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The aim of these notes to provide a simple exposition on the basic constructions
appearing in the theory of augmented dg algebras and coaugmented dg coalge-
bras, as well as A.-algebras and A..-coalgebras. In particular we explain the
(reduced and nonreduced) bar and cobar constructions associated to them, the
theory of twisting of dg and A..-algebras, presenting our sign conventions in a
completely explicit manner, and the connection to Hochschild (co)homology of
aumented dg algebras, which is of interest to us.

1 Preliminaries on basic algebraic structures

We recall the following basic facts, which will also establish the notation. From
now on, k will denote a commutative ring with unit (which we also consider as
a unitary graded ring concentrated in degree zero). By module over k we will al-
ways mean a symmetric bimodule over k (although several constructions can be
clearly performed without this symmetry assumption, we shall suppose it in order
to simplify the exposition). We fix an abelian group G of the form Z x G’ (or also
Z/2.Z x G’ to which all these construction can be adapted straightforward), which
we write additively. The character map used in the Koszul sign rule will be just
given by the projection on the first component of G. A typical element of G will
be denoted by g, h, etc, and the corresponding first component i, i5, etc. For an
object M, we will denote by idys the identity endomorphism of M. We also re-
mark that the expression map between to graded or dg modules over & (or maybe
provided with further structure) will always mean the mapping between (say) the
underlying modules or even the underlying sets, which comes from forgetting all
the extra structure. This might be sometimes useful if we want to stress just the
values of morphisms at elements of a graded or dg module over k.

1.1 Graded and differential graded modules over a fixed commu-
tative ring k

A (cohomological) graded module over k is a module over k provided with a decom-
position of k-modules of the form M = ®4cqM9. If m is a nonzero homogeneous
element of a graded module M over k we define the degree degm € Z of m and
the weight (internal degree, or Adams degree) w(m) € G’ of m by m € M(degm.wim)),
We say in this case that the complete degree of m is (degm,w(m)) € G. The com-
mutative ring k will be considered as a graded module with the grading given by
k9 = 0if g # Og, and k% = k. If M is a graded module and g € G, define M|g]
to be the graded module over k with the same underlying structure of k-module
but with a complete degree shift given by M[g]9 = M9+9', for all ¢’ € G. We shall
usually write M[i], for i € Z, instead of the more correct M|(4,0¢ )], for it causes
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no confusion. For any two graded modules M and N over k, homy (M, N) is the
space of k-linear maps of complete degree zero, i.e. f(M9) C N9 forall g € G.
The internal space of morphisms if given by Homy (M, N) = &4ec homy (M, N{g])
and it is obviously a graded k-module. The graded module Hom; (M, k) will be
also denoted by M#. Note that in this case the g-th graded component of M# is
given by (M ~9)*, where (—)* denotes the usual dual for modules over k, and by
the previous comments we have that (M[g])# = (M#)[—g], for g € G.

We remark that by very definition the graded module Homy(M]|g], N[g']) ex-
actly coincides with Homy (M, N)[g' — g¢] for g,¢' € G. In the same manner, the
graded modules M[g]® N[¢'] and (M ® N)[g+¢'], for g, ¢’ € G, are also exactly co-
incident. These “identities” are however misleading since they do not (in general)
respect the Koszul sign rule, and -in some sense more fundamentally- the men-
tioned phenomenon for the homomorphisms spaces is not in accordance with the
axioms of category theory. We will regard such coincidences only as a consequence
of the usual abuse of notation in the definitions of tensor product and morphisms
spaces: since we are interested in considering the Koszul sign rule, we should in
fact force them to be noncoincident. There is however an identification (and in fact
many of them, but in general different from the identity) between the correspond-
ing previous graded modules, which is compatible with the Koszul sign rule, and
that will be explained in the penultimate paragraph of this subsection.

Given M and N two graded modules over k, a morphism of graded modules of
complete degree g € G is an element f € Homy (M, N) of complete degree g. We
remark that the morphism s, , : M — M|[g] whose underlying map is given by
the identity is a morphism of graded modules of degree —g, and we shall typically
denote sy, (1,0.,) by s, or simply s, if M is clear from the context. All along this
article, if we do not indicate the complete degree of a morphism (between graded
modules, or later on dg modules, etc), it means that it is of complete degree zero.
Also, for M and N two graded modules over k, the (usual) tensor product M ®; N
has the structure of graded module over k with (M ®;, N)9 = @Q/GGMQ/ ®p N9=9'.
From now on, all unadorned tensor products @ will mean ®;. For f : M — N
and f' : M’ — N’ two morphisms of graded modules over k of complete de-
grees g and ¢/, respectively, the map f ® f' : M ® M’ — N ® N’ given by
(f@ fYmem) = (1)l demfin) @ f'(m'), form € M and m’ € M’ ho-
mogeneous, is a morphism of graded modules over k of complete degree g + ¢'.
Analogously, if f : M — N and f' : N’ — M’ are two morphisms of graded
modules over k of complete degrees g and ¢/, respectively, the map Homy(f, ) :
Homy(N',N) — Homy,(M', M) given by ¢ — (—1)des/(degotdea ) 7 o o f, for
¢ homogeneous, is a morphism of complete degree g + ¢’. We shall also denote
Homy(f, N) = Homy(f,idn) and Homy(N', f') = Homy(idn+, f'). Furthermore,
we will usually denote Homy (f, k) by f#, which is of course has the same complete
degree as the one of f. As for the case of the tensor product we shall usually omit
the commutative ring k in the notation of the homomorphism groups introduced
before, and proceed to write Hom instead of Homy,. The canonical map ¢t : M —
(M#)# defined as 1y (m)(f) = (—1)d8™dee f f(m), form € M and f € M# homo-
geneous, is a morphism of graded modules. Given M and N two graded modules
over k, we will occasionally consider the morphism ¢y, x : M#* @ N# — (M ®@ N)#
of graded modules defined as trr,n (¢ ® ¥)(m ® n) = (—1)dee¥deemp(m)(n). We
also have the flip 7y vy : M @ N — N ® M, which is the morphism of graded
modules defined as 7y n(m @ n) = (—1)demdeeny @ m, forallm € M andn € N
homogeneous elements.

A differential graded module (or dg module) over k is a graded k-module M =
Dgeq MY together with a homogeneous k-linear map dy; : M — M of degree +1
and zero weight, i.e. dy/(M9) C M9+(106c7) for all g € G, such that it is a differ-



ential, i.e. d3; = 0. The graded module structure on k explained before can be
extended to a dg module by defining the differential d;, = 0, and more generally,
any graded k-module M may be regarded as dg module with vanishing differen-
tial. For a dg module M over k, the cohomology H* (M) of M, given by the quotient
Ker(dar)/Im(das), is in fact a graded module over k. A dg module M is called
acyclic if H*(M) vanishes. If M is a dg module and g € G, M|g] is the dg module
over k with the same graded module structure as before and differential dj;[y) =
(—1)%sdps. For M and N two dg modules over k, the tensor product M @ N has
the structure of dg module over k£ with the same underlying graded structure as
before and with differential dysgn = dy ®idy +idy ®dn. We endow the graded k-
module Hom(M, N) with the differential dyomar,n)(f) = dnvo f— (—1)38/ fodyy,
so it becomes a dg module over k. In this case, for M a dg module we will still
denote by M# the dg module Hom(M, k). Note that dy;+ = —dﬁ.

Given M and N two dg modules over k, f : M — N is a morphism of differential
graded modules over k of complete degree g if it is a morphism between the underlying
graded modules of complete degree g and satisfies that dy o f = (—1)" f o dy,
i.e. it is cocycle of complete degree g of the dg module Hom(M, N). We stress
that, as before, if we do not specify the complete degree of a morphism, it will be
assumed to be zero. Note that sys,4 : M — M]|g| introduced previously is in fact a
morphism of dg modules of complete degree —g. This is in fact tantamount to the
definition of dg module structure over k on M|g]. We stress thatif f : M — N and
'+ M" — N’ are two morphisms of dg modules over k of complete degree g and
g', respectively, then f ® f' : M ® M’ — N ® N’ is a morphism of dg modules over
k of complete degree g + ¢’. Analogously, given f : M — N and ' : N' — M’
two morphisms of dg modules over k of complete degrees g and ¢, respectively,
the map Hom(f, f') : Hom(N',N) — Hom(M’', M) defined for graded modules is
moreover a morphism of dg modules over k of complete degree g + ¢'. Note that
given two dg k-modules M and N, the maps tys, tar,ny and 7, v defined in the
third paragraph of this section are further morphisms of dg modules over k.

If f: M — N is a morphism of dg modules over k of complete degree g, then,
for each ¢’, ¢ € G, the may consider the map

Hom(syy,g,sn,g)(f) : Mlg'l = Nlg"],

which will be denoted by f[[g,/]/]. It is trivial to see that f[[;,/]l] a morphism of dg
modules over k of complete degree g + ¢’ — ¢”, i.ce.

duigy o f = (=)' =" f o dagig).

If f is a morphism of complete degree Og, it is rather usual to allow the abuse

of notation given by denoting the map (—1)degy’ desg” f[[g,/],] also by f. We shall
only follow this convention when we consider it is unambiguous. We also re-
mark that (unlike the case for graded modules) the dg modules Hom (M [g], N[¢'])
and Hom(M, N)[g' — g], for g,¢" € G, are not the same, for the identity map be-
tween the underlying graded modules is not a morphism of dg modules over k.
Indeed, the corresponding isomorphism of dg modules from Hom(M, N)[g' — g] to
Hom(M[g], N[g']), which we denote by Hs,n,g,¢7, 18 given by syom s, N,/ —g (f) —
Hom(s;{{g, sn,g)(f), for f € Hom(M,N). The underlying map is thus the iden-
tity times a (—1)(d¢8 /%)% gign. In the same manner, the dg module structure
on the tensor product and M[¢'] ® N[¢'] and (M ® N)[g + ¢'], for g,¢' € G, are
not same. There is though a (not completely canonical) isomorphism of dg mod-
ules M[¢'] ® N[¢g'] - (M ® N)[g + ¢'] over k, denoted by T n 4,4, defined as
sug(m) @8y g (n) = (=1)% Mgy 08 oo (m@n), form € M and n € N homo-
geneous elements.



If f: M — N is a morphism of dg modules, the cone cone(f) is the dg module
whose underlying graded module is M[1] & N and whose differential is given by
deone(s)(m,n) = (=dp(m) + f(m),dn(n)). Given a morphism of dg modules f :
M — N of complete degree g, it directly induces a morphism of graded modules
H*(M) — H*(N) of the same complete degree, which we will denote by H*(f).
It is clear that H*(idas) = idge(ar) and that H*(f o f') = H*(f) o H*(f’), for any
two composable morphisms f and f’ of dg modules of complete degrees g and ¢/,
resp. Furthermore, a morphism of dg modules f : M — N of complete degree O¢
is said to be a quasi-isomorphism if H®(f) is an isomorphism of graded modules. It
is well-known that f is a quasi-isomorphism if and only if cone(f) is acyclic (see
[23], Cor. 1.5.4).

1.2 Graded and differential graded algebras and coalgebras, and
modules over the former

A (nonunitary) graded algebra over k is just a (nonunitary) algebra over k together
with a decomposition of k-modules A = ®,cc A9 satisfying that A9A9 C A9+,
forall g, ¢’ € G. We will also sometimes denote the product of A by (the morphism
of graded modules) pg : A® A — A. A morphism of graded algebras from a graded
algebra A to a graded algebra B is a morphism of graded modules f : A — B
such that f(aa’) = f(a)f(a’) for all a,a’ € A. A unitary graded algebra over k is a
nonunitary one together with an element 14 € A%, called the unit of A, satisfying
the usual axiom 14a = al4 = a for all a € A. We may also consider the unit of A
as a morphism of graded modules 774 : K — A which satisfies that p14 o (ida ® 74)
and p14 o (na ® id4) coincide with the canonical isomorphisms A ® k¥ — A and
k® A — A, resp. Given two unitary graded algebras A and B, a morphism of
unitary graded algebras is a morphism of the underlying nonunitary graded algebras
f+A— Bsuchthat f(14) = 1g. The opposite graded algebra A°P of a nonunitary
graded algebra A is given by the same graded module over k but with the product
aop b= (—1)deeadeebpy for all a,b € A homogeneous. In case A is unitary, A°P
also, with the same unit of A. If A and B are two nonunitary graded algebras,
the graded module structure over & of the tensor product A ® B is also a graded
algebra with the product (a ® a’)(b @ V') = (—1)d8 @ degbgp @ o/, If A and B are
unitary with units 14 and 15, resp., then A ® B is also unitary with unit 14 ® 1.
We consider the graded algebra A° = A® A°?, which is called the enveloping algebra
of A.

We also have the dual definitions. A (noncounitary) graded coalgebra over k is a
graded module C' = @,c¢CY together with a morphism of graded modules A¢ :
C — C'®C satisfying the coassociativity axiom (A¢ ®idc)oAc = (ide@A¢)oAc.
We define A(C?) : C' — C®" as the composition (Ag71)®idc)oAc, forn € N>3,and
Ag) = Ac. As usual, we may use the Sweedler notation A(gf) () =cy® - @cm)
for the iterated coproduct of an element ¢ € C (by the coassociativity axiom this
notation is consistent). A morphism of graded coalgebras from a graded coalgebra C to
a graded algebra D is a morphism of graded modules f : C — D suchthat Apof =
(f ® f) o Ac. A graded coalgebra C' is called counitary if there is a morphism of
graded modules ec : C' — k, called the counit of C, satisfying that (e¢ ® id¢) 0 Ac
and (id¢ ® ec) o A coincide with the canonical isomorphisms C' ~ k ® C and
C ~ C ® k, resp. Given two counitary graded coalgebras C' and D, a morphism of
counitary graded coalgebras is a morphism of the underlying noncounitary graded
coalgebras f : C' — D such that ep o f = ec. The coopposite graded coalgebra C'°°°P
of a noncounitary graded coalgebra C is given by the same graded module over &
but with coproduct Aceoor = 7¢ ¢ 0 A¢. If C is counitary, C°°°P is also, with the
same counit as the one of C. If C' and D are two noncounitary graded coalgebras,



the graded module structure over k& of the tensor product C ® D is also a graded
coalgebra with the coproduct Acgp = (idec ® 7¢,p ® idp) o (Ac ® Ap). If C and
D are counitary with counits ec and ep, resp., then C ® D is also counitary with
counit ec ® ep. The graded coalgebra C' ® C°°P is called the enveloping coalgebra of
C, and is denoted by C*.

A left (resp., right) graded module over a nonunitary graded algebra A is just
a left (resp., right) module over A such that it is a graded module over & for the
action of k given by restriction (i.e. provided with a decomposition of k-modules of
the form M = @, M?Y) satisfying that A9 M9 C M9'+9 (resp., MIAY C M99,
forall g,¢" € G. If Ais unitary, we say that M is a left (resp., right) graded module
if we further assume that 1,m = m (resp., mla = m) for all m € M. A graded
bimodule over A will be just a left graded module over the enveloping algebra A°.

In the rest of this subsection, unless further explanation is required, we shall
usually refer to the term graded algebra (resp., graded coalgebra), differential
graded algebra (resp., differential graded coalgebra), module over a graded al-
gebra (resp., comodule over a graded coalgebra), etc. without explicitly indicating
whether there is a unit (resp., counit) or not to indicate that the definitions and con-
structions apply to each possibility in the sense that either the adjective nonunitary
should be applied to them altogether, or else the adjective unitary.

If M is a left (resp., right) graded module and g € G, define M|g] to be the left
(resp., right) graded module over A with the new action of A given by a - m =
(—1)%s dee2qm (resp., with the same action) such that the complete degree shifts as
M [g}gl = M99 Note that, if M is a left (resp., right) graded module over A, then
it is also a right (resp., left) graded module over A°P with the same structure of
graded module over k and right (resp., left) action ma = (—1)d8@dee™mgm (resp.,
am = (—1)desadesmmq) over A°P. For any two left (resp., right) graded modules
M and N over A, homy (M, N) is the space of A-linear maps of complete degree
zero, and Hom (M, N) = @geqhoma(M, N[g]), which is obviously a graded k-
module. Note that, if M and N are left (resp., right) graded modules over 4,
this implies that Hom (M, N) is the subspace of Hom(M, N) given by sums of
homogeneous maps satisfying that f(am) = (—1)d¢/desaqf(m) (resp., f(ma) =
f(m)a), for a € A and m € M homogeneous elements. These latter are called
morphisms of graded left (resp., right) A-modules (of some complete degree). Notice
that the graded left (resp., right) A-module structure on M|g] is tantamount to
requiring that the map sys 4 : M — M|g] is a morphism graded left (resp., right) A-
modules. We may point out that there are similar definitions of graded comodules
over graded coalgebras, to which the previous constructions also apply mutatis
mutandi. Since we will not need these, we do not provide such definitions, but we
let the interested reader to elaborate on them.

A nonunitary (resp., unitary) differential graded algebra (or dg algebra) over k is a
nonunitary (resp., unitary) graded algebra over k together with a homogeneous k-
linear map d4 : A — A of complete degree (1,0¢) satisfying the Leibniz identity,
ie. da(ab) = da(a)b+ (—1)%€%d4(b), for all a,b € A homogeneous, and d4 = 0
(resp., da(14) = 0 and d% = 0). As in the case of unitary graded algebras, we
may also consider the unit of A as a morphism of dg modules 74 : k¥ — A which
satisfies the same axioms as before. Note that the dg module structure on & stated
before is compatible with its structure of unitary algebra, turning k into a unitary
dg algebra. The graded k-module given by the cohomology H*(A) of A is in fact
a nonunitary (resp., unitary) graded algebra with the product induced by that of
A (resp., and the unit of H*(A) is the cohomology class of the unit of A). Note
that if A is a dg algebra over k, then the opposite graded algebra together with
the same differential d 4 is also a dg algebra over k. Analogously, for A and B two
dg algebras, the dg module structure over k of the tensor product A ® B with the



product (and unit if A and B are unitary) described above for graded algebras is
also a dg algebra. In this case, the enveloping algebra A€ of a dg algebra A is also
a dg algebra.

A noncounitary (resp., counitary) differential graded coalgebra (or dg coalgebra) over
k is a noncounitary (resp., counitary) graded coalgebra C over k provided with a
morphism of graded k-modules do : C — C of complete degree (1,04) satisfy-
ing that A¢ o de = (ide ® do + de ® ide) o Ag, and d% = 0 (resp., ec o dc = 0
and d?, = 0). Note also that the canonical isomorphism k¥ — k ® k turns the dg
module & into a dg coalgebra, which is further counitary by setting ¢, = idy. If &
is Von Neumann regular, the graded k-module given by the cohomology H*(C')
of C has a coproduct (resp., and a counit) induced by that of C, by the Kiinneth
formula, so it becomes a noncounitary (resp., counitary) graded coalgebra. If C
is a dg coalgebra over k, then the coopposite graded coalgebra together with the
same differential d¢ is also a dg coalgebra over k. Analogously, for C' and D two
dg coalgebras, the dg module structure over k of the tensor product C® D with the
coproduct (and counit if C and D are counitary) described above for graded coal-
gebras is also a dg coalgebra. As for the case of algebras, the enveloping coalgebra
C*° of a dg coalgebra C is also a dg coalgebra.

A left (resp., right) differential graded module (or dg module) over a dg algebra A is
a left (resp., right) graded A-module M = @®4cc MY such that it is also a dg module
over k, for the action of k coming from restriction (i.e. together with a homoge-
neous k-linear map dp; : M — M of complete degree (1,0¢), such that d3, = 0),
which satisfies the Leibniz identity, i.e. da(am) = da(a)m + (—1)%%dy (m)
(resp., dyr(ma) = dyr(m)a + (—1)48™md4(a)), for all a € A and m € M homo-
geneous. If M is a left (resp., right) dg module over A and g € G, M|g] is the
left (resp., right) dg module over A with the same graded module structure over
A as defined previously and differential given by its structure of dg module over
k,ie. dyg = (—1)%sdp. Note that for any two left (resp., right) dg modules M
and N over a dg algebra A the space Hom 4 (M, N) is obviously a dg k-module for
Artomaaa, ) (f) = dn o f — (—=1)48 S f odys. A morphism of differential graded modules
over A of complete degree g is an element f € Hom (M, N) of degree d satisfying that
dy o f = (=1)is f odyy, ie. itis cocycle of complete degree g of the dg k-module
Homa (M, N). Note that s5s,4 is a morphism of dg modules over A, for any dg
A-module M and g € G. As in the case of dg modules over k,if f : M — Nisa
morphism of dg modules over A of complete degree g, then, for each ¢’,¢" € Z,
we may consider

fig)h: Mg - Nig"),

which is a morphism of dg modules over A of degree g + g’ — ¢”’. Also, notice that,
if M is a left (resp., right) dg module over A, then it is also a right (resp., left) dg
module over A°P with the same structure of dg module over k£ and right (resp.,
left) action as in the case of graded modules over A°P. Indeed, it is trivial to check
that this satisfies the Leibniz identity, so it defines a structure of dg module over
A. A differential graded bimodule (or dg bimodule) over A is defined as a left dg mod-
ule over the enveloping algebra A°. As before, we endow the graded k-module
Hom (M, N) with differential d(f) = dy o f — (—=1)%8/ f o d)y, so it becomes a
dg module over k. Again, we notice that there are similar definitions of differ-
ential graded comodules over dg coalgebras, to which the previous constructions
also apply straightforward, but we will not give them for they are not going to be
required.

Let M be a dg module over a dg algebra A. It is called free if it is isomorphic
to a direct sum of dg modules over A of the form A[g;], for a family {g; : i € I} of
elements of G, where I is a set of indices. We say that M is semi-free if there is an
increasing filtration { M, };en, of dg submodules of M over A such that that A/, = 0



(i.e. the filtration is Hausdorff), U,en,M; = M (i.e. the filtration is exhaustive) and
M;+1/M; is a free dg module over A for all i € Ny (see [1]], Subsection 1.11, (4)).
Equivalently, M is semi-free if there exists a set B C M of homogeneous elements
which gives a basis of the underlying graded module of M over the underlying
graded algebra of A with the following property. For any S C B, let 6(S) C B be
the smallest subset among all of the subsets T of B such that d(95) is included in
the A-linear span of 7. Then, the previously mentioned property is that for every
b € B, there is n € N such that §"({b}) = 0 (see [2], Prop. 8.2.3). Itis a very
simple exercise to prove that if M is provided with an increasing Hausdorff and
exhaustive filtration {M;}icn, of dg submodules of M over A such that M, /M;
is a semi-free dg module over A for all i € Ny, then M is also semi-free (see [2],
Cor. 8.2.4).

We say that a dg module M over a dg algebra A is homotopically projective if
given any acyclic dg module N over A (i.e. H*(N) = 0) and every morphism of
dg modules f : M — N, thereis h € hom (M, N[—1]) (called a homotopy between
f and 0) such that d(h) = f. As noticed by [2], any semi-free dg module is ho-
motopically projective. This follows directly from the easy fact that any homotopy
between f|y;, and the zero map can be extended to a homotopy between f|x/,, ,
and the corresponding zero map. Indeed, this can be easily proved by diagram
chasing arguments applied to the following exact sequence of dg modules over k
provided with morphisms of complete degree zero

HOmA(Mi_;,_l/Mi,N) — HOmA(Mi+17N) — HOmA(MZ‘,N) — 0.

A semi-free resolution of M is a dg module F' over A together with a morphism
of dg A-modules f : F — M of complete degree zero such that it is a quasi-
isomorphism. As noted in [1]], Subsection 1.11, (6), a semi-free resolution always
exists, and the morphism f can be even choosen to be surjective (see [2], Thm.
8.3.2). The construction of the pair (F, f) is given by the direct limit of a recursive
contruction of pairs (F;, f;)ien, satisfying that {F}};cn, is an increasing sequence
of dg A-modules with Fy = 0 and F;;/F; free, f; : F; — M is a morphism of
dg A-modules of complete degree zero and f;y1|nm, = fi for all i € Ny. The in-
ductive step is given as follows. Suppose we have constructed (F}, f;);=o,...; as
before, for some ¢ € Ny, then one takes a free dg A-module P together with a mor-
phism P — cone(f;)[—1] which induces a surjective morphism between cohomol-
ogy groups (this can be easily done by taking P the free dg A-module generated
by a set of cocycles, whose cohomology class generate the cohomology of the cone
cone(f;)[—1]). Set

Fiq = cone((pl){:l} o),

where p; : cone(f;) — F;[1] is the morphism of dg modules given by the canonical
projection, and define f;y; : Fiy1 — M as
fir1(p€) = (2o 7)) () + file),

where (p,e) € P[1] @ F;, pa : cone(f;) — M is the morphism of graded modules
given by the canonical projection (it is not a morphism of dg modules!). It is easy
to check that f;11 is a morphism of dg A-modules, there is a canonical inclusion of
dg A-modules F; C Fiy1, fiyi|lr, = fi and Fi41/F;, ~ P is a free dg A-module.
It is clear that F' is semi-free and f is surjective. Let us see that it is a quasi-
isomorphism. It is easy to see that the inclusion F; C F;;; of dg A-modules induce
in turn an inclusion cone(f;) — cone(f;+1) of dg A-modules, thanks to the prop-
erty fi+1|r, = fi. We thus obtain an increasing Hausdorff and exhaustive filtration
{cone(f;)}ien, of dg A-modules of cone(f). Since filtered colimits are exact (see
[23], Thm. 2.6.15), they commute with taking cohomology, so the cohomology of




cone( f) is the direct limit of the system given by { H*(cone(f;))}ien, together with
the cohomology classes of the maps cone(f;) — cone(fit+1), for i € Ny. The latter
morphisms H*®(cone(f;)) — H*(cone(f;+1)) vanish by construction, which implies
thus that H*(cone(f)) = 0, which in turn implies that f is a quasi-isomorphism.

1.3 The bar resolution and Hochschild (co)homology of dg alge-
bras

We recall that, for A and B two unitary dg algebras over £, the free product A x, B
of A and B is given as a unitary graded algebra over k by

Ty(A® B)/(14 —1p,a®ad —ad ,b @ —bb : foralla,a’ € Aand b,b" € B),

where T (V) is the tensor algebra on a graded module V over k. Note that the
canonical inclusions i4 : A - A%, B and ip : B — A %, B are morphisms of
graded k-algebras. Then A %5, B has a natural structure of graded A-bimodule via
i4 and of graded B-bimodule via ip. The differential d4 of A can be extended as
the unique derivation d,, g4 of A *;, B satisfying that d4., pja 014 = da and
das,B|a ©ip = 0. The same applies to the differential dp, providing a derivation
dA*kB|B on A*k B. Note that dA*kB\AdA*kB|B = _dA*kB|BdA*kB|A- The differential
dax, B of Axj. Bisjust the derivation d 4., p|a + da., B - Hence, we see that A, B
has in fact a natural structure of dg A-bimodule via i 4 and of dg B-bimodule via
ip. By abuse of notation, we usually write d 4 instead of d 4., p|4 and dp instead of
d s+, B|B- Note that A x; B is just the coproduct of A and B in the category of the
dg algebras over k.

Let k[e] be the differential graded algebra whose underlying k-module is the
usual polynomial algebra on the indeterminate ¢, where the degree of e is —1 and
the weight is zero, provided with the differential of complete degree (1,0¢-) given
by the derivation 9/J¢, i.e. the unique derivation satisfying that 9/9¢(¢) = 1. Con-
sider the differential graded algebra given by the free product Axy, k[e], and the dif-
ferential induced by d4 and 0/0e. Following V. Drinfeld (cf. [12], Subsection 4.3),
the augmented (nonreduced or unnormalized) bar complex of A is just another “presen-
tation” of the differential graded algebra A *; k[e] with the differential given by
da + 0/0e. We will explain what this means. Consider the graded A-bimodule
given by Bar(4) = ®,en, (A® A[1]®" ® A). If n € N we will typically denote an el-
ement ag®s(a1)®- - @s(a,)Qan+1 € AR A[1]®"® A in the form agaq]|. . . |an]ant1,
where ag,...,an,41 € Aand s : A — A[1] is the canonical morphism of degree —1
recalled in the third paragraph of Subsection In the same manner, we may
usually denote ag ® a1 by ag[Ja;. There is a canonical identification (as graded
A-bimodules, so the morphism is of complete degree zero) of Bar(A)[1] inside
Ay kle] given by spar(a)(aolar] ... |an]any1) — (—1)de8 0t Fdesantng e eq, .y,
for n > 0, where we have replaced each occurrence of the tensor on the left mem-
ber by ¢ and added a sign. Under this identification Bar(A) gets a differential ¢’
of complete degree (1,0 ), such that Bar(A) is a differential graded A-bimodule
(if we forget about the map 9/9¢ applied to elements apear). Moreover, under the
previous identifications, and seeing A inside Axyk[e] via i, the differential d 4, x|
of Axy, k[e] induces the map of graded A-bimodules (of complete degree zero) from
Bar(A) to A whose restriction to A ® A is given by the product of A, and the re-
striction to A ® A[1]%™ ® A, for n # 0, vanishes. In fact, it is clear that using the
previous maps A *; kle] is identified (as a graded A-bimodule) with the cone of
the morphism of dg A-bimodules Bar(A) — A of complete degree O¢. That this
map Bar(A4) — A is a quasi-isomorphism is tantamount to the fact that its cone is
acyclic, or, under the previous identification, that A k[e] is acyclic. This last state-
ment follows easily from the fact that the cohomology H*(A x;, k[e]) is a unitary
algebra whose unit vanishes, since 14, k[ = dax, k[ (€)-



The augmented reduced (or normalized) bar complex is just what becomes identi-
fied when we consider (A % k[e])/(¢?) instead of A % k[e]. In this case, the un-
derlying graded A-bimodule will be given by Bar(A4) = @,en,4 @ A[1]%" @ A,
where A = A/k.1,4 (as graded k-modules). We will still denote an element ag ®
5(a1) ®@ - @ 5(Ay) @ any1 € A® A[1]®" @ A in the form agay|. .. |an]a, 1, where
ag, - . ., ant1 € A, thus omitting the bars for simplicity. This will mean in particular
that an element agla1] . . . |an]an+1 in the reduced bar complex of A vanishes if there
is some index i € {1,...,n} such that qa; is scalar multiple of 1 4. The previous iso-
morphisms now induce an identification of Bar(A)[1] inside (A *, k[e])/(e?), and
by the same arguments it becomes a dg A-bimodule with differential b, which is a
resolution of A4, also by the map whose restriction to A ® A is given by the product
of A, and whose restriction to A ® A[1]®" ® A vanishes for n # 0. As for the case of
the bar complex, the dg A-bimodule (A *, k[e])/(€?) is identified by the previous
map with the cone of the morphism of dg A-bimodules Bar(A) — A of complete
degree O¢g. This last map is proved to be a quasi-isomorphism using the same ar-
guments as in the previous paragraph. This in turn implies that the morphism of
differential graded A-bimodules Bar(A) — Bar(A) given by taking quotients is
a quasi-isomorphism, for the latter is induced (using the previous identifications)
by the canonical quotient morphism A = kle] — (A * kle])/(e?) of differential
graded algebras. We remark that the previously defined differential &’ coincides
with the differential dy +d; defined in [9]], Subsection 2.2, of the differential graded
A-bimodule B(A; A; A) considered there (which, as a graded A-bimodule, coin-
cides with Bar(A)). More explicitly, the previously referred maps are given by

d()(a()[al‘ . |an]an+1) :dA(a())[a1| N |an]an+1
=Y (-D%alas| ... |da(a:)| ... |an]ani1
i=1

+ (=1 aolar]. .. |an]da(antr),
and

dy(aglai] ... |an)ani1) =(—=1)%€%aga;[as] . . . |an]ani1
n
+ Z(—l)éiao[al\ .- |ai_1ai| .. \an]an_H
i=2
— (=1)agla1|...|an—1]anani1,

where ¢; = degag + (Z;;ll dega;) —i+ 1, and where it is assumed that the expres-
sion aglay]| .. .|an]an+1 vanishes if a; = A1 4, forsome A € kand i € {1,...,n}. The
same expression of the differential hold for the nonreduced bar complex.

The following result justifies the relevance of the bar resolution. It was proved
for augmented dg algebras and the reduced bar resolution in [6], Lemma 4.3,
though exactly the same proof applies verbatim to this more general case. We
will provide it for completeness.

Lemma 1.1. Let A be a unitary differential graded algebra such that the underlying dg
k-module of A is semi-free. Then the previously considered morphism of differential graded
A-bimodules Bar(A) — A (or Bar(A) — A) is in fact a semi-free resolution of A.

Proof. The fact that Bar(4) — A (or Bar(A) — A) is a quasi-isomorphism of dg
A-bimodules was already shown at the end of the second and the beginning of the
third paragraphs of this section. It remains to prove that Bar(A) (or Bar(A)) is a
semi-free dg bimodule over A. Let us prove it for the nonreduced bar resolution,
the case of the reduced one being analogous. Since A is a semi-free dg k-module,



the same applies to the dg k-module A[1], and to the tensor products A[1]®". This
in turn implies that the dg A-bimodule A® A[1]®" ® A (provided only with the dif-
ferential induced by d4, i.e. dg given before) is semi-free. The proof ends by using
the last property of semi-free modules given in the antepenultimate paragraph of
the previous subsection by noting that the previous dg A-bimodule A® A[1]*" ® A
is isomorphic to the quotient 7}, /T, _1, for the increasing Hausdorff and exhaus-
tive filtration {7}, },en, of Bar(A) given by the dg A-bimodules whose underlying
graded modules are T,, = &' ;A ® A[1]®* ® A for all n € Nj. O

Let now M be a dg bimodule over A. The Hochschild homology H(A, M) of
A with coefficients on M is just the homology of the complex M ® 4. Bar(A), or
equivalently, M ® 4 %(A), with differential dys ®ae idp, (a) + idar ®ae V', or
dyr @ae id Bo(4) + idpr ®4e b/, respectively. We recall the canonical identification
@A 0 M @ae Bar(A) — M ® T(s(A)) of the form m ®ac agla1|...|an]ans1 —
(—1)deganti(degmt(Gigdegai)tn)g \1mag @ [ay]...|a,]. By means of the former
isomorphism we induce a differential of the form D{, + D} on M ® T(s(A)) given

by

Do(m @ [a1] . [an]) =d(m) & [aa] ... |an]

—Z E’m® [a1]...|da(a;)]...|an]

(1.1)
+Z DEm @ [aq]. .. |ai_1aq] .. . |an],
and
Dy(m @ [a1] ... |ay]) =(=1)"F"ma, @ [az] . .. |an] (1.2)
— (=1)F(egantD g m @ [ay] ... |an_1], ’
where €; = degm + (Z;;ll dega;) — i+ 1, and as usual the expression [a1]. .. |ax]
vanishes if a; = Al 4, for some A € kand ¢ € {1,...,n}. The same expression of

the differential hold for the nonreduced bar complex. Note that our expression of
differential coincides with the corresponding one of [21]], Subsection 2.1, if one un-
derstands in their equation before (10), and following their notation, that the sum
is indexed over i = 0,...,p,and >, _,(lax| + 1) + 1 (ie i—t(lag] + 1) + 1) is in
fact |ag| + (Jar + 1|) + - - - + (|a;—1] + 1), so it vanishes if i = 0, by the principle of
summing over the empty set (here | | is our cohomological degree). Note that the
expressions written before to interpret ) ©, _,(|ax|41)+1 coincide fori > 1. Accord-
ingly, if we regard the convention of [19], Section 2, (2.2), and also following their
notation, n; should be understood as ((|ag| — 1) +|a1| + - - - + |a;—1|) + 1 (following
the interpretation consistent with their identity (2.1) and not with their definition
before (1.1)) and not as Zi;é(|ak|) (here | |is our cohomological degree plus one).
The difference between the two expressions is only apparent when j = 0, for the
latter gives 0, being a sum indexed over an empty set. With this interpretation, our
differential would just be b — ¢ instead of b + ¢ in the notation of that article.
Analogously, the Hochschild cohomology H*(A, M) of A with coefficients on M
is given by the cohomology of the complex Hom . (Bar(A), M), or equivalently,
Hom 4. (Bar(A), M), with differential f +— dy; o f — (=1)99F f o b/, or f + dps o
f— (=1)%9/ f o b/, respectively. More explicitly, using the canonical identification
@AM Hom pe (Bar(A), M) — Hom(T(s(A)), M) given by @M (f)([a1]...|a,]) =
f(lalai]...|an]la), we get that the latter complex induces a differential given by a
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sum Dy + D;, whose value at f € Hom(T(s(A)), M) is
Do(f)(lar] - -lan]) =dar(f([ar] .- - |an]))

1(—1)”f([al\~~~|dA(ai)\~~~|an]) 13)

+

-

?

(71)Eif([a1‘ . |a¢_1a,;| e \a"]),

v

<
[
N

and

Di(f)([aa] ... |an]) = — (~1)deBardes S0 q, f([ay] ... |ay))

+ (=D f([a1] - - - |an—1])an, (1.4)

where € = deg f + (23;11 dega;) — i+ 1, and as before it is supposed that the
expression [a1] ... |a,] vanishes if a; = A1 4, forsome A € kand i € {1,...,n}. The
same expression of the differential holds for the nonreduced bar complex. Notice
that our expression of differential does coincide with the corresponding one of [19],
Section 1, Definition 1.1, or [21], Subsection 2.2, p. 80.

1.4 The bar construction and Hochschild (co)homology of aug-
mented dg algebras

We are interested in the Hochschild (co)homology H*(A, A) of A with coefficients
on the same dg algebra A (also denoted by HH*(A)) under the slightly stronger
assumption of A being an augmented dg algebra. We recall that a unitary dg alge-
bra A is called augmented if there is a morphism €4 : A — k of unitary dg algebras.
In this case, T4 = Ker(ey) is called the augmentation ideal of A. A morphism of
augmented dg algebras f : A — A’ is a morphism of unitary dg algebras such that
ear o f = e4. Analogously, a counitary dg coalgebra C is said to be coaugmented if
there exists a morphism of counitary dg coalgebras n¢c : k — C. We will usually
denote the coaugmentation cokernel C'/Im(n¢c) of C by J¢, which is a (nonuni-
tary) dg coalgebra. As in the case of augmented dg algebras, J¢ is canonically
identified with Ker(ec), and under that identification the coproduct of Ker(ec) is
given by Ac(c) — 1l¢ ® ¢ — ¢ ® 1¢, for ¢ € Ker(ec), where 1¢ = ne(1x). We shall
denote such an element by Aker(e.)(c), Or ¢(}) ® ¢5). A morphism of coaugmented
dg coalgebras f : ¢’ — C is a morphism of counitary dg coalgebras such that

fonc =nc.

1.4.1 Twists of (augmented) dg algebras

One natural question is whether we may “perturb” the differential d4 of an aug-
mented dg algebra A such that the resulting dg k-module is still an augmented dg
algebra for the previous product, unit and augmentation. We will be concerned
with the much simpler issue of finding a homogeneous element a € A®:%¢") such
that d4 . = da+ad(a), where ad(a) : A — A is the morphism of graded k-modules
of degree (1,0¢) given by @’ + [a,d’] = aa’ — (—1)%°8% d/q, is a differential, i.e.
d% , = 0, and A is an augmented dg algebra for the same product, unit and aug-
mentation as before but new differential d4 ,. It is clear that the map da, is a
differential if and only if d4(a) + aa = da(a) + [a, a]/2 lies in the (graded) center
of A (the latter identity having meaning if the characteristic of & is different from
2), and in particular if d4(a) + aa = 0, which is called the Maurer-Cartan equation
for a (this can be done in fact for any dg Lie algebra if the characteristic is different
from 2). It is trivially verified that d4 , is always a derivation, that d4 ,(14) = 0
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and €4 0da,, = 0, so A is an augmented algebra for d4 , if and only if the latter
is a differential. This is always the case if a satisfies the Maurer-Cartan equation.
The procedure of obtaining d 4 , from d4 and an element a satisfying the Maurer-
Cartan equation is usually called a twist of the differential, and the new augmented
dg algebra is called the twisted augmented dg algebra of (A,da) by a. Moreover, we
see that this latter twisting construction is natural, in the sense thatif f : A — A’is
a morphism of augmented dg algebras and a € A1) satisfies the Maurer-Cartan
equation, then f(a) € (A’)1%') also satisfies the Maurer-Cartan equation and f
can be regarded as a morphism of augmented dg algebras for A and A’ provided
with the new differentials d4 , and d 4/ ¢(,), respectively.

Suppose further that we are given a dg A-bimodule M of an augmented dg
algebra A. Let us consider an element a € A(1:%¢") solution to the Maurer-Cartan
equation, so we may regard the new augmented dg algebra structure on A given
by only changing the differential by d4 ,. One may wonder how to twist the dif-
ferential dps of M in order to still define a dg bimodule with the same action map
A® M ® A — M over the new augmented dg algebra A provided with the dif-
ferential d4 4. It is clear that the only condition one needs to verify for the new
differential on M is the Leibniz identity, for the others are automatic. Further-
more, it is easily verified that the new differential dy ., given by das +ad(a), where
ad(a) : M — M is the morphism of graded k-modules of degree (1,04) given by
m — am — (—1)4°8™maq, satisfies the Leibniz identity and thus defines on M the
structure of a dg bimodule over the augmented dg algebra A provided with the
differential d4 ,. If M and N are two dg bimodules over the augmented dg alge-
bra A with differential d4, and g : M — N is a morphism of dg bimodules, then
it is also a morphism of dg bimodules over the augmented dg algebra A provided
with the differential d4 ., when we regard M and N with differentials dj;,, and
d N q, respectively.

1.4.2 The convolution algebra and the tensor product module

The following constructions are well-known (see [20], Lemme 1.35). Let C be a
coaugmented dg coalgebra a A an augmented dg algebra. Consider the dg k-
module given by Hom/(C, A). It is in fact an augmented dg algebra with product
given by

$x1=pao(d®v)o A,

unit n4 o ¢ and augmentation ¢ — (e4 o ¢ o nc)(1x). We remark that, using the
Sweedler notation, the coproduct can be written as

(& ¥)(c) = (~1)4BV I g(cr) )y (c),

for ¢ € C. Note that the previous construction is natural, i.e. if f' : C’ — C'is amor-
phism of coaugmented dg coalgebras and f : A — A’ is a morphism of augmented
dg algebras, then the morphism of dg k-modules Hom(f’, f) : Hom(C,A) —
Hom(C', A’) given by ¢ — f o ¢ o f’isin fact a morphism of augmented dg al-
gebras. If k is semisimple, it is clear that if f' and f are quasi-isomorphisms, then
Hom(f', f) is so (see [3]], §5.2. Cor. 1, and §2.5, Ex. 4).

Moreover, given M any dg bimodule over A we see that the dg k-module given
by the tensor product M ® C has a structure of a dg bimodule over Hom(C, A). The
action is given by

¢ - (m ® c) ) = (71)6¢(C(3)).m.1/)(0(1)) ® €(2)s
wherem € M, ce€ C, ¢,v € Hom(C, A), and

€ = deg v deg c + deg c(3)(degm + deg c(1) + deg c(z) + deg1)).
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If f/: C" — C is a morphism of coaugmented dg coalgebras and g : M’ — M isa
morphism of dg bimodules over 4, then g® f’ is a morphism of dg bimodules over
Hom(C, A), where M'®@C" has the structure of dg bimodule over Hom(C, A) given
by the restriction of scalar through Hom/(f’,id4) : Hom(C, A) — Hom(C’, A). Pro-
vided k is Von Neumann regular (in particular, this holds if & is semisimple), if f’
and g are quasi-isomorphisms, then g ® f’ is also (see [3], §4.7. Théo. 3).

Suppose that M has in fact two graded-commuting dg A-bimodule structures,
ie. M is adg A°bimodule (e.g. M = A°). In this case one may use one of the
dg bimodule structures over A on M to induce the dg bimodule structure over
Hom(C,A) on M ® C, whereas the second dg bimodule structure over A on M
gives in fact a dg A-bimodule structure on M ® C by the formula

a(m® c)d’ = (—1)%8¥ degc(yma/) @ ¢,

where we remark that we are using the second dg A-bimodule structure on M.
Moreover, both structures are compatible, i.e. M ® C has in fact a dg bimodule
over Hom(C, A) ® A.

1.4.3 The twisted convolution algebra and the twisted tensor product

A solution 7 € Hom(C, A) to the Maurer-Cartan equation on the augmented dg
algebra Hom(C, A) which also satisfies that ec o 7 = 0 and 7 o4 = 0 is called a
twisting cochain (some authors call these admissible twisting cochains, because for
them the term twisting cochain is any solution of the Maurer-Cartan equation of
Hom(C, A). See for e.g. [14], Déf. 2.2.1.1). We will denote the augmented dg
algebra Hom(C, A) with the twisted differential dsop.(c,4), by Hom™(C, A). By
the last paragraph of the two previous subsubsections, it is easy to see that the
twist construction is natural, i.e. given 7 € Hom(C, A) a twisting cochain, a mor-
phism of coaugmented dg coalgebras f’ : C' — C and a morphism of augmented
dg algebras f : A — A, Hom(f', f)(1) € Hom(C’, A’) is a twisting cochain and
Hom(f’, f) induces a morphism of augmented dg algebras from Hom™(C, A) to
Hom°™°/"(C" A"). Even for k semisimple and f and f’ quasi-isomorphisms, the
latter map need not be a quasi-isomorphism. A typical example would be as fol-
lows. Consider the quasi-isomorphism Hom(B*(Ay), Ay) — Hom(k,Ay) ~ Ay
of augmented dg algebras given by composition with the canonical injection k¥ C
Bt (Ay), where A is a unitary algebra and A is the augmented algebra recalled in
the fifth paragraph of Subsubsection (the fact that it is a quasi-isomorphism
follows from the comments in that paragraph). It is clear that the image of the
twisting cochain 74, under the previous mapping is zero, so we get a morphism
Hom™+(B1(A4), Ay) — Ay of augmented dg algebras. Taking cohomology we
obtain the morphism HH*(A,) — A, given by the composition of the canonical
projection HH®*(A,) — HHY(A;) ~ Z(A,) together with the inclusion of the
center Z(A4) of Ay inside A4. If A is noncommutative we see that the previous
map in cohomology is not an isomorphism.

Given M any dg bimodule over 4, and a twisting cochain 7 in Hom(C, A), we
see that we may twist the differential dj;gc of the tensor product M ® C, which
is a dg bimodule over the augmented dg algebra Hom(C, A), in order to obtain
the dg bimodule provided with the differential dy;gc - over the augmented dg
algebra Hom™(C, A). We shall denote this new dg bimodule by M @, C. If " :
C’" — C is a morphism of coaugmented dg coalgebras and g : M’ — M’ isa
morphism of dg bimodules over A, then g® f’ is a morphism of dg bimodules over
Hom™ (C, A) from M’ ®,o5 C' to M ®, C, where we regard M’ ®,.5 C' as a dg
bimodule over Hom™ (C, A) by means of the morphism of augmented dg algebras
Hom(f',ida) : Hom™ (C, A) — Hom™/ (C’, A). If M has two graded-commuting
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dg A-bimodule structures, so M ® C'is a dg bimodule over Hom(C, A) ® A, one
notices that the previous twisting construction implies that M ®;, C has in fact a
dg bimodule structure over Hom™ (C, A) ® A.

1.4.4 The bar constructions

We point out the well-known fact that the dg k-module given by k ® 4. Bar(A)
is further a coaugmented dg coalgebra, called the (reduced or normalized) bar con-
struction of A, and it is denoted by B*(A) (see [7], Section 19, but also [14], Nota-
tion 2.2.1.4, which we follow, though we do not use the same sign conventions).
Note that in this case the reduced bar resolution Bar(A) can be equivalently pre-
sented as the graded A-bimodule ®;en, A® 14[1]%'® A provided with a differential
given by the same expression, the isomorphism being induced by the obvious map
Iy — A/k. Moreover, using this identification we may construct an explicit quasi-
inverse to the canonical quasi-isomorphism Bar(4) — Bar(A) explained in the
third paragraph of Subsection Indeed, it is easy to check that the map

Dienc AR TA1]®" @ A — @ien, AR A1 @ A

induced by the inclusion 74[1] C A[1] is such a quasi-isomorphism. Now, using
the obvious isomorphism

k@ Bar(A) ~ @ 1a[1]%,
1€Np

induced by the identification explained previously, the coproduct is given by the
usual deconcatenation

n

A(laa] - |an]) = Z[a1| e @ [aita] . |an],

=0

where we set [a;]...|a;] = 1p+(a) if i > j, for 15+ 4) the image of 1, under the
canonical inclusion k = A[1]®° C BT (A). The differential, denoted by B, is triv-
ially seen to be of the form

n

B([a1]...|an]) = — Z(—l)éi [a1]...lda(a;)]...|an]

+3 (1)l Jai-1ai] ... |an),

=2

where ¢; = (Z;;ll dega;) — i+ 1. One checks easily that it is a coderivation. The
counit is given by the canonical projection BT(A) — I4[1]®° = k, and the coaug-
mentation is defined as the obvious inclusion k = I4[1]®° C B*(A). Since BT (A)
is a coaugmented tensor graded coalgebra, it is cocomplete. The image of its dif-
ferential B lies inside the augmentation kernel Ker(eg+(4)) of BT(A), so B is thus
uniquely determined by m; o B, where m; : BY(A) — I4[1] is the canonical pro-
jection (see [14], Lemme 1.1.2.2, Sections 2.1.1 and 2.1.2, and Notation 2.2.1.4). We
recall that a coaugmented graded coalgebra C is cocomplete (or sometimes de-
noted as conilpotent) if the (quotient) nonunitary graded coalgebra Jo = C/ Im(n¢)
satisfies that its primitive filtration given by

Ker(Aj.) C Ker(ASBC)) c---C Ker(AE,?) c...

is exhausting, i.e. its union is J¢. This composition map m; o B is written as the
sum of two terms by : I4[1] — I4[1] and by : 14[1]%? — I4[1] given by sa — —sda
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and sa ® sb +— (—1)4¢82+15(ab), for a,b € A homogeneous, resp. We note thus that
by = —sy,o0dao sjAl and by = —s7, o g © (s}g’f)_l. We warn the reader that even
though we have set up our sign conventions for the differential of the bar con-
struction in order to agree with several in the literature (e.g. [7], Section 19, or [15],
Section 8), and in particular they coincide with the “universally” accepted conven-
tions in case our dg algebra is a plain algebra, they differ from others (e.g. those
in the thesis [14] of K. Leféevre-Hasegawa, Ch. 1 and 2). By very definition, the
cohomology of B*(A) is the Tor group TorZ (k, k), where we recall that we should
switch from cohomological (upper) grading to homological (lower) grading by the
obvious relation V" = V_,, for n € Z, and where the Adams degree does not
change. We also note that, under this identification a morphism of cohomological
degree n becomes a morphism of homological degree —n.

We remark that there is a nonreduced (or unnormalized) bar construction B*(A)
of A given as a dg module over k by k ® 4. Bar(A4), which in turn is canonically
isomorphic to @;en, A[1]®? as graded k-modules. It is also a coaugmented dg coal-
gebra, and the formulas for the coproduct, the counit and the coaugmentation are
the same as for the reduced bar construction. Its underlying coaugmented graded
coalgebra structure is thus the one of a coaugmented tensor graded coalgebra. The
explicit form of the differential, which we denote by B, is however different from

the reduced case, namely, B([]) = 0 and for n € N we have that

B([a]...|an]) = — Z(_m [a1]...|da(ai)]...|an]
+ 3 (1) [aa] .. Jai—rai] .. |an]
=2
+ealar)|az] ... |an] — (1) e(an)[a1] ... |an—1],

where ¢; = (Z;;ll dega;) —i+1,and ay,...,a, € A. A rather long computation
shows it is in fact a coderivation. It is not difficult to verify that the image of
B lies inside the augmentation kernel of B*(A), so it is uniquely determined by
its composition with the canonical projection p; : B+(A) — A[l], which is just
the sum of two terms b; : A[l] — A[l] and by : A[1]%? — A[1] given by sa
—sda and sa ® sb +— (—1)9°8 1 5(ab) + €4 (a)sb — (—1)4°@9+e 1 (b)sa, for a,b € A
homogeneous, resp. Note that the definition just given before does not coincide
with the one given in [8], for our differential is different (due to the last two terms
in the explicit expression of B). In particular, their definition of nonreduced bar
construction of a unitary dg algebra is always quasi-isomorphic to k, whereas in
our case it will be quasi-isomorphic to the reduced bar construction.

Moreover, the quasi-isomorphism Bar(A4) — Bar(4) of dg A-bimodules given
by taking quotients and recalled in the third paragraph of Subsection |1.3|induces
a quasi-isomorphism B*(A4) — B*(A) of dg modules over k also given by tak-
ing quotients. By the explicit expressions for the coproduct, the counit and the
coaugmentation for both bar constructions the previous map is in fact a quasi-
isomorphism of coaugmented dg coalgebras. Furthermore, the quasi-isomorphism
Bar(A4) — Bar(A) of dg A-bimodules induced by the inclusion 74[1] C A[1] also
induces a quasi-isomorphism of coaugmented dg coalgebras B (A) — BT(A),
which is the quasi-inverse to the map Bt (A) — Bt (A).

We also want to stress the fact that the bar constructions are functorial. Indeed,
if f: A— A is amorphism of augmented dg algebras, the unique morphism
of coaugmented graded coalgebras B*(f) : BT(A) — B*(A’) whose composi-
tion with the canonical projection 7} : B*(A’) — Ia/[1], where I4 is the aug-
mentation kernel of A’, is given by the composition of the canonical projection
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m : BT (A) — 14[1], where 14 is the augmentation kernel of 4, together with — f[[ll]]

commutes with the differentials, so it gives a morphism of coaugmented dg coal-
gebras. It can be described explicitly as BT (f)([a1] ... |a,]) = [f(a1)|...|f(an)],
forn € Nyg and a1,...,a, € A. We remark that the minus sign in front of the f[[ll]]
was not quite arbitrary: had we chosen the plus sign, then we should have added
a (—1)" sign to the previous expression of B*(f). This would imply in particu-
lar that B*(id4) would be different from id g+ (a), so it would not be a functorial
choice. The explicit expression of the corresponding morphism of coaugmented dg
coalgebras Bt(f) : BT(A) — B*(A’) for the nonreduced bar construction is the
same as for the reduced one. Moreover, the quasi-isomorphisms B+ (A) — B*(A)
and B*(A) — B*(A) of coaugmented dg coalgebras described in the previous
paragraph yield in fact natural transformations. It is not difficult to show that,
given a morphism of augmented dg algebras f : A — A’ over a Von Neumann
regular ring k, f is a quasi-isomorphism if and only if B*(f) (or B*(f)) is also a
quasi-isomorphism (see [7]], Section 19, Ex. 1, p. 271, or [14], Lemme 1.3.2.2, and
Lemme 1.3.2.3, (a) and (b)).

If A is an augmented dg algebra and we consider its bar construction B*(A),
there is in fact a (normalized) universal twisting cochain T4 : BT (A) — A of A whose
restriction to I4[1]®" vanishes if n # 1 and such that its restriction to I4[1] is given
by minus the composition of canonical inclusion I4[1] € A[1] with s,;*. Analo-
gously, we also have a a unnormalized universal twisting cochain 74 : BT (A) — A
of A whose restriction to A[1]®" vanishes if n # 1 and such that its restriction to
A[1] is given by the composition of minus s, the projection A — I4 (which can
be described by the composition of the canonical projection A — A/k.14 with the
identification A/k.14 ~ I4) and the inclusion 74 — A. Note that, if f : A — A’ is
morphism of augmented dg algebras, then the morphism B*( f) satisfies that

fOTA:TA/OBJr(f) (15)

and the same expression holds for the corresponding morphism B (f) by consid-
ering the unnormalized universal twisting cochains.

1.4.5 The cobar constructions

Even though an analogous definition of the (un)reduced bar resolution for coaug-
mented dg coalgebras would be possible (e.g. following the lines of Drinfeld’s
idea), we would recall a more ad-hoc definition of the (un)reduced cobar con-
structions, without passing through the corresponding cobar resolutions. Given
a coaugmented dg coalgebra C, Q7 (C) denotes the augmented dg algebra called
the (reduced or normalized) cobar construction of C' (see e.g. [7], Section 19, or [15],
Def. 8.4). Its underlying augmented graded algebra structure is given by the ten-
sor algebra on the graded vector space Jo[—1] = C/Im(nc)[—1], with the product
defined by concatenation, unit given by the inclusion of £ and the obvious aug-
mentation given by the canonical projection onto k. Since the algebra is free, a
differential D is uniquely determined by its restriction to J[—1], which we take to
be the sum of two terms

_5501[71] odg ©8ja[-1]
and
(5?62‘[—1])71 o AJC e} SJC[—I]'

If n € N, an element of the form 57} _}(c1) @ -~ @ 537 _,1(¢,) will be typically

denoted by (c1]...|c,), where ¢4, ...,c, € C. Analogously, we may denote by ()
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the unit 1o+ (¢ of the algebra QO (C'). We may now write the differential D more
explicitly as
D({eal .- len)) = = D> (=1l .. [eialde(c)leigal - - [en)
i=1
- e;+degc. 1 _ _
+ D ()R e eialer g ler g el fen)
i=1

where A, (¢;) = Ci (1) @€ (o) and € = (Z;;ll deg ¢;) — i+ 1. Note the coincidence
with the sign in [15], Def. 8.4, but the difference with the one given in [§], Section
2.7. Notice that, using the identification between Jo and Ker(ec) given in the
first paragraph of Subsection[I.4, we may have equivalently presented the reduced
cobar construction of C as the tensor algebra on the graded vector space Ker(ec),
with the product defined by concatenation, unit given by the inclusion of k¥ and the
obvious augmentation given by the canonical projection onto k. The differential
given by the same expression as before, but one should use Ak, (), defined in
the first paragraph of Subsection[1.4} instead of A ;..

There is also a nonreduced (or unnormalized) cobar construction QF (C') of C, whose
underlying augmented graded algebra structure is given by the tensor algebra on
the graded vector space C[—1], with the product defined by concatenation, unit
given by the inclusion of k and the obvious augmentation given by the canonical
projection onto k. As in the reduced case, an element of the form 55[1_1] (c1) ®

e ® 35[1_1] (cn) will be usually denoted by {(c1]...|c,), where c1,...,¢, € C. The
explicit expression of the differential is given by

n

ﬁ(<01| N |Cn>) = — Z(—1)67 <Cl| . |ci_1|dc(ci)|ci+1| N |Cn>
=1
+ Y (=n)etdere e | e e qylen @) lcivl - len)
=1
+ (cler] - len) = (1) {er] - . Jen|1e),

where Ac(ci) = ¢;,(1) ® ¢;,(2)- One may easily check that it is a derivation of square

zero. As for the bar construction, there is a quasi-isomorphism of augmented dg al-

gebras QT (C') — Q1(C) given by the direct sum of the maps (—q[[h])‘@", for n € Ny,

where ¢ denotes the canonical projection C — C/Im(nc). Note that by conven-
tion, the underlying maps of —q[[ﬂ and of ¢ coincide. Furthermore, the previous
quasi-isomorphism has a quasi-inverse given by the morphism of augmented dg
algebras Q*(C) — Q1(C) induced by the inclusion Ker(ec)[—1] € C[~1], where
we have also used the identification between Jo and Ker(ec) given in the first
paragraph of this subsection. Notice again that our definition of nonreduced cobar
construction differs from the one given for instance in [8]], Subsection 2.7.

If C is a coaugmented dg coalgebra and we consider its cobar construction
QF(C), there is in fact a universal (normalized) twisting cochain 7€ : C — QF(C) of C,
given by the composition of the canonical projection C' — C/Im(n¢), 55} Im(ne) (1]
and the canonical inclusion of C/ Im(n¢)[—1] inside Q7 (C). Analogously, we also
have a a universal (unnormalized) twisting cochain 7€ : C' — Q*(C) of C given by
the composition of the projection C' — Ker(ec) (given by the composition of the
canonical projection C' — C/Im(n¢) and the identification C'/ Im(n¢) ~ Ker(e)),
the canonical inclusion Ker(ec) C C, 55[1_1] and the canonical inclusion of C[—1]

inside O (C). The adjective for the twisting cochains 74 and 7¢ is justified. In-
deed, given an augmented dg algebra A and a coaugmented dg coalgebra C, if

17



Tw(C, A) denote the set of twisting cochains from C to A, we have canonical maps
Hornaug-dg—alg(QJr (C)a A) - TW(Ca A) A HOIncoaug-dg—coalg(Cv B+(A))v (16)

where the left map is given by g + g o7 and the right one by f + 74 o f, the first
space of homomorphism denotes the set of morphisms of augmented dg algebras
and the last one the set of morphisms of coaugmented dg coalgebras. It is clear
that left map is a bijection, and the same holds for the right one provided C' is
cocomplete (see [14], Lemme 2.2.1.5). Moreover these maps are clearly seen to be
natural.

We also remark that the cobar constructions are functorial. Given f : C — C’
a morphism of coaugmented dg coalgebras, the unique morphism of augmented

graded algebras QO (f) : QT (C) — Q1 (C’) whose restriction to J¢[—1], where J¢

is the coaugmentation cokernel of C, is given by the composition of — f[[__ll]] with

the canonical inclusion Jo/[—1] — Q1(C’), where J¢ is the coaugmentation cok-
ernel of C’, commutes with the differentials, so it gives a morphism of augmented
dg algebras. It is given explicitly by Q" (f)({c1|...|cn)) = (f(c1)|...|f(cn)), for
n € Ng and ¢q,...,¢, € C. As for the bar construction we stress that the mi-
nus sign in front of the f[[:ll]] was not really arbitrary, since a plus sign would
have added a (—1)" sign to the previous expression of Q*(f), so in particular
Q7 (id¢) would be different from idg+ () and it would not be a functorial choice.
The explicit expression of the corresponding morphism of augmented dg algebras
Qt(f) : QT (C) — QF(C") for the nonreduced cobar construction is the same as
for the reduced one. Moreover, the quasi-isomorphisms Q(C) — Q(C) and
Q+(C) — QO (C) of augmented dg algebras described in the previous paragraph
yield in fact natural transformations. Note that, if f : C' — C’ is a morphism of
coaugmented dg coalgebras, then

Tcof:QJr(f)O'rCl (1.7)

and the same expression holds for the corresponding morphism Q- (f) by consid-
ering the unnormalized universal twisting cochains.

We would like to note that, in contrast with the property of preservation of
quasi-isomorphisms of the bar construction(s) for augmented dg algebras, it may
occur that a morphism of coaugmented dg coalgebras f : C — C’ is a quasi-
isomorphism such that QF(f) (or Q*(f)) is not. A typical example of such a situ-
ation may be constructed as follows. We will also assume in the rest of this sub-
subsection that k is a semisimple. Take A a unitary dg algebra and consider the
augmented dg algebra A whose underlying dg k-module is given by A @ k, and
with product (a, ) - (', \') = (aa’ + aX + Xa, A\X'), unit n4, given the canonical
inclusion k& C A, of the form A — (04, ) and augmentation e, given by the
canonical projection Ay — k. It is easy to check that B (14, ) and BT (e4, ) are
in fact quasi-isomorphisms of coaugmented dg coalgebras, for the underlying dg
k-module of B*(A,) is just k & Bar(A)[2], but Q" (BT (na,)) and QF(B*(ea,))
are not, since QT (BT (A} )) is quasi-isomorphic to A;. We remark however that
if C and C” are cocomplete, and either Q*(f) or Q*(f) is a quasi-isomorphism,
then f is also (see for instance [14]], Lemme 1.3.2.2, and Lemme 1.3.2.3, (a) and (c).
For this last item see also the corresponding errata). Following the terminology
of K. Lefevre-Hasegawa (see [[14], the definitions before Thm. 1.2.1.2), we will say
that morphism of cocomplete coaugmented dg coalgebras f : C — C’ is a weak
equivalence if QF(f) (or, equivalently, Q*(f)) is a quasi-isomorphism. There is a
standard criterion for a morphism f of cocomplete coaugmented dg coalgebras
to be a weak equivalence, which we now recall. In order to do so, we need to
introduce the following definitions. We say that a coaugmented dg coalgebra C
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has an admissible filtration (or that C is admissibly filtered), if there is an exhaustive
increasing sequence {C;};en, of coaugmented dg subcoalgebras of C, such that
Co = k.1¢. The primitive filtration of a cocomplete coaugmented dg coalgebra C,
given by C; = Ker(Af}cﬂ)) ® k.lc,ifi € Nand Cy = k.1¢, is admissible, by its
very definition. It is clear in this case that it is in fact a filtration of C by coaug-
mented dg coalgebras, which induces a filtration of augmented dg algebras on
Q7 (0), that induces in turn an admissible filtration on BT (Q"(C')), which is called
the C-primitive filtration. Given a coaugmented dg coalgebra C with an admissible
filtration, we may construct the associated graded object,

Gre, (C) = @ Ci/Ci,

1€Ng

that may be in principle regarded as a graded k-module over the grading group
G x 7Z, where the last factor comes from the index ¢ of the filtration, that will be
called the filtration grading. Now, we further provide with the unique differential
induced by that of C which preserves the filtration grading, and it thus becomes a
dg module over k. Given two coaugmented dg coalgebras C' and C’ provided
with admissible filtrations {C;}ien, and {C}}ien,, resp., a filtered morphism is a
morphism f : C — C’ of coaugmented dg coalgebras such that f(C;) C CY, for
all i € Ny. It further induces a unique morphism Gr(f) : Grg, (C) — Gre, (C')
of dg k-modules preserving the filtration grading, called the associated graded mor-
phism. We say that f is a filtered quasi-isomorphism if the associated graded mor-
phism Gr(f) is a quasi-isomorphism. Given a filtered morphism f : C — '
of cocomplete coaugmented dg coalgebras provided with admissible filtrations, it
can be proved that f is a weak equivalence if it is a filtered quasi-isomorphism
(see [14], Lemme 1.3.2.2). Moreover, given a morphism f : A — A’ of augmented
dg algebras, B*(f) is a filtered morphism of coaugmented dg coalgebras, where
Bt (A) and B*(A’) are provided with the primitive filtration (see [14], Lemme
1.3.2.3, (a)). Note that these filtrations are admissible, for both BT (A) and BT (A’)
are cocomplete. The same comments apply to the nonreduced bar construction,
and moreover the quasi-isomorphisms B+(A4) — BT (A) and Bt(A) — B*(A)
described in the previous subsection are filtered for the primitive filtrations of the
cocomplete dg coalgebras B+(A) and B*(A), so the former quasi-isomorphisms
are in fact weak equivalences.

Finally, we recall that the canonical map 84 : QT (B*(A)) — A given by
() = 14 and (wq|...|wn) — (—1)”51_;(71'1((.01)) . ..sl_Al(m(wn)) if n € N, where
m : BT(A) — I4[1] is the canonical projection and wy, . ..,w, are elements in the
coaugmentation cokernel of B (A), is a quasi-isomorphism of augmented dg alge-
bras (see [7]], Section 19, Ex. 2, or [13]], Section I1.4, Thm. 11.4.4, or [20]], Th. 2.28). It
is the unique morphism of augmented dg algebras satisfying that the composition
of 78" (4 with it is 74. We have also the morphism of coaugmented dg coalgebras
B¢ : C — B*Y(Q*(C)) given by the unique such morphism that its composition
with 7o+ ¢y : BYH(QT(C)) — QF(C) is 7. Hence 8¢ sends 1¢ to 15+ o+ (c)), and
for ¢ € Ker(ec), it satisfies that

B9e) = ~[A] + 32 (~1)"lfegu)l-- - lfeg):

'ILENZQ

where Aigr(ec)(c) = ¢y © - @ ¢, is the iterated coproduct of the comultipli-

cation indicated in the first paragraph of Subsection If C is cocomplete, 3¢
is a filtered quasi-isomorphism, where C is provided with the primitive filtration
and BT (Q1(C)) with the C-primitive one (see [14], Lemme 1.3.2.3, (c), and the
corresponding errata).
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The previous comments may be used in order to provide a simpler resolution
than the bar resolution of an augmented dg algebra A, when A = Q*(C'), where
C' is a cocomplete coaugmented dg coalgebra. In this case, we already know that
the reduced bar resolution of Q*(C) is isomorphic to Q7 (C)° ®-,,, ., B*(QF(C)).
However, since 3¢ : C — BT (Q7(C)) is a quasi-isomorphism of coaugmented dg
coalgebras which satisfies by definition that 7o+ () o 3 ¢ =19, then

idg+(cy ® B¢ 1 QT (0) ®,c C — QT (C)° BT (QT(C))

®TQ+(C)

is a quasi-isomorphism (see [14], Prop. 2.2.4.1). Furthermore, the map is clearly a
morphism of dg bimodules over QF (C), where the action by the last tensor factor is
given by the inner structure of Q1 (C)¢. Using the identification Q" (C)¢ ®,c C —
Qt(C) ® C ® QT (C) of graded bimodules over O (C) given by w’ @ w ® ¢ —
(—1)degw(degwtdeg )y & ¢ @ o, the differential of the latter space becomes

WwRcRW —»DW)@c@w + (—1)%8“w @ do(c) @ W

( )dcgw+dcgcw Re® D((.U/)

+ (—1)deswtdeecmy @ ey @ 79 (c () )0’
( 1)degww7_C(C(1)) ® 6(2) ®w/,

+

where Ac(c ) = c(1) ® c(2). Interestingly, a quasi-inverse for the previous map
idg+(c)e ® B¢ can be easily constructed (see [22], Théo. 1.4). Indeed, the morphism

7% : Bar(QH(C)) = QF(C) @ C @ QF(0)

of graded O (C)-bimodules satisfying that v (wp[Jw1) = wo ® 1¢ ® w; and

n
¢ (wolwr] - [wmlwmi1) = Z D+ wo(er] . Jejo1) @ ¢ @ (¢jpal - [en)wn

if m € N, where w; = (c1|...]c,) and ¢; = (Z{;ll dege) +j — 1, is in fact a
morphism of dg bimodules over Q7 (C), and it satisfies that it is a left inverse of
idg+(cye ® B¢ (after using the canonical identifications explained before).

1.4.6 Usual duality between the bar and cobar construction

We will assume in this subsubsection that k is a field. A graded or dg vector space
M is locally finite dimensional if each of the homogeneous components of M is fi-
nite dimensional. Note that in this case the graded dual M# is also locally finite
dimensional and the canonical map tj; : M — (M#)# given by wyr(m)(f) =
(—1)desmdesf f(m), for m € M and f € M#* homogeneous, is an isomorphism
of graded or dg vector spaces. Furthermore, if M and NNV are locally finite dimen-
sional, then ¢j/, v is an isomorphism in the corresponding category.

We now recall the well-known fact that if C' is a coaugmented dg coalgebra,
the graded dual C# has a structure of augmented dg algebra, where the product
is given by A"’g o to,c, unit ec and augmentation given by w — w(nc(1x)), for
w € C#. Conversely if A is a locally finite dimensional augmented dg algebra, then
the graded dual A# has a structure of (locally finite dimensional) coaugmented dg
coalgebra, where the product is given by LZ} | oy, counit given by w > w(na(1x)),
for w € A%, and coaugmentation given by 1, — €4. Note that in this latter case the
morphism ¢4 : A — (A#)# is in fact an isomorphism of augmented dg algebras.
Analogously, if C' is a locally finite dimensional coaugmented dg coalgebra, then
o : C — (C#)# is also an isomorphism of coaugmented dg coalgebras.
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The main duality properties we shall use between the bar and cobar construc-
tions are the following ones. We shall state them for the reduced bar and cobar con-
struction, though the exact same results mutatis mutandi are obtained for the nonre-
duced ones. In particular, all the analogous morphisms for the nonreduced cases
will be denoted just adding a tilde over the corresponding nonreduced ones that
will be explicitly stated in the rest of the subsubsection. If A is locally finite dimen-
sional augmented dg algebra such that B*(A) is also locally finite dimensional,
then B*(A)# is canonically isomorphic to QF (A#), as augmented dg algebras (see
[15], Lemma 8.6, (c), where, using the notation of that article, one should further
impose that 2C' and B A are locally finite dimensional. The same correction would
apply to [16], Lemma 1.15. They are more or less a consequence of [7]], Section 19,
Ex. 3, p. 272). The isomorphism j, : QF(A#) — B*(A)# is the unique one satisfy-
ing that its restriction to the coaugmentation cokernel Jy# ~ If of A# is minus the
graded dual of the canonical projection B*(A) — Ix[1], where I, is the augmenta-
tion ideal of A (using the identification I ~ J,+ induced by the graded dual of the
inclusion I, C A, and the isomorphism H 1 (1,0,.),05 : (A%)[—1] = (A[1])# of dg
modules explained in the sixth paragraph of Subsection[1.I), and it may be explic-
itly given as follows. We remark that the choice of signs is exactly the one in order
to make our map commute with the differentials. We will provide an explicit ex-
pression of this isomorphism. For n € Nand wy,...,w, € If the morphism sends
(w1] ... |wy) to the linear functional

A1) ] = (D)0 mwi (A1) - wn(An),
where Ay, ..., A\, € A, 0y, is the Dirac delta sign,
e=degw; + -+ degw, + n+ (degws + 1)(deg Ay + 1)
+ -+ (degwy, + 1)(deg Ay + -+ - +deg Aym1 + 1 — 1),

and it sends 1 € QT (A#) to the canonical projection B¥(A) — k. We remark
that the previous morphism is in fact a natural isomorphism between the functors
QF((—)#) and BT (—)#, ie. if f : A — A’ is a morphism of augmented dg alge-
bras, then it can be directly verified from the explicit expression of the morphisms
involved that we have the commutative diagram

QF((A)#) I Bt (A)#
lm(f#) lBJ“(f)#
O+ (A#) —2 o B (A)#
Analogously, if D is locally finite dimensional coaugmented dg coalgebra such
that Q* (D) is also locally finite dimensional, then B+ (D#) is canonically isomor-
phic to Q*(D)#, as coaugmented dg coalgebras (see [15], Lemma 8.6, (c), where
the analogous corrections to the ones indicated before apply). Indeed, the isomor-

phism j” : BT (D#) — QF(D)# may be explicitly given as follows. For n € N and
P1s---,Pn € Ip# the morphism sends [p1] ... |ps] to the linear functional

0] .- |Om) = (1) mp1(01) . .. pn(6y),
where 61, ...,0,, € D, 6, , is the Dirac delta sign,

e =degpy + -+ deg p, + (deg p2 + 1)(degty + 1)
+ot (degpn +1)(deg01 +"'+deg9n—1 +n— 1)7
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and it sends 1 € B*(D#) to the canonical projection Q* (D) — k. Again, if f :
D — D’ is a morphism of coaugmented dg coalgebras, then it can be directly
verified from the explicit expression of the morphisms involved that we have the
commutative diagram

D’

BF(D)#) > QH(D')*
iBJr(f#) im(f)#
B*(D#) J*D> Q*(D)#
Moreover, a straighforward computation shows that

3P = Q% (up)¥ o (jp#)¥ o Ltp+(p#), 8)
da = BH(ia)* 0 (G )# 0 1ge (ns).- '

Using the easy fact that 17, o 137+ = id#, for any dg k-module M, these identities
imply that

(7°)* o ta+(p) = jp# 0 QT (tp), 19
(i)* o tpra) = 5" 0 BY (o).

On the other hand, it is trivial to verify from the expressions of the morphisms
involved that

Tp# = (TD)# OjDv

(1.10)
7'7\% = jA o TA# .
These equations in turn imply the following identities
Bpw = (BP)F o jor(p) 0 QT (57),
p# = (B7)7 0 jarp) 027 (7) @.11)

Rt . #
B =% W o B (ja) o g

Indeed, let us show how to prove the second one, for the first one is analogous. We
first note that, since 35 is the unique morphism of augmented dg algebras such that
the composition of 72" (A with it is 74, by taking duals 57 is the unique morphism
of coaugmented dg coalgebras such that its composition with (77 T# is It
thus suffices to prove that the composition of the right member with (75" (4)# is
7. By the first identity of for D = B*(A) we get that this composition is
Tp+ay# © BT (ja) o BA Now, for the morphism f = j tells us that the latter
composition coincides with jp o 7o+ %) © ﬂA#, which is equal to ja o 2% The
second identity of gives the claim.

We remark that under these assumptions a quasi-isomorphism of cocomplete
coaugmented dg coalgebras is a weak equivalence (the converse is always true),
for a quasi-isomorphism C' — D induces a quasi-isomorphism of augmented dg
algebras D# — C#, which induces a quasi-isomorphisms between the bar con-
structions B*(D#) — B*(C#), and by the previously recalled isomorphism we
get a quasi-isomorphism QF(D)# — QF(C)# of coaugmented dg coalgebras. Tak-
ing duals again we obtain a quasi-isomorphism Q" (C) — Q1 (D) of augmented
dg algebras, so a weak equivalence C' — D.

22



1.4.7 Hochschild (co)homology as a twisted construction

Now, given an augmented dg algebra A, we may consider the augmented dg alge-
bra Hom(B*(A), A). It is easy to verify that its underlying graded k-module coin-
cides with the corresponding one computing the Hochschild cohomology, but the
underlying dg k-module is different. Indeed, the differential of Hom(B*(A), A)
is given by Dy in (1.3). However, a twist of the differential of Hom(B*(A), A)
will give us precisely the differential of Hom 4 (Bar(4), A): it is easy to check that
d3om(B+(A),A),r, coincides with the differential Do + D; of the dg k-module com-
puting the Hochschild cohomology of A given by and (L.4), since it is clear
that D1(f) = ad(74)(f). In other words, the dg k-module Hom 4 (Bar(A), A) is
canonically identified with Hom™ (B*(A), A). The latter has further the structure
of a(n augmented) dg algebra, whose multiplication is usually called cup product
(see [4], Ch. XI, §4 and 6), so the Hochschild cohomology H H*(A) thus becomes
an augmented graded algebra. All the previous comments apply mutatis mutandi
as well to B*(A) instead of B*(A). Moreover, if k is semisimple, the canonical
quasi-isomorphisms Bt(A4) — Bt(A) and B*(A) — B*(A) of coaugmented dg
coalgebras induce quasi-isomorphisms of augmented dg algebras

Hom(B1(A), A) — Hom(BT(A), A) and Hom(BT(A), A) — Hom(B*(A), A)

sending 74 to 74 and 74 to 74, respectively. Moreover, they also induce quasi-
isomorphisms of augmented dg algebras

Hom™ (Bt (A), A) — Hom™ (B (A), A)

and o
Hom™ (BT (A), A) — Hom™ (BT (A), A).

Indeed, the two maps are obtained by applying the functor Hom - (—, A) to the
quasi-isomorphisms Bar(A4) — Bar(A4) and Bar(A4) — Bar(A), respectively, and
using the canonical identifications explained in the last paragraph of Subsection

The Hochschild homology of an augmented dg algebra A can be regarded in
a similar fashion. The underlying graded k-module A ® 4 Bar(A) computing the
Hochschild homology of A coincides with A ® B*(A), though the dg k-module
structure is different, for the differential of A ® BT (A) the former coincides with
D|, given in (1.I). However, the twist of the differential of A ® BT (A) will give
us precisely the differential of A ® 4. Bar(A) as for the cohomology. We see that
dagp+(a),r. coincides with the differential D + D of the dg k-module com-
puting the Hochschild homology of A given by and (L.2), since it is eas-
ily verified that D) coincides with the action of ad(r4) on A ® B*(A). Thus,
the dg k-module A ® 4 Bar(A) is canonically identified with A ®,, BT(A). By
the last paragraph of Subsubsection the latter has further the structure of a
dg bimodule over Hom™ (BT (A), A). Either the left or the right action (or both
of them together) may be called cap product (see [4], Ch. XI, §4 and 6), so the
Hochschild homology H H,(A) in turn becomes a graded bimodule over the aug-
mented graded algebra given by Hochschild cohomology HH*(A). Again, all
the previous comments apply mutatis mutandi to B*(A) instead of B+ (A). If k is
Von Neumann regular, the canonical quasi-isomorphism B+(A4) — Bt (A) (resp.,
Bt(A) — B*(A)) of coaugmented dg coalgebras induces a quasi-isomorphism
of dg bimodules A ® B*(A) — A ® BT (A) over Hom(B*t(A), A) (resp., A ®
Bt(A) - A ® B*(A) over Hom(B*t(A), A)), where the domain has a structure
of bimodule over Hom(B*(A), A) (resp., Hom(B*(A), A)) by Hom(B*(A), A) —
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Hom(BT(A), A) (resp., Hom(B1(A),A) — Hom(B*(A), A)), which is the mor-
phism of augmented dg algebras explained in the previous paragraph. Further-
more, we have a quasi-isomorphism of dg bimodules A®;, B (A) — A®,, Bt (A)
(resp., A ®,, BT (A) — A ®z, BT(A)) over the algebra Hom™ (Bt (A), A) (resp.,
Hom™ (Bt (A), A)), where the domain has a structure of bimodule over the alge-
bra Hom™ (B*(A), A) (resp., Hom™ (BT (A), A)) given by Hom™ (Bt(A), A) —
Hom™ (Bt(A), A) (resp., given by Hom™ (Bt (A), A) — Hom™ (Bt (A), A)) of
augmented dg algebras explained in the previous paragraph. Indeed, the previ-
ous maps follow by applying the functor A ® 4. (—) to the quasi-isomorphisms
Bar(A) — Bar(A) and Bar(A) — Bar(A), respectively, and using the canonical
identifications explained in the penultimate paragraph of Subsection

We remark that in fact the graded bimodule H H,(A) over HH*(A) is (graded)
symmetric, as one may easily deduce as follows. Indeed, as noted in the literature
(see for instance [18], (10) and the proof of Lemma 16), H*(A, A#) is a symmetric
graded bimodule over HH*(A) (for the action in fact comes from the cup product
on HH*(A[M]), where A[M] is the dg algebra with underlying dg module given
by A @ M, the usual product (a,m) - (a’,m’) = (aa’, am’ + ma’), unit (14,0,) and
augmentation (a,m) +— €4(a)), which is isomorphic to H H,(A)%.

We summarize our previous comments in the following result.

Fact1.2. Let A be an augmented dg algebra over k, and let T4 denote the universal twisting
cochain of A. Then,

(i) the dg k-module Hom s (Bar(A), A) computing Hochschild cohomology is canon-
ically identified with Hom™ (BT (A), A). Moreover, the cup product on the first
complex coincides exactly with the convolution product on the latter.

(ii) the dg k-module A® s Bar(A) computing Hochschild homology is canonically iden-
tified with the twisted tensor product A ®,, Bt (A). Furthermore, the symmetric
bimodule structure of the first complex over Hom s (Bar(A), A) given by the cap
product coincides exactly with the symmetric bimodule structure of the latter com-
plex over Hom™ (BT (A), A).

We see that the previous description of Hochschild homology and cohomol-
ogy groups is by no mean accidental. Indeed, it is a direct consequence of the
definitions once one notes that the reduced (resp., nonreduced) bar resolution of
A is canonically identified (as dg k-modules) with A¢ ®,, B*(A) (resp., A® ®z,
B*(A)), where A°¢ is a dg A-bimodule with the outer structure of A° given by
ald @ )b = (ad’) @ (V'D), for a,a’,b,t’ € A. The identification isomorphism is
given by (a,41 ®ao) ®[ai] ... |a,] = (—1)de8an+i(desaocta g g | |a,]a, 1, where
e = (>, dega;) — n. Consider the dg A-bimodule structure of A° ®,, BT (A)
(resp., A® @z, BT (A)) coming from the inner structure of A¢ given by

a(a/ ® b/)b _ (_1)(dega’ dega+degbdegb'+degadegb)<alb) ® (ab’),

for a,a’,b,b’ € A. By the last paragraphs of the Subsubsections and it
induces a structure of dg bimodule over the algebra Hom™ (B (A), A) ® A (resp.,
Hom™ (B*(A), A)® A) on the twisted tensor product A° ®,, BT (A) (resp., A° ®3,
B*(A)). By means of this structure the previous identification gives in fact an iso-
morphism of dg bimodules over Hom™ (B*(A), A)® A (resp., Hom™ (Bt (A), A)®
A). If we apply the functors Hom s-(—, A) and A® 4. (—) to the previous identifica-
tions of the bar constructions we get precisely the description of the dg k-modules
computing Hochschild cohomology and homology as described in the previous
two paragraphs.

24



1.4.8 Gerstenhaber brackets

We recall that given an augmented dg algebra A, the graded module Der(A) over
k of derivations of A is the graded submodule of Hom(A, A) given by sums of ho-
mogeneous maps d : A — A satisfying that y4 o (d ®id4 +ida ® d) = do pa and
d(14) = 0. Analogously, given a coaugmented dg coalgebra C, the graded module
Coder(C) over k of coderivations of C' is the graded submodule of Hom/(C, C) given
by sums of homogeneous maps d : C — C satisfying that (d®idc+idc®d)oAg =
Ac¢ odand ec o d = 0. Note that, by composing the first of the previous identities
with nc, we get that d o nc (1) is a primitive element of C, i.e. an element ¢ € C
satisfying that A¢(C) = 1¢ ® ¢+ ¢ ® 1¢, where we recall that 1¢ = n¢(1). In the
particular case of a coaugmented dg coalgebra C whose underlying coaugmented
graded coalgebra structure is a coaugmented tensor coalgebra on a graded module
V, which is usually denoted by T°V, we note that the primitive elements are given
by V' C T°V. Note that both Der(A) and Coder(C) are graded Lie algebras with
the bracket given by the graded commutator.

As noted by E. Getzler in [11], Prop. 1.3, for an augmented dg algebra A, the
graded module Hom(B*(A), A)[1] ~ Hom(B*(A), A[1]) over k is isomorphic to
the graded module Coder(B*(A)) of coderivations of the coaugmented dg coal-
gebra Bt (A). Indeed, the isomorphism ¢4 sends s¢, where ¢ € Hom(B*1(A), A)
to the coderivation 6.4 (s¢) satisfying that 0.4 (s¢)(15+ (4)) = sa(#(15+4)) and, for
neN, n;(0a(sp)([ar]...|ay])) is given by

i
> o (=n)ereDei gy | i |g([ail - aipn—iDlaitn—jial - lan], f1<5<n,
=1

n+1
Z(_l)(degqb—l)ei[al‘ .. \ai,1|¢(13+(,4))|ai| R \an}, ifj=n+1,
i=1
0, ifj>n+1,

where ¢; = (Z;;ll dega;) —i+1and 7, : Bt(A) — A[1]%/ is the canonical projec-
tion. It is rather usual to provide the explicit expression of 7;(d4(¢)([a1]. .. |ax]))
only by the first of the previous lines, for the others are easily obtained as a typ-
ical abuse of (or “extended”) notation. The inverse of 4 is given by sending a
coderivation d € Coder(B*(A)) to the morphism s3* o 7; o d.

Also, given a cocomplete coaugmented dg coalgebra C we have a canonical iso-
morphism between the graded module Hom(C,Q+(C))[1] =~ Hom(C[-1],Qt(C))
over k and the graded module Der(Q*(C)) of derivations of the augmented dg
algebra Q*(C). Indeed, the isomorphism ¢ sends si, for 1 € Hom™ (C,Q+(C))
to the derivation §¢ (sy)) satisfying that 6C(s¢)(1ﬁ+(0)) =1(14) and, forn € N, is
given by

n+1
0% (sp)({enl .- fen)) = D (=) @BYTVED ey | eia)ip(ci) (el - - - lea),
i=1
where € = (Z;;i degc;) — i + 1. The inverse is given by sending a derivation

d € Der(Q1(C)) to the morphism (—1)dee 4d|cpoqy 0 55[171].

From the previous identifications one obtains graded Lie algebra structures on
both Hom(B*(A), A)[1] and Hom(C,Q+(C))[1]. These bracket will be called the
Gerstenhaber brackets, for the first of these was introduced by M. Gerstenhaber in
the seminal work [10]. For ¢ € Hom(A[1]®", A) and ¢/ € Hom(A[1]®™, A), with
n,m € Ny, the Gerstenhaber bracket is given by [¢, ¢'] € Hom(A[1]2tm~1) A),
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sending [a1]. .. |an+m—1] tO

(—1)ee e g([ay] . ai|¢ ([aisa] - - |@iem))|@ismera] - - |@nsm—1])

(1.12)

p (1) ([a1] - .- lailo([ais1] - - - |aien])|@icnsa] - - - [ansm—1]),

where ¢;11 = (3)_, dega;) —iand ¢; = (deg¢ — 1)(e;41 + deg ¢’ — 1) (see [21],
Subsection 2.2). Note that the notation implies that if n = 0 the left sum of the right
member vanishes and we should consider ¢(15. 4)) in the right one, whereas if
m = 0 the right sum is zero and we should have ¢/(15. 4)) in the left one. It is

straightforward to prove that the differential of Hom™ (Bt (A), A) is in fact given
by ¢ + [s, o 71 o B, ¢]. This in turn implies that Hom™ (B*(A), A)[1] is in fact a
dg Lie algebra. Moreover, the expression for the Gerstenhaber bracket may
be also applied to elements of Hom(B™(A), A)[1], which also becomes a dg Lie al-
gebra such that the quasi-isomorphisms Hom™ (Bt (A), A) — Hom™ (Bt (A), A)
and Hom™ (Bt (A), A) — Hom™4 (B*(A), A) recalled in the first paragraph of Sub-
subsection[I.4.7]induce in fact morphisms of dg Lie algebras.

Analogously, let v € Hom(C,C[-1]®") and ¢’ € Hom(C, C[—1]®™), where
n,m € No. We will use the (Sweedler-alike) notation ¢(c) = (c{;)|...|c{,,) and

Y (e) = <Cz(b1’)| . |CE€;1)>' for ¢ € C, where the sum is omitted for simplicity. Then,

the Gerstenhaber bracket is given by the element [¢/, 7] € Hom(C, C[-1]®(+m—1))
sending c € C'to

1
’ ’ ’

D (=) e (| el (el ) Cliga - el
=0

n
_ (_1)(dcgw —1)(€i+1+dcgw—1)<czﬁ)| . |C1(/;)>¢/(Cq(/;+1))<cq(bi+2)| - |Cq(b”)>7

1=

K2

(1.13)

|
—

(=)

where €;11 = (3, deg c’é)) —dand €, = (3, deg CE@.’)) — i. It can be proved
along the same lines as for the case of algebras that this gives a dg Lie algebra
structure on Hom(C, Q1 (C))[1]. Moreover, the expression for the Gerstenhaber
bracket may be also applied to elements of Hom(C, Q2 (C))[1], which also
becomes a dg Lie algebra such that the quasi-isomorphisms Hom™ (C,QF(0)) —
Hom™ (C,Q(C)) and Hom™ (C, 2+ (C)) — Hom™ " (C,Q(C)) induced by those
recalled in the second paragraph of Subsubsection are in fact morphisms of
dg Lie algebras.

Let us assume that k is a field and C' is a locally finite dimensional coaug-
mented dg coalgebra. By the comments of the previous subsubsection we know
that C# is a locally finite dimensional augmented dg algebra. Moreover, the map
Coder(C) — Der(C#)°P given by ¢ — (—1)9%®¢¢# is an isomorphism of graded
Lie algebras, where we recall that the opposite graded Lie algebra g°P of a graded
Lie algebra g with bracket [,]| has the same underlying graded k-module struc-
ture and opposite bracket [, ]op given by [z, ylop = (—1)°82 48 Y[y z](= —[z,y]), for
z,y € g homogeneous. In such situations we may usually say that the previous
map is an anti-isomorphism of dg Lie algebras. Analogously, if A is a locally finite
dimensional augmented dg algebra, then A# is a locally finite dimensional coaug-
mented dg coalgebra, and Der(A) — Coder(A#)°P given by ¢ — ¢ is an iso-
morphism of graded Lie algebras. Since the map g — g° given by z = —z is an
isomorphism of graded Lie algebras, we get in fact isomorphisms of graded Lie
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algebras Coder(C) — Der(C#) and Der(A) — Coder(A#) given by ¢ — —¢7, for
¢ € Coder(C) or ¢ € Der(A), respectively.

1.5 Generalities on A, -(co)algebras

For the following definitions we refer to [20], Chapitre 3, Section 3.1 (or also [14],
Déf. 1.2.1.1, 1.2.1.8, using the obvious equivalences between non(co)unitary ob-
jects and (co)augmented ones), even though we do not follow the same sign con-
ventions and they do not consider any Adams grading (see for instance [17] for
several uses of Adams grading in A..-algebra theory). We first recall that an aug-
mented Ao.-algebra structure on a cohomological graded vector space A is the fol-
lowing data:

(i) a collection of maps m; : A®* — A for i € N of cohomological degree 2 — i
and Adams degree zero satisfying the Stasheff identities given by

> (=) meg g0 (1§ @ me @idR') =0, (1.14)
(r,s,t)ET,

forn € N, where Z,, = {(r,s,t) € Ng x Nx Ny : r+ s+t =mn} Weshall
denote the (sum of) morphism(s) on the left by SI"**(n).

(ii) amap n4 : k — A of complete degree O¢ such that
m; o (idF" ® na ®1d%")
vanishes for all i £ 2 and all r,¢ > O such thatr + 1 + ¢ =4, and
mao o (ida ®na) =ida = mg o (na ®ida).

(iii) amap ea : A — k of complete degree O such thategong = idy, eomg = 6%2,

andeg om; =0, foralli € N\ {2}.

It is further called minimal if m; vanishes. If we do not assume the items (ii) and
(iif) in the definition, then A is called an A-algebra, to which we sometimes refer
as nonunitary, to stress the fact that it does not necessarily have a unit. If it also
satisfies (ii), the Ac-algebra is called (strictly) unitary.

We recall that a family of linear maps {f; : C — C;};en, where C and C;, for
i € N, are vector spaces, is called locally finite if, for all ¢ € C, there exists a finite
subset S C N, which depends on ¢, such that f;(c) vanishes for all i € N\ S. An
coaugmented A..-coalgebra structure on a homological graded vector space C'is the
following data:

(i) a locally finite collection of maps A; : C — C®' for i € N of homological
degree i — 2 and Adams degree zero satisfying the following identities

S (—D)HEAE @ Ay @idE") 0 Argrgr =0, (1.15)
(r,s,t)ET,

forn € N.
(ii) amap ec : C — k of complete degree 0 such that
(1dE" @ ec @1dE") o A,
vanishes for all : £ 2 and all v, ¢ > O such thatr + 1 + ¢ =4, and

(ldc ® 6) o AQ = ldc = (GC ® ldc) o AQ.
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(iii) amap nc : k — C of complete degree O¢ such that econe = idy, Agonc (1) =
no(1;)®2%, and A; one(1;) =0, foralli € N\ {2}.

We shall usually denote nc(1x) by 1¢. An Adams graded coaugmented A-
coalgebra C' is called minimal if A; = 0. Note that the condition that the family
{Ay }nen is locally finite follows from the other data if we further suppose that
Ker(e) is positively graded for the Adams degree. Again, an A.-coalgebra is de-
fined as the graded k-module C provided with the maps {A,};cn satisfying the
identities of the first item, and it is called (strictly) counitary if it further satisfies
condition (ii).

Note that an A..-algebra A is a fortiori a dg k-module where the differential is
given by m;. Analogously, a A,-coalgebra C' is also a dg k-module for the dif-
ferential A;. Moreover, an augmented dg algebra structure on A is tantamount to
an augmented A-algebra structure with vanishing higher multiplications m,, for
n > 3, where the differential is m; and the multiplication is ms. In the same man-
ner, a coaugmented dg coalgebra structure on C' is equivalent to a coaugmented
Ao-coalgebra structure with vanishing higher comultiplications A, for n > 3, where
the differential is Ay and the coproduct is A,.

As for the case of augmented dg algebras, given an augmented A..-algebra A
there exists a coaugmented dg coalgebra BT (A), called the (reduced) bar construc-
tion of A. Its underlying graded coalgebra structure is given by the tensor coal-
gebra @;en,[a[1]®%, where I, = Ker(ea). As before, if n € N we will typically
denote an element s(a;) ® -+ ® s(a,) € I4[1]®™ in the form [ay]...|a,], where
ai,...,an € A,a € A/k ~ I 4 denotes the canonical projection of an elementa € 4,
and s : T4 — I4[1] is the canonical morphism of degree —1 recalled in the third
paragraph of Subsection [1.1] The coproduct is thus given by the usual deconcate-

nation
n

Alar] .. Jan]) =Y [aa] ... |ai] @ [aia] - .- |an],
=0

where we set [a;]...|a;] = 1p+(a) if i > j, for 15+ 4) the image of 1, under the
canonical inclusion k = I4[1]®° C BT (A), which may be also denoted by [|. The
counit is defined as the canonical projection B (A) — I4[1]®Y = k, and the coaug-
mentation is given by the obvious inclusion k = I4[1]¥° C BT (A). We recall that
since B*(A) is a coaugmented tensor graded coalgebra, it is cocomplete, and its
differential B is defined as follows. It is the unique coderivation whose image lies
inside the augmentation kernel Ker(ep+(4)) of B¥(A), so B is thus uniquely de-
termined by m; o B, where m; : BT(A) — I4[1] is the canonical projection (see
[14], Lemme 1.1.2.2, Sections 2.1.1 and 2.1.2, and Notation 2.2.1.4), such that this
composition map is given by the sum b = Y, b, where b; : I4[1]®" — I4[1] is
defined as b; = —sy, om;o (s?j)‘l. In fact, equation is precisely the condition
for this coderivation to be a differential. Our convention for the bar construction
clearly coincides with the one given for augmented dg algebras in the case the
higher multiplications vanish, but it differs from others in the literature (e.g. those
in the thesis [14] of K. Lefevre-Hasegawa, Ch. 1 and 2).

Dually, given a coaugmented A,.-coalgebra C there exists an augmented dg al-
gebra Q7 (C), called (reduced) cobar construction of C. Its underlying graded alge-
bra structure is given by the tensor algebra ®;cn, Jo[—1]®?, where Jo = Coker(nc).
As before, if n € N we will typically denote an element s71(¢1) ® --- ® s(¢,) €
Jc[—1]®™ in the form (1] .. .|c,), where 1, ..., ¢, € C, ¢ € Jo denotes the canon-
ical projection of an element ¢ € C, and s : Jo[—1] — J¢ is the canonical mor-
phism of degree —1 recalled in the third paragraph of Subsection The unit
is given by the obvious inclusion k = Jo[—1]¥° C QF(C), and we denote the
image of 1, under the previous map either by 1o+ or by (). The augmenta-
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tion is defined as the canonical projection QT (C) — Jo[—1]®° = k. The dif-
ferential D of Q1 (C) is defined as follows. Since Q7 (C) is graded free algebra,
it is the unique derivation D whose composition d with the canonical injection
Jo[-1] — Q*(C’) where we define d = 3°, . d; for d; : Jo[-1] = Jo[-1]®" given
by d; = (=1)"(s7% 1)) "' © Aj 0 5, 1). Note again that is exactly the condi-
tion for this derivation to be a differential. As before, our definition for the cobar
construction coincides with the one given for coaugmented dg coalgebras in the
case the higher comultiplications A; for ¢ > 3 vanish, but it differs from others in
the literature (e.g. those in the thesis [14] of K. Lefévre-Hasegawa, Ch. 1 and 2).

We will also be particularly interested in the case that (co)augmented A-
(co)algebras are Adams connected, in the sense introduced in [16], Def. 2.1, ie. a
(co)augmented A..-(co)algebra A (resp., C) where the grading group G is Z x Z
such that its augmentation kernel I4 (resp., J¢) satisfies that @neZIﬁ‘"’m) (resp.,
@nezJ(Cn’m)) is finite dimensional, for all m € G’ = Z, and either Ig"’m) (resp.,
J(C"’m)) vanishes for all n € Z and all m > 0, or IX”’m) (resp., J(C"’m)) vanishes
for all n € Z and all m < 0. By the previously cited article, an Adams con-
nected augmented A.-algebra is also locally finite dimensional, and its Koszul
dual E(A) = B*(A)# is also locally finite dimensional and also Adams connected
(see [16], Lemma 2.2).

A morphism of augmented A-algebras f, : A — B between two augmented A-
algebras A and B is a collection of morphisms of the underlying graded k-modules
fi : A®" — B of complete degree (1 — i,0¢) for i € N such that

> U peldf emledd) =30 Y (-0 mio(fu o8 f;,),

(r,s,t)EL, gENjeNa,n

(1.16)
where w = 37%_,(¢ — j)(i; — 1) and N%" is the subset of N? of elements i =
(i1,...,1q) such that |i{| = i1 + - + i, = n. We also assume that fi(14) = 15,
for all i > 2 we have that f;(aq,...,a;) vanishes if there exists j € {1,...,i} such

that a; = 14, and that eg o fi = €4 and ep o f; vanishes for i > 2. If we do not
suppose this last collection of extra-assumptions the family of maps { f; };cn is only
called a morphism of Asc-algebras. We shall denote the (sum of) morphism(s) of the
left (resp., right) member of by MI™*(n); (resp., MI"™*(n),). Notice that f;
is a morphism of dg k-modules for the underlying structures on A and B. We say
that a morphism f, is strict if f; vanishes for i > 2.

Dually, a morphism of coaugmented A..-coalgebras fo : C — D between two
coaugmented A.-coalgebras C' and D is a locally finite collection of morphisms
of the underlying graded k-modules f; : C — D®* of homological degree i — 1 and
Adams degree zero for ¢ € N such that

Z (_l)rs+t(id%r®As[)®idD fr+1+t Z Z fn® ®fl )OAgjv
(r,s,t)EL, geNGeNa:n

1.17)

where w' = 379_ (j — 1)(i; + 1). We also suppose that ep o f; = ep, forall i > 2

and j € {1,...,i} we have that (id5" ™" @ ¢p ® 1d57)) o f; vanishes, and that
fionc =np and f;onc vanishes for ¢ > 2. If we do not suppose this last collection
of extra-assumptions the family of maps {f; }icw is only called a morphism of Aso-
coalgebras. Notice that f; is also a morphism of dg k-modules for the underlying
structures on C' and D. In this case we also say that a morphism f, is strict if f;
vanishes for i > 2.

Given f, : A — B a morphism of augmented A-algebras, it induces a mor-
phism of coaugmented dg coalgebras B*(f,) : B*(A) — B (B) between the bar
constructions as follows. We first note that the unitarity condition on f, implies
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that it is completely determined by the induced collection of morphism 15" — I,
which we are going to denote also by f;, for i € N. The morphism B (f,) be-
ing of coaugmented graded coalgebras implies that it sends 1p+(4) to 1p+(p),
and the coaugmentation cokernel of B (A) to the coaugmentation cokernel of
BT (B). Moreover, since BT (B) is a cocomplete graded coalgebra, such a mor-
phism of graded coalgebras is completely determined by the composition 7F o
B*(fs) : B¥(A) — Ip[1], which vanishes on 1p+4). The latter composition is
thus given by a sum >_, . F;, where F; : 14[1]®" — Ip[1], which we define to be
F; = sp, 0 fio(s§)~!, fori € N. In fact, is precisely the condition for this
morphism to commute with the differentials.

Dually, given f, : C — D a morphism of coaugmented A.-coalgebras, it in-
duces a morphism of augmented dg algebras Q1 (f,) : QT(C) — QT (D) between
the cobar constructions as follows. We first note that the counitarity condition on
fo implies that it is completely detemined by the induced collection of morphism
Jo — J5', which we are going to denote also by f;, for i € N. We suppose that
it sends 15+ (4 to 15+ (p), and the augmentation kernel of Q*(C) to the augmen-
tation kernel of Q1 (D). Moreover, since QO (C) is a free graded algebra, such a
morphism Q7 (f,) of graded algebras is completely determined by the composi-
tion of the canonical inclusion Jo[—1] — Q1(C) with it. Let us denote this latter
composition by F'. Hence, F' = ), Fi, where F; : Jo[-1] — Jp[—1]®%, which we
define to be F; = (—1)”1(5%[71])*1 o fi 0 55.-1), fori € N. As expected, is
precisely the condition for this morphism to commute with the differentials. We re-
mark that our definition of B (f,) (21 (f.)) agrees with the corresponding one for
(co)augmented dg (co)algebras in that case if the morphism f, is further assumed
to be strict.

A morphism of (co)augmented A..-(co)algebras is called a quasi-isomorphism
if the map f; is so. The same definition may be stated for the nonaugmented
case. We further say that a morphism f, of coaugmented A.,-coalgebras is a weak
equivalence provided its cobar Q*(f,) is a quasi-isomorphism of augmented dg
algebras. This is not completely standard since we are not assuming that there
is any model structure, but it will be convenient for our purposes. Note that a
morphism of augmented A..-algebras is a quasi-isomorphism if and only if BT (f,)
is also (see [20], Thm. 3.25). We refer to [20], Sections 3.2 and 3.3 (Déf. 3.3, 3.4, and
3.11), or [14], Sections 1.2 and 1.3 for more details on these definitions (though
we follow a different sign convention), and we remark that these morphisms are
supposed to preserve the Adams degree (cf. [17], Section 2).

Notice that if C' is a coaugmented dg coalgebra and A is an augmented A-
algebra, the dg k-module Hom(C, A) has in fact a structure of augmented A.-
algebra where m; is given by the usual differential dyom(c,a)(¢) = mi o ¢ —
(—1)4°8?¢ o dc. Indeed, if we further define

Mn($1 @+ @ Gp) =m0 (p1 @ @ pp) 0 AD,

for n > 2, 1yom(c,a) = N4 © €c and €3om(c,4) (@) = €4 0 ¢ 0 nc(1y), it is easily
verified that they provide the structure of augmented A..-algebra on Hom(C, A).
Furthermore, if f, : A — B is a morphism of augmented A..-algebras, then the
collection of morphisms

5 Hom(C, A)*™ — Hom(C, B),

for n € N, of graded k-modules of complete degree (1,0¢-) givenby f{(¢) = fio¢,
and

Fr1® - ®bp) = fno($1® - @ n) 0 ALY,

for n > 2, is a morphism of augmented A.-algebras.
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Dually, if C is a coaugmented A.,-coalgebra and A is an augmented dg alge-
bra, the dg k-module Hom(C, A) has in fact a structure of augmented A.,-algebra
where m; is given by the usual differential dyom(c,4)(¢) = daodp—(—1)48?po AT
In this case the rest of the structure is given by

M1 @ -+ @ ) = (—1 )7w(deg¢1+ +deg¢w+1) 0(p1 @ ® )0 AS’

for n > 2, 130m(c,4) = N4 © €c and €Hom(c,A)(¢) = €4 0 ¢ onc(ly). Moreover, if
fe : C — D is a morphism of coaugmented A.,-coalgebras, then the collection of
morphisms

(fn)« : Hom(D, A)®" — Hom(C, A), (1.18)

for n € N, of graded k-modules of complete degree (1,0¢/) given by (f1)«(¢) =
¢ o fi,and

(f)a(s @ - ® @) = (1) Degditton) () o (4 0 @ ¢,) 0 f,

for n > 2,is a morphism of augmented A.-algebras.

If fo: A— A’ and g, : A’ — B are morphisms of augmented A..-algebras,
the composition g, o f, is the morphism of augmented A-algebras given by the
collection of maps {(g o f), : A®™ — B}, en defined as

=> > (= o(fi,® - ® fi,) (1.19)

qeNjeNan

where w = >7%_, (¢ — j)(ij — 1). Dually, if fo : C — C"and go : C" — D are mor-
phisms of coaugmented A.-coalgebras, the composition g, © f, is the morphism
of coaugmented A..-coalgebras given by the collection of maps {(g o f), : C —
D®"},,en of the form

Z Z (95, ® - ®gi,) 0 fa, (1.20)

geNjeNa.n

where w' =375, (j — 1)(i; + 1).

We remark that the previous construction defines an augmented A..-algebra
structure on the graded dual C# of C. If C is Adams connected, we see that
QF(C)# is isomorphic to B (C#) (using the isomorphism ;¢ defined in Subsub-
section [1.4.6). In this case we get that a quasi-isomorphism of Adams connected
coaugmented A..-coalgebras is a weak equivalence (the converse is also true), for
a quasi-isomorphism C' — D induces a quasi-isomorphism of augmented A.-
algebras D# — C#, which induces a quasi-isomorphisms between the bar con-
structions B*(D#) — B*(C#), and by the previously recalled isomorphism we
get a quasi-isomorphism Q7 (D)# — QF(C)# of coaugmented dg coalgebras. Tak-
ing duals again we obtain a quasi-isomorphism Q1 (C) — Q1 (D) of augmented
dg algebras, so a weak equivalence C' — D.

For the following definitions we refer to [14], Ch. 2, Section 5. Given an aug-
mented A —algebra A, an A-bimodule over A is a graded k-module M provided
with morphisms m/}/ : AP @ M © A®? — M of complete degree (1 — (p+¢),0c),

foreach p,q € Ng satlsfymg the following identity on morphisms from A%™ @ M @
A®"" to M given by

S (Yt o (4 @ m, ®1d®') =0, (1.21)

(r,s,t) EI,,L/+,L//+1

foralln’,n” € N, where we recall thatZ,, = {(r, s,t) e N x Nx Ny : r+s+t =n},
and where 7 is interpreted as the corresponding multiplication map m; of A if
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either r + s < n’ or s +t < n, or m, is understood as m,)/_,. .._, else. In the first
case, mYyism) . ifr4+s<n'orm) . . ifs+t<n" anditism,) else.
We have omltted the subindex (4 or M) on the identity morphisms for it depends
on the indices r, s, ¢, and it is clearly deduced from the previous explanation. We
also assume that M satisfies that mé\{q o (id®" ® 4 ® id®") vanishes for r # p and
(p.q) ¢ {(0,1),(1,0)}, and that m{%, o (na ®idas) = idyy = m{’ o (idys @ na). Note
that an augmented A.-algebra is also an A.-bimodule for the structure maps
Mp,q = Mpyq+1, Where p,q € Ng. There are also obvious notions of left and right
A..-modules but we will not need them.

Given an augmented A.-algebra A and an A..-bimodule over A, one can con-
struct the bar construction of M, which we shall denote by BT (A, M, A). Its un-
derlying graded vector space is BT (A) ® M[1] ® B*(A), regarded as a cofree
graded counitary bicomodule over BT (A), provided with a the unique bicoderiva-
tion B, satisfying the following condition. Since BT (A) ® M|[1] ® BT (A) is a
cofree graded bicomodule, a bicoderivation is uniquely determined by its com-
position with eg+(4) ® ida;1] ® €p+(a), which is a sum of mappings of the form
bpq: Ta[1]®P @ M[1]®14]1 ]®p — M[1], forp,q € Ny, each of degree (1 —p—q,0¢).
Define by 4 : 14[1]%7 ® M[1] ® 141 ]®q — M|l ] as the unique map satisfying that
st o Mp.ql 19 gare19e = ~bpg © (s77 @ sy @ s77), for all p,q € No. Note that the
unitarity conditions on the morphlsms {Mp.q}tp.qen, imply that they are uniquely
determined by their restrictions {m,, (| 1970 MeI® }p.qen,- It is easy to see that the
equations are equivalent to the fact that B)y is a differential, i.e. ByjoBps = 0.

It is also convenient to recall the unshifted bar construction of M, which we shall
denote by B“(A, M, A). Its underlying graded vector space is BT (A)@ M @ Bt (A),
regarded as a cofree graded counitary bicomodule over B (A), provided with a
the unique bicoderivation B}, satisfying the following condition. Again, since
Bt (A) ® M ® BT (A) is a cofree graded bicomodule, a bicoderivation is uniquely
determined by its composition with eg+(4) ® idy ® €p+(a), which is a sum of
mappings of the form by , : Ia[l ]®P ®@ M ® I4[1]%P — M, for p,q € Ny, each of
degree (1—p—q,0¢/). Define by, Ta[1]¥P @ M @ 14[1]%9 — M as the unique map

satisfying that (—1)? mp7q|I§p®M®I§q =by,0 (SIA ®@idy @ 55 1), for all p, ¢ € No.
Again, the equations (1.21) are equivalent to the fact that BY; is a differential, i.e.
B}, o Bj; = 0. Note that

u 18P : 1®q
spoby, = *bp,qo(ldlA ® sps ®1dIA),

for all p, g € Ny.

Given an A.-bimodule (M,ml’,) over an A, -algebra A, we define the shifted
Auo-bimodule M[1] as follows. The map my'/! : A®P @ M[1] ® A®4 — M][1] is
uniquely defined by

mM o (1d5P @ sy ®1d57) = —(—1)P sy omb,,
for all p,q € Ny. It is easy to Verlfy that the maps {mnql]}p qeN, satisfy the uni-
tarity condition and equations (1.21)). Moreover, they obviously coincide with the
conventions we considered for the case of (differential) graded algebras. Note that
the previous definition is tantamount to set B*(A4, M[1], A) = BT (A, M, A).

Given two A.-bimodules M and N, a morphism fo o 0f Aoo-bimodules from M to
N is a collection of morphisms of graded k-modules f,, , : A®? @ M ® A®¥? — N
for p,q € Ny of complete degree (—p — ¢, 0¢-) satisfying the following identity on
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the space of morphisms from A®" @ M ® A®"" to N given by

S () 0 (1A @, ©1d®)
(7‘,57t)€In/+n//+1
- > (—1)*CF Dm0 (1d3* ® fry ©1d3"),
(a,k,d,b)ENg s
(1.22)

where Ny ./, is the subset of N} of elements (a, k, [, b) such that a + k = n’ and
I +b = n”, and where we should understand 7, as m? if either » + s < n’ or
s+t <n”,orasm}l_, . _, else. Theindices (r’,t') are completely determined from
the previous cases. We also suppose that f, . satisfies that f, , o (id*" ® 74 ® id®")
vanishes for r # p and (p, ¢) ¢ {(0,0)}. We say that it is strict if f, , vanishes for all
(p,q) # (0,0).

Analogously, given two A-bimodules M and N, it can be uniquely described
by a morphism between the corresponding bar constructions. More precisely, let
fe.o be a morphism of A.-bimodules from M to N. It gives a morphism of couni-
tary dg bicomodules B (f,.) : BY(A,M,A) — BT(A, N, A) as follows. Since
Bt(A)® M[1]® BT (A) is a cofree graded bicomodule, B* (f, o) is uniquely deter-
mined by its composition with e+ (4) ® idnj1] ® €p+(a), which is a sum of maps
F,q: 157 @ M[1] ® 14[1]%¢ — N[1]. Define F,, : I57 @ M[1] @ 14[1]®¢ — N[1]
as the unique map satisfying that £}, ; o (s}@f ® sy ® s?j) =SSN O© fp7q|1§p®M®I§,q.
Note that the unitarity conditions on the morphisms { f;, 4}, ¢en, imply that they
are uniquely determined by their restrictions { f, 4| 197 M@I%" }p.gen, - Itis easy to

see that the equations are equivalent to the fact that BT (fs o) commutes with
the differentials, i.e. BT (fes) o By = By o B'(fe.). If one wanted to consider
the unshifted bar constructions, then f,. : M — N is equivalently defined by
the morphism B“(f,s) : B“(A,M,A) — B“(A,N, A) of dg bicomodules given
as follows. By the same arguments as before, B“(f, ) is uniquely determined
by its composition with eg+4) ® idy ® €p+(a), which is also a sum of maps F} :
I§P@M®14[1]%9 — N, forp,q € Ny. In this case, set F*, : I§7@M®14[1]%1 — N
as the unique map satisfying that F}, o (s}@:’ ®idpy ® 3%’) = (—l)pfp,q|I§p®M®I§q.
A similar argument as in the case for the usual bar construction shows that equa-
tions are equivalent to the fact that B*(f, ») commutes with the differentials,
i.e. B“(fe,e) © B}y = B} © B"(fee). Note that

:1® s 1®
SM OF;j;q = Fp,q o (ldlf & Spr ®1d11§),

for all p, ¢ € N.
The composition of two morphisms fe e : M — N and ge s : N — P is given by
the family of maps

Gofpa= Y. (=D)!F g p03d5" @ fiy @id3").
(n,,k,l,b)eNovaq

It is easy to verify that BT((g o f)ee) = B'(ge,e) © BT (foe). If fo : A — Bis
a morphism of augmented A.-algebras and N is an A.-bimodule over B with
structure maps m. o, then it can be easily regarded as an A..-bimodule over A via
the maps mj, , given by

!/

P.q
= Z Z (—1)fmpso(fi, ® - f;, Qidn @ fj, ® - ® f;,), (1.23)

r,5€Ng (3,7)ENTP xN#-a
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where we recall that N™" is the subset of N of elements i = (iy, .. .,4,,) such that
lil =i+ +im=nande=> (r+s+1—u)(iy—1)+> 0 _;(s—u)(ju—1).
Given an A-bimodule M over an augmented A.-algebra A, we define its
(graded) dual A.-bimodule M#, as follows. The underlying graded space is given
by the usual graded dual M# of M. The multiplication maps #m,, ;, : AP @ M# @
A®4 — M# are defined by
#mp,q(al7 RN W ,a;)(m) = —(—l)a/A(mq,p(a'l, e a;,m7a17 . ,ap)),
(1.24)
where

P q

o =0+p+q)deg\+p+q+pg+ (Zdegaj)(degm+deg)\+ Zdegag),
j=1 i=1
for all homogeneous m € M, A € M# and ary ..., ap,ay,...,a, € A. Itis clear
that the maps {#m,, , },.4en, satisfy the required unitarity conditions, for the maps
{myp,q}p,qen, do so. Indeed, note first that the previous choice is equivalently de-
scribed by the unshifted bar construction of M#, which is provided with the dif-
ferential induced by the maps #b%  : I4[1]%? @ M# @ I4[1]®¢ — M# defined
by

#bg,q(sal, Sy, N, say, .. sag)(m) 125
= —(—1)"”)\(b3,p(sa’1, Ce 80y, M, AL, ..., 5ap)),
where
P q
o =deg A+ (Zl + dega;) (degm + deg A + Zl + degaj),
=1 i1
for all homogeneous m € M, A\ € M# and ay,...,ap,d},...,a, € I, and we

have denoted s7, (a) by sa. It is easy to verify that, if we further denote by B}, .
the unique coderivation induced on B*(A, M#, A) by the maps {#b }, 4en, and
ot =3 sen, 7 b 4, and analogously for M, then

#b" o BY 4 (sax, ..., sap, A, sal,. .., sag)(m) =0
is precisely
—(=1)*A(b}y o By(sah, ..., say,m,sa, ..., sa,)) =0,

where z = >~ | 1+ degal, for all p,q € Ny, and all homogeneous m € M, X €
M#and ay,...,ap,0a},...,a, € 1. This proves that indeed defines an Ac-
bimodule on M#. Note that coincides with the convention we considered
for the case of (differential) graded bimodules over (differential) graded algebras.
We remark that the coderivation of B(A, M#, A) is given by the maps {#b, ; }.qen,
defined as

Hurg—1.0bypq(sar, ..., sa,,s\ sal,..., sa;))(s_lm)

_ _(_1)0/”HM,k,1,0(871/\) (bgp(sal, ... say, sm,sa,. .., sap)),
(1.26)

where

P q
0" = (1+degA) + (D1 +dega;)(degm +deg A+ Y 1+ dega),
= i=1
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for all homogeneous m € M, A € M# and ay, .. Sy, A, an € Ta.

Moreover, the previous (graded) dual construction is in fact functorial. To wit,
if foo : M — N is a morphism of A..-bimodules over the augmented A..-algebra
A, then it defines a morphism f&, : N# — M# of A,-bimodules between the
corresponding graded duals, as follows. The maps f7, : A @ N# @ A%? — M#
are defined by

fij(al,...,ap,)\,ai,...,a;)(m) = (-1)” )\(fq,p(all,...,a;,m, al,...,ap)), (1.27)

where

p q

p'={p+q)deg\+p+q+pg+ (Zdegaj)(degm—i— deg A\ + Zdega;),
j=1 i=1
for all homogeneous m € M, A\ € N# and ai,...,ap,ay,...,a; € A. Itis clear
that the maps {f7,}, 4en, satisfy the required unitarity conditions, for the maps
{fp,a}p.qen, do so. Indeed, note first that the previous choice is equivalently de-
scribed by the morphism #FY : I4[1]%P @ M# @ I4[1]%7 — M# between the
unshifted bar construction of M# and N#, defined by

#F;fq(sa17 ce 80, A, say, .., say)(m) (128)
= (—1)P”)\(F;fp(sa’1, S, 8ay, M, a1, ..., Sap)), .
where
p q
= (Zl+degaj)(degm—|—deg)\+21—l—dega;),
j=1 i=1
for all homogeneous m € M, A € N# and a1,...,ap,a},...,a, € I4. Let F* :

B*(A,M,A) — B“(A,N,A)and #F" : B*“(A,N# A) — B“(A,M%* A) be the
morphisms of bicomodules induced by {F* }, ¢en, and {#F¥ }, qen,. Then, it is
easy to verify that

(Bp# o #F* —#F% 0 By )(w)(m) = —(—1)KT48AN((F" 0 By — By o F*)(w')),

wherew = 501 ®- - -®s5a, OARsa1 @ - -Rsa,, w = 50 Q- Qsa,@MR5a1 R -V S0y
and

P q
K= (deg)ﬂ—Zl+degai)(degm+21+dega;).

i=1 j=1

Hence, # F* commutes with the differentials, as was to be shown.

From the previous notion we can provide a short definition of d-cyclic aug-
mented Aoc-algebra, for d € 7Z. We define it as an augmented A.-algebra pro-
vided with a strict isomorphism f : A — A%[d] of A..-bimodules satisfying that
f(a)(b) = (—1)deeadeeb £(p)(a), ie. f# = f, as morphisms of graded vector spaces
(see [5], Lemma 3.1). The more standard definition of d-cyclic (nonunitary, unitary,
or augmented) A..-algebra can be recalled as follows. It is an A.-algebra (A4, m,)
provided with a nondegenerate bilinear form v on A of degree d (i.e. a morphism
of graded vector spaces v : A® A — k of degree d) satisfying that yo 74 4 = v and

Y(mn(ar, ... an), a0) = (—1)"Hdega)(iidesaiy(m (g, ... an_1),a,), (1.29)
for all homogeneous ay,...,a, € A. It is clear to see that this last definition co-

incides with the first one when A is augmented or even just (strictly) unitary, by
setting v(a, b) = (s;‘if(a))(b), forall a,b € A. Indeed, it is easy to see that (1.29) is
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tantamount to the fact that f is a strict morphism of A..-bimodules, whereas the
nondegeneracy of v is equivalent to f being bijective, and the symmetry property
of v is tantamount to f# = f. DefineI' : A[1] ® A[l] — kby T'o (s4 ® s4) = 7.
Note that I' has degree d + 2. Then, the super symmetry of v is equivalent to
L o7ap)ap) = —T, and is tantamount to

F(bn(sala ceey San)v Sao) = (_1)deg sa0(2iy des Sai)l“(bn(sa07 ceey Sanfl)v San)a
(1.30)
for all homogeneous ay, ... ,a, € A, where we have written sa; instead of s4(a;)
to simplify.

Remark 1.3. Let A be a unitary Ao-algebra that is further assumed to be minimal, i.e.
= 0, and let foo : A — A¥[d] be a quasi-isomorphism of A -bimodules. Since
A is minimal, foo is in fact an isomorphism of graded vector spaces. Moreover, by only
considering the underlying unitary (associative) graded algebra structure of A given by
ma and na, foo is in fact an isomorphism of graded bimodules, where A% [d] has the
underlying graded bimodule structure induced by its A.-bimodule structure. Hence,

fo0(a)(b) = (afo0(14))(b) = (=1)1B84EL £y (1) (ba)
= (—1)%B 298 (fo 0(14)b)(a) = (—1)4B*98P fo 4(b)(a),

50 fg%£ o = Jfo.0. As a consequence, the symmetry condition in the definition of d-cyclic
unitary (or augmented) Aoo-algebra A is superfluous if A is minimal.

If M is a dg A-bimodule over an augmented dg algebra A and C'is a coaug-
mented A.-coalgebra, then M ® C is in fact an A.-bimodule over Hom(C, A)
with the structure morphisms given by mé‘ffo = dy ® ide +idyr ® AY, and, for
p+qg=1,

mé‘{q®c(¢1®...®¢p®(m®0)®¢1®...®wq)
= (—1) ($1(c(gr2)) - - - Op(Cgrpr)-m-(W1(cry) - - a(e(e)) © C(arnys

where A§+q+1(c) =c(1) @ @ C(pyqt1), and

p q
¢ =pg+degedegm+(p+q+1)(D deggi+ Y degty;)+ Y degeqy)dego;

i=1 j=1 1<i<p
q+2<i <q+i
q+1
+ Z degc(jydeg; + degm+2degc a+144) +Zdegwj Zdegcj)
1<j<gq = Jj=1 j=1

1<4' <

This structure can be obtained as follows. First note that, given any dg bimodule
N over 4, it is easy to verify that Hom(C, N) is an A-bimodule over Hom(C, A)

via mgigm(c M(w) =dyow— (=1)¥lwo A, and

Hom(C,N)
mpf]’m (¢1, ..,qbp,w ¢p+17-'~7¢p+(1)

p+q
= (-1 )(p+q+1)(1+degw+z deg 6¢) p7q o(P1®- - RPpRWRPp 4 1Q- - ®¢p+q)OAp+q+17

for all p,q € Ny such that p + ¢ > 1, where my? : A®? @ N @ A®? — N denotes
the successive application of the action of A on N 1, Oprqg € Hom(C, A) and
w € Hom(C,N). Consider now A.-bimodule structure on 7 = Hom(C, M#),
and take the graded dual A..-bimodule 7# (over Hom(C, A)). The A-bimodule
structure on M @ C over Hom(C, A) is obtained by pulling back the structure on
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T# via the canonical injection i : M ® C' — T# sending m ® c to the functional that
sends € T to (=1)"u(c)(m), where w = deg cdegm + deg cdeg u + degm deg p.
Indeed, it is easy to see that the A,-bimodule M ® C'is the one obtained by im-
posing that i is a strict morphism of A.,-bimodules over Hom(C, A).

If M is only a left (resp., right) dg module over A, we may regard it as a dg
A-bimodule by means of the augmentation €4, i.e. a.m.a’ = ea(a’)a.m (resp.,
a.m.a’ = e4(a)m.a’), so we may apply the previous construction. If f : M — Nisa
morphism of dg A-bimodules over an augmented dg algebra A and C'is an coaug-
mented A, -coalgebra, then the map f®idc : M®C — N ®C is a strict morphism
of A.-bimodules over Hom(C, A). On the other hand, let f, : C — D be a mor-
phism of coaugmented A..-coalgebras and let A be an augmented dg algebra. This
induces a morphism of augmented A..-algebras (fo ). : Hom(D, A) — Hom(C, A),
as seen in (T.18). In particular, given any dg A-bimodule M, this allows to consider
M®C as an As-bimodule over Hom(D, A) by means of (1.23). Then, the collection
of morphisms

Fyq: Hom(D, A)®P @ (M © C) @ Hom(D, A)® — M © D
given by
Fog1 @ ®¢, 0 (m®c)@1Y; @ ®1y,)
= (=1 (¢1(d(g12)) - - - p(digips1)))-m-(D1(d(1)) - - - Wg(d(g))) @ digr1),
where f,1411(c) =d1) ® - @ d(pqq+1), and
p q
¢ = pg+degedegm+(p+q-+1)(D_degdit ) degyy)+ ) degdy) deg o

i=1 j=1 1<i<p
g+2<i <q+i

P q q+1
+ Z deg d ;) deg v + (degm + Z deg d(g+14i) + Z deg 1)) ( Z degd(j))-
1<j<q i=1 j=1 =1

defines a morphism of A.-bimodules over Hom(D, A).
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