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ABSTRACT. We develop the basic theory of curved As-categories (cAoo-
categories) in a filtered setting, encompassing the frameworks of Fukaya
categories [5] and weakly curved Aoo-categories in the sense of Positselski
[17]. Between two cAc-categories a and b, we introduce a cA-category
gFun(a, b) of so-called qA-functors in which the uncurved objects are
precisely the cAs-functors from a to b. The more general gA~-functors
allow us to consider representable modules, a feature which is lost if
one restricts attention to cAso-functors. We formulate a version of the
Yoneda Lemma which shows every cA~-category to be homotopy equiv-
alent to a curved dg category, in analogy with the uncurved situation.
We also present a curved version of the bar-cobar adjunction.

1. INTRODUCTION

The theory of A..-categories is by now well-established, and furnishes
a natural background for the development of non-commutative geometry
[6], [11], [9], with applications ranging from Homological Mirror Symmetry
[8] to the study of Fourier Mukai functors [21], [20]. From the homotopy
perspective, dg categories and A..-categories are equivalent tools with their
own particular advantages. On the one hand, dg categories are the simpler
objects, sufficient to capture many important examples like categories of
complexes over algebraic objects, but the development of their homotopy
theory is involved and makes use of the Tabuada model structure to invert
quasi-equivalences, leading on to the development of derived Morita theory
[22], [23], [7]. On the other hand, A.-categories are more complex but
the formalism allows for the construction of actual A,.-functors outside the
dg framework, avoiding the use of model categories. Over a field, both
approaches are known to be equivalent. In particular, every A.,-category is
homotopy equivalent to a dg category. One of the useful features of the Ao-
framework is the possibility to construct natural functor categories which
are themselves A..-categories [15]. For instance, this yields a natural way of
looking at the Hochschild complex of an As.-category as the endomorphism
algebra of the identity functor.

An A.-structure on a k-linear quiver a can easily be defined as a special
degree 2 element m € C?(a), with m e m = 0 for the dot product. From
the point of view of deformation theory, it is quite unnatural to restrict
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attention to elements m with

0=(mg)a € []a*(4,4),
A€a

as is done in the classical definition of an A..-category. Indeed, a Hochschild
cocycle ¢ may have a non-zero component ¢q telling us to deform the compo-
nent mg non-trivially. From the formal perspective, it is straightforward to
define a curved Aso-structure (cAso-structure) by the usual definition, only
this time allowing m° # 0. However, as a consequence the component m!
no longer squares to zero, and standard notions of cohomology disappear.
Further, it has been observed by Kontsevich and others that if one intro-
duces homotopy in the usual way, the curvature element of a cA..-algebra
plays a very dominant role in the sense that under weak assumptions the al-
gebra becomes homotopy equivalent to a cAs.-algebra whose only non-zero
component is the curvature element [18] [10]. As such, the general develop-
ment of the theory of cA,.-categories may be met with some skepticism, as
it seems quite incompatible with the usual A..-theory. This being said, as
cAo-categories naturally turn up, one should wonder how they fit into the
framework of homological algebra. The present work is mainly inspired by
two settings in which cAs.-categories are often quite well behaved. Firstly,
there is the important setting of Fukaya categories, which are constructed
as cAso-categories over the Novikov ring. Here, the geometric phenomenon
known as “bubbling” gives rise to curved objects, but in many cases these
objects can be eventually avoided in the development of Floer cohomol-
ogy. Secondly, in the deformation context, it often turns out that deformed
cAso-categories can somehow be exchanged for dg or A..-categories in an
appropriate sense [14], [13]. In both cases, this phenomenon is related to
the curvature being “small” with respect to a natural filtration.

The goal of this work is the development of part of the basic theory of
cAso-categories in a completely general filtered framework, sufficient to en-
compass the higher special cases. Precisely, we work over an ordered monoid
L over which all algebraic structures are supposed to be filtered, and a com-
mutative ground ring k. The neutral element 0 of the monoid L is supposed
to be the smallest element for the order, and the filtrations of modules M
are such that FOM = M. Roughly speaking, the greater [ € L for which
the curvature element is in F'a?(A, A), the smaller the curvature element
is considered to be. Throughout, we check compatibility of our construc-
tions with filtrations, in order that notions with traditional shortcomings
may be useful in filtered settings. Many of our results are extensions of
classical results in the A., context, and our treatment is inspired by the
treatment of A..-categories from [3], as well as by Positselski’s work on cdg
categories. In particular, apart from the Fukaya setup, Positselski’s weakly
curved Ax-categories are a prime example fitting into our framework [17].

In §2, after presenting the necessary generalities on filtered structures we
introduce the filtered Hochschild object of a filtered quiver, and we define fil-
tered cAs-categories (Definition 2.47). In §3, we define cA.o-functors (Defi-
nition 3.9) and the more primitive g A -functors (Definition 3.11), where no
structure compatibility is required. Even the definition of gA,.-functors is
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subtle as the presence of curvature elements in the components of these func-
tors poses convergence issues, that can be dealt with in the filtered setting.
Our main result in this section is the construction of the functor category
qFun(a, b) for cAs-categories a and b, which is itself a cA-category (The-
orem 3.37). Moreover, the uncurved objects in this category are precisely
the cAso-functors (Proposition 3.27). Further, we introduce ¢A.-homotopy
equivalences between cAo-categories, and we argue that unlike in the unfil-
tered case, these need not trivialize the theory.

In §4, we present a cAs-version of the Yoneda Lemma. We consider the
cdg subcategory Modgs(a) € gFun(a™,PCom(k)) of strict gAs-functors
(that is, functors without zero-th component) from a” to the cA-category
PCom(k) of precomplexes of k-modules, and the further cdg subcategory
Rep,.. (@) of representable modules. In Theorem 4.15 we prove the existence
of a “Yoneda” cA-homotopy equivalence Y : @ — Rep . (a). In particu-
lar, every cAso-category is cAs.-homotopy equivalent to a cdg category, and
if the curvature component of an object in a lies in Fla, then the curvature
component of the corresponding representable module lies in F'Rep(a).

As an application of Theorem 4.15, we define a “Yoneda tensor product”
between cA-categories through the cdg tensor product of the corresponding
categories Rep(—). We also present an explicit construction of a tensor
structure on the tensor quiver a ® b in case one of the tensor factors is cdg,
and show it to be cA..-homotopy equivalent to the Yoneda tensor product.

Finally, in §5, we extend the well known bar-cobar adjunction to the
context of cA-categories, recovering results by Nicolas [16] and Positselski
[17] as particular cases.

This paper is part of a larger project, in which the aim is to understand
the ways in which cAs.-categories are to be viewed in non-commutative ge-
ometry. Here, we have focused on the development of basic ingredients like
functor categories and the Yoneda Lemma. By keeping filtrations in the
background, we avoid the mismatch between the curved and the uncurved
world which exists in general. On the one hand, it is quite natural to ex-
pect functor categories between cA.-categories to be themselves cA, rather
than A.. On the other hand, it is standard practice in non-commutative
algebraic geometry to study algebro-geometric objects through associated
derived categories, which are obtained as the cohomology of suitable dg or
As-models. As such, it makes sense to consider Positselski’s derived cat-
egories “of the second kind”, and especially variants of the semi-derived
category from [17] in the filtered case, as representing the “classical part”
of cA..-categories. In future work, we want to extend the invariance results
for gAs-categories of Proposition 3.51 in the direction of Morita theory,
inspired by the deformation situation in [13] where a curved deformation
can essentially be replaced by an uncurved one with an equivalent semi-
derived category. We also want to investigate the relation of our work with
an approach by Armstrong and Clarke, who propose an unfiltered notion of
homotopy-equivalence based upon Morita invariance requirements [1].
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2. FILTERED cAs,-CATEGORIES

Let L be an ordered monoid and k an L-filtered commutative ground ring.
In this section, we introduce IL-filtered k-linear cAs.-categories, where cAq,
stands for curved A. Roughly speaking, an L-filtered cA..-category is a
cAqo-category in the category of L-filtered k-modules. The unfiltered case
is obtained by trivially filtering a commutative groundring k over L. = {0}.

After reviewing the basic theory of filtered modules, filtered algebraic
structures and completion in §2.2 - §2.5, we introduce the filtered bar con-
struction Ba and the filtered Hochschild object C(a) of a filtered quiver
a in §2.6. In §2.8, we introduce filtered and complete formal cocategories,
with Ba and its completion Ba as main examples. In §2.9, a filtered cAqso-
structure on a filtered k-quiver a is introduced as an element m € C2?(a) with
m{m} = 0 for the first brace operation (the dot product). Equivalently, the
natural coderivation on Ba (resp. the complete formal coderivation on B a)
determined by m is a codifferential, i.e squares to zero. The standout fea-
ture of a cAs-category in comparison with an A,-category is the possibly
non-trivial curvature component

mo € H Cl2(A,A).
Aca

If mo € F'C(a) (where F! denotes the I-th piece of the filtration for I € L),
we call a [-curved. In §2.10, we describe cAs-quotients by cA-ideals. A
situation of particular interest occurs if a is [-curved, as we obtain an A..-
quotient a/}"la. This quotient protects a against some of the notoriously
bad behaviour of cAs.-categories, as we’ll discuss further in §3.6.2.

2.1. Ordered monoids. Throughout, we will use the following definition:

Definition 2.1. An ordered monoid L. = (L, +, <) consists of a set L on
which we have a commutative monoid structure (L, +) and a partial order
(L, <) such that the following conditions are fulfilled:

(1) for a,b,c € L with a < b, we have a + ¢ < b+ c.
(2) the neutral element 0 € L for (L,+) is the smallest element for
(L, <).

For n € N and a € L, we denote na = Y ;" ; a. Here, we interpret Oa = 0.
Later on, we will make use of the following property:

Definition 2.2. The ordered monoid L is archimedean if the following prop-
erty holds: for all 0 < @ and 0 < b in L, there exists n € N with b < na.

Ezxample 2.3. The set L. = {0} is endowed with a unique (archimedean)
ordered monoid structure, which we call the trivial ordered monoid.

Ezxample 2.4. If I has a largest element oo, we necessarily have [ + oo = oo,
oo+ =o00and o+ oo = o for [ € .. Conversely, to an arbitrary L. we
can adjoin a largest element oo, and we can uniquely endow L = L U {oco}
with the structure of ordered monoid. We thus obtain the (archimedean)
ordered monoid S = {0}*° = {0, 00} for L = {0} as in Example 2.3.
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Ezxample 2.5. The natural numbers N, the non-negative rational numbers
Q™, and the non-negative real numbers R* are archimedean ordered monoids
for the usual summation + and the usual order <.

2.2. Filtered modules. Let k be a commutative ground ring. Since we
are mainly interested in Z-graded objects, our starting point is the category
Mod(k) of Z-graded k-modules (M™),, and Z-graded morphisms. These will
be simply referred to as k-modules and morphisms. Ordinary k-modules
and morphisms are considered as Z-graded by placing them in degree 0.
The category Mod(k) is symmetric monoidal closed with

(M @k N)" = ®prg=nMP @) N
and
Homy,(M, N)" = | [ Homy,(M*, N*").
1€Z
Throughout, we adopt the sign convention from [12, §2.1].
Let (L, +, <) be a commutative ordered monoid as in Definition 2.1.

Definition 2.6. An L-filtered k-module (or simply filtered k-module) is a
k-module M together with, for every | € L, a submodule F'M C M such
that FOM = M and I’ < [ implies F'M C F''M.

Consider filtered k-modules M and N. The tensor product M ®j; N is
naturally filtered with

(1) FYUM @) N) = Im(®p g1 FP M @), FIN — M @y, N).

More generally, for filtered k-modules M;, 1 < ¢ < n, the tensor product
®r_ M; is filtered with

(2) FUSE M) = Im(@y, g, @y F' My — @y M;).

Definition 2.7. An L-filtered k-linear morphism (or simply a filtered k-
morphism) from M to N is a k-linear morphism f : M — N with
f(F'M) C FIN for each [ € L.

Filtered k-morphisms constitute a filtered module ,[M, N| with
(3) FU(s[M,N)) = {f € Homy,(M, N) | f(F*M) C FPHN}.

Remark 2.8. Note that unlike for the tensor product M ®; N, as a k-module
kM, N]is not equal to the module Homy (M, N) of k-linear morphisms from
M to N.

By definition, [®}_,M;, M| contains all f € Homy(®!" ,M;, M) with
(4) FFUMy,. .., FinM,) € Flittinpy,

We thus obtain a symmetric monoidal closed category Mody, (k) of fil-
tered k-modules and filtered k-morphisms, for which the (monoidal) forget-
ful functor Mody, (k) — Mod(k) has both adjoints. The (monoidal) left
adjoint is obtained by endowing a k-module M with the discrete filtration
with 7'M = M and F'M = 0 for [ # 0. The (monoidal) right adjoint is ob-
tained by endowing a k-module M with the trivial filtration with F'M = M
for all [.
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Ezxample 2.9. Let L = {0} be the trivial ordered monoid. Then L-filtered k-
modules simply correspond to k-modules, and we recover the usual notions
of k-linear morphisms, tensor modules and Hom-modules.

Ezample 2.10. Let L be an orderer monoid with L™ = L U {co} as in
Example 2.4. Every L-filtered k-module becomes L*>-filtered by putting
FM = 0. With this definition, by k-linearity, an L-filtered k-morphism
automatically becomes L>°-filtered. The ordered monoid S = {0}*° can
thus be used to endow any k-module M with the S-filtration FOM = M
and F*M = 0.

2.3. Filtered structures. Let S be a commutative ground ring and let L
be as before. The usual algebraic structures can be defined with respect to
the symmetric monoidal category Mody,(S).

Definition 2.11. (1) A filtered S-algebra is a filtered S-module k with
a filtered S-morphism m : k ®g k — k satisfying the associativity
relation m(m®1) = m(1l®m). A filtered Z-algebra is called a filtered
ring.

(2) A filtered S-algebra k is unital with unit 1 € k if m(1g,z) =z =
m(z, 1) for all z € k.

(3) For a filtered S-algebra k, a filtered (left) k-module is a filtered S-
module M with a filtered S-morphism p : k ®g M — M satisfying
p(1®p) =p(m®1).

(4) A filtered left k-module is unital if p(1x,m) = m for all m € M.

From now on, we will always include unitality in the notions of filtered
algebras and modules unless otherwise stated. As usual, the operations like
m and p are simply denoted by juxtaposition.

For a filtered S-algebra k, we obtain a category Modp, (k) of filtered left k-
modules with filtered k-linear morphisms (k-morphism for short). As usual,
this category is independent of S (we may take S = Z and consider k as a
filtered ring).

Remark 2.12. (1) Let k be a filtered S-algebra and M a filtered left k-
module. By definition, we have p(F°k, F"M) C F"M so each F"M
is an FYk-module.

(2) We can consider S with the discrete filtration as a filtered S-algebra,
for which the modules are precisely the filtered S-modules. Thus, a
unit for k corresponds to a filtered map S — k. Suppose 1, € F'k.
Then for all z € k, we have z = 1z € F'k. Thus, we conclude
that necessarliy F'k = k. The filtration of k is called proper if
1, € F'k implies I = 0. In the sequel, we will assume that all filtered
S-algebras are properly filtered.

2.4. Filtered modules over a filtered ring. Suppose k is a commutative
filtered ring. Then we can repeat over k the constructions we performed in
the previous paragraph. Precisely, for filtered k-modules M and N, we ob-
tain the tensor product M ®; N with filtration given by (1). More generally,
for filtered k-modules M;, 1 <7 < n, the tensor product ®*;M; is filtered
with

(5) FH @ M) = Tm(@y~ 4,y ®Fy FiM; — @7y M;).
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The category Modr, (k) is symmetric monoidal and we have a (monoidal)
forgetful functor Mody, (k) — Mod(k). The (monoidal) left adjoint is ob-
tained by endowing a k-module M with the canonical filtration with

n
FIM=Fk-M={> aim| ;€ FkmeM}

i=0
Obviously, k is itself endowed with the canonical filtration. If k-modules M;,
1 < i < n, are endowed with the canonical filtration, then by (5), ®J,M;
is also endowed with the canonical filtration.

Filtered k-morphisms from M to N are defined as in Definition 2.7, and

they constitute a filtered k-module ;[M, N| with filtration given by (3). By
definition, F([®%, M;, M]) contains all f € Homy(® ,M;, M) with

(6) f(FllMl, - ,fl"Mn) - Fl+ll+...+lnM'

Remark 2.13. If the k-module M is canonically filtered, have ,[M,N] =
Homyg (M, N).

Consider a family (M;); of filtered k-modules. The sum @;M; and the
product [[, M; are naturally filtered modules with Fl@:M;) = @, F'M;
and FU(T], M;) = [[; F'M;. More generally, we can endow an arbitrary
limit lim; M; with the filtration F'lim; M; = lim; F* M;, and directed colimits
being exact, we can endow a directed colimit colim;M; with the filtration
Fleolim; M; = colim; F'M;. If the modules M; are canonically filtered, all
these constructions are endowed with the canonical filtrations as well.

A submodule M C N with both M and N filtered is called a filtered
submodule if F'M C ]-"ZN, i.e. if the inclusion is a filtered morphism. In
general, there is no natural way to filter the quotient of a filtered module by
a filtered submodule. However, let N be a filtered k-module and M C N
a k-submodule. Then we obtain the pullback filtration on M with F'M =
M N F'N and we obtain the quotient filtration on N/M with F'(N/M) =
F'N/M N FIN.

For a subset A C k and n € N, we consider the subset /A = {z € k | 2" €
A} C k. If Ais an ideal in k, then A C V/A. In this case, the radical of A,
rad(A) = Upen V/A is an ideal and A is called radical if A = rad(A). Note
that F'k is an ideal for [ € L.

The following notion will be used later on:

Definition 2.14. The filtered ring & is called radically filtered if the follow-
ing condition holds: for every 0 <[ € L and n € N, there exists 0 < I’ € LL
with

(7) VFkC F'k.

Remark 2.15. If l[p = min{l € L | 0 < [} exists in L, then k is radically
filtered if and only if the ideal F "k is radical.

Lemma 2.16. Suppose k is radically filtered and let 1,n,l' be as in (7).
Let M be a free k-module endowed with the canonical filtration. If v € M
satisfies z®" € FL(M®"), then z € F' M.
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Proof. For M = k!, the canonical filtration is given by F!M = @;F'k. We
have FAM = @;F*k and we have M®" = k" and FAM®" = @0 F k.
Write 2 = (z:)ier € k!. For 2", we have (z®"); ;) = (z)" If 2®" €
FIM® | we thus have (z;)" € F'k and z; € VFlk € FV'k. Tt follows that
x e F'M. 0

Ezample 2.17. Let k be a ring and let S = {0,00} be as in Example 2.4.
Then k becomes S-filtered with F*°k = 0 and we can endow every k-module
M with the canonical discrete S-filtration for which F*°M = 0, for which
M becomes a filtered k-module over the filtered ring k.

By Remark 2.15, k is radically filtered if and only if {0} C k is a radical
ideal.

Ezxample 2.18. Let k be a ring and I C k an ideal. Take . = N. Then &
becomes a filtered ring by putting F"k = I"k, the so called I-adic filtra-
tion. A filtered k-module is a k-module M with a filtration "M such that
I Fn C Frtm In particular, every k-module M can be endowed with the
canonical [-adic filtration by putting F"M = I"M.

By Remark 2.15, k is radically filtered if and only if I C k is a radical
ideal.

Ezample 2.19. Let S be a commutative ring. The monoid S-algebra S[L] is
the free S-module on generators t* for A € L, endowed with the multiplica-
tion (at*)(bt") = abt**'. The ring S[L] becomes a filtered S-algebra with
F'S[L] given by the S-submodule generated by {t* | A > I}.

Taking L = N, we obtain S[N] = SJt], the ring of polynomials with
coefficients in S, with F'S[t] = t'S[t].

Ezxample 2.20. Let S be a commutative ring. The ring S[[L]] is the ring of
formal expressions ) .y a At with ay € S and t a formal parameter, subject
to the following condition:

(%) for each A € L, the number of k # X with a,, # 0 is finite.

The operations on S|[L]] are given by

O ant) + O bath) =D (an+ bt
X X

A
and
O axtMHO bt =D (D> axby)t™.
A A A NEA=A
Note that for the second expression to make sense, we have to ensure that
for given A, the number of pairs (N, \”) with X + A’ = X and ayby» # 0, is
finite. But from 0 < A we obtain X' < X + X = X and similarly \" < \.
It thus follows from condition (*) on the coefficients that the inner sum is
finite, and the resulting expression is seen to satisfy ().
The ring S[[L]] is endowed with the filtration

FISL] ={)_axt) | A #1 = ay=0}.
A

It is seen to be a filtered ring (in fact, a filtered S-algebra). Suppose for all
I < Xin L, there exists I’ € L with A\ = [ +{’. Then we have F'S[[L]] =
' S[L]).
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Ezxample 2.21. Let S be a commutative ring and put & = S[[t]]. Take L = N.
We have S[[N]] = S[[t]], the ring of formal power series. The filtration
described in Example 2.20 is precisely the (¢)-adic filtration described in
Example 2.18.

Ezample 2.22. Take L = RT in Example 2.20. Consider z = Y el axt* €
k = S[[R*]]. It follows from condition (*) that the elements X for which ay #
0 form a countable closed subset of R™ and we can rewrite z = Y7 j ay, "
with lim, o0\, = oco. Here, it may of course happen that ay, = 0 for
n > ng for a certain ng. Also, we have F'k = t'k.

Let us now show that k& = S[[R*]] is radically filtered as soon as {0} is
a radical ideal in S. Consider z = Y, axt* € k and let p = min{\ €
L | ayx # 0}. We have x = tPy for some y = > bat* € k with by # 0.
Hence, 2" = t"y" and y" = >\ ext® with ¢g = b2 # 0. Hence, if
2" € Flk = t'k, we deduce that | < pn and % < p. It follows that x € Fik.
Thus, in (7), we can take I’ = L.

In [4], Fukaya defines the universal Novikov ring as Apoyo = Q[€][[RT]]
where S = Q[¢] is the Z-graded polynomial ring with deg(£) = 2 (see also
[5])-

2.5. Completion. Let k be a commutative L-filtered ring and let M be a
k-module. We can define the completion M of M in a purely algebraic way
as
M = limyer, M/ F M.

with the pointwise sum and k-action. The quotients M/F AM are naturally
filtered by F/(M/FAM) = F'M/F M 0 F'M and limyM/F>M is filtered
by

FIM = limy FIM/F M 0 FIM.
Note that for A <[, we have }'ZM/]:)‘M NF'M = 0.

There is a canonical filtered k-morphism M — M. The module M is
complete provided that this morphism is an isomorphism. A filtered mor-
phism M — N naturally induces a filtered morphism M —s N.

Algebraic structures on M can be carried over to M. For instance, if
R is a filtered ring, R becomes a filtered ring with multiplication given by
(zx)(yxn) = (xayx) with z)yy defined using representatives in M.

Ezxample 2.23. The filtered S-algebra S[[L]] from Example 2.20 can isomor-
phically be described as the completion of the filtered monoid S-algebra
S[L] from Example 2.19. This generalizes the well known fact that S[[t]] is
obtained as the completion of S[t] with respect to the t-adic filtration.

2.6. The filtered Hochschild object of a filtered quiver. Let (L, +, <)
be an ordered monoid as before and let k be a commutative L-filtered ground
ring. Unless otherwise stated, all constructions are over k. Since we will
work in a multi-object setup, our fundamental objects are quivers rather
than modules.

Definition 2.24. An L-filtered k-quiver (or simply (filtered) k-quiver) a
consists of a set of objects Ob(a) and for all A, A" € Ob(a), a filtered k-
module a(A, A") € Mody, (k).
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Definition 2.25. Consider L-filtered k-quivers a and b. An LL-filtered k-
morphism (or simply a filtered k-morphism) f : a — b is given by an
underlying map f : Ob(a) — Ob(b) and for all A, B € Ob(a) an L-filtered
k-morphism

fA,B : CI(A, B) — b(f(A)a f(B))
If the maps fa p are given by inclusions of filtered submodules (or, more

generally, by filtered monomorphisms), we write a C b and we call a a
subquiver of b.

Remark 2.26. Taking L = {0}, we recover the standard notions of k-quivers
and morphisms of k-quivers (see [2]).

For a filtered k-quiver a, the completion a is obtained by completing all the
individual k-modules a(A, A’) in the sense of §2.5, and a is called complete
if the resulting morphism a — a is an isomorphism.

Consider filtered k-quivers a and b and a map f : Ob(a) — Ob(b). We
define the filtered k-module

ela ol =TT wla(A, 4%, 6(f(4), F(A)].

AA’ca

If Ob(a) = Ob(b), we define the tensor product a ®j b as the filtered
k-quiver with the same set of objects and

a®pb(A,A) = (P a(A”, A') @) b(A,A").

Al'€a

In the sequel, all constructions will be over k unless stated otherwise, so for
legibility we will use unadorned notations for tensor products (® = ®;) and
filtered morphisms ([—, —] = [—, —]).

Remark 2.27. The tensor product of quivers with the same set of objects
which we just defined and which will be used throughout the paper should
not be confused with another standard tensor product that exists between
arbitrary quivers, and that produces a new quiver with the product of the
two object sets as new object set.

We define kOb(a) to be the filtered k-quiver with the same object set as
a and

k if A=A
0 else.

kOb(a)(A, A') = {

Let f:a — b be a filtered morphism of quivers. We define the filtered

k-morphism
EOb(f) : kOb(a) — kOb(b)

by the same underlying map Ob(a) — Ob(b) as f and kOb(f) ) : k —
k equal to the identity morphism on k.

Clearly, kOb(a) is the unit with respect to the tensor product, so we put
a®? = kOb(a).

The tensor k-quiver T'(a) is the filtered k-quiver

T(a) = ®p>0a®"
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For filtered k-quivers a and b, and a map f : Ob(a) — Ob(b), we put
[T'(a),b]s, = [a®",b]; which is given by

[T la(Anr A @ @a(do, A1), b(F(Ao), F(An))).
Ag,..yAp€a
By definition of the filtered tensor product,
¢ € [a(An—1,45) ® - @ a(Ao, A1), b(f(Ao), f(A4n))]
is given by ¢ € Homy(a(A,—1,A4,) ® --- @ a(Ag, A1), b(f(Ao), f(Ay))) with
O(Fra(An_1,An), ..., Flra(Ag, Ay)) C FirtFlep(f(Ag), f(An)).
Remark 2.28. The zero part is given by

[T(a), b] 0 = [ [ 1k 6(F(A), F(A)] = [ 6((A), F(A)
A€a A€a
where we have used Remark 2.13.

We thus obtain
[T (a), b]f = H [T (a), b]f,n
n>0
which is endowed with a natural projection
bo : [T(Cl), b]f - [T(Cl), b]f,()

onto the zero part. Suppose an element J; € [a, b]; has been chosen.

Consider another filtered k-quiver ¢ and map g : Ob(b) — Ob(c). We
obtain brace-compositions
[T(6), ¢|gn @k [T(a), b] 0, @k~ -+ @k [T(a), b] g, — [T(a), gttty
with
®) ¢{or.. . )} => ¢(Jj@ QD DRI @& Jy).

Remark 2.29. The morphisms occuring in ¢{¢1, ..., ¢x} are readily seen to
be filtered, since the morphisms occuring in ¢, ¢; for all 1 < j < k and J;
are filtered.

Remark 2.30. The element J; € [a,b]; should be thought of as a kind of
identity map from a to b, offering a “trivial” way to transport elements from
a to b.

Remark 2.31. Let filtered k-quivers a, b, ¢, 0 and maps
Ob(a) 7 Ob(b) 7 Ob(¢) - Ob()

be fixed and suppose brace operations are defined with respect to (compo-
sitions) of these maps. Consider elements ¢ € [T'(c),d]n, ¢; € [T'(b),<],,

Y; € [T(a),b]s. If we use identity-like element J; € [a, b, J, € [b, ], and
Jgf = JgJy € [a,¢|gs, then the operations (8) satisfy the brace-type axiom
(see [12, Definition 2.1]), i.e.

¢{¢1> R ¢m}{¢17 s awn}

= Z(il)agﬁ{‘]gwlv cee 7¢1{wi17 s }a ngjp ) stm{wimv s }a Jgd}jma FER) ngn}

where a = 37 |or| S .
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Let Xa denote the shift of a, i.e. the filtered k-quiver with Ya(A, AN =
a(A, AL
Definition 2.32. We define the bar construction of a filtered k-quiver a to
be the filtered k-quiver
Ba =T(Xa).
The completion of Ba with respect to its filtration is denoted by Ba.

Definition 2.33. Consider filtered k-quivers a and b and amap f : Ob(a) —
Ob(b). We define
Cbr(a, b)f = [Ba, Eb]f
and associate to it the Hochschild object of a and b with respect to f, given
by
C(a,b); = 2 'Cp(a,b);.

Remark 2.34. We denote Cy,.(a) = Cp-(a,a)1, and C(a) = X71Cy,(a). The
former is a brace algebra for the standard brace compositions, and we will
freely consider the transfered compositions on the latter as well.

Considering (C(a,b))o = ¥7![Ba, by, we obtain the projection
Po : C(a, [J)f — (C(a, b)f)()
onto the zero part.

2.7. Tensor convergent collections. In this section, we investigate the
notion of tensor convergence which will be crucial later on in §3.1.

Definition 2.35. Let a be a filtered quiver, X a set and f : X — Ob(a)
a map. A collection of elements (ag)zex with o, € a(f(z), f(z)) is called
tensor convergent if for every [ € LL there exists n € N such that for every
element

Y=0k® - ®B1 €a(Ag_1,Ar) ® - ®a(Ag, A1)
for which there exist n different indices i1, . .. i, and elements z1,...,z, € X
with 3;,, = au,,, we have that v € Fl(a(Ag_1, Ax) @ --- ® a(Ag, 41)).

Proposition 2.36. Let a be a filtered quiver, X a set, f : X — Ob(a) a
map, and (oy)zex a collection of elements with o, € a(f(x), f(z)). Suppose
L is archimedean. Suppose there exists 0 < \ € L with a, € FMa(f(x), f(z))
for all x € X. Then the collection (a)zex is tensor convergent.

Proof. For 0 <[ € L, take N; € N such that [ < vazll A. For n > N;, we
have v € FFM®" for k=" A > 1. O

Proposition 2.37. Let k be a radically filtered ring over L with |L| > 1.
Let a be a filtered k-quiver for which every a(A, A) is a free, canonically
filtered k-module. Let X be a set, f: X — Ob(a) a map, and (ag), with
ay € a(f(x), f(z)) a tensor convergent collection of elements. There exists
0 < A such that a, € Fra(f(z), f(x)) for all x € X.

Proof. Take any 0 < . Since (o), is tensor convergent, there exists n € N
for which a®" € Fla(f(z), f(z))®" for every . For I’ as in (7), by Lemma
2.16, we have o, € Fla(f(z), f(x)). O
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2.8. Filtered cocategories.

Definition 2.38. A filtered cocategory C is a filtered k-quiver with a filtered

morphism of quivers
A:C—CxC

which is coassociative, i.e. A satisfies
(1 A)A = (A®1)A.
The morphism A is called the comultiplication. A counit for C is a filtered
morphism 7 : C — kOb(C) with
(le@nA=l1c=(n®le)A,

and in this case C is called counital. An augmentation for C is a filtered
retract € : kOb(C) — C of the counit, i.e.

ne = Idion(c)

For a filtered cocategory (C,A), we can iterate the comultiplication. We

put
AO=1:¢c—¢C
AV =A:C—cC®C
A = (181 g A)AD ¢ — ¢t

Remark 2.39. Let x be an element in C. We will use the notation for the
iterated comultiplication A as introduced in [3]:

AP () = Zxé ®... .0z

Definition 2.40. A filtered morphism of cocategories f : (C,A) — (C', A")
is a filtered morphism of k-quivers such that

(f® A =AY
If C and C’ are counital with respective counits n and 7/, then f is a filtered
morphims of counital cocategories provided that furthermore

kOb(f)n =1'f.

Consider two filtered morphisms f,g : (C,A) — (C',A"). A filtered
morphism of k-quivers d : C — (' is a filtered (f, g)-coderivation if and
only if

Ald=(f@d+d®g)A
A filtered coderivation of a filtered cocategory C is a (1¢, 1¢)-coderivation.

A filtered dg-cocategory is a filtered cocategory (C, A) endowed with a fil-
tered coderivation d such that d?> = 0. In this case, d is called the codifferen-
tial of C. A filtered morphism of dg cocategories f: (C,A,d) — (C',A’,d")
is a filtered morphism of cocategories which satisfies d’'f = fd.

Remark 2.41. Consider a morphism of cocategories f : C — D. By defini-
tion, we have that

A’(”)f — f®nA(n)
whereas for an (f, g)-coderivation d : C — D, we have that

ANMId=dR¢®" + fodo ¢ '+ ... + [P @d)AM
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Let (C,A) be a filtered cocategory. We obtain an induced morphism
A:C—C&C
where C®C is the completion of C ® CAforAits natural filtration. There is a
canonical filtered morphism of quivers C®C — CRC =2 C&C which is not an
isomorphism in general. In contrast to the dual case of filtered categories,

the completion C does not naturally inherit a structure of filtered cocategory.
To remedy this, we introduce the following notion:

Definition 2.42. A formal cocategory C is a complete filtered k-quiver with
a filtered morphism of quivers

A:C— CRC
which is formally coassociative, i.e. A satisfies
(1RA)A = (AR1)A.

Similarly, the other notions in Definition 2.38 as well as in Definition 2.40
can easily be adapted to the formal setting (with the adjectives formal re-
placing filtered in the original definition) simply by working with completed
tensor products instead of ordinary filtered tensor products.

Ezxample 2.43. Let a be a filtered k-quiver and Ba its Bar construction as in
Definition 2.32. We introduce a filtered counital cocategory structure on Ba.
As a consequence, the completion Ba becomes a formal counital cocategory.

The quiver Ba comes equipped with natural projections p, : Ba —
(Xa)®™ and injections i, : (Xa)®" — Ba. For legibility, we omit the maps
in from the notations where possible. In particular, for every object A € a
we have an element 1 4 € kOb(a)(A, A) = (Xa)®® C Ba. If the object A is
clear from the context, we will simply write 1.

The quiver Ba becomes a cocategory with the comultiplication A : Ba —
Ba ® Ba determined by

A(lg) =1, ® 1
Ala) =1, ®a+a® 1
Alan @ @a1) =(a, ® - ®a1) Q) 1
—l—nz_:l(an@---®ai+1)®(ai®“'®a1)
=1
+ 1, X)(an ® - ®a1)

for 1 € (2a)®°, a € Xa, (a, ® - ®ay1) € (Xa)®. The cocategory Ba is
counital with py : Ba — kOb(a) as counit.

2.9. Filtered cA..-categories. Let a be a filtered k-quiver. Consider an
element

m = (Mn)n>0 € C*(a) = [Ba, Za]'
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with the notation of Remark 2.34. Consider for n > 1 the filtered morphism
of quivers m,, : Ba — (Ba),, which sends 1 ® ... ® z} to
n

Z(—l)‘xl‘—i_"'—i_‘xl’lH_l_ll‘l X...Q mk,n+1(xl, . ,.%'lJrk,n) X...Qx.

I=1
Lemma 2.44. There exists a unique filtered coderivation m : Ba — Ba
with pym = m1 = m. The filtered coderivation m further satisfies pym =
M. As such, we have m =) 1, where, upon evaluation at a fized element
in Ba, the sum becomes finite.

}jfemark ?'45' We also obtain an induced formal coderivation m = m :
Ba — Ba.

Lemma 2.46. The following are equivalent:

(1) m{m} =0.
(2) mm = 0.
(3) = 0.

Definition 2.47. Let a be a filtered k-quiver. A filtered cAqo-structure on
a is an element m € C?(a) that satisfies the equivalent conditions of Lemma
2.46. In this case (a,m) is called a filtered cA -category.

Remark 2.48. Explicitely, the cAs-relation m{m} = 0 translates into the
following identities for p > 0:

(9) > D min (1% @m @ 191 = 0.
Jtk+l=p
The first few identities are explicitely given by:
(10) m1(mg) =0
(11) mimi + ma(l ® mg) —ma(mo®1) =0
(12)
mimg —ma(l®@my) —ma(mi @ 1) + m3(1®1®@mg) —mz(1@mo®1)+m3z(mey®@1®1) =0
(13)

mimsz + ma(l1 ® ma) —ma(ma ®1) +mz3(1®1@my) + mz(1@m ®1) —mz(m @1® 1)
+ms(1®11®@mp) —ma(l®1@dme®1)+ma(l@me@1®1) —mi(me®11®1)=0

Suppose b C a is a full subquiver of a filtered quiver a, that is Ob(b) C
Ob(a) and for B, B’ € Ob(b) we have b(B, B") = a(B, B’). Endowing b with
the natural inherited filtration, there is a canonical projection C(a) — C(b)
between the Hochschild objects which respects the brace operations. As
a consequence, every cAso-structure m on a restricts to an inherited cAqo
structure m|p on b. With this structure, we will call b a full cA-subcategory
of a.

Definition 2.49. Consider a filtered cA-structure on a. The component
mo € C?(a)g is given by

(mi)a € [] a(4, A),

A€a
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and is called the curvature of a. Consider an object A € a. The element
m{ € a%(A, A) is called the curvature of A. The object A is called:
(1) l-curved for I € L if m{' € Fla(A, A).
(2) weakly curved if it is [-curved for some [ # 0.
(3) uncurved if mg = 0.
The cAso-structure m (or the cAs-category a) is called:

(1) I-curved for I € L if my € F'C(a).
(2) uniformly weakly curved if it is l-curved for some [ # 0.
(3) weakly curved if every object A € a is weakly curved.
(4) an Ay-structure (or A-category) if mg = 0.
In the cAqo-category a we distinguish the full cAs-subcategories

(1) a; of I-curved objects (I € L), called the I-curved part of a.
(2) aye of weakly curved objects, called the weakly curved part of a.
(3) an of uncurved objects, called the infinity part of a.

Remark 2.50. Let a be a filtered cAs-category. The full cAo-subcategory
(1) a; is l-curved (I € L).
(2) ay is weakly curved.
(3) an is an Ax-category.

Remark 2.51. Suppose we add a top element co to L in order to obtain L
as in Example 2.4, and suppose we naturally extend all L-filtered modules
M in the definition of the filtered cAs-category a by F*°M = 0. Then a
naturally becomes an L*°-filtered cA.-category. An object A € a is oo-
curved if and only if it is uncurved, and the notation a., is consistent with
the interpretation as full subcategory of co-curved objects.

Definition 2.52. A filtered cdg-category is a filtered cAs-category (a,m)
with m,, = 0 for n > 3.

Remark 2.53. Cdg-categories are the categorical incarnation of cdg-rings, as
introduced by Positselski ([18]).

For a cdg-structure m = (mg, m1, mz), the identities (9) reduce to:

ml(mo) =0.

—_ =
[ NN
R

mimy + ma(1 ® mg) — ma(mo @ 1) = 0.

16) mlmQ—m2(1®m1) —mg(m1®1) = 0.

(
(
(
(

17) mg(l@mg) —m2(m2®1) =0.

Ezxample 2.54. Let k be a commutative ground ring and let a be a filtered
k-linear category, i.e. the composition

me:a®@a—a

is a morphism of filtered k-quivers satisfying the associativity relation.

For Z-graded a-objects M = (M™),, and N = (N"),, let Hom(M, N) be
the Z-graded filtered k-module with Hom(M, N)" = [[;cz a(M*, N**"). A
precomplex of a-objects is a Z-graded a-object M endowed with an element
dyr € Hom (M, M)1, called the predifferential.
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We define the filtered quiver PCom(a) of precomplexes with
PCom(a)(M,N) = Hom(M, N).

It follows from a direct calculation that we can endow this quiver with a cdg-
structure (mg, m1, mg), where mg is the composition of graded a-morphisms,

mi(f) = ma(dy, f) — (=1)"ma(f, dn)
for f € Hom(M, N)", and the curvature is given by

(mo)ar = d3; = ma(das, day).

If dys € F'Hom (M, M), then (mq)y € F2Hom (M, M).

We obtain the dg category of compleres Com(a) = PCom(a) as the full
subcategory of uncurved precomplexes. The predifferential dy; of a complex
by definition satisfies d3;, = 0, and is called the differential.

2.10. Filtered cA..-quotients. Let S be a commutative ground ring and
let a be an S-linear cAq-category.

Definition 2.55. A cAy-ideal in a consists of an S-subquiver i C a such
that for all n > ¢ > 1, Ag,..., A, € a, we have

mn(a(An,l, An), e ,i(Az‘,l, Al), ey a(Ao, Al)) g i(AO, An)

Remark 2.56. Note that in Definition 2.55, no condition is imposed upon
my.

Next we construct a quotient cAy-category. Consider the S-quiver b =
a/i with b(A, A") = a(A, A")/i(A, A’) as S-modules. We denote a(A, A’") —
b(A,A"):a— [al.

Proposition 2.57. There exists an S-linear cAso-structure m = (1n)n>0
on b with

it = [mi] € a(A, A)/i(A, A)
and My, : b(Ap, Ap—1) @ - - @ b(Ag, A1) — b(Ag, Ay) given by

My ([an], ..., [a1]) = [mn(an, ... a1)]

forn > 1.

Proof. The operations m,, are well defined since i C a is a cAyo-ideal, and
they obviously satisfy the cAo-relation m{m} = 0. O

Remark 2.58. Suppose k is a filtered S-algebra and a a filtered k-linear cAs
category. Let i C a be a k-subquiver which is a cA..-ideal in a. We can
endow i with the canonical filtration i = inF'a and a/i with the filtration
Fl(a/i) = Fla/F4. As such, the quotient a/i becomes a filtered k-linear
cAqo-category with the structure from Proposition 2.57.

Remark 2.59. If m§ € i(A, A) for A € a, then m{ = 0 € b(A, A) whence
A is uncurved for m. Consequently, if mé“ €i(A,A) for all A € a, m is an
Aso-structure on b.

Example 2.60. Let a be a filtered k-linear cAq-category. For [ € L, the k-
subquiver Fla C ais a cAso-ideal. If a is I-curved, then the k-linear quotient
a/Flais an A,-category.
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Remark 2.61. In Example 2.60, if I # 0 and F'a # a, the non-trivial A.-
quotient a/Fla protects a against some of the notoriously bad behaviour of
cAo-categories, as we’ll see later on in §3.6.2.

3. CURVED FUNCTOR CATEGORIES

In this section, we investigate appropriate notions of morphisms between
cAo-categories and the possibility of defining functor categories. Through
the bar construction, a cA.-category corresponds to a certain cocategory
and it is natural to base the morphisms of cA,.-categories upon the existence
of suitable induced morphisms of cocategories. This leads to the notion of
a cAso-functor, as in Definition 3.9. This notion is based upon the more
primitive notion of ¢ As.-functor as in Definition 3.11, for which no structure
compatibilities are required. In §3.3, the relation with Positselski’s notion
of qdg functors is discussed.

One of the standout features of the curved world is that it is in general
impossible to view a curved dg algebra as a left or right module over itself.
More generally, representable modules over a cAy-category can be written
down, but fail to define cA,-functors. The heart of this section lies in
§3.4, where the notion of gA.-functor is used in the definition of a functor
category qFun(a,b) between cAo-categories a and b which is itself cAq
(Theorem 3.37). This category has the beautiful property that its uncurved
objects are precisely the cAs-functors (Proposition 3.27). A variant upon
these categories will be used in §4 in the definition and study of module
categories.

In §3.5, we introduce the notion of homotopy in order to relax the notion of
equivalence between cA..-categories to that of cAs.-homotopy equivalence,
and we investigate the relation with the categories qFun(a, b).

In §3.6, we discuss the difference between cAs-homotopy equivalence in
the filtered setting, in comparison with the unfiltered setting where it is
known that the corresponding notion trivializes the theory.

3.1. qAs-functors. Consider filtered quivers a and b. Consider a map
f : Ob(a) — Ob(b) and an element F € C(a, E)f, i.e. a collection F' =
(Fp)nen of filtered elements F, : (2a)®® — Xb homogeneous of degree
0. We will freely interpret F' = (F),),en as a collection of filtered elements
F,:a®" — b homogeneous of degree 1 — n. In particular, we have

Fy=(Fghae [ 8'(f(A), f(A)).
A€a
For n > 1, consider the morphism of quivers F, given by

®n Qn

and put Fy = EOb(f)po. For k,n,m € N, let K*" be the collection of
n + 1-tuples of natural numbers k = (0 = ko, k1, ..., k, = k) with k;_1 < k;.
Forke KF" andz =2, ® - @ 2 € La®*, put

Fk(x> = (_1>aFk1 (xlv s 7mk1)®' .- Fki*kifl(xki—1+17 s 717%) o '®Fkn*kn—1 (xkn—1+17 s 7xkn)'
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Here, if we have k;_; = k;, we insert a factor Fy(1) into the tensor product.

We have R R
EEKk’n
In the following characterization of morphisms, we use the tensor conver-
gent collections from Definition 2.35.

Lemma 3.1. The following are equivalent.
(1) The element Fy = (Fg')4 is tensor convergent with respect to the
filtered quiver b and the map f : Ob(a) — Ob(b).
(2) There ezists a unique morphism of formal counital cocategories
F: Ba — Bb
with underlying map f and such that p =F =F.

In this case, the morphzsm F also satisfies pp I =F, for allm >0, and we

have F = > nen Fu

Proof It is easily seen that in order to satisfy (2), we need the expression
F= E »n to have a convergent evaluation upon any z =1 ® --- @ ) €
Ya®% Let K,’fln C K% be the subcollection of k such that for exactly m
of the values i € {1,...,n} we have ki_1 = k;. Let KF = U,enKE". Note
that the set K is finite. We can thus rearrange the expression

(18) Yo Ea@) =)0 > Fiul@)

neN meN neN Eern«n

Tensor convergence of Fy is equivalent to the fact that for all [ € L, there
exists m; € N with for all m > my, for all n € N and for all k£ € Kﬁg", we
have

F k (l‘) e F lB b.

This is in turn equivalent to (18) defining a unique element in Bb. O

Remark 3.2. Note that in Lemma 3.1, we have in particular
F(la) =) (FgH®m.
meN
Definition 3.3. Consider filtered quivers a and b. A A -functor from
a to b with underlying map f : Ob(a) — ODb(b) is given by an element
F € C!(a,b) with Fy tensor convergent.
The gAo-functor F is called strict if Fy = 0.
We denote the subset of gA-functors with underlying f by
Céoo(a, E)f - Cl(a, B)f
The set of all A functors from a to b is denoted by qFun(a, b).

Remarks 3.4. (1) Obviously, any element F € C!(a, E)f with Fyp = 0
defines a strict gAs-functor.
(2) For a strict gAs-functor F' € C!(a, B)f, there is an induced mor-
Rhism F : Ba — Bb of counital cocategories, whose completion is
F.



20 OLIVIER DE DEKEN AND WENDY LOWEN

(3) We will use the term gAq-functor both for the element F € C'(a, b)

and for the induced morphism of formal counital cocategories F :
Ba — Bb.

Ezample 3.5. For a quiver a, consider the map 1 = 1gy,(q) : Ob(a) — Ob(a).
Consider the element I, € C!(a,a); with

(Ia)1 = (La(a,a) s a(A, A") — a(A, A)) 4 a0
and (Iy), = 0 for n # 1. Then I, is a strict ¢A~-functor, and the corre-
sponding morphism of fo;mal counital cocategories is given by the identity
morphism 15 : Ba — Ba.
Proposition 3.6. Consider filtered quivers a, b and ¢ and maps f : Ob(a) —
Ob(b), g : Ob(b) — Ob(c). Consider F € C}(a, b); and G € Cloo(b,0),
with induced morphisms of formal counital cocategories F: Ba — Bb and

G : Bb — Bc. The composition GE : Ba — Bc is a morphism of formal
counital cocategories corresponding to GF € quo(a, ¢)gf with

= G(Fu(x)

n>0
for x € Ba.

Definition 3.7. Consider filtered quivers a, b and ¢. The composition of
qAso-functors is given by the operation

% : qFun(b, ¢) x qFun(a, b) — qFun(a,¢) : (G, F) — G« F = GF.

By Proposition 3.6, the operation * is associative, and in accordance with
Example 3.5, the morphims I, are identities with respect to *x. We thus
obtain a category of quivers with gA.,-morphisms, determining the notion
of qAso-isomorphism as follows:

Definition 3.8. A gA..-functor F' € Céoo(a, G)f is a qAsc-isomorphism if
there exists a gAs-morphism G € Céoo(b,ﬁ)g, the inverse isomorphism,
with f and g inverse bijections and G * F' = Iy and F * G = Ip.

3.2. cA-functors. In order to avoid taking too many completions in our
notations, from now on, without loss of generality, we assume that all origi-
nal quivers a, b, ¢, ... under consideration are complete with respect to their
filtration.

In order to make a gA-functor into a morphism between filtered cAq.-
categories, we need to impose a compatibility condition with the cAq-
structures:

Definition 3.9. Consider cAn-categories (a,m) and (b, m’). A cAx-functor
from a to b with underlying map f : Ob(a) — Ob(b) is a gA-functor

F e C;oo(a, b)f

such that F is a complete formal morphism of differential graded cocate-
gories, i.e.

(19) Fin=m/'F

for 7 and 77/ are as in Remark 2.45 and F' as in Lemma 3.1.
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Remark 3.10. Using the explicit formulations (see Remark 2.45 and Lemma
3.1) in condition (19), we see that F € C}_(a,b)s defines a cAu-functor if
and only if it satisfies

(20)
S MY empe1®) = Y (1) mi(F,,..., F,)
J+k+i=p i14...+ir=p

where for p > 2 we have s = 3, , ((1 — i) D 1<p<ut iv>, and for p =1
we have that s = 1.
Note that for p = 0 the right-hand side of (20) is given by

mg + m/ (Fo) + my(Fo, Fo) + ...
which exists in Bb since m is filtered and S FP e Bb.
We denote the subset of cAq-functors with underlying f by
Cioo(8,0) 5 C Co(a, b).

The set of all cA functors from a to b is denoted by cFun(a, b) C gqFun(a, b).
By Remark 7?7, the composition of gAs-functors from Definition 3.7 re-
stricts to a composition of cAx-functors

% : cFun(b, ¢) x cFun(a,b) — cFun(a,¢) : (G, F) — G * F = GF.

Obviously, we have I, € Cl(a,d); and we obtain a category of cAso-
categories with cA.,-morphisms, determining the notion of cA..-isomorphism
to be a cAq-functor which is a gAs.-isomorphism in the sense of Definition
3.8 whose inverse isomorphism is also a cAs-functor.

Definition 3.11. Consider A-categories (a,m) and (b,m’). An A-
functor (or Aso-morphism or morphism of As-categories) from a to b is
a strict cAso-functor F : a — b from a to b.

Next we discuss how the notion of cAs-functor is related to related no-
tions in the literature. The conclusions are based upon Propositions 2.36
and 2.37.

Ezample 3.12. Consider L = S = {0,00}. An element F € C!(a,b); with
F§' = 0 defines a strict gAs-functor, which is cA., as soon as (20) holds. If
{0} C k is radical and every b(B, B) is a free, canonically filtered k-module,
these are the only ¢As.-functors.

Suppose on the other hand that X is a k-module and b is the one object
quiver b = Hom (X", X™). Then as soon as Fy' is upper triangular for every
A, F is tensor convergent and defines a g A, -functor (see [2]).

Ezxample 3.13. Let k be commutative ring with an ideal I C k and canoni-
cally I-adically filtered cA,-categories a and b. Note that a is weakly curved
if and only if it is uniformly weakly curved if and only if it is 1-curved, i.e.
mi' € Ia(A, A) for all A € a. In case I is the maximal ideal of a local ring,
these are precisely the wcAqo-categories considered by Positselski in [17, §7].
Consider an element F' € C'(a,b)s. Suppose that Fg' € Ta(f(A), f(A)) for
every A € a. Then F defines a qA.-functor, which is cA, as soon as
(20) holds. If I is a radical ideal, and every b(B, B) is free, these are the
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only gAs-functors. In case I is the maximal ideal of a local ring, F' is a
cAso-functor precisely when it is a wcAq functor in the sense of [17, §7].

Ezample 3.14. Consider L. = RT, S a reduced commutative ring and k =
S[[R*]] as in Example 2.20 and canonically k-filtered cAoo-categories a and
b. Consider an element F' € Cl(a,b)s. Suppose there is a A € R such
that F' € t*a(f(A), f(A)) for every A € a. Then F defines a gA-functor,
which is cA as soon as (20) holds. If S is reduced, and every b(B, B) is
free, these are the only gA..-functors. In the case of the universal Novikov
ring Q[¢][[R™]] and one object quivers, cAs-categories and cAs-functors
correspond precisely to filtered A.o-categories and filtered A..-functors in
the sense of [5, §3.2.2], as used in the context of Fukaya categories.

3.3. qdg-functors and cdg-functors. We will now consider cdg-categories,
and describe the cdg-analogons of cAs.-functors, ¢A.-functors and A..-
functors.

Definition 3.15. Let (a,m) and (b, m') be cdg-categories. A cdg-functor
with underlying map f : Ob(a) — Ob(b) is a cA-functor F' with F,, =0
for n > 2.

Proposition 3.16. Consider cdg-categories (a,m) and (b,m’) and an ele-
ment F' = (Fy, F1) with

Fy=(Fa) € [ 6(f(4), F(A))

Aga
and
Fi=(Faa)e J] Hom(a(4,4),6(f(4), £(4))
AA’Ea
The element F is a cdg-functor provided the following identities hold:
(21) Fl(mo) = m6 + m/l(FD) + m/Q(Fo, Fo)
(22) Fimq :mllFl—mé(F1®F0)—|—m'2(FO®F1)
(23) Fimo :m’Q(Fl(X)Fl)
Proof. The identities (21), (22) and (23) are the explicit formulations of the
identities (20) in the case of cdg-categories. O

Definition 3.17. [19, §1.4] Let (a,m) and (b,m’) be cdg-categories. A
qdg-functor with underlying map f : Ob(a) — Ob(b) consists of the same
datum F € C!(a,b)s as a cdg-functor, but from the conditions (21), (22),
and (23), condition (21) is omitted.

Remark 3.18. Just like the notion of a gAy-functor constitutes a relaxation
of the notion of a cAs.-functor, the notion of a qdg-functor constitutes a
relaxation of the notion of a cdg-functor. However, in the qdg case the re-
laxation is more restrictive as two structure compatibility conditions (22)
and (23) remain. It will turn out later on in Lemma 4.2 that the resulting
notion is sufficient in order to define represenatble modules over a cdg cate-
gory, wheras in the general case gA.-functors are needed in order to define
representable modules over cA..-categories.



FILTERED cAo-CATEGORIES AND FUNCTOR CATEGORIES 23

Definition 3.19. A dg-functor between dg categories is a strict cdg functor.

Next, we give an example of a non-strict cdg functor between dg cate-
gories.

Example 3.20. Consider the ring k as a one object dg-category, and let the
cdg category PCom(k) and the dg category Com(k) be as in Example 2.54.
We define the functor F': &k — Com(k) by the underlying morphism
f: Ob(k) — Ob(Com(k)) : * — (M, 0)

where M is a complex with a non-zero differential § (i.e. § # 0, §2 = 0),
and components Fy, F] given by

Fy:k — Com (M, M) : 1, — —§

Fy: k— Com(M,M) 1 IdM.

This is indeed defines a cdg-functor F', since we have that
m§7 + mi(Fo) + ma(Fo, Fo) = 0+ 6Fy — (—1)Fod + FyFy

(B (1)) + ma(Fo, Fy (1) — ma(Fy(1y), Fy) = 61dnr — Tdard + (—6)Idas + Idard
= 0= Fi(m1(1x))
Fi(ma(1x, 1)) = F1(1)
= Idy = ma(Fi(1g), Fi(1g)).

By construction, the cdg-functor F' is non-strict. Note that the example can
be repeated without effort for PCom(k) instead of Com(k).

3.4. The functor categories qFun and cFun. In order to consider the
category qFun(a,b) of gA.-functors from a to b, we need a notion of pre-
natural transformations between ¢A o-functors. This notion will be inspired
upon the definitions and constructions from [3, §7], modified to meet the
qAs framework.

Let ;G : a — b be gA.-functors with underlying morphism respec-
tively f and g. Consider for all A, B € a collections of filtered morphisms,
which are homogeneous of degree ¢

771{(14, B) : Bka<A7 B) - Zb(f(A)vg(B»

with Kk > 1 for A# B and k >0 for A = B.
From now we simply write 7 : Bra — Xb as we assume the objects to
be clear from the context.

Proposition 3.21. (see [3, Lemma 7.45]). For each family (ni : Bra —

%b);, as above, there is a unique (G, F)-coderivation 7 : Ba —s Bb such
that

P17 Bya = M-
Proof. Using the notation of Remark 2.39, it is clear that the required mor-
phism 7 is given by
(@) =Y (~DIlG ) @ na?) © Fad)
a

where n(x2) = n.(22) when 22 € Bya. O
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Remark 3.22. Note that the expression 7} is well-defined by the definition of
a qA--functor.

Definition 3.23. We call a family n = (), as in Proposition 3.21, or the
associated (G, F')-coderivation 7 a pre-natural transformation from F to G.

Notation 3.24. At this point, we would like to comment upon the notations.
Firstly, we will always denote

(1) the multiplicative structure on a quiver by the letter m.
(2) functors by capital letters F, G, . ...
(3) pre-natural transformations by greek letters n, &, .. ..

Secondly, the notation (;) is used to indicate the morphism on the level
of the completed bar-constructions associated to the argument. We have
encountered three such associated morphisms, namely m, F and 7. The first
one is associated to a multiplicative structure m on a quiver (see Remark
2.45), the second one is associated to a functor F' (see Proposition 3.1) and
the last one is associated to a pre-natural transformation 7 (see Proposition
3.21). Note that in each case, the construction of (;) is different, yet we
use the same notation.

In the light of future calculations, we now look at some of the interactions
between the different (—) constructions.

Proposition 3.25. Consider cAs-categories (a,m) and (b,m’), qAso-functors
F,G:a— b and a pre-natural transformation n: F — G. We then have
that

(1) WEF=Fem'(F)eF

(2) Fin=F @ F(in) @ F

(3) Wi=mGene F+Gom' (i) e F+Ganem'F
4) i =Gmene F+Gonim) @ F+Gene Fi

Proof. Consider z =11 ® ...z, € Bra
(1)
' F(z) = m/( ZF
= m'(ZZF(m;) ®...Q F(zy))
=> > (1¥eme1®)O_ Fr)®... F(z}))

n j+k+l=n

=5 Z Fz)®...9 F@) @mp(F(el™ o ...@ F@t") @ Fzit" ™) ...

Fifa)=F( Y 101®..0z0m(zjn®...0Tk) @Tjih @ ... Q1)

=> D F)®.. . @F(@.®...0mg(tyi1®...@Tyg) @ ... @&y) @ ...

® F(

n

Ya

)
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where

AP D@18, . 0x; @mp(Tj41 Q... QT 1) OTj4k1 ®...OT) = Y YL®... QYL

and T, ® ... @ Mg(Ty1 @ ... Q@ Tyyq) ® ... Q Ty = yg for a certain j.
(3) Analogous to (1).
(4) Analogous to (2).
|

3.4.1. The cAx-category qFun(a,b). Let qFun(a, b) be the k-quiver consist-
ing of the gAy-functors a — b as objects, and morphisms-sets given by
the Z-graded modules of pre-natural transformations. Consider F,G two
qAx-functors in qFun(a, b). In order to simplify the notation, we denote the
set of morphisms qFun(a, b)(F,G) by qFun(F, G) when the categories a and
b are clear from the context.

The k-quiver gqFun(F,G) is endowed with an induced filtration over L,
namely for [ € L. the component F'qFun(F,G) is defined as

FlqFun(F,G) = {n € qFun(F,G) | Vp € L,Vk € N : n(FPa®*) c FPHp}

We will now introduce multiplications (9t)x on this quiver, that will
endow it with the structure of a cAs.-category.
Definition 3.26. The curvature i)ﬁg of a qA-functor F' : @ —> b is defined
by

ML = py (M F — Fi).

Hence, the curvature somehow measures how close the functor is to being
a cAso-functor. In particular, we have:
Proposition 3.27. A qA.-functor F is a cAs-functor if and only if

Mme =
Lemma 3.28. Let F : a — b be a qA-functor. Then the expression
m'F — Fr is an (F, F')-coderivation.
Proof. We have:
AR F — Fin) = (' @ 1 +1@m)AF — (F @ F)Am
= (M @1+ 1em)(
= (F@ (m'EF — Fin)

A

FORA-(FoEF)(mol+10m)A
+(WF-F )®F>A

Remark 3.29. By Proposition 3.21, the previous lemma implies that
ME = i/ F — Frin
Definition 3.30. The multiplication 9 : qFun(F,G) — qFun(F,G) is
defined by
My (n) = p1dn

where 01 = w1 + (—1)"7m.
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Proposition 3.31. Let n be an element of qFun(F,G). We then have that
ASn — (G®5n+5n®F>A: (mt€®ﬁ+ﬁ®m5)A
Proof.
ASn = A(ih + (—1)" i)
= (' @1+ 10w )Aj+ (=1)" Ajm
=M ol+1em)(Goi+ieF)A
+ ()G @0+ 7 F)Am
=M ol+10om)(Gohi+hieF)A
+(-D)"MNGei+ie F)mel+1em)A
= (G @ (' + (=1)igi) + (' + (~1)ipin) & F) A
+(9ﬁ§®ﬁ+ﬁ®9ﬁ§)A
= (Goom+ome F)A+ (M 2i+nem)A
O

Remark 3.32. The previous proposition shows that the expression 07 is in
general not a (@, F )-coderivation. This is why we have to define the mul-
tiplication 20t; be means of the projection pidn, and thus My is a kind of
“coderivationification” of n.

Since the obstruction to being a coderivation is expressed by means /o\f
the curvature elements, by Proposition 3.21 the associated coderivation dn
is not given by /A + (—1) 4, unless both F and G are cAq-functors.

Definition 3.33. We call a pre-natural transformation n a natural trans-
formation if and only if it is 9t;-closed, i.e. My (n) = 0.

Remark 3.34. Writing out the condition that 9t (n) = 0, we see that this is
equivalent to the identity

Z (_1)§m;1+i3+1((G)i1>ni27 (F)ls) = Z (_1)jk+l77j+l+1(1®j®mk®1®l)
11+i2+i3=p Jj+k+l=p
where (F);, is the restriction of F' to Bya, and ¢ is defined by the rule
explained in the proof of Proposition 3.21.

Finally, we define the higher multiplications M, : qFun®*(F,G) —
qFun(F,G) for k > 2. To simplify the notations even further, we write
m(zx) instead of my(x) for x € Bg(a). Let F;, i =0,...,k be gA-functors
from a to b with Fy = F' and F}, = G. Further, consider n; € qFun(F;_1, F;),
i = 1,...,k pre-natural transformations, and x € Ba. We define a pre-
natural transformation 7' = (7} : Bja — Xb); given by

Tifz) = =3 (-1)m (Biob)mea?), . m (e2), Fo(a2))

2j—1
where e, = 325 ST gl
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Remark 3.35. This expression Tj(x) is well-defined, since we assumed our
cAso-categories (thus in particular b) to be complete.

Definition 3.36. We define the multiplication My (g, ..., n), for k > 2 by
My (s -+ ,m) =T
Theorem 3.37. The quiver qgFun(a,b) endowed with the multiplications
M = (M) € C* (qFun(a, b))
defined as above, has the structure of a cAx-category (i.e. M = 0).
Proof. The fact that 9 defines a cA-structure, is expressed by the identity
> M (1% @ My, @197 =0
j+k+i=p
We start with p = 0. Since || = 2, we have
My (M) = py (m’(m’ﬁ — Fri) + (1) (i — Fm)m)
=0
Take p = 1, and consider a pre-natural transformation 7. Using the
equalities from Proposition 3.25, we have
MMy () = N,y (pl W' (O Gene F)+(-)"Y Gene F)m])
=i [#(C 6 [ (S Gone B+ () Gone Fil] o P
+HDMH S TG e [pl [/ (> GenaF)+ (D" Gene F)m]} ® F)m}
= m’(Zé‘@m’(ZG@n@F) ®13“> + (=)' (Y Genme F)
+ (=D (> G ene Fym — 0
=0
= m’(Zé@m’(Zé®n®F) ®F> + (—1)'"'“(m’(—2ém®n®ﬁ+Zé@n@@ﬁm))
:@(ZG@(ZG@neaF)@F) +m’(ZG®m’(G)®G®n®F)
=0
—m’(ZG@n@@F@m’(ﬁ) ®F)

+(—1)"7|+1(m’(—zé@Gm@@G@n@F)+m’( é®n®F®Fm®F))
®

= —9732(7%9375) + m?(m(?an)

Here, the signs coming from the expressions m, 7 and m have been
used but suppressed from the notation. An explicit calculation of the signs
is given in the last part of the proof of [3, Theorem-Definition 7.55].

The rest of the identities (with p > 2) can be proven analogously to the
proof of [3, Theorem-Definition 7.55], keeping in mind that the different
expression for 91y will yield the appropriate apparitions of 97y, as it did in
the case of p = 1. O
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Remark 3.38. Consider the functor category qFun(a,b), with a a cAs-
category, and b a cdg-category. It is a direct consequence of the definition
of the cAso-structure (M) that qFun(a, b) is a cdg-category whenever b is
a cdg-category.

3.4.2. The A -category cFun(a,b). We now consider the relation between
the different functor categories qFun, cFun and Fun of ¢A.-functors, resp.
cAso-functors and A..-functors.

Definition 3.39. Consider two cAs-categories a and b. The cAs-functor
category cFun(a, b) is the full cA-subcategory

cFun(a, b) = (qFun(a, b)) __
consisting of the the cA,-functors from a to b.
Remark 3.40. By definition, cFun(a,b) is an A..-category. It is the cAqo-
incarnation of the classical A-structure of the A.-functor category (3,

Theorem-Definition 7.55]).
By Proposition 3.31, the differential on cFun(a, b) is given by

—

M1 () = ' + (=1)" frin.

Definition 3.41. Consider two A..-categories a and b. The category Fun(a, b)
is the full A-subcategory of cFun(a, b), obtained by restricting the objects
to the Aso-functors from a to b, i.e. the strict cA-functors.

We will end this section by giving a description of the Hochschild complex
C(a) of a cAx-category a by means of the functor category Fun(a,a).

Proposition 3.42. The Hochschild complex of a filtered cAo-category a is
described by the complex

Fun(a, a)(Id,, Idy)

Proof. We know by definition that a pre-natural transformation n : Id, —
Id, is given by homogeneous components of degree n

o € [ [ Sa(4, A)

A€a

m € [[ Hom(Sa(A, B),Sa(4,B))
A,B€a

n2 € H Hom(Xa(B,C) @ Xa(A, B),Xa(A,C))
A,B,C€a

As such, it is clear that n € C™(a). We also have that
M (1) = m(i) + (=1)"n(m)
= m(Y_1da ®n © 1) + (—1)My (i)
= m{n} + (=1)""n{m}

We have thus proven that the Hochschild complex C(a) can equivalently be
described as Func(a, a)(Idg, Id,). O



FILTERED cAo-CATEGORIES AND FUNCTOR CATEGORIES 29

Remark 3.43. Take F' € qFun(a, b). The components of its curvature element
are given by

MG o = m§ + ma(Fo) + ma(Fo, Fo) + ... — Fi(mf)
MY o = ma(F1) + ma(F1, Fo) +ma(Fo, F1) + ... — Fi(m1) — Fa(—,m{) + Fa(mf), —)
ML o = my(Fy) + ma(Fy, Fy) + ma(Fo, Fo) +ma(Fi, Fy) + ...
— Fi(m2) + Fo(—,m1) + Fo(my, —) — F3(mg, —, =) + F3(—,mg, —) — F3(—, —, mg)

Suppose a and b are (uniformly) weakly curved. By definition of the mul-
tiplicative structures m® and m?, and of the functor F, we know that
ME|o(1) € Flb for some I > 0. However, we cannot conclude for any
[ > 0 that for all p € . we have that

ML | (FPa®F) c FlHPp.
As such, the natural filtration on qFun(a, b) need not be weakly curved.

3.5. cAs-equivalences. Based upon the notions of cA.-categories, cA -
functors and natural transformations between them, we obtain a 2-category
of cAx-categories. By introducing the notion of homotopy, we arrive at the
more relaxed notions of homotopic rather than isomorphic cAs.-functors and
homotopy equivalent rather than equivalent cA..-categories respectively.

In this section, we extend work by Fukaya from [3] on As-homotopy
equivalences and functor categories to our setup of filtered cAso-categories
and categories of cAs-functors. The next two definitions generalize [3, Def-
inition 8.1] and [3, Definition 8.5].

Definition 3.44. Consider cA,-categories a and b. Two cA,.-functors
F,G : a — b are homotopic to each other if and only if there are natural
transformation n : ' — G, u : G — F', and pre-natural transformations
k:G — G and k' : F — F such that

Ma(n, p) —Idg = My (k)
My (p,m) — Idp = My (x)

where the natural transformation Idp : F — F is defined by (Idp)y =
ldp(x), and (Idg), = 0 for all n > 1.

Definition 3.45. A functor F': a — b between cA..-categories is a cAqo-
homotopy equivalence if and only if there exists a cAqo-functor G : b — a
such that F' % GG is homotopic to Idy and G * F' is homotopic to Id,.

A functor F': a — b between A.-categories is an A.,-homotopy equiva-
lence if and only if there exists an As.-functor G : b — a such that F x G
is homotopic to Idy and G * F' is homotopic to Id,.

Remark 3.46. The operation * is the composition of qA-functors, as de-
fined in Definition 3.7.

In the A.o-setup, we have the following important result:
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Proposition 3.47. [15, Theorem 8.8] An A -functor F : a — b between
Ao-categories is an Aso-homotopy equivalence if and only if the morphisms

Fy = (a(A, A),m) — (b(f(A), f(A)),m])

are homotopy equivalences of chain complexes and the induced functor HOF :
H% — HYb is essentially surjective.

Remark 3.48. In the case where k is a field, it is well known that homotopy
equivalences and quasi-isomorphisms coincide. As such, over a field k, an
As-functor F' is an As.-homotopy equivalence if and only if F} is a quasi-
isomorphism, and F is essentially surjective in H°. Over an arbitrary ring,
we call this latter notion a quasi-equivalence.

The next two propositions extend [3, Prop 8.41].

Proposition 3.49. Consider cAy -categories a, b and ¢. A cAso-functor
F :a — b induces a strict cAso-functor F* : qFun(b,¢) — qFun(a,c)
with underlying morphism f*(G) = G x F, where % is the composition of
qAco-functors (see Definition 3.7).

Proof. Let n; € qFun(b,¢)(G;_1,G;) be a pre-natural transformation of de-
gree t;. We define F'* by

(F*)1(m)(x) = m(F ()
(F )k -+ sm)(z) =0

where x € Ba.
This is indeed a cAs-functor, since we have for p =0

(F9)1 Iy = (F)1(mfG — Gi®)
= (m*G — Gm®)(F)
= m‘GEF — G F
Since F' is a cAs-functor, we have that mbEF = Fma, and thus that
(F*)l(quun(b,C)) — mcé«fp B Gﬁma

0,G
o qFun(a,c)
=M 1+(6)

For p =1, we find
(F*)1 (M1 (n)) = (F*)1(m ) — gin®)
= (m“) — i) F
= m*RE — nFm®
= M1 ((F7)1(n))
and for p > 2, we have by definition of the cAy-structure on qFun(a, )

~

(F )1 (M (s - - sm1)) = (Mp(npy -+ -, m)) F
zﬂﬁp(npp,...,mﬁ)
= M ((F)1(mp), - -+, (F¥)1(m))
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Proposition 3.50. Consider cAs-categories a, b and ¢. A cAso-functor
F : a — b induces a strict cAx-functor Fy : qFun(c,a) — qFun(c,b)
with underlying morphism f.(G) = F x G, where % is the composition of
qAxo-functors (see Definition 3.7).

Proof. Let n; € qFun(c,a)(Gi—1,G;) be a pre-natural transformation of de-
gree t;. We define F by:

(Frm, ) (x) = Y (1) “F(Grlag), me(@2), ... m(xZ"), Go(xg )

a
for every x € B¢ and where

2j—1

€q = Z Z tj’$2|

j=1 i=1
This is indeed a cAq-functor, since we have for p =0
(F)1 (I = (G, m*G — Gint, @)
= F(m°G — Gm)
=m°FG — FGinf
=m® f.(G) = [.(G)i¢

. qFun(c,b)
=My, 1.(c)

For p = 1, we have by means of the equalities in Proposition 3.25 that
(F)1(Ma(n) = (F)r(m®) — nim)
= F(G",m%) — i, G)

= F(m®) — im) — F(G',m*G' — G'm*, G\ n, Q) — F(G',n, G, m*G — Gi*, G)

= m[’Fﬁ — Fim* — (F*)Q(mtg::G“,”(‘»a)m) — (Fy)a(n, mg!:Gun(c,a))
Fun(c, Fun(c,
= M (F)1(n) = (o) (MGG m) = (o, M)

The case for p > 2 can be proven analogousy to the proof of [3, Theorem-
Definition 7.55]. As in the proof of Theorem 3.37, the fact that we are
working with ¢As.-functors will yield the appropriate occurrences of the
curvature elements 9y, as it did in the case of p = 1. (]

We now obtain an extension of [3, Prop 8.49] to the cAs-setting:

Proposition 3.51. Let a and b be cAs-categories, and F' : a — b a
cAoso-homotopy equivalence. Then
(1) the functor F* : qFun(b,¢) — qFun(a,c) is a cAs-homotopy equiv-
alence, with G* as its homotopy-inverse.
(2) the functor F : qFun(c,a) — qFun(c,b) is a cAs-homotopy equiv-
alence, with G, as its homotopy-inverse.

Proof. Let F': a — b and G : b — a be the cAs-homotopy equivalence
functors. L.e. there are natural transformations n : FG — Idy and 7’ :
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Idy — F'G which are homotopic. We thus have pre-natural transformations
x and &’ such that

Ma(n,n') — lia, = Mi(k)
Ma(n',n) — 1pg = My (k)

where 11q, is the identity transformation from the identity functor to itself.
Let T : a —> ¢ be a gAs-functor, we then put

coT) = (T.)1(n) € aFun(a, o) ((f*g")(T).T)

ek:0

Due to the fact that n is a natural transformation, so is ¢ : F*G* —
Id4Fun(a,c)- Completely analogously one defines the natural transformation
¢ : IdgFun(a,c) — FG™, and the pre-natural transformations b : Idgrun(a,e) —
IdgFun(a,) and b : F*G* — F*G*, by means of resp. 7', x and &'.

By definition of the transformations, we now have

ﬁQ(e’ e,) - 1quFun(a,c) = ﬁl(b)
ﬁz(el, 6) — 1F*G* = ﬁl(f),)

where 901 is the structure on cFunc(unn(a7 ¢),qFun(a, c))

We have thus proven that F*G* is homotopic to the identity. Analogously
one shows that G* F* is homotopic to the identity, and thus that qFun(a, ¢)
is cAso-homotopy equivalent to qFun(b, ¢). The other cAs-homotopy equiv-
alence is proven analogously by means of the functors F, and G,. O

Remark 3.52. Since, in the proof of Proposition 3.51, the functors F* and
G* are in fact strict cdg-functors and the (pre-)natural transformations e,
¢/, b, b’ only have a 0-component, the cA.-homotopy equivalence between
qFun(a,¢) and gFun(b,¢) is in fact a cAs-homotopy equivalence by means
of strict cdg-functors.

Proposition 3.53. Toke F,G : a — b homotopic cAso-functors between
cAoo-categories. For every cAso-functor K : a — b, we have that

H*(cFunc(a,b)(F,K)) = H*(cFunc(a,b)(G, K))
Proof. Consider the natural transformation n: G — F and y : FF — G

expressing the homotopy. We define the maps (well-defined due to the fact
that  and p are natural transformations)

u : H*(cFunc(a,b)(F, K)) — H"(cFunc(a,b)(G,K)) : p— Ma(p,n)

v : H*(cFunc(a, b)(G, K)) — H*(cFunc(a,b)(F, K)) : p — Ma(p, 1)
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Since f)ﬁQ(f)ﬁg X 1) = 2)322(1 & mg) — 9ﬁ3(1®2 & 9)?1) — 9)13(1 R M ® 1) —
M3 (M @ 192) — M1 (M3), it is clear that

(vu)(p) = Ma(p, Ma2(n, 1)) — My (M3(p, 1, 1))
= My(p, Idp + M1 (k) — DMy (M3(p, 1, 1))
= p+ M (Ma(p, k) — M2(M1(p), k) — M1 (M3(p,n, 1))
= p+ M (Ma(p, k) — Ms(p,n, 1))

Analogously, one proves that uv =Id, completing the proof of the announced
equivalence. O

3.6. Trivialization of cA.-equivalences. In general, in the unfiltered
setting, the notions of homotopic cA-functors and cAs.-homotopy equiva-
lences are known to trivialize the theory of cA.-categories in the sense that
too many categories become cA-homotopy equivalent. We first discuss the
unfiltered case, before turning our attention to the uniformly weakly curved
case.

3.6.1. Unfiltered setting. The following results, mostly due to Kontsevich,
can be found in [18, Remark 7.3].

Let us consider cA-algebras (a,m) and (b, m) over a field k with nonzero
curvature elements that do not belong to the one-dimensional vector sub-
spaces generated by the units of a and b respectively. In this case, we can ex-
tend an isomorphism of graded vector spaces f : @« — b, preserving the units
and curvature, to a cAs-homotopy equivalence F' = (fo, f1, f2,...) :a — b
with fo =0 and f; = f.

This result implies the following;:

Theorem 3.54. [10, Theorem 2.1] If (a,m) is a cAx-algebra for which the

curvature mg = c is nonzero, then (a,m) is cAs-homotopy equivalent to
(a,m’), where my = ¢ and all higher multiplications m}; =0 for i > 0.

If we consider the extension of Id, used in the previous theorem, we see
that the associated functor F' is defined by the identities
m( = my
(24) 0=mi(=) =mi(=) + fa(— mo) = fo(mo, —)
0=mj(f2) +my(—, =) =ma(=,—) = fal= m1) = fa(ma, )
+ f3(mo, —, =) + fs(—,m0, =) + f3(—, =, mo)

For the convenience of the reader and for further reference, we briefly
sketch a possible approach to the trivialization result. Consider the restric-
tion dy of the differential m on Ba, to the components determined by my.
We see that this is again a differential, and that (Ba, dp) is acyclic. Let us
now denote d,, = mg + Zk2n+1 my. Writing out the conditions, one finds
that there are coalgebra isomorphisms

F, : (Ba,d,) — (Ba,dp+1)

with f; = Id, and f = 0 for k # n+ 1, commuting with the derivations dy.
As such we obtain a cA-homotopy equivalence (a,m) = (a,m’).
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When we inspect these functors F;, in more detail, we see that e.g. Fj :
(Ba,d) — (Ba,d;) is defined by the identities

mo = MMy
(25) Ozml(*)+f2(*7m0>*fQ(m()v*)
mQ(*v *> = mZ(*’ *) - f2(*vm1) - f2(m1a *)

The previous defining identities show how the components m,, can be con-
structed by means of mg and the higher components of a functor which has
the identity as its first component, leading to the trivialization.

3.6.2. Uniformly weakly curved setting. In this section, we consider uni-
formly weakly curved filtered cA.o-categories and we explain to what extent
the trivialization discussed in §3.6 can be avoided.

Let a be uniformly weakly curved with mg € Fla for a certain [ > 0.
Looking at the identities (24) and (25), we see that they are now sub-
ject to filtration restraints. Since the multiplications are filtered, we have
mg(Fra®%) € Fra, and since the functor F is filtered we have F(F*a®¥)
Fa. Applying this for instance to the identity

mi(—) = f2(mo, —) — f2(—,mo)
we see that if it is fulfilled, we have mi(F*a) C F**a. Analogously we
obtain similar results for the higher multiplications. As such it is clear that
the required functors from the previous section generally do not exist in the
setting of uniformly weakly curved cA,.-categories.

Of course, this does not yet prove that trivialization cannot occur in the
setting of uniformly weakly curved cAq.-categories. However, the following
observation places a strong restraint upon the possibility of trivialization.

Let (a,m) be an l-curved cAs-category, and let (a,m’) be the cAs-
category with the same underlying quiver a, m{, = mgy and m} = 0 for all
1 > 0. Suppose there is a cA,-homotopy equivalence

F:(a,m) — (a,m).

Since F', its homotopy-inverse and the pre-natural transformations express-
ing the homotopy are all filtered, we obtain an induced A..-homotopy equiv-
alence

F:(a/Fla,m) — (a/Fla,m) = (a/Fla,0).

Hence, I-curved cAso-categories with a non-trivial A..-quotient are effec-
tively protected against trivialization. This explains why the Fukaya type
cAo-categories (see Example 3.14) and the wcAqo-categories of Positselski
(see Example 3.13) give rise to non-trivial theories.

4. THE CURVED YONEDA-LEMMA

One of the standout features of the curved world is that in general, it
is not possible to construct representable cdg-modules over a cdg-category.
This situation was remedied by Polishchuk and Positselski in [19] by relaxing
the notion of cdg-modules to that of qdg-modules. Using this notion, it is
not hard to obtain a Yoneda type embedding, as explained in §4.1.
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The main goal of this section, which is adressed in §4.2, is to present a
cAso-version of the Yoneda Lemma, inspired upon Fukaya’s treatment of
the Aso-case in [3, §9]. To do so, we define the relevant module category
Mod,e(a) as the functor category of strict gAs-functors from a” to the
cdg category of precomplexes of k-modules. In particular, Modg(a) is
itself a cdg category, and inside we can define the full cA..,-subcategory of
representable modules Rep . (a). In our main Theorem 4.15, we obtain a
cAso-homotopy equivalence Y : a — Rep,.(a).

It is well known that in general, it is impossible to endow the tensor quiver
a®b of two A-categories with a natural A.-structure. On the other hand,
as soon as one of the tensor factors is itself a dg category, a natural tensor
structure does exist. In §4.3, as an application of Theorem 4.15, we define
the Yoneda tensor product of two cAs-categories by means of the standard
tensor product of the cdg categories of representable modules. The main
result of this section is the construction of a cAso-structure on the tensor
product quiver of a cdg category and a cA-category in Proposition 4.19,
which is proven in Theorem 4.26 to be homotopy equivalent to the Yoneda
tensor product.

4.1. qdg-modules and Yoneda. Let a and b be cdg-categories. Recall
from Definition 3.17 that a qdg-functor from a to b with underlying map f :
Ob(a) — Ob(b) consists of the same datum F' € C*(a, b) s as a cdg-functor,
but from the conditions (21), (22), and (23), condition (21) is omitted.

Definition 4.1. [19, §1.4] A gdg-module over a cdg-category a is given by
a strict qdg-functor from a” to the cdg-category PCom(k) of precomplexes
of k-modules (see Example 2.54). Similarly, a cdg-module over a is a strict
cdg-functor from a™ to PCom(k).

We thus know that a cdg-module (resp. qdg-module) M is given by an
underlying map

Ob(a) — Ob(PCom(k)) : A— M(A)
and k-linear maps
My ar:a(A, A") — Hom(M (A"), M(A)) : f — M(f)

fulfilling the conditions (21), (22), and (23) (resp. (22) and (23)).

For qdg-modules M and N, we put Hom(M, N) C [] 4., Hom(M(A), N(A))
the graded k-module of natural transformations, where a natural transfor-
mation of degree n is given by a collection (p4) acq with p4 € Hom"™ (M (A), N(A))
with for all f € a(4, A'):

miy(par, M(f)) = (=1)"Vlm(N(f), pa)
This defines the quiver Mod,q4(a) of gdg-modules over a, and we know by
Remark 3.38 that it inherits a cdg-structure from the qdg-functor category.
We denote the cdg-structure on a by m and the one on PCom(k) by
mPCm  Since the pre-natural transformations between qdg-modules only
have a 0-component, and the qdg-modules are strict qdg-functors, we know
that the cdg-structure 9t on Modyqy(a) is such that:

e Miy is the composition of natural transformations based upon mg Com,
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o (M1)arn)a = (MFC™)nraynia;
o (Mo)ar)a = (mG™)rs(ay — M((mo)a).

Clearly, if we let Modq4(a) denote the dg-category of cdg-modules on a, we
have

(Moddg(a))oo = Mod.qy(a)

Lemma 4.2. Every object A in a cAso-category a determines a representable
qdg-module with underlying morphism

o

a(—,A) :a” — PCom(k) : B — (a(B, A), (m1)B,A)

and given by
a(_aA) : G(B,B,) — HOIII(Q(B/,A), a(BvA)) : f — a(fa A) = mQ(_7f)

Proof. Consider f € a(B,B’),g € a(B’, B”). We then have

(1) a(—, A)(mf) = ma(—, mE) # mi(m1) = mggggA)

(2) af (ma(f)) = ma(=,ma(f)) = mi(ma(—, f)) — ma(my, f) =
Cl

PCom)( )
(3) a(—,4)

(ma(g. 1)) = ma(~ma(g, £)) = ma(ma(~g), f) = mE(a(—, A)(f), (-, A)(g))
(]

Note that in general, the representable qdg-modules fail to be cdg-modules.
Using the representable qdg-modules, we obtain a Yoneda embedding;:

Proposition 4.3. There is a fully faithful strict cdg-embedding

Y = :a — Modgqg(a) : A — a(—, A),

ng
a(Aa A,) - Hom(a(—,A), a(_7A,)) g (mZ(gv _))Bea

Proof. The existence of the fully faithful embedding is based upon the
Yoneda Lemma for the underlying Z-graded k-linear categories. One veri-
fies that the resulting functor satisfies the cdg-axioms. By definition of the
multiplications on Modgq,(a) we have

(1) Y(mo) = ma(mo, —) = mi(mq) + ma(—,mp) = M.
(2) Y(m1) = ma(my, —) = ma(ma(—, —)) — ma(—,m1) = MM (Y).
(3) Y(m2) = ma(ma(—, —),—) = ma(—,ma(—,—)) = M(Y,Y)

where the second equality in (3) comes from the fact that there are no higher
order multiplications. O

Definition 4.4. We define the category of representable qdg-modules,
Repng(a) - MOdng(Cl)
as the full cdg-subcategory consisting of the objects {a(—, A)|A € a}.

We thus obtain a strong equivalence of cdg categories Y : @ — Rep,.4(a).
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4.2. gA-modules and Yoneda. In this section, we consider a stricly
unital cAs-category (a,m), and the category PCom(k) of filtered precom-
plexes (see Example 2.54). We denote the multiplicative structure of a by
m, whereas we denote the multiplications of PCom(k) by mPtom.

The category PCom(k) can be endowed with a natural filtration induced
by the filtered precomplexes. More precisely, for precomplexes M, N, we
put

FIPCom(M, N) = {f € PCom(M, N)|vp € L : f(F"M)  F**!N}.

Definition 4.5. A gA.-module over a is a strict qAs-functor a” —
PCom(k). A cAs-module over a is a strict cAq-functor a” — PCom(k).

We denote by
Mod,eo(a) € qFun(a™, PCom(k))
the full cAs-subcategory of gAs.-modules and by
Mod o (a) € Modgoo(a)

the full cAy.-subcategory of cA..-modules. Hence, the curvature of a gA.-
module F is given by 9L = pi (mPCME — Fr).

Remark 4.6. By Remark 3.38, Modys(a) is in fact a cdg-category, and
Mod. (@) is a dg-category.
Using gAs-modules, we can construct representable modules over a.

Definition 4.7. Let a be a cAy-category, and consider an object A in a.
The representable module y(A) is given by the gA-functor

y(A) : a” — PCom(k)
with underlying map
Ob(a™) — Ob(PCom(k)) : B +— (a(B, A),m}$)
and components

(y(A)1)B,c : a(B,C) — PCom(k)(a(C, A),a(B, A)) : f — ma(—, f);
(y(A)2)B,c : a®*(B,C) — PCom(k)(a(C, A),a(B, A)) : (g, f) = ms(—, g, f);

Remark 4.8. The components of a representable module y(A) are filtered
with respect to the filtration on PCom(k). Indeed, for (fn, ..., f1) € Fla®(B,C),
we have mp1(—, fn, ..., f1) € F'PCom(k)(y(A4)(C),y(A)(B)) since m is fil-
tered.

—_—

Next, we calculate the curvature i)ﬁ‘g(A) = p1(hy(A) — y(A)m) of the
representable modules y(A). By Proposition 3.27, the representable module

y(A) is a cAs-module if and only if ﬁﬁg(A) =0.
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Lemma 4.9. The curvature Sﬁg(A) of the representable module y(A) is given
by the components

MDYy = ma(mo, —) € PCom(k)(a(B, A), a(B, A));
YY), a(B, C) — PCom(k)(a(C, A),a(B, A)) : f = ms(mo, —, f);
@5y : a®(B,C) — PCom(k) (a(C, A),a(B, A)) : (g, f) = ma(mo, —, g, f);

(4)

In particular, if mo € Fla, it follows that MY " € F'Modyeo(a).

Proof. Writing out the expression p; (m@ — ?XA\)T?L), we find for p =10

(mPCom(y/(Z)) _ y(A)(m))o = mchm + (y(A))1(mo)
= m{<™ + ma(—, mo)
=mimi + mQ(_7m0)

= 7’TL2(TYL07 —)

(™" () — y(A)0R) ) () = mE“" (y(A)1(£)) = y(A)(m1(£)) = y(A)a(f,m0) + y(A)a (o, f)

=mi(ma(=, f)) = ma(mi(=), f) = ma(=,mi(f)) — ma(=, f,mo) + ms(—, mo, f)
=ms (m07 ) f)
where the equalities are due to the cAso-identities of the multiplication m
on a.

Analogously, one proves the cases for p > 2. O

Remark 4.10. Lemma 4.9 shows that if A has non-zero curvature mg, in gen-
eral none of the cA-functor identities needs to be fulfilled by y(A). Unlike
in the cdg case, where a qdg-functor still satisfies some structure compatibil-
ity, we thus observe that the full relaxation of compatibility requirements in
the definition of ¢A..-functors is necessary in order to capture representable
modules.

We now introduce a special kind of pre-natural transformations between
representable modules y(A), y(B), with A, B objects in a.

Definition 4.11. For (f,,..., f1) € a®*(A, B), we define the pre-natural
transformation

m(fny .-y f1,—) : y(A) — y(B)
by the components
(m(fn,- - f1, —))0 = mp1(fn, ..., f1,—) € PCom(k)(a(C, A),a(C, B));
(m(fn,-.-, f1,=)), : a(C,D) — PCom(k)(a(D, A),a(C, B))
g mps2(fa, -, f1,—,9);
(m(fn,--- s f1.—))y 1 a¥%(C, D) — PCom(k)(a(D, A),a(C, B))
(92, 91) — Mng3(fn, - -, f1, =, 92, 91);
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Remark 4.12. As with the definition of representable modules, the compo-
nents of this pre-natural transformation are readily seen to be filtered (see
Remark 4.8).

Having introduced these pre-natural transformations between representable
qAso-modules, we are now able to construct a cAs-version of the Yoneda
embedding.

Proposition 4.13. Let (a,m) be a cAx-category. There exists a strict
cAoo-functor

Y =Y, a— Modgo(a)
given by the underlying map A — y(A) and
(Y1)a, : a(A, B) — Modeo(a)(y(A),y(B)) : f = m(f, —);
(Y2)a,5 : a¥%(A, B) — Modgoo (0)(y(A), y(B)) : (9, f) = m(g. f, —);

Proof. Analogously to Remarks 4.8 and 4.12, the components of the Yoneda
functor are seen to be filtered.

We will check the cAo-functor identities for Y. By Lemma 4.9, we have
for p = 0 that

Yi(mo) = m(mo, —) = (Mo)y (a)-
For p = 1, we have to check for every f € a(A,B) that the natural
transformations
(Vi) + Ya(=,mo) = Ya(mo, =) (f) = m(ma (1), =) + m(f, mo, =) — m(moy, f, )

and

(20(42)) () = 02 (m( £, =)
= mTCom(m(.ﬂ _)) + m2PC0m (y(B)7 m(fa _)) + mQPCom(m2(f’ _)a y(A)) - m(fa I m)

are equal. We also check this component-wise.
For ¢ = 0, we have that

(m(ml(f), —)+m(f,mg, —)—m(mo, f, _)>o = ma(m1(f), —)+ms(f, mo, —)—mz(mo, f, —)

(@0 ))(5), = mEem(ma(f, =) = ma(f. = ma)
= ml(m2(f> 7)) - m?(faml(f)) - m3(f7 7,7’)10)

By the cAso-identities for the multiplication m on a, we know that
they are equal.
For ¢ = 1, we have for every g € a(C, D) that

(mma(£), =)4m(f.mo, =)=m(mo, £,-)) (g) = ms(mi(f), = g)+ma(f,mo, =, g)—ma(mo, f, =, )

(EuE)) (1), (9) = mECm (ma(f, = 9)) + mEC" (ma(—, g), ma(f, =) + mE<" (ma(f, =), ma(~, 9))

- m3(f’ _7m1(g)) + m4(f7 _7m07g) - m4(f7 _7gvm0)
= ml(m3(fv 759)) - m3(fv ml(f)vg) + mQ(m2(f7 7)59) + m2(f7 m2(77g))
- m3(f7 _7m1(9)) + ’I“IZ4(f, _7m079) - m4(f7 _797m0)
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The equality is again due to the cAs.-identities for the multiplication
m on a
Analogously, one finds the equality for ¢ > 2.

In a similar fashion, one shows, by means of the cA.-structure on Mody ()
(which is actually a cdg-structure) and the cAso-structure of a, that the
cAso-functor identities also hold for p > 2. O

Definition 4.14. The category of representable qA.-modules is the full
cAoo-subcategory Rep,,(a) € Mody (a) consisting of the objects {y(A)|A €

al.

We are now ready to prove our main theorem, which extends the situation

for As-categories [3, §9]. The constructions in the proof are inspired upon
3, §8].
Theorem 4.15. Let (a,m) be a strictly unital cAx-category. The Yoneda
functor Y : a — Rep,.(a) is a cAx-homotopy equivalence. Forl € L, Y
restricts to a cAs-homotopy equivalence Y; : ap — Repqoo(a)l between the
full cAs-subcategories of l-curved objects.

In particular, every (I-curved) cAso-category is canonically ¢ A, -homotopy
equivalent to an (l-curved) cdg category.

Proof. The second statement easily follows from the first one by Lemma 4.9.

Put Rep(a) = Rep,(a). We will construct a homotopy inverse II :
Rep(a) — a of Y . We define the strict cAs-functor II with underlying
map y(A) = (a(—, A),m}) — A and components

(T11) 4,5 : Rep(a)(y(A), y(B)) — a(A, B) : = no(1a);
(I2) 4,5 : Rep(a)®*(y(A),y(B)) — a(A, B) : (1, 1) = (m(1o(1))) (1);
(I3) a5 : Rep(a)®(y(A),y(B)) — a(A, B) : (n,1,€) — (m2(po(1), &(1)))(1);

(1) Rep(@)*(y(4).4(B)) —> a(A. B)
1ce o) (s (G50, 60 ) 1)

for £ > 1. Here, the unit elements, denoted by 1, should be understood in
the appropriate way. For instance, if we consider

(1.11,€) € Rep(a)**(y(4),y(B)) =[] Rep(a)(y(D). y(B)) @Rep(@) (y(C). y(D) ) @Rep(a) ((4). y(C))

C,D€a

then TI3(n, u, &) = (772 (uo(lc),ﬁo(lA)))(ID). In the rest of the proof, we
will stick to the shorthand notation 1. We first show that the components
of the functor II are indeed filtered. For k > 1, consider

(n®,....nV) € FlRep(a)* (y(4),y(B) = ( |J  F*Rep(@)e.. @F " Rep(a))(y(4), y(B)).
14+ l=l
By definition of the filtration on Rep(a) we have

(0 D0(1).- o (o)) € Fleor o thigehon
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and
(s (a0 (ro(1)) ) (1) € Ftt

proving that IIj is filtered.
We will now show that II is indeed a cAqo-functor. We have for p =0

mo = (m(mo, —)),(1) = I (MYY)
and, using the strict unitality of a, for p =1
[T (90%) + T (—, 95 Y) — Ty, —)] ()
= [Hl( PComp nm)} + o (1, MUY — T (Y )

= (m"™ (0))(1) = (m1(m0)) (1) + (11(mo))(1) — m3(mo, 1,70(1))
= ma(no(1)) — no(ma(1))

= ma(no(1))

= [ma(I)] (n)

Analogously, one checks the identities for p > 2.

By Lemma 4.16, we have I[I+Y = Id,. In order to show that Y and II are
cAso-homotopy inverse to each other, we thus need natural transformations
p 2 YkII — IdRep(q) and 7 : Idrep(ay — Y *II that are inverse to each other.
We inductively define the candidate cA natural transformations p and n
through the same formulas as the As-natural transformations from [3, §8].
If we can show that, in our context, these are cAy,-natural transformations,
the rest of the proof (in particular, the fact that p and 7 are inverse) will
follow from the same arguments as in [3, §8]. We only give the proof for
1, because of the great similarity between p and n. By construction, u is a
family

pio : k — Rep(a) (y(A)jy(A))
1 : Rep(@) (y(4), y(B) ) — Rep(a) (y(4), y(B))
2 : Rep(a)®? (y(4),y(B)) — Rep(a) (y(4),y(B))

defined as:
po = Idy(a)
11 (&) is the pre-natural transformation given by

[11(§)],, + (D, C) — PCom(k) (y(4)(C), y(B)(D))
> [a(C, 4) > a(D, B) : g1 (€n41(9,2)) (1)
wa(&, v) is the pre-natural transformation given by

[12(&,v)],, + 4" (D, C) — PCom(k) (y(A)(C), y(B)(D))

T {a(C7 A) - a(D7B) g <Z€1+7L(2,a) [(VH‘”(L@) (g,:c(li))(l),a:

2

1))
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where n; 4) = |2%|. For all k > 2, u(€®, ... €M) is the pre-natural trans-
formation given by

(26)

(€™, €M) 5 a®7(D,C) — PCom(k) (y(A)(C), y(B)(D))

T — [a(c, A) = a(D, B)}

g (3B [ (€ 92 (D22 ) (D] -

Analogously to the filteredness of the components of II, we find that u is
a filtered object.
By the strict unitality of a, we have that

0 = p1(Mo) = m(mo, —)(g,*)(1)
= p2(—,Mo) = p2(Mo, —) = p3(—, —, M) =

where * is an element of Ba. The rest of the proof is analogous to the proof
in [3, §8] that p is an As-natural transformation. O

Lemma 4.16. The composition Il xY : a — a equals the identity functor
Idy,.

Proof. We will prove that they have the same components Bya — a, en-
tailing their equality.
(H * Y)O =0= (Ida)g
L« Y ) (f) =L (Ya(f))

(I Y)2(f, 9) = 1 (Ya(f,9)) + Ha(Y1(f), Y1(9)
=IL(m(f,9,—)) + Ha(m(f, =), m(g, —))
fg7 )+m3(f717m2(g71))

—~
—~

=m3

Il
o

= ( a)?(fv g)

Analogously, we find by means of the strict unitality of a that the higher
components match as well. O

4.3. Curved tensor product of cA,,-categories. In this section, we de-
fine a tensor product between arbitrary cAs.-categories and give an explicit
alternative construction on the underlying tensor quiver in case one of the
tensor factors is a cdg category.

We assume all cA-categories in this section to be strictly unital.

Definition 4.17. Consider cA-categories a and b. We define the Yoneda
tensor product

a ®y b = Rep(a) @cqq Rep(b)
where the tensor product on the right hand side is the classical tensor prod-
uct of cdg-categories.
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Proposition 4.18. Consider cAs-categories a,b and ¢, such that a = b
are cAso-homotopy equivalent. There is a homotopy-equivalence of cAso
categories

ARy c =2 bRy ¢

Proof. By Theorem 4.15, we know that the cA.,-homotopy equivalence a =
b results in a cAy-homotopy equivalence Rep(a) = Rep(b). Consider the
cAso-functors F' : Rep(a) — Rep(b), G : Rep(b) — Rep(a) and natural
transformations u, 1 and pre-natural transformation k, s’ expressing the
cAso-homotopy equivalence. I.e.

Mo (1, 1) — Idig = ma (k)

Mo (n, 1) — Idpg = ma ()

Consider the functors F' @ Idgep(c); G @ IdRrep(c) (see Definition 4.21) and
appropriate (pre-)natural transformations (see Proposition 4.24). By def-
inition of the structure on cFun(Rep(a) ® Rep(c), Rep(b) ® Rep(c)), we see
that

My (M ® IdIdRep(c) N IdIdRep(c)) — Il ® IdIdRep(t) =My (M’ 77) ® IdIdReP(C) —ldu ® IdIdReP(‘>
= ml(ﬁ) &® IdIdRep(c)

and thus that F' ® Idgep() and G @ Idgep(c) determine a cAs-homotopy
equivalence a ®y ¢ = b Qy c. O

In the remainder of this section, we present a direct construction of a
tensor product, without reference to associated categories of representable
modules, in case one of the tensor factors is a cdg category. Let (a, m?) be a
cdg-category, and (b, m®) a cAs-category. We define a structure p on a® b
by

(m
1 (a b) (m
p2((a, b), (a', b)) = (
ps((a,b), (a,0'), (a” b”)) (

1) + (1o, mg)
(a),0) = (=1)1"(a, m} (b))
(a,a’), m5(b, "))
(a,m5(a’,a")), m§(b, ¥/, 6"))

m

a
0
a
1
a
2
a
2

m

Proposition 4.19. The components . define a cAso-structure p on the
tensor product a ® b.

Proof. The components i, are filtered because the components mj, and mz
are filtered.
We have that y satisfies the identity >, (= DI 01 (1% @ g @

1®) = 0. By strict unitality, we have for p = 0 that
p1(po) = pa((mf, o) + (Lo, mf))
= (mf(mf), Ly) — (m§, m{(Ly)) + (m§(La), mg) — (La,mi(mg)) =0
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for p =1 that

pa(p1)(a, b) = pa((mS (@), b) — (=1)1*(a, m§ (1))

= (m{(mS(a)),b) — (1) (mS(a), mb (b)) — (=)™l (mS (a), m§ (b)) — (a, m§(md (b))
= —(m§(a, m§) + m§(mf, a),b) — (a,m3(b, mg) + ms(m¢, b))

= —p2((a,b), po) + p2(p0, (a, b))

and for p > 2

> D (0% © e @ 1) (a1, b)) - (aps b))
jt+k+l=p

= (m3(ar m§( . m3(ap1,0))) S0 (1 (1% @ml @ 19 by, b)) = 0
j+k+l=p

since the terms from pjp; and pgpg involving mf in the first component
will cancel against each other since a is a cdg-category. The terms involving
mg will also cancel since these will occur as tensored with an element of the
formmgﬂ(...,lb,...):(). O

We put a ®coo b = (a ® b, ) for the cAy-structure p from Proposition
4.19. Clearly, if a and b are both [-curved for [ € LL, the same holds for
0 ®eoo .

Remark 4.20. When a is a cAy-category with non-zero higher components,
the natural structure p on the tensor product will produce mixed-terms in
the expression 4y (=1)7Fu(1%7 ® py @ 197) that will not cancel out
against each other, whence it fails to define a cAs-structure.

Definition 4.21. Consider a unital cdg-functor F' : ¢ — ¢, and a unital
cAso-functor G : b — 0, with underlying morphisms f resp. g, and either
F or G strict. The tensor-functor FQG : a®@b — ¢®0 is the gA-functor
with underlying morphism f ® g, defined by

(f ®g)(A,B) = (f(A),9(B))
and components on the morphism-sets, defined by

(FRG):k—c®@0=F®1,+1.®G
(F®G)1:a@b—c@d=F®G
(FRG)2: (a®@b)®? — @0 =my(F1, F1) @Gy
(F®G)s3: (a®b)® — c®0 = mo(F1,me(F1, F1)) ® Gs

Proposition 4.22. The tensor-functor F' @ G is a cAso-functor.

Proof. The filteredness of the components (F ®G)y, follows from the filtered-
ness of the components Fj., G and mo.
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To prove that F'® GG defines a cA-functor, we need to show that Fod
is a dg-cocategory morphism. Since it clearly commutes with the comulti-

plication, we need to check whether m/@ =F®Gn.

—

' F®Glo=p+ pi(F®G)o) + ps((F @ Go, (F&G)o) +

= (m§, 1) + (1e,md) + ((mi, =) + (=, m1)) (Fo ® 1o + 1. ® Go)
+ (m5,m3) ((Fo ® 1o + 1 ® Go), (Fo ® 1o + 1c ® Go)) +

= (mf, 1o) + (1, mf) + (m§(Fo), 1o) + (1e,m$(Go)) + (m5(Fo, Fo), 1o) + (Fo, Go) + (Fo, Go)
+ (1, m3(Go, Go)) + (m§(Fo, ms(Fo, Fo)), m3(1s, 1o, 15)) + ...
+ (mS(1e, my(1c, 1)), m3(Go, Go, Go)) +

= (m, o) + (Le,mg) + (M5 (Fo), o) + (1e, mi(Go)) + (m5(Fo, Fo), 1o)
+ (1, m3(Go, Go)) + (1c,m3(Go, Go, Go)) +

= (F1(m}), G1(1s)) + (F1(1a), G1(mg))

—

= F®Gm|o

W F®Gh =i (F®Gh)+ ph((F & G)o, (F@G)1) + ph(F @G, (F & G)o)
+ u5((F ® G)o, (F & G)o, (F ® G)1) + ps((F @ Go, (F ® G)1, (F @ G)o)
+ s (F® G)1, (F® G, (F®G)o) +
= (m$(F1),G1) + (F1,m}(G1)) + (m5(Fo, F1) + m5(F1, Fo), G1) + (Fi,m3(Go, G1) + m5(G1, Go))
+ (Fl,mg(G(),Go,Gl) +m3(Go, G1,Go) + m§(Gh, Go,Go)) +

—

F®Gm = (F®G)im + (F®G)2(—, o) — (F'®G)2(po, —)
= (FL®G)((mi, -) + (=, m1))
+ (M (Fy, F1) @ Ga) (= (m§, 1o) + (1o, mf)) = ((m, 16) + (1a,mE), -))
= (Fi(m3), G1) + (1, Ga (m) + (mE(Fy, 1 (m§)), Ga (=, 1v)) = (m5 (Fi (m§), 1), Ga(1y, -)
s Fu(12), Gl ) — (1), i), Gt )
= (Fi(m3), G1) + (1, Ga (m) + (Fy, Ga (=, mf)) — (Fi, Ga(m§, -))

The equalities come from the fact that g is a unital cAs.-functor, that f is
a unital cdg-functor, and that one of them is strict.
O

Remark 4.23. In the proof, the signs coming from p; have been supressed
in the notation, but are respected, since Fj is a morphism of degree 0.

Proposition 4.24. Consider strict unital cdg-functors F,G : a — ¢ and
unital cAso-functors H, K : b — 0 with tensor-functors F @ H and G ®
K. Letn: F — Gandv : H — K be a cdg- resp. a cAxo-natural
transformation. There exist a natural transformation n®@ v : F @ H —
GRK.
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Proof. We define the natural transformation n ® v by the collection

(N®v)o =m0 @ W
(n®@v)1 =ma(G1,m0) @11
(n®@v)2 = ma(G1,m2(G1,m0)) @ 12

The filteredness of the components (7 ® v); follows from the filteredness
of the components v, g and mo(G1, —).

In order to show that n ® v is a natural transformation, we have to check
that 9 (n ® v) = 0. Using the unitality of the functors and natural trans-
formations, we have

(Mi(n@v)), =m((n®v)) + p2((G & K)o, (n@ 1)) + p2((n @ v)o, (F & H)o)
+ 13 ((G® K)o, (G® K)o, (n®@v)o) + p3((G @ K)o, (n @ v)o, (F @ H)o)
+ ps((n®v)o, (F @ H)o, (F @ H)o) + ... — (1@ v)1 (ko)

=mi(no) @ vo + 10 @ m1(v0) + 10 @ (m2(Ko, o) + ma(vo, Ho)) + (m2(Go,m0) + ma(no, Fo)) @ vo
+ m2(Go, m2(Go,mo)) ® ms(1la, 1o, v0) + ... + ma(le, m2(ls,10)) ® ma(Ko, Ko, o)
—_——

=0

+ ...+ ma(lp, m2(1e,1m0)) ® ms(Ko,vo, Ho) + ... +ma(lp, m2(1e,m0)) ® ma(vo, Ho, Ho)

+ .. = (ma(Gr,m0) @ 11) (M @ 1 + 14 @ m)
= (ml(ﬁo) + ma2(Go,no) + ma(no, Fo)) ® Vo

+ 10 ® (ml(VU) + ma (Ko, vo) + ma(vo, Ho) + ms(Ko, Ko, vo) + ms(Ko, vo, Ho)

—|— ’n’Lg(l/()7 Ho,Ho) + e — Vl(mg))

(M1(1))g ® vo + 10 @ (M1 (V)
=0

Mi(n@v)), =wm((n@v)h)+p((Ge K)o, (n@v)1) + p2((n @)1, (F & H)o) + p2((G @ K)1, (n® v)o)
+u2((n®@v)o,(F@H)) +... — (@ v)i(m) — (1@ v)2(—, o) + (1 @ v)2(ko, —)
=m1(m2(G1,m0)) @ 11 +m2(G1,7]0)®m1(V1)+m2(G1,7]o)®m2(K0,1/1)—|—m2(Go,m2(G1,770))®l/1
+ m2(G1,m0) ® ma(v1, Ho) + ma(m2(G1,m0), Fo) ® v1 + ma2(G1,m0) ® ma (K1, 10)

(G1
+ ma(no, F1) ® ma(vo, Hi
7m2(G1,
+m2(G1(mg), m2(G1,m0)
= (ml(m2(G177}0)) +m2(G1(m1)7770)) ® 1

va(Le, =) +m2(G1(1a), m2(G1,m0)) ® va(mg,

)+ .o = ma(Gi(ma),no) ® vi — ma(G1,m0) @ vi(ma)
ma(G1(mg), o)) ®V2(* 1) — m2(G1,m2(G1(1a),m0)) ® va(—,m{)
) ® -)

+m2(G1,m0) @ (m1(V1) + ma(Ko,v1) + ma(v1, Ho) + ma(K1,v0) + ma(vo, H1) + ... — vi(ma)

— va(—, m§) + va(ms, —))

(m:
(a2 ()1, m0)) + ma(Gr, (W1 (0)o)) © v +ma(Gro) © (1 (1))
0

(m1(G1),m0)) + ma(G1,m1(no)) + ma(G1(mi), 770)) ® v1+m2(G1,m0) ® (M1 (V)1
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Analogously, we find for all n > 2 that
(M ev)),
= (m2((’~mg)h oma(Grymo)) + A ma(Gr, . ma (MG )1, m0)) +ma(Gy, ..., ma(Gy, (Wl(n))o)) ® 11
+ma(G1,1m0) ® (M (V)
U

Proposition 4.25. Consider cdg categories a and o' and cAx-categories b
and b, such that we have cAso-homotopy equivalences a = a’ and b = b'. We
have cAq-homotopy equivalences AResob = 0/ Qoo b and A®eoob = a X b,

Proof. This follows from Propositions 4.19, 4.22 and 4.24. U

Theorem 4.26. For a cdg-category a and a cAso-category b, we have a
cAso-homotopy equivalence a Qqoo b = a Ry b.

Proof. By Propositions 4.25 and 4.18, we have
a4 @coo b = Rep(a) ®coc Rep(b) = Rep(a) ®cay Rep(b) = a @y b.

5. CURVED BAR- AND COBAR-CONSTRUCTIONS

In this section, we define the bar and cobar constructions associated to
a cAso-category a, which generalize the classical A.-notions as described
in [6]. Like in the Ay -case, these constructions can be used to obtain an
adjunction, described in Corollary 5.8. In particular, for every cAso-category
a there is an associated cdg-category 2Ba, the enveloping cdg category.
These constructions have already been considered in the curved case, by
Nicolas in [16] and by Positselski in [17], in more restrictive settings. The
relation with the approach developed in [1] remains to be elucidated.

Throughout, all objects and morphisms are supposed to be filtered.

5.1. Curved bar-construction. Consider a complete augmented filtered
dg-cocategory ¢ and a filtered cAy-category a, and associate with it the
graded k-module Homg(¢, a), whose nth component is formed by the couples
(fo, f), where f is a k-linear filtered homogeneous morphism of degree n
which annihilates the augmentation € : &k — ¢, and fy a k-linear filtered
morphism k — a of degree n such that > ,-,(fo)®* € Ba. To such a
couple, we can associate a morphism f of degree n, by

o) = fo(z) if z € Im(e);
f+(@) {f(a:) else.

A straightforward calculation shows that we can endow this module with a
cAso-structure given by

bo = (mg, 0)
bi(fo, f) = (mS fo, m§f — (1)1 fd)
for n >2: bn((f(),l, f1)7 ey (fO,m fn)) = (m%(f(),l, SEE) fO,n)7 m%((f1)+ ... Q (fn)_;,_)A(n*l))
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We define the set of twisting cochains from ¢ to a, as the subset Tw(c,a) C
Hom (¢, a) of the homogeneous linear morphisms ( fo, f) of degree 1 such that
they satisfy the Maurer-Cartan equation

(27) > bi((fo, H)EF) = 0.

k>0

Remark 5.1. We have to remark that, in general, this sum does not need
to exist. Due to the completeness of a we see that the existence of the sum
(27) in a imposes a condition on fy.

Let cCodg be the curved category of complete augmented filtered dg-
cocategories, with dg-cocategory morphisms. Such a morphism can equiv-
alently be described as a (Fp, F') : ¢ — 0, where F is an augmented co-
category morphism (as defined in [11, 2.1.2]) annihilating the augmenta-
tion of ¢, and Fj : kK — 0 of degree 1 such that the associated morphism
F4 is a morphism of cocategories and commutes with the differentials (i.e.
dyFy = Fid.). Let a be a filtered cAy-category. Consider the functor

(28) cCodg —> Set : ¢ — Tw(c, a)

and let cAo, — Cat be the category of cA. categories and cAs.-functors.
From now on, we will simply denote the completed Bar-construction from
Definition 2.32 by Ba instead of Ba.

Proposition 5.2. The completed bar-construction defines a fully faithful
functor

B : cAx-Cat — cCodg : a — Ba,

~Y

giving rise to isomorphisms Tw(—,a) & cCodg(—, Ba), natural in a. In
particular, the functor (28) is representable with Ba as representative.

Proof. Let ¢ be a complete augmented filtered dg-cocategory, and consider
a morphism (Fp, F) : ¢ — Ba. By the universal property of the Tensor-
category [11, Lemma 1.1.2.2], we know that Fy and F' are determined by
the projections fo = p1Fp and f = p1 F, as is the associated morphism F .
It is not hard to see that the projection of the associated morphism F} is in
fact (fo, f)+. The condition that F. has to commute with the differentials
can equivalently be described as p1 Flyd. = p1dp.F, i.e. by the equations

m§+ Y mi(fEFANT) = frd.
E>1

where m{ only counts when the argument is an element of Im(e). Since this
is clearly equivalent to the expression

> bk((fo, ) =0
k>0
we find the required isomorphism Tw(c, a) = cCodg(c, Ba) O

Remark 5.3. By definition of the completed bar-construction we have an
isomorphism

cFunc(a, b) = cCodg(Ba, Bb)
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fl )

given by sending (fo, f1,...) to (fo, (f1,...)), where (E\) denotes the map

T if z € Im(e)
(fos f1,--)(x) else

and the effect of mgy and fy should be interpreted as working on k = Im(e).

Ba—>Bb:xH{

5.2. Curved Cobar-construction. Consider cdg-Cat, the category of cdg-
categories with cdg-functors. Restricting ourselves to such cdg-categories a,
the functor (28) is also co-representable, namely by the cobar-construction
Qc.

Definition 5.4. Let ¢ be an augmented dg-cocategory (see Definitions 2.38,
2.40). The reduced cocategory ¢ is the cocategory c¢/Im(e), with the same
objects as ¢, and Hom-sets given by the expression:

€(4, B) = ¢(4, B) /Im(eap).
Remark 5.5. Let A # B be objects of ¢. By definition of the augmentation,
we have that Im(e4,g) = 0, and thus that ¢(A, B) = ¢(4, B).

Ezample 5.6. Consider an A, -category a, and its bar-construction Ba (as
defined in [11]). The reduced bar-construction is given by

Ba =P (Ta)®".
n>1

The augmentation € : K — ¢ yields a direct sum decomposition of ¢ =
Im(e) @ ¢. as such, we can decompose the comultiplication and differential
on ¢ into the components

A:A€+Ag, d:d6+dg

We define the cobar-construction as the reduced tensor-category of the
reduced cocategory ¢

k>1

The multiplication on €2 is given by the concatenation, whereas the differ-
ential and curvature are determined by the differential and comultiplication
on ¢. Namely,

m = ((571 ®s A — sfldg)e
mi = <(s*1 ® 5 1) Aes — Silng)/\

where the expressions A and d are appropriately composed with the pro-
jection ¢ — ¢, and (—)" is the extension of a multiplication to the tensor-
category. lL.e.

(DMt ven) =D (er, oy fler)s -y cn)
k

This is indeed a cdg-structure since d is a differential, and the comultiplica-
tion is coassociative.
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Proposition 5.7. The cobar-construction defines a fully faithful functor
Q : cCodg — cdg-Cat : ¢ — (lc,

~

giving rise to isomorphisms Tw(c, —) = cdg-Cat(Qc, —), natural in c. In
particular, the functor (28) is co-representable with corepresentative §)c.
Proof. Consider a morphism f : ¢ — 0. The associated morphism Qf :
Qc — Q0 is defined Qf(cq,...,¢n) = (f+(c1),-.., f+(cn)). Since f is a
morphism in cCodg, it is by the definition of the differential clear that € f
is a cdg-functor
Let (Fp, F') : Q¢ — a be a map in cdg-Cat({2c, a). Expressing that this
is a cdg-functor, yields the classical identities
mf + m$ (Fo) +m§(Fo, Fo) = F(mg)
mS(F) + m§(F, Fy) + m§(Fy, F) = F(mf)
(29) m§(F, F) = F(my)
By definition of the multiplication on ¢, one finds that the component of F
working on ¢®*, Fj, : ¢®F — q, is given by an iteration of the third identity
(29), and thus that the morphism F': Q¢ — a is completely determined by

it’s first component Fy; = Ft with ¢ : ¢ — Q¢ the embedding. Since a is a
cdg-category, one sees that (Fp, F') is a cdg-functor if and only if

> be(Fo, ) =0

k
As such we obtain an isomorphism
cdg-Cat(Qc,a) — Tw(c,a) : (Fp, F) — (Fo, Fu)
The inverse to this map is given by

Tw(c,a) — cdg-Cat(Qe¢, a)(fo, f) — (fo,9)

where g is the extension of f to Q¢ by means of the expression (29). O

Corollary 5.8. The bar and cobar constructions

B

—_—

Cat . 7
Q

cdg- cCodg

form a pair of adjoint functors.
5.3. The enveloping cdg-category. Consider a cAy,-category a. By the
adjunction of Corollary 5.8, we have an isomorphism

cdg-Cat(QBa, 2Ba) = cCodg(Ba, BQYBa) = cFuny(a, 2Ba)
which sends (0, F') € cdg-Cat(Q2Ba, 2Ba) to the strict cAs-functor described
by the morphism f = Fv: Ba — QBa. As such the identity morphism

Id : QBa — QBa corresponds to a cAs-functor I : a — QBa described
by

Vn>1: I :a®(A, B) — QBa(A,B) : (fi...., fn) s ((fl,...,fn),o,...

N—

Remark 5.9. By definition of this morphism, it is universal among the cAqo-
morphisms from a into a cdg-category.
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Remark 5.10. By definition of the filtration on QBa, it is clear that the
components of I are filtered.

The adjunction of Corollary 5.8 also gives an isomorphism
cCodg(Ba, B(Rep(a))) = cdg-Cat(2Ba, Rep(a))

which sends the Yoneda-functor Y : a — Rep(a), defined in Proposition
4.13, to a strict cdg-functor QBa — Rep(a). If we compose this functor
with the Yoneda-projection, defined in Theorem 4.15, we obtain the strict
cAs-functor

P:QBa—a

which has the identity as underlying morphism.
By means of these functors, we can now formulate the next theorem.

Theorem 5.11. The strict functors
I:a— QBa
P:QBa—a

are cAso-homotopy inverse to each other

Proof. Since both functors I and P can be factorized over the category
Rep(a) by means of the Yoneda functor Y and Yoneda projection II, we
can, in analogy with the proof of the curved Yoneda cA,.-homotopy equiv-
alence in Theorem 4.15, use the descriptions of the A..-natural transfor-
mations to obtain the desired cAs-natural transformations expressing the
cAs-homotopy equivalence. O
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