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Abstract
We develop the formalism of derived divided power algebras, and revisit the theory of derived De Rham
and derived crystalline cohomology in this framework. We characterize derived De Rham cohomology of a
derived commutative algebra A over a base R, together with the Hodge filtration on it, in terms of the universal
property as the largest filtered divided power thickening of A. We show that our approach recovers the classical
De Rham cohomology in the case of a smooth map R — A, and therefore in general, recovers the derived De
Rham cohomology in the sense of Illusie. Along the way, we develop some generalities on square-zero extensions
and derivations in derived algebraic geometry and apply them to give the universal property of the first Hodge
truncation of the derived De Rham cohomology. Finally, we define derived crystalline cohomology relative to a
general divided power base, show that it satisfies the main properties of the crystalline cohomology and coincides

with the classical crystalline cohomology in the smooth case.
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1 Introduction and motivation.

1.1 Crystalline cohomology and De Rham cohomology.

Assume that A is a commutative algebra, smooth over some field k. The De Rham cohomology of A is a sequence
of k-vector spaces HJ (A/k) defined as the cohomology of the De Rham complex of A
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where Q7 = A% (€Y ,) is the n-th exterior power of the A-module of Kahler differentials of A relative to k,
and dgyg is the De Rham differential, i.e. the unique differential extending the universal R-linear derivation of A,
dar : A — Q}L; Ik and satisfying the graded Leibnitz rule. The importance of De Rham cohomology in algebraic
geometry comes from the fact when k& = C, De Rham cohomology computes the singular cohomology of the
topological space of complex points of Spec(A). However, over a field of positive characteristic, De Rham cohomology
is a less satisfactory invariant, as it consists purely of torsion, and one can not recover characteristic 0 information
from it. Instead, the theory of crystalline cohomology comes into play.

The genesis of crystalline cohomology theory started with a deeper understanding of the De Rham cohomology.
In the seminal paper, [Gr68] A.Grothendieck found a remarkable geometric interpretation of De Rham cohomology
as the cohomology of a certain site. Assume first that A is smooth over a field of characteristic 0. The infinitesimal
site of Spec(A) is the category of pairs (U, Z) where U is an open affine subscheme of Spec(A) and Z is a nilpotent
thickening of U. The infinitesimal site has a structure sheaf O whose value on the pair (U, Z) is the algebra of
functions T'(Z,0z). Grothendieck showed that over a field of characteristic zero, the De Rham cohomology is
equivalent to the cohomology of the structure sheaf of the infinitesimal site.

Now assume A is defined over F,. Based on the observation that in characteristic 0 De Rham cohomology
computes the cohomology of the infinitesimal site, Grothendieck defined a new theory of crystalline cohomology
as the cohomology of the so-called crystalline site. The definition of the crystalline site is similar to the definition
of the infinitesimal site, in the sense that both sites parametrize certain thickenings of open affine subscheme of
Spec(A). However, a crucial change is implemented in the crystalline case: instead of merely nilpotent thickenings,
one now considers divided power thickenings. Let us recall what it means. Assume I < A is an ideal in a ring
A. A divided power structure on [ is a sequence of maps v, : I — A for n > 1 satisfying a number of relations
ensuring that ~, (z) behaves like %T for any z € I and n > 1. Over a field of characteristic 0, any ideal has unique
divided powers. But over other base rings, there can be many different divided power structures on an ideal, or
none at all. The crystalline site of Spec(A) is the category whose objects are triples (U, Z,~) where U is an open
affine subscheme of Spec(A), Z is a nilpotent thickening of U over Z, with a divided power structure -y on the ideal
defining the closed embedding U = Z, where divided powers are required to be compatible with the divided powers
on the ideal (p) < Z,. The scheme Z is referred to as a “divided power thickening” of U. The crystalline site has
a crystalline structure sheaf which takes any triple (U, Z, ) to the algebra of global functions I'(Z, Oz) on Z. The
crystalline cohomology H, C"rys(A/ Z,) is the cohomology of the structure sheaf of the crystalline site.

It turns out that the crystalline cohomology defined as the cohomology of the crystalline site, is closely related
to the De Rham cohomology defined in terms of differential forms. A comparison theorem of Grothendieck says
that after base change to F,, the crystalline cohomology groups are canonically isomorphic to the De Rham
cohomology groups of A over [F):

Another statement concerns the presence of a smooth lift of Spec(A) to a formally smooth p-adic scheme Spec A.
In this situation, the crystalline cohomology of A can be computed as p-adically completed De Rham cohomology
of the lift:

Hl\(A)Zy) ~ Hig(4/2),. (1.2)

These statements can seem surprising at first glance. The right side of Equations 1.1 and 1.2 are defined in very
different terms than the left side. The De Rham cohomology is defined as the cohomology of a concrete commutative
differential graded algebra. On the other hand, the crystalline cohomology is defined in terms of divided power
algebras rather than commutative differential graded algebras. The equivalences 1.1 and 1.2 suggest that there
should be a close relationship between commutative differential graded algebras and divided power algebras. This
is further affirmed by a classical computation due to L.Illusie [I1171(2)]. The formation of De Rham complex

(A/R) —> (2R, dar)

on the category of smooth R-algebras can be derived to all R-algebras to obtain the theory of the derived De
Rham complex developed by L.Illusie in the foundational texts [[1171(1),11171(2)]. The derived De Rham complex
assigns to any commutative R-algebra A a commutative algebra object |LO% /R| in the derived category D(R) of



R-modules. Assume R — A is a surjective map and the ideal I = ker(R — A) is generated by a regular sequence.
Then it is shown in [I1171(2)] that there is an equivalence

L% 5| > Envi(T), (1.3)

where Env%d (I) is the divided power envelope of R at the ideal I, i.e. the algebra obtained by freely adjoining to
R all divided powers of generators of the ideal I. The equivalence 1.3 respect an additional piece of structure present
on both sides, namely, a filtration. For a smooth map R — A, the De Rham complex Q% /R has a multiplicative
Hodge filtration whose n-th stage is the subcomplex

>n . _ n n+1
QZ/R.—OHOH...HOHQA/RHQA'}'RH...
=n

In other words, the subcomplex () < Q% IR is spanned by differential forms apda; A das A ... A da; € QZ IR of
=%

A/R
a with functor LQ_ /g : CAlgg o — Fil*° CAlgp, where the target is the co-category of E-algebra objects in the
120

A/R

degree @ = n. Deriving this construction, we obtain a “derived” Hodge filtration L2 and thereby provides us

symmetric monoidal co-category Fil”* Modg of non-negatively filtered R-modules.

The derived Hodge filtration has a counterpart on the divided power side; for a surjective map R — A with
regular ideal I, the divided power envelope Env%d(l ) carries a filtration Env%d’z*(l ) whose n-th stage is spanned
by divided power monomials 7;, (1)....7i, (x) with i1 + ... + i = n for x; € I.

A classical computation of L.Illusie [I1171(2), Corollary 1.4.4.1] states that the equivalence 1.3 does in fact refine
to a filtered equivalence

L5, ~ Envih>*(1). (1.4)

This paper is an attempt to develop a formalism in which the equivalence 1.4 becomes obvious by giving a
universal property of the derived De Rham cohomology in the world of divided power algebras. Such a theory
ought to make various crystalline comparisons conceptually simpler. Another expectation from such a theory, is
that it should make more geometrically clear the relation between derived De Rham cohomology and the stacky
approach via the De Rham stack developed recently by Drinfeld and Bhatt-Lurie in the texts [Dr20], [BL22(2)],
[Bh23].

Let us now outline our approach to derived De Rham cohomology derived via divided power algebras. Fix a
base commutative ring R, and let A be a commutative R-algebra. The De Rham complex of A relative to R is
a differential graded R-algebra (€25 IR dar) which has the following universal property. Assume (B*®,d) is another

differential graded R-algebra endowed with a commutative R-algebra map f°: A — B°. Then f° uniquely extends
to a differential graded R-algebra map f* : (9:4/37 dar) — (B*®,d). In other words, the De Rham complex of A
relative to R is the universal commutative differential graded R-algebra which has A as its degree 0 component.
First, let us start by clarifying what we mean by a derived divided power algebra. Let DAlg, be the co-category
of all derived rings as defined by A.Raksit [R20]. The co-category DAlg, is defined as the co-category of algebras
over a certain monad
LSymy : Modz — Mody.

The monad LSym is the unique monad which has the properties that its value on a finitely generated free abelian
group on n generators is the polynomial ring Z[z1, ..., 2, ], and that it preserves sifted colimits and finite totalizations.
Recall that the free polynomial ring on an abelian group M can be defined more conceptually by the formula

Symy (M) := (—D (M®")s, |
nz=0
where (—)x, stands for coinvariants with respect to the symmetric group, and the symmetric group acts on the
tensor power M®" by permutation.
The notion of a divided power algebra is obtained by replacing coinvariants with respect to symmetric groups
by invariants, i.e. the free divided power algebra on M is given by the formula

Tz (M) := P M®")>.
n=0

A more concrete description of the free divided power ring is as follows. Let us choose a basis M = Z"™. Then
Z{x1, ooy Ty y := Tz (M) is the smallest subring of Q[z1, ..., x,] which contains Z[z1, ..., z,] and all divided powers



of the generators x;, i.e. elements of the form

24
3
E € Q[Ilv 7:677.]

To promote the construction M +—— I'z(M) to a monad, one has to work with non-unital algebras’. The ring
Z{x1, ..., Ty is augmented, and the augmentation ideal Z{x1, ..., )" is a non-unital ring, which we call the non-
unital polynomial divided power ring on n generators. We will denote I‘%(Z") := Z{x1, ..., Zn ). There exists
the non-unital derived divided power algebra monad on Modz, denoted

LT} : Modz — Modyz,

which similarly to LSymy, is defined as the unique sifted colimit and finite totalization preserving monad whose
value on a finitely generated free abelian group on n generators is l"% (Z™). We denote

DAIlgy"P? .= Algy (Modyz)

the co-category of non-unital derived divided power rings. These definitions can be extended to any ground derived
ring R, thus giving us the oo-category DAlgy of derived R-algebras, and the oo-category DAlgI;%u’pd of non-unital
derived divided power R-algebras.

A global version of the notion of a non-unital derived divided power ring is the notion of a derived divided
power map, or a derived divided power Smith ideal. Roughly, a derived divided power map A — B is the
data of a map of derived rings A — B together with the data of a non-unital derived divided power A-algebra on

I = fib(A — B). To explain it more precisely, let us digress for a moment and delve into the notion of ideal in
the derived world. Let DAlg%1 be the co-category of arrows A — B in the co-category of derived rings. DAngAl is

monadic over the arrow category Mod?l. Consider the functor fib : Mod?1 — Mod?1 sending an arrow (X —Y)
to the fiber (fib(X — Y) — X. This functor is evidently an equivalence. Therefore, the data of a derived ring
map (A — B) can be equivalently characterized as the data of a derived ring A, together with a certain data on
the map I = fib(A — B) — A. We refer to this data as the data of a derived Smith ideal, and explain in
more details what it amounts to in the text. A part of the data of a Smith ideal (I — A) is the structure of a
non-unital derived A-algebra on I. We define a derived divided power map (A — B) as a map of derived rings
(A — B), together with a lift of I to a non-unital derived divided power A-algebra. We call the corresponding
derived Smith ideal (I — A) a derived divided power Smith ideal, and sometimes simply derived divided

power algebra for short. The notion can be extended to any ground derived ring R. We denote DAlgél’pd the

co-category of derived divided power maps over R, and reserve a separate notation DAlgﬁlv P4 for the co-category of
derived divided power Smith ideals over R. We freely interchange between the two notions, as they are equivalent,
but use separate notations depending on whether we want to emphasize the data of a derived Smith ideal or not.

Furthermore, the theory of derived divided power Smith ideals admits a filtered analogue. Let R be a ground
derived ring, and let Fil”° Modg be the oo-category of non-negatively filtered objects in Modg, and Fil”! Modp <
Fil*° Modp the full subcategory of positive filtrations. We define an oo-category of non-negatively filtered
derived R-algebras Fil*° DAlg R as the oo-category of algebras over a certain filtered version LSymﬁ* : Modpr —
Modg of the LSym-monad. For any object A>* e Fil®° DAlgp, the 0-th stage of the filtration 420 is a derived
R-algebra, and the “augmentation fiber” A>! is a non-unital filtered derived A=-algebra. Now the monad LI‘E :
Modgr — Modg admits a filtered enhancement LI‘E’% . Filz! Modgr — Filz! Modg, thereby giving as the notion
of a non-unital filtered derived divided power R-algebra. We define an co-category Fil=° DAlg%d of (non-
negatively) filtered derived divided power R-algebras as an co-category monadic over Fil”° Mod g, whose
object consist of objects A>* in Fil®" DAlg r together with a AZ%-linear non-unital filtered derived divided power
structure on the augmentation fiber A=!. This monad is trivial in characteristic 0, i.e. when R has characteristic
0, the forgetful functor induces an equivalence Fil*° DAlg%d ~ FiI*° DAlg gr- In non-zero characteristic, the data of
divided powers on a discrete object A=* e Fil*° CAlg%% roughly amounts to specifying for any element z € A>?
in filtered stage i > 1 a sequence of elements ~y,(x) € AZ™ for all n > 1, which satisfy the usual divided power
relations.

There is a functor of taking 0-th graded piece gr° : Fil*° DAlg%d — DAlgp. It is not easy to see that it preserves
all limits and hence admits a left adjoint.

Ithis has to do with the fact that outside of characteristic 0, the unit in a unital ring never supports divided powers.



Definition 1.1.1. The left adjoint of the functor gr®
LOQZ’ . : DAlg, — Fil** DAIgh!

sends a derived R-algebra A to the Hodge-filtered derived De Rham cohomology LQi/*R of A relative to R.

This definition requires justification. Recall that there already exists a functor LQ_ /i : CAlgg o — Fil° CAlg R
with values in non-negatively filtered Ey-algebras obtained by resolving any R-algebra by polynomial algebras, and
applying the functor of Hodge-filtered De Rham complex termwise. Extending this to all connective derived algebras
by commuting with arbitrary geometric realizations, we obtain a functor LQ%;R : DAlgr oo — Fil*° CAlg r- To
justify the Definition 1.1.1, we need to show that the following triangle commutes

=%

DAlgp »g ———— Fil*® DAIgh (1.5)

Fil*? CAlgp,

where the right vertical functor is the forgetful functor. To prove this statement, we need a little more preliminary
formalism. But already at this point, we notice that there is at least one immediate corollary of the definition.

Proposition 1.1.2. Let R be a discrete commutative ring, and R — A be a surjective map such that the ideal
I = ker(R — A) is generated by a regular sequence, and let Env%d’>*(l ) be the divided power envelope of R at I
endowed with the divided power filtration. Then there is an equivalence of filtered R-algebras
=% d,=x*
LOZ7, ~ Enviy =" (D).

To prove that the diagram 1.5 commutes, by commutation with sifted colimits it suffices to show that there is
a natural equivalence LQi/*R o Qi;R for any polynomial R-algebra A. To formulate this comparison statement,
we need to connect our definition of derived De Rham cohomology in terms of filtered divided power algebras with
the more familiar definition of the De Rham cohomology as a cochain complex. Passing to the language of cochain
complexes can be done as in [R20] using the equivalence between the complete filtered derived category and the
oo-category of dg modules, or coherent cochain complexes. Namely, let FilModr < FilModg be the full
subcategory of complete objects. There is a functor of taking associated graded object

gr: FﬁdR —> GrModg,

and it turns out that it is monadic. We let DG_Modpg be the resulting monadic co-category over GrModg, so
that the functor gr lifts to an equivalence gr : FilModg ~ DG_Modg. We define an co-category DG_DAIg%d of
derived differential graded divided power algebras by requiring that the functor gr lifts to an equivalence
— pd
gr : FiIDAlgy ~ DG_DAIgh.
Definition 1.1.3. The functor of derived De Rham complex
LQ% p : DAlg, —= DG_DAlgh’ (1.6)

is the left adjoint of the limit preserving functor ev® : DG,DAlngd — DAlgp extracting the 0-th degree part of
a differential graded derived divided power algebra. Given a derived R-algebra A, the derived De Rham complex
LQ% g can be computed as the composition LQY p 1= gr LQi;R.

The oo-category DG_Modpg has a so-called negative t-structure, whose heart is the abelian category of cochain
complexes. What we precisely show is that for a smooth map R — A, the derived De Rham complex LO% /R 18
discrete in this ¢-structure, and the corresponding cochain complex is the classical De Rham complex (with the
structure of a commutative differential graded algebra). A precise formulation of this statement uses the décalage
isomorphism of Illusie, [I1171(2), Proposition 4.3.2.1].

Proposition 1.1.4. Let R be a discrete commutative ring, and A be a smooth R-algebra, and QA/R be the De

Rham complex of A over R. Then the derived De Rham complex LOQ% /R 18 discrete in the negative ¢-structure, and
there is an equivalence of commutative differential graded R-algebras



Remark 1.1.5. At this point, let us clarify how the universal property given above is different from the Raksit’s.
The dichotomy lies in what kind of algebras one considers as a target for the derived De Rham complex functor,
and there are essentially two main points of difference.

- We have introduced an oo-category DG_Modpg such that the functor gr : FilModr — GrModpg lifts to

an equivalence gr : Fde —~ > DG_Modg. In Raksit’s terminology, objects of DG_Modpg are called h_-
differential graded objects. There also exists a notion of h,-differential graded objects. Namely, following
[R20], one defines a graded algebra Dy := R@® R[1](1) and the oco-category of h,-differential graded objects as
DG Modpg := Modp, (GrModgr). Raksit gives a simple universal property of the derived De Rham complex which
is analogous to the one given in Definition 1.1.3, but in the setting of h,-differential graded algebras, rather than
in the setting of filtered derived algebras or h_-differential graded algebras.

- The theory of the derived De Rham complex in the setting of h.-differential graded algebras turns out to
be very different from the setting of filtered derived algebras or h_-differential graded algebras. In the h-setting,
there are no divided powers. In contrast, in the filtered/h_-setting, divided powers become crucial. The main
reason why one needs divided powers, is that the left adjoint of the functor ev® : DG_DAlg, — DAlgy is not the
derived De Rham complex, but is rather related to the infinitesimal cohomology.

One important property of (derived) De Rham cohomology is its relation to the notions of the universal derivation

and the universal square-zero extension. This can be explained by means of the following two examples. Let R be a
{0,1}
A/R
Q% /R in degrees < 2 coincides with the two-step complex d : A — 9}4 R where the map d is the universal (De

discrete commutative ring, and A a smooth R-algebra. Then the naive truncation of the De Rham complex

Rham) derivation of the map R — A. its universality is that for any other R-linear derivation 6 : A — M with

values in an A-module M, there is a unique map f : 9}4 /R M such that the derivation § factors as § = f od.

Another example is the case of a surjective map R — A whose ideal I is generated by a regular sequence. As we
=%

mentioned above, there is an equivalence L7 IR = Env? (I). Truncating the latter filtered object in degrees < 2,
we obtain a square-zero extension

I/I* - R/T*> - R/I.

This square-zero extension also has a universal property. Suppose we have a map (I — R) — (J — ) of algebras
with an ideal, and J? = 0. Then this map factors uniquely through a map (I/1?> — R/I?) — (J — S). For this
reason, we might call the object I/I? — R/I? the universal square-zero extension associated to the ideal I < R.
The two examples we just explained suggest two ideas:

1) truncation of the derived De Rham cohomology (or derived De Rham complex) in degrees < 2 must have a
universal property as a universal square-zero extension (respectively, the universal derivation),

2) there should exist a canonical way of transforming the universal square-zero extension into the universal
derivation, and vice versa.

The second idea is in fact an instance of one of the foundational ideas of derived algebraic geometry: square-zero
extensions are controlled by derivations. The passage from square-zero extensions to derivations is done by taking
associated gradeds for two-step filtration existing on any square-zero extension, and interpreting the extension data
as a derivation. A reasonable expectation then is that the equivalence of square-zero extensions and derivations
is a specialization of the equivalence Fil Mod r ~ DG_Modg to objects concentrated in degrees 0,1 only. Indeed,
consider subcategories Fillo:H Modg < Fil®° Modg of two-step filtrations and DG{_O’l}ModR c DG®°Modp of

differential two-step graded modules. We show that Fillo-1 Modpg and DG{fJ"l}ModR are symmetric monoidal
co-categories and there is a symmetric monoidal equivalence

Fill® Modz ~ DG Y Mod .

Moreover, we interpret the oo-category Fillo1 DAlgy = DAlg(Fil[O’l] Modg) as the oco-category of derived
square-zero Smith ideals and DG{_O’l}DAlgR = DAlg(DG{_O’l}ModR) as the co-category of derived derivations.
For instance, objects of the latter can be thought as triples (A4, M, ) where A € DAlgp, M € Mody4, and § : A —
A @ M|[1] is a derivation. There exists a symmetric monoidal functor

Fil*° Mod, — > DGZMod —2b DGO Mod

which induces a functor Fil*° DAlg R DG{,O’l}DAlg R, which produces a universal derivation for any non-negatively
filtered derived algebra. We show the following:



Theorem 1.1.6. Let R — A be a map of derived rings, and LQi/*R be the Hodge filtered derived De Rham

cohomology of A over R. Then the differential two-step graded object LQEXO/’}%} is canonically equivalent to the
universal derivationd: A — A® La/g-

This statement is to be expected, and its proof rather tautologically follows by checking universal properties.
The essential content of the discussion above is Theorem 3.3.26 which interprets the equivalence Fill01 DAlgp ~

DG&O’l}DAlg R as an equivalence between square-zero Smith ideals and derivations.

In the end of the text, we explain how to set-up the theory of derived crystalline cohomology relative to a general
(derived) divided power base. We consider the oo-category Z<Y® consisting of pairs (A — A, R) where (A — A)
is a derived divided power map (to which we will refer to as divided power base), and R a derived A-algebra,

and define a functor Rl¢;ys @ Z9Y° — DAngAl’pd with values in the oo-category of derived divided power rings,
whose value on a pair (A — A, R) is the derived crystalline cohomology of R relative to (4 — A), denoted
Rlys(R/(A — R). We show that it follows from our definition that derived crystalline cohomology satisfies a base
change property with respect to maps (A4 — A) — (B — B) of divided power bases. This property implies the
following theorem, which summarizes the main properties of derived crystalline cohomology. To formulate it, we
notice that for a given divided power base (4 — A), the derived divided power ring Rl ¢rys(R/(A — A)) is a derived
divided power algebra under (A — A), and hence, n particular, the underlying derived ring of Rl ¢rys(R/(A — A))
is a derived A-algebra.

Theorem 1.1.7. Let (A — A) be a derived divided power base.
1. Let R be a derived A-algebra. There is a natural equivalence

chrys(R/(A — Z)) %}Z ~ LQR/Z'

2. Let R be a derive A-algebra, and R a derived A-algebra endowed with an equivalence R®4 A ~ R. Then
there is a natural equivalence

LQp/a ~ Rlcrys(R/(A — A)).

3. Let (A — A) be the derived divided power envelope of (A — A). Recall that A ~ L /- The divided power

structure on (A — A) gives a natural map (A — A) — (A — A). Let R be a derived A-algebra, and consider
its derived De Rham cohomology L g 4 with the natural A-linear structure. There is a natural equivalence

LQRg/a (? A ~ Rl epys(R/(A — A)).

The equivalences listed above are formulated as equivalences of derived algebras. In the relevant section, we
explain how to promote it to an equivalence of derived divided power algebras.

The first two properties are the main properties expected of crystalline cohomology. The first merely states, that
derived crystalline cohomogy is a natural lift of derived De Rham cohomology. The second says that we can compute
derived crystalline cohomology as derived De Rham cohomology of a lift. The third property is a generalization of
the idea that one can compute the crystalline cohomology of an F,-algebra R as the derived De Rham cohomology
of R relative to Z, based changed to Z, along the natural map L,z — Z,. This observation is to the best of our
knowledge, due to B.Bhatt, and appears in the text [Bh12(2)].

Let us finish this introduction by mentioning the comparison with the stacky and site-theoretic approach, which
will be proven in a subsequent paper [pdII]. In the work of [Dr20] of Drinfeld, and the works [BL22(2)] and [Bh23]
of B.Bhargav and J.Lurie there was developed a stacky approach to derived De Rham cohomology. Let X be a
derived stack over a base ring R. We can define a new prestack Xygr, called De Rham stack of X, understood
merely as a fuctor DAlgg - — Spc which is defined by the formula

Xar(R) := X (R/RF),

where R/R? is the quotient of R by a certain generalized ideal R* — R playing the role of nil-radical in the divided
power setting. One can show (see [Bh23], Theorem 2.5.6) that for a smooth affine scheme X, there is an equivalence
of E,, R-algebras:



F(XdR7OXdR,) = |Q:4/R|

More generally, it follows from [BL22(2), Theorem 7.20] and the crystalline comparison for prismatic cohomology
that the statement holds true for the derived crystalline cohomology either when the algebra satisfies some finiteness
assumption, or is quasi-lci. It is expected that the result should be true for derived De Rham cohomology for any A,
if we replace the right-hand side by Hodge-completed derived De Rham cohomology. At present we are not aware
of a reference for this statement proven in this generality. In the paper [pdII], we characterize the construction
X — I'(X4r, Ox,y ) in terms of a universal property which makes manifest the fact that for any affine scheme X,
the Eq-algebra I'(Xgr, Ox,;, ) lifts to a filtered derived divided power algebra in Modg. Let Fil®* T'(X4r, Ox,y)

be the object of Fil*° DAlg%d arising from this construction. In [pdIl] we will prove the following;:

Theorem 1.1.8. Let A be a connective derived commutative R-algebra, and X = Spec A. There is a natural
filtered map

LQi;R S ) I'(Xar, Oxuz)

which induces an equivalence on Hodge completions.

As we mentioned above, the isomorphism above holds for derived De Rham cohomology without Hodge com-
pletion for any map R — A satisfying either a simple finiteness condition, or a certain quasi-lci condition. We do
not know whether the statement is true without Hodge completion for any map R — A, but if a counter-example
exists, it has to be some infinitely-generated and not quasi-lci algebra.

1.2 Notations and terminology.

We use the language of co-categories and higher algebra developed by J.Lurie in [HTT] and [HA]. We freely use the
notions of an oco-category, a functor between oo-categories, an co-categorical adjunction etc. The amount of higher
categorical machinery used in the text, is limited to a very basic level. Essentially the only technical statements
we use are the adjoint functor theorem [HTT, Corollary 5.5.2.9], and the Barr-Beck-Lurie monadicity theorem
formulated in [HA, Theorem 4.7.3.5]. In general, most of our constructions are formulated in a homotopy invariant
way. In particular, all limits and colimits are in general assumed to be in the homotopy sense. For better exposition,
we often restrict our attention to some discrete computations, in which case we specify that we are working with
discrete cochain complexes, algebras etc.

We let Spc be the co-category of spaces, or co-groupoids, and Spt the co-category of spectra. For a ring spectrum
A, we denote Mod 4 the co-category of A-module spectra. For example, our notation for the derived oco-category of
abelian groups is Modyz. In a stable co-category C, we denote [1] and [—1] suspension and loop functors respectively.

We often encounter pull-back diagrams of co-categories. Unless specified otherwise, these are taken in the
co-category of large oo-categories.

For a pair of co-categories C and D, we let Fun(C, D) be the oo-category of functors from C to D. The co-category
Fun(C, C) has a monoidal structure given by composition of functors. A monad on C is an associative algebra
object in this monoidal co-category.

Most oo-categories we will encounter in the text will be presentable. We let Pr” to be the co-category of
presentable co-categories and continuous functors. This co-category has a symmetric monoidal structure constructed
by J.Lurie.

A presentable symmetric monoidal co-category is a commutative algebra object in prt.

We use the e-symbol for the grading on a graded object X*, and the x-symbol to indicate the filtration on a
filtered object X=*.

We use homological notation in the context of t-structures on a stable co-category. For instance, for a stable
co-category C with a t-structure, Csq is the full subcategory of connective objects. For the full subcategory of
discrete objects, we use the symbol Co.

Given a presentable co-category C, we denote C* < C the full co-subcategory consisting of compact objects in
C.

Given a symmetric monoidal co-category C, one can talk about Ey-algebra objects in C. For us, C will typically
be a stable symmetric monoidal co-category of the form Modg for R a derived commutative ring. In this setting,
we can also talk about derived commutative R-algebras.

In the context of derived algebraic geometry, we follow some basic terminology of the texts [GR17(I)], [GR17(II)].
For instance, we use the notions of prestack and quasicoherent sheaves on prestacks. A prestack over a derived
ring R is a functor X : DAlgg o — Spc, where DAlgp, - is the oo-category of connective commutative R-algebras



over the base ring R. For an A € DAlgp -, there is a representable prestack Spec(A), i.e. a derived affine
scheme. Any prestack X can be written as a colimit of derived affine schemes

X = li S A
Spgc(()AlgliX peC( )
The oo-category of quasi-coherent sheaves on X is the limit
Coh(X) ~ li Mod
Q © ( ) Spec(lg)l—»X oda
taken along the diagram of all derived affine schemes mapping to X using base change functors — ® B : Mod 4 —
A

Modp for any map Spec(B) — Spec(A) over X.
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2 Preliminaries.

2.1 Higher category theory.

Here we will review some higher categorical facts used in the text. We will often work with various co-categories built
as pull-backs and/or lax equalizers of other symmetric monoidal co-categories. We recall the following construction
from Nikolaus-Scholze [NS18, Definition I1.1.4].

Definition 2.1.1. Assume given two oco-categoties C and D and two functors F,G : C — D. The Lax equalizer
oo-category LEq(F, G) is defined as the pull-back

LEq(F,G) —= DA’ (2.1)
| e
C DxD
(F.G)

We will often study the case D = C, F' = Id, and G is some endofunctor of C. Moreover, we will use the fact
that if C is a symmetric monoidal oo-category and G is a lax symmetric monoidal functor, then LEq(Id, G) gets
a symmetric monoidal structure. Moreover, commutative algebra objects in LEq(Id, G) are precisely pairs (A, f)
where A is a commutative algebra object in C, and f : A — G(A) is a map of commutative algebra objects. To
explain this, let us recall some basic terminology regarding symmetric monoidal co-categories. Let Fin, be the
category of finite pointed sets. In the approach of J.Lurie, an co-operad is a functor p : Oy — Fin, satisfying
conditions listed in [HA, Definition 2.1.1.10]. A symmetric monoidal cw-category is an co-category C® equipped
with a coCartesian fibtration C® — Fin, of co-operads. A lax symmetric monoidal functor F : C® — D®
is simply an oo-operad map. Let CAlg(Cat)j.x be the co-category of symmetric monoidal co-categories and lax
symmetric monoidal functors. There is a fully faithful embedding CAlg(Cat).x < Op,,, where Op,, is the oo-
category of operads defined as in [HA, Definition 2.1.4.1]. Given a symmetric monoidal co-category p : C® — Finy,
we let C = C¢py := p~*((1)). The functor CAlg(Cat)jax — Cat, (p : C® — Fin,) — C is conservative and preserves
all limits?.

In the future, we will often write the data of a symmetric monoidal co-category p : C® — Fin, simply as
C keeping symmetric monoidal structure in mind. The tautological coCartesian fibration Fin, — Fin, is the
commutative operad. For a given symmetric monoidal co-category C := (p : C® — Finy), the collection of all
operad maps Fin, — C® organize into an oo-category of commutative algebra objects in C, denoted CAlg(C).
The following proposition follows immediately from definitions.

2Caution: the inclusion CAlg(Cat)ax < Opy, is, however, not closed under all limits.



Proposition 2.1.2. Assume we are given
C—= lilm C; (2.2)
a limit diagram in CAlg(Cat)jax. Then the natural map in Cat
CAlg(C) —— 1i£n Ci.

is an equivalence.

Proposition 2.1.3. Assume C and D are symmetric monoidal co-categories, F' is a symmetric monoidal functor,
and G is lax symmetric monoidal. The co-category LEq(F, G) has a symmetric monoidal structure, and there is an
equivalence

CAlg(LEq(F, G)) ~ LEq(F, G : CAlg(C) — CAlg(D)).

Proof. Using [NS18, Construction IV.2.1 (ii)], there is a symmetric monoidal co-category LEq(F, G)® defined as
a pull-back diagram of symmetric monoidal co-categories and lax symmetric monoidal functors, whose underlying
oo-category is LEq(F, G). Taking the co-category of commutative algebra objects and using 2.1.2, we get a pull-back
square of co-categories

CAlg(LEq(F, G)) CAlg(DA") ~ CAlg(D)A'

l l (ev®,ev!)

CAlg(C) 0 CAlg(D x D) ~ CAlg(D) x CAlg(D),

and the second statement follows. O

Remark 2.1.4. Note that if F' is only lax symmetric monoidal, but not strictly symmetric monoidal, there is
no natural symmetric monoidal structure on LEq(F,G). This is an example demonstrating that in general the
oo-category CAlg(Cat)iax is not closed under all limits inside Op,,. It is crucial that when F is strictly symmetric
monoidal, one can construct a symmetric monoidal structure on LEq(F,G) making the square 2.1 a square of
symmetric monoidal co-categories and lax symmetric monoidal functors. In other words, the commutative square
2.2 needs to be given, and in general, we can not define C as a pull-back of symmetric monoidal co-categories and
lax symmetric monoidal functors.

Over a ring of non-zero characteristic, in addition to Ey-algebras, there are also theories of derived commutative
algebras as well as derived divided power algebras. We will review some basics of derived commutative algebras
following [R20] in the next subsection, and the theory of derived divided power algebras in Section 2.3 via the
approach of [BCN21]. We will also formulate and prove a version of Proposition 2.1.2 in the setting of derived
algebras in Section 2.3. To this end, we will introduce the abstract framework in which the theories of derived
commutative algebras and derived divided power algebras fit.

Recall that given an oo-category C, a monad on C is an algebra object in the monoidal co-category Fun(C, C)
with respect to the composition product. To formulate and prove a version of Proposition 2.1.2 in the setting of
algebras over a monad, we ought to have, given a pair of co-categories (C, T¢) and (D, Tp) endowed with monads,
the notion of a lax equivariant functor F : (C,T¢) — (D, Tp) with respect to these monads action. In order to
speak about such lax equivariant functors, we use some basic (00, 2)-categorical formalism. We generally follow the
approach of [GR17(I)] to (co,2)-categories, and use some elements of the formalism developed by R.Haugseng in
the text [H20]. We will give references for all definitions and statements, but will not present a detailed overview of
the formalism and restrict to simply explaining what various constructions mean on the naive level of 2-categories.

Notation 2.1.5. We denote Cat (2 the (00, 1)-category of (0,2)-categories. There exist several approaches
to (o0,2)-categories in the literature. For instance, one can think of objects of Cat(y ) as the co-categories of
oo-categories enriched in the symmetric monoidal co-category Cat. This means that an (oo, 2)-category C is char-
acterized by the data of a collection of objects X € C and for any pair X,Y € C, an (o0, 1)-category Hom(X,Y)
together with composition functors

Hom(X,Y) x Hom(Y, Z) — Hom(X, Z)
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with a hierarchy of higher coherences®. The elements of Hom(X,Y) are usually called 1-morphisms in C, and
morphisms of Hom(X,Y) are usually called 2-morphisms in C. We use bold letters like C,D, ... for objects
of Cat(y ). Given an (o0, 2)-category C, we denote 2;C the underlying (oo, 1)-category obtained by discarding
all non-invertible 2-morphisms. We denote Cat the (c0,2)-category of (o0, 1)-categories’. The construction of
Cat uses the natural enhancement of the usual (o0, 1)-category of (o0, 1)-categories by letting the Hom-category
between two objects C, D € Cat to be the co-category Fun(C, D) of all functors and not necessarily invertible natural
transformations. Given two (0, 1)-categories C, D, there is an (00, 1)-category Fun(C, D) whose objects are functors
F : C — D, and morphisms are not necessarily invertible natural transformations F' = G.

Construction 2.1.6. Given a pair of (00,2)-categoies C, D, there is an co-category Fun(C,D)),x of 2-functors
C — D and lax natural transformations. A lax natural transformation n : F = G between 2-functors
F,G : C — D is the data assigning to any 1-morphism f : X — Y in C a lax square

£(f) / lG(f)

F(X) > G(X)

FY) == G(Y),
i.e. a not necessarily invertible map 7y : G(f)onx — ny o F(f). Dually, there is also a notion of an oplax natural
transformation for two functors F,G : C — D.

See [H20, Definition 2.9] for a precise definition of Fun(C, D)
op)lax

(op)lax using Gray tensor product. We will give a
very short overview here. There exists a bifunctor ®' : Caty,2) X Cat(y,2) — Caty g) called (op)lax Gray
tensor product which preserves colimits in each variable, and such that for any triple of (00, 2)-categories C, D, E,

we have

Ma‘pCat(O@g) (C7 F‘un(D7 E)Oplax) = MapCat(f’g) (D ®Oplax C7 E)

~ Mapcac( CQR"™ D,E) ~ MapCat(@ﬁz) (D,Fun(C, E)jax)-

m,2)(

Unwinding the definition, one obtains that an (op)lax natural transformation between functors F,G : C —» D is a
functor of (o0, 2)-categories C ®©P)12* Al — D whose restriction to 0,1 € Al is F' and G respectively.

Example 2.1.7. Let N = {0, 1,2, ...} be the monoid of natural numbers by addition. We will apply the previous
construction to the case C := BN, which is an ordinary category with one object and a unique non-identity
morphism, and D := Cat. The data of a functor BN — Cat is the same as the data of a pair (C, T¢) where C is an
oo-category, and T : C — C an endofunctor. Giving a lax natural transformation F' : (C, T¢) — (D, Tp) is equivalent
to giving a functor F': C — D and for any X € C a lax equivariant structure map nx : Tp o F(X) — F o T¢(X).

Construction 2.1.8. This construction follows [H20, Definition 4.2, Definition 5.2] and the references therein.

1. There exist a universal 2-category mnd containing a monad. The universal property of mnd is that giving a
functor mnd — Cat is the same as giving an co-category C endowed with a monad T : C — C. The 2-category
mnd contains a single object with hom-category being the augmented simplex category, i.e. mnd ~ BA,.
We define the (00, 2)-category of monads and (op)lax-equivariant 1-morphisms in C as

Mnd(cat) := Fun(mnd, Cat)

(op)lax (op)lax-
To unravel the definition above, objects of Mnd(Cat)(op)iax are pairs (C, T¢) consisting of an co-category C
endowed with a monad T¢ and maps are functors F' : C — D which are (op)lax-equivariant with respect to

the monads Tc and Tp. We also denote Mnd(Cat) op)iax := 21 Fun(mnd, Cat) p)1ax for simplicity.

More generally, the notion of a monad makes sense internally to any (o0, 2)-category. Given C € Cat(y 2,
we define the (00, 2)-category of monads and (op)lax equivariant 1-morphisms in C as the (o0, 2)-category of
functors Mnd(C) op)iax := Fun(mnd, C) op)iax-

3See [H20, Remark 2.14] for discussion and references to this approach. We do not have to choose a specific model, because most
our statements and constructions already exist in the literature, and we only need to reference them and apply to concrete problems.

4We usually call (00, 1)-categories simply “oo-categories”, unless there is any possibility of confusion, or unless we want to be extra
pedantic.
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2. There exits a universal 2-category adj containing an adjunction with the universal property that the data of
a functor adj — Cat is equivalent to the data of a pair of co-categories C,D endowed with an adjunction

F
D == C . We define the (w0, 2)-category of adjunctions and (op)lax-equivariant functors as
G

Adj(Cat)(op)lax = Fun(adj, Cat)(op)laxa

and use the simplified notation Adj(Cat)(op)iax := 21 Fun(adj, Cat)op)iax for the underlying (oo, 1)-category.

F
There exists a forgetful functor Adj(Cat)j,x — Mnd(Cat)j.x sending any adjunction D =—= C to the monad
G

(C,GoF).

The notion of an adjunction is well-defined internally to any (o0,2)-category. Given C € Cat (s o), the oo-
category of adjunctions and (op)lax equivariant 1-morphisms in C is by definition, the (o0, 2)-category of
functors Adj(C) := Fun(adj, C) (op)iax-

3. According to [H20, Corollary 5.8], the forgetful functor Adj(Cat)iax — Mnd(Cat)iax admits a fully faithful
right adjoint Mnd(Cat)j.x — Adj(Cat)jax sending an object (C, T) € Mnd(Cat).x to the adjunction

Fr
Alg(C) ==,

Ur

where Alg(C) is the co-category of T-algebras in C, Fr is the free algebra functor, and Ur is the forgetful
functor. The claim that Algp(C) is the conventional oco-category of T-algebras in C as defined in [HA] is
established in [H20, Proposition 8.10].

Proposition 2.1.9. Assume (C,T¢) — 1im(C;, T¢,) is a limit diagram in Mnd(Cat)jax. In this situation, the

natural functor induces an equivalence:
Algp,, (C) ——lim Algy,, (Cy)

Proof. This follows immediately from part 3 of Construction 2.1.8 as right adjoints commute with limits, and the

F
functor Adj(Cat)jax — Cat sending an adjunction D =—= C to the co-category D (the source of the right adjoint)
€]

commutes with limits as well. O

Construction 2.1.10. Let A be a monoidal co-category, BA the corresponding (o0, 2)-category which has a single
object with hom-category being A. We let

MOdA(Cat)(Op)laX := Fun(BA, Cat)(op)lax

be the (o0, 2)-category of (o0, 1)-categories with an A-action and (op)lax A-equivariant functors between
them, and following our usual convention let Moda (Cat)(op)iax := 11Moda (Cat)gp)iax- Giving an algebra object
T € Alg(A) is equivalent to giving a functor of (o0, 2)-categories mnd — BA. Consequently, given a monad T in
Alg(A), we get a limit-preserving restriction functor

Moda (Cat)jax — Mnd(Cat)jax (2.3)

which takes any co-category C with A-action to the monad (C,T¢), where T¢ is the image of T € Alg(A) under
the monoidal functor A — Fun(C, C).

We shall now recall the construction of passing to adjoints in the (oo, 2)-categorical setting, and how it inter-
changes oplax and lax natural transformations. Given a pair of (o0, 2)-categories C, D, let Fun(C, D)opiax,z. be the
subcategory of Fun(C, D)oplax with all maps being left adjoint functors, and similarly Fun(C, D)jax g the subcat-
egory of Fun(C, D),y with all maps being right adjoint functors. [GR17(IT), Ch.12, Corollary 3.1.9] states that
taking adjoints gives a natural equivalence

Fun(C, D)oplax, 1 = Fun(C(1’2)_°p, D)iax. R,

where the superscript (1,2) — op stands for inverting all 1 and 2-morphisms.
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Applying this general fact to the construction 2.3, we get a commutative diagram of oco-categories

(Moda (Cat),)°? —— (Mnd(Cat)p,)°P

| l

MOdA (Cat)lax,R E— Mnd(Cat)laX,R,
where the vertical functors are taking right adjoints of 1-morphisms.
We will use the following Proposition in several crucial places.

Proposition 2.1.11. Assume A is a monoidal co-category with a fixed algebra object T € Alg(C). Suppose that

we are given a diagram {C;};c; in Moda (Cat)y, such that the corresponding diagram in Moda (Cat)ax obtained

by passing to right adjoints, has a limit C ~ lim C; in Moda (Cat)jax. Then Construction 2.1.10 produces an
3

equivalence

2.2 Non-abelian derived functors.

In this section we will review some basic ideas from the theory of derived commutative rings. Many ideas of this
subsection are due to L.Brantner and A.Mathew and were first developed in the paper [BM19] in the case C = Mody,
k a field. We will closely follow the terminology of the paper of A.Raksit [R20].

Definition 2.2.1. Let CAIg%Oly be the category of all finitely generated polynomial rings. The oco-category of

connective derived commutative rings DAlgy - is obtained by freely adjoining all sifted colimits to CAlg%Oly,

DAlgy -, := Px(CAlgh°™).

Given an object R, we let DAlgp - := (DAlgy o) r/ be the under category of connective derived commu-
tative R-algebras.

Remark 2.2.2. The strategy of defining R-algebras used above will be used very frequently throughout the text.
In many cases, we will define some oo-category of derived rings over Z first, and then define R-linear objects as an
under-category. Consequently, many constructions with derived rings of different types can be done in the case R
is a discrete ring, or even R = Z, and then generalized to under-objects.

Remark 2.2.3. Let R be a discrete commutative ring. The oco-category Modg of left R-modules is a stable
presentable symmetric monoidal co-category. There is a t-structure (Modg, >0, Modg <o) characterized by the
property that M € Modg is connective if the underlying spectrum is connective. This ¢-structure is compatible
with the symmetric monoidal structure and is right and left complete. In addition, there is a full subcategory
Modg,0 € Modp, >¢ of finitely generated free modules which is closed under direct sums and tensor powers. This
oo-category compactly and projectively generates Modg >0, i.e. Modg >0 ~ Ps(Modg,o).

We will assume that R is discrete throughout this subsection, unless explicitly stated.

The oo-category DAlgp, - is monadic over Modp >o. It turns out that it is possible to extend this monad to
a monad on Modg, so that one gets the free derived commutative algebra monad LSymp : Modr — Modpg.
The paper [R20] performs this construction by using the natural filtration on the free symmetric algebra. We will
briefly review the Raksit’s construction below.

Example 2.2.4. Let X € Modg. The symmetric power of X is defined by the formula
Symg(X) := (®"X)nz,,

where the subscript (—)ny, denotes homotopy orbits with respect to the symmetric group action. The functor
SymS" = @, Symk : Modg — Modp is excisively polynomial of degree n. The (discrete) symmetric power of
X € Modpg,o is defined as

Symp o(X) := (®"X)s,,

where the coinvariants are taken in the naive sense. The functors Sym3", 1= @7, Symll'%y@ : Modgr,o — Modg,o
are additively polynomial of degree n.
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Construction 2.2.5. Let T : Modgr,o — Modgr a functor. We define the right-left Kan extension of T,
THL : Modr — Modpg as the right Kan extension along the inclusion Modg,y < Modﬁygo, followed by the left Kan
extension to all of Modpg.

Definition 2.2.6. Let D be an co-category containing all totalizations and geometric realizations. We say that
a functor G : Modp o — D preserves finite coconnective geometric realizations if for any simplicial object A in
Mod¥, <o which is n-skeletal for some n such that the geometric realization |Ay| belongs to Mod, <, the colimit
of G(Ay) exists in D and the natural map |G(A4)| — G(|A4|) is an equivalence. A functor G : Mod%*™® — D
is right-left extendable if the right Kan extension RG : Mod} ., — D preserves finite coconnective geometric
realizations.

Definition 2.2.7. This definition concerns the two notions of polynomiality for functors of co-categories.

e Let C be an additive co-category, and D an co-category containing small colimits. An additively polynomial
functor F' : C — D of degree 0 is a constant functor. Assume a polynomial functor of degree n — 1 has
been defined. A functor F' : C — D is additively polynomial of degree n if the derivative DFx (Y) =
fib(F(X®Y) — F(X)) is of degree n—1. A functor F is additively polynomial if it is additively polynomial
of some degree.

e Let C be an co-category containing finite colimits, and D an co-category containing all limits. A functor
F : C — D is excisively polynomial if it is n-excisive of some degree n in the sense of Goodwillie calculus
(see [R20, Definition 4.2.7]).

We let Funaddpoly(Modg,0, Modg) be the co-category of additively polynomial functors Modg,o — Modg and

F\ln?xcpoly(ModR, Modpg) be the oo-category of excisively polynomial sifted colimit preserving functors Modr —

MOdR.

For future reference, we record the following result proven in [BM19, Proposition 3.34, Theorem 3.35] in the
case R is a field, and generalized to an arbitrary derived algebraic context in [R20, Proposition 4.2.14, Proposition
4.2.15].

Proposition 2.2.8. Let R be a connective derived commutative ring. The restriction functor

Fun? (Mod g, Modg) — Fun,gdpoly (Modg.o, Modg)

excpoly

is an equivalence of co-categories with inverse given by right-left extension.

Remark 2.2.9. For any right-left extendable functor T : Modg,o — D, the restriction T#*|yjoq,, ., of its right-left
extension to the full subcategory of connective objects coincides with the left Kan extension of F' along the inclusion

Modgr,o < Modpg,>o. In this case, we will use the notation LT : Modr — D for the derived functor defined on all
MOdR.

Definition 2.2.10. Let ZZ be the category of non-negative integers considered with monoidal structure given by
multiplication. A filtered (sifted colimit preserving) monad is a lax monoidal functor

Ts*: 2Ly — Ends(Modpg). (2.4)

A.Raksit shows in [R20] that for a filtered monad TS*, the colimit T := colim TS* is a monad on Modg.

=0

The advantage of using filtered monads is that many monads are not excisively polynomial on the nose, but have
filtrations whose stages are excisively polynomial functors.

Example 2.2.11. The functor
Sym%* : Z%, — Endx(Modg) (2.5)
n—— (X — @, Symp(X))
is a filtered monad such that ccz)lim Symﬁ* ~ Symp. Moreover, the stages of the filtration are sifted colimit preserving
=0

excisively polynomial functors. It follows that the functor Symy* lands in the full subcategory End;XCp"ly(Mod R) C
End(Modpg), which is equivalent to Funaddp"ly(ModRyo,ModR) by Proposition 2.2.8. In other words, the filtered
monad Symé* is right-left extended from Modg o < Modg. As it preserves the connective subcategory Modg o <
Modpg, the monad Sym3y* is in particular, uniquely determined by the filtered monad Syml\ﬁf)dmzo on Modpg >o.
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Construction 2.2.12. Let R be a discrete commutative ring. Let Sym : Modg o — Modg be the free commutative
algebra functor, Symp(M) := @,o(M®")x, . Construction 2.2.5 supplies a derived functor LSymp : Modr —
Modpg which we will refer to as the free derived commutative algebra in Modgr. Then [R20, Construction
4.2.19] shows that the functor LSymy € End*(Modg) has a monad structure. This is achieved via a version of
Example 2.2.11 in the derived setting. Let End} (Modg >o) be the full subcategory of End™(Modg) consisting

of functors which preserve the full subcategory Modg,o < Modg,>0, and EndlE (Modg >0) the full subcategory of
functors satisfying 7o F'(X) € Modg o for any X € Modpg,o. Raksit shows in [R20, Remark 4.2.18] that the inclusion
End} (Modg >0) € End} (Modg >0) admits a monoidal left adjoint 7 : Endy’ (Modg, >¢) — Endg (Modg »0). As we
observed in Example 2.2.11, the filtered monad Symf%* is uniquely determined by its restriction to the connective
subcategory Modg >0 < Modg. Moreover, for any n, the functor Symé" lies in Endlz(ModR). We can define a
new filtered monad LSym3* by the formula LSym5* := 7(Sym5"). Moreover, it is an excisively polynomial filtered
monad, therefore it extends to a filtered monad on all of Modg. Defining

LSymp := C(Z)lirn LSym%*,
=0

we get a monad on Modpg.

Definition 2.2.13. Let us apply the Construction 2.2.12 to the initial ring R = Z. A derived commutative ring
is an algebra over the monad LSym; : Modz — Modz from Construction 2.2.12. We let DAlg,, := Alg; g, (Modz)
to be the co-category of derived commutative rings. The forgetful functor DAlg, — CAlg, commutes with all limits
and colimits. Given any other (at this point, not necessarily discrete) object R € DAlg,, we define the co-category
of derived commutative R-algebras as the under category

The co-category DAlgp, is monadic over Modg with the monad LSymp : Modg — Modpg which satisfies the
formula
LSymp(V®R) ~ LSym,;(V)® R

for any induced R-module V ® R.

2.3 Symmetric sequences and derived pd operads.

Construction 2.2.12 produced the monad LSymp from the monad of free Ey-algebra on Modg for R a discrete
commutative ring. There exists another monad on the abelian symmetric monoidal category Modg o called the
free non-unital divided power algebra monad I‘E_@ whose underlying functor is

0

I'ho(X) = Px®). (2.6)

n=1
This monad can be defined on the oo-category Modg for any connective derived commutative ring by means of
the theory of derived symmetric sequences. Let us recall the following classical definition.

Definition 2.3.1. Let SptP*" be the co-category of representations of the symmetric group ¥, in spectra. We let
the co-category of symmetric sequences to be the product:

SSeq := nSptBE".

n=0

Below we will recall the universal property of the oo-category of symmetric sequences which we learnt from
[GR17(I), Section 1.1].

Remark 2.3.2. The co-category SSeq is the free stable presentable symmetric monoidal co-category on the unit
object Spt € Pr”. The tensor product of two symmetric sequences {P(n)} and {Q(n)} is given by the formula

(POQ)n) = @ Inds,s PI)©Q>)
i+j=n

The universal property of being free on one generator implies that there is an equivalence

SSeq =~ Funcag (*, SSeq) =~ Funp,r (Spt, SSeq) =~ Endag(p,r) (SSeq). (2.7)
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The equivalence 2.7 gives a monoidal structure on the co-category SSeq, called the composition product. For
two objects {P(n)}, {Q(n)} € SSeq, there is a formula

PoQ=~@Pn)®Q% )us,,
n=0

where the tensor product is taken with respect to the symmetric monoidal structure in SSeq. An operad (in
spectra) is an algebra object in SSeq with respect to the composition product symmetric monoidal structure.

Construction 2.3.3. The forgetful functor CAIg(PrL) — Cat is represented by SSeq. Consequently, the monoidal
oo-category SSeq acts on the underlying oco-category of any symmetric monoidal stable presentable oco-category C.
The action functor —o : SSeq — End(C) is given by the formula

0
PoX =@ Pn) X% )s,.
n=0

Notice that this action preserves sifted colimits. Given an operad O € Alg(SSeq), we obtain a sifted colimit
preserving monad Tp := Qo — : C — C acting on C.

It was observed by B.Fresse [Fr10] and later in the oo-categorical context by Francis and Gaitsgory [?FrG| that
there is another monoidal structure on SSeq which acts naturally on any stable presentable symmetric monoidal
oo-category. The product in this monoidal structure is given by the formula

[e¢]
P5Q = D (P(n)®@Q¥" )",
n=0
and the action on any symmetric monoidal stable presentable co-category C is given by

0
PsX = ((PPRX®" )=,
n=0
The rigorous construction of this monoidal structure and the action on any symmetric monoidal stable presentable
co-category are not essential to the current text. We would only like to remark that in the particular case of
the object (0,S,S,...), the monad @nzl(X@L)hE" can be called the monad of “free non-unital Ey-divided power
algebra”. One crucial difference with the free E-algebra monad is that the free E-divided power algebra monad
does not preserve connective objects, and therefore can not be treated in the same way as in Construction 2.2.12.
Instead, we will construct a natural action of the monoidal category of discrete symmetric sequences on Modp o for
any polynomial ring P, and produce an action of derived symmetric sequences on Modg for any connective
derived commutative ring R using the formalism of derived functors. We should note that such construction is
essentially contained in [BCN21], and our goal here is to merely review it and fix the relevant notation.

Construction 2.3.4. Here we recall the construction of derived symmetric sequences given in [BCN21, Notation
3.52]. Let Z[Ox, ] < Modys, 1,0 be the full additive subcategory in the abelian category of ¥,-representations
spanned by Z-linearizations of finite ,-sets. Let Z[Os] = @,,5(Z[Ox, ], understood as direct sum of additive
categories. An object of Z[Ox] consists of a finite collection {P(i)} of ¥;-representations in Z[Ox], i.e. P(n) =0
for any large enough n. We define the oo-category of derived symmetric sequences as the oo-category of left
modules over the additive category Z[Os], i.e. the oo-category of additive functors

SSeq®™ := Modz[o] = Fun®(Z[0]°P, Spt).

The additive category Z[Ox], understood as a subcategory SSeqy < SSeq of the co-category of symmetric
sequences in spectra, is closed under tensor product and composition defined in Construction 2.7 (for explanation,
see [BCN21, Construction 3.58]). Moreover, the duality equivalence (=) : Z[Ox]°P? ~ Z[Ox] allows us to define a
new monoidal structure on Z[Ox] by the formula:

P3Q = (P¥ 0Q*)" = (D (P(n) ® Q%" ).
n=0

For any pair of objects P,Q € Z[X], there is a Norm map
Nm: (P(n)® Q¥")s, — (P(n) ® Q¥")™",
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and this induces a lax monoidal functor (Z[Ox], o) — (Z[Ox],9).

[BCN21, Proposition 3.72] shows that the composition product & right-left extends to a monoidal structure
on SSeq®®", and restriction by the Norm (Z[Ox],0) — (Z[Ox],5) extends to a right lax monoidal functor Nm* :
(SSeq®", 0) — (SSeq®*",3) which is identical on objects.

Notation 2.3.5. Let us fix some notation related to Construction 2.3.4.
1. SSeq§™ is the monoidal category (Z[Ox], ).
2. SSeqd™P? is the monoidal category (Z[Os],3).
3. SSeq®®" is the presentable monoidal co-category (SSeq®", o).
4. SSeq°™P4 is the presentable monoidal co-category (SSeq®®",3).

Remark 2.3.6. To construct a compatible action of SSeq®™ and SSeq®™P? on some stable co-category, it is
sufficient to construct an action of the latter SSeq®™P? as the action of the former SSeq®™ can then be obtained
by restricting along the lax monoidal functor Nm* : SSeq®™ — SSeq5°™ P,

Following observation of [BCN21, Proposition 3.72 (4)], we record the following proposition. We say that a
derived symmetric sequence P € SSeq®" is concentrated in arities > 1 if P(0) ~ 0.

Proposition 2.3.7. The functor Nm™* is a monoidal equivalence on the full subcategories of derived symmetric
sequences concentrated in arities > 1.

Proof. Take two objects P, Q € R[X] which are trivial in arity 0°, and consider the symmetric sequence P(n)@Q®".
We wish to prove that the map Nmy,, : (P(n)®Q%®" s, — (P(n)®Q®")> is an equivalence. To see this, we look
at the formula for the arity  module of the symmetric sequence Q®":

Q¥ (= @ Indg . .x, Q1)®..®Q(n). (2.8)
i1+ Fip=r
By assumption, Q(i) = 0 unless ¢ > 1. It implies that the right hand side in Equation 2.8 is 0 unless n < r,
because if n > r, then in order for the sum i + ... + i, to be equal r, at least one of the indices must be 0, which
forces the tensor product to vanish. In the case n > r, we claim that the right hand side of Equation 2.8 is an
induced ¥, -representation. Indeed, consider a set of indices i1, ...,4, = 1 such that i; + ... + 4, = r. The sum in
the formula 2.8 contains as a summand the 3,,-submodule

@ Ind%: X... X (Q(zo(l)) ®..Q Q(Zo(n)))v (29)
vos, a(1) a(n)

where the sum is taken with respect to all permuations of the indices. The X,-submodule in Equation 2.9 is
Yn-induced. As the sum in Equation 2.8 splits into the sum of ¥,- submodules of the form 2.9 for various
collections i1, ..., i,, it follows that the right hand side of 2.8 is an induced ¥,,-module, and the Norm map induces
an isomorphism between its ¥,-orbits and ¥, -fixed points, or equivalently, its Tate fixed points module vanishes.
But the full subcategory of ¥,,-representations whose Tate fixed points vanishes, is a ®-ideal in the category of all
Y,-representations. Therefore, the Tate fixed points module of X (n) ® Q®" (r) also vanishes for n > 7, and the
Norm map (P(n) ® Q®" (r))s, — (P(n) ® Q®" (r))>" is an equivalence, as desired. O

Definition 2.3.8. A derived (pd) operad is an algebra object in the monoidal co-category SSeq®®" (respectively,
in the monoidal co-category SSeq8™P?).

Remark 2.3.9. Proposition 2.3.7 implies that given a derived operad O concentrated in arities > 1 gives rise to a
pd operad. As an example, consider derived symmetric sequence O := (0,Z,Z,...). We compute that

OcO0k)~P( P 7).
n=1l i1+...+ixg=n
The map O o O — O given by the natural map @, ((—Biﬁ___ﬂ-k:n Z) — 7 in every arity k, endows O with the
structure of a derived operad. This derived operad is the non-unital derived commutative operad. As it
vanishes in arity 0, there is a corresponding deried pd operad which is called the non-unital pd commutative
operad.

5In fact, in the subsequent argument it suffices to assume that only Q is trivial in arity 0.
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Below we will construct an action of the monoidal co-category SSeq®*™P? on Mody for a discrete commutative
ring R.

Construction 2.3.10. Let R be a discrete commutative ring, and consider the co-category Modg and the full
subcategory of finitely generated free modules inside all connective R-modules Modgr o < Modpg, >¢.

The subcategory Modg o has the following properties.

- For any object X € Modg o, the dual X" is in Modg o again;

- For any X € Modg,o and any finitely generated free 3,,-module V, the object (V ® X®")x € Modg o is in
Modpg,o again.

Together, these two conditions imply that for any finitely generated free ¥,-module V', the functor X ——
Ve X®")E" on Modpg,o preserves the full subcategory Modg o < Modg .

Therefore, there is a functor

Z[Ozn] —— End(ModRﬁ)

sending
Vi (X > (V(n) @ X®")%n).

Note that we switched invariants and coinvariants in the formula above by using the isomorphism

V() @ XE)™ ~ (VY () ® (X¥)®)s,)”

together with two conditions listed above. Moreover, for each n, the functor X — (V ® X®")y  is additively
polynomial of degree n, and it follows by duality that the functor X — (V ® X®")®» is additively polynomial
of degree n again. Since each object {P(i)} in Z[Osx] is non-zero for only finitely many 4, it follows SSeqe™P?
acts on Modpg ¢ by additively polynomial functors. To show that this action extends to an action of SSeqee™Pd on
Modg, we shall use [BCN21, Proposition 3.48] which states that the functor Mod : Cat*!? — Cat5“® from the co-
category of small additive co-categories and additive functors Cat®!? to the oo-category Cat>“™ of presentable stable
oo-categories and sifted colimit preserving functors, refines to a symmetric monoidal functor Mod : Cat?dd:Pely
Cat5", where Cat®4P°l is the co-category of small additive oo-categories and additively polynomial functors
between them.

Construction 2.3.11. The preceeding discussion of the action of SSeq®™P4 on Modp, for any discrete commutative
ring R generalizes to any connective derived commutative ring. To this end, we have constructed a functor

SSeqE™ P! ~ Mod(_y : CAlgh®” ——= Modggeqsenpa (Cat®™>)

which sends a polynomial ring R to the co-category Modgr endowed with the sifted colimit preserving action of
SSeq™Pd on Modp constructed in Construction 2.3.10. Left Kan extending along the inclusion CAngOly c

DAlgy -, we obtain a sifted colimit preserving functor
SSeq®™Pd ~ Mod,_) : DAlgy, - — Modggeqeen.pa (Cat™>)

such that the composition with the forgetful functor Modggeqgen.pa (CatSt’E) — Cat®"* is equivalent to the functor
of left modules R — Modpg. The latter follows from the fact that the forgetful functor preserves sifted colimits
and the functor Mod(_) : DAlgy o — CatSt® is itself left Kan extended from CAlgh®".

Definition 2.3.12. Let R be a connective derived ring. Using Remark 2.3.9, Construction 2.3.11 gives rise to a
monad LI'}; € End”(Modg) on Mod g whose underlying functor satisfies LT’ = ®n21(X®n)E" for any X € Modgo.
We refer to this as the free non-unital divided power (pd) algebra monad, and algebras over this monad
are called non-unital derived divided power (pd) algebras. We denote

DAIgh Y = Algy s (ModRg).

A map R — S of connective derived commutative rings gives a base change functor — ®g S : DAlgI}];iu’pd —
DAlgg”’pd, as well as restriction DAlg'gu’pd — DAlg?%”’pd.
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Construction 2.3.13. Let X be a derived prestack, i.e. a functor X : DAlgy ., — Spc. Construction 2.3.11

implies that the oo-category QCoh(X) of quasi-coherent sheaves on X has an action of SSeq®*™P4. Indeed, this
follows by writing the co-category QCoh(X) as the limit

Coh(X)= 1 Mod

Q © ( ) SpcclglﬁX oCR

along pull-back functors for all affines Spec A — X mapping to X, and using the fact that the forgetful functor
Modggeqgen.pa (CatSt’Z) — Cat>®® preserves limits. Consequently, we can simply define the co-category of derived
commutative (respectively, derived non-unital divided power) algebra objects in QCoh(X) as the limit

(nu,pd) ~ . (nu,pd)
DAlg (QCoh(X)) ~ Spelclgl—»XDAlgR i

In some cases we have to work with a symmetric monoidal co-category C which is not (or at least, not known
to be) of the form QCoh(X) for a derived prestack X. In such a case, one approach to constructing an action
of 8Seq®°™P4 is to specify a t-structure (Csg,C<o) and a choice of a subcategory C° of compact generators in C
satisfying certain properties which will be listed below (a derived algebraic context in the sense of [R20]). For such
a symmetric monoidal oo-category C, we will be able to construct a sifted colimit preserving action of SSeq#™ P4
on C. This should be compared with the construction of derived algebras in a derived algebraic context in [R20],
albeit the types of co-categories we consider below are slightly different from derived algebraic contexts of Raksit.

Construction 2.3.14. Let C be a symmetric monoidal co-category equipped with a compatible t-structure (Cso, C<o)
and a full subcategory Cy < Co < Csg consisting of compact projective generators of Cso. We require that the
t-structure is left complete, and the full subcategory Cy is closed in Co under the action of SSeq%e“’pd, and the
action of SSeq®®". Using the strategy of Construction 2.3.10, there is a sifted colimit preserving action of the
monoidal oo-category SSeq®™P4 on C. Moreover, this construction is functorial in C in the following sense. Notice
that for C as above, there is an equivalence C ~ Mod(Cyp). Consequently, using [BCN21, Proposition 3.48] again as
in Construction 2.3.10, we obtain a functor

Mod Cat*dPOlY) — s Modgg,quenna (Cat>>).

SSeqﬁcn’pd (

Therefore, the action of SSeq®™P? on C is functorial in symmetric monoidal right t-exact functors F : C — D

such that F'(Cy) < Dy. The same construction applies to the action of SSeq®*". Note that if we drop the condition
that Cy is closed under the action of SSeq§™, we still get a SSeq®*"-action on C by restricting along Nm* : SSeq®*" —

SSeqe®™ P4 however, the naturality of this action could be more subtle without the aforementioned condition.

Observation 2.3.15. In studying the LT'"-monad defined in Definition 2.3.12 in such a context as in Construction
2.3.14, restriction LI'"|¢, to Co < C does not yield a monad. However, as each LI preserves C, it follows that LI'"

preserves the full subcategory Ind(Cy) < C, and hence Ll"+|1nd(co) : Ind(Cp) — Ind(Cy) yields a monad. Moreover,

the original monad LI't on C is uniquely determined by Ll"+|1nd(co) in the following sense. Let End;%fo)(C) c

Ends(C) be the subcategory of endofunctors preserving the full subcategory Ind(Cy) = C which are right-left
extended from Cy < C. Then the restriction functor

a5 (C) = Bnd (m(Co)

is an equivalence. We will use this observation for constructing maps of monads right-left extended from Cy.
The same applies to the monad LSym : C — C, as each LSym" : C — C preserves the full subcategory Cy.

Let us finish this section with some observations on how lax symmetric monoidal functors are incorporated in
this setting.

Construction 2.3.16. Let Ag be a small additive co-category, consider the co-category

Mod g0 (Cat®P¥) . := Fun(BAy, Cat™dd»o) .

tadd,poly

Composing with the monoidal functor Mod : Ca — Cat3"* we obtain a functor

Fun(BAg, Cat™4Po),  — Fun(BAy, Cat>t®),.
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Notice that for any C € Cat>®®, the endomorphism object Fung(C, C) is a presentable stable monoidal co-category.
Therefore, any monoidal functor Ag — Fung(C, C) extends to a continuous monoidal functor A := Mod(Ay) —
Funs(C, C), and we obtain a functor

Moda, (Catadd’p()ly)lax — Moda (CatSt’E)lax,
where Mod, (Cat?d4Po) .= Fun(BA, Cat®">) ..
A consequence of this construction is the following example.

Example 2.3.17. Assume
I — Mody, (Cat?ddPelyy,

is a diagram. Then applying Mod : Cat®4P°Y — Cat5"* we obtain a diagram
I— ModA(CatSt’E)laX.

We will sometimes apply this example in the setting Ag := SSqucn’pd and A := SSeq#™Pd,

2.4 Recollection on gradings and filtrations.

Definition 2.4.1. We let Z be the discrete category whose objects are integers n € Z and all morphisms are
identities, and Z<, be the nerve of the partially ordered set of integers. Note that both Z% and Zc, are symmetric
monoidal categories with respect to the operation of addition. In what follows, we will work over a connective
derived commutative ring R.

1. We define the co-category of graded objects in Modg, denoted GrModg to be the co-category of functors
GrModpg := Fun((Z%)°?, ModR).

An object X € GrModpg is the same data as a collection of objects {X"},ez in Modgr parametrized by all
integers n. We will often denote a graded object X as X*® to emphasize the grading. The oo-category GrMod g
carries a Day convolution symmetric monoidal structure with tensor product given by the formula

(X*®Y*)":= @ XPY1. (2.10)
ptq=n
2. W let the co-category of filtered objects® FilModg to be the oo-category of functors
FilModpg := Fun((Z<+)°?, ModRg).
An object X € FilModp, is the data of a collection of objects {X>"},cz in Modg, and maps X=™ — X>"
for any pair of integers m and n such that m > n. We can depict an object X € FilModpg as a diagram
D Gl GEED. CaED G G

in Modg. We will often denote the data of a filtered object by the symbol X>* to emphasize the filtration.
The oo-category Fil Modg has a Day convolution symmetric monoidal structure with tensor product given by
the formula

(X>*QY>*)" := colim X>? Q V>4, (2.11)

p+g=n

3. The associated graded object functor gr : FilModr — GrModg is the functor sending a filtered object
X>* € FilModg to a graded object gr*(X) with the n-th graded piece defined by the formula

gr(X)" = X"/X" = cofib(X™ — X",

By [L14, Proposition 3.2.1], this functor is symmetric monoidal (alternatively, see Remark 2.4.3).

6To be more precise, we are dealing with decreasing filtrations here.
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4. We define a forgetful functor (Fil — Gr) : FilModr — Modg which sends a filtered object X := X>* to
the underlying graded object whose weighted pieces are (Fil — Gr)(X)™ := X>". This functor is right lax
symmetric monoidal (see Remark 2.4.3 for explanation)

5. We let ins” : Modg — GrModg be the insertion functor sending an object X € Modg to the graded object
ins”(X)* which has ins"(X)? = X when i = n, and ins"(X)* = 0 if i # 0. It has a right adjoint evaluation
functor ev”™ : GrModr — Modpg sending a graded object X* to its n-th graded piece X™ € Modg. For n = 0,
the functor ins® is symmatric monoidal, and the functor ev® is right-lax symmetric monoidal.

6. Similarly, we let ins" : Modr — FilModpg be the insertion functor sending an R-module M to the filtered
object which has M in degree n, and is 0 otherwise. It has a left adjoint gr” : FilModr — Modg and
a right adjoint ev”. The functor ins’ : Modr — FilModp is symmetric monoidal, and its right adjoint
ev? : FilModr — Modg is lax symmetric monoidal.

7. Let X = X* € GrModgr. We define a new graded object X (i), called the i-th twist of X, by the formula
X(i)® = X", For X € Modg, we will also often denote X (i) := ins’(X).

8. There exists a constant filtration functor const : Modr — Fil Modg which sends any R-module M to the
filtered object

const(M) = {.. —4s pr 1o pp Mo sy
It has a left adjoint functor sending a filtered object X=* to the colimit colli)m X>* € Modgr. We will often
L%

use the notation [X| = colim X=*.
z%,

9. The oo-category GrModg contains a full symmetric monoidal subcategory Gr=°Modgr ¢ GrModg consisting
of non-negatively graded objects, i.e. graded objects X*® with X™ = 0 for n < 0.

10. A filtered object X>* is non-negatively filtered if all maps X™ — X"~ ! are equivalences for n < 0. There
is a symmetric monoidal subcategory Fil*° Mody < Fil Mody spanned by non-negatively filtered objects
in all filtered objects.

In the next sections, we will mainly work with non-negative filtrations/gradings. Therefore, by a slight abuse of
notation, we will often speak of non-negatively filtered /graded objects as simply filtered/graded objects.

Construction 2.4.2. Let us work in the case R = Z. Let Z[t] be the free commutative ring on one generator, and
assign the element ¢ degree —1. By [L14, Proposition 3.1.6], there is a symmetric monoidal Rees equivalence (or
Rees construction),

Rees : FilModz —— Modz;(GrModz). (2.12)

This equivalence sends a filtered object X>* to the underlying graded object with a graded action of the graded
algebra Z[t] induced by the filtration.

The perspective of the Rees construction is closely related with the stacky approach to filtrations. Let G,, be
the multiplicative group scheme, and BG,, the classifying stack of G,,. Then there is an equivalence of symmetric
monoidal co-categories (see [Maul21, Theorem 4.1])

GrModyz ~ QCoh(BG,y,).

Also, let A'/G,, be the quotient of affine line by the standard G,,-action. There is an equivalence of symmetric
monoidal categories:

QCoh(A'/G,) ~ Modyp;(GrModz). (2.13)

Combining equivalences 2.12 and 2.13, we obtain an equivalence
Fil Modz ~ QCoh(A!/G,,)

giving a description of the co-category of filtered objects as quasi-coherent sheaves on a stack.
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For a connective derived commutative algebra R, we have

FilModg ~ FilModz ® Modg ~ QCoh(A'/G,, x Spec R).
MOdZ
It follows from Construction 2.3.13 that FilModg supports the notion of derived commutative (pd) algebras
therein.

Remark 2.4.3. From the point of view of Construction 2.4.2, the functor gr : FilModr — GrModp, is the pullback
of quasi-coherent sheaves along the inclusion of the 0-section BG,,, — A!/G,,. The functor (Fil — Gr) : FilModg —
GrModpg can be interpreted as the push-forward of quasi-coherent sheaves along the map A!/G,,, — BG,,. It follows
from this interpretation that gr is symmetric monoidal, and (Fil — Gr) is right lax symmetric monoidal.

Construction 2.4.4. For a general connective derived commutative ring R, we can construct several different
t-structures on GrModgr. We will record the construction of two of them.

1. The neutral t-structure on GrModg has connective part GrModg > spanned by graded objects X* for which
X" € Modg, »o for all n. The coconnective part of the neutral ¢-structure consists of objects X* for which
X" € Modp, <o for all n. The neutral ¢-structure on GrModg has the heart GrModg o consisting of graded
objects in the abelian category of ¢-discrete objects in Modg.

2. Another important t-structure on GrModp is the negative t-structure. It has the connective part GrModpg > (-
spanned by graded objects X* which have X" € Modg >_, for any n, and the coconnective part spanned
by objects with X™ € Modgr <—n for any n. The heart of this ¢-structure is equivalent to the co-category
of graded objects in Modg,o again, albeit in a non-tautological way: a typical t-discrete object X* in the
negative t-structure has each X™ € Modg, [—n, —n], which is a discrete R-module concentrated in degree —n.

Remark 2.4.5. The negative t-structure is compatible with the symmetric monoidal structure. Indeed, given two
objects X*,Y* € GrModpg »¢-, we have X? ® Y9 € Modr,<—p—4 since X? € Modg < and Y? € Modg <4, and
the formula 2.10 implies that X*®Y® is connective in the negative t-structure. In particular, the heart GrMod g -
becomes a symmetric monoidal co-category.

Recall that to define a discrete additive symmetric monoidal category C, we need to give a bilinear functor
—®—:C x C— C, and a natural Ya-action on the tensor product X ® Y of any pair of elements (a “braiding”),
which is subject to the constraints listed, for instance, in [MacL78, Chapter XI, 1]. The derived co-category
D(C) := FuneB(C"p7 Spt) then acquires a symmetric monoidal structure via right-left extension.

Construction 2.4.6. In this construction, we will define the so-called Koszul sign rule symmetric monoidal
structure on GrModz. First, we define a tensor product on the abelian category GrModz o such that for two
objects X,Y € GrMody, the tensor product of X and Y coincides with the usual tensor product X ® Y of graded
modules, but the action of 35 is twisted by the sign permutation, i.e. for an element z® y € X ® Y, the generator
o € Yo acts by o(x ® y) = —y ® . This defines a symmetric monoidal structure on GrModz ¢ which restricts
to a symmetric monoidal structure on the additive category Proj*(GrModz o) of compact projective objects in
GrModz, o, and right-left extends to a symmetric monoidal structure on GrModz.

It turns out that the heart of the negative t-structure is equivalent to GrMod g, ¢ with Koszul sign rule symmetric
monoidal structure via the following construction.

Construction 2.4.7. The co-category GrModp carries a shear auto-equivalence [e] : GrModp —— GrModgr
defined by the formula (X[e])’ = X[i] for any graded object X := X°.

Below will establish the main properties of the shear equivalence. These statements are well-known. For instance,
Proposition 2.4.9 is essentially an equivalent way of formulating property 2) of Proposition 2.4.8 below, and it was
already established by L.Illusie in the text [I1171(1)].

Proposition 2.4.8. The shear construction has the following properties:

1. Tt is left and right t-exact with respect to the standard ¢-structure on the target, and the negative t-structure
on the source.

2. It intertwines the Koszul sign rule symmetric monoidal structure on GrMody with the standard symmet-
ric monoidal structure. In particular, it induces an equivalence of abelian symmetric monoidal categories
GrModz, o ~ GrModyz -, where the left hand side is endowed with the Koszul sign rule tensor product.
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Proof. Identification of t-structures follows immediately from definition of the negative t-structure and the formula
for the shear equivalence.

Since both symmetric monoidal structures are right-left extended the symmetric monoidal structures on the
hearts, it suffices to show the statement in the following setting. Given two objects X,Y € Proj*(GrModz o), the
Koszul sign rule tensor product X ® Y carries a Ys-action twisted by sign permutation; we need to prove that the
Ys-action on the graded object (X ® Y')[e] induced by functoriality, is equivalent to the usual Yp-action. In this
situation, the Xs-action on (X ® Y')[e] is completely determined by the Ys-action on its homotopy groups. The
statement then follows from the fact that the induced braiding on the homotopy groups of the tensor product of
two objects, satisfies the Koszul sign rule. O

Proposition 2.4.9. Let R be a connective derived commutative ring. There are equivalences

LSymp(X[1]) ~ LAR(X)[n],

LT%(X[-1]) = LAR(X)[—n].
for any n > 1 and X € Modp.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove either statement in the case R is a polynomial ring. In this case, since all functors
involved are derived from the full subcategory of finitely generated free modules, using base change from Z, it
suffices to prove that LSym7 (Z4[1]) ~ A%(Z%)[n] for any d. This follows from property 2 of Proposition 2.4.8. The
statement for derived divided power algebra follows by duality, as exterior powers commute with taking duals. [

Given an R-module X, let L['r(X) := RO®LI';(X). This is the unital augmented algebra corresponding to the
non-unital algebra LT'5(X). Also, let LAg(X) be the free derived exterior algebra on X.

Corollary 2.4.10. Let X € Modg. There is an equivalence of derived graded R-algebras

LI'r(X[=1])[¢] ~ LAR(X),

where the right hand side is understood as a derived graded algebra with respect to the Koszul sign rule symmetric
monoidal structure.

Assume X>* is a filtered object in Modg. The the graded object gr®(X) can be endowed with an additional
structure. Namely, for any n, there is a cofiber sequence

Xzl X2 o™ (X))

which produces a boundary map gr"(X) — X>""![1]. Composing with the quotient map X>""1[1] — gr"*!(X)[1],
we obtain a map gr*(X) — gr"*t1(X)[1] or equivalently, a map gr*(X)[—1] — gr"*1(X). In other words, the
associated graded object of a filtered object inherits a graded map gr(X)(1)[—1] — gr(X) encoding successive
extensions in the filtration. This structure can be understood in terms of an action of a certain algebra, whose
definition we will give below.

Definition 2.4.11. Let R be a connective derived commutative ring. Following [R20], we define a square-zero

extension algebra
D_ := R® R[-1](1).

Remark 2.4.12. Vanishing of higher exterior powers of a free module of rank 1 together with Proposition 2.4.10
imply that there is an equivalence

LFR(R[fl](l)) ~ (LAR(R)) [70] ~ (R@R(l))[fo] ~ R@R[fl](l).
The diagonal map R — R® R induces a map
D_ = LI'g(R[-1](1)) — LT g(R[-1](1)) ® LT g (R[-1](1)) ~D_®D_,

which endows D_ with the structure of a cocommutative Hopf algebra in GrModg.
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Definition 2.4.13. For a connective derived commutative ring R, we define the oo-category DG_Modg of dg
objects in Modg, or dg R-modules, as the oo-category of graded modules over the graded algebra D_:

DG,MOdR = MOd]DL (GI‘MOdR).

Using the cocommutative Hopf algebra structure on D_ observed in Remark 2.4.12, the oo-category gets a
symmetric monoidal structure making the forgetful functor DG_Modr — GrModg symmetric monoidal.

Remark 2.4.14. The functor gr : FilModr — GrModg lifts to a symmetric monoidal functor gr : FilModr —
DG_Modg. To explain this, recall that in terms of the Rees equivalence, the functor gr : FilModr — GrModpg, is

equivalent to the base change — ® R : GrModgp) — GrModg. Consequently, the associated graded object gr(X)
R[t]

of any filtered object X carries a natural action of the algebra Hompry (R, R), where the notation Hom means
the internal graded hom-object. The existence of a natural D_-action then follows from the equivalence of graded
R-algebras

Hompy (R, R) ~ Hompg(R RQ[% R, R) ~ Homp (LSymR(R(—l)[I]), R) ~LIg (R(l)[*l]) ~D_,

We can think of dg modules as representations of a derived algebraic group scheme whose algebra of distributions
is D_. In representation theory, there are functors of homology and cohomology, or speaking in a more higher
algebraic language, homotopy orbits and homotopy fixed points of a representation.

Construction 2.4.15. Let triv : GrModg — DG_Modpg be the functor endowing a graded module with a trivial
D_-action. In other words, it is restricting along the augmentation map D_ — R. There is an adjunction

T
GrModg friv DG_Modpg.

For X € DG_Modg, we call X;p_ the D_-homotopy orbits object of X, and X"P- homotopy fixed
points object.

Remark 2.4.16. Note that as the functor triv is symmetric monoidal, the right adjoint (—)"P- is right-lax sym-
metric monoidal. It is given explicitly by the formula

XhP-.— Homy (R, X),

where the Hom is the graded internal hom-object. Similarly as in Remark 2.4.14, we can compute that there is an
equivalence

R"- — Homp (R,R) = RJ[t]

of graded algebras, where ¢ has degree —1. In particular, the graded object X"P- carries an operation of degree
—1, which is the same data as a filtration. We denote

(=)* : DG_Modr —— FilModpg

the resulting functor lifting (—)"P-.

We record the following proposition without proof, which can be found in [R20, Theorem 3.2.14]. Let Fil Mod R C
Fil Mod g be the co-category of complete filtered objects in Modg, i.e. the full subcategory of Fil Mod r spanned
by the objects X>* which satisfy lim X>" ~ 0.

Theorem 2.4.17. Let R be a derived commutative ring. The functors gr and (—)"P- form a mutually inverse
equivalence of symmetric monoidal co-categories

Fil Mod DG_Modp.



Remark 2.4.18. If R is connective, then the algebra ID_ is connective in the negative t-structure, therefore the
negative t-structure on GrModpg extends to a t-structure on DG_Modg which we call negative t-structure as
well. The heart of this ¢-structure is equivalent to the abelian category of cochain complexes of m(R)-modules.
Note that when R is discrete, the algebra D_ is discrete in the negative t-structure too.

Remark 2.4.19. Let us work over R = Z. The structure of a D_-action can be understood in stacky terms as
follows. Following A.Preygel [Pr11], let QA! be the based loop space of A' defined as a pull-back square in derived
affine schemes

Q4" = {0} x {0},

where both maps {0} = Spec(Z) — A! are inclusions of the zero section. QA! becomes a group object in derived
schemes with respect to composition of loops. The zero section in A! is fixed by the action of G,,, and induces an
action on QA!. Therefore, we can consider the quotient stack QA!/G,, which is a derived group stack over G,y,.
Let Rep(QA!/G,,) be the category of graded QA!-representations (understood as, say, comodules over the algebra

of functions on QA!). In these terms, the functor gr: FilModr —= GrModyp_ is given by the pull-back

— x BG,, : QCoh(A!/G,,) —= Rep(QAL/G,,)
AY/G,,

along the inclusion of zero section ¢ : BG,, — Al/Gm.

Definition 2.4.20. Let R be a connective derived ring. Using Remark 2.3.13 and Construction 2.4.2, there is a
notion of derived commutative algebras in FilModg, GrModg, Fil*° Mod g and Gr=°Modp.
We let
DAlg(GrModg), DAlg(Fil Mod g), DAlg(Gr=°Mod g), DAlg(Fil*° Modg)

to be the respective co-categories of derived commutative algebras. We will often refer to them as graded, filtered,
non-negatively graded and non-negatively filtered” derived commutative algebras in Mod g respectively,
and we use respective notations

CGrDAlgy, Fil DAlg g, Gr*°DAlg , Fil*° DAlg 5.

Below we will give an equivalent, more explicit, description of the oo-categories of derived algebras given in
Definition 2.4.20 in the case when R is discrete.

Construction 2.4.21. Assume R is a discrete ring. Let us unwind the natural ¢-structure on Fil Modg obtained
from the equivalence FilModr ~ QCoh(A!'/G,,). Using the affine map p : A'/G,, — BG,,, an object F €
QCoh(A'/G,,) is connective iff its push-forward p,F is connective as a quasi-coherent sheaf on BG,,,. Denote the
graded components of pyF as {Fi};cz. Pulling-back along the map i : Spec(R) — BG,,, we obtain that i*psF
is connective as an R-module. But we can identify i*py,F ~ F°, and F° is a connective R-module. Similarly, by
shifting the grading, we obtain that all F*’s must be connective R-modules. Therefore, the natural t-structure on
FilModg ~ QCoh(A!/G,,) has the connective part consisting of filtered objects F=* which are connective in all
degrees. This t-structure is compatible with the symmetric monoidal structure, and is left and right complete.

Let FilModg,o < FilModg be the subcategory spanned by direct sums of objects of the form R(:) for all i € Z.
This is an additive subcategory of FilModg o which is closed under the action of SSeq5™. Consequently, using
Construction 2.3.14, we obtain an action of SSeq®" on FilModg. This action has the property that for any map
f :Spec A — A'/G,,, the pull-back f* : FilModr ~ QCoh(A!/G,,) — Mod is SSeq®*"-linear. In the same way,
we construct an action of SSque’“’pd on FilModg. Therefore, we obtain two monads on Fil Modg:

1. The free filtered derived algebra monad LSymﬁ* : FilModgr — FilModg;
2. The free non-unital derived divided power algebra monad LI‘;’>* : FilModr — FilModg.

Remark 2.4.22. The monad LSymﬁ* : FilModg — Fil Modpg restricts to a filtered-colimit preserving endofunctor
Sym?@ : Ind(FilModg,) — Ind(FilModg,) and is uniquely determined by it according to Observation 2.3.15.

The same applies to the monad LT}~

"Note that there is a potential abuse of terminology here as according to standard conventions, a “graded/filtered derived commutative
algebra” could mean a graded/filtered object in the oo-category of derived commutative algebras. However, in the case of algebras, this
seems to be a standard terminology, so there is no risk of confusion. If we did need to speak about filtered/graded objects in derived
commutative rings, we would call them by their longer name.
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Let us mention a concrete description of the category Ind(FilZO Modg,o)-

Proposition 2.4.23. The category Ind(Fil20 Modg ) is spanned by objects F=* € Fil” Mod g where FO is a flat
R-module, and each map FZ**t! < F? is injective with flat cokernel.

The notion of filtered/graded derived R-algebra can be extended to the non-connective case as follows.

Remark 2.4.24. Let R be a derived ring, and consider R as a filtered (graded) derived ring inserted in degree 0,
extended by 0 in positive degrees, and in a constant way in negative degrees. Then we can define

FilDAlgg := (FilDAlg;)r/, GrDAlgg := (GrDAlgy) g/

This recovers the previous definition when R is connective, and extends it immediately to the not necessarily
connective case.

3 Filtrations and divided power algebras.

3.1 Smith ideals.

Construction 3.1.1. Below we will introduce two constructions which feature prominently in the text.

1. Let A! be the 1-simplex considered as a category with two objects 0,1 and a single non-trivial arrow 0 — 1.
There is a symmetric monoidal structure = : Al x Al — Al on A! defined as:

050=0,0%1=11%0=1,1%1=1 (3.1)

Fix a (connective, derived) commutative ring R. Then the oo-category Fun((A!)°P, Modg) is a symmetric
monoidal co-category with respect to the Day convolution symmetric monoidal structure. The formula for the
tensor product of two objects X' — X° and Y! — Y is as follows:

X'->XYeY'->Y) X'y || X'@Y'>X'@Y".
X1®Xx!

We use the notation )
Mod%" := Fun((A)°P, Modz)

considered with Day convolution symmetric monoidal structure satisfying the formula above.

2. Let {0,1} be the discrete 2 point category endowed with the symmetric monoidal structure defined on objects
by the same formulas as 3.1. The oo-category Fun({0, 1}°P, Modg) gets a Day convolution symmetric monoidal
structure with tensor product

XLXYeWLY) 2 X'9VeX'eYVaX' oY, X°@Y"?).

We denote
Mod ™Y ;= Fun({0, 1}°°, Mod )

considered with Day convolution symmetric monoidal structure.

We will refer to both symmetric monoidal structures defined in the construction above as “push-out symmetric
monoidal structures”.

Definition 3.1.2. Let R be a (connective, derived) commutative ring.

1. Let
Al Al
CAlgp~ := CAlg(Mody")

1
be the oo-category of E-algebras in Modﬁv .
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2. Similarly, let
CAlgi™ := CAlg(Mod )

be the oco-category of commutative algebra objects in Modg)’l}"v.

In what follows we will clarify the meanings of these two oo-categories. As a warm-up, let us give a description

of discrete objects in CAlgﬁlv and CAlgg)’l}’v respectively.

Definition 3.1.3. Recall the classical notion of a Smith ideal®. Let A be a discrete commutative ring. A Smith
ideal in Mod,4 is an A-module M endowed with an A-linear map i : I — A such that i(z)y = xi(y). The map
I®a I — I given by sending (z,y) — i(z)y defines a non-unital A-algebra structure on I, and the quotient
A/I := cofib(I — A) has a structure of a simplicial commutative ring, which is in general non-discrete unless I — A
is injective.

1
Proposition 3.1.4. Let R be a discrete commutative ring. Let CAlggV@ and CAlgg’é}"v be the subcategories

1
of CAlgﬁV and CAlg%?’l}’v respectively, consisting of discrete objects with respect to the canonical ¢-structure on
MOdR.

1
1. The category CAlggV@ is equivalent to the category of pairs (I — A) where A is a commutative R-algebra,
and i : I — A is a Smith ideal in A.

2. The category CAlggé}’v is equivalent to the category of pairs (A, B) where A is a commutative R-algebra,
and B is a non-unital A-algebra.

Proof. 1. A unital commutative algebra structure on an object i : A! — A% amounts to giving a unit map
£:(0 > R) — (At — AY), and a multiplication map

Al@ A || AAl —= A'® A°

ATRA
m | m’
Al A0

which satisfy associativity and commutativity conditions. The maps m® and ° give a unital, commutative
and associative multiplication on A°. The map

m'Al@A || AeA A
Al@AL

is equivalent to a pair of maps A° @ A’ — A! and A' ® A° — A' which agree on A' ® A'. This defines a
left and right actions of A on A! satisfying the condition i(x)y = xi(y). Commutativity and associativity
constraints say that A' is symmetric A%bimodule, and i : A' — A° is an A%-module map. This is the same
as a Smith ideal.

2. The proof of this part goes the same way as in part 1 by unwinding the definition of a commutative algebra
object in tensor product defined in Construction 3.1.1, 2.
O

Construction 3.1.5. Let R be a derived commutative ring, and we will consider the co-category of arrows Modé1

1
witht the pointwise symmetric monoidal structure. The functor cofib : Mod%v — Mod%1 sending (X - Y) —

(Y — cofib(X — Y)) admits an oplax symmetric monoidal structure. To see this, we first note that the functor
1
ev? : Modﬁv — Modg, (X - Y) — Y is symmetric monoidal. Then it remains to construct an oplax symmetric
1
monoidal structure on the functor Modgv — Modpg, (X — Y) — cofib(X — Y). But this functor is the left

1 1
adjoint of the symmetric monoidal inclusion Modr — Modﬁv which sends X € Modpg to (0 — X) € Modgv, and
therefore admits an oplax symmetric monoidal structure.

1
Proposition 3.1.6. The oplax symmetric monoidal structure on the functor cofib : Modﬁv — Modﬁ1 is strict.

8This notion was introduced by Jess Smith and was reviewed and used recently in the texts [BI22], [Mao21], [Dr20] and others.
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Proof. We need to show the following. For two arrows (X — Y') and (X’ — Y”) the natural map

cofb(X QY || YOX —=Y®Y) > Y/XQY//X'
X®X'

is an equivalence. This is equivalent to showing that the diagram

YRY)/(X®X') Y/XQY
YQY'/X' Y/XQY'/X'

is a push-out square. This is in turn equivalent to showing that the map induced on horizontal cofibers is an
equivalence. The cofiber of the lower horizontal arrow is equivalent to X ® Y’/X’[1]. The cofiber of the upper
hozitontal arrow can be read of from the diagram

4@/

X®X' XY XY'/X'
f®f’l lf@ld l
YY’ — Y®Y’ 0

| | |

YY) /(X®X)—=Y/X®Y —= X®Y'/X'[1].

Therefore, the natural map cofib((Y @ Y)/(X ® X') - Y/X®Y’') - cofib(Y ®Y'/X' - Y/X ®Y'/X’') is an
equivalence, and this finishes the proof. O

1
Proposition 3.1.7. The functor cofib : Modﬁv — Mod%1 is an equivalence of symmetric monoidal co-categories
where the source is endowed with the push-out symmetric monoidal structure, and the target with the pointwise
symmetric monoidal structure.

Proof. The inverse functor sends a map X — Y to fib(X - Y) - X. O
The following corollary is immediate from Proposition 3.1.7:

Corollary 3.1.8. There is an equivalence of co-categories:

cofib : CAlgh — = CAlgd' .

Let us now clarify the meaning of the oco-category CAlgg)’l}"v. As a preparation for the next construction,

observe that given an object of (A, A%) € CAlgg"é}’v, we can define a Smith ideal by the formula (A — A%@® A?).

On the other hand, any Smith ideal (I — A) gives rise to a pair (A,7) € CAlgg"é}’v where I is considered merely

as a non-unital A-algebra. Below we will construct an adjunction of symmetric monoidal co-categories which gives
rise to these constructions on the co-categories of commutative algebra objects.

Construction 3.1.9. The tautological inclusion functor {0,1} — A! is strictly symmetric monoidal with respect
to the symmetric monoidal structure described in Construction 3.1.1, and consequently induces an adjunction

aug

— T
Modgj’l}’v Modﬁlv ,
~
(Fil>Gr)

where the left adjoint aug is strictly symmetric monoidal, and the right adjoint (Fil — Gr) is lax symmetric
monoidal.

Unwinding the definition, the functor (Fil — Gr) sends an arrow (Y — X)) to the pair (Y, X). The left adjoint
aug sends a pair (X!, X°) to the arrow (X' — X' @ X0).
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Remark 3.1.10. The functor aug preserves all colimits being a left adjoint. It also preserves all limits, as follows
from the formula. Moreover, it is conservative: if a map (X', X%) — (Y1, Y?) induces an equivalence (X! —
X'd X% ~ (Y - Y ®Y?), then we immediately get that X! ~ Y'! is an equivalence, and taking cofibers that
X% ~ YO too. It follows that aug is monadic and comonadic.

Remark 3.1.11. It follows from proposition above that the adjunction of Construction 3.1.9 refines to an adjunction

aug

— T
CAIg!O CAlgh” .
-
(Fil—>Gr)

Based on Remark 3.1.10, the co-category CAlgg;?’l}"V should have a description as an co-category of objects of

CAlgﬁlV endowed with some additional data. Such a description will be given below.

Construction 3.1.12. Let Modg)’l} be the co-category of functors Fun({0, 1}, Modg) endowed with the pointwise
symmetric monoidal structure, i.e. the tensor product of two objects (X°, X1) and (Y, Y'?) is given by the formula

(X% XHe v~ (XY, X'eY"),

and the unit object is the pair (R, R) € Modg%o’l}.
The symmetric monoidal co-category Modﬁg’l} carries a symmetric monoidal equivalence ¢ : Mod%o’l} ~ Modﬁg’l}

defined by the formula e(X!, X0) := (X% X!). We define a stable co-category of augmented arrows as the pull-
back

Mod% ™8 - Mod%' (3.2)

l l(Fil—»Gr)

Mods —————> Mod !,

eo(Fil—>Gr)

1,
Objects of Modﬁ U8 can be thought as arrows p : ¥ — X endowed with a section e : X — Y such that
poe =~ Idy. We can endow Modﬁl’aug with pointwise symmetric monoidal structure, so that the diagram 3.2 is a
pull-back diagram in CAlg(Cat)jax. There exists a symmetric monoidal functor

Mod {1} Mod4 2, (3.3)
(Xl,XO)'—>(X0(-BX1 XO)

where the arrow p : (X! ® X° — X0) is the natural projection, endowed with the 0-section e : X? — X! @ X?°.

Proposition 3.1.13. The functor 3.3 induces a symmetric monoidal equivalence

Mod ! —= 5 Mod4 ¢,
Proof. The inverse functor sends a split arrow Z — X to the pair (Y, X), where Y := fib(Z — X). O
Corollary 3.1.14. There is an equivalence of co-categories
CAlgi™hY o CAIgS ™ = CAlg(Mod} %)

Remark 3.1.15. Given the description of Modﬁl’aug as a pull-back diagram 3.2 in CAlg(Cat)jax, Corollary 3.1.14
together with Proposition 2.1.2 imply that the co-category CAlgg;?’l}"v = CAIg(Modg’l}’v) is equivalent to the
oo-category of arrows p : B — A in CAlgy endowed with a section i : A — B, or equivalently, pairs (A, A™) where

A e CAlgp and AT € CAlgh.
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We will now move to the study of Smith ideals in the derived world.

Construction 3.1.16. We define a derived algebra object Mod%1 as an arrow A — B in the oo-category DAlg .
The resulting co-category Fun(A!, DAlgy) is monadic over Mod%l, and when R is discrete, we can describe the
monad as the right-left extension of the monad of free commutative algebra defined on the subcategory (Mod R,o)A1 c
Modé1 using the standard (pointwise) ¢-structure on Mod%l. We denote this monad as (LSymR)Al : Mod%1 —

Modﬁl. It is uniquely determined by its restriction to the full subcategory Ind(Modé}O) c Mod%1 consisting of
pairs (f : X — Z) with both X and Z being flat R-modules.

Below we will give another construction of the co-category of derived algebras in Modﬁl, which is based on a
1 1 1
different t-structure on Modﬁ and another choice of a subcategory Mod%0 c Mod% .

Construction 3.1.17. Let R be a discrete ring. The oo-category Mod%l has a geometric ¢-structure, whose
1

connective part Mod%)20 consists of arrows (f : X — Z) with both X and Z being connective, and the map f being

surjective on 7y. Equivalently, an arrow (f : X — Z) is in Modﬁ;o if X and fib(f) are connective. Consequently,

an arrow (f : X — Z) is coconnective in geometric t-structure if X and fib(f) are coconnective. Below we will list
the main observations regarding this t-structure.

e The geometric t-structure is compatible with the pointwise symmetric monoidal structure, and is left and
right complete.

The geometric t-structure is obtained by transferring the standard (pointwise) ¢-structure on Mod%l by means
1 1
of the self-equivalence cofib : Mod =~ Mod% .

The heart Mod%j@ consists of arrows (f : X — Z) for which X and fib(f) are discrete R-modules. Note that
7 itself might not be discrete, as long as f : X — Z is surjective on .

1.
There is an additive symmetric monoidal subcategory Modﬁ o c Mod%j@ consisting of surjective maps
(f : X - Z) where both X and Z are discrete.

Let Modﬁjo c Modﬁ;o be the subcategory spanned by direct sums of objects R — 0 and Id : R — R. Then

Modﬁjo is an additive subcategory of Mod%f@, and it is closed under the action of SSeq5™ and SSeq*™P9.

Moreover, the objects R — 0 and Id : R — R are compact and projective generators of Modg 9. Conse-
quently, using Construction 2.3.14, we obtain an action of SSeq®*" on Mod%l. In particular, we get an LSym

d LSym%' : Mod%' 4. Wed h f LSym% -algeb Algh' and ref
mona ymy : Modp — Modg . We denote the oo-category of LSymY, -algebras as DAlgyr and refer to

its objects derived (R-linear) arrows. A justification for this terminology will be given below when we
show that this is indeed the same oco-category as the one defined in Construction 3.1.16.

e The additive subcategory Ind(Mod%lO) c Mod%1 is spanned by objects of the form (f : X — Z) where X
1
and Z are flat R-modules. The monad LSymﬁ1 is uniquely determined by its restriction to Ind(Modgo).

e There exists a tautological forgetful functor DAlg%1 — Fun(A',DAlgg). To construct it, recall that in Con-
struction 3.1.16 we let (Mod R70)Al to be the category of all arrows of finitely generated free R-modules; there is
an inclusion Modﬁjo < (Modg,)2", which induces a colimit-preserving fully faithful functor Ind(Mod%}O) —
Ind((Mod R_,O)Al) making commutative the following diagram:

Ind(Mod% ) — Ind((Modg,)2")

1 1
LSym&% \L l(LSymR)A

Tnd(Mod% o) — Ind((Mod g 0)2").

Consequently, by right-left extension we obtain a map of monads LSym%1 — (LSymR)Al, and a functor
DAlgd" — Fun(A!, DAlgp).
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Proposition 3.1.18. The functor DAIg%1 — (DAlgR)Al is an equivalence.

Proof. The forgetful functor is a functor of monadic co-categories over Mod%l. Both monads preserve sifted colimits
and are filtered by subfunctors which preserve finite totalizations, the monad (LSym R)Al is determined by its values
on the objects 0 — R and R — 0, and we have an equivalence LSym%l(R — 0) ~ (LSymR)Al(R —0)as R —0
belongs to the connective part of the geometric ¢-structure. Therefore, it only remains to show that the natural
map

LSym® (0 > R) —— (LSymp)2' (0 — R) (3.4)
is an equivalence.

The object (0 — R) € Mod%l is connective in the standard ¢-structure, and the free LSymﬁl—algebra on it is
the unit map (R — R[z]). On the other hand, (0 — R) is not connective in the geometric ¢-structure. To compute

LSym% (0 — R), we can present (0 — R) as a totalization
(0= R) = (0~ R[A])[-1] ~ Tot(0 — R[1]®"), (3.5)
ne
and use the colimit formula of Construction 2.2.12

LSymﬁ1 := colim LSymél’gi, (3.6)

<

1
where each filtered layer LSymg 'S* commutes with finite totalizations being an i-excisive functor.

Since (0 — R[1]®") is connective in geometric t-structure, we have by definition of the LSym%1 functor:

n

LSymf (0 — R[1]®") ~ (R — LSymp(R[1]®").
Consequently, combining formulas 3.5 and 3.6, we obtain

LSym§ (0 — R) = colim Tot (R — LSym§i (R®" [1])).

K3 ne

As the map 3.4 is compatible with filtrations, and the same totalization formula works for the standard (LSym R)Al <n

functors, we conclude that it is an equivalence.
Example 3.1.19. Let R = Z. We compute in DAlg%lz
LSym&' (Id : Z — 2) ~ (Id : Z[z] — Z[z]);
LSym2 (Z — 0) ~ (Z[z] — Z,z —> 0).
The corresponding Smith ideals in the polynomial ring on one generator are (0) c Z[x] and (z) < Z[z] respectively.

Remark 3.1.20. When R is a discrete commutative ring, the initial object in the co-category DAlgﬁ1 is the arrow
(Id : R — R). Therefore, when R is a not necessarily discrete derived algebra, we can define the co-category of
geometric R-linear arrows as the under-category

DAlgh = (DAIZ ).
where R is considered as a tautological arrow (Id : R — R) in DAlg%l.

Definition 3.1.21. Let R be a connective derived ring, and DAlgﬁ1 be the co-category of derived R-linear arrows,

and DAlgél’aug be the co-category of objects of (f : A — B) € DAlg%1 endowed with a splitting (s : B — A) in
DAlgp.

1. We define the oo-category of derived Smith ideals as the pull-back of oo-categories along the bottom
horizontal equivalence:

DAlgS < s’

L

Al ~ Al
Mody" ——— Mod}, .
cofib
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1 1
By construction, the forgetful functor DAlgév — Modév is monadic. We denote
Al Al Al
LSymp ¥ : Mod,* — DAlgp~

the left adjoint of the forgetful functor.

{0,1},v

2. We also define an co-category DAlg , monadic over Modiqo’l}’v

, by means of the pull-back diagram

DAIg{O Y =, pAlgh e

| l

CAlgt™hY s~ CAlgh e,

where the lower horizontal equivalence is the equivalence from Proposition 3.1.14, and let
LSymiy" : Mody"Y — DAl
be the free algebra functor.

Remark 3.1.22. There is an adjunction
aug

//\
DAlg{0 DAlga*
-
(Fil—>Gr)

lifting the adjunction noted in Remark 3.1.11.

Remark 3.1.23. Given a map B — A endowed with a section A — B is the same as endowing B with the

structure of an augmented A-algebra. We have B ~ A@ AT where A' := fib(B — A), and A" gets the structure of

a non-unital A-algebra. Therefore, we can think of the co-category DAlgg;io’l}’v as the oo-category of pairs (A4, A™)

where A € DAlgy and A* is a non-unital derived A-algebra.

For a connective derived ring R, we will construct a t-exact lax symmetric monoidal functor Fil”° Modr —
1 1
Modév and extend it to a functor Fil*° DAlg R DAlggv.

Construction 3.1.24. Let A' < Z-( be the inclusion of 0 and 1. Notice that it is a lax symmetric monoidal
functor with respect to the symmetric monoidal structure on Al described in Construction 3.1.1. It induces a limit

1
preserving lax symmetric monoidal functor on presheaf categories ev(®l : Fil*° Modp — Modﬁv which sends an
object FZ* to the arrow FZ! — FZ0 In fact, the lax symmetric monoidal structure is strict. Indeed, composing

1
the functor evl®!] with the symmetric monoidal equivalence cofib : Modﬁv ~ Mod%l, we get the functor sending a
filtered object F=* to the arrow F=° — gr%, which is manifestly symmetric monoidal. Therefore, so is the functor
[0,1]
evt®H,

e Assume R is a discrete ring. The functor evl®1l is continuous and sends Fil®° Modgr, < Fil=° Modpg to

1 1
ModgvO c Modﬁv . Consequently, we get a commutative square

: evl01] Al
Ind(FilModg,0) — Ind(Mody )
1

A
LSym%* lLSymRV

. Al
Ind(Fil Modr,o) T Ind(Modp ).

1
The functor evl%! is t-exact with respect to the geometric t-structure Modﬁv . Consequently, using Observa-
tion 2.3.15 and the fact that both monads involved are right-left extended, we obtain a functor

evl®1 . Fi]>0 DAlgp, —— DAlgﬁlV.
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e If R is a not necessarily discrete connective derived ring, we consider R as a filtered ring with R inserted in
degree 0 and zero in all other degrees, and notice that

Fil*’ DAlgy, ~ (Fil*" DAlg,)r/, DAlgh” ~ (DAlgS™ )5,

1
In this case, the functor ev(®1 : Fil*° DAlg, — DAlg r "~ is obtained from the previous part of the construction
as an induced functor on objects under R.

Remark 3.1.25. Using Definition 3.1.21, let us describe limits and sifted colimits in the co-category DAlgglv. In
1
the co-category DAIg%1 limits and colimits are taken pointwise. Let S — DAlgﬁV,i — (A;, I;) be a diagram
1 1
in DAlgﬁV. Applying the functor cofib : DAlggv — DAlg%l, we get a diagram {A4; — A;/I;} in DAlg%l. Let
(A — A/I) :=lim;(A; — A;/I;). Applying the functor fib, we get that the colimit of the diagram {(A;, I;)} is given
by (I, A), where A = lim; A; and

where each term I; is endowed with the A-module structure obtained by restricting via the natural map A — A;.
Similarly, let (A, I’) = colim;(A;, I;). Then A" = colim; A;, and I’ is computed as

= fib(colim A; — colim A;/T;).

1
Assume S is a sifted diagram. Then as the forgetful functor DAlgﬁv — Mod%1 commutes with sifted colimits, and
in the stable co-category Modpg finite limits commute with sifted colimits, we obtain that

I' = colim(I; ®a, A")

as an A’-module.

1 . .
Remark 3.1.26. Consider the category CAlggv " of pairs (I — A) where A is a discrete commutative ring, and

v L inj

I — A is a usual ideal. One can show that CAng 59’”” has all colimits, but the forgetful functor CAng
CAlg; o, (I — A) —> A does not commute with colimits. An explicit example is worked out in [Mao21, Example
3.33]. The computation of Zhouhang Mao is motivated by [SP, Remark 23.3.5], where the same example is brought
to demonstrate the discrepancy between coproducts in the category of divided power algebras and tensor products
of underlying algebras. In the setting of derived Smith ideals the same problem does not arise, even in the divided
power case.

We will finish this subsection with the following construction which will be useful in the sequel.

Construction 3.1.27. Let ins” : DAlgy — DAlgﬁ1v be the functor sending A the trivial Smith ideal 0 — A of A.
There is an adjunction

gr’

A/mso\ Al
DAlgp DAlgy~,
~—_

CV0

where gr’(I — A) = A/I and ev’(I — A) = A.

3.2 Divided power algebras.

Based on Definition 3.1.21, given a map A — B, we can construct a unique derived Smith ideal I — A in A, and
formulate various properties or additional structures on the map A — B in terms of the Smith ideal I. In this
text we will define divided power structure on a map of derived commutative rings as the data of a non-unutal
derived divided power structure on the underlying non-unital derived commutative algebra of I. Below we shall
explain our reasons for introducing divided power algebras.
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There are two ways to think about De Rham cohomology theory, a more well-known one is in terms of differential
graded commutative algebras, and another one is in terms of divided power algebras. Assume A is a discrete
commutative algebra. Then there is a classical universal property of the De Rham complex of A: for any map
A — BY into the 0-th graded piece of a differential graded commutative algebra B°®, there is a unique map
of differential graded commutative algebras 2% — B°®. Moreover, we have an equivalence of graded algebras
Q% ~ A% (QY) with the differential extended from the universal derivation d : A — QY via the graded Leibnitz
rule. A.Raksit [R20] generalized this universal property to the derived setting. In this text we will develop another
approach in terms of derived divided power algebras, rather than differential graded commutative algebras. It can
be briefly summarized as follows. One defines an oo-category Fil*° DAlg%d of non-negatively filtered derived
divided power algebras, and considers the functor gr? : Fil*° DAIg%d — DAlgpy. The derived De Rham complex
LQ%;R is defined as the left adjoint of this functor. The main reason why this recovers the classical De Rham
complex in the case of a smooth map R — A, is essentially due to the décalage isomorphism

LI (M[~1]) ~ LA"(M)[-n]

=%

demonstrated in Proposition 2.4.10. Namely, the associated graded object of L7 R is given by
LY g = LI (La[—1]) > LA% (La)[—n],

where L4/ is the cotangent complex of the map R — A, and in the case when L,/ is a projective A-module,
the divided power structure on L{24 /g is equivalent to the data of a differential graded commutative algebra. The
main reason why we prefer to use think about De Rham cohomology in terms of derived divided power algebras,
is because various constructions are more natural and easier to define in this setting. This particularly applies to
stacky approaches to derived De Rham cohomology, relation with crystalline and prismatic cohomology. We will
show that the relative derived De Rham cohomology L2 4,5 of a map A — B can be understood as the derived pd
filtration of the derived pd envelope of A with respect to the Smith ideal I = fib(A — B). In the case when the
map A — B is a surjective map of discrete commutative algebras whose ideal I is generated by a regular sequence,
this recovers the classical divided power envelope. On the other hand, when the map A — B is a smooth map of
discrete commutative rings, the negative t-structure together with décalage isomorphism enables us to think about
the relative De Rham complex 4,5 in terms of the exterior algebra on the module of relative Kahler differentials
Q.

We will finish this introduction with a historical remark. Divided power algebras featured prominently in
algebraic topology, i.e. in the context of homology of loop spaces, and were brought to world of algebraic geometry
by A.Grothendieck [Gr68| in the context of crystalline cohomology. The basic idea of divided power algebras is
that outside of characteristic 0, we can not form %l of an element in an arbitrary algebra A, and a divided power
structure on A is an additional structure which axiomatizes the existence of such operations on some ideal. Initially,
the definition of a divided power algebra was given in terms of the data of operations v, (z) for all n satisfying a
number of conditions reflecting the idea that 7, (z) should behave like fl—T B.Fresse in the text [Fr10] explained an
operadic approach to divided power algebras. The manuscript of Brantner, Campos and Nuiten [BCN21| developed
the notion of derived pd operads in a very general setting, which we follow in this text.

3.2.1 Non-unital divided power algebras.

Recall the following classical definition.

Definition 3.2.1. A (discrete) non-unital divided power ring is a non-unital commutative ring A endowed
with operations 7, : A — A satisfying the following relations:

1. yo(z) = 1,71 (x) = z for any x € A;
2. (@ +y) =Xy j=n (@) (y) for any z,y € A;

3. y(ax) = a"y(z) for any a,x € A;

4 @)y () = CE L (2);

(mn)!

5. ”Yn(”Ym(‘T)) = mvmn(x)-
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We let CAlggd@ to be the category of discrete non-unital® divided power rings.

Remark 3.2.2. It was observed by B.Fresse in [Fr10] that this category is monadic over Modz, ¢ with the monad
given by the formula

(M) = @Ir"(M) = P M )=,
n=1 n=1

There is a norm map Sym(M) — I't (M) given in every degree by the map Sym" (M) — I'(M) induced by

the ¥, -norm map
ngn . M® d M® , L1 X..Qxy —> Z ,Tg(l) ® ®xa(n)
oEX,

One can think of the structure of a non-unital divided power algerba A as a non-unital commutative algebra

endowed with a factorization of the multiplication maps m,, : A®" — A through the norm as follows

Mn

A®n _Ma_ A

ngn
Tn

A®",
for any n, and these factorizations satisfy some additional associativity conditions.

We call T (M) the free non-unital divided power algebra on M. There is a subcategory CAlgzu’pd_p‘)ly c

CAlgqu’;pd of compact projective generators consisting of free non-unital divided power algebras on finitely many
variables. One can then define an co-category

DAlgp iy := Py (CAlgy" P4 7PoY)

which is monadic over Modz, >0, and one can show that it is also comonadic over DAlgy - (see 3.2.6 for precise
argument).

Example 3.2.3. The free non-untal divided power algebra on one generator I'* (Z) ~ Z{x)* can be described as
the smallest non-unital subalgebra of Q[x] containing all elements of the form 7. € Q[z] .

Remark 3.2.4. Let (—)* : DAlgz', ) — DAlgg;%d be the right adjoint of the forgetful functor. For any connective

A e DAlgy'".(, there is an equivalence of spaces

Au = MapDAlgE’“}O(Z<x>+a A)

For a discrete A, the latter can be understood as the set of divided power sequences in A, i.e. the subset of
[T, A consisting of collections of elements (1,2, ...) satisfying

(m+n)!

LnLm = T
m:n:

Tn+m-
Definition 3.2.5. Let R be a connective derived commutative ring. We define the co-category of (non-unital)

derived divided power algebras
DAIghk P9 .= Algy 1 (Modrg)

as the oo-category of algebras over the non-unital derived divided power algebra monad LI‘E provided by Construc-
tion 2.3.11.

Proposition 3.2.6. Let R be a connective derived commutative ring, and DAlgy' the co-category of non-unital

derived commutative R-algebras. The forgetful functor DAlgII’%u’pd — DAlgy' commutes with limits and colimits.

Proof. We argue as in the proof in [R20, Proposition 4.2.27]. Commutation with limits follows from the fact
that both sides are co-categories of algebras over a monad, and the forgetful functor is restriction along a monad
map. Commutation with sifted colimits follows from commutation of the monad LFE : Modr — Modgr with
sifted colimits. For commutation with finite coproducts, one reduces to the statement that for two objects X,Y €
Mod*®™® the natural map LT (X)®LI4(Y) — LI L(X@Y) is an equivalence, which follows from the case R = Z
by base change. O

9There is no notion of a “unital” divided power algebra, because the unit never supports divided powers unless we are in characteristic
0
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Definition 3.2.7. We let EnvP? : DAlg' — DAIg%d and coEnvP? : DAl — DAlngd be the left adjoint and the
right adjoint of the forgetful functor, respectively. We call them divided power (pd) envelope and divided
power (pd) coenvelope.

Construction 3.2.8. Let DAlng(;O c DAlngd be the full subcategory of objects whose underlying Mod g-object is

connective. As the free derived divided power algebra monad LF; : Modr — Modpg preserves connective objects, it

follows that the functor Ll"; : Modg, >0 — DAIg%?ZO, left adjoint of the forgetful functor DAIg%d,zo — Modg, >0, is

well-defined, and commutes with the inclusion DAlg%‘_iZO — DAlngd. Since the inclusion commutes with all colimits,

it follows that there exists a right adjoint connective cover functor ¢ : DAlngd — DAlg%‘_iZO which fits into a
commutative diagram

DAlgh' —*~ DAlgh'_,

-

where the vertical functors are forgetful functors.

In what follows we will also need to work with divided power algebras over not necessarily connective derived
rings. To explain how to do it, consider how this is done in the context of ordinary (without divided powers) derived
rings. First, we have the co-category DAlg, of all derived rings. Then given a not necessarily connective R € DAlg,
we can consider the oo-category DAlgy := (DAlgy)r/ of under objects. For connective R, this is equivalent to the
co-category of algebras over the monad LSymp. Over a not necessarily connective R, this co-category is monadic
over Modp, and we can consider this to be the definition of the monad LSymy for not necessarily connective R.
We can work similarly in the setting of non-unital derived divided power algebras.

Definition 3.2.9. Recall that the oo-category DAlgy" of non-unital derived rings is equivalent to the co-category
of augmented derived rings. Composing the forgetful functor DAIg%H’pd — DAlgy" with the equivalence DAlgy" ~
DAlg7"®, we obtain a forgetful functor DAlggd’“u — DAlg5"® sending A € DAlggd’“u to the pair (Z @ AT, A™).

Let R be a derived ring, not necessarily connective. Consider it as an object (R,0) of DAlg;"® with 0 augmentation
ideal. Let (DAlg;")p/ the oo-category of derived pairs receiving a map from (R,0). Then the co-category of
derived divided power non-unital R-algebras can be defined as the co-category of derived non-unital divided

power Z-algebras whose underlying augmented derived ring (Z @ A*, A') receives a map from (R, 0):

DAIgh"™ := DAlgh®™  x  (DAIg5"™)p,.
DAlg%“g

There is a forgetful functor DAlngd"nu — Modg which is monadic. We denote LI'}, : Modr — Modp the free
algebra monad.

Remark 3.2.10. If R is connective, then Definition 3.2.9 is equivalent to Definition 3.2.5. To see this, we can
assume that R is discrete, and then it is sufficient to describe the category of discrete divided power R-algebras.
Then any object of the category defined as in Definition 3.2.9 gives rise to a divided power Z-algerba A* together
with an action of R on A" turning A* commuting with divided power operations in the usual sense. The slogan
is that a divided power R-algebra is the same as a divided power ring together with a R-linear structure on the
underlying non-unital ring. This will be often used throughout the text.

3.2.2 Divided power Smith ideals.

A global version of the notion of a non-unital divided power algebra is the notion of a divided power pair, or
a divided power Smith ideal. To define this notion, recall that for any Smith ideal I in A, the A-module I =

fib(A — A/I) gets a natural structure of a non-unital derived commutative algebra in A-modules. A homotopy

1
coherent version of this construction is provided by the functor DAlgﬁv — DAlgg)’l}" " induced by the lax symmetric

0,1}, v
aioy

1
monoidal functor Modﬁv — Mo from Construction 3.1.9. As we observed in Remark 3.1.23, the co-category

DAlg%?’l}’v is equivalent to the oo-category of augmented derived R-algebras, i.e. pairs (A, AT) where A € DAlgp,
and AT € DAlg)". In Definition 3.2.9 we explained how to define non-unital derived divided power algebras over a
not necessarily connective base ring. This enables us to give the following definition.
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Definition 3.2.11. We define an co-category DAlgg;?’l}’v’pd as the co-category of pairs (A, A*) where At has the
structure of a non-unital divided power A-algebra in the sense of Definition 3.2.9. There is a non-conservative
forgetful functor DAlgg)’l}"v’pd — DAlgy (projection on the first component), and a conservative forgetful functor
forget,q : DAlgj,%o’l}"v’pd — DAlgg)’l}"v, forgetting the divided power structure on the second component. The
left adjoint of the latter EnvPd : DAlgﬁg’l}’v — DAlgﬁg’l}’v’pd sends a pair (4,A%) to (A,EnvPY(AT)), where
Eand(A+ is the non-unital pd envelope of the non-unital A-algebra A™. The forgetful functor forget,q is monadic,

and so is the forgetful functor DAlgg’l}’v’pd — Modg’l}’v. We denote (LSym, LT") : Modi,%o’l}’v — Mod}?’l}’v the

corresponding monad, which satisfies the formula

(LSym, LT)(X,Y) = (LSymp(X), Llg . () (Y ® LSymp(X))).

If R is discrete, this monad is right-left extended from its restriction to the full subcategory Ind(Mod%?’Ol}’v),

where Modg{"ol}’v is the additive subcategory of Mod}?’l}"V consisting of objects of the form (X,Y"), where both X
and Y are finitely generated free R-modules.

Definition 3.2.12. Let (I — A) € DAlgglv. A divided power (pd) structure on I is a lift of the non-unital
derived commutative A-algebra I to a non-unital derived divided power A-algebra. In this situation, we call (I — A)

a divided power (pd) pair, and I a divided power Smith ideal. They form an co-category DAlgglv’lDd defined
as the pull-back

DAlgﬁlv pd DAlgﬁlv

l l(FilﬁGr)

DAlgly")V P! —— DAl

forget,q ’

where both functors involved in the diagram are forgetful functors.
1
We also say that an arrow (A — B) € DAlgh has the structure of a divided power map if the fiber fib(4 — B)

is given the structure of a non-uinital divided power A-algebra. We let DAlgél"pd be the co-category of divided

power maps. By construction, there is an equivalence
1 -~ 1
cofib : DAIgﬁ“pd —— DAIg% P

1 1 1
Proposition 3.2.13. The co-category DAlggv’pd is presentable, and the forgetful fuctor DAlgﬁV’pd — DAlgﬁv
preserves limits and sifted colimits.

Proof. The oo-category DAlgﬁlv’lDd is presentable being a pull-back of presentable co-categories along accessible
1
functors. Let D — DAlgﬁV"pd, (i € D) —> (A;, ;) be a diagram. Let (I — A) := lirg(Ai,Ii) be the limit taken
1€

in DAlgé1v . The Smith ideal I = lim I; has the structure of a non-unital divided power A-algebra as the forgetful
1

functor DAlglx'i‘d — DAIlg’)" creates limits. Therefore, (I — A) € DAlgﬁV’pd. Let us show that the object (I — A)

satisfies the universal property. Assume (B,J) — (A;,I;) is a collection of maps into the diagram D. We have a

pull-back diagram

Map 1 pa((B,J), (I > A)) —— Map

DAlg?, ¥ DAlgg1v ,inf((B’ ), (I — 4))

l |

MapDAIgg’l}’V’Pd ((B7 '])a (I - A)) I MapDAlgg?’l}’V ((B7 '])a (I - A))v

each term of which is equivalent to the limit 1171311 Map((B, J), (A;, I;)) computed in the corresponding oo-category.

Therefore, we have

Map 1 pa (B J), (I — A)) ~ lizr)n MapDAlgﬁlwpd((B’ J), (A4, 1))

DAlgh
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1
as well, and (I — A) is the limit of the diagram in DAlgﬁv’pd, as desired. The same argument shows that the
forgetful functor also commutes with sifted colimits.
O

1
Deﬁnltlon 3.2.14. We define the functor of derived divided power (pd) envelope EnvP? DAlgﬁv —
DAlg R vopd as the left adjoint of the forgetful functor DAlg Rv’pd — DAlg g - By commutation with sifted colimits

L .pd

and conservativity, it follows that the forgetful functors DAlg r’ — DAlg Rlv and DAlgé — Modﬁlv are monadic.

1 1
Proposition 3.2. 15 The derived divided power envelope functor EnvP? : DAlggv — DAlgﬁV’pd sends the full
1
subcategory DAlgR S0 C DAlgRv to DAlgR”lDd c DAlgﬁv pd

Proof. By passing to right adjoints, the statement is equivalent to the statement that for a divided power pair
(I — A), the connective cover (1504, 7>0l) is again a divided power pair. This comes down to the connective cover
7>/l being defined as a non-unital divided power 7> A-algebra. This is the content of Construction 3.2.8. O

We gave a rather abstract definition of the co-category of divided power Smith ideals, without using any explicit
compact projective generators. As a result, it is apriori unclear what free algebras in this theory look like. The
next Proposition affirms that nothing “surprising” happens.

Proposition 3.2.16. There are equivalences of divided power Smith ideals:
o Env*LSym2" (Id : Z — Z) ~ Z(z)* — %z,
d Al
o Env’’LSym; ¥ (0 — Z) ~ (0) — Z[z],

where Z{z) is as defined in Example 3.2.3.

Proof. We will prove the first statement only, as the proof of the second is similar. The proof goes by observing

that the objects EnvP? LSymZ (Id : Z — Z) lifts to the co-category DAlgR" P4 of non-unital divided power algebras
by means of the following commutative diagram

Al EnvPd LSymZAlv Al pd
Mod;, ¥ DAlg, "
T Taug
Mody . DAlgéo,l},wpd,
LT

where the left vertical functor sends X € Modz to (Id : X — X) € ModZAIV, and the right vertical functor sends a
non-unital derived divided power algerba A" to the pd Smith ideal AT — Z@® A". Commutativity of this diagram
follows by passing to right adjoints, as the right adjoints of horizontal functors are forgetful functors, the right
adjoint of the left vertical is the functor ev! evaluating at the source of the arrow, and the right adjoint of the
right vertical is the functor (Fil — Gr) which takes a Smith ideal (I — A) to the underlying non-unital derived
pd algebra of I. As we know that the free non-unutal divided power algebra on one generator is Z{z)™, and the
corresponding pd Smith ideal is Z{x)* — Z{z), the statement follows. O

Proposition 3.2.17. Let X — Z be an object of Modﬁ;o, and Y = fib(X — Z). Let LSymg(X) — LSymg(Z)
be the free object in DAlg%1 on X — Z. There is an equivalence

Env™ (LSymp(X) - LSymp(2)) = LUA(Y) 16,2 o ESYMA(X) = LSymp(2)

. Al
as objects of DAlg% .

Proof. Note that there is a commutative diagram
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ILTr(Y) ® LSymg(X)——=LSymg(2)

LSympg(Y)
fl 1d
LSymp(X) LSymp(Z),

where the map f is induced by the Norm map LT'gr(Y) — LSympz(Y). To produce a natural map from the derived
divided power envelope, we need to show that the fiber of the map

e:LTRr(Y) ® LSymg(X)— LSymg(2)
LSymg(Y)

has the structure of a divided power Smith ideal. This can be done by observing that formation of the map ¢
is functorial in the fiber sequence ¥ — X — Z and commutes with sifted colimits, and we ran resolve the fiber
sequence ¥ — X — Z as a sifted colimit of split fiber sequences of the form Y; — Y; ® Z; — Z;. It then suffices to
show that the map
Llr(Zi) @  LSymp(Yi® Z;) — LSymp(Yi)
LSymg(Z;)

is naturally a divided power map. But we can identify it with the map LI'r(Z;) ® LSympy(Y;) — LSymp(Y;)
which is the tensor product of maps LT'r(Z;) — R and Id : LSympz(Y;) — LSymp(Y;), so the fiber of the map
LTR(Z;) ® LSymp(Y;) — LSymp(Y;) is LI'2'(Z;) ® LSymp(Y;) which is a non-unital divided power algebra.
Therefore, the map ¢ is a divided power map, and therefore there exists a map

EnvP? (LSymR(X) - LSymR(Z)) ——=LTR(Y) | ® = LSymg(X) = LSymp(2)

by the universal property of derived divided power envelope. To check that this is an equivalence, since X and Z
are connective, we can resolve the map X — Z by finitely generated free R-modules, and by base change deduce
the statement from Remark 3.2.16. O

1 1
Proposition 3.2.18. The forgetful functor DAlgﬁV’lDd — DAlggv commutes with all colimits.

Proof. To show that it commutes with finite coproducts. Here again, we argue as in [R20, Proposition 4.2.27].
Using formulas of Proposition 3.2.17, we see that the maps

EnvP? (LSym&* (0: 0 — X)) ® EnvPd (LSym4* (Id : Z — Z)) — EnvPd LSym5~ ((0:0 — X) @ (Id : Z — 2))

1
d%’free. From this, we conclude that EnvP? LSymév transforms directs sums

1
of compact projective generators of Modﬁ;o to tensor products, and commutation of the forgetful functor with
coproducts follows. O

are equivalences for all X, Z € Mo

Definition 3.2.19. It follows from Proposition 3.2.18 that there is an adjunction

EnvPd
/_\
1 f 1
DAlgﬁ v pd orget DAlgéV :

\_/

coEnvPd

where we call the left adjoint the derived divided power (pd) envelope, and the right adjoint derived divided
power (pd) coenvelope.

Remark 3.2.20. The adjunction of Construction 3.1.27 lifts to an adjunction

gr’

DAlg, ins’ DAIgS+P¢,

\_/

CV0
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In particular, there is a commutative square

DAlgp s DAlgﬁlv L

1d L l forget

Al
DAlg, — DAlgh>.

Passing to left and right adjoints, we obtain commutative squares

I‘O ev
DAlgy, <% DAlgh P! DAlgy, <" DAlg* P!
Id] TEMVPd IdT TcoEnvpd
Al Al
DAlgp e DAlgr>, DAlgp ~ DAlgp>.

Remark 3.2.21. Let DAlgg)lggd c DAlgglv P4 he the inclusion of the full subcategory of all (divided power) Smith

ideals consisting of objects (I — A) with both A and I being connective. Then there is a commutative diagram

! .pd

1 d
DAlgp %, 2> DAlgp .h

l |

1 1
DAlgh* —— DAlgn ™,
EnvPd

where the vertical functors are inclusions. In other words, divided power envelopes preserve connective Smith ideals.
Commutativity of the diagram follows by passing to right adjoints as the right adjoint of inclusion is connective
cover which manifestly commutes with forgetful functors.

We let DAlgi‘j be the oo-category of divided power maps A — B from A, and DAlgid/ be the co-category of
divided power maps C' — A to A. Concretely, they are defined as fiber products:

Al Al
DA1g1;} A0 — DAlg7; b DA1g§;j7>0 —— DAlg7 5

N
{A} ———=DAlgg .- {A} ————DAlgy -,
Proposition 3.2.22. There exist adjunctions

pd

EHV/A
3 T
d forget d
DAIlgh y DAlgy, , DA1g7 " pa— DAlg) 4.
~—
coEnvid/

The functor coEnvZ‘} preserves connective objects. If B — A € DAlg 4 />0 1s surjective on 7o, then the divided

power envelope Env}’g(B) is connective again.
Proof. Both statement follow from Remark 3.2.20. O

Proposition 3.2.23. For a derived pair I — A, the divided power coenvelope coEnvpd(I — A) is equivalent to
the pair I* — A, where I* is as in Remark 3.2.4.

Definition 3.2.24. In the particular case I = A considered as the tautological Smith ideal Id : A — A, the divided
power ideal I* will be called divided power (pd) radical of R.

We will finish this subsection with the following easy observation relating our approach to derived divided power
Smith ideals with the oo-category of animated pd pairs of Z.Mao [Mao21].
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Proposition 3.2.25. Let C° be the full subcategory of all divided power Smith ideals consisting of finite tensor
products of the objects (0)  Z[z] and Z{x)* — Z{z) (see Proposition 3.2.16). Then there is an equivalence of
co-categories

DAIgS 2P ~ Py (C9).

1
Proof. Indeed, by monadicity of DAIgZAwpd over ModZ V>0 and preservation of sifted colimits by the monad, it

! .pd

follows that compact projective generators of DAng are the free objects on finite coproducts of 0 — Z and

1
Id : Z — Z (the latter being compact projective generators of ModZA o). Since coproducts in DAlgz Ly Ay pd are the

same as tensor products, the statement follows from the computation of Proposition 3.2.16. O

3.2.3 Filtered divided power algebras.

In this subsection we will define filtered divided power algebras. A typical derived filtered divided power algebra
F>*A looks like a filtered derived algebra together with a divided power structure on the “filtered Smith ideal”
FZL1A :=fib(F>*A — gr¥ A). To make this precise, a necessary step is to work out the definition of filtered derived
power non-unital algebras over a general derived ring. As an intermediate step for this, we will introduce an auxilary
construction in the world of ordinary filtered derived rings.

Construction 3.2.26. Let Fil®° DAlgy; be the co-category of filtered derived rings. Given any object F=*A, the
derived ring FZYA acts on all higher stages of the filtration F'>*A. Assume that the map FZ°A — gr® A admits a
derived algebra splitting gr® A — FZ%A4. Then F>°A becomes an augmented derived ring FZ°A ~ g’ A@® F>'A
endowed with a filtered augmentation ideal FZ'A, on which gr’ A acts via the section gr® A — FZ°A. Let
Fil*° DAlg5"® be the co-category of filtered derived rings FZ°A endowed with a splitting gr® A — F°A. Sending
F>*A to the pair (gr°, Fil*! 4), we get an equivalence of this co-category and the oo-category of pairs (B, F>'B)
where B is a derived ring, and FZ!'B is a positively filtered non-unital derived B-algebra. The inverse functor
associates to a pair (B, FZ!B) the augmented filtered algebra ... - FZ'!B — B®F>!B. When R is any connective
derived ring, the left hand side can be redefined as the co-category of under objects

Fil*’ DAlgH'*® := (FiI*° DAlg)"®) g/,
where R is considered as a filtered ring inserted in degree 0'°.

Construction 3.2.27. Let R be a derived commutative ring.

e Assume R = Z. Then the oo-category Fil Mody has a derived filtered non-unital divided power algebra
LT'; =" : FilModz — FilModyz using Construction 2.3.13 and Construction 2.4.21. We let Fil DAlg™Pd .=

AlgLrg,%(Fil Modz). The subcategory Fil®! Mod; — FilMody is closed under formation of free Ll"%’>*
algebras. Therefore, there is an co-category

Fil*! DAlgh? := FilDAlgh? x  Fil®! Mody
Fil Modz

of derived filtered non-unital divided power R-algebras which is monadic over Fil®! Mody, and the
monad right-left extended from the subcategory Ind(Fil®! Modz o) by Remark 2.4.22.

e If R is not necessarily discrete, or even connective, we can define the oo-category Fil*! DAlg%d using Construc-

tion 3.2.26. There is a forgetful functor Fil*! DAlgpd — Fil*! DAlg,, and a forgetful functor Fil=° DAlg;"® —

Fil”! DAlg,. Then we define the co-category of augmented filtered derived divided power rings as the
pull-back

Fil*? DAlgh"*"8 — Fil** DAlg3"

| l

Fil*! DAlgh! Fil”! DAlg,,

10Note that if we consider R as a filtered ring with constant filtration, then its associated graded ring is 0. Therefore, any filtered ring
receiving a map from R considered with constant filtration, would need to have associated graded ring 0 too, and therefore constant
filtration is not the right approach.
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i.e. an augmented filtered divided power ring is an augmented filtered derived ring endowed with a divided
power structure on the filtered augmentation ideal. Let Fil®° Mod3"® be the co-category of augmented
filtrations, i.e. object F>* € Fil®° Mody, endowed with a splitting of the map F>° — grl. We think of
objects of Fil** Mod}"® as pairs (X, F>'X). The co-category Fil*" DAlggd’aug is monadic over Fil*® Mod3"®.

Let (LSym,LI'>*): Fil*° Mod}"® — Fil*° Mod}"® be the resulting monad. It satisfies the formula

(LSym, LTZ*)(X, F'X) = (LSymy(X), LITS . ) (FZ'X ® LSymy (X))).

By definition, the fiber of the forgetful functor ev® : Fil>° DAlggd’aug — DAlg; over some A is the oo-
category of non-unital filtered derived divided power A-algebras''. We denote Ll"i* : FiI*! Mody —
Fil”! Mod4 he free algebra monad. Similarly, if R is a connective derived ring, we can consider R as a filtered
derived ring inserted in degree 0, and let

Fil*? DAIgh 8 .— FiIZ° DAlgh®™  x  Fil*" DAlghe.
Fil>0 DAlgZ"®

Similarly, we have an oo-category of graded derived divided power rings GrgODAlg%d whose fiber over
any A € DAlgp, is the co-category of non-unital graded derived divided power A-algebras, and the free
algebra monad is denoted as LFA'" : Gr®"Mod 4 — Gr=!Mody.

For future purposes, we specifically fix the following notation.

Notation 3.2.28. Let DAlgzMod be the oo-category of pairs (A, M), where A € DAlgy and M € Mody. The
functor of free graded divided power algebra on a module is the functor:

DAlg;Mod — =~ Gr>°DAlg??
which sends a pair (4, M) € DAlgzMod to (A, LT}*(M))
The right adjoint of this functor is the functor
—){0:1} 6 forget
Gr>*DALgrd ¥t DAlg;Mod.

In the same vein, we define a free graded derived algebra on a module LSym% (M) for any pair (A, M) €
DAlgzMod.

Example 3.2.29. The free filtered non-unital divided power algebra Ff 1(M ) on a finitely gerated free Z-module
M (put in filtered weight 1) has filtration with stages

TZ"(M) = @ TH(M),

where n > 1. Concretely, the n-th stage of filtration consists of elements of the form:

T2 (M) ={ > ™ (@)™ (@)|wr, oz € M,k > 1}

i1+ =n

Construction 3.2.30. We define a functor Fil*" DAlg, — Fil®° DAlgh'® by sending an object F>*A to the
augmented filtered derived algebra ... — FZ1A — FZYA @ FZ'A so that the map FZ°A@® F>'A — F?%A has a
(zero) section'?.

Definition 3.2.31. We define an co-category Fil*° DAlgllD%d of filtered derived divided power (pd) algebras
as the fiber square

1 Compare this with Definition 3.2.9.

1 1
12This is analogous to the functor (Fil — Gr) : DAIggv — DAlgg)'l}'v o~ DAIggv "*"8 which sends a Smith ideal (I — A) to the
augmented Smith ideal (I - A@I).
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Fil*% DAlgh! Fil*° DAlg

| |

Fil®? DAlgh "8 — > Fil*° DAlg'8,

where the lower horizontal functor is the forgetful functor, and the right vertical functor is as defined in Construction
3.2.30.

Remark 3.2.32. Before the next construction, we make a trivial observation. The functor ev[®! : Fil*" DAlg, —

1
DAIgﬁv constructed in Construction 3.1.24 lifts to a functor

evl®1] ; Fil* DAl ——> DAlgp* ™" ~ DAlg{"H
as for any object F>*A e Fil*° DAlg’'®, the Smith ideal F>'A — F°A has a splitting.

Construction 3.2.33. We will construct a functor evl®! : Fil* DAlgh" "¢ — DAlgg’l}’v’pd for any connective

derived commutative ring R, lifting the functor evl®!l : Fil*° DAlgH'® — DAlg%?’l}’v provided by Remark 3.2.32.
This is sufficient to do in the case A = Z. In this case, the derived divided power algebra monad is right-left
extended. We observe that there is a commutative diagram

evl®1]

Ind(Fil*° Mod3"¥) <> Ind(Mod{’s )
(LSym,LV*)L l(LSym,Lrﬂ

Ind(Fil** Mod3') — Ind(Mod$;'"Y)

Therefore, by right-left extension we obtain a functor ev(®1 : Fil** DAlgh® " — DAlggJ’l}’v’pd.

For a commutative algebra A with a divided power ideal I < A, we can construct the filtration by ideals
..c IBl < [12 = T < A where I is spanned by elements xgll]...xif"] with 41 + ... + 4, = n. The associated graded

algebra for this filtration is the free graded divided power algebra I' 41 (1/1%) = @5, It pin1],

Construction 3.2.34. The functor ev[®!] lifts to a limit preserving functor ev[®1l : Fil*° DAlgpd — DAlgglv’pd
on the oo-categories of derived divided power algebras. For that, using Definitions 3.2.31 and 3.2.12, we need to
show that the functor ev! : Fil*! DAlgh" — DAIgh" lifts to a functor ev! : Fil*! DAIgh! — DAlgh®™ naturally for
any A € DAlgp, which is done in Construction 3.2.33. We let the functor of derived divided power (pd) adic
filtration

adicpq : DAlgh" P! —~ Fil** DAlg?!

to be left adjoint of ev[®1] : FiI** DAIgH! — DAlgﬁ1v e,
1
Similarly, there is a functor ev(%!] : Fil*° DAlg R DAlgév and its left adjoint derived adic filtration functor
1
adic : DAlgn” — Fil** DAlg,,.

In the next section we will compute associated gradeds of the (pd) adic filtration. We will also identify the first
truncation of the (pd) adic filtraton with the universal square-zero extension.

3.3 Two-step filtrations and square-zero extensions.

In this subsection we will develop the formalism of square-zero extensions from the point of view of two-step
filtrations. Our motivation for the constructions of this subsection comes from the following situation. Let LQi/*R
be the derived De Rham cohomology of A over R. We can truncate it by filtered pieces of weights > 2 to get a
“derived square-zero extension” of A by the shift of the cotangent complex L4 z[—1]. It is expectable that this
square-zero extension is controlled by the universal derivation. The formalism developed in this subsection gives a

simple proof of this fact which has the advantage of being simple to generalize to other settings.
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Definition 3.3.1. Let {0,1} be the subset of 79 consisting of two objects 0,1 € Z, considered as a discrete
category. Similarly, let (0 < 1) be the full subcategory of Z<, spanned by these two objects. Fix a connective
derived commutative ring R.

e We define the co-category of two-step graded objects as follows: Gri®(Modg) := Fun({0,1}°?, ModR).
An object of this co-category is the same as a pair of objects (X, X1). This oo-category is a localization of the
co-category Gr="Modg. We let (—){%1 : Gr*Modr — Gri®YMody to be the localization functor. It sends
a positively graded object {X'};=0 € Gr®’Modp to the two-step graded object (X, X1) € Gri®YModg. The
co-category Gri®YModpg has a symmetric monoidal structure such that the localization functor is symmetric
monoidal.

e Similarly, we define the co-category of two-step filtrations Fill®!(Modg) := Fun((0 < 1)°°, Modg). An
object of this co-category is the same as a map X' — X in Modg. As with two-step graded objects, this
oo-category is a localization of Fil*° Modg. The localization functor (—)st: Fil*° Modg — Fill®Y Mody, is
given by the formula

(. > X? 5 X' 5 X0t~ (XT/X? - X0/Xx2).

[0,1]

The co-category Fil Modpg has a symmetric monoidal structure making the localization functor symmetric

monoidal.

Let DAlgrMod be the co-category of pairs (A, M) with A € DAlgp and M € Mody, and Gri®%YMody <
GrZ°Mod g be the full subcategory of non-negatively filtered R-module spectra consisting of objects concentrated in
two degrees. There is a symmetric monoidal structure on Gri®*Mod g such that the functor (-1 Gr*°Modp —

Gri®%%Mod R, left adjoint to the inclusion, is symmetric monoidal. The following observation is due to A.Raksit,
see [R20].

Proposition 3.3.2. There is an equivalence of co-categories
Gri®YUDAlg, ~ DAlg;Mod.

Remark 3.3.3. As the functor Fill®JModr — Fil®° Modg (respectively, Gri®YModp — Gr=°Modg) is an
inclusion, we can say that a derived commutative algebra in Fill®! Mod r (respectively, in Gri%UMod r) is the same
as a derived commutative algebra in Fil*° Modg (Gr>OMod r) whose underlying linear object is in Fill%! Mod R
(Gr{o’l}Mod r). We will use notations Fillo-4 DAlgp for the oo-category of two-step filtered derived algebras
and Gr{o’l}DAlg p for the co-category of two-step graded derived algebras respectively.

We mentioned an equivalence Gr{o’l}DAlg r ~ DAlgpMod before. Let us now compute the free two-step graded
derived commutative algebra LSymg"l} (M°@M1) on an object MO@M* € Gr{o’l}ModR. For a derived commutative

ring A and an A-module, we let A @ M be the derived commutative algebra in Gri%YModp formed by taking a
trivial square zero extension of A by M put in weight 1.

Proposition 3.3.4. There is an equivalence of derived commutative rings in Gr{o’l}ModR:

LSym{"H (MO @ M) ~ LSym 5 (M°) & M.

Proof. Indeed, let LSym%y(M° @ M?!) be the free graded derived commutative ring on (M°, M) considered as an
object of Gr*°Modg. There is a map of derived commutative algebras LSym$(M°@ M) — LSymp(M°)@ M ob-
tained by moding out all higher symmetric powers of M*. Applying symmetric monoidal truncation functor (—)<?! :
Gr®°Modg — Gri®YModpg, we obtain a map LSthnj,%O’l}(MO ®M"') ~ LSymy(M°@® M')S! — LSymp(M°) @ M?.
By definition, truncation functor kills all pieces in weights > 2. Since n-th derived symmetric power of an object
in weight 1 is in weight n, it follows that truncation of a free derived commutative algebra on an object M° @ M*
kills all higher symmetric powers of M' of degree n > 2. Therefore, the constructed map is an equivalence. O

The following remark enables us to define a symmetric monoidal co-category of D_-module objects in Gri®YModp.
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Construction 3.3.5. The algebra D_ has the structure of a derived cocommutative bialgebra in Gri®YModg. To
see this, take the free graded associative algebra T(R(1)[—1]) on the shift of the object R(1)[—1] € Gr®°Modp.
It has a structure of a derived cocommutative bialgebra in Gr=°Modp. Applying symmetric monoidal truncation
functor (—)S!, wee see that the trivial square zero extension algebra T(R(1)[—1])S! ~ R® R(1)[—1] ~ D_ gets

the structure of a derived cocommutative bialgebra in Gri®%YModp.

Definition 3.3.6. Using Construction 3.3.5, we define an co-category of differential two-step graded modules
DG YModg := Modp_ (Gri® Y Modg)

as D_-modules in Gri%“Modg with the symmetric monoidal structure coming from the cocommutative bialgebra
structure on D_. In particular, the forgetful functor DG"YMod r — Gri®YModgy is symmetric monoidal. We will
also consider the co-category

DG{*UDAlg,, := DAlg(DG "Y' Modp)

of derived commutative algebra objects in this symmetric monoidal co-category, which is the same as derived
differential graded algebras concentrated in degrees 0,1. These are referred to as derived differential two-step
graded algebras in Modg.

The filtered cousine of differential two-step graded algebras is the co-category Fill01 DAlgy of non-negatively
filtered derived algebras which are concentrated in degrees 0,1. We can also understand them as derived com-
mutative algebras in the symmetric monoidal co-category Fill01 Modp (with the symmetric monoidal structure
making truncation functor (—)<! : Fil*’Modp — Fill>Y Modg symmetric monoidal. Note that the functor

or: Fil*° Mody — DGZ"Modp restricts to a symmetric monoidal functor gr : Fillo4 Modg — DG{_O’l}ModR.

Proposition 3.3.7. The functor
or: Fill®Y Modp —> DG Modp

is an equivalence of symmetric monoidal oco-categories.

—

Proof. Indeed, this follows from the fact that gr : Fil* Mod — DGZ’Mod is an equivalence of symmetric monoidal
oo-categories, and the fact that any two-step filtration is automatically complete. O

Corollary 3.3.8. The functor gr lifts to an equivalence of co-categories
gr : FillUDAlg, —= DG""DAlg,.

The category of discrete two-step graded commutative algebras Fill®4 CAlgp o can be seen to be equivalent
to the full subcategory of the category of algebras with a Smith ideal spanned by objects I — A for which the
multiplication map I ® 4 I — I is zero. In other words, this is the category of “generalized square-zero extensions”.
It is a classical fact in derived algebraic geometry that square-zero extensions are controlled by derivations. The
equivalence of Corollary 3.3.8 suggests that the right hand side should have a description in terms of derivations,
and the left hand-side in terms of derived square-zero Smith ideals. Below we will show that this is indeed the case.

In what follows, we fix a connective derived commutative ring R. Recall from Construction 3.1.9 that there is

1
a lax symmetric monoidal structure on the functor (Fil — Gr) : Modév — Modg)’l}"v. We observe the following
proposition.

Construction 3.3.9. The tautological functor Gri®YModg — Modg"l}’V has a lax symmetric monoidal structure.
We can realize it as a composition of two lax symmetric monoidal functors. First, we use lax symmetric monoidal

inclusion Gr{o"l}ModR — Gr*°Modg. Next, we consider the functor evi®!} : Gr*°Modp —— 1\/Iod§§"1}’V defined
as a composition of lax symmetric monoidal functors

{0,1}
Gr>°Mod g <> Mod!"'

split[{ T(Fil"c’r)

. Al
Fil®*° Mod —— Mod72 .
oyl0:1] R
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The composition of the inclusion Gri®MModg — Gr®°Mody with evi®!) thus has a lax symmetric monoidal
structure.

Construction 3.3.10. We will construct a commutative square in the oco-category CAlg(PYL)lax of symmetric
monoidal co-categories and lax symmetric monoidal functors

Fill” Y Mod g —— Mod’* (3.7)

l l(Fil—»Gr)

0,1 0,1}, v
Gr }ModRCV{—OKModg by,

1
The upper horizontal functor Fill%! Mod R —> Modﬁv is defined as the lax symmetric monoidal composition

ovl01]

Fill Y Modp, < Fil*® Modp < Mod’" .

The left vertical functor is obtained by restricting the forgetful functor (Fil — Gr) : Fil*° Modg —— Gr”’Modg
to two-step filtered objects. By construction, the square 3.7 fits into the larger commutative diagram

Fil®° Mod g
/ Nﬂm‘]
Fill> 1 Mod Mod4*
(FilaGr)J (Fil>Gr) l(Fil—»Gr)
Gri®YModp Mod{0H

\ 41}

Gr=°Modp,

where both the left and the right halves are commutative diagrams of symmetric monoidal co-categories and lax
symmetric monoidal functors. Therefore, the initial square diagram is a commutative diagram of lax symmetric
monoidal functors.

Proposition 3.3.11. The commutative diagram 3.7 is a pull-back square in CAlg(PrL )lax-

Proof. Indeed, by Proposition 2.1.2 this can be checked on the level of underlying co-categories. Since the lower
horizontal functor and the upper horizontal functor are both equivalences, it follows that the diagram is a pull-back
diagram. O

Observation 3.3.12. Assume R is a discrete ring. Then the oo-categories appearing in the diagram 3.7 have an
action of SSeq®®" and all the functors are lax SSeq®*"-linear. Indeed, in the diagram 3.7 all functors are t-exact,
and the whole diagram is derived from the diagram

Fill® ! Mod 0 —= Mod4+*°

l l(FilﬁGr)

0,1 {0,1},v
Gr{ }MOdR,O m MOdR,O

of small additive categories. In the latter diagram all functors are lax symmetric monoidal, and are lax equivariant
with respect to the SSeqf™-action. Then the desired observation follows from Example 2.3.17 by applying the func-
tor Mod : Cat?ddPol —, Cat5“®. To summarize, the diagram 3.7 is a commutative diagram in Modggeqeen (Cat)iax,

and the same argument as in Proposition 3.3.11 shows that this in fact a pull-back square in Modggeqzen (Cat)ax-

The following proposition follows from the previous remark and Proposition 2.1.11.
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Proposition 3.3.13. Let R be a discrete ring. The commutative square

Fil>! DAlg,, — = DAlgA"

| |

Gr{®DAlg, — DAIgi
induced by the commutative square 3.7, is a pull-back of co-categories.

Remark 3.3.14. Let R be a connective derived ring. Then we have Fill®1 DAlgp ~ (Fil[o’l] DAlg;) g/, where R
is considered as a two-step filtered derived algebra by inserting it in degree 0. Consequently, the pull-back diagram
of Proposition 3.3.13 holds true in this case as well.

Construction 3.3.15. Let LSym®! : Modz — Modg be the non-unital derived symmetric algebra functor. It has
the structure of a monad such that the co-category of LSym=!-algebras is equivalent to the co-category DAlgy' of
non-unital derived commutative algebras in Modg. There is an augmentation map LSym=' — Id which kills all
pieces of LSym>"' in degrees greater than 1. This map gives rise to an adjunction

L

T
DAIg{01Y Gr{®YDAlgy ~ DAlg;Mod,
-~ T

triv
where the right adjoint is the trivial algebra functor and the left adjoint is the functor of taking the cotangent

fiber. For an LSym='-algebra A, the data of descending A to an Id-algebra along the map LSym>! — Id will be
called a trivialization data on A.

Definition 3.3.16. Let R be a connective derived commutative ring. We define the co-category of square-zero
Smith ideals as the pull-back

DAIgR ™ . DAl

L l(FilﬁGr)

DAlgzMod ——> DAIg{" .

Proposition 3.3.17. There is an equivalence of co-categories
. Al sqzero
Fill%Y DAlg, ~ DAlgp 4.

Proof. Indeed, in the case of R being discrete, it follows from Proposition 3.3.11 and Proposition 3.3.13. Unwinding
the definitions, we see that this recovers the pull-back square of Definition 3.3.16. If R is not discrete, see Remark
3.3.14. O

To unravel an algebra-geometric description of the oco-category DG{_O’l}DAlgR, we begin with some remark

concerning the underlying stable co-category DG{P’l}Mod g for a connective derived ring R.

Remark 3.3.18. The free associative algebra in Gri®"Modp, is given by the formula T{%1}(X) ~ T(X)<!, we can
interpret D_ as the free associative algebra in Gri%YModp on the object R[—1](1) € Gri%%Modpg. Consequently,
an object M € DG®YModg is the same as an object M € Gri®YModg together with a map M(1)[—1] ~
M ® R[-1](1) — M in Grl®%Modpg (with square-zero condition being futile for degree reasons). By duality, the
latter is equivalent to giving a map M — M ® R[1](—1) ~ M(—1)[1]. If M has graded components M°, M*
then computing the tensor product in Gri®»Modpg wee see that M(—1)[1] is equivalent to the object M[1] put in
weight 0. This is in turn equivalent to giving a splitting M° — M° @ M*[1] of the projection M° @ M*[1] — M.
Therefore, we have the following computation of the mapping space as the fiber product

MapDG{O’l}ModR (Mv M(il)[l]) I MapModR(Mov MO @ Ml[l])

l |

{IdMO} MapModR(MovMo)'
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Construction 3.3.19. Consider the functor @[e] : Gri®YModgr — Modg obtained by composing the inclusion
Gr{o’l}ModR < Gr*°Mody with the shear functor [o] : Gr{o’l}ModR — Gr{o’l}ModR followed by the direct sum
totalisaion @ : Gr>°Modg — Modg. In other words, the functor @[e] : Gri®¥Modr — Modg sends (X°, X1)
to X°@® X1[1]. The lemma below show that this functor is lax symmetric monoidal. The observation of Remark
3.3.18 implies that DG{,O’l}ModR sits in pull-back of co-categories

DG Mod g — LEq(ev®, @[e]) (3-8)

| |

Modp ——= Mod®Y,

where LEq(ev®,@®[e]) is the co-category of two-step graded objects (X X') endowed with a map ¢ : X° —
X%@X1[1], the vertical functor sends (X9, X*,6) to X° endowed with the composite map X° — X°@ X1[1] — X,
and the horizontal functors considers any object of Modgr with identity map.

The lax equalizer in the upper right corner of diagram 3.8 has a symmetric monoidal structure by Proposition
2.1.3, and all functors involved in the diagram are symmetric monoidal. Consequently, the pull-back diagram 3.8 is
a pull-back of symmetric monoidal co-categories.

Lemma 3.3.20. The functor @[e] : Gr{®YModg — Gri®YModp has a lax symmetric monoidal structure.

Proof. The functor @ : Gri%UMod r — Modp, is a composition of the lax symmetric monoidal inclusion Gri%UMod R
GrModp followed by the direct sum totalisaion functor @ : Gr=°Modr — Modg. The latter has a symmetric
monoidal structure as we can identify it with the forgetful functor from the oco-category of G,,-representations in
Modpg to Modg. Therefore, the composition has a lax symmetric monoidal structure.

It remains to check that the shear [o] : CGri%YModr — Gri®YModg has a symmetric monoidal structure.
Recall from Construction 2.4.8 that the shear on all non-negatively graded modules [¢] : Gr*"Modp — Gr*°Modr
is lax symmetric monoidal with respect to Koszul sign rule symmetric monoidal structure on the target. But the
symmetric monoidal structure on Gri%tMod r induced from the Koszul sign rule symmetric monoidal structure on
GrZ°Modp is equivalent to the one induced by the usual symmetric monoidal structure on Gr*’Modp, which is
seen in the initial case R = Z by identifying the tensor product in the heart of the negative t-structure. O

Remark 3.3.21. Let R be a connective derived ring. Using Construction 3.3.19 and Proposition 2.1.2, and the
same logic as in Proposition 3.3.13 and Remark 3.3.14, it follows that DG{_O’l}DAlg r is a pull-back of co-categories

DG"YDAlg;, — = LEq(ev’, ®[e] : DAlg;Mod — DAlgj,) (3.9)
DAlgj, DAIghY.

Moreover, we have that the functor DAlgpMod ~ Gri®YDAlg, ﬂDAlgR is equivalent to the functor

sending (A, M) to the trivial square-zero extension A @® M|[1]. The implication of the pull-back diagram 3.9 is that

the data of an object A® € DG{,O’l}DAlgR is the same as the data of an object (4, M) € DAlgrMod together with
a derived algebra map A — A @ M[1] splitting the projection.

We will now define an appropriate oo-category of derived algebras endowed with a derivation which gives an
equivalent description of the co-category DG Mod R-

Construction 3.3.22. Let A be a derived commutative algebra in Modg, and M an A-module in Modgr. A
derivation of A with values in M[1] is the data of a map L4,z — M[1], where L4, is the cotangent complex

of A over R. Let DAlgRModAl be the oo-category of pairs (A, f : M — N), where M, N € Mod4 and f: M — N
is a map. Let ev? : DAlgRModAl — DAlgrMod be the functor sending A, f : M — N) to the pair (A4, M), and
L[-1] : DAlgyp — DAlgzrMod be the functor sending A to (A,La[—1]). The co-category of (shifted) derivations
is defined as the pull-back
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DAlgp, Dert) — DAlgRModAl

DAlg, DAlgrMod.

L[-1]

Remark 3.3.23. Equivalently, a derivation of A with values in M[1] is a map of derived commutative R-algebras
§: A — A® M][1] which splits the projection map A@® M|[1] — A. The equivalence of this two notions of derivation
follows from the natural equivalence of mapping spaces
Mapyoa, (La, M([1]) >~ Mappy, ,, (A, A® M[1]).
Remark 3.3.23 and Construction 3.9 imply the following proposition.

Proposition 3.3.24. There is an equivalence of co-categories

DG{*YDAlg;, —= DAlgj, Derl!.
The importance of Proposition 3.3.24 stems from the following construction.

Construction 3.3.25. There is an adjunction
L[-1]

>
DAlg, DAlg , Derl!]|
\/
Ae(A,M,d)
where the left adjoint sends a derived commutative algebra A to the universal derivation (A, La[—1],Id: Ly — Ly4).
Using the equivalence DAlgp Derl!l ~ DG{_O’l}DAlg R, We obtain that the left adjoint of the functor ev® :

DG{*YDAlg,, — DAlgy sends a derived commutative algebra A to the object A @ L4 r[—1] endowed with D_-
action coming from the universal derivation d : A — L 4/g.

Summarizing all the results we obtained in this section, we arrive at the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3.26. There is an equivalence of co-categories

gr: DAIgélv sS40~ o DAlg g Derl!

such that the underlying DG{®Modg-object of gr(I — A) is the triple (A4/I,1,6), where § : A/I — I[1] is the
boundary map for the fiber sequence I — A — A/I.

Proof. This follows from Propositions 3.3.8, 3.3.17 and 3.3.24. O

Remark 3.3.27. Let us give a more explicit description of the functors involved in the equivalence of Theorem
3.3.26. Let (B, M, ) € DAlgy Derl!l. We define a new derived commutative algebra with a map to B as a pull-back

A——>B

l lad@

B m B® M[1].
We have an equivalence fib(A — B) ~ M, moreover this is an equivalence of non-unital A-algebras, where M is
endowed with trivial non-unital algebra structure. Therefore, we can consider {... - 0 — M — A} as a filtered
objects concentrated in degrees [0, 1].
The inverse functor Fill®! DAlg; — DAlgp Derl!l can be described as follows. Assume (I — A) € Fill®:1 DAlgp,.
The left A-module structure on I canonically descends to an A/I-module structure as all multiplication maps
I®" — I are naturally null-homotopic for degree reasons. Consider the tensor product A/l %} A/I. The unit

A/I — LSymy,;(I) induces a map
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AI®A/l —=A/I  ® A/l —=LSym,,(I[1]) —= A/I @ I[1],
A LSymA/I(I)

which defines two different A/I-algebra structures on A/I @ I[1], coming from the left and the right action of A/I
on A/IC,? A/I. The right action gives a non-trivial derivation ¢ : A/I — A/I @ I[1] such that the map A/I — I[1]

is the extension class of the two-step filtration I — A.

We will now unravel some relations between the cotangent complex of the map A — A/I and the Smith ideal
I— A

Construction 3.3.28. We will also consider an adjunction
L[-1]
/—\
DAlga' DAlg ,Mod,
\_/

triv(1]

where the right adjoint is the functor of trivial square-zero extension (A, M) — (A — A ® M|[1]), and
the left adjoint sends an arrow (A — B) to the pair (B,Lp/a[—1]) € DAlggMod. By means of the equivalence

DAIgﬁlv ~ DAIgﬁl, we obtain a functor L[—1] o cofib: DAlgglv ~ DAlg%1 L. DAlgzMod . The right adjoint
of L[—1] o cofib identifies with the composite functor DAlgyMod pwsil DAlg%1 # D Algglv which sends a pair

(A, M) to the Smith ideal
(fib(A 2% A M) - A) ~ (M[-1] —2> 4),
and this functor is equivalent to the functor

liglo-1] 1
DAlgzMod ~ Gri®UDAlg, — 2"~ DAlgh" .
This construction makes transparent the folliowing proposition:

Proposition 3.3.29. Let (I — A) be a Smith ideal corresponding to a map A — B ~ A/I. There is an equivalence
of graded derived algebras

gr® adic(I — A) ~ LSym%(Lp/a[—1]).

Proof. Indeed, it follows from commutativity of the diagram

DAY < Ri29DAlg,
DAlg zMod 5 Gr=DAlgp,
by passing to left adjoints, and using Construction 3.3.28. O

Remark 3.3.30. Using the same notations as before, we let Let I™ := Fil" adic(I — A) be the n-th stage of the
divided power adic filtration corresponding to this ideal. Then we have fiber sequences
" — 1" — LSymf (Lp/a[—1]).
In particular, for n = 1, we get L 4 = cofib(I? — I)[1], and we get a derivation Lg/4 — I[1].
We also have an equivalence of two-step filtered objects
1 A )

adlC(I — A)<1 s (ﬁ — ﬁ
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which implies an equivalence of graded objects

and the D_-action A/I — I/I*[1] ~ Lp,4 matches with the universal derivation for the map A — B.

Example 3.3.31. Let us specify to the case when I — A is a regular ideal in a discrete algebra A. A standard
argument shows that the cotangent complex Lp 4 ~ I/1 2[1], and hence is a shift of the compact projective A/I-
module I/I? ~ T ®4 A/I. Tt follows by induction from the fiber sequences

" — 1" — Sym’  (I/17)

that all A-modules I™ are discrete, and therefore the object adic(I — A) identifies with the classical adic filtration
of the ideal I. Taking divided power envelopes, we get that adic®? EnvP? (I — A) is the divided power adic filtration
on the divided power envelope EnvPd(I — A).

In the same way, we have:

1
Proposition 3.3.32. Forany I — A€ DAlggv P4 Gith B = A/I, there is an equivalence of graded derived divided
power algebras

gr® adicpq(! — A) ~ LT'5(Lg/a[—1]).

4 Derived De Rham complex and derived crystalline cohomology.

4.1 Divided powers and derived De Rham complex.
We consider the oo-category Fil=° DAIg%d introduced in Definition 3.2.31, and the oo-category Fil=° DAlgpd R consist-

ing of complete objects. We also let the oo-category of differential (non-negatively) graded derived divided
power algebras DG%ODAlgpd be defined as the pull-back

DGZ°DAlgP! —— Fil*® DAlgP

| |

DGZ°Modp — Fil®° Mod .

The functor ev? : DG?ODAIg%d — DAlgp preserves all limits, and therefore has a left adjoint. Consequently, so
does the functor gr¥ : FiI*° DAlgP! — DAlgp.

Definition 4.1.1. We will define two notions of derived De Rham cohomology, one in terms of filtered derived
divided power algebras, and another in terms of differential graded derived divided power algebras.

1. We define the Hodge-filtered derived De Rham cohomology

LOZ’p, : DAlg, ——— Fil** DAlgh!

—_

as the left adjoint of the functor gr’. The composition with the completion functor Fil*° DAlg%d — Fil”° DAlgP? R
is the Hodge completed derived De Rham cohomology ﬁf;R : DAlgp — Fil*? DAIgde.

2. We also define the derived De Rham complex
LQ* g : DAlg, ——— DGZ DAlgY’

as the composition of LQ>* with the functor gr : Fil”° Modz — DGZ°Modp. Alternatively, it is the left
adjoint of the functor ev® : DG%ODAlg%d — DAlgp.
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3. Letting R vary, we obtain the functor of relative Hodge-filtered derived De Rham cohomology on the
oo-category of arrows

LQO?)_ : DAlgf) ——— Fil** DAIg}"

as well as its graded cousin, the relative derived De Rham complex LQO° /-, and the complete version

~ =%
relative Hodge completed derived De Rham cohomology L _ ya
Remark 4.1.2. The composition

A Env pd adicpq

DAlgZ —2s DAlgSY 22 DAlgs P! 25 Fi>0 DAlghY

is equivalent to LQ>* Indeed, it suffices to check that the right adjoints of both functors match. The right adjoint
of this composition sends F>*A to the arrow A — A/F'A ~ g% A. But the right adjoint of LQ%;_ also sends
F*A+—— (A — gr® A), and the claim follows by uniqueness of the left adjoint.

Example 4.1.3. Let A — A/I be a surjective arrow whose kernel is an ideal generated by a regular sequence
I = (t1,t2,...,tn). Then it follows from Remark 4.1.2 that the derived De Rham cohomology LQ(%:/I)/A gets

identified with the algebra A{x1,za,...,xn /(21 — t1, ..., Ty — t,) endowed with the divided power filtration.
Theorem 4.1.4. For any derived commutative R-algebra A, there are natural equivalences:

o LO% g ~ LI (La/r[—1]) of graded derived divided power algebras;

° LQE?/R} ~ A®L,/r[—1](1) of differential two-step graded derived algebras, with the D_-action on the latter

given by the universal derivation d: A — L 4/p.

Proof. Let I = fib(R — A). The the first equivalence follows from Remark 4.1.2 and Propositions 3.3.32:
LY = gradicyg EnvP(R, 1) ~ LT% (L r[—1]).

For the second equivalence, consider the universal property of the object LOY i R For a fixed R, the functor

LQEO/";} is the composition of left adjoints

(o)

LO*
DAlgp — %~ DG DAl DGV DAIgP! ~ DAlg, Derl!l.

The right adjoint of the composition is the functor that forgets the derivation. Therefore, the composite left adjoint
is given by the functor L._,g[—1] of Construction 3.3.25. O

Corollary 4.1.5. Let R — A be a smooth map of discrete commutative algebras. Then the derived De Rham
complex LQY p is discrete in the negative ¢-structure on DG_Modpg.

Proof. Indeed, this follows from the décalage isomorphism of Proposition 2.4.9: LT"j(IL 4,r[—1]) ~ LA (La/g)[—7].
The cotangent complex is equivalent to the projective A-module of Kahler differentials L4/ ~ 934 IR Therefore,

the derived exterior powers LA:},(Q}4 /R) are discrete too, and the n-th graded piece of the De Rham complex,
LT (La[—1]) =~ A% (QZ/R)[ n] sits in homological degree —n. O

To relate our derived De Rham complex with the classical De Rham complex in the smooth case, we use the
shear equivalence.

Proposition 4.1.6. Let R — A be a discrete map of smooth commutative rings. Then the image LQ p[e]
under the shear equivalence is a discrete commutative algebra in GrModpg o (with respect to the Koszul sign rule
symmetric monoidal structure). There is an equivalence

Srle] = A%(Qy ),

and the D_-action on LY translates into the De Rham differential on A;\(Q}LX/R)'
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Proof. Indeed, by Corollary 4.1.5, properties 1) and 2) of the shear equivalence from Construction 2.4.7, the alge-
bra % / rl®] is discrete in the neutral ¢-structure on GrModg and has the structure of a graded supercommutative
algebra. In weight 1, we have (0% IR [¢])! ~ 9}4 /R Therefore, we have a map from the free graded supercommu-
tative algebras A% () — LY p[e]. By décalage isomorphism, the map A™(Q z) — LI™(Q} p[—1])[¢] is an
equivalence for any n (see the proof of Proposition 2.4.9), and therefore, the map A;‘(Q}L‘/R) — LQ;‘/R[O] is an
equivalence. The claim about De Rham differential follows from property 3) of Construction 2.4.7, second part of
Theorem 4.1.4 saying that the D_-action on Q;‘/R is the universal derivation d : A — Q}4/R in degree 1, and the
classical fact that De Rham differential on A;‘(Q}4 / ) is the unique square-zero map which restricts to the universal
derivation d : A — QL/R in degree 1. O

4.2 Cosimplicial techniques.

In this subsection we will revisit some well-known cosimplicial techniques for computing derived De Rham coho-
mology. Similar formulas were obtained by similar methods in the paper [Bh12(1)], albeit formulated in a different
language. These methods will be used for the theorem of comparison of the Hodge completed derived De Rham
cohomology with the Hodge completed stacky De Rham cohomology cohomology in the paper [pdII].

Construction 4.2.1. Let R — A be a map in DAlg;. Then the Bar construction of A over R is the cosimplicial
diagram:

@A:z (A—Z AQRA—=AQrAQrA—=< ...)

Let us apply this construction to the map L4, — A. We obtain a cosimplicial diagram

RDA=(A—=A @ A—EAQ 4 @ A=)

> > > >
LQA7R LQA/*R LQA7R LQA/*R

of filtered derived R-algebras. Taking gr’, we obtain for any n:

g’ (X A~ X A~R A~A,
A

LQi;’R gr0 LQ’A/R

and using commutativity of gr® with limits it follows that

gr’ o Tot( (X) A) ~ Totogr®( (X) A) ~ A.

L L3

In particular, it follows that the fiber of the map Tot( X) A) — A has a natural divided power structure. By

L3

universal property of Hodge filtered derived De Rham cohomology, we obtain a filtered divided power map

€: LQi;R — Tot( (X) A)
L3,

Lemma 4.2.2. The map ¢ is an equivalence on completions.

Proof. Passing to associated gradeds, it suffices to show that the map

Lla(Lap[-1]) — Tot( &)  A4) (4.1)
Ll A(La/r[-1])

arising as the Cech nerve of the map LI'4(L4/z[—1]) — A is an equivalence. There is an equivalence

n

@  A=LL4LYp),
LT a(La/r[-1])
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and we can identify the map 4.1 with the map obtained by applying the functor LI’ A/R(—) to the cosimplicial
diagram:

_ > 2 —
La/r[~1] =~ Tot(0 =% Lap —= L  —= )

Consequently, to prove that the map 4.1 is a graded equivalence, it suffices to show that the map
LI} (L[ —1]) = LI (Tot(LS' ) —— Tot (LT (LS )

is an equivalence for any n. This follows by commutativity of the derived divided power functors with finite
totalizations, see [BM19, Proposition 3.37]. O

Lemma 4.2.3. For any n > 1, there is an equivalence

® A >~ LQi;@)n Al
LOQZ7,

where A is considered as algebra over the tensor product X)" A via the multiplication map X" A — A.

Proof. Indeed, more generally for a map of the form A ® B — C, there is a natural map
R

LOZ7, ® LOgp —LOG 4en
LOZ! . i

which is an equivalence. This follows from commutativity with colimits of the relative De Rham cohomology functor
1
LQ_,_ :DAlgy — Fil®° DAlgh:

=% ~ =% ~ =% =%
c C—SR LQZY, r

Applying this equivalence to the map A ®r A — A and using L 4/4 ~ A, we get the claim by induction. O

Let R — A be a map of derived commutative rings, and denote

the fiber of the n-times multiplication map. The collection of all I,, for all n organize into a cosimplicial Smith ideal

. _—— pd
in the cosimplicial algerba A®%. Let Envg)ﬁ 4(I,) be the completed divided power envelope of ®%A at the ideal I,,.

~ ——pd
There are equivalences L2 4 /@nA = Envg)}% 4(I) for each n, commuting with cosimplicial maps. This implies the
following:

Proposition 4.2.4. There is an equivalence of complete filtered derived divided power algebras

~ =% —pd —pd [
LQy/p = Tot(A —x= Env®%A(Ig) —= EHV®%A(13) —=..)

Remark 4.2.5. Note that when R — A is a map of connective derived commutative rings, then all the ideals I,

are connective, and hence so are the divided power envelopes Envp®% A(In). The formula of Proposition 4.2.4 tells
R

A~ =%
that the (non-connective general) object L), /r can be computed as a totalisaion of connective objects.

4.3 Derived crystalline cohomology.

As we have seen in the previous subsection, derived De Rham cohomology of A can be thought as the universal
filtered divided power thickening of A. Crystalline cohomology is also a universal divided power thickening of A,
but with one crucial difference: in crystalline cohomology theory we require compatibility of divided powers with
divided powers on Z,. More generally, crystalline cohomology can be defined relatively to any divided power algebra
I — A: given a derived A/I-algebra R, there exists a universal derived divided power (I — A)-algebra RIc;ys(R/A)
which has R as the zeroth graded piece. While the idea is classical, we learnt from B.Antieau a formulation of the
universal property of the crystalline cohomology theory in the spirit of the paper of A.Raksit [R20].
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Definition 4.3.1. Let (I — A) be a connective derived divided power algebra, and denote A := A/I. Consider
the oo-category DAlgﬁl’pd of derived divided power maps (R — R) under (A — A). There is a functor ev® :

DAIgjl’pd — DAlg4 sending an object (R — R) to the derived A-algebra R € DAlgz. This functor preserves all
limits, and hence admits a right adjoint. We define derived crystalline cohomology (relative to (4 — A):

RT erys(—/(A — A)) : DAlgy —> DAIgS ¢

as the left adjoint of ev®.
This definition can be given in families, i.e. letting the base (I — A) vary. We define the absolute crystalline
site ZY® as the co-category of pairs

77— { (A—A,R) | (A— A) e DAlgS ™! | ReDAlgy}).

The functor ev? : DAlggl’pd — Z% sending a derived divided power map (A — A) to the pair (A — A, A) admits
a left adjoint

Rl rys © Z°Y — = DAIgh 1

whose value on the pair (A4 — A, R) is Rl cyys(R/(A — A)). When the base divided power ideal is clear from the
definition, we simply denote it as RT'¢;ys(R/A).

Example 4.3.2. Let A be any derived ring, and consider the identity map (Id : A — A) as the base derived divided
1 1
power algebra. Then the co-category DAlg(AAi’j) / is equivalent to the co-category DAIgj P4 of derived divided power

maps over A, and the functor RT'¢;ys(—/(Id : A — A)) identifies with the derived De Rham cohomology functor
LO_, 4 : DAlg, — DAlgS P4,

Example 4.3.3. Let A = Z/(p") endowed with the pd-ideal (p) < Z,/(p"™) so that Z/(p"™) = F,. In this case, for
a discrete F-algebra R, the derived divided power algebra RI'o:ys(R/Z/(p")) is related to the (mod p™) classical
crystalline cohomology theory of [F,-algebras (the precise statement will be explained below). In particular, taking
the limit as n goes to infinity, we obtain a p-complete derived divided power algebra

RI, (R/Zp) = lim chrys(R/Z/(pn)) c DAlggpl’pd"/\,

crys
This should recover the classical crystalline cohomology of R relative to the ring of p-adic integers.

Let us now discuss what properties we expect derived crystalline cohomology theory to satisfy. First, given a
pd base (A — A) and a derived A-algebra R, the base change RI¢;ys(R/(A — A)) ®4 A should be equivalent to
the derived De Rham cohomology L2 A

Another property is that for a derived A-algebra R, whenever we have a lift R of R to a derived A-algebra, we
can compute the crystalline cohomology of R relative to A in terms as the derived De Rham cohomology of R.

To formulate the last property, let us introduce some notation. Let (A — A) be a base derived divided power
map, and Rl ¢ys(—/(A — A)) be as in Definition 4.3.1. Let

(A—A) := Env?Y(4 - 4) ~ L7, 4

be the derived divided power envelope of (A — A). By adjunction, the pd structure on (A — A) gives a natural
pd map (A — A) - (A — A). Denote LQ_ 4 : DAlgz — DAlgjl"pd be the derived De Rham cohomology functor
of derived A-algebras, taken relatively to A and endowed with a natural A-linear structure. Then the base change
LQp 4 @4 A should compute derived crystalline cohomology RT crys(R/(A — A)) for any derived A-algebra R.

All these properties are almost immediate in our setting, as we will see now. The main ingredient is the following
base-change property.

Proposition 4.3.4. Assume (A — A) — (B — B) is a map of derived divided power bases. Then the following
diagram commutes
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Rlerye(—/(A—A
DAlg CAZD) | pajghed

(A=4)/
-®=xB l_®(4ﬁ2)(3—’3)
DAlgx Alpd
8B T Rrone(—/(B D)) (B—B)/
Proof. Follows by passing to right adjoints. O

The following statement follows from the base-change property and summarizes the main computational prop-
erties of derived crystalline cohomology.

Corollary 4.3.5. Assume (A — A) is a base derived divided power algebra, I = fib(A — A) and (Z — A) as
defined above.

1. The composite functor

Rlcrys(—/(A—A —®aA
DAlg; Lﬁbmg(ﬁj%) 20 DAl v

is equivalent to derived De Rham cohomology L A relative to A.
2. There is a commutative diagram of functors

Rl crys(—/A
DAlgx _ Rleye/A) | DAlgﬁl"pd

La —®aA

DAlgﬁ1 pd

3. Consider the map (0 — A) — (I — A) of derived divided power algebras. There is a commutative triangle of
functors

DAlg 4 DAlgx
LQ_/a l lRPcryS(/(A—’A))
A A',pd
DAIg 14744y = ® (A7) DAlg 4 "),
(0>4)

Proof. For the first, apply Proposition 4.3.4 and Example 4.3.2 for the map (4 — A) — (Id : A — A). For the
second, use the map (A — A) — (A — A). For the third, the map (0 — A) — (I — A). O

Remark 4.3.6. Let us unwind the third statement of Corollary. Let R be a derived A-algebra and R := R®4 A.
Consider the derived De Rham complex of R taken relatively to A, LQg 4. This has the structure of a derived
divided power algebra whose zeroth graded piece is R. Now endow LQj, /4 With a different derived pd ideal defined

as the fiber of the composite map .
LQR/A — R — R.

This gives a derived divided power (A — A)-algebra structure on LQ r/A, and the assignment R —— LQg/ 4
determines a functor LQ2_, 4 : DAlg, — DAlg(AAIE%). Then the statement is that there is an equivalence of derived
divided power (A — A)-algebras

Qp/a ~ Rlays(R/(A — A)).
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Example 4.3.7. Let A[x] be the polynomial algebra on one generator over A. It has a essentially unique lift A[z]
over A. Tt follows from the third part of Corollary 4.3.5 that the crystalline cohomology of A[z] is equivalent to the
De Rham cohomology of A[z]:

chrys(z[x]/(A - Z)) = LQA[JU]/A'

Remark 4.3.8. Let Z;%’S < Z°® be the full subcategory consisting of pairs (4 — A, R) where all derived rings are
connective. Using Proposition 3.2.25, this co-category is equivalent to the derived crystalline context, the notion
defined in the paper [Mao21]. In particular, it is equivalent to the sifted completion of a small category Zc¥sPoly
consisting of pairs (A — A, R) where the map (A — A) has the form Z{x1, ..., 2, Y®Z[Y1, -, Ym]| — Z[y1, .-, ym] and
R is a polynomial A-algebra. Zhouhang Mao defined derived crystalline cohomology as a functor Z;%’s — DAlg,?
as the left Kan extension of the classical crystalline cohomology functor Z<¥$P°Y — DAlg,. The resulting functor
commutes with all colimits. As the classical crystalline cohomology of polynomial algebras can be computed as
the De Rham cohomology of a essentially unique lift, it follows from Example 4.3.7 that our approach to derived
crystalline cohomology recovers the approach of Zhouhang Mao.

In the rest of this subsection, we treat in more details the particular case of the pd base (p) < Z,,. In particular, we
will explain how to compute the crystalline cohomology using a lift to Z,, and relate derived crystalline cohomology
relative to Z, with the formula for the De Rham stack in characteristic p.

By abuse of notation, let us denote RI'}, i(—/Zp) : DAlgg  — DAlg;, the functor sending a derived commutative
Fp-algebra A to its p-completed derived crystalline cohomology understood merely as a derived commutative Z,-
algebra. In other words, this is the composition

RTA,(—/2,) e X
DAlgy ————>D AngApl,pd, e DAlg) .

Below we will explain how to compute the right adjoint of this functor.

Definition 4.3.9. Recall that the right adjoint of the forgetful functor ev® : DAngAlwpd — DAlg, is the functor
sending a derived commutative ring R to the derived divided power Smith ideal (R* — R), where R is the pd radical
of R. For any derived commutative algebra R, we define the pd-reduction of R by the formula Rpdeq := R/RF.

Proposition 4.3.10. There is an adjunction

RI s
— T
DAlgg, DAlgz,
\_/

(—)pdred

crys

RT,..s(A/Zy)). Then the functor of points formula for Spec(RI'4. (A/Zp)) is

crys crys

Remark 4.3.11. Let Spec(RT'},,(4/Zp)) : DAlg; -, — Spc be the spectrum of the non-connective derived ring

Spec(Rl—‘A (A/Z;D))(R) = NIapDAngAp (Rré\rys (A/Z;D)u R) = MapDAlng (Av dered)'

crys

It follows that Spec(RI'(y(A/Zp)) ~ Xcrys, where crystallization of X = Spec A is as defined in [BL22(2)] and
[Dr20].
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