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Abstract /Résumé

Abstract

We study (not necessarily connected) Z-graded A,-algebras and their A,,-modules. Using the
cobar and the bar construction and Quillen’s homotopical algebra, we describe the localisation
of the category of A.-algebras with respect to A,.-quasi-isomorphisms. We then adapt these
methods to describe the derived category Dy, A of an augmented A .-algebra A. The case where A
is not endowed with an augmentation is treated differently. Nevertheless, when A is strictly unital,
its derived category can be described in the same way as in the augmented case. Next, we compare
two different notions of A -unitality : strict unitality and homological unitality. We show that, up
to homotopy, there is no difference between these two notions. We then establish a formalism which
allows us to view A -categories as Ao-algebras in suitable monoidal categories. We generalize the
fundamental constructions of category theory to this setting : Yoneda embeddings, categories of
functors, equivalences of categories... We show that any algebraic triangulated category 7 which
admits a set of generators is A.o-pretriangulated, that is to say, 7 is equivalent to H’tw.A, where
twA is the A, .-category of twisted objects of a certain A..-category A.

Thus we give detailed proofs of a part of the results on homological algebra which M. Kontse-
vich stated in his course “Triangulated categories and geometry” [Kon98].

Résumé

Nous étudions les A -algébres Z-graduées (non nécessairement connexes) et leurs A ,.-modules. En
utilisant les constructions bar et cobar ainsi que les outils de I’algébre homotopique de Quillen, nous
décrivons la localisation de la catégorie des A .-algébres par rapport aux A ,,-quasi-isomorphismes.
Nous adaptons ensuite ces méthodes pour décrire la catégorie dérivée Do A d'une A ,-algébre
augmentée A. Le cas ot A n’est pas muni d’une augmentation est traité difféeremment. Néanmoins,
lorsque A est strictement unitaire, sa catégorie dérivée peut étre décrite de la méme maniére
que dans le cas augmenté. Nous étudions ensuite deux variantes de la notion d’unitarité pour
les A,o-algébres : l'unitarité stricte et I'unitarité homologique. Nous montrons que d’un point
de vue homotopique, il n’y a pas de différence entre ces deux notions. Nous donnons ensuite
un formalisme qui permet de définir les A, -catégories comme des A-algébres dans certaines
catégories monoidales. Nous généralisons a ce cadre les constructions fondamentales de la théorie
des catégories : le foncteur de Yoneda, les catégories de foncteurs, les équivalences de catégories...
Nous montrons que toute catégorie triangulée algébrique engendrée par un ensemble d’objets est
A-prétriangulée, c’est-a-dire qu’elle est équivalente a H%w.A, ot twA est I’A,.-catégorie des
objets tordus d’une certaine A .-catégorie A.
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Nous démontrons ainsi une partie des énoncés d’algébre homologique presentés par M. Kont-
sevich pendant son cours “Catégories triangulées et géométrie” [Kon98].

The associahedra Kj



Introduction

We refer to [KelOla] and [Kel01b] for an introduction to A -algebras and their modules. This thesis
contains, among other things, the detailed proofs of the statements of [KelOla]. Apart from [Kon98|
and [KelOla|, we relied mainly on the article by V. Hinich [Hin01] and on the following works:
[Sta63al, [Pro85], [GJ90], [HK9I1]|, [GLS91], [Mar96], [Hin97]. Some of the results of this thesis
have been obtained recently and independently by K. Fukaya [Fuk0la], P. Seidel [Sei], A. Lazarev
[Laz02], V. Lyubashenko [Lyu02] and M. Kontsevich and Y. Soibelmann [KS02b], [KS02a].

Strict structures and structures up to homotopy

The so-called strict structures of classical algebra, for example associative, commutative or Lie
algebras, have proved to be insufficient in topology because they are not compatible with homotopy.
Thus, if X is a loop space and Y is a topological space homotopic to X, it is not always possible
to transfer the H-space structure (which is strict) from X to Y. It is to overcome this defect
that J. Stasheff [Sta63a] introduced the notion of A, structure, which is a relaxation of that of
topological semigroup. The A, structures are part of the structures up to homotopy, that is to say
structures whose “lack of strictness” is controlled in a coherent way by homotopies of higher order.
For some structures up to homotopy, higher order homotopies have been known for a long time
like the Steenrod operations [Ste47], [Ste52] or the Massey products. Structures up to homotopy
behave well with respect to homotopy equivalences: if an object (topological or differential graded)
is provided with a structure up to homotopy, one can under certain conditions translate it onto
another object when the latter is homotopic to the starting object. The first part of this thesis will
deal with algebraic A.-structures, that is to say A.-structures in the framework of differential
graded algebra. In the second part we will study their generalizations to the categorical framework.

Algebraic A -structures

Let K be a field. An A -algebra [Sta63b] is a Z-graded K-vector space A endowed with graded
morphisms _
mi: A% 5 A P>,

of degree 2 — i, satisfying equations of which the first says that my is a differential, the second that
my is a derivation for the multiplication mo and the third

mg(mg X 1) — m2(1 (24 m2) = 6(m3)

that the lack of associativity of mo is measured by the boundary of mg in the differential graded
space Hom(A®3, A). Intuitively, an A.-algebra is therefore a “differential graded algebra whose
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lack of associativity is controlled (in the strong sense) by homotopies of higher order”. If A and A’
are two Ac-algebras, an A -morphism f: A — A’ is a sequence of graded morphisms

fi A% 5 A P>,

of degree 1 — i, satisfying equations the first of which assert that f; is a morphism of complexes
which is compatible with the multiplications ms and mj up to a homotopy fo. In the same way,
if f and g are A -morphisms A — A’, a homotopy h between f and g is a sequence of morphisms

hi + A% 5 A i>1,

of degree —i, which satisfy equations of which the first two assert that h; is a homotopy between
the “morphisms of differential graded algebras”

fi and g1 : (A, my,me) — (A, m),mb).

Let A be an A -algebra. An A-polydule (called A,-module over A in the literature) is a Z-graded
K-vector space M endowed with graded morphisms

mM M@ A®T 5 M, 0> 1,

of degree 2 — i, satisfying equations whose first affirm that m{! is a differential and that m}!
defines an action of the (strongly homotopically) associative algebra A whose compatibility with
the multiplication of A is controlled by the higher order homotopy m3?. As for A,-algebras, we
have A,.-morphisms between A-polydules and homotopies between A ,,-morphisms.

Link to operad theory

Some arguments of the thesis are related to the theory of operads (for example, the obstruction
theory of A-algebras (B.1)). We will not explicitly use the operad formalism in our statements
(and their proofs), preferring a naive approach. Let us nevertheless recall some facts and references
on this subject.

The Stasheff cell complexes {K; x ¥;};>2 (see [Sta63a]) form a topological operad [May72|.
The chain complexes associated with them therefore form a differential graded operad. This is an
operad of A -algebras. Differential graded operads were extensively studied in the early 90s [HS93],
[GJ94], [GK94] to clarify the link between strict structures and structures up to homotopy [GK94],
[Mar96], [Mar99], [Mar00]. With regard to the Ao, structures, we will retain two results from
the operads: the operad of A -algebras is the minimal cofibrant model in the sense of M. Markl
[Mar96] of the operad of associative algebras Ass; the Koszul dual Ass' of Ass is the co-operad of
co-associative coalgebras.

Chapter 1 : a homotopy theory of A -algebras

First recall a result from H. J. Munkholm. Let DA be the category of differential graded algebras
(satisfying certain conditions on the grading and on the connectedness) and Ho DA the localiza-
tion of DA with respect to quasi-isomorphisms. Let DASH be the category of differential graded
algebras whose morphisms are the A,,-morphisms. Using the ideas of J. Stasheff and S. Halperin
[SH70], H. J. Munkholm [Mun78| (see also [Mun76|) showed, first, that the homotopy relation on
Hompa (A, A"), A, A’ € DA, (which is not an equivalence relation in general) extends to a relation
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over the morphism spaces Hompash (A, A’) which is an equivalence relation for any A and A,
and secondly, that the category Ho DA is equivalent to the quotient of DASH by this equivalence
relation. In other words, even if it means increasing the number of morphisms between differential
graded algebras, localization with respect to quasi-isomorphisms is equivalent to passing to the
quotient with respect to homotopy. In the first part of this chapter, we will generalize the results
of [Mun78] to A.-algebras. An A -quasi-isomorphism f is an A..-morphism such that f; is a
quasi-isomorphism. We show the following results:

(Homotopy theorem) The homotopy relation on A, -morphisms is an equivalence relation (1.3.1.3 a).

(Theorem of A.-quasi-isomorphisms) Every A.-quasi-isomorphism of Aso-algebras is invertible
up to homotopy (1.5.1.3 b).

The topological analogue of the A..-quasi-isomorphism theorem is due to M. Fuchs [Fuc76] (see
also [Fuc65]). In his thesis [Pro85], A. Prouté proved the two theorems under conditions of scaling
or connectedness (see also [Kad87]). The need to generalize these results is due to the fact that
in the constructions of K. Fukaya et al. of A,-algebras (A..-categories), nonzero components
can appear in any integer degree. In the general case, we will deduce the above theorems from
the following results: the bar construction B is an equivalence of categories between Alg.,, the
category of Ao -algebras, and the subcategory of cofibrant and fibrant objects of a model category
Cogc of coalgebras (1.3.1.2). The bar construction matches the homotopy of A.-morphisms to the
left homotopy of Cogc between morphisms between cofibrant and fibrant objects (1.5.4.1) and the
A o -quasi-isomorphisms to weak equivalences (1.3.3.5). >

The category Cogc in question is the category of cocomplete differential graded coalgebras. Let
Alg be the category of differential graded algebras and €2 : Cogc — Alg the cobar construction.
The model category structure of Cogc (1.3.1.2. a) is such that the pair of adjoint functors

(Q, B) : Cogc — Alg,

is a Quillen equivalence (1.3.1.2. b). The use of this pair of adjoint functors to study the category
Alg[Qis~1] dates back to the 1970s with the work of D. Husemoller, J. C. Moore and J. Stasheff
[HMS74] (see also [EM66]). They consider augmented positively graded differential algebras, on the
one hand and co-augmented positively graded and connected differential coalgebras, on the other
hand, and show that the localization of the category of algebras with respect to quasi-isomorphisms
is equivalent to the location of the category of coalgebras with respect to quasi-isomorphisms.
Without the assumptions about graduation or connectedness, their statement is no longer true.
In the general case (1.3.1.2), we must replace the class of quasi-isomorphisms of Cogc by a class
of morphisms (called weak equivalences) which is strictly contained in that of quasi-isomorphisms
(1.3.5.1. ¢). We show that between two positively graded coalgebras, the weak equivalences are
exactly the quasi-isomorphisms (see 1.3.5.1. e). Our results thus generalize [HMS74, Chap. II,
Thm. 4.4 and Thm. 4.5].

Our proof that Cogc admits a model category structure (1.3.1.2) follows the ideas of V. Hinich
[Hin01] inspired by those of Quillen [Qui67], [Qui69]. We lift the model category structure of Alg

Tthis might be mistranslated. “la relation d’homotopie sur Hompa (A4, A’), A, A’ € DA, (qui n’est pas une relation
d’équivalence en général) s’étend en une relation sur les espaces de morphismes Hompasy (A4, A’) qui est une relation
d’équivalence quelles que soient A et A"’

2Not sure how to translate this.. “La construction bar fait correspondre I’homotopie des Aoo-morphismes a
I’homotopie & gauche de Cogc entre morphismes entre objets cofibrants et fibrants (1.3.4.1) et les Aoc-quasi-
isomorphismes aux équivalences faibles (1.3.3.5).”



14

Introduction

along the adjunction (€2, B). This adjunction is of the same type as the adjunction between the
category of differential graded Lie algebras and the category of cocommutative differential graded
coalgebras in rational homotopy. It comes from the Koszul duality between the operad Ass and
the co-operad of co-associative coalgebras.

The characterization of fibrant objects of Cogc can be interpreted as a consequence of the fact
that the operad of A -algebras is the minimal cofibrant model in the sense of M. Markl [Mar96]
of the operad of associative algebras. This fact implies that the obstruction to the construction by
induction of the graded morphisms m;, ¢ > 1, defining a A .-structure on a graded object A is of
the form “m,, 11 must kill a certain cocycle (built from m;, 1 < <n)” (see B.1.2). The condition
which measures the obstruction to the construction by recurrence of A.,-morphisms is of the same
type (B.1.5). We call the study of these obstructions the obstruction theory of A .-algebras. This
theory is the subject of the appendix (B.1).

At the end of chapter 1, we will re-prove (1.4.1.1) the “compatibility of homotopic A, struc-
tures”: let A be an A -algebra and

g+ (Vid) = (A4,m7)

a homotopy equivalence of complexes. There exists an A.-algebra structure on V such that m)
is equal to d and such that V and A are homotopic as Ay -algebras. This result is well known.
T. Kadeishvili [Kad80] and A. Prouté [Pro85] showed it in the case where d = 0 and under
assumptions on scaling and connectedness using obstruction methods. The general case is due to
V. K. A. M. Gugenheim, L. A. Lambe and J. Stasheff [GLS91]| who use the “tensor trick” invented by
J. Huebschmann [Hue86]. The essential point of their proof is that the perturbation lemma [Gug72]
is compatible with an additional structure (coalgebra in our case). On this subject, see also [HK91],
[GL89] and the historical reminders of the section 1.4. Our proof of “homotopic compatibility”
(section 1.4.1.1) will be based on obstruction theory (B.1). “Homotopy compatibility” implies that
every A .-algebra A admits a minimal model, i.e., an A, structure on the homology H*A such
that H*A and A are homotopic as A-algebras (1.4.1.4). The link between a certain minimal
model obtained by our method and that obtained by the perturbation lemma [GLS91] is described
in (1.4.2.1).

The “minimality” of the model H* A above refers to the fact that the tensor coalgebra B(H*A)
is a minimal model (in the sense of H. J. Baues and J.-M. Lemaire [BL77]) of the coalgebra BA.

Chapter 2 : a homotopy theory of polydules

Let A be an augmented A,.-algebra. Recall that in this thesis the structures commonly called
A o-modules over A are called A-polydules (“poly” because the structure is equipped with several
multiplications).

The purpose of this chapter is to describe the derived category Do, A whose objects are the
strictly unital A-polydules. We adapt for this the methods of homotopic algebra in chapter 1 to A-
polydules. The derived category from an A.-algebra which is not endowed with an augmentation
will be studied in chapter 4.

Let C be a cocomplete co-augmented differential graded coalgebra and ComcC the category
of cocomplete counital differential graded C-comodules. We construct (2.2.2.2) a model category
structure on ComcC which is such that, if A is an augmented differential graded algebra and
7 : C — A an admissible acyclic twisting cochain, the couple of adjoint functors “twisted tensor
products” (2.2.1)

(—®: 4,79, C): ComcC — Mod A
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is a Quillen equivalence. The “twisted tensor product” functors here replace the bar and cobar
constructions of the previous chapter. The homotopy category Ho ComcC (see appendix A) is
therefore equivalent to the derived category

DA = HoMod A.

In [HMS74], D. Husemoller, J. C. Moore and J. Stasheff proved a slightly more general result
(Theorem 5.15) but under assumptions on scaling and connectedness. We will not consider ex-
tended algebras and coalgebras here (see [HMS74]), restricting ourselves to the separate study of
(co)algebras and their (co)modules. Let us just notice that our result (2.2.2.2) generalizes the
specialization of theorem 5.15 of [HMS74] to the subcategory formed by the extended algebras
(M, A,0), where A is a fixed algebra and M an A-module, and in its image in the category of
extended coalgebras.

We then study the fibrant objects of Comc C for a certain class of coalgebras C. Let A be an
augmented A .-algebra and Mod, A the category of strictly unital A-polydules whose morphisms
are the strictly unital A,-morphisms. Let BTA be the bar construction co-augmented by the
reduction A of A. When C is a coalgebra isomorphic to BTA, we show (2.4.1.3) using obstruction
theory (B.2) that an object of ComcC is fibrant if and only if it is a direct factor of an almost
cofree object. As all the objects of Comc C are cofibrant, the subcategory of cofibrant and fibrant
objects is the essential image of the bar construction of strictly unital A-polydules. We deduce
(2.4.2.2) that the derived category

Do A = Modo, A[{Qis} 1]

is equivalent to the quotient of the category Mod., A by the homotopy relation (this proves the
theorem of A -quasi-isomorphisms for A-polydules). The triangulated structure of Dy, A will be
studied in section (2.4.3).

In the section 2.5, we study, by the same methods, the derived category of strictly unital
bipolydules (called A -bimodules in the literature) over two augmented A.-algebras. We will use
the results of this section in the second part of the thesis which concerns A, -categories.

Chapter 3 : Units

An associative K-algebra (A4, p) is unital if it is equipped with a morphism 7 : K — A satisfying
the relations
pn®1l)=1 and p(l®n) =1.

There are several generalizations of the notion of unitality to A,.-algebras. We study two of them:
strict unitality (already present in the topological version of J. Stasheff [Sta63a]) and homological
unitality. Strict unitality is the notion that will allow us to generalize certain classical properties of
unital algebras to A,.-algebras. The more general homological unitality appears in the geometric
examples [Fuk93]. We show that from a homotopy point of view there is no difference between these
two possible generalizations of the notion of unitality. More precisely, we will show the following
result: let (Algoo)hu be the category of homologically unital A.-algebras whose morphisms are
the homologically unital A.,-morphisms and (Algoo)su the category of strictly unital A,.-algebras
whose morphisms are the strictly unital A, -morphisms. The categories (Algoo)hu and (Algoo)su
become equivalent after passing to homotopy (3.2.4.4). The proof of this result will be based on
an obstruction theory of minimal A..-structures (B.4) and on the existence of a strictly unital
minimal model for strictly unital A-algebras (3.2.4.1).
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Recently, K. Fukaya [FOOOO01], [Fuk01b], P. Seidel [Sei], A. Lazarev [Laz02| and V. Lyubashenko
[Lyu02] have studied the problem of units independently. V. Lyubashenko’s generalization of
the notion of unitality specializes to our notion of homological unitality if we work over a field
(V. Lyubashenko works over any commutative ring).

Chapter 4 : the derived category

Here, we define the derived category from an arbitrary A..-algebra A (not necessarily strictly
unital). We will show that, when A is strictly unital, its derived category admits the following four
descriptions (4.1.3.1):

D1. the triangulated subcategory Tria A of the derived category Do (AT) (where AT is the aug-
mentation of A and Dy, (A™) is defined in chapter 2),

D2. the category
HooA = Modo, A/ ~

where Mod, A is the category of strictly unital A-polydules and ~ is the homotopy relation,

D3. the localized category
(Modo A)[Qis™]

where QQis is the class of A -quasi-isomorphisms of Mod A4,

D4. the localized category _
(Mod3r' A)[Qis™ "]

where Modst* A is the non-full subcategory of Mod,, A whose morphisms are the strict
A -morphisms.

We will show (4.1.3.8) that if A is a unital differential graded algebra, the derived category DA
(see for example [Kel94a]) is equivalent to the categories defined above.

Chapter 5 : preliminaries on A.-categories.

The notion of A.,-category is a natural generalization of that of A -algebra. At the beginning of
the 1990s, the work of K. Fukaya [Fuk93] (see also [Fuk0O1b]) showed that it appears naturally in
the study of Floer homology. Inspired by these works, M. Kontsevich, in his talk [Kon95] at the
international congress, gave a conjectural interpretation of mirror symmetry as the “shadow” of
an equivalence between the derived categories of two A.-categories of geometric origin (see also
[PZ98] where this conjecture was demonstrated for elliptic curves). In the rest of this thesis, we
generalize to the A,-categorical framework the fundamental constructions of category theory: the
Yoneda functor, the categories of functors, the equivalences of categories, etc., and prove some of
the results stated or implied in [Kon98]. For this, we will use or adapt certain methods from the
first part of the thesis.

An A _.-category is an A,.-algebra with several objects, and conversely, an A -algebra is a
A -category with one object. The problems raised by the increase in the number of objects are
numerous and the generalization of the results of the previous chapters is sometimes very technical
(for example for the homotopy between A.,-morphisms). We introduce a bicategory C whose
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objects are sets. As C is a bicategory, for any set O, the category of morphisms C(Q,0) is a
monoidal category (see [MLI8, Chap. XII, §6]). We define (5.1.2.1) a small A -category whose set
of objects is in bijection with a set O as an A.-algebra in C(Q, ®). We then define the A.-functors
and the differential graded categories Coo A and Coo (A, B) of A-polydules and A-B-strictly unital
bipolydules (A and B are strictly unital A, -categories). A key lemma which will be useful for the
construction of the Yoneda A-functor (chapter 7) is demonstrated in (5.3.0.1).

Chapter 6 : the torsion of A, -categories.

In this chapter, we generalize to A .-algebras a torsion technique well known in deformation theory
(for an overview, see for example [Hue99]). Let A be an A-category. Consider the generalized
Maurer-Cartan equation

Zmi(x@)...@:z:) =0.
i=1

We show (6.1.2 and 6.2.4) that a solution x of this equation (when it makes sense) gives a new
A -category A, called the twist of A by x. The twist of A.-algebras is due to K. Fukaya who
introduced it (as well as that of L.c-algebras) in [Fuk01b] and [FukOla] for the study of A.-
deformations. Our formulas for the twisted compositions m?, i > 1, of A, are the same (except
for equivalent signs) as in [Fuk01b] but the proof that they well-define an A -category structure
is different. We then describe the torsion of A, -functors (6.1.3 and 6.2.5) and of (bi)polydules
(6.1.4 and 6.2.6) by solutions of the Maurer-Cartan equation. We also show that if an A.-
functor f induces a quasi-isomorphism on the morphism spaces, its torsion f, also induces a
quasi-isomorphism on the morphism spaces (6.1.3.4).

The twist will be useful in chapters 7 and 8.

Chapter 7 : the A, -Yoneda functor and twisted objects.

Let A be a category. Recall that the Yoneda functor is the functor
A— ModA, A+ Homy(—,A).

In this chapter, we raise this functor into a A.-functor (7.1.0.1)
y: A= CxA, A Homy(—,A),

where A is an A -category. If A is strictly unital, we show that the A,,-functor y is strictly
unital and that it is factorized by the A..-category of twisted objects tw.A (7.1.0.4). The compo-
sitions of the A,,-category tw.A are obtained by torsion (chapter 6). If G is a unital differential
graded category, the (differential graded) category of twisted objects is due to A. I. Bondal and
M. M. Kapranov [BK91| (they notate it Pr-Tr*G). The purpose of [BK91] is to overcome a de-
ficiency of the axioms of triangulated categories to describe derived categories [Ver77]: the cone
is not functorial. Rather than triangulated categories, they consider pre-triangulated categories
described using the category of twisted objects and show the following equivalence of categories:
let £ be a pre-triangulated category (HE is then triangulated). Let G be a full subcategory of
€. The triangulated subcategory triaG C HE generated by G is equivalent to the triangulated
category H°(Pr-TrtG). In the A, case, we have the same results: we show (7.4) that if A is a
strictly unital A-category, the categories

H%wA and triad C Do A
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are equivalent (as stated in [Kon95|). Moreover, we show (section 7.6) that any algebraic triangu-
lated category which is generated by a set of objects is A,.-pre-triangulated, i.e., it is equivalent
to HtwA, for some A..-category A.

Let A be a strictly unital A,,-category. The category C..A is differential graded and the
A-Yoneda functor y : A — CooA induces (7.4.0.1) a quasi-isomorphism on morphism spaces.
We deduce that the image y(A) C CsA is a unital differential graded category which is quasi-
isomorphic to A. This shows that from a homological point of view, the study of strictly unital
A -categories (and even homologically unital, by the chapter 3) amounts to the study of unital dif-
ferential graded categories. Concerning differential graded categories and their derived categories,
we refer to [Kel94al, [Kel99].

Chapter 8 : The A -category of A, .-functors.

Let A and B be two strictly unital A.-categories. We define (8.1.1 and 8.1.3) an A -category
Func (A, B) whose objects are strictly unital A.-functors A — B. The difficulty consists in
defining the higher compositions of the morphisms between A -functors. For this, we will use the
torsion method from chapter 6. This A.-category is functorial in A4 and B (8.1.2). We deduce a
2-category cat,, whose objects are the the small strictly unital A.,-categories and the morphism
spaces A — B are the categories

catoo (A, B) = HFuncy (A, B), A,B € Objcat,,.
We characterize (8.2.2.3) then the elements

H e HomFuncoo(.A,B)(f7g)7 fag A= B

which become isomorphisms f — ¢ in the category cats. (A, B). The proof of this characterization
will use the existence of a generalized A -Yoneda functor (8.2.1)

z 1 Funceo (A, B) — Coo (A, B)

which induces a quasi-isomorphism in the morphism spaces.

The A-category Funce(A,B) was constructed independently independently by K. Fukaya
[Fuk01b|, V. Lyubashenko [Lyu02] and M. Kontsevich and Y. Soibelman [KS02a], [KS02b]. Al-
though obtained by different methods, the compositions of Funcs (A, B) of [Lyu02] are the same
as ours.

Chapter 9 : A -equivalences.

Let A be a strictly unital A-category. In (9.1), we raise the notion of an isomorphism from H°A
to A. We then show that an A,.-functor f : A — B is an A-equivalence if and only if f; is a
quasi-isomorphism and if it induces an equivalence of categories (in the classical sense) between
H°A and H°B (9.2). Other proofs of this characterization (announced in [Kon98|) can be found
in [Fuk01b] and [Lyu02].
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Let us recall three classical results on A.-algebras:

1. (Homotopy relation) The relation of homotopy on A,.-morphisms is an equivalence relation
(1.3.1.3 a).

2. (A -quasi-isomorphism) Any A .. -quasi-isomorphism of A -algebras is invertible up to ho-
motopy (1.3.1.3 b).

3. (Minimal model) Every A-algebra admits a minimal model (1.4.1.4).

In the literature, the results 1 and 2 are proved for A, -algebras satisfying certain conditions
on their grading or their connectedness (see the references appearing in the body of the chapter).
The goal of this chapter is to generalize them to any A.-algebras.

Chapter Plan

The chapter is divided into four sections. In section 1.1, we fix notations and we define free algebras
and tensor coalgebras.

In section 1.2, we define A -algebras, A ,-morphisms and homotopies between A ,.-morphisms.
We recall the bar and cobar constructions (1.2.2).

In section 1.3, we show the main result (1.3.1.2) of this chapter:

The category Cogc of cocomplete differential graded coalgebras admits a model category structure
which makes it Quillen-equivalent to the model category Alg of differential graded algebras. All
objects of Cogc are cofibrant and the fibrant objects of Cogc are those which, as graded coalgebras,
are isomorphic to reduced tensor coalgebras.

The proof of the fact that the category Cogc admits such a structure was inspired by the work
of V. Hinich [Hin01]. We consider filtered objects and study in this framework the properties
of the bar and cobar constructions. The characterization of cofibrant objects will be immediate
because cofibrations are injections. The characterization of fibrant objects will be a deeper result,
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a consequence of theorem (1.3.3.1): the category of A -algebras Alg., admits a structure of “model
category without limits"whose class of weak equivalences is formed by A -quasi-isomorphisms.

Our proof of this result will be entirely based on obstruction theory (see appendix B.1). It can
therefore be interpreted as a consequence of the fact that the operad of A-algebras is a cofibrant
minimal model in the sense of M. Markl [Mar96] for the operad of associative algebras.

The A.-algebras are identified by the bar construction with the fibrant and cofibrant objects
of Cogc. The results 1 and 2 cited above will then appear as special cases of fundamental results
of Quillen’s homotopic algebra (see appendix A).

In the section 1.4, we show (1.4.1.4) result & (minimal model). Our proof will use obstruction
theory. Then, we compare (1.4.2.1) a minimal model obtained in this way with one obtained due
to the perturbation lemma (see for example [HK91]).

1.1 Reminders and notations

1.1.1 Differential Graded objects

We fix notations that we will use throughout this chapter.

The basic category

Let K be a field. Let C be an abelian K-linear, semi-simple, cocomplete category with exact filtered
colimits (i.e. a semi-simple Grothendieck K-category). We further assume that C is endowed with
the structure of a K-bilinear monoidal category given by the functor

®:CxC—C,
a unit object e, and associativity and unitality constraints
XY eZ2)~(XQY)® Z, XRe~X~e®X, X,)Y,Z eC.

We suppose that for all objects X of C, the functors X ® — and — ® X are exact and commute
with filtered colimits.

The category of K-vector spaces satisfies the above hypotheses. The reason why we work in a
more general framework is the natural appearance of other examples in the study of A,.-categories
(see chapter 5).

Graded objects

A graded object (in C) is a sequence M = (MP),ez of objects in C. Let M and L be two graded
objects The category GrC of graded objects has for the space of morphisms from M to L the
Z-graded vector space with components

Homg,c(M, L)" = | [ Homc(M?, LP*7), reZ.
P
We call the elements of the r-th component graded morphisms of degree r. The tensor product
of two graded objects M and L has for components
(MeL"= @ M oL, nez.
ptg=n
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Let f: M — M’ and g : L — L’ be two graded morphisms of r and s. The tensor product
f®g ML — M &L
is a morphism of degree r + s whose n-th component is induced by the morphisms
(_1)p8fp ®gq MP @ LI — Mptr ® qu+s, p+q=n.

The unit object for the graded tensor product is the graded object of which all the components
are zero, except the 0-th, which is e. We also denote this by e. The category GrC is thus equipped
with the structure of a monoidal category. We define the suspension functor S : GrC — GrC by

(SM)" = M+, i € Z.
We denote
sy M — SM
the graded functorial morphism of degree —1 with components
sy =1y MY — (SM)1, i € Z.

The morphism s~ is denoted by w. Note the equality

w¥ 0 58 = (1) T 1 e

Differential graded objects

A differential graded object (or complex) is a pair (M,d), where M is a graded object and d is
a differential, that is, an endomorphism of M of degree +1, such that d> = 0. The subobject
Z'M = kerd® of M* is the object of cycles of degree i of the complex M. The subobject B*M =
Imdi~! of Z!M is the object of boundaries of degree i in the complex M. Let (M, dys) and (L, dz)

be two complexes, the space of graded morphisms Homg,c(M, L) with the differential § given
componentwise by

8" : Homg,c(M,L)" — Homg,c(M,L) 1, r€Z.
f = dpof—(=1)"fody

The category CC has for objects complexes and for morphism spaces
Homec (M, L) = Z°(Homg,c(M, L), 6).
If M and L are two complexes, we equip the graded tensor product M ® L with the differential
dygr =dy @1 + 1) ®dp.

We have thus equipped CC with the structure of a monoidal category with a graded unit object e
with zero differential. If M is a complex, we endow its suspension SM with the differential

—1
dSM = 7SMOdMOSM.

The functor homology H : CC — GrC sends a complex M to the graded object HM with compo-
nents 4 4 '
H'M =Z'M/B*M, i€ Z.
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A quasi-isomorphism of CC is a morphism which induces an isomorphism on homology. A complex
is acyclic if it is quasi-isomorphic to the zero object. Two morphisms of complexes f,g: M — L are
homotopic if there exists a morphism 7 : M — L of degree —1 such that 6(r) = f — g. Homotopy is
an equivalence relation. The category HC has for objects complexes and for the space of morphisms
from M to L homotopy classes of morphisms in the category CC :

Homyc(M, L) = H°(Homg,c(M, L), ).
We denote (again) by H : HC — GrC the functor induced by the homology functor.

1.1.2 Algebras and coalgebras
Algebras

Let M be one of the categories C, GrC or CC. An algebra (A, u) in M is an object A equipped
with an associative multiplication p: A ® A — A (and of degree 0 if M = GrC). Define u(? = p,
and for all n > 3, u(™ : A®" — A by

p™ = p1epth).

For n > 1, we call cok ("1 the algebra of n-irreducibles of A.
Let f,g: A — B be two morphisms of algebras. An (f, g)-derivation is a morphism D : A — B
satisfying the Leibniz rule
Dop=po(feD+D®yg).

A derivation for an algebra A is a (14,1 4)-derivation.
Let V be a graded in M. The reduced tensor algebra over V is the object

TV =Hve
i>1
endowed with the multiplication ;1 whose components
VR Ve 5 VOt 5 TV
are given by the associativity constraint of the monoidal category M. An algebra A of M is free if
it is isomorphic to TV for an object V' in M. We thus have V ~ cok p14.

Lemma 1.1.2.1 (Universal property of tensor algebra). -
Let (A, i) be an algebra. For n > 1, we by denote j, : V€™ — T(V) the canonical injection.

a. The map f + foji is a bijection from the set of algebra morphisms 7'(V) — A to the set of
morphisms V' — A in M (of degree 0 if M = GrC). The inverse map associates to g: V' — A
the algebra morphism mor(g) : TV — A whose n-th component is

@n (n)
yon L, gon g n>1.

b. Let f,g: A — B be two algebra morphisms. The map D — D o j; is a bijection from the
set of (f, g)-derivations to the set of morphisms V' — A in M. The inverse map associates to
h:V — A the (f, g)-derivation der(h) : TV — A whose n-th component is

pWol T (Feheg®)|,  nxl
I+1+j=n
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A graded algebra (resp. differential graded algebra) is an algebra in the category GrC (resp. the
category CC). We denote by Alg the category of differential graded algebras. A morphism in Alg
is a quasi-isomorphism if it induces an isomorphism on homology. A differential graded algebra is
almost free if it is free as a graded algebra. Two morphisms f,g: A — B of Alg are homotopic if
there exists a (f, g)-derivation H : A — B graded of degree —1 such that

f—g=dH+ Hd.

It will follow from proposition A.13 applied to example 1.3.1.1 that, if the algebra A is almost free,
the homotopy relation is an equivalence relation on the set of morphisms of algebras from A to B.

Coalgebras

A coalgebra in M is an object C' equipped with a coassociative comultiplication A : C — C® C,
ie. (A®1)A = (1®A)A. Define A® = A and, for any n >3, A : C — C®" by

A = (1272 g A)o AP~D),

Let n > 1. The kernel C,) = ker A+ s a sub-coalgebra of C; we call it the sub-coalgebra of
n-primitives of C'. The increasing sequence of sub-coalgebras

C[l] C C[Q] C C[g] [GRERE
is the primitive filtration of a coalgebra C. A coalgebra C' is cocomplete if
colim C[i] =C.

Let f and g : C — B be two morphisms of coalgebras. A (f,g)-coderivation is a morphism
D : C' — B satisfying the dual Leibniz rule

AoD=(f®@D+D®g)oA.

A coderivation of C is a (1¢, 1¢)-coderivation.
Let V' be an object in M. A reduced tensor coalgebra over V' is an object

TV = Ve
i>1
endowed with a comultiplication whose n-th component
VO — @iV @ VS — TV TV,

is the sum of the morphisms V&" — V® ® V®J given by the associativity constraint from the
monoidal structure of M. Note that if C' is isomorphic to a reduced tensor coalgebra, it is isomorphic
to T¢(Cfyy). Reduced tensor coalgebras are cocomplete.

Lemma 1.1.2.2 (Universal property of tensor coalgebras). o
Let C be a cocomplete coalgebra. For n > 1, we denote by p, : T¢(V) — V& the canonical
projection
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a. The map f — p; o f is a bijection from the set of morphisms of coalgebras to the set of
morphisms C' — V in M (of degree 0 if M = GrC). The inverse map associates to g : C' — V
a coalgebra morphism mor(g) : C — TV where the n-th component is

Al ®n
C =25 oo Ly yen n> 1.

b. Let f,g: C — TV be two coalgebra morphisms. The map D +— p; o D is a bijection from
the set of (f, g)-coderivations C' — T°V to the set of morphisms C' — V. The inverse map
associates to h : C — V a (f, g)-coderivation cod(h) : C' — T¢V where the n-th component
is

Z (f@h®g®) | oA, n > 1.
I+14j=n

Remark 1.1.2.3. The canonical isomorphism
ee®e

makes C' = e a coalgebra. It is not cocomplete. There is no nonzero morphism C' — V' that lifts
to a morphism of coalgebras C — T°V.

We denote by Cog the category of differential graded coalgebras and by Cogc the subcategory
of Cog formed by the cocomplete coalgebras. Two morphisms f,g : C' — B of differential graded
coalgebras are homotopic if there exists a graded (f, g)-coderivation H : C — B of degree —1 such
that

f—g9g=dH+ Hd.

It will follow from Theorem 1.3.1.2 and Lemma A.12 that, if the graded coalgebra underlying B is
isomorphic to a reduced graded tensor coalgebra, then homotopy is an equivalence relation on the
set of coalgebra morphisms from C' to B.

1.2 A_-algebras and A_-coalgebras

1.2.1 Definitions

Definition 1.2.1.1. Let n be an integer > 1. An A -algebra is an object A of GrC equipped with
a family of graded morphisms

mi:A®i—>A, 1<i<n,
of degree 2 — i satisfying, for all 1 < m < n, the equation
(*m) > (1) m (1% @ mp @191 = 0
in Homg,c(A®™, A), where the integers i, j, k,l are such that j+k+{=mand i =j+1+1. An

A -algebra (or strongly homotopy associative algebra) is an object A in GrC equipped with graded
morphisms m; : A% — A, i > 1, of degree 2 — i satisfying the equation (x,,) for all m > 1.
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Definition 1.2.1.2. An A, -morphism of A,-algebras f: A — B is a family of graded morphisms
fi: A® — B, 1<i<n,
of degree 1 — i satisfying, for all 1 < m < n, the equation
() SN @ my @150 = S (1) m(fiy @ 8 fi)

in Homg,.c(A®™, B), where the integers i, 4, k,l in the left sum are such that j + k + 1 = m and

i=j4+1+1and
s= 3 ((172'“) 3 iv).

2<u<r 1<v<u

An A, -morphism f is strict if f; =0 for all i > 2. A composition of an A,-morphism f: A — B
with an A,-morphism g : B — C' is defined by

@Hm=>_ Y (Dolfi®...2f)

T it tin=m

as a morphism from A®™ to C, where s is the same sign as before. The identity of an A,-algebra
A is the Aj-morphism such that f; =14 and f; =0if 2 < i < m. An A, -morphism is a family
of graded morphisms f; : A®? — B, i > 1, of degree 1 — i satisfying the equation (¥x,,) for all
m > 1. For the A,-algebras, the components of the composition and identity are defined by the
same formulas as for the A, -algebras.

It will result from section 1.2.2 that we thus obtain a category.
Denote by Alg.. the category of A -algebras. Likewise, for all n > 1, we obtain a category Alg,,
of A, -algebras.

Remark 1.2.1.3. The definition of A .-algebras implies the following formulas which explain the
other name of an A -algebra: strongly homotopically associative. The equality

(*1) mym; =0
shows that (A, m;) is a complex. The equality
(*2) mymg =mz (m1 ®1+1&my)

of morphisms A®? — A means that the differential m; is a derivation for the multiplication ms.
The equality

(x3) Ma(m2®1—1@m2)=mmz+mz3(mM R11+10m; 1+1011m)

of morphisms A®3 — A expresses that the lack of associativity of ms is equal to the boundary of
mg in the complex
Homg,c((A,m1)®3, (A, my)).

This means that the graded object A endowed with the multiplication mso is an algebra whose
multiplication is associative up to homotopy.
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Similarly, the definition of an A ,-morphism f : A — B implies the following formulas. The
equality
(#%1) fimi=mifi
shows that the graded morphism f; is a morphism of complexes. The equality

(#x2) fime =ma (f1 @ fi) +mifo+ fo(mi @1+ 1®@my)

means that the lack of compatibility of f; with the multiplications of A and B are measured by
the boundary of fo in
Homg,c((A,m1)®2, (B, my)).

Remark 1.2.1.4. If (V,d) is a complex, the morphisms
my =d, m; =0 for i>2

define an A -algebra structure on V. The category CC of complex is a non-full subcategory of
Alg .

Remark 1.2.1.5. If ((A,d), m) is a differential graded algebra, the morphisms
my =d, mo = m, m; =0 for i>3

define an A . -algebra structure on A. Conversely, if in an A-algebra A, the multiplications m; are
zero for ¢ > 3, the complex (A, m;) equipped with multiplication ms : A ® A — A is a differential
graded algebra. The category Alg of differential graded algebras is a non-full subcategory of Alg.

Definition 1.2.1.6. An A -quasi-isomorphism f is an A,.-morphism such that f; is a quasi-
isomorphism of complexes.

Definition 1.2.1.7. Let A and A’ be two A-algebras. Let f and g be two A,.-morphisms
A — A’. A homotopy between f and g is a family of morphisms

hi : A®" — B, 1 <1,
of degree —i satisfying, for all 1 < n, the equation (x * %)

fo—gn = DM (fi, ®.. 0 fi, Oy ® g5, ®... @ gj,)
+ 30 (=1)F R (197 @ my, @ 194)

in Homg,c(A®", B), where the sum of the integers iy,...i., k,j1,...5¢ is n, where j +k+1=n

and where
s=1+ Z (1_ja)(n_2ju)+k Z iu+ Z (1_2-04)27;%

1<a<t u>a 1<u<r 2<a<lr u<a

Two A.-morphisms of A -algebras f and g are homotopic if there exists a homotopy between f
and g.

Definition 1.2.1.8. A A -coalgebra (or strongly homotopically co-associative coalgebra) is an
object C of GrC endowed with a family of graded morphisms

A C — C%, i>1,
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of degree 2 — ¢ such that the morphism
sT'c — s~y
i>1

whose components are
—w® o A;os (where w =s"1)

is factorized by the monomorphism
@(S—lc)@)i N H(S—lcr)@i
i>1 i>1

and that, for all m > 1, we have
()P @ A; @ 195)A =0,

where the integers i, j, k, [l in the left sum are such that i + j+k=mand =i+ 1+ k.
The cobar construction below will help to better understand this definition.

1.2.2 Bar and cobar constructions

The bar construction is due to S. Eilenberg and S. Mac Lane [EML53] for differential graded
algebras (see also [Car55]) and due to J. Stasheff [Sta63b] for A.-algebras. It allows, among
other things, a reformulation of the definition of A,.-structures. It also gives an explanation
(Remark 1.2.2.2) of the signs appearing in the equations (#,,) of the definition of A.-algebras.
The cobar construction is analogous to the bar construction in the case of A-coalgebras [Ada56].

Bar construction

Let A be a graded object. Let a family of graded morphisms of
m; : A% — A, i>1,
of degree 2 —i. For all ¢ > 1, we define a bijection

Homgrc(A@)i,A) — Homch((SA)@)i,SA)
m; bi

by the relation

b; = —som;ow® where w=3s

Note that the morphism b; has degree +1.

Let T<(SA) be the reduced graded tensor coalgebra on SA. By virtue of Lemma 1.1.2.2, the
morphism
P54 — 54

i>1

with components b; can be lifted into a single coderivation

b: Te(SA) —s To(SA).
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Lemma 1.2.2.1 (J. Stasheff [Sta63b]). The following propositions are equivalent:
a. The m; define an A, -algebra structure on A.

b. For each m > 1, the following equation holds

> b1 ebe1%) =0.

Jj+k+l=m
GH14l=i

c. The coderivation b is a differential, i.e. b> = 0.

Proof. The equivalence between the first two points is the result of the following equalities in
Homgrc (A%, SA)

bio (1% @ by, @ 1%Y) = sm;w® o (197 ® smpw®* ® 19)

_ (_1)l sm; o (w®j ® (mk o w®k) ® w®l)

_ (_1)l+jk sm; o (1®j R My ® 1®l) ow®n.
As the coderivation b is of odd degree, its square is still a coderivation. By Lemma 1.1.2.2, we
therefore have b? = 0 if and only if p;b?> = 0. This shows the equivalence of the last two points. [J

Remark 1.2.2.2 (Signs). The choice of the bijection m; <> b; is not canonical. Another choice
would give other signs in the equations (%,,) of the definition 1.2.1.1.

Definition 1.2.2.3. The differential graded coalgebra (T¢(SA), b) associated to an A -algebra A
is denoted BA and is called the bar construction of A.

Let A and A’ be two A.-algebras. For all i > 1, we define a bijection
Homgrc(A®i,A') — Homgrc((SA)®i7 SA/)

by the relation '
wo Fy = (=) Al f; 0 0®’

where F; is a graded morphism of degree |F;|. Let there be a family of graded morphisms
fi: A% A i>1,
of degree 1 —i. Let
F:BA — BA
be the morphism of graded coalgebras which lifts the morphism
Psa)® — saA’
i>1

with components F;.

A proof similar to that of lemma 1.2.2.1 shows that the f; define a morphism of A, -algebras
if and only if F' is compatible with differentials. Thus, the equations (x,,) are the translation of
the fact that the (F, F')-coderivation F obga — bpas o F' vanishes.
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Let A and A’ be two A-algebras. Let f and g be two A,,-morphisms of A, -algebras. Let
F and G be coalgebra morphisms BA — BA’ corresponding to f and g. Let H : BA — BA’ be
a (F, G)-coderivation of degree —1. It is determined (Lemma 1.1.2.2) by its composition with the
projection on S A’
pioH :BA— SA.

whose components are denoted
H;: (SA)®" — SA', i>1.

The bijections F; « f; send the morphisms H; to the morphisms h; : A®? — A’ i > 1. This
defines a bijection from the set of (F, G)-coderivations of degree —1 to the product of spaces of
graded morphisms A®? — A’, i > 1, of degree —i. This bijection sends a homotopy H : BA — BA’
between the coalgebra morphisms F' and G to the homotopy between the A,,-morphisms f and g
defined by the family

hi: A%t > A’ > 1.

The equations (x * *,,) of the definition 1.2.1.7 are the translation of the equation F' — G = §(H).

We thus obtain a functor B : Alg,, — Cogc called the bar construction functor. It sends ho-
motopic A,-morphisms to homotopic morphisms of coalgebras. The bar construction induces an
equivalence between the category of A,-algebras and the full subcategory Cogc formed of differen-
tial graded coalgebras whose underlying graded coalgebra is isomorphic to a reduced tensor graded
coalgebra.

Let V be a graded object and n > 1. The sub-coalgebra of n-primitives of T¢V has the
underlying graded space
@ v

1<i<n

We denote this coalgebra by T[%]V. A reasoning analogous to that which we have just made for
the A -algebras makes it possible to construct a fully faithful functor

B, : Alg,, — Cogc

which sends a A,-algebra A to the differential graded coalgebra (E(SA)7 b), where b is the dif-
ferential constructed using the bijection b; <+ m;.

Cobar construction

Let C be a graded object. For ¢ > 1, define the bijection

Homg,c(C,C®") — Homg,c(S~'C,(S71C)¥")

by the relation

Consider a family of graded morphisms

A C — C%, i>1,
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of degree 2 — ¢ such that the morphism
s7c— [Js1o)®
i>1
whose components are the D;, i > 1, is factorized by the monomorphism

Psro)E — [ o)

i>1 i>1

By way of Lemma 1.1.2.1, the graded morphism S~'C — T.S~!C thus obtained extends to a
unique derivation of algebras of TS~!C. Using Lemma 1.1.2.1, we show that we have D? = 0 if
and only if the A; define a A-coalgebra structure on C. Thus, the differentials of the algebra
TS~1C are in bijection with the A,.-coalgebra structures on the graded object C.

Definition 1.2.2.4. We denote by QC the differential graded algebra (T'S~'C, D) associated to
an A-coalgebra C'. It’s called the cobar construction of C.

The category Cog., of A.-coalgebras has as objects Ao-coalgebras. We define its morphisms
in such a way that the construction cobar

Q: Cog,, — Alg

becomes a fully faithful functor. The category of differential graded coalgebras is then identified
with a subcategory (not full) of the category of A,.-coalgebras.

We also note by B (resp. §2) the restriction of the bar (resp. cobar) construction to differential
graded algebras (resp. cocomplete coalgebras).

Lemma 1.2.2.5. The functor €2 : Cogc — Alg is left adjoint to the functor B : Alg — Cogc.

Proof. This lemma is well known. Let A be an algebra and C' a cocomplete coalgebra. It suffices
to show that we have a functorial isomorphism

HomCOgC(C’ BA) L) HOIT‘IA|g(QC7 A)

Let F: C — BA be a coalgebra morphism. As BA is a reduced graded tensor coalgebra, the data
of F is equivalent (Lemma 1.1.2.2) to that of

f=mF:C— SA.

Let 7 = wo f. The condition dgs o F — F o dc = 0 results in the fact that 7 is a twisting cochain,
i.e. that we have

dgorT+70odec+mor®?o0A=0.

The graded morphism f’ = 7 o s extends in a unique way (Lemma 1.1.2.1) to a morphism of
algebras I’ : QC — A because QC is free on S~'C as a graded algebra. The compatibility of F’
with the differential is equivalent to the fact that 7 is a twisting cochain. O
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1.3 Cogc as a model category

Section Plan

This section is divided into 5 subsections.

In the first subsection (1.3.1), we recall [Hin97] the model category structure on the category
Alg of differential graded algebras. We state the main theorem (1.3.1.2) and deduce the theorem
of A -quasi-isomorphisms (1.3.1.3. a) and the homotopy theorem (1.3.1.3. b).

In the second subsection 1.3.1, we show the main theorem (1.3.1.2). For the characterization
of fibrant objects of Cogc, we will need some results from the next subsection.

In subsection 1.3.3, we show that the category Alg., admits the structure of a “model category
without limits” (1.3.3.1). We then show that the bar construction B : Alg., — Cogc is compatible
with the (“limitless”) model category structures of Alg., and Cogc (1.3.3.5).

In subsection 1.3.4, we compare left homotopy (in the sense of model categories) with homotopy
“in the classical sense” on morphisms of cocomplete differential graded coalgebras.

In subsection 1.3.5, we compare weak equivalences of Cogc with quasi-isomorphisms of Cogc.

1.3.1 The principal theorem

The reader who is not familiar with model categories in the sense of Quillen will find in the ap-
pendix A some reminders of certain key statements and the classic references.

The model category Alg

In the category Alg of differential Z-graded algebras (1.1.2), consider the following three classes
of morphisms:

- the class Qis of quasi-isomorphisms,
- the class Fib of morphisms f : A — B such that f™ is an epimorphism for all n € Z,

- the class Cof of morphisms which have the left lifting property with respect to the morphisms
in Qis N Fib.
Let E be one of the full subcategories of Alg whose objects are respectively

(I) the algebras A such that AP =0 for all p > 0,

(IT) the algebras A such that AP =0 for all p < 0.

H. Munkholm proved in [Mun78] that E becomes a model category if it is equipped with E N Qis,
ENFib, and the class of morphisms E which have the left lifting property respect to the morphisms
of EN Qis N Fib. H. Munkholm’s result was reinforced by V. Hinich:

Theorem 1.3.1.1 (Hinich [Hin97]). The category Alg endowed with the classes of morphisms
defined above is a model category. Cofibrant algebras are algebras that are isomorphic to an
almost free algebra. All algebras are fibrant. O

The more general case where the base ring is not a field is due to J. F. Jardine [Jar97].
S. Schwede and B. Shipley [SS00] generalized these results to categories of algebras over monoidal
model categories.
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The principal theorem and its consequences

In the category Cogc of differential graded cocomplete cogebras, we consider the following three
classes of morphisms:

- the class £q of weak equivalences is formed of the morphisms f : C — D such that QF :
QC — QD is a quasi-isomorphism of algebras,

- the class Cof of cofibrations is made up of the morphisms f : C — D which, as morphisms
of complexes, are monomorphisms,

- the class Fib of fibrations is made up of morphisms which have the right-lifting-property with
respect to trivial cofibrations.

It turns out that the class of weak equivalences is strictly included in the class of quasi-
isomorphisms of coalgebras (see Section 1.3.5). On the other hand, it is well known (and we
will prove it again, see the Proposition 1.3.5.1) that a quasi-isomorphism between cocomplete coal-
gebras is a weak equivalence if the two coalgebras are concentrated in degrees < —1 or in degrees
> 0.

Theorem 1.3.1.2.

a. The category Cogc equipped with the three classes of morphisms above is a model category.
All its objects are cofibrant. An object of Cogc is fibrant if and only if its underlying graded
coalgebra is isomorphic to a reduced tensor coalgebra.

b. Equip the category Alg with the model category structure of Theorem 1.3.1.1. The pair of
adjoint functors (2, B) from Cogc to Alg is a Quillen equivalence.

Proof. See Section 1.3.2. O

Point b of the theorem reinforces classical theorems (see [Moo71], [HMS74, th. 4.4 and 4.5]).
It seems to be new in the form we give. Our proof is an adaptation of Hinich’s [Hin01], based in
turn on Quillen’s [Qui69]. The fact that the bar and cobar functors induce inverse equivalences
of each other in the homotopy categories is non-trivial but its proof is not very difficult. Let
us now deduce, using homotopy algebra techniques of Quillen (see appendix A) the A..-quasi-

isomorphism theorem, the homotopy theorem and the generalization of theorem [Mun78, Thm. 6.2]
of H. J. Munkholm.

Corollary 1.3.1.3.
a. The homotopy relation (see Definition 1.2.1.7) in Alg_ is an equivalence relation.

b. A quasi-isomorphism of A-algebras is a homotopy equivalence (i.e. an isomorphism in the
quotient category of Alg., by the homotopy relation).

c. Let dash be the full subcategory of Alg., consisting of differential graded algebras. Let ~
denote the homotopy relation on dash. The inclusion Alg < dash induces an equivalence

Alg[Qis™'] = dash/~ .
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The idea of point ¢ goes back to J. Stasheff and S. Halperin [SH70]. It was proved under the
conditions (I) or (II) (see top of this section) by H. J. Munkholm [Mun78]. The points a and b
have been known (especially among rational homotopy specialists) since the beginning of the 80s,
at least for connected A.-algebras (i.e. concentrated in homological degrees > 1), see for example
A. Prouté [Pro85, chap. 4] or T. V. Kadeishvili [Kad87].

Proof. From Section 1.2.2, we know that two morphisms of A..-algebras
fig:A— A

are homotopic if and only if Bf and Bg are homotopic morphisms of coalgebras. By the main
theorem (1.3.1.2), the coalgebra BA’ is fibrant in Cogc and every object of Cogc is cofibrant. Let
us provisionally accept (see Proposition 1.3.4.1 below) the following result: the homotopy relation
in the classical sense on HomCOgC(BA, BA’) is equal to the left homotopy relation for the model
category Cogc.

a. This is Lemma A.12 applied to the closed model category Cogc.

b. A A-quasi-isomorphism f: A — A’ induces (see Proposition 1.3.3.5 below) a morphism

Bf: BA — BA,

which is a weak equivalence of Cogc between fibrant and cofibrant objects. It is therefore invertible
up to homotopy in Cogc (see Proposition A.13).
c. By the main theorem 1.3.1.2; the functor B induces an equivalence

Alg[Qis'] = Ho Alg -~ Ho Cogc.
We have the equivalence (see Proposition A.13)
Cogc.s/~ — Ho Cogc.
The functor B takes its values from Cogc. It therefore induces an equivalence
Alg[Qis™'] = Cogc ¢/~.

Its image is isomorphic to dash/~. O

1.3.2 Proof of the principal theorem

Our proof of the main theorem 1.3.1.2 requires the prior study of filtered algebras and cogebras.

Filtered Objects

Let M be one of the categories GrC or CC. A filtration of an object X of M is an increasing
sequence
XoCX1C"'CXiCXi+1C"', 1€ N

of subobjects of X. It is exhaustive if we have

colim X; = X.
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It is admissible if it is exhaustive and if Xy = 0. A filtered object of M is an object of M equipped
with a filtration. Let X and Y be two filtered objects The graded object GrX associated to X is
defined by the sequence of objects of M

Gro = Xo, GrX=X,/X;—1, i>1
A morphism f: X — Y of M is a morphism of filtered objects if we have
f(Xi) CY;
for all ¢ € N. The tensor product X ® Y is endowed with the filtration defined below

(X®Y)i= Y X,0Y, icN.
pF+q=i

This endows the category of filtered objects of M with a monoidal category structure whose neutral
element is the object e equipped with the filtration e; = e, i € IN. The suspension SX of the object
of M underlying X is endowed with the filtration given by (SM); = SM;, ¢ € N.

A filtered complex 1is a filtered object in CC.

Definition 1.3.2.1. Let X and Y be two filtered complexes. A morphism f: X — Y is a filtered
quasi-isomorphism if the morphisms

Gr,C — Gr;D, i€ N,
induced by f are quasi-isomorphisms of complexes.

A filtered algebra (resp. filtered coalgebra) is an algebra (resp. coalgebra) in the category of
filtered complexes. A admissible filtered coalgebra is a C' coalgebra endowed with an admissible
filtration. Note that we then have

ACi1 CC;C;, i€N.

We will show (Lemma 1.3.2.2) that any filtered quasi-isomorphism between admissible filtered
coalgebras is a weak equivalence of Cogc.

Let C' be a filtered cocommutative coalgebra, complete as a coalgebra. The filtration of C'
induces a filtration on each tensor power of S~'C. We thus obtain an algebra filtration on the
cobar construction Q2C. Let C' and D be two filtered and cocomplete coalgebras. Let us equip
the cobar constructions QC' and QD with the filtrations induced by those of C' and D. The cobar
construction maps a morphism of filtered coalgebras f : C'— D to a morphism of filtered algebras
Qf : QC — QD.

Let A be a filtered algebra. The filtration of A induces a coalgebra filtration on the bar
construction BA of A. Let A and A’ be two filtered algebras. Let us equip the bar constructions
BA and BA’ with the filtrations induced by those of A and A’. The bar construction maps a
morphism of filtered algebras f : A — A’ to a morphism of filtered coalgebras Bf : BA — BA’.

Let C be a cocomplete coalgebra. The primitive filtration of the coalgebra C is defined by the
sequence of sub-coalgebras of é-primitives Cy;, for ¢ > 1, completed by Cjg = 0. Since the base
category C is semi-simple, the primitive filtration of C' is a coalgebra filtration. It is admissible
and induces a filtration on QC, which in turn induces a filtration on the bar construction BQC.
We call this latter filtration the C-primitive filtration of BQC.
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Lemma 1.3.2.2. A filtered quasi-isomorphism of filtered admissible coalgebras is a weak equiva-
lence.

Proof. Let C and D be two admissible coalgebras, and f : C' — D be a filtered quasi-isomorphism.
We will show that the algebra morphism

Qf : QC — QD

is a filtered quasi-isomorphism for the filtrations of Q2C' and 2D induced by those of C' and D. We
recall that the differential of QC' is the unique coderivation d that extends the morphism

s~lc - qc

with non-zero components odcs and 0 As®2. Let’s equip Q2C with the filtration induced by that
of C. Let i > 1. As the filtration of C is admissible, Gr;(C®7) = 0 if j > i. Equip

GrQC = Gri( D C®f)
1<j<i

with the filtration

R=6u( @ %), iz

i—1<j<i

The contribution of wAs®? in the differential d of Gr;QC decreases the filtration. Thus, only the
morphism wdcs contributes to the differential of the graded object associated with Fj, for [ > 1.

The morphism
Gr,QC — Gr;QD

is filtered for this filtration, and it clearly induces a quasi-isomorphism in the graded objects. [J
Lemma 1.3.2.3.

a. Let A and A’ be two differential graded algebras. The bar construction maps a quasi-
isomorphism of algebras f : A — A’ to a filtered quasi-isomorphism f : BA — BA’ fro the
primitive filtration.

b. Let A be a differential graded algebra. The adjunction morphism
¢:QBA— A

is a quasi-isomorphism of algebras.

c. Let C be a cocomplete coalgebra. Equip C' with the primitive filtration and BQC' with the
C-primitive filtration. The adjunction morphism

¥ :C —s BQC

is a filtered quasi-isomorphism.

Proof.
a. The primitive filtration of BA has the associated graded object

Gri(BA) = (SA)®", icN.
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By the Kiinneth theorem, a quasi-isomorphism f : A — A’ induces a quasi-isomorphism in these
subquotients.

b. We are going to introduce exhaustive filtrations on both A and Q2BA in such a way that
the adjunction morphism becomes a filtered quasi-isomorphism. Let’s consider the filtration of A
defined as A; = A for i > 1 and Ay = 0. Now, let’s equip 2BA with the induced filtration from
the primitive filtration of BA. The adjunction morphism

¢:QBA— A
is clearly a filtered morphism. It induces a morphism
GFZ(QBA) — GriA, i€ N,

in the graded objects, which is the identity of A if ¢ = 1, and which is zero if ¢ > 2. To show that
the adjunction morphism is a quasi-isomorphism, it suffices to show that, for ¢ > 2, the complex
Gr;(2BA) is contractible Consider the complex V = SA. Notice that we have an isomorphism of
complexes:

@ Gri(QBA) =5 QT<V

i>1
which identifies the component Gr;(Q2BA), i > 1, with the sum of
STVe @ @S VO C (§T1TeV)k,

where k > 1 and where i1 +...+14; = i. Let ¢ > 2. Consider the graded morphism r : Gr;(QBA) —
Gr;(QBA) of degree —1 given by the morphisms

STIWVE STV R . @ STIVEN 5 §TIYEItR g g 9TV ER

which we define to be zero if i; # 1 and equivalent to 7o (s ® 19¥) otherwise; here 7 is the natural
isomorphism

VRSl g, @8 Ve I gnlyelte g g 5Ty @k,

We verify that the graded morphism r is a contracting homotopy of the complex Gr;(2BA).
c. We must demonstrate that the morphism of complexes

¥ GrC' — Gr(BQC)

is a quasi-isomorphism. Let W = Gr(S~1C). Since C is admissible, the comultiplication of GrC is
zero, and
Gr(BQC) = BQ(GrO)

is the sum of complexes
Vi = Q}SW@1 Q...0 SW&k  §>1,

where k > 1 and 41 + ...+ ix = i. The composite of the morphism

GrC — GrBQC
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with the projection onto V; is zero if i > 2 and is the identity of GrC' if i = 1. It remains to show
that V; is contractible for ¢ > 2. Let ¢ > 2. Let r : V; — V; be a graded morphism of degree —1
defined by the morphisms

SWoutiz @ @ SWOk — s SW®h @ SW®2 g ... @ SWk

which are defined to be zero if i; # 1 and as 7o (s ® 1¥971) otherwise; here 7 is the natural
isomorphism

STIWEME @ @ STIWOR W e STIWOR @ .. @ STk,
We verify that the morphism 7 is a contracting homotopy of V;. U

Proof of the main theorem 1.3.1.2

We start with some preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 1.3.2.4. Let C be a coalgebra and C’ a sub-coalgebra of C' such that AC C C' @ C".
The cobar construction maps the inclusion ¢’ — C to a standard cofibration (1.3.2.5).

To prove this lemma and the following one, we will need the following description from [Hin97]
of cofibrations in Alg: Let A* denote the underlying complex of a differential graded algebra A, and
let FV = TV be the free differential graded algebra over the complex V. Consider a differential
graded algebra A and a complex M. Let o : M — A* be a morphism of complexes. We denote by
C(«) the cone of « in the category CC. Let A(M, ) be the colimit in Alg of the diagram

A+ F(A%) — FC(a).

Definition 1.3.2.5. A morphism f : A — B is a standard cofibration if it is the colimit of a
sequence of composite morphisms

A=Ay A1 — ...~ A, 1> A, n>1,
where all the arrows A; — A;11 are given by the canonical morphisms
Ai — AZ<M7,7 O[i> = Ai+1

for morphisms of complexes a; : M; — Ag. A trivial standard cofibration is a standard cofibration
such that all complexes M; are contractible (i.e. isomorphic to 0 in HC.)

The following facts are proved in [Hin97]: Every cofibration is retracted from a standard cofi-
bration. Similarly, any trivial cofibration is retracted from a trivial standard cofibration.

Proof of Lemma 1.3.2.4. Let E be the cokernel in the category of complexes of the inclusion C’ —
C. Choose a section of C — E in the graded category to obtain an isomorphism

C'eFE =S C

of graded objects. As a graded algebra, the cobar construction QC = Q(C’ & E) is isomorphic to
the coproduct of graded algebras
FS™'C'T1FS™E,
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where F' = T as in (Section 1.3.1). The differential of QC is induced by the comultiplication
of C and the differential of the complex C. According to the decomposition C' = C’ @ E, the
comultiplication of C' is given by two components

Ac:C' = C'"'®C" and Ap:E—=C ®C,

and the differential of C is given by the differential of C’, that of E and a graded morphism
d: E — C' of degree +1. Let the morphism of complexes

[Dy,Ds] : ST?°E — S7'C" @ (S7'C' @ STC)
whose components are defined by s®2 0 Dy = Ag o2 and by so D; = d o s2. We denote
D:S??E— FS'C’UFS™'E

its composition with the injection of S7'C" @ (S7'C’' ® S~C’) into FS™'C' Il FS~'E. By
construction, the differential graded algebra

QC'(ST%E, D)

is the graded algebra F.S~'C’I1I1 FS~!E whose differential is induced by the comultiplication of C",
the differentials of the complexes C’ and F, the morphism Ag and the morphism d. It is therefore
isomorphic to QC' as a differential graded algebra. O

Lemma 1.3.2.6.

a. The cobar construction preserves weak cofibrations and equivalences.
b. The bar construction preserves fibrations and weak equivalences.

Proof.
a. Let ¢ : C ~ D be a cofibration of coalgebras. Consider the filtration of D defined by the
sequence D; = i(C) + Dy, i € N. Notice that Dy is isomorphic to C, and for all i > 1, we have

Therefore, we can apply Lemma 1.3.2.4. It certifies that QD; — QD; ;1 is a standard cofibration.
The morphism QC — QD is the countable composition of standard cofibrations 2D; — QD; .
Hence, it is also a standard cofibration. The cobar construction preserves weak equivalences by
the definition of weak equivalences in Cogc.

b. Let p: A — A’ be a filtration of algebras. The morphism Bf is a fibration if it satisfies the
right lifting property with respect to the trivial cofibrations i : C' — D of coalgebras. Thanks' to
the adjunction between the bar and cobar constructions, this property is equivalent to £2i having
the left lifting property with respect to p. But this is always true according to point a. Therefore,
the morphism Bf is a fibration in Cogc.

Let f : A = A’ be a quasi-isomorphism of algebras. We want to show that Bf is a weak
equivalence, which means that Q2B f is a quasi-isomorphism. Thanks to point b of Lemma 1.3.2.3,

1Says "Grace a 1’adjonction"...
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the vertical arrows in the commutative diagram

AT _u
OBA —— QBA’

these are quasi-isomorphisms. By the saturation property of quasi-isomorphisms, the morphism
QB f is also a quasi-isomorphism. O

Proof of point a of Theorem 1.3.1.2:

(CM1) The colimits of finite diagrams of coalgebras are determined by the colimits of the dia-
grams of the underlying complexes. The constructions of products and equalizers in the category of
cocomplete coalgebras are dual to those of coproducts and coequalizers in the category of algebras,
which are described in [Mun78, 3.3].

(CM2) This is a consequence of the definition of weak equivalences and axiom (CM2) for the
model category structure on Alg.

(CM3) Cofibrations are stable under retracts because they are monomorphisms. Weak equiv-
alences are also stable under retracts because the functor €2 sends a retract to a retract. As for
fibrations, it’s worth noting that a morphism p is a fibration if it has the right lifting property with
respect to trivial cofibrations. It can be verified that a retract of such a morphism p also has the
same lifting property.

(CM4) See (CM5).

(CM5) factorization:
Let f : C' — D be a morphism in Cogc. By Axiom (CM5) for the model category structure on Alg,
we have a factorization of f as

where the cofibration 4 (respectively, the fibration p) in Alg is a quasi-isomorphism. Thus, the
morphism BQf : BQC — BQD factors as Bp o Bi. Consider the following diagram in Cogc:

BA HBQD D

N

C D

l cart.
€&q BA ee

BQC BOQD.
BQf

q




40

Chapter 1 : Homotopy Theory of A, -algebras

Since the diagram is commutative, the morphism f : C' — D is the composition

C — BQC 24 BA

determining a morphism 7 : C' — BA[]zqp D. We will show that

BA HBQD D

LN,

furnishes a factorization of the morphism f in Cogc, where 7 is a cofibration and ¢ is a fibration.
Next, we will demonstrate that the cofibration 7 (res. the fibration ¢) is trivial.

According to point b of Lemma 1.3.2.6, the morphism Bp is a fibration in Cogc. The projection
q: BAllgqp D — D is also a fibration because fibrations are stable under base change. Suppose
for the moment that we know BA[]z,, D — BA is a cofibration (See Lemma 1.3.2.7 below).
The morphism 7 is a monomorphism (i.e., a weak equivalence in Cogc) since the composition

C — BQC B4 BA

as the composition is one. It remains to show that the cofibration 7 (resp. the fibration ¢) is a weak
equivalence Cogc. Suppose for the moment that we know BA[[gqp D — BA is a weak equiva-
lence (See Lemma 1.3.2.7 below). We know from point b of Lemma 1.3.2.6 that the morphism Bi
(resp. Bp) is a weak equivalence. Since the morphism C — BQC (resp. D — BQD) is a weak
equivalence, 7 (resp. q) is also a weak equivalence by the saturation property of the class of weak
equivalences in Cogc.

(CM4) lifting:
a. Consider the commutative diagram in Cogc

E——C

F——D

where ¢ is a trivial fibration and u a cofibration. We are looking for a morphism « such that the
two triangles in the diagram

P

c
| =]
«
u » t
F—>=D
are commutative. Using the construction of the proof of (CM5), we factorize ¢t into ¢ o 7, where
the morphism ¢ : BA[[gnp D — D is a fibration and where the morphism 7 : C — BA[[zop D

is a cofibration. By the saturation property of the class £¢, the morphisms 7 and ¢ are both weak
equivalences.
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The fibrations being morphisms having the right-lifting property with respect to trivial cofi-
brations, there exists a lift r : BA[]z,p D — C in the diagram of Cogc

C ! C

1]

BAHBQDD?D'

All we need to do is find a lifting in the diagram

E——BAllgop D

F— D,
or, equivalently, in the diagram

E BAHBQDD T BA

F— D BQD.

Such a lifting exists thanks to the adjunction between 2 and B and the lifting axiom (CM4) of
the closed model category structure on Alg.

Fibrant and cofibrant objects

All the objects of Cogc are cofibrant since the cofibrations are the monomorphisms.

Let us show that an object of Cogc is fibrant if and only if it is isomorphic, as a graded coalgebra,
to a reduced tensor coalgebra.

Let C be a fibrant object of Cogc. By the lifting axiom (CM4), the trivial cofibration ¢ : C' —
BQC admits a retraction 7 in Cogc. Denote by p; : BQC — (BS2C)py; the canonical projection
and set p{ = rppop1 oy. It is easily checked that the morphism p{ :C— Cy) is universal among
the morphisms of graded objects C” — Cfyj, where C’ is a cocomplete graded coalgebra. Thus p§
induces an isomorphism of graded coalgebras

C — T°(Cpy).

The inverse uses the results of Section 1.3.3. We state the two results from this section that
will be useful here.
(1.3.3.1) The category Alg., can be equipped with a model category structure in which the class
of weak equivalences consists exactly of the Ao -quasi-isomorphisms, and the class of cofibrations
(respectively, fibrations) is formed by the morphisms f : A — A’, where A and A’ are A -algebras,
such that fi is a monomorphism (respectively, an epimorphism) .
(1.3.3.5. a) A morphism f is a weak equivalence in Alg.. if and only if its bar construction Bf is
a weak equivalence in Cogc.
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Our proof of (1.3.3.1) is based on obstruction theory (see B.1). Therefore, we can interpret the
reciprocal that we are going to prove as a consequence of the fact that the operad of A.,-algebras
is the minimal cofibrant model, in the sense of M. Markl [Mar96], of the operad of associative
algebras (see the introduction to Appendix B.1).

Let’s assume that C is a coalgebra that is isomorphic, as a graded coalgebra, to a reduced
tensor coalgebra. We want to show that it is fibrant. It’s worth noting that the subcategory of
Cogc formed by such coalgebras is equivalent to the category Alg., of A.-algebras. The coalgebra
BQC also belongs to this subcategory. The morphism C — BQC is a weak equivalence in Cogc.
By Proposition (1.3.3.5. a), it induces a quasi-isomorphism in the primitives. Axiom (CM4) of
Theorem (1.3.3.1) provides us with a lifting in the diagram

c—t.cC
|7
BOC — 0.

The coalgebra C' is thus a retract of BQC. Since the bar construction preserves fibrations, and as
QC is a fibrant algebra, the coalgebra BQC is a fibrant coalgebra. A retract of a fibrant coalgebra
is also fibrant, so the coalgebra C' is fibrant.

Proof of point b of Theorem 1.3.1.2. This is a corollary of Lemma 1.3.2.3 which tells us that the
adjunction morphisms C' — BQC', where C' is a coalgebra, and 2BA — A, where A is an algebra,
are weak equivalences in Cogc and in Alg. O

The following lemma completes the proof above.

Lemma 1.3.2.7. Let A be an algebra and D a coalgebra. Consider a fibration p : A — QD of
Alg. The morphism j : BA[[zqp D — BA of coalgebras of the Cartesian diagram

BAllgop D — D

BA BQD.

Bp
is a trivial cofibration of Cogc.

Proof. We will provide filtration on the coalgebras

BA H D and  BA
BQD

such that they are admissible filtered coalgebras, and such that j is a filtered quasi-isomorphism.
Consider the exact sequence of complexes:

()—>K—>A—p»QD—>0.

Since the algebra QD is free, we have a splitting of p in the category of graded algebras. The
differential of
A= Ko QD
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is then given by a matrix
dg d
0 dap |’
The splitting provides us with isomorphisms of graded coalgebras:

BA = BK [[ BD,

BA H D= BKHD.
BQD

Equip the coalgebra BQD with the D-primitive filtration. We define filtrations on BA and
BAT]pap D by the sequences

(BA); = Z (BK)pp H(BQD)qa JEeN,

p+q=j

(BA H D); = Z (BK)[p]HD[q], jeN.

BQD p+q=j

They are admissible and respect the differentials of the coalgebras BA and BA [z, D. For these
filtrations, the morphisms j is a filtered morphism. Let j > 1. As a graded object, the complex
Gr(BA) is the sum of

(I) Gr(BQD)® K® @...® Gr(BQD) ® K®* | k> 1.

The differential of Gr(BA) is constructed from the differentials of K, GrD and the morphism
d : QD — K. As a graded object, the complex

Gr(BA [[ D) = Gr(BA) [ 6rD
BQD

is the sum of
(II) GrDRK®* @...®GrD® K®* | k>1.

The differential of Gr(BA]zqp D) is constructed from the differentials of K, Gr(BQD) and the
morphism d’ : QD — K. Thus, the “naive” differential on the sum of the terms (I), respectively
(II), is perturbed by the contribution of d’ : QD — K. To show that j nevertheless induces a quasi-
isomorphism between the sums, we introduce an additional filtration such that in the associated
graded objects, the contribution of d’ : QD — K vanishes. Let the filtration F;Gr(BA), [ € N, of
Gr(BA) be induced by

(BA) = BK [[(BQD)y, 1€N.

Let the filtration F;Gr(BA[]zap D), 1 € N, of Gr(BA]]zop D) whose I-th sub-object, I € N, is
the sum of objects of type (II) comprising a number of terms GrD less than or equal to [. The
morphism
Grj: Gr(BA [[ D) — Gr(BA)
BQD
induces the morphisms
FGr(BA [[ D) — FGr(BA), 1€N.
BQD
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It therefore induces a morphism between the graded objects associated to the filtrations according
to the index [. The latter has as components the morphisms of complexes (with “naive” differentials)

Gry, D@ K®P* @ ...® Gry,_, D ®@ K®P*

|

Gry, (BQD) @ K®P1 @ ... ® Gry, , (BQD) @ K®P*
which are quasi-isomorphisms (see Lemma 1.3.2.3). The morphism
Grj: Gr(BA [[ D) = Gr(BA)
BQD

is therefore a quasi-isomorphism. We have thus just shown that j is a filtered quasi-isomorphism of
admissible coalgebras. By Lemma 1.3.2.2, the morphism j is a weak equivalence. It is a cofibration
because it is clearly a monomorphism. O

1.3.3 Alg_ as a “model category without limits”

In the category Alg., of A.-algebras, we consider the following three classes of morphisms:

- the class £q is made up of weak equivalences, i.e. the morphisms f : A — A’ such that f; is
a quasi-isomorphism,

- the class Cof is made up of the cofibrations, i.e. the morphisms f : A — A’ such that f; is a
monomorphism,

- the class Fib is made up of the fibrations, i.e. the morphisms f : A — A’ such that f; is an
epimorphism.

Theorem 1.3.3.1. The category Alg.., equipped with the three classes defined above, satisfies
the axiom (A) below and the axioms (CM2) — (CM5) of Definition A.7. All objects are fibrant and
cofibrant.

(A) Let g : A — A’ be a fibration and f : A” — A’ a morphism. There exists a fiber product

above
q f

A—s A <— A" .

Axiom (A) is a weakening of axiom (CM1) of Definition A.7. Our proof of this theorem is entirely
based on obstruction theory (Section B.1).

Lemma 1.3.3.2. Let A be an A-algebra and K a complex considered as an A,-algebra (Re-
mark 1.2.1.4). Suppose that the complex K is contractible. Let g : (4,m{!) — (K, mf) be a
morphism of complexes. There exists a morphism of A -algebras

fiA—K

such that f; = g.
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Proof. We construct by induction the morphisms
fi A% S K, 0> 1.

Let fi1 = ¢g. Suppose that we have already constructed morphisms f;, 1 < ¢ < n, which define
an A,-morphism A — K. We are looking for a morphism f,; whose boundary is the cycle

—r(fi,..., fn), i€
6(fat1) +r(fr,-.. s fa) =0 (see B.L5).

As (K, mi) is contractible, there exists such a morphism f,, ;. O
Lemma 1.3.3.3.

a. Let j : A — D be a cofibration of Alg.. There exists an A -algebra D’ and an isomorphism
of A-algebras k: D — D’ such that the composition ko j : A — D’ is a strict morphism.

b. Let ¢ : C — E be a fibration of Alg.,. There exists an Ay -algebra C’ and an isomorphism
l: C" — C such that the composition gol: C' — F is a strict morphism.

Proof. a. We construct, by recursion, the morphisms
k;: D® = D, i>1,

homogeneous of degree 1 — ¢ such that k o j is a strict morphism. We set k; = 1p. Suppose we
have already constructed morphisms k;, 1 < i < n, such that the equation

(eam) Y. > (-Dkio(jn ®...94;) =0, 2<m<n,

1<i<m 3 i.=m

where s is the sign appearing in 1.2.1.2, is satisfied for all 2 < m < n. Let r be a retraction in GrC
of j1 : A— D. Let k,,41 be the morphism defined by the sum

— Z Z ko (Ji, ® ... ® i) or®ntl,

1<i<n Y ip,=n+1

The sequence (ki,...,k,+1) satisfies the equation (eg,,) for 2 < m < n + 1. Since k; is an
isomorphism of graded objects, the morphisms k;, ¢ > 1, induces an isomorphism

K : T¢(SD) % T¢(SD).

We define D’ as the A,.-algebra with the underlying graded object D and with multiplications
m}, ¢ > 1, defined using the bijections m} <> b, (see 1.2.2), by the equations

b, =(KoboK™'),, i>1.

Then the morphism k : D — D’ is clearly an isomorphism of Alg., and the composition ko j is
strict by construction of k.
b. The proof is similar. A section of g; must be used instead of a retraction of j;. O
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Proof of Theorem 1.3.3.1 :

(A):Let ¢: A— A’ be afibration and f : A” — A’ a morphism of Alg_,. The bar construction
sends the morphisms ¢ and f to the morphisms @ : BA — BA’ and F: BA” — BA’. We will
show that the fiber product of Cogc over

Q F

BA BA’ BA"

is still a reduced tensor coalgebra in GrC A section of @)1 in GrC induces an isomorphism
SA = SA' e K,

where K is the kernel of Q. The fiber product BA[];,, BA” is isomorphic, as a graded coalgebra,
to

TeK [[Te(SA") =5 To(K @ SA”).
(CM2) and (CM3) : Immediate.

(CM4) Lifting : Consider the diagram of A,.-algebras

f
—

<
Q

tlj s}

g )

where ¢ is a fibration and j is a cofibration. By Lemma 1.3.3.3, by replacing this diagram with an
isomorphic one, we can assume that the morphisms j and ¢ are strict. Suppose that the fibration
q (resp. the cofibration j) is trivial. We are looking for a lifting « that makes the two triangles of

the diagram commute
A . C
o {7]

We will construct, by recursion, the corresponding morphisms
. DH®i :
a; D" = C, i>1.

By point a of axiom (CM4) for the model category CC, there exists a lifting o that makes both
triangles commute

(A,mit) —L~ (C,mS)
(IT) le al iql
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Suppose that we have already constructed morphisms «;, 1 < ¢ < n, such that the diagram (1)
commutes in the diagram of A,,-algebras. We need to find an «,,; such that

(1) O(apy1) +r(ag,...,an) =0, (see B.1.5)
(2) Qnt1 - 1" = fria,
(3) q1° Oni1 = Gnt1-

Choose a solution § to (2) and (3). For example, if p is a retraction of j; and o a section of ¢; in

GrC, we can choose

8= Fur1p®" + 0gni1 — 0 fup1p®

The morphism j is strict By Lemma B.1.6, we have
(6(/8) + ’I"(Oél, ce- aa’ﬂ)) Ojl = 5(6 ojl) + T(al th ceey Qi Oj1®n)7

and the term on the right is equal to

5(fn+1)+r(f1 Ojlv"'»fn) =0

Similarly, we have q; o (6(8) + r(a1,...,a,)) = 0. The cycle §(8) + r(ay,. .., ay) is factored into

, )
pentl 2y cokj1®"+1 <5 ker T SN C,

where p is the canonical projection and i the canonical injection. Since ker q; (res. cok(j;®"*1)) is
contractible, the cycle ¢’ is the boundary of a morphism A'. The morphism o, 11 = —i0oh'op
satisfies the equations (1), (2) and (3).

Remark 1.3.3.4. The proof of the lifting axiom (CM4) shows that for any lifting oy in the
category CC of diagram (II), there exists a lifting « : D — C in the diagram (I).

(CM5) factorization: Let f: A — B be a morphism of A .-algebras.
a. Let C = B ® S~ !B be the cone of the identity of S~'B. Consider the complex C' as an
A -algebra (See 1.2.1.4). Let j : A — AJ]C be the morphism of A.-algebras with components
14 and 0. The morphism ¢; : A @ C — B with components the morphism f and the canonical
projection C' — B is a lifting in the diagram in CC.
B
0.

Ad C —
Remark 1.3.3.4, applied to point a of axiom (CM4), provides us with a lifting in the diagram in
Alg .
B
[ i
0.

AHC’—>

%
7

In the factorization f = g o j, j is a trivial cofibration, and ¢ is a fibration.
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b. Let C = SA @ A be the cone of the identity on the complex (A4, m1). Let’s consider C' as
an A.-algebra. By Lemma 1.3.3.2, there exists a morphism of A..-algebras i : A — C such that
i1 is the canonical injection A — C. Let j : A — B[] C be the morphism of A.-algebras with
components f and i. It is a trivial cofibration. Let ¢ be the canonical projection B][C — B. It
is a fibration, and the morphism f factors as q o j.

O

Links between the “model categories without limits” Alg__ and the model category Cogc

Let Cogtr be the subcategory of Cogc consisting of coalgebras that are reduced tensor coalgebras
as graded coalgebras. The bar construction induces an isomorphism of categories Alg., — Cogtr.
Equip Cogtr with the structure of a “limitless model category” given by this isomorphism. There-
fore, weak equivalences (resp. cofibrations, resp. fibrations) are the morphisms F : (T¢V,b) —
(T<V',¥') that induce in the primitives a quasi-isomorphism Fy : (V,b1) — (V',b]) (resp. a
monomorphism, resp. an epimorphism).

Proposition 1.3.3.5. Let A and A’ be two A,.-algebras.

a. A morphism f : BA — BA’ is a weak equivalence of Cogtr if and only if it is a weak
equivalence in Cogc.

b. A morphism j: BA — BA’ is a cofibration of Cogtr if and only if it is a cofibration in Cogc.
c. A morphism ¢ : BA — BA’ is a fibration of Cogtr if and only if it is a fibration in Cogc.
Let’s begin with a lemma.

Lemma 1.3.3.6. Let A be an A -algebra. The morphism ¢ : BA — BQBA is a weak equivalence
in Cogtr.

Proof. We want to show that the morphism ¢;; is a quasi-isomorphism, or equivalently, that the
morphism
S7uy: (A,my) — QBA

is a quasi-isomorphism. The morphism S 71¢[1} is the canonical injection of A into 2BA. Equip
QBA with the filtration induced by the primitive filtration of BA. Just as at the end of the proof
of point b of Lemma 1.3.2.3, we show that

Gro(2BA)=A and Gr;(QBA)=0 for i>1.
O

Proof of Proposition 1.3.3.5. a. Let f : BA — BA’ be a weak equivalence in Cogtr. The mor-
phism f is clearly a filtered quasi-isomorphism for the primitive filtration. Therefore, it is a weak
equivalence in Cogc. Let’s assume that f is a weak equivalence in Cogc. By the definition of
weak equivalences in Cogc, the morphism Qf is a quasi-isomorphism, and consequently, the mor-
phism BQf is a weak equivalence in Cogtr. By Lemma 1.3.3.6, the two horizontal arrows in the
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commutative diagram

BA BQBA

[ |

BA' — = BQB' A,

are weak equivalences in Cogtr, and thus, f is also a weak equivalence in Cogtr.

b. Since the cofibrations in Cogc are monomorphisms, a cofibration in Cogtr is also a cofibration
in Cogc. Conversely, if j : BA — BA’ is a cofibration in Cogc, its restriction to the primitives
(BA)j) = SAis a monomorphism. Since we have f((BA)jy)) C (BA')p), the morphism jjj : SA —
S A’ is a monomorphism, and therefore, j is a cofibration in Cogtr.

c. We recall that the fibrations in a model category are the morphisms that have the right
lifting property with respect to trivial cofibrations. This fact follows from axioms (CMS5) and
(CM3) and holds true for Cogtr as well. By points a and b, a fibration in Cogc is also a fibration
in Cogtr. Let’s assume that ¢ is a fibration in Cogtr. Consider the diagram in Cogc

04f>BA

! !
C HgBA,

where j is a trivial cofibration in Cogc. We are looking for a lift of ¢ relative to f. In the diagram
in Cogc below
f

C BA
\
j BQC q
C’\ . BA,
BQC’

¢ is a trivial cofibration in Cogc and BA is fibrant in Cogc. Therefore, we have a factorization of f
as [’ o ¢ for a morphism f’: BQC — BA. Since )5 is a monomorphism and a quasi-isomorphism,
the morphism Bj is a trivial cofibration in Cogtr. As BA’ is cofibrant in Cogtr, the morphism
go f' factors as ¢’ o BQf for a morphism ¢’ : BQC" — BA’. Hence, it suffices to find a lift of ¢’
relative to f/. According to the axiom (CM4) for the category Cogtr, there exists one. O

1.3.4 Homotopy in the classical sense

Let C and C’ be two cocomplete coalgebras. Let f and g be two coalgebra morphisms C' — C”.
They are homotopic in the classical sense if there exists a (f, g)-coderivation h : C' — C’ of degree
—1 such that 6(h) = f — g. We compare this notion to the notion of homotopy in the sense of
model categories (see appendix A).
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Proposition 1.3.4.1. Let ¢ and ¢’ be two cocomplete coalgebras and f,g be two morphisms
c—c.

a. if f and g are homotopic in the classical sense, they are left homotopic (see the definition
AL9).

b. if the coalgebra ¢’ is fibrant, then f and g are homotopic in the classical sense if and only if
they are left homotopic.

Proof. a. We will construct a cylinder C' A I for the coalgebra C, and then we will show that the
classical notion of homotopy is equivalent to the notion of C' A I-homotopy on the left.

We denote I as the complex with the degree 0 component as e & e, the degree —1 component
as e, and all other components are zero. We denote ey and e; as the components of Iy. The
differential d : I — I is given by:

di = {_11} te—eqgPey.

Let A: I — I ® I be the morphism whose non-zero components are given by the morphisms
e — ey ey, €1 —eRe, e——ePe, e—eQe;

given by the unital constraint of the base monoidal category (1.1.1). This defines a coassociative,
differential graded coalgebra structure on I.

Let C be a cocomplete coalgebra. The tensor product C' ® I naturally inherits a differential
graded coalgebra structure the by comultiplication C® I - (C® 1)@ C I ~CeCeI® I.
It is cocomplete. We denote Cy and C; as the components of C[[C. We define the cylinder
CANI=C®I for C using the two morphisms of differential graded coalgebras ¢ and p

GJ[c—cer -,
where the morphism ¢ has nonzero components
Co—C®e, Cr—CQe,
and where the morphism p has nonzero components
CRe —C, C®e — C,

given by the unital constraints of the base category. The morphism ¢ is a cofibration and the
morphism p is a weak equivalence.

Let C’ be a cocomplete coalgebra. Let f, g and h be three graded morphisms C' — C’; with degrees
0, 0, and —1, respectively.

Consider the graded morphism of degree 0, H : C®I — B, whose components are the three graded
morphisms

Cowey=C L0, Coe~C-L(
and C@e~C -1
The morphism H : C ® I — C’ is a morphism of coalgebras if and only if
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- the morphisms f and g are morphisms of coalgebras C' — C’,
- the morphism h : C — C’ is a (f, g)-coderivation.
It is compatible with differentials if and only if
- the morphsism f and g are morphisms of complexes C' — C’
- the morphism h : C — C’ realizes a homotopy between the morphisms of complexes f and g

Finally, we verify that the morphism H is indeed a C' A I-homotopy between f and g.

b. Let C' be a fibrant coalgebra. Let f and g : C' — C’ be two homotopy equivalent morphisms
in the category of models. Let C'A I still denote the cylinder constructed above. By Lemma A.12,
there exists a left C' A I-homotopy H : C AI — C’ between f and g. By the proof of point a, there
exists a homotopy h : C — C’ in the classical sense between f and g. O

1.3.5 Weak equivalences and quasi-isomorphisms

We denote by Qis the class of quasi-isomorphisms of Cogc and by Qisf the class of morphisms
f:C — D of Cogc such that C' and D admit admissible filtrations for which f is a filtered quasi-
isomorphism.

This section is devoted to the comparison of the three classes £q, Qis and Qisf. We will show
in particular the following inclusions

Qisf C Eq C Qis.

Proposition 1.3.5.1.

a. We have the inclusion Qisf C £q. On the other hand, the canonical functor
Cogc[Qisf '] — Cogc[€q™ '] = Ho Cogc
is an equivalence.
b. The weak equivalences of Cogc are quasi-isomorphisms.
c. The class E£q is strictly included in the class Qis.

d. Let C' and D be two objects in Cogc concentrated in degrees < —1. Any quasi-isomorphism
of coalgebras C — D si a weak equivalence.

e. Let C' and D be two objects of Cogc concentrated in degrees > 0. Every quasi-isomorphism
of coalgebras C — D is a weak equivalence.

Proof. a. Recall (1.3.2.2) that a filtered quasi-isomorphism of coalgebras is a weak equivalence in
Cogc. We thus need to show that weak equivalences become isomorphisms in the localized category
Cogc[Qisf ~']. Let f : C — C' be a weak equivalence in Cogc. The morphism

Qf : QC — QC’
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is therefore a quasi-isomorphism of algebras. By Lemma 1.3.2.3, the morphism BQf : BQC —
BQC' is a filtered quasi-isomorphism. Recall from Lemma 1.3.2.3 that the adjunction morphisms
C — BQC and D — BSQD are filtered quasi-isomorphisms. We deduce the commutative diagram
in Cogc

C —— BQC

I o

C' —— BQC'

that the morphism f becomes an isomorphism in the category Cogc[Qisf].

b. Filtered quasi-isomorphisms are quasi-isomorphisms. The saturation property of the class
Qis, applied to the diagram above, shows that a weak equivalence is a quasi-isomorphism.

c. We will construct an example of a coalgebra that is acyclic but not weakly equivalent to the
zero coalgebra.

Let A be a nonzero unital algebra in the base category C. Consider A as an associative algebra
(forgetting the unit), that is, as an object in the category Alg from Theorem (1.3.1.2).

Since A is not quasi-isomorphic to the zero algebra, the coalgebra BA = (T<SA,b) is not
weakly equivalent to the zero coalgebra (1.3.1.2, b). However, it is ineeed quasi-isomrphic to the
zero coalgebra: in fact, the complex underlying S~!BA is the complex

2 ARARA - ARA > A=,

which is isomorphic to the bar resolution of the algebra A. This complex is acyclic because A is
unital (see [CE99, IX.6] where this complex is called the “standard resolution”).

d. Let C and D be two cocomplete coalgebras concentrated in degrees < —1. We will show
that the morphism Qf : QC' — QD is a quasi-isomorphism in Alg. Endow QC (resp. QD) with the
decreasing filtration given by

FOC =EP(S7'C)®P | resp. FOD = E(S'D)** |, 1eN.
p>l p=>l

By our assumption, the morphism €f induces quasi-isomorphisms in the subquotients of these
filtrations. It follows that, for all n € N, it induces an isomorphism in H ", since we have

(FQC)" = (FQD)" =0 for 1>n,

according to the asssumption about C' and D.
e. The proof is the same as for point d. It is enough to note that the complex S~!C is
concentrated in degrees > 0 (instead of < 0). O

1.4 Transfer of structures along homotopy equivalences
The goal of this section is to (re)show the minimal model theorem (Corollary 1.4.1.4).

1.4.1 Minimal model
Theorem 1.4.1.1. Let A be an A-algebra. Consider a homotopy equivalence in CC

g: (V,d) - (A,m‘f)’
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where (V,d) is a complex. There exists an A.-algebra structure on V such that m} = d and a
morphism of A-algebras
f: VoA

such that f; = g.

This result has been known since the 1970s in the case of a connected A-algebra (i.e., con-
centrated in homological degrees > 1) and a complex (V,d) where the differential d is zero (V is
isomorphic to H*A). There are two methods for proving this theorem, one using the “obstruction
method” [Che77al, [Che77b], [Kad80], [Smi80], [Gug82] and one using the “tensor trick” [Hue86],
[GS86], [GL89], [GLS91], [HK91], [Mer99], [KS01]. The article [JLO1] presents the unification of
these different methods. Here, we provide a proof using obstructions.

Proof. By axiom (CMS5) for the model category CC, the morphism g factors as ¢ o j, where ¢ is
a trivial fibration and where j is a trivial cofibration. It suffices to show the theorem in the case
where the homotopy equivalence is an epimorphism and in the case where it is a monomorphism.
Suppose that g is a trivial fibration in CC. Let K be the kernel of g. Since K is contractible,
we can split g in a category of complexes. This splitting induces an isomorphism of complexes

VS KaoA

by which the morphism g is identified with the projection K ® A — A. Consider K as an A .-
algebra (see 1.2.1.4). Endow the underlying graded object of V' with the A-algebra structure of
K J] A. The morphism f is the canonical morphism K [[A — A in Alg,.

Now suppose that g is a trivial cofibration in CC. Let K be the cokernel of g. Since it is
contractible, we can split g in a category of complexes. This splitting induces an isomorphism in
cC

ASKaeV

by which the morphism g is identified with the injection V' — K @ V. Consider K as an A-
algebra. By Lemma 1.3.3.2, there exists a morphism of A .-algebras h : A — K such that h; is the
projection K &V — K in CC. Thanks to axiom (A) of Theorem 1.3.3.1, the morphism A admits
a kernel in the category Alg.,. The underlying graded object of ker h is V. Thus we have downed
V with an A-algebra structure such that m} is the differential of V. The canonical morphism
V — A is such that f; = g. O

Minimal model

Definition 1.4.1.2. An A _-algebra is minimal if m; = 0. Let A be an A.-algebra. A minimal
model for A is a A -quasi-isomorphism of A -algebras A’ — A where A’ is minimal.

Remark 1.4.1.3. This use of the term “minimal model”, due to M. Kontsevich, is different from
the conventional usage in rational homotopy (Sullivan’s minimal model). It can be justified by the
fact that the bar construction BA’ is a minimal model in the sense of H. J. Baues and J.-M. Lemaire
[BL77] of the coalgebra BA. Note that a minimal model of BA does not in general give a minimal
model of A: let (T<SV,b) be a reduced tensor coalgebra on SV whose differential b induces zero
in 1-primitives; if (T¢SV,b) is a minimal model of BA, i.e. if we have a quasi-isomorphism of
coalgebras
F: (T<SV,b) — BA,
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the A-algebra V such that BV = (T<SV,b) is not in general a minimal model for the A -algebra
A. However, if F is a weak equivalence of Cogc, V' is a minimal model of the A.-algebra A.

Corollary 1.4.1.4. Let A be an A.-algebra. There exists an A ,-algebra structure on its homol-
ogy H*A such that

a. my = 0 and my are induced by m3',
b. there exists a morphism of A -algebras H*A — A lifting the identity of H*A.
This structure is unique up to (non-unique) isomorphism.

Proof. Since the base category C is semi-simple, we have an isomorphism in the category of com-
plexes
(A,m) = H*'Aa K

for a contractible complex K. The result is deduced from the theorem 1.4.1.1 applied to the
canonical injection

g: H"A— A.
The uniqueness of the structure comes from the fact that a morphism f between minimal A .-

algebras is a quasi-isomorphism if and only if f; is an isomorphism if and only if f is an isomorphism.
O

1.4.2 Link with the perturbation lemma

A perturbation § of the differential d of a filtered complex W is a graded morphism § : W — W of
degree +1 that decrease the filtration and such that d + § is still a differential, that is, such that

dod+5od+ 6> =0.
A contraction [EML53] (see also [HK91] and the referenecs given in [HK91])

is given by two complexes V and W, two morphisms de complexsi: V — W and p: V — W and
a graded morphism H : W — W of degree —1 such that

poi=1y, dop=1w +8(H), Hoi=0, poH=0 nad H?=0.

We also say that W contracts onto V' If the complexes are filtered, the contraction is filtered if the
morphisms are filtered relative to these filtrations.
Let V and W be complexes equipped with exhaustive filtrations and let

((Vidy) —— ~— (W,dw) ,H)

7

be a filtered contraction and ¢ a perturbation of the differential dy,. The perturbation lemma
(|Gug72], [HK91]) gives a new differential dj, of V and morphisms i, p° and H? such that

)

((v,dd) = ~— (W,dw +96) ,H )

i&
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is a filterd contraction. Suppose that the filtered contraction above is a filtered contraction of
coalgebras : the objects V and W are filgered differential graded coalgebras, the morphisms 7 and
p are filtered coalgebra morphisms, H is a 1-(ip)-filtered coderivation of W. Suppose also that the
perturbation ¢ is a perturbation of differential coalgebras, i.e. ¢ is a 1-1-coderivation of W. The
perturbation lemma then produces a contraction of coalgebras ([HK91], [GS86], [GL89], [GLS91],
[Mer99]).

Let A be an A -algebra and let

g

p
0——Vidy) " _(Ami) ~ _(K,dg) —0
i p

be a split exact sequence of complexes such that
pooc=0 and itop+oop=1y4.

Let h be a contracting homotopy of K such that h? = 0. From this data, we have two natural
ways to define an A .-algebra structure on V and an A,,-morphism

V- A

whose first component is i.

First method : the perturbation lemma
We apply the perturbation to the filtered contraction and to the perturbation of coalgebras

R
(WS(V, dy) = TeS(A,m) ,H) and §:T°SA — TeSA,
F

where F' = T<Si, R = T¢Sp, H is the unique 1-(FR)-coderivation lifting c o hop and § = b — b,
(here b is the differential of BA). o
We obtain a new differential ¥’ on TSV and a morphism of coalgebras

F? . (TeSV,b') — (TS A,b).
We obtain an A-algebra structure on V' (denote this A,.-algebra V%) and an A,.-morphism
o v — A
Second method: the kernel of the A.,-morphism g
Define by recurrence the morphisms
gi: A% 5 K, 0> 1,
by setting
g1 =D a’nd gi:_hor(glv"'vgifl)a 7/227

where (g1, ..., 9i—1) is the cycle of lemma (B.1.5). The lemma (B.1.5) shows that they define an
A o-morphism ¢ : A — K (where K is the complex K considered as an A-algebra). Axiom (A)
of theorem (1.3.3.1) shows that there exists a kernel for g in the category Alg..

V9 =kerg — A.
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Since the underlying graded object of the A .-algebra V9 is V', this defines an A -structure on V'
and an A .-morphism

f9:VI— A
Lemma 1.4.2.1. We have an isomorphism 6 : V% — V9 such that §; = 1 and f° = f904.

Proof. Recall the descriptions of the A o-structure of V' and of 7 in terms of trees due to M. Kont-
sevich and Y. Soibelman [KS01, 6.4].

The Ao-structure of V? is defined by the following formulas:

m{ =0, my=pomgo(i®i), md= Z(—l)smi’T, i>3,
TeT

where s and T', T and m; 1 are defined by: Consider the set T of oriented planar trees T" with ¢ +1
terminal vertices (the root an the leaves), such that the arity |v| of every internal vertex v € T
(i.e. the number of arrows arriving at v) is > 2. To describe the morphism

mir: (VO =V, i>3 TeT,

we need to consider the tree T' constructed from T by adding an internal vertex in the middle of
each internal edge. The tree T is thus composed of two types of internal vertices: the old ones
corresponding to the internal vertices of 7' and the new ones that have just been added. We color
the vertices of T with the following morphisms:

- p at the root,

7 at the leaves

- mjy| at the old internal vertices v (whose arity is [v]),
- H at the new internal vertices.

To each colored tree T, we associated the morphism m; 7, which consists of composing the colorings
by descending along the tree from the leaves to the root. Here is an example:

| \L~
\H\m /

T T colored
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The morphism meg 7 is given by
pomgo(H®1)o(my@1)o(1®H®1%) o (1@ ms®1%%)0 (i%°).
The sign (—1)*® associated to T is given by the equation

pomzo(H®1)o(mz®1)o(1®H®1%%) 0 (1@ ms®1%?) o (i%°) o (W)
(—1)*wop obyo(H' @1)o(bs®1)o(1®H ®19%) 0 (1®bs ®1%%) 0 (i®°),

N~—
Il

where

p=sopow, H =-soHow and i =soiow.

The sign in the general case is obtained in the same way.
The morphism f° : V® — A is given by the formulas

R=i =Y (-Dfir i>2

TeT

where the morphsisms f; 7 and the sign s are constructed in the same way by coloring the root of
the tree T with H instead of p. Remark (1.4.2.2) below will show that the morphisms m?, i > 1,
and f?, i > 1, indeed define A -structures.

Note that the signs above are such that

W=> by and F =Y Fr, i>1,
TeT TeT

where b; 7 and F; r are obtained by coloring the vertices of the trees T with b; (resp. 7', p’, H') on
the vertices that were previously colored m; (resp. i, p, H).
We will now specify that A,.-morphism
g: A=K

in terms of trees. A straightforward calculation (using the fact that h? = 0) shows that the
morphism g;, ¢ > 1, is given by the formulas

gi=p and g¢g;=-—-pohom,, i>2.

Since h o p = po H, the morphisms g; correspond to the colored trees (they do not necessarily
belong to T)

NV
h

!

p

e
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The sign appearing in the formula for g implies the equations
Gi=p and Gy=-p oH' ob;, i>2,

where p’ = sopow.
We show that the composiiton g o f° is zero. It suffices to show the equalities

Y Gi(F,®..@F))=0, n>1
> ag=n

Let n > 1. Since the G; and the ng are sums of compositions associated with colored trees, the
above sum is the sum of compositions associated with concatenated colored trees. We check that
the concatenated colored trees involved in the sums

> Gi(F,®..®F)) and GioF)

> ag=n, i>2

are the same. In the first sum, the sign in front of each composition associated with a concatenated

colored tree is negative because, for i > 2, we have G; = —p’ o H' o b;. In the second sum, it is
positive because G; = p’. Thus, we have G o F® = 0. The morphism f? factors as f9 o #. Since
9 = f{, we have 0; = 1y. It follows that 6 : V° — V9 is an isomorphism. O

Remark 1.4.2.2. The proof shows that the morphisms mf, i>1,and f?, i > 1, defined in terms
of trees indeed define A.-structures (see [KSO01, 6.4] for another proof).

Remark 1.4.2.3. If A is a graded differential algebra, the A,.-morphism
g:A—-K

has only two non-zero components g; and gs. The complexity of the formulas for mf, 1 > 1, thus
arises from the complexity of the formulas for f?, i > 1, defining the kernel of g in Alg._

Ve A

Remark 1.4.2.4. The perturbation lemma gives us, in addition to V® and f°, a contraction of
the A -algebras

L)

q
(Ve=—_ A, H.

P

I

Note that the A,.-morphism ¢° is the cokernel of the A,.-morphism
jiK— A

given by the formulas

j1=0, ji=-mio(c®)o(h®1®1) i>2
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Remark 1.4.2.5. Let V and W be complexes equipped with exhaustive filtrations and let
p
((Vidy) = (W.dw) . H)

7

be a filtered contraction of complexes. Then there exists a split exact sequence of complexes

l’ 0'
z p

such that
poo=0 and iop+oop=1yk

and a contracting homotopy & of K such that
h?=0 and H=ocohop.

The contractible complex K is therefore a direct factor of W. Let § be a perturbation of the
differential dy,. The perturbation lemma produces a filtered contraction of the complexes

)

((V,d}) W, dw + 8) , H?).

i0

A calculation shows that the morphisms
(p—pHS) : W,dw +6) = (K,dg) and (0 —0Ho): (K,drx) — (W,dw + )
are morphisms of complexes and that they are the cokernel and kernel of i® and p®. The composition
(p—pHb)o (0 —0Ho) : (K, dk) — (K, dk)

induces an isomorphism on the graded objects associated to the filtration. Therefore, it is an
isomrphism. The contractible complex (K, dk) is also a direct factor of the perturbed complex
(W, dw + ¢) and the inclusion

c: K—->W

is “perturbed” to 0 — §Ho in order to become compatible with dy, + 9.
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Chapter 2

The homotopy theory of polydules

Introduction

Let A be an augmented A-algebra. Recall that in this thesis the structures commonly called
A -modules on A are called A-polydules (“poly” because the structure is given by several multi-
plications). The purpose of this chapter is to describe the derived category Do, A whose objects
are the strictly unital A-polydules. For this, we will use the tools of Quillen’s homotopic algebra
(see appendix A) by adapting the methods of chapter 1 to polydules. The derived category of any
A -algebra will be studied in chapter 4.

Chapter plan

This chapter is divided into two parts.

The first part, which is made up of sections (2.1) and (2.2) will not deal with the A-structures

themselves. In the first section (2.1), we define the (co)unital differential graded (co)modules. In
the section 2.2, we prove theorem (2.2.2.2):
Let C be a coaugmented cocomplete differential graded coalgebra. The category ComcC of co-
complete counital differential graded C-comodules admits a unique model category structure such
that, for any augmented differential graded algebra A and any admissible acyclic twisting cochain
7:C = A, the pair of adjoint functors

(?®; A,— ®,;C): ComcC — Mod A

is a Quillen equivalence. All objects of Comc C' are cofibrant.
We then characterize the acyclicity of twisting cochains (Proposition 2.2.4.1).

The second part is devoted to the A, -structures concerned in this chapter: strictly unital
(bi)polydules on augmented A.-algebras. In section 2.3, we define polydules, their suspensions,
A -morphisms and homotopies between A -morphisms. We then define the notion of strict
unitarity for A.-structures. This notion will be studied more precisely in chapter 3. We then
recall the bar and cobar constructions and the enveloping algebra. In section 2.4, we refine the
aforementioned theorem (2.2.2.2). We show that, if the coalgebra C' is isomorphic, as a graded
coalgebra, to a co-augmented tensor coalgebra, the fibrant objects of Comc C' are exactly the direct
factors of the almost cofree C-comodules. In particular, in the case where C is equal to the
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bar construction of an augmented A.-algebra A, the category of fibrant and cofibrant objects
of ComcC is the essential image by the bar construction of strictly unital A-polydules. We will
deduce from this result several descriptions of the derived category

Do A = Modo, A[Qis™!],

where Mod,, A denotes the category of strictly unital A-polydules.

In section 2.5, we study the derived category Do, (A, A’) of strictly unital bipolydules on A
and A’, two augmented A..-algebras. Since the methods are similar, details will be omitted.
Bipolydules will be useful in the study of A, -categories.

2.1 Reminders and notations

Let (C, ®, e) be a monoidal semi-simple Grothendieck K-category and C’ be a semi-simple Grothendieck
K-category (not necessarily monoidal). We assume that the monoidal category C acts on the right
on C', i.e. C' is endowed with a functor

CUxC—oC, (M,A—MoA

such that
Home/ (M, M') x HomC(A, A’) — Home: (M @ A, M’ ® A'),

where A, A" are in C and M, M’ are in C’, is K-bilinear. We further require that this action be
associative and unital up to given isomorphisms (see [ML98, chap. XI]).

2.1.1 Modules over an augmented algebra

Let M (resp. M’) be one of the categories GrC or CC (resp. GrC’ or CC’) defined in section 1.1.1.
The category M is monoidal and clearly acts on M.

Augmented algebras, reduced algebras

An algebra (A, ) in M is wnital if it is equipped with a morphism 7 : e — A such that
w(l®n) =p(n®1) =1. We call the morphism 7 the unit of A. If A and A’ are unital algebras,
a morphism of unital algebras f : A — A’ is an algebra morphism f such that fn4 = na,. The
morphism e ® e — e given by the unital constraint of the base category (in Section 1.1.1) defines
a unital algebra structure on the unit object e. An algebra A is augmented if it is unital and
equipped with a morphism of unital algebras

c:A—e.

The morphism ¢ is called the augmentation of A. If A and A’ are augmented algebras, a morphism
of augmented algebras f: A — A’ is a morphism of unital algebras f such that e/ f = €4.

If A is an augmented algebra in M, the reduced algebra A associated to A is the kernel of the
augmentation. If A is an algebra in M, the augmented algebra associated to A is the algebra AT
whose underlying object is e ® A, and whose multiplication is defined by the morphisms

e@e—e, eA—>A A®e— A and A AL A,
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where the first three morphisms are given by the unital constraint of the base category. The
augmentation of At is the canonical projection AT — e. We denote by Alga the category of
augmented algebras of CC. The functor

Alg — Alga, A— AT,

is an equivalence whose quasi-inverse is the functor A — A.

Modules

Let A be an algebra in M. A (right) A-module in M’ is an object M in M’ equipped with a
morphism ™ : M ® A — M (of degree 0 if M’ = GrC’) such that

pM (M 0 1) = pM 1 ept).

We denote by p™ the multiplication of M. If M and N are two modules, a morphism of modules
f: M — N is a morphism f such that

fu =N (fo1).
If the algebra A is unital, an A-module M is unital if we have
pMaent) =1

Let A be a graded (resp. differential graded) algebra. A graded (resp. differential graded) A-module
is an A-module in the category GrC’ (resp. CC’). If A is a differential graded algebra, a differential
graded A-module is therefore an object M in GrC’, endowed with a multiplication ™ : M®A — M
and with a differential " : M — M such that

dM (M) = pM(dM @14 + 1 @ dP).

If (M, p™) is a graded A-module, a derivation of modules is a morphism d™ : M — M satisfying
the above equation. A module differential is a derivation of degree +1 that squares to zero. If A is
a unital differential graded algebra, we denote by Mod A the category of unital differential graded
A-modules.

Let f: A — A’ be a morphism of Alg. The restriction along f of an A’-module M is the
A-module whose underlying object is M and whose multiplication is u™ (f ® 1). The A’-module
induced by f of an A-module M has for underlying object M ® 4 A’ and for multiplication 1 ® MA,.
Let A be an augmented algebra and let i : A — A the canonical injection. The restriction functor
is an equivalence of Mod A on the category of differential graded modules on A, its quasi-inverse
is the induction functor.

Let A be a differential graded algebra and M and N be two differential graded modules. If
f and g are two morphisms M — N, a homotopy between f and g is a graded morphism of A-
modules h : M — N of degree —1 such that hod+doh = f — g. Two morphisms f and g are
homotopic if there exists a homotopy between f and g.
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Free modules

Let A be an algebra in M. Let V be an object in M. The morphism 1y ® p“ defines an
A-module structure on V ® A. An A-module M is free over V if there exists an isomorphism of
A-modules M =5 V ® A. A differential graded module is almost free if it is free as a graded
module.

Lemma 2.1.1.1. Let A be an object in de Alga. Let M be an object in Mod A and V an object
in GrC'.

a. The map f +— f(1®n) is a bijection from the set of morphisms of graded modules V@ A — M
to the set of graded morphisms V' — M. The inverse map associates to g : V. — M the
morphism of modules

M
VoA MeArs M.

b. The map d — d(1 ®n) is a bijection from the set £ of derivations of graded modules V ® A
to the set of graded module morphisms g : V — V ® A. The inverse map associates to
g : M — N the differential
1@d*+(1eut)(ge1).

This bijection maps the subset of £ formed by differentials of modules to morphisms of degree
+1 such that
(ly @ p?) (g @ 1)g + (1@ d*)g =0.

2.1.2 Coaugmented comodules

Coaugmented coalgebras, reduced coalgebras

A coalgebra (C,A) of M is co-unital if it is endowed with a morphism 7 : C' — e such that
(1®n)A = (n®1)A = 1. The morphism 7 is called the co-unit of C. If C' and C” are two co-unital
coalgebras, a morphism of co-unital coalgebras f : C — C’ is a morphism of coalgebras f such
that no f = no. The morphism e — e ® e given by the unital constraint of the base category
defines a co-unital coalgebra structure on the neutral object e. A coalgebra C' is co-augmented if
it is endowed with a morphism of co-unital coalgebras

c:e— C.

The morphism ¢ is called the co-augmentation of the coalgebra C. If C' and C’ are two co-augmented
coalgebras, a morphism of co-augmented coalgebras f : C' — C’ is a morphism of unital coalgebras
f such that fec =ecr.

If C is a coaugmented coalgebra in M, the reduced coalgebra C is the cokernel of the co-
augmentation. If C is a coalgebra in M, the co-augmented coalgebra C™ is the coalgebra whose
underlying object is C' @ e and whose comultiplication is the morphism defined by the components

e—e®e, C—exC, C—-C®e and CiC@C,

where the first three morphisms are defined by the unital constraint of the base category. The
co-augmentation of CT is the canonical injection e — CT. If V is a graded object of C, we denote
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by TV the coalgebra (T<V)*. Let Cogca be the category of co-augmented coalgebras of CC whose
reduced coalgebras are cocomplete. The functor

Cogc — Cogca, C s CT,

is an equivalence whose quasi-inverse is the functor C' — C.

Comodules

Let C be a coalgebra of M. A C-(right) comodule in M’ is a graded object N of M’ endowed
with a morphism AN : N — N ® C (of degree 0 if M’ = GrC’) such that

(1@ AAY = (AY @ 1)AN.

If N and N’ are two C-comodules, a morphism of C-comodules f : N — N’ is a morphism of
M’ such that AN f = (f ® 1)AN. If a coalgebra C is co-unital, a C-comodule N is co-unital if
AN(]. & T}) =1y.

Let C be a graded (resp. differential graded) coalgebra. A C-graded comodule (resp. differ-
ential graded comodule) is a C-comodule in the category GrC’' (resp. CC'). If C is a differential
graded coalgebra, a differential graded comodule is therefore an object N of GrC’, endowed with
a comultiplication AY : N - N ® C and a differential d¥ : N — N such that

ANAN = (dN @14 + 1y @ d)AN.

If (N,AY) is a graded C-comodule, a coderivation of comodules is a morphism d% : N — N
satisfying the above equation. A comodule differential is a coderivation of degree +1 that squares
to zero. If the coalgebra C' is co-unital, we denote by Com C' the category of co-unital differential
graded comodules.

Let f : C — C’ be a morphism of Cog. The corestriction along f of a C-comodule N is the C'-
comodule whose underlying object is N and whose comultiplication is (1® f)AN. The C-comodule
co-induced by f associated to a C’'-comodule N has as its underlying object the kernel

ker(N@C - NoC'®C),

where u = AV ® 1¢ — (Ixy ® f ® 1¢)(1y @ A®), and for comultiplication the morphism induced
by 1" A N®C - NoCxC.

Let C be a co-augmented coalgebra and let p : C — C be the canonical projection. The core-
striction functor is an equivalence of the category Com C over the category of differential graded
C-comodules. Its quasi-inverse is the co-induction functor.

Let C be a differential graded coalgebra and let N and N’ be two differential graded comodules.
If f and g are two morphisms N — N’, a homotopy between f and g is a graded morphism of
C-comodules h : N — N’ of degree —1 such that hod+doh = f —g. Two morphisms f and g
are homotopic if there is a homotopy between f and g.

Cocomplete comodules
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Let C be a co-augmented coalgebra of M and N a co-unital C-comodule in M’. We define
A®) = AN and, for all n > 3, we define A : N - N @ C®"~1! by

AN — (1®n—2 ® AC)A(n—l).
Let n > 1. The kernel N[n] of the morphism

(n+1) ®n _
AL Nece ' N OB
(where p : C — C is the canonical projection) is a sub-comodule of N. It is called the sub-comodule
of n-primitives of N. For n = 1, we obtain the sub-comodule of primitives of N. The increasing
sequence of sub-comodules
N[l] C N[g] C N[g] cC---

is the primitive filtration of the comodule N. If C is an object of Cogca, a co-unital differential
graded C-comodule N is cocomplete if its primitive filtration is exhaustive. We denote by Comc C
the category of cocomplete comodules.

Cofree comodules

Let C be a co-augmented coalgebra in M. Let V be an object of M’. The morphism
1A Vel -VelCel

endows V ® C' with a C-comodule structure. Its sub-comodule of primitives is the comodule V ® e.
For n > 2, its sub-comodule of n-primitives is the C-comodule V @ CY,,_1). The C-comodule V & C
is therefore cocomplete if C' is an object of Cogca. A C-module N is cofree over V if there exists
an isomorphism of C-comodules N = V ® C. If C is an object of Cogca, a differential graded
comodule is almost cofree if it is free as a graded comodule. The sub-category of Comc C consisting
of almost cofree objects is denoted by prcol C.

Lemma 2.1.2.1. Let C' be a co-unital differential graded coalgebra, N an object in Com C and
V a graded object.

a. The map f +— (1®n%)f is a bijection from the set of graded comodule morphisms N — V&C
to the set of graded morphisms N — V. The inverse map sends g : N — V to the morphism
of C-comodules

N2 NecBvec

b. The map d — (1 ® n°)d is a bijection from the set
coder(V ® C)

of coderivations of comodules V' ® C' to the set of graded morphisms g : V® C — V. The
inverse map sends g to the co-derivation

(9@ 1)(1y @ A%) + 1y ®d°.
This bijection maps comodule differentials to graded morphisms of degree +1 such that

9(ly ®d°) +g(g@1c)(1y ® AY) = 0.
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2.2 ComcC as a model category

2.2.1 Twisting cochain and twisted tensor products

Definition 2.2.1.1. Let C be a differential graded coalgebra and A a differential graded algebra.
A twisting cochain is a graded morphism 7 : C' — A of degree +1 such that

daT+1de +m(T @ T)A = 0.

If f: A— A’ is a morphism in Alg (resp. if g : C’ — C is a morphism in Cog) the composition for
(resp. T o g) is again a twisting cochain. Thus, a twisting cochain 7 : C' — A induces a twisting
cochain 7T =io71o0p: CT— AT, where i is the canonical injection A — AT and p the canonical
projection CT — C. Let A be an object of Alga and C' an object of Coga. A twisting cochain
C — A is admissible if it is induced by a twisting cochain C' — A.

Let A be an augmented differential graded algebra and C' a co-augmented differential graded
coalgebra. Let 7 : C — A be an admissible twisting cochain. Let M be an object of Mod A.
Consider the morphism ¢, : M ® C — M ® C defined as the composition

M
MoCX2 Moo X2 yeoaec 25 Mo .

Since 7 is a twisting cochain, the sum
br=b+t, M®C—MC

where b is the differential of the tensor product M ® C, gives a differential on the co-unital graded
C-comodule M ® C. The tensor product M ® C endowed with the twisted (by 7) differential b,
is denoted M &, C. If M and M’ are two objects of Mod A, a morphism f : M — M’ induces
a morphism of counital graded C-comodules f ® 1¢ : M @, C — M’ ®, C compatible with
differentials. We thus obtain a functor

R, :Mod A — ComC, M— M@, C.

When there is no ambiguity we will denote this functor by R.
Dually, if N is a differential graded co-unital C-comodule, the morphism T is defined as the
composition

N A
NeAL L NgCoA2 2 NedAr A2 NeC.
The sum of the differential D of the tensor product N ® A and of the morphism 7T defines a
new differential on the unital graded A-module N ® A. The tensor product N ® A endowed
with the twisted (by 7) differential D, = D + T, is denoted by N ®, A. If N and N’ are two

objects of ComcC, a morphism f : N — N’ induces a morphism of unital graded A-modules
f®1a: N®, A— N ®, A compatible with differentials. We thus obtain a functor

L, :ComC — Mod A, N—>N®; A

that we will denote as L when there is no ambiguity.

Lemma 2.2.1.2. The functor L : ComC — Mod A is left adjoint to the functor R : Mod A —
ComC.
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Proof. Let N be an object of Com C' and M an object of Mod A. We give the functorial bijection
¢ : Hommog A(LN, M) — Homcom (N, RM).

Let f : LN — M be a morphism from Mod A. By Lemma 2.1.1.1, it is determined by its composi-
tion a = fo(1y®n4) : N — M. By Lemma 2.1.2.1, the morphism « in turn determines a graded
morphism of co-unital C-comodules ¢(f) : N — RM such that (1 ® n%)¢(f) = a. We verify that
the condition b, ¢(f) — ¢(f)dny = 0 is equivalent to the condition dpsf — fD, = 0. O

Definition 2.2.1.3. An admissible twisting cochain 7 : C' — A is acyclic if, for any object M of
Mod A, the adjunction morphism
¢: LRM — M

is a quasi-isomorphism (see Proposition 2.2.4.1 below for equivalent conditions).

Notation 2.2.1.4 (Bar and cobar construction). Let A be an object of Alga. We denote by BTA
the co-augmented coalgebra (BA)*, where A is the reduced algebra associated to A. Be careful
not to confuse the co-augmented cogebras B*A and (BA)*. Let C be an object of Cogca. We
denote by QTC the augmented algebra (QC)T, where C is the reduced coalgebra associated to C.
It is not isomorphic to (QC)™ .

Lemma 2.2.1.5.

a. Let A be an object of Alga. Let p: BA — SA be the canonical projection. The composition
Ta:BTA— BALE A 5 A,

where the first arrow is the canonical projection and the last is the canonical injection, is
an admissible twisting cochain. The cochain 74 is universal among the admissible twisting
cochains of target A, i.e. if C' is an object of Coga and 7 : C — A is an admissible twisting
cochain, there exists a unique morphism ¢, such that 74 o g, = 7.

b. In a dual way, we associate to an object C' of Cogca an admissible twisting cochain
70:C—C %00 = atC

where i : S71C' — QC is the canonical injection. The cochain 7¢ is universal among the
admissible twisting cochains of source C, i.e. if 7: C' — A is an admissible twisting cochain,
there exists a unique morphism f; such that f, o7c = 7.

Proof. Let C be an object of Cogca and A an object of Alga. Let 7 : C' — A be a graded morphism
of degree +1 whose composition with the co-augmentation of C' and the augmentation of A is zero.
That is

f-:QfC — A

the graded morphism of augmented algebras lifts (Lemma 1.1.2.1) the composition 7 o s and
gr: C — BYA

the graded morphism of co-augmented coalgebras lifts (Lemma 1.1.2.2) the composition s o 7.
By the proof of Lemma 1.2.2.5, the graded morphism 7 is a twisting cochain if and only if f; is
compatible with differentials if and only if g, is compatible with differentials.
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a. The composition wop: BA — A is a twisting cochain because the lifting (Lemma 1.1.2.2)
of p: BA — SA is the identity of the coalgebra BA (and the latter obviously commutes with the
differential of BA). Universality is immediate.

b. Idem. 0

Definition 2.2.1.6. We call 74 the universal twisting cochain of A and 7¢ the universal twisting
cochain of C.

Remark 2.2.1.7. In [HMS74], the functor
R,, : Mod A — Comc BTA, M +— M ®,, BTA,
is denoted B4 M.

Denote by
Res : Mod A — Mod QTC

the restriction functor along f, and by
Ind : Mod QTC' — Mod A

the induction functor. We know that (Ind,Res) is a pair of adjoint functors from the category
Mod Q*C to the category Mod A. Denote by

Res?” : Comc C' — Comc BTA
the corestriction functor along g, and by
Ind°? : Comc BTA — ComcC

the co-induction functor. We know that (Res’”, Ind°?) is a pair of adjoint functors from the category
Comc C to the category Comc BTA.

Lemma 2.2.1.8.

a. The pair of adjoint functors (L., R, ) from the category Mod A to the category Comc C' is the
composition of the pair (Ind, Res) with the pair (L., R..).

b. The pair of adjoint functors (L., R;) from the category Mod A to the category Comc C' is the
composition of the pair (L., , R;,) with the pair (Res’”, Ind°?).

O

Lemma 2.2.1.9.

a. Let A be an object of Alga. The universal twisting cochain 74 is acyclic.

b. Let C be an object of Cogca. The universal twisting cochain 7¢ is acyclic.
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Proof.
a. Let M be an object of Mod A. Let us show that LRM = (M ® BTA ® A,d) is a resolution
(known as the normalized bar resolution) of M

bara(M) =+ > M@AY"RA ... s MARA— M® A,

and that the morphism ® corresponding to the morphism bar 4 (M) — M is a quasi-isomorphism.
As in the case where M is concentrated in degree 0, (see [CE99, IX.6] where this complex is called
the normalized standard complex) the morphisms

hic1=1%"QpRe: MR A 19 A - Mo A% @ A,
where p is the canonical projection, define a contracting homotopy of the complex
o MRAY QA s MQARA—-M®A— M —0.

b. Let M be an object of Mod Q*C. Let us show that ® : LRM — M is a filtered quasi-
isomorphism. We endow QC' with the filtration induced by the primitive filtration of C' considered
as a coalgebra. We then have a filtration of Q7C defined by

Equip C, considered as an object of Com C, with its primitive filtration as a C-module (we complete
it with Cjg) = e). Equip M with the filtration defined by M; = M, i > 0. These filtrations induce
on LRM = (M ® C ® Q*C) a filtration of complexes. The morphism ® : LRM — M becomes a
filtered morphism for these filtrations. It induces a morphism

Gro(LRM) — GI’()M
which is the identity of M. Since Gr;,M = 0 for all 4 > 1, it suffices to show that
Gry(LRM), i>1,
is contractible. Let ¢ > 1. By construction, we have an isomorphism of graded objects
Gri(LRM) =M ® e ® Gr,Q*C & < P Mo Ce anQ*C).
11 +i2=1
170

The differential has as a matrix

where p is the morphism induced by 7T,

P M6, 26,0 — M®eoGrC.

i1+io=1

11 750
The latter is an isomorphism because it is induced by the isomorphism

P crn.cedcr,0C — Gratc

i1+i2=1

11720
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2.2.2 Comc(C as a model category

Let C' be an object of Cogca.

In this section, we will equip Comc C' with a model category structure. We start by recalling the
model category structure on Mod A, where A is an object of Alga and we then state the main the-
orem (2.2.2.2). We will not detail all of its proof because it is similar to that of (Theorem 1.3.1.2).
Only points that differ will be developed.

Reminders on the category Mod A

Let A be a unital differential graded algebra. In the category Mod A, consider the following
three classes of morphisms
- the class Qis of quasi-isomorphisms,

- the class Fib of morphisms f : M — M’ such that f™ is an epimorphism for all n € Z,

- the class Cof of morphisms which have the left-lifting-property with respect to the morphisms
belonging to Qis N Fib.

Theorem 2.2.2.1 (Hinich [Hin97]). The category Mod A equipped with the classes of morphisms
defined above is a model category. All objects are fibrant. The cofibrant objects are described in
Remark 2.2.2.10 below.

The principal theorem

Let A be an object of Alga and C' an object of Cogca. Let 7: C' — A be an acyclic admissible
twisting cochain. In the category Comc C of cocomplete counital differential graded comodules, we
consider the following three classes of morphisms:

- the class £q of weak equivalences is formed of the morphisms f : N — N’ such that Lf :
LN — LN’ is a quasi-isomorphism of modules,

- the class Cof of cofibrations is made up of the morphisms f : N — N’ which, as morphisms
of complexes, are monomorphisms,

- the class Fib of fibrations is made up of morphisms which have the right-lifting-property with
respect to trivial cofibrations.

Theorem 2.2.2.2.

a. The category Comc C' equipped with the three classes of morphisms above is a model category.
All its objects are cofibrant. An object of Comc C' is fibrant if and only if it is a direct factor
of an object RM, where M is an object of Mod A.

b. Equip the category Mod A with the model category structure of Theorem 2.2.2.1. The pair
of adjoint functors (L, R) from ComcC to Mod A is a Quillen equivalence.

¢. The model category structure on Comc C does not depend on the acyclic admissible twisting
cochain 7.
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In particular, the category Ho Comc C' is equivalent to the derived category DA (see the defini-
tion in 2.2.3). Theorem 2.2.2.2 and Lemma 2.2.1.9 imply the following corollary:

Corollary 2.2.2.3. The category Comc C admits a unique model category structure such that for
any admissible acyclic twisting cochain 7 : C' — A, where A is an object of Alga, the pair of adjoint
functors (L, R) is a Quillen equivalence. O

Definition 2.2.2.4. We call the model category structure on Comc C of the corollary the canonical
structure.

To prove Theorem 2.2.2.2, we need (like in the proof of Theorem 1.3.1.2) to introduce filtrations.

If the algebra A (resp. coalgebra C) is filtered, a filtered differential graded A-module (resp. fil-
tered differential graded C-comodule) is an A-module (resp. C-comodule) in the category of filtered
complexes. A filtered C-comodule M is admissible if its filtration is exhaustive and if My = 0. By
definition, all objects of Comc C', provided with their primitive filtration are admissible.

Lemma 2.2.2.5. If C' is endowed with an exhaustive filtration of coalgebras such that Cy = e, a
filtered quasi-isomorphism of admissible C-comodules is a weak equivalence.

Proof. Let f: N — N’ be a filtered quasi-isomorphism of admissible C-comodules. The filtration
of N induces a filtration of the A-module defined by the sequence

(LN); =N;®A, i>0.

The differential of (LN);, ¢ > 0, is the sum of the differential of the tensor product N; ® A and
the contribution from D.. Since the filtration of N is admissible and the cochain 7 : C — A is
admissible, the contribution from D, decreases the filtration of LN. Thus, the differential of

GrLN =5 GIN® A

is that of the tensor product GrN ® A and the morphism Lf is indeed a quasi-isomorphism of
A-modules. O

Lemma 2.2.2.6.

a. Let M and M’ be two objects of Mod A. The functor R sends a quasi-isomorphism M — M’
to a weak equivalence Rf : RM — RM' in ComcC.

b. Let M be an object of Mod A. The adjunction morphism
®: LRM — M
is a quasi-isomorphism of A-modules.
c. Let N be an object of Comc C. The adjunction morphism
v:N — RLN

is a weak equivalence of ComcC.
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Proof.
b. The cochain 7 is acyclic.

a. The morphism RF is a weak equivalence if and only if LRf is a quasi-isomorphism. By
point b, ® is a quasi-isomorphism. Moreover, we have

q)]vj Of = LRfO(I)M/.

The saturation of quasi-isomorphisms in Mod A gives us the result.
c. We want to show that ¥ is a weak equivalence, that is, LY : LN — LRLN is a quasi-
isomorphism. We know that
Oryol¥ny=1LNn

and that ® is a quasi-isomorphism. The morphism LWV is therefore also a quasi-isomorphism. [

Let us recall the description of [Hin97] of the cofibrations of Mod A. The standard cofibrations
(resp. trivial cofibrations) of Mod A are defined as in Definition 1.3.2.5, except that M?* denotes
the underlying complex of an object M of Mod A and that F'V denotes the differential graded free
module on a complex V. We then have the same description (see just below 1.3.2.5) of cofibrations
(resp. trivial cofibrations) in Mod A based on the standard cofibrations (resp. trivial cofibrations).

Lemma 2.2.2.7. Let N be an object of ComcC and N’ a sub-object of N such that AN C
N®ed N' @ C. The functor L sends the inclusion N’ < N to a standard cofibration.

Proof. Let E be the cokernel of the inclusion N’ < N. Choose a splitting in the category of
graded objects

N = N' @ E.
According to this decomposition, the comultiplication A is given by two components
’ AE
AN N' 5 N@C and AF = [ AlE ] E— N®e®N'QC,
2

and the differential is given by the differential of N’ that of F and a morphism
d:E— N.
We have an isomorphism of graded objects
LN = LN'® LE.
The differential is the sum of the differential of LN’ & LFE, the morphism
d®1:E®A—-N®A
and the morphism d’. which is the composition

E A
E@A Y N AL Ve Ao A 22 N g A

Note that there is no contribution from A¥ because the cochain 7 is admissible. Set
D' =(d®1+d)s:S'E— N ®A.

We verify that LN is isomorphic to
LN'(S™'E, D).
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Lemma 2.2.2.8.

a. The functor L preserves cofibrations and weak equivalences.
b. The functor R preserves fibrations and weak equivalences.

Proof. a. Let j : N' »— N be a cofibration of ComcC. Let a filtration of N be given by the
sequence

Ni:j(N/)JrN[i], >0,

where Np;j, @ > 1, is the primitive filtration of N (completed by Ny = 0). Note that, for all i > 1,
we have

AN; C N;®e® N;_1C.

We can therefore apply Lemma 2.2.2.7. It gurantees that LN; — LN;; is a standard cofibration.
The morphism Lj : LN’ — LN is thus the countable composition of standard cofibrations LN; —
LN;;1, making it a cofibration. By the definition of weak equivalences in Comc C, the functor L
preserves weak equivalences.

b. By point a and the adjunction (L, R,¢) of ComcC in Mod A, the functor R preserves
fibrations. The fact that it preserves weak equivalences is point a of Lemma 2.2.2.6. O

Lemma 2.2.2.9. Let M be an object of Mod A and N an object of Comc C. Consider a fibration
p: M — LN of Mod A. The morphism j : RM [[, 5y N — RM of comodules of the cartesian
diagram

RM HRLN N—N
jl cart. \L\Il
RM RLN.

is a trivial cofibration of ComcC.

Proof. Let K be the kernel of p. We have isomorphisms of graded objects

RM =+ RK @& RLN, RM H N = RK @ N.
RLN

The morphism j is then written

o

So we have a diagram of Mod A

0——> LRK —> L(RM [Ty N) LN 0
L1 iL] LY
0—= LRK RM LRLN —=0,

where the lines are exact and where the vertical arrow on the right and the one on the left are quasi-
isomorphisms. The morphism Lj is therefore a quasi-isomorphism, and j is a weak equivalence of
Comc C'. Tt is clearly a monomorphism, therefore a cofibration of ComcC. O
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Proof of Theorem 2.2.2.2

By the lemmas above, the proof that the classes £q, Cof and Fib define a model category
structure is the same as that of Theorem 1.3.1.2.

Fibrant and cofibrant objects of ComcC

All the objects of ComcC' are cofibrant since the cofibrations are the monomorphisms.

Let us show that an object of Comc C' is fibrant if and only if it is a direct factor of an object
RM, where M is an object of Mod A. We recall (Theorem 2.2.2.1) that all objects of Mod A are
fibrant. By Lemma 2.2.2.8, the image of the functor R is thus formed of fibrant objects of ComcC.
Thus, all objects of the form RM and their direct factors are fibrant. Conversely if N is fibrant,
by the axiom (CM4), the morphism ¥ : N — RLN (which is a trivial cofibration) is split. The
object N is therefore a direct factor of RLN

Remark 2.2.2.10. The dualisation of this proof shows that the cofibrant objects of Mod A are
the direct factors of the LN, N € ComcC.

Point b of Theorem 2.2.2.2 is a corollary of Lemma 2.2.2.5. It remains for us to show point c.

Uniqueness of the model category structure on ComcC

Let A’ be an object of Alga. Let 7/ : A — C be an admissible acyclic twisting cochain. We
want to show that the model category structure on Comc C (defined at point a of Theorem 2.2.2.2)
relative to 7 is the same as that relative to 7.

It suffices to show it in the case where 7’ is the universal cochain 7o. We will show that the
classes of cofibrations and the classes of weak equivalences relative to the two structures coincide.
This is true for cofibrations since they are monomorphisms. We recall (Lemma 2.2.1.8) that the
pair of adjoint functors (L,, R;) from Mod A to ComcC' is the composition of the pair (Ind, Res)
with the pair (L., R..). As the functor Res induces an equivalence between the localizations
of Mod A and Mod Q1C' with respect to quasi-isomorphisms (see [Kel94a, exple 6.1]), the weak
equivalences of two structures on Comc C coincide by point b of Theorem 2.2.2.2. O

Filtered quasi-isomorphisms and weak equivalences

We denote by Qisf the class of morphisms f : N — N’ such that C' admits an exhaustive
coalgebra filtration such that Cy = e and such that N and N’ admit admissible filtrations of
C-comodules for which f is a filtered quasi-isomorphism. Lemma 2.2.2.5 shows that we have an
inclusion

Qisf C &q.
We recall (see Appendix A) that the homotopy category Ho Comc C' is the localization

( Comc C’) [Eq7.
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Lemma 2.2.2.11. The canonical functor
(Comc C)[Qz'sffl] — Ho Comc C

is an equivalence.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of point a of Proposition 1.3.5.1. We verify that the adjunction
morphism
V:N—=R..L, N

is a filtered quasi-isomorphism morphism for the primitive filtration on N and the filtration on
R;.L;. N induced by the primitive filtrations of N and C. The morphism R, L., f is clearly a
filtered quasi-isomorphism. The saturation property of filtered quasi-isomorphisms applied to the
equality RLf oWy = Uns o f gives us the result. O

2.2.3 Triangulated structure on Ho Comc(C

Reminder on the triangulated structure on HoMod A

Recall that a Frobenius category is an exact category in the sense of Quillen [Qui73] which
has enough injectives and enough projectives and whose class of projectives coincides with that of
injectives. It is known [Hel60|, [Hap87], [KV87] that the quotient of a Frobenius category A by
the ideal of morphisms factorized by a projective is a triangulated category [Ver77]. It is called
the stable category associated to A.

Let A be a unital differential graded algebra. The category Mod A, endowed with the class £
formed of the exact sequences

0—M LM% M 0
which are split into the category of graded modules, is an exact category. The class of injective
objects is made up of complexes of the form

0 w

IM_(MGBSM,{O ;

} ) M € Mod A.

It coincides with the class of projective objects. The category Mod A is therefore a Frobenius
category. We denote by HA the stable category associated with Mod A. It is a triangulated
category. Its suspension functor is the functor M +— SM. Its standard triangles come from the
exact sequences of £. The quasi-isomorphisms of Mod A are exactly the morphisms f whose image
f by the canonical functor Mod A — HA fits into a triangle

N =MLy M 5 8N,

where N is acyclic. The derived category DA is the localization of the category HA with respect
to quasi-isomorphisms. The standard triangles of DA are the image under the functor

Q:HA— DA

of standard triangles of HA. The derived category DA, equipped with the suspension endofunctor,
is triangulated for the class of distinguished triangles, i.e. triangles isomorphic to standard triangles.
If f is a morphism of Mod A, we denote by C(f) its cone. If

%

0—-M M- M0
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is an exact sequence (not necessarily split) of Mod A, the morphism [p,0] : C(i) — M" is a
quasi-isomorphism and the sequence

M Qi M Qp M L) SM’
where the morphism ¢ is the morphism of DA defined by

M// [p,O] C(Z) [_1’0] SM/7

is a distinguished triangle of DA.
Triangulated structure on Ho ComcC

Let C be an object of Cogca. The category Comc C, endowed with the class F of short exact
sequences which are split in the category of graded comodules, is a Frobenius category whose class
of injective objects is formed of the objects

0 w

IN = (N@SN,[O .

} ), N € ComcC.

We denote by HC' the associated stable category. It is triangulated. Its suspension functor is
N — SN. Exact sequences of F give rise to standard triangles. Distinguished triangles are
triangles isomorphic to standard triangles.

Let 7 : C' — A be an acyclic admissible twisting cochain where A is an object of Alga. The
functors L and R form a pair of exact functors between the categories ComcC' and Mod A and
preserve injectivity. They therefore induce a pair of triangulated adjoint functors between the
stable categories HC' and HA. The derived category DC' is the localized category (HC) (Eq7Y.
It is clearly isomorphic to the category Ho Comc C. Recall (Theorem 2.2.2.2) that the functors R
and L (defined in Section 2.2.1) induce inverse equivalences of each other between the localized
categories

DA = (HA)[Qis™'] and (HC)[Eq '] =DC.

In particular, the multiplicative system £q is compatible with the triangles of HC' because it is the
inverse image of the multiplicative system of isomorphisms of DA by the composite triangulated
functor

HC 55 HA — DA.

It follows that DC carries a canonical triangulated structure and that the equivalences induced
between DA and DC' are triangulated functors.

2.2.4 Characterization of the acyclicity of twisting cochains

We recall that the functor — T : Cogc — Cogca is an equivalence of categories (Section 2.1.2).
Provide Cogca with the model category structure induced by that of Cogc (see Theorem 1.3.1.2).

Proposition 2.2.4.1. Let A be an object of Alga and C an object of Cogca. Let 7: C' — A be
an admissible twisting cochain. The following conditions are equivalent.

a. The twisting cochain 7 is acyclic, i.e. if M is an object of Mod A, the adjunction morphism
b: LRM — M

is a quasi-isomorphism of Mod A.
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b. If N is an object of Comc C, the adjunction morphism
V:N — RLN

is a weak equivalence of ComcC'.

c. The adjunction morphism
LRA=A®,Ce, A% A

is a quasi-isomorphism of Mod A.

d. The morphism
Na®ec:e =+ AR, C
is a weak equivalence of ComcC.

e. The morphism of algebras f, (Lemma 2.2.1.5) is a quasi-isomorphism.

f. The morphism de coalgebras ¢, (Lemma 2.2.1.5) is an equivalence of Cogca.

Proof. a = b. This is a consequence of point b of theorem 2.2.2.2.
a = c. This is clear.
b = d. We have the equality ¥, =n4 ® ec.
¢ = a. The subcategory of DA consisting of objects M such that

®:LRM —- M

is a quasi-isomorphism is a traigulated subcategory with infinite sums containing A by assumption.
It thus coincides (see [Kel94a, 4.2]) with DA.
d = e. Recall that 7¢ : C — Q7C is acyclic (2.2.1.9). This implies that the morphism

Le=0%C — L, (A®,C) =L, R, Res A

and the adjunction morphism
L:,R;,ResA — Res A

are quasi-isomorphisms. The morphism f; is a quasi-isomorphism because it is equal to the com-
position
QOC — L, R, , Res A — Res A.

e < f. This is point b of Theorem 1.3.1.2.
e = a. Since the cochain 7¢ is acyclic, the adjunction morphism

LoRe M =M®,C®., QC—M
is a quasi-isomorphism. Moreover, it is equal to the composition

M ®, C @ QC 2% M®, Co, A2 M.

Thus, it suffices to show that the morphism ¢j; induced by the morphism f is a quasi-isomorphism.
Endow the comodule M ®., C' with its primitive filtration. We then have

Gr(M @, C) =M ® GrC
and induced filtrations on M ®, C @, A and M ®, C ®, QTC which satisfy
GrM®,C®, A)=M®GrC®A and Gr(M ®, C ®,, QC) =M ® GrC @ QC.

For these filtrations, the morphism ¢, is a filtered morphism and it induces quasi-isomorphisms
in the graded objects because f. is a quasi-isomorphism. Therefore, it is a quasi-isomorphism [
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2.3 Polydules

2.3.1 Definitions

Definition 2.3.1.1. Let A be an A-algebra. An A, -module over A in category GrC' is a graded
object M in GrC’ endowed with a family of graded morphisms

mﬁ\/[:M®A®i*1—>M, 1<i<n,

of degree 2 — i, such that an equation (/) of the same form as the equation (%,,) of Definition
1.2.1.1 holds for all 1 < m < n. In the equation (), for j > 0, the terms

m
m;i(1%7 @ my ® 1®l)
of the equation (*,,) must be interpreted as
mM(1% @ my, 1% : M @ A®™ 1 5 M,

and, for j =0, as
mM(mM @19 M @ A1 - M.

Definition 2.3.1.2. Let A be an A-algebra. An A-polydule in GrC' (in the literature, this
structure is commonly called an A, -module over A) is a M graded object endowed with a family
of graded morphisms

mM M@ A®T 5 M, 1<,

of degree 2 — 4, such that the equation (x/,) holds for all 1 < m.

Definition 2.3.1.3. The suspension SM of an A-polydule is the A-polydule whose underlying
graded object is the suspension SM and whose multiplications are defined by

miM = (=1)isomMo(w® 1%, i>1.

The section 2.3.3 will certify that this indeed defines an A-polydule.

Definition 2.3.1.4. Let A be an A, -algebra, and let M and N be two A, -modules over A. An
A -morphism of Ap-modules f : M — N is a family of graded morphisms of C’

fi M@ A®"' 5 N, 1<i<n,
of degree 1 — i, satistying, for all 1 < m < n, the equality

() SO @my 01 = 3 ma (f, ©19)

in Homg,.c:(M @ A®™~1 N) where j +k+1=m,i=7j+1+1and r +s=m. An A,-morphism
fis strictif f; =0 for all i > 2. Let M, N and T be three A,-modules on A. Let g: M — N and
f: N = T be two Aj-morphisms of Aj-modules. The composition fog: M — T is defined by

(fogli= Y fnlgp®1®), 1<i<n
k+l=1
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Definition 2.3.1.5. Let A be an A, .-algebra and let M and N be two A-polydules. An A-
morphism f: M — N is a family of graded morphisms

fi: M®A® "L 5N, 1<,

of degree 1 — i, such that the equation (xx/,) is satisfied for all 1 < m. The composition of
A -morphisms is defined by the same formulas as that of the composition of A,-morphisms. An
A -morphism f is strict if f; =0 for all i > 2.

It will result from Section 2.3.3 that we do indeed obtain a category. We denote it Nod,, A. The
letter N replaces the letter M of Mod and refers to Non in “Non unital A.-module”. Let Nodstict A
denote the subcategory of Nod,, A whose objects are the A-polydules and whose morphisms are
the strict A,-morphisms.

Remark 2.3.1.6. Let A be an A -algebra. In a manner analogous to Remark 1.2.1.3, if M is an
A-polydule,

- (M, m) is a complex;

- the morphism md’ : M ® A — M defines an action up to homotopy of the strongly ho-

motopically associative algebra (Remark 1.2.1.3) A on M. The lack of compatibility of the

multiplication m3' and the action m! is equal to the boundary of m3! in

(Homng/(M X A®2, M), 5),
where 4 is defined using m{ and m4'.
-If f: M — N is an A,,-morphism of A-polydules, the morphism f; is a morphism of
complexes (M, m}) — (N,mi).

Remark 2.3.1.7. Let A be an A_-algebra. The morphisms m#, i > 1, define an A-polydule
structure on the object underlying A.

Remark 2.3.1.8. Let A be an object of Alg and (M,d™, AM) a differential graded A-module.
The morphisms
m =dM, md =AM mM=0 for i>3

define on the object underlying M an A-polydule structure. The category of differential graded
A-modules is a nonfull subcategory of the category of A-polydules.

Definition 2.3.1.9. Let A be an A, .-algebra and let M and N be two A-polydules. An A..-
morphism of A-polydules f: M — N is an A -quasi-isomorphism if f1 is a quasi-isomorphism of
complexes.

Definition 2.3.1.10. Let A be an A .-algebra and let M and N be two A-polydules. Let f and
g be two A,,-morphisms M — N. A homotopy between f and g is a family of morphisms

hi M@ A®~1 5 N, 1<,
of degree —i satisfying, for all 1 < m, the equation

Gex %) fm—gm = D(=1)muss(hy © 199)
+ (1) R (1%7 @ my, © 1%)

in Homg,c/(M @ A®™~1 N), where r + s = m and j + k + 1 = m. Two A,-morphisms of
A -algebras f and g are homotopic if there exists a homotopy between f and g.
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2.3.2 Strict units, augmentations and reductions

In this chapter, we will study strictly unital polydules over augmented A..-algebras. We will
therefore define here a type of unitality for A,.-structures: strict unitality. This structure will
allow us to generalize certain properties of unital modules to polydules. The relevance of this
notion of unitality relative to the homotopy of A.-structures will be the subject of Chapter 3.

Definition 2.3.2.1. An A -algebra A is strictly unital if it is endowed with a graded morphism
n:e— A of degree 0 such that m;(1...1®n®1...1) =0 for all i # 2 and

ma(la®n) =ma(n®1y) =14

The morphism 7 is called the (strict) unit of A. If A and A’ are two strictly unital A-algebras,
an A,o-morphism f : A — A’ is strictly unital if fin? =n? and f;(1...1®@7n®1...1) =0 for all
i > 2.

By the remark 1.2.1.5, a unital differential graded algebra is a strictly unital A.,-algebra. In
particular, the algebra e is a strictly unital A,-algebra.

Definition 2.3.2.2. An A_-algebra A is augmented if it is strictly unital and endowed with a
strict Aoo-morphism of strictly unital A, -algebras ¢ : A — e. The morphism ¢ is called the
augmentation of A.

The reduced A -algebra A is the kernel of €. Let A be an A-algebra. The augmented Ao -
algebra AT has the underlying object A @ e, its multiplications m;, ¢ > 1, are such that the
canonical injection e — A @ e is the strict unit and such that they coincide with mf‘, i>1, on
A. Its augmentation is the canonical projection A ® e — e. We denote by Alga,, the category
of augmented A-algebras. The augmentation functor Alg., — Alga,, is an equivalence whose

quasi-inverse is the reduction functor.

Definition 2.3.2.3. Let A be a strictly unital A, -algebra. An A-polydule M is strictly unital if
mM1y®1...1@n®1...1) =0 for all i > 3 and

méw(lM ®77) =1y.

A strictly unital morphism between strictly unital A-polydules is an A .-morphism f of A-polydules
such that
fily®l.. 1opel...1)=0, i>2.

If f and g are two strictly unital morphisms, a homotopy h between f and g is strictly unital if
hi(1M®1...1®n®1...1)=0, 1> 2.

If A is a strictly unital homotopy between two strictly unital morphisms f and g, we say that f and
g are homotopic (relative to h) and we denote f ~ g. We denote by Mod, A the category of strictly
unital A-polydules whose morphisms are strictly unital morphisms and by Modt"'t A the category
of strictly unital A-polydules whose morphisms are strict and strictly unital A,,-morphisms.

If A is an A-algebra and M an A-polydule, M7 is the (strictly unital) AT -polydule whose
object is underlying M and whose multiplication szJr, i > 1, is such that, restricted to A, it

coincides with m}, i > 1 (in particular the m; does not change). This defines an isomorphism

*:Nodo A =5 Mody, AT
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compatible with homotopy. The quasi-inverse is given by the functor which sends M to the A-

polydule M whose underlying object is M and whose multiplication m?[, 1 > 2, is the restriction
of mM i >2 to M ® A®~1

2.3.3 Bar construction
The proofs of this section being almost identical to those of the section 1.2.2, we content ourselves
with stating the results.

Bar construction of polydules

Let A and M be two graded objects. For each i > 1, we define a bijection

Homg,c' (M © A®1 M) — Homg,c/(SM © (SA)®~1, SM)
mM i~ M
by the relation '
wobM = —mM o w® (where w =s"1).

Let A be an A,-algebra. We recall (2.1.2.1) that a differential b on the (co-unital) graded
(BA)*-comodule SM ® (BA)* is determined by the composition

(1 @nBYY o™ . SM @ (BA)T — SM
whose components we denote b, i > 1. The bijections m} < bM induce a bijection from the
set of structures of A-polydule on M to the set of differentials ¥ on the graded (BA)*-comodule
SM @ (BA)T.

Let A, M and N be three graded objects. For each ¢ > 1, we define a bijection

HomgTC/(M®A®i_1,M) — HomgTC/(SM® (SA)@)i_l,SM)
fi = F

by the relations ‘
woFy = (=)Flfi0w® i>1,

where F; is a graded morphism of degree |F;|. Let A be an A-algebra. We recall (2.1.2.1) that a
graded morphism of (co-unital) (BA)™comodules

F:SM® (BA)T— SN ® (BA)*
is determined by the composition
1@nBY Yo F: SM® (BA)T— SM

whose components we denote F;, i > 1. The bijections f; <> F; induce a bijection of the product
of sets of graded morphisms '
fi: M@ A®"Y 5 N, i>1,

of degree 1 — i + n, on the set of graded morphisms of (BA)*-comodules F : SM ® (BA)* —
SN @ (BA)" of degree n. If M and N are A-polydules, this bijection sends bijectively the set
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of families defining an A,.-morphism f : M — N to the set of differential graded morphisms of
(BA)*-comodules
F:SM ® (BA)T— SN ® (BA)™.

If f and g are two A .-morphisms of A-polydules, the same bijection sends bijectively the set of
homotopies between f and g to the set of homotopies between the morphisms of (BA)*-comodules
F and G corresponding to f and g.

This gives us a functor

Nods A — Comc(BA)T, M+ (SM @ (BA)*,bM).
Bar construction of strictly unital polydules over an augmented A . -algebra

Let A be an augmented A.-algebra. We denote by B*A the co-augmented coalgebra (BA)*,
where A is the reduced A,-algebra associated to A. Be careful not to confuse the co-augmented
coalgebras BTA and (BA)™.

By the section 2.3.2, the functor N +— N is an isomorphism of categories

Mods A =+ Nod,, A.

The composite functor o
B4 : Mody, A =5 Nodo, A — Comc BTA

is called the bar construction functor.  The suspension SM of a polydule is sent by the bar
construction to BSN = (S?N ® B*A,b%N). We check that the latter is isomorphic to SBN. The
bar construction functor sends homotopic A,,-morphisms to homotopic morphisms of comodules
and it induces an equivalence between the category Mod., A and the subcategory prcol BTA of
Comc BTA made up of almost free objects.

2.3.4 Enveloping algebra

In this section, we define the enveloping algebra UA of an augmented A-algebra A and then show
that the category Mod UA is isomorphic to the category Mod3"'et A.

Let V be a graded (resp. differential graded) vector space. The (augmented) tensor algebra
TV is the augmentation (T'V)™T of the reduced tensor algebra. Let i : V' — T'V be the canonical
injection.

Lemma 2.3.4.1. Let M be a graded object. The map ™ ~ pM(1 ® i) is a bijection from the
set of unital T'V-module structures on M to the set of graded morphisms

MV =M
of degree 0. The inverse map associates to g the multiplication
pw:MTV =M

whose component M ® e — M is the identity and component M @ V® — M is the morphism
gol(g®1)o--o(g®1®1)
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Definition 2.3.4.2. Let A be an augmented A-algebra. The enveloping algebra of A is the
differential graded algebra UA = QTBTA, that is, the algebra (2BA)™.

Lemma 2.3.4.3. The A ,-morphism A — UA given by the adjunction morphism
BYA — B'UA = BTQT™B'A

is an A,-quasi-isomorphism. It is universal among the A,,-morphisms from A to a differential
graded algebra. g

Proof. 1t is an A -quasi-isomorphism by Lemma 1.3.3.6. The universality is immediate thanks to
the adjunction (€2, B). O

Lemma 2.3.4.4. We have an isomorphism of categories
i: ModUA — Mod"* A, M — S™'M.

Proof. Let M be a graded object. We are going to show that the unital UA-module structures over
SM are the strictly unital A-polydule structures over M. Let m2! be a differential over M and let

mM M@ A®T 5 M, i>2,

graded morphisms of degree 2 —i. We define using the bijections mM « bM of section 1.2.2, a
morphism

g:SM @ (BA) — SM.
By lemma 2.3.4.1, the morphism
SM ® S~ (BA) X2 SM © (BA) -4 SM

lifts to a graded unital QTB*A-module structure Y on SM. We verify that (SM, uY, Smy) defines
a unital differential graded module if and only if the m}!, i > 1, define a strictly unital A-polydule
structure on M. If SM and SN are two UA-modules, the morphisms of UA-modules SM — SN
are clearly identified with the strict A ,-morphisms of A-polydules M — N. O
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2.4 Derived category of an augmented A, -algebra

Introduction

Let A be an augmented A,-algebra. The purpose of this section is to show that the derived
category

Do A = Mody, A[Qis™]
is equivalent to the categories
HooA = Modo A/~ and (Mod3r 4)[Qis™"]

where ~ is the homotopy relation. The derived category of any A -algebra is studied in chapter 4.

Section plan

This section is divided into three subsections. In subsection 2.4.1, we prove the homotopy theorem
and the A, -quasi-isomorphism theorem for polydules. For this, we will characterize the fibrant
objects of the model category Comc BTA: they are exactly the direct factors of almost cofree objects
and we show that the above theorems then appear as particular cases of fundamental results of
Quillen’s homotopic algebra (see appendix A). In the subsection 2.4.2, we show the equivalences
announced in the introduction above (again thanks to Quillen’s homotopic algebra). In section
2.4.3, we study the triangulated structure of D, A.

2.4.1 Fibrant objects of Comc B*A

Let A be an object of Alga_,. The purpose of this section is to show the following proposition:
Proposition 2.4.1.1.

a. The homotopy relation (2.3.2.3) in Mods, A is an equivalence relation compatible with com-
position.

b. An A, -quasi-isomorphism of A-polydules is a homotopy equivalence.

c. Let A’ be an object of Alga. Let Modsh A’ be the full subcategory of Mod,, A’ consisting
of unital differential graded A’-modules. Let ~ denote the homotopy relation on Modsh A’.
The inclusion Mod A’ — Modsh A’ induces an equivalence

DA =5 Modsh A’/ ~ .
Remark 2.4.1.2. Part ¢ remains true even in the case where the unital differential graded algebra
A’ is not augmented (see 4.1.3.8)

Proof. The proof is identical to that of corollary 1.3.1.3. It proceeds in the same way by using
(instead of the main theorem 1.3.1.2) the theorem 2.2.2.2 and the proposition 2.4.1.3 below. O
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A refinement of the characterization of fibrant objects of Theorem 2.2.2.2

Let C be an object of Cogca. Equip the ComcC category with its canonical model category
structure (2.2.2.4). Let 7 : C' — A’ be an admissible acyclic twisting cochain, where A’ is an object
of Alga (there always exists such a cochain thanks to Lemma 2.2.1.9). Theorem 2.2.2.2 says that
the fibrant objects of Comc C' are the direct factors of objects of the form R,M, where M is an
object of Mod A’. In particular, the fibrant objects are direct factors of almost cofree objects of
ComcC'. Let us show that the converse is true for some coalgebras:

Proposition 2.4.1.3. Let C be an object of Cogca which is isomorphic, as a graded coalgebra, to
a tensor coalgebra. The fibrant objects of Comc C are exactly the direct factors of almost cofree
objects.

In particular, since the coalgebra C is isomorphic to the bar construction B*A of an object A
of Alga_, the fibrant objects of Comc C are exactly the direct factors of comodules which are in
the image of the bar construction of an A-polydule. The proof of this result is postponed to the
end of this section. We first demonstrate some propositions.

Mod,, A as a “model category without limits”

Let A be an augmented A .-algebra. In the category Mod., A, we consider the following three
classes of morphisms:

- the class £q of weak equivalences, i.e., A -quasi-isomorphisms,

- the class Cof of cofibrations, i.e., As-morphisms j : M — M’ such that j; is a monomor-
phism,

- the class Fib of fibrations, i.e., As.-morphisms ¢ : M — M’ such that ¢; is an epimorphism.

Theorem 2.4.1.4. The category Mod, A, equipped with the three classes defined above, satisfies
axiom (A) of Theorem 1.3.3.1 and axioms (CM2) — (CM5) of Definition A.7. All objects are fibrant
and cofibrant.

Proof. This is identical to that of 1.3.3.1 because it is based on the obstruction lemmas (see
appendix B.2). O
Links between the “model category without limits” Mod., A and the model category
Comc BTA

Proposition 2.4.1.5. Let M and M’ be two objects in Mod, A.

a. An A -morphism f : M — M’ is an A,-quasi-isomorphism in Mod., A if and only if the
morphism Bf : BM — BM’ is a weak equivalence in Comc BVA.

b. An A, -morphism j : M — M’ is a cofibration in Mod, A if and only if Bj : BM — BM'
is a cofibration in Comc BTA.

c. An A, -morphism q : M — M’ is a fibration in Mody, A if and only if Bq: BM — BM’ is
a fibration in Comc B1A.
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Proof. Let UA be the enveloping algebra of A. Recall (2.2.1.5) that the universal twisting cochain
7:BTA - QTBTA=UA
is acyclic. By Corollary 2.2.2.3, we have a Quillen equivalence
(L, R) : Comc BtA — Mod UA.

a. If fis an A -quasi-isomorphism, the morphism B f is a filtered quasi-isomorphism for primitive
filtrations. By Lemma 2.2.2.5, it is a weak equivalence in Comc BTA. Suppose that Bf is a weak
equivalence of Comc BTA. Consider the diagram of Comc B+A

BM —— RLBM

Bfl iRLBf

BM' —— RLBM'.
As R = Bi, this diagram is the image under B of a diagram
M ——iLBM

I

M’ ——=iLBM'.

As Bf is a weak equivalence of Comc B1A, the morphism LB f is a quasi-isomorphism of Mod UA.
The (strict) morphism iLBf is thus an A,-quasi-isomorphism in Mody, A. The lemma 2.4.1.6
below shows that the horizontal arrows of the diagram above represent A . -quasi-isomorphisms.
By the saturation property of A,.-quasi-isomorphisms in Mod,, A, f is therefore a A, .-quasi-
isomorphism.

b and c. Same proof as in proposition 1.3.3.5. O

Lemma 2.4.1.6. Let M be an object of Mody,, A. The adjunction morphism BM — RLBM
induces a quasi-isomorphism in the primitives.

Proof. We need to show that the morphism
SM — SM @ Bt*A® UA

is a quasi-isomorphism. Let C be the coalgebra BTA. Recall that by definition Q1C = QC. It
remains to show that
SM — SM®C Q' C

is a quasi-isomorphism. Let us endow Q7C with the filtration induced by the primitive filtration
of C considered as coalgebra. We then have a filtration of Q7C defined by the sequence

(QfC), = (QC);®e, i>0.
Endow C, considered as an object of Com C, with its primitive filtration as a C-module (completing
it with Cjg) = e). We also endow M with the filtration defined by the sequence M; = M, i > 0.
These filtrations induce a filtration of complexes on SM ® C ® QTC. Just as at the end of the
proof of point b of Lemma 2.2.1.9, we show that

Gro(SM ® C @ QTC) = SM, Gr(SM®C®Q*C)=0 for i>1.
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Proof of Proposition 2.4.1.3. We can assume that C is equal to BTA, for A an augmented A -
algebra. Let 7 be the universal twisting cochain of BTA. We know that the fibrant objects of
Comc B*A are direct summands! of objects of the form RM = M ®, B*A, where M is an object
of Mod QTB*A. Therefore, they are direct summands? of almost cofree objects. Conversely, if N
is an almost cofree object, it is isomorphic to the image under the bar construction of an object
M in Mod,, A. Since this latter object is fibrant in Mod,, 4, the object N is fibrant in Comc BTA
by point ¢ of Proposition 2.4.1.5.

O

2.4.2 The derived category D, A

In this section, we define the derived category Do, A and give several descriptions of it.

The point a. of Proposition 2.4.1.1 shows that the following definition makes sense.

Definition 2.4.2.1. Let A be an augmented A..-algebra. We denote by H.,A the category
Mod., A/ ~, where ~ is the homotopy relation (see 2.3.2.3). The derived category Do A of Mods, A
is the localization of the category Mod., A with respect to the A,,-quasi-isomorphisms.

Proposition (2.4.1.1) leads to the following result:
Corollary 2.4.2.2. The canonical projection
HooA — Do A
is an isomorphism.
Proof. The A -quasi-isomorphisms being homotopy equivalences, the canonical projection
HooA = (HooA)[Eq ] = Do A
is an equivalence. O

Lemma 2.4.2.3. The composition of functors (see 2.3.4.4)

J : Mod UA —5 Mod®®* A < Mod., A

induces an isomorphism DUA — D, A.
Proof. We have a commutative diagram

J

Mod UA Modstrict A

i o

ComcBTA ~5— Mod A

and the functors J, R and B induce equivalences between the categories

DUA, DC, (Mod A)[Eq™!] and Dy A.

L¢facteurs”
2ditto
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2.4.3 Triangulated structure on D, A

Exact sequences of Mod, 4

The functor
i: ModUA — Mod A, SM — M,

identifies (see 2.3.4.4) the category Mod UA with the subcategory Mods"t A of Mod,, A. It sends
the suspension of an UA-module to the suspension of an A-polydule (see 2.3.1.3). It identifies the
short exact sequences of Mod UA which are split in the category of graded modules to the sequences
of Mod,, A formed from strict A,,-morphisms

(%) M L ML M7,
such that .
0—M 2 M2 M -0

is an exact sequence in CC’ and such that there exists a retraction p of j; in GrC’ such that, for
all ¢ > 2,
pmit =mi" (p 197

7

Triangulated structure on DA

We endow the derived category Do, A with the unique triangulated structure (unique up to
triangulated equivalence) for which the equivalence

J : DUA — DA
of Lemma 2.4.2.3 is triangulated. As the functors

R:DUA — DBYA and B :D.,A— DB'A

are triangulated functors, we deduce the following theorem.

Theorem 2.4.3.1. The triangulated structure on D, A has as its suspension endofunctor the
one defined in 2.3.1.3. The distinguished triangles are precisely those that are isomorphic to the
triangles arising from exact sequences of the form (x) in Mods A. O

Cone of an A -morphism.

If f: M — M’ is an A,-morphism of A-polydules, its cone C(f) is the A-polydule M’ & SM
whose multiplications

mY (M e SM) @ A% — M @ SM, i>1,
are given by the morphisms

mM,, miM (see 2.3.1.3) and fio(w® 1®i—1).

2 K2

The bar construction sends C(f) to the cone of Bf.
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Lemma 2.4.3.2. Let A be an object of Alga. The inclusion
Mod A < Mod, A

induces an triangulated equivalence
DA — D A.

Proof. Since A — UA (see 1.3.3.6) is a quasi-isomorphism, we have a triangulated equivalence
between the category DA and the category DUA. The inclusion (2.3.4.4)

7: ModUA — Mod,, A

induces a triangulated equivalence from DUA to D A, from which we deduce the result. O

2.5 Derived category of bipolydules (the augmented case)

Introduction

Let A and A” be two augmented A .-algebras. In this section, we define the derived category
Do (A, A”) of strictly unital A-A”-bipolydules and we give several descriptions of it. The case
where A and A” are arbitrary will be treated in chapter 4.

Notations

Let (C,®,e) and (C”,®,e) be two semisimple monoidal Grothendieck K-categories and C’ a
semisimple Grothendieck K-category (not necessarily monoidal). We suppose that C is braided
(see [ML98, Chap. XI]). We denote by ®°P the tensor product of C defined by

AR°PB=B®A.

Suppose that the monoidal category C acts on the left on C’ and the monoidal category C” acts
on the right on C’ in a compatible manner i.e. C’ is equipped with two functors (K-bilinear on the
morphism spaces)

xCc — C, d CxC — (|,
R —> ® ) = ®
M. A" M & A" ehtl A M A M

associative and unital up to given isomorphisms (see [ML98, Chap. XI]) and such that
(A M@ A" =Ax (M @ A").

We further suppose that that we have a semisimple monoidal Grothendieck K-category C @ C”,
equipped with a monoidal functor

(C, @) x (C",®) = CoC’, (AA") s Ac A",
HOmc(A, B) X Homcn(A”, B”) — HOmC®CH((A & AN)7 (B ® B”))7

bilinear on morphism spaces, with an action on C’ and with an isomorphism
M@(A A Y =AM e A”.

The following example appears naturally in the study of A.-categories (5.1.1).
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Example 2.5.0.1. Let A and B be two sets considered as discrete categories. We denote by
C(A,B) the category of functors
B x A — VectK.

Set
C=C(A,A), C=C(A,B) and C”"=C(B,B).

The tensor products over A and the B define the monoidal (braided) category structures on C and
C” and the actions of C and C” on C'. The category C ® C” is the category C(A x B, A x B) of
functors

(A x B)? x (A x B) — VectK.

The functor
C(A,A) x C(B,B) —» C(A x B,A xB)

sends (L, M) to the functor

(A,B,A',B') — L(A, A') @x M(B, B').

2.5.1 Definitions of bipolydules
Let A and A” be two A,.-algebras of C and C”.

Definition 2.5.1.1. An A,,-A,/-bimodule on A and A" is an object of GrC’ equipped with a family
of graded morphisms in GrC’

mij: AY@M@A"® 5 M, 0<i<n, 0<j<n,

of degree 1 — i — j, such that an equation (x;,) of the same form as the equation (*,414¢),

7+ 1+t > 1, of the definition 1.2.1.1 holds for all 0 <r <nand 0 <t <n’. If M and M’ are two
A,-A,,-bimodules on A and A”, a morphism

f:M— M
is a family of graded morphisms in GrC’
fij A @M@ A" M, 0<i<n, 0<j<n/,
of degree —i — j, satisfying the equalities (*”),;, 0 <7 <mnand 0 <t < n/, the morphisms®

A" @M@ A"t 5 M, 0<r<n, 0<t<n/,

(=1 g 5 (19 @ fig © 19F) =
S (=1l £ (1% @ my @ 197)
where |m,| is the degree of m,; the m, must be properly interpreted as mZ, mf‘” or My e according
to its place. The composition g o f of two morphisms f and ¢ is defined as follows

(gofln =D (-1)*Cg (1% fr, ®1%7), n>1

3Below, Is the power ®t a typo? Maybe the power should be ®t?
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Definition 2.5.1.2. An A-A"-bipolydule in C' (commonly called an A, -bimodule over A and A”
in the literature) is an object of GrC’ equipped with a family of graded morphisms in GrC’

mi ;A% @M ® A"® - M, i,j>0,

of degree 1 — i — j, such that the equation (x; ,,), is satisfied for n,n’ > 0. If M and M’ are two
A-A"-polydules, a morphism
f:M—M

is a family of graded morphisms in GrC’ such that the equality (s«*""),, ,,, is satisfied for n+1+n’ > 1.
The composition go f of two A ,-morphisms f and g is defined by the same formulas as in the case
of the morphisms of A,-A, -bimodules on A and A”. We thus obtain a category Nod..(A, A”).
The letter N in Nod., replaces the letter M in Mod,, and refers to the N in “Not (necessarily)
unital A,.-bimodules”.

We now assume that A and A” are augmented.

Definition 2.5.1.3. An A-A"-bipolydule is strictly unital if for all ,j > 0, we have
mi (1 @n©1%7) =0, a#i, (i,5) ¢ {(0,1),(1,0)}

and
mipo(N®1)=mg10(1®n) =1.

We denote by Modo (A, A”) the category of strictly unital A-A”-bipolydules. It is isomorphic to
the category of A-A’-bipolydules, where A and A’ are the reductions of A and A”.

Bar construction

We define the bijections

Hom((SA4)® @ SM @ (SA”)®I SM) = Hom(A® @ M @ A% M),
m; — bi,j
Hom((SA)®" @ SM @ (SA”)®I, SM)
fij

Hom(A® @ M @ A"®I M),
Fi,j

T |

by the relations

wob;;=—m; 0w and woF,; = (_1)‘Fi,j‘fi7j 0 W®itlt+i

These bijections define the fully faithful bar construction functor
B : Mod, (A, A”) — Comc(BTA, BTA"),

where Comc(BTA, BTA”) is the category of objects of GrC’ endowed with the structure of a co-
complete counital differential graded BTA-BTA"-bicomodule.
Its image consists of objects which are almost cofree.

2.5.2 Derived category of A, -bimodules

Let A and A” be two augmented A.-algebras in C and C”. In this section, we define the derived
category of strictly unital A-A”-bipolydules, then we give several descriptions of it.
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Model category structure on Comc(B+A, BTA")

Let (BTA)°P be the opposite coalgebra of BTA defined using the braiding of C. The object
(BTA)? @ BTA” of C® C” is a cocomplete differential graded coalgebra. Note that it is not
cotensorial in general. The category Comc((BTA)°P ® BTA") is equipped with its canonical model
category structure (2.2.2.4). The category Comc(BTA, BTA"”) becomes a model category thanks
to the isomorphism of categories

Comc(BTA, BtA") — Comc((BTA)? @ BTA").

We are now going to show that the fibrant objects of Comc(BTA, BTA") are exactly the direct
factors of almost cofree objects.

An acyclic twisting cochain

Let (UA)°P be the opposite algebra of UA defined using the braiding of C. The object (UA)°? ®
UA” of C® C” is a differential graded algebra. Equip the category Mod((UA)°? @ UA") with
the model category structure of Theorem 2.2.2.1. Let Mod(UA,UA"”) be the category of unital
differential graded bimodules. The category Mod(UA, UA"”) becomes a model category thanks to
the isomorphism of categories

Mod(UA, UA") — Mod((UA)°? @ UA").
We will construct an admissible acyclic twisting cochain
7:(BTA)? @ BtA" — (UA)°P @ UA”.
It will follow (2.2.2.3) that the pair of adjoint functors associated with 7 (see 2.2.1)
(L,R) : Comc ((B*A)? ® BTA") — Mod ((UA)*? @ UA")

is a Quillen equivalence.

The universal twisting cochain (2.2.1.5)
TB+A - BTA - QtBTA=UA

induces a twisting cochain
Thea t (BTA)? — (UA)°P.

We check that
T=Tpia®@non+n0n® s : (BTA)P @ BYA" — (UA)? @ UA",

where the symbols 7 denote the (co)units of BTA, BYA”, UA and UA”, is an admissible twisting
cochain. By the criterion of acyclicity of twisting cochains (2.2.4.1), the object of C ® C”

((B+A)0p ® B+A”) R ((UA)Op ® UA”) _
((B+A)Op @ (UA)? @ (B¥A")? @, U. /,)

is quasi-isomorphic to ec ® ecr = ecgc. The twisting cochain 7 is therefore acyclic.
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Fibrant objects of Comc ((B¥A) @ BTA")

As in the case of polydules over an augmented A -algebra (see 2.4.1.4), we show thanks to
obstruction theory (B.3) that the category of A-A”-bipolydules is endowed with the structure of a
“model category without limits”: weak equivalences, cofibrations and fibrations are defined in the
same way as in the case of A-polydules (2.4.1.4). By the same reasoning as that of the proof of
Proposition 2.4.1.3, we show that the fibrant objects of the model category Comc(B*A, BTA") are
exactly the direct factors of the almost cofree comodules.

Derived category

The bar construction
B : Mody. (A, A”) — Comc(B*A, BTA")

is a fully faithful functor. The closure by retracts of its image is the subcategory of fibrant and
cofibrant objects. Proposition A.13 and the compatibility of the bar construction with homotopy
and weak equivalences shows that the following definition makes sense.

Definition 2.5.2.1. The category Hoo (A, A”) is the category Mod.. (A, A”)/ ~, where ~ is the ho-
motopy relation. The derived category Do (A, A”) is the localization of the category Mod.. (A, A”)
with respect to A,.-quasi-isomorphisms.

By proposition A.13, we have an isomorphism
Hoo(A, A”) — Do (A, A”).
We have a fully faithful functor
I : Mod(UA, UA") — ModS"*(A, A”), M — S™'M,

where Modstrit(A, A”) is the category of strictly unital A-A”-polydules whose morphisms are the
strict A,o-morphisms. The image of this functor consists of the A-A"”-bipolydules M whose mor-
phisms

mi; A @M@ A" — M, i,j>0,

are zero if the two integers ¢ and j are different from 0. Recall that the analogous functor in the
case of polydules is an isomorphism (2.3.4.4).

Lemma 2.5.2.2. The composition of functors
J : Mod(UA, UA”) -1 Mod=tt (4, A”) < Mod (A, A”)
induces an equivalence D(UA, UA") — Do (A, A”).

Proof. We have a commutative diagram

MOd(UA UA/I) *> Modstrlct(A A//

i

Comc(B1A, BTA") < Mod (4, A"
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where R and B induce equivalences in the derived categories. This shows that the functor induced
by J is fully faithful. Let us show that it is essentially surjective. Let M be an A-A"-bipolydule.
The adjunction morphism

_ p+ +
BM — RLBM = B"A®,_, UA®,;, , BM®,, , A" Drpn B A
is a weak equivalence. The bicomodule RLBM is the bar construction of the A-A"-polydule
-1
M =5"UA®, BM®, ., UA").
We then have an A -quasi-isomorphism of A-A"-bipolydules
M — M’

and, since M’ is in the image of J, we have the result. O
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Chapter 3

Units up to homotopy and strict
units

Introduction

The A-spaces of [Sta63a| have strict units. In the algebraic framework, the corresponding notion
has been defined in (Definition 2.3.2.1).

When A is a strictly unital A.-algebra, some properties of unital associative algebras can be
generalized to A. For example, we will show the analogue of the isomorphism

M ®p B — M,

when B is a unital associative algebra and M a unital B-module (see the generalization in
Lemma 4.1.1.6 in chapter 4). However, the A,-algebras (in fact A.-categories) occurring in
geometry [Fuk93] are not strictly unital but homologically unital, i.e. H* A endowed with the mul-
tiplication induced by ms is a unital graded algebra. The purpose of this chapter is to show
that from a homotopy point of view, there is no difference between strict units and homologi-
cal units. More precisely, we will show that the subcategory of homologically unital A -algebras
whose morphisms are the homologically unital A, -morphisms and the subcategory of strictly unital
A -algebras whose the morphisms are the A -strictly unital morphisms become equivalent after
passing to homotopy (Corollary 3.2.4.4).

Chapter Plan
This chapter is divided into three sections. In section 3.1, we define homological units relative to

A -structures. In section 3.2, we show the result stated above. In section 3.3, we compare the
different types of compatibility to units of (bi)polydules.

3.1 Definitions

Let C be a base category such as in chapter 1. Let A be an A, -algebra over C and let
w:H*" AR H'A— H*A
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the morphismed induced by ms.

Definition 3.1.0.1. A morphism n* : ¢ — A in GrC is a homological unit if m; on = 0 and if it
induces a unit for the graded associative algebra (H* A, ). If A is endowed with a homological unit,
we will say that it is homologically unital. If A and A’ are two homologically unital Ao -algebras,
an A.,-morphism f: A — A’ is homologically unital if fi induces a unital morphism

H*A = H*A'.

Remark 3.1.0.2. The unit e — A of a strictly unital A, -algebra (Definition 2.3.2.1) is clearly a
homological unit. A strictly unital morphism of strictly unital A..-algebra is homologically unital.

We find in the works of K. Fukaya [FOOOO01] and V. Lyubashenko [Lyu02] other elevations of
the notion of unitality. An A..-algebra endowed with a “homotopic unit” (defined in [FOOOO01]
using higher homotopies, see also [Fuk01b]) gives a “A -unital algebra” in the sense of [Lyu02].
The lifting of the notation of unitality due to V. Lyubashenko [Lyu02] specializes to our notion
of homological unitality if we work on over a field (V. Lyubashenko works over any commutative
ring). Note that homological unitality is not of the type “up to homotopy”: it is not defined using
higher homotopies satisfying coherence conditions. It is however a valid notion since (as we will see
in this chapter) the localization of the category of homologically unital A -algebras with respect
to Aso-quasi-isomorphisms is equivalent to the localization of the category of unital algebras with
respect to quasi-isomorphisms.

Definition 3.1.0.3. If f and f’ are two homotopically unital morphisms A — A’, a homotopy h
between f and [’ is strictly unital if

hi(1% @n®1®) =0, i>landj+1+1=1i.

Remark 3.1.0.4. If A is a homologically unital A,.-algebra and H*A is a minimal model for A
(Corollary 1.4.1.4), the homological unit 7' induces a homological unit nf "A . e — H*A which
additionally satisfies

my AT A1) =mi M 1egT) = 1.
Let f: A — A’ be a homologically unital morphism and let H*A and H* A’ be minimal models of
A and A’. We recall (Corollary 1.4.1.4) that there exist A ,-quasi-isomorphisms

i:H*A— A and i :H*A — A’

By point b of Corollary 1.3.1.3, there exists a homotopy inverse p’ of #/. The morphism g = p’o fi 01
further satisfies g1mg+a = M= ar.

3.2 Homologically unital A -algebras

This section is divided into four subsections.

In subsection 3.2.1, we give two proofs of the fact that any homologically unital minimal A .-
algebra is isomorphic to a strictly unital A,-algebra. The first of these proofs is inspired by the
theory of deformations of graded algebras and is only valid in characteristic zero. The second is
based on the obstruction theory of minimal A,-algebras (see appendix B.4).

In the subsections 3.2.2 and 3.2.3, we show, with the help of obstruction theory, that we can
make strictly unital any homologically unital A,,-morphism between strictly unital A..-algebras
and any homotopy between A .,-morphisms.
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In subsection 3.2.4, we show that every strictly unital A-algebra A admits a strictly unital
minimal model A" and strictly unital A,.-quasi-isomorphisms

A5 A and A— A

We will deduce from this result and from the previous subsections the main result of this chapter

(3.2.4.4) : the category (Algoo)hu of homologically unital A,.-algebras whose morphisms are the
homologically unital A ,,-morphisms and its nonfull subcategory (Algoo) 4, Of the strictly unital A -

algebras whose morphisms are the strictly unital A..-morphisms, are equivalent up to homotopy.

3.2.1 Unital strictification of A, -algebras

Theorem 3.2.1.1 (A. Lazarev [Laz02], P. Seidel [Sei]). Any homologically unital minimal A -
algebra is isomorphic to a strictly unital minimal A -algebra.

The theorem has been independently proved by P. Seidel [Sei], who uses the same method as
us, as well as by A. Lazarev [Laz02]. Our first proof will use deformations and is valid only in
characteristic zero. It gives us the existence of strictly unital minimal A..-algebra. The second
proof is based on the obstruction lemmas of Appendix B.4. It specifies the possible choices of the
strictly unital minimal A..-algebra.

The two proofs are linked: for a given ms, the Hochschild complex C*(A, A) (see Appendix
B.4) controls the obstruction to the construction by recurrence of the m;, i > 3, of a minimal
A -algebra structure on A and it is also the differential graded Lie algebra which describes the
problem of deformations of the algebra (A, my). We we refer to the articles [SS85] and [KS00]
concerning this point.

Corollary 3.2.1.2. Any homologically unital A ,-algebra is homotopically equivalent to a strictly
unital A.-algebra.

Proof. Let A be a homologically unital A-algebra and let A’ be a minimal model of A. We know
that A and A’ are homotopically equivalent. The result is then deduced from Theorem 3.2.1.1
applied to A’. O

Remark 3.2.1.3. We will show at the end of this chapter (Proposition 3.2.4.1) that any strictly
unital A.-algebra A admits a strictly unital minimal model A’ such that the A..-quasi-morphism

A= A
is strictly unital.
First proof of theorem 3.2.1.1:
Reminders on deformations
Suppose the characteristic of K is zero. Let (g,d,[—,—]) be a nilpotent differential graded Lie

K-algebra, i.e. there exists an integer N > 1 such that

adXiadXs...adXy =0, Xi,..., XN €g.
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We denote by MC(g) the elements X € g of degree +1 which are solutions of the Maurer-Cartan
equation

5(X) + %[X, X] =0.

Let T be the nilpotent group associated to g°. It acts on g' by affine transformations, that is, by
the exponentiation of the action of its Lie algebra

gx=06(9)+[g,x], gecg’ xegh

This action preserves MC(g) and we have the set

MC(g)/~=MC(g)/T.
We recall [GM90] the following result.
Theorem 3.2.1.4. If h is a nilpotent differential graded Lie algebra, a homotopy equivalence
f b — g induces a bijection

~

MC(h)/~ — MC(g)/~ .
O

If g’ is a pronilpotent Lie algebra (i.e. it is the limit of nilpotent algebras g;, i > 0) we define

MC(g') = limMC(g;) and  MC(g')/~ = lim (MC(g:)/T: ).

Link with A -algebras

Let (A, i) be a unital associative graded K-algebra. The map
(D,D')— [D,D']=DoD"— (-=1)""D’ o D,

where D and D’ are homogeneous of degree p and ¢, endows the complex (coder(BA)™,d) with a
differential graded Lie algebra structure. Let LA denote this Lie algebra. We have an isomorphism
of complexes

LA — SC(A, A),

where C(A, A) is the Hochschild complex (see Appendix B.4). It sends the Lie bracket of LA to
the Gerstenhaber bracket [Ger63]. Let L="A C LA, n > 3 be the Lie subalgebra

S( T[] Homg,c(A%", A)).

i>n
The subalgebras LZ" A, n > 4, are ideals of LZ3A and we have
L73A = }g}l Ons
where g, is the algebra LZ3A/L>"A. As we have

[LZ"A,LZ”/A] c L2 1A pn! > 1,
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the Lie algebras g,, are nilpotent and L=3A is pronilpotent. The reduced subcomplex SC(A, A) is
a Lie subalgebra of LA for the Gerstenhaber bracket. We denote it LA. Recall that the inclusion
LA — LA is a homotopy equivalence (see [CE99, Chap. IX]). By Theorem 3.2.1.4, we have a
bijection
0 : MC(Z7°A)/~ =5 MC(LZ3A)/ ~

where T°°A = TANL>3A. An element &’ € L>3A is in MC(L=3A) if and only if b = b’ + by (where
by corresponds to my = ) is a differential of (BA)™. In other words, we have a bijection between
MC(LZ3A) and the set of minimal A-algebra structures on A whose multiplication ms is equal
to p. Under this bijection, the equivalence classes of MC(LZ3A) correspond to the isomorphism
classes of A,, minimal structures such that my equals u. Note that an element b € MC(LZ3A)

—>
belongs to the subalgebra L7’ A if and only if the A -structure corresponding to b” is strictly
unital over A. We then deduce from the bijection © that any A-structure (whose my equals u)
homologically unital on A is isomorphic to a strictly unital A -structure.

Second proof of theorem 3.2.1.1:

The characteristic of K is arbitrary.

Lemma 3.2.1.5. Let A be a minimal A-algebra. Let n be an integer > 2 and
fo: AP 5 A

a graded morphism of degree 1 — n. There exists a minimal A.-algebra A’, A-isomorphic to A,
whose underlying graded object is A and whose multiplications m/, ¢ > 2, are such that

my=m; if i<n and m) ; =mpi1+ OHoch(fn)-
Proof. Let F' be the morphism of graded coalgebras

F:BA— BA

determined by the sequence
(154,0,...,0,F,,0...),

where F), is given by the bijection F}, <> f, from section 1.2.2. The morphism F is an isomorphism.
Let us set

¥V =FobtoF L
This is a differential on T¢SA. The coalgebra (T<SA,b') is thus the bar construction of an
A-algebra A’, A,.-isomorphic to A, whose underlying graded object is A. It remains to ver-
ify the conditions on the multiplications. The matrix of the morphism of graded coalgebras

F:T(SA) = P(SA)®P =5 T°(SA) = @P(SA)*

p>1 q>1

is upper triangular and its diagonal consists of identities. The matrix of F~! is thus of the same
form. Furthermore, the restriction of F to

To_SA= P (s4y

1<p<n—1



102

Chapter 3 : Units up to homotopy and strict units

is the identity. The same holds for its inverse. The matrix of the differential b is strictly upper
triangular since b{! is zero. A calculation then shows that

b, = Fb(F~ Yy, for i<n

by = Fiblt  (F7) 1 + Fb (F ), + Fobs (F 1)1
We can deduce the result from the equalities
(F Y, =—-F, and F, =F '=154.
O

Proof of Theorem 3.2.1.1. We reason by induction on n. Let n > 2. Suppose that A is an A,.-
algebra such that, for all 3 < i < n, we have

mi(1¥ @no1%%) =0, j+k=n

This is equivalent to requiring that the m;, 3 < i < n, be elements of the reduced Hochschild
subcomplex C(A, A) (see Section B.4). Let us show that we can construct an A.-algebra A’, A -
isomorphic to A, whose underlying graded object is A and whose multiplications m}, 3 <i < n+1,
are elements of C'(A, A). By hypothesis on the m;, 3 < i < n, the Hochschild cycle r(mgz, - -+, m,_1)
from Lemma B.4.1 belongs to C(A, A). As A is an A-algebra, we know from Lemma B.4.1 that

6Hoch(mn+1) + ’I"(m3, T 7mn) =0
and that the element r(mg,--- ,m,) is a Hochschild cycle. Thus, the element
(mn+17 S'I"(m?” e 7mn))

from the cone C over the inclusion C'(4, A) < C(A, A) is a cycle. Since C is acyclic, this element
is the boundary of an element (f,,sm), ;). In other words, there exist elements

myq € Homg,c(A®" ™1 A) and f, € Homg,c(A®™, A)

such that
6Hoch(fn) + m;z-&-l = Mp and 5Hoch(m;l+1) + ’I"(m?,, e 7mn) =0.

By the previous lemma applied to the A .-algebra A and to the morphism —f,,, there exists an
A-algebra A’, A .-isomorphic to A, such that we have, for all 3 <i <n +1,

m(1% @ne1®%) =0, j+k=n.

3.2.2 Unital strictification of A, -morphisms

Theorem 3.2.2.1. A morphism of strictly unital minimal A-algebras which is homologically
unital is homotopic to a strictly unital morphism.
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Lemma 3.2.2.2. Let A and A’ be two minimal A_-algebras and f : A — A’ an A ,-morphism.

Let n be an integer > 2 and
hy : A" 5 A

a graded morphism of degree —n. There exists an A ,-morphism f’: A — A’ homotopic to f such
that
fz/ =fi if i<n and f’r/L-‘rl = fn+1 = OHoch(hn).

Proof. We are going to construct a morphism f’ such that the following
0,...,0,h,,0,...)

defines a homotopy h between f and f’. We construct f! by induction on i. Let ¢ > 1. Suppose
there is an A;-morphism f’: A — A’ such that h defines a homotopy between f and f’ that is an
A;-morphism. Set

fiv1 = fir1— Z(*l)smr+1+t(fu ® - ®fi, @@ f;, ®---® fi,)
_ Z(_l)jk+lhz(1®j ® my, ©1%Y),

where s is the sign appearing in Definition 1.2.1.7. By construction, the sequence

(f{7'--7fi/7fi/+1)

defines an A, ;-morphism homotopic to f. The morphism f’ thus constructed clearly satisfies the
desired conditions on the f/, for 1 <i<n+ 1. O

Proof of Theorem 3.2.2.1. Let A and A’ be two strictly unital minimal A .-algebras and
f:A= A

a homologically unital A,.-morphism. We are looking for a morphism f’ homotopic to f such that
the morphisms f/, i > 1 satisfy

A% ene1®) =0, i>2andj+1+1=i.

Let us construct f/, 1 <i < n, by induction on n. Let n > 1. Suppose that we have a morphism
f, such that the morphisms f;, 2 < ¢ < n satisfy the aforementioned condition. Using the same
arguments as in Theorem 3.2.1.1, where we replace the complex C'(A4, A) by the complex C(A, A”)
and the obstruction lemma B.4.1 with Lemma B.4.2, we find that there are two elements

f/+1 S Homg,«c(Z@"H,A’) and h, € HOmgrc(A(Xm,Al)

n

such that
6Hoch(hn) + f7/z+1 = fn and 5Hoch(f7/7,+1) + ’r(va e afn) =0.

By applying Lemma 3.2.2.2 to f and h,,, there exists a morphism f’ homotopic to f such that the
morphisms f; for 2 < ¢ < n + 1 satisfy the equations

fi(1% @ne1®)=0, i>2andj+1+1=i.
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3.2.3 Unital strictification of homotopies

Theorem 3.2.3.1. Let A and A’ be two strictly unital minimal A -algebras. If f and g are two
strictly unital homotopy A.,-morphisms A — A’, there exists a strictly unital homotopy between
f and g.

Lemma 3.2.3.2. Let A and A’ be two minimal A, -algebras. Let f and g be two A,,-homotopic
morphisms A — A’ and h a homotopy from f to g. Let n > 2 and

pn s AP — A
a graded morphism of degree —n — 1. There exists a homotopy A’ between f and g such that
hi=h; if 1<i<n and hpe1=hy 1+ 0Hoch(pn).

Proof. We proceed as in Lemma 3.2.2.2. Let’s denote F = Bf, G = Bg, and H = Bh: BA — BA’
as the homotopy between F' and G. Let R be a (F,G)-coderivation of degree —2 which is given
(1.1.2.2) by a sequence

0,...,0,80,w%™,0,...).

Consider H' defined by the equality
H' = H— b R+ Rb".

It is a (F, G)-coderivation which is clealry a homotopy beteen F' and G. We verify this corresponds
to a homotopy h’ between f and g such that

Ry=h; if 1<i<n and hyi1 = hl 1+ Smecn(pn)-
O

Proof of Theorem 3.2.3.1. We are looking for a homotopy h between f and g such that the mor-
phisms h;, i > 1, satisfy

hi(1% @n®1®) =0, i>2andj+1+1=i.

Construct the h;, 1 < ¢ < n, by the recurrence on n. Let n > 1. Suppose that we have a
morphism h, such that the morphisms h;, 2 < ¢ < n, satisfy the aforementioned condition. Using
the same arguments as in Theorem 3.2.1.1 where we replace the complex C'(A, A) with the complex
C(A, A") (see B.4) and the obstruction lemma B.4.1 with the lemma B.4.3, we find that there exist
two elements
Rl 1 € Homg,c(A®"t! A") and p, € Homg,c(A%", A")
such that
5Hoch(pn) + hn+1 = h{n and JHoch( fn—i—l) + T(h27 T 7hn) =0.

By Lemma 3.2.3.2, there exists a homotopy h’ between f and g such that we have the equations
R(1% @n®1®) =0, i>2andj+1+1=1i.

We deduce from Theorems 3.2.1.1, 3.2.2.1 and 3.2.3.1 the following corollary:

Corollary 3.2.3.3. Let A and A’ be strictly unital minimal A .-algebras and f : A — A’ a strictly
unital homotopy equivalence. There exists an inverse up to homotopy g of f which is strictly unital
and strictly unital homotopies h and h’ between 14 and f o g, and between 14 and go f. O
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3.2.4 Minimal model of a strictly unital A -algebra

The corollary (3.2.1.2) shows that any homologically unital A -algebra A admits a strictly unital
minimal model A" such that the A,-quasi-isomorphism

f:A = A
satisfies f o = 1. The purpose of this section is to show the following proposition:

Proposition 3.2.4.1. Every strictly unital A-algebra A admits a strictly unital minimal model
A’ such that the A, -quasi-isomorphism

f:A A
is strictly unital.

Our proof is based on the perturbation lemma (see [HK91], [GS86], [GL89], [GLS91], [Mer99]
and [KS01]).

Proof. Let V = H*A. Consider the of complexes morphism i : (V,0) — (A, m;) that induces the
identity on homology and such that ion =1n. Let p: A — K be the cokernel of i. The complex
K is contractible. The sequence of complexes (i, p) is therefore split. Choose a retraction p and a
section o such that

pooc=0 and iop+oop=14.

Let h be a contracting homotopy of K such that h? = 0. Let A’ = V° be the A,-algebra (with
underlying complex V') and f = f° be the morphism of A-algebras constructed from these data
in (1.4.2.1). We aim to show that A’ is a strictly unital A-algebra and that the A,,-morphism
f is strictly unital. We will use the notations from the proof of (1.4.2.1). We clearly hvae the
equalities

mion=0, mh(n®1l)=m4H(l®n)=1 and fron=mn.

It remains to show that the composition of f; for ¢ > 2, and m/ for ¢ > 3 with
e = (1% @197 0<a<i,
is zero. It suffces to show that the compositions
mir oM, and firon,, TET,

are zero. Note that these compositions come from trees T, colored similaly to m;r (resp. fir)
except for one leaf which is now colored 7. Since A is strictly unital, we have

mjong =0, j>3, 0<B<j.

It suffces to verify the nullity of the compositions arising from colored trees where a colored sub-tree
has the form
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UH/\HTI ”\iz”

ma \m2
o
@ !

.. €

In the first two cases, m;,T 0Ny and fi o7, vanish because H2 = 0. In the other cases, they
vanish because 7 0 H = 0. O

Remark 3.2.4.2. One can similarly verify that the morphism ¢° and the homotopy H® from the
remark (1.4.2.4) are also strictly unital. The perturbation lemma thus produces a contraction in
the category of strictly unital A,.-algebras.

Let (Algoo)u (resp. (Algoo)su) be the category of strictly unital A.-algebras whose morphism
spaces consist of homologically unital (resp. strictly unital) morphisms. Let us denote by ~,,
(resp. ~s,) the homotopy relation with respect to homotopies in the sense of 1.2.1.7 (resp. to
strictly unital homotopies).

Proposition 3.2.4.3. The inclusion

(Algss),, = (Algoo),

induces an equivalence

J:(Algy), /~su = (Algs) /™ -

Proof. The remark (3.2.4.2) shows that it suffices to show that J induces an isomorphism in the
morphism spaces whose source and target are strictly unital minimal A ,-algebras. We strictify the
A -morphisms, then the homotopies between strictly unital A,,-morphisms using to the theorems
(3.2.2.1) and (3.2.3.1). O

Corollary 3.2.4.4. The subcategory (Algoo)hu C Alg,, of homologically unital A.-algebras,
whose morphisms are the homologically unital A..-morphisms, and the category (Algoo) ,, become

S

equivalent after passing to homotopy. (]

Strictly unital trivial (co)fibrations

We finish this section with results that will be useful in Section (4.1.3).

Lemma 3.2.4.5. Let A and A’ be strictly unital A,,-algebras.

a. Let i : A — A’ be a strictly unital trivial cofibration. There exists a strictly unital A .-
morphism p : A’ — A such that poi =14.

b. Let ¢ : A’ — A be a strictly unital trivial fibration. There exists a strictly unital A.-
morphism j : A — A’ such that goj = 14.
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Proof. The arguments in the proof of the two points are dual, so we will only prove point a.
Suppose we are given a strictly unital A,.-morphism p’ such that the composition o = p’ o7 is
an automorphism of A. Since « is the composition of strictly unital A,,-morphisms, it is strictly
unital. The lemma (3.2.4.6) below shows that the A, -morphism o~ is also strictly unital. Let
p=a"'op and we have the result because poi =14.

We therefore need to find a strictly unital A,,-morphism p’ such that p’ o4 is an automorphism
of A.

First case: the unit 1) is a boundary of A'.
In this situation, the unit is zero in the cohomology. It follows that A and A’ are weakly equivalent
to 0. Let us define p] as a retraction of ¢;. It satisfies the equality p} o = n. The morphisms p},
for i > 2, are defined by recursion on i. Let h be a contracting homotopy of A. Let us set

p,=—hor(py,...,pi_1), ©>2,

where r(p,...,pi_;) is the cycle from Lemma B.1.5. We verify (by induction) that »(p},...,p;_4)
composed with
19°@n®1%°, a+1+B8=1i+1,

is zero. The morphisms p}, for ¢ > 1, thus constructed define a well-defined A.-morphism due to
Lemma (B.1.5). It is strictly unital and, since we have the equality

(poi)i=pioir=1

p’ 04 is an automorphism of A.

Second case : the unit n is not a boundary of A’.
Since i is a trivial cofibration, axiom (CM4) of the category Alg., (see 1.3.3.1) gives us an A,-
morphism ¢ : A’ — A such that goi = 14. The A_,-morphism ¢ is clearly homologically unital
and satisfies the equality ¢; on = 7. Since A and A’ are strictly unital, there exists (3.2.4.3) a
strictly unital A,,-morphism ¢’ : A’ — A homotopic to ¢g. Since the unit 5 is not a boundary of
A’, there exists a retraction of complexes from 7 : e — A’. This induces a retraction A’ = e & e
We know that the morphism ¢; — ¢} is homotopic to zero and vanishes on e. It factors through
zot, where ¢ is the projection A’ — A'. Since this projection is split in the category of complexes,
z is homotopic to zero. Thus, there exists a homotopy hy between ¢; and ¢} such that hy on =0,
and we have the equality ¢} oi; =14 + d(hy) 0 iy.

Construct the morphisms p, for ¢ > 1, from the morphisms q;-, j > 1, by induction on i: Let

pl1 = qll —6(hy)
and, for i > 2,
Pi=a = (~1)mee(0f, ®... 0P, @M @d), ®...0q,)+ Y hiom,

where s is defined in (1.2.1.7). The morphisms p}, for ¢ > 1, define a strictly unital A,,-morphism
A’ — A such that the sequence
(h1,0,...)

is a homotopy between ¢’ and p’. The composition p’ o ¢ is an automorphism because

(p/Oi)l = (qll —5(h1)) Oil = qll Oil — (5(h1) Oil = ]_A +5(h1) Oil —(5(h1) Oil = ].A.
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Lemma 3.2.4.6. Let A and A’ be two strictly unital A,-algebras. Let o : A — A’ be a strictly
unital A,o-isomorphism. The A,,-morphism 8 = a~! is strictly unital.

Proof. We denote by 7n the unit of A,-algebras. As a; on = 7, we have the equality 81 on = 7.
We know that the morphism

a0 (BL®@P1)+arofBe: A®% = A

is zero. If we compose it with n ® 1 (resp. 1 ® 1), we find that
a10B2(n®1), (resp. a1o0[2(1®n))

is zero. Since oy is an isomorphism, this implies that

Ba(n®1) =0 and Ba(1®n)=0.
We continue by induction on n. Suppose 511 = n and

Bi(1% @n®1®%) =0, j+1+k=1i, 2<i<n.
We deduce the equality
(@0 B)ps1(1® @ @1%%) =10 B, (1% @@ 1%F), j+1+k=n+1

Since the defining term (o o 3)n41 is zero, we deduce that

Brr1(1® @n@1%%) =0, j+1+k=n+1.

3.3 Unital strictification of (bi)polydules

This section deals with the different types of unit compatibility of A,.-(bi)polydules. Proofs are
omitted because they are similar to those in section 3.2.

3.3.1 Homologically unital polydules

Definition 3.3.1.1. Let A be a homologically unital A.-algebra. An A-polydule M is homologi-
cally unital if H*M is a unital H* A-module.

If M and M’ are two homologically unital A-polydules, an A.-morphism f : M — M’ is
always homologically unital, i.e. f; induces a morphism of unital H* A-modules

H*M — H*M'.

Let A be a strictly unital A -algebra. A strictly unital A-polydule (Definition 2.3.2.3) is clearly
homologically unital.
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The results

Let A be a strictly unital minimal A .-algebra.

Theorem 3.3.1.2. Any homologically unital minimal A-polydule is isomorphic to a strictly unital
A-polydule. d

Corollary 3.3.1.3. Any homologically unital A-polydule is homotopically equivalent to a strictly
unital A-polydule. O

Theorem 3.3.1.4. Let M and M’ be two strictly unital minimal A-polydules. Any A ,-morphism
f: M — M’ is homotopic to a strictly unital A,,-morphism. U

Theorem 3.3.1.5. Let M and M’ be two strictly unital minimal A-polydules. If f and g are
two homotopic strictly unital A,,-morphisms M — M’, there exists a strictly unital homotopy
between f and g. O

Corollary 3.3.1.6. Let M and M’ be strictly unital A-polydules and f : M — M’ a strictly unital
homotopy equivalence. There exists an inverse up to homotopy ¢g of f which is strictly unital and
strictly unital homotopies h and h’ between 1,; and f o g, and between 1,; and go f. (|

Let A be a strictly unital A,.-algebra.

Proposition 3.3.1.7. Every strictly unital A-polydule M admits a strictly unital minimal model
M’ such that the A,,-quasi-isomorphism

f:M =M
is strictly unital. O
Let (NodOO A)u be the full subcategory of Nods A consisting of strictly unital A-polydules.

Proposition 3.3.1.8. The inclusion
Modo, A — ( Nod. A)u

induces an equivalence

Modo, A/~ —= (Nods A), /~,
where the symbols ~ denote the homotopy relation (2.3.2.3) and (2.3.1.10). O

3.3.2 Homologically unital bipolydules

Let C and C’ be two differential graded coalgebras and let N and N’ be two differential graded
C-C'-bicomodules. Let A% and AL denote the right and left comultiplication of these bicomodules.

Definition 3.3.2.1. A coderivation of bicomodules is a morphism
K:N—= N

such that
Ao K =1®K)oAY and AfoK =(K®1)oAL
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Let A and A’ be two unital associative graded algebras and M a graded A-A’-bimodule. Con-
sider them as A.-algebras and as an A-A’-bipolydule. The space of coderivations of BTA-BTA’-
bicomodules

coder(BM, BM)

plays in this section the role of space
coder((BA)™, (BA)™)
in Section B.4.

Let A and A’ be two strictly unital A-algebras. Let (Nods (A, A")) ~the full subcategory of
Nod, (A, A”) formed of strictly unital A-A’-bipolydules. We show the following proposition in the
same way as before:

Proposition 3.3.2.2. The inclusion
Modo (A, A’) < (Nodo (4, A)),

induces an equivalence

Modoo (A, A)/~ 5 (Nodso (4, 4)) [ ~,

where the symbols ~ denote the homotopy relations. O



Chapter 4

Derived category

Introduction

Let A be an augmented A,.-algebra. In the chapter 2, we have shown that the derived category
Do A admits three descriptions:

(Modoo A)[Qis ], HoA=Modo A/~ and (Modl 4)[Qis™ ]
where ~ is the homotopy relation. In this chapter, we define the derived category Do, A of any

A -algebra A. We show that the three descriptions above hold if A is strictly unital.

Plan of the chapter

Let B, B’ be two K-associative algebras and X a B-B’-bimodule. The standard functors
associated with X are the adjoint functors

Homp/ (X,—) and ?®p X.

Now let A and A’ be A.-algebras and X be an A-A’-bipolydule. In the section 4.1.1, we define
the standard functors

Homa (X,—) and ?&4 X

and we show that they form a pair of adjoint functors.

In section 4.1.2, we define the category D, A of any A,.-algebra and we describe it in the case
where A is H-unital (Propositions 4.1.2.10). In section 4.1.3, we show (Theorem 4.1.3.1) that if A
is strictly unital, the category D, A as defined in the previous section is equivalent to the categories

(Mode A)[Qis™], HooA and (ModS< A)[Qis™).
In particular, if A is an augmented A..-algebra, the definitions of the derived category from

chapter 2 and from this one are equivalent. In section 4.2, we study the derived category D, (4, A'),
where A and A’ are two A.-algebras.
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4.1 The derived category of A-infinity modules

4.1.1 The standard functors

Notations

Let C be a bicategory (see [MLI8, Chap. XII, §6]). Suppose that, for all O,Q" € ObjC, the
category

C(0,0") = Homc(0,Q")

is a semisimple Grothendieck k-category and that the composition functor (associative up to a
given isomorphism)

C(0',0") x C(0,0') — C(0,0"), (M,N)+ Mo N,

where O, Q’, Q" € Obj C, is k-bilinear in morphism spaces. We call this functor the tensor product
over Q@' and denote it

M ®gr N =MoN.
Suppose further that, for any object X of C(Q',Q"), the functor
?7®g X : C(0,0') — C(0,0")

admits a right adjoint
Homg~ (X,?) : C(0,0") — C(0,0").
Note that the tensor product over O
C(0,0) x C(0,0) —» C(0,0), (M,N)— M ®g N,
where O € Obj C, endows the category C(Q, Q) with a monoidal category structure. Let eg denote
the neutral element for the tensor product. Let O, Q" be objects of C. The category C(Q,Q)
acts on the right on the category C(Q’, Q) and on the left on the category C(Q, Q") by the tensor

product ®q.
The following example appears naturally in the study of A-categories (Section 5.1.1).

Example 4.1.1.1. The bicategory C has as its objects sets considered as discrete categories. Let
A and B be two sets. We define C(A,B) as the category of functors

B°? x A — VectK.
The composition of C is given by tensor products over the categories. The adjoint functor
278 ®p (3Xc) : C(A,B) — C(A,C)
can be rewritten more naturally as

Homc([BX(c,A?(c) : C(A, (C) — C(A, B)
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Section Plan

Let P, O and O’ be objects of C. Let A and A’ be two A.-algebras in C(Q, Q) and C(Q’, Q")
and X an A-A’-bipolydule in C(Q,0’). We are going to construct a pair of adjoint functors

(? ©a X,H3ma (X, —)) : Nodoo A — Nodo A’.
where Nodo, A is the category of A-polydules in C(P,Q) and Mod., A’ is the category of A’-
polydules in C(P, Q).
The Functor H%CmA/(X,f) : Nod, A" — Nod,, A

Let N’ be an A’-polydule. Note that SX ® T°SA’ is an object of the category C(Q,0’) and
that SN’ ® T°SA’ is an object of C(P,0’). We define the graded object of C(P,Q) underlying
H%omA/(X, N’) as

Homcome 1es 47 (SX X TCSA/, SN’ ® TCSA/),

where Hom denotes the adjoint functor Homg,. Its differential is the morphism
§:F s bBN oF — (—1)|F‘FobBXA'

where BX 4 = SX ® T¢SA’ is the bar construction of X as an A’*polydule and where the
morphism F has degree |F|. This is a differential graded module over the differential graded
algebra

End(BXA/) = (Homngch/ (SX X TCSA/, SX ® TCSA/)7 5)

The A-polydule structure is given by the restriction of the differential graded End(BX 4/)-module
Hom 4 (X, N') along the A..-morphism

A — End(BX4)
defined in the key lemma (5.3.0.1). Let us explain this structure. The morphism
mt  Hom a4 (X, N') @ A%~ — Homu (X, N'), i>1,
is given by the differential of the space if 1 = 1 and, otherwise, by the morphism
SHomcomeresa (SX @ TCSA", SN' @ T¢SA") @ (SA)®i—1
:
SHomcome 7esar (SX @ T*SA’, SN’ @ T°SA’)

which sends an element sT' ® ¢ € SHomcomeres4/(SX @ T¢SA', SN’ @ T¢SA") @ (SA)®~1 to

bS°me(sT' @ 5®) € SHomcome Tes4/ (SX @ TCSA', SN’ @ T°SA’),

where the morphism b5§°™¢ corresponds to the composition of the category ComcT¢SA’ and ® is

defined in the key lemma (5.3.0.1). A morphism f: N/ — N” in Nod,, A’ induces a morphism of
differential graded End(BX 4+)-modules

F, :Hom(SX @ T°SA’,SN' @ T°SA’) — Hom(SX @ T°SA’, SN" @ T*SA"),
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where F), is induced by the bar construction F' of f. Thus, the morphism F is strict as a morphism
of A-polydules. This gives us a functor

HOm 4/ (X,—) : Nodoo A" — Nod"* 4 < Nod, A.

Remark 4.1.1.2. If A is strictly unital and if X is a strictly unital A-A’-bipolydule for A, i.e., if
the composition
mi (1% 0o 1 @1y ©1%), i,j>0,

is zero if (i,5) # (1,0), equal to 1 otherwise, the A-polydule Hom 4 (X, N) is strictly unital. We
then get a functor

HOmA/(X,—) : Nodee A" — ModS* A < (Nods A)
where ( Nod A)u is the full subcategory of Nod., A consisting of strictly unital objects.
The functor ? ®4 X : Nods, A — Nod, A’

Let N be an A-polydule. The graded object of C(P,Q’) underlying N %A X is
N®TSA® X.

The A’-polydule structure over N @ T°SA® X is given by a differential b over S(N@T°SA® X)®
T<SA’. The suspension of this differential graded T¢S A’-comodule is identified with the cotensor
product

(SN ®@TSA)Opesa(TSA® SX @ T°SA'),

i.e., the kernel

ker (BN @ BX 22171987 BN o 1e54 @ BX),

where BX = T°SA ® SX ® T°SA’ is the bar construction of X as a strictly unital A™A'*
bipolydule. A morphism of A-polydules f: N — N’ induces a strict morphism

(woFos) ®1x : N@TSA® X = N' @ T°SA® X.
We thus obtain a functor
? &4 X : Nodso A — Nod™et A’ < Noduo A'.

Remark 4.1.1.3. If A’ is strictly unital and if X is a strictly unital A-A’-bipolydule for 4’, i.e.,
if the composition
mi ;1% @1y @190 ne19%), i j>0,

is zero if (4,7) # (0,1), equal to 1 otherwise, the A’-polydule N %A X is strictly unital. We then
obtain a functor
?®a X : Nods A — Mod3T A" < (Nodoo A') .

Lemma 4.1.1.4. The functor ? ?8?,4 X is left adjoint to the functor H%OmAr(X, ?7)
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Proof. Let L be an object of Nod, A and R an object of Nod,, A’. Let there be graded morphisms
in C(Q/, Q') of degree 2 — i

fi:LeTSAe X @ A® - R, j>O0.

Let F}, j > 0 be the morphisms given by the bijections F}; <+ f;. They are given by morphisms of
degree 0 ' 4
Fp;:SL®(SA® @ X ® (S4)% = SR, i,j>0.

Let i > 0. Let g; be graded morphisms of C(P, Q) of degree 1 — i
gi: L ® A®" — Hompega (SX @ TSA', SR ® T°SA’)
defined by the equation
Gi(A® ¢) = s(T) € SHompeg s (SX @ T°SA’, SR ® T°SA")

where A® ¢ is an element of SL® (SA)®? of degree r = |\ ® ¢|, where G; is given by the bijections
gi <> G; and where the morphism T is the unique morphism (see 2.1.2.1) such that the composition
p1 o' has as composants the morphisms

)@j (-1)I"@ex1 Fl;

SX @ (SA' SN ® (SA)® @ SX ® (SA)® —% SR;

here the morphism F{j is the morphism F; jw. We need to show the equivalence between the
following two points.

a. The morphisms g¢; define an A -morphism of A-polydules

L — Hom (X, R).
b. The morphisms f; define an A -morphism of A’-polydules
L&sX >R

Suppose that the statement a is true: we have the equalities

Z Gk+l+m(1®k ® bl ® 1®m) == Z b?+m(Gk ® 1®m)’ n Z 13
k+l+m=n k+m=n

where the symbols b; must be interpreted appropriately. We will show that this is equivalent to
the equations in morphism spaces

Homep.01) (S(L B4 X) @ (SAE, SR), n >0,

Y Fm(1® @b @19 = Y by (Fr®1%9™), t> 1
k+l4+m=t k+m=t

Let \@ ¢ € SL® (SA)®" 1 and k@ ¢’ € SX @ (SA)®~1. We calculate

Grt14m (1% @b @ 19™) (A ® ¢) (K @ ¢).
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In the case where k = 0, we have

where ¢1 ® ¢ =

Giim(bf Q18N @ ¢)(k© ¢')
= Grim(OfA@ d1-1) ® dm) (k2 @)
s'(k®@ ¢')
(_1)"\®¢“1‘+1+|¢’"|F{+m,t—1(bﬁ(/\ RP-1) DI @R P)
—PESHLE (0019 @1 1A @ ¢ © ¢ @ KR @)
(—DReeE (019 11T AR e ke ¢),

¢ and in the case where k # 0, we have

Grr1rm(1®F @0 @ 19™") (A @ ¢) (k@ ¢)
— )P Gy (A © Brm1 @ b (1) ® b)) (5 ® )
,1)|>\|+\¢k_1lsr(/€ ® ¢')
(— 1)|/\|+\¢k 1|+\>\®¢|+1F/+1+m t—1()‘ ® b1 ® bfl((ﬁl) ® bm @K )
(— 1)|>\|+\¢k 1|+\>\®¢|+1F]2 T 1(1®k ® bi‘& ®1%m ®1®18t1)
ARor® )

= (PR e (1 e @15 e 1019 A e o ne ¢),
where ¢1 ® ¢2 ® ¢35 = ¢. The term
0 (Gr)(A® ¢)(r @ ¢')

equals

P(Gn(A®¢)(k® ¢)
B (sT) (k © ¢')
—sm{(D) (k@ ¢')
—s[boT — (=1)PeIHT 0 b)(k @ ¢)
(0% 0 sT) (k@ ¢') — (=1)P (ST 0 ¥4 ) (k @ ¢')
()AL TE (- 1a(A®¢®m®¢’)®¢B)
—‘y—SPZ(I@’Yl ®b ®1®73)( ¢ )
(OIS RL, (FA 1a®1®ﬁ>(A®¢®~®¢)
> F;Hmm(k ® 612N @b, ®19)(k® ¢)
()PP bE (F 0 ©19) A0 o0 k0 ¢)
+(_1)|/\+¢| Z n71,71+73(1 ®1%7-1g19m g by @ 192)A® 6 k® @),

where ¢}, ® ¢j; = ¢ and the indices of the first sum are such that a + 8 =t — 1, where the indices of
the second sum are such that v; + 2 + 3 = ¢ and the symbols b,, must be interpreted according

to their place by béfw_l or by b,‘;g . The term

by (Gr @ 19™) (A @ @) (

®¢')
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equals

b|1-|+m(Gk()‘ ® (bk*l) ® ¢m)(’{ ® ¢/)
= W (sTho1 @ ) (k@ )
BSSME(STy_y @ 5By (1 &)
(—)ProralFpfome(s @ 5)(Ty1 © @) (k ® ¢')
1)|>\+¢k71\+15mgomC(Fk71 ® q’l)(l"ﬁ ® ¢/)
1)|>\+¢k71‘+1(81“k_1 o ‘bg)(;‘i ® ¢/)
1ot RO [0 57 B (A ® r1 @ by o ($in @ £ @ ¢),0) @ )
Do B y(A® ¢t @by, o (0 @ K © ¢,) ® @)
1)|>\\+|¢\+1 ZFIQ,ﬂ(l ® 191 & anq,a(1®m R1® 1®a) ® 1®B)
ARPpRK® ),

(_
(_
(,
(_
(_

where the indices of the sum are such that o + 8 =t — 1. The equality Fl’ ; = Fi jw gives us the
equivalence between the points a and b. O

Remark 4.1.1.5. If A and A’ are strictly unital and if X is a strictly unital A-A’-bipolydule, the
adjunction

(? @4 X,Hom A (X,7)) : Nodoo A — Nodao A’

is not restricted to the subcategories Mods, A and Mod., A’. However, Proposition (3.3.1.8) shows
that the restriction functors

?®a X : Modeo A — Modoo A and  HOm4/(X,?) : Mode A’ — Modae A
induce adjoint functors in the derived categories Do A and Do A’ (defined in Section 4.1.3).

Let A be a strictly unital A,-algebra. Consider A as a strictly unital A-A-bipolydule. Also
denote by

?®a X and HOmA(X,?)

the standard functors restricted to the subcategory (NodOO A)u (see the definition in Proposi-
tion 3.3.1.8).

Lemma 4.1.1.6. Consider the category of endofunctors of the category (Nods A)..

oo
a. There is a canonical morphism of functors ? ® 4 A — 1 which is a quasi-isomorphism.
b. There exists a canonical morphism of functors 1 — Hom A(A4,7) which is a quasi-isomorphism.

Proof. The adjunction

(2 @4 A HOMA(A,?)) : (Nodos A) — (Nodwo A)

suffices to show point a. Let M be a strictly unital A-polydule. We have an A,,-morphism of
A-polydules

g: M Cfé? AA—->M
whose g;, j > 1, are defined by the morphisms

mits ;i (10w ©1%7): M@ (SA)® 0 A0 A 5 M, i>0,j>1.



118

Chapter 4 : Derived category

Let us show that the cone of the morphism
M &y A= M
is acyclic. We verify that the morphism of degree —1
r:MTSA®SA—- MTSA® SA
given by the morphism
1@sn: M®(SA®@SA - M (SA)® T @ SA, >0,
where 7 is the unit of A, is a contracting homotopy of the cone of g;. O

Remark 4.1.1.7. The morphism of A-polydules g is clearly strictly unital. The morphism of
A-polydules
f: M — HomA(A, M)

corresponding by adjunction to the morphism ¢ is defined analogously to the morphism
f:A— End=Hdomyu(4,A)

of the key lemma (Lemma 5.3.0.1) of chapter 5. It is also strictly unital.

4.1.2 The derived category of an A -algebra

Let O and P be two objects of C. Let A be an A -algebra in C(Q, Q). We recall that the category
Nodw, A of A-polydules in C(P, Q) is isomorphic to the category Mods, AT of strictly unital A™-
polydules where A" is the augmentation of A. Consider the object e = eg as an augmented
A -algebra in C(Q, Q). Consider the object e as a strictly unital A™-e-bipolydule thanks to the
augmentation AT — e. By section 4.1.1, we have a functor

pas +
? @4+ e: Modo AT — Mod e.
It induces a functor in the derived categories which we denote in the same way.

Definition 4.1.2.1. The derived category of an A .-algebra is the kernel of the functor

? §A+ e: Do AT = Dooe.

Remark 4.1.2.2. We will show in (Remark 4.1.3.5) that a strictly unital A™polydule is in the
kernel if and only if its bar construction is acyclic.

Remark 4.1.2.3. The theorem (4.1.3.1) below will show that this definition extends the definition
of the derived category of an augmented A.-algebra (see Definition 2.4.2.1). In particular, we will
show that if A is itself augmented, we have an exact sequence of triangulated categories

DA = Doo AT — Doce.

Theorem 4.1.2.4. Let A and A’ be two A .-algebras and f : A — A’ be an A -quasi-isomorphism.
The restriction along f induces an equivalence of categories

Doo A" — Do A.
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Proof. Let f+: AT — A'T be the augmented morphism associated to f. It is an A..-quasi-
isomorphism. The functors

(Res’ ') @Gare and ? @4+ e: Mode A+ — Moda e

are therefore quasi-isomorphic. It therefore suffices to show that the restriction along f* induces
an equivalence
Do AT — D AT

The lemma (2.3.4.3) implies that the morphism between the enveloping algebras
U UAY — UA™

is a quasi-isomorphism. It follows [Kel94a, 6.1] that the restriction along U(f") is an equivalence
of categories
DU(A'Y) — DU(AY).

We deduce the result of the lemma (2.4.2.3). O

The case of H-unital A -algebras

Definition 4.1.2.5. An A -algebra is H-unital is an A -algebra whose unaugmented bar con-
struction is quasi-isomorphic to 0.

The notion of H-unital algebra is due to M. Wodzicki [Wod88]. It shows that an algebra is
H-unital if and only if it satisfies the excision property (see [Wod88], [Wod89]).

Lemma 4.1.2.6. A minimal (i.e. m; = 0) strictly unital A -algebra is H-unital.
Proof. Let (A,n) be a minimal strictly unital A,.-algebra. The morphism of degree —1
h:BA — BA

given by the morphisms ‘ ‘
1® (sn): (SA)®" — (SA)®" @ SA

defines a contracting homotopy of BA. O

Corollary 4.1.2.7. A homologically unital A..-algebra (see the definition in section 3.1) is H-
unital.

Proof. Let A be a homologically unital A.-algebra. The corollary (3.2.1.2) shows that A admits a
strictly unital minimal model A’. Since BA' is weakly equivalent to BA and since weak equivalences
are quasi-isomorphisms, we have the result. O

The subcategory Tria A

Let z : P — O be a morphism of C. The morphism z induces a functor
z*: C(P,0) —» C(P,P), M — M(z).
We suppose that this functor admits a left adjoint
z : C(P,P) — C(P,0).
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Example 4.1.2.8. Let’s look at the example appearing in the study of A..-categories (5.1.1). Let
P and O be two sets and let
z:P—>0, p— xz(p)

be a map. The functor 2* sends M € C(P,0) to
(p,p) = M(x(p),p)-
The functor x; sends an object V' of C(P,P) to the P-O-bimodule
(0,p) = V(?,p) ®p en(0, (7).

Now suppose that P is a one-element set. The map z is determined by the element o = x(p) of O.
Let V = ep. The adjunction then gives us an isomorphism

~

HomC(P,@) (6@(?7 0)7 M) — M(O)
0

Let 2 : P — O be a morphism from C. Let V be an object of C(P,P). Let’s endow the object
(V) ®g A with the structure of an A-polydule given by the multiplications of A. Since we have
an isomorphism

Homep,py (21(V), M) — Hompyoq., a(21(V) @0 A, M), M € Nody A,

we have an adjunction
(21(7) @0 A, z") : C(P,P) — Nod, A.

Let Tria A be the smallest triangulated subcategory with infinite sums of Do, A1 containing the
2=z (ep) ®o A, € C(P,0).

Remark 4.1.2.9. This notation is justified by the following fact. In the example appearing in the
study of A.-categories (5.1.1), if P is a set of one element, and z is the map given by an element
z of @, the A-polydule z” is the A.-function represented by x

2= A(?,z).

Proposition 4.1.2.10. Let A be a H-unital A.-algebra. We have an exact sequence of triangu-
lated categories
Tria A < Do AT — Doce.

In particular, the derived category Dy, A is equal to Tria A.

In the case of differential graded algebras this proposition is proved in [Kel94b]. In the proof
below, we use a filtration which is adapted from that of J. A. Guccione and J. J. Guccione [GGI6].
It allows them to cleverly show the excision property of H-unital differential graded algebras.

Proof. Let us show that the composition

Tria A — Do AT — Doce
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is zero. As z” is the A-polydule z)(e) ®g A, it suffices to show that A ?é? A+ € s quasi-isomorphic
to 0 in the category C(Q, Q). We define a filtration of A gm e=ART(SAY) ®e by

F,= [ P 4w (SA*)@} @ [@A@ (SA)®" @ (SA+)®P}, p>0.

0<i<p o<r
The Fj, p > 0, are subcomplexes of A %‘5# e. The graded objects

GrpA®are=ART(SAN ®e=PA® (SA @ (Se)*?, p>0,
o<r

are isomorphic as complexes to
STIBA® (Se)®?, p>0.
They are therefore acyclic, which shows that A % A+ e is acyclic.
To prove that we have an exact sequence of triangulated categories, we are going to show that
the inclusion of Tria A in D AT has for right adjoint the functor
S .
? Q4+ A: Do AT — Tria A.
This amounts to showing that for each X € Mod,, A™, the triangle
oo [oe] oo
X4+ A= X > X Qe — S(X ®@y+ A)
is such that the object X §A+ e € Triae is (Tria A)-local, i.e.
S .
Homp_a+(L, X ®a+€e) =0, L € TriaA.
As A % A+ € is quasi-isomorphic to 0, the second arrow of the triangle of O-O-bimodules
o0 + o0 oo oo
AR ure > AT R+ e > e@y+re = S(ARa+e)
is an isomorphism in the derived category of A™-polydules in C(0, Q). Moreover, the morphism
At ?’é’ A+e—e

is a quasi-isomorphism because its cone, which is the bar construction BAT = T¢(SA™), is acyclic
(4.1.2.7). This implies that

e—e % At €
is an isomorphism of A™A™bipolydules in C(Q, Q). Let X € Do A™. Let us show that the object
X §A+ e € Triae is (Tria A)-local. Let L be an object of Tria A and a morphism

f:L—>X§A+e.
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We have a commutative diagram

I — ~X®ue

| -

L§A+e—>X§€A+E§A+€’

oo
where the right vertical arrow represents an isomorphism of Do, AT and where L ® 4+ e is quasi-
isomorphic to 0. The morphism f is therefore zero. O

4.1.3 The derived category of a strictly unital A -algebra

Let A be a strictly unital A,-algebra. In this section, we give several descriptions of the derived
category Do, A of (Definition 4.1.2.1). More precisely, we will show the following theorem:

Theorem 4.1.3.1. The following categories are equivalent:

D1. the derived category Do, A of (Definition 4.1.2.1), that is, the triangulated subcategory Tria A
of Dy, AT (Proposition 4.1.2.10),

D2. the category (which we will show is well defined)
HooA : Modoo A/ ~
where ~ is the homotopy relation (Definition 2.3.2.3),

D3. the localized category
(Modo A)[Qis™]

where Qs is the class of A ,-quasi-isomorphisms of Mod, A,

D4. the homotopy category _
Ho Mod3"™t A

of the model category Modst A (defined below).

It follows from this theorem that if A is augmented, the definition of Dy, A given in (Defini-
tion 2.4.2.1) is equivalent to that of (Definition 4.1.2.1).

Remark 4.1.3.2. The different descriptions of Dy, A show that the results of Proposition (2.4.1.1)
remain valid.

Equivalence between the categories of D1 and D2
As A is strictly unital, we have a strictly unital A,-morphism of A ,,-algebras
r=| 727 |:ar=d@e—a

where 7 is the unit of A. We have a restriction functor

Res : Modoo A — Mod, AT
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which is faithful. We know that the isomorphism of categories (2.3.2)
Nodeo A — Mode, AT

is compatible with homotopy. The proposition (3.3.1.8) shows that the restriction functor induces
an isomorphism

Homwmod., a(M, M")/~— Hompog_ a+(ResM,ResM')/~, M, M’ € Mod, A,

where ~ is the homotopy relation (2.3.2.3). The corollary (2.4.1.1) says that the homotopy relation
(2.3.2.3) in Mods, AT is an equivalence relation compatible with composition. This shows that the
homotopy relation in Mod, A is an equivalence relation compatible with composition. So we have
a well-defined category

HooA = Modo, A/ ~

and a fully faithful functor
J: HooA = Hoo AT~ DA™,

Proposition 4.1.3.3. The restriction functor
Res : Modoo A — Mod, AT

induces an equivalence of categories
Hoo A — Tria A.

Let’s start by introducing a few notions.

Definition 4.1.3.4. An A*polydule is H-unital if its image under the functor
B : Mods AT — Comc BTA™T
is quasi-isomorphic to 0.

Remark 4.1.3.5. An A™polydule M is H-unital if and only if the object M ?é?ﬁ e is quasi-
isomorphic to 0. The sub-category of the H-unital A*-polydules is therefore equal to the category
Tria A by Proposition (4.1.2.10).

Remark 4.1.3.6. In the case where A is a unital associative algebra and M a unital module, the
complex BM is the cone of the augmentation pM — M, where pM is the bar resolution of M
(see for example |[CE99, IX.6]). In particular, every unital A-module is a H-unital A™-module.

Lemma 4.1.3.7. An A*polydule is H-unital if and only if it is homologically unital as an A-
polydule.

Proof: Let M be a homologically unital A-polydule. There exists an A-polydule structure
(necessarily homologically unital) on H*M and an A.,-quasi-isomorphism H*M — M. By the
corollary 3.3.1.2, we can choose H*M strictly unital. We then have a weak equivalence

B(H*M) — BM.

Since the weak equivalences are quasi-isomorphisms, it suffices to show that B(H*M) is quasi-
isomorphic to 0. We verify that the morphism

r: SH*M @ BYAY) — SH*M @ BY(A"),
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defined by morphisms
(I®sn): SH*M ® (SA)® — SH*M ® (SA)®" @ SA, i>0,
where 7 : e — A is a strict unit of A, is a contracting homotopy of B(H*M).

To prove the converse we introduce some additional notions.

Generalized twisting cochains

Let C be an object of Cogca and A’ an object of Alga,,. A generalized twisting cochain T :
C — A’ is a graded morphism of degree 4+1 which vanishes on the co-augmentation £¢, which is
factorized by ker(AT — €) and which satisfies

Y mio (r¥) 0 AD =0,

i>1

Note that the infinite sum is well defined because 7 vanishes on the co-augmentation and C' is
cocomplete.

Let M be an object of Mods, A’. We endow the tensor product M ® C with the morphism
of degree +1 which is the (well-defined) sum of the differential of the tensor product and the
morphisms

(i) . 7®i-1 ; m; .
MeC X227 qee® 2277 8L pro 4@i-lg o MO pre o > 1.

We verify that this morphism of degree +1 is a differential of M ® C. We denote by M ®, C
the tensor product endowed with this differential. Let N be an object of ComcC. We endow the
tensor product N ® A with the differential which is the (well-defined) sum of the differential of the
tensor product and the morphisms

1om)oe(1er® 1el)o(AV®1): NoA - N A, i>1.
We equip N ® A’ with the morphism m; given by the above differential and with the morphisms
m;, i > 2, equal to 1y ® m{* . These morphisms define an A’-polydule structure on N @ A’. Let
us denote this A’-polydule N ®, A’. This gives us two functors

— ®;, A" :ComcC = Modoo A’ and — ®,C :Mody A" — ComcC

called the generalized twisted tensor product.
End of the proof of Lemma 4.1.3.7. Let M be a H-unital A™polydule. We want to show that it
is homologically unital as an A-polydule. We verify that the composition
BTAT=T°SA ™ SA 5 A— AT
is a generalized twisting element. We have a morphism of A™polydules

nB+A+ ®e4’: BtAT R, AT = e
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given by the unit of BTA™ and the co-augmentation of AT. The morphism
Mo, B 0"y Mo, BtATe, At > M =M®, ¢

is a quasi-isomorphism (the contracting homotopy of the proof of the lemma 2.2.1.9 defines a
contracting homotopy of its cone). The co-augmentation AT — e induces an exact sequence

0— M®, BtA*®, A -5 M ®, B*tAT@, At > M @, BFtAt®, ¢ - 0.
The A*polydule M being H-unital, the object M ®, BTA*®, e is quasi-isomorphic to 0 since it is
isomorphic to ST'BM. It follows that the morphism i is a quasi-isomorphism. The A*-polydule

M which is quasi-isomorphic to M ®, BTAT®, AT is thus quasi-isomorphic to M ®, BTAT®, A.
As the latter is strictly unital over A, M is homologically unital over A. O

Proof of Proposition 4.1.3.3. We know that the functor

J: HooA — Hoo AT~ D AT
is fully faithful. We must show that its image is made up of the objects of Tria A. The lemma
(4.1.3.7) shows that any object of Mods, A is in Tria A. Conversely, if an A™polydule M is in

Tria A, it is homologically unital over A. It is therefore (3.3.1.3) quasi-isomorphic to a strictly
unital object. U

We endow the category Ho, A with the triangulated structure induced by the equivalence

HooA — Tria A.

Equivalence between the categories of D2 and D3

The functor
J: HooA = Hoo AT

is fully faithful and we have an isomorphism of categories (Corollary 2.4.2.2)
Hoo AT =5 D AT,
The A, -quasi-isomorphisms are therefore isomorphisms in Ho,A. As
Mods A = Hoo A
is a localization functor (with respect to homotopy equivalences), we have an isomorphism

(Modo A)[Qis™ ] = Hoo A.

Equivalence between the categories of D3 and D4

Let us start by showing some results on the derived category of a differential graded algebra.
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Lemma 4.1.3.8. Let A be a unital differential graded algebra. The inclusion
J :Mod A — Mody A

induces an equivalence
DA — (Modo A)[Qis™].

oo
Its inverse is given by the functor 7 ® 4 A.

Proof. Consider A as an A-A-bipolydule. We associate to it (4.1.1.3) the functor

24 A: Modo, A — Mod A.

We know by the lemma (4.1.1.6) that the A..-morphism

g M &4 A— M, M e Moda A,

is a A-quasi-isomorphism. If M is a differential graded module over A, the multiplications m,

i > 3, are zero and the A,,-morphism gps (constructed in the proof of lemma (4.1.1.6)) is strict.
The A -morphism g, is then a morphism of differential graded A-modules. This shows that the

functors J and ? 5 4 A induce quasi-inverse functors of each other between categories
DA and (Mods A4)[Qis™].
O

Definition 4.1.3.9. Let A be a differential graded algebra (not necessarily unital). The derived
category DA is the kernel of

L
?®e:DAT = De.

Remark 4.1.3.10. In the case where A is unital, the derived category defined above is equivalent
to the derived category defined in (Section 2.2.3).

Corollary 4.1.3.11. Let A be a differential graded algebra (not necessarily unital). The derived
categories Dy, A and DA are equivalent.

L
Proof. This is a consequence of the lemma (4.1.3.8) and of the fact that the functor ? ® e is exactly
the functor ? ?8?,4 e. O

The model category Modsict A

We use the standard differential graded operad notations and terminology below (see for ex-
ample [Hin97]).

An asymmetric operad is a sequence of objects O(n), n > 0, of CC endowed with a composition
w satisfying the same conditions of associativity of the composition of an operad in the usual sense.
Let &,,, n > 1, denote the symmetric group. The sequence K&,, ®x O(n), n > 0, is an S-module
in CC and p induces a operad structure on this S-module. The operad Ass of associative algebras
is equal to K&,, ®x Ass'(n), n > 0, where Ass’ is an asymmetric operad.
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Let O be the asymmetric operad of strictly unital A -algebras. We denote by U(O, A) = U(A)
the enveloping algebra of A relative to the operad O. The category Mod¥t A of strictly unital
A-polydules whose morphisms are the strict A..-morphisms is of course isomorphic to the category
of (right) modules over the O-algebra A. So we have an isomorphism of categories

Mod U(A) — Modstet A,
We deduce from Theorem (2.2.2.1) the following result.

Proposition 4.1.3.12. The three classes of morphisms below define a model category structure
on Modstrict A:
it :

- the class £q of strict A, ,-quasi-isomorphisms,
- the class Fib of morphisms f : M — M’ such that f™ is an epimorphism for all n € Z,

- the class Cof of morphisms which have the left lifting property with respect to the morphisms
belonging to Qis N Fib.

O
We recall that the derived category DU(A) is isomorphic to the localized category
Ho (Mod2r' ™ A).

Remark 4.1.3.13. If A is an augmented A.-algebra, the enveloping algebra U(A) is isomorphic
to QTBTA (see 2.3.4.2).

Proposition 4.1.3.14. Let A be a strictly unital A,-algebra. The inclusion
J : Mods™t A — Mod, A

induces an equivalence

Ho (Mod3r'* A) — (Mode A)[Qis™].

Proof. First case: A is a unital differential graded algebra.
The sequence of inclusions

Mod A < Mod*"'* A < Mod,, A

induces a sequence of faithful functors
DA — Ho (Mod®®* 4) — (Modo A)[Qis™].

The lemma (4.1.3.8) gives us the fully-faithful-ness of the composition. The second functor is
therefore full and we have the result.
Second case: A is a strictly unital A -algebra.

According to proposition (7.5.0.2), there exists a unital differential graded module A’ and a
trivial cofibration

it A= A
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that is strictly unital. The lemma (3.2.4.5) shows that there exists a trivial fibration ¢ : A" — A
such that goi = 14 and ¢ o ¢ is homotopic to 14. The restriction functors Res' and Res? induce
functors ¢* and ¢* between the homotopy categories

Ho (Mod3r* 4) and Ho (Mod3et A').

We clearly have i* o ¢* = 1. Let us show that ¢* o ¢* is isomorphic to the identity functor of
Ho (Modstrict 4%).

Let A’* be the augmentation of A’. Its enveloping algebra U(A’Y) is the differential graded
algebra QTBTA'T (see 2.3.4.4). Let j : AT — U(A’") be the universal A-morphism constructed
in 2.3.4.3. Since it is an augmented strictly unital A, -quasi-isomorphism, it induces an equivalence

Do UA ™) = D AT
compatible with functors
Do AT — Dye and Do UA™T) — Doe.

The subcategory Do, A’ = Tria A’ is thus equivalent to the subcategory Do U(A'") = Tria U(A'T)
(the algebra U(A'T) = QBTA'T is the reduction of U(A’Y)). Let f be the composed A -morphism
ioq. Let fT: At — A'T be the augmented morphism associated with f. Let g be the morphism

QYBHT L UA) — DA,

The morphism ¢ is a morphism of unital differential graded algebras. To show that Res’ induces
an endofunctor on Ho Modst"* A’ which is isomorphic to the identity functor, it suffices to show
that Res? induces an endofunctor on DU(A’Y) isomorphic to the identity functor. The morphism
g is clearly homotopic to 1 in the category Alg.,. The morphisms g and 1 therefore become equal
in Alg[Qis™!] (see 1.3.1.3). As QTB*A'T is an almost free co-augmented algebra, it is a fibrant
and cofibrant object of the model category Alg (see 1.3.1). There is therefore a right homotopy
between 1 and g. The lemma (4.1.3.15) below shows that the endofunctor g* of DU(A’") induced
by Res? is isomorphic to identity. O

Lemma 4.1.3.15. Let A and B be two unital differential graded algebras. Let g and ¢’ be
two right-homotopic unital morphisms A — B. The restriction functors along g and ¢’ induce
isomorphic functors

DB — DA.

Proof. We recall that an algebra of paths B', that is to say an object of paths for B in the category
of models Alg, is an object of Alg endowed with morphisms

B - B! 2y By x By,

where By and By are equal to B, such that i is a weak equivalence and p o i is a factorization of
the diagonal B — By x Bj. Let pg and p; be the composite morphisms

B 25 Byx By = By and B! -Zs By x B; — By.

We have the equalities pg o7 = py o1 = 1.
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The morphisms ¢ and ¢’ are right homotopic with respect to the path algebra B’, so there
exists a morphism H : A — B! such that py o H = g and p; o H = ¢’. This shows that

7
Res? = Res? o Res”® and Res? = Res” oRes”! .

To show that Res? and Res? induce isomorphic functors in derived categories, it suffices to show
that Res”® and Res”* induce isomorphic functors in derived categories. We have equalities

1 = Res’ o Res”® = Res’ o Res”" .

As i is a quasi-isomorphism, Res’ induces an equivalence in the derived categories. We deduce that
Res”® and ResP' induce isomorphic functors in derived categories. O

4.2 The derived category of A-infinity bimodules

Proofs in this section are omitted because they are similar to those in section 4.1.

oo (oo}
The functor M @7 @ M"
Let O, O', ©” and Q" be objects of C. Let A (resp. A’, A", A”") be an A.-algebra in C(OQ, Q)

(resp. C(0/,0"), C(0”,0Q"), C(O",0")). Let M (resp. M") be a A-A’-bipolydule (resp. A”-A"'-
bipolydule) in C(Q, Q") (resp. C(Q”,0")). We define the functor

Noduo (A’, A”) — Nodwo (A, A”), M’ M & M' & M,
by the equality of differential graded BTA-BTA" -bicomodules
B(M & M' & M) = BMO gy BM' O i an BM,
where [0 designates the cotensor product (see 4.1.1).
The derived category D, (A, A’)

Let ep and egs be the neutral elements of C(Q,0) and C(Q',0Q’) considered as augmented
A -algebras. Consider eg and egs as a eg-A*-bipolydule and an A’™-eg/-bipolydule.

Definition 4.2.0.1. The derived category Do, (A’, A”) is the kernel of the functor
€0 gA,+? §A1/+ € 'DOO(A/JF, A/HL) — Doo(e®7 6@/).
The subcategory Tria(4, A’)

Suppose that the category C admits a final object P. Let x : P — O be a morphism from C.
The morphism x induces a functor

z. : C(O,P) —» C(P,P), M — M(z).
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We assume that this functor admits a left adjoint
1z : C(P,P) — C(P,0).
We have a left A-polydule
¥ = A®g 1z(ep),

whose structure is given by the multiplications of A.

Remark 4.2.0.2. This notation is justified by the following fact. In the example appearing in
the study of A.-categories (5.1.1), a final object is a one-element set. Let P be such a set and O
a set. Let x be the map P — O given by an element (also denoted z) of @. The A-polydule z" is
the A, -functor co-represented by x

¥ = A(x,?).

Let z: P — O and y : P — Q' be morphisms of C. The O-OQ’-bimodule
¥ Qpy" = A®o 1z(er) Qp yi(ep) @or A’

is an A-A’-bipolydule. The category Tria(A4, A’) is the triangulated subcategory of D (AT, A’T)
generated by
V¥ @py”, z€CP0), yelP0O).

Proposition 4.2.0.3. Let A and A’ be two H-unital A,-algebras. We have a exact sequence of
triangulated categories
Tria(A, A") < Do (AT, A’ = Do (eo, ep)-

In particular, the derived category Dy, A is equal to Tria(A4, A’). O

Theorem 4.2.0.4. Let A and A’ be two strictly unital A,.-algebras. The following categories are
equivalent:

D1. the derived category Doo (A, A’) of (Definition 4.2.0.1), that is, the triangulated subcategory
Tria(A, A") of Dy, (AT, A’T) (Proposition 4.1.2.10),

D2. the category (well defined)
Hoo(A, A) = Modoo (A, A") ) ~
where ~ is the homotopy relation,

D3. the localized category
(Modo (A, A))[Qis™"]

where Qis is the class of A,-quasi-isomorphisms of Mod (A, A'),

D4. the localized category
(Modst (A, A"))[Qis™!]

of the category ModStrict( A, A').
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Proof. The equivalences between the categories of D1, D2 and D3 are shown in the same way as
in the theorem (4.1.3.1). The equivalence between the categories of D3 and D4 in the case where
A and A’ are unital differential graded algebras is proved as in Proposition (4.1.3.14). If A and A’
are any strictly unital A, -algebras, we proceed as follows. We show as in Proposition (4.1.3.14)

that the inclusion
Mod(U(A),U(A")) < Mod, (A, A")

induces an equivalence
Ho (Mod(U(A), U(A"))) = (Modw (A, A"))[Qis™"].
As this equivalence is the composition of faithful functors
Ho (Mod(U(A), U(A"))) — (Modit.fiCt(A,A’)) [Qis™!] &, (Mod (A, A'))[Qis_l]

the functor K is full. It is therefore an equivalence. O
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Chapter 5

Aqo-categories and A .-functors

Chapter plan

An A, -category is an A, -algebra with several objects, and conversely, an A-algebra is an
A -category with one object. The problems raised by the increase in the number of objects are
numerous and the generalization of the results of the previous chapters is sometimes very technical.

In the section 5.1, we fix notations which encode the variation of the sets of objects of the small
A . -categories.

For this, we introduce a bicategory C whose objects are the sets, then we define a small A -
category whose set of objects is in bijection with a set @ as an A-algebra in the (monoidal)
category C(0, Q). We then define the A -functors.

In the section 5.2, we define the differential graded categories of (bi)polydules over Aoo-
categories.

In the section 5.3, we establish a lemma (called the key lemma) which will be fundamental
in the construction of the Yoneda A, -functor (Definition 7.1.0.1) and of the generalized Yoneda
A o-functor (Section 8.2.1).

5.1 Definitions
5.1.1 The base categories C(0,0’) and C(O)

We fix notations that we will use throughout this part. We construct a bicategory C whose objects
are the sets (see [ML98, Chap. XII, §6] for the bicategories).

Let K be a field. The tensor product above K is denoted ®. Let O be a set. Consider it as
the small category whose objects are in bijection with @ and whose space of morphisms o — o' is
empty if 0 # o', and contains only the identity morphism I, otherwise.

Let O, @' and Q" be three sets. A Q'-Q-bimodule (resp. a right O-module) is a functor

M : 0° x @ — VectK, (resp. M: Q% — VectK)

where VectK is the category of K-vector spaces. A morphism of bimodules (resp. of modules) is
a morphism of functors. We denote these categories by C(Q, Q') and C(Q). Let M be an object
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of C(0,0") and N an object of C(Q’,Q"). The tensor product M ®g: N above Q' is the object of
C(0,0") defined by

(M @0 N)(o",0) = €D M(d,0) @ N(0",0).
o' e/

We’ll simply denote the tensor product above @ by ® when it won’t cause confusion. The tensor
product above Q' gives us a functor

C(0',0) x C(0",0") — C(0",Q"), (M,N)— M &g N,
and if Q" is a set and T an object of C(Q”,Q""), we have associativity constraints
(M &g N) ©or T M ®gr (N &g T).
Let f: O — Q' be a map. We have a functor
C(0",0") — C(0",0),
which sends the O'-Q"-bimodule M to the @-O”-bimodule

M;: 0% x0" — VectK
ox o — M(fo,0").

Similarly, if g : @ — Q" is a map, we have a functor
C(0",0") — C(0,0"), M — 4M.

The category C(0,Q") is K-linear, abelian, semi-simple, cocomplete, with exact filtrant colimits
(i.e. it is a semi-simple Grothendieck K-category). By the section 1.1.1, we have the categories
GrC(0, Q) of graded bimodules and CC(Q, Q') of differential graded bimodules. Note that the tensor
product ®g and the bimodule

eo(—,—) = KHomg(—,—)

define a monoidal category structure on (C(O,0),®,eg). The functor
C(0',0') = C(0,0), M s §My,

is compatible with the monoidal structure. Since the category C(Q) is isomorphic to C({x},Q),
where {x} is a singleton set, we get a right action on the monoidal category C(Q, Q) over C(Q)

C(0) x C(0,0) = C(0), (M,N)+— M ® N.

Remark 5.1.1.1. Let A be a small K-category whose set of objects is in bijection with a set A.
The A-A-bimodule
Hom : A x A" — Hom (4, A'),

equipped with morphisms
u:Hom4 ®Homy — Homy and n:ey — Homy, T4+ 14,

given by the composition of .4 and by the identity morphisms 14 of A, is a unital algebra in the
category of A-A-bimodules. Conversely, a unital algebra in the category of A-A-bimodules defines
a small K-category whose set of objects is in bijection with A.
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Let A and B be two small K-categories whose sets of objects are in bijection with the sets A
and B. Let f: A — B be a functor. We notice

f:ObjA— ObjB

the map which sends A on its image by the functor f. The functor f induces a morphism of unital
algebras
Hom4 — jHomg;, x+— f(z),

Conversely, if A and A’ are two unital algebras in the categories of A-A-bimodules and B-B-
bimodules, a map f : A — B and a unital algebra morphism A — f-A’f- in the category C(A,A)
define a functor between the corresponding K-categories. C

Definition 5.1.1.2. Let A be a set. A (small) dg category over A is a unital dg algebra in C(A, A).

5.1.2 Definitions
Definition 5.1.2.1. Let A be a set. An A -category over A is an A-algebra in the category
(GrC(A,A),©,ep).
Remark 5.1.2.2. Let A be an A-category. It is determined by
- a set of objects Obj A = A,
- for all pairs (A, A’) of objects of A, a graded vector space of morphisms

Hom4(A, A’) = A(A, A7),

- for all sets (Ao, ..., A,) of objects of A, the compositions
My A(An_l, An) R...Q A(Ao, Al) — A(Ao, An),
satisfying the equations (x,), n > 1, of the definition 1.2.1.1,

If A is homologically unital (as A-algebra in GrC(A, A)) then, for any object A € A, we have an
identity morphism I4 € A(A, A) such that its class [I4] in H*A(A, A) satisfies

p(f.[Ma]) = f, fe HAAA) and u(llal,g) =g, g€ HAA A),
where p is the composition of H*A induced by mo.
Remark 5.1.2.3. The composition my induces an associative composition
p:H'A® H'A— HA.

If A is homologically unital then H°A is a category in the classical sense. The identity morphism
of an object A € HA is the class [La].

Lemma 5.1.2.4. Let B be a set, 5 a homologically unital A, -category over B and
fA—>DB

a map. The graded A-A-bimodule ;B is a homologically unital A,-category with compositions
and identity morphisms induced by those of A. O
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Definition 5.1.2.5. Let A and B be two sets and A and B two A-catgories over A and B. An
A -functor

f:A=B
is the data of a pair (f, from) consisting of a map

f:A>B
and an A ,-morphism in the category GrC(A, A)

friom : A — B
We will often denote the latter by f instead of fyom. The A o-functor identity of A is denoted
14:A— A

Be careful not to confuse this symbol with I4, the identity morphism of an object A € A.

Remark 5.1.2.6. Let A and B be two small A,-categories. An A.-function f : A — B is
determined by

- a map

f:0bjA— ObjB,
- for any sequence (A, ..., A,) of objects of A, morphisms
Fu s AlAn1, Aa) @ ... ® A(Ag, A1) = B(f Ao, fA),
satisfying the equations (#x,), n > 1, of definition 1.2.1.2.

Remark 5.1.2.7. Let A and B be two small A.-categories over A. An A ,-morphism f: A — B
in C(A, A) yields an A, -function

1a, /) : A= B, z— f(x).

Conversely, an A -function ( f.f ) whose underlying map f is equal to 1, yields an A..-morphism

f:A—>B.
Recalling the bar construction

Let A and B be two A-categories and f : A — B an A, -functor. Recall that the bijections
in section 1.2.2,

m; <> bz (resp. fi <~ F,'), 1> 1,
between the morphism spaces

Homg,c(a,a) (.A@i, .A) and Homg,c(aa) ((SA)@, S.A)

(resp. Homgrc(A7A)(A®i,fo) and HomQT.C(AA)((SA)@i,fo))

are defined by the relations

wob; = —mjow® (resp. wo Fy = (=1)Flf; ow®j>7
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where F; is a graded morphism of degree |F;| and w = s~1. A functor f: A — B is the data of a
map f : Obj A — ObjB and a differential graded morphism

F=Bf:BA— BB
in the category Cogc(A, A) of differential graded cocomplete coalgebras of C(A, A).
Definition 5.1.2.8. Let A be a set and A an A ,-category over A. an A-polydule is an A-polydule
over GrC(A) (see Definition 2.3.1.2). It is given by a right A-module
M : AP — GrC
endowed with graded morphisms of right A-modules

mi;: M oA"Y 5 M, i>1,

!

), n > 1, of the same form as the equation (x,), n > 1,

of degree 2 — i, such that an equation (x
of Definition 1.2.1.1 is satisfied.

Remark 5.1.2.9. Let V be an object of C(A). The A-module V ®.A equipped with the morphisms
lyam: (VoA oA ' VoA i>1,
is an A-polydule. In particular, if A is an object of A, the A-module
A(—,A)=e(—,A) 0 A
is an A-polydule in C(A). We will denote it A"

Definition 5.1.2.10. Let A and B be two sets and A and B two A..-categories over A and B. A
A-B-bipolydule is a A-B-bipolydule in GrC(A,B) (see Definition 2.5.1.3).

5.2 Differential graded categories of polydules

The category C..BtA

Let A be a set and A an A,.-category over A. The category Coo B*A has as its objects those of
Comc BTA. If N and N’ are two objects of Comc BT A, the space of morphisms

HOmcooB+A(N, N/)
is the space of graded unital morphisms of comodules N — N’ endowed with the differential
§:FsbN oF — (=1)IFIFob?,

where F has degree |F|. Tt is a differential graded category. Note that the category Comc BT A is
isomorphic to the category Z°Co,BTA, i.e. the category whose objects are those of Coo BTA and
whose morphisms are the zero-cycles of the morphism complexes of Coo B A.
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The category N,,A

The category Ny A is the dg category whose objects are A-polydules and whose morphism
spaces are defined by

Hompy. a(M,M') = Home__g+a(BM,BM'), M,M' e N A.
A morphism f : M — M’ of degree n is thus given by a sequence of graded morphisms of A-modules
fi: M A9 — M

of degree 1 —i+n. The Ay-morphisms f : M — M’ are the zero-cycles of Home_ 4(M, M’). (The
letter NV refers to the “Aon” in “.A-nonunital polydules”.)

Remark 5.2.0.1. Let B be an A, -category and X a B-A-bipolydule. We have an isomorphism
of complexes
Hom A(X, M) = Hompra(Xa, M), M € Ny A,

where Hom 4(X, M) is defined in (Section 4.1.1).

The category C.A

Suppose now that A is strictly unital. If M and M’ are two strictly unital A-polydules, a
morphism f : M — M’ of degree n is strictly unital if it satisfies the equations

(1% @ne1®%) =0, i>2.

We denote by (./\/OOA)u the full subcategory of Now A formed from strictly unital A-polydules and
Coo A the non-full subcategory of Ny A formed of the strictly unital A-polydules whose morphisms
are the strictly unital morphisms. Note that if A is augmented, we have an isomorphism of
categories

Cood = NG A.

Remark 5.2.0.2. The category HCo. A is clearly isomorphic to H..A (see the definition 4.1.2.1).
It is equivalent to the category DA by Corollary 2.4.2.2.

Proposition 5.2.0.3. The inclusion

Coc A = Ny A

induces a quasi-isomorphism on the morphism spaces.

Proof. The proof is the same as that of the proposition (3.3.1.8). Instead of considering only the
A -morphisms, i.e. the morphisms of N,.A which are cycles of degree zero and the homotopies
between A ..-morphisms, we consider morphisms which are cycles of any degree. O

The category Co. (A, B)

Let A and B be two sets and A and B be A-categories over A and B. The category N (A, B) is
constructed in a strictly analogous way to Noo A. Let Coo (BT A, BTB) be the the dg category whose
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objects are those of Comc(BTA, BTB). The category Nuoo (A, B) is the dg category whose objects
are the same as those of Nod. (A, B) and whose morphism spaces are defined by the subspaces

Homy._(a,8) (M, M') = Home__ (p+a,p+5)(BM,BM'), M, M' € C(A,B).

If A and B are strictly unital, we define the categories (Voo (A, B)),, and Coo (A, B) analogously
to the categories (J\/OO.A)u and Coo A. The category Mod (A, B) is isomorphic to Z°Co (A, B).

Proposition 5.2.0.4. The inclusion
Coo(A, B) = N (A, B)

induces a quasi-isomorphism on the morphism spaces. O

5.3 Key lemma

The lemma below will be useful for the construction of the Yoneda A.,-functor (see Definition
7.1.0.1).

Let A and B be two sets, M a graded object of C(A,B) and A and B two A.-categories on A
and B. Consider a family of graded morphisms of A-B-bimodules

mi j :.AQM Op M Op BQM — M, 1, > 0,

of degree 1 —i — j. We endow the co-augmented tensor coalgebras T¢SB and T°SA with the
differentials b* and b® of the co-augmented bar constructions. The morphisms

bo;: SM @ (SB)®® — SM, j >0,

given by the bijections mg ; <> by ; of the section 2.5.1, can be lifted (see Lemma 2.1.2.1) into a
unique coderivation of graded comodules in C(A,B)

D:SM eopT(SB) = SM & T¢(SB).
Let End = End (SM OB TC(SB)> be the algebra of graded endomorphisms of BYB-comodules in
the category C'(A,B). Note that this object of the category C(A,A) is also defined by
End(A, A’) = Homp (M, M(—, A"))(A), A, A" €A,
where Hom is the functor defined in (Section 4.1.1). We endow End with the three morphisms

mg : epx — End, 1+ —D?
my : End — End, frrDof—(=1)"foD
mo : End ®y End - End, fOg+— fog,

where f is a morphism of degree r. They satisfy the equations

ml'm0:07
ma(mo ® 1+ 16 mg) +mi =0,
mg(m1®1+1®m1)—m1m2 =0,
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and
m2(1®m2—m2®1) =0.

A differential graded algebra (A,d, u) clearly satisfies these equations for mg = 0, m; = d and
mo = p. Conversely, if M is a graded object endowed with morphisms mg, m; and ms satisfying
these equations, (M, my,m2) is a differential graded algebra if myg is zero.

Let the graded morphisms of A-A-bimodules

fi: A% - End, i>1,
of degree 2 — i, defined by the equation
F;(¢) = s(®) € SEnd,

where F} is given by the bijection f; <+ F;, where ¢ is an element of (S.A)®? of degree |¢| and where
the morphism @ is the unique morphism (see Lemma 2.1.2.1) such that the composition p; o ® has
as components the morphisms

_1ylel
@; D01

SM ® (SB) (SA)® © SM ® (SB)®F —“5 §M,  j > 0.

Lemma 5.3.0.1. The following statements are equivalent.

a. The triple (End,m1,m2) is a differential graded algebra and the morphisms f;, ¢ > 1, define
an A ,-morphism

f: A— End,
where End is equipped with the A..-structure of Remark 1.2.1.5.
b. The morphisms m, ;, i,j > 0, define the structure of an A-B-bipolydule on M.

Proof. Suppose the statement a is true. We will show that it is equivalent to the equations
Z be(19F © by ®19™) =0, n >0,
k+e+m=n

where b, symbols should be interpreted appropriately. These equations are equivalent to the
equations ('), n+ 14 n' > 1, of Definition 2.5.1.3.

As (End,m1,ms2) is a differential graded algebra, the morphism my is zero. This means that D
is a comodule differential. The equation D? = 0 is equivalent to the equations

Z bO,l(bO,j ® ].@k) -+ Z bo,l(]_@k ® bJB ® 1®m) =0, n>0.
1+j+k=n k+j+m=n

By virtue of Section 1.2.2, the fact that f is an A,,-morphism results in the fact that the
sequence of morphisms F;, i > 1, defines a morphism of differential graded coalgebras

F: BYA — B™End.
This is equivalent to the equations (xx,), n > 1:

Y RAYobt 01%%) —b(F,) - Y BMF e F) =0.
i+j+k=n i+j=n
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We recall that the definition of the bijections mE™ < bE™ i > 2. implies that

End End End ®2 End
bi"“os 1 bs"% o s 5.

=—som and =som

Let m ® y be an element of SM ® (SB)®". Compute the image of m ® y by b5"(F; © F;)(¢)
where ¢ = ¢; © ¢;:

b5 (F; © Fy)(¢)(m ©y) = b5"(s®; © s®;)(m O y)
= (=) N5 (s © 5)(®; © @) (m © y)
= (=1)!*sm5™(@; © ®;)(m © y)
= Y (=) ek, (6 © bk © Lom ©1%F) © 19 (m @ y)

k+l=n

= Z (—1)|¢j‘+lsbiﬁl(¢i Objr(o; ©1lsm © 1®k) O) 1®l)(m Oy)
k+l=n

= > (D18 0 b,(18% © 1sp ©19F) 0 1% (g om O y),
k+l=n

then b5 (F,)(¢)(m © y):*

O™ (Fn) (9)(y) = b5 (s@)(m © )
= —smi™(®)(m ©y)

=—s(b-®— (-1)*2-b)(may)

=5 [ Z (—=1)91bg 1 (i k(¢ © 1opr @ 19%) © 1904
k+l=n

+ Z )by ur1401(0 © 1o © 19 © 05 © 190+
ut+v+l=n

— (=)t 110(6 © bon (s @ 197) | (m @ )

= (_1)|¢+13[ Z b(),l(biJrj,k(lgjrj ®1lsy ©@19%) @190+
k+l=n

+ Z bitj, ut141( SA ®1SM @1®u@b6®1®l)+
utv+l=n

+ b1 (1g57 ©bon(lsy ©197) [ (pOm @ y)

and finally F;(1%° © b © 19%)(¢)(m 0 y):
R 06 ©1°%)(¢)(moy) =

Z (D)1 1 (194 @ 0195 © 15 @ 1™)(9 O m O ).
utv+t=14j

1Some parens are missing in the following. Presently unable to sanity check the expressions.
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The equations (xx,), n > 1, and the fact that the coderivation D is a differential are therefore
equivalent to the equations

D be(19% © by ©197) =0

where the by and the 1 must be interpreted appropriately. O

Let M be a A-B-bipolydule. Let A be an object of A. We endow the A-module M (—, A) with
the structure of a B-polydule given by the morphisms m;, j > 1, of B-modules

moj1(—,A) : (M ® B®j*1> (L A) = M(,A), j>1.
Corollary 5.3.0.2. The map
Orr - A — ObjN B, A M(—,A)
can be canonically extended to an A,.-functor
O+ A — NooB.

Proof. The A-A-bimodule
Homy . 5(0n—, 0n—)

is by definition the endomorphism algebra

Endn p+5((7,—) ® T°SB),

that is, the algebra End of the key lemma. The functor canonically associated with M is given by
the morphisms
fi:AQi%HomeB(HMf,GMf), 1> 1,

of Lemma 5.3.0.1. They define an A -functor because
f:A—End
is an A o-morphism. O

Corollary 5.3.0.3. The map M +— 0, from the class of A-B-bipolydules to the class of A -functors
A — N B is a bijection. Its inverse map associates to an A.-functor

(9,9) : A= NoB

the A-B-bimodule
M(A, B) = (9(A))(B)

endowed with the multiplications m; ;, ¢,7 > 0, given by

mij—1 = (9:);-
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The strictly unital case

Now suppose that A and B are strictly unital A, -categories.

Remark 5.3.0.4. Let M be an A-B-bipolydule. The A,,-morphism
f: A—End
of the key lemma (5.3.0.1) is strictly unital if and only if the compositions
m (19 one 197 @ 1y ® 1%7), i,j >0,
are zero for (4,j) # (1,0) and are the identity for (¢,7) = (1,0).

Remark 5.3.0.5. If M is a strictly unital A-B-bipolydule, the B-polydule M(—,A), A € A, is
strictly unital and the A, -function

A= NB
of Corollary (5.3.0.2) is factorized by a functor

A — CoB.

Remark 5.3.0.6. The bijection M +— 0y, of Corollary (5.3.0.3) is restricted to a bijection from
the class of strictly unital .A-B-bipolydules to the class of strictly unital A, -functors A — Cy.B.
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Chapter 6

Torsion of A o-structures

In Chapters 7 and 8, we will construct A,.-categories whose compositions are built using a
process of torsion described in this chapter

In the theory of deformations of differential graded Lie algebras (or differential graded associa-
tive algebras), the technique of torsion is well known (for an overview, see, for example, [Hue99]).
The A (and L) version was introduced in [FOOOO01, Chap. 4] (see also [FukOla]). Our proof
that the twisted compositions define an A, structure is different. The torsion of an A.-algebra
A by a solution to the generalized Maurer-Cartan equation not only modifies the differential m;
but also all the higher multiplications.

This chapter is divided into two sections. We first deal with the simple case where the torsion
is tensorially nilpotent, and then the case where the A, structures are topological. We show that
if f: A — Bisan A -functor that induces quasi-isomorphisms in the spaces of morphisms, its
torsion also induces quasi-isomorphisms in the spaces of morphisms (6.1.3.4).

6.1 The tensorially nilpotent case

6.1.1 Twisting elements

Let A be a set and A be an A ,-category over A. Equip the neutral element ¢ = ¢, for the tensor
product ®4 with the coalgebra structure provided by the unitality constraint of the base monoidal
category C(A,A) (see 5.1.1 and 1.1.1).

e—e@e.
Consider e as a differential graded coalgebra concentrated in degree 0.

Definition 6.1.1.1. A twisted (tensorially nilpotent) element is a graded morphism z : e — A of
degree +1 such that

(1) the composite e o z can be lifted to a morphism of coalgebras

X :e— BA,

(2) and the morphism X is compatible with differentials.
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Remark 6.1.1.2. Let p; denote the projection BA — SA. The composition with the projection
yields a bijection
Homcog(e,B.A) 5 Hom,,j;(e, SA),

where Hom,,;;(e, SA) is the set of graded morphisms ¢ : e — SA of degree 0 such that, for all
A € A, there exists an N such that ¢®" A" 1(I4) = 0 for n > N. We conclude from this that a
graded morphism z : e — A of degree +1 is a twisting element if and only if

(1) it is tensorially nilpotent: for any object a € A, the element z(I4) € A(A, A) of degree 1 is
such that z(I4)®™ is zero for some n > 0,

(2) it satisfies the Maurer-Cartan equation
o0
> mi(zI4) © ... 0x(l4) =0, A€A.
i=1
(The sum is finite due to the tensorial nilpotence property).

6.1.2 Torsion of A -categories

Let A be a set and A be an A -category over A. Let z be a tensorially nilpotent element in A.
Let
g:TSA=e®dTSA— SA

the morphism of components [sz, p1], where p; is the projection T¢SA — S.A.
Consider the morphism of A-A-bimodules

¢o: T°SA— T°SA=P(SA)®
i>0
whose composition with the projection to (S.A4)®% is the morphism
(¢°) o AW if i>1, 1. otherwise.

It is clearly a co-unital co-algebra morphism, and it is well-defined because its restriction to the
subobject (SA)® € C(A, A) is equal to the sum (well-defined by the tensorial nilpotence property).

DD (52)%0 0154 (52)°" © ... © 1ga © (s2)°4 © 154 © (s2) 1),

1>0
where Iy + ...+ I; = [. Note that the composition

ppoee—TSA=e®TSA,
where ¢ is the co-augmentation of T°SA, has components equal to the morphism 1. and the lift
X of sox. The matrix of _ _
¢e - PSA — P(SA)
720 1>0

is lower triangular, and its diagonal is the same as that of the identity. The morphism ¢, is
therefore a co-unital automorphism (not co-augmented) of the co-augmented graded coalgebra
T<SA. The differential of the bar construction B.A gives us a differential

b:TSA—=TSA
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that vanishes on the co-augmentation. Consider the composition
Dy =¢,  obop, : T°SA— T°SA.

Suppose x satisfies the Maurer-Cartan equation. The lift X : e — T<SA of s o z is differential
graded. The composition

boqﬁxoa—bo{i;]:6—>TCS.A—€EBTCS.A

is therefore zero, and we have D, oe = 0. Let b, be the morphism given by the rightmost vertical
arrow in the diagram of exact sequences

0—>e—" >TSA—>TSA—0

| o

0—s>e-—" >TSA—>TSA—>0.

Since D, is a (1, 1)-coderivation of T°SA, the morphism b, is an (1,1)-coderivation of T°SA. As
D2 = 0, the coderivation b, is a differential of the coalgebra T<S.A. It is determined (1.1.2.2) by
the components

(bx)i : (S.A)GZ —SA
of its composition with the projection to S.A.

Lemma 6.1.2.1. Let ¢ > 1. The morphism (b,); is the sum

3 bm(52)°0 © 1540 (52)°1 © ... 0 154 © (52)° © Loa © (s2)°4),
l

Wherelo+...+li:l.

Proof. We remark that D, restricted to the sub-object T¢S.A of TS A is equal to b,. We need to
calculate

(P10 Dy)l(sayor = (1o ¢y 0body)|sayei i > 1.

Since the matrix of coefficients

¢a : PSA — P(SA)

>0 i>0

is lower triangular and its diagonal is that of the identity, the matrix of ¢, ! has the same form.
Thus, the morphisms p; o ¢t obo ¢, and p; o bo ¢, restricted to (S.A)®? are equal. This proves
the lemma. N

Definition 6.1.2.2 (K. Fukaya [FOOOO01] (see also [FukOlal)). A twisted A -category A, over A
is a A-A-bimodule A, = A whose bar construction B.A, is the reduced differential graded tensor
coalgebra

(T?SA,by).

The compositions
mf A — A, i>1,
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are defined by the sum

Z Z(—l)sml’ii(xwo 0140z% tso...©14 0z 1 ©14 0 z®),
1

where the exponent is s = >, ., ., t x l;. (This infinite sum indeed defines a morphism thanks to
the tensor-nilpotence property of z.)

6.1.3 Twisting of A -functors
Let A and B be two sets, and let A and B be two A,.-categories over A and B, respectively. Let
(f,f): A=B

be an A,-functor and x and 2’ be torsion elements in .4 and B satisfying a compatibility relation
with f that will be specified later. This relation roughly says that the image of x under f is z’.
The goal of this section is to construct a twisted A ,.-functor

Equip the A-A-bimodule f-B f with the structure of an A,-category over A from Lemma 5.1.2.4.
Let B’ denote this A.-category over A. The twisting element

x ey — B
induces a twisting element in 5’
en — B, Iy 2/(fA).

We also denote this as z’. Let
F:BTA— B™B

be the co-augmented bar construction of the A, ,-morphism f : A — B’. We will construct the
twisted A,-functor in such a way that the morphism

G=¢, oFo¢,:T°SA— T°SB

is its coaugmented bar construction. Note that for any twisting elements z and z’, the morphism
G is indeed a differential graded morphism

G:B'A, —» B'B,,.

However, there is no guarantee that it is co-augmented, as ¢, and ¢, are not co-augmented.
Demanding that it be co-augmented leads to compatibility relations between x and z’: Suppose G
is augmented. We have the equation

¢;,1oFoq§on=€,

or in other words, we have
Fog,oe=¢uo0ec.
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Since the compositions ¢, o e and ¢, o € are equal to the maps
1.+ X:e—>e®dTSA and 1.+X :e—edTeSB

where X and X’ are the lifts of z : ¢ =& A and 2’ : e — B’, the compatibility between x and z’
asserts that the sum (well-defined due to the tensorial nilpotentence property of x)

Zfi(x@) e—= B

i>1
is equal to the twisting object z’.
Since the map G is co-augmented, it is the co-augmentation of a morphism of reduced differential

graded coalgebras.
F,:BA, — BB,,.

Lemma 6.1.3.1. Let i > 1. The morphism (F,); : (SA)®" — SB’ is the sum

DY Framl(s0)° 0154 @ (52)°" @ .. 0 L5 © (52) 1 © 154 © (s2)°1),
l

where lop+ ...+ 1; = 1.
Proof. Similar to the one in Lemma 6.1.2.1. O

Note that the A-category B, is equal to f-(Bm/)f-.
Definition 6.1.3.2. The twisted A -functor

(f, %) s As = B

is the functor whose bar construction is F),.

It is defined by the morphisms

fEeAY = (Ba)p i1,

defined by the sums

YD D ETr ola0r 0. 01,02 01402,
l

where the exponent of the signis s =, ., t X ;.

Torsion and weak equivalences

Lemma 6.1.3.3. Let A be an A-category and x a tensorially nilpotent twisting element. Let A
be an A -category weakly equivalent to zero, i.e. the morphism in C(A, A)

A—=0

is an A-quasi-isomorphism. The twisted category A, is weakly equivalent to zero.
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Proof. The ambient category for the reasoning below is C(A, A). We recall (5.1.2.7) that an A-
morphism f between two A-algebras in C(A, A) is an A-functor whose underlying map f is the
identity in A. Let K be the contractible complex (A, m1). Consider it as an A.-algebra (1.2.1.4).
Lemma (1.3.3.2) shows that there exists an Ao-(iso)morphism

fiA=>K

such that f; = 1x. Consider the A -algebra K with the twisting element

Qf/ = Z fl(.T@l)
i>1
The commutative diagram
BtA—L s BYK

J

B*A, —> B*K,/

shows that G is an isomorphism. In particular, A, is A..-quasi-isomorphic to K,/. It suffices to
show that K, is weakly equivalent to zero. By construction, the multiplications m for i > 2 are

zero. This implies that

K K .
mlm':mf and m;” =0 i>2.

Therefore, the twisted A,-category K,/ is equal to K and is weakly equivalent to zero. O

Proposition 6.1.3.4. Let A and B be A,-categories over A and B. Let
(f,f): A=B
be an A .-functor that induces a quasi-isomorphism on morphism spaces, i.e. the morphisms
it A(AA) = B(fA, fA)), A A €A,

are quasi-isomorphisms. Let z and z’ be nilpotent twisting elements in A and B compatible with
f. The twisted A ,.-functor )
(fqu) :Ax _>Bx’

induces a quasi-isomorphism on the morphism spaces.

Proof. Note that B’ is the A -category §Bj over A (see 5.1.2.4). The A -functor f induces a
quasi-isomorphism in the morphism spaces if and only if the A,,-morphism in the category of
A o-algebras in C(A, A)

fA=B
induced by f is a weak equivalence. Therefore, suppose that f is an A, .-quasi-isomorphism in
C(A, A). The proof of the factorization axiom (CMS5) a. of the category Alg,, (1.3.3.1) gives us a
factorization of f into

A5 AT[C — B,

where A[] C is the product in Alg., of A with the cone C of the identity of the complex (B, m1)
(considered as an A.-algebra), and 7 has components 1 4 and 0. It is sufficient to show the result
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in the case where f is equal to ¢ and in the case where it is a trivial fibration. Let’s start with the
trivial cofibration i. Equipping A[]C with the twisting element

= Zij(ij).

Jj=1

We have the equalities
A1 =AT[C and =[] 4 A ]]C

As a result, i” is a weak equivalence. Now, suppose that f is a trivial fibration. A splitting of f;
in the category of complexes gives us an isomorphism of complexes

j: A= BaK,

where K is a contractible complex. Let B[] K be the product in Alg__ of the A.-algebra B and
the complex K considered as an A.-algebra. The canonical projection p : B[[ K — B is a trivial
fibration. Remark (1.3.3.4) applied to the lifting axiom (CM4) a gives us an A -isomorphism

f:A>B H K
such that f; = j and po f = f. Equipping B [1 K with the twisting element

— ij(:c@j).

Jj=1

(BHK)I” :Bx’HK

and the twisted A,.-morphism p‘”” corresponds to the canonical projection

We have the equality

Bm’HK — BE/.

Since K is contractible, px” is a weak equivalence. The equality f* = p“” o f‘ shows that f* is a
weak equivalence. O

6.1.4 Torsion of A-B-bipolydules

The details are omitted as they are similar to the last two sections.

Let A and B be two sets, A and B be two A, -categories over A and B and M be a A-B-
bipolydule. Let z and z’ be twisting elements in A and B.

Definition 6.1.4.1. A A,-B, -bipolydule .M, has multiplication morphisms
mif/ : Agl ® oMy © By — 2 My, 2,5 >0,
defined by the sum

Z Z<_1)smi+l,j+k($®lo Olg...1402% 01y 0" 015...150 33/®kj),
1,k>0
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whose exponent has sign

s:( 3 txlt>+( Z(jth)xzt)

1<t<i 1<t<j

(The infinite sums make well-defined morphisms thanks to the tensorial nilpotence property of x
and z').

Remark 6.1.4.2. The differential b, ;- of the bar construction of the A,-B,/-bipolydule , M, is
given by the composite

(07" ©10¢,) 0bo (¢: © 10 ¢u)

where
b: T°SAOSMOTSB—T°SA®SM ®TSB

is the differential of the bar construction of the A-B-bipolydule M.

Remark 6.1.4.3. Let f : A — B be an A, -functor. Suppose that the twisting elements x and x’
are compatible with f (see 6.1.3). Let

y:B—CoB

be the Yoneda A -functor which will be defined in Section 7.1.0.1 By Corollary 5.3.0.3, the two
compositions of A.-functors

ALsB2c, and A, L5 By - C By

are given by a A-B-bipolydule M and a A,-B,-bipolydule N.
We verify that we have
M, = N.

6.2 The topological case

Let A be a set and let 4 be an A -category over A. We are dealing here with the twisting of A by
a morphism z : e — A that is not tensorially nilpotent. The left-hand sum in the Maurer-Cartan

equation (see 6.1.1.2)
> mi(a®) =0
i>1

applied to I4 is no longer finite, but the equation still makes sense: if A is equipped with a
topology, we interpret the equation above as the convergence of the series to zero. We show, using
an algebraic trick, that the formulas providing twisted structures in the case where x is a tensorially
nilpotent twisting element also give twisted structures in the case where A is topological and x
satisfies the Maurer-Cartan equation.

6.2.1 Definitions

Terminology of topological objects
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Let (M, ®, e) be a monoidal abelian K-category. A topology on an object V' € M is a decreasing
filtration
‘/0:)‘/13‘/23"'3‘/1‘3"'

(see [Bou61, Chap. III §2 n°5]). A topology is separated if N;enV; = 0. We will then say that the
sub-objects V;, ¢ > 1, are a system of neighborhoods of 0. A topological object in M is an object
M with a topology. topology. Its completion is the limit

~

V =1limV/V,.
i>0
An object V is complete if V = V. Let V and V' be two topological objects. A morphism
f:V — V' is a continuous morphism. It is contractant if it satisfies

JV) VL iz

The neutral element e for the tensor product is equipped with the discrete topology. The tensor
product V ® V' is topological for the system of neighborhoods

(V®V/)i: Z Vi, ®@Viy, 120,

i1 4in>i

The category of topological objects in M, equipped with a topological tensor product and a neutral
object e, forms a monoidal category. The complete tensor product V®V' is defined as the limit

VeV = lim(V @ V')/(V& V).

The category of complete objects in M, equipped with the complete tensor product and the neutral
element e is also a monoidal category.
Topological A -structures

Let C be a base category (see 1.1.1).

Definition 6.2.1.1. An A -algebra A in C is topological if A is equipped with a separated topology
and if the multiplications m; : A®* — A, ¢ > 1, are continuous contracting morphisms. Let A
and A’ be topological A.-algebras. A topological A,,-morphism f: A — A’ is an A-morphism
such that the morphisms f;, ¢ > 1, are continuous contracting morphisms. We define homotopies
between A..-morphisms in a similar manner.

Let C' be a Grothendieck category equipped with a right action of the monoidal category C.
This action extends to the category of topological objects of C' and C.

Definition 6.2.1.2. A topological A-polydule in C’ is a separated topological object M in C'

equipped with a A-polydule structure with multiplications sz , © > 1, being continuous con-
tracting morphisms. We define in a similar manner A ,-morphisms and homotopies between A .-

morphisms.

6.2.2 Twisting elements

Definition 6.2.2.1. Let A be a topological A.-algebra. A graded morphism z : e — A of degree
+1 is a (topological) twisting element if its image is in the neighborhood A; and if the sum

Z m; (%)

i>1
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converges to 0.

Remark 6.2.2.2. This sum converges to a well-defined limit because the topology of A is sepa-
rated, the image of x is in Ay, and the multiplications my, ¢ > 1, are contracting.

6.2.3 Local algebras

Let R be the category of K-algebras that are local commutative rings R with residue field K and
whose maximal ideal m is nilpotent. Let R be an object of R. We denote by £ the category of
modules over R. Let O, O’ and Q" be three sets. We denote by C¥(Q, Q') the category of functors

0Px0—¢&

and CE(Q’) the category CE({x},Q’). If M and N are objects in C(0,0’) and CE(Q’,Q"), we
denote by ®p the tensor product

(M orN)(0",0) = @ M(e',0) @5 N(0",0).
o’ €0’

Definition 6.2.3.1. Let A be a set. An R-A -category is an object M of C*(A, A), equipped
with morphisms ‘
mi s MOR s M, i>1,

satisfying the equation (*,), n > 1, in the Definition 1.2.1.1. The R-A.-functors are defined as
in 5.1.2.5

Let M and M’ be objects in C(A, A) and i an integer > 1. Let

o: MO — M

be a graded morphism. Let _
ng (M @g m)OF" — M’ @ m
be a morphism in C#(A, A) defined by the composition
0@ p (M @g m)®r ~ (M) @k (m)®r — M’ @ m.
Notice that, since m is nilpotent, there exists an integer Ny such that m™o = 0. Therefore, the
morphism ¢ is zero whenever i > Nj.
Remark 6.2.3.2. Let A be an object in C(A, A) and
mit A% 5 A, i > 1,

be graded morphisms of degree 2 — i. They satisfy the morphisms m;, i« > 1, defining an A .-
category structure on A if and only if, for all R € R, the morphisms mf, i > 1, define an
R-A -category structure on A ®g m.

Let A be an A -category and R an object of R. We denote by A the R-A-category A®@xm
on A associated to A.

Let A and B be two sets and A and B be two A,.-categories on A and B. They satisfy the
graded morphisms f;, ¢ > 1, of degree 1 — ¢, defining an A -functor

f:A=B
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if and only if, for all R € R, the morphisms f7, i > 1, define an R-A-functor
AR o BE

Note that the morphisms m® and ff are zero as soon as i exceeds the nilpotency degree of the
maximal ideal of R.

Bar construction BE

Let R be an object in R. The Lemma 1.1.2.2 remains valid in the category C*(A,A). In
particular the bar construction defines a fully faithful functor

BFE . AIgDRO — CogcR,

where AlgfO and Cogc™ are the categories Alg__ and Cogc in CE(A, A).

Reminder on completion Let R be an object in R. Let V and W be two A-A-R-bimodules.
We equip the reduced tensor R-coalgebra

TV = P ver
i>1

with the canonical topology whose base neighborhood of 0 is

@VQRi, n > 1.

i>n

The coproduct is a continuous map for this topology. Recall that TV denotes the co-augmented
coalgebra (T<V)*. We equip it with neighborhoods defined in the same way.

Remark 6.2.3.3. A morphism in C*(A A)
TV — TW (resp.ﬁV — ﬁW)
is continuous if and only if the matrix of components
@ VORI @ Wonrt (resp. @ VORI @ WGRi>
7>0 i>0 i>1 i>1

has a finite number of nonzero components in each row. In particular, a coalgebra morphism f
(resp. a (f', f")-coderivation h, where f’ and f” are coalgebra morphisms)

TV — TW

is continuous if and only if the morphisms f;, ¢ > 0, (resp. the morphisms f/, f/ and h;, i > 0,)
are almost all zero.

The reduced completed tensor R-coalgebra TV is the completion of T<¢V. Its underlying topo-
logical space is given by
[Tver.

i>1
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Each continuous morphism ¢ : T¢V — T<W in C¥(A,A) induces a morphism
f: TV — T°W.
The completed co-augmented tensor coalgebra TeHV is the co-augmentation of TeV.

Lemma 6.2.3.4. Let V be an object in GrC®(A,A) and C a topological graded coalgebra in
CR(A,A). Let f" and f” be two continuous morphisms of coalgebras

C — TtV

A continuous co-unital morphism from completed coalgebras (resp. a (f’, f”)-coderivation) C' —
TV is determined by its composition with the projection T<tV — V. O

6.2.4 Torsion of A -categories

Torsion of the differential of BA"

Let A be a set. Let A be a topological A,,-category over A, i.e. a topological A, -algebra in
C(A,A). Let z : e — A be a twisting (topological) element of A.

Let R be an object of R. Let Ny be the index of nilpotence of its maximal ideal m. Let A” be
the R-A.-category over A associated with A. Let T<SA® be the reduced tensorial R-coalgebra,
and T¢ + SAF be the co-augmented R-coalgebra associated with its completion. The differential
of the bar construction B®. AR

b : TeSA™ — Tes A"
is continuous because the morphisms m? are zero for i > Ny. Let b be the differential of T¢+ SAR

induced by bT. Let
zft et 5 AR

be the morphism induced by x and
g:e®TeSAR = Tetg ARY 5 SAR.

be the morphism whose components are the morphisms 2% and the projection p; onto SA. Let
the morphism of A-A-R-bimodules

¢R.T2+AR _y Tet gAR

s

whose composition with the projection onto (S.A%)®" is equal to
gO" o AW . Tetg AR 5 (5 AR)O"

if n > 1 and 1. otherwise. Like the morphism ¢, from Section 6.1.2, the morphism ¢f is a
continuous co-unital (non-coaugmented) automorphism of graded coalgebras, and the matrix of its

coefficients ‘ ‘
[T(sAm©m — [(sA%)O=

>0 i>0

is lower triangular, with its diagonal being that of the identity. Consider the composition

DE = (45 0 bRT o0 oF.
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Since z is a twisting element, we have
> bR (@™o =0,
1<i<Ng

Note that the lack of tensorial nilpotence is compensated by the vanishing of morphisms b% for
i > Np. As in Section 6.1.2, the composition D o ¢ is null. Let b% be the morphism given by the
right vertical arrow in the diagram of exact sequences.

0—>e—S = TetgAR — ~TeSAR o

|

0 —>e——>THGAR — > TS AR — 0.
It is a differential for the coalgebra TeSAR.
Lemma 6.2.4.1. The sub-coalgebra T¢SAE of T°SAR is stable under the differential bE. The

composite p¥ o b2 restricted to (SA%)®? is equal to the sum

Z D b ((52)9 @ 1gqn © (1)1 © ... © 1gar @ (s2)711 © Tgan © (s2)1),

where lo—i—... li=1.
Proof. Identical to the one in Lemma 6.1.2.1 O

A -category twisted by x

Let A be a set, A a topological A -category over A, and x : e — A a twisting element. Consider
the morphisms _
mf A = A, i>1,
defined by the sum

ZZ ymit (a0 014020 ©... 014 02% ©1402%h),

where the exponent of the signis s =), .,., t x l;. Note that these sums converge to well-defined
limits because A is topologically separated, the image of x is in the neighborhood Ay, and the
compositions m;, ¢ > 1, are continuous contracting morphisms.

Lemma 6.2.4.2. The morphisms m?, ¢ > 1, define a structure of an A,-category on the A-A-
bimodule underlying A.

Proof. The lemma remains valid if, for any object R € R, the morphisms (m#)®, i > 1, define a
structure of an R-A-category on the R-A-A-bimodule underlying A”.
Let R be an object of R. We verify that the morphism b from Lemma 6.2.4.1 is the coderivation

T¢(SAR) — T¢(SAR)

constructed from (m#)%, i > 1. Since it is a differential, we have the result. O

Definition 6.2.4.3. The (topological) twisted A -category A, is the A-A-bimodule A, = A
equipped with compositions ‘

m¥ A — A, P> 1,
defined below.
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6.2.5 Torsion of A, -functors

Let A and B two sets, A and B be two topological A, -categories over A and B, and = and z’ are
twisting elements in A and B such that for every A € A,

3 A @) =15,

i>1

Note that the left sum converges to a well-defined limit since B’ is topologically separated, the
image of x is in the neighborhood A; and because the morphisms f;, ¢ > 1, are contracting. The
above equality expresses the compatibility of x and x’ with respect to f (see 6.1.3). Let’s revist
the notations B’, B!, from Section 6.1.3. Consider the morphisms

fELA® 5B, i1,
defined by the (convergent) sum

D ()i 01402 0. 01402 @140 %),
l

where the exponent of the signis s =Y, ., t X ;.

Lemma 6.2.5.1. The morphisms f, ¢ > 1, define an A,-functor
(fvfa:) c Ay — By
Proof. We will show that, for every object R € R, the morphisms f#, i > 1, define an A, -functor
[ A= B
or equivalently, a differential graded morphism of coalgebras
FF . BRAY — BRB'E.

Let R € R. Due to the compatibility of z and 2’ with f, the graded differential morphism of
complete counital coalgebras

GE = (¢B) Lo Ftogl: TetSAE — Tetsp'
is coaugmented. Therefore, it induces a differential graded morphism

F, : (TeSARBR) = (TeSBE, o).

T 7T

Let ¢ > 1. We show, similarly to the proof of Lemma 6.2.4.1, that the restriction of F, to the
subobject (SAF)® is equal to the sum

>N F(52)°0 © 501 © (52)° @ © s, © (52) 1 © 50 © (s2)1),
l

where g + ...+ 1; = . This sum is finite because the morphisms F? are zero if i exceeds the
nilpotence degree of the maximal ideal of R. We thus obtain a morphism of coalgebras

Ff: (TeSAR b — (T°SB'E 1))

that is differential graded. So, we have the result. O
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Definition 6.2.5.2. The twisted A, -functors
(fafx) : Ay — By
are given by the morphisms f7, ¢ > 1, defined above.

The proposition (6.1.3.4) clearly remains valid in the topological case.

6.2.6 Torsion of A-B-bipolydules

The details are omitted as they are similar to the last two sections.

Let A and B be two sets, A and B be two topological A -categories over A and B, and M be
a topological A-B-bipolydule. Let x and ' be twisting elements in .4 and B.

Definition 6.2.6.1. A A, -B, -bipolydule , M, has multiplications
M AP My © By — My, i, >0,
defined by the (convergent) sum

Z Z(—l)smwl,ﬂk(x@lo Ola...1402% 01y 0" 015...15 0 /"),
1k>0

where the exponent of the sign is
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Chapter 7

The Yoneda A o-functor and twisted
objects

Introduction

Let A be a set and A a strictly unital A.-category over A. Let Gr(H*A) denote the category of
graded H*A-modules, with graded morphisms. In this section, we lift the Yoneda functor

H*A — Gr(H*A), A~ (H*A)(—,A),

into an A..-functor

y: A= CxA, A A(—,A).
We show the main result of this chapter (7.1.0.4): The A -functor y factorizes as

A wa Y e A

where twA is the Ao, -category of twisted objects, y' is a strict and fully faithful A -functor and

y" induces an equivalence

H%wA =5 tria A C Do A.

The construction of twisted objects in the case where A is differential graded is due to A. I. Bondal
and M. M. Kapranov [BK91|, with a generalization to A..-categories by M. Kontsevich [Kon95]
Recently, K. Fukaya independently constructed the Yoneda A.-functor [Fuk01b].

Chapter Plan

In Section 7.1, we define the Yoneda A.-functor and state the main theorem (7.1.0.4). The
rest of the chapter (except Section 7.5) is dedicated to proving this theorem. In Section 7.2, we
construct the A-category tw.A of twisted objects. The compositions in the A,-category tw.A
are obtained through torsion (see Chapter 6). We then demonstrate that the A.-category tw.A
possesses a universal property, from which we deduce the existence of the factorization y” oy’ of y.
In Section 7.3, we explicitly construct the A.,-functor y”’. In Section 7.4, we show that the Yoneda
A -functor y induces quasi-isomorphisms between morphism spaces, leading to the equivalence

H%twA ~ tria A C Do, A.
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In Section 7.5, we demonstrate that every homologically unital A .-category A has a strictly uni-
tal differential graded model, which means a homologically unital A ,.-quasi-isomorphism f: A4 —
A’ to a strictly unital differential graded category.

In Section 7.6, we show that any algebraic triangulated category generated by a set of objects
is Aoo-pre-triangulated, meaning it is equivalent to H%tw.A for a certain A.o-category A.

7.1 The Yoneda embedding

As Ais an A.-category, the A-A-bimodule A, equipped with morphisms m; ; = mﬁ%lﬂ" i,7 >0,
is an A-A-bipolydule. By Remark 5.3.0.5, we have an A, -functor:

y: A= CoA,
whose underlying map:

y:A—C oA
sends an object A € A to the A-polydule

AN = A(—, A).

For all ¢ > 1, the graded morphisms
v A9 — f-(COOA)f-,
send an element x € (A®%)(A, A’) to the sequence of morphisms of graded A-modules
A(—,A) © ADT7L 5 A A, j>1
o = ()EFHm @ 0 ea”)
Definition 7.1.0.1. The A, -Yoneda functor is the A -functor y : A — Coo A.
Definition 7.1.0.2. A strict A -functor f is fully faithful if
fi: A= By
is an isomorphism of complexes.

Definition 7.1.0.3. Let 7 be a triangulated category and T’ be a subset of the set T of objects of
T. Denote by tria T’ the smallest triangulated subcategory of T which contains the objects of T’. It
is stable under finite sums. Let A be a strictly unital A -category and DA its derived category
(see 4.1.2). Denote by tria A the smallest triangulated subcategory of D..,.A which contains all the
A-polydues A", A € Obj A.

In this chapter, we will prove the following statement of M. Kontsevich [Kon95|, [Kon98§]:
Theorem 7.1.0.4 (see also K. Fukaya [Fuk01b]). Let A be an A -category with strict identities.
There exists an A-category tw.A and a factorization of the Yoneda A,.-functor

A twA 5 Coo A

such that the Yoneda A..-functor y’ is strict and fully faithful and the A -functor y” induces an

equivalence
H%wA ~ tria A C D A.

Proof. See the following three sections. O
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7.2 The A, -category of twisted objects

Let A be an associative unital (not graded) algebra. We denote by C’(free A) the subcategory of
CA consisting of bounded complexes of free and finite rank A-modules. The image DP(free A) of
the category C®(free A) under the functor

CA — DA

is equivalent to the category triaA. The objects of C’(free A) are fibrants and cofibrants in the
category of complexes CA. If M and M’ are objects of D’(free A), the morphisms M — M’ in
tria A are in bijection with the homotopy classes of morphisms M — M’ of Mod A. This description
of morphisms allows us to carry out calculations in tria A. The purpose of this section is to generalize
the construction

A~ C(free A)

to Ao -categories. Let A be an A, -category. The role of the category C’(free A) will be played
by the A, -category tw.A of twisted objects. The equivalence between D’ (free A) and tria A will be
replaced by an equivalence

H%wA =5 tria A C Do A.

The construction A ~ tw.A is the generalization to A -categories [Kon95] of the construction due
to A. I. Bondal and M. M. Kapranov [BK91] which associates to a differential graded category the
category of its twisted objects (see 7.2.0.4).

To make the following construction more intuitive, we will start by reinterpreting the objects
of C*(free A).
A bounded complex M of free and finite rank A-modules is given by its components

(MraMr+1a~-'7Ml—l7Ml); T§l7 T‘,ZEZ,

where each M;, r < i <, is the iterated suspension of a A-module free of finite rank, and by a

morphism of degree +1
0: @ Mj — @ M,;

r<j<i r<i<l

whose matrix is strictly lower triangular and such that § o § = 0.

Now suppose that A is a differential graded algebra. Iterated extensions in the category of com-
plexes, equipped with the exact structure given by sequences of complexes that split as sequences
of graded A-modules, are described as follows. Let M;, for r < i < [, be objects in Mod A which
are finite sums of iterated suspensions of A. Denote by d the differential of the sum of the M;, for
r < ¢ <. In iterated extnesion of objects M;, r < i <[, is given by a matrix of the same form as
above which satisfies the Maurer-Cartan equation

dos+d8o0d+d*=0.
The differential of the iterated extension M = €P, ;<; M; is the sum d + 4.

Saturation by shifts of A
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Let ZA be the A -category whose objects are pairs (A, n), where A is an object of A and n is
an integer. The morphism spaces are defined by

ZA((A,n),(B,m)) =S"""A(A, B).
The compositions miZA, i>1,

ZA((Aifl,nifl), (A“TLZ)) ®R...Q ZA((A(),TL()), (Al,nl))

ZA

ZA((A(Jv nO)a (Al’ nl))
are defined by .
(_1)1(7Li—ng)8ni—no om; o ((Sni—ni,l)—l ®...0 (Snl—no)—l)

(a calculation shows that these compositions define a A .-category).

Saturation by extensions of ZA

Definition 7.2.0.1. An iterated extension M of objects of ZA is a sequence
(Mrer+1a~~-7Ml—17Ml)7 Télv T’,ZEZ,

equipped with a matrix of coefficients in ZA of degree +1
51M : @ Mj — @ Mz
r<j<l r<i<l
which is strictly lower triangular and satisfies the Maurer-Cartan equation
ZA ((sM\Oi
T A ()% =0
i>1

Here, the tensor product ® is the extension of the tensor product from C(A,A) to the space of
matrices with coefficients in ZA. The integer [ — n + 1 is called the height of the extension. An
iterated extension M is degenerate or split if " = 0. Degenerate iterated extensions can be
considered as formal sums of objects of Z.A. We denote by E the set of iterated extensions of Z.A.

Definition 7.2.0.2. Let M and M’ be two iterated extensions of Z.A. Denote by MatZ4 (M, M’)
the graded space of matrices with coefficients in Z.A

f: @ M- @ M.
r<j<l r/ i<l

The compositions m%4, i > 1, of ZA clearly extend to compositions of matrices with coefficients

in ZA. Denote by £4 the A -category whose objects are iterated extensions of objects of Z.A and
whose morphism spaces are

Homg (M, M") = Mat%A(M, M").
We clearly have a sequence of inclusions of A,-categories

ACZACE,.
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The niltpotent twisting element of the A -category £4
We recall (5.1.1) that Iy is the generator of the space eg(M, M). Let
r:ieg = &g
be the morphism of E-E-bimodules which sends I;, M € E, to
oM e Mat?A(M, M).

The morphism z is of degree +1. It satisfies the condition of tensorial nilpotence (6.1.1.2) because
the matrices 6™ are strictly lower triangular. Since the morphisms 6™, M € E, satisfy the Maurer-
Cartan equation, the morphism z is a tensorially nilpotent twisting element.

The category tw.A

Definition 7.2.0.3. A twisted object is an iterated extension of objects of Z.A. Denote by TW.A
the set of twisted objects. It is equal to the set E. The category twA of twisted objects is the
twisted category (8 'A)ac (see 6.1.2), where z is the twisting element above.

If M and M’ are twisted objects, the space of morphisms M — M’ is given by
Homyya (M, M) = MatZA (M, M").

Note that on the sub-A-category consisting of degenerate extensions, the twisted compositions

mé® = m™A i > 1, are equal to the E-compositions m¢, i > 1. Let E; be the set of (necessarily

degenerate) extensions of height 1, and let
yl A — El,

be the map that sends A to the degenerate extension of height 1 whose underlying sequence is the
1-tuple ((A,0)). This is a bijetion and we have an isomorphism

Y A g Mat®Ay, = w Ay
which clearly gives a strict and fully faithful A,.-functor
y A= twA.
The universal property of twA
We are inspired by the article [BK91].
Let f: A — B be an A -functor. It clearly induces an A -functor
fiéa—Ep

such that the twisting elements x4 and x5 of A .-categories £4 and Ep are compatible with f (see
6.1.3). We then obtain a twisted A-functor (see 6.1.3)

twf :twA — twhB.
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The construction which associates to an A.-category A the category of twisted objects twA is a
functor
tw : cato — cato,

where cato is the category of small A -categories. We will construct a morphism of functors
Tot : tw o tw — tw.

Let A be a small A -category. The strict A -functor Tot(A) associates to an object N of twotw.A,
given by a sequence of objects of tw.A

(Npyoo oy Ny, r<l, nleq,

and a matrix 0V with coefficients in Ztw.A, the twisted object of A whose underlying sequence is
the concatenation of sequences defining the N;, r < i <[, and whose matrix

T Tot(N) = €D (V) — Tot(N) = P (Vi)

is constructed from the matrix 6V by replacing the coefficients 521\/] by the blocks given by the
matrices §7V:. We verify that the morphisms of functors in cats,

n=1vy":1ler, —tw and Tot:twotw — tw

define a monad in the category of A-categories in the sense of Quillen and Mac Lane [MayT72].
We recall that a tw-algebra G is an A -category endowed with an A, -functor

twg — G

that is compatible with the structure of a monad. The category twA is clearly the free tw-algebra
on A. In particular, the A -functor 3’ : A — tw.A is universal among the A.-functors

A—=G
where G is an algebra over the monad.

Remark 7.2.0.4. If G is a differential graded category, twG is a differential graded category. The
construction G ~~ twG corresponds to the construction of A. I. Bondal and M. M. Kapranov which
associates to G the category Pr-TrtG of unilateral twisted objects [BK91, §4].

Existence of an A,-functor y”

Let A be a small A -category. Let
tWCoo A — Coo A

be the strict A,-functor which associates to an iterated extension M the sum of the M;, r < i <,
endowed with the differential d + d5;, where d is the differential of the sum of the M;. This
A -functor defines a structure of tw-algebra on C...A. In particular, the A,.-functor

y: A= CooA
factors as y = ¢y o9/, where y” is the A .-functor
twA — Coo A

given by the universal property of tw.A.
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7.3 The A, functor 3" : twA — C A

In this section, we explicitly construct the A,.-functor
Yy twA — Coo A

By remark 5.3.0.6, the A-functors
twA — Coo A

are in bijection with the strictly unital tw.A-A-bipolydules. The tw.A4-A-bipolydule N” associated
to y” is constructed by twisting (see Section 6.1.4) a £-A-bipolydule N. The A, -functor

f:E—=CsA

associated to IV is the extension of the Yoneda A -functor y : A — Coo.A. We provide the explicit
formulas for the A.-functors f and y”.

Construction of f: & — C A

We recall (7.2.0.2) that we have a sequence of inclusions of A -categories
ACZACE

and that y : A — Cs.A denotes the Yoneda A-functor (7.1.0.1). This last one extends to an
A -functor

ZA — Coo A, (A,n)— S™(gA) = S"AN
which sends an element
x € ZA((Ai—1,mi-1),(A;,n;)) @ ... ® ZA((Ag,no), (A1,11))

to the morhpism of A-polydues S™ Ay — S™i A;” defined by the element of

Home_ 4(S™ A", 8™ A;") ~ S™ " Home_ a4(Ao”, A7)
given by

s oyo (M) T Lo (s™ ) T (2).
We also denote this A -functor y. We now extend it to an A..-functor
E — CooA.
We define a map .
fiE— ObjCsA

which sends an iterated extension M, given by a sequence M;, r < i < [, and a matrix §*, to the
A-module which is the sum
D> M

r<i<l

Its structure as a A-polydule is induced by that of Remark 5.1.2.9. Note that the matrix 6™ does
not appear in the definition of the image of M. The morphisms y; : (ZA)®" — Coo A clearly extend
to morphisms

(MatZA)Qi S CA
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This provides us with an A-functor which we denote f : £ — Cy.A and we have clearly the
factorization y = f oy’. By Remark 5.3.0.6, the A, -functor f is given by a &-A-bipolydule N
which, as an E-A-bimodule, is

(A, M)~ @ S™AA A,
r<i<l
whee M; = (A;,n;), r <1 <. Let us denote
my; :EYON©AY - N, i,j>0.

the multiplications of the £-A-bipolydule N. They are clearly induced by the extension to ZA,
then to &, of the compositions

mfj:mﬁlﬂ:A@i@AG)A@j—%A, t,j = 0.

The A -functor 3" : twA — Coo A

We recall (7.2.0.2) that « denotes the (nilpotent) twisting element of £. By section 6.1.4, we can
twist N into a &,-A-polydule ,N = N”. Since the A,.-category twA is by definition the twisted
A -category &,, we obtain an tw.A-A-bipolydule N” and by Remark (5.3.0.6), an A.-functor

Yy’ twAd — CooA.
Below, we provide the explicit formulas defining it. The TW.A-A-bimodule N” is given by
(A, M)~ @ S™AA,A).
r<i<l
As TWA = E, it is isomorphic as an E-A-bimodule to N. As a &,-A-bipolydule, its multiplications
me] , 1,7 > 0 are given (6.1.4.1) by the sum

Z Z(_l)smﬁ,—l,jﬂ—k(m@lo 010z 0...01 02 O1Iy O 14...0 1 ),
1,k>0

where 1¢ denotes the identity in the space of matrices MatZ* and the sign exponent is
s = Z t X lt.
1<t<i
Let us now detail the map underlying the A -functor y”

7 twA — Co A

It sends an iterated extension M, given by a sequence M;, » < i < [, and a matrix 6™, to the
A-module which is the sum
M=) gM;.

r<i<l

The multiplications m?”M, j > 1, defining its structure as an A-polydule, are the morphisms

m(])\{],-lfl, j > 1, which is the sum

2 i O Ly ©1FT) =3 miyy ([y(5M)]®’ © 1y © 19\%1).
1>0 =
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Note that even though ¢’ M and fM are isomorphic as A -modules, they differ as A-polydules.
The A-polydule " M should be considered as the torsion(twisting?) of fM by y(6*). Now, let us
consider the morphisms /', i > 1, of the A, -functor y”’. They are defined (5.3.0.3) by the relation

"

(@J;/)j = mz]‘\,]j—l'
In other words, the morphism y/, ¢ > 1, sends an element of
tW.A(Mi_l, Ml) &...Q tW.A(Mo, Ml)

to the morphism of A-polydules ¢ : (§"My) — (§’M;) given by the sequence of morphisms
wi (" My) ® A%~ — (y"M;) defined by (expressed as?)

S0 N (M) © Taa - © Lo @ [y(80)]° © Tyongy © 1771,
1>0

where 1,4 denotes the identity in the space of matrices MatZA and the sign exponent is

S = Z txlt.

1<t<i

Note that the strict unitality of A did not play a role in the proof of the factorization of the
theorem 7.1.0.4. It plays an essential role in the next section.

7.4 The equivalence between the categories tria 4 and H’tw.A

We recall (5.2.0.2) that the categories H’Coo A and Do A are equivalent. We show below that the
A -functor 3" : twA — Coo A induces a fully faithful functor

H%twA — D A.

whose image is the category tria A.

The task is to show that the functor H%" is fully faithful. Thus, we need to show that for all
objects M, M’ of twA, we have

HHomy, 4 (M, M") = HHome_ 4(5" M, " M").
An extension M, given by a sequence
(Myy...,M;, ..., M), r<i<lI,
and a matrix 6, is clearly filtered in the category of twisted objects tw.A by
Fr,=Mig,..., M), 0<k<Il-—r,

(The morphism 6™ : M — M is compatible with this filtration). The graded objects of this
filtration are degenerate twisted extensions, i.e., finite formal sums of ZA considered as objects of
twA. Therefore, it suffices to show that there is an isomorphism

HHomy, 4 (M, M") = H°Home__ (¢ M,y M').

where M and M’ are objects of Z.A considered as objects in twA. We thus need to show the
following lemma
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Lemma 7.4.0.1. For any pair of objects A and A’ in A, the Yoneda A -functor y : A — Coo A
induces an isomorphism

H*Hom 4 (A, A") = H*Home__ 4(A", A'M).

Proof. The fully faithful functor (4.1.2.10)
Do A — Dog A*
induces an isomorphism
H*Home_ (A" A = H*Home_ 4+(A" A7),

It suffices to show the isomorphism

H*A(A, A") = H*Home_ 4+(A", A').
We have the equalities

A(A, Ay = ANA) and  Hom4(A, A (A) = Home_ 4+(A" A7),
We can then deduce the result from Lemma 4.1.1.6 and Remark 4.1.1.7 which show that
A — Hom 4 (A, A™)

is a quasi-isomorphism. O

7.5 Differential graded modules

In this section, the base category C is equal to C(A, A).

Definition 7.5.0.1. Let A be an A -algebra in C. A differential graded module A" of A is a
differential graded algebra A’ endowed with an A ,-quasi-isomorphism

A— A

Proposition 7.5.0.2. Every strictly unital A..-algebra A admits a unital differential graded
module such that the A, -morphism

A— A

is strictly unital.

Note that in the case where A is an augmented A -algebra, its enveloping algebra UA (2.3.4.3)
is a unital differential graded module of A which is augmented.

Proof. We define A’ as the A-A-bimodule
(Ao, Ay) = HomcmA(AoA, A1/\)~

The differential graded structure is the one induced by the composition and differential of the
differential graded category Co.A. Thanks to Theorem (7.1.0.4), the A,.-Yoneda functor gives us
an A-quasi-isomorphism between A.-algebras in C(A, A)

A— A
which is strictly unital. O
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Corollary 7.5.0.3. Every homologically unital A, -algebra A admits a unital differential graded
module such that the A -morphism

f:A— A
is unital, i.e. fon=mn.
Proof. Let A be a homologically unital A,.-algebra. We recall (3.2.1.2) that we can equip H* A
with a unital A-algebra structure. As the A,,-morphism

A— H*A

is unital and is an A, -quasi-isomorphism, we have the result. O

7.6 Stable categories

In this section, we show that every algebraic triangulated category generated by a set of objects is
A -pre-triangulated, i.e. it is equivalent to H°tw.A, for a certain A.-category A.

Definition 7.6.0.1. A triangulated K-category is algebraic if it is equivalent as a stable category
to a Frobenius K-category (see 2.2.3).

Definition 7.6.0.2. Let 7 be a triangulated category with infinite sums. An object X € T is
compact if the functor Homs (X, —) commutes with infinite sums.

Definition 7.6.0.3. Let 7 be a triangulated category and A a subset of the set T of objects of
T. We denote by tria A the smallest strictly full triangulated subcategory of T which contains the
full subcategory formed by the objects of A. It is stable under finite direct sums. The objects of A
generate T as a triangulated category if 7 = tria A. If 7 admits infinite sums, we denote by Tria A
the smallest triangulated subcategory stable(closed?) under infinite sums of T which contains the
full subcategory consisting of objects of A. The objects of A generate T as a triangulated category
with infinite sums if 7 = Tria A.

Theorem 7.6.0.4. Let 7 be an algebraic triangulated K-category with infinite sums, generated,
as a triangulated category with infinite sums, by a set A of compact objects. There exists an
A -category A that is strictly unital and minimal over A, and a triangulated equivalence

DA — T, Alrs A

Proof. By definition of algebaic triangulated categories, T is the stable category £ of a Frobenius
category £. We recall [Kel94a, 4.3] that there exists a unital differential graded category A’ over
A and a triangulated equivalence

DA = &£, AN A.
Recall that DA’ is generated by the free A-modules A’(—,A), A € A. Let us choose a minimal
model A of A" which is strictly unital (3.2.4.1). From Theorem (4.1.2.4), we deduce that the
restriction along A’ — A induces an equivalence of categories

Do A — DA

Since, for every A € A, the restricted A’-polydue A" = A(—,A) is A,-quasi-isomorphic to
A’(—, A), we have an equivalence

Do A= E, AN A.
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Remark 7.6.0.5. By construction of the category A’ in [Kel94a, 4.3], the A-A-bimodule under-
lying A is given by

(A, A') > A(A, A') = @D Homr(A,S"A'), A A €A,

nez
and m3' by the composition of 7.

Theorem 7.6.0.6. Let 7 be an algebraic triangulated K-category which is generated by a set of
objects A. There exists an A,-category A, strictly unital and minimal over A, and a triangulated

equivalence
tiad— T, A — A,

where tria A is the subcategory of DA generated by the free objects A", A € A.

Proof. By definition of algebraic triangulated categories, T is the stable category £ of a Frobenius
category €. The construction of [Kel94a, 4.3] gives us a unital differential graded category A’ over
A such that we have a triangulated equivalence

triad =&, AM— A,

where tria A is the subcategory of DA’ generated by the free A-modules A'(—, A), A € A . Choose
a minimal model A of A’ which is strictly unital (3.2.4.1). The equivalence of categories

DA — Dy A.

induces an equivalence
tria A" — tria A

because the A-polydule A" = A(—,A), A € A is A,-quasi-isomorphic to the restriction of
A'(—, A). We deduce that we have a (triangulated) equivalence

tria A — &, AN A
O

Corollary 7.6.0.7. Let T be an algebraic triangulated K-category, as in Theorem (7.6.0.6). There
exists a strictly unital and minimal A -category A over A and a triangulated equivalence

HO(MtwA) =T, A A

Proof. Immediate by the theorems (7.1.0.4) and (7.6.0.6). O



Chapter 8

The Ay-category of A -functors

Introduction

The goal of this chapter is to construct the analog A., of the 2-category cat of small categories.
We construct a 2-category cat,, whose objects are the strictly unital A -categories. The category
of morphism spaces

catw (A, B), A,B € Objcaty,

will be defined as the homology H°Func., (A, B) of an A.-category whose objects are the strictly
unital A-functors.

The category Funcs (A, B) was constructed independently by K. Fukaya [Fuk01b], V. Lyubashenko
[Lyu02] and M. Kontsevich and Y. Soibelman [KS02a], [KS02b]. The compositions of Funcs (A, B)
by V. Lyubashenko, although obtained by a different method, are the same as ours.

Chapter plan

Let A and B be two small A,-categories (not necessarily unital). In the section 8.1.1, we con-
struct an A .-category Nunc. (A, B) whose objects are the A -functors A — B. The compositions
of Nuncu (A, B) will be constructed by a process of torsion (see chapter 6). In the section 8.1.2, we
show that Nunce (A, B) is functorial in A and B and we define the category nat., whose objects
are the A,-categories. In section 8.1.3, we show that all the constructions of the two previous
sections are compatible with strictly unital A-structures (Ao-categories, A -functors...) and we
define the 2-category cat., as a non-full subcategory of nat.

In the section (8.2), we build an A-functor

z 1 Funceo (A, B) = C (A, B), A, B € cat,

where Coo (A, B) is the differential graded category of strictly unital A-B-bipolydules (8.2.1). This
functor generalizes the Ao -functor of Yoneda built in (7.1.0.1). We will show that it induces quasi-
isomorphisms in the spaces of morphisms. In the section 8.2.2, we define the weak equivalences
of strictly unital A, -functors (they are the A.-categorical analogue of the homotopies between
A o-morphisms) and we will characterize them using their images by the A -functor z.
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8.1 The A -category of A -functors

8.1.1 The A_-category Nunc, (A, B)

Let A and B be two sets and A and B be two A -categories over A and B. We construct in this
section the A-category Nunce, (A, B) of not necessarily strictly unital A.-functors. The letter N
replaces the letter F in Func,, and refers to the N of “Non unital”.

Let f; and fo be two A -functors A — B. We recall that f~28 is the A-A-bimodule

fi
(A/a A) = B(flAl7 f2A)
Definition 8.1.1.1. We set

HomNuncoo (fl) f2) = Homg,«c(A’A) (TCS'A’ f2Bf1)

We thus obtain a graded object in the base category VectK.

Remark 8.1.1.2. Let H be an element of degree r of Homyunc_ (f1, f2). For any integer ¢ > 0,
we denote by incl the inclusion of (SA)®¢ in T°SA. Let H;, i > 0 be the composition

(SA) % Tes A s B

We define the morphisms '
hiZ.A@?'—>f'ZBf'1, 1 >0,

by the relations _
H;o (w®)™' = (=1)"h;, i>0.

The maps H; — h;, i > 0, are clearly bijections. The morphism H is therefore determined by
graded morphisms

hit A(Ai—1, A) ® ... @ A(Ag, A1) — B(f1 4o, f24:), i>0.

of degree r — i, for any sequence (Ao, ..., A;) of objects of A. In particular, if « = 0, we have a
morphism
ho:eA%f’zBﬁ’ IAI—>h0(IA).

We will often denote hs € Hompg(f1 A, foA) the element ho(L4).

Remark 8.1.1.3. Let f: A — B be an A-functor. Let h; = f; if i > 1 and hg = 0. This gives
us an element H of degree +1 of Homync, (f, f). We then have a commutative diagram

i r
(SA)?C— BtA > BB,

By <——154B;

from which we deduce the equalities H; = w o F;, where F' is the co-augmented bar construction
of f.
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Naive compositions of morphisms of A, -functors
We construct in this paragraph an A-category F(A,B) = F whose objects are the A.o-
functors A — B and whose graded morphism spaces are

Homz(f1, f2) = Homg,c(aa) (T°SA, ,B},)-

We show that F is endowed with a topology for which it is a topological A -category. We then

construct a topological twisting element of F (see 6.2).

Instead of constructing the compositions m7, i > 1, we will construct morphisms (see the

bijections m; <+ b; in the section 1.2.2)
bl SFOT 5 SF, i1,
then we check that it defines an A -category. Note that we have an isomorphism
SF(f1, fa) = Homg,c(a,a)(BTA, S4By ).
The morphism
by : Homg,c(a,n) (BTA, S, B} ) = Homg,can) (BYA, S}, B}
is the differential of the graded morphism spaces between complexes: it is defined by
o b 0 — (—1)¥lg o bP,

where ¢ is of degree |p|. Let ¢ > 2 and (f,..., fi) be a sequence of A-functors A — B. The
morphism b7 sends an element

;i ©...00 € HomgTC(AA) (B+.A, S .iBf.ifl) ©...0 Homng(A,A) (B+-A7 Sf'l Bfo)
to the composition

BTALY (Brayer 2900, g g S B, 58,8,
—>( ) fi fi,fl@...@ f1 fo—> fi= fo-

Lemma 8.1.1.4. The morphisms m7 , i > 1, define an A -category structure on F.

Proof. We clearly have b{ ob{ = 0. Let n > 2 and let g;, 1 < i < n be elements of SF of degree
|g:|- The terms of the sum

> ¥ o o1)(g.0... o)
Jjt+k+l=n

are of three types: those where ¢ = n and k = 1, those where ¢ = 1 and k£ = n and those where
i,j# 1.
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e Wheni=nand k =1 we find

(b7 X% @b 19 (gn © ... ® g1)
= (=D)Zr<artl9pF (g o O (gi41) O ... O g1)

= (DS (0 0 .. Og)
(-~ F (g 0L 0 g bPA e o g)

= I 0 0I%) (g ©... @ g1)AM
—(—D)Z 1B (g, O ... O g1 ©... 0 g) (I ©bETA S TIOHAM

= VEIAY 0 0I%) (g, ©...© g1)AM
—(—D)Z 1B (g, O ... O gy ©... O g))AMPBTA

= bRI% 0 019 (g, © ... 0 g1)AM
+
—(=1)=r 19167 (g, © .. O g1 © ... © g1)bP A

e When 7 =1 and k = n we find
by b7 (gn © ... O 1)

= WOl (gno...0n)) X
_(_1)1+ZT lgrlbf(gn . g1 ©...0 g1)bB A

= BBE(gn © .. © g)AM) .
_(_1)1+ZT Igrlbf(gn O g1 ©... O gl)bB A

e When i # 1 and k # n we find

(b7 (197 b I (g © ... O g1)
= ()<l (g 0 b (g © .. O gi1) O ... O 1)
= (—1)Zr<an b (g 0 (B (g 0. 0 gm)AR) 0. og)
= ()Xl (g, © . (0B (g1 © - O g AR) 0 0 g1)AD)
= IV 0 0I%) (9, 0...0g)I% 0 AK @ IoH)AD
= I 0 oI (g, ©...0g)AM

The last lines of the first two cases compensate each other thanks to the signs and the sum of
what remains is zero because B is an A, -category. O

Remark 8.1.1.5. The A -category F (A, B) thus constructed is clearly functorial in A and B. If
f: A— A is an As-functor, the induced A -functor F(A’,B) — F(A, cb) is strict. It sends
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H € Hompync, (f1, f2) to its composition with Bf. If f : B — B’ is an A, -functor, the induced
A -functor F(A', B) — F(A, cb) is no longer strict. Note the g. Let G be its bar construction.
The morphism G sends H € Homyync__ (f1, f2) to its composition with Fy. The formulas defining
the G;, i > 2, are obtained from the formulas defining the b/, i > 2, by replacing the b5 by F;.

7

Functoriality issues will be studied in more detail in section 8.1.2.

Concrete description

Let’s look at what are the compositions of morphisms of A, -categories from the point of view
of the remark 8.1.1.2.

Let H be an element of Homyune. (f1, f2) of degree |H|. The morphism m{ (H) is determined
by morphisms ‘
hg:AQZ—)thl, 1> 0.

We check that A} is equal to the sum
mf o hy — (1) (1) R0 (197 0 mit © 190).

Let i > 2. Let fo,..., f; be A-functors A — B. For all 1 <t <4, let H; be an element of
Homunc., (fi—1, ft) of degree |Hy|. Let |H| be the sum of the degrees |H;|. Let H' be the element
of Homnunc.. (fo, fi) equal to m{ (H, ® ... ® H;y). Then H' is given by graded morphisms

h’;z : A(An—la An) R... .A(Ao,Al) — B(foA(), fiAn)a n Z 0.

of degree |H|—n, for any sequence (Ao, ..., A,) of objects of A. Let x € A(Ax—1,Ar), 1 <k < n.
We denote by incl the inclusion of (SA)®% in B*A. The element h,(x, ® ... ® z1) is equal to

—wobBo (W)™ HH; ©...0 Hy)] o A® oinclo (W) Yz, ®...0 z1)
Let’s take a simple example.

Example 8.1.1.6. Suppose i = 3 and n = 2. The composition A®) oinclo (w®?)~(xy ® x1) is
equal to the sum in BtA3

[Ta, Oy, © (W)™ =14, © (W)L O (W) 1=
(W) 'OLy, O (W) 414, 0 (W) 01y,
(W) O (W) oLy, + (W) 014, O 14, (22 © 21).

We therefore find that m7 (hg ® ha ® hy)(x2 ® 1) is equal to the sum of the elements

mE (& (ha)ay © (h2)ay @ ()2 £ (hs)a, © (h)1 @ (o)s
+(h3)1 © (h2)a, © (h1)1 £ (h3)a, © (h2)2 ® (h1) 4,
+(h3)1 © (h2)1 © (h1)a, £ (h3)2 © (h2)a, © (h1)A0)(!E2 ®x1).
The morphism
hy(x2 © x1) : foAo — f3As

is therefore the sum of the compositions (up to signs) of the sequences of morphisms represented
by a path of arrows leading from fyAg to f3As in the diagram below
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h h h
fo— === f
fOAO fQAO
Ao
l‘l\L
A
I‘Q\L
Ay

Note that there is no vertical arrow (which would correspond to a (f;)1(z;) or a (f;)2(x2 ® 1)) in
these paths of arrows.

Generally speaking, we find that the element H' of Homnync. (fo, fr) is given by

Wy= Y (=1mf((h)j, ©...© (b)), n>0,

Jjit.+ji=n
where the integers j, are > 0, and where the sign is given by the equality
(1) ((Hi)j, © ... @ (Hi)j) 0 (W) = ((hi)j, @ ... © (h1),)-

Remark 8.1.1.7. Let H be the element of Homyync (f, f) constructed in remark (8.1.1.3). If
fi=/,0<t<i and H = H, 1 <t <1, the sign (—1)® above is the same as the sign (—1)® of
the equation (x#,), n > 1, in the definition of A..-functors (5.1.2.5).

Topology on F

We equip the space
Homz(f1, f2) = Homg,c(an)(BTA, ¢, By,)

of the topology defined by the decreasing filtration F;, i > 0, where

F; = Homg,ca,a) ( @(S‘A)@j’ szfl)'

Jjzi

This topology is separated. The above description shows that the compositions of F are contracting
continuous morphisms (see 6.2.1). The A.-category F is therefore topological (6.2.1.1).

Twisting element of F
Let F denote the set of A -functors A — B. The twisting element
z:ep — F

sends the generator Iy of er(f, f) on the element H of degree +1 of Homnync. (f, f) constructed
from f (see 8.1.1.3).
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Let us now check that x is a topological twisting element. As the morphism hg is null, the
image of x is in the neighborhood F;. The restriction of the sum

> mI(H®)(1y): BtA - ;B;
i>1
at (SA)®" is the sum
DR A emye1®) + > (1) mp (hy, © ... © hy,)
Jit..+j=n

Recall that h; = f;, ¢ > 1. The Maurer-Cartan equation applied to I is therefore equivalent to
the set of equations (x*,), n > 1, of the definition of an A -functor (5.1.2.5).

The A -category Nunc, (A, B)

Definition 8.1.1.8 (See also [Fuk01b], [Lyu02] and [KS02a], [KS02b]).
The A -category Nuncs (A, B) is the twisted category F, (see 6.2.4.3 for the twist).

Note that the compositions m'i\'“"C"O, 1 > 1, of [Fuk0O1b], [Lyu02] are the same but obtained in
different ways.

Concrete description

Let us now give a description of the morphism

m?unc‘” : Homnunc,, (f1, f2) = Homnunc., (f1, f2).

Let H be an element of degree |H| of Homyync (f1,f2). The morphism H' = m)""*=(H) is
determined by morphisms ‘
h;:AQz%szfl, 1> 0.

We check that A} is equal to the sum

it ajen (CDPME ((f2)5 © - O (f2)5, © hjy © (F1)jesr -~ © (1))
—(= )R Ry (197 O migt © 197,

where the exponent of the sign s is the sum of the sign appearing in the torsion (6.1.2) and the
sign given by the equality

(D (W), © ... 0 (WFR)j, © Hjyy © (W), - © (WF1)j;) © (W)
= ((fQ)Jd ©...0 (f2)jt © hjt+1 © (fl)jt+1 O (fl)jz)'

Nunco
i

The description of the upper compositions m , 1 > 2, is done in a similar way. Let’s go

back to the 8.1.1.6 example and set
H' = mguncoo (I’L3 ®hy ® hl) S HomNuncOO (an f3)

The morphism
hy(ze @ 21) & fodo — f3As

is the sum of the compositions (up to signs) of the sequences of morphisms represented by a path
of arrows leading from fyAg to f3As in the diagram below
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hy ho hs
fo fi Ja f3
JoAo f3Ao
Ao
Ay (f3)2(x2 © 1)
T2 ¢ \ 7
A, :

f3As
f3(552)

Graphically, the torsion consists of allowing vertical arrows in the paths.

Remark 8.1.1.9. If B is a differential graded category, the category Nuncs (A, B) is also a differ-
ential graded category because the compositions m;\'“"C”, 1 > 3 are null.

8.1.2 Functoriality of Nunc, (A, B)
Functoriality in A

Let A, A’, B be small A -categories. Let g € A" — A, f1, f2 : A — B be Ay -functors. Let H
be an element of Hompync.. (f1, f2). We define the element

H % g € Homnunc... ((f1 2 9), (f209))

as the composition

A S B A . B,
BTA" — B3 Ay — 4,.Bj

where the second arrow is induced by H. As G is a morphism of differential graded coalgebras,
the morphism of F-F-bimodules

?x g : Nuncoo (f1, f2) = Nunceo ((f1 0 9), (f209))
is a strict A -functor.
Functoriality in B

Let A, B and B’ be small A-categories. Let g € B — B', f1, fo : A — B be Ay -functors. Let
H be an element of Homyync., (f1, f2). We will construct an element

g* H € Homyune. ((g o f1), (g o f2)).

This will provide us with a strict A.-functor

gx 7 Nunceo (f1, f2) = Nunco((g o f1), (g0 f2))

Let’s start by introducing a few concepts.



8.1 : The A, .-category of A,.-functors 181

Let M be a differential graded A-A-bimodule. Let C', C; and Cy cocomplete coalgebras in
the category of differential graded coalgebras of the base category C(A,A). We endow the A-
A-bimodule Cy ® M ® C; with the structure of (cocomplete) Co-Ci-bicomodule induced by the
comultiplications of Cy and C;. Let

Fi:C—C; and Fy:C — Cy
be morphisms of coalgebras.

Definition 8.1.2.1. A (Fy,F; )-coderivation is a morphism of A-A-bimodules
K:C-0C,0M06C
such that
(A®2©101)o K =(F,®K)oAY and (1010A%) oK = (K ® Fy)oA°.

Lemma 8.1.2.2. Let p; be the projection Co © M ® Cy onto M. The map K op; o K is a bijection
of the set of (F, Fy)-coderivations to the morphisms of A-A-bimodules C — M. O

Let C7, Cy and C3 be cocomplete coalgebras in the category of differential graded coalgebras
of the base category C(A,A). The cotensorial product of a C1-Cy-bicomodule M with a Cy-Cs-
bicomodule N is the kernel

MDN—ker(MQNMM@Cg@N)

Let’s resume the construction of H * g. We recall that the A-A-bimodules # B 3 and f~2l3’ dot fa
are A..-categories over A. Let

.t +. R, . Bt +. 53,
Fy:BTA— B7; B; and F,:BTA— BT; B;
the co-augmented bar construction of f; and fo. The morphism
. Rt R .
H:B"A— ; Bj
lifts to a (Fy, F»)-coderivation of comodules
. Bt +. ) . R. + . .
K:B*A— BY; B; © B} © B By,
The A, -functor g : B — B’ induces a morphism G of degree 0

BT B @ B @B B —)BngBng ngBgfl gfllggfl'

We verify that the composition G o K defines a (GF;, GF»)-coderivation

+ R .
BTA— B ; Byp © 4, Bys ©BTy; By g

and we define the element g x H by the composition

pro(GeoK): BTA = By

Equip BT B © 4, B ® B+f Bf the differential induced by the b2, i > 1, and let D(fa, f1)
be the dlfferentlal graded blcomodule obtained in this way. We can consider D( f1, f2) as the bar
construction of the ; By -3 B -bipolydule ; B .
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Remark 8.1.2.3. Let H be an element of Homyync (f1, f2) and K the associated coderivation.

Nunc.o

The element m; (H) corresponds to the coderivation §(K) in the differential graded space of
graded morphisms

(Homng(A,A) (BA, D(f2, f1)), 5) :

Let i« > 2. Let fo,...,f; be Ax-functors A — B. For all 1 < ¢t < i, let H; be an element
of Homnynce,, (fi—1, fz) of degree |Hy|. Let C; be the differential graded coalgebra B+f'th}' The
C;-Cy-bicomodule

D(fi, fi-1) B --- B D(f1, fo)

is isomorphic as a graded object to
CiopBy 0010y By 0C20...00,0;B; ©C.
We equip it with the differential induced by the biB , ¢ > 1. The element
mi(H; ©...0 Hy): BFA = ; By,
corresponds to the F;-Fj-coderivation
K : B*A — D(fi, fo)
which is the lifting

(i) . A
BrA A5 (Bt BB pp f BB D fo) 5 By

where ¢ is induced by the b7, i > 1.
The A -function g induces morphisms

D(f, fi-1) &... 0 D(f1, fo) = D(gfi,9fi-1) ... D(gf1,9/0)
and a lift to D(gfi, gfo) of
D(fi, fim) B...B D(f1, fo) — 44,84,
which are compatible with differentials. We deduce that the morphism of F-F-bimodules
g* 7 : Nunceo (f1, f2) = Nunceo((g o f1), (g o f2))

defines a strict A.-functor.

The category nat,

Let nat. be the category whose objects are the small A.-categories (not necessarily strictly
unital), whose morphism spaces are the categories (without units in general)

nateo (A, B) = H°Nuncy, (A, B).

It follows from the functoriality of Nunce, (A, B) that nat. is a unitless “2-category for 2-morphisms”.
The letter n replaces the letter ¢ of cat,, and expresses the fact that the objects of nat., are the

[13%%2)

A -“cat” egories “n”on (necessarily) strictly unital.
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Remark 8.1.2.4. Let f; and f5 in Nuncy (A, B). Let H be a morphism of Hompync_, (f1, f2) which
is a zero cycle. Let x be an element of A(Ap, A1). Since H is a cycle, we have the relation

mlB(hl(m)) - mg(hAl © flw) + m28(f2x © hAo) = 0.
So we have a commutative diagram in H°B

. flx .
fido — f1 4y

hAoi ihAl

f2A0 ? f2A1-

8.1.3 The A -category Func, (A, B)

Let us return to the notations of the section 8.1.1 but now suppose that A4 and B are strictly
unital. The A, -category Funcs (A, B) whose objects are the strictly unital A.-functors is defined
as follows:
Let f1 and f3 be two As-functors A — B. An element H of Homync (f1, f2) is strictly unital
if it satisfies
hi(1°0ne19%) =0, i>1.

Strictly unital A,,-functors and strictly unital morphisms of strictly unital A, -functors form a
sub-A .-category of Nuncy, (A, B). We denote it Func (A, B). We verify that Func. (A, B) is
functorial with respect to strictly unital A ..-functors.

The 2-category cat.
Definition 8.1.3.1. Let cat,, be the category whose objects are the small strictly unital A.o-
categories, whose morphism spaces are the categories
catoo (A, B) = HFunc. (A, B).
It follows from the functoriality of Funcs (A, B) that cat. is a 2-category.

Remark 8.1.3.2. Let f; and f2 € Funcy (A, B). Let H be a morphism of Homgync__ (f1, f2) which
is a zero cycle. Let I4 be the identity morphism of A € A. Since H is a cycle, we have the relation

my (hi(La)) = m3 (ha © fila) +m3 (f2la © ha) =

—m5(ha ©Ta) +m5 (T4 © ha) = 0.

So we have a commutative diagram in H°B

HA—Ls A

foAd ——= foA.
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8.2 The homotopy theory of A, -functors

This section is divided into two subsections. Let A and B be two strictly unital A..-categories
over A and B. In the first, we construct a generalization of the A-functor of Yoneda y (7.1.0.1):
we define a A -functor

z 1 Funco (A, B) —» C (A, B), A, B € cat,

which gives us Yoneda’s A -functor for A equal to eg. We then show that the generalized Yoneda
A -functor z induces a quasi-isomorphism in the spaces of morphisms. In the second part, we
define the weak equivalences of the A.-category Funcs (A, B) (they are the A -categorical ana-
logue of the homotopies between A,,-morphisms) and we characterize them using their images by
the A-function z.

8.2.1 The generalized Yoneda A_-functor

The generalized Yoneda A -functor
z 1 Funceo (A, B) — Coo (A, B)

is defined by the composition

Funces (A, B) — Funceo (A, CooB) 2= Coo (A, B)

where the first arrow is induced by the Yoneda functor y : B — CoB of chapter 7 and where 0 is
defined in the proposition below.

Proposition 8.2.1.1. Let A4 and B be two A-categories over A and B. There is a functorial
isomorphism of differential graded categories

0 : Noo (A, B) == Nuncoo (A, NooB).
It restricts to an isomorphism
6 : Coo (A, B) — Funcoo (A, CooB)
if A and B are strictly unital.
Proof of Proposition (8.2.1.1) :
The functor 4

Recall (5.3.0.3) the map

ObjN(A,B) — ObjNuncy (A, NB),
M — 0M;

is a bijection. We will extend this map to an isomorphism of differential graded categories

0 : Noo(A, B) = Nunceo (A, Noo B).
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Let X and X’ be two A-B-bipolydules and
f: X=X
a morphism of N(A, B). It is given by morphisms
fij AP O X 0BY = X', i,j>0.

The morphism
a(f) S HomNuncoo (eXa GX/)

is given by the morphism

BTA =g, (NooB), =Hompesp(SX ®@T°SB,SX' ©T°SB)

0x

which sends an element ¢ of (SA)®? of degree |¢| to the unique morphism (see 2.1.2.1) Y such that
the composition p; o T has as components the morphisms

_1)lel
(=D?¢01 (

SX & (SB)®I SA)Y © 85X © (SB) Ty §X7 > 0.

Note that if ¢ = 0, the morphism
YT:8X ®T°SB— SX' ©T°SB

is the morphism given by the morphisms £y ;, 7 > 0. We have thus defined an isomorphism of
graded objects

Homj\/'OC (A,B) (X7 X/) — HomNuncoo (AN B) (9X7 9X’) .

Let us show that this isomorphism defines an isomorphism of differential graded categories. Let
f be of degree p. Compatibility with the composition ms is immediate. Let’s show compatibility
of my. Let ¢ € (SA)®™ of degree |¢| and let k © 1) € SX © (SB)®". We have the equalities (the
calculation is the same as in the proof of the key lemma 5.3.0.1)

m? (0(f)(0)(k © )
— 0 017G om0 )
—(=PY [, 0 b, ©199) (0 0 k O ¢)
—(=1PY £ 01x ©1°° 0P 019°) (¢ 0 k O )

(1Y £ 0t 01 0 1x 0197 ) (@0 ko ¥) |,

—m5 (0x,0(f))(9)(x © )
- (_1)|¢|+1 Z bi(/’ﬁ,(l@o/ o fa,ﬁ o 1@5/)(¢ OKrO 1/})7

a’>0

mB(0(f),0x)(¢)(k ® )

a>0
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We deduce the equality
d(0(f)) = mi (6(f)) —m3 (0 ©0(f)) +m3 (0(f) © Ox) = 0(d(f))
and we have the result.

Compatibility of § with functoriality

If f: A/ — Aand g: B — B are A, -functors, they clearly induce morphisms which make the
below squares commutative

Noo (A, B) L N (A, B) Noo (A, B) S NL(AB)

| lﬁ ; I

Nunceo (A, Noo B) — Nunceo (A", NooB)  Nunce (A, NooB) — Nunceo (A, NooB').

The strictly unital case

Suppose now that A and B are strictly unital A.-categories. We have the subcategories (5.2)
Coo(A,B) C Noo(A,B) and Nuncs (A, CooB) C Funce (A, N B).
By remark (5.3.0.6), the bijection

ObjNw(A,B) — ObjNuncs (A, NoB),
M HM,

is restricted to a bijection

ObjCx (A, B) — ObjFuncy (A, CooB)
and it is clear that, for X and X’ in C (A, B), the map f — 6(f) induces an isomorphism

Home__ (4,8 (X, X") — Homgync (a.c..8)(0x,0x).
So we have an isomorphism of differential graded categories

0 : Coo(A, B) = Funcoo (A, CooB).

Theorem 8.2.1.2. The generalized Yoneda A -functor
z 1 Funceo (A, B) — Coo (A, B)
induces a quasi-isomorphism on the morphism spaces.

Let’s start with some lemmas.

Let (Nuncs (A, B))u be the full subcategory of Nunco (A, B) formed from the strictly unital
A -functors .
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Lemma 8.2.1.3. The faithful functor
Funcoo (A, B) — Nuncy (A, B)

induces an isomorphism
H*Funceo (A, B) = H*(Nuncso (A4, B)), .
Proof. In this proof, we use a filtration which is adapted from that of J. A. Guccione and J. J. Guc-
cione [GG96].
Let fi1 and f> be two strictly unital A -functors A — B. We recall that the space of strictly

unital elements of
HomNuncOo (fla .f2) = HomC(A,A) (TCS-A7 szfl)

is formed by the H which are factorized by T°S.A, where A is the cokernel of the unit of A. So we
have the equality

Homeune.. (f1, f2) = HomC(A,A)(@(SZ)QP» f'ng'l)'

0<p
For all p > 0, we set
F, = Homegua (@D (SA)®, By, ) @ Homegau) (ED(SA) © (SA, 1By, ).
0<i<p 0<y
We clearly have the inclusion F;{; C Fj, ¢ > 0. The inverse limit of F,, p > 0, is the space
Homgyne. (f1, f2) and Fy is the space Homync., (f1, f2). We have an injection of graded spaces

Jp 1 Fp — HomC(A,A) (T°SA, f28f1)’ p > 0.

Provide Homc (s 4) (TS A, 7B f1> with the differential m'l\'“"Coc and show that it induces a differential
on Fy,, p>1.

Let p > 1. Let @, be the projection onto the cokernel of J,. Let H € Homnync., (f1, f2) such
that Q,(H) = 0. This condition is equivalent to the fact that the morphisms h;, i > 0, (defined in
8.1.1.2) satisfy the equations

hi((1°°0ne1°%)0197) =0, a+1+B+vy=14, a+1+B<p.

We deduce from the concrete description (8.1.1.8) of the element m\"“"*= (H) that the composition
of mN" (H) with

(1°°0ne19)019), a+l1+8+y=1i, a+1+p<p,

cancels out. This shows that Q,(m"""*<(H)) = 0. We deduce that the differential m}""> induces
a differential on the graded object F},, p > 1.

Let us show that the quotient of the inclusion Fj,11 C Fj, p > 0, is contractible. Let G}, be the
cokernel of this inclusion. It is isomorphic to

HomC(AA) (@(Se)®p O] (S.A)Qj, f28f1> = HomC(AA) ((Se)Gp © TCSA, f'2Bf'1)
0<y

Let H be an element of F; of degree |H|. We deduce from the concrete description (8.1.1.8) of
m)""= (H)(¢), where ¢ is an element of (Se)®P ® T°S.A, equality

Gp F(A,B
me? (H) = mi P (H),
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where F (A, B) is the category equipped with naive compositions (8.1.1). By definition, the element
F(A,B) .
my (H) is equal to
B H — (—1)‘H‘H o m?

As the A-category A is strictly unital, it is H-unital (4.1.3.7). Its bar construction is therefore
quasi-isomorphic to 0. We deduce that G, is contractile.
Let us show that the inclusion

J : HomFunc(><J (flan) — HornNuncOQ (fla f2)

is a quasi-isomorphism. The complexes G, p > 0, are all contractible. We deduce that the cokernel
of the injection J,, p > 0, is isomorphic to

P a.

0<i<p

It is a contractible space. The space Homync. (f1, f2) is therefore isomorphic to

F,o @ Gi, p>o0.

0<i<p
The cokernel of J is therefore
I1¢:
0<i
It is clearly contractible, hence the result. O

Lemma 8.2.1.4. Let A’ and B’ be A.-categories over A and B and let
g: A=A and ¢:B—=B

be As-quasi-isomorphisms in C(A, A) and C(B,B). Consider them as A-functors (5.1.2.7). The
A -functors

g" : Nuncoo (A’, B) = Nuncoo (A, B) and ¢ : Nuncoo (A, B) — Nunco, (A, B)
induce quasi-isomorphisms in the spaces of morphisms.
We deduce from this lemma and from lemma (8.2.1.3) the following corollary:

Corollary 8.2.1.5. Reuse the hypotheses of lemma (8.2.1.4). If the A.-categories A, A, B and
B’ are strictly unital and the A ,.-morphisms g and ¢’ are strictly unital, the restricted A,-functors

Funceo (A’ B) — Funceo (A, B) and Func (A, B) — Funce (A, B)
induce quasi-isomorphisms in the spaces of morphisms. O

Proof of Lemma 8.2.1.4: By the proposition (6.1.3.4), it suffices to show that the A .-functors
induced by ¢ and ¢’

F(A',B) = F(A,B) and F(A,B) = F(AB),
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where F(A', B), F(A,B), F(A,B) and F(A,B’) are the categories endowed with naive composi-
tions (see 8.1.1), give quasi-isomorphisms in the spaces of morphisms. The morphism spaces

Hom z(4.5)(f1, f2) = Homc(a,a) (T°SA, ,B;))
are equipped with the differential
§:H s mBoH— (—1)HIHobB™A

As the morphisms g} : B — B’ and B'g : B*A — BTA’ are quasi-isomorphisms, we have the
result. O

Proof of Theorem (8.2.1.2): We will first show that we can reduce to the case where the strictly
unital A,-categories are unital differential graded, then we will prove the result using arguments
from classical homological algebra.

The proposition (7.5.0.2) gives us unital differential graded models A’ and B’ equipped with
strictly unital A ,,-quasi-isomorphisms

A— A and B— B.

The lemma 8.2.1.4 and its corollary 8.2.1.5 gives us a diagram

Funce (A, B) ——= Coo (A, B)

l |

Funceo (A, B') ——= Coo (A, B)
Funcoo (A, B') —=— Coo (A, B')

of which all the vertical arrows induce quasi-isomorphisms in the morphism spaces. It is therefore
enough for us to show that

z : Funceo (A, B) — Coo (A, B)

is a quasi-isomorphism in the case where A and B are unital differential graded. The lemma
(8.2.1.4) and the proposition (5.2.0.4) show that it is equivalent to show that

zZ . (NUI’ICOO(.A7 B))u — (NOO(A’ B))u

is a quasi-isomorphism. Let f; and fy be strictly unital A, -functors A — B. We have an
isomorphism

Homcaay(BTA, j,B;) — Homaorp a(A® BTAG A, ¢ Bj)).

Recall (7.4.0.1) that the A -functor of Yoneda

y:B— CoB
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induces a quasi-isomorphism in the spaces of morphisms. So we have a quasi-isomorphism

HOTT]_AOP@_A(.A O] B+A © .A7 szfl)

|

Hom gor 0.4 (A ® BTA® A,Home_s(y o fi,yo f2)).

Let RHom be the right derived functor that calculates the groups Ext®. The last term above can
be rewritten

RHom 4or.4 (A, RHomp(y o f1,y 0 f2)).
It is isomorphic to
RHom 4or05(y o f1,y 0 f2)

which is isomorphic to
Hom 4orop(A G TSAG S(yo f1) ©TSB® B,S(yo fa)) ~
Homc(ap) (T°SA® S(yo f1) ©T°SB, S(y o f2)) ~
Hom e g.ayore(158) (B(y o f1),B(yo fg))
As we have equalities of A-B-bipolydules
yof==2(f), [f&Nunco(A,B),

the lemma (8.2.1.1) shows that the last space of morphisms above is

Homy,. (a.8) (2(f1), 2(f2))-

The composition of all the (quasi-)isomorphisms above being the morphism

Z(f1, f2) : Homnyne (a,8)(f1, f2) = Hompr_(a.5)(f1, f2),
we have the result. O

Remark 8.2.1.6. By construction, the image of the A -functor z is made up of the A-B-
bipolydules which are of the form

B(?,f—), f€Funcs(A, B).

They are free as B-polydules.

8.2.2 'Weak equivalences of A -functors

Weak equivalences between A -functors are the A -categorical analogue of homotopies between
A -morphisms.

Definition 8.2.2.1. Let A and B be two A,.-categories over A and B. Let f and g be two
A-functors A — B. An element H € Z°Homyunc.. (f,9) is a weak equivalence if it becomes an
isomorphism in H°Nunc.. (A, B). We will then say that f and g are weakly equivalent and write

[~y
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Remark 8.2.2.2. Suppose that A and B are strictly unital and f and g are strictly unital
A -functors. According to lemma (8.2.1.3) f and g are weakly equivalent if and only if there
exists a strictly unital morphism H € Z°Homgync (f1, f2) which becomes an isomorphism in
HFunc. (A, B).

Proposition 8.2.2.3. Let A and B be two strictly unital A, -categories over A and B. Let f
and g be two strictly unital A -functors A — B. An element H € Z°Homyync_ (f,g) is a weak
equivalence if and only if hg : ey — Homg(f?, §— ) induces an isomorphism of functors H f — H%
from H°A into H°B.

Proof. According to theorem (8.2.1.2), we have an isomorphism
H Funcy. (A, B) =5 H°C.. (A, B).
The element H is therefore a weak equivalence if and only if the morphism of A-B-bipolydules

2(H): 2(f) = 2(9)

is a homotopy equivalence in C (A, B), i.e. (see the equivalence between D2 and D3 in 4.1.3.1) if
and only if z(H) is an A-quasi-isomorphism of A-B-bipolydules. By the definition of A, -quasi-
isomorphisms, this is equivalent to the fact that the morphism of C(A,B)

ST (=(H))oo : B(?, f—) = B(?,g—)

is a quasi-isomorphism, that is, it becomes an isomorphism in cohomology. As Yoneda’s functor
in the classical sense sends the class in H*B of

ha=ho(Ia): fA— gA, AcA,

to
S™(z(H))oo : H*B(?, fA) — H*B(?,gA),

S=Y(2(H))o,0 is a quasi-isomorphism if and only if h4 induces an isomorphism in H*B, or equiva-
lently in H°B. O
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Chapter 9

A~-equivalences

This chapter is divided into two parts. In the section 9.1, we define the A,-isomorphism of an
A -category A and we will show that this notion is an A ,-categorical lifting of the isomorphism of
HO A in the classical sense. In the section 9.2, we define A -equivalences and we show that an A -
functor f is an Aoc-equivalence if and only if f; is a quasi-isomorphism and H°f; : H°A — H°B
is an equivalence of categories in the classical sense. This characterization of A,-equivalences was
stated by M. Kontsevich [Kon98]. K. Fukaya demonstrated this independently [FukO1b, thm. 8.6],
as well as V. Lyubashenko [Lyu02].

9.1 A_-isomorphism

Let O be a set. Consider a category as follows: the objects are in bijection with O and, for ¢,j € O,
the space of morphisms Homg(4,j) contains a unique element denoted (4,7). The composition is
then necessarily given by

(j,k)o (i,7) = (i, k), 1,4,k €.
In particular, the identity of ¢ € @ is the morphism (7,4) and all the morphisms (4, j) are isomor-
phisms.

Definition 9.1.0.1. Let n > 1. Consider the set of n elements {1,...,n}. Let I, be a K-category
generated by the category {1,...,n}.

Remark 9.1.0.2. Let n > 2. Let A be a K-category and objects A; € Obj A, 1 < ¢ < n. They
are isomorphic if and only if there is a functor

f:I,—-A

which sends 7 to A;. We then say that f is an isomorphism functor for the objects A; € Obj A,
1<1<n.

Definition 9.1.0.3. Let n > 2. Let A be a strictly unital A,-category over A and objects A; € A,
1 < i < n. The objects A; € A, 1 < i < n, are Ay -isomorphic if there exists a strictly unital
A -functor

f:,—-A

which sends i to A;. We then say that f is an A, -isomorphic A -functor for the objects A; € A,
1<1<n.
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We now prove a lemma stated in [Kon98|:

Lemma 9.1.0.4. Let A be a strictly unital A-category. Let n > 1. Objects A; € A, 1 < i <n,
are A .-isomorphic in A if and only they are isomorphic in H°A.

Proof. As A is strictly unital, there exists (3.2.4.1) a strictly unital minimal model H*A for A and
strictly unital A.-functors (3.2.4.1)

i H'A—-A and ¢q: A— H*A.

We deduce that objects 4; € A, 1 < i < n, are Ay -isomorphic in A if and only if they are
A -isomorphic in H*A4. We can therefore assume that the A ,-category A is minimal.

Let A be a minimal A, -category. Let us show that the A.,-isomorphism in A leads to the
isomorphism in H°A. Let f : I, — A be an A, -isomorphism A -functor for 4; € A, 1 < i < n.
Since the A, -categories I,, and A are minimal, fy : I, — A° = H°A defines an isomorphism
functor for the objects A; € A, 1 <i < n.

Let us show that the isomorphism in H°A implies the A ,-isomorphism in A. Let g : I,, — H°A
be an isomorphism functor for the objects A; € Obj H°A, 1 < i < n. We are looking for a strictly
unital A,.-functor

f:,—-A
such that f; = iog, where i is the inclusion A° < A. According to the theorem (3.2.2.1), it suffices
to construct an A-functor f’ (not necessarily strictly unital) such that f{ = f;. We are going
to construct the f/, » > 2, by induction on r. Suppose given graded morphisms f/, 1 <i < r, of
degree 1 — i, defining a A,-functor I, — A. Let f,,; be a morphism of degree —r. The lemma
(B.4.2) asserts that the sequence of f/, 1 <1 < r+1, defines an A, ;-functor if we we have equality

6Hoch(f;+1) = _r(fév e 7f;)

where r(f},..., f]) is some cycle of the Hochschild complex C*(I,, f,Af,). As the category I, is
equivalent to the trivial category I, the Hochschild complex C*(I,, fAf-) is acyclic. There thus
exists a morphism f;; such that the graded morphisms f;, 1 <i < r+1, define an A, -function
I, — A O

9.2 The characterization of A -equivalences

Definition 9.2.0.1. Two strictly unital A, -categories A and B over A and B are A, -equivalent
if there exist strictly unital A, -functors

f:A—>B and ¢g:B— A

such that fog and 15 are A-isomorphic in Func. (B, B) and go f and 1 4 are A -isomorphic in
Funceo (A, A). We will then say that f (or g) is an A -equivalence between A and 5.

Definition 9.2.0.2. Let A and B be two unital differential graded categories over A and B. They
are equivalent (in the classical sense) if there exist functors

f:A=>B and g:B—> A
and isomorphisms of functors
pw:fog—1g and v:gof — 14.
We will then say that f (or g) is an equivalence between A and B.
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Remark 9.2.0.3. Let A and B be two unital differential graded categories over A and B. Suppose

they are equivalent. Let f be an equivalence between A and B. Let g, u and v as in the definition

(9.2.0.2). The element H € Homgync_ (f 0 g,15) (resp. H € Hompyne (g o f,1.4)) defined by
ho=p, h;=0, 1>1, (resp. h = u, h;=0, izl)

is a cycle in Funcy (B, B) (resp. in Funcy (A, A)). It induces an isomorphism in H°Func. (B, B)

(resp. H°Funcoo (A, A)). This shows that A and B are A.-equivalent as A -categories.

The statement of the following theorem is due to M. Kontsevich [Kon98|.

Theorem 9.2.0.4 (See also K. Fukaya [Fuk01b] and V. Lyubashenko [Lyu02]). Let A and B be
two strictly unital A.-categories over A and B and f : A — B a strictly unital A-functor. The
following statements are equivalent:

a. fis an A.-equivalence.

b. fi induces an equivalence H* A — H*B, where H* A and H*B are the cohomology of A and
B considered as graded K-categories.

c. fi is a quasi-isomorphism and induces an equivalence H°A — HYB.

Proof. a = b : Suppose that f is an A-equivalence. Let g : B — A satisfying the conditions of
definition (9.2.0.1). According to lemma (9.1.0.4), the A -isomorphism in Func. (B, B) (resp. in
Funco (A, A)) is equivalent to the isomorphism in H°Func., (B, B) (resp. in H°Funcy, (A, A)). As
fog and 15 are isomorphic in HFunc,, (A, A), there exists an element

H e ZOHomFuncm (go f,15)

inducing an isomorphism in H°Func, (B, B). According to proposition (8.2.2.3), the morphism hg
induces an isomorphism of functors

H°(hg) : H*(g1 0 f1) — H*15.

The isomorphism of functors between H*(f1 0 g1) and 1y« 4 is constructed in the same way.

b = c: This is clear.

¢ = a : We will show this implication in two particular cases and then we will show that it
implies the general case.

First case: the map f : A — B is a bijection.
We can consider that A is equal to B and that f is the identity of A. The Ao -functor f is thus
(5.1.2.7) a A-morphism in the category C(A, A). According to point b of corollary (1.3.1.3), there
exists an A.-morphism g : B — A and homotopies h and I’ from f o g to 15 and from go f to
1 4. Thanks to proposition (3.2.4.3), we can assume that the A,.-morphism g and the homotopies
h and h' are strictly unital. Let H be the element of Hompync (f © g,15) given (see 8.1.1.2) by
the morphisms h;, i > 1, and hy = 14, A € A. Let Z = mf*™=(H). Tt is given by morphisms
zi, © > 0. Let us show that H is a cycle in Homgync (A, B). The morphism zj is clearly zero. For
n > 1, we check (using the fact that f o g, 15 and h are strictly unital) that

Zn= (fog)n—(18)n
=2 (=) 'mey14((fo9)iy ®... @ (fog)i, @ @ (15)), ®...® (1))
— S (=1)7F (197 @ my, @ 19Y).
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where s is the sign involved in the equation (x * *,) of (1.2.1.7). As h is a homotopy between
fogand 1p, the term on the right is zero. This shows that H is a cycle of Homgync (f © g, 15).
The morphism hy, A € A being equal to 14, the proposition (8.2.2.3) implies that H induces
an isomorphism in H°Func,,(B,B). We deduce (9.1.0.4) that the A-functors 15 and f o g are
A o-isomorphic in Funcy, (B, B). The A -isomorphism between go f and 14 is shown in the same
way.

Remark 9.2.0.5. In particular, this implies that a strictly unital A -category A is A -equivalent
to its minimal model (3.2.4.1) and all its differential graded models (7.5.0.2).

Second case: f is an inclusion A — B where A is a full sub-A.-category of B. Thanks
to the previous remark, we can assume that B is differential graded. As H°f : H'A — H°B
is an equivalence, it suffices to prove the theorem in the following case: Let us choose in each
isomorphism class [B] of B a representative By. Let A be the set of these representatives. We set
A equal to the full subcategory of B formed by the objects A € A. That is

r:B—A, B~ r(B)=DB,.
Let A’ be the differential graded category A, over B (see 5.1.2.4). We then have the equalities
A'(B,B") = A(By, By)) = B(Bo, By)

and the differential graded categories A and A’ are equivalent in the classical sense. It suffices
therefore to show that A’ and B are A.-equivalent. Let i : A — A’ be the inclusion. We will
construct an A ,-equivalence

g: A —B

such that f =goi.

Construction of g: Let ¢ = 1g. The A -functor g is thus given by an A.,-morphism A" — B
in C(B,B). By assumption, every element B € B is A,-isomorphic to r(B). For each B € B,
choose an element ap of B(r(B), B) that becomes an isomorphism in H°B(r(B), B). Consider the
diagram of differential graded B-B-bimodules

B(.7)
0 |
A7) = B(r(),r(2) —— B(r().).

The Yoneda A-functor y : B — CooB (7.1.0.1) sends the diagram (I) to a quasi-isomorphic
diagram of B-B-bimodules

CooB(y—,y?)
1) l(ya)*
CooB(yr(—),yr(?)) o CooB(yr(—),y?)-

For each B € B, the morphism ap becomes an isomorphism in H°B. As the Yoneda functor
induces a quasi-isomorphism in spaces of morphisms (7.4.0.1), it induces an isomorphism H°B —
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H°C,.B. We deduce that the morphism yap is a homotopy equivalence in CooB. According to the
equivalence between the categories of D3 and D4 (4.1.3.1), it is a quasi-isomorphism. This implies
that the arrows of the diagram (I’) are quasi-isomorphisms. The category B being differential
graded, the B-bipolydules y(B), B € B, are differential graded B-modules and the morphism
yap : y(r(B)) — y(B) is a morphism of differential graded B-modules. The axiom (CMS5) of the
category Mod B gives us a factorization of yap into a trivial cofibration and a trivial fibration

yr(B) =2~ m(B) yB.

Thanks to the axiom (CM4) of the category Mod B, there exists a quasi-isomorphism op such that
ppoop = 1lyp. The morphism

COOB(yf,y?) — CooB(m—,m?), T+ ooxop,
is a quasi-isomorphism of differential graded algebras. The diagram
CocB(m—,m?)

1) i
CooB(yr(—),yr(?)) v CooB(yr(—),y?)

ya)x

is thus quasi-isomorphic to (I’). The cofibrations being homomorphisms, the vertical arrow of the
diagram (I") is a surjection. We deduce that the canonical projections

CooB(yr(—),yr(?)) + P = CocB(m—,m?),

where P is the pullback above the diagram (I”) are quasi-isomorphisms. Since Coo B(yr(—),yr(?))
and CooB(m—, m?) are unital differential graded algebras, P is a unital differential graded algebra
and the canonical projections above are morphisms of unital differential graded algebras. We have
thus constructed a sequence of quasi-isomorphisms of unital differential graded algebras in C(B,B)

A" — Coo B(yr(—),yr(?)) « P — CooB(m—,m?) < CooB(y—,y?) < B.

The quasi-isomorphisms of algebras being invertible up to homotopy in the category Alg.,, we
obtain a homologically unital A, -quasi-isomorphism

g: A = B.

According to proposition 3.2.4.3, there exists a strictly unital A,.-morphism g homotopic to ¢’. In
particular, g is an A -quasi-isomorphism. This is an A-equivalence (see the first case.)

The general case: Let A and B be two strictly unital A,,-categories over A and B and f an
A_-functor such that f; is a quasi-isomorphism and induces an equivalence H°A — H°B. Let
us choose in each A -isomorphism class [A] of A a representative Ag and denote by By its image
under f. As Hf : H'A — HOB is an equivalence, we deduce from the lemma (9.1.0.4) that any
A -isomorphism class [B] in B admits a unique representative among the By. Let A’ (resp. B')
be the full subcategory of A (resp. B) formed by Ay (resp. By). The inclusion

A — A (resp. B — B)
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is an Ac-equivalence (see the second case). To show that f is an A.-equivalence, it suffices to
show that the functor

frA =B
induced by the Ao-function f is an A,-equivalence. Its underlying map f” is a bijection and f]
is a quasi-isomorphism. We are therefore in the first case and f’ is an A,.-equivalence. O



Chapter A

Model categories

In this appendix, we recall the definition, due to D. Quillen [Qui67], of a category of models
(closed), some fundamental notions (fibrant objects, cofibrants, homotopies, Quillen functors) and
some statements- keys. We then recall the examples we need in this manuscript. We refer to the
book by M. Hovey [Hov99] and to the article by W. Dwyer and J. Spalinski [DS95] for more details.

Definitions and propositions

Definition A.6. Let E be a category. A lifting (of g relative to f) in the diagram

A*f>

B
O ll)

C ——
g

is a morphism « : C — B such that the two triangles in the diagram

f

—_—
4

A
C-

—_—
)

p

O~

are commutative Let ¢ and p be two morphisms in E. We will say that p has the right-lifting
property with respect to i and that ¢ has the left-lifting property with respect to p if any diagram of
the form (1) admits a lift a.
Let f: X — X' and g: Y — Y’ be two morphisms. The morphism f is a retract of g if there
exists a commutative diagram
X—sY ——X

fl gl lf
X —Y ——X'

such that the horizontal compositions are the identity of X and the identity of X'.
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Definition A.7. A model category is a quadruplet
(E, Eq, Fib,Cof),
where
- E is a category,

£q is a class of morphisms called weak equivalences,

Fib is a class of morphisms called fibrations (they are represented by double-headed arrows

=),

Cof is a class of morphisms called cofibrations (they are represented by arrows with a tail

—),

such that the axioms (CM1) — (CM5) below hold. A morphism belonging to EgNCof will be called
a trivial cofibration and a morphism from £q N Fib will be called a trivial fibration .

(CM1) The category E admits all finite limits and all finite colimits.

(CM2) The class of weak equivalences is saturated , i.e. if two morphisms among f, g, fg are weak
equivalences, the third one is also.

(CM3) The three classes of morphisms are stable under retracts.

(CM4) lifting :
a. Cofibrations have the left-lifting property with respect to the trivial fibrations,
b. Fibrations have the right-lifting property with respect to trivial cofibrations.

(CM5) factorisation :
a. Any morphism f : A — B factors into f = pi where i : A~ A’ is a trivial cofibration and
p: A" — B is a fibration.
b. Any morphism f : A — B factors into f = pi where i : A > B’ is a cofibration and
p: B’ — B is a trivial fibration.

Remark A.8. We follow the terminology of [DS95] by calling “model category” what Quillen
[Qui67], [Qui69] calls “closed model category”. Note that the axioms are self-dual.

Let (E,Eq, Fib,Cof) a model category. We have the following properties:
- The category E has an initial object (} and a final object *.

- The fibrations are exactly the morphisms having the right lifting property with respect to
the trivial cofibrations.

- The trivial fibrations are exactly the morphisms having the right lifting property with respect
to the cofibrations.

- Cofibrations have dual lifting properties.

Definition A.9. Let X be an object of E. A cylinder for X is an object X N I endowed with
morphisms i : X [[X = X AT and p: X NI raX such that
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1. the morphism p is a weak equivalence,

2. the composition poi: X [[X — X AT — X is the morphism
1L,1]: X [[x - X.

Let X N1 be a cylinder for X. Two morphisms f,g: X — Y of E are X A I-left-homotopes if the
morphism [f,g] : X[ X — Y factors into
X[[x S xa15y

for a morphism H. Such a morphism H is called a X AI-left homotopy from f to g. The morphisms
f and g are left homotopic if they are X A I-homotopic for a cylinder X N1 for X. We will then
write

f~g
The definition of a path object for X is dual to that of a cylinder for X. The notion of right
homotopy (denoted ~,.) is dual to that of left homotopy.

Definition A.10. An object X of E is cofibrant if the morphism () — X is a cofibration. It is
fibrant if the morphism X — = is a fibration. The full subcategory of fibrant objects is denoted Eg,
that of cofibrant objects E. and that of fibrant and cofibrant objects is denoted Et.

Definition A.11. Let X be an object of E. A cofibrant resolution of X is a trivial fibration
Xc. — X, where X, is cofibrant. A fibrant resolution of X is a trivial cofibration Y »— X¢, where
Xs is fibrant.

It follows from the axiom (CM5) that any object admits a cofibrant resolution and a fibrant
resolution.

Lemma A.12. Let X be a cofibrant object and Y a fibrant object.

a. The relation of X AI-left homotopy does not depend on the choice of cylinder X AI. Similarly,
the PY -right homotopy relation does not depend on the choice of path object PY.

b. The left homotopy and right homotopy relations coincide on E(X,Y"). We define the homotopy
relation ~ as equal to these two relations.

¢. The homotopy relation is an equivalence relation on E(X,Y).

d. Let X’ be a cofibrant object and Y’ a fibrant object. The relation f ~ g implies fh ~ gh
and h'f ~ h'g whatever the morphisms

h:X'"-X and K:Y =Y.
0

The quotient Ei/ ~ is therefore a category. We define the homotopy category HoE as the
localization E[£q™"] of E with respect to the class of weak equivalences (see [GZ67, 1.1]).

Proposition A.13. a. The inclusion E — E induces an equivalence

ch/ ~ — HoE.
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b. Let X and Y be two objects of E. Let X. — X be a cofibrant resolution of X and Y — Y7
a fibrant resolution of Y. We have a canonical bijection

HoE(X,Y) ~ E(Xc,Yf)/ ~ .

Quillen equivalence

Definition A.14. Let E and F be two model categories. A functor G : E — F is a left Quillen
functor if it admits a right adjoint and if it preserves cofibrations and trivial cofibrations. A functor
D : F — E is a right Quillen functor if it admits a left adjoint and if it preserves fibrations and
trivial fibrations. Consider a pair of adjoint functors (G, D, ¢), i.e. G is left adjoint to D and ¢ is
a functorial bijection

Homp(GX,Y) — Homg(X, DY).

It is called a Quillen adjunction if G is a left Quillen functor. (This implies that D is a right
Quillen functor.) A Quillen adjunction is a Quillen equivalence if, for any cofibrant object X of
E and any fibrant object Y of F, a morphism f : GX — Y is a weak equivalence if and only if
of : X — DY is a weak equivalence. We refer to [DS95, Sect. 9| for the details of the following
definition.

Definition A.15. Let G be a left Quillen functor. The left derived functor of G is the functor
LG :HoE — HoF

which sends an object X from E to GX., where X. — X is a cofibrant resolution of X. Let D be
a right Quillen functor. The right-derived functor of D is the functor

RD :HoF — HoE
which sends an object Y from F to GYf, where Y — Y} is a fibrant resolution of Y.

Remark A.16. Note that if a functor G (resp. D) as in the definition preserves weak equivalences,
then it induces a functor between the homotopic categories, and LG (resp. RD) is canonically
isomorphic to this induced functor.

Proposition A.17. Let (G, D, ¢) be a Quillen adjunction from E to F. The following propositions
are equivalent

a. (G, D, @) is a Quillen equivalence.

b. The functors LG and RD are inverse equivalences of each other between HoE and Ho F.

Examples of model categories

Example A.18 (Complexes of C). Let C be the base category (1.1.1). The category CC of (1.1.1)
admits a model category structure such that

- the class of weak equivalences is the class Qis of quasi-isomorphisms (note that these are
exactly the morphisms which are invertible up to homotopy),
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- the fibrations are the epimorphisms (i.e., the morphisms whose components are epimor-
phisms),

- the cofibrations are the monomorphisms (ie, the morphisms whose components are monomor-
phisms).

All the complexes are fibrant and cofibrant for this structure. The associated homotopy category
is HC.

Example A.19 (Unbounded chain complexes). Let R be a ring. Let CR be the category of chain
complexes
coo > MPTE 5 MP s MPYL .. peZ,

of right R-modules. The following three classes of morphisms define a model category structure
on CR (see [Hov99, Chap. 2]).

- Weak equivalences are quasi-isomorphisms.
- The fibrations are the morphisms f : X — Y such that f" is surjective for all n € Z.

- The cofibrations are the morphisms which have the left-lifting property with respect to the
trivial fibrations.

All the complexes are fibrant for this structure. If a complex X is cofibrant, then all its components
X™ n € Z, are projective. The converse is false. However, if we suppose that the complex X is
bounded on the right and that its components are all projective, then it is cofibrant.
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Chapter B

Obstruction theory

B.1 Obstruction Theory for A, -algebras

We study the obstruction theory of A, -algebras. Let C be a base category such as in chapter 1.
(A, mq,...,my) a Ay-algebra. It is a question of measuring the obstruction to the existence of a
morphism m, 11 : A®"T1 — A such that (A,my,...,m,1) be a A, -algebra (B.1.2). Let A and
A’ be two A, 1-algebras. Consider a family of graded morphisms

fi: A% 5 B, 1<i<n,

defining an A ,-morphism A — A’. We then measure the obstruction to the existence of a morphism
frr1 s A®"HL — A" guch that the f;, 1 <i < n+ 1, define an A, ;-morphism A — A’ (B.1.5). We
will show that this obstruction is functorial with respect to strict A,i-morphisms (B.1.6).

The study of obstructions is a classic tool, see for example T. Kadeishvili [Kad80], A. Prouté
[Pro85]. It owes its existence to the fact that the A,-algebra operad is a minimal cofibrant model
in the sense of M. Markl [Mar96] for the associative algebra operad. We do not adopt this point
of view here, preferring a naive approach.

A -algebras

Let V be a graded object. Let there be graded morphisms
b -V SV, 1<i<n+1,
of degree +1. Let b denote the coderivation of T\, +1]V given below

(biy. - b, brg1).

Set
c(by, ... bp) = Y b;(1% @b, @ 1%
2<i<n
where the integers j, k, [ satisfy j+k+1 =n+1and j+ 1+ = i. Recall that ¢; and p,+1 designate
the canonical morphisms

e AT Qn+1
V — T[nH]V and T[n+1]V —V .
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Lemma B.1.1. Suppose that the coderivation of the coalgebra EV given below

(b1, .., bp)
is a differential.
a. The coderivation
2. e e
b T )V — TV

is equal to i1 0 ( 0 pp 41, where ¢ : VO TL — V is given by
¢ =bibpt1 + bug1br + (b, ..., by);
here the last occurrence of b; designates the differential of (V,b1)®" 1.
b. The graded morphism ¢(bs,...,b,) is a cycle of
(Homg,c(VE™ L V), 6),
where the differential § is induced by that of the complex (V,by).

In particular, the coderivation b is a differential if and only if the cycle ¢(ba, ..., by,) is equal to the
boundary —§(b,41).

Proof. a. Our hypothesis implies that the square b? is factorized by p,y;. The image of the
comultiplication A is included in

Te,VeTL,V CTL VT V.

We therefore have the equality
AV =120 +b*®1)A =0.

We deduce that the image of b? is included in ker A = V. This gives us the factorization by i;. A
direct calculation gives us the formula for (.
b. According to the first point, we have

biob>=bob>=b*0b=">b%0by,

where the last occurrence of b; denotes the differential of (V, b1)®"+1. This shows that ( is a cycle
in the complex
(Homg,.c(VE" T V), §).

As we have
¢ =06(bpt1) +c(ba, ... by)

the same is true for ¢(bs,...,b,). O
Corollary B.1.2. Let (A, m1) be a complex. Consider graded morphisms

mi:A®i—>A7 2<i<n+1
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of degree 2 —i. Suppose that the morphisms m;, 1 < i < n, define a structure of A,-algebra on A.
The sub-expression

Z (_1)jk+lmi(1®j Q@ mi ® 1®z)

ik#1

of the equation (%, 1) of (1.2.1.1) defines a cycle of (Homg,.c(A®"*1 A), ). We denote it r(ma, ..., my,).
The equation (#,11) is then rewritten

r(may...,my) + d(mpy1) = 0.

Proof. We apply the previous lemma to the graded space V = SA and to the graded morphisms
b; defined using the bijections b; <> m;. These same bijections map the morphism r(mas,...,my,)
to the morphism c¢(bs, ..., b,) and the morphism §(m,+1) to d(bpt1). O

A -morphisms of A.-algebras
The following lemmas are shown in a similar way.

Let V and W be two graded objects. Let b and b’ be differentials of coalgebras on the coalgebras
T[% +1]V and Tﬁl +1]VV. Consider a family of graded morphisms

F -V W, 1<i<n+1,

of degree 0. Let F' be a morphism of coalgebras

TGV — ThgW

that lifts the F;. Put

o(Fr,... . F) =Y FA® @b o1%) - W.(F, ©...0 F,),
k>2 r>2

where the integers j, k, [ of the left sum satisfy j +k+1=n+1 and 7+ 1+ 1 = ¢, and where the
sum of the integers 7, of the sum on the right is n + 1.

Lemma B.1.3. Suppose that the morphism

induced by F in n-primitives is compatible with differentials.

a. The (F, F)-coderivation

/ . C [
VF—Fb:To V — T W

is equal to i 0 ( 0 py1, where ¢ : VL — W is given by
C = ban+1 + Fn+1b1 + C(Fl, . 7P’n);

here the last occurrence of b; designates the differential of (V,b;)®"+1.
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b. The graded morphism c(Fi,..., F,) is a cycle of
(Homg,.c(VE™ 1, W), ),
where the differential ¢ is induced by those of the complexes (V,b1) and (W, b}).

In particular, the morphism F' is compatible with coalgebra differentials if and only if we have
5(Fn+1) + C(Fl, SN ;Fn) =0.
O

Let’s now look at the behavior of the obstruction with respect to the composition of the A, -
morphisms.
Let V’ and W’ be two graded objects. Let d and d’ be two differentials of coalgebras on the

coalgebras T[% +1]V/ and T[Cn 1] W'. Consider two morphisms of differential graded coalgebras

e,

1% and H T W — T W

!
Vi —T¢ (1]

G: T[Cn+ 1]

1]
Direct calculations give us the following lemma.

Lemma B.1.4. a. We have equality
c(Fy,...,F) o Gi®" " 4+ F1 06(Gryr) = c((FG)1, ..., (FG),)
of morphisms from (V/)®"*1 into W.
b. We have equality
S(Hpi1) o 4" - Hyoc(Fy,...,Fy) = c¢(HF)y,...,(HF),)
of morphisms from V®"+! into W”. O
Corollary B.1.5. Let A and B be two A, ;-algebras. Consider graded morphisms
fi: A% — B, 1<i<n+1,

of degree 1 — i. Suppose that the morphisms f;, 1 < i < n, define an A,-morphism A — B. The
sub-expression

DDA @my @19 = (=1 m(fi, ® ... @ fi,)
k#1 r#£l

of the equation (¥%,41) of (1.2.1.2) defines a cycle in (Homg,c(A®"1 B),§). We denote it
r(f1,..., fn). The equation (#*,41) can be rewritten

T(flﬂ---afn) +5(fn+1) =0.
O

Corollary B.1.6. Let A’ and B’ be two A, 1-algebras. Let g: A’ — A and h: B — B’ be two
strict A, 1-morphisms. We have the equalities of morphisms
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1. r(flv"'vfn) ogl®n+1 = r((fg)lw' 7(fg)n)a
2. hior(fi, oo fu)=7((Rf)1,- s (Rf)n).

Obstruction is therefore functorial with respect to strict morphisms.

Proof. This is the translation of the lemma B.1.6 applied to the bar constructions of the algebras
A, A’, B and B’. The morphisms ¢ and h being strict, we have H, 11 = 0 and G411 = 0. The
equations of (B.1.6) are then translated by those of the corollary. O

B.2 Obstruction theory for polydules

The proofs of this section being almost identical to those of the section 1.2.2, we content ourselves

with stating the results. Let C and C’' be the basic categories of the section 2.1.

Lemma B.2.1. Let A be a A,-algebra. Let (M, m}) be a complex. Consider graded morphisms
mM:M@A®" 5 M, 2<i<n+1,

of degree 2 — i. Suppose that the morphisms m;, 1 < i < n, define a structure of A,-module on
M. The sub-expression

Z (=1)7*Hm;(1%7 @ my, @ 1%)

i kA1
of the equation (%], ;) of (2.3.1.2) defines a cycle of (Homg,c/ (M ® A®™, M), ), where ¢ is induced
by mi' and m}’. We denote it 7(ma, ..., m,). The equation (*/,, ) is then rewritten
r(ma,...,mn) + 6(mni1) = 0.

O

Lemma B.2.2. Let A be a Aj-algebra. Let M and N be two A,;i-modules on A. Consider
graded morphisms _
fi: M@ A®~1 5 N, 1<i<n+1,

of degree 1 — 4. Suppose that the morphisms f;, 1 < i < n, define an A,,-morphism M — N. The
sub-expression

Z(_l)jk+lfi(1®j ® mg ® 1®l) = stJrl(fr & 1®s)
k#1 s#0

of the equation (), ;) of (2.3.1.5) defines a cycle in
(Homgrcl (M ® 14®”7 N), (5)
We denote it 7(f1,..., fn). The equation (*x], ;) is then rewritten

r(flw"afn) +6(fn+1) =0.
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Lemma B.2.3. Let A be a Ay-algebra. Let M’ and N’ be two A,i-modules. Let g : M/ — M
and h: N — N’ be two strict A, 1-morphisms. We have the equalities of morphisms

L. T(flw“afn) °n® 19" = T((fQ)lv'“»(fQ)ﬂ)a
2. hior(fiy.o oy fu) =1((Rf)1, oy (Bf)n).

B.3 Obstruction theory for bipolydules

The proofs in this section are omitted because they are similar to those in the B.1 section. Let C,
C’ and C” be the basic categories of the section 2.5.

Let A and A” be two A-algebras in C and C”. In what follows, » and ¢ denote two integers
> 0 and € denotes the set of pairs of integers (7,7) such that 0 < ¢ <rand 0 < j <t -1, or,
0<i<r—1and0<j<t (see graphic below). The set £ is equal to £\ (0,0).

J J
! !
Lo e e e e a e
16 6 6 6 6 6 0 = i o o 6 6 0 0 = ;
0 r 1 r
set & set &’

Let M be a graded differential object of C'. We note its differential mg . Consider
mi; A M@ A®T - M- M, 0<j<t, 0<i<r, (i,5)#(0,0),
a graded morphism of degree 1 —¢ — j in C’.

Lemma B.3.1. Suppose that the morphisms m; j, (i, j) € &', satisfy the equations (x;), (k,1) in&,
of the definition 2.5.1.1. The sub-expression

##{1,(0,0),(r,t)}
of the equation (*;!,) defines a cycle of
Homgrc/(A(X)T QRM® A//®t, M)

We denote it c(mi,j, (i,§) € 5'). The morphisms m; j, 0 < j < ¢, 0 < i < r, satisfy the equation
() if and only if we have equality

r,t
d(myy) = c(mm, (i,5) € 5/).
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Let M and N be two A-A"-bipolydules in C’. Consider
fij i AYOMeA"® - MM, 0<j<t 0<i<r,
a graded morphism of degree —i — j in GrC'.

Lemma B.3.2. Suppose that the morphisms f; ;, (4,7) € £, satisfy the equations (+*} ), (k,1) in&,
of the definition 2.5.1.1. The sub-expression

Z(a,ﬁ);ﬁ(o,o)(*1)a(7i7j)ma,ﬁ(1®°‘ ® fri® 199) = |
Z*%{l,(o,o)}(_1)J+1(‘m*|)fo,o(1®l ®m, © 187)

of the equation (+*;,) is a cycle of
Homgrc/ (A®T ® M ® A//®t, N)

We denote it c’(fi’j, (i,5) € 5). The morphisms f; ;, 0 < j < ¢, 0 <4 < r satisfy the equation
(¥x,,) if and only if we have equality

5(fra) = ¢ (figs (i,5) € ).

We now look at the compatibility of the obstruction with strict morphisms.
Let M’ and N’ be two A-A’-bipolydules and

g:M —- M and h:N — N’
be two strict Ao.-morphisms of bipolydules given by graded morphisms of degree 0 in GrC'
g()’()ZMI—>M and ho’oiN—>N/.

The morphisms
(fog)w» and (hof)i,j7 OS.] St, 0 S Z S?",

are defined by the same formulas as those giving the composition of the morphisms of bipolydules.
Lemma B.3.3. We have the following equalities:
L ¢ (fij, (1,4) € E) o (1% ® goo @ 1%%) = ((f 0 9)ij, (i,4) € E),
2. hoood (fij, (i,5) €E) = ((hofiy, (i,j) €E).
O

B.4 Hochschild cohomology and obstruction theory for min-
imal A -structures

In this section, we recall the Hochschild cohomology of a graded algebra with coefficients in a

graded bimodule. We then establish an obstruction theory of minimal A-algebras (resp. of Ao-
morphisms between minimal A-algebras and of homotopies between these A.,-morphisms).
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Remainder on Hochschild cohomology

Let C be a base category such as in chapter 1. Let A € GrC be an associative algebra. Consider
A as an A-algebra with mo = p* and m; = 0 for all i # 2. Recall that (BA)"is the co-augmented
bar construction of A. Let coder((BA)™) be the space of coderivations (BA)* — (BA)™. Tt is
graded by the degree of co-derivations. The map

§:D—b*oD—(-1)PIDod?,

where b4 is the differential of (BA)*and D is of degree |D|, defines a differential on coder((BA)™).
We show (as in the lemma 1.1.2.2) that we have a natural bijection

coder((BA)T) — Homg,c((BA)*, SA)
D — pobD.
Thus, a coderivation D is determined by the components of p; o D
D;: (SA)®" = SA, i>0.

The bijections b; > m;, i > 1, of the section 1.2.2 (completed with the bijection which associates
to the morphism by : € — SA the morphism mg = —wbg : e = A) give us a bijection

Homg,c((BA)T, SA) =5 [ Homg,c(A®", A).
i>0
The Hochschild complez is defined by these bijections as
C(A,A) = S [[ Homgrc (A%, A).
i>0
Its differential dz,c, sends a morphism f : A¥™ — A of degree r to the morphism

Sroch(f) + AZ"TE — A

given by the sum
D)L @ p @ 19F) + (1) (1 @ fi) + (<) p(fi @ 1).
If the degree of f is zero, we find the usual definition (see for example [CE99, Chap. IX]). Let
M € GrC be an A-A-bimodule. The Hochschild complex with coefficients in M is the space
C(A, M) = | [ Homg,c(A®", M),
i>0

its grading is induced by the grading of the space

[ Homg,c((SA)®", SM)

i>0

and its differential dp,cp is defined by the same formula as before. The Hochschild cohomology of
A with coefficients in M is the cohomology of C'(A, M). If A is unital, the complex C(A, M) is
homotopically equivalent to the reduced Hochschild subcomplex (see [CE99, Chap. IX])

é(A, M) = H Homgrc(z®i7 M),

i>0

where A is the unit of the cokernel of A. The differential of C'(A, M) is induced by that of C'(A, M).
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Obstruction to the extension of a A -minimal algebra into a A, ;-minimal algebra
Lemma B.4.1. Let A be a graded algebra of GrC. Consider graded morphisms
mi: A% 5 A, 3<i<n,

of degree 2 —i. We set my = p*. Suppose that the morphisms m;, 2 < i < n—1, define a structure
of A,-minimal algebra on A. The sub-expression

> (=1 Mm% @ my @ 1%
i,k¢{1,2}

of the equation (#,41) of (1.2.1.1) defines a Hochschild cycle. We denote it 7(ms,...,my—_1). The
equation (*,11) is then rewritten

OHoch(Myn) + r(ms,...,mpy_1) =0.
Proof. Consider the sequence of morphisms b;, 2 < i < n, given by the bijections b; <> m; (see

1.2.2). We denote by D the coderivation of (BA)* such that the components of p; o D are given
by the sequence

(0,0,bg, ..., bp_1,b,0,...).

As the m;, 2 <4 <n—1, define a minimal A,-algebra structure, the square of the coderivation D
restricted to the sub-cogebra T[%} SA is zero. We deduce that the composition

AoD?*=(1®D*+D*®1)0 A
vanishes on the subspace (SA)®"*1. It follows that the image by D? of the subspace (SA)®"+! is
contained in ker A = SA and that of the subspace (SA)®"*2 is contained in (SA)®% & SA. Thus,
on the subspace (SA)®"*2 we have the equality
D?o0by = D?® = by 0 D*.
This shows that the element
D?|(s4yen+1 € Hom((SA)®" ! 54)
is a cycle. The first assertion of the lemma is deduced from the fact that the element
w(D?|(s4)on+1)
corresponds to the element r(msg, ..., m,_1) by the isomorphism of complexes
S Homg,c((BA)T,SA) = C(A, A).

The last assertion of the lemma is immediate. O
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Obstruction to the extension of an A, -morphism between A_,-minimal algebras into
an A, ;-morphism

Lemma B.4.2. Let A and A’ be two minimal A-algebras. Let
g+ (Ama) = (A, m))
a morphism of graded algebras. Consider graded morphisms
fi: A% 5 A 2<i<n,

of degree 1 —i. We set f; = g. Suppose that the morphisms f;, 1 < i < n — 1, define an
A -morphism A — A’. The sub-expression

Y CYMRAM ome1®) = Y (<1)ml(fi, © ... ® fi,)
k¢{1,2} r&{1,2}
of the equation (*,41) of (1.2.1.2) defines a Hochschild cycle in C(A, A’); the structure of A-

bimodule on A’ is given by g. We denote this cycle r(fa,..., fn—1). The equation (##,41) is then
rewritten

Otoch(fn) +r(fay. ..y fa1) = 0.
O

Obstruction to the extension of an A,-homotopy between A -morphisms of A.-
minimal algebras into an A, ;;-homotopy

Lemma B.4.3. Let A and A’ be two minimal A -algebras. Let f and g be two A_.-morphisms
A — A’. Let there be graded morphisms

hy : A%t 5 A, 2<i<nm,

of degree —i. Set h; = 0. Suppose that the morphisms h;, 1 < i <n —1, define a homotopy
between f and g considered as A,-morphism A — A’ (we then have f; = ¢1). The sub-expression

( - Y (meap(f® .0 fi, @ ® g, ®... © gi,)+
r14tg{1,2}

= > ()R (A% @ my @ 190 + frga — 9n+1>
kg {1.2)

of the equation (* x %,41) of the definition 1.2.1.7 defines a Hochschild cycle in C(A, A’); the
A-bimodule structure on A’ is given by f; and g;. We denote this cycle r(hg,...,hy,—1). The
equation (* * *,41) is then rewritten

5Hoch(hn) + T(h2a ) hn—l) = 0.
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Notations

C, C’, C(0,0)
®, Q0
€, €Q

c(f)
5(f)

Les notations de base

corps de base

catégories monoidales ambiantes

produit tensoriel

élément neutre pour le produit tensoriel
catégorie des objets gradués de C

catégorie des objets différentiels gradués de C
bicatégorie ambiante (& partir du chapitre 4)
suspension des objets de GrC et CC
morphisme de foncteurs 1 — S

morphismes de foncteur S — 1

cone d’un morphisme f

bord d’un morphisme gradué entre deux complexes

Les catégories de modéles et catégories triangulées

Cof
Fib
Ec; Efa ch

HoE
tria A

Tria A

™ 3

N

TV, TV

classe des équivalences faibles

classe des cofibrations

classe des fibrations

sous-catégories des objets cofibrants, des objets fi-
brants et de objets cofibrants et fibrants de E
catégorie homotopique de E

sous-catégorie triangulée engendrée par les objets de
A

sous-catégorie triangulée (aux sommes infinies) en-
gendrée par les objets de A

Les A -algébres et les algébres

unité

morphisme d’augmentation

augmentation de A

réduction d’une algébre augmentée
algébre tensorielle réduite et augmentée
construction bar réduite d’une A .-algébre

20
20, 62, 112
20, 112
20, 112

20

21

112, 133
21

21

21

76

21

200
200
200
201

201
171

171

62
62
62
62
22, 83
28
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BtA construction bar augmentée d’une A.-algébre aug- 83, 68
mentée
b4, b différentielle de la construction bar 28
(km)s  (k*km), équations de type Ay 24, 25, 26
(s * %)
7(Meay..oyMy) cycle mesurant les obstructions 206, 213
T(fosevosfn) cycle mesurant les obstructions 208, 214
UA algébre enveloppante d’une A -algébre A 84
Alg catégorie des algebres différentielles graduées 23
Alga catégorie des algébres dg augmentées dont les mor- 63
phismes sont augmentés
Alg catégorie des A.-algébres 25
Alga catégorie formée des A .-algébres augmentées dont 81
les morphismes sont augmentés
(Algoo) ha catégorie des A,-algébres homologiquement uni- 106
taires dont les morphismes sont homologiquement
unitaires
(Algoo)u catégorie des A -algébres strictement unitaires dont 106
les morphismes sont homologiquement unitaires
(Algoo) o catégorie des A -algébres strictement unitaires dont 106
les morphismes sont strictement unitaires
Ar— A(M, «) cofibration standard de Alg 37
C*(A, M) complexe de Hochschild de A & coefficients dans M 212
C™ (A, M) complexe de Hochschild réduit 212
OHoch bord de Hochschild 212
T cochaine tordante 67
TA, TC cochaines tordantes universelles 69
Les A.-cogébres et les cogebres
Ch n-primitifs de C 23
n co-unité 7?7
€ morphisme de co-augmentation 64
c* co-augmentation d’une cogébre C 64
C réduction d’une cogébre co-augmentée C' 64
TV, TV cogébre tensorielle réduite et co-augmentée 23, 65
EV n-primitifs de la cogébre T¢C 29
QcC, QtC construction cobar réduite et co-augmentée 30, 68, 68
Cog catégorie des cogébres différentielles graduées 24
Cogc catégorie des cogébres dg cocomplétes 24
Qis classe des quasi-isomorphismes 51
Qisf classe des quasi-isomorphismes filtrés 51
Cog, catégorie des A .-cogébres 30

Les polydules, les bipolydules et les modules
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BM

R .M, RM

M®,C

r(ma,...,my)

T(O.élw-',fn)

HomA/(X,f)
o0

74X

Mod A

DA
Nod, A

( Nod . A)u
Nodstrict A
Mod. A
Modstrict A
Hoo A

DA
NoA

Weed),

CooA

Mod(A, A)
Nod.. (A4, A”)

( Nodo (4, A'))u

Mod, (A4, A”)
Modstrict (A, A')

Hoo(A, A)

Do (A, A")
N (A, A

(Voo (4, 49)

Coo(A, A

construction bar d’'un A-polydule
produit tensoriel tordu M @, C
produit tensoriel tordu

cycle mesurant les obstructions
cycle mesurant les obstructions
foncteur standard

foncteur standard

catégorie des A-modules différentiels gradués uni-
taires

catégorie dérivée de Mod A

catégorie des A-polydules (non nécessairement
strictement unitaires)

sous-catégorie pleine de Nod,, A formée des A-
polydules strictement unitaires

catégorie ayant les mémes objets que Nod, A et dont
les morphismes sont les A,,-morphismes stricts
catégorie des A-polydules strictement unitaires
Nodstriet A N Mod, A

catégorie Mod,, A quotientée par la relation
d’homotopie

catégorie dérivée de Mod., A

catégorie différentielle graduée des A-polydules (non
nécessairement strictement unitaires)

sous-catégorie de N, A formée des A-polydules
strictement unitaires

catégorie différentielle graduée des A-polydules
strictement unitaires

catégorie des A-A’-bimodules dg unitaires

catégorie des A-A’-polydules (non nécessairement
strictement unitaires)

sous-catégorie pleine de Nod., (A, A’) formée des A-
A’-bipolydules strictement unitaires

catégorie des A-A’-polydules strictement unitaires
catégorie ayant les mémes objets que Nod., A et dont
les morphismes sont les A,,-morphismes stricts
catégorie Mody, (A, A’) quotientée par la relation
d’homotopie

catégorie dérivée de Mod, (4, A”)

catégorie différentielle graduée des A-A’-bipolydules
(non nécessairement strictement unitaires)
sous-catégorie pleine de N (A, A’) formée des A-A’-
bipolydules strictement unitaires

catégorie différentielle graduée des A-A’-bipolydules
strictement unitaires

Les comodules

83
67
67
209
209
113

114
63

76
80

109
80
81
81
122

118
138

138

138

93
92

110

92
94

130

130
139

139

139
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Index

F(A,B)
(Nunc (A, B)),
Funce (A, B)

]
natso

cat

>

n-primitifs de N

produit tensoriel tordu N @, A
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n-primitives, 23, 66

quasi-isomorphism
filtered, 34

Quillen adjunction, 202

Quillen equivalence, 202
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Sur les A -catégories
Kenji Lefévre-Hasegawa

Résumé : Nous étudions les A-algébres Z-graduées (non nécessairement connexes) et leurs Aoo-
modules. En utilisant les constructions bar et cobar ainsi que les outils de 1'algébre homotopique de Quillen,
nous décrivons la localisation de la catégorie des Aoc-algébres par rapport aux Asc-quasi-isomorphismes.
Nous adaptons ensuite ces méthodes pour décrire la catégorie dérivée Do A d'une Ao-algébre augmentée
A. Le cas ou A n’est pas muni d’une augmentation est traité différemment. Néanmoins, lorsque A est
strictement unitaire, sa catégorie dérivée peut étre décrite de la méme maniére que dans le cas augmenté.
Nous étudions ensuite deux variantes de la notion d’unitarité pour les A -algébres : I'unitarité stricte et
I'unitarité homologique. Nous montrons que d’un point de vue homotopique, il n’y a pas de différence entre
ces deux notions. Nous donnons ensuite un formalisme qui permet de définir les A o-catégories comme des
Ac-algébres dans certaines catégories monoidales. Nous généralisons & ce cadre les constructions fonda-
mentales de la théorie des catégories : le foncteur de Yoneda, les catégories de foncteurs, les équivalences de
catégories... Nous montrons que toute catégorie triangulée algébrique engendrée par un ensemble d’objets
est Ao-prétriangulée, c'est-a-dire qu’elle est équivalente a H°tw.A, ou tw.A est I’A-catégorie des objets
tordus d’une certaine A-catégorie A.

Discipline : mathématiques
Mots-clés :  A-catégorie, algébre & homotopie prés, catégorie dérivée, algébre homologique, catégorie
triangulée, construction bar

On A_-categories
Kenji Lefévre-Hasegawa

Abstract : We study (not necessarily connected) Z-graded A.o-algebras and their A,-modules.
Using the cobar and the bar construction and Quillen’s homotopical algebra, we describe the localisation
of the category of A -algebras with respect to Asc-quasi-isomorphisms. We then adapt these methods to
describe the derived category Doo A of an augmented A.c-algebra A. The case where A is not endowed
with an augmentation is treated differently. Nevertheless, when A is strictly unital, its derived category
can be described in the same way as in the augmented case. Next, we compare two different notions of A -
unitarity : strict unitarity and homological unitarity. We show that, up to homotopy, there is no difference
between these two notions. We then establish a formalism which allows us to view A.-categories as Aso-
algebras in suitable monoidal categories. We generalize the fundamental constructions of category theory
to this setting : Yoneda embeddings, categories of functors, equivalences of categories... We show that
any algebraic triangulated category 7 which admits a set of generators is A.-pretriangulated, that is to
say, T is equivalent to H°tw.A, where twA is the Aoo-category of twisted objets of a certain Aso-category A.

Keywords: A -categorie, homotopy algebra, derived category, homological algebra, triangulated cate-
gory, bar construction

Adresse : Kenji Lefevre-Hasegawa, Théorie des Groupes, Case 7012, 2 place Jussieu, F-75251
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