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DRINFELD CENTRALIZERS AND ROUQUIER COMPLEXES
BEN ELIAS AND MATTHEW HOGANCAMP

ABSTRACT. The Drinfeld centralizer of a monoidal category A in a bimodule category M is the
category Z(A, M) of objects in M for which the left and right actions by objects of A coincide,
naturally. In this paper we study the interplay between Drinfeld centralizers of A and its
homotopy category K’ (A); culminating with our “lifting lemma”, which provides a sufficient
condition for an object of Z(A, K’ (M)) to lift to an object of Z(K’(A), £°(M)).

The central application of this lifting lemma is a proof of some folklore facts about conjuga-
tion by Rouquier complexes in the Hecke category: the centrality of the full twist, and related
properties of half twists and Coxeter braids.

We also prove stronger, homotopy coherent versions of these statements, stated using the
notion of the A..-Drinfeld centralizer, which we believe is new.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Drinfeld centralizers. Let A be a ring and M an (A, A)-bimodule. Define the centralizer
of A in M to be the subset Z(A, M) C M consisting of elements m € M such that am = ma
for all a € A. Note that this coincides with the zeroth Hochschild cohomology Z (A, M) =
HHY(A, M). The center of A is the same as Z(A, A). More generally if A C B is an inclusion
of algebras then Z (A, B) coincides with the centralizer of A in B in the usual sense.

We are interested in the same notion but one categorical level higher. For this we will
need a monoidal category A (note, all categories in this paper will be assumed linear over
a fixed commutative ground ring k). We will denote the monoidal structure on A by x and
the monoidal identity by 1. Let M be a x-bimodule' category over A, i.e. M comes equipped
with functors

A @ M S M, M@y A S M,

satisfying the the usual unit and associativity constraints up to natural isomorphism. See
[EGNOL15, Chapter 7] for details.
If Z is an object of M, then Z  (—) is a functor from A to M, as is (—) x Z.

UIn the literature a x-bimodule category is typically just called a bimodule category. See Remark 1.17.
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Definition 1.1. The Drinfeld centralizer of A in M, denoted Z(A, M), is the category whose
objects are pairs (Z, 7), in which Z € M is an object of M, and 7 is a natural isomorphism of
functors 7: Z x (—) — (—) » Z satisfying the additional constraint that

(11) TXxY = (idx*Ty)O(Tx*idy)
forall X,Y € A. Here 7x: Z * X — X % Z is the morphism induced by .

See §2.8 for more details, as well as a description of morphisms in Z(A,M). Note that
naturality of 7 means that each morphism f : X — Y in A fits into a commutative square

f*idZ
X* L ————>Y 7

X TY

idz*f
(1.2) ZxX ——— ZxY

Remark 1.2. Let ® be a monoidal automorphism of A. It is also interesting to study the
d-twisted Drinfeld centralizer, whose obtains are pairs (Z, 7) such that 7 is a natural isomor-
phism from Z x (—) to ®(—) » Z. Note that the ®-twisted Drinfeld centralizer is just another
example of a Drinfeld centralizer, agreeing with Z(A, ®M) for the x-bimodule category ®*M
where the left action of A is twisted by ®.

If M is a +-bimodule category over A then the category Ch®(M) of bounded chain com-
plexes® over M is a x-bimodule category over Ch®(A). Taking the quotient by nulhomotopic
maps, the homotopy category k(M) is a -bimodule category over K°(A). This yields a no-
tion of Z(K?(A), KC¥(M)). Objects of this category are complexes Z € K’(M) equipped with a
family of homotopy equivalences Z x X ~ X x Z for all X € K°(A), which satisfy (1.2) up to
homotopy. This is typically a much more fruitful object of study than Z(A, M) itself. There
are several known situations where 2 (A, M) is trivially small, whereas Z(K’(A), K°(M)) is
quite interesting, such as when A = M = H is the Hecke category, see §1.2.

Remark 1.3. A typical central element in an algebra is a linear combination of basis elements,
often with signs. To categorify a linear combination with signs one commonly uses com-
plexes of objects and takes the Euler characteristic. Note that Z(Ch®(A), Ch®(M)) is much
smaller than Z(K*(A), K°(M)) in practice: it is much easier for Z x X and X x Z to be homo-
topy equivalent than to be isomorphic as complexes.

For the practical reader, a very natural question that arises now is: how does one show
that a given complex Z € K°(M) admits the structure of an object in the Drinfeld centralizer
Z(KP(A),KP(M))? To provide a morphism 7y for each complex X € K’(A) seems like a
prohibitive amount of data.

The problem of constructing objects in Z(A, K(M)) is much more tractable, provided one
is given a monoidal presentation of A by generators and relations. That is, to show that
Z € Kb(M) centralizes objects of A we need only provide one morphism 7x for each gen-
erating object X of A, and check one square (1.2) for each generating morphism. Many

%For the purposes of this part of the introduction, Ch®(M) is a k-linear category whose morphisms are chain
maps. Later we will notate this category as Z°(Ch®(M)), reserving Ch® (M) for the dg category whose morphisms
are all k-linear maps (not necessarily chain maps). We begin using dg categories in §1.3 and make all proper
definitions in §2.
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related computations have been done in the Hecke category (see e.g. [MMV24]), though this
becomes more difficult outside of type A.

In this paper our goal is to provide tools which minimize the work needed to construct
central objects in general. The following theorem is an abstract method of constructing ob-
jects in Z(A, KCP(M)). To state it, let Z € K°(M) be given,andlet Ly, Rz: A — KC®(M) denote
the functors Lz (X) = Zx X and Rz(X) = X x Z. Theorem 1.4 is more elementary and quite
different in flavor to what we accomplish in the rest of the paper.

Theorem 1.4. Retain the setup above. Assume that Lz and Rz are fully faithful and have the same
essential image. Then there is a monoidal autoequivalence ®: A — A such that Z can be equipped
with the structure of an object in the Drinfeld centralizer Z(A, K (®M)), where ®M denotes M with
left action twisted by .

This is restated and proven as Theorem 2.21. One should think that ® is REIL 7. Once
one knows that an autoequivalence ® exists, the work that remains is to compute the au-
toequivalence ®. The object Z will be in the ordinary Drinfeld centralizer if and only if ®
is isomorphic to the identity functor. For example, [Eli23] classifies the relevant autoequiv-
alences of the Hecke category, making it easy to pin down the autoequivalence ® with a
minimal number of computations.

A more weighty issue is the problem of lifting from Z(A, K*(M)) to Z(Kb(A), K°(M)),
which is an essentially an “obstruction theory” problem. It can be solved under appropriate
ext-vanishing conditions, giving a sufficient condition for lifting. The following result is the
main tool in our applications. As is common in homological algebra, for two complexes X, Y
in Ch®(A), we let Hom(X,Y") denote the hom complex, a chain complex of k-modules whose
elements are linear maps (not chain maps) of various degrees, and whose 0-th homology is
the space of morphisms in K’(A). See (2.1) for details.

Theorem 1.5. Suppose Z € K*(M) is such that the complex Hom(Z x X, Y % Z) has zero homology
in negative cohomological degrees for all X,Y € A. Then any (Z,7) € Z(A,K°(M)) lifts to an
object (Z,T) € Z(KP(A), Kb(MW)).

Let us crudely explain the homological issue at hand. We know how Z commutes past
objects, and need to build morphisms which commute Z past complexes. Suppose that Z
commutes with objects X and Y of A, so that we have isomorphisms 7x and 7y, and suppose
that (1.2) commutes up to homotopy for some f: X — Y. Now consider the two-term
complex Cone( f), whose lone nonzero differential is the map f from X to Y. The top row
of (1.2) can be loosely viewed as the complex Cone(f) * Z; both terms X « Z and Y % Z
are complexes, so Cone(f) x Z is better thought of as the total complex of (the bicomplex
given by) the top row. The same goes for the bottom row and Z x Cone(f) (ignoring also
the Koszul sign rule for tensor products). Then the vertical arrows (7x,7y) seem like they
should provide a chain map “7x + 7v” that could serve as Tcgpe(r)- The issue is that 7x + 7y
is not actually a chain map, since (1.2) does not actually commute; it only commutes up to
homotopy. Choosing such a homotopy h (which is an element of Hom(Zx X, Y x Z) in degree
—1), one can produce a genuine chain map “7x +7y +h” sending Z « Cone(f) — Cone(f)*Z.
This chain map depends on the choice of A! When Hom(Z %« X,Y x Z) has zero homology in
degree —1, the choice of h is irrelevant up to homotopy, so we pick one and call the resulting
chain map Tcone(s)- When considering the functoriality of Tcopne(s) Or constructing maps
for iterated cones, we must venture deeper into negative degrees within Hom(Z x X', Y’ x 27)
for various X', Y’ € A.
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This theorem is restated and proven as Theorem 2.20. The proof uses an abstract lift-
ing lemma, stated and proved as Theorem 2.12, which addresses the following question.
Let A, B be k-linear additive categories. A functor A — Ch®(B) extends naturally to a
functor Ch’(A) — Ch®(B) and descends to a functor K’(A) — K°(B). Given two func-
tors F,G: A — Ch®(B) and a natural transformation between the corresponding functors
A — KP(B), when does this lift to a natural transformation between the corresponding func-
tors K*(A) — K’(B)? In the case of Theorem 2.20, the two functors in question are Lz and
Rz. Again, we are able to lift any natural transformation in the absence of negative exten-
sions between F'(X) and G(Y), for X,Y € A.

1.2. Applications to Rouquier complexes. Let W be a Coxeter group with a finite set of sim-
ple reflections S. In §3 we recall the notion of a realization of (I, S), which roughly speaking
is the data of a representation V' (free over k) on which S acts by reflections. Associated to
(W, S, V) one has the diagrammatic Hecke category H = H(W, S, V). This is a Z-graded k-linear
strict monoidal category, explicitly® described by diagrammatic generators and relations. In
case W = S,, we will denote the diagrammatic Hecke category by #,,.

We also have the braid group Br := Br(W, S) associated to the Coxeter system. To each
braid B € Br we have an asssociated Rougquier complex F(3) € K°(H). Rouquier proved
the existence of a canonical homotopy equivalence F'(51) * F'(f2) = F(B; - B2) for any two
braids 8; and 2. The Hecke category plays a ubiquitous role in geometric and categorical
representation theory, and in particular, many categorical actions of braid groups arise from
actions of the Hecke category via Rouquier complexes, though often they are described in
other languages (e.g. shuffling functors on category O, or zigzag algebras) which obfuscates
the appearance of the Hecke category. See e.g. [Rou06, Section 11], [Str05], [KS02], as well as
[KROS, KhoO7].

The functor F(3) x (—) is invertible, with inverse F(371) x (—). This invertiblility implies
that that Lp(3) and Rp(g) are fully faithful. It also implies (for all X,Y" € A) that the complex
Hom(X«F(5), Y~F(/3)) is isomorphic to Hom(X, Y'), and thus has zero homology in negative
cohomological degrees. If F'(3)x X = X « F(3) for all X (with no assumptions of naturality)
then we are primed to use Theorems 1.4 and 1.5.

By this method we establish some folklore results on Rouquier complexes of Coxeter
braids, half twists, and full twists. For more details on the theorems below, see §3. More
generally, these tools can be used to prove that conjugation by (the Rouquier complex of) a
given braid does what one expects it would do, and does it functorially.

Theorem 1.6. Let (W, S) be a finite Coxeter group, which does not contain Hs as a parabolic sub-
group. Let HT be the Rouquier complex associated to the positive braid lift of the longest element, often
called the half twist. Then HT lifts to an object of Z(K°(H), K (H)), where ® is the composition of
a Dynkin diagram automorphism and a sign twist.

Corollary 1.7. Let FT = HT? be the Rouquier complex associated to the full twist braid. Then FT,,
lifts to an object of Z(KP(H)).

We discuss the existing literature on the full twist below, but the literature is relatively
silent on the half twist and its associated automorphism ®. While the Dynkin diagram auto-
morphism is expected behavior, we are unaware of this sign twist appearing in the literature.
The literature also has little to say outside of type A.

30ne relation remains inexplicit for Coxeter groups containing type Hs.
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Interestingly, one can prove the results above with almost no direct computation. Let ®
be whatever automorphism is associated with conjugation by the half twist. Composing ®
with the Dynkin diagram automorphism associated to the longest element we get a monoidal
autoequivalence of H preserving the objects. Such autoequivalences were classified in [Eli23,
Chapter 3], and it is easy to classify them further up to isomorphism. Up to isomorphism,
such an autoequivalence is determined by how it acts on V' (living inside the endomorphism
ring of the monoidal identity), which is a simple and well-known computation. However,
we do some extra work to show how one can also explicitly construct the structure map
using “canonical morphisms” between Rouquier complexes.

Remark 1.8. The presentation for the Hecke category is not fully explicit in type H3, due
to a missing “Zamolodchikov” equation. Consequently, the paper [Eli23] assumes that W
does not contain H3 as a parabolic subgroup, and for some of our results we must make the
same assumption. If the missing Zamolodchikov relation is found and the results of [Eli23]
extended to that setting, then our results can be extended for free.

We have a relative version of Theorem 1.6 which is useful. To state it, let (W, S) be a
finite Coxter group, and let I C S be given. Let W; C W be the (parabolic) subgroup. Let
wo(S) and wy(I) denote the longest elements of W and Wi, respectively, and let HT g and
HT; denote the associated Rouquier complexes. Let wo(S/1I) := wo(S)wo(I) with associated
Rouquier complex HTg/, so that

(13) HTS ~ HTs/I*HT[.

Example 1.9. In type A, consider the symmetric group .S, ., with its parabolic subgroup
Sp X Sy (sothat S ={1,...,m+n—1}and I = S\ {n}. Then

A

1 - n

(14) HTS/I =

(where F'(3) denotes the Rouquier complex of a braid /3, as usual).

Corollary 1.10. Retain the setup above. Let Hg := H(W,S,V) and H; := H(W;,1,V). Then
HTg); lifts to an object of Z(K"(H1), *K*(Hs)). Here ® is a composition of the Dynkin diagram
automorphisms for I and S, see Theorem 3.33 for details.

Remark 1.11. In the case W = S, 4, with W} = S, X S;,, an co-categorical version of Corollary
1.10 was proven in [LMGR™]. They work with Soergel bimodules (rather than the diagram-
matic incarnation of the Hecke category) and show that the Rouquier complexes appearing
in (1.4) are responsible for the (fully homotopy coherent) braiding in a braided monoidal
(2, 2)-category structure on the Hecke categories {#(Sy) }n>o0.

In this paper we prove an A lift of Corollary 1.10. We do not have a direct comparison
with the work of loc. cit. since we adopt the setting of dg categories rather than co-categories.
We stress that A, algebras and modules are expressed in dg categorical language (com-
plexes, chain maps, and so on) and not in co-categorical language.

Remark 1.12. During the preparation of this paper, we learned that Stroppel and Wedrich
[SW24] have been independently developing a notion of A, twisted Drinfeld centralizers
(on the level of objects), and have shown that complexes of the form (1.4) give examples of
such. We have coordinated the posting of our preprints in order to emphasize the indepen-
dence of our approaches.
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The following special case of Corollary 1.10 is particularly important in topological appli-
cations. Let C),41 be the Rouquier complex associated to the so-called Coxeter braid o - - - oy,.
Observe that C,, 11 = HTg/; where S = {1,...,n} is the set of simple reflections of S, and

I=5\{n}.

Corollary 1.13. The complex Cy, 1 € K¥(Hpi1) lifts to an object of Z(KP(Hy), K (Hn11)), where
Hn+1 has the (Hy,, Hy,) *-bimodule structure given by

(1.5) B-M-B' :=(1,KB)«Mx (B K1,).

Remark 1.14. We announced the results in this section many years ago, though this paper
accrued dust on the shelf as we hoped to be able to construct the flattening functor, see the
next remark. Though the long delay is regrettable, one silver lining is that in the intervening
years we were able to formulate and prove A, versions of our main results (see §1.3 for a
summary).

In the meantime, an explicit study of conjugation by C,, 1 was performed by Mackaay,
Miemietz, and Vaz [MMV24, §4.2]. They compute the action of conjugation on morphisms,
and provide a handy diagrammatic calculus which mixes ordinary Soergel calculus with a
new color representing the object C,, ;1. It is a very clean presentation of the computations, so
while we originally planned on including many of these explicit computations as examples,
we now refer instead to [MMV24]. In this paper we focus more on general methods to
simplify such calculations. Using our techniques, only a fraction of the computations in
[MMV24, §4] are actually required. Note also that [MMV24] primarily treats the tensoring
with C,, 11 as a functor from H to ICb(H), and does not address the issue of lifting.

Remark 1.15. One of the original motivations for this paper remains still out of reach: the
flattening functor conjectured in [Eli18]. Let W,y denote the extended affine Weyl group
in type A,, whose braid group Bre,; can be visualized as braids with n + 1 strands on a
cylinder. Let W5,, denote the finite Weyl group of type A,,. There is a group homomorphism
Brext — Bra, which squashes the cylinder flat. The extended affine braid group contains
a crossingless braid which rotates the strands around the cylinder, and this flattens to the
Coxeter braid C), ;1.

There is also an extended affine Hecke category Heyt, with Rouquier complexes associated
to each cylindrical braid (up to canonical homotopy equivalence), see [Eli18, §3, §4.4]. The
technology above and in [Eli23] can be adapted to provide a painless proof that the flattening
homomorphism lifts to a functor Flat: Hex — K®(Hgy); this was also proven in [MMV24,
§5]. However, it is far from obvious that Flat extends to a functor X?(Hex) — K°(Hgn),
which is conjectured in [Eli18, p9]. This is a question similar to that addressed by our lifting
lemma above (it is about lifting functors, not lifting natural transformations, but the homo-
logical obstructions overlap). Unlike the functor of tensoring with a Rouquier complex, the
functor Flat is not invertible and the vanishing of negative exts is still conjectural.

1.3. The A-Drinfeld centralizer. The paper [GHW22] introduced a notion of derived (or
dg) horizontal trace of a k-linear (or dg) monoidal category, as well as a dg version of the
Drinfeld center. The paper [GHW22] goes on to show that the dg Drinfeld center acts on the
dg horizontal trace, and suggests that this action ought to be responsible for various cabling
and satellite operations in link homology.

However, the dg Drinfeld center introduced in [GHW22] is still too strict for many pur-
poses. For instance we do not know of a direct proof that our favorite Rouquier complexes
(for instance, full twists) admit structures in the dg Drinfeld center as it appears in [GHW22].
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For this reason, we are motivated to find a more flexible homotopy theoretic notion of Drin-
feld center (or centralizer). We discuss this next (see Definition 1.18 and Remark 1.19 for a
comparison).

Recall that to lift a complex Z in K?(M) to an object of Z(A, K°(M)), we need to provide
the data of chain maps 7x for all X € A for which (1.2) commutes up to homotopy for
each morphism f in A. However, it would be better for many purposes to include these
homotopies (and appropriate higher homotopies) as part of the structure of Z.

To expand on this slightly, from the homotopy theory perspective, one ought to choose,
for each morphism f, a homotopy hy which witnesses the homotopy commutativity of (1.2),
which we may write (abbreviating somewhat) as d(hy) = f-7—7- f. The chosen homotopies
hy for various f’s should not be independent. At the very least, the h¢’s should linear in f, so
that hy 4 r, = hy, + hy,. Moreover, if f, g are composable morphisms then we can construct
a priori two different homotopies which witness (f o g) - 7 ~ 7 - (f o g), namely, hs., and
hy- g+ f - hg. The philosophy of “homotopy coherence” suggests that these two different
homotopies should themselves be homotopic. In other words, for each pair of composable
morphisms f, g there ought to be a degree —2 “higher homotopy” h; , satisfying

d(hﬁg) =hy-g—hyog+ [ hg.

One can continue in this fashion, obtaining (in the most desirable circumstances) a collection
of higher homotopies hy, . ., parametrized by sequences of composable morphisms. This
sequence of higher homotopies can be encoded using the bar complex of A, which is an
(unbounded) complex whose chain objects parametrize sequences of composable maps.
The second main goal of this paper is to formulate a homotopy coherent version of Drin-
feld centralizer, which we call the A,-Drinfeld centralizer, and to extend our lifting results
to this setting. For this we need a great deal of additional abstraction and categorical tech-
nology. Readers who are content with statements which are true “up to homotopy” (without
including all the homotopies and higher homotopies around as part of the structure) may
wish to skip ahead to §2 and §3 in this paper. For readers who embrace the homotopy coher-
ent philosophy above, we now shift to this perspective and summarize the salient features.

Remark 1.16. Let us mention a concrete benefit to homotopy coherence. In the usual Drinfeld
centralizer, each hom space Homy 4 y1)(Z1, Z2) is naturally a module over HHp(A). In the
Axo-Drinfeld centralizer, each hom complex

Homg _ cnb(ay,cnt vy (15 Z2)

is an A, module over the higher Hochschild homology HH,(A). However, each Hom space
in the naive Drinfeld centralizer Z(K?(A), K*(M)) is instead a module over HHo(K’(A)). The
ring HHy(K?(A)) is extremely unwieldy, and in general is very different from HH,(A).

Our strategy is to rephrase the usual Drinfeld center in way that strongly suggests its
homotopy coherent generalization.

We begin by giving M the structure of a category enriched in (A, A)-bimodules. Given
objects Z', Z € M, an enriched morphism Z' — Z is a triple (X, X', f) where X, X’ € A and f



8 BEN ELIAS AND MATTHEW HOGANCAMP

is a morphism Z’' x X’ — X % Z in M, visualized diagrammatically as

X Z
z' X'

The collection of enriched morphisms Z’ — Z is denoted

(1.6) Homypwin (2, Z) == €D Homp(Z'+ X', X * Z),
X,X'€A

and gives rise to the enriched category M"™.

The composition of enriched morphisms, denoted f, e f1, is defined as follows. Given
objects Zy, Z1,Z> € M and X, Xo, X{, X, € A, and morphisms f;: Z;_1 » X] — Z; (for
i=1,2) we set
(1.7) fae fi = (idx, x f2) o (f1 xidx;)

or, diagrammatically,

X1 X2 Zo
X1*xXo Zo
(1.8) =
Zo X! %X}

Zo X1 X}

As usual, if enriched morphisms are not composable then we set the composition to be zero.
There is also an left action of A on Homywim (Z’, Z) by post-composition. For example, if
f:Z2' X' 5 X*xZand g: X — Y then

(1.9) (gxidg)of: Z'« X' =Y *Z

is also an enriched morphism from Z’ to Z. In this sense Homymim (Z’, Z) is a left A-module.
Similarly, there is a right action of A on Homywim(Z’, Z) by pre-composition. This structure
makes Homywim (Z/, Z) into an (A, A)-bimodule.

There is a fair bit of confusion possible here because of the standard terminology in the
field. This A-module structure has nothing to do with the monoidal structure on A, only the
composition structure; MPI™ is a module over A in the usual sense (like a module over an
algebra) rather than being a x-module category over a monoidal category (which is the cate-
gorification of a module over an algebra). That Homywim(Z’, Z) is an A-module means that
for each X € A we have a direct summand Nx of Homywim(Z’, Z), namely @ y, Homy(Z' »
X', X x Z), and for each morphism g: X — Y we have a corresponding map Nx — Ny.
When we want to emphasize this bimodule structure, we write Homywim (2, Z) as BZ,. We
write BZ,(X, X') to denote the summand Homy(Z’ x X', X x Z) associated to X, X’ € A.

Remark 1.17. We make heavy use of both (A, A)-bimodules and of (A, A) x-bimodule cate-
gories in this paper, and to help the reader disambiguate, we have broken with the typical
conventions of the literature and consistently called the latter x-bimodule categories.
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Just as bimodules over any ring form a monoidal category, Bim, 4 has a monoidal struc-
ture ®4. The monoidal identity is the trivial bimodule A. However, when A is indeed a
monoidal category, then the category Bimy 4 of (A, A)-bimodules inherits a second distinct
monoidal structure ¢ (see §5.2), making it a duoidal category. See [BS11] for more on duoidal
categories.

The tensor product Bil ®4 ng is easy to visualize; it can be expressed as the k-module
formally spanned by diagrams of the form

X Z1 Z3

Yo
(1.10) (9)

Y1

Zy  Zs X'
in which Y1, Y2 € A and f € Homy (Y1, Ya), modulo relations
(1.11) (f1o(dz, x g),idy;, f2) ~ (f1,9, f2) ~ (f1,1dys, (g xidz,) o f2).

That is to say, to construct Bg; R ng we take the direct sum over Y7, Y5 of the tensor
products

Homyy(Z2 * Y2, X * Z1) @ Homy (Y1, Y2) @i Homy(Zy x X', Y1 * Z3),

and quotient by the relation (1.11). Note that this construction makes sense even though
M need not have a monoidal structure (we need not interpret this diagram as a morphism
ZQ*Z4*X/ —>X*Zl*Z3).

The diamond product B% o ng is obtained by taking the tensor product Bg; Ok ng
and using the monoidal structure on A to restrict the (A ® A, A ® A)-bimodule structure
to an (A, A)-bimodule structure. This is harder to appreciate, and we have written §5.2 to
elucidate it. There is a natural composition map Bgf o B% — ng whose image is spanned by
of diagrams of the form

(1.12) X

e

Zo b

Here b is a morphism Y — Y; x Y3 in A, etcetera. This composition map turns €§ 7.7 B g, into
a (locally unital) algebra object in Bim 4 4 with respect to the diamond product, and similarly,
makes Ez := BZ into an algebra object for any given Z € M.

The abstractions developed above pay off when we rephrase the definition of the Drinfeld
centralizer. Suppose that (Z,7) is an object of the Drinfeld centralizer Z(A,M). For each
X € A, theelement 7x: Zx X — X xZ may be regarded as an enriched endomorphism of Z,
i.e. an element of Endywim (Z). Let I4 denote the category A, viewed as an (A, A)-bimodule.
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The centrality condition (1.2) can be summarized by saying that we have a map of (A, A)-
bimodules v: 14 — Endywim(Z) = Ez for which v(idx) = 7x. The multiplicativity condition
is equivalent to 7x, ® Tx, = Tx,.x,. In other words, the map v: I, — Ez is not just a map in
Bim, 4, but is a map of algebra objects in Bimy 4.

Rephrasing, this says that an object of the Drinfeld centralizer Z(A, M) is equivalent to an
I4-module inside the bimodule enrichment M"™. One can also verify that morphisms in the
Drinfeld center are nothing more than morphisms of I;-modules in M"™. This leads us the
following principle:

(*) The Drinfeld centralizer Z(A, M) is equivalent to the category of I,-
modules inside the bimodule enrichment M"™.

To define the homotopy coherent version of the Drinfeld centralizer, we make the follow-
ing generalizations:

(1) Allow A to be an arbitrary dg category.
(2) Replace the trivial bimodule I 4 by its projective resolution Bar4, which is an algebra
object in Bimy 4 using the Eilenberg-Zilber shuffle product.

Definition 1.18. If (A, «, 14) is a dg monoidal category and M is a dg category with the
structure of an (A, A) x-bimodule category, then we define the A, Drinfeld centralizer of A in
M, denoted Z (A, M), to be the category of A, modules over Bar4 in vbim,

For the precise definition, see §5.7.

Remark 1.19. By contrast, the dg Drinfeld center introduced in [GHW22] can be identified as
the category of honest (not A.,) modules over Bar, in MP™,

In this context, our improvement of Theorem 1.5 is the following.

Theorem 1.20. [Theorem 5.18] Let A be a k-linear monoidal category and let M an (A, A) *-

bimodule category. Let Z € Ch®(M) be a complex such that the hom complex Homy(Z « X', X % Z)

has zero homology in negative cohomological degrees for all X, X' € A. Then any object (Z,7) €

2(A, Kb (M) lifts to a unique object of Zoo (A, Ch®(M)), which lifts to a unique object of Zo, (Ch®(A), Ch®(M)).
This in turn descends to an object (Z,7) € Z(KP(A), KP(M)).

Just like our earlier lifting theorem, this follows from a more general result, though this
time we prove it in two stages. Suppose we have two functors F,G: A — Ch’(B) and a
natural transformation between the corresponding functors H(F), GO(F): A — K*(B). The
first stage is to lift this to an Ao.-natural transformation from F' to G, a concept defined in §4.4
using the Bar complex. The second stage is to lift this A,-natural transformation to an A-
natural transformation from F to G, where these are the induced functors Ch®(A) — Ch®(B).

The homological algebra in this paper is largely self-contained, with one exception in the
second stage of this proof. The Bar complex of A is an enormous infinite complex whose
chain object in degree —r is a direct sum over all (r 4 1)-tuples of objects in A. The Bar com-
plex of Ch®(A) is more enormous still, being a direct sum over tuples of objects in Ch®(A).
In [GHW?22, §5.1] an intermediate complex Bar, (A),4 Was introduced which has the size of
Bar 4 but is homotopy equivalent to Barcs 4, It is relatively straightforward to lift construc-
tions involving Bary to constructions involving Barqs 4 4, which we transfer to Bargys 4
using explicit formulas proved in [Hog24] (which were outlined in [GHW?22, §5.3]).

This paper also makes a conscious effort to make explicit many of the obnoxious signs
which plague this field.
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2. THE LIFTING LEMMA

2.1. DG categories. In this section we introduce the language of complexes, dg categories,
and dg functors that will be used to express our main results.

Let k be a commutative ring, fixed throughout. A complex of k-modules will also be
called a dg (short for differential graded) k-module. Let k-dModZ denote the category of dg
k-modules and degree zero chain maps between them. A dg category (short for differential
graded category) is a category enriched in k-dMod”. In other words € is a dg category if the
homs in € are complexes

Home(X,Y) € k-dMod”
and composition defines a chain map
Home(Y, Z) @k Home(X,Y) — Home(X, 2)

The chain map condition is equivalent to the graded Leibniz rule d(fog) = d(f)og+(—1)!/1 fo
d(g) where as usual |f| € Z denotes the degree of f.

The classic examples of dg categories are categories of complexes Ch®(A) over a k-linear
category A. Objects of this category are complexes (X, dx) with the cohomological conven-

tion for differentials, as in

co O xR O xkL O
We frequently abuse notation and write X = (X, dx). For any two complexes X and Y and
ke Zlet

(2.1) Hom; (X,Y) := | [ Homy, (X7, V)

i€Z
be the space of linear maps of degree k, which we also call morphisms of degree k (they are
not chain maps). Then

2.2) Hom 4y (X, Y) := Hom g (X, Y) := @ Hom'} (X, Y)

ke
is the Hom complex between X and Y, equipped with the standard differential d(f) := dy o
f— (=1l fo5x. We adopt the convention that the symbol ‘6" will be used for the differential
on objects of Ch’(A), and ‘d” will be reserved for the differential on hom complexes.

Remark 2.1. Any k-linear category A can be regarded as a dg category with trivial grading
and zero differential. We use this tacitly whenever we refer to A as a dg category.

Remark 2.2. In the definitions above we can also consider dg categories with gradings living
in a more general abelian group I'. To formulate the definition one needs to choose a sym-
metric bilinear pairing (—, —) : I' = Z /27, which is reponsible for the Koszul sign rule, and
an element ¢ € I' with (¢, ¢) = 1, which is the degree of differentials.

When we start discussing complexes over diagrammatic Hecke categories, we will take
I' = Z x Z (with gradings given by the cohomological degree and Soergel degree, respec-
tively) and ((7, 5), (¢, j")) = 4’ (mod 2), with degree of differentials given by « = (1,0).
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Finally, recall the terminology that a morphism f € Home(X,Y) in a dg category € is
called closed if d(f) = 0 and exact if f = d(h) for some h € Home(X,Y'). Closed morphisms
f, g are called homotopic, written f =~ g, if f — g is exact. In the context of Ch®(A), degree
zero closed morphisms are the same thing as chain maps, and exact morphisms are the same
thing as null-homotopic chain maps.

For a dg category C, let Z%(€) (resp. H°(€)) be the category with the same objects as C, and
morphisms given by the degree zero closed morphisms (resp. degree zero closed morphisms
modulo homotopy). For a k-linear category A we write K°(A) := H(Ch®(A)) and refer to
this as the homotopy category of bounded complexes over A. Isomorphism in K°(A) is called
homotopy equivalence, writen ~. The homotopy category is a triangulated category, not a dg
category.

Remark 2.3. To avoid an undue abundance of underlines, we use the following conventions.
When working with objects X,Y in a dg category €, we write Hom(X,Y) or Home(X,Y)
for the morphism space in this dg category, which is a complex. If we wish to examine the
homology groups of this complex, we will write H*(Hom(X,Y)). However, when this dg
category is the category of complexes over an additive category A, we write Hom(X,Y’) to
help disambiguate this hom complex from other potential hom spaces (e.g. Hom,(X?, Y7))
which might not be complexes. Again, we do not need underlines for general dg categories
because all morphism spaces are complexes, and there is nothing to disambiguate.

2.2. Shifts and twists. Let A be a k-linear category. For k € Z and X € Ch’(A), we let
X [k] denote the complex obtained by shifting X to the left by k-units, i.e. X[k]* = X**i. By
convention the differential on X [k] comes with a sign dx ;) = (— 1)k6x. Note that chain maps
X — Y[k] may be identified with closed degree k elements of Hom(X,Y).

Remark 2.4. It is the generally accepted convention that [1] shifts complexes one unit “against
the grain” of the differential. Since we use the cohomological convention, [1] shifts complexes
one unit left. In particular if we view an object A € A as also being a complex supported in
degree zero, then A[—k] is supported in degree +k.

If (X,0x) and (X, ¢ ) are complexes with the same underlying chain groups, then let v =
0 — dx. We may write the latter as (X, dx + «) and call it a fwist of (X, §x ). We will use the
following notation for twists:

(2.3) (X, 0x + a) =: tw (X).

Remark 2.5. With this notion in place, we can now write every complex as a twist of a complex
with zero differential, namely

(2.4) X = tws, (D X*[-k]).
keZ

Remark 2.6. Suppose {X"7, 41,02} is a bicomplex over A. Le. each X% is an object of A, and
§1: X0 — XLJ 5y X8I — X5IF! are maps such that 67 = 0 = §3 = §103 + 626;. Then the
columns of this bicomplex are the complexes X 77 with differential given by 41, and the total
complex can be expressed as

(2.5) Tot({ X"}, 61, 02) = tws, (@ XBI[— j])

JEZ
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Of course we can also express this total complex in terms of the rows X%, as

(2.6) Tot' ({ X579}, 61, 02) = tws, (@ Xi»Z[—i]> .

€L
The two kinds of total complexes are isomorphic, via an isomorphism sending X%/ — X®J
by (—1)¥id.
2.3. Lifting DG functors. If C and D are dg categories then a dg functor is a mapping on
objects F': Obj(C) — Obj(D), and a collection of degree zero chain maps F': Home(X,Y) —
Homqp (F(X), F(Y)) between hom complexes, which are functorial in that F'(f o g) = F(f) o
F(g) and F(idx) = idp(x). The action of a dg functor on morphisms satisfies deg(F'(f)) =
deg(f) and dp(F'(g)) = F(de(f)). A degree | natural transformation between dg functors
F,G: C — D is a family of morphisms ¢x € Hom, (F(X),G(X)) such that G(f) o px: =
(=1)!lpx o F(f) for all f € Home(X', X). Natural transformations of all degrees form a
complex Hom(F, G), where the differential sends {¢x } xce to {d(px)}xce-

Now, let A, B be k-linear categories. Consider dg functors from A (regarded as a dg cate-
gory with trivial grading and differential) to Ch®(B). Any such dg functor must send every
morphism in A to a closed degree zero morphism in Ch®(B). Said differently, a dg functor
F : A — Ch(B) is the same thing as an ordinary k-linear functor F': A — Z°(Ch®(A)).

The purpose of this section is to review the constructions involved in the following stan-
dard result.

Proposition 2.7. There is an equivalence of categories between the category of dg functors A —
Ch®(B), and the category of dg functors Ch®(A) — Ch®(B).

Any dg functor F : A — Ch®(B) has a dg functor extension F : Ch®(A) — Ch®(B). On the
level of objects F is defined as follows. Given an object X of Ch’(A), written out as

LS Xk kL
we define F(X) to be the total complex of the bicomplex

. Fg) (Xk:) F() (Xk:—‘rl) L>

In other words, the k-th chain group of F(X) is P, ;_, F/(X" '}, and the differential is defined
componentwise to be the sum of maps of the form

F(o&) : F(X'Y - F(X™) and  (=1)'),

The action of F on morphisms between complexes in Ch’(A) is defined componentwise:
given f € Hom(X,Y) we define F(f) € Hom(F(X),F(Y)) by

F(f)piy = F(flxi).
We leave it to the reader to check that f — F(f) defines a degree zero chain map Hom(X,Y) —

Hom(F(X),F(Y)). Clearly F(fog) = F(f)oF(g), so that F is a dg functor Ch®(A) — Ch®(B).
More compactly (see Remark 2.6), we can say that

(2.7) F(X) = twp(s <@ F(X >

Conversely, if F : Ch’(A) — Ch®(B) is any dg functor, then F is completely determined
by its restriction to the additive category A inside Ch’(A). The reason for this is that each of

CF(XY = F(XHITL
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the relations Y = X[1], Y = X; & Xy, and Y = tw,(X) is “equational” and hence preserved
by any dg functor. Let us explain.

If we have complex X, then how can we characterize X [1]? Note that the identity map of
X may be regarded as a degree —1 map ¢: X — X|[1], which is closed because

(2.8) 5X[1] oidx + idX[l] 0dx =0

thanks to the sign rule for shifts. An inverse to ¢ is constructed in the same way. We can
characterize X[1] (up to isomorphism) abstractly as a pair (Y, ¢) in which Y is a complex
and ¢: X — Y is a closed, degree —1, invertible map. Given any such pair (Y, ¢) we have
Y = X[1] canonically (composing the canonical map X[1] — X with the given map X — Y)).
Now, if F: Ch?(A) — Ch®(B) is any dg functor, and (Y ) satisfies the unique characteri-
zation of X[1], then (F(Y'),F(y)) satisfies the unique characterization of F(X)[1]. In other
words,

(2.9) F(X[1]) = F(X)[1],

canonically.

In a similar fashion, we can give a unique characterization of twists. To give this unique
characterization, let tw,(X) be a twist of X. Let ¢: X — tw,(X) be the degree zero, invert-
ible, but not closed map given by id x. The differential of this map is

(2.10) (0x +a)oid —idodx = a.

The suggests the following unique characterization of tw,(X), as a pair (Y, ¢) where Y is
a complex and ¢: X — Y is a degree zero invertible map with d(¢) = ¢ o o. Indeed (we
leave the verification as an exercise), this does characterize tw,(X) uniquely in the sense
that if (Y, ¢) and (Y’, ') are two such pairs (for the same «), then ¢’ 0o ™1 Y — Y’ isa
closed degree zero isomorphism. Any dg functor preserves twists, since if (Y, ¢) satisfies the
unique characterization of tw, (X) then (F(Y'), F(y)) satisfies the unique characterization of
twp(q)(F(X)). In other words

(2.11) twr () (F(X)) = F(twa (X))

canonically.

Finally, finite direct sums are also characterized equationally, using the projections and
inclusions onto the summands. Hence any k-linear functor (and in particular any dg functor)
will preserve finite direct sums.

Since any complex in Ch’(A) is a twist of a finite direct sum of shifts of objects of A, it
follows that any dg functor F: Ch®(A) — Ch®(B) is determined by its restriction F|4: A —
Ch®(B). That is to say,

(2.12) F (max (@ X’f[—k]>> > tWrsy) (@ F(Xk)[—k;]> ,

kEZ kEZ

canonically.

Now we discuss the lifting of natural transformations. Supose F, G : A — Ch®(B) are two
dg functors and 1 : F — G is a degree [ natural transformation. In other words, for each
object X € A we have a degree I morphism 7x : F(X) — G(X) in Ch®(B) (not necessarily
commuting with the differentials) such that 7y o F(f) = G(f) o nx for all morphisms f €
Homy (X,Y).
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We may lift ) to a degree [ natural transformation n : F — G defined component-wise. In
other words, given a complex

oo xR O xktl O
in Ch®(A) we define nx : F(X) — G(X) to be the morphism whose component F(X?)7 —
G (X% is the j-th component of ny: : F(X?) — G(X?).
The dg lift F' — F respects composition of functors up to canonical isomorphism, and
likewise at the level of natural transformations, the dg lift  — 7 respects horizontal and
vertical composition of natural transformations.

2.4. Monoidal structures. This section is a brief interlude which we discuss the operations
of shift [k] and twist tw,, and how they will interact with a monoidal structure on A.

Let A be a k-linear additive monoidal category with tensor product denoted ® and monoidal
identity 1 € A. Then Ch’(A) inherits the structure of a (dg) monoidal category from A. This
monoidal structure is completely determined by the following rules:

(2.13) (@)Q)@ Pvi|= P xieYy, XEHeY[=(XeY)k+]]

iel jeJ (i,5)eIxJ
and
(2.14) twa (X) ® tws(Y) = tWagidy +idyes(X ®Y),

together with the Koszul sign rule for tensoring morphisms: given f € Hom(X, X’) and
g € Hom(Y,Y’) we have

(2.15) (f ® 9lxigys = (1M f|xi @ glys.

This implies the explicit rule for the differential on a tensor product of complexes given in
(2.17).
We have the usual signh when composing tensor products:

(2.16) (fog)o(f®g)=(D(fof) @ (g0d).

Remark 2.8. The formula (2.16) implies that Ch®(A) satisfies the signed interchange law,
rather than the ordinary interchange law, whence Ch®(A) is a dg monoidal category, not
a monoidal category. We will typically omit the word dg in “dg monoidal,” leaving it as
understood.

Remark 2.9. Let Y € Ch®(A) be given. We can tensor Y with objects of /A, obtaining a dg
functor Ly: A — Ch’(A) given by Ly = (Y ® —)o (the subscript reminds us that we are
tensoring Y with objects, not complexes). We can extend Ly to a functor Ch’(A) — Ch®(A)
in two ways. First, we can simply take the functor L}, = ¥ ® —, which on objects sends
X — Y ® X and on morphisms sends f — idy ® f. We also have the functor Ly, which
is the extension to complexes as constructed in §2.3. We would like to compare Ly and
L. Some signs are involved in the commutation of Y’ ® (—) with suspensions, making this
application of Proposition 2.7 somewhat subtle.

The differential on L, (X) =Y ® X is a sum of its components
(—1)7id®@dx

—

(2.17) Yi @ xi E yitl ¢ xi. Vi@ X! Vi @ X,
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Compare this with the extension of L|4 to complexes, applied to X, which yields

(2.18) Widy @iy (@y 2 Xk[_k]> .

kez

The differential on this complex is the sum of its components

(2.19) vigxt CUNEE yin g xi Vi@ X199 yi g xitt,

Thus, Y ® X and twia, sy (BDyey Y ® X*[—k]) are different complexes. Nonetheless, they
are isomorphic by the chain map ¢ : L, (X) — Ly (X) defined componentwise by ¢ |y xi =
(—1)¥idy;gx:. This isomorphism is natural in Y and X (naturality with respect to degree
zero morphisms is clear; naturality with respect to arbitary morphisms is also true, but in-
volves a tedious check of signs), so the functor (Y ® —) is naturally isomorphic (but not equal)
to the functor obtained by lifting (Y ® —), from objects to complexes.

Remark 2.10. In contrast to the situation for tensoring with Y on the left, there are in fact no
signs in the natural isomorphism relating (— ® Y') and the lift of (— ® Y)o.

2.5. Lifting natural transformations.

Definition 2.11. Let A, B be k-linear categories, and let F,G: A — Ch’(B) be dg functors.
We say that the pair (F, G) is unobstructed if

(2.20) H*(Homg (F(X'),G(X))) =0
for all £ < 0 and all objects X, X’ € A.

Theorem 2.12. Let F,G: A — Ch’(B) be dg functors, with lifts F,G: Ch’(A) — Ch®(B). If
F,G: A — Ch®(B) are unobstructed in the sense of Definition 2.11, then any natural transformation
n: HY(F) — HY(Q) lifts to a unique natural transformation n : HY(F) — H°(G).

We prove this theorem in the next section. The main tool used in the proof is the following
abstract homological algebra lemma. To state it, let V' be a complex of k-modules equipped
with a filtration

V=F'>F>...,
such that

(2.21) (7 =0, V:gquf@
—00
k>0

The second of these equations means that if v, € F k are arbitrary elements with degv, = {
for all £ (they have the same degree), then the infinite sum

vo+ v+

is a well-defined element of V, also of degree [. For instance, if F k — 0 for all k sufficiently
large, then these conditions are automatically satisfied.

Lemma 2.13. Retain notation above. Assume that the following homology vanishing condition is
met:

(2.22) H{(FF/FFhy=~0  for k>1, i=0,1
Then the projection V. — V) F! induces an isomorphism H*(V) — H°(V/F1).
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Proof. We first show that any element of Z°(V/F!) is in the image of Z°(V). Letcy € V
be a degree zero element such that d(co) € F*. Then —d(cy) is a cycle in F! in degree one,
descending to a cycle in F!/F2. Since H!(F!/F?) = 0 there exists an element ¢; € F! in
degree zero, such that —d(cy) = d(c1) modulo F?, or equivalently, d(cy + ¢1) € F2. But then
—d(co + c1) is a cycle in F2. Since H!(F?/F3) = 0 there exists co € F? in degree zero, such
that d(co+c1+c2) € F3. Continuing in this way, we construct a sequence of elements ¢;, € F k
such that

(2.23) dlco+c1+co+ -+ ;) € FoHL

The infinite sum ¢ := ¢y + ¢; + ¢ + - - exists in V, and satisfies d(c) € F* for all £ > 0.
Thus d(c) = 0 since Ng>oF k is assumed to be zero. Since ¢ and ¢y agree modulo F 1 we have
constructed the desired lift.

Since Z°(V)) — Z°(V/F') is surjective, we immediately deduce that H°(V) — HO(V/F?!)
is surjective.

Now suppose that ¢ € V is a degree zero element with d(c) = 0, whose image in V/F! is a
boundary. Then there exists hy € V of degree minus one, such that ¢ — d(hg) € F'. Observe
that ¢ — d(ho) is a cycle in F!. Since H(F!/F?) = 0, there exists h; € F' of degree minus
one, such that ¢ — d(ho) — d(hy) € F2. Continuing in this fashion, we construct by, € F* for
k > 1, such that

(2.24) c—d(hg+hi+ -+ hy) € FEHL
The infinite sum h := hg + hy + --- exists in V and satisfies ¢ — d(h) € F**+! for all k > 0.
This forces
c¢c—d(h) =0.
Thus c is a boundary in V, and the map in homology H%(V) — H°(V/F1) is injective. O
The proof above actually establishes the following.

Lemma 2.14. Retain notation above. Fix an integer [. If

(2.25) HYFR)FHY >0 for k>

then the map HO(V') — H°(V/F') is surjective. If

(2.26) HO(FF/FAy=0  for  k>1

then the map H°(V) — HO(V/F') is injective. O

2.6. Proof of Theorem 2.12. We begin with a general construction, a filtration on Hom
spaces to which we can apply the lemmas of the previous section.

Lemma 2.15. Let F,G : A — Ch®(B) be dg functors, and let F,G: Ch®(A) — Ch®(B) be
their lifts. Then for any bounded complexes X,Y € Ch®(A), the complex Hom(F (X ), G(Y)) has
subcomplexes F* (@(F(X ) G(Y)) for all k € 7 (constructed in the proof), satisfying F* O
Fr1and
(2.27) FF/FEH = T Hom(F(X7), G(Y7H)) [~k

€7

as complexes. Moreover, F* = 0 for k sufficiently large.

It is not the case that Hom(F(X), G(Y)) = F? (@(F(X), G(Y)).
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Proof. Given a complex X € Ch®(A), we regard F(X) as a filtered complex, filtered by the
homological degree internal to X. That is to say, X is filtered by its subcomplexes X=* :=
twsy (B;5; X?[—7]), hence F(X) is filtered by subcomplexes F(X=").
Now fix complexes X and Y in Ch®(A). The filtrations on F(X) and G(Y") induce a filtra-
tion on hom complexes Hom(F(X), G(Y)) via
(2.28)
Fk (M(F(X), G(Y)) = { f € Hom(F(X), G(X))| for all i € Z, f restricts to F(X>%) — G(Yz”k)}.

Note that 7°(Hom(F(X), G(Y)) is the subcomplex of filtered morphisms.

For bookkeeping purposes, we will denote the component of f € Hom(F(X), G(Y)) from
F(X% to G(Y?) by fj; (note the reversal of order). Then F*(Hom(F(X),G(Y))) consists of
those morphisms f such that fj; = 0 for j < i + k. We think of f;; as living in the complex
Hom(F(X"), G(Y7)).

Let f € Hom!(F(X ), G(Y)) have degree [. We write f in terms of its components f;; €
Hom!7+(F(X ) G(Y7)). Informally speaking, we may write f = Y fj;. Then d(f) =
>od d( fji), where d ( fji) is the sum of three morphisms:

(2.29) (—1)d(f;i) € Hom"t ' +(F(X7), G(Y7)),
(2.30) G(8%) o fji € Hom ™ (F(X?), G(Y7+Y)),
(2.31) —(=1)! fyi 0 F(6') € Hom I (F(XT1), G(YY)).

Here, d(f;;) means the differential of f;; as calculated in Hom(F(X?),G(Y7)), i.e
(2.32) d(fji) = Scryiy © fii — (1) 77T fii 0 pxi.

In particular, (d(f));; has contributions from Eiv(fji) and élv(f(j_l)i) and giv(fj(i+1)). As a con-
sequence, if f € F¥(Hom(F(X),G(Y))) then d(f) € F*(Hom(F(X),G(Y))) as well; more
precisely, d(f) can be written as a sum of three terms with one in F*(Hom(F(X),G(Y)))
and two in F**(Hom(F(X),G(Y))). Regardless, this shows that F*(Hom(F(X),G(Y))) is
indeed a subcomplex of Hom(F'(X),G(Y)).

Abbreviate by writing ¥ = F¥(Hom(F(X),G(Y)). Then F*/F**+! is spanned by the
images of morphisms f with f;; = 0 unless j =i + k. That is,

(2.33) Fr/FH =] @(F(xi)[—] GYHHY[—i — ) [ How(F(X7), G(Y+5))[].

V€L 1EZ

Moreover, the differential on ¥/ F*+1 comes only from the terms (2.29), and therefore agrees
with the differential on the right-hand side of (2.33).

Because X and Y are bounded complexes, there exist ¢ € Z such that X 2t = X, and there
exists | > 0 such that Y=+ = 0. It follows that 7* = 0 for all k sufficiently large (namely
k>1). O

Lemma 2.16. Let F,G : A — Ch®(B) denote an unobstructed pair of dg functors (see Definition
2.11) and let X,Y € Ch®(A) be complexes. Suppose we have a family of chain maps g; ;: F(X?) —
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G (Y'?) which fit into a diagram

F(3% ) F(dY) F(5%)

Gii [ Ji+1i+1 ‘
. ﬂg( j) ﬂg(yjﬂ) &Yﬂ),

in which the squares commute up to homotopy. Then this diagram extends to a filtered chain map
g : F(X) — G(Y). Furthermore this extension is unique up to homotopy in the sense that if
9,9 F(X) = G(Y) are filtered chain maps with g; ; ~ (g');; forall i € Z, then g ~ ¢'.

Proof. As in the previous lemma, write F* = F*(Hom(F(X),G(Y)), and let V = F° C
Hom(F(X),G(Y)) denote the subcomplex of filtered morphisms. We view F=° as a filtration
on V, and it satisfies (2.21) since F* = 0 for k sufficiently large. By (2.27) and the assumption
that F and G are unobstructed, we see that 7*/F**+! has zero homology in degrees < k.

In particular

HO(Fk)FHthy>~0 for k>1,  HYFY/FM*Y=0 for k>2.
Consider the sequence of maps
(2.34) H(V) — H'(V/F?) — H(V/F").

It follows from Lemma 2.14 that the first of these arrows is surjective, and the composition is
injective.

Let ¢y € V denote the morphism whose only nonzero components are the g; ;. Since each
gi,; is a chain map we have

(2.35) d(co) = G(ox) 0 co — o 0 F(dx) € [ Hom(P(X1)[~i], GV 1)[i — 1)),

i€
so d(co) lives in F*. Recall that the standard differential on Hom(F(X*)[—i], G(Y**1)[—i —1])
agrees with the differential on F 1/F2. Our hypotheses on g; ; state that, for each i, G(dx) o
gii — giio F(0x) € Hom(F(X?%)[—i], G(Y*!)[—i — 1]) is nulhomotopic. In other words, d(c)
descends to a boundary in F!/F2. Thus, there exists ¢; € F! such that

d(co+c1) € F2

Therefore ¢y + ¢ represents a class in H(V/F?).

From the surjectivity in (2.34) above, ¢y + ¢1 can be lifted to a class ¢ in H°(V'), which lifts
to the desired filtered chain map g € Z°(V).

Now suppose ¢’ is constructed in the same way, for g; ; which are homotopic to g;; for
all i. This assumption implies that ¢y and ¢{, are homotopic in V/F!. Now the injectivity in
(2.34) implies that o and ¢ lift to the same class ¢ € H°(V), whence g and ¢ are homotopic
in V. This proves the lemma. O

Proof of Theorem 2.12. Recall the setup from the statement: we have an unobstructed pair of
dg functors F, G: A — Ch®(B), with lifts F, G: Ch®(A) — Ch®(B).

Letn : H'(F) — H°(G) be a natural transformation. Our goal is to construct a lift of 7 to
a natural transformation n: H°(F) — HY(G) and show that 7 is unique.
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Let X € Ch®(A) be given. Then n determines a homotopy commutative diagram of chain
maps:

nXL‘ 77X1+1‘
GO | oy SO, iy GO

G(XJ—H) _ 2

This extends, uniquely up to homotopy, to a chain map ny : F(X) — G(X) by Lemma 2.16.
We have to check naturality of iy, up to homotopy. So let f : X — Y be a chain map in
Ch®(A). We must show that

(2.36) G(f)omx =mny o F(f).

Note that F(f) and G( f) are filtered chain maps, as are 1y and ny-. Thus G(f)onx—nyoF(f)
is a filtered map. The minimal F-degree component is a sum over i € Z of chain maps

(2.37) (G(f)omx —my oF(f))i = G(f") o nxs —nyi o F(f')
which is null-homotopic by naturality of n. Thus, G(f) o nx — 1y o F(f) is null-homotopic
by uniqueness of lifts. This completes the proof. 0

2.7. The multilinear lifting lemma. Let us state and prove a multilinear version of Theorem
2.12, that will be useful in the proof of our Drinfeld center lifting lemma (Theorem 2.20).

The notion of multilinear functor is of course equivalent to the notion of an ordinary func-
tor from a tensor product, so we begin by recalling the the notion of tensor product of dg
categories. Let A, B be dg categories. Their tensor product, denoted A ® B has objects given
by pairs (X,Y) with X € A, Y € B, and morphism complexes given by

Hom g ((X’, V'), (X,Y)) := Homa(X', X) @ Homs (Y, Y),
with composition defined by
(238) (fog)o(f@g)=D(fof)eged)
Let Ay,..., A, and B be k-linear categories. Assume also that B is additive. Let F': A1 ®
---®A, — Ch’(B) be a dg functor. Let F: Ch®(A;)®---® Ch®(A,) — Ch®(B) denote the dg

functor defined on objects by
(2.39)

F (tW51 (@le[—m),...,twal (@Xﬁﬂ—zﬂ)) = tws ( P Fxi,... x)- s z‘r])
i1 Ty 1

B1geneslr m=

where § = Z;Zl F(id,...,d;,...,id). The dg functor F is defined on morphisms by

(240) F(fla" '7fT)|F(Xi1 Xy = (_1)SF(f1|Xi1 Y. 7fT|X7{T)~

1 o 1
where s =3 i<, 15| fyr]-

Theorem 2.17. Let F,G: A; @ --- @ A, — Ch®(B) be dg functors, and consider their lifts to dg
functors F,G: Ch’(A;) ® - -- @ Ch®(A,) — Ch®(B). Assume that

H* (Hom (F(X1,...,X,),G(Y1,....Y;))) =0
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for all k < 0 and all sequences of objects X;,Y; € A;. Then any closed degree zero natural transfor-
mation n: H°(F) — H°(G) lifts to a unique natural transformation n: H°(F) — H°(G).

Proof. Let A’ be the additive closure of A1 ® - - - ®A,. We can extend functors F, G additively,
obtaining F,G': A’ — Ch®(B). These can be lifted to dg functors F/, G’: Ch®(A’) — Ch®(B).
There is an induced natural transformation 1’: H°(F') — H°(G’) which has a lift to a
(unique) natural transformation n’: H(F') — H°(G’) by the usual lifting lemma (Theo-
rem 2.12). Then we restrict the functors ¥/, G/, and the natural transformation n’ along the
canonical inclusion Ch®(A;) ® - - - Ch®(A,.) = Ch®(A’), obtaining the existence of 1 as in the
statement.

For uniqueness one can essentially repeat the argument from the proof of Theorem 2.12.
We omit the details as they are straightforward. O

2.8. The Drinfeld centralizer. Let A be a monoidal category and M a x-bimodule category.
Forany Z € M, let Lz, Rz: A — M be the functors given by Z x — and — x Z, respectively.
Let us recall and expand on Definition 1.1.

Definition 2.18. Retain notation as above. The Drinfeld centralizer of A in M is the k-linear
category Z(A, M) whose objects are pairs (Z,7) where Z € M and 7 is an isomorphism of
functors L; — Rz such that

(241) XX, = (idx, *7x,) © (T, *idx;)

for all X, Xy € A. A morphism in Z(A, M) from (Z',7’) to (Z,7) is a morphism f: Z' — Z
in M such that

(2.42) (idx * f)oTx = T o (f xidx)

forall X € A.

Remark 2.19. The usual Drinfeld center arises as Z(A) := Z(A, A). This category is (braided)

monoidal and Z(A, M) is a (Z(A), Z(A)) x-bimodule category for all M. We will not recall
this structure as it is standard and does not play a large role in the present paper.

Now we prove our main results on lifting objects of Z(A, K*(M)) to Z(K°(A), L (M)).

Theorem 2.20. Let A be a k-linear monoidal category and M an (A, A) x-bimodule category, and
let Z € K°(M) be given. Assume that Hom(Z « X1, Xo x Z) has zero homology in negative degrees.
Then any (Z,7) € Z(A, K(M)) has a unique lift to (Z,T) € Z(K*(A), K*(M)).

Proof. Assume we are given (Z, 1) € Z(A, K°(M)) as in the statement. Throughout the proof
we will let Lz, Rz: A — Ch’(M) be the dg functors definend by Lz(X) = Z x X and
Rz(X) = X xZ. We let Lz, Rz: Ch?(A) — Ch’(M) denote the lifts to complexes. Note
that Rz(X) = X x Z and Lz(X) = Z x X for all complexes X € Ch®(A), though the latter
isomorphism involves some signs as in Remark 2.9.

By hypothesis, 7 is a natural isomorphism HY(Lz) — H°(Rz). By Theorem 2.12 there is a
unique lift to a natural isomorphism 7: H%(Lz) — H°(Ry).

It remains to prove the multiplicativity condition

(2.43) TX %Xy =~ (idxl*TXQ)O(’Txl*id)Q).
For this, define LLyz, RRz;: A® A — Chb(J\/[) to be the dg functors defined by
(244) LLz(X1,X2) = Z*Xl*XQ s RRz(Xl,XQ) = Xl *XQ*Z.
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These functors have lifts LLz, RRz: Ch®(A) ® Ch®(A) — Ch’(M). We have two given
natural transformations H°(LLz) — H°(RRy), given by

(245) T’Xl,Xg = TX1xXs 77,X1,X2 = (iXm *TX2) o (’7’)(1 *idXQ).

These natural transformations are lifts of 7x,.x, and (idx, * 7x,) o (7x, * idx,) respectively,
which are homotopic by definition of Z(A, KX°(M)). Thus, uniqueness of lifts (from Theorem
2.17) implies that n ~ n’, which establishes the multiplicativity condition for 7 and shows
that (Z, T) is an object of Z(K’(A), K°(M)). O

2.9. Fully faithful centralizing functors. In order to use the technology developed above,
we must have some way of constructing objects of Z(A, K?(M)). Many examples (see §3) can
be provided with the following relatively elementary result.

Theorem 2.21. Let A be a k-linear monoidal category and M an (A, A) x-bimodule category, and
let Z € K*(M) be given. Assume that Ly, Rz: A — K°(M) are fully faithful and have the same
essential image. Then there is a monoidal autoequivalence ®: A — A such that Z x X ~ ®(X) x Z,
naturally in X € A. In other words, Z has the structure of an object in the Drinfeld centralizer
Z(A, K (M), where K (M) denotes KC°(M) with left action twisted by ®.

Proof. Without loss of generality, let us assume that A is strict monoidal. Let N C k(M)
be the essential image of Lz and Rz. Then Lz, Ry restrict to equivalences of categories
A — N, and we may choose an inverse functor R; and define ® := R}l o Lz. The fact
that Z x X ~ ®(X) x Z, naturally in X is true by construction. There is an isomorphism

Ux, x, 0 P(X1x X2) 5 ®(X1) * P(X32), defined by commutativity of the diagram

id<1>(X1) *TX2
@(Xl) * @(XQ) *x /[ — (I)(Xl) * Z*XQ
A

Vx,,x, xidy

[Txl *idx,

(TX1*X2)

—_—
(246) (I)(Xl *XQ)*Z Z*Xl *XQ

Where the solid arrows alternate between homotopy equivalences of the form Rz (®(X)) ~
L7(X), and associator isomorphisms. Observe that, a priori the above diagram defines a
homotopy equivalence ®(X; * X3) ~ ®(X;) » ®(X>). But since X; here are objects of A, all
homotopies are zero for degree reasons. Moreover, naturality of the isomorphism Rz o ® ~
Lz and of the associator implies that the isomorphism ®(X; x X3) = ®(X;)x®(X>) is natural
in X1, X € A.

To complete the proof that ® is a monoidal functor, one would need to prove commuta-
tivity of the diagram

(I)(Xl) * CD(XQ * Xg)

/ \

CD(Xl *XQ*Xg) @(Xl)*q)(XQ)*CI)(Xg)

\ /

(2.47) D(X1 * Xo) * P(X3)
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To prove commutativity of this diagram, we prove that it remains commutative after appli-
cation of Rz. Consider the diagram:

(2.48)
O(Xy) (X2 X3)-Z
— \
P(X1- X2 X3)- Z O(X1)  ©(X2) - ©(X3)-Z
\\) -

Z-X1- X5 X3 (X)) (X)) Z- X3

— o

(X1 X)) Z- X3

(abbreviating by writing - = ). The front right square commutes obviously. The bottom
square commutes by definition of ¢'x, x,. The back right square commutes by definition of
Y¥x, x,- The back left square commutes by definition of ¥ x, x,.x,, and the front left square
commutes by definition of ¢ x,.x, x,. Thus, the top square commutes, which proves that ¢
is monoidal.

The multiplicativity condition for Z is equivalent to the commutativity of the diagram
(2.46). This proves the theorem. O

Remark 2.22. There is a subtle issue at play above. The construction of ¢ depended on a
choice of inverse functor R,,*. Inverse functors are well-defined up to isomorphism of func-
tors. Let @ be another functor isomorphic to ®. It is false that ®/C?(M) and ®'Kb(M) are
equivalent as x-bimodule categories (though one would expect them to be Morita equivalent
in the appropriate sense)! Nonetheless, Z(A, ®K*(M)) and Z(A, ' KP(M)) are equivalent.
Given an object (Z,7) € Z(A, ®Kb(M)), we can get an object (Z,7) € Z(A,* K(M)) by
postcomposing T with the isomorphism from ® to ®’ (tensored with idy).

The conclusion of the above remark is that one should really only consider ® up to iso-
morphism of functors.

3. CONJUGATION BY ROUQUIER COMPLEXES

In this chapter we focus on applications to Hecke categories. Throughout, let W be a
Coxeter group with set of simple reflections S C W, and fix a commutative ring k.

3.1. The Hecke category. Most of the technical details which go into the construction of
the Hecke category will not be relevant for this paper. We refer the reader to [EW16] or
[EMTW20] for more details.

A realization is a free k-module V' together with a collection of simple roots {as}ses C V
and simple coroots {a! }scs C V*, satisfying some axioms. Here V* := Homy(V, k). The main
axiom is that W acts on V, where the simple reflections act by the following formula:

(3.1) s(v) = v —a)(v) - as.
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We write (W, S, V) to indicate a Coxeter system with a choice of realization, omitting the
choice of roots and coroots from the notation.

Remark 3.1. For the experts, we quickly discuss the assumptions we use, referring to [EW23,
§5, §6] for definitions. For the Hecke category to be well-defined we need certain Jones-
Wenzl projectors to exist and be rotatable. Precise conditions for this were given in [Haz24].
For the category to be cyclic we also need to assume the realization is even-balanced. We
also assume Demazure surjectivity. These assumptions are sufficient for the Hecke category
to categorify the Hecke algebra with the expected size of Hom spaces, see [EW23, §5]. We
also assume in the body of the text that the realization is odd-balanced, though we treat the
odd-unbalanced case in remarks.

When discussing Z-graded algebras and modules, we use the symbol (k) to denote the
grading shift which decreases all degrees by k, so that if M is a graded k-module then a
homogeneous element m € M of degree ¢ will have degree i — k¥ when regarded as an
element of M (k). In other places in the literature (see e.g. our main reference [Hog24] for dg
categorical constructions) M (k) would be denoted by ¢~* M.

Let R be the polynomial ring whose linear terms are V, graded by deg(v) = 2 forallv € V.
In other words, R = Sym®(V(—2)). The operators ay : V' — k extend by a twisted Leibniz
rule to operators J;: R — R, satisfying

(3.2) as-0s(f)=f—sf

forall f € R. Also, 05(f) € R*, where R® denotes the subring of s-invariants.
There is a graded (R, R)-bimodule B, defined as

B, := R®ps R(1).

Bimodules obtained as tensor products Bs, ® Bs, ®- - -® By, are called Bott-Samelson bimodules,
and they form a monoidal subcategory of the category of all graded (R, R)-bimodules. Bi-
modules obtained from Bott-Samelson bimodules by taking direct sums, grading shifts, and
direct summands are called Soergel bimodules. Under fairly reasonable restrictions on k and
V, the category of Soergel bimodules categorifies the Iwahori-Hecke algebra of (W, S), where
B, categorifies the so-called Kazhdan-Lusztig generator bs. However, Soergel bimodules can
fail to categorify the Hecke algebra (e.g. when W does not act faithfully on V). Instead, a
diagrammatic category H = H(W, S, V') was developed in [EK10, Elil6, EW16], presented by
generators and relations, which models the category of Bott-Samelson bimodules when they
behave well. It was proven in [EW16] and [EW23, §5] that H always categorifies the Hecke
algebra (using the assumptions of Remark 3.1), whence it is now called the Hecke category.

By definition, the category H is the strict monoidal category freely generated by formal
objects which we also call By, for s € S, with Z-graded morphism spaces presented by some
explicit diagrammatic generators and relations. We will denote the monoidal operation by
* or simply by horizontal juxtaposition, so that a general object may be denoted either by
Bg, % -+ x B, or By, --- Bs,. The monoidal identity, denoted 1, corresponds to the empty
sequence.

The presentation for general (W, S, V') can be found in [EW16, §5] or [EMTW?20, §10], but
we will recall some of the most revelevant features. First, Endy (1) = R. Thus, given X € H
and f € R the monoidal structure provides endomorphisms idx f and fidx, which we refer
to as the right and left multiplication by f on X, respectively. In this way, all hom spaces in
H may be viewed as graded (R, R)-bimodules.
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The generating morphisms consist of:

n s
(3.3) dots: 1 <:>8 B, , trivalent vertices: BsB; €<= DB;
Es s
. Ts,t
(3.4) 2mgi-valent vertices: ByB;--- Bgort —————> BB, Biors

for all s,t € S (if ms; = oo then the generator 7, is omitted), with degrees deg(es) =
deg(ns) =1, deg(ps) = deg(As) = —1, deg(ms¢) = 0. We call this the Soergel degree (we are in
a graded category, not yet a dg category). Some of the relations include

(3.5) €50 Mg = Qs.
(3.6) idp, f— s(f)idp, = 0s(f)(ns o €s).

The first of these is a relation in Endy (1) = R, and the second is a relation in Endy(Bs).
Finally, we remark that the Hecke category # has a contravariant duality functor which
flips diagrams upside-down. It swaps 75 and e, swaps us and A, and swaps 7, ; and 7 5.

3.2. Rouquier complexes. Let H® denote the category obtained from # by adjoining all
shifts (k) and finite direct sums of objects (see e.g. [EMTW?20, §11.2]). A typical object of H®
is a formal expression @@, X;(k;) where the indexing set is finite.

Notation 3.2. We will abuse notation and write Ch®(#) instead of Ch?(H®) (and similarly
KP(H) instead of KC*(HP)).

When working with complexes X,Y € Ch®(#), we write Hom"/ (X,Y’) for the maps of
homological degree i and Soergel degree j. That is to say, Ch’(#) is a dg category, with
gradings living in Z x Z, as in Remark 2.2. Just as for #, Hom complexes are still (R, R)-
bimodules via the monoidal structure (and no signs appear in the tensor product idx  f for
f € R,since f: 1 — 1 has homological degree zero).

Let F; € Ch’(H) be the Rouquier complex

(3.) Fyi= (Bs — 1(1))

with differential €,. The underline indicates that B, lives in homological degree zero. The
dual complex

(3.8) F7l=(1(-1) = By)

S

has differential ;. The products Fs x F; ! and F; ! x F; are homotopy equivalent to the
monoidal identity 1 (viewed as a complex in bidegree zero).

Let vs: 1 — Fy be the inclusion of the rightmost chain object, and let v: F; ! — 1
be its dual, the projection to the leftmost chain object. So v, € ml’_l(ﬂ, Fy) and v} €
I,Ioiml,fl(Fs—lj ]]_)

Let Br = Br(W) be the braid group of W. This is the group generated by symbols o
with s € S, modulo relations of the form (o0¢)™s* = 1 for all s,¢. A braid word is a tuple
(o%,...,0%) of braid group generators and their inverses. Multiplying together all the ele-
ments in a braid word /3 yields a braid 3, and we say that 3 represents 3. For each braid word
3 € Br, let F(B) denote the corresponding product of Rouquier complexes F; and F; L.

It is a theorem of Rouquier [Rou04] that two braid words representing the same braid
give rise to homotopy equivalent Rouquier complexes. In fact this homotopy equivalence is
canonical, as we discuss in the next section.
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Lemma 3.3. Let 3 be a braid word expressing 3 € Br, and let w € W be the image of 3 under the
natural homomorphism Br — W. Then idpg) f ~ w(f)idp@ forall f € R.

Proof. The relevant homotopy is already in the literature, but it is easy enough that we have
reprinted it.

It suffices to assume that 3 = . Consider the following endomorphism of Fs of homo-
logical degree —1. B

€s
By — > 1(1)
1s0s(f)

9
B, ———— 1(1)

(3.9)

(3.10) Tr=stH] =304,  f—sf)=10:).

The homotopy for F; ! is completely analogous, and dual to this one. O

3.3. Rouquier canonicity, canonical maps, residues.

Definition 3.4. Let m C H denote the ideal spanned by morphisms which factor through an
object of the form By, - - - By, for r > 1. Let Res: H — 7 /m denote the quotient functor.
For an object X € H, let X/m denote Res(X).

Note that #/m is a monoidal category, and Res is a monoidal functor, since m is closed
under tensoring with arbitrary morphisms in # on the left and right. This ideal m is an
example of a cellular ideal, see [EMTW20, §22.1]. Clearly m contains the identity maps of
all objects in H other than 1, though it is not obvious a priori that the identity of 1 is not
included in m. Indeed, it is not, which can be proven with cell theory. The following lemma
also proves this fact, and is well-known, though we do not know where to find the proof in
the literature.

Lemma 3.5. The endomorphism ring of 1/m, viewed as a quotient of the endomorphism ring of 1, is
R/(cs)ses. In particular, the degree zero endomorphism ring is k.

Proof. (Sketch) Consider any endomorphism ¢ of 1 in ‘H which factors through a non-identity
object. Take an extremal strand in this diagram (colored s), use the unit relation [EW16, (5.4)]
to pull out a dot, and isotope this dot to the bottom of the picture. Now ¢ = v o n,. By
the Soergel hom formula we already know that Hom(Bs, 1) is a free R-module (a bimodule
where the left and right actions agree) generated by ¢,. Thus ¢ = fe, for some f € R. Then
@ = f(esons) = fa, is in the ideal generated by «. O

Thus # /m has one nonzero object 1/m, whose endomorphism ring is R/(cs)ses-
Let e: Br — Z is the group homomorphism defined by e(o,) = 1 for all s € S. Since
each Rouquier complex F(3) has a single (shifted) copy of 1 it follows that (extending Res

to complexes in the standard way)

(3.11) F(B)/m = (1/m)[—e€](e)
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canonically, where e = ¢(3). The isomorphism (3.11) is canonical because 1[—e](e) is a sum-
mand of F(3) (after forgetting the differential), hence the inclusion of this summand (which
is not a closed morphism in Ch®(#) but becomes closed upon applying Res) provides the
isomorphism (3.11). In view of these canonical isomorphisms, we can now formulate the
following.

Definition 3.6. Let X,Y € Ch®(H) be complexes such that Res(X) = (1/m)[a](a’) and
Res(Y) = (1/m)[b](V/) (with a preferred isomorphism in each case). If f € Hom(X,Y) is
a morphism of bidegree (a — b,a’ — V') then we define res(f) € k to be component of f
between the copies of 1 in X and Y. More precisely, res( f) is defined to be the composition

(3.12) 1/m — (L/m)a](a) = X/m 2% v/m =5 (1/m)B(¥) = 1/m

where the first and last arrows are the “identity maps” relating 1/m and its shifts. The com-
position is a degree zero endomorphism of 1/m, whence an element of k by Lemma 3.5 (a
scalar multiple of the identity map).

Proposition 3.7. We have:
(1) Given braid words By, 1, B2 and morphisms f; € Hom(F(5;_1), F(B;)) of the appropriate
bidegrees, then

(3.13) res(fa o f1) = res(fa)res(f1).
(2) Given braids j3, 8',~,~' and morphisms f € Hom(F(8'), F(8)), g € Hom(F(y'), F(v)) of
the appropriate bidegrees, we have

(3.14) res(f * g) = (—1)°P =N pes( fres(g).

Proof. The first statement is clear as Res is a functor. The second statement is a consequence
of the Koszul sign rule, as we now explain. Abbreviate by letting I(5') = 1[—e(8)](e(8"))

regarded as a summand of F('), and similarly for I(v’). Then the Koszul sign rule (2.15)
states that the restriction of f x g to the identity summands I(3') x I(v/) is given by

(3.15) %9 ety = (=D £y % g1y
0

Rouquier canonicity is the statement that Rouquier complexes for different braid words
are canonically homotopy equivalent (see [Rou04]). One can find the following proof of
Rouquier canonicity sketched in [Eli18, Section 4.2].

Lemma 3.8 (Rouquier canonicity). If 8’ and (3 are two braid words representing the same braid
B. We call a degree zero chain map vg g 7F(é) — F(B') a canonical map if res(vg g) = 1. Then
there exists a canonical map, and it is unique up to homotopy. Any canonical map is a homotopy
equivalence. The composition or tensor product of canonical maps is a canonical map.

Proof. Because F () and F(f) are homotopy equivalent, F(5')F(3)~! is homotopy equiv-

alent to the monoidal identity. Tensoring with F(3)~! we get an homotopy equivalence of
hom spaces

Hence res defines an isomorphism of k-algebras H*?(Hom(F'(8), F (7)) — H*°(R) = k. The
previous proposition implies the claims about composition and tensor product. O
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From this point on, we sometimes denote F'(3) simply by F'(3). This is still a slight abuse,
since the homotopy equivalence relating two different models for /() is canonical only up
to homotopy. Consequently, whenever we write Hom(F'(53), F(3')), it is understood that this
hom complex requires a choice of braid words representing 3 and ', and two choices yield
homotopy equivalent hom complexes via the canonical map (and the homotopy equivalence
is itself canonical up to homotopy). In particular the homology class of a closed morphism
f € Hom(F(pB), F(p')) is well-defined.

One can also develop more generally the theory of maps between inequivalent Rouquier
complexes which induce the identity map upon applying Res. Let us temporarily write
B’ < B if there exists a chain map F(5') — F(S) which is invertible upon applying Res.
Lemma 3.8 implies that < is a partial order. Clearly the relation 5’ < § is preserved under
multiplying on the left or right by any braid. The following establishes that if 3 is a positive
braid (i.e. it is expressed by a word without any inverse generators o ') then 1 < 3.

Definition 3.9. If 3 is a positive braid then we let v3 € Hom(1, F'(3)) denote inclusion of the
right-most chain object (which is the unique copy of 1 inside F'(3)). We denote v, also by
Vs.

Note that 13 is closed (i.e. it is a chain map of nonzero degree). It has degree (e(3), —e(5)),
and induces the isomorphism (3.11) upon applying Res. Furthermore, res(vg) = 1 by con-
struction.

Definition 3.10. For each pair of braids (5’ < f8), let can(/’, 3) be the set of homotopy classes
closed morphisms f: F(3') — F(3) withres(f) = 1.

We think of can(/3’, 3) as the set of “canonical maps” from F(f') — F(8). Of course, this
is sensible only when this set can(3’, §) is a singleton. An interesting question that we do not
address in the paper is:

Question 3.11. If 3/ < 3,is can(f’, ) always a singleton?
y g

For instance, can(3, 8) = {[idp(g)]} is a singleton for any braid 3 by Lemma 3.8, and it
is not hard to show that can(1, 3) = {[vg]} is a singleton for all positive braids 3. For our
purposes we will only need the following, which implies that can(3v, Sos7) a singleton for
all 3, v. Indeed, the second statement implies that the space of chain maps in this bidegree is
one-dimensional up to homotopy.

Lemma 3.12. For any braids 3, € Brand any s € S we have

(3.17) res(idp(g) * vs x idp(y)) = (—=1)®),
Moreover, f € Hom(F (B), F(Bs7)) is any closed map with bidegree (1, —1), then
(3.18) £ o2 (1) Pres(f) - idp) * vs * idp(y).

Proof. The first statement is an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.7. For the second
statement, observe that since F'(3) and F'(vy) are invertible up to homotopy we have

(3.19) Hom(F(87), F(8s7)) ~ Hom(1, F(s)).
By direct computation, Hom(1, F(s)) is the two-term complex of (R, R)-bimodules given by
(3.20) R(—1) = R(1),

whose homology is R/(as)(1) in homological degree 1. Hence res defines an isomorphism
HYH(Hom(F(8y), F(Bs7))) — k. 0
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3.4. Conjugating braids and conjugating bimodules. Suppose that So, = 0,8, so that
Rouquier canonicity gives us a canonical homotopy equivalence F(5)F; ~ FiF(3). Our
goal is to bootstrap from this a homotopy equivalence F(8)B; ~ B;F(f3), and study how
this homotopy equivalence behaves with respect to the morphisms in H.

For the rest of this chapter we will frequently use cones of morphisms between chain
complexes, and wish to abbreviate our notation. Given a degree zero chain map a: X — Y
we have the mapping cone

(3.21) Cone(a) := <X[1] 5 Y) = tw< 00 > (X[1]eY).
a 0

where in the twist above, we are regarding « as a degree 1 closed morphism X[1] — Y.

Proposition 3.13. Let s,t € S (possibly equal) and suppose (3 is a braid such that Sos = of.
Then there is a homotopy equivalence p: F(5)Bs — ByF () (constructed in the proof) such that the
following square commutes up to homotopy:

Box F(3) =204, pis)

o ] k
id x &5

F(B) x Bs —> F(p)

Proof. Throughout the proof we will employ a very common abuse of notation, viewing
vs € Hom"~1(1, Fy) as a degree (1,0) map 1(1) — Fj, or (when we discuss Cone(v;)) as a
degree (0,0) map 1(1)[—1] — Fi.

Observe that, since F is a two term complex constructed from B and 1(1), it follows
that B, is homotopy equivalent to a complex constructed from F and 1(1). In slightly more
details, consider the diagram

(3.23) i

The three middle objects represent Cone(—v;), i.e. (1(1) —% F). The horizontal maps on
the left give the homotopy equivalence ts: Bs — Cone(—vs), and the horizontal maps on
the right give an inverse homotopy equivalence p;s: Cone(—v;) — Bs. Under this homotopy

equivalence, the morphism 5 = ¢ from B; to 1(1) corresponds to the projection pry(qy of
Cone(—vy) = tw(1(1) & F;) onto the 1(1) summand (in homological degree zero). That is,

(3.24) Es = Pry(1) Ols, €50 Ps ™ Pry(1) -
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To construct ¢, we use the diagram

pt*idp(g) = —v xidp(g)
By % F(B) «——— Cone(—1;) % F() «— (F(B) — R *F(ﬁ))
(3.25) 90| [@’ idI I(_l)e(ﬁ)%ﬁﬁﬁs
idF( ) * Lg _ +’1&F(5) * Vg

F(f) % By ———> F(8) x Cone(—v;) —> (F(/a) — S F(B) *Fs)

The parenthesized entries in columns three and four are cones, being an elaboration of the
complexes in the second column.

By Proposition 3.7, the map —idp(g) * vs within the differential on F'(3) ® Cone(—v;s) has
residue —(—1)¢%), while —v; « id F(g) has residue (—1). Thus the residues of the two paths
from F'(5) to F; » F'(B) agree. By Lemma 3.12, these two paths must give homotopic maps,
ie.

(=) Pug s 0 (—idp(g) * va) = —11 % idp(s).

Choose a homotopy h for their difference (the dashed arrow). The sum of the two vertical
maps and the dashed arrow defines a chain map ¢’: F(8) x Cone(—v;) — Cone(—v;) x F'(3).
This chain map ¢’ is a homotopy equivalence since the vertical arrows are homotopy equiva-
lences (given a morphism of distinguished triangles where the outer maps are isomorphisms,
the inner map is also an isomorphism).

Now we compute that

(et xidp(g)) 0 9 = ((e¢ 0 pt) *idp(g)) 0 " 0 (idp(g) * ts) = (Pri(1) *idp(s)) © (idp(s) * Ls)
(3.26) = prpg) o(idpg) * Ls)
= (idp(g) * Pri(1)) © (idp(g) * ts) = idp(g) * €s-
In the second line, prp() denotes the projection from Cone(F(8) x —v;) to F/(8), and since

pry(1) has degree zero the Koszul sign rule does not produce any signs when passing from
the second row to the third. Consequently, (3.22) commutes up to homotopy. O

Proposition 3.14. Let s,t € S (possibly equal) and suppose (3 is a braid such that fos = 043. Then
there is a homotopy equivalence 1p: F(/3)Bs — ByF () such that the following square commutes up
to homotopy:

BixF() < g

w[ |id
id % s

(3.27) F(B) x By «—— F(p)

Proof. (Sketch) This follows by symmetry, applying the duality functor to all the arguments
in this section and the last. O

What is essential to understand is that there is no reason to expect that ¢ and v are equal,
and indeed they frequently are not!
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Example 3.15. The homotopy equivalence ¢: Fy x By — B x F; constructed in Proposition
3.131is

(B.B, ) B,(1))
629 T+Yi| [o

(B.B. —— B.(1)

It is a good exercise to verify that ¢ commutes with €, as in (3.22). However, ¢ anticommutes
with 7, so ¢ := —¢ will satisfy (3.27).

Example 3.16. Let my = 3. After tensoring the homotopy equivalence F,F; By — B.F,F}
with F; ! on the left and ;! on the right, one obtains the homotopy equivalences in [MMV24,
Proof of Lemma 4.8]. Moreover, [MMV24, Lemma 4.9] computes directly that both (3.22) and
(3.27) commute for this same morphism.

Proposition 3.17. Let s,t € S (possibly equal) and suppose (3 is a braid such that Sos = of.
Let w € W be the image of 3 under the group homomorphism Br — W. Then there is a sign
A = +1 € k* such that w(as) = A\ tay. Let o be the homotopy equivalence in Proposition 3.13.
Then + := Ay satisfies (3.27).

Proof. Using the homotopy equivalence ¢, the hom complex Hom(F(3) x Bs, By » F'(5)) is
homotopy equivalent to the hom complex End(F(5)Bs). Since F'(3) is invertible, this hom
complex is homotopy equivalent to End(B;), which in degree zero is isomorphic to k. Thus
the homotopy equivalence 1) from Proposition 3.14 must be Ay for some A € k*.

Now consider the following diagram (in which all morphisms are chain maps of homo-
logical degree zero):

N * idp(ﬁ) Et % idF(ﬁ)
F(p) —— B % F(8) ———> F(b)
(3.29) Alidm)I %0[ idF(ﬁ)]
idF(/B)*ns idF(ﬁ)*ES

F(8) ————> F(8) x B ————> F(f)

Since a5 = &5 o 15, we deduce that F(3)as ~ A\ 'a;F(3). By Lemma 3.3 we already know
that F(8)as ~ w(as)F(8). Since End(F(8)) = End(1) = R, the left action of R on F'(3) is
free (even up to homotopy), and we deduce that A1y = w(as).

The rest follows from classical Coxeter theory. For a finite Coxeter group, let k’ be the
subring of R containing 2 cos(;,—) forall s, ¢ € S. Any balanced realization is a specialization
of a realization over k', so we can do the computation assuming k = k’. By restriction from
R we have the usual notion of a root system living inside V' (but not necessarily spanning
V). We know that wsw™! is the reflection corresponding to the root w(a;), and hence w(a)
is a root colinear with «;. The only roots colinear with a; are +a;. Hence A = £1. O

Remark 3.18. Let us reiterate a point made in the introduction. All we really need to know is
that, inside the one-dimensional (up to homotopy) space of chain maps F(8)xBs — BxF([3),
some nonzero chain map is a homotopy equivalence and satisfies (3.22) up to scalar. (We just
did a little more work in Proposition 3.13 to describe this chain map precisely.) Using duality,
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some nonzero chain map in the same hom space satisfies (3.27) up to scalar. By rescaling,
we may choose ¢ which satisfies (3.22) exactly; which scalar multiple of ¢ satisfies (3.27) is
determined by Lemma 3.3 as in Proposition 3.17. This remark continues in Remark 3.28.

Remark 3.19. We have assumed above that the realization is balanced. When the realization
is not balanced, there is no consistent theory of positive roots, and the scalar A need not
be +1. For example, for any A € k* there is an unbalanced realization of type As with
st(as) = A" tay. The proposition holds true verbatim (and the proof works ignoring the last
paragraph) when one removes the statement that A = £1.

3.5. Conjugation by the longest element. Throughout this section, let W be a finite Coxeter
group with simple reflections S C W, length function ¢, and longest element wy € W. We
will take certain basic facts for granted, for instance wy' = wo and l(wpz) = ¢(zwy) =
L(wy) — €(x).

Let 7 : W — W be the automorphism 7(z) = wozwy. By standard arguments, 7 is length
preserving, hence 7(s) is a simple reflection, and 7 itself corresponds to an automorphism
of the Coxeter data; in particular 7 is completely determined by its restriction to 7 : S — S.
Many finite Coxeter groups admit no non-trivial diagram automorphisms, hence 7(s) = s
for all s € S. Even when 7 is the identity map, wo will act nontrivially on V.

Example 3.20. In type A,—1 we have W = S, with simple reflections si,...,s,—1. The
longest element is wy = s1(s2s1) -+ (Sp—1---s1), and we have 7(s;) = sp—i+1 and wo(a;) =
—Qr (i)

Example 3.21. For dihedral groups (type I2(m)) with simple reflections s,¢ we have wy =
(st)™ = (ts)™, and

t if mis odd
T(S) = . . ) wo(as) = —CQr(s)-
s ifmiseven

Lemma 3.22. For any (balanced) realization of a finite Coxeter system (W, S), we have wo(as) =
—Q () forall s € S.

Proof. This is completely standard. One can also use the last paragraph of the proof of Propo-
sition 3.17, together with the observation that wy sends positive roots to negative roots. I

Definition 3.23. For each w € W let 3, be a positive braid lift of a reduced expression for w.
Set Ay, = F(By) and V,, = F (6;11 ). For the longest element we will often write HT = A,,,.

Lemma 3.24. For each s € S there is a homotopy equivalence p: HTBs ~ B (o HT such that the
following squares commute up to homotopy:

Et X id Nt * id
B;xHT ————— HT B; xHT «— HT
¥ id - id
id % 54 id x ns
(3.30) HT x B —— HT HT x By «———— HT

Proof. Fix a simple reflection s € S and write ¢ := 7(s), so that wgs = twg. then we may write
Bwo = Bwosﬁs and, Simﬂal‘l}’/ Bwo = Btﬁtwo = 51‘//81005- Thus

Btﬁwo = Btﬁwosﬁs = ﬁwoB&

Now the Lemma follows from Propositions 3.13 and 3.17. O
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Remark 3.25. Again, in the unbalanced case, one should replace the sign —1 in the second
square above with the appropriate scalar \.

Theorem 3.26. There exists a unique (up to unique isomorphism) monoidal autoequivalence ®: H —
H such that ®(Bs) = By (), ®(es) = er(5), and ®(f) = wo(f) for all f € R. Moreover, HT admits
the structure of an object in Z(Kb(H), ®KP(H)).

Proof. Clearly tensoring by HT on the left or the right is a fully faithful functor, as it is in-
vertible. By Lemma 3.24, HT ® Bs, - -+ Bs, = By (,) - Br(s,) ® HT, so the essential images
of Lyt and Ryt agree. Now the existence of ® was proven in Theorem 2.21. By choosing an
inverse to R,,' compatibly with the map ¢ from Lemma 3.24, we can assert that ® satisfies
®(Bs) = B (5 and ®(e;) = (). The action of ® polynomials is computed by Lemma 3.3.

By composing ® with the automorphism of H induced by 7, we get an automorphism
of H which fixes B, and fixes ¢, and sends f — 7(wo(f)) for each f € V C R. By the
results of [Eli23, Theorem 3.2 and Corollary 3.3], an automorphism of H fixing B; is uniquely
determined by where it sends ¢, (which will be a scalar multiple of ¢5) and where it sends
each f € V. Uniqueness of ¢ is an immediate consequence.

Theorem 2.20 completes the proof. O

Remark 3.27. It was already noted in Remark 2.22 that it really only matters what ® is up
to isomorphism of (monoidal graded) functors, because this isomorphism can instead be
baked into the isomorphism between Lyt and Rpt. Given two automorphisms of # which
fix all objects, a natural isomorphism between them is necessarily a dilation: a multiple of the
identity on each object. Moreover, if the automorphisms preserve the monoidal and graded
structures, then a natural transformation is a monoidal, graded dilation; it acts by A; € k™ on
each generator B, and acts as [[ A5, on By, - - - B, (k) for any k € Z. Such an automorphism
fixes 1, but it can rescale €, by A,.

In particular, it is immediate from the classification of monoidal (graded) autoequiva-
lences in [Eli23, Theorem 3.2 and Corollary 3.3] that, up to isomorphism of such autoequiv-
alences, an autoequivalence is uniquely determined by what it does to polynomials! For
conjugation by braids, this is deterined already by Lemma 3.3.

Remark 3.28. This continues Remark 3.18. By the previous remark, we need not compute
the automorphism @ associated to conjugation by the full twist explicitly, but can deduce its
properties (up to isomorphism) from first principles. Thus, knowing only that there is some
homotopy equivalence ¢ that satisfies (3.22) up to scalar for 3 = HT, we deduce that there is
some identification of Lyt and Ryt such that Theorem 3.26 holds. Proposition 3.13 does go
further and allow one to pin down this isomorphism concretely using canonical maps.

For the rest of this section, we let ® be the automorphism from Theorem 3.26. Since P2 is
the identity functor, the following is immediate.

Corollary 3.29. Let FT := HT®? denote the “full twist” Rouquier complex. Then FT admits the
structure of an object in Z(KCP(H)). O

Proof. Let ® be the automorphism from Theorem 3.26. The result follows from the next
lemma, since ®2 is the identity functor. O

Lemma 3.30. Let A be a k-linear monoidal category. Suppose Z, Zs € A are objects and 1, Po: A —
A are monoidal autoequivalences such that Z; lifts to an object of the ®;-twisted Drinfeld centralizer.
Then Zy * Zy lifts to an object of the @ o $o-twisted Drinfeld centralizer.

Proof. Obvious. O
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3.6. Relative half-twists. Given I C S, we let W; C W be the parabolic subgroup generated
by s € I, with longest element denoted by wq(I). In particular the longest element of W may
be denoted wy(.5) for extra clarity. Let

wo(S/1) := wo(S)wo(I)

(so that wo(S/I) is a shortest length representative of the coset wo(S)Wy in W/W7y). Let HT
and HTg/; denote the Rouquier complexes associated to the positive braid lift of wo() and
wo(S/1), respectively. Note that

HTS ~ HTS/IHT[.

Example 3.31. In case W = S, with simple reflections S = {s1,...,s,}, we may consider
the parabolic subgroup S, x Si, generated by I = {1,...,n — 1}. In this case

HTS/I = F(O’l . O'n)

Example 3.32. More generally, if W = S, and and I = {s1,...,5,...,Sp+m—1}, then
Wr =S5, xS, and

HTS/I:F((Um"'Un+m—1)“'(02"'0n+1)(01"'0n)> - F

as in (1.4).

Given I C S, we consider H(Wy,I,V) as a full subcategory of H(W, S, V). We have the
inclusion ¢: H(Wr,I,V) — H(W,S, V).

Theorem 3.33. For each subset I C S the relative half twist HT g/ has the structure of an object in
the Drinfeld centralizer Z(K°(A), K*(M)) where A := H(W;,1,V) and M = H(W, S, V) with its
(A, A) x-bimodule structure given by

(3.31) X-Z-X' = (®go010d(X))xZ*u(X),

where O g is the automorphism ® from Theorem 3.26, and @ is defined similarly but for HT 1 acting
on H(Wr,I,V).

Proof. The result follows from Theorem 3.26 and Lemma 3.30. O

Remark 3.34. Let 74 o v o 71 denote the map I — S induced by wo(S/I). If T oo 1i(s) =1t
then the composition ®g o ¢t o ®;(X) will send By — By, €5 — ¢, and 15 — 1y, o — oy (With
no signs). The action on polynomials agrees with the action of wy(S/I). Thus ®go ¢ o @7 (X)
is the functor induced by the map 75 o ¢ o 77 of Coxeter graphs, extended in the natural way
to polynomials.

Example 3.35. Let us continue Example 3.32. Let W = S,,,, and W; = S,, x S,;,. Then
Theorem 3.33 gives us natural homotopy equivalences

(3.32) HTg) % (XKY) ~ (Y K X)xHTg,,

which may be viewed as an isomorphism of functors K°(H,, ® Hm) — K°(Hntm)-
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4. A..-NATURAL TRANSFORMATIONS

In this section we show how to extend Theorem 2.12 to a kind of homotopy coherent nat-
ural transformation, which we refer to as an A -natural transformation. These are defined
using two-sided bar complex of a differential graded (dg) category. In §2.1 we recalled the
basic definitions concerning dg categories, in §4.1 we recall the notion of bimodules over dg
categories, and in §4.3 we recall the notion of the bar complex over a dg category.

4.1. Bimodules over categories. When discussing bimodules over dg categories, it will be
convenient to have a notation for hom spaces with a “right-to-left” convention. To this end
we may write

4.1) Home(X <« X') := Home (X', X).

Now, given dg categories €, D, a (€, D)-bimodule B is a family of complexes B(X,Y)
parametrized by objects X € C, Y € D, together with action maps

(4.2) Home(X' + X) ®x B(X,Y) @, Homp (Y + Y') —» B(X",Y'), fRbRg—f-b-g

satisfying the usual constraints thatidx -b-idy = bforallb € B(X,Y) and (f'o f)-b-(gog’) =
fro(fb-g9)-g.

The identity (C, €)-bimodule I is defined by
(4.3) Ie(X,Y) = Home(X « Y),

with action defined by usual composition of morphisms in €.
Given (€, D)-bimodules By, By a degree [ morphism B; — By is by definition a collection
of degree [ k-linear maps 7x,y : B1(X,Y) = By(X,Y) such that

(4.4) Ty (fbog) = (D) f rxy(b) - g

forall f € Home(X' + X), b € B(X,Y), g € Homp(Y < Y’). The differential of a bimodule
map is defined so that d(7) x,y = d(7x,y). This makes the collection of (C, D)-bimodules into
a dg category, denoted Bime .

Any (€, €) bimodule morphism I — B is determined uniquely via (4.4) by the images
Tx = 7x, x(idx) of the identity maps of objects X € C. Namely, 7(f) = 7(idx) - f for all
morphisms f: X’ — X. However, the images 7x are constrained by the requirement that

(4.5) x - f=(D)Mf
forall f: X’ — X, as both equal 7(f).

The following similar result is unconstrained.

Lemma4.1. Let C, D be dg categories, and let M be a (C, D)-bimodule. Given objects X € C,Y € D
we can consider the (C, D)-bimodule Ie(—, X) @i In (Y, —) (homs out of X, tensored with homs into
Y'). Then the complex of bimodule homs satisfies

(4.6) HOIIlB,'m&D (I@(—, X) @k In(Y,—), M) = M(X,Y).

Proof. Any such bimodule morphism is determined uniquely via (4.4) by the image of idx ®
idy € Ie(X, X) ®x In(Y,Y). This image is an element of M (X,Y). We leave the rest as an
exercise to the reader. O
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4.2. Representing natural transformations via bimodules.

Definition 4.2. Suppose €, D are k-linear categories and F,G: € — D are functors. Then we
form the (€, C)-bimodule M§, defined for each X, X’ € C by

47) ME (X, X') i= Homo (G(X) « F(X")).

The bimodule structure is given by

(4.8) a-m-b=G(a)omo F(b)

for all a € Home(Y < X), m € Homp(G(X) + F(X’)), b € Home(X' < Y).

It is a simple exercise to verify that a natural transformation n: F' — G is the same data as
a bimodule morphism 7: Ie — MI@;, where we set nx = 7x as above.

We can define similar concepts for dg categories. To this end, suppose €, D are dg cate-
gories, and let F, G: C — D be dg functors. We may form the dg (€, €)-bimodule M exactly
as before, Now, a dg natural transformation to F' from G is simply a (closed, degree zero)
map from the trivial bimodule I — M g For completeness, we do most of this exercise.

Lemma 4.3. With setup as above, the notions of a degree | natural transformation G — F and a
degree | bimodule map Ie — ME are equivalent.

Proof. Suppose 7: Ie — ML is a bimodule map. The bimodule map condition means
(+9) F(f)er(h)oGlg) = (~1)"/Ir(fohog),

for all triples of composable morphisms ( f, i, g) in €. Given a morphism f € Home(X + Y),
we may specialize to a triple of the form (f,idy,idy ), obtaining

F(f)eor(idy) = (-)Vlr(f),
or we may specialize to a triple of the form (idx,idx, f), obtaining
T(idx) o G(f) = 7(f).

Thus F(f) o 7(idy) = (—1)¥l7(idx) o G(f), which is exactly the condition for 7(idx) to be a
natural transformation F' < G.

Conversely, given a degree [ natural transformation F ¢ G we may define 7: Ie — M}
by the formula

(4.10) 7(f) == ¢x 0 G(f)
forall f € Home(X < Y). O

Remark 4.4. In this language, composition of natural transformations comes from the fol-
lowing construction. Composition of morphisms in D gives rise to a bimodule map M§ ®¢
Mg — Mg Given ¢: Ip — Mg and ¢: Ip — Mg, the bimodule map

(4.11) Te 55 Te @e Te 72 MS @ ME — MS
F E E

corresponds to the composition of the natural transformations associated with ¢ and .
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4.3. The bar complex. One may obtain a good notion of “up-to-homotopy” natural trans-
formations by replacing the trivial bimodule in Lemma 4.3 by a projective resolution thereof.
Let € be a dg category whose hom complexes are projective over k. The projective resolution
of the trivial bimodule I¢ is provided by the two-sided bar complex of C, which we now
recall.

Firstly, we will be considering sequences of composable morphisms in €. Since composi-
tion is performed from right-to-left, our sequences of composable morphisms are best visu-
alized via leftward arrows, as in the following diagram:

fo fi Jr+1
X1 Xo e X

(4.12)

Such a sequence will be denoted compactly as [fo, fi1,- - , fr+1]. We will regard these expres-
sions as being linear in each argument so that they represent elements of the tensor product
Home(Xo, X—1) ® Home (X1, Xo) ® - -+ ® Home(X,41,X,). All tensor products are over k
unless otherwise specified.
We fix X := X_; and X’ := X, ,, and take the direct sum over all X1,..., X,, obtaining

(4.13)

Barg"(X,X') = P Home(X_1 + Xo) ® Home(Xo + X1) @ -+ @ Home(X, + Xpp1).

X1,...,Xr€0C

Note that each summand above is itself a complex, as is Bar," (X, X’) (which has the un-
twisted, direct sum differential). We make the direct sum @, ., Bar," (X, X’)[r] into a com-
plex, denoted by Bare(X, X’), with differential given by the internal differential plus the
usual “bar” differential. That is,

(4.14) Bare(X, X') 1= tw, | @D Barg"(X, X')[r|
r>0
where
(4.15) a: [fo, oo frral = D (=) for oy (fio fira)s- s frpal.
=0

The complexes Bare(X, X') assemble into a (€, €)-bimodule, with left and right action de-
fined by

(4.16) 9 for fiseeos frg1] -0 = (1) g o fo, fry oy frs frpr1 0]

for all sequences of composable morphisms

g fo fi Jr+1 q
Y X Xo T X Y’

(4.17)

Note that Bare(X, X') is a resolution of Barg (X, X'), where the augmentation map Bar) —
Bargl (still denoted «) still obeys the formula (4.15). Note that Bargl(X ,X') = Home(X <+
X'), so that Bargl = I¢ is the identity bimodule. The element [idx,idx] € Bar%(X , X)) is sent
by o to idx € Ie(X, X).

For more on the bar complex, see for example [Wit19].
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4.4. As-natural transformations and lifting.

Definition 4.5. Let ', G: C — D be dg functors. A (closed) Ao-natural transformation G — F
of degree [ is a (closed) degree | bimodule map 7: Bar(C) — M}.

We begin by observing that possessing an A..-natural transformation is a stronger condi-
tion than admitting a natural transformation up to homotopy.

Lemma 4.6. If 7: Bar(C) — M} is a closed degree zero An- transformation then the collection of
maps T([idx,idx]) € Homq(F(X), G(X)) induces a natural transformation relating the induced
functors H°(C) — HO(D).

Proof. Let f be a degree zero closed morphism X <+ Y in C. Consider the element of the bar
complex [idx, f,idy]. The differential of this element is [f, idy| — [idx, f]. Since 7 is assumed
to be a chain map, we have

(4.18) dp(7(lidx, f,idy])) = 7([f,idy]) — 7([idx, f])-

Now, the bimodule condition gives

(4.19) dp(7(idx, f,idy])) = f o 7([idy,idy]) — 7([idx,idx]) o f,

which implies naturality up to homotopy. O

As discussed in the introduction, our lifting theorem takes place in two stages. The first
stage concerns lifting homotopy natural transformations to A,.-natural transformations.

Theorem 4.7. Let A be a k-linear category and assume that all hom spaces in A are projective
over k. Let F,G: A — Ch®(B) be an unobstructed pair of functors (see Definition 2.11), and
let HO(F),H°(G): A — K(B) denote the induced functors. Then any natural transformation
H°(F) — H°(G) extends to a unique-up-to-homotopy As-natural transformation Bar(A) — M.

The proof is an immediate consequence of the following general statement.

Lemma 4.8. Let A be a k-linear category and assume that all hom spaces in A are projective over
k. Let M be an (A, A)-bimodule such that H*(M) = 0 for k < 0. Then any map of bimodules
A — H°(M) admits a unique-up-to-homotopy lift to a closed degree zero map Bary — M.

Proof. Consider the complex of bimodule maps V' := Homg;y,, , (Bary, M). This complex
has a filtration by subcomplexes --- D F* D F**!1 5 ... where F* C V is the subcomplex
consisting of those bimodule maps which are zero on Barﬁj for j < k. We claim that this
filtration satisfies (2.21). Indeed, Ni>oF* = {0} is clear, and V = lim V/F**! because of the
universal property of direct sums (since Bar, is a direct sum of its chain bimodules Bar;k [k]).
More plainly, any sum vg+wv; +. . . with v, € F* will converge because the sum is finite when

restricted to any given Bar,”.
In similar fashion to the proof of Lemma 2.15, observe that

(4.20) F*/F"! = Homgim, , (Bar", M)|k].
Note that Bar;k is a direct sum of bimodules over the form

421)  Bar" = P Ta(— Xo) @ La(Xo, X1) ® -+ @ L (X1, X)) @ Ta (X, —).
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where I 4 denotes the identity bimodule. Thus, using Lemma 4.1 we have
(4.22) Hompp, , (B, M) =[] Homy (Ta(Xo, X1)&- - @La(Xr-1, X,) , M(X0, X))
X0y Xy

By hypothesis, each I4(Xo, X1) ® - -+ ® I4(X,_1, X,) is projective over k and M (Xo, X,)
has zero homology in degrees < 0. Hence
(4.23) il (HomBimﬂ L (Baryk, M)) =0
for I < 0. It follows that F*/F**! has zero homology in degrees < k. Consider the sequence
of maps
(4.24) H(V) — H'(V/F?) — H(V/F").

By Lemma 2.14, the first arrow is surjective and the composition is injective.
We now identify the terms in (4.24). By (4.20) and (4.22) we have

425) V/F' =FF 2 ][M(X,X), FYYF =[] Homy ((Ia(X,Y), M(X,Y)))[1]
X XY

Meanwhile we have

(4.26) V/F? 2 twa | [[M(X,X) @ ] Homy (La(X,Y), M(X,Y))) [1]
X XY
V/F? F1/F?

where A is a map from the first summand to the second induced by the bar differential. More
precisely, A sends m = (mx)xea € [[x M (X, X) to the mapping which (for all X,Y € A)
takes fxy € I4(X,Y) to —fxy -my + mx - fxy € M(X,Y).

Now, suppose we are given a bimodule map ¢: A — H°(M). For each X € A let my €
M (X, X) be a degree zero cycle which represents p(idx) € H*(M (X, X)). Letm = (mx)x €
V/FL. The bimodule map condition for ¢ implies that A(m) is homotopic to zero in F!/F2.
Thus we can choose h € F1/F? whose differential is —A(m). Then m + h is a degree zero
cyclein V/F2. This has a lift to a degree zero cycle in V' = Homg;,, . (Barg, M) surjectivity of
the first map in (4.24). This lift is uniquely determined by m by injéctivity of the composition
in (4.24). This completes the proof. O

4.5. Extending A..-transformations to complexes. In this section we show that an A-
transformation between functors F, G: A — Ch®(B) can be extended to an A.-transformation
between their lifts F, G : Ch®’(A) — Ch®(B). The difficulty is that the bar complex of Ch®(A)
is not obviously related to that of A. We will need an intermediary between the bar complex
of A and the bar complex of Ch®(A), that we refer to as the relative bar complex of Ch®(A)
relative to A, denoted Bar,» (A),A°

The complex Bargy 4y 4(X, X') is formally spanned by sequences of composable mor-
phisms [go, ..., gr+1], asin

0 gr41
X g Yy g1 o 9r Y, r+ X!
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where Y; are objects of A (which may be regarded as complexes sitting in degree 0), and
X, X' € Ch’(A). The (Ch’(A), Ch’(A))-bimodule structure on Bar (4),4 1s given by

(427) f : [907 o 797‘-{-1] . fl = (_1)T‘f|[f0907917 ey 9ry gr41 © f/]

The paper [Hog24] constructs a closed degree zero bimodule map Z: Bargys4) — Bargyp 4 4-
The construction of this map was outlined in [GHW22], with some key details left as exer-
cises. We recall the relevant formulas.

Before defining = we will need some setup. First, let X, ..., X, € Chb (A) be complexes,
with differentials denoted by é,,, and suppose we have a sequence of composable morphisms
- Jo X, ho F X, fre1 <

with f, € Hom,(X,_; < X,). This is an element of the bar complex of Ch®(A), and we
will replace it with a linear combination of morphisms factoring through the chain objects of
each intermediate complex X*. For each 0 < u < r and each a € 7Z, let

O.a

u
a—)X
X“‘—a “

T,

be the inclusion and projection of the a-th chain object. Note that o, has degree a, while =,
has degree —a. Given a sequence @ = (ao, - .., a,), let

(4.28) fol - | fra]® = [foo ol |mi o froof | ... | w3 o froal |72 o frial.

Definition 4.9. Define Z: Barcys 4y — Bargys 4 4 by

(4.29) E([fol - [ frral) =D (=D [fo | 66" [ fu] - [ | fria]®.
Here §, is the differential on X,, and ¢, denotes the sequence é,,...,d, (of length n,).
The sum is over sequences i = (ng,...,n,) € Z;’)l and @ = (ag,...,as) € Z51 where
s =1+ ng + -+ n,. Finally, letting k, be the degrée of f,, we have
s—r+1
(4.30) sgn = ( 5 ) + Z (r —u)n, + Z Ky .
0<u<r 0<u<u/<r
Example 4.10. In case r = 0 this specializes to
. . no+1y . *N0 a
(4.31) =(fidx,, idx,]) == Y (1" idx,, 65, idx,]

no,a
where the sum is over ng € Z>o and vectors @ of the form
a= (ag, v ,ano).

Now, since ¢y has degree 1, the component ﬂg”’l 0 dp ooy’ is zero unless a,—1 = a, + 1 for all
1 < v < ng. Thus, the sum over @ € Z" ! may be reduced to a sum over ag € Z.

Example 4.11. In case r = 1 this specializes to

—yar . oty g, nip *n *nq | s a
432)  E(idx, | filidg,)) = > (~nTET et gy 6o | £ |6 Jidx, )7

no,n1,a
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Theorem 4.12 ([Hog24]). The map = is a degree zero chain map, and a homotopy equivalence.

Theorem 4.13. Let F,G: A — Ch®(B) be dg functors. Let F,G: Ch’(A) — Ch®(B) denote the
lifts of F, G. Let T: Bary — ME be an Ax-transformation. Then:

(1) We may lift 7 to a closed degree zero bimodule map 7' Barcyo 4y 4 — ME via

(433) T,([fov cee 7f7“+1D - (_1)T|fO‘F(f0) o T([idX07 f17 ey f?“u ler]> o G(fr—i—l)
(2) We have an induced closed degree zero bimodule map T: Bargyp 4) — ME defined by
(4.34) T:=70Z.

Proof. The proof of part (1) is completely straightforward; the map 7’ is defined on the ele-
ments [idx,, fi, ..., fr, idx, ] in the obvious way, and extended from there using the bimodule
axioms. Part (2) has no content, but merely states the desired conclusion of this process. [J

5. A,-DRINFELD CENTRALIZERS

In this chapter we read diagrams as morphisms from right to left (in contrast to the intro-
duction, where we read from bottom to top).

In this section we introduce the notion of the A-Drinfeld center of a dg category. A more
restricted kind of dg Drinfeld center was introduced in earlier work [GHW?22], but with a
few flaws. We correct those flaws by bringing A, structures into the mix. The central ideas
are summarized below.

The most convenient language to express the A..-Drinfeld center is the language of cat-
egories which are enriched in a (nonsymmetric) monoidal dg category B. If A € B is an
(As) algebra and C is a category enriched in B, then we may discuss (A~) A-modules in C.
Since the algebra and its modules live in different categories, our treatment of such modules
must deviate from the tradition. For instance, in the usual story a morphism between A,
A-modules is a family of morphisms A®" ® M — N, but this becomes nonsensical as soon
as A lives in a different category from M, N.

Remark 5.1. We warn the reader that we will use two distinct notational schemes for dis-
cussing dg monoidal categories, (C,*, 1) and (B, ¢,1I), in order to emphasize the two very
different roles played by them. One should think of (€, %, 1) as being something akin to the
diagrammatic Hecke category #. In contrast, one should think of B is something like the dg
category of dg (#, H)-bimodules but with monoidal structure ¢ as defined in §5.2.

5.1. Diagrammatics for bimodules. We will adopt a graphical notation for bimodules over
(dg) categories, as well as elements of those bimodules. We will draw the strands in our
diagrams for bimodules thicker than the strands in our diagrams for bimodule elements, to
disambiguate.

We will denote the identity bimodule I4 as a horizontal black line, and an element f €
I4(X, X') of the identity bimodule will be denoted by the usual diagrammatics for monoidal
categories (with a right-to-left orientation), as in

A
(5.1) I, = , x—@—x e Ly (X, X)).

Given bimodules M € Bimy 3 and N € Bimg g, their tensor product M ®z NV is depicted
diagrammatically as in

62) @ —
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A simple tensor m @ n € M ®g N (withm € M(X,Y) and n € N(Y, Z) will be depicted

diagrammatically as in
X 3 Y C z

The fact that we are tensoring over B means that morphisms in B may be transported from
m ton, asin

69
5.2. The ¢-product on bimodules.

Definition 5.2. If A is a dg monoidal category we will let u, € Bimy 494 and Ay €
Bim 4 4 be the bimodules given by

pa(X, X1 ® Xo) = Homy (X « X1 % X2),  Au(Y1®Y2,Y) =Homy (Y1 xY2 < Y).

If A and B are dg monoidal categories, then given a pair of bimodules M, N € Bimy 3 we
let M o N € Bimy ¢ be the bimodule defined by

(5.4) Ha Raga (M @ N) @pgs Ag.

Diagrammatically, we depict the bimodule p 4 (and an element a € p 4 (X, X;%X5) therein)
as in

A Xo
(5.5) Ly = A —< respectively X(_Q(
A X,

Similarly we depict the bimodule A 4 (and an element b € A 4(Y; * Y3, Y') therein) diagram-
matically as in

A Ys
(5.6) Ay = >— A respectively ):D_Y
A Y;

Accordingly, we may visualize the bimodule M ¢ N (and an element a ® (m ® n) ® b €
(M o N)(X,Y) therein) diagrammatically as
(5.7)

MoN = respectively x

where

X‘a_Xl*XQ mGM(Xl,H) TZEN(XQ,YQ) Yl*Y2<b_Y-

General elements of M ¢ N are linear combinations of the pure tensors depicted above. Note
that the diagram for @ ® (m ® n) ® b should be considered as a formal picture (it is not a
composition of morphisms), but the fact that we tensor over A ® A and B ® B implies that
all relevant local relations of the form (5.3) are satisfied.

Corollary 5.4 below gives another way to view the diamond product, in terms of how it
affects morphism spaces.
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Lemma 5.3. The bimodule A 4 is right dual to the bimodule p,. That is, we have evaluation and
coevaluation maps

(5.8) pg @aga Ba—Ta,  Ia@Ip— Au®apy
giving rise to adjunctions
(5.9) pa Paca (Z)FBa®a (=), (=) Buea Bat (=) @a pa-

Proof. The evaluation map sends a ® b — a o b for a € Homy(X < X; « Xp) and b €
Hom 4 (X % X5 < Y). The coevaluation map sends f® g — (fxg) @idx/yr = idx.y @ (f*g)
for f € I4(X, X’), g € I4(Y,Y"). We leave the details to the reader. O
Corollary 5.4. Given bimodules L, M, N € Bimg ¢ we have a natural isomorphism
(5.10) Hompjy, 5 (M © N, L) = Hompiy o 4 g (M @ N, Ay @4 L @p pog).
Proof. Consider
Homgim, 5 (M ¢ N, L) = Hompim , , (114 ©aga (M @ N) ©@pg3 Asg, L)
= Hompim g 4 g (M @ N, Ay @4 L @3 pg).
The first line is tautological and the second line is an application of the adjunctions from the

previous lemma. g

5.3. The o-unit. Next we would like to discuss the unit bimodule I, with respect to the ¢
operation. Just like the o-product itself is built from the merge and split bimodules for A and
B, the unit for the o-product will be built from two pieces, defined next.

Definition 5.5. If A is a monoidal dg category, define bimodules n, € Bimy ; and €4 €
Bim}k, A by

Na(X,-) = Homg(X < 1y), ea(-,Y) =Homy (1 «Y).
Here, k is regarded as a dg category with one object (denoted -), and endomorphism algebra
Endy(-) = k. If A and B are dg monoidal categories then we let I, € Bim, ¢ be the bimodule
defined by
(5.11) L = n, ®xes
i.e. IQ(X,Y) = HOHIA(X — ]lA) QK Homg(]lrg — Y)

We draw 7,4 (and an element a € 1, (X, -) therein) as

5.12) Ny = A =———e (respectively X(—@) .
Similarly, we draw €4 (and an element b € €4(-, Y') therein) as
(5.13) EA = @uum 4 (respectively @(—Y ) :

Accordingly, we visualize the bimodule I, (and an element ¢ ® b € Homy(X + 14) ®x
Homgp(1g + Y') therein) diagrammatically as

(5.14) L, '= A =@ @um= 3, (respectively X (—@ 3 @(— Y > .

When A = B, the dashed line helps to distinguish a ® b from the composition a o b; when
A # B, the composition a o b does not make sense.

Proposition 5.6. The operation o makes Bim 4  into a dg monoidal category with monoidal identity
I<>.
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Proof. The associator isomorphism is induced from isomorphisms of bimodules p, ® 454
(g ®I4) = py Qaga (T4 ® py), ie.

A A
(5.15) A A =2 a4 A
A A

with a similar isomorphism for Ag. The unitor isomorphisms are inherited from isomor-
phisms of bimodules

(5.16) A —< ~ A -~ _< A
A

with similar isomorphism relating Ag and e5.

Let us give some details on the unitor isomorphism (5.16), by describing the map from
the middle to the left-hand side. Let f: X’ — X be viewed as an element of I4(X, X’).
Under the left isomorphism in (5.16), f would be sent to f’ ® id; ,, where idy, € m4(14,"),
and f' € py(X, 14 x X') is the composition of X < 14 * X (the unitor in A) with idy, x f.
Conversely, the map from left-hand side to the middle sends any pure tensor g ® a to its
composition g o (a ® idx).

We leave the remaining details as exercises. O

5.4. The bimodule enrichment of M. Now, let us fix a dg monoidal category A. Then
Bim, 4 has two monoidal structures, given by ®4 and o, with additional compatibilities
making Bimy 4 into a duoidal category (see [BS11]).

Definition 5.7. Let M be a dg category which is an A x-bimodule category. Given a pair of
objects Z, Z' € M, define the hom bimodule from Z' to Z to be the bimodule BZ, € Bimy 4
defined by BZ,(X, X') := Homy(X * Z + Z' x X'), with bimodule structure illustrated in
(5.17).

We refer to B g as the endomorphism bimodule of Z, and denote it by Ez.

We may visualize elements f € BZ,(X, X') diagrammatically as

Z X Z

z’ A X’

with the bimodule structure being given by composing with morphisms on the left and right,
ie.

(5.17) a f-b = (axidz)ofolidz *b) = (o)1 )~)
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(This diagram is a genuine composition.) Note that Homy(Z’, Z) = BZ,(1,1). The hom
bimodules BZ, come with a composition law, which extends the usual composition of mor-
phisms in M, defined as follows.

Definition 5.8. Given Zy, Z1, Z> € M we let

(5.18) B}* o Bj! — B2

be the map sending a ® (f2 ® f1) ® b to the composition

(5.19) (axidz) o (idx, * f2) o (f1 xidy,) o (idz x b)
where

XE X xXe  XixZialiZixYe, WixValv

Diagrammatically, we draw a, f2, f1,bas in

Z2 Z
Xo Yo
X —<¢1:< Xo Ys X1 Y1 3@—
X1 Yi
Al Zo

and the composition law sends a ® (f1 ® f2) ® b to the element depicted diagrammatically by

(5.20)

Remark 5.9. The diagram in (5.20) represents the genuine composition of morphisms (5.19).
Before applying the composition law, the element a® ( f1 ® f2) @b in Bgf oB % could be drawn
using a similar formal picture, with the purple line between f; and f> broken, reflecting the
fact that

(5.21) a®((fgo(g*id))®f1>®b and a®<f2®((id*g)of1)>®b

are different elements of BZQ © B%, but have the same image under the composition law.
To reiterate, one can transport morphisms across the purple strand in (5.20), analogously to
(5.3), though one could not transport them before applying the composition law.

The following is a straightforward exercise.

Lemma 5.10. The composition law (5.18) is a closed degree zero bimodule map for all Zy, Z, Z> €
M, and satisfies the associativity axiom.

We claim that the composition law (5.18) is also satisfies the unit axiom, with unit maps
uz: I, — Ez defined as follows. Fix Z € M. For each X,Y € A, recall that

L(X,Y) = Hom(X + 1) ®x Hom(1 + Y)

by definition, where 1 is the monoidal identity of A. Let ¢ temporarily denote the canonical
isomorphism 1 x Z < Z x 1. Then the unit map is

(5.22) uy: o - Ez a®br (axidg)oypo (idz xb).
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Diagrammatically, we view the unit map as sending

(5.23) x )i (ex - x«@L@«—xu

Lemma 5.11. The map (5.22) is a closed degree zero bimodule map 1, — Ey for all Z, and satisfies
the unit axiom for the given composition law (5.18). In particular Ez is an algebra object in Bimy 4
forall Z, and BZ, is an (Ez, Ez/)-bimodule object for all Z, Z' € A.

Proof. For the unit axiom we must show that for each pair Z, Z' € M the following squares
commute:

uz ©id o Uy

L, o BZ, —— E; ¢ B%, BZ, 01, — B%, ¢ Ey
(5.24) g[ 1(5.18) g[ 1(5.18)
BZ ——— B, B%Z — = B,

We show the left square commutes; the right is similar. The composition (up, over, down
around the square) sends

(5.25) ¥ I

Zl

where p is the right unitor isomorphism in A, and ¢ is the natural isomorphism —x1 — 1% —
in M. Note that usually we do not draw occurences of the monoidal identity in our diagrams.
We have included them here, because otherwise the content of this statement is difficult to
appreciate. The composition on the right above equals f by the usual coherence relations for
monoidal categories and their x-bimodule categories. 0

Remark 5.12. In [GHW22] the spaces B_ _(—, —) were referred to as quadmodules over A. In
this paper we prefer slightly different point of view, which breaks the symmetry between
the X’s and Z’s: for fixed Z, Z’ we have that BZ,(—, —) is a bimodule over A as well as an
(Ez, Ez)-bimodule object in Bimy 4.

One might refer to £ as algebra bimodules since they are algebra objects in Bimy, 4, and
the BZ, as bimodule bimodules (or quadmodules, keeping mind that this clashes slightly with
the usage of this word in [GHW22]).

Definition 5.13. Let MP™ be the the category enriched in (Bimy 4, ¢, I,) whose set of objects
is Obj(M), and whose morphisms are given by the hom bimodules

Homeim(Z,, Z) = Bgl

with composition law (5.18) and identity maps (5.22). We refer to MPI™ as the bimodule en-
richement of M.
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5.5. The ordinary Drinfeld center. Let us express the Drinfeld centralizer Z(A, M) using
the enrichment of M from Definition 5.13.

Lemma 5.14. The trivial bimodule 1, € Bimy 4 has the structure of an algebra with respect to the
o-product on Bimy_ s, and the Drinfeld centralizer Z(A, M) coincides with the category of A-modules
in Mbim,

Proof. The unit is the map I, — I4 sending a ® b +— a o b, as in

(5.26) x«-@@«x X aorfx

and the multiplication is the map I4 ¢ Iy — I4 sending
(5.27) a®(f®g)@br—ao(f*g)ob.

That is, multiplication maps the formal diagram in (5.7) to its interpretation as a composition,
which makes sense in this context.

We leave it as an exercise to verify the associativity and unit axioms.

Now, an I4-module in MP™ is an object Z € Obj(MP™) = Obj(M) equipped with map
v: Iy — Ez in Bimy 4 which is compatible with the algebra structures. Since the triv-
ial bimodule I, is generated by the identity endomorphisms idx € A(X, X), we see that
v: 14 — Eyz is determined by 7y := v(idx) where X ranges over the objects of A.

The requirement that v be a map of bimodules tells us that f - 7x» = 7x - f for all X L x.
Diagrammatically this gives the familiar compatibility relation

z z
(5.28) X X’ = X <—€9—@7X'
z z

This is just (1.2).
The requirement that v be an algebra map translates to the following diagrammatic rela-
tion

Z

X2X2
629 xeneC T >—xen = xex Xie o
X1X1

Z

where the forks on the left and right should be interpreted as the identity map idx,.x,,
regarded as an elements of 1, and Ay respectively. This is equivalent to the usual multi-
plicativity constraint on Drinfeld central structures.

Now, suppose that Z;, Z, are A-modules in MPI™ with structure maps v;: 14 — Ez. A

map of Iy-modules Z; — Z, is the same thing as a map ¢: I, — Bgf (in the enriching
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category Bimy 4) making the following diagram commute:

Youz, 7
ILLoA—— EZ2<>BZ12

(5.30) 4 BZ |

/7

<>EZ1

/N

Uz, < 7
Aol, —— B2
1

where uz denotes the “enriched identity” map I, — Ez (5.22) and the rightmost arrows are
given by the composition law (5.18). If we let f := ¢(idy ® id;) € BZ(1,1), then commu-
tativity of the above diagram is easily seen to be equivalent to the following diagrammatic
relation.

VAl Z3
(5.31) O _ .
x e —x
Zo Z

This is just a diagrammatic reformulation of what it means to be a morphism in the Drinfeld
centralizer, see (2.42). O

5.6. Eilenberg-Zilber product. Let A be a dg monoidal category and let M be an (A, A)
*-bimodule category. The A..-Drinfeld centralizer of A in M is defined in a similar spirit
to the ordinary Drinfeld centralizer, but replacing the trivial bimodule I, € Bimy 4 by its
projective resolution Bary, and using A..-modules in place of ordinary modules. For the
definition, we will need to lift the algebra structure on I 4 (see Lemma 5.14) to Bar,.

Proposition 5.15. If A is a dg monoidal category then Bary is an algebra in (Bimyg 4,0, L). O

The above is well-known to experts (see [EZ53, LQ84, GHW22]) and is a generalization
of the familiar fact that the bar complex of a commutative algebra has the structure of a dg
algebra (indeed, a commutative algebra can be regarded as a monoidal category with one
object). We will sketch some of the main ideas. First, the unit map »n: I, — Bary is simply
the inclusion of 1, = I4(—, 14) ® I4(14,—) in Bary,.

The multiplication jo: Bary ¢ Bary — Bary is given by the Eilenberg-Zilber shuffle prod-
uct. The standard reference for this shuffle product is [EL53, Theorems 5.1 and 5.2]), though
it takes a little bit of translating to see the connection to bar complexes. In the interest of
thoroughness, let us say this a bit more carefully.

Let Coalg be the monoidal category freely generated by a comonoid object C (in the topol-
ogists language, Coalg is the opposite of the augmented simplex category). We may form a
k-linear category kCoalg by linearizing all the morphism sets. Consider the complex

(5.32) Pc:=---— % = (C? = C € Ch(kCoalg)

in which the differential is an alternating sum of counit maps (i.e. face maps). One might call
this the “universal simplicial chain complex” because if X : Coalg — Set is a simplicial set,
then the image of Pc under X (after linearizing and extending to complexes) is precisely the
simplicial chain complex C,(X), with coefficient ring k. Now, the Eilenberg-Zilber product



DRINFELD CENTRALIZERS AND ROUQUIER COMPLEXES 49

is a chain map Co(X) ® Co(Y) — Co(X x Y) (in fact, a homotopy equivalence) satisfying
an appropriate version of unit and associativity axioms. This chain map is inherited from a
“universal” version, which takes the form of a chain map

(533) Pc®Pc — Pege

inside the tensor product of dg categories Ch(kCoalg)®Ch(kCoalg). This universal Eilenberg-
Zilber map then induces similar such maps in a wide variety of contexts. Of particular inter-
est to us is the following. If A is a dg category then there is a monoidal functor kCoalg —
Bimy 4 which sends C' — @ I4(—, X) ® I4(X,—) and P¢ — Barg. Then the Eilenberg-
Zilber map in this context is a closed degree zero bimodule map

(5.34) Barg ® Barg — Barygs -
Now take A = B to be a dg monoidal category. Recalling that

Barjf = 1 QaxA (BarA ®BarA) RAaca A,
we can apply the map from (5.34) to the middle factor to get a morphism

(5.35) Barfq2 — 1 Qaea Baraga @agal.

This is the first step towards defining the multiplication map on Bary.

Now suppose we have a dg functor F': A — B. This does not induce a map Bar, — Barg,
and indeed it could not, since these bar complexes live in different categories. Instead, it
induces a natural map

(5.36) B ®4 Bary ®4B — Barg,

where we have abused notation and written B for the (B, A)-bimodule or the (A, B)-bimodule
where A acts via F. That is, the left-hand side is the “induction” of Bary to a (B, B)-
bimodule. We omit the details.

We apply this construction when A is a dg monoidal category and F' is the monoidal
structure map A ® A — A. In this case, the induction from an (A ® A, A ® A)-bimodule to
an (A, A)-bimodule is achieved using 1 and A. Thus we obtain a morphism

(5.37) M @apa Barggs @acaA — Bary .
Composing the maps from (5.35) and (5.37) gives a morphism
(5.38) Bar%? — Bary

which is the associative multiplication structure on Bary.

We do not need to know any specific formulas for this product, except that in degree zero
the product is given by
(5.39)
(Bar§) o Bary ) (X, X') = Barg (X, X'),  a®@([fo, 1]®[g0, 51]) @b = [ao(foxgo) , (fixgi)ob]
where:
a € pg(X,Xo*Y),
fo® f1 € Ta(Xo, X1) ® La (X1, X2) C Barg(Xo, X2)
90 ® g1 € La(Y0,Y1) ® 1a(Y1,Y2) C Bary (Yo, Y2),

e bc AA(XQ * YQ,X’).

In the special case where all the above maps are identity maps a = b = idx.y, fo = fi =

idx, and g9 = g1 = idy we see that

(5.40) idx.y ® ([idx,idx] ® [idy,idy]) ® idx.y = [idx.y, idxey].
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Remark 5.16. The above formula essentially tells us that uo: Bar? — Bary lifts the algebra
structure on I4 considered in Lemma 5.14, in a suitable sense.

5.7. A.-Drinfeld centralizers. Throughout this section we let (A,x, 1) be a dg monoidal
category and M a dg category with the structure of a x-bimodule category over A. To for-
mulate our notion of A, Drinfeld centralizer, we will use the language of A, algebras and
modules, specifically as developed in the Appendix A.

Recall that an honest algebra can always be regarded as an A, algebra with p,, = 0 for
n # 2. Likewise, we may view Proposition 5.15 as giving Bar, the structure of a (strictly
unital) A, algebra object in (Bimy 4,0, L), with x, = 0 for n # 2. Note that the vanishing
of 111 does not mean the differential on Bar 4 is zero, but rather that the differential of Bar, is
purely internal. We can now present our A, generalization of the Drinfeld centralizer.

Definition 5.17. The A..-Drinfeld centralizer of A in M, denoted 2. (A, M), is the category
of strictly unital A,, modules over Bar, in MP™. Precisely, an object of 2. (A) is a pair (Z, v)
in with Z € A and v is a family of maps

Tn: Bary' — Ey (n>1)
of degree 1 — n, satisfying the A, module relations
(5.41) dvm)+ Y (“Dija(id o ppoid?) + Y (=1)'pzo (y015) =0
i+j+2=m itjom

for all n > 1, and the strictly unital relation

(5.42) Vigj41© (idoz ono idoj) _ Uz 2 i 0
0 else

where n: I, — Bary is the unit of the bar complex and uz: I, — Ez denotes the unit map of
Ez from (5.22).

A degree | morphism (Z’,v") 4 (Z,v)in Zoo(A, M) is a family of maps

fn: Bary® — BZ, (n>1)
of degree | — n, with composition law * defined by
(5.43) (Frghm= >, (-1)Epo(ficg)
i+j=m

and differential defined so that the m-th component of df is

(G44) d(fm)+ > (<) frug0(idopzoid®)tuzo Y (=1 wofy+(=1) fiow,)
i+j+2=m iti=m

Here we are using /s to denote either the multiplication map Bar$? — Bar, or the multipli-

cation map EY? — E.

5.8. The A-Drinfeld lifting lemma. The purpose of this section is to prove the following,
which is an A, version of our Drinfeld lifting lemma (Theorem 2.20).

Theorem 5.18. Let A be an additive k-linear monoidal category, and M an additive k-linear -
bimodule category over (A, A). Suppose all hom spaces in A are projective k-modules. Let Z €
Ch®(M) be a complex such that the complex of homs Homy(Z x X', X % Z) has zero homology in
negative cohomological degrees for all X, X' € A. Then any object (Z,7) € Z(A,K*(M)) lifts to a
unique object of Zoo (A, Ch®(M)), which lifts to a unique object of Zo,(Ch®(A), Ch®(M)).
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Throughout this section we maintain the assumptions of Theorem 5.18.

The crux of the proof will be to carefully understand the complex Hom(Bar$", E) for all
n > 1. In particular, we need to know the cohomology of this complex in degree 2 — n. We
begin with some lemmas.

Lemma 5.19. Let A be an additive k-linear monoidal category whose hom spaces are projective k-
modules. Then Bar9" is a complex of projective (A, A)-bimodules for all n > 1.

Proof. In cohomological degree —r the bimodule (Bar9%")~" is a direct sum over arrays of
objects X j@ with 1 <4 < nand (for fixed 7) 0 < j < r; for some non-negative integers r; such
that r; 4 - - - + 7, = 7. The term associated to such an array is

(5.45) Ia(—, Y)@M@IA(Y/, —).

where Y = X(()l) Kok X(() " and Y’ = X7£11 ) K Xﬁ:), and the multiplicity space is

(5.46) ®®1A (X]( Lx )

i=1 j=1
Recall thatI4(X, X’) = Homy (X', X). Thus M is the tensor product of projective k-modules,

so M is also projective over k. Since I4(—,Y) ®I4(Y’, —) is a projective (A, A)-bimodule (c.f.
Lemma 4.1), each term (5.45) is projective. O

Lemma 5.20. If N € Bimy 4 is a complex of bimodules such that H*(N(X, X')) = 0 for all
X, X" e Aandall k <0, then Hk(HomB,-mA’A (Bary*,N)) =0foralln > 1andall k < 0.

Proof. By construction Bary is a complex supported in purely negative homological degrees,
and thus the same is true of Bar". There is a spectral sequence abutting to Homgjm A (Bar%', N),

whose Ep-page is Hrzo Homgim, , ((Bary")~", N). As noted in the previous lemma, (Bar§") ™"
is a sum of terms as in (5.45). As in Lemma 4.1, with M as in (5.45), we have
(5.47) Hom(I4(—,Y)® M @ I4(Y’,—), N) = Homy (M, N(Y,Y")).

Note that M is a k-module, not a complex of k-modules. In particular, Homy (M, N(Y,Y"))
has no cohomology in negative degrees. With some bookkeeping, one verifies that the E;-
page is already zero in any place which could contribute to negative degree cohomology in
Homgim, , (Bary®, N). O

Lemma 5.21. Suppose N € Bimy 4 satisfies H*(N(X, X')) 2 0 forall k < 0 and all X, X' € A.
Then

(5.48) H°(Hompi, ,(Bar§?, N)) & Hompjm,, , (I3, H(N)).

Proof. Using (5.10) we have

(5.49) Homgim, , (Bar$?, N)) = Homgim ., , 0. (Bara @ Barg, Ag @4 N ®4 1)
and

(5.50) Hompgim, , (I, N) = Homgim 4 uen (T4 @ T, Ag @4 N @4 py).

Note that I := I4 ® I4 is supported in homological degree zero. Since Bar, is a projective
resolution of I 4, P := Bar, ® Bary is a projective resolution of I,®1I 4 (in the abelian category
of (A® A, A® A)-bimodules). Note that Q := Ay ®4 N ®4 py has homology supported in
non-negative degrees, by our hypothesis on V.
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Now the result follows from basic arguments in homological algebra, which we state in a
simpler form within an abelian category. Let P be a projective resolution of an object I, and
let Q be a complex with H*(Q) = 0 for k < 0. Then H°(Hom(P, Q)) = Hom(/, H°(Q)). Note
that we are looking for (degree zero) chain maps P — (), and since P is supported in degrees
< 0, we may replace @ with its truncation (i.e. replace @ with 0 for i > 0, and replace Q°
with the kernel of Q° — Q!). Now Q is a resolution (but not a projective resolution) of
H°(Q). The result now follows from the comparison theorem, [Wei94, Theorem 2.2.6]. O

Proof of Theorem 5.18. The first step is to use our previous lifting results (not involving A-
algebras) to construct v;.

The hypothesis on Z is equivalent to H¥(Ez) =0fork <0.Let Ly, Rz: A — Chb(J\/[) be
the functors given by Z x — and — x Z, as usual. Observe that the bimodule which represents
natural transformations from Lz to Rz satisfies M gzz = Ez. The degree zero homology of
this bimodule is

(5.51) HY(Ez(X,X") = H'(Homy (X x Z « Z' « X))
= HOm,Cb(M)(X *x J Z/ *X’)

_ MHO(RZ)

HO(Ly) (XvX,)'

By hypothesis, we are given an invertible natural transformation 7: H’(Lz) — HY(Ryz).
From the above computation together with Lemma 4.3, 7 corresponds to a morphismv: I, —
H°(Ez), where v(idx) = 7x. From the hom vanishing hypothesis, we may use Lemma 4.8
to lift v to a closed degree zero morphism v;: Bary — Ez in Bimy 4. Note that v is unique
up to homotopy by Lemma 4.8.

Next, we need to construct a degree —1 morphism v : Barj{2 — FE; such that

(5.52) d(vg) = —viop+po (v ov).

Let ©(v) denote the right-hand side of (5.52). Then ©(v,) is a closed degree zero morphism
Barjf — Ez which measures the failure of v; to be multiplicative. It descends to an element
of H(Hom(Bar%?, Ez)). If the homology class of © (1) is zero, then it is nulhomotopic, so we
may choose a homotopy v» satisfying (5.52). Note that v, is unique up to homotopy, since
H_lHomBimA’A(BarOAQ, Ez) = 0 by Lemma 5.20. So we need to show that ©(v;) is zero in
homology.

By Lemma 5.21, H°(Hom(Bar%?, Ez)) = Hom(I4 ¢ I4, H°(Ey)). The morphism I, oI5 —
HY(Eyz) corresponding to ©(v) is ©(7'), defined by an analogous formula but with 7 replac-
ing v1. We claim that O(7) is zero. Note that I4 ¢ I4 is generated as a bimodule by identity
maps idx ® idy as X,Y vary amongst objects of A. So we need only show that ©(7) kills
identity maps. But ©(v) sends identity maps to ©(7) (the analogous formula with 7 replac-
ing v1), which is zero by the multiplicativity condition for 7, see (5.29). See also (5.40) for
corroboration that this calculation does match the multiplication structure in the bar com-
plex.

Now, we fix an integer m > 3 and we assume by induction that we have constructed
V1,...,Vm—1. We need to construct a degree 1 — m morphism v,,,: Bary"™ — E such that

(553) d(l/m) = — Z (—1)ilji+j+1(id0i O U2 © idoj) - Z (—1)iﬂ2 9} (Vi <& I/j) =0
i+j+2=m i+j=m

(using notation from Definition A.5). One can check that the right-hand side above is a closed
degree 2 — m morphism Bary" — E;. By Lemma 5.20, we must have that the right-hand
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side of (5.53) is null-homotopic. Thus we may choose v, satisfying (5.53), and it is unique
up to homotopy again by Lemma 5.20. This completes the proof of the theorem. 0

APPENDIX A. AN ENRICHED CATEGORY PERSPECTIVE ON A,,-ALGEBRAS AND MODULES

Let B be a dg monoidal category. Denote the monoidal structure on B by ¢, and the
monoidal identity by L,. Let Q be a category enriched in B. We will denote the homs from
7' to Z in Q using the notation BZ, € B and E; = BZ.

An A, algebra in B is an object A € B equipped with maps

fn € A" — A
of degree 2 — n (indexed by n € Z>) satisfying
(A.1) Y (D) iy 0 (id% o py 0id¥) =0
i+j+n=m

for all m € Zxo. Equivalently, consider the tensor coalgebra T'(A[1]) := €D,,>o(A[1])" =
D,.>0 A°"[n]. The A algebra structure is equivalent to a degree 1 coderivation p € Endp (7' (A[1]))
satisfying the Maurer-Cartan equation d(u) + p o g = 0.

Remark A.1. The tradition is to define a unital A, algebra structures in the following way.
Let A be an object of B equipped with direct sum decomposition A = A’ @ 1 with respect to
which the inclusion of 1 in A is closed and degree zero, but the projection onto 1 need not be
closed. Then a unital A, algebra structure on A is the same thing as an ordinary A, algebra
structure on A’.

Remark A.2. The element pp € Homj(I, A) is called the curvature of A. The element y; €
End}(A) satisfies the Maurer-Cartan equation d(1) + p? = pa o (ug © id) — p2 o (id © ).
Frequently 111 is added to the existing differential on A, obtaining a total differential d4 + p11
(with curvature, if g # 0), but we will not do this.

Remark A.3. Below, for simplicity we will assume po = 0.

Definition A.4. Let A be an A, algebra in B, and let C' := T'(A[1]) be the tensor coalgebra
equipped with its differential p. Let Q be a category enriched in B. Define A-premod(Q) to
be the dg category with the same objects as Q, and morphism complexes given by

Hom 4-premod(a) (N, M) := Homg(C, By

The composition of morphisms f € Hom g_premod() (M, L), & € Hom gpremod(o) (N, M) is de-
noted f * g, and is defined to be the composition

<
CLCQC—g>BZ%4<>B%—>Bk,
(A.2)
fxg

where A is the comultiplication on C and the last arrow is the composition of morphisms in
Q. In terms of components, an element f € Homiéx—premod(Q) (N, M) is a collection of maps

fo: A = By

for each n > 0, having degree | — n. The components of d(f) are

(A.3) Af)m = d(fm) — (=" Y (=)™ firji1 0 (1 o p, 0 id)
i+j+n=m
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where d( f;,) is the differential of f,,, computed in the hom complex Homp (A°™, M).
The component (f * g),, is the sum over pairs of indices 4, j with i + j = m of composition
of morphisms

om _— ; (DTS ogs L N _° oM
(A4) AT = A% 0 A ————> By o By — B’

The sign above is to account for the discrepancy in the Koszul signs involved in interpreting
fi©g; as amorphism A%[i] o A%[j] — B, o BY versus as a morphism A% ¢ A% — BL, o B,
We write the composition in (A.4) as

(A.5) Exg)m= > (—D)uFo(fiog))

i+j=m
where ! in the above equation refers to the composition law B, o BM — BL.

We refer to the dg category A-premod(Q) as the category of pre-A,-modules over A. We

think of an object of A-premod(Q) as an A,, module on which A acts by zero (recall that A
is not assumed unital). A more general A,, module is defined to be a twist of an object M
inside A-premod(Q).
Definition A.5. The category of A, modules over A is defined as follows. An object of this
category is a pair (M, v) in which M is an object of Q and v € Homp(C, B}) is a degree 1
element satisfying the Maurer-Cartan equation d(v) + v * v = 0. We denote the pair (M, v)
as twy, (M).

Elaborating component by component, an A, module is an object M € Q equipped with
a family of maps

Un: A" — BY (n>1)
of degree 1 — n, satisfying
(A6)  dm)+ Y ()T (d o pg 0id¥) + Y (1) g o (iow;) =0
i+j+n=m i+j=m
for all m € Z>.
The hom complex tw,,u (M) to tw,~ (N) is by definition Homg (C, BY;) with differential

(A7) d(f) + vV s £ + (=D« M,
Elaborating component by component, the m-th component of the differential of a degree [
morphism f is a sum of terms
® d(fm) (calculated in the hom complex Homp (A*™, BY))
© it (CDIIEH fi i 0 (1 o g 01d).
o Sirjom(~1E o (N o f;).
d Ziﬂ‘:m(—l)ZHMB o (fiov)).
If A comes equipped with a strict unit : I, — A, then we say that tw,, (M) is strictly unital
if
uz ifi=4j=0

(A.S) Vi+j+1 e} (ldOZ ono ldOJ) =
0 else

where up;: I, — B% is the unit map of M.
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