BATALIN-VILKOVISKY STRUCTURES ON  Ext AND Tor

NIELS KOWALZIG AND ULRICH KRAHMER

ABSTRACT. This article studies the algebraic structure of homoldwoties defined by
a left Hopf algebroidU over a possibly noncommutative base algelrasuch as for ex-
ample Hochschild, Lie algebroid (in particular Lie algelaiad Poisson), or group and
etale groupoid (co)homology. Explicit formulae for thenoaical Gerstenhaber algebra
structure onExty (A, A) are given. The main technical result constructs a Lie deriv-
ative satisfying a generalised Cartan-Rinehart homotaopsntila whose essence is that
TorV (M, A) becomes for suitable riglif-modulesM a Batalin-Vilkovisky module over
Exty (A, A), or in the words of Nest, Tamarkin, Tsygan and others, Hat;; (A, A)
andTor? (M, A) form a differential calculus. As an illustration, we showhthe well-
known operators from differential geometry in the cladsZartan homotopy formula can
be obtained. Another application consists in generali§imgburg’s result that the coho-
mology ring of a Calabi-Yau algebra is a Batalin-Vilkovisalgebra to twisted Calabi-Yau
algebras.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Differential calculi. By its definition in terms of (co)chain complexes or derived
functors, the cohomology or homology of a mathematical ctigetypically only a graded
module over some base ring. Thus an obvious task is to extslfiitll algebraic structure,
and to understand which features of the original objectdtriscture reflects.

For the (co)homology of associative algebras, this has beslied, amongst others, by
Rinehart[[Ri], Gerstenhaber [Ge], Goodwillie [Go], Getd&el] and Nest, Tamarkin and
Tsygan, see e.d. [NTs3, TaT§1, Tallls2, Ts]. The ultimate ensahat Hochschild coho-
mology and homology form what Nest, Tamarkin and Tsyganadifferential calculus:

Definition 1.1. Let k¥ be a commutative ring.
(i) A Gerstenhaber algebraverk is a graded commutativealgebra(V, —)

V=@V’ avf=(-1)BeacVP acV? eV,

peN
with a graded Lie bracket, -} : VPT1 ®, VIt — VPTatl on thedesuspension
V1] := @ Vet
pelN

of V for which all operatorg~, -} satisfy the graded Leibniz rule
{rav By ={r.a} v B+ (-)Ma {,8}, yeVP T aeVe
(i) A Gerstenhaber moduleverV is a gradedV, —)-module(Q2, ~),
Q= @Qn, arnz€Qy_p, acVP zeQ,,

nenN

with a representation of the graded Lie algetird1], {-,-})
L:VPHle 0, — Qep, a®pz— Lo(x),

which satisfies forv e VP+! B e V9, € ) the mixed Leibniz rule
B~ Lo(x)={B,a} ~z+ (—1)PILy(B ~ ).
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(iii ) Such a module iBatalin-Vilkoviskyif there is ak-linear differential
B:Q, > Qy1, BB=0,
such thatZ,, is for a € V? given by the homotopy formula
Lo(x) =B(a~2z) — (—1)Pa ~ B(z).

(iv) Apair(V,Q) of a Gerstenhaber algebra and of a Batalin-Vilkovisky medwer
it is also called alifferential calculus

Be aware that the term “Gerstenhaber module” is used in akg#ferent ways in the
literature. The above one is based on the requirement teaiérators

lai=a~-:0—>0
form a Gerstenhaber algebra quotientofvith bracket given by

{ta,t8} = [tas Ls],

where[-, -] denotes the graded commutator. This agrees (up to sligiffireht sign con-
ventions) with the one used in [DeHeKa]. One will often amtdiitlly find that the mixed
Leibniz rule

Locp=Latg+ (=1)1aLs, aeV' BeV, (1.1)

is demanded. This is necessary Yo €2 to become naturally a (square zero) extension of
V as a Gerstenhaber algebra. For Batalin-Vilkovisky modutgsiation[[T.11) is satisfied
automatically, so the definition of these is essentiallyquivocal.

The definition of a Gerstenhaber algebra itself also admit®dification in which the
operatorq-, v}, rather thar{~, -}, are assumed to satisfy the graded Leibniz rule. This had
been the convention in Gerstenhaber’s original pdper [GeRemark3.19 below.

1.2. Aims and objectives. The main aim of this paper is to further highlight the ubiguit
of such Batalin-Vilkovisky structures by giving conditi®for

V= Exty (A4, A), Q:= Tor’ (M, A)

to form a differential calculus whetl is a left Hopf algebroid (a< ,-Hopf algebra) over
a possibly noncommutative-algebraA; we will recall some background on bialgebroids
and Hopf algebroids i§2 below. Here we only remind the reader that the rings gowgrni
most parts of classical homological algebra all carry thiscture, so that our results ap-
ply for example to Hochschild and Lie-Rinehart (in partenulLie algebra, de Rham, Lie
algebroid and Poisson) (co)homology as well as to that oftémyf algebra (e.g. group
(co)homology).

Besides for the case of Hochschild (co)homology with cacancoefficientsM =
A that has been referred to above, our results are also alfeamiyn for Lie-Rinehart
(co)homology due to the work of Rinehart and of Huebschmi&inHuel]. However,
the Hopf algebroid generalisation is, in our opinion, nolydnteresting because of new
special cases to which it applies, but also leads to cona#ptciearer statements and
proofs. A case in point is that the cohomology coefficieneslaft U-modules while the
homology ones are riglif-modules, and this distinction is lost in many concrete gxlam
such as group, Lie algebra, Poisson or Hochschild homology.

For such reasons, we hope that the paper is of interest giemfile working in different
but analogous settings in algebra, geometry and topolegye 9.[[BeHa, GiTr, Mel, Mé2,
DoSh\] and the references therein.
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1.3. The Gerstenhaber algebra. The Hopf algebroid (in fact, the underlying bialgebroid)
structure orlJ leads to a monoidal structure on the categgrMod of left U-modules,
and it is this monoidal structure which is responsible fer@erstenhaber algebra structure
on Exty; (A, A) that we consider here. This can be viewed as a special casemtM's
operadic construction [Mé1] that, in turn, closely follo@erstenhaber’s original work on
Hochschild cohomology [Ge], or of Shoikhet’s generalisatiSho] of Schwede’s homo-
topy theory approach to the Hochschild case [Schw].

The aim of§3 is to give explicit formulae forr and{-,-} in terms of the canonical
cochain complex

§:C*(U, A) := Homyer ((U®°7*),, A) - C*T1(U, A)

that arises from the bar resolution.4f We refer to the main text for the notation used here
and below. In particular, se.1 for the definition of the four actions <, », « of the base
algebrad onU.

On the level of cochaing € C? (U, A),y € C(U, A) the cup product turns out to be

(o~ V) (ul,. .., uPT?) = gp(ul, o uPTE (Pt uPT ) uP). 1.2)
We then define along the classical lin@srstenhaber products by

(poid)(ul,... ,uP*a7)

= <p(u1,...,ui_l,D¢(ui,...,ui+q_1),ui+q,...,up+q_1),
fori =1,...,p, where the operator
Dy : U®aP? S U, (ul,... ,uP) — @(uél), .. ,ul(jl)) Dué) . -u’(’Q)

replaces the classical insertion operations used by Gévalber. The; are used to con-
struct the Gerstenhaber bracket as usual as

{0, ¥} 1= oy — (=1)PPlllysy (1.3)
with

P
o) := (—1)Plldl 2(,1)|q\|i|§0 oi ¥, |n|:=n-—1.
i=1
In §3 we will prove:

Theorem 1.2. If U is a bialgebroid over4, then the map$l.2) and (1.3 induce a Ger-
stenhaber algebra structure di* (U, A) := H*(C*(U, A), 9).

WhenU is a left Hopf algebroid and. € A°?-Mod is projective, the bar resolution is
a projective resolution, séf* (U, A) ~ Exty (A4, A) and the above result yields Gersten-
haber brackets on varioligt-algebras. Even for Hopf algebras (i.e., fbr= k) this has
been discussed still fairly recently, see €.g. [FSa,[TaRMe

1.4. The Gerstenhaber module.In [KoKr2] we have studied the fact that for a left Hopf
algebroidU a left U-comodule structure on a riglif-module M induces a para-cyclic
k-module structure on the canonical chain complex

CoU,M) := M Qo0 (,U,)®4"*

that compute&or” (M, A) whenU is a right A-projective.

The question whether this leads to a Batalin-Vilkovisky miedstructure on the sim-
plicial homologyH, (U, M) of this para-cyclic object hinges on the compatibility beém
the leftU-comodule and the right -module structure oi/. In full generality, we define
for ¢ € C?P(U, A) thecap product

1 n—p—1

L@(m,ul,...,u")z(m,u 7] ,w(u"_‘pl,...,u")ru"_p), 1.4)
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and thelie derivative(see the main text for all necessary details)

n—|p| P
L= ) (=1)% 7 grlel=iplgite 4 N ()& P D)t (1.5)
i=1 i=1
wheref and¢ are sign functions);, is D, applied on the lagt components of an element
in C,, (U, M), andt is the cyclic operator of the para-cyclic moddlg(U, M) as in [2.15).
In general, these do not induce a Gerstenhaber modulesteuch H, (U, M), but
only on the homology? (U) of the universal cyclic quotier®=<(U, M), see§2.4. A
sufficient condition for the two to coincide is thif is a stable anti Yetter-Drinfel'd module
in which case the para-cycliemodule is cyclic, see agalf2.4 andd4.2 below. However,
a more general case that is ubiquitous in examples is thenfiwil:

Definition 1.3. A para-cyclick-module(C,,d,,s.,t.) is quasi-cyclicf we have
C, =ker (id — t:7) @ im (id — t: ).

We refer to§2.4 for the detailed explanation of this condition and otitmsequences.
In complete generality, we introduce for any module-conedti (see Definitiof 213) the
setC;,(U) < C*(U, A) consisting of those cochains for which the operaigraind £,
descend ta”'<¥¢(U, M'). This turns out to be a subcomplex whose cohomology will be
denoted byiH;,(U). Then we prove:

Theorem 1.4. For all modules-comoduled/ over a left Hopf algebroid’/, (I.2) and
(13 induce a Gerstenhaber algebra structure &, (U), and (1.4) and (L. induce a
H3;,(U)-Gerstenhaber module structure 6" (U).

1.5. The Batalin-Vilkovisky module. Once this is established, we introduce the operator
J p ) o
S, = . Z(fl)”fﬁi tsp_jp t" 77" D, il

wheren is again a sign function, and prove that fore C3,(U) the Cartan-Rinehart
homotopy formula

ﬁwz [B+b,S¢,+L¢,]—L5¢,—Sgw

is satisfied. Heré andB are the simplicial resp. cyclic differentials aff>*(U, M) andd
is the cosimplicial differential o';,(U). This implies our main result:

Theorem 1.5. For all module-comoduled/ over a left Hopf algebroid/, the pair
(H3,;(U), HM(U)) carries a canonical structure of a differential calculus.

In the simplest case wher&/ is an SaYD module, we already mentioned that
Ce°(U, M) coincides withC, (U, M), and therefore we obtain:

Corollary 1.6. If M is a stable anti Yetter-Drinfel’d module over a left Hopfalgoid U
and if U, € A°P-Mod is projective, then the paifExty (4, A), Tor” (M, A)) carries a
canonical structure of a differential calculus.

For the Hochschild (co)homology of commutative assocdgadilgebras, the earliest ac-
count of the set of operatobsB, ¢, £, andS is due to Rinehart[Ri], where these operators
are called (in the same ordeX) d, ¢, §, andf, respectively. For noncommutative algebras,
the Lie derivative appeared farcocycles in[[Co, p. 124], where it is denoted &%, and
in [Ga], where additionally the operator@ndS are introduced, denoted leyand F, re-
spectively. Finally, these operators were generalisad freocycles to arbitrary cochains
both in [Gel], where they are denoted byandB, as well as in[[GDTs, NT$3, NTs2, [Ts],
the notation of which we take over.
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1.6. Applications. A prominent example that forces one to go beyond SaYD modules
is that of the Hochschild homology of an algebfawith coefficients inM = A, for
some automorphism of A, that is, M is A as ak-module with A-bimodule structure
given bya » b « ¢ := abo(c). Whenevers is semisimple, the resulting para-cycle
module is quasi-cyclic, and in the final section of the paperpsove that this implies
the following generalisation of a result of Ginzburg|[Gibfn Calabi-Yau algebras (which
form the case in which is inner) to twisted Calabi-Yau algebras (see Definifiaf), &6ch

as the standard quantum groulps [Brzh], Koszul algebras evHoszul dual is Frobenius
as, for example, Manin’s quantum plahe [VdB1], or the Psdjeantum 2-spherg [Kr]:

Theorem 1.7. If A is a twisted Calabi-Yau algebra with semisimple modulaoautr-
phism, then the Hochschild cohnomoldy (A, A) of A is a Batalin-Vilkovisky algebra.

Besides this application, we also explain in the penultgrssction of the paper how
one can use our formulae to obtain the classical operatoCaitan’smagicformula in
differential geometry, i.e., the Lie derivative, the ingam operator, and the de Rham
differential in the setting of Lie-Rinehart algebras (oelalgebroids, and in particular the
tangent bundle of a smooth manifold) by taking tothe jet space/L, which is the dual
of the universal enveloping algebVd. of a Lie-Rinehart algebrgA, L).

Acknowledgements. It is our pleasure to thank Ryszard Nest, Boris Shoikhet, and
Boris Tsygan for inspiring discussions and explaining to sesne aspects of their
work. Furthermore, we thank the referee for their carefadirg and suggestions.
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(GENIL) and would like to thank the University of Glasgow fleospitality and support.
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the Marie Curie PIRSES-GA-2008-230836 network and the RBg&iety/RFBR joint
project JP101196/11-01-92612, and thanks ITEP Moscowdspitality.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we recall preliminaries on bialgebroidspHalgebroids, and cyclic ho-
mology, mainly from our two papers [KoKIrl, KoKr2] as we userthin the same notation
and conventions as here. For more detailed information alyébroids and Hopf alge-
broids and references to the original sources, we recomiBéhah’s surveyl([B].

2.1. Bialgebroids. Throughout this paperd andU are (unital associative}-algebras,
and we assume that there is a fi¥xedlgebra map

n:A® = A®y AP — U.
This induces forgetful functors
U-Mod — A°-Mod, U°-Mod — A°-Mod
that turn leftU-modulesV respectively right/-modules)! into A-bimodules with actions
arnab:=n(a®bn, arm<b:=mnb®ra), a,beAneNmeM.

In particular, left and right multiplication ity definesA-bimodule structures of both these
types onU itself. Unless explicitly stated otherwise, we a priori simerU as anA-
bimodule using the actions « arising from left multiplication inJ. For example, in[(Z]1)
below the actions, < are used to defing ®, U, and later we will requiré/ to be right
A-projective meaning thdf, € A°°-Mod is projective.

Generalising the standard result for bialgebras (whichéschsed = k), Schauenburg
has proved[Sch] that the monoidal structure$/oiMod for which the forgetful functor to
Ac°-Mod is strictly monoidal (wherel®-Mod is monoidal via® ,) correspond to what is
known aqleft) bialgebroid(or x ,-bialgebra) structures din. We refer, e.g., to our earlier
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paper[KoKrl] for a detailed definition (which is due to Takau[TaK]). Let us only recall
that a bialgebroid has a coproduct and a counit

A:U->UR.U, ¢€:U— A, (2.1)

which turnU into a coalgebra im®-Mod. One of the subtleties to keep in mind is that
unlike for A = k the counite is not necessarily a ring homomorphism but only yields a
left U-module structure ol with action ofu € U ona € A given byua := ¢(u < a).
FurthermoreA is required to corestrict to a map fravhto the Sweedler-Takeuchi product
U x4 U, which is theA®-submodule oV ® , U whose elementy;; u; ® , v; fulfil

DU ®@a v =D, U @aviea, Yae Al (2.2)

In the sequel, we will freely use Sweedler’s notatid(u) =: u(1) . u(2).

2.2. Hopf algebroids. In the same paper [Sch], Schauenburg generalised the rajtan
Hopf algebra to the bialgebroid setting. What he calledHopf algebras will be called
left Hopf algebroid$ere. Again, we refer td [KoKi1] for the definition, exampésl more

background information, and only recall that the cruciakgi of structure (in addition to a
bialgebroid one) is the so-calléhnslation map

U— U®aer Us, (2.3)
for which we use the Sweedler-type notation
U= Ug & gop U_.
Example 2.1. For a Hopf algebra oved = k, the translation map is given by
u = Uy Qr S(u)),

whereS is the antipode, and its relevance is already discusseeat detail by Cartan and
Eilenberg[[CE].

We will make permanent use of the following identities thalchfor the mapl(213), see
[Sch, Proposition 3.7]:

Proposition 2.2. LetU be a left Hopf algebroid oved. For all u,v € U, a,b € A one has

Uy Qpop - € U X 4op U, (2.4)

Uyp()) ®atpyu— = u®41€Us®a4.U, (2.5)

U1y ®aor U)_U@) = U®qer 1€ yU ® 00 U, (2.6)

Uy (1) ®a Ug(2) Qaor U— = U(1) @4 Ue2)4 acr U2)_, (2.7)

Ut Qacr U_(1) ®aU_(2) = Utq Quor U— Q4 Ug—, (2.8)
(U0); Qqor (UWV)— = ULV; R pop V_U_, (2.9)

uru— = s(e(u)), (2.10)

e(u_)ruy = wu, (2.12)

(s(a)t(b))+ ®aor (s(a)t(d))—= = s(a)®aor s(b), (2.12)

where in(Z.4) we mean the Sweedler-Takeuchi product

U X oo U 1= {33, 4 @uor 0 € U @00 Us | D3, Ui < @@ uop V3 = D, Us @aor a4 >V},

which is an algebra by factorwise multiplication, but withpmsite multiplication on the
second factor, and where ih (2]10) and (2.12) we usestheceandtargetmaps

s,t: A—>U, s(a):=n(a®;l), tb):=n(lQkb). (2.13)
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For us, the relevance of the translation map stems mostiy fre fact that it turns
the categoryU°P-Mod of right U-modules into a module category over the monoidal
categoryU-Mod. Explicitly, the product ofN € U-Mod with M € U°P-Mod is the
tensor product of the underlyindg-bimodules with right action given by

M@+ m)u:=u_n®, muy, uwelUmeMneN.

2.3. Module-comodules and anti Yetter-Drinfel'd modules. Throughout this papei/
will denote a right/-module, and in fact one which is simultaneously a comodule:

Definition 2.3. By a module-comoduléwith compatible induced left-action) over a
bialgebroidU we shall mean a right’-moduleM e U°P-Mod for which the underlying
left A-module, M is also equipped with a letf-coaction

AM M- U, @4 >Ma m = m(_y) ®a m(0)-

Recall, e.g. fromB], that\ ,, is then anA°-module morphisnd/ — U, x 4, M, where
U, x4 »M is the A°-submodule ol/. ® , , M whose elementy;; u; ®, m; fulfil
DU @y =3, U ®ym;<a, Ya e A. (2.14)

The following particular class of module-comodules wasaduced in [[HKhRS] for
Hopf algebras and in [BS] for left Hopf algebroids:

Definition 2.4. A module-comodule over a left Hopf algebroid is calledaarti Yetter-
Drinfel’d module (aYDJf the full A°-module structure M, of the module coincides with
that underlying the comodule, and if one has

(ma)(—1) @a (M) o) = u=m(-1)t+(1) ®a M(0)U+(2)
forallm e M,u e U. A module-comodule is callestable (SaYDif one has
m(0)MY(-1) = M-

2.4. The (para-)cyclic k-modules C, (U, M) and C&<(U, M). The Batalin-Vilkovisky
modules that we are going to study in this paper are obtaisd¢kdeasimplicial homology
of para-cyclick-modules of the following form [KoKri2]:

Proposition 2.5. For every right modulé\/ over a bialgebroid/ there is a well-defined
simplicial k-module structure on

CoU,M) := M Qo0 (,U,)®2"*

whose face and degeneracy maps are given by

(m,ut,. .. e(u™) »u™t), if i=0,
di(m,x) =< (m,...,u" "= ) ifl<i<n-—1,

(mut,u?,... u™) if i=mn,

(m,ul,... um 1) if j—0, (2.15)
sj(m,x) =< (m,...,u" 9, Lu"I . um)if1<j<n—1,

(m, 1,ut, ... u™) if j=n,

Here and in what follows, we denote the elementary tensafs (&, M) by

(m,z) = (m,u*,...,u"), meMu', . . u"el.
For a module-comodul&f over a left Hopf algebroid/, thek-moduleC, (U, M) becomes
a para-cyclick-module via

n

This para-cyclidt-module is cyclic ifM is a stable anti Yetter-Drinfel'd module.

tn(m,x) = (m(o)uﬁr,ui, coulu
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Recall that this means that the operat@tss;, t,,) satisfy all the defining relations of
a cyclick-module in the sense of Connes (see é.gl [Ca] br [L] for thendifh of a cyclic
k-module), except for the one that requires that

T, = tZJrl

equals the identity (we do not even require it to be an isoimsrp) which, as mentioned
in the proposition, is only satisfied whéd is an SaYD module.

The relations between the operatdds, s;, t,) imply that T,, commutes with all of
them, so they descend to well-defined operators on the agamia

Co(U,M) :=C,(U/M)/im (id — T,),

and hence this becomes a cydlienodule.
In this paper, we will not study the cyclic homology of thisjett, but rather the sim-
plicial homology of bothC, (U, M) andCs**(U, M):

Definition 2.6. For any bialgebroid/ and anyM € U°-Mod, we denote the simplicial
homology ofC, (U, M), that is, the homology with respect to the boundary map
b:= > (~1)"d;, (2.17)
=0
by H, (U, M) and call it thehomology olJ with coefficients inl/. For a module-comodule
over a left Hopf algebroid, we denote the simplicial homglo§C< (U, M) by HM (U).

In general,H, (U, M) differs from HM (U), see[[HaKr2] for an example. However, if
C, (U, M) is quasi-cyclic in the sense of Definitibn 1.3, we can applaiil, Proposi-
tion 2.1]:

Proposition 2.7. If C, is a quasi-cyclidt-module, then the canonical quotient map
C, — C,/im(id — t:1)

is a quasi-isomorphism of the chain complexes that are ditbgp¢he underlying simplicial
k-module structures of', andC, /im(id — t:™1), respectively.

This means that i€’, (U, M) happens to be quasi-cyclic, then classeHjH (U) can be
represented by cycles i, (U, M) that are invariant under,.

Mostly, we will now work on the reduced (normalised) com@s»fC, (U, M) resp. of
Ce<(U, M) by the subcomplex spanned by the images of the degeneracy ohdipese
simplicial k.-modules. Being slightly sloppy, we will denote operatdrattdescend from
the original complexes to these quotients by the same sysibiob confusion can arise.
Furthermore, we shall drop in all what follows the subscaptt and T indicating the
degree of the element on which it acts.

2.5. The operatorsN,s_; and B. On every para-cyclié-module, one defines theorm
operator, theextra degeneragyand thecyclic differential

N:= > (=1)™'  sq:=ts,, B=(id—t)siN. (2.18)

1=0
Recall thatB coincides on the reduced complék (U, M) with the map (induced by)
s_1 N, so we are also slightly sloppy about this and denote therlbtB as well, as we,
in fact, will only consider the induced map on the reduced glem
It follows from the para-cyclic relations that one has

B? = (id — T)(id — t)s_;s_i1N, bB+Bb=1id—T, (2.19)
so in generaB does not turrd, (U, M), but only HM (U), into a cochain complex.

In the case of an SaYD moduld one can give a compact expression Borone first
computes directly with the help df(2.5], (2.4). (2.7), aBdj the powers of:
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Lemma 2.8. If M is an SaYD module, th&" power forl < i < n of the cyclic operator
t can be expressed as

t'(m,z) = (m(o)uﬁr@) . +(2)u+,uf1, coulul - -ul_m(,l), ufr(l), ... ,ui:(i)),
where we abbreviated here, as elsewhére,z) = (m,u!,... u").

Then a further direct computation gives:

Lemma 2.9. If M is an SaYD module, the action Bf = s_;N on C,(U, M) can be
expressed as

s_1N(m,z) = ul cut oy, utt
l; M)Uy(2)- +(2) U+ (2.20)

. 7u7_:_, u - .ul_m(,l), ui(l), RN ui(l))'
Example 2.10. Forn = 1, the above expression reduces to

s_1N(m,u) = (m(o),u+,u_m(_1)) — (m(o)u+(2),u_m(_1),u+(1)).

In particular, for a Hopf algebra over = £ this reads

s_1IN(m,u) = (mo), u(1y, S(ue))m—1y) — (Moyu(z), S(ue))m—1y, u))-

3. THE GERSTENHABER ALGEBRA

Unless stated explicitly otherwisé] is throughout this section an arbitrary left
bialgebroid. We will first give explicit formulae for a canical DG coalgebra structure
A* on the chain complexP, b’) that is obtained when applying the bar construction for
the comonad/ ® ,.» - to the unit objectd € U-Mod. Applying Homy (+, A) to P yields
a cochain complexC* (U, A),§). On the underlying graded vector space we define the
structure of a (nonsymmetric) operad with multiplicatidinis, in particular, defines a DG
algebra structuréC* (U, A), —, 0) and a Gerstenhaber algebra structure on its cohomology
H*(U, A). The fact that this DG algebra coincides with the one obthimedualising the
DG coalgebra structure oR proves that as long &5 is a right A-projective left Hopf
algebroid,H* (U, A) is the cohomology rindExty (A, A) that we studied in [KoKrd].

We will throughout use the convention in which DG algebras @ychain complexes
while DG coalgebras and DG modules over DG algebras are cbaiplexes.

3.1. The bar resolution P. The bar construction fol/ ® ,o» - applied toA € U-Mod
yields the chain comple§®,, b’) of left U-modules, where

Pn = (’Uq)®AoPn+1

is aU-module via left multiplication in the first tensor compomneandb’ is given by

n—1
b’ (u?,...,u") = Z (D), . . utu ™)
i=0
+ (=)™, u" R e (™) »uh).

Note that the tensor product ovéf? is chosen in such a way that
W, .. arut,ut ™) = (W0 e u T e, u™)
holds, which is necessary fof to be well-defined. We recall[[KoK'1, Lemma 2]:

Lemma 3.1. If U is a left Hopf algebroid and/, € A°°-Mod is projective, ther{ P,, b’)
is a projective resolution ol € U-Mod.
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3.2. The DG coalgebra structure onP. As U-Mod is monoidal, so is the category of
chain complexes df’-modules and our aim is to turf into a coalgebra in this category.

Definition 3.2. We define
A" :P—-P®,P, A"@W", ...  u"):= Z AP (U0, ... u™),

where fori = 0,...,nthe mapsA”, : P, - P, ®, P,—; are given by
W®,...,u") — (u?l), . ,u(l)) ®a (u(2) . ~u(2),ui+1, coum).
We verify by direct computation:

Lemma 3.3. A” is coassociative.

Proof. Forj =0, ..., 4, we have
(A7 ®aidp,_,) AP, .. um)
= (urys - ufyy) @a (uyy -+l )
®a (u?3) e u{s)ug)l e u(2), ut L um),
and forj = 0,...,n — i, we have
((idp, ®a AL_ij) An)(u’,... u")
= (ulrys- - Ufyy) ®a (u?Q) e uz('Q),uﬁr)l, e ué'f)j)
®a (u?s) u(s)um : g)J w T ™).

So for AT to be coassociative, we need

HM:

j 0 j +1 i
Z (ulrys oo uy)) @a () -~ gy w5 ufe)

j 1 i i n
®a () ulayuly) - ufgyu' )

n

r

T 0 T r+1 ults
Z}O . U(l),...,U(l)) ®A (u(2)..~u(2),’u($ ge e (I-S )

&4 (U?B u(3) (2+)1"'u”(AQJSS)uT+S+17"'7un)a

which is seen to be correct by some basic substitution inrttlieés, writing first

IPILDIPN
i=0j=0 j=0i=j
and then substituting by » andi by s = i — j. d
Proposition 3.4. If we define
efi=e:Ph=U— A

ande”|p, = 0forn > 0, then(P,b’, A" &) is a differential graded coalgebra.
Proof. Both the counit property and the Leibniz rule

ATD = (b’ ®,idp +idp ®, b') AT (3.1)

are easily verified. We only remark that the above Equaliidlj {8 meant to be interpreted
using the Koszul sign convention, meaning that we have faralP,,d € P,

(idp ®4 b')(c®@4 d) = (~1)Pc®. b'(d),
but (b’ ®, idp)(c®.4 d) = b'(c) ®,4 d, asidp is of degree 0. O
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3.3. Comparison of P and P ®, P. Recall that so far it is sufficient to assurfigo be a
left A-bialgebroid which is the algebraic underpinning of the taatU-Mod is monoidal
with unit objectA. Using, for example, the standard spectral sequence ofithenplex
P, ®,4 P,, one easily verifies that the tensor proditc® , P has homologyd ® , A ~ A;
so it is, like P, a resolution ofA. However, only wherU is a left Hopf algebroid P
andP ®, P are necessarily quasi-isomorphic since in this case ttsotgmoduct of two
projectives in/-Mod is projective [KoKrl, Theorem 5]. Proposition B.4 tells hat

AT:P—>P®,P, idp®,e’:PR,P—P

are morphisms of chain complexes that are one-sided irv@fseach other. In the left
Hopf algebroid case the following proposition provides anlotopy that shows that the
maps become in this situation quasi-inverse to each ottete tdat this proposition is true
for all left Hopf algebroids, assuming no projectivity &f over A (although, of course,
without thatP is not necessarily a projective resolution).

Proposition 3.5. If U is a left Hopf algebroid oved, then the maps

hn: @ P@.Pi— @ P.Q.P

1+j=n k+l=n+1
given by
(W, u) @a (00, 07)
1
= D D WG 1y 1) ®a (WG (gl gy ul Tl ul w000t wd)
r=0

define a homotopy equivalence
AP (ldp ®A EP) ~ idp@Ap,

soA” andidp ®, e are mutual quasi-inverses and we haWe~ P ®, P as objects in
the derived categor— (U).

Proof. In degreer = 0, the homotopy is
ho 1 u®a v = ug(1) ®a (Ug(2),u-v) = 1) ®a (U(2)4,U2)-)
and using the bialgebroid axioms as well[as](2[4)=(2.12)yete

((idy ®4 b") ho)(u®4 v) = u(1) ®a (U(2)1u2)—v — e(u2)—v) » U(2)+)
= u(1) ®a e(U(z)) >V — ua) ®ae(e(v) »ug)-) »ue)+
= u() @ €(u(z)) ®a v = (1) ®a e(uz)-) » uez)4 < (V)
=U®a v — U) ®a U2) < e(v)
= (idpg,v — AF (idy ®4 7)) (u @4 v).

Analogously, one computes that one has also:for 0

hpo1 (b’ ®.4idp +1dp @4 b') + (b’ ®.4 idp + idp ®4 b') hy,
= idp — A" (idp ®, 7). 0

This fact demonstrates, on the one hand, the homologideateifce between the bial-
gebroid and the left Hopf algebroid case, and it also ilatss, on the other hand, that the
cup and cap products we define below are indeed the derivetbxsrof the composition
and contraction product that we dealt with abstractly inKK4.
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3.4. C*(U, N) and the cup product. We retain the assumption thidtis an A-bialgebroid
and further denote b the DG coalgebra defined in the previous sections.

Definition 3.6. We define for allV € U-Mod the cochain complex
C*(U,N) := Homy (P,, N)
with coboundary map := Homy (b/, N), that is,
6:CP(U,N) — CP*Y(U,N), §p:= @b,
Furthermore, we define thaip product— : C* (U, A) ® C*(U, N) — C*(U, N) by
(@~ ¥)(e) = P(@leqr)) » ey) = Bleq)) »1h(c),
wherec) ®. ¢(2) is A”(c) in Sweedler notation.
Note that forN = A the cup product becomes simply the convolution product
(¢~ D)) = ple)dle), (3.2)
and that Propositidn 3.4 implies:

Corollary 3.7. (C*(U, A), 4, ) is a differential graded algebra an@>* (U, N), §, ) is
a differential graded left module ovér* (U, A).

By U-linearity of ) € C"(U, A) we obtain in a standard fashion the isomorphism
CP(U,N) = CP(U,N) := Hom pop (U®2P | N), ) > 1p:=(1,-).  (3.3)
The inverse map is given by
e {@: (W0, uP) > ulo(ul, . uP)
Under this isomorphism, the differenti&is transformed into

§:C*(UN)— C*t(U,N)

given by
So(ut,... uPth) = utp(u?, ... uPth)
+ Zp:(—l)i@(ul,...,uiu”l,...,up+1) (3.4)
im1
+ (=) ot e(uP ) s uP).

Observe that by duality,* (U, A) carries the structure of a cosimplicieimodule. This
will be used in Definitiof 515 when defining the associatedioed complexC* (U, A).
Finally, the cup product can be expressed8iiU, A) as follows:

Lemma 3.8. The cup produc{{312) assumesor C? (U, A), 1) € C1(U, A) the form
(o~ )(ut, ..., uPTT) = ga(ul, o uPT g (uP L uP T . up). (3.5)

Proof. ForU-linearg : P, — A andy : P, — A, the explicit meaning of(3]2) is on an
element?, s c:= (u°,...,u")

- _ @(u?l),...,ulgl))@(u?z)---u’(’2),u1’+1,...,u") if p+q=n,
(P~ ¥)e) { 0 otherwise.
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Using theU-linearity of the cochains, the Sweedler-Takeuchi prop@i2), the fact that
all A-actions oV commute, and the property of the tensor product in questiergbtain

pufy), - ,u?l))z/;(u?Q) by L)
= @(u?l), R u}&))é‘(u&) .. u€2) <1(1, ’u,p‘*‘l7 . ,un))
= @(u?l) < {—:(u?Q) < f—:(ué) DI s(u}(’Q)) . .)),u%l), ceey 1/;(1, uP L uPT) ul(’l))
= @(uo,ul, . ,up_l,ﬁ)(l,up'ﬂ, co,uPTI) up).

Applying now the isomorphisni(3.3) yields the claim. O

In the following, we will mostly be working with this altertime complex(C* (U, A), ¢)
and small Greek letters will usually denote cochains tmerei

3.5. The comp algebra structure onC* (U, A). For the construction of the Gerstenhaber
bracket, we associate to apycochainy € C?(U, A) the operator

D,  U®arr U, (ul,...,up)»—»ga(u%l),...,u%)) >u%2)~~~u1(’2). (3.6)

For zero cochains, i.e., elementsdnthis becomes the map — U, a — s(a), wheres is
the source map i (Z.13).

These operators provide the correct substitute of thetiosepperations used by Ger-
stenhaber to define what he callegra-Lie systenin [G€] and a(right) comp algebran
[GeSch]. Indeed, we can now define, in analogy withl [Ge]Gleestenhaber products

0; : CP(U,A) @ CU (U, A) — CPT LU A), i=1,...,p,

by
(por V)", ..., w7 67
= p(uty T Dy (Ut ) T Pt
and for zero cochains we define; 1) = 0 for all ¢ and ally), whereas
woja:=u ... ut s(a),u’,... uP7).
These Gerstenhaber products satisfy the following asbatyaelations:
Lemma 3.9. For p € CP(U, A), v € C1(U, A), andx € C" (U, A) we have
(pojx)oigr  ifj<i,
(poiv)ojx=qwoi(Wojiv1x) fi<j<q+i,
(poj—qrix)oip  ifj=q+i
Proof. Straightforward computation. O

The structure of a right comp algebra is completed by addiagdistinguished element
(analogously ta [GeSch, p. 62])

w=emy e C*(U, A), (3.8)

wherem,, is the multiplication map ot/.
Remark 3.10. The associativity ofny impliesu oy i = p oo . Furthermore, one has
D, = my, (3.9)

as will be used later.
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Remark 3.11. Equivalently, this structure turn@(n) := C"(U, A) into a nonsymmet-
ric operad in the category éfmodules, see e.d. [[\5.8.13] or [MaShnSt, Me1l], with
composition
O(n) Rk 0(21) Rk - - Qk O(Zn) — O(’L'l + -+ ’Ln)

given by

¢ @ 1 @k - ®k Y = P(Dyy (), Dy (), -+, Dy, ().
Together withu, the operad) becomes an operad with multiplication whose unitlig €
C°(U, A).

3.6. The Gerstenhaber algebraH* (U, A). Recallthatn| =n — 1.
Definition 3.12. For two cochaing € C?(U, A), v € C1(U, A) we define

o 1= (,1)\pl\q| Zp“(fl)lq\lilw 0; 1) € C"“‘”(U, A)
=1

and theirGerstenhaber brackdty
{0,0} := po0 — (=1)Plelysg, (3.10)
Furthermore, one verifies by straightforward computation:
Lemma 3.13. For ¢ € C?(U, A) andy € C'1(U, A), we have

@~ = (no1p)opr1Y = (oge)orp
and
dp = {u, ¢} (3.11)

We can now state the main theorem of this section (cf. The@&) which follows
from Gerstenhaber’s results. First, let us agree aboutinota

Definition 3.14. For a bialgebroid/ and everyN € U-Mod we denote the cohomology
of C*(U, N) by H*(U, N) and call this theeohomology ot/ with coefficients inv.

Remark 3.15. If U is a right A-projective left Hopf algebroid so thaP is, in view
of Lemmal3.]l, a projective resolution of € U-Mod, then we haveH*(U,N) ~
Exty (A4, N), but in general we use the symbit (U, N) for the cohomology of the ex-
plicit cochain complexC* (U, N).

Theorem 3.16. If U is a bialgebroid over4, then the map€3.5) and (3.10 induce a
Gerstenhaber algebra structure di* (U, A).

Proof. Itis a general fact that by using the above formulagfer as definitions, any right
comp algebra becomes a DG algebra on whose cohomélogyinduces a Gerstenhaber
algebra structure, see elg. [GeSch, McCSm] and the refeseherein. |

Remark 3.17. The fact that the cup product is graded commutative up to hopydol-
lows abstractly using the “Hilton-Eckmann trick”, see,.e[&U] or [KoKrl, Theorem 3]
for the concrete bialgebroid incarnation. In Gerstenhatagproach it follows from

(—=D)lpssy — (=1)196(p59) + 859 =~ = (1"~ ¥,
which means thaf(po1) = (—1)4(¢ « ¢ — (—=1)P9p — ¥) if ¢ andy are cocycles, so
their graded commutator is a coboundary.

Remark 3.18. If A is commutative ang factorises through the multiplication map 4f
that is, if the source and target mapsléfcoincide so that: > u = wu < a holds for all
a € A,u e U, then the tensor flip

T:URQ,U - U@, U, u@,v—v®4u
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is well defined. Consequently, it makes sense to then spe@ak abcommutative left Hopf
algebroids, meaning thato A = A. For example, this holds for the example of the
universal enveloping algebra of a Lie-Rinehart algebra,§& In this case an explicit
computation shows that the Gerstenhaber bra¢ke} vanishes which is clear also for
abstract reasons, sée [Tail.

Remark 3.19. Before moving on we also quickly remark that the reader mail/fimmulae
for Gerstenhaber brackets in the literature that use atbfiglifferent sign convention.
Some confusion that arises from this can be avoided by ukiagotion of theopposite
(V,~op, {+; - }op) Of @ Gerstenhaber algebfH, -, {-, -}): this is defined by

Uop UVi=0U~u, {u,v}ep:=—{v,u},

and it is verified straightforwardly that this indeed is a &enhaber algebra again. When
defining a Gerstenhaber algebra from a right comp algetgaame changes can be made
on the level of the comp algebra itself. The differentiakti@s to be rescaled on degygee
by a factor of(—1)? in order to obtain a DG algebra again.

4. THE GERSTENHABER MODULE

This section introduces the structures on homology thatespond to the cup prod-
uct and the Gerstenhaber bracket®n(U, A): the cap product betweeli*(U, A) and
H,(U, M) and then a Hopf algebroid generalisation of the Lie denreathat has been
defined by Rinehart on Lie-Rinehart and Hochschild (co)hlogne This, for module-
comodulesV/ over a left Hopf algebroid’, will be defined only ort/M (U) rather than on
H,(U, M) , and dually it will be necessary to replate (U, A) by a Gerstenhaber algebra
H;,(U) that is the cohomology of a suitable comp subalgelygU) = C* (U, A) .

4.1. C,(U, M) and the cap product. The first steps in this section are completely dual
to those in the previous one. First of all, we define the hognlof a bialgebroid with
coefficients in a right module. The following is the countetmf Definition3.6:

Definition 4.1. For any bialgebroid/ and anyM e U°P-Mod we define

C.(U,M) := M ®y P.,
which becomes a chain complex/eimodules with boundary mdfpzz idys ®u b’. Using
the coalgebra structurk” of P, we furthermore introduce theap product

~: CP(U, A) @, Co(U, M) — C, (U, M)

b
y O~ (MU ¢) :=mQu cay < @(0(2)). (4.2)
Analogously to[(313), we have an isomorphisnkefnodules

Cr(U, M) =5 Cp(U, M) = M ® yop US4, (4.2)

given by
mQu (u’, -, u™) — (mu,ut, ... u").

Here and in what follows, we are again using the notation

(myut, .. u™) = m ®aor u' @uov - @ o U™

to better distinguish the tensor product ov&P from that one oved.

Remark 4.2. As a straightforward computation shows, the simplicialedténtialb from
(2.17) differs from the one induced Ibyonly by a sign factor: if we suppress the isomor-
phism [4.2), then we have apl, (U, M)

so the two boundary maps yield the same homolBg{U, M).
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Remark 4.3. In analogy with Remark3.15, i is a right A-projective Hopf algebroid,
then we haved, (U, M) ~ Tor" (M, A).
Let us compute what happens to the cap product under the iptisms([(3.8) and (4. 2):
Lemma 4.4. The cap product ap € C?(U, A) with (m, z) € C,,(U, M) is given by
@~ (myz) = (myut,. . u" P ™ Pl u™) s un P, (4.3)
where we again use the abbreviation, z) = (m,u!, ..., u™) as in Propositiol 215.

Proof. For¢ e C‘P(U, A) (recall that these are thié-linear cochains), we have by a com-
putation similar to that in the proof of LemrhaB.8

P~ (m@U (uo,...,u”))

- @(u?2) . -u&*){ w P uym Qu (u?l)’ . 7“?17)17)
=c(u ?2) -..u?*P «p(1,u P! soensu™))m Qu (U?I)’ o ’u?f)p) 4.2)
=mQu (“(1) < z—:(u(Q) (2) Py ..., u?f)pfl, 6(1, u”*‘l", ) u?ﬁp)
:m®u(07_,., P @(1 |p|7_..,un)>un7p).

The claim follows by applying the isomorphisnis (3.3) an@4. 0

In the sequel we will carry out extensive computations comog algebraic relations
satisfied by the operators

tp 1= i Cu(U, M) = Cpp (U, M).

As afirstillustration, we formulate the following analogafeCorollary{3.T in this notation.
This could still be nicely written out using., but the computations in the subsequent
sections will be too complex for that.

Proposition 4.5. (C,(U, M), b, ~) is a left DG module ovefC* (U, A), §, ), i.e.,
loly = lpoip, (4.5)
[b,to] = ts5p, (4.6)
where[-, -] denotes the graded commutator, that is, we explicitly havefe C? (U, A)
[b,tp] =biy = (=1)Pu, b,
as,, is of degree whileb is of degreel.

Proof. This follows instantly from the DG coalgebra axioms whemgdhe original pre-
sentation[(4.]1) for the cap product. O

Consequently H. (U, M), ~) is a left module over the ringH * (U, A), ).

4.2. The comp module structure onC, (U, M). A finer analysis, parallel to the one car-
ried out forC* (U, A) in §3.8, shows that’, (U, M) carries a structure that we will refer to
as that of a comp module ovér (U, A):

Definition 4.6. A comp modulever a comp algebr&' is a sequence dé-modulesC,
together withk-linear operations

01icp®kcn*>0n_‘p|, i=1,...,n—|p|
satisfying forp € C?, v e C?,ye Cp,andj = 1,...n — |q|
ej(peirgy)  ifj<i<n—|p|—ldl,
P o (1/’ ®; ?J) =< (poj_it1?¥) ey if j—Ipl <i<jy, (4.7)
Ve (peiy) if1<i<j—|pl
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Of course, the middle line il (4.7) can also be read from righ&ft so as to get an idea
how an elemenp o; ¥ acts onC, via e;.

In our case, we define far=1,...,n — |p|

e, C‘Z)(U7 A) ®k Cn(U, M) - Cn_|p‘(U, M)
by . . . _
po; (m,z) = (myut,. .., u Dy(ul, ... u Pl P ), (4.8)
Observe that for zero cochains, i.e., for elementd,ithis means that
ae; (m,x):=(m,u',...,u"" s(a),u’,...,u"), i=1,...,n+1,

wheres is the source map frori (2.113).

One verifies by straightforward computation:
Lemma 4.7. The operationg4d.9) turn C, (U, M) into a comp module ove?* (U, A).

Remark 4.8. Despite the similarity, the associativity relations {4arg quite different
from those that hold for the; in a comp algebra. For example, there seems to be no
way to express the cap produstin terms ofu ande; by a formula analogous to the one
given in Lemmd_3.113 for the cup produet However, Lemm&a4.18 below will provide a
counterpart of the second part of Lemma 3.13.

For later use, let us also note down the following relations:
Lemma 4.9. Lety € CP(U,A), v € C4U,A), and (m,x) € Cp(U,M). Fori =
1,...,n—|p+ q| one has
(o~ 1) o (m,x) e (o (Yeiy(m,x))), (4.9)
P e (7/) ~ (mﬂﬁ)) Y~ <<P o (maif))- (4.10)

Proof. Eq. (4.9) is easily proven by means of the Sweedler-Takepaiperty [2.2) and
(3:9). Eq. [4.1D) follows from the fact that the coproductiois an A°-module homomor-
phism. O

Similar as for the cap product with a fixed cochain, we intiela new notation for the
operatorp e; -, wherep € C? (U, A), in order to keep the presentation of our computations
below as compact as possible: whenevet n and fori = 1,...,n — |p|, we define

Dgh : Cn(UaM) ch—ku\(UaM)v (m,:r) = Qe (m,x)
In particular, we will make frequent use of the short handatioh
D), := DI,
For example, in this notation we have:
Lemma 4.10. For anyp € CP(U, A), for 0 < p < n we have orC,, (U, M)

doD, = 1y, (4.11)
d; Dip = Dip di+\p|a for i= 2,...,n— |p|7 (412)
S;j Dip = DZPSj_le, for j=1...,n— |p| (413)

Proof. Using (2.15), [(4.8), and wit, as in [3.6), Eq.[(4.11) follows directly from the
identity
eD, = o,
which we prove now: one verifies in a straightforward manhat t
A UBar? — (UBAP) @, .U,  (u',...,uP) = (ufyy, ... , (1)) ®a Uy - uly

defines a right/-comodule structure o/®4°*?) . Using source and target maps from
(2.13) and denoting by:,, the multiplication inU, we can then write

eDy = emy (s ®id)A = emy (sp @ 58) A = (P @ e)A = pmyor (Id @ te) A = o,
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which holds byA-linearity of a bialgebroid counit, the right-linearity of ¢ and the fact
thatA is a coaction.

Egs. [4.1R) and(4.13) follow by straightforward compudatiusing the fact that the
involved face and degeneracy maps can be written as

di(m7 I’) = HOn— (m7 .I'), L _
si(m.x) = (ely) oy (moa), 0PI = hon
where(m, z) € C,(U, M), and then applying the properti€s {4.7). O

4.3. The comp algebraC},(U). WhenU is a left Hopf algebroid (not just a bialgebroid
as before) and/ is a module-comodule, the para-cyclic structure(@U, M) given in
Propositio 2.6 relates the produego each other:

Lemma 4.11. For anyy € C?(U, A), we have fofl < p < nand(m,z) € C,(U, M)

4 _ Jt(peiy1 (m,x)) fori=1,...,n—p,
P e (t(m,w)) N {t(w s,l(m,:r)) fori =n— |p|. (4.14)

Proof. The case foil < i < n — pis a simple computation using(2.7) and (2.12):

pe; (t(m, ul, ... ,u"))

= (m(o)ui,ui,...,ui,D@(ui’Ll,...,u”p),ufpﬂ,...,uz,uf -~-u1,m(_1))

= (m(o)ui,ui,..., (Dw(ui+1,...,ui+p))+,...
...,u’}r,u’i---(Dw(ui+1,...,ui+p))7---uim(_l))

:t(sﬁ.i+1 (m,ul,...,u")).

As for the casé = n — |p|, one first observes that no aYD condition (i.e., compatipili
of U-action and/-coaction) is needed for the explicit computation, whichleasse to the
reader. O

The comp module structure af, (U, M) does not descend, for general module-
comodules\/ over left Hopf algebroids, to the universal cyclic quotiélste (U, M). Since
we will have to work from some point on on the latter, we define:

Definition 4.12. If U is a left Hopf algebroid and/ is a module-comodule, we define
Ciy(U) :={pe C*(U,A) | Di"(im(id — T)) S im(id — T)Vi}.

Obviously, one hag’;,(U) = C*(U, A) wheneverM is an SaYD module. Observe
furthermore that the middle relation in_(%.7) immediatehpiies:

Lemma 4.13.C4,(U) < C*(U, A) is a comp subalgebra.
In particular, it is a DG subalgebra, so it makes sense taatadiut its cohomology:
Definition 4.14. The cohomology o€, (U) will be denoted by 3, (U).

Applying Eq. [4.14) repeatedly, one obtains thatgrr (U, M) all operatorD:" can be
expressed in terms &, and the cyclic operator. More precisely, Lemmd 4.7 respelgti
Eq. (4.10) imply:

Lemma 4.15. If M is a module-comodule over a left Hopf algebraid then for any
pe CF,(U)andy € C{,(U) we have
ith __ 4n—|p|—1 i+ .
D" = "D ¢ e, i=1,....,n—|p, (4.15)
and
Pl =iD e, =t P e (4.16)
as operators orC'&* (U, M).
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We conclude this subsection with another technical lemma:

Lemma 4.16. Let M be a module-comodule over a left Hopf algebrbiéndy € C, (U)
aswellas) € C3,(U).
(i) If v is a cocycle, then the equation
q .
1Dy, = > (=1)""D}yd; + (—1)%dtD/t" (4.17)

i=1

holds for0 < ¢ < nonCz<(U, M).
(i) For0 < p < n, the identities

D), = tuys1t" (4.18)
and
Lps—1 =t""PID/t (4.19)
hold onC< (U, M).

Proof. All statements are either obvious or follow by a straightfard computation. For

example,[(4.117) is proven with the help bf (4.15) and](3.4)s.H4.18) and(4.19) foIIow
directly from [4.14) as we havid — T = 0 onC=*(U, M).

4.4. The Lie derivative. Now we define a Hopf algebroid generalisation of thie de-
rivative that will subsequently be shown to define a Gerstenhaber lmtwcture on
HM(U). Throughout[J is a left Hopf algebroid and/ is a module-comodule.

Definition 4.17. Forp € C?(U, A), we define
ELP : Cn(U, M) g Cn,‘p|(U, M)

in degreen with p < n + 1to be

n—|p| - _ _ P - _

Lyi= Y (—1)/n =i et Y ()Pl D (4.20)

i=1 i=1

where the signs are given by
07" == Ipl(n— i), &" = nli[ + Ip|.
In casep = n + 1, we set
Ly, := (—1)“”‘&0 B,

and forp > n + 1, we definel,, :=

We will speak of the first sum in the Lie derivative as of tir@wisted pariand of the
second sum as of thwisted part a terminology which will become vivid if4.3.

Clearly, £, descends fop € C},(U) to a well-defined operator o@'¥(U, M). In
particular, this applies to the distinguished elemefiom (3.8). For this specific cochain,
we obtain the following counterpart to the second half of besB.13:

Lemma 4.18. The differential ofC<(U, M) is given by

b=—L,. (4.21)
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Proo.f. Using [3.9), one.obtairB;L = d; and correspondingly for the Lie derivative by the
relations of a para-cyclic module:

2
L, = (—1)nitlgn—l=i g, g2 4 Z(_l)n(i—1)+1tn—1 di t,
i=1 i=1

1

_ (71)n_i+1dn7i tn-&—l _ dn t" 4+ (71)n+1dntn+1

— (*1)j+1dj gl do g+l + (71)n+1dntn+1 - _b
j=1

on the quotienC<(U, M). O
4.5. The case of 1-cochainsFor the reader’s convenience, we treat some special cases in
detail that will help understanding the general formuladgrand how it has been derived.
First of all, consider a 1-cochaine C' (U, A). By extending scalars fromto the ring
E[r] of formal power series in an indeterminateve define for any:[r]-linear map
D: Cn(U M)[r] = Cn(U, M)[r]
the operators
t?:=Dt, TP:= (t°)"*.
We apply this withD being the exponential series
1 7
exp(ry) = 2 E(TDZP) .
i=0
Thinking of a 1-cocycle as of a generalised vector field,@dp(ry) as of its flow, and of
Q, = id — TP
as of a curvature along an integral curve motivates the fattat short computation yields
Ly = %Q@|T=0

for n > 0, which in this case is explicitly given by

L, = i "Dt = i " Dt +t" D t.
i=0 i=1
Next, let us studyC,, in greater detail o' (U, M ). Note first that, when descending
to the quotienC*(U, M), the untwisted part i .(4.20) can be written as follows:

n—|p| - _ _ n—|p| -
Z (=1)% " grlel— DL t"P(m,z) = Z (—1)% DL (m, x)
i=1 i=1

n—|p|

If we now introduce the operator
E,:U—-U, u—o(u_)ruy,
thenZL,, can be further rewritten as follows:

Proposition 4.19. For every module-comodull/ over a left Hopf algebroid/, the Lie
derivativeL,, for ¢ € C},(U) assumes ote><(U, M) the form

L,(m,x) = Z (m,ul,...,DW(ui),...,u")

(4.22)

1=

1
+ (m(o)yu},_, .. .,’u,:l_fl, (‘D(UE .. ’U/l_m(fl)) > ui)
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This can be alternatively written as

n
Lo(m,z) = (go(m(_l))m(o),ul, coou”) + Z (m,u',...,Dy(u’),...,u™)
i=1

n
+ Z (mvulv"'vEtp(uJ)v"'vun) (423)
j=1
n
- 2 (m(0)7u~1}»7"'7ui_176<p(uli?uli_1 ulfm(—l)) ’uivuk+17"'7un)'
k=1

Proof. The explicit form for the untwisted part &, i.e., the first summand if_.(4.P2) was
explained above, whereas the twisted part follows by agitiirward computation using
the powers ot in Lemmd2.8. Eq[(4.23) follows by using EG.(3.4) foe= 1 as well as
(2.4) and[(2.111). O

Example 4.20. In degreen = 1, the above reads
Lo(m,u) = (@(m(—m)m(o),u) + (m,<P(U(1)) >u(2)) + (mﬁﬁ(uf) ’u+)
- (m(o),5@(u—am(—1)) > U+)7

and in degree. = 2 it becomes
Lo(m,u,v) = (p(m(-1))m(), v, v) + (m, p(uq)) > u),v) + (m,u (o) > ve)

+ (my p(us) > ug,v) + (myu, p(v-) »vy)

- (m(0)7 590(’“*7 m(fl)) > Uy, ’U) - (m(O)a U+, 590(1)*5 u*m(fl)) > er) .
Example 4.21.In casep is al-cocycle one has the cocycle condition

p(uv) = e(p(v) »u) + ¢(e(v) »u), (4.24)
which impliesy(1) = 0. The Lie derivative in degree zero then reads, as before
Ly(m) = @(m(_1))m) = v(m-1)) » m(o),

whereas in degree reduces to
Ew(ma :C) = ((p(m(—l))m(O)aula v 7un)

+ Juty . D(uh),. . u”
; (m U o(u) U ) (4.25)

+ Z (m,ul,...,E@(uj),...,u”).
j=1

In particular, in degree one this reads

Lo(m,u) = (‘P(m(—n)m(o),u) + (m,go(u(l)) DU(z)) + (mﬁp(u—) ’U+)-

Observe that in(4.25) the single summands wherdtthappear are not well-defined but
only their sum is (a similar comment applies o (4.23)). Teraplify this, consider in
degree2 the map

(u,v) = (Eu(u),v) + (u, Ex(v)).
Using [4.24) and(Z.12), one has
(a»u,v) — (Ex(u),v<a) + (u,v99(s(a)) + (a»u,Ey(v)),

and itis easy to see thai, v < a) has the same image.
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4.6. The case of an SaYD moduleln the case of stable anti Yetter-Drinfel’d modules,
one can find an expression fdr, on C¥*(U, M) analogous to the one given [n(4122) for
the special case dfcochains. This is achieved by the following result:
Proposition 4.22. If M is an SaYD module ande C%,(U), one has orC*(U, M)
Ly(m,z) =
n—|p|

2 (—1)9?’13 (m,u', ..., Dp(u’,... Juitlely Su™)
i=1

|p|

& 1 i i+1 n—p+i
+2(—1) 1+1(m(0)u+(2)~-~u+(2),u+ yeees UL ,
i=0
n—|p|+i+1 n o.n 1 1 i n—|p|+1
p(ul ,...,u+,u,~-~u,m(_1),u+(l),...,qu))>u+ )

Proof. Straightforward computation using Lemial2.8 as well as Gehburg’s relations
(2.4)-{2.12), the fact that the twé°-module structures originating from tfie-action and
U-coaction coincide for SaYD modules, and the Sweedler-Telkiecondition [2.14) for
comodules. O

Example 4.23. Forp = 2 andn = 3, this reads:
Ly(m,u,v, w) = —(m, Dw(u,v),w) + (m,u, Dg,(v,w))
— (m(o),u+,<p(w+,w_v_u_m(_1)) >vg)
+ (m(o)u+(2),v+,@(w_v_u_m(,l),uﬂl)) >w+).

4.7. The DG Lie algebra module structure. We now prove that the Lie derivativé
defines a DG Lie algebra representatioi@f, (U)[1],{., .}):

Theorem 4.24. For any two cochaing € C%,(U) andy € C{,(U), we have on the
quotientCe¥*(U, M)

(Lo, Ly] = Ly (4.26)
where the bracket on the right hand side is the Gerstenhataeket(3.10). Furthermore,
we have

[b, L,] + L5, = 0. (4.27)

Proof. The proof relies on Eqs_(4.113], (4119), abd (#.15): assumelt< ¢ < p and
p+q < n+ 1, as the proof for zero cochains and the case0, p = n + 1 can be carried
out by similar, but easier computations. Recall that thimug we consider the operators
induced onC'¥*(U, M) and hence may identify andid.

Using [4.20), we explicitly compute the expressions£oi’,, andL,, L. The under-
braced terms will afterwards be computed and compared onaéyOne has

”_%_'ql "i'f” o7 1IP g™ |p|—|q|—i lal+p+i—ipy 4+
LoLy = (—1)% T pitladmepl prlalte 7L*JD;},EJ q
’ i=1 j=1 ’

(1)
n

p n—lq|
n—laql,p_ gn,q . .
& +6.% n—|p|l—lalmy/ sn—lal+i—jry ii+a
+) Y (=D it DLt D/t
i=1 j=1

(2)

n—|pl-lal g n—lalp | on ) _ _
+ Z (_1)(% +&5 t”_‘p‘_|q|_'D;t"_|q|+p+lDibtj

(3)

n—|ql, n, . )
+ Z Z(_l)fi q P+§j qtn_‘p‘_lqlD:ptn_‘qH—lD;[,tJ,

(4)
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along with

n—|p|—[q| n—|p|
n,q n,p . . . .
_(_1)I10II11I[’w[WJ _ Z Z (_1)0]~ +6; +1t"_|‘”_‘p‘_]Dibt”_‘p‘+q+1_lDL,tl+p

j=1 i=1
(5)
Y eIy gl ol lplimiry it
+ Z (=1)> i t Dyt 77Dt
j=1 i=1
(6)
n—|q|=Ip| p mg mp v ) ’
+ 2(71)9]‘ +§&; +1tnflqlf\p\ﬂDiptnf\quHDfptl
j=1 =1

(7)

(8)

Furthermore, it follows from{{4]17) and{4]16) that, fo= 1, ..., p, we have the identities

bory = DD = Dfpt"_lq‘_kD:ﬁbtlﬁ'q7 where k=n—|p|—|q|,...,n—]q|.
Hence
n=lpl-lal n_ldl n,|p+d| . :
Loy = (71)|P||¢I| Z Z (71)91- +\q\\k*nHPMIItn*\p\*IQI*ZDZPDithtH\pMI

=1 k=n—|p|—|q|

|p+ql n—|q|
n,|p+q| _ lpl— X 3
+ (_1)|P||11| Z Z (_1)& +lqllk n+|z)+f1th |p| \Q\D;bethtlﬂm—m

i=1 k=n—|p|—|q|

n—lpl-lal  n—ldl s g ' '
) (_1)% o +|q|(lkl_n)tn_|p|—\q\—1Diptn—|Q|—kDibtk+q+1+\P+lI|
i=1  k=n—|p|—|ql
|p+4q| n—|q| ﬁ,\p+q\+| [(1k|— —|p|— 1 yn—lal=kpy ok '
+ ] (—1)% k== lpi=lalpl gn=lal=hp] ghtate
i=1 k=n—|p|—|q|
n—|p|—lql| Ip|+i np L gmag . i 2
LSS (L el s gnlpllal iy lpli-tynlal iy g1+
i=1 =i

(9)
lp+al  n41 optal  omig )
+ 33 (s el py el
i=1 l=n—|p|+1

(10)

where we substituted:= k£ — n + |p| + |¢| + 7 in the first summand of the last equation,
l := k + ¢ in the second summand, and used the fact that we descend tuadtient
C&e(U, M). Now it is easy to see that

n—|p|—|q| [p|+i
©= 3 X (=prrertripgpy,
i=1 =i
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Likewise,

n—|gl—|p| lgl+i g onp v
—(—1)“7”[1‘[@5@ - Z Z (—1)91' +90, +1D$11Dgh
1 =i

J

(11)
la+pl n+1
+ 2
j=1 l=n—|q|+1

n,lqg+p| n,p il _ .
(71)@ 0, +lpllal+1n—lql |p|Dth” ‘”D:ptH—J'

(12)
We can now write on the quotiefit™ (U, M)
n—|p|=lql n—lal n—lalp s grva
M= X% gDyt
i=1 Jj=1
el nlplclal nlal P el gnia
- i ithyjth i 40 ith jth
= (—1)% iDEMDLM A+ Y Y (=) i DD
j=1 i=j+1 j=p+1 i=1
(13) (14)
n—|p|=lql |p|+i n—lalp | pmia
T T AT
i=1 =1
(15)
and
n—lq|—|p| n—|p| N "
(5) _ (_1)9j'vq+ei vp+1D$thl
%)
j=1 i=1
n—q—|p| n—|a|—|p| i o n—lp| i=q . L
- ()T ) 3 (<)% Dy Dy
i=1 j=i+1 i=q+1 j=1
(16) an

n—|q|—Ip| lq|+3j g omp v
+ Z Z(_l)ej +9l +1D$hDgh.

(18)

We directly see that9) = (15), along with(11) = (18). Furthermore, by a simple
observation one sees that

n—q—|p| n—|q|—|p|

n—|ql, n, . .
(13) = (-1 T Dy

j=1 i=j+1

n—q—|p| n—|p| or—laloy gnia
= > > (=1l TG DEDE = (19),

3=1  k=j+q
where in the second step we substituted- i + |¢|. Reordering the double sums(if9),

n—q—|p| n—|p| n—|p| k—gq
- I

j=1  k=j+q k=q+1 j=1

and by@Z:l‘gﬂ’p = 0,°", we conclude that13) = (19) = —(17). Analogously, one proves

that(14) = (16).
After a tedious, but straightforward re-ordering of sumagane furthermore has
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p—2 p—lq|—i
P

[un

n—|q| i—2 nop . )
+ Z Z (71)§\k\+i+|q”l|tn7‘m*|Q|Dipt’LDthn*k7
i=p+1 k=i—p—1

whereas
|p| p+lq|—i p+lal
(10) = Z Z (71)52’5'”‘1‘""t"*'P'*‘q‘D;tiDﬁ,,t’“+ Z (71)§Z’pt"7|p|7‘q‘Dpriptk
i=1 k=0 k=1
Ip| i—2
+ (71)§rky‘ii+‘q"i‘tnilpli‘q‘DiptiDiptnik.
i=2 k=0

From these expressions one obtains after equally tedidssrbightforward computations

lp| g
n,p ; )
(2) — (10) = Z (_1)5k+i+\ﬁﬂ\l\tn—\p\—IqIsztzD;}tk
1=0 k=1
(20)
n—lgl -1 nop )
+ Z Z (,1)%“‘*“1\\Z\tnf\p\flqlD:PtiDiptnflkh
i=p k=i—p

(21)

and one verifies directly thg20) = (4).
So far all terms in the expressions 6f L, and L5, cancelled, except

q
n—|ql|, n, . . .
(3) = Z(fl)ei WPy qt"*lﬂl*\tz\*%Dfptnﬂ?*IqIJrZD;}tJ7

p

(21) (,1)52’“‘“‘1"i‘t"’“ﬂ*‘q‘D;tiDipt”’W.

P
Repeating the same type of arguments that le(219 analogously cancels all terms in
_(_1)‘17”(1"61/1‘690 and_(_1)|PH¢Z\£w6W except

n—|q|—|p|

p
(71 = Z Z(_l)‘)j 9te] 'p+1tn—\fz\—Izvl—JDiL)tnﬁ—q—\pH-Jsztz7
j=1  i=1
n—|p| i—1 g ) )
(22) = Z (_1)5k'+i+‘1"(‘ZH"J')t"—'q'_‘p‘D;bt’D:Ot"_WA
i=q k=i—gq

Using [4.16),[(4.19), and{4.113), and the relations of aicyeimodule we see that

n—|p|-ldl g nelalp | onog ) ) )
(3) = DY G ) A i o = S S
i=1 =1
n—|pl—la|l ¢ nelalp | anog ) ) ]
— Z (,1)91- +€5 Lwtnflplf\Z\DiptIPIﬂSOtJ
i=1 =1
n—|p|—|al

q
n—lql,p_ om,q 1 L
- Z (71)91- +&; Lthn7p+1tn Ip| lllDfptlleﬂ

q
n—lql, mn, . Lo
_ 2(71)91_ AL qtnflplf\q\Dibtnflplf\Z\D:Ptllerzﬂ —: (23).
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Substitution of := n — |p| — |i| and subsequently d&f := [ — j produces

n—|p| q
(23) _ Z(_1)5;"(’+|P|(|l|+\¢Z\)tn—\P\—|lI|D;}tlD;t”—UH—j
l=q j=1
n—|p| 1—1
_ &R FRIUF gD in—pl=laly iy gk
(-1) t Dyt Dt
b
l=q k=l—q

and this is directly seen to {e2). Likewise, one shows thar) = (21).
For Eq. [4.2V), simply usé (4.P1) to expressthen apply[(4.26) to the case where
¢ := p and finally make use of (3.111):
{b,ﬁg,} = _{‘Cwﬁw} = _‘C{u.,go} = _E&P' 0

4.8. The Gerstenhaber moduleH (U). By the identities[(416) and(4.27), both opera-
tors.,, and L, descend to well defined operators on the Hochschild homalbfy(U),
provided thaty is a cocycle. In this case, the following theorem togetheh wiroposi-
tion[4.24 proves that and £ turn H(U) into a module over the Gerstenhaber algebra
Hj;,(U), cf. Def.[11 (ii):

Theorem 4.25.1f M is a module-comodule over a left Hopf algebrdidthen for any two
cocyclesp e C%,(U), ¥ € C{,(U), the induced maps

L,: HMU) — HM (V)

w: HMU) — HM (U)

satisfy
[Lw, Eg,] = L{w,g,}. (428)

Proof. Throughout we use relations that we have shown above to lboldderators on
Ce<(U, M), but as we now consider the induced operators on homologwillvalso as-
sume tacitly that the operators only act on cycles and thatomgpute modulo boundaries.

Assumep + g < n + 1 (otherwise both sides i (4.28) are zero). Without restictve
may assume thadt < ¢ < p, the case op = ¢ and that of zero cochains being skipped as
the proof is similar, but somewhat simpler. We now have

n—|p|—q np , , n—|pl
wle= Y (=% T PEiD et N ()
i=1 i=n—|p|—|q|

O Pl

)4
+ Y (~DE T IPDl e
i=1

n—|p+q|

q P
n,p _ i : n,p i
= E (=1)% " Il DL 4 E (_1)\p\(\q\+lkl)%ow+ E (=1)8% 7 syeps_1ttTl
i=1 k=1 i=1

(1) (2) (3)
using [3.Y) and[(4.15) for the second term and (4.19) for iirel term. Observe that
already
(2) = L¢5<p.
On the other hand, we see that
n—q—|p|

P
_(_1)Q|P|£¢Lw - Z (—1)% ’p+1tn—q—\p\—1sztz+pr + Z (=1)¢
i=1 i=1

n—gq,lqllpl ;
i "1 PID

(4) (5)

By Equation[(4.ID), one immediately observes that= —(4), hence we are left to prove
that

p
(8) + (5) = —(=1)WPlugoy = — 3 (—1)llily oy, (4.29)
i=1
or, in our former terminology, only the “twisted” parts ingtihie derivative still matter.
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By (4.19), we see that

p—1

y4
n—aq,|qllp| . n—aq,|q||p| n—aq,|q||p| _
(5) = Y. (-1)% Lps—1t' iy = DT (=1)5 Lps_1t iy (—1)5P LpS_1tP Ly,
i=1 i=1 RS
(6)
and we continue with
o en—alalip] 1 A en—alalll P
(6) = Z LpS—1t doD;, = Z (71) @ Lwdis_lt DUJ
i=1 i=1
p—1 n—gq+
gn—alallel 5, .
_ Z a,lqllp +|J_Z‘L¢dj5_1tz_lD2p
=1 =0
! g#l
—1 n—|ql
Inl—alallpl . )
_ Z Z 5 q9,|qllp +Jandj5—ltz_lDip
=1 =1
JJ#'L
®)
p—1
Inl—q,lql| \ Inl—a.lqllp| )
+ 3 (s D + Z( 1)1l D,
i=1

(9)

where in the third line we used {4.6) together with the faat this a cocycle, and that we
deal here with the induced maps &} (U), i.e.,bi, = 0 = 1,b. Observe now that

9) = (_1)\QHP\+1L¢D;} + (—1)"‘p‘b¢t|P|D;b = (—1)|qllp|+1b¢opw + (_1)nlplb(pt\p\D;}_

(10) (11)
Furthermore,
—3 n_ldl noalallel . n=lal=lpl Inl.q
Z Z (-1) 5 +|J|L¢s_1t1deip+ Z (71)5\ +JL s_1tP~2d;D!,
=0 j=1 j=1
(12) (13)
where by[[4.1l7) and{4.12) we have
S ERT TP 4 p| ERTTIP iy p|
19)="F 3 o e S S T e,
=0 j:q+1 i=0 j=1
n a,lql|pl .
+ Z( 1 5 +|q|L¢S—1tZd1tDiptn
- 'n. q,qp p—3 n q,9p
Z +pL s_1t’ DwdoJr Z E _Hp‘L s_ 1t1d1tD
i=0 i=0
(14) (15)

where in the second line we used that the representativeég1itU) are cycles. By a
similar argument we get, still with (4.1.7),

n—|g|—|p| E‘n"q‘*'j
(13) = (=1)%lel s 1t 2d; Dl + (—1)"MPugs P 2d D)t
Jj=2
a 1,11
+ 3 (~1)%Pl s 1tP 2D d;
j=1

n Inli
= (~D)/"Pugs 2Dyt ¢ Y (<)%l s 1tP 2Dl d;
j=n—|p|+1

(16)

a7)

+( )|n|p+1L s_1tP™ Dipdo.

(18)
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We now see that
(14) + (18) + (15) + (16)

p—2

p—2

P2 n—q,qp .
> (=1)%l TPlps_1t'Dlydo + Y (=) " +|p|L s_1tiditD)t"

=0
p—2

pP=2 n—q,qp . n—q,qp .
D (—1)%l +pL¢571t1dn_|q|Diptn +) (—1)%l Hp‘ws,lt'dltD;bt"

=0

n—q,qp .
= S (=D P s 1t (do — d Dt =: (19).

=0

Let us come back to the other half and compute (3): to this emakider first

ptp(mut, ™)
= (m ul ,w(u”—\lﬂ—ql’ e <p(u”_‘p‘7 ) s U TPY u”_p_q)
= (m ul ,‘g(go(unﬂpl7 U)o Dw(u"7|p+q‘, o ,u"*p)) N u"fp’q)
= (m, ul ,@(Dw(u"—lzﬁq\, cu PPl ) un—P=a)
n—1
+ 0 T (m’ul’ cop(Dy (TPl )t ) »u"*pfq)
i=n—|p|

+ (—1)P (m, ul, ..., @(Dw(u"_lp"'q‘, ...

’un—p)7 s 7€(un) > un—l) > un—p—q>,

which is true sincep is a cocycle; that is, with the help ¢f(4]15),

P

Lply = Z (—1)"*Py,dtP D1l

=0
Hence, by[(4.12) and(4.113),

n,p
J

(—1)%

e

@)=

Jj=1

1
D=
M'c

i—1
LylpsS—1t!

(- 1)5 chdisflt‘p‘D;,t"*‘p‘“

(D& L¢d s_1tlPIDy e lpld 4 2( D& pdis_ 171Dy,

=0

j=1i=0
p—1 zpjI
Jj=11i=0
(20)
where we continue with
n—|q|

(21) = (-1)"PIHL Pl o+ >
k=n—|q|—|p|+1

(_

(21)

1)|”|p_‘q‘+kL¢s,1tp_2de;b+(—1)‘""p‘wdpsﬂtmDL,

and these three terms are precisely,[by (4.12) and](4.11),abe terms—(11), —(16),
and—(7), respectively. We furthermore have

p—1l p

n,i

p—1
(20) = D1 N (-1)% " tpdis_itPTIDp TIPS N (CqynlilHt e ipl gl

j=1i=1

Jj=1

(22)

where
p—1

(23)

(23) = D) (1)l p =D P D) et

Jj=2

—
(25)

(24)

and we observe th@Pb) = ¢y, -
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For better orientation let us state were we are at this paiatare left with the equations

p—1

(19) = (—1)& q’q”%(di—di+1)s_1tiD;,,t", (4.30)
=1
p—1 p ’ ‘

(22) = Z )5 Lpdis_ P Dl eI (4.31)
Jj=11i=1
p—1 ) ‘

(24) = D (=)l oDl gl (4.32)
Jj=2

and we are also missing the terms, [cf._(4.29),

p—1

_ Z (,1)\q|\i\%oiw_

1=2

The proof proceeds now in recursive steps, which at eachref@pduce formally the
Equations[(4.30)£(4.82), but with lower degrees, and orteef,,.,,,. We only give the
next step: start with

P n,i ) P n,i
(22) = >} Y (-5 1pdis 1P TID IR 4 2(71)% Lpdis_1tP 1D,
j=1 i=1

i=1
(26) (27)
where
n—|q| i o
(26) = > S ()l TP sy 24D e IPI
Jj=1i=n—|q|—|p|+1
(28)
p—3 n,p )
+ Z (—=1)% " tps_1tP72dytDl T IPIHT ()Pl s 1P 2dy D L
! (30)
(29)
Then
n—2 5
(28)= ] Z( 1) \pHWS 1tP 72Dl t7d;

Jj=n—p+2 i=0

(31a)
n—2 j—n+p—2

n il .
+ ) S (1) s 1tP 2Dt d
j=m—p+2 =0

(31b)

+ (,1)|n||P|L(PS_1tP*2D;ptnfl(do —di).

(32)

Since the representatives of the elements we consider aee inwe conclude

3 e
(31a) + (31b) = Z fmm s_1tP=2D) " IPltig,
Jj=1 i=p—
P=3 n e litp| )
Z Z Lps_1tP72D), it TP = (33).
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Now, again by[(4.1]7), we have

=3 n—lal=I| gmlitpral 5 )
- : - I gn—p+2+j
(33) + (29) = Z Z (=1)% Lps— 1t 2d; D)t PR
Jj=
p—3 n—|q| envita
—2 —p+2+j
= Z (71) J Lwdis_ltp Diptn pF2+]
j=1 i=p
p=3 Pl n,li+ql
= (-1)% Lpdis_1tP 72Dt P2
j=1 i=0
+ ) (1) 1pdp—gras_1tP 2D TP
j=1
-3 p—1 ) p—3
n,|itql Lo em—piotd 57},\(1\ Lo em—pi24d
= Z Z & Lpdis 1 tP 7D TP L N (C1)S P 2D e PR
j=1 i=1 j=1
(34) (35)
p—3
+ D (~1) e tP D] P2
j=1
(36)

where in the third equation we used one more tbng = 0 = (b, which holds in our
situation. One furthermore has
(35) = Y (1) 90 tP 2Dt P 4 (—1) T tP 2D P,
=3

(38)

(37)

and we see thgBs) = —(—1)l4l.,,,, that is, the second summand[in(4.29). Moreover,

p—2 p—2

@7) +(19) = Y. (=D& AP (d; — dig1)soat Dt 4 Y (=1 P dis g tPTID
=1 i=1
(39) (40)
where
fem nl,li+al a .
(40) = D (—1)%p Lps 1?2 Dt = Y (=1)nlIPIF s 1P 2D i,
i=n—|q|—|p|+1 i=n—p+3
(41)
Furthermore, we obtain
n—p+2 Il
(41) + (32) = Z (=1)%» ’L¢s,1tp’2D2bt"’ldi
n—|p|
= 2( DIl s 02D dit™ + > (—1)IPIF s 972D dit”
=1 i=q+1
n—lq|—|p|
= (71)‘""lest_ltp*letDﬁpt"*l+ Z (=1)lnllpltlatil, o o pp— diD/wt"
(42) =2
(43)

where for the first term in the last line we uséd (4.17).By = 0 = «,b again, one has

n—|q|
Z (—1)‘"‘“"+1+"+‘1L¢dis,1tp—2 D;bt"
i=p

(43)

= 2 DM dis tP 72D 4 (= 1) PO P T2D) T 4 (—1) P it Dt

(45) (46)

(44)
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Finally, we see thaf42) = —(30), that(36) + (46) = —(24), and that
-1

(—1)mFiH e dis 1P 2D IPITT = (47),
1

p—1p
(34) + (44) = ).
j=2 i

as well as
p—1
(37) + (45) = Y. (—1)"F 9, 172Dt IPIHT = (48).
j=3
We are now left with the three terms
p—2
(39) = (—=1)5 AP, (d; — dig)so it D", (4.33)
=1
p—1 p—1 ol
(47) = D=1 dis gt 2Dl Ie (4.34)
j=2 i=1
p—1
(48) = D (=1)He DI, (4.35)
j=3

and these correspond (with alternating signs) to the EqR0)4{4.32), but with one sum-
mand less ang lowered by one, respectively. Also, we obtaingd, ., see(38), on the
way. Repeating the same steps as above anpthe} times yields the missing terms

p—1 ) p—1 ) )
_ Z (,1)\q|\1\bwiw - _ Z (,1)\q|\1\L@tpﬂD;btnflp\H’
i=3 i=3
in (4.29), and cancels the rest. Observe thafin {4.34)[a&d)4he facto—1)? appears
in contrast to[(4.31) and(4.32), but in correspondencedaitin rule in[(4.29). O

5. THE BATALIN -VILKOVISKY MODULE

This section contains the both conceptually and compurtalip most involved aspect
of our paper, which is a Hopf algebroid generalisation of @rzetan-Rinehart homotopy
formula. This is a relation on the (co)chain level which ireplon (co)homology the
Batalin-Vilkovisky relation that expresses, as the graded commutator Bfand,. In
other words, establishing this formula will complete thegfrthat H;,(U) and HM (U)
form a differential calculus.

5.1. The operatorsS,. We begin by defining the generalisation of the operator dehot
by S in the work Nest, Tsygan and Tamarkin [NTs3| [Ts, TaTs1, ThTs2B in Getzler's
work [Gei], and byf in Rinehart's paper [Ri]. This operator may be considere@ as
generalisation of the cap product for the cyclic bicompl&hroughout this section/

is assumed to be a left Hopf algebroid ahflis a module-comodule (nhot necessarily an
SaYD module).

Definition 5.1. Giveny € C?(U, A), we define
Sy : Cr(U,M) — Cppi2(U, M)
forp < n by

n—p j . . o
Sy sy i el
0 i=0

S¢:=Z
jz

where the sign is given by
,p . ; ;
i = nj + |pli.
Forp > n, we put

S, = 0.
Remark 5.2. Observe that the extra degenerdcy (P.18) is given heseas ts,,_,,.
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In general, inserting the explicit formula farD{, ands_, results in truly unpleasant ex-
pressions. However, in cadd is an SaYD module and hen€g (U, M) a cyclic module,
these can be at least somewhat simplified:

Proposition 5.3. If M is an SaYD module over a left Hopf algebrdid thenS,,, for
p € CP(U, A), p < n, assumes the following form:

n—p n—|p|
Sp(m,x) = Z (‘DWHPDHP‘U““)(m(o)ui(z) . '“i(z)auiﬂa L
i=0 j=i+1
Dy (v, ... uk \Pl), cooulul .ulm(_l),ui(l), . ,u+(1)).
Proof. Direct computation. 0

Example 5.4. Forn = 1, p = 1, the above means:

Se(m,u) = (m(o), p(ut (1)) > ty(2), u—m(—1)),
while it becomes fon = 2,p = 1:

S (m,u,v) = (M), P(ug)) » Uy (2), V4, V_tu—1(_1))
+ (moy, U, (V1)) > V4 (2), V_u_M(_1))

+ (mo)u4(2), P(V4(1)) > Vo (2), VU1, U (1))
Forn = 3 andp = 2, we get

Sw(m,u,ww) = —(m(0)7<P(U+(1)7U+(1)) DU+(2)U+(2),w+,w—v—u—ﬂ”b(—n)

+ (M(0y, Ut, P(V4 (1), Wi (1)) > Vg (2) W (2)5 W—V_U_TN(_1))

+ (M0) U (2)s P(V4 (1) Wi (1)) » Vg (2) Wi (2), W—V_U—TN(_1), Uy (1))-
5.2. The relation [B,S,] = 0. Our first result is thas, commutes wittB. As this sim-
plifies the formula foB, we will from now on be working on the reduced chain complex
C.(U, M) resp.C'¥<(U, M), which dually requires passing also to the reduced cochain
complex:

Definition 5.5. We denote by’ (U, A) respectivel\C's, (U) the intersection of the kernels
of the codegeneracies in the cosimplidgiainodulesC* (U, A) respectivelyC, (U).

Proposition 5.6. For anyy e C?(U, A) the identity
[B,S,] =0 (5.1)
holds on the reduced chain comptex(U, M).
Proof. Explicitly, the graded commutator reads on the reduced ¢exnp
[B,Sy] = tsn—p+2 NS, — (=1)P72S,ts, N.

If p > n + 1, the entire expression is already zero. Hence assume that + 1 and first
consider the second summand: it suffices to show that thedmif, t s,, on elements of
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degreen is degenerate, and this can be seen as follows:

n—p+1 j
n,p o o
S,ts, = Z(_l)nj,i tSy_prot" P i+1 D:o gt J+2tsn
j=0 =0
n—p+1 j
n,p o o
_ Z(fl)nj'i tSn_pi2 fn—p—itl DZp gnti—j+l sot
j=0 i=0
n—p+1 j
n,p - . .
_ s n—p—i+1 ny/ n+i—j+2
= Z(—l) i tspoprat Dy Sn—(j—i)+1t
j=0 i=0
n—p+1 j
n,p . o
_ 1\ n—p—i+1 o !oanti—j+2
- Z( D% tsy—piat Sn—(j—i)-p+2 Dip t
j=0 i=0
n—p+1 j
n,p . L ..
v —p—j+2 —i—1 [y snti—j+2
= Z(—l)ny,l tsn—pt2 TP Sn—p+1 7 D@tn I
j=0 i=0
n—p+1 j
n,p o o o
= Z(*l)nm tSn—p+2 t"TP I g t! ZD:D tnte ]+2,
j=0 =0

using the simplicial and cyclic relations as well Bs (4. 18)he third line, along with the
fact thatj —i = 0,...,n — p 4+ 1. Now we distinguish the following cases: we have on
Cee(U, M)

tSnprrgtnier?’So = tSn7p+QSn7p+3tn7p+3 if j=n—p+1,
s tSy_p12S0 if j7=n-—
tSn_p+2tn p JSO _ n—p+ ) .7 D,
tsn—p+2tso if j=n—-p-1,
tsn—p+25n—p—jtn_p_j if ] Sn—p-— 27

and a quick computation reveals that in all these cases aukipes degenerate elements.
That the first summant,,_, 2NS,, is also degenerate follows by a similar argument,
and this finishes the proof. d

5.3. The Cartan-Rinehart homotopy formula. We are now in a position to state:

Theorem 5.7. If M is a module-comodule over a left Hopf algebrdid then for any
cochainy € C4,(U) the homotopy formula

Ly =[B+b,S,+tp] —tsy — Ssp (5.2)
holds onC=<(U, M).
Remark 5.8. Observe that using (3.1) arid (4.3), this can be rewritten as
L, = [B,1p] + [b,Sy] — Sy (5.3)

Remark 5.9. Apart from the obvious classical Cartan homotopy [C], tlisnfula has
been given in the context of associative algebras, i.e.hénctassical cyclic homology
of algebras, in[[Ri] for the commutative case, in_[NT53,|Get] the honcommutative
situation, and in more restricted settings such ad foocycles in[[Go, Cao, X2].

Proof of Theorer 517We stress that throughout we work 6ty (U, M ). Rewrite first
[B,ts] + [b,Sy] — Ssp = By — (—1)Pe,B 4+ bS, — (=1)P7?S b — Ss,,
=By + ()Pl B +bS, + (—1)PIS,b — S5,
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Observe then that the statement in the cases: + 1 andp = n + 1 follows by definition.
Forp < n + 1, let us write down[(4.20):

n—|pl P
Ly= ) (=) nrlel=iplpite 4 N ()& eIl g
i—1 i=1

and also write with[(Z.11) an@ (4119) @ry (U, M)

i
i~

B, = (—1)F=Pls_1t+dyD], =: (3),

b
|
o

(,1)|P\LWB — (— )Ip\+nk \pID’ k+1

M:

b
|
=)

Il
NgE

+nlk|in— 14k n— /
(fl)lp\ [kl |p‘D¢t +(,1)\plt ‘p|D¢.
| S —

®)

B
I
—_

(4)

A lengthy computation using the simplicial and cyclic ralat yields

nop J n.p . . n-p J nlp| 4 . o
bSp = Y. D1(=1)i e iDLl 4 Z (- 1)l s_1t" P ido D]t il
j=0 i=0 j=0 i=0
n—|p| k—1 n—|p| np g
. . —1 —p—1q i —1|a
+ 00 Y ()T sy gnepidy DY gl
k=2 i=1 j=i

(6)

»P
77] +k+n—|p|— g 1P Zd D’ gnti—lil

\I Mm.

LIy

(7

n—p —p=1 J n,p . L
+ 3~y FrRenlelpy gnlil Z M (= 1)Mabla T Pyrepipy gnticlil
j=0 j=0 =0

(8) (9)

-1 n—|p|

n—p J
= > D= 1)715.4 gn=p= DLl M (- 1) b lil g lpl= ‘DLt
j=0 =0 i=1
(10) (11)
n—p j—1
+ 3 Y- T g 1t P D]t il 4 Z( 1), g 11" P~ do D),
j=1 1=0 =0
(12) (13)
+(6) + (7) + (8) + (9).
n,p — n,p . .
Observe that by —1)"il: " P = (—1)7.i ™! one has(9) = —(10). Likewise, by

(—1)™ il = (1), we see thaf11) = (1). By substitutionk := n — p — i, one
obtaing(—1)F("=P) = (—1)": (it and hencé13) = —(3). Finally, (2) = (4) + (5) + (8)
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by substitution of := n — |j| in (8). We continue computing

Ip| k

" 1 mzp .ol , o
(6) = Z Z (*1)77”%“‘+k+1s,1tn7”ﬂdkDfpt"“*m
k=2 i=1 j—i
n—|p| k—1 ol ) )
+ (=1)Mopp R s gnpig, plgpt
k=2 i=1
n—p k—1 n—p

n,|p| . s
S k4L —p— —
= (=1)™5l1sl s_1t" P 'd, DLt

ol
II
N
-
Il
-
<.
Il
-

(14)

i
S
e
|

1
n,|p| ) .
L HEk+1 —p—
+ (—=1)"n=plil s_1t" 7P deD;t”“

=
Il
N
-
Il
—_

(15)

3
|
]

+
.MM.

n,|p| . L
L —p— i
(71)"\]\,\1\ " psfltn P Zdn_|p|Diptn =il

1

<.
Il
=

7

(16)

nr n,lp| ) )
g+nt —p— +

i=1
a7
With (4.12) one sees
n—1 k—p .
(15) = Z Z (=1)"eli +k5—1t"_p_zD:adktp“ =: (18),
k=p+1 i=1
and we also simplify
"o nn"‘p‘ ; .. TP n,|p| .
jl.i -p— / — S I ,
(16) = Z Z(fl) lili s_1g" 7P Zdn*‘p‘D(pthﬁl J 4 Z(fl)nw st Zdn*IPIDap-
Jj=1 =1 izl
(19) (20)
Furthermore,
n—p n—p j n,|p| ) ’ )
(7) = D (71)77\1'\,\1'\+k+15_1t"*17*2dkDipthﬁz—m
k=2 j=k i=k
(21)
"o o] , o
+ Z(_1)7]”‘"“Sflt"_p_'dlDfpt"“—\J\_
j=1 i=1
(22)
On the other hand, we have
= Inl.p ol
N tntlp e p—i~/
(Caris b = Syl i,
i=1
(23)
n—1 n—p j Inlp o
+ Z(—1)”‘1\(\1'\+k+1_]+|p|5 ltn—p—iD/ dktn+i—|j|
- ®
k=0 j=1 i=1
(24)
n—p—1 n-1 Inl.p s ' '
+ Z (—l)n\nr*p\,\iﬁ _‘z‘s—ltn_p_lD:@dktp_H’

(25)
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and we directly observe thé3) = —(20) and(25) = —(18), whereas

n—p j 1Pl ) o
24) = 3 3 N (1)l e iDL dygn
k=1 j=1 i=1
(26)
n—p j

n—1
+ 2
k=p+1

n,|p| ) o

kL —p— —
(_1)”7‘]‘71 + S_1tn p zDipdkthM |71
1

j=1 i=
(27)
n_p J n,lp| , L
j=1 i=1
(28)
where by the cyclic relations
n—p-1 J n,lp| . PR n,lpl ) .
@8) = > N (—1)hi T PTIDLd T 4 Y (1) Pl PTID dtP
j=1 i=1 i=1
(29) (30)

By means ofl(4.112), one now sees tfiat) + (21) = —(27) and that{29) = —(19), along
with (30) = —(17).

To conclude the proof, we need to show tBgt equals the only remaining ternis2),
(22), and(26). Note first that from[(416)[{4.12)[(4.111), as well as frore tyclic and
simplicial relations follows for thép + 1)-cochainde:

Dj, = tisps_1t" = thugs 1t™ + (—1)1Plu,bs 1"
n—|p[+1 n+1
= > (=D*ldodiDls 1t" + > (—1)FFIPltdo Dl ds 1t
k=1 k=0

p
= tdod1D}s 1t" + Y. (—1)FFIPltdg D djs_1t"
k=0

P
= tdotes_1t" + (—)IPltdoDLt" + Y (=1)FFIPltugs 1dy_1t?
k=1

P
=t""PHd, D), + (—1)/PltdoDt" + ) (—=1)* Pl HID! dy.

k=1
Hence we have for th@ + 1)-cochainjy:
O AR n.lpl . o
S5, = Z Z (=1)"i sflt”_p_(“'l)dlD:Ot"'”_m
=0 =0
p n—(p+1) j n,|p|
+ Z Z Z(il)ﬂjyi +k+|p|5_1tn_p_(i+l)Dipdktn+i_|j|
k=1 j=0 i=0
n=(ptl) n,|p| ) .
+ 2( 1), +|P|S_ tnfpfdeD:Pthrzf]
7=0 i=0
np J n.lp| . o
= Z 2(_1)%\,\“sfltn—P—ldlD(ptnﬂ—lﬂl
j=1 i=1
L "Il ket pl Ty i—|j
+ D (=1)"alli s_1t"PID] djtn il
k=1 j=1 i=1
n-lpfl) g ol |y . .
+ 2 (—1)771',\‘5\ Sfltn_p_ZdOD:Ptn-FZ_J,
j=0 i=0

and these summands are exactly the tg28$, (26), and(12), which concludes the proof
of (5.3) and hence of(5.2). O
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With the help of the homotopy formula, we can easily prove:
Corollary 5.10. For any cochainp € C3,(U), we have orCe<(U, M)
[£,,B] = 0. (5.4)
Proof. Using [5.3),[[4.B), and{2.19), we see by the graded Jacehtitg that
[£Le,B] = [[B; te], B] + [[b, S¢ ], B] =[S, Bl

= [B, [t B]] = (=1)P[t, [B, B]] + [b, [Sy, B]] = (—=1)P7*[Sy;, [b, B]]
=0,

where the fact thetB, [, B]] = 0 directly follows from the graded Jacobi identity. [J

Remark 5.11. With some more effort, it can be shown thiat {5.4) even holdthemon-
reduced complex, but we do not need this.

5.4. Proof of Theorem[L5. If ¢ € C3,(U) is a cocycle, then for the induced maps
Lo HMU) —» HM(U), 1 HM(U) - HM (U),
the Rinehart homotopy formula(%.2) simplifies to
L, = [B, ).
Using this and[{4]5) one has
Corollary 5.12. For cocyclesp, 1) € C4,(U), the induced maps oM (U) obey
Looy = Loty + (—1)98%1,Ly.
Proof. This is now only one line:
Loy = [Bitpop] = [Byigliy + (=1)%8%,[B 1] = Loty + (-1)4¥ %1, Ly, O

We now sum up the results of Theordms 4[24, 14.25[aid 5.7 taredtbe main theorem
(cf. Theoreni 1) of this paper:

Theorem 5.13.1f U is a left Hopf algebroid over, and M is a module-comodule, then
¢ given in (@3 and the Lie derivativeC given in (420 turn H*(U) into a Batalin-
Vilkovisky module over the Gerstenhaber algehig (U) defined by Theorem 3]16.

Remark 5.14. A natural question is to what extent and in which sense theabtuc-
tures lift to the (co)chain level. For the Gerstenhaberlaigeatructure on Hochschild co-
homology this is the content of Deligne’s conjecture, whidserts that the Hochschild
cochain complexC*(A°, A) is an algebra over an operad (in the category of cochain
complexes ofk-modules) that is quasi-isomorphic to the chain little disperad (see
e.g. [DwHe [GeVb| KS1, McCSm, Ta] or [[V§13.3.19]). Kontsevich and Soibelman
have extended the scope of Deligne’s conjecture to the fiférdntial calculus structure

on Hochschild (co)homolog¥ [K$2, Theorem 11.3.1]. As themee of the present paper
remarked, one should expect our (co)chain complexes to general algebras over the
coloured operad constructed therein, or over a quasi-igoinmone.

6. LIE-RINEHART ALGEBRAS AND JET SPACES

This section contains a brief sketch of how to generaliseatieve results to complete
left Hopf algebroids (the Hopf algebroid generalisationcomplete Hopf algebras, see
e.g. [Q]), and how this allows one to obtain the well-knowtcobus for Lie-Rinehart
algebras (Lie algebroids) given by the Lie derivative, itise operator, and the de Rham
differential (cf. the original reference [Ri] and also, fatample,[[Huell, GrUr, Hué?Z, Kos,
X1]), and in particular the classical Cartan calculus fraffedential geometry that arises
as the special case of the tangent Lie algebroid (see [C]).
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In §6.3 we introduce the jet spacf. of a Lie-Rinehart algebra[{[KdP], see also
[CaRoVdE]), and explain its complete Hopf algebroid stanet Then we sketch if6.2
how to adapt the constructions of this paper to this settifigally, in the last two sec-
tions we recall the definition of the generalised HochseKitdtant-Rosenberg morphisms
and use them to relate the differential calculus of Thedrégrtd the standard one on the
exterior algebras of. respectivelyL* that gives rise to Lie-Rinehart cohomology.

6.1. Universal enveloping algebras and jet spaced.et (A, L) be a Lie-Rinehart algebra
over a commutativé-algebraA with anchor mag. — Dery(A), X — {a — X (a)}, and
VL be its universal enveloping algebra (se€ [Ri] for detail¥)is is naturally a left Hopf
algebroid, see e.d. [KoKr1]; as therein, we denote by theessymbols elements € A
andX e L and the corresponding generator$ih. The source and target maps- t are
equal to the canonical injectioh — VL. The coproduct and the counit are given by

AX) = X®414+41Q04X, e(X) = 0,

Aa) = a®4,1, e(a) = a, (6.1)
whereas the inverse of the Hopf-Galois map is
X+ ®A0p X_:= X@AOP 1—1®A0p X, a4 ®A0P a_— Z=G/®A0p 1, (62)

where we retain the notatiap ,o» for the tensor productVL ® ,» VL. althoughA is
commutative. By universality, these maps can be extend&d to

Definition 6.1. The A-linear dualJL := Hom,(VL, A) is called thget spaceof (A, L).

By duality, JL carries a commutativd©-algebra structure with product

unit given by the counit of VL, and source and target maps given by
s(a)(u) = ae(u) = e(au), t(a)(u) := e(ua), a€ AueVL. (6.4)

Observe that these do not coincide althougis commutative.

The Ac-algebraJL is complete with respect to the (topology defined by the) esing
filtration whose degreg part consists of those functionals that vanish on4Heear span
(VL)<, < VL of all monomials in up t elements ofL. For finitely generated projective
L, Rinehart’s generalised PBW theoreml[Ri] identifigswith the completed symmetric
algebra of thed-moduleL* = Hom, (L, A).

Example 6.2. The simplest example beyond Lie algebrasglis= k[z], L = Dery(A), in
which casel is generated as a#-module byp := dd ThenVL is isomorphic to the first
Weyl algebra. In particular, there is aftalgebra isomorphisniL ~ A[h] under which
h corresponds to thel-linear functional onA[p] that maps’ to §,; € A. HereJL is
considered asl-algebra via the source mapwhich becomes under the isomorphism the
standard unit map ofi[h]. However, the target mapmaps a polynomial € A to the
power series given by its jet
da d*a 2,
t(a )_a+dxh+d h
The filtration of JL induces one of/L. ®, JL and if we denote byL® ,.JL the com-
pletion, then the product dfL yields a coproducA : JL — JL& ,JL determined by

fluv) =1 A(f)(u®aor v) = f1)(ufi2)(v)), (6.5)

see Lemma 3.16 i [KoR3.4]. This is part of @womplete Hopf algebroigtructure onJL.
We refer to[[Q, Appendix A] for complete Hopf algebras, thepfialgebroid generalisation
is straightforward. The counit ofZ is given byf — f(1,,), and the antipode is

(SHu) = e(us f(u)), we VL, f e JL, (6.6)
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which foru € L < VL is known under the namé&rothendieck connectionA short
computation give$? = id. The translation magp(2.3) is

f+®A°Pf— = f(1)®A°PS(f(2))- (6.7)

Note that/JL is not only a left but dull complete Hopf algebroid in the sense of Bohm
and Szlachanyi[B]. Over noncommutative base algebrasibuld generally requirevo
bialgebroid structures that coincide here. In particuldr,is also a commutative Hopf
algebroid in the narrower sense studied already for dediitas/Ra].

6.2. C*(JL,A) and C,(JL, A). For complete Hopf algebroids such &g, the theory
developed in this paper needs to be modified as follows, ierdiat the structure maps
(e.g. the cyclic operata) to be well-defined: inP, and in the chain complex, (JL, M),
the completed tensor products have to be used. Similarthardefinition of a module-
comodule and of an SaYD module the coaction might be givendysih — JL&, M

Dually, C*(JL, A) has to be defined dgom 2 (JL®4°>*,, A), wherecont means that
the cochains have to be continuoustfeing discrete), as only the operators assigned to
these cochains will be well-defined on the completed tensmityzts.

Unlike for general left Hopf algebroids, we have féf canonical homology coeffi-
cients: using that/L is commutative, one easily verifies thatcarries a natural structure
of an SaYD module ovefL whose action and coaction are given by

ARJL — A, (a, f) = ae(f),
A — JL®,A, a — s(a)®a 1a,

wheres is the source map froni (8.4). Hence Theofenh 1.5 yields a ¢ealadifferential
calculus(H*(JL, A), H,(JL, A)) associated to any Lie-Rinehart algelfr& L) that we
want to discuss in more detail as an illustration of the alosttheory.

(6.8)

6.3. Lie-Rinehart (co)homology. In order to do so, recall that the spdéem ,(/\°, L, A)
of alternatingA-multilinear forms is a cochain complex Bfmodules with respect to

d: Hom,(A"L, A) — Hom,(A\""'L, A)

given by (where the term&* are omitted)
dw(X°, Z DX (w(X0..., X' X™)
i= 4 ‘ (6.9)
+ ) (D)X, X, X0, X XX,

1<j

In case(A, L) arises from a Lie algebroiff, the above is the complex éf-differential
forms (see, for example, [CanWWe]), and in c#@sés the tangent bundle of a smooth mani-
fold, these are the conventional differential forms thadeqy in differential geometry.

Definition 6.3. H*(Hom,(/\ ,L, A),d) is called theLie-Rinehart cohomologyf L.
From [KoR, Theorem 3.21] we gather that there is a morphisainain complexes
F:(C.(JL,A),b) — (Hom, (AL, A),0) (6.10)
given in degree by
F(f'Y o XA A X™) = (=)™ (Sf A A S (XX,

HereSf' a--- A Sf™isthe wedge product of alternating multilinear forms.&g.JL, A)
is defined via completed tensor products, we have

Cn(JL, A) ~ lim Hom, ((VL®4"),, A), (6.11)
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where (VL®4m), is the degree part of the filtration induced by that dfL. The an-
tipodes appear above as this isomorphism (6.11) is given by

(fY . M@t u™) = S ) - SE (™). (6.12)

ThatF is well-defined on the reduced compl€x(.JL, A) follows since degenerate chains
vanish undef as [2.11) gives foX € L

e(X41,(X2) =e(X4e(X2)) =e(X) =0. (6.13)

WhenL is finitely generated projective ovel, the wedge product of multilinear forms
provides an isomorphism

AL L* — Hom, (A" L, A)

that we suppress in the sequel. Furthermore, the pairidg@)&ields an isomorphism
(cf. [CaRoVdB, Eqg. (4.10)])

C"(JL,A) ~ VL®4", (6.14)

Finally, if we denote byr : VL — L the projection orL resulting from Rinehart's PBW
theorem, we have:

Proposition 6.4. Assume thal is finitely generated projective overand define
F'lla* Ao n Q™) = 2 (—l)g(pr*of’(l), .. ,pr*a”("))
0€Sn

foral,... o™ e L*. Then we have

FF' =nlidy «.
In particular, if Q < k, then the morphisri” has a right inverse.
Proof. This follows by straightforward computation, using tHai{6yields

S(pr*a) = —pr*a (6.15)
for everyl-forma e L*. O

Dual to [6.1D), one has a morphism
F*: (A\%L,0) - (C*(JL, A),9) (6.16)
of cochain complexes explicitly given as

XA A X s (P M) e (<)Y (1S XTD) - (S (X))

g€eS,

6.4. The calculus structure for Lie-Rinehart algebras. Our main aim is to use now
F,F*, and F’ to compare the calculus structure ¢#*(JL,A), H.(JL,A)) result-
ing from (the topological version of) Theorem 11.5 with theliwkaown calculus on
(AL, A\ L*) given by the exterior differential, the insertion operattire Lie de-
rivative for differential forms, along with the classicab@an homotopy formula (see
[Ril Huel,[HueP?], or[[CanWe, Kos, X1] for the case of Lie alg@tls and in particular
the original reference [C] for the tangent bundle of a smao#énifold). First, recall that
these operators, besidéfrom (6.9), are given by

ix  ALLF — ALTLE, we o, X),
Lx s AGL* — ALL*, Lxw(Y',.. Y") = X(w(',...,Y")

whereY!, ..., Y e L.



42 NIELS KOWALZIG AND ULRICH KRAHMER

Let us then consider the Gerstenhaber brackeftiL, A) ~ VL®4*. Now, VL®4n
carries a canonical comp algebra structure given by

(U1®A" ®AUP) Mb( 1®A"'®Avq)

1 [ 1 [ q 1+1 p (617)
3:(U ®A"'®AU ®AU(1)U ®A"'®Au(q)v ®au Q4 ®au’,

fori=1,...,p, and whereA?(u) = u(;) Q. - - - Q. u(q) is the iterated coproduct (where
AY := e andA! := id). This is a slight generalisation to bialgebroids from aesteent in
[GeSch, p. 65], and the expression is well defined Viithl (2.2).

In the first part of the following proposition we state tHafl(#) corresponds to our gen-
eral expressioi (3.7) of the Gerstenhaber products by noddmsisomorphisni(6.14), and
in particular that the resulting Gerstenhaber brackeespwonds to the classical Schouten-
Nijenhuis bracket on the exterior algebfg’, L. In the second part, we show how the
relevant operators from the two mentioned calculi are cotateto each other; for the sake
of simplicity we restrict to the case where one acts with amentX € L. = /\iL:

Proposition 6.5. If L is finitely generated projective ovet, then forl < i < p one has
(U ®a ---®Aup)oi (U ®A"'®Avq) = (U a4 - ®AUP) tLm'( ®A"'®Avq)7

where the left hand side is the Gerstenhaber product ff@@i). In particular, if Q< &,
then the Gerstenhaber bracket frdg110 corresponds to the classical Schouten-Nijenhuis
bracket by means of the mapF* from (6.18).

Furthermore, for the operationd; ix, andL x of differential, insertion, and Lie deriv-
ative of (generalised) forms along a (generalised) vectdd{X € L, one has on\"; L*

(n+1)d = FBF, (6.18)
(7’L— 1)IX = F‘LF>1<XF‘/7 (619)

Proof. For the general Gerstenhaber prod{cil(3.7) one computhghdtcommutativity
of JL, (€3)-{&.5),[(Z}), and using the isomorphism (6.14),

((ul ®a - ®auP)o; (Ul®A---®Avq))(fl7-~~,fp+|Q|)
= (U @4 @avwP)(f1 .. [T Dy, gy pa (F oo, f1HIAN), piEe, L plal)
= SfMuh) - ST W (S(s(S Py 1) - ST WD) fyy -+ K, ‘f'))( 0
fz+q(ui+1) . Sfp+|‘I|(up)
= Sflut) - ST Y (g e (0d fiy (01) fay (ufyy =) -
e (ufgy eI 01 >>ff$‘q‘<u<q) )SFHIY) -5yl )
= Sfuh) - SFT U eufy) o) £ (0L um )
(u( " +f i+lal (2 Uiy ))Sfi+q(ui+1)...SfPHQI(up)
= Sfl ) SETH WY S (ufyyvt) - SETI Ul o) ST () s Il )
= ((ul ®a - @a uP) ot (1@, - .®Avq))(fl7 o 7prr\q\)
for f' € JL andw’,v* € VL. The fact that the Gerstenhaber bracket resulting from
(6.17) corresponds to the (generalised) Schouten-Nijsriiracket on/\*, L by means of
the (generalised) Hochschild-Kostant-Rosenberg map Wwaady shown in[[Ca, Theo-
rem 1.4]. Hence, observing that the m,%{FF* is the mentioned HKR morphism followed
by (€.13), the first claim is proven.

Concerning the identity {6.18), as stated[in (6.13), theedegate elements & vanish
underF, whereas the operatdr (2]20) assumes the form

n

soNCf o f") = DD e A L )

=0
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for an elementf!,..., f*) e C,(JL, A), as is quickly revealed by a direct computation
using % ), and the commutativity 8f.. Hence, since is an involution and with
)

) an(ﬂE] 3)=(6.6) one has

(FBF'(a',...,a™)) (X% A - A X™)

—F(Z( D" Y ()7 (@ Dpr)s, . (@7 pr),

oeSy

(ao >pr>_---(af’<l>pr>_ (@”Mpr)p, .., (@ Dpr) ) ) (X0 A oo n X7)
=(n+1) ) (- (@'pr) ) (XM - S((@"pr) 1)) (X7™)

g€Sn
~((@™pr)(g) -+~ (@' pr)(2) (X7©)

=+1) Y ()7 (XIV @) (X TV X)) (X T (@ pr) (X7 X0 0))
g€Sn

— )Y P 17X alpr) (XTD)) e (XD (aipr) (7D x7O)))

i=10€S,

.. 5(xi(")(anpr)(Xz(”)))

= (n + 1) zn] [(*1)"*1 Z (71)0'a1(X0'(1)) . _Xo'(i) (ai(Xo-(()))) B 'Cln(XJ(n))
i oESH
+ (=" Z( )7t (xoM)y.. (aipr)(XU(i)Xo(O)).._an(Xo(n))}
oES

=+ 1)de! A A a™)(Xo,- .., Xn),

where the last line follows from the fact that the vector fsedde derivations oA and that
pr(XY — YX) = pr([X.Y]) = [X,Y].
As for the insertion operator, we compute with (8.15),1(6(8)8), andSt = s:

(FipsxnF' (@', .. ,a™)) (Xt Ao A X771
_ 2 (_1)0 (pr*ao(l) pI'*OéU(n 2) ((pr*aa(”))(F*X")) >pr*o¢‘7(” 1))
g€Sn

(Xl NS /\X"fl)

= (71)n—1(n -1) Z (*1)U(S(alpr))(XU(1)) o (S(a”_Qpr))(XU("_Q))

oeSy
(S((a"_l r)t(a"pr(F*XU(n)))))(Xo(n—l))
=(n-1) Z <7 1 XU(I)) an— Q(Xo(n 2))S(a (Xo(n)))(Xcr(n 1))(04”_113 )( é)n 1))
oESH
(n_l) Z 0 ol XU ))'-~O¢"71(X'-"("*1))an(xo(n))
o€ESnH

=(n— 1)(an(a1 Ao A a"))(Xl,...,X”_l),
hence[(6.19) is proven.

In a similar way, one proveE (6.20) the details of which wetainice the computation
is similar to those of the two preceding identities. O

7. HOCHSCHILD (CO)HOMOLOGY AND TWISTED CALABI -YAU ALGEBRAS

In this final section we discuss as an example the action dfittulschild cohnomology
H*(A, A) of an associative algebr4 on the Hochschild homolog#, (A, M) with co-
efficients in suitabled-bimodulesM . In particular, the differential calculus discussed in
[NTs3] is generalised towards nontrivial coefficients whare not even SaYD modules,
and this is used to prove Theorémll1.7.

7.1. The Hopf algebroid A° and the coefficientsA,. As said in the introduction, all the
main results of this paper were historically first obtainedthe Hochschild cohomology
H*(A, A) and homology, (A, A) of an associativé-algebraA. This arises as the special
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case in whiclU is the enveloping algebr&® of A, with » = id 4 and coproduct and counit
given by

A:U->U®U a®rb— (a®k1)®s (1®;b), c:U —> A, a®yb— ab.
One then has
wU ®uor Uy = U @4, U /span;,{(a @y, ¢b) @y, (¢’ @k b') — (a @1 b) @ (a/ @ b'c)},
wherech andb’c is understood to be the productih and one easily verifies that
(a @k b)+ Raor (a @k b)— 1= (a®% 1) ®acr (bR 1)

yields an inverse of the Galois map as was originally poiotgidy Schauenburg. For sim-
plicity, we shall assume throughout this section thi a field which implies in particular
thatU = A° is A-projective (in fact free) with respect to all four actions:, », «.

Like JL in the previous sectiofl] = A® is an example of a full Hopf algebroid in the
sense of Bohm and Szlachanyi whose antip§fle®y, b) := b ®;, a is an involution. We
use this to identify left and right-modules. Obviously/-modules can also be identified
with A-bimodules with symmetric action &f and in the sequél/ is such a bimodule that
will be viewed freely as left or right/-module as necessary.

In particular, any algebra endomorphism A — A defines amd-bimoduleA, which
is A ask-vector space with thd-bimodule respectively righi®-module structure

brm<a=m(a®b):=bxo(a), a,me A,be A°P.

These bimodules are prototypical examples of the homologfficients we are interested
in. They carry a leftA°>~comodule structure given by

Ay > A°®4Asy, m—> (M 1) ®4 1,

for which the induced lefi-module structure isA. However, in general,, is not a stable
anti Yetter-Drinfel’d module, seé [KoKI2] for a discussiofthis fact.

Up to isomorphism,A, only depends on the class efin the outer automorphism
groupOut(A) of A, ando — A, yields an embedding of the latter into the Picard group
of U-Mod that appears to have been considered in detail for the finsttily Frohlichl[Fr].
The study of the (co)homology of with coefficients in these bimodules has many motiva-
tions. Nest and Tsygan suggested to view the Hochschildmolagy groupsi* (A, A,)
as defining a quantum analogue of the Fukaya category [NTE8ZNvhile Kustermans,
Murphy and Tuset related, (A, A,) to Woronowicz’s concept of covariant differential
calculi over compact quantum groups [KuMuTu]. Moreovegttarise naturally in the
description of the Hochschild (co)homology of the crossestipctA x, Z, seel[GetJ].

7.2. The Hochschild (co)chain complex.In this situation, the chain complex
C.(U,M) = M ® 400 U®4°"* is isomorphic to the standard Hochschild chain complex

C.(A, M) := M ® A®**
by means of the map

M@ aor (a1 @ b1) @aor -+ @ aop (n @ bn) — by - biM O a1 R, - - - O G-
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For M = A,, the para-cyclic structure ofi, (U, A, ) from Proposition 25 becomes
under this isomorphism

anmM @k a1 O -+ - Q an—1 if i=0,
(m @k y) {m®k"'®kaniani+l®k"' if l<i<n—1,
mo(ay) Qk a2 Qk - - - Ok an if i=mn,
mg a1 Q- Qk an O 1 if i=0,
(m®ky) Mm@y - Qk On—i Qk 1 @ ap—i+1 Ok ceiflig<n -1,
mk 1 Qk a1 Q-+ Ok an if i=mn,

th (M @k y) =0(a1) Qr az Q- - - Ok an Qr M,
wherem € A and where we abbreviaie:= a; ®x - - - ® a,. In particular, one has
T=0Q o,

soC, (A, A,) is cyclic if and only ifo = id (in which caseA,, is an SaYD module).
Likewise, there is an isomorphism of cochain complexels-eéctor spaces

C*(U, A) — C*(A, A) := Homy (A®**, A), ¢ @,
where the latter is the standard Hochschild cochain confblekand ¢ is defined by
@(a1 @ -+ @k an) 1= p((a1 @k 1) Qaor -+ - @uer (an, 1 1))
so that
¢ ((a1 @k b1) ®aow -+ Raor (an ®p by)) = Flar @k -+ @ an )by - - by
The resulting operators involved in the calculus strucaweegiven by
Bm @k y) = i(ﬂ)"“l Bk ass1 @ -+ Bk an @r 1 Bk o(a1) B -+ Bk o(a),

tp(m @ y) = Z);((;n pls -+ +»an)M ®f a1 - - Ok Gn—p,

(Mm@ y) ZO Z "1 @k 0 (an—p|—g) Ok -+ O B(0(an—ip|+i—g) Ok Ok o(an+iny)

=0i=o

®k -+ Ok (an) @k o(m) O 0% (a1) @k -+ Ok 0% (an—p—j)

Ip| np
Ls(m@ry) = Z ()% " o(m) @+ @k P(0(ai) @+ @k (i |p|)) Bk - ®p o(an)
i=1

+Z( D& 0( P(ap—|p|+i Ok - ®kan®km®ka(al)®k"'®k‘7(ai—1)))

®ro(a;) @k - O o(an—p+i),

Here we again work with the reduced complexesise C?(A, A) and (m ®; y)
represents a class @, (4, A,). Foro = id these operators appeared[in/ [Ri, NTs3,Get].

7.3. The case of semisimpler. A particularly well-behaved case is when the automor-

phismo is semisimple (diagonalisable), that is, if there is a stbise £\{0} and a decom-
position ofk-vector spaces

A=P A\, Ax={acA]|o(a)=Aa}.
AeX
Note that we havé € ¥ becauser(1) = 1, and also that an algebr& equipped with
such an automorphism is exactly the same &sgraded algebra, wher& is a submonoid
of the multiplicative grougk\{0}, aso(ab) = o(a)o(b) implies AxA, < Ay, (thus the
monoidG < k\{0} resulting fromo € Aut(A) is the one generated [y).
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This grading yields decompositions 6F (A, A) andC, (A, A,). The chain complex
C,(A, A,) becomes>-graded by the total degree of a tensor,

CuAAs) = P CAAr)x, Cu(A A= @ A\ Q- ®k A,
AeG AQseees AneG
X0 An =X

which is a decomposition of chain complexeske¥ector spaces. This coincides with the
decomposition into eigenspacesiagfand in particular we have

ker(id — T) = Cu(A, Ay)1, im(id—T)= @ C.(A, A)x.
AeG\{1}

It is also immediately seen that this decomposition is in a® of para-cyclic-vector
spaces, so we have:

Lemma 7.1. If A is an algebra over a field ando € Aut(A) is a semisimple automor-
phism, then the para-cyclie-vector space’, (4, A,) is quasi-cyclic.

UnlessG is finite, the decomposition of the cochain complén A, A) is slightly more
subtle. Given a cochaig € CP(A, A), we denote byp, its homogeneous component of
degree\ € £\{0}. Thatis,p, : A®? — A is given on the homogeneous component

(A®kp)u = @ Apy Q- ®k Ay,

of elements ofA®+? of total degreg: € G by

Pri=TAn0P: (A®’“p)# — Ay,
wherer, : A — A, is the projection onto the degreeart of A. If we denote by

CP(A, A)x = {p e CP(A, A) | G((A®HP),) < Ay}
the set of all\-homogeneoug-cochains, thegp — {Px}rex\ (0} defines an embedding
C*(A,4) — [] C(4 A
Aek\{0}
of cochain complexes df-vector spaces which is, however, not a quasi-isomorphism i
general. Still, we can split off the homogeneous part of detyr
O*(A, A) ~ C*(A, A), @ (c-(A, AHn ] e A)A),
Aek\{0,1}

andC" (A, A), consists precisely of those cochaipgor which DQE commutes withr.
Note thatC* (A, A), is not equal taC'y (A, A) in general. We rather have:

Lemma 7.2. With the assumptions and notation as above, we have

Ch. (A A) = {@eCP(AA) | YA€ k\{0,1}Vue G : ¢A|(A®kp)rl,1 =0}.
Proof. This follows from the fact that the operat®;, maps a chainc ®; y €
Cn+p(A, Aa‘))\fl o 1m(1d — T) tox QK P (y) € Cn+1(A, Ag)l c ker(id — T) O

From this it is clear that the projections onto the homogeseparts leave
Cy (A, A) S C*(A, A) invariant, soC (A, A) splits as well as a direct sum of cochain
complexes inta@’* (A, A); andC (A, A) n ], ., C* (A, A)x. We therefore obtain:

Lemma 7.3. If A is an algebra over a field ando € Aut(A) is a semisimple automor-
phism, therC* (4, A), is a comp subalgebra @f; (A, A), and the induced morphisms

H.(C(A5A)1)4)H:4(,(A5A)v H.(C(AvA)l)HH.(AaA)
are injective and split as maps éf*(C(A, A);)-modules.
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Example 7.4. Let k be any field,A be the polynomial ring:[z], ando be specified by
o(z) = qx for some fixed; € k\{0} which is assumed to be not a root of unity. Then we
haveX = {¢" | n € N} = G ~ N, andker(id — T) consists only of the (degenerate)
multiples of1 ®j, - -- ®; 1. ThenCP(A, A); ~ k for all p while Ci, (A, A) consists of
all cochains that do not decrease the degree (where “deCresfers to the ordering of
G ~ N). In particular,C°(A, A); ~ k while C% (A, A) ~ A, and as4 is commutative,
we also havel (A, A) ~ Awhile H°(C(A, A)1) ~ k.

7.4. Twisted Calabi-Yau algebras. More recently, the Hochschild homology groups with
coefficients in4, have been studied intensively for the fact that large ctas$algebras
have been recognised to be what is nowadays called a twistethicYau algebra:

Definition 7.5. An algebraA is atwisted Calabi-Yau algebraith modular automorphism
o € Aut(A) if the A°-module A has (as am°-module) a finitely generated projective
resolution of finite length and there exists N and isomorphisms of righd°-modules

0 i+d,

Ext’ye (A, A°) 2{ A, i—d

The numbewl is then necessarily thdimensiorof A in the sense of [CE], that is, the
projective dimension ofi € A°-Mod, and the Ischebeck spectral sequeice [I] leads to a
Poincaré-type duality

H*(AA) ~ Hy_ (A, Ay). (7.2)

We refer to[[BerSo, Bl, BrZh, Gi, Ke, Kr, LiW, VdB1, VdB2, VdBdV] and the refer-
ences therein for more information and background, andtitiqudar plenty of examples.

It had been our aim ir [KoKi1] to understand the dualify {7ril)he wider context of
Hopf algebroids and to observe tHat{7.1) is an isomorphisgnazledH * (A, A)-modules.
From that point of view, the essence of the present papeatqTal) is even compatible
with the Gerstenhaber structure which implies Thedref Bof o = id this theorem has
been proven by Ginzburg in_[Gi] and just as therein, the faghore or less immediate
once the full differential calculus structure is estal#idh

Proof of Theoreri 11 7First we need to observe that in the case of a twisted Calabi-Y
algebra, we havél*(A, A) ~ H*(C(A, A)1). Indeed, we know already that the duality
isomorphism[(711) is an isomorphism &f* (A, A)-modules, see, for instance, Theorem 1
in [KoKrl]. By Lemmal7.1 we know that the homology is in factnoentrated in degree
1 with respect to thé&r-grading. Hence the cohomology is also concentrated ineg€gr
that is, the embedding“ (A4, A); — C*(A4, A) is a quasi-isomorphism.

Now Theoren{_1}5 states in combination with Theorem 1[in [KfjKprecisely that
H*(A, A)andH, (A, A,) form for a twisted Calabi-Yau algebra with semisimple madul
automorphisna what Lambre calls a differential calculus with duality [I2&finition 1.2].
Hencel[La, Corollaire 1.6] directly implies Theoréml1.7. O
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