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Grobner Bases
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Abstract

We investigate associativity of multiplications on chain complexes over commutative noetherian rings from
two perspectives. First, we introduce a natural associator subcomplex and show how its homology can detect
associativity. Second, we use Grobner bases to compute associators.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we study algebraic structures that we can attach to free resolutions. Our motivation is the following:
let (R, m, k) be a local (or standard graded) commutative noetherian ring, let I C m be an ideal of R, and let
F = (F,d) be the minimal free resolution of R/I over R. The usual multiplication map R/I ®g R/I — R/I
can be lifted to a chain map u: F g F — F defined by a4y ® a, — ay x, a, where ay,a; € F (we simplify
notation to a; x, a; = aja; whenever y is clear from context). Furthermore, we can choose y to be unital (with
1 € Fy = R being the identify element) and strictly graded-commutative; see Definition (2.1). In this case we call
i a multiplication on F, and when we equip F with this multiplication, we say F is an MDG algebra (the “M” in
“MDG” stands for multiplication which we always require to be strictly graded-commutative and unital though
not necessarily associative). It was first shown that F always possesses an MDG algebra structure by Buchsbaum
and Eisenbud in [BE77], and in that paper they posed the following question:

Question 1.1: Does F possess the structure of a DG algebra? In other words, can u be chosen such that it is also
associative?

One reason this question is interesting is that when we know the answer is “yes”, then we gain a lot of
information about the shape of F. For instance, Buchsbaum and Eisenbud proved that if we further assume
R is a domain and we know that an associative multiplication on F exists, then one obtains important lower
bounds of the Betti numbers ; = BR(R/I). In particular, let + = #,...,t, be a maximal R-sequence contained
in I and let E be the Koszul algebra which resolves R/t over R. Any expression of the t; in terms of the
generators for I yields a canonical comparison map E — F. Buchsbaum and Eisenbud showed that under these
assumptions, this comparison map E — F is injective, hence we get the lower bound B; > (%) for each i < g.
Unfortunately, it turns out that the answer to Question 1.1 is that F need not have a DG algebra structure on
it (see [Avr81, Kat1g, Srig2] for counterexamples), so Buchsbaum and Eisenbud’s proof of these lower bounds
would fail in these cases. Nonetheless, these lower bounds are still conjectured to hold. It is known as the (local)
Buchsbaum-Eisenbud-Horrocks (BEH) conjecture (see [Erm10, VW23, Wal17] for more on this topic):

Conjecture 1. (BEH Conjecture). Let M be a nonzero R-module of finite projective dimension. Then we have

1

s > (S9mM)

for all i, where B;(M) is the ith Betti number of M and where codim M = height(Ann M).

One of the starting points for this paper is based on the observation that by slightly modifying Buchsbaum
and Eisenbud’s proof one can still obtain these lower bounds even in cases where it is known that we cannot
choose y to be associative. Indeed, we just need to find a multiplication i on F together with a comparison map
¢@: E — F such that ¢: E — F is multiplicative, meaning

p(a1a2) = @(a1)g(az)

for all aj,ap € E. The proof given by Buchsbaum and Eisenbud which shows ¢: E — F is injective would
still apply in this case. Furthermore, in their proof, Buchsbaum and Eisenbud used a property that the Koszul
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algebra E satisfies, namely that every nonzero DG ideal of E intersects the top degree E, non-trivially. However
there are many other MDG algebras which satisfy this property as well (the property being that every nonzero
MDG ideal intersect the top degree non-trivially). In particular, Taylor algebras satisfy this property. Thus
one can generalize this further by replacing t with an ideal | such that + C | C I and such that there exists
a multiplication on the minimal free resolution G of R/J over R which satisfies this property. To see that we
really do gain a new perspective here, we consider Example (3.5) where it is known that we cannot choose
an associative multiplication p on F yet we can find a multiplicative map T — F where T is a Taylor algebra
resolution. In general, we would like to choose a multiplication which is as associative as possible. To this end,
we pose the following question:

Question 1.2: Equip F with a multiplication p giving it the structure of an MDG algebra. How can we measure
the failure of F to being associative?

We answer this question 1.2 in by studying the maximal associative quotient of F. In short, in Subsection
3.1, we define the associator submodule of an MDG module X over an MDG algebra A to be the smallest MDG
A-submodule containing all “associators” of X:

(X) = ({(a1a2)x — a1(azx) | ay,ap € Aand x € X}) C X.

It is clear that if X is associative, then H((X)) = 0. The first main result of this paper Theorem (3.1) shows that
the converse holds under certain conditions. The second main result of this paper is Theorem (3.2) where we
show that every multiplication on a resolution considered in [BE77] will be non-associative at a particular triple.
Note that Avramov had already shown that no associative multiplication on this resolution exists, however
it seems somewhat surprising that one cannot choose a multiplication which can be made associative at one
triple at the possible expense of being non-associative at some other triple. The technique we used in proving
this made use of a particularly nice MDG algebra which is described in Example (2.2). In Subsection 4.1, we
exploit a criterion for exactness. We apply this criterion in our third main result, Theorem (4.1) to demonstrate
associativity of exterior extensions. In the final section of this paper, we construct the symmetric DG algebra of
an R-complex A which is centered at R (meaning Ag = R and A; = 0 for all i < 0), denoted by Sg(A) = S. This
section contains our fourth result of the paper, namely Theorem (5.3), which says that if we fix a multiplication
i on A, then the quotient A% := A/(A) can be presented as a quotient of S by a DG S-ideal s = s(u) which
is constructed from y in a natural way. In particular, we can study MDG algebra structures on A by studying
certain DG ideals of S. This presentation allows us to use Grobner bases to help calculate A* when working over
an integral domain where we can see how associators naturally arise when performing Buchberger’s algorithm
to certain set of polynomials with respect to this monomial ordering.

This paper is organized into five sections, the first section being this introduction. In the second section,
we work over an arbitrary commutative ring R and we define the category of MDG R-algebras as well as the
category of modules over them. Briefly, an MDG R-algebra A is essentially just a DG R-algebra except we don't
require the associative rule to hold. Similarly, an MDG A-module X is essentially just a DG A-module except we
do not require the associative rule to hold. In the third section, we introduce tools which help us measure how
far away MDG objects are from being DG objects. In particular, we define the associator of X to be the chain
map [-]: A® A® X — X defined on elementary tensors by

(a1 ®ap, @ x| = (a1a2)x — a1 (axx) = [aq,az, X]

for all a1,a; € A and x € X, where we denote by [-,-,-]: A x A x X = X to be the unique map corresponding to
[-] via the universal mapping property of tensor products. We set (X) to be the smallest MDG A-submodule of
X which contains the image of the associator of X. The quotient X® := X/(X) is called the maximal associative
quotient of X; it plays a role analogous to the role of the maximal abelian quotient of a group. We study the
homology of (X) as well as the homology of X?. In this section we also define and study the multiplicator of a
chain map ¢: X — Y, where X and Y are MDG A-modules. This is the chain map [-],: A ® X — Y defined on
elementary tensors by

[a®xly = ¢lax) —ag(x) = [a, ]
for all a € A and x € X, where we denote by [-,-]: A x X — Y to be the unique map corresponding to [-],
via the universal mapping property of tensor products. In the fourth section, we turn our attention towards
the associator functor which takes an MDG A-module X to the MDG A-module (X) and takes an MDG A-
module homomorphism ¢: X — Y to the restriction map ¢: (X) — (Y). Under certain conditions, a short exact
sequence
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of MDG A-modules induces a long exact sequence in homology:

- — H;11(Z2) j

L H;(X)
L H;_1(X)

We end this section with an application of this long exact sequence to certain exterior extensions. In a future
paper, we would like to assign a finite number to a multiplication p on a minimal free resolution F of a cyclic
R-module over R where R is a local noetherian ring. This quantity should measure the failure for u to being
associative. We believe studying such exterior extensions will help us to move closer towards that goal.

H;{Y) —— H;(Z) j (2)

In the final section of this paper, we construct the symmetric DG algebra of an R-complex A which is
centered at R (meaning Ap = R and A; = 0 for all i < 0), denoted by Sg(A) = S.We will show that if we fix a
multiplication y on A, then the maximal associative quotient of A can be presented as a quotient of S by a DG
S-ideal s = s(u) which is constructed from u in a completely natural way. This presentation also has interesting
Grobner basis applications in the case where R is a domain with fraction field K and F is an MDG R-algebra
centered at R such that the underlying graded R-module of F is finite and free. Indeed, suppose that

Fy = Re; + -+ Rey

where ey, ..., e, is an ordered homogeneous basis of F; which is ordered in such a way that if |e;| > |e;|, then
i’ > i, and let R[e] = R]ey, ..., e,] be the free non-strict graded-commutative R-algebra generated by e, ..., ey.
We will equip K[e] := K ®g R[e] with a specific monomial ordering and show how associators naturally arise
when performing Buchberger’s algorithm to a certain set of polynomials with respect to this monomial ordering.
We further demonstrate in Example (5.3) how, with the help of a computer algebra system like Singular, this
monomial ordering can help us find associative multiplications on minimal free resolutions. For instance, we
used Singular to find an associative multiplication on the minimal free resolution in Example (2.4).

2 MDG Algebras and MDG Modules

In this section, we define MDG algebras and MDG modules over them. We also discuss several examples of
them in a multigraded setting.

2.1 MDG Algebras

Let R be a commutative ring and let A = (A,d) be an R-complex. We further equip A with a chain map
p: AQr A — A. We denote by x;,: A X A — A (or more simply by - if context is clear) to be the unique graded
R-bilinear map which corresponds to u via the universal mapping property of tensors products. Thus we have

p(ar @ ap) = ay xy, ay = ayap

for all a;,a, € A, where we further simplify the notation by writing a; x, a2 = a1a2 when context is clear. In
order to simplify our notation in what follows, we often refer to the triple (A, d, i) via its underlying graded
R-module A, where we think of A as a graded R-module which is equipped with a differential d: A — A, giving
it the structure of an R-complex, and which is further equipped with a chain map y: A ®g A — A. For instance,
if u satisfies a property (such as being associative), then we also say A satisfies that property.



Definition 2.1. With the notation as above, we make the following definitions:
1. We say A is unital if there exists 1 € A such that 1a =a =4l for alla € A.
2. We say A is graded-commutative if a;a; = (—1)‘“1““2‘412411 for all homogeneous a1,a; € A.

3. We say A is strictly graded-commutative if it is graded-commutative and satisfies the additional property
that a®> = 0 for all elements a € A with |a| odd.

4. We say A is associative if (a1a;)as = a1 (azaz) for all for all aq,ay,a3 € A.

We say A is an MDG R-algebra if A is unital and strictly graded-commutative (thought not necessarily asso-
ciative) and in this case we call p the multiplication of A (just as we call d the differential of A). Suppose B is
another MDG R-algebra and let ¢: A — B be a chain map.

1. We say ¢ is unital if ¢(1) = 1.
2. We say ¢ is multiplicative if ¢(a1a2) = @(a1)¢@(ay) for all aq,a; € A.

We say ¢: A — B is an MDG R-algebra homomorphism (or more simply just homomorphism if context is
clear) if it is both unital and multiplicative.

Remark 1. Note in the literature, an associative MDG R-algebra is often called a DG R-algebra, thus an MDG
R-algebra is essentially just a “not necessarily associative” DG R-algebra.

2.1.1  Examples of Multigraded MDG Algebras

In this subsubsection, we consider six examples of multigraded MDG algebras. The first two examples were
considered in [Kat19] and [Avr81] respectively and were both shown to be examples of minimal free resolutions

which do not admit DG algebra structures on them.
Example 2.1. Let R = k[x,y,z,w], let mg = m = x2,w?, xy, zw, y>z?> and let Fx = F be the minimal free resolution

of R/m over R. One can visualize F as being supported on the m-labeled simplicial complex below:

e €345 xyzzzw

2
2 w
es 2Z2
2.2
e3 €35 zZw yztw

In particular, the homogeneous components of F as a graded R-module are given by

F,=R
F; = Req + Rey + Res + Reg + Res

F, = Reip + Req3 + Reqg 4+ Reps + Repq + Resy + Ress + Reys
F3 = Reqp3 + Re1pq + Reqzq + Regsy + Reays

Fy = Re1p4,

and the differential d of F behaves just like the usual boundary map of the simplicial complex above except some
monomials can show up as coefficients (so that the differential respects the multidegree). For instance, we have

d(e134) = —ye1a3 + ze1pa — weqzs + xepsa.

For more details on this construction, see [BPS98]. We now wish to equip F with a multigraded multiplication
px = p giving it the structure of a multigraded MDG algebra. Since y respects the multigrading and satisfies
Leibniz rule, we are forced to have:

e1x e5 = yz2e1q + Xegs €y x €45 = —lz€p34 + We345
€1 %€ = €12 €1 % €35 = YZe134 — X€345
€y x5 = y22623 + wess €1 % €23 = €123

€ x €14 = —€124

At this point however, one can conclude that F is not associative since

le1,e5,e0] := (e1 % e5) xex — e1 x (e5 xep) = —yzd(e1p3q) # 0. (3)
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The multiplication is not uniquely determined on all pairs (ey, er); for instance there are two possible ways in
which y is defined at the pair (es, e12). We assume that y is defined at (es, 1) by

2
€5 % €12 = YZ"e1p4 + XYzep34 + XWe345.

Finally, we would still like for y to be as associative as possible even though we already know it is not associative
at the triple (e1, e5,¢2). In particular, we want u to be associative on all triples of the form (e, e, er). It turns out
this can be done and we will assume that y is associative on all such triples.

Example 2.2. Let R = k[x,y,z, w], let mp = m = x2, w?, zw, xy,yz and let Fy = F be the minimal free resolution

of R/m over R. One can visualize F as being supported on the m-labeled cellular complex below:

€2345 xyzw?

o Sy

We write down the homogeneous components of F as a graded R-module below:

w

F, =R

F; = Req + Rey + Res + Rey + Res

F, = Reqp + Reqz + Reqq 4+ Reps 4+ Repg + Ress + Reys
F3 = Reqps + Reqpq + Reqzgs + Reozgs

Fy = Re1nays

The differential dy = d is defined on the non-simplicial faces as below

d(e12345) = X€2345 — Z€104 + WE1345 — YE123
2
d(e1345) = x“€35 — XWea5 — ZWEL + YE13
2
d(epza5) = xwezs — wess — zeps + XY€3.

We obtain a multiplication s on Fp from the one we constructed on Fx as follows: first note that the canonical
map R/myx — R/mp induces a multigraded comparison map 7t: Fx — Fa defined by

7(es) = yzes 7t(ess5) =0
7t(e3s5) = yzess 7 (e234) = €2345
t(e45) = Yzé€qs 7(e134) = €1345
7(e3s) = xe35 — Weys 7(e1234) = €12345
and 7(e;) = &; for the remaining homogeneous basis elements. Base changing to Ry, we obtain quasi-

isomorphisms Fp,, — 0 < Fg,.. In particular, there exists a comparison map i: Fa,, — Fgy. which splits
comparison map 7t: Fg, — Fa .. By considering the multigrading as well as the Leibniz rule, we see that

1(e5) = e5/yz 1(€2345) = —ep3a + €345/ Y2
1(e35) = e35/yz 1(€1345) = €134 — €345/ Y2
1(e45) = ea5/yz 1(€12345) = €134

and ((e;) = e, for the remaining homogeneous basis elements. With this in mind, we define a multiplication pi
on Fp by transporting the multiplication px on Fx 4, by setting pa := mui®?. In other words, we have
€7 Hup €r = T0(1(er) *pyc 1(e7)) (4)

for all homogeneous basis elements ¢, er of Fa ;.. It is straightforward to check that pa restricts to a multiplica-
tion on Fa (the coefficients in (4) are in R). Note that u4 is not associative since

le1,€5,€2] = —d(e12345) # 0.

Example 2.3. Let R = k[x,y,z,w], let my; = m = X2, w?, zw, xy, yzz, yzz and let i,y = F be the minimal free

resolution of R/m of R. One can visualize F as being supported on the m-labeled simplicial complex below:
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€1 @ €5 2 @ v’z
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We write down the homogeneous components of F as a graded R-module below:
Fp=R
Fi = Req + Rex + Rez + Reyq + Res + Reg
F, = Reqp + Rerz + Reqg + Reps + Repy + Resq + Ress + Resg + Reys + Reyg + Resg
F3 = Reqpz + Réjps + Rejzq + Répsa + Rezys + Rezae + Rezsg + Reéuse
Fy = Réqp34 + Rezase.
The canonical map R/myg — R/my; induces multigraded comparison maps 7y : Fx — By where A € k and
where 71, is defined by
my(es) = Azes + (1 — A)yeg
7'[)\(635) = Azess + (1 — /\)y€36
7 (es5) = Azegs + (1 — A)yess
ma(e3s5) = Azezgs + (1 — A)yesss
and m)(e;) = €, for the remaining homogeneous basis elements. We will choose A = 1 and view Fg as
a subcomplex of Ry via T = ;. We define a multigraded multiplication uy on Fy so that it extends the

multiplication pyx on Fgx. Considerations of the Leibniz rule and the multigrading tells us that we are already
forced to have:

€1 * €5 = YZE14 + X€45 €1 %€ = 22614 + Xeyq

€2 * €5 = yex + wezs €2 % €6 = Yz€3 + We3g
€2 * €45 = —Y€234 + WE345 €2 * €46 = —Z€234 + WE3446
€1 X €35 = Y€134 — X€345 €1 * €36 = 2€134 — X€346-

In particular, pk is not associative (and in fact any multigraded multiplication on Fy is not associative) since:

l€1,€5,€2] = —yd(€134) #0 and [e1,€6,€2] = —zd(€1234) # 0.

On the other hand, since the multiplication of Fy; extends the multiplication of Fx, we see that the comparison
map Fx — Fy is multiplicative, and hence Fx is an MDG subalgebra of Fy.

Example 2.4. Let R = k[x,y,z,w|, let mp = m = x2, w?, zw, xy, yz, z2 and let Fo = F be the minimal free

resolution of R/m over R. One can visualize F as being supported on the m-labeled simplicial complex below:

€6

N

We write down the homogeneous components of F as a graded R-module below:
Fp=R
F; = Req + Rep + Resz + Reyg + Res + Reg
F, = Reqp + Req3 + Reqq + Reig + Rexs + Reps + Reors + Resy + Ress + Resg + Reys + Reyg + Resg
F3 = Reip3 + Reipq + Reqsq + Reqse + Repge + Reoszq + Repss + Repys + Resys + Resys + Resse + Reysg
Fy = Reipzq + Reqzae + Repsas + Resuse.



The canonical map R/my; — R/mg induces an injective multigraded comparison map Fy — Fo and we identify
Ry with this subcomplex of Fo. This time it is not possible extend the multiplication of Fy to a multiplication
on Fp. Indeed, assuming we could extend the multiplication, then we’d have

z(ex * e5) = ey % (zes)
— €)% €5
= y2€23 + wess

2
= y~ep3 + wess,

which would imply e; xes = (y?/z)exs + (w/z)ess. However this is obviously not in Fy since the coefficients
are not in R. On the other hand, it turns out that there is a better choice of a multigraded multiplication on Fo
that we can use anyways: namely e, x e5 = eps. In fact, this is the only possible choice we can make if we want
the multiplication to be multigraded. Similarly, we are forced to have e; x e = ej4. Using the computer algebra
system Singular, we found that this extends to an associative multigraded multiplication on Fy which has the
following minimal presentation:

e =0 €y x5 = €5 €2 * €16 = —Z€123 — We136
e3 =0 ey * € = z€p3 + We3zg € * €46 = €234 + €346
e =0 ez x ey = ey €y x €56 = —Z€35 + We3s6
e2=0 e3 x5 = €35 €3 % €45 = €345
e% =0 €3 X € = Z€34 €5 X €4 = Y€245
e2=0 eq x5 = yeys 6 *x €13 = Z€136
€1 x€ = €12 €4 *x €6 = €46 €6 * €34 = Z€346
€1 % €3 = €13 €5 % €5 = €56 €6 *x €35 = Z€356
€] X €4 = Xey4 €1 x €25 = €124 — X245 €6 * €45 = €456
e] xe5 = Yey4 + Xey5 €] k€35 = €134 — Xe345 €] * €235 = Ye1234 + X€2345
€1 % €5 = €16 €] * €56 = €146 + X€456 €1 X €346 = X€1346
€ x e3 = wWey3 €1 * €356 = Y€1346 — X€3456
€y xe4 = €y €2 * €456 = 2€2345 + We3456

In Example (5.3), we demonstrate how one can find associative multiplications like this using a computer algebra
system like Singular.

Example 2.5. Let R = k[x,y,z,w], let my = m = x2, w2, zw, Xy, Yz, yz, z2, and let FN = F be the minimal free

resolution of R/m over R. One can visualize F as being supported on the m-labeled cellular complex below:

2
&g y

€7 72

It is visibly clear that the map R/mas — R/my induces a comparison map i: Fo — Fy defined by ((e;) = &, for
all homogeneous basis element ¢, of Fa (in particular, there are no monomials showing up in the coefficients in
this comparison map). Thus we run into the same problem as in Example (2.2), and so there is no way to choose
a multigraded multiplication on Fy which is associative.

Example 2.6. Let R = k[x,y,z, w], let m = xyzw, let m = mx, my, mz, mw, and let F be the minimal free resolution
of R/m over R. Then F is just the Taylor resolution with respect to m and is supported on the 3-simplex. Usually
F comes equipped with an associative multiplication giving it the structure of a DG algebra, however we wish to
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consider a different multiplication u which gives it the structure of a non-associative MDG algebra. In particular,
this multiplication will start out as:

€1 x ey = XYyzweqp
€1 xe3 = xyzZeM — x2y2634
€y x e3 = XYzwens

2
€3 % €12 = XYZWwe1z3 — XY Z€134
€y x €14 = —xyzwelz4
€2 % €34 = XYZWer3y

At this point, no matter how we extend this multiplication, it will not be associative since

len, €1, €3] = xzyzzzwd(elz34) # 0.

The point we wish to emphasize here is that there is a “better” mutliplication that we can use on F anyways,
namely the Taylor multiplication. In general we would like to find the best possible multiplication in the sense
that it is as associative as possible.

2.1.2 Multigraded Multiplications coming from the Taylor Algebra

In this subsubsection, we want to explain how all of the multigraded multiplications that we have considered
thus far can be viewed as coming from a Taylor multiplication. Let R = k[xi,...,x4], let I be a monomial
ideal in R, let F be the minimal free resolution of R/I over R, and let T be the Taylor algebra resolution of
R/I over R. We denote the Taylor multiplication on T by vr. Let v be a possibly different multiplication on
T. We write T, to be the MDG R-algebra whose underlying R-complex is the same as the underlying complex
of T but whose multiplication is v. Since F is the minimal free resolution of R/I over R and since T is a free
resolution of R/I over R, there exists multigraded chain maps (: F — T and 7: T — F which lift the identity
map R/I — R/I such that :: F — T is injective and is split by 7r: T — F, meaning 7t = 1. By identifying F with
1(F) if necessary, we may assume that : F C T is inclusion and that 7r: T — F is a projection, meaning 7t: T — F
is a surjective chain map which satisfies 772 = 7, or equivalently, 7: T — T is a chain map with im 7t = F. Using
the comparison maps (: F — T and 71: T — F, we can transport multiplications on F to multiplications on T
and vice versa. Namely, given a multiplication y on F, we set ji := (u7t®2. Similarly, given a multiplication v on
T, we set U := mtvi®2. All of the multigraded multiplications that we’ve considered thus far are of the form vr.
For instance:

Example 2.7. The multiplication y in Example (2.1) is given by u = rvpi®? where T is the Taylor algebra
resolution of R/myg and where 7t: T — F is defined by

nt(e15) = yz e14 + xess
7t(e25) = y*zexs + wess
7(e45) = —yZ€234 + wess
7(exs) =
(62345) =

and so on.



2.2 MDG Modules

We now want to define MDG A-modules where A is an MDG R-algebra.

Definition 2.2. Let X be an R-complex equipped with chain maps g x: AQr X — X and ux4: XQr A — X,
denoted a ® x — ax and x ® a — xa respectively.

1. We say X is unital if 1x = x = x1 for all x € X.

2. We say X is graded-commutative if ax = (—=1)lall*lxq for alla € A homogeneous and x € X homogeneous.
In this case, yx 4 is completely determined by u4 x, and thus we completely forget about it and write

Hx = HAX-
3. We say X is associative if a1 (ax) = (aja)x for all aj,a, € Aand x € X.

We say X is an MDG A-module if it is unital and graded-commutative. In this case we call ux the A-scalar
multiplication of X. Note that if both A and X are associative, then often in the literature one calls X a DG A-
module. Suppose Y is another MDG A-module. An MDG A-module homomorphism is a chain map ¢: X — Y
such that ¢ is also multiplicative, meaning

@(ax) = ag(x)
foralla € A and x € X.

Remark 2. Let A and B be MDG R-algebras and let ¢: A — B be a chain map such that ¢(1) = 1. Then we give
B the structure of an MDG A-module by defining an A-scalar multiplication on B via

a-b=ga)b

foralla € A and b € B. Note that we need ¢(1) = 1 in order for B to be unital as an A-module. Also note
that ¢ is an MDG A-module homomorphism if and only if it is multiplicative. Indeed, it is an MDG A-module
homomorphism if and only if for all a;,a, € A we have

p(maz) = a1 - ¢(a2) = ¢(a1)g(a2),

which is equivalent to saying ¢ is multiplicative (since we already have ¢(1) = 1).

3 Associators and Multiplicators

In order to get a better understanding as to how far away MDG objects are from being DG objects, we need to
discuss associators and multiplicators. Associators will help us measure the failure for an MDG A-module X to
be associative, whereas multiplicators will help up measure the failure for a chain map ¢: X — Y between MDG
A-modules X and Y to be multiplicative. In the case where A and B are MDG algebras and ¢: A — B is a chain
map such that ¢(1) = 1, it will turn out that the multiplicator of ¢ is just a special type of associator. Thus our
main focus in this section will be on associators.

3.1 Associators

We begin by defining associators. Throughout this subsection, let R be a commutative ring, let A be an MDG
R-algebra, and let X be an MDG A-module.

Definition 3.1. The associator of X is the chain map, denoted [-]x (or more simply by |[-] if X is understood from
context), from A ®g A ®r X to X defined by

[J=ppel-1xmu).

Note that we use u to denote both the multiplication #4 on A and the A-scalar multiplication yx on X where
context makes clear which multiplication u refers to. We denote by [-,-,-]: A x A x X — X to be the unique
R-trilinear map which corresponds to [-] via the universal mapping property of tensor products. Thus we have

(a1 ® a, @ x| = (aya2)x — a1(axx) = [aq,ap, X]

for all a1,ap € Aand x € X.



3.1.1 Associator Identities

In order to familiarize ourselves with the associator we collect together some useful identities that the associator
satisfies in this subsubsection:

e For all 4,4, € A homogeneous and x € X we have the Leibniz rule

dlay, ap, x] = [day, a0, x] + (—1)‘“1‘[a1,da2,x] + (—1)‘“1‘“”2'[»11,»12, dx]. (5)

For all a1,a; € A homogeneous and x € X homogeneous we have

lay, a2, %] = —(—1)\aallaal al xl Hleall¥l [y ) o1 ©)

For all a1,a; € A homogeneous and x € X homogeneous we have

[allaz’x] — _(_1)|a1||x‘+|a2Hx|[x’allaz] _ (_1)|a1||a2‘+|a1Hx|[azlx’al] (7)

For all 41,4, € A homogeneous and x € X homogeneous we have

a1, a2, x] = (—1)1911920[a; a1, x] + (=1)121¥ gy, x, a5)] (8)

For all ay,a5,a3 € A and x € X we have
ai [a2/ as, x] - [ﬂlﬂz, as, x] - [alr anas, x] + [all an, a3x] - [all an, a3:|x (9)

The way the signs in (6) show up can be interpreted as follows: in order to go from [a1,az, x] to [x,a2,a1],
we have to first swap a; with a; (this is where the (—1)‘“1‘“2| comes from), then swap a; with x (this is where
the (—1)m!Il comes from), and then finally swap a, with x (this is where the (—1)%2/I*l comes from). We then
obtain one extra minus sign by swapping terms in the associator at the final step:
a1a3)x — aq(axx)

_1)|a1|a2\ (azal)x — (_1)‘a2|||x‘a1(xa2)
_1)|ﬂ1||112|+\ﬂ2\\x|+\ﬂ1||x\x(a2a1) _ (_1)\ﬂz\\x|+\ﬂ1||x\+|ﬂ1“ﬂ2\(xaz)al
_1)|a1||a2|+\a1\\x|+\a2||x\ (x(azal) — (xaz)al)

_ _(_1)\alHaz|+\d1||x\+|“2Hx| [x, a,, al].

(a1, a7, x] =

(
(
(
(

A similar interpretation is also given to (7) and (8). For instance, in order to get from [a1, a2, x] to [x,aq,az], we
have to swap x with a, and then swap x with a; (this is where the (—1)l9/lI*l22/l*| comes from). We do add an
extra minus sign in (8) however since we never swap terms in the associator:

= (aap)x — (=)l g, (a1 x) + (=1) /2! (a1 x)ay — a1 (ax)
= (ayap)x — (=) ll2lgy (a1 x) + (=1)1M1%21a, (a1 x) — a1 (azx)
= (

a1a2)x — aq(axx)
= [ay, a2, x].

(=1)Il%l a2y, ar, 2] + (=1)1%2 [y, x, 0]

3.1.2 Alternative MDG Modules

If X is not associative, then we are often interested in knowing whether or not X satisfies the following weaker
property:
Definition 3.2. We say X is alternative if [a,4,x] =0 foralla € Aand x € X.

In other words, X is alternative if for each a € A and x € X, we have a’x = a(ax). The reason behind the

name “alternative” comes from the fact that in the case where X = A, then A is alternative if and only if the
associator [+, -, -] is alternating.

Proposition 3.1. Let a € A and x € X be homogeneous.
1. We have [a,a, x| = 0 if and only if [x,a,a] = 0.
2. If [a,a,x] =0, then [a, x,a] = 0. The converse holds if |a| is odd and char R # 2.

3. If || is even, we have [a, x,a] = 0, and if |a| is odd, we have [a, x,a] = (—1)\*12[a, a, x]. In particular, if char R = 2,
we always have [a, x,a] = 0.
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Proof. From identities (6) and (8) we obtain

[a,a,x] = —(=1)1[x,a,4]
[a,x,a] = (=) (1 = (=1)")[a,a, x].

In particular, we see that

i xa — § = (V20085 = —(=1)2a(ax) if [al is odd o
0 if |a| is even

Similarly we have

(11)

a,0,1] = (—=1)1*11[a,x,a] ifais odd and char R # 2
(—=Dll[x,a,a] ifaiseven

Proposition 3.2. Suppose A is an alternative MDG R-algebra. Then [aq,ap,a3] = 0 whenever |ay| and |as| are odd.

Proof. Observe that

= [a1 + a3, a1 + a3, a2]
= [ay, a1, a2] + [a1, a3, ax) + [a3, a1, az] + [a3, a3, a2
= [my, a3, a2 + [a3, a1, a;]
= [ay,a3,a2] — |a1,a3,az] + (—1)‘“2|[a3,a2,a1]
= (—1)1"2l[az, a3, a1
= (=1)l[ay, 2, a3).
[

Example 3.1. Consider the MDG R-algebra Fg given in Example (2.1). Then we have [es, ey, er] = 0 for all
o, T € A, however F is not alternative since [e1, e5, €3] # 0.

3.1.3 The Maximal Associative Quotient

Definition 3.3. The associator R-subcomplex of X, denoted [X], is the R-subcomplex of X given by the image of
the associator of X. Thus the underlying graded R-module of [X] is

[X] = spang{[a1,a2,x] | a1,a0 € A and x € X},

and the differential of [X] is simply the restriction of the differential of X to [X]. The associator A-submodule
of X, denoted (X), is defined to be the smallest A-submodule of X which contains [X]. Observe that

a1(az|as, aq, x|) = (a1az)[az, ag, x] — [a1, az, [a3, a4, x|] (12)

for all ay,az,a3,a4 € A and x € X. Using identities like (12) together with graded-commutativity, one can show
that the underlying graded R-module of (X) is given by

(X) = spang{ai[ay,a3,x] | a1,az,a3 € A and x € X}

The quotient X* := X/(X) is a DG A-module (i.e. an associative MDG A-module). We call X? (together with
its canonical quotient map X — X?°) the maximal associative quotient of X.

The maximal associative quotient of X satisfies the following universal mapping property:

Proposition 3.3. Every MDG A-module homomorphism ¢: X — Y in which Y is associative factors through a unique
MDG A-module homomorphism ¢: X* — Y, meaning ¢p = ¢ where p: X — X is the canonical quotient map. We
express this in terms of a commutative diagram as below:

X P (13)
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Proof. Indeed, suppose ¢: X — Y is any MDG A-module homomorphism where Y is associative. In particular,
we must have [X] C ker ¢, and since (X) is the smallest MDG A-submodule of X which contains [X], it follows
that (X) C ker ¢. Thus the map ¢: X* — Y given by ¢(X) := ¢(x) where X € X* is well-defined. Furthermore,
it is easy to see that @ is an MDG A-module homomorphism and the unique such one which makes the diagram
(13) commute. O

Definition 3.4. The associator homology of X is the homology of the associator A-submodule of X. We often
simplify notation and denote the associator homology of X by H(X) instead of H((X)). We say X is homologi-
cally associative if H(X) = 0 and we say X is homologically associative in degree i if H;(X) = 0. Similarly we
say X is associative in degree if (X); = 0.

Clearly, if X is associative, then X is homologically associative. The converse holds under certain conditions.
This is the first main theorem given in the introduction.

Theorem 3.1. Assume R is a local ring with maximal ideal m and assume that (X) is minimal (meaning d(X) C m(X))
and such that each (X); is a finitely generated R-module. If X is associative in degree i, then X is associative in degree i + 1
if and only if X is homologically associative in degree i + 1. In particular, if (X) is also bounded below (meaning (X); = 0
fori < 0), then X is associative if and only if X is homologically associative.

Proof. Assume that X is associative in degree i. Clearly if X is associative in degree i + 1, then it is homologically
associative in degree i + 1. To show the converse, assume for a contradiction that X is homologically associative
in degree i 4 1 but that it is not associative in degree i + 1. In other words, assume

Hi+1<X> =0 and <X>i+1 7& 0.

Then by Nakayama’s lemma, we can find homogeneous a1,4,,a43 € A and homogeneous x € X such that such

that aq[ay, a3, x] ¢ m(X);11. Since (X); = 0 by assumption, we have d(a;[a, a2, x]) = 0. Also, since (X) is
minimal, we have d(X) C m(X). Thus a1 [ay, a3, x] represents a nontrivial element in homology in degree i + 1.
This is a contradiction. O

We are often also interested in the homology of the maximal associative quotient of X as well. To this end,
observe that the short exact sequence of MDG A-modules

0 —— (X) X X2 0
induces a sequence of graded H(A)-modules
H(X) —— H(X) —— H(X*) -9 SH(X) —— TH(X)

which is exact at H(X), H(X), and H(X?) and where the connecting map d: H(X?*) — ZH(X) is essentially

defined in terms of the differential d of X, namely given ¥ € H(X%), we set dx = dx. In particular, if H;(X) =
0 =H;_1(X), then H;(X*) = H;_1(X).

Example 3.2. Assume that R is a local noetherian ring with maximal ideal m. Let I C m be an ideal of R and let
F be the minimal free resolution of R/I over R and equip F with a multiplication giving it the structure of an

MDG R-algebra. Then
R/I ifi =0
H; 1(F) else

i)

3.1.4 Computing Annihilators of the Associator Homology

In this subsubsection, we assume that R is an integral domain with quotient field K. We further assume that the
underlying graded R-module of A is free. Recall that the A-scalar multiplication map pxy: A ®@g (X) — (X)
induces an H(A)-scalar multiplication map 7 x, : H(A) @r H(X) — H(X) which gives H(X) an H(A)-module
structure. In particular, dA annihilates H(X). However we can often find more annihilators of H(X) than just
the ones contained in dA. Indeed, set

Ax={a/r|ae Aandr € R\{0}} and B={be Ax|b(X) C (X)}.

Then Ak is an MDG K-algebra and B is an MDG subalgebra of Ax which contains A. Furthermore (X) is an
MDG B-module (in fact B is the largest MDG subalgebra of Ax for which (X) is an MDG module over). In
particular, A N dB annihilates H(X). In general we have

dAC ANdB C A,

where the inclusions may be strict.
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Example 3.3. Consider Example (2.1) where R = k[x,y,z,w], m = x?,w?,zw, xy,y*z?, and F is the minimal free

resolution of R/m over R. Observe that

e 1
;1[61,65, 62] = X ([6%,65, 62] - [61,6165, 62] + [6116116562] - [61,61,65]62)

1
= —= [61, €165, 62]
X

1
2
= —;[%yz e14 + xe45,€2]

2
z
= —%[61,614, 62] - [61,645,62]

= - [61, €45, 62]-

It follows that d(e;/x) = x annihilates H(F). Similar calculations likes this shows that (x,y,z,w) annihilates

H(F). It follows that
k ifi=3
H;(F) =
0 else

One can interpret this as saying that the multiplication y is very close to being associative (the failure for u to
being associative is reflected in the fact that dimy(H(F)) = 1). Note that u is not associative in homological
degree 4 since
le1, a5, €2] = xyzeipa # 0.
In some sense however, the fact that the associator [e1, e45, €2] is nonzero isn’t really a new obstruction to i being
associative. Indeed, one could argue that [e1, es5, 2] being nonzero is simply a consequence of [e1, €5, ez] being
nonzero. More generally, in order for a nonzero element ¢y € (F) to be considered an obstruction for u to be
associative, we should have dy = 0 (otherwise one could argue that 7y being nonzero is simply a consequence
of the associators in dvy being nonzero). Similarly, we shouldn’t have v = dv/ (otherwise one could argue that
7 being nonzero is simply a consequence of ' being nonzero). Thus the associators which really do contribute
new obstructions for u to be associative should be the ones which represent nonzero elements in homology.
This is how we interpret the associator homology of F. In this case, we have precisely one nontrivial associator
le1, 5, e2] which represents a nonzero element in homology (all of the other nonzero associators are derived from
the fact that [eq, es5, 2] # 0).
2 2

Example 3.4. Consider Example (2.3) where R = k|x,y,z, w|, m = x*, w*, zw, xy, yzz, yzz, and F is the minimal
free resolution of R/m of R. By performing similar calculations as in Example (3.4), one can show that

o lkek ifi=3
Hi(F) = {0 else

3.1.5 Associators up to Homotopy

Let I be an ideal of R and let F be a free resolution of R/I over R. We write F®2 = F ®g F in what follows.
A chain map u € F®?2 — F which lifts the multiplication map on R/I is unique up to homotopy. What this
means is that if 4’ € F®? — F is another chain map which lifts the multiplication map on R/I, then there exists
a graded R-linear map h: F¥? — F of degree one such that 3/ = u;, where

up = p+dh + hd. (14)

Notice how we are simplifying notation in (14) by lettting d denote the differentials for both F®2? and F where
context makes clear which differential d stands for (for instance, the d in dh is the differential of F and the d in
hd is the differential of F®2). This notational simplification will be beneficial when we perform calculations in
what follows.
If both u and yj, are graded-commutative, then ho: F®?> — F must be a chain map of degree 1, where
o: F®2 — F®2 is defined by
o1 @ ap) = a1 @ ap — (—1)4l1%2lgy @ gy

for all homogeneous 41,4, € F. Indeed, if both y and yj, are graded-commutative, then we have
dho + hod = dho 4 hdo
= (dh + hd)o
= (pn =)o
= Mo — po
=0-0
= 0.
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Similarly, if both u and yj, are unital, then h|pg; and h|1gr must be chain maps of degree 1. Next observe that
the associator for yy, is given by
[l =[]y +dH + Hd (15)

where H =[], + [‘]1,5,,- Here, we set
[lup = ph@1=1@h) and [ py, = h(uy ®1 =1 py).

Note that additional signs will appear in [-],, ; when applied to elements due to the Koszul sign rule. In particular,
if a1, ap € F are homogeneous, then

(1@ h) (4 ®ay) = (—1)1"la; @ hay
since h is graded of degree 1. We can decompose [-]; ,,, further as

i, = Pl + Flian + [ind

where
e =h(u®1-10p), [yan =h(dh®1-10dh), and [Jpa=h(id®1-1@hd).

We now want to use the multiplication constructed in Example (2.2) to show that there does not exist any
DG algebra structure on that resolution. In fact, it was already shown that this resolution has no DG algebra
structure on it in [Avr81], however we prove something slightly stronger: every MDG algebra structure on that

resolution will be non-associative at a particular triple. This is our second main theorem from the introduction:
Theorem 3.2. Let R = k[x,y,z,w|, let m = x2, w?, zw, xy,yz, and let F be the minimal free resolution of R/m over R.

Every multiplication on F is non-associative at the triple (€1, €45, €2).

Proof. Let u be the multiplication constructed in Example (2.2) and let y;, = p + dh + hd be another multiplication
on F. We claim that [ey, e45, €5]y,;, 7 0. Indeed, the idea is that on the one hand we have [e1, €45, €3] = —x€12345
but on the other hand we have

(dH + Hd)(El X €45 @ 82) e IF

where H is the map described in (15) and where I = (x?,y,z,w). In particular, [eq, €45, €]y, # 0 modulo IF
which implies [e1, €45, €2]y, 7# 0. To see this, first note that dH (g1 ® e45 ® €2) = 0, so we only need to show that

Hd(e1 @ es5 @ €2) = ([]pn + [np + [nan + [lnpa)d(er @ 45 @ £2) € IF.

Now clearly both [-]; 4xd and [];;qd land in m®F C IF where m = (x,y,z,w) since F is minimal and the
differential shows up twice in each case. Next note in F/IF we have

[-]h,yd(sl RegsRey) = x2[1 & €45 & 82];1,” —x[e1 ®es ® 52]}1,;4 +zle1 Qe ® 82];1,” + w? (61 ®eg5® 1];1,”
—x[e1 ® &5 ® €2]p

—xh((ze14 + xe45) ® €3 — €1 ® (z€23 + yes5))

=0.

Similarly in F/IF we have

X1 ® 45 @ €], 0 — X[e1 ®es @ ea],  + 2zle1 ®eg @ eayp + W er ® e45 @ un
—x[e1 ®e5 @ €2,
=0

Hy,hd(sl ® €45 @ €2)

where we used the fact that e1F5 € mF; and e, F5 € mFy. O
3.2 Multiplicators

Having discussed associators, we now wish to discuss multiplicators. Throughout this subsection, let A be an
MDG R-algebra, let X be and Y be MDG A-modules, and let ¢: X — Y be a chain map.

14



Definition 3.5. The are two types of multiplicators were are interested in:

1. The multiplicator of ¢ is the chain map, denoted [-],, from A ®g X to Y defined by

[lp == ou—pu(1® @).

Note that we use p to denote both A-scalar multiplications px and puy where context makes clear which
multiplication y refers to. We denote by [,-],: A x X — Y (or more simply by [, -] if context is clear)
to be the unique graded R-bilinear map which corresponds to -], (in order to avoid confusion with the
associator, we will always keep ¢ in the subscript of [-],). Thus we have

[a® x]p = @(ax) —ag(x) = [a,x]

for alla € A and x € X. We say ¢ is multiplicative if [-], = 0.

2. The 2-multiplicator of ¢ is the chain map, denoted [-]EPZ), from A ®r A ®r X to Y defined by

115 = gl — [u(1®1@¢)

where we write [-|, to denote both the associator of X and the associator ¥ where context makes clear
which multiplication y refers to. We denote by [-,-,:]o: A x X — Y to be the unique graded R-bilinear

map which corresponds to [-]2,2) (in order to avoid confusion with the associator, we will always keep ¢ in
the subscript of [+, -, -],). Thus we have

(a1 ®ap ® x]Ef) = @([a1,a2,x]) — [a1,a2, (x)] = [a1, a2, X]y

for all aj,a; € A and x € X. We say ¢ is 2-multiplicative if [~]EP2) =0.

Let A and B be MDG R-algebras and let ¢: A — B be a chain map such that ¢(1) = 1. Recall that we view
B as an A-module via the A-scalar multiplication map defined by a - b = ¢(a)b. In this case, the multiplicator of
@ is just a special case of the usual associator of B viewed as an A-module. Indeed, we have

la1,a2,1] = (a1a3) -1 —ay - (ap - 1)
= ¢(am1a2) — ¢(a1)p(az)
= ¢(maz) — a1 - ¢(az)
= a1, ar]

for all a1, a; € A. In particular, if B is associative as an A-module, then ¢: A — B is multiplicative. The converse
on the other hand need not hold as can be seen in the following example:

Example 3.5. We continue with Example (2.1) where R = k[x,y,z,w|, m = X2, w?, zw, xy, yzzz, and F is the

minimal free resolution of R/m over R. Let m' = x?,w?, y*z? and let E’ be the Koszul algebra which resolves
R/m’ over R. We denote the standard homogeneous basis of E’ by ¢/, and we denote the standard homogeneous
basis of F by e,. Choose a chain map /': E' — F which lifts the projection R/m’ — R/m such that / is unital
and respects the multigrading. Then // being a chain map together with the fact that it is unital and respects the
multigrading forces us to have

/(e}) = e /'(elp) = en
/(eh) = e /' (e]3) = yz2e1s + xeys
/(e) =es /' (ehs) = y?zeos + wess.

On the other hand, // can be defined at ¢},; in two possible ways. Assume that it is defined by

{(e103) = Yz e104 + xyzesss — XWe3ss.
We can picture //(E’) inside of F as being supported on the red-shaded subcomplex below:

w2

Y
2,2

zw
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We claim that / is not multiplicative. To see this, assume for a contradiction that it was multiplicative. Then we
would have

= /(0)

= 1'([e}, €3, ¢3])

= [/ (e1), /' (e3), /' (€3)]
= [e1, ez, 5]

# 0,

which is a contradiction. Next let m” = x2,w?, zw, xy and let T” be the Taylor algebra which resolves R/m’ over
R. We denote the standard homogeneous basis of T” by e!/. Choose a comparison map (’: T" — F which lifts
the projection R/m"” — R/m such that /" is unital and respects the multigrading. Then /” being a chain map
together with the fact that it is unital and multigraded forces us to have /”(e)) = e, for all c. We can picture
//(T") inside of F as being supported on the blue-shaded subcomplex below:

2

This time it is easy to check that /” is multiplicative. However notice that F is not associative as a T"-module
since [e1, ey, e5] # 0.

Example 3.6. Continuing with the notation as in Example (2.1), let T be the Taylor algebra resolution of R/m
over R. We denote the Taylor multiplication on T by v. Recall that the multiplication y on F described in
Example (2.1) arises from the Taylor multiplication in the sense that there is a projection r: T — F such that
u = rvi®2 where 1: F — T is the inclusion map. Observe that

1, e25]x = (e %y e25) — 7(eq) %y 7T(e25)
= 1(e105) — €1 %y (yzeas + wess)
= yz%e104 + XYzer3s + XWezs5 — Y2123 — YZWe134 — XWes
= —yzd(e123)
= [eq, €5, €2

£ 0.

Thus 7t: T — F is not multiplicative.

3.2.1  Multiplicator Identities

We want to familiarize ourselves with the multiplicator of ¢: X — Y, so in this subsubsection we collect together
some identities which the multiplicator satisfies:

* For all a € A homogeneous and x € X, we have the Leibniz rule:
d[a, x] = [da, x] + (=1)!*![a, dx].
* For all 2 € A homogeneous and x € X homogeneous, we have
la, 2] = (=1)l]x, a]. (16)
e Forall a1,ap € A and x € X, we have
ay(az, x] — [aya, x| + [aq, a2x] = [a1, a2, X] (17)

Furthermore, if Z is another MDG A-module and ¢: Y — Z is another chain map, then for alla € A and x € X,
we have

(@, xlypp = ¢([a, xlg) + [a, xly (18)
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Next let A and B be MDG R-algebras and let ¢: A — B be a chain map such that ¢(1) = 1. Then we can rewrite
(17) as follows: for all ay,a;,a3 € A, we have

¢(a1)[az, as] — [a1az, a3] + [a1,a2a3] — [a1, a2 @ (a3) = [@ay, paz, pas] — ¢([a1, a2, a3]) (19)

Indeed, this follows from the fact that

[pay, paz, paz] = [a1, a2, paz] — [a1,a2|@(a3).

Furthermore, in this case we also have
[a,aly =0 (20)

for all @ € A where |a| is odd.

3.2.2 The Maximal Multiplicative Quotient

The multiplicator complex of ¢, denoted [Y],, is the R-subcomplex of Y given by [Y], := im [-],, so the under-
lying graded module of [Y],
[Y]y := spang{[a,x], | a € A and x € X},

and the differential of [Y], is simply the restriction of the differential of Y to [Y],. In order to avoid confusion
with the associator complex, we will always write ¢ in the subscript of [Y],. Even though the multiplicator
complex of ¢ is closed under the differential, it need not be closed under A-scalar multiplication. In other
words, if 1,4, € A and x € X, then it need not be the case that a;[ay, x], € [Y],. We denote by (Y), to be the
MDG A-submodule of Y generated by [Y],. In other words, (Y), is the smallest MDG A-submodule of Y which
contains [Y],. Unlike the associator submodule, the multiplicator submodule is difficult to describe in terms of
an R-span of elements. Indeed, as a first guess, one might think that (Y), is given by

spang{[a,x], | a € A and x € X}. (21)

However this is clearly incorrect in general as we may need to adjoin elements of the form a5 [ay, x] to (21). As a
second guess, one might think that (Y), is given by

spang{ai[az, x]y | a1,a2 € A and x € X}. (22)
However this is not correct in general either since the identity
a1(az(az, x]y) = (a1a2)az, x|y — [a1, a2, [a3, X] ¢]

tells us that should really adjoin elements of the form aq [ay, a3, a4, x]] to (22) as well. As a third guess, one might
think that (Y, is given by

spang{ai[az, x|y, a1]az, a3, (a4, X]p] | a1,a2,0a3,a4 € A and x € X}. (23)
Again this is not correct in general since the identity
a1(az (a3, a, [as, x]y]) = (a1a2)[a3, as, [as, x| — [a1, a2, [a3, as, a5, x]y]].

tells us that we should really adjoin elements of the form ay[ay, a3, [a4, as, [a6, X]¢]] to (23) as well. The problem
continues getting worse with no end in sight. It turns out however, that if ¢ is 2-multiplicative, then (Y), given

by (21).
Proposition 3.4. If ¢ is 2-multiplicative, then for all a1,a;,a3 € A and x € X we have
a1(az, x|y = [a1a2, x|y — a1, a0X]y and [ay,ay, (a3, x]y) = [[a1,a2,a3), x|y — [a1, [a2, a3, x]] . (24)
In particular, (Y) is given by (21).
Proof. A straightforward calculation yields
ay [a2/ as, x](p — [a1a2/ as, x](p - [all anas, x](p + [all an, a3x:|(P - [[all an, ﬂ3], x](p + [all [a2/ as, x]](p - [all an, [a3/ x](p]

Using this identity together with the identity (17), we see that if ¢ is 2-multiplicative, then we obtain (24). This
implies all elements of the form a1[ay, x| and a1 [ay, a3, [a4, x]] belong to (21). An easy induction argument shows
that (Y), is given by (21). O
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4 The Associator Functor

Let X and Y be MDG A-modules and let ¢: X — Y be a chain map. If ¢ is multiplicative, then observe that for
all a,a5,a3 € A and x € X, we have

¢(a1[az, a3, x]) = a1[az, a3, x]. (25)
Thus ¢ restricts to an MDG A-module homomorphism ¢: (X) — (Y). In particular, we obtain a functor from
the category of MDG A-module to itself which sends an MDG A-module X to the MDG associator submodule

(X) and which sends an MDG A-module homomorphism ¢: X — Y to its restriction ¢|xy: (X) — (Y). We call
this the associator functor.

4.1 Failure of Exactness

The associator functor need not be exact. Indeed, let

0 X 2.y Z 0 (26)

be a short exact sequence of MDG A-modules. Then we obtain an induced sequence of MDG A-modules

0 (x) —2 (v) 2 (2) 0 (27)

which is exact at (X) and (Z) but not necessarily exact at (Y). In order to ensure exactness of (27), we need to
place a condition on (26). This leads us to consider the following definition:
Definition 4.1. Let X be an MDG A-submodule of Y. We say Y is an associative extension of X if

(X) =XnN(Y).

It is easy to see that (27) is a short exact sequence of MDG A-modules if and only if Y is an associative
extension of ¢(X). In this case, we obtain a long exact sequence in homology:

- — Hit1(Z) j

L H;(X) —— H;(Y) —— H;(Z) j (28)

L H; 1(X)

An immediate consequence of this long exact sequence is the following theorem:

Theorem 4.1. Let X be an MDG A-module and suppose Y is an associative extension of X. Then Y is homologically
associative if and only if X and Y /X are homologically associative.
4.2 An Application of the Long Exact Sequence

In this subsection, we give an application of the long exact sequence (28). Assume that (R, m) is a local ring. Let
I C m be an ideal of R, let F be the minimal free resolution of R/I over R, and let r € m be an (R/I)-regular
element. Then the mapping cone F + ¢F is the minimal free resolution of R/(I,r) over R. Here, e is thought of
as an exterior variable of degree 1, and the differential of the mapping cone is given by

d(a+eb) =d(a) +rb—ed(b)

for all a,b € F. Now equip F with a multiplication y giving it the structure of an MDG algebra. We give F + eF
the structure of an MDG R-algebra by extending the multiplication on F to a multiplication on F + eF by setting

(a + eb)(c + ed) = ac + e(be + (—1)!"lad)

for all a,b,c,d € F. In particular, note that (eb)c = e(bc) for all b,c € F, so e belongs to the nucleus of F + eF.
We denote by i: F — F + eF to be the inclusion map. We can view F + ¢eF either as an MDG F-module or as an
MDG R-algebra, thus we potentially have two different associator complexes to consider. It turns out however
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that these give rise to the same R-complex since e is in the nucleus of F + eF. This is the third main theorem
from the introduction:

Theorem 4.2. Let (F + eF)r be the associator F-submodule of F + eF and let (F + eF) be the associator (F + eF)-ideal of
F +eF. Then
(F+eF)r = (F) +e(F) = (F +eF). (29)

In particular, F + eF is an associative extension of F. More generally, suppose ¥ = 11, ...,y is a maximal (R/I)-reqular

sequence contained in m. We set
m

F+eF =F+) eF
i=1

to be minimal R-free resolution of R/ (I, r) obtained by iterating the mapping cone construction as above, where e; is an
exterior variable of degree 1 which satisfies de; = r;, and where we extend the multiplication of F to a multiplication on

F + eF by extending it from F + Zf-‘zl e;F to F + Zi‘ill e;F for each 1 < k < m as above. Then
(F+eF)p = (F) +e(F) = (F +eF) (30)

where we set e(F) := Y " | e;(F). In particular, F + eF is an associative extension of F.

Proof. Since e is in the nucleus, we have e[a, b, c] = [ea, b, c] for all a,b,c € F. Similarly we have
[a,b,ec] = _(_1)\ﬂHbIHﬂ\\€C|+\€C|Ib\[€cl b, a]
— _(_1)\aHblﬂaHC\JrleC\[eclb,u]
= —(=1)leallbl+lallcl+[llclofe, b, g)
=ela, b, ]
for all a,b,c € F. Similarly we have
[a,eb,c] = —(—1)lalleblHlallcl[op ¢, q] — (—1)lebllelFlallel[c g, ep]
= e(—(=1)lallebl+lallelp ¢, g] — (—1)lebllel+lallel[e g b))
=ela,b, |

for all a,b,c € F. Thus we have

(a+ea)[b+eb,c+ec’,d+ed] = (a+ed)[b,cd + (a+ed)(elt,c,d))
= alb,c,d] +ed'[b,c,d] + (=1D)1ealt’, ', d']
= alb,c,d] +e(d'[b,c,d) + (—=1)alt/, ', d'])
foralla,b,c,d,a’,U,c',d" € F. Thus we obtain (29). To see why (29) implies F + ¢F is an associative extension of

F, note that
FN(F+eF) = FN((F) +e(F)) = (F).

The last part of the theorem follows from induction. O

Theorem 4.3. Let € = inf(F) and let § = sup(F). Then inf(F + eF) = € and

) if r is Hg(F)-regular
F+eF) =
sup(F -+ ¢F) {(5 +1 otherwise (1)
Moreover, we have a short exact sequence of R/ (I, r)-modules
0 —— H1<F>/TH1<F> E— HZ<F+€P> —_— O:Hi,l(F)r — 0 (32)

for each i € Z. In particular, we have an isomorphism of R/ (I, r)-modules

H,(F)/rH.(F) = H(F + ¢F).
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Proof. Since F + eF is an associative extension of F, we obtain a long exact sequence in homology:

H; (F) j

L H;(F) —— H;(F +eF) —— H,_(F) j (33)

r

L H;, 1(F) ——— -

We obtain (34) as well as (33) from this long exact sequence. We obtain lha(F + eF) = ¢ from the long exact
sequence together with an application of Nakayama’s lemma. O

Corollary 1. Suppose r = r1,...,ty is a maximal (R/I)-reqular sequence contained in m and let F + eF be the corre-
sponding R-free resolution of R/ (I, r) obtained by iterating the mapping cone construction. Then we obtain a short exact
sequence of R/ (1, r)-modules

0 —— H;(F)/rHi(F) —— Hi(F+eF) —— 0y, iy —— O (34)

In particular, have an isomorphism of R/ (I, r)-modules:
H,(F)/rH¢(F) = H.(F + eF).
We also have the length formula:
C(H;(F +eF)) = £(H;(F)/rH;(F)) + £(0 iy, () 1),

here £(—) is the length function.

5 The Symmetric DG Algebra

Let R be a commutative ring, let A be a Z-graded R-module such that Aj = R which is also equipped with a
Z-linear differential d: A — A giving it the structure of a chain complex. Note that the differential need not
be R-linear and note that A may be nonzero in negative homological degree. In this section, we will construct
the symmetric DG algebra of A, which we denote by S(A). After constructing the symmetric DG algebra in
this general setting, we then specialize to the case we are mostly interesting in, namely that A is an R-complex
centered at R meaning the differential of A is R-linear with Aj = R and Ay = 0. In this case, we sometimes
denote the symmetric DG algebra of A by Sg(A) with R in the subscript in order to emphasize that A is centered
at R.

Before we give a rigorous construction of the symmetric DG algebra, we wish to help motivate the reader by
giving an informal description of it in this special case where A is an R-complex centered at R. In this case, the
underlying graded algebra of S = Sg(A) is the usual symmetric R-algebra Sym(A, ) where we view A as just
an R-module. However S obtains a bi-graded structure using homological degree and total degree: we have a
decomposition of S into R-modules:

5:@5,-:@5’”: @ S
i>0 m=>0 i,m>0

We refer to the i in the subscript as homological degree and we refer to the m in the superscript as total degree.
We have Sy = S0 = 58 = R and S! = AL. More generally, for i, m > 1, the R-module S is the R-span of all
homogeneous elementary products of the form a = ay ---a, where ay,...,a,, € A, are homogeneous (with
respect to homological degree of course) such that

|a] = [ar| +- -+ |aw| = i.

In particular, note that A = SS! = R+ A, thus we view A as being the total degree < 1 part of S. The
differential of A extends the differential of S in a natural way and is defined on homogeneous elementary
products a = ay - - - a,, by

m
da — Z(_l)\alu...ﬂa,;l\al ed(a) - a. (35)
=1
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If each of the 4; in (35) live in homological degree > 2, then da and a has the same total degree, namely
deg(da) = m = dega. However if one of the 4; in (35) lives in homological degree 1, then deg(da) = m — 1.
The diagram below illustrates how the differential acts on the bi-graded components:

Sm+1

\/\W/\/\/\/\/

gm 1 gm . Sm+l
i—

where we set K to be the koszul DG algebra induced by d: A; — Aj. Thus the differential of S connects the
usual differential of A on the far left to a koszul differential on the far right. In order to keep track of how the
differential operates on the bi-graded components, we express d as

d=0+0,

where 0 is the component of d which respects total degree and where 0 is the component of d which drops
total degree by 1. In the next example, we consider a free resolution of a cyclic module and work out what the
symmetric DG algebra looks like in this case.

Example 5.1. Let R = k[x,y], let m = x2, xy, and let F be Taylor resolution of R/m over R. We write down the
homogeneous components of F as a graded R-module as well as how the differential acts on the homogeneous
basis below:

Fp =R de; = x?
F; = Rej; + Rep de; = xy
E, = Reyp, deix = xe; —yeq,

Note that the Taylor resolution usually comes equipped with a multiplication called the Taylor multiplication.
Let us denote this by * so as not to confuse it with the multiplication - of the symmetric DG algebra S = Sg(F) of
F. Now we write down the homogeneous components of S as a graded R-module (with respect to homological
degree) below:

Sp =

S1 = Rey + Rep

S> = Rejp + Reqep

S3 = Reqje1n + Rezeqn

Sy = Re%z + Reqereqn

k—1 k—1
Sok—1 = Rejey, ~ + Re,

k k—1
Sor = Req, + Rejezey,

k k
52k+1 — R€1612 + R62€12

Note that

d(ejep; — xepp) = d(erez) — xd(eq2)
= d(e1)ex —erd(ex) — x(xex — yeq)
= x262 — Xye; — xZeZ + xyeq
=0.

5.1 Construction of the Symmetric DG Algebra of A

We now provide a rigorous construction of S(A) in the general case where the differential of A need not be
R-linear and where A is not necessarily zero. Our construction will occur in three steps:

Step 1: We define the non-unital tensor DG algebra of A to be
A) = A®",
n=1
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where the tensor product is taken as Z-complexes. An elementary tensor in U = Uyz(A) is denoted a =
a4 ®---®a, where ay,...,a, € A and n > 1. The differential of U is denoted by d again to simplify notation
and is defined on a by

n
da = Z(_1)|ﬂ1|+-..+‘ﬂj71‘a1 X ® da] R Ray.
j=1

We say a is a homogeneous elementary tensors if each 4; is a homogeneous element in A. In this case, we set

n
la] =) _|a;] and dega=)_dega;

n
i=1 i=1

where deg is defined on elements a € A by

1 1fll€A>0
dega= {0 ifaeR

We call |a| the homological degree of a and we call dega the total degree of a. With | - | and deg defined, we
observe that U admits a bi-graded decomposition:

u=Qu=aQu"= @ ur,

ieZ meZ i,meZ

where the component Uj" consists of all finite Z-linear combinations of homogeneous elementary tensors a € U
such that |a| = i and dega = m. We equip U with an associative (but not commutative nor unital) bi-graded
Z-bilinear multiplication which is defined on homogeneous elementary tensors by (a,4’) — a ® a’ and is
extended Z-bilinearly everywhere else. This multiplication is easily seen to satisfy Leibniz rule, however note
that U is not unital under this multiplication since (1,1) — 1® 1 # 1 (hence why we call this the non-unital
tensor DG algebra). Also note that U already comes equipped with an R-scalar multiplication (from the R-
module structure on A), denoted (r,a) — ra, however the multiplication of U only agrees with the R-scalar
multiplication wherever they are both defined and vanish. To rectify this, let u = u(A) be the U-ideal by all
elements of the form

[r,a], =r®a—ra [a, 7]
[r,a]q = dr ® a — d(ra) + r(da) [a,7]q = (—=1)"la @ dr — d(ar) + (da)r

wherer € Rand a € A.
Lemma 5.1. The differential maps u to itself.

Proof. Indeed, given r € R and a € A, we have

dlr,a], = d(r®a) —d(ra)
=dr@a+rda—dr®a+r(da) +[r,a]q
=r®da—+r(da) + [r,4a]q
= [r,dal, + [r,a]q
cu

Similarly we have

d[r,a]q = d(dr®a —d(ra) +r(da))
= —dr®da+d(r(da))
= —dr®da+d(r®da — [r,da],)
= —dr ®da + dr ® da — d[r, da],,
= —d[r,da],
= —[r,dalq
cu

Similar calculations show d[a, 7], € uand d[a,r]4 € u. O
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Step 2: We define the tensor DG algebra of A to be the quotient

T(A) := U(A)/u(A).

The multiplication of U = U(A) induces a multiplication on T = T(A) which not only becomes unital but
also agrees with the R-scalar multiplication on T where they are both defined. Since u = u(A) is generated by
elements which are homogeneous with respect to homological degree and since the differential of U maps u to
itself, it follows that the differential of U induces a differential on T, which we again denote by d again. This
gives T the structure of a non-commutative (but unital) DG k-algebra, where

k={reR|dr®a=0foralla e A}.

In other words, the differential of T satisfies Leibniz rule and is k-linear. Note that the generator [r,a], of u is
also homogeneous with respect to total degree, however the generators [r,a]q is homogeneous with respect to
total degree if and only if either dr ® a = 0, or d(ra) = rda, or |a| € {0,1}. In particular, u will be homogeneous
with respect to total degree if A is an R-complex centered at R (which is a case we are interested in). In this case,
T inherits from U a bi-graded R-algebra structure:

r-QT-@T = @ 1"

ieZ me-Z. i,meZ

Example 5.2. Let us describe what the total degree m component of T = Tr(A) in the case where A is an
R-complex centered at R. We have

T9=R
= @Ai
1<i
T2 = P (Ai®A) & (A ®A)) & P A
1<i<j 1<i

The component T? is slightly more complicated:

D (An() @ An() @ Any) ® D (ALF) ® Arj) ® (An(s) ® An(j) ® Ani) ® (Anyy @ A7) & D AT
1<i<j<k 1<i<j 1<i
TES] TES)

More generally, there is an interpretation of T" in terms of certain rooted trees.

Now let t = t(A) be the T-ideal generated by all elements of the form

(a1, a0)0: = (—D)1"1%2lg, @ a1 —a1 ®a, and [a]; :=a®a,
where a,a1,a; € A are homogeneous and |a| is odd.
Lemma 5.2. The differential of T maps t to itself.

Proof. Indeed, if a,a1,a; € A are homogeneous with |a| odd, then we have

d[a1, a5]e = [day, a5]s + (—1)1%/[ay, das), € t and  d[a]; = [da,a], € t.

Step 3: We define the symmetric DG algebra of A to be the quotient

S(A) := T(A)/H(A)

The image of a homogeneous elementary tensor 41 ® --- ® a5, in S = S(A) is often denoted a; - - -a, and is
called a homogeneous elementary product. Since t = t(A) is generated by elements which are homogeneous
with respect to both homological degree and since the differential of T = T(A) maps t to itself, we see that the
differential of T induces a differential on S, which we again denote by d, giving it the structure of a strictly
graded-commutative DG k-algebra. Furthemore, if T inherits the bi-graded structure from U, then S inherits the
bi-graded structure from T since t is generated by elements which are homogeneous with respect to total degree.
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5.2 Properties of the Symmetric DG Algebra

We now focus our attention to the case where A is an R-complex centered at R and we wish to study S = Sg(A)
the symmetric DG R-algebra of A (note that we sometimes write R in the subscript of Sg(A) to emphasize that
A and S = Sg(A) are centered at R). In this case, the underlying graded R-algebra of S is the usual symmetric
algebra of A:

@mZO A§m

(@1, 820, [al<})’

where the tensor product is taken over R. Thus the symmetric DG algebra of A inherits all of the properties
that are satisfied by the symmetric algebra of A, when we forget about the differential. For instance, recall
that a bounded below R-complex is semiprojective if and only if its underlying graded R-module is projective
as a graded R-module. In particular, if A is semiprojective, then S is semiprojective too. Thus if we assume
that A is semiprojective and that there exists a surjective chain map 77: S — A which splits the inclusion map
1: A — S, then we can lift chains maps out of A along surjective quasi-isomorphisms, meaning if ¢: A — X is
any chain map and 7: Y — X is any surjective quasi-isomorphism, then there exists a chain map ¢: S — Y such
that 7¢ = ¢, moreover such a lift is unique up to homotopy. The assumption that A is semiprojective is mild
whereas the assumption that there exists a chain map S — A which splits the inclusion map A < S is rather
subtle. We shall see that such a surjective chain map 77: S — A will exist if A has a DG R-algebra structure on
it, and in Proposition (5.3), we shall see that such a surjective chain map 77: S — A exists in the case where A is
a projective resolution of a cyclic R-module.

SymR (A+) = <{

Proposition 5.1. Let R be a commutative ring and let A be an R-complex centered at R.

1. (Base Change) Let R’ be an R-algebra. Then

SR(A) KR R = SR/(A XR R/). (36)

2. (Exact Sequences) Let
B A Al 0 (37)

be an exact sequence of R-complexes where A’ is centered at a cyclic R-algebra, say R' = R/ for some ideal I of R.
Then we obtain an exact sequence

SR(A) ®r B —— Sg(A) —— Sp/(A’) —— 0 (38)

3. (Universal Mapping Property) For every chain map of the form ¢: A — A’, where A" is a DG algebra centered at a
ring R’ and where ¢ restricts to a ring homomorphism ¢g: R — R, there exists a unique DG algebra homomorphism
¢: SR(A) — A’ which extends ¢: A — A’, that is, such that ¢ o1 = ¢ where 1: A — Sr(A) is the inclusion map.
We express this in terms of a commutative diagram as below:

A ——— Sg(A)

¢ ¢ (39)

AI

Remark 3. Strictly speaking, one should write R ®g R’ in the subscript on the right hand side of Equation (36).
However we may view R’ as being the homological degree 0 part by identifying R’ with R®g R’ via the canonical
isomorphism R’ ~ R ®g R'.

Proof. We only prove the third property since the first two properties are straightforward to show. Let ¢: A — A’
be such a chain map and denote S = Sg(A). We define ¢: S — A’ by setting ¢|4 = ¢ and

¢ar---am) = @(a1) - - ¢(am) (40)

for all homogeneous elementary products a; - - - a,; in S22 and then extending it R-linearly everywhere else. By
construction, ¢ is multiplicative and extends ¢: A — A’. Furthermore, ¢ is a chain map since it is a graded
R-linear map which commutes with the differential. Indeed, we clearly have ¢d(1) = 0 = d¢(1), and for all

24



homogeneous elementary products a; - - - a,; in S22, we have

(_1)|a1\+...+|ﬂj—1|¢’(a1 R d(a]) R am)

Il
1=

@d(ﬂl ce am)

\”.
—_

(_1)|a1\+...+|ﬂj71|¢(a1) pd(a;) - @(am)

I
NgE

—.
I
—_

(1)t (ay) - de(ay) - - @lam)

I

j=1
=d(p(ar) - ¢(am))
=de(ay---am).

Finally, if ¢: S — A’ were another DG algebra homomorphism which extended ¢: A — B, then we would have

~ A~

B+ an) = lar) -+ lan) = (@) - 9(an) = §lar )
for all homogeneous elementary products a; - - - 4, in S22, which implies ¢ = §. O

Definition 5.1. Let A and B be two R-complexes centered at R. We define their wedge sum A V B to be the
R-complex centered at R whose underlying graded R-module is given by

A @B ifi>1

AV B); =
( ) {R ifi=0

and whose differential is defined by

d(ab) = (da,db) if|a| =1|b|] >2
" lda—db if|al =|b] =1

Observe that

R/(dA; +dBy) ifi=0
Hi(A\/B) = (A1 XR Bl)/(dAz@de) ifi=1
H,(A) & H;(B) ifi>2

Proposition 5.2. Let A and B be two R-complexes centered at R. Then we have

SR(A V B) = SR(A) ®R SR(B).
Proof. In terms of the underlying graded R-algebras, we have

Sr(AV B) = Symp (A4 ® By)
= Symp(A4) ®r Symg(B)
= Sr(A) ®r Sr(B).

It is easy to check that the differential of Sg(A V B) is carried over to the differential of Sg(A) ®g Sr(B) under
this isomorphism (we write equality here because Sg(A) ®r Sr(B) satisfies the universal mapping property of
the symmetric DG R-algebra of A V B. O

5.3 Presentation of the Maximal Associative Quotient

Let A be an R-complex centered at R and let S = Sg(A) be the symmetric DG R-algebra of A. Equip A with a
multiplication u = (, ) giving it the structure of an MDG R-algebra. In particular, note that if a1,a, € A;, then

ajay € S%, ap *ay € S%, and [ay,a2] € Sy,

where [a,a,] = aj * a; — aja; is the multiplicator of the inclusion map i: A < S evaluated at (a1,a;) € A%, Let
s = 5(u) be the S-ideal generated by all such multiplicators, so

s = spang{ (a1, a2 | a1, a2 € A}.

Alsolet t: S — S/s and 7*: A — A denote the canonical quotient maps. The universal mapping property of
the symmetric DG algebra of A implies 7%: A — A% extends uniquely to a DG algebra homomorphism § — A
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which we again denote by 71%5. We let S22 = S/ A be the R-complex whose underlying graded R-module is $=2
and whose differential d=? is defined by

d22’ - 6‘52 1fm=2
s d’sm 1fm>2

We also let p: S — S/A = 522 be the canonical quotient map. We now present the fourth main theorem from
the introduction.

Theorem 5.3. With the notation as above, we have
A® = coker(s — S) = S5/s

More specifically, there is a unique isomorphism A* — S/s of DG S-algebras (thus we are justified in writing 7t: S — A%
to denote both m®: S — A% and rt: S — S/s in order to simplify notation). In particular, this implies

(A) = Ans = 55! = ker(s — S2)

Thus we have the following canonically defined hexagonal-shaped diagram of R-complexes which is exact everywhere in
every direction:

522 — 0

|

s 5T An (41)

/

(% A
where the blue arrows are DG S-module homomorphisms, where the green arrows are chain maps as R-complexes, and
where the red arrows are MDG A-module homomorphisms.

=1

Proof. Observe that 7°: S — A% satifies

1% aq, ap] = 7% (ay x ap — ajay)
= 1%(ay x ap) — m*°(a1az)
= 1% (ay) x» 1 (ap) — 1 (ay) * 7 (az)
=0.

Thus the universal mapping property of the quotient S/s = coker(s < S) implies there is a unique DG algebra
homomorphism 77°: S/s — A® such that

ﬁas o = 7.(35.
Similarly, note that the composite wo:: A — S/sis an MDG algebra homomorphism which is surjective. Indeed,
if a1 - - - ay, is a homogeneous elementary tensor in S, then we have

a1apas - Ay = ((-+- (A % ap) xaz) * -+ ) * apy

in S/s. Thus every element in S/s can be represented by an element in A = S! which implies 71:: A — S/s is
surjective as claimed. In particular, since S/s is associative, it follows from the universal mapping property of
the maximal associative quotient of A that there is a unique DG algebra homomorphism 77: A% — S/s such
that

oL =Tto ™,

Combining all of this together, we have a commutative diagram of MDG S-modules:

where the dashed arrows indicates uniqueness. O
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Corollary 2. Let A be an R-complex centered at R and let S = Sg(A) be the symmetric DG algebra of A. Then a necessary
condition for A to have a DG algebra structure is that the canonical short exact sequence of R-complexes

0 A—tos PLg2 (42)

is split.
Proof. Indeed, assume that A = A%. Then the canonical map s — S=2 defined on multiplicators by

(a1, a2] — aya

is an isomorphism of R-complexes. Let : S22 = 5 < S be the composite map where S>2 = s is the inverse
isomorphism of the canonical map s — S=2. We obtain a short exact sequence of R-complexes

0——52_f .5 T, 4 0 (43)

which is split by the inclusion map ¢: A — S. Similarly, the short exact sequence of R-complexes

0 A—tss P g2 L (44)

is split by 6: 522 — S. O

In the case where A = P is any projective resolution of a cyclic R-module such that Py = R, then it turns out
that the short exact sequence (42) always splits.

Proposition 5.3. Let R be a commutative ring, let I be an ideal of R, let P be a projective resolution of R/I over R, such
that Py = R, and let S = Sg(DP) be the symmetric DG algebra of P over R. There exists a surjective chain map 7t: S — P
which splits the inclusion map P — S.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that Exts(S/P,P) = 0. Note that the underlying graded R-module of S/P is just
S22 = @,>, P". In particular, S/P is semi-projective, thus Homp(S/P, —) preserves quasi-isomorphisms. It
follows that

Extk(S/P,P) = Extk(S/P,R/I) =0,

where the last part follows from the fact that R/ sits in homological degree 0 but (S/P); =0foralli <1. O

Remark 4. Note that giving a surjective chain map 7: S — P which splits the inclusion map is equivalent to
giving chain maps 7t": P®" — P for each n > 2 such that each 71" is strictly commutative and such that for all
1<i<mnandforallay,...,a;_1,a;41,...,a, € P+ we have

nfl(

n
7T (ul,...,ai,l,l,ui,...,an) =TT ﬂlr---/ﬂi—lrﬂi/---/ﬂn)-

For instance, if a1, a, a3 are homogeneous elements in F with |a1| = 1 and |ay|, |[as| > 2, then we have
dn3(a1,a2,a3) = 7’17'(2(612,613) — n3(a1,daz,u3) + n3(a1,a2, dag),

where r1 = da;.

5.4 Symmetric Powers of Chain Complexes

In this subsection, we describe a construction given by Tchernev (in [Tchgs]) and explain how it is related to our
construction. In particular, let X be an R-complex. We construct the non-unital symmetric DG algebra of X over
R, denoted Cr(X) as follows: we begin with the non-unital tensor DG algebra of X over R, given by

[ee]

Ur(X) = € x="

n=1

where the tensor product is taken as R-complexes. Just as before, an elementary tensor in U = Ug(A) is denoted
X =x]®- - ®@x, where x1,...,x, € X and n > 1, and the differential of U is denoted by d again to simplify
notation and is defined on x by

n
dx = Z(_1)|x1‘+‘“+|x1—1|x1 R ® dx]' Q- Xy
j=1
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We say x is a homogeneous elementary tensor if each x; is a homogeneous element in X. What is different this
time is that we equip U = Ug(X) with a different bi-graded structure; namely we set

n
x| =) |x| and degx =n.
i=1

Thus we make no distinction on whether or not x; € Xy or x; € X.o. With | - | and deg defined as above, we
observe that U admits a bi-graded decomposition:

u=@u=gQu =pur,
in

icZ n>1

where the component U consists of all finite R-linear combinations of homogeneous elementary tensors x € U
such that |x| =i and degx = n. We equip U with an associative (but not commutative nor unital) bi-graded R-
bilinear multiplication which is defined on homogeneous elementary tensors by (x,x') — x ® x’ and is extended
R-bilinearly everywhere else. This multiplication is easily seen to satisfy Leibniz rule, however note that U is
not unital under this multiplication since (1,1) — 1® 1 # 1 (hence why we call this the non-unital tensor DG
algebra).

Next let ¢ = ¢(X) be the U-ideal generated by all elements of the form

[x1, x2]0 1= (—1)|x1||x2‘x2 ®x;—x1®x and [x];:=x®x,

where x, x1,x; € X are homogeneous and |x| is odd. We then define the non-unital symmetric DG algebra of
X over R to be the quotient
CR (X) = U/ C.

Since the generators of ¢ are homogeneous with respect to both homological and total degree, we see that
C = Cgr(X) inherits a bi-graded structure from U. In particular, if X is a positive R-complex (meaning X; = 0
for all i < 0), then one has Cj = Symjy(Xp). In general, we call C" the nth symmetric power of X. The
second symmetric power and its properties were studied in [FSTo8]. The next proposition helps clarify how our
construction is related to Tchernev’s construction:

Proposition 5.4. Let A be an R-complex centered at R. Denote S = Sg(A) and C = Cg(A). We have S=" = C" as
R-complexes.

Proof. Define ¢;,: SS" — C", called homogenization, as follows: let f € S=" and express itas f = Y}_, f* where
f* is the total degree k component of f. We set

(Ph(f) — 11171 ®f0 + Z 1®(nfk) ®fk
k=1

Conversely, define ¢;: C" — S=" called dehomogenization, as follows: we set
(1% ®a) =a

where a € Af(”_k) is a homogeneous elementary tensor. We extend ¢, everywhere else R-linearly. It is straight-
forward to check that both ¢;, and ¢, are chain maps and are inverse to each other. O

Let X be an R-complex. Denote C = Cr(X), ¢ = ¢(X), and U = Ugr(X). There’s an alternative description of
C" which in the case where R contains Q which is often useful. Let o = (ij) be a transposition in the symmetric
group 2, and let x = x; ® - - - ® x,, be a homogeneous elementary tensor in U. We set

0 if x; = x; and |x;| is odd
ox = (45)

(_1)|xi“xj‘x1 QX QX Q@  else.
Then (45) extends to an action of the symmetric group X, on U". In particular, U" has the structure of an

R[X,]-module. With this understood, we have C" = (U")yx, . If R contains Q, then the short exact sequence of
R-complexes

0 ¢ u C 0 (46)

is split exact with splitting map C — U defined on homogeneous elementary products by

1
X Xn 2 (X ® - ®xy).

toEL,
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In particular, we may identify C" with the R-subcomplex of U" which is fixed by ¥, in this case.

Theorem 5.4. Assume that Q C R. Let ¢,: X — X' be chain maps of R-complexes. Denote C = Cr(X), C' = Cr(X’),
U = Ugr(X), and U' = Ur(X"), and identify C and C" with the R-subcomplexes of U and U’ fixed by the symmetric
groups. If ¢ is homotopic to , then ¢®™ is homotopic to =" for each n. Moreover, we can choose a homotopy h": U" —
U™ from ¢®" to $*™" which restricts to a homotopy h"|c: C" — C™ from ¢®"|c to p®|c.

Proof. Let h be a homotopy from ¢ to . For n = 1, we set h' = h. The case where n = 2 was shown in [FSTo8].
More generally for n > 2 we set

1

n—1
Bt — ﬁ Z o <2(¢®(nk1) Qh ®¢®k)> )

oex, k=0

One checks that 1" is a homotopy from ¢®" to " and by construction is restricts to a map from C" to C"". O

Corollary 3. Assume that Q C R. Let ¢, ¢: A — A’ be chain maps of R-complexes centered at R. Denote S = Sg(A)
and S' = Sg(A’), and let ¢,¢: S — S' be the lifts of ¢ and  from the universal mapping property. If ¢ is homotopic to
Y, then @ is homotopic to 1.

5.5 The Symmetric DG Algebra of a Finite Free Complex over an Integral Domain

Throughout this subsection, we assume that R is an integral domain with quotient field K. Let F be an R-
complex centered at R such that the underlying graded R-module of F is finite and free. Let ej,...,e, be an
ordered homogeneous basis of F, as a graded R-module which is ordered in such a way that if i < j, then
lej| < |ej|. We denote by Rle] = Rley, ..., e,] to be the free non-strict graded-commutative R-algebra generated
by ey, ..., e,. In particular, if ¢; and ej are distinct, then we have

eiej = (—1)1 ey,

in R[e], however elements of odd degree do not square to zero in R[e]. The reason we do not want elements
of odd degree to square to zero is because we will want to calculate Grobner bases in K|e|, and the theory of
Grobner bases for Ke| is much simpler when we do not have any zerodivisors. In any case, one recovers the
symmetric DG R-algebra of F as below:

R[e]/({el2 | |e;| is odd}) ~ Sr(F).

Finally, equip F with a multiplication u giving it the structure of an MDG algebra. Our goal is to compute the
maximal associative quotient of F using the presentation given in Theorem (5.3) as well as the theory of Grébner
bases in K[e].

5.5.1 Monomials and Monomial Orderings

Before we can do this, we first need to introduce some notation for Grobner basis applications in K[e]. Our no-
tation mostly follows [BE77] and [Mot1o] however we introduce some of our own notation as well. A monomial
in K[e] is an element of the form

Xn

IR @)

where &« = (aq,...,a,) € IN" is called the multidegree of ¢* and is denoted multideg(e®) = «. Similarly we
define its total degree, denoted deg(e®), and its homological degree, denoted |¢*|, by

n n
deg(e") =) a; and [e*] =) ajlel.
i=1 i=1

By convention we set ¢® = 1 where 0 = (0, ...,0) is the zero vector in IN". Note how the ordering in (47) matters.
In particular, if i < j and both |e;| and [e;| are odd, then eje; is not a monomial in K[e] since it can be expressed
as a non-trivial coefficient times a monomial:

6]'61' = —e,-e]-.

On the other hand, if one of the ¢; or ¢; is even, then eje; is a monomial in Kle] since eje; = e;e;. We equip K]e]
with a weighted lexicographical ordering > with respect to the weighted vector w = (|e1|, ..., |en|) (the notation
for this monomial ordering in Singular is Wp(w)). More specifically, given two monomials ¢* and ef in K[e], we
say eP > e* if either

1. |eP| > |e*| or;
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2. |eB| = |e¥| and By > & or;
3. |eP| = |e*| and there exists 1 < j < n such that f; > ajand f; = «; forall 1 <i < j.

Given a nonzero polynoimal f € K]e], there exists unique cy, ..., ¢, € K\{0} and unique a1, ..., a,, € IN" where
n; ;zéoc]- forall 1 <i < j < m such that

Fm et o et = Vo ()

The c;e" in (48) are called the terms of f and the ¢* in (48) are called the monomials of f. By reindexing the «;
if necessary, we may assume that ¢*! > .- > e*". In this case, we call c;e*! the lead term of f, we call e*! the
lead monomial of f, and we call ¢; the lead coefficient of f. We denote these, respectively, by

LT(f) = c1e", LM(f) =¢*, and LC(f)=c;.

The multidegree of f is defined to be the multidegree of its lead monomial e*! and is denoted multideg(f) = «7.
The total degree of f is defined to be the maximum of the total degrees of its monomials and is denoted

deg(f) = max {deg(e*)}.

1<i<m

We say f is homogeneous of homological degree i if each of its monomials is homogeneous of homological
degree i. In this case, we say f has homological degree i and we denote this by |f| = i.

Lemma 5.5. Foreach1 <i <j<mn,let fij = ejej —e;xej. We have

LT(fl]) = eiej.
Proof. If e; xej = 0, then this is clear, otherwise let ¢x be a monomial of ¢; xe¢;. Since x respects homological
degree, we have |er| = |e;| + [ej| = |ejej|. It follows that [ex| > max{|e;, [ej|} since |e;|,[ej] > 1. This implies
k > max{i, j} by our assumption on the ordering of ey, ..., e,. Therefore since |e;e;| = |ex| and k > max{i, j}, we
see that e;e; > ey. O

5.5.2 Grobner Basis Calculations

Our goal is to use the theory of Grobner bases to help us calculate

F*® =Sg(F)/s(u) = Rle]/({fij}),
where f;; € Rle] are defined by

— . . . . — . Py— k
f,-]- = ejej —ejxej = e Zci]-ek,
k

where the cf-‘]- € R are the entries of the matrix representation of y with respect to the ordered homogeneous
basis ey, ...,e;. In order to do this, we work over K instead of R sinc that is where the theory of Grobner bases

works best. Thus we wish to calculate:
Fg i= F* o K = Kle] /{{f;})-

To this end, let 7 = {f;; | 1 <i,j < n} and let a be the K[e]-ideal generated by F. We wish to construct a left
Grobner basis for a (which will turn out to be a two-sided Grobner basis) via Buchberger’s algorithm using the
monomial ordering described above. Suppose f, g are two nonzero polynomials in K[e] with LT(f) = ce* and
LT(g) = deP. Set ¥ = lem(a, B) and define the left S-polynomial of f and g to be

S(f,.g) =" *f £ (c/d)e" Fg (49)

where the & in (49) is chosen to be + or — depending on which sign will cancel out the lead terms. We begin
Buchberger’s algorithm by calculating the S-polynomials of all pairs of polynomials in . In other words, we
calculate all S-polynomials of the form S(fy, f;j) where 1 <i,j,k,I < n. Note that if k > I, then f; = (—1)lexlle] fri
implies

S(fixs i) = (1) IS (fu, fi) = £S(fi fu),

where the last equality follows from the fact that the lead coefficient of f;; and fj; is +1. Thus we may assume
that j > iand [ > k > i. Obviously we have S( fi]-, f,]) = 0 for each i, j, however something interesting happens
when we calculate the S-polynomial of f; and f;; where j > i and then divide this by F (where division by
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means taking the left normal form of S(fj, fi;) with respect to  using the left normal form described in [GPoz2]).
In particular, we obtain the associator [e;, ej, ex]! Indeed, we have
S(f]krfz]) = €i(€j€k - 6]' * €k) - (61'6]' — e % €j)€k
= (e;xej)ex — ei(ejxex)
= Zcﬁjelek — Zcékeiel
) l
— Zcﬁjel * € — Zcékei * €]
l l
= (e;xej) *ex —ejx (ej *ex)
= [ei, e, e,

where in the fourth line we did division by F (note that if [ei,ej, ex] # 0, then deg([ei,ej, ex]) = 1, so we cannot
divide this anymore by F). Next suppose that j > i, [ > k, and j # k. Then we have

S(fu, fij) = eiejfu — fijexer
= (e;xej)exe; — ejej(ex x )
— (e *e]-) * (exxey) — (e xep) x (exxep)
=0
where in the third line we did division by F. Next, suppose that
f=cex+cep+--+c"e € (F)
where ¢, ¢/, ¢’ € R with ¢ # 0 and where LM(f) = ¢. Then we have
S(f, fix) = ¢jf — cfix
= clejep + - - + c"ejerr + cejx ex
— clejxep 4 -+ cejxepr 4 cejxex
=ej* (ce+c'ep + -+ "ep)
= 6]' *f
e (F)
where in the third line we did division by F. Similarly, if i # k # j, then we have
S(f, fij) = eieif — cfijex
= c'(eej)ew + - - - + ¢ (ejej)err + cle; x ¢)ex
— c'(ejxej) xep + - -+ (ejxej) xepr +c(ei % ¢j) * ex
= (ejxej) * (cex + e + - -+ "epn)
= (61' * 6]) *f
€ (F).
where in the third line we did division by F. Finally suppose that
g=dey+dey+---+d e, € (F)
where d,d’,d” € R with d # 0 and where LM(g) = e,. If k = m, then we have

dS(f,8) = cf —dg € (F).
On the other hand, if k # m, then we have

3S(f, 8) = denf — cgey
=dceyep + -+ dc" e —cd'eyper — - —cd” e, ey
—dcey xep + - +dc ey xep —cd'e,y xep — - - —cd" e, x ey
=deyx(ep+ -+ "ep) —c(depy + - +d"en) xex
= dey * (f — cex) — c(g — dew) x e
=dey * [ + cg xex — dcey, x ex + cdey, * e
=dey x f +cg*ex
€ (F).
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It follows that we can construct a Grobner basis

Q = FU{gl,...,gm}
of a such that the g; all belong to (F).

Example 5.3. Let R = k[x,y,z,u,0], let m = zv,yv, uv, xv, xu,yzu, and let F be the minimal free resolution of
R/m over R. Then F can be realized as the R-complex supported on the m-labeled cellular complex pictured
below:

€6 yzu

€2 yo

e
e A 5 -0 xu

€3 uv

We write down the homogeneous components of F as a graded module below:

F, =R

F; = Req + Rey + Res + Rey + Res + Reg

F, = Rejp + Reyz 4+ Reyq + Reps + Reps 4+ Repe + Ress + Reygs + Rese
F3 = Reqps + Re1q + Reqzgs + Repsys + Reagse

Fy = Reqpzs5

We will use Singular to help us find an associative multigraded multiplication u on F such that e2 = 0 for all ¢.
From multidegree and Leibniz rule considerations, we begin constructing u as follows:

€1 % €r = ve12 €3 % €5 = Ueé35

€1 % €3 = ve13 €3 % € = —ZUer3 + Ul
€1 %X €4 = V€14 €4 % €5 = Xé45

€1 % €5 = Ue1yq + Zey5 €4 * g = —ZzZUeyy + Xxeyg
€1 % € = zUe1y + Zerq €5 % €6 = Uesg

€7 X% €3 = V€73 €1 % €3 = ve1p3

€2 k% €4 = V€4 €1 X% €4 = V€124

ey x €5 = Uepy + Yess €1 x €35 = —0e1345

€ * €6 = Yere €1 x €56 = —UZe124 + Z€456
€3 % €4 = V€35 — Veys5 €1 * €345 = V€12345-

At this point, Singular can help us determine how we should define p everywhere else. First we input the
following code into Singular:
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LIB "ncalg.lib";
intvec V = 1:6, 2:9, 3:5, 4:1;

ring A=(o,x,y,z,u,v) ,(e1,e2,e3,e4,e5,¢€b6,
e12,e13,e14 ,e23,€e24 ,e26 ,e35,e45 ,e56,
e123,e124,e1345,€2345,€2456 ,e12345) ,Wp(V);

matrix C[21][21]; matrix D[21][21]; int i; int j;
for (i=1; i<=21; i++) {for (j=1;, j<=21; j++) {C[i,jl=(-1)M(V[i]+V[j]);}}
ncalgebra (C,D);

poly f(1)(2) = e1xe2 — vxe12;

poly f(1)(3) = e1xe3 — v=*e13;

poly f(1)(4) = e1xeq — vrei4;

poly f(1)(5) e1*e5 — uxel4 — Z*e45;
poly f(1)(6) = e1xeb6 — zuxei2 — z*e26;
poly f(2)(3) = e2xe3 — vxe23;

poly f(2)(4) = ez2xeq — vrez4;

poly f(2)(5) = e2xe5 — uxrez24 — y=e45;
poly f(2)(6) = ez2xeb6 — y=*e26;

poly f(3)(4) = e3xe4 — vxe35 + v=e45;
poly f(3)(5) = e3xe5 — uxe3s;

poly f(3)(6) = e3xe6 + zuxe23 — uxe26;
poly f(4)(5) = e4re5 — x+e45;

poly f(4)(6) = e4xeb6 + zure24 — Xxxe26;
poly f(5)(6) = e5+*e6 — uxe56;

poly f(1)(23) = e1xe23 — vxe123;

poly f(1)(24) e1+e24 — v*eilz4;

poly f(1)(35) = e1xe35 + vxe1345;

poly f(1)(56) = e1xe56 + uzxei24 — z+*e2456;
poly f(1)(2345) = e1xe2345 — v+e12345;

list L = (e1,e2,e3,e4,e5,e6,
e12,e13,e14 ,e23,e24 ,e26 ,e35,e45 ,e56,
€123 ,e124 ,€1345 ,€2345,€2456 ,e12345);

ideal I; int i; for (i=1; i<=21; i++) {I =1 + L[i]*L[i];}

I =1+ f(1)(2),£(1)(3),f(1)(4),f(1)(5),f(1)(6),1(2)(3),f(2)(4),
£(2)(5),1(2)(6),£(3)(4),£(3)(5),f(3)(6),f(4)(5),f(4)(6),
£(5)(6),f(1)(23),f(1)(24),£(1)(35),f(1)(56),f(1)(2345);

To see that the multiplication is associative thus far, we calculate the Grobner basis of I with respect to our fixed
monomial ordering using the command std(I) in Singular. Singular gives us the following output:

_[1]=e6"2
_[2]=e5%e6+(—u)=*e56
_[3]=e5"2

_[57]=e2xe56+(-y)*e2456

_[58]=e2xe45
_[59]=(z*u)+e2xe35+(-v)*eb*e35+(uxv)=*e2456
_[60]=e2xe26

_[209]=e124+e12345
_[210]=e123+e12345
_[211]=e12345"2

where we omitted most of the Grobner basis elements due to size constraints. Since the lead term of each
polynomial showing up in the list has total degree > 1, we conclude that the multiplication we have defined so
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far is associative. Now observe that if we want the multiplication to continue being associative, then we need to
define e; % ey = 0 since

yey * exs = ep x (€3 % €g)
= (ep x ) xeg — [e2, €2, €6]
- - [62/ €, 66] .

In fact, Singular already tells us this since it is computing the maximal associative quotient! In particular, setting
I =std(I) and running the command reduce(e2+e26 , I) outputs o in Singular which tells us that in the maximal
associative quotient we have e; x e;p = 0. Alternatively, we could simply read this off the list of polynomials that
Singular outputted as the polynomial e; x e shows up in the Grobner basis. Similarly, Singular tells us that we
should define e; x es4 = —yeoss6 since the polynomial e; % es6 — yepss6 shows up in the Grobner basis. On the
other hand, if we run the command reduce(e6+e35 , I), then Singular outputs e6+e35 which tells us that we still
need to define e x e35. Upon reflection of the multigrading and Leibniz rule, we define

€6 * €35 = —ZUE345 + UE4s56.

Thus we add the polynomial poly f (6)(35) = ebxe35 + zu*e2345 — y*e2456 to our ideal in the code. We observe
that our multiplication is still associative by running the command std(I) and checking that none of the polyno-
mials listed has lead term of total degree 1 again. Furthermore, running the command

for(i=1;i<=21;i++){for(j=i+1;j<=21;j++){reduce(L[i]+L[j],1);};};

shows that the multiplication is now defined everywhere. For instance, the command reduce(e12+e35, I) out-
puts (—v)+e12345. This tells us that ejp x e35 = —ve1p345.

Example 5.4. In Example (2.1) we calculate the associator [e1, es5, €3] using the following Singular code:
LIB "ncalg.lib";
intvec V = 1:3, 2:5, 3:5;

ring A=(o,x,y,z,w),(e1,e2,e5,
e12,e14 ,e23,e35,€e45,
e123,e124,e134,e234,e345) Wp(V);

matrix C[13][13]; matrix D[13][13]; int i; int j;
for (i=1; i<=13; i++) {for (j=1, j<=13; j++) {C[i,jl=(-1)M(V[i]*V[j]);}}
ncalgebra (C,D);

e1xe2—e12;
e1*e5-yZ2*e14—X*€45;
e2*e5-y2z+e23-w+e35;
e2*e45+yzZ*e234-W*e345;
poly f(1)(35) = e1xe35-yz*e134+x+e345;
poly f(1)(23) e1*e23—-e123;

poly f(2)(14) = e2xe1g+e124;

poly S(1)(5)(2) = f(1)(5)xea+e1+f(2)(5);

ideal T = f(1)(2),f(1)(5),f(2)(5),f(1)(23),f(1)(35),f(2)(14),f(2)(45);
reduce (S(1)(5)(2),1);

poly f(1)(2)
poly f(1)(5)
poly f(2)(5)
poly f(2)(45)

// le1,e5,e2] = (yh2xz)re123 —(y*z 2)re124+(y*z*W)*e134 —(X*y*Zz)*e234
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