH"(k{t}) = FH"[Po, k{t}]i(a,y},

where P, here refers to the truncated complex Py, — 0, for projective resolution
Py — k{t} of k{t} as an k{z,y}-module. Applying [—, k{t}]r{s,} to Ps — 0, we
obtain complex

=
Now, [k{z,y}, k{t}]i{z,yy = k{t}. Similarly, for any difference set E,
So, we obtain complex
0 — k{t} L5 [Ny B{t}] L5 (N2, k{t}] — ..

Remark 4.14. Recall that A € A°-Mod via (a®b)c = acb. Given f(z,y) € k{z,y},
we can write it as a linear sum ), p;(z)g;(y). Then, k{t} € k{z,y}-Mod via

fay)gt) = Qoipi(@)ai()g(t) = 32 pi(t)g(t)ai(t) = 32 pi(t)qi(t)g(t). So, the
action is f(z,y) * g(t) = f(t,t)g(t).
Proposition 4.15. We have an isomorphism of k-modules

HHO (k{t}) = b2},

Proof. We have that HH(k{t}) = ker f*. Now, f* : (an)nen — (n © f)nen

But for any )", (4,p;), we have that for all n, o, (f(>_,(4,pi))) = an (>, zipi)) =
>, zici(pi), because oy, is a k{x,y}-module homomorphism, and by the actions of

k{z,y} on k{x,y} and k{t}. But in k{t},
zian (pi) = (Ti — yi) * an(pi) = (ti — ti)am(ps) = 0.
So, HH® (k{t}) = ker f* = k{t}. O
Proposition 4.16. We have an isomorphism of k-modules
HH' (k{t}) = [N, k{t}].
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Proof. We have that HH' (k{t}) = ker g*/im f* = ker g*, by the proof of Proposi-
tion I8l Now, ¢* : (n)nen — (@ © g)nen. But for any Zij(i,j,pij), we have
that for all n,

an(fQ_ (6, ,pi3)) = an(Y_ (0 25(pig — pj))) = Zan(i, 2j(pij — pji))

1,7 A

= Zan 2% (i, (i — pji)))
= szan ng pji)) = 07

because ay, is a k{z,y}-module homomorphism, and by the actions of k{x,y} on
Ni ® k{z,y} and k{t}. So, HH'(k{t}) = kerg* = [Ny ® k{z,y}, k{t}]r{zy) =
[N, B{t}]. O

As E{z} is commutative, we know that IDer, (k{z}) = 0, so we have

Der (k{z}) = [Ny, k{z}].

4.3.3. Difference derivations on k{z}. We can make explicit the identification Der (k{z}) =

[N, k{:v}] Suppose d = (d;);en is an internal difference derivation on k{x}. Write
di = >0 61 . Then d corresponds to (f;)ien, where fo(i) = pi and f;(0) = p{,
for all ¢ € N+

Classically, given any {p;|i € N} € |k][z1, 2, ...], you can define a derivation d
on |k][z1,x2,...] by setting d(1) = 0,d(x;) = p;. Then, d =", pla , where the
action of p here is given by (pd)(f) = pd(f). So, we recover the classical result that

0
Der ) (| k][z1, 72, ...]) 2= €Dk ][z1, z2, g
ieN ’

Similarly, we have that Derg(k{z}) = Fix[Ny, k{z}] = o-Set(N;, k{z}) =
k{xz}. We can see this explicitly. A |k|[x1,z2,...]-derivation d is a difference deriva-

tion if o (d(p(x1, x2, ...))) = d(o(p(21, 22, ...))). But, given a term f = z'' 2% . .xin €
k{z}, we have

9 i i R ) ij—1 i
= U(ij%iﬂll...fbn") = U(ijljxll...ftj] :En")
J J j
; % ij—1 in
= sza(pj)x;...xj{i_l A
J
whereas
0 i
f)) = ij% n+1 - szp]—i-lxg ...$n"+1.
: J
J
So, a(d(f)) = d(o(f)) if, for all 4, pi11 = o(pi). As a result, a difference derivation

on k{x} is determined by a choice of p; € k{z}, and we see that Dery(k{z}) = k{z}.

4.4. Grothendieck spectral sequence. In the case that A € k-Mod is enriched
projective, our internal Hochschild cohomology is determined by the right derived
functors of F Homye(A, M), where F : A>~-Mod — k-Mod is the forgetful functor.
We have that

FHomy:(A,—) =FixoF[A, —] e
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Lemma 4.17. Let A € k-Alg be enriched projective as a k-module. The functor

F[A, —]ae takes injective objects to Fix-acyclic objects (in particular, to injective

objects).

Proof. Let A be enriched projective as a k-module. Given M € A°-Mod injective,

we want to show that F[A, M]4e is injective in k-Mod. So we want to know if

Homy(—, F[A, M]4c) is exact. Let 0 = X - Y — Z — 0 be a s.e.s. in A°-Mod.

Homy(—, F[A, M]4e) is left exact, so we have exact sequence

0 — Homy(Z, F[A, M]4e) — Homy (Y, F[A, M]ae) — Homy (X, F[A, M]ae).

Now, Homg (Z, F[A, M]ae) 2 Hompe (Z @y, A%, [A, M] 4¢) = Homae ((Z Q@) A®) @ ge

A, M). So we have exact sequence

0 — Hom ge ((Z(X)kAe)@AcA, M) — Hom ge ((Y@kAe)(X)AeA, M) — Hom ge ((X@kAe)(X)AeA, M)

Now, by assumption that M € A°-Mod is injective, Hom4.(—, M) is exact. So we

can consider the exact sequence

(X @ A°) ®ac A — (Y Q1 A®) @ue A — (Z Q1 A®) Q@ae A — 0.

Given that A° € A®-Mod, we have isomorphism (X ®;,A°)®4: A = X @1 (A°Q 4 A).

We also have X ®j (A°®4c A) 2 X @ A. Also, as A € k-Mod is projective, — ®; A

is exact. So, from our original s.e.s. we obtain a s.e.s.

0= (X ®,A°) R4 A— (Y @ A°) Q4 A — (Z @) A°) @4 A — 0.
Thus, we have s.e.s.
0 — Homg(Z, F[A, M] ac) — Homy (Y, F[A, M]ac) — Homy (X, F[A, M]ae) — 0;

in other words, Homy(—, F[A, M] a¢) is exact. So F[A, M]4. € k-Mod is injective.

O

The functors F[A, —]4e : A>-Mod — k-Mod and Fix : k-Mod — Fix(k)-Mod
are additive, left exact and between abelian categories, such that both A¢-Mod
and k-Mod have enough injectives. As F[A, —]ae takes injective objects to Fix-
acyclic objects, then for each object M of A°-Mod there is a spectral sequence (the
Grothendieck spectral sequence [0]):

EY? = (RPFixoRYF[A, —]ac)(M) = RPT9(F Homye (A, —))(M).
Recall that R°Fix = Fix; R'Fix = (—),, the coinvariants of the module, and
R'Fix = 0 for i > 1 [15]. We also have that R'F[A, —] 4 = FExt".(4, —) for all i.
So in the above case, we have
Ey° = Fix(F[A, —]a-) Ey° = (F[A, ~]ac)s
Ey? = Fix(FExt%.(A,-))  Ey?=FExt%.(A,-), E;‘=0forallp>1

As a result, if A € k-Alg is enriched projective as a k-module, we have spectral

sequence in Fix(k)-Mod

ED? = (RP Fix oExtf. (4, —))(M) = Extit9(A, —))(M).
Theorem 4.18. If A € k-Alg is enriched projective as a k-module, then for all
n > 0 we have short exact sequences in Fix(k)-Mod

0— HH" (A, M), — HH. (A, M) — HH"(A, M)° — 0.
Proof. This is immediate from [16], Exercise 5.2.1], and from Proposition 2| O
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4.5. Internal hypercohomology. We can compute spectral sequences in our co-
homology using the hypercohomology of Fix, applied to our Hochschild cochain
complex [A®**2 M]4e = [A®* M]i. By construction (2.4.2) and onwards in [6],
we have second-degree sheets of two spectral sequences,

TEPI([A®*T2 M) sc) = HPRIFix([A®*T2, M]ac);
HEPY[ADT2 M se) = RP Fix(HI[A®**2 M]a.) = RP Fix HHY(A, M),

with the last equality given when A is enriched projective in k-Mod. Given such

an A, both of these spectral sequences converge to the hypercohomology

Z"F Fix([A®*T2, M] 4¢) = R™(FixoH®)([A%* %2, M] c) =R"(FixoH® 0 [A®**2 ] 1c)(M)
=R"(Fix oExtY. (A, —))(M)
=R"(Fixo[A, —]a¢)(M)
—R"(Hom s (4, —))(M)
=Ext}. (4, M),

where the enriched projectivity of A gives the exactness of [A®*+2 —]4c, as in

Subsection
Given our internal Hochschild cochain complex [A®®, M1, we write

HH"™ (A, M)
for the cohomology of Fix of the complex, and
HHZ (A, M)

for the cohomology of the coinvariants of the complex.
Given that R'Fix = 0 for all i > 1, TF}*? is a two-row spectral sequence, i.e.,

LA, M) =0
for all ¢ > 1.

Theorem 4.19. If A € k-Alg is an enriched projective k-module, we obtain a long
exact sequence

.- — HH"(A, M) — HH" *(A, M) — HH" """ (4, M) — HH"" (A, M) — - -
Proof. This is immediate from [I6, Exercise 5.2.2], and from Proposition 21 O

Proposition 4.20. If A € k-Alg is an enriched projective k-module, then the 5-
term ezact sequence of low degree terms [16] associated to 1 F}*? is

0 — HH"7 (A, M) — HH' (A, M) — HH? (A, M) — HH* (A, M) — HH?(A, M).

Remark 4.21. Proposition [L.20] merely yields the initial part of the long exact
sequence from Theorem [4.19

Remark 4.22. That R'Fix = 0 for all i > 1 also tells us that //FJ'? is a two-
column spectral sequence, so we obtain short exact sequences

0 — TEFTL(AZ, M ae) — Bxthe (A4, M) — T EST (A2, M] 40) = 0,

We can see that this recovers the short exact sequences of the Grothendieck spectral
sequence from Theorem .18
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Remark 4.23. We can make some explicit sense of these terms. The second and
fourth terms are, in a sense, the naive Hochschild cohomology groups. For example,
Fix(HH' (A, M)) = H' Hom 4. (A®*+2 M) = H' Homy,(A®*, M) = ker d"7 / im d**7,
where

kerd" " = {f: A — M|Va,b: A, f(ab) = af(b) — f(a)b} = Dery(A, M),

imd”” = {f: A — M|3m € Fix(M), f(a) = am — ma}.

Also, HHY(A, M), is the zeroth cohomology of the quotient complex C™[A®*, My, ..

In other words, it is the kernel of the map 42 : My — [A, M]y,». To consider this

explicitly, we can first consider the map M — [A, M|y, which d" descends to. The
kernel of this map has as its underlying set

{m:M|(d’(m);); € im(o —id)}
={m:M|3h: [A, My s.t. Vi,Va, hiy1(a) — hi(a) = ac’(m) — o' (m)a}
={m:M|3|k]-hom hg : |A] — | M| s.t. opr(ho(a)) = ho(ca(a)) +oala)m —moa(a)},
the set of m € |M] such that there exists a |k|-hom ho whose failure to be a
difference map is measured by do(m)o oo4. Then ker dg has as its underlying set

the set of quotient classes of n € | M| that differ from such an m by an element of
im(oM — ldM)
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APPENDIX

Given a topos &, we can form the category Ab(&) of abelian group objects and
their homomorphisms, i.e. the category of models of the theory of abelian groups in
&. We write Homgz (G, H) to be the set of group homomorphisms between abelian
group objects G and H. Given a ring object A in a topos &, we can similarly
form the subcategory A-Mod of all (left) A-modules and their homomorphisms.
We write Hom4 (M, N) to be the set of A-module homomorphisms between (left)
A-modules M and N.

In the following, we show that these categories have their own closure, with an
internal group hom [G, H]z and an internal A-hom [M, N]4, and that A-Mod has
a monoidal structure under a tensor product — ® 4 —. We use the internal logic
of a topos to set out explicitly what these categories look like, and how to reason
in terms of their objects. We recover some classical results in a topos setting, and
achieve our main goal of justifying logical arguments on the tensor product in terms
of terms of type m @ n: M ®4 N, where m:M,n:N.

In particular, we demonstrate the properties of the tensor product of A-modules,
with a main goal of justifying arguments on the tensor product in terms of gener-
ators. If the category Ab(&) has a set of cogenerators, then the functor

Ab(&) — Ab, P+ Homa(M,[N, P]z)

is representable, for any given right A-module M and left A-module N, and so the
tensor product exists. For our purposes, this condition is often incidental. The
existence of a natural number object is sufficient, but not necessary. For example,
the elementary topos FinSet, without N.N.O, has a set of cogenerators for Ab(&),
precisely the set of objects of Ab(&), and so also satisfies this condition (indeed,
one can see that the tensor product of finite modules over a finite ring is itself
finite). We then restrict to the case with a N.N.O, and show how resulting free
constructions give us a construction of the tensor product. In the case that our
topos is also a geometric category, we give an explicit description of the logical
structure of the tensor product.

APPENDIX A. INTERNAL LOGIC OF A TOPOS

Before we proceed, we need some results from the internal logic of &, as set
out in [2]. We will make free use of the 96 logical rules, (T1) to (T96), Borceux
sets out between Theorem 6.7.1 and Theorem 6.9.6. We also make frequent use of
Propositions 6.10.2 and 6.10.9:

Proposition ([2] Proposition 6.10.2). In a topos &, let us consider:

two objects A, B;

two morphisms f,g: A — B;

three subobjects A1 — A, Ay — A, B — B;
variables a,a’ of type A and b of type B.

The following equivalences hold:

) f=g if EVaf(a) = g(a);

) f is a monomorphism iff E VaVa' (f(a) = f(a') = a=24d);
) [ is an epimorphism iff E Vb3af(a) =

) A C Ay Zﬁ':VCL(CLEAl — CLGAQ)

)

(1
(
E
(5) f factors through Ay, By iff EVa(a € Ay = f(a) € By).

2
3
4
5
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Proposition ([2] Proposition 6.10.9). In a topos &, consider a formula ¢ with
free variables a,b of types A, B. If the relation E by holds, there exists a unique
morphism f : A — B such that E ¢(a, f(a)) holds.

We can show that we satisfy the condition required for use of modus ponens
whenever the types of our variables and formulae are group objects.

Proposition A.1. Let X,Y € & be inhabited, i.e. with global elements x : 1 —
X,y :1 — Y. Then the projections m; : X XY — X ms : X XY — Y are
epimorphisms.

Proof. Consider X,Y € & with global elements x : 1 — X,y : 1 — Y. Then
EVa:X(a = m(a,x)), and F Vb: Y (b = ma(y,b)), writing z,y as the variables
x(x),y(x) for the unique variable *: 1. By [2] Proposition 6.10.12, we have that
1, Ty are epimorphisms. O

Corollary A.2. Given M,N € Grp(&), the projections w1 : M X N — M,y :
M x N — N are epimorphisms.

Corollary A.3. Whenever we consider variables and formulae of group object type
(in particular, of A-module type), the condition (DR) of [2] Theorem 6.7.1 holds,
and so we can use modus ponens.

Given A € Ring(&), M,N € A-Mod and f € &(M,N), we note that the A-

module homomorphism axioms translate to
LE f(m+m') = f(m)+ f(m'); 2.F f(am) = af(m),

where m,m’ : M,a : A. Given this, we can also prove the following A-module
homomorphism analogue of [2] Proposition 6.10.9:

Proposition A.4. In a topos &, let M,N € A-Mod for some A € Ring(&).
Consider a formula ¢ with free variables m,n of types M, N. Suppose that, for
m,m':M,n,n":N,a: A,

1.E (p(m,n) Ap(m’,n')) = p(m+m/,n+n); 2.F p(m,n) = plam,an).

If the relation Elny holds, there exists unique k-module morphism f : M — N such
that E (m, f(n)).

Proof. From [2] Proposition 6.10.9, we have unique f € &(M,N) such that F
w(m, f(n)); it remains to show that f is a A-module homomorphism. We have
E o(m+m/, f(m+m)); but as E @(m, f(m)) A p(m/, f(m')), then F ¢o(m +
m’, f(m) + f(m’)). By uniqueness, we must have £ f(m + m') = f(m) + f(m’).
Similarly, E @(am, f(am)); but as E ¢(m, f(m)), then E p(am,af(m)). Again by
uniqueness, we obtain F af(m) = f(am). O

When reasoning with internal logic, for ease of notation we will write f(y):Z for
the variable evy (f,y), where f:[Y, Z],y:Y and ev denotes the evaluation counit ev :
[Y, Z]xY — Z [II]. We can prove an internal analogue to [2] Proposition 6.10.2(a):

Proposition A.5. Let X, Y € &, and f,g:[X,Y]. Then
F(f=9) <= (Vo:X(f(z) = g(2)))-



HOCHSCHILD COHOMOLOGY IN TOPOSES 21

Proof. Our formula makes sense in any topos, taking X,Y as arbitrary objects
of the topos. So by the localising principle, our formula is valid precisely if it is

f
provable when f, g are global elements 1 = [X,Y], i.e. f,¢g € Hom(X,Y). But by

g
[2] Proposition 6.10.2, f = g if and only if Vz : X(f(z) = g(z)); and so we have
our result. g

Finally, we make explicit the logic behind the tensor-internal hom adjuncts of a
given map. First, we need to know how to reason about elements of product type:

Lemma A.6. Given objects X,Y € & and variable a: X XY,
Fr:X,y:Y(a=(z,y)).

Proof. Given a morphism f : Z — X x Y, we have that (7 o f,me 0 f) = f [10].
Specifically, (71, m2) = idxxy. So E a = (m1(a),m(a)), where m(a) : X, m2(a) :
Y. O

Lemma A.7. Let XY, Z € & Given f : X XY — Z, there exists unique
f: X =Y, Z] such that, for variables x:X,y:Y,

F f(z,y) = f(2)(y).

Proof. By [9], the adjunction &(X xY,Z) 2 &(X,[Y,Z]) sends f: X XY — Z to
the composite

; d [Y.f]

FoxLyx <y 2y z),
where d is the unit of the adjunction. By naturality of ev with respect to f, we
have that evz o([Y, f(—)] x Y) o (dx(—=) x Y) = f. In other words, the composite

(did) (I, £1,id)

ev(fiy): X xY LYV, X xY]xY
is equal to f. As a result, we have F f(z,y) = ev(f x Y)(z,y), ie E flz,y) =
f(@)(y)- O

Corollary A.8. Let X, Y, Z € &. Given g : X — [Y,Z], there exists unique
g: X xY — Z such that, for variables x:X,y:Y,

Fg(r)(y) = g(z,y).

Crucially, we take this unique correspondence & (X xY, Z) 2 &(X, [Y, Z]), f < f,
to be our tensor-hom isomorphism.

Y, Z] xY < 7

APPENDIX B. INTERNAL HOMS OF ABELIAN GROUPS AND MODULES

B.1. Module structure on internal homs. Let M, N € Ab(&). We begin by
describing the group structure on [M,N]. We have an addition map + N :
[M, N]? — [M, N] corresponding by adjunction to the composite

2 (idgar,np,801) 2 2~ 9 v o 4w
[M,N]* x M ———— [M,N]* x M* = ([M,N] x M)* — N° — N.

Given A € Ring(¢&), (right) A-module structure on M induces (left) A-module
structure on [M, N]. We have map pps,n) : A x [M, N] — [M, N] corresponding
via adjunction to the composite

(idiar, N7sienr)
-

Ax[M,N] x M=[M,N|xMx A [M,N] x M =5 N.
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Given B € Ring(&), (left) B-module structure on N induces (left) B-module
structure on [M, N]. We have map pups,n) @ B x [M, N] — [M, N] corresponding
via adjunction to the composite

B x [M,N] x M Y2, g N NN
From Corollary [A.8 given f,g:[M, N],m:M,a:A,b: B, we have
F(f xa)(m) = f(am),E (bx f)(m) = f(m)b and F (f + g)(m) = f(m) + g(m).
B.2. Constructing internal abelian group homs. Following the ideas of [5],
we can now define the internal abelian group hom of M, N € Ab(&),
+
[M,N]z :=eq([M,N] = [M x M,N]),
+ N
where +%, = [+, N] and +73 is the adjoint of

A ,id? ev?
(M, N] x M2 Lt o e a2 e, N) x M)? S50 N2 I,

This comes equipped with evaluation map [M, N]z x M — M, formed as the
composite evys o(iz,idys). In general, we will also write this map as evys or ev,
and for ease of notation we will write f(m): M for the variable ev;(f, m), where
f:[M,N]z,m: M.

From Corollary [A.§ for f:[M,N]z and m,m’': M, we have F +3,(f)(m,m') =
fim+m') and E 4+ 5. (f)(m,m') = f(m) + f(m'). Hence,

F fm) + f(m') = f(m+m).

From [2]’s Proposition 6.10.3, we obtain

Proposition B.1. We can realise [M, N]z as the subobject
[M,N]z = {f|Vm,m':M(f(m+m") = f(m) + f(m'))} — [M,N].
Example B.2. The topos & = Set is enriched in the natural way over hom sets,
i.e. we have that [X,Y] = Hom(X,Y) for any sets X,Y. Hence, for two abelian
groups M, N, we have
[M, N]z = {f|V¥m,m" € M, f(m+m') = f(m) + f(m')}
= Homz(M, N).

B.3. Closure of Ab(&). We obtain abelian group structure on [M, N]z as the
vertical map of

. "wa
[M, N]z 'z [M,N] = [M x M, N]
4“ + N
! o TIM.N
Nz [M, N]
5
[M,N]z. %

Given A € Ring(&), if M is a (right) A-module, we obtain the left A-action map

on [M, N]z by noting that the A-action map on [M, N] factors through [M, Nz =
[M, N], as for f:[M,N]z,a:A and m,m': M, we have

F (af)(m+m') = f((m+m')a) = f(matm'a) = f(ma)+f(m'a) = (af)(m)+(af)(m’).
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Similarly, given B € Ring(&), if N is a (left) B-module, we obtain the (left) B-
action map on [M, N]z by noting that the B-action map on [M, N] factors through

[M, Nz N [M, N], as for f:[M,N]z,b: B and m,m’: M, we have
F (xf)(m+m') = bf (m+m') = b(f(m)+f(m')) = bf (m)+bf (m') = (bxf)(m)+(bxf)(m).
From this, for a: A,b:B, f,g:[M, N]z, m: M, we obtain
= (af)(m) = f(ma),E (bf)(m) = f(m)b and & (f +g)(m) = f(m) + g(m).
Proposition B.3. The internal abelian group hom forms a functor
[—, =]z : Ab(&)°P x Ab(&) — Ab(&).
Proof. Let f: M — M',g: N — N’ be morphisms in Ab(&), giving morphism
fxg: M'xN — MxN"in Ab(&)°? x Ab(&). Then, the functor [—, =] : &P x& —
& gives a morphism
[f,g]: [M',N] — [M, N'],
so that, for variable h:[M’, N], we have
= vm: M([f, gl(h)(m) = g(h(f(m)))).
Suppose h € [M’, N]z. Then,
Fm,m": M([f, g](h)(m + m') = g(h(f(m + m'))) = g(h(f(m))) + g(h(f(m)))
= £ gl(h)(m) + [f, g (h)(m)).

So, [f,g] descends to a morphism [f,g|z : [M',N]z — [M,N’]z. The functor
conditions follow. O

Proposition B.4. We have natural isomorphism [1, M)z = M.
Proof. Define maps @ : [1, M|z — M and ¥ : M — [1, M|z, given by
FVfLM]z(2(f) = f(0m)), FVm:M(¥(m)(e) =m),

writing e as the unique variable of type 1. Then E ®(¥(m)) = ¥(m)(0;) =
U(m)(e) = m, and E U(®(f))(e) = ®(f) = f(0r) = f(e). O

Proposition B.5. We have extranatural transformation jyr : 1 — [M, M]z.

Proof. As & is a closed category, there is an extranatural transformation jx : 1 —
[X, X], so that E Va: X (jx(e)(x) = z), writing e: 1 as the unique variable of type
1. Let M € Ab(&). For variables m,m’: M, we have

Fim@)(m+m') =m+m' = jar(1)(m) + jun (1) (m'),

and so jp(1) € [M, M]z. So, the extranatural transformation given by the closed
structure of & descends to one on Ab(&). O

Proposition B.6. We have transformation
L]\N/IP : [NvP]Z - [[MvN]Zv [MvP]Z]Zv

natural in N, P and extranatural in M.
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Proof. As & is a closed category, there is a transformation
Lyz [V, 2] = [X,Y], [X, Z]),

natural in Y, Z and extranatural in X. This is such that, for variables g:[X, Y], x:
X,

EYFY, ZILS 2 (F)(9)(x) = f(g(2)))-
Let M, N, P € Ab(&). For variables g, g":[M, N]z,m,m': M,
EYfN, Plz(LYp(f)(9)(m +m') = f(gtm+m')) = fg(m)) + f(g(m'))

= LNp(f)(9)(m) + LY p(f)(g)(m")),
and
FVfN, Plz(Lyp(f)(g +¢')(m) = fg(m) + g'(m)) = f(g(m)) + f(g'(m))
= LN p(f)(9)(m) + LY p(f)(g')(m)).
So, the transformation given by the closed structure of & descends to one on Ab(&).
O

So, we obtain the following proposition by definition.

Proposition B.7. Ab(&) is a closed category under the internal abelian group
hom.

B.4. Constructing internal A-homs. Given A € Ring(&) and (left) A-modules
M, N, we can now define the internal A-hom

[M, N]a = eq([M, Nz A Nlz).

KN %

Here, p}; = [ua, N, and p} is the adjoint of

[M,N] x Ax M= Ax[MN]x M2, 4 N By

This comes equipped with evaluation map [M, N]a x M — M, formed as the
composite evys o(ia,idpys). In general, we will also write this map as evys or ev,
and for ease of notation we will write f(m): M for the variable evys(f, m), where
fi[M,N]a,m:M.

From Corollary [A.8] for f:[M,N]a,m: M and a: A, we have E u%,(f)(a,m) =
flam)) and F pn«(f)(a,m) = af(m). Hence,

= flam) = af(m).

From [2]’s Proposition 6.10.3, we obtain
Proposition B.8. We can realise [M, N]a as the subobject
(M, Ny = {|¥m: M, a: A(f(am) = af (m))} — [M, N]3.
Proposition B.9. We can realise [M, N]a as the subobject
(M, N = {7 [V, m': M, a A(fGretm’) = Fm)-+ £ )\ f(am) = af ()} — [M, ]
Example B.10. Taking & = Set, for a ring A and (left) A-modules M, N, we
have
[M, N, ={f|VYm,m' € M,a € A, f(m+m') = f(m)+ f(m') and f(am) = af(m)}
= Homyu (M, N).
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B.5. Module structure on internal A-homs. We obtain the group structure
on [M, N]4 as the vertical map of

*

Har

[M,NJa —— % [M,N]z =3 [Ax M,N]z
EN N
E|+ ! 2 +[M’N]Z
[M,N] ! [M, N1
[M,N)4. 'k

From this, for a: A, f,g:[M, N]a, m: M, we obtain

F(f+g)(m)=f(m)+ g(m).

Given B € Ring(&), if M is a (right) B-module, we obtain the (left) B-action
map on [M, N]a by noting that the B-action map on [M, N]z factors through

[M,N]a ., [M, Nz, as for f:[M,N]a,a:A,b: B and m: M, we have
= (bf)(am) = f(amb) = af (mb) = a(bf)(m).
Proposition B.11. The internal A-hom forms a functor
[—,—]a : A-Mod°? x A-Mod — Ab(&).

Proof. Let f: M — M’,g: N — N’ be morphisms in A-Mod, giving morphism
fxg: M xN — Mx N"in A-Mod°? x A-Mod. Then, by Proposition [B.3] the
functor [—, =]z : Ab(&)°P x Ab(&) — Ab(&) gives a morphism

[fug]Z : [M/vN]Z i [MuN/]Za
so that, for variable h:[M’, N]z, we have
EVm:M(([f, glz(h)(m) = g(h(f(m)))).
Suppose h € [M’, N]a. Then,
= Vim: M, a: A([f, gl (h) (am) = g(h(f (am))) = g(ah(f(m)))
= [f. glz(ah)(m).

So, [f, 9]z descends to a morphism [f,g]a : [M',N]a — [M,N’]4a. The functor
conditions follow. O

Proposition B.12. We have natural isomorphism [A, M)a = M, where [A, M) 4
obtains its action from the (right) action on A.

Proof. Define maps ® : [A,M]4 — M and ¥ : M — [A, M]4, given by
FVf[A M]a(@(f) = f(1a)), FVm:M,a:A(¥(m)(a) = am).

® is an A-module homomorphism, as, for f, f':[A, M]a,a: A, ®(af) = (af)(1a) =
af(la) =a®(f),and ®(f + f)(1a) = f(1a)+ f'(14). Then, for m: M, f:[A, M]a,
E ®(T(m)) = ¥(m)(la) = 1lam = m, and F Va : A(T(D(f))(a) = a®@(f) =
af(la) = f(a)). O



26 CAMERON MICHIE AND IVAN TOMASIC

B.6. Closure of k-Mod. Let k € Ring(&) be a commutative ring. Then every left
k-module is also a right k-module. In particular, for every M, N € k-Mod, we obtain
a k-module structure on [M, N]i, such that, for variables \: k, f:[M, N]x,m: M,
we have E Af(m) = f(Am) = Af(m). In this case, we obtain the following results:
Proposition B.13. The internal k-hom forms a functor

[—, =]k : k-Mod®? x k-Mod — k-Mod.
Proposition B.14. We have extranatural transformation jas : k — [M, M]y.

Proof. Define jys : k — [M, M] to correspond via adjunction to ups : k x M —
M. By [A7d we have E ¥Ym : M, : k(jp(AN)(m) = Am). For variables A, \ :
k,m,m': M, we have E jpr(A+ X)) = A+ XN)m = dm+ Nm = jpu(N) + i (N)
and F jp(AN)(m) = ANm = Ajyr(N)(m), so jar is a k-module homomorphism.
Similarly, E jar(A)(m +m') = A(m +m') = Am + Am/ = jar(AN)(m) + (N (m)
and E jpr(M)(Mm) = AVm = X(m) = Mju(A)(m). So, ju factors through
(M, M]y. O

Proposition B.15. We have transformation
Litp : [N, Pl — [[M, N1y, [M, PliJ,

natural in N, P and extranatural in M.

Proof. By Proposition[B.1] Ab(&) is a closed category, so there is a transformation
Lip: [N, Plz — [[M,Nlz, [M, Plz]z,

natural in N, P and extranatural in M. This is such that, for variables g:[M, N],m
M

3

E YN, Plz(Lyp(f)(9)(m) = f(g(m))).
Let M, N, P € A-Mod. For variables g:[M, N]k,m:M,)\:k,
EVf N, Pl(Lip(f)(9)(Am) = f(g(Am)) = f(Ag(m)) = Li/p(f)(Ag)(m)
= (Af)(g(m)) = LNP(/\f)( )(m)
= Af(g(m)) = ALY p(f)(g)(m)).

So, the transformation given by the closed structure of Ab(é)@ ) descends to one on
k-Mod. O

So, we obtain the following proposition by definition.

Proposition B.16. Given commutative ringed topos (&,k), k-Mod is a closed
category under the internal k-hom.

ApPPENDIX C. TENSOR PRODUCT OF MODULES

C.1. Tensor product functor. Let & be a topos such that, given A € Ring(&)
with right A-module M and left A-module IV, the functor

Ab(&) — Ab, P+ Homa(M,[N, P]z)

is representable (for example, any & such that Ab(&) has a cogenerating set, by
the Special Adjoint Functor Theorem). Write the representing object as M ® 4 N €
Ab(&), i.e.

HOmz(M ®a N, P) &= Homk(M, [N, P]Z)
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This isomorphism is immediately natural in P, but we also have naturalilty in M.
Given amap f: M — M’ of right A-modules, we have a map Homz(M®4 N, P) —
Homz (M’ ®4 N, P) induced by the diagram

Homz(M ®4 N, P) — Homu (M, [N, Plz)

| |

Homgz (M’ ©4 N, P) = Homa(M', [N, P]z)

So, for all left A-modules N, this yields a functor — @4 N : M — M ® 4 N, with
an adjunction
—®a N

%
Mod-A €L Ab(&)
[Nv 7]Z
We obtain map ® : M x N — M ®; N from the unit n of the above adjunction via
na € Homy (M, [N, M ® Nlz) — Homy (M, [N, M ®j N|) — &M, [N, M ® N])
~&(M x N,M ® N),

where the first map is Homz (M, ), an injection by the left exactness of Homgz (M, —).
Hence, FVm:M,n:N(m ®n = n(m)(n)).

Example C.1. From Example [B.10], we can see that setting & = Set we recover
the classical tensor product of modules.

C.2. Universal property of the tensor product. Let A € & be a ring object;
M aright A-bimodule, N aleft A-bimodule, and P € Ab(&’). We show the universal
property of the tensor product, via analogous reasoning to [4].

We say f: M x N — P is a balanced product (in M and N) if the following
diagrams commute:

(+n,idN) (idar, +n)
M2xN—— > M x N MxN2— M x N

(id?w»AN)J lf (AM,id?v)L lf
f? + f? +

(M xN)? — p2—— P (M x N)? — p2—— P

In other words, if we have
Bl. EVm,m/:M,n:N(f(m+m',n) = f(m,n)+ f(m',n));
B2. EVm:M,n,n':N(f(m,n+n') = f(m,n) + f(m, n)),
B3. lZVm:M,n:N,a:A(f(ma,n):f(m,cm)).
Write Bila (M, N; P) as the set of balanced products M x N — P.
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Lemma C.2. The set Bily(M, N; P) is an abelian group, inducing functor
Bily(M,N;—) : Ab(&) — Ab.
Proof. We use variables m,m’: M,n,n':N. Given f, f': M x N — P, we have
F3p:P(p= f(m,n)+ f'(m,n)).

So, from [2] Proposition 6.10.9, we have morphism (f + f') : M x N — P such
that E (f + f')(m,n) = f(m,n) + f/(m,n). Suppose f, f' are balanced products.
We can show that f + f’ is also a balanced product - for example, E (f + f')(m +
mlyn) = f(m+ml, m)+ f/me ', m) = fm,n)+ f(m',n)+ f'(m,n) + f'(m/,n) =
(f+ fH(m,n)+ (f + f/)(m',n). The group axioms are simple to verify. O

Lemma C.3. Let M be a right A-module, N a left A-module. The map ® :
M x N — M ®a N is a balanced product.

Proof. Take i : [N,M ®4 N]z — [N,M ®4 N]. We have that n, and therefore
iom, is a group homomorphism. So, by the explicit adjunction, for variables m,m’:
M,n:N,

F (m+m')@n=inim+m'))(n) =in(m))(n) +inim’))(n) =men+m'mn.
Similarly, for all m: M we have n(m) € [N, M ®4 N|z, and therefore i(n(m)) €
[N, M ®4 Nlz. So, for variables m: M,n,n': N,

Fm® (n+n)=i(nm))(n+n') =inim))(n) +inm))(n) =men+men'

Finally, note that for right A-module N and abelian group object P, the A-module
structure on «: [N, P]z comes from F Va: A¥n: N((aa)(n) = a(an)). So, again as
7 is a k-module homomorphism, for variables a: A,m: M,n: N,

= ma @ n = i(n(ma))(n) = a(n(m))(n) = n(m)(an) = m ® an.
O

Lemma C.4. Given a balanced product f : M x N — P and a group homomorphism
g: P —Q, gof is a balanced product.

The proof of this argues via variables exactly how the classical prove argues via
elements.

Lemma C.5. We have natural identification Bila (M, N; P) = Homy (M, [N, P]z).

Proof. By our work in internal logic, we know that given a map f: M x N — P,
there is a unique map f : M — [N, P] such that £ Vm: M, n: N, f(m,n) = f(m)(n).
For variables m: M,n,n': N, E f(m,n+n') = f(m,n) + f(m,n’) if and only if E
Fm)(n+n) = fm)(n) + f(m)(n'). By Proposition B [N, Plz = {f|f(n+n) =
f(n)+ f(n')}. So, B2 holds if and only if f factors through [N, P]z.

Given such an f where B2 holds, let m,m’': M,n:N,a:A. By Lemma [B.1] and
Subsection B3, f is k-linear if and only if E af(m) = f(ma) and E f(m +m') =
f(m)+ f(m'). From Proposition A5 substituting the types N, P for X, Y and the
variables af(m) and f(ma) for f,g,

= af(m) = f(ma) & Vn: N(af(m)(n) = f(ma)(n)).
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Also, F af(m)(n) = f(ma)(n) & f(m)(an) = f(ma)(n) & f(m,an) = f(ma,n).
By [2] Proposition 6.8.3 (T54),
(5) ) )

FVa:A,m:M(af(m) = f(ma)) < Va:A,m: M (¥Yn:N(f(m,an) = f(ma,n))).
Similarly, AFrorn Propositipn mAsubstituting the types N, P for X,Y and the
variables f(m +m’) and f(m) + f(m') for f,g,

E fim+m') = f(m) + f(m) & Yn:N(f(m+m)(n) = f(m)(n) + f(m')(n)).
Also, F f(m+m')(n) = f(m)(n)+ f(m')(n) & f(m+m/,n) = f(m,n)+ f(m/,n).
By [2] Proposition 6.8.3 (T54),

EYm,m': M (f (m +m') = f(m) + f(m"))
(6) S Vm,m' :M(Vn:N(f(m+m',n) = f(m,n)+ f(m',n))).
By Corollary [A-3] we can apply modus ponens to statements (Bl) and (@) to obtain
that f is k-linear if and only if E Vm : M,n: N,a: A(f(m,an) = f(ma,n)) and
EVYm,m :M,n:N(f(m+m/',n) = f(m,n) + f(m',n)), i.e. if and only if f is a
balanced product. (|
Corollary C.6. We have isomorphism Bila(M, N; P) 2 Homz(M ®4 N, P).

We recover the map ® : M x N — M ® 4 N as a bilinear map corresponding to

idye N via the isomorphism
Bily (M, N; M ©4 N) 2= Homg (M ®4 N, M ®4 N),
or equivalently as corresponding to the counit 7 via the isomorphism
Bilu(M,N: M ©4 N) = Hom(M, [N, M ®4 N]z).

Proposition C.7 (Universal property of the tensor product). Let M be a right A-
module M, N a left A-module. For every abelian group object P and every balanced
product

f:MxN— P,
there is a unique group homomorphism

f:M®sN—P
such that fo® = f.
Proof. This simply makes explicit the identification Bils (M, N; P) = Homz(M ® 4
N, P). For every balanced product f € Bily(M, N; P), there is a unique group
homomorphism f € Homgz(M ®4 N, P); and for every group homomorphism ¢ €
Homgz(M ®4 N, P), we identify it with go®; as ® is balanced, its composition with
homomorphism ¢ is balanced. O

C.3. Internal logic of the tensor product.

Proposition C.8. Let M a right A-module, N a left A-module, P € Ab(&). Given
group homomorphisms f,g: M ®i N — P, we have

f=9g <= EVYm:M,n:N, (f(m®n) =g(m®n)).
Proof. By Lemma [AG, £ Vm : M,n: N,(f(m ® n) = g(m ® n)) implies that

fo®=go®: M x N — P. We can recover f, g from fo®,go® via the universal
property of the tensor product; by the uniqueness, fo® = go® implies f =g. O
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Proposition C.9. The following hold, where m,m’:M,n,n': N and a: A:
(1) Ema®n=m® an;
2) E(m+m)®@n=men+m @n;
B)EmM@nm+n)=men+men’.
Proof. This is immediate from the bilinearity of ® : M x N — M ®; N. O

Proposition C.10. If M is a right A-module, N a left A-module, then M ® 4 N
is a (right) A-module.

Proof. We know from the bilinearity of ® that it equalises par,un @ M x A X
N — M xN,ie. Qory = Qoly : M xAXx N — M ®4 N. Then we
obtain corresponding i : M x N — [A,M ®4 N] via the adjunction, such that
E fi(m,n)(a) = p(m,n,a) =ma®@n =m®e an, for m: M,n:N,a: A. We show that
i1 is a balanced product. For variables m, m’': M,n,n':N,a’: A,
(1) EVa:A(a(m+m/,n)(a)=(m+m')@an=ma@n+m/a@n=ji(m,n)(a)+
f(m’, n)(a)).
(2) EVa: A([L(m n+n')(a) =ma®(n+n') =ma@n+ma@n’ = j(m,n)(a)+
fi(m )(G))
(3) |=Va A(f(ma’,n)(a) = mab®n =m ® d’an = f(m,a'n)(a)).
The first of these is equ1valent to £ Vm,m': M,n: N(Ya: A(i(m + m/,n)(a) =
fl(m, n)(a)+ fu(m’,n)(a))). From Proposition[A.5] substituting the types M, N for
X,Y and the variables i(m +m’,n) and fi(m,n) + g(m/,n) for f,g,
EVa:A(i(m+m',n)(a) = p(m,n)(a)+ia(m’,n)(a)) < (i(m+m’,n) = g(m,n)+ia(m’,n)).
By [2] Proposition 6.8.3 (T54),
EYm,m’:M,n:N, (Va: A(i(m + m', n)(a) = i(m,n)(a) + i(m’,n)(a)))
< Vm,m':M,n:N, (a(m+m',n) = a(m,n) + p(m',n)).
By Corollary [A.3] we can apply modus ponens to obtain
EVm,m':M,n:N,(a(m+m',n) = g(m,n) + a(m’,n)),

the first balanced product axiom. Through similar logic, we obtain the second and
third, to show that f is a balanced product. So, by the universal property of the
tensor product, fi induces a group homomorphism M ®4 N — [A, M ® 4 N]. We
take the right A-module structure to be the corresponding morphism M ®@4 N x A —
M ®4 N such that (m ® n)a =m ® an = ma @ n. (]

Proposition C.11. If M is a right A-module and N, P are left A-modules, then
there is a canonical isomorphism

HOmA(M ®a N, P) = HOHlA(]W7 [N, P]A)

Proof. Consider an A-module homomorphism f : M ® 4 N — P. This is a group
homomorphism, so corresponds to a bilinear map fo® : M x N — P. This then
corresponds to a map f : M — [N, Gz such that, for m: M,n: N, E f(m)(n) =
fim®n). But f is an A-module homomorphism, so for a: A4,

= f(m)(an) = f(m ® an) = f(ma @ n) = f(ma)(n) = af (m)(n).

Hence, for all m : M, we have f(m) : [N, P]a, and so f factors through M —
[Na P]A [l
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Corollary C.12. Given right A-module M and left A-modules N, P, let bilinear
map f: M x N — P induce f: M ®a N — P. Writing variables m: M,n: N,

f is an A-module homomorphism <= E Va:A(f(m,an) = af(m,n)),

Corollary C.13. Given commutative k € Ring(&), the category (k-Mod, ®y,) is
monoidal closed.

Proposition C.14. If N is an A-B-bimodule, then M ®4 N is a right B-module.
If M is a B-A-bimodule, then M ® 4 N s a right B-module.

Proof. We prove the first statement. Let u : M x N x B — M ®4 N be the

composite M x N x B (idaesrw), MxNS M ®4 N. Let i be the correspondent
map M x N — [B, M ® 4 N, so that for all m: M, n: N, b: B we have F [i(m,n)(b) =
u(m,n,b) = m @ nb. We show that i is a balanced product. For variables m,m’:
M,n,n':N,a: A, we have
(1) EVb:B(a(m+m',n)(b) = (m+m')@nb=m@nb+m’@nb = ji(m,n)(b)+
fu(m’,n)(b)).
) E Vb: B(ﬂ(m n+n')(b) = m®@(n+n")b = m@(nb+n'b) = mnb+men'b =
fi(m,n")(b) + u(m n')(b)).
) E Vb B(fi(ma,n)(b) = (ma) @ (nb) = m @ anb = ji(m,an)(b)).
By the logic of the proof of Proposition [C.I0, we obtain the balanced product
axioms
(1) F a(m +m',n) = i(m, n) + a(m’,n).
(2) F lm,n + ') = fi(m, n) + f(m, '),
(3) F ii(ma,n) = ja(m,an).
So, by the universal property of the tensor product, ji induces a group homomor-
phism M ®4 N — [B,M ®4 N]. We take the right B-module structure to be the
corresponding morphism M ® 4 N x B — M ®4 N such that (m ® n)b = m ® nb.
The proof of the second statement is the same, using the symmetry of the cartesian
product in &. O

Proposition C.15. In a topos &, let M be a right A-module, N a left A-module for
some A € Ring(&), and let P € Ab(&). Consider a formula ¢ with free variables
m,n,p of type M, N, P. We can think of ¢'((m,n): M x N,p: P) = ¢(m,n,p).
Suppose that, for variables m,m':M,n,n':N,p,p’ :P,a:A

(1) E (p(m,n,p) Ao(m',n,p")) = o(m+m',n,p+p');

(2) F (p(m,n,p) Ap(m,n',p")) = @(m,n+n',p+p');

(3) ': w(ma7 n’p) é @(m, an7p);
If the relation F by holds, there exists unique morphism f : M ®a N — P such
that E @(m,n, f(m ®n)).

Proof. Suppose we have as above. Then, from Lemma [A6] as F 3lpp holds,
E 3lpy’ holds. So, from [2] Proposition 6.10.9, there exists unique morphism f €
& (M x N, P) such that E ¢'((m,n), f(m,n)). We wish to show that f is a balanced
product. We have E ¢'((m 4+ m/,n), f(m +m’,n)); but as E ¢'((m,n), f(m,n)) A
@' ((m/,n, f(m',n)), then by Corollary [A.3] we can apply modus ponens to obtain
E gp’((m—|—m n), f(m,n)+f(m/,n)). By uniqueness, we must have £ f(m+m’,n) =
f (m n) + f(m',n). The argument follows for the second identity. Similarly,
E ¢'((ma,n), f(am,n)) and F ¢((m,an), f(m,an)), so E ¢((m,an), f(ma,n)). By
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uniqueness, we must have F f(ma,n) = f(m,an), i.e. f is a balanced product. So,
by the universal property of the tensor, there exists unique k-module homomor-
phism f: M ®; N such that fo® = f, i.e., F o(m,n, f(m @ n)). O

Proposition C.16. Let M, P be right A-modules, N,Q left A-modules for some
A € Ring(&). Given A-module homomorphisms f : M — P,g : N — Q, we
have unique A-module homomorphism (f ® g) : M @4 N — P ®4 Q such that the
following commutes:

MXNMPXQ

|, b

g
MspN—PR4Q

Proof. We have that the top path ® o (f,g) is a balanced product. For example,
for variables m, m’': M,n: N,

Ffm+m')@g(n) = (f(m)+ f(m')) @ g(n) = f(m) @ g(n) + f(m') @ g(n).

So, there is a unique homomorphism f®g: M® N — PR R such that (f®g)o® =
®o(f,9). 0

Corollary C.17. Let M, P be right A-modules, N,Q left A-modules for some
A € Ring(&). Given A-module homomorphisms f: M — P,g : N — Q, we have
that that

EVm:M,n:N,(f ®g)(m®n) = f(m)® g(n).
While the above results are sufficient to work fluently with variables of tensor
product type, if & is a geometric category (for example, a Grothendeick topos) then

we can make explicit the logical structure of the tensor product. Let ¢(z: M ®4 N)
denote the formula

P
\/pzozlmle,...,mp:M,ner,...,np:N(:E = Zmi ®n;).

Lemma C.18. Let & be a geometric category. Subobject L = [¢] is a subgroup of
M ®4 N.

Proof. Here, the sum notation denotes precisely the group structure on M ®4 N. So
EVr, 1 M®AN(\/T,>O\/Q>03m1 M, My, My, s Mg MmN, L Np g, e

N((z =", mi@n;) A2 _Zp+g+1 m;@n;)A(z+2' —Zerqmi@ni))). Hence,
rz+2:M®yqN. O

Proposition C.19. Let & be a geometric category. For x:M @4 N, we have E ¢.
Hence, M ®4 N = [¢].

Proof. L = [¢] is a subgroup of M®4 N. Let Q = (M ®4 N)/L with ¢ the quotient
map to Q. We have: 0 = go® as well as 0 = 0o ®. 0 is a balanced product, and
both 0,q are group homomorphisms. Hence, by the uniqueness in the universal
property, ¢ =0, and so L=M ®4 N. O

> Mptq -
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APPENDIX D. FREE CONSTRUCTIONS WITH A NATURAL NUMBER OBJECT
For this section, we take & to be a topos with natural number object.

D.1. Free A-module. The forgetful functor (—) : A-Mod — & has a free left
adjoint:

This can be expressed as the following universal property:

Proposition D.1 (Universal property of the free A-module). Given map f: X —
M for some X € & and some A-module M, there exists unique A-module homo-
morphism f: AX — M s.t. f= fonx as morphisms in &.

It is worth avoiding excessive precision. Considering X € &, M € A-Mod as
objects in &, M and M are the same object, as are AX, AX and AX. So the unit
& counit of our adjunction can be considered as morphisms nx : X — AX and
v AM — M in &, with €); also being a A-module homomorphism. From the
faithfulness of the forgetful functor, € is a pointwise epimorphism. Similarly, from
[9], the adjunction sends f € Homa(AX, M) to the composite X 2% AX EN M;
and g € &(X,M) to the composite AX A9 Ay 9 M, again a A-module
homomorphism. -

As such, a number of results simplify. For example, any given g : X — M is
equal to the composite X 2 AX A9 AN 94 N [9]; but as an equality of
morphisms in &, we can consider this a commutative diagram in &,

Ag
AX —— AM

UXWK lﬂw
g

X—M
From this thinking, we obtain the following results:
Proposition D.2. Given M € A-Mod, €p; o nyy = idps as morphisms in &.
Proof. Take g = id); in the above diagram. ([

Proposition D.3. The unit n is a pointwise monomorphism, and the counit € is
a pointwise epimorphism.

Proof. As stated, that € is an epimorphism is an immediate consequence of the
forgetful functor being faithful. But from Proposition D2 id = € o . As id is
pointwise monic, we have that 1 must be pointwise monic. ([l

Given a variable x: X, when the context is clear we will refer to x: AX as the
variable nx (x) (although in some of our arguments will need to make explicit the
presence of nx). We prove a free analogue of [2] Proposition 6.10.2(a), showing
that maps on the free module are “determined by their generators”:
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Proposition D.4. Given A-homomorphisms f,g: AX — M, we have
f =g if and only if EVz:X(f(z) = g(z)).

Proof. Writing precisely, we aim to prove that F f = g iff fonx = gonx, whenever
f and g are A-homomorphisms. We have & (X, M) = Hom4 (X, M). If f = g, then
they correspond to the same element of &(X, M); hence, fonx = gonx. If we
have that fonyxy = gonx as functions &(X, M), then they correspond to the same
element of Hom 4 (X, M); hence, f = g. O

Now, AX is an A-module object of &, so has addition and A-action maps. If

& is a geometric category, we can consider subobject [¢] — AX , where p(z: AX)
denotes the formula

p
\/pzoflal, vyt A3z, Lz X (2 = Z a;r;).
i=1
As im(nx) — [¢], from the thinking above we can consider instead X — [¢] a

subobject in &. Hence, nx factors through ¢ from X — AX.

Lemma D.5. If topos & is a geometric category, subobject [¢] is an A-module
object in &, so [¢] C AX in A-Mod.

Proof. Write ¢ : J¢] — AX, and consider variables x, 2’: X, a: A. Given [¢] x [¢] is
a subobject of AX x AX, consider the restriction of AX’s addition, + : [¢] % [¢] —
AX. Then we want F Va, 2’ : [¢](p(x + 2)). But

p p+q
E \/pzo \/qzoflal, ey Opyg Ay T, Tpyg X (x = Zaixi = Z aixi).
i=1 i=p+1
As a result,
p+q
E\oies0301, o Gpiqi A 301, 2py g Xz + 0 = Zaixi;

i=1
substituting a P = p + ¢, we see that F ¢(z + z’). Note that this holds even if
the x; variables overlap - the sum notation simply denotes the addition structure
of AX.
Now, given A X [¢] is a subobject of A x AX, consider the restriction of the
A-module action on AX, A x [¢] — AX. Then we want F Vz:[¢], Va: A(p(ax)).
But

P
E \/pzoﬂal, wnapt Az, oz X, = E a;T;;
i=1

as a result,
P

E \/pzoﬂal, e Op AT, xp X an = Z(aai)xi.
i=1
Hence, F p(ax). U

Proposition D.6. Let our topos & be a geometric category. Considered in A-Mod,
[¢] = AX. Hence, writing x: AX,

p
E \/,,203@17 v Opr Ay, xp X (T = E a;;).
i=1



HOCHSCHILD COHOMOLOGY IN TOPOSES 35

Proof. We wish to show Homa ([¢], M) = &(X, M). So, given f € Homa([¢], M),
let our new adjunction map f to the upper path of the diagram whose left hand
triangle commutes:

X ] f M.

|2
AX

Similarly, given g € &(X, M), we identify it with g, the composite
[o] — kX 29 AM <25 M.

We turn to internal logic. We have that, given variables a1, ...,ap: A, x1,...,2p: X
for some p,

p p
F o> ainx(zi) = err(Agd_ ainx (x:))) Z%EM Ag(nx (zi)) Zazg z;),
=1 =1

=1

from the commutative diagram earlier in the proof. Hence,

= vpzoﬂal, wnapt ATy, T (x = Zazxz A §(z Zalg x;) )

In other words, § acts on elements of X as g does, and extends linearly, as in
the classical case. Sending &-morphism g X — M there and back via our new

correspondence obtains composite ¢’ : X 2= [p] £ M. Then for z: X we have
E¢(z) = g(z), ie. ¢ =g. Sending f : [[cp]] — M there and back via our new
correspondence obtains morphism [’ : [¢] — M s.t.

P P

= f/(z a”L(I’L)) == Za’lf I’L - Zaz

=1 =1

as f is a A-module homomorphism. Hence,

P
E \/pzoﬂal, cnlpi Az, L xpt X (:1: = Zai:ci A fl(x) = f(:c))
i=1

This simplifies to F f/'(z) = f(z), and so f' = f by [2] Proposition 6.10.2(a). So,
for all X € &, M € A-Mod, we have &(X, M) = Hom 4 ([¢], M); hence, [¢] = AX
From this, we obtain the naturality of the isomorphism. O

D.2. Submodule generated by a subobject.

Definition D.2.1. Suppose i : X ~— M is a monic in & for A-module M. The
submodule (X) generated by X is the image of the composite AX AL AM 94 M.

Corollary D.7. Subobject (X) is a submodule of M.

Proof. This follows from the fact that AX — AM %5 M is an A-module homo-
morphism. O

Proposition D.8. Given A-homomorphisms f,g: (X) — N, we have
f =g if and only if EVe:X(f(z) = g(z)).
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Proof. Here, the variable z is the variable e(nx(z)): (X), where nx : X — AX is
the counit of the free adjunction, and e : AX — (X) is the map into the image of
en o A; given by the universal property. It is known that, given a category % with
equalisers, such a morphism is an epimorphism (see, for example, [14]). So, f =g
if and only if f oe = g o e. From Proposition [D.4] we have that foe = goe if and
only if FVz: X (f(e(nx(z))) = g(e(nx(x)))), and so we have our result. O

Lemma D.9. Considering X LM as a subobject of AM (via a0 i), the sub-
module (X) of AM generated by X is the image of Ai.

Pmof T he subobject (X) of AM generated by X is the image of the composite
AX 2 AM 22 AAM S22, AM; but by Lemma D22 €ans 0 naar = idans, so
this composite is simply Ai. |

Proposition D.10. Let our topos & be a geometric category. Writing @(m : M)
to be \/ _,3a1,...,ap: A 1, xp: X (mo= Y0 ax;), we have
(X) = [l

Proof. Write ¢ : X — M. We have that (X) = {m: M|z : AX (ep(4i(z)) =
m)}. Writing variable : AX, we also have F \/ _ Jai,....,ap: A, 21,...,2p: X(x =

p>0
2121 ainxTi).
Fix a natural number p. For variables a1, ...,ap: A4, 21,...,2p: X,

F((z= Zamxxi)) = (enm(Ai(x)) = epr(Ai Zamxxl =
i=1 i=1

'M»s HM‘E

@
Il
—

aii(,’Ei))

which we can shorten to F (z = Y7, ainxx;) = (em(Ai(z)) = 2P, aii(x)).
Hence, by T55, we have

P
IZEal,...,ap:A,xl,...,ajp:X((:zr:Zamxxi) (ens (Ai(x Zaz i(xz))

So, B\ 3a1,...,ap s Ayxy, . xp 0 X (en(Ai(z)) = Y0 asi(x;))). Now, for
m: M, clearly the formula 3z : AX (epr(Ai(x)) = m is equivalent to the formula
Vosodar, . api Ay, 1y :X(Elx:AX(eM(Ai(:zr)) = m). Hence,

(X)) ={m:M|3x: AX (m = epr(Ai(z)))}
={m: M| \/pzozlal, @y Ay, e,y X (Fzi AX (m o= epr(Ai(2))) }

P
={m: M| \/pzozlal, cnapt Az, ...,xp:X(Elx:AX((:zr = Zamxxi) A(m =
i=1

i(enr 0 Aiomx ) ()

e (Ai(2))))}

= {m:M] \/pzozlal, e pi Ay wy, oy X (2 AX (= Zamxzzri) A(m = Zalz(:zrl))))}

i=1

:{m:M|vpzoﬂal,...,ap:A,:Cl,...,:Cp Hx AX(m Zale
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omitting the monic 7 in our notation. Here we have used that, if F Vao(x), then
{a|Fxyp} = {a|Fz(¢ A )} for any variable a of some type A. O

D.3. Constructing the tensor product as a quotient of the free module.
We begin with the ideas of [I2]. Fix A € Ring(A4). Let M be a right A-module, N
a left A-module. Define the following maps in &

a:Mx Ax N5 M x N;

b: M x Ax N 2L M x N;

e c:MxAxN=(MxN)x A2 M x N;
d:Mx Mx N 25 M x N;

id2,,A %
GBI MXNXN=MxNxMxN 22N 0 N

)

e e: MxMxN
e f:MxNxN - MxN;
0g:MXNXN%MXMXNXNgMXNXMXNW—XN)MXN.
We can form four morphisms a —¢,b—c: M x Ax N 225 M x N,d —e :
MxMxNI MxN,f—g:MxNxN =2 MxN. Let § =im(a —¢) U
im(b — ¢) Uim(d — e) Uim(f — g). We can consider S as a subobject of the free

module A(M x N) (by composing narxn with the inclusion S LM % N). Hence,
we can form A-submodule (S) of A(M x N) generated by S (from Lemma [D.2]
(S) = im(Aq)).

From [2] Proposition 6.10.3,
S =1im(a — ¢) Uim(b — ¢) Uim(d — e) Uim(f — g)

={zjzeimla—c)Vezcim(b—c)Vz €im(d—e) Ve eim(f —g)}

= {z|Im3InJa(z = (am,n) — a(m,n)) Vv ImInda(x = (m,an) — a(m,n))

V Im, m'In(xz=(m +m’,n)—(m,n)—(m',n)) vV ImIn,n' (x=(m,n +n')—(m,n)—(m,n’))}.
Proposition D.11. Given M, N € A-Mod, we have

M @4 N =AM x N)/(S),

MM x N

with ® as the composite M x N — AM x N) - M ®4 N.

Proof. We follow [4]. Suppose we have balanced product M x N L p. Viewing
it as a morphism in &, the free-forgetful adjunction gives us a corresponding A-
module homomorphism f : A(M x N) — P, s.t. F f(nuxn(m,n)) = f(m,n), ie.

fonuxn =f.

To argue that f is zero on S, we need only show that f is zero on S, by Propo-
sition [D.8 We can use [2] Proposition 6.8.5 (T66) to pull out the existential quan-
tifiers of the above statement of S to obtain, for variable x:.S,

F 3m, m'3n,n'Ja(z = (am,n) — a(m,n)) V (z = (m,an) — a(m, n))
V(x=(m+m',n)—(m,n)—(m' n))
V(z=(m,n+n") = (m,n) — (m,n))).
Applying f to a variable x:S in the above expression yields zero, so we obtain
E Em,m/ﬂn,n/ﬂa(f(x) =0V f(x)=0V f(x)=0V f(z) = 0),
so E Im,m'In,n'Ja(f(x) = 0). As m,n’,n,n’,a aren’t variables of t}le formula
f(z) = 0, this implies F f(x) = 0, by [2] Proposition 6.8.1 (T49). So f is zero on
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S as a subgroup of A(M x N). By Proposition [D.8] it is zero on (S). So f factors
through ¢ : A(M x N) — A(M x N)/(S). So we have f': M @4 N — P such that

f oq= f7 SO f oqo 77M><N = f o NMyxN; in other words, f o® = f. Uniqueness
comes from Proposition [C.8 O

We provide an alternative proof of Proposition [C.19] given our topos & is a
geometric category:

Proof. As ¢ is an epimorphism, we have F Vo : M ®4 N(3z : A(M x N)(z =
q(Z))). This implies & Yz : M @4 N(\, . 3mi,...,my : M,3nq,....,np, : N(z =
a(>ooy ai(mi, i) = 320 aig(ma, n) = 307 ai(mi @ ng) = 300 (aims) @ ni)),
as ¢ is a A-module homomorphism. Given a;m;: M for all a;: A, m;: M, we have
our result. [l

D.4. Constructing the tensor product as a coequaliser. Here, we follow [12]
more closely. Let M, N € A-Mod. Recall the 7 maps a,b, ¢, d, e, f, g defined in the
previous subsection. These induce maps Aa, Ab, Ac: A(M x Ax N) — A(M x N);
Ad,Ae : AIM x M x N) - A(M x N); Af,Ag : AIM x N x N) — A(M x N).
Form the diagram D in A-Mod with these four objects and seven morphisms.

Proposition D.12. We have M ® 4 N = colimD, i.e. the colimit
A(M x M x N)

\\jlcj’ Ae
Aa, Ab. A

A(M x Ax N) MXN)L>M®AN

A(M x N x N)

Proof. From Proposition [C.9] we know that ® od = ® oe, i.e. gonyxyod =
qo NN ©e; hence, by the naturality of n, go Adony2yn = go Aeonpzyn. From
Proposition [D.4] q o Ad = qo Ae. A similar argument shows that ¢ equalises Af
and Ag, and each pair of Aa, Ab, Ac.

Suppose there exists some object 77 with A-module homomorphism A(M X

N) L T" such that ¢/ equalises our maps. Then by the free-forgetful adjunction,
¢ € Homa(A(M x N),T’) induces ¢’ = ¢’ o nyxn € &(M x N, T’). But from the
fact that ¢’ equalises Ad and Ae, it must equalise Adonys2« N, Aconuz« n; hence, it
equalises narx v od, Narx N oe. By similar arguments, it equalises Ny« v oa, Naprx N ob
and naxn © fynuxn © g. Therefore, ¢' o nyr«n is a balanced product. Hence,
¢ = ¢ o Nuxn induces unique map M ® 4 N — T’ which makes our diagram
commute. (I

APPENDIX E. ALGEBRA OVER A RING OBJECT

E.1. Internal hom and tensor product. It is a simple exercise to check that
A-action on a A-module M is a balanced product in A and M whenever A is
commutative. Therefore, we also have the following result which shows that any
A-action on a A-module factors through the tensor:
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Lemma E.1. Let M € A-Mod, so that M is equipped with A-action upy : AX M —
M. Then we have action fip; : AQRa M — M so that fipg 0o ® = pipg-

Lemma E.2. For all M € Mod-A, we have M @4 A= M.

Proof. We have that Homa (M ®4 A, M) = Homy (M, [A, M]4) = Homu (M, M).
By the naturality of these isomorphisms, we have that M ®4 A = M. O

E.2. Bimodules over an algebra. Let k be a commutative ring object in &, and
A a (not necessarily commutative) ring object in k-Mod, i.e. A € k-Alg. Write
A-Mod, A-Bimod as the categories of left A-modules and A-bimodules, respectively.

Lemma E.3. Given A-module M and k-module N, we have M @) N € A-Mod. If
M is an A-bimodule, then M ®; N € A-Bimod.

Proof. We let the A-module action on M ®j, N be the composite A ®y (M Q) N) =

(A®r M) @ N LMV, AT @ N, so that E a(m®n) = (am) ®n. From here, it is
a simple verification that this is in fact an A-module action. If M € A-Bimod, we
construct the left action as above, and take the appropriate isomorphisms (M ®j
N)RrAX M, (N@pA) 2 MRk (ARr N) = (M Qi A) @k N for the right action.
The result follows. O

Lemma E.4. Given M,N € A-Mod, [M,N];, € A-Mod. If N is an A-bimodule,
then [M, N, € A-Bimod.

Proof. We have Homa (A ®4 [M, N, [M, N]i) = Homg(A @4 [M, N, @4 M, N).
The evaluation map evy : [M,N]p ®4 M — N is a morphism in both k-Mod
and A-Mod. Hence, we let our A-module action on [M, N]; be the adjunct of
A®p[M,N]y @4 M 222, 4o, N 225 A so that F (af)(m) = af(m). We
can verify that this corresponds to an A-module action. If N € A-Bimod, we
construct the left action as above, and take the isomorphism A ®4 N 2 N ®4 A
for the right action. The result follows. O

E.3. Enriched projectivity. Recall that M € k-Mod is projective iff the functor
Homy (M, —) is exact. We say that M is internally projective if the functor [M, —|
is exact (Definition [Z14]), and that M is enriched projective if it is both internally
projective and projective (Definition 2.T.5]).

Proposition E.5. If M, N € k-Mod are enriched projective, then so is M ®j N.

Proof. Suppose M, N are enriched projective in k-Mod. We want to show that
Homy (M ®i N, —) and [M ®j N, —]; are exact.

Let 0 = A — B — C — 0 be a short exact sequence of k-modules. By the
exactness of [N, —]i, we have short exact sequence

0 — [N, Al — [N, B]x — [N, Clx — 0.
By the exactness of Homy (M, —) we have short exact sequence

00— Homk(M, [N, A]k) — Homk(M, [N, B]k) — Homk(M, [N, C}k)

1R L1 e

0 — Homy (M ®; N, A) — Homy (M ®j, N, B) — Homy(M ®; N, C).

So Homy (M ® N, —) is right exact, i.e. M ®j N is projective.



40

So

1

(8

[9
[10

[11
[12
[13
[14

[15
[16

CAMERON MICHIE AND IVAN TOMASIC

By the exactness of [M, —]i, we have short exact sequence
0 — [M, [N, AlxJe — [M, [N, Blelr — [M,[N,Cle]lr — 0

1R 1 1

00— [M@kN,A]k — [M@kN,B]k — [M@kN,C]k—)()

[M ®j N, —]i is also right exact, i.e. M ®; N is internally projective. O
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