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WEIGHT STRUCTURES AND FORMALITY

COLINE EMPRIN AND GEOFFROY HOREL

ABSTRACT. This is a survey on formality results relying on weight structures. A weight
structure is a naturally occurring grading on certain differential graded algebras. If this
weight satisfies a purity property, one can deduce formality. Algebraic geometry provides
us with such weight structures as the cohomology of algebraic varieties tends to present
additional structures including a Hodge structure or a Galois action.
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INTRODUCTION

The notion of formality. Let A be a chain complex equipped with an algebraic structure
(e.g. an associative algebra, a commutative algebra, an operad, etc.). The homology of
this complex inherits the same type of structure. In general, this induced structure does
not retain all the homotopical information contained in A. For example, it is well-known
that the homology of a differential graded algebra can have additional non-trivial Massey
products that witness homotopical information about the algebra. In some cases all these
Massey products vanish, namely if A is homotopy equivalent to an algebra whose differential
is identically zero. If so, the algebra is said to be formal. The idea of formality originated
in rational homotopy theory. In this context, a topological space X is formal if its Sullivan’s
algebra of polynomial forms 7}, (X) is connected to its cohomology H*(X;Q) by a string of
quasi-isomorphisms of commutative differential graded algebras.

The case of compact Kdhler manifolds. A central formality result was proved by Deligne,
Griffiths, Morgan, and Sullivan in [DGMS75]. Using Hodge theory, they showed that any
compact Kéhler manifold is formal, see Section 2. However, as explained in their introduction,
their intuition came from the Weil’s conjectures and the following observation : formality of
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an algebra can be viewed as a multiplicative splitting of the canonical filtration. Indeed, if
that is the case, the algebra is quasi-isomorphic to the associated graded of the canonical
filtration, which is exactly the cohomology algebra. The abstract statement that emerges
from this intuition is the following one.

THEOREM. If a dg-algebra A* admits a multiplicative “weight decomposition”
A* = Diez A
with the property that H'(A) is concentrated in weight i, then A is formal.

A functorial version of this theorem appears as Proposition 3.3, whose proof is basic. The
strength of this result comes from combining it with deep results from algebraic geometry
producing the desired weight decompositions.

Mixed Hodge structures. The first type of such decompositions studied in this survey
comes from mixed Hodge theory. By work of Deligne, the cohomology of complex algebraic
varieties carries a canonical mixed Hodge structure. It turns out that this structure can be
lifted at the chains level. Moreover, a result of Deligne shows that mixed Hodge structure
are functorialy split. From these two facts, we can obtain a functorial weight decomposition
as in the Theorem above for many varieties. We refer the reader to Section 5 for a survey of
this result based on joint work of the second author and Joana Cirici, see [CH20b].

Galois group actions. One can try to use similar techniques in order to prove formality
results over I, instead of Q. In that case, mixed Hodge theory does not make sense anymore.
However, one can use Frobenius actions on étale cohomology. In the context a smooth
projective variety over a finite field, the canonical filtration can be split by eigenvalues of a
Frobenius action. This idea is explained in Section 6 based on a joint paper of the second
author with Joana Cirici, see [CH22]. In this context, one does not obtain full Z-graded
weight decompositions as in the Theorem above but merely Z/(h)-graded decompositions for
some integer h.

Gauge formality. By using the operadic calculus, one can have another approach to formal-
ity which boils down to a deformation problem. This leads to the notion of gauge formality
which is presented in Section 7. We present a joint work of Gabriel Drummond-Cole and
the second author (see [DCH21]) which revisit the results of the previous sections, using
the approach of gauge formality. This idea of gauge formality gives rise to an obstruction
theory to formality due initially to Kaledin [Kal07] in the context of associative algebras and
pushed further by Melani-Rubio and the first author, see [MR19, Emp24]. One significant
consequence of this theory are formality descent results, see Theorem 7.19.

Notations and conventions.

. Let R be a commutative ground ring.

. We generically write ® for the tensor product over a commutative ground ring that
should always be clear from context.

. If A is a chain complex and z € A is a homogeneous element, we denote by |x| its
homological degree.

. The abbreviation “dg” stands for the words “differential graded”.

. We use the notations of [LV12] for operads.
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1. THE NOTION OF FORMALITY

In this section, we define the formality of various algebraic structures and discuss its origins
in rational homology theory.

1.1. Formality of algebraic structures. Let & be an operad in R-modules. Let (A, ¢)
be a dg P-algebra, i.e. a chain complex A over R endowed with an operad morphism

p: P — Endy

between & and the endomorphism operad associated to A. The induced map ¢, : & —
Endp(4) turns the homology into a &7-algebra. We will refer to it as the induced structure
in homology.

Definition 1.1 (Formality of dg Z?-algebras). The dg -algebra (A, ) is formal if there
exists a zig-zag of dg P-algebra quasi-isomorphisms
relating it to its induced structure in homology.

REMARK 1.2. The number of quasi-isomorphisms involved in a formality zig-zag is arbitrary.
However, it can be reduced to a length two zig-zag in many cases, e.g. if R is a field, under
additional assumptions on & in the positive characteristic case. Under these assumptions,
the category of dg S-algebras is equipped with a transferred model category structure, see
[Hin97, Theorem 4.1.1]. Then, any zig-zag of quasi-isomorphisms induces an isomorphism
in the associated homotopy category and can be represented by an actual weak equivalence
between a cofibrant replacement of the source and a fibrant one of the target. Any object
being fibrant in this context, this leads to a zig-zag

(A, 9) «— QA p) — (H(A),¢4) ,
where Q(A, ¢) denotes a cofibrant replacement of (A, ¢).
Definition 1.3 (Lax symmetric monoidal functor). A lax monoidal functor
(F,k,m) : (C,®,1) — (D, ®,1')
is a functor F': C — D between monoidal categories together with maps
kxy : F(X)®@ F(Y) — F(X®Y)
that are natural in the objects X and Y of C, and a morphism of D,
n:1 — F(1)

that are compatible with the constraints of associativity and unit. The functor F' is said
to be lax symmetric monoidal, if x is compatible with the commutativity constraint. A
lax monoidal functor is called strong if k and n are isomorphisms. We refer the reader to
[EGNO15, Chapter 2] for more details.

REMARK 1.4. In the sequel, strong monoidal functors will not play an important role and we
shall often use “symmetric monoidal functor” to refer to a lax symmetric monoidal functor.
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ExXAMPLE 1.5. Let (A, ®,1) be an abelian symmetric monoidal category with infinite direct
sums. The homology functor H : Ch,(A) — Chy(A) is lax symmetric monoidal, via the
usual Kiinneth morphism. If A is the category of vector spaces over a field, then this functor
is strong symmetric monoidal.

Definition 1.6 (Formality of symmetric monoidal functors). Let (C,®,1) a symmetric
monoidal category. A symmetric monoidal functor F': C — Ch,(R) is formal if it is weakly
equivalent to H o F', i.e. if there exists a zig-zag of natural transformations of symmetric
monoidal functors

F& P — . « FE 2 HoF
such that ®;(X) is a quasi-isomorphisms for every object X of C.
If we allow operads to be colored, the formality of symmetric monoidal functors appears as a
particular case of Definition 1.1 (see Proposition 1.12 below). A colored operad is an operad
in which each input or output comes with a color chosen in a given set. A composition is

possible whenever the colors of the corresponding input and output involved match. We now
give a precise definition. Let (n) denote the finite set {0,1,...,n}.

Definition 1.7 (Set colored operads). Let I be a set of colors. Fix (C,®,1) a symmetric
monoidal category. An I-colored operad in C is a set

{‘@(nvz)}zm)—)]
of objects of C indexed by all maps i : (n) — i, for n > 0, together with

. composition maps for all [ < n,
o+ P(nyi) ® Plm, ) = P(m+n—1,i0)
where i(l) = j(0) and io; 5 : (m +n — 1) — I is defined by
i(k) if k<1

ioyj(k) =4 jlk—1+1) ifI<k<l+m
i(k —m) ifl+m<k;

@ P (n,1) ;

i:(n)—1

. a right S,-action on

. an identity idy, € Z(1,¢,), for each o € I, where ¢, : (1) — I is the constant
map with value a. These identities act as units with respect to any well defined
composition.

These data satisfy the compatibility relations for oj-operations of an operad (associativity,
equivariance, etc.) whenever these make sense.

EXAMPLE 1.8 (The endomorphism colored operad). Let A = {A,}aer be a family of chain
complexes. The associated endomorphism I-colored operad End4 is defined for all n > 0,
and all 7 : (n) — I, by

End4(n,i) = Hom (Ai(l) K- ® Ai(n)7 Ai(O)) ,

where the composition products (resp. the S,-actions) are induced by substitution (resp.
permutation) of the tensor factors.
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Definition 1.9 (Algebras over a set colored operad). Let & be a I-colored operad. A dg -
algebra is a family A = {A,}aer of chain complexes endowed with a morphism of I-colored
operads

X —>EndA .

REMARK 1.10. In order to encode symmetries, one can also consider groupoid colored operads
where colors are chosen in a given groupoid V instead of a set 1. The associated Koszul duality
theory was developed by Ward in [War21]. We refer the reader to [RiL.22, Section 5| for more
details.

EXAMPLE 1.11. There exists an N-colored operad O such that O-algebras are exactly non-
symmetric operads, see [VAL03, Section 4]. Similarly, there exists an N-colored operad en-
coding symmetric operads (see [CH20a, Definition 5.1.5])

Proposition 1.12. Let (C,®,1) be a symmetric monoidal category. There is an associated
Ob(C)—colored operad defined for all i : (n) — Ob(C) by

Q(n,i) = Home(i(1) ® - - - ® i(n),(0)) .
A dg Q-algebra over this operad is the same data as a lax symmetric monoidal functor
F:C — Chy(R) .
Proof. Let {Aa}acobc) be a family of chain complexes and let
p:Q — Endg

be a dg Q-algebra structure. Setting F(«) = A, for all & € Ob(C), we obtain a symmetric
monoidal functor C — Ch,(R) such that

fap = $(2,7)(idagp)

where i : (2) — Ob(C) is defined by i(0) = a ® 3, i(1) = a and i(2) = 8. Conversely, out of
a symmetric monoidal functor F': C — Ch,(R) one defines a dg Q-algebra (A, ¢) with

A=A{F(c)}ceone) and (n,i) =Fork
for all i : (n) — Ob(C), where k denotes the successive compositions giving
F(i(1)®--- @ F(i(n)) = F@E(1) ®---i(n)) . O
The two following propositions are direct consequences of the definitions.

Proposition 1.13. Let & be an operad in sets. If F': C — Chy(R) is a formal symmetric
monoidal functor and if A is a P-algebra in C (resp. operad), then F(A) is a formal &-
algebra (resp. operad).

Proof. A lax monoidal functor sends P-algebras to Z-algebras. A natural transformation
between lax monoidal functors sends &Z-algebras to morphisms of P-algebras. If we evaluate
the zig-zag connecting F' to H o F' on A, we obtain a formality zig-zag for A. O

Proposition 1.14. Let U : B — Ch.(R) be a formal symmetric monoidal functor. For every
symmetric monoidal functor F : C — B, the composition

UoF :C— Chy(R)

1 a formal symmetric monoidal functor.
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REMARK 1.15 (An application of the formality of an operad). Over a characteristic zero
field k, there is a Quillen equivalence between algebras over a formal dg operad & and
algebras encoded by its homology H(Z?), see [Hin97, Theorem 4.7.4]. This leads to Quillen
equivalences between

. A-algebras and associative algebras;

. C-algebras and commutative algebras;

. L-algebras and Lie algebras;

. Gerstenhaber algebras and algebras over the operad C,(Ds;k), since the little disks
operad Ds is formal and its homology is the Gerstenhaber operad, see Example 3.2.

Kontsevich formality theorem can be improved using the last Quillen equivalence. Given a
smooth manifold M, it asserts that the Gerstenhaber algebra of polyvector fields I'(AT'M)
is weakly equivalent to the C,(D3)-algebra of Hochschild cochains on the algebras of smooth
functions on M. This version of Kontsevich formality is due to Tamarkin and generalizes the
classical formulation in terms of L,-algebras. The fact that the Hochschild cochain complex
carries an action of C,(Dy) is a highly non-trivial theorem called Deligne’s conjecture and
was initially proved by Tamarkin, see [Tam98, Hin03].

1.2. Origins in rational homotopy theory. The idea of formality originated in the field
of rational homotopy theory. For an overview of rational homotopy theory, we refer the reader
to [BS24]. Very briefly, the rational homotopy category

Ho(Top)q

is obtained from the category of topological spaces by inverting maps that induce isomor-
phisms on homology with rational coefficients. This is a localization of the usual homotopy
category in which one only inverts weak homotopy equivalences. The set of morphisms in this
category are much more computable than in the usual homotopy category and still capture
interesting invariants of homotopy types. For instance, the rational homotopy groups of a
simply connected topological space X can be computed as maps from a sphere to X in the
rational homotopy category:

Wn(X) ®z Q= [Sn7 X]Ho(Top)Q’

The most fundamental theorem in the field of rational homotopy theory is due to Sullivan.
It relies on the construction of a functorial commutative differential graded algebra (CDGA),
the Sullivan algebra of polynomial forms

X = Q};L(X) )

that faithfully reflects the rational homotopy type of X under mild hypotheses. The coho-
mology of this algebra is isomorphic to the cohomology of X.

We shall now explain this construction with more details. We start with the construction of
the Sullivan algebra of polynomial forms. For every chain complex V', we denote by S(V)
the associated symmetric algebra defined by

S(V) = @ (Vg
r=0

and equipped with the only differential extending the differential of V' and compatible with
the Leibniz rule.
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Definition 1.16. For n > 0, let K be the cochain complex over QQ defined by
n n
K ::@Qti%@thi%O%...,
i=0 i=0

with the differential being obvious from the notations. The CDGA of polynomial forms on

A" is defined as S(KD)
K*

S (A™) = ———

PL ( ) <Z tz — 1>

This induces a simplicial object in the category of CDGAs. This definition extends to a
functor of polynomial forms

Qpp 0 sSet — CDGAP
X +— Homgset (X, Q5 (A®))
This functor is the left adjoint in an adjunction
Qpp :sSet = CDGA? : (—)
where the right adjoint is then simply given by the formula
(A)n = Homcpaa (A, Qp(A")) .

Given a topological space X, one defines

pr(X) = Qpp(Se(X))
where So(X) := Homm,p(A®, X) is the singular simplicial set associated to X. The fun-

damental theorems of rational homotopy theory states that the induced functor from the
rational homotopy category of simplicial sets

Qpy : Ho(sSet) g — Ho(CDGA)P
is fully faithful when restricted to nilpotent simplicial of finite type.

Definition 1.17. A topological space X is formal, if Q}; (X) is related to H*(X;Q) by a
zig-zag of quasi-isomorphisms of CDGAs.

It follows that, if X is formal, one can reconstruct the rational homotopy type of X simply
from the datum of the cohomology algebra of X. In particular, if X is simply connected one
gets the following formula for homotopy groups

mi(X) ® Q = m(Q(H™(X,Q)))

where Q(H*(X,Q)) denotes a cofibrant replacement of H*(X;Q) in the model category of
CDGAs. It follows from this discussion that the determination of rational homotopy groups
of a formal space becomes a purely algebraic computation.
ExAMPLE 1.18.

(1) The sphere S™ is formal, for all n > 1. Its cohomology is given by

H* (S™Q) = Q[z]/2*
where x is such that |z| = n. Let us introduce the following CDGA
Qlul, lul =n d=0 if n is odd

lul =n du =0

Qlu,v], ] = 20— 1 do — o2 if n is even
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There is a zig-zag of quasi-isomorphisms
pr(S") - M, L HYS™Q),

where f and g are defined as follows. Let us set g(u) = z for all n and g(v) = 0
for n even. Since the cohomology of Q% (S™) is given by H*(S™;Q), there exist a
cocycle @ € %, (S™) such that [i] = z for all n and & € Q% 1(S") such that do = @?
in the case where n even. One defines a quasi-isomorphism f by setting f(u) = @
and f(v) = 0. Although the integral homotopy groups of spheres are still mostly
unknown, the previous result provides a method to efficiently calculate their rational
homotopy groups. If n is odd, this leads to

n ~ ) Q ifx=n
m (5" @ Q= { 0 otherwise ,
and if n is even, we have

m@%@@z{@iﬂ=m%_1

0 otherwise .

(2) Complex projective space CP", for all n > 0 are formal. The proof is very similar to
the proof for even spheres.

(3) Lie groups are formal. The proof is similar to the one of spheres and generalizes to
any simply connected spaces X whose rational cohomology is free as a graded algebra.

2. THE EXAMPLE OF COMPACT KAHLER MANIFOLDS

There is a long tradition of using Hodge theory as a tool for proving formality results. This
section focuses on the first result in this direction: the formality of compact Kahler manifolds
established by P. Deligne, P. Griffiths, J. Morgan and D. Sullivan in [DGMS75]. This result
can be stated as formality of some functors, through two theorems that are very much related:
a contravariant version and a covariant one.

2.1. The contravariant version. Recall that a compact Kéahler manifolds is a manifold
with three mutually compatible structures: a complex structure, a Riemannian structure,
and a symplectic structure. One important source of examples is given by smooth projective
complex varieties. Those are Kéahler by pulling back the Kéahler structure of the complex
projective space in which they embed. Complex projective spaces have a Kahler structure
given by the Fubini-Study metric, see [Voi02, Section 3.3.2]. Let K&h be the category of
compact Kéahler manifolds.

Theorem 2.1 ([DGMS75, Main theorem|). The functor of differential forms
£ : K&h — Ch*(R)
18 a formal symmetric monoidal functor.

Proof. Let M be a compact Kéhler manifold. Since M is a complex manifold, its tangent
bundle is equipped with an endomorphism J : TM — TM satisfying J? = —id. By dualizing
J, it induces an endomorphism of the cotangent vector bundle and therefore an automorphism
of the de Rham complex £*(M). Thus, this complex is equipped with its usual differential
denoted d, but also with another operator called d° defined by d° = —Jd.J. These operators
make £*(X) into a bicomplex that moreover satisfies a lemma, called dd°-lemma at the heart
of the proof.
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Lemma 2.2 ([DGMS75, dd-lemmal). If x is a differential form such that de = 0 and
x = d%, then x = dd®(z) for some z.

Let £*(M) be the real de Rham complex of M, €*(M) be the subcomplex of d°-closed forms,
and H}.(M) be the quotient complex “€*(M)/d*(E€*(M)). Then we have a diagram of the
form ‘

(EX(M),d) «— (°€*(M),d) = (Hge(M),d)
where ¢ corresponds to the inclusion of the subcomplex and 7 to the quotient. Let us first
prove that ¢ induces an isomorphism in cohomology. For all

[z] € H*(E"(M),d) ,

the form d°r satisfies the hypothesis of the dd-lemma. Thus, there exists an element y
such that d°z = dd®. Setting z = z + dy, we get d°(z) = 0 and 7 induces a surjection in
cohomology. Let y € “€*(M) be a closed form which is exact in £*(M). Then, we have
d°y = 0 = dy and y = dz. Thus, there exists w such that y = dd°w and y is necessarily
trivial. This shows that ¢, is injective and thus, an isomorphism. Let us now prove that w
induces an isomorphism in cohomology. For all

[yl € H*(€*(M),d)
the element y is d°-closed. Thus dy satisfies the hypothesis of the dd°-lemma. There exists z
such that dy = ddz. Setting z = y + d°z, then dz = 0 and [z] = [y]. Thus, 7 is surjective.
Finally, let y be such that [y| = 0 in (H}.(M),d). Then y = d°(w) and by the dd-lemma,
there exists z such that y = dd°z and 7 is injective.
Note that the differential induced by d on H}.(M) is 0. Indeed, if d°y = 0, then by the

dd‘-lemma, there exists w such that dy = dd°w and dy € Im(d®). We deduce that [dy] = 0 in
H}.(M). Thus, there exists an isomorphism

H. (M) = H*(£*(M)) .

Furthermore, since d° satisfies the Leibniz rule, ¢€* inherits a monoidal symmetric functor
structure from that of £*. Finally, since the morphisms i and 7 are natural and compatible
with the structure of monoidal symmetric functors, we conclude that £* is formal. O

The functor of de Rham forms £*(—) on smooth differentiable manifolds is naturally quasi-
isomorphic to the functor Q%,; (—)®gR, see [GM13, Corollary 9.9]. This leads to the following
corollary.

Corollary 2.3 ([DGMS75, Corollary 1]). Let M a compact Kdhler manifold. The real ho-
motopy type of M, that is the homotopy type of the real CDGA

*PL(M) ®QR )

1s determined by the real cohomology algebra of M. In particular, if M is pointed and simply
connected, there is an isomorphism

T (M) @2 R = m(Q(H"(M,R)))

where (=) is the real version of Sullivan realization functor and @ denotes a cofibrant re-
placement in the model category of CDGAs.

In light of Definition 1.17, it is very natural to wonder to what extent formality depends
on the coefficient ring. A formality result with coefficients in a certain field K will also be
satisfied for any extension L of this field. Formality descent gives a partial converse to this
result.
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Theorem 2.4 (Formality descent). Let L C K be two characteristic zero fields. Let A be a
CDGA over L with finite type cohomology. The algebra A is formal if and only if A @1 K is
formal.

Proof. This theorem is proved in [HS79, Corollary 6.9]. See also Theorem 7.19 in these notes
for a somewhat different point of view. O

REMARK 2.5. Two CDGAs over L may become quasi-isomorphic after extending the scalars
to K without being quasi-isomorphic over K. As a simple example, one can take the following
two commutative algebras over R ,

A=C and B=RxR.

These two algebras are not isomorphic though we have isomorphisms
ArC=ZCxC=2BRrC.

Using Theorem 2.4 and Corollary 2.3, one deduces the following result.

Corollary 2.6. Let M a compact Kdahler manifold. The rational homotopy type of M is
determined by its cohomology as commutative graded algebras. In particular, if M is simply
connected, there is an isomorphism

T (M) ®2 Q = 7 (Q(H" (M, Q))) .

REMARK 2.7. One issue with this corollary is that we have lost functoriality in the process
of descending formality. For instance, if G is a discrete group acting on a compact Kéahler
manifold, it is not at all obvious that the isomorphism

W*(M) ®zQ= 7T*<Q(H*(M7 Q))>
is an isomorphism of representations of G. It is however be an isomorphism of G-representations
after extending the scalars to R thanks to the functoriality of the Deligne—Griffiths—Morgan—
Sullivan Theorem. As we shall see later in these notes, functoriality does hold over Q but
requires a different argument (see Theorem 5.22).

2.2. The covariant version. In the paper [GSNPRO05], the authors elaborate on the method
of [DGMS75] and prove that operads (as well as cyclic operads, modular operads, etc.)
internal to the category of compact Kahler manifolds are formal. They establish the following
covariant version to Theorem 2.1.

Theorem 2.8 ([GSNPRO5, Corollary 3.2.3]). The functor of singular chains
Ci(—;R) : Kéh — Ch.(R)
is a formal lax symmetric monoidal functor.
REMARK 2.9. The lax symmetric monoidal structure on the functor Cy(—;R) comes from

the shuffle product

dxy : Co(X;R) @ Cy(Y;R) = Cy(X x Y3 R)
and the obvious unit morphism, see [EML53, Theorem 5.2].
Let M be a differentiable manifold. Consider £*(M), the complex of differential forms. We
can make it into a locally convex topological vector space by giving it the topology of compact
convergence for all derivatives of forms. We can then consider its topological dual, denoted
EL(M) equipped with the strong topology. An element of £.(M) is called a de Rham current
with compact support. We thus have a covariant functor

£ : Dif — Ch,(R) ,
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where Dif denotes the category of differentiable manifolds and smooth maps. This functor
has a symmetric monoidal structure inherited from the wedge product of differential forms.
More precisely, given S € EL(M) and T € E.(N), we define k(S ® T) € E,(M x N) by the
formula

(k(S@T), 7y (w) AN (v)) = (S,w) - (T, v)

valid for all w € £*(M) and v € £*(N), where 75 and 7y denote the projections on M and
N respectively. It turns out that this formula is sufficient for defining a current as the map

E(M)RE(N) — E*(M x N)
(w,v) — (W) ATy (V)

has dense image.

Theorem 2.10 ([GSNPRO05, Proposition 2.4.1])). The two functors
Cs, &, : Dif — Ch,(R)

are weakly equivalent symmetric monoidal functors.

Proof. The proof is dual to de Rham’s theorem giving a quasi-isomorphism between the de
Rham complex £* and the functor of singular cochains. For every differentiable manifold M,
let C°(M;Z) be the sub-complex of singular chains generated by the C*°-maps. The shuffle
product of C*°-singular chains is also a C°°-singular chain. We obtain a symmetric monoidal
functor

C° : Dif — Chy(R) .

Let M be a differentiable manifold and let ¢ : AP — M be a C*°-singular simplex. By Stokes
theorem, integration along ¢ induces a morphism

(M) = EL(M), ¢ /

defined by [ w = [\, c*(w), see [Bre93, Chapter V. 5]. De Rham theorem’s implies that
integration induces an isomorphism in homology. Thus

/:Cf°—>5,i

is a weak equivalence between functors, see [Bre93, Chapter V. Theorem 9.1]. To conclude
that this is a weak monoidal equivalence, one needs to verify that integration is compatible
with the monoidal structure. We refer the reader to [GSNPRO05, Proposition 2.4.1] for more
details about this. Furthermore, the natural inclusion of C*°-singular chains in the singular
chains defines a symmetric monoidal natural transformation C° — C,, since the structures of
symmetric monoidal functors are both defined with the shuffle product. Finally, the inclusion
induces an isomorphism in homology, see for example [Bre93, Page 291]. By composing the
two weak equivalences, we get that C, and £, are weakly equivalent symmetric monoidal
functors. O

REMARK 2.11. There is a small mistake in [GSNPRO05]. Instead of £, the authors use
the functor of de Rham currents D!, which is the topological dual of the functor of de Rham
differential forms with compact support. The issue is that this functor is not quasi-isomorphic
to singular chains but instead computes Borel-Moore homology of the manifold. However, the
restriction of the two functors £, and D, to compact manifolds are isomorphic and [GSNPR05]
only applies the previous to compact manifolds.
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Since C, and &, are two weakly equivalent symmetric monoidal functors, Theorem 2.8 is a
consequence of the following.

Theorem 2.12. The functor of currents £, : Kdh — Chy(R) is a formal symmetric monoidal
functor.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same than the one of Theorem 2.1. One can prove that the
Kahler identities between the operators d,d¢, A, ... of the de Rham complex of differential
forms are also satisfied by the corresponding dual operators on the de Rham complex of
currents. Thus, we have a similar version of the dd‘-lemma that holds for the complex £..
Let M be a compact Kahler manifold. Let °€/(M) be the subcomplex of &, (M) defined by
the d°-closed currents and let us denote

HE (M) =° £(M) /d°(EL(M)) .
As in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we obtain a diagram
(EL(M), d) <= (“EL(M),d) T (H (M), d) ,

where ¢ corresponds to the inclusion and 7 to the quotient. Both maps are weak equiva-
lences and the differential induced by d on the quotient is zero (using dd®-lemma). Since the
morphisms 7 and 7 are morphisms of lax monoidal functors, we conclude that £, is formal. [

Corollary 2.13. If O is an operad in Kéh then C.(O,R) is formal.
Proof. This follows directly from Theorem 2.8 and Proposition 1.13. O
ExAMPLE 2.14 (Moduli spaces of stable algebraic curves of genus 0). Let

O ={Moy}

be the (cyclic) operad of moduli spaces of stable algebraic curves of genus 0, defined as follows.
We denote by Mg ; the moduli space of ¢-tuples, (z1,...,x), of distinct points of the complex
projective line CP! modulo projective automorphisms; that is the transformations of the form

CP' — CP', [&,&] — [a& + béa, c€1 + dE3]

for a,b,c,d € C such that ad — bc # 0. The space My, originally defined in [DM69],
corresponds to a certain compactification of My ; and is the moduli space of stable algebraic
curves of genus 0 with ¢-marked points. Briefly, a stable curve is a curve that can have
nodal singularities but that has a finite group of automorphisms (this imposes that each
component of the curve has at least 3 points that are either nodal points or marked points).
The operations of gluing two stable curves along marked points turns the collection of spaces
MOJ into a cyclic operad O in the category of smooth projective varieties, so in particular
in the category of compact Kahler manifolds. Using the previous theorem, one can conclude
that C(O,R) is formal.

REMARK 2.15. The above discussion generalizes to the modular operad obtained by taking
moduli spaces of stable curves of all genera. The only issue is that the higher genus moduli
spaces are not compact Kéhler manifolds anymore. However, they are Deligne-Mumford
stacks and the technology that we have just explained extends to this context. In [GSNPRO5],
the authors are able to prove that this modular operad is formal.
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3. PURITY IMPLIES FORMALITY

The aim of this section is to give an equivalent characterization of formality of symmetric
monoidal functors in terms of weight decompositions. We are going to prove that if a certain
condition called purity is satisfied, then formality is guaranteed.

3.1. An equivalent definition of formality. Let k be a field. We denote by grVect the
category of graded vector spaces over k. This abelian category inherits a symmetric monoidal
structure from that of k-vector spaces (the symmetry isomorphism does not involve any sign).
Every chain complex in grVect has two gradings. One comes from the underlying category
grVect and is called “weight”. We will denote it with a superscript. The other one corresponds
to the homological grading. We will keep the term “degree” for this grading denoted with a
subscript. The category Ch,(grVect) also inherits a symmetric monoidal structure given by

(CeDp, =& cle Db
n,qEZ

The symmetry isomorphism involves the usual Koszul sign for the homological degree but
not for the weight.

Definition 3.1. An object V' of Ch,(grVect) has pure homology if
H,(V)? =0 forall p#n.

Denote by Ch, (grVect)P""¢ the full subcategory of Ch, (grVect) consisting of chain complexes
with pure homology.

The following proposition is straightforward exercise of linear algebra. A proof can be found
in [CH20b, Proposition 2.7]. Associated to Proposition 1.14, it is the basis for many formality
results that we will establish.

Proposition 3.2. The forgetful functor defined by forgetting the weight
U : Chy(grVect)?""® — Ch,(k)

is formal as lax symmetric monoidal functor.

From this, one can derive the following formality criterion.

Proposition 3.3. A symmetric monoidal functor F : C — Chy(k) is formal if and only if it
is weakly equivalent to a functor F' that admits a factorisation,

Ch, (grVect)rure

/lU

¢ “—— Ch.(k)

Proof. If F is formal, it is weakly equivalent to the functor H o F' which splits as a direct
sum b, H;, o F'. This splitting satisfies the desired condition. Conversely, if F' admits such a
factorization, then F' is formal using the previous proposition and Proposition 1.14. O

The following Proposition gives a method for producing pure weight gradings.

Proposition 3.4. A symmetric monoidal functor F': C — Chy (k) is formal if it is weakly
equivalent to a functor F' such that

(1) F is object-wise and degree-wise finite dimensional.
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(2) F has an endomorphism o which acts as multiplication by N* on H,(F(c)) for all
n >0 and c € Ob(C), where X € k is a unit of infinite order.

Proof. Since the property of being formal is stable under weak equivalences, it is sufficient
to check that F'is formal. This functor admits a sub-complex given by the direct sum

neL

where each F™, for n > 0, is the corresponding generalized eigenspace for the eigenvalue A™.
Note that this is a sub-complex since the differential has to preserve generalized eigenspaces.
The inclusion 7 is a lax symmetric monoidal functor and a quasi-isomorphism since the other
generalized eigenspaces will not contribute to homology because of condition (2). Then, the

sub-functor )
G = @ F"

nez
has a canonical weight grading by construction, and admits a factorisation as in Proposition
3.3. This implies that G and hence F' and F' are formal. O

3.2. The formality of the little disks operad. The original proof of formality of the little
disks operad Dy is due to Kontsevich [Kon99] and Tamarkin [Tam98] independently. In this
section, we present another proof relying on Proposition 3.4 which is due to Petersen [Pet14].
Let PaB be the operad parenthesized braids. This is the operad in groupoids such that
PaB(n) are parenthesized permutations of {1,...n} and morphisms are braids on n strands
maintaining the same label at the start and at the end of each strand. We refer the reader to
[CRiL24, Section 2.3] in this volume for more details. We also consider its Q-pro-unipotent
completion, denoted 15253@. The Q-pro-algebraic Grothendieck-Teichmiiller group is defined
as

@Q = AUtngrpd <@Q> .

where Aut™ denotes the group of automorphisms in the category of operads in groupoids
that induce the identity map on the objects of the groupoid in each arity. The operad
PaB is weakly equivalent to the operad of fundamental groupoids of Ds. Since Ds(n) is a
K (m,1)-space, we obtain a weak equivalence

D, ~ B(PaB)

where B denotes the classifying space functor. It turns out that the configuration spaces are
also rational K(7,1), see [PY99]. This implies that the weak equivalence above induces an
equivalence

(DQ)Q ~ B].:/’é;.EQ .

From this, we obtain a quasi-isomorphism of differential graded operads
C.(D2; Q) = C, (Bf@@,@) .

The natural action of ﬁ@ on ].:Ta]\3@ extends to an action on the right-hand side. Recall
that the homology of the little two-disks operad is the Gerstenhaber operad. The induced
action of GT'g on H, (D7) is given

GTq x Hy(Dy) — Hp(Dy)
(0,a) — o-a=x(0)"a
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where x : ﬁ@ — Q* is the cyclotomic character. The map x is surjective by [Dri90,
Section 5]. Let o € Q* of infinite order. By surjectivity, there is a lift

s @Q
such that x(&) = a. This lift induces an endomorphism of
C., (BfaTB@, @)

which acts by multiplication by a” on the homology group of degree n for all n € N. The dg
operad at stake is not finite dimensional in each degree and arity. Let us consider

M =5 C, (Bﬁﬁa@,@

to be a minimal model as chain operad. This can easily be shown to be finite dimensional
so it satisfies the condition (1) of the previous proposition. This minimal model inherits
an endomorphism & satisfying the condition (2) of the proposition 3.4 and this leads to the
desired formality result.

REMARK 3.5. A similar argument was used by Boavida de Brito and the second author in
order to prove formality of the higher dimensional little disks operads in [BABH21]. The
original formality argument is also due to Kontsevich with a detailed proof by Lambrechts-
Volié (see [Kon99, LV14)).

REMARK 3.6. We expand a little bit about a subtle point of this section. The fact that con-
figuration spaces of points in R? are rational K (m,1)-spaces is non-trivial. It can happen that
the rationalization of a K (m, 1) space has non-zero higher homotopy groups. As an example,
we can consider the classifying space of the infinite linear group of the integers BG L (Z).
This is of course a K (m, 1)-space but, the canonical map to Quillen’s plus construction

BGLso(Z) — BGLoo(Z)*

induces an isomorphism in homology with coefficient in Z and hence also with coefficients
in Q. It follows that the two spaces have the same rational homotopy type. But the higher
homotopy groups of the rationalization of BGL(Z)" are, by definition, the rationalization
of the higher K-groups of Z. Those are known to be non-trivial in degree 4k 4 1 for each
k > 0, by work of Borel, see [Bor74, Proposition 12.2].

4. INTERLUDE: INFINITY CATEGORIES

The sections 5 and 6 uses the formality criteria of Proposition 3.3 in order to deduce formality.
To do so, it will be convenient to use the extra flexibility provided by working with co-
categories. The aim of this section is to introduce some concepts related to this subject.

4.1. Classical infinity categories.

Definition 4.1 (Nerve of a category). The nerve of a given category % is the the simplicial
set N(%) defined by

N(%),, = Fun([n],¥) .
This definition extends to a fully faithful functor N : Cat — sSet .

EXAMPLE 4.2. The nerve of the category [n] is the standard n-simplex, i.e.
N([n]) = A",

for all n > 0. Recall that the k-th horn A} C OA™ for 0 < k < n, is obtained from 0A™ by
removing the k-th face 0 A™
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Definition 4.3 (Infinity categories). A simplicial set € is an co-category if every inner horn
A — €,
for 0 < k < n can be extended to an n-simplex A" — %.

EXAMPLE 4.4. The nerve N(%) of a category % is an infinity category. Through its nerve, any
category can be seen as an oo-category. From this example, we see that the 0-simplices of an
oo-category should be thought of as objects and the 1-simplices as morphisms. In addition,
every extension of an inner horn A? — N(%) to a two simplex A% — N(%') corresponds to
the composition of morphisms. The higher dimensional inner horn extensions witness higher
coherence in the associativity of compositions.

Definition 4.5 (Functors between infinity categories). A functor between two oco-categories
¢ and 2 is a morphism of simplicial sets € — 2. We denote by Fun(%, Z) the simplicial set
of functors from % to 2. This is an oco-category and we shall refer to it as the oco-category
of functors from ¥ to Z.

Definition 4.6 (Homotopy category). Let € an oo-category. Let f,g : © — y be two
morphisms in €. They are said homotopic if there is a 2-simplex o : A? — % with boundary
do corresponding to (g, f,id,). The homotopy relation is an equivalence relation on the set
of 1-simplices with faces z and y. Furthermore, there is an ordinary category Ho(%), the
homotopy category of €, with the same objects as ¥ and morphisms the homotopy classes
of morphisms in 4. We say that a 1-simplex of an co-category is an equivalence if it induces
an isomorphism in the homotopy category.

REMARK 4.7. This homotopy category Ho(%) does not capture all the homotopical informa-
tion contained in %. This can be enriched by constructing a mapping simplicial set (usually
called mapping space) denoted mapy (x,y) for each pair of objects x and y. These mapping
spaces can be composed in a coherent homotopy associative way. The homotopy category of
% is then simply the category obtained by applying 7 to each of the mapping spaces.

Definition 4.8. A functor f : ¥ — Z between oco-categories is called an equivalence if it
induces an equivalence of categories

Ho(%) — Ho(2)
and weak equivalences of simplicial sets

map%(xv y) - map_@(f(x), f(y))

for any choice of z and y two objects of €.

Definition 4.9 ([Lurl?, Definition 1.3.4.1]). Let ¥ and D be two oco-categories and W be a
collection of morphisms in 4. We say that a morphism f : € — D exhibit D as the localization
of C with respects to W if, for every oo-category &, the composition with f induces a fully
faithful embedding
Fun(D, &) — Fun(%,€),

whose essential image is the collection of functors F' : € — £ which carry each morphism
in W to an equivalence in £. In this case, the oo-category D is determined uniquely up to
equivalence by ¥ and W, and is denoted by

cWw1].
If € is an ordinary category, we denote this localization by Ny (C).
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Our main tool for constructing co-categories will be the following theorem.

Theorem 4.10 ([Hinl6]). Let € be an co-category and W be a collection of morphism in € .
The co-category € [W 1] ewists. In particular, when € is an ordinary category, the homotopy
category Ho(Ny (C)) is the one-categorical localization of € with respect to the maps of W.

4.2. Symmetric monoidal co-categories. Let Fin, be the category of based finite sets.
For every object I of Fin,, we may choose a pointed bijection

a:I=(n)={x1,---,n},

where n + 1 is the cardinality of I. Using these isomorphisms, we may identify Fin, with its
full subcategory spanned by the objects (n) and we shall do so implicitly. For every pair of
integers 1 < i < n, we let p' : (n) — (1) denote the morphism given by p’(j) = 1if i = j and
* otherwise.

Definition 4.11. A symmetric monoidal co-category is a coCartesian fibration of simplicial
sets p : €° — N(Fin,) satisfying the following Segal condition. Let %{% denote the fiber of

p over the object (n). For each n > 0, the maps

{p" = (n) = (D }hicicn
induce functors p!i : (5% — ‘52% assembling into a map
® ®
(5<n> — (‘fm)".
The Segal condition is requiring that this map is an equivalence of co-categories.

Definition 4.12. A strong symmetric monoidal functor between oco-categories is a simply a
morphism of coCartesian fibrations. A lax symmetric monoidal functor is a map that is only
required to preserve certain cocartesian morphisms (the so-called “inert morphisms”).

Our two main examples are the following.

ExXAMPLE 4.13. Let (¢,®,1) be a symmetric monoidal category.
(1) In [Lurl?, Construction 2.0.0.1] Lurie constructs a symmetric monoidal co-category

N(%)® — N(Fin,)

whose fiber N(%')yy is identified with N(%’). This way, ordinary symmetric monoidal
categories can be seen as symmetric monoidal co-categories.

(2) Suppose that € is equipped with a collection of weak equivalences W. Assume that
forall X e € all f: A— B € W, the induced map X ® A - X ® B is in W, then
Ny % inherits a structure of symmetric monoidal co-category (see [Hin15, Proposition
3.2.2]) that we shall denote by Ny (¢)®.

Definition 4.14. Let (A,®,1) be an abelian symmetric monoidal category with infinite
direct sums. We denote by Ch,(A) the co-category obtained from Chy(.A) by inverting the
quasi-isomorphisms :

Ch,(A) == Ny Ch, (A),

where W is the class of all quasi-isomorphisms.

Assume now that the tensor product of A is exact in each variables. Let X € Ch,(A) and
f : A — B a quasi-isomorphism. Then the induced map X ® A — X ® B is also a quasi-
isomorphism. Example 4.13 implies that Ch,(.A) inherits a structure of symmetric monoidal
oo-category that we shall denote Ch, (A)®.
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Definition 4.15. Let € be a symmetric monoidal category and
F :N(%¢) — Ch,(A)

a lax symmetric monoidal functor in the oo-categorical sense. We say that F' is a formal
symmetric monoidal co-functor if F' and H o F' are equivalent in the oo-category of symmetric
monoidal functors from N(%) to Ch,(A).

REMARK 4.16. Clearly, a formal symmetric monoidal functor ¢ — Ch,(A) induces a formal
symmetric monoidal co-functor N(%") — Ch,(A). The following theorem due to Hinich gives
a partial converse.

Theorem 4.17 ([Hinlb]). Let € be a small symmetric monoidal category and let k be a
characteristic zero field. If two symmetric monoidal functors

F,G: % — Ch,(k)

are equivalent as symmetric monoidal co-functors N(€') — Chy(k), they are weakly equivalent
as symmetric monoidal functors.

Corollary 4.18. Let k be a characteristic zero field. Let € be a small symmetric monoidal
category. Let F : € — Chy(k) be a symmetric monoidal functor. If F is formal as a
symmetric monoidal co-functor N(€) — Chy(k), then F is formal as a symmetric monoidal
functor.

5. MIXED HODGE STRUCTURES

In paper [CH20b], Cirici and the second author use mixed Hodge theory to produce decom-
positions for the singular chains functor and dually for Sullivan’s functor in order to deduce
formality. The purpose of this section is to explain these results. We denote by Varc the
category of complex schemes that are reduced, separated and of finite type. We will use the
word variety for an object of this category.

5.1. The definition of Mixed Hodge structures. We start by recalling what mixed
Hodge structures are as well as their properties.

Definition 5.1 (Pure Hodge structures). A pure Hodge structure over Q of weight n is a
finite dimensional Q-vector space V together with a decomposition of its complexification
into a finite direct sum of complex subspaces

+oo
VagC= P Upnp, suchthat Uppp=Unpp -

p=—00

REMARK 5.2. An equivalent definition is obtained by replacing the direct sum decomposition
of V ®q C with the Hodge filtration, a finite decreasing filtration of H := V ®¢g C by complex
subspaces FPH for p € Z, subject to the condition

FpH D Fn+1—pH — H
for all p € Z. The relation between these two descriptions is given by
Upg=FPHNFIH and FPH=EPUi, ;.
izp
Definition 5.3 (Mixed Hodge structures). A mized Hodge structure on a finite dimensional
Q-vector space V is given by
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(1) a finite increasing filtration W of V, called the weight filtration;
(2) a decreasing filtration F' on H =V ®q C, called the Hodge filtration;

such that for all m > 0, each Q-vector space
GripV =W, V/ Wy, 1V
is a pure Hodge structure with respect to the filtration induced by F' on
GriyV ®q C .

Morphisms of mixed Hodge structures are given by morphisms f : V — V' of Q-vector
spaces that are compatible with filtrations. We denote by MHSg the category of mixed
Hodge structures over Q.

REMARK 5.4. Mixed Hodge structures form an abelian category by [Del71, Theorem 2.3.5].
Deligne shows that the morphisms are necessarily strictly compatible with both filtrations.
The kernels and cokernels in this category coincide with the usual kernels and cokernels in
the category of vector spaces, with the induced filtrations. Moreover, there is a symmetric
monoidal structure on the category of mixed Hodge structures given by the usual tensor
product of underlying vector spaces equipped with the induced filtrations.

The theory of mixed Hodge structures on the cohomology of algebraic varieties was introduced
by Deligne in 1970s (see [Del70, Del71, Del74]).

Theorem 5.5 (Deligne). Let X be an algebraic variety over C and n > 0.

(1) The cohomology group H™(X;Q) carries a canonical mized Hodge structure.

(2) This structure is functorial and compatible with the Kinneth isomorphism.

(3) If X is smooth and proper, then the mized Hodge structure of H™"(X;Q) is pure of
weight n.

Ideas of the proof. First, the cohomology with complex coefficients is given by the hyperco-
homology of the holomorphic de Rham complex :

H"(X;C) =H"(X;Q%),

see [Gro66]. In the smooth and proper case, the Hodge filtration is then the filtration induced
by the so-called stupid filtration on this complex of sheaves,

FPH™(X;C) = im (H" (X; Q") —» H" (X; Q")) .

It can then be shown using Hodge theory that this filtration is indeed a pure Hodge structure
of weight n. In the smooth case, we can proceed as follows for the weight filtration. Using
Nagata’s compactification theorem and Hironaka’s theorem on resolution of singularities, the
variety X can be embedded in a smooth complete variety X so that the complement X — X
is a normal crossing divisor. This means that the inclusion X C X is locally a union of
coordinate hyperplanes in C™. Considering the Leray-Serre spectral sequence associated to
the inclusion X C X, we obtain a spectral sequence which will converge to the cohomology
of X. The E'-page of this spectral sequence looks as follows

El—s,t _ t-2s (D(s)j(@)

where D) is the disjoint union of all s-fold intersections of components of the divisor. The
groups H'™2* (D(s); Q) correspond to the cohomology of smooth and proper varieties so they
carry pure Hodge structures. As with any spectral sequence, we get a filtration on the target
whose associated graded is the page F, of the spectral sequence. In this particular case, the
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filtration on H™(X;Q) is, up to a shift, the weight filtration. Note that the associated graded
of this filtration will be sub-quotients of cohomology groups of smooth and proper varieties
so they carry pure Hodge structures. The functoriality of this construction is not obvious
since the compactifications are not functorial. However, it turns out that the E? page of the
Leray-Serre spectral sequence is natural (although it is not the case for E1). O

Let FVectx be the category of filtered vector spaces over a certain field K. The weight
filtration induces a functor

W MHSQ — FVeCtQ .

Theorem 5.6 ([CH20b, Lemma 4.4]). The weight filtration of MHSq naturally splits over Q
as a strong symmetric monoidal functor, i.e. the diagram

grVectq
S
MHSq — FVectg
where G (V)P = GTZV (V') and T is the totalization functor
WP(T (V) = @ipV"
commutes up to a natural isomorphism.

Proof. This theorem was proved over the complex numbers by Deligne [Del71, 1.2.11]. He
constructs a functor G¢ : MHSg — grVect¢ defined by

Ge (V)P = Gr) (V®gC)

that makes the following diagram commute

grVectc

=7k

MHSQ T) FVectc

where T" denotes the totalization functor. As proved in [CH20b], this result can be descended
to Q using the fact that the set of such splittings form a torsor over a pro-unipotent algebraic
group. Since this torsor has a C-point (given by Deligne’s splitting) we obtain that it has a
Q-point. O

REMARK 5.7. It is important to emphasize that the construction of this splitting over Q is
through obstruction theory and does not give a formula for the splitting (contrary to Deligne’s
formula over C).

REMARK 5.8. The reasoning used in the above is strongly reminiscent of the proof of existence
of Drinfeld’s’d associators over Q. In that case one can explicitly construct associators over
C using the Knizhnik—Zamolodchikov equation. Since the set of associators is a torsor over
a pro-unipotent group scheme, there must exists associators over Q (see [Dri90]).
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5.2. Purity. Let A be a symmetric monoidal abelian category. Denote by gr.A the category
of graded objects of A which inherits a symmetric monoidal structure as before. Let o be a
rational number. We denote by

Ch, (gr A)*pure

the full subcategory of Ch, (gr.A) spanned by those graded complexes V = @ V! with a-pure
homology, i.e. such that

H,(V)P =0 for all p+# an.

Proposition 3.2 can be generalized as follows.

Proposition 5.9 ([CH20b, Proposition 2.7.]). Let a be a non-zero rational number. The
forgetful functor defined by forgetting the degree

Ch,(grA)* P4 — Ch,(A)
1s a formal as lax symmetric monoidal functor.

Definition 5.10 (a-pure variety). A smooth algebraic variety X over C is called a-pure if
HF(X:Q) is a pure Hodge structure of weight ok if ok € Z and 0 otherwise.

EXAMPLE 5.11.

(1) Smooth proper algebraic varieties over C are 1-pure by Theorem 5.5.

(2) The open variety C* := C\{0} is 2-pure. Indeed, let us consider the standard covering
of CP' given by two copies of C whose intersection is C*. The Mayer-Vietoris long
exact sequence gives an isomorphism,

n—1 (o, ~ N 1. o Q ifn=2
H" 7 (CHQ)=H (CP ’Q) = { 0 otherwise

for all n > 2. In this situation, all the morphisms involved in the long exact sequence
are morphisms of mixed Hodge structures. In particular, the isomorphisms above are
isomorphisms of mixed Hodge structures. Since CP! is proper and thus 1-pure by the
first example, H? ((C]P’l; Q) is a pure Hodge structure of weight 2, and therefore, so
is H' (C*;Q). Since H (C*; Q) is always a pure Hodge structure of weight 0 and the
higher cohomology groups are trivial, the variety C* is 2-pure.

(3) The variety C*\{0} is 2d/(2d — 1)-pure. This space is homotopy equivalent to S?¢~*
and thus for all n > 0,

CECRORIER

The cohomology group is degree 0 is of weight 0. It remains to compute the weight
in degree 2d — 1. Consider the following fibration,

Cc* — cN\{0} — CPI1.

fn=0orn=2d—1
otherwise.

The cohomology of the middle term can be computed using the Leray-Serre spectral
sequence that will again be compatible with the mixed Hodge structures. We get

H*(CP~1 Q) ® H*(C*;Q) = H*(C\{0};Q) .
Moreover, we know that

niemd—1.m ~ ) Q ifniseven and 0 <n <2(d—1)
H*(CP5 Q) _{ 0 otherwise .
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Computing the cohomology of C%\{0} through the spectral sequence and by counting
weight, we can show that H24~1(C%\{0};Q) is of weight 2d which implies that the
variety C4\{0} is 2d/(2d — 1)-pure.

To give another example, which generalizes example (3) above, we introduce the following
definition.

Definition 5.12 (Good arrangements). Let V' be a finite dimensional C-vector space. We say
that a finite set {H; };es of subspaces of V' is a good arrangement of codimension d subspaces
if for any J C I, the intersection N;cyH; has codimension a multiple of d.

Proposition 5.13. Let {Hqy,...,H} be a good arrangement of codimension d subspaces of
C". The algebraic variety C* — U;H; is 2d/(2d — 1)-pure.

Proof. See [CH20b, Proposition 8.6]. Note that the definition of good arrangement of codi-
mension d subspaces used in [CH20b] is not quite the same as the one above but it is easy to
check that the proof of [CH20b, Proposition 8.6] applies with the above definition. O

REMARK 5.14. Proposition 5.13 holds for any hyperplane arrangement, since Definition 5.12
is automatically satisfied in codimension 1. In that case, Proposition 5.13 reduces to the
main result of Kim’s paper [Kim94]. In the higher codimension case, the above proposition
follows from the more general result proved in [DGMO00, Example 1.14].

EXAMPLE 5.15. Consider the space of ordered n-configuration points in C% denoted Conf, ((Cd).
Let (i,7) be an unordered pair of distinct elements in {1,--- ,n}, and consider the diagonal

A,’J’ = {(Z’l, ... ,l'n) S ((Cd)n,l'i = a;j} .

The collection {A;;}(; ;) of codimension d subspaces of ((Cd)n is easily seen to be a good
arrangement and the complement

(CH™ -y

is exactly Conf, ((Cd). Using the previous proposition, one can conclude that this space is
2d/(2d — 1)-pure.

0,)Aij

5.3. Formality of the singular chains functor. Let Varg?"" denotes the full subcategory

of Varc whose objects are varieties that are a-pure.

Theorem 5.16 ([CH20b, Theorem 7.3]). Let a be a non-zero rational number. The singular
chains functor

Ci(—Q) : Varg™""™ — Ch,(Q)

1s formal as lax symmetric monoidal functor.

Ideas of the proof. By Corollary 4.18, it suffices to prove that this functor is formal as an
oo-lax symmetric monoidal functor. The main ingredient of the proof is that there exists a
formal functor

D*(—)Q : N(Var(c)X — Ch*(Q)®
which is weakly equivalent to Ci(—; Q) in the category of strong symmetric monoidal oo-
functors. The construction of this functor involves the notion of mixed Hodge complexes
introduced by Deligne in [Del74].

Definition 5.17 (Mixed Hodge complex). A mized Hodge complex over Q is the data of

. a filtered chain complex (Kqg, W) over Q;
. a bifiltered chain complex (K¢, W, F) over C;
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. a finite string of filtered quasi-isomorphisms of filtered complexes of C-vector spaces
(Ko, W) ®C % (K1, W) <2 ... 23 (K, W) 25 (K, W).

We call [ the length of the mixed Hodge complex. The following axioms must furthermore
be satisfied:

(MHj) The homology H,(Kg) is bounded and finite-dimensional.
(MH;) The differential of Grjy, K¢ is strictly compatible with F.

(MHj) The filtration on H, (GT€VK¢;) induced by F' makes H,, (Grﬁ/KQ) into a pure Hodge
structure of weight p + n.

Morphisms of mixed Hodge complexes are given by levelwise bifiltered morphisms of com-
plexes making the corresponding diagrams commute. We denote by MHCq the category of
mixed Hodge complexes of a certain fixed length, omitted in the notation. We can view it as
a symmetric monoidal category, with the filtered variant of the Kiinneth formula, since the
tensor product of mixed Hodge complexes is again a mixed Hodge complex.

Denote by MHCg the oco-category obtained by inverting weak equivalences of mixed Hodge
complexes. It can be equipped with a structure of symmetric monoidal oo-category (see
[Drel5]). Beilinson gave an equivalence of categories between the derived category of mixed
Hodge structures and the homotopy category of shifted version of mixed Hodge complexes.
This equivalence can be lifted at the level of symmetric monoidal oco-categories under the
form of the following theorem originally due to Drew (see [Drel5]).

Theorem 5.18 ([CH20b, Theorem 5.4.]). There exists an equivalence of symmetric monoidal
oo-categories Ch.(MHSg)® — MHCG.

The functor D, (—)q is then obtained as the pre-composition of the forgetful functor MHC% —
Ch,(Q)® by a symmetric monoidal functor

D, : N(Varg)* — MHC] .

In the case of smooth varieties, it suffices to take a functorial mixed Hodge complex model
for the cochains as constructed for instance in [NA87] and dualize it, see [CH20b, Section
6.1]. Once one has constructed this functor for smooth varieties, it can be extended to more
general varieties by standard descent arguments, see [CH20b, Theorem 6.7]. Finally, one can
show that the functor D,(—)gq is formal as follows. Let £ be a strong monoidal inverse of the
equivalence of Theorem 5.18. Consider the composite

£ oD, : N(Varg)* — Ch,(MHSg)®.

Using Theorem 5.18, the functor D, (—)g is weakly equivalent to U o £ o D, where U is the
forgetful functor

U : MHSQ — VectQ .

The restriction of € o D, to Varg 7" lands in Ch,(MHSg)* 7", the full subcategory of
Ch,(MHSg) spanned by chain complexes whose homology is a-pure. However, Theorem 5.6
and Theorem 5.9 imply that the restriction of the functor

U : Ch,(MHS@)® — Ch,(Q)®

to Ch,(MHSg)*P""¢ is formal. Proposition 1.14 thus implies that U o £ o D, is formal, so
does D, (—)g- O
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EXAMPLE 5.19 (Noncommutative little disks operad). There is a topological model of the
noncommutative little disks operad and non-commutative framed little disks operad intro-
duced in [DSV15]. The operads at stake are two non-symmetric topological operads

Asgi and  Asgi x S

that are given in each arity by a product of copies of C*. Using Example 5.11 and Kiinneth
formula, one shows that such a product is 2-pure. Theorem 5.16 implies that the operads

C.(Asg1;Q) and Cy(Asg: x St Q) are formal.

ExAMPLE 5.20 (Cazanave’s monoid). We denote by F, the algebraic variety of degree d
algebraic maps from CP! to itself that send the point co to 1. An element in this variety
can be seen as a pair (f,g) of degree d monic polynomials without any common roots. One
can show that the weight filtration on H*(Fy; Q) is 2-pure, see [CH20b, Proposition 7.6.].
In [Cazl2, Proposition 3.1.], Cazanave shows that the variety LizFy has the structure of
a graded monoid which is algebraic and compatible in a homotopical sense with the loop
space structure on Map, (S?,S?). This implies that the graded monoid in chain complexes
P, Ci(Fy; Q) is formal.

EXAMPLE 5.21 (Vaintrob). There is an operad in log schemes whose complex points recover
the (framed) little disks operad, see [Vail9]. Log schemes have a Hodge structure on their
cohomology and we can lift it at the level of chains. Using this, we can deduce the formality
of the chain complex associated to (framed) little disks operad. This approach is developed
in [Vai2l].

5.4. Formality of Sullivan’s polynomial forms functor. The following is inspired by
[CH20b, Section 8.]. Recall the functor of polynomial forms

Qpp : sSet — CDGA

introduced in Section 1.2. Using this functor, one can obtain a contravariant version of
Theorem 5.16 as follows.

Theorem 5.22 ([CH20b, Theorem 8.1.]). Let a be a non-zero rational number. Sullivan’s
polynomial forms functor

Qpy : (Vare)? — Ch,(Q)
1s formal as laxz symmetric monoidal functor when restricted to varieties whose weight filtra-
tion in cohomology is a-pure.

Proof. The proof is almost the same as the proof of Theorem 5.16, using a contravariant
version of the functor D,. O

ExaMpPLE 5.23. Theorem 5.22 and Proposition 5.13 imply that complements of good codi-
mension d arrangements are formal over Q (in the sense of Definition 1.17). The Deligne-
Griffiths-Morgan-Sullivan theorem on formality of compact Kéhler manifolds is strongly re-
lated to the case a = 1 of the previous theorem. Indeed compact Kéahler manifolds include
smooth and projective algebraic varieties to which the above theorem applies.

5.5. Formality of Hopf cooperads. Given a topological group G, the graded vector space
H*(G;Q) is a Hopf algebra in which the multiplication comes from the diagonal of G and
the comultiplication comes from the multiplication of G. With this structure on cohomology,
one may be interested in the formality of C*(G;Q) as a Hopf algebra. Omne has to deal
with the issue that the multiplication in the Hopf algebra structure at the cochains level is
not strictly commutative. On the other hand, if we consider Q}; (G), the multiplication is
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strictly commutative but the comultiplication is only coassociative up to homotopy. A similar
problem also arises with operads in spaces, the cohomology of an operad in spaces is a Hopf
cooperad (see definition below) but the formality as a Hopf cooperad is not so easy to define
since the structure is not strict at the cochain level. The purpose of this subsection is to give
a framework for studying this question.

Definition 5.24 (Hopf cooperad). A Hopf cooperad over a field k is an operad in the sym-
metric monoidal category

(CDGAY, ®) .

If we unravel this definition, a Hopf cooperad is a collection of CDGAs indexed by the positive
integers {A(n)}nen together with

(1) amap A(1) — k,

(2) a symmetric group action of S,, on A(n) for each n,

(3) maps of CDGAs

o, : Alm+n—1) = A(m) ® A(n)
defined for each integer i € {1,--- ,m}.

satisfying the dual axioms of those of an operad.

We can make sense of this definition for more general algebraic structures. To do so, we will
introduce the language of algebraic theories.

Definition 5.25. An algebraic theory is a small category T with finite products. For € a
category with finite products, a T-algebra in € is a finite product preserving functor " — %.
The category of T-algebras is the category whose objects are T-algebras and whose morphisms
are natural transformation of functors.

EXAMPLE 5.26.

(1) Let FFGrp be the full sub-category of Grp spanned by free groups on a finite set
of generators. Then FFGrp“ is an algebraic theory. It is an instructive exercise to
check that the category of T-algebras is equivalent to the category of groups. One
side of this equivalence is given by the functor

Grp — Algy

sending G to the functor F' — Hom(F,G).

(2) Similarly, there exist algebraic theories for which the T-algebras are monoids, abelian
groups, rings, operads, cyclic operads, modular operads etc. They formally look very
similar to the previous example. One simply takes the opposite of the category of
free objects on finitely many generators.

Definition 5.27 (Hopf T-coalgebras). Let T be an algebraic theory and k be a field. Then
the category of dg Hopf T-coalgebras over k is the opposite of the category of finite product
preserving functors from 7T to the category CDGAP.

REMARK 5.28. Since the cartesian product in CDGA®P is the coproduct in CDGA and is
simply given by the tensor product, it is clear that the above definition generalizes Definition
5.24.

Definition 5.29 (Weak Hopf T-coalgebras). Let T be an algebraic theory and & a category
with products and with a notion of weak equivalences (e.g. a model category). A weak
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T-algebra in € is a functor F' : T — % such that for each pair (s,t) of objects of T, the
canonical map

F(t x s) — F(t) x F(s)

is a weak equivalence. In particular, if % is the category CDGA®P, we call these objects weak
dg Hopf T-coalgebras.

REMARK 5.30. There are rigidification results due to Bernard Badzioch and Julie Bergner (see
[Bad02, Ber06]) that imply that for algebraic theory T', we have an equivalence of homotopy
categories

Ho(weak T-algebras in sSet) = Ho(T-algebras in sSet).

This is for example true for group, monoids, operads, cyclic operads.

EXAMPLE 5.31. If X : T'— sSet is a T-algebra (or even a weak T-algebra), then Q},; (X) is
a weak T-algebra in CDGA°P.

Theorem 5.32 ([CH20b, Theorem 8.18]). Let T' be an algebraic theory and let
X : T — Varc

be a T-algebra such that for all t € T, the weight filtration on the cohomology of X (t) is
a-pure, for a € Q*. The weak dg Hopf T-coalgebra Q0 (X) is formal.

Proof. The result is an immediate consequence of Theorem 5.22 since being a weak T-
coalgebra is a property of a functor T°? — CDGA that is invariant under quasi-isomorphism.
O

REMARK 5.33. The fact that Q};(X) is formal as a weak dg Hopf T-coalgebra implies
that the rational homotopy type of X is determined by H*(X;Q) as a T-algebra in graded
commutative algebras. Indeed, if we apply the derived Sullivan spatial realization functor

(—) : CDGA? — Top,

to a weak dg Hopf T-coalgebra, we are going to obtain a weak T-algebra in rational spaces.
If X is a T-algebra in spaces, we get a rational model for X in the sense that the map

X — (Qp(X))

is a rational weak equivalence of weak T-algebras whose target is objectwise rational. Thanks
to the rigidification results that hold in the case of spaces, see Remark 5.30, the weak T-
algebra (%, (X)) can be strictified to a strict T-algebra. If X is formal, one also get a
rational model for X through

(H*(X;Q)) -

REMARK 5.34. Let us cite some related work that predates [CH20b]. First, Morgan con-
structed in [Mor78| an explicit small Sullivan model of smooth algebraic varieties which is
equipped with a mixed Hodge structure. This model was used by Dupont in order to show
that 1 and 2-pure smooth algebraic varieties are formal, see [Dupl6]. An alternative argu-
ment in the 2-pure case due to Beilinson is explained in [DH18, Proposition 3.4]. Similar ideas
are used by Chataur and Cirici in [CC17] in order to prove the formality of some singular
projective algebraic varieties.
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6. GALOIS GROUP ACTIONS

So far, we only considered formality problems with coefficients in a field of characteristic zero.
By exploiting Galois group actions on étale cohomology rather than mixed Hodge structures,
one can derive formality results with torsion coefficient. The formality results obtained in
this case is however only up to a certain degree, which depends on the cardinality of the field
of coefficients. In this section, we expose these results, based on [CH22].

Let A be a symmetric monoidal abelian category.

Definition 6.1. Let N be an integer. A morphism of chain complexes
f:A— B e Ch,(A)

is called a N-quasi-isomorphism if the induced morphism in homology H;(f) : H;(A) —
H;(B) is an isomorphism for all i < N.

Definition 6.2. Let (C,®,1) be a symmetric monoidal category and let
F:C — Chy(A)

be a lax symmetric monoidal functor. The functor F' is said to be a N-formal laxz symmetric
monoidal functor if there is a string of natural transformations of lax symmetric monoidal
functors

F&E R .« F, 2™ HoF
such that for all X in C, the morphisms ®;(X) are N-quasi-isomorphisms.

REMARK 6.3. We can also extend this definition to a notion of N-formal lax symmetric
monoidal co-functor for functors N(%) — Ch,(A) as in Definition 4.15.

6.1. Some words on étale cohomology. Our main tool to prove formality results with
torsion coefficients uses a Galois group action on étale cohomology. This section recalls some
basic notions around this topic.

Etale cohomology is a particular example of sheaf cohomology. Recall that if X is a Hausdorff,
paracompact and locally contractible topological space (this is the case if X is a smooth
manifold), the singular cohomology of X can be computed as the sheaf cohomology with
values in the constant sheaf. Let A be an abelian group and denote A the constant sheaf.
Then there is an isomorphism between singular cohomology and sheaf cohomology:

s (XvA) = :heaf(X;A) :

sing
In fact, this statement can be lifted at the level of cochains. If R is a commutative ring, the dg
algebra of singular cochains C*(X; R) is quasi-isomorphic to the sheaf-cohomology complex
RI'(X; R). This quasi-isomorphism can be chosen to be compatible with the E..-algebra
structures on both sides, see [Pet22] or [CC22]. If X is a scheme over some base field K, an
étale cover of X is a set

{pi: Ui — X}

of étale morphisms locally of finite type which are jointly surjective. The notion of étale mor-
phism can be viewed as an algebro-geometric analogue of the notion of local homeomorphism
in topology. Then, étale cohomology of X with coefficients in an abelian group A can be
defined as the derived global sections of the constant sheaf with value A on the étale site of
X7

(X5 A) = H" (RI' (Xer; A)) .
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For smooth schemes over C, étale cohomology is related to the classical cohomology thanks
to the following theorem.

Theorem 6.4 (Artin). If X is a smooth scheme over C and A is a finite abelian group, then
there is an isomorphism

H:t(X;A) = :heaf(XaHQA)

where X, denotes the complexr manifold underlying X .

Let p be a prime number and K be a p-adic field. We denote by k the residue field of K which
is a finite field of characteristic p. Let ¢ : K < C be an embedding. We denote by Schg the
category of schemes over K that are separated and of finite type. Let X be a smooth scheme
over K. We denote by X,, the complex analytic space underlying X X C. Then we can
relate the étale cohomology of X x g K with the one of X x i C using the embedding .. We
obtain a zig-zag of maps

H (X xg K3 A) < HA(X X C; A) = Hipeop(Xan, A),

for A any finite abelian group. Following a standard theorem of étale cohomology known as
smooth base change theorem (see [SGA]), the map w is also an isomorphism. By functoriality
of étale cohomology, the group

HY (X xi K; A)

has an action of the absolute Galois group Gal(K/K) . It can be shown that all these
isomorphisms lift as E-quasi-isomorphisms at the cochain level (see [Shi23]) and similarly
that the Galois action on the left side of this zig-zag lifts to the cochain level. The group
Gal(k/k) is isomorphic to the profinite completion of the integers, denoted Z, generated by
the Frobenius x +— 29, with ¢ = |k| = p"™. We make once and for all a choice of a lift ¢ of the
Frobenius in Gal(K/K). The upshot of all this discussion is that, given a finite ring A, we
have a zig-zag

CH(X xx K, A) «+— CH(X xg C; A) — CF  (Xan; A).

e sing

in which both maps are quasi-isomorphisms of E..-algebras and in which the left-hand side
is equipped with an automorphism ¢. Moreover, this data is functorial in the input X.
This discussion can be extended from finite coefficients to ¢-adic coefficients via the following
definition.

Definition 6.5. Let X be a scheme over some base field K. Define
H(X;Zy) = lirrln H}(X;Z/0") and H}(X;Qp) = H}(X;Z¢) ®z, Qp.
From the fact that smooth schemes have finite type cohomology, one can also show that for
X a smooth scheme over C, there is an isomorphism
HZ (X5 Z0) = Hpeg p(Xan; Ze)

and in fact all the previous discussion can be applied to the case of Z, and Q-coefficients as
well.

6.2. Formality using étale cohomology. As in the previous section, K denotes a p-adic
field and k = F, its residue field. Denote by h the order of ¢ in F;*. For £ some prime number
which is prime to gq.
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Definition 6.6 (¢-Tate modules). Let V' be a finite dimensional Fy-vector space and ¢ an
automorphism of V. We say that the pair (V, ) is a g-Tate module if the eigenvalues of ¢
in [Fy are powers of q. Let n € N. A g-Tate module is said to be pure of weight n if the only
eigenvalue of ¢ is ¢".

REMARK 6.7. It should be noted that the weight of a pure Tate module is only well-defined

modulo h. Observe also that the weights have been divided by 2 compared to the Mixed
Hodge case.

REMARK 6.8. It can be shown that the category of Tate modules denoted TMod is a symmet-
ric monoidal abelian category. The kernels and cokernels are simply the kernels and cokernels
of the underlying Fy-vector spaces equipped with the induced action of the endomorphism ¢.

Definition 6.9. Let a be a rational number satisfying 0 < o« < h. Let X € Schx. We say
that the étale cohomology of X is a-pure if the following conditions are satisfied

(1) If an ¢ Z, then H%(X xx K;F;) = 0.
(2) If an € Z, then ¢*" is the only eigenvalue of the Frobenius acting on
HL(X xi K;Fy) .
EXAMPLE 6.10. Let X = P". Then the étale cohomology of X is 1/2-pure
Definition 6.11. A colored operad & is admissible if the category
Al (Ch, (K)
admits a model structure transferred along the forgetful functor
Alg 5 (Ch,(K)) — Ch,(K)°%"?),

We say that & is 3-cofibrant if for all n > 1, and by all surjections 7 : [n] — I, the symmetric
group S, acts freely on & (n,i). A colored operad & in sets is called homotopically sound if
it is admissible and Y:-cofibrant.

Theorem 6.12 ([CH22, Theorem 6.5]). Let & be a homotopically sound operad and let X
be a P-algebra in Schi such that for each color ¢ = i(k) of 2,

H? (X(C) XKF;FZ)

et

is a-pure. The dg P-algebra Cyu(Xan;Fy) is [(h — 1)/a]-formal.

Let us explain where the homotopically sound hypothesis comes from. Recall that if k is a
field of characteristic zero and if F' is formal (resp. N-formal) as lax symmetric monoidal
oo-functor N(%) — Ch,(k), then F' is formal (resp. N-formal) as a lax symmetric monoidal
functor (as in the Corollary 4.18). However for a field which is not of characteristic zero, this
corollary fails. This comes from the fact that the homotopy theory of lax monoidal functors
is in general not equivalent to the homotopy theory of lax monoidal co-functors. In order to
circumvent this difficulty, we will restrict to homotopically sound operads for which we have
a rigidification result due to Hinich. For &2 an operad in sets, we denote by

Alg 4 (Ch.(k))

the co-category of &-algebras in the co-category of chain complexes of k-vector spaces. There
is an obvious functor

Alg »(Chy(k)) — Alg »(Ch,(k))
which sends quasi-isomorphisms to equivalences. It induces a map

Ny (Alg 5 (Chs(k))) — Alg»(Ch. (k)
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Hinich shows that, under the hypothesis that & is homotopically sound, this functor is an
equivalence of co-categories. In particular, we obtain the following proposition as a corollary
of Hinich’s theorem.

Proposition 6.13. Let & be a homotopically sound operad in sets. Let A be a P-algebra
in Chy (k).

(1) If A is formal in Alg 4, (Chy(k)), then A is formal in Alg 5 (Ch,(k)).

(2) If A is N-formal in Alg4,(Chso(k)), then A is N-formal in Alg,»(Chso(k)).

Proof. The point (1) is an immediate consequence of Hinich’s theorem. Point (2) follows from
(1) and from the observation that a Z?-algebra A is N-formal if and only if its truncation
t<n(A) is formal (where t<y denotes the truncation functor which kills homology in degrees
greater than N). O

Let h be a positive integer. If A is a symmetric monoidal abelian category, we denote by
gr™ A the category of Z /h-graded objects of A. An object in this category is a collection

{Aa}aEZ/h

of objects of A indexed by the elements of the group Z/h. It is a symmetric monoidal
category, with the tensor product given by

(A® B)" := > A®® B,
a+b=n (mod h)

There is a functor Tot : gr™ A — A given by the formula

{Aa}aEZ/h — @ A?
a€Z/h

It is straightforward that this functor can be given the structure of a strong symmetric
monoidal functor. We have the following version of Theorem 5.6.

Lemma 6.14 ([CH22, Lemma 2.9]). Let h be the order of q in (Fy)*. The functor U :
TMod — Vectr, defined by (V,y) — V admits a factorization

gr(h)Vect]FZ
T
TMod — Vecty,

into strong symmetric monoidal functors. The functor G is defined by declaring G(V, @)™ to
be the generalized eigenspace for the eigenvalue q™.

To study formality in the torsion case, there is also a version of Theorem 5.9, which deals
with chain complexes of Z/h-graded objects. We denote by

Ch, (gr™ A)oPure < Ch, (gr™ A)
the full subcategory given by those Z/h-graded complexes V = @ V!’ with a-pure homology :
H,(V)? =0 forall p#an (modm).

The following proposition is a Z/h-graded version of Proposition 5.9.
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Proposition 6.15 ([CH22, Proposition 5.13.]). The forgetful functor
U : Chso(gr™ A)*Pure 5 Chsg(A)
is | (h — 1)/« -formal as lax symmetric monoidal functor.

Definition 6.16 (Tate complex). A Tate complex is a pair (C, ) where C' is a chain com-
plex of Fy-modules and ¢ is an endomorphism of C' such that the pair (H,(C), Hy(p)) is a
Tate module for all n. We denote by TComp the oco-category of Tate complexes and by

TComp;'Op “"¢ to be the full subcategory of a-pure non-negatively graded Tate complexes.

Proof of Theorem 6.12. 1t suffices to prove that the forgetful functor
TCompZj*"* — Cho(F)

is N-formal as a lax monoidal oo-functor, with N = |[(h — 1)/a]. Indeed, if this is true, this
will imply that Cy(Xan;Fr) is N-formal in the co-category Alg,(Ch.(k)) and Proposition
6.13 allows to come back to the standard definition of formality. To do so, we use the
same strategy as in the mixed Hodge complexes case. First, one can prove a Beilinson type
theorem for the categories of Tate complexes. There is a canonical symmetric monoidal
functor Ch,(TMod) — TComp that preserves quasi-isomorphisms on both sides. Therefore
it induces a symmetric monoidal co-functor

Ch,(TMod) — TComp.

One can show that this oo-functor is in fact an equivalence of symmetric monoidal co-
categories, see [CH22, Theorem 4.7.]. Using Lemma 6.14, the forgetful functor TComp —
Ch_((F,) factorizes as follows

TComp — Ch,(TMod) — Ch, <gr(h)Vect1Fl) — Ch, (Fy).

where the first map is an inverse to the equivalence mentioned before. We can restrict all
categories to a-pure Z/h-graded objects and then the last functor is N-formal by Proposition
6.15. The result follows from Proposition 1.14. O

We now give some examples of applications of this theorem.

Proposition 6.17. Let K be any p-adic field. The cohomology Hz, (Mo, xz K,Fy) is 1/2-
pure.

Proof. A smooth scheme over K is said to be 1/2-pure if its étale cohomology is 1/2-pure.
We first make the following claim.

« The set of 1/2-pure schemes is stable under finite products.
. If Z — X is a closed embedding of smooth schemes and Z and X are 1/2-pure, then
the blow-up Bz(X) is also 1/2-pure.
The first property is an immediate consequence of the Kiinneth formula in étale cohomology.
The second property follows from the blow-up formula which gives an equivariant isomor-
phism

c—1
Hgy(Bz(X);Fe) = Hoy (X3 Fe) @ <@ HZ(Z;Fo)[—2i] @, Fe(-@)
i=1

where Fy(—i) denotes the Tate module in which the Frobenius acts by multiplication by ¢’
and ¢ denoted the codimension of Z in X. Now, we can prove the proposition by induction on
n. For n = 3, this moduli space is a point. For n = 4, we have Mg 4 22 P! and the proposition
is a classical computation. Assume that the proposition has been proved for {3,4,--- ,n}.
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We may use Keel’s inductive description of MMH as a sequence of blow-ups starting from
Mo, x Mpa and in which, at each stage, the variety that is blown-up is isomorphic to
Mo pi1 X Mo g1 with p+ ¢ = n, see [Kee92, Section 1]. We conclude by the induction
hypothesis and the first claim of the proof. O

EXAMPLE 6.18. Consider the operad O = {Mg .41} of moduli spaces of stable algebraic
curves of genus 0 of Example 2.14. Let us pick a prime number p that is different from ¢
and such that p has order £ — 1 in F (such a prime exists thanks to Dirichlet’s theorem on
arithmetic progressions). The hypothesis of Theorem 6.12 are satisfied with a = 1/2 and
h = £ — 1 thanks to Proposition 6.17 above. In this case, the operad &2 is the colored operad
whose algebras are operads. This operad is homotopically sound. We can therefore conclude
that the dg- operad C.(O;F) is 2(¢ — 2) formal.

ExXAMPLE 6.19. Let Dy denotes the little disks operad. This is not quite an operad in the
category of smooth schemes but in any case, one can construct a model £ of C,(Dy;Fy)
equipped with an action of the profinite Grothendieck-Teichmiiller group GT. This is very
similar to what we explained in Example 3.2. The group GT is equipped with a surjective
homomorphism

@%2X%HZS
p

where Z* is the group/o\f units in the profinite completion of the ring of integers. We may
pick an element ¢ of GT that lifts p € Z; where p is some prime number distinct from .
Then, it can be shown that £ equipped with the automorphism ¢ is an operad in the category
of Tate complexes. Moreover, the homology H.(D2(k);F,) is 1-pure for each k. Using the
method of Theorem 6.12 we deduce that the operad £, and therefore the operad

Ci(Da2(k); Fe)

is (¢ — 2)-formal, see [CH22, Theorem 6.7.]. It should be noted that this result is sharp since
it can be shown that the operad C,(D2;Fy) is not (¢ — 1)-formal.

7. HOMOTOPY TRANSFER AND FORMALITY

Formality aims to measure if the induced structure in homology retains all of the homotopical
information contained in a given algebra. Through an operadic approach, one can make this
intuition precise and derive another characterization of formality: gauge formality. In this
section, we present this other approach and formality criteria based on it.

ASSUMPTIONS 1.

. We suppose that every operad or cooperad in Ch,(R) is reduced, connected and has
an additional weight grading.

. Let & be an operad in the category of R-modules, concentrated in degree zero. We
assume that either R is a Q-algebra or that & is a non-symmetric operad.

. Let € be a conilpotent cooperad over R, with coaugmentation coideal € concentrated
in strictly positive degree. We assume that we are given the datum of a Koszul
morphism ¢ — &2, i.e. a twisting morphism that induces a quasi-isomorphism

P =0C — P .
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7.1. Gauge formality. There exist several equivalent characterizations of a Z,-algebra
structure. We are going to use the one in terms of coderivations, see [LV12, Section 10.1] for
more details.

Proposition 7.1. A P.-algebra structure on a chain complex A is equivalent to a codiffer-
ential of €(A), i.e. a degree —1 square-zero coderivation

M € Coder(%(A))
of the cofree conilpotent coalgebra €(A). An oo-morphism between two Py -algebras
F:(A M) ~s (A M) .
is a map of dg €-coalgebras (€ (A), M) — (€ (A"),M’).

REMARK 7.2. A coderivation M is completely determined by its projection on the cogener-
ators m : €(A) — A . In other words, there is an isomorphism

Coder(%(A)) = Hom(¥(A); A) ,

see [LV12, Proposition 6.3.8] for more details. These two points of view will be used equally by
keeping the uppercase letters for the coderivations and the lowercase letters for the associated
projections. Similarly, an co-morphism F' is completely determined by its projection f :
C(A) — A

For every coderivation M, we denote by m; the restriction to
G(A) = P Ei(k) @5, A
keN

Similarly, we denote by f; the restriction of an oo-morphism F' to C;(A). Since 6y = I, the
component fj is an endomorphism A — A.

Definition 7.3. An oo-morphism F : A ~» A’ is an oo-quasi-isomorphism (resp. oo-
isomorphism) if its first component fy : A — A’ is a quasi-isomorphism (resp. isomorphism).

Given a P-algebra (A, M), there is a natural induced Z-algebra structure (H(A),m,) on
the homology. In general, this structure forgets a part of the homotopical information: most
structures are not formal. However, when there is a homotopy retraction between A and
H(A), there is another way to transfer a given structure to the homology without loss of
homotopical information. It is given by the homotopy transfer theorem.

Theorem 7.4 (Homotopy transfer theorem). Let A be a chain complex and let

p
n(C(Ad) == (H(A),0)

be a homotopy retraction where i is a quasi-isomorphism, ip — ida = dah + hds , and
pi=idg(a) - Let (A, M) be a Puo-algebra structure.

(1) There exists a transferred Po.-algebra structure (H(A), M) such that

mt = m, .
(2) The inclusion i and the projection p extend to mutually quasi-inverse co-quasi-isomorphisms,
which we will denote by is and poo.

(3) The transferred structure is independent of the choice of sections of H(A) on A in up
to co-isomorphisms.
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Proof. We refer the reader to [Ber14], [LV12, Section 10.3] and references therein. O

REMARK 7.5. Of course, the existence of a homotopy retraction of this form is not automatic
if the base ring R is not a field. If the base ring is a principal ideal domain it holds if H(A)
is degreewise projective.

Definition 7.6. Let n € N* and a dg S-algebra (A,d, m) such that H(A) is a homotopy
retract of A. The algebra A is said

. gauge formal if there exists an oo-quasi-isomorphism
(H(A), M*) ~>~ (H(A),m.) .

. gauge n-formal if there exist a P-algebra structure (H(A), R) with ro = 0 and
r; = 0 for 7 such that 2 < ¢ < n and oco-quasi-isomorphism

(H(A), M) ~>~ (H(A), R) .

REMARK 7.7.

(1) Over a characteristic zero field, gauge formality is equivalent to formality, see [LV12,
Theorem 11.4.9]. Over a general ring (and under the assumption that the operad
& is nonsymmetric) this is also true under mild flatness hypothesis, see [DCH21,
Proposition 1.15].

(2) The terminology of gauge formality comes from the equivalence between the existence
of oo-quasi-isomorphisms is this situation and the existence of gauge equivalence in a
certain dg Lie algebra, see [Emp24, Section 2| for more details.

7.2. Automorphism lifts. In [DCH21], Drummond-Cole and the second author present
another proof of Theorem 5.16 under sightly different assumptions and using gauge formality
approach.

Definition 7.8. Let V be a graded R-module. Let o be a unit in R. The degree twisting
by «, denoted o, is the linear automorphism of V' which acts on the degree n homogenous
component of V' via multiplication by a”.

Theorem 7.9 ([DCH21, Main Theorem.]). Let A be a chain complex such that H(A) is a
homotopy retract. Let (A, M) be a Poo-algebra structure. Let o be a unit in R and suppose
that the degree twisting o, on H(A) admits a chain level lift, i.e. there exists an co-quasi-
isomorphism v of (A, M) such that H (vg) = 04.

o Ifa¥ — 1 is a unit of R for k < n, then (A, M) is gauge n-formal.

o Ifo* —1 is a unit of R for all k, then (A, M) is gauge formal.

REMARK 7.10. This result generalizes to more general types of algebraic structures (col-
ored operads, properads,...) and to other types of homology automorphism, see [Emp24,
Theorem 4.10].

EXAMPLE 7.11 (Complement of subspace arrangements). Let X be a complement of hyper-
planes arrangement over C, i.e. a complement of a finite collection of affine hyperplanes in
AZ viewed as a scheme over C. Let p and ¢ be two different prime numbers. Suppose that
X can be defined over a finite extension K of Q,, i.e. there exist an embedding K — C and
a complement of a hyperplane arrangement over K denoted X such that

X=2X xgC.
We denote by ¢ cardinality of the residue field of the ring of integers of K and h the order
of ¢ in the group of units of Fy. We can apply 7.9 to prove that the algebra C% (Xan;Zy) is

sing
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(h — 1)-formal, where X,, denotes the complex analytic space underlying X¢ = X x g C and
where s is the order of ¢ in F; . Indeed, as in the previous section, there exists a zig-zag of
quasi-isomorphisms of dg associative algebras

ing (Xan: Zg) <= Ci(Xo3 Ze) = Cg (X Zo) -

One can show that the action of a Frobenius lift on HJ,(Xz;Z,) is given by multiplication
by ¢" (see [Kim94, Theorem 1’| for a proof).

REMARK 7.12. The condition of being defined over K is essential here: for each ¢ there exists

a complement hyperplane arrangement defined over C inducing non-trivial Massey products
in H?(—;F,), see [Mat06].

REMARK 7.13. The notion of gauge n-formality is fundamental in this example. In [CH22,
Theorem 7.12, (iii)] it is wrongly claimed that under these assumptions, Cf;, (Xan;Fr) is
(h — 1)-formal in the sense that there is a zig-zag of morphisms connecting this dg-algebra
to its cohomology and that induce isomorphisms in cohomological degree < h — 1. This
statement is incorrect as explained in [CH24]. Gauge n-formality seems to be the best way
to express the kind of partial formality that we have in this situation. On the other hand,
similar results hold for complements of subspace arrangements of higher codimension and in

this case the two notions of partial formality can be used.

EXAMPLE 7.14 (Coformality of configuration spaces). For d > 3, the configuration space
X = Conf,(R?) is coformal, i.e. the dg algebra C.(QX;Z) is (¢ — 2)(d — 2)-formal, for a
given prime number ¢, see [DCH21, Theorem 4.16]. This result is proved using an action of
the profinite Grothendieck-Teichmiiller group on these spaces. Let us mention that the ter-
minology coformal is unusual in this context. Usually a space is called coformal if the Quillen
model for its rational homotopy type is formal as a differential graded Lie algebra. This
definition does not generalize well when the ring of coefficients is not a field of characteristic
zero. However, Saleh has proved that coformality of a based connected topological space X
is equivalent to formality of the differential graded algebra of chains on its based loop space
C.(QX;Q) (see [Sall7]). The latter condition makes perfect sense for any ring of coefficients
and explains our choice of terminology.

7.3. Kaledin classes. Given a dg associative algebra over a characteristic zero field, Kaledin
constructs in [Kal07] a class in the associated Hochschild cohomology, which vanishes if and
only if the algebra is formal. The work of Kaledin was extended by Melani and Rubié in
[MR19] for algebras over a binary Koszul operad in characteristic zero and by the first author
in [Emp24] for algebras over groupoid colored operad or properad, over a commutative ground
ring R.

Let H be a graded R-module and let (H, M) be a P-algebra structure. Recall that the
complex Coder(%(H)) can be equipped with a complete dg Lie algebra structure, whose
filtration is defined for all p > 0 by

FPCoder(€(A)) = [ [ Hom (%,(A), 4) ,
k>p

and whose differential is given by the operator ds := [M, —] see e.g. [LV12, Section 6.4]. Let
us consider the prismatic decomposition

OhM = mg + 2ms3 +3my + - -+
This element is a cycle in g™ = (F'g, dys), see e.g. [Emp24, Proposition 1.14].
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Definition 7.15 (Kaledin class). The Kaledin class of (H, M) is the class
Ky = [0pM] € H_4 (gM) )

The n-truncation K7, of Ky is the class associated to the cycle
my +2mg + -+ (n — 1)m,

in the cohomology of the complex F!Coder(%(A))/Fn+t.

Lemma 7.16 (Invariance of the Kaledin classes under co-quasi-isomorphism). An co-isomorphism
between two Poo-algebras F: (H,M) ~» (H,N) induces an isomorphism of dg Lie algebras
F:gM — g and the following equality holds

Ky = [F (0pM)] .
The same goes for the n-truncations.

Proof. We refer the reader to [Emp24, Lemma 2.38]. O

Proposition 7.17. Let (H, M) be a Poo-algebra. Let n > 1 such that n! is a unit in R. The
following propositions are equivalent.

(1) The n-truncation Ky, is zero.
(2) There exist a Poo-algebra structure (H,N) with no = 0 and n; = 0 for i such that
2 <1 < n and co-quasi-isomorphism

(H, M) ~~s (H,N) .

Proof. Let us suppose that R is a characteristic zero field and present the proof of [MR19,
Proposition 2.9]. If (2) holds, the Kaledin class K7}, is zero and so does K}, by Lemma 7.16.
Let us prove the converse result by induction on n. The case n = 1 is clear. Suppose that
the result holds for n — 1 and that K}, = 0. In particular, we also have K;‘[l = 0 and we
can assume that

mo=---=mp_1=0,
without loss of generality. Thus, we have

K3y = [(n— 1)ma] = 0
and there exists T in g such that

dy(T) = (n— 1)m,, (mod F"T1) .

tn—1
n—17

Considering the coderivation 7 := we get [m1, 7] = m,. One can define an exponential

coderivation E7 by
7_02 Tok
T =id+1+ 4o — e,
‘ 2 k!
We obtain a Z.-algebra (H, N) by considering N = E" NE~". By construction, the element
E7 induces an oo-isomorphism

(H, M) ~~ (H,N) .

By construction, we have n; = m; for all i < n and n,, = m,, — [mg,7] = 0. We refer the
reader to [Emp24, Proposition 2.32] for a proof over a commutative ring R. ]

Theorem 7.18. Let (A, M) be a P -algebra such that H(A) is a homotopy retract of A. If
R is a Q-algebra, the algebra (A, M) is gauge formal if and only if the Kaledin class Kyt of
a transferred structure (H(A), M?) is zero.
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Proof. Let us fix (H(A), M) a transferred structure. If (A, M) is gauge formal, there exists
an oo-quasi-isomorphism

F:(H(A), M") ~~~ (H(A),ms) ,

and Kt = 0, by Lemma 7.16. Conversely, suppose that K,;: = 0. Let ¢ > 2 the smallest
integer such that m, # 0. Taking up the demonstration of the previous proposition, there
exists a Po-algebra structure (H(A),N) where ny = mq, no = --- = n, = 0, and an
oo-isomorphism

E™: (H(A), M") ~~~ (H(A),N) ,

where 7, is the projection of a coderivation of weight ¢+ — 1. This procedure can be iterated for

any 7 > t. We obtain a series of oo-isomorphism E™:. The composition F' = -0 E™+! o B
is well defined since each 7; correspond to a coderivation of weight ¢ — 1 and leads to the
desired oo-isomorphism. O

As a corollary of this Theorem, we can deduce the following very general result for descent
of formality.

Theorem 7.19 (Formality descent). Let S be a faithfully flat commutative R-algebra. Let
A be a chain complex such that H(A) is an R-module of finite presentation and a homotopy
retract of A. Let (A, M) be a P -algebra. Let us denote

As = A®RrS .
(1) Letn > 1 be such that n! is a unit in R. The algebra (A, M) is gauge n-formal if and
only if (Ag, M ® 1) is gauge n-formal.
(2) If R is a Q-algebra, the algebra (A, M) is gauge formal if and only if (As, M ® 1) is
gauge formal.

Proof. We refer the reader to [Emp24, Theorem 4.1]. O

ExaMPLE 7.20. Combining this result with Example 7.11 or Example 7.14, we deduce that
the formality result for complement of hyperplane arrangements can be descended to the
localized ring Z, see [Emp24, Theorem 4.2] and similarly for the coformality result for
configuration spaces.
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