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Abstract

We define 2-gerbes bound by complexes of braided groupiblogs. We
prove a classification result in terms of hypercohomologygs with values
in abelian crossed squares and cones of morphisms of coegptéxength
3. We give an application to the geometric construction ofaie elements
in Hermitian Deligne cohomology groups.
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Introduction

The aim of the present work is to study in some detail gerbeks arostly, 2-
gerbes bound by complexes of groups and bragtestacks, respectively, and the
cohomology groups determined by their equivalence classes

Background and motivations

The idea of a gerbe bound by a complex is of course not new:tésdaack to
Debremaeker [([DebT7]) in the form of a gerdeon a siteS bound by a crossed
moduled: A — B. Milne ([MiI03]) adopts the same idea in the special casenof a
abeliancrossed module. It is observed in loc. cit. that the crossedute in fact
reduces to a homomorphism of sheaves of abelian groupshamwdhiole structure
simplifies to that of a gerb@ bound by the sheafl and equipped with a functor



¢ — TORSB) which is aé-morphism, i.e. compatible with the homomorphigm
(see below for the precise definition).

Our starting point is the observation that this structuretwaes the differen-
tial geometric notion of “connective structure” on an ahelgerbe, introduced by
Brylinski and McLaughlift ([BM94, [BM986,Bry99], see alsb[Bry93] for a version
in the context of smooth manifolds). Briefly, by suitably gealizing the familiar
concept of connection on an invertible sheaf on an analytalgebraic manifold
X, they defined a connective structure on an abelian gerbeddouay as a func-
tor z ~ %o(x) associating to each local objectover an operi/ a Q,-torsor,
subject to a certain list of properties reviewed in secll atZurns out, and we
show it explicitly in sectCZ12, that this is exactly the sathing as prescribing a
structure of gerbe bound by the complex

x dlog 1
Oy — Qx .

More recently, we have similarly introduced the conceptarhfitian structure
on an abelian gerbe bound Wx by modeling it on the corresponding familiar
notion of invertible sheaf equipped with a fiber hermitiantmee([AId05d]). In
simplified terms, this structure is also of the type intragli@bove, namely we
find that in this case it can be conveniently encoded in theettre of gerbe bound
by the complex

x logll .0
ﬁX ? (g}Xa

where the latter denotes the sheaf of smooth real functiorns.o

It is reasonable to expect that the list can be made longérathier interesting
examples. However, we want point out that the real interéshese construc-
tion lies in a different direction (or directions). On onenkdathere is the obvious
interest of being able to generalize to the case of gerbesaestructures of differ-
ential geometric interest. On the other, there is the feat typically equivalence
classes (suitably defined) of these structures turn out tdssified by interesting
cohomology theories, and as a feedback we can get a georoledriacterization
of the elements of these groups. For instance, the cohomaomups relevant
in the above examples are the Deligne cohomology gi®#0.X, Z(2)), and the
hermitian Deligne cohomology gromﬁr?D(X, 1).

In fact, Brylinski and McLaughlin have shown that their csastions provide
the adequate context for notable extensions of the tameaymdyp in algebraic
K-theory, where gerbes are useful in order to obtain a gemrmtture for some
regulator maps to Deligne-Beilinson cohomology (cf. [84)). More importantly,

In [Bry93] the concept is ascribed to Deligne.



they extend their framework in two directions: (1) they ddes the case of 2-
gerbes as well, and (2) they define appropriate notions ehturre both for gerbes
and 2-gerbes bound b?}(. Passing from gerbes to 2-gerbes corresponds to an
increase in the degree of the involved cohomology groupgreds introducing
more levels of differential geometric structures corregf®oto cohomology groups
of higherweights.The geometric and the cohomological aspects are tied tegeth
very neatly in the following sense: the Deligne cohomologyupsHY, (X, A(k)),
whereA is a subring ofR, can be regarded as somewhat pathological in the range
p > 2k, where they cannot receive regulator maps from, say, atesobhomol-
ogy? It is reassuring that the gerbes and 2-gerbes correspotmlihg tame sym-
bol maps and various related cup products turn out to nitunave a connec-
tive structure (and even curvatures), so that their chasgifDeligne cohomology
groups lie in the “safe” range < 2k.3

A similar story was developed by the author in the case of hienmDeligne
cohomology ([AIdO5R]), motivated by the existence of certaatural hermitian
structures on tame symbols. As mentioned before, the cologieal counterpart
is given by hermitian Deligne cohomology, and there is alfgrér 2-gerbes as
well. Namely, we have put forward a definition of hermitiarusture for 2-gerbes
(to be reviewed and revised below) bound (ﬁﬁ and found that the correspond-
ing equivalence classes are in 1-1 correspondence witHetmerts of the group
ﬁ;g(X ,1). In particular, the gerbes and 2-gerbes correspondingettetine sym-
bols studied by Brylinski and McLaughlin were found to natlyr support a her-
mitian structure as well. Moreover, it was found that thdsactures, namely the
analytic (or algebraic) connective structure of Brylinakid McLaughlin and the
hermitian structure we introduced are compatible in thiofahg sense: One of
the byproducts of our work is that there is a natural notiorcainective struc-
ture canonically associated with the hermitian structiireas found that this new
connective structure agrees with the one of Brylinski-Maglalin once they are
mapped into an appropriate complex of smooth forms. (Pattisttheory will be
recalled and further clarified in the last part of the pregaer.)

Not quite satisfying, as the reader will have no doubt natjds the fact that
weights and degrees are precisely in what seems to be theibge. rHowever, a
more interesting grouﬁ?b(X, 2) does appear in the following way: ih [AldO5a]
we introduced a complex, denotéd2)® (defined in sectiofi711), and we (infor-
mally) argued that the hypercohomology gradg(X,I'(2)®) classifies 2-gerbes
equipped with both a connective structure a la Brylinskitiughlin and a hermi-

2The absolute cohomology groups in that range are zero.
3There is of course an interest in knowing that, $&¥,(X, Z(1)) classifies abelian gerbes bound
by &%, however the nice connection with regulators, etc. is lost.



tian structure in our sense which are compatible as exgla@mabove. In loc. cit.
we found there is a surjectidiid, (X, 2) — H*(X,T(2)*), so classes of 2-gerbes
can indeed be lifted to a more desirable group, but a trulyrgginc characteriza-
tion was not provided. Let us remark that the interest of ngﬁfb(X, 2) lies

in the fact that it is the receiving target of the cup produepm

Pic X ® Pic X — HA (X, 2),

wherePic X ~ IA{QD(X, 1) is the group of isomorphism classes of metrized invert-
ible sheaves. Whe/X is a complete curve, this map gives a cohomological inter-
pretation of Deligne’s determinant of cohomology congiore ([Del87]), which
has been analyzed in various guises in [Biy99, Ald04], add0BL] in the singu-

lar case.

The desire to remedy the above shortcoming and enhancesthitsref [Ald054],
as well as the desire to cast the results in the form expouattte beginning of
this introduction—suitably extended to include 2-gerbesnstitute our motiva-
tion for the present work. The framework we have found, tli&-gerbes bound
by a complex of braidedr-stacks, is quite more general than what would be mini-
mally required for just solving the mentioned problems, kemdis itself to possible
generalizations to the non-abelian case, which we plandcead in part in a subse-
guent publication. We now proceed to describe the pressulisan the remaining
part of this introduction.

Statement of the results

For the purpose of this introduction let us informally assutimat X is a smooth
base scheme, or an analytic manifold, and thak is an appropriate category of
spaces “over’X with a Grothendieck topology, making it into a site.

To keep track of cohomology degrees, recall that Delignegaiogy and its
variants have a built-in degree index shift. The conventiguse in this introduc-
tion and the rest of the paper is to revert to standard cohmygalegrees whenever
we are not specifically dealing with one of these specific oublogy theories.

Our first result is a straightforward generalization of tlemaept of abelian
gerbe bound by a homomorphism of sheaves of abelian groupe ttase where
we have a complex of abelian groups of the form:

Ay B2 C.

We find that an abelian gerl¥ bound by the above complex is conveniently de-
fined as am-gerbe¥ equipped with a functor

¢ — TORYB, (),
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where the right hand side denotes the gerb&Bebrsors with a section of the
associated’'-torsor obtained by extension of the structure group figro C. We

then obtain through a simpféech cohomology argument that equivalence classes
of such gerbes are classified by the hypercohomology group

H*(X,A— B —=C).

We show at the end of secti@h 3 that this is the appropriatergécadre for the
notion of curvature: indeed we prove that Brylinski and Maghlin’s original
definition of a gerbe with connective structure and “curViogn be cast as a gerbe
bound by a complex of length 3, for an appropriate choice efftoups involved.

The extension of the idea of gerbe bound by a complex to theafa?-gerbes
is more involved, but quite interesting.

We want to consider abelian 2-gerbes, where of course the tabelian” must
be properly qualified. We adopt the point of view of loc. cif.calling “abelian”

a 2-gerbe bound by a braidgd-stack in the following sense: It is known that the
fibered category of automorphisms of an objeabver U — X in a 2-gerbe is
agr-stack. Letes be agr-stack overX. A 2-o7-gerbe® is a 2-gerbe with the
property that each local automorphigmstack is equivalent to (the restriction of)
<. As we know from[[Bre94a], if this equivalence is naturakinthen.e will be
forced to be braided, i.e. its group law has a non-strict catafivity property. A
special case is whew = TORS(A), that is, thegr-stack is the stack of torsors (in
fact, a gerbe) over an abelian grodp Then we speak of a 2-gerbe boundyor
2-A-gerbe.

Note that it follows from [[Bre92l Bre94a] that for an abeliany -gerbe ®
the stack of morphisms7ut;(z,y) of two objects ovel/' — X has the structure
of <7 |y-torsor, and that’ determines a 1-cocycle, hence a cohomology set, with
values in TOorRS(«7). Note that for anygr-stack.<7 this is a neutral 2-gerbe, see
[Bre9Q]. By suitably decomposing the torsors comprising tiocycle, we obtain
a degree 2 cohomology set with valuesdn itself. This leads to the familiar
degree 3 cohomology group with values 4nin the case¥ = TORS(A). We
will find generalizations by studying the analogous cortitoms for complexes of
gr-stacks, defined below.

Thus, given an additive functor: &/ — % of braidedgr-stacks we define a
2-gerbe bound by this “complex” as a p&#, J), where® is a 2-«7-gerbe and/
is a cartesian 2-functor

J: & — TORS(A)

which is aX-morphism, see sectidnb.3 for the precise definition. Oheebtion
of morphism and then of equivalence of such pairs are defimedind that equiv-
alence classes are in 1-1 correspondence with the elenfeatsobomology set
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which we could provisionally write as:
H'(TorS(«7) — TORS(A)) .

Once again, by suitably decomposing the torsors comprisiagl-cocycle with
values in the complex

A« TORS(Z) — TORYA)

determined by, we obtain a degree 2 cohomology set with values in the comple
A of — A itself.

In order to properly handle the hermitian Deligne cohomglggoup we are
ultimately interested in, we can further generalize thigamoto that of a 2-gerbe
bound by acomplexof gr-stacks, that is a diagram of additive functors:

(+) o B w

where the compositiono A is required to be isomorphic to the null functor sending
27 to the unit object o%’. Thus a 2-gerb& is bound by the above complex if there
is a cartesian 2-functor

J: ® — TORS(A, %),

where the right hand side denotes the 2-gerb&ebrsors which become equiv-
alent to the triviat¢’-torsor. Then we show that equivalence classes of such pairs
(&, J) are classified by a cohomology set:

H!(ToRS(«7) — TORY#) — TORY¥)),

from which we can obtain a degree two cohomology set withfmets in thegr-
stack complex above. This is done in sectiohs 5and 6, whenetévant theorems
are stated and proven in full.

Along the way we get interesting byproducts shedding a nght tin the notion
of gerbe bound by a complex. In sectionl5.4 we prove that fdrietly abelian
(and not just braidedjr-stack %, that is, one that arises from a homomorphism of
sheaves of abelian groups, we have the equivalence

GERBEY B, H) = TORSY(%A)

where# = TORS(B, H). Then later in section 8.1, we observe thatRs(.%2, €)
introduced above is equivalent, wheh= ToRS(C, K') with the 2-gerbe of gerbes
bound byB — H which become neutral as gerbes bound’by» K.

These partial results are part of a general process wherebynake con-
tact with ordinary hypercohomology by assuming all all theoived gr-stacks
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are strictly abelian. Concretely, # = ToRS(A,G), # = TorRS B, H), and
¢ = TORY(C, K) the complex ofgr-stacks we have been considering reduces to
the commutative diagram of (sheaves of) abelian groups:

a—lsp—2sc

*) (ﬁ . l

G—)—H—K

The theorem we obtain in sectibnlb.4 is that equivalencesetasf 2-gerbes bound
by the complextt+) are classified by the standard hypercolamyaroup

H3(X, (cone of @)[—1]).

As we will see in sectiofll7, this is exactly the kind of cohoomyl group we need
in order to give a geometric construction of the elementhieftermitian Deligne
cohomology grou;ﬁij(X, 2). In particular, in sectioi 713, we give a reasonably
detailed construction of a 2-gerbe, denofed, .|, , , whose class ifi4,(X, 2)
is the cup product?, p| U [# , o] of L, p|,[# , 0] € Pic X.
In sectior®, especially in sectionsb.4 5.5 we provermaediate results for
the case where there is g so the diagrani{*) above reduces to the left square.
In all cases, when moving from cohomology sets with valuesomplexes of
gerbes of torsors to (hyper)cohomology groups with valnesone of complexes,
we compute explicit cocycles with respect to hypercoveashar than ordinary
covers. We find that even in the case of groups the cocyclebtsined present
additional interesting terms.

Organization and contents of the paper

Overall we have adopted a mix of bottom-up and top-down agpres. We have
refrained from starting from the most general statementlaei working our way
down. Instead we have adopted a sequence of successivaligiEms.

Our treatment of cohomology deserves some explanationsheAbeginning,
where several proofs are standard, we have adopféelch point of view. In the
latter part of the paper, where we deal with torsors ayestacks, we have found
worthwhile notto assume that decompositions with respe@dmh covers are suf-
ficient. So we have actually computed cocycles using hypersp adopting the
same point of view and formalism df [Bre94a]. Since we havaltdsith hyper-
covers in a rather direct way, formulas acquire a substahieoration of indices,



which can be quite daunting. The usual advice is to ignorehgpercover in-
dices on first parsing and reduce everything to @rezh formalism and replace
(hyper)cohomology with it€ech counterpart.

A note about sites: When dealing with categorical mattérsprines at no ad-
ditional cost to formulate everything, including cohommjcsets, for sites. Thus
usually we will assume that gerbes and 2-gerbes are fiberrthasiteS. This site
will in fact be a category of objects over an objeXt so that we will often use
the notationC/ X, assuming the categofyhas been equipped with an appropriate
Grothendieck topology. By thinking ok as the terminal object i€/ X, we can
conveniently denote cohomology setsiY X, —) or H*(X, —), depending on
whether we wish to emphasize the “hyper” aspect.

This paper is organized as follows. In secfidn 1 we recalalfackground no-
tions, collect some notation, and we provide a quick ovenaévarious Deligne-
type cohomology theories needed in the rest of the paper.

We introduce the concept of gerbe bound by a length 2 compleedtiord R,
where we also review the pivotal example of connective fiirecin some detail.
We then proceed in sectidi 3 to define and classify gerbesdbbyra length 3
complex. Sectiofl4 is dedicated to a quick review of 2-gerthrortunately we
cannot make this paper completely self-contained withouting another book
on 2-gerbes, therefore referring to the literature, espigdBre94a], remains in-
dispensable. Sectiol$ 5 alid 6 then contain our main resuiesre we classify
2-gerbes bound by complexes gi-stacks. Finally, in sectiofll 7, we return to
the realm complex algebraic manifolds, and give some agifbics to hermitian
Deligne cohomology.
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1 Background notions

1.1 Assumptions and notations

In the following, X will be a smooth scheme or a complex analytic manifold. In
the algebraic case, some results can be stated famooth over a base scherfie
Actually, in most of the applications we will be concernedhnthe case wheX



is an algebraic manifoli,henceS = Spec C. In this case the complex analytic
manifold above will beX ", the set of complex points ok with the analytic
topology, but usually we will not explicitly mark this in threotation.

Gerbes “overX” are stacks in groupoids and, similarly, 2-gerbes are 8-cat
gories fibered in (lax) 2-groupoids satisfying certain dtods to be explained
below, over an appropriate site of “spaces” ovér As explained at the end of
the introduction, whenever dealing with general categbnmatters, the specific
choice of this site will be somewhat immaterial. In order toifieas, and to revert
in the end to specific cohomology theories, we will assume weare given an
appropriate category with fiber produdig X of spaces oveX equipped with a
Grothendieck topology. The main requirement will be thatthrious sheaves such
as0Ox, %, etc. as defined with respect@ X restrict to their usual counterparts
underU — X, whenevellU is open in the ordinary—for the Zariski or Analytic
topology—sense. More specifically, following ref. [Bry93# X is a scheme we
may as well consider the small étale ske;, namelyC/X = Et/X, where we de-
note byEt the class of étale maps ov&r, and covers are jointly surjective families
of étale maps. Itis useful to allow the same type of consivaavhenS = Spec C,
and we want to considex “*. Namely we obtain a corresponding “analytic” site
by mappingU — X from X4 to U%" — X", According to ref. [[Mil80], this
determines the same topology as the standard analytic oribe latter case, that
is if X is a complex manifoldC/X will be the smallTop site. Similarly, whenX
is a scheme to be considered with its ordinary topology, W€ $& = X, the
small Zariski site ofX whose covers are injective maps— U with U open in
X. Note that in general we will not be considering the corresimg “big” sites.
However, the general categorical constructions which ftirenmain body of this
paper are going to work in that context tSo.

In general we will refer to the topology dty X simply as a topology oX, and
accordingly we will simply speak of “open” sets for membgrs— U of a cover of
U — X. As itis well known, fibered products take the place of irtet®ns, and
we will use the standard notation of denoting the varioustigial “intersections”
(i.e. fibered products) relative to a coverifty; — U }icr as: U;; = U; xy Uj,
Uij = U; xy Uj xy Uy, etc. Also in the relative case of over a baseS, C/X
will be obtained by restriction fron€/S. However, our notation will not always
explicitly reflect this.

“By algebraic manifold we mean a smooth, separated scheniteftfipe overC

*To be more specific one could consider sites suctXgs, the big étale site ofX, if X is a
scheme, namel¢ /X = Sch/X equipped with the étale topology defined by the clessf étale
maps overX ; correspondinglyC/X = Cmplx/X, with the topology given by standard open covers,
or by analytification of étale covers as described above.
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1.1.1 Often used notations.

For a subringA of R and an integep, A(p) = (2m/—1)P A is the Tate twist of4.
We identify C/Z(p) ~ C* via the exponential map > exp(z/(2my/—1)P71),
andC ~ R(p)®R(p—1), soC/R(p) ~ R(p—1). The projectionr,: C — R(p)
is given by, (z) = £(z+(—1)Pz), for z € C, and similarly for any other complex
quantity.

If FE is a set (or group, ring, module...), théfyy denotes the corresponding
constant sheaf of sets (or groups, rings, modules...).

If X is a scheme or complex manifol€)$ denotes the corresponding (al-
gebraic or analytic) de Rham complex. We g8t = Qg( as usual. &y de-
notes the de Rham complex of sheavesRovalued smooth forms on the un-
derlying smooth manifold. Furthermore/y = &3 ®r C, and is€%(p) the
twist £y @r R(p). Also, &{'? will denote the sheaf of smooth, ¢)-forms, and
A = @,y =n 5", Where the differential decomposes in the standard fash-
ion, d = 9 + 9, according to types. We also introduce the imaginary operat
d®= 0 — 0 ® and we have the rules

dmp(w) = mp(dw),  dmp(w) = Tp41(dw)

for any complex formu. Note that we havedd = d°d.
The standard Hodge filtrations 6%, and.«/y are as followsFPQS = oPQ%
is the sharp truncation in degree

00— —0— 0% — - — QMY

whereasFre/y is the total complex of ), «7y°* " .

r>p

1.2 Various Deligne complexes and cohomologies

Standard references on Deligne cohomology ére: |BEI8BSEYV
For a subringA C R and an integep, the Deligne cohomology groups of
weightp of X with values inA4 are the hypercohomology groups:

(1.2.1) H,(X, A(p)) £ H* (X, A(p)D x),
whereA(p)s, i is the complex
(1.2.2) A(p)p x = Cone(A(p)x ® FPQx — Q%)[—1]

(1.2.3) s (AG)x = ox B ok S Lo,

5We omit the customary factdr/(4r+/—1)
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where the map in the cone is the difference of the two inchssiEnd— denotes
a quasi-isomorphism. The complex [0 (1]2.3) is the one weneitmally use in
what follows.

WhenA = R, Deligne cohomology groups can be computed using other com-
plexes quasi-isomorphic tb{1T.2.2) br(112.3), in partcul

(1.2.4) R(p)% = Cone (FPa/y — E¢(p— 1)) [-1].

(See the references quoted above for a proof.)
The Hermitian variant of Deligne cohomology is obtained by considering th
hypercohomology groups

(1.2.5) HY(X,p) £ H*(X,C(p)%)
of the complex
(1.2.6) C(p)% = Cone(Z(p)x EP(Frary N o™ Ex(p)) — Ex(p))[—1],

introduced by Brylinski in[[Bry9B]. We proved in [Ald04] thi is quasi-isomorphic
to the complex:

(1.2.7) Dy (p)% = Cone(Z(p)% @ (FPe/y N o Ex(p)) — ffi(zj)iv) [—1].

The interest of[(1.2]17) lies in the fact that the second hygssmology group of
Dy, 1.(1)% provides a characterization of teanonical connectiomssociated to a
hermitian line bundle (JAId04, Ald0%a]). We will also needeaner version of the
complex [I.2J7) introduced in JAIdO5b], namely:

(1.2.8) Dnn(p)s = Cone(Z(p)BD LN J<2p59.(»‘27)2>p))[—1] .

Here®* (7%, p) is theDeligne Algebraover the complex’y, discussed in full in
[BGY97,[BGKK, [Gon0#], andr<? denotes its sharp truncation in degrees above

2p, so that:
(1.2.9)
- 0 n = 07
p n (] — _ ! /
o TDNUAD) =\ 6 p - )N Bygrns 2T n<2p—1.
p'<p,q'<p

The differential is—7 o d, wherer is the projection that simply chops off the
degrees falling outside the scope[of (11 2.9). Using {IL, 2:&) mapp, is:



1.2.10 Example.In the following we will be concerned almost exclusively kit
the complexes of weight = 1 andp = 2. Explicitly, we have:

(1.2.11) Dnn (D% = (Z(1)x — Ox ™ &%),
whereas the comple®, 5, (2)% is the cone (shifted by 1) of the map:

d

Z(2)X ! ﬁX >Q}(

(1.2.12) —m ™

—mod

EU1) —L H1) % £2(1) N !
1.2.13 RemarkUsing the compleX{1.2.11), one shows that
H3(X,1) ~ Pic X,

the group of isomorphism classes of line bundles with héamitmetric. This fol-
lows from an easﬁ?ech argument, as in [EsA88]. Thus the same type of argument,
using the complexD;, , (1)%, implies the uniqueness of the canonical connection,
see[[AldO54].

We conclude this review section by observing that all coxgsdeintroduced
so far possess a product structure (or several mutually tapitosuch structures),
additive with respect to the weights, so that we have gradetutative cup prod-
ucts

(X, A(p)) ® Hip (X, A(q)) — HEM (X, A(p + q))

and
H% (X, p) @ Hp (X, q) — HE(X,p+q).

The reader should refer to the literature cited in this sector more details and
explicit formulas for the products.

2 Gerbes with abelian band

In the following we recall a few definitions about gerbes. thaonical reference
is [Gir71], whereas a detailed exposition adapted to spacfzre94a]. We will
need the abelian part of the whole theory, for which a readabtount is to be
found in [Bry93].

Let C be a category with finite fibered products, equipped with ali&mdieck
topology. Agerbe¥ overC is a stack in groupoids: ¥ — C such that:
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1. ¢ is locally non-empty,namely there exists a covéf — X such that
Ob(%) is non-empty;

2. ¢ islocally connectedthat is, for each pair of objects éf, there is a cover
¢: V. — U such that their inverse images are isomorphic. In other svisrd
z,y € Ob¥y, thenHomy (¢*z, p*y) is non-empty.

For an objectr € Ob ¥, the sheafAut(x) is a sheaf of groups o6/U. (Recall
that overyp: V' — U, we haveAut(z)(V) = Auty (¢*z).) Let now A be a sheaf
of groups onC: We say that/ is an A-gerbeif for each objectr with p(x) = U
as above there ismatural isomorphism

az: Aut(x) — Aly.

The naturality inz will force the groupA to be abelian, and in the following we will
restrict our attention to this case. The shda#ill be referred to as thbandof the
gerbe¥. We also say tha¥ is boundby A. (In the general—non-abelian—case,
the bandZL(A) will have a more complicated definition, as the various skea\;s
are glued alond@/ x x U only up to inner automorphisms. In the abelian case this
is immaterial and we can abuse the language andActle band of¢.)

A morphism) : ¢4 — ¢ is a cartesian functor between the underlying fibered
categories, and it is an equivalence if it is an equivaleraategories. Moreover,
if ¢ is anA-gerbe, and/# is a B-gerbe, with a group homomorphisfn A — B,
then the morphism will have to satisfy the obvious commutative diagrams. Such
a morphism is called ai-morphism.

An f-morphism for whichf is an isomorphism is automatically an equiva-
lence. So is, in particular, a morphism between tivgerbes? and¥’. So if A
is abelian, it follows from[[Gir7l1] thatd classes of equivalences dfgerbes are
classified byH? (X, A), the standard second cohomology grougah the derived
functor sense. See also, elg. [Brly93], for a proof inGleeh setting.

2.1 Gerbes bound by a complex

We are going to use the notion of gerbe bound by a length twqptm — B
of sheaves of abelian groups overX, as in [Mil03]. Let us review the formal
definition:

2.1.1 Definition. Let A and B be two sheaves of abelian groups 6/X, and

d € Hom(A, B), so thatA 2, Bisa complex of length two. A gerls¢ bound
by A — B is an A-gerbe ovelC/X equipped with a&-morphism of gerbes

pu: 9 — TORSY(B).

14



(Notice that TOrRS(B) is a B-gerbe, so the notion @Fmorphism makes sense.)

More generally, one would have the notion of a gefdound by a sheaf
of crossed modulesss per Debremaeker’s original definition in réf._[Deb77]. If
(A, B, ) be a crossed module, whefe A — B is a group homomorphism, com-
patible with the action o3 over A, a gerbe bound by it is ad-gerbe¥ with a
0-morphism\ above, together with other data relative to the stacks afraat-
phisms of local objects, see ref. [Deb77]. When bdtland B are abelian, the
crossed module becomes simply a complex, and everythingesdo the data in
the previous definition.

As usual, a morphism of complexég, g): (4, B,d§) — (A’, B’,¢’) is a com-
mutative diagram of group homomorphisms:

AR

1)

A/—>B/

If 4 and¥’ are bound by A, B) and(A’, B’), respectively, then we have a corre-
sponding notion of f, g)-morphism as follows:

2.1.2 Definition. An ( f, g)-morphism from to ¢’ consists of:
1. anf-morphism\: ¥ — ¢/,
2. anatural isomorphism of functors
a:geop= o\
from ¢ to TORSB').

In the definitiong, is the g-morphism TORS(A) — TORS(B) induced byg in
the obvious way.

For completeness, let us also mention that we also have tlomred morphism
of morphisms, see [Mil03]. Namely, 1€t\;, ;) and()\2, a2) be two morphisms
(G, 1) = (&', 1). Amorphismm: (A,a1) — (A2, a2) is a natural transforma-
tionm: A1 = A such that the following is verified:

(Lxm)oa; =as.

With these notions the gerbes bound by a complex of length2 &2-category. In
particular, whed’ = A andB = B’ we denote this 2-category byEBBES A, B).
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2.1.1 Classification of( A, B)-gerbes.

Once again, consider the special cade= A andB’ = B, with f andg being the
respective identity maps. Then we speak of anB)-morphism, and in particular
of a (A, B)-equivalencef the underlying functor\: 4 — ¥’ is an equivalence
in the usual sense(A, B)-equivalencds an equivalence relation, and the set of
equivalence classesH?(X, A — B). While this can be defined in general (see
ref. [Deb7T]) in the abelian case it turns out to coincidehvitie second hyper-
cohomology group with values in the complédx— B in the standard sense (cf.
[IVII03]).

2.1.2 The canonical f, g)-morphism.

Given a commutative diagram of group homomorphisms as alioee is a canon-
ical (f, g)-morphism

(f,9)+: GERBESA, B) — GERBEYA', B'),

given by extension of the band. Namely,4f is an A-gerbe, there is a well-
defined procedure giving ad’-gerbe which we may calf.(¢). Since locally
4y ~ TORS(A|y), then f.(4)y is simply given by standard extension of the
structure group. Now, if4, ) is an(A, B)-gerbe, the?, g, o ) is an(A, B')-
gerbe and locally the functa, o 1 will be isomorphic tog, o J, (see in particular
the proof of Thm[5.4]3 below for more detdils The latter will be replaced, by
commutativity induced from the commutative square of grbomomorphisms,
by ¢, o f., which glues back to a functer’: f,(¢) — TORSB’).

This construction is universal in the sense that(#ng)-morphism can be
written by the composition off, ). followed by a unique (up to equivalence)
(A’, B)-morphism.

An alternative characterization ¢fi, B)-gerbes will appear in se¢L.$.4, when
we discuss 2-gerbes bound by complexes.

2.2 Examples

The following are few examples of Gerbes bound by complexéngth 2 which
are relevant from the point of view of extending differehti@ometric structures
to gerbes.

We will first review the definition of connection—aonnective structure-on
aﬁ§—gerbe according to Brylinski and McLaughlin (see, €.9. [BV[BM96], or
[Bry93] for the smooth case).

"This construction will not be used until seEf16.1 and it ityaependent on the arguments of
sect[BH, in particular the proof of Thii5M1.3.
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2.2.1 Definition. Let ¥ be a&’-gerbe. Aconnective structur&o on¥ is the
datum of a},-torsor%o(z) for any objectz € 4, whereU C X, subject to the
following conditions.

1. For every isomorphisnf : z — y in ¢ there is an isomorphism
fx =%o(f): Go(x) — Go(y)

of Q},-torsors. In particular, iff € Aut(x) ~ 0%

U, We require:

fx 1 Go(x) — Co(x)

(2.2.2)
V — V + dlog f

whereV is a section of6o(x).
2. If g : y — z is another morphism i, then(gf). ~ g f«.

3. The correspondence must be compatible with the resmidtinctors and
natural transformations. Namely,:if : 4, — % is the restriction functor
corresponding to the morphism V' — U in C/X, then there is a natural
isomorphismy, : +* o o = %o o* such that the diagram:

V" Co(r) ———

Z*(f*)l
au(y

1" Co(y) ———

commutes. Moreover givep: W — V and the corresponding,, there
must be the obvious pentagonal compatibility diagram wighrtatural trans-
formationsy, , : 7*2* — (1y)* arising from the structure of fibered category
over X. That is, given the object, we have the commutative diagram:

Cow (7*0°x) —2 J* Goy (1*x) L 0" Goy (x)
©2,5(@)x J/SOZJ(%)OU@))
Cow ((19)" @) o (19)* Goy (z)

mapping to a corresponding one with

The following is a reformulation of the conditions in Definit [Z21:
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2.2.3 Proposition. A connective structure on th@}(—gerbe% amounts to the da-
tum of a structure of gerbe bound by the complex

r: ol 2% gl
Proof. That the various conditions in Definitidn Z.P.1 define a caate functor
6o :9 — TOR(QY)

is just a matter of unraveling the definition of cartesiarcton Moreover, eq[{Z.2.2)
implies that%o is in fact adlog-morphism. O

According to the general result@}é—gerbes with connective structure are clas-
sified by the hypercohomology group

H2(x, 0% 1% ol).
Via the quasi-isomorphisms:
(6% =5 Q4)[-1] = (2(2) — 0x — Q) = Z(2)%,

whereZ(k)?, is the weightt Deligne complex, we have that the classifying group
is isomorphic to théeligne cohomology group

H3,(X,Z(2)).

2.3 Further examples

Several variations on the theme established in Definfidhl2and Proposition
223 have been considered, typically by providing the semey modifications in
Definition[ZZ1. Following the idea embodied in PropositidZ.3 they can be
restated in terms of gerbes bound by a complex.

In ref. JAIdO54] we have introduced a notion of hermitiarusture and a vari-
ant of connective structure valued in the Hodge filtratiore &nsider these exam-
ples next.

2.3.1 Hermitian Structures.

Consider the complex:
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where & is the sheaf osmoothfunctions valued iR, the connected com-
ponent ofl in R*. A 0%-gerbe¥ is said to have &ermitian structure(cf. ref.
[Ald05d, Definition 5.2.1]) if it has the structure of a getisund by(&%, &5).
Classes of equivalences ﬁf}(-gerbes equipped with hermitian structures are
therefore classified by the group
2
H2(x, 0% L g8y ~ T (x,1).

Recall that the latter is the thitdermitian Deligne cohomology grougd weight 1,
and the isomorphism is induced by the quasi-isomorphism

(Z(1) = ox & 62) = (0% 15 ey 1),

where the first is the corresponding Hermitian Delighe caxpl

2.3.2 Fl-connections.

A slight modification of the notion of connective structuegalled in secf.212 is to
consider the length 2 complex{[Aldd5al)):

o 2% Pl
Note thatF'e/y = «74°, so this is called a “typél, 0) connective structure” in
[ATd053].
2.3.3 Compatibility.

We have the obvious maplog: &5 — FleZ} and the morphism of complexes

2
x I ot
ﬁX gX

lﬁ log

0% 2% Pl

The notion of compatibility between a hermitian and a type)) connective struc-
tures on amounts to artid, d log)-morphism. In fact, it is the canonical one in
the sense of sedi_21.2. The equivalence viith [Ald05a2p.& merely a ques-
tion of unraveling Definitiol 2 T12 for the case at hand. Tlssifying group was
identified in [Ald054] Withﬁ?’@(X, 1), computed using the comple®;, 5 (1)%.

19



2.3.1 Remarklt was found that the notion of connection compatible withweeqg
hermitian structure as defined in loc. cit. not the same aerbaised by Brylinski
and others (see, e.1. [Bry99, Proposition 6.9 (1)]). Hereavefurther elucidate the
remarks at the end df [AldOba] by pinpointing the geometiffetence: the notion
of compatibility used by Brylinski involves solely the stiure of(é";,éﬁ(l))-
gerbe, whereas the definition we put forward uses the nofiamophisnof gerbes
bound by a complex. The latter remembers, so to speak, tieate ofﬁ}(-gerbe.

3 Gerbes bound by complexes of length 3

3.1 (B,C)-torsors

First, recall that for a given comple® —— C' of non-necessarily abelian groups,
an (B, C)-torsor (see [Del 78] Bre<90]) is a paiP, s) whereP is an B-torsor and

s a section ofo,(P) £ P AB C. A morphism between two pair&P, s) and
(P',s") is a morphismf: P — P’ of B-torsors such that.(f)(s) = s’. With
these definitions théB, C)-torsors form a category, in fact a gerbeyRS B, C),
and we denote bI' (X, B — () the set of isomorphism classes. There is an
obvious forgetful functor ®RY B, C') — TORSB), and a corresponding map
of cohomology set¥I!(X, B — C) — H'(X, B).

When B andC are abelian, which is the case of interest here, the cohayolo
set classifying isomorphism classeg &, C')-torsors is isomorphic to the standard
hypercohomology group.

Suppose we are given a map of complexes

then we obtain a functor

(g,h)«: TORYB,C) — TorYB',C"),
which is defined as follows. To an obje@®, s) of TORS B, C') we associate the
pair (g« P, h«(s)), whereg,P = P AB B’. This is well defined, since’ g, P =
h.o.P . Then it is immediate to verify that morphisms

(P,s) — (P',s")

in TORY B, C) are brought to morphisms inORs(B’, C”).
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The following alternative characterization will be useifuthe following. Us-
ing [Gir71, 111.1.6.1], it is easily seen that the structwé (B, C)-torsor on P
corresponds to the datum of‘&aequivariant map:

0 (P) — Homp(P,C)

3.1.1
( ) t— [s =t lo,s]

whereHom 5 denotes (right)B-equivariant maps, and' is considered as a right
B-space via.
3.2 (A, B,()-gerbes

LetA > B % Cbea complex of abelian groups @i X, and letp: ¥ — C/X
be a gerbe with band.

3.2.1 Definition. We say that¢ is bound by the compled — B — C, or that is
an(A, B, C)-gerbe, if there is morphism

f: 9 — TORYB,(C)

such that? is an(A, B)-gerbe for thej-morphism defined by the composition of
£ with the forgetful functor DRS(B, C') — TORSYB).

In other words, the structure ¢fi, B, C')-gerbe or¢ is a factorization of the
morphismy defining the structure ofA, B)-gerbe through RSB, C). For an
objectr € Ob %, denote

whereu = forget o i, andv(z) is a section of, (u(x)).

Next, we can consider the notion of morphism of two such geddeng the
same lines as farA, B)-gerbes. Thus, let us be given a morphism of complexes of
abelian sheaves over/ X:

A—=sB—2s¢C
byl b
A/ L} B/ L} C/
Let¥ and¥’ be two gerbes bound b4, B, C) and(A’, B', C’), respectively.

3.2.2 Definition. An (f, g, h)-morphism from# to ¢4’ consists of:
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1. anf-morphism\: 4 — ¢';
2. anatural isomorphism of functors
a: (g,h)sofi=ji' o\

from ¢ to TOrRS(B’, C’) such that the composition (=pasting) x & with
the forgetful functorF’: Tors(B’,C’) — TORSY(B’) is the natural iso-
morphism associated to &ffi, g)-morphism as in DefinitioRZ.1l.2.

The second condition in the definition can be explained devisl Consider
the diagram

% ., Tors(B, C) SN TORY(B)

2

@' —" 5 TorgB',C") —— TorB')
Pasting withF” gives
F'xa: Flo(g,h)sofi= F' oji' o\
that is,
F'sxa:gioFofi= o\

We require this to coincide with the isomorphigmin Definition[Z1.2.

Again, we call this morphism aequivalenceor more precisely, aff, g, h)-
equivalence, if so is the underlying functar 4 — ¢’. In particular, this is
the case whel’ = A, B’ = B, C' = C andf, g, andh are the identity map,
which we refer to as afA, B, C)-equivalence. Being equivalent in this sense is an
equivalence relation, and we have:

3.2.3 Proposition. Classes of equivalences @4, B, C)-gerbes are classified by
the hypercohomology group

H*(X,A— B — C).

Proof. We will just sketch how to obtain the class corresponding ¢eide4 on
C/X bound by the compled — B — C. Let us proceed under the assumption
that working withCech cohomology is sufficient. Thus, I6; — X);cr be a
cover for X and assume th&f is decomposed_[Bre94a] by the choice of objects
r; € ObYy, and morphismsp;; : x;|v,, — =ilu,,-
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For each object; the functorii: ¥ — TORS(B, C) gives us a paifi(z;) =
(p(zs),v(z;)), wherev(x;) € I'(0«(z;)). Then, from the morphism;; we obtain
the morphism of torsors

(pij)s = plpij): () — p(z:)
so that
(3.2.4) V(i) = ox((pig)) (v(25)) -

The decompositioniz;, ¢;;) of ¢ gives a cocyclda,ji) € Z2((U; — X), A) in
the usual way/[Bre94a], [Gir71, 1V.3.5.1]. Furthermomt, (ls;);c; be a collection
wheres; is a section of the3|y,-torsorz(x;). It follows that a cochair{b;;) with
values inB is defined by

(0ij)«(s5) = sibij ,
and the usual argument shows that
(3.2.5) aiji, = by bijbjk .
Now, sincefi(z;) is a(B, C)-torsor, we have that
o«(8;) = v(x;) ¢,
for an appropriate section of C|s,, for eachi € I. On one hand, this gives:
o ((pij ) (s5)) = v(wi) i o (bij) -
On the other hand, by functoriality we have
o ((ij) (s5)) = o (p(piz)) (04 (s5))
= 0+ ((@i)) (v (x5)) ¢,
and using[(3.2]4) we finally obtain
(3.2.6) ¢ o(bij) =c¢j.

Then [32.5),[(3.2]6), and the cocycle property(iar;.) give the desired 2-cocycle
with values in the compled — B — C. O

The alternative characterization @8, C')-torsor at the end of se€fB.1, and the
technique used in the proof of the proposition can be putthegdo provide the
following alternative characterization of the notion(ef, B, C)-gerbe.

LetA %> B % Chea complex of abelian groups overX.
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3.2.7 Lemma. The structure of A, B, C')-gerbe on¥ — C/X is equivalent to
the following data:

1. u: 9 — TORS(B) making¥ into an (A, B)-gerbe;
2. for each object € Ob %y a mapv(z): u(x) — C|y such that:

(@) v(x)(sb) = v(z)(s)o(b) for each sectiors of u(x) andb of B
(b) for each morphisnf: x — y in ¥y a commutative diagram

U

w(f)
() ———— pu(y)
zxgk C’U /y(y)

Proof. The existence of the mag(x) is simply a consequence of the existence of
a sectionv(z) of o, (u(x)) in the structure of B, C')-torsor of u(z) determines a
morphismu(xz) — C|y according to[(3.1]1).

The commutativity of the diagram follows then from the fdwtithe structure
of (B, C)-torsor of u(z) implies thatv(y) = o.u(f)(v(z)). O

A different characterization dfA, B, C')-gerbes in terms of torsors over a mor-
phism ofgr-stacks will appear in sedf_%.1, when we will be discussirgetbes
bound by complexes (afr-stacks).

3.3 Examples: Curvings

The main example we want to consider, is that of a curving aﬁ§agerbe€4
equipped with a connective structure. The concept, intedipy Brylinski ([Bry93]),
but attributed to Deligne, is the analogous of the curvadfi‘econnection on a line
bundle.

¢ possesses a connective structure if it is a gerbe boun@b)(}b—% QL. We
can move one step forward and consider instead the longepleam

(3.3.1) ot 2% 0l 402

3.3.2 Definition. A curving on ¢ is the structure of gerbe bound by the com-

plex (3.31).

According to Lemm&3.2]7, a curving on a gefewith connective structure
%o will be given by a map

H (x): Go(x) — Q%
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for each object: € Ob %, and operlV/ — X, such that
H(z)(V+a) =2 (x)(V) +da,

whereV is a section of¢o(x) anda is a section of2{,. Moreover, iff: 2 — y
is @ morphism ir¢;;, then the commutative diagram in Lemmaz3.2.7 translates int

H(y)(f«(V)) = A (2)(V) .

By direct comparison, we can see that these are exactly tipeqres of the curving
listed in [Bry93], hence our definition agrees with the onéom cit.

It follows from the classification result above that we haweee? equipped
with connective structure and curving defines a class in gpettohomology
group:

H2(X, 0% 2% ol -4 0%) ~ 13 (X, Z(3)).

The isomorphism with the Deligne cohomology group followsnfi the quasi-
isomorphisms:

(@X( dlog Q%{ _d, Q%)[—l] = (z(g) — Ox 4, Qk 4, Q%g)7

the complex on the right hand side beiA¢3)?,.

4 2-Gerbes: main definitions

In this section we review some basic definitions and relefasts about 2-gerbes
here. The standard referencelis [Bre94a], which should feereel to for a com-
plete treatment.

Recall that a 2-gerbe is a 2-stack, in particular a fiberect@gory, satis-
fying local non-emptiness and connectivity requiremergregalizing those of a
gerbe. The general definition of fibered 2-categories camobed in [Hak72].
Analogously to loc. cit., we will assume that given a fibratip: & — & of
2-categories, the base 2-category is in effect a categgarded as aiscrete2-
category—namely, one with all 2-arrows being identities. other words & =
2-Cat(S), whereS is a category. To avoid overburdening our notation, we will
simply write our fibrations ag: & — S, without risk of confusion. In the follow-
ing, the category will in fact be the siteC/ X, with all our standing assumptions
concerningC/ X to be kept for 2-gerbes as well.
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4.1 2-Stacks
A 2-stack is a fibered 2-categopy & — S such that:

1. 1-arrows and 2-arrows can be glued, a fact that can bermtigcstated by
saying that for any two objects,y € Ob®y overU € ObS, the fibered
category.Zomy (z,y) is stack ove5 /U;

2. Objects can be glued, namely 2-descent on objects holds.

(A pre-2-stack is a fibered 2-category satisfying only th&t fiondition above.)

Without entering into too many details, it is worthwhile nvak the gluing
condition on objects more explicit. Thus, [étbe an object 0§, and let(U; — U)
be a cover as usual. The assignment of 2-descent datd/agahe assignment of
a collection of objects;; € Ob &, such that there is a 1-arrow:

Pij: Tj —> T4
overU;; and a 2-arrow (in fact, a 2-isomorphism):

N

Ty ——— —Ti
overUj;;, such that the following compatibility condition holds:

ikl © (Qijk * Pr1) = Qi 0 (Wi * Ajrr) -

The assignment of the tripler;, ¢i;, i), is called2-Descent dataCondition[2
above then means that there exists an ohjeetOb & with 1-arrows

Vit — @

and 2-isomorphisms

Pij Ty by
J

satisfying the now obvious compatibility conditions withetisomorphismsy, ;..
This is referred to by saying that the 2-descent data isteféec

26



4.2 2-Gerbes

In words, a 2-gerb& — Sis a 2-stack in 2-groupoids which is locally non-empty
and connected. A detailed account of several variants sfiginition of a 2-gerbe
is given in the text([Bre94a]. Following loc. cit., the profpes characterizing a 2-
Gerbe are the following:

1. & is locally non-empty:assumingS = C/X, there exists a covdi — X
such thatOb & is not empty.

2. & is locally connected:for eachx,y € Ob &y, for some objecU of S,
there exists a covep : V' — U such that the set of arrows fromy to /8
is not empty.

3. l-arrows are weakly invertiblefor any l-arrowf : x — yin %y, U €
Ob &, there is an inverse : y — x up to two 2-arrows.

4. 2-arrows are (strictly) invertible ié;;.

There are different equivalent forms of the last two axioaswell as local ver-
sions of all four to be obtained by considering coveringd/ofsee [Bre94a] for
more details. Here we only quote the fact that condifibn 3/abs equivalent (if
condition[4 is also satisfied) to:

3’ Giventwo l-arrowsf : x — y andg : x — z in &y, there exists a 1-arrow
h:y— zanda?2-arrowx: ho f = g.

Finally, a note of caution: although tiséack.#om; (z,y) is locally non empty by
condition[2, in general it will not be connected, so that ¢tod [3 does not quite
imply that s#om (z,y) is a gerbe. This is the case whenr= y for fully abelian
2-gerbes, to be discussed below.

4.2.1 Gr-stacks of automorphisms

To conclude these remarks of preparatory nature, let ufiyodescuss automor-
phisms of objects.

For any given object: € Ob &y, the stacke/uty () of self-arrows ofx is
a stack in groupoids equipped with a strictly associath@noidal structurethat
is a functoreZuty (z) x “uty(x) — “futy(x) implementing a product law on
uty(z). It follows from the 2-gerbe axioms thatuty (z) admits a choice of

8Note that givenp : V — U and an object abovel thanks to the axioms of a fibered 2-category
we can speak of “the” objeat;, aboveV with an arrowzy — = abovey up to 2-equivalence.
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inverses, compatible with descent, hence it greup-like stack, or grstack,for
short, cf. |Bre92, Bre94a, SR72].

Analogously to the gerbe case.df is a fixedgr-stack onS, we define a 2¢/-
gerbe to be a 2-gerb® overS such that for every objeat € Ob & there is an
equivalence

az: uty(x) — |y .

4.3 Abelian 2-gerbes

A 2-o7/-gerbe to baabelianif the equivalences, introduced above are natural in
the sense specified in_[Bre94a, Definition 4.13]. As showm tit., this has the
consequence tha¥ is braided, that is, there is a commutativity functor for the
monoidal structure.

An additional commutativity condition is to assume that

o/ = TORY4),

for a sheaf of abelian group$ overS. (SinceA is abelian, this is gr-stack under
the standard contracted productAdtorsors.)

As explained in loc. cit., these two requirements have thesequence that
the gr-stack «7ut;;(x) is a gerbe oveS/U, and in fact a neutral one, i.e. it is
equivalent to DRS(A|y), since it has the global objeéd,. Automorphisms of
1l-arrows are then equivalent to sections of the sheaf ofpgrdy as in [BM94].
If both commutativity conditions hold, we commit a mild abusf language and
say that the 2-gerb@ is boundby the sheaf of abelian group$, or that it is a
2-A-gerbe, dropping the typographical reference toghstack.cs.

It is by now standard that thielly abelian 2-gerbes, or A-gerbes, are classi-
fied up to equivalence by the ordinary cohomology gréifg.X, A).

In what follows we will limit our consideration to abeliang&rbes which are
not, however, necessarily fully abelian.

4.3.1 Morphisms.

As noted, a morphism between two 2-gert#sand § is a cartesian 2-functor
F: & — $ between the underlying 2-stacks.

Suppose thats is a 2«/-gerbe and9 is a 2%-gerbe, and\: &/ — A
is a morphism ofgr-stacks, where we assume bath and % at least braided.
By analogy with the case of gerbes, we will calla A-morphismif the obvious
commutative diagrams (up to 2-isomorphism, this time) atisfed. In particular,
this means that’ must be compatible with the morphismas in the sense that we
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have the following diagram:

Hut(x) —— ut(F(x))

JZJZ’U % %‘U
for an appropriate isomorphism.
In particular, we are interested in the situation where adrgrphisny: A —

B of abelian groups is given, and= ¢, is simply the induced functor:
0x: TORS(A) — TORYB).

between the correspondingy-stacks. In this case we will refer t6' as aJ-
morphism, with a mild abuse of language. The salient prgpera §-morphism in
this sense is that if a sectianc A|y; corresponds to an automorphism of a 1-arrow
f of &y, then the corresponding automorphisn¥dff) in 5y will be §(a) € B|y.

4.3.2 Classification.

As already mentioned, a 2-gerbe is classified by an element of the (ordinary)
cohomology groug?®(X, A): Let us briefly recall here the well-known local cal-
culation leading to the classification.

For simplicity, let us remain in th€ech setting, so let us once again consider a
cover(U; — X);ecr of X. Now, given a2-gerbe®, let us choose a decomposition
by selecting a collection of objects in &,. There is al-arrow

Pij: Xy — I;

between their restrictions ®y,;. Then axionLd' in secl_ 412, and the abelianness
assumptions imply that there exist 2-arrows such that:

Qijk - Pij © Pik = Pik -

Over a4-fold intersectionU;;;,;, we have twol-arrowsy;; o @;i © Yii: £ — x;
andy;; : x; — x; and between thertwo 2-arrows, namelyy;; o (id%]. * o) and
a;p o (ujk x idy,,) . Since2-arrows are strictly invertible, it follows again from
the axioms that there exists a sectigp,; of @}é over Uy, such that

(431) Q51 © (ldSDZJ *ajkl) = Qijkl © Q4] © (awk * id‘Pkl) .

This section is &-cocycle and the assignmeéit — [a] gives the classification
isomorphism.
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5 2-Gerbes bound by a complex

5.1 %-torsors

The notion oftorsor under agr-stack will play a significant role below. The defini-
tion has been given in full generality in_[Bre90, 6.1], anddB2], so here we will
confine ourselves to only recall the main points.

Let # be agr-stack onC/X. Briefly, a stack in groupoids” will be a (right)
ZB-torsor if there is a morphism of stacks

m: PxXPB— P

compatible with the group law o in the sense specified in loc. cit., and such that
the morphism
m=(pr;,m): X xXB— P xP

is an equivalence. Asinloc. cit., there will be an assodgigtnatural isomorphism:

Papp: (@-b) b 5z (b-V),
wherez - b stands forn(x,b). This isomorphism will have to satisfy the standard
pentagon diagram.

Having so far defined what ought to be callegpseudatorsor, we need to
complete the definition by adding the condition that thernstexa covelU — X
such that the fiber category;; is non-empty.

There are a few constructions fe#-torsors that are generalizations of well-
known ones for standard torsors which we are going to reca¥: rcocycles and
contracted products.

5.1.1 Contracted product of torsors.

The notion of contracted product for torsors overatack is introduced il [Bre90,
£6.7].

If 2 (resp.2) is aright (resp. leftys-torsor, the contracted produg? A% 2
is defined as follows. The objects are paitsy) € Ob & x 2. A morphism
(z,y) — (2',y"), however, is an equivalence classes of trigle®, ), whereb €
Ob %, andf: z-b — 2’ andg: y — b-y’ are morphisms of” and.2, respectively.
Two triples(f, b, g) and(f’, ¥, ¢’) are equivalent if there is a morphistn b — '
in Z such thatf = f'o (z-8)andg = (8-y') o g.

Properties analogous to the familiar ones for ordinaryai@r$iold. For exam-
ple, one has the isomorphism

(l‘b,y) ;('mvby)>
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given by the pailid,.,, b, idy.y ).

In the following we will be considering braided (and in faBicard)gr-stacks
exclusively, hence the distinction between left and riginsor will not matter. In
principle, by analogy with the case of standard torsors aveabelian group we
could dispense with the notation for the contracted prodadtdenote the product
with the symbolZ? @ 2, instead. We will not do so, however.

5.1.2 Cocycles.

A torsor &2 over a (not necessarily braidegi)-stack% can also be characterized
by a cocycle with respect to a cover.

Given a cover(U; — X);es, the torsorZ” has non-empty fiber categories
over it. Thus choose objects; € Ob #7y,. Since by definitionZ? is locally
(i.e. over the cover) equivalent &, it follows that we can obtain isomorphism
z; — x; - bjj, whereb;; is an object of# over U,;, and the isomorphism takes
place inZy,;. (We are systematically ignoring the isomorphisms resglfrom
the pull-back functors.) By pulling back 1g;;;, we obtain a 1-cocycle with values
in %

(5.1.1) Bijk: bij - bk — by -

The isomorphisms; ;. in 2|y, ,, turn out to satisfy the obvious compatibility con-
dition on quadruple intersectiors ;;;, which we do not explicitly write here. The
pair (bi;, Bi;1) is the 1-cocycle with values in thgg-stack% determined by,

5.1.3 %-torsors and B-gerbes.

It arises from the general classification theory of 2-gethas TORS( %) is a 24-
gerbe. Moreover, it follows from the general discussiorBreR0,57.2 and Propo-
sition 7.3] that if# = TORS(B), then TORS(A) is equivalent to GRBES(B), the
2-gerbe ofB-gerbes ovelX.

It is possible to see this via the 1-cocycle pair(d.1.1) disvis. Recall that
%# = ToRYB) with B abelian, so we obtain a “torsor cocycle” in the sense
of [Bre94n]. It follows that the groupoidsdrRs(B)|y, can be glued in the standard
way to give aB-gerbe.

5.1.2 Remark.The argument just outlined is of course not specificBideing
abelian. Upon replacingd@rs(B) with BITORS(B) everything works in general.

5.1.3 Remark.The 1-cocycle written above coincides with Hitchin’s natiof
“gerbe data,”[[HitO1]. The latter lacks the categoricaluthowever.
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5.2 Crossed modules ofr-categories

It was observed above that the complexA — B of abelian groups ought to
be considered as an abelian crossed module, namely one whdmpose strict
commutativity on the associategt-category. (That is, we demand it be strictly
Picard.)

It turns out that a similar pattern holds in the case of@sed module ofr-
categoriesin the sense of_ [Bre92, Définition 2.2.8]. It requires thare exist
additive functors

N — A, ) B — Eq(A)

such that the relations determined by the following diagréid:

YNy Bx A~ of
S5, A

%X,@ve@

whereéq(«7) denotes thgr-stack of self-equivalences of , ., denotes the inner
conjugation, and the top and bottom horizontal arrows indiagram to the right
are the actions o8 on < and on itself induced byand the inner conjugation.

Now observe that requiring the resulting group lawa@hx % to be commuta-
tive (up to natural isomorphism), entails that bethand % are braided, and that
the action of%Z on ./ is trivial. Thus, an abelian crossed modulegofcategories
will simply be an additive functor

(5.2.1) AN — B,

between braidedr-categories. The same conclusions hold if we reptareeate-
gories withgr-stacks overC/X. We will also refer to[[5.2]1) as a complex of
(braided)gr-stacks.

If both &7 and % have strict group laws, then they are tjrecategories asso-
ciated to crossed modules, so we obtain a “crossed modul®s$ed modules,”
namely acrossed squaresee [Lod8P2, Bre92]. Thu§(5.2.1) reduces to the commu-
tative square

A
(5.2.2) (ﬂ
G
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where the vertical arrows are the crossed modules asstétaté and.Z, respec-
tively, and the horizontal arrows, as well as the composigahal one, are also
crossed modules. There are other axioms, for which we rbterdader to the
treatment in loc. cit. We will not need them here, howevecdose if bothZ and
2 are strictly commutative, their associated crossed msdudeome complexes
of abelian groups, so thadfi{5.P.2) becomes a commutativarsoqpef homomor-
phisms of abelian groups, which is the situation we will beeliested in. Thus
“crossed square” will be meant as a synonym for a morphismoafptexes of
abelian groups.

5.3 2{«,%)-gerbes

We are now going to consider the analog of Definifion2.1.1ateelian 2-gerbes.
We proceed by giving a direct generalization of Definifioh.2, where we replace
the complexA — B with the length 2-complex (that is a morphism)gfstacks,
which we assume braided, heeding to the principle that webcthe ladder of
the higher algebraic structures by promoting toefficientsof cohomology from
sheaves of (abelian) groups,go-stacks, etc.

5.3.1 Definition. A 2-gerbe bound by the complex(5.P.1) is as2gerbe® over
C/X, equipped with a&\-morphism:

J: & — TORS(A).

A 2-gerbe bound by the compldX{5P.1) will be called &<Z; %#)-gerbe. (Notice
that TORS(A) is a 248-gerbe in an obvious way, hence the notiomahorphism
makes sense.)

If & is actually a 24-gerbe, andZ = TORS B), whereB is a sheaf of abelian
groups ovecC /X, with a homomorphismi: A — B, we call ita 2{ A, B)-gerbe,
or a 2-gerbe bound byl — B. (The morphisnVJ in the definition is a\ = J,-
morphism.)

For a 2{ A, B)-gerbe, owing to the last remark in s€cf]5.1, DefiniionBc&n
be recast in the form used in_[Ald05a, Definition 5.5.1] (inpgcal case), which
we state here as a lemma:

5.3.2 Lemma. The datum of a 24, B)-gerbe is equivalent to that of a Cartesian
2-functor
J: & — GERBEYB)

which is ad-morphism of 2-gerbes.
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Morphisms of 2-gerbes bound by a complex of length 2 can baakfby
promoting DefinitioZ.T]2 to using braidep-stacks and then (for those coming
from abelian groups) using Lemria513.2. Specifically, ayalsly to what was
done in sec{ 211, consider the squargmotacks:

o —2 B

(5.3.3) { %P

|
Aot

5.3.4 Definition. A (¢, 1)-morphism(F, u): (&, J) — (&', J’) consists of:
1. ang-morphismF : & — &/;
2. anatural transformation of 2-functors:
p:tpyod = J oF: & — TORYH),
wherey,.: TORY#Z) — TORS#’) isinduced fromy in the obvious way.

In particular, the special case whefe(5.3.3) is inducedhieynorphism of
complexes
(f,9): (A, B,8) — (A", B',¢)
of abelian groups will be referred to as @f g)-morphism of the 2-A, B)-gerbe
(6,.J) to the 2{A’, B')-gerbe(®’, J'). Using Lemmd5.312, conditidd 2 in Defi-
nition[5.3.1 says that we have a natural transformation foin2tors

p: gesoJ = J oF: & — GERBEYB'),

whereg..: GERBEY B) — GERBEYB') is induced fromy : B — B'.

We speak of d.«7, Z)-morphism if.«7’ = & and %’ = % and bothy and
1 are identities. We shorten this tael, B)-morphism if bothgr-stacks arise from
abelian groupsi and B in the usual way. We speak of an equivalence if the under-
lying 2-functor F' is an equivalence of 2-stacks.

5.4 Classification |

The classification of 24, B)-gerbes follows the usual pattern. The following
theorem generalizes previous results on connective amditin structures on 2-
gerbes, seé |BM96, Bry99] and [Ald05a].
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5.4.1 Theorem.Leto: A — B be a complex of abelian groups over X. Equiv-
alence classes of @4, B)-gerbes are classified by the elements of the (ordinary)
hypercohomology group

H?*(X,A - B).

Proof. We only need to sketch the proof, for the details can be liitexsh the above
guoted references and adapted to the present situatioauwidifficulty. Therefore
let us only indicate how to obtain the cocycle representhng dlass of a given
2-(A, B)-gerbe.

Let us work in theCech setting, so letl/; — X);cr be a cover as usual. Let
(&,J) bea?2{A, B)-gerbe overX, and letz;, ¢;;, ando;;;, be objects, morphisms,
and 2-morphisms providing a full decompositiondfelative to the chosen cover
as in sec{Z4.3]12. In addition, let us pick a decompositiothefjerbesJ(z;) over
U; by choosing objects; and arrowst;; : J(yi;)(r;) — 7i.

OverUj;;, we obtain the following diagram it (x;)|v.

ijk”

J(piz) (k) &ij
T(pij) 0 I (1) (r) L% J( i) (rj) —2— i

| s

J(pij © @ji) (Tk) W J(pir) (rx) 5—> i
Ak )Tk ik
which defines the sectidn;;, € Aut(r;) ~ B]Uijk. (The left vertical arrow comes
from the natural transformation built in the definition ofiictor [Hak72].)

Pulling back toU;;;; we obtain a cube determined by the objects .. , 7
whose faces are built from copies of the previous diagranmdJlation [4.311),
and the fact that is ad-morphism, we finally have:

bjkl bi_k} bijl bi_jl = 5(aijkl)7
which together with the cocycle relation satisfieddy,; (consequence of{4.3.1)),
gives the desidered cocycle relation {af;x;, bijx)-

To conclude, let us hint at how the procedure is reversedfifdistep is to glue
the local trivial 2-gerbes ERBESA|y,) Vvia a;ji;. This is standard, sek |Bred4a,
BM94, [BM9€]. Then we define a 2-functof by assigning to each objegt over
U;, i.e. anA|y,-gerbe, the trivialB|y,-gerbeJ (z;) = TORSB|y, ). OverUsji, the
sectionb; ;;, is used as an automorphism of an objgcbdf J(x;), and the cocycle
condition above ensures compatibility. O

Using the results in se¢i.2.1 abdut, B)-gerbes we can informally reword the
proof of the theorem by noticing that the representativeyclecof the 2( A, B)-
gerbe® was given in terms of A, B)-gerbes. We want to make this observation
precise.
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To this end, let us first observe thatdif A — B is a complex of sheaves of
abelian groups, the = TORS(A, B), introduced in secf_3 1, isgr-stack: the
group law is given by the standard contracted product, seafompairs(P, s) and
(Q,t) we have(P, s)®(Q,t) = (P®Q, st). In fact¥ is thegr-stack associated to
the homomorphismd — B viewed as an abelian crossed crossed module. Thus,

4 = TorRSA, B) ~ (A -+ B)™,

cf. [Bre90,Bre94a].

The following intermediate results (in the next propositand theorem), are
also of independent interest, as they provide an altematharacterization of
(A, B)-gerbes.

5.4.2 Proposition. Equivalence classes &f = TORS( A, B)-torsors are classified
by the hypercohomology grod@?(X, A — B).

Proof. Let &2 be a¥-torsor. According to secE.5.1.3 the choice of objectsn
the fiber categories”y;, with respect to a covefU; — X );cr, determines a pair
(9i5, vijx) With values in satisfying the cocycle identit{(5.1.1).

Given the specific nature of, eachg;; is an (Aly,;, Blu,,)-torsor, namely
it corresponds to a pailP;;, t;;), where P;; is an A-torsor overU;;, andt;; is a
section ofP;; A B. Moreover,y; i : Pi; @ Pjj, 5 Py, (suitably restricted t&/;1),
andd. (viji) (tijtje) = tik-

It is perhaps bettemot to assume at this point that the tord@y is trivialized,
but rather consider the full blown hypercov@r;;, U;), where(U; — Uij)aea,;
is a cover, and assume thg} is a trivializing section of’; overU. This choice

gives rise to sectior@%’? of A, ;as andbg; of B\Uf; , in the usual way:
ijk v

5 5
Vik(s5; @ 8p) = shoagy s i = (s A1) b

Then, using that - a A1 = s A d(a) = (s A1) -d(a), it is easily checked that
(a?ﬁ?, bf;) satisfies the cocycle condition with values in the complex> B with
respect to the chosen (hyper)cover. The rest of detailshgolcthat this is well-
defined on classes) are routine and left to the reader.

Conversely, given a cocycle with values.in— B with respect to the above
hypercover, we can reconstrucd|y,;, B|u,,)-torsors(P;;, t;;) satisfying the co-
cycle condition. We can then glue the variggs, using this cocycle to obtain a
¢-torsor onX . Details are again left to the reader. O

Now we consider the trivial 2-gerbecRs(¥) of torsors over thgr-stack¥ .
Also recall that GRBES(A, B) denotes the fibered 2-category (of, B)-gerbes
overX.
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Propositio5.4]2, and the fact that the same hypercohayaoup classifies
(A, B)-gerbes as well suggest the following theorem, which is aaresion, in the
abelian context, ol [Bre90, Proposition 7.3]. To preparedtatement, observe that
there is an action

TORS(A) x TORY A, B) — TORS(A)
given on objects by

(@, (P 1) — (P©Q),

where (P, t) is an (A, B)-torsor, and is an A-torsor. Of course, sincd is an
abelian group, ©RS(A) is itself agr-stack. Also, by local the triviality of torsors,
an A-torsor is locally isomorphic to afA, B)-torsor, thereby makingGrs(A) a
TORS(A, B)-torsor.

5.4.3 Theorem.Let¥ = TORS(A, B). There is an equivalence (of 2-stacks)
F: TORY¥Y) — GERBEY 4, B)

given by:
F: 2+ TORYA) N?2 .

In fact, the equivalence in the proposition is an equivatenicneutral (or triv-
ial) 2-gerbes bound by.

Proof. We will confine ourselves to give a description of the 2-fendt, as well
as its quasi-inverse, following loc. cit., and leave thefigation of the details to
the reader.

Given a covelU — X, by definition we have an equivalence

e@U ;> gU = TORS(A’U, B‘U) .

Moreover, observe that for argr-stack¥ and for any stack in groupoid witl-
action &2, we have an equivalence

[ iy N7 x — (z,09),

whereogy is the unit object ing. By the same argument in the proof of [Bré9o,
Proposition 7.3], we have the equivalence:

TORS(Al) > TORS(Al) A% Gy > TorRS(Alu) AYl0 2y,
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showing that DRS(A) AY 2 is locally equivalent to DR A), hence it is am-
gerbe. We make it into ap4, B)-gerbe by defining

=6, A1: Tors(A) AY 2 —s Tors(B).

This is well-defined, since locally the definition dictatég, (P,t)) — d.(Q) and,
using the properties of the contracted product, we have

(Qv (Pv t)) — (Q : (P>t)> (Av 1)) = (P® Q, (Av 1))7

so that
(Q,(Pyt)) = 0.(P ® Q) ~ 6.(P) ® 6.(Q) ~ 0.(Q),

sinced.(P) ~ B, by definition of(A, B)-torsor. (The pair(A, 1) represents the
unit element ing = TorS(4, B).)

Conversely, let2, 1) be an(A, B)-gerbe. Since it is in particular afrgerbe,
there is an equivalence

Q|U ~ TORS(A|U)
with respect to a cove/l — X, so that locally the structure df4, B)-gerbe
becomes
Torg(Alr) “!% Tors(By).

In turn this is isomorphic t@,, the “change of structure group” functor. To see
this, consider the image' = u(A) of the trivial torsor. Since: commutes with
the product of torsors (sin@@; ® Q2 ~ Q1 A Q- for A abelian), it follows from
Q ~ Q® AthatE ~ B, the trivial B-torsor. By local triviality overU and the
fact thatu is ad-morphisms, it follows that(Q) ~ 6.(Q).

A calculation identical to the one carried out to show that 1 is well-defined,
shows that if( P, t) is an(A, B)-torsor, then the morphism

P® —: TORSA|y) — TOoRS(A|y)
preserves the functar,, namely the diagram
PR—
TORS(A|y) ————— TOoRS A|y)

5y Ss
ToRSYB|v)

commutes. In other words, tensoring with A, B)-torsor is locally a mor-
phism of (A, B)-gerbes. Moreover, sinceny equivalencer: TORSA|y) —
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ToRS(A|y) can be realized &9 — P, ®  for an appropriate torsaP,, compat-
ibility with the previous diagram forceB, to be an(A, B)-torsor. Denoting by’q
the stack of equivalences, the foregoing proves that thespondence

2+ &q(TORY(A), 2)
gives the required quasi-inverse equivalencé'to O

5.4.4 Remark.The theorem gives another perspective on the canonicalhisonp
introduced in sec{_Z1.2. Namely, if we have a morphiEm.1j.af Picardgr-
stacks coming from the crossed square (b.2.2), from thedhewe obtain a mor-
phism

GERBESA,G) — GERBES B, H)

as the conjugaté’z o A\, o F7;, of the induced morphism
A«: TORS(/) — TORS(A),

where F, is the appropriate equivalence from Theorem%.4.3 Bjidts quasi-
inverse. It is immediately seen that this morphism corredpao the canonical
morphism(f, u)..

We return to 2-gerbes. The following proposition geneedizect4.3]2 and
TheorenT5.4]1, and it can be considered as the analog of $tiopd5. 4.2 to the
case of 2-gerbes.

5.4.5 Proposition. Let¥ = TORS(A, B). Equivalence classes of2-gerbes are
classified by the hypercohomology gradg(X, A — B).

Proof. Most of the ingredients of the proof can be extracted froncthiwycle anal-
ysis in [Bre94a], c.f. in particulag4.7.

Let & be a 2¢-gerbe. Given a coveil/; — X);c;, the choice of objects;
&y, determines, by analogy with selcL 51143 forsorss;; = Hom (zj|u,;, xilu,;)
overU;;. Note thats;; is a¥/-torsor, rather than hitorsor, thanks to the fact that
¢ is braided. The torsorg;; satisfy the following cocycle condition: we have
equivalences

(5.4.6a) Gijk: G N2E = i,

and natural transformations (isomorphisms):

(5.4.6b) Vijki: ikt © (Gij A1) = gijio (LA gjm)
arising from the pentagonal 2-cell determined by starting a

(&5 /\gé"jk) N &,
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and associating with the help di{5.4.6a). Moreover, thephismsv;;;; satisfy
the appropriate coherence condition extracted filam (B)b@erU; ki, .
Notice that a section of, say;; overU;; — Uj; is a 1-arrowf;: xj\UL_aj —

wi‘Uf; , and similarly for the other indices. Therefore the res'w'ru:tgf‘jiV of gijk
to Ufj‘.ﬁV can be identified with an object &f| ;.s,. The same reasoning leads
ijk

to the identification of the restriction of;;;,;, with the appropriate decoration of
upper indices, with an arrow of (a corresponding restnictf) ¢. Finally, we note
that the equivalence in eqi._{5.4.6a) is given by the contipasof 1-arrows and
2-arrows in®. Thus eqns[{5.416) can be interpreted as giving a cocyciditton
for (gijx, vijri) With values in.

Now, since¥ = TORS(A, B), is the stack associated to the abelian crossed
module (i.e. complex of abelian group$) A — B, the corresponding sheaf of
groupoids will be

AXB#KB

with source and target maps given bfu, b) = b andt(a,b) = d(a)b, so that
(neglecting the upper indices) the objegt. can be identified with a sectidn;,
of B, and the morphismy,; with a sectioru;;; of A. Now (5.4.6b) reads:

d(aijrr) bijr birg = bjri biji

which is the desired relation. Putting it together with tbeycle condition fow, j1;
determined by the coherence condition onithg; alluded to above, provides the
required 3-cocycle with values in the compldx— B. O

Methods similar to the approach of the proof of Theofem Fgik& the follow-
ing theorem. We omit the proof.

5.4.7 Theorem.Let againg = TORS(A, B). Then a 24-gerbe is equivalent to a
2-(A, B)-gerbe, where the equivalence takes place in the apprapBatategory.

The upshot of the foregoing unfortunately rather lengthgcdssion can be
summarized as follows. Given a complex of abelian groéips A — B, the
following two structures on a 2-gerbe® are equivalent:

1. 2-gerbe bound by : A — B, and:
2. 2-gerbe bound by = TORS(A, B).
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They correspond to the following crossed squares of the (yRE2):

item[d: l l item[2: J(s l
1 B——>1

where for cas€ll we consider and B as crossed moduled — 1 and B —
1, whereas cadg 2 corresponds to the crossed modueé — 7 where 7 is
associated td — 1. The equivalence can be traced to the symmetry of the crossed
square.

Next, we are going to explore the case when the crossed s@udr®) is non-
trivial.
5.5 Classification Il

Our first step is to address the case of a 2-gerbe bound by sedrasodule of
braidedgr-stacks[(5.2]1) in greater generality than in the precedeugions. Note
that there is an obvious induced map:

(5.5.1) At TORS(/) — TORSY(A),
given by Z — 2 A7 2. Itis convenient to have the following definition at hand:

5.5.2 Lemma-Definition. Given a covellly = (U; — X);cs, a 1-cocycle with
values in[.5]1)s the datum ok7-torsorsé;; overU;; and #-torsors.#; overUs,
such that the cocycle conditidg.4.8)holds for theg;;’s, and moreover there are
equivalences ofg-torsors

(5.5.3a) it (&) N2F ) 5 T
and natural transformations (isomorphisms):
(5.5.3b) miji: &ij o (1A &) = &ir o (A(gije) A1)
The natural transformations:, ;;, are subject to the following coherence condition:
(5.5.4) & * A(Wijrt) © miji * (LA Aalgjr) A1) 0 &g % g
= Mt * (Ai(giji) AN LAL) omyj* (LATAEpr) -

5.5.5 Remark An easier (but less precise) way of displayihg (3.5.4) isgtwore
the pastings with the identity 2-arrows, so that we have:

Xie(Vijkl) © Ml © Mijkg = Mgy © Myji; -
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Proof. The calculations are tedious, but entirely straightfodvat/e will content
ourselves to note that one has to form the standard cube qftmsars¢;;, etc.
starting from

(5.5.6) M (G N (Eip N E10)) N2

and ending to#;, modulothe association isomorphisms for the contracted product,
which have been ignored in e§.(5)5.4). ThHen (8.5.4) is thelref composing the
facesof this cube. Note that if{5.3.4) there are five terms, sime af the faces
will be strictly commutative, namely the one correspondimgontracting the first
two, and the second two terms [0 {5]5.6). O

We complement the definition of 1-cocycle with the notion gfiwalence as
follows:

5.5.7 Definition. Two 1-cocycleg &;;, %) and(&/., .#]) with values in[2.56) are

ijr 1
equivalentf there existes |, -torsors2; overU; such that there are equivalences:
(5.5.8a) &N 25 =5 2, N7 &
(5.5.8b) M (20) N2 Fy = 7]

7

The following is a mild extension of the statement [in_[Brie@21.11] in the
braided case.

5.5.9 Theorem.Equivalence classes of (27, %)-gerbes are classified by the set
H'(X,Tors(«/) — TORY %)),

namely the (pointed) set of equivalence classes of 1-@xytiLemma-Definition
under the equivalence of Definitlon 515.7.

Proof. Let & be a 2{</, #)-gerbe. Since it is in particular a @-gerbe, the
choice of objects:; € Ob &, with respect to an open covery = (U; — X)ier
will generate a 1-cocyclgs;; } with values in TORS(.«/), as in the proof of propo-
sition [5.45, eqns[{5.4.6). This part and the rest of theydecanalysis of the
2-gerbe® is as in [Bre94h], especialis.7, with the additional hypothesis that we
are in the braided case (so that we are in the “decoupleddtsitn). Full details
will be found in loc. cit.

The new part is the one related to the extra structure givehég2-functor

J: & — TORY %),
as part of the definition of 2«7, #)-gerbe. Using/, for each object:; we obtain

a%-torsor.Z; £ J(x;). Now, recall thas; = #om(z,|u,,;, xi|u,;). Objects and
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arrows ofé&;; overUf;- — U,;; correspond to 1-arrows betweega]UZ_aj and xi’U?j
and 2-arrows between them. \liawe get equivalences and natural isomorphisms
between the corresponding torso#s and.%;. In short, there is an equivalence:

(b‘f[’ij ;> c%00777/(9}', yz) N

where thes#om on the right hand side denotes the category of morphismg-of to
sors (defined e.g. as in [Bre¥B]). That is, it is thes#om in TORS(ZA). In turn,
this equivalence can be written in the form of edn._(5J5.8ag the correspon-
dence

a

i — = MW = M) Ay — AT5)Y),

where f7 is an object ofé;;, i.e. 1-morphism o6, over U, and similarly for
2-arrows. Here we have also used the fact thas a A\-morphism, therefore an
o/ -torsor & corresponds to..(2) = 2 N7 A.
The inverse correspondence is obtained by generalizingtéimelard gluing of
local trivial 2-gerbes
TORS(QﬂUi)

in away analogous to the proof of T, 514.1. Namely, givercadycle(&;;, .%;),
first we glue TORS(< |y, )|u,; With TORS(< |y, )|u,; Via &;; by

P P NE

and verify that this is coherent thanks to eqhs.(5.4.6). s obtain a 2 -gerbe
®, and, as a byproduct, this procedure gives a collection ctdx; providing
the labeling with respect to which the newly obtained 2-ga#lis represented by
the cocycles;;. We then defing/ as:

J‘U,L-: ®Ui ~ TORS(JZ{’UZ.) — TORS(%‘U,L.)

by assigning tar; the Z-torsor.#;. More generally, to any object @, i.e. to
any /|y, -torsor &2, we assign thez|;,-torsor

M(P) N2F; .

We leave to the reader the task to verify that the two constms are inverse of
one another.

Finally, given a 2t<7, #)-gerbe, a second collection of objedtg } subordi-
nated to the same cover determines a new cody&le 7). Moreover, for each
i € I we have thes|y,-torsor 2; = J¢om(x;,y;). Itis easily verified that the
collection{2;} satisfies both eqnd.15.5.8). O
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When the coefficient complexes of braided stacks come fromptexes of
abelian groups the previous theorem can be rephrased is tdrordinary hyper-
cohomology. More precisely, we have the following statetnen

5.5.10 Theorem. If the braidedgr-stacks.«” and % are strict and correspond
to abelian crossed moduled — G and B — H, respectively, then equiva-
lence classes of 27, 2)-gerbes are classified by the (ordinary) hypercohomol-

0ogy group
H*(X,A - B®G — H),

namely the coefficient complex is tbene (shifted by 1) of the abelian crossed

square(5Z2)

Proof. We will need to show how to extract an ordinary cocycle withuean the
cone of [5.ZR) from the abstract cocycle of THm. 3.5.9.

Let o/ = TORS(A, G) and# = TORS(B, H) with complexesi: A — G and
o: B — H and homomorphismg: A — B andu: G — H arranged to make the
square[(5.2]2). The corresponding (sheaf of) crossed ra(®]us:

f7

T

where in both cases the source and target mxapad ¢ are as in the proof of
Propositio5.415, pagdeB9. Thus the additive fungtor” — % is induced (after
having taken the associate stack functor) by the Q&ix).

After having gone through these recollections, let us awrsa 2{.</, #)-
gerbe®, and let us once again choose a coMer = (U; — X), and objects
z; € Ob &yy,. By Theoreni 5,519, we obtain a 1-cocy€l€;, .%;) with values in the
complex [5.511) satisfying eqnE_(5.4.6) ahd (3.5.3). Qst fask is to complement
the proof of Propositio’5.4.5, and obtain a 1-cocycle wilugs in the complex
A of — A itself.

To this end, we will need to decompose the torsfjrsas well as#; with re-
spect to some choice of objects, and then apply the reaspniegding eq[{5.11.1).
More precisely, consider objecfs; andy;“;, of &; and.#;, respectively, given
(U — Usj )aeAa . (Similarly, we denote by, an object of%; overUy.) Then,
smceJZ is aZ-torsor, the morphisng;; in eq. [(253k) translates |nto

(5.5.11) (F5)« (y®) =~ v - by,

44



wherehy; is an object of% overUy;. (Here we have used the notatiofy}). =

J(f5;).) Moreover,y;“; andy;”,. are related by:

(5.5.12) v =y a

with qkfj“. an object of# overUf]“.g. It easily seen that these new objects satisfy the
identity (up to isomorphism):
(5.5.13) a4~ a) -

For the part of the cocycle involving th&;’s alone, subject to eqnd.{5.4.6), our

choice of objects determines an objggﬂV of <7 obtained from eqn[{5.4.ba) in
the standard way:

a B oo B 0BT Y
i N fijo fi =g © fir-

(Recall that the map;;, is just composition of 1-arrows ab.) Moreover, still
using the arguments i [Bre94a], starting from efgn_(5l4vébd arrive at the mor-
phism ing:

5 se ~_ B6
(5.5.14a) VIR gt gl o g gt
To translate eqn[{5.5.Bb), compute the composition b\f]é;fr”:

(£S5 0 £+ ("))

in the two possible ways. A standard calculation, where edb®.T1) and(5.5.12),
yields the sought-after arrow i#:
(5.5.14b) mgf s b ql B Mot aS b al -
This arrow in turn satisfies a cocycle condition, which isttia@slation of eqn[{5.5.4).
We arrive at it by considering the expression
B 18 B 16

hij qz'ajk Wik T M
which would correspond tg;; o (1 A &x) o (1 A1 A &), and computing it in
the two possible obvious ways usifg (5.5114b), the braidihgg—and the help
of (&5.I3). The calculation itself proceeds accordinchtechniques expounded
in [Bre94a], therefore we will not reproduce it here. Theuies that the arrows
mg satisfy the cocycle condition:

aBdyne Ve mOPY — pome o BN
(5.5.14c) AWiggt ™) 0 Mgy 0y =m0 miy!
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Of course this identity holdsnodulothe obvious isomorphisms arising from the
association and braiding functors .48, which we have silently ignored, as well as
the pull-back functors between different fiber categories.

The cocycle with values in the complex o/ — % we have obtained com-
prises the quintuple:

af _afy _aPfy | aBéyne
(5.5.15) (R > i > ™ 9igk Vit )

subject to eqns[{5.5.114) plus the cocycle condition on mlnmsuf‘jifw‘f arising
from the coherence condition on the maps{5M.6b). We refram displaying
such condition here.

Now let us use the fact that both the-stackse’ and.% are strict and in fact
associated to crossed modules. From the recollectionsediabinning we have
that in the above quintupI@fﬁ7 will be a section of the abelian group sheafhy);

andg;’; are both sections off, whereas the arrows:;’ andv;?"" will cor-
respond to sections d® and A, respectively denote&ifﬁV anda®29" | satisfying

o " igkl
the (strict) identities:

k) (9 1
(5.5.164) 8@ ™) - 9o G = It - I
(5.5.16b) o (b)) - by - i By = w(giR)) - aG - Bl - 4
[ o &
(5.5.16¢) F(alB0mE) . gde paty — yone o,

To these equations we have to add the condition satisfiede.b;zf;fl‘f'm6 as conse-

guence of the identity satisfied by the arrov;?ﬁfwg.
It is just a matter of using the definition of the mapping coha complex to
realize that[{5.5.16) express the condition for the quiletup

1

B paB g Boyne
(5517) (hC; 7qZO;]€ ) ;');'k;’y 7‘97(;);']4;’y 7aiajk‘l’yn )

to define a cocycle of degree 3 with values in the complex

(5.5.18) A pogal g,
with A placed in degree 0. This finishes the proof. O

5.5.19 Remarklgnoring the intimidating upper indices relative to the aygover
used in the proof allows to sqg.i = 1 so that eqns[{5.5.16), plus the cocycle

identity ona,jx;, will assume the standard form forGech cocycle of degree 3

with values in[55.78).
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5.5.20 RemarkThe proof of Theoren 5.5.710 actually gives slightly more, in that
it gives the 3-cocycle with values in the complex . — % corresponding to the
torsor 1-cocycle with values iii(5.5.1), regardless of Whethe involved (braided)
gr-stacks are associated to crossed modules.

5.5.21 RemarkThe statement (but not the proof) of TheorEm5.5.10 subsumes
those of Theorem1’5.4.1 and Proposition 3.4.5.

5.5.22 RemarkThe cocycle identitied(5.5.116) satisfied by the quintupl&.(T)
are symmetric under the exchange

b?ﬁ” — gfﬁ” ,
and the corresponding exchangés— § ando < u. This symmetry rests upon
that of the crossed squafe{5]2.2) determined by the cramseldle of strictgr-
categories under consideration. Thus, callihghe crossed squarE{5.R.2), a 2-
gerbed satisfying the hypotheses of TheorEm 5.5.10 ought be mopepy called
a 2<P-gerbe.

Let us also observe that the situation described by the hgset of Theo-
remE.5.ID has another interesting subcase. Namely, weocaider a complex of
length 3 as it was done is selct. 3, and then define the notio-afestbe bound by
this complex. This is clearly possible using Theolem 5lhyt BettingG = 1 (or
B = 1). Thus we can state the following definition, generalizingfibition[3.2.1.

5.5.23 Definition. Let A >+ B %+ C be a complex of (sheaves of) abelian
groups onC/X. A 2-(A, B, C)-gerbe is a 24-gerbe® equipped with a structure
of 2-(«7, #)-gerbe wherez’ = TORS(A) and# = TORSY B, C).

In the previous definitions is the gr-stack associated to the abelian group
A viewed as a crossed module — 1. The additive functor) is thus deter-
mined by the pair(d, 1). Of course, up to a trivial isomorphism on the resulting
cohomology group, we could have chosen the combination= TORS(A, B),

% = Torg(1, C) due to the symmetry of the two resulting crossed squares.

In the end, one outcome of the material expounded in thigsectthat the the-
ory of 2-(.«7, %)-gerbes can account for 2-gerbes bound by complexes ofabeli
groupswhich are in fact of length 3. It is particularly relevant, e will see in
the applications to Hermitian Deligne cohomology furthefdw, that hypercoho-
mology groups with values in the cone of a square can nayuralbbtained in this
framework.

Two issues however suggest to push this circle of ideasla fiitther. On
one hand, it is natural to ask whether Definitlon 5.5.23 aslmitnaive” general-
ization by simply replacing groups withr-stacks. On the other hand, capturing
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the geometric meaning of the hypercohomology groups withe&in the com-
plex (I.ZI2) requires that we have a theory of 2-gerbesdbyrcomplexes of the
appropriate length, which cannot be obtained from what we hight now.

We will address the issue in sectidn 6.

5.6 Examples

We review here a few fairly standard examples to illustrageforegoing theory. In
fact, the following examples are the 2-gerbe counterpati@examples presented
in sect[ZP an@23. The analysis of more interesting exasnwill be deferred
until the last section dedicated to the interpretation ofade Deligne cohomology
groups.

X is an algebraic manifold, and we work with the standard sterinined by
X (see above).

5.6.1 Connective structures (or “concept of connectivity).

This is the classical example due to Brylinski and McLaugdiee [BM94, BM95]
and [Bry99]).

Let & be a 2-gerbe oveK. As expected, a connective structure (or “concept
of connectivity” as it was originally called) oé is a structure of 2-gerbe bound
by the complex

0% 2% ok
in the sense of Definition’5.3.1 and LemMma[.3.2. Thus weekatrBrylinski and
McLaughlin’s original definition, wherein the connectivieueture is seen as a 2-
functor assigning to each local object®foverU a corresponding;;-gerbe. In
light of Propositio 5,415 and Theordm 5l457can just as well be considered as a
2-gerbe bound by ther-stack of(£%, Q% )-torsors.

From the classification results (see loc. cit. for the oayjarguments) we have
that 2-gerbes with this connective structure are clasdifietthe hypercohomology
group:

H3(X, 0% 2%, QL) ~ HA (X, Z(2)) .

5.6.2 Hermitian structures.

This version of the idea of hermitian structure was intralen [AldO5a] by
analogy with the notion of connective structure in the abmnvamtioned works by
Brylinski and McLaughlin. Thus, a Z?)X(—gerbe@ over X with hermitian structure
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is a 2-gerbe bound by the complex:
2
o &t

or, alternatively, by ther-stack of(£%, &5 )-torsors. Equivalence classes of such
2-gerbes are classified by the Hermitian Deligne cohomotgup of weight 1:

. 2 o~
B3 (X, 0% 15 ) ~ b (X, 1),

where we use the same quasi-isomorphism as in[Secil 2.3.1.

It is easy to continue the list of examples by promoting thokssect[ZB to
the realm of 2-gerbes. We will not do so here, and leave tBlstmthe interested
reader. We will examine finer examples of geometric strestusn 2-gerbes in
sect[¥.

6 2-Gerbes bound by complexes of higher degree

So far, we have outlined a theory of 2-gerbes bound (in theogpiate sense) by

a two-step complex of braidegr-stacks. We have found that this theory is pow-
erful enough to provide an interpretation in geometric ®iwh the elements of
degree three hypercohomology groups with values in (cof)esassed squares of
abelian groups. However, as pointed out above, we need tesxithe case where
the coefficient complexes have degree higher than 3, whergetyree loosely cor-
responds to the length. We set out to accomplish this goalememlizing the
concept of(A, B, C)-gerbe, introduced in sedi._B.2, to the case of 2-gerbes by
promoting the coefficient groups to lge-stacks instead. We will ultimately be
interested in the case gf-stacks associated to abelian crossed modules, therefore
the general style for this section will be slightly more dgsitve—and perhaps
informal—compared to the preceding ones.

6.1 (&,%)-torsors

Consider a complex (i.e. a morphism) of two (braided, aslygmastacksy: & —
¢ onC/X. By analogy with seci3l1, defing(&8, ¢)-torsor to be a pait£, o),
whereZ is aZ8-torsor, antr is an equivalence:

o PNPEC ¢

where on the right-hand sid€ is considered as a trivial torsor. Equivalently, we
require that there be a morphism:

c: P — €,
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namely a global object (ovet/X) of the fibered category#om(22,%). Yet
another equivalent point of view is to regasdas a global object of the torsor
P N? €. The latter point of view is useful to arrive at a descriptiarterms of
cocycles. Suppose indeed thatis decomposed as in sei. 511.3, with associated
1-cocycle(b;j;, Bi;1) with values inZ satisfying [2.111). By the stack condition, an
object of Z AZ ¢ is equivalent to a collection of pairs

(:L'Z',CZ') € O‘b(gZ /\ﬂ%)‘Ui

satisfying the descent condition on objects. Using the rifgigmn of contracted
product found in[[Bre90§6.7], we find that the objects € Ob %’|y, satisfy the
condition

(6.1.1a) Pij: Cj — M(bfj) "G

(wherebd* is a quasi-inverse adf). This essentially follows from the fact that a
morphism(z;, ¢;)|v,; — (x4, ¢)lu,; In & A? € corresponds to the triple

(- bji — @i, bjisc; — p(bji) - )

modulo an equivalence explained in loc. cit. Thgare morphisms iféy,; which
then satisfy the coherence condition:

(6.1.1b) 1(Bijk) © pij © ik = Pik -

This and [5.I11) ensure, via the above mentioned equivaleration, thab,; and
bi;-bj; correspond the same morphism, thereby ensuring that tiyeleamondition
in the descent condition is indeed satisfied.

6.1.2 Definition. The triple(b;;, 8;;, pi;) satisfying equation§{6.1.1), plis{5l1.1)
and the coherence condition on thg,, is al-cocycle with values in the complex
w: B — €.

Given the square ajr-stacks
B—"F

%l ul// N (g/

we obtain a morphism

(6.1.3) (1, 7)s: TORYHB,€) — TORYH',¢")
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by sending a#-torsor # to 2 A” %' and the morphisma to 7 o o.
A morphism from a(#, ¢)-torsor (Z, o) to a(#',¢")-torsor (', ") con-
sists of a square

P—"—F

(6.1.4) { %Z%

4
(@/T(g/

In particular, for#’ = %, %’ = €, it reduces to a triangle

(6.1.5) { %0

L@/L{)%ﬂ

Actually, any morphism[{6.114) can be factored as the caabmnorphism[(&.113)
followed by a morphism of%#’, ¢”)-torsors. A morphism will be called an equiv-
alence if so is the underlying functér

In summary, &%, ¢ )-torsor & determines (and it is determined by, up to
equivalence) an equivalence class of 1-cocycles as in thisitaa. The equiva-
lence relation being the obvious one, we obtain the follgwin

6.1.6 Proposition.
1. Equivalence classes (%, ¢)-torsors are classified by the cohomology set:

HY (X, % — ).

2. Moreover, ifu: 2 — ¢ comes from the crossed square of abelian groups:

HT>K

g
—

then the above cohomology set can be identified with the bgpemology

group
H*(X,B—-C®H — K).
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Proof. Repeats previous arguments, hence omitted. O

6.1.7 RemarkWe can use the statement in the above proposition to obtathemn
characterization of gerbes bound by length 3-complex,iBpaity, the cone of the
above crossed square. This gives an alternative point of faethe discussion in
sect[3P.

Since by definition %, € )-torsors arez-torsors which become trivial &6-
torsors, the following alternative characterization(&f, ¢)-torsors coming from
a crossed square as in Proposifion 61.6—2 is an immediasegoence of Theo-
rem5.4.3B:

6.1.8 Proposition. Let u: 4 — % arise from a crossed square as in Proposi-
tion[@ LT 6EP. The 2-functaF of Theoreni’5.413 induces an equivalence

TORS(#,¢") — GERBESB, H) (Tors(C),7.)

where the right hand side denotes the “fiber” of the canonitalrphism
(9,v)s: GERBESB, H) — GERBEYC, K)

over the neutralC, K')-gerbe, that isr.: TORS(C') — TORS(K).

Proof. If Zisa(4,€)-torsor, by definition there is a morphism &2 — ¢, and
the diagram

TORS( %) 2 GERBES(B, H)

M*l l(gvv)*

TORY(?%) — GERBEY(C, K)
€
from remar’5.Z4 gives

P +—— TORYB) N? &

¢ —— TorS(C)

and the lower right corner gives the neutf@l, K')-gerbe. O
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6.2 Complexes of braidedyr-stacks

Let .o/, %, and¥ be braidedyr-stacks oveC/X, and let\: &/ — #Zandu: Z —
% be additive functors. We define the composition

(6.2.1) o 2Bt g

acomplex ofgr-stacksf 1 o A is isomorphic to the “null” functorz — 1, to the
punctual category determined by the unit objegtof ¢ .

As before, a situation of particular interest for us will bbem everything in
sight is strict, and all thgr-stacks above are in fact associated to abelian crossed
modules. Building on what we have already seen in §ect. 38ymae that the
morphisms\ andy are associated to the squares

ALB B—>¢C
) la Ul l’r
G——H H— K

respectively, which we splice together to obtain the mapoofglexes:

(6.2.2) (ﬂ - .

In all the above we have of course assun®do be associated to the complex
7: C — K, the rest of the notations being as in sEcil 5.2.

6.3 2{o, B, €)-gerbes

The main idea is to define 2-gerbes bound by the complexj6a? raidedgr-
stacks by analogy with what was done for gerbes in Eedt. 3.2.

6.3.1 Definition. Let & be a 2-gerbe ovet/X. We say tha® is bound by the
complex [6211), or that is is a@¥, #, ¢ )-gerbe, for short, if there is a 2-functor

J: & — TORY%H,€)

such that® is a 2{«7, #)-gerbe for the\-morphism defined by the composition
of J with the obvious morphism ORS(#, ¢") — TORS(A).
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Next, we can consider the diagramgfstacks:

A ©

o > B > €
2 P ™

P
o' ~ B " @'

where the top and bottom rows are complexes in the sensefisdeabove in
sect.[&R. Still by analogy with sed¢f._B.2, where the cowmasgng concept for
gerbes was introduced, we define a morphism of(a72%, ¢ )-gerbe® to a 2-
(o', A, €¢")-gerbed’ to be a cartesian 2-functor

F:6 —¢
which is ap-morphism, supplemented by a 2-natural transformation
a: (Y,m)yo0J = J oF: & — TORSA,€).

We require that composing (pasting) this with the obviousphsm TORS(%#,¢) —
ToRrs(#) gives (up to a modification) the natural morphism associtiete un-
derlying (¢, ¥)-morphism.

6.4 Classification Il

Given the complex[[821), we obtain a corresponding “caxipbf trivial 2-
gerbes:

(6.4.1) TorRS(«/) 2% TORY(B) L= TORS(¥)
wherep, o Ay ~ (po ), ~ 1.

6.4.2 Lemma-Definition. Given a covelly = (U; — X);cs, a 1-cocycle with
values in [6.411)s given by the same data as those for a 1-cocycle with values
in (&5.])stated in Lemma-Definitidn’5.5%.2, supplemented by the mexpaint that
there exist morphisms

(6.4.3) 0 F — (5|UZ
such that given the morphisgy; in @53h)there is a morphism af%, €')-torsors
(6.4.4) (&ij> ti): (Fj,00)|luy; — (Fi,00)|uy
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satisfying a triangle analogous ®.1.3) namely:

Fj

Proof. We need only observe that a morphism
Me(&ij) N Fy — Clu,
can equivalently be seen as a morphisrfgeforsors:
(A*(gl) /\f@gj) /\f@(gh]ij — %|Uij .
But we have
Ae(&ij) N7 Fj) NG vy = M(E5) N7 (F5 NG uy) = F5 NP6 |,
sincep, o A ~ (o ), ~ 1. O

The argument of the proof also implies that two 1-cocyql€s, .%;, 0;) and
(&, F/, 07) with values in [B.411) ought to be considered equivalertiéf same
conditions of Definitiod 5.5]7 are satisfied, with the adudlifil requirement that the
morphism [5.5.8b) induces a morphism(e#, ¢ )-torsors

(Fi,01) — (F,07).

We leave to the reader the task of spelling out the rest of ¢itesld.

The next results combines the generalizations of Theokem8 &nd’5.5.70 to
the present case. Large parts of the proof can be simplyedaorier, therefore we
will be sketchy.

6.4.5 Theorem.

1. Equivalence classes of(27, %, ¢')-gerbes are classified by the (pointed)
set
H!(X, TORY(«/) — TORS(A) — TORY%))

of equivalence classes of 1-cocycles with values in the lesn@4.1) ac-
cording to the Lemma-Definitidn 6.%.2.
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2. Ifthe braidedgr-stacks are all strict and associated to abelian cross mesliul
as in sect[812, then the above pointed set of equivalenssadas actually
in 1-1 correspondence with the hypercohomology group

H*(X,A—»B®G—CaH — K)
where we recognize the cone (shifted by 1) of the morp(BSAR2)

Proof. Let (&,.) be a 2-gerbe ove€ /X bound by the compleX(6.4.1). Let us
make the usual choice of a couk, to be enhanced to a hypercover below. The
proof of Partl rests upon the choice of a decompositior ofith respect to

a collection of objects;; € Ob &y,. By applying J we obtain(2, €)-torsors
J(x;) = %; = (F;,0;) and morphisms

glj — %Om(J]‘ULJ7J7;‘Uij)'

Forgetting the morphisms intg' gives the underlying functor inGRS(%#), there-
fore Parfd follows from Thn.5.5.9 (or rather, its proof) @¢hd argument made in
the proof of &.4.P to handle the extra morphisms idto

The proof of Parfl2 is more laborious, but only computatiynsb. Fortunately
everything that was done in the proof of THM.5.5.10 can hesparted verbatim
here, so that we only have to deal with the extra data ensuang the (%, €)-
torsor.

Our first task is to rewrite the classifying 1-cocycle withues in [&.4.11) from
Part[1 in terms of a cocycle with values in the complexgostacks [6.211). As
before, this is accomplished by decomposing the cocyéle .%;, o;) with re-
spect to a choice of objects subordinated to a given hypercés in the proof of
Thm [E5T0, we refinélx by (Uf; — Uij)aeAgj. We also keep all the choices and
notations made there.

Recall that we had obtained the quintudle (5.5.15) which everite here for

convenience:
apy _aBy | aBdyne
(hlj ’q2jk7m2]k 7gzgk 7V2jkl )

whereh); ,qgi are objects of?, maﬁ'y are morphisms of?, andgfi’* andyfﬁfw€

are objects and morphisms .of, respectlvely They satisfy the cocycle conditions
given by the equation§(5.5114) afd (5.4.6b).

Since the morphisne;: .%; — |y, are global overU;, the arguments in
sect[G.l imply that there are object§; € Ob (5|U§ and morphismg; andpﬂk
in %\Ua and®|,;.s such that:

ijk

(6.4.6a) tit 2%, = p(hgy) - 2%

2
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and
(6.4.6b) pfiajz %% — ,u(q]ali) 2P

Both equationd({6.416) are obtained by applying the morpsis, o, etc., namely

the triangle right aftef{6.414), to eqnE._(5.9.11) dnd.(BJ% respectively. We have

used the.r.elatiorq;ﬁ ~ (q,?f;.)*, easily derived from[{5.512), whete)* denotes
the quasi-inverse. The final piece of the cocycle conditom irelation for the
morphismst?; and pkiaj which is computed by passing from”; to z;%; in two

different ways. Either as:

(6.4.7) P;)ﬁg © t;yki 274 - u(hZi) : N(ng) : Ziaj )

or as:

(6.4.8) t5; 0 piy ot 0 Pl 2™y < palayy) - (ki) - mlasy) - m(hss) - 2%,

where, as before, we are ignoring the various associatoragghisms and natural
transformations associated wijth

If we replace the three middle terms in the right hand sidd6ot8) using
(55.14b) and the relationso Mgjsi) = o andq}}); - ¢y ~ o, whereoy is the
unit element ofg’, we find

u(mfﬁy) o t%- o p?ﬁ o t?k o p?]zi: 2175 = ,u(hzi) . u(qz;;—) . Ziaj .

Comparing with[[6.4]7), we obtain the desired relation:

Ba a a8 B By _
(6.4.9) pmigi') © £ © pijy © g, © Py = Pk © L -
Thus, starting from the cocycl&;;, %;, o;) with values in[6&.411), the correspond-
ing cocycle with values in the compldx{6.R.1) is the 8-tuple
a a (e} o « o [} afBd
(6.4.10) (2% 13 ’pkiﬁj , i 7%’?9 ’miji’y =9ij§7 , Vz'jilwe)
satisfying the condition§ (5.5114), 15216}, (614.6)] §8.4.9).

The proof will be complete when we specialife (6.4.10) arwl riflations it
satisfies to the case where all the involvgdstacks are Picard and associated
to the abelian crossed modules introduced in §ect. 6.2. fkians thats’ =
ToRrS(C, K), where the underlying groupoi@ x K = K has source and tar-
get maps given byc, z) — z and(c, z) — 7(c)z, respectively, and similarly for
</ and % with the appropriate notations and relations, which we daudlitectly
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from the proof of Thm(5.5.30, eqn§.(5.5.16). Thus, the abje; will be iden-
tified with sections of the groux’ IUa and we also need to introduce sectiofis

of Clya andlwk of C’|Ua5 to account for the morphisnis, andpwk, respectively.
With these provisions, the 8-tuple{6.4110) becomes

aff of3 afs aﬁ&
(6411) (Zz §1Cij 7l]“j 7h‘2] 7quk ’ szk:/ 79”1;/ ’ z]klﬁme) )
and equationd(6.4.6) arld (64.9) become
(6.4.12a) 7(cjy) - 2% = v(hi;) - 2%
(6.4.12b) (lfj;) 5% =v(gln) - 5 %
Ba aB B
(6412C) (bk]z’y) i lz]k C]k l]l;yz ljzk C

The full cocycle condition for the 8-tupl€(6.4111) is themem by eqns.[(6.4.12)
pluseqns. [5.5.76), which we rewrite here:

aféyne afy ~vyde _ Bén _ame
5(aijkl )gmk “Gikt = 95k " i1 o

o(b257) . B

af 1B
ijk h

_u(gfﬁj) qyzk hzk qzky’

aféyney 1o aﬁ“f ane 1B6n
f(aijkl )bl bzyk _bijl ‘bjkl'

i qz]

Finally we need also to add the cocycle condition on the efesué >,

The amount of typographical decoration provided by the upyices related
to the hypercover can be quite daunting. Ignoring theseéwd{that is, reducing
everything to theCech case), although potentially less precise from the oho
logical point of view (cf. the discussion ih |Bre94a]) dodeged some light on how
the various parts are organized. Without upper indices vee trtﬁsetgio‘jfC =1and

[¢2 = Lin the above formulas. Thus, the 8-tudE(6.4.11) becomestaysle
(2i ¢ij » hij  bijik > Gijk » Qijii)
satisfying the cocycle condition:
7(cij) - 25 = v(hij) - zi
9(brji) - cij - ik = Cik
d(aijrt) - Gijr - Giki = ikl - Gijl »
o (biji) - hij - hjr = w(gijr) - hik
faijrr) - birt - bijr = biji - bjga -
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Now write the cone of the the morphism of compleXes{%.2.2haform:
f g 1
( [ ) (cr u~! )

A—">BpG
It can now be seen in a direct way that the 8-tuple (614.11)t¢msimplified Cech
version) indeed defines a 3-cocycle with values in the con@&E2). This is
straightforward and left to the reader. We will also omiteefication that passing
to an equivalent torsor 1-cocycle;, #;, o;) representind®, .J), we obtain an

equivalent 3-cocycle. O

(v 1)

CoH K

An even more special case of Theorem 8.4b— 2 is when theara{.2.P)

reduces to the complex -5 B —% C. Let (&, .J) be a 2-gerbe ovet/X bound
by TORgA) — ToRS(B) — ToRS(C'). By comparing the classifying cocycles
we immediately obtain the following

6.4.13 Corollary. (&, .J) is equivalent to a 34, B, C')-gerbe in the sense of Def-
inition B.5.23.

7 Applications

In this section we will address a few questions about theespondence between
certain Hermitian Deligne Cohomology groups and equivadesiasses of 2-gerbes
equipped with various geometric structures of the type ritesg in the previous
sections.

For consistency with the results df [Ald05a] and previouskvim Deligne
cohomology we will be placindZ(p) x in degree zero, therefore all conomology
degrees will be shifted up in comparison with those appgadrirthe previous sec-
tions.

7.1 Truncated hermitian Delighe complexes

Beside the Hermitian Deligne complexes recalled in $e2.\we need two more
complexes we introduced the in_JAld05a], namely

Z(2) > Ox > QL
I'(2)* = Cone l l [—1],

&x(1) — &x (1)
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plus the truncation

F(2)° = Cone l J 1),
EY(1) ——0

where the maps are the same as in the corresponding plabesdiagram defining
Dh.1.(2)%. (Itis convenient to pass, from now on, to an additive notaji Note
thatI'(2)* is an obvious truncation of the Hermitian Deligne comp®, (2)%.
while '(2)* is in turn a truncation of (2)°. These two complexes were introduced
as part of the effort to analyze the interplay and compdijhif different types of
differential geometric structures on 2-gerbes. Indeedait be shown thaf(2)®
arises from the diagram of complexes:

Z(2)% x — C(2)" +— 27rvV=1® Dy ()%

in the sense of [Bei86], namely as the cone of the differefitiee two maps. Here
C(2)* is the complex
Z(Q)X — ﬁX — éo)l((l) .

Similarly, f(2)' arises in the same way from the diagram:
Z2)h x — Z()p x +— 21V -1@Dpp (D,

where the two maps are just the forgetful maps. We have regiigaseen how
the complexe&(2)7,  (resp.Dy, 5.(1)%) intervene in the definition of connective
(resp. hermitian) structures. Note, however, that the alwmmmplexes and their
geometric role was introduced rather informally in the eshiof [AldO5&]. The
results of secf._712 provide a more rigorous footing.

We quote from[[AldO5a] the following exact sequences. Fromdefinitions
we immediately have:

0— &x(1)[-3] — T(2)* — T(2)" — 0
and
0— 2 Ny [-4] — Dpn (2% — 0(2)° — 0.

Furthermore, using the standard arguments, as well asftnes® of’; (1), £2 (1),
and.<7y", we obtain:

s BY(1) — H3(X,T(2)°) — H3(X,T(2)") — 0
o B2 (1) N AY — HE(X,2) — HY(X,T(2)*) — 0

60



and the isomorphism

HY(X,I'(2)*) ~ H¥(X,T(2)"), k>4.

7.2 Geometric interpretation of some cohomology groups

Observe that using’y /Z(2) x ~ 0%, the complex(2)* can be identified (mod-
ulo the index shift) with the cone of the square

ﬁX/Z(Q)X —>Q§(

(7.2.2) l l

Ex(1) ——&x(1)
and similarly forl'(2)*® by replacing&’s (1) with 0:

ﬁx/Z(2)X —>Q}(

(7.22) | l

EY(1) ——0

Both cases correspond to the diagr&m (5.2.2).
To make contact with the contents of s€ét. 5, let us set

of = TORS(Ox /Z(2)x, £%(1)), & = TORS(Q, £4(1))
so that we have the equivalences
ToRS(«?) — GERBESOx /Z(2)x, &% (1))
and
TORS(#) — GERBES(QL, &% (1)).

Using Theoreni ’5.413 and Proposition 611.8 we find the folhgnalternative char-
acterization ofﬁ}(-gerbes with compatible hermitian and connective stractur

7.2.3 Corollary. The groupH?(X,I'(2)*) classifies equivalence classes of
(Ox]Z(2)x,&%(1))-gerbes, that is, hermitian gerbes in the sendeof P.3. Igtwhi
become neutral af},, £ (1))-gerbes.
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Of course, the other possible but entirely equivalent siatdé would have been
that the cohomology group under scrutiny classifi€oRS(Ox /Z(2)x, &%(1)),
TORS(QL, &4+ (1)))-torsors. We leave to the reader the task of formulating & sim
lar statement for the compléx2)".

7.2.4 RemarkA short remark is in order about other possible ways of inmtipg
the same cohomology group. As noted, we can take advantaipe sfymmetry
of the square[{Z.211) in the sense explained in Remark™.&ar&2 modify things
accordingly. This preserves the cone, nani&lg)®, and does not alter the classi-
fying group. Itdoeschange th@r-stackseZ and.%, but ultimately not the fact that
we are dealing with -gerbes.

7.2.5 RemarkThe above characterization (and the general theory it desdeom)
provides a finer description of the geometric objects cpoading whose equiva-
lence classes correspond to the group elements when tHe®mgfcomplex come
from a cone. Had we just used the complg®)*® as it stands, we would have been
in the rather awkward position of calling something withues inQ% @ &2 (1) a
“connective structure,” a fact that does not seem to sit with the degrees.

The corresponding result for 2-gerbes provides a similarmetation for the
group of equivalence classes ofﬁ’g}-gerbes with compatible hermitian and con-
nective structure defined in_[AldOba]. It is an immediate segquence of Theo-
rem[E.5.1D as follows:

7.2.6 Corollary. Elements of the hypercohomology grddp(X,T'(2)®) are in 1—
1 correspondence with equivalence classes of 2-gerbes baund by the square
(ZZ3) (in the sense of remafk’5.5]22). A similar conclusion holgsdplacing
I(2)* withT'(2)".

Note that a remark concerning the square similar to the asterjade for gerbes
holds in this case as well.

In a similar vein to what was just done for the compl&®)*®, we can identify
Dp.h.(2)% defined in eq.I.Z12) with the cone of

Ox|Z(2) x Ol 0
(7.2.7) l l l
EY(L) —— EF(1) — E2(1) N oAt

which will correspond to the diagrarhi (6.2.2). We have exghjiavritten the last
column ag) — £2(1) N %)1(’1 in order to emphasize the correspondence. To take
the point of view of secfl6, let us introduce tHiscrete grstack

¢ = ToRY0,62(1) Naty') ~ E2(1) Nty
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namely the only morphisms are the identity maps. Note s#ide discrete, then
the corresponding 2-gerbe is discrete as well, that is we:hav

TORY(%) ~ TORS(EZ(1) Ny ).

In other words, it has only identity 2-arrows, and it cor@sgs to the neutral gerbe
of torsors.

Now, as a consequence of Theollem 6.4.5 we obtain the foltpgemeral geo-
metric interpretation for the hermitian Deligne cohomala@goup:

7.2.8 Corollary. Elements of the hermitian Deligne cohomology grﬁ@(X, 2)
are in 1-1 correspondence with equivalence classes of BegeonX bound by
the diagram(ZZ.1) that is, by the comple6.Z.1) of gr-stacks associated to the

columns of(ZZ1)

7.3 Geometric construction of some cup products
7.3.1

If (Z,p)and(.#,c) are two metrized line bundles (invertible sheaves) oVer
their isomorphism classes determine elementﬁ@(X, 1) ~ Pic X. According
to the last paragraph of seff]1.2, the cup prodi€tp] U [.#, o] in hermitian
Deligne cohomology will land ifH, (X, 2).

It is known from the works of Brylinski and McLaughlin[([BM9/BM96,
Bry99]) that the corresponding problem in standard Deligneomology has a
geometric interpretation: there is a 2—ger(o,é0,///] bound byZ(2);lX whose
class is the cup produdt?]| U [.#] € H%(X,Z(2)) of the elements iPic X
determined byZ and.#. Similarly, in [AIdO5&] we constructed a modified cup
product

Pic X ® Pic X — H4 (X, 1)

and a corresponding “tame symbol,” namely a 2—ge(15é, ///]h_h. bound by
Dp.p.(1)%. It turns out that both symbols have the “same” (in the sehsgaiva-
lent) underlying 2-gerbe, obtained by applying a suitablgétful functor to both
sides. In other words we have a lift

Pic X ® Pic X — H*(X,T(2)°)

and it follows from the material recalled in sdct]7.1 thahatlevel of cohomology
the latter lift can be arranged to take valuesHA(X,T'(2)®). Thus, from a pair
of invertible sheaves” and.# we obtain (canonically) a 2-gerbe bound by the
square [[Z.Z]2), and (non canonically) by way of softnessnef of the sheaves
involved, a 2-gerbe bound by the squdre(1.2.1).
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The cohomology exact sequences recalled in Egdt. 7.1, arfddhthat trunca-
tion will map the diagrani{7.217) to the squdre (4.2.1), deahto the squar&(7.2.2),
show that the 2-gerbe bound iy (7]2.7) corresponding toupepooduct.Z, p] U
[# , o] will provide the required lift.

7.3.2

We will denote by(.Z,.#], , the 2-gerbe bound bfi{Z2.7) corresponding to the
cup product of the two metrized line bundle. Let us sketchgi@metric construc-
tion of such 2-gerbe borrowing on the corresponding constms of [BM96] and
[AId054].

If we work locally with respect to some covér — X of X, any 2<7-gerbe
& will be a 2-gerbe of torsors, namely there is an equivalence:

&y = TORS(JZ{’U) = GERBEQﬁx/Z(Q)X’U,(o([’)O((l)’U),

where the latter equivalence follows from Theodem3.4.3usTii & is bound by
the complex ofyr-stacks determined by the diagrdm{712.7), with 4, and% as
in sect[ZP, then locally it has the form

Tors(«|y) — TORS(Z|u, € v) .-

Note that, thanks tb6.1[8-2, Proposition 611.8, and to diee that in the relevant
diagram one of the group is zero, we have an equivalence:

TORS( %, €|r) —» GERBE QY |17, &% (1) |y, E2(1) Ny 1) -

Let (.#,.#] denote the underlying 2-gerbe of bofl¥,.#| and (£,.#], , .
The local objects o(,iﬂ,///] over U are in 1-1 correspondence with the non-
vanishing sections of/|;;. We may denote such a sectignwhich thought of as
an object, by(s, .].

The choice ofs will determine ang?|y-torsor as follows. Given any other
non-vanishing sectio®’, write s = s’ - ¢ whereg € Ox/Z(2). The </ |-torsor
Hom(s, s') can be identified with thédx /Z(2) x|v, €% (1)|v)-gerbe(g, . 4], ,
by the above equivalence. Let us denote(by.#| the underlyingdx /Z(2)x-
gerbe. Recall from [BMY6, AldO%a] that its objects o¥érare in 1-1 correspon-
dence with the non-vanishing sectiansf .# |7, denotedg, t], and that an arrow
¢: (g,t] = (g,t] is identified with a section of Deligne’s tors¢y, ¢'|, where
t =1t -4, for ¢ asection of0yx /Z(2)x overU, see([Del9l]. We reserve the
notation (g,g’] for the same torsor equipped with the connection defineddn lo
cit., whereas the notatio('g,g/]h_h' denotes the same underlying torsor equipped
with the hermitian structure defined In_[Ald05a].
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To summarize, to definéZ,.#], , we have to define a 2-functok; from
&y to the fibered 2-category of gerbes bound by

Oblo = eE1)r =3 €2(1) Nt

To begin with, let us define a 2-functdy; to GERBES( Q% |1, &+ (1)|v) as follows.
To an object(s, .| assign the trivial#|-torsorT'(#|y) ~ TOoRYQ};, &4 (1)).
To a 1-arrow

<g,t] : <s,///] — <s/,///]
the functor(g,t| : T(#|v) — T(#|v) defined as follows: an object af(A|y)
is identified with an objectC, ¢) of TORS(Q}, &1(1)), whereC is aQ};-torsor
which becomes trivial as é’Ul—torsor by way of¢, which in turn can be identified
with a section of5;}. Then we definég, ¢| by

where the underlying map onoRs(2};) is the identity, and; is the imaginary
1-form:

1 1
(7.3.2) & = —3 log |g| - d“log o (t) + 3 dlog|g| - logo(t) .

Here we have used the notatiolit) = ]t]f,. It is straightforward to verify that this
is compatible with morphisms iff(%|;7) and with the action of8|;: if (D, n) is
an object of DRS(Q, &1(1)), then

and obviously this commutes with{7.B.1), making it a mosphiof torsors.

Now, if ¢ is a section of(g, ¢'], the corresponding object dfy, ¢'], , is
(¢, ||¢ll) where]|-|| is the hermitian structure given ih_[Ald05a]. To it we assign
the natural transformation given by the morphisnTi(¥4|):

(733) ((107 ||(10||)* (075"1'&) — (07£+£t’)7
which is defined by the underlying map

p: C —C
(7.3.4) 1
c—c+¢ Vo

whereV is the connection m@g,g’]. From [Del91] we have that locally it has the
form —log g dlog ¢’ . Therefore the sectiofi+&; will map to& +&; +m1 (¢~ Vo)
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and notice that this differs froy, by 27v/—1dlog||||, using the fact that locally
||I-|| is given by (log g) log |¢'|. Note that the addition ofllog||¢|| is just the
action of (2}, 2r/—1 dlog||¢||) as an object of3|;.

Finally, in order to get the functaf;;, we need one more prescription. Namely
we define it by assigning t0s, .| the (#|u, €| )-torsor defined as follows. Itis
the trivial #|y-torsor defined as above equipped with the morphism

TORS(QY, &5 (1) — &3(1) Ny

defined by the assignment
(7.3.5) (C, &) — w(d&) — %log p(s) ddloga(t)

for every objec{C, ¢) of TORS(Q};, &1(1)). Observe thatld®log o (t) = ¢ (#),
hence there is no dependencetoilow, a calculation shows that

1
m(d&) = —5log lg| dd®log o (t)

so that it is immediately verified that the assignméni_(Jj.8dammutes with the
morphism [Z.31).

With these provisions we have:

~

7.3.6 Theorem. The class of the 2-gerbeZ’,.#|, , in the cohomology group
ﬁgg(x, 2) is the cup product?, p] U [#, o] in hermitian Deligne cohomology.

Proof. It follows immediately from Theorefi 6.4.5, the form of the psan dia-
grams [T.Z12) and{7.2.7), and the cup product map

Dnn (D% @Dpp (DX — Dnn(2)

given in [AldO5hH], where the explicit cup-product ech cohomology is com-
puted. O

Conclusions

We have generalized the concept of “abelian gerbe bound mymplex” to the
case of longer coefficient complexes, and to 2-gerbes, wherbave used com-
plexes ofgr-stacks of length 3. We have verified that these 2-gerbeslassifted
by cohomology sets of degree 1 with values in the associategblexes of torsors
over thesayr-stacks. We have also obtained, by choosing appropriatentsasi-
tions and hypercovers, that in the strictly abelian sitrathe general classification
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reduces to degree 3 cohomology groups with values in coness$ed squares,
and other similar diagrams. In all cases we have obtainelic#qocycles, where
we have given their expression in terms of hypercover, ratta simply in terms
of Cech cocycles.

As an application, we have dealt with differential geonwedtructures on gerbes
and 2-gerbes and questions of geometric constructionsrtieup-products in
hermitian Deligne cohomology. In particular, we have putaia by now standard
constructions of the concept of connection and curvaturthéngeneral context
of gerbe (or 2-gerbe) bound by a complex. We have furtheifigldrthe reason
why there seem to exist different possibilities in defininigatva “hermitian gerbe”
should be (cf. remark=2.3.1). Finally, in the last section hewe geometrically
constructed a 2-gerbe bound by the hermitian Deligne conilg;, (2)% corre-
sponding to the cup product of two metrized line bundles inmitan Deligne
cohomology.

There are several possible extensions and generalizaifahe work carried
out in this paper. In the case of gerbes, it would be intergsto remove the
abeliannes assumption and work in the same framework as/[f)¢b study ex-
tended structures as coefficients, beyond crossed modaofessed squares, 2-
crossed complexes, etc. come to mind. In particular, it Wdad interesting to
see whether the idea of phrasing the notion of connectiorcanéture in terms of
gerbes bound by complexes extends to the non-abelian cabépwa it compares
with other existing approaches (see, €.g. [BM]).[In|Deb& epmpelling motiva-
tion was to obtain a theory of non-abeli&it which behaved better than Giraud’s
with respect to group exact sequences. Pursuing some these in the case of
2-gerbes would also be quite interesting. We hope to retusoine of these issues
in future publications.
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