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HOCHSCHILD COHOMOLOGY OF THE SECOND KIND:

KOSZUL DUALITY AND MORITA INVARIANCE

J. HOLSTEIN, A. LAZAREV, AND A. GUAN

Abstract. We define Hochschild cohomology of the second kind for differential graded

(dg) or curved algebras as a derived functor in a compactly generated derived category

of the second kind, and show that it is invariant under Morita equivalence of the sec-

ond kind. A bimodule version of Koszul duality is constructed and used to show that

Hochschild cohomology of the second kind is preserved under (nonconilpotent) Koszul

duality. Hochschild cohomology of the second kind of an algebra often computes the

ordinary Hochschild cohomology of geometrically meaningful dg categories. Examples

include the category of infinity local systems on a topological space, the bounded derived

category of a complex algebraic manifold and the category of matrix factorizations.
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1. Introduction

Hochschild cohomology of an associative algebra (or, more generally, a dg algebra) is

well-known to be invariant under Morita equivalence. A related fundamental result, or a
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series of results, is the invariance of Hochschild cohomology under Koszul duality. In other

words, Hochschild cohomology of a dg algebra and that of its Koszul dual dg coalgebra are

isomorphic, together with various structures that they possess; we refer to [18] for the most

structured version of this result and its history.

At the same time, there is another version of Hochschild cohomology (sometimes called

Hochschild cohomology of the second kind or compactly supported Hochschild cohomology,

[21]) which is used e.g. in the study of categories of matrix factorizations. There are also

Koszul duality theorems involving coalgebras that are not necessarily conilpotent, cf. [14, 7].

In this paper we investigate the analogues of the above-mentioned results in the context of

global (i.e. non-conilpotent) Koszul duality and Hochschild cohomology of the second kind.

In more detail, our results are as follows. After recalling in Section 3 the notion of

a twisted complex over a dg category and, as a special case, that of a twisted finitely

generated module over a dg algebra together with Morita equivalence for dg categories, we

give a proof of the Morita invariance of Hochschild cohomology. Our proof is constructed in

such a way that it is suitable for generalization to homological algebra of the second kind.

We review coderived categories of coalgebras and two versions of nonconilpotent Koszul

duality between comodules over a (not necessarily conilpotent) dg coalgebra and modules

over its Koszul dual dg algebra, following [22] and [14]. In particular, we recall the compactly

generated derived category of the second kind DII
c (A) for a dg algebra A, generated by its

subcategory PerfII(A) of compact objects. DII
c (A) is equivalent to the coderived category

Dco(qBA) of its Koszul dual.

Definition 4.18. The Hochschild cohomology complex of the second kind of a dg algebra

A is HHII
c (A) = RHomDII

c (A⊗Aop)(A,A).

A map of dg or curved algebras f : A → B is a Morita equivalence of the second kind

if it induces a equivalence DII
c (A) ≃ DII

c (B) and we show Morita invariance for Hochschild

cohomology:

Theorem 4.20. A Morita equivalence of the second kind between dg algebras F : A → B

induces a quasi-isomorphism isomorphism HHII
c (A) ≃ HHII

c (B) of dg algebras.

This is the content of Section 4. At this point we should warn the reader that our version

of Hochschild cohomology of the second kind is not the same as that of Positselski and

Polishchuk [21] but rather lies between the ordinary Hochschild cohomology and that of

Positselski-Polishchuk, cf. Remark 5.9. Our definition is less elementary than the one in

[21] but has the advantage of being compatible with Koszul duality; in favourable cases the

two definitions are equivalent.

Note that Hochschild cohomology, be it of the first or second kind, is constructed as a

(co)derived functor of bi(co)modules; whereas Koszul duality is usually formulated as an

equivalence between one-sided modules and comodules. It is natural, therefore, to establish

Koszul duality as an equivalence between bimodules over an augmented algebra and bico-

modules over a suitably Koszul dual coalgebra; note that this is the approach of [18]. This

is done in Section 5, both in the context of conilpotent and non-conilpotent Koszul duality.

In fact, our result is slightly more general and establishes compatibility of Koszul duality

with tensor products of dg algebras and dg coalgebras. A consequence of this compatibility

is a Quillen equivalence between the model categories of C-bicomodules for a dg coalgebra

C and dg bimodules over its cobar-construction ΩC. In the case when C is conilpotent,

the weak equivalences on the ΩC-bimodule side are the ordinary quasi-isomorphisms (and

our result reduces to Keller’s [18, Proposition 2.4]) but in the non-conilpotent case they are

more subtle (closer to isomorphisms).

We deduce:
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Corollary 5.7. For any dg algebra A, there is a quasi-isomorphisms of dg algebras

HHII
c (A) ≃ HH(qBA).

Here qBA is the extended bar-construction of A, cf. [1, 14, 7] concerning this notion.

Similarly, for a dg algebra A, we establish two further types of Koszul duality. One is

a Quillen equivalence between the category of dg A-bimodules with the ordinary model

structure (i.e. with quasi-isomorphisms for weak equivalences) and bicomodules over BA,

the bar-construction of A; this is also essentially Keller’s result in op. cit. The other is

a Quillen equivalence between the category of A-bimodules with the compactly generated

model structure of the second kind and qBA-bicomodules.

For simplicity we state and prove our results first in the differential graded and augmented

case and formulate the general results for curved, not necessarily augmented algebras in

Section 6.

In particular, Definition 4.18, Theorem 4.20 and Corollary 5.7 hold more generally for

curved algebras. The proofs are mostly the same except that in the curved setting there

is no Yoneda embedding available as a curved algebra is not a left or right module over

itself. To circumvent this difficulty, we construct for every curved algebra A a dg algebra

A′ with DII
c (A)

∼= DII
c (A

′) and so, HHII
c (A)

∼= HHII
c (A

′). It is interesting to observe that the

dg algebra A′ is acyclic, in particular its ordinary derived category is trivial as well as the

ordinary Hochschild cohomology.

Finally, in Section 7 we give some examples of Hochschild cohomology of the second kind

of a dg or curved algebra A that can be reduced to Hochschild cohomology of the first kind

of the dg category of perfect A-modules of the second kind, which often has geometric or

topological meaning. Results of this sort were first obtained in [21]. Specifically, with this

reduction we show the following:

• If A is the Dolbeault algebra of a smooth complex algebraic manifold X then

HHII
c (A) is Hochschild cohomology of a dg model of the bounded derived category

of coherent sheaves on X ,

• IfA∗(M) is the de Rham algebra of a smooth compact manifold M then HHII
c (A

∗(M))

is Hochschild cohomology of the category of infinity local systems on M ,

• If Rw is Z/2-graded regular commutative algebra concentrated in even degrees with

curvature element w then, under a technical assumption, HHII
c (Rw) is Hochschild

cohomology of the category of matrix factorizations MF(R,w) which encodes the

structure of the hypersurface singularity defined by w.

2. Notation and Conventions

We fix a ground field k throughout. The category of (cohomologically Z-graded) dif-

ferential graded (dg) vector spaces over k will be denoted by DGVect. The shift of a dg

vector space A is denoted by A[1] so that A[1]i = Ai+1. The category DGVect is monoidal

with respect to the tensor product; monoids and comonoids in it are dg algebras and dg

coalgebras respectively. A curved algebra (A, d, h) is a graded algebra A equipped with an

element h ∈ A2 and a derivation d such that d2(a) = [h, a]. If h = 0, a curved algebra can be

viewed as a dg algebra. A curved module (M,d) over (A, d, h) is a graded A-module M with

a derivation d such that d2(m) = hm. The notions of a curved coalgebra and a comodule

over it can be defined by duality. More details on curved (co)algebras and (co)modules can

be found e.g. in [22].

2.1. Pseudocompact algebras. Instead of (dg or curved) coalgebras, we will consider

(dg or curved) pseudocompact algebras, i.e. topological algebras arising as inverse limits of

finite-dimensional discrete algebras.



4 J. HOLSTEIN, A. LAZAREV, AND A. GUAN

Taking (continuous) duals gives a contravariant equivalence of categories between coalge-

bras and pseudocompact algebras, and similarly between right comodules over C and right

pseudocompact modules over C∗. Local augmented pseudocompact algebras correspond to

conilpotent coalgebras.

A tensor product of pseudocompact algebras or modules is always assumed completed,

equivalently it is the linear dual of the tensor product of the dual coalgebras or comodules.

We denote the dual of a dg vector space V by V ∗. If V is discrete this is Hom(V, k)

equipped with the natural inverse limit topology. If V is pseudocompact this is the discrete

k-module of continuous maps V → k. In particular this ensures V ∗∗ ∼= V .

2.2. DG categories. A dg category A is a category enriched over DGVect; in particular, for

each pair of objects X,Y ∈ A, homomorphisms from X to Y form a dg k-module which we

denote by HomA(X,Y ). A dg functor is a functor enriched over DGVect. Any dg category

A has an associated ordinary category HoA, called its homotopy category, whose objects are

the same as A but whose morphisms are defined by HoA(X,Y ) = H0(HomA(X,Y )).

A dg functor F : A→ B is a quasi-equivalence if

(1) F induces quasi-isomorphisms A(X,Y )→ B(FX,FY ) for any objects X,Y in A.

(2) H0(F ) is essentially surjective (or, equivalently assuming (1), H0(F ) is an equiva-

lence of categories).

3. Twisted modules

3.1. DG modules and twistings. Let A be a dg category. A (right) dg A-module is a dg

functor M : Aop → DGVect.

We denote by DGMod-A the category of dg A-modules. There is a natural map h : A →

DGMod-A, sending an object Y ∈ A to Hom(−, Y ), called the Yoneda embedding; a dg

version of the usual Yoneda lemma says that h is fully faithful. Similarly a left dg A-module

is a right dg A
op-module, i.e. a dg functor N : A → DGVect. We will always specify if we

consider a left dg module; by default a dg module will be a right module.

A dg A-module M is acyclic if it is acyclic pointwise, i.e. M(A) is an acyclic complex for all

A ∈ A. The derived category D(A) of dg A-modules is the Verdier quotient of Ho(DGMod-A)

by acyclic dg A-modules. There is a model category structure on DGMod-A, where weak

equivalences are pointwise quasi-isomorphisms and fibrations are pointwise surjections. All

objects are fibrant; we denote by Cof(A) the cofibrant objects in DGMod-A. By general

results on model categories, HoCof(A) = D(A).

Twisted complexes were first defined in [6] and later redefined in [4].

Definition 3.1. A (two-sided) twisted complex over A is a formal expression (
⊕n

i=1 Ci[ri], q),

where Ci ∈ A, ri ∈ Z, n ≥ 0, q = (qij), qij ∈ Hom(Cj [rj ], Ci[ri]) homogeneous of degree 1

such that dq + q2 = 0. A twisted complex is one-sided if qij = 0 for all i ≥ j.

For two twisted complexes C and C′, the space of morphisms of twisted complexes

Hom(C,C′) is the Z-graded k-module of matrices f = (fij), fij ∈ Hom(Cj [rj ], C
′
i[r

′
i]) with

differential df = (dfij) + q′f − (−1)|fij |fq. Composition of morphisms is usual matrix mul-

tiplication.

We denote the dg category of twisted complexes over A by Tw(A) and the dg category

of one-sided twisted complexes by tw(A). In [6], these were respectively denoted Pre-Tr(A)

and Pre-Tr+(A); furthermore, tw(A) = Pre-Tr+(A) can alternatively be defined as the pre-

triangulated hull of A, that is, it is the closure of A under shifts and cones.

There is a natural functor from twisted complexes over a dg category A to right dg

A-modules: We send (
⊕n

i=1 Ci[ri], q) to (
⊕n

i=1 Hom(A,Ci)[ri], q∗).
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As an example, consider the case where A is a dg algebra (A, dA), considered as a dg

category with one object. Recall that a Maurer–Cartan element in A is an element x ∈ A1

such that dx + x2 = 0, and that the set of all Maurer–Cartan elements in A is denoted by

MC(A). Then a twisted complex over A is a pair (M, q) where M ∼= V ⊗A as an A-module

for some finite-dimensional Z-graded vector space V , and q ∈ MC(EndV ⊗ A). The A-

module M becomes a (right) dg A-module when equipped with the differential 1 ⊗ dA + q,

and in fact, every dg A-module structure on the A-module M arises this way, as noted in

[10, Remark 3.2]. A twisted complex over A is therefore precisely a finitely generated twisted

A-module in the following sense.

Definition 3.2. 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 isomorphic as an A-module to

V ⊗ A for some graded vector space V . A finitely generated twisted A-module is a twisted

A-module V ⊗A with V finite-dimensional.

Note that there is a slight clash of terminology here; nevertheless this is unavoidable as

we wish to refer to non-finitely generated twisted modules later. Note also that (M, 1⊗ dA)

above is a dg (EndV ⊗ A)-A-bimodule whose differential has been twisted by the element

q ∈MC(EndV ⊗A). More generally, we have the following.

Definition 3.3. Let (A, dA) be a dg algebra and x ∈MC(A).

(1) The twisted algebra of A by x, denoted Ax = (A, dx), is the dg algebra with the

same underlying algebra as A and differential dx(a) = dA(a) + [x, a].

(2) Let (M,dM ) be a left dg A-module. The twisted module of M by x, denoted M [x] =

(M,d[x]), is the left dg Ax-module with the same underlying module structure as M

and differential d[x](m) = d(m) + xm.

The condition x ∈ MC(A) ensures that M [x] is indeed a left dg Ax-module, and that

furthermore, if M is a dg A-B-bimodule for some dg algebra B, then M [x] is a dg Ax-B-

bimodule, that is, the right B-module action remains compatible with the new differential.

A perfect dg A-module for a dg category A is a cofibrant dg A-module that is homotopy

equivalent to a direct summand of a module in tw(A). We denote by Perf(A) the full

dg subcategory of Cof(A) consisting of perfect modules. It can be shown that D(A) is

a compactly generated triangulated category, and that HoPerf(A) consists precisely the

compact objects in D(A), cf. [28].

3.2. DG Morita equivalence. A dg functor F : A→ B is a (dg) Morita equivalence if the

induced map F! : D(A)→ D(B) is an equivalence of triangulated categories. Equivalently, F

is a Morita equivalence if it induces a quasi-equivalence tw(A)→ tw(B), Perf(A)→ Perf(B)

or Cof(A)→ Cof(B). (The first two statements follow from the fact that DA is compactly

generated by Perf(A).) We will abuse notation and also denote these maps by F!.

A main result of [6] is that the Yoneda embedding h : A → tw(A) →֒ Tw(A) induces

dg equivalences tw(A) → tw(tw(A)) and Tw(A) → Tw(Tw(A)). In particular, this implies

that h! : Perf(A) → Perf(Perf(A)) is a quasi-equivalence, so the Yoneda embedding is a

Morita equivalence. In fact, Perf(A) is a Morita fibrant replacement of A in the sense of [17,

Section 4.6].

4. Hochschild cohomology of the first and second kind

In this section we recall Hochschild cohomology for dg categories and define Hochschild

cohomology of the second kind for dg algebras. It is well-known that Hochschild cohomology

is Morita invariant; we will give an alternative proof of this fact and show how the proof

can be adapted to give a Morita invariance result in the second kind case.
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4.1. Hochschild cohomology of the first kind. Let A be a dg category. The Hochschild

cohomology of A is HH(A) = RHomA⊗Aop(A,A). This is a dg algebra considered as the

endomorphisms of one object.

We show that Hochschild cohomology is invariant under Morita equivalence. This is well-

known, cf. [27, Corollary 8.2] but we give a proof that is different from the standard proofs

and will be used as a model when proving the analogous result for Hochschild cohomology

of the second kind.

Theorem 4.1. A Morita equivalence F : A → B induces a quasi-isomorphism HH(A) ≃

HH(B) of dg algebras.

Proof. Since F : A→ B induces a map (F ⊗ F op)! : DGMod-(A⊗ A
op)→ DGMod-(B⊗ B

op)

sending A to B, and all bimodules admit cofibrant replacements, it suffices to show that

(F ⊗ F op)! : Cof(A⊗ A
op)→ Cof(B⊗ B

op) is a quasi-equivalence.

Indeed, the restriction of (F ⊗ F op)! to Perf(A⊗A
op) fits into the commutative diagram

Perf(A⊗ A
op) Perf(Perf(A)⊗ Perf(A)op)

Perf(B⊗ B
op) Perf(Perf(B)⊗ Perf(B)op)

(h⊗hop)!

(h⊗hop)!

(F!⊗F op

!
)!(F⊗F op)!

where the rows are quasi-equivalences as the Yoneda embedding h induces a quasi-equivalence

h! : Perf(A)→ Perf(Perf(A)), and (F!⊗F op
! )! is a quasi-equivalence as F is a Morita equiva-

lence. Hence Ho(F⊗F op)! : D(A⊗Aop)→ D(B⊗Bop) restricts to an equivalence of categories

on the compact objects, and any such cocontinuous functor between compactly generated

triangulated categories is an equivalence, by [25, Lemma 3.3]. Finally the endomorphisms

of corresponding objects are multiplicatively quasi-isomorphic. �

Corollary 4.2. Let A be a dg category. Then the Yoneda embedding A→ Perf(A) induces

a quasi-isomorphism

HH(A) ≃ HH(Perf(A)).

Proof. Immediate as A→ Perf(A) is a Morita equivalence. �

4.2. Model structures of the second kind and Koszul duality. In this section we give

the other model structures that will feature in the remainder of this paper. These model

structures will all give rise to “derived categories of the second kind”, the collective name

given to derived categories which arise from localizing at some collection of weak equivalences

that are finer than quasi-isomorphism.

There are many such derived categories; we will recall the coderived category of a pseudo-

compact algebra, following [22], and the compactly generated derived category of the second

kind defined of a dg algebra, as in [14]. These have the feature of being compatible with

Koszul duality, which we will also recall.

We first define, following [22], that in a category of dg or curved modules or comodules

an object is coacyclic (resp. contraacyclic) if it lies in the smallest subcategory containing all

totalizations of exact triples and closed under cones and direct sums (resp. direct products).

Let now A be dg algebra and C be a pseudocompact dg algebra over a field k. The

categories DGMod-C and DGMod-A, of pseudocompact dg C-modules and dg A-modules

respectively, admit the following model category structures of the second kind.

Theorem 4.3 (see [22, Theorem 8.2]). For any pseudocompact dg algebra C, the category

DGMod-C is a model category where a morphism f : M → N is
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(1) a weak equivalence if the cone of the dual map f∗ : N∗ → M∗ of C∗-comodules is

coacyclic;

(2) a fibration if it is surjective;

(3) a cofibration if it has the left lifting property with respect to acyclic fibrations.

Equivalently to the dual having a coacyclic cone, we can also characterize weak equiva-

lences directly as having contraacyclic cone.

The homotopy category of DGMod-C is the coderived category of C, denoted by Dco(C).

Theorem 4.4 (see [14, Theorem 4.6]). Let A be a dg algebra. There is a model category

structure on DGMod-A, where a morphism f : M → N is

(1) a weak equivalence if it induces a quasi-isomorphism

HomA(T,M)→ HomA(T,N)

for any finitely generated twisted A-module T ;

(2) a fibration if it is surjective;

(3) a cofibration if it has the left lifting property with respect to acyclic fibrations.

Where it is necessary to distinguish between the usual model structure of the first kind on

dg A-modules (where weak equivalences are quasi-isomorphisms) and the model structure

of Theorem 4.4, we will denote these model categories respectively by (DGMod-A)I and

(DGMod-A)IIc . We say that a dg A-module is cofibrant of the second kind if it is cofibrant

in (DGMod-A)IIc , and denote these cofibrant objects by CofIIc (A).

The (compactly generated) derived category of the second kind DII
c (A) of dg A-modules is

the homotopy category of (DGMod-A)IIc .

Recall that the cobar construction ΩC of C is the tensor graded algebra T sC∗[−1] with

differential defined using the differential and multiplication on C. The model structures

above are then related by the following statement, referred to as Koszul duality for the

cobar construction.

Theorem 4.5. Let C be a pseudocompact algebra. There is a Quillen equivalence

G : (DGMod-C)op ⇄ (DGMod-ΩC)IIc :F.

We will sometimes write GC(N) for GN when we want to make the dependence on C

clear.

The functor G sends a pseudocompact dg C-module N to the dg ΩC-module

GN := (N∗ ⊗ ΩC)[ξ],

where ξ is the canonical Maurer–Cartan element in C ⊗ ΩC. The twist makes sense as we

regard N∗ ⊗ΩC as a (C ⊗ΩC)op ⊗ΩC-module, where the left action of C comes from the

right action of C on N and the ΩCop⊗ΩC-action arises from the left and right multiplication

on ΩC. Hence the twisted module (N∗⊗ΩC)[ξ] is a left dg (C⊗ΩC)ξ module and a right dg

ΩC-module, and GN is obtained by forgetting the left (C ⊗ ΩC)ξ-action. More explicitly,

GN can be written as a complex as follows:

N∗ ← N∗ ⊗ sC ← N∗ ⊗ sC2 ← . . . .

This is, in fact, a double complex where the vertical differential (not indicated explicitly) is

induced by the internal differentials in C and N whereas the horizontal differential is induced

by the multiplication in C and its action on N∗. Explicitly, the horizontal differential is

given by

d(c0 ⊗ . . .⊗ ck ⊗ n) =

k−1∑

i=0

(−1)ic0 ⊗ . . . cici+1 . . . ck ⊗ n+ (−1)k+1c0 ⊗ . . .⊗ ckn
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where the last term in the above sum corresponds to the twisting by ξ. Similarly, the functor

F sends a dg ΩC-module M to the pseudocompact dg C-module

FM := (M∗ ⊗ C)[ξ]

where we use the left ΩC-module structure on M∗ and the left C-module structure on C to

define the twist.

Remark 4.6. A version of Theorem 4.5, formulated in the language of coalgebras and co-

modules, is due to [22, Theorem 6.7]. Combining Theorem 4.5 with Positselski’s result we

see that if A = ΩC then the homotopy category DII
c (A) is precisely the coderived category

of A defined by localizing at coacyclic dg A-modules.

In the case that C is augmented local (equivalently, that C∗ is conilpotent), the cobar con-

struction ΩC is cofibrant and one recovers the more classical statement with (DGMod-ΩC)I

on the right hand side.

More on the relationship between different (co)derived categories can be found in [14,

Section 3.3].

For the sake of convenience, we will now sketch the proof of Theorem 4.5. We will later

note that the arguments also work for (pseudocompact) modules over a curved pseudocom-

pact algebras C. First note that the functors F and G are adjoint in the sense that there

are natural isomorphisms

HomDGMod-ΩC(GN,M) ∼= HomDGMod-C(FM,N),

for N and M as above, as both sides are identified with the dg vector spaces (N ⊗M)[ξ].

Composing the functors gives the pseudocompact dg C-module

FGN = (N ⊗ ΩC∗ ⊗ C)[ξ⊗1+1⊗ξ],

which as a (double) complex, can be written as follows:

N ⊗ C ← N ⊗ sC∗ ⊗ C ← N ⊗ ( sC∗)2 ⊗ C ← . . . .

The horizontal differential is described by a similar formula as above. Note, however, that

due to the tensor factor C, the horizontal differential is acyclic except at the first term; in

fact it gives the standard cobar resolution of N , the map from the above complex to N

being induced by the action map N ⊗C → N . Of course, one has to be careful calling this a

resolution since C is a pseudocompact algebra and N is a pseudocompact C-module. This

can be made sense of as follows. Consider the homotopy cofiber of the map FGN → N ;

this is the double complex that can be represented as follows:

N ← N ⊗ C ← N ⊗ sC∗ ⊗ C ← N ⊗ ( sC∗)2 ⊗ C ← . . . .

Its horizontal differential is acyclic. By taking canonical truncations this complex can be

represented as a homotopy inverse limit of acyclic complexes of finite horizontal length,

which are, therefore, contra-acyclic as pseudocompact C-modules. Thus, we obtain the

following result, from which Theorem 4.5 follows.

Proposition 4.7. The adjunction unit FGN → N is a cofibrant resolution of the pseudo-

compact dg C-module N .

Analogous statements can be obtained if we instead start with a dg algebra A; how-

ever, depending on whether we consider model structures of the first or second kind over

DGMod-A, we will have two different equivalences. Let us denote by B̂A the bar construc-

tion of A and by qBA the extended bar construction of A, both viewed as pseudocompact dg

algebras.
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As graded algebras these are respectively defined as T̂ sA∗[−1] and qT sA∗[−1], where T̂ de-

notes the free local pseudocompact functor while Ť denotes the free pseudocompact functor

on a graded pseudocompact vector space. (When dualizing, this corresponds to the free

conilpotent coalgebra and the free coalgebra, respectively. Note that we are using B̂A rather

than BA to distinguish this construction from the usual bar construction on A, which would

be a coalgebra dual to our B̂A.) As before, bar differentials are defined using the differential

and multiplication on A; see [14, Definition 2.5] in the extended bar case. We then have the

following Koszul duality statements for the bar constructions, see [14, Theorem 4.7]:

Theorem 4.8. There are Quillen equivalences

(DGMod-B̂A)op ⇄ (DGMod-A)I

and

(DGMod-qBA)op ⇄ (DGMod-A)IIc .

We collect some useful facts about the model structure of the second kind:

Proposition 4.9. (1) Twisted modules are cofibrant of the second kind if they are a

union of finitely generated twisted modules. All cofibrant modules are retracts of

such.

(2) Any map f : M → N in DGMod-A with coacyclic or contra-acyclic cone is also a

weak equivalence in the sense of Theorem 4.3.

Proof. (1) Any qBA-module is fibrant, and may be written as a filtered limit of finite-

dimensional modules. Under Koszul duality the finite-dimensional qBA-modules cor-

respond to finitely generated twisted A-modules. An arbitrary cofibrant object is a

retract of its cofibrant replacement (which is obtained as a union of finitely generated

twisted modules).

(2) Let 0 → L → M → N → 0 be an exact triple and T a finitely generated twisted

A-module. Then 0 → HomA(T, L) → HomA(T,M) → HomA(T,N) → 0 is exact.

Therefore the dg space of homomorphisms from T into the totalization of L→M →

N is acyclic. Thus the weak equivalences are closed under totalization of exact

triples. They are automatically closed under direct products, and as any finitely

generated twisted module is compact they are also closed under direct sums. �

We now define perfect modules of the second kind.

Definition 4.10. A dg A-module is perfect of the second kind if it is homotopy equivalent

to a direct summand of a two-sided twisted module in Tw(A). We denote by PerfII(A) the

full dg subcategory of CofIIc (A) consisting of perfect modules of the second kind.

We note that any homomorphism f : A → B induces a dg functor f! : PerfII(A) →

PerfII(B) and there is a quasi-fully faithful Yoneda embedding h : A→ PerfII(A).

The following statement for PerfII is analogous to the corresponding statement for Perf.

Lemma 4.11. For any dg category A, the Yoneda embedding induces a quasi-equivalence

PerfII(A)→ PerfII(PerfII(A)).

Proof. The natural map i : Tw(A) → PerfII(A) is a Morita fibrant replacement by [26].

It suffices to show that i′ : Tw2(A) → (PerfII)2(A) is also a Morita fibrant replacement:

the map PerfII(A) → (PerfII)2(A) is then a Morita fibrant replacement of the the functor

Tw(A) → Tw2(A) induced by the Yoneda embedding, which is a quasi-equivalence by the

Definition of Tw. So i′ is a Morita equivalence between Morita fibrant categories, and hence

a quasi-equivalence, as the Morita model structure is a (left) Bousfield localisation of the

usual Dwyer-Kan model structure.
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But the map i′ is the composition Tw2(A) → PerfII(Tw(A)) → (PerfII)2(A) and each

of the factors is a Morita equivalences, obtained by applying the map i to Tw(A) and by

applying PerfII to i respectively. Hence i′ is itself a Morita equivalence. �

Theorem 4.12. Let A be a dg algebra. Then HoPerfII(A) is the category of compact objects

in DII
c (A), and DII

c (A) is compactly generated.

Proof. By definition, HoPerfII(A) consists of dg A-modules that are direct summands of

finitely generated twisted A-modules, and by Proposition 4.9 it is clear that these are com-

pact as finite-dimensional twisted modules are.

To prove the that PerfII(A) generates we use that DII
c (A) is by Koszul duality (Theorem

4.8) anti-equivalent as a triangulated category to the coderived category of pseudocompact

dg modules over a pseudocompact dg algebra, which is cocompactly cogenerated by finite

dimensional dg modules by [22, Section 5.5] (which correspond to finitely generated twisted

A-modules).

Finally, to show that PerfII(A) contains all compact objects we use [19, Lemma 2.2] in

the case S = R = DII
c (A). �

4.3. Hochschild cohomology of the second kind. We define Morita equivalence of the

second kind. We will then define Hochschild cohomology of the second kind for dg algebras,

and prove that it is invariant under Morita equivalence of the second kind.

Definition 4.13. Let A and B be dg algebras. A morphism F : A→ B is a Morita equiv-

alence of the second kind if it induces an equivalence of triangulated categories DII
c (A) →

DII
c (B).

Example 4.14. For any dg algebra A the counit map ΩqBA → A is a Morita equivalence

of the second kind. This followis directly by [7, Theorem 6.4 and Corollary 6.6].

Morita equivalence can equivalently be characterized as follows.

Proposition 4.15. A morphism F : A → B is a Morita equivalence of the second kind if

and only if it induces a quasi-equivalence CofIIc (A) → CofIIc (B), PerfII(A) → PerfII(B) or

Tw(A)→ Tw(B).

Proof. It follows from the model category structure that F is a Morita equivalence of the

second kind if and only if the induced left Quillen functior F! induces a quasi-equivalence

CofIIc (A)→ CofIIc (B). But this is a quasi-equivalence if and only if it is a quasi-equivalence

when restricted to compact objects by Theorem 4.12, and PerfII(A) is the category of

compact objects in CofIIc (A) by Theorem 4.12 again. Finally, as PerfII(A) is the idem-

potent completion of Tw(A), PerfII(A) ≃ PerfII(B) follows from the quasi-equivalence

Tw(A)→ Tw(B). �

If A is a dg algebra, then by Lemma 4.11 the Yoneda embedding A → PerfII(A) is a

Morita equivalence of the second kind.

Lemma 4.16. For curved algebras A,B there is a quasi-equivalence

PerfII(A⊗B) ≃ PerfII(PerfII(A)⊗ PerfII(B))

Proof. Consider the following diagram

PerfII(A⊗B) PerfII(PerfII(A)⊗ PerfII(A)op)

PerfII(PerfII(A⊗B))

(hA⊗hB)!

i!
hA⊗B
!
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Here hA⊗B
! is a quasi-equivalence by Proposition 4.15 as the Yoneda embedding is a Morita

equivalence of the second kind by Lemma 4.11. The functor i : PerfII(A) ⊗ PerfII(B) →

PerfII(A⊗B) is quasi-fully faithful and thus so is i!. It follows that (hA⊗hB)! is quasi-fully

faithful and thus, is a quasi-equivalence. The claimed statement is therefore proved. �

We will now consider the category of A-bimodules with the model structure from Theorem

4.4, A-DGMod-A := DGMod-(Aop ⊗A).

Lemma 4.17. The Hom functor HomA⊗Aop(−,−) : (A-DGMod-A)IIc ⊗ (A-DGMod-A)IIc →

DGVect is a Quillen bifunctor if we put the projective model structure on DGVect.

Proof. By adjointness it suffices to show that

⊗k : (A-DGMod-A)IIc ⊗ DGVect→ (A-DGMod-A)IIc

is a Quillen bifunctor. So let g : P → Q be a cofibration in DGVect and f : L → M a

cofibration in (A-DGMod-A)IIc and consider

f � g : M ⊗ P ∐L⊗P L⊗Q→M ⊗Q.

To check that f � g is a cofibration if f and g are, it suffices to check the case that g is a

generating cofibration.

Then we can write g : k[n] → cone(idk[n]) and we obtain f � g : M ⊕ L[1] → M ⊕M [1]

which is a cofibration if f is.

If g is a generating acyclic cofibration it is of the form 0 → cone(idk[n]). Then f � g :

L⊗Q→M ⊗Q has cokernel cone(f)⊗ cone(idk[n]) which is a totalization of a short exact

sequence and thus coacyclic, and thus f � g is a weak equivalence by Proposition 4.9.

Finally, it is clear from the definition in Theorem 4.4 that if f is a weak equivalence so is

f ⊗ idB for B bounded finitely generated in DGVect. Thus if L→M is a weak equivalence

then L ⊗ P → M ⊗ P and its pushout along L ⊗ P → L ⊗ Q are weak equivalences, as is

L⊗Q→M ⊗Q. By the 2-out-of-3 property, this gives a weak equivalence f � g. �

We now write RHomII
A(M,N) for the derived hom space between M and N in (DGMod-A)IIc .

Definition 4.18. Let A be a dg algebra and M a dg bimodule. The Hochschild cohomology

of the second kind of A with coefficients in M is

HHII
c (A,M) = RHomII

A⊗Aop(A,M).

We write HHII
c (A) for HHII

c (A,A).

Remark 4.19. We are concerned with Hochschild cohomology in this paper, but could equally

define Hochschild homology of the second kind to be A⊗L,II
A⊗Aop A where the tensor product

is derived in the model category (A-DGMod-A)IIc .

This makes sense as the tensor product over A⊗Aop is a left Quillen bifunctor into DGVect

with the projective model structure. This can be shown using that generating cofibrations

in (A-DGMod-A)IIc are the images of injection of finite-dimensional comodules under Koszul

duality. The definition of weak equivalences ensures that tensoring with the image of a

finite-dimensional comodule preserves weak equivalences.

Theorem 4.20. A Morita equivalence of the second kind F : A → B between dg algebras

induces an isomorphism HHII
c (A)

∼= HHII
c (B) of dg algebras.

Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Theorem 4.1. As before, it suffices to show that

(F ⊗ F op)! : CofIIc (A ⊗ Aop) → CofIIc (B ⊗ Bop) is a quasi-equivalence. The restriction of
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(F ⊗ F op)! to PerfII(A⊗Aop) fits into the commutative diagram

PerfII(A⊗Aop) PerfII(PerfII(A)⊗ PerfII(A)op)

PerfII(B ⊗Bop) PerfII(PerfII(B)⊗ PerfII(B)op)

(h⊗hop)!

(h⊗hop)!

(F!⊗F op

!
)!(F⊗F op)!

where the rows are quasi-equivalences by Lemma 4.16, and (F!⊗F op
! )! is a quasi-equivalence

as F is a Morita equivalence of the second kind. Hence by Theorem 4.12, the functor

Ho(F ⊗ F op)! : DII
c (A ⊗ Aop) → DII

c (B ⊗ Bop) restricts to an equivalence of categories on

the compact objects, so is an equivalence. �

5. Bimodule Koszul duality

The aim of this section is to generalize the Koszul duality statements, Theorem 4.5 and

Theorem 4.8, to bimodules. Throughout this section, A and E will denote two augmented

dg algebras, and A-DGMod-E := DGMod-(Aop ⊗ E) will denote the category of dg A-E-

bimodules. Similarly C and D will denote two augmented pseudocompact dg algebras,

and the notation C-DGMod-D will be understood to mean pseudocompact bimodules, i.e.

pseudocompact left C-modules that are also pseudocompact right D-modules.

5.1. Koszul duality for the cobar construction. We now obtain an analogue of Propo-

sition 4.7 for pseudocompact bimodules by defining the following adjunction:

G : (C-DGMod-D)op ⇄ ΩC-DGMod-ΩD :F.

Let ξC ∈MC(Cop⊗ΩCop) and ξD ∈MC(D⊗ΩD) be the canonical Maurer–Cartan elements

corresponding to the counits B̂ΩCop → Cop and B̂ΩD → D of the adjunction Ω ⊣ B̂. Define

ξ := ξC ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ ξD ∈ Cop ⊗ ΩCop ⊗D ⊗ ΩD,

then ξ ∈ MC(Cop ⊗ ΩCop ⊗ D ⊗ ΩD). The functor G sends a pseudocompact dg C-D-

bimodule N to

GN := (ΩC ⊗N∗ ⊗ ΩD)[ξ],

where as before, GN is a C-D-bimodule. It is the bimodule cobar-construction of the

Cop ⊗D-module N . It can be written as the direct sum totalization of a double complex as

follows:

(5.1)

�� �� ��

N∗ ⊗ sD2

��

sC ⊗N∗ ⊗ sD2

��

oo sC2 ⊗N∗ ⊗ sD2

��

oo · · ·oo

N∗ ⊗ sD

��

sC ⊗N∗ ⊗ sD

��

oo sC2 ⊗N∗ ⊗ sD

��

oo · · ·oo

N∗ sC ⊗N∗oo sC2 ⊗N∗oo · · ·oo

This is, in fact, a triple complex where the third differential (not indicated explicitly) is

induced on each term by the internal differentials in C,D and N . The nth row of the above

complex is GC(N ⊗ sDn) and the nth column is GD( sCn ⊗N).

Similarly, the functor F sends a dg ΩC-ΩD-bimodule M to the pseudocompact dg C-D-

bimodule

FM := (C ⊗M∗ ⊗D)[ξ],
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and the functors F and G are adjoint in the sense that there is a natural isomorphism of dg

vector spaces

HomΩC-DGMod-ΩD(GN,M) ∼= HomC-DGMod-D(FM,N).

Indeed, both sides above are identified with the dg vector spaces (N ⊗M)[ξ].

Composing the functors, we obtain the ΩCop ⊗ ΩD-module

FGN = (C ⊗ ΩC ⊗N ⊗ ΩD ⊗D)[ξ⊗1+1⊗ξ].

This is a double complex obtained from (5.1) by tensoring each entry with C from the left

and D from the right.

Furthermore, this new double complex can be ‘augmented’ by adding to it as a (−1)-st

row the cobar-resolution FCGC(N) of the C-module N . We obtain

�� �� ��

C ⊗N ⊗ sD2 ⊗D

��

C ⊗ sC ⊗N ⊗ sD2 ⊗D

��

oo C ⊗ sC2 ⊗N ⊗ sD2 ⊗D

��

oo · · ·oo

C ⊗N ⊗ sD ⊗D

��

C ⊗ sC ⊗N ⊗ sD ⊗D

��

oo C ⊗ sC2 ⊗N ⊗ sD ⊗D

��

oo · · ·oo

C ⊗N ⊗D

��

C ⊗ sC ⊗N ⊗Doo

��

C ⊗ sC2 ⊗N ⊗Doo

��

· · ·oo

C ⊗N C ⊗ sC ⊗Noo C ⊗ sC2 ⊗Noo · · ·oo

The resulting total complex can be viewed as the cofiber of a map FGN → FCGC(N).

We canonically truncate in the vertical and horizontal direction and as in the one-sided case

we obtain an inverse system of bounded acyclic complexes of finite length. This shows that

this cofiber is contra-acyclic as a C-D-bimodule. Thus, we conclude that the following result

holds:

Proposition 5.1. The adjunction unit FGN → N is a cofibrant resolution of the pseudo-

compact dg C-D-bimodule N .

One proves similarly:

Proposition 5.2. The adjunction counit GFM → M is a cofibrant resolution of the dg

ΩC-ΩD-bimodule M .

Proof. The argument proving Proposition 5.1 proves that the unit map has a contra-acyclic

cone and Proposition 4.9.2 shows this is a weak equivalence. �

We can now formulate the following bimodule version of Theorem 4.5.

Theorem 5.3. The functor G is left adjoint to F and they form a Quillen equivalence

G : (C-DGMod-D)op ⇄ (ΩC-DGMod-ΩD)IIc :F.

Proof. We have an adjoint pair of functors (G,F ) between Cop⊗D-modules and ΩCop⊗ΩD-

modules; it has already been argued above that this is indeed an adjoint pair. Moreover, the

functor F clearly converts cofibrations of ΩCop ⊗ ΩD-modules into fibrations of Cop ⊗D-

modules (since the latter are simply surjective maps) while G takes cofibrations of Cop⊗D-

modules to fibrations of (ΩCop ⊗ ΩD)-modules (since the latter are similarly surjective

maps). This shows that (G,F ) is a Quillen adjunction. By Propositions 5.1 and 5.2 F and

G induce an isomorphism at the level of homotopy categories. �
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Corollary 5.4. For any pseudocompact dg algebras C and D, there is an equivalence of

triangulated categories between DII
c (ΩC

op ⊗ ΩD) and DII
c (Ω(C

op ⊗D)).

Proof. By Koszul duality there is a Quillen equivalence

(C-DGMod-D)op ⇄ (DGMod-Ω(Cop ⊗D))IIc ,

so by Theorem 5.3 there is an equivalence of homotopy categories Ho(ΩC-DGMod-ΩD) and

Ho(DGMod-Ω(Cop ⊗D)). �

Remark 5.5. Note that this subsection would have simplified drastically if the functor Ω was

quasi-strong monoidal. This is known for local pseudocompact algebras and those dual to

pointed coalgebras [15], but not in general.

5.2. Koszul duality for the bar constructions. Let A,E be two dg algebras. We define

two functors

Ĝ : (B̂A-DGMod-B̂E)op ⇄ A-DGMod-E : F̂ .

Let ξA ∈MC(Aop⊗ B̂Aop) and ξE ∈MC(E⊗ B̂E) be the canonical Maurer–Cartan elements

corresponding to the counits ΩB̂Aop → Aop and ΩB̂E → E of the adjunction Ω ⊣ B̂. Define

ξ := ξA ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ ξE ∈ Aop ⊗ B̂Aop ⊗ E ⊗ B̂E,

then ξ ∈MC(Aop ⊗ E ⊗ B̂Aop ⊗ B̂E). The functor F̂ sends a dg A-E-bimodule M to

F̂M := (M∗ ⊗ B̂Aop ⊗ B̂E)[ξ]

and the functor Ĝ sends a pseudocompact dg B̂A-B̂E-bimodule N to

ĜN := (N∗ ⊗Aop ⊗ E)[ξ].

Analogously we can define two functors

qG : (qBA-DGMod-qBE)op ⇄ A-DGMod-E : qF

exactly as above, except replacing every occurrence of B̂ by qB.

The following statement is the bimodule version of Theorem 4.8.

Theorem 5.6. The functors Ĝ and qG are left adjoint to F̂ and qF respectively, and form

Quillen equivalences

Ĝ : (B̂A-DGMod-B̂E)op ⇄ (A-DGMod-E)I : F̂

and
qG : (qBA-DGMod-qBE)op ⇄ (A-DGMod-E)IIc : qF .

Furthermore for any dg algebras A and E, there are equivalences of triangulated categories

DII
c (B̂A

op ⊗ B̂E) ∼= DII
c (B̂(A

op ⊗ E))

and

DII
c (

qBAop ⊗ qBE) ∼= DII
c (

qB(Aop ⊗ E));

hence (Ĝ, F̂ ) and ( qG, qF ) are Quillen equivalences.

Proof. We prove the theorem for the pair of functors ( qG, qF ); the proof for (Ĝ, F̂ ) is the

same. By Koszul duality there are Quillen equivalences

(DGMod-(qBAop ⊗ qBE))op ⇄ DGMod-Ω(qBAop ⊗ qBE)

and

(DGMod-qB(Aop ⊗ E))op ⇄ DGMod-ΩqB(Aop ⊗ E)
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so it is equivalent to prove that DII
c (Ω(

qBAop ⊗ qBE)) ∼= DII
c (Ω

qB(Aop ⊗ E)). But by Corol-

lary 5.4,

DII
c (Ω(

qBAop ⊗ qBE)) ∼= DII
c (Ω

qBAop ⊗ ΩqBE) ∼= DII
c (A

op ⊗ E) ∼= DII
c (Ω

qB(Aop ⊗ E)).

Here for the middle equivalence by Proposition 4.15 it suffices to check PerfII(ΩqBAop ⊗

ΩqBE) ≃ PerfII(Aop⊗E). This holds true as both sides are equivalent to PerfII(PerfII(Aop)⊗

PerfII(E)) by Lemma 4.16 and since ΩqBA → A is a Morita equivalence of the second kind

(4.14).

Finally this implies that ( qG, qF ) is a Quillen equivalence as Dco(qB(Aop⊗E)) ∼= DII
c (A

op⊗

E). �

As a corollary, we get the following result, the first part of which appears in [18, Propo-

sition 2.4]. Here HH(C) for a pseudocompact algebra C (sometimes called coHochschild co-

homology of the dual coalgebra C∗) denotes the Hochschild cohomology RHomC⊗Cop(C,C).

Corollary 5.7. For any dg algebra A, there are isomorphisms of algebras

HH(A) ∼= HH(B̂A)

and

HHII
c (A)

∼= HH(qBA).

Proof. We prove the second statement. By Theorem 5.6 Dco(qBA⊗ qBAop) ∼= DII
c (A ⊗Aop).

It suffices to check that qG(qBA) = (A ⊗ qBA∗ ⊗ A)[ξ] ≃ A. But this follows as qGA⊗Aop(qBA)

is the same as qGA
qFA(A) = (A⊗ (qBA⊗A∗)∗)[ξA⊗1+1⊗ξA]. The two expressions clearly have

the same underlying graded object and the differential is induced in each case by two copies

of the MC element ξA ∈ qBA ⊗ A, acting by left multiplication on qBA and A and by right

multiplication on qBA and the other copy of A respectively. �

Corollary 5.8. HHII
c (A) is computed by the complex (qBA⊗A)ξ where the superscript induces

two-sided twisting by ξA.

Proof. The computation is the same as how one might compute Hochschild cohomology in

terms of the usual tensor algebra.

We have HHII
c (A)

∼= RHomqBA⊗qBAop(qBA, qBA) and qBA is freely resolved by qBA⊗ A
∗
[1]⊗

qBA→ qBA⊗ qBA via the multiplication map. Thus we obtain

HHII
c (A) ≃ (Homk(A

∗, qBA), d) ≃ (A⊗ qBA, d)

and the induced differential d is exactly the two-sided twisting by ξA, which is the usual

Hochschild differential �

Remark 5.9. There is another definition of Hochschild cohomology of the second kind, cf.

[21] which is not equivalent to our notion. To define it, let B
′(A) :=

⊕∞
n=0(Ā

⊗n)∗[−1]

be the ‘semi-complete’ bar-construction of A; it is a dg algebra that is neither discrete in

general (because (Ā⊗n)∗ is a pseudocompact vector space) nor pseudocompact (because an

infinite direct sum of pseudocompact vector spaces is not pseudocompact). Nevertheless, the

complex (B′(A)⊗̂A)ξ makes sense and can be taken as a definition of Hochschild cohomology

of the second kind (in the sense of Polishchuk-Positselski), HHII
PP(A). This is also sometimes

called compactly supported Hochschild cohomology, HH∗
c(A), and the dual construction is

called Borel-Moore Hochschild homology HHBM
∗ (A). (Note that the subscript c in HH∗

c(A)

stands for ‘compactly supported’ in contrast with its usage in the present paper which refers

to ‘compactly generated’.)

The pseudocompact bar-construction qB(A) is the pseudocompact completion of B
′(A)

and the ordinary bar-construction B̂(A) is a further completion at the maximal ideal. It
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follows that there are maps of complexes HHII
PP(A) → HHII

c (A) → HH(A). In other words,

HHII
c (A) is a kind of a half-way house between HHII

PP(A) and HH(A).

6. Curved and non-augmented cases

We note that the results in the previous two sections can be generalized to the curved

and non-augmented settings, i.e. to curved, non-augmented algebras which are Koszul dual

to non-local, curved pseudocompact algebras.

We restrict ourselves to the case of algebras and do not consider curved categories.

We now gather the results, and indicate where there is a difference in the proofs.

Definition 6.1. A twisted module over a curved algebra (A, d, w) is just a curved A-module

whose underlying graded module has the form V ⊗A for a graded k-module V . Explicitily

a twisted module is of the form (V ⊗A, 1⊗d+ q) where q ∈ (EndV ⊗A)1 satisfies dq+ q2 =

1⊗ w ∈ EndV ⊗A.

With this definition we can define finitely-generated twisted modules, CofIIc (A) and

PerfII(A) for a curved algebra. Note that modules over A are somewhat more subtle if

A is curved since A itslef is no longer a (left or right) twisted module over itself. It is,

however, always a bimodule over itself.

Koszul duality extends to the curved setting following [22, 14, 7]. As a first step one may

extend the bar and cobar construction to the non-augmented case by choosing a section of

the unit to define a decomposition A ∼= Ā⊕k of an algebra as a k-module. This will introduce

curvature. The Koszul dual of a non-augmented dg algebra is thus a curved pseudocompact

algebra. Similarly the Koszul dual of a non-local pseudocompact algebra is a curved algebra.

Next, while the bar construction of a curved algebra is not a good notion in general, we

always have the extended bar construction qBA for a curved algebra A, right adjoint to the

cobar construction.

With this we still have the model structure on (DGMod-A)IIc by [14, Theorem 4.6] and

the Quillen adjunction to DGMod-qBAop by [14, Theorem 4.7].

There is also a Morita equivalence of the second kind ΩqBA ≃ A. This follows directly by

[7, Theorem 6.4 and Corollary 6.6].

Theorem 4.12 still holds in the curved setting: sompact generation by twisted modules

is again inherited via Koszul duality from the fact that comodules are compactly generated

by finite-dimensional comodules. This also holds in the curved, nonconilpotent setting, see

[22, Section 5.5].

Since a curved algebra is always a bimodule over itself, the following definition makes

sense:

Definition 6.2. Let A be a curved algebra and M be an A-bimodule (i.e. a module over

the curved algebra A ⊗ Aop). The Hochschild cohomology of the second kind of A with

coefficients in M is

HHII
c (A,M) = RHomII

A⊗Aop(A,M).

We write HHII
c (A) for HHII

c (A,A).

The next goal is to transfer the remaining content of Section 4. Some results, namely

Proposition 4.15 and Lemma 4.17 hold without any adjustments.

However, other results strongly rely on the fully faithful Yoneda embedding A→ PerfII(A).

If A is curved, this is no longer available since A is not a (right) module over itself and so it

has no Yoneda embedding. To get around this technical point, we need the following result,

which is of some independent interest.
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Lemma 6.3. Given a curved algebra A, there is a dg algebra A′ such that PerfII(A) and

PerfII(A′) are quasi-equivalent.

Proof. Let w ∈ A2 be the curvature element. Let V := k ⊕ k[1] and consider the A-

module M := A ⊕ A[1] ∼= A ⊗ V with the differential dM given on 1 ⊗ V ⊂ M by the

2 × 2 matrix xw = −

(
0 1

w 0

)
. We have d2M =

(
w 0

0 w

)
and so M is a curved (perfect)

A-module. It follows that xw is an MC element in the curved algebra A ⊗ End(V ). Set

A′ := EndA(M) ∼= A ⊗ End(V )xw , the twist of A ⊗ End(V ) by xw . The curved algebra

A ⊗ End(V ) is clearly Morita equivalent of the second kind to A with the equivalence

PerfII(A)→ PerfII(A⊗End(V )) given by the usual prescription ? 7→ HomA(?,M). Since A′

is isomorphic to A⊗End(V ) as a curved algebra, it follows that PerfII(A) and PerfII(A′) are

quasi-equivalent as desired (in fact, the constructed quasi-equivalence is even an equivalence

as ordinary categories). �

Remark 6.4. It is easy to see that the dg algebra A′ constructed above, is acyclic (and so,

the twisted module M is homotopically trivial). Indeed, the identity element

(
1 0

0 1

)
is the

coboundary of the element

(
0 0

−1 0

)
in A′. Note that the ordinary derived category of A′

is, of course, trivial.

We now have the curved analogue of Lemma 4.16.

Lemma 6.5. For curved algebras A,B there is a quasi-equivalence

PerfII(A⊗B) ∼= PerfII(PerfII(A)⊗ PerfII(B))

Proof. We have a quasi-equivalence PerfII(A ⊗ B) ≃ Perf(A′ ⊗ B′) (where A′ and B′ are

dg algebras II-Morita equivalent to A and B as constructed in Lemma 6.3) since A′ ⊗

B′ is isomorphic to the tensor product of A ⊗ B and a 4 × 4 matrix algebra. Similarly

PerfII(PerfII(A)⊗PerfII(B)) is Morita equivalent of the second kind to PerfII(A⊗B) which

reduces the question to the uncurved case that has already been proved in Lemma 4.16. �

Using Lemma 6.5 in place of Lemma 4.16, the curved analogue of Theorem 4.20 can now

be shown with the same proof:

Theorem 6.6. A Morita equivalence of the second kind F : A→ B between curved algebras

induces a quasi-isomorphism HHII
c (A) ≃ HHII

c (B) of dg algebras.

With the same adjustment of using Lemma 6.5 we also have the curved analogues of

Theorem 5.6 and Corollary 5.7 by the same proof. We will just define the necessary functors

and state the theorem:

As there is an adjunction Ω ⊣ qB also for curved pseudocompact algebras [7] we obtain a

canonical MC element ξA ∈ MC(Aop ⊗ qBAop) corresponding to the counit ΩqBAop → Aop.

We may define

ξ := ξA ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ ξE ∈ Aop ⊗ qBAop ⊗ E ⊗ qBE,

then ξ ∈MC(Aop ⊗ E ⊗ qBAop ⊗ qBE). The functor qF sends a dg A-E-bimodule M to

qFM := (M∗ ⊗ qBAop ⊗ qBE)[ξ]

and the functor qG sends a pseudocompact dg qBA-qBE-bimodule N to

qGN := (N∗ ⊗Aop ⊗ E)[ξ].
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Theorem 6.7. Let A,E be curved algebras. The functor qG is left adjoint to qF respectively,

and forms a Quillen equivalence

qG : (qBA-DGMod-qBE)op ⇄ (A-DGMod-E)IIc : qF .

Furthermore for any dg algebras A and E, there is an equivalence of triangulated categories

DII
c (

qBAop ⊗ qBE) ∼= DII
c (

qB(Aop ⊗ E)).

Corollary 6.8. For any curved algebra A, there is a quasi-isomorphism of algebras

HHII
c (A) ≃ HH(qBA)

and HHII
c (A) is computed by the complex (qBA⊗A)ξ.

7. Examples of Hochschild cohomology of the second kind

7.1. Preliminaries. In this final section we compare Hochschild cohomology of the first

and second kind in some situations. Let A and E be two curved algebras and M,N be two

A ⊗ E-modules. Recall that RHomII
A⊗E(M,N) is the derived complex of homomorphisms

from M to N in the compactly generated model category of the second kind of A ⊗ E-

modules. Thus, RHomII
A⊗E(M,N) can be represented as HomA⊗E(M̃,N) where M̃ is a

cofibrant replacement of M as an A⊗ E-module.

Recall that PerfII(?) stands for the dg category of perfect cofibrant ?-modules of the

second kind (which can be represented as retracts of finitely generated twisted modules).

The modules M and N can be viewed as PerfII(A)⊗PerfII(E)-modules: the corresponding

functor to dg vector spaces PerfII(A)→ DGVect is given by L 7→ HomA⊗E(M,L) where L is

a given A⊗E-module. We can, therefore, form RHomPerfII(A)⊗PerfII(E)(M,N), the derived

functor of homomorphisms in the model category (of the first kind) of PerfII(A)⊗PerfII(E)-

modules.

We would like to compare RHomII
A⊗E(M,N) and RHomPerfII(A)⊗PerfII(E)(M,N). Note

that it is well-known that RHomA⊗E(M,N) and RHomPerf(A)⊗Perf(E)(M,N) are natu-

rally quasi-isomorphic, the reason being that the Yoneda embedding A ⊗ E → Perf(A) ⊗

Perf(E) is a Morita equivalence of categories. This argument, however, breaks down in

our situation (e.g. because we wish to compare RHom of the first kind with RHom of the

second kind). In fact, there is not even a natural map between RHomII
A⊗E(M,N) and

RHomPerfII(A)⊗PerfII(E)(M,N).

Consider the natural functor

i : PerfII(A)⊗ PerfII(E)→ PerfII(A⊗ E)

sending a pair M,N of perfect modules of the second kind to M ⊗N .

Then we have the following result, similar to [21, Theorem 3.5 C].

Lemma 7.1. Suppose that i above is a Morita equivalence (of the first kind). Then for A⊗E-

modules M and N we have that RHomII
A⊗E(M,N) and RHomPerfII(A)⊗PerfII(E)(M,N) are

naturally quasi-isomorphic.

Proof. We first note that there is an equivalence DII
c (A)

∼= D(PerfII(A)) induced by the

natural map DII
c (Perf

II(A)) → D(PerfII(A)). This follows by comparing compact objects,

which are PerfII(A) on both sides (using Perf(PerfII(A)) ∼= PerfII(A)).
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With this we can compute

RHomII
A⊗E(M,N) ≃ RHomDII

c (A⊗E)(M,N)

≃ RHomD(PerfII)(A⊗E)(M,N)

≃ RHomD(PerfII(A)⊗PerfII(E))(M,N)

≃ RHomPerfII(A)⊗PerfII(E)(M,N)

where we used the assumption in the penultimate step. �

Remark 7.2. There is no reason to believe that i is always a quasi-equivalence. In fact,

the dg category PerfII(A⊗E) should be viewed as a kind of a completed tensor product of

the categories PerfII(A) and PerfII(E). There are, however, important situations when this

completion is extraneous.

Let us take E := Aop and M := A. The above lemma specializes to the following

statement.

Corollary 7.3. Let A be a dg algebra such that PerfII(A)⊗PerfII(Aop) is Morita equivalent

to PerfII(A⊗Aop) and M be an A-bimodule. Then HHII
c (A,M) is naturally quasi-isomorphic

to HH(PerfII(A),M).

In other words, under the assumptions of Lemma 7.1, Hochschild cohomology of the

second kind of dg algebras reduce to Hochschild cohomology of the first kind of a suitable

dg category. A version of this question was considered in [21] where some partial results were

obtained (for a different notion of Hochschild cohomology of the second kind, see Remark

5.9).

7.2. Complex algebraic manifolds. Let X be a compact complex projective manifold

and A := (A0,∗(X), ∂̄) its Dolbeault-algebra. It is well-known [3, 10] that the bounded

derived category DCohb(X) of coherent sheaves on X is equivalent to the derived category

of sheaves on X with bounded coherent cohomology and, since X is smooth, the latter

coincides with the derived category of perfect complexes of sheaves on X . We will consider

its dg model Perf(X) formed by taking Dolbeault resolutions of coherent sheaves. According

to [5, Corollary 3.1.8], the latter is equivalent to the dg category of dg modules over some

dg algebra (the endomorphism algebra of a generator of Perf(X)).

The following result holds.

Proposition 7.4. The categories Perf(X×X) and Perf(X)⊗Perf(X) are Morita equivalent.

Proof. The statement is well-known and follows from a very general result [2, Theorem

1.2(1)] valid for perfect derived stacks, not merely for complex projective manifolds. The

argument goes back to [5]. We sketch a proof for the reader’s convenience.

Let F be a complex of sheaves representing a generator of Perf(X) and B = REnd(F)

be its endomorphism dg algebra. Then the external tensor product F ⊠ F is a generator

of Perf(X × X) and B ⊗ B ≃ REnd(F ⊠ F). So, Perf(X) is quasi-equivalent to Perf(B)

and Perf(X ×X) is quasi-equivalent to B ⊗B. Thus we have reduced the question to that

of a perfect derived category of a dg algebra. Since Perf(B ⊗ B) is Morita equivalent to

Perf(B)⊗ Perf(B) (for any dg algebra B), the desired claim follows. �

Theorem 7.5. The dg algebra A = A0,∗ satisfies the conditions of 7.3. Thus we have a

natural quasi-isomorphism

HHII
c (A) ≃ HH(Perf(X)).

Proof. This follows at once from Proposition 7.4 together with the observation that A is

graded commutative and so Aop ∼= A and Perf(A) ≃ (PerfII(A))op. �
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7.3. Topological spaces. In the topological setting we consider higher local systems on a

topological space X . To be precise we denote by LC(X) the dg category of fibrant cofibrant

cohomologically locally constant (clc) sheaves of complexes over k whose cohomology sheaves

have finite-dimensional fibers. We recall the following:

Theorem 7.6. Let X be a connected locally contractible topological space and C∗(X) its

normalized singular cochain algebra with coefficients in k. Then PerfII(C∗(X)) ∼= LC(X).

Let k = R, X a connected manifold and A∗(X) its de Rham algebra. Then PerfII(A∗(X)) ∼=

LC(X).

Proof. For the first result it follows from [10, Theorem 8.4] that LC(X) is given by finitely

generated twisted modules over C∗(X) since finitely generated twisted modules correspond

to clc sheaves whose fibers are bounded and finite dimensional in each degree. As LC(X) is

idempotent complete it follows that it is quasi-equivalent to PerfII(C∗(X)).

The second result is [10, Theorem 8.1]. �

Remark 7.7. Note that as we restrict to finitely generated twisted complexes we did not

need to consider C∗(X) as a pseudocompact algebra in the theorem. If we consider C∗(X)

as a pseudocompact algebra we have Dco(C∗(X)) ∼= LC∞(X), where the right hand side is

the category of potentially infinite-dimensional local systems [10, Theorem 8.4].

But Dco(C∗(X)) is different from DII
c (C

∗(X)). E.g. the local system on S1 associated to

the regular representation of π1(S
1) exists in Dco(C∗(X)) but not in DII

c (C
∗(X)).

If π1(X) is finite then LC∞(X) is generated by LC(X) and their Hochschild cohomologies

agree. It is known that LC∞(X) ≃ DGMod-C∗ΩX (e.g. [16]). Thus Hochschild cohomology

of LC∞(X) is given by HH(C∗Ω(X)) which is known to be equal to the string topology of

X [8, 12]. See also [24].

Proposition 7.8. Let X be a CW complex with finitely many cells in each degree. Then

LC(X ×X) and LC(X)⊗ LC(X) are Morita equivalent.

Proof. We let {Gi} be a collection of generators for LC(X), e.g. the collection of all (classical)

local systems on X . We first show that Gi ⊠Gj generate LC(X ×X). To do this we follow

again the argument by Bondal-Van den Bergh.

Let N be right orthogonal to {Gi ⊠Gj}, i.e. RHomX×X(Gi ⊠Gj , N) ≃ 0 for all i, j. We

need to show that N is trivial.

By adjunction we have

0 ≃ RHomX×X(Gi ⊠Gj , N)

≃ RHomX×X(π∗
1Gi,Hom(π∗

2Gj , N))

≃ RHomX(Gi, (π1)∗Hom(π∗
2Gj , N)).

It follows that (π1)∗Hom(π∗
2Gj , N) ≃ 0 as the Gi generate LC(X) and (π1)∗Hom(π∗

2Gj , N) ∈

LC(X) by our finiteness assumption.

Thus the fibers of (π1)∗Hom(π∗
2Gj , N) must be trivial and we have

Hom{x1}×X(π∗
2Gj |{x1}×X , N |{x1}×X) ≃ 0

which gives HomX(Gj , (π2)∗N |{x1}×X) ≃ 0 and as the Gj generate we have that N |{x1}×X

is trivial and it follows that N itself is trivial.

This shows that the comparison functor LC(X) ⊗ LC(X) → LC(X × X) given by ⊠ is

essentially surjective.

It remains to be shown the functor is quasi-fully faithful. It suffices to check on gener-

ators, i.e. on local systems. We thus have to compare RHom(L,L′) ⊗ RHom(M,M ′) with
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RHom(L⊠L,M⊠M ′) for local systems L,L′,M,M ′ on X . But this is equivalent to showing

C∗(X,L′ ⊗ L∗)⊗ C∗(X,M ′ ⊗M∗) ≃ C∗(X ×X, (L′ ⊗ L∗)⊠ (M ′ ⊗M∗)).

Thus the result follows from the Künneth theorem with local coefficients [13, Theorem 1.7].

Here we use the finiteness assumption. �

Corollary 7.9. Let X be a connected locally contractible topological space that has the ho-

motopy type of a CW complex with finitely many cells in each degree. Then HHII
c (C

∗(X)) ≃

HH(LC(X))). If X is moreover a manifold HHII
c (A

∗(X)) ≃ HH(LC(X))).

7.4. Matrix Factorizations. We now turn to a curved example. Let R be a commutative

algebra over a field k of characteristic 0, and assume R is regular, and let w ∈ R. Interpreting

R as a Z/2 graded algebra concentrated in even degrees we may consider w as curvature

and define a curved ring Rw = (R, 0, w).

Then the dg category of matrix factorizations MF(R,w) may be defined as the idempotent

completion of the category of curved modules over Rw such that the underlying graded

module is finitely generated and projective in each degree. Its homotopy category is known to

be equivalent to the derived category of singularities Db
coh(Z)/Perf(Z) where Z = w−1(0) ⊂

Spec(R) is the zero locus with singular locus crit(w) [20].

For a Z/2-graded curved algebra we may define its Z/2-graded categories of twisted

modules and perfect complexes of the second kind PerfII
Z/2 by just changing the grading in

our definitions.

With these definitions we obtain the following lemma:

Lemma 7.10. There is a quasi-equivalence MF(R,w) ∼= PerfII
Z/2(Rw) of Z/2-graded dg

categories.

Proof. The definitions of MF(R,w) and PerfII
Z/2(Rw) agree except that matrix factorizations

are built out of projective modules for R#, the underlying graded of R, rather than free

modules. But any curved Rw module whose underlying graded module P is finitely generated

projective is a direct summand of a finitely generated twisted module, i.e. a curved module

whose underlying graded is finitely generated free over R#.

To show this, pick a finitely generated projective R#-module L such that P ⊕ L is free

and consider G(L) the free curved R-module on L which has elements formal sums ℓ + dℓ

and differential d(ℓ+dℓ) = hℓ+dℓ, cf. [22, Section 3.6]. Then the underlying graded of G(L)

is L⊕ L[−1] and P ⊕ P [−1]⊕G(L) is the desired Rw-module, proving the assertion. �

We define Hochschild cohomology of the second kind of Rw as in the Z-graded case,

noting that HHII
c (Rw) = RHomII

Rw⊗Rop
w
(Rw , Rw) is now a Z/2-graded complex.

Proposition 7.11. In the situation as above let furthermore w satisfy crit(w) ⊂ w−1(0).

Then HHII
c (Rw) ≃ HH(MF(R,w)).

Proof. The Thom-Sebastiani theorem [23, Theorem 4.1.3] says MF(R,w) ⊗ MF(R,w) ∼=

MF(R ⊗ R,w ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ w). Rewriting in terms of curved algebras this is exactly saying

MF(Rw)⊗MF(Rw) = MF(Rw ⊗Rw).

Using Lemma 7.10 we are in the setting of Corollary 7.3 and immediately obtain

HHII
c (Rw) ≃ HH(MF(R,w)). �

Remark 7.12. Note that HH(MF(R,w)) has also been computed for compactly supported

Hochschild cohomology (cf. Remark 5.9). For isolated singularities of w−1(0) this is [9, 29]

and in general [21, Section 4.8]. They show HH(MF(R,w)) = HHc(Rw). This is further

used for example in [11].



22 J. HOLSTEIN, A. LAZAREV, AND A. GUAN

It is notable that in this important case our definitions agree with the older definition

that is different in many cases.
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