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A note on the bicategory of Landau-Ginzburg

models (LGK)

Yves Baudelaire Fomatatia*

Abstract

The bicategory of Landau-Ginzburg models denoted by LGK possesses adjoints and this

helps in explaining a certain duality that exists in the setting of Landau-Ginzburg models

in terms of some specified relations. The construction of LGK is reminiscent of, but more

complex than, the construction of the bicategory of associative algebras and bimodules.

In this paper, we review this complex but very inspiring construction in order to expose it

more to pure mathematicians. In particular, we spend some time explaining the intricate

construction of unit morphisms in this bicategory from a new vantage point. Besides, we

briefly discuss how this bicategory could be constructed in more than one way using the

variants of the Yoshino tensor product. Furthermore, without resorting to Atiyah classes,

we prove that the left and right unitors in this bicategory have direct right inverses but do

not have direct left inverses.

Keywords. Bicategory of Landau-Ginzburg models, Matrix factorizations, tensor prod-

uct, polynomials.
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1 Introduction

A Landau-Ginzburg model is a model in solid state physics for superconductivity. Super-

conductivity is a quantum mechanical phenomenon of exactly zero electrical resistance

and expulsion of magnetic flux field occurring in superconductors when cooled below

their critical temperature (i.e., a temperature at and above which their vapor cannot be

liquefied no matter how much pressure is applied). Some excellent textbooks and papers

giving a detailed account on superconductivity are [22] and [19].

Landau-Ginzburg models play a significant role in several areas of pure mathematics and

mathematical physics including singularity theory, representation theory, and conformal

or topological field theory. The connection between these areas motivates the study of

Landau-Ginzburg models. In [5], it is explained how Landau-Ginzburg models give rise

to a bicategory with adjoints (also called duals) and the structure maps in this bicategory

are described, which include the units and counits of adjunction in terms of basic invari-

ants called Atiyah classes (section 3 of [5]). The authors of [5] studied this bicategory of
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Landau-Ginzburg models and showed that the bicategorical perspective offers a certain

unified approach to Landau-Ginzburg models. They used Atiyah classes to prove that the

unitors in this bicategory have homotopy inverses .

In this paper, we elucidate the intricate construction of the unit morphisms and without

resorting to Atiyah classes, we prove that the unitors have direct right inverses. Unfor-

tunately, they do not have direct left inverses. As described in [5], this bicategory has

potentials (definition 2.4 of [5]) as objects and matrix factorizations as 1−morphisms.

But, unlike [5] we do not restrict ourselves to potentials which are polynomials satisfying

some conditions (definition 2.4 p.8 of [5] )1. Potentials have many applications in quan-

tum algebra [16] and mathematical physics [5]. It turns out that the authors of [5] used

potentials to suit their purposes because even if we take the objects of LGK to be poly-

nomials rather than potentials and then apply the construction of LGK given in [5], we

obtain virtually the same bicategory except that we now have more objects. Moreover, in

this new category whose objects are polynomials (without restrictions), the unit construc-

tion of the bicategory of Landau-Ginzburg models is done the same way. Therefore, in

our presentation, the objects of LGK are polynomials in general.

The composition of 1−morphisms in LGK is done using the Yoshino tensor product of

matrix factorizations. We are going to observe that in place of this product, any of its

variants could also be used thereby yielding variants of the bicategory LGK .

In the next section, we give a short note on linear factorizations and in section 3, the

construction of LGK is reviewed.

Except otherwise stated, R = K[x] where x = x1, · · · , xn and K is a commutative ring with

unity.

2 Matrix factorizations and the Yoshino tensor product

In this section, we set the stage for the review of the bicategoryLGK (cf. section 3). First,

we give some useful definitions and make some observations. Next, we recall Yoshino

tensor product of matrix factorizations and its variants. We also recall the notion of ho-

motopic linear factorizations. In the third subsection, we briefly discuss factorizations of

finite rank. Finally, in the last subsection we revisit the tensor product of matrix factor-

izations. In fact, after recalling two different ways in which a matrix factorization can be

defined, we show how the Yoshino tensor product can be used on matrix factorizations of

two polynomials to produce a matrix factorization of their sum.

2.1 Some definitions and observations

Definition 2.1. (p.8 of [5]) Linear factorization

A linear factorization of f ∈ R is a Z2−graded R−module X = X0 ⊕ X1 together with an

odd (i.e., grade reversing) R−linear endomorphism d : X −→ X such that d2 = f · idX.

f · idX stands for the endomorphism x 7→ f · x, ∀x ∈ X.

d is called a twisted differential in [4]. d is actually a pair of maps (d0, d1) that we may

1For an earlier reference, see section 3 p.17-18 of [16].
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depict as follows:

X0 d0
// X1 d1

// X0

such that d0 ◦ d1 = f · idX1 and d1 ◦ d0 = f · idX0.

Example 2.1. Keeping to the notations of definition 2.1, let R = C[x] consider f = x3 ∈ R.

Then take X to be the Z2-graded C[x]-module C[x] ⊕ C[x]. Then define d : X → X as

follows:

X0 M
// X1 M

// X0

where some of the choices for M are the following:

M =

[
0 x

x2 0

]

or

M =

[
0 1

x3 0

]

Here, d0 = d1 and M is the matrix corresponding to the R-linear endomorphism d0. In

general, if f = xn, then we can take M to be

Mq =

[
0 xq

xn−q 0

]

Clearly d2 = f · idX.

Remark 2.1. If X is a free R−module, then the pair (X, d) is called a matrix factorization.

If M0 and M1 are respectively matrices of the R−linear endomorphisms d0 and d1, then

the pair (M0, M1) would be a matrix factorization of f according to definition 2.1 of [12].

Eisenbud [10] was the first to introduce the notion of matrix factorizations. He related

them to maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules (cf. ( Chap. 7 of [24]), [20]).

The original definition of a matrix factorization given by Eisenbud (p.15 of [10]) is as

follows: a matrix factorization of an element f in a ring R (with unity) is an ordered pair

of maps of free R−modules φ : F → G and ψ : G → F s.t., φψ = f · 1G and ψφ = f · 1F.

From this definition of Eisenbud, it is clear that to obtain a linear factorization from a

matrix factorization, we need to have F and G represent respectively the even and the odd

components of a Z2−graded R−module X such that φ and ψ are grade reversing maps.

Just like in [5], in this section, we will often refer to a matrix factorization (X, dX) by X

without mentioning the differential dX.

Given a basis for X, it is sometimes more convenient to identify dX with its associated

block matrix

dX =

(
0 d1

X

d0
X

0

)

Two remarkable operations can be carried out on matrix factorizations, namely direct

sum and tensor product. The direct sum of two matrix factorizations X and Y is defined

in the obvious way:

(X ⊕ Y)i = Xi ⊕ Y i and di
X⊕Y = di

X + di
Y

As for the operation of tensor product it is presented in the following subsection.
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2.2 Yoshino’s tensor product of matrix factorization and its variants

Here, we recall the Yoshino tensor product of matrix factorization and its variants. First,

the definition of the category of matrix factorization of a power series is recalled.

Definition 2.2. [23]

An n × n matrix factorization of a power series f ∈ R is a pair of n × n matrices (φ, ψ)

such that φψ = ψφ = f In, where In is the n × n identity matrix and the coefficients of φ
and of ψ are taken from R.

Also recall (§1 of [23]) the definition of the category of matrix factorizations of a

power series f ∈ R = K[[x]] := K[[x1, · · · , xn]] denoted by MF(R, f ) or MFR( f ), (or

even MF( f ) when there is no risk of confusion):

• The objects are the matrix factorizations of f .

• Given two matrix factorizations of f ; (φ1, ψ1) and (φ2, ψ2) respectively of sizes n1 and

n2, a morphism from (φ1, ψ1) to (φ2, ψ2) is a pair of matrices (α, β) each of size n2 × n1

which makes the following diagram commute [23]:

K[[x]]n1
ψ1

//

α

��

K[[x]]n1

β

��

φ1
// K[[x]]n1

α

��

K[[x]]n2
ψ2

// K[[x]]n2
φ2

// K[[x]]n2

That is, 
αφ1 = φ2β

ψ2α = βψ1

More details on this category are found in chapter 2 of [12].

Definition 2.3. [23] Let X = (φ, ψ) be an n × n matrix factorization of f ∈ R and X′ =

(φ′, ψ′) an m × m matrix factorization of g ∈ S . These matrices can be considered as

matrices over L = K[[x, y]] and the tensor product X⊗̂X′ is given by

(

[
φ ⊗ 1m 1n ⊗ φ

′

−1n ⊗ ψ
′ ψ ⊗ 1m

]
,

[
ψ ⊗ 1m −1n ⊗ φ

′

1n ⊗ ψ
′ φ ⊗ 1m

]
)

where each component is an endomorphism on Ln ⊗ Lm.

X⊗̂X′ is in fact an object of MFL( f + g) of size 2nm.

Remark 2.2. When n = 1, we get a 1 × 1 matrix factorization of f , i.e., f = [g][h] which

is simply a factorization of f in the classical sense. But in case f is not reducible, this is

not interesting, that is why we will mostly consider n > 1.

Variants of Yoshino’s tensor product of matrix factorizations

Definition 2.4. [13] Let X = (φ, ψ) be an n × n matrix factorization of f ∈ R and X′ =

(φ′, ψ′) an m × m matrix factorization of g ∈ S . These matrices can be considered as

matrices over L = K[[x, y]] and the tensor products X⊗̂
′
X′, X⊗̂

′′
X′ and X⊗̂

′′′
X′ are
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respectively given by

(

[
1n ⊗ φ

′ ψ ⊗ 1m

φ ⊗ 1m −1n ⊗ ψ
′

]
,

[
1n ⊗ ψ

′ ψ ⊗ 1m

φ ⊗ 1m −1n ⊗ φ
′

]
),

(

[
ψ ⊗ 1m −1n ⊗ ψ

′

1n ⊗ φ
′ φ ⊗ 1m

]
,

[
φ ⊗ 1m 1n ⊗ ψ

′

−1n ⊗ φ
′ ψ ⊗ 1m

]
) and

(

[
−1n ⊗ ψ

′ φ ⊗ 1m

ψ ⊗ 1m 1n ⊗ φ
′

]
,

[
−1n ⊗ φ

′ φ ⊗ 1m

ψ ⊗ 1m 1n ⊗ ψ
′

]
)

where each component is an endomorphism on Ln ⊗L Lm.

X⊗̂
′
X′, X⊗̂

′′
X′ and X⊗̂

′′′
X′ are in fact objects of MFL( f + g), each of size 2nm. These

objects are mutually distinct.

Definition 2.5. [13] ⊗̂
′
, ⊗̂
′′

and ⊗̂
′′′

are respectively called the first, second and third

variant of the Yoshino tensor product.

Proposition 2.1. [13] ⊗̂
′
, ⊗̂
′′

and ⊗̂
′′′

are functorial operations.

Definition 2.6. (p.9 [5]) Morphism of linear factorizations

A morphism of linear factorizations (X, dX) and (Y, dY) is an even (i.e., a grade preserv-

ing) R−linear map φ : X −→ Y such that dYφ = φdX.

Concretely (see page 19 of [16]), φ is a pair of maps X0 φ0

// Y0 and X1 φ1

// Y1

such that the following diagram commutes:

X0
d0

X
//

φ0

��

X1

φ1

��

d1
X

// X0

φ0

��

Y0
d0

Y
// Y1

d1
Y

// Y0

Remark 2.3. The family of R−linear maps HomR(X, Y) between two linear factorizations

X and Y is an R−module with action r(φ0, φ1) = (rφ0, rφ1), r ∈ R.

Since X and Y are linear factorizations of f ∈ R, they are Z2−graded modules, thus we

can write X = X0 ⊕ X1 and Y = Y0 ⊕ Y1. Hence maps in HomR(X, Y) are of degree one or

zero. Thus, we can write HomR(X, Y) = Hom1
R(X, Y) ⊕ Hom0

R
(X, Y).

Proposition 2.2. Let X and Y be two linear factorizations of an element f ∈ R. Then

HomR(X, Y) is a Z2−graded complex with differential

d : φ 7→ dY ◦ φ − (−1)|φ|φ ◦ dX

where |φ| is the degree of the map φ.

N.B. we will drop the R in HomR(X, Y) for ease of notation.

Proof. see Prop. 5.1 of [12].

�
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One of the main goals of this paper is to review the construction of the bicategory

LGK and in particular to elucidate the intricate construction of the unit in this bicategory.

To that end, we need more ingredients. Besides the notion of tensor products of matrix

factorizations we will need the notion of homotopy between linear factorizations.

Notations 2.1. Let R be a commutative ring and f ∈ R. We will write F(R, f ) for the

category whose objects are linear factorizations of f and morphisms are homomorphisms

of linear factorizations.

Definition 2.7. (p.9 [5]) homotopic linear factorizations

Let (X, dX) and (Y, dY) be linear factorizations. Two morphisms ϕ, ψ : X −→ Y are homo-

topic if there exists an odd R−linear map λ : X −→ Y such that dYλ + λdX = ψ − ϕ.

More precisely, the following diagram commutes:

X1
dX

//

ψ−φ

��

X0

λ0

||②②
②
②
②
②
②
②
②
②
②
②
②
②
②

ψ−φ

��

dX
// X1

λ1

||②②
②
②
②
②
②
②
②
②
②
②
②
②
②

ψ−φ †

��

Y1
dY

// Y0
dY

// Y1

i.e.,

dY ◦ λ0 + λ1 ◦ dX = ψ − φ

Recall that given a category C, a congruence relation R on C, is an equivalence relation

RXY on HomC(X, Y) for objects X, Y s.t. the equivalence relations are compatible with

composition. Moreover, we know that given a congruence relation R on C, we can define

the quotient category C/R whose objects are those of C but morphisms are equivalence

classes of morphisms in C. Composition of morphisms in C/R is well defined since R is

a congruence relation.

It is easy to see that equality up to homotopy is an equivalence relation. This relation

is compatible with composition and so one can form the quotient category denoted by

HF(R, f ) in [5].

When defining a matrix factorization in the previous section, we did not talk about the

rank of a matrix factorization, it is time to do so.

2.3 A glimpse of factorizations of finite rank

This subsection mostly relies on work done in [16] (p.18, 20) and [5]). It is reproduced

here for the sake of completeness.

If X is a matrix factorization, then it is not always the case that the ranks of the R−modules

X0 and X1 be finite. This notion of finiteness of the rank of a matrix factorization was

crucial in the study of Morita contexts in the bicategory LGK [11].

Definition 2.8. We say that a matrix factorization is of finite rank if its underlying free

R-module is of finite rank.

Given a basis for the R-module X = X0⊕X1, the differential dX is sometimes identified

with the matrix

dX =

(
0 d1

X

d0
X

0

)

6



Thus,

d2
X =

(
0 d1

X

d0
X

0

) (
0 d1

X

d0
X

0

)
=

(
d1

X
d0

X
0

0 d0
X
d1

X

)
=

(
f · idX0 0

0 f · idX1

)
= f

(
idX0 0

0 idX1

)

So, d2
X
= f Id where Id =

(
idX0 0

0 idX1

)
.

Notations 2.2. We keep the following notations used in [5]:

• As alluded above, HF(R, f ) denotes the category of linear factorizations of f ∈ R mod-

ulo homotopy.

•We also denote by HMF(R, f ) its full subcategory of matrix factorizations.

• Furthermore, we write hm f (R, f ) for the full subcategory of finite rank matrix factor-

izations, viz. the matrix factorizations whose underlying R-module is free of finite rank.

Recall that the category of matrix factorizations of f is denoted MF(R, f ) (or sometimes

simply denoted by MF( f ) when there is no risk of confusion).

HomHMF(R, f )(X, Y) = HomMF(R, f )(X, Y)/{Null − homotopic maps}

A null-homotopic map is a map that is homotopic to the zero map. MF(R, f ) is additive

and R−linear (p.19 [16])2.

If we choose bases in the free R−modules X0 and X1, then we can write the maps d0
X

and d1
X as m × m matrices D0

X
and D1

X with coefficients in R. These matrices satisfy the

equalities:

D0
XD1

X = f · Id, D1
XD0

X = f · Id

where Id stands for the identity m × m matrix. Alternatively, we can describe this factor-

ization by a 2m × 2m matrix with off-diagonal blocks D0 and D1:

D =

(
0 D1

D0 0

)
D2 = f · Id, or written simply D2 = f Id,

where we dropped the subscripts on D for ease of notation. The Id in the last equality

above is the identity matrix of size 2m.

Matrix description of objects in hm f (R, f ) extends to infinite rank factorizations. Matrices

D0 and D1 then have infinite rank, but each of their columns has only finitely many non-

zero entries. If factorizations X and Y are written in matrix form, X = (D0
X
,D1

X
) and

Y = (D0
Y
,D1

Y), then a homomorphism g : X −→ Y is a pair of matrices (G0,G1) such that

G1D0
X
= D0

Y
G0 and G0D1

X
= D1

Y
G1.

Remark 2.4. The two equations G1D0
X
= D0

Y
G0 and G0D1

X = D1
YG1 are equivalent (p.20

[16], p.174 [17]). We give a proof of the equivalence here.

2In [16], the author writes MFall
f

instead of MF(R, f )
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G0D1
X = D1

YG1 ⇒ G0D1
XD0

X = D1
YG1D0

X

⇒ D0
YG0D1

XD0
X = D0

Y D1
YG1D0

X

⇒ D0
YG0 f · Id = f · IdG1D0

X

⇒ f · D0
YG0Id = f · IdG1D0

X

⇒ f · IdD0
YG0 = f · IdG1D0

X since D0
YG0Id = IdD0

YG0

⇒ ( f · Id)(D0
YG0 −G1D0

X) = 0

⇒ D0
YG0 = G1D0

X as desired.

The third implication above holds because D1
X

D0
X
= f · Id = D0

Y
D1

Y
. The fourth holds

because f ∈ R and so can be moved across matrices. The last implication is true because

here f is an arbitrary element of R and f · Id cannot be zero for all f . Similarly, one can

show that D0
Y
G0 = G1D0

X
⇒ G0D1

X
= D1

Y
G1. Hence the equivalence holds.

2.4 Tensor Products of Matrix Factorizations (Revisited)

In this subsection, we show how to use the Yoshino tensor product of matrix factorizations

to produce a factorization of sum of two polynomials when their respective factorizations

are given in the form (X, dX) as defined in Definition 2.1. In addition, we show that variants

of the Yoshino tensor product can be used to produce new factorizations which all differ

at the level of their differentials. We explain how to obtain these differentials. This ex-

planation helps understand how the composition of 1−morphisms in the bicategory LGK

could be performed using variants of the Yoshino tensor product. As discussed in section

3, this gives rise to variants of LGK .

The notion of tensor product of matrix factorizations first appeared in Yoshino’s paper

[23]. Recall that Yoshino [23] defines an n × n matrix factorization of a polynomial f to

be a pair of matrices (P,Q) such that PQ = f · In (see definition 2.2).

N.B. Though Yoshino’s tensor product is written with a hat, henceforth we will sometimes

drop the hat of ⊗̂ and simply write ⊗ for ease of notation whenever there will be no risk

of confusion. Likewise, we will also sometimes write its three variants without their hats

⊗′, ⊗′′ and ⊗′′′.

Section 2 of [5] gives another definition of matrix factorizations in terms of Z2-graded free

modules. In fact, a matrix factorization of f ∈ R = K[x1, · · · , xn] can also be defined as a

Z2−graded free R−module X = X0⊕X1 together with an odd R−linear endomorphism also

called differential map, dX s.t. d2
X = f · 1X (cf. section 2 of [5]). Thus, if we consider the

pair of matrices representing the (even and odd) components of such a differential map,

we recover the definition of a matrix factorization of f as earlier recalled (cf. definition

2.2).

Henceforth in this paper, we will often simply write ”factorization(s)” in place of ”matrix

factorization(s)”.

We are soon going to recall (cf. section 3) that a 1−morphism in the bicategory LGK is

a factorization of the difference of two polynomials. It is important to recall that the def-

inition of matrix factorization used in [5] is the one given in section 2 of [5], i.e., a pair

(X, dX) where X is a graded module and dX is the differential map as explained above. We

saw in definition 2.4 how to construct a factorization of the sum of two polynomials from

8



their respective factorizations. But also remark that in definition 2.4, the factorizations are

given as pairs of matrices and not in the form (X, dX) as defined in [5].

So, the question is: how do we use the Yoshino tensor product on say (X, dX) (a factoriza-

tion of f ) and (Y, dY ) (a factorization of g) to produce a factorization, say (Z, dZ), of f +g?

Such details are not given in [5]. These details are important to have a better understand-

ing of the composition of 1−morphisms in the bicategory of Landau Ginzburg models.

In this subsection, we explain how it is done. To that end, we need to prove lemma 2.1 be-

low, which actually shows how to produce a factorization of the sum of two polynomials

from their respective factorizations, when the factorizations are defined as pairs (X, dX) as

earlier explained.

Furthermore, using the variants of the Yoshino tensor product (one at a time), we also

show how to produce a factorization of the sum of two polynomials from their respective

factorizations, when the factorizations are defined as pairs (X, dX).

Let R, T and S be commutative K−algebras with f ∈ R = K[x] and g ∈ S = K[y]. Let

(X, dX) be a factorization of f ∈ K[x] and (Y, dY) be a factorization of g ∈ K[y], where we

assume that X is an R−S−bimodule and Y is an S −T−bimodule. If we use the same nota-

tion for a map and the matrix representing it (precisely for dX and dY), then, we can use the

Yoshino tensor product to define a new factorization (X, dX)⊗̂(Y, dY) := (X ⊗ Y, dX⊗Y = D)

as follows:

(X ⊗ Y)0 = (X0 ⊗ Y0) ⊕ (X1 ⊗ Y1) (X ⊗ Y)1 = (X0 ⊗ Y1) ⊕ (X1 ⊗ Y0)

where the tensor product between the components of X and Y is taken over S . The matrix

D of the differential is obtained as follows: Observe that looking at the matrices repre-

senting the Yoshino tensor product of matrix factorizations, and mindful of the fact that

(φ, ψ) and (φ′, ψ′) in that definition are actually represented here by (d0
X
, d1

X
) and (d0

Y
, d1

Y
),

if we write D = (D0,D1) the matrix representing the map dX⊗Y , then, we can write:

D1 =

(
d1

X
⊗ idY1 −idX0 ⊗ d0

Y

idX1 ⊗ d1
Y

d0
X
⊗ idY0

)
D0 =

(
d0

X
⊗ idY1 idX1 ⊗ d0

Y

−idX0 ⊗ d1
Y

d1
X
⊗ idY0

)

where we used the same notation for a matrix and its map. In fact, for i ∈ {0, 1}, di
Y

and

di
X

are respectively the matrices of the maps di
Y

: Y i → Y i+1 and di
X

: Xi → Xi+1. Likewise

idY i and idXi are the matrices of the corresponding identity maps.

In the sequel, we will denote the units of R and S by 1R and 1S respectively.

Lemma 2.1. (X⊗Y,D) as defined above, determines an object of MF(R⊗S , f ⊗1S +1R⊗g)

Proof. We need to verify that (X ⊗ Y,D) is a factorization of f ⊗ 1S + 1R ⊗ g ∈ R ⊗ S . Let

h = f ⊗ 1S + 1R ⊗ g ∈ R ⊗ S .

Before proceeding with the proof of this lemma, recall what we saw immediately after

definition 2.8, namely that for a matrix factorization X = X0 ⊕X1, its differential dX could

be viewed as a matrix (that we still denote by dX) and the condition to be fulfilled should

then be d2
X = f · Id. Now that we have the module

X ⊗ Y = (X0 ⊗ Y0) ⊕ (X1 ⊗ Y1) ⊕ (X0 ⊗ Y1) ⊕ (X1 ⊗ Y0).

In order to prove the lemma, we will need to prove that D2 = h · Id.

We know that:

D2 =

(
0 D1

D0 0

) (
0 D1

D0 0

)
=

(
D1D0 0

0 D0D1

)
.
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In the sequel, we are going to implicitly use the mixed-product property (cf. Lemma

4.2.10 of [14]) of the tensor product.

Lemma 2.2. (cf. Lemma 4.2.10 of [14])

If A, B,C and D are matrices of such size that one can form the matrix products AC and

BD, then the product of two tensor products yields another tensor product (A⊗B)(C⊗D) =

AC ⊗ BD.

D1D0 =

(
d1

X
⊗ idY1 −idX0 ⊗ d0

Y

idX1 ⊗ d1
Y

d0
X
⊗ idY0

) (
d0

X
⊗ idY1 idX1 ⊗ d0

Y

−idX0 ⊗ d1
Y

d1
X
⊗ idY0

)

=

(
d1

X
d0

X
⊗ idY1idY1 + idX0idX0 ⊗ d0

Y
d1

Y
d1

X
idX1 ⊗ idY1d0

Y
− idX0d1

X
⊗ d0

Y
idY0

idX1d0
X
⊗ d1

Y idY1 − d0
X
idX0 ⊗ idY0d1

Y idX1idX1 ⊗ d1
Yd0

Y
+ d0

X
d1

X ⊗ idY0idY0

)

=

(
f · idX0 ⊗ idY1 + idX0 ⊗ g · idY1 d1

X ⊗ d0
Y
− d1

X ⊗ d0
Y

d0
X
⊗ d1

Y
− d0

X
⊗ d1

Y
idX1 ⊗ g · idY0 + f · idX1 ⊗ idY0

)

=

(
f · idX0 ⊗ idY1 + idX0 ⊗ g · idY1 0

0 idX1 ⊗ g · idY0 + f · idX1 ⊗ idY0

)

=

(
( f ⊗ 1S ) · (idX0 ⊗ idY1) + (1R ⊗ g) · (idX0 ⊗ idY1) 0

0 (1R ⊗ g) · (idX1 ⊗ idY0) + ( f ⊗ 1S ) · (idX1 ⊗ idY0)

)

=

(
( f ⊗ 1S + 1R ⊗ g) · (idX0 ⊗ idY1) 0

0 ( f ⊗ 1S + 1R ⊗ g) · (idX1 ⊗ idY0)

)

= ( f ⊗ 1S + 1R ⊗ g) ·

(
idX0⊗Y1 0

0 idX1⊗Y0

)

= h ·

(
idX0⊗Y1 0

0 idX1⊗Y0

)
... (i)

D0D1 =

(
d0

X
⊗ idY1 idX1 ⊗ d0

Y

−idX0 ⊗ d1
Y

d1
X
⊗ idY0

) (
d1

X ⊗ idY1 −idX0 ⊗ d0
Y

idX1 ⊗ d1
Y

d0
X
⊗ idY0

)

=

(
d0

X
d1

X
⊗ idY1idY1 + idX1idX1 ⊗ d0

Y
d1

Y
−d0

X
idX0 ⊗ idY1d0

Y
+ idX1d0

X
⊗ d0

Y
idY0

−idX0d1
X ⊗ d1

Y idY1 + d1
XidX1 ⊗ idY0d1

Y idX0idX0 ⊗ d1
Yd0

Y
+ d1

Xd0
X
⊗ idY0idY0

)

=

(
f · idX1 ⊗ idY1 + idX1 ⊗ g · idY1 −d0

X
⊗ d0

Y
+ d0

X
⊗ d0

Y

−d1
X
⊗ d1

Y
+ d1

X
⊗ d1

Y
idX0 ⊗ g · idY0 + f · idX0 ⊗ idY0

)

=

(
f · idX1 ⊗ idY1 + idX1 ⊗ g · idY1 0

0 idX0 ⊗ g · idY0 + f · idX0 ⊗ idY0

)

=

(
( f ⊗ 1S ) · (idX1 ⊗ idY1) + (1R ⊗ g) · (idX1 ⊗ idY1) 0

0 (1R ⊗ g) · (idX0 ⊗ idY0) + ( f ⊗ 1S ) · (idX0 ⊗ idY0)

)

=

(
( f ⊗ 1S + 1R ⊗ g) · (idX1 ⊗ idY1) 0

0 ( f ⊗ 1S + 1R ⊗ g) · (idX0 ⊗ idY0)

)
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= ( f ⊗ 1S + 1R ⊗ g) ·

(
idX1⊗Y1 0

0 idX0⊗Y0

)

= h ·

(
idX1⊗Y1 0

0 idX0⊗Y0

)
... (ii)

Hence, putting (i) and (ii) together, we get the desired result, that is;

D2 =

(
0 D1

D0 0

) (
0 D1

D0 0

)
=

(
D1D0 0

0 D0D1

)
= h·



idX0⊗Y1 0 0 0

0 idX1⊗Y0 0 0

0 0 idX1⊗Y1

0 0 0 idX0⊗Y0


= h·Id

�

Keeping the notations above, we can use any of the three variants of the Yoshino tensor

product to define new factorizations which differ at the level of their differentials. Thus

for the first variant we have: (X, dX) ⊗′ (Y, dY) := (X ⊗′ Y, dX⊗′Y = D) and

(X ⊗′ Y)0 = (X0 ⊗ Y0) ⊕ (X1 ⊗ Y1) (X ⊗′ Y)1 = (X0 ⊗ Y1) ⊕ (X1 ⊗ Y0)

where the tensor product between the components of X and Y is taken over S . The matrix

D = (D0,D1) of the differential is obtained as follows:

D0 is obtained by ”rotating” D0 anticlockwise once, while D1 is obtained by ”rotating”

D1 clockwise once. Thus:

D1 =

(
idX1 ⊗ d1

Y d1
X ⊗ idY1

d0
X
⊗ idY0 −idX0 ⊗ d0

Y

)
D0 =

(
idX1 ⊗ d0

Y
d1

X ⊗ idY0

d0
X
⊗ idY1 −idX0 ⊗ d1

Y

)

where we used the same notation for a matrix and its map as done in the case of the

Yoshino tensor product above.

Analogously, for the second variant, the matrix D = (D0,D1) of the differential is obtained

as follows:

D0 is obtained by ”rotating” D0 anticlockwise twice, while D1 is obtained by ”rotating”

D1 clockwise twice. Thus:

D1 =

(
d0

X
⊗ idY0 idX1 ⊗ d1

Y

−idX0 ⊗ d0
Y

d1
X
⊗ idY1

)
D0 =

(
d1

X ⊗ idY0 −idX0 ⊗ d1
Y

idX1 ⊗ d0
Y

d0
X
⊗ idY1

)

where we used the same notation for a matrix and its map.

We omit the case of the third variant, because it is analogously obtained. In fact, to find

the matrix of the differential, it suffices to ”rotate” three times D0 anticlockwise and D1

clockwise.

An analogue of Lemma 2.1 can now be stated for each of the three variants. We do it

only for the second variant since the other ones are proved similarly.

Lemma 2.3. (X⊗′′Y,D) as defined above, determines an object of MF(R⊗S , f⊗1S+1R⊗g)

Proof. (A sketch)

11



We need to prove that D2 = h · Id, where h = f ⊗ 1S + 1R ⊗ g ∈ R ⊗ S .

We know that:

D2 =


0 D1

D0 0




0 D1

D0 0

 =

D1D0 0

0 D0D1

 .

In the sequel, we are going to implicitly use the mixed-product property (cf. Lemma

4.2.10 in [14]) of the tensor product.

D0D1 =

(
d1

X ⊗ idY0 −idX0 ⊗ d1
Y

idX1 ⊗ d0
Y

d0
X
⊗ idY1

) (
d0

X
⊗ idY0 idX1 ⊗ d1

Y

−idX0 ⊗ d0
Y

d1
X ⊗ idY1

)

=

(
d1

X
d0

X
⊗ idY0 + idX0 ⊗ d1

Y
d0

Y
0

0 idX1 ⊗ d0
Y
d1

Y + d0
X
d1

X ⊗ idY1

)

=

(
f · idX0 ⊗ idY0 + idX0 ⊗ g · idY0 0

0 idX1 ⊗ g · idY1 + f · idX1 ⊗ idY1

)

= ( f ⊗ 1S + 1R ⊗ g) ·

(
idX0⊗Y0 0

0 idX1⊗Y1

)

= h ·

(
idX0⊗Y0 0

0 idX1⊗Y1

)
... (i)

D1D0 =

(
d0

X
d1

X
⊗ idY0 + idX1 ⊗ d1

Y
d0

Y
0

0 idX0 ⊗ d0
Y
d1

Y
+ d1

X
d0

X
⊗ idY1

)

=

(
f · idX1 ⊗ idY0 + idX1 ⊗ g · idY0 0

0 idX0 ⊗ g · idY1 + f · idX0 ⊗ idY1

)

= h ·

(
idX1⊗Y0 0

0 idX0⊗Y1

)
... (ii)

Hence, putting (i) and (ii) together, we get the desired result, that is;

D2 =


0 D1

D0 0




0 D1

D0 0

 =

D1D0 0

0 D0D1

 = h·



idX1⊗Y0 0 0 0

0 idX0⊗Y1 0 0

0 0 idX0⊗Y0

0 0 0 idX1⊗Y1


= h·Id

�

The case of the first and third variant are proved similarly. But it is important to note

that in these two cases one needs to observe (thanks to the discussion preceding lemma

2.1) that the identity matrices idX0 and idX1 are of the same size. The same holds for idY0

and idY1 .

We will soon allude to this subsection 2.4 when defining the composition of 1−morphisms

in LGK which are matrix factorizations. In fact, we will observe that instead of using the

Yoshino tensor product as done in [5] to define the composition of two matrix factoriza-

tions, we could also use any of its three variants as discussed above. This will naturally

give rise to three variants of LGK .

The following properties are proved in [23] and the tensor product here is the Yoshino

tensor product.
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Lemma 2.4. (section 2 of [23])

• If h : (X, d) −→ (Y, d′) is a morphism of factorizations of f ∈ R and (Z, d”) is

a factorization of g ∈ S , then there is an evident morphism of factorizations h ⊗

Z. Likewise, if r : (T, d1) −→ (L, d′
1
) is a morphism of factorizations of g ∈ S

and (Z1, d1”) is a factorization of f ∈ R, then there is an evident morphism of

factorizations Z1 ⊗ r.

• Let (X, d) be a factorization of f and (Y, d′) be a factorization of g. Then there is an

isomorphism X ⊗ Y � Y ⊗ X.

• There is an isomorphism of factorizations (X ⊗ Y) ⊗ Z � X ⊗ (Y ⊗ Z)

• The category F(R, f ) has biproducts which are obtained in the evident way, and

tensor distributes over this biproduct:

X ⊗ (Y ⊕ Z) � (X ⊗ Y) ⊕ (X ⊗ Z)

It is time to review the bicategory LGK constructed in [5]. As mentioned at the be-

ginning of this paper, in our presentation of LGK , objects are polynomials without the

restrictions imposed on them in section 2.2 of [5]. This poses no problem to what we

want to do.

3 A review of the construction of the bicategory LGK

We proceed in steps. First, we recall the definition of a bicategory. Next, we construct a

structure that has all the ingredients of a bicategory except for the existence of identity

one-cells. Thereafter, we develop a sophisticated machinery to elucidate the intricate con-

struction of the entity that has to act as unit in the bicategory LGK . Finally, we prove that

there is no direct inverse for the unitors (i.e., the right and left identities, see [5]) thereby

explaining why in [5], their construction is done at the level of homotopy.

Definition 3.1. [1]

A bicategory B is made up of the following data:

1. A class of objects A, B,C, ...

2. For each pair 〈A, B〉 of objects, a small (hom-)categoryB(A, B) with arrows p, q, r, ...
from A to B as objects and arrows α, β, γ, ... between them, referred to as 2-cells.

The arrows p, q, r, ... are called 1-cells.

An example of a 2-cell is denoted as follows: α : p =⇒ q. Composition in B(A, B)

is denoted by a dot ”·” and the identity on p for each p : A −→ B, by 1p : p =⇒ p.

3. For each object A, a functor that returns the identity on A.

IA : 1 → B(A, A), where 1 stands for the final object in the category Cat of small

categories.

If we write 1 = {∗}, that is the unique object of 1 is denoted ∗, then IA(∗) is the 1-cell

1A : A −→ A.
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4. For each triple 〈A, B,C〉 of objects, a composition law given by a functor

⋆A,B,C : B(A, B) × B(B,C) −→ B(A,C).

5. For each quadruple 〈A, B,C,D〉 of objects of B, a natural isomorphism

aA,B,C,D : ⋆A,B,D ◦ (Id × ⋆B,C,D) =⇒ ⋆A,C,D ◦ (⋆A,B,C × Id)

where Id is the identity functor.

The components of this isomorphism are the invertible 2-cells defined as follows:

For p : A −→ B, q : B −→ C, r : C −→ D and t : D −→ E, we have

ap,q,r := aA,B,C,D(p, q, r) : ⋆A,B,D ◦ (Id × ⋆B,C,D)(p, q, r)
�

+3 ⋆A,C,D ◦ (⋆A,B,C × Id)(p, q, r)

i.e., ap,q,r : p ⋆ (q ⋆ r)
�

+3 (p ⋆ q) ⋆ r

6. For each pair 〈A, B〉 of objects of B, two natural isomorphisms l(A, B) and r(A, B),

called left and right isomorphisms or identities or unit laws (or unitors in [5]). They

are given respectively by:

lA,B : ⋆A,B,B ◦ (Id × IB) =⇒ Id

rA,B : ⋆A,A,B ◦ (IA × Id) =⇒ Id

The components of these isomorphisms are the invertible 2-cells defined as follows:

For p : A −→ B, we have

rp : 1A ⋆ p
�

+3 p

and

lp : p ⋆ 1B
�

+3 p

The families of natural isomorphisms aA,B,C,D , rA,B and lA,B are furthermore required

to satisfy the associativity and identity coherence laws (cf. definition 1.1 [12]).

The following lemma is useful.

Lemma 3.1. [6]

1. Let K[x1, x2, · · · , xn] and K[x′1, x′2, · · · , x′m] be free K−modules with respective bases

{ei}
n
i=1

and {e′
j
}m

j=1
. Then {ei⊗e′

j
}i=1,···n; j=1,···m is a basis of K[x1, x2, · · · , xn]⊗K[x′

1
, x′

2
, · · · , x′m].

2. The K−modules K[x1, x2, · · · , xn]⊗K[x′1, x′2, · · · , x′m] and K[x1, x2, · · · , xn, x′1, x′2, · · · , x′m]

are isomorphic as K−modules.

3. If we let x stand for x1, x2, · · · , xn and x(l) stand for x
(l)

1
, x

(l)

2
, · · · , x

(l)
nl

, where n, l, nl ∈

N, n = n0, and {x(l)} means x with l primes, e.g x(2) = x′′, x(0) := x.

Then more generally, we have:

K[x, x(1), · · · , x(l)] �
⊗

p=0,··· ,l

K[x(p)].
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3.1 Bicategorical structure

Here, we introduce the notion of B−category (cf. definition 3.2) in order to facilitate the

discussion on the bicategorical structure of LGK .

Definition 3.2. B−category

A B−category B is an algebraic structure that has all the structure of a bicategory as

defined in definition 3.1 except for the existence of identity one-cells.

That is, B is made up of the data given in definition 3.1 except point 3, and we should

also stress in point 2 that identity one-cells are not required to exist.

Before we continue, we make the following useful remark about the homotopy category

of matrix factorizations (HMF(R, f )) and one of its interesting full subcategories; namely

the homotopy category of finite rank matrix factorizations that is denoted by hm f (R, f ).

Remark 3.1. (p.9 of [5]) HMF(R, f ) is idempotent complete ([2], [18]). Since we work

with polynomials rather than power series, hm f (R, f ) is not necessarily idempotent com-

plete [15]. The idempotent closure of hm f (R, f ) denoted by hm f (R, f )ω is a full subcate-

gory of HMF(R, f ) whose objects are those matrix factorizations which are direct sum-

mands of finite-rank matrix factorizations in the homotopy category. Moreover, hm f (R, f )ω

is an idempotent complete category.

As explained in [5] (p.9), taking the idempotent completion is necessary because the com-

position of 1-morphisms in LGK results in matrix factorisations which, while not finite-

rank, are summands in the homotopy category of something finite-rank. There are two

natural ways to resolve this: work throughout with power series rings and completed

tensor products, or work with idempotent completions.

We construct a B−category which we call B−Fac. The objects of B−Fac are polyno-

mials f denoted by pairs (R, f ) where f ∈ R = K[x]. Let (R = K[x], f ) and (S = K[z], g)

be elements of B − Fac. We then define the small category B − Fac((R, f ), (S , g)) as

follows:

B − Fac((R, f ), (S , g)) := hm f (R ⊗ S , 1R ⊗ g − f ⊗ 1S )ω = hm f (K[x, z], g − f )ω

viz. a 1-morphism between two polynomials f and g is a matrix factorization of g − f .

(Recall that hm f (K[x, z], g − f )ω is a subcategory of the category of matrix factorizations

modulo homotopy denoted by HMF(K[x, z], g − f )).

Then given two composable 1−cells X ∈ B − Fac((R, f ), (S , g)) and

Y ∈ B−Fac((S , g), (T, h)), we can define their composition using Yoshino’s tensor product

as it is done in [5]. In fact, by remark 2.1.8 on p.29 of [3], Y ⊗S X is a free module of infi-

nite rank over R⊗K T . However, the argument of Section 12 of [9] shows that it is naturally

isomorphic to a direct summand in the homotopy category of something finite-rank. Thus,

we may define Y ◦X := Y ⊗S X ∈ hm f (R⊗K T, 1R⊗h− f ⊗1T )ω = B−Fac((R, f ), (T, h)).

We can also define their composition using variants of Yoshino’s tensor product as dis-

cussed in subsection 2.4.

So, (Y, dY) ◦ (X, dX) could be chosen to be any of the following four tensor products:

(Y, dY)⊗̂(X, dX) = (Y ⊗S X, dY⊗̂X), (Y, dY)⊗̂
′
(X, dX) = (Y ⊗S X, dY⊗̂

′
X), (Y, dY)⊗̂

′′
(X, dX) =

(Y⊗S X, dY⊗̂
′′

X) and (Y, dY)⊗̂
′′′

(X, dX) = (Y⊗S X, dY⊗̂
′′′

X) which are all objects of HMF(R⊗K

T, 1R ⊗ h − f ⊗ 1T ) and are Z2−graded modules, where

(Y ⊗S X)0 = (Y0 ⊗S X0) ⊕ (Y1 ⊗S X1) and (Y ⊗S X)1 = (Y0 ⊗S X1) ⊕ (Y1 ⊗S X0)
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The differentials for these tensor products (Yoshino’s product and its variants) are differ-

ent and they are defined in subsection 2.4 above.

N.B. The above different ways to define composition of 1−morphisms give rise to three

variants of the bicategory LGK . In fact, each variant of the Yoshino tensor product gives

rise to a variant of LGK . In the presentation of the construction of this bicategory below,

one can observe that if any of the foregoing variants is used in the construction of LGK,

then we will obtain virtually the same bicategory. The result is simply a variant of LGK.

So, we have four versions of LGK which only differ at the level of the definition of the

composition of 1−cells.

It is now time to define the tensor product of morphisms of matrix factorizations. Let

X1, X2 be objects of B−Fac((R, f ), (S , g)) and Y1, Y2 be objects of B−Fac((S , g), (T, h)).

Let α : X1 → X2 and β : Y1 → Y2 be two morphisms, then we define their tensor product

in the obvious way β ⊗ α : Y1 ⊗ X1 → Y2 ⊗ X2 in B − Fac((R, f ), (T, h)).

With the above data, the composition (bi-)functor is entirely determined in our B-category:

⋆(R, f ),(S ,g),(T,h) : B−Fac((R, f ), (S , g)) x B−Fac((S , g), (T, h))→ B−Fac((R, f ), (T, h)),

(X, Y) 7→ Y ⊗S X.

The definition of the associativity morphism is easy to state. In fact, for X ∈ B −

Fac((R, f ), (S , g)), Y ∈ B−Fac((S , g), (T, h)) and Z ∈ B−Fac((T, h), (P, r)), the associator

is the 2-isomorphism

aZ,Y,X : Z ⊗ (Y ⊗ X)→ (Z ⊗ Y) ⊗ X

given by the usual formula

z ⊗ (y ⊗ x) → (z ⊗ y) ⊗ x

where x ∈ X, y ∈ Y and z ∈ Z.

Lemma 3.2. The structure B − Fac is a B-category.

This lemma is proved by showing that all the conditions required to obtain a bicate-

gory are met except for the existence of units and the left and right unit actions. The proof

though not difficult is lengthy and we would rather focus more on the units construction

which is one of our main points of interest in the review of the bicategory of Landau-

Ginzburg models.

The rest of the paper is reserved to the construction of the unit 1−morphisms of LGK

and to the proof that the right and left unit maps are natural. We will prove that these unit

actions do not possess direct inverses thereby accounting for the fact that their inverses

are found only up to homotopy in [5].

In order to obtain the bicategoryLGK from the B-category B−Fac, we need to define

the unit 1−morphisms, the left and the right unitors.

3.2 Unit 1−morphisms in LGK

In this subsection, we will construct the identity 1-cells including all the intricacies in-

volved. Recall that R = K[x1, x2, · · · , xn].
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From lemma 3.1, we have in particular that

R ⊗K R � K[x1, x2, · · · , xn, x′1, x′2, · · · , x′n].

where xi = xi ⊗ 1 and x
′

i
= 1 ⊗ xi.

The subscript ”K” in ⊗K will be very often omitted for ease of notation. We need an object

∆ f : (R, f )→ (R, f ) in hm f (R ⊗ R, f ⊗ id − id ⊗ f ) or equivalently,

hm f (K[x1, x2, · · · , xn, x′
1
, x′

2
, · · · , x′n], h(x, x′)), where h(x, x′) = f (x) − f (x′), where id

stands for 1R. In the remainder of this paper, id denotes the identity in the ring under

consideration.

Recall (cf. section 5.5 of [21]): The exterior algebra
∧

(V) of a vector space V over a

field K is defined as the quotient algebra of the tensor algebra; T (V) =
⊕∞

i=1
T i(V) =

K
⊕

V
⊕

(V ⊗ V)
⊕

(V ⊗ V ⊗ V)
⊕
· · · , by the two-sided ideal I generated by all ele-

ments of the form x ⊗ x for x ∈ V . Symbolically,
∧

(V) = T (V)/I. The exterior product ∧

of two elements of
∧

(V) is the product induced by the tensor product ⊗ of T (V). That is,

if

π : T (V)→
∧

(V) = T (V)/I
is the canonical surjection, and if a and b are in

∧
(V), then there are α and β in T (V)

such that a = π(α) and b = π(β) and a∧b = π(α⊗β). Let θ1, θ2, · · · , θn be formal symbols

that is, they are linearly independent by definition. We consider the R ⊗ R−module:

∆ f =
∧
{

n⊕

i=1

(R ⊗ R)θi}

This is an exterior algebra generated by n anti-commuting variables, the θis modulo

the relations that the θ’s anti-commute, that is θi ∧ θ j = −θ j ∧ θi. Typically, we will omit

the wedge product and write for instance θi ∧ θ j simply as θiθ j. Here, the ”∧” product is

taken over K just like the tensor product. A typical element of ∆ f is (r ⊗ r′)θi1θi2 · · · θik or

equivalently h(x1, x2, · · · , xn, x′
1
, x′

2
, · · · , x′n)θi1θi2 · · · θik where i1, · · · , ik ∈ {1, · · · , n} and

h(x1, x2, · · · , xn, x′1, x′2, · · · , x′n) ∈ K[x1, x2, · · · , xn, x′1, x′2, · · · , x′n].

∆ f as an algebra is finitely generated by the set of formal symbols {θ1, · · · , θn}.

∆ f as an R ⊗ R−module is generated by the set containing the empty list and all products

of the form θi1 . . . θik where i1, · · · , ik ∈ {1, · · · , n}. This set of generators must be finite

because by definition of ∆ f , θip
θiq = −θip

θiq and θip
θiq = 0 if p = q (ip, iq ∈ {1, · · · , n}).

Moreover we know that since {θ1, . . . , θn} is a set of formal symbols, it follows that the

generating set of the R ⊗ R−module ∆ f will be linearly independent and hence will form

a finite basis. Whence, ∆ f is a finite rank R ⊗ R−module. In fact:

The action of R ⊗ R is the obvious one. That is, for example, if r1 ⊗ r2 ∈ R ⊗ R, its left

action on an element (r⊗ r′)θi1θi2 · · · θik of ∆ f simply yields (r1⊗ r2)(r⊗ r′)θi1θi2 · · · θik . The

right action would yield (r ⊗ r′)(r1 ⊗ r2)θi1θi2 · · · θik which is in fact the same as the left

action since R is commutative.

∆ f is endowed with the Z2−grading given by θ−degree (where degθi = 1 for each i).

Thus degθ2
i = 0 and degθiθ j = 0.

Next, we define the differential as follows:

d : ∆ f −→ ∆ f

d(−) =

n∑

i=1

[(xi − x
′

i)θ
∗
i (−) + ∂i( f )θi ∧ (−)] · · · ♮
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Where θ∗
i

is the unique derivation extending the map θ∗
i
(θ j) = δi j and as mentioned, it acts

on an element θi1θi2 · · · θik of the exterior algebra by the Leibniz rule with Koszul signs.

Here, we elucidate what this means. In fact,

θ∗i (θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk) =


0 f or i , j, ∀ j ∈ { j1, j2, · · · , jk}

(−1)p+1θ j1θ j2 · · · θ̂i · · · θ jk otherwise

where θ̂i signifies that θi has been removed, and p is the position of θi in θ j1θ j2 · · · θi · · · θ jk

N.B. As earlier mentioned ([5]), θ∗i acts on an element θi1 · · · θik of the exterior algebra

by the Leibniz rule with Koszul sign. So, θ∗
i
(θ jθk) = θ∗

i
(θ j)θk + (−1)|θ j |θ jθ

∗
i
(θk). Clearly,

θ∗i (θ jθk) = θ
∗
i (−θkθ j) = −θ

∗
i (θkθ j). Moreover, observe that the following elements are in the

same equivalence class θiθ jθk, θ jθkθi and θkθiθ j. Hence, they have the same image under θ∗.

To illustrate this, let’s compute for example θ∗4(θ2θ4θ7).

θ∗
4
(θ2θ4θ7) = θ∗

4
(θ2)θ4θ7 + (−1)|θ2 |θ2θ

∗
4
(θ4θ7)

= 0 − θ2[θ∗4(θ4)θ7 + (−1)|θ4 |θ4θ
∗
4(θ7)] since θ∗4(θ2) = 0

= −θ2θ7 since θ∗
4
(θ7) = 0, | θ4 | = 1 and θ∗

4
(θ4) = 1

In order to complete the description of d, we need to say what ∂ is.

∂i : k[x1, · · · , xn, x
′

1, · · · , x
′

n] −→ k[x1, · · · , xn, x
′

1, · · · , x
′

n]

is defined by,

∂i(h) =
h(x

′

1, · · · , x
′

i−1, xi, · · · , xn, x
′

1, · · · , x
′

n) − h(x
′

1, · · · , x
′

i , xi+1, · · · , xn, x
′

1, · · · , x
′

n)

xi − x
′

i

where for ease of notation we wrote h as argument of ∂i instead of the more cumbersome

notation ∂i(h(x1, · · · , xn, x
′

1
, · · · , x

′

n)), we will do same in what follows. But first, observe

that ∂i is well defined because its numerator will always have (xi − x
′

i) as a factor. Thus,

ensuring that ∂i is a polynomial.

In the sequel, we will sometimes write x for x1, · · · , xn and x
′

for x
′

1, · · · , x
′

n.

Just like in [5], we can write:

∂i(h) =
t1···ti−1h(x1, · · · , xn, x

′

1
, · · · , x

′

n) −t1···ti h(x1, · · · , xn, x
′

1
, · · · , x

′

n)

xi − x
′

i

where ti(−) : K[x, x′]→ K[x, x′] , h 7→ h|xi 7→x
′

i

is a variable changing map which in any polynomial, replaces the variable xi by the

variable x′i .

So, in particular for the f in ∆ f , which is also the same f used in defining the differential

map d (see ♮ above), we have f ∈ K[x] ⊆ K[x, x′] and

∂i( f ) =
t1···ti−1 f (x1, · · · , xn) −t1 ···ti f (x1, · · · , xn)

xi − x
′

i

18



Example 3.1. Let f = x − y ∈ R[x, y].

∂1( f (x, y)) =
f (x, y) − f (x′, y)

x − x′
=

(x − y) − (x′ − y)

x − x′
= 1.

∂2( f (x, y)) =
f (x′, y) − f (x′, y′)

y − y′
=

(x′ − y) − (x′ − y′)

y − y′
= −1.

We now prove the following lemma whose proof is omitted in [5].

Lemma 3.3. [5] For3 f , g ∈ K[x, x′], we have

∂i( f g) = ∂i( f )(t1 ···tig) + (t1···ti−1 f )∂i(g).

Proof. First of all, observe that by definition of ti(−), it is obvious that

t1 ···ti( f g) = (t1 ···ti f )(t1···tig).

(∂i f (x, x
′

))(t1 ···tig(x, x
′

)) + (t1 ···ti−1 f (x, x
′

))(∂ig)

=

t1···ti−1
f (x, x

′

)t1···tig(x, x
′

) −t1 ···ti f (x, x
′

)t1 ···tig(x, x
′

)

xi − x
′

i

+

t1···ti−1
f (x, x

′

)t1 ···ti−1g(x, x
′

) −t1 ···ti−1 f (x, x
′

)t1···tig(x, x
′

)

xi − x
′

i

=

t1···ti−1
f (x, x

′

)t1···ti−1g(x, x
′

) −t1 ···ti f (x, x
′

)t1···tig(x, x
′

)

xi − x
′

i

=

t1···ti−1
( f (x, x

′

)g(x, x
′

)) −t1···ti ( f (x, x
′

)g(x, x
′

))

xi − x
′

i

= ∂i( f g)

as desired.

The first two equalities hold by definition of ∂i . �

It is worth mentioning at this point in time that the authors in [5] state what the dif-

ferential d for ∆ f is, but they do not prove that (∆ f , d) determines a matrix factorization

of f ⊗ id − id ⊗ f (and this is important in order to see that (∆ f , d) is the unit matrix

factorization with respect to the tensor product of matrix factorizations).

We now have enough ingredients to produce such a proof. We state the following lemma

which shows that (∆ f , d) determines a finite rank matrix factorization of f ⊗ id − id ⊗ f .

The proof is a bit lengthy.

Lemma 3.4. The R ⊗ R−module ∆ f together with the differential d defined above, de-

termine a finite rank matrix factorization of f ⊗ id − id ⊗ f (which is equivalent to both

h(x, x′) and f (x) − f (x′)).

3the f in this lemma should not be confused with the f before this lemma or after this lemma.
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Proof. As already discussed under subsection 3.2, ∆ f is a finite rank R⊗R−module. That

is why we will conclude by the end of this proof that (∆ f , d) is a finite rank matrix factor-

ization given that its underlying module is of finite rank.

Next, we need to show that d is an odd degree map and that d2 = h(x, x′) · id, where

h(x, x′) = f (x) − f (x′)

d is an odd degree map: In fact, since ∆ f is generated by the symbols θ1, · · · , θn it suffices

to consider the action of d on an arbitrary product of elements from the set {θ1, · · · , θn}.

Case 1:

Let p = θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk be an odd degree element, i.e., k is odd. We also have θ jl ∈ {θ1, · · · , θn}

with l ∈ {1, · · · , k}.

Claim 1: For each i, (xi − x′i)θ
∗
i (p) is either of even degree or is zero. This is easy to

see as it is a direct consequence of the definition of θ∗i . In fact, we know by definition of

θ∗
i

that when it is applied to p, if p contains no θi, then the result would be zero. Now, if p

contains θi, then this θi will no longer appear among the θs in θ∗i (p), but the other θs that

were in p will remain. Thus, an even number of θs will remain in θ∗
i
(p). For e.g. we saw

after computation above that, θ∗
4
(θ2θ4θ7) = −θ2θ7 hence (x4−x′

4
)θ∗

4
(θ2θ4θ7) = −(x4−x′

4
)θ2θ7

which is of even degree. We also have for e.g. θ∗4(θ2) = 0 hence (x4 − x′4)θ∗4(θ2) = 0.

Claim 2: For each i, ∂i( f )θi ∧ (p) is of even degree. Observe that the degree of ∂i( f )θi

is degθi = 1 since ∂i( f ) contains no θ. Thus, deg[∂i( f )θi∧ (p)] =deg[θi∧ (p)] =deg(p)+1.

So the claim is proved.

It now follows that when p is of odd degree, d(p) is the summation of even degree ele-

ments and so is of even degree.

Case 2:

Let p = θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk be an even degree element, i.e., k is even. We also have θ jl ∈

{θ1, · · · , θn} with l ∈ {1, · · · , k}.

Claim 3: For each i, (xi − x′
i
)θ∗

i
(p) is of odd degree or zero.

A similar reasoning to that of claim 1 above can be applied to show that when p is of even

degree, (xi − x′i)θ
∗
i (p) is of odd degree or zero.

Claim 4: For each i, ∂i(h)θi ∧ (p) is of odd degree. A similar reasoning to that of claim

2 can be applied to show that when p is of even degree, ∂i(h)θi ∧ (p) is of odd degree.

Hence, when p is of even degree, d(p) is the summation of odd degree elements and

so is of odd degree.

Consequently, d is an odd degree map.

The following definition will be needed in the sequel.

Definition 3.3. If i ∈ {1, · · · , n} and θi ∈ θ1, · · · , θn; we say that θi is even in θ1, · · · , θn if

θi occupies an even position in θ1, · · · , θn

Example 3.2. θ5 is even in θ2θ5θ6 and θ6 is odd in θ2θ5θ6.

We now show that d2 = h(x, x′) · id viz., d2 = f (x) − f (x′) · id. The author of [16]

simply writes d2 = w, omitting the ”·id”. So, according to this notation, we want to show

d2 = h(x, x′) = f (x) − f (x′).
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To that end, define

Ai = (xi − x′i)θ
∗
i and Bi = ∂i( f )θi ∧ (−)

d(d(H))

=
∑n

i=1(xi − x′i)θ
∗
i (
∑n

j=1(x j − x′j)θ
∗
j(H) + ∂ j( f )θ j ∧ (H))+

∂i( f )θi ∧ (
∑n

j=1(x j − x′
j
)θ∗

j
(H) + ∂ j( f )θ j ∧ (H))

= (x1 − x′1)θ∗1((x1 − x′1)θ∗1(H) + ∂1( f )θ1 ∧ (H) + (x2 − x′2)θ∗2(H)+

∂2( f )θ2 ∧ (H) + · · · + (xn − x′n)θ∗n(H) + ∂n( f )θn ∧ (H))

+∂1( f )θ1 ∧ ((x1 − x′1)θ∗1(H) + ∂1( f )θ1 ∧ (H) + (x2 − x′2)θ∗2(H)+

∂2( f )θ2 ∧ (H) + · · · + (xn − x′n)θ∗n(H) + ∂n( f )θn ∧ (H))

+(x2 − x′
2
)θ∗

2
((x1 − x′

1
)θ∗

1
(H) + ∂1( f )θ1 ∧ (H) + (x2 − x′

2
)θ∗

2
(H)+

∂2( f )θ2 ∧ (H) + · · · + (xn − x′n)θ∗n(H) + ∂n( f )θn ∧ (H))

+∂2( f )θ2 ∧ ((x1 − x′
1
)θ∗

1
(H) + ∂1( f )θ1 ∧ (H) + (x2 − x′

2
)θ∗

2
(H)+

∂2( f )θ2 ∧ (H) + · · · + (xn − x′n)θ∗n(H) + ∂n( f )θn ∧ (H))

+ · · ·+

+(xn − x′n)θ∗n((x1 − x′
1
)θ∗

1
(H) + ∂1( f )θ1 ∧ (H) + (x2 − x′

2
)θ∗

2
(H)+

∂2( f )θ2 ∧ (H) + · · · + (xn − x′n)θ∗n(H) + ∂n( f )θn ∧ (H))

+∂n( f )θn ∧ ((x1 − x′1)θ∗1(H) + ∂1( f )θ1 ∧ (H) + (x2 − x′2)θ∗2(H)+

∂2( f )θ2 ∧ (H) + · · · + (xn − x′n)θ∗n(H) + ∂n( f )θn ∧ (H))

Recalling that

Ai = (xi − x′i)θ
∗
i and Bi = ∂i( f )θi ∧ (−)

we get:

d(d(−))

= A1 ◦ A1 + A1 ◦ B1 + A1 ◦ A2 + A1 ◦ B2 + · · · + A1 ◦ An + A1 ◦ Bn

+ B1 ◦ A1 + B1 ◦ B1 + B1 ◦ A2 + B1 ◦ B2 + · · · + B1 ◦ An + B1 ◦ Bn

+ A2 ◦ A1 + A2 ◦ B1 + A2 ◦ A2 + A2 ◦ B2 + · · · + A2 ◦ An + A2 ◦ Bn

+ B2 ◦ A1 + B2 ◦ B1 + B2 ◦ A2 + B2 ◦ B2 + · · · + B2 ◦ An + B2 ◦ Bn

+ · · ·

+ An ◦ A1 + An ◦ B1 + An ◦ A2 + An ◦ B2 + · · · + An ◦ An + An ◦ Bn

+ Bn ◦ A1 + Bn ◦ B1 + Bn ◦ A2 + Bn ◦ B2 + · · · + Bn ◦ An + Bn ◦ Bn

Thus we get:

d2 =

n∑

i, j=1

[Ai ◦ A j + Ai ◦ B j + Bi ◦ A j + Bi ◦ B j]

Observations:

• For all i, Ai ◦ Ai = Bi ◦ Bi = 0.

We first show that Ai ◦ Ai = 0, i.e., Ai ◦ Ai(H) = 0 for all H ∈ ∆ f , where

H = h(x, x′)θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk = h(x, x′)p, with p = θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk ; and θ j1 , θ j2 , · · · , θ jk ∈

{θ1, θ2, · · · , θn}. We have (Ai ◦ Ai)(H) = h(x, x′)(Ai ◦ Ai)(p) since h(x, x′) ∈ K[x, x′]

and θ∗ as a derivation, is (K[x, x′]−)linear4 i.e., a K[x, x′]-module.

4θ∗ is an endomorphism on ∆ f which is an R ⊗ R-module
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We always have (Ai ◦Ai)(p) = 0. In fact, if p contains θi, then Ai(p) will not contain

any θi, and so (Ai ◦ Ai)(p) = 0. Now, if p does not contain θi, then Ai(p) = 0, hence

(Ai ◦ Ai)(p) = Ai(0) = 0.

Next, to prove Bi ◦ Bi = 0, recall that θi ∧ θi = θiθi = 0.

Bi ◦ Bi(H) = ∂i( f )θi ∧ (∂i( f )θi ∧ (H)) = ∂i( f )∂i( f )(θi ∧ θi) ∧ H = 0.

• If i , j, then Ai ◦ B j = −B j ◦ Ai Since ∆ f is generated by the θis, it suffices to verify

that this equality holds for an arbitrary p = θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk ∈ ∆ f . It is good to keep in

mind the assumption i , j.

Ai ◦ B j(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk ) = Ai(∂ j( f )θ j ∧ (θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk ))

= (xi − x′
i
)θ∗

i
(∂ j( f )θ j ∧ (θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk ))

= (xi − x′
i
)∂ j( f )θ∗

i
(θ j ∧ (θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk ))

=



0, i < { j1, · · · , jk}

(xi − x′
i
)∂ j( f )(θ j(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ̂i · · · θ jk)), θi is even in θ j1 · · · θ jk

−(xi − x′i)∂ j( f )(θ j(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ̂i · · · θ jk )), θi is odd in θ j1 · · · θ jk

Next, we compute:

B j ◦ Ai(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk ) = ∂ j( f )θ j ∧ ((xi − x′i)θ
∗
i (θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk ))

= (xi − x′i)∂ j( f )θ j ∧ (θ∗i (θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk ))

=



0, i < { j1, · · · , jk}

−(xi − x′i)∂ j( f )(θ j(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ̂i · · · θ jk )), θi is even in θ j1 · · · θ jk

(xi − x′
i
)∂ j( f )(θ j(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ̂i · · · θ jk)), θi is odd in θ j1 · · · θ jk

Hence, Ai ◦ B j(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk) = −B j ◦ Ai(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk ). So, Ai ◦ B j = −B j ◦ Ai as

desired.

• If i , j, then Ai ◦ A j = −A j ◦ Ai.

We consider p as before and verify that Ai ◦ A j(p) = −A j ◦ Ai(p).

First of all, if either i or j is not in I = { j1, · · · , jk}, then Ai ◦ A j = 0 = A j ◦ Ai, and

so Ai ◦ A j = −A j ◦ Ai as desired.

Next, suppose that i, j ∈ I and j ≤ i without loss of generality. We distinguish four

cases.

Case 1: θi and θ j are both even in {θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk }

Ai ◦ A j(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk ) = (xi − x′
i
)θ∗

i
((x j − x′

j
)θ∗

j
(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk))

= −(xi − x′i)(x j − x′j)θ
∗
i (θ j1θ j2 · · · θ̂ j · · · θi · · · θ jk ), θ j is even in θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk

= −(xi − x′
i
)(x j − x′

j
)(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ̂ j · · · θ̂i · · · θ jk), θi is odd in θ j1 · · · θ̂ j · · · θi · · · θ jk
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Next, we compute:

A j ◦ Ai(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk ) = (x j − x′j)θ
∗
j((xi − x′i)θ

∗
i (θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk))

= −(x j − x′
j
)θ∗

j
(xi − x′

i
)(θ j1 · · · θ j · · · θ̂i · · · θ jk), θi is even in θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk

= (x j − x′j)(xi − x′i)(θ j1 · · · θ̂ j · · · θ̂i · · · θ jk), θ j is even in θ j1 · · · θ j · · · θ̂i · · · θ jk

It follows that (A j◦Ai)(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk) = −(Ai◦A j)(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk), thus A j◦Ai = −Ai◦A j

as desired.

Case 2: θi and θ j are both odd.

The result holds here by following a reasoning completely similar to that of case 1.

Case 3: θi and θ j are respectively odd and even.

Ai ◦ A j(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk ) = (xi − x′i)θ
∗
i ((x j − x′j)θ

∗
j(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk))

= −(xi − x′
i
)(x j − x′

j
)θ∗

i
(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ̂ j · · · θi · · · θ jk ), θ j is even in θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk

= (xi − x′
i
)(x j − x′

j
)(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ̂ j · · · θ̂i · · · θ jk ), θi is even in θ j1 · · · θ̂ j · · · θi · · · θ jk

Next, we compute:

A j ◦ Ai(θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk ) = (x j − x′j)θ
∗
j((xi − x′i)θ

∗
i (θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk))

= (x j − x′
j
)θ∗

j
(xi − x′

i
)(θ j1 · · · θ j · · · θ̂i · · · θ jk ), θi is odd in θ j1θ j2 · · · θ jk

= −(x j − x′
j
)(xi − x′

i
)(θ j1 · · · θ̂ j · · · θ̂i · · · θ jk ), θ j is even in θ j1 · · · θ j · · · θ̂i · · · θ jk

Thus, under this case too, A j ◦ Ai = −Ai ◦ A j as desired.

Case 4: θi and θ j are respectively even and odd.

This case is analogous to case 3.

Hence, we always have A j ◦ Ai = −Ai ◦ A j.

• If i , j, then Bi ◦ B j = −B j ◦ Bi.

In fact, since θiθ j = −θ jθi, we have:

Bi ◦ B j(−) = ∂i( f )θi ∧ (∂ j( f )θ j ∧ (−)) = −∂i( f )∂ j( f )θ jθi(−) = −B j ◦ Bi(−)

• If H = r1 ⊗ r2θi1 · · · θin ∈ ∆ f , then either Ai ◦ Bi(H) = 0 or Bi ◦ Ai(H) = 0. In either

case the result will be of the form (xi − x′
i
)∂i( f )H.

Case 1: i ∈ {i1, · · · , in}

Ai ◦Bi(H) = (xi− x′
i
)θ∗

i
(∂i( f )θi∧r1⊗r2θi1 · · · θin) = 0. Since we will have the product

θiθi in this expression, and this product is clearly 0 and θ∗i (0) = 0 as θ∗i is a deriva-

tion. So the result follows.
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Still under this case,

Bi ◦ Ai(r1 ⊗ r2θi1 · · · θin) = ∂i( f )θi ∧ ((xi − x′i)θ
∗
i (r1 ⊗ r2θi1 · · · θin))

=


−(xi − x′

i
)∂i( f )θi ∧ (r1 ⊗ r2θi1 · · · θ̂i · · · θin), θi is even in θi1 · · · θin

(xi − x′i)∂i( f )θi ∧ (r1 ⊗ r2θi1 · · · θ̂i · · · θin), θi is odd in θi1 · · · θin

=


−(xi − x′i)∂i( f ) ∧ (−r1 ⊗ r2θi1 · · · θi · · · θin)

(xi − x′
i
)∂i( f ) ∧ (r1 ⊗ r2θi1 · · · θi · · · θin)

= (xi − x′i)∂i( f )H
The sign in the first part (respectively second part) of the second to the last equality

is due to the fact θi is moved an odd number of times (respectively an even number

of times) to occupy its position, and each move is affected by a minus sign.

Case 2: i < {i1, · · · , in}

Bi ◦ Ai(r1 ⊗ r2θi1 · · · θin) = ∂i( f )θi ∧ (xi − x′i)θ
∗
i (r1 ⊗ r2θi1 · · · θin). This yields 0 since

θ∗
i
(r1 ⊗ r2θi1 · · · θin) = 0 as i < {i1, · · · , in}.

Still under this case,
Ai ◦ Bi(H) = (xi − x′

i
)θ∗

i
(∂i( f )θi ∧ r1 ⊗ r2θi1 · · · θin)

= (xi − x′i)∂i( f )r1 ⊗ r2θ
∗
i (θiθi1 · · · θin)

= (xi − x′i)(∂i( f )r1 ⊗ r2θi1 · · · θin), by de f inition o f θ∗i

= (xi − x′
i
)∂i( f )H

So, Ai ◦ Bi(H) = 0 or Bi ◦ Ai(H) = 0, and in either case the result is in the desired

form, (xi − x′
i
)∂i( f )H.

The foregoing work helps to simplify the expression of d2 as follows:

d2 =
∑n

i, j=1[Ai ◦ A j + Ai ◦ B j + Bi ◦ A j + Bi ◦ B j]

=
∑n

j=1 A1 ◦ A j + A1 ◦ B j + B1 ◦ A j + B1 ◦ B j + A2 ◦ A j + A2 ◦ B j + B2 ◦ A j + B2 ◦ B j+

· · · + An ◦ A j + An ◦ B j + Bn ◦ A j + Bn ◦ B j

= A1 ◦ A1 + A1 ◦ B1 + B1 ◦ A1 + B1 ◦ B1 + A1 ◦ A2 + A1 ◦ B2 + B1 ◦ A2 + B1 ◦ B2+

· · · + A1 ◦ An + A1 ◦ Bn + B1 ◦ An + B1 ◦ Bn + A2 ◦ A1 + A2 ◦ B1 + B2 ◦ A1 + B2 ◦ B1

+A2 ◦ A2 + A2 ◦ B2 + B2 ◦ A2 + B2 ◦ B2 + · · · + A2 ◦ An + A2 ◦ Bn + B2 ◦ An + B2 ◦ Bn+

· · · + An ◦ A1 + An ◦ B1 + Bn ◦ A1 + Bn ◦ B1 + An ◦ A2 + An ◦ B2 + Bn ◦ A2 + Bn ◦ B2+

· · · + An ◦ An + An ◦ Bn + Bn ◦ An + Bn ◦ Bn

= A1 ◦ B1 + B1 ◦ A1 + A2 ◦ B2 + B2 ◦ A2 + · · · + An ◦ Bn + Bn ◦ An

=
∑n

i=1[Ai ◦ Bi + Bi ◦ Ai]
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The second to the last equality above results from applying the identities obtained

above namely Ai ◦ Ai = Bi ◦ Bi = 0, and if i , j then Ai ◦ B j = −B j ◦ Ai, Ai ◦ A j = −A j ◦ Ai

and Bi ◦ B j = −B j ◦ Bi.

Thus the sum representation for d2 reduces to:

d2(H) =

n∑

i=1

[Ai ◦ Bi(H) or Bi ◦ Ai(H)]

Since Ai ◦ Bi = 0 or Bi ◦ Ai = 0.

This sum is telescoping, in fact:

d2 =
∑n

i=1[Ai ◦ Bi or Bi ◦ Ai]

=
∑n

i=1(xi − x′
i
)∂i f

= (x1 − x′
1
)∂1 f + (x2 − x′

2
)∂2 f + · · · + (xn−1 − x′

n−1
)∂n−1 f + (xn − x′n)∂n f

= f (x1, · · · , xn) − f (x′1, x2, · · · , xn)

+ f (x′
1
, x2, · · · , xn) − f (x′

1
, x′

2
, x3, · · · , xn)

+ · · ·

+ f (x′
1
, · · · , x′

n−2
, xn−1, xn) − f (x′

1
, · · · , x′

n−1
, xn)

+ f (x′
1
, · · · , x′

n−1
, xn) − f (x′

1
, · · · , x′n)

= f (x1, · · · , xn) − f (x′
1
, · · · , x′n)

= f (x) − f (x′)

So d2 = ( f (x) − f (x′)) · id as desired.

�

We call ∆ f the unit matrix factorization as it is the unit with respect to the tensor prod-

uct of matrix factorizations. It is also referred to as the stabilised diagonal [8] or Koszul

model of the diagonal [5]. The diagonal here refers to R as an R ⊗ R−module, with multi-

plication giving the module structure, which is a matrix factorization of f ⊗ id− id⊗ f (or

equivalently f (x) − f (x′)) with differential zero. We give it the zero differential structure,

which works, since f (x)− f (x′) acts as 0 on this module. Thus, we have a canonical object

in hm f (R ⊗ R, f (x) − f (x′)) namely (R, 0).

Since we are constructing a bicategory, we would like to verify at this level that for

f ∈ R = K[x] and for each object (R, f ) of LGK, there is a functor I(R, f ) that returns

the identity ∆ f on (R, f ).

Define I(R, f ) : 1 = {∗} −→ hm f (R ⊗ R, id ⊗ f − f ⊗ id)ω, ∗ 7→ ∆ f .

I(R, f ) is a functor. In fact:

Clearly ∆ f is an object of hm f (R ⊗ R, id ⊗ f − f ⊗ id) as discussed above.

Next, let 1∗ : ∗ −→ ∗, then clearly I(R, f )(1∗) = 1∆ f
= 1I(R, f )(∗).

Now, consider two maps F and G in the small category {∗}, which is the final object in

the category Cat of small categories, then clearly the only possibility for the two maps is
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F = G = 1∗. We clearly have:

I(R, f )(F ◦G) = I(R, f )(1∗ ◦ 1∗) = I(R, f )(1∗) = 1∆ f
... (i)

I(R, f )(F) ◦ I(R, f )(G) = I(R, f )(1∗) ◦ I(R, f )(1∗) = 1∆ f
◦ 1∆ f

= 1∆ f
... (ii)

(i) and (ii) show that I(R, f )(F ◦ G) = I(R, f )(F) ◦ I(R, f )(G), and this completes the proof

that I(R, f ) is a functor.

There is an important observation made by [5] that we state here as lemma 3.5 below.

Lemma 3.5. There is a canonical map of factorizations

π : ∆ f −→ R given by π[(r ⊗ r′)θi1θi2 · · · θik] = δk,0rr′. π is in fact the composition of

the projection π∗ : ∆ f −→ R ⊗ R to θ−degree 0, followed by the multiplication map

m : R ⊗ R −→ R = R0 ⊕ R1, where we endow R with the trivial grading i.e., R0 = R and

R1 = {0}.

Proof. To show that π is a map of factorizations, we need to show that it is grade preserv-

ing, R ⊗ R−linear and satisfies dRπ = πd, where d and dR are respectively the differentials

given to ∆ f and R, and dR = 0 as explained above.

1. π is an even map, i.e., a grade preserving map.

It suffices to show that π sends elements of even (resp. odd) degree in ∆ f to elements

of even (resp. odd) degree in R.

In fact, since the degree of the empty word (i.e., the word θi1θi2 · · · θik , where k < 1)

is zero, we have that r ⊗ r′ is of degree 0 and its image is also of degree 0 because

π(r ⊗ r′) = rr′ ∈ R = R0.

Next, we see by definition of π that all odd degree elements are mapped to 0 ∈ R1 =

{0}.

Moreover, if k , 0 and is even, then (r ⊗ r′)θi1θi2 · · · θik is of even degree and its

image under π is also of even degree since π[(r ⊗ r′)θi1θi2 · · · θik] = 0 ∈ R = R0

So, π is a degree preserving map.

2. π is R ⊗ R−linear. Let r1 ⊗ r′1 ∈ R ⊗ R.

We need to show that π((r1 ⊗ r′
1
)(r ⊗ r′)θi1 · · · θik ) = (r1 ⊗ r′

1
)π((r ⊗ r′)θi1 · · · θik):

Now,

if k ≥ 1 then:

π((r1 ⊗ r′
1
)(r ⊗ r′)θi1 · · · θik ) = π((r1r ⊗ r′

1
r′)θi1 · · · θik ) = 0 ... ∗

and if k < 1 we have:

π((r1 ⊗ r′1)(r ⊗ r′)θi1 · · · θik ) = π((r1r ⊗ r′1r′)θi1 · · · θik ) = r1rr′1r′ ... ∗∗

Next,

if k ≥ 1 then:

(r1 ⊗ r′
1
)π((r ⊗ r′)θi1 · · · θik ) = (r1 ⊗ r′

1
)(0) = 0 ... ∗′

and for k < 1 we have:

(r1 ⊗ r′1)π((r ⊗ r′)θi1 · · · θik ) = (r1 ⊗ r′1)rr′ = r1r′1rr′ = r1rr′1r′ ... ∗∗′

This last equality is by commutativity in R, and the second to the last equality is

due to the fact that the R ⊗ R−module structure on R is given by multiplication.

Since ∗ and ∗′ are the same, and ∗∗ is same as ∗∗′, it follows that

π((r1 ⊗ r′1)(r ⊗ r′)θi1 · · · θik) = (r1 ⊗ r′1)π((r ⊗ r′)θi1 · · · θik )
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as desired.

To end the proof that π is R ⊗ R−linear, we need to show that it is additive. Now,

this is true by definition of π.

3. Finally, we show that dRπ = πd.

Recall that dR = 0 and so dRπ = 0. Thus, it suffices to show that πd = 0.

Let H = (r ⊗ r′)θi1 · · · θik ∈ ∆ f .

πd(H) = π(
∑n

i=1[(xi − x′
i
)θ∗

i
(r ⊗ r′)θi1 · · · θik + ∂i(h)θi ∧ (r ⊗ r′)θi1 · · · θik ])

= π((x1 − x′1)(r ⊗ r′)θi1 · · · θ̂1 · · · θik + · · · + (xn − x′n)(r ⊗ r′)θi1 · · · θ̂n · · · θik

+ ∂1(h)(r ⊗ r′)θ1θi1 · · · θik + · · · + ∂n(h)(r ⊗ r′)θnθi1 · · · θik)

The image under π of the expression in blue is zero because for each summand:

Either θi ∈ {θi1 · · · θik } and so we will have θ2
i

in that summand which will cause the sum-

mand to boil down to zero or θi < {θi1 · · · θik } and so the image under π of what is left will

be zero by definition of π since n ≥ 1.

The image under π of the expression in brown is zero because for each summand:

If in the summand there is a θil , (l ∈ {1, · · · , k}), then by definition of π, the image would

be zero.

If in the summand there is no θil , (l ∈ {1, · · · , k}), then its image under π is π((xi − x′i)(r ⊗

r′)) = (r ⊗ r′)π(xi − x′
i
) which is zero because π(xi − x′

i
) = π(xi) − π(x′

i
) = 0 in R. �

We now work out (∆ f , d∆ f
) for a specific f . We will simply write d for d∆ f

.

Example 3.3. Let f = x ∈ R[x] be a one variable polynomial over the polynomial ring

R[x], where R is the set of real numbers. Let R = R[x]. We have the R ⊗ R−module:

∆ f =
∧
{
⊕

(R ⊗ R)θ}

This is an exterior algebra generated by the variable θ.
To be more precise, it is the free R ⊗ R−module generated by the empty list and the

symbol θ, modulo the relation that the θ2 = 0 that is θ ∧ θ = 0. Here, the ”∧” product is

taken over K just like the tensor product. A typical element of ∆1
f

is (r⊗r′)θ or equivalently

h(x, x′)θ where h(x, x′) ∈ R[x, x′]. A typical element of ∆0
f

is (r⊗r′) or equivalently h(x, x′)

where h(x, x′) ∈ R[x, x′].

The action of R ⊗ R is the obvious one. In fact, for example, if r1 ⊗ r2 ∈ R ⊗ R, its left

and right actions on an element (r ⊗ r′)θ of ∆ f simply yield (r1 ⊗ r2)(r ⊗ r′)θ since R is

commutative.

∆ f is endowed with the Z2−grading given by θ−degree (where degθ = 1). Thus

degθ2 = deg0 = 0.

Next, we define the differential as follows:

d : ∆ f −→ ∆ f

d(−) = [(x − x
′

)θ∗(−) + ∂( f )θ ∧ (−)]

∂( f (x)) =
f (x) − f (x′)

x − x′
=

x − x′

x − x′
= 1.

We now show that d0 ◦ d1 = ( f (x) − f (x′)) · id∆1 and d1 ◦ d0 = ( f (x) − f (x′)) · id∆0. But

first, d0 : ∆0
f
−→ ∆1

f
and d0(h(x, x′)) = (x − x

′

)θ∗(h(x, x′)) + ∂(x)θ ∧ (h(x, x′)) = θh(x, x′)
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since ∂(x) = ∂ f (x) = 1 and θ∗(h(x, x′)) = 0 as θ∗ is a derivation w.r.t θ.
Next, d1 : ∆1

f
−→ ∆0

f
and d1(h(x, x′)θ) = (x − x

′

)θ∗(h(x, x′)θ) + ∂(x)θ ∧ (h(x, x′)θ) =

(x − x
′

)h(x, x′) since θ∗(θ) = 1 and θ ∧ (h(x, x′)θ) = 0 as θθ = 0.

We now compute

d0 ◦ d1(h(x, x′)θ) = d0((x − x
′

)(h(x, x′))

= (x − x
′

)θ∗(x − x
′

)(h(x, x′)) + ∂(x)θ ∧ (x − x
′

)(h(x, x′))

= θ(x − x
′

)(h(x, x′)) since θ∗(x − x
′

)(h(x, x′)) = 0 and ∂(x) = 1

= (x − x
′

)(h(x, x′))θ
= (x − x

′

) · id∆1[(h(x, x′))θ]

i.e., d0 ◦ d1 = (x − x
′

) · id∆1 = ( f (x) − f (x′)) · id∆1

and

d1 ◦ d0(h(x, x′)) = d1((h(x, x′)θ)
= (x − x

′

)θ∗(h(x, x′)θ) + ∂(x)θ ∧ (h(x, x′)θ)
= (x − x

′

)(h(x, x′)) since θ∗(θ) = 1 and θ2 = 0

= (x − x
′

)(h(x, x′))

= (x − x
′

) · id∆0[(h(x, x′))]

i.e., d1 ◦ d0 = (x − x
′

) · id∆0 = ( f (x) − f (x′)) · id∆0

Example 3.4. Let f = x − y ∈ R[x, y] be a two-variable polynomial over the polynomial

ring R[x, y]. Let R = R[x, y]. We have the R ⊗ R−module:

∆ f =
∧
{

2⊕

i=1

(R ⊗ R)θi}

This is an exterior algebra generated by 2 anti-commuting variables, θ1 and θ2.

To be more precise, for i, j ∈ {1, 2}; it is the free R ⊗ R−module generated by the

set containing the empty list and the symbols θi, modulo the relations that the θ’s anti-

commute, that is θi∧θ j = −θ j∧θi. Typically, we will omit the wedge product and write for

instance θi ∧ θ j simply as θiθ j. Here, the ”∧” product is taken over R just like the tensor

product. A typical element of ∆0
f

is either of the form (r⊗ r′) (or equivalently h(x, y, x′, y′))
or (r ⊗ r′)θiθ j (or equivalently h(x, y, x′, y′)θiθ j) where h(x, y, x′, y′) ∈ R[x, y, x′, y′]. A

typical element of ∆1
f

is (r ⊗ r′)θi or equivalently h(x, y, x′, y′)θi where h(x, y, x′, y′) ∈
R[x, y, x′, y′].
The action of R ⊗ R is the obvious one. That is, for example, if r1 ⊗ r2 ∈ R ⊗ R, its left and

right actions on an element (r⊗r′)θiθ j of ∆ f simply yield (r1⊗r2)(r⊗r′)θiθ j = (r1r⊗r2r′)θiθ j

since R is commutative.

∆ f is endowed with the Z2−grading given by θ−degree (where degθi = 1 for each i).

Thus degθ2
i
= 0 and degθiθ j = 0.

Next, we define the differential as follows:

d : ∆ f −→ ∆ f

d(−) =

2∑

i=1

[(xi − x
′

i)θ
∗
i (−) + ∂i( f )θi ∧ (−)]

∂1( f (x, y)) =
f (x, y) − f (x′, y)

x − x′
=

(x − y) − (x′ − y)

x − x′
= 1.
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∂2( f (x, y)) =
f (x′, y) − f (x′, y′)

y − y′
=

(x′ − y) − (x′ − y′)

y − y′
= −1.

We now need to show that d0 ◦ d1 = [(x− y)− (x′ − y′)] · id∆1 and d1 ◦ d0 = [(x− y)− (x′ −

y′)] · id∆0. We will not show all the details because it is computed in a manner similar to

the calculations in the above example. We only specify d0 and d1.

d0 : ∆0
f
−→ ∆1

f
and d0(−) = (x− x

′

)(θ∗
1
)0(−)+∂1( f )θ1∧(−)+(y−y

′

)(θ∗
2
)0(−)+∂2( f )θ2∧(−)

i.e., d0(−) = (x − x
′

)(θ∗1)0(−) + θ1 ∧ (−) + (y − y
′

)(θ∗2)0(−) − θ2 ∧ (−) since ∂1( f ) = 1 and

∂2( f ) = −1.

Next, d1 : ∆1
f
−→ ∆0

f
and d1(−) = (x − x

′

)(θ∗
1
)1(−) + ∂1( f )θ1 ∧ (−) + (y − y

′

)(θ∗
2
)1(−) +

∂2( f )θ2 ∧ (−) i.e., d0(−) = (x − x
′

)(θ∗
1
)1(−) + θ1 ∧ (−) + (y − y

′

)(θ∗
2
)1(−) − θ2 ∧ (−) since

∂1( f ) = 1 and ∂2( f ) = −1.

3.3 The left and the right units of LGK

In this subsection, we define the left and right identities for our bicategory LGK. After

proving their naturality with respect to 2−morphisms, we prove that they do not have

direct inverses thereby justifying the fact that their inverses in [5] are found only up to

homotopy.

We denote the right (respectively left) unit by ρ (respectively λ). In the whole of this

subsection, we will be dealing only with the left unit ρ and we will omit the statements

and proofs of the results for λ because they are similar to the ones presented for ρ.

Consider a 1-morphism X ∈ hm f (R⊗ S , 1R ⊗ g− f ⊗ 1S )ω = hm f (R⊗ S , id ⊗ g− f ⊗ id)ω.

Thus, X is a matrix factorization of id ⊗ g − f ⊗ id and is also an R ⊗ S−module.

Let 1X : X −→ X be the identity map and π be the projection defined in lemma 3.5.

Remark 3.2. Observe that any S−module N can be considered as an R−module by letting

rn := f (r)n where f : R −→ S is a homomorphism of commutative rings. Observe that the

R⊗S−module X can be considered as an R−module via the following K−homomorphism

of commutative unitary rings f : R −→ R ⊗ S defined by f (r) = r ⊗ 1S , and hence

one can also see X as an R ⊗ R−module by means of the following multiplicative map

which is a K−homomorphism of commutative unitary rings m : R ⊗ R −→ R defined by

m(r ⊗ r′) = rr′. Moreover, observe that the R ⊗ R−module ∆ f can be considered as an

R−module via the following homomorphism of commutative unitary rings f : R −→ R⊗R

defined by f (r) = r ⊗ 1R.

Thanks to this remark, it makes sense to form the following tensor product over R:

X ⊗R R and X ⊗R ∆ f since X and ∆ f can be viewed as R−modules. Consequently, we will

simply write X ⊗ R and X ⊗ ∆ f for ease of notation.

Similarly, since the R⊗S−module X and the S⊗S−module∆g can be viewed as S−modules,

we can form the module ∆g ⊗S X that we simply write as ∆g ⊗ X.

We also consider the map u : X ⊗R −→ X defined by u(x⊗ r) = xr. This definition makes

sense since X can be viewed as an R−module. u is an isomorphism (See example 1 page

363 of [7]).

Now, define ρX : X ⊗ ∆ f −→ X by ρX := u ◦ (1X ⊗ π) and λX : ∆g ⊗ X −→ X by

λX := u ◦ (π ⊗ 1X).
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ρX and λX are clearly morphisms in hm f (R ⊗ S , id ⊗ g − f ⊗ id)ω.

We show that ρ and λ are natural w.r.t. 2−morphisms in the variable X and we explain

why there is no direct inverse for ρX and λX, for each X. In [5], it is proved that the left

and right unit maps are isomorphisms up to homotopy, but the reason why they are not

direct isomorphisms is not given explicitly, so we give that reason at the end of this paper.

Lemma 3.6. ρ and λ are natural w.r.t. 2−morphisms in the variable X.

Proof. The proof for ρ is given and the one for λ is omitted because it is similar.

In fact:

1. ρ is natural in X.

In fact, we have the functor

F := (−) ⊗ ∆ f : hm f (R ⊗ S , id ⊗ g − f ⊗ id)ω −→ hm f (R ⊗ S , id ⊗ g − f ⊗ id)ω,

X 7→ X ⊗ ∆ f .

F is well defined because X ⊗ ∆ f is an R ⊗ S−module since X is an R ⊗ S−module

and ∆ f is an R ⊗ R−module.

We also have the identity functor:

G := Id : hm f (R ⊗ S , id ⊗ g − f ⊗ id)ω −→ hm f (R ⊗ S , id ⊗ g − f ⊗ id)ω,

X 7→ X.

For each object X ∈ hm f (R ⊗ S , id ⊗ g − f ⊗ id)ω, ρX : X ⊗ ∆ f −→ X is a map in

hm f (R ⊗ S , id ⊗ g − f ⊗ id)ω.

Components ρX of ρ are such that for each p : X −→ Y , ρY ◦ F(p) = G(p) ◦ ρX, viz.

ρY ◦ p ⊗ id = p ◦ ρX because the following diagram obviously commutes:

X ⊗ ∆ f

�ρX

��

p⊗id
// Y ⊗ ∆ f

ρY

��

Id(X) = X
G(p)=p

// Id(Y) = Y

(we wrote id for id∆ f
) In fact, let r ⊗ r′θi1 · · · θik ∈ ∆ f ,

i1, · · · , ik ∈ {1, · · · , n}. Recalling that ρX = u◦(1X⊗π), u : X ⊗ R
�

//X , x⊗r 7→ xr;

and also that π is the θ−degree 0 map, we have on the one hand:

(i) ρY ◦ (p ⊗ id)(x ⊗ (r ⊗K r′)θi1 · · · θik ) = ρY(p(x) ⊗ (r ⊗K r′)θi1 · · · θik)

= u(1Y ⊗ π)(p(x) ⊗ (r ⊗K r′)θi1 · · · θik )

= u(p(x) ⊗ π((r ⊗K r′)θi1 · · · θik ))

=


0 i f k ≥ 1,

u(p(x) ⊗ rr′) = p(x)rr′, otherwise.

On the other hand, we have:

(ii) p ◦ ρX(x ⊗ (r ⊗K r′)θi1 · · · θik ) = p ◦ u(1X ⊗ π)(x ⊗ (r ⊗K r′)θi1 · · · θik)

= p ◦ u(x ⊗ π((r ⊗K r′)θi1 · · · θik ))

=


0 i f k ≥ 1,

p(u(x ⊗ rr′)) = p(xrr′) = p(x)rr′ otherwise.
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The very last equality above is obtained by R−linearity of p which is a map of

factorization.

The work done in (i) and (ii) shows that ρY ◦ (p ⊗ id) = p ◦ ρX. So ρ is indeed a

natural transformation.

2. ρX is a morphism of factorizations, viz. an R−linear even map commuting with the

differentials.

•ρX = u ◦ (1X ⊗ π) is an R−linear even map.

In fact, The projection map π was shown to be linear and even, in the proof of

lemma 3.5, and we know that the identity map 1X is clearly linear and even, so

1X ⊗ π is a linear even map.

Moreover, u is a linear map (see example 1, page 363 of [7]). Hence ρX is linear as

composition of linear maps.

It now remains to show that u is an even map. We give the trivial grading to R, i.e.,

R = R0 ⊕ {0}. Now, (X0 ⊕ X1) ⊗ R = X0 ⊗ R ⊕ X1 ⊗ R. We have:

u : (X0 ⊕ X1) ⊗ R = X0 ⊗ R ⊕ X1 ⊗ R −→ X0 ⊕ X1 defined by: u(x0 ⊗ r0) = x0r0 ∈ X0

and u(x1⊗r0) = x1r0 ∈ X1, since X is an R-module. This shows that u is an even map.

• ρX commutes with the differentials.

Let Z = X ⊗ ∆ f and let’s write each factorization with its pair of differentials as

follows:

(X, d0
X
, d1

X
), (Z, d0

Z
, d1

Z
) and (∆ f , d

0
∆
, d1
∆
). Since X and Z = X ⊗∆ f are factorizations of

h := id ⊗ g − f ⊗ id, the following hold:



d1
X
d0

X
= h · idX0

d0
X
d1

X = h · idX1

d1
Z
d0

Z
= h · idZ0

d0
Z
d1

Z = h · idZ1

We have the following pair of maps

Z0 ρ0

// X0 and Z1 ρ1

// X1 .

To show that ρX commutes with the differentials, it suffices to show that the follow-

ing diagram commutes:

Z0
d0

Z
//

ρ0

��

Z1

ρ1

��

d1
Z

// Z0

ρ0

��

X0
d0

X
// X1

d1
X

// X0

i.e., 
ρ0d1

Z = d1
Xρ

1 ... (i)

d0
X
ρ0 = ρ1d0

Z
... (ii)

It suffices to prove only one of these equalities because they are equivalent5.

5We proved something quite similar using matrix representations in Remark 2.4.
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We briefly discuss (ii) without giving a full proof because of the amount of the de-

tails involved:

First recall that Z0 = (X ⊗ ∆ f )
0 = (X0 ⊗ ∆0

f
) ⊕ (X1 ⊗ ∆1

f
).

Also recall that the Z2−graded R⊗S−module X⊗∆ f is a finite rank matrix factoriza-

tion of the polynomial g− f and it comes with an odd R ⊗ S−linear endomorphism

dZ : Z → Z s.t. d2
Z
= (g − f ) · idZ. We have

d0
Z : Z0 = (X0 ⊗ ∆0

f ) ⊕ (X1 ⊗ ∆1
f )→ (X0 ⊗ ∆1

f ) ⊕ (X1 ⊗ ∆0
f ) = Z1.

Now, if for ease of notation we write id∆ for id∆ f
then d0

Z
= (dX ⊗ id∆ + idX ⊗ d∆)

0

where idX ⊗ d∆ has the usual Koszul signs when applied to elements. We have:

ρ0 = (u ◦ (1X ⊗ π))0 = u0 ◦ (1X ⊗ π)0 + u1 ◦ (1X ⊗ π)1.

ρ1 = (u ◦ (1X ⊗ π))1 = u1 ◦ (1X ⊗ π)0 + u0 ◦ (1X ⊗ π)1.

(1X ⊗ π)0 = (10
X
⊗ π0) ⊕ (11

X
⊗ π1), (1X ⊗ π)1 = (10

X
⊗ π1) ⊕ (11

X
⊗ π0).

With all these data, the proof of ii) follows.

�

The authors of [5] give a difficult proof in which they exhibit the homotopy inverses

of ρX and λX but they do not show why the direct inverses of ρX and λX do not exist.

In the following theorem, we show that ρX and λX do not have direct inverses. This helps

to understand why ρX and λX can only have inverses up to homotopy.

Theorem 3.1. ρX and λX do not have direct inverses.

Proof. The proof for ρX is presented and the one for λX is omitted because it is similar.

We find a direct right inverse of ρX that we call ψX, next we prove that ψX is not a direct

left inverse of ρX and then proceed by contradiction to show that ρX has no direct inverse.

• Define ψX : X −→ X ⊗ ∆ f by x 7→ x ⊗ 1R⊗R.

First, it is important to show that ψ is natural in X. It is easy to see that ψX : X −→ X ⊗∆ f

is a map in hm f (R ⊗ S , id ⊗ g − f ⊗ id)ω. Let X and Y ∈ hm f (R ⊗ S , id ⊗ g − f ⊗ id)ω and

j : X 7→ Y . We need to show that the following diagram commutes:

Id(X) = X

�ψX

��

j
// Id(Y) = Y

ψY

��

X ⊗ ∆ f j⊗id
// Y ⊗ ∆ f

i.e., ψY ◦ j = j ⊗ id ◦ ψX.

Now, ψY ◦ j(x) = j(x) ⊗ 1R⊗R by definition of ψ. · · · †

j ⊗ id ◦ ψX(x) = j ⊗ id(x ⊗ 1R⊗R) = j(x) ⊗ id(1R⊗R) = j(x) ⊗ 1R⊗R · · · ‡.

† and ‡ yield the desired equality. Hence ψ is a natural transformation.

Now, ψX = ψ
0
X
⊕ ψ1

X
, where for x = x0 ⊕ x1, we have:

ψ0
X

: X0 −→ (X⊗∆ f )
0 = (X0⊗∆0

f
)⊕(X1⊗∆1

f
)), defined by ψ0

X
(x0) = x0⊗1R⊗R = x0⊗(1R⊗1R)

ψ1
X

: X1 −→ (X ⊗ ∆ f )
1 = (X0 ⊗ ∆1

f
) ⊕ (X1 ⊗ ∆0

f
), defined by ψ1

X
(x1) = (x1 ⊗ 1R⊗R) =

x1 ⊗ (1R ⊗ 1R)

• It is easy to see that ψX is an R−linear map. ψX is an even map by construction.

• We now show that ψX commutes with the differentials. This condition is represented

diagrammatically by the commutativity of the following diagram where Z = X ⊗ ∆ f .
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X0
d0

X
//

ψ0

��

X1

ψ1

��

d1
X

// X0

ψ0

��

Z0
d0

Z
// Z1

d1
Z

// Z0

That is, we need to show that:


ψ1d0

X
= d0

Z
ψ0 ... (i)′

ψ0d1
X
= d1

Z
ψ1 ... (ii)′

It suffices to prove only one of these equalities because they are equivalent6.

We prove (i)′:

d0
Z
ψ0(x0) = (d0

X
⊗ id + id ⊗ d0

∆
)(x0 ⊗ 1R⊗R)

= d0
X
(x0) ⊗ 1R⊗R + (−1)|x0 |id(x0) ⊗ d0

∆
(1R⊗R)

= d0
X
(x0) ⊗ 1R⊗R + x0 ⊗ 0 since d0

∆
(1R⊗R) = 0 and | x0 |= 0

= ψ1d0
X
(x0)

Hence (i)′ holds. So ψX is a map of factorization.

• ψX is a direct right inverse of ρX.

We need to show that ρX ◦ ψX = idX.

ρX ◦ ψX(x0 ⊕ x1) = ρX(ψX(x0) ⊕ ψX(x1)), ψX is linear

= u(1X ⊗ π)(x0 ⊗ 1R⊗R ⊕ x1 ⊗ 1R⊗R) by de f inition o f ρX and ψX

= u((1X ⊗ π)(x0 ⊗ 1R⊗R) ⊕ (1X ⊗ π)(x1 ⊗ 1R⊗R))

= u(x0 ⊗ 1R1R ⊕ x1 ⊗ 1R1R) as π(1R⊗R) = π(1R ⊗ 1
R
) = 1R1R.

= u(x0 ⊗ 1R ⊕ x1 ⊗ 1R)

= u(x0 ⊗ 1R) ⊕ u(x1 ⊗ 1R), since u is linear

= x01R ⊕ x11R by de f inition o f u

= x0 ⊕ x1 as desired

So ρX ◦ ψX = idX.

i.e., ψX is a direct right inverse of ρX.

• We now show that ψX is not a (direct) left inverse to ρX. All we need show is that

ψX ◦ ρX , idZ. Let x ⊗ (r ⊗ r′)θ1 ∈ Z = X ⊗ ∆ f , then:

ψX ◦ ρX(x ⊗ (r ⊗ r′)θ1) = ψX(u(1X ⊗ π)(x ⊗ (r ⊗ r′)θ1))

= ψX(u(x ⊗ π(r ⊗ r′)θ1))

= ψX(0), since π((r ⊗ r′)θ1) = 0

= 0

, idZ(x ⊗ (r ⊗ r′)θ1)
• Finally, suppose towards a contradiction that ρX has an inverse (i.e., a map that is both a

right and a left direct iverse of ρX), call it χX : X 7→ X ⊗ ∆ f .

Then: ρX ◦ χX = idX · · · ♯
and χX ◦ ρX = idX⊗∆ f

· · · ♯′ by definition of the inverse of a map.

And ρX ◦ ψX = idX · · · ♯” since ψX is a right inverse of ρX.

from ♯ and ♯” we have:

6We proved something quite similar using matrix representations in Remark 2.4.
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ρX ◦ ψX = ρX ◦ χX ⇒ χX ◦ (ρX ◦ ψX) = χX ◦ (ρX ◦ χX)

⇒ (χX ◦ ρX) ◦ ψX = (χX ◦ ρX) ◦ χX, by associativity

⇒ (idX⊗∆ f
) ◦ ψX = (idX⊗∆ f

) ◦ χX since χ ◦ ρX = idX⊗∆ f

⇒ ψX = χX

But this last equality is a contradiction since ψX which is not a left inverse of ρX cannot

be equal to χX which is a left inverse of ρX.

So ρX is not invertible as claimed. �

A similar work with the left unitor (or unit action) λX : ∆g ⊗ X → X shows that it is

not directly invertible.

We refer the reader to sections 3 and 4 of [5] for a proof showing that the unitors have

inverses up to homotopy. The authors in [5] used Atiyah classes (cf. section 3 of [5] ) in

their proof. But they never explained why it does not work at a non-homotopic setting.

We did it in the foregoing lemma.

Remark 3.3. Observe that ψX is a right homotopy inverse of ρX. In fact, we need to verify

that ρX ◦ ψX ∼ idX where ∼ stands for the homotopy relation.

(Recall that: ρX ◦ ψX, idX : X −→ X).

We need to find an odd degree R-linear map α : X −→ X s.t., dXα + αdX = ρX ◦ ψX − idX.

It suffices to take α to be the zero map (which is clearly an R-linear odd degree map).

In fact, if α = 0 then:

dXα + αdX = ρX ◦ ψX − idX ⇐⇒ 0 = ρX ◦ ψX − idX, i.e., ρX ◦ ψX = idX which is true since

ψX is the right direct inverse of ρ.

A similar work can be done for the left unit map λX.
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