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Legendrian Structures in Derived Geometry

Kadri Ilker Berktav *

Abstract

This is the third installment in a series of papers [1, 2] on the subject of derived contact
structures. In this paper, we formally introduce Legendrians in the derived context and give a
natural example. We then present affine models and prove a Legendrian-Darboux-type theorem
for the Legendrians in contact derived schemes.
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1 Introduction

Derived algebraic geometry offers generalized versions of certain familiar geometric structures
and studies their properties. In this regard, for instance, the derived versions of Symplectic and
Poisson geometries have already been described and studied in [3, 4]. Furthermore, [5, 6, 7] present
several applications and local constructions.

Inaseries of papers [1, 2], we have provided some results on certain shifted geometric structures
in the spirit of [5, 7]. For instance, [1] defines shifted contact structures on derived stacks and studies
their local theory. In short, the key results of [1] consist of a Darboux-type theorem and the notion of
symplectification for contact derived schemes. Moreover, [2] extends the results of [1] from derived
schemes to derived Artin stacks and presents some further examples.

This paper focuses on morphisms of derived stacks carrying particular structures. In derived
symplectic geometry, for example, [3] defines the notions of isotropic and Lagrangian structures on
a given morphism f : Y — (X, wx) of derived stacks with shifted symplectic target. Regarding
local models for these structures, Joyce and Safronov [6, Theorem 3.7] provide the derived version
of the classical Lagrangian neighborhood theorem, which inspires our current work.
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In this paper, the results and methods of [6] will be central. To be more specific, the “derived”
Lagrangian neighborhood theorem [6, Theorem 3.7] states that, for k € Z.(, given a Lagrangian
f:Y = (X, wx) in a k-shifted symplectic derived scheme (X, wx), points y € Y, z € X with

i ki

f(y) = z, and a Darboux local model ¢ : SpecA < X near x with “coordinates” z;*,y; ™" € A such

that t*(wx) ~ («°,0,0,...) and w® = 3=, . dar; 'darys™, there exist a standard form cdga B,

“coordinates" i:j_i, uj_i, U;—C_H_i € B,acdgamorphism 3 : A — B with :Ej_i = B(xj_i), and a Zariski

open inclusion j : SpecB — Y such that the diagram

Specp | f (11)

homotopy commutes, and the pullback j*(hy) of the “Lagrangian structure" hy on f to Specf3
satisfies j*(hy) ~ (h°,0,0,...) with the element of form' h® = 37, - daru; ‘darv)~"*". In the
same spirit, this paper essentially aims to provide the derived contact analogue of this neighborhood
theorem. To this end, of course, one requires analogous structures in derived contact geometry.

In this sequel, we formally introduce and study Legendrian structures in the context of derived
contact geometry. Let us overview our results.

Definition 1.1. (Informal) We define a Legendrian structure on a morphism f : Y — X of derived
Artin stacks, with a derived contact target, to be an isotropic structure satisfying a certain non-
degeneracy condition. We then call Y (or f) a Legendrian in X. (See Definitions 3.12 & 3.14.)

Theorem 1.2. Any Legendrian structure on the morphism Y — x,, where x,, denotes the point with
its canonical n-shifted contact structure, induces an (n — 1)-shifted (pre-)contact structure on the derived
scheme Y (cf. Proposition 3.18.)

Theorem 1.3. Let J'[n]X be the n-shifted 1-jet stack of X with the canonical n-shifted contact structure.
Then the zero section j : X — J[n]X carries a natural Legendrian structure. (cf. Theorem 3.20.)

Theorem 1.4. (A Legendrian-Darboux-type theorem, cf. §4.2) Legendrians in n-shifted contact derived
K-schemes, with n < 0, are locally modeled on standard Legendrian-Darboux forms.

Let us describe the content of this paper in more detail and provide an outline. In Section 2, we
review Lagrangian structures in derived symplectic geometry and mention some key results. In
Section 3, we formally define the notion of a Legendrian structure on a morphism of derived stacks,
with a shifted contact target, and present some outcomes (i.e. the proofs of Theorems 1.2 & 1.3
above). Finally, Section 4 provides a prototype construction for the local models of such structures
(cf. Construction 4.4) and proves a Legendrian-Darboux-type theorem (cf. Theorem 4.6).
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Conventions. Throughout the paper, K will be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero.
All cdgas will be graded in nonpositive degrees and over K. All classical K-schemes are assumed
locally of finite type, and all derived K-schemes/stacks X are assumed to be locally finitely presented,
by which we mean that there exits a cover of X by affine opens SpecA with A a finitely generated
graded algebra.

It should be noted that some coordinate-dependent expressions hold true only for particular values of k, and the other
cases require some modifications [6, Examples 3.3, 3.5, 3.6].



2 Recollection: Lagrangians in the derived context

2.1 Derived symplectic structures

Pantev et al. [3] define the simplicial sets of p-forms of degree k and closed p-forms of degree k on derived
stacks. Denote these simplicial sets by AP(X, k) and A?“/(X, k), respectively. These definitions
are in fact given first for affine derived K-schemes. Later, both concepts are defined for general
derived stacks X in terms of mapping stacks A” (s, k) and AP (e, k), respectively. For a summary
of some key ideas from derived algebraic geometry, see Appendix A.

Let X = SpecA with A a standard form cdga?, then take AL, = APQY. Therefore, elements of
AP (X, k) form a simplicial set such that k-cohomology classes of the complex (A}, d) correspond
to the connected components of this simplicial set. Likewise, the connected components of
AP{(X, k) are identified with the k-cohomology classes of the complex [, (APQ% [—i], dyor)-
Then we have the following definitions.

Definition 2.1. Let X = SpecA be an affine derived K-scheme for A a minimal standard form cdga.
A k-shifted p-form on X for p > 0 and k < 0 is an element w° € (APQk)k with dw® = 0.

Note that an element w® defines a cohomology class [w°] € H*(APQY, d), where two p-forms
w?, wY of degrees k are equivalent, written w{ ~ w9, if Jay 5 € (Ath)k_1 st wd —wd = day o.
Definition 2.2. Let X = SpecA be an affine derived K-scheme with A a minimal standard form

cdga. A closed k-shifted p-form on X for p > 0 and k < 0 is a sequence w = (w°, w!,...) with

w' € (APTIQY) "% such that dyoyw = 0, which splits according to weights as dw® = 0 in (APQY) i

and dypw’ + dw't! = 0in (Ap““Qk)k_z,i > 0.

We say two closed p-forms w = (w°,w!,...),0 = (¢%,0%,...) of degrees k are equivalent,
written w ~ o, if there exists a sequence a = (a°,al,...) witha® € (APTIQL)*~ =1 fori =0,1,...,
satisfying

W — 0¥ = da® and W't + o' = dyra’ + dattL.

Note that a closed k-shifted p-form consists of an actual k-shifted p-form w® and the data
(w)i>0 of w® being coherently d4r-closed. It then follows that there also exists a natural projection
morphism 7 : AP(X, k) — AP(X, k), w = (w);>0 — w°.

Definition 2.3. A closed k-shifted 2-form w = (w');>¢ on X = SpecA for a (minimal) standard
form cdga A is called a k-shifted symplectic structure if the induced map

wO- Ty — Qh[k’], Y — Lywo,

is a quasi-isomorphism, where T4 = (L4)" ~ Hom 4 (2}, 4)3 is the tangent complex of A.

Shifted symplectic Darboux models for derived schemes. One of the main theorems in [5] pro-
vides the shifted version of the classical Darboux theorem in symplectic geometry. The statement
is as follows.

Theorem 2.4. ([5, Theorem 5.18]) Given a derived K-scheme X with a k-shifted symplectic form w’ for
k < 0and x € X, there is a local model (A, f : SpecA — X,w) and p € spec(H(A)) such that f is an
open inclusion with f(p) = x, A is a standard form that is minimal at p, and w is a k-shifted symplectic
form on SpecA such that A, w are in Darboux form, and f*(w’) ~ w in the space of k-shifted closed 2-forms.

In fact, it has been proven in [5, Theorem 5.18] that such w can be constructed explicitly
depending on the integer £ < 0. Indeed, there are three cases in total: (1) k is odd; (2) k/2
is even; and (3) k/2 is odd. For instance, when k is odd, one can find a minimal standard form

cdga A, with “coordinates" J};i, y;‘”“ € A, and a Zariski open inclusion f : SpecA — X so that

W) ~w=(w0,0,...)and w® = 37, ; dar; 'dary; ™. We will not give any further detail on

the aforementioned cases in this paper. Instead, we refer to the relevant sections of the prequel
[1], or the main references [5, Examples 5.8, 5.9, and 5.10].

2t should be noted that the results that are cited or to be proven in this section are all about the local structure of derived
schemes. Thus, it is enough to consider the (refined) affine case.
3Thanks to the identification L4 ~ (2, d) for A a (minimal) standard form cdga.



2.2 Lagrangians in symplectic derived stacks

In classical symplectic geometry, there are some natural subobjects of symplectic manifolds, called
Lagrangians*. There is an interesting result concerning the standard model for tubular neighbor-
hoods of Lagrangian submanifolds: Weinstein's Lagrangian neighborhood theorem states [8] that given
a Lagrangian submanifold L C (M, w), a neighborhood of the zero section of its cotangent bundle
T*L provides a universal model for the neighborhood of L itself. That is, we have:

Theorem 2.5. Every Lagrangian L C (M, w) has a tubular neighborhood symplectomorphic to a neigh-
borhood of the zero section of T* L.

Joyce and Safronov [6] provide an analogous result in the context of derived symplectic geom-
etry. It should be noted that PTVV’s paper [3] introduces the notions of isotropic and Lagrangian
structures on a given morphism f : £ — (X, wx) in dStk to study, for instance, derived symplectic
structures on fiber products of derived stacks and that on mapping stacks [3, Theorems 2.9 & 2.5].
Now, let us discuss the notions of interest in detail. We follow [3, 6].

Denote by AP (—, n), AP“!(—, n) the derived stacks of p-forms of degree n and closed p-forms of degree
n as introduced in PTVV’s work [3]. Then by construction, we have equivalences

AP(n) ~ QAP(n + 1) and AP (n) ~ QAP (n + 1). (2.1)

Definition 2.6. Let (X,wx) be a k-shifted symplectic derived Artin stack and f : £ — (X,wx)
a morphism of derived Artin stacks. By an isotropic structure on f (relative to wx), we mean a
homotopy h. from 0 to f*(wx) in the simplicial set A%< (L, k); i.e., a nullhomotopy of f*(wx).
Denote the space of such structures by

Isot(f,wx) = PathAi,cl(Lk) (0, f*(wx))-
Observation 2.7. Let h € Isot(f,wx), then using the natural projection
m i APNX k) — AP(XK), wx = (W')izo — W,

we can obtain a homotopy h% from 0 to f*(w%) in A?(L, k), which induces the following 2-
commutative diagram (via h%), along with the induced morphism x4, : Tz/x — Le[k — 1] :

T, 0
* 0,
Lfl (W) ]ffﬂ Ly[K] l
f*(Tx) fr(Lx)[k) ————= Lk,
| /’_/’/’_/,,
Tex[1] ™ Xz ]

(2.2)
Here Ly[k] is the shifted version of the moprhism in the triangle f*(Lx) — Lz — L. x for
f: L — (X,wx). The morphism f*(w$)- is the pullback of the induced map w$- : Tx — Lx[k].
The vertical maps on the left hand side of the diagram are just the duals of ones in the canonical
distinguished triangle above. The map x},. can be described as follows:

Observation 2.8. In brief, the homotopy h% between 0 and f*(w%) : f*(Tx) A f*(Tx) — Or[K]
induces a homotopy /' from 0 to the map T.;x ® T; — O[k] obtained by the composition®

Tex ®@Te —Te AT — f*(Tx) A f5(Tx) = Oclk]. (2.3)

On the other hand, T, /x — f* (Tx) comes with a canonical homotopy® to 0, and hence we obtain
another induced homotopy A" between 0 and the composition T, ,x ® T, — O[k].

Combining the homotopies ', ", we get aloop at 0 in Mapgcon(x) (’JI‘L/X T, O [k]) , which
defines an element in

T (Mapgconx)(Te/x @ Te, Oz[k])) ~ mo(Mapgceonx)(Te/x ® Te, Oz [k — 1)).

Using adjunction, we get a morphism xp, : Tz/x — L[k — 1] of perfect complexes. For more
details, see [3, §2.2].

*A Lagrangian . : L — (M, w) is a submanifold of dimension % dim M such that t*w = 0.
SThe first two maps come from the exact triangle Tz /x — Tz — f*(Tx)-
Thanks to the exact triangle Tz x — Tz — f*(Tx)



These observations lead to the definition of a Lagrangian structure on the morphism f (with
respect to wx), which will be an isotropic structure satisfying some non-degeneracy condition.
More precisely, we have:

Definition 2.9. Let f : £ — (X,wx) be a morphism of derived Artin stacks with k-shifted
symplectic target. An isotropic structure h. on f is called Lagrangian if the induced morphism
Xne : Teyx — Le[k — 1] in (2.2) is a quasi-isomorphism (the non-degeneracy condition)”. In that
case, we say that £ is Lagrangian in (X, wx).

Local description of isotropic structures. In the presence of “nice" local models representing a
given morphism f : £ — (X, wx ), one can express the isotropy condition on f in terms of certain
local equations. For the meaning of “nice" local models, see Appendix A.

Let X ~ SpecA and £ ~ SpecB be affine derived K-schemes, with A, B some (standard
form)® cdgas, and f : £ — (X,wx) be a morphism in dAffx with k-shifted symplectic target
such that f is induced by a morphism of cdgas f : A — B°. Then wx lifts to a sequence
wa = (wo,wl, ce ) S (Hi>0 A2+ZQ}4[*’L], dtot) such that dtotwA =0.

Leth : 0 ~ f*wabeanisotropicstructureon f, then [f*wa] = [0Jin H* ([, AT Q% [—i], diot),

and hence, by definition, there is a sequence (h°, h',...) with bt € (AQHQ}B)]C_l_i fori=0,1,...,
satisfying

dh® = f,(W°), darh®+dhT' = fo (W), i=0,1,..., (2.4)

where f, : QY — QL is the morphism induced by f. Thus, the isotropic structure  can equivalently
be viewed as the sequence (h°, hl,...) above.

Recall that since our local model is nice enough (given by suitable standard form cdgas), we
may take w to be exact and w’ = 0 for i > 0, and write ws = (w°,0,...). In this case, the defining
equations above reduce to

dh® = fo(W°), dagh'+dh'"Tt =0, i=0,1,..., (2.5)

Remark 2.10. As in the case of shifted symplectic structures with nice local models, one can also
simplify the form of the isotropic structure (h°, h', h?,...) by using certain vanishing results from
cyclic homology theory. In that respect, [6, Proposition 4.1] shows that, up to equivalence, ho
can be taken to be exact and h’ = 0 for i > 0. Therefore, for an isotropic structure of the form
(h%,0,0,...), the defining equations even reduce to

dh® = f.(W°), darh® =0. (2.6)

Observation 2.11. When (X, wx) = (,0), i.e. w® = 0 as well, we obtain h := (k°,0,0,...), with
dh® = 0, dqrh® = 0, and hence an element in A%/ (SpecB, k — 1). That is, we have a (k — 1)-shifted
pre-symplectic structure h on SpecB. In addition, if the isotropic structure is non-degenerate, i.e.
xn @ Ty — Lplk — 1] is a quasi-isomorphism, then the map x; reduces to the non-degenerate
contraction map x»- : Tg — Lg[k — 1]. Thus, h defines a (k — 1)-shifted symplectic structure on
SpecB. In general, we have the following result.

Proposition 2.12. Let (X, wx) = (*, 0) with a trivial k-shifted symplectic structure wx = 0. Lagrangians
Y in (x,0) are equivalent to (k — 1)-shifted symplectic derived schemes (Y, wy ), where wy is defined by the
non-degenerate k-shifted isotropic structure on' Y — (*,0).

2.3 A Lagrangian-Darboux theorem for symplectic derived schemes

In this section, we outline local models for Lagrangians in derived symplectic geometry and state
a Lagrangian neighborhood theorem. In brief, Joyce and Safronov [6, Examples 3.3 & 3.5] provide
explicit local models, called Lagrangian Darboux forms, for the cases (1) k < Owith k # 3 mod 4
and (2) k < 0 with k¥ = 3 mod 4. They also showed in [6, Theorem 3.7] that any such structure
can be locally modeled on one of Lagrangian Darboux forms. In this regard, we overview local
models in the following prototype construction/example.

7Equivalently, we can require the sequence Ty — f*Tx — L. [k] to be a homotopy fiber sequence.
8Thus, we can identify their cotangent complexes with the corresponding modules of Kéhler differentials.
9That is, f ~ Specf



Construction 2.13. Consider the case k¥ < O with k¥ Z 3 mod 4. Assume A,w are in k-shifted
symplectic Darboux form in the sense of Theorem 2.4. In brief, we assume that A is a standard
form cdga which is free algebra over a smooth K-algebra A(0) generated by variables z;*, yf“ €A
so thatw := (w°,0,0,...), withw® =3, g darz; deRykJ” is a k-shifted symplectic forrn. We will
not give all the details on each case of k in th1s paper. Instead, we refer to [5, Examples 5.8, 5.9,
and 5.10].

Let{ = —|(k+1)/2]%. Write A}’ for the sub-cdga of A generated by x;i’s only, fori=1,...,¢,

j =0,...,m;. Then we consider A as a freely generated algebra on generators z7’,...,z;, in
AL CAforz_l Jand yit7, L yEiin AR fori = 0,... L.
Choose an element H € A*1, called the Hamiltonian, sat1sfy1r1g the classical master equation
L my
N~ 0H O0H
D) DAL PRI 2.7)
i=1 j=1 ax]— ayj
Then we define the internal differential on A by d = 0 on A(0), and by
; 0H . OH
dl‘;z = gy and dy;?+z =7 - (28)
y; Ox;
Moreover, we can choose an element ¢ € (Qk)k satisfying dH = 0, dgrH + d¢ = 0, and dyr¢ =
kw®. Explicitly, we have
£ m,
¢ = Z Z — iz daryt T 4 (k + i)yt daga; . (2.9)
i=0 j=1
Notice that due to the degree reasons, H must be at most linear in yk“ Then decomposing H
we write _
H=Hy+Y HTTy with By € AR BT € a7, (2.10)
(2]
Likewise, we can define ¢4 := — Zf:o 23”21 (f1)(*i+1)(k+1)y;§+idd3z;i. Then the classical master
equation becomes
£ m
- ; i+1) OH.
Z ( 1) H-IHJ( +1 > + _ Ak+2
i=1 j=1 L
—i'+1 m; _ . aHg—i/'f'l) .
(—1) gy —— =0in A7 "2 (2.11)
— = or;
=1 j= J
fori’ =1,...,¢ j'=1,...,my. The action of d can be equivalently written as
. i c’)H‘Z '+l
dwj—z _ ( 1)~ z+1H( i+1) and dyk-i-z _ Z Z yk-i-z ) (2.12)
i'=—i4+1j5'=1 J
Then some (very long) calculations show that d. H = 0, dgrH+ + dé4 = 0, and dgpd4 = —w®.

For details, we refer to [6, Remark 2.15 & Example 3.3].
Let s := —|k/2] so that
{E, k even,
S =

{41, k odd.

Then [6, Example 3.3] chooses a smooth algebra B® := B(0) of dimension mg +n and a morphism
: — . Localizin if necessary, assume that there exist elements v, ..., in suc

B°: A® — BY. Localizing B if Y, hat th ist el ¢ ul in BY such

that Qf, = spango{dariy, ..., diriy,,, dirys, . . ., daruy, } with £} = 5°(z?). Then we define the

cdga B to be the free graded algebra over B(0) generated by the variables

'@y, %, indegree (—i) fori =1,2,...,¢,
ul_i,u;i,..., uy,’ mdegree( i)fori=1,---s,
W i degree (b~ 144), fori= 0.1 s (19

0¢ = —k/2if k is even; otherwise £ = —(k + 1)/2. Here, | —] denotes the floor function.



Define a morphism ;. : A; — B of cdgas by 84|40 = 8° and 50]- = By (z; %) for all 7, j.

Now choose a superpotential G € B* satisfying a relative version of the c1a551ca1 master equation,
which determines the differential d on B. In fact, extending 5, to a morphism 3 : A — B via
Bla, = By and 3 (y;‘””) = +0G/ 637:? would give the relative CME in a compact form

ZZ 63 aaziz +B(G) =0. (2.14)

i=1 j= 1
Then the differential d on B is given by
dlpo =0, di;’ = £B4(H; "), and du;’ = £0G/ovi ™', dl ™' = £0G/ou;".  (2.15)

Finally, we define an element in (A2QL)*~1

S Uz

hO = ZdeRu;iddef*”i. (2.16)

i=0 j=1

Joyce and Safronov [6, Example 3.3] show that i := (h°,0,0,...) is a non-degenerate isotropic
structure on Specf3 : SpecB — (SpecA, wean ), with the equations dh’ = B, (w), dgrh® = 0, where
Wean = (W°,0,...) is the standard k-shifted symplectic structure on SpecA as in Theorem 2.4.

Moreover, there exists an element 1) € (24)*~1 (viewed as the relative version of ¢ above)
satisfying the equations

dG = —B(H + Hy), dgpG + dp = —B. (¢ + ¢-.), and dyrt) = (k — 1)R°. (2.17)

In fact, by [6], we can write 1 explicitly as

Y=Y Y [ =i tdarol T 4 (B = 14 i)l g, (2.18)
i=0 j=1
Definition 2.14. Let 3 € Hom(A, B), A, wean, B, and h = (h°,0,...) be as above. Then we say that
(A, wean, B, B, h) is of Lagrangian Darboux form.

It should be noted that the construction above holds true only for particular values of k. The
complete treatment requires some modifications, but follows the same logic. For details, see [6,
Examples 3.3, 3.5, 3.6].

A Lagrangian neighborhood theorem. Before stating a Lagrangian Darboux-type theorem, we
wish to present a simplification result for an isotropic structure h = (h',h?,...) on Specf :
SpecB — (SpecA, weqn) Which was briefly mentioned in Remark 2.10. The following result is
central to prove the shifted version of the Lagrangian-Darboux theorem in the classical setup.

Lemma 2.15. [6, Proposition 4.1.] Let A, wean, B, 3 be as above, and h = (h° h',...) an isotropic
structure for Specf satisfying dh® = B.(w°), darh® + dh*tt = 0, i > 0. Then there exist elements
G’ € B* and ) € (0})F~1 satisfying the equations

dG' = —B(H + Hy) and dgrG' + dip = —B.(¢p + ¢
such that the isotropic structure h = (h°, k', ...) is homotopic to ﬁ(ddmp, 0,0,...).
Now, we state the “derived" Lagrangian-Darboux theorem:

Theorem 2.16. [6, Theorem 3.7.] Lagrangians f : £ — (X, wx) in k-shifted symplectic derived schemes,
with k < 0, are locally modeled on standard Lagrangian-Darboux forms as in Definition 2.14 and Con-
struction 2.13, with the following homotopy commutative diagram

SpecB L
Specf l l f
SpecA X

(2.19)
and the pullback j* (h.) of the Lagrangian structure he on f to Specf so that j*(hz) ~ (h°,0,0,...).



3 Legendrian structures in the derived context

3.1 Derived contact structures

In classical contact geometry, by a contact structure on a smooth manifold M?"*!, we mean a
smooth field of tangent hyperplanes { C T'M (of rank 2n) with the property that for any smooth
locally defining 1-form ¢, i.e. £ = ker(a), the 2-form dsra¢ is non-degenerate. Recall that contact
manifolds are viewed as the odd-dimensional analogues of symplectic manifolds. In that respect,
both structures have several common features; some of which are: a Darboux theorem, no local
invariants, and having interesting subobjects. For more details, we refer to [9].

In derived geometry, on the other hand, [1] introduces an n-shifted contact structure on a
derived Artin stack X, with n € Z, as a structure that consist of a morphism of X — Tx of perfect
complexes, a line bundle L, and a locally defined n-shifted 1-form « : Tx — Ox[k] satisfying
a non-degeneracy condition. Moreover, [1, 2] present derived versions of some of the classical
results in contact geometry.

Let us start with some terminology and then overview several results from [1, 2].

Definition 3.1. Let X be a locally finitely presented derived (Artin) stack. An n-shifted contact
structure on X consists of

¢ a perfect complex K on X, with a monomorphism « : K — Tx of perfect complexes;
¢ aline bundle L on X such that Cone(x) is weak equivalent to L[n]; and

¢ the non-degeneracy condition: Locally on X, where L is trivial, the induced 1-form o :
Tx — Ox|[k] is such that K is weak equivalent to the cocone of a'!, and the 2-form dqra is
non-degenerate on K. (In that case, the triangle K — Tx — L[] splits locally.)

Denote such a structure on X simply by (I, , L) and call such local form a n-contact form.
Moreover, any such data satisfying all conditions above except the non-degeneracy is then called
n-shifted pre-contact structure.

From Proposition A.9, on a refined affine neighborhood, say SpecA with A a minimal standard
form cdga, the perfect complexes T4,L 4, when restricted to specH Y(A), are both free finite
complexes of HY(A)-modules. In that case, Definition 3.1 will reduce to the following local
descriptions, where K is now just equivalent to the usual ker & in Mod 4; and L in the splitting
corresponds to the line bundle generated by the Reeb vector field of the classical case. More
precisely, from [1, §3.2], when restricted to the (nice) local models, we equivalently have:

Definition 3.2. (Shifted contact structures with nice local models) We say that a k-shifted (affine)
contact structure on X = SpecA is a submodule K of T 4 such that K ~ ker « for a k-shifted 1-form
a with the property that the k-shifted 2-form dgro is non-degenerate on ker o and the complex
Cone(i : K — Ta) ~ coker(i) is the quotient complex and of the form L[k], with L a line bundle.

In that case, one has the natural splitting T 4 |specro(4) = ker alspecro () D LIF]|specro (4)- Adopt-
ing the classical terminology, we sometimes call the sub-module ker o a k-shifted contact structure,
and the 1-form « a (defining) k-contact form.

Moreover, [2] provides several examples of contact derived stacks. In brief, we have:

Theorem 3.3. Let X be a derived Artin K-stack locally of finite presentation. Denote by G, G, the affine
additive and multiplicative group schemes, respectively.

1. Let T*[n]X be the n-shifted cotangent stack. Then the space J'[n]X := T*[n]X x G,2, called the
n-shifted 1-jet stack of X, carries an n-shifted contact structure.

2. Let mx : T*X — X be the natural projection. Given a prequantum 0-shifted Lagrangian fibration
structure on wx, there is a G,-bundle on T*X carrying a 0-shifted contact structure.

In brief, the image of a morphism f : X — Y in a oco-category is a universal sub-object Im f with the epi-mono
factorization X — Imf ——— Y. Here we denote the factor X — Imf by f.
ept mono LA

12By abuse of notation, G, stands for the n-shifted affine line corepresented by K[z][—n].



3. Let me, gy : T*c ()X — X be the ¢1(G)-twisted cotangent stack of X, where ¢1(G) € A'(X,1)
denotes the characteristic class of a 0-gerbe G - a line bundle - on X. Given a prequantum 0-shifted
Lagrangian fibration structure on 7., (g), there is a Gy,-bundle on T* ., (g)X that carries a 0-shifted
contact structure.

4. Assume that G is a simple algebraic group over K, and C be a smooth and proper curve/K. Consider the
derived moduli stacks LocSysc(C), Bung(C) of flat G-connections on C, principal G-bundles
on C. Then there is a G,,-bundle on LocSysa(C') with a O-shifted contact structure.

Local theory for shifted contact structures. It has been shown in [1] that every k-shifted contact
derived K-scheme X is locally equivalent to (SpecA, o) for A a minimal standard form cdga and
g in Darboux form. In addition, [2] extends this result to the case of derived Artin stacks. More
precisely, we have the following result for derived schemes.

Theorem 3.4. [1, Thm. 3.12.] Let X be a k-shifted contact derived K-scheme for k < 0, and x € X. Then
there is a local contact model (A, ao) and p € specH°(A) such that i : SpecA — X is an open inclusion
withi(p) = x, Ais a standard form that is minimal at p, and o is a k-shifted contact form on SpecA such
that A, o are in contact Darboux form.

For instance, when £ is odd (cf. [1, Example 3.9]), one can find a minimal standard form cdga
A, with “coordinates” z ", yf“, z € A, and a Zariski open inclusion f : SpecA — X so that

g = —ddRZ + Z yf+zddR£C;Z

.3

3.2 Recall: Legendrians in contact manifolds

In this section, we review basic notions and fundamental results from contact geometry. For more
details, we refer to standard sources like [8, 9].

Definition 3.5. Let (M, ) be a contact manifold of dimension 2n + 1. A submanifold L C M is
called an isotropic submanifold if T}, C &, forallp € L.

Equivalently, we can formulate the isotropy condition for L using locally defining contact forms
as follows.

Definition 3.6. (Isotropic submanifolds - 2nd definition) Let « be a local contact form for £, we say
that a submanifold i : L — (M, §) is isotropic if i*a = 0.

Observation 3.7. Let i : L — (M, &) be an isotropic submanifold and « be a contact form (at
least locally) defining &, then the condition for L to be isotropic implies that i*(dqra) = 0 as well.
It means that T),L. C &, is an isotropic subspace of the 2n-dimensional symplectic vector space
(§p,darale,). From linear algebra, we have dimT,L < (dim¢,)/2 = n. This then leads to the
following natural subobjects for which dim T}, L attains its maximum.

Definition 3.8. An isotropic submanifold L C (M?"*! ¢) of maximal possible dimension n is
called a Legendrian submanifold.

In brief, Legendrians L C (M, &) are the largest possible submanifolds whose tangent bundle is
completely contained in the subbundle £ of T M. In other words, they are the integral submanifolds
for £ of maximal dimension (dim &,)/2 = n.

Example 3.9. (Legendrians in 1-jet bundles) Given a manifold L, define the space J'(L) of 1-jets
of germs of smooth functions f : L — R as follows: Denote by ¢, the space of germs at p € L,
with the equivalence relation f ~ ¢ <= f(p) = g(p) and darfp = dargp,. We write j; f for the
equivalence class of a germ f € ¢,. Then we set J'(L) = |, e,/ ~ .

Now, using the mapping j, f — (f(p),darfp), we get an identification J'(L) ~ R x T*L. It
follows that there exists a natural contact structure £;.; on J*(L) given by &jet := ker(dgrz — \),
where )\ is the Liouville form on 7* L, which is locally of the form A =", p'dgrq’.

With this example in hand, we have the following important observation, which leads to a
universal neighborhood model for any Legendrian submanifold.



Observation 3.10. Given any manifold L, every smooth function f € C*(L) gives a Legendrian
embedding of L into (J'(L), &) via the map p — (f(p), darfp) (and the identification J' (L) ~
R x T*L). Note in particular that the zero function f = 0 corresponds to the zero section
jl0~ L CT*L C T*L x R ~ J(L) of the 1-jet bundle J!(L).

Now, the following theorem ensures that for Legendrian submanifolds L C (M, ¢), a neigh-
borhood of the zero section of its 1-jet bundle J*(L) provides a model for (a neighborhood of) L.
Therefore, it follows that, as in the case of Lagrangian submanifolds, there are no local invariants
for Legendrian submanifolds as well.

Theorem 3.11. (Weinstein’s Legendrian neighborhood theorem) Every Legendrian submanifold L C
(M, &) has a neighborhood contactomorphic to a neighborhood of the zero section of its 1-jet bundle J*(L).

In the upcoming sections, we will discuss derived analogues of the concepts and results
presented above.

3.3 Legendrians in contact derived stacks

In this section, we begin by formulating the concept of an isotropic structure on a morphism in the
context of derived contact geometry. We then introduce Legendrian structures.

Definition 3.12. Let f : Y — X be a morphism of derived Artin stacks with X carrying an n-shifted
contact structure (K, , L). An isotropic structure on f consists of a morphism p : Ty — f*(K) of
perfect complexes factorizing the canonical map® Ty — f*(Tx). That is, we have the homotopy

commutative diagram
\ l Fr (3.1)

In that case, for a n-contact form «, the diagram implies that the pushforward of any “horizontal"
tangent vector in f*(Tx) under the map f*(a) : f*(Tx) — Oy[n] will lie inside K ~ Cocone(c).
Hence, there is a path A, between 0 and f*(«), implying 0 ~ f*(«).
Equivalently, we then denote an isotropic structure on f : Y — X by (p, A), where A is the
map
Al (X, n) — |_| Pathas y (0, f*(a)), a = Aq.
a’e Al (X,n)

loc

Observation 3.13. Let (p, A) be an isotropic structure on f : Y — X with an n-shifted contact
target (X; K, x, L). Choose a locally defining n-contact form « and a path A, from 0 to f*(a). By
definition, we require the morphism p : Ty — f*(K) to make Diagram 3.1 commute. Then locally
on X, the path A, gives a homotopy between 0 and the composition

Ty = £*(K) = £*(Tx) =% Oy[n]. (3.2)

Now, using the identity dqr o f* ~ f* od4r and the path A,, we obtain a path dsr A, between 0
and f*(dgrc) : f*(Tx)A f*(Tx) — Oy|[n]. Then using the triangle Ty — Ty — f*(Tx), this path
(locally) induces a homotopy from 0 to the map Ty A Ty — Oy [n] defined as the composition

Ty N Ty — f*(Tx) A f*(Tx) — Oy[n]

Now, from Observation 2.8 (with dqra in place of wi )™, we locally get the induced moprhism of
perfect complexes on Y (depending on A,)

XA, : Ty — Ly[n—1]. (3.3)

This observation leads to the formulation of a non-degeneracy condition for (contact) isotropic
structures given in Definition 3.12 and to the notion of a Legendrian structure. In that respect, we
introduce the following definition.

3From the fiber sequence Ty — Ty — f*(Tx), with T the relative/vertical tangent complex of f.
14Keep in mind that dgro- : Tx — Lx [n] is a quasi-isomorphism on K.
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Definition 3.14. Let f : Y — X be a morphism of derived Artin stacks with an n-shifted contact
target (X; K, k, L). A Legendrian structure on f consists of

e an isotropic structure p : Ty — f*(K) on f; and
e a fiber sequence’® Ty 2 f*(K) — Ly/[n] (the non-degeneracy condition for p).
We then say Y is a Legendrian in (X; K, k, L).

Remark 3.15. (An alternative way of stating the non-degeneracy) Let f be as in Definition 3.14 and
(p, A) an isotropic structure on f. Note that, by definition, the map Ty — f*(Tx) factorizes as
Ty — f*(K) — f*(Tx) up to homotopy. Thus, there is a homotopy fiber diagram

Ty ——— 0

| j

Ty —2— f*(Tx) (34)
R

*(K) ﬁ f*(Tx),

which gives another fiber sequence T; — f*(K) — f*(Tx) as the outer rectangle also homotopy
commutes. Thus, we geta canonical map f*(K)[—1] — T, which leads to the following definition.

Definition 3.16. (The non-degeneracy condition - 2nd definition) For non-degeneracy of an
isotropic structure of (p, A) on f, we require that for each n-contact form c, the induced moprhism of
perfect complexes x a,, : Ty — Ly [n — 1] is a quasi-isomorphism on f*(KC)[—1].

Observation 3.17. Denote by x,, the point X := SpecK equipped with its canonical n-shifted
contact structure, where the n-contact data (K, , L) for %, is defined by the n-shifted 1-form
o = 0. More precisely, the data consists of

e the perfect complex K := Cocone(a) ~ Tx = 0; and

¢ the fiber sequence Cocone(a) = Tx — Ox|[n], where  is chosen to be the natural map and
Cone(r) = Ox|[n] ~ K[n], such that the non-degeneracy of dyre on K trivially holds.

Now, we can prove the following result.

Proposition 3.18. Let x,,, & = 0 be as above. Any Legendrian structure (p, Ay) on f : Y — x,, induces
a natural (n — 1)-shifted pre-contact structure on'Y.

If, in addition, Cocone(Ay) ~ 0, then the induced pre-contact data of Y can be promoted to an
(n — 1)-shifted contact structure on Y.

Proof. Since *,, is equipped with the canonical n-shifted contact structure as above, any isotropic
structure on f is of the form (p = 0, A), where A, : 0 ~ f*a.

In our case, o = 0 implies that A, is a loop at 0 in the space A' (Y, n). Therefore, it defines an
element in m; (A' (Y, n)) ~ m (A (Y,n — 1)). Denote the corresponding 1-form of degree (n — 1)
also by A, : Ty — Oy[n — 1]. Likewise, dgrA, is a loop at 0 due to f*(dgra) ~ 0. Thus, it gives
an element in my(A?(Y,n — 1)) as well.

As the operator d r commutes with the identifications 7o (AP (Y,n — 1)) ~ 71 (AP(Y,n)), the
induced map yx 4, is nothing else than the contraction map dgrAs- : Ty ~ Ty — Ly [n — 1], which
is non-degenerate on f*(KC)[—1] due to the Legendrian structure on f.

Now, we define the data of (n — 1)-shifted pre-contact structure on Y using the following
natural fiber sequence

Cocone(Ay) — Ty — Oy[n —1], (3.5

where the first map is declared to be v, with Ky := Cocone(Ay) such that we get the identification
Cone(ky) ~ Oy[n — 1] =: Ly[n — 1]. This proves the first statement.

15Recall from [10], for a generic map ¢ : U — V of perfect complexes with a degree n (skew-symmetric) pairing on
V, we have the induced null-homotopic sequence U — V — UV [n]. In our case with ¢ = p, V := f*(K) comes with a
pairing dgrc- induced by an n-contact form o

11



To promote the pre-contact data above to an (n — 1)-shifted contact structure on Y, we require
dqrAq to be non-degenerate on ky = Cocone(Ay). But, by construction, dqrA, is non-degenerate
on f*(K)[—1] = 0. Therefore, if we further assume the equivalence Cocone(A,) >~ 0, then we can
obtain the desired contact data, which proves the second statement.

O

3.4 Example: The zero section morphism of 1-jet stacks

In this section, we show that the zero section morphism of a 1-jet stack carries a natural Legendrian
structure. Let T*[n|X be the n-shifted cotangent stack of the derived Artin stack X (locally of
finite presentation). Recall from [2] that the n-shifted 1-jet stack of X is described by the pullback
diagram

U)X = T*[n]X x Al[n] — 2 Al[n]
pri
T[] X M

(3.6)

where Al [n] is the n-shifted affine line corepresented by K|[z][—n], with the natural projection map as
the composition J![n]X — T*[n]X — X. Moreover, from Diagram 3.6, we have the identifications

Lyipmyx = priloe«mx @ pralgip,) and Tipyx =~ priTrepmx © praTai- (3.7)
Equivalently, we have the exact triangle
p?‘TTT* [n]X — T.]I [n]X — pT;TAl [n]- (38)

Notice that from the triangle (3.8), we have a natural monomorphism pri T« x — T 1 x with
the cofiber pr3Ty1 ). Since Ty1,) is an invertible quasi-coherent sheaf, we get pr3 Ty, ~ L[n],
where L is a line bundle.

Recall that using the observations above, we can equip J![n]X with a canonical n-shifted
contact structure. More precisely, we have:

Lemma 3.19. [2, Thm. 4.2] The canonical n-shifted contact data for J'[n] X consists of
o the perfect complex IC := priTp- ) x and the monomorphism  : priTr«(nx — Ty x in (3.8);

o the cofiber pr3T a1y, in (3.8) as the cone of k, where we have an equivalence pr3Ty1(,) ~ Ln] with
L a line bundle; and

o the equivalence K ~ Cocone(c) by [2, Lemma 4.1], with the global n-contact form o given as
o= fddquL)\EF(Jl[n]X,LJl[n]X[n]), (39)

where X is the Liouville 1-form on T*[n]X, and we simply write z, \ instead of priz, priA,
respectively. For the precise definition of A, see [10].

Now, we prove the following result.

Theorem 3.20. Let J*[n] X be the n-shifted 1-jet stack of X with the canonical n-shifted contact structure
as in Lemma 3.19. Then the zero section morphism j : X — J*[n]X has a natural Legendrian structure.

Proof. Using the natural n-shifted contact data on J'[n]X in Lemma 3.19, we observe:

® There is an isotropic structure p on j: It should be noted that the map j is the composition
j=roix : X Z5 T*n)X & JHn)X, (3.10)

where both ¢ x, ¢ are the corresponding zero section morphisms. Now, consider the pullback
map j*r : j*(K) — j*(T j1;)x ) such that we have

JK) = 3" (priTrepmyx) = (prioj) Trepx ~ (priotox) Trepmx =~ txTrepx,

12



as pry ot ~ id and K := priTrp.[, x. Thus, we have a homotopy between j*x and the map
Lﬁ(TT*[n]X — j*TJl[n]X7 written 7 K~ (L}TT*[n]X — j*TJl[n]X)'

Choose p to be natural map Tx — % T+, x which naturally commutes the diagram

Tx —— j*(K) ~ U Tren) x
- lem (3.11)
T Ty myx)
Observe also that using the global n-contact form « given in Lemma 3.19, we get
Jfa~(toux) an~ 1% a) ~ 0.

This is because +*« is an 1-form of degree n on T*[n]X and the zero section morphism ¢x
corresponds to the data of the identity map idx together with the zero section of Lx[n].
Tautologically, this means that the pull-back +*« is nullhomotopic.

* The isotropic structure is non-degenerate: It suffices to show that the induced null-homotopy
sequence Tx — j*(K) — Lx[n] is a fiber sequence.

We already showed that there is an identification j*(K) = j* (pri Tr-n)x) =~ tXx T+ x, with
the natural map 5 T« x — 7" T j1[n)x - Note also that from [10, Theorem 2.2], the isotropic
structure on ¢x is non-degenerate, and hence we have a fiber sequence

Ty — L;(TT*[n]X — Lx[n],

which gives the desired result due to the identification j*(K) ~ t% Tr«[n) x -

4 Local models for Legendrians in contact derived schemes

In this section, we present affine models for Legendrians in n-shifted contact derived K-schemes
and state a Legendrian neighborhood theorem.

4.1 Legendrian-Darboux forms

Recall that given a locally finitely presented derived Artin stack X with a n-shifted contact data
(K, k, L), the main definitions with nice local models reduce to the case, where K is locally just the
usual ker o in Mod 4 with the map kera < T4 of complexes of H°(A)-modules for A a standard
from cdga; and L corresponds to the line bundle generated by the Reeb vector field of the classical
case. That is, we have:

Definition 4.1. (Affine case with standard forms) An n-shifted contact structure on X = SpecA, with
A a standard form cdga, is a submodule K of T 4 such that K ~ ker « for a n-shifted 1-form o with
the property that the 2-form dqrc is non-degenerate on ker o, and coker (K < T4) ~ T4 /K ~ L[n]
for a line bundle L over SpecA.

Suppose X =~ SpecA, Y =~ SpecB, with A, B standard form cdgas. Note that, in this case, we
have the identifications Lx ~ L4 ~ QY and Ly ~ Lp ~ QL. Let (p; A5) be an isotropic structure
onf:Y — (X;K ~ keray, L), where f ~ Specf with the morphism f : A — B of standard form
cdgas; a4 : T4 — Oaln]is an n-contact form on SpecA, and the morphism p is of the form

p:Tp— f*(keray) ~ Op @keray.
Observation 4.2. We list some key observations that are central to get the Diagram 4.3 below.

1. By Proposition A.13, we have the equivalence f*(ker aa) >~ ker(f*a.4), and hence we obtain
the induced map Tg < ker(f*a.) again denoted by p, with its dual map ker” (f*a4) — L.

2. Due to the functoriality of f*, we have

(f*keraa)Y =~ (f*dar)(f*keraa) = f*(daraker an)) = f*(ker” an).
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3. From the fiber sequence Tg — f*(T4) — T[1], there is a natural map f*(keraa) — T[1]
as the first map in the sequence factors through f*(ker a4 ) via the isotropic structure p.

4. Denote the induced map QY — QL by f., then f*(aa) = f.(aa) with dgr o f. = fu 0 dar.
By definition, the homotopy Ap is a morphism

Ag : T — B[TL] Rk K[S],

where K[s] is the cdga over K concentrated in deg0, with ds = 0, such that the following
diagram commutes:

Tp )
/ lAB\%
Bln] ©—— Bln] @x K[s] ———— Bln) wn

Note that for the composition f*(a4) =~ ress—1 o Ap, there is an exact triangle
Cocone(ress—1) — Cocone(ress—y o Ag) 2> Cocone(Ap), 4.2)

which will give the map ker Ag — Ty[1] in Diagram 4.3. More precisely, from (4.2), we
have a natural morphism ker Ap — ker f*a.4[1], where we can use w.l.o.g. the strict kernels
instead of cocones due to the choice of our affine model (cf. [1, §3.2]). Then combining the
equivalence ker f*a4 > ker f*a4[1] with Proposition A.13 and the map f*(keraa) — T[1]
above, we get the desired map ker Ap — T[[1] via composition.

Remark 4.3. Let X,Y, f,a4, (p; A) be as above. As in the case of Lagrangian structures, we
can locally express the isotropy condition on f : Y — X using certain local equations. The
commutativity of Diagram 4.1 says that Ap|s—o = 0, Ag|s—=1 = f*(ca), and for fixed s, Ap € QL.
Hence, from Remark 2.10, the induced homotopy between 0 and w := (d4raa,0,0,...) can be
written as a sequence (dar/Ap,0,0,...), with Ap € (Q})"~!, satisfying d(darAp) = fe(daraa).

In total, using Observation 4.2, we get the following diagram of commutative rectangles:

Tp / 0
N . /
*dyraa- . V' [n
: ST [ danas fLaln) — Lp[n)
/ o / . [n] /pv[n;
frkeray an f*(ker aq)V[n] (ker f*aq)¥[n]
1] ol
~o ']Tf [1] X ]LB [TL]
/ XA ::X‘ker/\ %UV)[H]
ker Ap = z (ker Ap)Y[n]
4.3)

Explicitaffine models. Wenow provide explicitlocal models, called Legendrian-Darboux forms,
for the cases (1) k < Owithk # 3 mod 4 and (2) £ < Owithk = 3 mod 4. Then we give the
proof of Theorem 1.4, which essentially says that any such structure can be locally modeled on one of
the Legendrian Darboux forms.

We should also note that we will provide the proof only for the case (1) above, and give a brief
sketch for the other case. In this regard, we have the following prototype construction/example.
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Construction 4.4. Consider the case k € Z.g with k Z 3 mod 4. Assume A, o are in k-shifted
contact Darboux form in the sense of Theorem 3.4.

Step-1: Setting the contact target as (SpecA, o). Fixing ¢ = —|(k + 1)/2], we start with a
smooth K-algebra A° := A(0) of dimension mg + 1. We assume that there are degree 0 variables

29,29, ...,a% X in A(0) such that dgra?, ..., dara),, , dar X{ form a basis for Q! (o) over A(0).

mo?
Next, choosing non-negative integers ms, ..., m,, we define a set of variables 4 y;-”ri € Aso
that Ais astandard form cdga freely generated over A( ) by these variables. It follows that 2 is the
free A-module of finite rank with basis {ddej_Z, ddRy] JdgrXY i =0,1,...,0,5=1,2,...,m;}.
Choosing z, H, d appropriately'’, we let ag € (Q4)* such that djrag = > j darx; ddRyk“

satisfying dH = 0, dqrH + d¢ =0, and dqr¢ = kdgrao; and
ker a|specro(ay = <8/8xfi, .., 0/0x,! L0)oyRTE L 8/8yk+l :1=0,1,...
R65t|specH0(A) = <8/8X?>A

a£>A(0)a
OF

Theorem 3.4 shows that we can take oy = fdd RZ + Zl o im1Yj kg, RT; ¢, which is a k-shifted

k—+1

contact form with the contact coordinates z;*, y; ™", 2, such that one has a natural splitting

TA|specH0(A) = ker CYOlspecHo(A) S ReStlspecHU(A)- (44)

With the above setup in hand, we now give an affine model for Legendrian structures on
morphisms f into SpecA. To this end, we construct another standard form cdga B with a morphism
A — Binducing f and satisfying the desired properties.

Step-2: Setting the source SpecB and the map. Let B® := B(0) be a smooth algebra of dimen-
sion (mo+1)+ (no+1) and B%: A° — BY%asmooth morphism Localizing B if necessary, assume
that there exist uf, ..., ud ,U{ in B? such that {d4pi}, ..., I}, , dgrX? dgrul, . .. ,daruy,,darU?}
is a basis over B for Qk,, with #% = 8°(2?) and X{ = 8°(X?). Then, writing s := —|k/2], we
define the cdga B to be the free graded algebra over B(0) generated by the variables

351_1,562_ ,...,"i in degree (—i) fori =1,2,...,¢,
uy g Uy, mdegree(—z)forzf1,2,..., ,
vf‘”",vé e ,"; 1+ indegree (k—1+i)fori=0,1,...,s. (4.5)

Define a morphism 3 : AL — B of cdgas by 84|40 = 8% and ij_i = ﬂJr(zj_i).

Now choose a superpotential G € B* satisfying the relative version of classical master equation
(2.14), which determines the differential d on B as in Equation (2.15). Also, we extend (5. to
a morphism 8 : A — B via 8|4, = (4 and B(y;-““) = iaG/&fc;i. Then we get the map
Specf : SpecB — (SpecA, ayp).

Using Construction (2.13), we then define 4 € (Q%)F! such that the element djrA =
PO P iy daru; iy Rvk 1+ satisfies the equations

dG = —B(H + Hy), darG + dp = = (¢ + ¢4 ), and dary) = (k — 1)darA, (4.6)

where d g, dgrao play the roles of h°, w in Construction (2.13), respectively; and H, ¢, are
as in Construction (2.13); and such that

ket Alspecrro(gy = (9/0ui’,...,0/0u,’,0/0vy ', .. 0 /0vi T i =0,1,...,s
Rest|specrro(p) = (0/0UY,0/0X),0/037",...,0/0%,} 1i=1,2,...

>B(O)’
O o)

Step-3: Isotropic structure. From Remark 4.3, d4r /A naturally satisfies the defining equations
d(dgrA) = Bi(darao), dar(darA) = 0, and hence (d4r4,0,...), with A € (Q})*1, defines an

isotropic structure from 0 to f*(dgrao). Moreover, letting Z € BF—1 such that d? = G € B¥, we can
explicitly write A € (Q})"! as

(k= DA=—darz+> > [—iuj darvf ™ + (k= 1+ i M dggu;’]. (4.7)

i=0 j=1

16¢ = —k/2if k is even; otherwise £ = —(k + 1)/2. Here, | —] denotes the floor function.

Choose an element z € A* such thatdz = H, and H is the Hamiltonian satisfying the “classical master equation" that
describes the internal differential d on A. For details, see [1, Example 3.9].

18g = (if k is even; otherwise s = £ + 1.
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In this case, using the defining equations for the elements G, ¢, and Eqn. (2.18), we compute

(k —1)dA = d(—darZ + ) = —B(¢ + d4), (4.8)

which also implies d(dqrA) = B« (daro) because dgr¢ = kdarco and dgrdy = —darco.

Step-4: Non-degeneracy. From definitions, d4r/A makes Diagram (4.3) commute (we simply
use A instead of Ap), and hence it remains to show that dqrA is non-degenerate. To this end,
we need to show that the morphism X|xera : Tylker4 — LB|(ker 4)v [k — 1] at the bottom face of
the diagram (4.3) is a quasi-isomorphism, where f := Specf : SpecB — (SpecA, ) carrying the
isotropic structure (dqr4,0,...) as above. In fact, it suffices to apply — ® 5 H%(B) to Diagram
(4.3) and show that the corresponding map x|ker 4 ® 5 H%(B) is an isomorphism of complexes of
H°(B)-modules.

Note that we are working with sufficiently nice cdgas; and hence, in what follows, we use Q!
as a model for ... Since Tp = f*T4 — T[1] is an exact sequence with the cofiber T ;[1], we can
use the cone of the morphism 7 = (Q4)" : (3)¥ — (©})", induced by the map 5 : A — B, asa
model for Ty @ H°(B). Recall that for such cdgas, Cone((€2})") can be given as

Cone((@})") = (((%)V o HO(E)) © (@) - oa 8°0). (@f o)) ) (9)

Then we can write Ty ® g H°(B) and Q% [k — 1] ® g H°(B) as direct sums of H"(B)-modules:

Ty @p HO(B) = (0/03%,0/0X ") & (0/0u;",0/0U;",0/0v;" )
® (0/0x471,0/0X! ) @ (9/oy! ™),

Qplk — 1] @p H(B) = (dar@y ™", dan X5 7") @ (dgrul ™, dagUs " darol =)

Following [6, Example 3.3], the map x : Ty ®p H°(B) — Qk[k — 1] ®p H'(B) is then given

degree-wise by
% 0 0 * ﬁ* odqrog -
X <o dagd - * 0 > ’ (410

where *’s are some arbitrary morphisms; 8. o dqrao maps 9/ ay;f > ddR:c?_“ — ddR:E?_“ ; and
dar/A - maps (9/0uff,0/0v%) <ddRu?717“, ddefflf“% all up to sign. Clearly, both such maps in
x*, for each y, are isomorphism of H%(B)-modules. Thus, x maps ker A|qpec ro() isomorphically
onto its image, where we consider ker Alg,cco() as a subcomplex of Ty ® g H(B) of the form
{0} @ (8/0u;",0/0v;") & {0} & {0}.

As aresult, x|ker 4 is a quasi-isomorphism as desired. It follows that the isotropic structure A
on Specf is non-degenerate; and hence, SpecB is Legendrian in (SpecA, ap). This completes the
prototype construction of an affine model for Legendrian structures and leads to the following
definition.

Definition 4.5. Let (SpecB, A) be Legendrian in (SpecA, ap) as in Construction 4.4. We then say
that the data (4, o, B, 8, A) is in Legenderian-Darboux form.

4.2 A Legendrian-Darboux theorem for contact derived schemes

In brief, we would like to show that Legedrians f : Y — X in n-shifted contact derived schemes,
with n € Z, are locally modeled on standard Legendrian-Darboux forms (4, ag, B, 3, A°) as in
Construction 4.4. More precisely, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.6. Let (X; KC, k, L) be a (locally finitely presented) k-shifted contact derived K-scheme, with
k€ Zeo,and f : Y — X be a morphism of derived K-schemes carrying a Legendrian structure Ay . Given
y €Y,z € Xuwith f(y) = z, let (A,i : SpecA — X), with p € specH"(A), be a standard form affine
neighborhood of x such that i(p) = x (as in Theorem A.8).

“Note that if the target was a point xj, equipped with its canonical k-shifted contact structure (see Observation 3.17),
then the equations for G, ¥ would reduce to dG = 0,d4yrG + dy = 0, and dqgrv = (k — 1)dgrA; thus we would get
dA = 0; and further computations would in fact show that A becomes a (k — 1)-contact Darboux form.
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Then there exist (1) a standard form cdga B, a point g € SpecB, (2) a morphism 8 : A — B of cdgas
with Spec : q — p, such that By := Bla, : AL — B is a submersion minimal at q, (3) a Zariski open
inclusion j : SpecB — Y, with j(q) = y, such that the diagram

SpecB Y
Specﬁl lf
SpecA - X

(4.11)

commutes up to homotopy, and (4) the pullback of the Legendrian structure to Spec3 satisfying j*(Ay) ~ A°
such that (SpecB, A°) is Legendrian in (SpecA, ay), where (A, ao, B, 3, A°) is in Legenderian-Darboux
form in the sense of Definition 4.5.

Disclaimer. In what follows, we will consider the case of “k < 0 with & # 3 mod 4” only, for
which Construction 4.4 gives the desired explicit model. The other cases can be dealt with by
adopting almost the same modifications as in [6, Example 3.5; Sections 4.6 & 4.7]. The main body of
the proof will remain the same (based on [6]); and the modifications are relatively straightforward,
but sometimes cumbersome. We will leave details to the reader.

Proof. Lety € Y, x € X with f(y) = x. For z € X, apply Theorem 3.4 to find an affine contact
neighborhood (4, ap) of x, with p € specH"(A), where i : SpecA — X is an open inclusion
mapping ¢ : p — z; A is a standard form that is minimal at p; and oy is a standard k-shifted
contact form on SpecA such that A, g are in Darboux form.

Let £ = —|(k + 1)/2], then Theorem 3.4 implies that we can choose a smooth K-algebra
A(0) of dimension mg + 1 with generators =9, 29, ..., z), , X{ of degree 0, and a set of variables
x;i, y" ™ in Asuch that QY is the free A-module of finite rank with basis {d4 Rac;i, dg Ryf“, darX? :
i=0,1,...,¢, j = 1,2,...,m;}, and that we have dgray = Zi,j dde;iddRyf“, where the k-
contact form is equal to oy = —dyrz + ¢, satisfying dH = 0, dqrH + d¢ = 0, and dyr¢ = kdgroo
for some H, ¢, z, d as before. Moreover, from Theorem 3.4, we may assume w.l.o.g. that

ker aoapecrro (4) = (0/027 ", 0/0w 0, 00yt 0/oykt i =0,1,..,0) .
R65t|specH0(A) = <a/8X10>A(0)

(1) Constructing a local representative for f. Now, let us start with the pullback diagram as in [6]

Y xx SpecA —=— SpecA % SpecAL

’”l 4 ji (4.12)

vy — 1 x

along with the map Spec(t) : SpecA — SpecAy induced by ¢ : Ay — A, where A, (and other
relevant objects like Hy, 5+, ¢4 ) is/are as in Construction 2.13.

Applying Theorem A.12 to the map Spec(:) o m2 : Y xx SpecA — SpecA,, with the map
idspeca, and the points z € Y xx SpecA,p € SpecA,, we get a standard form cdga B, a point
g € SpecB, a submersion §4 : AL — B minimal at ¢ with Specf;(¢) = p, and a Zariski open
inclusion j' : SpecB — Y xx SpecA, with j'(q) = y, such that the following diagram commutes:

-/

SpecB if—]——» Y Xxx SpecA

o ,
I 7720]._‘ &

SpecB+ i Spec(t)oma e SpecA (4.13)

Y , J A@)

SpecAy — SpecA

The morphism 73 o j' : SpecB — SpecA is induced by a map > : A — B in cdgay®, with
B> o1~ B; ie., meoj =~ SpecB>. From [6, §4.2 ], we conclude that since A is free over A, and
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hence cofibrant over A, up to equivalence, 3°° descends to a morphism 3 : A — B in cdgax such
that 5 o« = B1; and hence 7, 0 j' ~ Specf. That is, we obtain the diagram

-/

SpecB Y xx SpecA
i Ji=my og /
pecf
Spec(B4) i Spec(ijoms (4.14)
SpecA ; ; SpecA,
AC(L) /A@
SpecA SpecA

where j is a Zariski open inclusion (étale, resp.) if i is a Zariski open inclusion (étale, resp.). We are
interested in the following part of the diagram, which provides the desired local representative,
Spec, for the morphism f:Y — X.

SpeCB —]ZLL) Y
Spec3 l l f
SpecA ‘ X.

(4.15)

(2) Isotropic structures Ay and dqrAy. Since locally f*ag ~ 0 via Ay, there is a corresponding
element A° € (QL)F! with d(A°) = B.(ap). Letting wo := (dgr,0,...) € AP (SpecA, k),
from Remark 4.3, dgrAy lifts to an isotropic structure dsrA on Specf : SpecB — (SpecA,wy),
where djrA = (dgr/A°,0,...).

Applying Lemma 2.15 to the isotropic structure d r A, find G’ € B* and ¢ € (Q})*~! satisfying
dG' = —B(H+Hy), dgrG' +dy = —B.(¢p+¢4) such that the isotropic structure dqr A is homotopic
to =5 (dar?,0,0,...). Hence, we can write (k — 1)A% = 4 + dgpf for § € B*~'. For the rest of the
proof, we will use this simplification.

(3) Choosing coordinates when £ is even. In addition to the initial assumption & # 3 mod 4,
we now assume that k is even so that { = —[(k + 1)/2] and s := —|k/2]. Note that we obtained
a submersion 5y : Ay — B minimal at ¢, a smooth K-algebra A(0) of dimension mg + 1 with
degree 0 generators z9, 29, . . ., mo , X ?, and a set of variables T; —t y"”rz in A such that A, is freely
generated over A(0) by the variables z *, only. Then we have the following observations using [6]:
,ud ,UY in BY
dqrUY form a B®-basis for Q}, with

* Since 3} : A” — B is smooth, localizing B’ if necessary, there exist u{, ...
such that ddR-i’ly .. ddemO, ddRX1 , ddRul, ceey ddRU
= (9 (af )andX0 BY(X?).

* Since 3, : Ay — B is a submersion of standard form cdgas (and A is freely generated
over A” by the variables z;, only), B is a free graded algebra over B(0) generated by the

variables {#7¢; = 6+(:cj_i)} and some other set of generators in degrees —1, —2,...,(k — 1)
as 1} has Tor-amplitude in [k — 1, 0].

no’

Therefore, following [6], we can consider the cdga B to be the free graded algebra over B(0)
generated by the variables

ffl,ig_ ‘..., &, indegree (—i) fori=1,2,...,¢,
uy Uy Uy, 1ndegree( i)fori=1,---s,
AR 1“,...,112/_ *%in degree (k — 1 +1), fori =0,1,---s, (4.16)

where 7" = B4 (z; *). The differential on B is then given as in (2.15).
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Recall that we can write Ty @ g H(B) and Q% [k—1]® 5 H(B) as direct sums of H?(B)-modules:

Ty @ HO(B) = (0/03",8/0XV") @ (8/0u;",0/0U;",8/dv7,")
@ (9/0xt~1,0/0X! )y @ (9/dys ),
Qplk — 1] @p H(B) = (dar®y ™!, dgn X5 ~HY) @ (dgrul ™1 dggUs ™" dgrol=117).

Now, by construction, we get (k—1)A° = w—f—dd rOford € BF—!. Inmost general terms, we can write

UED y af Widepit + bk 1+deRu + cj_idde;“_lJ” with some coefficients a*, bu,, ", € B.
From [6, §4.5], keepmg B+, B .G, % xj , ;i, U;“Hi fixed, we can find homotopic replacements for

B,darA°, 1 such that we can take a;‘: 15 to be zero. Thus, localizing B if necessary, we can in
fact choose our variables in (4.16) so that we have a decomposition

T; ®p H°(B) = ker A°[~1] @ Rest, (4.17)
where each summand is a free H°(B)-module of the form

kerAO|specH“(B) = <8/8u’1, cee 8/811,7_1:7 a/avlf*1+1, a/avk i, 0.1,....s >7
Restlpeci(s) = (9/03%,0/0X}) @ (0/0U% & (0/024~,0/0X1™) & (0/0y ™),

(4) Local form for A°. As in Construction 4.4, it suffices to work with y @ 5 H°(B) instead of x.
Following [6, §4.3], the morphism x ® 5 H(B) : T; ®p H°(B) — QL[k — 1] ® 5 H°(B) is given
degree-wise by

dgrA® - dgrA® - * By odgrag ) , (4.18)

X_*®BHO(B):(ddRA0, dgpA® - * 0

where x’s denote some arbitrary morphisms, 3. o daray - : 9/9y} ddszf“ — ddeff“, and
dgrA° - maps (9/0u;",0/0v;") + (daruf~ " dgrvl ™), all up to sign. We then consider
ker A°speco(p) as a subcomplex of Ty ® HO( ) of the form {0} & (8/0u; ", 6/8vj7i/> @ {0}®{0}.
Then x ™ *|xer 10 @ H(B) = (dgrA® -) over specH(B).

By the non-degeneracy condition, x|xer 10 is a quasi-isomorphism. Thus, over specH"(B), the
map X *|xer 0 ®p HO(B) : (9/0u;",0/00;") = (darus """, dgrvi~'*") is an isomorphism for
each degree?. That is, x maps ker AO isomorphically onto its image. Thus n; = n/;in (4.16) due to
the non-degeneracy condition, and we get the form dyrA° = i 0 S it daru; dd Rvk 4% such
that (k — 1)ddRAO = dqRrv.

Now, it follows from [6] that we can write 1) explicitly as?

Y= [ iy dare) T 4 (k= 1+ i)of T idaru; . (4.19)

i=0 j=1

Since (k — 1)darA° = dar1p, we may take (k — 1)A° = dyr6 + ¢ for any § € B*~1. Localizing B if
necessary, we choose Z € B¥~1 such that dz = G’ € B*. Replacing 0 by —Z, we finally get

(k—1)A° = fddquLZZ — i dgrof T 4 (k= 14+ i) dapu; (4.20)
=0 j=1

satisfying d(dqrA®) = B.(daro) as in Construction 4.4, which (almost) completes the proof.

(5) Other cases of k. As mentioned before, the other cases of k can be studied using similar
arguments with certain modifications. The first part of the proof above will remain the same.
When it comes to choosing coordinates and writing down ¢ explicitly, one needs to use different
sets of variables. For details, we refer to [6, Example 3.5; Sections 4.5, 4.6 & 4.7]. It is then
straightforward to adopt these modifications to our case, but sometimes cumbersome. Keeping
fingers crossed, we left details to the reader.

O

20Tt means (X ™ *| ey 40)|q i an isomorphism of K-vector spaces for ¢ € SpecH?(B) and for each 1.
21 As before, we may use a homotopic replacement, if needed.
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A Some derived algebraic geometry

In this section, we review some key concepts from derived algebraic geometry (DAG) and mention
some useful results. For details, we refer to [11, 12, 13].

In this paper, we essentially use the functorial approach to define (higher) spaces of interest. It
is very well known that using Yoneda’s embedding, spaces can be thought of as certain functors in
addition to the standard ringed-space formulation. In brief, we have the following diagram [14]:

schemes

CAlgg ———— > Sets

cdgag ———————>
gax derived stacks (A1)

Here C'Algk denotes the category of commutative K-algebras, and cdgax is the category? of
commutative differential graded K-algebras in non-positive degrees. Denote by Stk the oo-
category of (higher) K-stacks, where objects in Stk can be “defined" via Diagram A.1 above as
certain homotopy sheaves.

Recall that, in classical algebraic geometry, we have the “spectrum functor"

spec : (CAlgg)°? — Stk.

We then call an object X of Stx an affine K-scheme if X =~ specA for some A € CAlgk; and a
K-scheme if it has an open cover by affine K-schemes. In DAG, there also exists an appropriate
concept of a spectrum functor?

Spec : cdgag? — dStk,

which leads to the following definitions.

Definition A.1. Denote by dStk the co-category of derived stacks, where an object X of dStk is
given as a certain oco-functor X : cdgax — Ssets as in Diagram A.1. More precisely, objects in
dStg are simplicial presheaves on the site (dAf f)°P ~ cdgak satisfying a descent condition. For more
details, we refer to [12].

Definition A.2. An object X in dStx is called an affine derived K-scheme if X ~ SpecA for some
cdga A € cdgak. An object X in dStk is then called a derived K-scheme if it can be covered by
Zariski open affine derived K-schemes Y C X. Denote by dSchkx C dStk the full co-subcategory
of derived K-schemes, and we simply write dAf fx C dSchk for the full co-subcategory of affine
derived K-schemes.

Nice local models for derived K-schemes. Let us first recall some basic concepts.

Definition A.3. A € cdgax is of standard form if A° is a smooth finitely generated K-algebra; the
module 9}40 of Kihler differentials is free A°-module of finite rank; and the graded algebra A is
freely generated over A° by finitely many generators, all in negative degrees.

In fact, there is a systematic way of constructing such cdgas starting from a smooth K-algebra
A® := A(0) via the use of a sequence of localizations. More precisely, for any given n € N, we can
inductively construct a sequence of cdgas

A(0) = A(1) = -+ — A(i) = -+ A(n) =t A, (A2)

where A% := A(0), and A(i) is obtained from A(i — 1) by adjoining generators in degree —i, given
by M~ for all i. Here, each M~ is a free finite rank module (of degree —i generators) over
A(i — 1). Therefore, the underlying commutative graded algebra of A = A(n) is freely generated
over A(0) by finitely many generators, all in negative degrees —1, —2,..., —n. For more details,
we refer to [5, Example 2.8].

2We actually mean its derived category.

2In brief, it is the right adjoint to the global algebra of functions functor I : dStg < cdgag’ : Spec.

#Using Yoneda’s lemma, for a derived stack X, we have X : A — X(A) ~ Mapgsik, (SpecA, X), and hence any
A-point p € X(A) can be seen as a morphism p : SpecA — X of derived stacks.
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Definition A.4. A standard form cdga A is said to be minimal at p € specH(A) if A = A(n) is
defined by using the minimal possible numbers of graded generators in each degree < 0 compared
to all other cdgas locally equivalent to A near p.

Definition A.5. Let A be a standard form cdga. A’ € cdgak is called a localization of A if A’ is
obtained from A by inverting an element f € A°, by which we mean A’ = A ® 40 A°[f~1].

A’ is then of standard form with A% ~ A°[f]. If p € specH"(A) with f(p) # 0, we say A’ is a
localization of A at p.

With these definitions in hand, one has the following observations:

Observation A.6. Let A be a standard form cdga. If A’ is a localization of A, then SpecA’ C SpecA
is a Zariski open subset. Likewise, if A’ is a localization of A at p € specH°(A) ~ 7(SpecA), then
SpecA’ C SpecA is a Zariski open neighborhood of p.

Observation A.7. Let A be a standard form cdga, then there exist generators 27", z5", -+, z;;} in
A~ (after localization, if necessary) with i = 1,2,--- ,k and m; € Z>¢ such that
A=A0) |27 i=1,2,...k j=1,2,...,m, (A.3)

where the subscript j in 2, labels the generators, and the superscript i indicates the degree of the
corresponding element. So, we can consider A as a graded polynomial algebra over A(0) on finitely
many generators, all in negative degrees.

The following theorem outlines the central results from [5, Theorem 4.1 & 4.2] concerning the
construction of useful local algebraic models for derived K-schemes. The upshot is that given
a derived K-scheme X (locally of finite presentation) and a point x € X, one can always find a
“refined" affine neighborhood SpecA of z, which is very useful for explicit presentations; and any
two refined neighborhoods of = can be comparable on the overlap. In short, we have:

Theorem A.8. Every derived K-scheme X is Zariski locally modelled on SpecA for a minimal standard
form cdga A. Moreover, if there are two such models SpecA and SpecB, then there exists another minimal
standard form cdga C with a morphim SpecC' — X, which relates SpecA to SpecB in certain way.

Nice local models for cotangent complexes of derived schemes. Given A € cdgax, d on A
induces a differential on QY, denoted again by d. This makes 2} into a dg-module (2, d) with
the property that 6 o d = d o 6, where § : A — Q1 is the universal derivation of degree zero.

Write the decomposition of QY into graded pieces QY = @]_ (Qh)k with the differential
d: (Q4) b (Qk)kﬂ. Then we define the de Rham algebra of A as a double complex

e’} 0
DR(A) = Syma(Q41) =D @ (A7Q4)"[pl, (A4)

p=0 k=—00

where the gradings p, k are called the weight and the degree, respectively. Also, there are two deriva-
tions (differentials) on DR(A), namely the internal differential d: (APQk)k[p] — (Ath)kJrl [p]

and the de Rham differential d,p, : (APQk)k [p) — (APTIQY) k[p + 1] such that dyo; = d+ dgr and
d2 = ng = 0, and do ddR = 7ddRO d.

Note that even if both L4 and QY are closely related, the identification of L4 with QY is not
true for an arbitrary A € cdgak [5]. But, when A = A(n) is a standard form cdga, we have the
following description for the restriction of the cotangent complex L4 to specH?(A). In this paper,
we only give a brief version. More details and the proof can be found in [5, Prop. 2.12].

Proposition A.9. If A = A(n) with n € N is a standard form cdga constructed inductively as in (A.2),
then the restriction of L 4 to specH(A) is represented by a finite complex of H®(A)-modules.
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Nice local models for morphisms of derived schemes. Recall that given a derived K-scheme X
(locally of finite presentation) and a point z € X, one can always find a “refined" affine neighbor-
hood SpecA of « that allows us to make more concrete computations over this neighborhood (cf.
Theorem A.8). Such models are central to construct Darboux-type local forms. Similarly, there are
nice local representatives for morphisms f : Y — X in dSchk.

Definition A.10. A morphism 5 : A — B of standard form cdgas is called a submersion if the
induced morphism 3, : QY ®4 B — Q}, is injective in each degree.

Remark A.11. Submersions are in fact suitable class of morphisms in cdgax for doing explicit
computations concerning relative cotangent complexes. In this regard, if 3 : A — B is a submer-
sion of standard form cdgas, then the module of relative Kahler differentials 7}, /4 is a model for

the relative cotangent complex, and hence we take Lz/4 = QF /A

Theorem A.12. [6, Theorem 3.2] Let f : Y — X in dSchg, y € Y, x € X with f(y) = x. Let
(A,i: SpecA — X)), p € specH®(A) be a standard form affine neighborhood of x with i(p) = z (as in
Theorem A.8). Then there exist a standard form cdga B, a point q € SpecB, a submersion  : A — B
minimal at q with (Specf)(q) = p, and a Zariski open inclusion j : SpecB — Y, with j(q) = y, such
that the following diagram (homotopy) commutes:

SpecB Y
Specﬁl lf
SpecA - X
t (A.5)

In brief, any morphism f : Y — X in dSchg can be locally modeled on Spec, with /5 a
morphism of standard forms cdgas, which can be considered as a “map between local charts". Le.,
Spec/3 plays the role of a local representative for f (with suitable affine neighborhoods both on the
source and the target).

Let us now present some other useful result:

Proposition A.13. Let f : Y — X be a morphism of derived Artin stacks locally of finite presentation and
a € AP(X,n). Then there are equivalencels]

Cocone(f*a) ~ f*(Cocone(a)) and Cone(f*a) ~ f*(Cone(w)). (A.6)
Proof. Firstly, there are two homotopy fiber sequences
Cocone(f*a) — f*Tx EALN Oy [n] and f*Cocone(a) — f*Tx EALN Oy [n], (A7)

where the latter follows from the pullback of Cocone(a) — Tx < Ox[n]. Then we get the
equivalence of exact sequences

Cocone(f*a) f*Tx Oy |[n]

|~ lid Iid

f*Cocone(a T Oy |[n],
(@) x v [n] (A8)

which gives the desired identification.
Likewise, using the two homotopy cofiber sequences

FTx 1% Oy[n] — Cone(f*a) and f*Tx =% Oy[n] — f*Cone(a), (A.9)
the result follows. u
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