arXiv:2411.03080v1 [math.RT] 5 Nov 2024

ON THE FIRST RELATIVE HOCHSCHILD COHOMOLOGY AND CONTRACTED FUNDAMENTAL GROUP

JONATHAN LINDELL, LLEONARD RUBIO Y DEGRASSI

Abstract. In this paper we investigate the Lie algebra structure of the first relative Hochschild cohomology and its relation with the relative notion of fundamental group. Let A, B be finitedimensional basic k-algebras over an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero, such that Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A. We show that if the complement of Q_A by the arrows of Q_B is a simple directed graph, then the first relative Hochschild cohomology HH^1(A|B) is a solvable Lie algebra. We also compute the Lie algebra structure of the first relative Hochschild cohomology for radical square zero algebras and for dual extension algebras of directed monomial algebras. Finally, we introduce the notion of fundamental group for a pair of an algebra A and a subalgebra B and we construct the relative version of the map from the dual fundamental group into the first Hochschild cohomology.

1. Introduction

Hochschild cohomology, together with its plethora of structures, stands as a crucial invariant under diverse categorical equivalences [Kel04; Kel03; HS01; Rou01; KLZ12; BR22]. In particular, the (restricted) Lie algebra structure of the first Hochschild cohomology is invariant under derived equivalences. Although Hochschild cohomology is a powerful invariant, even our understanding of the dimension and the Lie algebra structure of the first Hochschild cohomology of finite-dimensional algebras remains quite limited, see for example [Lin18]. In the past years new methods have been introduced to improve our understanding of the graded Lie algebra structure of Hochschild cohomology [NVW20; Suá17; ER20; RSS23; LR20; Cha+23]. One of the main difficulties in computing Hochschild cohomology is due to the fact that Hochschild cohomology is not functorial, so there is no direct way to study Hochschild cohomology using quotient or subalgebras. In particular, this prevents reducing the study of the Lie algebra structure of the first Hochschild cohomology to smaller, and potentially more tractable, Lie subalgebras. However, in the case of a quotient modulo an idempotent ideal there are some instances of functoriality properties of Hochschild cohomology that emerge. Indeed, this is the case for one-point extension studied by Happel [Hap89] and generalized to the case of triangular matrix algebras by Michelena and Platzeck in [MP00], by Green and Solberg in [GS02] and by Cibils, Marcos, Redondo and Solotar in [Cib+03]. The work of Happel’s long exact sequence has also been generalized by de la Peña and Xi to the case of algebras with heredity ideals. All these works have been extended to algebras with stratifying ideals in [KN09]. Furthermore, this was extended even further, by Han [Han14] and Hermann [Her16], by studying recollements of the module and derived categories respectively. The case for subalgebras remains more elusive.

In a seminal paper [Hoc56], Hochschild defines relative Hochschild (co)homology. The notion of relative Hochschild cohomology accounts for the additional structure introduced by the presence of a subalgebra. Gerstenhaber and Schack used relative Hochschild cohomology in the context of deformation theory, see [GS86; GS88]. Although, this cohomology theory is seldomly employed due to its limited direct connection with Hochschild cohomology, recent developments [Cib+20; Cib+19; Cib+24], in the context of Han’s conjecture and adding arrows to a quiver, have sparked a growing interest in the study of relative Hochschild (co)homology.

Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra and B a subalgebra of A. The first goal of this paper is to study the relation between the Lie algebra structure of HH^1(A|B), the first relative Hochschild cohomology of A, and HH^1(A), the first Hochschild cohomology of A. More precisely, in Lemma 4.1 1

we provide an embedding HH^1(A|B) → HH^1(A) which allows us to transfer Lie theoretic properties of HH^1(A), such as the solvability studied in [RSS23; LR20; ER20], to HH^1(A|B). However, it is quite common for HH^1(A) to be non-solvable while HH^1(A|B) is solvable; see Example 4.3. Our first main theorem provides a sufficient condition for the solvability of HH^1(A|B) in case where A and B are basic algebras:

Theorem A (Theorem 4.4). Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. Let A be a finite-dimensional basic algebra. Let B be a basic algebra which is a subalgebra of A such that the set of arrows of Q_B is a subset of the arrows of Q_A and such that A and B have the same semisimple part. If the complement of the quiver of A by the arrows of the quiver of B has no parallel arrows and at most one loop at each vertex, then HH^1(A|B) is a solvable Lie algebra.

We also establish an analogue in positive characteristic, but then we have to require that the quiver of A does not have any loops, see Theorem 4.5.

One essential ingredient for the proof of Theorem A is the description of the Lie algebra structure of the first relative Hochschild cohomology for radical square zero algebras. For this reason, we first focus on combinatorial methods to compute the first relative Hochschild cohomology for monomial algebras using Strametz’s work [Str06], see Lemma 3.4, and then we apply these tools to radical square zero basic algebras, see Theorem 3.14.

The next goal of this work is to obtain a decomposition of HH^1(A) in terms of HH^1(B) and HH^1(A|B) for some family of algebras. As a consequence, we show how to recover the solvability of a certain Lie subalgebra of HH^1(A) from both HH^1(B) and HH^1(A|B). For this reason we focus on a family of quasi-hereditary algebras.

Quasi-hereditary algebras were first defined by Scott in [Sco87], motivated by representation theory of algebraic groups, whose module categories are standard examples of highest weight categories, introduced in [CPS88]. Classical examples of quasi-hereditary algebras are hereditary algebras, algebras of global dimension two, blocks of category O and Schur algebras. Koenig defined exact Borel subalgebras of quasi-hereditary algebras in [Koe95]. It was shown by Koenig, Külshammer and Ovsienko that every quasi-hereditary algebra is Morita equivalent to a quasi-hereditary algebra with a regular exact Borel subalgebra [KKO14]. In addition, Rodriguez Rasmussen recently proved that the regular exact Borel subalgebra is unique up to an inner automorphism of the quasihereditary algebra, see [Ras24]. One example of combinatorically well-behaved quasi-hereditary algebras with exact Borel subalgebras are the dual extension algebras, first defined by Xi in [Xi94]. The dimension and the algebra structure of Hochschild cohomology of dual extensions has been studied in [PX06, Example 4] and in [XZ06, §2.4], however not its Lie structure. We study the first Hochschild cohomology of dual extensions of monomial directed algebras. Given two directed monomial algebras A and B we obtain an exact sequence of Lie algebras

0 J /I HH^1(Λ) HH^1(B) 0

where Λ = Λ(B, A^{op}) is the dual extension of A and B, in which B is the exact Borel subalgebra and J /I is a Lie algebra related to HH^1(Λ|B), see Theorem 5.8 for further details. In general J /I is not isomorphic to HH^1(Λ|B), see Example 5.13. However, if for example the quiver of B is of type A_n then J /I ∼= HH^1(Λ|B), where Λ = Λ(B, B^{op}). For further details see Example 5.12.

For a monomial algebra Λ and a monomial subalgebra B we have that HH^1(Λ) and HH^1(Λ|B) are graded Lie algebras, where the grading is induced from the lengths of the paths. We denote the degree one component of HH^1(Λ) and HH^1(Λ|B) by HH^1(Λ)_{|1} and HH^1(Λ|B)_{|1} , respectively. In degree 1 we obtain from the above short exact sequence the following result:

Theorem B (Theorem 5.9). Let A and B be directed algebras and let Λ = Λ(B, A^{op}). Then we have the following isomorphism as Lie algebras

HH^1(Λ)_{|1} ∼= HH^1(B)_{|1} ⊕ HH^1(Λ|B)_{|1} .

The last main result in this article is related with the notion of fundamental group of an algebra A. The fundamental group π_1(Q, I) of a bound quiver (Q, I) was introduced in [MP83]. It was shown in [MP83; PS01] that there is an injective map θ_ν , which depends on a presentation ν, from the dual fundamental group Hom(π_1(Q, I), k) into the first Hochschild cohomology. In [BR23] the notion of fundamental group was generalised to any finite-dimensional algebra by allowing the ideal I to be non-admissible and the idempotents to be non-primitive. In the same paper, it was shown that the image of θ_ν is a torus and every maximal torus is coming from a dual of some fundamental group. As a result, one can define a non-negative integer, called π_1-rank of A, which is invariant under derived equivalences and for self-injective algebras under stable equivalences of Morita type. In characteristic zero, this invariant is equal to the rank of a maximal torus of the identity component of the group of outer automorphisms of a finite-dimensional algebra. It is worth noting that the rank of a maximal torus has been used to show that the class of Brauer graph algebras is closed under derived equivalence [AZ22] and to show the validity of Broué’s abelian defect group conjecture for non-nilpotent blocks with defect group C_3 × C_3 and one isomorphism class of simple modules [Kes12].

The relative notion of fundamental group provides a tool to compute lower bounds for π_1-rank. More precisely, for an algebra A and a subalgebra B we introduce the notion of a fundamental group in the relative setting and we denote it by π_1(Q_A, I_A)/N_B , where quotienting by N_B roughly corresponds to locally contracting all closed paths in the connected components of B. In addition, we construct a relative version of the map θ_ν :

Theorem C (Theorem 6.11). We have an induced monomorphism θ^{(A|B)} ν : Hom(π_1(Q_A, I_A)/N_B , k) → HH^1(A|B).

Furthermore, the following diagram is a pullback square Hom(π1(QA, IA), k) HH^1(A)

Hom(π_1(Q_A, I_A)/N_B , k) HH^1(A|B) θ_ν ι θ^{(A|B)} νι_{HH}

For monomial algebras, we provide another, more computable, description of the contracted fundamental group, see Theorem 6.17. Furthermore, we show that for monomial algebras the π_1-rank decomposes in terms of subalgebra structures and certain ‘relative’ data. More precisely, for a monomial algebra A the π_1-rank of A is equal the π_1-rank of a monomial subalgebra B plus the dimension of the dual contracted fundamental group, see Proposition 6.18.

Outline. In Section 2 we recall some basic background on relative homological algebra and (relative) Hochschild cohomology. In Section 3 we provide a combinatorial description of the first relative Hochschild cohomology for monomial algebras using Strametz’s methods [Str06]. In Section 4 we prove Theorem A. In Section 5 we provide some applications for dual extension algebras and we prove Theorem B. In Section 6 we describe the contracted fundamental group and we prove Theorem C.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Julian Külshammer for his support and for making some important suggestions. We would also like to thank Steffen Koenig for several important comments, including if the square in Theorem C is a pullback. The second author participates in the INdAM group GNSAGA.

2. Background

Let k be an algebraically closed field and let A be a finite-dimensional k-algebra. Let A^e = A⊗A^{op} be the enveloping algebra of A.

Relative homological algebra. We recall the definitions within relative homological algebra as defined by Hochschild, see [Hoc56]. Let A be a k-algebra and let B ⊆ A be a k-subalgebra. A short (A|B)-exact sequence is a short exact sequence of A-modules that splits over B 0 X Y Z 0. f g When the choice of algebra and subalgebra is clear, we will refer to short (A|B)-exact sequences as being relative short exact sequences. Similarly, we say that an epimorphism is relative split, if it splits over the subalgebra. We say that a complex of A-modules is relative exact if the complex is exact and the short exact sequences which make up the complex are relative exact, i.e. the short exact sequences of the form

0 Ker(d_n) M_n Ker(d_{n+1}) 0 d_n are relative short exact.

An A-module P is called relative projective if for every relative split epimorphism g : Y → Z and every A-module map φ : P → Z there exists an A-module map ψ : P → Y such that φ = g ∘ ψ. Proposition 2.1. Let M be a B-module. Then A ⊗_B M is a relative projective module. Conversely, if P is a relative projective module, then there exists a B-module M such that P is a summand of A ⊗_B M.

For a proof, see Lemma 2 in [Hoc56].

A relative projective resolution of an A-module M is a relative exact complex

... P_2 P_1 P_0 M 0

d_2d_1ε

such that P_i is relative projective for all i ≥ 0. Every module has a relative projective resolution by the following process. Let M be an A-module, then we have a relative split epimorphism φ : A ⊗_B M → M where the relative splitting is given by the B-module map m → 1 ⊗_B m. Let K = Ker(φ), then similarly we have a relative split epimorphism onto K. Thus, by pasting all these together, we get a relative exact resolution of M. Akin to the absolute case, we define the relative Ext functor to be Ext^n_{A|B} (M, N) = H^n(Hom_A(P•, N)), where P• is a relative projective resolution of M. This is independent of the choice of relative projective resolution, see Section 2 in [Hoc56].

Relative Hochschild cohomology. The n-th Hochschild cohomology of A, denoted by HH^n(A), is defined as Ext^n_Ae (A, A). Let B ⊆ A be a k-subalgebra, and let X be an A-bimodule. The n-th relative Hochschild cohomology is defined as HH^n(A|B, X) = Ext^n_Ae_{|B}e (A, X) for n ≥ 0. In order to interpret and handle these groups similarly to the non-relative setting, one uses the relative bar resolution, see Section 3 in [Hoc56].

Proposition 2.2. The relative Hochschild cohomology HH^∗(A|B, M) is the cohomology of the complex of cochains

0 Hom_Be (B, M) Hom_Be (A, M) Hom_Be (A ⊗_B A, M)· · ·

δ^0 δ^1 δ^2

where for n ≥ 1

δ(f)(x_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ x_n) = x_1f(x_2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ x_n) + n−1∑ i=1 (−1)^if(x_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ x_ix_{i+1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ x_n) +(−1)^nf(x_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ x_{n−1})x_n for n = 0 we have: δ(f)(x) = xf(1) − f(1)x.

Remark 2.3. By the above proposition one has that HH^0(A|B) ∼= Z(A) and one can view HH^1(A|B, A) as the set of k-derivations which are B^e-module homomorphisms quotient by the set of inner derivations which are B^e-modules homomorphisms. In other words,

HH^1(A|B, A) ∼= Der_Be (A)/Inn_Be (A) where Der_Be (A) := Der_k(A) ∩ Hom_Be (A, A) and Inn_Be (A) := Inn_k(A) ∩ Hom_Be (A, A). Any relative inner derivation must therefore be given by an element that commutes with all elements in B.

Lemma 2.4. [Cib+19, Lemma 3.2] Let f : A → X be a derivation. The map f is a B^e-module morphism if and only if f|_B = 0

Lemma 2.5. The space Der_Be (A) is a Lie subalgebra of Der(A) and Inn_Be (A) is a Lie ideal of Der_Be (A).

Proof. The statement follows from Lemma 2.4. □

Remark 2.6. Under the assumption that A/B is projective as a B-bimodule, there is a long exact sequence ... HH_n(B) HH_n(A) HH_n(A|B) HH_{n−1}(B) ...

ending in the degree 1, see [Kay12]. Unfortunately, there is no such long exact sequence for Hochschild cohomology under the same assumptions. The closest there is, is a long exact sequence ... HH^n(A|B) HH^n(A) HH^n(B, A) HH^{n+1}(A|B) ... starting in degree 1 under the same assumptions, see [Kay12]. If A/B is also injective, we have that HH^n(B, A) ∼= HH^n(B) for n ≥ 2, giving us an exact sequence relating the Hochschild cohomologies, starting in degree 2. Recently, Cibils, Lanzilotta, Marcos and Solotar extended this to a long nearly exact sequence for Hochschild homology, weakening the assumption that A/B is projective as a B-bimodule, see [Cib+24; Cib+21b; Cib+21a]. For their construction in the case of Hochschild cohomology, see [Lin22].

Hochschild cohomology of monomial algebras. Let Q be a finite quiver having Q_0 as set of vertices and Q_1 as set of arrows. We compose arrows in a quiver from right to left, that is, for arrows α and β we write βα for the path from the source of α to the target of β. Let A be a finite-dimensional monomial k-algebra, that is, A is a path algebra kQ_A quotient an admissible ideal I_A generated by Z a set of paths of length at least two. We always assume that no proper subpath of a path in Z is again in Z. Let B = B_A be the set of paths of Q which do not contain any element of Z as a subpath. Clearly, B forms a basis of A. We denote by E ∼= kQ_0 the separable subalgebra of A. For a monomial algebra A, one can use the minimal projective resolution of the A-bimodule A given by Bardzell [Bar97] to compute Hochschild cohomology. Applying the contravariant functor Hom_Ae (−, A) to this resolution one obtains a cochain complex denoted by C_{min}.

We recall now the combinatorial description of HH^1(A) due to Strametz [Str06] using Bardzell’s resolution. Recall that, for a subset K of paths in Q, k(K//B) is defined to be the k-vector space spanned by all pairs of paths p//q such that p ∈ K and q is a path in B that is parallel to p. For a relation r, we denote by r^{a//γ} the sum of all paths in B obtained by replacing each appearance of the arrow a in r by the path γ.

Proposition 2.7. ([Str06, Proposition 2.6]) Let A be a finite-dimensional monomial algebra. Then the cochain complex C_{min} is isomorphic to the following cochain complex C_{mon}: 0 k(Q_0//B) k(Q_1//B) k(Z//B) · · · , δ^0 δ^1 δ^2

where the differentials in degree 0 and 1 are defined as follows: δ^0 : k(Q_0//B) → k(Q_1//B) e//p → ∑ s(a)=e,ap∈B a//ap − ∑ t(a)=e,pa∈B a//pa, δ^1 : k(Q_1//B) → k(Z//B) a//p → ∑ r∈Z r//r^{a//p}, In particular, we have HH^1(A) ∼= Ker(δ^1)/Im(δ^0) as k-spaces.

With this differential, one can endow Ker(δ^1)/Im(δ^0) with a Lie algebra structure [Str06, Theorem 2.7]. Recall that HH^1(A) = ⊕^n_{i=0}HH(A)_{|i} is a graded Lie algebra, where the grading is induced from the grading of A. Note that our grading is shifted by 1 compared to [Str06, §4].

Fundamental group. Let A be a finite-dimensional k-algebra over an algebraically closed field k. Fix a complete set of orthogonal idempotents e_1, ..., e_n. A presentation is a surjective k-algebra map ν : kQ → A, where Q is a quiver, such that ν determines a bijection between Q_0 and {e_1, ..., e_n}. We do not assume that I = Ker(ν) is admissible nor that e_1, .., e_n are primitive idempotents.

We call the elements r = ∑ i∈I λ_ip_i ∈ I relations and we say that a relation r ∈ I is minimal if no proper subsum of the relation is contained in I. Let ~Q be the quiver where we add a formal inverse α^{−1} for each arrow α. We define a walk in a quiver Q to be a path in ~Q.

Definition 2.8 ([MP83]). Let A be a k-algebra and let ν : kQ → A be a presentation. Fix an idempotent e_i ∈ A. We define the following elementary homotopies on walks

(1) For all arrows α ∈ Q_1, we have that α^{−1}α ∼_I s(α) and αα^{−1} ∼_I t(α).

(2) We have that u ∼_I v if u, v appear together in a minimal relation with non-zero coefficents.

We let the homotopy relation on walks be the relation generated by these elementary homotopies, i.e. if v_1 ∼ v_2 then we have that uv_1w ∼ uv_2w for all walks v, w. Let Walk(Q_A, e_i) be the set of walks from e_i to e_i. The fundamental group of (A, ν, e_i), denoted by π_1(Q_A, I_A, e_i), is defined as Walk(Q_A, e_i)/ ∼_I . Note that if Q is connected, then the choice of idempotent doesn’t matter, therefore we will denote the fundamental group by π_1(Q, I) in this case.

The fundamental group depends on the ideal I and is therefore not an invariant of the isomorphism class of A, see for example [Le 10, Example 1.2]. If Q is not connected, we follow the convention of [PS01] that the fundamental group π_1(Q, I) is the direct product of the fundamental groups of the quivers with relations obtained by restricting to the connected components of Q.

Consider Hom(π_1(Q, I), k^+), where k^+ denotes the additive group of the field k. Let Q be a quiver with n vertices and m edges and c connected components. We denote by β_1(Q) the first Betti number of Q which is equal m − n + c. Recall from [BR23, Lemma 1.7] that for a bound quiver (Q, I) we have dim(Hom(π_1(Q, I), k^+)) ≤ β_1(Q). Equality holds if I is for example a monomial ideal. For a monomial algebra A, by [BR23, Theorem C] it follows that the π_1-rank, which is defined as

π_1-rank(A) := max{dim_k(Hom(π_1(Q, I), k^+)) : A ≃ kQ/I, I is an admissible ideal},

is equal to β_1(Q_A). The π_1-rank is a derived invariant and an invariant under stable equivalences of Morita type for self-injective algebras [BR23, Theorem B]. However, it is not an invariant under stable equivalences induced by gluing idempotents [LRW23, Remark 3.25].

2.1. Lie theory. We recall the basic definitions of solvable Lie algebras and semidirect products, as defined in for example [EW06].

Definition 2.9. Let g be a Lie algebra. We say that g is solvable if the derived series

g ≥ [g, g] ≥ [[g, g], [g, g]] ≥ ...

eventually becomes zero. We denote the iterated brackets by g^{(i)}, where we define g^{(0)} = g.

Definition 2.10. A Lie algebra g is strongly solvable if its derived subalgebra [g, g] is nilpotent.

If k is algebraically closed of characteristic zero, as a consequence of Lie’s theorem, a Lie algebra is strongly solvable if and only if it is solvable. In positive characteristic, every strongly solvable algebra is solvable, but the converse does not hold, see for example Page 96 in [Sel67].

Definition 2.11. The radical of a Lie algebra is the maximal solvable ideal. For a Lie algebra g we denote this by R(g).

Definition 2.12. Let g be a Lie algebra. We say that g is a semidirect product of a subalgebra h and ideal r if it decomposes as a sum g = h ⊕ r of vector spaces. We then denote it by g = h ⋉ r.

Theorem 2.13. Let g be a Lie algebra over a field of characteristic zero. Then

g ∼= g/ R(g) ⋉ R(g)

For a proof see, for example, Levi’s Theorem on Page 91 in [Jac62].

Remark 2.14. We call g/ R(g) ⋉ R(g) the Levi decomposition of g.

Example 2.15. Let g ⊆ gl_n be the subspace of matrices where the first m rows are zero. We can write every element of g as a pair (A, B) where A is the (n − m) × m matrix given by the last n − m rows and first m columns, and B is the (n − m) × (n − m) square matrix given by last n − m rows and columns. Let x = (A, B), y = (A^′, B^′) ∈ g, then [x, y] = ( 0 0 BA^′ − B^′A [B, B^′] ) . Note thus that g is a semidirect product of gl_m and the ideal given by (A, 0). From the bracket, note that if h ⊆ gl_m is an ideal then (A, 0) + h is an ideal of g. Furthermore, h is solvable if and only if (A, 0) + (h, 0) is solvable. Note that (A, 0) is solvable and part of the radical. Therefore, we get that the radical of g is (A, 0) + R(gl_m).

3. Relative Hochschild cohomology for monomial algebras

3.1. Combinatorial description of the relative HH^1. The goal of this subsection is to provide a combinatorial description of the first relative Hochschild cohomology in the case of monomial algebras, as in Strametz’s work [Str06]. We briefly recall the notation: Let A be a finite-dimensional monomial k-algebra. We denote by E ∼= kQ_0 the separable subalgebra of A. Throughout this section we assume that A is connected. We compute HH^1(A) = Ker(δ^1_A)/Im(δ^0_A) following the description of Proposition 2.7.

Remark 3.1. By [Str06, Proposition 2.8] we have that the Lie algebras Ker(δ^1_A) and Der_Ee (A) = Der(A) ∩ Hom_Ee (A, A) (with the bracket defined as f ∘ g − g ∘ f) are isomorphic. More precisely, take f ∈ Der_Ee (A). Assume that f(a) = ∑ a//p∈(Q_A)_1//B λa//pp, where a ∈ (QA)1, λa//p ∈ k. Then f → ∑ a//p∈(Q_A )_1//B λ_{a//p}a//p defines an isomorphism. The isomorphism restricts to Im(δ^0_A) and Inn_Ee (A), see [Str06, Corollary 2.9] and [GS92].

Definition 3.2. Let B be a monomial subalgebra of A such that Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A. We denote by Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) the set of elements f in Ker(δ^1_A) such that f restricted to the arrows of Q_B is zero. Similarly, we denote by Im(δ^0_{A|B} ) the set of elements g in Im(δ^0_A) such that g restricted to the arrows of Q_B is zero. In other words, Im(δ^0_{A|B} ) = Im(δ^0_A) ∩ Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ).

Remark 3.3. Let B be a monomial subalgebra of A such that Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A. Let f := ∑ a//γ∈(Q_A)_1//B λa,γ a//γ be an element in Ker(δ 1 A). If f ∈ Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ), then f = ∑ a//γ∈(Q_A)_1//B, a /∈(Q_B )_1 λ_{a,γ} a//γ. Elements in Im(δ^0_{A|B} ) can be described similarly. Clearly, Im(δ^0_{A|B} ) ⊆ Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ).

We describe HH^1(A|B) in terms of the complex defined by Strametz.

Lemma 3.4. Let A be a monomial algebra. Let B be a monomial subalgebra of A such that Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A. Then Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) is a Lie subalgebra of Ker(δ^1_A) and Im(δ^0_{A|B} ) is a Lie ideal of Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ). In addition, HH^1(A|B) is isomorphic as a Lie algebra to Ker(δ^1_{A|B} )/Im(δ^0_{A|B} ).

Proof. By Remark 2.3, we have HH^1(A|B, A) ∼= Der_Be (A)/Inn_Be (A). Since B contains E, then Der_Be (A) = Der_k(A) ∩ Hom_Be (A, A) = Der_Ee (A) ∩ Hom_Be (A, A). By Lemma 2.4, the space Der_Be (A) consists of k-derivations which are E^e-module homomorphisms such that when restricted to B are zero. Then, by the isomorphism Der_Ee (A) ∼= Ker(δ^1_A), the elements in Der_Be (A) correspond to elements in Ker(δ^1_A) which vanish when restricted to the arrows of B, that is, to Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ). The same holds for Im(δ^0_{A|B} ). The statement follows. □

3.2. Relative Hochschild cohomology for radical square zero algebras. The goal of this subsection is to study the Lie algebra structure of HH^1(A|B) where A, B are radical square zero algebras such that Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A.

Recall that the n-Kronecker quiver is a quiver consisting of two vertices, say e and f, and n arrows from e to f. The n-bouquet quiver is a quiver consisting of a single vertex and n loops. The n-bouquet is the radical square zero algebra associated with the n-bouquet quiver.

Lemma 3.5. Let m be a non-negative integer and n a positive integer such that m ≤ n. Let A, B be the n and the m-Kronecker quivers (or the n and the m-bouquets, excluding the case when the characteristic of k is 2 and Q_A is a quiver with one loop α and m = 0), respectively. Then Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) ∼= I ⋊ gl_{n−m}(k), where I is an abelian Lie ideal of Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) isomorphic to k^{m(n−m)}.

Proof. Assume n > 1. A basis for Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) is given by {α_i//α_j | m + 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ n}.

This basis can be seen as the basis obtained by deleting the first m rows of gl_n(k). Note that if m = 0, then Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) = Ker(δ^1_A) which is isomorphic to gl_n(k). The Lie subalgebra of Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) generated by {α_i//α_j | m + 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n} is isomorphic to gl_{n−m}(k). We denote by I the subspace generated by {α_i//α_j | m + 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ m} and we claim that this is an abelian Lie ideal of Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ). Indeed, let α_i//α_j be an element in I and α_k//α_l ∈ Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ), then [α_i//α_j , α_k//α_l] = δ_{l,i}α_k//α_j − δ_{j,k}α_i//α_l = δ_{l,i}α_k//α_j ∈ I, where δ_{i,j} denotes the Kronecker symbol. The last equality and the fact that α_k//α_j ∈ I follows from observing that m + 1 ≤ k ≤ n and 1 ≤ j ≤ m. If we assume that α_k//α_l ∈ I, then δ_{l,i} = 0 since in this case m + 1 ≤ i ≤ n and 1 ≤ l ≤ m. Therefore, I is an abelian ideal of Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ).

If n = 1, then Q_A is either an A_2-quiver or a quiver with one loop. In both cases m can be either 0 or 1. Recall that we have excluded the case when the characteristic of the field k is 2 and Q_A is a quiver with one loop and m = 0. Hence, if m = 0, then HH^1(A|B) is an abelian Lie algebra of dimension 1. If m = 1, then HH^1(A|B) = 0. □

Remark 3.6. If the characteristic of the field k is 2 and Q_A is a quiver with one loop α and m = 0, then Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) is a solvable Lie algebra of dimension 2 generated by α//e and α//α.

Lemma 3.7. Let n be a positive integer. Let A, B be the n and the (n − 1)-Kronecker quivers (or the n and (n − 1)-bouquets), respectively. Then the derived subalgebra of Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) is an abelian Lie algebra.

Proof. If the characteristic of k is 2 and Q_A is a quiver with one loop α and one vertex e, then by Remark 3.7 the derived subalgebra of Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) is generated α//e, hence it is abelian. Otherwise, it follows from Lemma 3.5 that Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) ∼= I ⋊ k, where I ∼= k^{n−1}. Note that the derived subalgebra of Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) is I. Indeed, I is an abelian ideal and [−, α_n//α_n] acts as identity on I. □

Notation. Given a quiver Q, we denote by Q the quiver such that Q_0 = Q_0 and Q_1 is the set of equivalence classes of parallel arrows. For each equivalence class [α] in Q, we denote by |α| the cardinality of the equivalence class.

Using a similar notation as in Lemma 3.5, we introduce two subspaces of Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ). We denote by Q_C the complement quiver of Q_A by the arrows of Q_B . For each equivalence class [α] in Q_C , we denote by [α^′], [α^{′′}] the corresponding equivalence classes in Q_B and in Q_A, respectively. We order the arrows in Q_A such that the first |α^′| arrows are in Q_B and the rest of the arrows are in Q_C . We denote by I_α the Lie subalgebra of Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) having a k-basis given by {α_i//α_j | α_i ∈ [α] in (Q_C )_1, α_j ∈ [α^′] in (Q_B )_1, |α^′| + 1 ≤ i ≤ |α^{′′}|, 1 ≤ j ≤ |α^′|}. Note that I_α is trivial if the equivalence class [α^′] ∈ Q_B is trivial. Similarly, for each equivalence class [α] in Q_C , the Lie subalgebra of Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) having a k-basis given by {α_i//α_j | α_i, α_j ∈ [α] in (Q_C )_1, |α^′| + 1 ≤ i, j ≤ |α^{′′}|} is isomorphic to gl_{|α|}(k).

Proposition 3.8. Let A, B be radical square zero algebras such that Q_A is not the quiver with one loop and Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A. Then

Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) ∼= ∏ [α]∈(Q_C )_1

I_α ⋊ gl_{|α|}(k)

Proof. Assume the characteristic of the field is different from 2. A k-basis for Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) is given by {α_i//α_j | α_i ∈ Q_C , α_j ∈ Q_A}. In order to study the Lie algebra structure of Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) it is enough to restrict to the classes of parallel arrows, see [Str06] after Remark 4.8. In other words, Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) decomposes, as a Lie algebra, to the direct product of Lie algebras given in Lemma 3.5, where the product is indexed by equivalence classes in (Q_C )_1.

By Lemma 3.5, the arguments of the previous paragraph can be applied also if the characteristic of the field k is 2 with the exception of A having at least one vertex with exactly one loop. For a fixed vertex e having a loop α, we have α//e /∈ Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ). Indeed, since A is connected and Q_A is not the quiver with one loop, there exists a relation αβ or βα which forces α//e /∈ Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ). If α ∈ Q_C , then the corresponding Lie algebra for the equivalence class of α is generated only by α//α. If α /∈ Q_C , then the Lie algebra is trivial. Hence, the same decomposition also holds in this case. □

Notation. For [α] ∈ (Q_C )_1, we denote by I_α = ∑ a∈[α] a//a and kIα the corresponding k-vector

space.

Proposition 3.9. Let A be radical square zero algebra and let B ⊆ A be a radical square zero subalgebra over a field k of characteristic zero such that Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A. Then

R(Ker(δ^1_{A|B} )) ∼= ∏ [α]∈(Q_C )_1 I_α ⋊ kI_α.

Proof. Let [α] be an equivalence class in (Q_C )_1, we denote by [α^′], [α^{′′}] the corresponding equivalence classes in (Q_B )_1, (Q_A)_1, respectively. Set n = |α^{′′}| and m = |α^′|. Then, using the same notation as in Example 2.15, we have that I_α ∼= A. In addition, kI_α is isomorphic to the space of scalar matrices. The statement follows from Example 2.15. □

Proposition 3.10. Let A be a radical square zero algebra and let B ⊆ A be a radical square zero subalgebra over a field k of characteristic zero such that Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A. Then Im(δ^0_{A|B} ) is an abelian Lie ideal of R(Ker(δ^1_{A|B} )).

Proof. By Remark 3.3 we have Im(δ^0_{A|B} ) ⊆ Im(δ^0_A) and by Lemma 3.4, Im(δ^0_{A|B} ) is a Lie ideal of Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ). If Q_A is not an oriented cycle, then by [Sán11, Lemma 2.6] we have that Im(δ^0_A) is an abelian ideal of R(Ker(δ^1_A)). By the same argument as in [Sán11, Lemma 2.6], Im(δ^0_A) is an abelian ideal of R(Ker(δ^1_A)) also in the case when Q_A is an oriented cycle. Hence Im(δ^0_{A|B} ) is an abelian ideal of Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ). In particular, Im(δ^0_{A|B} ) is an abelian ideal of R(Ker(δ^1_{A|B} )). □

We recall a basic result of Lie algebras [Sán11, Lemma 2.7]:

Lemma 3.11. Let g be a Lie algebra and J a solvable ideal of g. Then R(g/J) = R(g)/J.

We denote by S = {[α] ∈ (Q_C )_1 | |α| > 1} and we call it the parallel complement.

Proposition 3.12. Let A be a radical square zero algebra and let B ⊆ A be a radical square zero subalgebra over a field k of characteristic zero such that Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A. Then

HH^1(A|B)/ R(HH^1(A|B)) ∼= ∏ [α]∈S sl_{|α|}(k)

Proof. By Lemma 3.11 and the third isomorphism theorem we have that the semisimple part of HH^1(A|B) is isomorphic to Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) quotient by R(Ker(δ^1_{A|B} )). By Proposition 3.9 and Proposition 3.8 the statement follows. □

The following proposition could also be proved using Theorem 3.14, however, we use a more indirect method.

Proposition 3.13. Let A, B be radical square zero algebras. Assume Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A such that Q_C has no parallel arrows and at most one loop for each vertex. Then the derived subalgebra of HH^1(A|B) is abelian.

Proof. Let A, B be radical square zero algebras such that Q_A is not a quiver with one loop and Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A. It follows from Proposition 3.8 that

[Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ), Ker(δ^1_{A|B} )] = ∏ [α],[β]∈(Q_C )_1

[I_α ⋊ k, I_β ⋊ k] = ∏ [α]∈(Q_C )_1

I_α

which is an abelian Lie algebra. Note that the last equality follows from the proof of Lemma 3.7. If the characteristic of the field is 2 and Q_A is a quiver with one loop and one vertex then by Lemma 3.7 the derived subalgebra of Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) is abelian. Let φ : Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) ↠ HH^1(A|B) be the canonical projection. Since φ is a surjective Lie algebra homomorphism, the image of the derived subalgebra of Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) is equal to the derived subalgebra of HH^1(A|B), see [EW06, Exercise 4.1]. Since the derived subalgebra of Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) is abelian it follows that the derived subalgebra of HH^1(A|B) is abelian. □

Let [α] be an equivalence class in (Q_C )_1. Then the corresponding equivalence class [α^{′′}] in (Q_A)_1 either contains no arrows in Q_B or contains at least one arrow in Q_B . The set of equivalence classes in (Q_C )_1 of the first kind are denoted by D, while the set of equivalence classes of the second kind are denoted by E.

Theorem 3.14. Let A be a radical square zero algebra and let B ⊆ A be a radical square zero subalgebra over a field k of characteristic zero such that Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A. Then

HH^1(A|B) ∼= ∏ [α]∈S sl_{|α|}(k) ⋊ ∏ [α]∈E I_α ⋊ kI_α × a ,

where a = ( ∏ [α]∈D kIα)/Im(δ 0 A|B ) is an abelian Lie subalgebra.

Proof. By Proposition 3.12 and the Levi decomposition, see Theorem 2.13, we just need to describe the radical of HH^1(A|B). The radical of Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ) decomposes as the direct product of g_1 := ∏ [α]∈E Iα ⋊ kIα and g2 := ∏ [α]∈D kIα. If [α] is in E then there will be no corresponding relative

inner derivation coming from the source or the target of α. Hence, R(Ker(δ^1_{A|B} ))/Im(δ^0_{A|B} ) ∼= g_1 × g_2/Im(δ^0_{A|B} ).

Clearly, the Lie algebra a = g_2/Im(δ^0_{A|B} ) is abelian. □

We provide now some examples. Recall that if B is semisimple then HH^1(A|B) ∼= HH^1(A). The following example shows that the converse is not true in general.

Example 3.15. Let A be the radical square zero algebra 1 2 3

α_1α^2β

and B be 1 2 3 β Then HH^1(A|B) ∼= HH^1(A). Note that in this case D = {[α]} and E = ∅, where [α] = {α_1, α_2}.

Example 3.16. Let A be the path algebra of the quiver

1 2 3 4 α_1α2 β_1β2δ_1δ2

quotient by the ideal I = (α_iδ_j ) and let B be the path algebra of the subquiver

1 2 3 4.

α_2 β_1β2

Since Im(δ^0_{A|B} ) is generated by δ_1//δ_1 + δ_2//δ_2, then HH^1(A|B) ∼= sl_{|δ|}(k) × I_{|α|} ⋊ gl_{|α|} ∼= sl_2(k) × k ⋊ k. 4. Embedding and Lie structure for the first relative Hochschild cohomology In this section, we show that the first relative Hochschild cohomology embeds into the first Hochschild cohomology as a Lie algebra. We also give a sufficient condition for the solvability of the first relative Hochschild cohomology.

Lemma 4.1. Let k be a field, A a k-algebra and B ⊆ A be a k-subalgebra. Then we have an injective Lie algebra map ι : HH^1(A|B) → HH^1(A).

Proof. Note that we have a well-defined map ι : HH^1(A|B) → HH^1(A) where f → f. Let f, g ∈ HH^1(A|B) and assume that ι(f) = ι(g). This means that f − g = δ ∈ Inn_k(A), but then this implies that δ ∈ Inn_Be (A) as 0 = f(B) − g(B) = δ(B). Therefore, ι is an injective map, and as the Lie structure is given by the commutator, we see that ι is an injective Lie algebra map. □

Using this we can now show the following

Corollary 4.2. Let k be a field, A a k-algebra and B ⊆ A be a k-subalgebra. Then the following holds

(1) If HH^1(A) is abelian then HH^1(A|B) is abelian; (2) If HH^1(A) is nilpotent then HH^1(A|B) is nilpotent; (3) If HH^1(A) is solvable then HH^1(A|B) is solvable.

Note that the converse does not hold in general, that is, HH^1(A) can be non-solvable but HH^1(A|B) can be solvable:

Example 4.3. Assume k is a field of characteristic different from 2. Let A = kQ/I where Q is the quiver given by 1 2 α_{i=1,2} β

and I = (α_iβ). Let B be the Kronecker quiver given by α_1 and α_2. Then HH^1(A) ∼= sl_2(k) × k and HH^1(A|B) ∼= k.

We provide now another sufficient condition for the solvability of HH^1(A|B) which also includes Example 4.3. Recall that we denote by Q_C the complement of the Gabriel quiver of A by the arrows of the Gabriel quiver of B. Note that if B is a subalgebra of A such that Q_B ⊆ Q_A, then (Q_A)_0 = (Q_B )_0, i.e. A and B have the same semisimple part.

Theorem 4.4. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic 0. Let A be a finitedimensional basic algebra. Let B be a subalgebra of A such that Q_B ⊆ Q_A. If Q_C has no parallel arrows and at most one loop at each vertex, then HH^1(A|B) is a solvable Lie algebra.

Proof. In characteristic zero, every derivation preserves the Jacobson radical, see [Hoc42, Theorem 4.2]. Hence, we have a Lie algebra map φ_A : HH^1(A) → HH^1(A/J(A)^2). By Lemma 4.1 we have an embedding HH^1(A|B) −→ HH^1(A). Hence, we have a Lie algebra homomorphism φ_{A|B} : HH^1(A|B) → HH^1(A/J(A)^2|B/J(B)^2)

as φ_A(ι(f))(B/J(B)^2) = 0 for any f ∈ HH^1(A|B). Since Ker(φ_A) is a nilpotent Lie ideal of HH^1(A), see [LR20, Proposition 2.9.], we have that Ker(φ_{A|B} ) is a nilpotent Lie ideal of HH^1(A|B). By Proposition 3.13 we have that the derived subalgebra of HH^1(A/J(A)^2|B/J(B)^2) is an abelian Lie algebra. Since the derived subalgebra of Im(φ_{A|B} ) is contained in the derived subalgebra of HH^1(A/J(A)^2|B/J(B)^2), which is an abelian Lie algebra, this implies that Im(φ_{A|B} ) is a solvable Lie algebra. The statement follows from HH^1(A)/Ker(φ_{A|B} ) and Ker(φ_{A|B} ) being solvable Lie algebras [EW06, Lemma 4.4]. □

In positive characteristic we need to add a further assumption on Q_A:

Theorem 4.5. Let k be an algebraically closed field of positive characteristic. Let A be a finitedimensional basic algebra such that the quiver of A does not have any loops. Let B be a subalgebra of A such that Q_B ⊆ Q_A. If Q_C is a simple directed graph, then HH^1(A|B) is a strongly solvable Lie algebra.

Note that if Q_A does not have any loops, then the condition of Q_C having at most one loop and no parallel arrows is equivalent of requiring Q_C to be a simple directed graph.

Proof. Since the quiver of A does not have any loops then by [LR20, Lemma 2.6.] every derivation preserves the Jacobson radical. By the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 4.4 the statement follows. □

5. Dual extensions of directed monomial algebras

Let A, B be directed monomial algebras. In this section we compute the first Hochschild cohomology of a dual extension Λ(B, A^{op}) in terms of HH^1(B) and HH^1(A|B).

Definition 5.1. Let A = Q_A/I_A and B = Q_B /I_B be two finite-dimensional algebras such that the set of vertices of Q_A and Q_B coincide. Then the dual extension algebra of B and A is Λ(B, A^{op}) = kQ/I, where Q and I are defined as follows:

• Q has the same set of vertices as Q_A and Q_B .

• the set of arrows of Q is the union of the set of arrows of Q_A and of Q_B . • if I_A is generated by the relations ρ_i and I_B by the relations ρ^′_j , then I is generated by {ρ_i, ρ^′_j , αβ^′}, where α is an arrow of Q_B and β^′ is an arrow of Q_A. We denote these sets of relations by ρ_B , ρ_A and ρ_Λ, respectively.

Example 5.2. Let B be the Kronecker quiver and let A be the A_2-quiver. Then we get that Λ = Λ(B, A^{op}) is the algebra in Example 4.3.

Definition 5.3. Let Q be a finite and acyclic quiver Q having vertices labelled by {1, . . . , n}. Without loss of generality, one can assume that for any arrow α : i → j we have i < j. Let I be an admissible ideal and set B = KQ/I. Then we say that B is directed if Q is finite, acyclic, and numbered as above.

Let A and B be directed algebras. Then Λ(B, A^{op}) is a quasi-hereditary algebra having an exact Borel subalgebra B, see [Xi94, Example 1.6]. Let A and B be directed monomial algebras. We set Λ := Λ(B, A^{op}) when it is clear from the context.

Note that if A and B are monomial algebras, then Λ is a monomial algebra. Therefore, in order to describe HH^1(Λ), HH^1(B), and HH^1(Λ|B), we use Proposition 2.7 and the notation therein. From now on A and B will be directed monomial algebras, with the same ordering on the vertices. We first describe a basis for k((Q_Λ)_0//B_Λ). It is clear that B_Λ = B_B ∪ B_Aop ∪ B_Λ, where B_Λ is given by paths p where p = q_n · · · q_1p_m · · · p_1 such that q_i are arrows in B_Aop and p_j are arrows in B_B . Since, (Q_Λ)_0//B_B = (Q_Λ)_0//B_Aop = (Q_Λ)_0//(Q_Λ)_0, we have that a basis for k((Q_Λ)_0//B_Λ) is given by:

(Q_Λ)_0//B_Λ = (Q_Λ)_0//(Q_Λ)_0 ∪ (Q_Λ)_0//B_Λ Let e ∈ (Q_Λ)_0. We denote by Im(δ^0_Λ)_{|1} the image generated by δ^0_Λ(e//e). We describe now k((Q_Λ)_1//B_Λ). Since (Q_Λ)_1 = (Q_B )_1 ∪ (Q_Aop )_1, we have

(Q_Λ)_1//B_Λ =(Q_B )_1//B_B ∪ (Q_Aop )_1//B_Aop ∪ (Q_B )_1//B_Aop ∪ (Q_Aop )_1//B_B ∪ (Q_B )_1//B_Λ ∪ (Q_Aop )_1//B_Λ.

Lemma 5.4. Let A and B be directed monomial algebras and let Λ = Λ(B, A^{op}). If α ∈ (Q_Aop )_1, then there does not exist a path p in B_B such that α is parallel to p. Hence, (Q_Aop )_1//B_B = ∅. Similarly, (Q_B )_1//B_Aop = ∅.

Proof. Assume s(α) = i = s(p) and t(α) = j = t(p) where p = p_n · · · p_1 such that p_i ∈ (Q_B )_1. Since s(α) = i > j = t(α), then s(p) > t(p). This is a contradiction since p ∈ (Q_B )_1. □

As a consequence of the previous lemma, we obtain the union of pairwise disjoint sets:

(Q_Λ)_1//B_Λ = (Q_B )_1//B_B ∪ (Q_B )_1//B_Λ ∪ (Q_Aop )_1//B_Aop ∪ (Q_Aop )_1//B_Λ

which gives

k((Q_Λ)_1//B_Λ) = k((Q_B )_1//B_B) ⊕ k((Q_B )_1//B_Λ) ⊕ k((Q_Aop )_1//B_Aop ) ⊕ k((Q_Aop )_1//B_Λ). (1) Note that Ker(δ^1_{Λ|A}op ) = Ker(δ^1_Λ) ∩ (k((Q_B )_1//B_B) ⊕ k((Q_B )_1//B_Λ)) and similarly Ker(δ^1_{Λ|B} ) = Ker(δ^1_Λ) ∩ (k((Q_Aop )_1//B_Aop ) ⊕ k((Q_Aop )_1//B_Λ).

Lemma 5.5. Let A and B be directed monomial algebras and let Λ = Λ(B, A^{op}). We have the following k-vector space decomposition Ker(δ^1_Λ) = Ker(δ^1_{Λ|A}op ) ⊕ Ker(δ^1_{Λ|B} ).

In addition, we have the following decomposition Ker(δ^1_{Λ|A}op ) = Ker(δ^1_B ) ⊕ (Ker(δ^1_Λ) ∩ k((Q_B )_1//B_Λ));

Ker(δ^1_{Λ|B} ) = Ker(δ^1_Aop ) ⊕ (Ker(δ^1_Λ) ∩ k((Q_Aop )_1//B_Λ)), (2) as k-vector spaces.

Proof. We use the decomposition given in Equation 1. Let α be an arrow of Q_B and p be a path in B, then δ^1(α//p) = ρ^{α//p}_B + ρ^{α//p}_Aop + ρ^{α//p}_Λ = ρ^{α//p}_B . Let p ∈ B_Λ. Then δ^1(α//p) = ρ^{α//p}_B + ρ^{α//p}_Aop + ρ^{α//p}_Λ = ρ^{α//p}_B . Hence a basis for Ker(δ^1_Λ) ∩ k((Q_B )_1//B_B) is given by linear combinations of elements of the form α//p. Similarly, a basis of Ker(δ^1_Λ) ∩ k((Q_B )_1//B_Λ)) is given by linear combinations of elements of the form α//p.

Let β be an arrow of Q_Aop and q be a path in A^{op}. Then δ^1(β//q) = ρ^{β//q}_Aop and δ^1(β//p) = ρ^{β//p}_Aop . Therefore a basis of Ker(δ^1_Λ) ∩ k((Q_Aop )_1//B_Aop ) is given by linear combinations of elements β//q. Similarly, a basis for Ker(δ^1_Λ) ∩ k((Q_Aop )_1//B_Λ) is given by linear combinations of elements of the form β//p. □ Denote J^′ := (Ker(δ^1_Λ) ∩ k(Q_B )_1//B_Λ).

Lemma 5.6. Let A and B be directed monomial algebras and let Λ = Λ(B, A^{op}). We have the following decomposition as k-vector spaces Ker(δ^1_{Λ|A}op ) = Ker(δ^1_B ) ⊕ J^′ and J^′ is a Lie ideal of Ker(δ^1_{Λ|Aop} ).

Proof. The k-vector space decomposition follows from Lemma 5.5. We only need to show that J^′ is a Lie ideal of Ker(δ^1_{Λ|Aop} ). Let α, β ∈ (Q_B )_1, p ∈ B_B and q ∈ B_Λ. Clearly, we have [α//p, β//q] ∈ (Q_B )_1//B_Λ. The statement follows. □

The k-vector space J := J^′ ⊕ Ker(δ^1_{Λ|B} ) is a Lie ideal of Ker(δ^1_Λ). Indeed, let α ∈ (Q_B )_1, p ∈ B_B , γ ∈ (Q_Aop )_1 and r ∈ B_Λ. Then [α//p, γ//r] ∈ (Q_Aop )_1//B_Λ. We denote I := Im(δ^0_Λ)_{|≥2} .

Remark 5.7. Since HH^1(Λ) is a graded Lie algebra, there is an isomorphism of Lie algebras Im(δ^0_Λ)/I ∼= Im(δ^0_Λ)_{|1} . Since B is directed, then Im(δ^0_B )_{|1} = Im(δ^0_B ). In addition, it follows from [LRW23, Lemma 3.5] that the dimension of Im(δ^0_Λ)_{|1} is equal to the dimension of Im(δ^0_B )_{|1} . Since Im(δ^0_Λ)_{|1} and Im(δ^0_B ) are abelian Lie algebras of the same dimension, there is an isomorphism of Lie algebras Im(δ^0_Λ)_{|1} ∼= Im(δ^0_B ). We call the composition of these two isomorphisms η_1 : Im(δ^0_Λ)/I → Im(δ^0_B ).

Similarly, there is an isomorphism of Lie algebras η_2 : Ker(δ^1_Λ)/J → Ker(δ^1_B ).

Theorem 5.8. Let A and B be directed monomial algebras and let Λ = Λ(B, A^{op}). We have an exact sequence of Lie algebras 0 J /I HH^1(Λ) HH^1(B) 0.

Proof. We have the following commutative diagram

(3)

0 I Im(δ^0_Λ) Im(δ^0_B ) 0

0 J Ker(δ^1_Λ) Ker(δ^1_B ) 0

0 J /I HH^1(Λ) HH^1(B) 0

ι_1 η_1 ι_2 η_2

where ι_1, ι_2 are the canonical inclusions. By Remark 5.7 the first two rows are exact sequences of Lie algebras. Applying the Nine lemma to Diagram 3 we have that the last row is an exact sequence of vector spaces. Since the maps are induced by Lie algebra maps, this is an exact sequence of Lie algebras. □

In degree one we have the following decomposition of HH^1(Λ):

Theorem 5.9. Let A and B be directed monomial algebras and let Λ = Λ(B, A^{op}). Then we have the following isomorphism as Lie algebras HH^1(Λ)_{|1} ∼= HH^1(B)_{|1} ⊕ HH^1(Λ|B)_{|1} .

Proof. By Theorem 5.8 we have an exact sequence of Lie algebras

0 Ker(δ^1_{Λ|B} )_{|1} HH^1(Λ)_{|1} HH^1(B)_{|1} 0.

By Lemma 5.5 we have the decomposition of vector spaces: Ker(δ^1_Λ)_{|1} = Ker(δ^1_Aop )_{|1} ⊕ Ker(δ^1_B )_{|1} which becomes a direct product of Lie algebras since there are no pairs of parallel arrows α//β such that α ∈ Q_A and β ∈ Q_B , or vice versa. By Remark 5.7 we have an isomorphism of Lie algebras Im(δ^0_Λ)_{|1} ∼= Im(δ^0_B )_{|1} . Since HH^1(Λ|B)_{|1} = Ker(δ^1_{Λ|B} )_{|1} = Ker(δ^1_Aop )_{|1} , the statement follows. □

Corollary 5.10. Assume that A, B are radical square zero basic algebras such that Q_A and Q_B do not have loops. Let Λ = Λ(B, A^{op}). Then we have HH^1(Λ) ∼= HH^1(B) ⊕ HH^1(Λ|B).

In addition, HH^1(B) is isomorphic to a direct product of sl_{ni,j} where n_{i,j} denotes the number of parallel arrows in Q_B between the vertices e_i and e_j . Similarly, HH^1(Λ|B) is isomorphic to a direct product of gl_{mi,j} , where m_{i,j} denotes the number of parallel arrows in Q_A between two vertices e_i and e_j .

Proof. Consider the decomposition:

k(Q_Λ)_1//B_Λ = k(Q_B )_1//B_B ⊕ k(Q_B )_1//B_Λ ⊕ k(Q_Aop )_1//B_Aop ⊕ k(Q_Aop )_1//B_Λ We show that both k(Q_B)_1//B_Λ and k(Q_Aop )_1//B_Λ are zero. Indeed, since A, B are radical square zero algebras, an element in B_Λ is of the form q_1p_1 where p_1, q_1 are arrows in Q_B , Q_Aop , respectively. Since there are no loops in Q_A, Q_B, then there are no arrows α in Q_Aop or in Q_B parallel to q_1p_1.

It follows from Lemma 5.5 that Ker(δ^1_Λ) = Ker(δ^1_B )⊕Ker(δ^1_Aop ). Since A, B are radical square zero algebras and since Q_A and Q_B do not have any loops, then Ker(δ^1_Λ) ∼= Ker(δ^1_Λ)_{|1} . Consequently, HH^1(Λ) ∼= HH^1(Λ)_{|1} . Similarly, HH^1(B) ∼= HH^1(B)_{|1} and HH^1(Λ|B) ∼= HH^1(Λ|B)_{|1} = Ker(δ^1_Aop ). The first part of the statement then follows from Theorem 5.9. The second part of the statement follows from [Sán11, Theorem 2.9]. □

Recall that a finite quiver Q is bipartite if every vertex is a source or a sink. Corollary 5.10 holds in particular if Q_A and Q_B are bipartite.

Example 5.11. Let A, B and Λ be the algebras in Example 5.2. We have that HH^1(B) ∼= sl_2 and HH^1(Λ|B) ∼= k Therefore we get by Corollary 5.10 that HH^1(Λ) ∼= sl_2 ⊕ k.

Example 5.12. Let Q be a quiver such that the underlying graph is a tree. Then Λ(kQ, kQ^{op}) has been considered for example in [Con21, §5.1]. In [Zha99] the Ringel dual has been considered. A particular case of the previous example is when the quiver of B is of type A_n, that is, 1 2 . . . n α_1α_2α_{n−1}

Then the Hochschild cohomology of Λ has been studied in [PX06, Example 4] and [XZ06, §2.4]. In particular, we have

dim HH^i(Λ) = n i = 0 1 2 (n − 1)n, i = 1, 2 0, i > 2 A computation shows that

dim HH^i(Λ|B) = n i = 0 1 2 (n − 1)n, i = 1 0, i ≥ 2 Since Q is a tree, then HH^1(kQ) = 0. It is easy to show that HH^1(Λ) ∼= HH^1(Λ|B) as Lie algebras. Indeed, by Theorem 5.8 it is enough to show that J /I ∼= HH^1(Λ|B). First note that in this case Ker(δ^1_{Λ|B} ) = HH^1(Λ|B). For each vertex e_i, consider a cycle c_i in B_Λ starting and ending at e_i. Note that c_i ∈ B_Λ, that is, c_i is of the form q_h · · · q_1p_k · · · p_1 such that q_i are arrows in B_Bop and p_j are arrows in B_B . If we denote for each arrow α_i the corresponding arrow of B_Bop by α^∗_i , then δ^0(e_i//c_i) = α_i//c_iα_i − α^∗_i //α^∗_i c_i. We observe that α_i//c_iα_i ∈ J^′ and α^∗_i //α^∗_i c_i ∈ Ker(δ^1_{Λ|B} ).

Note that each α_i//p^′ ∈ J^′ is of the form α_i//c^′_iα_i for some cycle c^′_i in B_Λ. Indeed, since s(α_i) = s(p^′) = e_i, then p^′ = q_m . . . q_1p_l . . . p_3α_{i+1}α_i for some arrows p_i in B_B and q_j in B_Bop . Note that α_{i+1} must be an arrow of p^′, otherwise t(p^′) ≠ e_{i+1}. Similarly, since t(α_i) = t(p^′) = e_{i+1}, then p^′ = α^∗_{i+1}q_{m−1} . . . q_1p_l . . . p_3α_{i+1}α_i. Hence, c^′_i is the cycle α^∗_{i+1} . . . α_{i+1} and p^′ = c^′_iα_i.

Therefore, there is a bijection between a basis of J^′ and a basis of I = Im(δ^0_Λ)_{|≥2} . Consequently, (J^′ ⊕ Ker(δ^1_{Λ|B} ))/I ∼= HH^1(Λ|B). It follows from [Str06, Corollary 4.12] that HH^1(Λ) is a solvable Lie algebra.

Note that in general HH^1(Λ|B) is not isomorphic to J /I as the following example shows.

Example 5.13. Let Q be the quiver 2

1 3 4

α_2α1α3

and let B = kQ. Let Λ = Λ(B, B^{op}). We will show that J /I is not isomorphic to HH^1(Λ|B). Denote the arrows of B_Bop by α^∗_i . A basis of I = Im(δ^0_Λ)_{|≥2} is given by {α_1//α^∗_3α_3α_1 +α_2//α^∗_3α_3α_2 + α^∗_2//α^∗_2α^∗_3α_3 + α^∗_1//α^∗_1α^∗_3α_3}. A basis of J^′ is given by {α_1//α^∗_3α_3α_1, α_2//α^∗_3α_3α_2}. A basis of Ker(δ^1_{Λ|B} ) is given by

{α^∗_1//α^∗_1, α^∗_2//α^∗_2, α^∗_3//α^∗_3, α^∗_1//α^∗_1α^∗_3α_3, α^∗_2//α^∗_2α^∗_3α_3}.

Since the dimension of J /I is 6, while the dimension of HH^1(Λ|B) = Ker(δ^1_{Λ|B} ) is 5, the statement follows.

6. Contracted fundamental group

6.1. Contracted fundamental group of a bound quiver. In this section we introduce the notion of contracted fundamental group relative to a subalgebra. We first introduce the notion of relative presentation.

Definition 6.1. Let A be an algebra and B be a subalgebra of A such that Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A. We define a presentation of A relative to B, denoted by (ν_A, ν_B ), to be the choice of two surjective maps ν_A : kQ_A → A and ν_B : kQ_B → B such that the following diagram commutes: kQ_B B

kQ_A A ν_B ι_1 ι_2νA

Note that ι_1(Ker(ν_B )) ⊆ Ker(ν_A), therefore the relations in B are a subset of the relations in A. If r is a relation in I_B which is a minimal relation in I_A, then r is a minimal relation in I_B .

Given two walks w, w^′ in Q we say that w and w^′ are parallel if s(w) = s(w^′) and t(w) = t(w^′).

In order to introduce the contracted fundamental group of (Q_A, I_A) relative to (Q_B , I_B ) we first consider a normal subgroup of π_1(Q_A, I_A).

Definition 6.2. Assume that A is a connected algebra and B a subalgebra of A such that Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A. Choose a relative presentation (ν_A, ν_B ). Let N_B be the subgroup of π_1(Q_A, I_A, ∗) generated by

{[v^{−1}(u^′)^{−1}uv] | u, u^′ are parallel walks in Q_B , v walk in Q_A with s(v) = ∗}.

Pictorially, a generator in N_B can be represented as: ∗^{• •}v^{−1}u(u^′)^{−1}

Note that N_B is a normal subgroup of π_1(Q_A, I_A, ∗). Indeed, if we let [g] ∈ π_1(Q_A, I_A, ∗), then [g]^{−1}[(v)^{−1}(u^′)^{−1}uv][g] ∈ N. Hence, for any element [w] = [w_l] · · · [w_1] generated by the elements [w_l], . . . , [w_1] ∈ N_B , we have [g]^{−1}[w][g] = [g]^{−1}[w_l][g] · · · [g]^{−1}[w_1][g] ∈ N_B .

Definition 6.3. Assume that A is a connected algebra and B a subalgebra of A such that Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A. Choose a relative presentation (ν_A, ν_B ). The contracted fundamental group of (Q_A, I_A) relative to (Q_B , I_B ) is defined as the quotient group π_1(Q_A, I_A, ∗)/N_B.

Remark 6.4. The contracted fundamental group differs from the relative fundamental set as defined in topology, see for example Section 4.1 in [Hat02]. The relative fundamental set in topology sees the subspace as the base point, while our construction is akin to locally contracting every connected component of the subspace. Note that it is also different from the fundamental group of the quotient space as we are “contracting” locally.

Example 6.5. Let A, B, and Λ be as in Example 4.3. Since Λ is a monomial algebra, then π_1(Q_A, I_A) is a free group on two generators, say [α^{−1}_2 α_1] and [βα_1]. Note that N_B is the normal subgroup generated by [α^{−1}_2 α_1] hence π_1(Q_A, I_A)/N ∼= Z.

Example 6.6. We follow [BR23, Example 1.3]. Let G be a finite group. If we consider Q to be the quiver with a single vertex and with arrows in bijection with the elements in G. One can consider the presentation ν : kQ → kG and setting I := Ker(ν). Then the group π_1(Q, I) is isomorphic to G. Similarly, for a subgroup H ≤ G, we get a subquiver of G. Note that N_B is the normal closure of H. In particular, if H is normal we have π_1(Q, I)/N_B ∼= G/H.

Similar to the classical case we introduce the notion of relative parade data. Note that every relative parade data is a normal parade data, as defined in [FGM00, §1].

Definition 6.7. Let B be a subalgebra of A such that Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A. Assume further that Q_A is connected. Then we define a relative parade data as follows. Fix a basepoint ∗ ∈ (Q_A)_0. Let {Γ_i} be the connected components of Q_B . Fix, for each connected component, a vertex x_i ∈ Γ_i and a walk γ_{∗,xi} from ∗ to x_i in Q_A. Choose a local parade data γ^{Γi}_{xi} for each connected component, i.e. for every vertex in Γ_i a walk from x_i to that vertex. Define γ_{∗,y} = γ^{Γi}_{xi,y}γ_{∗,xi} . The relative parade data is then γ = {γ_{∗,y}}.

∗ Γ_1Γ^{i•••} ••• x_1x^i γ^{Γ1}_{x1,y}γ^{Γixi,y} γ_{∗,x1}γ^{∗,x}i Figure 1. Relative parade data

Given A and B as above, note that it is always possible to choose a relative parade data. If B is equal to kQ_0, then a choice of relative parade data is equivalent to a choice of normal parade data.

Remark 6.8. Note that the construction of relative parade data is very similar to the construction usually done to construct a basis for the topology of the universal cover of a semi-locally simplyconnected space. See, for example, Section 1.3 in [Hat02].

For a fixed parade data γ and a given path p, we define cl_γ (p) = [γ^{−1}_{∗,t(p)}pγ_{∗,s(p)}]. The injective map

θ_{ν,γ} : Hom(π_1(Q, I), k) → HH^1(A) defined in [MP83; PS01], is given by f → [p → f(cl_γ (p))p]. It was shown in [MP83; PS01] that this map is independent of choice of parade data. As in the classical case we obtain:

Proposition 6.9. There is an injective map θ^{(A|B)} ν,γ : Hom(π_1(Q_A, I_A)/N_B , k) → Der_Be (A).

Moreover, θ^{(A|B)}ν,γ does not depend on the choice of relative parade data.

Proof. Fix a relative parade data γ, let ι : Der_Be (A, A) → Der_k(A, A) be the canonical inclusion and let θ^{(A|B)}_{ν,γ} := θ_{ν,γ} ∘ ι. We claim that Im(θ^{(A|B)}_{ν,γ} ) ⊆ Der_Be (A). By Lemma 2.4, it suffices to show that (θ_{ν,γ} ∘ ι)(f)(b) = 0 for all b ∈ B. Let p be a path between e_i and e_j in B. Then, p is in one of the connected components Γ_i of B. Then (θ_{ν,γ} ∘ ι)(f)(p) = f([cl_γ (p)]_{NB} )p.

Moreover, [cl_γ (p)]_{NB} = [e]_{NB} as cl_γ (p) ∈ N_B by the construction of the relative parade data. Therefore, f([cl_γ (p)]_{NB} )(p) = 0.

Injectivity follows from the fact that ι is injective as Hom(−, k) is left-exact and θ_{ν,γ} is injective. As θ_{ν,γ} does not depend on the choice of parade data, θ^{(A|B)}ν,γ does not depend on the choice of relative parade data. □

Lemma 6.10. Let Par(Q_A|Q_B ) denote the set of relative parade data. Then ⟨[cl_γ (p)] | p ∈ Q^B_∗ , γ ∈ Par(Q_A|Q_B )⟩ = N_B .

Proof. Let γ be a relative parade data. Note that we get the same generators if we let v = γ_{∗,xi} , u = pγ_{xi,s(p)} and let u^′ = γ_{xi,t(p)} and we vary over all the relative parade datas γ. □

Theorem 6.11. We have an induced monomorphism θ^{(A|B)} ν : Hom(π_1(Q_A, I_A)/N_B , k) → HH^1(A|B).

Furthermore, the following diagram is a pullback square for all relative presentations ν

Hom(π_1(Q_A, I_A), k) HH^1(A)

Hom(π_1(Q_A, I_A)/N_B , k) HH^1(A|B) θ_ν ι θ^{(A|B)} νι_{HH}

Proof. We have the following commutative diagram Hom(π1(QA, IA), k) Derk(A) HH^1(A)

Hom(π_1(Q_A, I_A)/N, k) Der_Be (A) HH^1(A|B) θ_{ν,γ} ι θ^{(A|B)} ν,γι_D ι_{HH}

where the vertical arrows and the composition of the top row are monomorphims. Therefore, we get an induced monomorphism θ^{(A|B)} ν : Hom(π_1(Q_A, I_A)/N, k) → HH^1(A|B)

by the composition

Hom(π_1(Q_A, I_A)/N, k) Der_Be (A) HH^1(A|B). θ^{(A|B)} ν,γ Let us show that the square is a pullback square. Assume that V is a vector space together with maps f : V → Hom(π_1(Q_A, I_A), k) and g : V → HH^1(A|B) such that θ_ν ∘ f = ι_{HH} ∘ g. Fix a dual basis [η_i]^∗ of Hom(π_1(Q_A, I_A), k), where [η_i] varies over all equivalence classes of walks. Then, f(v) = ∑ i∈I f(v)_i, where f(v)_i = λ_i[η_i]^∗. By commutativity, we must have that

θ_ν (f(w))(p) = ∑ i∈I λ_iθ_ν ([η_i]^∗)(p) = ∑ i∈I λ_i[η_i]^∗(cl_γ (p))p = 0

for all paths p ∈ B. Note that [cl_γ (p)]^∗ will be a basis element in Hom(π_1(Q, I), k). Therefore, we must have that [η_i]^∗(cl_γ (p)) = 0 for all γ and all i ∈ I as θ_{ν,γ} is independent of the choice of relative parade data. Moreover, by Lemma 6.10, we must therefore have that [η_i]^∗(N_B ) = 0 for all i ∈ I. Therefore, by the universal property of quotients, for each f(v)_i = [η_i]^∗ there exists a unique f̃(v)_i ∈ Hom(π_1(Q, I)/N_B , k) such that ι(f̃(v)_i) = f(v)_i. Thus, we can define a unique map h : V → Hom(π_1(Q, I)/N_B , k) fulfilling the universal property, by v → ∑ i∈I f̃(v)_i. Therefore, the square is a pullback square. □

Remark 6.12. The square in Theorem 6.11 is rarely a pushout square. Indeed, if we let B = A, then HH^1(A|B) and π_1(Q, I)/N_B are trivial, thus the map θ_ν : Hom(π_1(Q, I), k) → HH^1(A) must be an isomorphism for the square to be a pushout, which rarely happens as the image of θ_ν is the diagonal derivations.

Example 6.13. Let A be the path algebra of the quiver

1 2 3 4 α_1α2 β_1β2δ_1δ2

quotient by the ideal I = (α_iδ_j ) and let B be the path algebra of the subquiver

1 2 3 4.

α_2 β_1β2

Let us pick a relative parade data. We fix the basepoint ∗ = 3, choose x_1 = 2 and x_2 = 4. Pictorially,

1 2 3 4 Γ_1 Γ_2 x_1 = 2

∗ = 3x_2 = 4 where Γ_1 is the connected component

1 2Γ_1α2

Then, we choose γ_{∗,x1} = δ_1 and γ_{∗,x2} = β_2. For Γ_1 we choose the local parade data given by γ^{Γ1}_{x1,1} = α_2 and γ^{Γ1}_{x1 ,2} = e_2. For Γ_2 we choose the local parade data given by γ^{Γ2}_{x2,3} = β^{−1}_1 and γ^{Γ1}_{x2,2} = e_4. As all vertices are in B, we are done. Note that, by Example 3.16

HH^1(A|B) ∼= sl_2(k) × k ⋊ k.

The contracted fundamental group of A relative to B is a free group on two generators, say [δ^{−1}_1 (α_2)^{−1}α_1δ_1] and [δ^{−1}_2 δ_1]. Therefore, we have that Hom(π_1(Q_A, I_A)/N, I_A), k) is spanned by [δ^{−1}_1 (α_2)^{−1}α_1δ_1]^∗ and [δ^{−1}_2 δ_1]^∗. Let us compute the image of θ^{(A|B)} ν : Hom(π_1(Q_A, I_A)/N, k) → HH^1(A|B)

with respect to our choice of relative parade data. Note that

θ([δ^{−1}_1 (α_2)^{−1}α_1δ_1]^∗) = α_1//α_1

whilst θ([δ^{−1}_1 δ_2]^∗) = δ_2//δ_2.

Therefore the image of θ is given by the span of the two diagonal derivations.

6.2. Contracted fundamental group of monomial algebras. In this section we provide another, more computable, description of the contracted fundamental group for monomial algebras.

Throughout this section we fix the following notation: let A be a connected monomial algebra. Let B be a monomial subalgebra of A such that Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A. Let Γ_i be the connected components of Q_B. For each Γ_i we fix a maximal tree, in other words, we fix a maximal forest of Q_B . Since A is connected, we extend the maximal forest of Q_B to an extended maximal tree T of Q_A.

Definition 6.14. For a fixed extended maximal tree T of Q_A, we define the quiver Q_{A|B,T} as follows: (Q_{A|B,T} )_0 = (Q_A)_0 and the set of arrows of Q_{A|B,T} is given by ((Q_A)_1 \ (Q_B )_1) ∪ T . We define the contracted fundamental group π_1(Q_{A|B,T} ) with respect to a maximal tree T to be the fundamental group of the quiver Q_{A|B,T} .

Note that by construction T is a maximal tree of Q_{A|B,T} . If each Γ_i is a tree, then π_1(Q_{A|B,T} ) = π_1(Q_A). We prove that the contracted fundamental group does not depend on the choice of a maximal tree:

Lemma 6.15. Let T, T^′ be two extended maximal trees of Q_A. Then π_1(Q_{A|B,T} ) ∼= π_1(Q_{A|B,T} ′ ).

Proof. Note that π_1(Q_{A|B,T} ) and π_1(Q_{A|B,T} ′ ) are free groups, so it is enough to check that their rank is the same. Note that the number of arrows of Q_{A|B,T} and Q_{A|B,T} ′ are the same by definition of maximal tree. The statement follows since Q_{A|B,T} and Q_{A|B,T} ′ have the same number of vertices. □

Therefore, we write π_1(Q_{A|B,T} ) := π_1(Q_{A|B}).

Example 6.16. Let A be an algebra with radical square zero algebra with Gabriel quiver Q_A, and let B be a radical square zero subalgebra of A with Gabriel quiver Q_B :

Q_A : 1 3 Q_B : 1 3

2 4 5 2 4 5 γδ γδ α_2α_1β^1β2ϵ α_1α_2β^1

We take as a maximal tree T the quiver having the dashed arrows. Then Q_{A|B,T} is the following quiver 1 3 2 4 5 ϵδα_1β1β_2

Clearly, π_1(Q_{A|B,T} ) ∼= Z.

We now establish a relation between π_1(Q_A, I_A)/N and π_1(Q_{A|B} ).

Theorem 6.17. Let A be a connected monomial algebra. Let B be a monomial subalgebra of A such that Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A. Then π_1(Q_A, I_A)/N ∼= π_1(Q_{A|B}). Proof. Fix an extended maximal tree T and let ~Q_A and ~Q_{A|B,T} be the double quivers of Q_A and Q_{A|B,T} , respectively. Consider the map φ : ~Q_A → ~ Q_{A|B,T} which sends an arrow (or a formal inverse of an arrow) α in Q_B to the corresponding walk in the maximal tree T in Q_{A|B,T} having the same source and target of α. If α is an arrow (or a formal inverse of an arrow) in Q_A but not in Q_B then α is sent to itself. By construction φ(α)^{−1} = φ(α^{−1}). The map φ can be extended to Walk(Q_A) → Walk(Q_{A|B} ) which sends a concatenation of arrows and formal inverses w = w_n · · · w_1 to φ(w_n) · · · φ(w_1).

We construct the isomorphism by considering the map induced from φ φ : π_1(Q_A, I_A) → π_1(Q_{A|B})

which sends [w] = [w_l · · · w_1] to φ([w]) := [φ(w)] = [φ(w_l) · · · φ(w_1)]. We first check that φ is well-defined: consider [w] = [w^′]. Since A is a monomial algebra, then the walks w and w^′ differ only by some sequences of arrows and formal inverses of arrows followed by the inverses of such sequences. Since for each arrow (or formal inverse) we have φ(α)^{−1} = φ(α^{−1}), then φ([w]) and φ([w^′]) differ only by some sequences of arrows and formal inverses of arrows followed by the inverses of such sequences. Hence, φ([w]) = φ([w^′]).

By construction φ is a group homomorphism. Since A is monomial, we have that [φ(w)] is also in π_1(Q_A, I_A). We claim that [φ(w)^{−1}][w] ∈ N_B for any walk w. Indeed, without loss of generality, we can assume that w is a walk of the form w = v_n · · · v_1 where v_1 is a walk in A but not in B, v_2 is a walk in B and so on such that v_n is a walk in A but not in B. Note that n is an odd number since w is a closed walk. The walk φ(w) will differ from w in v_{2i} for 0 ≤ i ≤^{n−1}_2 . We denote by φ_{vi} (w) := v_n · · · v_{i+1}φ(v_i)v_{i−1} · · · v_1. More generally we denote by φ_{vi vj} the composition of φ_{vi} with φ_{vj} . By construction φ_{vn−1vn−3···v2} = φ. Then φ(w)^{−1}w = (φ_{vn−1 vn−3···v2} (w)^{−1}φ_{vn−3 ···v2} (w)) · · · (φ_{v4 v2} (w)^{−1}φ_{v2} (w))(φ_{v2} (w)^{−1}w). Note that each φ_{v2i ···v2} (w)^{−1}φ_{v2i−2 ···v2} (w) lies in N_B for 2 ≤ i ≤^{n−1}_2 . Hence, [φ(w)^{−1}][w] ∈ N_B . Clearly φ is surjective so we only need to show that Ker(φ) = N_B . We first prove the inclusion Ker(φ) ⊆ N_B . If [w] ∈ Ker(φ), then [φ(w)] = [e] in π_1(Q_{A|B} ) and π_1(Q_A, I_A). Therefore, by the above claim [φ(w)^{−1}][w] = [e][w] = [w] ∈ N_B .

In order to prove the reverse inclusion, it is enough to show that if u and u^′ are parallel walks then (u^′)^{−1}u ∈ Ker(φ). This is equivalent to show φ(u) = φ(u^′). Note that both φ(u) and φ(u^′) are parallel walks having only arrows and formal inverses from the maximal tree T . Since T is a tree then vertices are connected by exactly one path (up to homotopy). Therefore, [φ(u)] = [φ(u^′)]. □

Proposition 6.18. Let A be a connected monomial algebra. Let B be a monomial subalgebra of A such that Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A. Then β_1(Q_{A|B} ) = β_1(Q_A) − β_1(Q_B ). Therefore, it follows that π_1(A|B)^{ab} ∼= π_1(Q_A, I_A)^{ab}/π_1(Q_B , I_B )^{ab} and that dim_k(Hom(π_1(Q_{A|B} ), k)) = π_1-rank(A) − π_1-rank(B)

Proof. By construction of the quiver Q_{A|B} , the statement follows for the Betti numbers. The statement regarding the abelianisation follows from the fact that π_1(A|B)^{ab} is a finitely generated free abelian group, so that it is suffices to compare the rank. Lastly, the statement regarding the π_1-rank follows similarly from the Betti numbers. □

As for the dual fundamental group, the dimension of the dual of the contracted fundamental group can also be bounded in combinatorial terms:

Corollary 6.19. Let B be a subalgebra of a finite-dimensional algebra A = kQ_A/I_A where Q_B is a subquiver of Q_A. Then the dimension of Hom(π_1(Q_A, I_A)/N_B , k) is less than or equal to (m_A − m_B ) − (n_A − n_B ) + (c_A − c_B ), where m_A, n_A, c_A and m_B , n_B , c_B are the number of arrows, vertices and connected components of A and B, respectively.

Proof. Note that we have the following surjective map π_1(Q)/N π_1(Q, I)/N_B . Therefore, as Hom(−, k) is left exact, we get the following inclusion of vector spaces Hom(π_1(Q, I)/N_B , k) Hom(π_1(Q)/N_B , k).

From Proposition 6.18, we have that dim_k(Hom(π_1(Q)/N_B , k)) = β_1(Q_A) − β_1(Q_B ) which is equal to (m_A − m_B ) − (n_A − n_B ) + (c_A − c_B ), where m_A, n_A, c_A and m_B , n_B , c_B are the number of arrows, vertices and connected components of A and B, respectively. Therefore, the bound on the dimension follows. □

Note that in the case that B is a subalgebra of A and Q_B is a tree we have that N_B is trivial and therefore we recover the inequality in [BR23, Lemma 1.7].

References

[AZ22] Mikhail Antipov and Alexandra Zvonareva. “Brauer graph algebras are closed under derived equivalence”. In: Math. Z. 301.2 (2022), pp. 1963–1981. issn: 0025-5874,1432- 1823. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/s00209-021-02937-x.

[Bar97] Michael J. Bardzell. “The alternating syzygy behavior of monomial algebras”. In: J. Algebra 188.1 (1997), pp. 69–89. issn: 0021-8693,1090-266X. url: https://doi.org /10.1006/jabr.1996.6813.

[BR22] Benjamin Briggs and Lleonard Rubio y Degrassi. “Stable invariance of the restricted Lie algebra structure of Hochschild cohomology”. In: Pacific J. Math. 321.1 (2022), pp. 45–71. issn: 0030-8730,1945-5844. url: https://doi.org/10.2140/pjm.2022.3 21.45.

[BR23] Benjamin Briggs and Lleonard Rubio y Degrassi. “Maximal tori in HH^1 and the fundamental group”. In: Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 7 (2023), pp. 5538–5568. issn: 1073-7928,1687-0247. url: https://doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnac026.

[Cha+23] Cristian Chaparro, Sibylle Schroll, Andrea Solotar, and Mariano Suárez-Álvarez. The Hochschild cohomology and the Tamarkin-Tsygan calculus of gentle algebras. 2023. arXiv: 2311.08003 [math.RT]. url: https://arXiv:2311.08003.

[Cib+03] Claude Cibils, Eduardo Marcos, María Julia Redondo, and Andrea Solotar. “Cohomology of split algebras and of trivial extensions”. In: Glasg. Math. J. 45.1 (2003), pp. 21–40. issn: 0017-0895,1469-509X. url: https://doi.org/10.1017/S00170895 02008959.

[Cib+19] Claude Cibils, Marcelo Lanzilotta, Eduardo N. Marcos, Sibylle Schroll, and Andrea Solotar. “The first Hochschild (co)homology when adding arrows to a bound quiver algebra”. In: J. Algebra 540 (2019), pp. 63–77. issn: 0021-8693,1090-266X. url: http s://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalgebra.2019.08.029.

[Cib+20] Claude Cibils, Marcelo Lanzilotta, Eduardo N. Marcos, and Andrea Solotar. “Deleting or adding arrows of a bound quiver algebra and Hochschild (co)homology”. In: Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 148.6 (2020), pp. 2421–2432. issn: 0002-9939,1088-6826. url: htt ps://doi.org/10.1090/proc/14936.

[Cib+21a] Claude Cibils, Marcelo Lanzilotta, Eduardo N. Marcos, and Andrea Solotar. “Corrigendum: Jacobi-Zariski long nearly exact sequences for associative algebras”. In: Bulletin of the London Mathematical Society 53.6 (2021), pp. 1651–1652. url: http s://londmathsoc.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1112/blms.12549.

[Cib+21b] Claude Cibils, Marcelo Lanzilotta, Eduardo N. Marcos, and Andrea Solotar. “Jacobi- Zariski long nearly exact sequences for associative algebras”. In: Bull. Lond. Math. Soc. 53.6 (2021), pp. 1636–1650. issn: 0024-6093,1469-2120. url: https://doi.org /10.1112/blms.12516.

[Cib+24] Claude Cibils, Marcelo Lanzilotta, Eduardo N. Marcos, and Andrea Solotar. “Strongly stratifying ideals, Morita contexts and Hochschild homology”. In: J. Algebra 639 (2024), pp. 120–149. issn: 0021-8693,1090-266X. url: https://doi.org/10.101 6/j.jalgebra.2023.09.044.

[Con21] Teresa Conde. “All quasihereditary algebras with a regular exact Borel subalgebra”. In: Adv. Math. 384 (2021), Paper No. 107751, 45. issn: 0001-8708,1090-2082. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2021.107751.

[CPS88] E. Cline, B. Parshall, and L. Scott. “Finite-dimensional algebras and highest weight categories”. In: J. Reine Angew. Math. 391 (1988), pp. 85–99. issn: 0075-4102,1435- 5345.

[ER20] Florian Eisele and Theo Raedschelders. “On solvability of the first Hochschild cohomology of a finite-dimensional algebra”. In: Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 373.11 (2020), pp. 7607–7638. issn: 0002-9947,1088-6850. url: https://doi.org/10.1090/tran/8 064.

[EW06] Karin Erdmann and Mark J. Wildon. Introduction to Lie algebras. Springer Undergraduate Mathematics Series. Springer-Verlag London, Ltd., London, 2006, pp. x+251. isbn: 978-1-84628-040-5; 1-84628-040-0. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/1-84628 -490-2.

[FGM00] Daniel R. Farkas, Edward L. Green, and Eduardo N. Marcos. “Diagonalizable derivations of finite-dimensional algebras. II”. In: Pacific J. Math. 196.2 (2000), pp. 341–351. issn: 0030-8730,1945-5844. url: https://doi.org/10.2140/pjm.2000.196.341.

[GS02] Edward L. Green and Øyvind Solberg. “Hochschild cohomology rings and triangular rings”. In: Representations of algebra. Vol. I, II. Beijing Norm. Univ. Press, Beijing, 2002, pp. 192–200. isbn: 7-303-06113-4.

[GS86] Murray Gerstenhaber and Samuel D. Schack. “Relative Hochschild cohomology, rigid algebras, and the Bockstein”. In: J. Pure Appl. Algebra 43.1 (1986), pp. 53–74. issn: 0022-4049,1873-1376. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-4049(86)90004-6.

[GS88] Murray Gerstenhaber and Samuel D. Schack. “Algebraic cohomology and deformation theory”. In: Deformation theory of algebras and structures and applications (Il Ciocco, 1986). Vol. 247. NATO Adv. Sci. Inst. Ser. C: Math. Phys. Sci. Kluwer Acad. Publ.,

Dordrecht, 1988, pp. 11–264. isbn: 90-277-2804-6. url: https://doi.org/10.1007 /978-94-009-3057-5_2.

[GS92] Murray Gerstenhaber and Samuel D. Schack. “Algebras, bialgebras, quantum groups, and algebraic deformations”. In: Deformation theory and quantum groups with applications to mathematical physics (Amherst, MA, 1990). Vol. 134. Contemp. Math. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1992, pp. 51–92. isbn: 0-8218-5141-1. url: https ://doi.org/10.1090/conm/134/1187279.

[Han14] Yang Han. “Recollements and Hochschild theory”. In: J. Algebra 397 (2014), pp. 535– 547. issn: 0021-8693,1090-266X. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalgebra.201 3.09.018.

[Hap89] Dieter Happel. “Hochschild cohomology of finite-dimensional algebras”. In: Séminaire d’Algèbre Paul Dubreil et Marie-Paul Malliavin, 39ème Année (Paris, 1987/1988). Vol. 1404. Lecture Notes in Math. Springer, Berlin, 1989, pp. 108–126. isbn: 3-540- 51812-6. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/BFb0084073.

[Hat02] Allen Hatcher. Algebraic topology. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2002, pp. xii+544. isbn: 0-521-79160-X; 0-521-79540-0.

[Her16] Reiner Hermann. “Homological epimorphisms, recollements and Hochschild cohomology— with a conjecture by Snashall-Solberg in view”. In: Adv. Math. 299 (2016), pp. 687–759. issn: 0001-8708,1090-2082. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2016.05.022.

[Hoc42] G. Hochschild. “Semi-simple algebras and generalized derivations”. In: Amer. J. Math. 64 (1942), pp. 677–694. issn: 0002-9327,1080-6377. url: https://doi.org/10.2307 /2371713.

[Hoc56] G. Hochschild. “Relative homological algebra”. In: Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 82 (1956), pp. 246–269. issn: 0002-9947,1088-6850. url: https://doi.org/10.2307/1992988.

[HS01] Birge Huisgen-Zimmermann and Manuel Saorín. “Geometry of chain complexes and outer automorphisms under derived equivalence”. In: Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 353.12 (2001), pp. 4757–4777. issn: 0002-9947,1088-6850. url: https://doi.org/10.1090 /S0002-9947-01-02815-X.

[Jac62] Nathan Jacobson. Lie algebras. Vol. No. 10. Interscience Tracts in Pure and Applied Mathematics. Interscience Publishers (a division of John Wiley & Sons, Inc.), New York-London, 1962, pp. ix+331.

[Kay12] Atabey Kaygun. “Jacobi-Zariski exact sequence for Hochschild homology and cyclic (co)homology”. In: Homology Homotopy Appl. 14.1 (2012), pp. 65–78. issn: 1532- 0073,1532-0081. url: https://doi.org/10.4310/HHA.2012.v14.n1.a4.

[Kel03] Bernhard Keller. Derived invariance of higher structures on the Hochschild complex. 2003. url: https://webusers.imj-prg.fr/~bernhard.keller/publ/dih.pdf.

[Kel04] Bernhard Keller. “Hochschild cohomology and derived Picard groups”. In: J. Pure Appl. Algebra 190.1-3 (2004), pp. 177–196. issn: 0022-4049,1873-1376. url: https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpaa.2003.10.030.

[Kes12] Radha Kessar. “On blocks stably equivalent to a quantum complete intersection of dimension 9 in characteristic 3 and a case of the Abelian defect group conjecture”. In: J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 85.2 (2012), pp. 491–510. issn: 0024-6107,1469-7750. url: https://doi.org/10.1112/jlms/jdr047.

[KKO14] Steffen Koenig, Julian Külshammer, and Sergiy Ovsienko. “Quasi-hereditary algebras, exact Borel subalgebras, A_∞-categories and boxes”. In: Adv. Math. 262 (2014), pp. 546–592. issn: 0001-8708,1090-2082. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.20 14.05.016.

[KLZ12] Steffen Koenig, Yuming Liu, and Guodong Zhou. “Transfer maps in Hochschild (co)homology and applications to stable and derived invariants and to the Auslander– Reiten conjecture”. In: Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 364.1 (2012), pp. 195–232. issn: 0002-9947,1088-6850. url: https://doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9947-2011-05358-4.

[KN09] Steffen Koenig and Hiroshi Nagase. “Hochschild cohomology and stratifying ideals”. In: J. Pure Appl. Algebra 213.5 (2009), pp. 886–891. issn: 0022-4049,1873-1376. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpaa.2008.10.012.

[Koe95] Steffen Koenig. “Exact Borel subalgebras of quasi-hereditary algebras. I”. In: Math. Z. 220.3 (1995). With an appendix by Leonard Scott, pp. 399–426. issn: 0025-5874,1432- 1823. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02572622.

[Le 10] Patrick Le Meur. “On maximal diagonalizable Lie subalgebras of the first Hochschild cohomology”. In: Comm. Algebra 38.4 (2010), pp. 1325–1340. issn: 0092-7872,1532- 4125. url: https://doi.org/10.1080/00927870902915798.

[Lin18] Markus Linckelmann. “Finite-dimensional algebras arising as blocks of finite group algebras”. In: Representations of algebras. Vol. 705. Contemp. Math. Amer. Math. Soc., [Providence], RI, [2018] ©2018, pp. 155–188. isbn: 978-1-4704-3576-9. url: ht tps://doi.org/10.1090/conm/705/14202.

[Lin22] Jonathan Lindell. Relative Hochschild (co)homology. Master Thesis. 2022. url: http s://uu.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1807378/FULLTEXT01.pdf.

[LR20] Markus Linckelmann and Lleonard Rubio y Degrassi. “On the Lie algebra structure of HH^1(A) of a finite-dimensional algebra A”. In: Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 148.5 (2020), pp. 1879–1890. issn: 0002-9939,1088-6826. url: https://doi.org/10.1090/proc/1 4875.

[LRW23] Yuming Liu, Lleonard Rubio y Degrassi, and Can Wen. The Hochschild cohomology groups under gluing idempotents. Preprint. 2023. url: https://arxiv.org/abs/221 1.05435.

[MP00] Sandra Michelena and María Inés Platzeck. “Hochschild cohomology of triangular matrix algebras”. In: J. Algebra 233.2 (2000), pp. 502–525. issn: 0021-8693,1090-266X. url: https://doi.org/10.1006/jabr.2000.8423.

[MP83] R. Martínez-Villa and J. A. de la Peña. “The universal cover of a quiver with relations”. In: J. Pure Appl. Algebra 30.3 (1983), pp. 277–292. issn: 0022-4049,1873-1376. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-4049(83)90062-2.

[NVW20] Cris Negron, Yury Volkov, and Sarah Witherspoon. “A_∞-coderivations and the Gerstenhaber bracket on Hochschild cohomology”. In: J. Noncommut. Geom. 14.2 (2020), pp. 531–565. issn: 1661-6952,1661-6960. url: https://doi.org/10.4171/jncg/372.

[PS01] José Antonio de la Peña and Manuel Saorín. “On the first Hochschild cohomology group of an algebra”. In: Manuscripta Math. 104.4 (2001), pp. 431–442. issn: 0025- 2611,1432-1785. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/s002290170017.

[PX06] José A. de la Peña and Changchang Xi. “Hochschild cohomology of algebras with homological ideals”. In: Tsukuba J. Math. 30.1 (2006), pp. 61–79. issn: 0387-4982,2423- 821X. url: https://doi.org/10.21099/tkbjm/1496165029.

[Ras24] Anna Rodriguez Rasmussen. Uniqueness up to Inner Automorphism of Regular Exact Borel Subalgebras. 2024. arXiv: 2403.15580 [math.RT]. url: https://arxiv.org/a bs/2403.15580.

[Rou01] Raphaël Rouquier. “Block theory via stable and Rickard equivalences”. In: Modular representation theory of finite groups (Charlottesville, VA, 1998). de Gruyter, Berlin, 2001, pp. 101–146. isbn: 3-11-016367-5.

[RSS23] Lleonard Rubio y Degrassi, Sibylle Schroll, and Andrea Solotar. “The first Hochschild cohomology as a Lie algebra”. In: Quaest. Math. 46.9 (2023), pp. 1955–1980. issn: 1607-3606,1727-933X. url: https://doi.org/10.2989/16073606.2022.2115424.

[Sán11] Selene Sánchez-Flores. “On the semisimplicity of the outer derivations of monomial algebras”. In: Comm. Algebra 39.9 (2011), pp. 3410–3434. issn: 0092-7872,1532-4125. url: https://doi.org/10.1080/00927872.2010.510815.

[Sco87] Leonard L. Scott. “Simulating algebraic geometry with algebra. I. The algebraic theory of derived categories”. In: The Arcata Conference on Representations of Finite Groups (Arcata, Calif., 1986). Vol. 47, Part 2. Proc. Sympos. Pure Math. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1987, pp. 271–281. isbn: 0-8218-1478-8. url: https://doi.org/10 .1090/pspum/047.2/933417.

[Sel67] G. B. Seligman. Modular Lie algebras. Vol. Band 40. Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete [Results in Mathematics and Related Areas]. Springer-Verlag New York, Inc., New York, 1967, pp. ix+165.

[Str06] Claudia Strametz. “The Lie algebra structure on the first Hochschild cohomology group of a monomial algebra”. In: J. Algebra Appl. 5.3 (2006), pp. 245–270. issn: 0219-4988,1793-6829. url: https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219498806001120.

[Suá17] Mariano Suárez-Álvarez. “A little bit of extra functoriality for Ext and the computation of the Gerstenhaber bracket”. In: J. Pure Appl. Algebra 221.8 (2017), pp. 1981– 1998. issn: 0022-4049,1873-1376. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpaa.2016.10 .015.

[Xi94] Chang Chang Xi. “Quasi-hereditary algebras with a duality”. In: J. Reine Angew. Math. 449 (1994), pp. 201–215. issn: 0075-4102,1435-5345.

[XZ06] Yun Ge Xu and Xiang Yong Zeng. “Hochschild cohomological groups of dual extensions”. In: Acta Math. Sinica (Chinese Ser.) 49.1 (2006), pp. 59–68. issn: 0583-1431.

[Zha99] Yuehui Zhang. “Ringel duals of extension algebras of posets”. In: Chinese Sci. Bull. 44.2 (1999), pp. 129–132. issn: 1001-6538,1861-9541. url: https://doi.org/10.10 07/BF02884734.