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DERIVATIONS OF CATEGORICAL GROUPS

Dedicated to Aurelio Carboni on the occasion of his sixtieth birthday

A.R. GARZÓN, H. INASSARIDZE AND A. DEL RÍO

Abstract. In this paper we introduce and study the categorical group of derivations,
Der(G, A), from a categorical group G into a braided categorical group (A, c) equipped
with a given coherent left action of G. Categorical groups provide a 2-dimensional vision
of groups and so this object is a sort of 0-cohomology at a higher level for categorical
groups. We show that the functor Der(−, A) is corepresentable by the semidirect product
A�G and that Der(G,−) preserves homotopy kernels. Well-known cohomology groups,
and exact sequences relating these groups, in several different contexts are then obtained
as examples of this general theory.

1. Introduction

In many algebraic structures such as groups, associative algebras and Lie algebras, the
notion of derivation has played an important role in the study of extensions and cohomol-
ogy [1, 19, 25]. The abelian group Der(G,A) of derivations (or crossed homomorphisms)
from a group G into a G-module A appears in the lowest dimensions of the well-known
long exact sequences, in both variables, in group cohomology and so this group is, perhaps
up to a shift-dimension, the 0-cohomology group of G with coefficients in A, [1].

Categorical groups are monoidal groupoids in which each object is invertible, up to
isomorphism, with respect to the tensor product [3, 21, 28, 29] and this kind of structures
have been shown to be relevant in diverse fields such as ring theory, group cohomology and
algebraic topology [6, 7, 9, 16, 22, 27, 29, 30, 31]. Categorical groups (sometimes equipped
with a braiding or a symmetry) form a 2-category that can be seen as a 2-dimensional
analogue of the category of (abelian) groups.

In this paper we are led, from the consideration of (braided or symmetric) categorical
groups, to the notion of derivation in this setting. Thus, we introduce the categorical
group of derivations Der(G,A) as a sort of 0-cohomology for categorical groups which
is not in fact a group but a categorical group. The coefficients we take are G-modules,
that is, braided categorical groups (A, c) equipped with a given coherent left action of a
categorical group G and so this cohomology is, in a weak sense, “abelian” cohomology for
categorical groups.
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When the categorical group Der(G,A) is suitably specialized and we take π0 and π1,
then both Eilenberg-Mac Lane’s [13] (in low dimensions) and Dedecker’s [12] cohomology
groups appear as projections, on the category of (abelian) groups, of that categorical
group. This kind of results also hold for suitably defined categorical groups of invariant
objects and also of derivations module inner derivations (see [17]). Further, they should
be valid in next dimensions in the sense that already studied cohomology groups with
coefficients in braided or symmetric categorical groups [6, 8, 9, 30] should be, through π0

and π1, projections on the category of (abelian) groups of a cohomology that lives at this
higher level of categorical groups.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to fixing notations and recalling
the main notions and results we use throughout the paper.

In Section 3 we introduce the categorical group of derivations and make clear the
relevance of considering braided (non-symmetric) categorical groups as coefficients. We
include several examples, that shall be useful to illustrate the theory developed, showing
the relationship between this cohomology theory and many other more classic ones. Then
we analyze the group categorical structure of the homomorphisms, in the comma category
of categorical groups over a categorical group G, with range the projection A � G

pr−→ G,
and we show that there is an isomorphism of categorical groups

DerT(H,A) ∼= Hom(CG,G)




H

T
��

G

,

A � G

pr

��
G


 .

In particular, we obtain the universal property of the categorical group semidirect product
A � G and show that the categorical group Der(G,A) is corepresentable by A � G, two
results that generalize the corresponding well-known results at the level of groups.

The above isomorphism reveals that the functor Der(G,−) must have certain left-
exactness properties. The notion of 2-exactness in the setting of categorical groups was
introduced in [22, 31], and we show in Corollary 4.5 that there exists a 2-exact sequence

Der(G, K(T))
j∗−→ Der(G,A)

T∗−→ Der(G,B)

associated to any homomorphism of G-modules T : (A, c) → (B, c) with kernel K(T).
Associated to such a 2-exact sequence there is then an induced exact sequence connecting
the homotopy groups at dimensions 1 and 0 that specializes to well-known exact sequences
both in group cohomology and Dedecker’s cohomology.

2. Preliminaries

Let us start by recalling that, in a monoidal category G = (G,⊗, a, I, l, r), an object
X is termed invertible if the functors Y �→ X ⊗ Y and Y �→ Y ⊗ X are equivalences
(the natural isomorphisms of left and right unit say precisely that the unit object I is
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an invertible object). A (right) inverse for an invertible object X consists of an object
X∗ and an isomorphism γ

X
: X ⊗X∗ ∼→ I. It is then possible to choose an isomorphism

ϑ
X

: X∗⊗X → I in such a way (X,X∗, γX , ϑX) is a duality in G. In particular there are
natural isomorphisms X ∼= (X∗)∗ , (X ⊗ Y )∗ ∼= Y ∗ ⊗X∗ and we choose I∗ = I.

A categorical group (see [2, 3, 21, 23, 24, 28, 29] for general background) is a monoidal
groupoid G = (G,⊗, a, I, l, r) where every object is invertible. A categorical group is
termed strict when the isomorphisms of associativity and left and right unit are identity
arrows and the isomorphisms γ

X
and ϑ

X
can be chosen as identities.

A categorical group G is said to be a braided categorical group if it is also equipped
with a family of natural isomorphisms c = c

X,Y
: X ⊗ Y → Y ⊗ X (the braiding) that

interacts with a, r and l such that, for any X,Y, Z ∈ G, the following equalities hold:

(1⊗ c
X,Z

) · a
Y,X,Z

· (c
X,Y
⊗ 1) = a

Y,Z,X
· c

X,Y ⊗Z
· a

X,Y,Z
,

(c
Y,X
⊗ 1) · a−1

Y,X,Z
· (1⊗ c

Z,X
) = a−1

X,Y,Z
· c

Y ⊗Z,X
· a−1

Y,Z,X
.

A braided categorical group (G, c) is called a symmetric categorical group if the condition
c2 = 1 is satisfied.

If G and H are categorical groups, then a homomorphism T = (T, µ) : G→ H consists
of a functor T : G→ H and a family of natural isomorphisms

µ = µ
X,Y

: T (X ⊗ Y ) −→ T (X)⊗ T (Y ) ,

such that the usual coherence condition holds (observe that a canonical isomorphism
µ0 : T (I) −→ I can be deduced from the family µ

X,Y
and also, for any object X ∈ G,

there exists an isomorphism λ
X

: T (X∗) −→ T (X)∗). If G and H are braided categorical
groups, then compatibility of µ

X,Y
with the braiding is also required.

Below we will denote by CG (resp. BCG) the 2-category of (braided) categorical
groups where the arrows are the homomorphisms (T, µ) : G → H and the 2-cells (here
called morphisms) from (T, µ) to (T ′, µ′) are natural transformation ε : T ⇒ T ′ such that,
for any objects X,Y ∈ G, (ε

X
⊗ ε

Y
) · µ

X,Y
= µ′

X,Y
· ε

X⊗Y
.

Recall that if G ∈ CG, then the set of connected components of G, π0(G), has a group
structure (which is abelian if G ∈ BCG) where the operation is given by [X]·[Y ] = [X⊗Y ].
Also, the abelian group π1(G) = AutG(I) is associated to G.

The kernel (K(T), j, ε) of a homomorphism T : G→ H was defined in [22, 31] and we
now recall an explicit description of this universal object. K(T) is the categorical group
whose objects are pairs (X, u

X
) where X ∈ G and u

X
: T (X) → I is an arrow in H; an

arrow f : (X, u
X
) → (Y, u

Y
) is an arrow f : X → Y in G such that u

X
= u

Y
· T (f); the

tensor product is given by (X, u
X
)⊗(Y, u

Y
) = (X⊗Y, u

X
·u

Y
), where u

X
·u

Y
: T (X⊗Y )→

I is the composite T (X ⊗ Y )
µ

X,Y �� T (X)⊗ T (Y )
u

X
⊗u

Y�� I ⊗ I r
I
=l

I �� I ; the unit object is

(I, µ0) and the associativity and left-unit and right-unit constraints are given by a
X,Y,Z

, l
X

and r
X

respectively; an inverse for any object (X, u
X
) is given by (X∗, (u∗

X
)−1λ

X
), where

X∗ is an inverse for X. As for j : K(T) → G, it is the strict homomorphism sending f :
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(X, u
X
)→ (Y, u

Y
) to f : X → Y . Finally, ε : Tj→ 0 is the morphism whose component

at (X, u
X
) is given by u

X
. If G and H are braided (symmetric) categorical groups, then

K(T) is also a braided (symmetric) categorical group, where the braiding (symmetry)
c = c

(X,u
X

),(Y,u
Y

)
: (X, u

X
) ⊗ (Y, u

Y
) −→ (Y, u

Y
) ⊗ (X, u

X
) is exactly c

X,Y
, and j is a

homomorphism of braided (symmetric) categorical groups. The categorical group K(T)
just described is a standard homotopy kernel and so it is determined, up to isomorphism,
by the following strict universal property: given a homomorphism F : K → G and a
morphism τ : TF → 0, there exists a unique homomorphism F′ : K → K(T) such that
jF′ = F and εF′ = τ .

In [22], the following notion of exactness for homomorphisms of categorical groups was

introduced. Let K
F−→ G

T−→ H be two homomorphisms and τ : TF → 0 a morphism.
From the universal property of the kernel of T, there exists a homomorphism F′ making
the following diagram commutative:

K(T)
j

����������

K
F

��

F′
���

�
�

�
G

which is given, for any X ∈ K, by F ′(X) = (F (X), τ
X
), for any arrow f in K, by

F ′(f) = F (f) and where, for any X,Y ∈ K, (µ
F ′ )X,Y

= (µ
F
)

X,Y
. Then, the triple

(F, τ,T) (or sometimes just the sequence K
F−→ G

T−→ H if τ is understood) is said to
be 2-exact if F ′ is full and essentially surjective. Note that if (K(T), j, ε) is the kernel of
T : G→ H, then the triple (j, ε,T) is 2-exact and there exists (see [27]) an induced exact
sequence of groups

0 �� π1(K(T))
π1(j) �� π1(G)

π1(T) �� π1(H)
δ

����������������������

π0(K(T))
π0(j) �� π0(G)

π0(T) �� π0(H)

(1)

where, for any u ∈ π1(H), δ(u) is the connected component of the object (I, u·µ0) ∈ K(T).
Moreover, if the functor T is essentially surjective, the above exact sequence is right exact.

In general, if (F, τ,T) is a 2-exact sequence of categorical groups, then π0(K
F−→ G

T−→ H)

and π1(K
F−→ G

T−→ H) are exact sequences of groups.
Let G be a fixed categorical group. A G-module (see [9, 17]) is defined as a braided

categorical group (A, c) together with a homomorphism (a G-action) (T, µ) : G→ Eq(A, c)
from G to the categorical group Eq(A, c) of the equivalences of the braided categorical
group (A, c).

It is straightforward to see that giving a G-module (A, c) is equivalent to giving a
functor

ac : G× A −→ A , (X,A) �→ X

A , (f, u) �→ f

u ,
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together with natural isomorphisms

φ = φ
X,Y,A

:
(X⊗Y )

A→ X

(
Y

A) ; φ0 = φ
0,A

:
I

A→ A ; ψ = ψ
X,A,B

:
X

(A⊗B)→ X

A⊗ X

B ,

which satisfy certain coherence conditions [9, 14] (note that, for any X ∈ G, an isomor-
phism ψ0 = ψ

0,X
: XI −→ I can be deduced from the family ψ

X,A,B
).

If (A, c) and (B, c) are G-modules, then a homomorphism of G-modules from (A, c)
to (B, c) is a homomorphism of braided categorical groups T = (T, µ) : (A, c) −→ (B, c)
that is equivariant in the sense that there exists a family of natural isomorphisms

ν = ν
X,A

: T (
X

A) −→ X

T (A),

such that, for any objects X,Y ∈ G and A,B ∈ A, the following conditions hold:
i) φ

X,Y,T (A)
· ν

X⊗Y,A
=

X
ν

Y,A
· ν

X,
Y

A
· T (φ

X,Y,A
) ,

ii) φ
0,T (A)

· ν
I,A

= T (φ
0,A

) ,

iii) (ν
X,A
⊗ ν

X,B
) · µ

X
A,

X
B
· T (ψ

X,A,B
) = ψ

X,T (A),T (B)
· X
µ

A,B
· ν

X,A⊗B
,

iv)
X
T (c

A,B
) · ν

X,A⊗B
= ν

X,B⊗A
· T (

X
c

A,B
) .

Let us observe that, if (T, ν) : (A, c) −→ (B, c) is a homomorphism of G-modules and
we consider the kernel (K(T), j) of the underlying homomorphism of braided categorical
groups T, then K(T) is also a G-module with action given by

X
(A, u) = (

X
A, v) where v =

ψ
0,X
· X
u ·ν

X,A
. The homomorphism j is equivariant, where the isomorphism j(

X
(A, u))→

X
j(A, u) is given by the identity id

X
A
.

3. The categorical group of derivations

In the setting of categorical groups we establish the following notion of derivation.

3.1. Definition. A derivation from a categorical group G into a G-module (A, c) is
a functor D : G→ A together with a family of natural isomorphisms

β = β
X,Y

: D(X ⊗ Y )→ D(X)⊗ X

D(Y ), X, Y ∈ G,

such that, for any objects X,Y, Z ∈ G, the following coherence condition holds:

(1⊗ ψ
X,D(Y ), YD(Z)

) · (1⊗ Xβ
Y,Z

) · β
X,Y ⊗Z

·D(a
X,Y,Z

) = (2)

(1⊗ (1⊗ φ
X,Y,D(Z)

)) · a
D(X),

X
D(Y ),

X⊗Y
D(Z)
· (β

X,Y
⊗ 1) · β

X⊗Y,Z
.

If (D, β) is a derivation, there exists an isomorphism β̄0 : D(I) → I determined
uniquely by the two following equalities:

D(r
X
) = r

D(X)
· (1⊗ψ

0,X
) · (1⊗ X

β̄0) · βX,I
; D(l

X
) = l

D(X)
· (1⊗ φ

0,D(X)
) · (β̄0⊗ 1) · β

I,X
.

The derivation (D, β) is normalized if the isomorphism β̄0 is an identity.
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Given two derivations (D, β), (D′, β′) : G → A, a morphism from (D, β) to (D′, β′)
consists of a natural transformation ε : D ⇒ D′ such that, for any objects X,Y ∈ G, the
following condition holds:

(ε
X
⊗ X

ε
Y
) · β

X,Y
= β′

X,Y
· ε

X⊗Y
. (3)

The vertical composition of natural transformations determines a composition for mor-
phisms between derivations so that we can consider the category Der(G,A) of derivations
from G into (A, c), which is actually a groupoid. It is a groupoid pointed by the trivial
derivation (D0 , β0), where D0 : G→ A is the constant functor with value the unit object

I ∈ A and, for any X,Y ∈ G, (β0)X,Y
= (I

r−1
I �� I ⊗ I

1⊗ψ−1
0,X �� I ⊗ XI).

Even more, we have:

3.2. Theorem. Let G be a categorical group and (A, c) a G-module. There is a tensor
functor

⊗ : Der(G,A)×Der(G,A) −→ Der(G,A)

such that the groupoid Der(G,A) becomes a categorical group, (Der(G,A),⊗), called the
categorical group of derivations

Proof. Given objects (D, β), (D′, β′) ∈ Der(G,A), we define

(D, β)⊗ (D′, β′) = (D ⊗D′, β ⊗ β′) ,

where D ⊗ D′ : G → A is the functor given, for any X ∈ G, by (D ⊗ D′)(X) =
D(X)⊗D′(X) and, for any arrow f , by (D ⊗D′)(f) = D(f)⊗D′(f), whereas β ⊗ β′ =
(β ⊗ β′)

X,Y
: (D⊗D′)(X ⊗ Y ) −→ (D⊗D′)(X)⊗ X(D ⊗D′)(Y ) is the family of natural

isomorphisms determined, for each pair of objects X,Y ∈ G, by the following equality:

(1⊗ ψ
X,D(Y ),D′(Y )

) · (β ⊗ β′)
X,Y

= (1⊗ c
X

D(Y ),D′(X)
⊗ 1) · (β

X,Y
⊗ β′

X,Y
) .

To check that β ⊗ β′ satisfies (2) follows, assuming that all canonical isomorphisms
are identities, of the commutativity of the diagram

X
DY ⊗ X⊗Y

DZ ⊗D′X ⊗ X
D′Y

c
X

DY ⊗ X⊗Y
DZ,D′X

⊗1

��

1⊗c
X⊗Y

DZ,D′X
⊗1

��������

����������

1⊗c
X⊗Y

DZ,D′X⊗X
D′Y �� X

DY ⊗D′X ⊗ X
D′Y ⊗ X⊗Y

DZ

c
X

DY,D′X
⊗1

��

X
DY ⊗D′X ⊗ X⊗Y

DZ ⊗ X
D′Y

1⊗c
X⊗Y

DZ,
X

D′Y��������

����������

c
X

DY,D′X
⊗1
��������

����������
(III)

(I)

D′X ⊗ X
DY ⊗ X⊗Y

DZ ⊗ X
D′Y

(II)

1⊗c
X⊗Y

DZ,
X

D′Y

�� D′X ⊗ X
DY ⊗ X

D′Y ⊗ X⊗Y
DZ ,
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which actually is commutative since regions (I) and (II) are commutative due to the
coherence conditions of the braiding, and region (III) so is because the naturality of the
isomorphisms c

X,Y
. Thus (D ⊗D′, β ⊗ β′) is a derivation from G into (A, c).

On the other hand, given morphisms between derivations, ε : (D, β) ⇒ (F, α) and
ε′ : (D′, β′) ⇒ (F ′, α′), we define ε ⊗ ε′ : (D ⊗ D′, β ⊗ β′) ⇒ (F ⊗ F ′, α ⊗ α′) by
(ε⊗ ε′)

X
= ε

X
⊗ ε′

X
: D(X)⊗D′(X)→ F (X)⊗F ′(X). Both the naturality of ε and ε′ and

the functoriality of ⊗ in A imply that ε⊗ε′ is natural and to check that the corresponding
equality (3) for ε⊗ ε′ holds is routine.

The above data define a categorical group

Der(G,A) = (Der(G,A),⊗, ā, Ī , l̄, r̄),

where ā : ((D, β)⊗ (D′, β′))⊗ (D′′, β′′)⇒ (D, β)⊗ ((D′, β′)⊗ (D′′, β′′)) is the morphism
determined by the natural transformation ā : (D ⊗ D′) ⊗ D′′ ⇒ D ⊗ (D′ ⊗ D′′) given
by ā

X
= a

D(X),D′(X),D′′(X)
, X ∈ G; the unit object Ī is the trivial derivation; the left unit

constraint l̄ = l̄
(D,β)

: (D0, β0) ⊗ (D, β) ⇒ (D, β) is the morphism determined by the

natural transformation l̄ : D0 ⊗ D ⇒ D given by l̄
X

= l
D(X)

; the right unit constraint
r̄ = r̄

(D,β)
: (D, β) ⊗ (D0, β0) ⇒ (D, β) is the morphism determined by the natural

transformation r̄ : D ⊗D0 ⇒ D given by r̄
X

= r
D(X)

.
An inverse for any object (D, β) ∈ Der(G,A) is given by (D∗, α), where D∗(X) =

D(X)∗ and α
X,Y

: D(X⊗Y )∗ → D(X)∗⊗ X
D(Y )∗ is given by β∗

X,Y
and canonical isomor-

phisms.

3.3. Remark. If (A, c) is a symmetric categorical group, then Der(G,A) is a symmetric
categorical group where the symmetry

c̄ = c̄
(D,β),(D′,β′) : (D, β)⊗ (D′, β′)⇒ (D′, β′)⊗ (D, β)

is the morphism determined by the natural transformation c̄ : D ⊗D′ ⇒ D′ ⊗D whose
component at X is c̄

X
= c

D(X),D′(X)
: D(X) ⊗ D′(X) → D′(X) ⊗ D(X). However, if c is

just a braiding in A (but not a symmetry), then c̄ is not a braiding in Der(G,A) because,
in such a case, c̄ = c̄

(D,β),(D′,β′) is not a morphism between derivations since (3) does not
hold.

The above remark suggest that, if (A, c) is just a braided (non-symmetric) categorical
group, then the groupoid Der(G,A) has another different monoidal structure of that
defined in Theorem 3.2. More precisely, we have:

3.4. Theorem. Let G be a categorical group and (A, c) a G-module. Then the functor

Der(G,A)×Der(G,A)
⊗̄ �� Der(G,A)(

(D, β), (D′, β′)
) � �� (D⊗̄D′, β⊗̄β′)
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where (D⊗̄D′)(X) = D′(X)⊗D(X), X ∈ G, and

(β⊗̄β′)
X,Y

: (D⊗̄D′)(X ⊗ Y )→ (D⊗̄D′)(X)⊗ X

(D⊗̄D′)(Y ),

is the family of natural isomorphisms given, for any X,Y ∈ G, by

(β⊗̄β′)
X,Y

= (1⊗ ψ−1

X,D′(Y ),D(Y )
) · (1⊗ c−1

D(X),
X

D′(Y )

⊗ 1) · (β′
X,Y
⊗ β

X,Y
) , (4)

defines a monoidal structure such that Der(G,A) becomes a categorical group denoted by
(Der(G,A), ⊗̄). Moreover, the family of natural transformations

c̄
D,D′ : D ⊗D′ ⇒ D⊗̄D′

given, for any X ∈ G, by

(c̄
D,D′ )X

= c
D(X),D′(X)

: D(X)⊗D′(X)→ D′(X)⊗D(X),

is such that
(id, c̄

D,D′ ) : (Der(G,A),⊗)→ (Der(G,A), ⊗̄)

is a monoidal isomorphism.

Proof. The proof that (Der(G,A), ⊗̄) is a categorical group is similar to the one
written down in Theorem 3.2.

Now, for any (D, β), (D′, β′) ∈ Der(G,A), c̄
D,D′ : D ⊗ D′ ⇒ D⊗̄D′ is actually a

morphism between derivations since condition (3) holds. In fact, the following diagram is
commutative

D(X ⊗ Y )⊗D′(X ⊗ Y )

(I)
β

X,Y
⊗β′

X,Y

��

c
D(X⊗Y ),D′(X⊗Y ) �� D′(X ⊗ Y )⊗D(X ⊗ Y )

β′
X,Y

⊗β
X,Y

��

(III)

DX ⊗ X
DY ⊗D′X ⊗ X

D′Y

(IV )

(II)

1⊗c
X

DY,D′X

��

c
DX⊗ X

DY,D′X⊗ X
D′Y ��

c
DX⊗ X

DY,D′X
⊗1

������

		������

(II)

D′X ⊗ X
D′Y ⊗DX ⊗ X

DY

D′X ⊗DX ⊗ X
DY ⊗X

D′Y

1⊗c
DX⊗X

DY,
X

D′Y������



������

1⊗c
X

DY,
X

D′Y

������

		������

DX ⊗D′X ⊗ X
DY ⊗ X

D′Y

(V )
1⊗ψ−1

X,DY,D′Y

��

c
DX⊗D′X⊗c

X
DY ⊗ X

D′Y

��

c
DX,D′X⊗1

�������



�������

D′X ⊗DX ⊗ X
D′Y ⊗ X

DY

1⊗c
DX,

X
D′Y

��

1⊗ψ−1

X,D′Y,DY

��

DX ⊗D′X ⊗ X
(DY ⊗D′Y )

c
DX⊗D′X⊗X

(c
DY,D′Y )

�� D′X ⊗DX ⊗ X
(D′Y ⊗DY ),
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because regions (I) and (IV) are clearly commutative and regions (II), (III) and (V)
are commutative due to the coherence conditions of the braiding and the compatibility
condition between the braiding and the canonical isomorphism ψ = ψ

X,A,B
of the action.

Moreover, (id, c̄) is a monoidal isomorphism between (Der(G,A),⊗) and (Der(G,A), ⊗̄)
because the required coherence condition, expressed in the following diagram, holds. In
fact, the diagram

D(X)⊗D′(X)⊗D′′(X)
c
D(X)⊗D′(X),D′′(X) ��

1⊗c
D′(X),D′′(X)

							

									

c
D(X),D′(X)⊗D′′(X)

��

(I)

D′′(X)⊗D(X)⊗D′(X)

1⊗c
D(X),D′(X)

��

D(X)⊗D′′(X)⊗D′(X)

(III)

(II)

c
D(X),D′′(X)⊗D′(X)

								

										

c
D(X),D′′(X)

⊗1




















D′(X)⊗D′′(X)⊗D(X)
c
D′(X),D′′(X)

⊗1
�� D′′(X)⊗D′(X)⊗D(X) ,

is commutative due to naturality (region (III)) and the coherence conditions of the braid-
ing (regions (I) and (II)).

3.5. Example.

i) Groups as categorical groups: Derivations.
If G is a group, the discrete category it defines, denoted by G[0], is a strict categorical

group where the tensor product is given by the group operation. When A is an abelian
group, A[0] is braided (even symmetric) due to the commutativity of A. It is easy to
check that Eq(A[0]) = Aut(A)[0] and a G[0]-action on A[0] is actually a G-action, in the
usual sense, on A, that is, a G-module structure on A. In such a case Der(G[0], A[0]) =
Der(G,A)[0], since an object of Der(G[0], A[0]) only consists of a map d : G → A such
that, for any x, y ∈ G, d(xy) = d(x) xd(y) and all morphisms are identities.

If A is an abelian group, the category with only one object it defines, denoted by A[1],
is also a strict braided (even symmetric) categorical group where both the composition
and the tensor product are given by the group operation.

The categorical group Eq(A[1]) can be described as follows: The objects are pairs
(a, f) ∈ A× Aut(A); the set of arrows from (a, f) to (b, g) is empty if f �= g and the
one point set, {(a, b, f)}, if f = g; composition is given by (a, b, f) · (b, c, f) = (a, c, f);
the tensor product on objects is (a, f)⊗ (b, g) = (g(a) + b, gf), while on morphisms it is
(a, b, f)⊗ (c, d, g) = (g(a) + c, g(b) + d, gf).

If G is a group, it is not difficult to see that a G[0]-action on A[1] is the same thing
as a G-action on A together with an Eilenberg-Mac Lane 1-cochain of G with coefficients
in the G-module A. Thus, we can consider the categorical group Der(G[0], A[1]). An
object of this category consists of a map β : G × G → A, (x, y) �→ βx,y, such that, for
any x, y, z ∈ G, xβy,z + βx,yz = βxy,z + βx,y, that is, an Eilenberg-Mac Lane 2-cocycle of G
with coefficients in A. This 2-cocycle is normalized (i.e., βx,1 = 0 = β1,x) if the derivation
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is normalized. A morphism between two objects β and β′ consists of a map d : G → A
such that, for any x, y ∈ G, β′

x,y + d(xy) = d(x) + xd(y) + βx,y, that is, a 1-cochain
showing that β and β′ are cohomologous. Thus, π0(Der(G[0], A[1])) = H2(G,A) the 2-nd
Eilenberg-Mac lane cohomology group of G with coefficients in A. On the other hand,
since the unit object is the trivial 2-cocycle, π1(Der(G[0], A[1])) = Der(G,A).

ii) Categorical groups associated to crossed modules: Derivations.
Recall that a crossed module of groups is a system L = (H,G, ϕ, δ), where δ : H → G

is a group homomorphism and ϕ : G→ Aut(H) is an action (so that H is a G-group) for
which the following conditions are satisfied:

δ(xh) = xδ(h)x−1 , δ(h)h′ = hh′h−1 .

It is well-known that crossed modules of groups correspond to strict categorical groups.
Given a crossed module L, the corresponding strict categorical group G(L) can be de-
scribed as follows: the objects are the elements of the group G; an arrow h : x → y is
an element h ∈ H with x = δ(h)y; the composition is multiplication in H; the tensor
product is given by

(x
h−→ y)⊗ (x′ h′−→ y′) = (xx′ h

yh′−→ yy′) .

A crossed module L together with a map {−,−} : G×G→ H satisfying certain
equalities (see [11]) is called a reduced 2-crossed module. Reduced 2-crossed modules
(L, {−,−}) (also called braided crossed modules in [4]) correspond to strict braided cat-
egorical groups G(L, {−,−}) = (G(L), c) where the braiding c = cx,y : xy → yx is given
by cx,y = {x, y} (see [5, 15]).

If A is an abelian group, A[1] is the strict braided categorical group associated to the

braided crossed module A
0→ 0 (this is actually a stable crossed module [11] with the

identity as symmetry). More generally, any homomorphism of abelian groups δ : A→ B,
together with the trivial action of B on A and the zero homomorphism 0 : B×B → A, is a
stable crossed module. The associated symmetric strict categorical group is precisely the
kernel of the homomorphism of symmetric categorical groups A[1] → B[1]. Note that,

in this case, sequence (1) specializes to the exact sequence 0 → Ker(δ) → A
δ→ B →

Coker(δ)→ 0.
The actor crossed module, Act(L), of a crossed module L = (H,G, ϕ, δ) was intro-

duced in [26] and was shown to be the analogue of the automorphism group of a group.
This crossed module Act(L) is precisely (see [3]) the crossed module associated to the cat-
egorical groupAut(G(L)) (whereAut(A, c) stands for the categorical subgroup of Eq(A, c)
whose objects, called automorphisms, are the equivalences (T, µ) that are strict and where
T is an isomorphism). It consists of the group morphism ∆ : D(G,H) → Aut(L)
[18], where D(G,H) is the Whitehead group of regular derivations (that is, the units
of the monoid Der(G,H)), Aut(L) is the group of automorphisms of L (that is, pairs
of group automorphisms φ0 ∈ Aut(G) and φ1 ∈ Aut(H) such that φ0 · δ = δ · φ1

and φ1(
xh) = φ0(x)φ1(h)), ∆ is given by ∆(d) = (σd, θd), where σd(x) = δ(d(x))x and

θd(h) = d(δ(h))h, and the action of Aut(L) on D(G,H) is given by (φ0,φ1)d = φ1 · d · φ−1
0 .
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Now, if (L, {−,−}) is a braided crossed module, we can consider the crossed mod-
ule Act(L, {−,−}) defined, as above, by the group homomorphism ∆ : D(G,H) →
Aut(L, {−,−}), where this last group is the group of automorphisms of (L, {−,−}),
that is, automorphisms (φ0, φ1) of L such that φ1({x, y}) = {φ0(x), φ0(y)}. Note that,
for any d ∈ D(G,H), θd({x, y}) = {σd(x), σd(y)} and so ∆(d) ∈ Aut(L, {−,−}).
Thus, Act(L, {−,−}) is precisely the crossed module associated to the categorical group
Aut(G(L, {−,−})).

Using the actor of a crossed module, in [26] the notion of action of a crossed
module L on another one A is defined as a morphism of crossed modules L →
Act(A). In the same way, if (A, {−,−}) is a braided crossed module, we can
consider the crossed module Act(A, {−,−}) and define the notion of action of L
on (A, {−,−}). Now, since Act(A, {−,−}) is precisely the crossed module associ-
ated to the categorical group Aut(G(A, {−,−})), then, by considering the inclusion
Aut(G(A, {−,−})) ↪→ Eq(G(A, {−,−})), any action of a crossed module L on a braided
crossed module (A, {−,−}) determines an action of G(L) on the braided categorical group
G(A, {−,−}) = (G(A), c).

Thus, in such a case of having an action of a crossed module of groups L = (H
δ→ G) on

a braided crossed module of groupsA = (L
ρ→M, {−,−}), we can consider the categorical

group Der(L,A) = Der(G(L),G(A)) whose objects are triplets of maps d : G → M ,
f : H → L and l : G2 → L, (x, y) �→ lx,y, such that: i) d(xy) = ρ(lx,y)d(x)

xd(y); ii) f is a
group morphism; iii) lx,yz

d(x)(xly,z) = lxy,zlx,y; iv) ρ(f(h))d(x) = d(δ(h)x). Note that this
last condition implies that ρ · f = d · δ. A morphism from (d, f, l) to (d′, f ′, l′) is a map
ε : G → L, x �→ εx, satisfying that: i) d(x) = ρ(εx) d

′(x); ii) lx,y εx
d′(x)(xεy) = εxy l

′
x,y;

iii) f(h)εx = εδ(h)xf
′(h).

In the particular case that L = (0
0→ G) and the action is the trivial one, an object

of Der(L,A) is precisely a Dedecker 2-cocycle [12], that is normalized if the derivation is
also, and a morphism is precisely an equivalence [12] between the corresponding Dedecker
2-cocycles. Thus, in this case, π0(Der(L,A)) = H2(G, (A, {−,−})) the 2-th non-abelian
cohomology set (group in this case)[5] of G with coefficients in the reduced 2-crossed
module (A, {−,−}). The product in this group is given by [(d, l)][(d′, l′)] = [(d, l) ⊗
(d′, l′)] = [(d⊗d′, l̄)], where (d⊗d′)(x) = d(x)d′(x) and l̄x,y = lx,y

d(x)d(y)l′x,y
d(x){d(y), d′(x)}

(c.f. [5, Propositions 2.1 and 2.4]).

Moreover, when L = (0
0→ G) then, for any action of L on A, π1(Der(L,A)) =

Der(G,Ker(ρ)) (note that G acts on L and then on Ker(ρ), so that Ker(ρ) is a G-module).

iii) Semidirect product of categorical groups: Relative derivations.
Let G be a categorical group and (A, c) a G-module. The semidirect product of (A, c)

by G (c.f. [14]) is the categorical group, denoted by A � G, whose underlying groupoid is
the cartesian product A×G. The tensor product is given by

(A,X)⊗ (B, Y ) = (A⊗ X

B,X ⊗ Y ) , (u, f)⊗ (v, g) = (u⊗ f

v, f ⊗ g).
The unit object is the pair (I, I) and the associativity and left and right unit constraints
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are obtained from those of A and G and the canonical morphisms defining the action.

Note that if G is a group and A a G-module, then A[0] �G[0] = (A�G)[0], whereas
A[1] � G[0] = G(L), where L is the crossed module given by the zero homomorphism

A
0→ G and the action of G on A.

If (A, c) is a G-module, it is clear that, for any homomorphism T = (T, µ) : H → G,

(A, c) is an H-module via the composite H
T−→ G

ac−→ Eq(A, c) and we will denote by
DerT(H,A) the corresponding categorical group of derivations. In particular, by consider-
ing the semidirect product A�G and the canonical projection pr : A�G→ G, the other
projection ∂ : A � G −→ A, (A,X) �→ A, defines a derivation (∂, id) ∈ Derpr(A � G,A).

iv) Derivations into the Picard categorical group of a commutative ring.

If S is a commutative ring, there is a symmetric categorical group (c.f. [30, 10])
P ic(S) = (Pic(S),⊗S, a, S, l, r) where Pic(S) is the category of invertible S-modules (i.e.,
finitely generated projective S-modules of constant rank 1), ⊗S is the tensor product of
S-modules, the unit object is the S-module S, the associativity and unit constraints are
the usual ones for the tensor product of modules,

(P ⊗S Q)⊗S T
a

P,Q,T∼−→ P ⊗S (Q⊗S T ) , P ⊗S S
r
P∼−→ P

l
P∼←− S ⊗S P ,

an inverse for any object P is given by the dual module P ∗ = HomS(P, S) and the
symmetry c

P,Q
: P ⊗S Q → Q ⊗S P is the usual isomorphism. Note that π0(Pic(S)) =

Pic(S), the Picard group of S, and for any invertible S-module P , AutPic(S)
(P ) ∼= U(S)

the group of units of S. In particular, π1(Pic(S)) ∼= U(S).

Let G be a group operating on a commutative ring S by ring automorphisms. Then,
P ic(S) is a G[0]-module with action G[0]×Pic(S) −→ Pic(S), (σ, P ) �→ σP , where σP is
the same abelian group as P with action from S by s · x = σ−1(s)x, s ∈ S, x ∈ P . Note
that this action is strict in the sense that the natural isomorphisms φ

σ,τ,P
:

στ
P → σ

(
τ
P ),

φ
0,P

:
1
P → P and ψ

σ,P,Q
:

σ
(P ⊗S Q)→ σ

P ⊗S σ
Q are identities.

Thus, in the above conditions, Pic(S) is a G[0]-module and we can consider the (sym-
metric) categorical group Der(G[0],Pic(S)). An object of this categorical group consists
of a family of invertible S-modules {Pσ}σ∈G together with S-isomorphisms βσ,τ : Pστ −→
Pσ ⊗ σPτ such that, for any σ, τ, γ ∈ G, (1 ⊗ σβτ,γ) · βσ,τγ = (βσ,τ ⊗ 1) · βστ,γ. Given
objects (Pσ, βσ,τ ) and (Qσ, ασ,τ ), a morphism between them consists of a family of S-
isomorphisms εσ : Pσ → Qσ such that (εσ ⊗ σετ ) · βσ,τ = ασ,τ · εστ . In the case where
G is finite and S a Galois extension of R = GS, there is a surjective homomorphism
π0(Der(G[0],Pic(S))) → Br(S/R), the Brauer group of S/R-Azumaya algebras and, in
fact,

π0(Der(G[0],Pic(S))) = Z2(S,G) ∼= B̂r(S/R)

where the latter denotes the abelian group of S-isomorphism classes of S/R-Azumaya
algebras (c.f. [20]).
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4. Derivations and semidirect product. Exactness.

Let G be a categorical group and let us consider the comma 2-category, (CG,G), of
categorical groups over G, whose objects are the homomorphisms of categorical groups
(T, µ) : H→ G and whose arrows are the commutative triangles of homomorphisms

H
F=(F,η) ��

T=(T,µ) ���
��

��
��

� H
′

T′=(T ′, µ′)

��
��

��
��

G .

A 2-cell from F1 to F2 is a morphism ε : F1 ⇒ F2 between these homomorphisms such
that T ′(εH) = idT (H) for any H ∈ H. Then, for any G-module A, we have a category,

Hom(CG,G)




H

T
��

G

,

A � G

pr

��
G


, whose set of objects is Hom(CG,G)




H

T
��

G

,

A � G

pr

��
G


 and whose

arrows, from F1 to F2, are the 2-cells between them. This category is actually a groupoid
and, even more, we have:

4.1. Proposition. There is a tensor functor

Hom(CG,G)




H

T,

��

A�G

pr

��
G G


×Hom(CG,G)




H

T,

��

A�G

pr

��
G G


 ⊗−→ Hom(CG,G)




H

T,

��

A�G

pr

��
G G




such that the groupoid Hom(CG,G)




H

T
��

G

,

A � G

pr

��
G


 becomes a categorical group.

Proof. If (F1, µ1), (F2, µ2) ∈ Hom(CG,G)




H

T

��
G

,

A � G

pr

��
G


 we define (F1, µ1) ⊗ (F2, µ2) =

(F1 ⊗ F2, µ̄), where F1 ⊗ F2 : H → A � G is the functor given by (F1 ⊗ F2)(H) =
(∂F1(H) ⊗ ∂F2(H), T (H)) (see Example 3.5 iii)) and, for any H,G ∈ H, µ̄ = µ̄

H,G
:

(F1⊗F2)(H ⊗G) −→ (F1⊗F2)(H)⊗ (F1⊗F2)(G) is the family of natural isomorphisms
such that ∂(µ̄

H,G
) = (1⊗ψ−1

T (H),∂F1(G),∂F2(G)
) · (1⊗ c

H
(∂F1(G)),∂F2(H)

⊗ 1) · (∂(µ1H,G
)⊗ ∂(µ2H,G

))

and pr(µ̄
H,G

) = µ
H,G

. To check that µ̄ satisfies the required coherence condition is straight-
forward.

On the other hand, given morphisms ε : (F1, µ1)⇒ (F2, µ2) and ε′ : (F ′
1, µ

′
1)⇒ (F ′

2, µ
′
2),

ε ⊗ ε′ : (F1 ⊗ F ′
1, µ̄1) ⇒ (F2 ⊗ F ′

2, µ̄2) is given by (ε ⊗ ε′)
H

= (∂(ε
H
) ⊗ ∂(ε′

H
), id

T (H)
) :

(∂F1(H)⊗ ∂F ′
1(H), T (H))→ (∂F2(H)⊗ ∂F ′

2(H), T (H)). It is routine to check that ε⊗ ε′
is natural and satisfies the appropriate coherence condition.



DERIVATIONS OF CATEGORICAL GROUPS 99

The above data define a categorical group

Hom(CG,G)




H

T
��

G

,

A � G

pr

��
G


 =


Hom(CG,G)




H

T
��

G

,

A � G

pr

��
G


 ,⊗, ā, Ī , l̄, r̄




where ā : ((F1, µ1)⊗ (F2, µ2))⊗ (F3, µ3)⇒ (F1, µ1)⊗ ((F2, µ2)⊗ (F3, µ3)) is the morphism
determined by the natural transformation given by ā

H
= a

∂F1(H),∂F2(H),∂F3(H)
, H ∈ H; the

unit object Ī is the homomorphism F0 = (F0, η0) : H→ A � G, where F0(H) = (I, T (H))
and (η0)H,G

: (I, T (H ⊗G))→ (I ⊗ HI, T (H)⊗ T (G)) is given by (η0)H,G
= ((1⊗ ψ−1

0,H
) ·

r−1
I
, µ

H,G
); the left-unit constraint l̄ = l̄

F
: F0 ⊗ F ⇒ F is the morphism determined by

the natural transformation l̄ : F0 ⊗ F ⇒ F given by l̄
H

= (l
∂F (H)

, id
T (H)

); the right-unit
constraint r̄ = r̄

F
: F⊗F0 ⇒ F is the morphism determined by the natural transformation

r̄ : F ⊗ F0 ⇒ F given by r̄
H

= (r
∂F (H)

, id
T (H)

).
An inverse for an object (F1, µ1) is given by (F ∗

1 , η) where, for any H ∈ H, F ∗
1 (H) =

((∂F1(H))∗, T (H)) and η
H,G

: F ∗
1 (H⊗G)→ F ∗

1 (H)⊗F ∗
1 (G) is given by µ1H,G

and canonical
isomorphisms.

The above construction gives a contravariant functor

Hom(CG,G)


− ,

A � G

pr

��
G


 : (CG,G)→ CG .

We also have, using Example 3.5 iii), another contravariant functor

Der(−,A) : (CG,G) −→ CG
that is given, on objects, by Der(T,A) = DerT(H,A). For any arrow F = (F, η) : T→ T′,
Der(F,A) : DerT′(H′,A) −→ DerT(H,A) is the homomorphism of categorical groups

(T̂ , µ̂), where T̂ ((D, β)) = (DF, β̂) with β̂
X,Y

= β
F (X),F (Y )

·D(η
X,Y

) and µ̂ = µ̂
(D,β),(D′,β′) is

the morphism determined by the identity id : (D ⊗D′)F ⇒ DF ⊗D′F .
The following theorem shows that these two functors are naturally isomorphic.

4.2. Theorem. For any G-module (A, c) and any object H
T=(T,µ)�� G ∈ (CG,G), there

exists an isomorphism of categorical groups

DerT(H,A) ∼= Hom(CG,G)




H

T
��

G

,

A � G

pr

��
G




given by (D, β) �→ (F, η), where F (H) = (D(H), T (H)) and, for any H,G ∈ H, η
H,G

=
(β

H,G
, µ

H,G
).
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Proof. We shall define homomorphisms of categorical groups

DerT(H,A)
(κ,θ)−→ Hom(CG,G)




H

T
��

G

,

A � G

pr

��
G


 , Hom(CG,G)




H

T
��

G

,

A � G

pr

��
G


 (Σ,ζ)−→ DerT(H,A)

such that (κ, θ) · (Σ, ζ) = id and (Σ, ζ) · (κ, θ) = id.
For any object (D, β) ∈ DerT(H,A) we define κ((D, β)) = (F, η), where F (H) =

(D(H), T (H)), F (f) = (D(f), T (f)) and η
H,G

: F (H ⊗ G) → F (H) ⊗ F (G) is given by
η

H,G
= (β

H,G
, µ

H,G
). For any morphism ε : (D, β) ⇒ (D′, β′), κ(ε) : (F, η) ⇒ (F ′, η′) is

the morphism determined by the natural transformation given by κ(ε)
H

= (ε
H
, id

T (H)
).

Moreover, since κ((D, β) ⊗ (D′, β′)) = κ((D, β)) ⊗ κ((D′, β′)), we take θ
(D,β),(D′,β′) = id,

that is, (θ
(D,β),(D′,β′))H

= (id
D(H)⊗D′(H)

, id
T (H)

).

Now, for any object (F, η) ∈ Hom(CG,G)




H

T
��

G

,

A � G

pr

��
G


, we define Σ((F, η)) = (D, β),

where D(H) = ∂F (H), D(f) = ∂F (f) and β
H,G

: D(H ⊗ G) → D(H)⊗ H
D(G) is given

by β
H,G

= ∂(η
H,G

). For any morphism τ : (F, η) ⇒ (F ′, η′), Σ(τ) : (D, β) ⇒ (D′, β′)
is the morphism determined by the natural transformation given by Σ(τ)

H
= ∂(τ

H
).

Moreover, it is easy to see that Σ((F, η)⊗ (F ′, η′)) = Σ((F, η)⊗Σ((F ′, η′)) and so we take
ζ

(F,η),(F ′,η′) = id, that is, (ζ
(F,η),(F ′,η′))H

= id
∂F (H)⊗∂F ′(H)

.

Finally it is straightforward to check that (κ, θ) and (Σ, ζ) are inverse to each other.

4.3. Corollary. (Universal property of the semidirect product) Let G be a categorical
group and let (A, c) be a G-module. Then, for any homomorphism T : H → G and any
T-derivation D : H → A, there exists an unique homomorphism, up to isomorphism,
F : H −→ A � G, such that the following diagram is commutative:

H

D

��










F
��

T

�����
���

���
�

A A � G
∂�� pr �� G .

By taking H = G and T = id
G
, we obtain:

4.4. Corollary. For any G-module (A, c), there exists an isomorphism of categorical
groups

Der(G,A) ∼= Hom(CG,G)




G

G

,

A � G

pr

��
G


 .

If (T = (T, µ), δ) : (A, c) −→ (B, c) is a homomorphism of G-modules, there is an
induced homomorphism of categorical groups

T∗ = (T∗, µ̄) : Der(G,A) −→ Der(G,B)
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where T∗(D, β) = (TD, β̄) with β̄
X,Y

= (1⊗ δ
X,D(Y )

) · µ
D(X),

X
D(Y )
· T (β

X,Y
) and T∗(ε) = Tε,

for any morphism ε : (D, β)⇒ (D′, β′). On the other hand,

µ̄ = µ̄
(D,β),(D′,β′) : T∗((D, β)⊗ (D′, β′))⇒ T∗(D, β)⊗ T∗(D′, β′)

is the morphism determined by the natural transformation T (D⊗D′)⇒ TD⊗TD′ with
component at X given by µ

D(X),D′(X)
.

Recalling that the kernel of a homomorphism of G-modules is also a G-module and
using the isomorphism in the above Corollary we have (c.f. [27, Proposition 3.1.2]):

4.5. Corollary. Let G be a categorical group and (T, δ) : (A, c)→ (B, c) a homomor-
phism of G-modules with kernel (K(T), j, ε). Then, the categorical group Der(G, K(T))
is isomorphic to the kernel of the induced homomorphism

T∗ = (T∗, µ̄) : Der(G,A) −→ Der(G,B).

In particular, the sequence

Der(G, K(T))
j∗−→ Der(G,A)

T∗−→ Der(G,B)

is 2-exact and there is an induced exact sequence of groups

0 �� π1(Der(G, K(T)))
π1(j)∗ �� π1(Der(G,A))

π1(T∗) �� π1(Der(G,B))
δ

�������������������������������

π0(Der(G, K(T)))
π0(j∗) �� π0(Der(G,A))

π0(T∗)�� π0(Der(G,B)).

4.6. Example. As an example of the sequences in the above corollary, let us consider

φ = (φ1, φ0) : A = (L
ρ→M, {−,−}) −→ B = (L′′ ρ′′→M ′′, {−,−}),

a surjective morphism of reduced 2-crossed modules of groups (i.e., a morphism φ with
φ0 : M � M ′′ and φ1 : L � L′′ epimorphisms). Let G be a group and suppose that
the crossed module L = (0 → G) acts on (A, {−,−}) and (B, {−,−}) (see Example 3.5
ii)) in such a way that φ preserves the action. If L′ = Ker(φ1) and M ′ = Ker(φ0), let

F = (L′ ρ′→ M ′, {−,−}) be the 2-reduced crossed module fiber of φ (where M ′ acts on
L′ by restriction of the action of M on L and {−,−} : M ′ ×M ′ → L′ is also induced by
restriction). Then L also acts on (F , {−,−}) and it is easy to check that G(F , {−,−})
is equivalent to the kernel of the induced homomorphism of (G(L) = G[0])-modules
G(A, {−,−}) −→ G(B, {−,−}). Thus, according to Corollary 4.5, there is a 2-exact
sequence

Der(G[0],G(F , {−,−})) �� Der(G[0],G(A, {−,−})) �� Der(G[0],G(B, {−,−}))
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and therefore, when the action is the trivial one, there is a group exact sequence (see
Example 3.5 ii))

0 �� Hom(G,Ker(ρ′)) �� Hom(G,Ker(ρ)) �� Hom(G,Ker(ρ′′))

��������������������������������

H2(G, (F , {−,−})) �� H2(G, (A, {−,−})) �� H2(G, (B, {−,−})).

In the particular case that A = (A → 0) and B = (A′′ → 0), where both A and
A′′ are G-modules and φ : A � A′′ is an epimorphism of G-modules, the fiber crossed
module is F = (A′ → 0), where A′ = Ker(φ). Then, the above sequence specializes to the
well-known exact sequence

0 �� Der(G,A′) �� Der(G,A) �� Der(G,A′′)

�������������������������

H2(G,A′) �� H2(G,A) �� H2(G,A′′).

Note that in this last case of A and B being crossed modules associated to G-modules
A and A′′, but φ : A → A′′ being any morphism of G-modules, the kernel K(φ) of the
induced homomorphism of categorical groups φ : A[1] → A′′[1] is (see Example 3.5 ii))
the strict symmetric categorical group associated to the crossed module defined by φ and
the trivial action of A′′ on A. Then the 2-exact sequence

Der(G[0], K(φ)) −→ Der(G[0], A[1]) −→ Der(G[0], A′′[1])

induces the exact sequence of groups

0 �� Der(G,A′) �� Der(G,A) �� Der(G,A′′)

������������������������

H2(E(φ∗)) �� H2(G,A) �� H2(G,A′′)

since it is plain to see that π1(Der(G[0], K(φ))) = Der(G,A′) and π0(Der(G[0], K(φ))) =
H2(E(φ∗)), the 2nd cohomology group of the mapping cone E(φ∗) (see [25]) of the cochain
transformation φ∗ : Hom

G
(B•, A) → Hom

G
(B•, A′′), where B• is a free resolution of the

trivial G-module Z.
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