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Abstract

We construct a new model structure on the category of dg presheaves

over a topological space X, obtained through the right Bousfield localiza-

tion of the local projective model structure. The motivation for this con-

struction arises from the study of the homotopy theory underlying higher

Riemann-Hilbert correspondence theorems, as developed by Chuang, Hol-

stein, and Lazarev.

Let X be a smooth manifold. We prove the existence of a zig-zag

of Quillen equivalences between the category of dg modules over the de

Rham algebra and the category of dg presheaves of vector spaces over X.

In the case where X is a complex manifold, we obtain an analogous result,

where the de Rham algebra is replaced by the Dolbeault algebra. In both

settings, we equip the categories of modules with model structures of the

second kind, whose homotopy categories are, in general, finer invariants

than those given by quasi-isomorphisms.

Finally, we introduce a singular analogue of this equivalence, stating it

as a zig-zag of Quillen equivalences between the category of dg contramod-

ules over the singular cochain algebra C∗(X) and dg presheaves. At the

level of homotopy categories, this establishes an equivalence between the

contraderived category of C∗(X)-contramodules and the homotopy cate-

gory of dg presheaves.
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1 Introduction

In its most basic form, the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence establishes an
equivalence between three categories associated to a smooth manifold X: the
category of flat vector bundles, the category of local systems, and the category
of representations of the fundamental group. Several generalizations of this cor-
respondence have been developed to account for the higher homotopy type of X
by introducing various notions of infinity local systems.
In particular, Block and Smith [6] establish an A∞-quasi-equivalence between
the category of infinity local systems on X and the category of differential graded
(dg) vector bundles on X equipped with a flat Z-graded connection. They define
an infinity local system as an infinity representation of the groupoid Sing(X) of
smooth simplices. In other words, a representation of Sing(X) taking values in
the category of dg vector spaces, up to homotopy coherence.
A less technical characterization of an infinity local system is as a cohomo-
logically locally constant (clc) sheaf—a complex of sheaves whose cohomology
sheaves are locally constant. Recently, Chuang, Holstein, and Lazarev [10] pro-
vided a generalization of Block and Smith’s result using the simpler language
of clc sheaves. Specifically, they proved that the derived category of perfect
clc sheaves is equivalent to the category of perfect twisted modules over the de
Rham algebra. Perfect twisted modules over the de Rham algebra correspond
to dg vector bundles equipped with a flat graded Z-connection.
In the present paper, we enhance both sides of this generalized correspondence
by endowing them with model category structures and show that these model
categories are equivalent up to a zig-zag of Quillen equivalences. Let Ω(X) de-
note the de Rham algebra Ω(X) on a smooth manifold X. The dg category of
perfect twisted modules corresponds to the compact objects in the compactly
generated derived category of the second kind. This derived category is the ho-
motopy category of a model structure on the category of dg Ω(X)-modules,
where weak equivalences are not quasi-isomorphisms but typically a finer in-
variant. This model structure provides a natural choice for the model structure
on the Ω(X)-module side of the equivalence.
The global sections functor from sheaves of dg Ω-modules to dg Ω(X)-modules
admits a fully faithful left adjoint: the inverse image functor. It is shown in [10]
this left adjoint quasi-fully faithful when restricted to perfect twisted modules,

2



meaning that its quasi-essential image forms a co-reflective subcategory of the
derived category of sheaves of Ω-modules. Since the derived category of sheaves
ofΩ-modules is equivalent to the derived category of sheaves of dg vector spaces
over over the constant sheaf R we can view this co-reflective subcategory as a
subcategory of sheaves dg R-modules. Motivated by this simple observation
we show that this co-reflective subcategory inclusion corresponds to a right
Bousfield localisation of model categories. More precisely, we prove the existence
of a model category structure on the category of presheaves dg R-modules which
is equivalent to the model structure of second kind on Ω(X), up to a zig-zag of
Quillen equivalences.
Moreover, Chuang, Holstein, and Lazarev observed that their construction could
be extended beyond smooth manifolds, resulting in a singular analogue of the
Riemann-Hilbert correspondence. Specifically, they established an equivalence
between the homotopy category of twisted modules over the singular cochain
algebra of a topological space and the derived category of clc sheaves. Following
their approach, we also extend our results to the singular setting.
To develop this singular analogue, several subtleties must be addressed. Cen-
tral to our approach is the use of contramodules, which naturally arise from a
cohomology theory with coefficients. For instance, the singular cochain algebra
on a topological space with coefficients in a vector space inherently possesses
the structure of a contramodule. We establish a model structure on the cate-
gory of presheaves of dg vector spaces the homotopy category of which is model
structure is to be equivalent to the derived category of clc sheaves. Our result
is then expressed as a zig-zag of Quillen equivalences between the category of
contramodules over this singular cochain algebra and the category of presheaves
of dg vector spaces.
Contramodules were originally introduced by Eilenberg and Moore in the 1960s,
alongside comodules (see [15, Chapter III.5]). In contrast to comodules, how-
ever, contramodules have received relatively little attention. A contramod-
ule over a coalgebra C is a vector space equipped with a contraaction map
Hom(C,V) −→ V satisfying unitality and associativity conditions. Although
contramodules were largely forgotten for decades, they resurfaced in the early
2000s thanks to Positselski in his formulation of Koszul triality (see [29]). Since
then, contramodules have garnered increasing interest, primarily due to Posit-
selski’s work, and a detailed overview of the theory of contramodule theory and
their applications can be found in [29].
Before proceeding, we briefly outline our main results. First, when X is a smooth
manifold, we equip Ω(X) −Mod with the model structure of second kind. Fur-
thermore, there exists a zig-zag of adjunctions between Ω(X)−Mod and the dg
category of presheaves of real dg vector spaces, denoted PMod(R). We endow
the category PMod(R) with the local model structure, whose homotopy cate-
gory is the usual derived category of sheaves of dg vector spaces. Let L denote
the set of presheaves in the image of finitely generated twisted modules. Up
to stalk-wise quasi-isomorphism, these presheaves are bounded clc sheaves with
finite-dimensional fibers.
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Theorem. Let X be a smooth connected manifold. Then there exists a zig-zag
of Quillen equivalences between Ω(X)−Mod and the right Bousfield localization
of PMod(R) at the set L.

We obtain a similar result in the case where X is a holomorphic manifold. In this
situation, we replace Ω(X) with the A0∗(X) Dolbeault algebra of holomorphic
forms on X, and we replace PMod(R) with the dg category of dg presheaves
modules over the sheaf of holomorphic functions on X, denoted PMod(O).

Theorem. Let X be a complex manifold. Then there exists a zig-zag of Quillen
equivalences between A0∗(X)−Mod and the right Bousfield localization of PMod(O)

at the set L.

Finally, assume that X is a connected, locally contractible topological space and
k is a field of characteristic 0. We denote the dg category of dg contramodules
over the pseudo-compact dg algebra of singular cochains on X by C∗(X)−Ctmod.
We endow C∗(X) − Ctmod with Positselski’s model structure of second kind
the homotopy category of this model category is the contraderived category
of C∗(X)-contramodules, denoted Dct(C∗(X)). Let C denote the set of compact
generators for the contraderived categoryDct(C∗(X)) and we denote their image
in the dg category of presheaves of dg k-vector spaces on X by L.

Theorem. Let X be a connected and locally contractible topological space and
k a field of characteristic 0. Then there exists a zig-zag of Quillen equivalences
between C∗(X) − Ctmod and the right Bousfield localization of PMod(k) at L.

1.1 Notations and conventions

We work in the category of Z-graded differential graded (dg) vector spaces over a
fixed field k of characteristic 0. An object in this category is a pair (V ,dV) where
V is a graded k-vector space and dV is a differential, assume all differentials to be
of cohomological type. Unmarked tensor products and Homs will be understood
to be taken over k. We denote the category of dg k-vector spaces by k −Mod.
A dg algebra is an associative monoid in the category of dg k-vector spaces. We
work with the category of right dg modules over a dg k-algebra A, that is, a
dg vector space V equipped with a morphism of dg k-vector spaces V ⊗ A −→

V satisfying the usual unitality and associativity conditions. Similarly, a dg
coalgebra is a coassociative comonoid in the category of dg k-vector spaces and
we will work with the category of right dg comodules over a dg coalgebra.
A dg category in this context is a category enriched over dg k-vector spaces. The
dg k-vector space of morphisms in a dg category T will be denoted HomT(−,−)

or by Hom(−,−) when it is clear which ambient category we are working in.
A dg functor is a functor enriched over k − Mod and we will refer to k −

Mod-enriched adjunctions between dg functors as dg adjunctions. Moreover,
we denote the homotopy category of M by H0(M) that is the category with
the same objects as M but with morphisms between two objects x,y given by
HomH0(T)(m,n) = H0(HomT(x,y)).
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By model category, we mean a complete and cocomplete category with a model
structure, as defined in [24, Definition 1.1.4]. For a M be a model category its
homotopy category is denoted by Ho(M). If X is an object in M, we write Xfib

and Xcof to denote the fibrant and cofibrant replacements of X, respectively.

2 Model Structures and Bousfield localization

2.1 Model structures of second kind

Definition 2.1.1. Let (A,d) be a dg algebra. We say that an element x ∈ A1

is Maurer-Cartan or MC if it satisfies the Maurer-Cartan equation:

dx+ x2 = 0.

We denote the set of MC elements of A by MC(A).

Definition 2.1.2. Let (A,dA) be a dg algebra and x ∈MC(A).

(i) The twisting of A by x, denoted Ax = (Ax,dx), is the dg algebra with the
same underlying graded algebra as A and differential dx(a) = dA(a) +

[x,a].

(ii) Let (M,dM) be a right dg A-module. The twisting of M by x, denoted
M[x] = (M,d[x]), is the right dg Ax -module with the same underlying
module structure as M and differential d[x](m) = dM(m) +mx.

Definition 2.1.3. A twisted A-module over a dg algebra A is a dg A-module
that is free as an A-module after forgetting the differential, that is, it is isomor-
phic as an A-module to a module of the form V ⊗ A for some graded vector
space V . A finitely generated twisted A-module is a twisted A-module of the
form V⊗A with V finite-dimensional. We say that a twisted module is a perfect
twisted module if it is a homotopy retract of a finitely generated twisted module.

Remark 2.1.4. Given any graded vector space V , theA-module V⊗A equipped
with the differential 1 ⊗ dA is a twisted A-module. By considering V ⊗ A as
a (End(V) ⊗ A)-A-bimodule, any MC element x ∈ MC(End(V) ⊗ A) gives a
differential D = 1 ⊗ dA + x on V ⊗ A that is compatible with the A-module
structure. Moreover, any such differential on V ⊗ A must be of this form (see,
[10, Remark 3.2]). We denote the dg categories of twisted, finitely generated
twisted, and perfect twisted A-modules by TW(A), TWfg(A) and TWperf(A),
respectively.

Theorem 2.1.5. [19, Theorem 3.7] Let A be an augmented dg algebra. There
exists a cofibrantly generated model category structure on the category of dg
A-modules. Let f : M −→ N be a morphism in A-Mod. Then,

(i) f is a weak equivalence if and only if the induced map

Hom((V ⊗A)[x],M) −→ Hom((V ⊗A)[x],N)
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is a quasi-isomorphism for all finitely generated twisted A-modules (V ⊗

A)[x],

(ii) f is a fibration if and only if it is a degree-wise surjection.

We will refer to this model structure as the model structure of the second kind
on the category dg A-modules. We denote the homotopy category of this model
category by DII(A) and we call DII(A) the compactly generated derived category
of second kind.

Definition 2.1.6. Let C be a dg coalgebra. We denote the category of dg C-
comodules by C−Comod. Let X ∈ C−Comod then we say that X is coacyclic
if it is in the minimal triangulated subcategory of the homotopy category of
dg C-comodules containing the total dg C-comodules of exact triples of dg C-
comodules and closed under infinite direct sums. We say that X is absolutely
acyclic if it belongs to the minimal thick subcategory of the homotopy category
containing the total dg C-comodules of exact triples of dg C-comodules.

Theorem 2.1.7. [29, Theorem 8.2 (a)] Let C be a dg coalgebra. There is a
cofibrantly generated model category structure on the category of the category of
dg C-comodules. Let f : X −→ Y be a morphism in C− Comod. Then,

(i) f is a weak equivalence if and only if its cone is a coacyclic C-comodule,

(ii) f is a fibration if and only if it is a degree-wise surjection with fibrant
kernel,

(iii) f is a cofibration if and only if it is injective.

A dg C-comodule is fibrant if and only if it is injective as a graded C-comodule.
Moreover, the generating set of cofibrations is given by injective maps between
finite dimensional comodules and the generating set of acyclic cofibrations is
given by injective maps between finite dimensional comodules with absolutely
acyclic cokernel and we denote these sets by I and J, respectively. We will refer
to the homotopy category of this model structure as the coderived category of dg
C-comodules and denote it by Dco(C).

The main objective of the rest of this section is to prove that the model struc-
ture of second kind on the category of dg A-modules is a k − Mod-enriched
model category. We begin by briefly recalling the proof of the Theorem 2.1.5.
Let DGCOA∗ denote the category of coaugmented coassocitive counital dg k-
coalgebras and let DAG∗ denote the of category augmented associative unital
dg k-algebras by DGA∗. Then there exists an adjunction Ω : DGCOA∗ ⇆

DGA∗ : B̂ [19, Proposition 2.6] . The functor is Ω the usual cobar construc-

tion (see, e.g., [26, Chapter 2]). The definition of the functor B̂ can be found
in [19, Definition 2.5], where it is called the extended bar construction. The

critical difference between B̂ and the usual bar construction is that B̂ takes an
associative unital augmented algebra to a coassociative coaugmented counital
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coalgebra which is not necessarily conilpotent. The construction of B̂ is given
as a functor from DGA∗ to the opposite category of augmented pseudocom-
pact dg algebras and the latter category is anti-equivalent to the category of
coaugmented dg coalgebras via taking duals. Let A be a dg algebra in DGA∗,
and τ : ΩB̂A −→ A be the twisting cochain corresponding to the unit of the
adjunction Ω ⊣ B̂. Let F = −⊗τ A and G = −⊗τ B̂A, then

G : B̂A− Comod ⇄ A −Mod : F

is a Quillen equivalence [19, Theorem 3.10]. Since the coderived category

Dco(B̂A) is compactly generated so too is DII(A). The compact objects in
DII(A) are precisely the perfect twisted A-modules and they compactly gen-
erate DII(A) [18, see, Theorem 4.12.]. The model structure on A − Mod is
transferred across the adjunction G ⊣ F using the following Theorem.

Theorem 2.1.8 (Transfer principle). [17, Theorem 3.6] Let M be a cofibrantly
generated model category with Ī being the set of generating cofibrations and J̄

being the set of generating acyclic cofibrations. Let C be another category with
small colimits and finite limits and suppose that there exists a pair of adjoint
functors

L : M ⇆ C : R.

Define a map f in C to be a fibration if R(f) is a fibration in M and a weak
equivalence if R(f) is a weak equivalence in M. These two classes determine a
model structure on C provided the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) R preserves compact objects,

(ii) C has functorial fibrant replacement and functorial path objects for fibrant
objects.

In addition, C will be cofibrantly generated with L(Ī) (respectively L(J̄)) generat-
ing cofibrations (respectively acyclic cofibrations) and the adjunction L ⊣ R will
be Quillen.

We will now show that if M is an enriched model category and L ⊣ R is an
enriched adjunction then C is also model category.

Definition 2.1.9. Let V be a closed symmetric monoidal category and let C be
a V-enriched category, then we say that:

(i) C is cotensored over V if there exists a functor [−,−]C : Vop × C −→ C

such that for each v ∈ V and c1, c2 ∈ C there is a natural isomorphism in
V

V(v,C(c1, c2)) ≃ C(c1, [v, c2]C),
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(ii) C is tensored over V if there exists a functor − ⊗C − : V × C −→ C such
that for each v ∈ V and c1, c2 ∈ C there is a natural isomorphism in V

C(v⊗C c1, c2) ≃ V(v,C(c1, c2)).

We refer to these functors as the cotensor and tensor, respectively.

Proposition 2.1.10. Let C be a dg coalgebra. Then the category C-Comod is
tensored and cotensored over k −Mod.

Proof. Let V be a dg vector space and let X be a dg C-comodule. We define
the tensor V ⊗ X of V and X to be the vector space V ⊗k X equipped with the
following coaction induced by the coaction of C on X:

V ⊗ X −→ (V ⊗ X)⊗ C

v⊗ x 7−→ v⊗ ρ(x),

where ρ(x) is the coaction of C on X.
We will denote the cotensor by hom(−,−). In the case that V is a finite dimen-
sional dg vector space then we define hom(V ,X) to be the usual homomorphism
complex of vector spaces, with coaction defined by the composition

hom(V ,X) V∗ ⊗ X V∗ ⊗ X⊗ C hom(V ,X)⊗ C

where the first and last maps are isomorphisms and the other map is the map
induced by the coaction of C on X. In the case that V is infinite dimensional
define

hom(V ,X) := lim
U

hom(U,X).

Here the limit runs over all the finite dimensional subspaces U of V . Let X and
Y and be dg C-comodules and V a dg vector space. The following calculation
shows that the cotensor satisfies the required natural isomorphisms

HomC(X,hom(V , Y)) ∼= HomC(X, lim
U

hom(U, Y))

∼= lim
U

HomC(X,hom(U, Y))

∼= lim
U

Homk(X⊗U, Y)

∼= Homk(colim
U

X⊗U, Y)

∼= Homk(X⊗ V , Y)
∼= Homk(V ,HomC(X, Y)).

Definition 2.1.11. Let V be a symmetric monoidal model category and C be
a model category. We say that C is a V-model category if C is a V-enriched
category that is tensored and cotensored over V and the following conditions
are satisfied:

8



(i) For a cofibrant replacement 1cof
V
−→ 1V of the unit of V, the map

1cofV ⊗ C −→ 1VC ∼= C

is a weak equivalence in C for all C in C

(ii) For i : V −→ V ′ a cofibration in V and j : C −→ C′ a cofibration in D the
pushout product i�j:

V ⊗ C V ⊗ C′

V ′ ⊗ C V ′ ⊗ C
⊔

V⊗C

V ⊗ C′

V ′ ⊗ C′

i⊗C

V⊗j

i⊗C′

V ′⊗j

i�j

is a cofibration in C, moreover, if i or j is a weak equivalence then so is
i�j. We call this condition the pushout product axiom.

In this paper we will only consider the case where V is the category of differential
graded vector spaces, k−Mod. We will refer to k−Mod-enriched adjunctions as
dg adjunctions. Unless otherwise specified, we assume that k−Mod is equipped
with the projective model structure. With this model structure, k −Mod is a
symmetric monoidal model category (see, e.g., [24, Proposition 4.2.13]). We will
refer to k −Mod-model categories as dg model categories.

Remark 2.1.12. Let M be a dg model category. The homotopy category of
M is naturally enriched over the derived category dg vector spaces D(k). In
particular, the enriched Hom-functor Hom(−,−) : M ×M −→ k − Mod can
be lifted to a right derived functor RHom(−,−) : Ho(M) × Ho(M) −→ D(k)

defined by
RHom(X, Y) := Hom(Xcof, Yfib),

for all X, Y ∈ M. Here Xcof and Yfib denote the cofibrant and fibrant replace-
ment, respectively. As convenient consequence, we can explicitly compute

HomHo(M)(X, Y)
∼= H0(RHom(X, Y)).

Proposition 2.1.13. With the model structure described in Theorem 2.1.7,
C-Comod is a dg model category.

Proof. Since the unit in k−Mod is cofibrant, we only have to check the pushout
product axiom. Let I and J be as in Theorem 2.1.7. Recall the projective
model structure on k −Mod is cofibrantly generated with the set of inclusions
I ′ = {Sn−1 −→ Dn} generating cofibrations and J′ = {0 −→ Dn} generating
acyclic cofibrations. Here Sn denotes the complex with k in degree n and zero
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elsewhere. Similarly, Dn denotes the complex with k in degree n and n− 1 and
0 elsewhere.
By [24, Corollary 4.2.5.] it is sufficient to check the pushout product axiom on
the generating sets of cofibrations and acyclic cofibrations. More precisely, it
is sufficient to check that I�I ′ consists of cofibrations, J�I ′ consists of acyclic
cofibrations and I�J′ consists of acyclic cofibrations. Let i : Sn−1 −→ Dn ∈ I ′

and f : X −→ Y ∈ I. The pushout product of i and f is described by the following
diagram

Sn−1 ⊗ X Sn−1 ⊗ Y

Dn ⊗ X P

Dn ⊗ Y.

i⊗X

Sn−1⊗f

β
i⊗Y

α

Dn⊗f

i�f

The maps Sn−1 ⊗ f and i ⊗ X are injective and, since pushouts preserve in-
jective maps in any abelian category, α and β are also injective. It is then
straightforward to check that i�f is injective.
Now assume that f ∈ J, then it can be seen that α, Dn ⊗ f ∈ J by the following
reasoning. Observe that the cokernel of α is isomorphic to coker(Sn−1 ⊗ f) ∼=
Sn−1 ⊗ coker(f), since pushouts preserve cokernels in any abelian category and
coker(Dn ⊗ f) ∼= Dn ⊗ coker(f). It follows by the two out of three axiom that
i�f is a weak equivalence and therefore an acyclic cofibration.
Let j : 0 −→ Dn be a map in J′ then the pushout product is given by j�f =

Dn ⊗ f : Dn ⊗ X −→ Dn ⊗ Y. This map is an injective map between finite
dimensional comodules and its cokernel is given by Dn ⊗ coker(f) which is
homotopy equivalent to 0 and therefore coacyclic.

Proposition 2.1.14. [32, Proposition 3.7.10] Let V be a closed symmetric
monoidal category and C and D be V-enriched categories which are tensored
and cotensored over V. Suppose that there exists an adjunction L : C ⇄ D : R

between the underlying categories. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) The adjunction L ⊣ R is a V-adjunction.

(ii) The functor R is a V-functor and there exits a natural isomorphism
R([v,d]D) ∼= [v,R(d)]C for all v ∈ V and d ∈ D.

(iii) The functor L is a V-functor and there exists a natural isomorphism
L(v ⊗C c) ∼= v⊗D L(c) for all v ∈ V and c ∈ C.

Lemma 2.1.15. Let C be a model category and

L : C ⇄ D : R

10



be an adjunction such that the model structure on C may be transferred to D via
right transfer. Suppose further that C is a V-model category for some symmetric
monoidal model category V, and D is a V-enriched category that is tensored and
cotensored over V. If the adjunction satisfies any of the equivalent conditions in
Proposition 2.1.14, then D is V-model category.

Proof. Let [−,−]C and [−,−]D denote the cotensoring in C and D, respectively.
By [27, Remark A.3.1.6] it is sufficient to check that for cofibration v1 −→ v2
in V and fibration d1 −→ d2 in D the induced morphism

[v2,d1]D −→ [v1,d1]D ×[v1,d2]D [v2,d2]D (2.1.1)

is a fibration and is an acyclic fibration if, in addition, either v1 −→ v2 or
d1 −→ d2 is a weak equivalence. Note that R is right adjoint, so it preserves
pullbacks, and by assumption R commutes with cotensoring. Hence, (2.1.1) is
equivalent to requiring that

[v2,R(d1)]C −→ [v1,R(d1)]C ×[v1,R(d2)]C [v2,R(d2)]C

is a (acyclic) fibration. The result follows by recalling that d1 −→ d2 is an
(acyclic) fibration if and only if R(d1 −→ d2) is an (acyclic) fibration.

Corollary 2.1.16. With the model structure of second kind, A-Mod is a dg
model category.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 2.1.15, Proposition 2.1.13 together with noting
that the adjunction G ⊣ F is a dg adjunction.

2.2 Model Structures on Presheaves

Let X be a topological space assumed to be connected, paracompact and Haus-
dorff. Let R be a presheaf of k-algebras on X and let PMod(R) denote the
category of presheaves of dg R-modules.

Theorem 2.2.1. There exists a cofibrantly generated model structure on the
category PMod(R). Let f : F −→ G be a morphism of presheaves. Then,

(i) f is a weak equivalence if and only if f(U) : F (U) −→ G (U) is a quasi
isomorphism for all open U ⊂ X,

(ii) f is a fibration if and only if f(U) : F (U) −→ G (U) is a surjection for all
open U ⊂ X,

(iii) f is a cofibration if and only if it is a degree-wise split injection with
cofibrant cokernel.

Proof. This follows from [20, Theorem 11.6.1].

We will refer to this model structure as the global projective model structure.
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Theorem 2.2.2. [8, Theorem 5.7.] There exists a cofibrantly generated model
structure on the category of presheaves PMod(R). Let f : F −→ G be a mor-
phism of presheaves. Then,

(i) f is a weak equivalence if and only if the induced map after sheafification
f+ : F+ −→ G + is a quasi isomorphism,

(ii) f is a fibration if and only if f(U) : F (U) −→ G (U) is a surjection for all
open U ⊂ X and the kernel of f is a hypersheaf,

(iii) is a cofibration if it is a cofibration in the global projective model structure.

We will refer to this model structure as the local model structure and we will
often refer to weak equivalences in this model structure as local weak equiva-
lences. In order to distinguish which model structure we are working with we
will use the notation PModG(R) for the global projective model structure and
PMod(R) for the local model structure.

Remark 2.2.3. The local model structure can constructed by taking the left
Bousfield localisation of the global projective model structure at all ”hypercov-
ers.” The prototypical example of a hypercover is the C̆ech nerve of an ordinary
open cover of a topological space. Since we do not make use of hypercovers we
will not introduce this terminology. However we will make some simple obser-
vations, see [14] for details regarding hypercovers and a simplicial analogue of
Theorem 2.2.2.
Firstly, since the local model structure is a left Bousfield localisation by [20,
Theorem3.3.4] the identity, Id : PModG(R) −→ PMod(R) is left Quillen. Sec-
ondly, the fibrant objects in the local model structure are precisely the ”hyper-
sheaves”. We say that a presheaf F is a hypersheaf if for any open hypercover
V• −→ U of an open subset U ⊂ X the map

F(U) −→ holim F(V•) (2.2.1)

a weak equivalence. More concretely, (2.2.1 ) is equivalent to requiring that

F (U) −→ Č(V•,F )

is a quasi-isomorphism, where Č(V•,F ) denotes the C̆ech complex of the hy-
percover V• −→ U defined analogously to the usual C̆ech complex of an or-
dinary open cover. Since the weak equivalences in the local model structure
are maps which are quasi-isomorphisms after sheafification the homotopy cate-
gory Ho(PMod(R)) is equivalent to the usual derived category of sheaves of dg
R+-modules.

Let A be a presheaf of non-negatively graded dg R-algebras and PMod(A )

denote the category of presheaves of A -modules. Then the map R −→ A

induces an adjunction − ⊗R A : PMod(R) ⇄ PMod(A ) : J where J is the
forgetful functor. The global projective model structure can be transferred
via the adjunction − ⊗R A : PModG(R) ⇄ PMod(A ) : J to the category

12



PMod(A ). Then the category PMod(A ) can be endowed with the local model
structure defined in the same way as the local model structure on PMod(R).
We denote the local model structure and global projective model structure on
presheaves of dg A -modules by PMod(A ) and PModG(A ), respectively.
The dg category PMod(R) is tensored and cotensored over k − Mod. The
tensor V ⊗F is defined to be the presheaf U 7−→ V ⊗F (U), where the tensor
product V⊗F (U) is the tensor product of V and F(U) as dg vector spaces with
action induced by the action of R(U) on F (U). The cotensor is given by the
presheafU 7−→ Hom(V ,F (U)), whereHom(V ,F (U)) is defined to be the usual
homomorphism complex of the underlying dg vector spaces with action induced
by the action of R(U) on F (U). Analogously, the dg category PMod(A ) is
tensored and cotensored over k −Mod.

Proposition 2.2.4. With the tensoring and cotensoring defined as above the
model structures are dg model categories:

(i) PModG(R),

(ii) PMod(R),

(iii) PModG(A ),

(iv) PMod(A ).

Proof. See [8].

As noted in Remark 2.1.12 the local and global projective model structures come
equipped with right derived hom functors. We denote the right derived hom
functor for the local model structure by RHom(−,−) and we denote the right
derived hom functor in the global projective model structure by RHomG(−,−).
From from this point onwards we will assume that the morphism R −→ A

is a local weak equivalence. Since R −→ A is a local weak equivalence, the
adjunction − ⊗R A ⊣ J induces an equivalence between the derived category
of sheaves of dg R+-modules and the derived category of sheaves of dg A +-
modules.

Proposition 2.2.5. Let R −→ A be a stalk-wise quasi-isomorphism. Then
the adjunction − ⊗R A : PMod(R) ⇄ PMod(A ) : J is a Quillen equivalence
of dg model categories.

Example 2.2.6. Let R denote the constant presheaf on a smooth connected
manifold X. Let Ω denote the dg sheaf of de Rham algebras on X. By the
Poincaré Lemma Ω is a soft resolution of the constant sheaf R+, in particular a
local weak equivalence. By Proposition 2.2.5, and regarding Ω as a presheaf we
can recover the well known equivalence of derived categories D(R+) ≃ D(Ω).
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2.3 Localising dg model categories

In this subsection we recall some technical machinery relating to Bousfield lo-
calisation of model categories which we specialise to the setting of stable dg
model categories. Most notably, we show that under mild assumptions right
Bousfield localisation of a stable dg model category is once again a stable dg
model category. Let sSet denote the category of simplicial sets. We endow sSet

with the Kan-Quillen model structure [31, Section II.3].

Remark 2.3.1. For X, Y ∈ M there exists a simplicial set MapM(X, Y) called
the homotopy function complex (see, e.g., [24, Section 5.4]). By [24, Theo-
rem 5.4.9], the homotopy function complex provides an enrichment of Ho(M)

over the Ho(sSet), in fact, Ho(M) is naturally tensored and cotensored over
Ho(sSet), as well as enriched over it. In particular, if F is a left Quillen functor
between model categories with right adjoint U, we have

Map(LF(X), Y) ∼= Map(X,RU(Y))

in Ho(sSet).

Definition 2.3.2. Let M be a model category and K a set of objects. We say
that a morphism f : A −→ B is a K-coequivalence if

MapM(X, f) : MapM(X,A) −→MapM(X,B)

is a weak equivalence in sSet for all X ∈ K.
We say that an object Y in M is K-colocal, if

MapM(Z, f) : MapM(Z,A) −→MapM(Z,B)

is a weak equivalence in sSet, for any K-coequivalence f.

Definition 2.3.3. We say that a model category M is right proper, if weak
equivalences are preserved by pullbacks along fibrations. That is, for each weak
equivalence f : A −→ B and any fibration h : C −→ B, the pullback f̂ : A ×C

B −→ C of f is also a weak equivalence. Dually, we say that a model category
is left proper, if weak equivalences are preserved by pushouts along cofibrations.
A model category is said to be proper if it is both left and right proper.

Example 2.3.4. LetM be a model category. If every object inM is fibrant then
M is a right proper model category (see [20, Corollary 13.1.3]). In particular,
the global projective model structure on presheaves is right proper. In fact, it
is known that the projective model structure and local model are proper see, [8,
Corollary 3.1 and Theorem 5.7].

Definition 2.3.5. We say that a cofibrantly generated model category is com-
binatorial if it is locally presentable as a category.

Proposition 2.3.6. Let M be a combinatorial, right proper model category and
K be any set of objects. Then RKM exists and is right proper and combinatorial.
Moreover, the identity functor IdM : M −→ RKM is a right Quillen functor.
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Proof. See [4, Section 5].

Remark 2.3.7. In the existence theorems of [20, Chapter 4 and 5] for Bousfield
localisations, Hirschhorn requires that the model category is cellular (see, [20,
Definition 12.1.1.]) in the place of combinatorial. These are distinctly different
properties, for example the model structure on the category of sets given in
[20, Example 12.1.7] is combinatorial but not cellular. On the other hand the
category of topological spaces is cellular, see [20, Proposition 12.1.4. ], but not
every topological space is small (see, e.g. [24, page 49]).
Dugger’s Theorem [12, Theorem 1.1] states every combinatorial model category,
M is Quillen equivalent to a left Bousfield localisation of the global projective
model category on simplicial presheaves over some small category. Since the
category of simplicial presheaves is cellular the right Bousfield localisation exists
and Bousfield localisation of simplicial presheaves can be lifted back to M. We
also note that, by [12, Proposition 2.3], combinatorial model categories have
functorial fibrant and cofibrant replacement.

Definition 2.3.8. Let M be a pointed model category and ∗ denote the zero
object. For X cofibrant, we define the suspension object ΣX of X to be the
pushout of the following diagram:

∗ X
∐

X Cyl(X).i

For Y fibrant, we define the loop object ΩY of Y to be the pullback of the
following diagram:

P(Y) X× X ∗.
p

Proposition 2.3.9. [3, Proposition 3.1.7] Let M be a pointed model category.
Then the loop and suspension constructions define a pair of adjoint functors
Σ : Ho(M) ⇆ Ho(M) : Ω.

Definition 2.3.10. We say that a pointed model category is stable if the ad-
junction Σ : Ho(M) ⇆ Ho(M) : Ω is an equivalence of categories.

Let M be a pointed model category then by Remark 2.3.1 we have the following
weak equivalences of simplicial sets

MapM(ΣX, Y) ∼= MapM(X,ΩY).

Additionally,
MapM(X,ΩY) ∼= ΩMapM(X, Y)

by [24, Chapter 6 ]. Let K a class of objects in M. Then K is usually called
stable if the class of K-colocal objects is closed under Ω. However, under the
assumption thatM is stable this is equivalent to the requirement that the class of
K-coequivalences is closed under Σ or equivalently K is closed under Ω. Since we
exclusively work with stable model categories we make the following definition.
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Definition 2.3.11. Let M be a stable model category and K a class of objects,
then K is called stable if it is closed under Ω.

Remark 2.3.12. The local and global projective model structures on PMod(A )

and PMod(R) are stable and the loop and suspension constructions are simply
given by shifting the complex to the left or right by one degree.
We will check this for the suspension object associated to a cofibrant presheaf
in PMod(R), the other cases are similar. Let (F ,d) be a cofibrant presheaf. A
cylinder object for F is given by the complex given with Fn ⊕Fn+1 ⊕Fn in
degree n and differential represented by the matrix



dn Id 0
0 −dn+1 0
0 −Id dn


 .

Then the fold map F ⊕F −→ F factors as the composition p ◦ i where i is
given by the matrix 


Id 0
0 0
0 Id




and p is given by the matrix [Id, 0, Id]. Let q : F −→ Cyl(F ) be given by



Id

0
0


 .

Then p ◦ q = Id and q ◦ p is homotopy equivalent to the identity on Cyl(F )

via the map 

0 0 0
0 0 −Id

0 0 0


 .

Hence, p is a weak equivalence and the cokernel of p is given by F shifted to
the right by one degree, which is cofibrant by assumption. Furthermore, the
suspension object ΣF is defined to be the pushout of i and the zero map which
is precisely the cokernel of i, hence we recover the usual shift functor for chain
complexes.

Let M be a pointed model category and X, Y be objects in M. Let [X, Y] denote
the set HomHo(M)(X, Y) of morphisms from X to Y in the homotopy category
and

[X, Y]n :=

{
[ΣnX, Y] if n > 0

[X,Σ−nY] if n < 0.

Proposition 2.3.13. Let M be a pointed model category.
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(i) The sets [ΣnX, Y] and [X,ΩnY] have a group structure for n > 1 and an
abelian group structure for n > 2. Moreover, the adjunction isomorphism
is an isomorphism of groups ([3, Lemma 3.2.8]).

(ii) πn(MapM(X, Y)) ∼= [X, Y]n for n > 0 ([3, Lemma 6.9.19]).

(iii) If M is stable then Ho(M) is an additive category. In fact, Ho(M) is
triangulated ([3, Proposition 3.2.9, Theorem 4.2.1]).

(iv) Suppose L : M ⇄ N : R is a Quillen adjunction between stable model
categories then the functors L : Ho(M) −→ Ho(N) and R : Ho(N) −→

Ho(M) are exact as functors between triangulated categories ([2, Theorem
4.5.2]).

Lemma 2.3.14. Let M be a stable dg model category and let K be a stable
set of objects in M. Then the map f : X −→ Y is a K-coequivalence if and
only if the induced map RHomM(L, f) : RHomM(L,X) −→ RHomM(L, Y) is a
quasi-isomorphism for all L ∈ K.

Proof. By Proposition 2.3.13, f is a K-coequivalence if and only if

[L, f]n : [L,X]n −→ [L, Y]n

is an isomorphism of abelian groups for all non-negative n and all L in K. Now
since M is dg model category we have that H0(RHomM(L,X)) ∼= [L,X]. Since
K is closed under taking loops and suspensions, we can calculate

Hn(RHomM(L,X)) ∼=

{
[ΣnL,X], n > 0

[Ω−nL,X], n < 0.

Hence, f is a K-coequivalence if and only if RHomM(L, f) : RHomM(L,X) −→
RHomM(L, Y) is a quasi-isomorphism for all L ∈ K.

Recall that the projective model structure on k−Mod is cofibrantly generated
with the set of inclusions I ′ = {Sn−1 −→ Dn} generating cofibrations and J′ =
{0 −→ Dn} generating acyclic cofibrations. Here Sn denotes the complex with
k in degree n and zero elsewhere. Similarly, Dn denotes the complex with k in
degree n and n − 1 and 0 elsewhere.

Proposition 2.3.15. Let M be a combinatorial, right proper, stable dg model
category and let K a set of objects in M satisfying the following properties:

(i) K is stable,

(ii) K is a set of cofibrant objects in M.

Then, the right Bousfield localisation RKM a stable dg model category.

17



Proof. Firstly, note that RKM is stable by [2, Proposition 4.6]. To show that
RKM is a dg model category, we check the push out product axiom. Let i :

V −→W be a morphism in k −Mod and f : X −→ Y be a morphism in M and
let [−,−] denote the cotensor of M over k − Mod. We can form the pullback
diagram:

[W,X]

P [W, Y]

[V ,X] [V , Y] .

α

The pushout product axiom is equivalent to checking the following conditions,
by [27, A.3.1.6]:

(i) if i is a cofibration and f is a fibration then α is a fibration.

(ii) If i is an acyclic cofibration and f is a fibration, then α is an acyclic
fibration in RKM.

(iii) If f is an acyclic fibration then α is an acyclic fibration in RKM.

The first two follow immediately from the definition of right Bousfield localisa-
tion and for (iii) we only need to check that α is a weak equivalence in RKM.
Let f be an acyclic fibration, then by [24, Proposition 4.3.1] it is sufficient to
assume that i ∈ I ′. To see that α is a weak equivalence in RKM we show that
f̂ : P −→ [Dn, Y] and [Dn, f] : [Dn,X] −→ [Dn, Y] are weak equivalences and
appeal to the 2-out-of-3 axiom.
For any V in k −Mod the functor [V ,−] : M −→ M is right Quillen and since
every acyclic fibration in M is an acyclic fibration in RKM and fibrations are
unchanged, [V ,−] : M −→ RKM is also right Quillen.
Note that [Dn, f] is a weak equivalence if and only if the induced map

RHomM(k, [Dn,X]) −→ RHomM(k, [Dn, Y]) (2.3.1)

is a quasi-isomorphism for all k ∈ K. Let [Dn,X]fib denote the fibrant replace-
ment of [Dn,X], then (2.3.1) is a quasi-isomorphism if and only if

HomM(k, [Dn,X]fib) −→ HomM(k, [Dn, Y]fib)

is quasi-isomorphism. This is equivalent to requiring that

HomM(k, [Dn,Xfib]) −→ HomM(k, [Dn, Yfib]) (2.3.2)

is a quasi-isomorphism. Since Both Dn and k are cofibrant and M is a dg model
category (2.3.2) is a quasi-isomorphism if and only if

RHomM(Dn
⊗ k,X) −→ RHomM(Dn

⊗ k, Y). (2.3.3)
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is a quasi-isomorphism.

RHomM(Dn
⊗ k,X) −→ RHomM(Dn

⊗ k, Y). (2.3.4)

It follows by the derived tensor cotensor adjunctions for M that (2.3.4) is a
quasi-isomorphism if and only if

RHomk(D
n,RHomM(k,X)) −→ RHomk(D

n,RHomM(k, Y))

is a quasi-isomorphism. An analogous argument shows that [Sn, f] is a weak
equivalence and therefore an acyclic fibration. Since the pullback of an acyclic
fibration is an acyclic fibration, f̂ is an acyclic fibration.

Remark 2.3.16. We can make several observations regarding the Bousfield lo-
calization of stable model categories and the classical notion of Verdier quotients
in triangulated categories. Let M be a stable model category and suppose the
right Bousfield localisation of M by a set of objects K exists and is also stable.
By Proposition 2.3.6, the identity functor on M induces an adjunction between
the homotopy categories which we denote by L : Ho(M) ⇄ Ho(RKM) : R. More-
over, by Proposition 2.3.13 (iii), the homotopy categories are triangulated and
by Proposition 2.3.13(iv), Quillen functors are exact, thus L = ker(R) is a thick
subcategory. Then RI induces a map from Verdier Quotient J : Ho(M)/L −→
Ho(RKM).
To see that this map is an equivalence of categories, we will show that RKM =

M −→ Ho(M) −→ Ho(M)/L satisfies the universal property of RKM −→

Ho(RKM). Indeed, suppose H : M −→ N is a functor which sends all weak
equivalences in RKM to isomorphisms. Then, since each weak equivalence in
RKM is a weak equivalence in M, the functor H factors through M −→ Ho(M)

in a unique way. Let H̄ : Ho(M) −→ N denote the functor induced by this fac-
torisation. The Verdier quotient inverts all maps whose cone belong to L, and
such a map may be represented as a zig-zag of weak equivalences in RKM. Now,
since H sends weak equivalences in RKM to isomorphisms we must have that
H̄ factors through Ho(M) −→ Ho(M)/L in a unique way. Collecting this all
together, we see that H factors though RKM −→ Ho(M)/L. The uniqueness of
this factorisation is ensured by the uniqueness of the previous two factorisations.
Let l̂ = L ◦ R : Ho(M) −→ Ho(M) and let ǫ denote the derived counit. It

is easy to see that the pair (̂l, ǫ) define an exact colocalisation of triangulated
categories. By [25, Proposition 4.12.1. ] this we can conclude that there exists
an exact localisation of triangulated categories l = L ◦ R : Ho(M) −→ Ho(M)

such that Ho(M)/L ∼= im(̂l) ∼= ker(l)

Theorem 2.3.17. Let M be a combinatorial, right proper, stable dg model
category and K be a stable set of cofibrant objects in M. Then there is an equiv-
alence of triangulated categories between Ho(RKM) and the Verdier Quotient
Ho(M)/L, where L = K⊥ ⊂ Ho(M) is the full subcategory of objects l in Ho(M)

such that HomHo(M)(k, l) = 0 for all K ∈ L.
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Proof. Firstly, note that RKM is stable by [2, Theorem 5.9]. It is enough to check
that an object l is in ker(RI) if and only if HomD(A )(K ,L ) = 0 for all k ∈ K.
An object l becomes trivial after applying RI if and only if RHom(k,RIl) =

RHom(k, l) is quasi-isomorphic to zero for all k ∈ K. Note that

Hn((RHom(k, l)) ∼= H0(RHom(Σnk, l))

and since K is closed under suspension we have that,

Hn(RHom(k, l)) ∼= 0

if and only if
H0(RHom(k, l)) ∼= 0

for all k ∈ K. The result follows by recalling that

H0(RHom(k, l)) ∼= HomHo(M)(k, l)

3 Applications to Modules and Presheaves

3.1 Localising dg presheaves

Let X be a paracompact, Hausdorff topological space and let ∗ denote the one
point topological space. As in the previous sections we assume that R is a
presheaf of dg k-algebras on X and A is a presheaf of non-negatively graded dg
R-algebras. We assume there exists a stalk-wise quasi-isomorphism R −→ A .
Let A denote the dg algebra A (X) and p denote the map p : (A ,X) −→ (A, ∗)
of dg ringed spaces. Then the usual inverse image and direct image functors
form a dg adjunction p∗ : A−Mod ⇆ PMod(A ) : p∗. In this case p∗ is simply
the global sections functor and p∗ takes a dg A-module M to the presheaf
U 7→ M ⊗A A (U). The category of dg A-modules is assumed to be endowed
with the model structure of second kind.

Proposition 3.1.1. The adjunction p∗ : A − Mod ⇆ PModG(A ) : p∗ is
Quillen.

Proof. It is immediate that p∗ preserves fibrations. Assume that f : F −→ G is
an acyclic fibration. Since T is finitely generated, p∗(T) is a bounded below com-
plex of the form V⊗kA for some finite dimensional vector space V, hence p∗(T)
is cofibrant (see [8, Section 3.2]). In particular, RHomG(p∗(T), f) is a quasi-
isomorphism and since all preshevaes are fibrant, we have that Hom(p∗(T), f) is
a quasi-isomorphism for all T ∈ TWfg(A) and therefore p∗(f) is a weak equiva-
lence in A −Mod.

Let K = {p∗(T)|T ∈ TWfg(A)} and note that this is a stable set of cofibrant
objects in the local and global projective model structure on presheaves of dg
A -modules, hence by Proposition 2.3.15 we obtain the following results.
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Proposition 3.1.2. The right Bousfield localisation of PModG(A ) at K exists
and RKPModG(A ) is a right proper, combinatorial, stable, dg model category.
Let f : F −→ G be a morphism of presheaves. Then,

(i) f is a weak equivalence if and only if the induced map HomA (K , f) is a
quasi-isomorphism for all K ∈ K,

(ii) f is a fibration if and only if f(U) : F (U) −→ G (U) is surjective for each
open set U ⊂ X.

Proposition 3.1.3. The right Bousfield localisation of PMod(A ) at K exists
and RKPMod(A ) is a right proper, combinatorial, stable, dg model category.
Let f : F −→ G : a morphism of presheaves. Then,

(i) f is a weak equivalence if and only if the induced map RHomA (K , f) is
a quasi-isomorphism for all K ∈ K,

(ii) f is a fibration if and only if f(U) : F (U) −→ G (U) is surjective for each
open set U ⊂ X and the kernel of f is a hypersheaf.

Proposition 3.1.4. Let L = {J((p∗(T))fib)cof|T ∈ TWfg(A)}. Then the right
Bousfield localisation of PMod(R) at L exists and RLPMod(R) is a right proper,
combinatorial, stable, dg model category. Let f : F −→ G be a morphism of
presheaves. Then,

(i) f is a weak equivalence if and only if the induced map RHomR(L , f) is a
quasi-isomorphism for all L ∈ L,

(ii) f is a fibration if and only if f(U) : F (U) −→ G (U) is surjective for each
open set U ⊂ X and kernel of f is a hypersheaf.

Proof. Analogously to Proposition 3.1.2 and Proposition 3.1.3,this result follows
from Proposition 2.3.15.

Proposition 3.1.5. The adjunction −⊗RA : RLPMod(R) ⇆ RKPMod(A ) : J
is a Quillen equivalence of dg model categories.

Proof. It is clear that J preserves fibrations. By [13, Corollary A.2 ], it is suffi-
cient to check that −⊗R A preserves cofibrations between cofibrant presheaves.
In order to avoid confusion we refer to cofibrations in RLPMod(R) as L-colocal
cofibrations and cofibrations in PMod(R) as cofibrations. In particular, we
must show that − ⊗R A preserves L-colocal cofibrations between cofibrant L-
coclocal presheaves. However, by [20, Proposition 3.3.16 ] L-colocal cofibrations
between cofibrant L-coclocal presheaves coincide with cofibrations in PMod(R)

which are preserved by −⊗R A .
Let H be a cofibrant L-colocal presheaf, then the derived unit H −→ RJ(H ⊗R

A ) is a local weak equivalence. In particular it is a weak equivalence in
RLPMod(R), since the adjunction

−⊗R A : PMod(R) ⇆ PMod(A ) : J (3.1.1)
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is a Quillen equivalence.
By [24, Corollary 1.3.16. ], to conclude the proof it is enough to check that J
reflects weak equivalences between fibrant presheaves. Suppose that f : F −→ G

is a morphism between fibrant presheaves such that J(f) is a weak equivalence.
Then for all K ∈ K the induced map

RHomR(J(K fib)cof, J(F )) −→ RHomR(J((K )fib)cof, J(G ))

is a quasi-isomorphism. Let L denote the left derived functor of − ⊗R A :

PMod(R) −→ PMod(A ). Since F and G are fibrant, passing across the
adjunction we obtain a quasi-isomorphism

RHomA (L(RJ(K ),F )) −→ RHomA (L(RJ(K )),G ),

which is a quasi-isomorphism since F and G are fibrant. The result follows
from the fact that the derived counit of the adjunction (3.1.1) is a local weak
equivalence.

Remark 3.1.6. For each F in PMod(A ) we can functorially assign a coaug-
mented cosimplicial presheaf G•(F ) which is defined by taking the Godement
resolution of F (see, e.g. [11, Section 2.1]). More explicitly, let Xdisc denote the
underlying set of X with the discrete topology and let a : Xdisc −→ X denote
the the continuous map induced by identity. The cosimplicial presheaf G•(F )

is defined by setting Gn(F ) = (a∗a
∗)n(F ), where a∗ and a∗ denote the in-

verse direct image functors induced by a. Let G(F ) denote the homotopy limit
RLim△(G•(F )). It is shown in [8, Theorem 6.3] that G(F ) is a hypersheaf and
consequently fibrant in the local model structure.
If the category of open sets on X forms a ”site of finite type” [28, Definition
1.31] it is shown that the morphism F −→ G(F ) is a local weak equivalence [8,
Theorem 6.3]. In particular, the functor G defines a functorial fibrant replace-
ment in the local model structure. If X has finite topological dimension then
this finiteness condition is satisfied for instance if X is a topological manifold of
finite dimension ([34, Section 5.2]).

Lemma 3.1.7. Let Q be a cofibrant presheaf in PModG(A ). Then the mor-
phism F −→ G(F ) induces a quasi-isomorphism

RHomG(A ,F ) −→ RHomG(Q,G(F ))

Proof. Since G(F ) = RLim△(G•(F )) is a homotopy limit, it commutes with
the right derived hom functor

RHomG
A (Q,G(F )) ∼= RLim△(RHomG

A (Q,Gn(F )).

Let a∗ and a∗ be as in Remark3.1.6. Note that a∗a
∗ commutes with stalk-wise

quasi-isomorphisms [8, Theorem 6.3]. Hence, the canonical morphism F −→

Gn(F ) induces a quasi-isomorphism
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RHomG
A (Q,F ) −→ RHomG

A (Q,Gn(F )),

for all n and any cofibrant presheaf Q. Consequently, after taking the homotopy
limit of the right hand side, the morphism

RHomG
A (Q,F ) −→ RHomG

A (Q,G(F ))

is a quasi-isomorphism.

Proposition 3.1.8. Let Q be a set of presheaves in PModG(A ) satisfying the
conditions of Proposition 2.3.15. Then RQPModG(A ) and RQPMod(A ) are
Quillen equivalent dg model categories.

Proof. Let L : PModG(A ) −→ PMod(A ) denote the left Quillen identity func-
tor which and let R : PMod(A ) −→ PModG(A ) denote the right adjoint. It is
immediate that

R : RQPMod(A ) −→ RQPModG(A )

preserves fibrations. Let R denote the right derived functor of R. Let Q ∈ Q
and f : F −→ G be a morphism of presheaves. Since Q is cofibrant,

RHomG(Q,F ) −→ RHomG(Q,G )

is a quasi-isomorphism if and only if

RHomG(Q,G(F )) −→ RHomG(Q,G(G ))

is a quasi-isomorphism. By Lemma 3.1.7, F is weakly equivalent to G(F ) in
RQPModG(A ). In particular,

RHomG(Q,F ) −→ RHomG(Q,G )

is a quasi-isomorphism if and only if

RHom(Q,F ) −→ RHom(Q,G )

is a quasi-isomorphism. Therefore

R : RQPMod(R) −→ RQPMod(R)

preserves and reflects weak equivalences. Let F be a cofibrant presheaf then
unit of the adjunction F −→ R(L(F )) is the identity. It follows from [16, Lemma
3.3], that the adjunction is a Quillen equivalence.

Proposition 3.1.9. The adjunction p∗ : A − Mod ⇆ RKPMod(A ) : p∗ is a
Quillen equivalence.
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Proof. Let f : F −→ G be a morphism of presheaves and T ∈ TWfg(A) then f

is a weak equivalence in RKPMod(A ) if and only if p∗(f) is a weak equivalence
in A −Mod. Clearly, p∗ preserves fibrations and p∗(p

∗(M)) ∼= M thus by [16,
Lemma 3.3] the adjunction is a Quillen equivalence.

Theorem 3.1.10. Let X be a connected, paracompact, Hausdorff topological
space and suppose that there exists is a stalk-wise quasi-isomorphism R −→ A .
Then the adjunctions

A −Mod RKPMod(A ) RLPMod(R)
p∗

p∗ J

−⊗RA

form a zig-zag of Quillen equivalences of dg model categories.

Proof. We have the following sequence of adjunctions:

A −Mod RKPMod(A ) RKPMod(A ) RLPMod(R)
p∗

p∗

L

R J

−⊗RA

The first is a Quillen equivalence by Proposition 3.1.9; the second is a Quillen
equivalence by Proposition 3.1.8 and the final is a Quillen equivalence by Proposi-
ton 3.1.5.

In the subsequent sections we apply this result to two specific cases; namely the
de Rham algebra and the Dolbeault algebra. Let us first recall some definitions
and results regarding dg sheaves from [10]. Let R be a sheaf of dg k-algebras
on X and A be a sheaf of dg R-algebras. Let R − Mod denote the category
of sheaves of dg R-modules and Mod(A ) sheaves of dg A -modules and let
A = A (X). The morphism of ringed spaces q : (A ,X) −→ (∗,A) induces an
adjunction

q∗ : A −Mod ⇆ Mod(A ) : q∗, (3.1.2)

where q∗ is the inverse image functor and q∗ is the direct image functor. We
also have an adjunction between the restriction and extension of scalars functors
which we denote by

−⊗R A : Mod(R) ⇆ Mod(A ) : U. (3.1.3)

Definition 3.1.11. We say that F ∈ R+-Mod is strictly perfect if it is bounded
and a direct summand of a free sheaf of finite rank in each degree. A dg R-
module G is perfect if for every x ∈ X there is a neighbourhood U such that GU

is quasi-isomorphic to a strictly perfect dg sheaf. We say that a perfect sheaf
is globally bounded if there exist integers a,b and N such that there exists an
open cover {Ui} such that GUi

is quasi-isomorphic to a strictly perfect sheaf
concentrated in degrees [a,b] and has, at most N generators. We use the no-
tation Dperf(R) and DB

perf(R) to denote the subcategories of D(R) consisting
of perfect and bounded perfect dg sheaves of R-modules, respectively.
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Definition 3.1.12. Let k+ denote the sheafification of the constant presheaf
k on X. We say that a sheaf of dg k+-vector spaces is cohomologically locally
constant (clc) if it is locally quasi-isomorphic to a free sheaf of dg k+-vector
spaces.

Remark 3.1.13. Note that the cohomology of clc sheaf of dg k+-vector spaces is
locally constant. Moreover, under the assumption that X is locally contractible,
the converse also holds true. In particular, for a locally contractible space the
derived category of locally free dg k+-vector spaces is equivalent to the derived
category of clc sheaves, see [10, Lemma 7.12].

3.2 The de Rham algebra

Let X be a connected smooth manifold. We take the field k to be R, and denote
by R = R will denote the constant presheaf on X. Let (A ,d) = (Ω,d) denote
sheaf of de Rham algebras on X. By the Poincaré Lemma, R+

−→ Ω is a quasi-
isomorphism, in particular the assumptions of Theorem 3.1.10 are satisfied. We
endow the category of dg Ω(X)-modules over the de Rham algebra Ω(X) with
the model structure of second kind. The category of presheaves of dg Ω-modules
is endowed with the local model structure, where the sheaf de Rham algebras
is treated as a presheaf. Let K denote the set

{p∗(T)|T ∈ TWfg(Ω(X))}

and let L denote the set

{J((K )fib)cof|K ∈ K}.

The right Bousfield localisation of PMod(Ω) at K is denoted by RKPMod(Ω).
Denote the right Bousfield localisation of PMod(R) at L by RLPMod(R). Then
by Theorem 3.1.10 we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2.1. Let X be a smooth connected manifold. Then the adjunctions

Ω(X) −Mod RKPMod(Ω) RLPMod(R)
p∗

p∗ J

−⊗RΩ

form a zig-zag of dg Quillen equivalences.

Using the same notation as in equations (3.1.2) and (3.1.3), define

F = U ◦ q∗ : TWperf(Ω(X)) −→Mod(R+).

According to [10, Tehorem 8.1], the functor F induces an equivalence

H0(TWperf(Ω(X))) −→ Dperf(R
+).

As highlighted in [10, Remark 8.1], perfect twisted modules over the de Rham
algebra correspond to dg vector bundles equipped with flat Z-graded connec-
tions. Furthermore, perfect dg R

+-modules are clc sheaves whose cohomology
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sheaves are locally constant and of finite rank. Consequently, this equivalence
can be seen as a natural derived analogue of the classical Riemann-Hilbert cor-
respondence, which relates flat vector bundles to locally constant sheaves. Fur-
thermore, the the functor H0(TWperf(X)) −→ Dperf(R) can be represented as
the following composition:

H0(TWperf(X)) H0(Ω−Mod) D(Ω) Dperf(R)
q∗ Q RU

where Q is the quotient by quasi-isomorphisms. In particular, up to local weak
equivalence, we can identify L with the image of TWfg(Ω(X)) under F. Let L

denote the triangulated subcategory of D(R) given by ⊥(L⊥). Note that this is
a thick localising subcategory which contains Dperf(R).

Corollary 3.2.2. The following triangulated categories are equivalent:

(i) DII(Ω(X)),

(ii) Ho(RLMod(R)),

(iii) L.

Furthermore, the category L is the minimal triangulated subcategory containing
L.

Proof. The first two are equivalent by Theorem 3.2.1. By Remark 2.3.16 ,

Ho(RLMod(R)) ∼= D(R)/L⊥

and the quotient functor D(R) −→ D(R)/L⊥ is given by the right derived
functor of the identity RI. Thus by [25, Proposition 4.9.1.] the composition
with the inclusion

⊥(L⊥) D(R) D(R)/L⊥.i

is an equivalence. By Remark 2.3.16, we can conclude that L is equivalent to the
kernel of an exact localisation functor. By [25, Proposition 4.10.1. ] ⊥(L⊥) ∼= L,
and it follows that L is the minimal triangulated subcategory containing L.

3.3 The Dolbeault algebra

In this subsection, we set k = C and let X be a holomorphic manifold equipped
with the sheaf of holomorphic functions O. Let A0∗(X) denote the Dolbeault
algebra over X and, A 0∗ denote the sheaf of holomorphic forms. Analogous
to the previous subsection, we equip A0∗(X) − Mod with the model structure
of second kind, while PMod(A 0∗) and PMod(O) are endowed the local model
structure. Recall, that A 0∗ provides a fine resolution of the sheaf of holomorphic
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functions O, as such O −→ A 0∗ is a local weak equivalence. As in the previous
subsection, let K denote the set

{p∗(T)|T ∈ TWfg(A
0∗(X))},

and L denote the set

{J((K )fib)cof|K ∈ K}.

Theorem 3.3.1. Let X be a holomorphic manifold. Then the adjunctions

A0∗(X) −Mod RKPMod(A ∗0) RLPMod(O)
p∗

p∗ J

−⊗OA ∗0

form a zig-zag of dg Quillen equivalences.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 3.1.10.

In [10, Theorem 8.3] it is shown that the composition U◦q∗ : A0∗(X)−Mod −→
Mod(O) induces an equivalence of categories TWperf(A

0∗(X)−Mod) ∼= Db
perf(O).

Let Q denote localising triangulated subcategory of D(O) defined by ⊥(L⊥). By
the same reasoning as Corollary 3.2.2 we obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.3.2. Let Q denote the closure of Db
perf(O) with respect to all direct

sums. The following triangulated categories are equivalent:

(i) DII(O),

(ii) Ho(RLPMod(O)),

(iii) Q.

Furthermore, the category Q is the minimal triangulated subcategory containing
L.

4 The Singular Cochain Algebra

In this section, we develop singular analogues of the theorems presented in
subsections 3.2 and 3.3. We assume that X is a connected, locally contactable
topological space and that k is a field of characteristic zero. The normalized
singular cochains on X with coefficients in k will be denoted by C∗(X). Since we
treat C∗(X) as a pseudo-compact dg algebra, we begin by recalling the relevant
information about pseudo-compact algebras and their duality with coalgebras.
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4.1 Contramodules

A pseudo-compact (dg) k-vector space is a cofiltered limit of finite-dimensional
(dg) k-vector spaces, equipped with the inverse limit topology. Morphism be-
tween pseudo-compact vector spaces are assumed to be continuous with respect
to the inverse limit topology. Moreover, the category of pseudo-compact vector
spaces possesses the structure of a monoidal category with respect to the com-
pleted tensor product. Specifically, given V = lim

←−
Vα and U = lim

←−
Uβ where Vα

and Uβ are finite-dimensional (dg) vector spaces, the completed tensor product
is defined as:

V⊗̂U := lim
←−

Vα ⊗Uβ

A pseudo-compact (dg) algebra is defined as an associative monoid in the
monoidal category of pseudo-compact (dg) vector spaces. Equivalently, a pseudo-
compact (dg) algebra can be understood as a pro-object in the category of finite
dimensional (dg) algebras. The fundamental theorem of coalgebras allows us to
identify the category of (dg) coalgebras with the category of ind-objects in the
category of finite dimensional (dg) coalgebras. The anti-equivalence between the
category of finite dimensional (dg) coalebras and finite dimensional (dg) alge-
bras given by taking the linear continuous dual induces an equivalence between
(dg) coalgebras and the opposite category of pseudo-compact (dg) algebras.
Additionally, we need to define the tensor product of a pseudo-compact vector
space V = lim

←−
Vα and a discrete U vector space. This tensor product is given

by
V⊗̂U := lim

←−
Vα ⊗U.

A more detailed treatment of pseudo-compact dg algebras can be found in [5].

Definition 4.1.1. Let A be a pseudo-compact algebra. A right A-contramodule
is a discrete k-vector space equipped, Q with a contraaction map πQ : Q⊗̂A −→

Q satisfying the usual associativity and unitality conditions.

Equivalently, a contramodule over a k-coalgebra C can be defined as a vector
space with a contraaction map πQ : Homk(C,Q) −→ Q satisfying associativ-
ity and unitalitly conditions. This is equivalent to the definition above after
dualising A := C∗ and noting that Homk(C,Q) ∼= Q⊗̂C∗.
Since we do not require the contraaction map πQ : Q⊗̂A −→ Q to be con-
tinuous, a contramodule cannot be viewed as a module over a monoid in the
symmetric monoidal category of pseudo-compact vector spaces. Since we take
the completed tensor product Q⊗̂A a contramodule cannot be interpreted as a
module over a monoid in the symmetric monoidal category of discrete vector
spaces.
Naturally, this definition extends to the dg setting. A dg contramodule, Q over
a pseudo-compact dg algebra A is defined as a graded contramodule with a
differential d : Q −→ Q of degree 1, where d2 = 0 and the contraaction map is
a morphism of complexes. Unless otherwise specified we will always work with
right (dg) contramodules.
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Definition 4.1.2. Let T be an A-contramodule. We say that T is free if T is
isomorphic to a contramodule of the form V⊗̂A, where V is a k-vector space
and the contraction on V⊗̂A given by the action of A on its self.

Free A-contramodules are those that arise from the image of the free functor
which takes a vector space V to V⊗̂A. For any A-contramodule, Q there exists
natural isomorphism of k-vector spaces:

HomA(V⊗̂A,Q) ∼= Homk(V ,Q).

Additionally, an A-contramodule is projective as an object in the category of
A-contramodules if and only if it is the direct summand of a free contramodule.
The category of A-contramodules admits both products and direct sums, where
products are exact. However, direct sums and cofiltered limits are not exact.
Consequently, the category of A-contramodules is not Grothendieck but it is
a locally presentable abelian category with enough projective objects (see, [30,
Section 1.2]).

Definition 4.1.3. Let A be a pseudo-compact dg algebra. We define a right dg
A-contramodule, Q to be a Z-graded A-contramodule equipped with a degree
1 derivation, d : Q −→ Q with d2 = 0 such that the contraaction map πQ :

Q⊗̂A −→ Q is a morphism of complexes.

From this point onwards we will always work with dg contramodules over a dg
pseudo-compact algebra A. We denote the category of right dg A-modules by
A−Ctmod, and we denote the full subcategory of A−Ctmod consisting of dg
A-contramodules that are projective as graded contramodules after forgetting
the differential by A − Ctmodproj. We will call contramodules of this form
graded projective contramodules.

Remark 4.1.4. let f : A −→ B be a morphism of pseudo-compact dg k-algebras.
Define the restriction of scalars functor Rf : B− Ctmod −→ A − Ctmod to be
the functor which takes a B-contramodule Q to the same underlying dg vector
space as Q with A-contraaction induced by f. The restriction of functor is right
adjoint to extension of scalars functor which takes an A-contramodule R to the
coequaliser of the pair of morphisms

R⊗̂A⊗̂B ⇒ R⊗̂B.

One morphism comes from the contraaction of A on R and the other comes
from the regarding B as a left A-contramodule by restricting along f. The B-
contraaction on R ⊗A B is inherited from regarding B as a contramodule over
its self.

Definition 4.1.5. A dg A-contramodule is called contraacyclic if it belongs
to the minimal triangulated subcategory of the homotopy category of dg A-
contramodules containing the total dg A-contramodules of exact triples of dg
A-contamodules and closed under infinite products.
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Remark 4.1.6. The contraderived category of dg A-contramodules which we
will denote by Dct(A) is defined to be the Verdier quotient of the cochain ho-
motopy category by the thick subcategory of contraacyclic dg A-contramodules.
Let K(A − Ctmod) denote the cochain homotopy category and let Acct(A −

Ctmod) ⊂ K(A − Ctmod) denote the thick subcategory of contraacyclic con-
tramodules. Then the Verdier quotient

Dct(A) := K(A − Ctmod)/Acct(A − Ctmod)

is called the contraderived category of dg A-contramodules. Furthermore, there
is a triangulated equivalence between the cochain homotopy category of graded
projective contramodules and the contraderived category, that is,

K(A − Ctmodproj) ∼= Dct(A).

In addition to above description the contraderived category can be realised the
homotopy category of the following model category structure.
We also note that the contraderived category is compactly generated. To see
this we recall that the coderived category of dg comodules over a coalgebra
is compactly generated by the set of finite dimensional comodules. Then the
derived co-contra correspondence implies that the contraderived category of
contramodules over a coalgebra is also compactly generated (See [29, Proof of
section 2.4]).

Theorem 4.1.7. [29, Theorem 8.2 (b)] There exists a cofibrantly generated
model category structure on the category A − Ctmod, where a morphism f :

Q −→ R is defined to be:

(i) a weak equivalence if its cone is a contraacyclic A-contramodule,

(ii) a fibration if it is surjective,

(iii) a cofibration if it is injective and its cokernel belongs to A− Ctmodproj.

Moreover, all object in this model structure are fibrant and the cofibrant objects
are precisely the objects which belong to A− Ctmodproj.

Lemma 4.1.8. Let (A − Ctmod)fr denote the full subcategory of A − Ctmod
that are free as dg contramodules. Let C and D be categories Let i : (A −

Ctmod)fr −→ A − Ctmod denote the inclusion of free contramodules into the
category of contramodules then any diagram of the form

A − Ctmodfr C

A − Ctmod D

F

i H

G

admits a lift A− Ctmod −→ C.
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Proof. Firstly, note that the free-forgetful adjunction −⊗̂A : k −Mod ⇆ A −

Ctmod : U is monadic and let T = −⊗̂A ◦ U. In particular, Beck’s monadicity
theorem implies any contramodule, Q, can obtained as a split coequaliser

Q ∼= coeq[T2Q ⇒ TQ].

Let Q∗ denote this coequaliser diagram, which can be regarded as a diagram
in the category of free contamodules, hence Q = colim i(Q∗). Since split co-
equalisers are absolute colimits any contramodule can be obtained as an ab-
solute colimit of free contramodules. We now show that Ḡ(Q) := colim FQ∗

is the desired lift. Since the colimit is absolute H(Ḡ(Q)) ∼= colimH(F(Q∗)) ∼=
colimG(i(Q∗)) ∼= G(Q) and F(Q) = colim F(i(Q∗)) ∼= Ḡ(Q).

Lemma 4.1.9. Let C be a category and F,G : A−Ctmod −→ C be two functors.
If there is a natural transformation η : F ⇒ G which is an isomorphism when
restricted to free contramodules then η is an isomorphism for all contramodules.

Proof. With the notation of the previous proof, we have a natural transforma-
tion ηi : Fi⇒ Gi which gives a natural transformation of diagrams F(i(Q∗) −→

G(i(Q∗)), the colimit of which is ηQ. Since ηi is an isomorphism ηQ must also
be an isomorphism.

Proposition 4.1.10. The category A−Ctmod is tensored and cotensored over
the category of dg k-vector spaces.

Proof. Define the tensor V ⊗ct Q to be the tensor product of the underlying
dg vector spaces with contraaction induced by the right contraaction of A on
Q. Define the cotensor [V ,Q]ct to be the dg vector space Homk(V ,Q) with
contraaction defined as follows. Let f ∈ Homk(V ,Q), v ∈ V and a ∈ A then the
contraaction Homk(V ,Q)⊗̂A −→ Homk(V ,Q) is defined by f(v)⊗ a = f(v)a.
The tensor and cotensor should satisfy the following adjunctions:

HomA(V ⊗
ct Q,R) ∼= Homk(V ,HomA(Q,R))

∼= HomA(Q, [V ,R]ct).

By Lemma 4.1.8 and Lemma 4.1.9 it is enough to show that the adjunctions
hold for free contramodules, let assume that Q = W⊗̂A and R = Z⊗̂A are free
contramodules. Then

HomA(V ⊗
ct Q,R) ∼= eq[V ⊗k W⊗̂A⊗̂A ⇒ Z⊗̂A]

computed in dg vector spaces. Then the usual tensor hom adjunction for dg
vector spaces implies that

eq[V ⊗k W⊗̂A⊗̂A ⇒ Z⊗̂A] ∼= eq[W⊗̂A⊗̂A ⇒ Homk(V ,Z⊗̂A)]

∼= HomA(Q, [V ,R]ct).
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On the other hand

Homk(V ,HomA(Q,R)) ∼= eq[Homk(V ,W⊗̂A⊗̂A) ⇒ Homk(V ,Z⊗̂A)]

∼= eq[Homk(V ,W⊗̂A⊗̂A) ⇒ Homk(V ,Z⊗̂A)]

∼= Homk(V ,HomA(W⊗̂A,R))
∼= Homk(V ,Homk(W,UR))

∼= Homk(V ⊗W,UR))

∼= HomA(V ⊗W⊗̂A,R)

∼= HomA(V ⊗
ct Q,R).

Lemma 4.1.11. The restriction and extension of scalars are adjoint and the
adjunction is a dg enriched adjunction.

Proof. By proposition 2.1.14, it suffices to verify that the functors give rise
to an adjunction between the underlying categories and the left adjoint which
preserves tensors. Let −⊗ct

A − be the on A−Ctmod and −⊗ct
B − be the tensor

on B − Ctmod. Let V be a dg vector space and Q an A-contramodule. Then
(V ⊗ct

A Q)⊗A B is precisely the dg vector space V ⊗k Q⊗A B with contraaction
given by the contraaction of B on its self. Similarly, V ⊗ct

B (Q⊗A B) is precisely
the dg vector space V ⊗k Q ⊗A B with contraaction given by the contraaction
of B hence the extension of scalars functor preserve tensors.

Proposition 4.1.12. With the model structure above A − Ctmod is a stable
dg model category.

Proof. An analogous argument to Remark 2.3.12 shows that the suspension
object associated to a cofibrant object will be the usual shift to the right by one
degree, and similarly, the loop object associated to a fibrant object will be the
usual shift to the left by one degree.
To see that A− Ctmod is a dg model category, we need to verify the push out
product axiom. Let I ′ and J′ be as in Proposition 2.1.13. Consider a morphism
of contramodules f : Q −→ R. We will check the following:

(i) if i ∈ I ′ and f is a cofibration then f�i is a cofibration.

(ii) if i ∈ I ′ and f is an acyclic cofibration then f�i is an acyclic cofibration.

(iii) if j ∈ J′ and f is a cofibration then f�i is an acyclic cofibration.

For (iii) we have j�f : Dn⊗ctQ −→ Dn⊗ctR, which is injective and has cokernel
Dn ⊗ct coker(f), which is cofibrant since the cokernel of f is cofibrant. To see
that j�f is a weak equivalence, we will show that Cone(j�f) is contractible
and therefore contraacyclic. Firstly, note that for any contramodule, P the
complex Dn⊗ct P is given by mapping cone of IdP with a degree n shift. Since
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the mapping cone of IdP is contractible, so is Dn ⊗ct P. Since Cone(j�f) =

Dn ⊗ct Cone(f) the result follows.
For (i) let α denote the pushout of the map Sn−1 ⊗ct f and let β denote the
pushout of the map i⊗ct Q. It follows that α is a cofibration since pushouts of
cofibrations are cofibrations and Sn−1⊗ct f a cofibration. We can also conclude
that β is an injection since the pushouts of injections are injections. Let P denote
the pushout then it follows that the pushout product map i�f : P −→ Dn⊗ctR
is an injection. It remains to check that the cokernel of i�f is cofibrant, consider
the following diagram:

0 0 0

0 Sn−1 ⊗ct R P coker(β) 0

0 Sn−1 ⊗ct R Dn ⊗ct R coker(i⊗ct R) 0

0 0 coker(i�f) coker(γ)

0 0 0.

β

γ

i⊗ctR

Since pushouts preserve cokernels, the cokernel of β is isomorphic to coker(i⊗ct

Q) ∼= Sn ⊗ct Q and coker(i ⊗ct R) ∼= Sn ⊗ct R and γ is given by Sn ⊗ct f. By
the 3x3 Lemma, the bottom row is exact and coker(i�f) ∼= coker(γ), which is
cofibrant.
Since the pushout of an acyclic cofibration is an acyclic cofibration and Dn⊗ct f
is a weak equivalence, (ii) follows from the two out of three axiom.

Proposition 4.1.13. Let C denote the set of compact generators in the con-
traderived category Dct(A). The A morphism f : Q −→ R of A-contramodules
is a weak equivalence if and only if the induced map RHomA(C, f) is a quasi-
isomorphism for all C ∈ C.

Proof. Let S be a contramodule. It is sufficient to show that a S is contraacyclic
if and only if RHomA(C, S) is a quasi-isomorphic to 0 for all C ∈ C. If S is
contraacyclic, then the graded abelian groups HomDct(A)(C, S) are trivial, and
the result follows from H∗(RHom(C, S)) ∼= HomDct(A)(C, S). The converse
follows from [35, Lemma 2.2.1].
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4.2 Presheaves of Contramodules

Definition 4.2.1. Let A be a presheaf of pseudo-compact dg k-algebras on X.
A presheaf of dg A -contramodules is a presheaf of dg k-vector spaces F such
that for any open set U ⊂ X, F (U) is a A (U)-contramodule and the restriction
maps are compatible with the contramodule structure. We denote the category
of presheaves of dg A -contramodules by PCtmod(A ).

Remark 4.2.2. It is clear that the category PCtmod(A ) is a dg category.
Furthermore, PCtmod(A ) is tensored and cotensored over dg k-vector spaces.
Let

−⊗p − : k −Mod× PCtmod(A ) −→ PCtmod(A )

denote the tensor of PCtmod(A ) over k−Mod. The tensor is defined to be the
functor which sends (V ,F ) in k−Mod× PCtmod(A ) to the presheaf defined
by

U 7−→ V ⊗ct F (U),

for each open U ⊂ X, were V ⊗ct F (U) denotes the tensor on contramodules.
Let

[−,−]p : k −Modop
× PCtmod(A ) −→ PCtmod(A )

denote the cotensor. For an open set U ⊂ X, the cotensor is given by

U 7−→ Homk(VU,FU).

For W ⊂ U the contraaction map,

Homk(VU(W),FU(V))⊗̂A (W) −→ Homk(VU(W),FU(V)),

is defined on elements by f(v)⊗̂a = f(v)a.

Lemma 4.2.3. Let A and B be presheaves of pseudo-compact dg k-algebras on
X and p : A −→ B a morphism of presheaves of pseudo-compact dg k-algebras.
Then p induces a dg adjunction −⊗A B : PCtmod(A ) ⇄ PCtmod(B) : Rp.

Proof. The adjunction between the underlying categories follows from the re-
striction and extension adjunction for contramodules. It is immediate from the
definitions that the left adjoint preserves tensors. Therefore, the adjunction is
a dg adjunction by Proposition 2.1.14 .

Let p : X −→ Y be a continuous map of topological spaces. Then as usual
we define the pushforward of a presheaf, F on X valued in any category, to
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be the presheaf which takes an open set V ⊂ Y to F (p−1(V)) and we de-
note the pushforward of F along p by p∗(F ). Let AX a presheaf of pseudo-
compact dg k-algebras on X, then the pushforward functor defines a functor
p∗ : PCtmod(A ) −→ PCtmod(p∗A ).
Let BY be a presheaf of pseudo-compact dg k-algebras on Y. Define the pullback
of a presheaf G along p to be the presheaf determined by the rule

p#
G (U) := colim

V
G (V)

where the colimit runs over all open V ⊂ Y containing p(U). The pullback
determines a functor p# : BY − PCtmod −→ p#BY − PCtmod.

Definition 4.2.4. Let p : X −→ Y be continuous map between topological
spaces and AX be a presheaf of pseudo-compact dg k-algebras on X and BY be
a presheaf of pseudo-compact dg k-algebras on Y. We say that p̂ : BY −→ AX

is a p-map if there exists a collection of maps p̂V : BY(V) −→ AX(p
−1(V))

indexed by the open sets V ⊂ Y that are compatible with the restriction maps.

With notation as above we define the direct image functor p∗ : AX−PCtmod −→
BY−PCtmod to be the functor which takes F to the presheaf p∗(F ) with con-
tramodule structure given by the restriction via p̂ : BY −→ AX. We define the
inverse image functor p∗ : PCtmod(BY) −→ PCtmod(AX) to be the functor
which which sends a presheaf G

G 7→ p#
G ⊗p#BY

AX

Proposition 4.2.5. Let p : X −→ Y and p̂ : BY −→ AX be as in Definition
4.2.4 then the functor p∗ is left adjoint to the functor p∗ and the adjunction is
a dg adjunction.

Proof. Let G be a presheaf of BY -contramodules and F a presheaf of AX-
contramodules. Then p#G is a presheaf of p#BY-contramodules. Standard
arguments regarding inverse direct image functors (see, e.g. [7, Section 6.9])
give a natural isomorphism

Homp#BY
(p#

G ,F ) ∼= HomBY
(G ,p∗F ).

Then by Lemma 4.2.3 the map the morphism p̂ induces a natural isomorphism

Homp#BY
(p#

G ,F ) ∼= HomAX
(p#

G ⊗p#B AX,F ).

From the definitions, it is clear that p∗ preserves tensors, and we can conclude
that the adjunction is a dg adjunction.

Remark 4.2.6. Recall that the category of presheaves of dg vector spaces
PMod(k) is locally finitely presentable, with a set of compact generators given
by the presheaves kU for U ⊂ X open. Let S denote the set compact generators.
The set of all compact objects is given by the closure of this set with respect to
all finite colimits; denote this set by S.
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Let A be a presheaf of pseudo-compact dg k-algebras and assume there exists a
stalk-wise quasi-isomorphism k −→ A . By Lemma 4.2.3 we have an adjunction
−⊗k A : PMod(k) ⇄ PCtmod(A ) : J.

Lemma 4.2.7. The functor − ⊗k A : PMod(k) −→ PCtmod(A ) preserves
compact objects.

Proof. Let S be a compact object in PMod(k). By Remark 4.2.6 S is of the
form colimI k

i
U for some finite indexing category I. Since − ⊗k A preserves

colimits and kU ⊗k A ∼= AU is compact we can conclude that P ⊗k A is
isomorphic to a finite colimit of compact objects.

Proposition 4.2.8. There exists a right proper, combinatorial, stable, dg model
category structure on the category of presheaves of dg A -contramodules. Let
f : F −→ G be a morphism in PCtmod(A ). Then

(i) f is a weak equivalence if and only if f(U) : F (U) −→ G (U) is a quasi-
isomorphism for all open U ⊂ X,

(ii) f a fibration if and only if f(U) : F (U) −→ G (U) is surjective for all open
U ⊂ X.

We will refer this model structure as the global projective model structure.

Proof. To prove existence we appeal to Theorem 2.1.8. By Lemma 4.2.7, the
functor −⊗kA preserves compact objects and, PCtmod(A ) has functorial path
objects for fibrant objects since all objects are fibrant. Let (F ,d) be a presheaf
of contramodules and let I be the complex with A ⊕A in degree zero and A

in degree one with differential represented by the matrix

[
−Id Id

]
.

We claim that F ⊗I defines a functorial path object for F . Indeed, consider
the factorisation

F F ⊗I F ⊕F .e p

where

e =



Id

0
Id


 ,

and

p =



Id 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 Id


 .

To conclude we show that e is a weak equivalence. Let r : F ⊗I −→ F be the
map defined by the matrix

r =
[
Id 0 0

]
.
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Then e and r exhibit F as a retract of F ⊗ I , implying that F ⊗ I ∼=
F ⊕ coker(e). The pushout of e and the zero map is exactly the mapping cone
of the identity, which is acyclic, thus e is the a quasi-isomorphism. By Lemma
2.1.15, we can conclude that PCtmod(A ) is a dg model category.

Proposition 4.2.9. There exists a right proper, combinatorial, stable, dg model
category structure on the category of presheaves of dg A -contramodules. Let
f : F −→ G be a morphism in PCtmod(A ). Then

(i) f is a weak equivalence if and only if f(U) : F (U) −→ G (U) is a quasi-
isomorphism for all open U ⊂ X,

(ii) f a fibration if and only if f(U) : F (U) −→ G (U) is surjective for all open
U ⊂ X and the kernel of f is a hypersheaf .

We will refer to this model structure as the local model structure.

The proof of Proposition 4.2.9 is similar to the proof of Proposition 4.2.8. We
use the notation PCtmodG(A ) for the global projective model to distinguish
this model structure from the local model structure which we will denote by
PCtmod(A ).

4.3 Quillen Equivalences

Let us now recall our assumptions and introduce some notation. We assume
that X is a connected, locally contractible topological space, and that k is a
field of characteristic zero. We denote the pseudo-compact dg algebra of nor-
malised singular cochains on X with coefficients in k by C∗(X), and we denote
the presheaf of normalised singular cochains on X by C ∗. Since X is locally
contractible, the map k −→ C ∗ is a quasi-isomorphism at the level of stalks.
Let p : X −→ ∗ denote the continuous map from X to the one-point space. Then
by Proposition 4.2.5, we obtain a dg adjunction:

p∗ : C∗(X) − Ctmod ⇄ PCtmod(C ∗) : p∗.

Moreover, by Lemma 4.2.3 we have a dg adjunction

−⊗k C
∗ : PMod(k) ⇄ PCtmod(C ∗) : J.

Proposition 4.3.1. The adjunction p∗ : C∗(X)−Ctmod ⇄ PCtmodG(C ∗) : p∗

is Quillen.

Proof. It is straightforward to see that p∗ preserves fibrations, so we only need
to show that p∗ preserves acyclic fibrations. First, note that the functor p∗

takes weak equivalences to quasi-isomorphisms, as p∗ is exact. Let f : F −→ G

be an acyclic fibration, then p∗(f) is a surjective quasi-isomorphism.
Let i : Q −→ R be a cofibration. The cokernel of i is degree-wise projective
and in particular, i is a degree-wise split injection. To conclude, we note that
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an analogous argument to the proof of [24, Proposition 2.3.9.] shows that p∗(f)

has the right lifting property with respect to all cofibrations i : Q −→ R.

Let C denote a set of compact generators for Dct(C∗(X)). Additionally, we
assume that the contramodules in C have been cofibrantly replaced where nec-
essary. In particular, a morphism of contramodules f : Q −→ R is a weak
equivalence if and if the induced map Hom(C,Q) −→ Hom(C,R) is a quasi-
isomorphism for all C ∈ C, by Proposition 4.1.13. By Proposition 4.3.1 and
Proposition 2.3.15 we immediately obtain the following results.

Proposition 4.3.2. Let K = {p∗(C) : C ∈ C}. Then the right Bousfield lo-
calisation of PCtmodG(C ∗) at K exists and RKPCtmod(C ∗) is a right proper,
combinatorial, stable, dg model category. Let f : F −→ G be a morphism of
presheaves. Then,

(i) f is a weak equivalence if and only if the induced map Hom(K , f) is a
quasi-isomorphism for all K ∈ K,

(ii) f is a fibration if and only if f(U) : F (U) −→ G (U) is surjective for each
open set U ⊂ X.

Proposition 4.3.3. Let K = {p∗(C) : C ∈ C}. Then the right Bousfield lo-
calisation of PCtmod(C ∗) at K exists and RKPCtmod(C ∗) is a right proper,
combinatorial, stable, dg model category. Let f : F −→ G be a morphism of
presheaves. Then,

(i) f is a weak equivalence if and only if the induced map RHom(K , f) is a
quasi-isomorphism for all K ∈ K,

(ii) f is a fibration if and only if f(U) : F (U) −→ G (U) is surjective for each
open set U ⊂ X and kernel of f is a hypersheaf.

Lemma 4.3.4. The model structures in Proposition 4.3.2 and in Proposition
4.3.3 are Quillen equivalent and the identity functor Id : RKPCtmodG(C ∗) −→

RKPCtmod(C ∗) is left Quillen.

Proof. This follows from an analogous argument to the proof of Proposition
3.1.8 .

Proposition 4.3.5. The adjunction

p∗ : C∗(X) − Ctmod ⇄ RKPCtmod(C ∗) : p∗

is a Quillen equivalence.
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Proof. By Lemma 4.3.4 it is sufficient to show that

p∗ : C∗(X) − Ctmod ⇄ RKPCtmodG(C ∗) : p∗

is a Quillen equivalence. Let f : F −→ G be a morphism of presheaves. Then
Hom(K , f) is a quasi-isomorphism for all K ∈ K if and only if Hom(C,p∗(f))

is a quasi-isomorphism. Hence, p∗ all preserves weak equivalences and reflects
weak equivalences. Since p∗ preserves fibrations, we can conclude that the
adjunction is Quillen.
The adjunction is a Quillen equivalence by [16, Lemma 3.3] if, for all cofibrant
contramodules Q, the unit of the adjunction Q −→ p∗(p

∗(Q)) is a weak equiv-
alence. Since p∗(p

∗(Q)) ∼= Q the result follows.

Proposition 4.3.6. Let L = {(J(K )fib)cof|K ∈ K}. Then the right Bousfield
localisation of PMod(k) at L exists and RLPMod(k) is a right proper, combina-
torial, stable, dg model category. Let f : F −→ G be a morphism of presheaves.
Then,

(i) f is a weak equivalence if and only if the induced map RHom(L , f) is a
quasi-isomorphism for all L ∈ L,

(ii) f is a fibration if and only if f(U) : F (U) −→ G (U) is surjective for each
open set U ⊂ X and kernel of f is a hypersheaf.

Proposition 4.3.7. The adjunction

−⊗k C
∗ : RLPMod(k) ⇄ RKPCtmod(C ∗) : J,

is a Quillen equivalence.

Proof. Since k −→ C ∗ is a local weak equivalence the adjunction between the
adjunction between the local model structures

−⊗k C
∗ : PMod(k) ⇄ PCtmod(C ∗) : J

is a Quillen equivalence. The rest of the proof is similar to the proof of Propo-
sition 3.1.5.

Combining Proposition 4.3.5 and Proposition 4.3.7 we obtain the following zig-
zag of Quillen equivalences.

Theorem 4.3.8. Let X be a connected and locally contractible topological space
and k a field of characteristic 0. Then the adjunctions

C∗(X) − Ctmod RKPCtMod(C ∗) RLPCtMod(k)
p∗

p∗ J

−⊗kC∗

form a zig-zag dg Quillen equivalences between the dg model categories C∗(X) −
Ctmod and RLPMod(k).
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In light of Theorem 4.3.8, it follows that the homotopy category of RLPMod(k)

is equivalent to several categories, which can be thought of as forming a higher
Riemann-Hilbert correspondence. Let Dlf(k

+) denote the derived category of
clc sheaves over the constant sheaf k+, as defined in Definition 3.1.12. The
derived category of clc sheaves are closely related to various notions of ”∞-local
systems”. Let Sing(X) denote the singular simplicial complex of X. In [22]
the dg category of ∞-local systems is defined as the dg category given by the
cotensor action of the simplicial set Sing(X) on the dg category k −Mod. Let
Loc∞(X) denote the dg category of ∞-local systems. This is a pretriangulated
dg category, and there exists an equivalence:

H0(Loc∞(X)) ≃ Dlf(k
+),

(see, [23, Theorem 12]). In this sense, we can view the dg category of ∞-local
systems as a dg enhancement of Dlf(k

+). The notion of an ∞-local systems was
first defined in [6] as a combinatorial refinement of the classical notion of a local
system. As noted in [21, Remark 3.7] this is equivalent to the definition used in
[22]. Alternatively, one can interpret an ∞-local system as an ∞-representation
of the ∞-groupoid Sing(X), in particular, a higher analogue of a representation
of the fundamental group.
More precisely, let Ndg : dgCatk −→ sSet denote the dg nerve functor [27, See
Section 1.3.1 ] and let Fun denote the internal hom functor for the category of
simplicial sets. Then, we can define ∞-local systems as a quasi-category by

Fun(Sing(X),Ndg(k−Mod)). (4.3.1)

It follows from [33, section 4] that the dg nerve of the dg catgeory of ∞-local
system as defined in [22] is equivalent as a quasi-category to (4.3.1).
Now, assume that X is path connected with base point x. Let C∗(Lx(X)) denote
the dg algebra of singular chains on the Moore loop space of X with base point
x. Then,

H0(Loc∞(X)) ≃ D(C∗(Lx(X))),

by [22, Theorem 26]. Let C∗(X) denote the dg coalgebra of normalised the
singular chains with values in k −Mod. Let Ω denote the cobar construction.
Then,

Dco(C∗(X)) ≃ D(Ω(C∗(X))

≃ D(C∗(Lx(X))),

where first equivalence follows from Koszul duality [29, Theorem 6.5 (a)] and, the
second follows form [9, Corollary 4.8]. The second equivalence is a generalisation
of the classical result by Adams, which states that for a simply connected space
Ω(C∗(X) and C∗(Lx(X)) are quasi-isomorphic (see, [1]).
By the co-contra correspondence [29, Threoem 5.2] the category of dg C∗(X)-
comodules is Quillen equivalent to the category of dg C∗(X)-contramodules.
Hence, by Theorem 4.3.8
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Dco(C∗(X)) ≃ Ho(RLPMod(k)).

We summarise this discussion in the following corollary.

Corollary 4.3.9. Let X be a path connected and locally contractible topological
space with a base point x. Then,

(i) Dlf(k),

(ii) Dct(C∗(X)),

(iii) Ho(RLPMod(k)),

(iv) H0(Loc∞(X)),

(v) D(C∗(Lx(X))),

are equivalent as categories.

[10]
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