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DERIVED MODULI SPACES OF NONLINEAR PDES II:
VARIATIONAL TRICOMPLEX AND BV FORMALISM

JACOB KRYCZKA, ARTAN SHESHMANI, AND SHING-TUNG YAU

ABSTRACT. This paper is the second in a series of works dedicated to studying non-
linear partial differential equations via derived geometric methods. We study the nat-
ural derived enhancement of the de Rham complex of non-linear PDEs via algebro-
geometric techniques and examine its consequences for the up-to-homotopy (func-
tional) differential calculus on solution spaces of such systems. Applications to the

BV-formalism with and without boundary conditions are discussed.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Shifted symplectic derived algebraic geometry [18] serves as the natural language for
making sense of symplectic or Poisson structures on singular algebro-geometric moduli
spaces e.g. stable sheaves on Calabi-Yau 3,4 folds. It has seen successful application to
many areas of mathematics and physics such as: the study of derived critical loci in field
theories, enumerative algebraic geometry e.g. Gromov-Witten, Donaldon-Thomas theory
and the theory of PT-stable pairs, as well as to derived intersection theory of derived
quotient stacks which describe for example, symplectic reductions.

As it is well-known, in this setting standard notions such as the property of a differential
2-form being closed only hold up to homotopy and appear instead as a kind of coherency
data. What seems to be less known however, is what this story looks like in the algebro-
geometric study of moduli spaces of non-linear partial differential equations (NLPDES).

1.1. What do we achieve? We address this topic by applying a similar homotopical
framework to study NLPDES and their spaces of solutions [16, 17]. We introduce a homo-
topy invariant analog of the Rham complex of a PDE Y, which in the classical jet-bundle
approach to NLPDEs [25] is called the variational bi-complex [1].

Roughly, this enhancement is given by a differentially structured cotangent complex
Ly that we refer to as the derived variational tricomplex. We initiate a study of its
global features as they pertain to the geometric theory and cohomological analysis [24]
of NLPDEs from the point of view of D-module theory, which gives a satisfactory setting
to study analogs of shifted symplectic structures for NLPDEs and their moduli spaces of
solutions.

1.2. Background and motivation. Before stating our results (Theorems A,B as sum-
marized in Sect. 1.4 below) we dedicate some space to putting these results in context
and providing motivation for them. Specifically, let us highlight some of the main features
which we believe illuminate some deep connections between PDE theory and geometric
analysis, physics and algebraic geometry.

(1) Homotopical geometric analysis of PDEs: global derived geometry combined with
ideas from PDE theory can be seen as a tool for studying non-perturbative con-
structions of classical field theories while also encoding perturbative phenomena
via formal geometry (see Subsect.1.3).

Roughly speaking, the latter is captured by fixing a classical solution g € Sol
a/nd\ studying the formal neighbourhood in the homotopical space of solutions
RSol,, which can only see infinitesimal information. Indeed, in the presence of
gauge symmetries with gauge group G, for a solution g : * — Sol/G, this trans-
lates to the fact that g factors canonically through the completion [Sol /g] ;0 —
[Sol / g].

Mathematically, such completions are defined by restricting prestacks of solu-
tions to certain categories of nilpotent homotopical thickenings. Such objects are
completely determined by a tangent dg-Lie algebra g°, via general philosophy of
derived deformation theory adapted to the setting of D-geometry.t

(2) Finite dimensionality: in the derived D-geometrical setting many spaces e.g. g,
can be viewed as finite dimensional in a differential sense. With some care re-
garding homotopical spaces of operations (Sect. 2) important duality statements
hold and one can makes sense of local (differentially structured) homotopy Poisson
brackets on solution spaces. In particular, invariant pairings on g* are encoded by
such Poisson structure on CE*(g*), the Chevalley-Eilenberg algebra that in turn,
completely determines the formal moduli problem as in (1).

n the language of [17] one says we have a formal Dx-moduli problem controlling the infinitesimal
neighbourhood of ¢o on the moduli space of global solutions to a PDE. Roughly, it corresponds to a
dg-Lie algebra (chiral deformation complex) in a pseudo-tensor category of D-modules (see [3] for what
this means).
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(3) Non-Lagrangian theories: Working with moduli spaces of solutions to NLPDES—
as opposed to say, critical loci of functionals — permits one to treat, in a unified
manner, physical theories admitting a Lagrangian formulation as well as those
that do not. Ubiquitous examples of the latter include theories with self-dual field
strengths, chiral bosons, higher-spin gauge theories and superconformal theories
with extended supersymmetry. Other fundamental examples coming from non-
linear gauge theories which again, do not admit Lagrangian descriptions are the
Seiberg-Witten equations and the Donaldson-Uhlenbeck-Yau system.

(4) Categorical D-Linearity: A pleasant feature of global algebraic D-geometry is its
available functorialities e.g. D-linearity (as opposed to just O-linearity). This
is much better for making universal constructions and becomes a crucial feature
when passing to a homotopical setting where the usage of higher categories is
unavoidable. In turn it offers a more natural alternative to defining a category
of generalized PDEs [27] which was originally done by imposing by hand that all
morphisms and constructions respect the underlying Cartan distribution on jets.

1.2.1. Variational bicomplex. The variational bicomplex Q**(Jet% (E)) (shown below) is
a sheaf of commutative monoid objects in bi-complexes defined by differential forms on
the infinite jet bundle Jet$(FE) of any fibered manifold 7 : F — X. It is known to play,
roughly speaking, the same role in the geometry of PDEs as the usual de Rham complex
plays in the geometry of a manifold or variety X.
Together with an associated spectral se-
quence CEP? (Vinogradov’s C-spectral se- R 0
quence [26]), it gives a powerful differen- l

tial geometric tool for studying the calcu- 0 & ol o
lus of variations, the theory of conserva- Ox O(Jet (E)) 2> (r)
h ldh,

tion laws for systems of differential equa- l l
(1) —— Qbl(7) —— ...
)

ISy

tions, and the theory of (secondary) char- 1

acteristic classes (Subsect. 2.3.1). These

cohomologies represent deformation invari- l l
ants of NLPDEs and in the case of the : :
Euler-Lagrange (EL) system, contain rel- | |
evant physical information e.g. variational l l
principles, gauge symmetries, charges etc. Q% Q" (1) ——— QVli(n) —— ...
(Subsect. 1.5). Another of its many uses l l
is due to the fact that the vertical coho-

mology HP4(Jet®(E),d") agrees with the

FE-term of the Serre spectral sequence for

the bundle E with typical fibre F ie. is

isomorphic to QP(X) ® HI(F).

A natural differential calculus as well as analogs of (pre)symplectic and Poisson ge-
ometry exist on Jet% (E) and their differentially structured sub-manifolds £* known as
Diffieties?, but such classical notions like symplectic forms and Poisson brackets have a
slightly different flavour and appear in a rather different context (see [15]).

Indeed, in the geometric theory of NLPDES and from the perspective of both integrable
systems and classical field theory, the analog of the structure sheaf are the local func-
tionals, that appear as certain cohomologies naturally attributed to PDEs. This idea
forms the basis of Vinogradov’s Secondary Calculus [14, 24| (see also [28|) and provides

an appropriate setting for a (cohomological) differential calculus on (infinite-dimensional)
spaces of solutions to NLPDES based on the variational bicomplex.

o, —£ 9
X
S

0 0

1.2.2. Variational tricomplezes. There are two well known constructions of the critical
locus Critx (S) of a functional S : X — k on a smooth affine k-variety X (|8] and [6, 7]).
They are both of an infinitesimal nature and roughly speaking amount to resolving the

2This name, due to A.M.Vinogradov, was chosen to emphasize that diff (erential var)ieties are to
partial differential equations just as algebraic varieties are to polynomial equations.
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structure sheaf Ocyigy (s) 1= Ox /Z with 7 = < > via standard homological methods i.e.
a Koszul-Tate (KT) resolutlon

Okt := Symp, (Tx[1] ® grr[2])-

The so-called KT-generators gxr[2] kill the extra terms in cohomological degrees < 0.
The KT-differential is determined by contraction with dS.

One of the first appearances of the variational tri-complex appeared in a concrete
application of jet-bundle geometry to the context of the BV-formalism for quantization
of gauge systems [2]. In particular, it gave a jet-bundle formulation of the KT-resolution
by combining the bi-complex construction with a resolution of the quotient D-algebra
defined by the equation ideal

O(Jet®(E)) — O(Jet™(E)) ®oy SymH(V*) = O(Jet™(E))/{P), P € O(Jet™E).
Ajer

This construction enhances the cohomological setup of the variational bicomplex asso-
ciated to possibly degenerate NLPDES via pullback from the free bicomplex (Proposition
4.9) to the bicomplex of the surface defined by the equations P. A physicist would re-
place E by an appropriately resolved bundle K (with sections anti-ghosts anti-fields etc.)
and consider Q%) (Jetoo(K )) with an additional grading (ghost number). Characteristic
cohomologies of the original PDE Y are computed as relative cohomologies of the free
tricomplex (of ghost number 0) i.e.

HP*(dp,, OP*(Y)) ~ HY™ (dp]6, Q5™ (Jet” K)).

The cohomologies of the tri-complex are known to relate various Lie algebras associated
with global symmetries to conservation laws of classical gauge systems (see loc.cit.)

An intrinsic formulation in terms of the homotopy theory of NLPDES essentially amounts
to describing a derived D x-scheme

Xk = Specp,, (Akr) : cdgaD A/ SSets,
as a homotopy class® in the (00, 1)-category
PreStkx (Dx) 4/ := Fun(Comm(Mod(Dx)éo)A/,Spc).

The derived tri-complex we study in this paper by adapting the usual bi-complex
construction to geometric spaces with dg-algebras (derived algebras) of functions e.g.
Xk, therefore gives a very general setting in which the above (underived) variational
tri-complex fits naturally.

Incorporating both co-connective and connective derived algebras of functions, as is
possible in derived geometry, we can extend the above problem to treat the full BRST
differential (stacky part) and not just its Koszul-Tate (derived) part. In this way, the
methods elaborated in the current paper represent a step towards establishing a global
formalism for non-perturbative (or higher categorical) BV-quantization from the per-
spective of an algebro-geometric and sheaf-theoretic approach to the geometric study of
NLPDESs.

1.3. Homotopical PDE Geometry and (Non) Perturbative BV-Quantization.
A geometric characterization of the BV-construction is obtained by considering the derived
quotient BV x s of Crity (S) by the Lie algebroid of maximal symmetries.

A model for the BVcomplex is

Ogy := Symp, (Tx[1] @ gxr[2] ® LV [-1]).

It carries a canonical (—1)-shifted symplectic structure corresponding to a canonical pair-
ing between Ox and Tx[1] as well as gx[2] and LY [—1]. The corresponding shifted Pois-
son bracket is what physicists call the anti-bracket {—, —}, and there is a degree zero BV-
charge Spy satisfying {Spy,Spv} = 0, thereby defining a differential Dgy := {Spv, —},

3Since ho(Comm(Mod(Dx)<") 4/) ~ cdgaf)g(A/[qis_l].
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whose corresponding cohomology, denoted H})BV is such that
HY.  (BVsx) = (0x/T)", and H5O (BVsx) = 0.
The construction of [8] sees only the degree 0 cohomology, corresponding to taking invari-
ants by the flows of bracket and thus quotienting by maximal symmetries, and its degree
1 piece. To obtain the full information, one must work with a derived enhancement — the
Chevalley-FEilenberg algebra.
This perspective is thus summarized in a sequence of affine derived schemes

Critx(S) = KTRx s — RCritx(S) — X,

together with a Lagrangian correspondence

KTRX’S = Speck (OKTR)

(1.1) / \

BVxs RCrit x (S)

It is desirable to achieve an understanding of the BV construction in a way that is
intrinsic to the formalism of PDE theory via a symplectic reduction in global algebraic
D-geometry and we elaborate on this in Subsect. 6.3.

1.4. Main Results. The functor of points geometry of NLPDES provides a natural setting
to not only formalize non-perturbative physics but to also give a very general algebro-
geometric formulation of the problem of quantization.
This involves considering the configuration space of points Ranx defined as the homotopy-
colimit of all finite powers of X along diagonal maps
. A 2 —> 3 . I
Ranx ~ colim|X X3 X%+ | = colim X~.
X [ - - ] IefSetor
It gives a geometric way to encode formal power series of elements in O(RSol) as well as
a convenient setting for the geometry of multi-jets (Subsect. 1.5).

The parameterized geometry over Ranyx — the so-called derived D-geometry of factor-
ization spaces — allows a convenient formalization of a general quantization problem: if
Y is a derived Dx-space one may associate to it a derived Dpggy , -space YRan with an
additional factorization property. Then, under mild hypothesis (Sect. 5) its algebra of
functions is a commutative factorization algebra in D-modules. The aim is to deform this
commutative structure to a non-commutative one, which in most cases, is not possible in
the non-derived setting.

In the geometric theory of NLPDEs and Secondary Calculus, the interesting objects are
sheaves, bundles or spaces living over Y, so the most natural thing to do is to work directly
with the stable tangent (oo, 1)-category of differential factorization modules of horizontal
multi-jets over Y79 (Subsect. 2.1.1). This will have the structure of a factorization
category, whose deformations are called categorical (factorization) quantizations [5]. This
gives an optimal setting to approach a general quantization problem in the geometric
theory of NLPDEs via global and categorified techniques coming from derived algebraic
geometry.

We give a dictionary summarizing the algebro-geometric (D-geometry) analogs of ob-
jects coming from the differential-geometric (Diffiety geometry) approach for the benefit
of the reader (see [16]):

Dx-geometry Diffiety geometry
Affine Dx-scheme Specp, (A) (Elementary) Diffiety
Universal (left) jet-Dx-algebra A, Functions on the ‘empy equation’ Jet™(E)
Volume twisted algebra A" Space of Lagrangians ﬁ”(ﬂ)
Central cohomology h(.A) Secondary functions H' ()
Vector Fields © 4 (2.2) Evolutionary derivations s(m)
Kahler 1-forms QY (2.2) Cartan 1-forms CQ!(7)
Local multivectors (2.22) Variational multivectors
D-module de Rham algebra DRD(QZ) (2.15) Variational bi-complex
Lie* A-Algebroids Variational Lie Algebroids
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The first result is stated in paraphrased form and describes the homotopical analog of
the bi-complex and the coherency data that must be satisfied in order for a differential
form to be closed.

Theorem A. Let X be a complex analytic manifold of dimension dx.

(i) (Thm. 4.2, Prop. 4.4): For a derived Dx-algebra A® = (A, 0), there exists a D-prestack
of wariational (k-forms) of degree n defined by a graded mized object in bi-complexes
Var(A®,n). Furthermore, if RSolp, (A*) is homotopically finitely D-presented then Var®
18 equivalent to

Maps(ORSOIDX (A*)s DRyar (LRSOIDX (A’))[n] (k)) .

(ii) (Prop. 4.6): Via [[-totalization there is a decomposition by compleves® of closed
(p, q)-forms

(TTTTo @ ALy xl—r—sl)lp+dl, g = 0,p = 1,...dx,

r=ps=q
whose elements are formal sums

9 — ( 9(Pa) [Xa p+1,q) Jr9(pq+1 B |9(p+rq +9(pq+r)|“,).

(iii) (Prop. 4.7): With respect to the total differential a closed (p,q)-form 9 is a cocycle
satisfying:

56" = 0

R VAR

o7 + 560 =0

DToH(Y) = 0 < | dvaép;q;rl) +69(19,q+2) 0

dheflp_,qlﬂ) 4 dv@(p‘i‘l#n + 59(p+17q+1) 0

dpf® " + 593’,*2“) =0,

We would also like to mention that it is possible to state Theorem A in the setting where
X is a super-manifold of dimension d|m, by replacing dualizing sheaves with Berezinians
and the de Rham complex 2% with the complex of integral forms Zx .. One would like
to do this, for instance, in the context of treating super-symmetric field theories.

1.5. Applications to Field Theory. When A is the jet algebra on sections of a (graded
or super) field bundle 7 : E — X, certain cohomology classes (2.21) in h*(DR(A)) of its
de Rham algebra define special functionals on sections Sect(X, E) € Maps(X, E). There
is a natural integration pairing

(1.2) Hyo(X) x h*79 (DR(A)) — Hom(L(X, E), k), (K,w)— S(k.w),

for K an element of the singular homology cycles of X with compact support, where
SKw) 85— §ic(oos)*w, for joos : X — Jet™(E), the Taylor series of a section s, and k
is a field, often taken to be R, C or even R[A]], with A a formal parameter.

Classes in h*7P (DR(.A)) ,p < dx correspond to higher conservation laws, gauge charges
etc. Indeed, elements of h?(A) represent functionals, while conserved currents are locally
(dx — 1)-forms J = J¥(x*, u®, u®)d?* ~'z;, with coefficients in A such that Dy e J* = 0
which is the Dx-algebra action by total derivatives. Therefore elements in h'(A) are
conservation laws. Similarly, @ € h? describe gauge charges. From the perspective of
the variational bicomplex they live on the first page of the C-spectral sequence (shown
below). Importantly, on this page we have the term (in blue) sending a system of PDEs
to associated (Helmholtz) conditions for variationality.

4Remark that in the classical setting, we only have a vector space worth of such objects.
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Physicists are typically inter-

% % % ested’ in (exponentiat(?d) integral
T(Y) —2 s CEMN(Y) —— CEM(Y) —— - f?mctwnals. and N-point correla-
1 ! tion functions e.g. S(p) =

T T SXN 9(361,---,361\/)]_[?;1 o(x;)d;.
H YY) —2 CEM YY) —— CEMYAY) —— - One faces an immediate ob-

T struction to defining these mul-
tilocal-functionals via cohomology

: classes in H ' (r) := H'" (Jet®(E)).
T This is exemplified by attempt-
2 ing to define a point-wise alge-
bra structure; via (1.2) a class

T S = (f(z,®,®,)dvolx(z) in
0 Fn(w) determines a transforma-
tion on sections by S(s) =
§y Joo(8)* f(z,ug)dvolx (x) € k, and
its product with another functional

g is
(S-9)(s) = L L fla,u2)g(x', us)dvolx () A dvolx (x').

Such products correspond to classes in F%(W x 1), so are integral functionals for 7 x 7, but

not for m itself due to the strict inclusion of F%(w x7)in H (m)®H' (). More generally,
composites Sy - ... S are not integral for m but are integral for m x ... x 7, prompting
us (see Subsect. 1.3) to work with multi-jets and multi-local functions. Namely, consider
a finite set I and the sub-manifold

(1.3) XU = (a1, on) = (") e XM|a; # 25,1 <i < j < N =|I|} — X
Associated to the usual k-jet bundle 7y, : Jetk(E) — X, we may take

(1.4) 7 Jeth(B)! = Jeth(E) x -+ x Jet"(E) — X7,
which defines a sub-manifold
(1.5) Jet"(B)) = (zU) TN (x D) < Jeth(B)T,

called the I-fold k-jet bundle of w. A finite order multi-jet bundle is any [I-fold k-jet
bundle, for any finite set I and k > 1, while the infinite multi-jet bundle is an I-fold k-jet
bundle for £ — oo. There are natural analogs of jet prolongations maps

]']E,I) : SGCt(X, E) — SGCt(XI,Jetk(E)(I)),
¢ = (@1, 2n) = Ge(e) (@), - () (@n)].

Unambiguous definitions of multi-local Lagrangians and multi-local functionals are given
by functions L) : Jet®(E)) — R!, and expressions SU), such that

S(I)(x‘f,...,x%) :f L(I)ojg)go(x‘f,...,xf\,),
K(I)cx)

for K(I) a suitable compact domain, respectively.
Our needs necessitate the use of an (o0, 1)-categorical analog of the multi-jet construc-
tion for derived factorization D-spaces of NLPDESs.

Theorem B. (Theorem 5.9, Proposition 5.10 and Corollary 5.11). Let Y be an affine
D-finitary prestack. Then there is a natural morphism

fact '
A" — T'(RSoL(Y), OrsoL(y))
X
which is an equivalence of monoids if A is cohomologically finite (3.1). IfY is the derived
D-prestack of solutions RSoly(Z), of a PDE with corresponding multi-jet D-space YR,
then its factorization homology identifies with RSol(Z) as a usual derived stack.
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Theorem B can be viewed as a homotopy-theoretic realization of the central idea of
Secondary Calculus. In particular, it opens the door to studying other Secondary notions
i.e. differential forms etc. via factorization homology with twisted coefficients, but for
the lack of space, we defer this investigation to a future work.

We highlight Theorem B with an application to the BV-formalism in Proposition 6.8
in Sect. 6.
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1.6. Notations and Conventions. Throughout this paper we treat non-linear PDEs
modulo their symmetries in a coordinate free way and we’ll mainly work with (o0, 1)-
categories to also avoid model-dependent arguments. There are a lot of technicalities
which must be stated in order to make subtle arguments and wherever possible, we omit
them for simplicity.

e Spcis the symmetric monoidal (o, 1)-category of spaces and for a field k of charac-
teristic zero Vecty, is the stable symmetric monoidal (o0, 1)-category of unbounded
cochain complexes.

e PreStky is the category of prestacks i.e. functors Fun(CAng, Spc), where CAlg,, :=
CAlg(Vecty) is the (00, 1)-category of commutative algebras in Vecty.

e For any (o0, 1)-category C and an operad O, we denote by O —Alg[C], the category
of O-algebras in C, e.g. CAlg;, := Comm — Alg[Vecty].

Via Dold-Kan and weighted negative-cyclic cohomology NC"(A/k) := NC¥(DR(A/k)),
one defines an étale local space of n-shifted closed p forms Ai’d(A; n):=|NC"(A/k)[n—
] (p)| Thus, given a derived stack X there is an equivalence

AN (X5n) ~ holim AP(A;n).
Spec(A)e(dStk,x )oP

The condition of being closed tells us that we have a semi-infinite sequence w = wo+wi+. ..
with w; € DR(X)(p + i)[n + p] = RT (/\pHLX [n — i]) such that dwy = 0 and such that
dw; = dw;iy1. It is convenient to introduce the total complex

DR(Y) := (H RT(Sym?, (La[~1])), D := 6 + d>,

p=0
with

DR ] = Br( [T (A Lyl

120

J

total deg;;e n+p+i
Being closed is equivalently saying w is a degree n + p cocycle for the differential D.

The role of factorization: We exploit the natural factorization structure on objects (see
[3],[9]) essentially as a local to global tool that also captures important phenomena ap-
pearing in physics [6, 7]. Factorization objects can be introduced quite generally as in [4],
with examples including: factorization algebra objects (e.g. in D-modules), factorization
categories, factorization functors etc. (see [22]).

We mainly work with factorization D-spaces, defined as a derived stack ZF%" over
Ranx,,, i.e. a family {ps : zl - XC{R}, for all finite sets I, compatible with pull-backs
along diagonals and compositions of surjections (up to coherent homotopy), together with
homotopy coherent factorization equivalences,

szt =gl 12"
jed
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for all surjections o : I — J with I; := o~ !(j) and embedding j, : U(a) = {z; #
zilai) # a(j)} — X',

Remark 1.1 (Notation/Terminology). Any decoration of an object by a super-script
‘Ran’e.g. ZB above, should be taken as a reference to a compatible family of objects over
each XcIlR € fSet. Roughly speaking, for our purposes, this may be taken as synonymous
with ‘factorization,” as we do mot consider objects over Ranx unless to make use of
factorization structures. It will therefore be omitted wherever possible from our notation.

The corresponding (o0, 1)-category is denoted by
PreStkyy™(X) < PreStk pany, -

Such objects admit a notion of a quasi-coherent sheaf of categories [10]. We make free
use of this structure, always denoting a quasi-coherent sheaf of categories over a space Z
by script-font Cyz.

For the reader’s convenience, a summary of the most basic terms we use is given in the
appendix.

2. GEOMETRY OF D-PRESTACKS

The main tool for geometry on D-spaces are the spaces of local operations, introduced in
[3]. Roughly speaking, they are defined for a finite family of dg-D-modules (M?);er, N,
by
(2.1) RP} ({Mi},N) := RHomp _, ( Kie; M;, AN,
with A : X — X! and &;(—) ~ ®, p¥(—), with p; : X! — X natural projections.

Operations (2.1) can also be defined in categories of differential graded A ®o, Dx-
modules and are denoted by RP% ;. The non-trivial point is that extending them to
varieties with dim(X) > 1, must be done in a homotopy-coherent setting via (oo, 1)-
categories (see [9, 16]°), rather than by just using abelian and triangulated categories as
in [3].

The appropriate homotopy-coherent space of maps consist of factorization compatible
morphisms (Subsect. 5.1) of factorization F(.A) ®Opany PRany-modules, where F (A)

denotes the commutative factorization algebra in D-modules canonically associated to a
commutative D-algebra (see Proposition 8.4). One obtains a bi-functorial assignment

(22)  RMaps¥ : (F(AY) — Mod ™ (Dpan, )™ x F(AY) — Mod”* (D gy ) — Spe.

Compatibility with (2.1) follows since, for a family of D-modules on Ranx supported
on the main diagonal {M;}i—1 ., N, and the tautological factorization algebra ORgn
in DRany-modules, the corresponding space of maps RMaps’éRanx arising from (2.2) is

equivalent to
RHompy,, (M@ -+ ®* My, N) ~RP;({M;},N),

with ®* the (local) tensor product on the (00, 1)-category Mod(D(Ranx)), roughly defined
by

MR*N = Us(MRN),
with U : Ranyx x Ranx — Ranx the operation of union of finite sets. We refer to [9,
Sect. 2.2| for details.

Local operations allow one to work with geometric objects on D-spaces of solutions as
well as formulate necessary finiteness conditions and duality statements for them. The
key point is that they induce usual operations in de Rham cohomology and therefore give
an algebraic presentation of local functions, differential forms and vector fields on spaces
of sections Sect(X, E) (Proposition 4.1.1).

%As pointed out in [9], categories of chiral and factorization D-modules, even in the simplest case of a
curve X, lack co-products therefore cannot admit a model category structure.
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Basic notions. Standard equivalences of categories of left and right D-modules still
hold for commutative monoid objects:

(—)": CAlg(Dx) ~ CAlg(DP) : (—)F,

given by A" := wx ®p, A and A’ := w%_l ®oy A.

In what follows, unless otherwise specified, a ‘D-algebra’ means a left one, while a
D°P-algebra means a right D-algebra.

If A is the infinite jet algebra on sections of some bundle £ — X, a D-geometric
non-linear PDE is algebraically encoded by a sequence

(2.3) 0->Zx > A—B—0,
of Dx-algebras with Zx some Dx-ideal sheaf. A more geometric definition can be given.

Definition 2.1. The category of affine Dx-schemes over X° is defined the opposite
category Affx(Dx) := CAlg(Dx)°P. A non-linear PDE in the sense of (2.3) therefore
corresponds to a Dx-subscheme.

A generic affine Dx-scheme is denoted by analogy with ordinary algebraic geometry as
Specp, (A) and the functor of points philosophy gives a D-Yoneda embedding

(2.4) hﬁ : CAlg(D) — Set, B+ Homp_ajx(A,B).
In particular, the space of classical holomorphic solutions is given by
(2.5) Solp(A) = hﬁ(OX) = Homp_1g(A, Ox).

If F is another function space with a Dx-algebra structure, denote the space of solutions
of Ain F by Solp(A,F).
Definition 2.2. An algebraic Dx-space is a presheaf X : (CAlg%pX,T) — Set, that is

a sheaf for a suitable topology 7 (usually the Zariski or étale topologies). Given R’ €
CAlgy (Dx), a Dx-algebra RY point of an étale local D-space Y is a D-space morphism
Specp(R) — Y.

The main example arises via a given sequence (2.3). In this case, the space of Rt-points
is a functorial assignment

(2.6)  Solp(B): CAlg(Dx)a — Set,
(2.7) Solp(B)(RY) = Solp(B,R") = {¢ e RY|F(¢)) = 0,VF e Z}.
An appropriate derived analog of (2.6) is given by
(2.8)  RSolpy (B, —) := RMapsy, p, _ay(@B,—): Ho(cdga%?{A/) — Ho(SSet),
with QB the canonical cofibrant replacement [16],[17].

2.1. Coefficients. Given a Dx-algebra A we study the categories of A-module objects
in Dx-modules and complexes of such objects, denoted respectively by
Modp, (A) := A —Mod(Dx), and dgp, (A).

Objects (dg or not) are just left Dx-modules M with a Dx-compatible A-action, v: A®
M - M.

We endow dgp, (A) with an evident model structure whose weak-equivalences are
quasi-isomorphisms.

Proposition 2.3. There are equivalences of categories Modp, (A) ~ Mod (.A ®oy Dx),
and Modpor (A”) ~ Modpor (A).

The A-module structure on M compatible with the Dx-structure can be repackaged
as an action A ®p, Dx ® M — M, by the sheaf of differential operators on X with
coefficients in A,

A[Dx] : Opensx — Ring, U — A[Dx]|(U) := Ay ®ox |y Du-

6We also call them (X, Dx )-affine schemes.
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The associative unital structure o : A[Dx] x A[Dx| — A[Dx], is determined by
(4®10,)0 (b®P) = u(a,b) ® P, (14®0) o (5@ P) i= Vo(b)® P + b® (0. P)

for all a,be A,0 € Ox, P e Dx.

Moreover, A < A[Dx] is a unital sub-algebra via a — a ® 1o, while ©x — A[Dx],
is a Lie sub-algebra via 6 — 14 ® 6.

There is a natural double filtration on A[Dx| combining that on A and the order
filtration on Dx. If A’ is an infinite-jet algebra the filtration is given for each k € N, by
the space freely generated by FI*Dy ®oy O i.e. filtration by finite jets.

It is convenient to introduce a total filtration associated to the double filtration,

FIL, (A[Dx](V)) == | FIFA(V) oy (v) FI'Dx (V).
p=k+/

Put Flrot A[Dx] := {Flx 0 A[Dx]}, 4cz. 7, and interpret sections of FIM* A[Dx] as differ-
ential operators of order < ¢ with coefficients in k-jets.

Given a morphism F : A — B of commutative Dx-algebras, we have usual adjoint
functors
(2.9)

F*: Mod(B[Dx]) < Mod(A[Dx]): coindp, indp: Mod(A[Dx]) = Mod(B[Dx]): F*.

The categories Mod(A[Dx]) and Mod(A[DS]) are symmetric monoidal categories for
which A and A" are the respective monoidal units. For instance, we have a functor

—®4 — : Mod(A[Dx])P? x Mod(A[Dx]) — Mod(A[Dx]),

on A[Dx]-modules, whose opposite monoidal structure in the category of right A[Dx|-
modules is given by M @4 N := (.MZ QAN Z)r, with monoidal unit A”". It is convenient
for later use to define two induction functors in left and right A[Dx]-modules, ind 4p, :
Mod(Ox) — Mod(A[Dx]), ind 4[| (F) := A[Dx]®o, F, and similarly indyp, (F) :=
f@(f)x .A['Dx]

Proposition 2.4. If M = indgp,|(F) and N = ind gp,(G) are induced A[Dx]-
modules of finite type i.e. F,G are finitely generated, the space of internal A[Dx]-
homomorphisms identifies with differential operators in total derivatives

Hom 4jp ] (ind Ay (F),ind 41p (G)) ~Diff (AR F, A®G).

These notions sheafify over X that we denote Hom 4 and Hom 4[p -

The duality operation comes from .A[DX]-Iinearity7; local /inner duality is given by the
functor

(210)  (—)° : Mod(A[Dx]) = Mod(A[Dx])?, M° := Hom 4p (M, A[Dx]),
but notice this produces a right A[Dx]-module i.e. an A[D’]-module.
Definition 2.5. The inner Verdier duality is D" = (—)* o (=)°.

Definition 2.5 is written by
(2.11) D% : Mod(A[Dx]) — Mod(A[Dx]), (M°)":=Hom 4ip, (M, A[Dx])".
Notice that the sheaf Hom 4pp, (M, N ® A[Dx]) comes with a universal pairing

ev : A*(Hom yp | (M, N ® A[Dx]) @ M — AP (N ® A[Dx]),

where A : X — X x X is the diagonal embedding.

The homotopical analog is called derived inner Verdier duality and is a right-derived
functor of (2.11) defined on the underlying homotopy categories of the model category,

D" (=) : Ho(dgp, (A)) — Ho(dgp, (A)),
where

(2.12) DY (M?®) := RHom gDy —dg (M, A®oy Dx) @ W H[dimx].

"Note this is not Homa(M, A).
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A useful derived functor of local solutions of M*® is also defined
RSol4(M,—) : Ho(dgp, (A))” — Ho(A" — dgy),

with A’ — dg,, the category of A’modules in complexes of k-vector spaces (differential
graded A’ k-vector spaces) by setting

(2.13) RS0Lu(M,N) := RHom 4 gpor (D% (M), N ® A[Dx]).

For example, taking the initial Dx-algebra Ox recovers the usual D-module derived so-
lution functors RSolo, (M, N) = RHompsr (D(M),N), with derived dual D-module

DM) = R’Home (M, Dx).

Proposition 2.6. Let £ be a coherent Ox-module and suppose that A is a Dx-smooth
commutative D-algebra. Then

iy (deA[D] (€)) 2~ AQuwx Qo £¥ ®oy A[Dx][dimx].

The main example of A‘[Dx]-modules or relevance in PDE geometry are obtained
as pull-backs of vector bundles over X. They are described in convenient terms via the
language of horizontal jets.

2.1.1. Exzample: Horizontal Jets as D-Bundles. If N is any D x-module and A € CAlg(Dx),
there is an equivalence

HomCAlgDX (Symzz)x (N), A) ~ Homp, (N, A),
where on the right-hand side we have a vector-space of D-module morphisms. Then,
Vp(N) := Specpy (Symp, (N)),
is a vector D x-scheme over X.

Proposition 2.7. The functor Vp defines an equivalence of categories between left Dx -
modules and vector Dx-schemes, with inverse sending Y to the Dx-module S*Q}d, where
s: X — Y is the zero-section morphism.

The category of such vector schemes Vectx(Dx) is fully-faithfully embedded into a
functor category of those from CAlgy(Dx) taking values in sheaves of k-vector spaces
on X. In other words, we may view a vector D-scheme Y as a contravariant functor, Y
defined on A € CAlgp, as the étale sheaf over X, which evaluates on an open embedding
7:U — X as:

YA ) =Yl (Alv) = Y(jxs*A),
since for open embeddings j, the D-module pull-back coincides with the sheaf theoretic
one.
In precisely the same way, we have a notion of a vector D x-scheme over an affine D x-
scheme Specp, (A). In the dg-setting i.e. model categorically, there is for A € cdga%?(,
the standard free-forgetful adjunction

(2.14) Freey : dgp, (A) —— Comm(dgp, (A)) ~ cdga%?(A/ : For.
Adjunction (2.14) induces a similar adjunction of co-categories, denoted
Free 4 : Modp, (A) = CAlg4/(Dx) : For.
There is an assignment
Va(=) : dgp (A) = dStK(Dx) /specp (4),
where V 4(M) defined on 7 : Speep(B) — Y, by Mapsg_ 4, (B,7*M), with Y = Specp(A).

Proposition 2.8. Suppose that M is a perfect Oy|[Dx |-module and is connective. Then
the Vy(M) is relatively representable over Y i.e. Vy(M) ~ Specy p(Free 4M").
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Proof. Since M is perfect it is dualizable as an object of dgp  (Oy) with dual MY given
by (2.12). Let v : Specp(B) — Y be an object of dStkx(Dx )y, and note by definition
Vy(M)(7) is equivalent to

Mapsp)(B,7* M) ~ Mapsg[p)(v*M", B),
where we use the fact M is dualizable. Then, by (2.14) this is equivalent to

Maps (Freepy* MY, B) ~ Mapscdgagg(o (Freey(MY), 74 Ogpecp(B) ) -

<0
cdgaDX B/ y/
(]

2.1.2.  Consider the affine D-scheme corresponding to the jet construction and put po, :
Specp, (A) — X. Denote Q% the de Rham algebra on X and consider

A‘Dx](p5E, 5 2% ),
which we identify with the space of total differential operators acting from sections of the
pull-back bundle p% & to the horizontal de Rham algebra. In other words,
AZ[Dx](p:og,p:OQB() ~ HomAe[DX] (indAe[DX] (p?;of), ind.AZ[DX])p?:OQB() .
Consider
Sym!y (A [Dx1(p5E, 5.90% )
which is the space of symmetric p-multilinear differential operators in total derivatives
acting from sections

['(Specp(A), pi€) — T'(Specp(A), pQ%)-

Moreover, we can consider Alth (AZ[DX](p;‘OE ,p;)Q;()). Suppose we have a formally

exact sequence of sheaves (see [24]) of Ox-modules
0> F—>Fh,—...> F,1—0.
Pull-back to Specp, (A’) via py and using the fact that Jet®(F;) xx Specp, (Af) ~
J etsoc(pé‘oﬂ), holds for each i, with Jets  the horizontal jet functor [17], we have poly-
nomial functions on Jet™(F,) x x Specp, (A), are given by sections of
Sym e (D'T " (p%,F)), where D'(—) := Hom 4 (—, AY).
By the isomorphism A’ ®' Dx (F,,Ox) ~ A[Dx](pk F., A’), we have that
Sym 4 (A ®' Dx(F., Ox)) ~ A’ ®' Symo, (Dx (F., Ox)).

Proposition 2.9. For any (graded) vector bundle F,, denote the Serre-dual bundle F ~
F¥ ®wx, with wx the dualizing complex. Then, for all p > 0,

H'(Symp, (Dx(Fe, Q%)) = SymP~*Y (Dx(F., F))),i = n,
and is zero otherwise. Similarly,
H' (Sym?y, (A'[Dx] (05, Fo, p30%)) = Syl (A[Dx] (0% Fu, D' (0 Fu)®A(AB0 wx)).

In coordinates, represent P € Dx (F,,Ox) as
P =3 (P(a)-- Pi()o,
a

where R := 25;11 rank(F;). For each j = 1,...,k — 1 let us denote sections

v(j) € T(Specp (A), pl F).

Operator P defines a free Dx-module on generators v*(j) with A = 1,...,rank(Fj) for
each j =1,...,k— 1. In other words, we have a free left Dx-module

k—1rank(F})

(—B (—B DX [ ] ’U)\ (])

j=1 A1
These variables v*(j) are viewed as tuples v*(j)(x,u2) for A = 1,...,rank(F};), and the
Dx-action is interpreted as coordinates

0" e v*(j) = D™ (v(j)) = v}(j) € D(Specpy (AY), T~ (pi Fy)).
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Proposition 2.10. 7 (p% F,) defines a vector Dx-bundle over Specp, (AY) (equiv. a
vector A [Dx]-bundle) by setting

Vae(Fa) i= V4 (T (03 F)) 1= Speeny (Sym®e (77 (0 L),
and where O(?w(pjoF.)) has the structure of both a commutative Dx-algebra and an
Al-algebra via the structure map v : V 4(F.) — Specp, (A°).
Proof. Note that f = f(z,ug,v}(j)) € O(j (pk F.)) so the algebra structure
O(T " W5F) ®O(T (W FY) — O(T " (03 F)).

is determined by the obvious rule on derivatives of variables i.e. functions of u2,v}(5)
and u;, UT /(j) for each a, A, j give functions of ul, ,,v 7)_‘ ++(J). The Dx-structure is given

by total derivatives again, by the extended action,

(

Dx « O(T " (pF) = O(T " (P FV)), 65 e | = Dilf),
with D; := 0; + Ug i Oug + U7>—\+i(j)av7>.‘(j)'

2.2. Local Calculus. For a Dy-algebra A, there is an A[DY’]-module

(2.15) O4 = (QY4)" = Hom 4p ] (Q4, A[Dx]).

with 9}4 given by a D-linear Kahler construction. It is isomorphic in for D-smooth
algebras (like the jet case) to A[Dx]| ®.a4 pk Q}E/X, and its A[Dx]-module rank is equal
to the @g-module rank of Q1 E/X

Local vector fields are derivations of Jet™(Op) or a more general A € CAlgp, as
Dx-linear derivations,

(2.16) Derp, (A, —) := Der(A, —) n Homp, (A, —).

Put Derp, (A) := Derp, (A, A) and denote the sheaf associated to the presheaf Derp, (A)
by Derp, (A). For an open subset U of X with embedding j: U — X,

Derp, (A)(U) :== {2 : j*A— j*A[D(P e fy) = PeD(fu), fuej*A PeDy},

where © moreover satisfy the obvious Leibniz rule and j* = j~!, as usual for D-module

pull-backs for open embeddings.

Proposition 2.11. If A = Jet™(Op) is an algebraic jet D-algebra there are isomorphisms
Derp, —alg(A, A) = Deroy, —a1g(Og, A). Derivations are naturally filtered by F*Der(A) :=
Der(fk.A) for k = 0. In particular, if E = X x M then Derp, _a1g(A, A) = Oy ®o,, A.

By Proposition 2.11 one has F*Derp,, (A, .A) =~ Derpy—Alg ((’)E, F A).
If Y = Specp, (A), is an algebraic jet D-scheme with projection 7y : Y — E there is
an isomorphism of A"[D’]-modules, © 4 — (773‘070@E/X) ®uar A [DY].
In coordinates, they look like
rank(E)

(2.17) Z (2, u, ug) aéa € m,Om/x, X" €A,

while D¢ = > 906 = € Derpy (A, A).

Example 2.12. Consider the bundle £ = R x R — X := R with fiber coordinates
(t,u) and base coordinate t. Then, ©p/x is spanned by 0, with pull-back A-module
50p/x ~ A[dy]. The map 750 5/x — O 4 sends
0 - 0
§ 1= flz,u,u0) 5 = D¢ 1= ; (D (f))%-

u

The D-action is through Dy := at + Zn>0 unﬂas , where u,, := S5¢.

Remark 2.13. Following standard terminology, vector fields D¢ associated to sections
(2.17) are called evolutionary derivations.
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When A is Dx-smooth, we have a natural bi-duality isomorphism
9,14 — Hom 4- (D] (@A, A" [Dgf]).

Forgetting the Dx-module structure i.e. viewing Q}A as a A’“module, there is a natural
O-linear isomorphism of O-modules Q}A 0~ Q}4 and one way to interpret the D-module

structure induced on Q}4 is coming from a section of the natural projection Q,IA c

Q}A/X.8 Put Q% := /\:Q}A, taken in the category of A‘[Dx]-modules. In coordinates
(c.f. Example 2.12) for the trivial rank m bundle, a basis for Q}A is given by Cartan forms
wg = dug + 37 ug g da.

A D-linear calculus can be obtained but we do not elaborate it in full detail here,
choosing only to give one example construction.
Consider an Ox-linear derivation of @O with values in A¢, denoted ¥ = V* ® fa-

There is a natural Ox-linear insertion operation ¢(Y")
(2.18) WY) : Qp/x — Jet™ ( *E/X), WY )(w) = (=) fripaw.

The image of (2.18) lies in 7} Q7 /X0 and by the universal property of algebraic jet functors
gives a Dx-linear derivation vp, (Y), of Jet™ (Q*E/X)’ such that

{Dx (Y)|QE/XCJetw(QE/X) = L(Y)
We obtain a map tp(Y) : Jet™ (Q*E/X) — Jet® (Q*E/X), defined by

P(z,0,) @w — (=1)PIYIP(2.0,) @ u(Y)w, PeDx.

More generally there are D-linear maps tp(Y1,...,Ys) := tp(Y1) o ... 0up(Yy).

Since A is in particular an Ox-algebra consider /\Z,) 9}4, with induced filtration
X
FrQe = /\ZDX Qlf,u, and consider Q7 := Q*(E)/m*(2%), and the Ox-linear differen-
tial d : QJ.E/X — QE; It injects into Jet™ (Q;E/X
Dx-linear derivation

) and by Proposition 2.11 there exists a

dOO : Jetw( .E/X) — Jetw( .E'/X)’ with dOO‘Q.E/XCJetw(QE/X) =d.

Since d> = 0 we have d2, = 0, and Jet™ (Q;E/X

mutative algebra. One may show that Q% =~ Jet™ (Q;E /X)’ is both an isomorphism of

) is naturally a differential graded com-

dg-algebras and A’-modules. This can be seen, for instance, by using the sequence

1 1 1
0= peQg/x = Lspecp(a)/x = Lopecp(aye = 0-

If Q}A is locally of finite A[D]-presentation, for example if A is D-smooth, there are

operations

evy : QY R OY — ALA, coevs : Ay A — B4 RO

The local Lie bracket [—, —] : O 4XIO 4 — A,O 4, induces a 1-shifted local Poisson bracket

{= =} SymZ(©.4[1]) B Sym(Oa[1]) — AuSyml ™ (O.4[1]).
Finally, there is a natural local Lie derivative operation £ : © 4K.A" — A A", in DY -

modules. These make @a into a local Lie algebroid over A whose bracket is locally
completely determined on elements ¢ = ¢*d, and ¥ € 1)? dp by functions
P O
[p, 9] = Z[%]?a—a o5 a Pels = (Dx)s o (¢7).
uO' uO'
All constructions carry over to arbitrary algebraic D-spaces X, due to their étale local
nature. That is, taking Q}4 as the local model on affine Dx-schemes U = Specp, (A),
then define 1-forms on any functor X by specifying for every morphism z : ha - X

8i.e. as an Ehresmann connection.
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a l-form [z*w] € Qlljx such that for all morphisms f : x — y (over X) i.e. commuting
diagrams,

ha 2 X

lf % then f*[y*w] = [z*w].

hi,
Proceeding similarly one may define differential p-forms on spaces X, for p > 1.

2.2.1. The Dx-linear derived de Rham differential. The homotopical analogs of 1-forms
as defined in [16, 17| are obtained via taking derived functors,

LQl(—) : Ho(cdga%?{A/) — Ho(dgp, (A)).

One may then set Tg := D%" (LQj).
The Dx-linear derived de Rham differential can be straightforwardly defined using
local operations (2.2). It is the element in RP[*I] (.A, LQ}4), satisfying the obvious graded

Leibniz rule. In particular, it is the universal graded derivation (respecting all internal
cohomological differentials) from A to the dg-A[D]-module LQ!; which is additionally
D-linear. For the case of free D-algebras, it is simple. Namely, consider Lree,r) =

Freep (M) ® M as an object of Freep(M) — dgp, . View Free},(M) by omitting the 0-th

component and so the corresponding (derived) de Rham differential dgp : Freel,(M) —
Freep(M) ® M.

2.3. De Rham Algebras. We now extend the D-linear construction of Kéhler forms, or
better yet the D-geometric cotangent complex, to its full (derived D-geometric) de Rham
algebra.

Essentially, the object DRP(A) we describe is the de Rham complex with coefficients
in the universal complex of integral forms Z, x (RHomp of the Berezinian complex) if X
is a super-variety [21], or in the de Rham algebra Q% of X, in the even case.

Remark 2.14. We do not discuss any details about the super-setting, but mention it only
due to its physical relevance in modelling super-symmetric field theories via D-geometry.

The variational de Rham complex of A’ is the D-de Rham algebra for the underlying
A[Dx]-module Q% = Sym(QY[1]) (décalage).
We will omit the explicit pull-back via po, for objects living over X, for simplicity.

Definition 2.15. Fix a left A[Dx]-module M. The de Rham complex of M (over A) is
DRA(M) = (A®o0y wx) ®lge Dy M,

with obvious replacements of canonical sheaf with sheaves of integral forms when X is a
super-variety. In this case the D-geometric de Rham algebra of A’ is

(2.19) DRP(A) := DR3, (A) = (Z.,x ®oy Dx[n]) ®p, A"
The variational de Rham complex of A is DRV (AY) := DRgX(Qj\).

The (central) de Rham cohomology (H? of de Rham complex) is
h(M) = Q% ®py M,
and to A[Dx]-modules M is
ha(M) = HO(DRE(M)).

If A is a left Dx-algebra, we can consider the central cohomology of also its right
structure as h"(A) := H"(A" ®p, Ox).

Formation of Kéhler differentials and its subsequent wedge-powers are étale local, Def-
inition 2.15 defines a functor

DR (=) : Comm(Dx — mod)e — cdgapy, .
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The weight p-piece of the variational de Rham algebra is

(2.20) DR""(A")(p) = DR (Q%) = (Z. x ® Dx[n]) ®p, .
If X is an algebraic Dx-space its variational de Rham complex is
DRY(X):=  lim  DR"" (Specp(A")).
Specp (A)—X

We are interested in the associated cohomology spaces, denoted by
h*(DR(A)) := H*(Z. x ® Dx[n] ®" A),

as well as
(2.21) RV (AY) = h* (DRY(AY)) = H* ((Z*,X ®oy Dx[n]) ®p, /\29}4)
Spaces (2.21) are called the variational cohomologies of A.

Proposition 2.16. Suppose that A’ := Jet® (O%lg) for a morphism of locally ringed
spaces (E,Og) — (X,O0x). Then:

(1) h%2r(A9(0) = H (wx @, AY) = wx ®py A’, (in degree n);
(2) O (A)(1) = h(@L) = Homypp (5! @ 0.4, A)

The homotopical bi-complex, rather its derived description, is to be denoted by either
LDR""(—) or simply Var (as in Sect. 4) and is obtained by the functor

Symg o LQY () : Ho(cdga%?{A/) — Ho(dgp, (A)) — Ho(cdga%?(i(/),
where Sym 4 is the derived symmetric algebra functor, given in the usual way:
Symy(—) = (—)n, o ®3" : Ho(dgp, (A)) — Ho(dgp, (A)),
e.g. Sym%(M®) ~ (QM @4 QM)s,, with Q the cofibrant replacement functor.

Proposition 2.17. For all p > 0, the functor Sym’(—) : dgp, (A) — dgp, (A), pre-
serves quasi-isomorphisms between cofibrant A[Dx |-modules.

The co-functor arising from Proposition 2.17 is denoted as usual Sym?. We have that,

(2:22) DRs(Sym(LOQ[1])) ~ phwx ®lhgp, Sym(Lp[1) = phwx lgny /\ Ls,
where the wedge is necessarily understood in the derived sense and po, : Specp(A) — X
is the structure projection.

We now globally extend (2.2). Namely, let Y be an algebraic D x-space flat over X.
There is a complex of left Oy[Dx |-modules,

DR(Y/X) = (DDRI(Y/X), DRI(Y/X):= 0.

Passing to D°P-modules produces a complex of sheaves h(DR(H /X )) on the étale site of
Y.
Viewed as a Dx-module we can take the D-module de Rham complex:
1
(2.23) DRX(DR(H/X)) ~ [OyﬁQéH...HQ{;HQ{;-’_ —>]

The right-hand side of (2.23) is Qfj and the components of dy corresponding to DRx
and DR(Y/X) are to be denoted dy := dx, and d” := dy,x, and are referred to as the
‘horizontal’ and ‘vertical’ components, respectively.

The D-connection induces a splitting € ~ Qé/X ® p*QL with QF ~ Dpigen QZ/X ®
p*Q%, so that

Oy x ® P

Q’Q/X@)p*ﬁgél Q{;E ®p*Q,
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giving a clear realization of the D-module analog of the bi-complex. Fixing a classical
solution ¢ : X — Specp(A) we obtain a complex of Dx-modules QD*L:A/OX' The corre-

sponding de Rham complex is
DRx(¢*LYyj0,) = @ QX" LY, , Dar:=di 4.
1=p+q
It is the total complex of the double complex whose (p, ¢)-term is Qg(x P ®<p*]L’34 0% with
differentials df := (—=1)9xV?, and d} := dj, ® id. If X is a super-variety:

DR (o*1L%) := (In—m—*,X R0y ’DX) ®%X o*LY,
For example, consider the free derived D-algebra (2.2.1). Then A ~ Freep, (M?*) for
a coherent D-module M and we have that
L] d L[] L[]
DRx (¢"Lireen, (mey0x) = D QY P ® ¢* (Freep(M®) ®o, M®)".
i=p+q
Proposition 2.18. Suppose Y is an algebraic Dx-space, flat over X for which Qé/x 18
a vector D-bundle on'Y. Then H° (DRX(QQ/X)) =0, for all i > 0 and H°(DRx(Oy)) =
HO(DR(Y)).

Proof. Note that Qfd /X is a direct summand of induced D-modules for ¢ > 0. Then,
since f € Oy such that dy(f) < Qé/x c Qf, with dx(dyf) = 0, we have dyf €

H°(DRx(yx)). Thus dyf = 0. O

Truncating our complexes produces a sheaf parameterizing closed Cartan 2-forms on
Y. Indeed, consider the complex of sheaves,

E* := 75%021h(DR(Y/X)).

It is a 2-term subcomplex with terms, h(Qé/X), and ker (h(d") : h(Qé/X

Proposition 2.19. Complex E°® is isomorphic to the single sheaf complex of sheaves
h( ) — h(Q?A/X)Cl. It determines a sheaf of Picard groupoids on the étale site of Y.

) — h(QfQ/X))'

1
¥/X

The sheaf h(Q; / )< is the sheaf of closed 2-forms with respect to the vertical differen-
tial.

2.3.1. Characteristic Classes. One of the many uses of understanding the global coho-
mology of D-spaces via the bi-complex is that we may extract interesting cohomological
invariants.

Proposition 2.20. Suppose that'y is an étale local D-space of finite presentation. Then
for any vector Dx-bundle V on'Y, there is a well-defined sequence of characteristic classes,

chy (V) e H* (Y., h(DR?(Y/X)),p = 0.

Proof. Let Yo — Y be a D-étale hypercover with U, — X an étale hypercover of X, such
that Yg ~ (JUs,, with U, = Specp, (Ag,).

This data consists of morphisms of simplicial Dx-spaces, @, : Us — Yo — Y, which, by
choosing a chart {U,} amounts to: a collection of morphisms of Dy, -schemes specified
by (¢a) together with morphisms of Dy, x yu,-schemes (1bq5) for pairs of indices such
that 1,5 connects ¢q |, x xUs with glu, « xUs and satisfies cocycle conditions on higher
overlaps.

By our assumptions we may represent Y via its totalization Y ~ Tot(Y,) of the simplicial
affine D-scheme determined by Y, = Specp(AL,), where AL ~ Symf, (M, [1]) is the n-
simplex of a simplicial object in smooth commutative D-algebras [17, Proposition 3.30—
3.32]. In particular each M,, is a coherent Dx-module.

Consider the sub-complex

DRZ7(4/X) i= [ = O — -] = DR(Y/X),

and consider the complex Cj v of Cech cochains with coefficients in h(DRZ(Y/X)).
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For all ¢ > 0, one has that
and that H*(Cy/x) = RI'(Ye, (DR (Y/X)). Our goal is to assign to the datum of a
vector Dx-bundle V on Y, a sequence of characteristic classes,
chD (V) € HP* (Yo, h(DRZP(Y/X)),p = 0.
Considering the projection
DRx (DRZ?(Y/X)) — h(DRZP(Y/X))[-1],

one can see it is a quasi-isomorphism for all p > 0. Moreover unless p = k = 0, there are
identifications

H* (Yo, DRx(DR®P(Y/X)) ~ HF1(Y, (DRZP(Y/X)).
If V ~ F®Dx corresponds to a Oy[Dx]-module with F a vector bundle on Y, the classes
chE(V) admit a simpler description in terms of the usual Chern classes in de Rham
cohomology of Y for F i.e. ch,(F) e H? (Y, DR; P). The first observation being that the
product of forms endows H?2*(Y, DR? *), with a graded commutative algebra structure.”

Natural embeddings DR?DJrl c DRx(DRZ?,) DR} furnish a map

¥/X
H?*2(Y,DR;7™) — H**2(Y, DRx (DRTy)) = H** (Y, h(DRJT)).
Then, the image of ch,(F) by H?(Y, Dlep) — R%a,(Y), is the desired class, where
ay : Y — pt. O

Aspects of Secondary Calculus in algebraic D-geometry. The Dx-module struc-
tures on sheaves of local 1-forms and vector fields induce, for a Dx-smooth scheme
Specp(A) a complex of A‘[Dx]-modules, for each s,p = 0 :

(2.24) DRA(/\" 24 ®4 A\"04) = (A®wx) Qhgp, (/\ 2@ /\'O%),

where we used notation of Definition 2.15. Elements of the complex (2.24) are called
Dx-geometric (or local) form-valued multivector fields of type [p, s].

Note that we must take the leftified module @a. In particular, we may consider the
variational de Rham complex with coefficients in multivectors (omitting the explicit pull-
back p¥ ).

Definition 2.21. The complex of variational form-valued multivector fields is
DRV (A% A*0Y) := (T x ® Dx[n]) @b, (V5 @4 A*O4).

Multivector fields play an important role in the Hamiltonian formalism of PDEs and
while a more detailed study will be discussed elsewhere we give just one example.

Example 2.22. Consider the D-algebra of differential polynomials in m variables u!, ..., u™.

That is, polynomials in variables u$ e.g. of the form

k
f(ua,US) = Z fOé10'17---704k0'k H ugJ]
j=1

k=0

The space of k = |I|-fold Dx-polyvector fields is given by
(2.25) OF 1= Hom yp i (2B, AL ).
When A = R[u%] is the free R[d]-module of differential polynomials for any A[Dx]-

o

module M, one has that AS:I)M is given by M ®gg) R[01, ..., 0], and (2.25) is

HOHIA@R[(?L...,(?H‘] ((Q:Ll)@u‘aA ®R[6] R[ala R a|I|]) :

9The so-called ‘Secondary wedge product’ [23].
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For instance 7 € @E] defines a skew-symmetric map  : Q}A ® Q}A - A ®R[5] R[gl, 52],

which can be evaluated on basis 1-forms, written as
I3
W(W?’HT) = W?E @Dy fhfzalla;’ ngafhlz €A,

~ i N . .
with ¢; :=C (8{2) given by the Dx-action. Local Lie bracket on vector fields extends to
the (variational) Schouten #-bracket of (shifted) multi-vectors

[ 1% : Pol*(A’, p) B Pol* (A", p) — AsPol* (A’ p)[~1 — p].

The space (2.24) is naturally bi-graded:
DR (A4 @4 /\'04%) = D P DR (A QL @4 N\'OY).
s=0p=0
We may suitably interpret the variational p-multivector valued differential s-forms as
the weight s-component of the variational de Rham complex (2.15). In other words, put

(2.26) DR*" (A)(s) := DRG(2),
and with coefficients in the A‘[Dx]-module /\p@ A, a class in

j,0-var (.AZ)(S,p) = p0 (DRB (/\th ®A /\p®f4)> )

is a variational (also called functional/secondary) p-vector valued s-form on Specp(A).
We are interested further in the entire central cohomology space:

BT (AL (x, %) 1= ) B (AY) (s, p).

S7p

A variational vector field is thus an element of h%va"(A%)(0,1).

Proposition 2.23. Suppose that X is an even variety, that is of dimension n|0. Then
there is an isomorphism of kx-modules RV (A%)(0,1) =~ wx ®p, O4.

Proof. 1t suffices to notice that h%¥(A%)(0,1) = H°(DR""(A)(0)) ®4 ©.4 which by
Proposition 2.16 is given by (wx ®py AY)[n] ®4 O ~ wx ®p, O4. O

When 7 : E — X is a bundle, H < Sect(X, F) is a sub-space of solution sections
defining a D-algebraic PDE i.e. D-ideal Zy < Jet™(E), whose D-space of solutions is
Specp(B := O(Jet™(F))/Zx), it is possible to show that there exists natural pairings
on Hy .(X) x h*(B*)(s,p) with values in QF, ® A*Ty, for s,p > 0. Going through their
construction is outside the scope of the paper, but can be obtained by following the ideas
we present here for s = 0,p > 0.

Proposition 2.24. Let (7, H,B) be as above. Then for all p = 0 there exists a natural
pairing
Hy o X) x 1*(BY)(p,0) — D, (K,w) = A,

where Ak, is defined for each open subset U of X by its values on U-parameterized
sections sy € Sectg (X, E)(U) € Hom(X x U, E), with support in K, by Ak o(su) :=
§o (oo (o, ) *w € ).

If Sol(Z) c Sect(X, E) is the non-local solution space corresponding to a D-smooth
algebraic non-linear PDE (2.6) with Sol(Z) = {s € Sect(X, E)|jx(s)*u = 0,u € T}, then

Hy o(X) x h*=X(B") — Maps(Sol(Z), k),
is a well-defined integration pairing defined in the same way c.f. (1.2).

Variational structures on Ranx. For every I € fSet, with cardinality |I| consider

X! := X x ... x X with projection onto the i’th factor as p; : X! — X. Suppose that
volx (z1) is a volume form around a point o} = (z},...,27) in the first copy of X in X7.
Assume the same for volx (z) for each i = 1,...,|I], and that z; # ;.

The volume form on X7 is

Volxi(z1, 22, ..., 27) == pIvolx (1) A ... A pjvolx (z1)).
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For instance, in the case of a complex curve C' we have a line bundle det(k!), with an
Aut(])-action via the sign character. There is a canonical Aut([)-invariant isomorphism
wi' @ det(k!) — wer given by
91 . 9|]| ® (62‘1 VANISRSRVAN eim) Hp;"ﬂil VANSRSRVAN p;"ll‘&-m,
where 0; € we and {i1,...,i|7} is a total ordering on I with {e;} the standard basis of kL.
This holds for more general varieties i.e. we may identify wyr with wx X... Xwx.
Suppose that N is g DRany-module and M is a Dprgp, -module supported along

the main diagonal. In particular, each M® is a Dy;-module, and one considers its de
Rham complex over Ranx

(2.27) DR (NRan) = {N(I) ®Hﬁxl MI}IEfSet'
This works in the (o0, 1)-categorical setting. That is, (2.27) defines an co-functor
DR (=) : Mod(DRrany ) — Shv(Ranx),

to the co—category of (co)sheaves of vector spaces on Ranx.
Using (2.27) we may straightforwardly extend (2.15) by setting

DRRany W) i= {(Z, x1 ®0,; Dxr[Tldx]) ®5 , N} epser

i.e. a collection of {DRgxl (M)} e pser- When M is a Dy-module supported on the main
diagonal then

ORFan (M) = { 2 0, D) 1] im0 &, M|
IefSet

3. DE RHAM ALGEBRAS OF SOLUTION SPACES

In the previous section we discussed de Rham algebras for objects of classical Dx-
prestacks PStkx (Dx) = Fun(CAlgy(Dx), Spc). In this section we do it homotopy coher-
ently (see [17, Thm. 3.57]) based on the (0, 1)-categorical equivalence

(31) PreSth(DX) ~ PreStk/XdR.
It is related to the classical formulation by noticing the obvious fully-faithful embedding
1: Psth(Dx) — dPSth(Dx),

into a model category of derived prestacks has a right-adjoint Quillen functor i* so by
considering its right-derived functor Ri* : Ho(dPStkx(Dx)) — Ho(PStkx(Dx)), there
is a fully-faithful left adjoint Liy (via Kan extension) acting on classical D-prestacks by

LiySolp(A) ~ RSolp(iA),
where iA the D-algebra viewed as a derived object in cohomological degree zero.
The ‘de Rham side’ of (3.1). Let pgrx : X — Xgr and consider an X p-stack Y
such that its cotangent complex exists. Let Ly, x, . be the relative cotangent complex
and consider the map 7 : pjp x(¥Y) — X and global functions O(p:‘m XH). Consider the

push-forward sheaf n*O(p:‘lR X‘d). By pull-back, pjir yLy/x,,, is an object of the (o0, 1)-
category

1:0 (i x¥) — Mod(Dx) ~ Mod(Ax ® Dx),

where we have put Ax := 7.O(pjp¥). Making the necessary assumption that Ly, x,,
is perfect and consequently dualizable, we may take its derived local Verdier dual (c.f.
2.12), given by

(3.2) RMaps (pjip x Ly, x5 1:O (Dir x¥) [Px]) ® W@l

We take (3.2) as the definition of the derived D-geometric tangent complex ']I‘f; IXun of a
derived X p-stack Y.
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The most important example arises via the derived co-jet prestack construction: given
€ € PreStk) y, there is a canonical prestack Jetsgr(€) € PreStk) x,,, thus equipped with a
canonical flat connection, and a pull-back diagram

&
Pip(Jetsin(€)) —2s Jetsiy(€)

(3.3) | l

X — PR Xun

Such objects are interpreted as homotopy co-free derived NLPDEs. A generic derived non-
linear PDE%n sections of £ — X is understood as a suitable (derived) closed sub-stack
Y of Jetsjp(E).

From hereon-out we keep the following standing assumptions referred to by ():

Ee PreStkl/C;gt admits deformation theory relative to X, and R8oLx (p«€) is laft.
*)
Every i : Y — JetsX (&) comes from such & for which R8oL(Y) is laft.

In [17] objects satisfying (*) together with the assumption that all cotangent complexes
exist were said to be D-finitary prestacks. Here existence of cotangents will be implicitly
assumed alongside ().

Then, these conditions tell us that Lg/x exists and pgr«€ admits deformation the-
ory relative to Xyg, (whose deformation theory is obviously trivial). Thus, a relative
cotangent complex exists for Jets¥(€), as a pull-back of L, ¢ /X

If R8oLx(p«€) admits deformation theory, and it does for D-finitary NLPDES, the
induced morphism

RSoL x (i) : RSoL x (Y) — RSoLx (JetsZ(€)),
of laft prestacks possesses a relative cotangent complex, co fib(R@ X(z))

It is also convenient to consider the pull-back diagram in PreStk, x formed by the
comonad Jets%,

L — P

(3.4 l l

Yy —L— JetsPY Jetsk i) JetsGJets% (€)

where p is the induced Jets§-coalgebra map. The object Y% € PreStk /x» defined by (3.4)
may be interpreted as a kind of infinite-prolongation.

3.1. Finiteness Properties. Homotopical finiteness via (eventual) co-connectivity is
necessary for some constructions and required for most proofs. Denote by CAlgx (Dx)S™",
the n-coconnective derived Dx-algebras. The various forgetful functors we use, summa-
rizing some results discussed in [17, Sect. 3.5], is given by the diagram of functors of
(00, 1)-categories:

CAlgy (Dx) 2 CAlgy (Dx)<"

oo

Mod(Dx) —2— Mod(Dx)<"

lF orp lF orp

Mod(Ox) ———+ Mod(Ox)<™

via the truncations and the functors U forgetting algebra structure and Forp forgetting
the connection. Here we have put Mod(Ox) := QCoh(X)<0.

Moreover the homotopy-coherent algebraic jet functor is the left-adjoint to the forgetful
functor U : CAlgy (Dx) — CAlgx (Ox), with CAlgx (Ox) := Comm(QCoh(X)<).

10Defined in [16] and presented in further detail in [17].
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3.1.1. Horizontal jet prestacks. We now adapt the discussion of Subsect. 2.1.1 to the
homotopical setting, making use of Proposition 8.4.
Namely, given Y € PreStkx,,, formation of multi-jets gives a factorization D-space

of horizontal jets Jetsw(H)R‘m such that for each I € fSet and S-point of XéR, a map
x1 : Speqg — X! lifting to a point of Jetsoo(H)I is equivalently the datum of map in

~

MapS/XdR (D$[7dR deR Sa y)
We summarize some useful properties of horizontal jet prestacks.
Proposition 3.1. Consider a D-prestack Yy € PreStk,x .. Then, the following hold:

o There is a tautological equivalence EOO(H)D] ~ Y in PreStk,x,.;
o If'Y € PreStk,x,,, is of the form par+E for some smooth prestack over X then the

prestack of horizontal jets is equivalent to Jets™(E).
By push-forward along ¢* : Jets (Y)! — X1 there is a Dy1-algebra F(Y)! := qi(OEw(%,).

Finally, note that for all I, there exists an ‘evaluation’ map in PreStk /X1
Xjg x RSoL(Y) — Jets” (par+E)".

3.2. Tangent and Cotangent Complexes. We will initiate the description of de Rham
algebras associated to a derived non-linear PDE Y. For this, we need a description of the
various tangent and cotangent complexes.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that Y satisfies (x). Then, for all U-parameterized solutions
wu : U — R8oLx (Y), we have that

T[R&X(H)]w = (I}?:COh (joo(SDU)!T‘é)-

Proof. Consider a U-parameterized solution ¢y : U — R8oL x(Y), which is equivalently
a point ¢y, : U x Xqrp — Y, that we denote by jo (o) : U x Xgr — Y. Recall it appears
in the following diagram

Joo(pu)

m

U x Xgp —R8oLx(Y) x Xgp — 2 Y
(3.5) lqu le
U —"— RSoLx(Y)
Suppose that Y — Xyp is a D-finitary Artin stack. One may show
L[RSoLx (Y)/Xar] = D" (prevy, Ty x,p)-

Since Ly, x, . is assumed to be dualizable, for all solutions, joo(SDU)!Ly/XdR is dualizable
as well. Base-changing via the diagram gives us

. !
(qu)s (Goo (20)) Ty xan = PUP+Vy Ty /X an-

From this diagram it is clear that since Y is D-finitary, both Ly and L(R& X (H))
exists as objects of ProCoh(Y), and for every solution we have

LR&X(%)#’U = SD!ULR&X(W ~ QD!Up!BUEPULy € PI’OCOh(U)

Since X is smooth, these pro-coherent complexes identify with ind-coherent duals e.g.
Ty, is given by DlOc—ver(evprly) with D'°¢=ve" the local Verdier duality,

ProCoh(R&X(‘j) X XdR) ~ |ndCOh(Rﬂx(y) X XdR)Op.
Consequently, our desired object exists and is given by

T[RSoL x (Y)]py = e (Joo (00)' Ty)-
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By a similar argument, one can describe L[Jets;»(E)/Xqr] by considering the natural
diagram
B
U x XW/DWM e
(3.6) J(idu XPdR) l(idxde):W
U x Xap —22%0 5 Jets (€)
Similar reasoning gives that
L[Jetsgr(€)/Xar]| =~ (idjers, (&) X Par), © ev,, Le/x,

as pro-coherent sheaves on Jetsjp(€). We can describe the situation as pro-coherent
sheaves on U x Xyg, via pull-back against an infinite jet of a solution i.e. a point

Joo () € RSoLx (Jetsgi(€)) (U).
Proposition 3.3. For all solutions oy parameterized by a laft affine U € dAfFl/(;?t, there
is an equivalence jon(00) Lyest, (&) = (idy x par)t © By Le x-

By (%), we have RSoL x (p«(€)) is laft, with € admitting deformation theory relative to
Xgr so that RSoL x (ps«€) admits deformation theory.

By our finitary assumptions, L Jets% (&) 18 dualizable, so joo(goU)!]L Jets% (&) 18 dualizable
as well.

Proposition 3.4. The relative cotangent compler Ljes (e)/x 15 equivalent to the dual of
T (s evpr Te).
For this, notice that
Lets (e) = Loyt sersz,(6) = Lets (€)% X =T (mwevy,, Te) .
Indeed, since Jets% (&) is obtained via pull-back and diagram (3.6) induces a morphism
a: cirlpe = Ljetsz(e),

which exhibits ¢jzlL,,¢ as the relative cotangent complex for L Jets2 (e), Where cqp arises
as in (3.3). Note cgp : Jets$ (&) — p.&. Put

Ljetsz (&) /pae = Cone(a).
3.2.1. Functoriality statements. Given a morphism g : Uy — Us, first of all, set
Liets®, (&)ps = Joo(20,) Lgersz (¢) € ProCoh(Us x Xgg) i = 1,2.

From (3.6) we have the induced diagram

Beu,

Bog,
$1 0 €
/Ux/xﬂ/ JetsTh(€) x x,n X 3
! vJL >‘”¢u\
Us x X e Jetsin (&) xx,0 X ———2—
(3.7) l _
“ Up % Xun Joo(puy) JetS?R(E)
% jw“aUZ) b %
Us x Xgr Jetst(E)

where we have set ¢; := idy, xpfl(R Ui x X — U;x Xgg fori = 1,2 and put ¢; := ¢y, xidx
etc. for ease of notation. It is obvious that g : Uy — Us, induces functors

(9 x idx,,)" : IndCoh(Uy x Xggr) — IndCoh(U; x Xyr),
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which moreover generate commutative diagrams via duality operations,

IndCoh(Us x Xyz)°® Z% IndCoh (U, x Xur)

| |

id)}
ProCoh(Us x X4r) (MS" ProCoh(U; x X4g).

Together with (3.7), we obtain a canonical map

.
(g X Zd)Pro]L'JetsifR(«‘i),4,01 - LJetsZOR(E),LpQ-

Taking the limit over all such diagrams, we obtain a global /solution independent object,
that we abusively denoted by

glob L .
IL’JetsgoR(E) T edA}??)l;;Lm LJetS?iOR(S)'
9 [Jets (€)

Now, since IndCoh' is lax symmetric monoidal for the tensor product of sheaves Fy, Fo —
F1 Xl Fa, denote by 0y : U x Xgr — (U x Xgr) x (U x Xg4g), the diagonal embedding.

Proposition 3.5. We have an object Ljersz, (&) ,op ®' Ljetszy (&) v+ @ IndCoh(U x Xqr) ®
IndCoh(U x Xygr), given by of (LJetSZOR(E)7(pU LJetsé@R(E)7ipU).

By Proposition 3.5, there exists an object,

L5otes ()00 € INdCO(U x Xar)®P,

which has very desirable properties in the following sense. On one hand it is generated by
push-forwards of coherent objects in the parameter directions U. Namely, if iy : Z — U
is a closed embedding, denote by j : U\Z < U the affine open compliment. Then there
is a canonical pull-back

Jindcon : IndCoh(U x X4g) — IndCoh(U\Z x Xyg),
<IndCoh

which is moreover t-exact and fully-faithful. It admits a continuous right-adjoint j,
which preserves the sub-categories of compact objects.

On the other hand, it is stable under embedding in the de Rham directions in to smooth
ambient spaces. Namely, if ¢ : X <> X is a closed embedding into a smooth X, there is a
fully-faithful, ¢-exact functor

(9" 2 IndCoh(U x Xgr) — IndCoh(U x Xar),

which admits a continuous right-adjoint and an object M € IndCoh(U x Xg4p) is compact
if and only if "4 (M) is compact.!!

3.2.2. Comonadic Extensions. Consider (3.4) with all objects satisfying (x). Set p? :=
p*p« (i), as the comonadic extension of i : Y — Jets%(&).

Consider the jet-coalgebra comultiplication Ag (3.4) and the associated cofiber se-
quence

!
ASLJets:;; (Jetspe) — ]L'Jets;r; & — ]L'Ag :

Proposition 3.6. Considering Y5 and the space of maps in ind-coherent sheaves on jets
gives an equivalence

Maps (/\pTJets§ (&)/JetsLJetsL(€)» a!p? Op*p*‘éx [n]) = Mapsy}g (Z.!oo/\pTAg s OH? [n]) ’

Proof. By definition, we have by putting Mapsx& to denote the mapping space in pro-
coherent sheaves,

Aj;p*p*(‘éx)(y?;n) = Map&d?(Oyﬁ[_n]’/\pﬂ“‘éi‘é/p*p*‘dx)

1 AP
~ Ma Psy§ (O‘ég} [771]’ Zoo/\ IL‘Jetsgo( (&)/Jets (Jets?(&'))
which then agrees, by using duality, with

1OAD
Ma PSJets (Jets2 (&) (OJetsgo( (JetsQ & [*n]’ p?ﬂ-!zoo/\ LJets§ (&)/JetsZ (Jets R 8)) .

11Making use of Kashiwara’s theorem.
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More exactly, since Yx is D-finitary, so is Y§. By dualizing, which acts, for instance by

IndCoh(Jets;(€))°® —— IndCoh(Y)°P

| |

ProCoh(Jetsjr(€)) —— ProCoh(Y).

we obtain the result, noting that we then pass from pro-coherent to ind-coherent sheaves
and the above is equivalently given via base-change by a morphism

N'Ta, — im0y [n] = AgpOyz[n].
U

3.2.3. A more delicate question concerns when Y € PreStk,y . is obtained from two
(derived) differential operators acting on prestacks i.e. morphisms

(3.8) Fi: parpar«F1 — Q, Fa:pippar«Fa — Q,

with Ey, Eo, Q) € PreStk/x.

Proposition 3.7. Consider (3.8) and suppose that all objects satisfy (x). Set
Y 1= Jetsip Bl X jersr, @ Jetsgr B — Xag-

Then for all U-parameterised solutions oy = (¢1,p2)u with @; the component of the sec-
tion into Jetsyp(E;), i = 1,2, we have that the cotangent complex of R8oL(Y) is equivalent
to

. | | . | | . |

Joo (1, 92) 17 (PT 1 ((ZdJetsz(g) X de) joevy, Lig, /X) Dpray ( (ZdJetstOR(Eg) X PdR) joev,, L, /X)) .
Proof. First note that Y is obtained by the (p}p,Pdr«)-adjunction on morphisms (3.8).
That is, we obtain maps p«F; : psE; — p.Q,7 = 1,2 and may consider the homotopy
fiber product in PreStkx,,

pra
Y~ JetsgpB1 X jersz, @ JetsjgBr —— Jetsjp(Ea)

lpn X} lp* Fa

Jetsin(EY) P+F1 JetsiR(Q),

and with m:=gon:Y — Jetsyp(Q) 4, X4g. Then, there is a diagram,

Ty/x;s — pr iTJetsz(El)/XdR @PT!QTJetsgoR(Eg) — n!TJetsffR(Q)/XdR

! | |

T‘d B prik]LJetsgoR(El) @pT;TJetsz(Eg) — U*TJetsz(Q)

| | |

7T x Ty ®@n*Tx T x

where we may view relative to Xygr over X instead, as it follows from the fact that
0~ p}dR}LXdR — Lx — Lx/x,z, 80 Lx ~ Lx/x,,.- Then, one may observe the result
follows from analog diagram (3.5) via an application of Proposition 3.2. Namely, consider
a U-point of

R8oLx () ~ Maps,x, . (Xar, Jetsjr(E1) X jetsz, (@) Jetsgr(£2)),

with p: RSoL x(Y) x Xqr — RSoLx(Y), one has gplU,olevaLg, from which we may see
L(RSoL x (¥))

12

]c!o (@U)L(JetSSlOREl X JetsTRQ JetSSlOREQ)
|

. | |
Joo (QDU) (priLJetszEl @ pTQLJetszEg) .

12
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The question of whether Y inherits a local shifted structure will therefore depend on
FE;,i = 1,2 and Q as well as properties of the morphisms F;, for instance, if they were
Lagrangian in a suitable differential sense. We illustrate this situation with an example.

3.2.4. Framework for Hamilton-Jacobi systems. Fix a derived Artin stack X and put
v:E:=XxA! - Al where Al is viewed as a derived stack with O(A') = k[t]. Consider
the n-shifted cotangent stack T*[n]X, together with its usual n-shifted (Liouville) 1-form
A and non-degenerate shifted symplectic form w = dggA. Consider two pull-back diagrams
in derived stacks:

Jetsj i [n]X —Z= Alln]  Jets!, [n]X —Z Al[n]
(3'9) lpl J ’ lth l
T*[n]X —— = Tn]X ——— =

From (3.9) we have natural cofiber sequences

pTTT*[n]X - ’]TJets;k1 [n]x — p;TAl[n]a and QTTT[n]X - TJetsll [n]X - q;TAl[n]'
Thus it follows that

LJetsgl [n]x = PiLr#myx @ palaryy), and TJets}v [n]x =~ PITrs[n)x @ 3T a1p,-
Similarly,

LJetskl [n]X = QTLT[n]X S Q;LAl[n]a and TJetsj;l [n]X = QTTT[n]X S Q;TAl[n]'

From these considerations it is clear that the n-shifted 1-form A induces a canonical n-
shifted 1-form i.e. a section ¥ € F(Jetskl [n]X, H"Jetsgl [n]X), given locally by 9 = pi\ —

dqr(pit), where t is of degree n as the coordinate on the shifted affine line.
Consider the pull-back diagram in derived stacks:

Jetshi [n]X x Jets], [n] X " Jets],[n] X

(3.10) lpn l"

Jets) [n] X & E[n]

Composition with standard maps 7 : T*[n]X — X and 7 : T[n]X — X, gives Jets},[n]X —
T*[n]X — X and Jets|, [n]X — T[n]X — X.
Take mapping spaces of sections in derived stacks of diagram (3.10), a section

s = (w,v) € Maps(E, Jets} [n] X x p Jets|, [n] X),

corresponds to w € Maps(E, Jetsy;[n]X) and v € Maps(E, Jetsg1 [n]X). For every L €
(’)(Jetsg1 [n]X), a correspondence in derived stacks:

Iy

N

JetsL1 [n]X Jets), [n]X

together with a map ¢7 : I'y, — Jets),[n]X x Jetsg1 [n] X, subject to additional prop-
erties (e.g. isotropic with additional non-degeneracy conditions corresponding to the
shifted symplectic structure on 1-jet stacks) gives a general framework to pose generalized
Hamilton-Jacobi problems. Namely, such a correspondence acts like a kind of Legendre
transform. Indeed, classically one might take for example I'y, = {(¢t,z,z1,05, L)} with
x1 = Oix. A section s = (v,w) as above solves the HJ-problem if there is a homotopy
iys*\ ~ s*dgrHyp, for some Hj € O(Jetsy,[n]X), for which s factors through ¢y, i.e. s
determines a point in Maps(E,T'z).

The question of non-degeneracy then relies on the existence of underlying shifted sym-
plectic or Poissons structures. In the current setting, this may be seen by applying the
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functor pyrs to (3.10) puts us in the setting of Proposition 3.7 and if X has a rela-
tive d-orientation (see [18]), then the relative (to Jetsj&1 [n]X) mapping space of solutions
inherits a (d — 1)-shifted symplectic structure, by pull-push ¢ along the span:

RSoLx (¥) x Xar

RSolL x (Y) 9.

This is a particular instance of a more general D-geometric transgression procedure,
that we do not go into detail with in this work. We conclude with one observation in this
direction.

Observation 3.1. Consider Y — X,g € PreStkx(Dx), satisfying (x) with moduli of
solutions R8oL x (Y). If Y is endowed with a shifted form w then there is an induced form
WRrsoL Via transgression. For instance, representing

Ty RSoLx (Y) ~ Ras (U x Xag, joo(00)'Ty),
if Y has an n-shifted 2-form 6y, it induces a pairing
Oy : Ty A Ty — Oy[n],
which in turn defines a morphism

Ray(U % Xqr, jo(pv)*Ty) A Ras(U x Xar, joo () Ty) = Rax(U x Xar, Ovxx,p[1])-

Roughly speaking, due to the equivalence of functors,

Rax(U x Xagr,—) =~ Mapsjngcon(tx x0) (OUxXaps —)
Maps|ngcon(t) xIndCoh(Xaz) (OU B O s —)
~  Mapsqcoh(t)@indCoh(X4r) (Ov Mwx, —)
~ RIM™CNT )& RT4(X,—),

where the second factor is the D-module de Rham cohomlogy i.e .
Lar(X, M") = T(X4r, M) = Mapsqcon(x ) (Ox, M),

which by passing to D?-modules, is of the form Maps,gcon(x,,)(Wx,N), where M s
obtained from A by (the inverse of) a natural functor'? IndCoh(X4r) — QCoh(Xyr).

Example 3.8. Let C' be an elliptic curve and X a d-oriented derived Artin stack with
m:E =T*X x C — C the natural projection and consider Y := Jetsjr(T*X). Then Y
is equipped with a Poisson structure, determined by a bi-vector field II € Ty A* Ty, on
RanX. It follows that the corresponding de Rham cohomology I'yr(X, ev’ Ty), identifies
this Poisson structure with the symplectic form on Maps(C, T*X), by the description of
T[Maps(C, T*X)] (see [18])

4. D-GEOMETRIC DERIVED VARIATIONAL DE RHAM ALGEBRA

In this section we exploit (3.1) to give an more explicit presentation of the de Rham
algebras over derived affine D-spaces Specp, (A).

To this end, note the fact that if Y — X is affine, then so is Jetsj,(Y) — Xqr and there
is an identification Y ~ Specp(A?), with A’ € CAlgy (Dx) some eventually co-connective
[17] derived D-algebra.

1210 [11], it is denoted Yx,,,.
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4.1. Shifted Symplectic D-Geometry. The construction of L 4 is compatible with
localization of X and for j € Z, one has Hp,(L o) € Mod(H%(AY)[Dx]). They are also
compatible with étale localization of Specp(A?).

Remark 4.1. If X is quasi-projective one may use a global semi-free resolution of A® to
define L 40 € D(A[Dx]), i.e. as an object of the derived category and exploit naturally
defined local operations (c.f. 2.1).

We may consider the usual derived de Rham algebra construction adapted to our D-
module setting to take values in the complex of integral forms.

Theorem 4.2 (Theorem A (i)). Let X be smooth of dimension dx. Assigning a graded-
mized algebra object in bi-complezes of Dx-modules to a derived Dx-algebra A = (A*,0)
via

A* = DR, (A")[n = p] > D Ty ® Dx[dx] &5 (A’ La)la—p + 1,

q=0
(.

Varqz;l‘,n)
is local on X, satisfies D-étale descent, and is compatible with truncation i.e. the natural
morphism
Varl(A®,n) — holim, Vari(rs "A*),
with 757" as in (3.1) is an equivalence for every q = 0.
Proof. To see that this assignment defines a sheaf of spaces on the co-site of affine derived

D-schemes with respect to the D-étale topology it is enough to see remark that U —
/\pLu satisfies D-étale descent. It indeed defines an co-functor by Proposition 2.17 since

the underlying bi-graded algebra of DRya,(A*) is DRx (Syma(La[—1])(—1)), and put
Vari(A) ~ DRx (Sym%(La[-1])).
For each n we set f, : A — TE_".A, and must prove that the canonical map
vq : Var?(A) — holim DRx (Sym%_n ALz u[=1])),
is an equivalence for all ¢ = 0. For this, use the natural sequence associated to fy,
]L’Tg_n.A/.A[il] b d f:LA —_— L’T’;_n.A’

obtained from the usual cofiber sequence in A®* ® Dx-modules. There is an induced
sequence

Vari(A) — holim DRx (Symz\an(f;’;LA[_ﬂ)) — holim Vari(r5 " A),

=
such that DRx (Sym’__, A( fF¥La[—1])) inherits a natural filtration whose associated
™D

graded pieces are isomorphic to

DRx (Sym%,nA(LTg_nA/A[fQ]) ® Sym%,nA(ILT;_nA[fl])).
We will have succeeded in proving the claim if we can show that

hoiz'm (DRX (Sym%_nA (faLa[-1])) — Varq(TE”.A)> ~ 0.
But since we have equivalences

hoglszarq(q—D "A)~ DRy (hoglzm Sym%—nA(LT§‘”A[ 1])),

for each ¢ = 0, it is enough to prove

hoiim <Symz§_nA(f:LA[1]) — Sym%—nA(Lr§‘”A[1])> ~ 0.

This follows from a standard connectivity argument.

O

Following as in [18], taking realizations of the objects in Proposition 4.2, we obtain a
simplicial set Varf (A).
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Proposition 4.3. There is a well-defined sheaf of spaces given by the functor
Varf(n)(—) : (dAffx(Dx))”” — Spc,
Specp(A®) — Vark (A*,n) := VarP(n)(Specp(A*)).
In what follows we will choose not distinguish with the notations Var?, VarX , hoping

the context will be clear. This D-stack modulates n-shifted p-forms, via Proposition 4.2
and Proposition 4.3 we may put

Var?(Y,n) = Mapspsu . (py) (¥, Var’(n)),
for a general Y in PreStkx (Dx). Analogous to [18], one has an equivalence
(4.1) Var? (Y,n) ~ Maps(Oy, DR (Oy)[n] (p))
The space (4.1) is called the classifying space of variational n-shifted p-forms. Note that
if {fo : U, Sprecp(By) — Y} is an atlas for Y, we have

Ly ®, Ba — Lp, — Lz, /0,

and since Maps in DStkx (D) is defined by right Kan extension from affine D-spaces, one
has

Maps(Y, VarP(n)) =~ Maps(SpfeLcos(oéi?lySpecD(Ba),Varp(n))

holim  Maps(Specp(Ba), VarP(n
sperlim_ ps(Specp(Ba) (n))

holim ~ Var?(Specp(B,),n).
sperolim (Specp(Ba), 1)

12

12

Proposition 4.4. Suppose thaty = Specp, (A®) is an affine derived Dx -prestack which
is homotopically finitely D-presented. Then the space (4.1) is equivalent to the mapping
space in AY[D]-modules:

Maps( A", (Zx« ® Dx[dx]) ®py /\izLA‘ [n]).

Proof. Follows from a standard description of the mapping space of sections Maps(Y, Vy(M)),
of any vector Dx-space over Y as in 2.1.1 and Proposition 2.8. Indeed, observe that for
any 7 : Vy(M) — Y with M perfect and therefore dualizable as an Oy[Dx]-module,
the mapping space in derived Dx-stacks over Y is described for any f : X — Vy(M), by
putting v = 7o f, as

Mapspsik (D) (X, Vy(M)) = Mapsg, (Ox, 7" M).
Indeed, this can be seen from the equivalence
Mapspsticx (D ),y (X V(M) > Mapscaigp o, (Symoy (M), 7:0x),
and using standard adjunctions (2.14). O

We may define closed forms via weighted negative cyclic homology of graded mixed
complexes E°®(x) with their natural map NC"(E*(x)) — E*(*), via projection onto the
first component [18]. We define them as recalled in Subsect.1.6 as cocycles with respect
to the corresponding total differential. A

The difference for us is rather than considering [, /\pHL A[n — i] as the complex
whose underlying graded vector space is the product over all i > 0 of the graded vector
spaces /\pHL Aln — i] with differential dyr + da, we have a bi-complex structure. On
k-forms of cohomological degree n, it reads as

(4.2) Var*(¥,n) ~ PVar®)(Y,n)~ [[ TULA"® AL x[n=(s+7)]).
T8 r=0,5=0
For simplicity, we record (4.2) together with its total differential D = dj, + d,, + J, with

0 the cohomological differential as a definition. Recall that the weight s-piece of the
variational de Rham algebra (c.f. 2.26) applied to Proposition 4.2 is DR;,,,.(Oy)(s).

var
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Definition 4.5. The complex of variational (p, q)-forms on'Y is

Var®0(y) =~ ([ DR}, (Oy)(s)[~r —s])[p +dl.

r=p,s=q

A closed variational (p,q)-form of degree n is an n-coycle in Var®9  with respect to the
total differential,

VarPD (Y n) .= z" (Var(p’q) (Y),D = dp, + dy + ).

Before we make the content of Definition 4.5 explicit, note there are canonical projec-
tions

(4.3) IE Vark(yY) — Var ) (Y),
to the complex of differential (p,¢)-forms as well as tautological projections onto purely

horizontal and vertical complexes

Vark(Y)

TN

Var®0)(y) Var Ok (y).

Supposing that A°® is a cofibrant D-algebra, arising for example from a generically
irregular D-algebra B ~ A/Z of functions (c.f. 2.3), as A* = QB, its cofibrant replacement.
Then the action of the three differentials on the term consisting of (p, ¢)-forms of degree
k (omitting all other arrows) is:

(4.4)
(p,q)—forms of degree k
dp,
p:OQI)]( ® (/\qQIQB)k[Q] — p*goQ’)}(+1 ® (/\qQIQB)k[q]
/
1
P ® (/\q+ Q) +1] d,

1
PR @ (A" Qe + 1]

From (4.4) it is clear the natural bi-graded algebra multiplication on the cohomologically
graded object of variational (p, ¢)-forms:

VarPra)(Y) x YarPa2) (Y) — YarPrivaata) iy,

acts on homogeneous graded components of cohomological degreees, say ki, ko for a cofi-
brant D-algebra A by

DRY (A1) [a1]) x DRY (A®Q4)"*[g2]) — DRE P2 (A1 2QL)F+E2[g) + go].

We can now state the second half of Theorem A, pertaining to the description of the
‘key’ of forms and the homotopy-coherent data necessary for their closure in the totalized
complex.

In the following, we also will use the notation LQ®"4 () to mean DR (AILQY)*(q]),

for a not necessarilly cofibrant D-algebra, to emphasize this is a derived analog of the
(p, g¢)-component of the usual variational bi-complex.

Proposition 4.6 (Theorem A (ii)). A cohomological degree N differential (p,q)-form
0= (00D ) e Var®P9(y),

is a formal sequence of elements 95\2’8) e LO") (Y)ng, with leading term 9%)’(1) e LQPD (Y)
with all others coming from:

LOQPHLD (Y1 x LQPTH ()1, LQPH2D (Y)n_p x LQPHLHD (Y)n 5 x LQPI2)(Y)N s,
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such that P9 = 0 for possible infinitely many £ = p + q. A generic generic degree
k-component comes from

LQ(pHc,q) (‘é)ka « LQ(p+k_1’q+1)(1j)N,k NI, LQ(p+1’q+k_l)(H)N7k % ]LQ(p"”k)(‘j)N,k.

In other words, a cohomological degree N differential n-form on Y, understood as an
element of HY (Var”(’é)) amounts to a semi-infinite sequence given by a formal sum of
cohomological (p, q)-forms for which p + ¢ = n.

Two (p, q)-forms of cohomological degree N < 0, say 795\];’(1), 1%\1;"1) e QP with 519%"1) =

var,N
5735\1;"1) =01in Qg;f)N 41 are naive-equivalent if there exists some aggf)l € Qiz’z)Nq such
that
ﬁg\;;,q) B &va(p,q) _ 50‘5%1-

Proposition 4.7 (Theorem A (iii)). Consider Proposition (4.6). Then a cohomological
degree N differential (p,q)-form ¥ is closed in the sense of Definition 4.5 i.e.

9= @O0y e ZNVar®D(Y), D = dy +dy +6),p=1,...,dx,q >0,
if it satisfies

5(0%7) = 0 € LQPD (Y)n1,

and the further homotopy-coherent system of relations:
"% 1+ 500 = 0 in LQPHD (Y),
dp%? + 608D — 0 in LQETLD (Y)y;
dU %t 4 5009 = 0 in LQPI) (Y)n_q,
88+ @@ 660 Y = 0 i LQPHLD (Y)n_y,

o dpf T £ 5pPT2D — () in LOEH20 (Y)N_g;
e cic.

and so on.

Suppose that A is a cofibrant differential graded Dx-algebra. Taking connected com-
ponents of the spaces of shifted forms gives

HO (] [9% 0 — i, Dar) = H™(] [ "' [i], Dar)-

i=0 i=0
One may say that a closed Cartan form of cohomological degree n, with p = 0,n < 0
is thus a sequence w = (wo,wl,wz,...) of forms, where w’ € QP+(A)"~* for each i =
0,1,2,... such that: dw® = 0 € QP(A)"" dypw® + dw' = 0 in QPT1(A)" and similarly
that dgpw! +dw? = 0in QP+ (4)"~1 and so on. The homotopy coherent data for w to be
closed as an expression for Dyp-closedeness is written as Dgp(w) = 0, i.e. dgpw’+dw't! =
0, in QPHHL( A= § > 0. Furthermore, there exists the usual Hodge filtration, this time
on bi-complexes:

FhroageDRP (A) 1= DRP(A)ZP[—p] = [ — Q7 — ],

where the shift indicates we have placed Q& in degree 0. This is compatible with our
homotopy-theoretic notions of equivalence. Indeed, if f : A — B is a weak-equivalence
of cofibrant derived Dx-algebras, then Q& — QI;; is a weak-equivalence for all p and so
there is an induced weak-equivalence between de Rham algebras.

One then has the complex of n-shifted pre-symplectic forms on Specp(A®) is a trun-
cation of the [ [-totalization

Totl L (FPLO% [0 + 2]).
A D-geometric local symplectic form on a cofibrant replacement D-algebra A® := QB —

B associated to a sequence (2.3) can be defined as a 2-form 92 of degree N as in Proposition
(4.7), corresponding to a homotopy class of

HN*X(Tot FPLOg) ~ HN2(TotQZ[p)),
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which is non-degenerate in the sense that the map
EX%B@DX (nga QB®Dx)" — H_i_N(QbB)a

induced by the contraction with the leading term 9]2\, e H N (Qg2 ) s an equivalence. We
have taken homotopy groups of mapping spaces in the (00, 1)-category Mod(A[Dx]) i.e.

T (RMapSA['DX] (]L.A’a 7)) = EXt;\T:'DX] (]L.A” 7) € HO(ngX ("4))

There is a corresponding sub-simplicial set of Var? consisting of non-degenerate 2-forms,
Var?"4(A®, N) but a more relevant object obtained from (4.3), is Var(@x:2)nd,

4.1.1. Secondary differential forms as homotopy groups. We have an interpretation of
Secondary differential forms on the space of solutions to a classical Dx-PDE as in Propo-
sition in terms of spaces 4.5. Namely, if If Y is a classical Dx-prestack corresponding to
the jet-construction, considering Proposition 4.4 we compute homotopy groups (c.f. [18])
to see the D-prestacks Var? < (A, n) for every n = 0 are n-truncated'®, and

(Varp’d(Specpx (A),0) ~ Hom(A, Qﬁl’d) = I'(Specpy (A), Qﬁd)’

as the ‘usual’ closed p-forms on Specp(A).
Furthermore, if Y is affine D-smooth and classical (structure D-algebra is in degree
zero) then for all 0 < i < n — 1 we have

e (Varp’d(‘d,n)) ~ hp+"_i(DRvar(.A€)) ~ Hp+"_i(Q§( ® /\pQ}L\),

recovering w;‘ole(X Dy /\th in degree p+n — 1.
Proposition 4.7 is consistent with well-known facts coming from geometry of jet-spaces.

Proposition 4.8. Let E — X be vector bundle over a manifold X with dim(X) = dx.
Then, JetsS (E) carries a natural 0-shifted (dx — 1,2)-form, for every choice of element
in O(Jets$(E))".

Proof. This is evident via the usual prescription of the pre-symplectic form on the jet-
space of any fibered manifold (see [1] for a classical statement), that is easily adapted to
our situation. U

4.2. Derived Variational de Rham Algebra. We use the tool of negative cyclic ho-
mology to define a totalization of the derived tri-complex, whose three directions corre-
sponding to the differentials dj,,d" and the internal cohomological differential d 4, cor-
responding to a triple grading (p,q;n) € N x Z, x Z_ corresponding to: a horizontal
i.e. p-direction, concentrated in degrees [0,dx], the vertical/jet/Cartan direction i.e.
g-direction concentrated in degrees [0, 0], and the internal/derived direction n, concen-
trated in degrees!? [—o0,0]. In stacky situations, there are also connective degrees i.e.
[—n,m] for some m € Z.

13This means as a D-prestack they take values in the full-subcategory of spaces Spc.,, < Spc i.e.
spaces for which each connected component Sy is such that 7=, (So) = 0, for every £ > n.
we often impose some connectivity /finiteness conditions e.g. eventually co-connectivity so there

exists some n for which all cohomologies in lower degrees vanish i.e. we only have concentration in
[77’L, 0] .
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(4.5)
T ) @\j?\s o d\7?\$ ot d
— Var@fF ) - Var(f;r @b s Var(fl+ al)
— 3 s
e A QN L. LS S o ) o o Var((]p+2'q .
d1 J J
T P al T do

X d 1, Y1 d +2,
ce— Var@lq) i Vm‘(p;r D |4, Var&pl D,

T
(p,9) d d (()p+l,q) dp, g

, +2,
= Vard? ———— 2 Var Var(()p D,

The variational tri-complex (4.5) is shown such that each face is itself a variational
bicomplex of a fixed cohomological degree (degrees ---,—1,0 are shown), where the
‘derived directions’ come out of the page. If the derived D-algebra is concentrated in non-
positive degrees, then it terminates in degree 0. Moreover, the horizontal arrows continue
until we hit the dimension of X i.e. p = dx, and the vertical arrows are coming from
q = 0, and continue downward. The so-called ‘jet-direction’ is unbounded e.g.

dy : Varr(l*’*) — Van(l*’qﬂ),q > 0.
In other words we have a sequence of variational bicomplexes
(4.6) o L (Y)_y M L9 () B LOE (Y) - 0,
induced by the internal differential, where the cohomological degree —i term is explicitly

decomposed via

p=dx )
LO*H(Y) s~ @ ALyl ® phQk, i€ Zy.

q=0,p=1
Given a non-linear PDE ¢ : Y — p*p,.E, the sequence of variational bicomplexes (4.6)

recieves a morphism from the sequence of ‘free’ variational bicomplexes.

Proposition 4.9. There is a morphisms of complexes of variational bicomplexes:

C— L*LQ(*’*)(p*p*E),z _da, L*LQ(*7*)(p*p*E),1 _da, L*LQ(*’*)(p*p*E)O

[ [ [

e S LOGEN(Y) s LOO) (Y)_q __ 4 LQE) (Y)g

Proposition 4.9 is obtained via the obvious morphism induced by ¢*Lp«,, g — Ly,
denoted abusively by +*.

4.2.1. Example: k = 1 cohomological degree N = 0 forms. An N-shifted variational k-
form is an element of the weighted negative cyclic complex:

Algar(y; N) = NC" (DRvar (9)[77, - k]) (k)
In particular, it is obtained from the negative cyclic complex, which in degree n and
weight k is
NC(DRy)"(k) ~ @ODRQ*%(IC +1i) ~ DRY(k) x DRy *(k + 1) x DR} (k+2) x - -+,
where

DRy % (k + i) ~ DRx (DR} 2)(k + i) ~ @k DR (DRY ") ().
r+s=k+t
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To describe the cocycles in NC¥(DRyqr (Y)[—1]) (1), with respect to D := § + dgp ~
0 + dp, + d,, note that this complex is arranged as

2
0

|1
1/12/11
l/l/
l/l J

0
In between degrees N =0 and N = 1, we have the differential D mapping:
(o x Q1 x Q) _5x--+) L, (0x Qo xQF _5x--),
where we see that w! := (wé, w2 ,wy, ), with w];i a j-form in cohomological degree 1.
So, the datum of being closed amounts to:
d(wp) =0, dar(wp) +8(w?y) =0, dar(w?y) +(w?y) =0,
Using the bi-complex structure i.e. w’ ~ Z(m),Hs:j 9%) we see:

e In de Rham weight 1, two contributions: (1,0)+ (0,1) and thus §(wl) = 0 reads as
519(()1’0) + 519(()0’1) = (0, which upon equating the bi-complex degrees can be written
as two separate equations:

50" =0, sy =o.

e In de Rham weight 2: we get three contributions (2,0)+(1,1)+(0, 2), and therefore

the second relation yields

di(95") + 60" =

dn(@y)) + du(95") + 6(0) = 0,

dy(05"") + 0% = 0,
where again we have separated the relation by equating the components which
have identical bi-complex weights.

e In de Rham weight 3, the contributions come from (3,0) + (2,1) + (1,2) + (0, 3),
and we obtain:

dh(ﬂ(z 0)) 93 0)) -0

d (9 + ( 20+ 0%y =,
dn(0%7) + dy (05 + 5(0}5”) 0,
d, (9% + 5% 3>)

j+1
The other homotopy coherent data arising from the condition dgg(w’ ) + 8w’ ) =0,
can be written down in a similar way:.

4.2.2. Ezample: Quasi-Smoothness. Let Y be a quasi-smooth derived algebraic non-linear
PDE with X an even variety, so that in particular, Ly is concentrated in degrees [—1,0] :

Ly ~ [Lgl — LY.

Furthermore, suppose that Ly L Lg are given by vector Dx-bundles over Y i.e. X-locally
finitely projective Oy ® Dx-modules, flat over X.
Considering Proposition 4.2, one has that

LQ**)(Y) = DRy (Symo, (L*[1])) ~ @Var *),

—1
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In this case, restricting to cohomological degree —i component of the g-th weight piece

(%,9)

e.g. Vary ™}, we see that it is given

Vary™ =~ @p30% " ® \"Lyldl.

By our assumptions, for every ¢ = 0 the complex /\qu [¢] is a perfect Oy|[Dx]-module,

so that H( /\q]Ly) are finitely presented HY(Oy) ®o, Dx-modules. Therefore, pull-
back a long a solution gives a coherent D-module. Quasi-smoothness of Y leads to a
comparatively simple description of the variational tri-complex; in each cohomological
degree for fixed jet weights it looks like

(%,a) _ % odx—* q—i/70 iy 1
(4.7 Vary ") ~pL Q%7 ® (Sym(99 (Ly) ®o, /\ Ly ).
(0,g—2) 1 (1,4 1y, y o (2,g—2)
Varﬂ“’ D& Vm‘(‘jf' 2) N l/az‘(:l” )
& 4
5 Oq-2)  d e (Lg—1) 4, ‘1“ e (2,9—1)
d, Var a h Var, A L Var “
(0,q— 1 —1) A (20—
V{/r[‘“i[’ 1) Vg, Vm'“i" b — Y9,y )1(] D dy
& 4
e (0,g—1)  dy ‘[“‘ e (Lg-1)  dp ‘ e (2,g—1)
dy Varg ™ e Varg Y e Varg !
(0,9) v dp , (L) o dp, y (2,9
Var:; — Var’y’ ———|t—— Var’] dy

d 9 ‘ dy 9 :
Va,r(()o‘q> _ Varél'Q) _ Va,r(()z’q)

FIGURE 1. A truncated quasi-smooth variational tri-complex. Fach coloured face
s a bi-complex in a fixed cohomological degree.

For instance, taking naive truncations in the ¢,p directions the (colour-coated) tri-
complex in cohomological degrees 0,1 as shown in (Figure. 1.) corresponds to:

T<q_20>2LQ(*’*)(9)—1 SN qu_20>2LQ(*7*)(9)0’
or via (4.7),
D AT Sym L)@ L [-1]) - D phO @ Sym? (LY).
0<q¢’'<q—2 PR

4.2.3.  We give one result now without proof that makes use of Proposition 4.6 and 4.7,
and should be interpreted as the realization of the central idea of Secondary Calculus as
a homotopy-theoretic analog of Proposition 4.1.1. Roughly, it states that cohomologi-
cally shifted variational forms on an affine D-prestack induce forms on certain mapping
prestacks of sections (a kind of PDE-theoretic transgression).!® In particular, it holds for
simplicial sets of closed forms.

Proposition 4.10. Suppose that X is a compact dx-dimensional manifold. Let Y —
JetsX (F) be a D-finitary derived non-linear PDE (see (%)) imposed on some sub-space
of sections RSecto(X,E). Assume it is affine i.e. Y ~ RSpecp(B®), then for a fived
cohomological degree N, and every 0 < p < dx, there is a morphism of simplicial sets

Vav“glx_p’q) (RSpecD(B°); N)) — AEZ(RSectO(X, E),N —p).

Recall the following essential property of jet functors in algebraic-geometry.

Let D, be the formal disk and consider A’ € CAlgy(Dx) and z € X with A the
D-module fiber. Consider the set Spec(Ay) of O,-algebra homomorphisms A° — k, to
the residue field at z € X. Via the canonical isomorphism

Homo, —calg(A’, k,) = Homp, cale(A°, O.),

15Analogous to the usual AKSZ-PTVV derived transgression.
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we have that Spec(A,) consists of all flat sections of Spec(A*) over D,. In particular, if
Al = (’)(Jetoo((’)E)), by the universal property of jet-schemes, there is an isomorphism

Spec(O(Jet™(0g))s) ~ I'(Dy, Op).

By analogous universal properties of algebraic infinite jet functors in derived geometry,
by considering the ‘homotopy co-free PDE’ i.e. taking Jets%(FE) gives forms on map-
ping spaces out of infinitesimal formal disk bundles and Proposition 4.10 gives general
transgression maps lifting to closed forms for all 0 < k < dx.

If f:Z — X is a sub-variety, of codimension 1, consider the formal completion X,
and f*(X7) (see 7.6) and Proposition 7.6.

Namely, by Proposition 4.10 and 4.8, one has w := {, Maps(Z, Q) € 02 (Maps(f*X§ ) 8).

This gives a general hint to define transgression functors {, Maps/X( *X5,-),
for higher codimensional sub-manifolds. It encodes in a homotopical way the expected
transgression of variational forms to some Z < X which classicaly appears as maps from

the bi-complex: 77 : Q**(Jet™(E)) — Q*(Sect(Nx(Z), E)).

5. VARIATIONAL FACTORIZATION HOMOLOGY OF PDESs

Recall the fact that if A’ € CAlgy (D), via Proposition 8.4, there is an object F(A*) €
FAlgp(X), whose underlying D-module is supported along the main diagonal X < Ranx,
by Kashiwara’s equivalence.

Throughout this subsection we tacitly invoke a standard argument that allows us to
reduce our considerations to simple cases. That is, beginning with a homotopically finitely
Dx-presented prestack Y, we write Oy as a colimit over compact D-algebras which are
retracts of finite cellular D-algebras [17]. Reducing further, we consider A ~ Sym'(M[1])
(using standard notation for ®'-tensor product) for some compact D-module M.

5.0.1. Linearization. Consider two lax-monoidal functors F, G : PreStk°? — Cat(®1) and
a lax monoidal transformation n: F = G.

Proposition 5.1. The transformation n induces a functor of (unital) factorization ob-
jects, denoted F"(Xqg) : F¥ (Xar) — F9(X4r). Moreover, there is an induced symmetric
monoidal functor

9%01‘1‘ . 9%01'1‘ — S%)rr,
compatible with projections to Corr (PreStk).

Proof. To prove the claim we note that is enough to show this on affines S and right-Kan
extend to prestacks. The second claim follows from the first i.e. immediately from the
non-correspondence version and the observation that there is a homotopy commutative
diagram

corr corr
5o g

~

Corr (PreStk)

forgetting the algebra structure composing with Comm (Corr (PreStk)) — Corr (PreStk).
O

Letting F := PreStk,_) and G = QCoh, the natural transformation is specified on

affines S, by n(S) : PreStk,g — QCoh(S5)°P, which sends a relative prestack Y 2,8 to

the quasi-coherent sheaf p?COh(Og) on S. By Proposition 5.1 there is an induced functor

FactSpcg — FactQCohg, from factorization spaces over S to factorization quasi-coherent
sheaves. Our interest is in the case where S is taken to be X p. In this situation we
obtain a functor from factorization D-spaces over X to factorization D-modules

Liny : FactSpep(X) — FAlgp(X).

To be able to understand the global categorified nature of sheaves on factorization
D-spaces, we use the language of factorization sheaves of categories.
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Sheaves on Factorization D-Spaces. Let f : Y7 — Rany 4r» be a derived factoriza-
tion D-space. Let us describe its associated (o0, 1)-category QCohyran, as a quasi-coherent
sheaf of categories on Ranx,, [4]. Roughly speaking, it is comprised of the datum:

e for every finite set I we have a sheaf of categories on X é r given by fr ,QCohym),
e For all a: I — J we have a functor

Fr(08) ¢ f1,4Q€0hys) = [ 400 Q€Y —> A(a)* f1,.QC0hy),

e Homotopy coherent compatibilities for compositions
e Factorization equivalences, j(a)* f1+QCohym — j(a)* jeJ f[j,*QeOhy(Ij).

This is equivalent to requiring that the existence of functors

A(o)* f1,+QCohyr) = E,*QGOhXJxX,W> — f7,+QCohy(),

with f[ : X7 x 1 Y — XT the induced maps.
Supposing that the structure map fy : Y — Ranx,, induces a corresponding factoriza-
tion functor

fi + Q€ohpany,,, — QCohy.

Then, one has that Oy := f§ (ORan XdR) is a factorization-compatible quasi-coherent sheaf
on Y.
A factorizable linearization functor for Y is a factorization functor

® : QCohy — QCohRan, -

Proposition 5.2. Given any factorizable linearization functor forY, there is an induced
functor ® on the categories of internal factorization algebra objects.

Ran

Given a factorization D-prestack with structure map X 2 Ranx 4r Which is

moreover pseudo-proper, it produces a D-factorization !-sheaf object

(o) Oean := {(6D)™ (Oxe) } regser

and the latter objects are nothing but !-sheaf variants of factorization D-modules. More-
Shv
|

over, due to the assumptions on the factorization D-space we have that (,0(1 )) agrees

with the usual D-module pushforward (de Rham pushforward).

Example 5.3. If our factorization D-space is a colimit of affine spaces corresponding
to relative prestacks X) — X éR then each X() is representable and the de Rham
pushforward of its quasi-coherent sheaf O, is a Dyr-module. It determines a repre-
sentable Dy i-space Specy(AU)) for the push-forward commutative D -algebra AD =

ng) (OX(I) )

5.0.2. Internal Algebras with Factorization and Connections. A factorization compatible
sheaf on a factorization D-space X9 is. by definition, a functor

Axran € Fun{i (8hvRany, » Shvxran ),
which satisfies the property of factorization (a ‘factorization functor’).
The factorization categories Shvggn, and Sth(deR are determined for each I by
Shvxr and Shv XI which using the global section functor for sheaves of categories, tau-
tologically give

L(X', 8hvyr) ~ Shv'(XT), I(Xin, Shuyy ) =~ Shv!(X1p) ~ Mod(Dyr).

The factorization algebra objects internal to each category are given by usual factorization
sheaves on X and factorization D-module objects respectively. By Proposition 5.2 there
is an induced functor between them.

Definition 5.4. Let Y be a unital factorization D-space with unital factorization category

Shvfj‘m. A unital factorization compatible \-sheaf on Y™ is a D-factorization algebra

object internal to Shvg‘m.
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We denote such an object in the following form:
AR € FAIg™ [Shvi™ ],
and is determined by the following data:

e For any finite set I, there is Agp € Shv' (X(I)),
e For all a: I — J, there is a morphism

7Y Ve fly, QA(I)HA(J) in Shv'(x),

induced by the maps (8.4) acting by push-forward and pull-back on objects of the
sheave of categories over X'()
e There is a factorization equivalence:

~ | o~ ".’
Ja) Ayay — ' ( .JAX(I ), in Sth(a)XXé x> Sth(a)X 10, U
je
The inaps za : X&]R XxI. XD - x) are the canonical ones covering A, : X&’R — XCIlR
and j(a) : U(w) Xx1 XM — xU) s the 4ift’ of j(a) : U(a) — X1
Moreover if « is a partition, we require »“ is an isomorphism.

Finally, we require for all injections « : I < J, there are morphisms (abuse of notation,
as here we omit the reference to the image of the functors),

Ay OXé% — Ay

Proposition 5.5. Suppose that f : X — Y is a morphism of factorization D-spaces
admitting factorization push-forward functors fE™. Then there is an induced functor on
factorization compatible !-sheaves

fian . FAIg[Shvi"] — FAIg[Shv{*"].

Consider the diagram

U(a) XXéR H]EJ‘%

"
J

[\u) U(a) XxI. y)
.7
[Tje, 9% Xir 0 o

A vector D'-bundle on YR is a family ./\/lg‘m = {./\/lgp e D(YD)} with each Mys an
Yl locally finitely generated and projective Oy: [Dg(]—modules which are moreover factor-
ization compatible i.e. there are natural equivalences for all « € Part j(I),

(51) (j/)*M;I) i) (faCta)*(j”)* M;IJ)

jed

Equivalences (5.1) are compatible with composition of o and with equivalences HLM;I) ~

./\/l;‘]). In this case, one verifies that the family
Al .= (A = ) M) e Mod(XT)},
is a factorization algebra module object. Indeed, notice first that

A( )' (I)M(I) ~ pX *13 M(I) ;iM;J)



40 J. KRYCZKA, A. SHESHMANI, AND S-T. YAU

Then, the factorization equivalences are given by
jlay sl M = (M (7 M)
(o). (Facta)e (7")* (I M)
jedJ

(Hp(fj)):(j”)* M(IJ)

J J
j(a)*( Hp(fj))* M(fj)

J J

j(a)* [X] p{7 MU

jed

0

12

0

12

5.1. Internal Factorization Hom-Algebras. Let Y — X be affine, with algebra A’
with F(A) the associated factorization algebra via Proposition 8.4. Let Zgq, 2, Ran Xun
be linearizable i.e. Bz,, = p+Oz,,, is a commutative unital Dgyy ,-algebra. Then,

(5.2) RSoLx (2", F(Y)) =~ Mapsx, (Xir X Ranx,,, ZRan, F9)
~  Mapscaig(pp,, ) (FAPxOz5,,),

which is equivalent to RSolp(A, A*p, Oz, ).

Spaces of maps (5.2) are not necessarily compatible with factorization structures, there-
fore to understand (derived) global sections in a factorization compatible manner, we must
formalize when taking factorization compatible maps out of a factorization compatible
sheaf Aﬁ“" over a factorization D-space into any other such object Bﬁ‘m provides another
factorization compatible object.

When this situation holds, following the terminology of [4], we say that Aﬁ‘m €

FAIg[Sth;‘m] admits internal hom-sheaf objects over Ranx,,. In other words, there
exists a unital factorization functor

(53) j{omShv§an (‘Agan, *) . Shv)]?m — ShvggZXdR’

which coincides upon taking global sections (of sheaves of categories) with the internal
hom functor in sheaves over X 5 R

HO—mDXI (‘AE\{)"BE\{))'

A factorization algebra Aﬁ“" over X" is accordingly said to admit internal-hom
factorization algebras if there exists a unital factorization functor

H
ShvBan =, gpylan

H = Hom(Ax, —) : Shok™ — Shvf™ such that \(53) J(pfa"
Ran
SthanXdR,

commutes (up to homotopy).

By Proposition 5.5, the factorization push-forward functor for the structure map pfen
induces a map of factorization compatible objects. Explicitly, for any Bﬁ“" € FAIg[ShVﬁ“"],
the internal !-hom factorization sheaf over X" is determined by the assignment

I~ Fom(Ax, Bx)" := pl Homgy, vy (AL, BY) € Mod (D).

One may readily verify the totality of these objects determine a factorization !-sheaf object

: Ran
in SthMXdR .

Proposition 5.6. LetY e PreStkgwt(X) and suppose we ® is a factorizable linearization
functor forY. Then there is an induced functor

& : FAlg(QCohy) — FAlgp(X),
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from factorization compatible quasi-coherent sheaves with connection to factorization D-
modules.

Consider the functor of quasi-coherent direct image along the structure map py : Y —
Ranx,, on factorization compatible sheaves. Then by Proposition 5.6, it is meaningful to
say that if Y has the property that the collection of pys ((Oyr) € Mod(Dy1), determines
an object of FAlgp(X), then Y is linearizable.

5.2. Global Sections. The functor of factorization homology, on a (not necessarily reg-
ular holonomic) D gy, -module M = (MT) is

f (=) : Mod(DPpgany ) — Ind(Perfy), f M = hocolimpgf)(./\/ll),
X X IefSet

where p : X — pt,p! : X — pt are projections. In other words,
Tap(X', M') = pl (M') = T (X!, DR (M),

with DR the D-module de Rham functor on X7.
From the previous subsections we may extend this definition from Mod(Dpan, ) to

factorization compatible algebra objects internal to QCohy, for Y € PreStkgwt(X ).

Definition 5.7. Consider a pair (Y, ®) consisting of a factorization D-space over X and
a factorizable linearization functor. The ®-linearized factorization homology of Y is the
composition

(5.4) fx¢(_) = JX od(—) : FAlg(QCohy) — FAlgp(X) — Vecty,

Recall the induced functor ® as in Proposition 5.2.
In particular, for Ay € FAlg(QCohy) then we obtain, by taking the quasi-coherent
factorization push-forward

. I QCoh
hocolimTar (X", (py: " (Ay1)).

If Y is linearizable, then its linearized factorization homology, denoted H(Y), is defined to
be the functor (5.4) for factorization push-forward along p : Y — Ranx,, of its structure

sheaf Oy in FAIg(QCohy).

Remark 5.8. From the point of view of PDE geometry, we start with an affine D-prestack,
rather than a factorization D-space. In order to get a linearized cohomology which take
the universal homotopical multi-jet construction Proposition 8.4. In this case, the result-
ing factorization D-space is commutative and its linearized homology agrees with global
sections of its solution stack RS8oLx(Y).

We always view vector spaces as particular instance of D-modules on the point via the
canonical map a : X — pt and the induced pull-back functor a3, : Mod(D,:) — Mod(Dx ).
Precisely, a, := a}jp via quasi-coherent pull-back.

Theorem 5.9. (Theorem B (i)) Let p : Y — X be a D-finitary non-linear PDE and
put A := pi(Oy) with Agpany = F(p«Oy). Then the linearized homology of the associ-
ated multi-jet space is equivalent to the factorization homology of its derived D-algebra of
functions which admits a natural morphism

fact
v . Ay — P(R&(H), OR&(?))'

It is functorial with respect to morphisms of derived D-algebras.
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Proof. By our assumptions, we have that A € CAlgy(Dx). Consider (3.5) i.e. the diagram
formed by U-parameterized solutions:

Joo(pu)

U x Xan 227% RSoLx(Y) x Xan —3 y

qu lp
U —"—— RSoLx(Y)

and consider the morphism R8olLx(Y) x Xyr — Y. Together with pgr : X — Xyg,
this supplies a morphism of commutative monoids in (ind-coherent) sheaves on Xgp i.e.
commutative D-algebras,

Al — OpsoL ® Ox,
and consequently by Proposition 8.4, a morphism F(p.Oy) — Orgol ® WRan y » i commu-
tative monoids in Dprgy, . Now consider the pull-back functor a},, which induces a functor
on commutative algebra objects,

CAlg, — CAlgx(Dx),V +— a* (V) ~V ® Ox.

We prove the result by identifying its left-adjoint.
It is given by Sf(ad oF, with Sf(ad the functor of factorization homology in the presence
of an operad!'® P, specified to the case with Comm.

Briefly, there are functors
(5.5) RFdR(RanX, _)P :P— AIg[Mod (DRMX)] — P — AIg[Vectk],
for an algebraic operad P. Moreover, the forgetful functors
P — AIg[Mod (DRanX)] — Mod (DRanX),

are conservative and commute with limits, thus possess left-adjoint functors Freep, cor-
responding to taking free P-algebras.

The embedding of the main diagonal A : X — Ranx induces a fully-faithful embedding
A, : Mod (DX) — Mod (DRanX) which is moreover lax symmetric monoidal. It sends
algebra objects to algebra objects and we denote the induced functor by

AP . P — Alg[Mod(Dx)]| — P — Alg[Mod(Drany ) |-
Kan extension of (5.5) along the functor AY gives
(5.6)  RC4r(X < Ranx,—), := Kanap : P — Alg[Mod(Dx) ] — P — Alg|Vect].
We have thus put

fact
J = RT4r(X < Ranx, —)comm-
X

For any R € CAlg;, consider a}, and notice that

fact
Maps(Spec(R), RSoL(Y)) =~ Mapscag  (py) (A" ah(R)) = Mapscayg, ( . A R).

Therefore any commutative D-algebra morphism to the ‘constant’ Dx-algebra aj,(R) of
the form A - R® Oy, is equivalent to a morphism
fact
A" - R.
X
One may observe from the identification RSoL(Y) ~ Spec( ffad .AZ), there is a natural

equivalence
fact

A= T(RSoL(Y), Ongat ).

16This was described for the Lie operad in [9] (chiral homology) and for the commutative operad in
[16].
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Now let f : A® — B’ be a morphism in CAlgy(Dx) and consider its image F(f) :
F(AY — F(BY), via the fully-faithful adjoint functor in Proposition 8.4. One can show
that this morphism is compatible with the homotopy colimits and thus yields a map

fact fact
f Al — f B, in CAlg,.
X X

Consider the base-change B ®E“4[ aj,(R) as an object in
CAlg(QCoh(X4r) ® Mod(R)) ~ CAlgy(Dx) ® CAlgp,.
Again by application of F(—), there is an object
F(B' ®} ap(R)) ~ F(B") @ ap(R) € FAlgp(X) comm ® CAlg.

We can now take global de Rham sections along the first component and sheaf-theoretic
global sections along Spec(R). In particular, since there is a natural inclusion

F(BY) — F(B") @ ap(R),

one can verify that by the above adjunctions, that there is a commutative diagram in

CAlg,:

hoa[)lim Car(XT, F(A)) R

| |

hoc?lim Lyr(XE, F(B)) —— (hoc?limFdR(X], —) ® ax) F (B @Y ak(R)).
In other words, setting

fact
| - FAlgp (X)aomm ® CAlg > CAlgp,
X®Spec(R)

then one has

fact fact fact
f B ~ f B ®]]'Z a/'}k)(R) ~ j B ®Sfact A‘f R
X®Spec(R) X X X

O

Proposition 5.10 (Theorem B (ii)). Consider the map v in Theorem (5.9), and the
full-subcategory of DAff x (Dx) whose spaces are of the form

(5.7) {Specp(A)|Hy(A) = 0,i << n, for some n < 0},

and H%(.A) 1s a commutative D-algebra of finite type. Then the functorial assignment de-
fined by v induces an equivalence between (5.7) and the category of eventually coconnective
deried affine schemes.

Proof. We need to show that restricting v gives an equivalence of monoids. This follows
by 3.1, and the fact that since

fact
Al = hoc?limFdR(XI, F(AD,
X

via the composition of forgetful functors
CAlgx (Dx1)=" <> CAlgx(DRany ) — Mod(Ox1)=* = Mod(Opan, ).

we get U(FA!) € Mod(Ox1)<C. It follows that each component of hocolimI qp (X', FAT)
is an object of Vect,fo. In a slight abuse of notation, the equivalence is obtained then
by putting R® := I'(RSoL(Y), OrsoeL(y)) € CAlgy, with corresponding affine derived stack
Spec;(R*). It is thus eventually coconnective, since .A* is an object in (5.7) by assumption.

O
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Corollary 5.11. Suppose that T — A — B is a D-algebraic non-linear PDE with Y
the corresponding derived D-space RSpecp(B), that is moreover finitely D-presented with
multi-jet space Ypgany. The space of global sections in Theorem 5.9 are equivalent to
the derived stack I'(Ranx,,, YRrany) with the property that its classical truncation (i.e.
Spec,(R*)) coincides with a non-local solution space on sections Sect(X, E).

This follows from Theorem 5.9 and some general facts about derived spaces of flat
sections of prestacks over Xyg, in [17]|. For the sake of being self-contained we present a
brief discussion.

Prestacks over X g for instance, those of the form (2.8) associated to sequences (2.3),
can be extended to Ranx,,, so we must show via +, their space of global sections coincide
as a usual derived stack with the corresponding derived space of solution-sections. To
this end, consider the natural inclusion

RMaps(Xyg, Jetsjr(F)) — RSect(X, Jets{ E),
identifying horizontal sections. Then, there is an equivalence
RSect(X,E) ~ RSoL(Jetsjr ),

and since the multi-jet space of a map 7 : F — X is the by definition the multi-jet space
of the stack Jetsjp(E) — X4g, our claim follows by noting that for Y of the form RSolp,
the alluded to object I'(Ranx,,,, Yrany ), is the global flat sections. The result can be
seen by noticing the natural equivalence

RSect(X, E) ~ RSol (Jets)p(F)fm).

At the level of classical truncations Y = Solp(B), with B = O(Jets(F))/Z, as in (2.3),
so “(RSol) as a subspace of Sect(X, E), consists of those sections s for which j(s)* :
Jets¥ (F) — X factors through Y. That is, ju(s)*(Z) = 0, for the equation Dx-ideal Z.

Observation 5.1. Suppose all objects admit internal homs in the sense of Subsect. 5.1.
Then one may express factorization homology in terms of a suitable functor of factorizable
solutions. Write

RS0l Ranx (_) = Maps’D(Ranx) (_7 ORGTLX)?
for the functor sending Dpqy,  -modules to kg -modules. It is compatible under diagonal
embeddings A : X/ < X7 since
LA*RSo0l s (M7, 0x1) =~ RSol 1 (A* M7, Ox1) =~ RS0l (M!, Ox1).
Then usual Verdier-duality (over each X') defined by
Drany (M) := {Dx1(M")} = {wxi[dx1] @ RHomp,  (M', Dx1)},

allows one to view RSolgu,, as a suitable homotopy colimit of objects of the form
RT (X, Dyr (M5 [—dxr].

6. APPLICATION: VARIATIONAL CALCULUS

We recall how variational calculus arises in the language of D-geometry [19, 20] and
elaborate several important new homological aspects related to the tricomplex.

6.1. Variational Calculus and the BV Formalism in D-Geometry. Suppose that
A is the Dx-algebra corresponding to the infinite jet-bundle of a given vector bundle
m: F — X, and recall h(A) identifies with top forms modulo the D-action.

For example, if dim(X) = 2, sections of Qi{s ®p wx may be viewed as global sections
['(Specp(A), Q%4 /dpQL*). Then, variational 2-forms ws associated to the action are global
sections wg € I'(Specp(A), Q12 /d"(Q02)) for which d'ws = 0.

Remark 6.1. One makes sense of homotopy pre-symplectic forms as (dx —1,2)-forms w €
HO(Y, 93_1’2) on'Y, such that d’° € H°(Y, dy(Q%=21)). For lack of space, we mention only
in brief the possibility of encoding also homotopy Hamiltonian vector fields (c.f. Example

2.22) i.e. elements 6 € HO(Y, @f;), such that Lo(w) € thfdl*Q’l, by naturally extending the
local Lie derivative (Subsect. 2.2) to the entire de Rham algebra as a derivation.
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Apply h to the D-linear universal derivation (2.2.1) to obtain a map h(d) :h(A) —
h(Q}Ll) which we may then evaluate on the action by Proposition 2.16 (2) as h(d)(S) €
h(Q}A) inducing an insertion map,

(6.1) igs - ©Y — A

Operation (6.1) realize variational calculus in D-geometry via the Euler-Lagrange ideal
I = Im(idg) c A, and space of Noether identities Ns := ker (idg) c ©4. A Noether
symmetry is a class £ € h(©4) such that LiecS = 0, via the Lie* A-algebroid action,

descended on H.
That is, the local Lie derivative © 4 [x] A — A, A induces a map

h(OAKA) ~ h(©4) K A(A) > h(AxA) ~ Ah(A),

as h commutes with D-module push-forwards.

In the dg-setting, one must consider the appropriate homotopical operations (2.2).
In particular, (2.12) and (2.8) and taking the cone and cocone of the morphism in
Ho(dgp, (A)) generalizing the map (6.1). This is based on the weight 1 component

(2.20) of DRV (AY), yielding an equivalence,
(6.2) DRY (A% (1) = phux @ Lg ~ RHom geppy(wx @ Da(lla), AY).

Roughly speaking, (6.2) is obtained via a derived double-duality statement (c.f. 2.2.1);
the natural morphism,

LQ}M — RHom 4rgpor (DY (LQY), A" [DF]),

is an isomorphism in Ho(dgp, (A%)). Therefore, the object in homotopy category of
dg-A[D]-modules we want to consider is

Cone(wy ® DI (L) — A,
obtained from the equivalence (6.2).

6.1.1. The EL Dx-Space. The quotient Dx-algebra of on-shell functions is
(6.3) Agr == A/Tgy,

where for F' € A, its image under the quotient D-algebra map ¢q : A — Apgy, is denoted by
[F]. Thus Pe[F] := [PeF|, where Agr,®Agr, — Ag is the obvious one [F][G] := [FG].
Therefore, Agy, is a commutative Dx-A-algebra, via q.

The Euler-Lagrange critical Dx-space is the (étale local) algebraic D x-space

(6.4) Soly; = SpecDX (Agp) : CAlg 4/(Dx) — Sets.
The D-space (6.4) is the one naturally arising (see Sect. 2) from the sequence
(6.5) 0—->Zgr, > A— Agr, — 0,

Proposition 6.2. The short exact sequence (6.5) defines a D-algebraic PDE in the sense
of (2.3).

Example 6.3. Consider the Dx algebra associated to 7w : R"*™ — R" with § = [Lw]

for L = L(z,u*,u}) € A = Jet*(Op) with volume form w € wx. Then, the vector

field in © 4 associated to the vertical derivation a% is sent by (6.1) to the generator

i4s(Oye) = Eq(L). This is called the Fuler-Lagrange function on A, and is represented by
the expression

(6.6) Eo(L) = 2(71)|0|D0(8—L), a=1,...,m.

«
~ ou?

The image of the Dx-algebra surjection in (6.5) is the quotient Agy, := A/(Ea(L) : o =
1,... ,m>, defined by the relations &, (L) = 0.

Via an appropriate cofibrant resolution (c.f. Subsect.1.2.2), one has the derived EL-D-
stack as in (2.6), denoted by RSolgr,.
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Proposition 6.4. Suppose that the Fuler-Lagrange critical D-algebra Agy, is D-smooth
and the D-space of solutions identifies with a critical locus of some action functional.
Then there exists a canonical cohomology class w € h_l(QilEL) and RSolgy, carries a
canonical (—1)-shifted (dx,2)-form. Moreover, there is a canonical morphism

VCM“SIX*I’Q) (RSolgr,0) — A% (RSecty(X, E); —1),
of simplicial sets.
Sketch of the proof. Consider the insertion map (6.1) and its restriction to the critical

algebra Agp,. This restriction coincides with the zero map @QEL — Agr, and consequently,
since Agy, is smooth by hypothesis, this map identifies with the cohomology class of dS
in h(QhEL) where we view S as living in the image of h in the D-algebra Agg,. Since this
class is zero in h(Agy,) = HO(DR(AEL)), there exists a form 6 € Q’}{l ®oy Q}AEL' We let

w:=df € QSL{I ® Q?‘lEL and note that this form is closed for the differential induced by
the de Rham differential dx on X, since they are anti-commuting:

dxodxdodx =0.

Therefore, it defines a natural class in h_l(Qi\EL). By Proposition 4.8 let j : Solgi —
RSolgy, denote the the natural derived enhancement. There is a natural morphism
Trsots,/x N TRSOlEL/X — ORrsol, [—1], induced by a Dry-cocycle v in the complex
Var(dx=12)¢l(RSolgr). Such an element is determined by the (—1)-shifted (dx,2)-form
w—1 as well as the pre-symplectic form wjesz on Jets%. Indeed, one may verify it satisfies
the necessary conditions Proposition 4.7. In particular, the pre-symplectic form is -
closed. O

Following Theorem 5.9 and the discussion of Corollary 5.11, we give a helpful pictorial
summary of the spaces involved in Proposition 6.4 is given by:

SolEL Ip RSolEE

l: lThm.(S.Q)

Solmon=toc( Ty ) i RSl (Tyy)
Sect(X,E) 2 I — I < RSect(X, E).
Critx (S) RCritx (S)

The identification of the classical critical locus with the non-local solution space is
given for S a functional with associated Lagrangian L (c.f. 6.3) via

{x e H|d,S =0} ~{x € H|Ey(L) 0 joo(z) = 0}.

Symmetries in D-Geometry. There is another naturally arising short-exact sequence
of A[Dx]-modules

(6.7) 0> Ns—>04— T —0.

Recall that by Proposition 4.1.1, elements of h(© 4) are interpreted as vector fields
on the space of solutions. Denote the A[Dx]-submodule of Noether symmetries by
SyMygern(S) and note there is an isomorphism of Lie algebras Symygeq (S) — b (0 4y, )
coming from a natural operation in P} ({©4},0.4/75,, ) cf. (2.1) and (2.2).

In the D-geometric setting other objects of physicial significance can be identified:

o pre gauge symmetries are elements g € P 1,,({Q}, O.4), for Q€ Mod(A‘[Dx]);

e A pre gauge-symmetry g is a gauge symmetry if the associated linear map G :=
h(g) : h(Q) — h(©4) has the property that g(e) is a Noether symmetry for all e.
For Q arbitrary, one says that GG is a Noether symmetry depending on arbitrary
parameters e.

e A D-Noether symmetry is a gauge symmetry g depending on parameters coming
from the underlying D-algebra A, rather than arbitrary ones i.e. they are maps

g: A— h(Oy).
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In particular, a pre gauge symmetry is a gauge symmetry if and only if the linear map
G :=h(g) : h(Q) — Sympnoetn(S) is surjective. Locally, they are given by

m
G(e) = Z Z R (Dx ®€)y0y0.
o a=1
6.2. The BV-Dx-space. In a theory that possess gauge symmetries, the true physical
observables (before gauge-fixing) will be the functionals not on (6.4) or its derived analog
(c.f. 2.13), but a related BV-space. In particular, the BV-functional will be a class
S BV € h(.ABv).
In the D-geometric setting, various regularity conditions introduced in [19, 20| are given
— what are called regular generating space of Noether symmetries g°®, whose components
in loc.cit. are supposed to be finitely generated projective A‘[Dx]-modules. Then, one
has a completed bi-graded symmetric BV-D-algebra (c.f. Subsect. 1.3) defined by

Sym e 9[2] ® Tso ® O ®@D""g[—1]).

VBv

From the perspective of homological algebra and sheaf theory we may relax the pro-
jectivity requirements, but to ensure dualizability, we will have to replace our objects by
homologically finite objects i.e. cofibrant Ogy[D]-modules.

Definition 6.5. A Batalin-Vilkovisky sheaf is a (possibly multi-graded) sheaf Egy to-
gether with an isomorphism on global sections of (graded) Og[Dx|-modules A[Dx |®o,
Ehv =~ VBv, such that the components V]i3v are arbitrary Ogq[D]-modules. If all com-
ponents are finitely generated and projective Ogy[Dx]-modules (in particular, vector
D-bundles over Solp c.f. 2.1.1), we say that it is a BV-bundle.

Considering a BV-sheaf, proceed by considering the space of symmetries as an Ogy[D]-
modules C given by the cone above. Considering a cofibrant replacement of this not
necessarily projective module!”, in dgp, p(Osa), say Ry, we may consider the complex

E%y = [R& = Tsa[—1] = Osa,

with Tg,; in degree —1 and Og,; in degree 0. Considering the symmetric algebra in Og-dg
modules (2.3), then one has a quasi-isomorphism:

RPGg,1,11(C: Osot) = Py, 1 (RE: Osan)
of complexes of dg-operations and therefore an induced evaluation pairing
Re B RPS, 117(C; Oso1) = RALOs,

since this is a finitely presented Og, ® Dx-resolution and the following is therefore im-
mediate.

Proposition 6.6. Suppose that Epy is a BV-sheaf. Then
Apv =~ Symog, (RPS,,, (€ Osal)) ®ox Sympy,,—ag(E°),

is a cofibrant bi-differential Ogy[D]-algebra. If Epy is moreover the sheaf of sections
of a BV-bundle Egy — FE, there are natural isomorphisms of bi-graded Dx-algebras

Jet® (OEBV) ~ Apy = SymA(VBV)-
It is also convenient in practice to introduce for a given BV-bundle the notion of a
BV-decomposition— a chosen splitting of the total space
Epv = Ey1) Xx Eyg) Xx -« Xx Eyn),
by (graded or super) field bundles ;) : Ey;y — X of a certain type t(i).
Remark 6.7. BV-decompositions exists but there is no preferred way to choose them.
This is the content of the Batchelor theorem for graded bundles which states that every

graded bundle is non-canonically isomorphic to a split graded bundle and this split form
18 canonical, however the isomorphism implementing the splitting is non-canonical.

1Ty physics, one says there are reducible symmetries.
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By Proposition 6.6 write Specp  (Apy) for the associated algebraic Dx-space and
call this the BV-Dx-theory. It étale local on X and identifies with a pre-sheaf of fields
Sect(X, Epy). The image of the natural map

(6.8) F:h(Apy) = h(Jet*(Ogy, )) — Maps(Sect(X, Epy), k),

are general functionals of field and antifields for a BV-bundle Epy. There is an evident
pairing (c.f. Prop 4.1.1)

f s h* (DRUQT(-ABV)) X H*,C(X) - MapS(M(X, EBV),E)-

To properly formalize interactions — especially in the terminology of a Feynman dia-
gram with V vertices — one should extend the BV-D-dg algebra by scalars to a coupling
constants algebra i.e.

.A V - (C[[)\’Ul7' .« 7)\V:[| ®.AB‘/.
For the sake of exposition, just consider the extension by the algebra generated by formal
variables h, g,j playing the role of Planck’s constant, a coupling constant and a source
field, respectively. The left dg-Dx-algebra and its right analog are

ABV[[hagaj]] = H ABV<halaga2,ja3>a and ATBV[[haga]]] = Qn,O(WBV) [[hagaj]]’
al,ag,O{gEN

so that elements L;,; of the latter represent local interaction Lagrangian densities. It
follows that interaction functionals Sj,; are defined by the image of the map'® induced
from (6.8),

h(ABV) [[h7 9, ]]] - Maps (M(Xa EBV)a k) [[ha 9, ]]]
6.2.1. Factorization approach to D-geometric BV. Geometrically, the space
9By = RSpec  (Apv),
is understood as the quotient
RSpec(A/Ls)/(Ns/Ls),
by the Lie algebroid of on-shell gauge symmetries. The D-geometric algebroid structure
is encoded by the bracket obtained via the restriction of the local bracket on vector fields,
which factors as
[—, =" : ker(igs)" K ker(igs)" — Axker(igs)” — AyO 4.
The algebroid action then reads ker(igs)” XA, — Ax Al .
Suppose that Epy is a BVsheaf of Ox-modules with the structure of a Lie algebroid
over X.
Then Vgy is the corresponding Lie*-algebroid i.e. Vpy =~ ind 4[p (Egv). It follows that

VR‘m = A Vv, with A : X < Ranx determines a Lie algebra object in Mod(Dgan )
for the local tensor product ®*. It is also a factorization O 4,,, [DRgan |-module and if Epy
is moreover a BV-bundle, it is a factorization D-bundle over canonical the factorization

D-space obtained from Specp(Agr). Notice that VE = {Vg\),} is such that V(I) =

Ag)ind A[Dx] (E€gy)- Consider the corresponding co-commutative coalgebra object

(6.9) CEgx (Vay) = Sym*®" (D" (Vgv)[-1]),

via derived local duality (2.12). Since the underlying D-module object is supported on
the main diagonal, (6.9) is specified by a collection

o an ° 1;
CE®*(VBV)R = {CE®*(VBV)(I)}, where CE®*(VBV)(I) ~ ( @J.JVEV) |J|ng
a:l—J je
One may then observe:

A*(CEL (A V) = P A*Sym*® (A Vay) ~ @sym (VBv),
k€Z>0

_ 18This is the transgression of the compactly supported horizontal differential n-form Lin €
Q" (mv)[h, g,i] to the mapping space Mapspg,¢ (E(X, EBV),I_<) [A, g,i] in the pre-sheaf category.
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via the ®p ,-symmetric algebra.
A homotopy Lie-algebroid object £* in (o0, 1)-category of A‘[Dx]-modules determines
an associated formal derived algebraic Dx-stack [17] via

Yr := Specp,, (CED(E)) = Specp, (Symj(ﬁo[—l])).
Proposition 6.8. V}(;\), is a Lie*-algebroid over Specp,, (AgL), such that there is a natural
map

Specp, (A'CES« (Vev)) — [Specp, (AgL/Vev)].

yielding by abuse of notation, an equivalence

F([SpeCDX/VBV]’ O[SPGCD(AEL)/VBV]) - CEé)* (VBV)'

With additional hypothesis, it is possible to further express the factorization homology
as the Lie algebroid hypercohomology of a BV-sheaf. For example, if it is an elliptic
local Lie algebra [6, 7| with an invariant pairing, then putting Apy 1= A!CEé* (VBV) €
CAlgx (Dx), it inherits a shifted local Poisson structure and there is an equivalence of
monoids in commutative k-algebras,

fX Apy = CE(RT(X, Egy)).

6.3. Intrinsic symmetries via D-geometry. To conclude, we sketch a possible candi-
date space of BV gauge symmetries using global derived D-geometry. A more complete
treatment via the de Rham space approach based on (3.1) will be given elsewhere.

Consider a differentially generated Dx-ideal sheaf 7 = Span{Fl, ceey FN} where, we
suppose that A = Symo, (D%), and consider the defining sequences for its quotient
D-algebra of functions B,

(6.10) span{F1,...,Fn} — Symo, (D) — B,

whose differential polynomials F;(z,0;),7 = 1,..., N, are of fixed ord(F;) := d; for i =
1,..., N. Sequences (6.10) obviously define a D-space

Solpy (T) = {(f1,- - f)lFi(f1, -, fn) = O},

for some f; € Ox, and we consider the affine D-geometry of the inclusion of this Dx-space
into a derived Dx-space as a homotopical thickening

j : Solp, — RSolp,.
Consider the naturally arising (homotopy fiber) sequence of tangent D-complexes:
(6.11) T(Solp, /RSolp, ) — T(Solp, ) — j*T(RSolp,).

The intrinsic definition of D-gauge symmetries might be posed in terms of the relative
tangent complex T(S olp, /RS olDX). Forgetting the D-action this object has the structure
of a Lie-algebroid object in quasi-coherent sheaves on derived (Artin) stacks i.e. it is an
Ly-algebroid which we view as a Lie algebra object in the co-category of homotopically
finitely-presented Dx-modules over A. The point now is to construct a derived reduction
of RSolp by a suitable Hamiltonian action.'

Assume that: j is an n-shifted coisotropic morphism in a suitable D-sense, which may
be obtained for instance, by transporting the notion of n-shifted coisotropic morphism of
derived stacks via the equivalence (3.1), and that RSolp is reasonably (—1)-shifted as an
object of DStk/x, ., under (3.1).

Under these assumptions, one has a map of fiber sequences of dg-A[Dx ] modules

1QSupposing we have a retraction of j such that ’H‘(RSOZDX /Solpx) — ’H‘(RSOZDX) induces a Hamil-
tonian flow, the desired reduction of RSolp, by this Hamiltonian action is just the so-called homotopical
D-Poisson reduction studied in [20], essentially corresponding to the explicit presentation recalled in
Sect.6.1.
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Lsoip/msot[—1] —— j*LrSoip Lsotp
(6.12) l l l
I’ESOZD [—TL] j*THKQSOZD [—TL] E— TgolD/RSol[l - n]

D—Geometric gauge symmetries

Now consider the formal completion of the solutions inside its homotopical enhance-
ment, denoted RCp, . There is a natural morphism Solp, — RCp,, and if it satisfies
base-change along reduced affine D-schemes mapping to RCp in classical D-prestacks,
that is, if

RSOZDX — RCDX,

is an equivalence of reduced objects i.e. on reduced classical Dx-prestacks, the relative
tangent D-space TSolDX /RCp is a dg-Lie algebroid in D-modules satisfying

T(Solp, /RCp) ~ L(Solp, /RSolp, )[—2].

Its dg-Osotp  -algebra in Dx-modules is Symos,, (D'°°T(Solp/RCp)[—1]), under the
appropriate derived local D-module Verdier duality (2.12). We thus obtain a complex of
p-forms (décalage), as Symb, (D¢(T(Solp/RCp)[—1])[p].

In the presence of a boundary the situation is more involved, and to conclude the
paper we allocate the remaining space to highlight the mathematical nature of including
boundary conditions and comment on some challenges. Our main result in the following
section proposes a complex of D-geometric gauge symmetries in the presence of a boundary
in Proposition 7.5 of Subsect. 7.1.1

7. APPLICATION: BV-BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

Consider Adm? < Sect(X, E), the sub presheaf of admissiable boundary conditions
defined as sub-functors L — E, such that dim(L) = k < dim(E) and the intersection
L x 0F # . Any reasonable notion of a Lagrangian variational problem with free
boundary conditions should include the natural transformation S : Ad_ma — k.

If 0X is a boundary of X, we will show it induces a boundary D-scheme dJet™ of the
space of jets and for any u € Sect(X, E) the map jy(u) sends 0X into dJet™. So, if w is
the differential of some form vanishing on 0Jet™, then j% (u)(w) will be the differential of
some form vanishing on 0.X. By Stokes formula, the action determined by w, evaluated on
X | is zero. In other words, the action of w is given only by its cohomology class modulo
oJet®.

Therefore we consider the forms on the jet space vanishing on the boundary jet-scheme
i.e. relative forms defined by the differential ideal ker(:3) in Q(Jet™(E)).

One may show there is a short-exact sequence of complexes for g = 0,

0 — Q*9(Jet™/0Jet™) — Q"q(JetOO(E)) — Q%9(0Jet™) — 0,
inducing a long exact cohomology sequence

03) — H(r) —
O, 70 ety 0 H (03et)

0 — H (Jet™/dJet™)
= _ 1 ‘ _ 77! r -
%7 (Jet® fodet®) 20 T ety 0L Y (03et®) - -
With additional regularity hypothesis on the systems of differential equations (e.g. (-
normality), we obtain sequences for all ¢ = 0,

0— h(QgJetm/X) - h(Qgetoo/(?Jetw) - h(QEEtw/X) -0

Let S be an element of H (Jet®(m), ' (OF)) and Sp € 7! (Jet™()). They correspond
(c.f. Sect. 1.5) to natural transformations

(7.1) S: Adm(r) 3 L — S(L) = j* (L) e H"(L,0L) = R
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(7.2) So : ¥ € 0Adm(r) := {0L|L € Adm(7m)} — jo(X)* € H"_l(E).

When ¥ is orientable and oriented as an (n— 1)-dimensional sub-variety, then H"~1(X)
R. One then considers the total functional

Stot : L = Stot(L) := S(L) + S3(0L) € R.

12

To make sense of Sy, via an integration map (1.2) one invokes the use of flag varieties,
which permit us to simultaneously integrate over an n-dimensional and (n—1)-dimensional
space.

7.1. D-Geometric Boundary Schemes. Suppose X is a d-dimensional manifold with
0X # . Denote the inclusion of the boundary i : X — X.

Consider the transfer D-module, Dyox, x := Oax ®;-10, i~ 1Dy, as a sheaf of i_lD‘;?—
modules on ¢X. The usual D-module operations are defined:

ix : Mod(DZ% ) — Mod(DY), ixM* := Riy(M* ®p Doxox),

where the Dy-module structure comes from the natural map Dx — 4,3~ "Dx. Similarly,
put

Li*M® = Doxx ®]1L_1’DX 2‘71./\/(..
Note that we have i,Dpx ~ ix(Dox—x), Li*(Dx) ~ Dox—x-

Analogously to the usual Spencer resolution DRS (D) we consider
DR%y(Dx) ~ ips (2x ®£‘L:10X i>'Dx),
and note the existence of a morphism of sheaves on X,
7% : DR%(Dx) — DR3y(Dx),

induced by the pull-back of forms along .

Proposition 7.1. The sheaf of smooth densities Dens(X /0X) on X relative to the bound-
ary 0X, has a Spencer resolution as a DY -module and there is a quasi-isomorphism

Cone(gg)[dx —1] = Dens(X/0X).

A convenient way to encode constrained systems of PDEs is by exploiting the geometry
of algebraic foliations F as they arise naturally in D-module theory.
F-Jets. Consider (X,F) and the left Dx-ideal Dy o F generated by F. The space
Dy = Dx/Dx e F, is the sheaf of differential operators in normal directions with an
induced order filtration

F¥(Dr) := DY /(DSF n Dx o F).

Passing to graded objects, Gr(Dx o F) € Gr(Dx) is a graded ideal.

Suppose that C' — (X, F) is a vector bundle over X. For all k& > 0, there is an Ox-
module JE(C) of sections Sect((X,F),C). In other words, s,s' € Sect((X,F),C) are
k-equivalent over F if

(Br10...00p(8))(x) = (A10...000()(x), < k,V0; € Of.

For every k > ¢ there are projections J. ]]f-(C' ) — J- ﬁ-(C) and we denote the projective limit
JZ£(C). There is a canonical morphism

g Sect((X,F),C) — Sect((X,f),j](.p(C)).

In other words for each leaf F, of F at x € X, two sections s,t € Sect(X, E) are F-tangent
of order < k if s|x, and t|£, are k-th order tangent in the usual sense i.e. have the same
k-jet.

Proposition 7.2. The sheaf J£(C) has the structure of a commutative Dx-algebra and
defines a functor JF(—) : Ox ry — CAlg — Dy — CAlgx, left adjoint to the obvious
forgetful functor.
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The canonical Dr-module structure on J#(C) can be written explicitly via a flat
connection (along F),

V7 F - End(TE(C)).

It is determined for each point 6 = [s]

Fe O(J#(C)) by setting

[o0]

2 and each v € F by its values on a function

VI (F)lo = v(jon(5)F) ().

A Dr-ideal in J#(C) generates an algebraic non-linear PDE J#(C')/Zr, endowed with
its induced order filtration. In this way, we can make sense of k-th order F-equations
(or k-th order non-linear PDEs along F) in terms of the sub-manifolds Y < Jetsk(C).
A usual, we are interested in the infinite jet space Jets®(C). Note if F is just ©x, then
Jetg  (C) is the usual jet-space Jet% (C).

Consider the commutative Dx-algebra A := O(Jets¥(E)), and set 0F := 7 1(0X),
with
(7.3) o+ ety (E) := Pl (0X) — Jet®(E).
Let F S Ox be a foliation with leaf F, and assume 0X < F,. Put pZ : Jet£(E) — X.
Proposition 7.3. Let E — (X, F) be as above with 0X # & such that 0X < F, for
some x € X. We have:
o A canonical injection Jet'((2E) < JetR(E) seding ju(s)(z) to 55 (s')(x) with s

the extension of s from F, to all X;
o A canonical surjection Jet™ (E) — Jet®(E) given by restriction.

Let F denote the complimentary distribution to F and consider the infinite normal jet
bundle of T with respect to 0.X,

ny 7 JetZ(L5E) — 0X.
Essentially due to the fact that partial derivatives commute, there are equivalences
Jet® (Jet%(E)) ~ JetZ (JetZ(E)),
further identifying with Jet®(E). By Proposition 7.3 there is a map Jetoo(Jet%(LzE)) —
Jety (Jet%(E)).
Proposition 7.4. There is an equivalence of Dyx -schemes
0Jetloy)(B) =~ Jet™ (Jet£(:5E)).
Let 0X < X and put A = O(Jet™(FE)). A boundary D-algebra of A is a D-algebraic
PDE of the form (7.3). Let us show it may be written in the form (2.3). Suppose

dim(X) = n and 0X = {z, = 0}. In this case, § € Sect(0X, Jet%(LgE)), is determined
by a tuple

8|0|u§‘

0%y

(X1, Tty (X1, yTp-1), ), =1,...,rank(E),

and o a multi-index of length dim(0X). There is an induced morphism of D-schemes
ig : 0X — X, and denoting by Ker(i}) the ideal of functions vanishing on 0X, we can
indeed exhibit a boundary D-algebra as a quotient of a suitable D-ideal, as required:

0 — Ker(i3) — A — By — 0.

7.1.1. Shifted Geometry of Boundary Constraints. Consider X compact with boundary
0X. Including boundary conditions must be homotopy-compatible with the (—1) shifted
symplectic geometry of classical field theory i.e. one must impose boundary conditions
so that the obstructions given by boundary terms vanish in a suitable sense.

More precisely, let RSolsx be the Dyx-prestack of germs of solutions on 0X. There is
a natural map

res : RSolx — i5:RSolsx,
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restricting an infinite jet of a solution to its infinite normal jet on the boundary. There
is a corresponding cofiber sequence
res*Lrsoixy — LipRSolox — LRSolx /iagRSolsx -
From Proposition 4.2 we have a relative variational tricomplex
Varox ~ @ Varf, ~ P DRy (Sym(Lrsoly fisgRSolsx [—1])) -
q=0 q=0

A D-geometric local boundary condition refers to sheaves of derived Lagrangians f :
L — RSolyx, for the induced symplectic structure. In other words,

Te ~ hofib(T7: — f*Trsolsy )-
The moduli space of solutions on the boundary satisfying the condition £ is then the

following homotopy fibre product in Dx-prestacks, which as a derived Lagrangian inter-
section in a O-shifted space is itself (—1)-shifted symplectic:

RSol%aX —<2 3 RSoly

(7.4 s Jre

. iowf .
Za*[, —*> Za*RSOZax.
Since (7.4) is Cartesian, there are natural equivalences
* *
TRSolf(’aX/ia*RSolaX >~ " TRSoly figsRSolox @ B Lipyl/iowRS0lox -

Let us conclude by giving a candidate for the gauge symmetries in this context, follow-
ing the discussion of Subsect. 6.3, and diagram (6.12). To this end, suppose RSOZ)% ox 18
the derived D-enhancement of a classical prestack

jrox + Solk ax — RSol% ax.
By naturally extending diagram (7.4), one obtains two fiber sequences of complexes of

OSOlé:(,aX [Dox |-modules

-3 *
Tsolgax/RsolX - Tsolgax/z'a*u&solax —JLox® TRSolx/ia*RSolaXa
<3k *
TSOJ§ ox/ioxl TSolf( ox/ioxRSolox Jz:,axﬁ Tig*ﬁ/ig*RSolaX-

Proposition 7.5. There is an equivalence between TSOlﬁ,ax/RS()lﬁ,ax and

hofib(Tsos . jisyRSolax — J2,0x " TRSol fiouRSolox @ IE,0x B Tiny £icuRSolox ) -
If 0X is of codimension > 1, there is a possibility to extend these ideas as well as define
analogs of transgression maps.

Let f: Z — X be an embedding of a closed sub-variety?® and let € e PreStk /x- Then
consider the pull-back diagrams in PreStk defining X7 and ¢% (&),

Xp 2 X () —— &
(7.5) l lpgR and, l l
Zar 22 Xur X) 2 X

Consider f*X2 := f*(Zsr xx,, X), defined by an analogous pull-back square:
[*X; — X

(7.6) | |

Z — X
Note that id% X ¢ ~ X.
Proposition 7.6. Let f : Z — X be a monomorphism of derived Artin stacks with
Ee PreStkl/%t. Then we have:

201 more general settings, we may have that f is monomorphism of derived Artin stacks.
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e an equivalence (pr)*(pr!)(Z) Xz fY( X)) ~Z xx,, X;

e a canonical epimorphism Maps(X, ) — Maps(X7,5E).

e a canonical morphism resy : R8oLx (Y) — R8oLz(f*(X2),t5Y), for all Y satis-
fying (%), with vz : f*(X}) — X the natural map.

Considering (7.5) and (7.6), Proposition 7.6 is seen to be true by considering the pull-
back diagram

pipPar|(Z) xz f*(X3) —— f*(X3) —— X
l l Ji

PipPar1Z Z ! X
\L deR J/de

Z Pak Z4R Jun Xdr

One can think of f*(X /) as normal jets of solutions on Z in X.

8. APPENDIX.

8.1. Factorization. In this section, all categories are viewed as DG-categories and then
as stable (o0, 1)-categories in the usual manner.

8.1.1. Factorization Objects. We recall convenient way to construct a category of fac-
torization objects associated to a lax monoidal functor F. Roughly, let PreStkg be the
sub-category of PreStk with P a class of ‘properties’ on morphisms defining a colimit
presentation of a prestack Y, and Q a property of the objects Y themselves. For instance,
take P as closed-embeddings and Q to be laftness, then objects of PreStklcClL}te mb are pseudo
ind-schemes.

One first defines F-objects on a category of affine spaces Aff, and Kan-extends along
the Yoneda embedding.

Omitting the explicit details, we put

(8.1) E!PreStkg = Res(Kan?(E}Aff)) : (PreStkg)Op — Catro)or’esst’cont,

where Res is the restriction along the functor PreStkg — PreStk. Right Kan-extension
here is along the Yoneda, j. It can be calculated explicitly: if Y € PreStkg, represented
as Y ~ colimZ; then

F'(Y) ~ colimF'(Z;),

taken with respect to the diagram formed by functors f. := F'(f) : F!(Sg) — F!(Sg) for
f 51 — Ss. Typical examples might be:

QCoh*(—), IndCoh'(—), D*(-),

or Crys"(—) = IndCoh'(—) o (—)4r, or Crys’ = QCoh*(—) o (—)4g.

Some of these agree when evaluated on classical smooth geometric objects X. More
generally, they might coincide when X is presentable as a colimit whose structure maps
are proper i.e. X is an object of PreStkﬁfotper.

Consider the Grothendieck construction in correspondences for (8.1),

9C0rr (E!Prestkg ) ’
|

and the (o0, 1)-category of commutative monoids CAIg[SCOH (E PreStkg )], together with a

natural forgetful functor to commutative monoids in correspondences in prestacks

p CAIE[S™ (1 )] — CAla[Corr(Presii |

Its action on objects (‘3;5 € F(H)) is p(‘é;é’ € F(H)) =Y.
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Recall that Y € CAlg[Corr(PreStk)] consists of an object Y € PreStk, together with
correspondences (multiplication and unity):

multy unity
mi 9§ m z
9 xY Y pt Y

with higher arity analogs of the multiplication maps satisfying relations of a unital commu-
tative monoid object (in the oo-categorical sense). Both Rany, Rany € CAlg(Corr(PStk))
i.e. the multiplication is defined by the operation of disjoint union and the unit operation
is determined by the map ¢ : pt < Rany corresponding to inclusion of the empty set.

Definition 8.1. A weak multiplicative F-object (on Y) is a section of p.

Namely, it is the datum of an object £ € F'(Y) such that there are maps
v:mi(ERE) — mh(E),

defining the multiplication, together with p : 6!1]_ F(pt) — 6!2(5 ) with higher arity analogues
of the multiplications v satisfying the relations of a unital commutative monoid. When
required, we denote a given arity n > 2 map as v : m'(E¥") — mb(E), where m :
Y*" Y is the map induced from m and m' = F'(m) is the functorial pull-back under
our lax monoidal functor F. We denote by 1p(,) the unit for the canonical symmetric
monoidal structure on F'(pt).

The oo-category of weak multiplicative F-objects over Y is denoted by MultF'(Y). It
admits a full-subcategory of multiplicative F-objects

Mult F'(Y) — MultF(Y)veak,

consisting of those for which v (and hence all higher arity operations) and p are homotopy
equivalences.
One can ask what it means for this multiplication to ‘factorize.’

Definition 8.2. A wunital factorization F'-object on X is an object of MultF'(Ran'y).

Explicitly, this Definition 8.2 gives an object & = (1) € F(Ran}®), together with
isomorphisms

(8.2) a: JdlSJ (EXE) |_|5 in F ((Ran¥, x Ran’)aisj),

together with an isomorphism 8 : 1p ) — L'@(E ) in F'(pt), correpsonding to the inclusion

(as a map of prestacks) tg : pt — Ran'y, together with all higher-arity analogs for the

maps (8.2). Let (—)° denote the endo-functor taking the opposite category and put

Fop := (—)°P o F. Then a co-unital factorization F' object on X is a unital Fi,-object.
Denote the categories of factorization objects by

FactF' (X) := MultF'(Ran'®), and FactF)

co—un

(X) := MultF,,(Rany").
We give some examples of factorization objects taking the opportunity to fix notations.

Example 8.3. (a) F is QCoh*(—) : Gives the category of factorization quasi-coherent

sheaves on X, to be denoted QCohfaCt"(X ), with respect to the quasi-coherent pull-back
operation, denoted for a morphism f by f(SCoh‘

(b) IndCoh'(—) : Gives the category of factorization ind-coherent sheaves on X (see
[12, 13]), to be denoted IndCoh®*!(X), with respect to the !-pull-back of ind-coherent

sheaves fI!ndCoh‘

(¢c) D*(—) : Gives the category of factorization D-modules with respect to the D-module
pull-back denoted FAlg} (X ). They are ‘usual’ factorization algebras of [3, 9].

(d) For PreStk,_) given by slicing over a pre-stack, we obtain unital factorization pre-

stacks (also called unital factorization spaces) PreStk <t (X).
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More importantly for us, are those factorization F-objects over not simply X, but its de
Rham space Z = Xypr. In this situation item (e) in Example 8.3 gives unital factorization
D spaces over X i.e.

PreStk%iEn(X) := PreStkia* (X, ).

Over Z = Xgg, items (a) and (c) are equivalent QCoh™%""(Z) ~ FAlg, (X)™.

8.1.2. Homotopical Multi-jets. Consider PreStk, g, and the canonical map q4r := PRany dR
Ranyx — Ranx,, which defines an adjunction

(83) q:ZRZ PreStk/RanXdR %} PreStk/RanX: qdR,x-

The essential image of the pushforward in adjunction (8.3) is called a multi-jet D-space,
which is denoted by
JetsTn (€)™ := qur +(€) — Ranx,g,
for some & — Ranx prestack relative to the prestack Ranyx.
The main result we use throughout the paper is presented here as a collection of various
facts pertaining to commutative D-algebras, factorization algebras and factorization D-
spaces.

Proposition 8.4. Let X be a smooth affine variety. There is a natural functor
U : FAlgp(X)comm — CAIg(DRrany ) — CAlgx(Dx),
which has a right-adjoint,
F : CAlgx (Dx) — FAlgx (Dx)comms
that roughly speaking, views a derived D-algebra A, with the natural maps of n-fold prod-
ucts Byt jxj (AKX KA) > Ay(A® - ® A), in terms of a fibration sequence,
AR KA = G (AR HA) = A(A® - ® A).
Moreover, F extends to a functor

FAIgp (X)comm — PreStk{)“Ct(X)CO—un,aff’

comm

to affine co-unital factorizaion D-spaces. The natural forgetful co-functor
Usact PreStk{fCt(X) — PreStky,,,, 2 z(1),
also has a right-adjoint — the homotopical multi-jet co-functor.

The forgetful functor Uy, is the induced functor on pre-stacks given by restriction
*

A
along the diagonal i.e. PreSthande —, PreStky,,,, restricted to the sub-category of

multiplicative objects PreStk{)aCt(X) c PreSthandea as in Example 8.3.

Sheaves of Categories. The appropriate categorification of structure sheaves of derived
(factorization) spaces we use is given by the theory of quasi-coherent sheaves of categories
[10].

If X is affine ShvCat(X) := QCoh(X) — Mod(DGCatwm) and one extends this to
prestacks Y via f*QCohy = QCohx for every f: X — Y.

Sheaves of categories QCohy indeed categoryify the structure sheaf in the sense that
we may take their ‘global sections categories’

I'(Y,—) : ShvCat(Y) — DGCatcont,
such that
I'(Y, QCohy) = QCoh(Y).

The main example of a (unital) sheaf of factorization category we use is described as
follows.

Let Xf9" be a unital factorization D-space. In particular for all & we have maps
T Xé]R X1 y) — yJ),

The unital D-factorization category of sheaves on X" ig

Shvien .— {p!(I)ShVX(I)},
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specified by the assignment fSet 5 [ — p!(I)ShV v € ShvCat(X CIlR), whose structure maps

are of the form
(8.4) D, = p!(‘])(ua.) o ﬁfI) (ue) : Aap,( )ShVX(I) — p( )Shy().

Remark the natural equivalences

I
Aap,( )ShVX(I) ~ f){, )ShVXinxéRX(I)'

From base-change along X &]R XX, XD one can see that the unital structure maps (8.4)

are well-defined and in the case when « is a partition, are even equivalences of sheaves of
categories.
Indeed, notice that the unit of the above equivalence gives

,u;:ShVXJ x 1 XD *’//JQIMO{ShVXJ x 1 XD
d dR

and the right-adjoint v4e to 3, that the map ®, we are looking for is indeed given by
the composition

I/, e
I P (1) I !
ﬁ/!( )ShVXC.lIRXXCIlR/Y(I) ﬁ/l( )Ma!MaShVX&IRXXéRXU)
~ p!(J)I/a!I/é[ShVX(J)

(J)
| (Va°)
A oSy

Note the factorizaion equivalences are of the form

J(a )Pu( IShv pir) = il .p. ShVX(Ijn

jedJ
and taking the image under the functor (pffan)Phv
Vae, We have the factorization unit maps

,O!(I)ShVX(I) Sth;‘;-‘ — ,0!(‘])

, of the units g, and the right-adjoint

J)

ShVX(J), ShVX[iIR — ,0!( ShVX(J).

8.1.3. Factorization pull-back. Consider an admissible morphism of unital factorization
D-spaces ffon . xHhen _, yRan There is an induced (unital) functor of unital D-
factorization categories
(8.5) (ffem)* : Shvif*™ — Shvien,
determined by the following assignments:

e For each I € fSet there is a morphism in Shv@at( dR) given by f()-* pfd,)Shvg(z) -

PLeIShY )
e For each « : I — J there is a natural transformation of functors defined by the
(homotopically) commuting diagram

~(I) (J)
Py ShVX;i’RdeIRy(I) — Py, Shvy(J)

lf(f),* lf‘”**

I J
Z)(X!)ShVX(‘i]RxxéRX(I) — pg(!)Sth(J)

whose horizontal arrows are determined by the unital structure maps (8.4).

8.1.4. Factorization push-forward. There is an induced (unital) functor of unital D-factorization
categories

(8.6) (£7m),  Shvi*™ — Shv{f*",
determined by the following:

o For each I € fSet there is a morphism in ShvCat(X/ ), given as f* (I,) Shv y) —
pl(é ') Shv(l ).
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e For each «, there is a natural transformation of morphisms of sheaves of categories
defined by the homotopy-commuting diagram

I J
#X!)ShVX({RxXéRX(U - ch,)!ShVXU)

I 8
1)

J
Py, ShVXr{RXXI yay — pél)Shvgu)
dR
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