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HOMOTOPY OPERATIONS AND RATIONAL
HOMOTOPY TYPE

DAVID BLANC

1. INTRODUCTION

In [HS] and [ET] Halperin, Stasheff, and Félix showed how an inductive-
ly-defined sequence of elements in the cohomology of a graded com-
mutative algebra over the rationals can be used to distinguish among
the homotopy types of all possible realizations, thus providing a collec-
tion of algebraic invariants for distinguishing among rational homotopy
types of spaces. There is also a dual version, in the setting of graded
Lie algebras (see [O]).

However, these authors provided no homotopy-theoretic interpreta-
tion of these invariants, which are defined in terms of differential graded
algebras (resp. Lie algebras) and their possible perturbations.

The goal of this paper is to provide such an interpretation, in terms
of higher rational homotopy operations, and thus to make sense of the
following

Theorem A. For any simply-connected space X, there is a sequence
of higher homotopy operations taking value in m,X, which, together
with the rational homotopy Lie algebra m,_1X ®7 Q itself, determine
the rational homotopy type of X.

(See Theorem [LT4] below). At the same time, we provide a more con-
crete (rational) version of the general theory of higher homotopy oper-
ations provided in [BM].

It should be noted that an integral version of the Lie algebra case is
contained in [BI5] (see also [BGL BDG]), and the mod p homology ana-
logue of the Halperin-Stasheff-Félix theory appears in [BI7]. Moreover,
in [BI2] we showed that the (integral) homotopy type of a space X is
in fact determined by its homotopy groups m,X, together with the
action of all primary homotopy operations on it, and of certain higher
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homotopy operations (see [BI3l, [BI6] for subsequent modifications and
improvements).

However, if we are interested only in the rational homotopy type of
a simply-connected space X, Whitehead products are the only non-
trivial primary homotopy operations on the rational homotopy groups
T Xg = mX ® Q, which, after re-indexing, constitute a graded Lie
algebra over Q. The relevant higher order operations are also simpler
than in the integral case. Thus we hope that the rational version of
this theory will be both easier to understand, and more accessible to
computation.

Moreover, the higher operations we define are certain subsets of 7, X,
indexed by elements in homology groups of a certain inductively defined
collection of differential graded Lie algebras (DGLs) defined below, so
we provide an explicit correspondence between our higher operations
and the corresponding elements in cohomology groups with coefficients
in m,X (provided by the Halperin-Stasheff-Félix theory) — a corre-
spondence which was lacking in the integral case.

Finally, while a notion of higher homotopy operations for a differ-
ential graded Lie algebra L has been defined in the special case of
higher Whitehead products (also known as “Lie-Massey products”
see [ATl [A2, [AAl RIl [R2, [T]), in general it is not clear how to rep-
resent such rational operations as integral higher order operations in
m. X, if L represents the rational homotopy type of a topological space
X. In order to address this problem, we must consider a somewhat
“flabbier” model of rational homotopy than that provided by differen-
tial graded Lie algebras, namely a certain class of differential graded
non-associative algebras (see section [ below).

Thus we also provide a (somewhat incomplete) answer to the fol-
lowing question: what additional structure on the ordinary homotopy
groups m,X of a simply-connected space X, beyond the Whitehead
products, is needed to determine its homotopy type up to rational
equivalence?

1.1. Notation and conventions. The ground field for all vector spaces,
algebras, and tensor products will be Q (the rationals), unless otherwise
stated.

T. denotes the category of pointed C'W complexes with base-point
preserving maps, and by a space we shall always mean an object in 7T,
which will be denoted by a boldface letter: X, S",.... The subcategory
of 1-connected spaces is denoted by 7;, and the rationalization of a
space X € Ty is Xqg. The category of rational 1-connected topological
spaces is denoted by Tg.
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Let A denote the category of ordered sequences n = (0,1,...,n)
(n € N), with order-preserving maps. For any category C, we let
sC denote the category of simplicial objects over C — i.e., functors
AP — C (cf. [Mal, §2]); objects therein will be written A,,.... If we
omit the degeneracies, we have a A-simplicial object, which we denote
by A2, ....

The category of non-negatively graded objects over a category C will
be denoted by grC, with objects written T,...; we will write |z| =p
if x € T,. An upward shift by one in the indexing will be denoted by
Y :grC — grC, so that (XX,)p41 = Xi, and (XX,)o = 0. The
category of graded vector spaces is denoted by V.

The category of chain complexes (over Q) will be denoted by dV,
and that of double chain complexes by ddV. The differential of any
differential graded object is written 0 (to distinguish it from the face
maps d; of a simplicial object).

If C is a closed model category (cf. [QL) I] or [Q3] II, §1]), we denote
by hoC the corresponding homotopy category. If X € C is cofibrant
and Y € C is fibrant, we denote by [X,Y]c the set of homotopy
classes of maps between them.

Let Set denote the category of sets, Vec the category of vector
spaces (over Q), XLie the category of Lie algebras, and Alg the
category of non-associative algebras. We write & rather than sSet
for the category of simplicial sets, and S, for the category of pointed
simplicial sets.

1.2. Organization: In section [ we review some background material
on the Quillen DGL model for rational homotopy theory, and describe
a bigraded variant of it; and in section Blwe give some more background
on simplicial resolutions. These are applied to the rational context in
section @l where we also define higher order homotopy operations for
DGLs. These appear as the obstructions to realizing certain algebraic
equivalences, and serve to determine the rational homotopy type of a
simply-connected space. We give a first approximation to Theorem A
in §LTH

In section B we explain how to translate the usual bigraded and
filtered DGL models into simplicial DGLs, which allows us to construct
appropriate minimal simplicial resolutions. In section Bl we define the
homology and cohomology of a DGL (after Quillen), and show that
the obstructions we define above actually take value in the appropriate
cohomology groups. Finally, in section [ we describe a non-associative
differential graded algebra model for rational homotopy theory, which
facilitates the translation of the higher homotopy operations described
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above into integral homotopy operations. We summarize our main
results in Theorem [T4l

1.3. Acknowledgements. 1 would like to thank Ron Livné for arousing
my interest in rational higher homotopy operations, Martin Arkowitz
and Jean-Michel Lemaire for providing me with copies of hard-to-get
theses, and Steve Halperin for some useful comments. I would also like
to thank the referee for his remarks and corrections.

2. LIE MODELS

In this section we briefly recall some well-known definitions and facts
of rational homotopy theory, and describe variants thereof.

2.1. Differential graded Lie algebras. Let £ denote the category
of graded Lie algebras, or GL’s. An object L, € L is thus a graded
vector space: L, = @22 L, over Q, equipped with a bilinear graded
product [, ]| : L, ® L, — L,y, for each p,q,> 0, such that
[z,y] = (=1l y, o] and (=1)"Hl[[z,y], 2] + (=1)¥FI[y, 2], 2] +
(=1)l#¥][z, 2], y] = 0. We denote by L, the full subcategory of all
connected graded Lie algebras — that is, those for which Ly = 0.

The free graded Lie algebra generated by a graded set X, is denoted
by L(X,). The functor L : gr8et — L is left adjoint to the forgetful
“underlying graded set” functor U : £ — gr8et, and it factors through
V: that is, L(X,) = L(V(X,)), where V(X,) € V is the graded
vector space with basis X, and L(V,) is the free Lie algebra on the
graded vector space V, (defined as the appropriate quotient of the
graded tensor algebra).

The category of differential graded Lie algebras, or DGLs, will be
denoted by dL, with dLy the subcategory of connected Lie algebras
(i.e., those with Ly = 0). An object L = (L,,0y) € dL is a
graded Lie algebra L, € L, together with a differential 0, = 9} :
L, — L, 1, for each n > 0, such that 97 ' o097 = {0} and
oLz, y] = [Opz, y] + (1)1 [z, ory).

The homology of the underlying chain complex of a DGL L = (L, 0)
will be denoted H!L, to distinguish it from the DGL homology defined
in 6.5 below. Because the differential 0 is a derivation, H.L inherits
from L the structure of a graded Lie algebra.

A morphism of DGLs which induces an isomorphism in homology
will be called a quasi-isomorphism, or weak equivalence, denoted by
f:L>L.
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In [Q3} 11,84-5], Quillen defined closed model category structures for
the categories dLy and slie, as well as for topological spaces (and
thus for Tg), and proved:

2.2. Proposition. There are pairs of adjoint functors To = slie
and sLie = dLy, which induce equivalences between the corresponding
homotopy categories: ho Tg & ho(sLie) =~ ho(dL).

2.3. Notation. To every simply-connected space X € 7; one can thus
associate a DGL  (L,,d;) € dLy, unique up to quasi-isomorphism,
which determines its rational homotopy type. We denote any such
DGL by Lx. In particular, H.(Lx) & m_1X ®z Q, the rational
homotopy algebra of X, which we denote by IIX € L.

2.4. Definition. The graded Lie algebra H.(Lx) does not suffice to
determine the rational homotopy type of X € 7;: in fact, there may
be infinitely many DGLs {L™}>, with H/(L™) = H!(Lx), no
two of which are quasi-isomorphic as DGLs; see e.g. [LS]. We shall
denote by dLy(X) the full subcategory of dLy whose objects A
satisfy H,A = H/(Lx), with the isomorphism in £ (see [SS], [LS], or
[ET] for treatments of the cohomology analogue of dLy(X) in terms
of algebraic varieties).

The objects of ho dLy(X) are thus all rational homotopy types
which are indistinguishable from Xg on the primary homotopy oper-
ation level. Among these there is a distinguished simplest one: recall
that a space Xg € Tg (or its corresponding DGL model Lx € dL)
is called coformal (cf. [MN]) if Ly is weakly equivalent to the trivial
DGL (L.,0) (where of course L, = H.(Lx)).

2.5. Minimal models. Baues and Lemaire (in [BI Cor. 2.4]; see also
[N, Props. 5.6, 8.1 & 8.8]) showed that each connected DGL (L., 0)
has a minimal model (f/*, é), such that L, is a free graded Lie algebra,
d: L — L factors through [f), f)], and there is a quasi-isomorphism
of DGLs ¢ : (L,,d) = (L,d) (unique up to chain homotopy). In
particular, we can choose such a minimal model Ly for any space

XeT (cf §3).

As Neisendorfer observes in [N, §5], in general minimal models do
not exist for non-connected DGLs (but see [Me] or [GHT)] for ways
around this).

2.6. Bigraded Lie algebras. A differential bigraded Lie algebra, or

DBGL, is a bigraded vector space L.. = ©p2, D52y Lys, equipped



6 DAVID BLANC

with a differential 0, = 07" : L, s — L,—1s and a bilinear graded

product [, ]|:Lys® Lyt — Lptqs4e for each p,q,s,t >0 satisfying:
[, y] = (=) [y o]
(=) y] 2] + (1)@ [y, 2], ]
(2.7) + (=)@ 2] y] =0
0L o) 8L =0

Olz, y] =[0pz,y] + (=1)" [z, Ory]

for v € L,s, y € Lyy, and z € L,,. The category of such DBGLs
will be denoted by db L, with db /£, the subcategory with L,, =0
for all p.

2.8. Definition. For each DBGL (L,,,0;) there is an associated
DGL (L., dy), defined L, =P, -, Lpq (same Jr); some authors

re-index L,, so that L,, = Ly, and then L, is obtained from

~

L. . by disregarding the first (homological) grading.

As for ordinary graded Lie algebras, one can define closed model
category structures on sLy and db Ly (see [BS, §2], and [BI4 §4]),
and we have the following analogue of [Q3], I, Props. 2.3 & 4.6, Thm.
4.4]:

2.9. Proposition. There are adjoint functors 550% db Ly, which in-

duce equivalences of the corresponding homotopy categories ho(sLy) ==
ho(db Ly). N* takes free DBGLs to free simplicial graded Lie algebras.

Proof. (We give the proof mainly to fix notation which will be needed
later.) Given a simplicial graded Lie algebra L., € sLy, we define
the simplicial Lie bracket [, ] : Lps ® Lyt = Lpigstt on Le, by
combining the Lie brackets with the simplicial structure on L,, via
the Eilenberg-Zilber map:

(2.10) [zl = > () s 5w S, S0,y

(0,7)ESp,q

where S,, denotes the set of all (p, ¢)-shuffles — that is, partitions
of {0,1,...,p+¢— 1} into disjoint sets o = {oy,09,...,0,} and
T=A{m,T,...,Ty} With oy <oe < <0y, I <M< <7, —
and (o) = p+>_0_ (0,—1i), so (—1)5?) is the sign of the permutation
corresponding to (o, 7). (See [Mcll, VIII, §8]).
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Now let (C,.,0) be the Moore chain complex (cf. [Mal, §22]) of
L, ., defined by:
p
(2.11) Cps = (| [Ker(d?)], with 8, = (=1)*d]c, ..

1=1

2.12. Lemma. If A, € sL is a simplicial graded Lie algebra, x € A,
with dix =0 for 1 <i<p-—1, and y€ A, with djy =0 for
1<j<q-—1, then dp([z,y]) =0 for 1<k<p+4+q—1.

Proof. By definition (ZI0) we have
(213) [[Zlf, y]] = Z (_1)6(0)+p|y‘ [STq e Slea SUp e SO’ly] < Ap+‘1‘

(JvT)eSqu

Now for each summand w, , := [s,2,s,y] in ZI3), with (o,7) a
(p, q)-shuffle, there are two cases to consider:

The first is that there exist ¢,m such that 7 =k, o, =k —1
— in which case there is an associated (p, q)-shuffle (¢’,7’), differing
from (o, 7) only in that 7, and o, are switched, so that dy(w, )=
dp(wer ) but (—1)5@) = —(=1)5) and these pairs thus cancel in
the sum (ZT3).

In the second case, k,k—1¢€ {oy,...,0,}, say, and then there is
some 0 < /¢ <gq with 7 <k—1 and 7,7 > k. Since necessarily k-+
1-p << k—1,wefind that dys,x =5, _1 - 87, 157, - Sy dp_gx =
0. O

2.14. Corollary. [, | restricts to a bracket Cps® Cyt — Cpigstt

Moreover, if we forget the Lie structure, the Moore chain complex
functor N induces an equivalence between the categories of simplicial
graded vector spaces and bigraded chain complexes (cf. [Do, Thm 1.9]),
with the inverse functor I' defined for such a chain complex (A, .,0)

by
(FA*,*)n,s = @ @ An—)\,s

0<A<n €7,
(where for each n >0 and 0 <\ <n, welet J,, denote the set of
all sequences of A non-negative integers i, < --- < iy(< n)), with the

obvious face maps (induced by 0) and degeneracies (see [Mal, p. 95]).
The left adjoint N* :db Ly — sLy to N is defined

N*((Lus, 0)) = LT (Lu ) /1 (L),

where L is the free graded Lie algebra functor, and I(L..) is the ideal
generated by [I'(z),T'(y)] — I'([xz,y]). The identities (27) follow from
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the corresponding ones in the singly-graded case and the simplicial
identities. O

3. SIMPLICIAL RESOLUTIONS

The proper algebraic setting for defining our higher homotopy oper-
ations is a suitable notion of a simplicial resolution of m,Xg:

3.1. Definition. Recall that a category of wuniversal graded algebras
(or variety of graded algebras, in the terminology of [Mc2 V §6]) is a
category C in which the objects are graded sets X,, together with an
action of a fixed set of n-ary graded operators W = {w : X, x Xj, X
coo X Xy, — X}, satisfying a set of identities F, and the morphisms
are functions on the sets which commute with the operators. Such
categories always come equipped with a “free graded algebra” functor
F : gr8et — C, left adjoint to the “underlying graded set” functor
U:C — gr8et. In all the examples we shall be concerned with, the
objects X, will be “underlying-abelian” (see [BS| §2.1.1]), and in fact
will have the underlying structure of a graded vector space over Q.

Examples include £, and the categories of associative (resp. non-
associative) graded algebras. Note that any ordinary ungraded cat-
egory of universal algebras may be thought of as a CUGA with all
objects concentrated in degree 0.

3.2. Definition. A free simplicial resolution of an object B in a CUGA
C is a weak equivalence from a cofibrant object A, € sC to the
constant simplical object associated to B (with respect to the closed
model category structure on the category sC defined in [QI}, II, §4]).
Such resolutions always exist, by [QI, II, §4]; see section B below for
a specific construction.

3.3. Bisimplicial objects. We shall be interested in a particular type
of simplicial resolution, which may be defined for an arbitrary CUGA
C ((cf. [DKS] and [BS]), though we shall only need it for the case where
C is a category of ungraded universal algebras, such as Lie or Alg:
Consider the category ssC of bisimplicial objects over C. We think
of an object A, € ssC as having internal and external simplicial
structures, with corresponding homotopy group objects 7iA, and
¢ A (each taking valuein sC — see [BS, App.]). Let sF:grS — sC
denote the free graded algebra functor, extended dimensionwise, and
let S™(k)s be the graded simplicial set having the simplicial n-sphere
St = Aln|/An]"! in degree k. We think of the simplicial graded
algebras F'(S™(k)s) asthe C-spheres, or models, for sC (cf. [BS, §3.1]).
(In the ungraded case one can of course omit the extra degree k, and
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write simply F'(S™)). Similarly, if D™(k), is the graded simplicial set
having Aln| in degree k, we can think of F(D™(k),) as the C-disks for
sC. The full subcategory of sC whose objects are weakly equivalent
to coproducts of such models will be denoted by Mg, or simply M.

One can use these models to define the so-called “E?-model category
structure” for ssC, asin [DKS, §5], in which a map f: X,e — Y,
is a weak equivalence if

(3.4)  fo: T Xee — s, Yae is an isomorphism for each s,t >0

We shall not need an explicit description of the fibrations and cofi-
brations in ssC, but only a particular type of cofibrant object, as
follows:

3.5. Definition. A bisimplicial object Aee € ssC is called M-free if
for each m > 0 there are graded simplicial sets X[m]o =~ \/, S (k;)s
such that A, ,, = F(X[m].) (so that A,,, € M), and the external
degeneracies of A, are induced under F' by maps X[m|, — X[m+1],
which are, up to homotopy, the inclusion of sub-coproduct summands.
Any X, € sC may be resolved by an M-free bisimplicial algebra A,,
(see [BS, §4.1]); this is called an M-free resolution of X,.

3.6. Definition. The diagonal of a bisimplicial object A.s € ssC is a
simplical object diag(Ae.) € sC with diag(Aee)n := Ann, face maps
dp = dj, o df;, and degeneracies s; = s o s¢.

3.7. Remark. There is a first quadrant spectral sequence with
B2, = m5(mAwe) = Topr diag(As)

(see [Q2], and compare [BE, Thm B.5]).

Thus in particular if A., — X, is a resolution (in the E%-model
category sense), we see that ¢ : Aygs — X, induces a weak equivalence
diag(Aes) ~ X,.

Moreover, the same is true if we disregard the degeneracies and con-
sider only the A-bisimplicial resolution A.A — X,.

4. RESOLUTIONS FOR RATIONAL SPACES

Given a simply-connected space X € 77, the first approximation to
an algebraic description of its rational homotopy type is given by its
rational homotopy Lie algebra I :=m, 1Xg € L.

If Xg were coformal (§24)), then in particular all higher homotopy
operations vanish in m,Xg, and no information beyond IIY¥ itself
is needed to determine the rational homotopy type of X. The higher
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homotopy operations we shall describe may thus be thought of as “ob-
structions to coformality”, much in the spirit (though not the specific
approach) of [HS.

4.1. Topological resolutions. To proceed further, we need some kind
of a “topological” simplicial object C, which realizes a suitable “al-
gebraic” simplicial resolution V, . — Hf in sL, in the sense that
Ve = m—1Cs. The higher homotopy operations we want then arise
as the obstructions to realizing the “algebraic” augementation map
7e—1Cs — IIX topologically.

This can be done using actual topological spaces, as in the integral
case (see [BI2, §7], as simplified in [BI3 §4.9]), but for rational spaces
it is more convenient to use an algebraic model, in a category such as
dL. To allow us freedom in choosing this model, we give a general
definition:

4.2. Assumptions. Let grC be a CUGA (which we may assume to
have the underlying structure of a graded vector space), and C the
category of (ungraded) universal algebras corresponding to objects of
grC concentrated in degree 0. The cases we shall be interested in are
C = Lie (with grC=L) and C = Alg (with grC = A).

As shown in [BS| App.], for each simplicial algebra A, € sC, the
graded homotopy object m,A, actually takes value in grC.

For a given A, € sC, let Coq — A, be an Mc-free resolution (Def-
inition BH). In particular, this implies that upon applying the functor
7, we obtain a free simplicial resolution 7:C,, (in the “external”
direction!) of the graded algebra m,A,. In fact, we only need a A-
bisimplicial resolution (§8.7), but we shall nevertheless usually abuse
notation by writing C,, for C4.

Next, assume we are given another object B, € sC, together with
an isomorphism ¢ : T, Ay = m.B, (in grC). Define a sequence of
morphisms 9, : T.Cye = T Be by g :=@oey and ¥,11 1= Y, 0dy
(which implies that 11 = ¥, 0d; forall 0 <i <n, by the simplicial
identities).

We choose once and for all a fixed map fy: Cpe — Be realizing )y
(this is possible because Cee — Ao is M-free) and define f, : C, o —
B, inductively by setting f,i1 := f,od,, so that w.(f,) = ¢, for
all n > 0. It is usually most convenient to set f|pr=0 for all C-disks
Dk — C(],. (Cf m

Note that, because C,e is M-free, the maps {¢,}>2, define an
augmented A-simplicial object "C%& — B, in the homotopy category
ho(sC) — or equivalently, an augmented A-simplicial object up-to-
homotopy.
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4.3. Definition. Let D[n] € S, denote the standard simplicial n-
simplex, together with an indexing of its non-degenerate k-dimensional
faces D[k]®) by the composite face maps

vy=d;, ,.,0...0d;, :n—k

in A% (cf. [BI3, §4]). Its (n—1)-skeleton, which is a simplicial (n—1)-
sphere, is denoted by 9D[n]. We shall take * := D[0](od1d2-dn-1) g
the base point of Di[n] € S,, and we choose once and for all a fixed
isomorphism ¢ : D[k]) — D[k] for each face D[k]") of Din]
(see, e.g., [BI3, (4.5)]).

4.4. Definition. Given Y, € sC and a simplicial set K, € §, we
define their half-smash (in sC) by:

Yo x K, =Y, ® K,/({0} ® K,)

(where (Yo ® Ko)p =1, cx, (Ya)@) — cf [QI} 1L, §1, Prop. 2]).

Similarly, the smash product (in sC) of Y, with a pointed simplicial
set Ko € S, isdefined Y,AK, :=Y,xK,/(Yex{x}), andif K, =8"
(the simplicial sphere), we write X"Y, for Y, AS".

4.5. Remark. If Y, = F(S™) is a C-sphere (see §8.3)), then 7Y, =
F(S™") is also a C-sphere. In fact, many of the usual properties of
spheres in ho7 also hold for C-spheres — e.g., m.X¢ = [F(S"), X.]sc
for any X, € sC (cf. [QL I, §4]), and Y, ~ [[, F(S™) = XY, ~
[L, F(S™*) (cf. [QL I, §3]).

4.6. Definition. Under the assumptions of §£2 for each n € N,
we define a  dDIn|-compatible sequence to be a sequence of maps
{hi : Cre x DIk] — B.}Z;é, such that ho = fy (under the natu-
ral identification Cpe x D[0] = Cp,.), and for any iterated face maps
d=d;,, 0---od;, and y=d;; 06 (0<j<n) wehave

(47) hj o (dzj X Zd) = hj+1 o (Zd X Lg) on Cj+17. X D[j],

where ] : D[j] — D[j + 1] is the composite ] := ¢ 010 (7).

Here ¢7 and ¢° are the isomorphisms of Definition B2, and ¢ :
D[j]" — D[j 4+ 1]® is the inclusion (compare [BI3, Def. 4.10]).

A sequence of maps {hy : Cy e X D[k] — B.}2, satisfying condition
D) for all v, d, and n is called a dD|ocol-compatible sequence.

4.8. Definition. Given such a dD[n]-compatible sequence {hy, : Cj ¢ %
D[k] = B.}!~, the induced map h: C,ex9D[n] — B, is defined on
the “faces” C.ex D[n —1]4) of C,,x D[n] by: B|Cn’.xD[n_1}(di):
hp—1 0 (d; x id). The compatibility condition (1) above guarantees
that h is well-defined.
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4.9. Definition. For each n > 2, the n-th order homotopy operation
(associated to the choice of Cee — Ao in FZ) is a subset ((n)) of
the track group [X"7'C,, ., Be]sc defined as follows:

Let T,, C [Ch.e X0D[n], Bs]sc be the set of homotopy classes of maps
h: Cphex 0D[n] — B, induced as above by some 9D[n]-compatible
collection {hk}z;é. Since each (), , is a suspension, up to homotopy,
by Remark L0, we have a splitting

(4.10) Cpex0Dn] ~ (S ' AChe) 1C,.

(as for topological spaces). We define {(n)) C [E"7'C,.., Bs]sc to be
the image under the resulting projection of the subset T, C [C).¢ %
0D[n], Ba|sc-

Note that the projection of a class [h] € T}, on the other summand
[Che, Be]sc coming from the splitting (EEI0) is just the homotopy class
of the map f, of LA On the other hand, since C,, was assumed
to be M-free, each C, o =~ [[2, H:ceKn,k F(S'(fx)) is weakly equivalent
to a wedge of spheres over some indexing set K., so X"'C,, ~

[Ty HxEKn,k F(SH"_I). Thus

(4.11) (2" Cl.e, Bl sc—H [T [FSE ), B,

k=1 CCEK,,Lk

and we shall denote the components of ((n)) under this product
decomposition by ((n,z)) C [F(S'(:S"_l), Balsc = Tkin—1DBe-

4.12. Definition. An operation ((k)) wvanishes if it contains the null
class. We say that all the lower order operations (k) (2 < k <
n) vanish coherently (cf. [BI2, Def. 5.7]) if the 0D[m]-compatible
collections {h]}7"} for the various faces v of dD[n] can be chosen
to agree on their intersections, so that they in fact fit together to form
a 0D[n + 1]-compatible collection {hy}r_.

4.13. Proposition. A necessary condition for the subset {(n)) to be
non-empty that the lower order operations ((k)) wvanish for 2 <k <mn;
a sufficient condition is that they vanish coherently.

Proof. See [BM, Theorem 3.29]. O

4.14. Remark. The coherent vanishing of all the operations {{(n))}>°,
is equivalent, by [BVl Cor. 4.21 & Thm. 4.49] and [BI2, §4.11], to
the rectifiability of the augmented A-simplicial object up-to-homotopy
hC& — B,: that is, its replacement by augmented A-simplicial object
C’ﬁ — B, over sC (with the simplicial identities now holding precisely,
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in sC, rather than just in ho(sC)), such that C,,~ C,,. for each
n.
This in turn implies (by §871) that diag(é’ﬁ) ~ B,; but since
diag(C45) ~ diag(C%), and diag(C4) ~ A, by assumption, we
conclude that A, ~ B, if and only if the higher homotopy operations
{{n)}>°, vanish coherently.

4.15. Summary. This yields a first approximation to Theorem A,
which may be described as follows:

We work in C = Lie (and grC = £). Given a space X € Ty
we consider the simplicial Lie algebra B, corresponding to a DGL
model Lx € dC for Xg (under the functors of Proposition E2), and
let 11X :=m,_1Xg € £ be its rational homotopy Lie algebra, with
Ao € sLie the simplicial Lie algebra corresponding to the trivial DGL
LO := (IIX,0). Choose some M g;-free resolution C,, € sslie of
A,.

X is coformal if and only if A, ~ B,, and this happens if and only
if all the higher homotopy operations {((n))}52, associated to Cl,
vanish coherently, by Remark EET4l  If not, let ng denote the least
n > 2 such that 0 ¢ (n)).

Note that we can apply the above procedure to any DGL in d£(X)
(Def. Z41), not only to Lx; and the existence and vanishing or non-
vanishing of the higher homotopy operation {((ng)) C m.Xg is a ho-
motopy invariant. Denote by () the set of all homotopy types in
ho dLy(X) for which ((ng)) is defined and has the same value as for
B, itself (i.e., those DGLs which are indistinguishable from Ly as
far as the primary homotopy operations, and all the higher homotopy
operations {{(n)}"°, associated to C,,, can see). For each o € HD),
choose a representative DGL L),

Next, choose a new M-free resolution for the simplicial Lie algebra
corresponding to L(»®) | and repeat the above procedure, yielding a
set of higher homotopy operations ((n1,)) C mXqg which serve as

obstructions to the existence of a homotopy equivalence L(:® = L.
For each such higher operation {(n;,)), we denote by HZ® the set
of all homotopy types in H®M C hodLy(X) for which ((n;,)) has the
same value as for Ly. Now choose representatives LZ®®) for each
o € HZ  and proceed as above.

In this way we obtain a tree Tx of rational homotopy types in
ho dLy(X), which also indexes a collection of higher homotopy opera-
tions of the form (N a1 a0...a,)) C TXg, and limy . ng = oo along
any branch of the tree Ty, so that in fact this collection of operations
determines the rational homotopy type of X.
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In [BI5), we show how this tree of homotopy types in hodLy(X),
and thus the corresponding collection of higher homotopy operations,
may be described more effectively in terms of a “Postnikov tower” for
an M .;.-Iree resolution for X.

5. MINIMAL RESOLUTIONS

We now explain how the bisimplicial theory described in section Hl
translates into a differential graded theory, when C = £. In particular,
this allows an application of the Halperin-Stasheff-Félix perturbation
theory to our context.

First, it is sometimes convenient to have minimal M-free resolutions
for a DGL, defined for any CUGA C as follows:

5.1. Definition. Any B € C has a special kind of free simplicial
resolution (see §82) A, — B, called a CW-resolution, defined as
follows (cf. [BI), §5.3]):

Assume that for each n > 0, A, = F(T}) is the free graded
algebra on the graded set T!', and that the degeneracies of A, take
T to Tt Let A, denote the sub-algebra of A, generated by
the non-degenerate elements in 7'. Then we require that d;|z = 0
for 1 <4 <mn. The sequence Ay = Ay, Ay,..., A,,... is called a
CW-basis for A., and dy = do|z, is the attaching map for A,.

Such a A, — B will be called minimal if each A,,; is minimal
among those free algebras in C which map onto the Moore n-cycles

ZnAe = Ker(0,) (see (Z111)).

5.2. Definition. When C = L, the category of graded Lie algebras,
it will be more convenient at times to use of the adjoint functors of
Proposition 29 to replace A, — X, by a simplicial DGL L, , — X..
In this case the simplicial models are replaced by the corresponding
DGLs, namely

(1) A dL-n-sphere, 8, is a DGL of the form (L(X,),0) where
X, is the graded set with X,, = {z} and X; =0 for i#n.

(2) A dL-(n+1)-disk, denoted Dn + 1, is the DGL (L(X.,), 0r)
where X1 = {z}, X, = {0rx}, and X; =0 for i # n,n+1.
Its boundary is the dL-n-sphere 0Dn + 1(;) = Sz‘aw).

(3) A two-stage DGL is a DGL (IL(X.),0r) € dL, where for some
n>0 wehave X; =0 for i #n,n+ 1. Any coproduct (in
dL) of two-stage DGLs will be called a free DGL.
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Evidently dL-spheres and disks are free DGLs, and any free DGL
may be described as the coproduct of dL-spheres and disks — more
precisely, as a coproduct of dL-spheres, disks, and collections of disks
with their boundaries identified to a single sphere.

5.3. Definition. Following Stover, we define a comonad F': dL — dL
by setting

(5.4) FB) =1 [ Dkw)/~

k=1 z€By

for any B = (B.,0p) € dL, where we set Dk, = S’(“x) if dgxr =0,
and let 0Dk + 1(,) ~ S?aBm) if Opx # 0.

Clearly F(B) is a free DGL, and by iterating F' we obtain a free
simplicial DGL W, , with W, = F"*Y(B) (see [Gd, App., §3]), which
we call the canonical free simplical DGL resolution of B = (B,,dp),
which we denote by W, .(B). Observe that W, . (or equivalently, the

corresponding bisimplicial Lie algebra W,,) is an M-free resolution of
B.

5.5. Remark. Note that if 0p = 0, by definition (&4l) F(B,,0) has
only spheres, and no disks, and thus the canonical resolution W, .(B)
has Ow, = 0 for all n > 0. Thus W,, may be identified with
the usual canonical resolution of the graded Lie algebra B, (coming
from the “free graded Lie algebra on underlying graded set” comonad),
which we shall denote by V, .(B.).

However — unlike the canonical resolution — the construction
above can be mimicked topologically (cf. [Sil, §2.3]). Since we want to
present our results in a manner which could be generalized (as far as
possible) to the integral case, we have chosen the somewhat convoluted
description of (BA).

Note further that by (B4), if we apply the functor H. to W, . — B,
— or equivalently, the functor 7! to W, — B, — we obtain a free
simplicial resolution of the graded Lie algebra L, := H.(B,dp).

5.6. Notation. If we write (z) € F/(B) for the generator correspond-
ing to an element x € B,, then recursively a typical DGL generator
for W, = W, . (in the canonical resolution W,.(B)) is (a), for
a € W,_1, so an element of W, 1is a sum of iterated Lie products
of elements of B,, arranged within n + 1 nested pairs of brackets
((---)). With this notation, the i-th face map of W, . is “omit i-th
pair of brackets”, and the j-th degeneracy map is “repeat j-th pair of
brackets”. The operation of bracketing is defined to be linear (—) is
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linear — ie., we set (ax+ fy) = afz) + B(y) for o, € Q and
x,y € B.

In order to construct minimal M-simplicial resolutions, first consider
the coformal case:

5.7. The bigraded model. Any coformal DGL (§24), and in par-
ticular L = (L,,0), has a bigraded model A,, — L. — that is, a
bigraded DGL (A, 04) (see §0) which is minimal in the sense
of §21 (so in particular free as a graded Lie algebra), along with a
quasi-isomorphism A, , — L,. The bigraded model is unique up to
isomorphism. See O, Part I] for an explicit construction.

This is just the Lie algebra version of the bigraded model of [HS, §3]
(see also [E2]), which is in turn essentially the Tate-Jozefiak resolution
(see []) of a graded commutative algebra.

A = (A,,04) will denote the DGL associated to A, . (Definition
Z8); by construction A is the minimal model (§Z3]) for L (which is not
minimal itself, unless L, happens to be a free graded Lie algebra).

5.8. Proposition. Let L = (L,,0) € dL be a coformal DGL, and
¢ A, — L, its bigraded model; then there is an Mgy, -free simplicial
resolution C,, — L, with a bijection 0 : X,. — C,. between a
bigraded set X.. of generators for A, . and the set of non-degenerate
(§20) dL-spheres in C, .. Moreover, H.(C,.) is a minimal CW -
resolution of L, = H[(A..), with CW basis generated by Im ().

Proof. By Proposition X9 there is a simplicial graded Lie algebra reso-
lution C,, — L, corresponding to A, ., and thus a weak equivalence
of simplicial graded Lie algebras ¢ : C, . — Ve, = Vo .(Ls) (see §50),
which is one-to-one because A, ., and thus C,., are minimal (cf.
[BT) 2)).

Now let W, . be the canonical free simplical DGL resolution of A, ,;
the fact that ¢ : A,, — L. is a quasi-isomorphism implies that there
is a weak equivalence ¢ : V,. — W, (as well as one in the other
direction). The composite p o : Co, — W, , is again a one-to-one
weak equivalence (by minimality); we may therefore think of C,, as
a sub-simplicial object of W, ..

Moreover, there is an embedding of bigraded vector spaces n :
A, = Cox (see proof of Proposition ZJ), and thus another such
embedding 60 : A.. — W, ., which may be defined explicitly as fol-
lows (using the notation of §5.0):

For z € Xy, set 0(z) = (x) € Cp. = F(A,). Since ¢ maps Xy,
onto a (minimal) set of Lie algebra generators for L, = H(A,.), each
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0(z) isa Ow-cycle, so Cé’o*) =1, 11 S is a sub free DGL
of WQ*.

By minimality of A,.,, any z € X, (n > 1) is uniquely deter-
mined by 0Ja(z) € A,—1.. Thus if we require 6 to be multiplicative
(with respect to the ordinary bracket in A, ,, and with respect to
the simplicial Lie bracket [, ] of (ZI0) in W,.), we may define

0: A, . — W,, inductively by
(5.9) 0(z) = (0(0a(x))),

and we shall write z(®© for (z) if x € X,..

By definition (see Proposition Z9), dyo € = 6 0 Ja, so for z €
Xnse (n>2) we have di(29) = di(0(0a(2))) = (dof(0a(z))) =
(0(9%(x))) = 0, while e(dy(2©)) is a Ods-boundary for = € X,
(where e: Wy, — A, is the augmentation). Thus Lemma T2 below
implies that for # € X, (n > 1) we have d;(z(®) = 0 for all
1<i<n-—1, while d,(2) isa Oy-boundary.

Therefore, if we set C) := [, [Lex,, SI&(O))

see {H;(C,(LO,Z)};O:l is an L-CW basis for H.(C, ).

k
(0(=))

Z‘EXoyk

forall n >0, we

In order to give an explicit description of C, . in terms of CE?*),
we need to know the Lie disks in which d,(z(®) (and their faces)
lie. By a double induction on n > 1 and 1 < r < n, we shall
now define, for all z € X, ;, elements 2 e Wy—rk+r such that
ow () = d,,_, (= V):

Note that for each = € A, . we have

Oa(x) = Z W[Yiys - s Yim, s
t

where w;[...] is some my-fold iterated Lie bracket, y;, € X, . with
Z;-n:tlnj =n, and a; € Q. Then

(5.10)  O(x) = (00a(@)) = O awlyl. -,y D,
t
where wy[...] is the same m;-fold iterated Lie bracket as above, but
now with respect to the simplicial Lie bracket [, ], rather than [, ].
If weset ¥ =0 for ¢ >n, we may define 2 for 0 <s<n
inductively by:

(611) 29 =0a > Wl D e
t

ritFrm, =S
0<r;
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Thus if we assume by induction that we have chosen yz(:’ ) with

8W(ygj )) = dy,, (y-(rj _1)), it follows from Lemma below that in-

deed O (zCtY) =d,(2®) and d;(z®) =0 for 0 <i <n.

For example, y© = (y) and ¢({y)) =y € A, for any y € X
Therefore, for = € X; . we have ed;(2(V) = edo(2?) = 94(x), so we
may set V) = (z) € Wiy, with Oy (2W) = di (2 ).

Now if we define by induction

c=ci Y 1 ﬁ T Dk+ruo,

k=1 xeX7l+T-,k

then it is not hard to see that C, . is the sub-simplicial graded Lie alge-

bra of W, . generated (under the degeneracies of W, .) by (C’,(fl)ﬁzo
for all n € N. (In particular, this is closed under face maps and
includes Im (#), and 6 : A, , — C, . is a weak equivalence. The only

non-degenerate Lie spheres in C, , are those of C’.(?*) , as required. [J

5.12. The filtered model. If B = (B,,0) € dL is an arbitrary
DGL, it no longer has a bigraded model, as in §8.1 above. However, it
does have a filtered model, constructed as follows:

Let L, := H/(B) be the homotopy Lie algebra of B,, and (A, J4)
the bigraded model for (L.,0). The filtered model for B is the free
graded Lie algebra A, ., equipped with an increasing filtration 0 =
FHA) CcF(A) C---F(A) CcTFH(A) C--- (defined by F'(A) :=
D,_, Ai.), and a new differential Dy = 04 + 4 on A,, such
that 04 : A,. = F"2(A) (Of course, D, is still required to be a
derivation).

We may decompose Dy : A, — Awx as Da=0y+01+- -+ 0p_1,
where 0, : Ap. — Ap—r—1. (and 0y = J4, the original differential of
the bigraded model).

See [O), II] or [Har]; this is again the Lie algebra version of a con-
struction of Halperin-Stasheff and Félix in [HS) §4],[ET].

Note that the filtered model is no longer unique, since its construc-
tion depends on choices; in particular, it is not necessarily minimal.
One again has the associated DGL (A., D), which is quasi-isomorphic
to the original DGL B, and A, . is obtained by filtering A..

5.13. Proposition. Let B = (B.,05) be a DGL, and (A..,Da)
a filtered model for B; then there is an Mgy,-free simplicial resolution
E,. — B, with a bijection 0 : X.. — E,, between a bigraded set
X, of generators for A.. and the set of non-degenerate dL-spheres
n B, ..
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Proof. We start with the minimal M-free resolution C,, — L, for
L, = H.(B,), constructed as in the proof of Proposition B8, and
deform it into an M-free resolution for B, using the filtered model
(Ac., Da) as a guideline. This time we shall embed the resulting M-
free resolution in the canonical free DGL resolution W, . of (A., Da),
the DGL associated to the filtered model:

For each = € X, (where X,. is a bigraded set of generators for
the bigraded Lie algebra A, ., as above), set 2™ = (z) € Wy, and
let Da(z) = 0y(x) + 01(x) + -+ -+ Op_1(x) as above, with

87" (SL’) = Z ay)wy) [yilv cee 7yimt] € An—r—l,*,
t

where wt(r)[. ..] is some my-fold iterated Lie bracket, as above, and

each y;; € X, with 370" nj=n—r—1
If we set 28 =0 for i > n, we may define 28 for 0 <s<n
inductively by:

(5.14)
s > r r r (rmy) s
D=3 a” Y WD € O
r=0 t ri+e+rmg=s—T
0<r;

Using Lemma and the fact that for any A, € sL, z € A, and
y € Ay we have dpyq([z,y]) = [dp(2),y] + (=1)?[2,dy(y)], one may
then verify inductively that d,_,(z(®) = Oy (1)) and d;(z®)) =0
for 0 <i<n—s, for all 0 <s < n. The rest of the construction is
as in the proof of Proposition O

We have the following analogue of Definition EZk

5.15. Definition. Given a DGL L = (L(X,),d;) € dL and a simpli-
cial set A € S, we define their half-smash L x A = (L(Y,),d') € dC
by setting Y, = HZ:O X, X A,_r, where A; denotes the set of
non-degenerate i-simplices of A. For a € A, and z € X,,, we set

k

O(x,a) =Y (—=1)""(x,d;a) + (07, a)

=0

(and extend @ by requiring that it be a derivation).

5.16. Remark. In order to apply the obstruction theory described in
YETH, note that all the definitions of section Bl pass over to the DGL
setting in a straightforward manner. However, if we now start with the

trivial DGL A4 = L = (IIX,0), we may take C,,. — LY to be
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the minimal M-free resolution of Proposition B8, corresponding to the
bigraded model for (IIX,0), and let B = (B,,d5) (corresponding to
B, in §LTH) be the filtered model for Ly. We assume that A % B.

As explained in T there is a least ny > 2 such that 0 & ((ng)) C
H.(B), and we write {((ng)) = ({(no, ;) )icsr, in the notation of 9,
where z; € X,,,; and S'(Zi) are corresponding DGL spheres in €, .
(we include in the index set I only those coordinates of (EE11l) which
do not vanish).

Again let H® denote the set of all homotopy types in ho dL(X) for
which ((ng)) has the same value as for Ly, and choose a representative
L1 € dL(X) for each o € HWV. By [HS, §3], we may assume L)
is obtained from B by perturbation of dg. Proceeding as in §4.T15] we
obtain a tree of DGLs Lk-va2-ar) € q£(X), and by [BII, Theorem

through degree n+1 at least, so colim, L™ ~ Ly along any branch
of the tree.

Note also that because H,(C,.) is a (minimal) CW resolution of
H,(B), in each case, the maps ¢, : H,(C,.) = H.(B) are null for
all n>1 (see #Z). Thus any OD[n]-compatible collection {hy}7=}
in @9 induce a map C, . AJdD[n] — B directly, without need of the

splitting (EI0).

5.17. Remark. The second order operation described in the previous ex-
ample is actually a secondary Whitehead product. Unlocalized higher
order Whitehead products were defined by G. Porter in [P, 1.3], and
the relation between this definition and the rational version has been
studied by several authors — see [AA], [ATl[A2], [R2, [R1] and [T}, V.1].
However, there are other higher order rational homotopy operations,
too:

For example, in the DGL L, = (L{ay, b1, c1,d1, T4, Ya, 24, wy4), 0),
with 0(x) = [[b,a].c], () = [b,al,d], 9(z) = [[d,cl,a] and (w) =
[[d,c],b], the cycle [z,d]+ [y,c] + [2,0] + [w,a] represents such an
operation. There appears to be no general procedure for representing
these as integral higher order operations in 7,X; we shall offer a
(partial) answer to this difficulty in section [1

6. HomoLoGy oF DGLs

Obstructions in algebraic topology traditionally take values in suit-
able cohomology groups. In order to show that this holds in our set-
ting, too, we recall Quillen’s definition of homology and cohomology in
model categories:
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6.1. Definition. An object X in a category C is said to be abelian if
it is an abelian group object — that is, if Home (Y, X) has a natural
abelian group structure for any Y € C. When Cis Lie, Alg, sLie,
sAlg, L, or dL, for example, this is equivalent to requiring that all
products vanish in X (cf. [BS, §5.1.3]).

The full subcategory of abelian objects in C is denoted by Cq C C.
In the cases of interest to us, this will itself be an abelian category. It
is equivalent to the category Vec of vector spaces if C = Lie or Alg,
to Vif C = L, to the category sVec of simplicial vector spaces if
C = sLlie or sAlg, and to the category dV if C =dL (see §LTI).

In these cases, we have an abelianization functor Ab:C — Cy, along
with a natural transformation 6 : Id — Ab having the appropriate
universal property. In all the examples above, Ab(X) = X/I(X),
where [(X) is the ideal in X € C generated by all non-trivial
products.

6.2. Definition. Let C be a category as above, which also has a closed
model category structure: in [QI], II, §5] (or [Q4) §2]), Quillen defines
the homology of an object X € C to be the total left derived functor
L(Ab) of Ab, applied to X (cf. [QI} I, §4]).

In more familiar terms, this means that we construct a resolution
A — X (i.e., replace X by a weakly equivalent cofibrant object A € C),
and then define the i-th homology group of X by H;X := m;(Ab(A)),
for an appropriate concept of homotopy groups m, in Cg (see [QL
I1, §4]). Ome must verify, of course, that this definition is independent
of the choice of the resolution A — X.

Similarly, the cohomology of X with coefficients in M € C, is
defined:

H'(X; M) = [L(Ab) X, QSN M]e. for N large enough

(where the loop and suspension functors 2 and ¥ are defined in [Q1),
I, §2]).

Again, in the cases that interest us, ) is essentially the shift operator
¥~ of Il and so the i-th cohomology group of X with coefficients
in M is then H'(X; M) :=[S'Ab(A), M]c

ab”

6.3. Definition. If C itself does not have a closed model category struc-
ture, one often defines the homology of X € C by embedding C in some
category which does have such a structure, which in many cases may
be taken to be sC, the category of simplicial objects over C (see [Q1,
I1, §4]). Thus, if ¢:C < sC is the embedding of categories defined
by taking ¢(C) to be the constant simplicial object equal to C' in all
dimensions, then H;(C) := m(L(Abo)C).
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This is the approach usually taken for C = Lie, Alg, or L: to
define the homology of a graded Lie algebra L, € L, say, one chooses
a free simplicial resolution A, . — L, (such as the canonical resolution
— cf. §53), and then calculate the homotopy groups of the simplicial
graded vector space Ab(A..) € sV (or the homology groups of the
bigraded chain complex in dbV corresponding to Ab(A..) — see
proof of Proposition ZZJ)).

6.4. Remark. Note that if we apply Definition asistoa DGL L =
(L.,0r) € dL, we may take the resolution A to be the minimal model
L =(L,,d) for L (cf. §Z7), and since its abelianization is just the
graded vector space Q(f)) of indecomposables, and Q(é) =0 by
definition, H;(L) would be isomorphic to the vector space spanned
by a set of generators for L in dimension 1.

If we want cohomology with coefficients in an object M, € dL, ~
dV with trivial differential — i.e., M, is just a graded vector space
— we find

HZ(X7M*) = H HomVec(Hj(X>7 Mi+j>7
j=1

by the universal coefficients theorem.

However, since L is itself graded, we would like H,L to be bigraded
(with a “homological” degree, as well as a “topological” one). This
requires a combination of Definitions and B3 as follows:

6.5. Definition. The homology H, .(Le,) of a simplicial Lie algebra
L. € sCie is defined to be the left derived functors of the abelianiza-
tion, with respect to the E?-closed model category structures (§83) on
ssLie and ssLiey, = dd) respectively. More precisely,

(6.6) Hi(Ls) :=7ms(L(Abo 1) Le): = 7ol (AbAs),

where A, — Lo is some M-free bisimplicial resolution of L,.

Similarly, for any DGL L € d£ we may define H, (L) := m,H[(Ab(A, .)),
for a My-free simplicial resolution A, ., — L; and these two defini-
tions agree under the equivalence of homotopy categories ho(sLie) =
ho(dL) of Proposition 22

The bigraded cohomology of a DGL L with coefficients in the abelian
DGL (i.e., chain complex) M is defined analogously as

H}(L; M) = n*(Homy,, (Ab(As ), M);).

We note that the homology and cohomology of differential graded
(commutative) algebras have been defined by Goodwillie (in [Gol) and
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Burghelea & Vigué-Poirrier (in [BV]), in a manner analogous to the
traditional definitions of Hochschild homology. See [Lo, §5.3].

6.7. Proposition. For any DGL L € dL, there is a monomorphism
of graded vector spaces H, (L) — H,(L'), where L' ~ (H.(L),0)
is the coformal model for L; the same holds for cohomology with trivial
coefficients.

Proof. If A, is the bigraded model for L', and C,, — L’ the sim-
plicial resolution of Proposition B.8 then the non-degenerate spheres
Sfx(o)) C Ch, which correspond to a vector space basis for H,, (L'),
are in bijective correspondence with the generators = € X,,; for A, ..

Now let B,. be a filtered model for L obtained by perturbing
(Asx,04), and E, . — L the associated simplicial resolution of Propo-
sition since B, ., need no longer be minimal (§5.12), a vector
space basis for H, (L) now corresponds to a subset of the collection
of non-degenerate spheres Sl(“x(o)) C E,: (which are still in bijective

correspondence with the generators = € X,,; for A,. or B.,). O

Note that this description of the homology implies that H, .(L) is
indeed just a bigraded version of the DGL homology defined in 6.3

6.8. Proposition. The collection of higher operations (Nk,ay.a0....00s L))
which determine the rational homotopy type of X € Ty (described in
4719 above) are indezed by elements x € Hy, , . (LEor,0z, o))
in the homology of the DGLs of §5.18, and take value in the cohomology
of these DGLs, with

Proof. We may construct a simplicial resolution F, ., for each succes-
sive DGL L% = [(kavazw0r)  corresponding to the filtered models
obtained as perturbations (A, ., D) of the bigraded model (A, .,04)
for L as above. The non-degenerate spheres 8@) = Sg(o)) C By

which index the higher homotopy operations {((m,x)) are thus in bi-
jective correspondence with the generators z € X,,; for A, .. How-
ever, if z is not minimal — in the sense that Da(z) ¢ [A, A], or
x4+ a = D,(y) for some o€ A,, and y € X,,11; — then we can
construct a new simplicial resolution FEj , of L™ in which 87(7;) has

been eliminated (though of course new spheres may appear in higher
simplicial dimensions). By the universal property of resolutions (i.e.,
of cofibrant objects in the E? model category for sdf — see §33)
there is a map of resolutions FE,, — E;*, and there can be no non-

vanishing higher operation {((nga,,. a,,2)) which serves as an obstruc-
tion to rectifying the augmentation up-to-homotopy ¢ : F,, — L~
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since <pn|gzr;) can be factored through 0 € E,, — L*. Thus the
only homotopy operations which can appear are those corresponding
to non-trivial homology classes in H, (L*e1:22:-ex))  These yield the
requisite cohomology classes by Universal Coefficients. O

Proposition thus implies that we may if we like think of all
the higher homotopy operations described in §LTH (associated to the
various deformations of L)) as lying in one fixed bigraded group
H*(L©;7,Xq), which is of course just the usual cohomology of a
graded Lie algebra, and is easier to compute than the cohomology of a
non-trivial DGL.

7. NON-ASSOCIATIVE ALGEBRA MODELS

The DGL higher homotopy operations are unsatisfactory from a
topological point of view because there is no obvious way to translate
them, in general, into unlocalized topological homotopy operations. We
now describe an algebraic model for rational homotopy theory which
may serve to answer this objection.

7.1. Non-associative graded algebras. Let A denote the category
of non-associative graded algebras: an object A, € A, is just a graded
vector space equipped with a bilinear graded product A,®A, = A,4,.
Let A(X) denote the free non-associative graded algebra generated
by a graded set X,. Asin §7l the functor A : grSet — A factors
through A:V — A.

dA will denote the category of differential graded non-associative
algebras (A, d4), called DGNAs; the differential d4 must satisfy
Oa004=0 and Ox(z-y) =0ax-y+ (—1)*lz- 0,4y, as for DGLs.

For simplicity we assume each A, € A, dA is connected — that is,
Ap = {0}. Again, we have a category db.4 of differential bigraded
non-associative algebras (DBGNAs), as in §2.6

As for any CUGA (§8), one can define a closed model category
structure on sA (see [QI}, II, §4]) and thus by [BI4l, §4] on db.A, and
one has the expected analogues of Propositions and

7.2. Proposition. There are adjoint functors S.Alg]%d.A, which in-
duce equivalences of the corresponding homotopy categories ho(sAlg) ~
ho(dA).

7.3. Proposition. There are adjoint functors S.A]% db A, which in-

duce equivalences of the corresponding homotopy categories ho(sA) ~
ho(db A); and N* takes free DBGNAs to free simplicial non-associa-
tive algebras.
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7.4. Notation. For any (X,,:) € A, let [z,y] denote %(:5 Sy +
(—1)lellvi+ly . 2). We then have [y, z] = (—1)*IW+1[z, 4], so (X.,[,])
is now a non-associative graded algebra with a graded-commutative
(or: graded skew-symmetric) multiplication. Moreover, any graded
derivation 0 on (X,,-) is also a derivation with respect to [, ], and any
morphism of algebras from (X,,:) to a graded-commutative algebra
will also respect [, ]. Therefore we can (and will) assume that our
non-associative algebras are all graded-commutative, and denote the
product by [, ].

Moreover, if A, € sA is a simplicial graded algebra, we shall also
use the notation

[z, y] = Z (1)@l [s s w8, 50,y

(0,7)ESp,q

for the corresponding simplicial bracket (compare (2I0)).

7.5. Definition. Any simplicial Lie algebra L, € s{ie is in particular
an object in sAlg; let ¢ :dL < dA be the inclusion functor. Note
that even if each L, is free as a Lie algebra, it is not free as a non-
associative algebra: a free simplicial resolution J, — ¢(L,) in the
category sAlg (see §82) will be called a sAlg-model for L. Such
models can be constructed functorially, for example by a variant of
o0l

There is also the analogous concept of a dA-model J, € dA of a
DGL L; we can of course translate back and forth between these two
types of models using Proposition

Since the DGL L = (L,,0r) has an internal grading, and its d.A-
model J = (J,,0d,) is constructed as a resolution of L, it is natural to
define a second “homological” degree on .J,, so as to have a filtered
dA-model (cf. §6T2). If the DGL is trivial (i.e., 0, = 0), a dA-
model for (L,,0) will be a differential bigraded non-associative algebra

(DBGNA) J = (J...,d;) (ct. §5).

7.6. Remark. Define a Jacobi algebra to be a DGNA J = (J,,0;) € dA
such that H!J € L. In particular, any dA-model J of a DGL L is a
Jacobi algebra, since H.J = H.L. We denote by J C dA the full
subcategory of Jacobi algebras. These algebras are clearly related to
the strongly homotopy Lie algebras of [SS] (see also [LM]), though in
general a Jacobi algebra is just a “Lie algebra up to homotopy”.

Note that even though dA itself is a CUGA, J apparently is
not, and it does not inherit many desirable properties from dA: for
example, J is not closed under the coproduct in dA. However, one
still has free Jacobi algebras, in the following sense:



26 DAVID BLANC

7.7. Lemma. There is a functor J:dV — dA, and a natural trans-
formation 0 :J — L such that:

(a) JV. 1is free as an algebra, for any chain complex V,;

(b) Oy, 1is a surjective quasi-isomorphism;

(¢) any chain map ¢ : V., — K, (where V,€dV and K, € J)
extends to a dA map ¢ : JV, — K,.

Proof. As noted above, we may define J,, = J(V.) by induction on
the homological filtration:

Start with Jo. = A(V,) (the free non-associative algebra on the
differential graded vector space (Vi,dy), with 0; extending 0y as a
derivation), and let 6y : Jo. — L(V.) be the obvious surjection, with
Ky« = Ker(6y) a two-sided dA-ideal of Jj .

Choose once and for all some collection of generators My = {; }ier
for Ko, asa Jy.-bimodule: for each choice of a dV-basis {x,},er for
Vi, — that is, of a graded vector space basis of the form {z,,dvxa., x5},

with Jdyzg = 0 — we may write each p; as some expression
pi(@s; -5y, ). If we then choose some other dV-basis {2/, }, e
for V., again we will have pu} := ,ul-(:c’%{l, o ,:c’%{n) € Ky.; define Jy,

to be the free non-associative algebra on the DG vector subspace of
Ky . spanned by all such “canonical operations” p; (i € I), for all
possible choices of dV-bases {z/,},er for V.. Again one has the
obvious augmentation .J;, — Jy,. to serve as 0; (with 9;00; =0
by construction), and one takes the kernel K, of this augmentation
for the next step.

Proceeding in this way we may define the functor J by induction
on the homological filtration; if the collections of operations M, are
chosen canonically, the functor itself will be canonical. Properties (a)-
(c) are readily verified. O

7.8. Example. Let L = (L(X,),0) be the trivial free DGL on a graded
set X,; in this case the canonical DBGNA model (J. ., d;) = J(X.,0)
for L may be described in part as follows:

Let Jo. = A(X,) (the free non-associative algebra on X,). Since
the Jacobi identity holds in L(X.,), but not in A(X,), we have
w(2,9,2) = [, [y, 2]~ [, yl, 21+ (— ) [[z, ], ] € Koo forall 2y, €
X,.. Thus J;,. will be generated as a Jy.-bimodule by the image
of (Jo.)®® under the Yj-equivariant multilinear map A3 : J;, ®
Jjq @ Jkr = Jivjtktiprqrr- Here the symmetric group 3, acts
on Jyp ®---® Jyp, by permutations, and on J,, 4.4p, Vvia the
Koszul sign homomorphism ¢; : ¥, — {1,—1} (defined by letting
er((k,k+1)) = (=1)** =1+ for any adjacent transposition (k,k+1) €
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¥n). We set

8J()‘3(x Y Z)) = [SL’, [yu Z]] - [[I, y]u Z] + (_1)117“ [[$7 Z]u y]
However, there are relations among these elements A\3(z®y®z), so
we define a ¥4-equivariant multilinear map Ay : J;,®J; (@ Jp , @ Jp s —
Ji+j+k+f+2,p+q+r+87
Oz @y®z0w)) =z, @y @z0w)] + Ns(z@y @ 2), u]
—DFM Dz @y ® w), 2]
_1)\y|(\2\+|w\)[)\3(x ®z@w),y]

+

As([z,y] @ 2@ w) + As(z®@y® [z,w]))
DIE (\g([z, 2] @ y ® 2)

A3(z © 2 @ [y, w]))

— (_1)\w|(\y|+\z\) s([z, 0] @ y @ 2)

+ Mz @w® [y, 2])).

(
(
(
(

_I_
+

In fact, one can define a sequence of “higher Jacobi relations” A, (z;®
---®uy,), forall n >3, which yield an explicit construction of J(X)
for a the free (graded) Lie algebra LX,. See [AB], and compare [LM]
2.1].

7.9. A-homotopy operations. One can now apply the theory of sec-
tion Bl verbatim to any space X € 73 with C = Alg rather than Lie,
to obtain a sequence of higher homotopy operations as in §LTH which
determining the rational homotopy type of X — the only difference
being that the simplicial resolutions C,, of the successive simplicial
Lie algebras Lgk) are now My, free resolutions of Lgk) in ssAlg.

This is the reason that the theory of section Bl was stated for an
arbitrary CUGA, rather than specifically for C = Lie. The reason
that our general theory was stated for simplicial rather than differential
graded universal algebras is that there seems to be no reasonable version
of Proposition for an arbitrary CUGA.

7.10. Minimal resolutions. To make the construction more accessi-
ble, it is again useful to have minimal M 4, resolutions, as in section
For this purpose, we consider a variant of the above approach:
Even though J does not inherit a closed model category structure
from dA, one may define models for J, in the sense of §83 by
letting a Jacobi sphere be any dA-model of a L-sphere (§0.2), and
more generally let M, denote the full subcategory of J consisting of
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DGNAs weakly equivalent to objects in My, — i.e., Jacobi models of
DGLs which are (up to homotopy) coproducts of dL-spheres.

An M resolution of a DGL L, which we shall call simply a Jacobi
resolution, is then defined to be a free simplicial resolution of DGNAs
Ao — (L) (Def. BZ), with each A, . € Ms. Note that such an
A — (L) is at the same time also an M s-Jacobi resolution of the
dA-model J, of L, and it is usually more convenient to think of it as
such.

There is a comonad F' : dA — dA as in (B4]), which yields the
canonical Jacobi resolution U, , for any C € J, asin 83 Again
we may use the notation of §o.6

One also has an analogue of Propositions and B.T3), as follows:

7.11. Proposition. Let B = (B.,0g) € dL be any DGL, and
(Asx,Da) a filtered model for B: then there is a Jacobi resolution
Joo = U(B), with a bijection 0 : X, — J,. between a bigraded set
X of generators for A, . and the set of non-degenerate dA-spheres
N Jox.

Proof. Let G'= Gp be a dA-model for the DGL B, and U,. — G
the canonical Jacobi resolution. As in the proof of Proposition B8,
we may define a map 6 : A., — U, . inductively by the equation
0(x) = (#(04(x))) (compare (EH)), and we shall again write z(© for
0(z) if = € X,. (aset of generators for A, ,), andlet V., be the
bigraded vector space spanned by 6(X..). For simplicity of notation
we consider first the case where B has trivial differential and A, , is
bigraded (with D = J4).

For each n € N, define the sub-DGNA J,(L?i of Up. tobe J(V,.),

in the notation of Lemma [ — that is, J,(L?i is the coproduct, in 7,
of a set of Jacobi spheres 8’(‘;(0)), one for each generator = € X, of
A, .. By Lemmal[T(c), it is enough to define the face and degeneracy
maps of J,, oneach x — where we may use the description of §o.0

Once again, we want di(:v(o)) to be a Jy-boundary for each 1 <
i < n; but the analogues of the elements z® of Propositions and
are more complicated, so we need some definitions:

For each 0 <s<mn, let K, denote the set of all sequences I =
(11,...,15) of integers 1 <i; < ---<is <n, corresponding to the s-
fold face map d; = d;,0---od;, : n — n—s in A% (compare Definition
and the proof of Proposition BEX). Given [ = (iy,...,i5) € Ky,
foreach 1 < j <s let I(j) = (i1, ... ,z'Aj, ..yis) € Ky s—1 be obtained
from I by omitting the j-th entry. By repeatedly using the identity



HOMOTOPY OPERATIONS AND RATIONAL HOMOTOPY TYPE 29

dpdy, = dp—1dy, (kK < m), we can find a unique k(j) € {1,2,...,n}
such that d,;) o df(j') = d;.
Foreach z € X,,;, 0<s<mn, and I € X, , we want to choose

choose an element () € J( ) C Up—sk—n+s by induction on

—n—+s
(00) ._

n — s, starting with =« 0 = 6(x), so that:

(_1)jdn(j) (25110

'Mfﬂ&l

(7.12) Oy (z50) =
1

J
for s > 1. (The index s is not really needed, since s = |I|, but it is
useful for keeping the analogy with the notation of (EI1l) in mind.)

Note that since dyof) = fo0d4 no longer holds here (because dy is a
morphism in d.A, not in d£), it is not generally true that d;(z®) =0
for all x € X,,. However, since applying H. still yields a CW
resolution HLJ.(?Q — H.C = H.B, (where C is the d.A-model for the
DGL B), we know that d;(z(®) must be a dy-boundary for each
1 <i<mn. Thus we can choose an element z11) e Un—1k—n+1 Wwith
Oy (z1)) = dy (@) (a special case of (IF) — and in fact zV
may be expressed in terms of the “canonical operations” p; of Lemma

[Ca
Now let da(x) = >, aswilyiys - - Yin,] for yi, € Ap, «, s0O

O =3 awlyl, .y )
t

7.13
T e T el ) s D

as in (BI0), where the (n — n;)-multi-index J; C {0,1,...,n— 1} is
obtained by repeated shuffles, which also determine the sign (—1)°
(see (QIU) ff.). Therefore,

Zat S () wildio1sn (), dieasa, (U ))-

The proof of Lemma (which is valid in dA, too) implies by
induction on t > 2 that for each summand

0 0
v =wilsn W), 0, (U],
there is exactly one 1 <j <t and 0</¢<k—1 such that
0 0
di—a(vr) = wils g (W), s (W),

0 0
W) s ()],

for suitable multi-indices Jj,...,Ji_y, Ji q, ..., J;, and JJ.

SJ"dé(yzj ), 8.

Y Y me
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Since ¢ < k and n; < n, we may assume by induction that we
have defined yi(jl;z) € Upn;—1, such that 8U(yi(j1;£)) = dg(yi(?)), and then
let 20+ be

0
O > wlsy ) ),

t le 7Jmt)

1;¢ 0 0
s ) sp W) s, ))).

The rest of the construction of the elements z*7), as well as the

generalization to the filtered case, is similar to that in the proofs of
Propositions B8 and B.T3 O

We can now summarize the main result of this paper in the following

7.14. Theorem. Let X be a simply connected space, and IIX :=
T—1Xq € Lo its rational homotopy Lie algebra.  There is a tree
Tx of DGLs L%evox)  starting with L ~ (IIX,0), and for
each branch «y,...,au,... of Tx, an increasing sequence of positive
integers (or 00) (Mg = Ng.ay.. )iy Such that

() HI(Ltwormo0)) = TIX,

(b) The higher homotopy operations ((m)) C H™(LFa1-ak), [TX)
associated to a minimal Jacobi resolution of L¥F:e1--%) g5 in
4.9 vanish for m < ny.

(c) The operation {ny) = (Mr.ay...cp) C H™ (L®):TIX)  does not
vanish (unless ny = 00).

(d) For any a4 along the branch of (oa,...,ax), the DGL
Lktlenakenin) may be chosen to agree with LFEu--%) jp
degrees < nj, +1, so the sequential colimit L(>) = colimy, L®,
along any branch, is well defined, and is a DGL model for X.

The main difference between the construction described here (in s.7)
and that of Proposition is that the “higher order information” in
Je« 1s no longer concentrated in the last face map d,, : Jp, . = Jy—1...
As aresult, the higher homotopy operations associated to the (minimal)
Jacobi resolution (as in section H) are true simplicial operations, which
can be translated more directly into topological ones.
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