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Deformations of Gentle A
∞
-Algebras

Raf Bocklandt and Jasper van de Kreeke

Abstract. In this paper we calculate the Hochschild cohomology of gentle
A∞-algebras of arc collections on marked surfaces. When the underlying arc
collection has no loops or two-cycles, we show that the dgla structure of the
Hochschild complex is formal and give an explicit realization of all deformations
up to gauge equivalence.
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1. Introduction

To a collection of oriented arcs on a closed surface with marked points, one
can associate an A∞-algebra called the gentle A∞-algebra. These were introduced
in [5, 9] to study wrapped Fukaya categories of punctured surfaces [1], where the
punctured surface is obtained by removing the marked points. These algebras are
also variants of well-known algebras that are studied in representation theory [2,
16, 12].

In this paper we study the deformation theory of these A∞-algebras in detail.
The intuition from mirror symmetry tells us that deforming these algebras as curved
A∞-algebras should correspond to filling in these punctures with normal points or
orbifold points [18, 6].

We will work out this idea as follows. Starting from an arc collection on a closed
surface with marked points, we introduce the combinatorial notion of an orbigon
and use it to define a family of higher products that count these orbigons. We show
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2 RAF BOCKLANDT AND JASPER VAN DE KREEKE

that these structures satisfy the curved A∞-axioms and indeed deform the gentle
A∞-algebra coming from the arc collection.

To show that these deformations solve the deformation problem we look at the
Hochschild cohomology. We show that each element in the Hochschild cohomology
is determined by its zeroth and first component; in other words its nullary and
unary product. In the case that the arc collection has no loops or two-cycles we
obtain an explicit basis for the Hochschild cohomology. This enables us to give a
description of the Gerstenhaber algebra structure on the Hochschild cohomology.

These computations match work done by Wong [20] on the Borel-Moore co-
homology for matrix factorizations of dimer models (which is the B-side analogon
of our setting, from the perspective of mirror symmetry [5]), as well as the theme
that Hochschild cohomology of wrapped Fukaya categories agrees with symplectic
homology [7, 17].

Finally we show that the bracket from the Gerstenhaber structure is formal
and conclude that each solution of the Maurer-Cartan equation for the Hochschild
cohomology is gauge equivalent to one of the curved A∞-structures we introduced.

2. Curved gentle algebras

In this section we will introduce curved gentle algebras. These are curved
deformations of the gentle A∞-algebras that were defined in [5] and [9].

2.1. Arc collections and gentle algebras.

Definition 2.1. A marked surface (S,M) is a pair consisting of a compact
oriented surface without boundary S and a finite subset of marked points M ⊂ S.
We will denote the genus of the surface by g. Furthermore we will assume that
|M | ≥ 3 if S is a sphere and |M | ≥ 1 otherwise.

An arc collection A is a set of oriented curves a : [0, 1] → S that meet M
only at the end points (a−1(M) = {0, 1}) and do not (self)-intersect internally. We
say that an arc collection splits the surface if the complement of the arcs is the
disjoint union of discs. These disks are called the faces and we denote the set of
faces by F . Each face can be seen as a polygon bounded by arcs.

An arc collection that splits the surface satisfies

• the no monogons or digons condition [NMD], if no single arc or pair
of arcs bounds a face. In this case the surface is split in n-gons with n ≥ 3.
• the no loops or two cycles condition [NL2] if every arc has two
different end points and no two arcs share more than one end point.
• the dimer condition, if the arcs around each disk form an oriented cycle.
In case of a dimer, we will call a face positive or negative depending on
whether the cycle around it is anticlockwise or clockwise. We can partition
F accordingly: F = F+ ∪ F−.

From now on we will assume that [NMD] holds, but in later sections we will
sometimes have to assume the stronger [NL2] condition.

Recall that a quiver is a four-tuple Q = (Q0,Q1,h, t) representing an oriented
graph with vertices Q0, arrows Q1 and maps h, t : Q1 → Q0 that assign to each
arrow its head and tail. A quiver is graded by a group G if it comes with a map
| · | : Q1 → G.

The path algebra CQ of a quiver Q is the complex vector space spanned by
the paths with as product concatenation of paths if possible and zero otherwise. We
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write the arrows as going from right to left so αβ is a genuine path if t(α) = h(β).
Every vertex of the quiver v ∈ Q0 gives rise to a path of length zero, which is
called the vertex idempotent 1v. These span a semisimple subalgebra which we will
denote by k ∼= CQ0 . If Q is G-graded then CQ is a graded k-algebra by assigning
to each arrow its G-degree and to each vertex idempotent degree 0.

It is tempting to consider the arc collection itself as a quiver, but we will not
do this. Instead we will consider a different quiver, which is obtained by putting a
vertex in the middle of each arc.

Definition 2.2. Given an arc collection A that splits (S,M), we define a
Z2-graded quiver QA as follows.

• The vertices of the quiver are the arcs: (QA)0 = A.
• For each angle of a face we define an arrow that corresponds to the internal
anticlockwise angle between consecutive arcs that meet in that corner.
• An arrow has degree zero if both arcs have the same direction at the
marked point (both outwards or both inwards), and degree one otherwise.
Note that A is a dimer if and only if all arrows have Z2-degree 1.

|α| = 0 |α| = 0 |α| = 1 |α| = 1

We will denote these ‘angle arrows’ by Greek letters and use h(α) and t(α) to
denote the arcs (vertices) that correspond to the head and tail of the arrows. Each
angle arrow also turns around a unique marked point and is contained in a unique
face. We will denote these by m(α) and f(α). In this quiver two consecutive arrows
either are angles that turn around a common marked point or they correspond to
consecutive angles in a face.

t(α) = h(β) =⇒ m(α) = m(β) or f(α) = f(β)

Definition 2.3. The gentle algebra GtlA of an arc collection A is the path
algebra of QA modulo the ideal of relations spanned by the products of arrows that
are consecutive angles in a face.

GtlA = CQA/〈αβ|α and β are consecutive angles in a face〉

The product rule in this algebra can be illustrated pictorially as follows.

αβ

αβ 6= 0

αβ

αβ = 0

Remark 2.4. The number of arrows is 2|A| because in each vertex precisely
two arrows arrive and two arrows leave. More precisely for every angle arrow α
there are precisely two angle arrows β1 and β2 with h(α) = t(βi). One will satisfy
β1α = 0 and for the other one we have β2α 6= 0. Likewise there are two γi with
h(γi) = t(α), one with αγ1 = 0 and one with αγ2 6= 0. This notion of a gentle
algebra refers to this property and derives from representation theory [2]. The usual
definition of a gentle algebra also entails that the algebra is finite-dimensional but
this is not the case for our algebras. It is possible to obtain finite dimesnional
algebras by looking at surfaces with marked points on the boundary [12, 16].
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Example 2.5. In the picture below on the left you see an arc collection on a
torus with two marked points. It has 4 arcs and two square faces. The quiver QA

has 4 vertices and 8 angle arrows. The angle arrows all have degree 1. The relations
are generated by all paths αiβj and βiαj , whenever the arrows are composable. This
implies that every nonzero path in the gentle algebra is either a sequence of only
α′s or only β′s. The former turn around the first marked point, while the latter
turn around the second marked point.

a1

a3

a2

a4

• •

• •

•

α1

α3

α2α4

β1 β1

β3 β3

β4

β4

β2

β2

a1 a2

a3a4

•

•

• •

•

In general, the nonzero paths of a gentle algebra correspond to positive angles
between arcs that share a marked point. Every nonzero angle paths is uniquely
determined by it sequence of angle arrows and products of angles paths turning
around different marked points are zero.

For each m ∈M we define

ℓm = α1 . . . αk + · · ·+ αk . . . α1

where α1, . . . ,αk are the angle arrows around m ordered in anticlockwise direction.
These elements represent single loops around the marked points and they generate
the center of the algebra.

Lemma 2.6.
Z(GtlA) = C[ℓm|m ∈M ]/(ℓiℓj|i 6= j).

Proof. One can easily check that the αℓm = ℓmα if m(α) = m and αℓm =
ℓmα = 0 if m(α) 6= m. This also implies that ℓuℓv = 0 if u 6= v.

Suppose z = cβ + . . . is a nonzero central element containing the angle path β
and let α be the angle arrow that follows β in the cycle around m. Then we have
that αβ 6= 0, so if αz = zα then αβ must end in α and hence β must be a cycle
that winds a number of full turns around m. Therefore z will contain ℓrm and the
ℓrm form a basis for the part of the center with path length > 0. The length 0 part
of the center is C because the quiver is connected. �

Lemma 2.7. As a Z(GtlA)-module the outer (Z2-graded) k-derivations are
generated by the Euler derivations

Eα := α∂α.

Proof. Let α be an angle arrow. If d is a k-derivation then h(dα) = h(α) and
t(dα) = t(α). If dα contains a term γ that does not turn around the same marked
point as α, let β be the angle such that γβ 6= 0 is cyclic. We then have that αβ = 0
because they turn around different marked points. Therefore

0 = d(αβ) = γβ + · · · ± αdβ,

but this is impossible because these two components turn around different marked
points and hence cannot cancel each other.

So suppose dα turns around the same marked point m as α. In that case there
are the following possibilities.
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(1) If a = h(α) = t(α) then either a forms a monogon (which is excluded by
condition [NMD]) or α = ℓm is a full turn around a marked point m with
one arc a arriving.

•α • •α

β

In the latter case dα = g(α)1a for some polynomial g. This polynomial
cannot have a constant term: let β be the arrow that follows α in the face
f(α). Then α and β turn around different marked points so

0 = d(βα) = (dβ)α± βg(α) = ±g0β.

So dα = (g(α)α−1)α = zEα(α) for z = g(ℓm)ℓ−1
m .

(2) If a = h(α) 6= t(α) and a is a loop then there is an angle path κ : a → a
following α that does not form a full turn around m.

•κ

α

β

In that case dα can contain a term of the form κα. Let β be the angle
arrow that directly follows κ. Note that β 6= α otherwise the arc a forms
a monogon. Because β and α are on different ends of the arc a, we have
that

d(βα) = β(cκα + . . . )± (dβ)α = 0.

Therefore d(β) contains cβκ. The commutator [cκ,−] is only nonzero for
the angle arrows α and β. By substracting this from d we can make these
terms disappear.

(3) If a = t(α) 6= h(α) and a is a loop we can do a similar reasoning as above.
(4) If a = t(α) 6= h(α) = b and a, b are both loops then dα can contain a term

of the form κ1ακ2. If κ1 is not a full turn then let β be the angle arrow
such that βκ1ακ2 6= 0. Because βα 6= 0 we get

d(βα) = β(cκ1ακ2 + . . . )± (dβ)α = 0.

So κ2 must end in α but then κ2 is a full turn, so κ1ακ2 = ℓrmκ1α, and
we can make this term disappear with [ℓrmκ1,−]. If κ1 is a full turn we
can do the same.

(5) If neither h(α) or t(α) are loops then every path in d(α) is of the form
ℓrmα.

From the discussion above we see that we can remove all terms that are not of the
form ℓrmα by subtracting commutators. �

Remark 2.8. Lemma 2.6 holds more generally for marked surfaces with bou-
undary, but lemma 2.7 does not hold in this generality (think of the cylinder with
one marked point on each boundary circle, this has an arc collection whose gen-
tle algebra is the Kronecker quiver ◦ =⇒ ◦). However if we impose the [NL2]
condition the lemma still holds.



6 RAF BOCKLANDT AND JASPER VAN DE KREEKE

We end this section with a nice interpretation of Koszul duality in this setting.
If A is an arc collection on (S,M), choose a set of points F ⊂ S in the centers of
the faces. For each arc a draw a perpendicular arc a⊥ that connects the centers of
the faces adjacent to a and points inside the left face. The dual arc collection
A⊥ = {a⊥ | a ∈ A} forms an arc collection for (S,F ).

Theorem 2.9. The Koszul dual of the gentle algebra is a gentle algebra of the
dual arc collection:

(GtlA)
! ∼= GtlA⊥ .

Proof. From Bardzell [3] and [5] we know that A = GtlA has a bimodule
resolution B• spanned by A ⊗

k

b ⊗
k

A where b = βlβl−1 · · ·β1 ∈ CQA is a path
of angle arrows such that all products βiβi−1 are zero. In other words paths that
turn around faces. The maps between the terms have the following form

1⊗ bk . . . b1 ⊗ 1 7→ bk ⊗ bk−1 . . . b1 ⊗ 1− (−1)k1⊗ bk . . . b2 ⊗ b1

Therefore the Koszul dual Ext•A(k,k) = HHom(B•, Lk ⊗ kR) is spanned by the
dual basis b∨. The element b∨ corresponds to the (right) module extension

0←− C1t(βl)
βl
←− C1h(βl) ←− · · · ←− C1t(β1)

β1
←− C1h(β1) ←− 0.

Note we use right modules because in that way α and α∨ run in opposite direc-
tions. Stitching together two of these module extensions shows that the ext product
matches the (reverse) concatenation of paths if the paths turn around the same face.
All other products are zero. In particular the ext algebra is spanned by dual angle
arrows and α∨β∨ = 0 if m(α) = m(β). Finally if α is an angle arrow then the dual
α∨ in the Koszul dual has degree 1− |α|. All this can be realised geometrically by
considering the dual angles as angles between perpendicular arcs.

• α∨ •α

�

Remark 2.10. In the theorem above we are referring to the classical Koszul
dual [4] where the gentle algebra is considered as a graded algebra graded by path
length. A similar statement holds if we work with Koszul duality for A∞-algebras
but then we need to work with the gentle algebras completed by path length.

2.2. Orbigons. Now let R be a complete local commutative ring over C with
maximal ideal R+ and residue field R/R+ = C. For each element r ∈ Z(GtlA)“⊗R+

we will define a curved R-linear A∞-structure over GtlA“⊗R. When tensored with
R/R+ the result will be the gentle A∞-algebra as defined in [5, 9], so our construc-
tion gives a family of deformations of the latter.

To describe these deformations, we need the notion of an orbigon. Morally
this is a branched cover from a disk to the surface such that the boundary is
mapped to arcs and the branch points are mapped to marked points. We can
construct such branched covers by joining faces together. We will define this concept
combinatorially and inductively in two steps.
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Definition 2.11. Tree-gons are certain sequences of angles up to cyclic per-
mutation. The basic tree-gon come from faces: (αk, . . . ,α1) is a tree-gon if they
form the consecutive angles of a face such that h(αi) = t(αi+1).

If (αk, . . . ,α1) and (βl, . . . ,β1) are tree-gons such that α1βl 6= 0 and αkβ1 6= 0
in GtlA then we define a new tree-gon

(β1αk,αk−1, . . . ,α2,α1βl, . . . ,β2)

Geometrically this operation stitches the two tree-gons together over the common
arc h(βl) = t(α1).

β1

β2

β3

β4

β5

β6 α1

α2

α3

α4

α5

α6

Remark 2.12. From this definition one can deduce that tree-gons are sequences
of internal angles of faces stitched together in a tree-like way. This tree, whose nodes
are the faces and whose edges are the stitched arcs, can be reconstructed solely from
the angle sequence.

Let (γu, . . . , γ1) be the sequence of all the indecomposable angle arrows in the
tree-gon. Define a permutation σ on {1, . . . ,u} as follows: for every i there will
be a unique shortest nontrivial path γj . . . γi+1 with i + u ≤ j < i that lifts to a
contractible loop in the universal cover of S \M . Set σ(i) = j mod u. One can
easily show that for a tree-gon we have that σ2 = Id and σ(i) = i if and only if
h(γi) is an arc on the boundary of the tree-gon. This means that the internal arcs
are in 1–1 correspondence with the 2-cycles in σ. The nodes of the tree on the
other hand correspond to the orbits of the permutation σ ◦ (u . . . 1). Indeed this
permutation follows the angles and crosses over if the arc is internal, and therefore
it cycles around the faces. An edge and a node are incident if their orbits intersect.

Now we will allow to fold together two consecutive arcs on the boundary of a
tree-gon that are identical. The result is a disk-like shape with internal marked
points, so some of the angles sit in the interior of the disk. We will use square
brackets to denote what is interior. In general we get sequences of angles separated
by square brackets and commas such as (α,β[γ[δ]ǫ]ζ[η]). The reduced sequence
cuts out anything that is between square brackets: e.g. (α,βζ). Again we work
inductively.

Definition 2.13. An orbigon is a bracketed cyclic sequence of angles. The
basic orbigons are tree-gons without any brackets and if (. . . ,U , . . . ) is an orbigon
for which the reduced sequence of U is an angle that turns r full turns around a
marked point m then (. . . [U ] . . . ) is also an orbigon. The type of the orbigon is a
multiset containing all pairs p = (m, r) that were needed to introduce the brackets.
Such a pair is also called an orbifold point.

Different tree-gons can be folded together to form the same disk, therefore we
also need to impose an equivalence relation on the orbigons. Suppose (αk, . . . ,α1)
and (βl, . . . ,β1) are tree-gons and

(β1αk| . . . |αj [αj−1| . . . |α1︸ ︷︷ ︸
U1

βl| . . . |βi+1︸ ︷︷ ︸
U2

]βi| . . . |β2)
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is an orbigon, where the |-separators can be commas or brackets. Then the shift
rule shifts the position of a piece between brackets and reverses the order of the
two parts U1,U2 that are in thee different tree-gons as follows

(β1[βl| . . . |βi+1︸ ︷︷ ︸
U2

αj−1| . . . |α1︸ ︷︷ ︸
U1

]αk| . . . |αjβi| . . . |β2)

where brackets in U1 that are paired up with a bracket U2 and vice versa are flipped,
for the formula to make sense.

αk

α1

β1

βl

β2

βi

αj

]

]

[ [ [ [

[ [
αk

α1

β1

βl

β2

βi

αj

] ]

] ] [ [

[ [

The shift rule generates an equivalence relation on the orbigons that preserves the
type and the reduced sequence.

Remark 2.14. Every tree-gon corresponds to a tree with nodes labeled by faces
and edges labeled by arcs. Each folding operation adds another edge to the graph
corresponding to the arc a = h(U). In this way we end up with a graph of which
this tree is a spanning tree. The graph, which we will sometimes refer to as the
face graph, is planar. It divides the plane into regions which can be labeled by
a pair (m, r) from the type multiset. Clearly the equivalence relation changes the
underlying spanning tree while keeping the face graph the same. For the example
above the face graph is a grid with 3×3 nodes and the spanning trees are indicated
in bold.

The spanning tree of the face graph completely determines the unreduced sequences
of the orbigon because it is the sequence of angles that runs around the tree. It
also determines the brackets: each time you cross an edge of the face graph that
is not in the spanning tree you open or close a bracket depending on whether you
crossed it the first or the second time.

Lemma 2.15. Two orbigons are equivalent if and only if their face graphs are
equivalent as labeled planar graphs.

Proof. By construction the shift rule does not change the underlying face
graph. Now suppose that the two orbigons have isomorphic face graphs, then we
have to show that we can move from one spanning tree T1 to another spanning
tree T2 via the shift rules. If a is an edge (or dually an arc) in T1 not contained
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in T2 then if we remove a, T1 will split in two parts (or dually tree-gons) denote
the angles in the first tree-gon by αk, . . . ,α1 and those in the second tree-gon by
βl, . . . ,β1 such that a = t(β1) = h(αk).

Because T2 is connected it must contain an arc b that connects the two parts
of T1 \ {a}. Now find the indices i, j such that b = h(βi) = t(αj) and perform the
corresponding shift rule. The result will be an orbigon with a spanning tree equal
to T1 \ {a} ∪ {b}, which is one edge closer to T2. Keep repeating this procedure
until the spanning tree is T2. �

Remark 2.16. Note that we can also stitch orbigons together over a common
arc in their reduced sequences by stitching the underlying tree-gons and transferring
the brackets to the stiched tree-gon. The face graph of the new orbigon consists of
the two graphs of the smaller orbigons joined together by one edge labeled by the
common arc. Moreover because the common arc must be contained in all spanning
trees, this implies that the small orbigons are uniquely determined by the big one.

Lemma 2.17. If (αk, . . . , ξη, . . . α1) is the reduced sequence of an orbigon and
ξ, η are nontrivial angle paths then there are two possibilities:

A the orbigon is stitched together of two smaller orbigons with reduced se-
quences (βr, . . . , ξ) and (γr, . . . , η) such that γrβr = αr for some r.

B the orbigon is folded together from an orbigon with reduced sequence
(αk, . . . , ξ, ℓ

r
mh(η), η, . . . ,α1)

in both cases these orbigons are unique.

Proof. Look at the face graph of the orbigon. The arc t(ξ) = h(η) will
correspond to an edge in this graph. If the graph remains connected after removing
this edge then this new graph will be the graph of an orbigon that can be folded
to the old orbigon and we are in situation B. Otherwise the old orbigon is stitched
together from two smaller orbigons and we are in situation A. �

Lemma 2.18. For a given type and reduced sequence there are at most a finite
number of orbigons (up to equivalence).

Proof. Each bracketing changes two commas in brackets and introduces an
extra pair in the multiset of the type. Therefore the length of the unreduced
sequence (the number of commas and brackets) is 2 times the size of the multiset
longer than the unreduced sequence (the number of commas). �

Lemma 2.19. If the arc collection satisfies

• the no monogon or digon condition [NMD] then all tree-gons have length
at least 3.
• the no loops or two-cycles condition [NL2] then all orbigons have reduced
sequences of length at least 3.

Proof. If [NMD] holds then all faces are at least 3-gons. Gluing an n-gon to
an m-gon results in an n+m− 2-gon, and n+m− 2 > 2 if n,m > 2. Furthermore,
an orbigon with a reduced sequence of length one or two would give rise to a loop
or two-cycle of arcs. �
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2.3. A∞-structures on the gentle algebra. Fix a commutative ring R.
Recall that if A is a Z or Z/2Z-graded projective R-module then a curved A∞-
structure is a collection of R-linear maps

µk : A⊗Ri → A

of degree 2− k, satisfying the curved A∞-axioms:

∑

k≥l≥m≥0

(−1)‖xm‖+...+‖x1‖µ(xk, . . . ,µ(xl, . . . ,xm−1),xm, . . . ,x1) = 0.

Here ‖x‖ is shorthand for the shifted degree: ‖x‖ = |x| − 1. If l = m then
we interpret the middle µ() as the element µ0 := µ0(1) ∈ A. This is called the
curvature and if it is zero the structure is called uncurved.

If A is an algebra, we say that µ is an extension of the product if a · b =
(−1)deg bµ2(a, b). If A = CQ/I ⊗ R comes from a path algebra of a quiver we
will take tensor products over k⊗R instead of over R and we ask that the vertex
idempotents 1v are strict: all products µ 6=2 for which one of the entries is such an
idempotent are zero.

Now let R be a local nilpotent or complete ring over C with maximal ideal R+.
Fix an element r ∈ Z(GtlA)“⊗R+, where “⊗ denotes the R+-adic completed tensor
product. We will write this element as

r0 +
∑

m

rm(ℓm)

where r0 ∈ R
+, the rm(t) ∈ R+JtK are R+-valued power series without constant

term such that the reductions rm ∈ (R+/(R+)k)JtK are actually polynomials for
every k ≥ 1. We will write the jth coefficient of rm(t) as rp where p = (m, j) is
viewed as an orbifold point. We will also write ℓp as shorthand for ℓjm. We are now
ready to define a family of extensions of the gentle algebra.

Definition 2.20. For any r ∈ Z(GtlA)“⊗R+ we define rµ• on GtlA“⊗R as
follows

• For each orbifold point p = (m, j) we define a nullary product

rµ0
p : k→ GtlA“⊗R+ : 1 7→ rpℓ

j
m

• For each orbigon ψ with reduced sequence (αk, . . . ,α1) of length k we
define a k-ary product rµψ. If β and γ are angles such that βαk+i 6= 0
and αiγ 6= 0 then we set

rµψ(βαk+i, . . . ,αi) = rψβ and rµψ(αk+i, . . . ,αiγ) = (−1)|γ|rψγ.

where rψ is the product of all rp with p running over the orbifold points
in the type of ψ. If the type is empty (i.e. ψ is a tree-gon) then we put
rψ = 1. All other rµψ(β1, . . . ,βn) where the βi are angles are zero.
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The total product is the sum of all these products together with an overall curvature
coming from r0:

rµ0 = r0µ
0
1 +

∑

p

rµp

rµ1 =
∑

|ψ|=1

rµψ

rµ2 = rµ2
ord +

∑

|ψ|=2

rµψ

rµk =
∑

|ψ|=k

rµψ.

where µ0
1 is the nullary product with µ0

1(1) = 1 and rµ2
ord the R-linear extension of

the ordinary product in GtlA. This is well defined because by lemma 2.18 there are
only a finite number of k-orbigons for each type and R is nilpotent or complete.

Remark 2.21. The condition [NMD] implies that there are no tree-gons with
length 1 or 2. This means that rµ1 = 0 mod R+ and rµ2 = µ2

GtlA
mod R+. The

condition [NL2] implies that there are no orbigons with length 1 or 2. This means
that rµ1 = 0 and rµ2 = rµ2

ord.

Remark 2.22. If r = 0, the only rµψ that contribute are those coming from
tree-gons and each contributes with a factor rψ = 1. These are precisely those that
correspond to immersed disks that do not cover marked points with their interior.
Therefore the definition is equivalent to the definition in [9]. In [5] the definition
of the higher product is given inductively, with an induction step that is analogous
to the induction step we used to define a tree-gon. Hence the definition is also
equivalent to the definition in [5]. From both papers we can conclude that rµ is an
uncurved A∞-structure if r = 0. If r 6= 0 then rµ will be a curved deformation of
this uncurved A∞-structure.

Remark 2.23. Each higher product removes a sequence of angles that forms
an orbigon. If the angle that remains comes from the first entry, we will call that
the front of the product, if it comes from the last we call it the back of the
product.

Proposition 2.24. If [NL2] holds then rµ is a well defined curvedA∞-structure

on GtlA“⊗R, which is strict over k = CA.

Proof. We need to check the curved A∞-axioms. The first two axioms
rµ1(rµ0(1)) = 0, rµ1(rµ1(α) + rµ2(rµ0(1),α)− rµ2(α, rµ0(1)) = 0

follow easily from the facts that rµ0(1) is a central element and rµ1 = 0. The
third axiom holds because rµord is associative and there are no rµ3(. . . ,

rµ0(1), . . . )
terms as this would imply an orbigon with reduced sequence (. . . [ℓkm] . . . ) of length
1. This contradicts lemma 2.19.

To show the higher axioms, first note that by construction all the rµ are strict
over k, so we only need to check the axioms when all entries are nontrivial paths.
Fix an angle sequence (γr, . . . , γ1) of length ≥ 4 and assume that there is a nonzero
double product

rµu(γs+t−1, . . . , γi+t,
rµv(γi+t−1, . . . , γi), γi−1, . . . , γ1)
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where rµu can be a rµord (if s = 2) or a rµψ if s > 2, and rµv can be a rµp (if t = 0),
a rµord (if t = 2) or a rµψ (if t > 2). Such a product is uniquely characterized by
the triple (u, v, i).

Each nonzero double product is a path multiplied with a factor ±rurv (where
we use the convention that rord = 1). We will show there is a unique other triple
with a nonzero double product cancel that cancels it.

To do this, we will go through all possible triples (u, v, i) systematically, making
a distinction between whether i is 1, s or somewhere in the middle. For each case
we draw a diagram of the possible situations and every situation will occur exactly
twice (see figure 2.1). Note that most diagrams have two versions depending on
whether the (only/outer) higher product has a front or a back. We will only consider
the latter cases. The diagrams are named after the operations of type A, B from
lemma 2.17 that can be performed on the orbigons to stitch or fold them together.

(1) (ψ, p, i)
• If i = 1 then ℓp contains the back of rµψ and we are in situation
O1. We can compensate this term with a term of a similar type but
where ℓp contains the front:

rµψ(γs, . . . , γ1,
rµp) cancels with

rµψ(
rµp, γs, . . . , γ1)

• If 1 < i < s then ψ has ℓp as one of its angles and we are in situation
B1. We can fold the orbigon together to form a new orbigon ψ′

with rψ′ = rψrp. The other term that cancels it is of the form
(ψ′, ord, i− 1).
• If i = s and ℓp comes before γs then either γs is shorter than the
back of rµψ or longer. If it is shorter, we are in situation B2. If it is
longer than the back, the arc t(γ1) will lie inside ψ. In that case we
distinguish type BA if t(γ1) cuts ψ in two pieces, or BB if it opens
a second fold at a marked point q. The former is compensated by a
terms of type (ψ1,ψ2, i), while the latter is compensated by a term
(ψ1, q, i). In both cases ψ1 includes the orbifold point p and has a
front)

(2) (ψ, ord, i)
• If 1 < i ≤ s then the inner product rµ2(γi+1, γi) is an angle from
the orbigon ψ then h(γi) either opens a fold of ψ (B1) or it cuts
the orbigon in two (A1L,A1R,A1M). The first is compensated by
a term of type (ψ′, p, i+ 1), while the latter three by a term of type
(ψ1,ψ2, j).
• If i = 1 and γ1 is part of the back of rµψ then h(γ1) will cut the back
in two. This is situation O2 and it is compensated by a term of the
form (ord,ψ, 2).
If the back of rµψ is part of γ1 then h(γ1) either opens a fold of ψ
or it cuts the orbigon in two. Just like when i 6= 1 above, we are in
cases (B1,A1L,A1R,A1M) but now with γ1 equal to the top of the
hexagon instead of the bottom. They are also compensated by terms
of type (ψ′, p, i+ 1) and (ψ1,ψ2, j).

(3) (ord,ψ, i)
• If i = 1 and rµ2(γt+1,

rµψ(. . . , γ1)) puts something in front of the
back of rµψ, three things can happen. If γt+1 is shorter than the first
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angle of ψ then h(γt+1) either cuts ψ in two (A2) or opens a fold of ψ
(B2). These cases are compensated by terms of the form (ψ1,ψ2, j)
and (ψ′, p, t).
If γt+1 is longer than the first angle we are in situation O3 and can
compensate it with a term of the same type but with a head

rµ2(rµψ(γt+1, . . . , γ2), γ1).

• If i = 2 then rµ2(rµψ(. . . , γ2), γ1) adds something to the back of rµψ
and we are in situation O2.

(4) (ψ1,ψ2, i)
• If i = 1 and rµψ2

has a back then we are in A1M . If rµψ2
has a front

we are in situation O4. Then we can commute the order of ψ1 and
ψ2, this gives two terms that cancel:

rµψ1
(γs+t−1, . . . ,

rµψ2
(. . . , γ1)) and

rµψ2
(rµψ1

(γs+t−1, . . . ), . . . , γ1).

• If 1 < i < s and rµψ2
has a back equal to an angle of ψ1 we are in

situation A1L, while if it has a front equal to an angle, we are in
situation A1R.
• If i = s and rµψ2

has a front we are in A1R. If it has a back
then it depends on the back of rµψ1

. If it is at least as long as the
last angle of ψ2 we are in situation A2. Otherwise t(γ1) will cut
ψ2 in two pieces (situation AA) or it will open a fold (AB). The
former is compensated by a term of type (ψ′

1,ψ
′
2, j) while the latter

is compensated by a term (ψ′
1, p, j). In both cases the outer product

now has a front. Note that type AB and BA only seem to occur once
in the list but this is because they are canceled by terms with a front
and these are not in the list.

�

Remark 2.25. The proof is analogous to the one in [9], but because of the
internal orbifold points extra cases needed to be considered. These are all the cases
with a B in their label. The proof can also be extended to the case where [NL2]
does not hold but this will include a lot more extra cases.

Remark 2.26. It is also possible to weight the faces in the orbigons using
elements in R+. Choose an element s(f ,i) ∈ R

+ for each face f and i ∈ N. The
weight of a tree-gon is then defined inductively by giving (αik, . . . ,α1) weight s(f ,i)
if the angle sequence turns i times around f (note that this definition allows for
orbifold faces as well). If you stitch two tree-gons together their weight is defined
as the product. The folding operation adds an additional factor r(m,j) in the same
way as before.

This gives a family of products r,sµ• on GtlA“⊗R that depends on two param-
eters sets r : M × N → R+ and s : M × N → R+. Note that the curvature only
depends on r not on s.

This same parameter set can be used for the Koszul dual GtlA⊥ but now the
role of r and s are reversed because for the Koszul dual the role of the marked
points and the faces are swapped. In this case s will give rise to curvature, while r
only contributes to the higher products. Note however that if s(f ,j) is nonzero for

an infinite number of (f , j) we should go to the completed version ĜtlA⊥ for the
curvature to make sense.
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A1L

γ1

A1R

γ1

A1M

γ1

A2

γ1

B1

γ1

B2

γ1

γ1

AA AB

γ1

BA

γ1 γ1

BB

O1

r
µp

O2 γ1 O3

γ1 γ1

O4

Figure 2.1. The possible diagrams that can occur in as double
products

3. Hochschild Cohomology of Gentle A∞-algebras

3.1. Definitions.

Definition 3.1. If (A,µ) is a Z- or Z2-graded A∞-algebra over a semisimple
algebra k, we define the A∞-Hochschild complex as

CC•(A) = Hom
k

(
⊕

i≥0

A[1]⊗k

i,A[1])

Every element ν ∈ CCj(A) can be seen as a collection of n-ary products νn of
degree 1 + j − n, one for each n ∈ Z≥0. We will call νn the nth component of ν.

Remark 3.2. Note that the grading on this space is not the classical grading
on Hochschild cohomology coming from the number of entries in the products, but
the one coming from the degrees of the maps A[1]⊗k

i → A[1]. For this grading the
product µ can be seen as an element of CC1(A). To avoid confusion we will call this
degree the ∞-degree ‖ • ‖. If we work Z2-graded we will also refer to this grading

as the parity and denote the homogeneous parts as CCeven(A) and CCodd(A).
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• On CC•(A) we have a bracket of degree 0:

[κ, ν](ar, . . . , a1) :=
∑

0≤i≤j≤r

(−1)(‖a1‖+...+‖ai‖)‖ν‖κ(ar, . . . , aj+1, ν(aj , . . . , ai+1), ai, . . . , a1)

− (−1)‖ν‖‖κ‖+(‖a1‖+...+‖ai‖)‖κ‖
∑

0≤i≤j≤r

ν(ar, . . . , aj+1,κ(aj , . . . , ai+1), ai, . . . , a1).

The A∞-axioms for the product µ, can be rephrased as [µ,µ] = 0,
which also means that d = [µ,−] is a differential of degree 1 and the
triplet

(CC•(A), d, [, ])

is a differential graded Lie algebra (DGLA). The solutions to the Maurer-
Cartan equation

dν +
1

2
[ν, ν] = 0

describe the deformations of µ as a curved A∞-structure.
• There is also a second product on CC•(A): the cup product.

(κ ⌣ ν)(ar, . . . a1) :=
∑

0≤i≤j≤u≤v≤r

(−1)zµ(ar, . . . ,κ(av, . . . , au+1), . . . , ν(aj , . . . , ai+1), . . . , a1)

withz = (‖a1‖+ . . .+ ‖au‖)‖κ‖+ (‖a1‖+ . . .+ ‖ai‖)‖ν‖+ ‖ν‖+ 1.
This product has degree 1 and together with d it satisfies the graded
Leibniz rule. Therefore

(CC•(A)[−1], d,⌣)

is a differential graded algebra DGA and if we go to homology the triplet

(HH•(A)[−1],⌣, [, ])

is a Gerstenhaber algebra.

Remark 3.3. These two classical structures on Hochschild cohomology of or-
dinary ungraded algebras were analyzed first by Gerstenhaber [8]. Both defini-
tions have been extended to A∞-algebras and are well-known in the literature, see
e.g. [15].

Mescher [15] uses a different sign convention for A∞-categories. This means his
definition of the cup product also has different signs. We have adapted the signs
in order to suit the signs in our definition of A∞-categories. In particular, the cup
product as defined is graded symmetric, with respect to a degree shift of 1 on the
Hochschild cohomology:

(3.1) ν ⌣ η = (−1)(‖ν‖−1)(‖η‖−1)η ⌣ ν.

The unexpected shift by 1 in this sign rule is desired. In fact, this “shifted graded
symmetry” renders the cup product truly graded symmetric with respect to the
“traditional” grading of the Hochschild complex, which differs from the A∞-grading
precisely by one. In other words, if one regards an ordinary ungraded algebra and
starts grading the Hochschild cohomology at zero (instead of minus one), the cup
product becomes graded symmetric.

We have tried to arrange the signs such that the cup product together with
the Gerstenhaber bracket turns HH(GtlA) into a Gerstenhaber algebra with correct
signs. In order to be a Gerstenhaber algebra, sign conventions of cup product and
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bracket need to be tuned to each other. The relevant compatiblity condition is the
signed Leibniz rule which reads

[ν, η ⌣ ω] = [ν, η]⌣ ω + (−1)‖ν‖(‖η‖−1)η ⌣ [ν,ω].

We have tried to arrange the signs with the Leibniz rule in mind, but we have not
conducted the tedious checks. We have however chosen the signs in analogy with
[15]. In particular, the signs are such that the cup product descends to Hochschild
cohomology and is graded symmetric, the latter we did check by hand.

Remark 3.4. If (A,µ) is a strictly unital A∞-algebra over k, i.e. µ(x1, . . . ,xn) =
0 if n 6= 2 and at least one of the xi ∈ k, one can construct the normalized
Hochschild cochain complex CC•(A). This is the subspace of all cochains that
evaluate to zero if at least one of the entries is in k. This subspace is closed under
all the operations above the embedding is a quasi-isomorphism [10]. The Maurer-
Cartan equation for CC•(A) classifies deformations of µ for which k remains strict.

We will now specialize to the case where A = GtlA is the gentle algebra of an
arc collection A equipped with µ = rµ for r = 0. We have seen that the GtlA
has a natural Z2-grading, so the ∞-degree is a Z2-degree, which we refer to as the
parity. It is possible to lift this Z2-grading to a Z-grading. To do this we assign to
each angle α a degree degα ∈ Z with the same parity as |α|. In order to make this
degree compatible with µ we have to ensure that µ has ∞-degree 1. This happens
only when the total degree of the angles in a k-gon is k − 2. As every angle occurs
only in one k-gon this can always be done but not canonically.

The gentle A∞-algebra also has an extra grading coming from the relative first
homology

G = H1(S \M ,A,Z).

This group can be described in terms of the angles and faces

G =

⊕
α∈(QA)1

Zα

〈α1 + · · ·+ αk | (α1, . . . ,αk) is a face〉
.

The group G comes with two natural maps

• π : G→ ZA : α 7→ h(α)− t(α)
• ι : ZM → G : m 7→

∑
α∈ℓm

α

We have π ◦ ι = 0. The image of the π has corank 1, while the kernel of ι is
(1, . . . , 1). Therefore if #M ≥ 2 the map ι is nonzero.

If we grade GtlA by giving each angle its corresponding degree in G, it is clear
that all products µ have degree 0 ∈ G. We can transfer the G-grading to the
Hochschild complex and it is easy to see that it contains only nonzero elements
for degrees in Kerπ. Furthermore the natural operations [, ], ⌣ and d all have
G-degree 0.

Remark 3.5. It is also clear from this construction that if deg and deg′ are two
different Z-lifts of the Z2-grading then their difference factors through G because
deg and deg′ assign the same degree to a face. More precisely, the possible Z-
gradings form a Hom(G, 2Z)-torsor.

Lemma 3.6. If deg is a Z-lift of the Z2-degree on GtlA then
∑

m∈M

deg ℓm = 4− 4g − 2#M = 2χ(S,M) < 0.
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Here g is the genus of the marked surface (S,M) and χ(S,M) its Euler character-
istic (which is negative by assumption).

Proof.
∑

m∈M

deg ℓm =
∑

α∈(QA)1

degα =
∑

f∈F

deg f

=
∑

f∈F

(2−#{α ∈ f}) = 2#F − 2#A = 2(2− 2g)− 2#M .

�

3.2. Reduction to the zeroth and first component. In this section we
will show that the Hochschild cohomology class of a cocycle can be read off from
the 0th and 1st component. In other words, if ν0 and ν1 are both zero then
ν is a coboundary. Remark 3.4 allows us to restrict to cochains which belong
to the normalized Hochschild cohomology. For such classes we will construct an
ǫ ∈ CC•(A) such that ν − dǫ evaluates zero on all sequences (βk, . . . ,β1) where
the βi are nontrivial angle paths and t(βi) = h(βi+1). We will often refer to the
procedure of adding a coboundary as gauging.

Definition 3.7. Let β = (βk, . . . ,β1) be a sequence of nontrivial angles with
h(βi) = t(βi+1) for i < k (we do not impose that it cycles so h(βi), t(β1 can be
different).

• We call β elementary if all βi are indecomposable angles (angle arrows).
• An index i is called a contractible index if βi+1βi 6= 0.
• Denote the set of contractible indices by Contr(β) and if S ⊂ Contr(β)
then the contracted sequence βS will be the sequence where consecutive
angles separated by a contractible index are multiplied together.
• Every angle sequence is of the form βS where β is elementary and S a
set of contractible indices. Moreover β and S are uniquely determined.
Two sequences are of the same type if they are contractions of the same
elementary sequence.
• The total length of a sequence will be the length of its underlying inde-
composable sequence.
• For an elementary sequence we have that Contr(β) = {} if and only if it
consists of consecutive angles of a polygonal face. Therefore we will call
such sequences polygon sequences.

Lemma 3.8. Let ν ∈ Ker(d) ⊂ CC•(GtlA) with (A) ν0 = ν1 = 0. Then ν can
be gauged to satisfy additionally that (B) ν2(α,β) = 0 for all pairs of angle paths
with αβ 6= 0. During the gauging procedure, the value of ν does not change on
polygon sequences.

Proof. We will construct an ε = ε1 such that ν2(α,β) = (dε)2(α,β) if αβ 6= 0.
Set ε1(α) = 0 for every indecomposable angle α. Now define inductively ε1 for
decomposable angles (angle paths) by the rule

(3.2) ε1(αβ) = ε1(α)β + αε1(β)− (−1)|β|ν2(α,β).
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Let us check that extending ε1 according to this rule is well-defined, that is,
ε1((αβ)γ) = ε1(α(βγ)). Indeed,
(
ε1(αβ)γ + αβε1(γ)− (−1)|γ|ν2(αβ, γ)

)
−
(
ε1(α)βγ + αε1(βγ)− (−1)|βγ|ν2(α,βγ)

)

= ε1(α)βγ + αε1(β)γ − (−1)|β|ν2(α,β)γ + αβε1(γ)− (−1)|γ|ν2(αβ, γ)

− ε1(α)βγ − αε1(β)γ − αβε1(γ) + (−1)|γ|αν2(β, γ) + (−1)|βγ|ν2(α,βγ)

= −(−1)|β|ν2(α,β)γ − (−1)|γ|ν2(αβ, γ) + (−1)|γ|αν2(β, γ) + (−1)|βγ|ν2(α,βγ)

= (−1)|β|(dν)(α,β, γ) = 0.

In the final row we have used that ν0 = ν1 = 0. We conclude that for angles α, β
with αβ 6= 0 we have

(dε)(α,β) = (−1)|β|ε1(α)β + (−1)|β|αε1(β)− (−1)|β|ε1(αβ) = ν2(α,β)

as desired. Furthermore (dε)0 = (dε)1 = 0 and if (αk, . . . ,α1) is a polygon sequence,
then

(dε)(αk, . . . ,α1) = ε(µ(αk, . . . ,α1)) + µ(. . . , ε(αi), . . .) = 0.

because all αi are indecomposable so ε(αi) = 0. �

Lemma 3.9. Let ν ∈ Ker(d) ⊂ CC•(GtlA) with (A) ν0 = ν1 = 0 and (B)
ν2(α,β) = 0 if αβ 6= 0. Then ν can be gauged to (C) evaluate zero on polygonal
sequences without affecting the conditions (A), (B).

Proof. We start off with a little remark that is important to follow the ar-
gument. Note that when going around a polygon (αN , . . . ,α1) the boundary arcs
can be oriented clockwise or anticlockwise. If two consecutive arcs ai = t(αi) and
ai+1 = h(αi) have the same orientation then |αi| = 1 and ‖αi‖ = 0.

‖α‖ = 1 ‖α‖ = 1 ‖α‖ = 0 ‖α‖ = 0

Therefore if we have a polygonal sequence (αi+k, . . . ,αi+1) then the orientation
of h(αi+k) and t(αi+1) will be the same (different) if the total shifted degree
‖αi+k‖+ . . .+ ‖αi+1‖ is zero (one).

Working with the shifted degree is useful because the shifted degree of ‖ν(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1)‖
is the total shifted degree ‖αi+k‖+ . . .+ ‖αi+1‖ plus the parity of ν. With this in
mind we will distinguish two cases depending on the parity of ν.

• The parity of ν is odd. We proceed by induction. Regard an elementary
polygon (αN , . . . ,α1) of length N and assume ν already vanishes on its
polygon sequences of length ≤ k − 1. We will simultaneously gauge away
ν on the polygon sequences of length k of this polygon.

First note that an arc can occur at most twice on the boundary of
a face and if it does it must be oriented once clockwise and once anti-
clockwise around the face because the surface is orientable. This implies
that if ν(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1) contains an identity, then k must be a multi-
ple of N . Indeed, if k < N and there is an identity 1a in the result
then t(αi+1) = h(αi+k) = a. Because the two orientations of a around
the face are different the shifted degree of (αi+k, . . . ,αi+1) is odd. As ν is
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odd, ν(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1) will be even and hence it cannot contain 1a (whose
shifted degree is odd).

Let us now assume k is not a multiple of N . Then we can write
ν(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1) = αi+kδ

(i+k) + γ(i+1)αi+1. Note that

0 =(dν)(αi+k+1, . . . ,αi+1)

=(−1)‖αi+k‖+...+‖αi+1‖αi+k+1(αi+kδ
(i+k) + γ(i+1)αi+1)

+ (−1)‖αi+1‖+|αi+1|(αi+k+1δ
(i+k+1) − γ(i+2)αi+2)αi+1

=αi+k+1((−1)
‖αi+k‖+...+‖αi+1‖γ(i+1) − δ(i+k+1))αi+1.

In evaluating the first row we have used the induction hypothesis. Inde-
pendent of arc directions, the angles αi+k+1 and γ

(i+1) are composable and
δ(i+k+1) and αi+1 are composable. We deduce δ(i+k+1) = (−1)‖αi+k‖+...+‖αi+1‖γ(i+1)

for all i. Set ε(αi+k−1, . . . ,αi+1) = (−1)‖αi+k−1‖+...+‖αi+1‖+1δ(i+k) for all
i. Then

(dε)(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1) = αi+kδ
(i+k) + (−1)‖αi+k‖+...+‖αi+2‖+1+|αi+1|δ(i+k+1)αi+1

= αi+kδ
(i+k) + γ(i+1)αi+1 = ν(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1).

We have (dε)0 = (dε)1 = 0. Let us now check that dε does not affect any
other elementary polygon sequences or the sequences in the same polygon
with length l ≤ k − 1. Regarding shorter sequences in the same polygon,
we have

(dε)(αi+l, . . . ,αi+1) = µ(. . . , ε, . . .) + ε(. . . ,µ(αi+s+tN , . . . ,αi+s+1), . . .)

where N is the length of the polygon. The first summand vanishes, since
l ≤ k− 1. In the second summand, the inner µ may only yield an identity
and ε vanishes. For sequences in other polygons, similar arguments apply.
We have safeguarded that ν0,1 = 0 is preserved when gauging by ε. For
k > 2, also (dε)2 vanishes. In case k = 2 the (dǫ)2(α,β) may be nonzero
in rare cases, but we fix this by applying Lemma 3.8, without changing ν
on polygon sequences.

Finally, let us treat the case where k is a multiple of the length N
of the polygon. Apart from the identities, we can gauge everything in
ν(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1) away as above. It remains to check out the identities.
Write ν(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1) = ci1ai . Note we have

0 = (dν)(αi+k+1 , . . . ,αi+1)

= αi+k+1ν(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1)− ν(αi+k+1, . . . ,αi+2)αi+1

= ciαi+k+1 − ci+1αi+1 = (ci − ci+1)αi+1.

Here we have used that ν already vanishes on sequences of the same poly-
gon of length ≤ k−1. We obtain that all ci around the polygon are equal.
Denote this value by c. Choose an angle α1 in the polygon and define
ε(αk−N+1, . . . ,α1) := cα1. As desired,

(dε)(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1) = µ(. . . , ε(αk+1, . . . ,α1), . . .)

= cµ(αi+N , . . . ,αi+1) = c1ai .

In the first row we have used that the sequence α1, . . . ,αk−N+1 of length
k−N+1 appears precisely once in the sequence αi+k, . . . ,αi+1 and hence
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an inner ε can be applied precisely once. We see that (dε)0 = (dε)1 = 0.
Let us check that dε vanishes on any polygon sequence β1, . . . ,βl of length
l ≤ k − 1 in the same polygon. Indeed,

(dε)(βl, . . . ,β1) = ε(. . . ,µ(. . .), . . .) + µ2(. . . , ε(. . .), . . .) + µ≥3(. . . , ε(. . .), . . .).

The first summand vanishes, because the inner µ only gives identities.
The second summand vanishes, because the result of the inner ε is a
multiple of the first, equivalently last input of its input sequence, hence
not composable with the input angle of the outer µ2. The third summand
vanishes, because ε consumes k −N + 1 inputs and the outer µ≥3 needs
N−1 more inputs, while the sequence β1, . . . ,βl has length only l ≤ k−1.
Similarly, one checks that dε vanishes entirely on polygon sequences in
other polygons. For k > N , we have (dε)2 = 0. For k = N , it may
happen that (dε)2 6= 0, but we fix this by applying Lemma 3.8.

In total, we have gauged ν infinitely many times during this proof.
However, the ε gauges have higher and higher input length. Moreover we
only invoke Lemma 3.8 finitely many times, this means that the total sum
of the gauges is defined in Hom

k

(
⊕

i≥0 A[1]
⊗
k

i,A[1]) and we conclude it
is a Hochschild cochain.
• The parity of ν is even. As in the odd case, we proceed again by induction
over the length k of the polygon sequence.

Let us first check for possible identities in ν(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1). In case k
is a multiple of N , the source arc of αi+1 is equal to the target arc of αi+k,
in particular ||ν(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1)|| is even and does not contain identities.
In case k is not a multiple of N , we observe

(dν)(αi+k+1,αi+k, . . . ,αi+1) = αi+k+1ν(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1)+ν(αi+k+1, . . . ,αi+2)αi+1.

Since k is not a multiple of N , we have αi+k+1 6= αi+1 and conclude that
ν(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1) contains no identities.

We now proceed with gauging ν(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1) to zero. By abuse of
wording, let us say “head” and “tail” of a polygon’s arc a to mean the
vertex at the clockwise end and at the counterclockwise end of a. For
every i we write

ν(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1) = κi + λi,

where κi contains the angle paths that starts at the “head” of ai+1 and
λi starts at the “tail” of ai+1 = t(αi+1).

• •
ai+1

κi λi

We show that λi necessarily vanishes. Regard the source arc ai+1 of αi+1

and target arc ai+k+1 of αi+k. We have

0 = (dν)(αi+k+1 , . . . ,αi+1) = αi+k+1(κi + λi) + (κi+1 + λi+1)αi+1.

We know κi is odd or even, depending on whether ai+1 and ai+k+1 are
equally oriented with respect to the polygon or not. Since κi always starts
at the “head” of ai+1, we deduce from its degree that it always ends at
the “tail” of ai+k+1. In particular αi+k+1κi = 0. Similarly, λi starts
at the “tail” of ai+1, hence ends at the “head” of ai+k+1, whether ai+1

and ai+k+1 are oriented equally or not. In particular αi+k+1 and λi are
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composable. But αi+1 starts at the “head” of ai+1, while λi starts at
the “tail” of ai+1, hence the summands αi+k+1λi and (κi+1 + λi+1)αi+1

consist of disjoint sets of angles. Since the whole sum is supposed to
vanish, we conclude λi = 0.

Since κi starts at the side of αi+1 and ν(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1) contains no
identities, we can write κi = γiαi+1. We aim at gauging ν(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1)
to zero. Let us first gauge away all terms except the possible scalar multi-
ple of αi+1, which comes from a possible identity in γi. Put ε(αi+k, . . . ,αi+2) :=
γi. Then

(dε)(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1) = γiαi+1 + αi+kγi−1.

Apart from identities in γi−1, the angles αi+k and γi−1 are not compos-
able. To see this, consider two cases. If ai and ai+k are oriented opposite,
then ν(αi+k−1, . . . ,αi) = κi−1 is even. Hence γi−1 enters ai+k at the op-
posite side of where αi+k leaves. If ai and ai+k are oriented equally, then
κi−1 is odd and γi−1 enters ai+k still at the opposite side of where αi+k
leaves. Either way, we have αi+kγi−1 = 0 and γiαi+1 = κi remains as
desired.

Let us check that dε vanishes on polygon sequences in other polygons
and on polygon sequences shorter than k in the same polygon. Indeed,

(dε)(βl, . . . ,β1) = ε(. . . ,µ(. . .), . . .) + µ(. . . , ε(. . .), . . .).

In the first summand, the inner µ can only give identities, on which ε
vanishes. In the second summand, the input sequence of the inner ε must
be from the same polygon as α1, . . . ,αN and of length precisely k − 1.
Since the outer µ is µ≥2, this means that β1, . . . ,βl has length at least k,
which was not to be assumed.

Finally, let us gauge away the remaining scalar multiples of αi+1 in
ν(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1). For i ∈ Z/NZ, write ν(αi+k, . . . ,αi+1) = ciαi+1. If
ci 6= 0, we deduce that the target arc of αi+k is equal to the target arc of
αi+1, that is, ai+k+1 = ai+2. Moreover, ν is even and hence ai+k+1 and
ai+2 are oriented equally. In other words, ai+k+1 and ai+2 are equal as
arcs and are oriented equally in the polygon. As we remarked in the odd
case, this is only possible if i+ k + 1 = i+ 2 in Z/NZ. We conclude that
if some ci does not vanish, then k = lN + 1 for some l ≥ 1.

Assuming k = lN + 1, let us show that the different ci along the
polygon are related. Indeed,

0 = (dν)(α(l+1)N , . . . ,α1) =

N∑

i=1

ci1a1 + µ2(α(l+1)N , ν(. . .)) + µ2(ν(. . .),α1).

We have used that an inner ν can be placed in precisely N ways, repli-
cating the corresponding angle αi and forming a disk together with the
remaining angles. Moreover, an inner µ is impossible, since it only yields
identities. An outer µ2 is possible, but gives non-empty angles only which
can be distinguished from the identities. We deduce that the sum of all
ci vanishes. Put

ε(αi+lN , . . . ,αi+1) := −

Ñ
i−1∑

j=1

cj

é

1ai+1
.
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Then

(dε)(αi+lN+1, . . . ,αi+1) = −

i−1∑

j=1

cjαi+lN+1 +

i∑

j=1

cjαi+1.

This definition makes sense for i ∈ Z/NZ, since the sum over ci vanishes.
The sums cancel each other because αi+lN+1 = αi+1, and ciαi+1 remains
as desired. It is standard to check that dε does not have values on shorter
polygon sequences or other polygons.

�

Lemma 3.10. Let ν ∈ Ker(d) ⊂ CC•(GtlA with (A) ν0 = ν1 = 0, (B) ν(α,β) =
0 if αβ 6= 0 and suppose (C) ν vanishes on polygonal sequences. Then ν can be
gauged to zero on all angle sequences.

Proof. We prove the statement by gauging ν to zero inductively on the to-
tal length of the angle sequences. After each step of gauging, we prove that all
additional assumptions (A-C) still hold.

We already know ν1 = 0 and if (α,β) is a sequence of length two then either
αβ 6= 0 of (α,β) is a polygon sequence, so by (B) and (C) we are done for total
length at most 2.

Now let (αk, . . . ,α1) be any sequence of k ≥ 3 angles αi : ai → ai+1. By
induction, we assume that ν already vanishes on all shorter sequences. Since ν
already vanishes on polygon sequences, we can assume (αk, . . . ,α1) is not a polygon
sequence.

We will gauge ν on (αk, . . . ,α1) simultaneously with all other sequences of
the same type and therefore we will assume (αk, . . . ,α1) is elementary. Now
(αk, . . . ,α1) consists of indecomposable angles of which at least one pair is compos-
able (otherwise it would be a polygon sequence). Orientations of arcs will play no
role in this proof, apart from determining the degrees of the angles. For simplicity,
let us assume all αi have odd degree. (This happens in case of a dimer.) Similarly,
ν is either of odd or even parity, and the signs we write are for the odd case.

Let Contr(β) be the set of all contractible indices and s = max(Contr(β)). We
will now gauge all βS for S ⊆ Contr(β) simultaneously. Put

ε(β{s}∪T ) = (−1)|T |ν(βT ), T ⊆ Contr(β) \ {s}.

We show that (dε)(βS) = ν(βS) for all S ⊆ Contr(β).

• In case s /∈ S, we have

(dε)(βS) = ε(β{s}∪S) = (−1)|S|ν(βS).

by definition. Note that any ε(. . . ,µ≥3, . . .) and µ(. . . , ε, . . .) vanish since
their input sequence of ε is shorter than (αk, . . . ,α1).
• In case s ∈ S, first observe that for K ⊆ Contr(β) we have

∑

t/∈K

(−1)1+|K<t|ν(βK∪{t}) = (dν)(βK)∓ ν(. . . ,µ≥3, . . .)∓ µ(. . . , ν, . . .) = 0.

Here |K<t| denotes the number of indices in K smaller than t. Indeed,
the second and third summands vanish because the input sequence of ν
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is shorter than β. Now using this observation for K = S \ {s} we get

(dε)(βS) = −
∑

t/∈S

(−1)1+|S<t|ε(βS∪{t})

=
∑

t/∈S

(−1)|S\{s}∪{t}|+|S<t|ν(βS\{s}∪{t})

=
∑

t/∈S\{s}

(−1)|S|+1(−1)|(S\{s})<t|+1ν(βS\{s}∪{t})− (−1)|S|+1(−1)|S<s|+1ν(βS\{s}∪{s})

= 0 + ν(βS)

as desired. In the first row, we have used that all ε(. . . ,µ≥3, . . .) and
µ(. . . , ε, . . .) vanish since their input sequence of ε is shorter than (αk, . . . ,α1).

Finally, (dε)0 = (dε)1 = 0 and dε vanishes on polygon sequences γl, . . . , γ1. Indeed,

(3.3) (dε)(γl, . . . , γ1) = ε(. . . ,µ, . . .) + µ(. . . , ε, . . .).

The first summand vanishes because the inner µ yields only vertex idempotents.
The second summand vanishes, since the input sequence of ε consists only of inde-
composable angles, while a sequence β{s}∪T on which ε is defined has at least one
decomposable angle.

Next, note that dε vanishes if an input is a vertex idempotent. Now assume
γl, . . . , γ1 is any sequence of non-empty angles of total length less than or equal
to that of αk, . . . ,α1. Consider the sum (3.3) again. The first summand vanishes
in case of µ≥3 because then the input sequence of ε has less total length than
α1, . . . ,αk. If the first summand does not vanish for some µ2, we conclude that
the indecomposable constituents of the sequence are equal to α1, . . . ,αk. In other
words, it is one of those sequences we have just gauged correctly already. The second
summand vanishes, since the input sequence of ε is shorter than αk, . . . ,α1. �

Theorem 3.11. Let ν ∈ Ker(d) with ν0,1 = 0 then ν is zero in HH•(GtlA).

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the previous lemmas. �

This theorem implies that the cohomology class of the cocycles can be read off
from its zeroth and first components.

Lemma 3.12. If ν is a cocycle then

• ν0 is a central element,
• if ν0 = 0 then ν1 is a derivation.

Proof. We have that ν0(1) is a central element because

0 = (dν)1(α) = µ2(α, ν0(1)) + (−1)‖α‖µ2(ν0(1),α).

If ν0 = 0 then ν1 is a derivation because

0 = (−1)|β|(dν)(α,β) = ν1(α)β + αν1(β)− ν(αβ),

0 = ν1(1a)1a + 1aν
1(1a)− ν(1a).

�

Depending on the parity of the cocycle we can be even more precise: odd
cocycles are determined by ν0, which is a central element, while even cocycles are
determined by ν1, viewed as an outer derivation of GtlA.
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Theorem 3.13. Let A be an arc collection.

(1) The map

HHeven(GtlA)→ OutDer(GtlA) : ν 7→ ν1

is a well-defined embedding.
(2) The map

HHodd(GtlA)→ Z(GtlA) : ν 7→ ν0(1)

is a well-defined embedding.

Proof. For the first statement note that the center only has cycles of even
degree, which represent odd maps A[1]⊗0 → A[1]. Therefore ν0 = 0 if the parity of
ν is even and hence by the previous lemma ν1 is indeed a derivation. The map is
also well defined because

(dκ)1(α) = µ1(κ1(α)) + µ2(κ0,α)− µ2(α,κ0) = [κ0,α].

Furthermore if ν1 is inner and ν0 = 0 then we can find a κ such that (ν − dκ)1 = 0
zero. Because (ν − dκ)0 is zero for degree reasons we have by theorem 3.11 that
ν = 0 in HHeven(GtlA). Therefore the map is an embedding.

For the second statement, first note that this map is well-defined because
(dκ)0 = µ1 ◦ κ0 = 0. Now suppose that ν0(1) = 0, then we will construct
an even ε such that (dε)1(α) = ν1(α) for all indecomposable angles. Because
ν0(1) = (dε)0 = 0 both (dε)1 and ν1 are derivations and therefore (dε)1 = ν1. This

means that (ν − dǫ)≤1 = 0 and hence ν = 0 in HHodd(GtlA). Therefore the map is
an embedding.

To construct ǫ, let us first make sure that ν1(α) does not include the identity.
Indeed let α : a → a be an indecomposable angle. Since a is not contractible by
assumption, α is not the only angle in the polygon. In particular, α does not go
from head to tail of a or from tail to head of a. We conclude α is even and ν1(α)
is odd, hence does not include an identity.

Regard the polygon that α sits in. By abuse of wording, let us say “head” and
“tail” of a polygon’s arc a to mean the vertex at the clockwise end and at the coun-
terclockwise end of a. Independent of arrow directions, ν1(α) can be decomposed
into a part running from the tail of a to the tail of b and a part running from the
head of a to the head of b. Write this decomposition as ν1(α) = αδ(α) + γ(α)α.
Whether α is even or odd, δ(α) and γ(α) are always odd since ν1 is.

Now let a be an arc. Denote by α1, α2, α3, α4 the angles incident at a as in
Figure 3.1a. We have

0 = (dν)(α2,α4) = (−1)‖α4‖µ2(ν1(α2),α4) + µ2(α2, ν
1(α4)) + ν1(µ2(α2,α4))

= −γ(α2)α2α4 − α2δ
(α2)α4 + (−1)‖α4‖α2γ

(α4)α4 + (−1)‖α4‖α2α4δ
(α4) + 0

= α2((−1)
‖α4‖γ(α4) − δ(α2))α4.

We conclude δ(α2) = (−1)‖α4‖γ(α4). Note that we have used that α2α4 = 0 and
that γ(α4) and δ(α2) both run from the tail of a to the head of a, and that α4 ends
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a

α1 α2

α3 α4

(a) Surrounding an-

gles

α

β2

β1

(b) Surrounding an-

gles

Figure 3.1

at the tail of a and α2 starts at the head of a. Similarly,

0 = (dν)(α3,α1) = (−1)‖α1‖µ2(ν1(α3),α1) + µ2(α3, ν
1(α1)) + ν1(µ2(α3,α1))

= −α3δ
(α3)α1 − γ

(α3)α3α1 + (−1)‖α1‖α3α1δ
(α1) + (−1)‖α1‖α3γ

(α1)α1 + 0

= α3(−δ
(α3) + (−1)‖α1‖γ(α1))α1.

We conclude δ(α3) = (−1)‖α1‖γ(α1). Let us now put

ε0a := (−1)‖α4‖+1γ(α4) − δ(α3) = (−1)‖α1‖+1γ(α1) − δ(α2).

The expression can be read independent on the arrow direction of a: It stays
invariant under rotating the labels α1, α2, α3 and α4 by 180 degrees. In other
words, ε0a can be seen either as the (signed) difference of γ and δ of its incident
angles at its head or at its tail. This makes it easy to check (dε)(α) = ν1(α) for any
indecomposable angle α : a→ b. Denote by β1 and β2 its predecessor and successor
indecomposable angles around the same puncture as in Figure 3.1b. Then

(dε)(α) = (−1)|α|ε0bα− αε
0
a

= (−1)|α|((−1)‖α‖+1γ(α) − δ(β2))α − α((−1)‖β1‖+1γ(β1) − δ(α))

= γ(α)α+ (−1)‖α‖δ(β2)α+ (−1)‖β1‖αγ(β1) + αδ(α)

= γ(α)α+ αδ(α) = ν1(α).

In the penultimate equality, we have used that δ(β2) ends where α starts and is
odd, therefore not composable with α. Similarly αγ(β1) = 0. We conclude that
(dε)1 = ν1 on indecomposable angles. �

Remark 3.14. If ν is an even cocycle then ν0 is zero, but if ν has odd parity
then ν1 need not to be zero or not even a derivation. An example of this occurs
when m is a marked point surrounded by a loop arc. This loop gives rise to an
orbigon of length 1, so the corresponding product A∞-deformation has a nontrivial
rµ1 if r(m,1) 6= 0 and therefore ν(m,1),o, as defined in definition 3.15, will be an odd

cocycle with nontrivial ν1.

3.3. A set of generators. In this section we will describe a special set of
Hochschild classes that span the Hochschild cohomology.

The first class we need is the unit class ν1, which corresponds to a single nullary
product: ν01 : k→ A[1] : 1a 7→ 1a. Clearly this is a Hochschild cycle because the 1a
are strict idempotents. Its parity is odd.
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Definition 3.15. For each orbifold point p = (m, r) ∈ M × N we define its
orbifold point homology class as

νp,o =
1

~
(rµ− µ) with r = ℓrm~ ∈ Z(A)⊗ C[~]/(~2).

Lemma 3.16. νp,o is a cocycle of odd parity.

Proof. These are clearly cocycles because rµ satisfies the Maurer-Cartan
equation, which reduces to d(rµ) = 0 in the first order. �

A second set of cocycles are characterized as follows. Fix a map λ : (QA)1 → C.
Define the first component of νλ to be the derivation such that νλ(α) = λαα and

set ν 6=1
λ = 0. The derivation condition implies that for a path β = βk . . . β1 we have

νλ(β) =
∑
i λβi

β, so it makes sense to define λβ :=
∑

i λβi
.

Lemma 3.17. νλ is a cocycle if and only if for every polygon (αN , . . . ,α1) we
have

∑
i λαi

= 0.

Proof. The condition that
∑

i λαi
= 0 for every polygon implies that

∑
αi
λαi

=
0 for every tree-gon (αk, . . . ,α1). Therefore

(dνλ)(α1, . . . ,αkβ) = (
∑

λαi
+ λβ)µ(αk, . . . ,α1β)− νλ(β) = 0.

On the other hand if ν 6=1 = 0 then we know from lemma 3.12 that ν must be a
derivation, while for every polygon d(νλ)(αN , . . . ,α1) = 0 implies that

∑
i λαi

=
0. �

The set of all νλ with these properties form a vector space S. If two elements
in S differ by a commutator with an element in k they will represent the same
homology class.

Lemma 3.18. dimS/[k,−] = dimH1(S,M ,C) = 2g − 1 + |M |.

Proof. The dimension of S is 2#A − #{faces} because there are 2 angles
arriving in each arc and every face gives one linear condition. All these conditions
are linearly independent because every angle occurs only in one face. The kernel of
the map k → [k,−] is C, so the image of [k,−] in S is of dimension #A − 1 and
therefore

dimS/[k,−] = 2#A−#{faces} −#A+ 1 = 2g − 2 + |M |+ 1.

�

It is easy to find a basis for S/[k,−]. Look again at Figure 3.1a. For each arc
a there are 4 angles: two α2,α3 leaving a and two α1,α2 arriving in a. The angles
α2 and α4 sit in the face on the right of a and α1,α3 in the face on the left.

We define νa,L to be the derivation with

λ(α1) = 1,λ(α3) = −1

while all other entries of λ are zero. Similarly we define νa,R with

λ(α2) = 1,λ(α4) = −1.

Note that because [1a,−] = νa,L − νa,R we have that up to homology νa,L = νa,R,
so we will drop the subscript R,L and set νa := νa,L.
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Lemma 3.19. If T is a set of arcs that forms a spanning tree in the face graph
then

{νa | a ∈ A \ T }

is a basis for S/[k,−].

Proof. The sum of the νa where a runs over the arcs going around a given
face is zero. Because T is a spanning tree, the {νa | a ∈ A \ T } are independent.
Moreover because a spanning tree has #{faces}− 1 arcs, the cardinality of this set
is the dimension of S/[k,−]. �

Remark 3.20. We will call the νa and more general the νλ, which are linear
combinations of the νa, arc classes.

Let p = (m, j) be an orbifold point and a be any arc arriving (or leaving) the
marked point. We now define

νp,e := νp,o ⌣ νa or −νa if a leaves m.

Note that if a is not a loop we have that νp,e is zero for every angle arrow except
for α1 (or α3 in the case a leaves m).

Lemma 3.21. If the arc collection A satisfies [NL2] then the homology class of
νp,e does not depend on the choice of a.

Proof. Let a and b be neighboring arcs incident at the same puncture, such
that b comes after a in clockwise order. Let ε = ε0 be the odd cochain given by
ε0 = ℓjm1a. For any angle α winding around puncture m(α) we have

d(ε)(α) =





+ℓjmα t(α) = a and m(α) = m

−ℓjmα h(α) = a and m(α) = m

0 otherwise

Because a is not a loop, the two nonzero cases each happen for just one α1 and α3

angle. We conclude

[d(ε)]1 = [νp,e ⌣ νa − νp,e ⌣ νb]
1.

In other words the difference between νp,e ⌣ νa and νp,e ⌣ νb is homotopic to a
cocycle κ with κ0,κ1 = 0. In combination with theorem 3.11 this means that two
consecutive arcs around m define the same νp,e-class, and hence all arcs around m
do. �

Theorem 3.22. Let A be an arc collection and T a spanning tree in the face
graph.

(1) The cocycles ν1, νp,o where p runs over all orbifold points form a basis for

HHodd(GtlA).
(2) If A satisfies [NL2] then the cocycles νp,e, νa where p runs over all orbifold

points and a ∈ A \ T form a basis for HHeven(GtlA).

Proof. The zeroth components of ν1, νp,o form a basis for Z(GtlA), so the

embedding HHodd(GtlA)→ Z(GtlA) in lemma 3.13 is a bijection.
To show the second part, note that the fact that there are no loops or two-cycles

implies that all nonzero angle paths with the same head and tail as α turn around
the same marked point as α and are of the form ℓrmα.

If ν is G-homogeneous this means that there are two possibilities
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• If the degree is 0 then ν must be a linear combination of the νa.
• ν(α) = λαℓ

j
mα with j > 0 then the only other β for which ν(β) 6= 0 must

turn around m. Up to an inner derivation this ν is determined by the sum∑
λα where α runs over the indecomposables turning around m.

�

3.4. Gerstenhaber structure product on Hochschild cohomology. In
this section, we compute the Gerstenhaber algebra structure on HH(GtlA). In other
words, we determine the bracket and the cup product on Hochschild cohomology.
The bracket agrees with the computations byWong for the Borel-Moore cohomology
of matrix factorizations for dimer models [20], which is conjecturally equivalent to
HH(GtlA).

To describe the bracket and cup product, we use the basis for odd and even
Hochschild cohomology constructed earlier: the odd classes ν(m,j),o for a puncture
m ∈M and j ≥ 0, the even classes ν(m,j),e, and the arc classes νλ with λ : (QA)1 →
C.

We start with the cup-product

Proposition 3.23. Let m,n ∈ M be two marked points, let i, j ≥ 1 be two
indices, and νλ, νκ two arc classes. Then the cup product in cohomology reads as
follows:

ν(m,i),o ⌣ ν(n,j),o = δmnν(m,i+j),o,

ν(m,i),o ⌣ ν(n,j),e = δmnν(m,i+j),e,

ν(m,i),o ⌣ νλ = λℓmν(m,i),e,

νκ ⌣ νλ = 0,

ν(p,i),e ⌣ νλ = 0.

Proof. We compute the cup products of the given Hochschild cocycles first
on chain level. Then we compute their projection to cohomology. In fact, for the
odd products it suffices to compute the curvature component (ν ⌣ η)0 and for the
even products it suffices to compute the first component (ν ⌣ η)1. Also recall that
the parity of⌣ itself is odd, so the product of two classes with the same (different)
parity is odd (even). We are now ready to start the calculations. For the first
identity, regard

(ν(m,i),o ⌣ ν(n,j),o)
0 = µ2(ν0(m,i),o(1), ν

0
(n,j),o(1)) = δmnµ

2(ℓim, ℓ
j
n) = ℓi+jm .

This is precisely the curvature of the Hochschild cohomology class ν(m,i+j),o and
hence projects to it. For the second identity and third identity one can do a similar
calculation but now one has to look a the first component. Alternatively, we can use
the definition of ν(p,i),e in combination with the associativity of⌣ on the Hochschild
cohomology.

For the last two identities we again have to look at the zeroth component and
these are trivially zero because both factors have trivial curvature. �

Proposition 3.24. Let m,n ∈ M be two marked points, let i, j ≥ 1 be two
indices, and νλ, νκ two arc classes. Then the Gerstenhaber bracket in cohomology



DEFORMATIONS OF GENTLE A∞-ALGEBRAS 29

reads as follows:

[ν(m,i),o, ν(n,j),o] = 0,
[
ν(m,i),e, ν(n,j),o

]
= δmn · j · ν(m,i+j),o,[

ν(m,i),e, ν(n,j),e
]
= δmn · (j − i) · ν(m,i+j),e,[

νλ, ν(m,i),o

]
= iλℓm · ν(m,i),o,[

νλ, ν(m,i),e

]
= iλℓm · ν(m,i),e,

[νκ, νλ] = 0.

Proof. The strategy for this calculation is the same as for the cup product.
We calculate the zeroth or first component of the bracket.

[ν, η]0 = ν1(η0)− (−1)‖ν‖‖η‖η1(ν0),

[ν, η]1(α) = ν1(η1(α)) + (−1)‖η‖‖α‖ν2(η0,α) + ν2(α, η0)

− (−1)‖ν‖‖η‖
(
η1(ν1(α)) + (−1)‖ν‖‖α‖η2(ν0,α) + η2(α, ν0)

)
.

The main difference is now that the bracket has even parity, so we need to check
the zeroth component whenever the two entries have different parity. In that case
the result is the outer derivation of the even class applied to the central element of
the odd class. This takes care of the second and fourth identity.

The first component of the bracket of two even classes is the commutator of
their outer derivations because they have no ν0. This takes care of the third and
the last two identities.

Finally the bracket of two odd classes is zero because they have no ν1, ν2 if
[NL2] holds. If [NL2] fails and α is an indecomposable angle then ν1(α) can only
be nonzero if a = h(α) is a loop around a puncture but then the arc collection
does not split the surface. Secondly for our deformed products a term of the form
rµ2(ℓp,α) is always cancelled by rµ2(α, ℓp) and therefore the same holds for the odd
classes. This implies that [ν, η]1(α) is zero for all indecomposable α and because
[ν, η]1 is a derivation it is identically zero. �

The Lie-bracket on HH•(GtlA) is part of an L∞-structure. This is a graded
vector space L together with brackets [, . . . , ]k : L⊗k → L of degree 2 − k which
satisfy the L∞-axioms [19].

If (K•, d, []) is a DGLA then we can construct an L∞-structure [, ]• on the
homology such that (HK•, 0, [, ]•) is L∞-quasi-isomorphic to (K•, d, []).

These products can be constructed using the homotopy transfer lemma (see
e.g. [14]). The construction can be summarized as follows:

• Split K• as a direct sum of graded vector spaces

K• = H ⊕ I ⊕R

such that Imd = I and Ker d = H ⊕ I. In this way H ∼= HK• and d
restricts to an isomorphism dIR : R→ I.
• Let h be the map

h : H ⊕ I ⊕R→ H ⊕ I ⊕R : (u, v,w) 7→ (0, 0, d−1
R→I(v)).

In this way the projection onto H becomes π = 1− dh− hd.
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• for x1, . . . ,xk ∈ H we define

[x1, . . . ,xk]
k =

∑

t

ctπ[. . . ,h[xi,xj ], . . . , ]

as a linear combination of all possible ways of fully bracketed expressions
where each internal bracket is composed with an h. (The precise coeffi-
cients ct will not matter in our discussion.)

In our case we will take K = CC(GtlA), H ∼= HH(GtlA) to be the span of the
classes we constructed, and we take I and R to be compatible with the G-grading.

Theorem 3.25. If A satisfies [NL2] then we can choose a split such that all
higher brackets are zero.

Proof. First note that [ν1,−] = 0 in CC(GtlA), so [ν1,−, . . . ,−]
k will also be

zero.
To show that the other brackets are zero, pick any Z-grading of the gentle

algebra. Then we can assume that that the bracket [, ]k has degree 2 − k for this
grading and degree 0 for the G = H(S \M ,A,Z)-grading. As we assumed that A
has no loops, there are at least two punctures so the G-degree of ℓm is nontrivial
for each marked point.

If all the entries of the bracket have G-degree 0 (which means that they are all
arc classes, which have Z-degree 0), then the homotopy transfer lemma tells us that
the product must be zero because all pairs [νλ, νκ] are already zero in CC(GtlA).

Suppose that there is at least one νp,e in one entry. We make the following
distinctions:

• All the entries have G-degree a multiple of degG ℓm. In that case the
G-degree of the result will be r degG ℓm for some r ∈ N and therefore the
Z-degree must be either r deg

Z
ℓm if the result is even or r deg

Z
ℓm − 1 if

the result is odd. The total Z-degree of the entries is at most r deg
Z
ℓm

and this only happens if all entries are all even. Because the product has
degree 2− k it can only be nonzero for degree reasons if 2− k ≥ −1, or in
other words if k = 2, 3.
• Some entries have degrees that turn around different punctures. If the
result has G-degree degG ℓ

j
m then the G-degree of the entries must also

be degG ℓ
j
m but if there are degrees for more than one marked point all

marked points must appear because the only relation between the degrees
of the ℓm is that

∑
m∈M degG ℓm = 0. On the other hand by lemma 3.6

we have that
∑

m deg
Z
ℓm ≤ −1, so the Z-degree of the result must be

≤ deg
Z
ℓjm + 2− k − 1. This is impossible if k ≥ 3.

From the discussions above we see that because of degree reasons the only
nontrivial higher brackets are of the form

[ν(m,i1),e, ν(m,i2),e, ν(m,i3),e] = λν(m,i1+i2+i3),o

or cases where one or more ν(m,ij),e are νλs. To show that these products are all
zero, we have to look at the homotopy transfer construction in detail. The triple
product can be written down in terms of expressions of the form

π[h[ν(m,i1),e, ν(m,i2),e], ν(m,i3),e]

where π is the projection onto homology. We will now argue why such terms are
zero.



DEFORMATIONS OF GENTLE A∞-ALGEBRAS 31

From our computation in 3.24 we know that

[ν(m,i1),e, ν(m,i2),e]
0 = 0

[ν(m,i1),e, ν(m,i2),e]
1 = ((i2 − i1)ν(m,i1+i1),e)

1

So [ν(m,i1),e, ν(m,i2),e] = (i2 − i1)ν(m,i1+i2),e + dκ with (dκ)≤1 = 0. From the

construction in section 3.2, we can choose κ such that κ0 = 0. For what fol-

lows, choose Rodd = R1 ⊕ R2 (in a G-graded way) such that R 6=0
1 = R0

2 = 0 and

R1∩Z(GtlA) = 0. With respect to the direct sum CCodd = Hodd⊕ Iodd⊕R1⊕R2

write κ = h + i + r1 + r2. Then 0 = κ0 = h0 + r01 , hence r1 = r01 = −h0 ∈
R1 ∩ Z(GtlA) = 0 and we conclude κ = i+ r2. Simply subtracting i from κ keeps
κ0 = 0 and brings κ into R2 ⊆ R. Finally

[h[ν(m,i1),e, ν(m,i2),e], ν(m,i3),e]
0 = [κ, ν(m,i3),e]

0 = ν(m,i3),e(κ
0)± κ1(ν0(m,i3),e

) = 0

Therefore all contributions are zero. �

Corollary 3.26. If A has no loops or two-cycles then CC(GtlA), d, [, ] is for-
mal. In other words there is an L∞-quasi-isomorphism between CC(GtlA), d, [, ]
and HH(GtlA), 0, [, ].

3.5. Classifying curved deformations. As an application of our computa-
tions we will show that every curved deformation of GtlA is equivalent to one of
the rµ. Remember that if (A,µ) is an A∞-algebra over k and R is a complete local
Noetherian unital commutative C-algebra with maximal ideal R+ and residue field

R/R+ = C then a curved deformation is an odd element ν ∈ Hom(
⊕

iA
⊗i
k ,A)“⊗R+

such that µ+ν satisfies the curved A∞-axioms. As we indicated before this equation
is equivalent to the Maurer-Cartan equation for the Hochschild cochain complex
together with the Gerstenhaber bracket [11].

Theorem 3.27. If [NL2] holds, then every curved A∞-deformation of GtlA
over R is equivalent to one of the rµ.

Proof. We give a proof in terms of deformation functors, in the language of
[13]. In short, we interpret our explicit class of deformations rµ as a functor of
Artin rings. Gauging by even elements acts on the values of this functor and lands
in Maurer-Cartan elements. The first part of the proof deals with the case of R
being Artinian. In the second part of the proof, we pass to the non-Artinian case.

Let Art denote the category of Artinian local Noetherian unital commutative
rings over C with residue field C, with morphisms being local (ϕ(R+) ⊆ S+) and
unital (ϕ(1R) = 1S). We build three functors G,F ,MC : Art → Set. The functor
G is the gauge group functor, F is the functor of our deformation parameters r,
and MC is the standard Maurer-Cartan functor. More precisely, define

G(R) := exp(CCeven(GtlA)“⊗R+),

F (R) := Z(GtlA)“⊗R+,

MC(R) := MC(CC(GtlA),R).

All three assignments come with natural restriction maps G(R)→ G(S), F (R)→
F (S) and MC(R) → MC(S) for every morphism ϕ : R → S in Art. It is standard
to check that all three are deformation functors in the sense of [13, Definition 2.5].
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In fact, G and F as well as their product functor G×F are smooth (unobstructed)
in the sense of [13, Definition 2.8]. Regard now the morphism of functors given by

Φ(R) : G(R)× F (R)→ MC(R), (g, r) 7→ g. rµ.

Let us define obstruction theories OG×F and OMC for G× F and MC by defining
both OG×F := 0 and OMC := 0 to be trivial. We will now show that Φ is smooth
by applying [13, Proposition 2.17]. In the terminology of that paper, we have to
check three items: (1) Φ(C[ε]) is surjective where C[ε] = C[X ]/(X2) is the ring of
dual numbers, (2) the obstruction theory OG×F = 0 is complete, (3) the morphism
between obstruction theories OG×F → OMC is injective and compatible with Φ.

We check the three conditions. (1) Let εc ∈ MC(C[ε]). Then c is a Hochschild
cocycle and can be gauged by some g ∈ G(C[ε]) to be equal to an rµ for some
r ∈ εZ(GtlA). In other words, we have Φ(C[ε])(g, r) = εc. This proves Φ(C[ε])
surjective. Item (2) and item (3) are trivial because G× F is smooth.

The standard smoothness criterion [13, Proposition 2.17] implies that Φ is
smooth. Putting S = C in the definition of smoothness implies that Φ(R) : G(R)×
F (R)→ MC(R) is surjective for every R ∈ Art. In other words, every deformation
of GtlA over R ∈ Art is equivalent to an rµ by gauge equivalence.

In the second part of the proof, we generalize to the non-Artinian case. Let
R be a complete local Noetherian unital commutative C-algebra with residue field
C . Let µ ∈MC(CC(GtlA),R) be a deformation over R, meaning a Maurer-Cartan

element in the completed tensor product µ ∈ CC(GtlA)“⊗R+. Our aim is to show

that µ is gauge equivalent to some rµ with r ∈ Z(GtlA)“⊗R+.
Our strategy is to truncate µ to R/(R+)i for every i and use the first part of

the proof to construct an element ri and a gauge gi. We use smoothness of Φ to
force both sequences (ri) and (gi) to converge.

Put µi := πi(µ) ∈MC(R/(R+)i). We shall construct sequences ri ∈ F (R/(R
+)i)

and gi ∈ G(R/(R
+)i) such that (1) Φ(R/(R+)i)(gi, ri) = µi, (2) πi(ri+1) = ri and

(3) πi(gi+1) = gi for all i ∈ N. For the induction base i = 1, let g1 := 1 ∈ G(C)
and r1 := 0 ∈ F (C). Since Φ(C)(g1, r1) = 0 = µ1 ∈ MC(C), the three conditions
are satisfied at i = 1.

For induction hypothesis, assume the sequences have already been constructed
until index i. Since Φ is smooth, we have a surjection

G(R/(R+)i+1)×F (R/(R+)i+1) ։ (G(R/(R+)i)×F (R/(R+)i))×MC(R/(R+)i)MC(R/(R+)i+1).

Pick (gi, ri,µi+1) on the right hand side. Indeed, Φ(R/(R+)i)(gi, ri) = µi =
πi(µi+1) by assumption and construction. By surjectivity there is a lift (gi+1, ri+1)
such that (1) Φ(R/(R+)i+1)(gi+1, ri+1) = µi+1 and (2) πi(ri+1) = ri and (3)
πi(gi+1) = gi. This finishes the induction step.

Finally, we have constructed the desired sequences (ri) and (gi). Since πi(ri+1) =

ri, the sequence ri converges to some r ∈ Z(GtlA)“⊗R+ and gi converges to some

g ∈ exp(CCeven(GtlA)“⊗R+). Within MC(R/(R+)i) we have

πi(g.
rµ) = Φ(R/(R+)i)(gi, ri) = µi = πi(µ), ∀i ∈ N.

Passing to the limit gives that g.rµ = µ within MC(R). In other words, µ is gauge
equivalent to rµ. �
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Remark 3.28. In remark 2.26 we extended the notion of orbigons to allow
weights on the faces and the marked points. This allows us to construct curved de-
formations r,sµ of the (completed) gentle algebra without its A∞-structure coming
from the Wrapped Fukaya category. It is also possible to show that every defor-
mation of the completed gentle algebra is equivalent to one of these forms. This
nicely fits into the framework of Koszul duality because Koszul dual A∞-algebras
have the same deformation theory.
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