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Gerstenhaber bracket on the Hochschild cohomology via
an arbitrary resolution

Yury Volkov

Abstract

We prove formulas of different types that allow to calculate the Gerstenhaber
bracket on the Hochschild cohomology of an algebra using some arbitrary projective
bimodule resolution for it. Using one of these formulas, we give a new short proof of
the derived invariance of the Gerstenhaber algebra structure on Hochschild cohomol-
ogy. Also we give some new formulas for the Connes’ differential on the Hochschild
homology that lead to formulas for BV differential on the Hochschild cohomology in
the case of symmetric algebras. Finally, we use one of the obtained formulas to get
a full description of the BV structure and, correspondingly, the Gerstenhaber algebra
structure on the Hochschild cohomology of a class of symmetric algebras.

1 Introduction

Let A be an associative unital algebra over a field k. The Hochschild cohomology HH*(A)
of A has a very rich structure. It is a graded commutative algebra via the cup product
or the Yoneda product, and it has a graded Lie bracket of degree —1 so that it becomes a
graded Lie algebra; these make HH*(A) a Gerstenhaber algebra [4]. These structures have
a good description in terms of the bar resolution of A, but this resolution is huge and so it
is frequently useless for concrete computations.

The cup product is well studied. There are different formulas for computing it using an
arbitrary projective resolution and they were used in many examples. The situation with
the Lie bracket is more complicated. Almost all computations of it are based on the method
of so-called comparison morphisms. This method allows to transfer elements of Hochschild
cohomology from one resolution to another. For example, this method was applied for
the description of the Lie bracket on the Hochschild cohomology of the group algebra of
quaternion group of order 8 over a field of characteristic 2 in [5]. Later this method was
applied for all local algebras of the generalized quaternion type over a field of characteristic 2
in [6]. Applications of the method of comparison morphisms can be found also in [, 12, [14].

Just a little time ago a formula for computing the bracket via a resolution which is not
the bar resolution, appeared in [I1]. The proof given there is valid for a resolution that
satisfies some conditions. Other formulas for the Lie bracket are proved in the current work.
These formulas use chain maps from a resolution to its tensor powers and homotopies for
some null homotopic maps defined by cocycles. Then the formula of [11] is slightly changed
and proved for an arbitrary resolution. Note also that a nice formula for the bracket of a
degree one element with an arbitrary element is given in [16].
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It is well known that the Hochschild cohomology is a derived invariant. The proof of
this fact can be found, for example, in [I3]. The invariance of the cup product easily follows
from this proof, while the derived invariance of the Gerstenhaber bracket was proved much
later. In [8, @] derived invariance of the Gerstenhaber bracket is proved using two different
(relatively advanced) methods. In [§] Keller employs the derived Picard group, while [9]
relies on the use of DG categories. Here, using our new formulation of the bracket and
the approach to the Hochschild homology proposed in [I8], we provide a direct proof of the
derived invariance of the bracket which does not require any advanced technology.

Further, we give some formulas for the Lie bracket using so-called contracting homotopies.
Then we discuss some formulas for the Connes’ differential on the Hochschild homology. One
of these formulas is a slight modification of the formula from [7]. Also we give a formula using
contracting homotopies for the Connes’ differential. Thus, in the case where the Connes’
differential induces a BV structure on Hochschild cohomology, we obtain an alternative way
for the computing of the Lie bracket. We discuss this in the case where the algebra under
consideration is symmetric.

Finally, we give an example of an application of the discussed formulas. We describe the
BV structure and the Gerstenhaber bracket on the Hochschild cohomology of one family of
symmetric local algebras of dihedral type. The Hochschild cohomology for these algebras
was described in [2] and [3]. Note also that the Hochschild cohomology groups and the
Hochschild cohomology ring modulo nilpotent radical were described in [I5] for a class of
self-injective algebras including the family of symmetric algebras considered in this work.

2 Hochschild cohomology via the bar resolution

During this paper A always denotes some algebra over a field k. We write simply ® instead
Of ®k-

Let us recall how to define the Hochschild cohomology, the cup product and the Lie
bracket in terms of the bar resolution. The Hochschild cohomology groups are defined as
HH"(A) = Ext}. (A, A) for n > 0, where A° = A ® A is the enveloping algebra of A.

Definition 1. An A°-complex is a Z-graded A-bimodule P with a differential of degree —1,
i.e. an A-bimodule P with some fixed A-bimodule direct sum decomposition P = @©,cz P, and
an A-bimodule homomorphism dp : P — P such that dp(P,) C P,_y and d% = 0. Let dp,
denote dp|p,. The n-th homology of P is the vector space H,(P) = (Kerdp,,)/(Imdp,11).
An A®-complex P is called acyclic if H,(P) = 0 for all n € Z and is called bounded on
the right if P, = 0 for small enough n. A map of A°-complexes is a homomorphism of
A-bimodules that respects the grading. If it also respects the differential, it is called a chain
map. A complez is called positive if P, =0 forn < 0. A pair (P, up) is called a resolution
of the algebra A if P is a positive complezx, H,(P) = 0 forn > 0 and up : Py — A is an
A-bimodule homomorphism inducing an isomorphism Ho(P) = A.

Given an A°-complex P, (P, A) denotes the k-complex @, <oHome(P_,, A) with differ-
ential d(p ), = Homae(dp—1-p, A). Let g : A® A — A be the multiplication map.
Let Bar(A) be the positive A°-complex with n-th member Bar,(A) = A®™+2) for n > 0



and the differential dga.(4) defined by the equality

n

dBar(A)(ao ® R apg) = Z(—l)iﬁlo Q- Qa1 Qa4 @ Aigo Q-+ X Appq
i=0

forn>0anda; € A (0<i<n+1). Then (Bar(A), pa), is a projective A°-resolution of A
that is called the bar resolution.

The Hochschild cohomology of the algebra A is the homology of the complex C(A) =
(Bar(A), A). We write C"(A) instead of C_,(A) and 6" instead of d¢(a),—1—n. Note that
C°(A) ~ A and C"(A) ~ Homy (A®", A). Given f € C"(A), we introduce the notation

(llf((l2®"'®(ln+1), le:O,
52(]6)(&1 ®--® an+1) = (_1>if(a1 - & ;i1 Q- CLn+1), if 1 < ) < n,
(=) fla1 @ @ ap)ani1, if i =n+1.
n+l
Then §" = Y . We have HH"(A) = (Ker ¢")/(Im 6" 1).
i=0

The cup product a — B € C"(A) = Homy (A®"+™) A) of o € C"(A) and 8 € C™(A)

is given by
(= B)a1® & tnim) = (a1 ® -+ ® an) B(Ant1 @ -+ & Gngm)-
This cup product induces a well-defined product in the Hochschild cohomology
—: HH"(A) x HH™(A) — HH"*(A)

that turns the graded k-vector space HH*(A) = €,,., HH"(A) into a graded commutative
algebra ([4, Corollary 1]). -

The Lie bracket is defined as follows. Let o € C"(A) and 5 € C™(A). If n,m > 1, then,
for 1 <i < n, we define ao; 3 € C"™™~1(A) by the equality

(o;B)(a1® + Qapim-1) =a(a1®@ - ®a;_1 QB(A; D R Cigm—1) @ Wigmn @+ * @ Apgpm—1);
if n>1and m =0, then g € A and, for 1 <17 <n, we set
(@0 f)a1®  @ap1) =a(@m1® - a1 QBRAR @ ap_1);

for any other case, we set « o; 8 to be zero. Now we define
aofl:= Z(—l)(m_l)(i_l)a o; f and [a, f] ;= o — (—1)("_1)(m_1)ﬁ o q.
i=1

Note that [a, 8] € C"T™ 1(A). The operation [ , | induces a well-defined Lie bracket on
the Hochschild cohomology

[, ]: HH"(A) x HH™(A) — HH""™1(A)
such that (HH*(A), —, [ , ]) is a Gerstenhaber algebra (see [4]).
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3 Comparison morphisms

Here we recall the method of comparison morphisms. But firstly we introduce some notation.

If P is a complex, then we denote by P[t] the complex, which equals to P as an A-
bimodule, with grading P[t],, = Py, and differential defined as dpy = (—1)'dp. Note that
dp defines a map from P to P[—1]. Let now take some map of complexes f : P — Q.
For any t € Z, f[t] denotes the map from Plt| to Q[t] induced by f, i.e. such a map that
f1tllp, = flp..,. For simplicity we will write simply f instead of f[t], since in each situation
t can be easily recovered. Let df denote the map fdp — dof : P — Q[—1]. We will
frequently use the equality d(fg) = (—=1)™(df)g + fdg : N — Q[m — 1] that is valid for
any g : N — P[m]. For two maps of complexes f,g: P — @ we write f ~ g if f —g=ds
for some s : U — V[1]. Note that if f ~ 0 and dg = 0, then fg ~ 0 and gf ~ 0 (for the
composition that has sense). Also we always identify an A-bimodule M with the complex
M such that M; = 0 for i # 0 and My = M. Note also that if f ~ 0, then df = 0. It is
not hard to see that if P is a projective complex, () is exact in @); for ¢ > n, and @); = 0 for
t < n, then for any f: P — @ the equality df = 0 holds if and only if f ~ 0. Moreover, we
have the following fact.

Lemma 1. Let P be a projective complex, () be exact in QQ; fori > n, and Q; = 0 for i < n.
Let pg - Q — H,(Q) denote the canonical projection. If f: P — Q is such that df =0 and
pgf ~ 0, then f ~ 0.

Proof. Assume that pugf = ¢dp. Since P,_; is projective, there is some 1 : P,,_; — @), such
that pgy = ¢. Then f — dv is a chain map such that pug(f — dy) = 0. Then it is easy to
see that f ~ dy ~ 0. O

Let now (P, up) and (Q, o) be two A°-projective resolutions of A. The method of
comparison morphisms is based on the following idea. Since P is positive projective and
Q@ is exact in Q); for ¢ > 0, there is some chain map of complexes (IDIC% : P — @ such that
,uQCI)g = up. Analogously there is a chain map CIDS : (Q — P such that 'LLp(I)g = pg. Then

% and ®f induce maps from (Q, A) to (P, A) and backwards. Thus, we also have the maps
(@P)" - Ho(Q, A) — H,(P, A) and (2f)" : H.(P, A) = H.(Q, A).

Since d (1]3 — @5@%) =0, we have 1p ~ @5@% by the arguments above. Then it is easy to

see that (@g)*(@g)* = ((135(1)%)* = 1y, (p,4) and, analogously, (@5)*(@%)* = 1u,(Q,4). SO we
can define the Hochschild cohomology of A as the homology of (P, A), and this definition does
not depend on the A®-projective resolution (P, up) of A. If we define some bilinear operation
% on (@, A), which induces an operation on HH*(A), then we can define the operation *g
on (P, A) by the formula f *¢ g = (f®f * gcbg)cbg for f,g € (P, A). Tt is easy to see that
*gp induces an operation on HH*(A) and that the induced operation coincides with *. Now
we can take () = Bar(A) and define the cup product and the Lie bracket on (P, A) by the
equalities
f ~o g = (fq)gar(A) ~ g(bgar(A))(I)]]iar(A) and [f’ g]‘:b = [fq)gar(A)7gq)gar(A)](I)]]iar(A)'

Thus, to apply the method of comparison morphism one has to describe the maps @?ar(A)

and (I)gar( A) and then use them to describe the bracket in terms of the resolution P. The



problem is that for some x € P the formula (IJIBDM

(I)gar( ) one has to define it on a lot of elements.

Let now recall one formula for the cup product that uses an arbitrary A°-projective
resolution of A instead of the bar resolution. But firstly let us introduce some definitions
and notation.

) (x) is complicated and that to describe

Definition 2. Given A°-complezes P and QQ, we define the tensor product complex P ® 4 Q)
by the equality (P ®4 Q), = ZsznPi ®a Q;. The differential dpg g is defined by the
equality dpg ,o(x @ y) = dp(x) @ y + (=1)'z @ dg(y) for x € P, y € Q.

We always identify P®4 A and A® 4 P with P by the obvious isomorphisms of complexes.
For any n € Z we also identify P ®4 Q[n] and P[n] ®4 Q with (P ®4 Q)[n]. Note that this
identification uses isomorphisms o @ P ®4 Qn] — (P ®4 Q)[n] and B3 : Pln] @4 Q —
(P ®4 Q)[n] defined by the equalities o o(z ® y) = (=1)"z @ y and Bpg(r @ y) =@y
for x € P, and y € ). In particular, we have two different isomorphisms B]’é’Qag[nm and
AP 0B opm from Pln] @4 Q[m] to (P ®4 Q)[n + m]. For convenience, we always identify
Pn] @4 Q[m] with (P ®4 Q)[n + m] using the isomorphism S a7, o that sends 2 ® y to
(—1)H#Mmy @ for o € Py and y € Q. In particular, we identify A[n] @4 A[m] to A[n + m)]
by the isomorphism §% 4oy, 4 that sends a ® b to (—1)™"ab for a,b € A.

Definition 3. Given an A®-projective resolution (P, up) of A, a chain map Ap : P — P®A"
is called a diagonal n-approximation of P if u3"Ap = up.

Let (P, up) be an A®-projective resolution of A. Suppose also that Ap : P — P ®, P is
a diagonal 2-approximation of P. Then the operation —a, on (P, A) defined for f : P —
Al-n] and g : P — A[—m] by the equality f —a, g = (=1)""(f ® g)Ap induces the
cup product on HH*(A). Note also that if f € C"(A) and g € C™(A), then the equality
f—g9=(=1)""(f ® g)A holds for A defined by the equality

n

Aloa® - ®a6e1) =) 18ae e)®s(10a6,® ®a,®1). (1)
=0

4 Gerstenhaber bracket via an arbitrary resolution

In this section we prove some new formulas for the Gerstenhaber bracket. The existence of
these formulas is based on the following lemma.

Lemma 2. Let (P, up) be an A-projective resolution of A and f : P — A[—n] be such that
fdp=0. Then f@1p —1p® f: P®4 P — P[—n] is homotopic to 0.

Proof. 1t is easy to check that d(f ® 1p — 1p ® f) = 0. Since pp(pp @ 1p — 1p @ up) =
0, there is some map ¢ : P ®4 P — P[1] such that pp ® 1p — 1p ® up = d¢. Then
pp(f@1lp—1p® f)=—fdp~0andso f®@1p—1p® f ~ 0 by Lemma [ O

Corollary 3. Let P, f be as above and Ap be some diagonal 2-approximation of P. Then
(f@lp—1p® f)Ap: P — P|—n] is homotopic to 0.

Proof. Since dAp = 0, everything follows directly from Lemma [2 O
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Definition 4. Let P, f and Ap be as above. We call ¢5: P — P[1 —n| a homotopy lifting
of (f,Ap) ifdoy = (f®@1p —1p ® f)Ap and ppps + f¢ ~ 0 for some ¢ : P — P[1] such
that dp = (p @ 1p — 1p @ up)Ap.

One can show following the proofs of Lemmas [Il and 2] that some homotopy lifting exists
for any cocycle. Alternatively, the existence of some ¢ 7 such that d¢ F=(fR1p—1pRf)Ap
follows from Corollary B and, in particular there is some ¢ satisfying the equality from the
definition of a homotopy lifting. Easy calculation shows that pu pgz;f + f¢ is a cocycle. Then
there is u : P — P[1 — n| such that du = 0 and ppu = ,LLPQ;f + f¢, and hence gZ;f —uis a
homotopy lifting. Now we are ready to prove our first formula.

Theorem 4. Let (P, up) be an A°-projective resolution of A and Ap : P — P ®4 P be a
diagonal 2-approximation of P. Let f : P — A[—n] and g : P — A[—m)]| represent some
cocycles. Suppose that ¢; and ¢, are homotopy liftings for (f,Ap) and (g, Ap) respectively.
Then the Gerstenhaber bracket of the classes of f and g can be represented by the class of
the element

[f.glo.a = (=1)" fy + (=1)™" Vg (2)

Proof. We will prove the assertion of the theorem in three steps.
1. Let us prove that the operation induced on the Hochschild cohomology by [,]s.a,
does not depend on the choice of Ap and ¢. We do this in two steps:

e If ¢, and ¢; are two homotopy liftings for g, then d(¢y —¢;) = 0 and pp(dy — ¢;,) ~ ge
for some chain map € : P — P[1]. Then € ~ 0 and pp(d,—¢,) ~ 0. Hence, ¢, — ¢} ~ 0
and f¢;, ~ fo,. Analogously, g¢’s ~ gby and so [f, glyr.a ~ [f, gls.a-

e Let A, and Ap be two diagonal 2-approximations of P and ¢y and ¢, be homotopy
liftings for (f, Ap) and (g, Ap) correspondingly. Then A, = Ap+du for some u. Note
that if dgb = (,up®1p— 1P®,UP)AP7 then d(¢+(up® ].p — ].p®,up)u) = (Mp@ ].p —
1p® pup)Alp, and hence ¢ = ¢+ (f@1p —1p® flu and ¢, = ¢, + (9@ 1p —1p®g)u
are homotopy liftings for (f, A%) and (g, A%:). Now we have

[fodlon — [ gloa=(-1)"fg@1p—1p@g)lu+ (—1)"" Vg(f@1p — 1p @ fu
_ ((_1>m+mng ® f . <_1)mf ® q + (_1)m(n71)+mnf ® g — (_1>m(n71)g ® f)u —0.

2. Let us prove that the operation induced on the Hochschild cohomology does not depend
on the choice of an A®projective resolution of A. Let (Q,g) be another A°-projective
resolution of A. Let @g P — @ and @5 : Q — P be comparison morphisms, and ¢f<1>gq>§§

and ¢g<1>g<1>§ be homotopy liftings for (f@gq)g, Ap) and (gCDSCI)%, Ap) correspondingly. It is
not difficult to check that qbfq)g = @%Qﬁf@g@gég and <bgq>g = q)%qsg@gq)gcbg are homotopy

liftings for (f@g,AQ) and (g@S,AQ) correspondingly in this case. Here Ay denotes the
map (P¢ ® @g)APQDS. Then

[F25, 99Gloa = (~1)" FOEOED 4r 00 DG + (— 1) VgRLREG 1y p 0B

= [fOL D%, g0L L5 2,5 = [f. glsa D).



3. Suppose now that (P, up) = (Bar(A), pna) and Ap = A, where A is the map from ().
Let us define

Pg (1®a1®"'ai+m—1®1)

_Z I @ e @ a1 ®9(a4; @ ® Ajma1) @ Gy @+ ® Qi @ 1

and analogously for ¢;. Then we have (—1)"f¢, + (—1)™"Vg¢p, = [f,g] by definition.
Direct calculations show that ¢y and ¢, are homotopy liftings for (f, A) and (g, A) (in fact,
¢, coincides with (—1)™G(1p ® g ® 15)A® in [I1, Notation 2.3] and the fact that ¢, is a
homotopy lifting follows from [I1, Proposition 2.4] and our discussion below). O

Let (P,up) be an A®-projective resolution for A, and Ag) P —- P4 P®yP bea
diagonal 3-approximation of P. There is some homotopy ¢p for pup ® 1p — 1p ® pup. Since

(up @ pp)(up @ 1p @ 1p — 1p @ 1p @ pup) AR = 0,
there is some homotopy €p for (up @ 1p R 1p —1p R 1p® Mp)Ag). We define
foa® goen 9= for(le ® 9@ 1p)AL = (1) (f@g)ep: P+ Al —n—m]  (3)

and

_ _ (_1\(n=1)(m-1)
29102 gpep = F0a® 4y 9= (51) 9OND g I

This formula is a slightly corrected variant of the formula from [I1].

Corollary 5. The operation |, ] induces an operation on HH*(A) that coincides with

AE?@P@P
the usual Lie bracket on the Hochschild cohomology.

Proof. By Theorem @it is enough to check that —(1p ® g)ep + (—1)"pp(lp R g® 1P)A§3) is
a homotopy lifting for (g, (up ® 1p ® 1P)A§3)) if gdp = 0. Let us verify the first condition:

—d((1p®g)er + (=1)"6p(1p ® g @ 1p)AY)) = —(1p @ g)dep + dép(1p © g © 1p) AP
= (1p @ ¢)(1p @ 1p ® pp — pip @ 1p @ 1p) AT + (up @ 1p = 1p @ p)(1p ® g @ 1p) AF)
= (g®1p—1p@g)(nr® 1p® 1p)AF.

The second condition can be easily verified after noting that Im¢p C ®;~0F; C Ker up.
Indeed, we have

pp(—(1p®@gep + (=1)"dp(lp @ g ® lp)Ag)) + gop(pp @ 1p ® 1P)A( )
= g(op(pp @ 1p @ 1p)AY) — (1p @ Lp)ep) ~ 0

because d(qﬁp(up ®1p® 1P>A( ) — (pp® 1P)€P) = 0. =



Remark 1. Usually the diagonal 3-approximation Ag) is constructed using some

2-approximation Ap by the rule Ag) = (Ap ® 1p)Ap. It often occurs that the maps Ap
and pp satisfy the equality

(up @1p)Ap =1p = (1p @ pp)Ap. (4)

In this case some things become easier. Firstly, one can set ¢ = 0 in the definition of
a homotopy lifting. Then the second condition simply means that pp¢; is a coboundary.
In particular, one can simply set ¢¢|p, , = 0. Secondly, if (@) holds and the diagonal 3-
approximation is defined as above, then one can set ep = 0 in equality ([B]). Thus, we get the
formula from [II] in the case where (@) holds. Note that the condition () is weaker than
the conditions proposed in [11].

On the other hand, we always can set ep = (¢p @ 1p + 1p ® qu)AfE) and obtain the
following formula for the bracket:

= —for(g@1p@1p—1pRgR1p+1p®1p© g)AY

+ () g (f@1p@1p—1p@ f@lp+1p @ 1p® f)AY. (5)

Remark 2. In fact, Corollary [3] can be proved directly without Lemma 2l Then one can
show that homotopy liftings exist using only the projectivity of P and not of its tensor powers
over A. This allows to define the Gerstenhaber bracket on Ext’.(A, A) for any associative
ring A even in the case where one cannot use the bar resolution for this.

QPP

[f) g]Ag)

5 Derived invariance of the Gerstenhaber bracket

Let D™A and KA denote the derived category of bounded on the right complexes of A-
modules and the homotopy category of bounded on the right complexes of A-projective
modules respectively. Note that the construction of a projective resolution for a complex
induces an equivalence between D~A and KA. In this section (P, up) is called a projective
bimodule resolution of A if P € K A and the morphism of A°-complexes up : P — A
induces an isomorphism in homology, i.e. P does not have to be concentrated only in
nonnegative degrees. Then the chain map Ap : P — P ®4 P is called a diagonal 2-
approximation of P if (up ®a pp)Ap ~ pp.

One can easily check that all the arguments of the previous sections are valid in the
settings of this section. In particular, for any map f : P — A[—n] there exists a homotopy
lifting for (f, Ap) and the statement of Theorem [ holds.

We will say that A is standardly derived equivalent to B if there exist U € D~ (A ® B°P)
and V € D™(B ® A°) such that U @5V = Ain D"A° and V ®4 U = B in D" B°. We
will assume without loss of generality that U € K (A ® B°) and V € K (B ® A°?). The
paper [I3] guarantees that if A and B are algebras over a field, then they are standardly
derived equivalent if and only if they are derived equivalent. Since U € K, (A @ B°P),
VeK (BRAP), UpV = Ain D”A° and V @4 U = B in D™ B, there are chain maps
a:U®gV — Aand §:V ®4U — B that induce isomorphisms in homology. We will need
the following technical lemmas.

Lemma 6. The maps o and 3 above can be chosen in such a way that

aR1ly~1pR[:URpVRU —=>Uandly a~ 1y : VR, URV — V.
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Proof. Let §: V @4 U — B be some chain map inducing isomorphism in homology. Note
that a(a ® lyg,y — lugzy ® @) = 0. Since « is a quasi-isomorphism, we have

a®lygey ~ lygpy @a: UV @, U@V = U®gV.

Analogously, B ® lyg,u ~ lvg,u ® B Let 8 be a chain map that equals

Blly @ a® 1y)(lye,w ® )

in Homp-p:(V ®% U, B). In the derived category of A ® B°P-modules we have

ly®B =1y ®B)(lvgsy ® a® 1y)(lygyvew @ B
=1y ®B)(@® lyspve,s) lvepews @B =1r@B)a®@ly® ) =a® 1.

Since U ®p V ®4 U is A® B°-projective, we have a ® 1y ~ 1y ® 8. Analogously, 1y ® a ~
L& 1y. O

Lemma 7. Suppose that o and [ satisfy the compatibility conditions of Lemma[@ and the
maps
0ap : U RV @4 U = U[l] and vpe : V@4 U RV — V1]

are such that dp,s = a®@ 1y — 1y @ B and dpg, = B R 1y — 1y ® a. Then
B(sa @1y +1v ® pap) : VAU ®pV @4 U — Bll]
s a null-homotopic chain map.

Proof. Let us set ¥ = (g0 ® 1y + 1y ® @ap). Since

Ydvg,vepves = BB lyg,u —ly @a®@ 1y + 1y ® a® 1y — lyg,u @ B) = 0,

1 is a chain map. Note that ¢/(8 @ 3)~! € Homp- (B, B[1]) = 0. Consequently, 1 equals
0 in the derived category of B¢-modules. Since V ®4 U ®p V ®4 U is projective, we have
Y~ 0. O

Suppose that A and B are derived equivalent algebras, U and V are as above, and «, (3,
©Vap, and @g, are as in Lemma [7 If (P, up) is a projective bimodule resolution of A, then
it is easy to see that (V ®4 P®4 U, B(ly @4 pp @4 ly)) = (P, uup) is a projective bimodule
resolution of B. For f : P — A[—n], we will denote by f the map 1y ®,f®41y : P — B[—n].
There is an isomorphism y : HH*(A) — HH"*(B) that sends the element corresponding to
f: P — A[—n] to the element corresponding to x(f) = Bf : P — B[—n]. Note that
pup = x(pup). Let now Ap : P — P® 4P be a diagonal 2-approximation for (P, up). Since the
map 1p®@ a®@41p : PRAURBV @4 P — P®4P is a quasi-isomorphism and all the complexes
under consideration are projective, there exists a chain map v: PR P — PRaURgV @4 P
such that y(1p ®4 a ®4 1p) ~ lpg,vesve,r and (1p @4 a ®4 1p)y ~ 1pg,p. Then it is
easy to check that the map Ap =1y ®4 YA ®4 1y is a diagonal approximation for (}'3, Wp)-
Note also that (1p ®4 a ®4 1p)yAp is a diagonal approximation for (P, up). We have the
following lemma.



Lemma 8. Let f : P — A[—n] be a map of A®-complexes and ¢ : P — P[1 —n] be a
homotopy lifting for (f,(1p ®4 a @4 1p)yAp). Then

Vr =1y @40y @aly + (1) (0sa(f @5 1v) @4 1pg,v + lve,p ®a vas(lu @5 f))Ap
is a homotopy lifting for (x(f),Ap).
Proof. Direct calculations show that

dypy = (lv ®a f ®aa®a lpgu — lve,rp ®aa®a f @4 ly)Ap

+ (ﬁf@g 1p =1y ®A f®Aa®@alpg,u+1lvg,pR@aa®@a fRaly — 1558 BJF)AP
= (x(f)®p1p = 1@ X(f)Ap.

In particular, di,, = (tp ®p1p — 15 @p pp)Aps. By the definition of the homotopy lifting,
we have pp¢s+ fé,, ~ 0, and hence

nﬁ(s%a(f ®p ly) @4 ptp @4 1y + 1y @4 pip D4 as(lu @B f))AJS
(¢salfir @5 1v) ®a 1pg,u + v p @4 Pas(lu @5 fir)) Ap
= (=1)"B(¢pa ®a lu + 1v @4 @ap)(f @B fip + jfip @p f)Ap ~ 0

~—

ppts + X(f)Yup ~ (—1
+B(ly ®4 f®aly

~—

by Lemma [[l Thus, s is a homotopy lifting for (X(f), Aﬁ.). O
Now we are ready to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 9. Suppose that A and B are k-algebras. If A is derived equivalent to B, then
HH*(A) = HH*(B) as Gerstenhaber algebras.

Proof. Tt is well known that the isomorphism x defined above preserves the cup product. In
fact it coincides with the isomorphism from [I3]. Thus, it remains to prove that it preserves
the Gerstenhaber bracket.

By Lemma [8 and Theorem [l it is enough to show that

(=D x(N)bg + (1) Dx(g)eor ~ x((=1)" fog + (=1)™" Vgay)

for any two maps f : P — A[—n] and g : P — A[—m] of A®-complexes. We have

(=1)"™X(F)tbg + (1) Vx(g)vr = x((=1)" f g + (=1)""Vggy)
= B(lv ©a ((=1)" g + (=1)"" Vgd;) @4 1U) —x((=1)"foy + (=1)" " Vggy)
+ By @4 f @4 10)(98a(9 @8 1v) ®a 1pg,v + lve,pr ©a Yas(lu ®5 §))Ap
— (=D DOB(1y @4 g ®a 1yr) (@Ba(f ®p lv) @4 lpg,u + lve,r @4 vas(lu @B f))AP
= (=) "B(pga ®4 10) (G @5 [)Ap + (—1)"B(1y @4 as)(f @5 §)Ap
+(=1)"B(¢pa @a 1) (f @5 §)Ap + (=1)" V" B0 @4 10)(f @5 9)Ap
= (=1)"B(¢pa ®a Lu + Iv ©a 9as) (f ©5 §+ (=1)""§ 5 f)Ap ~ 0

by Lemma [fl Thus, the theorem is proved. O
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6 A formula via contracting homotopy

In this section we present a formula that expresses the Lie bracket on the Hochschild coho-
mology in terms of an arbitrary resolution and a left contracting homotopy for it. Note that
contracting homotopies can be used to construct the comparison maps between resolutions
and this method was applied to compute the bracket, for example, in [5].

Definition 5. Let (P, up) be a projective A®-resolution of A. Lettp: P — P andnp : A —
P be homomorphisms of left modules such that tp(P;) C Pir1 and np(A) C By. The pair
(tp,mp) is called a left contracting homotopy for (P, up) if dptp + tpdp + npup = 1p and
tp(tp +np) = 0.

Since A is projective as a left A-module, any A°projective resolution of A splits as a
complex of left A-modules. Hence, a left contracting homotopy exists for any A¢-projective
resolution of A (see [5, Lemma 2.3] and the remark after it for details).

Let us fix an A®-projective resolution (P, up) of A and a left contracting homotopy
(tp, T]P) for it.

For any n > 0, the map 7, : A® P, — P, defined by the equality m,(a ® =) = ax
for a € A, x € P, is an epimorphism of A-bimodules. Since P, is projective, there is
tn € Homye(P,, A ® P,) such that m,t, = 1p,. Let us fix such ¢, for each n > 0. Then
7, and ¢, (n = 0) determine homomorphisms of graded A-bimodules 7 : A ® P — P and
t1:P—A®P.

Let us define

tr == (1P ®7T)(tp X 1p)(]_p X L) P®y P — (P Xa P)[]_],

nr = (1P®7T)<T]P®1P)L2P—> P®AP,

dL = dp@lp,dR = 1p®dp : P@AP—> (P@AP)[—l],

pr = pp@1p,ugp:=1p @ up: PRa P — P.
Note that all the defined maps are homomorphisms of A-bimodules. Note also that we omit
isomorphisms oz}J’ p and Blf} in our definitions according to our agreement. It is easy to
see that the map trdr : P ®4 P — P ®4 P is locally nilpotent in the sense that for any
x € P ®,4 P there is an integer [ such that (t;dg)'(xz) = 0. This follows from the fact that
trdp(P®a Pj)) C P®y Py if j > 0and tdg(P ®4 Fy) = 0. Hence, the map 1pg,p +trdg
is invertible.

Let now f: P — A[—n] and g : P — A[—m] be maps of complexes. Let us define

fog=—furSti(1p® g® 1p)(1p ® Sn)Sn1,
where S = (1pg,p + trdr) "

Theorem 10. In the notation above the operation defined by the equality [f,g] = fo g —
(—=1)(n=Dm=Dg o f induces the usual Lie bracket on the Hochschild cohomology.

We divide the proof into several lemmas. First of all, note that
drty, +trdyp + N = 1P®AP> nrnL = 1p, (dR)2 = (dL)2 =0 and dpdgr + drdy, = 0. (6)

Lemma 11. (dL + dR)S = S(dL + nLuLdR).

11



Proof. Let us multiply the desired equality by 1pg ,p + trdg on the left and on the right at
the same time. We obtain that we have to prove that

dp, +dgr +trdpdy, +tp(dr)* = dp, + npprdr + drtrdr + npprdrtLdg.

Using (@) one can see that it is enough to show that nyurdrtrdr = 0. But the last equality
follows from the fact that the image of dgtydg lies in ®,~oF, ®4 P C Ker uy,. O

Lemma 12. Sny, is a diagonal 2-approximation of P.

Proof. By Lemma [I1] we have

d(Sn.) = (dp + dg)Sn, — Snrdp = S(dr, + noprdr)nn — Snrdp.

Since Imn;, C Kerdy, it is enough to prove that npurdrn, = nrdp. It is easy to see that
uLdR = dp,uL. Hence, T]L,LLLdRT]L = 77LdP/~LL7]L = ?7Ldp by (IED ]

Proof of Theorem [T 1t follows from Lemma 2 that Ap = (1p ® prSnL)Sny is a diagonal
2-approximation of P.

It is enough to show that ¢, = (—1)" ' upStL(1p®@g®1p)(1p @ SnL)Sn. is a homotopy
hftmg for (g,Ap) USng Lemma Dj], we get ,LLRd(S)tL = ,LLR<1P — nLML)thL = ,LLRthL —
wrnrdpppty, = 0. Since Sdr = dgr and pupSn, = 1p, we get now

doy = —prS((dr +dr)tr +t(dr +dr))(1p ® g @ 1p)(1p ® Snr) Sy
= prS(Nrpr—1lpg,p—trdr)(1p@g®1p)(1p®SnL)SnL —prdrtL(1p@g®1p)(1p®SnL) ST
= (up ® g @ urSnr)(1p ® Snr)Snr, — (1p ® g @ pup)(1p @ Snr)Snr,
= (9@ 1p)(1p @ purSnL)SnLprSnr — (1p ® g)(1p @ purSnL)Snr = (9 ® 1p — 1p ® g)Ap.

Note also that pu,Ap = upSnr, = prAp and ppe, = 0. Hence, ¢, is a homotopy lifting for
(9, Ap) and the theorem is proved. O

7 Formulas for the Connes’ differential

In this section we discuss some formulas for the Connes’ differential. These formulas are
based on the formula from [7]. In the case of a symmetric algebra a formula for the Connes’
differential gives a formula for a BV differential. Thus, we obtain in this section an alternative
way for computing the Lie bracket on the Hochschild cohomology of a symmetric algebra.

Let T'r denote the functor A ® 4 — from the category of A-bimodules to the category
of k-linear spaces. If M and N are A-bimodules, then there is an isomorphism oy :
Tr(M ®4 N) — Tr(N ®4 M) defined by the equality oy n(l ® 2 ®@y) = 1 ® y ® z for
x € M and y € N. Moreover, for f € Homye(M;, M) and g € Home(Ny, Ny) one has
oy N IT(f®g) =Tr(g® f)owm, n,- It is easy to see also that T'r induces a functor from the
category of A°-complexes to the category of k-complexes. In this case op is defined by the
equality opo(l® 2 ®y) = (—1)" @ y @z for x € P, and y € Q; and satisfies the property
UP27Q2TT(JC ® g) = T’f’(g ® f)aP17Q1 for f P — Pyand g: Q1 — Q2.

The Hochschild homology HH,(A) of the algebra A is simply the homology of the com-
plex Tr(Bar(A)). As in the case of cohomology, any comparison morphism <I>]Q3 P = Q

12



between resolutions (P, pp) and (Q, uug) of the algebra A induces an isomorphism T7(®%) :
H,Tr(P) — H,Tr(Q). Thus, the Hochschild homology of A is isomorphic to the homology
of T'r(P) for any projective bimodule resolution (P, up) of A.

Note that Tr(Bar,(A)) = A®"*D_ Connes’ differential B : HH, (A) — HH,(A) is the
map induced by the map from T'r(Bar,(A)) to Tr(Bar,,1(A)) that sends ay®a; ®...®a, €
A®(+1) ¢
(1) M@a® - ®a,®0@ Qa1+ Y (~1)"a@10041 @ Qa,Ra®- D a1
i=0 =0

In fact, it follows from some standard arguments that the homological class of the second
summand is zero. The following result is essentially stated in [7] (see equation (4.8) of the
cited paper and the explanation before and after it).

Proposition 13 (D. Kaledin). Let (P, up) be a projective bimodule resolution of A, Ap be a
diagonal 2-approzimation for P, and ¢p : PR P — P[1] be such that up@1p—1pQ@up = do.
Then the map

T’f’((bp)(lp@AP + O'RP)TT(AP) : TT(P) — T’T’(P[l])

induces the Connes’s differential on the Hochschild homology.
This result can be written in a slightly different form.

Corollary 14. Let (P, up), Ap, and ¢p be as in Proposition[13, and € : P — PI[1] be such
that (up ® 1p — 1p @ up)Ap = de. Then the map

Tr(¢p)oppTr(Ap) +Tr(e): Tr(P) — Tr(P[1])
induces the Connes’s differential on the Hochschild homology.

Proof. Since d(¢ppAp) = (up ® 1p — 1p ® up)Ap, it is enough to note that the map
H.(Tr(¢p)oppTr(Ap) + Tr(e)) : HH,(A) — HH,(A) does not depend on the choice of
€. ]

Now it is not difficult to express the Connes’ differential in terms of a contracting homo-
topy.

Corollary 15. Let S, t;p and np be as in the previous section.  Then the map
—Tr(prStr)oppTr((1p ® (urSnL)?)SnL) induces the Connes’ differential on  the
Hochschild homology.

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma [12] that urSn. : P — P is a comparison morphism, i.e. there
is some u : P — P[1] such that 1 —prSn, = du. It is not hard to show using Lemma [T] (see

also the proof of Theorem [I0) that d¢p = pg, —ur for ¢pp = u(pr —pr) —prStL(LrRSNL®1p).
Let also note that (u;,—pr)Ap = 0for Ap = (1p@urSn)Sn,. Then the Connes’ differential
is induced by the map

Tr(¢p)oppTr(Ap) = =Tr(urSty)oppTr((1p @ (urSnL)?)SnL).
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Now we explain how one can obtain a formula for a BV differential on the Hochschild
cohomology of a symmetric algebra in terms of an arbitrary resolution.

First of all, let us recall that there are well known maps iy : HH,(A) — HH,(A) for
f € HH*(A), whose definition can be found, for example, in [I0]. These maps satisfy the
condition iziy = if_,. We need also the fact that if|pw, 4y = 0 for n < | f| and that if|HHm(A)
is the map induced by Tr(f) : Tr(P,) — Tr(A) = HHy(A), where f € Homye(P,, A)
represents f. After the correction of signs one obtains by [10, Lemma 15| that

ifyg)(2) = (=)= (=)D Bi o (@) + 15 Big(2) — (=), Biy (2) — iy B())

for all f,g € HH*(A), x € HH,(A). Considering x € HH|f44-1(A4), we get

Tr([f,9) = = (=0)WHEINTr(f — g)B = Tr(f)Bi, — (=) Tr(g)Biy). (7)
Definition 6. A Batalin—Vilkovisky algebra (BV algebra for short) is a Gerstenhaber algebra
(R*, —, [, ]) with an operator D: R* — R*' of degree —1 such that D oD =0 and

@, 6] = ~(-1)*F(D(a — b) = D(a) — b~ (~1)"la — D))
for homogeneous elements a,b € R®.

Definition 7. The finite dimensional algebra A is called symmetric if A = Homy(A, k) as
an A-bimodule.

Let A be symmetric. Let # : A — k be an image of 1 under some bimodule isomorphism
from A to Homy (A, k). Then it is easy to see that 6 induces a map from Tr(A) to k. We
denote this map by € too. Note also that if f € Homye(M, A), then 67r(f) = 0 if and only
if f=0.

Let Bp : Tr(P) — Tr(P[1]) be a map inducing the Connes’ differential on the Hochschild
homology. Then we can define Dp(f) : P — A[l —n| for f : P — A[—n] as the unique map
such that 0Tr(Dp(f)) = 0Tr(f)Bp.

Proposition 16 ([I7]). Dp induces a BV differential on the Hochschild cohomology.

Proposition [[@ is the remark after [I7, Theorem 1]. To see that it is valid, one can apply
0 to the equality () with B = Bp and get

0Tr([f,q]) = —(=1)WHOTrDp(f — g) — 0TrDp(f)iy — (—1)190TrDp(g)iy)
= —(=1)WHEVElOTr(Dp(f — g) — Dp(f) — g — (=) f — Dp(g)).

Note also that if one knows the BV differential and the cup product, then it is easy to
compute the Gerstenhaber bracket.
8 Example of an application

In this section we apply the results of the previous sections to describe the BV structure on
the Hochschild cohomology of the family of algebras considered in [2] and [3]. During this
section we fix some integer k& > 1 and set A = k(wg, x1)/(x2, 22, (vox1)* — (z170)%). The
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index « in the notation z, is always specified modulo 2. If a is an element of k(zg, z1), then
we denote by a its class in A too.

Let G be a subset of k{xg, z1) formed by the elements (zoz1)™, z1(zoz1)’, (z120)", and
xo(xlxo)i for 0 <7 <k —1. Note that the classes of the elements from G form a basis of A.
Let GG denote this basis too. Let [, denote the length of v € G. Note that the algebra A is
symmetric with § defined by the equalities 6 ((zoz1)") = 1 and 6(v) = 0 for v € G\ {(zoz1)*}.
For v € G, we introduce v* € G as the unique element such that f(vov*) = 1. Note that
O(vw) = 0 for w € G\ {v*}. Fora = > a,v € A, where a, € k for v € G, we define

veG
= > ayw* € A It is clear that (a*)* = a for any a € A. If v,w € G, then 2 denotes
veG
(v*w)*. If there is such u € G that wu = v, then this u is unique and = = u. If there is no

such u, then = = 0. Note that ”‘“gﬁ is equal to - if o = fand v € {:L‘a, 1*}, and is equal

to 0 in all remaining cases. For 0@ = Y a,w € Aand b= ) byv € A, where a,,b, € k for
veG veG
v € G, wedefine § := > ayb, €A
v,weG

In this section we will use the bimodule resolution of A described in [2]. Here we present
it in a little another form, but one can easily check that it is the same resolution. Let
us introduce the algebra B = k[xg, 1, z]/(xoz1). We introduce the grading on B by the
equalities |zo| = |z1| = 1 and |z| = 2. Let us define the A°-complex P. Weset P = AQ B® A
as an A-bimodule. The grading on P comes from the grading on B and the trivial grading
on A. Let a (a € B) denote 1 ® a ® 1. For convenience we set @ = 0 if a = 2! 27, where
a € {0,1} and i or j is less than 0. We define the differential dp by the equality

e

0, ifi=j=0,
Tooh '+ (—1)%i 2y, if j =0,7>0,
dp(@7) =4 2 (=L PureaTe iti=0,7>0,
veG,B€{0,1}
Loz 12 + (—1)Ha i,
(=)o (=LY atei izt 4 o —tal),  if i, 5 > 0.

for a € {0,1}, 7,7 > 0. We define pup : Py — A by the equality up(I) = 1. Then one
can check that (P, up) is an A®-projective resolution of A isomorphic to the resolution from
[2]. Let us define the left contracting homotopy (tp,np) for (P, up). We define np by the
equality np(1) =1. Now, for v € G, a € {0,1} and 4,7 > 0, we define

;

(—1)ftherbt e ifi=0,v#1%
weq,[e{0,1}
tp (o) > (—l)j(l“’*l)“w*mlwzﬂ'ﬁ, ifi=0and v=1%
Pl2o7'V) = § wea w
(—1)H g & (=) L5 if i =1 and o = 1,
@ 1
(=1 g otherwise.
«@

In this section we will use the notation of Section Our aim is to describe the BV
structure on the Hochschild cohomology of A. As it was explained in the previous section,
it is enough to describe the Connes’ differential. By Corollary [I5 we have to describe the
map —Tr(StL)ap,pTr((pob (uRSnL)Z)SnL). Let us start with the map Sn, : P — P®y4 P.
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Firstly, let introduce the following notation:

j v
Ay = Z (— 1)ttt tot1) Y @l
v,we G v xa 1’5
a, B e {01}
+1 I
B;j = Z (—1)G+D 0+ l; T (epapan) T @ Fo
veG,pe{0,1} B
. w* w _
Crigo= (1) 37 (—1)—— @,
we@,Be{0,1} La s
Dt,i,j,a et (_1>(Z+1)t Z (_1)]lu+6$g+1zt_ ® xﬁzj_l—
veG,Be{0,1} La Zp

Et,i,j,a - («ra+1xa>k71x§+1zt(«Taxaqtl)kil & $i+2 iz
+ ( 1)Zt o t(xoz-i-lxa)k_l ® W(waxa—i—l)k_l-

Lemma 17. If q,j5 > 0 are some integers, then

J
1)t —
Zq ® z] E j+Q+ LAt (R it | Aq+t,j—t + Bq+t,j—t)-
=0

J , -
In particular, Snp(z7) = Y (=1)UTV(F @ + Ay jy + Byjy).
=0

Proof. We have to show that
j .
TQF =Y (1)U (Apg,p + trdr) (@ T + Agpejot + Bagrjt)- (8)
t=0
Direct calculations show that t;dr(ze7 @ 2i-) + Agyy ;¢ = 0 and tdrByyr;—¢ = 0 for
0 <t < j. One can show that if tp(masz%xg) # 0, then either ;”—; = 0orw =z,

a =1 and f = 0. In the first case wT* =0or # = 0 for any v € G. In the second case

we have tp (mlzq+tz—§$0) = —zot and £ # 0 and = 7& 0 simultaneously only for v = xy.
Analogously, we have tp (mazq"'t - xﬁ) + O only if elther =0orw=u2x, a=p+1. In the
last case tp(zazitialy) = (—1)7T"a2 o (zg2540)" Thus

trdpAgyrj—i + Byyijo + (1) T @ 5 T = 0.

Substituting the obtained values of t;dg(ze+t ® 2i-7), t drAgttj—t, and trdrBgys i to (8)
we obtain a true equality. O

Lemma 18. Ifa € {0,1}, and q,j = 0 and i > 0 are some integers, then

7 i
B ZJ E Z+J+Q+1 < (_1)T(Q+t)x22q+t ® zi Tt

t=0 r=0

+ Cq+t,l,]7t,0{ _'_ Dq+t,l,]7t,0{ + Eq+t,l,]7t,0{> :
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In particular,

j i
Snp(«27) Z 1)+ < Z(—l)rt@ ® a7+ Crijta + Drij-ta + Et,i,j—t,a)-
t=0 r=0
Proof. Firstly, note that tp(sn207w,) = (—1) T 0 Also tp(zrz0tia}) = —ze++1 and

tp(anz1ttxk) = 0 for r > 1 and for r = 1, @ = 0. Hence, we have

(1P®AP + tLdR) (Z<_1)T(q+t)$gzq+t & a:f{?"ﬂ—t)

r=0
e = ‘ i+j+q T @ T =i
=27 Qa7 — Coptijta — Dortij—ta + (—1) QzTHH Q) 2T

Now we have tp (xﬁzq“ ) # 0 only if either w = 23 or w = z44124, f = v+ 1. In the
last case and in the case w = x3, 8 = a we have g—

is tp(varizitizl) = (—=1)77%2 207 (242011)" L. Further, we have tp (xﬁzﬁt—xa) # 0 only if

0. Thus, the only nonzero case

either g— =0orw=2x) a=0and 8 = 1. In the last case we have tp (xlz‘th.Tl) = —patt+l,

Thus,

tLdrCyrtij—ta
—($a+1xa)k_1x2+ S (D0 Ty) k=1l @ gitei—t—2 4 (_1)i+j+q(1 — Q) @ zh L

One can check that tp (;ﬁ“zq“—xﬁ) = 0if = 7& 0. If Za3 # 0, then either v = xj, or
v = (aTas1)*, B = a+ 1. Since in the second case % = 0 we have

) x*
tdrDygyrij o = (—1)FFD@H+D, Z LY @ aha 2
pefo.1} o

— (— )OO (g 120) ) @ o (vaart)

Finally, note that t,drEq it j—t.o = 0. Taking in account all the proved equalities, we obtain

J i
Z<_1)(Z+J+q+1)t(1P®AP +trdg) ( Z<_1)Ttl‘22q“ @ a2~ + Coptij—tia + Dyttt
t=0 r=0
J
+ Equtijft a) — Z<_1)(i+j+q4r1)t(ﬁ Rzt + (_1)i+j+qzq+t+1 ® $(ilzj7t71) =A® %7
t=0

From Lemmas [I7] and [I§ we obtain the following statement.
Lemma 19. jpS (3@ ® z1,2') = (—1)10H52att. In particular, ppSny = 1p.

It remains to describe T'r(urSty)opp on the image of Tr(Sny).
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Lemma 20. Letv € G, a, B € {0,1}, p, 7, ¢ and t be some integers. Suppose that p > 0
and one of the conditions p =1, a =1, and v € {z},1*} is not satisfied. Then

prStr (2870 @ aj2t)
B (—1)(”1)“”“3:{;”“%%, if t =0 and either v € {x,, 1"}, 6 =a orr =0,
B 0, otherwise.

Proof. Assume firstly that 8 # « and r > 0. Direct calculations show that (t;dg)*t («%290 ®
a5zt) = 0. Then

RSt (= @ 252") = pg(ty — trdrty + S(tdgr)*tL) (@270 @ w') = 0.

Here we also use the fact that tpdgty(s%z9v @ 73) = 0 for the case r = 1, t = 0. In the
remaining part of the proof we assume that § = a.

Let us consider the case where r > 0. Direct calculations show that ¢ dgty (25290 ®ar2t) =
0if v € G\ {z4,1*}. One can also check that t;dgty (eh200 @ ar2t) = (—1)% (a8 200 @ 257 12t)
if v e {x,,1*}. Then

prStL (2270 @ 2t) = pgr(ty — Strdptr) (w870 & z;,2%)
- {(—1)q+1uRStL(mg+lqu ® J:g_lzt>, ifve {.’L‘a, 1*},

0, otherwise.
If v € G\ {xy,1"}, then the required equality is proved. If v € {x,,1*}, then we obtain

prStL(h2v @anat) = (= 1)@ Sty (57 220 ®27) by induction. Hence, it remains to prove
the required equality for » = 0. If £ = 0, then everything is clear. If ¢ > 0, then we have

prStL (287 ® =) = pg(ty — Strdptr)(a570 @ =F)

= (U aSte | YD (DR —

weG,ye{0,1} @ Ly
It is easy to see that v = w* = x, if >~w* = z,, and w = = if —w* = 1*. Since in both
cases % = 0, we are done by the already proved equalities. O

Lemma 21. 1. pupSty(z292% ® wn2t) = (—1)HDOFIHLZEET for o € {0,1}, ¢, 7yt > 0.
2. For a € {0,1} and integers r and t one has

(_1)(q+1)(r+t)+qx1W + (_1)(r+1)q—x;+2qu>{, ift=0 and a =1,

2 Qs =
HaStL (e @ o) {(—1)(q+1)(r+t)+qx1xgzﬁt+l, otherwise.

Proof. 1. Follows directly from Corollary
2. Can be proved analogously to Lemma [20] using Corollary O

Lemma 22. Ifve G, a €{0,1},i>0 and j > t, then

TT(,LLRStL)O'p,P(U X Bt,jﬂt) = TT(MRStL)O'Rp(U X Ct,i,jft,a)
=Tr(upStr)opp(v @ Ey;jta) = 0.
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Proof. The equality prStropp(v ® Byj—t) = urStropp(v @ Ey;j—1a) = 0 follows directly
from Lemma20l Let now prove that prSt,opp(v®Cyij—ta) = 0. Ift > 0, then the required
equality follows directly from Lemma 20| again. Suppose that ¢ = 0. Then we have

, _____w" w
T’I"(,MRStL)O'RP(’U (%9 Ct,i,j—t,oz) = (—1)j+a & Z ,uRStL (:via+1zj_11)x— ®ﬁx—) .
wea,Bef0,1} @ B

By Lemma the expression wrStr ( ”%J’*lvw—* ® @%) can be nonzero only in the case
where a = 8 and v~ s {4, 1*}. One can show that v— = x, only for v = w* = x,. Since

in this case % = 0, 1t remains to consider the case vx— = 1*. In this case we have v = wz,,
«

and so w = f}—“ By Lemma 20 we have
[rStr (xia-klzj—ll* ® E—a) = (=1)"ai3 Tt —2.
V*T,, VT
Since 72— & {1,2,}, we have upSty, (xg“zf—lv?;—: ®%%) =0 for all w € G and 3 € {0,1}.
Hence, we are done. O

Lemma 23. Ifve G, a €{0,1},i >0 and j > t, then

Tr(ppStr)opp(v @ Dijij—ta)
B {07 ifa=1andv e {z;, 1"}

(—1) U+ (=0l - ®akd,  otherwise.

Proof. Let us introduce the notation a,, g := prSty, (WJ t= 1—v ® x”lzt—) Then

Tr(upStr)opp(v @ Dyijta) = <_1)(i+1)(t+1) ® Z <_1)(j*t)lw+5awﬁ.
weq,[€{0,1}

It follows from Lemmas 20 and 21l that if a,, 3 # 0, then V€ {zs,z7,1*}. Let us consider

each of the mentioned values separately.

1. If 22v = x4, then one can show that v = w = xg. Since in this case ;”—; = 0 and a, g
can be nonzero only for 8 = «, we obtain a,, 3 = 0.

2. If %v = 7, then a, s can be nonzero only for 8 = 1. One can show that w = v* in
this case. On the other hand, a,+; = (—1)(3'*“(””1)“13“%% if vry; # 0, and a,; = 0 if
vxry = 0.

3. If —v = 1%, then one can show that w = xgv*. One can show that xﬁ —— =0. Then
it follows from Lemmas 20 and 21] that

{(—1ﬂiﬂ@HH1xJ§tJ;§, if B =1;
amgv B = «

0, if 8= 0.

Note that if vx; # 0, then fT = 0 and a,,,+1 = 0. If vy = 0, then one can show that
V¥ T B8

m1

—x1 = .= except the case where =1 and v € {z1,1"}.
Puttlng all the obtained equalities together we obtain the statement of the lemma. [

v*
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Lemma 24. Ifv e G, a € {0,1}, andi > 0, j and t are some integers, then

Tr(ppStp)opp ( Y (- e 7)
r=0
_ (_1)(j+a+1)(i+a+1)+(j+a)zv+t(j+zv+1)1 ® T + Vi jrap ® 2715,

Ty
where
(0, ift >0, a=0 and v € {xg, 1*};
(—1)IHI D) 2o if t >0 and either a =1 or v & {xy, 1*};
(C1H § (CIPEHIIZE ifE= 0 and v ¢ g0, 1°);
V;, jtow — § 1+l . a
’ (—1)rrd+ o if t =0 and either v =z, or a =0, v =1%;
r=1 ¢
( S (= 1)l (—1)@']'“) Lift=0,a=1andv=1".
\

r=1

Proof. Using Lemmas 200 and 21] one can show that if » < ¢, then
TT(/*LRStL>O-P,P<U X @ X $¢Z;T2jit) = Xi,r,j,t,a,v + Yv@',r,j,t,a,m

where

X - (—1)(”1)@“”1% ® 5121, if t = 0 and either v € {z,,1*} or r = 0;
e 0, otherwise,

and

Z7r7j 7t7a7/v

(_1)ji+(j+1)lv+t(i+j+lv)m% ® zi 150+, ifr=i—1and a=1;
— 1
0, otherwise.

Let now calculate

Tr(ppSty)opp(v @z @27) = 1@ pp(ty — prStrdrty)(7 v @ 2.2)
= 1@ upSty (tp(=70) @ (ari =" + (1) wlalf =)

One can show using Lemmas 20 and 21] that

1St (tp ()T @ 71E) = (—1)UHDEDHLHEHAD (1 _ o) iixzjlzj+1 V Zip it

«

where

(—1)j(i+l”)+1f}—§‘xgﬂz1, if t = 0 and either a« =1 or v # 1%
Zin‘ijt,(LU = (_1)j(i+1)+lmx37 ift=0,a=0and v=1%

0, otherwise.
If t > 0, then using the same lemmas one can also show that
prStr(tp(Z )z @i 1)) = (_1)(i+1)(t+1)+a+1 Viitaw ® 21z,

Putting all the obtained equalities together, we obtain the statement of the lemma. [
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Lemma 25. Ifv e G, a € {0,1}, and t < j are integers, then

TT(,LLRStL)O'p,P(U & At,jft)

(0, ifve{l,x};
(—1)7 Y (2120)" @ 2027, if v=ao(x120)", 0 < i < k — 1;
(1) 4 (=1)IEHDH) (2011 ) @ 2027, if v=m(zory)’, 1 <i <k —1;
= ¢ (=) UFDED (k — i + D)y (2071) 7 @ 2029
(1)U (k — §)ag(2120) " @ 2149, if v=(zoz1)", 1 <i <k
(_1)(j+1)(t+1)(k, _ ’i)ffo(ﬁffo)i*l ® 2197
+ (=)D (E — )2y (2021) 7 ® 2029, if v=(r1m0)", 1 <i< k-1

\

Proof. Let us introduce the notation ay a5 := ftrStL (Igzj_t_lév%* ® H%) Then

TT(,LLRStL)O'p,P<U & At,jft) =-1® Z <_1)jlu+t(lw+1)+ﬁau,w,a,5-

u,w € G,
o, B € {0,1}

It follows from Lemmas 20 and 2] that if @, 405 # 0, then x—v € {xg,27,1"}. Let us
consider each of the mentioned values separately.
1. If miv“’—* = x3, then one can show that v = u = w* = 3. Since in this case ™~ = 0
g u g
and a,, 3 can be nonzero only for 5 = a, we obtain a, 45 = 0.
2. If iv% = 27, then a, ,, o s can be nonzero only for § = 1. Then we have uv = wu # 0.

Since o # 0, we have wx; # 0 and o # 0. Suppose that 2t [, = [,. Then w = xo(xlxo)i
for some 0 <7 < k—1and u = w* = v*. In this case we have - 01 = (=1)/FD T2
and a,« 11 = 0.

Let now 2 | I, = l,. Then w = (:L‘lfL‘O)i for some 1 < ¢ < k—1and > = 0 for
a=0 Ifov= (a:lxo)i then u = (z120)’ for some 1 < j < k — i and we have Qywi1 =
(— 1)](t+1)+1x L If v = (zoz1)', then u = x1(wox,)’ for some 0 < j < k—i—1, and we
have @y w11 = ( 1)+ zfxl

3. If = ——1* thenwu——v#O Inthlscasewehavewxg#() 210, =10,+1,

then we have w = (xrps1) for some 1 < 7 < k — 1. Then we have either u = g,
v = zs(xs178)" or u = (zpTpe1) T v = xﬁ(:pﬁﬂxg)i. We have - # 0 only for a = 3 in

this case. Note also that %% = 0. Consequently, a, ., 33 can be nonzero only for g = 1.

Hence, we have to consider only the case where w = (z110)?, v = x1(zoz1)". Now we have
Az (w120)1,1,1 = A(z120)k—,(2120)7,1,1 — (—1)(j+1)t+1$1ﬂ$0($1$0)i_1

Let now 2 | I, = I, + 1. Then we have w = zg.q1(2xgxpy1) " for some 1 < i < k. In
this case -~ # 0 only for « = 8+ 1 and ay 4. can be nonzero only for g = 1, a = 0.
If v = (x120)" for some i < k, then u = (x120)’ for some 1 < j < k — i and we have
Qa1 = (1)U g 5 5i (2 20) L If v = (2071) for some i < k, then u = (v, for
some 0 < j < k —i and we have a, 01 = (—1)0 TV 2023 (2120) L

Putting all the obtained equalities together we obtain the statement of the lemma. [
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Lemma 26. Ifv e G, a € {0,1}, and j and t are some integers, then

T’I"(,MRStL)O'RP(’U X ? X F)

.

0, ifU:SL’Q,t>O;

(=17 @ e, if v =1, and eithert =0 or a = 1;
(=175 (221 ) @ mo, if v=zo(x1m0)", 1 <i<k—1andt > 0;
(—1)Jt+]+1((l’a$a+1) + (l’oH_lfL'a)i) ® E, va - xa(xa—l—lxa)i; 1 < [ < k—1

and eithert =0 or a = 1;
- <_1)(j+1)(t+1)(' — 1)x1(a:0x1)i_1 ® zozd

+(— 1)(3+1)t+1zx0(a:1:c0) ® w129, if v=(xor1)’, 1 <i< k, t >0
i((=1)7 " 2 (w1 ) @ woa?
—zo(2120)" ! @ 2127), if v=(xozr1)", 1 <i <k, t =0;
Z’((_1)(j+1)(t+1)x0<x1x0)i71 ® 2127

(=D gy (2021) 7! @ 02d) if v=(z1m0)", 0< i< k—1.

Proof. The case t = 0 is clear. Assume now that t > 0. Let us introduce the notation
Ay w,o,8 _,uRStL( Tzl t_w & wgat—t— ) Then

Tr(purStr)opp(v @ @ 27-1)
19 $ (_1)j(lu+lv+1)+t(lu+lw+lv+1)+5+1a%wﬂ’ﬁ’ if v #£ 1%

u,w € G
a, B e {0,1}

(L 1)+t (Lo +1 1 a1
1@ S (=1t ttlatlotDtbtly oo itv=1%
u,w € G
B € {0,1}

It follows from Lemmas and 211 that if a6 # 0, then twt € {xo, x5, 1%}, Let us
consider each of the mentioned values separately.

1. If ﬁw* = x,, then one can show that ©u = w* = x,. Since in this case ﬁ = 0 and
(yw,0,8 Can be nonzero only for f = a, we obtain a5 = 0.

2. 1f = w = zj, then a, 4 3 can be nonzero only for a = 1. In this case we have u = w,

- # 0. Ifﬁ#l, then%—O Now we have 1®auu11—( 1)t L @i € Tr(P).

If v = xg(x120)" for 0 < 7 < k — 1, then Ev_ =0forall u € G. If v = x1(xgxy)" for
0<i< k-1, then ig— = (a:lsco) for u = x4, l%:j— = (woz1)" for u = v, and o zj 0 for
all other u € G. Tf v = (zozy)’ for 1 < i <k, then 2% = zo(wy20)" " for u = 1 (2021)7,

0<j<i—1,and “Z = 0 for all other u € G, except the case i = k, u = (z110)7,
1 < j < k that does not occur. If v = (x12¢)" for 0 < i < k— 1, then % x—lv—* = xo(z170)" ! for
u=(z1m9)?, 1 < j <14, and “&f——()forallotherueG

3. If %w* = 1%, then w = = If = «, then % = 0. Hence, a,, = L 0,8 Can be nonzero
only for « = 1, § = 0. Now we have 1 ® Gy 210 = (=1t vy @ 0 € Tr(P).

T1TH V*
If v = zo(x120)" for 0 < 7 < k — 1, then ml“mv—:cl = (zor1)" for u = @120, @ > 0, and
xl“mv—xl = 0 for all other u€e G. If v=umx(rgr) for 0 <i < k—1, then xf;m v—xl =0
for all u € G. If v = (zox1)" for 1 < i < k, then P Wy = x1(wox1) ! for u = @1 (woz1 ),
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1<j<i—1, andmxv
1 < j < k that does not occur. If v = (x12¢)" for 0 < i < k
for u = (z120)7, 1 < j <4, and mlmov—xl =0 for all other S G

Putting all the obtained equalities together we obtain the statement of the lemma.

u

U* Yy = $1(!E0$1)2

Let us define the map Bp : Tr(P) — Tr(P[1]) by the following equalities:

Bp(l®a) =0 (a € B);

0, ingigk—l,ij;
Bp(2a(Tat12a) ®7) = 1 @ zas, ifi=0,2]1y7;
((xal‘a-{—l)i + (xoz—l—lxa)i) ®1'a77 if 1 < [ < k— 17 2 | ]a

BP((xaanrl)i ® Z_J) = (jk + i)((_1>jxa+1 (xaanrl)iil ® zaz? + xa<xa+1xa)i71 ® zat127)
(1<i<k—-1)

Bp(1*®@%7) = (j + Dk((=1)72) @ 202 + 2§ @ 212);
BP (xa—l—l(l‘axa—i—l)i ®5’3%717) =0 (O < i < k— 2)7

((—l)aJrl & mgflzj‘H, if 2 | b, 2 | jv
Bo(e, 0 77) - 0, 2] p 2t
(O 4 1) & T, 24 p

\
((p+1) @572, if 2| p, 2|7
0, if 2 | p, 217;

(=) @b, if 24 p, 2| 4
((J+p+1)@antT, if24p, 214

BP (xa ® xgj) =

Lx; = 0 for all other u € G except the case i = k, u = (r110)”,

1

O

((anrlxa) + (l’aanrl)i) & xﬁ+1zj, if 2 | P, 2 ‘ j,
BP (xa(xaHxQ) ®$pz1) = O if 2 | D, 2 T.]a
(J+

)((_1)j+1(xoz+1xa)i + (TaZay1)’ ) ® ke, if 2 1p;
(1<i<k—1);

(j+ 1)xa+1<xaxa+1)i_1 ®a8s0,  if 2| p;
BP((xaHxa)i ® $Z7) = 4 Ta+1 (1’al’a+1)i_1 ® 2827, if 24p, 2| 7;
0, if 24 p, 21 j;
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(=1 (] + D)2ag1 (Talarr) ™ @ ob20, if 2] p;
Bp((zaTat1)’ ® 2277) = { ~Tar1(TaZar1)™! @ 72, if21p, 2] J;
0, if 24 p, 21 J;
1<i<hk—1);

(=D +Dza @2zt 4+ (+p+ 1)a, @20, if 2] p, 2] 7;

" — ) -+ 1 Lo X xg_lzj+1 + —1 .T X x§+1zj if 2 , 2 ';
5ot 0 57) - ] U+ 1) (1) 9 587), £2]p. 21
—Ty @ 2B T2t + pat @ 2B, if 21 p, 2] J;
0, if21p, 217
Theorem 27. The map Bp induces the Connes’ differential on HH,(A).
Proof. Follows from Lemmas 20H26] O

Note that Hom4e(P,, A) = Homy(B,, A) = AdmxBrn — An+lWe choose this isomor-
phism in the following way. We send f € Homue(P,, A) to

E f(@)eg—i-om lf 2 T n,

p+2j=mn,
p>0,a€{0,1}

D+ Y fEE)e, i2]n

p+2j=mn,
p>0,ac {0,1}
Here ef € A" is such an element that 7} (e;) = 0 for j # i and 7}'(e;) = 1, where
A”Jrl — A (1 < j <n+1)is the canonical projection on the j-th component of the
dlrect sum. We 1dent1fy Hom e (P,, A) and AdmxBr by the just defined isomorphism.
Let us introduce some elements of Hom e (P, A) = @ AdimiBn,
n=0

o D1 = ToTy + T1T0, P = X, Py = xj and pg = 1* are elements of Hom (P, A) = A;

up = (20,0), u) = (0,21), uy = (1,0), uy = (0, 1) are elements of Hom4¢(Py, A) = A%

= (1,0,0), v; = (woxr1 — 7170,0,0), vo = (0,1,0), v5 = (0,0,1), v3 = (1*,0,0) are
elements of Hom 4e (P, A) = A3;

wy = (20,0,0,0), wy = (25,0,0,0), wh = (0,27,0,0) are elements of Hom (P35, A) =
A%

t =(1,0,0,0,0) is an elements of Hom 4. (P, A) = A®.

It is proved in [2, 3] that the algebra HH*(A) is generated by the cohomological classes
of the elements from X', where

{pl>p2>p,27p37u1aullau27u/2’v}7 lf Chark:2;
X = < A{p1, po, Py, up, uy, vy, 09, v, v, w1y, wo, wh, t}, if chark # 2, chark | k;
{p1, D2, Db, uy, U, vy, v, VY, T}, if chark # 2, chark 1 k.
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Note that our notation is essentially the same as the notation of [2], but slightly differs from
the notation of [3]. For the simplicity we denote the cohomological class of a € Hom e (P, A)
by a too.

It follows from the previous section that we can define the BV differential Dp : HH*(A) —
HH*(A) by the formula

Dp(f)(a) = 0Tr(f)Bp(v @ a)v’
for a € P. One can show that

) = Dp(v) = Dp(piv)

- ) = Dp(p1v1) = Dp(v2)
) = Dp(wi) = Dp(t) = Dp(pit)
= DP(U1t) = Dp(’l}gt) = DP(Uét) = DP(w1t) _ Dp(t2) — 0,

Dp(ur) = Dp(uy) =k, Dp(p1ur) = (k — 1)p1, Dp(pau) = pa, Dp(phur) = ph,

Dp(v3) = uy — u1, Dp(pav) = uy, Dp(pyv) = uz, Dp(psv) = w1 + ui,
Dp(uiuy) = k(u} — uy), Dp(ujug) = kug, Dp(uyjuy) = kul, Dp(ws) = v,
Dp(wy) = —vh, Dp(ugvy) = (2k — 1)vy, Dp(ugve) = (k + 2)va, Dp(uqvy) = kuy,
Dp(ujvy) = kvy, Dp(ujvy) = (k + 2)vh, Dp(vqvz) = 3ws, Dp(vyvs) = 3wy,
Dp(uit) = Dp(ult) = 3kt, Dp(vows) = v3, Dp(vhwh) = —(v5)?,

Dp(vst) = 3(u) — up)t, Dp(wat) = 3vgt, Dp(wht) = 3vht.

We use here the results of [2, [3]. In particular, we use the formulas for some products in
HH*(A) and the description of some coboundaries. Alternatively, one can use the formula
f— 9= (f ®g)Sn, and Lemmas 20 and 2] to compute products in HH*(A). Note also
that in each of the formulas above we assume that all the elements included in the formula
lie in X. For example, if v appears in some equality, then this equality holds for chark = 2,
but doesn’t have to hold for chark # 2. We also have Dp(a) = 0 for all a € HH°(A). Now
it is not hard to recover the Gerstenhaber bracket and the rest of the BV differential on the
Hochschild cohomology of A using relations between the generators of HH*(A) described in
[2, B] and the graded Leibniz rule for the Gerstenhaber bracket and the cup product.

Remark 3. We think that the Gerstenhaber bracket and even the BV differential on HH*(A)
can be computed in some simpler way using different tricks. But the aim of this example is
to show that our formulas are reasonable for a direct application.
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