
ar
X

iv
:2

40
5.

14
79

8v
2 

 [
m

at
h.

K
T

] 
 2

7 
M

ay
 2

02
4

Koszul duality and the Poincaré–Birkhoff–Witt theorem

Ezra Getzler

Abstract. Using a homotopy introduced by de Wilde and Lecomte and homological perturba-

tion theory for �∞-algebras, we give an explicit proof that the universal enveloping algebra*!

of a differential graded Lie algebra ! is Koszul, via an explicit contracting homotopy from the

cobar construction Ω�! of the Chevalley–Eilenberg chain coalgebra �! of ! to *!.
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If ! is a differential graded (dg) Lie algebra, there is a codifferential on the exterior

coalgebra Λ! defined using the Lie bracket and differential of !. With this differen-

tial, Λ! becomes a cocommutative dg coalgebra �!, called the Chevalley–Eilenberg

coalgebra of !.

There is a quasi-isomorphism of cocommutative dg bialgebras 5 : Ω�! → *!

from the cobar construction Ω�! of �! to the universal enveloping algebra*!, split

by a morphism of cocommutative dg coalgebras 6 :*! →Ω�!. Applying the functor

of primitives % to 5 , we obtain a quasi-isomorphism of dg Lie algebras % 5 : %Ω�! →

!: this functorial resolution of ! was introduced by Quillen [14].

More generally, if ! is an !∞-algebra, there is a codifferential on Λ! defined

using the higher brackets of !, that makes Λ! into a cocommutative dg coalgebra

�!. A natural choice for the universal enveloping algebra of ! is Ω�! (Hinich and

Schechtman [10]). This is a cocommutative dg bialgebra, and as we saw above, in the

special case that ! is a dg Lie algebra, it is quasi-isomorphic to the universal enveloping

algebra *!.

It is an interesting problem to exhibit this quasi-isomorphism by means of an expli-

cit contracting homotopy. In the abelian case, this becomes the problem of finding an

http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.14798v2


2 Ezra Getzler

explicit contracting homotopy fromΩΛ+ , where+ is a cochain complex, to (+ , the dg

symmetric algebra generated by + . A contracting homotopy from Ω�! to *! is then

obtained by homological perturbation theory (Baranovsky [1]). The resulting identi-

fication of the complexes underlying (! and*! may be viewed as an extension of the

Poincaré–Birkhoff–Witt theorem to !∞-algebras.

Baranovsky demonstrated the existence of a contracting homotopy forΩΛ+ , with-

out giving an explicit formula for it. In fact, such an explicit homotopy may be extracted

from the work of de Wilde and Lecomte [3]. They construct a homotopy in the dual

situation, contracting the bar construction �(+ of the symmetric algebra (+ to its

Koszul dual, the exterior coalgebraΛ+ (though they restrict attention to the case that+

is a vector space). Their construction may be dualized, giving a contracting homotopy

from the cobar construction ΩΛ+ to the symmetric algebra (+ . Like Baranovsky’s

homotopy, these homotopies are natural in + , but unlike his, they are given by explicit

formulas.

A third approach to the construction of a contracting homotopy is due to Halbout

[9]. His homotopy extends to more general function algebras, such as real (or complex)

analytic functions. In this paper, we show that the homotopy of de Wilde and Lecomte

applies in Halbout’s setting as well. (In fact, the homotopies may well be equal, though

we have not checked whether this is true.)

The original motivation of this paper was to make the �∞-morphism in Lemma 19

of Tsygan [13] explicit: this is the last step in his construction of a Gauss–Manin con-

nection on periodic cyclic homology of a deformation of �∞-algebras at the chain level,

and the only step for which no explicit formula is stated. We return to this application

in the last section of this paper.

Summary of Paper.

§1 reviews the definitions of the symmetric algebra (+ and exterior coalgebraΛ+ .

§2 discusses operations on the bar construction �� of an �∞-algebra �, paramet-

rized by the bar construction �� (�) of its Gerstenhaber algebra � (�) = �∗(�, �).

§3 reviews homological perturbation theory for complexes, and using the tensor

trick of [8, 11] for �∞-algebras.

§4 studies the contracting homotopy from �(+ to Λ+ .

§5 studies the dual contracting homotopy from ΩΛ+ to (+ , and by homological

perturbation theory, from Ω�! to *! for an !∞-algebra !. The same method is used

in §6 to make the formula for the �∞-morphism in Lemma 19 of [13] explicit.
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1. The symmetric algebra and exterior coalgebra of a cochain complex

We work with complexes over a field F of characteristic zero, graded cohomolo-

gically, so that the differential has degree 1. We use the notation B+ for the suspension

of a complex: (B+)8 = + 8+1. All tensor products are over F unless otherwise indicated.

Koszul duality is streamlined by working in the category of non-unital differential

graded algebras and �∞-algebras, and non-counital coalgebras. For this reason, we

define the symmetric algebra (+ of a complex + to be

(+ =

∞⊕

:=1

(:+,

and the exterior coalgebra Λ+ of + to be

Λ+ =

∞⊕

:=1

Λ:+,

where Λ:+ � (:B+ .

This non-counital form of the comultiplication is sometimes called the reduced

comultiplication. We make use of Sweedler’s notation, abbreviating the coproduct of

a coalgebra

Δ0 =
∑

8

0
(1)
8

⊗ 0
(2)
8

to

Δ0 = 0 (1) ⊗ 0 (2) .

An element G ∈ � of a non-counital dg coalgebra is primitive if its comultiplication

ΔG ∈ � ⊗ � vanishes: the set %� of primitive elements of � is a subcomplex.

Working with non-unital algebras and non-counital coalgebras has the disadvant-

age of rendering the definition of a bialgebra less intuitive. The compatibility between

the product and coproduct may be written

Δ(01) = (0 ⊗ 1 + Δ0 + 1 ⊗ 0) (1 ⊗ 1 + Δ1 + 1 ⊗ 1) − 01 ⊗ 1 − 1 ⊗ 01.

In Sweedler notation, this becomes

(01) (1) ⊗ (01) (2) − 0 (1)1 (1) ⊗ 0 (2)1 (2)

= 0 ⊗ 1 + 0 (1)1 ⊗ 0 (2) + 0 (1) ⊗ 0 (2)1 + 01 (1) ⊗ 1 (2) + 1 (1) ⊗ 01 (2) + 1 ⊗ 0,

or in the graded case,

(01) (1) ⊗ (01) (2) − (−1) |0(2) | |1(1) |0 (1)1 (1) ⊗ 0 (2)1 (2)

= 0 ⊗ 1 + (−1) |0(2) | |1 |0 (1)1 ⊗ 0 (2) + 0 (1) ⊗ 0 (2)1

+ 01 (1) ⊗ 1 (2) + (−1) |0 | |1(1) |1 (1) ⊗ 01 (2) + (−1) |0 | |1 |1 ⊗ 0.
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Both (+ and Λ+ are bialgebras: the coproduct of (+ is the coshuffle coproduct,

characterized by the primitivity of elements of + = (1+ , and the product of Λ+ is the

wedge product 0 ∧ 1 : Λ:+ ⊗ Λℓ+ → Λ:+ℓ+ .

A twisting cochain from a dg coalgebra � to a dg algebra � is a morphism ` :

� → � of degree 1 satisfying the Maurer–Cartan equation 3` + `2 = 0, where `2 is

the composition � → �⊗2
`⊗`
−−−→ �⊗2 → �.

A coderivation of a coalgebra � is a map X : � → � such that

ΔX = (X ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ X)Δ.

A codifferential is a coderivation X of degree 1 such that X2 = 0.

An !∞-structure on a complex ! is a codifferential X on Λ!, that is, a coderivation

of degree 1 whose square vanishes. We have

X = 3 +

∞∑

:=2

X:,

where X: is the component of X that maps Λℓ! to Λℓ−:+1!. These coderivations are

given by the formulas

3
(
{1 ∧ · · · ∧ {ℓ

)
=

ℓ∑

9=1

(−1) ( |{1 |+1)+· · ·+( |{ 9−1 |+1){1 ∧ . . . ∧ 3{ 9 ∧ . . . ∧ {ℓ

X:
(
{1 ∧ · · · ∧ {ℓ

)
=

1

ℓ!

(
ℓ

:

) ∑

c∈(ℓ

(−1)f (c )+
∑:

8=1 (:−8) |{8 |

[{c (1) , . . . , {c (: ) ] ∧ {c (:+1) ∧ . . . ∧ {c (ℓ ) ,

where [{1, . . . , {:] is a graded antisymmetric :-linear bracket of degree 2 − : , and

(−1)f (c ) is the sign associated to the action of the permutation c on B{1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ B{ℓ :

f(c) =
∑

{8< 9 | c (8)>c ( 9 ) }

(|{c (8) |+1) (|{c ( 9 ) | + 1).

The coderivation 3 may be viewed as the coderivation X1 associated to the bracket

[{] = 3{.

The formula X2 = 0 imposes quadratic equations among the brackets and the dif-

ferential 3, which in the case where [{1, . . . , {:] vanishes for : > 2 become the usual

axioms for a dg Lie algebra. This codifferential makes Λ! into a dg coalgebra denoted

�!, the (reduced) Chevalley–Eilenberg complex of chains of the !∞-algebra !. In the

special case that ! is a Lie algebra, this recovers the complex introduced by Chevalley

and Eilenberg, and further studied in Cartan and Eilenberg [2], where it is proved that

if ! is the free Lie algebra Lie(+) generated by a vector space + , then the inclusion

B+ ↩→ �1 Lie(+) ↩→ � Lie(+)

is a quasi-isomorphism.
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2. The bar construction of an G
∞

-algebra

The bar construction of a complex � is the graded vector space

�� =

∞⊕

:=1

�:�,

where

�:� = (B�)⊗: .

We denote the tensor product

B01 ⊗ · · · ⊗ B0: ∈ �:�

by the bar notation of Eilenberg and Maclane (from which the construction derives its

name)

[01 | . . . |0:].

The bar construction is a graded coalgebra, with coproduct

Δ : �� → �� ⊗ ��

given by the formula

Δ[01 | . . . |0:] =
∑

0< 9<:

[01 | . . . |0 9 ] ⊗ [0 9+1 | . . . |0:].

A Hochschild cochain � ∈ �∗(�, �) is a map � : ��→ �. Denote the component

of � in Hom(�: �, �) by � (: ) . In this paper, we denote the complex �∗(�, �) of

Hochschild cochains by � (�).1

The twisting cochain �� → � induced by projection to �1� � B� is the universal

twisting cochain: the twisting cochain from a dg coalgebra� to � are in bĳection with

morphisms of dg coalgebras from � to ��.

There is a bĳection from coderivations X of �� to Hochschild cochains� ∈ � (�),

given by composition with the universal twisting cochain from �� to �. We denote

the coderivation corresponding to a Hochschild cochain � by X(�). In particular,

|X(�) | = |� | − 1. Given [01 | . . . |0:] ∈ �:� and 0 ≤ 9 ≤ : , let

l 9 = |01 | + · · · + |0 9 | − 9 .

The coderivation X(�) is given by the formula

X(�) [01 | . . . |0:] =
∑

0≤8≤ 9≤:

(−1)l8 ( |� |+1)

[01 | . . . |08 |� [08+1 | . . . |0 9 ] |0 9+1 | . . . |0:].

1The letter � stands for Gerstenhaber [4], who made the first close study of the algebraic properties of
� (�).
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Definition 1. An �∞-algebra structure on a graded vector space � is a codifferential

X on ��.

Denote the Hochschild cochain associated to the �∞-algebra structure by < ∈

� (�). The equation X2 = 0 amounts to a sequence of quadratic relations among the

homogeneous components {< (: ) } of <. A dg (left) module in coalgebras " for a dg

bialgebra is a (left) module for � in the monoidal category of dg coalgebras. In other

words, there is an associative action

� ⊗ " → "

which is a morphism of dg coalgebras.

We learned the following result from Tsygan [13]. The associated dg bialgebra

structure on �� (�) was discovered by Getzler and Jones [5].

Proposition 1. Let � be an �∞-algebra. There is a unique dg bialgebra structure

on �� (�) and �-module in dg coalgebras structure on �� such that the action of

[�] ∈ �� (�) on �� is the graded coderivation X(�) associated to � ∈ � (�).

Proof. The compatibility of the action of �� (�) on �� with the coproducts determ-

ines the formula for the action of the element [�1| . . . |�=] ∈ �=� (�) on [01 | . . . |0:] ∈

�:�:

[�1 | . . . |�=] • [01 | . . . |0:] =
∑

0≤ 91≤:1≤·· ·≤ 9=≤:=≤:

(−1)
∑=

8=1 ( |�8 |+1)l 98

[01 | . . . |�1 [0 91+1 | . . . |0:1
] | . . . |�= [0 9=+1 | . . . |0:= ] | . . . |0:].

This gives an injection of graded vector spaces

�� (�) ↩→ End(��).

It may be checked that this subspace is closed under the differential ad(X) on End(��),

giving rise to a (normalized) codifferential on �� (�), and in particular, an �∞-algebra

structure on � (�). (This is the �∞-algebra structure introduced in [6].) This subspace

is also closed under composition, giving rise to the product on �� (�), and making it

into a dg bialgebra.

Just as the differential X of �� (�), determining the �∞-algebra structure on� (�),

is a coderivation and hence is determined by its components<:, the product on �� (�)

is determined by its components <:,ℓ , which are the compositions of the product

�:� ⊗ �ℓ � → ��
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with the universal twisting cochain �� → �. The map <:,ℓ : (B�)⊗: ⊗ (B�)⊗ℓ → �

vanishes unless : = 1, and the operations <1,ℓ are the brace operations introduced in

[6], given by the formula

<1,ℓ

(
[�] ⊗ [�1 | . . . |�ℓ ]

)
= �{�1, . . . , �ℓ}

where

�{�1, . . . , �ℓ}[01 | . . . |0:] =
∑

0= 91≤:1≤·· ·≤ 9ℓ≤:ℓ≤:

(−1)
∑ℓ

8=1 ( |�8 |+1)l 98

� [01 | . . . |�1 [0 91+1 | . . . |0:1
] | . . . |�ℓ [0 9ℓ+1 | . . . |0:ℓ ] | . . . |0:].

In the case ℓ = 1, this operation was introduced by Gerstenhaber [4], who denotes it

� ◦ � . We have

[�1, �2] = �1 ◦ �2 − (−1) ( |�1 |+1) ( |�2 |+1)�2 ◦ �1

and

(2.1) (�1 ◦ �2) ◦ �3 − �1 ◦ (�2 ◦ �3)

= �1{�3, �2} + (−1) ( |�2 |+1) ( |�3 |+1)�1{�2, �3}.

In terms of these operations, an �∞-algebra structure on � is a cochain < ∈ � (�)

of degree 2 such that < ◦ < = 0. In terms of <, the differential on � (�) is given by

the formula

X� = [<, �].

Differential graded algebras are special cases of �∞-algebras, with < (1) (01) = 301

and < (2) (01, 02) = (−1) |01 |0102, 01, 02 ∈ �. The differential of the bar construction

of a dg algebra is the coderivation

X = X1 + X2 = X
(
< (1)

)
+ X

(
< (2)

)
,

where

X1[01 | . . . |0:] =

:∑

9=1

(−1)l 9−1 [01 | . . . |30 9 | . . . |0: ]

is the coderivation associated to the differential 3 on the complex �, and X2 is the

coderivation

X2[01 | . . . |0:] =
∑

0< 9<:

(−1)l 9+1 [01 | . . . |0 90 9+1 | . . . |0:]
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associated to the product on �.

Gerstenhaber showed that when � is a dg algebra, then so is � (�), with product

�1 ∪ �2 = (−1) |�1 |<{�1, �2}.

By (2.1), we have

(X�1) ◦ �2 + (−1) |�1 |�1 ◦ (X�2) − X(�1 ◦ �2)

= (< ◦ �1) ◦ �2 − (−1) |�1 | (�1 ◦ <) ◦ �2

+ (−1) |�1 |�1 ◦ (< ◦ �2) − (−1) |�1 |�1 ◦ (�2 ◦ <)

− < ◦ (�1 ◦ �2) + (−1) |�1 |+|�2 | (�1 ◦ �2) ◦ <

= (< ◦ �1) ◦ �2 − < ◦ (�1 ◦ �2)

− (−1) |�1 | (�1 ◦ <) ◦ �2 + (−1) |�1 |�1 ◦ (< ◦ �2)

+ (−1) |�1 |+|�2 | (�1 ◦ �2) ◦ < − (−1) |�1 |�1 ◦ (�2 ◦ <)

= <{�2, �1} + (−1) |�1 | |�2 |<{�1, �2}

= (−1) |�1 | |�2 |+|�1 |
(
�1 ∪ �2 − (−1) ( |�1 |+1) ( |�2 |+1)�2 ∪ �1

)
.

Gerstenhaber’s construction was generalized in [6], where it is shown that if < is

an �∞-algebra structure on �, then the �∞-algebra structure on � (�) is given by the

formula

" [�1 | . . . |�=] =

{
[<, �1], = = 1,

<{�1, . . . , �=}, = > 1.

Definition 2. A morphism of �∞-algebras is a morphism of the associated dg coal-

gebras f : ��1 → ��2.

The components f(: ) : �:�1 → �2 of a morphism f : ��1 → ��2 of �∞-algebras

are the compositions of the map

�:�1 ↩→ ��1
f
−→ ��2

with the universal twisting cochain ��2 → �2. Together, these determine f, by the

formula

f [01 | . . . |0:] =

:∑

ℓ=1

∑

0≤ 91<· · ·< 9=≤:

(−1)l:1
+l:1+:2

+...+l:1+···+:=

[f(:1 ) [01 | . . . |0:1
] | . . . |f(:= ) [0:−:=+1 | . . . |0:]].

A quasi-isomorphism of �∞-algebras f : �1 → �2 is a morphism of �∞-algebras

such that the linear component f(1) : B�1 → �2 (or rather, the associated morphism

from �1 to �2) is a quasi-isomorphism.
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3. Contractions

A weak contraction is a pair of complexes (+, 3) and (,, �), together with

morphisms of complexes 5 : + → , and 6 : , → + and a map ℎ from + to B−1+

such that 5 6 = 1, and 6 5 = 1+ − [3, ℎ] = 1 − (3ℎ + ℎ3):

ℎ

�

+ ,
5

6

Hence ? = 6 5 and 1 − ? = 3ℎ + ℎ3 are idempotents.

If the weak contraction (+,,, 5 , 6, ℎ) satisfies the additional equations

5 ℎ = 0, ℎ6 = 0, ℎ2 = 0,

we call it a contraction. If we replace the map ℎ of a weak contraction by

ℎ̃ = (1 − ?)ℎ3ℎ3ℎ(1 − ?),

we obtain a contraction (+,,, ℎ̃, 5 , 6).

We may assemble the data of a contraction into a curved Maurer–Cartan element

on the mapping cone � ( 5 ) = + ⊕ B, , with curved differential D +A, where

D =

[
3 0

0 −�

]

and

A =

[
Dℎ D6

5 0

]
.

The curvature (D +A)2 = D of the curved differential D +A is a formal commuting

variable of degree 2.

A perturbation of a contraction is a Maurer–Cartan element ` ∈ Hom(+, +) of

degree 1 such that 1 + `ℎ is invertible. In particular, 1 + ℎ` is invertible:

(1 + ℎ`)−1 = 1 − ℎ(1 + `ℎ)−1`.

A perturbation gives rise to a new contraction (+`, ,`, ℎ`, 5`, 6`). Here, +` has the

same underlying filtered graded vector space as+ , and differential 3` = 3 + `, and,`

has the same underlying graded vector space as , , with differential

�` = � + 5 (1 + `ℎ)−1`6.
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The remaining data are given by the formulas

5` = 5 (1 + `ℎ)−1, 6` = (1 + ℎ`)−16,

ℎ` = (1 + ℎ`)−1ℎ = ℎ(1 + `ℎ)−1.

In terms of the representation of a contraction as a curved differential D + A on the

mapping cone � ( 5 ), the deformed curved differential equals D + "` + A`, where

"` =

[
` 0

0 0

]
and A` =

[
Dℎ` D6`

5` 0

]
= DA(D + "`A)−1.

For more on contractions and their perturbations, see [7]. (What they refer to as strong

deformation retract data are what we call weak contractions.)

Suppose that � is an �∞-algebra with differential 3. Let X` = 3 + � (`) be the

associated codifferential on ��, where ` ∈ � (�). Kadeseishvili [12] showed that if

(�, /, 5 , 6, ℎ) is a contraction, there is a natural �∞-algebra structure on /, correspond-

ing to a codifferential �` on /, and �∞ quasi-isomorphism g` : �/ → �� whose

linearization is 6. This �∞-algebra structure and �∞-morphism are constructed by

solving a fixed-point equation.

Guggenheim, Lambe and Stasheff [8] introduced a different approach to homo-

logical perturbation theory for �∞-algebras, which they named the tensor trick: they

consider homological perturbation theory for the bar construction��. In this way, they

also obtain a left inverse f` : ��→ �/ to the quasi-isomorphism g` : �/ → ��, with

linearization 5 . (See also Huebschmann and Kadeishvili [11].) We now review their

results. Note that [12] and [8] restrict attention to the case ` (1) = 0: we state our results

in the more general setting in which 1 + ` (1)ℎ : � → � is invertible. In other words,

we allow the differential of the �∞-algebra structure on � to differ by a Maurer–Cartan

element from the original differential on �.

The �∞-algebra structure on / and �∞-morphism from / to � constructed by

the tensor trick agree with those constructed by Kadeishvili: this may be proved by

showing that they solve the same fixed-point equations. We will not make use of this

identification in this paper.

The tensor trick is as follows. The contraction (�, /, 5 , 6, ℎ) induces a contraction

(��, �/, f, g,h) of the bar construction �� associated to the underlying complex of �

with the �∞-algebra structure with all higher brackets set equal to zero. The homotopy

h is given by the formula

h[01 | . . . |0:] =

:∑

9=1

(−1)l 9−1 [?01 | . . . |?0 9−1 |ℎ0 9 |0 9+1 | . . . |0: ],
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where the morphisms f : �� → �/ and g : �/ → �� are given by the formulas

f [01 | . . . |0: ] = [ 5 01 | . . . | 5 0: ]

and

g[01 | . . . |0:] = [601| . . . |60:].

Thus f and g are morphisms of coalgebras:

Δf = (f ⊗ f)Δ

and

Δg = (g ⊗ g)Δ.

However, the homotopy operator h is not a coderivation: rather, it satisfies the formula

Δh = (h ⊗ 1 + gf ⊗ h)Δ.

The idempotent

p[01 | . . . |0: ] = gf [01 | . . . |0:] = [?01 | . . . |?0: ]

is also a morphism of coalgebras.

Lemma 1. If 1 + ` (1)ℎ : �→ � is invertible, then 1 +� (`)h : ��→ �� is invertible.

Proof. On �:�, we have

(1 + � (`)h)−1 =

∞∑

ℓ=0

∑

91+·· ·+ 9ℓ<:

(−1)ℓ (1 + � (` (1) )h)
−1� (` ( 91+1) )h

. . .
(
1 + �

(
` (1)

)
h
)−1

� (` ( 9ℓ+1) )h
(
1 + �

(
` (1)

)
h
)−1

.

Thus, it suffices to prove that 1 + �
(
` (1)h

)
: �:� → �:� is invertible.

On �:�, we have

�
(
` (1)

)
h =

:∑

8, 9=1

U8 9 ,

where

U8 9 =
(
1⊗8−1 ⊗ ` (1) ⊗ 1⊗:−8

) (
?⊗ 9−1 ⊗ ℎ ⊗ 1⊗:− 9

)

=




?⊗8−1 ⊗ ` (1) ? ⊗ ?⊗ 9−8−1 ⊗ ℎ ⊗ 1⊗:− 9, 8 < 9 ,

?⊗ 9−1 ⊗ ` (1)ℎ ⊗ 1⊗:− 9, 8 = 9 ,

−?⊗ 9−1 ⊗ ℎ ⊗ 1⊗8− 9−1 ⊗ ` (1) ⊗ 1⊗:−8, 8 > 9 .
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Since U?@U8 9 = 0 unless 8 < 9 or 8 = 9 = @ and U?@ . . . U8 9 = 0 if 8 < 9 ≤ @, we see that

(1 + �
(
` (1)

)
h)−1 =

(
1 −

∑

8> 9

U8 9

) (
1 +

∑

8≤ 9

U8 9

)−1

=

(
1 −

∑

8> 9

U8 9

) :∑

ℓ=1

∑

91<· · ·< 9ℓ

V 91U 91 92U 92 92V 92 . . . V 9ℓ−1
U 9ℓ−1 9ℓU 9ℓ 9ℓ V 9ℓ

where

V 9 =
(
1 + U 9 9

)−1
. . .

(
1 + U22

)−1 (
1 + U11

)−1
.

But 1 + U 9 9 : �:� → �:� is invertible:

(
1 + U 9 9

)−1
= 1 − ?⊗ 9−1 ⊗ ` (1)ℎ

(
1 + ` (1)ℎ

)−1
⊗ 1⊗:− 9 .

Hence V 9 is invertible, completing the proof.

By this lemma, if 1 + ` (1)ℎ : �→ � is invertible, ` induces a deformed contraction

f` = f (1 + � (`)h)−1 : �� → �/, g` = (1 + h� (`))−1g : �/ → ��,

h` = h(1 + � (`)h)−1 : �� → ��.

The deformed differential �` on �/ is given by the formula

�` = f3g + f� (`) (1 + h� (`))−1g,

and the deformed idempotent p` on �� is given by the formula

p` = (1 + h� (`))−1p(1 + � (`)h)−1.

Proposition 2. The maps f` and g` are morphisms of coalgebras, and �` is a code-

rivation.

Proof. Let us calculate Δ(1 + h`)−1. Observe that

Δ(1 + h`) =
(
1 ⊗ 1 + (h ⊗ 1 + p ⊗ h) (` ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ `)

)
Δ,

Since

(h ⊗ 1 + p ⊗ h) − (h` ⊗ 1 + p` ⊗ h`)

= (h ⊗ 1 + p ⊗ h) (` ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ `) (h` ⊗ 1 + p` ⊗ h`)

= (h` ⊗ 1 + p` ⊗ h`) (` ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ `) (h ⊗ 1 + p ⊗ h),
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it follows that

(
1 ⊗ 1 + (h ⊗ 1 + p ⊗ h) (` ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ `)

)−1

= 1 ⊗ 1 − (h` ⊗ 1 + p` ⊗ h`) (` ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ `).

In other words,

Δ(1 + h`)−1 =
(
1 ⊗ 1 − (h` ⊗ 1 + p` ⊗ h`) (` ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ `)

)
Δ.

Thus

Δg` = Δ(1 + h`)−1g

=
(
1 ⊗ 1 − (h` ⊗ 1 + p` ⊗ h`) (` ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ `)

)
(g ⊗ g)`

= (g` ⊗ g`)Δ.

Since fg` = 1, we see that �` = f3g + f`g` is a coderivation: certainly, f3g is a

coderivation, while

Δf`g` = (f ⊗ f) (` ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ `) (g` ⊗ g`)Δ

= (f`g` ⊗ fg` + fg` ⊗ f`g`)Δ

= (f`g` ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ f`g`)Δ.

Likewise,

Δ(1 + `h)−1 =
(
1 ⊗ 1 − (` ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ `) (h` ⊗ 1 + p` ⊗ h`)

)
Δ,

hence

Δf` = Δf (1 + `h)−1

= (f ⊗ f)
(
1 ⊗ 1 − (` ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ `) (h` ⊗ 1 + p` ⊗ h`)

)
Δ

=
(
f` ⊗ f`

)
Δ.

Corollary 1. Let X` = 3 + `, ` ∈ � (�), be a codifferential on �� corresponding to

an �∞-algebra structure on �, such that

1 + ` (1)ℎ : � → �

is invertible. The codifferential �` on �/ constructed by the tensor trick induces

an �∞-algebra structure on /, and f` : �� → �/ and g` : �/ → �� are quasi-

isomorphisms of �∞-algebras.
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4. The bar construction of a symmetric algebra

The bar construction �� of a dg commutative algebra � is a dg commutative

bialgebra: the product on �� is the shuffle product

[01 | . . . |0:] x [0:+1 | . . . |0:+ℓ ]

=
∑

f∈( (:,ℓ )

(−1)
∑:

8=1 (l:+f (8) −8−l: ) ( |08 |+1) [0f−1 (1) | . . . |0f−1 (:+ℓ ) ],

where

((:, ℓ) = {f ∈ (:+ℓ | f(8) < f( 9 ) if 1 ≤ 8 < 9 ≤ : or : + 1 ≤ 8 < 9 ≤ : + ℓ}.

The codifferential X of �� is a derivation with respect to the shuffle product if and

only if � is graded commutative.

The calculation of the cohomology of �(+ is one of the fundamental results of

homological algebra. The subspace B+ ⊂ �1(+ generates a subalgebra Λ+ of the

bialgebra �(+ . Since elements of B+ are primitive elements of �(+ , the inclusion

6 : Λ+ ↩→ �(+ induces a graded commutative product on Λ+ a morphism of dg bial-

gebras.

In this section, we construct a contracting homotopy ℎ : �:(+ → �:+1(+ which

shows that 6 is a quasi-isomorphism. Let {GU} be a homogeneous basis of + , and let

mU ∈ � ((+) be the Hochschild 1-cochain given by the formula

mU [G
U1 . . . GU: ] =

{∑:
8=1 (−1) |G

U | ( |GU1 |+· · ·+|GU8−1 |+1) [GU1 . . . ĜU8 . . . GU: ], : > 1,

0, : = 1.

Let d and g ∈ � (�) be Hochschild 1-cochains

d[GU1 . . . GU: ] = : [GU1 . . . GU: ]

and

g[GU1 . . . GU: ] =

{
[GU1], : = 1,

0, : > 1.

We also denote the coderivations X(d) : �:(+ → �:(+ and X(g) : �:(+ → �:(+

by d and g:

d[01 | . . . |0:] =

:∑

9=1

[01 | . . . |d0 9 | . . . |0:],

g[01 | . . . |0:] =

:∑

9=1

[01 | . . . |g0 9 | . . . |0: ].
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Since the product in (+ is homogeneous of degree 0, it is clear that d commutes with

the differential X. We have

∑

U

(−1) |G
U |
[
GU ∪ mU

]
= d − g.

The intersection of Λ+ with �:(+ is the image of the projection

(4.1) ?: [01 | . . . |0: ] =
1

:!
[g01] x · · ·x [g0:]

on �:(+ . Note that ? is a morphism of dg coalgebras, though not of algebras. Denote

the map 6−1 ◦ ? from �(+ to Λ+ by 5 : thus 5 6 = 1Λ+ , and 6 5 = ?.

Define the operators b : �:(+ → �:+1(+ and _ : �:(+ → �:(+ by the formulas

b [01 | . . . |0:] =
∑

U

(−1) |G
U |
[
GU

�� mU

]
• [01 | . . . |0: ]

=
∑

0≤8< 9≤:

∑

U

(−1)l8+|G
U | (l 9−1−l8+1) [01 | . . . |08 |G

U | . . . |mU0 9 | . . . |0:],

_[01 | . . . |0:] = [01 | . . . |0:−1] x [g0:].

By inspection, it is clear that the operators b and _ both commute with d.

We learned the following result from [3].

Theorem 1. [X, b] = d − _

Proof. The differential [X, b] of b is given by the action of the element

∑

U

[
GU ∪ mU

]
+
∑

U

(−1) |G
U |
[
[< (1) , G

U]
�� mU

]

+
∑

U

[
GU

�� [< (1) , mU]
]
+
∑

U

[
GU

�� [< (2) , mU]
]
∈ �� ((+)

on �(+ . We have

[
GU ∪ mU

]
• [01 | . . . |0:] = (d − g) [01 | . . . |08 | . . . |0:],

Introduce the matrix for the differential 3 : + → + of + :

[mU, 3] =
∑

V

�
V
UmV.

We have ∑

U

(−1) |G
U |
[
[< (1) , G

U]
�� mU

]
=
∑

U,V

(−1) |G
U |�U

V

[
GV

�� mU

]
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and ∑

U

[
GU

�� [< (1) , mU]
]
= −

∑

U,V

(−1) |G
U |�

V
U

[
GU

�� mV

]
,

and these two sums cancel.

The two-cochain [< (2) , mU] ∈ � ((+) equals

(
[< (2) , mU]

)
[01 |02] = −n (mU01)02 + (−1) ( |01 |+1) ( |GU |+1)01n (mU02),

where n (mU0) is the coefficient of GU in g(0). It follows that

∑

U

[
GU

�� [< (2) , mU]
]
• [01 | . . . |0: ]

=
∑

1≤8≤ 9<:

∑

U

(−1) ( |G
U |+1) (l 9−1−l8−1)

[01 | . . . |08−1 |G
U |08 | . . . |n (mU0 9)0 9+1 | . . . |0:]

−
∑

1≤8≤ 9<:

∑

U

(−1) ( |G
U |+1) (l 9−l8−1)

[01 | . . . |08−1 |G
U |08 | . . . |0 9n (mU0 9+1) | . . . |0:]

=
∑

1≤8≤ 9<:

(−1) ( |0 9 |+1) (l 9−1−l8−1 )

[01 | . . . |08−1 |g0 9 |08 | . . . |0̂ 9 | . . . |0:]

−
∑

1≤8≤ 9<:

(−1) ( |0 9+1 |+1) (l 9−l8−1 )

[01 | . . . |08−1 |g0 9+1 |08 | . . . |0̂ 9+1 | . . . |0:]

= (g − _) [01 | . . . |0:].

Assembling these calculations, the theorem follows.

Corollary 2. [X, _] = 0

Proof. We have

[X, _] = [X, d − (d − _)] = [X, d] − [X, [X, b]].

The second term vanishes since X2 = 0.

Theorem 2.

1) The operator b is a derivation of the shuffle product on �(+ .

2) b2 = 0



Koszul duality and the Poincaré–Birkhoff–Witt theorem 17

Proof. Let Z (G, H) = b (G x H) − (bG) x H − (−1) |G | G x (bH). Using the formula

(4.2) Δb =
∑

U

(−1)U [mU] ⊗ [GU],

we see that for all G, H ∈ �(+ ,

(−1) |G
(2) | |H (1) |ΔZ (G, H)

= Z
(
G (1) , H (1)

)
⊗
(
G (2) x H (2)

)
+ (−1) |G

(1) |+|H (1) |
(
G (1) x H (1)

)
⊗ Z

(
G (2) , H (2)

)
.

We prove that Z (G, H) = 0 for G ∈ �:(+ and H ∈ �ℓ(+ by induction on : + ℓ; it is clearly

true for : + ℓ = 0. By the induction hypothesis, Z (G, H) ∈ �:+ℓ+1(+ is primitive, and

hence vanishes for : + ℓ > 0.

Squaring both sides of (4.2), we see that b2 ∈ �� ((+) is primitive: Δb2 = 0. We

prove that b2G = 0 for G ∈ �:(+ by induction on : : it is clearly true for : = 0. By the

induction hypothesis, b2G ∈ �:+2(+ is primitive. But the space of primitives equals

�1(+ , showing that b2G = 0.

Corollary 3. [b, _] = 0

Proof. We have

[b, _] = [b, d − (d − _)] = [b, d] − [b, [X, b]].

The first term has been seen to vanish, while the second term equals 1
2
[X, b2] = 0.

Corollary 4. The operator _ is a derivation with respect to the shuffle product:

_(G x H) = _G x H + G x _H.

Proof. Since (+ is a graded commutative algebra, X is a graded derivation with respect

to the shuffle product, hence so is the graded commutator [X, b]. But it is clear that d

is a derivation with respect to the shuffle product, and the result follows.

Lemma 2. The descending factorial

(_) 9 = _(_ − 1) . . . (_ − 9 + 1)

is given by the formula

(_) 9 [01 | . . . |0: ] = [g01] x · · ·x [g0 9] x [0 9+1 | . . . |0: ]

Proof. This is proved by induction on 9 , using the explicit formula for _, the formula

_[GU] = [GU], and the fact that _ is a derivation for the shuffle product.
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Corollary 5. Let _: and ?: be the restrictions of _ and ? to �:(+ . Then

(_:): = :! ?:,

while (_:)8 = 0 for 8 > : .

In particular, the minimal polynomial of _: divides _: (_: − 1) . . . (_: − :), and

_: is a semisimple endomorphism whose spectrum is contained in (and in fact equals)

{0, . . . , :}. The eigenspace {_: = :} isΛ:+ ⊂ �:(+ . The spectrum of the restriction d:

of d to �:(+ equals {:, : + 1, . . .}, and the subspace {_: = :} is a subset of {d: = :}.

Since d and _ commute, the eigenvalues of d: − _: are nonnegative integers, and the

kernel of d: − _: is the subspace on which d: = _: = : , namely Λ:+ .

We now modify the operator b to obtain a homotopy

ℎ = (d − _)−1b.

This operator is defined because ?b = 0, and the eigenvalues of d − _ on the image of

the idempotent 1 − ? are strictly positive. It is clear that ℎ2 = 0, since b2 = 0. It follows

that ℎ? = ?ℎ = 0.

We have proved the following theorem.

Theorem 3. The inclusion 6 : Λ+ ↩→ �(+ and projection 5 : �(+ → Λ+ , together

with the homotopy ℎ = (d − _)−1b, form a contraction (�(+,Λ+, 5 , 6, ℎ)

The restriction ℎ: : �:(+ → �:+1(+ of the homotopy ℎ to �:(+ is given by a

finite linear combination of operations (_) 9b, though the number of terms increases

linearly with : .

Proposition 3. The operator ℎ: : �:(+ → �:+1(+ is a linear combination of the

operators (_) 9b, 0 ≤ 9 ≤ ::

ℎ: =

:∑

9=0

(_) 9b

(d) 9+1

.

Proof. Since the eigenvalues of d:+1 lie {: + 1, : + 2, . . .}, the polynomial (d) 9+1 is

invertible on �:+1(+ for 0 ≤ 9 ≤ : . We have

(d − _)
(_) 9

(d) 9+1

=
(
(d + 9 ) − (_ + 9 )

) (_) 9

(d) 9+1

=
(_) 9

(d) 9
−

(_) 9+1

(d) 9+1

.

It follows that

(d − _)

:∑

9=0

(_) 9b

(d) 9+1

=

:∑

9=0

(
(_) 9b

(d) 9
−

(_) 9+1b

(d) 9+1

)
= b −

(_):+1b

(d):+1

.
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Since b and _ commute and (_):+1 vanishes on �:(+ , we see that (_):+1b = 0, and

the result follows.

5. The cobar construction of an exterior coalgebra

In this section, we translate our results on the bar construction of a symmetric

algebra to the dual situation, the cobar construction of an exterior coalgebra: we con-

struct a contraction from the cobar construction ΩΛ+ of an exterior coalgebra to

the symmetric algebra (+ . Using homological perturbation theory, this contraction

is deformed to a contraction from the cobar construction Ω�! of the Chevalley–

Eilenberg complex of a dg Lie algebra ! to the universal enveloping algebra*! of !:

the proof follows Baranovsky [1], with the difference that we work with an explicit,

and easily computable formula, for the homotopy contraction from ΩΛ+ to (+ .

Let � be a dg coalgebra. The cobar construction of � is the free dg algebra

Ω� =

∞⊕

:=1

(B−1�)⊗: .

We denote the element B−101 ⊗ · · · ⊗ B−10: by 〈01 | · · · |0:〉. The differential of Ω� is

X〈01 | · · · |0:〉 =

:∑

9=1

(−1)l 9−1

(
〈01 | · · · |30 9 | · · · |0:〉 + (−1)

|0
(1)
9

|
〈01 | · · · |0

(1)
9

|0
(2)
9

| · · · |0:〉
)
.

If � is cocommutative, then Ω� is a dg bialgebra, with comultiplication given by

the coshuffle product

〈01 | · · · |0:〉 ↦→
∑

0<ℓ<:

∑

f∈( (ℓ,:−ℓ )

(−1)
∑ℓ

8=1 (lℓ+f (8) −8−lℓ ) ( |08 |+1)

〈0f (1) | . . . |0f (ℓ ) 〉 ⊗ 〈0f−1 (ℓ+1) | . . . |0f−1 (: ) 〉.

This coproduct is graded cocommutative. The subcomplex %Ω� of primitive elements

of Ω� is the Harrison chain complex of �: it is the Koszul dual dg Lie algebra to �.

As we have seen in the last section, the natural inclusion 6 : Λ+ ↩→ �(+ of the

exterior coalgebra of a cochain complex+ into the bar construction �(+ of its symmet-

ric algebra is a morphism of dg commutative bialgebras. Similarly, there is a surjective

morphism of dg cocommutative bialgebras 5 : ΩΛ+ → (+ , induced by projecting the
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generators BΛ+ of ΩΛ+ to the summand BΛ1+ � + , followed by inclusion as the gen-

erators+ of (+ . This morphism has a section 6 : (+ → ΩΛ+ , which is the morphism

of dg coalgebras induced by the inclusions

(:+ ↩→ +⊗:
� Ω:Λ1+ ↩→ Ω:Λ+.

Let d be the coderivation of Λ+ which acts by multiplication by : on the subspace

Λ:+ ⊂ Λ+ . This coderivation extends to a graded derivation of ΩΛ+ :

d〈01 | · · · |0:〉 =

:∑

9=1

〈01 | · · · |d0 9 | · · · |0:〉.

We see that [X, d] = 0 on ΩΛ+ .

Let g be the projection g from Λ+ to Λ1+ � B−1+ . Define maps b : Ω:Λ+ →

Ω:−1Λ+ and _ : Ω:Λ+ → Ω:Λ+ by the formulas

b〈01 | · · · |0:〉 =
∑

1≤8< 9≤:

(−1)l8−1+|08 | (l 9−1−l8+1) 〈01 | · · · |0̂8 | · · · |g08 ∧ 08 | . . . |0:〉,

_〈01 | · · · |0:〉 =

:∑

9=1

(−1) ( |0 9 |+1) (l:−l 9+1) 〈|01 | · · · |0̂ 9 | · · · |0: |g0 9〉.

The operators b and _ both commute with d.

The proofs of the last section apply to any additive symmetric monoidal category

tensored over the symmetric monoidal category of finite-dimensional cochain com-

plexes. (The proofs take place in finite truncations
⊕

1≤:≤# �:� and
⊕

1≤:≤# (:+

of the bar construction and symmetric algebra, so the proofs deal only in finite sums.)

The opposite of the category of cochain complexes is such a category, and this substi-

tution has the effect of exchanging the symmetric algebra with the exterior coalgebra

(after suspension of +), and the bar construction with the cobar construction. In this

way, we obtain the following dual results.

1) [X, b] = d − _

2) b and _ are (graded) coderivations with respect to the shuffle coproduct on ΩΛ+ .

3) b2 = 0

4) [X, _] = [b, _] = 0

5) Let d: and _: be the restrictions of _ and d to Ω:Λ+ . The operators d: and _: are

commuting semisimple operators.

6) The eigenvalues of d: lie in {:, : + 1, . . .}.

7) The eigenvalues of _: lie in {0, . . . , :}, (_:): = :! ?:, and (_:)8 = 0 for 8 > : .
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We have proved the following theorem.

Theorem 4. The inclusion 6 : (+ ↩→ ΩΛ+ and projection 5 : ΩΛ+ → (+ , together

with the homotopy ℎ = (d − _)−1b form a contraction (ΩΛ+, (+, 5 , 6, ℎ).

The restriction ℎ: of the homotopy ℎ to Ω:+1Λ+ (that is, corestriction to Ω:Λ+) is

given by a finite linear combination of operations (_) 9b, though the number of terms

increases linearly with : .

Proposition 4. The operator ℎ: : Ω:+1Λ+ → Ω:Λ+ is a linear combination of the

operators (_) 9b, 0 ≤ 9 ≤ ::

ℎ: =

:∑

9=0

(_) 9b

(d) 9+1

.

Now suppose that ! is an !∞-algebra. The differential X of �! is the sum of the

differential 3 induced by the differential on the underlying cochain complex ! and the

contribution of the brackets [{1, . . . , {:], : ≥ 2. Denote the codifferential X − 3 of

�! by `: it is a Maurer–Cartan element in the dg Lie algebra of coderivations of Λ!,

and induces a Maurer–Cartan element on ΩΛ!, deforming it to the dg algebra Ω�!.

Applying the formulas of homological perturbation theory to the contraction ℎ from

ΩΛ! to !, we obtain a contraction

ℎ` = ℎ(1 + `ℎ)−1 : Ω�! → B−1Ω�!

from Ω�! to the subcomplex (!, with

5` = 5 (1 + `ℎ)−1 : Ω�! → (!.

Since `6 = 0, the morphism 6 = 6` of (! into Ω(! and the differential 3` = 3 of (!

are not deformed.

By the tensor trick, we obtain a contraction h` from �Ω�! to �(!, which induces

a codifferential on �(!, that is, an �∞-algebra structure on (!. This �∞-algebra

structure was introduced by Baranovsky [1] (though without an explicit choice of

contraction ℎ from ΩΛ! to (!), who calls it the universal enveloping algebra of the

!∞-algebra !. In this way, we obtain an analogue of the Poincaré–Birkhoff–Witt The-

orem for !∞-algebras. In the case where ! is a dg Lie algebra, we now identify this

�∞-algebra structure on (! with the usual enveloping algebra, following Baranovsky.

The differential on �Ω�! is a sum

X� + XΩ + X1 + `,

where X� is the codifferential on �Ω�! induced by the product of Ω�!, XΩ is the

differential on Ω�! induced by the coproduct of �!, X1 is induced by the differential
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on !, and ` is the coderivation on�! corresponding to the brackets [G1, . . . , G:], : ≥ 2,

on !. In applying the tensor trick, the contraction h is associated to the complex �Ω�!

with differential XΩ + X1, and it is perturbed by X� + `.

Since XΩg = `6 = 0, the codifferential on �(! induced by the tensor trick is

(5.1) f
(
XΩ + X1

)
g + f (1 + (X� + `)h)−1(X� + `)g

= X1 +

∞∑

:=2

f
(
−(1 + `h)−1X�h

) :−2

(1 + `h)−1X�g.

The :-linear bracket <: of the �∞-algebra structure induced on (! by this codiffer-

ential is contributed by the summand indexed by : .

Lemma 3. If ! is a dg Lie algebra, that is, X: = 0 for : > 2, then this sum simplifies

to

X1 + f (1 + `h)−1X�g.

Proof. There is a decreasing filtration on �! by subspaces

�:�! =
⊕

ℓ≥:+1

�ℓ!.

This induces decreasing filtrations on Ω�! and �Ω�!. The operator h has degree 1

for this filtration, the operator X� has degree 0, the operator ` has degree −1 and the

morphism f vanishes on �1�Ω�!. It follows that the operator (1 + `ℎ)−1X�h raises

filtration degree, and the result follows.

It follows that the �∞-algebra structure on (! induced by the contraction on �Ω�!

is a dg algebra structure: we denote the resulting product by G ∗ H, and this deformation

of (! by (∗!. To identify the product on (∗!, we consider the decreasing filtration on

Ω�! induced by the decreasing filtration

�:�! =
⊕

ℓ≤:

�ℓ!.

This filtration is preserved by h and X�, and lowered by `. The morphisms 5 and 6

are compatible with this filtration and the decreasing filtration

�:(! =
⊕

ℓ≤:

(ℓ!.

The contribution of the summand fX�g to the deformed codifferential on �(! corres-

ponds to the original product on (!, while the contribution of the remainder of the

codifferential

f (1 + `h)−1X�g − fX�g = −f (1 + `h)−1`hX�g
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maps �:(! to �:−1(!. Thus, the induced product on (! may be characterized by its

value on [G |H] ∈ B! ⊗ (! ⊂ �2(!. This is calculated as follows:

f (1 + `h)−1`hX�g[G |H] = 1
2
f (1 + `h)−1`hX�

(
[〈G〉|〈H〉] + (−1) |G | |H | [〈H〉|〈G〉]

)

= 1
2
f (1 + `h)−1`h

(
(−1) |G |+1 [〈G |H〉] − (−1) |G | |H |+|H |+1 [〈H |G〉]

)

= 1
2
f (1 + `h)−1`

(
(−1) |G |+1 [〈G ∧ H〉] − (−1) |G | |H |+|H |+1 [〈H ∧ G〉]

)

= 1
2
f (1 + `h)−1

(
−[〈[G, H]〉] + (−1) |G | |H | [〈[H, G]〉]

)

= −f [〈[G, H]〉] = −[G, H].

We have proved the following variant of the Poincaré–Birkhoff–Witt theorem. (We

have used a different normalization of the codifferential on �! to the one in Baran-

ovsky’s paper.)

Theorem 5. Let ! be a dg Lie algebra. There is an isomorphism of dg algebras from

the universal enveloping algebra *! to (∗!, defined on ! ⊂ *! by G ↦→ 1
2
G.

6. Application to the non-commutative Gauss–Manin connection

Let Λ = B−1
F; we have Λ = F ⊕ nF, where n has degree 2. Let mn = m/mn be the

map

mn (0 + n1) = 1.

Denote by ! n the dg Lie algebra ! ⊗ Λ. Extend mn to a coderivation of �! n .

Let F[D] be the polynomial algebra generated by an element D of degree 2. Let

ΩD�! n =
(
Ω�! n

)
[D]. Deform the differential of the dg bialgebraΩD�! n by the sum

a = a1 + a2 + . . . ,

where

aℓ 〈01 | . . . |0:〉 =

:∑

9=1

(−1)l 9−1D〈01 | . . . |mn 0
(1)
9

| . . . |mn 0
(ℓ )
9

| . . . |0:〉.

Write a = a1 + a+. The differential of ΩD�! n is given by the formula

X〈01 | · · · |0:〉 =

:∑

9=1

(−1)l 9−1

(
〈01 | · · · |30 9 | · · · |0:〉

+ (−1)
|0

(1)
9

|
〈01 | · · · |0

(1)
9

|0
(2)
9

| · · · |0:〉

+

∞∑

ℓ=1

D〈01 | . . . |mn 0
(1)
9

| . . . |mn 0
(ℓ )
9

| . . . |0:〉

)
.
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This is the dg algebra denoted �twg• [D, n] in [13].

In this section, using the methods of §5, we construct an explicit �∞ quasi-iso-

morphism from ΩD�! n to *!, reproving Lemma 19 of [13]: this proof yields an

explicit formula for the twisting cochain realizing the Gauss-Manin connection on

periodic cyclic homology whose existence was proved loc. cit.

Define an operator n : �![n] → �![n] of degree 1 by the formula

n
(
G1 ∧ . . . ∧ G=

)
=

=∑

8=1

(−1) |G1 |+· · ·+|G 9−1 |+ 9−1G1 ∧ . . . ∧ nG 9 ∧ . . . ∧ G=.

Extend n to an operator n : ΩD�! n → ΩD�! n of degree 1 by the formula

n 〈01 | . . . |0:〉 =

:∑

9=1

(−1)l 9−1+1〈01 | . . . |n0 9 | . . . |0:〉.

We have n ◦ mn + mn ◦ n = d.

Let mD = m/mD. The operator

[n = [ + nmD

satisfies

(
XΩ + X1 + a1

)
[n + [n

(
XΩ + X1 + a1

)
= d(DmD + 1) + nmn − _.

Form the locally finite sum

ℎn =

∞∑

9=0

(_) 9b

(d(DmD + 1) + nmn ) 9+1

.

Let ? n be the projection from ΩD�! n to (!, identified with the zero eigenspace of

d(DmD + 1) + nmn − _. Then we have

(
XΩ + X1 + a1

)
ℎn + ℎn

(
XΩ + X1 + a1

)
= ? n ,

The associated map 6n : (! → ΩD�! n is given by the same formula as 6 : (! →

Ω�!, and 5n : ΩD�! n → (! is given by setting D = n = 0 and then applying the map

5 : Ω�! → (!. In this way, we obtain a contraction (ΩD�! n , (!, ℎn , 5n , 6n ).

Let �DΩD�! n be the bar construction of ΩD�! n as a dg algebra over F[D]: we

have

�DΩD�! n =

∞⊕

:=1

(
BΩ�! n

)⊗:
[D].
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The differential on �DΩD�! n is a sum

X� + XΩ + X1 + ` + a =
(
XΩ + X1 + a1

)
+
(
X� + ` + a+

)
.

Since `gn = agn = 0, the codifferential on �(! induced by the tensor trick takes the

form

fn
(
XΩ + X1 + a1

)
gn + fn (1 + (X� + ` + a+)hn )

−1(X� + ` + a+)gn

= X1 +

∞∑

:=2

fn

(
−(1 + (` + a+)hn )

−1X�hn

) :−2

(1 + (` + a+)hn )
−1X�gn .

A similar argument to Lemma 3 shows that this sum simplifies to

X1 + f (1 + `h)−1X�g.

Theorem 5 identifies the resulting �∞-algebra structure on (! with the universal

enveloping algebra *!. The �∞ quasi-isomorphism from *! to ΩD�! n that proves

Lemma 19 of [13] is given by the morphism of dg coalgebras

hn (1 + (X� + ` + a+)hn )
−1X�gn : �*! → �DΩD�! n ,

or equivalently, by the map �*! → ΩD�! n given by composition with the universal

twisting cochain �DΩD�! n → ΩD�! n .
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