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DEFORMATIONS AND HOMOTOPY THEORY OF NIJENHUIS ASSOCIATIVE

ALGEBRAS

CHAO SONG, KAI WANG, YUANYUAN ZHANG AND GUODONG ZHOU

Abstract. This paper is the first in a series of works devoted to an operadic study of Nijenhuis

structures, focusing on Nijenhuis associative algebras. We introduce the concept of homotopy Ni-

jenhuis associative algebras and demonstrate that the differential graded (=dg) operad NjA∞ gov-

erning these structures serves as the minimal model of the operad NjA for Nijenhuis associative

algebras. Additionally, we determine the Koszul dual homotopy cooperad of NjA. We construct

an L∞-algebra that controls the simultaneous deformations of associative products and Nijenhuis

operators. The Maurer-Cartan elements of this L∞-algebra correspond bijectively to Nijenhuis

associative algebra structures. From this, we derive a cochain complex (deformation complex)

and an associated cohomology theory of Nijenhuis associative algebras. Finally, we explore the

connection between homotopy relative Rota-Baxter associative algebras of weight 0 and homo-

topy Nijenhuis associative algebras. A sequel to this work will extend the study to Nijenhuis Lie

algebras, with applications to Nijenhuis geometry.
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Introduction

A Nijenhuis operator on a Lie algebra (g, [−,−]) is a linear endomorphism P satisfying the

following Nijenhuis relation:

[P(a), P(b)] = P([a, P(b)] + [P(a), b] − P[a, b]), for a, b ∈ g.(1)

The concept of a Nijenhuis operator on a Lie algebra originated from the foundational notion

of a Nijenhuis tensor, introduced by Nijenhuis [35] in the study of pseudo-complex manifolds.

Nijenhuis operators on Lie algebras were later explored in [28, 22] within the broader context

of Poisson-Nijenhuis manifolds. On manifolds, Nijenhuis operators act as unary operations on

the Lie algebra of vector fields and satisfy the corresponding Nijenhuis relation (1), which is the

simplest geometric condition for (1, 1)-tensors, as outlined in the philosophy of [1]. In 1957,

Newlander and Nirenberg [34] proved that an almost complex manifold (M, J) is a complex man-

ifold if and only if J is a Nijenhuis operator, as also noted in [18, Theorem 1.2, Page356]. This

provides a significant example of a Nijenhuis operator.

The concept of Nijenhuis operators on associative algebras, introduced by Carinena et al. [4] to

study quantum bi-Hamiltonian systems, is an analogue of the Nijenhuis operators on Lie algebras

and manifolds (see Definition 1.1). In [11], Ebrahimi-Fard interpreted the associative analogue

of the Nijenhuis relation as the homogeneous version of the Rota-Baxter relation. Building on

this perspective, he used the augmented modified quasi-shuffle product to construct free Nijen-

huis associative algebras. Guo and Lei [25] provided an explicit construction of free Nijenhuis

associative algebras using bracketed words, and applied this construction to derive the universal

enveloping Nijenhuis associative algebra of an NS algebra. An important example of the Nijen-

huis operator on associative algebras is given by Das [6, 2.5 Proposition], which establishes a

connection between relative Rota-Baxter operators of weight 0 and Nijenhuis operators. And this

connection will be generalized to homotopy level in this paper.

We focus on the deformation and homotopy theory of Nijenhuis structures. Specifically, in this

paper, we will study the deformation and homotopy theory of Nijenhuis associative structures. In

subsequent work, we will consider these problems for Nijenhuis structures on Lie algebras and

manifolds, as well as their applications in geometry.

A central philosophy in deformation theory, inspired by the foundational work of Gerstenhaber,

Nijenhuis, Richardson, Deligne, Schlessinger, Stasheff, Goldman, Millson, and others, is that the

deformations of a given mathematical structure can be described by a differential graded (dg) Lie

algebra or, more generally, an L∞-algebra. The underlying complex of this algebra is referred

to as the deformation complex. Lurie [27] and Pridham [36] formalized this idea rigorously,

establishing it as an equivalence of infinity categories in characteristic zero. Consequently, an

essential problem in deformation theory is the explicit construction of the dg Lie algebra or L∞-

algebra that governs the deformation theory of the structure under study.

Another significant challenge in the study of algebraic structures is understanding their ho-

motopy analogs, such as A∞-algebras for associative algebras and L∞-algebras for Lie algebras.

Operad theory provides a systematic framework for this task, requiring the formulation of a cofi-

brant resolution of the operad describing the algebraic structure. Ideally, this resolution takes the

form of a minimal model of the operad. If the operad is Koszul, Koszul duality theory [15, 16]

offers a powerful method to define the homotopy version of the structure through the cobar con-

struction of the Koszul dual cooperad, which in this case is itself a minimal model. However, for

operads that are not Koszul, significant challenges emerge, and examples of minimal models in
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this setting remain scarce. This paper contributes to addressing these difficulties in the context of

Nijenhuis structures.

These two problems, say, describing controlling L∞-algebras and constructing homotopy ver-

sions of algebraic structures, are deeply interconnected. Specifically, given a cofibrant resolution,

particularly a minimal model of the operad in question, one can derive the deformation complex

of the algebraic structure and endow it with an L∞-structure, as demonstrated by Kontsevich and

Soibelman [21] and van der Laan [41, 42]. In practice, however, finding a minimal model or a

small cofibrant resolution is often a nontrivial challenge. Recently, Wang and Zhou [43] success-

fully addressed both of these problems for Rota-Baxter associative algebras of arbitrary weight,

while Chen, Guo, Wang, and Zhou [5] extended these results to differential algebras with nonzero

weight. In this paper and its sequel, we extend these methods, with significant modifications, to

study the operad governing Nijenhuis structures.

In this paper, we exhibit the deformation complex of a Nijenhuis associative algebra as well as

the controlling L∞-structure in the sense of deformation theory. We succeed in finding the mini-

mal model and the Koszul dual homotopy cooperad of the operad for Nijenhuis associative alge-

bras, providing justification for the deformation complex as well as the controlling L∞-structure.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 1, we recall basic definitions and key facts about

Nijenhuis associative algebras. In Section 2, we introduce a cochain complex of Nijenhuis oper-

ators, whose homology controls the deformation of Nijenhuis operators. We then combine this

cochain complex with the usual Hochschild cochain complex of associative algebras to define a

cochain complex for Nijenhuis associative algebras, whose homology controls the deformations

of Nijenhuis associative algebras. Section 3 introduces a homotopy cooperad, and in Section 4,

we show that the cobar construction of this homotopy cooperad, using a new monomial order and

the method in [43], is the minimal model of the operad for Nijenhuis associative algebras. As a

result, this homotopy cooperad can be viewed as the Koszul dual of the operad for Nijenhuis as-

sociative algebras. The concept of homotopy Nijenhuis associative algebras is also introduced. In

Section 5, we construct the L∞-algebra structure on the deformation complex introduced in Sec-

tion 2, and Nijenhuis associative algebra structures are realized as the Maurer-Cartan elements of

this L∞-algebra. Finally, in Section 6, we establish a relationship between homotopy Rota-Baxter

associative algebras of weight 0 and homotopy Nijenhuis associative algebras, which generalizes

a result of Das [6] to homotopy level.

Throughout this paper, let k be a field of characteristic 0. Unless otherwise specified, all vector

spaces are assumed to be k-vector spaces, and all tensor products and Hom-spaces are taken over

k. Additionally, all algebras are defined over k. For foundational concepts on operads and colored

operads, we refer the reader to [31, 30, 26, 2, 44]. Familiarity with the basic theory of L∞-algebras

[39, 24, 23] and homotopy (co)operads [29, 32, 33, 9] is also assumed. For a concise overview,

we recommend [43, Sections 2.2 and 3.1].

1. Nijenhuis associative algebras and Nijenhuis bimodules

In this section, we recall some basic concepts and facts about Nijenhuis associative algebras

and their Nijenhuis bimodules.

Definition 1.1. Let (A,m = ·) be an associative algebra. A linear operator P : A → A is a

Nijenhuis operator if it satisfies

P(a) · P(b) = P
(
P(a) · b + a · P(b) − P(a · b)

)
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for any a, b ∈ A, or in terms of maps

m ◦ (P ⊗ P) = P ◦
(
m ◦ (P ⊗ Id) + m ◦ (Id ⊗ P) − P ◦m

)
.(2)

In this case, A = (A,m, P) is called a Nijenhuis associative algebra.

Let B = (B,mB, PB) and A = (A,mA, PA) be two Nijenhuis associative algebras. A morphism

of associative algebras f : B → A is called a morphism of Nijenhuis associative algebras, if

PA ◦ f = f ◦ PB.

Definition 1.2. Let A = (A,m, P) be a Nijenhuis associative algebra and M be a bimodule over the

associative algebra (A,m). Then M is said to be a Nijenhuis bimodule over Nijenhuis associative

algebra A, if M is endowed with a linear operator PM : M → M such that the following equations

P(a)PM(x) = PM

(
P(a)x + aPM(x) − PM(ax)

)
,(3)

PM(x)P(a) = PM

(
PM(x)a + xP(a) − PM(xa)

)
,(4)

hold for any a ∈ A and x ∈ M.

Obviously, a Nijenhuis associative algebra A = (A,m, P) is a Nijenhuis bimodule over itself,

called the regular Nijenhuis bimodule.

Let (A,m) be an associative algebra and M be a bimodule over it. It is well known that A ⊕ M

becomes an associative algebra whose product is given by

(a, x) ·⋉ (b, y) := (a · b, ay + xb),

for any a, b ∈ A and x, y ∈ M. This is called the semi-direct product (or trivial extension) of

associative algebra (A,m) by bimodule M, denoted by A ⋉ M. Write ι : A → A ⊕ M, a 7→ (a, 0)

and π : A ⊕ M → A, (a, x) 7→ a, which are obviously associative algebra morphisms.

The following results are direct consequences of the definitions, whose proofs are left to the

reader.

Proposition 1.3. Let A = (A,m, P) be a Nijenhuis associative algebra and M be a bimodule

over associative algebra (A,m). Then the semi-direct product A ⋉ M of A by M is a Nijenhuis

associative algebra such that ι and π are both morphisms of Nijenhuis associative algebras if and

only if M is a Nijenhuis bimodule over A.

This new Nijenhuis associative algebra will still be denoted by A ⋉ M, called the (Nijenhuis)

semi-direct product (or trivial extension) of Nijenhuis associative algebra A by Nijenhuis bimod-

ule M.

Nijenhuis associative algebras and Nijenhuis bimodules have some descendent properties.

Proposition 1.4. [4] Let A = (A,m, P) be a Nijenhuis associative algebra. Define a new binary

operation mP = ·P over A as:

a ·P b := P(a) · b + a · P(b) − P(a · b),

for any a, b ∈ A. Then

(i) the operation mP is associative and (A,mP) is a new associative algebra;

(ii) the triple (A,mP, P) also forms a Nijenhuis associative algebra and denote it by AP;

(iii) the map P : AP = (A,mP, P) → A = (A,m, P) is a morphism of Nijenhuis associative

algebras.

One can also obtain new Nijenhuis bimodules from old ones.
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Proposition 1.5 (Compare with [7, 2.8 Example]). Let A = (A,m, P) be a Nijenhuis associative

algebra and M = (M, PM) be a Nijenhuis bimodule over it. We define a left action “ ⊲ ” and a

right action “ ⊳ ” of A on M as follows:

a ⊲ x := P(a)x and x ⊳ a := xP(a)

for any a ∈ A and x ∈ M. Then these actions make M into a Nijenhuis bimodule over AP, and we

denote this new bimodule by MP.

Let’s describe the operad for Nijenhuis associative algebras.

Definition 1.6. The (nonsymmetric) operad for Nijenhuis associative algebras, denoted by NjA,

is generated by a unary operator P and a binary operator m with the operadic relations:

m ◦1 m − m ◦2 m(5)

and

(m ◦1 P) ◦2 P − (P ◦1 m) ◦1 P − (P ◦1 m) ◦2 P + P ◦1 (P ◦1 m).(6)

In other words, NjA = F (km ⊕ kP)/I, where for a collection M, F (M) is the free operad

generated by M, and I is the operadic ideal generated by (5) and (6).

Here, Relation (5) is the associativity axiom for the product m and Relation (6) corresponds to

the defining relation (2) of the Nijenhuis operator P.

Remark 1.7. Since the defining relation (6) of the Nijenhuis operator is cubic, it is obvious that

the operad NjA is not Koszul. So the classical Koszul duality theory of operads [15, 16] could

not be applied directly to develop the operadic cohomology theory, minimal model, controlling

L∞-structures, etc., for Nijenhuis associative algebras.

2. Cohomology theory of Nijenhuis associative algebras

In this section, we will introduce a cohomology theory of Nijenhuis associative algebras. We

will see later that this cohomology theory controls the deformations of Nijenhuis associative

algebras.

2.1. Hochschild cohomology of associative algebras.

Let M be a bimodule over an associative algebra (A,m). Recall that the Hochschild cochain

complex of associative algebra (A,m) with coefficients in bimodule M is the cochain complex

C•Alg(A,M) :=

∞⊕

n=0

Cn
Alg(A,M),

where, for n > 0, Cn
Alg

(A,M) = Hom(A⊗n,M) and its differential

δn
Alg,M : Cn

Alg(A,M)→ Cn+1
Alg (A,M)

is given by

δn
Alg,M( f )(a1,n+1) = a1 f (a2,n+1) +

n∑

i=1

(−1)i f (a1,i−1 ⊗ ai · ai+1 ⊗ ai+2,n+1) + (−1)n+1 f (a1,n)an+1

for any f ∈ Cn
Alg

(A,M) and a1, . . . , an+1 ∈ A, where for 1 6 i 6 j 6 n, ai, j = ai ⊗ · · · ⊗ a j but for

i > j, ai, j is by convention empty.
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The cohomology of the cochain complex, denoted by H•
Alg

(A,M), is called the Hochschild co-

homology of associative algebra (A,m) with coefficients in bimodule M. When M is the regular

bimodule A itself, we simply write the differential δ•
Alg,A

as δ•
Alg

, and also simply denote C•
Alg

(A, A)

by C•
Alg

(A) and H•
Alg

(A, A) by H•
Alg

(A), called the Hochschild cochain complex of associative al-

gebra (A,m) and the Hochschild cohomology of associative algebra (A,m), respectively.

2.2. Cohomology of Nijenhuis operators.

Next, let’s introduce the cohomology theory of Nijenhuis operators.

Let A = (A,m, P) be a Nijenhuis associative algebra and M = (M, PM) be a Nijenhuis bimodule

over it. According to Propositions 1.4 and 1.5, one can define a new Nijenhuis associative algebra

AP = (A,mP, P) and a new Nijenhuis bimodule MP = (M,⊲,⊳, PM) over AP. Consider the

Hochschild cochain complex of the associative algebra AP with coefficients in bimodule MP:

C•Alg(AP,MP) =

∞⊕

n=0

Cn
Alg(AP,MP),

where, for n > 0, Cn
Alg

(AP,MP) = Hom(A⊗n,M) and its differential

∂n : Cn
Alg(AP,MP)→ Cn+1

Alg (AP,MP)

is given by

∂n( f )(a1,n+1) = a1 ⊲ f (a2,n+1) +

n∑

i=1

(−1)i f (a1,i−1 ⊗ ai ·P ai+1 ⊗ ai+2,n+1) + (−1)n+1 f (a1,n) ⊳ an+1

= P(a1) f (a2,n+1)

+

n∑

i=1

(−1)i( f (a1,i−1 ⊗ aiP(ai+1) ⊗ ai+2,n+1) + f (a1,i−1 ⊗ P(ai)ai+1 ⊗ ai+2,n+1)

− f (a1,i−1 ⊗ P(aiai+1) ⊗ ai+2,n+1)
)

+ (−1)n+1 f (a1,n)P(an+1)

for any f ∈ Cn
Alg

(AP,MP) and a1, . . . , an+1 ∈ A.

Definition 2.1. Let A = (A,m, P) be a Nijenhuis associative algebra and M = (M, PM) be a

Nijenhuis bimodule over it. Define the cochain complex of Nijenhuis operator P with coefficients

in Nijenhuis bimodule M, denoted by (C•
NjO

(A,M), δ•
NjO,M

), as follows: for any n > 0,

Cn
NjO(A,M) := Hom(A⊗n,M)

and its differential

δn
NjO,M : Cn

NjO(A,M)→ Cn+1
NjO(A,M)

is defined to be

δn
NjO,M( f ) := −PM ◦ δ

n
Alg,M( f ) + ∂n( f )(7)

for any f ∈ Cn
NjO

(A,M).

The cohomology of C•
NjO

(A,M), denoted by H•
NjO

(A,M), is called the cohomology of Nijenhuis

operator P with coefficients in Nijenhuis bimodule M. When M is the regular Nijenhuis bimodule

A itself, we simply denote the differential δ•
NjO,A

by δ•
NjO

. We also simply denote C•
NjO

(A, A) by

C•
NjO

(A) and H•
NjO

(A, A) by H•
NjO

(A), called the cochain complex of Nijenhuis operator P and the

cohomology of Nijenhuis operator P, respectively.
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The above definition is justified by the following lemma, which can be verified through direct

inspection. However, we will first deduce the specific case where M is the regular Nijenhuis

bimodule A itself using a particular L∞-algebra (see Proposition 5.6 (ii)). Building on this re-

sult, the general cases will naturally follow as a direct corollary from the results presented in

Subsection 2.4.

Lemma 2.2. (C•
NjO

(A,M), δ•
NjO,M

) is a cochain complex.

Remark 2.3. The differential δ•
NjO,M

on the cochain complex of Nijenhuis operator P with coeffi-

cients in Nijenhuis bimodule M uses not only the Hochschild differential ∂ of the new associative

algebra AP with coefficients in the new bimodule MP, but also an extra term −PM ◦ δAlg,M. This

distinctive feature, which has yet to be fully understood, is quite different from the known cases

of other operated algebras. In fact, the cohomology of a Rota-Baxter operator is defined to be the

Hochschild cohomology of the new associative algebra with coefficients in the new bimodule (see

[43, Definition 6.1]) and the cohomology of a differential operator is defined to be the Hochschild

cohomology of the new associative algebra with coefficients in the new bimodule (see [17, 2.8

Definition] or [5, Section 2.1]).

2.3. Cohomology of Nijenhuis associative algebras.

Now, we define a cohomology theory of Nijenhuis associative algebras by combining the

Hochschild cohomology of associative algebras and the cohomology of Nijenhuis operators.

Let M = (M, PM) be a Nijenhuis bimodule over a Nijenhuis associative algebra A = (A,m, P).

Let’s construct a chain map

Φ•M : C•Alg(A,M)→ C•NjO(A,M),

i.e., the following commutative diagram:

C0
Alg

(A,M)
δ0

Alg,M
//

Φ0
M

��

C1
Alg

(A,M) //

Φ1
M

��

· · · // Cn
Alg

(A,M)
δn

Alg,M
//

Φn
M

��

Cn+1
Alg

(A,M)

Φn+1
M

��

// · · ·

C0
NjO

(A,M)
δ0

NjO,M
// C1

NjO
(A,M) // · · · // Cn

NjO
(A,M)

δn
NjO,M

// Cn+1
NjO

(A,M) // · · · ,

where Φ0
M

:= IdM, and for n > 1, f ∈ Cn
Alg

(A,M), Φn
M

( f ) ∈ Cn
NjO

(A,M) is defined as:

Φn
M( f )(a1, . . . , an)

:=

n∑

k=0

∑

16i1<i2<···<ik6n

(−1)n−kPn−k
M ◦ f (a1,i1−1, P(ai1), ai1+1,i2−1, P(ai2), . . . , P(aik), aik+1,n).

In particular, when M is the regular Nijenhuis bimodule A itself, we simply denote Φ•
M

by Φ•.

Proposition 2.4. The map Φ•
M

: C•
Alg

(A,M)→ C•
NjO

(A,M) is a chain map.

The proof of Proposition 2.4 can be done by direct inspection, which is not difficult. But we

will deduce Proposition 2.4 in the particular case where M is the regular Nijenhuis bimodule A

itself, from a specific L∞-algebra, see Proposition 5.5. On this basis, the general cases will be a

direct corollary of the results in Subsection 2.4.
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Definition 2.5. Let M = (M, PM) be a Nijenhuis bimodule over a Nijenhuis associative algebra

A = (A,m, P). We define the cochain complex of Nijenhuis associative algebra A with coefficients

in Nijenhuis bimodule M, denoted by (C•
NjA

(A,M), δ•
NjA,M

), to be the mapping cone of Φ•
M

shifted

by −1, that is,

C0
NjA(A,M) = C0

Alg(A,M) and Cn
NjA(A,M) = Cn

Alg(A,M) ⊕ Cn−1
NjO(A,M), for n > 1,

and its differential δn
NjA,M

: Cn
NjA

(A,M)→ Cn+1
NjA

(A,M) is given by

δn
NjA,M( f , g) = (δn

Alg,M( f ),−Φn
M( f ) − δn−1

NjO,M(g))

for any f ∈ Cn
Alg

(A,M) and g ∈ Cn−1
NjO

(A,M).

The cohomology of C•
NjA

(A,M), denoted by H•
NjA

(A,M), is called the cohomology of Nijen-

huis associative algebra A with coefficients in Nijenhuis bimodule M. When M is the regular

Nijenhuis bimodule A itself, we simply denote the differential δ•
NjA,A

by δ•
NjA

. We also simply de-

note C•
NjA

(A, A) by C•
NjA

(A) and H•
NjA

(A, A) by H•
NjA

(A), called the cochain complex of Nijenhuis

associative algebra A and the cohomology of Nijenhuis associative algebra A, respectively.

By properties of the mapping cone, there is a short exact sequence of cochain complexes:

0→ s−1C•NjO(A,M)→ C•NjA(A,M)→ C•Alg(A,M)→ 0,

which induces a long exact sequence of cohomology groups

0→ H0
NjA(A,M)→ H0

Alg(A,M)→ H0
NjO(A,M)→ H1

NjA(A,M)→ H1
Alg(A,M)→ · · ·

· · · → H
p

Alg
(A,M)→ H

p

NjO
(A,M)→ H

p+1

NjA
(A,M)→ H

p+1

Alg
(A,M)→ · · ·

Here the symbol s−1 represents the desuspension of a cohomologically graded vector space. For a

homologically graded space V , the suspension of V is the graded space sV with (sV)n = Vn−1 for

all n ∈ Z. Write sv ∈ (sV)n for v ∈ Vn−1. The map s : V → sV , v 7→ sv is a graded map of degree

1. Similarly, the desuspension of V , denoted s−1V , is the graded space with (s−1V)n = Vn+1.

Write s−1v ∈ (s−1V)n for v ∈ Vn+1 and the map s−1 : V → s−1V , v 7→ s−1v is a graded map of

degree −1. In the context of cohomologically graded spaces, as used above, the suspension s and

desuspension s−1 have degree −1 and 1 respectively.

2.4. Coefficients from regular Nijenhuis bimodules to general Nijenhuis bimodules.

Let M = (M, PM) be a Nijenhuis bimodule over a Nijenhuis associative algebra A = (A,m, P).

According to Proposition 1.3, the semi-direct product A ⋉ M of Nijenhuis associative algebra A

by its Nijenhuis bimodule M is also a Nijenhuis associative algebra. Hence, we get the cochain

complex (C•
NjA

(A ⋉ M), δ•
NjA

) of the Nijenhuis associative algebra A ⋉ M, where

C0
NjA(A ⋉ M) = C0

Alg(A ⋉ M) = A ⊕ M,

Cn
NjA(A ⋉ M) = Cn

Alg(A ⋉ M) ⊕ Cn−1
NjO(A ⋉ M)

= Hom((A ⊕ M)n, A ⊕ M) ⊕ Hom((A ⊕ M)n−1, A ⊕ M), for n > 1.

In order to obtain the cochain complex of Nijenhuis associative algebra A with coefficients in

Nijenhuis bimodules M, one also needs to consider the obvious embedding

ι : C•NjA(A,M) ֒→ C•NjA(A ⋉ M), f 7→ f .

Proposition 2.6. With above notations, the image Im(ι) is a subcomplex of (C•
NjA

(A ⋉ M), δ•
NjA

).
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Proof. Let ( f , g) ∈ Cn
NjA

(A,M) for n > 0. Direct calculation can obtain:

δn
NjA(ι( f , g)) = δn

NjA( f , g)

= (δn
Alg( f ),−Φn( f ) − δn−1

NjO(g))

= ι(δn
Alg,M( f ),−Φn

M( f ) − δn−1
NjO,M(g))

= ι(δn
NjA,M( f , g)).

�

Let p : Im(ι) ։ C•
NjA

(A,M), f 7→ f , be the obvious projection. Using the fact ι ◦ p = IdIm(ι),

we find that δ•
NjA,M

= p ◦ δ•
NjA
◦ ι is indeed a differential on the space C•

NjA
(A,M), which justify

the Definition 2.5. Moreover, Lemma 2.2 and Proposition 2.4 are direct corollaries as well.

3. The Koszul dual homotopy cooperad of the operad for Nijenhuis associative algebras

In this section, we construct a homotopy cooperad NjA¡, which serves as the Koszul dual of

NjA, the operad for Nijenhuis associative algebras. This is justified by the fact that the cobar

construction of NjA¡ is exactly NjA∞, the minimal model of NjA, as will be proved in Section 4.

Define a graded collection S (NjA¡) by

S (NjA¡)(n) = kun ⊕ kvn

with |un| = 0, |vn| = 1 for n > 1. Now, we put a coaugmented homotopy cooperad structure on

S (NjA¡). Firstly, consider trees of arity n > 1 in the following list:

(i) Trees of type (I) which is of weight 2: for each 1 6 j 6 n and 1 6 i 6 n − j + 1, there

exists such a tree which can be visualized as

n − j + 1

j

i

(ii) Trees of type (II) which is of weight p + 1 > 3 and height t + 2 with 0 6 t 6 p 6 n,

and there exists a unique vertex in the first t + 1 levels: in these trees, there are numbers

1 6 kt < · · · < kp−1 6 p, r1, . . . , rp > 1 and 1 6 ih 6 rh for 1 6 h 6 t, such that the q-th

vertex has arity rq for all 1 6 q 6 t, the m-th vertex is connected to the im−1-th leaf of

the (m − 1)-th vertex for all 2 6 m 6 t, the (t + 1)-th vertex has arity p and is connected

to the it-th leaf of the t-th vertex, and the other vertices connected to the kt-th (resp.

kt+1-th, . . . , kp−1-th) leaf of the (t + 1)-th vertex and with arity rt+1 (resp. rt+2, . . . , rp), so

r1 + · · · + rp = n > 2. These trees can be visualized as:
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r1

r2

i1

i2

rt

p

rt+1 rp

it

kt kp−1

Now, we define a family of operations {∆T : S (NjA¡)→ S (NjA¡)⊗T }T∈T as follows:

(i) For a tree T of type (I) and n > 1, define ∆T (un) = un− j+1 ⊗ u j, which can be drawn as

∆T (un) = .

un− j+1

u j

i

Define

∆T (vn) =



vn ⊗ u1, j = 1,

0, 2 6 j 6 n − 1,

u1 ⊗ vn, j = n,

which can be pictured as

(a) when j = 1,

∆T (vn) = ;

vn

u1

i

(b) when 2 6 j 6 n − 1, ∆T (vn) = 0;

(c) when j = n,

∆T (vn) = .

u1

vn

(ii) For a tree T of type (II) and n > 2, define
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∆T (vn) = (−1)
p(p−1)

2 .

vr1

vr2

i1

i2

vrt

up

vrt+1
vrp

it

kt kp−1

(iii) For any other tree T in T, define ∆T = 0.

In the proof of the following result, we need the pre-Jacobi identity [12, 13, 14, 5]: for any

homogeneous elements f , g1, . . . , gm, h1, . . . , hn in a graded operad P, we have

(
f {g1, . . . , gm}

)
{h1, . . . , hn} =

(8)

∑

06i16 j16i26 j26···6im6 jm6n

(−1)θ f
{
h1, . . . , hi1 , g1{hi1+1, . . . , h j1}, . . . , gm{him+1, . . . , h jm}, h jm+1, . . . , hn

}
,

where θ =
m∑

k=1

(|gk|)(
ik∑

j=1

|h j|) and the operation −{−} is the brace operation introduced in [13] (see

also [5, Definition 3.6]).

Proposition 3.1. The graded collection S (NjA¡) endowed with the operations {∆T }T∈T introduced

above forms a coaugmented homotopy cooperad, whose strict counit is the natural projection

ε : S (NjA¡) ։ ku1 � I and the coaugmentation is just the natural embedding η : I � ku1 ֒→

S (NjA¡).

Proof. Equivalently, one needs to show that the induced derivation ∂ on the cobar construction of

S (NjA¡), i.e., the free operad generated by s−1S (NjA¡), is a differential, that is, ∂2 = 0.

Denote s−1un, n > 2 (resp. s−1vn, n > 1) by xn (resp. yn) which are the generators of s−1S (NjA¡).

Notice that |xn| = −1 and |yn| = 0. By the definition of cobar construction of coaugmented homo-

topy cooperads, the action of differential ∂ on generators xn, yn is given by the following formulas:

∂(xn) = −

n−1∑

j=2

xn− j+1{x j}, n > 2,(9)

∂(yn) = −
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1,...,rp>1

26p6n

p∑

t=0

(−1)tyr1

{
· · ·

{
yrt

{
xp{yrt+1

, . . . , yrp
}
}}
· · ·

}
, n > 1.(10)

Note that ∂(x2) = 0, ∂(y1) = 0.
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We just need to prove that ∂2 = 0 holds on generators xn, n > 2 and yn, n > 1, which can be

checked by direct computations. As ∂ is a derivation with respect to −{−}, we have

∂2(xn)
(9)
= ∂

(
−

n−1∑

j=2

xn− j+1{x j}
)

= −

n−1∑

j=2

∂(xn− j+1){x j} +

n−1∑

j=2

xn− j+1{∂(x j)}

(9)
=

∑

i+ j+k−2=n
26i, j,k6n−2

(xi{x j}){xk} −
∑

i+ j+k−2=n
26i, j,k6n−2

xi{x j{xk}}

(8)
=

∑

i+ j+k−2=n
26i, j,k6n−2

xi{x j{xk}} +
∑

i+ j+k−2=n
26i, j,k6n−2

xi{x j, xk} −
∑

i+ j+k−2=n
26i, j,k6n−2

xi{xk, x j} −
∑

i+ j+k−2=n
26i, j,k6n−2

xi{x j{xk}}

= 0,

and

∂2(yn)
(10)
= ∂

(
−

∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1,...,rp>1

26p6n

p∑

t=0

(−1)tyr1
{· · · {yrt

{xp{yrt+1
, . . . , yrp

}}} · · · }
)

= −
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1,...,rp>1

26p6n−1

p∑

t=1

t∑

i=1

(−1)tyr1
{· · · {yri−1

{∂(yri
){yri+1

{· · · {yrt
{xp{yrt+1

, . . . , yrp
}}} · · · }}}} · · · }

−
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1,...,rp>1

36p6n

p∑

t=0

(−1)tyr1
{· · · {yrt

{∂(xp){yrt+1
, . . . , yrp

}}} · · · }

+
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1,...,rp>1

26p6n−1

p−1∑

t=0

p∑

i=t+1

(−1)tyr1
{· · · {yrt

{xp{yrt+1
, . . . , yri−1

, ∂(yri
), yri+1

, . . . , yrp
}}} · · · }

(9)(10)
=

∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1,...,rp>1

26p6n−1

p∑

t=1

t∑

i=1

∑

l1+···+lq=ri

l1,...,lq>1

26q6ri6n−1

q∑

s=0

(−1)s+t

yr1
{· · · {yri−1

{
(
yl1{· · · {yls

{xq{yls+1
, . . . , ylq}}} · · · }

)
{yri+1
{· · · {yrt

{xp{yrt+1
, . . . , yrp

}}} · · · }}

}} · · · }

+
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1,...,rp>1

36p6n

p∑

t=0

p−1∑

j=2

(−1)tyr1
{· · · {yrt

{
(
xp− j+1{x j}

)
{yrt+1
, . . . , yrp

}}} · · · }
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−
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1,...,rp>1

26p6n−1

p−1∑

t=0

p∑

i=t+1

∑

l1+···+lq=ri

l1,...,lq>1

26q6ri6n−1

q∑

s=0

(−1)s+t

yr1
{· · · {yrt

{xp{yrt+1
, . . . , yri−1

, yl1{· · · {yls
{xq{yls+1

, . . . , ylq}}} · · · }, yri+1
, . . . , yrp

}}} · · · }

(8)
=

∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1,...,rp>1

26p6n−2

p∑

t=1

t∑

i=1

∑

l1+···+lq=ri

l1 ,...,lq>1

26q6ri−16n−2

q∑

s=1

s∑

j=1

(−1)s+t

yr1
{· · · {yri−1

{yl1{· · · {yl j
{

yl j+1
{· · · {yls

{xq{yls+1
, . . . , ylq}}} · · · }, yri+1

{· · · {yrt
{xp{yrt+1

, . . . , yrp
}}} · · · }

}} · · · }}} · · · }
︸                                                                                     ︷︷                                                                                     ︸

(I)

−
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1,...,rp>1
26p6n−2

p∑

t=1

t∑

i=1

∑

l1+···+lq=ri

l1 ,...,lq>1

26q6ri−16n−2

q∑

s=1

s∑

j=1

(−1)s+t

yr1
{· · · {yri−1

{yl1{· · · {yl j
{

yri+1
{· · · {yrt

{xp{yrt+1
, . . . , yrp

}}} · · · }, yl j+1
{· · · {yls

{xq{yls+1
, . . . , ylq}}} · · · }

}} · · · }}} · · · }
︸                                                                                     ︷︷                                                                                     ︸

(II)

+
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1,...,rp>1

26p6n−1

p∑

t=1

t∑

i=1

∑

l1+···+lq=ri

l1,...,lq>1

26q6ri6n−1

q−1∑

s=0

q−s∑

m=1

(−1)s+t

yr1
{· · · {yri−1

{yl1{· · · {yls
{

xq{yls+1
, . . . , yls+m−1

,yls+m
{yri+1
{· · · {yrt

{xp{yrt+1
, . . . , yrp

}}} · · · }}, yls+m+1
, . . . , ylq}

}} · · · }}} · · · }
︸                                                                                                 ︷︷                                                                                                 ︸

(III)

+
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1,...,rp>1

26p6n−1

p∑

t=1

t∑

i=1

∑

l1+···+lq=ri

l1,...,lq>1

26q6ri6n−1

q∑

s=1

q−s∑

m=0

(−1)s+t

yr1
{· · · {yri−1

{yl1{· · · {yls
{

xq{yls+1
, . . . ,yls+m

, yri+1
{· · · {yrt

{xp{yrt+1
, . . . , yrp

}}} · · · }, yls+m+1
, . . . , ylq}

}} · · · }}} · · · }
︸                                                                                                ︷︷                                                                                                ︸

(IV)

+
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1,...,rp>1

36p6n

p−1∑

t=0

p−1∑

j=2

p−t−1∑

i=0

j∑

q=max{1, j−t}

(−1)t
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yr1
{· · · {yrt

{xp− j+1{yrt+1
, . . . , yrt+i

, x j{yrt+i+1
, . . . , yrt+i+q

}, yrt+i+q+1
, . . . , yrp

}}} · · · }
︸                                                                                           ︷︷                                                                                           ︸

(V)

+
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1,...,rp>1

36p6n

p∑

t=2

min{t,p−1}∑

j=2

p−t∑

i=0

(−1)t

yr1
{· · · {yrt

{xp− j+1{yrt+1
, . . . , yrt+i

, x j, yrt+i+1
, . . . , yrp

}}} · · · }
︸                                                                  ︷︷                                                                  ︸

(VI)

−
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1,...,rp>1

26p6n−1

p−1∑

t=0

p∑

i=t+1

∑

l1+···+lq=ri

l1,...,lq>1

26q6ri6n−1

q∑

s=0

(−1)s+t

yr1
{· · · {yrt

{xp{yrt+1
, . . . , yri−1

, yl1{· · · {yls
{xq{yls+1

, . . . , ylq}}} · · · }, yri+1
, . . . , yrp

}}} · · · }
︸                                                                                                    ︷︷                                                                                                    ︸

(VII)

= 0.

The last equation holds for the following reasons:

(I) + (II) = 0,

(III, i = 1) + (VII, s , 0) = 0,

(III, i , 1) + (IV, i , t) = 0,

(IV, i = t, t = p) + (VI) = 0,

(IV, i = t, t , p) + (V, q , j) = 0,

(V, q = j) + (VII, s = 0) = 0.

�

We need some notations. Define S = Endc
ks to be the graded cooperad whose underlying

graded collection is given by S(n) := Hom((ks)⊗n, ks) � kδn for n > 1, where δn ∈ S(n) is the

map which takes s⊗n to s. The cooperad structure of S is given by

∆T (δn) := (−1)(i−1)( j−1)δn− j+1 ⊗ δ j ∈ S
⊗T

for the tree T of the form

n − j + 1

j

i .

We also define S−1 to be the graded cooperad whose underlying graded collection is given by

S−1(n) := Hom((ks−1)⊗n, s−1) � kεn for n > 1, where εn ∈ S
−1(n) is the map which takes (s−1)⊗n

to s−1. The cooperad structure of S−1 is given by

∆T (εn) := (−1)( j−1)(n− j+1−i)εn− j+1 ⊗ ε j ∈ (S−1)⊗T

for the tree T that is the same as before.

We will justify the following definition by showing its cobar construction is exactly the minimal

model of NjA, see Definition 4.1 and Theorem 4.4, hence the name “Koszul dual homotopy

cooperad”.
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Definition 3.2. The homotopy cooperad S (NjA¡)⊗HS
−1, the Hadamard product of S (NjA¡) and

S−1, is called the Koszul dual homotopy cooperad of NjA, denoted by NjA¡.

Precisely, the underlying graded collection of NjA¡ is

NjA¡(n) = ken ⊕ kon

with en = un⊗εn and on = vn⊗εn for n > 1, thus |en| = n−1 and |on| = n. The defining operations

{∆T }T∈T is given by the following formulas:

(i) For a tree T of type (I),

∆T (en) = (−1)( j−1)(n−i+1) .

en− j+1

e j

i

We consider the following three distinct cases when introducing ∆T (on):

(a) when j = 1,

∆T (on) = ;
on

e1

i

(b) when 2 6 j 6 n − 1, ∆T (on) = 0;

(c) when j = n,

∆T (on) = .

e1

on

(ii) For a tree T of type (II),

∆T (on) = (−1)γ ,

or1

or2

i1

i2

ort

ep

ort+1
orp

it

kt kp−1

where

γ =

t∑

h=1

(
1 − n − h +

h∑

j=1

r j

)
(rh − ih) +

p∑

j=t+1

(r j − 1)(p − k j−1) +

p−1∑

j=1

(p − j)r j + (p − t)(p − 1).
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(iii) For any other tree T in T, ∆T = 0.

4. TheMinimal model of the operad for Nijenhuis associative algebras

In this section, we will prove that the cobar construction of the homotopy cooperad NjA¡ is

exactly the minimal model for NjA, the operad of Nijenhuis associative algebras. Then we will

introduce the notion of homotopy Nijenhuis associative algebras.

4.1. The dg operad for homotopy Nijenhuis associative algebras.

Definition 4.1. The dg operad for homotopy Nijenhuis associative algebras, denoted by NjA∞,

is defined to be the cobar construction Ω(NjA¡).

By the definition of the cobar construction of a coaugmented homotopy cooperad, see [5, Def-

inition 3.4], the dg operad NjA∞ = Ω(NjA¡) is the free operad generated by the graded collection

s−1NjA
¡ endowed with differential induced from the homotopy cooperad structure on NjA¡. More

precisely,

s−1NjA¡(1) = ks−1o1 and s−1NjA¡(n) = ks−1en ⊕ ks−1on, n > 2.

Denote mn = s−1en for n > 2 and Pn = s−1on for n > 1 respectively, so |mn| = n−2 and |Pn| = n−1.

A direct calculation shows that the action of differential on these generators in Ω(NjA¡) is given

by: for n > 2,

(11) ∂(mn) =

n−1∑

j=2

n− j+1∑

i=1

(−1)i+ j(n−i)mn− j+1 ◦i m j,

and for n > 1,

(12)

∂(Pn) =
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1,...,rp>1
26p6n

p∑

t=0

∑

16i16r1
···

16it6rt

∑

16kt<···<kp−16p

(−1)α
′

Pr1
◦i1

(
Pr2
◦i2

(
· · · ◦it−1

(
Prt
◦it

(
(· · · ((mp ◦kt

Prt+1
) ◦kt+1+rt+1−1 Prt+2

) · · · ) ◦β Prp

))
· · ·

))
,

where

β = kp−1 + rt+1 + · · · + rp−1 − (p − 1 − t),

α′ = 1 +

t∑

q=1

(
iq +

( p∑

s=q+1

rs

)
(rq − iq) − q(rq − iq)

)
+

p∑

i=t+1

(ki−1 − p)(ri − 1).

We use the corolla with n leaves and a solid vertex to represent generators mn for n > 2 and the

corolla with n leaves and a hollow vertex to represent generators Pn for n > 1:

mn Pn

A tree with all vertices dyed solid or hollow (such a tree will be called a tree monomial) gives

an element in NjA∞ by composing its vertices in the planar order, which is given by counting the

vertices starting from the root clockwisely along the tree. Conversely, any element in NjA∞ can
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be represented by such a tree monomial in this way. In this means, the action of the differential

operator ∂ on generators, i.e., Equations (11)-(12), can be expressed by trees as follows:

∂ ,
mn

=
n−1∑
j=2

n− j+1∑
i=1

(−1)i+ j(n−i)

mn− j+1

i

m j

∂ .
Pn

=
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1,...,rp>1

26p6n

p∑
t=0

∑
16i16r1
···

16it6rt

∑
16kt<···<kp−16p

(−1)α
′

Pr1

i1
Pr2

i2

Prt

it
mp

Prt+1
Prt+2

Prp

kt kt+1 kp−1

4.2. The minimal model.

Let’s recall the notion of minimal models of operads. For a graded collection M = {M(n)}n>1,

denote by F (M) the free graded operad generated by M. Recall that a dg operad is called quasi-

free if its underlying graded operad is free.

Definition 4.2. [10] A minimal model of a dg operad P is a quasi-free dg operad (F (M), ∂)

together with a surjective quasi-isomorphism of dg operads (F (M), ∂)
∼
։ P, where the dg operad

(F (M), ∂) satisfies the following conditions:

(i) the differential ∂ is decomposable, i.e., ∂ takes M to F (M)(>2), the subspace of F (M)

consisting of elements with weight > 2;

(ii) the generating collection M admits a decomposition M =
⊕
i>1

M(i) such that ∂(M(k+1)) ⊂

F
( k⊕

i=1

M(i)

)
for all k > 1.

Theorem 4.3. [10] When a dg operadP admits a minimal model, it is unique up to isomorphisms.

The following result is the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.4. The dg operad NjA∞ is the minimal model of the operad NjA.

Proof. We follow the line of proof for the minimal model of Rota-Baxter associative operad [43].

However, there are important differences.
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It can be easily seen that the differential ∂ on NjA∞ satisfies Conditions (i) and (ii) in Defi-

nition 4.2, the definition of minimal models. In order to prove Theorem 4.4, we only need to

construct a surjective quasi-isomorphism of dg operads from NjA∞ to NjA, where NjA, defined

in Definition 1.6, is considered as a dg operad concentrated in degree 0.

Introduce a morphism of dg operads φ : NjA∞ ։ NjA, which sends generators m2 to m, P1 to

P, and all other generators to 0. The degree zero part of NjA∞ is the free graded operad generated

by m2 and P1. The image of ∂ in this degree zero part is the operadic ideal generated by ∂(m3)

and ∂(P2). By definition, we have:

∂(m3) = −m2 ◦1 m2 + m2 ◦2 m2,

∂(P2) = −(m2 ◦1 P1) ◦2 P1 + P1 ◦1 (m2 ◦1 P1) + P1 ◦1 (m2 ◦2 P1) − (P1 ◦1 P1) ◦1 m2.

Thus the map φ induces the isomorphism H0(NjA∞, ∂) � NjA.

To prove the map φ : NjA∞ ։ NjA is a quasi-isomorphism, we just need to prove that

Hi(NjA∞, ∂) = 0 for all i > 1. This will be achieved by constructing a homotopy map. To

this end, we need to establish an (arity-graded) monomial order on NjA∞. The main difference

from [43] is that we need a different monomial order in order that the leading terms are the same

as the case of Rota-Baxter associative operad.

By [2, Chapter 3], each tree monomial T in NjA∞ with n leaves can be represented by T =

(X1, X2, . . . , Xn), where Xi is the word formed by generators of NjA∞ corresponding to the vertices

along the unique path from the root of T to its i-th leaf counted from left to right, for all 1 6 i 6 n.

Define a function ϕ, called weight, on generators of NjA∞, as follows:

ϕ
mn

:= n − 1(n > 2), ϕ
Pn

:= 2n − 1(n > 1).

Now, we establish a monomial order Ξ as we need. For two tree monomials T = (X1, . . . , Xn),

T ′ = (Y1, . . . , Ym), we compare T ,T ′ in the following way:

(i) Compare arity. If n > m, then T > T ′;

(ii) Compare the first path. If n = m, we compare T ,T ′ as follows: Let X1 = x1x2 · · · xr and

Y1 = y1y2 · · · ys be the paths from the root of T and T ′, respectively, to the first leaf.

(a) Compare ϕ(X1) := ϕ(x1) + · · · + ϕ(xr) and ϕ(Y1) := ϕ(y1) + · · · + ϕ(ys), that is, if

ϕ(X1) > ϕ(Y1), then T > T ′;

(b) If ϕ(X1) = ϕ(Y1), then compare the following words:

x1 · · · x1︸   ︷︷   ︸
ϕ(x1)

x2 · · · x2︸   ︷︷   ︸
ϕ(x2)

· · · xr · · · xr︸  ︷︷  ︸
ϕ(xr)

and y1 · · · y1︸  ︷︷  ︸
ϕ(y1)

y2 · · · y2︸  ︷︷  ︸
ϕ(y2)

· · · ys · · · ys︸  ︷︷  ︸
ϕ(ys)

,

that is if the former is greater than the latter with respect to the lexicographic order

induced by the following total order:

P1 < m2 < P2 < m3 < · · · < Pn < mn+1 < Pn+1 < · · · ,

then T > T ′.

(iii) Compare the other paths. If we can’t compareT andT ′ using paths ending at first leaves,

then repeat the process, outlined in step (ii), for their leaves 2, 3, . . . , in turn until the size

is distinguished.
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It is ready to see that this is indeed a monomial order. Under this order, the leading term in the

expansion of ∂(mn), ∂(Pn) are the following tree monomials respectively:

mn−1

m2

Pn−1

m2

P1

Once the leading terms are seen to be the same as the case of Rota-Baxter associative operad,

the remaining part of the proof carries verbatim as that of [43, Theorem 3.5].

�

4.3. Homotopy Nijenhuis associative algebras.

We can now introduce the notion of homotopy Nijenhuis associative algebras.

Definition 4.5. Let (V, dV) be a complex. Then a homotopy Nijenhuis associative algebra (or a

NjA∞-algebra) on V is defined to be a morphism of dg operads from NjA∞ to the endomorphism

dg operad EndV .

Let (V, dV) be an algebra over the dg operad NjA∞. Still denote by mn : V⊗n → V, n > 2 (resp.

Pn : V⊗n → V, n > 1) the image of mn ∈ NjA∞ (resp. Pn ∈ NjA∞). We also rewrite m1 := dV . For

each n > 1, Equations (11)-(12) are respectively equivalent to:
∑

i+ j+k=n,
i,k>0, j>1

(−1)i+ jkmi+1+k ◦ (Id⊗i ⊗ m j ⊗ Id⊗k) = 0(13)

and

(14)

∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1 ,...,rp>1,p>1

p∑

t=0

∑

i1+k1+1=r1
···

it+kt+1=rt

i1 ,...,it>0
k1 ,...,kt>0

∑

ht+···+hp=t

ht ,...,hp>0

(−1)α

Pr1
◦

(
Id⊗i1 ⊗ Pr2

◦
(
Id⊗i2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Prt

◦
(
Id⊗it⊗

mp ◦ (Idht ⊗ Prt+1
⊗ Id⊗ht+1 ⊗ Prt+2

⊗ · · · ⊗ Prp−1
⊗ Idhp−1 ⊗ Prp

⊗ Id⊗hp)

⊗ Idkt
)
· · · ⊗ Id⊗k2

)
⊗ Id⊗k1

)
= 0,

where

α =

t∑

q=1

(
rq + kq +

( p∑

s=q+1

rs

)
kq − qkq

)
+

p∑

i=t+1

( i−1∑

j=t

h j + i − t − p
)
(ri − 1).

Equation (13) is exactly the Stasheff identity in the definition of A∞-algebras [38]. In particular,

the operator m1 is a differential on V , and the operator m2 is associative up to homotopy, in other

words, m2 induces an associative algebra structure on the homology H•(V,m1).

For n = 1, 2, Equation (14) gives

m1 ◦ P1 = P1 ◦ m1(15)
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and

m2 ◦ (P1 ⊗ P1) − P1 ◦ m2 ◦ (Id ⊗ P1) − P1 ◦ m2 ◦ (P1 ⊗ Id) + P1 ◦ P1 ◦ m2(16)

= − (m1 ◦ P2 + P2 ◦ (Id ⊗ m1) + P2 ◦ (m1 ⊗ Id)).

Equation (15) implies that P1 : (V,m1) → (V,m1) is a chain map, thus P1 is well-defined on

H•(V,m1); Equation (16) indicates that P1 is a Nijenhuis operator with respect to m2 up to ho-

motopy, whose obstruction is exactly the operator P2. As a consequence, (H•(V,m1),m2, P1) is a

Nijenhuis associative algebra.

5. From the minimal model to the L∞-algebra structure on deformation complex

In this section, we will use the minimal model NjA∞, or more precisely the Koszul dual homo-

topy cooperad NjA¡, to determine the deformation complex as well as the L∞-algebra structure on

it for Nijenhuis associative algebras.

5.1. The L∞-algebra structure on deformation complex.

Given a homotopy cooperad C and a dg operad P, one can construct a homotopy operad

Hom(C,P), known as the convolution homotopy operad. This construction naturally induces an

L∞-algebra Hom(C,P)
∏

. For precise definitions and details of the construction, refer to Proposi-

tion 3.5 and Proposition-Definition 3.8 in [5]. Hence, we obtain the following L∞-algebra:

Definition 5.1. Let V be a graded space. Introduce an L∞-algebra associated to V as CNjA(V) :=

Hom(NjA¡,EndV)
∏

.

Now, let’s determine the L∞-algebra CNjA(V) explicitly. The sign rules in the homotopy co-

operad NjA¡ are complicated, so we need some transformations. Notice that there is a natural

isomorphism of graded operads Hom(S,EndsV) � EndV . Explicitly, any element h ∈ EndV(n)

corresponds to an element ~ ∈ Hom(S,EndsV)(n) which is defined as

(
~(δn)

)
(sv1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ svn) := (−1)

n−1∑
k=1

k∑
j=1
|v j |

(−1)(n−1)|h|sh(v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vn)

for any homogeneous elements v1, . . . , vn ∈ V .

Thus, we have the following isomorphisms of homotopy operads:

Hom
(
NjA¡,EndV

)
� Hom

(
NjA¡,Hom(S,EndsV)

)

� Hom
(
NjA

¡ ⊗H S,EndsV

)

= Hom
(
S (NjA¡),EndsV

)
.

We obtain

CNjA(V) � Hom
(
S (NjA¡),EndsV

)∏
.

Recall that S (NjA¡)(n) = kun ⊕ kvn with |un| = 0 and |vn| = 1. By definition

Hom
(
S (NjA¡),EndsV

)
(n) = Hom(kun ⊕ kvn,Hom((sV)⊗n, sV)).

Each f ∈ Hom((sV)⊗n, sV) and g ∈ Hom((sV)⊗n,V) determine bijectively a map, respectively,

f̃ ∈ Hom(kun,Hom((sV)⊗n, sV)) and ĝ ∈ Hom(kvn,Hom((sV)⊗n, sV)) such that f̃ (un) = f and

ĝ(vn) = (−1)|g|sg.

Denote

CAlg(V) = Hom(T c(sV), sV) and CNjO(V) = Hom(T c(sV),V),
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where

T c(sV) = sV ⊕ (sV)⊗2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ (sV)⊗n ⊕ · · ·

is the reduced cofree conilpotent tensor coalgebra generated by sV , with the usual deconcatena-

tion coproduct. In this way, we identify CNjA(V) with CAlg(V) ⊕ CNjO(V).

Notice that for a Nijenhuis associative algebra A = (A,m, P), considered as a graded space con-

centrated in degree zero, CNjA(A) is just the underlying space of the cochain complex of Nijenhuis

associative algebra A up to shift.

A direct computation gives the L∞-algebra structure {ln}n>1 on CNjA(V) as follows:

(i) For homogeneous elements s f , sh ∈ CAlg(V), define

l2(s f ⊗ sh) := [s f , sh]G ∈ CAlg(V),

where the operation [−,−]G is the Gerstenhaber bracket (see for instance, [12] or [5, Page

9, (3)]).

(ii) Let n > 1. For homogeneous elements sh ∈ Hom((sV)⊗n, sV) ⊂ CAlg(V) and g1, . . . , gn ∈

CNjO(V), define

ln+1(sh ⊗ g1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gn) ∈ CNjO(V)

as :

ln+1(sh ⊗ g1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gn) :=

∑

σ∈Sn

(−1)η
( n∑

k=0

(−1)ξ s−1 ◦ (sgσ(1)){· · · {sgσ(k){sh{sgσ(k+1), . . . , sgσ(n)}}} · · · }
)
,

where (−1)η = χ(σ; g1, . . . , gn)(−1)
n(|h|+1)+

n−1∑
k=1

k∑
j=1
|gσ( j) |

, (−1)ξ = (−1)
(|h|+1)(

k∑
i=1

(|gσ(i)|+1))+k
and the

operation −{−} is the brace operation introduced in [13] (see also [5, Definition 3.6]).

(iii) Let n > 1. For homogeneous elements sh ∈ Hom((sV)⊗n, sV) ⊂ CAlg(V) and g1, . . . , gn ∈

CNjO(V), for 1 6 k 6 n, define

ln+1(g1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gk ⊗ sh ⊗ gk+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gn) ∈ CNjO(V)

to be

ln+1(g1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gk ⊗ sh ⊗ gk+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gn) := (−1)
(|h|+1)(

k∑
j=1
|g j |)+k

ln+1(sh ⊗ g1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gn),

where the RHS has been introduced in (ii).

(iv) All other components of operators {ln}n>1 vanish.

For later use, with this L∞-algebra, we can use the Maurer-Cartan method to redefine homotopy

Nijenhuis associative algebras, which is equivalent to Definition 4.5 according to [5, Proposition

3.9], as follows:

Definition 5.2. Let V be a graded space. A homotopy Nijenhuis associative algebra structure

(or a NjA∞-algebra structure) on V is defined to be a Maurer-Cartan element in the L∞-algebra

CNjA(V).

Let’s make the definition explicit. Given an element α = ({bi}i>1, {Ri}i>1) ∈ CNjA(V)−1 with

bi : (sV)⊗i → sV and Ri : (sV)⊗i → V , then α satisfies the Maurer-Cartan equation if and only if

for each n > 1, the following equations hold:
n∑

i=1

bn−i+1{bi} = 0,(17)
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∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1,...,rp>1

16p6n

p∑

t=0

(−1)t(sRr1
){· · · {sRrt

{bp{sRrt+1
, . . . , sRrp

}}} · · · } = 0.(18)

Remark 5.3. We also say that (sV, {bi}i>1, {Ri}i>1) forms a NjA∞[1]-algebra, that is, a shifted

homotopy Nijenhuis associative algebra.

For later use, we need to fix two isomorphisms:

Hom((sV)⊗n, sV) ≃ Hom(V⊗n,V), f 7→ f̃ := s−1 ◦ f ◦ s⊗n(19)

for f ∈ Hom((sV)⊗n, sV), and

Hom((sV)⊗n,V) ≃ Hom(V⊗n,V), g 7→ ĝ := g ◦ s⊗n(20)

for g ∈ Hom((sV)⊗n,V). These two fixed isomorphisms give the equivalences between Equa-

tion (17) and Equation (13), and between Equation (18) and Equation (14), when we denote

mn = b̃n = s−1 ◦ bn ◦ s⊗n : V⊗n → V and Pn = R̂n = Rn ◦ s⊗n : V⊗n → V.

5.2. Realising Nijenhuis associative algebra structures as Maurer-Cartan elements.

In this subsection, we will see that the cohomology of Nijenhuis associative algebras introduced

in Subsection 2.3 can be obtained using the twisting procedure in the L∞-algebra introduced in

previous subsection.

The following result follows from [5, Proposition 3.9].

Proposition 5.4. Let V be an ungraded space considered as a graded space concentrated in degree

0. Then a Nijenhuis associative algebra structure on V is equivalent to a Maurer-Cartan element

in the L∞-algebra CNjA(V).

Let us justify the cohomology theory of Nijenhuis associative algebras introduced in Section 2.

Proposition 5.5. Let A = (A,m, P) be a Nijenhuis associative algebra. Twist the L∞-algebra

CNjA(A) by the Maurer-Cartan element corresponding to the Nijenhuis associative algebra struc-

ture, then its underlying complex is isomorphic to sC•
NjA

(A), the shift of the cochain complex of

Nijenhuis associative algebra A defined in Subsection 2.3.

Proof. By Proposition 5.4, the Nijenhuis associative algebra structure on A is equivalent to a

Maurer-Cartan element α = (ν, τ) in the L∞-algebra CNjA(A) with

ν = −s ◦ m ◦ (s−1)⊗2 : (sA)⊗2 → sA and τ = P ◦ s−1 : sA→ A.

Via twisting procedure (see [5, Proposition 2.4]), this Maurer-Cartan element induces a new

L∞-algebra structure {lαn}n>1 on the graded space CNjA(A). More precisely, for any (s f , g) ∈

Hom((sA)⊗n, sA) ⊕ Hom((sA)⊗n−1, A) ⊂ CNjA(A) , we have

lα1 (s f ) = l1(s f ) − l2(α ⊗ s f ) +

n∑

i=2

(−1)
i(i+1)

2
1

i!
li+1(α⊗i ⊗ s f )

= −l2(ν ⊗ s f ) − l2(τ ⊗ s f ) +

n∑

i=2

(−1)
i(i+1)

2
1

i!
li+1(τ⊗i ⊗ s f )

= −[ν, s f ]G + (−1)
n(n+1)

2
1

n!
ln+1(τ⊗n ⊗ s f ).
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Note that, −[ν, s f ]G corresponds to −(−1)n+1δn
Alg

(s̃ f ) in sC•
Alg

(A) under the fixed isomorphism

(19). And

(−1)
n(n+1)

2
1

n!
ln+1(τ⊗n ⊗ s f ) = (−1)

n(n+1)
2 (−1)n(| f |+1)+n 1

n!
ln+1(s f ⊗ τ⊗n)

=

n∑

k=0

(−1)k s−1 (sτ) ◦ · · · ◦ (sτ)︸             ︷︷             ︸
k

◦s f {sτ, . . . , sτ︸     ︷︷     ︸
n−k

},

which corresponds to Φn(s̃ f ) under the fixed isomorphism (20). We also have

lα1 (g) = l1(g) − l2(α ⊗ g) −
1

2!
l3(α ⊗ α ⊗ g)

= − l3(ν ⊗ τ ⊗ g)

= s−1ν{sτ, sg} − τ{ν{sg}} + (−1)nτ{sg{ν}}

+ s−1ν{sg, sτ} − (−1)ng{ν{sτ}} + (−1)ng{sτ{ν}},

which corresponds to (−1)nδn−1
NjO

(̂g) under the fixed isomorphism (20).

In conclusion, we have that the underlying complex of the twisted L∞-algebra CNjA(A) by

Maurer-Cartan element α is isomorphic to the cochain complex sC•
NjA

(A). �

AlthoughCNjA(A) is an L∞-algebra, the next proposition shows that once the associative algebra

structure m on A is fixed, the graded space CNjO(A), which, after twisting procedure, controls

deformations of Nijenhuis operators, is a genuine graded Lie algebra.

Proposition 5.6. Let (A,m) be an associative algebra. Then we have the following statements:

(i) The graded space CNjO(A) can be endowed with a graded Lie algebra structure, and a

Nijenhuis operator on (A,m) is equivalent to a Maurer-Cartan element in this graded Lie

algebra.

(ii) Given a Nijenhuis operator P on associative algebra (A,m), the underlying complex of the

twisted dg Lie algebra CNjO(A) by the corresponding Maurer-Cartan element is isomor-

phic to the cochain complex C•
NjO

(A) of Nijenhuis operator P defined in Subsection 2.2.

Proof. (i) Consider A as a graded space concentrated in degree 0. Define

ν = −s ◦ m ◦ (s−1)⊗2 : (sA)⊗2 → sA.

Note that α = (ν, 0) is naturally a Maurer-Cartan element in L∞-algebra CNjA(A). By the construc-

tion of {ln}n>1 on CNjA(A), the graded subspace CNjO(A) is closed under the action of {lαn}n>1. Note

that lα
1
≡ 0 on CNjO(A), and the restriction of lαn on CNjO(A) is 0 for n > 3 because the arity of ν is

2. Thus (CNjO(A), {lα
2
}) forms a graded Lie algebra. More explicitly, for any f ∈ Hom((sA)⊗n, A),

g ∈ Hom((sA)⊗k, A), we have

lα2( f ⊗ g) = l2( f , g) + l3(α, f , g)

= l3(ν, f , g)

= (−1)| f |
(
s−1ν{s f , sg} − (−1)| f |+1 f {ν{sg}} + (−1)| f |+1+|g|+1 f {sg{ν}}

)

+ (−1)| f ||g|+1+|g|(s−1ν{sg, s f } − (−1)|g|+1g{ν{s f }} + (−1)|g|+1+| f |+1g{s f {ν}}
)

= (−1)ns−1ν{s f , sg} + f {ν{sg}} + (−1)k f {sg{ν}}

+ (−1)nk+k+1 s−1ν{sg, s f } − (−1)nkg{ν{s f }} + (−1)nk+n+1g{s f {ν}}.
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Since A is concentrated in degree 0, we have CNjO(A)−1 = Hom(sA, A). Take an element

τ ∈ Hom(sA, A), then τ satisfies the Maurer-Cartan equation

−
1

2
lα2(τ ⊗ τ) = 0

if and only if

s−1ν{sτ, sτ} − τ{ν{sτ}} + τ{sτ{ν}} = 0.

Define P = τ ◦ s : A→ A. The above equation can be rewritten as

m ◦ (P ⊗ P) = P ◦m ◦ (P ⊗ Id) + P ◦m ◦ (Id ⊗ P) − P ◦ P ◦m,

which means that P is a Nijenhuis operator on associative algebra (A,m).

(ii) Now let P be a Nijenhuis operator on associative algebra (A,m). By the first statement, P

corresponds to a Maurer-Cartan element β = P ◦ s−1 in the graded Lie algebra (CNjA(A), lα
2
). For

f ∈ Hom((sA)⊗n, A) ⊂ CNjO(A), we compute (lα
1
)β( f ) as follows:

(lα1 )β( f ) = lα1( f ) − lα2(β ⊗ f )

= − lα2(β ⊗ f )

= s−1ν{sβ, s f } − β{ν{s f }} − (−1)nβ{s f {ν}}

+ s−1ν{s f , sβ} + (−1)n f {ν{sβ}} − (−1)n f {sβ{ν}},

which corresponds to (−1)n+1δn
NjO

( f̂ ) under the fixed isomorphism (20). So the underlying com-

plex of the twisted dg Lie algebra CNjO(A) by the corresponding Maurer-Cartan element β is

isomorphic to the cochain complex C•
NjO

(A) of Nijenhuis operator P. �

6. Homotopy relative Rota-Baxter associative algebras and homotopy Nijenhuis associative

algebras

In this section, we will establish a connection between homotopy relative Rota-Baxter asso-

ciative algebras of weight 0 and homotopy Nijenhuis associative algebras. This generalizes the

following result of Das [6], which relates Rota-Baxter associative algebras of weight 0 and Ni-

jenhuis associative algebras, to the homotopy level:

Proposition 6.1. [6, 2.5 Proposition] Let (A,m) be an associative algebra and (M, l, r) be a bi-

module over it, where l : A ⊗ M → M (resp. r : M ⊗ A→ M) denotes the left (resp. right) action

of A on M. A linear map P : M → A is a relative Rota-Baxter operator of weight 0 on A with

respect to M, i.e.,

m ◦ (P ⊗ P) = P ◦ (l ◦ (P ⊗ Id) + r ◦ (Id ⊗ P)),

if and only if NP : A ⊕ M → A ⊕ M, (a, x) 7→ (P(x), 0) is a Nijenhuis operator on the semi-direct

product associative algebra A ⋉ M = (A ⊕ M,m + l + r).

For a graded space V , it is well known that (V, {mn}n>1) being an A∞-algebra is equivalent

to its suspension (sV, {mn}n>1) being an A∞[1]-algebra, where the correspondence is given by

mn = s−1 ◦ mn ◦ s⊗n as described in Equation (19). The concepts of left modules, right modules

and bimodules over an A∞-algebra were introduced by Burke [3], Keller [19, 20] and Tradler

[40]. Das and Mishra [8] gave the corresponding concepts in the framework of A∞[1]-algebras.

Using the notion of brace operation, the concepts of A∞[1]-algebras and A∞[1]-bimodules can be

equivalently defined as follows.
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Definition 6.2. Let A be a graded space. It is called an A∞[1]-algebra if A is endowed with a

family of graded linear operatorsmk : A⊗k → A, k > 1, with |mk| = −1, subjecting to the following

identities: for n ≥ 1,
∑

i+ j=n+1

m j{mi} = 0,(21)

where −{−} is the brace operation.

Definition 6.3. Let (A, {mn}n>1) be an A∞[1]-algebra andM be a dg space with differential ̺1 of

degree −1. An A-bimodule structure on M is a family of graded linear operators ̺k =
k∑

p=1

̺
p

k
:

(A⊕M)⊗k → M, k > 2, where ̺
p

k
: A⊗· · ·⊗A⊗ M

p−th
⊗A⊗· · ·⊗A →M, 1 6 p 6 k, with |̺

p

k
| = −1,

subjecting to: for n ≥ 1,
∑

i+ j=n+1

̺ j{mi} + ̺ j{̺i} = 0.(22)

Inspired by the construction of semi-direct product of an associative algebra by a bimodule

over it, we have the following general construction:

Proposition 6.4. Let (A, {mn}n>1) be an A∞[1]-algebra and (M, {̺n}n>1) be an A-bimodule. Then

the graded space A ⊕M has a natural A∞[1]-algebra structure given by

hk := mk + ̺k : (A ⊕M)⊗k → A ⊕M, k > 1.

This A∞[1]-algebra is called the semi-direct product of A andM, denoted by A ⋉M.

Proof. Note that, for any i, j > 1,m j{̺i} is always equal to 0 because the output of ̺i falls in space

M however any input of m j falls in space A. For any n > 1, according to Equations (21)-(22), we

have
∑

i+ j=n+1

h j{hi} =
∑

i+ j=n+1

(m j{mi} + ̺ j{mi} + ̺ j{̺i}) = 0.

This means that {hn}n>1 is indeed an A∞[1]-algebra structure on the space A ⊕M. �

We now recall the definition of homotopy relative Rota-Baxter associative algebras of weight

0. As A∞-algebras generalize associative algebras, and homotopy Nijenhuis associative algebras

generalize Nijenhuis associative algebras, homotopy relative Rota-Baxter associative algebras of

weight 0 represent the homotopy version of Rota-Baxter associative algebras of weight 0.

Definition 6.5. [8, 37] Let A and M be two graded spaces. Assume that (sA, {mn}n>1) is an A∞[1]-

algebra and (sM, {̺n}n>1) is an sA-bimodule. A degree −1 element B =
∑
i>1

Bi ∈ Hom(T c(sM), A)

with Bi : (sM)⊗i → A is called a homotopy relative Rota-Baxter operator of weight 0 on A with

respect to M if the following equation holds for all n > 1:
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1 ,...,rp>1,p>1

mp{sBr1
, . . . , sBrp

} =
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1 ,...,rp>1,p>1

(sBr1
){̺p{sBr2

, . . . , sBrp
}}.(23)

In this case, (A, {mn}n>1,M, {̺n}n>1, B) is called a homotopy relative Rota-Baxter associative alge-

bra of weight 0.
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Remark 6.6. By explicitly expanding Equation (23) for small n, it can be observed that the

operator B1 serves as a relative Rota-Baxter operator up to homotopy with respect to (m2, ̺
1
2
, ̺2

2
),

with the homotopy provided by the operator B2.

Recall that a homotopy Nijenhuis associative algebra structure on a graded space V is defined

to be a Maurer-Cartan element in the L∞-algebra CNjA(V) as introduced in Definition 5.2. More

explicitly, a Maurer-Cartan element in CNjA(V) is an element

α = ({bi}i>1, {Ri}i>1) ∈ CNjA(V)−1 = Hom(T c(sV), sV)−1 ⊕ Hom(T c(sV),V)−1

with bi : (sV)⊗i → sV and Ri : (sV)⊗i → V which satisfy Equations (17)-(18).

We establish a connection between homotopy relative Rota-Baxter associative algebras of

weight 0 and homotopy Nijenhuis associative algebras as follows:

Theorem 6.7. Let A and M be two graded spaces. Assume that (sA, {mn}n>1) is an A∞[1]-algebra

and (sM, {̺n}n>1) is an sA-bimodule. A degree −1 element B =
∑
i>1

Bi ∈ Hom(T c(sM), A) with

Bi : (sM)⊗i → A is a homotopy relative Rota-Baxter operator of weight 0 on A with respect

to M if and only if A ⊕ M is a homotopy Nijenhuis associative algebra corresponding to the

Maurer-Cartan element ({bn}n>1, {Rn}n>1) with bn = mn + ̺n, Rn = Bn, n > 1.

Proof. Let B be a homotopy relative Rota-Baxter operator of weight 0 on A with respect to M. To

prove that ({bn}n>1, {Rn}n>1) is a Maurer-Cartan element in the L∞-algebra CNjA(A ⊕ M), one just

needs to check that the following identities hold:
n∑

i=1

bn−i+1{bi} = 0,(24)

∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1 ,...,rp>1,p>1

p∑

t=0

(−1)t(sRr1
){· · · {sRrt

{bp{sRrt+1
, . . . , sRrp

}}} · · · } = 0.(25)

On the one hand, Equation (24) holds since {bn}n>1 is exactly the A∞[1]-algebra structure of the

semi-direct product sA⋉sM as stated in Proposition 6.4. On the other hand, Equation (23) implies

∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1 ,...,rp>1,p>1

p∑

t=0

(−1)t(sRr1
){· · · {sRrt

{bp{sRrt+1
, . . . , sRrp

}}} · · · }

=
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1 ,...,rp>1,p>1

p∑

t=0

(−1)t(sBr1
){· · · {sBrt

{mp{sBrt+1
, . . . , sBrp

}}} · · · }

+
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1 ,...,rp>1,p>1

p∑

t=0

(−1)t(sBr1
){· · · {sBrt

{̺p{sBrt+1
, . . . , sBrp

}}} · · · }

=
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1 ,...,rp>1,p>1

mp{sBr1
, . . . , sBrp

} +
∑

r1+···+rp=n

r1 ,...,rp>1,p>1

(sBr1
){̺p{sBr2

, . . . , sBrp
}}

= 0.

So Equation (25) also holds. Thus ({bn}n>1, {Rn}n>1) defines a homotopy Nijenhuis associative

algebra structure on A ⊕ M.

The proof in the opposite direction is obvious. �
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Denote by RBArel the coloured operad for relative Rota-Baxter associative algebras of weight

0, and by RBArel
∞ the coloured dg operad for homotopy relative Rota-Baxter associative algebras

of weight 0. Here is a direct corollary of Theorem 6.7.

Corollary 6.8. View RBArel
∞ as a dg operad by forgetting its colours, then there is a dg operad

morphism from NjA∞ to RBArel
∞ which lifts the operad morphism from NjA to RBArel, i.e., we

have the following commutative diagram of dg operads:

NjA∞
//

��

RBArel
∞

��

NjA // RBArel.
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