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A NOTE ON NON-SIMPLY CONNECTED RATIONAL HOMOTOPY MODELS

SYUNJI MORIYA

1. Introduction

Gómez-Tato–Halperin–Tanré [4] proposed a non-simply connected generalization of the rational ho-
motopy theory of Quillen [9] and Sullivan [11]. They adopted local systems of commutative differential
graded algebras (CDGA’s) as algebraic models of spaces and proved that the fiberwise rationalization
of a space with arbitrary fundamental group is recovered from the local system. They also established
an equivalence between homotopy categories by making use of their minimal models. As another ratio-
nal model for a non-simply connected space, a π1-equivariant CDGA was introduced by Hain [5] under
suggestion by Delinge, and studied by Katzarkov-Pantev-Toën [7] and Pridham [8]. This CDGA can
be defined as an algebra of (polynomial) de Rham forms with coefficients in a large semi-simple local
system. This model is also studied by the present author [12] in terms of dg-categories with emphasis on
recovering homotopy invariants. For example, the rational homotopy groups and Postnikov invariants are
algebraically recovered from this equivariant CDGA model under some assumption (see also [8]). Both
of these algebraic models have their own advantages. The local system models have clear correspondence
with fibrations over K(π, 1)-spaces, and the equivariant CDGA models admit a notion of minimal model
which is very similar to Sullivan’s one. So direct comparison of these models might be important. In
this note, we illustrate a part of such comparison in a simple example. Concretely speaking, we present
an example of local system of CDGA’s and compute the corresponding equivariant CDGA model. Our
example is a non-nilpotent version of an example in [4]. We also see how some homotopy invariants
are recovered from the equivariant model with this example. Especially, we present a relatively small
complex which computes the twisted cohomology of the corresponding space. To do so, we make explicit
the well-known correspondence between extensions of representations and twisted cohomology classes of
degree 1 in terms of dg-categories for the case of the group Z×Z, based on the general theory developed
in [10]. We also describe a general procedure to obtain the corresponding equivariant CDGA model from
a local system model in the case of π1 = Z× Z.

2. Preliminary

In this section, we recall basic notions from other papers. We sometimes omit details, which can be
found in the references.

We suppose all vector spaces in this note, possibly with some extra structures such as a grading,
differential, and product are defined over a fixed base field k of characteristic 0. All complexes are
non-negatively and cohomologically graded. The symbol ⊗ = ⊗k denotes the tensor product over k.
A commutative differential graded algebra (in short, CDGA) is a complex A equipped with a unital,
associative and graded commutative multiplication A ⊗ A → A commuting with the differential and
satisfying d(1) = 0. A map of CDGA’s is a chain map which preserves the product and unit.

Formally we will work with the category of simplicial sets and the terms ‘space’ and ‘fibration’ mean
simplicial set and Kan fibration, respectively. Let K be a simplicial set and C a category. A local system
on K in C is a functor from the opposite category of simplexes of K to C, so it consists of a family of
objects Fσ of C labeled by σ ∈ ⊔n≥0Kn and maps (or morphisms) of C labeled by simplicial maps. A
map of local systems is a natural transformation. A local system in the category of CDGA’s and their
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maps is called shortly a local system of CDGA’s. We use freely the terms about local systems in [4]. To
ease a term, by a local system of vector spaces, we mean a locally constant local system in the category of
(ungraded) vector spaces and k-linear maps. Let AK (= APL,K in the notation of [4]) be the local system

of CDGA’s defined by AK,σ = APL(∆
|σ|), the CDGA of polynomial de Rham forms on the standard

simplex of the same dimension as σ with natural structure maps. As in [4], an AK -algebra is a map
AK → B of local systems of CDGA’s on K such that B is extendable and H∗(B) is locally constant.
The authors of [4] proposed 1-connected AK-algebras of finite type as algebraic models of non-simply
connected spaces. For a fibration p : E → K of simplicial sets, they defined an AK-algebra F(E, p) by

setting F(E, p)σ = APL(E ×K ∆|σ|) where the pullback is taken for the diagram E
p
→ K

σ
← ∆|σ|, and

proved that this AK-algebra recovers the fiberwise rational homotopy type of E if K is a K(π1(E), 1)-
space and p is 2-connected i.e. p induces bijections on π0 and π1 (for k = Q under some finiteness
assumption). We call an AK -algebra which is connected with F(E, p) by a zigzag of quasi-isomorphisms
of AK-algebras (see [4]), a local system model of E.

We shall recall another algebraic model from [5, 7, 8, 12]. Let π be an abstract group. We say a
representation of π is semi-simple if it is isomorphic to a direct sum of finite dimensional irreducible
representations. We always regard a tensor of representations as a representation by the diagonal action.
A π-CDGA is a CDGA equipped with a k-linear action of π which commutes with the differential and
product. A map of π-CDGA’s is a map of underlying CDGA’s which commutes with the action of π and
a map of π-CDGA’s is said to be a quasi-isomorphism if it induces an isomorphism on the cohomology.
We say a π-CDGA is semi-simple if its underlying representation is semi-simple. Let X be a pointed
connected space. We sometimes identify representations V of π1(X) with the local systems of vector
spaces on X which associate the vector space V to each simplex and the action of an element of π1(X)
to each face map by fixing cycles in 1-skelton of X representing elements of π1(X). (This identification
will be made explicit in the case of X = T 2 in next section.) This identification naturally extends to
the equivalence between the category of representations and their homomorphisms and the category of
local systems of vector spaces and their maps, which sends a homomorphism f : V → V ′ to the map
given by f on each simplex. Let V be a local system of vector spaces on X . For a local system of
CDGA’s B, we define a local system B ⊗ V (of complexes) by (B ⊗ V )σ = Bσ ⊗ Vσ with the obvious
maps, where Vσ is regarded as a complex concentrated in degree 0. We define a complex C∗

PL(X,V ) by
C∗
PL(X,V ) = Γ(APL,X ⊗ V ), where Γ denotes the global section functor given in Definition 1.1 of [4].

(This is the same as the complex given in Definition 3.4.2 of [12].) While we give the definition of original
equivariant CDGA model Ared(X) using an affine group scheme as basic information in the following,
we will not use this definition in the proofs. Instead, we use a characterization of equivalent models in
terms of dg-categories given in Lemma 2.2. The pro-reductive completion πred of an abstract group π is
the affine group scheme whose finite dimensional representations are in one-to-one correspondence with
the finite dimensional semi-simple representations of π in a natural manner. Let O(πred) denotes the
coordinate ring of πred (or Hopf algebra representing πred). For a pointed connected space X , we regard
O(π1(X)red) as a local system of X by the right translation. We define a π1(X)-CDGA Ared(X) as the
complex C∗

PL(X,O(π1(X)red)) equipped with the product induced by the products on polynomial forms
and the algebra O(π1(X)red), and the action of π1(X) induced by the left translation on O(π1(X)red)
(see Definitions 3.3.3 and 3.4.4 of [12]). Since the translation on O(π1(X)red) is semi-simple, the action
on Ared(X) is also semi-simple. By this feature, Ared(X) has a minimal model similar to the original case
of Sullivan. There exists a quasi-isomorphism N → Ared(X) of π1(X)-CDGA such that the underlying
CDGA of N is minimal (in the sense of Sullivan, see e.g. [2] or [3]) and N is semi-simple. We call N the
equivariant minimal model of X .

To extract homotopical information such as the natural action of π1(X) on πn(X) ⊗Z k and twisted
cohomology from the equivariant minimal model, we use dg-categories and extensions of their objects.
We shall recall some related notions. A dg-category is a category whose sets of morphisms are furnished
with structures of complexes for which the identities are cocycles and the compositions HomC(V

′, V ′′)⊗
HomC(V, V

′) → HomC(V, V
′′) are chain maps, see [10] or [12]. The category of 0-th cocycles Z0C is
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the k-linear category whose objects are the same as those of C and whose morphisms V → V ′ are the
cocycles of degree 0 in HomC(V, V

′). We mean by an isomorphism in C an isomorphism in Z0C. We
say a dg-functor F : C → C′ between dg-categories is a quasi-equivalence if it induces an equivalence
Z0C → Z0C′ of categories and quasi-isomorphisms between the complexes of morphisms. An extension

in a dg-category C is a pair of maps V ′ p
→ Ṽ

q
→ V of degree 0 such that dp = 0, dq = 0, qp = 0,

and a splitting exists. Here, a splitting of (p, q) is a pair of maps V ′ α
← Ṽ

β
← V of degree 0 satisfying

αβ = 0, αp = idV ′ , qβ = idV , and pα + βq = idṼ . We call the class [αdβ] ∈ H1(HomC(V, V
′)) the

extension class of (p, q). The following lemma is stated in [10] and the proof is easy and omitted.

Lemma 2.1 ([10]). Let C be a dg-category and V ′ pi→ Vi
qi
→ V an extension in C with a splitting V ′ αi←

Vi
βi
← V for i = 1, 2. If V1 and V2 have the same extension class, they are isomorphic. An isomorphism

V1 → V2 is given by p2α1 + β2q1 − p2γq1 where γ ∈ Hom0
C(V, V

′) is a chain with dγ = α2dβ2 − α1dβ1.�

We shall recall the completion of a dg-category due to Simpson [10]. A Maurer-Cartan (MC-) element
on an object V of a dg-cateory C is an element η ∈ Hom1

C(V, V ) satisfying dη + η2 = 0. Let C̄ be a
dg-category defined as follows. An object of C̄ is a pair (V, η) of an object of C and an MC-element on it.
The complex HomC̄((V, η), (V

′, η′)) of morphisms is the same as HomC(V, V
′) as a graded vector space,

but its differential is given by dC̄f = dCf + η′f − (−1)|f |fη. We identify C with a full sub dg-category
of C̄ via the inclusion V 7→ (V, 0). C̄ is complete, i.e. any class [ω] ∈ H1(HomC̄((V

′, η′), (V, η))) comes
from an extension. Concretely speaking, an extension which induces the class is given by (V ′, η′) →(
V ′ ⊕ V,

[
η′ ω
0 η

])
→ (V, η) with an obvious splitting. Let Ĉ ⊂ C̄ be the full sub dg-category spanned

by objects obtained by successive extensions of objects of C. The dg-category Ĉ is called the completion
of C and has a universal property, see [10]. For a simplicial set X , let TPL(X) be the dg-category defined
as follows. The objects of TPL(X) are the finite dimensional local systems of vector spaces on X and
the complex of morphisms is given by HomTPL(X)(V, V

′) = CPL(X,Hom(V, V ′)) where Hom(V, V ′) is the
natural hom-local system with Hom(V, V ′)σ = {k-linear maps :Vσ → V ′

σ}. The composition is the natural
one defined by the product of forms and the composition of maps. Let T ssPL(X) ⊂ TPL(X) be the full sub
dg-category spanned by semi-simple local systems. By the universal property, we have quasi-equivalences
̂T ssPL(X) ≃ ̂TPL(X) ≃ TPL(X). Let B be a semi-simple π1(X)-CDGA. We define dg-categories TssB and

TB as follows. The objects of TssB are the finite dimensional semi-simple representations of π1(X) and
HomTssB(V, V

′) is given by the complex of invariants (B⊗Hom(V, V ′))π1(X) (for the diagonal action), with
restriction of the standard differential on the tensor product. Here, Hom(V, V ′) is the hom-representation
given by the conjugate action on the space of linear maps V → V ′ and regarded as a complex concentrated

in degree 0. The composition is defined similarly to TPL(X) using the product on B. We set TB = T̂ssB.
The dg-categories C = T ssPL(X) and T

ssB have a natural tensor (dg-)functor ⊗ : C × C → C. For
T ssPL(X), it is given by the tensor of local systems on objects, and the combination of the product of
forms and the tensor of maps on morphisms : (ω1 · f1, ω2 · f2) 7→ ω1ω2 · f1 ⊗ f2. For TssB, it is defined
similarly using the product on B. If H0(B) = k, since (k ⊗ Hom(V, V ′))π is naturally bijective to the
set of homomorphisms V → V ′, there exists a natural equivalence between Z0

T
ssB and the category

of finite dimensional semi-simple representations (and their homomorphisms), which gives the identity
between the object sets. Similarly, there is an obvious equivalence between Z0T ssPL(X) and the category
of finite dimensional semi-simple local systems. By composing these equivalences with the restriction
of the equivalence between representations and local systems mentioned above, we have the equivalence
Z0

T
ssB ≃ Z0T ssPL(X).

Lemma 2.2 (Lemma 3.3.1 and Theorem 3.4.5 of [12]). Under the above notations, for any semi-simple
π1(X)-CDGA B which is connected to Ared(X) by a zigzag of quasi-isomorphisms between semi-simple
π1(X)-CDGA’s, we have a zigzag of quasi-equivalences

T
ssB ≃ T

ssAred(X) ≃ T ssPL(X),
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which preserves the tensor functors on the dg-categories and induces the equivalence Z0
T
ssB ≃ Z0T ssPL(X)

defined above. This zigzag induces the zigzag of quasi-equivalences between the completions

TB ≃ TAred(X) ≃ TPL(X).

�

So, for a given finite dimensional representation V of π1(X) (or local system on X), if we obtain
the equivariant minimal model N of X and an object (V0, η) in TN corresponding to V through the
zigzag in this lemma, we can compute the twisted cohomology H∗(X,V ) as the cohomology of ((N ⊗
V0)

π1(X), dη = d + η). In general, V0 is (isomorphic to) the semi-simplification of V . In other words,
if {0} = V 0 ⊂ V 1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ V k = V is a sequence of π1(X)-invariant subspaces such that V i+1/V i is
semi-simple for each 0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, V0 is isomorphic to ⊕0≤i≤k−1V

i+1/V i. In next section, we give
explicit description of the representation corresponding to a given cohomology class of degree 1 and
illustrate examples of MC-elements corresponding to some non-semi-simple representations in the case of
very simple group π = Z× Z.

3. MC-elements corresponding to representations of Z× Z

Throughout the rest of this note, we set π = Z × Z, and let gi denote a fixed generator of the i-th
component of π for i = 1, 2. We use the realization of the K(π, 1)-space

T 2 = [0, 1]2/{(0, t2) ∼ (1, t2), (t1, 0) ∼ (t1, 1)}.

T 2 consists of one 0-cell, two 1-cells σ1 = {(t1, 0)}, σ2 = {(0, t2)} and one 2-cell τ = {(t1, t2)}. (We are
formally working with simplicial sets so these cells are subdivided into simplexes implicitly.) Furthermore,
we always identify a representation V of π with a local system L of vector spaces on T 2 defined as follows.
We set Lσ = V for each cell (or simplex) σ, and the face map d0 corresponding to the inclusion {1} → [0, 1]
is given by the action of gi on σi for i = 1, 2, and the other face map d1 is the identity. We use the same
notations for the corresponding local systems as the representations in what follows.

Lemma 3.1. Let (V, ri), (V
′, r′i) be two representations of π, where ri ∈ GL(V ) and r′i ∈ GL(V

′) denote
the actions of gi for i = 1, 2. Any class of degree 1 in H∗(CPL(T

2,Hom(V, V ′))) is represented by a
cocycle of the form ω = P (t1, t2)dt1 +Q(t1, t2)dt2 where P and Q are polynomials of t1, t2 (not piecewise
but defined on the entire square [0, 1]2) with coeffcients in k-linear maps V → V ′. There exists a unique
polynomial µ(t1, t2) satisfying

∂µ

∂t1
= P,

∂µ

∂t2
= Q, µ(0, 0) = 0.

( If P and Q are constant for t1, t2, clearly we have µ = t1P + t2Q.) A representation (Ṽ , r̃i) which has

the extension class [ω] is given by Ṽ = V ′ ⊕ V with gi acting as

r̃i =

[
r′i −r

′
iµ(2− i, i− 1)

0 ri

]
.

A splitting V ′ α
← Ṽ

β
← V is given by

α =

[
idV ′ − µ(t1, t2)

]
, β =

[
µ(t1, t2)

idV

]
.

Proof. The claim about the form of a cocycle follows from Proposition A.1.4 of [12]. Since ω is a cocycle,

we have ∂P
∂t2

= ∂Q
∂t1

. By this equation, if we put

µ(t1, t2) =

∫ t1

0

P (τ, t2)dτ +

∫ t2

0

Q(0, τ)dτ

( =

∫ t2

0

Q(t1, τ)dτ +

∫ t1

0

P (τ, 0)dτ),
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µ satisfies the equations in the claim. Since ω is a global section, we have

r′2P (t1, 1)r
−1
2 = P (t1, 0), r′1P (1, t2)r

−1
1 = P (0, t2),

which imply the equations

r′2{µ(t1, 1)− µ(0, 1)}r
−1
2 = µ(t1, 0), r′1{µ(1, t2)− µ(1, 0)}r

−1
1 = µ(0, t2).

By these equations, we have

r̃1r̃2 =

[
r′1r

′
2 −r′1r

′
2µ(0, 1)− r

′
1µ(1, 0)r2

0 r1r2

]

=

[
r′1r

′
2 −r′1r

′
2µ(0, 1)− r

′
1(r

′
2(µ(1, 1)− µ(0, 1))r

−1
2 )r2

0 r1r2

]

=

[
r′1r

′
2 −r′1r

′
2µ(1, 1)

0 r1r2

]
= r̃2r̃1,

so Ṽ is a well-defined representation. Similarly, we can verify that α is well-defined as follows.

r′1(α|t1=1)r̃
−1
1 = r′1

[
idV ′ − µ(1, t2)

] [
(r′1)

−1 µ(1, 0)r−1
1

0 r−1
1

]

=

[
idV ′ r′1µ(1, 0)r

−1
1 − r

′
1µ(1, t2)r

−1
1

]

=

[
idV ′ − µ(0, t2)

]
= α|t1=0.

The verification on β is similar and the rest of conditions on the splitting is easily verified. �

Example 3.2. In the following examples (1), (2), all representations are supposed to have the trivial
action of g2, and expressed as the action of g1.

(1) We consider the 2-dimensional representation V1 =

[
c e
0 c

]
. By Lemma 3.1, it is easy to see

that ω = −(e/c)dt1 corresponds to the extension (k, c) → V1 → (k, c). By Lemma 2.1, V1 is

isomorphic to the object V2 =

([
c 0
0 c

]
, η =

[
0 −(e/c)dt1
0 0

])
in ̂TPL(T 2). An isomorphism

V1 → V2 is given by [
1 (e/c)t1
0 1

]
.

(2) We consider the 3-dimensional representation V3 =



c e h
0 c f
0 0 c


. By Lemma 3.1, a cocycle

representing the class of the extension V1 → V3 → (k, c) is given by

−

[
c e
0 c

]−1 [
h
f

]
dt1 = −c−2

[
ch− ef
cf

]
dt1.

The pushforward by the isomorphism in (1) sends this cocycle to the cocycle

−c−2 · t[ch− (1− t1)ef, cf ]dt1,

where t(−) denotes the transposition. Since t[t1(1 − t1), 0] belongs to(
C∗
PL

(
T 2,

[
c 0
0 c

])
, dη = d+ η

)

and dη
t[t1(1 − t1), 0] = t[1− 2t1, 0]dt1, last cocycle is cohomologous to

−c−2 · t[ch− ef/2, cf ]dt1.
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So V3 is isomorphic to

V4 =





c 0 0
0 c 0
0 0 c


 ,−c−2




0 ce ch− ef/2
0 0 cf
0 0 0


 dt1




in ̂TPL(T 2).
(3) We consider the 3-dimensional representation V5 on which g1 and g2 act by



c1 e1 0
0 c1 0
0 0 c1


 and



c2 0 e2
0 c2 0
0 0 c2


 ,

respectively. Similarly to (2), we see that V5 is isomorphic to

V ss5 ,




0 −(e1/c1)dt1 −(e2/c2)dt2
0 0 0
0 0 0






in ̂TPL(T 2) where V ss5 is the 3-dimensional representation on which gi acts by the scalar multi-
plication of ci for i = 1, 2.

4. An example of local system of CDGA’s

We shall define our main example of AT 2 -algebra L which is a mild, non-nilpotent generalization of
Example 6.7 of [4]. We set (ΛZ, d) = (Λ(x, y, z, w, u), d) with x, y, z cocycles of degree 3, w a cocycle
of degree 6, deg u = 5, du = yz. We set Lσ = AT 2,σ ⊗ (ΛZ, d) for each cell σ. To define a local system,
it is enough to define face maps for the cell structure given in the beginning of previous section. Let
ai, bi be invertible elements in k for i = 1, 2. Let dj be the degeneracy map corresponding to the map
{1 − j} ⊂ [0, 1] for j = 0, 1 as before. The map d0 on σ1 is given by d0(x) = a1x, d0(y) = b1y, d0(z) =
a1z, d0(w) = a1b1(w + xy), and d0(u) = a1b1u. d0 on σ2 is given by d0(x) = a2(x + z), d0(y) =
b2y, d0(z) = a2z, d0(w) = a2b2w, and d0(u) = a2b2u. We set d1 = id on σi for i = 1, 2. The map

dij : Lτ → Lσi
corresponding to the inclusion [0, 1]→ [0, 1]×2, t 7→

{
(t, 1− j) (i = 1)
(1 − j, t) (i = 2)

is given by the

following formulas for i = 1, 2, j = 0, 1. di0(y) = b3−iy, di0(z) = a3−iz, di0u = a3−ib3−iu for i = 1, 2,
and d10(x) = a2(x + z), d20(x) = a1x, and d10(w) = a2b2(w − t1yz − dt1u), d20(w) = a1b1(w + xy),
and di1 = id (see Figure 1). This is well-defined as a 1-connected AT 2 -algebra of finite type since this is
extendable for some subdivision of T 2, but this is not an A-minimal model in the sense of Definition 3.5
of [4], where we put A = AT 2 . For our purpose, this local system model works well enough.

xx

x

a2(x+ z)

a1x ww

w

a2b2(w − t1yz − dt1u)

a1b1(w + xy)

d0

d1

d1 d0
Figure 1. Face maps

In the rest of the note X denotes the space corresponding to L through the equivalence of [4]. More
precisely, the pointed simplicial set X is the image of the AT 2 -minimal model of L by the realization
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functor 〈 〉 defined there. To compute the equivariant minimal model of X , we first give the equivariant
minimal model of T 2. The following lemma is a special case of Theorem 4.2.3 of [12]. We give a shorter
proof for this case here.

Lemma 4.1. The equivariant minimal model of T 2 is given by the π-CDGA Λ(s1, s2) with s1, s2 cocycles
of degree 1 with trivial action.

Proof. Let N be the equivariant minimal model of T 2. Since the semi-simplicity of representations is
preserved by extension of scalars, we may assume that k is algebraically closed. Since commutative
matrixes are triangularizable simultaneously, the irreducible representations of π are 1-dimensional. By
straightforward computation, H∗(T 2, V ) = 0 for a non-trivial irreducible representation V and clearly
H∗(T 2, V ) = Λ(s1, s2)⊗V for a trivial V . This means that the map (N π⊗V )π → (N⊗V )π(≃ C∗

PL(T
2, V ))

induced by the inclusion N π → N is a quasi-isomorphism for any irreducible V , where π acts on the
subalgebra of invariants N π trivially. Since N is semi-simple, we see that the inclusion N π → N is a
quasi-isomorphism. If V is a 1-dimensional trivial representation, N π is isomorphic to the endomorphism
algebra HomTssN (V, V ) by definition, which in turn, is quasi-isomorphic to APL(T

2) as a CDGA by
Lemma 2.2. These observations imply the claim. �

Remark 4.2. In the proof of Lemma 4.1 and the proof of Theorem 4.3 below, we apparently use dg-
categories. This is mainly for efficiency of notations and we may write down these proofs using a concrete
description of (Z×Z)red and the standard interpretation of representations as comodules overO((Z×Z)red)
instead of dg-categories based on the same referred facts. In the algebraic description of the cohomology
of X with twisted coefficients given below, we need dg-categories (or some similar algebraic objects) more
essentially since it is based on the latter zigzag of Lemma 2.2.

We define a semi-simple π-CDGAM. We setM = Λ(s1, s2, x̄, ȳ, z̄, w̄, ū) with s1, s2 cocycles of degree
1, ȳ, z̄ cocycles of degree 3, deg x̄ = 3, dx̄ = s2z̄, deg ū = 5, dū = ȳz̄, deg w̄ = 6, and dw̄ = s1x̄ȳ−s1s2ū.
The action of π on M is given by gi · s1 = s1, gi · s2 = s2, gi · x̄ = aix̄, gi · ȳ = biȳ, gi · z̄ = aiz̄,
gi · w̄ = aibiw̄, and gi · ū = aibiū for i = 1, 2.
πi(X) has a topologically defined natural action of π = π1(X) (see e.g. [6] or [13]). We denote by

πi(X)∨ the linear dual of πi(X)⊗Z k or the dual representation by abuse of notations.

Theorem 4.3. With the above notations, the equivariant minimal model of X is (isomorphic to)M.

Proof. Let F be a fiber of the fibration p : X → T 2 naturally associated to the map AT 2 → L. The
topologically defined action of π on πi(X)∨ is identified with the action on the linear dual πi(F )

∨ defined
by sliding maps from a sphere along a lifted loop using the lifting property of the fibration (see [13]).
In turn, this action is identified with the action induced by the map d0 ◦ d

−1
1 on the indecomposables

H∗(L′pt/(L
′
pt · L

′
pt))
∼= k〈x, y, z, w, u〉, where L′pt is the quotient of the CDGA Lpt on the base point of T 2

by the submodule k1. So we have the isomorphisms of representations of π

(⊕iπi(X))∨ ∼= (⊕iπi(F ))
∨ ∼= k〈x, y, z, w, u〉.

For example, the action on π3(X)∨ is identified with the representation

g1 7→



a1 0 0
0 b1 0
0 0 a1


 , g2 7→



a2 0 a2
0 b2 0
0 0 a2




(for the coordinate t[z y x]) through this isomorphism. The semi-simplification of this representation is
given by the action of the diagonal part of these matrixes. By this and similar observations for other
degree, together with Theorem 4.1.3 of [12] and Lemma 4.1, we see that the equivariant minimal model
of X has the same number of generators asM and the degrees of them and the action of π on them are
also the same. Let L1 and L2 be the 1-dimensional representations of π on which each gi acts by the
multiplication of a−1

i and b−1
i , respectively. Let S be a set of pairs (k, l) of non-negative integers such

that the representations Lk1 ⊗ L
l
2(= L⊗k

1 ⊗ L
⊗l
2 ) with (k, l) ∈ S appear exactly once in each isomorphism
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class of the representations of the form Lk
′

1 ⊗ L
l′

2 with k′, l′ ≥ 0. Put U = ⊕(k,l)∈SL
k
1 ⊗ L

l
2. We define a

commutative product on U by the map

(Lk1 ⊗ L
l
2)⊗ (Lk

′

1 ⊗ L
l′

2 )
∼= Lk+k

′

1 ⊗ Ll+l
′

2
∼= Lk

′′

1 ⊗ L
l′′

2

where (k′′, l′′) ∈ S and the first isomorphism is the transposition and the second is given by vk+k
′

1 ⊗vl+l
′

2 7→

vk
′′

1 ⊗ v
l′′

2 for some fixed generators vi ∈ Li. Let N be the equivariant minimal model of X and Lmin the
AT 2 -minimal model of L. We have the following quasi-isomorphisms of semi-simple π-CDGA’s

N ∼= (N ⊗ U)π
ϕ1

−→
⊕

(k,l)∈S

C∗
PL(X, p

∗(Lk1 ⊗ L
l
2))

ϕ2

←−
⊕

(k,l)∈S

Γ(F(X, p)⊗ Lk1 ⊗ L
l
2)

ϕ3

←−
⊕

(k,l)∈S

Γ(Lmin ⊗ L
k
1 ⊗ L

l
2)

ϕ4

−→
⊕

(k,l)∈S

Γ(L⊗ Lk1 ⊗ L
l
2) (=: L̃).

Here,

• the leftmost isomorphism is the obvious one.
• In the right four objects, Lk1 ⊗ L

l
2 is regarded as a local system on T 2 and Γ denotes the global

section functor.
• The products on these objects are natural ones. For example, the product on C∗

PL(X, p
∗U) is the

tensor of the product of forms and the product on U .
• The action on each object is given by the multiplication of aki b

l
i on the summand tensored with

Lk1 ⊗ L
l
2.

• ϕ1 is induced by the zigzag of quasi-equivalences in Lemma 2.2.
• ϕ2 is the obvious inclusion through the identification C∗

PL(X, p
∗(Lk1 ⊗L

l
2)) = Γ(APL,X ⊗ p∗(Lk1 ⊗

Ll2)), which is actually an isomorphism since X ×K ∆|σ| in the definition of F(X, p) is simply
connected.
• ϕ3 and ϕ4 are induced by quasi-isomorphisms of local systems Lmin → F(X, p) and Lmin → L
respectively, whose existence is ensured by Theorems 3.12 and 5.10 of [4].

The compatibility of ϕ1 with the product and action is ensured by the compatibility with the tensor
structures mentioned in Lemma 2.2. Thus, N and last π-CDGA, denoted by L̃, are quasi-isomorphic.
We shall prove that M is quasi-isomorphic to L̃ as a semi-simple π-CDGA. By abuse of notations, we
denote by y ∈ Γ(L⊗L2), z ∈ Γ(L⊗L1) and u ∈ Γ(L⊗L1⊗L2) the constant sections to the representing
generator tensored with the fixed generators of Li. For example, yτ = y ⊗ v2 for the 2-cell τ . We define
an element x′ ∈ Γ(L ⊗ L1) of degree 3 by x′τ = (−x+ t2z)⊗ v1. Since

d10(x
′
τ ) = a2(−(x+ z) + 1 · z)⊗ a−1

2 v1 = −x⊗ v1 = d11(x
′
τ ), and

d20(x
′
τ ) = a1(−x+ t2z)⊗ a

−1
1 v1 = d21(x

′
τ ),

x′ is well-defined as a global section. We also have d(x′τ ) = dt2z ⊗ v1. We define an element w′ ∈
Γ(L ⊗ L1 ⊗ L2) of degree 6 by w′

τ = (w − t1xy + t2dt1u) ⊗ v1 ⊗ v2. We see that w′ is well-defined and
dw′

τ = (−dt1xy−dt1dt2u+t2dt1zy)⊗v1⊗v2 = (dt1x
′y−dt1dt2u)τ by a straightforward computation. We

define a map F :M→ L̃ by si 7→ dti for i = 1, 2, ᾱ 7→ α for α = y, z and u, x̄ 7→ x′, and w̄ 7→ w′. Clearly,
this is a map of π-CDGA. Since dx̄ is not a boundary in the subalgebra generated by s1, s2, ȳ, z̄ and we
have already known the generators of the graded algebra N , we see that H≤4(F ) is an isomorphism and
H5(F ) is a monomorphism. Similarly, as dū and dw̄ are not boundaries in the subalgebras of generated
by generators of lower degrees, we conclude that F is a quasi-isomorphism. �

Let us look at how some homotopy invariants are recovered from the equivariant minimal model based
on the identification in section 3 and the general theory in [12].

The action of π1(X) on the homotopy groups. Note that the topologically defined action on
πi(X)∨ of π = π1(X) is not compatible with the differential of M for any graded linear identification
between the generators of ΛZ and those ofM with degree ≥ 3. Neverthless, we can recover the action on
πi(X)∨. Let V i be the space of the generators ofM of degree i andM(i−1) ⊂M the subalgebra generated
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by elements of degree ≤ i−1. As in Theorem 1.0.2 of [12], the semi-simplification of πi(X)∨ is isomorphic
to V i, and the extension is encoded in the differential. The differential d : V i →M(i− 1)i+1 ⊕M1 ⊗ V i

followed by the projection toM1⊗V i is naturally regarded as an MC-element η, and (V i, η) is isomorphic
to the object in TM corresponding to the topological action on πi(X)∨ through the equivalence of Lemma
2.2 (see sub-subsections 2.2.1 and 3.3.1 of [12] for the sign convention). The MC-element corresponding
to the differential on V 3 is given by 


0 0 s2
0 0 0
0 0 0


 .

By Lemma 3.1, this corresponds to the representation





a1 0 0
0 b1 0
0 0 a1


 ,



a2 0 −a2
0 b2 0
0 0 a2




. Clearly,

this is isomorphic to the action obtained from the original local system in the proof of Theorem 4.3.
The model in the original rational homotopy theory. A CDGA quasi-isomorphic to the usual

polynomial de Rham algebra APL(X) = Γ(AX) is given byMπ. So if for any pair of non-negative integers
(k, l) 6= (0, 0), aki b

l
i 6= 1 holds for at least one of i = 1, 2, we have APL(X) ≃ Λ(s1, s2). If ai is not a

root of unity for at least one of i, and bi = a−1
i for both of i = 1, 2, APL(X) is quasi-isomorphic to the

subalgebra ofM generated by s1, s2, x̄ȳ, ȳz̄, ū, w̄.
Twisted cohomology. We can obtain an algebraic complex which computes cohomology of X with

coefficients in V3 in Example 3.2 using the identification given there. Let V ss3 be the semi-simplification of
V3 so g1 acts on V ss3 via scalar multiplication by c and g2 does trivially. The object in TM corresponding
to V3 is given by simply replacing dt1 in V4 with s1. So C∗

PL(X,V3) is quasi-isomorphic to the complex
((M⊗ V ss3 )π , D) with the differential D given by

D(ω ⊗ t[k1 k2 k3]) = dω ⊗ t[k1 k2 k3] + s1ω ⊗M
t[k1 k2 k3]

where M = −c−2




0 ce ch− ef/2
0 0 cf
0 0 0


. Similarly, for V5 in the same example, C∗

PL(X,V5) is quasi-

isomorphic to the complex ((M⊗ V ss5 )π, D′) with the differential

D′(ω ⊗ t[k1 k2 k3]) = dω ⊗ t[k1 k2 k3]− (e1/c1)s1ω ⊗
t[k2 0 0]− (e2/c2)s2ω ⊗

t[k3 0 0].

In principle, we can get a similar algebraic complex for any finite dimensional representation of π by
successive applications of Lemmas 2.1 and 3.1 if we can find a polynomial form as in Lemma 3.1.

In the proof of Theorem 4.3, we obtained a semi-simple π-CDGA which is quasi-isomorphic to the
equivariant minimal model in terms of a local system model. A similar procedure works for a general
space with the fundamental group π. Let E be a connected space with π1(E) = π and πi(E)⊗Z Q finite
dimensional for each i ≥ 2. We may assume the existence of a 2-connected fibration p : E → T 2 by
replacing E with a weak homotopy equivalent space if necessary. Let B be a local system model of E. By
definition, B is connected with F(E, p) by a zigzag of quasi-isomorphisms of AT 2 -algebras. Let pt ∈ T 2

be the 0-cell and (ΛW,d) the minimal model of Bpt (in the sense of Sullivan). We fix quasi-isomorphisms
ψpt : (ΛW,d) → Bpt and ψσi

: (ΛW,d) → Bσi
of CDGA’s for i = 1, 2. We can take maps of CDGA’s

d̄ij : (ΛW,d)→ (ΛW,d) such that the square

(ΛW,d)
d̄ij

//

ψσi

��

(ΛW,d)

ψpt

��

Bσi

dj
// Bpt

commutes up to homotopy for i = 1, 2, j = 0, 1. Since (ΛW,d) is minimal, d̄ij is an isomorphism. We
regard W as the representation of π on which gi acts as the map on the indecomposables induced by
d̄i0 ◦ (d̄i1)−1. Suppose k is algebraically closed. We can take a basis {xj}j∈J of the semi-simplification
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of W such that gi acts by a scalar cij ∈ k on xj . Let Mj be the one dimensional representation of π

on which gi acts by c−1
ij . Let S be the set of collections (kj)j∈J of non-negative integers such that for

(possibly) only finitely many j’s, kj 6= 0 and the representations ⊗j∈JM
kj
j with (kj) ∈ S appear exactly

once in each isomorphism class of representations of the form ⊗j∈JM
k′j
j with k′j ≥ 0 for any j ∈ J and

k′j 6= 0 only for finite j’s. Let B̃ be the semi-simple π-CDGA defined as follows. As a complex, set

B̃ =
⊕

(kj)∈S

Γ(B ⊗ (⊗j∈JM
kj
j )),

where Mj is regarded as a local system on T 2. The product on B̃ is defined similarly to that of L̃ in the
proof of Theorem 4.3 by fixing a generator ofMj and using the product of B and the tensors ofMj ’s. The

generator gi acts on Γ(B ⊗ (⊗j∈JM
kj
j )) by

∏
j∈J c

kj
ij . The proof of the following theorem is completely

similar to Theorem 4.3.

Theorem 4.4. Suppose k is algebraically closed. Let E be a pointed connected space with π1(E) = π
and πi(E) ⊗Z Q finite dimensional for each i ≥ 2 and B a local system model of E. With the above

notations, B̃ is connected with the equivariant minimal model of E by a zigzag of quasi-isomorphisms
between semi-simple π-CDGA’s. �

Clearly, we have a similar claim for the case of π1(E) = Zn with n ≥ 3.
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