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RELATIVE (NON-)FORMALITY OF THE LITTLE CUBES OPERADS AND
THE ALGEBRAIC CERF LEMMA

VICTOR TURCHIN AND THOMAS WILLWACHER

Asstract. It is shown that the operad mafis, — En.k are formal over the reals fdt > 2 and non-formal for
k = 1. Furthermore we compute the homology of the deformationptex of the operad mafs, — Ep1, proving an
algebraic version of the Cerf lemma.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the operads of chalggsof the little n-cubes operads,,. There are natural embeddings — Cn.k
for k > 1, and hence operad mags — E,.«. They induce maps in homology

en = H(En) = H(Enik) =: ensk.

The operack, is generated by the two generatorsH(E,(2)) = H(S™?), the degree zero generator denoted by
A and the degrema — 1 generator being denoted by].[ The map in homologe, — en.x above is obtained by
sending the product generator to the product and the brazketo.

A quasi-isomorphism of operad maps ¥ — Q, f' : £’ — Q' is a commutative diagram

f
P——Q

P/ Q/

in which the vertical maps are quasi-isomorphisms. Two nfapad f’ are called quasi-isomorphic if they can
be related to each other by a zigzag of quasi-isomorphisrhg. operad mag is called formal if it is quasi-
isomorphic to the induced maip(f) on homology.

We show the following result.

Theorem 1. The map E — En.« is formal overR for k > 2 and non-formal oveR for k = 1.

In particular, one finds that th&, operad is not formal as a multiplicative operad.

Theoreni ]l has been shown for- n by P. Lambrechts and I. Voli€ [22]. They notice that Koniskis proof
of the formality of E,, [19] which uses the Fulton-MacPherson mo8M, for C,, graph-complexes and semi-
algebraic forms, can be also adapted to study the relativediity. The main point in their argument is that the
restriction fromFM,,« to FM,, of the semi-algebraic fferential forms corresponding to graphs is zero by degree
reasons for almost all forms. In[22] the Kontsevich congion is reproduced in full detail. The construction uses
the theory of semi-algebraicfiérential forms, which was only sketched by Kontsevich antd&@man in [20] and
is developed in more detail in [l15]. Theoréi 1 completelyssithe relative formality problem of the little cubes
operads oveR. Also note that fok = 0 one obtains the identity mdf, — E,, which is formal by the formality
of the little n-cubes operad.

The main motivation of Lambrechts and Voli€ to prove theatige formality was in its application to the
embedding calculus. From the improved range of formaliaegiby Theorem 1 it follows that that the spectral
sequence associated with the Goodwillie-Weiss calculdscamputing the homology of the space of smooth
embeddingEml(M™, R") of anm-manifold intoR" collapses rationally at the second term whenever2m +
2, the condition already required for the limit of the towksC,EmKM, R") to have the same homology as
Emi(M™, R™). In particular all the results of [1] are improved to thisige versus > 2E(M) + 1 as stated in [1]
(whereE(M) is the smallest dimension of a Euclidean space in wMctan be embedded).
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We remark that another codimension one non-formality tegat recently discovered by M. Livernet, who
proved the non-formality of the Swiss Cheese operads [28pés not seem however that her result implies ours
or vice versa. Also her approach is verffdrent from ours, using the non-vanishing of operadic Mapsegucts.

Our proof of Theorerll is a more careful analysis of the KantseLambrecht-Voli€ construction. In case
k > 2 it is obtained by a more careful degree-counting of the fowhich again implies vanishing of the forms
obtained by restriction. For the cake= 1, on the contrary we show that some formsFM,,; associated to
certain graphs do not vanish when restrictedrdfy,. The latter fact together with a careful application of the
deformation theory of operad maps proves the non-formality

We furthermore study the deformation theory of the aboveaghenap in codimensiok = 1. Note that (for
anyk) the deformation complexes of the operad mBps— E,.k carry a cup product and come equipped with a
map from the (homotopy) derivations Bf, .

Theorem 2 (Algebraic version of the Cerf lemma)ver R, the homology of the deformation complex of the
operad map E — Ep,1 is generated by the images of the homotopy derivations.afihder the cup product.

A more precise statement can be found as Thedidem 4 below.tiidusem shows the rigidity of the defor-
mations ofE, inside En,;. We call it theAlgebraic Cerf Lemméecause of the connection to the study of the
spaces of embeddinBsLet Diff ,(D") denote the group of fieomorphisms of the-disc preserving the boundary
pointwise, and leEmy(D", D™) be the space of smooth embeddiys— D™ of discs with the presribed
behavior at the boundary. Cerf proved that the natural Sngnmap

(1) Diff ,(D™!) — QEmby(D", D™

is a weak equivalencgl[7, Appendix, Sectiof, Ske alsd [5, Proposition 5.3] where this result is statedarway
we present it here. Our Theoréh 2 can be interpreted as asipndperty of the limits of the Goodwillie-Weiss
towers for the singular chains &fiff ,(D™1) and Emky(D", D), see Sectioh]9. The fact that the deformation
theory of operads and the manifold functor calculus canad#tés codimension one rigidity for spaces of embed-
dings gives a hope that the Goodwilie-Weiss calculus camviib & certain care of course) applied to the study of
codimension zero and one embeddings.

For generak > 1 the deformation theory of the homology mags — en.« has been studied inl[2, 21,
21], where the homology of the resulting deformation compsedescribed in terms of the graph homology.
In this case the Cerf Lemma does not hold, there are manyiaddgitclasses beyond those originating in the
homotopy automorphisms ... In a follow-up paper[[30] we continue the study of these clexgs and
interpret them as the Kontsevich type graph-complexesrdésbin non-trivial representations of the groups of
outer automorphisms of free groups. This gives a more pldpafly to compare the deformation homology of
the operad maps, — E,. for differentk (essentiallyk = 0 or 1 versuk > 2).

Acknowledgements. The authors thank Ryan Budney, Benoit Fresse, Allen Hatelmek Maxim Kontsevich for
communication and helpful discussions.

2. NOTATION AND PREREQUISITES

We generally work over a ground field of characteristic zero, unless otherwise stated. \Far graded or
differential gradedK-)vector space, we denote byr] its r-fold desuspension. We generally work in homological
conventions, i.e., the flerentials are generally of degre&. Notice that in some of the relevant references one
uses the cohomological conventions, like for examplé_irj.[8he can easily switch from one setting to another
by a grading reversion. For the symmetric groups we use ttagionS,,. Regarding operads we mostly follow the
conventions of the textbook by Loday and Vallettel [24]. Imtjgailar, Com andLie are the commutative and Lie
operads. We denote Bpiss, then-Poisson operad generated by an abelian product operatod a compatible
Lie bracket [] of degreen — 1. We furthermore denote l®y, the homology of the littlen-cubes operad, without
zero-ary operation. Concreteby is the associative operad aegl= Poiss, forn > 2.

For#® an operad and an integer we denote #{r} the operadic-fold suspension. FGP a quadratic operad
we denote byP" its Koszul dual cooperad. The most important example witPbe e, with e; = ef{n}.

We denote by)(C) the cobar construction of a coaugmented coopéradost importantly, we abbreviate
hoe, = Q(e)) andhoPoiss, = Q(Poiss;). Furthermore, we will seioLie, := Q(Com*{n}) c hoe, to be the
minimal resolution of the degree shifted Lie operad, so ¢time&t has a mapoLie, — hoen,.

Lin the first draft of this paper we called this restlgebraic Schoenflies Theorebecause of this connection and because the (generalized)
Schoenflies theorem also indicates the rigidity for codisiamone embeddings. But later we found another result d@etbthat fits better
the picture by detecting the aforementioned rigidity onléwel of spaces.
2This appendix was published earlier s [6].
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Let f : Q(C) — P be an operad map. Then we denote by
) Def(Q(C) - #) = Def(f) := Homs(C, P)* = [ | Home, (C(N), P(N))
N

the operadic convolution dg Lie algebra twisted by the Me@artan element describing the maf, cf. [24,
section 6.4.4]. Notice that this complex up to a shift in @egby one, almost coincides with the complex of
derivations Der{). The diference is that the complex of derivations possesses one lextnology class de-
scribed as (arity - 1) rescaling &f This class in Deff) is the boundary ol € Hom(C(1), P(1)), wherel is the
compositionC(1) — K — (1) of counit and unit maps. We will denote by D) the complex obtained from
Der(f) quotiented out by this class. We will call it als@mplex of reduced derivation§o resume one has a
guasi-isomorphism

Def(f) ~ Der.(f)[1].
More generally, given a morphism of dg-oper&s— Q one can define a complex of its reduced homotopy
derivations as the complex of reduced derivation®eb Q, where? is a cofibrant replacement &%

hDer. (P — Q) := Der.(? — Q).

By hDer.(#) we will understand the homotopy derivation complex of tthentity morphismd: £ — . From a
general theory it follows that complex hQ&P — Q) carries a naturdioLies-algebra structure [20], which is a
generalization of the dg Lie algebra structure[df (2). Incalt examples cofibrant replacements appear as cobar
constructions of cooperads. Thus for the most of the papewnillide using explicit complexe$12) (except for
Sectior® where it will be more convenient to use the gradomyentions of the complex of reduced homotopy
derivations).

We will deviate slightly from the standard notion of grademgd the associated graded for a filtration. We call
a (complete) grading of a vector spa¢@ decomposition o¥ into a direct product of subspaces

ve[]wv
i€l
If ¥ is a complete descending filtration on a vector spacee call it (complete) associated graded
grv = 1_[ FP/FPL
P

Finally, in this definition we may replace “vector spacesfjgneral by objects in some category. For example, by
differential graded (in the usual sense) vector spaces.

Below, we will conduct several computations using compféteations spectral sequence arguments. The
following (well-known) Lemma will stfice for our purposes.

Lemma 1. Let ¥°V be a descending complete bounded above filtration on a dgrvggace Vi IfW c Vis
such that the induced map(gr W) — H(grV) is an isomorphism, then so is(W) — H(V). In particular if
H(grV) = 0then V is acyclic.

Note that boundedness above of the filtration is important.

2.1. Cup product. Lethoe, — % be an operad map, with an operad. Then one can endow the desuspended
deformation complex Defpe,, — P)[n] with a hoe,1 algebra structure as shown by D. Tamarkin [26]. More
concretely, there is an action of the higher braces opBrad, which is a model for th&,,; operad([10]. In par-
ticular, we may endow Defipe, — P)[n] with a (homotopy commutative) product, the cup productn€etely,

one has the following explicit formulas. We identify

Def(hoe, — P) = Homs(e!, P) = l_[(en{—n}(N) ® P(N))°N.
N

Suppose we are given two elemerts 3 X ® X/ andy = >y, ®Y,. Furthermore denote the Maurer-Cartan
element corresponding to the above nhap, — # by

m=>" men.
|
Then, forn> 2

3) XUy = Z Z t0 - (((t12 -m) o12 (X, YL)) ® (n’f’ o012 (Xf, Yf())) .
KT

3Con(:retely, completeness means ttat lim._ /7 PV. Boundedness above means that for dattfere is arN such thatF Nk = VX,
where a superscriftindicates taking the subspace of cohomological delgree
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Heret;»- denotes the operation @aremoving the edge between vertices 1 and 2 if there is oneg@ind) as zero
if there is none. More formally, this is the coproduct in thegdfloperads, followed by the projection of one factor
onto the cogenerator which is the Lie bracket applied totisifwand 2. Fon = 1 one has that (N) = K[Sy] and
one interprets;, - as the projection (up to signs) to those terms for which tinexyls 1 and 2 are in the correct
order, i.e., 1 to the left of 2. The second suntih (3) is oveffpermutations so as to symmetrize the result.

3. GRAPH COMPLEXES AND GRAPH OPERADS

Let us briefly recall the construction of the Kontsevich drapmplexes, and of the opera@eaphs,, referring
to [32] for more details. We denote by grathe set of directed graphs with vertex siif [= {1,..., N} and edge
setk. It carries an action of the growy x Sy = S'; by permuting the vertex and edge labels and changing the edge
directions. The graphs opera@s, are defined such that

Gran(N) = ex((grayl(L — K]

where the action o8y is with sign if n is even and the action &f§ is with sign ifn is odd. Note that we allow
loops (edges connecting a vertex to itself) in grapHSr'm]H
The definition ofGra,, is made such that for ati one has a map of operads
Poissy, — Gray
Ao o
[,] = o—o.
In particular, we obtain a map
hoLie, — hoPoiss, — Poiss, — Grap.
The full graph complex is by definition the deformation dg klgebra

fGC, := Def(hoLie, — Gray).

We will use two sub-complexes:
 The connected graphs with at least bivalent vertices fomstib-dg Lie algebra GC
e The connected graphs with at least trivalent vertices férersub-dg Lie algebra GC
One can check that (see [32])
HGG) =H@GG)e P KL
1<r=2n-1 mod 4
whereL, denotes the-loop graph of degree —r.

L, (r vertices and edges)

We may use the formalism of operadic twistingl[12] to twist tiperadsra, to an operadGraphs,,. Elements
of fGraphs,(N) are series of graphs with two sorts of vertices, externdioes labelled 1 ..,N and internal
unlabeled vertices. We again identify two useful subopgrad

e The graphs with at least bivalent internal vertices and mmected components containing only internal
vertices form the sub-operataphs?.

e The graphs with at least trivalent internal vertices andemnected components containing only internal
vertices form the sub-oper&taphs,,.

The formalism of operadic twisting furthermore ensures thare is an action of the dg Lie algebra fi@n
fGraphs,. One easily checks that the action restricts to an action@ff @& Graphs? and of GG on Graphs,,.
Furthermore, the multiplicative groug > A acts onGraphs2 and Graphs,, by multiplying a graph" by the

number
/l#(internal vertices)#(edges)

There is a natural malpoiss, — Graphs, given by the same formulas as the niagss, — Gra, above. We
will use the following well known result:

“The notation thus deviates slightly from[32] where the :sg'ahf.Brra,ﬁJ was used instead.
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Proposition 1 ([19],[22],[32]). The maps
Poiss, — Graphs2 — Graphs,
are quasi-isomorphisms.

The composite mapoiss, — Graphs, is still an inclusion. This will allow us to view elements Bbiss,, as
(linear combinations of) graphs.

Finally, there is a natural (complete) topology @raphs,, andGraphs? induced by the filtration on the num-
ber of vertices. It is clearly compatible with the operadienpositions, which are hence continuous. Further-
more, there is a continuous Hopf operad structureGoaphs,, and Graphs? as follows. We call a graph in
Graphs,, or Graphs? internally connectedf it is connected after deleting all external (numbered}ices. We
denote the subspace of those graphs by JGGICG:. Any general graph is obtained by gluing a (unique) set
of internally connected graphs at the external verticed,l@nce we may identifgraphs,(N) = S(ICG,) and
Graphs?(N) = S(ICG2) with the completed free symmetric coalgebras. Thus onaitbthe (complete) cocom-
mutative coalgebra structure on each spamphs,(N). The maps of Propositidd 1 are compatible with the Hopf
operad structures.

3.1. The hairy graph complexes. Let hoPoissp, 5 Graphs,, be the composition

hoPoissy, — Poiss;, —» Com — Graphs,,.

The operadic deformation complex Dibfoissn, 5 Graphs,) has been studied ihl[2] 3] and found to be quasi-
isomorphic to the hairy graph complex fH@E Concretely,

4) fHGCnn ¢ Def(hoPoissn 5 Graphs,) = H Homs (Poiss,,(N), Graphs,,(N))
Nx1

is the dg Lie subalgebra of maps satisfying the following teaditions:

e The map factors through the projectiboPoiss, — holLien, i.e., all but thehoLien, generators are sent
to zero.

e Graphsinthe image have all of their external vertices acéwed one. The edges connecting to the external
vertices we call thdairs of the graph.

We define HGG,, c fHGC,, as the subcomplex spanned by the connected graphs. Tieeedtial on
fHGC,n leaves the number of connected components invariant araktibare is an isomorphism of complexes

fHGCmn = ST(HGCyn[m])[ -]

whereS* denotes the completed symmetric algebra without constamt tMoreover the aforementioned isomor-
phism is an isomorphism of algebras for> 2, where for the product on the left-hand side one takes tiee on
induced by the cup product from Subsecfiod 2.1. Indeed,upgcoduct preserves the subcomplex fHG@nd
graphically is described as a disjoint union of graphs (&ecaf infinite sums of graphs one needs to distribute).

The diferential in HGG,n preserves the first Betti number (number of loops) and thebmurof external
vertices (number of hairs) in the graphs. The loopless parn other words the tree part 6f(HGC,,,) is always
one dimensional and spanned by the graph

in case of even codimension- mand by theripod
in case of odd codimension. We will see that the tripod classrucial for the codimension one relative non-
formality. The 1-loop part oH(HGGCy) is generated by the hedgehog classes

that survive the dihedral symmetry, see [2, Propositioh 3.8e 2-loop part oH(HGC,,,) was computed ir [11].
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Example 1. The following elements represent the simplest non-trisfiasses irH(HGC, 2).

-0 . <>

The first class is the simplest one-loop class (hedgeho@)avily one hair. It is responsible for the deformation
of the commutative product in the direction of the bracket.

For more details on the complexes H@Owe refer the reader tb ﬂi]
Let us also comment on the combinatorial form of the Lie beadn fHGG,,, which arises by restricting

the canonical Lie bracket of Défge, 5 Graphs,). Given two hairy graph§,I” € fHGCy,, of homogeneous
degree, the Lie bracket is

Fol” = (- o
whereo is, roughly speaking, the operation of connecting one Hdirto vertices ofl” in all possible ways. More
precisely, ifl" € (Graphs,(N)[(m— 1)N])®¥ andI” € (Graphs,[(m— 1)N])(M)® then

(5) Fol” = Z (-1)MeHN-Dp(r(1), ..., oo(N = 1), " (o(N), ..., (N + M — 1)))
o€SHN-1,M)
where the sum is over shile permutations and the notation means that one should tefaftex 2 ofl" to (1),
etc. and inserf” (with suitably relabeled vertices) into vertékof I". Note that HGG,n c fHGCn, is a Lie
subalgebra.
Similarly to before we may also define the hairy graph comgselGG,, c fHGCZ, c Def(hoen —
Graphs?) by allowing for bivalent (internal) vertices.

3.2. Hodge gradindfiltration. The operad®oiss, = ComoLie{m-1} carry two natural gradings. The first one,
that we will callHodge gradingis by the number of iterated brackets used (equivalen#yhttimological degree
divided by fn— 1)). The second grading, that we will callal Hodge gradings stemming by the arity o@om
minus one. For example, elementaafm(N) c Poissm(N) have Hodge degree 0 and dual Hodge degkkee 7).
The elements ofie{m — 1}(N) c Poissy(N) have Hodge degreé(— 1) and dual Hodge degree 0. These two
gradings are Koszul dual to each other. To be precise if onsiders the grading omoPoissy, = Q(Poissy,{m})
induced by the dual Hodge grading &niss;,{m}, then the difterential onhoPoiss, preserves this grading and
moreover the natural quasi-isomorphisePoiss,, — Poissy, respects this grading assuming that the target is
endowed with the Hodge grading. For this reason, this ggpalithoPoissy, will be also called Hodge grading.

The operadg, for m > 2 are isomorphic t®oiss, and hence inherit the Hodge grading. The operats
isomorphic toPoiss; as an5-module, but not as an operad. Concretely, we fix the isoniempRoiss; = e; such
that the following holds for any vector spade The map between the free associative (eg-) algebra orV and
the free PoissonPpiss;-) algebra orV induced by the identification d§-modulesPoiss; = e; agrees with the
Poincaré-Birkh&-Witt map. Here one thinks of the fréiss; algebra as the symmetric algebra in a free Lie
algebra orV and of the free associative algebravas its universal enveloping algebra.

The (dual) Hodge grading dpoiss; may be transported to a filtration, the (dual) Hodge filtnatione; which
turns out to be compatible with the operad structure. Thegddiltration one; is descending and the dual Hodge
filtration is ascending. Both filtrations correspond to ttwénlearé-Birkhdf-Witt filtration numbered dierently.
The associated graded operacofs again the Poisson operadisss,

gre; = Poiss;.

Concretely, we will need to use the Hodge filtrationrare; = Q(€;{1}) (induced by the dual Hodge filtration on
ei{1}). Note that elements in theth subspace of the dual Hodge filtration @ncorrespond to elements of dual
Hodge degree pin Poiss;.

3.3. Hodge gradindfiltration in deformation homology. Hairy graphs and maps frome;. The Hodge grad-
ing on hoPoissy, induces an additional grading (that we will also ddtbdge on the deformation complekl(4).
On the level of its hairy subcomplex fHG& it is simply the number of hairs minus dheFrom the geometrical
description of the bracket and cup product on the hairy cemipis clear that the Lie bracket preserves the Hodge
grading and the cup product decreases this grading by one.

Lethoe; — Graphs,, be the composition
hoe; — e; —» Com — Graphs,,.
SNotice that our grading conventions for the hairy graph clexes HGG,n, fHGCpp differ from those of [2] by am-fold suspension.

8This differs from the definition ir] [27] by subtraction of one.
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The operadic deformation complex Diebe; 5 Graphs,) has been studied in_[2[, 27] and found to be quasi-
isomorphic (as a complex) to the hairy graph complex fHG{27, Theorem 8.2]. Concretely, fHGE may be
realized as a subcomplex of

Def(hoe; 5 Graphs,) = H Homs(e; (N), Graphs,(N)) = 1_[ Graphs,(N)[N — 1]
N=1 Nx1

as follows.

o Take the subcomplex of maps such that graphs in the imagedatiasfetheir external vertices of valence
one.
e Take a further subcomplex consisting of the graphs antiriamt under theSy-actions on factors
Graphs,(N).
The construction is the same as that of sedfioh 3.1. The memsa@onsider it separately is that in contrast to

before the map fHG:1 — Def(hoes 5 Graphs,) now is no longer compatible with the Lie structure and the
cup products. The subcomplex fHGEIs closed under neither of these operations.

However, the Hodge filtration ohoe; described in the previous section induces an ascendinagtifiltr on
Def(hoe; — Graphs,) such that the associated graded can be identified with foerdation complex Det{oPoiss; —
Graphs,) from sectior 311, into which fHGG, injects compatibly with the Lie bracket and cup product.

3.4. The filtration by the total excess. Below we will study deformations of the operad mépg, 5 Graphs,,

that are not compatible with the Hodge filtration on Def€,, 5 Graphs,,) in some sense. Therefore, we will
introduce in this section a second related filtration ttital excesdiltration.
First consider the deformation complex

Def(hoPoissm 5 Graphs,) = l_[ (Poissp{—-m}(N) ® Graphsn(N))SN .
N

We will prescribe a grading as follows. Let® I' € Poissp{—m}(N) ® Graphs,(N) be an element withx €
Poissm{—m}(N) homogeneous of dual Hodge degheandI” € Graphs,(N) a graph withk internal vertices and
edges. Then we assigni® I' thetotal excess

(6) g=-h+{-k

The terminology stems from the fact that thanks to Propmdidi one may regard elementsRiissy(N) of dual
Hodge degreh as certain graphs witN vertices andN —h—1 edges. Then the total excess is one minus the Euler
characteristic of the combined graph obtained by gluingytlagh corresponding toto I" at the external vertices,

or alternatively the number of edges exceeding those redfr a spanning tree in the combined graph.

Remark 1. Note that the total excess grading is minus the sum of theingazh the operadraphs, by the
“internal Euler characteristik — ¢, and the Hodge grading d?oiss,.

Lemma 2. The total excess induces a (complete) gradingpef(hoPoiss, 5 Graphs,), compatible with the dg
Lie algebra structure and the cup product in the followingse

e The djferential preserves the total excess.
e The Lie bracket of two homogeneous elements of total exgemsdgy is homogeneous of total excess

01 + 02
e The cup product of two homogeneous elements of total ex¢esxlgy is homogeneous of total excess
O1+02— 1.

Proof. The Lie bracket is functorial, i.e., it is built using onlyetfoperadic compositions dPoiss, and on
Graphs,. Hence any linear combination of any gradingsRaiiss,, andGraphs,, is preserved by the Lie bracket.
The diterential is built from the dierential onGraphs,,, which clearly preserves the grading by definition of
grading, and the Lie bracket with a Maurer-Cartan elemengndé if the Maurer-Cartan element is of (total
excess-)degree 0, so is théfdiential.

Finally, the cup product is built from the Maurer-Cartanneét using operadic compositions Baissy, and
Graphs,, and the operatiohy,- : Poissy, — Poissn, cf. (3). Hence we are done if we can show that the map
has dual Hodge degree 1. But this is easily established agp#ration removes one edge if we think of elements
of Poissy, as certain graphs. |

Using the identificatiore,, = Poissy, for m > 2 we hence obtain gradings by total excess on e 5
Graphs,) compatible with Lie bracket and cup product.
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Form = 1 we may still identify Deffoe; — Graphs,) and DeffioPoiss; — Graphs,,) as dg vector spaces.
However, since we do not have a Hodge grading, merely a Holtigifin on the former space, we only obtain a
filtration by total excess on Defipe; 5 Graphs,). This filtration is descending dsappears with negative sign

in (@).

Lemma 3. The total excess filtration ddef(hoe; 5 Graphs,,) is compatible with the Lie bracket and cup product
in the following sense.

e The Lie bracket of two elements of total excesg and> g; is of total excess g; + g».
e The cup product of two homogeneous elements of total excgssand > g, is homogeneous of total
excess> g1 + 02— 1.

Proof. The proof is a copy of that of Propositibh 2, except that oretbaverify that the operation
tio-: €1(N) — ex(N)

maps the subspadePe;(N) of dual Hodge filtratiorp to the subspacg P+ of dual Hodge filtratiorp + 1. (Note
thatt;,- projects onto the subspace of permutationsiiN) = K[Sy] for which 1 and 2 occur in increasing oder.)
We leave the verification of this claim to the reader, usirggdbfinition of the Poincaré-BirkiioWitt map. O

4. Review or M. KONTSEVICH' S PROOF OF THE FORMALITY OF THE LITTLE N-CUBES OPERADS

Let us recall M. Kontsevich’s proof of the formality of thetle n-cubes operads, ové = R. The operad
E; is obviously formal since the augmentation map — e; is a quasi-isomorphism. Thus one can assume
n > 2. Instead of working with the littl&-cubes operads directly, we will use another model, the @artifed
configuration spacelM,. ConcretelyFMn(N) is a compactification of the configuration spacéNgboints inR",
modulo overall translation and rescaling. We refer the ee&m[19] for more details. LeéZ(FM,) be the operad of
semi-algebraic chains dtM,,. M. Kontsevich found the following zigzag of operad quasisnorphisms realizing
the formality of the littlen-cubes operads:

C(FMp) — Graphs,, < en.

Here the first arrow is constructed as follows. A chainC(FM,(N)) is sent to the series

(7) ZF ff l_[ ﬂi*jQS”‘l
r Cc FMn(N+k)/FMn(N) (I])EEF

where:

e The sum is over graptlisforming a basis oGraphs,(N). The numbek is the number of internal vertices
of I.

e The integral is along the fiber of the forgetful m&kl,(N + k) — FM,(N).

e The product is over all edges bf

e 7jj : FMy(N + K) = FMn(2) = S™1is the forgetful map forgetting all but theth andj-th points of a
configuration.

e Finally Qg1 is the round volume form on the— 1-sphere.

4.1. Hopf cooperadic version of Kontsevich’s morphism. The operadS&raphs,, are duals of Hopf cooperads
*Graphs,. Concretely, while elements @raphs,, are series in isomorphism classes of certain graphs, etemen
of *Graphs,, are just linear combinations of the same graphs, with thé(ddgint) differential. The commutative
product on théGraphs,(N) is defined by gluing graphs at tieexternal vertices, and the unit is the graph without
edges.

M. Kontsevich’s construction above may be restated as giogia zig-zag

Q(FM,)) « *Graphs,, — e,
whereQ(FM,) denotes thé&-module of PA forms oMy, cf. [15]. Here the left-hand map : *Graphs,, —

Q(FM,) is defined such that
F(T) = f [] =iQsm.
FMn(N+k)/FMn(N) (IJ)EEr

It is not hard to check th& preserves the commutative algebra structures. We woidddilsay thaf is a map
of Hopf cooperads. However, unfortunat€dyFM,) is not a cooperad. Still, the mdpis compatible with the
8



operad structure oRM,, in the sense that following diagrams commute.

*Graphs,(N+ M - 1)

QFM(N + M — 1))

*

[e
1

@) A Q(FMA(N) X FM(M))

*Graphs,(N) ® *Graphs,(M) F;S)E Q(FMp(N)) ® Q(FM,(M))

Hereo; is thei-th operadic composition ank] thei-th cooperadic cocomposition.

5. Proor oF THEOREM[TIFOR Kk > 2

In this section we will show Theorelnh 1 fer> 2. The proof is based on two Lemmas.
Lemma 4. Consider the composition
C(FMp) — C(FMp.k) — Graphs,,y.

If k > 2 then the image is contained in the sub-ope@uin of graphs without edges. (It is one-dimensional in
each arity.)

Proof. One has to check that for each grdpte Graphs,,,(r) with at least one edge the configuration space

integrals
*
fﬂ' wr
Cc

vanish for each chaiain C(FMp(r)). In fact we claim that*wr = 0. It is suficient to consider connected graphs
for otherwise the dferential form is just a product of pullbacks of those of iteigected components.

Roughly speaking the lowest degree of such form happens Wign uni-trivalent tree, but let us still give a
formal argument. Suppose tHahasv internal vertices and edges. Since each internal vertex has to be at least
trivalent and each external vertex has to be at least umitaleere is an inequalﬂy

3 1
9 e>=v+ =rI.
C)] 25V 3
Now assume that the first Betti numberlois j. By connectedness, one has
(10) e-v-r+1=j

Equivalently [I0) can be written as

(11) e=v+r+j-1,
hence
(12) VSr+2j-2

Applying (I1) and[(IR) to the degree of thdtdiential formwr, we obtain
dedwr)=(n+k-1Le-(n+Kv=MN+k-1)r+j-1)-vnr-1)+(n-1)j+k-2)+j-1)+ 1

On the other hand, dirgMn(r)) = n(r — 1) — 1. Hence foik > 2 we find that the restriction afir on FM,(r) is
zero as claimed.
O

We can use the above Lemma to show Thedrem k fo2 as follows.

7In fact, since a blow up of a vertex in a graph decreases theégegne can assume without loss of generality Ehatuni-trivalent.
9



Proof of Theorerll for k 2. Consider the diagram

C(FMp)

C(FMn+k)

Y

(13) Graphs, — Graphs,,,

€n > €nvk

where the middle horizontal arrow sends all graphs with edgezero, and the other arrows were introduced
above. In case = 1, instead ofsraphs, in (I3) one should use;, and the upper left arrow is the augmentation

morphism. The lower square of the diagram obviously commuide upper square commutes by Lenitha 4, as
long ask > 2. Since all the vertical arrows are quasi-isomorphismoférme[1 hence follows in this case. O

To attack the caske = 1 we need additional results introduced in sedfibn 6.

5.1. Hopf (co)operadic version. Note that the maps in the diagram(13) may more or less oblyidngspre-
dualized to form a diagram

Q(FMn) Q(F'V|n+k)

“Graphs,, «—— *Graphs,,

4 \
*

*
—
€n Chik

The maps in the lower square are Hopf cooperad maps. The thipperarrows are maps 6fmodules in commu-
tative algebras, which in addition satisfy a compatibitipndition with the operadic structure &M, andFMp,
of the form [8). Again, in case = 1, instead of Graphs, in the diagram above one should use

6. HOMOLOGY OF THE DEFORMATION COMPLEX
6.1. An auxiliary map hoPoiss,_; — GraphsZ. Consider the ma@, : hoPoiss,.; — Graphs? defined as
follows:

e The commutative product generatog € hoPoissp-1(2) is sent to the graph with two vertices and no
edge.
e The Xk + 1-aryholie, generatofiz. 1 iS sent to the graph

1
2K
o All other generators are sent to zero.

Lemma 5. g is indeed a map of operads.

Proof. First note that the graphs in the images of eagl; are such that the external vertices all have valence 1,
and are hence derivations in each slot for the produciThehoPoiss,_;-relations involving both the produot

and theuy are hence satisfied. It fiices to check thboLiey-relations. These relations are equivalent to stating
that the element

(14) Q:ZZ]I-(/T\

k21 2k+1 legs

10



is a Maurer-Cartan element in the hairy graph complex froctiee[3.1. The Maurer-Cartan equation reads

1
—oa + E[a,a] =—0+aoq

S

=0.

Here the first term in the sum is produced &ythere are(k;') ways of connecting the legs to one of the two

vertices produced. The second term uses the pre-Lie preduain (5), and the prefactor counts the number of
(k, I)-shufle permutations. O

Remark 2. The mapDy clearly factorizes througBraphs,, c Graphs2. However, we will see below that allowing
for bivalent internal vertices makes the theory more umifor

6.2. The deformation complex of®dq. Consider the deformation complex D&g). It is obtained by twisting the
deformation complex

Def(hoPoiss,_; — Graphs?)
by the Maurer-Cartan elememtcorresponding t@y. In fact, this Maurer-Cartan element lives in the sub-dg Lie

algebra HGG_1, ¢ fHGC,_1, c Def(hoPoiss,-1 5 Graphsﬁ). Hence we have a quasi-isomorphism of dg Lie
algebras
fHGC]_, , — Def(®o)
between the full hairy graph complex twisted dbynd the deformation complex d.
The goal of this subsection is to show the following Theorem.

Theorem 3.

(15)  H(Def(®o) = S* (H(GC) @ KT)[])[1-n] = S*|(HGCYe  []| KL oKT)n]|[1-n]

1<r=2n+1 mod4
where the Lk correspond to the loop classes and T to the tripod class, ahdehotes the completed symmetric
algebra without constant term.
Remark 3. Note that the cup product on Ddfg) is combinatorially realized as the union of graphs.

Remark 4. Concretely, a cocycle representing the tripod class the following:

2k
16 — .
9 N
2k+1

The class corresponding to the cocygle GC? is represented by a hairy graph cocycle as follows:
1
(17) y Z = Y

2k+1
Here the sum is over all ways of connecting the legs to vesiide.
It will be shown in Propositiof]2 below that these cocyclesesponding to the generating classes arise from
the action of the Lie algebiia < GC2 on the operatraphs? by derivations.

6.3. Proof of Theorem[3. We will work with the hairy graph complex. Our eventual gaaté show that
H((HGC, 1)) = K& H(GC)
where (HGqﬁ_lyn)” is the hairy graph complex with theftrential obtained by twisting with the Maurer-Cartan

elementa defined in[I4). First note that there is a splitting of compkeof (HGqﬁan)" into a subcomplex of
trees, and a subcomplex of non-trees, say

(HGCﬁan)a = Utrees® Unon-trees

The subcomplex of trees has one-dimensional homologydlsianned by the tripod class) already before twist-
ing by a, seel[2, Subsection 3.5]. Hence, the subcomplex of treesriesdimensional homology and contributes
the summandH (Uyeed = K above. Remarkl4 explicitly describes the correspondingaecWe can hence focus
on the subcomplex of non-tree graphs and disregard treégtsgow.

11



For technical reasons, let us enlarge the complex ﬁig;jh(lo include also (non-tree) graphs without hairs, i. e.,

setHGG , , := HGC?_, @ GC;. The dg Lie algebra structure naturally extends to HGG Our first goal will
be to compute the homology of the twisted complex

(HGC 1)

Letl' e HGC_, , be a graph. Let theoreof I' be the graph obtained by removing the hairs and removing
recursively univalent vertices and their adjacent edgesthier words, we may vieWw as its core, with some trees
attached, for example:

graph: — core:

We endow HG( , , with a filtration on the number of core vertices. The firsfetiential in the associated
spectral sequence will leave the number of core verticesriant, but changes the attached trees. The associated
graded complex hence splits

grHGG, ,, = l_[ Vy
y

where the direct product runs over all isomorphism claséesre graphs an¥, is the complex associated to the
core. More precisely, we may pick a representative graphefdomorphism class, say, and identify

@W]Gy,

veVy’

V, =

where the direct sum runs over verticeg/gfthe compleXxV is made of the trees attachable to one vertex and the
isomorphism grous,. of v acts by permutations, with appropriate signs. Since takimgology interchanges
with taking invariants with respect to a finite group actibisuffices to computél (W).

Lemma 6. H(W) = Ke, @ Ke_ where the two classes correspond to decorations of thewefténe form

\'
+1))
e 33 2N
> ix

Proof sketch.First one checks tha. are indeed cocycles. We leave it to the re§dEhen consider a filtration
onW by the number of hairs in the decoration. The associatecegrddcomposes as graded vector space as

ngZWoGBWl@WzZ

where the subscript indicated the valence of the vevieWe take the associated spectral sequence whose first
differential is a mapW., — W;. This diferential is injective, and the cokernel is spanned by th@m@ion
consisting of a single hair. Hence on this page we arrive atoadimensional vector space, and since the two
classes can be represented by cocyclé¥ the spectral sequence abuts. O

Knowing the homology otV, we hence conclude that(gr HGC_ ;) is spanned by isomorphism classes of
graphs without hair, but with each vertex decorated by eith®ymbole, or a symbok._. In fact, interpretinge.
to be the corresponding decorations above, such graphsafeuhcomplex which we denote by

GC, c HGC_y .

Using Lemmad1l and the fact that the filtration used is bounted@and complete, we have hence reduced the
problem to computing the homology of GC

Note that the dferential on G is such that it splits a vertex decorateddyyinto two vertices decorated by
e, and a vertex decorated lay into two vertices decorated gy . Pictorially:

X5 5% K5 ><

LetT € GG, be a graph. We call itskeletorthe graph obtained by iteratively removing all bivalenttices
and connecting their adjacent edges, until an at leasterivgraph or a graph with only one vertex is produced.
Consider only the at least trivalent case for the moment. graphI” can be seen as the core, together with a
“decoration” at each edge, the decoration being a stringvaidnt vertices, each labelled ey ore_.

84int: check thae, + e_ ande, — e_ are closed.
12



Consider a filtration by the number of skeleton vertices. ditkerential on the associated graded acts inde-
pently on the decorations of the edges. Henceftises to compute the homology of the complex of decorations
associated to one edge. We have to consider two cases.

e The endpoints of the edge have the same labels, i.e. ghathbothe_.
e The endpoints of the edge have the opposite labels, i.egrdgoint is labelle@, and onee_.

We leave it to the reader to check that in the second case thesponding complex is acyclic, while in the first
case the homology is one-dimensional, the class beinggsepted by a direct edge between the endpoints. A
similar argument also shows that if the skeleton has a shigédent vertex the same conclusion holds.

Note that if a connected graph does not have all vertex ladiiés (i.e., alle, or all e_), then it necessarily
contains an edge between vertices with opposite labelscéter conclude that the homology of the associated
graded of GE consists of two copies of GCone embedded by giving all vertices labels and one by giving
all vertices labele._.

Invoking Lemmd L again this shows that there is a quasi-isphism of complexes

GCaGC2 - GC*
and hence a quasi-isomorphism of complexes
Ke GG @ GC2 — HGC, 4.

Hence to reach our goal of computiht[HGCznfl,n) it suffices to express this space in terms of the homology of
HGC,_, - To this end, consider the short exact sequence

0 - HGG;_,, » HGC/_,, > GC; — 0.

Note also that the induced map in homoldgfHGC_ ;) = K& H(GC%) @ H(GC2) — H(GC?) is obtained from

the identity map on each of the G&ummands and is hence surjective. Thus, we concludéHtfi#®C’_, ) is
the kernel of the above map, and can be identified with

K® H(GC).
Concretely, the identification may be realized by a quasiisrphism

K®GC2 - HGC 4,

which sends a graphe GC2toI', — I'_, wherel ;. is the graph with all vertices decorated éy respectively by
e_. This then concludes the proof of Theorgm 3. ]

6.4. The primitive cocycles originate from derivations of the taget. Above we have computed the homology
of Def(dy) in terms of the graphs homology(GC?). Although explicit combinatorial formulas for the cocgsl
representing the homology classes were given, let us thededrigin by showing that the primitive elements are
the images of the derivations of the target opeBaaphs? given byKS = GC?2.

The natural action okS =< GCZ2 on Graphs? is realized as followskS (scaling) denotes one class which acts
on elementy € GC? by multiplication by the Euler characteristic andbr Graphs? by the number

#(internal vertices} #(internal edges)

The action of a graph € GC2 onT € Graphs3(N) is given by the formula

N

y-rzifoyiy101F+ZiFijl.
=1

Herey; € Graphs2(1) is obtained by declaring the first vertexpkxternal and” ¢ y denotes the operation of
insertingy into all internal vertices of. The sum ovej we will also abbreviate aB o ;.
Hence for any operad ma& — Graphs?2 we obtain a map

KS = H(GC?) — H(Def(® — Graphs?))[-1].

13



Proposition 2. The image oKS < H(GC?) in H(Def(hoPoiss,_1 D, Graphs?))[-1] may be identified with the
primitive part of (I5). Furthermore, the images of the loop classes have reprateas (up to prefactors)

ko

Hy « Z (cons) 1

Ke....k>1 0dd
kg

and hence correspond to the hedgehog classes of the urthvisiiey graph homology KHGC,-1 ).

Proof. First consider the rescaling claSs By straightforward computation its action on the Maurer@n ele-
ment yields the cocycl€(16) starting with the tripod.
Next, the image of a graph homology class represented byoihyeley € GC, is represented by

tmey £ [m yi]

wherem is the Maurer-Cartan element correspondingto Adding the coboundary of4, i.e., §y1 + [m, y1],
wheres is the diferential onGraphs we obtain

+dy1 £ Mey.

Note thatdy; is an element obtained by attaching one edge with a unival@retnal vertex tg/; in all possible
ways by closeness of It follows that for any graph homology class the formiila)(@@scribes its image in the
homology of the deformation complex. It remains to check thay the loop clasd.; the image may indeed
be represented by a cocycle with the hedgehog leading teshaaen above. From the proof of TheorEim 3 one
sees that the images of the span the one-loop part of the homology of HG(,, which is one-dimensional in
each degree. Hence itfiges to check that the above cocycles do so as well. Take didiitran HGG, ; | by
the number of hairs. Then the associated graded is isonwigttie untwisted complex HGG, . The one-loop
part of its homology is already one-dimensional in each elegspanned by the hedgehog classes, and hence the
one-loop part of the homology of HGG , is spanned by (any) set of classes whose lowest-numbegicfterms
are the hedgehog diagrams.

m]

6.5. The map ®. We consider next the map : hoe,_; — Graphs? defined as the composition
® : hoep_1 — C(FM,_1) — C(FM,)) — Graphs,, — Graphs?
where the left hand arrow is some homotopy lift of the zigaagh(m = n - 1)
hoen, — eqm — Graphs,, « C(FMp)
and the next to the last arrow is the Kontsevich integratiapm
Lemma 7. The maphoe, — C(FMp,) sends the L generator, to the fundamental chaiRund € C(FMp(r)).

Proof. The statement is shown by induction onSince the mahoe,, — C(FMy,) is required to be the identity
on homology, the statement holds foe 2. Suppose it holds up to someand suppose that,; is sent to the
chainc. Thenc has to satisfy

dc = oFund.1

or in other words Fund; —cis a cycle. But since there is no homology in that degréeMp it must be a boundary,
i. e., Fund,1 — ¢ = dx for some chairk € C(FMu(r + 1)) of degreemr. But dim(FMpy(r + 1)) = mr — 1, hencex
must be degenerate, and hemce 0 since there are no such semi-algebraic chains by definition O

Remark 5. For the casan = 1 we can choose this littoe; — C(FM;) explicitly by sending the generator
m, of hoe; = A, to the fundamental class of the connected componeRMafr) corresponding to the trivial
permutation of 1..r.

We will first show that the mag is a deformation ofdg, in the sense thab is the associated graded map of
® when considering a suitable filtration @raphs,,.

Lemma 8. The image of the fundamental ch&andg € C(FM,_1(3)) under the composition

C(FMp-1) = C(FM,)) — Graphs,
14



contains the tripod graph

n-ade

1 . .
Fund; — ZTg + (graphs with more verticés

with cogficient?, i.e.,

Proof. Consider the forgetful majp : FMn(4) — FM(3), and consider Funds an element a(FM,(3)) via the
inclusionC(FM_1) — C(FM,). We have to compute the integral

f -
m*Fund;

Note that=M,, carries an orientation reversing involutibhy mirroring along the, ..., X,-1-plane. This involution
leaves Funglinvariant. We will decompose*Fund; =: ¢ + 1(c) where the chair is supported in the subspace of
FMn(4) for which the 4-th point lies above the other thle@ne then finds

f o, =2 f o,
mFunds c

[ or=-[r@m= [ar.
1(c) c c

Here the first minus sign arises sinlces orientation reversing and the second siheets by multiplication with
—1 on each of the three one-forms associated to the edgesndine to compute the integrﬁl&m. This can be
done by parameterizing configuration§ (Xo, X3, X4) as follows

Xj=(x,-1), j=123 X4 = (0,0,0,0)

since

with X1, X2, X3 € R™1. Then integral then reduces to

([ o0 =) -3

whereQ is the top form obtained by pulling back the volume form ongpberesS™?. O

Remark 6. By a similar argument one may also show that the thefaent of ther-pod diagram in the image

of the fundamental chain &M,_1(r) has coﬁicientzr—l_1 forr odd and O for even.

Lemma 9. The dfferential onDef(hoe,_1 2, Graphs?) is compatible with the total excess filtration of sec-
tion[3.4. The associated graded complex can be identifidtaf(hoPoiss,_1 SN Graphs?).

Proof. The deformation complex Defi) is obtained from Det{oe,_1 5 Graphs?) by twisting with some
Maurer-Cartan element, say, while Def(®,) is obtained by twisting with a Maurer-Cartan elemagt Hence
we have to check thah consists of terms of total excess0, and thatm andmy agree modulo terms of total
excess> 1.

To this end consider an eleme@I € e,_1{1-n}(N)®Graphs2(N), with x of dual Hodge degreke(filtration h
in casen = 2) andl” a graph withk internal vertices and edges. Note that if the grafphe Graphs,(N) has edges
between external vertices the term vanishes, since thagsadrrespond to vanishing forms under the Feynman
rules [T). It follows that possibIE occurring inmmust be such that either the number of internal verticksid,
or T is the “empty” graph with no edges, i.€.= k = 0.

Using [8) the total degree of our elemem I' is

(18) degreg=(n-2)p+(n—-1)¢-(n—-1)(N-1)-nk=(n-1)g-k-p
where we sep := N — h -1, andg is the total excess. Since the degreend$ —1, there are the following cases
to be considered:

¢ Note that the terms with trivial vanish by degree reasons fidr# 2, and forN = 2 they produce the map
hoen_1 — Graphs? factoring througtCom. Hence we can disregard terms with trivizin the following.

More precisely, one has projections: FM,(4) — FMy(2) = S"1 by forgetting all but thé-th and the fourth point of a configuration.
Then we require that is supported im;3(U) N 751(U) N 731(U), whereU ¢ S"is the closed upper hemisphere.
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e If n> 3 necessarilyg > 0, and ifg = 0 than eithep = 0 andk = 1 orp = 1 andk = 0. In the former case
(p = 0) the elemenk € en_1{1 — n}(N) is in the commutative suboperad and the contributing tdrave
been evaluated in Lemraa 8 and the remark following it. In #tiet casel( = 0) the grapH” cannot have
any edges as we argued above, and hence we can disregard it.

e If n=2eitherg = 0org = -1. If g = 0 the same arguments as for 3 show that the possible terms are
those ofmy. If g = —1 then necessarily= p = ¢ = 0, i.e.,T" is trivial and can be disregarded.

O

Remark 7. Note that from[(IB) it follows that

1 1
g= m(k+ p + (degred) > nTl(degree)
and hence that the excess filtration is bounded above.

Lemma 10. The cup product o®ef(®) is compatible with the total excess filtration in the senss the cup
products of two elements of total excesp and> g has total excess p+ q— 1. The induced cup product on the
associated graded agrees with the cup producbefi(®).

Proof. Noting that the Maurer-Cartan element is of total excesy with leading part equal toy, the proof is
the same as that of Lemnids 2 and 3. i

We will also need the following property df:

Lemma 11. The map®d: hoe,_; — Graphs? always sends the product generator to the graph with twdeest
and no edge.

Proof. The casa = 2 is a direct consequence of the Kontsevich vanishing lerd®allheorem 6.5], see also [17].
The casen > 3 is proved by the same argument as Leriina 4 by counting theelefthe forms corresponding to
graphs with two external vertices. O

6.6. A version of the Cerf Lemma.

Theorem 4(Algebraic version of the Cerf Lemma)

H(Def(®)) = H(Def(®)) = S*((H(GCE) & KT)[n])[1 - n] =

s'|(HGCYe []  KH oKT)n]|[1-n]
1<r=2n+1 mod4
where S denotes the completed symmetric algebra without constamt, tthe H denote the hedgehog classes
and T the tripod class.

Proof. We consider a spectral sequence induced by the genus diftratt follows from LemmaD® that on the
first page we findH(Def(®p)). We claim that the spectral sequence abuts there. Indexe that all primitive
classes stem from an action @raphs? and hence are represented by cocycles in fef( — Graphs?) =
Def(®). Representatives for the non-primitive classes can bairmdd by taking (series of) cup products of the
representatives of the primitve classes. Invoking agamrmell (which is applicable by Remdrk 7) the result
follows. O

Remark 8. Note that the above Theorem says that all homology (BPef(®)) is generated by the image of the
derivations of the targeti(hDer.(E,)). It does not say however that the midphDer.(E,)) — H(Def(®))[-1] is

an isomorphism. Rather, both homology spadésDer.(E,)) andH(Def(®)) are complete symmetric algebras,
with products of diferent degrees, and the map is an isomorphism on the prineitireents.] We conjecture
that a nicer version of the above algebraic Cerf Lemma caotmeulated when considerirtf,_; andE, as Hopf
operads, and the Hopf operadic deformation complexess ($linatural setting from the rational homotopy point
of view [13].) We expect that the homology of the Hopf opecatiiformation complexes is just the primitive part
of H(hDer.(E,)) andH(Def(®)), and the map hence becomes an isomorphism in the Hopigetti

107he deformation homologk (hDer.(E,)) was computed i [32, Theorem 1.3]:
H(hDer,(En)) = S* ((H(GCR) @ KT)[n+ 1]) [-n - 1].
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7. ProoF oF THEOREM[I]FOR k = 1

There are dferent ways to show that the operad m&ggM,) — C(FM;,1) are non-formal. In Subsectign¥.2

we resume briefly two other approaches. The simplest argutmstnwve found is as follows. We consider the two

maps®d : hoe, — GraphsZ,, and¥ : hoe, — €, — &1 — Graphs2 ;. Consider the spectral sequences on

the deformation complexes Ddf), Def(¥) induced by the arity filtration. On thEe® and E? pages they agree,
with the E? page being the hairy graph homology. The spectral sequemdeef(¥) abuts there. 1b and¥
were quasi-isomorphic this would imply by Lemind 13 and Ré«@Hvelow that the spectral sequence for @ef(
would also abut on the second page. However, as the prooferfréni 4 shows that it does not, théeiential is
the bracket with the tripod class. Hence we concludedhahd¥ cannot be quasi-isomorphic operad maps:

7.1. Some homotopy theoretic lemmas.

Lemma 12. LetC, C’ be coaugmented cooperads quasi-isomorphieto Suppose : Q(C) — Q(C’) is a
guasi-isomorphism. Consider the maps of complexes
¢ , /
Fr: (CNILL. de) — (QAC)(r). de) — (C)(r). der) — (C'(N[1]. de),
where the right hand map projects onto trees with only oneendtien F is a quasi-isomorphism for each r.

Proof. We may consider filtrations of2(C), Q(C’") by the number of nodes in trees occurring in the cobar con-
struction. Consider the associated spectral sequencakeQero-th page induces a map

(Q(C)7 dC) - (Q(C,)9 dC’)
so that on thé&e! page we have a map
¢1 : (Q(eX)» dl) - (Q(er\‘f)7 dl)

whered; is the diferential orhoe, = Q(€Y).
We want to show the the induced maps on homology

fr 2 eq(r) = H(C(r)) — H(C'(1) = e;(r)

are isomorphisms. Far = 2 the statement is clear singeis a quasi-isomorphism by assumption. In fact, by
composingg; with an automorphism we may assume without loss of generdiét f, = id. (In casen > 2

it's enough to take an automorphism rescaling product andket. In cas@ = 1 one applies an automorphism
rescaling the product and if necessary the one reversingrtiguct to the opposite one.) For highemwe will
assume inductively that we have shown thiat id for j = 2,...,r — 1. Letx € e;(r)[1] c hoex(r) be given.
Thenf,(X) € e;/(r)[1] c hoen(r) has to satisfy

dfi(x) = dx

whered is the diferential inhoe,. In other words the elemerit(x) — x is d-closed, and hence is sent to zero
by all cooperadic cocompositions. However, since all cegaiors ofe! are located in arity 2, this implies that
fr(X) — x=0forr > 3. Sincex was arbitrary, the statement follows. O

Lemma 13. Consider a commutative diagram of the form

P

f[w{g

Q— @

where the horizontal arrows are quasi-isomorphisms, andref® is quasi-isomorphic te,. Consider the two

spectral sequences associated to the arity filtration®ef(Q(B(P)) R Q) and Def(Q(B(#")) S, Q). Then
one of the two spectral sequences abuts at thpdge if and only if so does the other.

Proof. We consider the zigzag of quasi-isomorphisms
Def(Q(B®)) — Q) — Def(Q(B(®P)) X2 @) &~ Def(Q(B®)) % Q).

On all three deformation complexes there are filtrationsrity and the maps are compatible with these filtrations.
On theE° page we consider complexes

[ [Homs, (B®)(r). (1) = [ [ Homs, (BP)(1), Q(1)) « [ | Homs, (B@)(r),Q (1))
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with the diferential being induced by that &%), B(P’) and@Q, @ . On theE* page we hence consider a zig-zag
[ [Homs, (e5(r), HQ) - [ [ Homs, (e (r), HQ (1)) « [ | Hom, (&5 (r), HQ(r)).
r r r

The left hand arrow is an isomorphism since so is the md&p) by assumption. The right hand arrow is an
isomorphism by Lemmia?2. It follows that all complexes arasiisomorphic.

It also follows that the induced morphisms on #epage of the spectral sequences are isomorphisms as well,
and hence if one of the spectral sequences abuts at thisgmagaye to do the others. O

Remark 9. In the above proof it is inessential that we took the bar-cobsolutions ofP, #’. In fact, one can
take any other cofibrant resolution of the fofd(C) -» P, Q(C’) -» P’, or no resolution ifP, #’ are already of
that form.

7.2. Remarks and alternative arguments. Another way to show that the natural inclusiBf — Ep.1 is not
formal would be to compare the deformation homoldt§Def(E, — En.1)) with H(Def(e, — en,1)). However
it turns out that both are completed symmetric algebras rgée by countably many classes in both positive
and negative degrees. In the first case the negative gerseaatotripod and loop classes — all other generators
are positive. In the second case there are much more bothiveegad positive generatoris [30], but as a result
the total homology in both cases are infinite dimensionalorexpaces in every degree, and thus as graded vector
spaces are indistinguishable. Thus to show that the def@mmtaomology is diferent, one has to use the algebraic
structures on this homology, but also natural topology ihatecessary to define the completed tensor product,
completed cup product, and the space of primitives withees the completed cup-product.

Another approach would be to look at the maps

(19) H(hDer.(Ens1)) — H(Def(En — Ens1))[1].

which are very diterent depending on whether on the right hand side one detbnsatural map or the "trivial”
mapE, — En,1 factoring throughCom. Concretely, the scaling and hedgehog classéf(hDer.(En.1)) are in

the kernel of the map tbl (Def(E, SN En:1)) [30], while they are sent to non-zero classesl{{Def(E, — En:1)).
Namely, the scaling class is sent to the tripod class, andtpeclasses are sent to the hedgehog classes. A subtlety
in this approach is that the action of the homotopy automierplof E,.1 on the scaling and loop classes can move
those to some elements which would not be any more in the keff€J). So, one would need to show that there
will still be classes in the kernel with similar leading texm

8. UNITARY VERSION OF THE RESULTS

Above we considerelt, operads as having no operations of arity zero. Howeverapeldgical little cubes
operads are naturally endowed with a zero-ary operatiseriion of which amounts to forgetting the cube inserted
into. Similarly, the operads,, Graphs,, etc. have natural extensions having an operation in arity &éich we
denote byel, Graphs! etc. Concretely,

el(N) = en(N) forN>1 Graphs,(N) for N >1
"YUk forN=0 K1 forN=0"

The operadic compositions are extended as follows. Theasroperatiorl is killed by the bracket ire, and is
a unit with respect to the product, i.e.,

(20) [,1]=0 A1 =ldep

whereldop, € en(1) is the operadic unit.

Similarly, inserting the zero-ary operatidne Graphs®(0) into a vertexj of a graphl’ € Graphs(N) forgets
that vertex if it has valence zero, and maps the graph to zbeywise.

Note that the action of G{on Graphs,, by operadic derivations naturally extendsamphs?.

Note also that M. Kontsevich’s proof of the formality of thilé n-cubes operad outlined in sectidn 4 naturally
extends to the unital case to produce a zig-zag of quasiggumsms

C(FM?) — Graphs? « el.

Note also that our proof of Theordm 1 far> 2 given in sectio 5 is independent of the presence or non-
presence of operations in arity zero. Furthermore, therstant that the mai, — E,.1 is not formal is stronger

then that ofE} — E?., being non-formal. Hence we arrive at the following unitatsien of Theorerfil1.

Graphs}(N) = {

Corollary 3 (Unital version of Theoreril1)Over R, the operad maps E— E!,, are formal for k> 2 and
non-formal for k= 1.
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One may also consider the deformation complexes of the dmeap<E} — E'., . To this end, one in particular
needs a tractable quasi-free algebraic modeEforThis is provided by the Koszul duality theory of operadgwit
zero-ary operations developed by Hirsh and Millés [16]t Le recall the relevant statements from loc. cit., in
the special case we are interested in. One defines the caofeé)4 as the cooperad cogenerateddjyand an
additional operation of arity zero and degree 1, and no mahdit corelations. Concretely, we may identify
1yV ~ \Y k
(eh)'(N) = (P (en(N +K) @ K[-1]° )., -

k>0
Following the theory ofi[16] (applied to the cask) we may construct a quasi-free resolutiorepfas
hoey, := (Q((en)"). da + dy)
wheredg, is the usual dferential on the bar construction adglis an additional piece ensuring that the relations
(20) hold in homology.
Suppose we are given an operad nhap: — Graphs,,,. We may form the complex of derivations of that
map
Der(hoe}, — Graphst.,) = | | Homs, ((ef)¥(N)[1], Graphsp,,(N))
N>0

[-1]

~ l_l (en{—n}(N +1Ne® [K[1]®r ® GraphS%Jrk(N))SNXSr

N,r>0
(N,r)#(1,0)

The homology of this complex will contain one class correspiog to the "trivial” derivation given by rescaling
by (arity— 1). We kill this one class by passing to the reduced defoonatdomplex

[-1].

Der.(hoe} — Graphst,,) := 1_[ (en{—n}(N +1)®K[A1]* ® GrzalphsﬁJr,((N))SNXSr

Ni22
whose suspension we denote by Dek — Graphsﬁ+k) Note that there is a map of operads
hoe, — hoef:
and hence a map of deformation complexes
Der(hoel — Graphsl,,) — Der(hoe, — Graphst.,,) = Der(hoe, — Graphs,,,).
These maps in turn yield a map
Def(hoe} — Graphs!,,) — Def(hoe, — Graphs,,,).

The following proposition shows that (for our purposes) dieéormation theory in the unital case is identical
to that in the non-unital case considered above.
Proposition 4. Suppose the operad mape}: — Graphs(,, is a quasi-isomorphism in arity zero and that the
product generator is sent to a non-zero multiple of the grayith two vertices and no edge. Then the map
Def(hoel — Graphst,,) — Def(hoe, — Graphs,,.,)
is a quasi-isomorphism.

Proof. We will consider a descending complete filtration on

Def(hoe; — Graphsh,) = [ | (en-ni(N + ) ® K[1]*" @ Graphsk, (N)) ™
Nir22
by the quantityN + r. The diferential on the associated graded consists of two pieces
do=6+d
wheres is the diferential onGraphs.,, while
A (en{-N(N + 1) ® K[L]* ® Graphsk, (N) ™™ = (eal-n}(N + 1) ® K[1]**D @ GraphsL,, (N - 1)) "™

acts by inserting the zero-ary operation in one vertex osteond factor. Note that this insertion is zero unless
the vertex has valence 0. We may split any grapBraphs..,, (N) into a piece all of whose external vertices have

iNotice that passing to the reduced version of the complexed¥ations in the unital setting is equivalent to sayingt tha consider
deformations that keep fixed the arity zero operation cpoeding to forgetting a cube in a configuration.
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positive valence, and possibly several vertices with @@ezrero. Let us call the subspace of graphs all of whose
external vertices have positive valer@ephs, ,om(N). Then

N
= @ (en{_n}(N + r) ® [K[l]®r ® Graphs#k,norm(N - S))

s=0

)SN xSy Sn_sXSrXSg

(ent=n}(N + 1) ® K[1]" ® Graphs;,,(N)

Note that the dferentiald’ preserves the quantity+ s. Furthermore, it is easy to see that the subcomplex of fixed
r + sis acyclicifr + s> 0. Itis easy to see from these considerations that the h@yaitthe associated graded
in our spectral sequence is

E = [ (enl-ni(N) © KIL* ® €k pornN) .
N>2
The next diferential increases the quantiiyby 1.
Note that the resulting complex is quasi-isomorphic to thiemalized subcomplex of tHe! page of the spectral
sequence associated to the filtration by afdy ¢f the non-unital deformation complex Dat(e, — Graphs,,,,)-
But it is well-known that the normalized complex is quasisrphic to the full complex, and hence the Proposi-
tion follows by standard spectral sequence arguments. O

As a consequence of Lemina 11 and Proposifion 4 we get:
Corollary 5 (Unital version of Theorenid 2 andl.4)

H(Def(hoe! ; — Graphs})) = S* ((H(GCﬁ) ) IKT)[n]) [1-n]=

s'|(HGCYe []  KH oKT)n]|[1-n]

1<r=2n+1 mod4

where the Hdenote the hedgehog classes and T the tripod class.

9. CONNECTION TO EMBEDDING CALCULUS

The manifold calculus developed by Goodwillie and Weliss B has been shown to be deeply connected to
the theory of operad§][1] 8] 4,125,128]. One of the main apitina of this calculus is the study of embedding
spaces. LeEmly(D™, D") denote the space of smooth embeddiB§s— D" pointwise fixed at the boundary
as some equatorial inclusion. In particular for= n we get the spacBiff,(D") of diffeomorphisms of a disc
preserving the boundary pointwise. By taking derivative\adry point we get an obvious map

Emiy(D™,D") - Q™Vmp,

whereVp,,, is the space of linear injective map8 — R". The homotopy fibeEmly(D™, D") of this map (over
the base point) is usually callephace of embeddings modulo immersiowe denote this space IBiff ;,(D") in
casem = n. In order to study the homology &mk,(D™, D") from the point of view of the calculus, one defines
a cofunctor

C.Emby(—,D"): O(D™) — Ch
from the category of open subsets DT containingdD™ to the category of chain complexes. This cofunctor
assigns to any open set ¢ D™ the chain comple.Emhky(U, D"), whereEmhy(U, D") is a similar space of
embeddings modulo immersions. The general machinery afdteellus provides us with a map

C.Emiy(D™, D") - T..C.,Emh,(D™, D),

where the right-hand side is the limit of the Goodwillie-8&tower. This map is a quasi-isomorphism only for

n > 2m+ 2, i. e. when the spadémh;(D™, D") is connected. Even when the convergence does not hold, one
can still study the limit, that might produce interestindhomology classes and invariants of spaces of knots. In
particular, one can also apply this construction to the casen, or in other words to the study of the space of
diffeomorphisms ob" fixing boundary pointwise. The following result describleis fimit from the point of view

of the theory of operads.

Theorem ([3]). One has a natural equivalence of complexes

T..C.Emby(D™, D) =~ hiBimg: (EX, ER).
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This result holds for any ring of céieients. The right-hand side is the space of derived morphiEhn —
EL in the category of infinitesimal bimodules ovEf,. To make things precise we will be interested in the
limit T..C.Emk(D™, D) in the model category of unbounded chain compl&eWe conjecture that for any
codficients,

(21) hiBimg: (Ex, En) = hDer(Ef, — Ep)[m+ 1] ~ hDer(Em — Eq)[m+ 1].

(To be precise the left-hand side must be quotiented by adanensional vector space in degree zero, or in other
words one needs to take the limit of trelucedsingular chaing .,C.Emky(D™, D").) Notice also that in case of
characteristic zero the second equivalence is proved bydBitior[4.) More generally we have the following

Conjecture. For any commutative ring of cdiécientsk, given a morphism of diierential graded operaés, — O
with O augmented oveCom® and doubly reduced?(0) = O(1) = K, one has

(22) hiBimg: (E%, ) ~ hDer,(EL — O)[m+ 1] ~ hDet.(Ey — O)[m+ 1.

The equivalencd (22) has been shownlfos R in the case when the mdgf, — O factors througiCom?,
see[2], and also in the case= 1 (see the comment right after the theorem below). The tapedbversion of
this conjecture has been proved by Dwyer and Hess:

Theorem([9]). Given a morphism of topological operad3, —f> O with O being doubly reduced?(0) ~ O(1) ~
%, one has a weak equivalence of spaces

hiBimg: (C, O) ~ Q™! hOperadCh, O),
where the spackOperad(?L, O) is the space of derived maps of operat}s— O based at f.

In casem = 1 this theorem was proved inl[8,129]. The prooflin|[29] usesxglieit cellular cofibrant replace-
ment ofC] and thus can be adjusted to th&eliential graded context.
Givenmy < m, < n, one gets natural maps

(23) hDet(Eny, — En) — hDer(Ey, — En).
For example[(19) is a particular case of such map. We belifetg23) models the map
ToC.2™ ™Emby(D™, D") — T.C.Emb(D™, D")

obtained from the natural scanning mamb,(D™, D") — Q™ ™Emk,(D™, D") applying adjunction between
loops and suspensions and therC,.

Recall that the Cerf Lemmal[7, Appendix, Section 5, Projpmsis], [5, Proposition 5.3] says that the natural
scanning map (1) is a weak equivalence. Since the StiefeifaldiV,,_1  is just the grougsQn), one gets that
the modulo immersions scanning map

(24) Diff ,(D™') —» QEmhy(D", D™1)

is also an equivalence. Modulo the Conjecture above, ougl#xtgjc Cerf Lemma (Theordm 4) implies that the real
homology ofT.,C.Emby(D", D™*) and of T.,C.Diff ,(D™*) are completed symmetric algebras whose spaces of
generators up to a shift in degree by one are the same. (Natevieothat the generators could be of both positive
and negative degrees.) Recall also th#mby (D", D™1) is known to be a torsion group far# 3, 4 [5, Section 5],

and therefore is rationally trivial. This is actually a cegsence of the (generalized) Schoenflies theorem which
has been proved for all dimensions excapt 3 and which states that any smoothly embedded spBeia

S™1 bounds a smooth disc on each side. As a consequence thel napiaDiff ;,(D") — moEmiy(D", D™?) is
surjective. In fact it follows from the Cerf pseudoisotopmgbrem that this map is an isomorphism fog 3, 4

and the corresponding group is the gralipt of exotic smooth structures @f*! [5, Section 5].
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