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HIGHER LIE THEORY

DANIEL ROBERT-NICOUD AND BRUNO VALLETTE

Abstract. We present a novel approach to the problem of integrating homotopy Lie algebras by
representing the Maurer–Cartan space functor with a universal cosimplicial object. This recovers
Getzler’s original functor but allows us to prove the existence of additional, previously unknown,
structures and properties. Namely, we introduce a well-behaved left adjoint functor, we establish
functoriality with respect to infinity-morphisms, and we construct a coherent hierarchy of higher
Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formulas. Thanks to these tools, we are able to establish the most
important results of higher Lie theory. We use the recent developments of the operadic calculus,
which leads us to explicit tree-wise formulas at all stage. We conclude by applying this theory
to rational homotopy theory: the left adjoint functor is shown to provide us with homotopy Lie
algebra models for topological spaces which faithfully capture their rational homotopy type.
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Introduction

Higher Lie theory. At the center of classical Lie theory lies Lie’s third theorem, which tells us
how to integrate a finite dimensional real Lie algebra in order to obtain a simply connected real
Lie group, providing an equivalence between the respective categories. The Baker–Campbell-
Hausdorff (BCH) formula plays a fundamental role, inducing the group structure. In this paper,
we study higher Lie theory, i.e. the extension of this theory to the derived world of differential
graded Lie algebras and — further still — to homotopy Lie algebras.

Replacing classical Lie algebras by their derived versions is mandatory in deformation theory,
whose fundamental theorem, due to Pridham [Pri10] and Lurie [Lur11], shows that every defor-
mation problem is controlled by a differential graded Lie algebra in characteristic zero, formaliz-
ing a heuristic principle that dates back to Deligne, see [Toe17]. In this domain, given an under-
ling “space” together with a type of structure, one would like to classify all the possible structures
present on that space up to some equivalence relations. For example, one can study the classi-
fication of associative algebras structures on a chain complex up to isomorphisms [Ger64], the
classification of complex structures on Riemannian manifolds up to diffeomorphisms [KS58], or
the classification of Poisson structures on manifolds up to diffeomorphisms [Kon03]. In each
of these cases, there is a differential graded Lie algebra whose Maurer–Cartan elements are in
one-to-one correspondence with structures and whose action of the gauge group, obtained via
the BCH formula, models the equivalence relation of interest.

This deformation theoretical information is contained in the Deligne groupoid, whose points are
the Maurer–Cartan elements of the differential graded Lie algebra and whose morphisms are
the gauge equivalences. However, in the world of homotopy we are interested in comparing
these equivalences, and then the equivalences between equivalences, and so on. This raises the
question of finding a Deligne “∞-groupoid” which would faithfully encode this higher data. The
picture that comes to mind is that of a topological space with points related by paths subject
to homotopies and then homotopies of homotopies, etc. Indeed, according to Grothendieck’s
homotopy hypothesis, this is exactly the type of object that one should be looking for in order
to get a suitable notion of an∞-groupoid.

The study of the rational homotopy theory of spaces is yet another domain where differential
graded Lie algebras play a key role: as shown by Quillen [Qui69] with homotopical methods,
they faithfully model the rational homotopy type. Using geometrical methods, Sullivan [Sul77]
settled a Koszul dual version of rational homotopy theory with quasi-free differential graded
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commutative algebras as models. Although the notion was not yet defined at the time, such a
Sullivan model is equivalent to the structure of a homotopy Lie algebra on the dual of its generators.
This latter notion, which generalizes that of a differential graded Lie algebra by relaxing relations
up to homotopy, has come to play a ubiquitous role in recent years.

In the world of homotopy theory, where one considers objects up to quasi-isomorphisms, the
notions of a differential graded Lie algebra and of a homotopy Lie algebra are equivalent. For
instance, the Lurie–Pridham theorem can equally be stated using homotopy Lie algebras as it
is formulated in terms of an equivalence of∞-categories. But in the algebraic world, where one
works up to isomorphisms, this does not hold true and the notion of a homotopy Lie algebra
is mandatory to encode some deformation problems in the way explained above. For instance,
this is the case for the deformation theory of algebra structures over non-Koszul operads or
of morphisms between algebras [MV09a, MV09b]. Homotopy Lie algebras also give rise to a
natural notion of “morphisms up to homotopy” — commonly called∞-morphisms — that also
play a very important role in deformation theory, see the deformation quantization of Poisson
manifolds by Kontsevich [Kon03]. If one wants to do deformation theory using homotopy Lie
algebras, the main issue is to coin the right generalization of the gauge group: what is the nature
of the object that integrates homotopy Lie algebras?

Present results. This article lies at the cornerstone of Lie theory, deformation theory, and
rational homotopy theory. The entry door is the aforementioned quest for a deformation ∞-
groupoid naturally associated to homotopy Lie algebras. A first answer to this question was
given by Hinich [Hin97a] with the construction

MC•(g) := MC
(
g ⊗̂Ω•

)
,

where Ω• stands for the simplicial commutative algebra of polynomial differential forms on the
geometrical simplices of [Sul77]. This object is a very good candidate: it forms a Kan complex,
i.e. the simplicial incarnation of an ∞-groupoid, and its set of 0-simplices corresponds to the
set of Maurer–Cartan element of g . However, the set of 1-simplices is too big to correspond
to the gauge equivalences in the differential graded Lie case, although it encodes an equivalent
equivalence relation.

In his pioneering work, Getzler [Get09] completely solved this problem by introducing a homo-
topically equivalent Kan sub-complex γ•(g) ⊂ MC•(g) constructed as follows. He considered
the simplicial contraction

Ω• C• ,
p•

i•

h•

introduced by Dupont in his simplicial version of the de Rham theorem [Dup76], where Cn is
the normalized chain complex of the geometric n-simplex, and defined

γ•(g) := MC•(g) ∩ kerh• .

Restricting to the kernel of h• can be interpreted as the physicist’s notion of a “gauge condition”.
Applied to a differential graded Lie algebra g , the Kan complex γ•(g) is nothing but the nerve
of its gauge group, that is the one associated to the BCH formula, see [Ban14].

Since its introduction, Getzler’s ∞-groupoid was rarely studied or used directly, contrarily to
Hinich’s version, see e.g. [Hen08, Ber15, DR15, Ban17]. The reason for this lies in the compli-
cated form of its intrinsic definition and the hard combinatorics generated by Dupont’s contrac-
tion. This is unfortunate since, in the authors’ opinion, this object should be central in both
deformation theory and rational homotopy theory. Driven by this, the starting goal of the this
article is to present an alternative definition of Getzler’s ∞-groupoid with which it is easier to
work and for which we can give explicit formulas.
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In order to do that, we start by using the operadic calculus [LV12] in the form of the homotopy
transfer theorem for a new type of homotopy commutative algebras applied to the Dupont
contraction. This produces a cosimplicial (complete shifted) homotopy Lie algebra

mc• := ŝL∞ (C•)

which is freely generated by the normalized chain complex of the geometric simplices. Then an
idea going back to Kan [Kan58] tells us how to use it to obtain a couple of adjoint functors

L : sSet sL∞- alg : R .⊥

Our first result says that the right adjoint functor, called the integration functor, corepresented by
mc•,

R(g) := HomsL∞- alg(mc•, g)

recovers Getzler’s construction.

Theorem 2.17. Getzler’s functor is naturally isomorphic to the integration functor:

R(g) ∼= γ•(g) .

This new description has many advantages. For example, Hinich’s space MC•(g) is functorial
with respect to ∞-morphisms, while Getzler’s space was known to be functorial with respect to
strict morphisms only. With the present new construction, we are able to prove functoriality of
R with respect of a refined version of ∞-morphisms, which we dub ∞π-morphisms. Moreover,
this approach automatically gives us a left adjoint functor L which provides us with explicit
homotopy Lie algebra models for spaces. We dedicate the second part of the article to the study
of this functor.

Recall that the Kan property for a simplicial set is defined by the existence of horn fillers. In
the case of Getzler’s functor, the set of horn fillers admits the following elegant description.

Theorem 5.2 ([Get09]). Given a horn Λnk → R(g) , the set of horn fillers is canonically and naturally
in bijection with the set of elements of degree n of the (complete shifted) L∞-algebra g :




Λnk R(g)

∆n

∼




∼= gn .

The Kan property is immediate, since 0 ∈ gn so that a filler always exists. But this statement
tells us more: 0 provides us with a canonical way of filling horns, so that we actually get a
canonical algebraic∞-groupoid. This latter notion [Nik11] is defined by a structure (the canonical
horn fillers) and not by a property (existence); as such, it behaves much better than generic
Kan complexes with respect to algebraic properties. This represents a change of paradigm which
makes Getzler’s construction leave homotopy theory and enter the world of algebra.

Although the aforementioned result is not new, we give it a new and constructive proof using the
left adjoint functor L , leading to explicit formulas for the horn fillers. Using this, we give another
proof, after [Ban14], that the classical BCH formula is obtained by filling a 2-simplex.

0

0

0

x y

BCH(x, y)

0
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This requires us to give a new universal characterization of the BCH formula which is of inde-
pendent interest (Proposition 5.14) and provides us with a new expression for it as a sum of
labeled trees. The real new interest lies in the fillers for the higher dimensional horns: they allow
us to introduce a whole hierarchy of higher Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff products for homotopy Lie
algebras. Such a notion was just sketched at the very end of [Get09]; we give it here the central
position it deserves and describe these products with closed formulas.

These higher BCH products provide us with a powerful new tool to study the homotopy the-
ory of Maurer–Cartan spaces. We study their properties and apply them to get a short new
proof of Berglund’s Hurewicz type theorem, which we show to be functorial with respect to
∞π-morphisms.

Theorem 6.1 ([Ber15]). For each n > 1 , there is a group isomorphism

Bn : Hn(g
α)

∼=
−→ πn (R(g), α)

which is natural with respect to ∞π-morphisms. The group structure on the right-hand side is given by
the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula, for n = 1 , and by the sum, for n > 2 .

This result shows how amenable is the deformation ∞-groupoid: its weak homotopy type can
be computed via the homology groups of the original homotopy Lie algebra.

We establish another structural result in this domain: the homotopy invariance property of
Maurer–Cartan spaces. This is the end point of a long series of generalizations starting from
Goldman–Millson [GM88], although the result therein is attributed to Schlessinger–Stasheff
[SS12] by the authors, and reaching a modern formulation with Dolgushev–Rogers [DR15] on
the level of Hinich’s functor.

Theorem 6.5. Any filtered∞π-quasi-isomorphism f : g
∼
 h of (complete shifted)L∞-algebras induces

a weak equivalence of simplicial sets R(f) : R(g)
∼
→ R(h) .

Finally, the higher Lie theory developed in this article admits a salient application in rational
homotopy theory: the adjoint functors L and R directly relate homotopy Lie algebras and sim-
plicial sets, i.e. spaces, faithfully preserving their rational homotopy type. Since the homotopy
Lie algebra functor L creates an “artificial” new point, corresponding to the canonical Maurer–
Cartan element 0 , we get rid of it by working with pointed spaces and “reduced” versions

L̃ : sSet∗ sL∞- alg : R̃⊥

of the original pair of functors.

Theorem 7.19. For X• a pointed connected finite simplicial set, the unit

X• −→ R̃L̃(X•)

of the L̃ ⊣ R̃-adjunction is homotopically equivalent to the Q-completion of Bousfield–Kan. In particular,
it a rationalization when X• is nilpotent.

This simplifies the Lie side of rational homotopy theory: recall that Quillen’s original con-
struction, associating a Lie algebra to a space, is done via the composite of many consecutive
adjunctions. A similar approach — which was a source of inspiration for the present work —
was developed by Buijs–Félix–Tanré–Murillo [BFMT18], but with a construction working only
for differential graded Lie algebras. The present proof of the aforementioned result relies on
Sullivan’s side of rational homotopy theory, after Bousfield–Guggenheim [BG76] and linear du-
alization, so it still carries with it a finiteness assumption. However, the way the present theory
is established makes us believe that it should hold in a wider context.
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“Discourse on the method”. A few words are in order about the methods and the range
of applications. First, one might think that working with homotopy Lie algebras is much more
difficult than working with differential graded Lie algebras due to their more complex definition.
This is not the case: working with homotopy Lie algebras is easier and produces much cleaner
formulas. Conceptually, this comes from the fact that this higher notion is encoded by a (quasi)-
free operad whereas its classical counterpart is governed by an intricate operadic quotient.
In other words, the free Lie algebra over a chain complex is a rather involved object, due to
the Jacobi relation, whereas the free homotopy Lie algebra is a simple construction, with a
canonical basis given by rooted trees. This is the key property to obtain explicit formulas for
our constructions.

Second, for the first time in higher Lie theory, we systematically apply the operadic calculus,
including its most recent developments such as [RN18a, Wie19, RNW19b]. In order to achieve
some of the present results, we need to improve the operadic calculus even further, see e.g.
Proposition 1.38 which establishes the compatibility of the homotopy transfer theorem with ten-
sor products, providing results of independent interest. The main surprise for the authors was
to realize that the suitable homotopy commutative structure one should consider on the normal-
ized cochain level (Dupont forms) is the one governed by the “unusual” bar-cobar construction
ΩBCom of the operad encoding commutative algebras instead of the more “economical” Koszul

model ΩCom
¡
.

Last but not least, we provide closed explicit formulas for all the notions and results present in this
paper. Since these are coming from a joint application of the operadic calculus, fixed-point equa-
tions or formal differential equations, cf. Appendix A, these formulas are all given in terms
of trees (rooted, planar, partitioned, etc.). This brings us close to the original work of Cayley
[Cay57], numerical analysis (B-series) [But16, HLW10], and to the more recent work in renor-
malization theory of Bruned–Hairer–Zambotti [BHZ19], associated to pre-Lie algebra structures.
This is not a surprise since the totalization of an operad produces a pre-Lie algebra. For exam-
ple, we fully describe in Proposition 4.6 the universal (complete shifted) homotopy Lie algebra
mc1, which represents gauges between Maurer–Cartan elements, and which is shown to recover
the Lawrence–Sullivan differential graded Lie algebra model of the interval. We also completely
characterize the notion of gauge equivalences for ∞-morphisms of homotopy Lie algebras in
Proposition 4.9.

Structure of the paper. Our goal was to make this paper accessible to all researchers with
basic knowledge of operad theory and homotopy theory. In this optic, Section 1 is dedicated to
the recollection of the main concepts and structures underlying all of the other constructions
in this work. Namely, we remind the reader what a complete shifted homotopy Lie algebra
is, the basic notions of simplicial sets and algebraic ∞-groupoids, and a non-trivial amount of
operadic calculus. The core of the article begins with Section 2, where we construct the universal
homotopy Lie algebra representing Maurer–Cartan elements and we discuss the integration of
homotopy Lie algebras to Maurer–Cartan spaces, including relations with the notions already
existing in the literature. In Section 3, we introduce a refined notion of homotopy morphisms,
called∞π-morphisms, with respect to which the Maurer–Cartan spaces are functorial. Section 4
deals with the notion of gauges between Maurer–Cartan elements: we describe the universal
complete shifted homotopy algebra mc1 as well as the notion of gauge equivalence between
∞-morphisms. Horn fillers as well as classical and higher Baker–Hausdorff products are the
subject of Section 5. Section 6 treats the homotopical properties of Maurer–Cartan spaces:
Berglund’s Hurewicz type theorem, homotopy invariance of the integration functor, and model
category structures. In Section 7, we apply the theory developed in the previous sections to
rational homotopy theory in order to recover the Bousfield–KanQ-completion as the unit of our
adjunction. Finally, Appendix A provides us with formulas for the solutions of formal fixed-point
equations and formal differential equations.
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Conventions. Throughout the article, we work over a field K of characteristic 0 , except for
Section 7, where we specialize to the field of rational numbers K = Q . We work with chain
complexes under the homological degree convention, where the differentials have degree −1 ;
cochain complexes are viewed as chain complexes with opposite degree convention. We denote
the (degree wise, arity wise) linear duals by V ∨. The symbol s denotes a formal element of
degree 1 and is used to suspend chain complexes under the convention sV := V ⊗Ks , that is
(sV )n ∼= Vn−1 . The symbol s−1 denotes the (formal) dual of s and receives degree −1 . The
symbol Sm stands for the symmetric group on m elements. We denote by [n] the set of natural
numbers up to n , i.e. [n] := {0, 1, . . . , n} . When n is clear from the context, we simply denote

k̂ := [n]\{k} .

Acknowledgements. We would like to express our appreciation to Benjamin Enriquez for shar-
ing with us the arguments of Lemma 5.15. It is a pleasure to thank Anton Alekseev, Alexander
Berglund, Urtzi Buijs, Damien Calaque, Vladimir Dotsenko, Ezra Getzler, Geoffroy Horel, An-
iceto Murillo, Victor Roca Lucio, Pavol Severa, and Felix Wierstra for interesting discussions.

1. Recollections

Classical Lie theory consists of an equivalence between the categories of real Lie algebras and
of simply connected real Lie groups. Its “up to homotopy” version, higher Lie theory, revolves
around a pair of Quillen adjoint functors between the categories of complete shifted homotopy
Lie algebras and algebraic ∞-groupoids. We start this section by recalling the definitions and
main properties of these notions, after which we provide the reader with some recollections on
the operadic calculus, which is the main toolbox in the present work. Additionally, this section
contains two news statements in the theory of operads which are of general interest and might
be fruitfully used elsewhere. Namely, these are an extension of the properties of the bar and
cobar constructions for algebras and coalgebras in the complete setting and the compatibility
of the homotopy transfer theorem with tensor products.

1.1. Complete shifted homotopy Lie algebras.

Definition 1.1 (Complete chain complexes). A complete chain complex (V, d,F) is a chain com-
plex, i.e. a Z-graded vector space equipped with a degree −1 differential d that squares to zero,
endowed with a degree-wise filtration

Vn = F0Vn ⊇ F1Vn ⊇ F2Vn ⊇ · · · ⊇ FkVn ⊇ Fk+1Vn ⊇ · · ·

of sub-vector spaces that are preserved by the differential, i.e. d(FkVn) ⊆ FkVn , and such that
the associated topology is complete, i.e. Vn ∼= limk→∞ Vn/FkVn through the canonical map.

A morphism of complete chain complexes is a chain map preserving the respective filtrations.
The resulting category is denoted by Ch . Any chain complex V can be viewed as a complete
chain complex endowed with the discrete filtration V = F0V ⊇ F1V = F2V = F3V = · · · = 0 .

Equipped with the complete tensor product defined by V ⊗̂W := V̂ ⊗W , where ̂ denotes
the completion functor, the category Ch becomes a bicomplete closed symmetric monoidal
category, see [DSV18, Section 1.2] for instance. The internal hom’s are denoted by hom(V,W ) :=
F0Hom(V,W ) and is made up of maps which respect the filtrations, its is equipped with the
complete filtration given by

Fk hom(V,W ) := {f : V →W | f(FnV ) ⊂ Fn+kW , ∀n ∈ N} .

Definition 1.2 (Complete sL∞-algebra). A complete shifted L∞-algebra structure (or a complete
sL∞-algebra structure) on a complete chain complex g is a collection ℓm ∈ hom

(
g⊙m, g

)
of
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symmetric maps of degree −1 for m > 2 which respect the filtration and which satisfy

∂ (ℓm) +
∑

p+q=m
26p,q6m

∑

σ∈Sh−1
p,q

(ℓp+1 ◦1 ℓq)
σ = 0 ,

for any m > 2 , where Sh−1
p,q denotes the set of the inverses of (p, q)-shuffles and where ∂ (ℓm) =

dgℓm + ℓmdg⊙m . Here, the notation g⊙m stands for the space of coinvariants (g⊗m)Sm .

In the rest of the article, we will sometimes us the convention ℓ1 := dg to simplify some formulas.
By a slight abuse of notation, we will usually use the same letter g for the underlying chain
complex and the full data of complete sL∞-algebra.

In the present paper, unless otherwise specified, we restrict ourselves to the case F0g = F1g for
complete sL∞-algebras. This induces no loss of generality: if one is confronted with a complete
sL∞-algebra with F0g ⊃ F1g then it is always possible to restrict to F1g , which forms a complete
sL∞-algebra by itself.

These algebras are actually algebras over an operad, denoted by sL∞ , in the symmetric mo-
noidal category of complete chain complexes, see Section 1.3. As such, they are equipped with
strict morphisms, which are maps of degree 0 commuting strictly with the structure operations.
The resulting category is denoted by sL∞- alg . This operadic interpretation allows us to apply
to complete sL∞-algebras all the classical operadic constructions and results of [LV12], such as
the following.

Proposition 1.3. The category of complete sL∞-algebras is locally small, complete, and cocomplete.

Proof. All the arguments of [DSV18, Lemma 4] hold true for complete chain complexes whose
filtration satisfies F0 = F1 . Therefore, the category of complete chain complexes is locally small,
complete, and cocomplete, and so is the category of complete sL∞-algebras as a category of
algebras over an operad, by [DSV18, Theorem 1]. �

Remark 1.4. Under the desuspension isomorphism of the underlying chain complexes: g 7→
s−1g , the category of complete sL∞-algebras is isomorphic to the “classical” category of com-
plete L∞-algebras. In many instances, sL∞-algebras appear more naturally than their unsifted
analogues and they have the great advantage of having a much simpler sign convention.

For m > 2 , we denote by RTm the set of rooted trees with m indexed leaves. These are graph
theoretical trees with m+ 1 leaves, of which one is marked (the root of the tree) and the others
are numbered by unique labels from 1 to m . Each vertex of the tree is required to have at least
two incoming edges and a unique outgoing edge. Homeomorphic trees that give the identity on
the labels are identified. We do not require that these trees can be embedded into 2-dimensional
space in such a way that the leaves are in the order defined by their labels; as such, we can view
these trees as objects living in 3-dimensional space. The rooted tree with a single vertex and m
leaves is called the m-corolla. In general, the number of leaves of the tree is called the arity of
the tree. The set RT1 := {|} consists only of the trivial rooted tree. We denote the number of

vertices of a rooted tree τ ∈ RT by |τ | . We denote by RT the set of reduced rooted trees, that
is all rooted trees with the exception of the trivial one.

Proposition 1.5. Let V be a chain complex with basis {vi}i∈I . The free complete sL∞-algebra
generated by V is isomorphic to

ŝL∞(V ) ∼=
∏

m>1

KRTm ⊗Sm V ⊗m ,

8



which is made up of series, indexed by m > 1 , of linear combinations of rooted trees τ , of degree −|τ | ,
with n leaves labeled by elements vi , such as

τ (vi1 , vi2 , vi3 , vi4 , vi5 , vi6) =

vi1 vi3 vi4 vi5

vi2 vi6

for τ =

1 3 4 5

2 6

,

and where the complete filtration is given by

FkŝL∞(V ) :=
∏

m>k

KRTm ⊗Sm V ⊗m.

The differential is the sum of the internal differential on V and the operation on trees that sums over every
vertex of a tree and splits its corollas into two in all possible ways. The structure operations ℓm amount
to grafting the m rooted trees given as arguments by their root to the m leaves of a single m-corolla.

Proof. This result can be proved by hand, but we will not do so; a proof using operadic calculus
is given in Example 1.26. �

Definition 1.6 (Maurer–Cartan elements). A Maurer–Cartan element of an sL∞-algebra g is a
degree 0 element α ∈ g0 satisfying the Maurer–Cartan equation:

d(α) +
∑

m>2

1
m!ℓm(α, . . . , α) = 0 .

We denote the set of all Maurer–Cartan elements of g by MC(g) .

Proposition 1.7 (Twisting procedure). Given a Maurer–Cartan element α of a complete sL∞-algebra
g , the differential and operations

dα :=
∑

k>0

1
k!ℓk+1

(
αk,−

)
and ℓαm :=

∑

k>0

1
k!ℓk+m

(
αk,−, . . . ,−

)
for m > 2

define a complete sL∞-algebra structure with the same filtration. This new structure is called the complete
sL∞-algebra g twisted by the Maurer–Cartan element α and it is denoted by gα .

Proof. This well-known result can be shown by a straightforward computation. We refer the
interested reader to [DSV18, Chapter 3, Proposition 5.1] for a more conceptual proof by means
of a gauge group action. �

These considerations show that the tangent space of the Maurer–Cartan “set” at a point α is
given by the kernel of the twisted differential:

TαMC(g) = ker dα .

This legitimates the following definition.

Definition 1.8 (Gauge equivalence). Given a Maurer–Cartan element α ∈ MC(g) and a degree
1 element λ ∈ g1 in a complete sL∞-algebra, we define the differential equation

d

dt
γ(t) = dγ(t)(λ)

with initial condition γ(0) = α . We define the gauge action of λ on α by

λ · α := γ(1) .

We say that two Maurer–Cartan elements α, β ∈ MC(g) are gauge equivalent if there exists λ ∈ g1
such that λ · α = β . The element λ is called a gauge from α to β in this case.

9



Since we are in the complete setting, the differential equation underlying the notion of gauges
always admits a solution. Since the twisted differential squares to zero, we have

dx(λ) ∈ TxMC(g)

for any x ∈MC(g) and t ∈ K , and it follows that γ(t) ∈ MC(g) if the path starts in the Maurer–
Cartan set. It is well known that the gauge equivalence relation is an equivalence relation; this
is a consequence of Proposition 4.1 and Theorem 5.2. We denote it by ∼ and we write

MC(g) := MC(g)/ ∼

for the moduli space of Maurer–Cartan elements up to gauge equivalence.

The differential equation of Definition 1.8 can be solved explicitly using the methods of Appen-
dix A.2 as follows. The set PT of planar rooted trees consists of graph theoretical trees with one
marked leaf (the root of the tree) together with a specified embedding into 2-dimensional space.
This embedding induces a unique labeling of the leaves by going around the tree in clockwise
direction starting from the root. The trivial tree | is included in PT . The number of vertices
of a planar rooted tree is denoted by |τ | . All vertices of a planar rooted tree have exactly one
outgoing edge, but we allow for vertices with zero or one incoming edges.

The decomposition of a planar rooted tree τ = cm ◦ (τ1, . . . , τm) as the grafting of m planar
rooted trees τ1, . . . , τm along the leaves of the root corolla cm allows us to recursively define the
coefficients C(τ) ∈ N by

C( | ) := 1 , C (cm) := m! , C(τ) := m!|τ |
m∏

i=1

C(τi) ,

and the elements τλ(α) ∈ g0 by

|λ(α) := α , cλm(α) := ℓm+1(α, . . . , α, λ) , τλ(α) := ℓm+1

(
τλ1 (α), . . . , τ

λ
m(α), λ

)
.

Example 1.9. For the planar rooted tree

τ :=

•

• •

•

the coefficient C(τ) is equal to 96 and the element τλ(α) is equal to

τλ(α) = ℓ3(ℓ4(α, d(λ), α, λ), ℓ2(α, λ), λ) ,

which corresponds graphically to

τλ(α) =

•

• •

•

α α α

λ

λ λ

λ

ℓ3

ℓ4 ℓ2

ℓ1=d
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The resulting formula is similar (and gives the same output) to the one of [Get09, Proposi-
tion 5.9].

Proposition 1.10. Let g be a complete sL∞-algebra, let α ∈ MC(g) , and let λ ∈ g1 . Then

λ · α =
∑

τ∈PT

1
C(τ)τ

λ(α) .

Proof. This is an application of Proposition A.11 to the family of functions

f0m(x1, . . . , xm) :=
1
m! ℓm+1(x1, . . . , xm, λ) , for m > 0 ,

and fkm = 0 , for k > 1 . Notice that even if the finiteness assumption of Proposition A.11 is
not satisfied here, the completeness property of the underling chain complex ensures that the
resulting formula makes sense. �

1.2. Algebraic ∞-groupoids.

Definition 1.11 (Simplex category). The simplex category, denoted by ∆ , is the category whose
objects are the totally ordered sets [n] := {0 < · · · < n} , for n ∈ N , and whose morphisms are
the (non-strictly) order-preserving maps.

Definition 1.12 (Simplicial sets). The category of simplicial sets, denoted by sSet , is the category
of presheaves sSet := Fun(∆op,Set) on the simplex category.

Presheaves on the opposite category are called cosimplicial sets. To avoid confusion, we denote
simplicial sets by X• and cosimplicial sets by X• , respectively. We use the classical convention
Xn := X([n]) for the set of n-simplices. A simplicial set is equivalent to a collection of sets
{Xn}n > 0 together with face and degeneracy maps dn,i : Xn → Xn−1 and sn,i : Xn → Xn+1 for
0 6 i 6 n satisfying certain relations called the simplicial identities, see e.g. [GJ09, Section I.1.].

Example 1.13. For n ∈ N , the standard n-simplex is the simplicial set ∆n := Hom∆(−, [n])
represented by [n] . This combinatorial object encodes the cellular decomposition of the geometric
n-simplex, which is the convex hull of the unit vectors in Rn+1 :

|∆n| :=
{
(t0, . . . , tn) ∈ [0, 1]n+1 | t0 + · · ·+ tn = 1

}
.

Taken all together, the geometric simplices form a cosimplicial topological space |∆•| .

Definition 1.14. The kth horn Λnk of dimension n, for n > 2 and 0 6 k 6 n , is the union of all
of the faces of ∆n except for the kth one.

In other words, the horn Λnk is obtained from the standard n-simplex by removing the top

dimensional face and the facet opposite to the kth vertex. We call an n-horn in a simplicial
set X• a morphism of simplicial sets Λnk → X• and a horn filler a morphism of simplicial sets
∆n → X• which lifts the given horn:

Λnk X•

∆n

∼

Definition 1.15 (Kan complex). A Kan complex is simplicial setX• in which any horn Λnk → X• ,
for n > 2 and 0 6 k 6 n , admits a filler.

A classical and very important example of Kan complexes is the following.

Proposition 1.16. The simplicial set HomTop(|∆
•|,X) of singular chains associated to any topological

space X is a Kan complex.

Proof. We refer to [GJ09, Lemma 3.3] for a proof of this classical result. �

11



Moreover, the singular chains functor is faithful (but not full) and Kan complexes are known
to share the same homotopy theory than compactly generated Hausdorff spaces, notably after
the works of D. Quillen [Qui67]. For this reason, one often refers to Kan complexes simply as
spaces.

In the context of ∞-categories, see e.g. [Lur09], Kan complexes play the role of the higher
analogue of categories where every morphism is invertible, i.e. groupoids. Thus, one also refers
to Kan complexes as ∞-groupoids.

The notion of a Kan complex is defined by a property; one make it into a structure, which is
actually an algebra over a monad, by the following definition due to T. Nickolaus [Nik11], called
algebraic Kan complex in loc. cit.

Definition 1.17 (Algebraic∞-groupoid). An algebraic ∞-groupoid is a simplicial set X• with a
given filler for each Λnk → X• , for n > 2 and 0 6 k 6 n .

Proposition 1.18. The nerve

NGn :=
{

c0 c1 · · · cn
f1 f2 fn

}

of a groupoid G , where the face and degeneracy maps are given respectively by

di(f1, . . . , fn) :=





(f2, . . . , fn) for i = 0 ,

(f1, . . . , fi+1fi, . . . , fn) for 1 6 i 6 n− 1 ,

(f1, . . . , fn−1) for i = n ,

si(f1, . . . , fn) := (f1, . . . , fi, id, fi+1, . . . , fn)

is an algebraic∞-groupoid.

Proof. In this case, there is no choice: every horn admits exactly one filler. �

We refer the reader to [GJ09] for more details on simplicial sets and their homotopy theory.

1.3. Operadic calculus.

Definition 1.19 (S-modules). An S-module P is a collection {P(m)}m>0 of right Sm-modules.
If p ∈P(m) , we say that p has arity m .

The following assignment defines a functor, called the Schur functor , from the category of S-
modules to the category of endofunctors of vector spaces:

P(V ) :=
⊕

m>0

P(m)⊗Sm V ⊗m .

The category of S-modules admits a monoidal product ◦ which reflects the composition of Schur
functors, that is (P◦Q)(V ) ∼= P(Q(V )) , see [LV12, Corollary 5.1.4] for a detailed formula. The
unit for this monoidal product is the S-module I concentrated in arity 1 , where I(1) = Kid .
The category of vector spaces can be viewed as the sub-category of S-modules concentrated in
arity 0 ; under this interpretation, we get P ◦ V = P(V ) .

Definition 1.20 (Operads and cooperads). In the monoidal category of S-modules with ◦ , a
monoid is called an operad and a comonoid is called a cooperad.

Example 1.21. Given any chain complex V , the S-module EndV := {Hom(V ⊗m, V )}m>0 given
by all of the multilinear operations on V carries an operad structure given by the usual composite
of functions. This operad is called the endomorphism operad of V . In the filtered case, the endo-
morphism operad made up of the internal hom’s is denoted by endV := {hom(V ⊗m, V )}m>0 .

The data of an operad is thus equivalent to a monad structure on the associated Schur functor,
and dually for a cooperad.
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Definition 1.22 (Algebras over an operad and coalgebras over a cooperad). An algebra over an
operad is an algebra over the associated Schur monad. A coalgebra over a cooperad is a coalgebra
over the associated Schur comonad.

An immediate consequence of this definition is the fact that the free algebra on a chain complex
is obtained simply by applying the Schur functor to it. Dually, the cofree coalgebra is also
obtained by an application of the Schur functor.

An equivalent definition of a P -algebra structure on a chain complex A is a morphism of
operads P → EndA .

Example 1.23. We consider the S-moduleCom given in aritym > 1 by the trivial representation
of the symmetric group Sm , that is Com(m) := Kµm where the generating element µm is
viewed as a corolla with m symmetric leaves. We endow it with the operad structure defined
by (µk;µi1 , . . . , µik) 7→ µi1+···+ik . The associated Schur monad is the monad of polynomials
without constant term

Com(V ) =
⊕

m>1

(V ⊗m)Sm =
⊕

m>1

V ⊙m .

Thus, the category of Com-algebras is the category of commutative algebras (without unit). The
arity-wise linear dual Com∨ forms a cooperad whose category of coalgebras is the category of
cocommutative coalgebras (without counit).

The above definitions extend mutatis mutandis to the underlying category of complete chain
complexes, see [DSV18, Chapter 1, Section 2]. For instance, given a differential graded operad
P , the free complete P -algebra on a chain complex V is given by

P̂(V ) := P ◦̂V =
∏

m>0

P(m) ⊗Sm V ⊗m .

In the present article, we will only consider differential graded (co)operads but viewed as discrete
complete and whose underlying S-module satisfies M(0) = 0 and M(1) = Kid . For instance,
they will all be canonically (co)augmented.

Given a cooperad C and an operad P , the mapping S-module {Hom(C (m),P(m))}m>0 is
naturally endowed with a canonical operad structure denoted by Hom(C ,P) and called the
convolution operad. It further induces a Lie algebra structure on the totalization

HomS(C ,P) :=
∏

m>1

HomSm(C (m),P(m)) .

We refer the reader to [LV12, Section 6.4] for more details.

Definition 1.24 (Operadic twisting morphism). A Maurer–Cartan element in the Lie algebra
(
HomS(C ,P), ∂, [ , ]

)
,

which vanishes respectively on the augmentation of P and on the coaugmentation of C , is
called an operadic twisting morphism. The set of all such operadic twisting morphisms is denoted
by Tw(C ,P) .

The bifunctor of twisting morphisms is (co)represented by the bar the cobar construction re-
spectively. Recall that the bar construction of an augmented operad P is defined by the cofree
cooperad on the suspension of the augmentation ideal of P :

BP :=
(
T
c
(
sP
)
, d1 + d2

)

where d1 is the unique coderivation which extends the internal differential of P and where d2
is the unique coderivation which extends the infinitesimal composition maps of P . The cobar
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construction of a coaugmented cooperad C is defined by the free operad on the desuspension of
the coaugmentation coideal of C :

ΩC :=
(
T
(
s−1

C
)
, d1 + d2

)

where d1 is the unique derivation which extends the internal differential of C and where d2 is
the unique derivation which extends the infinitesimal decomposition maps of C . We refer the
reader to [LV12, Section 6.5] for more details.

Proposition 1.25 ([LV12, Theorem 6.5.7]). There exist natural bijections

HomOp(ΩC ,P) ∼= Tw(C ,P) ∼= HomcoOp(C ,BP) .

The bar-cobar adjunction gives rise to the universal operadic twisting morphisms

ι : C → ΩC and π : BP →P ,

associated respectively to the unit and the counit of adjunction

υ : C → BΩC and ε : ΩBP →P .

Recall from [LV12, Theorem 6.6.3] that these latter two maps are quasi-isomorphisms.

Proposition 1.25 shows that the data of anΩC -algebra structure onA is equivalent to an operadic
twisting morphism C → EndA .

Example 1.26. The cobar construction of the cooperad Com∨ produces the operad encoding
shifted homotopy Lie algebras:

sL∞ := ΩCom∨ =
(
T

(
s−1Com

∨
)
, d2

)
.

Since the free operad is made up of rooted trees, the set RT provides us with a basis of the
operad sL∞ , where vertices carry degree −1 . The form of the operad structure on Com given
above shows that the differential d2 amounts to the operation summing summing over each
vertex of a tree and all possible splittings of the respective corolla into two. These facts together
with the form of the free complete algebra over an operad prove Proposition 1.5.

The operad encoding shifted homotopy Lie algebras actually plays the following universal role
with respect to operadic twisting morphisms.

Lemma 1.27 ([Wie19, Section 7] and [RN18a, Theorem 3.1]). There are natural bijections

Tw(C ,P) ∼= HomOp(sL∞,Hom(C ,P)) ∼= HomOp

(
sL∞,P ⊗ C

∨
)
,

where C is required to be arity-wise finite dimensional for the second bijection to hold, and where ⊗
stands for the arity-wise tensor product of operads.

Given any C -coalgebraC and any completeP -algebraA , one can endow the complete mapping
space hom(C,A) with a canonical complete Hom(C ,P)-algebra structure. Then Lemma 1.27
above implies the following.

Definition 1.28 (Convolution algebra). Given any operadic twisting morphism α : C → P ,
Lemma 1.27 endows hom(C,A) with a complete sL∞-algebra structure called the convolution
algebra of C and A , and denoted by homα(C,A) .

An analogous result holds for the tensor product: the sL∞-algebra structure produced by
Lemma 1.27 on the complete tensor product of a complete P -algebra A and a complete C ∨-

algebra B is denoted by A ⊗̂
α
B . Under finite dimensionality hypotheses on the cooperad C

and a C -coalgebra C , the linear duality isomorphism induces an isomorphism of sL∞-algebras:

homα(C,A) ∼= A ⊗̂
α
C∨ .

Notice that since C is discrete and since F0A = F1A , the induced filtration on the mapping
space satisfies F0 hom(C,A) = F1 hom(C,A) .
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Definition 1.29 (Twisting morphism with respect to α). A Maurer–Cartan element in the con-
volution sL∞-algebra is called a twisting morphism with respect to α ; their set is denoted by

Twα(C,A) := MC(homα(C,A)) .

One can again this bifunctor gives rise to bar and cobar constructions. The bar construction with
respect to α of a complete P -algebra A is defined by the conilpotent cofree C -coalgebra on A
after forgetting its filtration,

BαA :=
(
C (A), d1 + d2

)
,

where d1 is the unique coderivation which extends the internal differential d of A and where d2
is the unique coderivation which extends the following composite

C (A)
α(idA)
−−−−→P(A) ⊆ P̂(A)

γ
−→ A .

The complete cobar construction with respect to α of a C -coalgebra C is defined by the free complete
P -algebra on C

Ω̂αC :=
(
P̂(C), d1 + d2

)

equipped with the trivial and complete filtration C = F0 ⊇ F1C = F2C = · · · = 0 , where d1 is
the unique derivation which extends the internal differential d of C and where −d2 is the unique
derivation which extends the following composite

C
δ
−→ Ĉ (C)

α(idC)
−−−−→ P̂(C) .

This is a direct generalization of [LV12, Section 11.2.5] to the complete case. We denote simply
by C - coalg the category of C -coalgebras and by P - alg the category of complete P -algebras,
and we have the two functors

Ω̂α : C -coalg P -alg : Bα .

Unlike the non-complete case, these functors are not adjoint.

Proposition 1.30. Let α : C →P be an operadic twisting morphism. There exist a natural bijection

homP-alg

(
Ω̂αC,A

)
∼= Twα(C,A) .

Proof. The discrete case, when the C -coalgebra C is nilpotent, was settled in [RNW19b, The-
orem 2.7], where it is proved that the Maurer–Cartan equation associated to the convolution
algebra homα(C,A) is equal to Maurer–Cartan equation given in [LV12, Section 11.1.1]. All the
computations performed in loc. cit. hold in the complete case as well. �

Remark 1.31. In order to get a right adjoint to the complete cobar construction, one would
need to refine the definition of the bar construction. This is more subtle since it requires to
consider a non-trivial pullback of the completion of C (A) in order to get the cofree coalgebra,
see [Smi03, Ane14]. We will not go into such a refinement here since we do not need such a
construction.

In the context of algebras over cooperads and coalgebras over operads, a similar generalization
of the classical bar-cobar adjunction to the complete case was developed systematically in [LL18,
Section 8].

Proposition 1.32. The complete cobar construction Ω̂α preserves colimits.

Proof. For this proof, let D : S→ C -coalg be a diagram of C -coalgebras and let A be a complete
P -algebra.

First we show that

homα

(
colim

S
D,A

)
∼= lim

S
homα(D,A) .
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The statement is obviously true at the level of chain complexes, since the chain complex of a
colimit of coalgebras corresponds with the one of the colimit of the underlying chain complexes,
and the same is true for limits of algebras. The canonical inclusions is : D(s)→ colimSD induce
algebra morphisms

i∗s : hom
α

(
colim

S
D,A

)
−→ homα (D(s), A)

for each s ∈ S . By universal property, there exists a unique morphism of algebras

homα

(
colim

S
D,A

)
−→ lim

S
homα(D,A) ,

but since it must agree with the isomorphism of chain complexes, it is an isomorphism, proving
the claim.

Any morphism of complete P -algebras Ω̂αD(s)→ A is equivalent to a Maurer–Cartan element
in MC(homα(D(s), A)) by Proposition 1.30. So it corresponds to a morphism of sL∞-algebras
mc0 → homα(D(s), A) , where mc0 is the quasi-free sL∞-algebra on a Maurer–Cartan element,
see Proposition 2.9. By the universal property of limits and what we said above, there exists a
unique morphism of sL∞-algebras

mc0 → lim
S

homα(D,A) ∼= homα

(
colim

S
D, A

)
,

which uniquely corresponds to a morphism Ω̂α (colimSD)→ A . Thus, Ω̂α (colimSD) satisfies
the universal property of colimits, implying that

colim
S

Ω̂αD ∼= Ω̂α

(
colim

S
D

)
.

�

Let us establish the following homological property, which generalizes the discrete case, since
we will need it later on.

Proposition 1.33. Let α : C →P be an operadic Koszul morphism. The map

ǫA : Ω̂αBαA
∼
−→ A

defined on the underlying space by

P̂(C (A))։ P̂(A)
γA−−→ A

is a quasi-isomorphism which is natural in the category of complete P -algebras such that F1A = A .

Proof. Notice first that the map ǫA is a morphism of complete P -algebras. It is defined by the
same formula as the counit of the classical bar-cobar adjunction associated to α , see [LV12,
Section 11.3.2]; so it is a morphism of P -algebras. The complete filtration on the left-hand side
is given by the arity, that is

FkP̂(C (A)) =
∏

m>k

P(m)⊗Sm (C (A))⊗m .

The condition F1A = A ensures that the image of any element in P(m) ⊗Sm A⊗m under the
P -algebra structure map γA lives in FmA . This shows that

ǫA
(
FkP̂(C (A))

)
⊂ FkA .

Since C (0) = 0 by assumption, the underlying space of the left-hand side is isomorphic to

(∗) P̂(C (A)) ∼=
∏

m>1

P(m)⊗Sm (C (A))⊗m ∼=
∏

p>1

(P ◦ C ) (p)⊗Sp A
⊗p .
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On it , we consider the descending filtration Fdefined by

Fk :=
∏

p>1

(P ◦ C ) (p)⊗Sp Fk+p
(
A⊗p

)
.

The condition F1A = A ensures that F0 = P̂(C (A)) ; it is straightforward to see that this
filtration is complete. The summand of the differential coming from dA and the summand of
the differential coming from the part d2 of the complete cobar construction both send Fk to
Fk .The summand of the differential coming from the part d2 of the differential of the bar
construction BαA sends Fk to Fk+1 since C (0) = 0 and C (1) = id by assumption. Therefore,
the zeroth page E0 of the associated spectral sequence is made up of the same underlying
space but equipped with a differential which is the sum of the one coming from dA and the
one corresponding to the differential of P ◦α C . Equipped with this differential, each term
(P ◦ C ) (p)⊗Sp A

⊗p forms a chain sub-complex of E0, which is acyclic, for p > 1 , by Masche
and operadic Künneth theorems [LV12, Proposition 6.2.3], and whose homology is isomorphic
to H(A) , for p = 1 , since α is a Koszul morphism. Using the isomorphism (∗), we conclude
that E1 ∼= H(A) .

Again, the condition F1A = A ensures that the map ǫA sends Fk onto FkA . The arguments
mentioned above show that one gets an isomorphism on the level of the first page E1 . Since
both filtrations are exhaustive and complete, the Eilenberg–Moore Comparison [Wei94, Theo-
rem 5.5.11] implies that ǫA is a quasi-isomorphism. �

Remark 1.34. Applying the composite functor Ω̂αBα , when α a Koszul morphism, one re-
covers a version of the homotopy completion of Harper–Hess [HH13]. In the present context,
Proposition 1.33 implies that any complete P -algebra A satisfying F1A = A is homotopy complete
according to [CPRNW19, Definition 5.13].

The bar constructions allow us to define higher notions of morphisms. In the case of homotopy
Lie algebras, they happen to play a crucial role in deformation theory, see [Kon03] for a seminal
example.

Definition 1.35 (∞α-morphism). Let α : C →P be an operadic twisting morphism. An∞α-
morphism f : A B between two complete P -algebras A and B is a morphism of C -coalgebras
f : BαA→ BαB between the bar constructions such that

f
(
C (p)⊗Sp Fk

(
A⊗p

))
⊂
⊕

m>1

C (m)⊗Sm Fk
(
B⊗m

)

for any k, p > 1 . Composition is given by the usual composition of morphisms of coalgebras.

Such an ∞α-morphism amounts to a degree 0 map f : C (A) → B satisfying the relations
coming from imposing commutation with respective differentials. The class of strict morphisms
f : A→ B of P -algebras is equal to the class∞α-morphisms of the form

C (A)
εC (A)
−−−−→ A

f
−→ B ,

where εC stands for the counit of the cooperad C .

The category of complete P -algebras with the ∞α-morphisms as morphisms is denoted by
∞α-P - alg .

An ∞α-morphism is called an ∞α-isomorphism (respectively an ∞α-quasi-isomorphism) when its
first component

A ∼= I(A)
η(A)
−−−→ C (A)

f
−→ B ,
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where η stands for the coaugmentation of the cooperad C , is an isomorphism (respectively
a quasi-isomorphism). The refined notions of ∞α-morphisms carry properties that strict mor-
phisms lack. The class of ∞α-isomorphism is the class of invertible ∞α-morphisms: the com-
putations of [LV12, Theorem 10.4.1] extend mutatis mutandis. The ∞α-quasi-isomorphisms are
homotopy invertible, see [LV12, Theorem 10.4.4].

For ΩC -algebras, we often consider the universal twisting morphism ι : C → ΩC and the
associated notion of an∞ι-morphism, which are simply called∞-morphisms.

Example 1.36. In the case of the cooperad Com∨, an∞-morphism between two complete sL∞-

algebras g and h amounts to a collection of symmetric maps fm : g⊙̂m → h of degree 0 , for any
m > 1 , preserving the respective filtrations, and satisfying the relations

∂(fm) =
∑

p+q=m
q>2

∑

σ∈Sh−1
p,q

(fp+1 ◦1 ℓq)
σ −

∑

i1+···+ik=m
k>2

∑

σ∈Sh−1
i1,...,ik

kk ◦ (fi1 , . . . , fik)
σ ,

where {ℓm}m>2 are the structural operations of g and {km}m>2 the ones of h , see [LV12,
Section 10.2.6] for more details. This notion plays a key role in the proof of the deformation
quantization of Poisson manifolds by M. Kontsevich [Kon03]. In the literature, often one refers
to this notion as “filtered sL∞-morphism,” making explicit the operad and the fact that they
need to respect the filtrations. A strict morphism of complete sL∞-algebras is equivalent to
an ∞-morphism with trivial components fm = 0 , for m > 2 . The category of complete
sL∞-algebras with their∞-morphisms is denoted by∞- sL∞- alg . A fundamental property of
∞-morphisms of complete sL∞-algebras is that the “image”

f(α) :=
∑

m>1

1
m!fm(α, . . . , α) ∈ MC(h)

of any Maurer–Cartan element α ∈ MC(g) is again a Maurer–Cartan element of h . This defined
the action of MC :∞- sL∞- alg→ Set on morphisms, making it into a functor.

The two dual constructions homα(C,A) and A ⊗̂
α
C∨ are functorial with respect to ∞α-mor-

phisms on the left-hand side and on the right-hand side separately, see [RNW19b]; we will recall
such structures in the body of the text when needed.

We now briefly recall the homotopy transfer theorem — a centerpiece of the homotopy theory of
operadic algebras — before studying its compatibility with the twisted tensor product.

Theorem 1.37 (Homotopy transfer theorem, see [LV12, Section 10.3]). Given a contraction of
complete chain complexes

X Y
p

i

h

and a complete ΩC -algebra structure on X , there is a complete ΩC -algebra structure on Y such that the
maps i and p extends to∞-quasi-isomorphisms i∞ : Y  X and p∞ : X  Y .

If we denote by

ϕX : C −→ EndX

the algebra structure of X as an operadic twisting morphism, then an explicit formula for such
a transferred structure on Y is given by

ϕY :=

(
C

∆mon
C−−−→ T(C )

T(sϕX)
−−−−−→ T(sEndX)

VdLh−−−→ EndY

)
,

where ∆mon
C

denotes the comonadic definition of the cooperad C and where VdLh is the Van der
Laan map associated to the contraction h . This latter map amounts to composing the rooted
trees with the leaves labeled by i , the internal edges by h and the root by p . For an more
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conceptual approach to the homotopy transfer theorem, we refer the reader to [HLV20], where
e.g. the functorial property with respect to morphisms of cooperads is established.

Let us finish this section with the following compatibility between the tensor product and the
homotopy transfer theorem. We consider an arity-wise finite dimensional operad P and the
universal operadic twisting morphism π : BP →P . We write C := P∨ for the dual cooperad.
Given a contraction as above with X equipped with a complete ΩC -algebra structure and a
complete P -algebra A . There are two natural ways to construct a sL∞-algebra structure on
A ⊗̂Y :

(1) one can first apply the homotopy transfer theorem 1.37 to endow Y with a complete

ΩC -algebra structure and then consider the complete sL∞-algebra A ⊗̂
π
Y , or

(2) one can consider the induced contraction

A ⊗̂X A ⊗̂ Y
id ⊗̂ p

id ⊗̂ i

id ⊗̂h

and transfer the complete sL∞-algebra structure of A ⊗̂
π
X to obtain a complete sL∞-

algebra structure on A ⊗̂Y .

Proposition 1.38. The two complete sL∞-algebra structures on A ⊗̂Y described above are equal.

Proof. We compare the two structures explicitly. Let us recall that the morphism of operads of
Lemma 1.27

Mπ : sL∞ −→P ⊗ ΩC

associated to the operadic twisting morphism π is given by

Mπ

(
s−1µ∨m

)
=
∑

i∈I(m)

(−1)cipi ⊗ s
−1ci ,

where µm ∈ Com(m) is the canonical generator, {pi}i∈I(m) is a basis of P(m) , and ci := p∨i is

the dual basis of C (m) = P(m)∨. Notice that (−1)|ci|s−1ci = (spi)
∨. We encode the complete

P -algebra structure of A by the morphism of operads

ρA : P −→ endA .

We encode the ΩC -algebra structures on X in terms of the operadic twisting morphism

ϕX : C −→ endX ,

and similarly for the other algebras, like the one on Y obtained by the homotopy transfer
theorem and the complete sL∞-algebra structure on A⊗̂X . Given two S-modulesM and N ,
the map

Φ : T(M ⊗N) −→ T(M)⊗T(N)

is given by sending a tree with vertices indexed by pure tensors in M⊗N to the tensor product
of two copies of the underlying tree with the vertices of the first one indexed by the respective
elements ofM and the vertices of the second one indexed by the respective elements of N , all
multiplied by the appropriate Koszul sign, see [Val08, Section 3.1].

The first complete sL∞-algebra structure is given by

ℓm = (ρA ⊗ ϕY ) sMπs
−1
(
µ∨m
)

= (ρA ⊗VdLhT(sϕX)∆
mon
C ) sMπs

−1
(
µ∨m
)

= (ρA ⊗VdLhT(sϕX)) (idP ⊗∆mon
C ) sMπs

−1
(
µ∨m
)
,
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where in the third line we see sMπs
−1 as a map Com∨ →P ⊗ C , given by

sMπs
−1
(
µ∨m
)
=
∑

i∈I(m)

pi ⊗ ci .

The second complete sL∞-algebra structure on A⊗̂Y is given by

ℓm = VdL1⊗̂hT(sϕA⊗̂π
X)∆

mon
Com∨

(
µ∨m
)

= (γendA
⊗VdLh) ΦT(sϕX⊗̂

π
A)∆

mon
Com∨

(
µ∨m
)

= (γendA
⊗VdLh) ΦT

(
(ρA ⊗ sϕX)sMπs

−1
)
∆mon

Com∨

(
µ∨m
)

= (γendA
⊗VdLh) (T(ρA)⊗ T(sϕX)) ΦT(sMπs

−1)∆mon
Com∨

(
µ∨m
)

= (ρA ⊗VdLhT(sϕX))
(
γP ⊗ idT(C )

)
ΦT(sMπs

−1)∆mon
Com∨

(
µ∨m
)
,

where, in the last line, we used the fact that

γendA
T(ρA) = ρAγP .

Therefore, to conclude we need to show that

(1)
(
γP ⊗ idT(C )

)
ΦT(sMπs

−1)∆mon
Com∨

(
µ∨m
)
= (idP ⊗∆mon

C ) sMπs
−1
(
µ∨m
)
.

We introduce the following notation

∆mon
Com∨(µ∨m) =

∑

τ∈RTm

τ
(
v 7→ µ∨|v|

)
,

where the right-hand side represents the sum of rooted trees with vertices labeled by the elements
µ∨m of according arity. With a similar notation, the left-hand side of Equation (1) is equal to

∑

τ∈RTm

(−1)ǫ
∑

iv∈I(|v|)
for v∈Vτ

γP(τ(v 7→ piv))⊗ τ(v 7→ civ) ,

where ǫ is the Koszul sign coming from Φ . At the same time, the right-hand side of Equation (1)
is given by ∑

i∈I(m)

pi ⊗∆mon
C (ci) .

Both are expression for the map

γP : T(P) −→P

seen as an element of P ⊗ T(P)∨, and thus they are equal. �

Remark 1.39. Similarly, there are two natural ways to extend the chain maps id ⊗̂ i and id ⊗̂ p
into ∞-quasi-isomorphisms. With the same method as above, one can prove that these two
extensions are equal. We refer the reader to [RN18b, Chapter 9] for more details.

2. Integration theory of complete shifted homotopy Lie algebras

In this section, we introduce the universal Maurer–Cartan algebra, which is a cosimplicial complete
sL∞-algebra that encodes all of the properties of Maurer–Cartan elements: the Maurer–Cartan
equation, but also the gauge equivalence relation and its higher homotopy properties. We then
use it to define a functor R that integrates complete sL∞-algebras into simplicial sets, and to
introduce a left adjoint functor L which provides us with complete sL∞-algebra models for
simplicial sets. We show that our newly defined functor generalizes the Dold–Kan adjunction
and study its relation with the Maurer–Cartan spaces of Deligne–Hinich and of Getzler, proving
that they are all equivalent.

20



2.1. Adjunctions with simplicial sets. We start with the following key observation, which
goes back to D. M. Kan.

Lemma 2.1 ([Kan58, Section 3]). Let C be a locally small cocomplete category. The data of a pair of
adjoint functors whose left adjoint has domain in simplicial sets

L : sSet C : R⊥

is equivalent to the data of a cosimplicial object C• : ∆ → C in C under the restriction

C• = LY : ∆ sSet C
Y L

of the left adjoint functor to the Yoneda embedding Y .

Proof. Any cosimplicial object C• : ∆→ C induces a functor

R : C −→ sSet

c 7−→ HomC(C
•, c)

which admits a left adjoint given by the following left Kan extension

∆ C

sSet

C•

Y LanYC
•

Conversely, notice that left adjoint functors preserve colimits and that there is a unique colimit
preserving functor L : sSet→ C with prescribed restriction to ∆ , by the density theorem: any
simplicial set X• is isomorphic to the colimit

X•
∼= colim

E(X•)
Y ◦Π

over its category of elements, where Π : E(X•) → ∆ is the canonical projection which sends
x ∈ Xn onto [n] . �

This fact shows that if one wants to introduce a functor from a category C to simplicial sets, an
efficient way to do so is to consider a cosimplicial object in C .

Example 2.2. Let C = Ch be the category of (complete) chain complexes. We consider the
cosimplicial chain complex

C• := C(∆•)

given by the cellular chain complexes C(∆n) of the geometric n-simplices |∆n| , or equivalently
the normalized chain complex of the standard n-simplices ∆n (with the discrete filtration). The
associated adjunction

LDK : sSet Ch : RDK⊥

is nothing but the one involved in the Dold–Kan correspondence, giving an equivalence of
categories between simplicial abelian groups and non-negatively graded chain complexes of
abelian groups (without filtrations).

Example 2.3. In the category C = Top of topological spaces, we consider the cosimplicial object
|∆•| built from the geometric n-simplices |∆n| . The associated adjunction

| | : sSet Top : Sing⊥

is the classical adjunction given by geometric realization and the singular chain functor.
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Example 2.4. In the case of the category C = Cat of small categories, the cosimplicial object

C• : ∆ −→ Cat

[n] 7−→ Cat[n] := {0→ 1→ · · · → n} ,

where Cat[n] is the category associated to the totally ordered set [n] , induces the nerve functor
ND := HomCat(C

•,D) , mentioned in Proposition 1.18.

2.2. The universal Maurer–Cartan algebra. In the present paper, we focus on the category
C = sL∞- alg of complete sL∞-algebras. To define a suitable cosimplicial object in this category,
we consider the following ingredients involved in Dupont’s simplicial version of the de Rham
Theorem.

Proposition 2.5 ([Dup76]). There exists a simplicial contraction

Ω• C•

p•

i•

h•

between the simplicial commutative algebras of piece-wise polynomial differential forms on the geometric
n-simplices

Ωn :=
K[t0, . . . , tn, dt0, . . . , dtn]

(t0 + · · · + tn − 1, dt0 + · · ·+ dtn)

and the simplicial chain complex made up of the linear dual of the cellular chain complexes of the geometric
n-simplices

C• := C(∆•)∨ ,

with dual basis denoted by ωI , for non-empty sub-sets I = {i0, . . . , ik} ⊂ [n] , of degree |ωI | =
−|I|+ 1 = −k .

Let us recall that a contraction amounts to the data of two chain maps in : Cn → Ωn , pn :
Ωn → Cn , and a degree 1 linear map hn : Ωn → Ωn , satisfying the relations

pnin = idCn , inpn − idΩn = dnhn + hndn, h2n = 0 , pnhn = 0 , and hnin = 0 ,

where dn stands for the differential map of Ωn . In a simplicial contraction, the above three
collections of maps are required to commute with the respective simplicial maps.

For a full definition of the maps involved in the Dupont contraction we refer the reader to the
paper [Lun18]. A Python package for computations using these objects has been developed and
made freely available by the first author, see [RN20].

Remark 2.6. Since we work with the homological degree convention, the elements dti have
all degree −1 and the chain complex C(∆n)∨ is concentrated in degree range −n to 0 with
differential of degree −1 .

For each n ∈ N , the chain complex Ωn carries a commutative algebra structure, i.e. an algebra
structure over the operad Com . This latter operad admits a canonical cofibrant replacement

by means of the bar-cobar construction ΩBCom
∼
−→ Com . By pulling back, each Ωn is en-

dowed with a ΩBCom-algebra structure that we can transfer onto C(∆n)∨ using the homotopy
transfer theorem — Theorem 1.37. Since all the C(∆n)∨ are degree-wise finite dimensional
and since ΩBCom is degree-wise and arity-wise finite dimensional, every cellular chain com-

plex Cn = C(∆n) admits a BΩCom∨ ∼= (ΩBCom)∨-coalgebra structure. The images Ω̂πC
n of

these coalgebras under the complete cobar construction associated to the the operadic twisting
morphism

π : BΩCom∨ → ΩCom∨ ∼= sL∞

produces the wanted object.

Proposition 2.7. The collection Ω̂πC
• forms a cosimplicial complete sL∞-algebra.
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Proof. It remains to study the behavior of the original simplicial maps. It is immediate that Ω•

becomes a simplicial ΩBCom-algebra. Since Dupont’s contraction is simplicial, it is straightfor-
ward to check from the explicit formula of the transferred structure in the homotopy transfer
theorem that the simplicial chain maps of the simplicial chain complex C• respect strictly the
transferred ΩBCom-algebra structure operations. Linear dualization produces a cosimplicial
conilpotent BΩCom∨-coalgebra structure on C• , and finally the cobar functor gives a cosimpli-

cial complete sL∞-algebra structure on Ω̂πC
• . �

Definition 2.8 (The Maurer–Cartan cosimplicial sL∞-algebra). The cosimplicial complete
sL∞-algebra

mc• := Ω̂πC
• .

is called the universal Maurer–Cartan algebra.

We will now make this new object a bit more explicit by studying the first cosimplicial degree

mc0. First, recall that the underlying construction of the cobar functor Ω̂π is the free complete
sL∞-algebra. We denote by aI := ω∨

I the cellular basis on C(∆n) . Forgetting the differential,
the Maurer–Cartan sL∞-algebra mcn is isomorphic to

ŝL∞

(
{aI}I⊆[n]

)
,

whose elements can be represented as sums of rooted trees with leaves labeled by the {aI}I⊆[n] ,
as we have proved in Proposition 1.5. The proof of the next proposition will provide the reader
with more details about the differential.

Proposition 2.9. The complete sL∞-algebra mc0 is quasi-free on one Maurer–Cartan element

mc0 ∼= ŝL∞(a0)

with differential given by

d(a0) = −
∑

m>2

1
m!ℓm(a0, . . . , a0) .

Proof. We start by studying the transferred ΩBCom-algebra structure on C0 and the dual struc-
ture on C0.

The chain complex C(∆n)∨ can be seen as a sub-chain complex of Ωn under the following
identifications

ωI = ωi0···ik := k!
k∑

j=0

(−1)jtijdti0 · · · d̂tij · · · dtik ,

for ∅ 6= I = {i0, . . . , ik} ⊆ [n] . For n = 0 , the commutative algebra Ω0
∼= K is just the field

with its multiplicative structure and the chain complex C(∆0)∨ = Kω0 is one-dimensional.

Since the operad ΩBCom is quasi-free on s−1BCom = s−1Tc
(
sCom

)
, the transferred ΩBCom-

algebra structure on C(∆n)∨ amounts to a collection of operations {µτ}τ∈RT indexed by rooted
trees. The operation µ| = id is the identity. Given a rooted tree τ ∈ RTm , the associated
operation

µτ :
(
C(∆n)∨

)⊗m
→ C(∆n)∨
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has degree |τ | − 1 and is (graphically) given by the formula
(2)

µτ (ωI1, . . . , ωI6) =

ωi1 ωi3 ωi4 ωi5

ωi2 ωi6

pn

hn hn

hn for τ =

1 3 4 5

2 6

,

where the corollas mean the (iterated) commutative product in Ωn , and where the underlying
composition scheme is given by the rooted tree τ . For n = 0 , the two chain maps i0 and p0
are the identity on Ω0

∼= K ∼= C0 and the contraction h0 = 0 is trivial. So only the operations
indexed by corollas cm do not collapse and they are equal to µcm(ω0, . . . , ω0) = ω0 .

The linear dual of the operadic algebra structure corresponding to

s−1BCom
(
C(∆n)∨

)
→ C(∆n)∨

produces the cooperadic coalgebra structure corresponding to

C(∆n)→ sΩCom∨ (C(∆n)) .

Notice that, since this linear dual includes the isomorphism between invariants and coinvariants
under the actions of the symmetric groups Sm , it carries a coefficient 1

m! . In general, we will
use the notation

(3) µτ (ωI1 , . . . , ωIm) =
∑

∅6=J⊂[n]

λ
τ(I1,...,Im)
J ωJ

for the coefficients of the transferred ΩBCom-algebra structure on C(∆n)∨ . If λ := λ
τ(I1,...,Im)
J

is not 0 , this means that the term ωJ appears in the product µτ (ωI1 , . . . , ωIm) , then the
image under the coproduct map of the element aJ includes the term 1

λm!sτ(aI1 , . . . , aIm) .
Notice that, due to degree reasons, the coefficient λ can only be non-trivial when |J | − 2 =
|I1|+ · · ·+ |Im| − |τ | −m . For n = 0 , the image under the coproduct map of a0 is equal to

a0 7→
∑

m>1

1
m!scm(a0, . . . , a0) .

Finally, the differential of the cobar construction Ω̂πC(∆n) is produced by the difference between
the internal differential of the chain complexC(∆n) and the desuspension of the above coalgebra
structure, without the primitive term, that is:

(4) d(aJ) =
k∑

l=0

(−1)la
j0...ĵl...jk

−
∑

m>2

∑

τ∈RTm

I1,...,Im⊆[n], ,Il 6=∅

λ
τ(I1,...,Im)
J 6=0

1

λ
τ(I1,...,Im)
J m!

τ(aI1 , . . . , aIm) ,

for J = {j0, . . . , jk} . In the case n = 0 , this gives

d(a0) = −
∑

m>2

1
m!ℓm(a0, . . . , a0) ,

which concludes the proof. �
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2.3. Integration and sL∞-algebra functors. Following Lemma 2.1, the Maurer–Cartan alge-
bra mc• canonically induces the following pair of adjoint functors.

Definition 2.10 (Integration functor). The integration functor of complete sL∞-algebras is de-
fined by

R : sL∞- alg −→ sSet

g 7−→ Hom sL∞- alg (mc•, g) .

As a direct corollary of Proposition 2.9, we have

R(g)0 = hom sL∞- alg

(
mc0, g

)
∼= MC(g) .

Definition 2.11 (sL∞-algebra of a simplicial set). The functor of sL∞-algebra of a simplicial set
is defined by

L := LanYmc• : sSet→ sL∞- alg .

One can compute it as the colimit of the functor mc• ◦ Π from the category E(X•) of elements
of X• , where Π : E(X•) → ∆ stands for the canonical projection sending x ∈ Xn to [n] . We
denote this colimit simply by

L(X•) ∼= colim
E(X•)

mc• .

Theorem 2.12. The integration functor is right adjoint to the sL∞-algebra functor:

L : sSet sL∞- alg : R .⊥

Proof. This is a direct corollary of Lemma 2.1 and Proposition 2.7. �

2.4. Non-abelian Dold–Kan adjunction. The sub-category of complete abelian sL∞-alge-
bras, where all the operations ℓm , i.e. the sL∞-algebras where all operations ℓm are trivial, for
m > 2 , is the same as the category of complete chain complexes. Assuming Theorem 2.17, the
following proposition coincides with [Get09, Proposition 5.1].

Proposition 2.13. The two simplicial sets which are obtained from a complete chain complex under
the Dold–Kan functor RDK and the integration functor R are naturally isomorphic.

Proof. Let g be a complete chain complex, viewed as a complete abelian sL∞-algebra. Its image
under the integration functor is equal to

R(g) = Hom sL∞- alg (mc•, g) ∼= Hom sL∞- alg

(
ŝL∞ (C•) , g

)
∼= HomCh (C

•, g) = RDK(g) .

The second isomorphism comes from the fact that the non-linear part of the differential of the
cobar construction involves brackets, so that commuting with it is a void condition since g is
abelian. �

One level above, one can consider the full subcategory of complete sL∞-algebras so that ℓm is
trivial for all m > 3 but ℓ2 can be non-trivial. This is isomorphic to the category of complete
shifted i.e. algebras, which is controlled by the operad

sLie := EndKs ⊗ Lie .

This fact can be conceptually expressed via the canonical quasi-isomorphism of operads

ρ : sL∞
∼
−→ sLie .

If g is an sLie-algebra, we denote by ρ∗g the canonical sL∞-algebra structure obtained by pulling
back by the operad morphism ρ and which amounts to considering trivial higher operations ℓm ,
for m > 3 .

In the same way as above, one can consider the cofibrant Koszul resolutionΩCom
¡ ∼
−→ Com , and

then endow C(∆•)∨ with a simplicial ΩCom
¡
-algebra structures through the homotopy transfer
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theorem. Its linear dual C(∆•) obtains a cosimplicial BsLie ∼=
(
ΩCom

¡)∨
-coalgebra structure.

Finally, its image under the complete cobar construction associated to the canonical operadic
twisting morphism π : BsLie→ sLie produces the following cosimplicial complete sLie-algebra:

mc• := Ω̂πC
• .

The associated pair of adjoint functors

L : sSet sLie - alg : R .⊥

coincides with the one introduced in [BFMT18] since mc• is a “sequence of compatible models
of ∆” by [BFMT15, Theorem 7.3 (i)].

Proposition 2.14. The two simplicial sets obtained from a complete shifted Lie algebra respectively

under the above functor R and the integration functor R are isomorphic:

R(g) ∼= R(ρ∗g) ,

for g a sLie-algebra.

Proof. Let g be a complete sLie-algebra. Recall that

R(g) ∼= MC
(
g ⊗̂C•

)

by [RN19, Theorem 5.2], where the cosimplicial sL∞-algebra structure on g ⊗̂C• is obtained by
applying the homotopy transfer theorem 1.37 to the contraction

g ⊗̂Ω• g ⊗̂C• .
id ⊗̂ p•

id ⊗̂ i•

id ⊗̂h•

We now consider the complete sL∞-algebra structure ρ∗g . Proposition 1.38 gives the isomor-
phism

R(ρ∗g) ∼= MC
(
ρ∗g ⊗̂C•

)
,

see the proof of Theorem 2.17 for more details. We conclude by noticing that the homotopy
transfer theorem starting from a complete sLie-algebra structure or from its induced complete
sL∞-algebra structure produces the exact same complete sL∞-algebra structure. �

Summarizing, the integration functor R extends both the Dold–Kan functor and the integration
functor for complete sLie-algebras functor of Buijs–Felix-Murillo–Tanré.

sSet

Ch

sLie - alg

sL∞- alg

RDK

R

R

abelian sLie-algebras

ρ∗

For simplicity, we only represented the right adjoint functors in the above displayed diagram but
the respective left adjoint functors commute as well.

One can also directly compare the two universal Maurer–Cartan cosimplicial algebras.

Proposition 2.15. The morphism
mc• −→ ρ∗ mc•

given by ρ ◦ idC•

ŝL∞ (C•) −→ ŝLie (C•)

is a quasi-isomorphism of cosimplicial complete sL∞-algebras.
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Proof. By its operadic definition, it is straightforward to see that such a map preserves the
brackets. Since the cosimplicial maps are given by that of C• in both cases, it is immediate
to see that the map ρ preserves the cosimplicial structures.

We consider the canonical morphism of cooperads ρ∨ : Com
¡
→ BCom . There are two ways

to get a ΩCom
¡
-algebra structure on C•:

(1) as explained above, one can seeΩ• as aΩCom
¡
-algebra and transfer this type of structure

onto C• under the Dupont’s contraction,
(2) alternatively, as described in Section 2.2, one can see Ω• as a ΩBCom-algebra, transfer

this type of structure onto C• under the Dupont’s contraction, and then pull it back by
Ωρ∨.

Using the explicit formula for the homotopy transfer theorem given in Theorem 1.37, it is
straightforward to show that these two structures are equal. More generally, the homotopy trans-
fer theorem is functorial with respect to morphisms of cooperads, see [HLV20, Theorem 4.14].
This shows that the map ρ(idC•) preserves the differentials: it can be seen on the following
commutative diagram

C• B(sL∞)(C•) sL∞(C•)

C• B(sLie)(C•) sLie(C•) ,

∆B(sL∞) π (id•C)

∆B(sLie) π (id•C)

B(ρ) (idC•) ρ (idC•)

where the map ∆B(sL∞) stands for the B(sL∞)-coalgebra structure on C• and where the map
∆B(sLie) stands for its B(sLie)-coalgebra structure. Indeed, the linear part of the differentials
of mc• and mc• on the generators is the same. The rest of the differential of mc• is given by
the top part of the diagram, while the rest of the differential of mc• is given by the bottom part
of the diagram. The left square commutes by the facts that Bρ ∼= (Ωρ∨)∨ and that the two

ΩCom
¡
-algebra structures on C• described at the beginning of the proof are equal and thus so

are the two dual BCom-coalgebra structures on C•. The right square commutes by the functorial
properties of the twisting morphisms, see Proposition 1.25.

In order to prove that these maps of chain complexes are quasi-isomorphisms, we consider on
both side the arity filtration which makes each algebra complete:

FkP̂(C•) :=
∏

m>k

P(m)⊗Sm (C•)⊗m ,

where P is either sL∞ or sLie . On the zeroth page E0 of the associated spectral sequences,
the differential amounts only to the internal differential of the operad sL∞ and to the inter-
nal differential of C•. Since the morphism of operads ρ is a quasi-isomorphism, we get the
isomorphism E1(ρ) : sLie(K) ∼= sLie(K) on the first page. These filtrations are exhaustive and
complete, so we can apply the Eilenberg–Moore Comparison Theorem [Wei94, Theorem 5.5.11]
and conclude that ρ ◦ idC• is quasi-isomorphism. �

We can be more precise about the homotopy type of the Maurer–Cartan cosimplicial sL∞-
algebra and the Maurer–Cartan cosimplicial sLie-algebra.

Proposition 2.16. For all n > 0 , we have

H(mcn) = 0 and H(mcn) = 0 .
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Proof. Thanks to Proposition 2.15, it is enough to treat the case of mc•. For n > 0 , the map of
chain complexes

K ∼= C0 −→ Cn

given by sending ω0 ∈ C0 to ω0 ∈ Cn is a quasi-isomorphism of ΩCom
¡
-algebras. We consider

the twisting morphism
ι : sLie∨ −→ Ω(sLie∨)

dual to π . Then, [LV12, Proposition 11.2.3] shows that the associated bar construction preserve
quasi-isomorphisms, and thus the maps

Bι C0
∼
−→ Bι Cn

are quasi-isomorphisms. Since we are working over a field, their duals

mcn = (BιCn)
∨ ∼
−→ mc0 = (BιC0)

∨

also are. We are only left to prove that

H(mc0) = 0 ,

which is straightforward since

mc0 = Kα⊕K[α,α]

with |α| = 0 and dα = −1
2 [α,α] . �

2.5. Relation with Maurer–Cartan spaces. There are several other ways to define Maurer–
Cartan spaces associated to a complete sL∞-algebra g . All of these have been shown to be
Kan complexes. We will prove the same — actually in a strengthened version — for R from first
principles in Section 5.1.

One can first consider the Deligne–Hinich space [Hin97a] made up of the solutions to the Maurer–
Cartan equation of the complete sL∞-algebra structure on the tensor product with the simplicial
commutative algebra Ω•:

MC•(g) := MC
(
g ⊗̂Ω•

)
.

This structure coincides with g ⊗̂
ι
Ω• under definitions of Section 1.3.

One can also consider the Getzler space [Get09] given by the kernels of Dupont’s homotopy:

γ•(g) :=
{
α ∈ MC•(g) |

(
idg ⊗̂h•

)
(α) = 0

}
.

Finally, one can also use Dupont’s simplicial contraction to transfer the complete sL∞-algebra
structure of g ⊗̂Ω• onto g ⊗̂C• , and then consider MC

(
g ⊗̂C•

)
.

All of these constructions were shown to provide us with equivalent models for Maurer–Cartan
spaces: they are weakly equivalent as Kan complexes to the Deligne–Hinich space. In [Get09],
E. Getzler proved that there is a weak equivalence of simplicial sets

MC•(g) ≃ γ•(g) ,

which is natural with respect to strict morphisms. In [Ban14, Ban17], R. Bandiera proved that
there is a natural isomorphism between the last two constructions

γ•(g) ∼= MC
(
g ⊗̂C•

)
.

The first named author also exhibited in [RN19] a direct natural weak equivalence

MC•(g) ≃ MC
(
g ⊗̂C•

)
.

In this last article, the cosimplicial complete sLie-algebra mc• was also considered, and it was
proven that

MC
(
g ⊗̂C•

)
∼= HomsLie - alg(mc•, g) = R(g)

for any complete sLie-algebra g . This statement also holds true in our context for complete
sL∞-algebras.
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Theorem 2.17. For any sL∞-algebra g there is a canonical isomorphism of simplicial sets

R(g) ∼= MC
(
g ⊗̂C•

)
,

given by the restriction of the linear duality isomorphism g ⊗̂C•
∼= hom(C•, g) to the Maurer–Cartan

set, which is natural with respect to strict morphisms. As a consequence, we get the following natural
weak equivalence and isomorphisms:

R(g) ∼= MC
(
g ⊗̂C•

)
∼= γ•(g) ≃ MC•(g) .

Proof of Theorem 2.17. We apply Proposition 1.38 to P = sL∞ = ΩCom∨, X = Ω• , Y = C• ,
A = g , and the operadic twisting morphism π : B(sL∞) = BΩCom∨ → sL∞ . Recall that in
MC(g ⊗̂C•) , the chain complex g ⊗̂C• was endowed with the complete sL∞-algebra structure
obtained by applying the homotopy transfer theorem to the contraction

g ⊗̂Ω• g ⊗̂C•

id ⊗̂ p•

id ⊗̂ i•

id ⊗̂ h•

induced by Dupont’s contraction.

Since Ω• is a simplicial commutative algebra, it is in particular a simplicial ΩBCom-algebra.
The homotopy transfer theorem applied to the Dupont’s contraction gives a ΩBCom-algebra
structure to C• , then the convolution tensor product provides us with the sL∞-algebras g⊗πC• .

By Proposition 1.38, the sL∞-algebras g ⊗̂
π
C• and g ⊗̂C• are equal. Therefore, we have the

isomorphisms

MC
(
g ⊗̂C•

)
∼= MC

(
g ⊗̂

π
C•

)
∼= MC

(
homπ(C•, g)

)
∼= homsL∞- alg

(
Ω̂πC

•, g
)
= R(g) ,

where in the second bijection we used the fact that C• is finite dimensional and in the third we
used Proposition 1.30. �

Remark 2.18. As mentioned in Example 1.36, the “image”

f(α) :=
∑

m>1

1
m!fm(α, . . . , α) ∈ MC(h)

of any Maurer–Cartan element α ∈ MC(g) under an ∞-morphism is again a Maurer–Cartan
element of h . This assignment makes MC into a functor with respect to ∞-morphisms, and by
compatibility with the simplicial structure it also extends the Deligne–Hinich space MC• to a
functor

MC• :∞- sL∞- alg −→ sSet .

This additional functoriality is not preserved by the Getzler sub-space since the kernels of the
Dupont’s homotopy do not form commutative sub-algebras of Ω• . We will study and fix this
issue in Section 3 considering a refinement of the notion of∞-morphisms.

2.6. Geometric interpretation of the integration functor. Let g be a complete sL∞-algebra.
By the Yoneda lemma and Theorem 2.17, an n-simplex x : ∆n → R(g) is nothing else than an
element of

R(g)n ∼= MC
(
g ⊗̂Cn

)
,

that is a Maurer–Cartan element of the form

x =
∑

∅6=I⊆[n]

xI ⊗ ωI ,

where |xI | = |I| − 1 by the fact that x must have degree 0 .

Graphically, we draw such an element of R(g) as a geometrical n-simplex with the sub-simplex
corresponding to ∅ 6= I ⊆ [n] labeled by the element xI ∈ g . The fact thatR(g) is a simplicial set
implies that whenever two simplices share a face, their respective faces have the same element
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of g labeling them. Thus, this graphical representation can be used for any combination of
simplices in R(g) . We find this way of visualizing the simplicial set R(g) extremely useful and
we adopt it throughout the rest of the article, see the proof of Theorem 6.1 for instance.

Example 2.19. For n = 2 , we draw a 2-simplex x of R(g) as follows.

x0

x1

x2

x01 x12

x02

x012

3. Functoriality of the integration

Our conceptual approach based on the operadic calculus allows us to go further, establishing
functoriality of R with respect to a class of higher morphisms, called∞π-morphisms, that refines
the classical notion of ∞-morphisms. We are able to settle functoriality with respect to ∞-
morphisms as well, but only on the level of the homotopy category. Since the notion of ∞π-
morphism is new, we study it in detail, describing it explicitly and giving a precise comparison
with the classical notion.

3.1. Functoriality with respect to ∞π-morphisms. Definition 1.35 applied to the operadic
twisting morphism π : BΩCom∨ → ΩCom∨ ∼= sL∞ produces the notion of an ∞π-morphism
of complete sL∞-algebras f : g  h , which amounts to a morphism of BΩCom∨-coalgebras
between the bar constructions f : Bπg→ Bπh that preserves the respective filtrations.

Proposition 3.1. The integration functor R extends canonically to∞π-morphisms:

R: ∞π- sL∞- alg −→ sSet .

Proof. We use the convolution algebra description obtained by Definition 1.29 and Proposi-
tion 1.30:

R(g) ∼= MC(homπ(C•, g)) ,

which shows that R is the composite of two functors:

R =

(
∞π- sL∞- alg

homπ(C•,−)
−−−−−−−−→∞- sL∞- alg

MC
−−→ sSet

)
,

where the fact that the first functor is functorial with respect to∞π-morphisms, sending them to
∞-morphisms, was proven in [RNW19b, Corollary 5.4], and where MC acts on ∞-morphisms
by Example 1.36. This concludes the proof. �

Let us spend a moment to make this functoriality more explicit. Any ∞π-morphism f : g  h

induces an∞-morphism between the convolution algebras

homπ
r (id, f) : hom

π(C•, g) homπ(C•, h)

by the formula

homπ
r (id, f)m(x1, . . . , xm) = f (id⊗Sm (x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xm))∆m ,

on x1, . . . , xn ∈ homπ(C•, g) , where the right-hand side is the composite

C• ∆m−−→ BΩCom∨(m)⊗Sm (C•)⊗m
id⊗Sm(x1⊗···⊗xm)
−−−−−−−−−−−−→ BΩCom∨(m)⊗Sm g⊗m

f
−→ h .
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This formula is the same as the one described in [RNW19b, Section 5.1]; the proof of Theorem
5.1(b) in op. cit. goes through unchanged despite C• not being conilpotent. The morphism of
simplicial sets R(f) is then defined to be the induced map on Maurer–Cartan elements

R(f) := MC(homπ
r (id, f)) ,

which is explicitly given by

(5) R(f)(x) =
∑

m>1

1
m!f

(
id⊗Sm x⊗m

)
∆m .

Notice that everything is indeed compatible with the simplicial maps, so that this is a well
defined morphism of simplicial sets.

This functorial property is a motivation to unfold the compact definition of an∞π-morphism.

3.2. Explicit description of ∞π-morphisms. We consider the set of partitioned rooted trees
PaRT made up of rooted trees, with vertices of arity greater or equal to 2, endowed with a
complete partition into sub-trees called blocks. The subset of partitioned rooted trees with m
leaves is denoted by PaRTm , and, by convention, PaRT1 is made up of the trivial tree | . Each
vertex has degree −1 and each partition has degree +1 , so the degree of a partitioned rooted
tree is equal to the number of partitions minus the number of vertices. Therefore, the degree
is non-positive and partitioned rooted trees of degree 0 are the ones where each block of the
partition contains exactly one vertex.

Example 3.2. Here is an example of a partitioned rooted tree

τ :=

1 2 3 4

5 6

of degree |τ | = 3− 4 = −1 .

The graded space spanned by partitioned rooted trees is endowed with a differential de which
is the sum of two terms. The first one sums over all edges linking two blocks of the partition
and acts by merging the two blocks into a single one. The second term sums over all vertices
of the tree and acts by splitting the vertex into two in all possible ways.

Example 3.3. The image under the differential de of the above displayed example of a parti-
tioned rooted tree is equal to

de(τ) = −

1 2 3 4

5 6

−

1 2 3 4

5 6

+

1 2

3 4

5 6

+

2 3

1 4

5 6

+

3 1

2 4

5 6
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Lemma 3.4. The underlying space of the bar construction Bπg of a complete sL∞-algebra g is the cofree
conilpotent BΩCom∨-coalgebra on g , explicitly given by

BΩCom∨(g) ∼=
⊕

τ∈PaRT

τ(g) ,

where τ(g) stands for the partitioned rooted tree τ with leaves labeled by elements of g . It is endowed
with a square-zero coderivation d = dg + de + dℓ , where dg is induced by the underlying differential d
of g , where de(τ(g)) := de(τ)(g) , and where dℓ(τ(g)) is equal to the sum over all the blocks lying at
the top of the partitioned tree τ , cutting such block one-by-one out of the tree and making the operations
ℓm corresponding to the vertices contained in the block act on the associated elements of g .

Proof. Recall that the universal operadic twisting morphism has the following explicit form

π : BΩCom∨ = T
c
(
sT
(
s−1Com

∨
))
−։ sT

(
s−1Com

∨
)

s−1

−−→ T

(
s−1Com

∨
)
= ΩCom∨ ∼= sL∞ .

We establish PaRT as a basis for BΩCom∨ by identifying the “inner” elements of T(s−1Com
∨
)

with the blocks and the “outer” tree structure with the whole tree. The statement then follows by
a direct application of the definition of the bar construction with respect to π given in Section 1.3.

�

Example 3.5. The image under the differential of the bar construction of the above given tree
τ labeled by element a1, . . . , a6 is equal to

d(τ(a1, . . . , a6)) =−
6∑

i=1

(−1)|a1|+···+|ai−1|τ(a1, . . . , d(ai), . . . , a6) + de(τ)(a1, . . . , a6)

− τ1(ℓ3(a1, a2, a3), a4, a5, a6) + (−1)|a4|τ4
(
a1, a2, a3, ℓ2(a4, ℓ2(a5, a6))

)
,

where

τ 1 = 1

2

3 4

and τ4 =

1 2 3

4

Given an sL∞-algebra (g, {ℓm}m>1) and a rooted tree τ ∈ RTk with k leaves, we denote by

ℓτ : g
⊗̂k −→ g

the operation obtained by interpreting the tree τ as a composite of the structure operations of
g , with each vertex replaced by the operation of the same arity.

Proposition 3.6. The data of an ∞π-morphism f : g  h between two complete sL∞-algebras (g,
{ℓm}m>1) and (h, {km}m>1) amounts to a collection of degree 0 maps

fτ : τ(g) −→ h ,

or equivalently to a collection of degree |τ | maps

fτ : g
⊗̂m −→ h ,

labeled by the set PaRT of partitioned rooted trees, which have the same symmetries as the underlying
tree and which respect the filtrations. These maps are subject to the following conditions, one for each
τ ∈ PaRT :

∂(fτ ) = fde(τ) +
(∑

± fτ i ◦i ℓτi

)
− kτ̃

(
fτ̃1 , . . . , fτ̃k

)
,
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where

⋄ fde(τ) comes from the extension of f− by linearity in the indexing tree,
⋄ the sum runs over all the top blocks τi of τ , that is all the blocks whose incoming edges are all
leaves, and where in the notation fτ i ◦i ℓτi , the term τ i means the tree τ with the block τi cut
away and the operation ℓτi is inserted on the leaf created by removing the block, and
⋄ τ̃ indicates the block of τ linked to the root and τ̃1, . . . , τ̃k denote all the sub-trees above it (one
for each leaf of the root block).

Proof. This is a direct corollary of Lemma 3.4 applied to Definition 1.35. �

Example 3.7. On the example of the partitioned rooted tree τ that we are following and under
the same convention, this gives

∂(fτ ) = fde(τ) − fτ1 ◦1 ℓτ1 + fτ4 ◦4 ℓτ4 − kτ̃ (fτ̃1 , fτ̃2) ,

where

τ1 = τ̃1 =

1 2 3

, τ4 = τ̃2 =
1

2 3

and τ̃ =

1 2

So fτ1 ◦1 ℓτ1 = fτ1 ◦1 ℓ3 , fτ4 ◦4 ℓτ4 = fτ4 ◦4 (ℓ2 ◦2 ℓ2) , and kτ̃ (fτ̃1 , fτ̃2) = k2 (fτ̃1 , fτ̃2) .

3.3. Relationship between ∞π-morphisms and ∞-morphisms. This notion of an ∞π-mor-
phism, which is very natural with respect to the integration functor, is however not the most
simple and most used higher notion of morphisms of complete sL∞-algebras. In the literature, it
is the notion of an∞-morphism, that is the notion associated to the operadic twisting morphism
ι , which is omnipresent. The following simple construction relates these two notions in one
direction.

Proposition 3.8. Any∞π-morphism

{
fτ : g

⊗̂m −→ h
}
τ∈PaRT

of complete sL∞-algebras functorially induces an∞-morphism υ∗f under the formula:

(υ∗f)m :=
∑

τ∈PaRTm

|τ |=0

fτ .

Proof. The two operadic twisting morphisms π and ι are related by the unit of the operadic
bar-cobar adjunction:

Com∨

BΩCom∨

sL∞ .υ

ι

π

So pulling back along υ , one sends an ∞π-morphism to an∞-morphism:

υ∗f : Com∨(g)
υ(id)
−−−→ BΩCom∨(g)

f
−→ h .

The explicit form of the unit υ of the operadic bar-cobar adjunction gives the formula of the
present statement. �
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Proposition 3.9. Let f : g h be an∞π-morphism. Under the identification R(g)0 ∼= MC(g) , we
have

R(f)0 ∼= MC(υ∗f) .

Proof. Recall that
R(g)0 ∼= MC(homπ(C0, g))

and that R(f)0 acts by MC(homπ
r (id, f)) on it, see the proof of Proposition 3.1. Also, it follows

directly from the proof of Proposition 2.9, that the BΩCom∨-coalgebra structure on C0 ∼= Ka0
is given by

∆(a0) =
∑

m>1

∑

τ∈PaRTm

|τ |=0

τ ⊗Sm a⊗m0 .

Thus, for any x1, . . . , xm ∈ homπ(C0, g) , we have

homπ
r (id, f)m(x1, . . . , xm)(a0) = f(id⊗Sm (x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xm))∆m(a0)

= f(id⊗Sm (x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xm))




∑

τ∈PaRTm

|τ |=0

τ ⊗Sm a⊗m0




= (υ∗f)m (x1(a0), . . . , xm(a0))

as desired. �

Recall that the set of degree 0 partitioned rooted trees is made up of all rooted trees with vertices
of arity greater of equal to 2 and equipped with the finest partition, that is the one where every
vertex forms a block. Unfortunately, this process cannot be reversed: the counit υ of adjunction is
not an isomorphism. However, it is a quasi-isomorphism, so the reverse process holds true “up to
homotopy”. No such reverse process can be strictly compatible with the respective composition
of higher morphisms.

Theorem 3.10.

(1) There exist universal formulas which associate ∞-morphisms to ∞π-morphisms and which are
the identity on strict morphisms.

(2) No such universal formulas which associate ∞-morphisms to ∞π-morphisms and which do not
change the complete sL∞-algebra structures can respect the compositions.

Proof. Along with the proof of point (1), we will also make more explicit what we mean by such
a statement. Recall from [Mar04] and [MV09a, Section 6.2] that there exists a 2-colored operad

(
T

(
s−1Com

∨
⊕ Com∨ ⊕ s−1Com

∨
)
, d
)

which encodes the data of two complete sL∞-algebras on g and h together with an∞-morphism
from g to h . The first generating summand lies in color 1 , the second one lies in input color
0 and output color 1 , and the third one lies in color 0 . The image of the differential on the
first and the third summands is the one of the cobar construction, so it is constructed from
the partial decomposition products of the cooperad Com∨ and the image of the differential on
second summand is given by both the partial and the monoidal decomposition product of the
cooperad Com∨, see [HLV] for more details. In the same way, there is a 2-colored operad

(
T

(
s−1Com

∨
⊕ BΩCom

∨
⊕ s−1Com

∨
)
, d′
)

which encodes the data of two complete sL∞-algebras on g and h together with an∞π-morphism
from g to h . The only difference with the previous 2-colored operad lies in the image of the
differential on the second summand which is constructed from the partial and the monoidal

decomposition products of the cooperad BΩCom
∨
and the canonical twisting morphism π .
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Applying the morphism of cooperads υ : Com∨ ∼
−→ BΩCom

∨
to the second generating sum-

mand and the identity to the other ones, we get a morphism of 2-colored operads
(
T

(
s−1Com

∨
⊕ Com∨ ⊕ s−1Com

∨
)
, d
)
−→

(
T

(
s−1Com

∨
⊕ BΩCom

∨
⊕ s−1Com

∨
)
, d′
)
.

Pulling back along this map produces the functorial and universal formula of Proposition 3.8.

Since υ is a quasi-isomorphism one can see, by a spectral sequence argument, that this morphism
of 2-colored operads is a quasi-isomorphism. In the model category of [Cav14], every 2-colored
operad is fibrant. Considering the weight filtration, one can see that the above two 2-colored
operads are cofibrant. Therefore, the above mentioned quasi-isomorphism admits a homotopy
inverse. Pulling back along it, produces universal formulas which associate ∞-morphisms to
∞π-morphisms. Since this homotopy inverse induces an inverse isomorphism on the level of
homology group in arity 1 and color 01 part, it must be equal to the identity in this arity and
color, so that it preserves strict morphisms.

For point (2), suppose that
(
T

(
s−1Com

∨
⊕ BΩCom

∨
⊕ s−1Com

∨
)
, d′
)

Φ
−→

(
T

(
s−1Com

∨
⊕ Com∨ ⊕ s−1Com

∨
)
, d
)

is a morphism of 2-colored operads which is the identity on the first and the third summands,
corresponding to the fact that it leaves the algebraic structures untouched, and which sends

id ∈ BΩCom
∨
to a id ∈ Com∨ , with a ∈ K . We claim that the induced universal formulas

associating∞-morphisms to∞π-morphisms, obtained by pulling back along Φ , do not respect
their compositions. The fact that the morphism Φ preserves the respective differentials forces

Φ(τ1) = aµ012 , Φ(τ2) = a
(
µ012 ◦1

(
s−1µ02

)
−
(
s−1µ12

)
◦1 µ

01
2

)
, and Φ(τ3) = 0 ,

where s−1µ0m and s−1µ1m stand respectively for the generators of the first and the third summand,
where µ01m stand for the generators of the second summand, and where

τ1 =

1 2

, τ2 =

1 2

3
, and τ3 =

1 2

3
.

Notice that the condition on τ2 implies that a ∈ {0, 1,−1} . When f : g h is an∞-morphism,

we denote by f̃ the induced ∞π-morphism obtained by pulling back along Φ . The above
computations show that, for any pair f : g h and g : h k of∞-morphisms, we have

(
g̃ ◦ f̃

)
τ3

= a2(g2 ◦1 f2) 6= (̃g ◦ f)τ3 = 0 .

�

3.4. Homotopy functoriality with respect to ∞-morphisms. As a consequence of Theo-
rem 3.10, in order to define a functorial structure on the integration functor R with respect to
∞-morphisms we need to refine our arguments as follows. Recall that the universal twisting
morphism ι is Koszul by [LV12, Lemma 6.5.9] and so we have a natural quasi-isomorphism

ǫg : Ω̂ιBιg
∼
−→ g

in the category sL∞- alg by Proposition 1.33. For any∞-morphism f : Bιg→ Bιh of complete
sL∞-algebras we consider the zig-zag

g Ω̂ιBιg Ω̂ιBιh h∼

ǫg Ω̂ιf ǫ h
∼
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of strict morphisms of complete sL∞-algebras and its image under the integration functor

R(g) R
(
Ω̂ιBιg

)
R
(
Ω̂ιBιh

)
R(h) .∼

R(ǫg) R(Ω̂ιf) R(ǫ h)

∼

Notice that the integration functor sends strict quasi-isomorphisms to weak equivalences by
Theorem 6.5; the proof of that result is independent of the following result.

Proposition 3.11. The above assignment induces a functor

Rh : ∞- sL∞- alg −→ Ho(sSet) ,

which extends the composite of the integration functor with the projection onto the homotopy category of
simplicial sets.

Proof. Since the map R(ǫg) is always a weak equivalence of simplicial sets, the map Rh(f) is
always well-defined in the homotopy category of simplicial sets. Applying this to the identity
map, we get

R(g) R
(
Ω̂ιBιg

)
R(g) ,

R(ǫg)

∼

R(ǫg)

∼

which is equal to the identity of R(g) in Ho(sSet) .

Given two ∞-morphisms f : Bιg → Bιh and g : Bιh → Bιk , the composite of their images
under Rh is equal to

R(g) R
(
Ω̂ιBιg

)
R
(
Ω̂ιBιh

)
R(h)

R
(
Ω̂ιBιh

)

R
(
Ω̂ιBιk

)

R(k)

R(ǫg)

∼
R(Ω̂ιf) R(ǫ h)

∼

R(ǫ h)∼

R(Ω̂ιg)

R(ǫk)

∼

which is the image of their composite in the homotopy category of simplicial sets. This proves
that we have a well-defined functor.

For any strict morphism f : g→ h of complete sL∞-algebras, the following diagram is commu-
tative

Ω̂ιBιg Ω̂ιBιh

g h

Ω̂ιBιf

ǫg

∼

ǫ h

∼

f

This shows that Rh
(
Bιf

)
= proj ◦ R(f) , which proves the last claim. �
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3.5. Twisting procedure and the integration functor. One of the main applications of the
twisting procedure of Proposition 1.7 is to change the base point from 0 to α , as the following
well-known result shows.

Lemma 3.12. Let g be a complete sL∞-algebra and let α ∈ MC(g) . An element x ∈ g0 is a
Maurer–Cartan element in gα if and only if x+ α is a Maurer–Cartan element in g .

Proof. This follows from a straightforward computation. For a more conceptual explanation, we
refer the reader to [DSV18, Chapter 3, Corollary 3.1]. �

This is particularly useful when one wants to study the homotopy groups of the simplicial set
R(g) as it allows us to always reduce to the case where the base point is 0 ∈ g . We will
systematically use this fact in Sections 6 and 7. However, in order to prove that some statements
hold functorially with respect to ∞π-morphisms, we need a functorial version of the twisting
procedure. Such a result holds on the level of∞-morphisms.

Proposition 3.13. Let f : g  h be an ∞-morphism between complete sL∞-algebras and let α ∈
MC(g) be a Maurer–Cartan element. The formula

fαm :=
∑

k>0

1
k!fk+m

(
αk,−, . . . ,−

)

defines an∞-morphism

fα : gα  hf(α)

between the associated twisted sL∞-algebras. This assignment is functorial: we have

idα = id : gα → gα

and

(g ◦ f)α = gf(α) ◦ fα : gα → kg(f(α)) ,

for any∞-morphism g : h k .

Proof. Again, this follows from a straightforward computation. A more conceptual proof can be
found in [DSV18, Chapter 3, Section 5]. �

We failed to establish a similar functorial twisting procedure with respect to ∞π-morphisms on
the level of sL∞-algebras. Instead, we will settle it “only” on the level of the integration functor
using the following arguments.

Recall that for any simplicial set we can see the set of 0-simplices as a simplicial sub-set. In the
present case, for any Maurer–Cartan element α ∈ MC(g) , this amounts to considering, for any
n > 0 , the element αn ∈ hom(Cn, g) that sends ai to α , for each 0 6 i 6 n , and everything
else to zero. In other words, under the geometric representation of Section 2.6, the element αn
is obtained by labeling the vertices of the geometric n-simplex by α and the other faces by 0 .
We denote this “simplicial” collections by α• ∈ R(g) .

Lemma 3.14. Let g be a complete sL∞-algebra and let α ∈ MC(g) be a Maurer–Cartan element. The
two cosimplicial complete sL∞-algebras

homπ(C•, gα) = homπ(C•, g)α•

are identical.

Proof. As we already noticed in the proof of Proposition 2.7, the cosimplicial structure of C• is
compatible with Dupont’s contraction, so that the homotopy transfer theorem endows it with a
simplicial ΩBCom-algebra structure, and its dual C• obtains a cosimplicial BΩCom∨-coalgebra
structure. It is straightforward to see that the convolution algebra is again compatible with the
structure maps, so that homπ(C•, g) is a simplicial complete sL∞-algebra. Since each element
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αn ∈ homπ(Cn, g) is the image of the Maurer–Cartan element α0 ∈ homπ(C0, g) under de-
generacy maps, it is again a Maurer–Cartan element in homπ(Cn, g) . Therefore, we can twist
the complete sL∞-algebra with it to obtain homπ(Cn, g)αn using Proposition 3.13 and we ob-
tain a simplicial complete sL∞-algebra homπ(C•, g)α• when applying this procedure at every
simplicial level.

We now fix a simplicial degree n > 0 and we show that the twisted sL∞-algebra structure
homπ(Cn, g)αn is equal to homπ(Cn, gα) . We will work in the dual picture

R(g)n ∼= MC
(
g ⊗̂

π
Cn
)
.

In the right-hand side, our Maurer–Cartan element is given by α⊗1 , with 1 = ω0+· · ·+ωn ∈ Cn .

Recall from [RN18a] that the sL∞-algebra structure on g ⊗̂
π
Cn is given as follows. The set of

partitioned rooted trees τ ∈ PaRT forms a basis of the operad ΩBCom ∼= (BsL∞)∨. We denote
by τ∨ the dual basis of the cooperad BΩCom∨ ∼= (ΩBCom)∨ . Given x1 ⊗ θ1, . . . , xm ⊗ θm ∈
g ⊗̂

π
Cn , we have

ℓm(x1 ⊗ θ1, . . . , xm ⊗ θm) =

=
∑

τ∈PaRTm

(−1)ǫ γg
(
π(τ∨)⊗ x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xm

)
⊗ γCn (τ ⊗ θ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ θm) ,

where ǫ is the Koszul sign. Since the twisting morphism π projects to the trees containing only
a single partition, this expression simplifies to

ℓm(x1 ⊗ θ1, . . . , xm ⊗ θm) =
∑

τ∈RTm

(−1)ǫ γg
(
τ∨ ⊗ x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xm

)
⊗ γCn(τ ⊗ θ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ θm) ,

where τ ∈ RT(m) is viewed as a basis element of BCom(m) and τ∨ as a basis element of
ΩCom∨(m) . So the twisted structure is equal to

ℓα⊗1
m (x1 ⊗ θ1, . . . , xm ⊗ θm) =

∑

k>0

1
k!ℓk+m(α⊗ 1, . . . , α⊗ 1, x1 ⊗ θ1, . . . , xm ⊗ θm)

=
∑

k>0

1
k!

∑

τ∈RTk+m

(−1)ǫ γg
(
τ∨ ⊗ α⊗k ⊗ x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xm

)
⊗ γCn

(
τ ⊗ 1⊗k ⊗ θ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ θm

)
.

Let us consider the term γCn

(
τ⊗1⊗k⊗θ1⊗· · ·⊗θm

)
. As explained in the proof of Proposition 2.9,

it is given by taking the rooted tree τ , decorating each leaf with the corresponding element
(either a copy of 1 or one of the θi), applying in to these elements, multiplying them at the
vertices, applying the homotopy hn at the inner edges, and applying the projection chain map
pn at the root. Due to the application of hn , it is immediately clear that if there is a vertex of τ
that is linked only to leaves and such that 1 is at each of these leaves, then

γCn

(
τ ⊗ 1⊗k ⊗ θ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ θm

)
= 0 .

Other trees as well give a trivial contribution because of the side conditions of the Dupont
contraction: if a tree has a vertex linked only to leaves and all of the leaves are labeled by 1
except for a single one labeled by an element θi , or if it has a vertex that is linked only to
leaves labeled by 1 and an incoming edge linked to a sub-tree, then the conditions hnin = 0 and
hnhn = 0 make it so that the result of the tree is zero, respectively.

Excluding these trees from RTm+k , we are left with the set of trees that can be obtained by
taking a tree in RTm , shifting the enumeration of the leaves by k , adding k leaves at existing
vertices and choosing an enumeration for 1 to k for these new leaves, and then placing k copies
of 1 and the elements θ1, . . . , θm at the leaves, in order. If Vτ denotes the set of vertices of the
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original tree τ in RTm , writing kv for the number of leaves added to the vertex v ∈ Vτ , we can
forget the precise ordering of the added leaves obtaining a global multinomial coefficient

(
k

{kv}v∈Vτ

)
=

k!∏
v∈Vτ

kv !

for the tree. We write τ + {kv} for the rooted tree τ with kv leaves added to the vertex v ∈ Vτ .
Since 1 is the unit of the Sullivan algebra, we have that

γCn

(
(τ + {kv})⊗ 1⊗k ⊗ θ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ θm

)
= γCn(τ ⊗ θ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ θm) .

Putting all we have said until now together, we obtain that

ℓ1⊗αm (x1 ⊗ θ1, . . . , xm ⊗ θm) =

=
∑

τ∈RTm

∑

v∈Vτ
kv>0

(−1)ǫ∏
v∈Vτ

kv!
γg

(
(τ + {kv})

∨ ⊗ α⊗k ⊗ x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xm
)
⊗

⊗ γCn

(
(τ + {kv})⊗ 1k ⊗ θ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ θm

)

=
∑

τ∈RTm

(−1)ǫ



∑

v∈Vτ
kv>0

1∏
v∈Vτ

kv !
γg

(
(t+ {kv})

∨ ⊗ α⊗k ⊗ x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xm
)

⊗

⊗ γCn(τ ⊗ θ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ θm)

=
∑

τ∈RTm

(−1)ǫγgα
(
τ∨ ⊗ x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xm

)
⊗ γCn(τ ⊗ θ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ θm)

= ℓm(θ1 ⊗ x1, . . . , θm ⊗ xm) ,

where the last operation ℓm is the one of the sL∞-algebra homπ(Cn, gα) . This is exactly what
we needed to show and concludes the proof. �

Thanks to Lemma 3.14, we can write the following definition.

Definition 3.15. Let g, h be two complete sL∞-algebras and let f : g h be an∞π-morphism
between them. For any Maurer–Cartan element α ∈ MC(g) we define a morphism of simplicial
sets

R(f)α : R(gα) −→ R
(
hυ

∗f(α)
)

by

R(f)α := MC (homπ
r (id, f)

α•) .

Proposition 3.16. The twisting procedure for the integration functor with respect to∞π-morphisms of
Definition 3.15 is functorial. Namely, for any α ∈ MC(g) we have

R(idg)
α = idR(gα) : R(g

α)→ R(gα)

and for any pair f : g h and g : h k of∞π-morphisms of complete sL∞-algebras

R(g ◦ f)α = R(g)υ
∗f(α)R(f)α .

Proof. This is straightforward consequence of Definition 3.15 and Proposition 3.13. �

From Lemma 3.12 and Lemma 3.14, we see that a simplex x : ∆n → homπ(C•, g) is in R(gα)
if and only if the simplex x+ αn , where the vertices {xi}06i6n are replaced by {xi + α}06i6n
and where all the rest remains unchanged, is in R(g) . This is exactly what we need in order to
change base points when considering the homotopy groups of R(g) .
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Theorem 3.17. Let g be a complete sL∞-algebra and let α ∈ MC(g) be a Maurer–Cartan element.
The translation maps

hom(Cn, gαn) −→ hom(Cn, g)

x 7−→

{
x+ αn , when |x| = 0 ,
x , when |x| 6= 0 ,

induce an isomorphism of simplicial sets

R(gα) ∼= R(g) ,

which is natural in∞π-morphisms.

Proof. The translation map is actually a curved∞-isotopy after [DSV18, Chapter 3, Section 5]; as
such it induces a bijection on the level Maurer–Cartan simplicial sets. The functoriality follows
from Lemma 3.14, Proposition 3.16, and the interpretation of (curved) ∞-morphisms as gauge
group elements given in loc. cit. �

Corollary 3.18. Let g be a complete sL∞-algebra, let α ∈ MC(g) be a Maurer–Cartan element. There
is an isomorphism of sets

π0(R(g
α)) ∼= π0(R(g))

and isomorphisms of groups

πn(R(g
α), 0) ∼= πn(R(g), α)

for each n > 1 . They are all natural in∞π-morphisms.

Proof. This is immediate from Theorem 3.17. �

4. Gauges

After studying some general properties of the universal Maurer–Cartan algebra and completely
determining the 0th cosimplicial level mc0 , we now turn to mc1 and show that it is the com-
plete sL∞-algebra representing two Maurer–Cartan elements and a gauge between them. This
generalizes the Lawrence–Sullivan Lie algebra model of the interval [LS14]. As we did for mc0,
we will give completely explicit formulas for mc1. We then give an application by completely
characterizing the notion of a gauge homotopy between∞-morphisms of sL∞-algebras.

4.1. The higher Lawrence–Sullivan algebra. In Proposition 2.9, we computed mc0, which is
the free complete sL∞-algebra generated by a single Maurer–Cartan element. This result can
easily be recovered now using Theorem 2.17 and the fact that C0

∼= K since they give

R(g)0 ∼= MC(g⊗̂C0) ∼= MC(g) .

We would like to understand the next simplicial level, that is mc1.

Proposition 4.1. The complete sL∞-algebra mc1 is the free complete sL∞-algebra on three generators
a0 , a1 , and a01 of respective degree |a0| = |a1| = 0 and |a01| = 1 , with the unique differential such
that a0 and a1 are Maurer–Cartan elements, and a01 is a gauge between them.

Proof. From Definition 2.8, we know that the underling complete sL∞-algebra of mc1 is free on
three generators a0 , a1 , and a01 with degrees as above. The cosimplicial structure of mc• and
Proposition 2.9 show that a0 and a1 are Maurer–Cartan elements in mc1. Theorem 2.17 shows
that R(g)1 ∼= MC

(
g ⊗̂C1

)
. This latter set, once viewed in MC1(g) , was shown by [RN19,

Proposition 4.3] to be made up of pairs Maurer–Cartan elements and a gauge between them.
This proves that R(g)1 is made up of the same elements and forces the image of a01 under the
differential to be such that a01 is a gauge from a0 to a1 . �
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Corollary 4.2. There is a canonical bijection

π0(R(g)) ∼= MC(g) ,

which is natural in complete sL∞-algebras with respect to∞π-morphisms.

Proof. The existence of a canonical bijection is a direct consequence of Proposition 2.9 and
Proposition 4.1; one could also prove it directly with Theorem 2.17. Proposition 3.9 shows that
the bijection R(g)0 ∼= MC(g) is functorial with respect to∞π-morphisms: for any∞π-morphism
f : g h , the following diagram is commutative

R(g)0 MC(g)

R(h)0 MC(h)

∼=

R(f)0 MC(υ∗f)

∼=

Since R(f) is a morphism of simplicial sets, the left-hand side passes to π0 . We claim that the
right-hand side also passes to the moduli space of Maurer–Cartan elements up gauge equiva-
lence. Indeed, Deligne–Hinich’s space MC• is functorial with respect to ∞-morphisms, so any
∞-morphism from g to h sends two Maurer–Cartan elements which live in the same connected
component ofMC•(g) to the same connected component ofMC•(h) . Theorem 2.17 asserts that
MC•(g) ≃ MC(g⊗̂C•) ∼= R(g) and we know by [RN19, Proposition 4.3] thatMC

(
g ⊗̂C1

)
is given

by pairs of Maurer–Cartan element and a gauge between them. Thus, if two Maurer–Cartan
element are gauge equivalent then they live in the same connected component of MC•(g) , so
their image live in the same connected component of MC•(h) , which means that their images
are gauge equivalent. �

We are left to make explicit the differential d(a01) , which requires to introduce the following
combinatorial objects. We consider the set of partitioned planar rooted trees PaPT made up of
planar rooted trees, with vertices of arity greater or equal to 1, endowed with a complete partition
into sub-trees called blocks, and where the leaves are labeled by two colors: black or white. Each
partition is required to contain at least one block and each block is required to contain at least
one vertex. We will also consider the trees and given by a single white or respectively black
leaf, which strictly speaking do not belong to PaPT .

Example 4.3.

τ := ∈ PaPT .

In the same way as in Section 1.1, for any τ ∈ PaPT , α, β, λ ∈ g , we define τλ(α, β) ∈ g by
induction:

λ(α, β) := α , λ(α, β) := β , and τλ(α, β) := ℓm+1

(
τλ1 (α, β), . . . , τ

λ
m(α, β), λ

)

when the underlying planar rooted tree of τ , that is after forgetting the partition, is equal to
τ = cm ◦ (τ1, . . . , τm) .
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Example 4.4. In the example of the above partitioned planar rooted tree τ , we have

τλ(α, β) =

α β

β

α

α

ℓ4

ℓ3

ℓ3

ℓ2

λ

λ

λ

λ

= ℓ4(ℓ3(ℓ3(α, β, λ), β, λ), α, ℓ2(α, λ), λ) .

Given a partitioned planar rooted tree τ ∈ PaPT , we denote by τ1, . . . , τk the planar rooted
sub-trees corresponding to its k blocks. To each sub-tree τ i we associate the planar rooted tree
τ̃ i where all the leaves connected to another block or to a black leaf are substituted by a vertex
of arity 0 .

Example 4.5. Under the convention

τ =

τ1

τ2

τ3

,

we get

τ̃1 = τ̃2 = τ̃3 = .

We associate a coefficient D(τ) to τ by

D(τ) := (−1)k
k∏

i=1

C
(
τ̃ i
)
,

where the C
(
τ̃ i
)
is the one defined in Section 1.1.

Proposition 4.6. The differential in the complete sL∞-algebra mc1 is given by

d(a01) = a1 − a0 +
∑

τ∈PaPT

1
D(τ) τ

a01(a0, a1 − a0) .

Proof. Recall from Proposition 1.10 that

a1 =
∑

τ∈PT

1
C(τ)τ

a01(a0)

in mc1 . Here one should be careful, as we are using the notation τa01 both for a function defined
by trees in PaPT (2 arguments) and for trees in PT (1 argument). Rearranging the terms, we
obtain

(∗) d(a01) = a1 − a0 −
∑

τ∈PT

1
C(τ)τ

a01(a0)−
∑

τ∈P̃T

1
C(τ)τ

a01(a0) ,

where PT stands for the sub-set of planar rooted trees with at least one vertex and such that

each vertex has positive arity and where P̃T stands for the sub-set of planar rooted trees with
at least two vertices and such that at least one of them has arity 0 . Under the convention

p0 := a1 − a0 −
∑

τ∈PT

1
C(τ)τ

a01(a0) and
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Pm
(
d (a01)

⊗m) := −
∑

τ∈P̃T
〈m〉

1
C(τ)τ

a01(a0) , for m > 1 ,

where P̃T
〈m〉

is the sub-set of P̃Tmade up of planar rooted trees with exactly m vertices of arity
0 , Equation (∗) is a fixed-point equation satisfied by d(a01) , which appears in the right-hand
side at the vertices of arity 0 . Proposition A.5, which guarantees the existence and uniqueness
of a solution to (∗) and provides us with an explicit formula, which becomes the one of the
statement after a straightforward computation. �

From this result, one recovers the Lawrence–Sullivan algebra mc1 as follows. Under the conven-

tion d for the differential of mc1, the two differentials are related by the formula

d(a01) = (ρ⊗ idC1) (d(a01)) ,

where ρ : sL∞ → sLie is the morphism of operads defined in Section 2.4. Since this morphism
kills all the generators of sL∞ of arity greater or equal to 3 and preserves the binary generators,
all the elements of d(a01) get killed in (ρ⊗ idC1) (d(a01)) except for the ladders, that is the linear
trees of shape

In the sum
∑

τ∈PaPT
1

D(τ) τ
a01(a0, a1−a0) , the terms corresponding to the ladders with a black

leaf or with a white leaf are respectively equal to
∑

k>1

bn ad
n
a01

(a0) and
∑

k>1

wn ad
n
a01

(a1 − a0) ,

where the coefficients are equal to

bn =
n∑

l=1

(−1)l
∑

k1+···+kl=n
ki>1

l∏

i=1

1

(ki + 1)!

and

wn =

n∑

l=1

(−1)l
∑

k1+···+kl=n
ki>1

(kl + 1)

l∏

i=1

1

(ki + 1)!
.

Finally, one can see that

w1 = −1 , wn = 0 , for n > 2 , and bn = Bn

n! , for n > 1 ,

where the Bn denote the Bernoulli numbers. This recovers the formulas of [LS14].

4.2. Gauge and homotopy equivalences. From what we have seen so far, the integration
functor admits the following equivalent descriptions:

R(g) ∼= Hom sL∞- alg (mc•, g) ∼= MC
(
g ⊗̂

π
C•

)
∼= Hom sL∞- alg

(
mc0, g ⊗̂

π
C•

)
.

The simple construction g ⊗̂Ω1 provides us with a functorial path object for complete sL∞-
algebras, see Theorem 6.13, which has been commonly used ever since the pioneering works of
D. Quillen [Qui67, Qui69] and D. Sullivan [Sul77]. The price to pay for such a nice construction
is the size of the data of the induced notion of a homotopy since Ω1 is infinite dimensional.
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On the other hand, the final form given above for the integration functor R(g) hints to the fact

that g ⊗̂
π
C1 is a much more economical path object, see Proposition 6.16 for more details. The

formula given in Proposition 4.6 makes the sL∞-algebra structure on g ⊗̂
π
C1 explicit.

Recall from [RNW19b, Theorem 4.6] that the Maurer–Cartan elements of the convolution al-
gebra homα(BαA,B) are in one-to-one correspondence with the ∞α-morphisms from A to B .
The gauge equivalence, under any of its forms mentioned above, gives rise to the following
notion.

Definition 4.7 (Gauge homotopy equivalence of ∞α-morphisms). Let α : C → P be an
operadic twisting morphism. Two ∞α-morphisms between two complete P -algebras A and
B are called gauge homotopy equivalent if their corresponding Maurer–Cartan elements in the
complete sL∞-algebra homα(BαA,B) are gauge equivalent.

For the universal twisting morphism ι , this equivalence relation is equivalent to all the homotopy
notions introduced so far among ∞-morphisms, see [Dol07, DP16, RNW19a, Val20], but it
carries the advantage of being the most economical in term of the required data. The size and
form for this gauge homotopy equivalence allows us to formulate the following conjecture.

Conjecture 4.8. The element h∞ = hΨ defined in the last remark before the appendix of [DSV16] is
a gauge homotopy equivalence of∞-morphisms between the composite i∞ ⊚ p∞ and the identity id .

The size of a gauge homotopy equivalence is optimal, “so” the various formulas are more in-
volved than when working with the bigger model g ⊗̂Ω1 . For its intrinsic interest, but also in
order to develop tools to study the conjecture mentioned above, we provide an explicit formula
for gauge homotopies. One can apply the explicit formula given in Proposition 1.10, which is
equivalent to the formula for mc1 given in Proposition 4.6. Let us just treat in detail the case
of ∞-morphisms of complete sL∞-algebras, the general case being similar and thus left to the
interested reader.

For anym > 1 , we consider the set LRTm of line rooted trees which are rooted trees withm leaves
bijectively indexed by {1, . . . ,m} together with an horizontal line supporting only vertices, i.e.
not crossing any edge. Vertices on this line have arity greater or equal to 1 and can each have
at most one other vertex directly above them, while all other vertices must have arity at least 2 .
The vertices on the line are labeled I, II, or III according to the following rules:

⋄ for each vertex below the line that has at least one children on the line, exactly one of
these children is labeled III; this vertex can not have children of its own;
⋄ vertices on the line with one vertex above them are labeled II; and
⋄ all other vertices are labeled I or II.

These trees are not required to have a planar structure. For any line rooted tree, we denote by
#τ the number of vertices above the line. As an example, we consider the following tree with
#τ = 1 .

τ :=
I III II II III

1 2 4 3 6 5

7 12

8 11 9 10
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To a line rooted tree τ ∈ LRT we associate a planar tree τ ∈ PT as follows. First, we embed
the line rooted tree into the plane according to its shuffle tree structure, see [Hof10] and [LV12,
Section 8.2.2]. The tree given as an example above is already drawn in this way. Then we remove
everything above the line, the vertices of type I become leaves, the vertices of type II become
vertices of arity 0 , and the vertices of type III are removed completely. For the example above
we obtain:

τ =
•

•

•

•

For any planar rooted tree τ ∈ PT obtained this way, we consider the coefficient A(τ) given by
the product of the factorial of the arities of all the vertices of the tree. This counts the number
of distinct planar embeddings of the underlying topological tree and represents the intrinsic
symmetries of the tree. In the example above, A(τ) = 4 .

Proposition 4.9. Let (g, {ℓm}m>2) and (h, {km}m>2) be two complete sL∞-algebras and let {fm :

g⊙̂m → h}m>1 and {gm : g⊙̂m → h}m>1 be two ∞-morphisms between them. The data of a gauge

homotopy between f and g amounts to a collection {λm : g⊙̂m → h}m>1 of degree 1 maps satisfying, for
any m > 1:

gm =
∑

τ∈LRTm

(−1)#τ A(τ)
C(τ) τ(k, f, λ, ℓ) ,

where the vertices of τ below the line are labeled according to their arity by km , the vertices of type I by
fm , the vertices of type II with a vertex above by λm and the ones without a vertex above by ∂(λm) , the
vertices of type III by λm , and the vertices above the line by ℓm .

τ(k, f, λ, ℓ) =

k3

k3

ℓ2

f3 λ2 λ2 ∂(λ2) λ2

1 2 4 3 6 5

7 12

8 11 9 10

Proof. This a direct application of Proposition 1.10 to the convolution algebra homι(Bιg, h) . In
this case, the cooperad C = Com∨ is the linear dual of the operad Com , so the convolution
algebra is isomorphic to

homS
(
Com∨, endgh

)
∼=
∏

m>1

hom
(
g⊙̂m, h

)

with structure operations

d(f)m = ∂(fm)−
∑

p+q=m
q>2

∑

σ∈Sh−1
p,q

(fp+1 ◦1 ℓq)
σ

and

µk
(
f1, . . . , fk

)
m

= 1
k!

∑

τ∈Sk

∑

i1+···+ik=m

∑

σ∈Sh−1
i1,...,ik

kk ◦
(
f
τ(1)
i1

, . . . , f
τ(k)
ik

)σ
.
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The formula
g =

∑

τ∈PT

1
C(τ)τ

λ(f)

of Proposition 1.10 produces the composition of maps along line rooted trees given in the state-
ment together with the coefficient 1

C(τ ) . The sign comes from the minus sign on the right-hand

term of the differential given above for the convolution algebra. Finally, any contribution along
a line rooted tree τ actually comes from A(τ) planar rooted trees. �

5. Higher Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formulas

It is known that the Deligne–Hinich and the Getzler Maurer–Cartan spaces are actually Kan
complex. In this section, we show this fact for our model R(g) from first principles. We recover
much more, fully characterizing all fillings of horns in R(g) with explicit formulas. We apply
this newfound knowledge to first recover the classical Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula and
then to introduce natural higher generalizations.

It should be noted that the existence of such products was already noticed by Getzler [Get09,
Definition 5.5] and that Bandiera proved in [Ban14, Proposition 5.2.36] that the first one coin-
cides with the classical Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula. The higher ones have not yet been
studied in any additional depth. In this section, we first prove the existence of the higher BCH
products using the new methods introduced in the present paper (left adjoint functor L of the
integration functor R and fixed-point equations Appendix A.1). This allows us to give explicit
formulas to calculate them. We establish a new characterization of the classical BCH formula
which leads to another proof that the first of these products is equal to the classical BCH formula
for Lie algebras. Finally, we study some of their properties. We will apply these higher BCH
products in Section 6 to study the homotopical behavior of the integration functor R .

5.1. Filling horns in Maurer–Cartan spaces. The purpose of this section is to show that,
given a horn Λnk → R(g) , the set of horn fillers is in canonical bijection with the set of elements
of degree n of the complete sL∞-algebra:

(6)





Λnk R(g)

∆n

∼




∼= gn .

The following result is the key ingredient of this section.

Lemma 5.1. For n > 2 , there is an isomorphism of complete sL∞-algebras

mcn = L
(
∆n
)
∼= L

(
Λnk
)
⊔̂ ŝL∞(u, du) ,

where u is a generator of degree n and where the differential on the right-hand side is given by d(u) = du .

Proof. We consider the following morphism of complete sL∞-algebras:

L
(
Λnk
)
⊔̂ ŝL∞(u, du)

ϕ
−→ L

(
∆n
)

aI 7−→ aI

u 7−→ a[n]

du 7−→ d(a[n]) .

In the other way around, we want to define a morphism of sL∞-algebras as follows

L
(
∆n
) ψ
−→ L

(
Λnk
)
⊔̂ ŝL∞(u, du)

aI 7−→ aI

a[n] 7−→ u
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a
k̂
7−→ x ,

where k̂ := {0, . . . , k̂, . . . , n} and where x needs to be determined.

Recall from Equation (4) that

d(a[n]) =
n∑

l=0

(−1)la
l̂

−
∑

m>2
j>0

∑

τ∈RTm+j

I1,...,Im⊆[n] ,Il 6=∅,k̂

λ
τ(I1,...,k̂,...,k̂,...,Im)

[n]
6=0

1

λ
τ(I1,...,k̂,...,k̂,...,Im)
[n] (m+ j)!

τ
(
aI1 , . . . , ak̂, . . . , ak̂, . . . , aIm

)
,

where we slightly abuse notation and write a[n] for u .

For the composite ψϕ to be equal to the identity, by evaluating on du we need the element x to
satisfy the equation

du = (−1)kx+
∑

l 6=k

(−1)la
l̂

−
∑

m>2
j>0

∑

τ∈RTm+j

I1,...,Im⊂[n] ,Il 6=∅,k̂

λ
τ(I1,...,k̂,...,k̂,...,Im)

[n]
6=0

1

λ
τ(I1,...,k̂,...,k̂,...,Im)
[n] (m+ j)!

τ(aI1 , . . . , x, . . . , x, . . . , aIm) ,

where j stands for the number of appearances of x . This equation is equivalent to the following
fixed-point equation:

x = (−1)kdu−
∑

l 6=k

(−1)k+la
l̂

+ (−1)k
∑

j>0
m>2

∑

τ∈RTm+j

I1,...,Im⊆[n] ,Il 6=∅,k̂

λ
τ(I1,...,k̂,...,k̂,...,Im)

[n]
6=0

1

λ
τ(I1,...,k̂,...,k̂,...,Im)
[n] (m+ j)!

τ(aI1 , . . . , x, . . . , x, . . . , aIm)

(7)

in the complete sL∞-algebra L
(
Λnk
)
⊔̂ ŝL∞(u, du) . This latter equation is a particular case of

the fixed-point equation (17): we consider the maps

p0 := (−1)kdu−
∑

l 6=k

(−1)k+la
l̂
+ (−1)k

∑

m>2

∑

τ∈RTm

I1,...,Im⊆[n] ,Il 6=∅,k̂

λ
τ(I1,...,Im)

[n]
6=0

1

λ
τ(I1,...,Im)
[n] m!

τ(aI1 , . . . , aIm) ,

Pj(−, . . . ,−) :=

(−1)k
∑

m>2

∑

τ∈RTm+j

I1,...,Im⊆[n] ,Il 6=∅,k̂

λ
τ(I1,...,k̂,...,k̂,...,Im)

[n]
6=0

1

λ
τ(I1,...,k̂,...,k̂,...,Im)
[n] (m+ j)!

τ(aI1 , . . . ,−, . . . ,−, . . . , aIm) ,

which is well-defined since, for any x1, . . . , xj , the element τ(aI1 , . . . , x1, . . . , xj , . . . , aIm) lives
in Fm and since, for any m > 2 , the number of rooted trees in RTm+j is finite. It remains
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to prove that each Pj raises the degree filtration by 1 , which amounts to show that every non-

trivial term appearing in the sum involves at least one aI , with I 6= k̂ . This is equivalent to

proving that for any reduced rooted tree τ ∈ RT , we have µτ
(
ω
k̂
, . . . , ω

k̂

)
6= λω[n] + · · · , with

λ ∈ K\{0} . For n > 2 , we have ω
k̂
ω
k̂
= 0; therefore, we get µτ

(
ω
k̂
, . . . , ω

k̂

)
= 0 .

Now one can apply Proposition A.5 to get the existence of a solution x to the fixed-point equa-
tion (7). Forgetting the differentials, the map ψ is now a well-defined morphism of complete
sL∞-algebras, which satisfies ψϕ = id . The image under the morphism ϕ of Equation (7)
produces the same kind of equation

ϕ(x) = d(a[n])− (−1)k
∑

l 6=k

(−1)la
l̂

+ (−1)k
∑

m>2
j>0

∑

τ∈RTm+j

I1,...,Im⊆[n] ,Il 6=∅,k̂

λ
τ(I1,...,k̂,...,k̂,...,Im)

[n]
6=0

τ(aI1 , . . . , ϕ(x), . . . , ϕ(x), . . . , aIm)

λ
τ(I1,...,k̂,...,k̂,...,Im)
[n]

(m+ j)!

but in the complete sL∞-algebra mcn this time. A solution is known, it is a
k̂
, and by the

uniqueness of the solution to the fixed-point equation in Proposition A.5, we conclude that
ϕ(x) = a

k̂
. This shows that ϕ ◦ ψ = id and thus that ψ is a chain map. �

Theorem 5.2. The map

HomsSet (∆
n,R(g)) −→ HomsSet (Λ

n
k ,R(g))× gn

z 7−→
(
z|Λn

k
, z[n]

)

is a bijection which is natural in the complete sL∞-algebra g with respect to strict morphisms.

This established the bijection (6) mentioned at the beginning of this section.

Proof. The isomorphism mcn ∼= L
(
Λnk
)
⊔̂ ŝL∞(u, du) of Lemma 5.1 and the adjunction of The-

orem 2.12 induce the following bijections

HomsSet (∆
n,R(g)) ∼= HomsL∞- alg (L(∆

n), g)

∼= HomsL∞- alg (L(Λ
n
k), g)×HomsL∞- alg

(
ŝL∞(u, du), g

)

∼= HomsL∞- alg (L(Λ
n
k), g)× gn

∼= HomsSet (Λ
n
k ,R(g))× gn ,

which is natural in the complete sL∞-algebra g . The final bijection from left to right is given by
the restriction along the horn inclusion Λnk →֒ ∆n together with taking the image of [n] . This
concludes the proof. �

Corollary 5.3. The simplicial set R(g) integrating any complete sL∞-algebra g is a Kan complex with
a canonical algebraic ∞-groupoid structure.

Proof. This is a direct corollary of Theorem 5.2: since each gn is not empty, every map Λnk →
R(g) can be lifted to a map ∆n → R(g) . So R(g) is a Kan complex. One can however be
more precise here by always considering the canonical choice provided by the element 0 ∈ gn .
Therefore, the Kan complex R(g) comes equipped with a canonical choice of filler for every
horn, which is the definition of an algebraic ∞-groupoid structure. �

Proposition 5.4. Under the isomorphism of Theorem 2.17, the canonical horn fillers given by the element
0 ∈ gn in the∞-groupoid R(g) correspond to the unique thin fillers of [Get09, Theorem 5.4] in γ•(g) .
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Proof. Recall from [Get09, Definition 5.2] that an n-simplex α ∈ γn(g) is called thin if
∫

|∆n|
α = 0 .

The isomorphism

R(g)
∼=
−→ γ•(g)

sends x ∈ HomsL∞- alg(mcn, g) to the element

α = x(a[n])dt1 · · · dtn + lower order terms ∈ γn(g) ,

where x(a[n]) ∈ g−n . Thus, we have
∫

|∆n|
α =

∫

|∆n|
x(a[n])dt1 · · · dtn = 1

n!x(a[n]) ,

which is zero if and only if x(a[n]) = 0 . We refer the reader to [RN19, Lemma 4.8] for more
details. �

5.2. Higher Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff products. The inverse of the bijection of Theo-
rem 5.2 gives rise to a collection of maps which generalize the classical Baker–Campbell–
Hausdorff binary product.

Definition 5.5 (Higher Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff products). We call higher Baker–Campbell–
Hausdorff products the maps

HomsSet (Λ
n
k ,R(g)) × gn −→ gn−1

(x; y) 7−→ Γnk(x; y) := z
(
k̂
)

defined by the evaluation at the cell k̂ of ∆n of the n-simplex z inverse to (x; y) under the
bijection of Theorem 5.2.

When we want to emphasize the full input provided by the k-horn Λnk of dimension n we will
use the notation Γnk({xĵ}j 6=k; y) , cf. Section 2.6. In this case, we will sometimes also omit some

of the cells, in which case the missing cells are assumed to have value 0 . When y = 0 ∈ gn , we
will drop it from the notation and write Γnk(x) .

In words, given a horn x ∈ HomsSet (Λ
n
k ,R(g)) and a filler y ∈ gn , the inverse of the bijection

of Theorem 5.2 yields a simplex z ∈ HomsSet (∆
n,R(g)) that we evaluate at k̂ . This way, we

obtain an element of gn−1 representing the only face of z that was missing at the beginning.
For example, the element Γ2

1(x01, x12; y) ∈ g1 is the output of the BCH product applied to the
following horn.

0

0

0

x01 x12

Γ2
1(x01, x12; y)

y

Remark 5.6. Strictly speaking, the definition given in [Get09, Definition 5.5] is not the same
since the author does not start from the same labeled cells of the n-simplex and since the output
does not label the same cells. However, it is straightforward to check that both definitions are
equivalent.
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The fixed-point Equation (7) in the proof of Lemma 5.1 can be solved using Proposition A.5 to
provide us with an explicit formulas for the higher BCH as follows.

We consider the set PaPRT of planarly partitioned rooted trees. These are rooted trees with the
additional data of a partition into sub-trees called blocks satisfying

⋄ each block contains at least one vertex,
⋄ each block is either a tree with vertices of arity at least 2 or the single 0-corolla, and
⋄ the tree obtained by stripping the partitioned tree of all of its leaves and contracting the
blocks to vertices is planar.

Notice that the rooted sub-trees inside each block have no planar structure.

Example 5.7. Here is an example of a planarly partitioned rooted tree τ ∈ PaPRT .

τ :=

1

•

2 3

4 5

6

Given any planarly partitioned rooted tree τ ∈ PaPRT , we consider the set Lab[n],k(τ) of maps

χ : L(τ) −→
{
I ⊆ [n] | I 6= ∅, k̂

}
,

which amount to label its leaves L(τ) with some subsets of [n] . For any pair (τ, χ) with τ ∈

PaPRT and χ ∈ Lab[n],k(τ) , and for any block β of τ , we denote by λ
β(χ)
[n] the coefficient

λ
β(χ)
[n]

:= λ
β(I1,...,k̂,...,k̂,...,Im)
[n]

associated to the tree inside the block β with leaves labeled by I1, . . . , Im according to χ and

with the leaves corresponding to the internal edges of τ labeled by k̂ . By convention, if β is the

block given by a single vertex of arity 0 then the coefficient λ
β(χ)
[n] is equal to 1 .

Example 5.8. In the case of the block

β :=

1 2

the coefficient λ
β(χ)
[n] is equal to λ

β(I1,k̂,I2)
[n] .

Let x : Λnk → R(g) be a horn and let us write, as usual, xI ∈ g|I|−1 for the element of g
associated to the non-degenerate simplex of the horn indexed by I . Let y ∈ gn , that we
denote by x[n] := y . For any element z ∈ g , we denote by ℓτ (xχ(1), . . . , xχ(p); z) the element
of g obtained by forgetting the partition, replacing the leaves l by the corresponding elements
xχ(l) ∈ g and the vertices of arity 0 by z , and then applying the structure operations of the
algebra at the vertices of the tree with the corresponding arity.

Example 5.9. In the example mentioned above of the planarly partitioned rooted tree τ , we
get

ℓτ (xχ(1), . . . , xχ(6); z) = ℓ3 (ℓ3 (xI1 , z, xI2)xI3 , ℓ2 (xI4 , ℓ2 (xI5 , xI6))) .
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Proposition 5.10. The higher BCH product is given by
(8)

Γnk(x; y) =
∑

τ∈PaPRT
χ∈Lab[n],k(τ)

∏

β block of τ

λ
β(χ)
[n]

6=0

(−1)k

λ
β(χ)
[n] [β]!

ℓτ


xχ(1), . . . , xχ(p); (−1)kdy −

∑

l 6=k

(−1)k+lx
l̂


 ,

where [β] is the arity of the tree inside the block β and where we write x[n] for y .

Proof. This is a straightforward application of the formula

Γnk(x; y) =

∞∑

k=1

∑

τ∈PT
(k)
0

τP

of Proposition A.5 which gives the solution to the fixed-point equation applied to the analytic
function

p0 := (−1)kdy −
∑

l 6=k

(−1)k+lx
l̂
+ (−1)k

∑

m>2

∑

τ∈RTm

I1,...,Im⊆[n] ,Il 6=∅,k̂

λ
τ(I1,...,Im)

[n]
6=0

1

λ
τ(I1,...,Im)
[n] m!

ℓτ (xI1 , . . . , xIm) ,

Pj(−, . . . ,−) :=

(−1)k
∑

m>2

∑

τ∈RTm+j

I1,...,Im⊆[n] ,Il 6=∅,k̂

λ
τ(I1,...,k̂,...,k̂,...,Im)

[n]
6=0

1

λ
τ(I1,...,k̂,...,k̂,...,Im)
[n] (m+ j)!

ℓτ (xI1 , . . . ,−, . . . ,−, . . . , xIm) .

�

Remark 5.11. The above formula shows that the only remaining obstruction to an easily com-
putable formula for the higher BCH products is in the absence of simple formulas for the
transferred algebraic structure of C• , which induces the structure constants λ . This struc-
ture deserves further study. The first named author has made available a software package for
numerical experimentation, see [RN20].

Although this expression entails non-trivial combinatorics coming the structure constants and
the complex family of trees, in practice we will often only need here the first few terms of this
formula plus the fact that the higher terms are obtained by iterated bracketings of elements. For
example, it is straightforward to see that

(9) Γnk(x; y) = (−1)kdy −
∑

l 6=k

(−1)k+lx
l̂
+
(
brackets of y,dy, and xI for ∅, k̂ 6= I ⊂ [n]

)
.

5.3. New approach to the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula. In this section, we consider
the first horn filler for complete Lie algebras and show that it allows us to recover the classical
Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula. This makes explicit the first layer of the canonical ∞-
groupoid structure on R(g) integrating complete Lie algebras. This result was first proved by
R. Bandiera in his PhD thesis [Ban14] but our method is different: we will establish a new
characterization of the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula and we will produce an explicit
formula.

We start by considering “classical” complete Lie algebras, by which we mean complete sLie-
algebras g concentrated in degree 1 . Any horn Λ2

1 → R(g) is equivalent to the data of two
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elements x, y ∈ g . We consider the element Γ2
1(x, y) ∈ g obtained by canonically filling this

horn with 0 ∈ g1 .

0

0

0

x y

Γ2
1(x, y)

0

Lemma 5.12. The binary product Γ2
1(−,−) is associative, is unital with unit 0 ∈ g , and it satisfies

Γ2
1(x, 0) = Γ2

1(0, x) = x for all x ∈ g1 . Therefore, it defines a group structure on g1 which is natural
with respect to strict morphisms of complete Lie algebras.

Proof. We consider the in R(g) obtained by joining the two 2-simplices drawn in solid black on
their common edge:

x

y

zΓ2
1(x, y)

Γ2
1(y, z)

Γ2
1

(

x,Γ2
1(y, z)

)

Γ2
1

(

Γ2
1(x, y), z

)

where all the vertices and the 2-faces are labeled by 0 . We can complete the square to a 3-horn
a : Λ3

1 → R(g) by filling the face of the missing 2-simplex (i.e. the one opposed to the vertex 2)
by 0 , thus obtaining Γ2

1

(
x,Γ2

1(y, z)
)
on the missing edge. We can further fill this horn by 0 and

we notice that since g2 = 0 we will have 0 on the missing face — the one opposed to the vertex
1 . In other words, we have Γ3

1(a) = 0 But this together with the uniqueness of the fillers implies
that if instead we started from the original square and filled the face opposed to the vertex 1 by
0 we would obtain the same element on the missing edge, and thus, we obtain

Γ2
1

(
x,Γ2

1(y, z)
)
= Γ2

1

(
Γ2
1(x, y), z

)

as desired.

The statement about the unit follows immediately from Equation (9). The statement about
inverses similarly follows from Equation (9) plus uniqueness of fillings. �

Remark 5.13. The statements of Lemma 5.12 also hold for g an sLie-algebra not concentrated
in degree 1 , even if we allow the vertices to be given by non-trivial Maurer–Cartan elements
(in which case we obtain a groupoid, rather than a group). The arguments are the same, with
the exception of the fact that Γ3

1(a) = 0 that follows from degree reasons using the formula for
higher BCH products together with the fact that we only allow binary brackets.

In order to show that Γ2
1 is actually equal to the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff product BCH , we

will use a new characterization that we detail below. The Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula
in a complete Lie algebra g is a universal formula that associates an element BCH(x, y) ∈ g to
two elements x, y ∈ g such that

(10) eadBCH(x,y) = eadxeady .
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This means that we are looking for the same kind of formula for all couples of elements in
any Lie algebra. This problem is solved by looking for a particular element in the free complete

(shifted) Lie algebra ŝLie(x, y) on the two generators x and y of degree 1 . The original problem
solved by Baker, Campbell and Hausdorff at the beginning of the 20th century was to show that
the series

(11) BCH(x, y) := ln (exey)

in the free complete associative algebra actually lives in ŝLie(x, y) . Some 40 years later, Dynkin
gave the first explicit formula for it. We refer the reader to [BF11] for an exhaustive historical
and mathematical treatment of this problem. It is straightforward to see that BCH(x, y) satisfies
Equation (10). In this section, we show that Equation (10) characterizes the BCH formula (11).

Proposition 5.14. There exists a unique element BCH(x, y) ∈ ŝLie(x, y) satisfying (10).

The proof relies on the following lemma.

Lemma 5.15.

(1) The center of the free Lie algebra sLie(x, y) and the center of the free complete Lie algebra

ŝLie(x, y) are trivial.
(2) In both algebras, if z is such that [z, x] = [z, y] = 0 , then z = 0 .

Proof. In the case of the free Lie algebra sLie(x, y) , we can apply the Shirshov–Witt theorem
[Shi53] which states that every Lie subalgebra of a free Lie algebra is again free. Let a, b be two
commuting elements in Lie(x, y) . The Lie subalgebra generated by a and b is free and thus, a
and b cannot be linearly independent. Therefore, no element except 0 can be in the center of
Lie(x, y) .

Let z ∈ sLie(x, y) and suppose that [z, x] = 0 and [z, y] = 0 . We will show that z is in the
center of sLie(x, y) , which implies that z = 0 by the previous point. Let u ∈ sLie(x, y) be any
element and remember that we can write it as a finite sum

u =
K∑

n=1

uk

where uk is of weight k , i.e. it is given by a linear combination of bracketings of exactly k
copies of x and y . We will show by induction on k > 1 that [z, uk] = 0 . For k = 1 , we have
u1 = ax+ by , for some a, b ∈ K , and thus, we have

[z, u1] = a[z, x] + b[z, y] = 0 .

Now suppose that z commutes with any ul of weight l , for l < k , and let uk ∈ sLie(x, y) be of
weight k . We have

uk =
k−1∑

l=1

al[vl, wl]

for some al ∈ K , vl of weight l , and wl of weight k− l (or linear combinations of such elements,
for which the same proof holds). By the Jacobi rule, we have

[z, uk] =

k−1∑

l=1

al[z, [vk, wk]] =

k−1∑

l=1

ak
(
[[z, vl], wl] + [vl, [z, wl]]

)
= 0 ,

giving the induction step and concluding the proof.

In the case of the free complete Lie algebra ŝLie(x, y) , let z =
∑

k>1 zk be an element satisfying

[z, x] = [z, y] = 0 . This time infinite sums are allowed. We have [zk, x] = [zk, y] = 0 holds in
sLie(x, y) for all k > 1 , so that the same argument as above implies that zk = 0 for all k > 0 ,

and thus that z = 0 . In particular, the center of ŝLie(x, y) is trivial. �
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Proof of Proposition 5.14. We suppose that there exists a second element

B̃CH(x, y) ∈ ŝLie(x, y)

satisfying (10) and we consider

z := B̃CH(x, y)− BCH(x, y) .

To show that z = 0 , it is enough to prove, by induction on k > 1 , that zk commutes with x
and y by Lemma 5.15. We write u for a placeholder for either x or y . By (10), we have

(12) eadBCH(x,y)(u) = eadBCH(x,y) +adz(u) .

We trivially have (
eadBCH(x,y)(u)

)
1
= u =

(
eadBCH(x,y) +adz(u)

)
1
.

At the next level, we have

[BCH(x, y)1, u] =
(
eadBCH(x,y)(u)

)
2

=
(
eadxeady(u)

)
2

=
(
e
ad

B̃CH(x,y)(u)
)
2

=
(
eadBCH(x,y)+z(u)

)
2

= [BCH(x, y)1, u] + [z1, u] ,

which implies z1 = 0 by Lemma 5.15. We suppose now that we have proven that zl = 0 for all
l < k . Then the (k + 1)th level of (12) gives the equation

(
eadBCH(x,y)(u)

)
k+1

=
(
eadBCH(x,y)(u)

)
k+1

+ [zk, u] ,

which implies that zk = 0 . It follows that z = 0 , concluding the proof. �

We now drop the assumption that g is concentrated in degree 1 . This corresponds to differential
graded Lie algebras after shifting. As at the end of Section 4.1, since the higher operations
ℓm = 0 vanish for m > 3 in this case, the only planar rooted trees contributing to the gauge
action λ · α on a Maurer–Cartan element α given in Proposition 1.10 are the ladders

•

•

•
and

•

•

•

•

.

Thus, we get the formula

λ · α =
eadλ − id

adλ
(dλ) + eadλ(α) .

for the gauge action. This formula can be simplified using the following differential trick, see
[DSV16]. To any sLie-algebra g , we associate the central extension

g+ := g⊕Kδ ,

where δ has degree 0 , such that dδ = 0 , and where the brackets stay the same on elements of
g and are extended to δ by

[δ, δ] := 0 and [δ, x] := dx

for x ∈ g . To any Maurer–Cartan element α ∈ MC(g) , we associate

α+ := δ + α .

54



Under this convention, the gauge action in g+ becomes

λ · α+ := eadλ(α+) .

For any another degree 0 element µ ∈ g0 , we have

λ · (µ · α+) = eadλeadµ(α+) = eadBCH(λ,µ)(α+) = BCH(λ, µ) · α+ .

Similarly to Proposition 5.14, the following result states that there is a unique universal formula
satisfying the above property.

Proposition 5.16. In the free algebra

g = ŝLie(α, λ, µ, dλ, dµ)

with |α| = 0 , |λ| = |µ| = 1 , and

dα := −1
2 [α,α] , d(λ) = dλ and d(µ) = dµ ,

the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff element BCH(λ, µ) is the unique element of the complete Lie sub-algebra

ŝLie(λ, µ) satisfying

(13) eadλeadµ(α+) = eadBCH(λ,µ)(α+)

in g+ .

Proof. It is obvious that the BCH formula satisfies Equation (13). To show that is unique, we

proceed in the same way as in the proof of Proposition 5.14: let B̃CH(λ, µ) be an element of

ŝLie(λ, µ) satisfying Equation (13). We consider the element z := B̃CH(λ, µ)−BCH(λ, µ) . By
the same induction procedure as above, we get that every weight component zk of z commutes
with α in g , that is [zk, α] = 0 , for k > 1 .

To conclude the proof, we now show that any element u ∈ sLie(λ, µ) such that [u, α] = 0 in
sLie(α, λ, µ) is trivial. Let [u, α] = 0 and suppose that u 6= 0 . In this case, the graded Lie
subalgebra h ⊂ Lie(α, λ, µ) generated by u and α has global dimension 3 , with basis u , α , and
[α,α] . The Shirshov–Witt theorem for graded Lie algebras of [Mik85, Sht86] shows that h is
also free. Since |u| = 1 and |α| = 0 , this free graded Lie algebra admits at least two generators,
one of degree 1 and one of degree 0 . This implies that its global dimension is at least 4 , and
thus a contradiction. �

Theorem 5.17 ([Ban14, Proposition 5.2.36]). Let g be a complete sLie-algebra. The canonical horn
filler

HomsSet

(
Λ2
1,R(g)

)
−→ g1

(x0, x1, x2, x01, x12) 7−→ Γ2
1(x01, x12) = BCH(x01, x12)

is equal to the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula.

x0

x1

x2

x01 x12

Γ2
1(x01, x12)

0

Proof. It is enough to consider the case of the complete Lie algebra

g := ŝLie(α, λ, µ, dλ, dµ)
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introduced above in Proposition 5.16. The data x0 := α+, x01 := µ , x1 := µ · α+ = eadµ(α+) ,
x12 := λ , and x2 := λ · (µ · α+) = eadλeadµ(α+) define a Λ2

1-horn in R(g+) . The canonical
horn filler Γ2

1(λ, µ) is a gauge sending α+ to eadλeadµ(α+) , that is

(14) e
ad

Γ2
1(λ,µ)(α+) = eadλeadµ(α+) .

Since the degree of Γ2
1(λ, µ) is equal to 0 , it must live in L̂ie(λ, µ) . It is thus equal to the BCH

formula by Proposition 5.16. �

Let us denote by PaPBinRT the subset of planarly partitioned binary rooted trees, given by the
trees in PaPRT that only have vertices of arity 0 or 2 .

Proposition 5.18. The BCH formula is equal to

BCH(x, y) = Γ2
1(x, y) = −

∑

τ∈PaPBinRT
χ : L(τ)→{x,y}

∏

β block of τ

λ
β(χ)
[2]

6=0

1

λ
β(χ)
[2] [β]!

ℓτ (x, . . . , y, . . . , x, . . . , y;x+ y) ,

where 01 is identified with x and 12 with y .

Proof. This is straightforward application of Proposition 5.10 and Theorem 5.17. �

Remark 5.19. Many terms in the above displayed formula cancel, for instance when two x or
two y index the two leaves of a vertex. In the end, one should compare this formula with the
tree-wise formulae for the BCH product given in [Kat00, IM13].

Corollary 5.20 ([Ban14, Theorem 5.2.37]). In the case of complete Lie algebras concentrated in
non-positive degree, the integration functor is isomorphic to the nerve of the Hausdorff group G :=
(g0,BCH, 0):

R(g) ∼= N(G) .

Proof. This is a direct corollary of Theorem 5.17. Since the associated sLie-algebras is concen-
trated in homological degree less or equal to 1 , the n-simplices of its ∞-groupoid R(g) are
made up of geometrical n-simplices with all the faces labeled by 0 except for the edges. The
principal edges 0 → 1 → 2 → · · · → n − 1 → n are labeled by n elements x1, x2, . . . , xn of g
and other edges are labeled by the corresponding iterations of the BCH-formula, according to
Section 2.6. Under this interpretation, the face maps are given by applying the BCH-formula to
the two elements labeling two consecutive principal edges and the degeneracy maps are given
by the duplication of the labeling element of a principal edge. This description coincides with
the definition of the nerve of the Hausdorff group. �

5.4. Properties of the higher Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formulas. We explore some basic
properties of the higher BCH formulas that will be useful later when we will study the homo-
topical behavior of our functors.

Recall first that the symmetric group Sn+1
∼= Aut([n]) acts on the left on Ωn by σ · ti := tσ(i) ,

which heuristically corresponds to permuting the vertices of the n-simplex. This action restricts
to an action on Cn ⊆ Ωn which is given on the basis elements

ωI = k!

k∑

j=0

(−1)jtijdti0 · · · d̂tij · · · dtik ,

for ∅ 6= I = {i0, . . . , ik} ⊂ [n] , by σ · ωI = (−1)σ|Iωσ(I) , where the sign is given by the parity
of the number of crossings of σ restricted to I .

In the dual picture, writing aI := ω∨
I as usual, there is a right action aI · σ = (−1)σ|Iaσ−1(I) . It

induces a right action of Sn+1 on mcn and thus, a left action of Sn+1 on the n-simplices R(g)n
of the integration functor.
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Proposition 5.21. Let g be a complete sL∞-algebra. Any x ∈ HomsSet(Λ
n
k ,R(g)) , y ∈ gn , and

σ ∈ Sn+1 satisfy

σ · x ∈ HomsSet

(
Λnσ(k),R(g)

)

and

Γnσ(k) (σ · x; (−1)
σy) = (−1)σ|k̂ Γnk(x; y) ,

where the second sign is given by the parity of the number of crossings of σ restricted to k̂ .

Proof. The first part of the statement immediately follows from the fact that the action of σ
maps bijectively Λnk to Λn

σ(k) . Regarding the second part, the uniqueness of the horn fillers of

Theorem 5.2 amounts to

Γnk
(
(hnk )

∗z; z[n]
)
= z

k̂
,

where hnk : Λnk −֒→ ∆n is the inclusion of the k-horn into the full n-simplex and where z ∈ R(g)n .
Gluing the filler y and the result of the BCH product to x , we obtain a full simplex z ∈ R(g)n .
The simplex σ · z has on each face I the element on the face σ−1(I) of x multiplied by the sign
of σ “restricted to I” . Thus, we conclude the proof by

Γnσ(k) (σ · x; (−1)
σy) = (σ · z)

k̂
= (−1)σ|k̂ σ · z

k̂
= (−1)σ|k̂ Γnk(x; y) .

�

Example 5.22. Consider the 2-horn Λ2
1 in R(g) with 0 at the vertices, λ ∈ g1 on the interval 01 ,

and µ ∈ g1 on 12 , and let ρ ∈ g2 . Applying the permutation σ = (02) , we obtain

Γ2
1(−µ,−λ;−ρ) = −Γ

2
1(λ, µ; ρ) .

Notice that if g is a Lie algebra then ρ = 0 and this recovers the symmetry of the the classical
BCH formula.

Lemma 5.23. Let g be a complete sL∞-algebra and let x0 ∈MC(g) , x01 ∈ (Fpg)1 , x12 ∈ (Fqg)1 ,
and y ∈ (Frg)2 . Consider the following horn:

x =

x0

x01 · x0

x12 · (x01 · x0)

x01 x12

y

The BCH product satisfies

Γ2
1(x; y) ≡ x01 + x12 − dy mod Fmin(p,q,r)+1g .

Proof. This follows immediately from the fact that all of terms which appear between the paren-
theses on the right-hand side of Equation (9) contain at least one bracket of two elements among
x01, x02, y , and dy . Thus, we have

Γ2
1(x; y)− x01 − x02 + dy ∈ F2min(p,q,r)g ⊆ Fmin(p,q,r)+1g

since p, q, r > 1 . �

The following examples of computation will be needed in Section 6.1.

Lemma 5.24. Let g be a complete sL∞-algebra, let x : Λkn → R(g) be a horn whose vertices are trivial,
that is xi = 0 for 0 6 i 6 n , and let y ∈ gn be any degree n element.

(1) The formula for Γnk(x; y) given in Equation (8) can only contain trees with vertices of arity up
to n .

57



(2) In the case n = 2 , the term Γ2
k(x; y) − Γ2

k(x) is equal to a series of composites of binary
operations ℓ2 with inputs in dy and in elements labeling the edges of x . Moreover, in each of
these composite of operations the element dy appears at least once.

(3) In the case n > 2 , the term Γnk(x; y) − Γnk(x) is equal to a series of composites of binary
operations ℓ2 with exactly one input dy and the rest among the elements labeling the edges of x .

For all n > 2 , if the elements of x are all closed, then Γnk(x; y)− Γnk(x) is exact.

Proof. All of the statements hold by degree reasons by Proposition 5.10 as follows. We know that
Γnk(x; y) must yield an element of degree n − 1 , that every operations ℓm labeling the vertices
have degree −1 and arity greater or equal to 2, and that the inputs at the leaves have degree
greater or equal to 1 since xi = 0 , for 0 6 i 6 n .

(1) The degree of an element obtained from a tree is at least equal to the sum of the arities
of all of its vertices minus the number of its vertices. Thus, any tree involving a vertex
of arity at least n + 1 will yield an element of degree at least n , so such trees can not
appear in the final result.

(2) For n = 2 , all trees must be binary by the previous point. Furthermore, all of the inputs
of the trees must have degree 1 since otherwise the degree of the resulting element
would be at least 2 , and thus, the element y can not appear. Finally, it is clear from
Equation (8) that every term of Γ2

k(x; y) containing only elements labeling the edges of
the horn will also appear in Γ2

k(x) and thus not appear in Γ2
k(x; y)− Γ2

k(x) .
(3) For n > 2 , once again any appearance of y ∈ gn would yield an element of degree at

least n , so that y can not be present in the result. As before, any term not involving dy
will cancel, so that it must appear at least once in every term. But since |dy| = n−1 > 2 ,
if dy appears more than once then the result would have degree higher than n−1 , which
is not possible. It follows that dy needs to appear exactly once in each term. Thus, all of
the other terms labeling the leaves and coming from x must have degree 1 . The degree
of the composite of operations applied to dy and these terms will be equal to

n− 1 + #leaves− 1−#vertices = n− 1 ,

so that the tree must have one more leaf than vertices, which forces it to be binary.

To see that Γnk(x; y) − Γnk(x) is closed, it is enough to notice that since all trees involved are
binary the differential d distributes over them, and the appearances of dy in each term makes
them exact. �

Lemma 5.25. Let g be a complete sL∞-algebra and let x ∈ Z1(g) be closed. For any y ∈ g2 , the
Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula Γ2

1(0, x; y) obtained by filling the horn

0

0

0

0 x

Γ2
1(0, x; y)

y

satisfies Γ2
1(0, x; y)−x ∈ B1(g) , that is there exists z ∈ g2 such that Γ

2
1(0, x; y)−x = dz . Conversely,

if we are given z ∈ g2 , there exists an element y ∈ g2 such that Γ
2
1(0, x; y) − x = dz .

Proof. The first point follows from Point (2) of Lemma 5.24 and the fact that Γ2
1(0, x) = x .
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Regarding the second point, we have to solve the equation Γ2
1(0, x; y) − x = dz where y is

unknown. The left-hand side of this equation is given by

Γ2
1(0, x; y) − x = −dy +

∑

m>1

Pm
(
dy⊗m

)
,

where Pm is the operator obtained by considering the sum of all terms of Γ2
1(0, x; y)−x , except

−dy for m = 1 , with dy appearing exactly m times, and taking the corresponding leaves as
inputs. Notice that these are all binary trees and all of the other leaves are decorated by x .
Since x is closed and since d distributes over binary trees, we have

Γ2
1(0, x; y) − x = d

(
−y +

∑

m>1

Pm

(
y ⊗ dy⊗(m−1)

))
.

Therefore, it is enough to solve the formal fixed-point equation

(15) y = −z +
∑

m>1

Pm

(
y ⊗ dy⊗(m−1)

)
.

In order to apply Proposition A.5, we need to show that each of the operation Pm on the
right-hand side raises the filtration degree by 1 . But any binary tree that does not have any x
decorating their leaves will have a vertex giving ℓ2(dy, dy) = 0 (by symmetry since dy has degree
1) in Γ2

1(0, x; y)−x , and thus, it can be dropped from the formulas, so that the statement follows.
Thus, an application of Proposition A.5 yields a solution y to Equation (15) and completes the
proof. �

6. Homotopy theory

The purpose of this section is to establish the main homotopical properties for the adjoint pair
of functors L and R governing higher Lie theory. First, using the properties of the higher BCH
formulas, we are able to give a short proof of a functorial version of Berglund’s Hurewicz type
theorem, which computes the homotopy groups of the algebraic ∞-groupoid R(g) . Then, we
prove the homotopy invariance property of the integration functor R with respect to filtered
∞π-morphisms and, on a similar vein, we study when deformations problems embed into one
another. Finally, we settle a new model category structure on complete sL∞-algebras for which
L and R form a Quillen adjunction.

6.1. Berglund’s Hurewicz type theorem. The algebraic∞-groupoidR(g) of a complete sL∞-
algebras share a particularly rare feature: their homotopy groups are computable as homology
groups associated to g . In this section, we give another, simpler proof of this result, originally
due to Berglund [Ber15] on the level of Getzler spaces, by using the particular properties of the
integration functor R established in this article. In fact, we establish a version of this result that
is functorial with respect to ∞π-morphisms.

On the level of R(g) , the relation between the homotopy groups and the homology groups is
given by the Berglund map

Bn : Hn(g
α)

∼=
−→ πn (R(g), α)

[u] 7−→

[
u⊗ ω[n] +

n∑

i=0

α⊗ ωi

]
,

where gα denotes the complete sL∞-algebra twisted by the Maurer–Cartan element α , see
Proposition 1.7, and where we implicitly use the canonical isomorphism of Theorem 2.17 to
identify R(g) with MC(g⊗̂C•) .
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Theorem 6.1 ([Ber15, Theorem 1.1]). For any complete sL∞-algebra g and any Maurer–Cartan
element α ∈ MC(g) , the Berglund map is well-defined and gives a group isomorphism

πn(R(g), α) ∼= Hn(g
α) , for n > 1 ,

where the group structure on the right-hand side is given by the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula for
n = 1 and by the sum for n > 2 . Moreover, it is natural with respect to ∞π-morphisms: for any
∞π-morphism f : g h , the following diagram commutes

Hn(g
α) πn(R(g), α)

Hn

(
hυ

∗f(α)
)

πn(R(h), υ
∗f(α))

Bn(g)

Hn

(
(υ∗f)α1

)
πn(R(f)α)

Bn(h)

where υ∗f is the∞-morphism associated to f .

Proof. Let us first treat the case α = 0 . We notice that simplicial maps σ : ∆n → R(g) satisfying
the following commutative diagram

∂∆n ∆n

∗ R(g)

σ

0

are in natural bijection with the n-cycles Zn(g) of g . Theorem 2.17 shows that such maps σ
are in one-to-one correspondence with Maurer–Cartan elements u⊗ ω[n] ∈ MC

(
g⊗̂Cn

)
, where

u ∈ gn . Since the top form ω[n] squares to 0 in the commutative algebra Ωn , for any n > 1 ,
the Maurer–Cartan equation for u⊗ ω[n] is just du⊗ ω[n] = d(u⊗ ω[n]) = 0 , see the end of the
proof of Lemma 5.1 for more details.

In order to conclude that the Berglund map Bn is well-defined and bijective, it is enough to
show that to two n-simplices σ, τ : ∆n → R(g) as above are homotopic relative to the boundary
∂∆n if and only if their associated cycles u, v ∈ Zn(g) are homologous, i.e. v − u = dw , for a
w ∈ gn+1 .

The cases n = 1 and n > 2 are based on the same idea, but must be proven in a slightly different
way. We begin with the case n = 1 , where we will rely on the results of Lemma 5.25. Suppose
that σ and τ are homotopic relative to ∂∆1 . Graphically, this means

u

00

v

z

w2

w1

The first part of Lemma 5.25 and the symmetry property of Proposition 5.21 show that we have
Γ2
1(u, 0;w1)− u = dw1 , and thus

[u] =
[
Γ2
1(u, 0;w1)

]
= [z] =

[
Γ2
1(0, v;w2)

]
= [v] .
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Conversely, suppose that v = u+ dz . By the second part of Lemma 5.25, there exists a w ∈ g2
such that

Γ2
1(0, u;w) = v .

Thus, we get a homotopy by

u

00

v

v

0

w

For the case n > 2 , notice first that an element

z ⊗ ω[n+1] + u⊗ ω
k̂
+ v ⊗ ω

l̂
∈ g⊗ Cn+1 ,

for k 6= l , is a Maurer–Cartan element if and only if

du = dv = 0 and (−1)ndz + (−1)ku+ (−1)lv = 0 .

This comes from the fact that any product in Ωn+1 of two forms among {ω[n+1], ωk̂, ωl̂} vanishes;
so the Maurer–Cartan equation reduces to

d
(
z ⊗ ω[n+1] + u⊗ ω

k̂
+ v ⊗ ω

l̂

)
= 0 .

From right to left, suppose that there exists z ∈ gn+1 such that v− u = (−1)ndz . We construct
a homotopy H : ∆n × ∆1 → R(g) from σ to τ as follows. The prismatic decomposition of
∆n ×∆1 is a union a n+ 1 copies of ∆n+1 given respectively by

〈0〉 := 〈00, 01, 11, 21, . . . , n1〉

...

〈i〉 := 〈00, 10, . . . , (i− 1)0, i0, i1, (i + 1)1, . . . , n1〉

...

〈n〉 := 〈00, 01, . . . n0, n1〉 .

The image of 〈0〉 under H is equal to z ⊗ ω[n+1] + u⊗ ω0̂ + v ⊗ ω1̂ and the image of 〈i〉 under
H is equal to v ⊗ ωî + v ⊗ ω ˆi+1 , for any 1 6 i 6 n . The above remark shows that that this
assignment defines a simplicial map, which is a homotopy from σ to τ relative to the boundary
∂∆n .

In the other way round, let H : ∆n ×∆1 → R(g) be a homotopy relative to the boundary ∂∆n

from σ to τ . Let us denote by θi ∈ g⊗̂Cn+1 the image of 〈i〉 under H . Since the boundary is
sent to 0 , we are left with

θ0 = z0 ⊗ ω[n+1] + v ⊗ ω0̂ + (u+ (−1)ndz0)⊗ ω1̂

θ1 = z1 ⊗ ω[n+1] + (u+ (−1)ndz0)⊗ ω1̂ + (u+ (−1)n(dz0 − dz1))⊗ ω2̂

...

θn−1 = zn−1 ⊗ ω[n+1] + (u+ (−1)n(dz0 − dz1 + · · · ± dzn−2))⊗ ωn̂−1
+

+ (u+ (−1)n(dz0 − dz1 + · · · ± dzn−2))⊗ ωn̂

θn = wn ⊗ ω[n+1] + (u+ (−1)n(dz0 − dz1 + · · · ± dzn−2))⊗ ωn̂+
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+ (u+ (−1)n(dz0 − dz1 + · · · ± dzn︸ ︷︷ ︸
=v

)⊗ ω
n̂+1

,

which proves that u and v are homologous.

The general case of any Maurer–Cartan element α ∈ MC(g) is treated with the results of
Proposition 1.7. The argument mentioned above applies to the twisted complete sL∞-algebra
gα and its Maurer–Cartan element 0 . So we have a well-defined bijection

Hn(g
α)

∼=
−→ πn (R(g

α), 0)

[u] 7−→
[
u⊗ ω[n]

]

It is enough to compose it with the bijection πn(R(g
α), 0) ∼= πn(R(g), α) of Corollary 3.18 to

conclude that the Berglund map is always well-defined and bijective.

Regarding the compatibility with the group structures, we treat in detail only the case α = 0 .
The general case is obtained by the same arguments as above since the bijection πn(R(g

α), 0) ∼=
πn(R(g), α) comes from an isomorphism of simplicial sets R(gα) ∼= R(g) , see Theorem 3.17,
and is thus a group morphism. Let u, v ∈ gn be two representatives of two homology classes of
Hn(g) and let σ, τ : ∆n → R(g) be two representatives of the corresponding images under the
Berglund map, i.e. u⊗ω[n] and v⊗ω[n] . A representative for the product of [σ] and [τ ] is given

by the unique horn filler ∆n+1 → R(g) corresponding to the horn Λn+1
n → R(g) given by

u⊗ ω
n̂−1

+ v ⊗ ω
n̂+1

,

where the top cell is filled by 0 . We claim that this horn filler is equal to

u⊗ ω
n̂−1

+ (u+ v)⊗ ωn̂ + v ⊗ ω
n̂+1

,

for n > 2 . Since the product of any pair coming from {ω
n̂−1

, ωn̂, ωn̂+1
} vanishes in Ωn+1 , this

latter satisfies the Maurer–Cartan equation in g⊗̂Cn+1 , which is given by

d
(
u⊗ ω

n̂−1
+ (u+ v)⊗ ωn̂ + v ⊗ ω

n̂+1

)
= 0 .

We conclude by the uniqueness of horn fillers, see Theorem 5.2. For n = 1 , we get

u⊗ ω0̂ + BCH(u, v) ⊗ ω1̂ + v ⊗ ω2̂ ,

by Theorem 5.17. This proves that the Berglund map is morphism of groups: abelian for n > 2
and with the BCH formula as product for n = 1 .

Finally, regarding the naturality with respect to ∞π-morphisms, we have to prove that the fol-
lowing diagram is commutative:

Hn(g
α) πn(R(g), α) πn

(
R
(
gα
)
, 0
)

Hn

(
hυ

∗f(α)
)

πn(R(h), υ
∗f(α)) πn

(
R
(
hυ

∗f(α)
)
, 0
)

Bn(g) ∼=

Bn(h) ∼=

Hn

(
(υ∗f)α1

)
πn(R(f)α)

On elements, this means

[u]
[
u⊗ ω[n] +

∑n
i=0 α⊗ ωi

] [
u⊗ ω[n]

]

[v]
[
v ⊗ ω[n] +

∑n
i=0 υ

∗f(α)⊗ ωi
] [

v ⊗ ω[n]

]
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where

v =
∑

m>0

∑

τ∈PaRTm+1

|τ |=0

1
m!fτ (α, . . . , α, u) .

On the right-hand side of the diagram, let us denote the image of u ⊗ ω[n] under R(f)α by
w ⊗ ω[n] . By unwinding the definitions of Sections 3.1 and 3.5, it is straightforward to see that

w =
∑

τ

1

l!m!λτ,m,l
fτ
(
α, . . . , α︸ ︷︷ ︸
m times

, u, . . . , u︸ ︷︷ ︸
l times

)
,

where the sum runs over all combinations of τ ∈ PaRTm+l and integers m, l , such that

γCn

(
τ ⊗ α⊗ · · · ⊗ α︸ ︷︷ ︸

m times

⊗u⊗ · · · ⊗ u︸ ︷︷ ︸
l times

)
= λτ,m,lω[n]

in the transferred ΩBCom-algebra structure on Cn , with λτ,m,l 6= 0 , where 1 = ω0 + · · ·+ ωn .
Since

in
(
ω[n]

)
in
(
ω[n]

)
= 0 and hnin

(
ω[n]

)
= 0 ,

it follows that only the partitioned rooted trees for which exactly one vertex is contained in each
block can appear, they can appear only with l = 1 , and their result will be ω[n] , with coefficient
1 . This proves that w = v and concludes the proof. �

Remark 6.2. We actually expect the Berglund isomorphism to respect a richer structure than just
the group structure. Both sides of the isomorphism have an sL∞-algebra structure, or at least
something very close to it: the homology of g carries a proper sL∞-algebra structure obtained
through the homotopy transfer theorem from the structure of g [LV12, Section 10.3], while the
homotopy groups of R(g) can be endowed with the higher Whitehead–Samelson products, see
[Por65]. Both structures depend on some choices and we expect that they can be made in a
coherent fashion so that the Berglund isomorphism lifts at least to an∞π-isomorphism between
them.

6.2. Homotopy invariance of the integration functor. We now show that the functor R is
homotopy invariant, in the sense that it sends∞π-quasi-isomorphisms, or equivalently zig-zags
of quasi-isomorphisms of complete sL∞-algebras, to weak equivalences of simplicial sets. This
result is analogous to the main result of [DR15], which shows a similar homotopy invariance
for the functor MC• with respect to ∞-morphisms. The strategy of the proof is the same as in
[DR15, Section 3]. However, the tools developed previously in this paper, like the higher BCH
products, allow us to significantly simplify the proof.

Recall that the first component f| : g → h of an ∞π-morphism, where | stands for the trivial
tree, is a chain map; the same holds true for the first component f1 : g→ h of an∞-morphism.

Definition 6.3 (Filtered ∞π-quasi-isomorphism). A filtered ∞π-quasi-isomorphism f : g  h is
an∞π-quasi-isomorphism such that its first component f| induces quasi-isomorphisms

f
(n)
| : g/Fng

∼
−→ h/Fnh

for each n > 1 . The analogous definition for ∞-quasi-isomorphisms obtained by replacing f|
by f1 yields the notion of a filtered∞-quasi-isomorphism.

Remark 6.4. Here, as in the rest of the present paper, all∞π-morphisms are assumed to be com-
patible with the filtrations. Being a filtered ∞π-quasi-isomorphism is an additional compatibility
between the fact of being an ∞π-quasi-isomorphism and the filtrations.

Since (υ∗f)1 = f| , an∞π-morphism f is a filtered∞π-quasi-isomorphism if and only if υ∗f is
a filtered ∞-quasi-isomorphism.
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Theorem 6.5 (Homotopy invariance). Any filtered ∞π-quasi-isomorphism f : g
∼
 h of complete

sL∞-algebras induces a weak equivalence of simplicial sets R(f) : R(g)
∼
→ R(h) .

Proof. The proof is divided in two parts. Let us first deal with πn(R(f)) , for n > 1 . In
order to be able apply Theorem 6.1, we need to prove that for any Maurer–Cartan element

α ∈ MC(g) , the twisted morphism (υ∗f)α : gα  hυ
∗f(α) is an∞-quasi-isomorphism. To prove

this, we apply Eilenberg–Moore Comparison Theorem [Wei94, Theorem 5.5.11] to the chain

map (υ∗f)α1 : g
α → hυ

∗f(α) with respect to the underling complete and exhaustive filtrations. At
the 0th page, we get

E0
p,q

(
(υ∗f)α1

)
= gr(υ∗f)1 : Fpgp+q/Fp+1gp+q → Fphp+q/Fp+1hp+q .

A direct application of the 5-lemma shows that this is a quasi-isomorphism. So the spectral
sequence converges and implies that (υ∗f)α1 is a quasi-isomorphism. Given this, Theorem 6.1
shows that

πn(R(f)) : πn(R(g), α)
∼=
−→ πn(R(h), υ

∗f(α))

is an isomorphism for any α ∈ MC(g) and any n > 1 .

The second part of the proof deal with the 0th homotopy group. For better readability we
split this further into two parts: injectivity in Lemma 6.7 and surjectivity in Lemma 6.8, see
below. �

In order to prove these two lemmas, we will need the following result.

Proposition 6.6. Let g be a complete sL∞-algebra and suppose we have two sequences {αk}k>1 in
MC(g) and {λk}k>2 in g1 such that:

(1) αk ∈ Fkg ,
(2) λk+1 ∈ Fkg , and
(3) αk+1 = λk+1 · αk .

We consider the sequence {ζk}k>2 in g1 defined by ζ2 := λ2 and inductively by

α1

αk+1

αk+2

ζk+1 λk+2

ζk+2

0

Then the sequence {ζk}k>2 converges to an element ζ ∈ g1 such that ζ · α1 = 0 .

Proof. Since for all k > 1 we have αk ∈ Fkg , it follows that limk→∞ αk = 0 . By Proposition 5.10,
we know that ζk+2 is given by ζk+1 + λk+2 plus a sum of trees involving α1, αk+1, αk+2, ζk+1 ,
and λk+2 , see Equation (9). We will show that every one of these trees gives rise to an element
in Fk+1g .

Let us consider such a tree τ . Since the output needs to be of degree 1 and since the vertices
are labeled by the operations ℓm of degree −1 , it must have |τ |+1 elements of degree 1 labeling
its leaves, that is either ζk+1 or λk+2 . Suppose that no λk+2 appear, then there exists one vertex
with at least two leaves labeled by ζk+1 . But this is impossible since i2(ω01)

2 = 0 in Ω2 . So at
least one leaf is labeled by λk+2 , which implies that the output of this composite lives in Fk+1g .

Thus, we have ζk+2 − ζk+1 ∈ Fk+1g , which shows that the sequence {ζk}k>2 converges. Since
ζk · α1 = αk , by construction, and since αk converges to 0 as k → ∞ , it follows that ζ :=
limk→∞ ζk is a gauge from x1 to 0 , by continuity of the gauge action. �
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Lemma 6.7. The induced map

π0R(f) : π0R(g) →֒ π0R(h)

is injective.

Proof. After Corollary 4.2, we implicitly identify π0R(g) with the gauge equivalence classes of
Maurer–Cartan elements of g . Let α, β ∈ MC(g) be two Maurer–Cartan elements, and let us

denote by α̃ := υ∗f(α), β̃ := υ∗f(β) their image in h under υ∗f . Suppose there exists a gauge

µ̃ ∈ h1 from α̃ to β̃ . We want to show that there exists a gauge in g1 from α to β .

We will prove this by inductively constructing several sequences, depicted in orange in the
picture below:

{αk}k>1 in g0 , {λk}k>2 in g1 , and {µ̃k}k>1 in h1 ,

such that

α1 := α , αk+1 = λk+1 · αk , µ̃1 := µ̃ , β̃ = µ̃k · α̃k

with β − αk ∈ Fkg , λk+1 ∈ Fkg , and µ̃k ∈ Fkh .

α1 := α α2 α3 . . .
λ2 λ3 λ4

α̃1 := α̃ α̃2 α̃3
. . .

λ̃2 λ̃3 λ̃4

β̃

µ̃1 := µ̃
µ̃2

µ̃3

R(f)

Then the sequence of intermediate gauges λk will produce to a single gauge linking α to β . The
gauges µ̃k are only auxiliary, but will play a fundamental role in the induction. The core of the
proof is essentially a step-by-step application of obstruction theory.

For the actual proof, the step k = 1 is obvious. Suppose now that we have constructed the
sequences up to k . Then we have

d(β − αk) = −
∑

m>2

1
m!

(
ℓm(β, . . . , β)− ℓm(αk, . . . , αk)

)

= −
∑

m>2

1
m!

(
ℓm(β − αk, β, . . . , β) + · · ·+ ℓm(αk, . . . , αk, β − αk)

)
∈ Fk+1g ,

and the same is also true for its image β̃ − α̃k under υ
∗f :

d
(
υ∗f(β − αk)

)
=
∑

m>1

1
m!d ((υ

∗f)m(β − αk, . . . , β − αk))

= f|(d(β − αk))︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈Fk+1h

+
∑

m>2

1
m!d
(
(υ∗f)m(β − αk, . . . , β − αk)︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈Fk+1h

)
∈ Fk+1h .

Therefore, they induce closed elements

β − αk ∈ Z(Fkg/Fk+1g) and β̃ − α̃k ∈ Z(Fkh/Fk+1h)
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and we can consider their homology classes. We can see that these classes are obstructions
to the possibility of gauging αk to an element αk+1 that agrees with β up to the kth filtration

degree of g , and similarly for the elements in h . Indeed, we have the gauge µ̃k from α̃k to β̃ in
h . This implies that

β̃ ≡ α̃k + dµ̃k mod Fk+1h ,

and thus that

β̃ − α̃k ∈ B(Fkh/Fk+1h) .

Notice that here it is fundamental that µ̃k ∈ Fkh as the existence of a random gauge from

α̃k to β̃ would not have been enough. The spectral sequence argument given in the proof

of Theorem 6.5 shows that f| induces a quasi-isomorphism Fkg/Fk+1g
∼
→ Fkh/Fk+1h . This

implies that there exists some λ′ ∈ Fkg such that β − αk = dλ′ in Fkg/Fk+1g . Moreover, since
d(µ̃k − f1(λ

′)) = 0 in Fkh/Fk+1h and f1 is a filtered quasi-isomorphism, there is θ ∈ Fkg which
is closed in Fkg/Fk+1g and σ ∈ Fkh that are such that

µ̃k − f1(λ
′) = f1(θ) + dσ

in Fkh/Fk+1h . We define λk+1 := λ′ + θ ∈ Fkg and αk+1 := λk+1 · αk .

Finally, we define µ̃k+1 by filling the horn

α̃k

α̃k+1

β̃

λ̃k+1 µ̃k+1

µ̃k

−σ

This way, we have

µ̃k+1 ≡ µ̃k − λ̃k − dσ mod Fk+1h ,

and since µ̃k = f|(λk+1) + dσ , we have µ̃k+1 ∈ Fk+1h as desired.

To conclude the proof, we notice that

lim
k→∞

αk = β

and we apply Proposition 6.6 to the twisted sL∞-algebra gβ : this implies that there exists a
gauge from α to β . �

Lemma 6.8. The induced map

π0R(f) : π0R(g)։ π0R(h)

is surjective.

Proof. Again using Corollary 4.2, we implicitly identify π0R(g) with the gauge equivalence
classes of Maurer–Cartan elements of g . We need to prove that for every α̃ ∈ MC(h) there

exists some β ∈ MC(g) such that β̃ := υ∗f(β) and α̃ are gauge equivalent in h .

The structure of the proof is as follows. Given a Maurer–Cartan element α̃ ∈ MC(h) , we will
construct a sequence of elements {βk}k>1 in g0 such that

βk ∈MC(g/Fk+2g) and βk+1 − βk ∈ Fk+1g ,

together with two sequences of elements
{
λ̃k
}
k>1

in h1 and
{
α̃k
}
k>1

in MC(h) satisfying

α̃k = λ̃k · α̃ , α̃k − β̃k ∈ Fk+1h , and λ̃k+1 − λ̃k ∈ Fk+1h .
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Let us already conclude the proof from that. Taking the limit, we obtain a Maurer–Cartan
element

β := lim
k→∞

βk ∈ MC(g) .

By continuity of υ∗f , the sequence β̃k = υ∗f(βk) tends to β̃ := υ∗f(β) in h . So does the

sequence α̃k since α̃k − β̃k ∈ Fk+1h . Since λ̃k+1 − λ̃k ∈ Fk+1h , the sequence λ̃k converges to

an element denoted by λ̃ . And since the gauge action is continuous, the passage to the limit of

α̃k = λ̃k · α̃ gives β̃ = λ̃ · α̃ .

To start the induction, we notice that

dα̃ = −
∑

m>2

1
m!ℓm(α̃, . . . , α̃) ∈ F2h ,

so that α̃ ∈ Z(h/F2h) . Since f| induces a quasi-isomorphism g/F2g
∼
→ h/F2h , there exist

β0 ∈ g0 , such that dβ0 ∈ F2g , and ṽ ∈ h1 such that

α̃ ≡ f|(β0) + dṽ mod F2h .

The cycle condition on β1 is equivalent to β1 ∈ MC(g/F2g) . Setting λ̃0 := 0 , we get α̃0 = α̃ .

Obviously, α̃0 − β̃0 ∈ F1h since h = F1h .

Now suppose that we have done our construction up to step k . Denoting α̃k − β̃k = χ with
χ ∈ Fk+1h , we have

d
(
α̃k − β̃k

)
≡ −

∑

m>2

1
m!

(
ℓm(α̃k, . . . , α̃k)− ℓm

(
β̃k, . . . , β̃k

))
mod Fk+2h

≡ −
∑

m>2

1
m!

(
ℓm(α̃k, . . . , α̃k)− ℓm

(
α̃k − χ, . . . , α̃k − χ

))
mod Fk+2h

≡ 0 mod Fk+2h ,

that is d
(
α̃k − β̃k

)
∈ Fk+2h , where in the first line we used the fact that βk ∈ MC(g/Fk+2g)

and thus β̃k ∈ MC(h/Fk+2h) . Therefore, we have

α̃k − β̃k ∈ Z(Fk+1h/Fk+2h) .

The spectral sequence argument given in the proof of Theorem 6.5 shows that f| induces a

quasi-isomorphism Fk+1g/Fk+2g
∼
→ Fk+1h/Fk+2h . This implies that there exist x ∈ Fk+1g ,

ỹ ∈ Fk+1h1 , and z ∈ Fk+2h0 such that

dx ∈ Fk+2g and α̃k − β̃k = f|(x) + dỹ + z .

We define
β′ := βk + x , α̃′ := (−ỹ) · α̃k , and λ̃′ := Γ2

1(y, λ̃k) .

α̃

α̃k

α̃′

λ̃k −ỹ

λ̃′

0

Recall that that curvature of an element if the left-hand side of the Maurer–Cartan equation,
that we denote by

Ξ(ξ) := d(ξ) +
∑

m>2

1
m!ℓm(ξ, . . . , ξ) .
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Since the curvature Ξ(βk) of βk and dx are in Fk+2g and since x ∈ Fk+1g , it follows that the
curvature Ξ(β′) of β′ is in Fk+2g . This gives

d(Ξ(β′)) = d

(
dβ′ +

∑

m>2

1
m!ℓm(β

′, . . . , β′)

)

= −
∑

p>1

1
p!ℓp+1


dβ′ +

∑

q>2

1
q!ℓq(β

′, . . . , β′), β′, . . . , β′


 ∈ Fk+3g .

Therefore,

Ξ(β′) = dβ′ +
∑

m>2

1
m!ℓm(β

′, . . . , β′) ∈ Z(Fk+2g/Fk+3g) .

We will now show that this element is in fact a boundary. On one hand, we have

dβ̃′ +
∑

m>2

1
m!ℓm

(
β̃′, . . . , β̃′

)
≡

≡ d

(∑

m>1

1
m!(υ

∗f)m(β
′, . . . , β′)

)
+

∑

m>2
n1,...,nm>1

1
m!n1!···nm!ℓm

(
(υ∗f)n1 , . . . , (υ

∗f)nm

)
(β′, . . . , β′)

≡
∑

p>1

1
(p−1)!(υ

∗f)p


dβ′ +

∑

q>2

1
q!ℓq(β

′, . . . , β′), β′, . . . , β′




≡ f|


dβ′ +

∑

q>2

1
q!ℓq(β

′, . . . , β′)


 mod Fk+3h ,

where, in the last line, we used the fact that the curvature of β′ is in Fk+2g . On the other hand,
we have

β̃′ ≡ β̃k + f|(x) + fτ
(
x, βk

)
mod Fk+3h

≡ α̃k − dỹ − z + fτ
(
x, βk

)
mod Fk+3h ,

where τ stands for the partitioned rooted tree . This implies

dβ̃′+
∑

m>2

1
m!ℓm

(
β̃′, . . . , β̃′

)
≡

≡ d (α̃k − z + fτ (x, βk)) +
∑

m>2

1
m!ℓm(α̃k − dỹ, . . . , α̃k − dỹ) mod Fk+3h

≡ dα̃k +
∑

m>2

1
m!ℓm(α̃k, . . . , α̃k) + d

(
− z + fτ (x, βk)

)
− ℓ2(dỹ, α̃k) mod Fk+3h

≡ d (−z + f2(x, βk) + ℓ2(ỹ, α̃k)) mod Fk+3h .

In the second line, we used the fact that z ∈ Fk+2h , in the third line, we used the facts that α̃k
is a Maurer–Cartan element, and that dỹ ∈ Fk+1h , and, in the last line, we used the fact that
dα̃k ∈ F2h . Therefore, the cycle

f|

(
dβ′ +

∑

m>2

1
m!ℓm(β

′, . . . , β′)

)
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of Fk+2h/Fk+3h is a boundary, and since f| is a filtered quasi-isomorphism, it follows that there
exists w ∈ Fk+2g such that

dβ′ +
∑

m>2

1
m!ℓm(β

′, . . . , β′) = dw

in Fk+2g/Fk+3g . To conclude, we set

βk+1 := β′ − w = βk + x− w , λ̃k+1 := λ̃′ , and α̃k+1 := α̃′ = λ̃k+1 · α̃ .

From what we have seen above, we get

Ξ(βk+1) ≡ Ξ(β′ −w) ≡ Ξ(β′)− dw ≡ 0 mod Fk+3g ,

so βk+1 ∈ MC(g/Fk+3g) . We also have βk+1 − βk = x − w ∈ Fk+1g . Since x ∈ Fk+1g ,
ỹ ∈ Fk+1h , w ∈ Fk+2g , and z ∈ Fk+2h , we obtain

α̃k+1 − β̃k+1 ≡ −dy + α̃k − β̃k − f|(x) ≡ z ≡ 0 mod Fk+2h ,

that is α̃k+1− β̃k+1 ∈ Fk+2h . By the BCH formula (9), we get that λ̃k+1− λ̃k = λ̃′− λ̃k is equal
to y plus a sum of composite of operations of h applied at least one y each time, by the same

argument as in the proof of Proposition 6.6. This proves that λ̃k+1− λ̃kFk+1h , which concludes
the proof. �

6.3. Inclusions of deformation problems. An interesting problem to consider is to ask when
does a deformation problem “injects” into another one. Such a line of thought was used for
instance in [CPRNW19] to prove that two commutative algebras are related by a zig-zag of
quasi-isomorphisms if and only if it is the case of their underlying associative algebras. The
following result is a generalization of loc. cit. to the level of sL∞-algebras.

Definition 6.9 (∞π-retract). An ∞π-morphism f : g  h of complete sL∞-algebras is an
∞π-retract if for each α ∈MC(g) there exists a linear map s: h→ g such that

(1) s respects the filtrations,
(2) s(υ∗f)α1 = idg , and

(3) if x̃ ∈ h is such that dα̃x̃ ∈ Fkh then

s

(
dα̃x̃

)
≡ dαs(x̃) mod Fk+1g ,

where α̃ := υ∗f(α) .

Proposition 6.10. If f : g h is an∞π-retraction, then the map

π0(R(f)) : π0(R(g)) →֒ π0(R(h))

is injective.

Proof. The pattern of the proof is similar to the one of Lemma 6.7. Recall that Corollary 4.2
gives π0R(g) ∼= MC(g) , so we have to prove that if α, β ∈ MC(g) are such that α̃ := υ∗f(α) and

β̃ := υ∗f(β) are gauge equivalent in h , then they are also gauge equivalent in g . By noticing
that the property of being an∞π-retract is preserved by the twisting procedure, we can always
reduce to the case where β = 0 by considering the twisted sL∞-algebra gβ .

The geometric idea behind the proof of injectivity on the 0th homotopy groups

π0R(f) : π0R(g) ∼= MC(g) −֒→ π0R(h) ∼= MC(h)
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is given by the following drawing.

g αk αk+1 0λk+1 := s
(
µ̃k
)

R(f)

s

µ̃k+1α̃k

α̃k+1

0

λ̃k+1

µ̃k

g

h

The upper half of the drawing represents g , and the bottom half represents h with the image of
g under R(f) drawn in blue. Whenever an element denoted by a letter is present in the upper
half of the drawing, it is mapped under R(f) to the element denoted by the same letter and a
tilde in the bottom half; the only element not following this convention are the µ̃’s which are
only present in the bottom half.

Let us start with a Maurer–Cartan element α1 ∈ MC(g) such that α̃1 := υ∗f(α1) is gauge
equivalent to 0 via a gauge µ̃1 ∈ h1 . By induction, we construct the following sequences

λk+1 := s
(
µ̃k
)
, αk+1 := λk · αk , α̃k+1 := υ∗f(αk+1) ,

λ̃k+1 ∈ h1 as the element satisfying

R(f)1(αk ⊗ ω0 + λk+1 ⊗ ω01 + αk+1 ⊗ ω1) = α̃k ⊗ ω0 + λ̃k+1 ⊗ ω01 + α̃k+1 ⊗ ω1 ,

and µ̃k+1 ∈ h1 by the BCH product given by filling the horn

α̃k

α̃k+1

0

λ̃k+1 µ̃k+1

µ̃k

0

by zero, or in other words µ̃k+1 := Γ2
0

(
λ̃k+1, µ̃k

)
.

We will show by induction on k > 1 , that αk, λk+1 ∈ Fkg . As an auxiliary step, we will also
prove that dµ̃k ∈ Fkh , for k > 1 . The base case k = 1 is trivial. We assume that the result
hold up to k and we prove it for k + 1 .

By construction, we have µ̃k · α̃k = 0 and, by assumption, we get α̃k ∈ Fkh ; this implies

0 = µ̃k · α̃k ≡ dµ̃k mod Fkh ,

so that dµ̃k ∈ Fkh .

It is straightforward to check from Proposition 4.6 that λ̃k+1 ≡ f|(λk+1) mod Fk+1h ; further-
more, by the BCH product Equation (9) and the definition of µ̃k+1 , we have

µ̃k+1 ≡ µ̃k − λ̃k+1 ≡ µ̃k − f|s
(
µ̃k
)

mod Fk+1h .
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Applying s on both sides, we obtain

λk+2 = s
(
µ̃k+1

)
≡ s
(
µ̃k
)
− sf|s

(
µ̃k
)
= 0 mod Fk+1g ,

showing that λk+2 ∈ Fk+1g .

Finally, by construction, we have µ̃k · α̃k = 0 , which implies

0 ≡ α̃k + dµ̃k ≡ f|(αk) + dµ̃k mod Fk+1h .

Applying s on both sides, we obtain

0 ≡ αk + s
(
dµ̃k

)
≡ αk + ds

(
µ̃k
)
= αk + dλk+1 ≡ λk+1 · αk ≡ αk+1 mod Fk+1g ,

where in the second equivalence we used the fact that dµ̃k ∈ Fkh together with point (3) of the
definition of an ∞π-retraction. This shows that αk+1 ∈ Fk+1g .

We find ourselves in the situation of Proposition 6.6. Therefore, α1 is gauge equivalent to 0 . �

The condition such that an∞π-morphism f : g h induces injections on the higher homotopy
groups

πn(R(f)) : πn(R(g), α) →֒ πn(R(h), υ
∗f(α))

at a base point α ∈ MC(g) and for some n > 1 are obvious from Theorem 6.1: one just needs
to require that

Hn ((υ
∗f)α1 ) : Hn(g

α) →֒ Hn

(
hυ

∗f(α)
)

is injective.

Remark 6.11. The above result includes the case of differential graded Lie algebras and strict
morphisms covered by of [CPRNW19, Theorem 1.7].

6.4. Model category structure. Let us first recall the classical model category structure on the
category sSet of simplicial sets due to Kan and Quillen. We refer the reader to the monographs
[Hov99, GJ09] for more details.

Theorem 6.12. [Qui67] The following three classes of maps form a model category structure on the
category sSet of simplicial sets:

⋄ a morphism f : X• → Y• of simplicial sets is a weak equivalence if it induces a weak homotopy

equivalence of topological spaces |f | : |X•|
∼
−→ |Y•| between the associated geometric realization,

⋄ a morphism f : X• →֒ Y• of simplicial sets is a cofibration if it is made up of injective maps
fn : Xn →֒ Yn in each simplicial degree, and
⋄ a morphism f : X• ։ Y• of simplicial sets is a fibration if it satisfies the right lifting property
with respect to (acyclic) horn inclusions:

Λnk X•

∆n Y•

∼

f
∃

This model category structure is cofibrantly generated by the following classes of maps:

⋄ the boundary inclusions ∂∆n →֒ ∆n are the generating cofibrations and

⋄ the horn inclusions Λnk
∼
→֒ ∆n are the generating acyclic cofibrations.

We now transfer this cofibrantly generated model category structure to complete sL∞-algebras
under the sL∞-algebra functor L .

Theorem 6.13. The following three classes of maps form a model category structure on the category of
complete sL∞-algebras:
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⋄ a morphism f : g→ h of complete sL∞-algebras is a weak equivalence if it induces a bijection

MC(f) : MC(g)
∼=
−→MC(h)

between the associated moduli spaces of Maurer–Cartan elements and isomorphisms

Hn (f
α) : Hn (g

α)
∼=
−→ Hn

(
hf(α)

)
,

for any Maurer–Cartan element α ∈MC(g) and any n > 1 ,
⋄ a morphism f : g ։ h of complete sL∞-algebras is a fibration if it is surjective in all degrees
n > 2 , and
⋄ a morphism f : g →֒ h of complete sL∞-algebras is a cofibration if it satisfies the right lifting
property with respect to acyclic fibrations.

This model category structure is cofibrantly generated by the following classes of maps:

⋄ the boundary inclusions L(∂∆n) →֒ L(∆n) are the generating cofibrations,
⋄ the horn inclusions L(Λnk) →֒ L(∆n) are the generating acyclic cofibrations.

Proof. Let us first make the class of fibrations explicit. In a candidate for a transferred cofi-
brantly generated model category structure under a left adjoint functor, the class of fibrations
is the class of maps f : g → h whose image R(f) under the right adjoint functor is a fibration
of simplicial sets, that is the ones which satisfy the right lifting property with respect to the
acyclic horn inclusions. We use the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 5.2. First, we
consider the equivalent problem on the level of complete sL∞-algebras under the adjunction of
Theorem 2.12:

L
(
Λnk
)

g

L
(
∆n
)

h

∼

f
∃

Then, using Lemma 5.1, we conclude that the maps for which such lifts exist are the morphisms
f : g→ h of complete sL∞-algebras which are surjective in degrees n > 2 .

Let us now make weak equivalences explicit. Again, in a candidate for a transferred cofibrantly
generated model category structure under a left adjoint functor, the class of weak equivalences
is the class of maps f : g → h whose image R(f) under the right adjoint functor is a weak
equivalence of simplicial sets. Corollary 4.2 asserts that there is a natural bijection π0(R(g)) ∼=
MC(g) and Theorem 6.1 asserts that there are natural isomorphisms πn(R(g), α) ∼= Hn(g

α) ,
for any α ∈ MC(g) and any n > 1 , which concludes the proof of this point.

We are now ready to prove that this is actually a model category structure. To do so, we use
Quillen’s transfer theorem under a left adjoint functor [Qui67, Section II.4]. The version used
here follows from [BM03, Section 2.6]. We need to prove the following four facts.

(1) The category of complete sL∞-algebras is complete and cocomplete: this result was proved in
Proposition 1.3.

(2) The sets of generating (acyclic) cofibrations satisfies the small object argument: since the sets
of complete sL∞-algebras

{L(∂∆n)}n>0 and {L(Λnk )}n>2, k=0,...,n

are countable, they satisfy the small object argument with respect to the generating
(acylic) cofibrations

{L(∂∆n) →֒ L(∆n)}n>0 and {L(Λnk) →֒ L(∆n)}n>2, k=0,...,n .

(3) Every complete sL∞-algebra is fibrant: this is a direct corollary of Lemma 5.1, see also
Theorem 5.2.
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(4) The category of complete L∞-algebra has functorial good path objects: we consider the follo-
wing composite of morphisms for any complete sL∞-algebra g:

g g ⊗̂Ω1 g× g

x x⊗ 1

x⊗ P (t)
(
P (0)x, P (1)x

)

x⊗Q(t)dt 0 ,

∼

where we denote t := t1 in Ω1
∼= K[t, dt] . The first map is a filtered quasi-isomorphism

of complete sL∞-algebras, so it is a weak equivalence by Theorem 6.5. The second
map is an epimorphism and thus a fibration. So all together this construction forms a
functorial path object.

�

Remark 6.14. The model category structure of [Ban14, Theorem 5.2.28], see also [BFMT18,
Theorem 3.1] on complete sLie-algebras is a model sub-category of the present one.

Proposition 6.15. The adjoint pair of functors L ⊣ R forms a Quillen adjunction. The sL∞-algebra
functor L and the integration R preserve the respective weak equivalences.

Proof. The first point is a direct corollary of Theorem 6.13 since the right adjoint functor R pre-
serves weak equivalences and fibrations by construction. The sL∞-algebra functor L preserves
weak equivalences by Ken Brown’s lemma [Hov99, Lemma 1.1.12]. �

Proposition 6.16. The complete sL∞-algebra g ⊗̂
π
C1 is a functorial good path object for complete

sL∞-algebras g .

Proof. The arguments are the same as above for the good path object g ⊗̂Ω1 applied this time
to the maps

g g ⊗̂
π
C1 g× g

∼

defined respectively by x 7→ x⊗(ω0+ω1) and by x⊗ω0 7→ (x, 0) , x⊗ω1 7→ (0, x) , x⊗ω01 7→ 0 .
The formula for the ΩBCom-algebra structure given in Section 4.1 shows that the latter map is
indeed a morphism of sL∞-algebras. �

Using this cylinder, a (right) homotopy between two morphisms f, f ′ : g→ h of complete sL∞-
algebras amount to the data of map g → h of degree 1 satisfying some relations, that can be
made explicit using Proposition 4.6.

Proposition 6.17. The complete sL∞-algebra mc1 is a very good cylinder of mc0 .

Proof. The cosimplicial maps of mc• provide us with

mc0 ∨mc0 ∼= ŝL∞(a0, a1) −→ mc1 ∼= ŝL∞(a0, a1, a01) −→ mc0 ∼= ŝL∞(a0) ,

which are respectively given by a0 7→ a0 , a1 7→ a1 and by a0 7→ a0 , a1 7→ a0 , a01 7→ 0 .
The map mc1 → mc0 is equal to L

(
∆1 → ∆0

)
; so it is a weak equivalence by Proposition 6.15.

The map mc1 → mc0 is equal to L
(
∆1 → ∆0

)
; so it is a weak equivalence by Proposition 6.15.

It is obviously an epimorphism, so a fibration. The first map is a generating cofibration, so a
cofibration. �
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7. Rational models for spaces

In this final section, we explore how the adjoint pair of functors L ⊣ R interacts with rational
homotopy theory. After a brief recollection on the subject, we prove, under mild, standard
assumptions, that the composite RL gives, after removing an extra point, the Bousfield–Kan
Q-completion and thus a rationalization in the nilpotent case.

Although some results should hold over more general fields of characteristic 0 , in this section
we fix K = Q .

7.1. Recollections on rational homotopy theory. We give a brief reminder of rational mod-
els, Q-completion, and rationalizations of simplicial sets in the context of commutative algebras,
mostly following [Sul77, BK72, BG76].

Let uCom60- alg denote the category of unital commutative algebras concentrated in non-positive
degrees and let uCom60- alg∗ the category of such algebras which are augmented. Recall that we
always work in the homological degree convention.

Proposition 7.1 ([BG76, Theorem 4.3]). The categories uCom60- alg and uCom60- alg∗ carry a
closed model category structure where the weak equivalences are the quasi-isomorphisms and where the
fibrations are the degree-wise surjections.

Proof. We refer to [BG76, Section 4] for a detailed proof. Let us just mention that the model
category structure on uCom60- alg∗ is obtained as the slice category of uCom60- alg over the
algebra K . �

In the model category uCom60- alg , all commutative algebras are fibrant and the cofibrant ones
are the retracts of the Sullivan algebras, which are quasi-free unital commutative algebras with
a suitable filtration on the space of generators, see [FHT01, Chapter 12].

Similarly, the category sSet∗ of pointed simplicial sets is endowed with a model category structure
from Theorem 6.12 as the coslice category of sSet under the point. In the model category sSet

(resp. sSet∗), all (pointed) simplicial sets are cofibrant and the fibrant ones are the (pointed)
Kan complexes.

Considering the opposite category uCom60- alg
op, one can apply Lemma 2.1 to the simplicial

commutative algebra Ω• to produce the following pair of adjoint functors whose left adjoint has
domain in simplicial sets, see [Sul77].

Definition 7.2 (Spatial realization and algebra of polynomial differential forms). The spatial
realization is defined as the functor

〈−〉 : uCom60- alg
op −→ sSet

A 7−→ HomuCom60- alg(A,Ω•)

and the functor of the algebra of polynomial differential forms is defined by

APL : sSet −→ uCom60- alg
op

X• 7−→ RanYop Ω•(X•) ∼= HomsSet(X•,Ω•) ∼= lim
E(X•)

Ω• .

Any base point ∗ → X• gives an augmentation

APL(X•) −→ APL(∗) ∼= K

and, dually, any augmentation A→ K gives a base point

∗ ∼= 〈K〉 −→ 〈A〉 .
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So the above two functors restrict to a pair of contravariant adjoint functors that we denote with
the same notations:

APL : sSet∗ uCom60- alg
op
∗ : 〈−〉 .⊥

Lemma 7.3. [BG76, Section 8] The two adjunctions APL ⊣ 〈−〉 described above are Quillen adjunc-
tions.

Proof. Let us remind that working in the opposite categories, the roles of fibrations and cofi-
brations in the model structure are inverted. The left adjoint functor APL sends cofibrations
(degree-wise injections) to fibrations (degree-wise surjections) by construction, and the right
adjoint functor 〈−〉 sends cofibrations to fibrations by [BG76, Lemma 8.2]. �

As a consequence, they induce adjunctions between the respective homotopy categories, that
we understand here to have the same objects but with homotopy classes of morphisms from a
cofibrant replacement of the domain to a fibrant replacement of the source. The right derived
functor of R〈−〉 is defined by applying 〈−〉 to a cofibrant replacement of a unital commutative
algebra. For the left derived functor ofAPL , there is no need to consider a cofibrant replacement
since all (pointed) simplicial sets are already cofibrant. So we still denote this derived functor
by the same notation.

APL : ho(sSet∗) ho(uCom60- alg
op
∗ ) : R〈−〉 .⊥

In order the get a Quillen equivalence, that is an equivalence on the level of the homotopy
categories, we need to restrict ourselves to the following setting, for which for refer to [BG76,
Section 9.2]. Recall that a group G is nilpotent if its lower central series

G = Γ1G ⊇ Γ2G ⊇ · · · ,

with Γq+1G the subgroup of G generated by the commutators [G,ΓqG] , terminates after a finite
number of steps. A G-moduleM is nilpotent if its lower central series

M = Γ1M ⊇ Γ2M ⊇ · · · ,

with Γq+1M the sub-G-module generated by the elements of the form gm −m , for g ∈ G and
m ∈ ΓqM , terminates after a finite number of steps.

Definition 7.4 (Nilpotent simplicial set). A connected simplicial set X• ∈ sSet∗ is nilpotent if
its fundamental group π1X• is nilpotent and if the π1X•-modules πnX• are nilpotent for all
n > 2 .

A group G is uniquely divisible if the equation xr = g has a unique solution x ∈ G for any g ∈ G
and any integer r > 1 . Notice that a uniquely divisible abelian group is essentially the same as
a vector space over Q since one can define scalar multiplication in a natural way.

Definition 7.5 (Rational simplicial set). A nilpotent simplicial set X• ∈ sSet∗ is rational if the
following equivalent conditions are satisfied.

(1) The homotopy groups πnX• are uniquely divisible, for any n > 1 .
(2) The homology groups Hn(X•;Z) are uniquely divisible, for any n > 1 .

For more details about this equivalence in the nilpotent case, we refer the reader to [BK72,
Chapter V, Proposition 3.3]. It can be shown that these two conditions are not equivalent if one
drops the nilpotence assumption.

Definition 7.6 (Finite type simplicial set). A rational simplicial set X• ∈ sSet is of finite type if
its rational homology groups Hn(X•;Q) are finite dimensional Q-vector spaces, for n > 1 .
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If X• is a connected simplicial set in sSet , then we say that X• is nilpotent or rational, if it is
so for any possible choice of base point. We denote by ftQ-ho(sSet) (resp. ftQ-ho(sSet)∗) the
full subcategory of the homotopy category ho(sSet) (resp. ho(sSet∗)) with objects the rational
(resp. pointed) simplicial sets of finite type.

Definition 7.7 (Finite type commutative algebra). A finite type unital commutative algebra A in
uCom60- alg (resp. uCom60- alg∗) is a homologically connected algebra, i.e. its unit induces an
isomorphism H0(η) : K → H0(A) , whose homology groups Hn(X•;Q) are finite dimensional
Q-vector spaces, for n 6 1 .

We denote by ft-ho(uCom60- alg) (resp. ft-ho(uCom60- alg)∗) the full subcategory of of the
homotopy category ho(uCom60- alg) generated by the finite type (resp. augmented) unital com-
mutative algebras.

Theorem 7.8 (Sullivan–de Rham equivalence theorem, [BG76, Theorem 9.4]). The adjunction
APL ⊣ R〈−〉 restricts to an equivalence of categories between ftQ-ho(sSet) and ft-ho(uCom60- alg) ,
and similarly between ftQ-ho(sSet)∗ and ft-ho(uCom60- alg)∗ .

Bousfield–Kan introduced in [BK72, Chapter I] a Q-completion functor

Q∞ : sSet∗ −→ sSet∗

which lands in Kan complexes and which satisfies the key property that any morphism f : X• →

Y• induces an isomorphism H̃n(f,Q) on the level of the rational reduced homology groups, for
any n > 0 , if and only if Q∞(f) is a homotopy equivalence. This functor comes equipped with
a natural transformation from the identity functor, that is

X• −→ Q∞(X•) .

Theorem 7.9 ([BG76, Theorem 12.2]). For pointed connected finite type simplicial sets, the unit

X• −→ R〈APL(X•)〉

of the APL ⊣ R〈−〉 adjunction is equivalent to the Q-completion.

Definition 7.10 (Rationalization). A rationalization (or Q-localization) of a nilpotent simplicial

set X• is a rational simplicial set XQ
• equipped with a morphism r : X• → XQ

• satisfying either
of the following two equivalent conditions.

(1) It induces isomorphisms πnr : πnX•⊗Q
∼=
−→ πnX

Q
• , for any n > 1 , where the left-hand

side stands for the Malcev completion [Mal49] in the case n = 1 .

(2) It induces isomorphisms Hn(r) : Hn(X•,Q)
∼=
−→ Hn

(
XQ

•

)
, for any n > 1 .

For more details about this equivalence in the nilpotent case, we refer the reader to [BK72,
Proposition 3.2, Chapter V].

Theorem 7.11 (Sullivan–de Rham rationalization [Sul77], [BG76, Theorem 11.2]). For pointed
connected nilpotent finite type simplicial sets X• , the unit

X• −→ R〈APL(X•)〉

of the APL ⊣ R〈−〉 adjunction is a functorial rationalization.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 7.9 and [BK72, Proposition 3.1] which asserts that the Q-
completion provides us with a rationalization for nilpotent simplicial sets. �
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7.2. Dupont–Sullivan adjunction. Lemma 2.1 applied to the simplicial ΩBCom-algebra C•

of Section 2.2 produces the following adjoint pair of functors:

CPL : sSet ΩBCom- algop : 〈−〉∞ ,⊥

where
〈A〉∞ := HomΩBCom- alg(A,C•) and CPL(X•) := lim

E(X•)
C• .

For clarity in this section, let us denote by Ωch
• and Cch

• the respective underlying simplicial chain
complexes. Limits of algebras are given by the limits of the underlying chain complexes, for
example the underlying chain complex of APL(X•) is given by limE(X•)Ω

ch
• and the underlying

chain complex of CPL(X•) is given by limE(X•)C
ch
• . Since Dupont’s contraction is compatible

with the simplicial structures of Ωch
• and Cch

• by Proposition 2.5, it induces a contraction on the
level of the limits over E(X•) :

(16) limE(X•)Ω
ch
• limE(X•)C

ch
•

p(X•)

i(X•)

h(X•) .

Proposition 7.12.

(1) TwoΩBCom-algebra structures on limE(X•)C
ch
• obtained by the limitCPL(X•) = limE(X•)C•

in the category ofΩBCom-algebras and by the homotopy transfer theorem Theorem 1.37 applied to
the contracting homotopy (16) and to theΩBCom-algebra structure onAPL(X•) = limE(X•)Ω•

are equal.
(2) For any morphism f : X• → Y• of simplicial sets, the following diagram commutes in the

category of ΩBCom-algebras.

APL(Y•) APL(X•)

CPL(Y•) CPL(X•)

APL(f)

i(X•)

CPL(f)

i(Y•)

Proof. Regarding the first point, let x : ∆n → X• be any n-simplex of X• . We denote by

πCx : lim
E(X•)

Cch
• −→ Cch

n

the canonical projection map coming from the limit over the category of elements of X• . It
will be enough to show that πCx is a morphism of ΩBCom-algebras if we endow the left-hand
side with the structure transferred from APL(X) and the right-hand side with the structure
transferred from Ωn . If this is the case, by the universal property of limits, there exists a unique
map of ΩBCom-algebras from limE(X•)C

ch
• with the transferred structure to CPL(X) . Since the

underlying chain complex of the latter is also limE(X•)C
ch
• , the universal property of limits on

the chain level shows that this map is the identity. Therefore, the two structures are equal.

In order to prove that πCx is a morphism of ΩBCom-algebras, we use the explicit form of the
homotopy transfer theorem given below Theorem 1.37 in terms of twisting morphisms. If we
denote by

ϕ ∈ Tw
(
BCom,EndAPL(X•)

)
,

the twisting morphism corresponding to the ΩBCom-algebra structure on APL(X•) , then the
twisting morphism ϕtrcorresponding to the ΩBCom-algebra structure transferred on the limit
limE(X•)C

ch
• is equal to

ϕtr = VdL ◦Tc(sϕ) ◦ ∆̃BCom ,

77



where

∆̃BCom : BCom −→ T
c(BCom)

is the monadic decomposition map of the cooperad BCom and VdL is the Van der Laan map.
Even more explicitly, let τ ∈ RTm be a rooted tree, viewed as a basis element BCom , and
let x1, . . . , xm be m elements of limE(X•)C

ch
• . The element ϕtr(τ)(x1, . . . , xm) is obtained by

labeling the vertices of τ with the iterated commutative product of APL(X•) , the internal edges
by the contracting homotopy h(X•) , the root by p(X•) , and by applying this composite of
operations to i(X•)(x1), . . . , i(X•)(xm) . The canonical projection

πΩx : APL(X•) ∼= lim
E(X•)

Ω• −→ Ωn

is a morphism of commutative algebras which commutes with πCx and the various maps of the
contracting homotopies. This implies

πCx ϕ
tr(τ)(x1, . . . , xm) = ϕtr

Cn
(τ)
(
πCx (x1), . . . , π

C
x (xm)

)
,

where ϕtr
Cn

denotes the transferred ΩBCom-algebra structure on Cn . So πCx is a morphism of
ΩBCom-algebras, and thus, that the two structures are equal.

Regarding the second point, it is a direct consequence of the universal property of the limit
since Dupont’s contraction is simplicial. �

Remark 7.13. Notice that Point (1) and [LV12, Theorem 11.4.9] imply that there exist a zig-zag
of quasi-isomorphisms of ΩBCom-algebras

APL(X•)
∼
←− ·

∼
−→ · · ·

∼
←− ·

∼
−→ CPL(X•) ,

that is CPL(X•) is a “homotopy commutative model” for X• .

Remark 7.14. Point (2) of Proposition 7.12 can be significantly strengthened as follows, but
we will not use it in the sequel. The maps i(X•) and p(X•) can be extended to ∞ιCom

-quasi-
isomorphisms i∞(X•) and p∞(X•) via canonical formulas [LV12, Section 10.3] and similarly
for Y• . If f : X• → Y• is a morphism of simplicial sets, then the squares

APL(Y•) APL(X•)

CPL(Y•) CPL(X•)

APL(f)

i∞(X•)

CPL(f)

i∞(Y•) and

APL(Y•) APL(X•)

CPL(Y•) CPL(X•)

APL(f)

p∞(X•)

CPL(f)

p∞(Y•)

commute in the category ofΩBCom-algebras, i.e. the∞π-quasi-isomorphisms i∞(−) and p∞(−)
are natural. In particular, this is true for x : ∆n → Y• the inclusion of any n-simplex, for which
APL(x) = πΩx and CPL(x) = πCx . The proof is left to the reader since it follows easily by
unwinding the definitions and using the facts:

APL(f)i(Y•) = i(X•)CPL(f) , CPL(f)p(Y•) = p(X•)APL(f) , APL(f)h(X•) = h(X•)APL(f) .

We equip the category of ΩBCom-algebras with its projective model category structure where
the weak equivalences are the quasi-isomorphisms and where the fibrations are the degree-wise
surjections, see [Hin97b].

Corollary 7.15. The pair of adjoint functors CPL ⊣ 〈−〉∞ is a Quillen adjunction.

Proof. The left adjoint functor CPL sends cofibrations (degree-wise injections) to fibrations (de-
gree-wise surjections) by construction. It also sends and acyclic cofibrations to acyclic fibrations
by Point (2) of Proposition 7.12 since APL sends acyclic cofibrations to acyclic fibrations and
since the chain maps i(X•) and i(Y•) are both quasi-isomorphisms. �
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7.3. Getting rid of artificial base points. A quick look at the sL∞-algebra functor L reveals
that it creates an “artificial” canonical “base point” in the sense that L(X•) contains the Maurer–
Cartan element 0 , for any simplicial set X• . For example,

L(∗) ∼= mc0

should intuitively represent a single point, but it has two Maurer–Cartan elements: its generator
and the canonical Maurer–Cartan element 0 .

In order to work in the correct context for rational homotopy theory, we consider pointed spaces
rather than just spaces. One can get rid of the added point by working as follows.

Definition 7.16 (Reduced sL∞-algebra functor). The reduced sL∞-algebra functor

L̃ : sSet∗ −→ sL∞- alg

is defined by the coequalizer

L(∗) ∼= mc0 L(X•) L̃(X•) .
L(x)

0

where x stands for the base point ∗ → X• .

Recall that colimits ofBCom-coalgebras are given by colimits of the underlying chain complexes.
So, if we denote the cokernel on the chain level by

K ∼= C(∗)
C(x)
−−−→ C(X•)։ C̃(X•) ,

then the reduced sL∞-algebra functor is isomorphic to

L̃(X•) ∼= sL∞

(
C̃(X•)

)
,

with the differential coming from the BCom-coalgebra structure on C(X•) ∼= limE(X•)C
• .

Definition 7.17 (Pointed integration functor). The pointed integration functor

R̃ : sL∞- alg −→ sSet∗

is defined by R̃(g) := R(g) with the canonical base point

∗ ∼= R(0)
R(0)
−−−→ R(g) .

Lemma 7.18. The pair of functors L̃ and R̃ are adjoint

L̃ : sSet∗ sL∞- alg : R̃ .⊥

Proof. Let

∗
x
−→ X ∈ sSet∗

be a pointed space. By definition, the data of a morphism of complete sL∞-algebras f̃ :

L̃(X•)→ g is equivalent to the data of a morphism f : L(X•)→ g such that

L(∗) L(X•)

0 g

L(x)

f
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Through the original adjunction L ⊣ R , this is in unique natural correspondence with the
commutative square

∗ X•

R(0) ∼= ∗ R(g)

x

g

proving that the two functors are adjoint. �

7.4. Homotopy Lie rational models. We are now ready to prove that the functors of higher
Lie theory faithfully recover the rational homotopy type of spaces.

Theorem 7.19. For X• a pointed connected finite simplicial set, the unit

X• −→ R̃L̃(X•)

of the adjunction L̃ ⊣ R̃ is homotopy equivalent to the Q-completion Q∞(X•) of Bousfield–Kan. In
particular, it is a rationalization for these simplicial sets that are nilpotent.

Proof. Let X• be a pointed connected nilpotent simplicial set. If we denote the base point by
x : ∗ → X• , the unital commutative algebra APL(X•) is augmented by APL(x) : APL(X•) →
APL(∗) ∼= Q . We denote by APL(X•) its kernel and we equip it with the induced commutative
algebra structure. Since X• is connected, the algebra APL(X•) is homologically connected and
so it admits a cofibrant resolution that is a Sullivan algebra (S(V ),d) , where V is concentrated
in negative degree, by [FHT01, Proposition 12.1]. We can compute the right derived functor as

R〈APL(X•)〉 ≃ HomuCom60- alg (S(V ),Ω•) ∼= HomCom60 -alg

(
S̄(V ),Ω•

)

∼= HomCom-alg

(
S̄(V ),Ω•

)
.

Let us recall the commutative triangle of made up of two canonical twisting morphisms and one
morphism of operads

ΩBCom

BCom

Com

ιCom

∼

πCom

,

which induces the following bar-cobar adjunctions by [LV12, Section 11.3]:

ΩπCom
: conil BCom-coalg Com-alg : BπCom

,⊥

ΩιCom
: conil BCom-coalg ΩBCom-alg : BιCom

.⊥

The two bar constructions agree on commutative algebras.

The category Com-alg of differential Z-graded commutative algebras admits a projective model
category structure where the weak equivalences are the quasi-isomorphisms and where the fi-
brations are the degree-wise surjections, by [Hin97b]. The arguments of Theorem 2.6-(1) and
Theorem 2.9-(1) of [Val20] show that the counit

ΩπCom
BπCom

APL(X•)
∼
−→ APL(X•)

of the ΩπCom
⊣ BπCom

-adjunction is a cofibrant resolution. The formula [LV12, Section 11.3.2]
for this counit shows that is degree-wise surjective, that is a fibration, so there exists a quasi-
isomorphism of cofibrant commutative algebras

S̄(V )
∼
−→ ΩπCom

BπCom
APL(X•) .
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With the same formulas, one can consider an adjunction similar to APL ⊣ 〈−〉 with the category
uCom60- alg being replaced by the category Com-alg . Such an adjunction is again a Quillen
adjunction: the left adjoint functor sends cofibrations to fibrations, by construction, and acyclic
cofibrations to acylic fibrations, by Lemma 7.3. Therefore, its right adjoint functor sends quasi-
isomorphisms between cofibrant commutative algebras to weak equivalences of simplicial sets,
by Ken Brown’s lemma [Hov99, Lemma 1.1.12]. Here, this implies

R〈APL(X•)〉 ≃ HomCom-alg

(
S̄(V ),Ω•

)
≃ HomCom-alg

(
ΩπCom

BπCom
APL(X•),Ω•

)
.

Using the two adjoint pairs of functors and the property that the above two bar constructions
coincide on commutative algebras, we get

R〈APL(X•)〉 ≃ HomCom-alg

(
ΩπCom

BπCom
APL(X•),Ω•

)

∼= HomBCom-coalg

(
BπCom

APL(X•),BπCom
Ω•

)

∼= HomBCom-coalg

(
BιCom

APL(X•),BιCom
Ω•

)

∼= HomΩBCom-alg

(
ΩιCom

BιCom
APL(X•),Ω•

)
.

Theorem 2.7 of [RNW19b], which is the analogue of Proposition 1.30 in the non-necessarily
complete case, gives

R〈APL(X•)〉 ≃ HomΩBCom-alg

(
ΩιCom

BιCom
APL,Ω•

)
∼= MC

(
HomιCom

(
BιCom

APL,Ω•

))
.

Using it again and the first step of the proof of [RNW19a, Theorem 4.1], see Point (1) of page
9 of loc. cit., we have

R〈APL(X•)〉 ≃ MC
(
HomιCom

(
BιCom

APL(X•),Ω•

))
≃ MC

(
HomιCom

(
BιCom

APL(X•),C•

))

∼= HomΩBCom-alg

(
ΩιCom

BιCom
APL(X•),C•

)
.

Point (1) of Proposition 7.12 provides us with an∞ιCom
-quasi-isomorphism

CPL(X•)
∼
 APL(X•) ,

obtained as an extension of i(X•) , for instance under the tree-wise formula of [LV12, Sec-
tion 10.3.5]. The definition of CPL(X•) in terms of a limit shows that there exists a unique
morphism ı̄(X•) which makes the following diagram commutative

APL(X•) APL(X•) APL(∗) ∼= Q

CPL(X•) CPL(X•) CPL(∗) ∼= Q

APL(x)

CPL(x)

ı̄(X•) i(X•) i(∗)

Replacing i(X•) by ı̄(X•) in the tree-wise formula for the ∞ιCom
-morphism extending i(X•) ,

one gets an∞ιCom
-quasi-isomorphism extending ı̄(X•) :

CPL(X•)
∼
 APL(X•) ,

that induces a quasi-isomorphism

ΩιCom
BιCom

APL(X•)
∼
−→ ΩιCom

BιCom
CPL(X•) ,

of cofibrant ΩBCom-algebras by [Val20, Proposition 4.4] and the arguments used above (cobar
is cofibrant). By Ken Brown’s lemma applied to the Quillen adjunction of Corollary 7.15, we get

R〈APL(X•)〉 ≃ HomΩBCom-alg

(
ΩιCom

BιCom
APL(X•),C•

)

≃ HomΩBCom-alg

(
ΩιCom

BιCom
CPL(X•),C•

)
.
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Using Theorem 2.7 of [RNW19b] one more time, we reach

R〈APL(X•)〉 ≃ MC
(
HomιCom

(
BιCom

CPL(X•),C•

))
.

For any n > 0 , since Cn is finite dimensional, we have and isomorphism

Hom
(
BιCom

CPL(X•),Cn
)
∼= Hom

(
Cn,

(
BιCom

CPL(X•)
)∨)

,

which preserves the respective sL∞-algebra structures: the one induced by the twisting mor-
phism ιCom : BCom → ΩBCom , on the left-hand side, and the one induced by linear dual
twisting morphism π : BΩCom∨ → ΩCom∨ ∼= sL∞ , on the right-hand side. This implies the
following weakly equivalent form

R〈APL(X•)〉 ≃ MC
(
Homπ

(
C•,

(
BιCom

CPL

)∨))

∼= hom sL∞- alg

(
Ω̂πC

•,
(
BιCom

CPL(X•)
)∨)

= R
((

BιCom
CPL(X•)

)∨)
.

Recall now that CPL(X•) is given by the right Kan extension

CPL(X•) := lim
E(X•)

C• ,

in the category of ΩBCom-algebras. Since X• is a finite simplicial set, and since the chain
complexes Cn are finite dimensional, for any n > 1, then CPL(X•) is also finite dimensional.
From this property, we get

(BιCom
CPL(X•))

∨ ∼= Ω̂π
(
CPL(X•)

∨
)
∼= Ω̂π

(
colim
E(X•)

C•

)
.

Using the fact that the complete cobar construction preserves colimits by Proposition 1.32, we
obtain

(BιCom
CPL(X•))

∨ ∼= colim
E(X•)

Ω̂πC
• ∼= colim

E(X•)
mc• ∼= L(X•) .

Since limits of ΩBCom-algebras are given by limits of the underlying chain complexes, the
underlying chain complex of CPL(X•) is isomorphic to C(X•)

∨ . Under the notation

K ∼= C(∗)
C(x)
−−−→ C(X•)։ C̃(X•) ,

for the chain level cokernel, the underlying chain complex of CPL(X•) is isomorphic to C̃(X•)
∨ .

The isomorphism mentioned above is given on the chain level by
(
BCom

(
C(X•)

∨
))∨ ∼= sL∞(C(X•)) ,

which restricts to (
BCom

(
C̃(X•)

∨
))∨

∼= sL∞

(
C̃(X•)

)
,

that is (
BιCom

CPL(X•)
)∨ ∼= L̃(X•) ,

when one considers the respective algebraic structures and differentials. Putting it all together,
we finally obtain

R〈APL(X•)〉 ≃ R̃L̃(X•) .

The last point about rationalization follows from [BK72, Proposition 3.1]. �

Remark 7.20. Theorem 7.19 is a generalization of [BFMT18, Theorem 2.11] from Lie algebras
to sL∞-algebras. Notice that the present proof uses different methods.

Corollary 7.21. Let X• be a pointed connected nilpotent finite simplicial set X•.
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(1) The Malcev completion of its fundamental group is isomorphic to

π̂1(X•) ∼= H1

(
L̃(X•)

)
,

equipped with the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff product.
(2) Its rational homotopy groups are isomorphic to

πnX• ⊗Q ∼= Hn

(
L̃(X•)

)
,

for any n > 2 .

Proof. Recall by [BK72, Chapter V, Proposition 3.1-(ii)] that the fundamental group of the
Bousfield–Kan Q-completion computes the Malcev completion of the fundamental group of
X• and that the higher homotopy groups of Q∞(X•) are isomorphic to the rational higher
homotopy groups of X• . We conclude by Theorem 7.19 and Berglund’s Hurewicz theorem
Theorem 6.1. �

Appendix A. Formal equations

In this appendix, we provide explicit tree-wise formulas for fixed-point equations and formal
differential equations.

A.1. Formal fixed-point equations. Let (V,F) be a complete chain complex, that is

V = F0V = F1V ⊃ F2V ⊃ · · ·

satisfying V ∼= limk∈N V/FkV .

Definition A.1 (Analytic function). A (formal) analytic function P : V → V is an application
of the form

P(x) =

∞∑

m=0

Pm
(
x⊗m

)
,

with Pm ∈ F1Hom (V ⊗m, V ) , that is a linear map satisfying

Pm(Fi1V, . . . ,FimV ) ⊂ Fi1+···+im+1V .

We use the notation p0 := P0(1) ∈ F1V , with 1 the unit of K ∼= V ⊗0 .

We consider the set PT of planar rooted trees with vertices of arity greater or equal to 0 . The
subset made up of trees with m leaves is denoted by PTm . The number of vertices of a planar

rooted tree τ is denoted by |τ | and the subset of trees with k vertices is denoted by PT(k) .
By convention, the set of planar rooted trees of weight 0 is made up of the trivial arity 1 tree:

PT(0) := { | } .

Example A.2. Here is an example of a planar rooted tree with 3 leaves and 4 vertices.

•

• •

•

In this section, we only consider the set PT0 of planar rooted trees without leaves.

Example A.3. The sets PT
(4)
0 of planar rooted trees without leaves and with 4 vertices is

PT
(4)
0 =



 •

•

•

•

,
•

•

• •

,
•

• •

•

,
•

• •

•

, •

• ••





.
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To any planar rooted tree τ ∈ PT
(k)
0 , we associate the element τP ∈ FkV obtained by labeling

the vertices of arity m with Pm and by considering the global evaluation.

Example A.4. The planar tree

τ :=
•

• •

•

produces the element τP = P2(p0,P1(p0)) ∈ F4V .

Proposition A.5. The fixed-point equation

x = P(x) = p0 +
∞∑

m=1

Pm
(
x⊗m

)
.(17)

associated to any analytic function P admits the following unique solution:

x =
∞∑

k=1

∑

τ∈PT
(k)
0

τP .

Proof. Suppose that there exists a solution and let us write it as a series x =
∑∞

k=1 xk , with
xk ∈ FkV . The projection of Equation (17) onto V/Fk+1V , for k > 1 , gives

(∗) x1 + · · · + xk = p0 + P1(x1 + · · ·+ xk−1) + · · ·+ Pk−1(x1, . . . , x1) .

By induction on k > 1 , this shows that the projection of x onto V/Fk+1V is unique, which
proves that x is unique since (V,F) is complete. In the other way round, let us consider

xk :=
∑

τ∈PT
(k)
0

τP ∈ FkV and x :=
∞∑

k=1

xk .

We now prove, by induction on k > 1 , that x satisfies the projection (∗) of Equation (17) onto

V/Fk+1V . For k = 1 , the set PT
(1)
0 only contains the arity 0 corolla , so x1 = p0 . Suppose

now that the result holds true for k , and let us prove it for k + 1:

p0 + P1(x1 + · · · + xk) + · · ·+ Pk(x1, . . . , x1) =

= p0 + P1(x1 + · · ·+ xk−1) + · · · + Pk−1(x1, . . . , x1)

+ P1(xk) + P2(x1, xk−1) + · · ·+ P2(xk−1, x1) + · · ·

+ Pk+1(x1, . . . , x1)

= x1 + · · ·+ xk +
∑

τ∈PT
(k+1)
0

τP

= x1 + · · ·+ xk+1 .

�

A.2. Formal differential equations. LetK[[t]] be the ring of formal power series in the variable
t . If V is a (potentially graded) vector space, we denote

V [[t]] := V ⊗K[[t]] ,

the complete graded vector space of the formal power series in t with coefficients in V , where
the t-adic filtration is defined by FkV [[t]] := tkV [[t]] . We consider the differentiation in t operator

d

dt
: V [[t]] −→ V [[t]]
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acting by

d

dt


∑

k>0

vkt
k


 :=

∑

k>1

kvkt
k−1 .

Given a linear map
f : V ⊗m −→ V ,

its canonical K[[t]]-linear extension

f : V [[t]]⊗m −→ V [[t]] .

Definition A.6 (Formal differential equation). Let V be a vector space. For each m,k > 0 let

fkm : V ⊗m −→ V

be linear maps, and suppose that for any k , there are finitely many non-zero fkm. A formal
differential equation in V is an equation of the form

(18)
d

dt
v(t) =

∑

m,k>0

fkm
(
v(t), . . . , v(t)︸ ︷︷ ︸

m times

)
tk

in V [[t]] .

Remark A.7. The condition that, for any k , there are finitely many non-zero fkm is necessary
in order for Equation (18) to make sense. However, it can sometimes be relaxed. For example,
if V itself is a complete chain complex and the fkm are suitably filtered maps, then we do not
have to make any finiteness assumption.

Notice that for any v(t) ∈ V [[t]] , the value v(0) ∈ V is well-defined. This in not true for
evaluation at any other t ∈ K if one does not make any further assumptions.

Lemma A.8. Any equation of type (18) admits a unique solution for any fixed initial value at t = 0 .

Proof. This is a straightforward induction: one proves that the kth coefficient is completely
determined by the coefficients up to the (k − 1)th, together with the fact that the initial value
fixes the 0th coefficient. �

Remark A.9. One can also prove this lemma by imitating formally the proof of the classical
Cauchy–Lipschitz theorem to obtain a formal fixed-point equation

v(t) = v0 +

∫ t

0

∑

m,k>0

fkm(v(s), . . . , v(s)) s
k ds

in the complete vector space V [[t]] and then conclude by Proposition A.5.

We now give directly an explicit formula for the solution of a formal differential equation.

Denote by wPT the set of weighted planar rooted trees, that is planar rooted trees where each
vertex can have arity greater of equal to 0 and is labeled an integer greater or equal to 1 . We
denote by K(τ) the total weight of a weighted planar rooted tree, which is defined as the sum

of all the weights labeling its vertices. The subset of trees of weight k is denoted by wPT[k] . By

convention, the only tree of weight 0 is the trivial tree: wPT[0] := {|} . We denote by c
[k]
m the

corolla of weight k with m leaves.

Example A.10. Here is an example of a weighted planar rooted tree of total weight equal to 7 .

τ :=

•

• •

•

3

2
1

1
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Since any non-trivial rooted tree τ = c
[l]
m ◦ (τ1, . . . , τm) ∈ wPT can be decomposed as the

grafting of m trees τ1, . . . , τm ∈ wPT onto the corolla c
[l]
m , we can construct some integer

valued functions on wPT recursively. For instance, the exponential weight function is defined by

W ( | ) := 1 , W
(
c[k]m

)
:= k , W (τ) := K(τ)

m∏

i=1

W (τi) .

The exponential weight of the above displayed tree τ is equal to W (τ) = 6 .

For any family f =
{
fkm : V ⊗m → V

}
m,k>0

as in Definition A.6, a weighted planar rooted tree

τ ∈ wPT(k) induces a function

τ f : V ⊗m −→ V ⊗K tk ⊂ V [[t]]

defined by

|f (v) := v ,
(
c[k]m

)f
:= tkfk−1

m , τ f := tlf l−1
m ◦

(
τ f1 , . . . , τ

f
m

)
.

We denote by

τ f (v0) := τ f (v0, . . . , v0)

the evaluation on an element v0 ∈ V .

Proposition A.11. The element of V [[t]] given by

v(t) :=
∑

τ∈wPT

1
W (τ)τ

f (v0)

is the unique solution for the formal differential equation (18) with initial value v(0) = v0 .

Proof. As explained above, the summand of exponent k of the formal variable t in v(t) is given
the sum of weighted rooted planar trees of total weight k :

v(t) =

∞∑

k=0

∑

τ∈wPT(k)

1
W (τ)τ

f (v0) .

Since there are finitely many non-zero fkm for any fixed k , the coefficient of tk is a finite sum
and thus the element v(t) is well-defined. Finally, decomposing all non-trivial rooted trees as

τ = c
[l]
m ◦ (τ1, . . . , τm) we get:

d

dt
v(t) =

d

dt

( ∑

τ∈wPT

1
W (τ)τ

f (v0)

)
=

d

dt


v0 +

∞∑

k=1

∑

τ∈wPT[k]

1
W (τ)τ

f (v0)




=

∞∑

k=1

∑

τ∈wPT[k]

k
W (τ)f

l−1
m

(
τ f1 (v0), . . . , τ

f
m(v0)

)
tl−1

=

∞∑

k=1

∑

τ∈wPT[k]

1∏m
i=1 F (τi)

f l−1
m

(
τ f1 (v0), . . . , τ

f
m(v0)

)
tl−1

=

∞∑

k=1

∑

τ∈wPT[k]

f l−1
m

(
1

F (τ1)
τ f1 (v0), . . . ,

1
F (τm)τ

f
m(v0)

)
tl−1

=
∑

m,k>0

fkm


 ∑

τ1∈wPT

1
W (τ1)

τ f1 (v0), . . . ,
∑

τn∈wPT

1
W (τm)τ

f
m(v0)


 tk

=
∑

m,k>0

fkm
(
v(t), . . . , v(t)

)
tk .

86



The fact that we have the correct initial value is obvious from the fact that the only term which
does not involve the formal variable t is |f (v0) = v0 . �

Remark A.12. The material presented here has close relations with the B-series studied in
numerical analysis, cf. e.g. [But16, Section 38] and [HLW10, Chapter III].

References

[Ane14] M. Anel. Cofree coalgebras over operads and representative functions. arXiv preprint, 2014. Can be
found at arXiv:1409.4688.

[Ban14] R. Bandiera. Higher Deligne groupoids, derived brackets and deformation problems in holomorphic Pois-

son geometry. PhD thesis, Università degli studi di Roma “La Sapienza", 2014. Can be found at
bdim.eu/item?id=tesi_2014_BandieraRuggero_1 (October 2020).

[Ban17] R. Bandiera. Descent of Deligne–Getzler ∞-groupoids. arXiv preprint, 2017. Can be found at
arXiv:1705.02880.

[Ber15] A. Berglund. Rational homotopy theory of mapping spaces via Lie theory for L∞-algebras. Homology,
Homotopy and Applications, 17(2):343–369, 2015. Can be found at arXiv:1110.6145.

[BF11] A. Bonfiglioli and R. Fulci. Topics in noncommutative algebra: the theorem of Campbell, Baker, Hausdorff and
Dynkin, volume 2034 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer, 2011.

[BFMT15] U. Buijs, Y. Félix, A. Murillo, and D. Tanré. Lie models of simplicial sets and representability of the
Quillen functor. arXiv preprint, 2015. Can be found at arXiv:1508.01442.

[BFMT18] U. Buijs, Y. Félix, A. Murillo, and D. Tanré. Homotopy theory of complete Lie algebras and Lie models
of simplicial sets. Journal of Topology, 11(3):799–825, 2018. Can be found at arXiv:1601.05331.

[BG76] A. K. Bousfield and V. K. A. M. Guggenheim. On PL de Rham theory and rational homotopy theory.
Memoirs of the AMS, 8, 1976.

[BHZ19] Y. Bruned, M. Hairer, and L. Zambotti. Algebraic renormalisation of regularity structures. Inventiones
Mathematicae, 215(3):1039–1156, 2019. Can be found at arXiv:1610.08468.

[BK72] A. K. Bousfield and D. M. Kan. Homotopy limits, completions and localizations, volume 304 of Lecture Notes
in Mathematics. Springer, 1972.

[BM03] C. Berger and I. Moerdijk. Axiomatic homotopy theory for operads. Commentarii Mathematici Helvetici,
78(4):805–831, 2003. Can be found at arXiv:math/0206094.

[But16] J. C. Butcher. Numerical methods for ordinary differential equations. Wiley, 3rd edition, 2016.
[Cav14] G. Caviglia. A model structure for enriched coloured operads. arXiv preprint, 2014. Can be found at

arXiv:1401.6983.
[Cay57] A. Cayley. On the theory of the analytical forms called trees. The London, Edinburgh, and Dublin Philo-

sophical Magazine and Journal of Science, 13(3):172–176, 1857.
[CPRNW19] R. Campos, D. Petersen, D. Robert-Nicoud, and F. Wierstra. Lie, associative and commutative quasi-

isomorphism. arXiv preprint, 2019. Can be found at arXiv:1904.03585.
[Dol07] V. A. Dolgushev. Erratum to: "A Proof of Tsygan’s Formality Conjecture for an Arbitrary Smooth

Manifold". arXiv preprint, 2007. Can be found at arXiv:math/0703113.
[DP16] V. Dotsenko and N. Poncin. A tale of three homotopies. Applied Categorical Structures, 24(6):845–873,

2016. Can be found at arXiv:1208.4695.
[DR15] V. A. Dolgushev and C. L. Rogers. A version of the Goldman-Millson theorem for filtered L∞-algebras.

Journal of Algebra, 430:260–302, 2015. Can be found at arXiv:1407.6735.
[DSV16] V. Dotsenko, S. Shadrin, and B. Vallette. Pre-Lie deformation theory. Moscow Mathematical Journal,

16(3), 2016. Can be found at arXiv:1502.03280.
[DSV18] V. Dotsenko, S. Shadrin, and B. Vallette. The twisting procedure. arXiv preprint, 2018. Can be found at

arXiv:1810.02941.
[Dup76] J. L. Dupont. Simplicial de Rham cohomology and characteristic classes of flat bundles. Topology,

15(3):233–245, 1976.
[FHT01] Y. Félix, S. Halperin, and J.-C. Thomas. Rational homotopy theory, volume 205 of Graduate Texts in

Mathematics. Springer, 2001.
[Ger64] M. Gerstenhaber. On the deformation of rings and algebras. Annals of Mathematics, 79:59–103, 1964.
[Get09] E. Getzler. Lie theory for nilpotent L∞-algebras. Annals of Mathematics, 170(1):271–301, 2009. Can be

found at arXiv:math/0404003.
[GJ09] P. G. Goerss and J. F. Jardine. Simplicial homotopy theory. Modern Birkhäuser Classics. Birkhäuser, 2009.
[GM88] W. M. Goldman and J. J. Millson. The deformation theory of representations of fundamental groups

of compact Kähler manifolds. Publications Mathématiques de l’IHES, 67(1):43–96, 1988.
[Hen08] A. Henriques. Integrating L∞-algebras. Compositio Mathematica, 144(4):1017–1045, 2008. Can be found

at arXiv:math/0603563.

87

https://arxiv.org/abs/1409.4688
http://www.bdim.eu/item?id=tesi_2014_BandieraRuggero_1
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.02880
https://arxiv.org/abs/1110.6145
https://arxiv.org/abs/1508.01442
https://arxiv.org/abs/1601.05331
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.08468
https://arxiv.org/abs/math/0206094
https://arxiv.org/abs/1401.6983
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.03585
https://arxiv.org/abs/math/0703113
https://arxiv.org/abs/1208.4695
https://arxiv.org/abs/1407.6735
https://arxiv.org/abs/1502.03280
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.02941
https://arxiv.org/abs/math/0404003
https://arxiv.org/abs/math/0603563


[HH13] J. E. Harper and K. Hess. Homotopy completion and topological Quillen homology of structured ring
spectra. Geometry & Topology, 3(17):1325–1416, 2013. Can be found at arXiv:1102.1234.

[Hin97a] V. Hinich. Descent of Deligne groupoids. International Mathematics Research Notices, (5):223–239, 1997.
Can be found at arXiv:alg-geom/9606010.

[Hin97b] V. Hinich. Homological algebra of homotopy algebras. Communications in Algebra, 25(10):3291–3323,
1997. Can be found at arXiv:q-alg/9702015.

[HLV] E. Hoffbeck, J. Leray, and B. Vallette. Simplicial properadic homotopy. In preparation.
[HLV20] E. Hoffbeck, J. Leray, and B. Vallette. Properadic homotopical calculus. International Mathematics Re-

search Notices, rnaa091, 2020. Can be found at arXiv:1910.05027.
[HLW10] E. Hairer, C. Lubich, and G. Wanner. Geometric numerical integration, volume 31 of Springer Series in

Computational Mathematics. Springer, 2010.
[Hof10] E. Hoffbeck. A Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt criterion for Koszul operads. Manuscripta Mathematica, 131(1-

2):87–110, 2010. Can be found at arXiv:0709.2286.
[Hov99] M. Hovey. Model categories, volume 63 of Mathematical Surveys and Monographs. AMS, 1999.
[IM13] D. Iacono and M. Manetti. Posetted trees and Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff product.Mediterranean Journal

of Mathematics, 10(2):611–623, 2013. Can be found at arXiv:1106.4685.
[Kan58] D. M. Kan. Functors involving c.s.s. complexes. Transactions of the AMS, 87:330–346, 1958.
[Kat00] V. Kathotia. Kontsevich’s universal formula for deformation quantization and the Campbell-Baker-

Hausdorff formula. International Journal of Mathematics, 11(4):523–551, 2000. Can be found at
arXiv:math/9811174.

[Kon03] M. Kontsevich. Deformation quantization of Poisson manifolds. Letters in Mathematical Physics,
66(3):157–216, 2003. Can be found at arXiv:q-alg/9709040.

[KS58] K. Kodaira and D. C. Spencer. On deformations of complex analytic structures. I, II. Annals of Mathe-
matics, 67:328–466, 1958.

[LL18] B. Le Grignou and D. Lejay. Homotopy Theory of linear cogebras. arXiv preprint, 2018. Can be found
at arXiv:1803.01376.

[LS14] R. Lawrence and D. Sullivan. A formula for topology/deformations and its significance. Fundamenta
Mathematicæ, 225:229–242, 2014. Can be found at arXiv:math/0610949.

[Lun18] L. Lunardon. Some remarks on Dupont contraction. arXiv preprint, 2018. Can be found at
arXiv:1807.02517.

[Lur09] J. Lurie. Higher topos theory, volume 170 of Annals of Mathematics Studies. Princeton University Press,
2009.

[Lur11] J. Lurie. Derived algebraic geometry X: formal moduli problems. Draft, 2011. Available at
www.math.harvard.edu/~lurie/papers/DAG-X.pdf (October 2020).

[LV12] J.-L. Loday and B. Vallette. Algebraic operads, volume 346 of Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wis-
senschaften. Springer, 2012.

[Mal49] A. I. Mal’cev. Nilpotent torsion-free groups. Izvestiya Akademii Nauk SSSR. Seriya Matematicheskaya,
13:201–212, 1949.

[Mar04] M. Markl. Homotopy algebras are homotopy algebras. Forum Mathematicum, 16(1):129–160, 2004. Can
be found at arXiv:math/9907138.

[Mik85] A. A. Mikhale̋v. Subalgebras of free colored Lie superalgebras. Akademiya Nauk SSSR. Matematicheskie
Zametki, 37(5):653–661, 779, 1985.

[MV09a] S. Merkulov and B. Vallette. Deformation theory of representations of prop(erad)s. I. Journal für die
Reine und Angewandte Mathematik., 634:51–106, 2009. Can be found at arXiv:0707.0889.

[MV09b] S. Merkulov and B. Vallette. Deformation theory of representations of prop(erad)s. II. Journal für die
Reine und Angewandte Mathematik., 636:123–174, 2009. Can be found at arXiv:0707.0889.

[Nik11] T. Nikolaus. Algebraic models for higher categories. Indagationes Mathematicæ, 21(1-2):52–75, 2011. Can
be found at arXiv:1003.1342.

[Por65] G. J. Porter. Higher-order Whitehead products. Topology, 3:123–135, 1965.
[Pri10] J. P. Pridham. Unifying derived deformation theories. Advances in Mathematics, 224(3):772–826, 2010.

Can be found at arXiv:0705.0344.
[Qui67] D. G. Quillen. Homotopical algebra, volume 43 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer, 1967.
[Qui69] D. Quillen. Rational homotopy theory. Annals of Mathematics, 90:205–295, 1969.
[RN18a] D. Robert-Nicoud. Deformation theory with homotopy algebra structures on tensor products.Documenta

Mathematica, (23):189–240, 2018. Can be found at arXiv:1702.02194.
[RN18b] D. Robert-Nicoud. Operads and Maurer–Cartan spaces. PhD thesis, Université Sorbonne Paris Nord, 2018.

Can be found at arXiv:1807.02129.
[RN19] D. Robert-Nicoud. Representing the deformation ∞-groupoid. Algebraic & Geometric Topology,

19(3):1453–1476, 2019. Can be found at arXiv:1702.02529.

88

https://arxiv.org/abs/1102.1234
https://arxiv.org/abs/alg-geom/9606010
https://arxiv.org/abs/q-alg/9702015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.05027
https://arxiv.org/abs/0709.2286
https://arxiv.org/abs/1106.4685
https://arxiv.org/abs/math/9811174
https://arxiv.org/abs/q-alg/9709040
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.01376
https://arxiv.org/abs/math/0610949
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.02517
http://www.math.harvard.edu/~lurie/papers/DAG-X.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/math/9907138
https://arxiv.org/abs/0707.0889
https://arxiv.org/abs/0707.0889
https://arxiv.org/abs/1003.1342
https://arxiv.org/abs/0705.0344
https://arxiv.org/abs/1702.02194
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.02129
https://arxiv.org/abs/1702.02529


[RN20] D. Robert-Nicoud. Dupont contraction (v1.0.2). Original GitHub repository:
https://github.com/DanielRobertNicoud/dupont-contraction, September 2020. DOI:
10.5281/zenodo.4012067.

[RNW19a] D. Robert-Nicoud and F. Wierstra. Convolution algebras and the deformation theory of
infinity-morphisms. Homology, Homotopy and Applications, 21(1):351–373, 2019. Can be found at
arXiv:1806.03371.

[RNW19b] D. Robert-Nicoud and F. Wierstra. Homotopy morphisms between convolution homotopy Lie algebras.
Journal of Noncommutative Geometry, 13(4):1463–1520, 2019. Can be found at arXiv:1712.00794.

[Shi53] A. I. Shirshov. Subalgebras of free lie algebras. Matematicheskii Sbornik, 75(2):441–452, 1953.
[Sht86] A. S. Shtern. Free Lie superalgebras. Sibirskiĭ Matematicheskiĭ Zhurnal, 27(1):170–174, 1986.
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