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1. INTRODUCTION AND CONVENTIONS

1

HEEEEEREEHHEN oonananmmam

1.1. Introduction. In the paper [C], Chen defined a bar complex of an as-
sociative differential graded algebra which computes the real homotopy type
of a C"*°-manifold. There he proved that the Hopf algebra of the dual of the
nilpotent completion of the group ring R[m (X, p)]” of the fundamental group
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71 (X, p) is canonically isomorphic to the 0-th cohomology of the bar complex
of the differential graded algebra A®(X) of smooth differential forms on X.

There are several methods to construct mixed Tate motives over a field K.
First construction is due to Bloch and Kriz [BK1], base on the bar complex
of the differential graded algebra of Bloch cycle complex. They defined the
category mixed Tate motives as the category of comodules over the cohomol-
ogy of the bar complex. Another construction is due to Hanamura [H]. In the
book of Kriz-May [KM], they used a homotopical approach to define the cat-
egory of mixed Tate motives. Hanamura used some generalization of complex
to construct the derived category of mixed Tate motives. One can formulate
this construction of complex in the setting of DG category, which is called
DG complex in this paper. DG complexes is called twisted complexes in a
paper of Bondal-Kapranov [BK2]. In paper [Kel], similar notion of perfect
complexes are introduced. A notion of DG categories are also useful to study
cyclic homology. (See [Kel], [Ke2)]).

In this paper, we study two categories, one is the category of comodules over
the bar complex of a differential graded algebra A and the other is the category
of DG complexes of a DG category arising from the differential graded algebra.
Roughly speaking, we show that these two categories are homotopy equivalent
(Theorem[6.4]). We use this equivalence to construct a certain coalgebra which
classifies nilpotent variation of mixed Tate Hodge structres on an algebraic
varieties X (Theorem [[0.7)). This coalgebra is isomorphic to the coordinate
ring of the Tanakian category of mixed Tate Hodge structures when X =
Spec(C).

Bar construction is also used to construct the motives associated to rational
fundamental groups of algebraic varieties in [DG]. They used another type
of bar construction due to Beilinson. In this paper, we adopt this bar con-
struction, called simplicial bar construction, for differential graded algebras.
Simplicial bar complexes depend on the choices of two augmentations of the
differential graded algebras. If these two augmentations happen to be equal,
then the simplicial bar complex is quasi-isomorphic to the classical reduced
bar complex defined by Chen.

Let me explain in the case of the DGA of smooth differential forms A® of a
smooth manifold X. To a point p of X, we can associate an augmentation €, :
A®* — R. In Chen’s reduced bar complexes, the choice of the augmentation,
reflects the choice of the base point p of the rational fundamental group. On
the other hand, simplicial bar complex depends on two augmentations ¢; and
€2. The cohomology of the simplicial bar complex of A®* with respect to the
two augmentations arising from two points p; and p, of X is identified with
the nilpotent dual of the linear hull of paths connecting the points p; and ps.

By applying simplicial bar construction with two augmentations of cycle
DGA arising from two realizations, we obtain the dual of the space generated
by functorial isomorphism between two realization functors. A comparison
theorem gives a path connecting these two realization functors. Using this
formalism, we treat the category of variation of mixed Tate Hodge structures
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over smooth algebraic varieties. In this paper, we show that the category
of comodules over the bar complex of the differential graded algebra of the
Deligne complex of an algebraic variety X is equivalent to the category of
nilpotent variations of mixed Tate Hodge structures on X.

1.2. Conventions. Let k be a field. Let C be a k-linear abelian category
with a tensor structure. The category of complexes in C is denoted as KC.
For objects A = (A®,04) and B = (B*®,dp) in KC, we define tensor product
A ® B as an object in KC by the rule (A ® B)? = @;;;j—,A" ® B/. The
differential dsgp on A* ® B7 is defined by dagp = 64 @ 1 + (—1)'14 ® 6p.
An element

Hom?. (A, B) = [ [ Homc (A", B'*P)

is called a homogeneous homomorphism of degree p from A to B in KC.
Let A,A',B,B" € KC and ¢ = (¢;); € Homb.(A,B) and ¢ = (¢;); €
Homj..(A', B’), we define p ® ¢ € Hﬂ?’cq(fl ® A’, B® B') by setting (¢ ®
V)irj = (—1)%%p; @ 1b; on A'® AY — B @ BT (To remember this
formula, the rule (¢ ®1)(a®a’) = (—1)de(@ dee¥)y(q) @) (a’) is useful.) An
object M in C is regarded as an object in KC by setting M at degree zero part.
For a complex A € KC, we define the complex A[i] by A[i]? = A**/ where
the differential is defined through this isomorphism. The shift k[i] of the unit
object k is defined in this manner. The homogeneous morphism k[i] — k[j]
of degree i — j, whose degree —i part k[i]™* = k — k[j]7/ = k is defined
by the identity map, is denoted as t;;. The degree —i element “1” of k[i] is
denoted as e’. For an object B € KC, the tensor complex B ® k[i] is denoted
as Be'. For objects A,B € KC and ¢ € Homk..(A, B), a homomorphism
©Rtj; € Homyo(Ae', Bel) is a degree (p+i—j) homomorphism. As a special
case, for p € Hom% (A, B), the map ¢ ® t;_1,; € Homp(Ae?, Be'™1) is a
degree one element. It is denoted as ¢ ® t for simplicity. The differential of
M can be regarded as a degree one map from M to itself. Therefore d can be
regarded as an element in Hom .. (M, M).

An object in KKC can be considered as a double complex in C. Let

(--- A% & it -++) be an object in KKC. Since d is a homomorphism
of complex, we have

d@t e Hompo(A® e, AT eIl

is a degree one element in KC. Let § ® 1 be the differential of A*¢~% € KC.
The summation of §®1 for 7 is also denoted as d ®1. Then the degree one map
0 ® 1+ d®t becomes a differential on the total graded object. Here § ® 1 is
called the inner differential and d ®t1 is called the outer differential. Note that
for an “element” a € A%, we have (d®t)(a®e™7) = (—1)'d(a) ®e 7!, which
coincides with the standard sign convention of the associate simple complex
of a double complex.

The resulting complex is called the associate simple complex of A*® € KKC
and denoted as s(A) = s(A**®). For objects A = A**, B** € KKC, the
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tensor product A ® B is defined as an object in KKC. Then we have a
natural isomorphism in KC

(1.1) v:s(A)®s(B)~s(A® B)

defined by v(ae ™ @ be=7") = (=1)7" (a @ b)e =77 for ae™7 € Ale=1 be 7' €
B¥i"¢=3" . This isomorphism is compatible with the natural associativity iso-
morphism.

2. DG CATEGORY

2.1. Definition of DG category and examples. Let k be a field. A DG
category C over k consists of the following data

(1) A class of objects 0b(C).
(2) A complex Homp(A, B) = (Hom( (A, B),0) of k vector spaces for
every objects A and B in 0b(C).

We sometimes impose the following shift structure on C.
(3) Bijective correspondence T : C + C for objects in C. An object T%(A)
in C is denoted as Ae¥ for k € Z.

with the following axioms.
(1) For three objects A, B and C' in C, the composite

Hom{(B,C)® Homg (A, B) — Homp (A, C)

is defined as a homomorphism of complexes over k.
(2) The above composite homomorphism is associative. That is, the fol-
lowing diagram of complexes commutes.

Homy(C,D)® Homg(B,C) ® Homp(A,B) — Homp(C,D)® Homp(A,C)

i 1
Hom{ (B, D) ® Homp (A, B) — Hom{ (A, D)

(3) There is a degree zero closed element id4 in Hom"(A, A) for each A,
which is a left and right identity under the above composite homo-
morphism.

If we assume the shift structure 7', the following sign convention
should be satisfied.
(4) There is a natural isomorphism of complexes

Homd (A, B)[—i+ j] ~ Hom@(Ae', Be?) : p s p @t

satisfying the rule (¢ ®t;;) 0 (¥ @ tig) = (—1)F7)48W) (0 1h) @ L.
(It is compatible with the formal commutation rule for ¢ and ¢;;.)

Definition 2.1. (1) Let C be a DG category and a,b objects in C. A
closed morphism ¢ : a — b of degree 0 (i.e. dp = 0) is called an
isomorphism if there is a closed morphism 1 of degree zero such that

Yow=14,p0% =15.
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(2) Let C1,Cq be DG categories. A DG functor F is a collection {F(a)}q
of objects in Cy indexed by objects in C1 and a collection {Fy 1} of ho-
momorphisms of compleves Foyp : Hom¢ (a,b) — Homg, (F(a), F(b))
indexed by a,b € Cy, which preserves the composites, identities and
degree shift operator A — A[l]. We define sub DG categories and full
sub DG categories similarly as in usual categories. We also define
essentially surjective functors as in the usual category. A functor is
equivalent if and only if it is essentially surjective and fully faithful.

(3) A DG functor F : C; — Cy is said to be homotopy equivalent if and
only if it is essentially surjective, and the induced map

H'(F,p) - H'(Homg, (a,b)) — H'(Homg, (F(a), F(b)))
s an isomorphism for all 1 € Z and a,b € C;.

Example 2.2. Let Veck be a category of k-vector spaces. The category of
complexes of k-vector spaces is denoted as KVecyx. Then KVeck becomes a
DG category by setting

Hombey, (A, B) = | [ Hom(A', B™*?)

for complexes A = A® and B = B*®. The differential O of an element
¢ = (pi)i € Homfey,.. (A, B) is defined by the formula

(2.1) (8((,0))1 = dB o Y; — (—1)pg0¢_|_1 (@) dA.

Therefore ¢ € M?{Veck(A,B> 1s a homomorphism of complexes if and
only if (¢) = 0. Two homomorphisms of complexes ¢ and v are homo-
topic to each other by the homotopy 0 if and only if ¢ — ¢ = 9(0) with
0 € Homyy ., (A, B).

Definition 2.3 (DG category associated with a DGA). Let A = A® be a
unitary associative differential graded algebra (denoted as DGA for short)
over a filed k with the multiplication u : A* @ A®* — A®. We define a DG
category C4 associated to A as follows.

(1) An object of C4 is a complex V = V* of vector spaces over k.

(2) For two objects V. =V* and W = W*, the set of morphisms Homg (V, W)

is defined as
Home, (V,W) = Hompey e, (V*, A @ W*).

Then Homg , (V, W) becomes a complex by the formula (21) and the
structure of tensor complex A®* @ W* defined in (1.3).

(3) For three objects U = U®,V = V*® and W = W?*, we define the
composite

p:Home , (V*,W?*) @ Home, (U®,V*) — Homge , (U, W?*)
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by the composite of the following homomorphisms of complexes:

Hompgyee, (VS,A* @ W®) @ Homyy., (U, A* @ V*)

!
Hompey e, (A® @V, A ® A* @ W*) @ Hom ey, (U, A® @ V®)

i
Hompy,,, (U, A* ® A* @ W*)
lpel
—HomKVeck(U.vA. ® W.>

Remark 2.4. Let C be a DG category and M be an object of C. Then
Endi (M) = Homp (M, M) becomes an (associative) differential graded al-
gebra.  We have Endp, (k) ~ (A®)°P as DGA’s. Note that (A®)? is a
copy of A® as a complex and the multiplication rule is given by a® - b° =
(—1)dee(a)dee(®) (p . q)°

2.2. DG complexes. We introduce the notion of complexes in the setting
of DG category, which is called DG complexes.

Definition 2.5. (1) Let C be a DC category. A pair ({M*}iez, {dij}i>;)
consisting of (1) a series of objects {M*};cz in C indexed by Z, and
(2) a series of morphisms

dij S HOmé_H—l(Mj, Mz)

indexed by i > 7 in Z is called a DG complex in C if it satisfies the
following equality.

(2.2) O(dig) + > (1), 0 d,y; = 0.
1>p>7

The uncomfortable sign in this condition will be simplified by using
df;- =d;; ®@t_;_; € Homp(Me™, Mie™"). Then the condition will
be

# # o d? —
(2.3) o)+ Y diodl =0.

1>p>j

(2) Let M = (M®,dp) and N = (N°®,dn) be DG complexes in C. We set

7 I T 1+q—r q r
Homec (M, N) = lim I Home (a2, N7).

o g—a<lr

(3) Let i € Z. For an element ¢ € Hom':o(M,N), we define a map
D(p) € Hom' '3 (M, N) as follows. For an element

p=(prg) € [] Homg " "(M,N"),

q—asr
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we set O, = Prq @t_p_q € Homb(M9e= N"e™") and define

D(p)f, =0t + . df, ol

qg—a<r/<r

i # #
- (=1 Z (’Or,q’odq’,q

q<q'<r+a
€ HomT (M9e 9, N"e™")

This map defines a homomorphism D : Hom®o(M, N) — Homi}"c1 (M,N),

and the space Hom3.o(M, N) becomes a complex of k-vector spaces.
(4) Let (L,dr),(M,dpr) and (N,dy) be DG complexes. We define the
composite

Homige(M, N) ® Homjee(L, M) —  Homl(L, N)
YR — Yoy
by the relation

O(P :Dq Z¢pr0¢rqEHom (Lqe 1 NPe~ p)

We can check that the the above composite is a well defined homo-
morphism of complexes and associative.
(5) Let M = ({M'},{di;}) be a DG complex. If M" = 0 except for a

finite number of i’s, it is called a bounded DG complex.
It is easy to check the following proposition.

Proposition 2.6. Via the above differentials and the composites, the DG
complexes in the DG category C becomes a DG category.

Definition 2.7 (DG cagegory of DG complexes). The DG category of DG
complexes defined as above is denoted as KC. The full sub DG category of
bounded DG complexes in KC is denoted as K°C.

3. TOPOLOGICAL MOTIVATION FOR SIMPLICIAL BAR COMPLEX

3.1. The space of marked path. Before introducing simplicial bar com-
plexes, we give a topological motivation for Simplicial bar complexes. Let
X be a connected C*° manifold with finite dimensional homology. For a se-
quence of integers a = (g < -+ < ;) € Z"M, we define an a-marking of R
by
t—,ao < tao,al < tal,ag <. < tocn_1,oén < tOén,—F €R.

For two indices v = (g < -+ < ap) and B = (fo < -+ < B), We write
a < pifa C . Let a, 8 be two indices such that o < 5. For an a-marking t,
we define a f-marking u = i, g(t) by setting ug,s,,, = ta;a,,, Where a; < j3;
and fj4+1 < 1. For example, if o = (0,2), 5= (0,1,2,3), then we have

6\40:0 < 061:2

| |
Go=0 < [r1=1 < [Ba=2 < pB3=3
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and we have u_ o =t_ o, up,1 = U1,2 = to,2, U2,3 = uz + = to 4. The interval
[ta; 1,050 tas,aip.] (it might be a one point) is denoted as I,, (t). The intervals
(—00,t_ o) and [t4, +,00) are denoted as I_(t) and I (t), respectively.

I_(t) Io(t) Ir(t) I (t)
u_og=t_p Uol,l =u1,2 = to2 U2|,3 =uz, 4 = lo ¢

I_(u) Iy(u) T I5(u) T I(u)
11 (u) I3(u)

Figure 1.

We define the set of a-marked path P, (X) by

P,(X)={(v,t) |t is an a-marking of R,
v : R — X is a path such that
v(I_(t)),v(I4(t)) are constants.}.

For a marked path (v,t) € Pa,.... a,, 7Y(I-(t)) and v(I1(t)) are called the
beginning point and the ending point, respectively. By evaluating the map at
ta;,a;.1> We have an evaluation map evq,... o

n

PQO,"' ey (X) - Xn+2 : (77 t) = (7(t_aa0)77<ta07a1)7 . '77(tan717an)7fy(tana+))

The product X" 2 of (n + 2)-copy of X appeared in evq,.... o, is denoted as

n

Qp—1

@o aq Ay
Xagyvan =X X X X - x X x X,

The coordinates of X, .., are denoted as

n
(7-—,0407 Tao,ala ey Tan_l,ana Tan,—|—>-

We define p, : Xo = X X X by 7 = (7_ a4 Ta,,+). We introduce a boundary
maps Pn(X) — Ps(X) for indices o < § using the map i, g defined as above.
The map f : Xo — Xp is defined by (f(7))s,8,.1 = Tasai, by choosing
a; < Bj and 841 < a;41. Note that f is a composite of diagonal maps and
it is compatible with the maps p.,pg. We have the following commutative
diagram for evaluation maps:

EVq Pa(X) - XO‘
evg . PB(X) — XB

3.2. Chain complex associated to the system of marked paths. The
system {P,}, and {X,}, induces the following homomorphisms of double
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complexes of singular chains by taking suitable summation with suitable sign.

C'(P°> : g[CO(POto(X)) — H C'(Paoal (X>) — H C'(POtoOélOé2 (X)>

ag<ai ap<a; <oz
l l 1
C'(X'> : HC'(XOm) — H C'(XOtoOtl) — H C'(Xaoalaz>
a5} apg<ag apg<ay<a2

Moreover, R-valued C'"™° forms on X, give rise to the following double com-
plex:

A*(X.) : PA*(Xoy) « @& A (Xag,a) & A*(Xagar,as) = ---

@Q ap<ag ap<ay <oz

The following proposition is a consequence of Proposition (4.1l

Proposition 3.1. (1) The associate simple complezes Co(Ps) and Co(Xa)
of Co(Ps) and Cq4(X,s) are acyclic.
(2) The associate simple complex A®(Xe) of A®(X,) is acyclic.

Remark 3.2. Let p,q be points of X, and €p,¢, : A*(X) — R be aug-
mentations obtained by evaluation maps at p and q, respectively. Then the
cohomology of

R ®A',ep A.(Xo> ®A',eq R

is canonically isomorphic to the dual of the nilpotent completion of R[m1(X, p, q)],
where m (X, p,q) is the set of homotopy classes of paths connecting p and q.

4. SIMPLICIAL BAR COMPLEX

4.1. Definition of simplicial bar complex. Under the notation of the
last section, A®(Xaq,.....a,) IS quasi-isomorphic to A'®(”+2)(X) = A*(X) ®r
- @R A®*(X) and the restriction map A®*(Xg) — A®*(X,) is compatible with a
composite of multiplication maps of A. In this section, we define the simplicial
bar complex of a differential graded algebra A by imitating the definition of
A*(X,).

Let k be a field and A = A® be a DGA (associative but might not be
graded commutative) over k. We define the free simplicial bar complex B(A)
of A as follows. For a sequence of integers a = (ap < -+ < ), we define
B, (A) as a copy of A®("*2) which is written as

B,(A)=ABAD - ® AS A
whose element will be written as xogx1%~ . ~a7<§1xnc(§xn+1. The length of the
index « is defined by n and denoted as | a |. For an index 8 = (Bo, ..., Bn-1),
we denoted f < «a if § C a. We define a homomorphism dg o : Ba(A4) —
Bg(A) for f = (ag,...,&;,...,ap) by

-1 Q4 41 Qi —1 i1 e 7%

[e7s) - [670]
dﬁ’a(x()@... ® T;QTi11 D "‘®17n+1) = (_1)”—2350@... ® TiTip1 @ - Ty,
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where “” denotes the multiplication for the DGA A®. We define a homomor-
phism of complexes dg : D|q|=nBa(A) = @|g=n—1Bs(A) by

(4.1) dg = > g a
|O‘|:n7|/8|:n_175<0‘
Then d? = 0 and we have the following double complex B(A):

The free simplicial bar complex is defined as the associate simple complex of
the above double complex and is denoted as B(A). The inner differential of
B, (A) is denoted as 6.

Proposition 4.1. The complex B(A) is an acyclic complez.

Proof. Let B> n(A) be the sub double complex of B(A) defined by
- EBN<Oéo<Oé1<042]304070417042 (A) - 6BN<040<O¢1P’Oéo,Oq (A) — ON<aoBag (A) —0

Then we have the natural inclusion 7 : Boy(A) — Bany_1(A). We define a
map 0 : B>y (A4) = Boy-1(4)[-1]

0 : @N<a0<---<aiBa0,---,ozi(A) — @N—1<B<0¢0<"'<0¢iBB,QO,"',Oéi(A)
by
[o73) (%} Qp—1 [ 7% N «ap (%} Qp—1 [ 7%
Il ® - ® 2, 1)=101 R Q- @ =z, ® 1.
Then we have  od + d o § = i(x). Therefore the double complex (for the dif-

ferential d) B(A) = limBs 5 (A) is an acyclic complex. Therefore its associate
%
N

simple complex is also acyclic. O

Remark 4.2. Let X be a C* manifold. Let A = A®*(X) be the DGA of
C* forms. Since X, is isomorphic to the product of copies of X, the nat-
ural homomorphism By (A) — A®*(X.) of complexes are quasi-isomorphism
by Kineth formula. The homomorphisms Bo(A) — Bg(A) and A*(X,) —
A*(Xpg) are compatible with the above quasi-isomorphisms. As a consequence,
the natural homomorphism B(A) — A®*(X,) is a quasi-isomorphism. Propo-
sition [3.1] follows from Proposition [4.1]

We define left A right A action (A-A action for short) on the complex
B.(4) by

ABy(A)® A — B,
y®($0(§$1"'$n%$n+1) ®z — (yxo)§x1-~-xn% (Tpg12).

Since the differentials of B(A) are A-A homomorphisms, B(A) is an A-A
module.
We introduce a bar filtration F on B(A) as follows:

FyB(A): - = 0= ®)g=iBa(4) > -+ = Daj=0Bal(4) = 0
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Then we have the following spectral sequence
El_i’p = @|o|=iBa(H*(A))F = E P = H™""P(B(A)).
This spectral sequence is called the bar spectral sequence.

4.2. Augmentations and coproduct. Let €1, €3 be two augmentations of
A = A°®, i.e. DGA homomorphisms ¢; : A — k, where k is the trivial DGA.
We define B(e; | A | €2) by the associate simple complex of the double complex

B(e1 | Al e2) =k R4, B(A) ®a., k.
Therefore the degree —n part B(ey | A | €2),, of B(er | A | €2) is isomorphic
to @|q|=nBa(€1 | A | €2) where
Bu(ei |Ale) =k®@AD - ® ABk
and the differential (outer differential) is given by

[e75) (o5} Oy — a2 Ay —

1 (e 7% [0 1 [672%%
Al @ ® 2 B 1) =1(31) @22 & -+ ® Tn & 1

n—1
Y Qg1 Qg1 Qp
+ Z(—l)”‘l QT @ TiTiy1 ® - Tp ®1
=1
Qnp—1 Qnp—1

(e7s) a7
+ ()" Q2@ @ Tno1 @ ().
As in the last subsection, we have the following bar spectral sequence
BT = ©)a=Baler | H*(4) | ) = BXTP = B (Bler | A e2)).

We introduce a coproduct structure on B(A). Let €1, €2, €3 be augmenta-

tions on A. Let o = (ap < -+ < ) be a sequence of integers. We define
A,
(4.2) A, 1 B(A) = (B(4) ®, k) ® (k®c, B(A))

by
ag Qg Qn—1 an n ag Q-1 oy a; Q41 an
Ay (20@218 - ® Zp@ni1) = Y (208 @ 20118211 © D pi1)
i=0
for an element in B, (A). This is a morphism in the category K KVect,. We
introduce an A — A module structure on the right hand side of (4.2)) by
oo ai—1 o (e 7 Ai41 (a7
y1-(o®- @ 1, 01)@1Qwiy1 ® -+ @ Tpt1) - Yo
(o7 QG —1 o o Aj41 Oy,
=((1zo) @ -+ @ 1@ OAQ iy @ -+ @ (Tnt1y2))
for y1,y2 € A. We can prove the following by direct computation.

Proposition 4.3. (1) The homomorphism A., is a homomorphism of
complex of KVecty and compatible with the A-A action. Therefore
we have the following homomorphism in KKV ecty:

A :B(e1 | Ales) > Bler | Al ea) @B(ea | A €3).

€1,€2,€3
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Using the isomorphism (1.1), we have the following morphism in
KVecty:

A :B(e1 | Ales) - Bler | Al e2) @ B(ea | A €3).

€1,€2,€3

(2) Let e be an augmentation of A. For a = (ay), let €ny : Boy = kok —
k be the natural map. Then u = Zao €a, defines a homomorphism of
differential graded coalgebras u: B(e | A|¢€) — k.

(3) The following composite maps are identity:

(4.3) Bler | A e2) Senges Bler |Ale) @Bl | A e2)
"L Be | Al e)
Bler| Ales) "3 Bley | Al e2) @ Bles | A €2)
L' Ber | Al &)
where A¢, ¢, e, 15 defined in ().

Definition 4.4. (1) The map A, ¢, e, defined in (1) of Proposition [{.3
is called the coproduct of B(A). It is easy to see that the coproduct
is coassociative. Thus B(A) forms a DG coalgebroid over the set
Spaug(A) of augmentations of A.

(2) The map u : B(e | A | €) — k defined in (2) of Proposition [{.3 is
1s called the counit. In general, for an associative differential graded
coalgebra B, the map u satisfying the properties as (4.3) is called a
counit.

5. COMPARISON TO CHEN’S THEORY

In this section, we compare the simplicial bar complex defined as above
and the reduced bar complex defined by Chen. Let A = A® be a differential
graded algebra over a field k and € : A — k be an augmentation. Let I =
Ker(e : A — k) be the augmentation ideal. We define the double complex
B,ci(A,e€) as

Byea(A,€) : - — [83]) et po2 dBaed p Oy

where the outer differential dg yeq : [€" — I®0—=1) ig defined by
1—1

(5.1) dprea: w1 |- | @] = > (=1)Per |- | 2pwpra | - | @i).
p=1

Here an element 71 ® -+ - ® x; in I®® is denoted as [zq | --- | 7;]. The total
complex B..q(A,¢€) is called the Chen’s reduced bar complex.
We define a degree preserving linear map B(e | A | €) = Byed(A,€) by

(5.2) 1821 ® - ® @pog & 1 [w(@y) || m(2n_1)]

where m(z) = — €(z) € I for an element z € A.
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Lemma 5.1. It is a homomorphism of complezes of KV ecty.
We have the following theorem.

Theorem 5.2. The homomorphism of associate simple complezes B(e | A |
€) = Byea(A, €) obtained form the map (2.2) is a quasi-isomorphism.

Proof. First, we define the bar filtration F, b_iBred(A, €) on the double complex
B,ci(A,€) by

F ' Brea(Aye)i-o- =01 ... 5 T >k — 0.

Then the bar filtration on B(e | A | €) and that on B,..4(A, €) are compatible
and we have the following homomorphisms of spectral sequences:

By = ®oj=iBale| HY(A) | P = BT =H "P(B(c| Al )
1
"By P = (H* (1)) = 'BJTP = H "P(Brea(4,€))

We prove that the vertical arrow coincides from FEs-terms. Fq-terms are the
following complexes of graded vector spaces:

_) @ BO{O,O{l,O{Q _> @ Ba07a1 _> GaaOBOCO _) 0
ap<al <oz ag<a
1 1 1
— H*(I)®? - H*(D)®' - k — 0

Here we used the abbreviation

Bogo o, =k ® H*(A) @ ® H*(A) ® k.

)

We show that the vertical homomorphism of complexes are quasi-isomorphism.
We have

Qn

Bog ., =k ® (H' (D) ®k) @ @ (H(I) & k) & k
= Br_g Beec(nk) H* (),

where C(n, k) is the subset of {1,...,n} of cardinality k. Since the images
of H*(I) ® H*(A) and H*(A) ® H*(I) under the multiplication is contained
in H*(I), the following filtration G on (E; “*,d;); and ("E; “*,dy); defines a
subcomplexes:

G'ET™ = 8L eccmp H (1),

G-l Emie — {H°(I)®i (1<)
' 0 (i >1)

Thus the associate graded complexes of E;"® —' E;"* are

— ® H'DH® — @ H*D® —= 0 —

|04|:l+17) \G\Tl,)
(53) ceC(l+1,1 ceC(l,l
\J \J \J
— 0 — H*(I)®! - 0 —
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We consider an algebra k @ kz such that 2 = 0. We define the complex K m,l
by

(5.4) cee— ® kty— ® kitohe— @ ktg.—0
la|=l+2, la|=1+1, |a|=L,
aCll,m] aC[l,m] aCll,m]
ceC(142,1) ceC(l4+1,1) ceC(l,0)
where

a1 O —1 g

ag
lace=10uU @+ @ up ®1,

. xr ifi€c,
with u; = o
1 ifide

The differential is similar to that of simplicial bar complex. Then there is a
natural inclusion K, ; — Ky, 1, and a map €, : K,,; — k.

Proposition 5.3. (1) The map € : K;; — k is an isomorphism.
(2) The natural inclusion K, — Kpy1g 95 a quasi-isomorphism for
m > [.

(3) The complex Ky, — k is an acyclic complex for I < m.

Proof. We prove the proposition by the induction on [. The statement (1)
is direct from the definitions. The statement (3) follows from the statement
(1) and (2). We prove the statement (2) for [ assuming the statement (3) for
[ — 1. The cokernel of the complex Coker(K,,; — K,+1,) is isomorphic to

© ki, . o kt,.
ceC(k,) . ceC(k—1,0)
C— " ® & - D & —
al|=k+1, 7 |a|=k "

@ kit ; D kit
aC(l,m+1], o,C aC[l,m+1], a,c
Qpp1=m+1 ceC(k,l—1) cp=m—+1 ceC(k—1,1-1)

where
(5] O —1 Qe m-+1

Lo=10u @ © ol & 1,

Q1 g m—+1

" a0 1
lae=10u ® - ® Wz & 1,

. xr ifi€c,
with u; = o
1 ifide

Thus it is isomorphic to the cone of a complex homomorphism K, ; = K, 1—1
by considering the both cases for u;, = 1,z. Since K,,; — k and K,,,;—1 — k
is quasi-isomorphism by the induction hypothesis for (m, 1) and (m,l—1), we
have the statement (2). O

Proof of Theorem Since the diagram (5.3 is obtained from (5.4]) by
tensoring H*(I)®! and taking the inductive limit on m, the homomorphism
of associate graded complex of E Loy E; “* is a quasi-isomorphism by
Proposition 5.3l This proves the theorem. O
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Remark 5.4. Since the spectral sequence associated to the filtration G is
isomorphic from Ey terms, the induced filtration on H'(B(e | A | €)) and that
on H (Byeq(A,¢€)) are equal.

6. SIMPLICIAL BAR COMPLEX AND DG CATEGORY KCy

6.1. Definition of comodules over DG coalgebras. In this section, we
prove that the DG category of comodules over the simplicial bar complex
B(e| A ¢€) is homotopy equivalent to the DG category KC4.

Let B be a coassociative differential graded coalgebra over k with a counit
u : B — k. The comultiplication B — B ® B is written as Ap.

Definition 6.1 (DG categroy of B comodules). (1) A k-complex M with
a homomorphism Ay; of complexes

is called a (left) B-comodule if the following properties hold.
(a) CoassociaTivity The following diagram commutes:

M Ay Bo M
Ayl 11®ANn
BoM “¥' BeoB® M.

(b) COUNITARITY The composite homomorphism M ¥ By S
M s the identity of M.
(2) Let M, N be B-comodules. We define the complex of homomorphisms
Hom%_....(M,N) by the associate simple complex of Hom$%, ., (M, N)
defined by

Homp .., (M) :Homyy.. (M,N) e Homyy ., (M,B®N)
I Homyye., (M,B® B®N) dy
where
Homyey ., (M, B*" ® N) I3 Homyy ., (M, B®+h) o N)
s defined by

(61)  dup=(-1)""'(1p@¢)0 Ay

3D e A @15 @ 1) o
=1
+ (15" ® An) o p.

(3) Let L, M, N be B-comodules. We define the composite morphism
W mB—com(Mv N) ® MB—com(L7 M) — mB—com(L7 N)
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by Zi,jZO fij, where the morphism
tij :Hompey oo (M, B¥* @ N)e ™ @ Hom ey e, (L, B¥ @ M)e™
— Homyy e, (L, BEOH) @ M)e™"71
is defined by pi;(f ©g) = (15 ® f)og.

Proposition 6.2. The category of B-comodules (B — com) forms a DG-
category by setting

(1) the complex of homomorphism by Hom%_ ... (e, ), and

(2) the composite homomorphism by u. The composite is denoted as “o”.

Proof. To show that the multiplication homomorphism g is a homomorphism
of complex, it is enough to consider the outer differentials. Let

f ® g € ME{V@Ck(M7 B®i ® N) ®—Hom;(Veck(L7B®j ® M)

and dg be the outer differential. Then we have

di(fog) =(~1)"" 15V @ flo(1z@g)o Ay

-1-2 )P 18P @ AR @ 18" P @ 1x) 0 (1% @ f) o

+ (1%” ®An)o (15 @ f)o
:4—m”ﬂ%ﬁw“%®ﬁo03®moAL

Z p+1 1®(]+1) ® f) (1%(])_1) ® AB ® 1%(]_])) ® 1N) o g
p=
(1

+ (-5 e flo (1Y @ Aw) o
( 1)z+1(1®(j+1) ® f) o (1%j ® AM) o

+Z )it (19D @ Ap @19V 9 1) 0 (1% ® f) o

+a%””®AMou%®fw
=(=1)"f odu(g) +du(f)og.
The associativity for the composite can be proved similarly. O

Let A be a DGA and € : A — k be an augmentation. Until the end
of this subsection, let B = B(e | A | €) be the simplicial bar complex and
Byeq = Bred(A, €) be the reduced bar complex for the augmentation e. Let

To: B—k Q% k be the projection.

Definition 6.3 ((B — com)™*®?). Let S C Z a subset of Z. A B-comodule
M is said to be supported on S if and only if the composite

M2 Bo M ™3k Ske M



Tomohide Terasoma 17

is zero if a ¢ S. A module M supported on a finite set S is called a bounded B
comodule. The class of objects in the DG category (B —com)"*%’ is defined by
bounded B comodules and the complex of morphisms from M to N is defined
by MBred—com(MTﬂb Nyeq). Here Myeq and Nyegq are the Byeq-comodules
induced by M and N.

The rest of this section is spent to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 6.4 (Main Theorem). DG categories K°C4 and (B —com)™*%? are
homotopy equivalent.

6.2. Correspondences on objects. We construct a one to one correspon-
dence ¢ from the class of objects of (K°C4) to that of objects of (B—com)m¢%?.
In this section, we simply denote B, and B for B, (¢ | A | ¢) and B(e | A | €),
respectively.

6.2.1. Definition of ¢ : 0b(K®Ca) — ob(B — com)"*%*. Let M = (M*,d;;) be
an object of K°C,4, where M® € C4. We set s(M) by the graded vector space
@®;M?e~". The morphism d;; € Hom/ "' (M7, A* © M?) defines an element

Veck

(6.2) Dj;=dij®@t_; EHom}(veck(Mje_j, A*® M'e™)
:Hom}(veck(Mje_j, (k 2 A*® k) ® Mie™)
:Hom}(VECk(Mje_j, B]z ® Mie_i).

We consider the following linear map

_1 Dy . _; 18Dy, ;i uel -
MFe™ X By Mie™ 57 By @ Mle™ 'S By @ Mie™,

where p is the multiplication map. The condition (2.2) is equivalent to the
relation

(6.3) > (p©1)(1©D;;)Dy;
Jik<jg<i
+(da ® 1+ 1® dpi)Dy; + Dyidpe =0

in Hom%veck(Mke_k, By @ Mie ).

We set s(M) = @;M’e~". Then the sum D = > j<i Dj, defines an element
in Hom{, (s(M), A*®s(M)). By composing e®1 € Homg (A*®s(M), s(M)).
we have
(6.4) D, = (e®1)D € Homjy ., (s(M), s(M)).
Lemma 6.5. We set dyy = ZZ dyri. Then 6y = das + D, defines a differen-
tial on s(M) = @;Me™".
Proof. By (6.3)), we have

(k1) (1@D)D+(da®1+1®dy)D +Ddy =0
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By the commutative diagram

s(M) B A*®s(M) = s(M)

l1eD D
A* @ A* @ s(M) “U A0 @ s(M)

lp®l le®1

A* ® s(M) < s(M),

we have (e ® 1)(u® 1)(1 ® D)D = D?, and by

A®s(M) MOHED 4o 50
e®1] le®1

s(M) 2 s(M),

we have (e®1)(da®1+1®dp) = dp(e®1). Therefore we have (dys + D.)? =
0 O

Definition 6.6. Let o = (ap < -+ < au,) be a sequence of integers. We
define Do = Da,,....a, € Homg, (M*0e™, By ® M e %) inductively by
the following composite homomorphism:

MQO —ao DO‘O AAAAA o | B ® Manfl — Q1
e &0y AXn—1 e
1®D

Qp—1
Ap—1-%n n ° o —a, o o
Bag...ans ® A) @M e ™ =By, .. 0, @ M,

By the isomorphism

Home, (M®°e™% B, ® M®e™ %) — Homgk (M*e= B,e™ @ MYe )
@ — (19" @t " ®1)p

the element corresponding to D, is denoted by D,. We set
A=) Dqy:s(M)— B®s(M).

Proposition 6.7. (1) The map A is a homomorphism of complezes.
(2) The above homomorphism A defines a B-comodule structure on s(M).

Proof. For the proof of (2), the coassociativity and counitarity is easy to
check, so we omit the proof. We prove the statement (1). We compute the
right hand side of the following equality:

dDOzo,...,Oén (.CC)
(6.5) =(dB ®t ® 1) Day,....a, ()
n—1
(6.6) +3° 0% ®@da @157V © 1y) Doy, (2)
1=0

(6.7) + (13" ® ds(ar)) Dao,....an ()



Tomohide Terasoma 19

Here dp is the outer differential defined in (4.I]). Then the term (6.5]) is equal
to

(dg @t ® 1a1)Dayg,... o0, (T) =

(6.8)
15"V @t 1u)(e®15" ™ @ 141) Dy, an ()
(6.9)
n—1
+ (1% @t ly) Y (-1)'(1%N @pe 1N @ 1y)Day. o, ()
1=1
(6.10)

+ (1)1 @1t @ 1) (1% © € @ 1as) Do, (7).
We define a map
E(ay,...0u 15040441, ...,ap) € mg:l(Maoe_o‘o, Bo,....a, @ M“e %)
by the composite

12°®d oy

i o —
BO{Q,...,Ozi ®M Ze ! — BO{Q,...,O{

(e

D.,,...,
M= 70y

i

Then by the relation ([6.3]), we have

Z 1 oue 1§(n_i) ® 1n1)Dag,...oci,Brctist s sam
a;<B<ait1
=—E(ag, .. 5050401, 0n) —E(ag, .. 5 01 Qigay oy Q)
+ (=) AS Y ©dy @ 1977 @ 1) Do, ararr..a
and therefore the term (6.9) is equal to

n

n—1

> > (05" @ te 1)

=1 ap<- <o <ajp1<aipo<-<an

(12(1_1) ® ,U/ ® 1%(’”‘_1._1) ® 1M)Da0,...,ai,ai+1,ai+2,...,o¢n -

(6.11) > Dag..anrdn
ap<:<Qp-—1
6.12) - > (1®"V @dy)Dag....an

ap<:<Qp-—1

n—1
613)  => > (15" eda@ 15"V @ 1) Dy,

=1 ap<---<an—1

Since

6) + @I0) + 6I2) =0, ([6F) + 610 = Ao,
(65) + @13 =0,
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we have Adys = dA. O

6.2.2. Definition of v : ob(B—com)"¢%? — ob(K"C4). Let N be a B-comodule.
By the homomorphism A : N — B ® N, we have degree preserving linear
maps

AN & @,k ® N,
AV N 5 Boyca k ® A D Ne,
A® N 5 @ppcarcak ® AS A® Ne2.

The ag-component, the (ag, a1)-component and the («g, a1, as)-component
of A(O), AWM and A® are denoted as Paos Dag,ar a0d Doy oy ,a,, Tespectively.

Lemma 6.8. (1) The linear maps pq, are complete projection orthogonal
to each other. Moreover these orthogonal projections defines a direct
sum decomposition of N.
(2) We have the following equalities

(1 ®pa1)DOto,041 - DOCO7O¢1 - Daoyalpam
(6-14> Doco,a1,oc2 - (1 ® Da1,az>Dao,a1-

Proof. Since the composite map N £> B®N egl N is the identity, we have
Yy Pag = idn. For x € N, we have

(Ap 2 )(AR@) =Y (A @ 1)((1 & 1) ® pa(z))

@o

=S (181D ® 1S 1)@ pa,y(2)

and
1o AMAY (@) =10 AP 1S 1) @ pa,(2))
= Y (181 (18 1) @ paypa ().

Thus by the coassociativity, p,, is a complete system of orthogonal projection.
We show the second statement. For x € N, we have

(A ®1)(Dag,a () =(1 € 1) ® Dag s () + Dag.ay () @ (1 © 1)
ckIKDEKBSADK) ®N
PEkBADK @ (kS k) @N

and

(18 A©)(Dag a, (1)) =Y (18 p3)(Dageq () @ (191)

[e% [e%

EkBADBN) @ (kok) = (kS ABK @ Kkok) @ N
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(10 AD) (1S 1) © pay(2)) = (18 1) ® Ds 4 (pay («))
B,y

Qo B
ckEk)®koADk) @ N.

By comparing the direct sum component, we have the lemma.
As for the equality (6.14)), we consider the

kSADK KD AGK) @ N
part of (Ap ® 1)A = (1 ® A)A. The component of (Ap ® 1)A(z) is equal

t0 Dag,a1,a: (). On the other hand, this component of (1 ® A)A is equal to
(1 ® Da17a2>Da07a1' |:|

Now we construct the correspondence 1. Let M* be the direct sum com-
ponent of the complex Ne' associated to the projector p;. We assume that N
is a bounded B comodule. We make an object ({M'},{d;;}) of K°C4 from
the sequence of complex M*. By (2) of the above lemma, D, o, is regarded
as a degree zero linear map M e~ — (A®@ M )e~ T Therefore Dy, q,
defines an element of dy, «, € MéA(MO‘Oe_O‘O, Mere=1),

Proposition 6.9. The pair (M°,da, o,) defined as above is a bounded DG
complex in Cy.

Proof. Tt is enough to show the relation (6.3)). It is obtained by considering

the (k(gz()) AS k) ® M “2-component of the equality A(dx) = d(A(x)) restricted
to M. O

6.3. The functor ¢ : (B — com)"*%®* — K°C, on Morphisms.

6.3.1. B-comodules and morphisms in KC,. In this section, we construct the
functor ¢ : (B — com)"*%® — K°C4 for morphisms in Theorem 6.4 In this
subsection, we set Breq = Bred(A, €).

Definition 6.10. (1) Let p be the projector Breq — Ie and p, g be the
homomorphism

pnp:BY@Ne™™ 5 I® - @I®Ne”

defined by png =p®--- @ p @ ps. , ,
(2) Let M, N be objects in (B — com)™%?, (M) = {M'}, y)(N) = {N}
the corresponding objects in K°Ca and f = >on ™ an element in

Hom'g, ., com(Mreds Nrea) = ©nHomey eeq, (M, By @ Ne™™)
For integers a < B,n > 0 we define a homomorphism

U(f)" € Homlgy e, (M®e™, A® NPe™P)
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by the composite

Qg —Q f(n) Xn
M*e~ » M =~ B

red

PrlI®..-@I® NPe P

Q& Ne™ ™

(produchel 4 Q@ NPe P,
(3) Let f an element in Hom%red_com(Mmd,NTed). We define an ele-
ment Y(f) of Homic , ($(M),1(N)) by
EONED LT

n>0

Proposition 6.11. (1) Let M, N be objects (B — com)™4*. Then the
map

w : M.Bred_com(Mrech Nred) — M;{CA (¢<M)7 ¢<N))

1s a homomorphism of complex and quasi-isomorphism.
(2) The above map is compatible with composite, that is, the following
diagram commutes:

MBred_com(Mred7Nred) ®MBred_com<Lred7Mred) — MBred_com<Lred7Nred)

PP N
Hom e, (b(M),(N)) @ Homyee, (¥(L), Y (M)) = Hompge, (¥(L),(N))

Proof. Let M, N be objects in (B — com)™4" and set (M) = {M;, On.i;}
and lﬂ(N) = {Nu 6M’7;j}. Then we have GM’ij = dM,ij + 5M,ij7 where

dM:ij:pjodOLi3Mi—>Mi>M—>Mj

. A .
Ontij = (P@p;) 0 Ansyoti: MP— M "5 Brog® M — T ® M.
Let dg be the outer differential (€.1) for Homp .., (M, N) and

n

dpen(f) =Y (157 @dprea 15" @ N) o f € Hom(M, BES, @ N),

red
1=1

where dp req is defined in (B.I]). To prove the compatibility of differential for
the map v, it is enough to show the following equality.

Y(du(f) + dpen(f))pg
= > (1@ Ina){(1a @ dnkg)(fpk — (=1)'(1a @ %(f)kg)Onr pk }-
p<k<q

We can check this equality by the definition of ¢). As for the compatibility of
composite, it is enough to check the equality:

(fogpg= Y, (1@ 1na)(La @ Y(f)rg)¥(9)pk-
p<k<q

This equality also follows from the definition of .
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To show that the homomorphism ¢ is a quasi-isomorphism, we introduce
a finite filtration Fil®* on N by Fil*N = @izaNie_i. Since the quotient
Fil*N/Fil®*"N has a trivial B-coaction, we may assume that the action
on N is trivial by considering the long exact sequence for the short exact
sequence

0 — Fil*"™'N — Fil*N — Fil*N/Fil*™'N — 0.
By similar argument, we may assume that M has also trivial B-coaction. Thus
the proposition is reduce to the case where M = M~ = N = Nfe= P = Q.
In this case, we can check by direct calculation. U

7. H(B(e| A | €))-coMODULE FOR CONNECTED DGA

A DGA A*® (resp. DG coalgebra B®) is said to be connected if H*(A®) =0
for i < 0 and H°(A®) =0 (resp. H(B®*) =0 for i < 0 and H°(B*) = 0). Let
A® be a connected DGA and € : A* — k be an augmentation of A®. Then by
the bar spectral sequence, the DG coalgebra B(e | A | €) is connected.

Lemma 7.1. Let A be a connected DGA. Then there exists a subalgebra A
of A such that the natural inclusion A — A is a quasi-isomorphism and

(p) A™"=0 fori<0, (positive condition) and
(r) 2’ =k (rigid condition).

Proof. Let B and Z! be the image and the kernel of d in A!. Then we have
Bt ¢ Z' c A'. We choose a splitting Z' = B! & L. We set A= k,zl =L
and A" = A’ for i > 1. Then 4 is a sub DGA of A which is quasi-isomorphic
to A and satisfies the conditions of the lemma. O

Definition 7.2. (1) We define K°Ca (resp. K<°C4,K=°C4) as the full
subcategory of K°Ca of objects M = (M d; ;) where M* is of the
form M™% (resp. @®ipj<oM?e 7, Dipj>oM?'e™) for k-vector
spaces M4,

(2) We define an additive category HYK°C4 as follows. The class of
objects of H'K°C4 is the same as in K°C4. For a,b € K°Cy, we
define the morphism

Homyogoc , (a,b) = H*(Hom e, (a,b)).

Definition 7.3. Let A® be a differential graded algebra.

(1) A pair (M, V) of free A%-module M and a k-linear map V : M —
M@ 40 At is called an A connection if V(am) = aV(m)+da-m. An
A connection is said to be integrable if V oV = 0.

(2) An A® connection (M,V) is said to be trivial if it is generated by
horizontal sections.

(3) An A® connection (M, V) is called nilpotent if there exists a finite
filtration by connections FP M such that Gri.(M) is a trivial connec-
tion. The category of integrable nilpotent connections is denoted as
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(INCg4). Morphism is a A° homomorphism compatible with connec-
tions.

(4) A homomorphism F € Hominc, (M, N) is homotopy equivalent if
there is a map h: M — N @40 A~! of AY-homomorphism such that
F=Voh+hoV. (See the following diagram.)

M M AT @ N

VM$ ivN
A @ 40 M hy A’ @40 N

By localizing the homomorphisms by homotopy equivalent, we have
a category (HINCy) of homotopy integrable nilpotent connections.
By the definition, if the condition (p) is satisfied, then (INC4) and
(HINCY,) are equivalent.

Proposition 7.4. Let A® be a connected DGA with an augmentation €. The
category (HINC 4) of homotopy equivalence class of integrable nilpotent A*®
connections and H°K°C4 are equivalent.

Proof. We define a functor F : K°C4 — (INC4) by taking (&;M ~%'® A%, V)
for an object (M*,d; ;) € K°C4 with M* = @;M~"'e’. Here V is defined by
(Z” d; ;) ®1+1®d. By restricting the above functor, we have a functor
Z9K%C4 — (INCa). By the definition of (INC},), the following natural
homomorphisms are isomorphisms:

Z°Hompoc, (M,N) — Hominc, (F(M), F(N))
HHompgoe,(M,N) — Homprnc, (F(M), F(N))

Thus the functor F : Z°K°C4 — (INCy4) and F : H°K°C4 — (HINC ) are
fully faithful functors. We show the essentially surjectivity. Let V : M — Al'®
M be a nilpotent integrable A-connection. Let F'*M be a nilpotent filtration
of M for the connection V. We choose a splitting M ~ ®Grt (M), where
Gri.(M) = FY(M)/F"™(M). Let M~%" = Griy(M) and V;; : M™% —
Al ® M~3J be the corresponding component of V. We set M*® = M e
and d;; = V,;; € Homg, (Mie™", MJe=7). Then ({M'},d;;) is an object of
KOCy4. 0

We define the following homomorphism (1) by taking the fiber of F'(M) at
the augmentation e:

Z°Homioe, (M, N) % Homy (F(M) ®. k, F(N) . k)

= Homy (M "' N ~77).
Lemma 7.5. The image of (1) is identified with H'Homgoc, (M, N).

Proof. Since the image of BCHomgoc (M, N) under the functor (1) is zero,
the functor (1) factors through

H°Homoe(M, N) 3 Hom(@; M~ @;N=99).
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We show the injectivity of (2) by the induction of the nilpotent length of the
corresponding connections.

Let M and N be k-vector spaces. Since A is connected, the natural homo-
morphism

HOHomKoCA(M7 N) — HomKocA(GBiM_i’i,@jN_j’j)

is an isomorphism. Let N=? and N< be the stupid filtration of N as DG
complex in C4 and the quotient of N by N=¢. Since A is connected, we have
the following left exact sequences

0 — H°Hompgoe, (M, N=") — H Homgoc, (M, N)
— HHompgoe, (M, N=%),
0 — HHompgoe,(MS', N) — HHomgoc, (M, N)

— HHompoe, (M=%, N).

By induction on the nilpotent length of N and M, we have the lemma by
5-lemma. O

Theorem 7.6. Let A be a connected DGA. The category H°K°C, is equiv-
alent to the category of nilpotent H°(B(e | A | €))-comodules.

Proof. By Lemma [ZT], we choose a quasi-isomorphic sub DGA A" of A® such
that A’~" =0 for i < 0 and A’° ~ k. In this case, the condition (p) is satisfied
and the categories (INCy/) and (HINC /) are equivalent. Thus we have the
following commutative diagram of categories:

o

(INCy/) Lt (INCy4)
! 4
(HINC.4) o (HINC,)
Farl 1 Fa

(H°(Ba/) — comod) o (H°(Ba) — comod).
We know that o' is fully faithful and o is equivalent. Thus it is enough to
show that Fy is fully faithful and Fs/ is equivalent.

We show the fully faithfulness of F4. Let A, M be B-comodule cor-
responding to the nilpotent integrable A connections M and N. We set
H® = H°(B(e | A | ¢)). By the induction of the nilpotent length, we can
show that the natural map

Hi@B—com(-/\/l?N) — HimHo—com(H()(M)?Ho(N))

is an isomorphism for ¢ = 0 and injective for ¢ = 1 using 5-lemma. Therefore
the functor F4 is a fully faithful functor.

We introduce a universal integrable nilpotent connection on H°(B(e | A’ |
€)) to show the essential surjectivity of (HINCa/) — (H°(Bas) —comod). We
use the isomorphism H%(B,eq(A’,€)) ~ HY(B(e | A’ | €)) between simplicial
bar complex and Chen’s reduced bar complex. By the conditions (p) and (r),
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H%(Byeq(A' €)) is identified with a subspace of By.eq(A’,€)?. The coproduct
on Byeq(A’,€) induces a connection

HO(B,eq(A €)) = (A)' @ HY(Byeq(A',€))

on H° = HY(B,.q(A’,¢€)). For an H%comodule (M, Ays), We define M as
the kernel of the following map:

HO o 0 S0 BTl @2 o o o gy
Then M has a structure of A’-connection and F4,(M) = M. This proves the
essentially surjectivity. O

Since the category of nilpotent H"-comodules is stable under taking kernels
and cokernels, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 7.7. (1) If A® is a connected DGA, then A= H°K°C4 is an
abelian category.
(2) Let A and A’ be connected DGA’s and ¢ : A — A’ a quasi-isomorphism
of DGA. Then the associated categories (HINCy) — (HINCy4/) are
equivalent.

8. PATCHING OF DG CATEGORY

In this section, we consider patching of DG categories and their bar com-
plexes. A typical example for patching appears as van Kampen’s theorem.
Let X be a manifold, which is covered by two open sets X; and Xs. Sup-
pose that X125 = X3 N X5 is connected. Then the fundamental group m (X)

is isomorphic to the amalgam product m(X1) (>x< : m1(X32). We can inter-
m1(X12
pret this isomorphism as an equivalence of two categories. The first category

Loc(X) is a category of local systems on X and the second is a category
Loc(X1) X poc(x,,) Loc(Xz) of triples (L1, L2, ), where L1, Ly are local sys-
tems on X; and X5 and ¢ is an isomorphism of local systems ¢ : £y |x,,—
Lo |X12'

We must be careful in the nilpotent version. Let Loc™(X) be the category
of nilpotent local systems. Then the natural functor

Loc(X)™ — Loc(X,)™ X Loc(X12)mit Loc(X )™

is not an equivalent in general. For example, if X5 is contractible, then there
might be no filtration on £; |x,,= L2 |x,, which induces a nilpotent filtration
Fy on the local system £; on X; and that on the local system L5 on Xo.

Definition 8.1. (1) Let A be an abelian category. A is said to be nilpo-
tent
(a) if there is an object 1, and
(b) for any object M in A, there is a filtration F'* on M such that
the associated graded quotient Gri.(M) is a direct sum of 14.
This filtration s called a nilpotent filtration of M.
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(2) Let Ay and Az be nilpotent abelian categories and ¢ : Ay — Ay be an
exact additive functor. The functor ¢ is said to be nilpotent if for any
nilpotent filtration F* on an object M, o(F*) is a nilpotent filtration
on o(M).

(3) Let As, As, A12 be a nilpotent abelian category and Fy : Ay — Ajo and
Fy 0 Ay — Aqs be nilpotent functors. We define nilpotent fiber product
(A1 Xa,, A2)™ as the full sub category of (A1 X 4,, A2) consisting
of objects (L1, Lo, ) such that there exist nilpotent filtrations N1 and
Ny on L1 and Ly such that o(Fy1(N})) = Fy(N3).

(4) Let Al,AQ,Alg be DGA’s and Uy : A1 — Alg and ug : AQ — A12 be
homomorphisms of DGA’s. We define a fiber product A=A X Ay, Ao
as AP = AP @ AL @ AY'. We introduce a product of elements a =

(a1, az2,a12) and b = (by,ba, b12) of AP and A? as
a-b=(a1-by,az by, ur(ar) - brz + (—1)*8% a1z - uz(be)).

By setting s(Ay x 4,, A2) = A1 DAy @ A19e™ 1, this rule can be written
as the following simpler rule

(a1+as+arpe ) (by+bo+bioe ) = arby+asby+ug(ay)broe ™  +arse tug(by).

Proposition 8.2. Let Ay, Ay and A5 be connected DGA’s, uy : Ay — Aqo
and ug : As — Ao homomorphisms of DGA’s and A = Ay X 4,, Aa. Assume
that there exists an augmentation € : A1o — k. Then the natural functor

HOKC; — (H°K°Ca, Xpogoc,,, H'KCa,)™
s an equivalence of categories.

Proof. The fully faithfulness follows from the direct calculation. We show the
essentially surjectivity. Since A, is connected, HOK°C,, is equivalent to the
category (HINCy,) for x = 1,2,12. Let M = (M, My, ) be an object of
(HINCa, XHINC,,, HINC4,)™", where

My = (M, Vy: My = Ay @40 My) € HINCa, (p=1,2)

is a nilpotent integrable connection. By the definition of nilpotent fiber prod-
uct, there exist filtrations F? and Fy on M; and M; and an A%,-isomorphism
© :up (M) — uz(Ms) such that (1) ¢ is compatible with the connections on
uy(My) and ug(Ms), and (2) the filtrations wu; (Fy) and us(F3) are isomor-
phic via the isomorphism ¢. By the isomorphism, we have an identification
K ®c a0 M1 ~k® g0 My = M. The k-vector space M) has a filtration
F* induced by uy (F}) = ug(Fy). Using identification A) @y MO ~ M, we
have a map V, : M(© — A} ®x M© for p = 1,2. On the other hand, the
morphism ¢ defines a map @ : M©) C uy (M) — up(My) ~ M© @ A9,
Thus we have a map

v17627_
M© VP (4l Al g A%,) @ MO,
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By simple calculation, this map gives rise to an integrable nilpotent filtration.
This nilpotent filtration give rise to an object (My, My, @) of
(HINCa, XHiNca,, HINCa,)"". O

Let € : A;5 — k be an augmentation of Aj5. By composing the morphism
p; + A; = Aqs, we have a augmentation ¢, = eo ¢y : A; — k for i = 1,2
By composing the natural projection A - A;, we have two augmentations
e; 1 A— Xk fori= 1,2. We introduce a comparison copath morphism

ple) : Bler | Al es) — k
connecting e; and es associated to e. Since
B(81 | AV| 62)0 = @|a|:kBo_gk

and
Blaj=0Ba = Ba,k ® k

Slaj=1BL = Bag<ar k 8 A' @ k
= Bagcak ® (A} ® AJ e AY) B k.
We define a linear map p(e) : B(ey | A | e2)° — k by the summation of (1)
projection to the factor k %8 k over ag, and (2) the composite of € and the
projection to k ® A9, ® k over o < ap. We can show that the composite
Bley | Ales)™ = Bler | Al e2)® — k
is zero. For example 1 %Z()) x %5 lek %) AY % k goes to
(1) @1+18dr®1+1® ¢1(z) D 1€ Bley | A e2),
which is an element of the kernel of p(e).

Definition 8.3. The map p(e) is called the comparison copath associated to
€.

9. GRADED CASE

We consider a graded version of DGA. Let A = ®p>0A4r = @r>0A4} be a
graded DGA over a field k. We assume that the image of A, ® A, under
the multiplication map is contained in A,;,. We introduce a DG category
CY4  as follows. Objects are finite direct sum of the form V*(i) where V* is a
complex of k-vector space. For objects V*(i) and W*(j), we define

Hom}, Ve, A, @W* if 7 >4

Homgy (v*(i), W*(j)) = § LEoivee V5 A @) g 2 1

A 0 if 7 <.
Then C%" becomes a DG category. The DG category of DG complexes in C%" is
denoted as KC% . The category C4s- has a tensor structure by V(p) @ W (q) =
(VW) (p+q). The full subcategory of the bounded DG complexes is denoted
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as K°C%". By considering k as a graded DGA in a trivial way, we have a DG-
category Cy". For example, for k-vector spaces V, W, we have

Hom(V,W) ifp=gq
0 otherwise.

Homear (V(p), W(q)) = {

The object V(p) is called the p-Tate twist of V' and the Tate weight of V(p)
is defined to be p. The category C{" is the category of formal Tate twist of
k-vector spaces.

Definition 9.1. Let M = @&;M? be a graded complex of k-vector spaces. We
introduce a homogenization M" of M by @;(M; @ k(—i)) as an object in CJ".
By this correspondence, the category of graded complex is equivalent to the
category C{". Under this identification, the object k(p) ® k(q) is identified
with k(p + q).

Using the above notations, for V*(p), W*(q) € C%", we have
M@?{(V. (p), W*(q)) = Mci’"(v. (p), At g W (2))-

Let ¢ : Ag — k be an augmentation of Ay and ¢ : A — k a composite
of ¢p and the natural projection. We define the homogeneous bar complex
B(e | A €) in KCy as follows. Let a = (g < --+ < a,) be a sequence of
integers. We define B! € C{" by

Qp—1

kS A" ® - & AP S K,

and B" = B"(e | A | €) € KCJ" by the complex
e — @|a|:1Bz — @|C¥|:0BZ — 0.

The associate simple object in CJ" is denoted as B" = B"(e | A | €). Then
the Tate weight w part of B" is equal to the sum of

« [e% An—1 Olp
kA @ @ A% Sk)@Q(—pr— - — Pu_i)

where w = —(py + - -+ + pp). The weight w part of B” is denoted as B"(w).
We define the homogenized reduced bar complex B , = B! (A, €) in the
same way.

Thus B, B" , are graded DG coalgebras in Cx. We introduce DG category
structure on bounded homogeneous B comodules.

Definition 9.2. (1) Let V* = @V*(i) be an object in C". A homomor-
phism A : V* — B @ V*® in CI" (i.e. homomorphism of graded
complex) is called a coproduct if it satisfies the coassociativity and
counitarity defined in Definition [G1. An object V* in C" equipped
with a coproduct is called a homogeneous B"-comodule. We define

h .
B!, comodules in the same way.
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(2) Let V* and W* be homogeneous B" comodules. A morphism f in
Homcir(V', W*) is called a B" homomorphism if the diagram

Ve A we
Av | 1 Aw
Bh®vo Bh@f Bh®Wo

18 commutative.

Let V = V*,WW = W* be homogeneous B" comodules. We define the
complex of homomorphism Homgn V, W) from V to W by the associate
simple complex of

—com(

h®? QW) de
where dp is defined similarly to (6.1]). We define the DG category (B"—com)®
as the category of bounded homogeneous B"-comodules with Homgn (e, ®)

as the complex of morphisms. The following proposition is a graded version
of Theorem [6.4, and Theorem

0 — Homes (V, W) ™ Homesr (V, B"©W) %4 Homgar (V, B

Proposition 9.3. (1) The DG category KbCfff is homotopy equivalent
to the category of bounded homogeneous B" (e | A | €) comodules.
(2) Assume that the graded DGA A is connected. Then HOK°CY" is equiv-
alent to the category of homogeneous HO(B"(e | A | €)) comodules. As
a consequence, HOK°CY%" is an abelian category.

Proof. (1) We set B" = B"*(e | A | €). We give a one to one correspondence
ob(B" — comod)® — ob(K®CJ") of objects. Let V = @;V*(i) be an object in
CJ" and V. — B" ® V be the comultiplication of V. We use the direct sum
decomposition
B" = B0k © k) & (Bagea kS A" G ke)o () Ble
la|=i>1

Let 7o, be the projection B" - k C(;Z? k. Let p,, be the composite of the map
VBV ke V

and V' be Im(pa,)e*. Since the map p,, is homogeneous, V0 is an object
in C{". By the assumption of boundedness, V* = 0 except for finite numbers

[e% (6%
of ag. Let 74, ., be the projection B" — k ® A" ® ke and consider the
composite D, o, by the composite

VY BoV S ke A" S Ve.
By the associativity condition, the morphism D, o, induces a morphism
Homéir (Ve Al @ Voremo) = Homéi»« (Vaoem@0 ydteo1)

which is also denoted as D, ,. This defines a one to one correspondence
ob(B" — comod)® — ob(K®C{"). For the construction and the proof of the
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inverse correspondence and the homotopy equivalence is similar to those in
Section [6l so we omit the detailed proof.
(2) Using the following lemma, the proof of (2) is similar.

Lemma 9.4. Let A be a connected graded DGA. Then there exists a graded
subalgebra A of A such that (1) the natural inclusion A — A is a quasi-
isomorphism, and (2)the conditions (p) and (r) in Lemma [7.1] are satisfied.

t

10. DELIGNE COMPLEX

10.1. Definition of Deligne algebra. Here we give an application of DG
category to Hodge theory. Let X be a smooth irreducible variety over C and
X be a smooth compactification of X such that D = X — X is a simple normal
crossing divisor. Let U = {U;};cr be an affine covering of X indexed by a
totally ordered set I, and Uy, = {Uan,; }jes be a topological simple covering
of X indexed by a totally ordered set .J, which is a refinement of ¢ N X.
Assume that the map J — I defining the refinement preserves the ordering
of I and J.

Let Q%-(log(D)) be the sheaf of algebraic logarithmic de Rham complex
of X along the boundary divisor D. Let F*® be the Hodge filtration of

Q3 (log(D)):
F'i0— - = 0— Q(log(D)) — Q5 (log(D)) — - -

Then F* is compatible with the product structure of Q%(log(D)). The

Cech complex C(U, %-(log(D))) becomes an associative DGA by standard
Alexander-Whitney associative product using the total order of I. We define

Apar,i = C(U, F'Q%(log(D))).
Then the product induces a morphism of complex

AFrar,i ® Ardr,j — AFdR,i+j

and by this multiplication Apqr = ®i>0Ardr,: becomes a graded DGA, which
is called the algebraic de Rham DGA. We define the homogenized algebraic
de Rham DGA A}}Lde S KC&T as @iEOAFdR,i(_i)-

Let Q% ~ be the analytic de Rham complex and CUgn, Q%.. ) the topo-
logical Cech complex of Q% . Since the map J — I preserve the orderings,
we have a natural quasi-isomorphism of DGA’s:

CU, Q% (log(D))) = C(Uan, ,,)-

We set AdRan,i = C’(uaer;(an) and AdRan = @izoAdRan,i- Then AdRan
becomes a graded DGA by Alexander-Whitney associative product, which is
called the analytic de Rham DGA. We also define Ap; = C(Uan, (271)'Q)
and set Ap = @®;>0AB,i, which is called the Betti DGA. It is a sub graded
DGA of Ajran. We define the homogenized analytic de Rham DGA AZRM
and the Betti DGA A as AZRM = ®;AdRan.i(—1) and A% = @; Ap ;(—1).
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Definition 10.1 (Deligne algebra). We define the Deligne algebra Ape; =
Apei(X) of X by the fiber product Apar X A,p.., AB. It is graded by Apei ;i =
AFdR,i X Agpan.: AB,i- (See Definition[8.1 for the definition of fiber product of
DGA’s.)

Example 10.2. In the case of X = Spec(C), the complexres Ape and A%,
are equal to

ADe = CEP @ix0(2mi)'Q,  Apy = ®ix0C,
Ape = CP @iz0(2ni)'Q(~i), Ay = ®iz0C(~i).
The differentials are the natural maps. In this case, the bar spectral sequence

degenerates at By and Gr(H®(B(eg | Apei | €B))) is isomorphic to the tensor
algebra generated by ©;~oC/(2mi)'Q over Q.

Remark 10.3. (1) We can define Agr for a smooth variety over an ar-
bitrary subfield K of C.

(2) Actually, Ape(X) depends on the choice of the compactification X,
and coverings U and U,,. But the choice of admissible proper mor-
phisms and refinements does not affect up to quasi-isomorphism.

(3) We can replace the role Q in Ap by an arbitrary subfield F of R.
The corresponding Deligne algebra is denoted as Aper p(X).

Let pgr (resp. pp) be a C-valued point of X (resp. a point in X (C)%").
Then we have an augmentation e r(p) (resp. €g(p)) of Agr (resp. Ap). The
following proposition is a consequence of Proposition [9.3

Proposition 10.4. The category HOKOC’Z;el 1s equivalent to the category of
homogeneous H°(B"(ep | Aper | €B))-comodules.

10.2. Nilpotent variation of mixed Tate Hodge structure. In this sub-
section, we prove that the category of nilpotent variation of mixed Tate Hodge

structures on a smooth irreducible algebraic variety is equivalent to that of
comodules over H(B"(e | Apei(X) | €)).

Definition 10.5 (VMTHS). Let X be a smooth irreducible algebraic variety
over C. A triple (F,V,comp) of the following data is called a variation of
mized Tate Hodge structure on X.

(1) A 4ple F = (F,V,F* W,) is a locally free sheaf F on X with a
connection logarithmic connection
V:F— Qly(log(D)) ® F

and decreasing and increasing filtrations F'* and We on F with the
following properties. (We assume that the filtration W is indezed by
even integers.)

(a)
(b)

V(F'F) c Q(log(D)) @ F*"' F.

V<W_2jf) C Qly(log(D)) R W_o; F.
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(2) A pairV = (V,W,) is a local system with a filtration Wo on X (C)*".
(3) An isomorphism of local system

V ® C E> (F@ OX(C)an)v:O

on X (C)*" compatible with the filtrations W on F and V.
(4) The fiber of the associated graded object (Gr',, F,Gr',.V, comp) at ©
15 1somorphic to a sum of mized Tate Hodge structure of weight —21

for all x € X(C)*"

Definition 10.6 (NVMTHS). (1) A variation of mized Tate Hodge struc-
ture is said to be constant if the local system V is a trivial local system.

(2) A constant variation of mized Tate Hodge structure is said to be split
if it is isomorphic to a sum of pure Tate Hodge structures.

(3) A wariation of mized Tate Hodge structure is said to be nilpotent (de-
noted as NVMTHS for short) if there exists a filtration (NoJF, NoV, comp)
of (F,V, comp) such that the associated graded object (Gr;;]]:, Gr;)VV, comp)
is a split constant variation of mized Tate Hodge structures on X (C)*™.

Theorem 10.7. The category H'K°CY' s equivalent to NVMTHS(X).

It is also equivalent to the category of homogeneous HY(B"(ep | Ape | €B))-
comodules.

By applying the above theorem for the case X = Spec(C), we have the
following corollary.

Corollary 10.8. The category of mixed Hodge structures is equivalent to the
category of homogeneous HO(B"(eg | Apei(C) | €B))-comodules.

10.3. Proof of Theorem [10.7. We construct a nilpotent variation of mixed
Tate Hodge structure for an object V' = {V'} in K°C4,_,. We set Vi =
Vrel(p), V =@;Vie " and V(p) = &;V"Pe'(p). Then we have V = &, ,V?(p) =
@®pV (p). Let O, Oy, Q" and Q,, denote O, Oxan, Q%(log D) and Q... For
indices s,t,u € J, the corresponding element in I by the map J — I for re-
finement is also denoted as s,t,u for short. The sum D of the differential
dij € Méff (Vie™" VJe™7) defines an element in

Del

Hompar (V, AL ® V) =Homfer (V, ®; [ [ T(Us, F'Q") (i) @ V)

@Homgir(v, D H L(Usy, FFO)(—i) ® V)

s,t

@Homgir(V, EBz H F(Uan,s,t7 (27T2)1QB<_Z)) ® V)

s,t

@Homgir(v, EBZ H F(Uan’s, Oan)(_i) ® V)

As in the proof of Proposition[7.4dl V = D + 1 ® d defines an integrable A p;-
connection V- — AL, ®@V. We write D = ({ws}, {fst}, {pst}, {s}) according
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to the above direct sum decomposition, i.e.
Pst € Homgﬁ’“(va @iF(Uan,s,ta (2W2>1QB(_2)> ® V)a
etc. Then as an element of

Homgﬁr (V, Aill)’Ql ® V) :Homgir(V, Di H F(U87 FZQQ)(_Z> ® V)

@Homgir(v, s H D(Us, F'QY (=) @ V)
s,t

@Homgir(v, ®; H L(Us tus F1O)(=i) @ V)

s,t,u

@Homgir(V, ®D; H F(Uan,s,t,ua (QWZ)ZQB(_Z» ® V)

s,t,u

EBHOmgiZT (V, ©D; H F<Uan,s7 erzn)<_z) ® V)
@Homgir(v, D; H F(Uan,s,t7 Oan)(_i) ® V>7

we have

dD =({dws}, {—wi +ws +dfst }, {—fru + fou — [st},
{_Ptu + Psu — pst}7 {Ws + d‘Ps}7 {fst — Pst + Yt — ‘Ps})

and

DoD :({Wsws}a {_wsfst + fstwt}a {fstftu}a
{pstptu}7 {_ws@s}7 {_fst()pt + stpst})~

Here the products are tensor products of composites of endomorphisms of V'
and exterior products of differential forms. Then by the integrability condi-
tion, we have dD = D o D.

By this relation, we have cocycle relations

(10.1) (14 fou) = A+ far) T+ frw)s (L4 psu) = (1 + pst) (1 + pru),

integrability of connections dws; = wsws, and the following commutative dia-
grams:

(10.2)
EBpV(P) ® F<Uan,s,t7 (QWZ)_pQ) 143“ EBpV(P) ® F<Uan,s,t7 (QWZ)_pQ)
I+ d L1+
V & F(Uan,s,ta Oan) L V & F(Uan,s,ta Oan)
Verl(U,.,0) ' verU.o)
(10.3) w+1dl lws+1®d
Ver(U,0) "% verw,, o
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V ® F(Uan,s7 Oan) 1§>d V ® F(Uan,57 chtn)
(10.4) 1+psl L1+ s
V&T (Uansr Oan)  “B% V@T(Uns, 0L,)

By the cocycle relations, we have a local system V and locally free sheaf F
by patching constant sheaves V' and free sheaves V®O on U,,, s and U by the
patching data 14pg; and 14 f;. The connection ws+1®d defines an integrable
connection on V ® I'(Us, O) by the integrability condition and it is patched
together to a global connection by the commutative diagram (I0.3]). The local
sheaf homomorphisms 1 4 ¢ patched together into a global homomorphism
comp of sheaves V — F @ Qg on X, by the commutative diagram (10.2]).
Via the sheaf homomorphism comp, the local system V ® C is identified with
the subshaef of horizontal sections of F ® O, by the commutative diagram

ey

We'introduce filtrations F'* and W, on Uy and Uy, s by
F'F =@V (-p) ® O,

WoilF = @p<iV(—p) ® O,

W2V = @p<;V(-p).

The filtration F' gives rise to a well defined filtration on F since the patching
data f;; for F is contained in I'(U, 4, A%’SR) =I'(Us ¢, 0(0)).

Since w is contained in

P Hom(V(p),V(p) @ T(U,, Q"))
& @D Homw(V(p),V(p+1) @ T(Us, Q')(~1)),

the Griffiths transversality condition in Definition is satisfied. It defines
a mixed Tate Hodge structure at any point z in X (C)*" by the definitions
of two filtrations. Therefore (F,V, comp) defines a variation of mixed Tate
Hodge structure on X.

We set N'V = @i<pVP. Then this filtration defines a filtration on the vari-
ation of mixed Tate Hodge structure (F,V, comp) and the associated graded
variation is split constant mixed Tate Hodge structures on X. Thus we have
the required nilpotent variation of mixed Tate Hodge structure (F,V, comp)
on X.

We can construct an inverse correspondence by attaching an A p.;-connection
to a nilpotent variation of mixed Tate Hodge structures as follows. We choose
sufficiently fine Zariski covering U = {U;} such that the restrictions of F are
free on each U;. Using two filtrations F' and W, F splits into &,F (p) as an O
module. We choose a trivialization of F(p) |y,. By taking a refinement U,,, of
U N Xan, we may assume that U, is a simple covering. By restricting Ugp, s,
we choose a trivialization 1 4+ ¢; of the local system V. At last we choose
a nilpotent filtration N*® compatible with the connection and local system
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and a splitting of N®. Using these data we construct an integrable nilpotent
Apei-connection D = ({ws}, {fst}, {pst}, {¢s}) by the commutative diagram

By passing to homotopy equivalence classes of morphisms, we have the
required equivalence of two categories.
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