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PROPERADIC COFORMALITY OF SPHERES

COLINE EMPRIN AND ALEX TAKEDA

Abstract. We define a properad that encodes n-pre-Calabi–Yau algebras with vanishing
copairing. These algebras include chains on the based loop space of any space X endowed
with a fundamental class [X] such that (X, [X]) satisfies Poincaré duality with local system
coefficients, such as oriented manifolds. We say that such a pair (X, [X]) is coformal when
C∗(ΩX) is formal as an n-pre-Calabi–Yau algebra with vanishing copairing. Using a refined
version of properadic Kaledin classes, we establish the intrinsic coformality of all spheres in
characteristic zero. Furthermore, we prove that intrinsic formality fails for even-dimensional
spheres in characteristic two.

Contents

Introduction 1
1. Pre-Calabi–Yau algebras with vanishing copairing 4
2. Intermediate obstruction sequences to formality 16
3. Coformality of based loop spaces of spheres 21
References 27

Introduction

The notions of formality and coformality originate from rational homotopy theory, which
studies the classification of spaces up to rational homotopy equivalences. Two simply con-
nected spaces X and Y have the same rational homotopy type if there exists a zigzag of
quasi-isomorphisms relating their cochain algebras. Two seminal papers on the subject, [25]
and [21], study the rational homotopy type of a given simply connected topological space
X through the approach of minimal models, where one associates to a space X a minimal
model, that is,

� a differential graded (dg) commutative algebra SX , in Sullivan’s approach,
� a dg Lie algebra λX , in Quillen’s approach,

such that X and Y have the same rational homotopy type if and only if their minimal models
are isomorphic. The space X is then called formal if there is a quasi-isomorphism of dg
commutative algebras SX ≃ H∗(X;Q), and coformal if there is a quasi-isomorphism of dg
Lie algebras λX ≃ π∗(X) ⊗ Q. For a formal (resp. coformal) space, the rational homotopy
type can already be recovered from its cohomology ring (resp. rational homotopy groups),
without explicitly constructing minimal models. The approaches of Sullivan and Quillen are
Koszul dual to each other and consequently so are the notions of formality and coformality
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2 COLINE EMPRIN AND ALEX TAKEDA

[2]. Formality or coformality of a given space can often be deduced from the existence of
suitable geometric structures; for example, any compact Kähler manifold is formal [5].

By [23], formality of a simply connected topological spaceX is equivalent to formality of its dg
algebra of singular cochains C∗(X,Q) with the cup product, while coformality is equivalent to
formality of the A∞-algebra C∗(ΩX,Q) of chains in its based loop space, with multiplication
induced by concatenation of loops. Thus, both formality and coformality can be understood
as special cases of formality of algebraic structures.

Definition. Let R be a commutative ring and A be a chain complex over R. Let P be a
type of algebraic structure, e.g., associative algebra, Lie algebra, Frobenius algebra, etc. A
dg P-algebra (A,ϕ) is said to be formal if it is connected to its homology (H(A), ϕ∗) by a
zig-zag of quasi-isomorphisms,

(A,ϕ)
∼
←− ·

∼
−→ · · ·

∼
←− ·

∼
−→ (H(A), ϕ∗) .

Formality of such algebraic structures implies that certain computations can be performed at
the homology level. Given any path-connected space X, there is a quasi-isomorphism of dg
algebras between chains on its free loop space and Hochschild chains on its based loop space

C∗(LX,R) ∼= CH∗ (C∗(ΩX,R)) ,

described in [8]. The Hochschild chain complex of any algebra carries an additional differential
B of homological degree +1, known as the Connes differential. Under the equivalence above,
the resulting mixed complex structure corresponds, up to homotopy, to the one coming from
the natural S1-action on LX. When X is furthermore endowed with a fundamental class of
dimension n, we get a quasi-isomorphism

CH∗(C∗(ΩX,R)) ∼= CHn−∗(C∗(ΩX,R)),

giving a Gerstenhaber algebra structure on Hochschild homology. Combined with the oper-
ation B, one gets a BV-algebra structure on HH∗(C∗(ΩX,R)), see [26], which agrees with
the string topology BV-algebra structure when X is an oriented smooth n-manifold [14].

These operations are computed using chains on the based loop space, and not its homology.
It would be helpful to know when it is possible to work only with structures on homology, in
other words, when some relevant algebraic structure is formal. String topology computations
suggest that, even in relatively simple cases, such formality does not hold over arbitrary
rings. For example, a naive attempt to reconstruct the BV structure on the free loop space
homology H∗(ΛS

2,F2) starting from the Frobenius algebra structure on H∗(S2,F2) fails to
recover the expected BV structure [16, 18]. At the chain-level this has been explained as a
failure of formality of C∗(S2,F2) as a framed E2-algebra by [15].

The purpose of this paper is to formulate and study a related formality question, using
a variation of the notion of n-pre-Calabi–Yau (n-pre-CY) structures [27, 11]. These are
certain properadic structures extending A∞-algebra structures that encode some level of
Poincaré duality. For instance, [22], describes how to produce string topology-like operations
on HH∗(A) starting from such an n-pre-CY structure on A. We are interested in cases
where n is positive and the algebra in question is concentrated in non-negative homological
degree, such as A := C∗(ΩX,R). In these examples, the copairing of the pre-Calabi–Yau
structure automatically vanishes for degree reasons. This observation motivates us to define
the following dioperad.
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Proposition 1.17. For any integer n, there is a graded dioperad Y(n), such that the dg
dioperad

Y(n)
∞ := Ω

(
Y(n)¡

)

encodes n-pre-CY structures with vanishing copairing.

There is a universal construction F that freely produces a properad from any dioperad, see
[17]. We prove in Proposition 1.18 that the graded properad FY(n) has a quadratic dual that
is a codioperad, in the sense that its quadratic dual coproperad has its decomposition map
concentrated in genus zero. In other words, the following notions agree:

dioperadic Y
(n)
∞ -algebra ←→ properadic Y

(n)
∞ -algebra.

We can thus state our results entirely within the world of properadic algebras. The class
of examples that interest us is when A = C∗(ΩX,R) is the dg algebra of chains on a based
loop space. In Section 1.6, we show that when R is a Q-algebra and X is endowed with a
fundamental class [X] for which the pair (X, [X]) satisfies Poincaré duality with local system

coefficients, A has a canonical Y
(n)
∞ -structure, up to gauge equivalence, and its homology

H has a canonical induced Y(n)-algebra structure. For particular choices of (X, [X]), these
structures may exist over an arbitrary ring R, if the relevant elements do not contain denomi-
nators. In any case, whenever these structures exist, we can define the notions of coformality
and intrinsic coformality of these pairs.

Definition. Let (X, [X]) be a pair of a space and a fundamental class with degree n > 1

Poincaré duality with local coefficients, such that A = C∗(ΩX,R) has a Y
(n)
∞ -algebra structure

ϕ, and H = H∗(ΩX) has an induced Y(n)-algebra structure ϕ∗. This pair is said to be

• formal when (A,ϕ) is formal as a Y
(n)
∞ -algebra;

• and intrinsically coformal when (H,ϕ∗) is intrinsically formal as a Y(n)-algebra.

Intrinsic coformality of a pair (X, [X]) thus amounts to formality of algebras encoded by
properads. This problem can be tackled using properadic Kaledin classes or obstruction
sequences for the deformation theory of properadic algebras developed by the first-named
author in [6, 7]. In Section 2, we explain how these obstruction classes get refined in the
presence of a second filtration. In Section 3, we apply this formalism to study the case of
A = C∗(ΩX,R) when X is a sphere, leading to the following results.

Theorems 3.2 and 3.4. Let us consider the pair (Sn, [Sn]) for n > 1.

(1) Over any Q-algebra, this pair is intrinsically coformal for all n.
(2) Over a ring of characteristic two and when n is even, this pair is not intrinsically

coformal.

We believe that the failure of intrinsic coformality of S2 in characteristic two could be ulti-
mately seen as the underlying cause of the discrepancy between BV structures on S2 seen
by [16, 18]. Furthermore, this fact should correspond to the lack of formality found by [15]
under the Koszul duality between C∗(ΩS

2) and C∗(S2).

Acknowledgments: The authors thank Alexander Berglund, Sheel Ganatra, Ezra Get-
zler, Geoffroy Horel, Sergei Merkulov, Manuel Rivera, Bruno Vallette and Nathalie Wahl for
helpful conversations and suggestions. A.T. would like to thank Uppsala University for the
wonderful working environment provided. This work was supported by the Knut and Alice
Wallenberg foundation, the project ANR-20-CE40-0016 HighAGT and the École Normale
Supérieure.



4 COLINE EMPRIN AND ALEX TAKEDA

Notation and conventions. Let R be a commutative ground ring. We will work with
Z-graded R-modules. We denote by sA the suspension of a graded vector space A, and
use the abbreviation ‘dg’ for the words ‘differential graded’. We use the notations and sign
conventions of [9] for properads; in particular, note that the degree convention for quadratic
duals there disagrees with the one used in [19], for instance.

1. Pre-Calabi–Yau algebras with vanishing copairing

In this section, we begin by recalling the notion of a pre-Calabi–Yau algebra and then
focus on the specific case of pre-Calabi–Yau algebras with vanishing copairing.

1.1. Pre-Calabi–Yau structures. We start by recalling the definition of a pre-Calabi–Yau
algebra structure on a fixed graded R-module A, see [11, Section 3] for more details. When
A is a degree-wise finite-dimensional graded vector space, this notion appears (up to signs)
in [27] under the name of V∞-algebra and in [24] under the name of boundary algebra. For
all ℓ > 1, let us consider the space of ℓ-higher Hochschild cochains defined by

CH∗
(ℓ)(A) :=

∏

k1,...,kℓ>0

HomR

(
sA⊗k1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ sA⊗kℓ , A⊗ℓ

)
.

This graded R-module is equipped with a Z/ℓ-action given by rotating blocks of inputs and
the output. Let us fix an integer n, which we call the Calabi–Yau dimension. We denote by

CH∗
(ℓ)(A)

(Z/ℓ,n)

the isotypic component where the generator acts by the Koszul sign (with inputs and outputs

seen as elements of sA) times an extra factor (−1)(n−1)(ℓ−1). Adding up all those complexes
with appropriate shifts gives the tangent complex

CH∗
[n](A) :=

∏

ℓ>1

s(n−2)(ℓ−1)CH∗
(ℓ)(A)

(Z/ℓ,n).

Every element in this complex decomposes as m = m(1) +m(2) +m(3) + · · · , where m(ℓ) is
an cyclically anti/symmetric collection of maps

mk1,...,kℓ
(ℓ) : sA⊗k1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ sA⊗kℓ −→ A⊗ℓ

which we depict by a tree or by a vertex on the plane to emphasize the cyclic group action:

1

k1

2

k2

···

···

ℓ

kℓ

;
m

1

2 · · · ℓ

k1

k2

kℓ

.

In the case of a vertex, we denote the first output with a white arrowhead label, and up to
sign the Z/ℓ-action is given by moving that label around.

Proposition 1.1 ([11, Proposition 10]). For any n ∈ Z and ℓ1, ℓ2 > 1, there is a binary
operation called the necklace product

◦
nec

: CH∗
(ℓ1)

(A)(Z/ℓ1,n) ⊗ CH∗
(ℓ2)

(A)(Z/ℓ2,n) → s−1CH∗
(ℓ1+ℓ2−1)(A)

(Z/(ℓ1+ℓ2−1),n),
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which turns the tangent complex into a Lie-admissible algebra

g
(n)
A :=

(
sCH∗

[n](A) , ◦nec

)
.

Remark 1.2. The Hochschild cochain complex of A is a subcomplex of CH∗
[n](A), for any n,

corresponding to the summand ℓ = 1. The skew symmetrization of the necklace product

[
m,m′

]
nec

:= m ◦
nec

m′ − (−1)(|m|−1)(|m′ |−1)m′ ◦
nec

m,

defines a Lie bracket extending the Gerstenhaber bracket.

This leads to the following definition due to [19] and [11, Definition 23].

Definition 1.3. An n-pre-Calabi–Yau algebra structure on A is a Maurer–Cartan element

m ∈ MC
(
g
(n)
A

)

whose component with zero inputs and one output vanishes, i.e.

m ◦
nec

m = 0 and m0
(1) = 0 .

Remark 1.4. The component m(1) of an n-pre-Calabi–Yau algebra is an A∞-algebra struc-
ture on A. Similarly, m(2) is a noncommutative Poisson bivector up to a [m(1),−]-exact term
since

m(2) ◦
nec

m(2) = [m(1),m(3)] .

It will sometimes be convenient to fix the differential on A, δ := m1
(1) , and look at pre-CY

structures extending it. The dg Lie-admissible algebra characterizing those structures is the
following one.

Definition 1.5. For any differential δ on A, we define a dg Lie-admissible algebra

g
(n)
(A,δ) =


s



∏

r>2

Hom(sA⊗r, A)×
∏

ℓ>2

s(n−2)(ℓ−1)CH∗
(ℓ)(A)

(Z/ℓ,n)


 , ∂, ◦

nec


 ,

where the differential ∂ is induced by the internal differential δ on A. An n-pre-CY structure
extending δ is a Maurer–Cartan element

m ∈ MC
(
g
(n)
(A,δ)

)
.

Remark 1.6. If one drops the requirement that the component with zero inputs and one
output vanishes, one gets a definition of a curved pre-CY algebra. This more general notion
has been recently shown by Leray and Vallette [13] to be equivalent to a curved homotopy
version of the notion of double Poisson algebra of [29].

1.2. The dioperad V∞. Pre-CY algebras where originally named V∞-algebras in [27]. As
this name suggests, pre-CY algebras appears as a homotopical version of V-algebras, which
are associative algebras with a compatible copairing. This perspective is explained in detail
in [19], using the formalism of Koszul duality for dioperads.
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Definition 1.7 ([18, Definition 3.1]). For every integer n, the V(n)-dioperad is defined by
the following presentation, with two generators µ and ν in degree 0 and −n respectively,

V(n) :=

T


µ =

1 2

1
; ν =

1 2
=

2 1







1

1

2 3

−

1

1

2 3

;

1

1 2

−

1

21




.

A V(n)-algebra encoded by this dioperad is determined by a binary product µ and a symmetric
copairing ν of degree −n, satisfying

µ(x, ν ′)⊗ ν ′′ = (−1)n|x|ν ′ ⊗ µ(ν ′′, x)

for all x ∈ A, where we used the Sweedler notation “ν = ν ′⊗ ν ′′”. The results of Poirier and
Tradler can be rephrased in the following way.

Theorem 1.8 ([19, Theorem 1.2 and Proposition 3.4]).

(1) The dioperad V(n) is Koszul and we denote V
(n)
∞ := ΩV(n)

¡
.

(2) For any chain complex (A, δ), there is an isomorphism of dg Lie-admissible algebras

g
(n)
(A,δ)

∼=
(
sHomS

(
V(n)

¡
,EndA

)
, ∂, ⋆

)

between the dg Lie-admissible algebra of Definition 1.5 and the convolution algebra

governing V
(n)
∞ -algebra structures on (A, δ).

1.3. Pre-CY algebras with vanishing copairing. In this paper, we will restrict our
attention to the following specific type of pre-CY structure.

Definition 1.9. An n-pre-CY algebra structure with vanishing copairing on A is an n-pre-CY
structure on A such that its component with zero inputs and two outputs vanishes, i.e.

m0,0
(2)

= 0 .

Such a structure is given by operations

mi>1
(1) : sA⊗i → s2A

m1,0
(2) : sA→ snA⊗2 m1,1

(2) : sA⊗ sA→ snA⊗2 . . .

m0,0,0
(3) : R→ s2n−2A⊗3 m1,0,0

(3) : sA→ s2d−2A⊗3 . . .

The other operations of the same arities are determined by symmetry. For instance, we have

m0,1
(2) = (−1)n−1τ ◦m1,0

(2) ,

where τ exchanges factors, with the Koszul sign given by seeing them as elements of sA.

Example 1.10. If A is connective, that is supported in non-negative homological degree, and
n > 1, then any n-pre-CY structure on A has vanishing copairing.

In the V∞ perspective, we have the following equivalent characterization. Let us denote by
C the S-bimodule given by the quotient V(n)

¡
։ C that kills the component of arity (2; 0).

Lemma 1.11. The codioperad structure of V(n)
¡
induces a codioperad structure on C.
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Proof. This follows from the fact that the infinitesimal decomposition morphism of V(n)
¡
is

compatible with the quotient. The only term that could cause a problem is the decomposition
of an arity (2; 0) operation into an arity (2, 1) operation and an arity (1; 0) operation; this

does not occur since the arity (1; 0) component of V(n)
¡
vanishes. �

Proposition 1.12. There is a natural bijection between the set of n-pre-CY algebra structures
with vanishing copairing on a chain complex (A, δ) and the set of ΩC-algebra structures on
the same chain complex. In particular, n-pre-CY structures with vanishing copairing are
controlled by the dg Lie-admissible algebra

(sHomS(C,EndA), ∂, ⋆) .

Proof. The surjection V(n)
¡
։ C induces a surjection of dg dioperads

ΩV(n)
¡

։ ΩC .

This exhibits the set of ΩC-algebra structures as the subset of V
(n)
∞ -algebra structures with

vanishing copairing. �

1.4. The dioperad Y(n). Let us suppose we have a n-pre-CY algebra (A,m) with vanishing
copairing.We now find a graded dioperad which encodes these operations and relations. We
denote by

V = R ·
(
id + (231) + (312))

)
⊕R ·

(
(132) + (321) + (213)

)
⊂ R[S3]

the rank two subspace of the regular representation on which cyclic permutations act trivially.

Definition 1.13. For each integer n, we define

Y(n) = T (E)/(R)

to be the quadratic dioperad generated by

E = E(1; 2) ⊕ E(2; 1) ⊕ E(3; 0)
R[S2] · µ ⊕ R[S2] · α ⊕ V · β

where |µ| = 0, |α| = −n+ 1, and |β| = −2n+ 2. We depict these generators as follows

µ
; α ; β = β = β

we can express the submodule of relations R as generated by the elements

µ

µ

−
µ

µ

;

µ

α

− αµ − α µ ;

α µ − µ α + (−1)n



















α µ − µ α



















;



8 COLINE EMPRIN AND ALEX TAKEDA

µ

β

−
β

µ

+

α

α

1

2

−
α

α

1

2

;

α

β

− α β + (−1)n



















β

α

− β α



















,

where we use the labels in the last two terms of the third line to indicate in which order we
input the α operations before evaluating.

In more conventional notation, where one insists in having inputs on top and outputs on the
bottom, we can write

Y
(n)
diop = T




1 2

1
;

1 2

1

;
1 2 3

=
2 3 1

=
3 1 2



/

(R)

with R generated by the elements

1

1

2 3

−

1

1

2 3

;

1 2

1 2

−

1

1 2

2

−

2

21

1

;

2

21

1

−

1

2

2

1

+ (−1)n

1

1 2

2

− (−1)n

2

1

1

2

;

1 2 3

1

−

2 3

1

1

+

1

321

− (−1)n−1

1

1 2 3

;

1 2 3 4

−

2 3 4 1

+ (−1)n

3 4 1 2

− (−1)n

4 1 2 3

.

Proposition 1.14. If (µ, α, β) is a Y(n)-algebra structure on A with vanishing differential
then

m2
(1) = ±µ, m1,0

(2) = (−1)n−1τ ◦m0,1
(2) = ±α, m0,0,0

(3) = ±β,

for an appropriate choice of signs, with all the other structure maps set to zero, defines a
pre-CY structure with vanishing copairing on A.

Proof. Follows from the fact that if the differential of A vanishes the pre-CY structure equa-
tion [m,m] = 0 decomposes into a closed set of equations for m2

(1),m
1,0
(2) and m0,0,0

(3) , in the

sense that they do not involve any of the higher operations. By changing sign conventions
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between e.g. [11] and the conventions above, we check that these equations agree with the

Y(n)-algebra structure equations. �

Let us consider the quadratic dual dioperad of Y(n). This can be given explicitly by using
the description of [28, Corollary 7.12], keeping only the relations of genus zero. One obtains
the following presentation

Y(n)! = T
(
E∨
)
/(R⊥

0 )

where the generators are

E∨ = E∨(1; 2) ⊕ E∨(2; 1) ⊕ E∨(3; 0)
R[S2] · ν ⊕ R[S2] · ω ⊕ V ⊗Rsgn · ψ

and the S-bimodule of relations R⊥
0 (“orthogonal complement in genus zero”) is generated by

(1)
ν

ν

+
ν

ν

(2)

ν

ω

+ (−1)n−1 ων

(3) ων − ω ν (4) ω ν + ν ω

(5) ν ω + (−1)n ω ν (6)

ψ

ν

+ ψ

ν

(7) ψ

ν

+ (−1)n
ω

ω

1

2

(8)

ω

ω

1

2

+ (−1)n−1 ω

ω

1

2

(9)

ω

ψ

+ (−1)n−1 ω ψ .

Proposition 1.15. There is an injective map of dioperads

i : Y(n)! →֒ V(n)!

whose image is exactly the subdioperad spanned by operations of arity different from (2; 0).

Proof. We use the description of V(n)! from [13, Proposition 3.7]. It has two generators, π in
arity (1; 2) and γ in arity (2; 0). We give the map i by describing it on generators:

ν
7→

π ; ω 7→

γ π
; ψ 7→

γ π

γ

.
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One can check all the necessary relations to see that this gives a map of dioperads. As for the
injectivity and the characterization of the image of i, we can prove both statements by giving
a basis of Y(n)! which maps bijectively to the appropriate subset of a basis of V(n)!. For that,
we rely on the planar symmetry that is made apparent by the diagrammatics. By definition,
the dioperad Y(n)! is spanned by directed trees whose internal vertices all have total arity
three, and have as (outgoing; incoming) arity (1; 2), (2; 1) or (3; 0), labeled respectively with
ν, ω and ψ. Every such directed tree can be embedded in the disc, such that all these vertices
are in the orientation shown above; to see this, just pick any embedding and for every vertex
oriented incorrectly we exchange the two branches of the tree coming out of it, putting it in
the desired orientation. Thus, for each such directed tree of arity (ℓ;N), we can read the
inputs and outputs from around the disc, giving uniquely a sequence

S =
(
σ1, (τ1, . . . , τk1), σ2, (τk1+1, . . . , τk1+k2), . . . , σℓ, (τk1+···+kℓ−1

, . . . , τk1+···+ℓk)
)

where N = k1 + · · · + kℓ. Here σ is the permutation giving the ordering of outputs around
the boundary circle and τ is the permutation of N giving the ordering of inputs; there
are kj inputs in between the jth output j and the (j + 1)th output. We note now that the

relations of the dioperad Y(n)! say exactly that, up to sign, every such directed tree with fixed
sequence S gets identified; this is because every directed tree with trivalent internal vertices
can be transformed into any other such directed tree by homotoping through tetravalent
vertices, and the relations say exactly that these moves act by a sign. Therefore Y(n)! has
one basis element for each sequence S; for each basis element we can find a tree that is in
standard shape, analogous to the shape given in [13, Equation 26]. We deduce that i gives
an identification between this basis and the subset of that basis for (V(n))

! that is missing
exactly the arity (2; 0) element. �

Remark 1.16. We note that the map i is a map of dioperads, but not of quadratic dioperads,
in the sense that it does not come from a map of the generators for which the relations are
quadratic. Thus it cannot be carried through quadratic duality; there is no map V(n) → Y(n)

which corresponds to it, which is obvious since any such map would kill the copairing in V(n)

and therefore factor through the associative operad.

Proposition 1.17. Let us set Y
(n)
∞ := ΩY(n)¡.

(1) There is an isomorphism of codioperads C ∼= Y(n)¡.

(2) This induces a bijection between Y
(n)
∞ -structures and pre-CY-structures with vanishing

copairing.

Proof. Point (1) follows from the identification of Y(n)! with a subdioperad of V(n)! from
Proposition 1.15. We can thus identify the quotients

V(n)
¡
։ C and V(n)

¡
։ Y(n)¡ .

Applying Ω, we get a quotient V
(n)
∞ ։ Y

(n)
∞ , proving point (2). �

1.5. Dioperads vs properads. So far in this section, the discussion has been entirely about
dioperads and codioperads, that is, objects that encode (de)composition maps indexed by
trees only. We follow the discussion of the relation between these objects in [17, Section 5.6].
There are adjoint functors

F : Dioperads⇆ Properads: U

between the categories of dioperads and properads. The forgetful functor U preserves the
underlying S-bimodule and remembers only the genus zero compositions. Its left adjoint F
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freely adjoins higher genus compositions without adding any higher genus relations. Passing
to the ‘co’ side, every codioperad is also a coproperad; there is an inclusion

I : Codioperads →֒ Coproperads

which preserves the S-bimodules. A coproperad C is in the image of I if and only if its
decomposition map C → G(C) to the free properad generated by C (sum over directed graphs)
lies in the genus zero component, that is, if it factors through a map C → T (C) to the free
dioperad (sum over directed trees). In that case, we will simply say that C is a codioperad.

In general, given a quadratic dioperad Q, the quadratic dual coproperad (FQ)
¡
will not

be in the image of I, since its decomposition map will not only generate genus zero graphs.
We can characterize when that is the case by linear duality. For that, note that we have the
following maps of dioperads

Q! → UF (Q!) → U((FQ)!)

= = =

T (s−1E∨)/〈s−2R⊥
0 〉 G(s−1E∨)/〈s−2R⊥

0 〉 G(s−1E∨)/〈s−2R⊥〉

where R⊥
0 is the ‘dioperadic’ orthogonal complement to R, a subspace of T (E)(2), and R⊥ is

its ‘properadic’ orthogonal complement, a subspace of G(E)(2). We rephrase the statements
in [17] in the following way:

Proposition 1.18. Let Q be a finitely-generated quadratic dioperad. Then (FQ)
¡
is a codi-

operad if and only if the composition

Q! → UF (Q!)→ U((FQ)!)

is an isomorphism of dioperads. In that case, the canonical map of dg properads

F (ΩQ
¡
)→ Ω(FQ)

¡

is an isomorphism.

Proof. The first statement follows from finite generation by linear duality, and the second
statement follows from applying [17, Proposition 44] to calculate that the underlying dg S-
bimodule of F (ΩQ

¡
) is exactly given by the cobar construction of Q

¡
; under the assumption

we get the equality to Ω((FQ)
¡
), which implies the equivalence of categories. �

Corollary 1.19. If Q is a finitely-generated quadratic dioperad such that (FQ)
¡
is a codiop-

erad, then given any chain complex A, there is an isomorphism

g
Q,diop
(A) =

(
HomS⊗Sop(Q

¡
,EndA), ∂, ⋆

)
∼=
(
HomS⊗Sop((FQ)

¡
,EndA), ∂, ⋆

)
= g

Qprop
(A)

between the dg Lie-admissible algebras controlling (dioperadic) Q-algebras and (properadic)
FQ-algebras.

Proposition 1.20. If a dioperad Q satisfies the conditions of Proposition 1.18 and is a
Koszul dioperad, then FQ is a Koszul properad. In that case, there is an equivalence between
the categories of (dioperadic) ΩQ

¡
-algebras and (properadic) Ω((FQ)!)-algebras.

Proof. We apply the functor F to the quasi-isomorphism of dioperads ΩQ
¡
→ Q and then

use the isomorphism F (ΩQ
¡
) ∼= Ω((FQ)

¡
) to conclude that the map Ω(FQ)

¡
→ FQ is a

quasi-isomorphism of properads. �

Remark 1.21. In op. cit., a Koszul properad of the form FQ where Q satisfies the conditions
of Proposition 1.18 is called a Koszul contractible properad.
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Following the argument at the end of [19], it is proven in [13] that the dioperad V(n) does not
satisfy the condition of Proposition 1.18; in other words, the notions of properadic (i.e. all

genera) V
(n)
∞ -algebra and dioperadic (i.e. genus zero) V

(n)
∞ -algebra are genuinely different. In

contrast, there are two dioperads related to V(n) that are known to satisfy the condition of
Proposition 1.18:

� the dioperad DPois governing double Poisson algebras [13], and
� the dioperad BIBλ governing (shifted) balanced infinitesimal bialgebras [20].

Our dioperad Y(n) is very close to what is denoted in op.cit. by BIB1−n; the only difference
is that we also have a generator in arity (3, 0), whose presence modifies the relations between
the other generators. In other words, there is a quotient of quadratic dioperads Y(n) ։

BIB1−n killing the generator of arity (3, 0). We use this fact to prove that the condition of

Proposition 1.18 is also satisfied by Y(n). Let us first give an explicit presentation of the
quadratic dual properad.

Proposition 1.22. The quadratic dual properad of FY(n) is given by
(
FY(n)

)!
= G(s−1E∨)/〈s−2R⊥〉

where R⊥ is generated by R⊥
0 together with all the quadratic higher genus elements, for which

the following four elements

ω ν ; ω ν ; ψ ν ; ψ ν

are generators.

Proof. Since the relations of Y(n) are all in genus zero, all the quadratic higher genus relations
are in the orthogonal complement. Then, the four elements above generate all of those by
symmetry. �

Theorem 1.23. The coproperad (FY(n))
¡
is a codioperad.

Proof. Let us fix n and denote BIB = BIB1−n. By Proposition 1.18 it is equivalent to prove
that (FY(n))! is trivial in higher genus, or in other words, that the submodule 〈R⊥〉 contains
every element given by a graph of genus > 1. We already know that R⊥ contains every
higher-genus graph with exactly two internal vertices, so we consider from now on graphs
that have at least three internal vertices. Since Y(n)! is generated by BIB! and an extra
generator ψ, every such graph is given by attaching ψ vertices, of arity (3, 0), to collections
of BIB!-graphs, such as:

BIB! BIB!

BIB!

ψ

ψψ
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By [20, Corollary 24], every BIB!-graph with genus > 1 is zero, so it is enough to look at
diagrams as above where each BIB!-subgraph is a tree, which we can put in planar form. If
the graph has nonzero genus, there must be a (non-oriented) cycle with k > 1 vertices ψ. By
moving the BIB!-trees around we can put that cycle in one of two forms: by thinking of each
BIB!-tree as a ribbon tree, and upon gluing the ψ-vertices, we look at whether the cycle in
question is an oriented ribbon or a Möbius strip. In either case, the k strands connecting
these ψ vertices have sequences of ω and ν vertices (which we just denoted by dots above to
save space). Since there can be no internal sink or vertices, that is, vertices with no outgoing
edges, each of the k strands must have at least one ν vertex. We then use the relations labeled
(2) to (5) in our calculation of Y(n)! above to ‘bring’ each such ν vertex to be adjacent to a
ψ vertex, getting a cycle that looks like

ψ

ν

ψ

ν

ψ

ν
. . .

. . .. . .

. .
.

or

ψ

ν

ψ

ν

ψ

ν
. . .

. . .. . .

. .
.

depending on whether the corresponding ribbon circle is orientable or not. We then use the
relations (7) and (8) to eliminate all ψ vertices from the cycle. Repeating the procedure until
all cycles are gone, we get to a single BIB!-graph, possibly with ψ vertices attached to it
by a single edge, that is, not forming any cycles of the form above. Note that none of the
relations changes the topology of the underlying graph, therefore the resulting BIB!-graph
has the same genus > 1 we started with, and vanishes by the aforementioned result. �

Remark 1.24. By Proposition 1.18 and Theorem 1.23, we have equivalent categories of

(dioperadic) Y
(n)
∞ -algebras and (properadic) (FY(n))∞-algebras. We will, from now on, elide

this distinction and just use Y
(n)
∞ to also refer to the properad, and work purely in the setting

of properadic algebras.

1.6. Y
(n)
∞ -structures on based loop spaces. Let us describe one class of Y(n)-algebras that

will be our main source of examples. For that, we recall the relation between pre-Calabi–Yau
and Calabi–Yau structures from [12]. Let (A,µ) be an A∞-algebra over R, which is smooth, in
the sense that its diagonal bimodule A is perfect; in that case, we have a quasi-isomorphism

CH∗(A)→ RHom∗
A−A(A

!, A)

between Hochschild chains and the derived bimodule morphisms between the inverse dual-
izing bimodule A! and the diagonal bimodule A. We recall that there is a canonical map
HC−

∗ (A)→ HH∗(A) from negative cyclic to Hochschild homology.

Definition 1.25. A (smooth) n-Calabi–Yau structure on A is a negative cyclic homology
class

[ω] ∈ HC−
n (A)

whose image under the map above gives a quasi-isomorphism of bimodules A! ∼
−→ A.

One should regard a smooth n-Calabi–Yau structure as something like a noncommutative n-
shifted symplectic form. We now paraphrase a result of [12], which upgrades the usual relation
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between symplectic forms and nondegenerate Poisson bivectors to this noncommutative level.
The role of Poisson bivector is played by an element of CH∗

(2)(A). If α is a closed element of

degree n in the complex

(CH∗
(2)(A), [µ,−]) ,

we have a map of complexes

gα : CH∗(A)→ CH−∗(A)[n]

given by evaluating a certain diagram, which is a noncommutative analog of the map induced
by a bivector field, between forms and vector fields.

Theorem 1.26. Suppose that R is a Q-algebra. If ω ∈ CC−
∗ (A) is a negative cyclic chain

giving a smooth n-Calabi–Yau structure on A, then there exists an n-pre-CY structure ϕ on
A whose component

ϕ(2) ∈ CH
n
(2)(A)

is compatible with ω0, in the sense that it satisfies the equation

[gϕ(2)
(ω0)] ∼= 1 ∈ HH0(A),

where ω0 is the image of ω under the map CC−
n (A)→ CHn(A).

One source of such smooth Calabi–Yau structures is the algebra of chains on based loop
spaces of topological spaces with local Poincaré duality. Let X be any path-connected space
with the homotopy type of a finite simplicial complex, and denote A = C∗(ΩX,R); this is a
dg algebra, whose product is induced by concatenation of based loops.

Theorem 1.27 ([10]). Let R be any ring and αX ∈ Cn(X,R) any closed n-chain. If (X,αX )
is a Poincaré duality space with local system coefficients, in the sense that ⌢ αX induces a
quasi-isomorphism

C∗(X,L)
∼
−→ Cn−∗(X,L)

for any local system L, then αX induces a smooth Calabi–Yau structure on X.

Remark 1.28. The theorem above generalizes previous results, in the case of manifolds, of
[1, 4].

We recall that since A is connective, we can combine the result above with Example 1.10
and Proposition 1.14 to get the following result.

Corollary 1.29. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.27 and if R is a Q-algebra, the algebra

A has a Y
(n)
∞ structure ϕ and therefore H = HH∗(A) = H∗(ΩX) has an induced Y(n)-algebra

structure.

One may ask whether these structures depend on choices made along the way; as a conse-
quence of a result of [12], this turns not to be the case.

Theorem 1.30. Let A be a connective smooth A∞-algebra over a Q-algebra. Let

[ω0] ∈ HHn(A)

be a nondegenerate Hochschild class. Then there is a bijection between the following sets:

(1) the set of lifts of [ω0] to a negative cyclic class [ω], and

(2) the set of ∞-isomorphism classes of Y
(n)
∞ on A, whose corresponding n-pre-CY struc-

ture is compatible with [ω0].
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Proof. Theorem 4.8 (or alternatively Theorem 4.7 and Proposition 4.6) of [12] identifies the
nondegenerate negative cyclic homology lifts of [ω0] with the set of gauge-equivalence classes
of n-pre-CY structures compatible with [ω0]. By our observation in Example 1.10, every such

structure has vanishing copairing, and is thus a Y
(n)
∞ -structure. �

From the fact that each ∞-isomorphism class of Y
(n)
∞ -algebra structures on A gives rise to a

unique isomorphism class of induced Y(n)-algebra structures on H, we deduce the following
result:

Corollary 1.31. Suppose that R is a Q-algebra. Let (X, [X]) be a space with degree n

Poincaré duality with local coefficients, where n > 1. Then there is a canonical Y(n)-algebra
structures ϕ∗ on H = H∗(ΩX), up to isomorphism.

In Corollary 1.31, the assumption of characteristic zero is necessary due to the inductive
procedure used and the symmetrization at each step. Nevertheless, for certain simple spaces
such as X = Sn, n > 2, this induced structure exists over any ring because the involved
elements have no denominators.

Corollary 1.32. For all n > 2 and over any ring, there is a canonical Y(n)-algebra structure
ϕ∗ on H∗(ΩS

n).

Let us recall that an ∞-morphism f between two ΩC-algebra structures on A is an ∞-
quasi-isomorphism if its first component f (0) : A → A is a quasi-isomorphism. It is an
∞-isomorphism if its first component f (0) is an isomorphism.

Definition 1.33. Let (X, [X]) be a space with degree n > 1 Poincaré duality with local

coefficients that has an induced Y(n)-algebra structure ϕ∗ on H = H∗(ΩX,R). It is said

(1) coformal when the Y
(n)
∞ -algebra structure on A = C∗(ΩX,R) is gauge formal, i.e.

there exists an ∞-quasi-isomorphism of Y
(n)
∞ -algebras

(A,ϕ) (H(A), ϕ∗) .
∼

where (H(A), ϕ∗) denotes the induced Y(n)-algebra structure on H = H∗(ΩX,R).

(2) intrinsically coformal when (H,ϕ∗) is intrinsically formal, i.e. for any Y
(n)
∞ -algebra

structure structure (H,ψ) extending ϕ∗, there exists an ∞-quasi-isomorphism

(H,ψ) (H,ϕ∗) .
∼

Since the pre-Lie algebra governing A∞-structures sits as a subalgebra of the one governing

Y
(n)
∞ -algebra structures, we have the following result.

Proposition 1.34. Let (X, [X]) be a space with degree n > 1 Poincaré duality with local co-
efficients that has an induced Y(n)-algebra structure ϕ∗ on H = H∗(ΩX,R). If it is coformal,
then X is coformal in the sense that the dg algebra C∗(ΩX,R) is formal as an A∞-algebra.

Similarly, if (X, [X]) is intrinsically coformal, then X is intrinsically coformal in the sense
that the graded algebra H∗(ΩX,R)) is intrinsically formal as an associative algebra.

The aim of this article is to study these (intrinsic) coformality properties, see Section 3.
To do so, we use the properadic Kaledin classes developed in [6] as well as the approach
of obstruction sequences to homotopy equivalences from [7]. Beforehand, we adapt their
construction in Section 2 to enable their computation.
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2. Intermediate obstruction sequences to formality

In [7], the first-named author constructs obstruction sequences to formality of algebras
encoded by properads, such as pre-CY algebras with vanishing copairing. In Section 3, we
will compute these obstructions to study pre-CY coformality of spheres. To this end, we
will exploit the existence of an additional filtration; in this section, we explain the general
framework on how to refine the aforementioned obstruction sequences in the presence of an
extra filtration.

2.1. Intermediate gauge triviality sequences.

Assumptions 1.

(1) Let (g, [−,−],F) be a weight-graded Lie algebra over a Q-algebra, i.e. a complete Lie
algebra (with vanishing differential) with an additional weight grading such that

g ∼=
∏

k>1

g(k),
[
g(k), g(l)

]
⊂ g(k+l), Fng :=

∏

k>n

g(k) .

We denote by · the gauge group action and the canonical projections by

πk : h։ h/Fkh .

(2) Suppose that g has an an additional descending filtration

g = L0g ⊃ L1g ⊃ L3g ⊃ · · ·

that is compatible with the Lie bracket, in the sense that [Lig,Ljg] ⊂ Li+jg for any
i, j > 0 and bounded with respect to F , that is, for every k > 1, there exists δk such
that Lδkh ⊆ Fkh.

(3) Let ϕ and ψ be two Maurer–Cartan elements in g, such that ψ is of homogeneous
weight one. Let us set h for the dg Lie algebra twisted by ψ

h :=
(
g, [−,−], dψ := [ψ,−],F

)
.

We want to detect whether ϕ and ψ are gauge equivalent, or equivalently, whether φ := ϕ−ψ
is gauge trivial, i.e. if there exists λ ∈ h0 such that λ · φ = 0. By [7, Section 1], even without
the additional descending filtration, this can be achieved through the construction of a gauge
triviality sequence

{ϑk}16k6n ,

which is either an infinite sequence of vanishing homology classes, when n = ∞ ; or a finite
sequence of trivial classes that ends on a nonvanishing class ϑn for some n > 1. This index
n of the last class only depends on φ and is called the gauge triviality degree of φ. As its
name suggests, it characterizes the gauge triviality of φ, see [7, Theorem 1.17]. This gauge
triviality sequence is constructed by induction. We first set

φ1 := φ and ϑ1 := [π2(φ1)] ∈ H−1

(
h/F2h

)
.

Let us suppose that φi and ϑi have been constructed for all 1 6 i 6 k

� If ϑk 6= 0 , then k is the gauge triviality degree of φ, and we stop.
� If ϑk = 0 , there must exist υk ∈ h such that υk · φk ∈ F

k+1h. We set

φk+1 := υk · φk and ϑk+1 := [πk+2(φk+1)] ∈ H−1

(
h/Fk+2h

)
,

and we can continue to the next value of k.
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It can be complicated to determine in practice whether the class ϑk vanishes or not; this is
where having an additional filtration will help.

Proposition 2.1. Under Assumptions 1, let ξ be a Maurer–Cartan element in h such that

ξ ∈ LiFkh+Fk+1h

for i > 0 and k > 2. Let us consider its class in the homology of the quotient

ϑik := [Im(ξ)] ∈ H−1

(
h

Li+1Fkh+ Fk+1h

)
.

The following assertions are equivalent.

(1) The homology class ϑik vanishes.

(2) There exists υ ∈ h0 such that υ · ξ ∈ Li+1Fkh+ Fk+1h.

Proof. For all υ ∈ h0, the gauge action formula gives

υ · ξ ≡ ξ −
eadυ − id

adυ
(dψυ) (mod Li+1Fkh+ Fk+1h) . (1)

If ϑik = 0, then there exists υ ∈ h0 such that

ξ ≡ dψυ (mod Li+1Fkh+ Fk+1h) .

Since ξ ∈ Fkh, this implies that dψυ ∈ Fkh and υ ∈ Fk−1h. Since k > 2, we have

eadυ − id

adυ
(dψυ) ≡ dψυ (mod Li+1Fkh+ Fk+1h) .

Equation (1) implies that υ · ξ ∈ Li+1Fkh+ Fk+1h . Conversely, if point (2) holds, we have

ξ ≡
eadυ − id

adυ
(dψυ) (mod Li+1Fkh+ Fk+1h)

by Equation (1). Since ξ ∈ Fkh, this implies that dψυ ∈ Fkh and

ξ ≡ dψυ (mod Li+1Fkh+ Fk+1h) ,

which leads to ϑik = 0. �

Remark 2.2. If the obstruction class ϑik is nonvanishing then so is the obstruction class ϑk.
Indeed, the former is the image of the latter under the map

H−1

(
h

Fk+1h

)
→ H−1

(
h

Li+1Fkh+ Fk+1h

)
.

Construction 2.3. Let ξ ∈ MC(Fkh) for k > 2. We aim to detect whether there exists
λ ∈ h0 such that λ · ξ ∈ Fk+1h, or equivalently whether the obstruction class

ϑk = [πk+2(φk+1)] ∈ H−1

(
h/Fk+2h

)
,

vanishes, see [7, Proposition 1.6]. Let us set ξ0 := ξ and consider the first obstruction

ϑ0k := [Im(ξ0)] ∈ H−1

(
h

L1Fkh+ Fk+1h

)
.

� If ϑ0k is not zero, then so does ϑk.

� If ϑ0k = 0 , there exists υ0 ∈ h0 , such that υ0 ·ξ0 ∈ L
1Fkh+Fk+1h, by the implication

(1)⇒ (2) of Proposition 2.1.
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If ϑ0k = 0 , we set ξ1 := υ0 · ξ0 and

ϑ1k := [Im(ξ1)] ∈ H−1

(
h

L2Fkh+ Fk+1h

)
.

� If ϑ1k is not zero, then so does ϑk.

� If ϑ1k = 0 , there exists υ1 ∈ h0 , such that υ1 ·ξ1 ∈ L
2Fkh+Fk+1h, by the implication

(1)⇒ (2) of Proposition 2.1.

The construction of such obstruction classes can be performed higher up in a similar way.
This leads to a sequence of classes

(
ϑik
)
16i6η

which is either

� an infinite sequence of vanishing homology classes, when ηk =∞ , or
� a finite sequence of trivial classes that ends on a nonzero class ϑη , when ηk ∈ N .

Remark 2.4. By Assumptions 1, the filtration L is bounded and there exists δk+1 such that

Lδk+1 ⊆ Fk+1h .

In the case where η ∈ N is finite, we have ηk < δk+1 − 1. In the case where ηk = ∞, the
construction starts to be trivial at the level k = δk+1 − 1 where ξk ∈ F

k+1h.

Definition 2.5. Let ξ ∈ MC(h) be a Maurer–Cartan element such that ξ ∈ Fkh for k > 2.
A kth-intermediate gauge triviality sequence of ξ is an obstruction sequence

(
ϑik
)
06i6ηk

, ηk ∈ {0, . . . , δk+1,∞} ,

obtained through Construction 2.3.

Lemma 2.6. Let ξ ∈ MC(Fkh) for k > 2. The index ηk ∈ {0, . . . , δk+1,∞} of the last class
of a kth-intermediate gauge triviality sequence only depends on ξ, i.e. given

(
ϑik
)
06i6ηk

and
(
ϑ

′i
k

)
06i6η′k

two kth-intermediate gauge triviality sequences, we have ηk = η′k. This element is called the
k-th intermediate gauge triviality degree of ξ.

Proof. The proof is the same than the one of [7, Lemma 1.9]. �

Theorem 2.7. Let ξ ∈ MC(Fkh) for k > 2. The following assertions are equivalent.

(1) The k-th intermediate gauge triviality degree of ξ is equal to ∞;
(2) The obstruction ϑk = [πk+2(φk+1)] ∈ H−1

(
h/Fk+2h

)
, vanishes;

(3) There exists ω ∈ h0 such that ω · ξ ∈ Fk+1h.

Proof. Let us prove the implication (1) ⇒ (3). Let
(
ϑik
)
06i6ηk

be a k-th intermediate gauge

triviality sequence of ξ and let us denote by (υk) and (ξk) the associated sequence of gauges
and Maurer–Cartan elements given by Construction 2.3. If ηk = ∞ , it follows from the
construction that the gauge

ω := BCH(υδk+1−1,BCH(· · ·BCH(υ2, υ1)) · · · ) ,

satisfies ω · ϕ ∈ Fk+1h, see Remark 2.4. The equivalence (2) ⇔ (3) is given by [7, Proposi-
tion 1.6]. The implication (2)⇒ (1) follows from Remark 2.2. Indeed, if the k-th intermediate
gauge triviality degree ηk of ξ is not equal to ∞ and

ϑηkk 6= 0 =⇒ ϑk 6= 0 . �
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Lemma 2.8. Let φ ∈ MC(F2h) and suppose that there exist ω, ω′ ∈ h0 such that ω · φ and
ω′ · φ are both in Fkh. Then, they have equal k-th intermediate gauge triviality degrees.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that the k-th intermediate gauge triviality degree of ω · φ is
ηk ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,∞}, and that of ω · φ is a finite number such that η′k < ηk. By construction,

there exists λ such that λ · (ω · φ) ∈ Lη
′

k+1Fkh+ Fk+1h. But we can rewrite this element as

λ · (ω · φ) = BCH(λ, ω) · φ = BCH(BCH(λ, ω),−ω′) · (ω′ · φ) .

By Proposition 2.1, the k-th intermediate gauge triviality degree of ω′ · φ must be strictly
larger than η′k, which is impossible. The case ηk < η′k is treated analogously. �

Definition 2.9. Let φ ∈ MC(F2h) be a Maurer–Cartan element and suppose that there
exist ω ∈ h0 such that ω · φ ∈ Fkh. The k-th intermediate gauge triviality degree φ is defined
and is the one of ω · φ.

Theorem 2.10. Under Assumptions 1, the following assertions are equivalent.

(1) The Maurer-Cartan element ϕ is gauge equivalent to its first component ϕ(1).

(2) The gauge triviality degree of φ := ϕ− ϕ(1) is equal to ∞.
(3) For all k > 2, the kth-intermediate gauge triviality degree of φ is defined, and equal

to ∞.

Proof. The equivalence (1)⇔ (2) is given by [7, Theorem 1.17]. Let us prove the equivalence
(2) ⇔ (3). The kth-intermediate gauge triviality degree is defined for all k > 2 if and only
if there exists ωk ∈ h0 such that ωk · φ ∈ F

kh. By [7, Theorem 1.11], this is equivalent to
the gauge triviality degree of φ being infinite. Now, by Theorem 2.7, for each k > 1, the
(k+1)th-intermediate gauge triviality degree is defined if and only the kth-intermediate gauge
triviality degree is defined and infinite. �

2.2. Rigidity criteria. Let us recall the following rigidity criterion.

Corollary 2.11 ([7, Corollary 1.18]). Let g be a weight-graded dg Lie algebra. A Maurer–
Cartan element ψ concentrated in weight one and such that

F2H−1(g
ψ) = 0

is rigid, i.e. any Maurer-Cartan element ϕ such that ϕ(1) = ψ is gauge equivalent to ψ.

In the presence of an extra filtration L, we can refine the rigidity criterion above. We first
consider the following notion of rigidity with respect to the extra filtration.

Definition 2.12. The element ψ is Lm-rigid for some m > 0 if every φ ∈ MC(gψ) satisfying
φ ∈ F2gψ is gauge-equivalent to some element in Lm+1gψ, in other words, if every higher-
weight deformation of ψ is gauge-equivalent to an element in Lm+1.

Theorem 2.13. Under Assumptions 1, if ψ is L0-rigid, and if the image of the map

F2H−1(gr
i
L gψ) −→ H−1(g

ψ/Li+1gψ)

vanishes for every i > 2, then ψ is rigid.

Proof. Let us consider some Maurer–Cartan element ϕ such that ϕ(1) = ψ, and again denote
h = gψ. Since φ = ϕ − ψ ∈ MC(h) is in F2h and ψ is L0-rigid, we can assume φ ∈ LiFkh,
for some i > 1 and k > 2. The Maurer–Cartan equation then implies

dψφ = −
1

2
[φ, φ] ≡ 0 (mod Li+1h),
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so [φ] is a class in FkH−1(gr
i
L h). We now consider the maps

FkH−1

(
griL h

)
→ FkH−1

(
h

Li+1h

)
→ FkH−1

(
h

Li+1h+ Fk+1h

)
f
←− FkH−1

(
h

Li+1Fkh+ Fk+1h

)

The last group is where the k-th intermediate gauge triviality class ϑik lives. But the image

of this class in FkH−1(h/L
i+1h+Fk+1h) is equal to the image of [φ] ∈ FkH−1(gr

i
L h), which

vanishes by assumption. Therefore, to show that all classes ϑik vanish, it is sufficient to show
that the map f is injective. Suppose we have [α] ∈ ker(f). Then we can find λ such that

dψλ ≡ α (mod Li+1h+ Fk+1h).

Let us set λ′ = λ(k−1) + λ(k) + · · · Since dψ is homogeneous of weight one, we must have

dψ
(
λ′
)
≡ α (mod Li+1h+ Fk+1h),

since α is in Fkh. Thus λ′ is a primitive of α in h/Li+1Fkh+ Fk+1h. �

2.3. Application to formality of properadic algebras. The aim of the present article
is to study the (intrinsic) coformality properties of Definition 1.33. To do so, we will use
the obstruction theories developed in Section 2.1. Beforehand, let us recall the approach of
formality as a deformation problem. In all this section, the ring R is a Q-algebra. Let C be a
reduced weight-graded dg coproperad, e.g. C = Y(n)¡. Given any chain complex (A, dA), we
have a convolution dg Lie admissible algebra

gA =
(
HomS

(
C,EndA

)
, ∂, ⋆

)
,

whose Maurer–Cartan elements are in bijection with ΩC-structures on A. Recall that an
∞-morphism between two ΩC-algebra structures is an ∞-isotopy if its first component is the
identity. We denote by ΓA the set of all ∞-isotopies. The existence of gauge equivalences
between Maurer–Cartan elements in gA corresponds to existence of ∞-isotopies between the
corresponding ΩC-structures thanks to the following theorem.

Theorem 2.14 ([3, Theorem 2.16]). If R is a Q-algebra, the set of all the ∞-isotopies
between ΩC-algebra structures forms a group which is isomorphic though the graph exponen-
tial/logarithm maps to the gauge group of gA

exp : ((gA)0,BCH, 0) ∼= (ΓA,⊚, 1) : log .

Suppose that C is a reduced weight-graded coproperad (with no differential) and let H be a
graded R-module. The associated convolution dg Lie admissible algebra gH is weight-graded
Lie algebra in the sense of Assumptions 1, with the weight grading coming from that of C. It
also has an extra filtration where LigA is all the operations with (i+1) or more inputs. More
precisely, the (Sop × S)-module C has a direct sum decomposition under a second grading

C = I ⊕ C(1) ⊕ C(2) ⊕ C(3) ⊕ . . .

where C(i) is spanned by the operations with i outputs. This gives a weight decomposition

gA = (gA)(1) × (gA)(2) × (gA)(3) × . . .

and we can then define the extra filtration by

LigA =
∏

j>i+1

(gA)(j).

Assuming L is relatively bounded, that is bounded with respect to F , we can apply all the
methods of Section 2.1, giving the following applications of Theorem 2.10 and Theorem 2.13.
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Theorem 2.15. Let R be a Q-algebra and let H be a graded R-module. Let C be a reduced
weight-graded coproperad. Suppose that the extra filtration L on gH is relatively bounded. Let
(H,ϕ) be an ΩC-algebra structure. The following assertions are equivalent:

(1) There exists an ∞-quasi-isomorphism

(H,ϕ)
(
H,ϕ(1)

)
.∼

(2) The Maurer–Cartan elements ϕ and ϕ(1) are gauge equivalent in gH .

(3) The gauge-triviality degree of φ = ϕ− ϕ(1) is equal to ∞.
(4) For all k > 1, the k-th intermediate gauge triviality degree of φ is defined and equal

to ∞.

Proof. Point (1) holds if and only if there exists an ∞-isotopy ϕ  ϕ(1) by [7, Prop 2.18].
The equivalence (1) ⇔ (2) now follows from Theorem 2.14. The remaining equivalences are
given by Theorem 2.10. �

Theorem 2.16. Let H be a graded R-module over Q-algebra. Let C be a reduced weight-graded
coproperad. Suppose that the extra filtration L on gH is relatively bounded. Let (H,ϕ∗) be an
ΩC-algebra structure concentrated in weight one and L0-rigid. If the image of the map

F2H−1(gr
i
L gϕ∗) −→ H−1(g

ϕ∗/Li+1gϕ∗)

vanishes for every i > 2, then (H,ϕ∗) is intrinsically formal, i.e. for any ΩC-algebra structure

(H,ψ) such that ψ(1) = ϕ∗, there exists an ∞-quasi-isomorphism

(H,ψ) (H,ϕ∗) .
∼

Proof. For any ΩC-algebra structure (H,ψ), there exists an ∞-isotopy ψ  ψ(1) if and only
if the corresponding Maurer–Cartan elements are gauge equivalent by [7, Prop 2.18] and
Theorem 2.14. The result now follows from Theorem 2.13. �

3. Coformality of based loop spaces of spheres

In this section, we use the formalism explained in the previous sections to study formality

of Y
(n)
∞ -algebra structures on the homology algebra of based loop spaces of spheres. That is,

we consider ΩC-structures where C = Y(n)¡; for any chain complex (A, dA), the corresponding
convolution dg Lie algebra gA is given by

gA =
∏

i>2

Hom(A[1]⊗i, A)[1]

×
∏

ij 6=0

Hom(A[1]⊗i ⊗A[1]⊗j , A⊗A)(2,n)[n− 1]

×
∏

ℓ>3

CH∗
(ℓ)(A)

(ℓ,n)[(n − 2)(ℓ− 1) + 1] .

Recall that the superscript (−)(ℓ,n) denotes the subcomplex of elements that have the appro-
priate cyclic symmetry. The dg Lie algebra gA is the dg Lie subalgebra of CH∗

[n](A)[1] of

operations with total arity (number of in- and outputs) greater than or equal to 3, endowed
with the necklace bracket, which we will just denote by [−,−]. The weight grading is given
by the total number of legs minus two. That is, the weight of a map ϕ : A⊗Nin → A⊗Nout is

wt(ϕ) = Nin +Nout − 2 .
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The extra filtration L is relatively bounded, since Li is spanned by all operations with at
least (i+ 1)-outputs, so for any k we have

Lk+1gA ⊆ F
kgA.

Note that L0gA/L
1gA is nothing but the convolution algebra governing A∞-algebras on

(A, dA), since it has exactly the operations with one output. Therefore we have the following
characterization of L0-rigidity.

Proposition 3.1. A Y(n)-algebra (H,ϕ∗) is L
0-rigid, in the sense of Definition 2.12, if and

only if the corresponding associative algebra structure on H is intrinsically formal.

Finally, note that the differential on every graded piece of L is given by taking necklace
bracket with the A∞-structure µ, which is the usual differential on CH∗

(ℓ)(A). In other

words, unraveling all the degree shifts, we find that for every ℓ > 3 we have an isomorphism
of complexes

grℓL gA ∼= CH
−∗+(n−2)(ℓ−1)+1
(ℓ) (A)(ℓ,n)

and for ℓ = 2 we have an injection

grℓL gA →֒ CH
−∗+(n−2)(ℓ−1)+1
(ℓ) (A)(ℓ,n)

given by the inclusion of elements of total arity > 3.

3.1. Intrinsic coformality of spheres in characteristic zero. We now turn to the specific
example of based loop spaces of spheres. Recall the definition of coformality for a pair (X, [X])
of a space and fundamental class satisfying local Poincaré duality, given in Definition 1.33.

Theorem 3.2. If R is a Q-algebra, the pair (Sn, [Sn]) is intrinsically coformal for all n > 1.

Proof. Let us first present the case n > 2. The relevant homology algebra is

H = H∗(ΩS
n) ∼= R[t] ,

where t has degree (n− 1). This is a smooth n-Calabi–Yau algebra, with weak CY structure
represented by ω = 1[t] ∈ CHn(H) and compatible n-pre-CY structure given by

ψ = µ+ α, µ ∈ CH2(H), α ∈ CHn
(2)(H)

where µ is the usual multiplication on H, see [22, Proposition 7.1]. Since ψ is a Y(n)-algebra
structure, it has homogeneous weight one in gH , and in terms of the extra filtration L we
have

µ ∈ L0gH and α ∈ L1gH .

We aim to apply Theorem 2.16. First we note that ψ is L0-rigid, since H is an intrinsically
formal associative algebra. Therefore, we just have to compute the image of the maps

F2H−1(gr
i
L g

ψ
H)→ H−1(g

ψ
H/L

i+1g
ψ
H)

for each i > 2. The graded pieces of the L filtration, with the induced differential, give
subcomplexes

F2 grℓL g
ψ
H ⊂

(
CH∗+nℓ−n−2ℓ+3

(ℓ) (A), [µ,−]
)

spanned by the vertices that are cyclically (anti)symmetric and have 4 total legs or more. In
order to understand the cohomology of the right-hand side, we use the fact that the elements
α and ω are inverses of each other, in the sense of [12]; they give chain equivalences between
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CH∗(H) and all the complexes CH∗
(ℓ)(H), up to appropriate shifts. Let us be more precise:

for any ℓ > 1, there is an explicit quasi-isomorphism

g(ℓ) : CH∗(H)
∼
−→ CH−∗+nℓ

(ℓ) (H)

given by evaluating a certain diagram on some Hochschild chain x. For example, when ℓ = 3
this diagram is

x α

α

α

1

2

3

The diagrams for other values are similar, with ℓ copies of the α vertex around the circle..
We now recall the Hochschild homology of H, in other words the homology of the free loop
space ΛSn, together with a choice of representative for the generator of each factor. When n
is odd and greater than 3, we have:

HH∗(H) ∼= R ⊕ R[n− 1] ⊕ R[n] ⊕ R[2n− 2] ⊕ R[2n− 1] ⊕ · · ·

∈ ∈ ∈ ∈ ∈

1 t 1[t] t2 t[t]

and when n is even, we have

HH∗(H) ∼= R ⊕ R[n− 1] ⊕ R[n] ⊕ R[3n− 3] ⊕ R[3n− 2] ⊕ · · ·

∈ ∈ ∈ ∈ ∈
1 t 1[t] t3 t2[t]

Let us study the cyclic symmetry properties of the elements in CH∗
(ℓ)(H) that are images of

the representatives above. Let us denote by

ρ : CH∗
(ℓ)(H)→ CH∗

(ℓ)(H)

the rotation automorphism; for an element ξ to have the appropriate symmetry we must have
ρ(ξ) = (−1)(n−1)(ℓ−1)ξ. Using a similar diagram to the above, and using the sign calculus
explained in [11], we find a homotopy between

g(ℓ) and (−1)(n−1)(ℓ−1)ρ ◦ g(ℓ).

Since R is a Q-algebra, we can symmetrize, and for any k and any closed element x of CH∗(H)
we use the homotopy above to conclude that there is a homology equivalence

g(ℓ)(x) ≃
1

ℓ

(
ℓ∑

i=0

ρi(g(ℓ)(x))

)
,

and therefore all the classes [g(ℓ)(x)] can be represented by appropriately symmetric elements.
Using the explicit formula for α and for the map g(ℓ), we calculate that, for any ℓ and k,

(1) the element g(ℓ)(1[t
k+1]) is already appropriately symmetric on the nose, and coho-

mologous to a nonzero multiple of g(ℓ)(t
k[t]), since 1[tk+1] is homologous to a nonzero

multiple of tk[t], and
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(2) the following equation holds
[
α,

1

ℓ− 1

(
ℓ−1∑

i=0

ρi(g(ℓ−1)(t
k+1))

)]
= g(ℓ)(1[t

k+1]).

By counting degrees, we find that the only classes in HH∗(H) whose image appears in

F2H−1(gr
i
L g

ψ
H) for some i are the ones represented by tk[t] for some k. But the differential

on gψ is given by taking commutator with ψ = µ+ α, so the equation above implies that all
these classes vanish in

H−1(g
ψ
H/L

i+1g
ψ
H) ,

and so Theorem 2.16 applies.

The remaining case n = 1, where H = k[t, t−1], with deg(t) = 0, is proven even in the same
way, but even more simply, since HH∗(H) is concentrated in degrees zero and one. By degree
reasons, all the classes that would matter are again the ones represented by tk[t], in degree
one, mapping to CH∗

(2)(H) by g(2). But they all map to elements with one input, which are

of weight one and therefore not in F2. �

3.2. Failure of rigidity of even-dimensional spheres in characteristic two. If the
ground ring R is no longer a Q-algebra, Theorem 2.14 does not hold; studying gauge equiva-
lences in dg Lie algebras is not enough to determine the existence of ∞-isotopies and give a
positive answer to the question of formality of a ΩC-algebra structure.
However, one can still give a negative answer to that question. This requires adapting the
setting we have been working with, in the following way. The complete dg Lie algebra
(g, d, [−,−],F) encoding ΩC-structures on some A gets replaced by a complete dg pre-Lie
algebra (g, d, ⋆,F). Using the ‘differential trick’, we can suppose that d = [δ,−] for some
δ ∈ g, and then the Maurer–Cartan equation for an element δ + φ simply reads

(δ + φ) ⋆ (δ ⋆ φ) = 0.

One can then deduce obstructions for the existence of∞-isomorphisms from the homology of
this pre-Lie algebra, as in [7, Section 2]. In particular, we will use the following proposition.

Proposition 3.3. Let H be a graded R-module over a commutative ring. Let (H, ξ) and

(H,ψ) be two Y
(n)
∞ -algebra structures. Suppose that φ := ξ − ψ ∈ Fkg for some k > 1. If the

class

ϑk := [πk+1(φ)] ∈ H−1

(
g
ψ
H/F

k+1g
ψ
H

)

is nonzero, there cannot exist an ∞-isomorphism (H, ξ)
∼
 (H,ψ).

Proof. Using [7, Prop 2.20, (4)], this is a direct application of [7, Prop 2.21]. �

As mentioned before, over an arbitrary ring and for an arbitrary Poincaré duality pair
(X, [X]), the Y(n)-structure on H∗(ΩX) may not exist, due to the fact that the cyclic sym-
metry conditions may not be satisfiable without denominators. Nevertheless, for all spheres
Sn with n > 2, the Y(n)-structure ψ = µ+α on H = H∗(ΩS

n) has no denominators and still
exists over any ring, so we can phrase the corresponding intrinsic formality problem.

Theorem 3.4. If R is of characteristic 2 and n is even, the pair (Sn, [Sn]) is not intrinsically
coformal.
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Before giving the proof of the theorem above, let us state and prove separately two lemmas
that we will need. Below we use the same notation from the proof of Theorem 3.2.

Lemma 3.5. Let H = H∗(ΩS
n, R) for any n > 1. The nontrivial classes of HH∗

(ℓ)(H) =

H∗(CH∗
(ℓ)(H), [µ,−]) are all of homogeneous weight 2ℓ− 2 or 2ℓ− 3.

Proof. We note that both the element α and the weak Calabi–Yau structure ω = 1[t] exist
over Z, and thus the map

g(ℓ) : CH∗(H)
∼
−→ CH−∗+nℓ

(ℓ) (H)

is a quasi-isomorphism. We note also that [µ,−] is of homogeneous weight one, so HH∗
(ℓ)(H)

has a basis of classes of homogeneous weight. The nontrivial classes in HH∗(H) are all
represented by elements of the form tk or tk[t], so observing the image of these representatives,
which have total arity 2ℓ and 2ℓ− 1, respectively, we conclude that the corresponding classes
in HH∗

(ℓ)(H) have weights 2ℓ− 2 and 2ℓ− 3, respectively. �

Lemma 3.6. Let R be of characteristic 2 and H = H∗(ΩS
n, R) for some even number n > 2,

with the Y(n)-structure ψ = µ+ α. The element

g(n)(t
3) ∈ CHn2−3n+3

(n) (H)

is not cohomologous to any cyclically-symmetric element.

Proof. Let us suppose, by contradiction, that there exist

β ∈ CHn2−3n+2
(n) (H)Z/n and γ ∈ CHn2−3n+2

(n) (H)

satisfying the equation

g(n)(t
3)− β = [µ, γ]. (2)

We calculate g(n)(t
3) explicitly to conclude that it only takes nonzero values when there is

exactly a single input between each sequential pair of outputs, in which case it gives

g(n)(t
3)(tk1 ; tk2 ; . . . ; tkn) =

k1−1∑

i1=0

· · ·

kn−1∑

in=0

ti1+kn−i−in+3 ⊗ ti2+k1−1−i1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ tin+kn−1−1−in−1 .

Choosing k1 = · · · = kn = 1 we get g(n)(t; . . . ; t) = t3 ⊗ 1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1. Let us now look at the
elements

γi := γ(t; . . . ;
i
∅; . . . ; t), i = 1, . . . , n.

that is, the element of H⊗n given by evaluating γ with one input t in each sector, except at
the sector i, where there is no input. Each one of these elements has a total t-exponent of 2;
let us write them out as

γi =
∑

~ei=(e1i ,...,e
n
i )

c~e t
e1i ⊗ . . . te

n
i .

For each i = 1, . . . , n, we define a function fi : {0, 1, 2} → R by

fi(j) =
∑

{~ei | e1i+···+e
n/2
i =j}

c~e.

In other words, we sum the coefficients of all terms whose exponents of the first n/2 factors
adds up to j. We now evaluate Equation (2) on the input (t; . . . ; t) and use the cyclic
symmetry of β to put constraints on what the values fi(j) could be. We find that the values
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of the functions fi(j) for all i = 1, . . . , n/2 and i = n/2 + 1, . . . , n − 1 are not constrained,
but the functions fn/2 and fn are bound by the equations

fn/2(0) + fn(0) + fn/2(2) + fn(2) = 1,
(
fn/2(0) + fn(0) + fn/2(1) + fn(1)

)
+
(
fn/2(1) + fn(1) + fn/2(2) + fn(2)

)
= 0,

which cannot be simultaneously satisfied when R is of characteristic two. �

Proof. (of Theorem 3.4) As in the proof of Theorem 3.2, let us denote by (H,ψ = µ+α) the

Y(n)-algebra structure on H = H∗(ΩS
n). Let us use subscripts (−)(ℓ) to denote the number

of outputs of each element, in other words, the L-weight plus one, writing, for example,

ψ = µ(1) + α(2).

By Proposition 3.3, it suffices to prove that there exists an element (H,ψ + φ) with φ ∈ Fkg
for some k > 2, such that

(1) φ satisfies the equation (ψ + φ) ⋆ (ψ + φ) = 0, and
(2) ϑk = [πk+1(φ)] 6= 0 in H−1

(
gψ/Fk+1g

)
.

Using the same notation from the proof of Theorem 3.2, we now argue that choosing k = 2n−1
and starting with the weight (2n − 1) element

φ(n+1) = g(n)(t
2[t])

there exists a sequence φ(ℓ) with weights satisfying 2n − 1 6 wt(φ(ℓ)) 6 2ℓ− 3, such that

φ = φ(n+1) +
∑

ℓ>n+2

φ(ℓ)

satisfies the required conditions.

Condition (1): Let us prove by induction, using the extra filtration L. Suppose that for
some N , we have the desired elements φ(ℓ) for ℓ = n + 1, n + 2, . . . , N − 1. These elements
must then satisfy

(µ(1) + α(2) + φ(n+1) + . . . φ(N−1))
⋆2 ≡ 0 (mod LN−1gH),

and satisfy the desired bounds on their weights. Note that the base case N = n+1 is satisfied
since φ(n+1) is [µ,−]-closed. We note that in a graded pre-Lie algebra, if g has odd degree,
the equation [f, g ⋆ g] = −[g, [f, g]] holds, so the element

[µ(1), (α(2) + φ(n+1) + . . . φ(N−1))
⋆2],

is equal to
[α(2) + φ(n+1) + . . . φ(N−1), [µ(1), α(2) + φ(n+1) + . . . φ(N−1)]].

By assumption, we have

[µ(1), α(2) + φ(n+1) + . . . φ(N−1)] ≡ (α(2) + . . . φ(N−1))
⋆2 (mod LN−1gH),

and since the operator [α(2) + . . . φ(N−1),−] increases L-weight by at least one, we conclude
that

[µ(1), (α(2) + . . . φ(N−1))
⋆2] ≡ [α(2) + . . . φ(N−1), (α(2) + . . . φ(N−1))

⋆2] ≡ 0 (mod LNgH)

Computing the weights, we find that the element (α(2) + . . . φ(N−1))
⋆2 has terms in weights

bounded between 2n and 2N − 4. Lemma 3.5 then implies that one can find φ(N) whose
components have weights between 2n− 1 and 2N − 3 and satisfying

[µ(1), φ(N)] = (α(2) ++ . . . φ(N−1))
⋆2,



PROPERADIC COFORMALITY OF SPHERES 27

which implies
(µ(1) + α(2) ++ . . . φ(N−1) + φ(N))

⋆2 ≡ 0 (mod LNg).

Continuing this process gives us the extension φ of our chosen element φ(n+1).

Condition (2): it is sufficient to show that the image of the class ϑ = [π2n(φ)] under the
map

H−1

(
g
ψ
H/F

2ng
ψ
H

)
→ H−1

(
g
ψ
H/(F

2ng
ψ
H + Ln+1g

ψ
H)
)

does not vanish. Let us suppose by contradiction that there exists some element

λ = λ(1) + λ(2) + · · · + λ(n+1)

satisfying

[ψ, λ] ≡ φ (mod F2ng
ψ
H + Ln+1g

ψ
H)

Since [ψ,−] is of homogeneous weight one, we can assume that λ is of homogeneous weight
(2n − 2). In terms of the extra grading (−)(ℓ), we expand the equation above as

[µ, λ(1)] = 0

[α, λ(1)] + [µ, λ(2)] = 0

...

[α, λ(n−1)] + [µ, λ(n)] = 0

[α, λ(n)] + [µ, λ(n+1)] = φ(n+1)

We note that for ℓ = 1, . . . , n − 1, the weight of λ(ℓ) does not satisfy the condition of
Lemma 3.5. Since λ(1) is closed, this implies that it is exact, so we can pick x(1) such
that [µ, x(1)] = λ(1). Substituting into the next equation and using the commutativity of
[µ,−] and [α,−], we can find x(2), . . . , x(n−1) such that

λ(ℓ) = [α, x(ℓ−1)] + [µ, x(ℓ)], 1 6 ℓ 6 n− 1.

We now write
λ̃(n) := λ(n) − [α, x(n−1)],

and using the fact that [α,−] squares to zero we find that λ̃(n) is closed under [µ,−] and
satisfies the equation

[α, λ(n)] + [µ, λ̃(n+1)] = φ(n+1).

Since the cohomology class of φ(n+1) in CH
∗
(n+1)(H) is nontrivial and there is a single non-

trivial class of weight 2n− 1 in CH∗
(n)(H), we deduce that λ̃(n) must be cohomologous to its

representative g(n)(t
3), which is impossible due to Lemma 3.6. �
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