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EQUIVARIANT LOCALIZATION IN FACTORIZATION HOMOLOGY
AND APPLICATIONS IN MATHEMATICAL PHYSICS I:
FOUNDATIONS

DYLAN BUTSON

ABSTRACT. We develop a theory of equivariant factorization algebras on varieties with an action of
a connected algebraic group G, extending the definitions of Francis-Gaitsgory [FG11] and Beilinson-
Drinfeld [BD04] to the equivariant setting. We define an equivariant analogue of factorization
homology, valued in modules over Hg (pt), and in the case G = (C*)" we prove an equivariant local-
ization theorem for factorization homology, analogous to the classical localization theorem [AB95].
We establish a relationship between C* equivariant factorization algebras and filtered quantiza-
tions of their restrictions to the fixed point subvariety. These results provide a model for predictions
from the physics literature about the Q-background construction introduced in [Nek03], interpreting
factorization E,, algebras as observables in mixed holomorphic-topological quantum field theories.

In the companion paper [But20b], we develop tools to give geometric constructions of factorization
E,, algebras, and apply them to define those corresponding to holomorphic-topological twists of
supersymmetric gauge theories in low dimensions. Further, we apply our above results in these
examples to give an account of the predictions of [CGI8| as well as [BLL'15|, and explain the
relation between these constructions from this perspective.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We begin with some overarching remarks about the background and motivation for the present
work, as well as its companion paper and formal sequel [But20b], which we call Parts I and II,
respectively. In Section we give a detailed overview and summary of Part I. In Section we
outline the complementary results of Part II, and in Section we give a brief description of the
future directions of this project. Together, these results will comprise the Author’s thesis.

1.1. Background: Factorization algebras, representation theory, and quantum field the-
ory. Factorization algebras were introduced by Beilinson and Drinfeld in [BD04] as a model for
algebras of observables in two dimensional chiral conformal quantum field theories, defined in the
language of algebraic geometry. Factorization algebras in this setting generalize vertex algebras to
global objects defined over algebraic curves, vaguely analogous to sheaves on them. A generaliza-
tion of the theory of factorization algebras to higher dimensional varieties was also given in [FG11],
analogously modeling holomorphic quantum field theories in higher dimensions, which by definition
generalize the holomorphic behaviour of observables in chiral conformal field theories in two real
dimensions. From the beginning, the development of this theory was motivated by the essential
connection between chiral conformal field theory and representation theory of affine Lie algebras.

An analogue of factorization algebras defined over smooth manifolds in the language of alge-
braic topology was proposed by Lurie in [Lur(8], as an example of a class of extended topological
field theories in the mathematical sense defined therein, and pursued by Ayala, Francis, Lurie, and
collaborators in [AF15, [AFRI5L [AFT16, Lur09al, Lurl2]. Factorization algebras in the topologi-
cal setting analogously generalize algebras over the little n-discs operad, and again describe the
algebras of observables in topological quantum field theories of dimension n. In the case n = 1
these are equivalent to usual (homotopy) associative algebras, a central topic of study in classical
representation theory.

Thus, there is a natural dictionary between predictions of quantum field theory or string theory,
which have led to groundbreaking ideas in a variety of areas of mathematics, and statements in
representation theory phrased in terms of factorization algebras. This dictionary is both a primary
motivation and the main source of new ideas for this series of papers.

The work of Costello [Cos1I] and Costello-Gwilliam [CG16] established such a dictionary in a
more analytic context, constructing a variant of factorization algebras defined over smooth manifolds
in terms of the differential geometric input data of a Lagrangian classical field theory satisfying
certain ellipticity requirements together with a choice of renormalization scheme. These ideas were
very influential for the present series of papers, and have led to many other developments following
this paradigm [Cos13, [CS15, BY16, [GW18| [EST9, [SW19, [ESW20].

The present series of papers also closely follows the program of Ben-Zvi, Nadler, and collabora-
tors, which gives approaches to many facets of geometric representation theory in terms of extended
topological field theory and derived algebraic geometry [BZN09, BZFN10, BZN13| BZG17, BZN18§].
In particular, the use of sheaf theory in constructing extended topological field theories from geom-
etry is a central theme of the present series of papers, which is borrowed from loc. cit.. Further, the
derived stacks and sheaf theories defined on them which are relevant for our constructions can often
be predicted from statements about the shifted symplectic geometry of the spaces of solutions to
the Euler-Lagrange equations in the relevant classical field theories. This relies on a family of ideas
about functoriality of shifted geometric quantization, closely related to those in loc. cit., which I
learned from Pavel Safronov [Saf20].
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Finally, the circle of ideas and mathematical technology around the local geometric Langlands
correspondence [ABCT18|, derived geometric Satake correspondence [BF0S], and Coulomb branch
construction [BEMO05, BENIS, BEN19b], provided a collection of mathematically well-understood
examples and established techniques which were crucial for the technical underpinning for the
present series of papers. In particular, we follow the sheaf theory foundations given in [GR14al
GR14bl [Gail5l IGR17a, IGRI17D, Raslbal [Ras15bl [Ras20b] and references therein. These ideas can
naturally be interpreted in certain holomorphic-topological twists of supersymmetric quantum field
theories, as we explain below. These interpretations have also been studied in a more mathematical
context, for example in [EY18, BZN1S8, [EY19, [EY20, RY19], and I have benefited greatly from
ongoing discussions with Justin Hilburn and Philsang Yoo about these ideas. In particular, the
forthcoming papers [HY], [GY], and [HR] will also contain some of their ideas that we follow in the
present work.

In terms of the various perspectives we have just discussed, we can summarize an underlying goal
of this series of papers as follows:

We develop a dictionary between factorization algebras and quantum field theory in the mixed
holomorphic-topological setting, using a synthesis of the chiral and topological variants of factoriza-
tion algebras; examples of interest are given by factorization compatible sheaf theory constructions,
motivated by shifted geometric quantization of spaces of solutions to equations of motion in su-
persymmetric gauge theories, and using tools from geometric representation theory and derived
algebraic geometry.

1.2. Motivation: Holomorphic-topological twists of supersymmetric quantum field the-
ories and ()-backgrounds. The more broad goal of this series of papers is to use this dictionary to
formulate and prove results from a particular family of interconnected predictions of string theory,
at the intersections of affine representation theory [KWO07, IGW09, [Gail8, [BPRR15], enumerative
geometry [AGTT0, Nek16l NP17, (GR19], low-dimensional topology [GGP16, DGP18, Wit12], and
integrable systems [Nek03l INS10, NW10]. These ideas are centred around the six dimensional
N = (2,0) superconformal field theory, sometimes called “theory X”, which is an elusive, non-
Lagrangian quantum field theory that morally describes fluctuations of M5 branes in M theory
(which we remind the reader are geometric objects supported on six dimensional spaces). This
theory is considered on a spacetime of the form C' x M, for C' a smooth algebraic curve and M a
smooth four manifold, and this gives rise to natural predictions relating chiral factorization algebras
over the curve C with the differential topology of the four manifold M, or the enumerative geometry
of sheaves in the case M = S is a smooth algebraic surface over C.

As an intermediate step, we establish analogous predictions from three and four dimensional gauge
theories following [BDGI7, [CG18, BLL*15], which correspondingly relate to the representation
theory of classical Lie algebras, and of quantizations of symplectic singularities more generally
[BDGHIG], as well as to more classical aspects of enumerative geometry [BDG'18| and integrable
systems [NS09, CWY18§].

Similar ideas have been studied extensively in mathematics already in both of the above contexts,
often explicitly motivated by the same physics considerations; for example [FGO0G6, [Aral8| Bra04l
SV13L MO19, BEN14, Neg17, RSYZ19, FG20, BD99, BFN18, BZG17, [Cos13] are a few which have
been influential in our understanding of this family of ideas, ordered roughly corresponding to the
physics references above.
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The preceding predictions are nominally phrased in terms of string theory and supersymmetric
quantum field theory, which are notoriously difficult to understand and often not yet defined math-
ematically, but an important common feature of these results from the physical perspective is that
they often factor through mixed holomorphic-topological twists of the relevant quantum field the-
ories. As a result, these theories are expected to be amenable to descriptions in terms of algebraic
geometry and topology, and in particular the algebras of observables of these theories are expected
to correspond to objects in the synthesis of chiral and topological factorization algebras mentioned
above that we study in the present work. This is the fundamental reason for the effectiveness of
the mathematical tools considered in the present work in the relevant physics context.

However, there is another salient feature of many of the physical constructions and corresponding
mathematical interpretations mentioned above, which has not been codified mathematically in our
explanation so far: in the seminal paper [Nek03], Nekrasov introduced a construction in quantum
field theory called an §2-background, an additional structure on a partially topological quantum
field theory which (when it exists) deforms the given theory in a way that enforces rotational
equivariance with respect to a fixed S* action on the underlying spacetime. A primary consequence
is that cohomological calculations in 2-deformed topological field theories are given by the analogous
calculations in equivariant cohomology.

Moreover, motivated by the localization theorem in equivariant cohomology, we expect these
calculations should in some sense localize to the fixed points of the underlying S* action, after passing
to an appropriate localization K[e][f '] of the base ring K[e] := Hg, (pt; K). In fact, calculations
in the algebras of observables of the {2-deformed theories localize to calculations in (families over
K[e][f~!] of) algebras of observables over the fixed point locus. Furthermore, such families of
algebras of observables have been observed in [NS09, NW10] to define filtered quantizations of the
algebra specialized at the central fibre over K|e].

In the present work, formally Part I of the series, we establish the foundations of the theory of
equivariant factorization algebras in the mixed chiral-topological setting. Moreover, in this language
we give an account of the equivariant localization and quantization phenomena associated with the
Q-background construction in holomorphic-topological quantum field theory described above. We
give an overview of these results presently in Section

In the companion paper [But20b], formally Part II of the series, we develop methods for con-
structing examples of equivariant factorization algebras corresponding to holomorphic-topological
twists of supersymmetric gauge theories, and apply the results of Part I in these examples. We give
a preview of the results of Part II in Section below.

1.3. Overview of Part I. In this subsection, we give an overview of the results of the present
work.

1.3.1. Overview of Chapter [1. The first chapter recalls the basics of the theory of algebraic fac-
torization algebras and its relation to vertex algebras, following [BD04] and [FG11]. None of this
material is original, but we hope that the relatively concrete summary given here will help make
the subject more accessible for the reader. We postpone a detailed overview until Section

1.3.2. Overview of Chapter[3. In Chapter [2] we begin by establishing the elementary foundations
of the theory of equivariant factorization algebras A € AlgfaCt(X )¢ on algebraic varieties X with the
action of a connected algebraic group GG. There is a key vector space valued invariant of factorization
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algebras called factorization homology, which defines a functor
J : Algt(X) - Vect |
X

analogous to sheaf cohomology. The factorization homology of factorization algebras generalizes
the spaces of conformal blocks of vertex algebras and Hochschild homology of associative algebras.
In Section we define an equivariant analogue of factorization homology

G
J : Alght(X)Y — H (pt)-Mod |
X

and in the case G = (C*)™, we prove an equivariant localization theorem in this context:

Theorem 1.3.1. Let A € Alg™*(X)% be an equivariant factorization algebra. The natural map

¢ (¢
f LA S A
Xa X

induces an equivalence over the localization Hg(pt)[f, '].

Once correctly formulated, the proof of this statement follows straightforwardly from the results
of [GKM97]. Nonetheless, it provides an important link between higher dimensional factorization
algebras on X, which are often subtle to understand algebraically due to their homotopical nature,
and lower dimensional factorization algebras on X, which can be identified with more familiar
objects such as associative algebras or vertex algebras.

Next, we carry out a basic study of the algebraic structure of equivariant factorization algebras in
the simplest examples, explain relations to algebras over variants of the framed little n-disks operad,
and give an account in this language of the relationship to deformation quantization predicted in
the physics literature, as described above. The latter proceeds as follows:

In general, the restriction of an equivariant factorization algebra

A e APt (XH)E = Alg™t (X ) e )

defines a family of factorization algebras on X parameterized by HZ.(pt), since G acts trivially on
XG&. The case when G = C* corresponds to the usual -background construction, and we show that
a C* equivariant factorization algebra A € Alg®t(X)C" induces a family of factorization algebras
VA e Alghet(XCT) /k[e] over K[e] = Hg.. (pt), which defines a filtered quantization of the central
fibre. For simplicity, we consider factorization algebras which are G, equivariant, or equivalently
topological, along A'
(13.1)  Alg™(X x AH® = Al (X)  sothat  Alg(X x AN)SeOm = Alghct(X)

2
the additional G,,, equivariance is equivalent to a framed, or S equivariant, enhancement of the Eo
structure.

In Section we explain an application of the Goresky-Kottwitz-MacPherson Koszul duality
result [GKMO97] to equivariant operads, in the sense of [SW03]. In this example, it gives an equiv-
alence between S! equivariant Es algebras and algebras over (a two-periodic variant of) the zeroth
Beilinson-Drinfeld operad BDy
(1.3.2)

AIgEgl (Perfk) = AlgBDg(le’g(K[u])) and similarly AlgEE}r . (Perfx) = Alggpu (D?g(K[u])) ,
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where K[u] = Hg,(pt). In general, algebras over the operad BD}, define graded quantizations of
P, 12 algebras to E,, algebras, over the base ring K[u]. A similar result was announced in [BBZB™20)]
as to appear in [BZN]. The preceding equivalences also extend to factorization objects, so that in
summary we have:

Theorem 1.3.2. There are equivalences of categories

f: GaxGm ~ f: ~ f:
Alghet(X x Al)Baxbm ~ Alglé‘g} (X) = Algghu(X) ,
such that the latter intertwines the functors of forgetting the Eg " structure and taking the homology
[P, algebra, with restriction to the generic and central fibres {u = 1} and {u = 0}, respectively.

The latter category is equivalent to that of (two-periodic) filtered quantizations of (shifted) Coisson
algebras to chiral factorization algebras on X, by the chiral Poisson additivity theorem of Rozen-
blyum. Thus, equivariant factorization algebras A € Alg®*(X x ANG«*Cm induce quantizations
L!A € A]gfaCt (X)/K[g]

Finally, we explain the manifestation in this language of the physical principle of equivariant
cigar reduction, which plays a central role in our applications of interest in Part IT [But20b], as we
explain below.

Consider an S! equivariant factorization Ey algebra

Ae Alg[fégf (X) and define Ap = ObIVEZsl A e Alghet(X) |

Note that Ay is canonically a module over A in the Eo sense, so that there is a module structure

(1.3.3) Ag € CH, (A)-Mod(Alg™*(X)) or equivalently a map CH,(A) — CH*(Ay)

in the category Alg{flct(X ) of factorization E; algebras. In these terms, we have the following

additional structure relating the factorization Eg ' algebra and the corresponding factorization BDg
algebra, which has a geometric interpretation in physics as the equivariant cigar reduction principle,
pictured in Figure

] ‘ CCy (A) € Algh(X) kpy

T a
— 1 ac
A€ AT (X) g

Alght(X) s A N l I

sl
EQ

X

FI1GURE 1. The equivariant cigar reduction principle
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Proposition 1.3.3. The family of factorization algebras A, € Alg™°*(X) /k[u] Underlying the factor-

ization BDf algebra corresponding to A € Alg}?ﬂ (X) under Theorem [1.3.2, admits a canonical
2

module structure
Ay € CC7 (A)-Mod(Alg™ " (X) kpyg)  such that  Aylg—o; = Ao € CH,(A)-Mod(Alg™*(X)) ,

its restriction to the central fibre agrees with the module structure of Equation where
CC;(A) e AlngEalct(X )/k[u] denotes the negative cyclic chains on A, considered as a family of factor-

ization [E; algebras over K[u| = H%, (pt) with central fibre CH.(A) € Alglf[f‘ft (X) .

In Part IT of this series of papers [But20b], the preceding proposition provides an explanation
of the relationship between the construction of chiral algebras corresponding to four dimensional
N = 2 superconformal field theories in [BLLT15], which we give a mathematical account of in
terms of equivariant factorization algebras, and the construction of boundary chiral algebras for
(holomorphic-)topological twists of three dimensional N = 4 theories following [CG18|, which is the
other central topic of Part II.

1.4. Preview of Part II. In the companion paper and formal sequel [But20b] to the present
work, we develop methods to give geometric constructions of equivariant factorization E,, algebras
corresponding to holomorphic-topological twists of supersymmetric gauge theories equipped with
an §2 background.

The first main example of interest is the three dimensional A model gauge theory which occurs
as a topological twist of three dimensional N = 4 supersymmetric gauge theory. A factorization
E; algebra A(G,N) € Alglffft(C) describing the local observables of the three dimensional A model
gauge theory on C' x R with gauge group G and matter representation TV N was introduced in
[BEN18]. Moreover, it is explained in loc. cit. that this construction also gives a filtered quanti-
zation of a graded Poisson algebra, which in good cases describes a quantization of the symplectic
singularity which is dual to TVY in the sense of symplectic duality [BLPW14], or three dimensional
mirror symmetry [[S96]; the latter was the original motivation for the construction.

The relationship between these results is an example of the equivalence of Theorem [1.3.1

Theorem 1.4.1. [BENI1S| For C = Al, the factorization E; algebra
A(G,N) € Alggtt(Ah)CaCm ~ Alg o (Vectx) = Alggpy (D(K[u]))
3

admits a canonical G, x G,, equivariant structure and thus, under the equivalence Theorem [1.3.1
defines a filtered quantization of a (2-shifted) Poisson algebra to an associative (or E;) algebra.

Concretely, passing to G, equivariant (with respect to loop rotation) Borel-Moore homology in the
definition of A(G, N) in [BENIS§| gives a quantization of the homology P3 algebra, which they view
as a graded commutative algebra with Poisson bracket of degree —2. We also explain an analogous
construction of the three dimensional B model in [But20b], which gives a filtered quantization of
TVY itself by this mechanism.

The next main topic is the factorization algebra DM (Y) e Alg™*(C) on C of chiral differential
operators on Y = N /G, and its relationship to the three dimensional A model above, culminating in
a proof in this language of the prediction of Costello-Gaiotto from [C(G18] that the three dimensional
A model admits a boundary condition with local observables described by D (Y).

Remark 1.4.2. For Y a scheme the construction of D*(Y") requires a trivialization of the determi-
nant gerbe [KV06], which for Y = N/G we identify with a lift of the Gy action on DP(N) to an
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action of g at level —Tate. Physically, this corresponds to the requirement that the corresponding
four dimensional N = 2 theory is superconformal.

Our formulation of the prediction of interest from [CG18] is, under the hypotheses of the preceding
remark, the following:

Theorem 1.4.3. [But20b] The chiral differential operators on Y = N/G admits a canonical module
structure

DMNY) € A(G,N)-Mod(Alg™*(C))
over the factorization E; algebra A(G, N) € Algl*(C) on C constructed in [BENIS].

This result corresponds to the statement that the three
dimensional A model to Y admits a chiral boundary con-
dition, so that the algebra of local observables A(G, N)
of the three dimensional theory on C' x R5( acts on the
chiral algebra D*(Y") of boundary observables on C, as
pictured on the right.

We also construct a family of factorization E; alge-
bras C(Y)" e Alglffft (X)k[n over K[h], with generic fibre
C(Y)" 421y = A(G, N) the factorization E; algebra of the
three dimensional A model, and central fibre that of the
holomorphic-B twist. Moreover, we show that the module structure on D" (Y") over A(G, N) given
above extends to one over C(Y)",

(1.4.1) DY) € C(Y)"-Mod(Alg™(C) k)

T ALG N € Al (©)

"""" Q
) @Ch(Y) e AlgfaCt(C)

CXR>O

where DN(Y);, € Alg™(C) /k[n] is the filtered quantization of chiral differential operators to Y.
Further, we use the theory of equivariant factorization algebras developed in the present work

to give a mathematical account of the construction of chiral algebras corresponding to 4d N = 2

superconformal gauge theories introduced in [BLLT15]. For Y satisfying the hypotheses of Remark

[1.4.2] we have:

Theorem 1.4.4. [But20b] There is a natural factorization E5 " algebra F(Y) € Alggﬁ (C) such that
2

FY) - DN(Y), under the equivalence Alglf;g (C) ~ Alg%ﬁ%(C)
2

of Theorem [1.3.2] where DN (Y), € Alglfa?ﬁ% (X) is the (two-periodic) filtered quantization of the
factorization algebra of chiral differential operators to Y.

Further, we explain the relation of this construction with our formulation of the predictions of
[CG18], via the equivariant cigar reduction principle described in Proposition Let C(Y)" €
Alglfgaft(C) /K[u] denote the two-periodic variant of the family of factorization E; described above:

Theorem 1.4.5. [But20b] There is an equivalence of families of factorization E; algebras on X
CCL(F(Y)) = C(Y)" € Algg™(C) k) »

such that under the equivalence of Theorem[I.3.2] the module structure of the preceding proposition

F(Y)u € CCJ (F(Y))-Mod(Alg®(C) jeg)  identifies with DY), € €(YV)“-Mod(Alg™ " (C) jiepy) »

equipped with the module structure recalled in Equation [1.4.1| above.
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The preceding theorem identifies the equivariant S* reduction CC, (F(Y)) of the holomorphic-B
twist of four dimensional N = 2 gauge theory with the deformation C(Y)* from the holomorphic-
B twist to the A twist of three dimensional N = 4 gauge theory. It also identifies the family of
boundary conditions for the former induced by the ‘cigar tip’ as in Proposition[I.3.3] with the family
of boundary conditions for the latter whose local observables are the filtered quantization of the
factorization algebra of chiral differential operators, as in Equation

1.5. Preview of future directions. The other main intended application of the results devel-
oped in the present work is to establish a variant of the AGT conjecture in the factorization set-
ting, and construct an approximation to the conjectural vertex algebras VOA|[My] introduced in
[GGP16, [DGPI8 [FG20] via factorization homology. Analogous to the Egl enhancement of the
chiral differential operators claimed in Theorem [1.4.4] above, we expect the following:

Proposal 1.5.1. There is a canonical Eflxsl enhancement of the principal affine W-algebra

W(g[r) € AlgfaCt(C X A2)G§X‘G$n ~ Algfact (C)

1 1
E4S xS
as a factorization algebra on any smooth algebraic curve C.

The structures on G,, equivariant factorization algebras outlined above and established in the
present work are thus expected for W(gl,.) in two distinct, compatible ways; Figure [2|is the analogue
of Figure [1]in this setting.

In fact, we expect that W(gl,) € Alg]%ft(X ) is framed, and assuming this we can make the
following definitions:

Definition 1.5.2. Let My and N3 be oriented manifolds of dimensions 4 and 3. We define

W(My,gl,) = | Wgl,) €Alg™(C) and ANz gl)=| W(gl) € Alg(C).
My N3

By the tensor excision theorem for factorization homology proved in [Lur09al, [AF15], these factor-
ization algebras would necessarily satisfy the following ‘gluing construction’:

C x R? x R?

FIGURE 2. The S x S! equivariant E; enhancement of W(gl,.)
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Corollary 1.5.3. For My = M, u M, a collar-gluing presentation with M, n M;” =~ N3 x R we
have

W(Mél_ag[r)7W(MI79[r) € ‘A(N?)ag[r)'MOd(AlgfaCt(C))

and moreover there is a canonical equivalence

A(N3,gl,.)
Remark 1.5.4. The vertex algebras W(My, gl,) are an approximation to the conjectural algebras
VOA[My] proposed in [GGP16, DGP18| [FG20], which are meant to encode rich information about
the differential topology of My (or the enumerative geometry of sheaves on S, in the case that My
is given by a smooth algebraic surface S). In general, we expect there is a map

W(M47g[r) - VOA[M4vg[r] ’

but the latter is typically much larger: in the setting of the preceding corollary, an analogous
gluing construction has been conjectured for VOA[My], but with the tensor product replaced by
a ‘vertex algebra extension’, of which the tensor product formula of Equation gives only the
first summand. On M, = R?* both constructions give the principal affine W algebra, but its more
exotic gluing construction makes VOA[M,]| a much more interesting invariant in general.

From the perspective of the more common constructions of W algebras associated to algebraic
surfaces in terms of enumerative geometry, this discrepancy corresponds to the fact that the algebra
of modes W(M, gl,.)? is built from Hecke modifications on the moduli of instantons (or torsion free
sheaves in the case of an algebraic surface S) supported at points, while the conjectural VOA[M,]
should also encode modifications along two dimensional submanifolds (or algebraic curve classes).

For S a smooth, toric algebraic surface, the equivariant localization formula for factorization
homology given in Theorem applied to calculate W(S, gl,.) gives the following:

Corollary 1.5.5. The natural map defines an equivalence

(1.5.2) &) W(gl,)e, . = W(S, gl,)es as modules over K[e, 5][f, '].
seSE
This is illustrated in Figure |3| below in the case that S = P? with the usual (C*)? action.
W(gl,) 5.5

FIGURE 3. Equivariant localization formula for W(P?, gl,.)
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Moreover, toric surfaces S are equivariantly formal [GKM97], and for such spaces there is a
refinement of the classical localization theorem |[CS74, [GKMO97]. The goal of our in progress project
is to use an analogous enhancement in factorization homology to calculate W(S, gl,.), refining the
description of Equation above. In fact, we also have a proposal for a similar construction (and
partial generalization) of the full VOA[Mjy] in the case that My = S is a smooth toric algebraic
surface occuring as a reduced divisor in a toric Calabi-Yau threefold, though this is the topic of a
separate project.

1.6. Acknowledgments. [ am especially thankful to Kevin Costello, for first introducing me to
so many of the ideas underlying this series of papers, as well as to Sam Raskin, for patient expla-
nations about various more technical aspects. I would also like to thank David Ben-Zvi, Alexander
Braverman, Davide Gaiotto, Justin Hilburn, Surya Raghavendran, Pavel Safronov, Brian Williams,
and Philsang Yoo for useful discussions.

2. CONVENTIONS

2.1. General conventions and notation. The required notations are introduced, together with
the relevant definitions, in the many appendices to the present work. In this subsection, we briefly
recall some of the most commonly used notation.

We fix a base field K of characteristic zero, which we occasionally assume to be given by the
complex numbers K = C. We typically use X to denote a smooth algebraic variety over K of
dimension dx. In such cases, we let Ox denote the sheaf of regular functions, Dx the sheaf of
differential operators, and wx = Qg(x [dx] the dualizing sheaf of X

Moreover, we let D(X) denote the category of D modules on X; the theory of such is reviewed
in Appendix [A:2] In particular, given a map f : X — Y of algebraic varieties, there are induced
functors, denoted by

fe :D(X) > DY) and f':D(Y)—- DX),

given by the pullback and pushforward of D modules.

We let D(A) denote the derived category of modules over an algebra A, and similarly D°(A),
D*(A), and Dgg(A) its bounded, bounded above, and finitely generated variants.

We let Op(€) denote the category of (by default symmetric) operads internal to a symmetric
monoidal category C; the theory of such is reviewed in Appendix For 0,0’ € Op(C), we let
Algy(0') = Homgpey (0, 0’) denote the category of O algebras internal to the operad O'. We let
Ass, Comm, Lie, and P; denote the associative, commutative, Lie, and Poisson operads. Further,
we let E,, denote the little n-disks operad, PP, the corresponding shifted Poisson operad, and BD,,
the Beilinson-Drinfeld operad, as recalled in appendices [C.4], [C.5], and [C.6] respectively.

Throughout, whenever possible we work in the framework of cocomplete DG categories and stable
infinity categories, following [Lurl2|] for example.

Warning 2.1.1. We often fall short of a complete explanation at the level of homotopical precision
typical in the study of such categories. This series of papers is ultimately about concrete objects,
like vector spaces or sheaves, and the algebraic structures they carry, and we carefully establish
our results along these lines. However, for the purposes of exposition we occasionally use more
categorical language in situations where we have not established a precise enough setting for their
careful interpretation. We hope that this will not be a cause of confusion for the reader, and we
have included many similar warnings throughout the text.
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2.2. Notation around partitions and diagonal embeddings. We record here various notations
related to certain index categories of finite sets, which are used throughout the text.

Let fSet denote the category of (possibly empty) finite sets with arbitrary maps of sets 7 : [ — J,
and fSet®"™ denote the category of non-empty finite sets with surjective maps 7 : I —» J.

Remark 2.2.1. The category fSet™™ parameterizes a diagram whose colimit defines the moduli
space of non-empty finite subsets Ranx of a space X, while the category fSet is used analogously
to describe the moduli space of possibly empty finite subsets Ranx ., of a space X; see definitions
4.1.2l and {311

These conventions are also be used in a closely related way in the definition of operads, recalled
in Appendix the relation is for example apparent in the results of Section

We identify a surjective map « : I — J, a morphism in fSet®", with a J-coloured partition of I,
given by
I=||5; where Ij:=n""(j).
jeJ
A general map 7 : I — J, a morphism in fSet, is similarly equivalent to a J-coloured partition of
1, given by

I=||= || u|]9 whee ILi:=n'(j) and I,=J\im(m).
jeJ jeim(m) jelx

Here the subsets of I corresponding to certain colours j € J are allowed to be empty, while still

recorded in this combinatorial model. We also encode this data equivalently by the induced surjec-

tion
api=mx 1y Tul »im(n)ul, =J.

For each 7w : I — J, we define a corresponding diagonal map

A(r) X7 - x! (75)jes = (%(i))z‘e] .

If 7 : I — J is a surjection, then A(7) : X’ < X! is a closed embedding, while if 7 : I < J is
injective, A(m) : X7 — X7 is smooth over X'. In general, A(7) is smooth over its image with fibre
X', In the case 7 : I — {pt}, we use the notation AY) = A(7) : X — X! for the small diagonal
embedding.

For each surjection 7 : I — J we define a corresponding diagonal complement

j(m): U(m) — X! U(r) = {(zi)ier|zi # xj if w(z;) # 7(z5)} .

For example, for 7 : I — {pt} this gives U(r) = X!, while for 7 = 17 : I — I this gives U(7) equal
to the complement of all partial diagonals in X’. Note that U(r) is not in general complementary
to the image of A(mw).

In the case 7 = 1y : I — I, we use the notation U) = U(1;) and ;O = j(1;) : UD — X! for
the complement to the union of all partial diagonals in X'.

2.3. References to the companion paper. As we have mentioned, this paper is the first among
at least two papers in this series, and we will systematically refer to propositions, definitions, etc.
from each of the companion papers in the other. In this paper, references to the present text are
given by red hyperlinks, such as which refers to the remark of that enumeration. References
to Part IT are given by turquoise hyperlinks (which link to the companion pdf if both files are in
the same folder) and their enumeration is prefaced by a II, such as|lI-4.2.3



Chapter 1
Factorization Algebras, Chiral Algebras, and
Vertex Algebras

3. OVERVIEW OF CHAPTER 1

In this chapter, we review the theory of factorization algebras in the setting of algebraic geometry,
following [BDO04, [FG11l, Ras15a)], and explain the relationship of these objects to vertex algebras.
We also give an exposition of a few more specialized topics in the theory of chiral factorization
algebras which will be required in this series of papers. None of this material is original, but we
hope that the relatively concrete summary given here will help make the subject more accessible
for the reader.

3.1. General Overview: Local observables, the Ran space, and factorization algebras.
Recall from Section that factorization algebras are algebraic objects defined over algebraic
varieties or manifolds, vaguely analogously to sheaves on them, which describe the algebras of ob-
servables of quantum field theories defined on these spaces. Factorization algebras can be defined in
the language of algebraic geometry or topology, and the resulting objects generalize vertex algebras
and usual (associative) algebras, respectively. Indeed, these can be interpreted as the algebras of
observables of chiral conformal field theories in real dimension two, or topological field theories in
real dimension one, respectively.

Higher dimensional factorization algebras on algebraic varieties describe the local observables of
holomorphic field theories, which by definition generalize the holomorphic behaviour of observables
in chiral conformal field theories in two real dimensions. Similarly, higher dimensional topological
factorization algebras generalize algebras over the little n-disks operad E,, which are reviewed in
Appendix The results of this paper emphasize applications using factorization algebras in
the setting of algebraic geometry, which we will sometimes call the chiral setting. We now give a
heuristic overview of the definition of factorization algebras in the context of algebraic geometry:

The starting point for the definition of factorization algebras on an algebraic variety X is a space
Ranx called the Ran space of X, which is by definition the moduli space of non-empty, finite subsets
{x;} < X, which we record heuristically as

Rany = { {z;} c X } .

A factorization algebra is meant to describe the algebra of local operators of a quantum field
theory, and this data can naturally be interpreted as defining a sheaf over the space Rany: to each
point x = {z;} € Rany corresponding to a finite subset {z;} c X, assign the vector space

Ayz,y 1= { observables local to the collection of points {z;} } .

In particular, on the copy of X <> Rany corresponding the singleton subsets {z} < X, the vector
spaces A, := Ay, are just the usual family of vector spaces describing the spaces of local operators
over each point x € X, which defines the vector space underlying the corresponding vertex algebra
in the case that X is of complex dimension one.

The fact that these vector spaces glue together to define a sheaf over Ranx encodes the condition
that given two distict points xg,x1 € X, as x1 approaches x( there should be a gluing map

Aoz} ™ Az, -
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As we will see, the correct data to prescribe this sheaf over Ranx is not a map of the underlying
vector spaces, but rather a meromorphic family of products with poles concentrated along the
diagonal zg = x1, as expected from operator product expansions in two dimensional chiral conformal
field theories.

There is one more natural condition to impose on this sheaf A on Rany, called factorizability,
which corresponds to the notion of locality in quantum field theory: for distinct points xg # x1
away from the diagonal, the space of observables local to the set {z¢,z1} should be equivalent to
the tensor product

A{IQ,(El} = ‘Ali() ®‘AZ‘1 9
of the space of observables local to xy with the space of observables local to z1. In the limit as x
approaches xg, we can combine this identification with the gluing map above to obtain a map

yxo : -Azo ®'A:r0 W -Azo

which describes the operator product expansion of observables in an infinitesimal neighbourhood
of each point xgp € X. In the case that X is of complex dimension one, this will recover the usual
vertex operator structure map of a vertex algebra.

The first several sections of this Chapter are devoted to filling in the mathematical content of this
heuristic description, carefully identifying the resulting algebraic structures, and comparing them
with the more concrete structures in the theory of vertex algebras. The latter sections treat more
specialized topics which will be required in the present work and its sequel Part 1T [But20b].

3.2. Summary. We now give a summary of each of the sections in this chapter. None of the results
of this chapter are new: we follow [BD04] and [FG11] throughout.

3.2.1. The Ran space and the category D(Ranx). In Section |4, we give a more mathematically
detailed description of the space Rany, and define the category of D modules D(Ranx) on Rany,
which is the appropriate variant of sheaf on Rany to define factorization algebras corresponding to
usual holomorphic field theory.

3.2.2. Monoidal structures on D(Ranx). In Section [5| we recall several monoidal structures on the
category of D modules on Rany and their basic properties.

3.2.3. Factorization algebras. In Section[6] we recall the definition of factorization algebras in terms
of the monoidal structures of the preceding section.

3.2.4. Chiral algebras. In Section [7], we recall the definition of chiral algebras in terms of the
monoidal structures of Section These are equivalent to factorization algebras, as we recall in

Section [I4] below.

3.2.5. Chiral algebras and vertex algebras. In Section [8| we recall the equivalence between weakly
G, equivariant chiral algebras on A! and vertex algebras.

3.2.6. OPEF algebras. In Section [J] we recall the notion of OPE algebras, which gives the most direct
generalization of the operator product expansion map of vertex algebras to a global operation
defined over algebraic curves. Further, we recall that these are equivalent to chiral algebras.

3.2.7. Chiral algebras and topological associative algebras. In Section we recall the ‘algebra of
modes’ construction, which from a chiral algebra A defines a topological associative algebra A%° at
each point z € X.
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3.2.8. Lie*, Comm', and Coisson algebras. In Section we recall the analogues of Lie algebras,
commutative algebras, and Poisson algebras in the chiral setting, under the analogy that chiral
algebras correspond to usual associative algebras. Further, in the weakly G, equivariant case on
Al, we identify these with vertex Lie algebras, commuative vertex algebras, and vertex Poisson
algebras, respectively.

3.2.9. Chiral enveloping algebras. In Section [I2] we recall the analogue of the universal enveloping
algebra construction in the chiral setting, which for a Lie* algebra L constructs a chiral algebra
UM (L) which satisfies the analogous universal property. We also explain the translation of this
construction to the vertex algebra setting. We also recall a variant of the construction that is
twisted by an appropriate notion of central extension of the Lie* algebra L, and its analogue in
the vertex algebra setting. This allows us to recover many familiar examples such as the affine
Kac-Moody and Virasoro vertex algebras.

3.2.10. BRST reduction of chiral algebras and vertex algebras. In Section we outlined the theory
of BRST reduction of chiral algebras following [BD04], and relate it to the notion of BRST reduction
of vertex algebras described in [FBZ04].

3.2.11. Francis-Gaitsgory chiral Koszul duality. In Section we give a concrete explanation of
the equivalence of chiral algebras and factorization algebras in complex dimension one, and outline
the general proof of this fact given in [FG11].

4. THE RAN SPACE AND THE CATEGORY D(Rany)

Let X € Schik be a scheme over K; we will primarily be interested in the case when X is a smooth,
finite type variety over K = C.

4.1. The Ran space. Following the heuristic descriptions in Subsection [3.1], we wish to define
the moduli space of non-empty finite subsets of X, called the Ran space Ranx of X. The basic
idea for constructing Rany is that it should be glued together from various powers X! of X as
follows: it should contain a copy of X corresponding to the space of one point subsets of X, glued
diagonally into a copy of Sym2X corresponding to the space of two point subsets, which is further
glued diagonally into a quotient of Sym®X (which identifies e.g. (z,z,y) with (z,v,%), as both are
representatives of {x,y} < X) corresponding to the space of three point subsets, and so on. We
summarize this gluing procedure in the putative definition

Sa S3

SEEA)

A x X3 Z

(4.1.1) Rany = colim | X

We now formalize this construction:

Recall from that fSet*"™ denotes the category with objects given by non-empty finite sets I
and morphisms given by surjections 7 : I — J. There is a natural fSet®"°P diagram in Schy, given
by
I X!

4.1.2 X* : fSet®"W°P  Sch b
( ) ¢ e Y {[F:I—»J]'—)[A(W):XJHXI] ’

where A(7) : X7 — X7 is the corresponding diagonal embedding, defined in
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Remark 4.1.1. The bijections in fSet*"°P induce an S, automorphism group at each object I with
|| = n.

We now state the formal definition of the space Rany. We encourage the reader not familiar with
the technical notions mentioned to ignore them; as we explain in Remark below, our exposition
in the remainder of the text is formally independent of the actual definition of Ranx.

Definition 4.1.2. The Ran space of X is the pseudo indscheme presented by

Rany = colim X' = colim [...<—XI A XJ<_”} ,
TefSetsuri-op

the colimit of the diagram in Equation[4.1.2] evaluated after composing with the Yoneda embedding

Sch < PreStk.

Remark 4.1.3. A pseudo indscheme is a prestack presented as a (not necessarily filtered) colimit of
schemes under closed embeddings. The maps in the diagram of Equation [4.1.2] are evidently closed
embeddings, but the index category fSet™J:°P is not filtered, so Rany does not define an ind scheme
in the usual sense.

Remark 4.1.4. The category D(Ranx) will be defined in below, without explicit reference
to the preceeding definition of Ranx; see remarks [4.2.2] and [4.2.4] In general, the foundational
definitions and results in this paper will be stated in terms of the category D(Rany), in a way that
is similarly formally independent of the definition of the underlying space Ranx.

Remark 4.1.5. There exist canonical maps A’ : X! — Rany with images Rany <, for |I| = n that
define a filtration of Ranyx by finite dimensional subschemes, and corresponding stratification of
Rany by subschemes Ranx , parameterizing subsets of X of cardinality n.

4.2. The category D(Ranyx) of D modules on Rany. Following further the discussion in
our initial object of interest is the category of D modules on the Ran space Ranx of X. In terms of
the heuristic summarized in Equation a D module A € D(Ranx) on Rany should be specified
by:
e a D module Ae D(X) on X
e a D module A5 € D(X?) on X2, an Sy equivariant structure on As, and an isomorphism
A'Ay = A;
e a D module A3 € D(X3) on X3, an S3 equivariant structure on As, and isomorphisms
A(r)' Az = Ay for each A(m) : X2 — X? corresponding to 7 : {1,2,3} — {1,2};
and so on. Thus, following [BD04] and [FG11], we make the following definition:

Definition 4.2.1. An object A € D(Ranx) is an assignment
I Are D(X1) [7:1 — J]— [A(n)' A = Aj]

defined for each finite set I € fSet and surjection 7 : I — J.
A morphism f: A — B between A, B € D(Rany) is given by an assignment

A(m) A — A
I— [fr:A;r — Bj] [7:1 = J]— A(ﬂ)!(fl)i / ifJ
A(r)'B; — By

defined for each finite set I € fSet and surjection 7w : I — J.
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An object A € D(Rany) is called coherent, regular holonomic, ... if A; € D(XT) is such for each
I € fSet.

Remark 4.2.2. The preceding definition is evidently independent of the definition of Rany in
in keeping with Remark

Remark 4.2.3. The preceding definition of the category of D modules on Ranyx can be formalized
A(m)'

—

D(Rany) = lim D‘(Xf)zhm{_._)D(Xf)

D(X7) > ...
TefSetsnri (x) = }’

where D' : Sch®? — DGCateont is as defined in Appendix [II-B.6|

Remark 4.2.4. In [Gail2] and |[RasIbal, the pseudo indscheme Ranx is defined as above, and the
definition of its D module category is given in terms of a general definition of the category of D
modules on such spaces. A proof of the equivalence of this approach with the above is given in
Section 8 of [Raslbal, for example.

Remark 4.2.5. There are canonical functors
AL D(Rany) - D(X?)  and  AL:D(X') - D(Rany) ,

which correspond heuristically to pullback and pushforward along the diagonal embedding A’ :
XT < Rany, as the notation suggests.

Remark 4.2.6. The functors of for [I| = 1 are denoted A™*" := A’ In this case, the
functors Aan Amain! define inverse equivalences D(X) =~ D(Rany)y, by Kashiwara’s lemma,
where D(Rany )y denotes the full subcategory on D modules supported on the main diagonal.

Ezample 4.2.7. There is a canonical object wran, € D(Rany) defined by the assignment
I~ (wyr € D(XT)) [1:1 — J]— [A(T{')!WXI = wXJ] )

4.3. Unital D modules on Ranyx. We introduce a ‘unital’ variant of the above notion of D
module on Rany. The additional data of the unital structure will be used to define the notion
of unital factorization algebra, and this data will correspond to the the unit of a vertex algebra
under the equivalence of Section [§ and similarly the unital structure on the E,, operad under the
equivalence of Section [20]

Definition 4.3.1. An object A € D(Ranx ) is an assignment
I'— Are D(X1) [7:1— J]— [A(x)'A; - Ay]

defined for each (possibly empty) finite set I € fSet and map m : I — J, such that the maps
corresponding to surjections 7 : I — J are isomorphisms.
A morphism f: A — B between A, B € D(Rany) is given by an assignment

A(n)' A —= Ay
I'—[fr:Ar— Bi] [7:1—J]— A(Tr)’(fz)l / lf_z
A(n)'Bf —= By
defined for each I € fSet and 7 : [ — J.
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Remark 4.3.2. For a non surjective map 7 : I — J, the factorization
IS im(n) — J induces an identification A(r)' A = A(@)' A Rlwyrs
In particular, for 7 : I < J injective, or further in particular for 7 : @ — J, the assignment of the
preceding definition is required to give maps
(4.3.1) ArRwx, > Ay and  wx, > Ay,
respectively.
Remark 4.3.3. The structure maps which are not necessarily invertible are evidently not inter-

pretable as gluing data for a sheaf on a usual space. However, we will describe an analogous
geometric interpretation of D(Rany ) as the category of D modules on a laz prestack Rany yy, in

Section [[I-2.2] following [Ras15al.

Remark 4.3.4. There is evidently a natural forgetful functor D(Rany wn) — D(Ranx) defined by
restricting the above assignments along the inclusion fSet®*" «— f{Set.

Ezample 4.3.5. There is a canonical object Wrany,,, € D(Ranx un) defined by the assignment

I'o (wyreD(XY))  [n:l—J]— [A(w)!wxl EX wXJ] .

5. MONOIDAL STRUCTURES ON D(Rany) AND OPERAD STRUCTURES ON D(X)

5.1. The ® monoidal structure. The ® monoidal structure on D(Ranx) is in principle just the
symmetric monoidal structure defined on D(Y") for any scheme Y as Definition in keeping
with Remark we make the following formal definition:

Definition 5.1.1. The ® monoidal structure on D(Rany) is defined by
® :D(Rany)*? — D(Rany) (A,B)—>(AQ® B);=A;® B, € DX,

®jes : D(Ranx)” — D(Rany) (A) > (@es )1 = ®jesA] € D(XT) .

together with the coherence isomorphisms given by the analogous product of those for A and B.

Proposition 5.1.2. The functors AL : D(X') — D(Rany) and A" : D(Rany) — D(X') of
are symmetric monoidal with respect to the ® monoidal structure on each category.

Corollary 5.1.3. The functors AP*™ : D(X) — D(Rany) and A™™!' : D(Rany) — D(X) define a
natural symmetric monoidal equivalence D(X)' =~ D(Ranx)'.

5.2. The ®* monoidal structure. The space Ranx is naturally a commutative monoid object
under the operation U : Ran)X<2 — Ranyx of union of finite subsets; this structure is discussed more
formally in Section but only motivational in this section. The union map equips D(Ranx)
with an additional monoidal structure, as follows:

The ®* monoidal structure on D(Rany) is defined geometrically by push forward along the union
map of the exterior product

Ux 0X: D(Rany)*? — D(Rany) ,

and similarly for higher arity monoidal products. The union map is presented as the colimit of
maps Ranx <,, X Ranx <p, — Ranx <y, +n, on bounded cardinality subsets, induced by the maps
X x X7 — X In keeping with Remark we make the following formal definition:
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Definition 5.2.1. The monoidal structure ®* : D(Ranx)*? — D(Rany) and its higher arity com-
ponents ®* : D(Ranx)” — D(Ranx) are presented by the functors

D(X1) x D(Xx2) -» D(XxT-E) (M7, My) — M;RM; ,
X jesD(X') — D(XT) (M) = Kjes M, -
It is difficult to write an explicit expression for the above monoidal product in general. However,
we have the following results from [FG11] and |[GL19]:
Proposition 5.2.2. For each A, B, A7 € D(Rany), there are canonical maps
6—) AnX¥Br, —» (A®* B)r and 6—) jeJAjI.j — (®;‘<eJ‘Aj)I )
ml —» {1,2} ml - J

Proposition 5.2.3. Let A, B € D(Rany). Then there is a canonical equivalence

JOH A B) = 0 ( D A}0,11<A10311>> :
I=Ipul
where j() : UD) — X7 is the complement of the union of all partial diagonals, and AVAY A X Xl X
is the diagonal embedding corresponding to the union map Iy 1 I; - Iy u I} = I. The analogous
statement also holds for higher arity tensor products.

Remark 5.2.4. The essential image D(Rany)x of the inclusion A, : D(X) — D(Rany) is evidently
not closed under ®*, so that ®* does not restrict to a monoidal structure on D(X). However, it
restricts to define an operad (or ‘pseudo tensor’, in the language of [BD04]) structure on D(X), as

in Example

Definition 5.2.5. The ®* operad structure on D(X) is defined by the inclusion D(X) — D(Ranx)*,
as in Example

Corollary 5.2.6. The functors AT : D(X) — D(Rany) and A™™' . D(Rany) — D(X) of
Remark define an equivalence of operads between D(Rany)% and D(X)*.

* are given by

Ezample 5.2.7. The multilinear operations in D(X)
Hom p(xyx ({M;}, L) = Hom p x1)(Ries Mi, ALL) .
For b € Homp(x)«({L, L}, L), the composition bo (b® 1) € Hompxy«({L, L, L}, L) is defined by

- A12,3
LRIRL P AL LKL = A23 (1) 220,

where A123 : X2 — X3 is defined by (z,y) — (z,z,y).

ASAPL = AP L

5.3. The @ tensor structure. The space Rany has an additional monoid structure in the
correspondence category, corresponding to the operation of disjoint union of finite subsets

Ran}? Jas (Ran%¥?)gisj — Rany ;
again, this structure is discussed more formally in Section but only motivational in this
section. The disjoint union correspondence equips D(Ranx) with an another additional tensor
structure.
The ® tensor structure is defined geometrically as the exterior product, pulled back along Jdisj»

and pushed forward along L1, so that we define L, 0 jc!hsj oX: D(Ranx)*? — D(Rany), and similarly
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for higher arity tensor products. This composition can again be presented as the colimit of maps
of the finite cardinality subspaces, induced by maps on powers of X. Thus, as in the discussion
preceeding Definition and in keeping with Remark we make the following definition:

Definition 5.3.1. The tensor structure @ : D(Ranx)*? — D(Rany) and its higher arity compo-
nents @ : D(Rany)’ — D(Ranx) are presented by the functors

D(X") x D(X2) - D(X""2) (My, My) > o (M R M)
%jesD(X") = D(X') (My,) = j(m)a () Rjes My,)

where j : U <> X? is the compliment of the diagonal, and j(r) : U(7w) < X! is the partial diagonal
complement determined by 7 : I — J as defined in Section

Remark 5.3.2. The functors j' = j* are canonically equivalent, and always defined for open em-
beddings. We use the notation j* throughout for the various open embeddings in this setting, in
keeping with the notation of [BD04] and [FG11].

Proposition 5.3.3. For each A, B, A7 € D(Rany), there are canonical equivalences

AeB) = @ j(mei(m)*(AEBL)  and (@A) = @ )i (m)* (HjesAT) -
ml — {1,2} el — J

Remark 5.3.4. Note that any n-fold tensor product vanishes when restricted to X! for |I| < n.
Proposition 5.3.5. For each A, B, A7 € D(Rany) there are natural maps
AQ*B->A@"B  and @i, A > QLA

so that the identity defines an oplax symmetric monoidal functor D(Ranx)* — D(Rany ).

Remark 5.3.6. As for ®*, the essential image D(Rany)x of the inclusion A, : D(X) — D(Ranx)
is evidently not closed under @, so that ®" does not restrict to a monoidal structure on D(X),
but still defines an operad structure on D(X), as in Example [C.1.11

Definition 5.3.7. The ®" operad structure on D(X) is defined by the inclusion D(X) < D(Ranx),
as in Example

Corollary 5.3.8. The functors A#" : D(X) — D(Rany) and A™¥™' . D(Rany) — D(X of-
define an equivalence of operads between D(Rany)$ and D(X)h.

Ezample 5.3.9. The multilinear operations in D(X)" are given by
HOH]D(X)ch({Mi},L) = HOII]D(X[) (jgl)j(l)7*(ie[Mi), Ach)L) 7

where j) : U < X7 is the compliment of the union of all partial diagonals, as defined in
For ;1 € Hompyyen ({L, L}, L), the composition po (1 ® 1) € Homp xyen({A, A, A}, A) is defined
by
-12,3 - 12,3*(M1)

SOGO) (ARARA) = j129 125 (j, * (ARAIRA) S22, 123 123%(A, (A)RA)

_ ARS(j,(AEA)) 20, ALSAD A = AP 4

where A'23 : X2 — X3 is defined by (z,y) — (z,7,y), U?3 = {(z,y,2)|r,y # 2} and j'?3
U12,3 s XS.
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Remark 5.3.10. There is a natural map of operads D(X)* — D(X) which is the identity on
objects and arity 1 morphisms, and defined on higher arity morphisms by the maps

Hom p 1 (Rher Mi, AL L) — Hom gy (74750 (Rier M;), AL L)
induced by
RierM; — j37 D% (Rer M)

where the latter are given by the unit of the (j(/)*, ij)) adjunction. These are intertwined with
the maps of Remark via the equivalences of Corollaries and

6. FACTORIZATION ALGEBRAS

Following the discussion in Section |1} a factorization algebra is given by the data of

e A sheaf A € D(Ranx) on Rany, and
e an isomorphism j(*A; ~ j(I)*AI for each I € fSet.
Evidently, we should require compatibility of the latter isomorphisms with the gluing maps A(7)' Ay =~ Ay,

but some care is required to carefully state the homotopy coherence data in this heuristic definition.
In this section, we give a formal definition of (non-unital) factorization algebra, following [FG11].

Ezample 6.0.1. A non-unital cocommutative coalgebra object A € CoComm™ (D(Rany)®) is an
object A € D(Rany), together with a map A — A®™ A and a compatible collection of higher arity
analogues. Concretely, the data of the map u must be specified compatibly over X' for each I: For
|I| = 1 there is no data as (4 @ A)q1y = 0, but for |I| = 2, the required map is

Ay — juj* (A1KIA;) or equivalently j¥As — j*(A1XIAL) .
More generally, the required maps A — ®§}€1 sA are specified over each stratum by maps
A — j(m)wJ(m) (Kjes Ar) or equivalently J(m)* A — j(m)* (Kes Ar,)
foreach I,J and 7w : I — J.

Note that for m = 17, these are maps of the type required in the heuristic definition of factorization
algebra above, except that they are not necessarily equivalences. Thus, we make the following
definition:

Definition 6.0.2. A non-unital factorization algebra on X is a non-unital cocommutative coalgebra
object A € D(Rany)" such that the induced maps

(6.0.1) J(m)* A S () (Rjes Ar,)

are equivalences for each I, J and 7w : I — J.

A unital factorization algebra on X is an object A € D(Rany u,) with a non-unital factorization
algebra structure on its image in D(Rany), and compatibility data with the unital structure on A,
see Remark [6.0.3]

Let AlgfaCt(X ) denote the category of non unital factorization algebras, defined as the full subcate-
gory of CoComm™ (D (Ranx)"). Similarly, let Alg®*(X) denote the category of unital factorization
algebras.
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Remark 6.0.3. The precise statement of the compatibility data is slightly involved, so we defer the
formal definition of the category of unital factorization algebras to Example For now, we
give the following example of the compatibility data: we require commutativity of the diagram

(6.0.2) A1 Mwx — Juj* (A1 Mwx)

| |

As JxJ* (A1 Ar)
and its higher arity analogues, where the vertical arrows are those from Equation

FEzample 6.0.4. The dualizing sheaf wran, € D(Rany) of Example defines a non-unital fac-
torization algebra wran, € Algft(X), with structure maps

wxt = J(m)j(m)* (Njesw 1)
given by the unit of the (5%, j.) adjunction under the identification wyrXwys = wyrus.
Similarly, the dualizing sheaf wrany ,, € D(Ranx un) of Example defines a non-unital fac-

torization algebra wrany,,, € Algleet(x).

Proposition 6.0.5. The ®' monoidal structure on D(Ran Xﬂm) induces a symmetric monoidal struc-

ture on Alg®*(X), such that wgran y.un 18 the tensor unit.
Proof. We postpone the proof until that of Proposition which is the first place it is essen-
tially used. 0

Let Algfﬁft(X )®" denote the symmetric monoidal category of unital factorization algebras in the ®'

monoidal structure.

Definition 6.0.6. A non unital factorization algebra A € Alg®®*(X) is called commutative if the
inverse of the equivalence [6.0.1] extends to a map

NjesAr, — Ar

f:
un (

for each I,J and 7 : I — J. A unital factorization algebra A € Alg
it is commutative as a non unital factorization algebra.

X) is called commutative if

7. CHIRAL ALGEBRAS

In this section we define the category of chiral algebras, which is equivalent to the category of
factorization algebras, as we recall in Section A chiral algebra is more closely analogous to
a global analogue of the notion of vertex algebra, and in Section [§] we exhibit an equivalence of
categories between weakly translation invariant, unital chiral algebras on A! and vertex algebras.
Again, we follow the approach of [FG11], and in turn [BD04], throughout this section.

Ezample 7.0.1. A Lie algebra object £ € D(Ranx)®™ is an object £, together with a map p :
L@ L — £ and its higher arity analogues. Concretely, the data of ; must be specified compatibly
over X' for each I. For |I| = 1 there is no data since (£ @™ £);y = 0, but for |I| = 2 the required
map is

p2 j(m)wj(m)* (LixILy) — Lo .
More generally, for each J we require maps p : ®§2 L — L which are specified on X I by maps

p(m) = j(m)ad(m)* (Mjes Li;) = Li
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foreach I,J and w: I — J.

Definition 7.0.2. A (non-unital) chiral algebra on X is a Lie algebra object £ € Lie(D(Ranx)")
such that underlying object £ € D(Ranx)x is supported on the image of the main diagonal A™a" :
X — Rany.

A unital chiral algebra on X is an object £ € D(Ranxy,) with a non unital chiral algebra
structure on its image in D(Rany), and compatibility data with the unital structure on £; see

Remark [7.0.5]

Let Alg®(X) denote the category of chiral algebras, defined as the full subcategory of Lie(D(Ranx )°").
Similarly, let Alg) (X) denote the category of unital chiral algebras.

Remark 7.0.3. Concretely, the condition £ € D(Rany)x is the requirement that
L;= Af,f)A for some Ae D(X)
for each I € fSet, where AU) : X < X7 is the small diagonal embedding, as defined in Section
Evidently, for such objects the data of the chiral Lie algebra structure maps are given by maps
(7.0.1) u(m) 5 (7)* (@jes A7 4) - AL A
for each I, J and 7w : I — J. This is essentially the same statement as Corollary below.

Warning 7.0.4. We change notation and write A € Alg®™(X) instead of denoting it by the underlying
object £L = AP*" A e D(Ranx)x.

Remark 7.0.5. Again, the precise definition of the unit compatibility data is not given here. In
Example we give the formal definition of a unital factorization algebra, and we formally
define a unital structure on a chiral algebra to correspond to that on a factorization algebra under
the equivalence Alg®(X) = Alg™"(X) of Section For now, we give the following example of the
compatibility data: we require commutativity data for the diagram

(7.0.2) JeJ*(AXwx) — AL A

|

JxJ (AR A) —— ALA

and its higher arity analogues, where the vertical map is that induced by the unit map of Equation

E3.11

Proposition 7.0.6. The forgetful functor Algh (X) — Alg®"(X) admits a left adjoint, defined on the

underlying D module by the functor A — wx @ A.

The resulting unital chiral algebra A @wx € Algﬁ};(X ) is called the free unital chiral algebra on A.
The following is a formal consequence of the definition of chiral algebra:

Corollary 7.0.7. A non unital chiral algebra is equivalent to a Lie algebra A € Algp, (D(X)")

internal to the operad D(X), by Corollary

Remark 7.0.8. In particular, we can summarize the above maps in terms of the Lie algebra
structure maps

Ui € HomD(X)ch({A}ie], A) = HomD(XI)(j,g)j(I)’*(ie[A), AS:])A) .
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Definition 7.0.9. A non unital chiral algebra A € Alg®™(X) is called commutative if the composition

Rjes AL A = ()i (m) (@5es A 4) 2 AL A
vanishes for each I, J € fSet and 7 : I — J, where the first map is the unit of the (j*, j4)-adjunction

and the second is the chiral algebra structure map p(7) from equation A unital chiral algebra
Ae Alg® (X) is called commutative if it is commutative as a non unital chiral algebra.

Remark 7.0.10. In terms of the corresponding Lie algebra operad D(X)", this is equivalent to the
vanishing of the composition

Xier A — jg)j(l)’* (KierA) — Ag)A
for each I € fSet.

8. FROM CHIRAL ALGEBRAS TO VERTEX ALGEBRAS

Warning 8.0.1. Throughout this section, all of the objects will be of cohomological degree zero (in
the heart of the relevant t-structure) and all the functors non-derived, in contrast with our general
conventions.

Let X = A" be n dimensional affine space and let G = GJ; act on A™ by translation. Fix global
coordinates x; on A" and note the resulting identification of the algebra of differential operators
and its translation invariant subalgebra T'(A", Dgn) = K[z;, 0z,] and T(A", Dyn)®e = K[0,,]. We
work with the left D module model for D(X) throughout this section and the next.

Consider the category D(A™)®a-® of weakly translation equivariant D modules on A™; see Section
for a breif review of equivariant D modules.

Remark 8.0.2. For each M € D(A")%a" the space of translation invariant sections T'(A", M)®a is
naturally a module for the translation invariant differential operators T'(A™, Dyn)®. The original
object M can be recovered from this data as

M =T(A", M)Gg ®F(A”,DAH)G3 (A", Dpn) .
Remark 8.0.3. Given a choice of closed point ¢y : 0 < A", there is a natural identification
My := tyM = T(A™, M)%a

given by extending the element of the fibre to a translation invariant section over A™; such a section
exists and is unique since A" is a G}, torsor.

In particular, there is a canonical trivialization of M as an O module, such that the action of
differential operators is given by the usual action on functions Ogn together with the K[d,,] module
structure on Mjy:

M = Mo ®x(s,,] Klxs, 0z, ] = Mo ®k K|z;] where Oz, (MR f) =0m@f+m@ 0y, f
for each m € My and f € K[x;].
In summary, we have the following:

Proposition 8.0.4. There is an equivalence of categories
(8.0.1) D(AMCiw ==D(K[d,,])  defined by M- My V@gKlzi] V.

Now, we consider the case when X = A! and state the main result of this section, following
Chapter 3.6 of [BD04]; see Definition [17.0.6| for the notion of weakly equivariant chiral algebra.
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Theorem 8.0.5. There is an equivalence of categories between the category of weakly translation
equivariant chiral algebras on A and that of vertex algebras

Algh (ANGaw ——>VOAx  defined by A Ay VO K[z] — V,
where A € D(A")®a% is such that A4 = £ € D(RanAl)g‘f’w and Ay = 1) A, as above.

Proof. Let £ € Alg®*(AN)®«¥ be a weakly translation equivariant chiral algebra, A € D(A")Ca% he
such that AP#1A = £ € D(Rany1)% %, and let A = V®x K[z] for Ve D(K[d]) the corresponding
complex of K[d] modules under the equivalence of Proposition El above.

The underlying vector space V € Vectg defines the state space of our putative vertex algebra,
and the module structure p : K[d] — Endg(V) is equivalent to the action of the generator T' :=
p(0) € End(V) defines the translation operator. The unit map wy1 — L defines a distinguished
vector @ € V such that () = 0, which defines the unit for the vertex algebra V.

It remains to identify the weakly equivariant chiral algebra structure map

12 € HOHlD(A1)(@a7w),ch({A, A}, A) = HomD(Az)Ga,w (]*]* (AA), A*A)

with a vertex operator map Y (-,z) : V& — V((z)) satisfying the conditions in the definition
of vertex algebra, recalled in Definition [E.1.3] The chiral algebra structure map can be written
explicitly in coordinates as a map

V&2 @y K[z, y, (z — y) '] —— V Ok K[z] O 6,y

which intertwines the action of K[z,y, dx, &,] on each side. Here §,_, =~ (z —y) 'K[(z —y) '] is
the delta function D module on the diagonal.

Now, we apply Proposition of the next subsection, just as in Example but in the
special case X = A!, which implies there exist natural maps fi, ji such that the following commutes

n

(8.0.2) VE? @k K|z, ] VR K[z] ®x K((z —y)) ,

V®2 ®K K[$a Y, ($ - y)_l] \4 Rk K[l’] Rk 53:7y

and moreover each of the three maps u, i, fi is uniquely determined by the others; this is just the
diagram of Equation in the case X = Al

The maps pu, i, i are all maps of weakly G, equivariant D modules, and in particular j is
determined by its restriction to (0,0) € A%, which defines

Y V®2 ¥V ek K((2))
for z = (z — y), as desired. Moreover:

e The commutativity of the diagram and its analogue with the arguements wx and A
interchanged are equivalent to the conditions Y (0, z) = 1y and Y (a, 2)(0) € V[[z]] with
Y(a, 2)(D)]:—0 = a.

e The fact that f is a map of D modules is equivalent to the condition that [T,Y (a,z)] =
0.Y (a, z).

e The Jacobi identity for the chiral Lie bracket p is equivalent to the mutual locality or
‘associativity’ condition of the vertex algebra; writing the Jacobi identity in coordinates
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in terms of the identifications above gives the well-known Jacobi type formulation of the
associativity axiom of vertex algebras.

Alternatively, the Theorem [9.2.10] of the following subsection in the case of X = Al restricted to
the subcategories of GG, equivariant objects, implies these results. O

9. OPERATOR PRODUCT EXPANSIONS

In this section we summarize the results of Section 3.8 of [BD04], a special case of which is recalled
in the preceding section.

Warning 9.0.1. Throughout this section, all of the objects will be of cohomological degree zero (in
the heart of the relevant t-structure) and all the functors non-derived, in contrast with our general
conventions.

9.1. Abstract preliminaries. We begin by recalling some abstract preliminary material, which
we recommend the reader skip, and return to only as necessary.

Let P a smooth algebraic variety. A Dp-sheaf is a (not neccesarily quasi coherent) sheaf of
modules for Dp over P in the etale topology. Let M(P) = D¢;(P)Y denote the abelian category of
Dp-sheaves, in which D(P)? is a full subcategory.

Construction 9.1.1. Let i : Z < P be a closed embedding of a smooth subvariety with J < Op the
corresponding ideal sheaf. There is a functor ¢* : M(P) — M(Z) defined by t*F = v (F/J - F), with
Dz module structure defined as usual.
The functor * admits a right adjoint i, : M(Z) — M(P). This functor is exact and fully faithful,
and its image is the full subcategory on objects which are complete along Z — P.
The analogue of the usual functor
Ly : M(Z) — M(P) is defined by 142G = 015G @ (Lawz) .

This functor is exact, fully faithful, and agrees with the usual direct image functor when restricted
to DY(X). Its image is the full subcategory on objects such that each local section is annihilated
by some power of J.

Construction 9.1.2. Let j : U — P denote the complementary open embedding to ¢ : Z <— P, and
define - -
s : M(Z) - M(P) by .G =iG(-)®j.0pu .
For Z of codimension 1 in P, the short exact sequence
Op = J.j*Op — 10" (Op) reduces to Op — J«(Opy) = 1(Og)
so that for each G'€ M(Z) we obtain the exact sequence
(9.1.1) 1+G = 1.G = 1,G .
Ezample 9.1.3. Let Z be a smooth algebraic curve X, P=X x X, and t = A: X - X x X. Then
AG =y G ®, 19, (0y'Ox @k K[z —y]]) = Go ®k K[ — y]] = G1 ®xk K[[z — y]]

where z,y are local coordinates on X, G; = p; '@, and similarly

(9.1.2) A*G = G() Rk K((a: — y)) = G1 Rk K((a: — y))
In particular, for Z = A' we have A,G =~ GOk Klz][[r—y]] = G1@xK[[z—y]] = G2@xK[[z—y]]
and A,G.
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We now state the key lemma which is used in the comparision of chiral structure of equation
and the operator product expansion maps of Definition below. The latter is used in the
definition[9.2.8|of OPE algebras, which generalizes the notion of vertex algebras to global curves, and
is essentially equivalent to the notion of a bundle of vertex algebras in [FBZ04]. This comparison is
used in the proof of Theorem below, which generalizes Theorem of the previous section.

Proposition 9.1.4. Let G € M(Z), F € M(P) and suppose Z is codimension 1. Then the natural
maps

are isomorphisms, where the former is given by precomposition with ¢ and the latter by postcom-
position with ¢, as summarized in the diagram

(9.1.3) F

|

F® jsOy “— 1.G

where ¢ and ¢! are the images of ¢ under the two equivalences.

9.2. Operator product expansions. We now restict our attention again to the case that X is a
smooth algebraic curve.

Definition 9.2.1. Let {F;},G € M(X). The space of operator product expansion (OPE) operations
is defined as

O1({F},G) = Hom(:F;, AL(@))
where ASf) = Ai[)() ®j,g)OU(I) : M(X) - M(XT), and Agf) = (AD)Y, as defined in
Remark 9.2.2. Note that Al » (Aff)); unless |I| = 2, where the latter is as defined in

Proposition 9.2.3. For each w: J — I, there are natural composition maps

X 04, ({H;}, F;) ® Or({Fi},G) — Hom(Njes Hj, AUTID gy

i€l
for any {H?}, {Fi},G € M(X), where AULT) = (A(r), 0 A (1) © §() Oy (-
Remark 9.2.4. These maps do not define an operad stucture on D(X )Q with multilinear maps

defined by OPE operations, as the composition of two OPE operations may fail to define another
OPE operation.

Remark 9.2.5. The above composition maps are still associative in the appropriate sense: there
is no ambiguity in preforming itterated compositions, although such compositions are valued in
generalizations of the spaces of operations, as in the preceeding proposition.

Remark 9.2.6. There is a natural inclusion AS:])G — AULING giving an inclusion
(9.2.1) 0,({H;},G) = Hom(jje, H;, AL G) — Hom(Rje, Hy, AP @)

Definition 9.2.7. A collection of OPE operations v ® (®i0;) € &y Os.({H;}, Fi) ® Or({Fi}, G)
compose nicely if v(4;) is in the image of the inclusion.

Definition 9.2.8. Let i € O2({G, G}, G) a binary ope operation. Then
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e [1is called associative if both f® (A ® 1g) and i® (1 ® i) compose nicely, and their values
in O3({G, G, G}, G) coincide.
o [i is called commutative if it invariant under the natural transposition of factors isomorphism
on O2({G, G}, G).
An associative and commutative binary ope operation fi € O2({G, G}, G) is called an ope algebra
structure on G, and (G, i) is called an OPE algebra.
A unit 1 for an ope algebra (G, i) is a horizontal section 1 € G such that for each a € G we have
f(1Ka), i(aX1) € A,G c A,G, and both project to a € G under A,G — G the cokernel of the

A~

inclusion Ja - A.G — A*G.

Ezxample 9.2.9. Applying proposition in the case P = X x X, Z = X and «+ = A with
F = )KL, and G = M!, we obtain an isomorphism

Oa(Ly, Ly; M) = Hom(L1 KLy, Ay M) = Hom(juj* (LRILY), A M")®x Ao = Hom pxyen (L1, Lo; M)®x Az ,

where Ay = Kgign € K[S2]-Mod is the sign representation. More generally there is a canonical
embedding, which is not an equivalence in keeping with Remark above,

Or({LL}, M') = Hom(; L}, AL M) — Hom (5 5% (s, L), A MY@A; = Homp vy ({Li}, M)®As

where A\; = wI ®w;(}, recalling j,j*(F) =~ F ® j,Op for F e M(X).
In the case of interest when Ll1 = ng = M'" = Al, the analogue of the diagram is given by

i

(9.2.2) ARIA ALA .

[

Jai*(ARA) L= AL A

Now, the main result of Chapter 3.8 of [BD04] is the following:
Theorem 9.2.10. The isomorphism
02({‘417 Al}7 Al) = PQCh({Av A}7 A)

gives a bijection between the set of ope algebra structures on A! and the set of non-unital chiral
algebra structures on A, such that a flat section 1 € A’ defines a unit for an ope structure if and
only if it defines a unit for the corresponding chiral algebra.

. ie omm' AND COISSON TO LIE, COMMUTATIVE, AND POISSON VERTEX ALGEBRAS
10. FrowMm Lie*, C , ;

In Section we recall that chiral algebras are closely related to topological associative algebras,
following Section 3.6 of [BD04]. In this section, we recall the chiral analogues of Lie, commutative,
and Poisson algebras, called Lie*, Comm!, and Coisson algebras, respectfully. Further, we show
that on X = Al in the G, equivariant setting, such objects are equivalent to Lie, commutative, and
Poisson vertex algebras, respectively, in analogy with the results of Section |8} We follow sections
2.3, 2.5, and 2.6 of [BD04] throughout.
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10.1. Overview. Recall that there are canonical maps of operads
(10.1.1)
Lie —» Ass —» Comm and corresponding functors Algcomm(0) = Alga(0) — Algr;.(0)

on algebras internal any operad O € Op(Vectyk). These functors are just the inclusion of commutative
algebras as a full subcategory of associative algebras, and the forgetful functor from associative to
Lie algebras given by remembering only commutators, respectfully. This sequence is ‘left exact’,
in the sense that the functor Alge,m(0) — Algae(0) is the inclusion of the full subcategory on
objects whose image under Alg,(0) — Algy;.(O) have trivial Lie structure maps.

Poisson algebras also arise naturally in this setting: given a one parameter family of associative
algebras Ay € Algy(D(K[A])) with central fibre Ag = Aplp—0; € Algoomm(Vectk) a commutative
algebra, there is a canonical lift Ag € Algp (Vectk) of Ap to a Poisson algebra. By definition, a
Poisson algebra is a commutative algebra with a Lie bracket {-,-} : A9 ®x Ag — Ao that acts as a
bi-derivation of the product, which in the setting at had is defined by

(10.1.2) {1} = %[n Inlin=o}

where [-,-]s : A ®k A — Ayp is the commutator in Ay,.
In the following, we define the categories Lie*(X), Comm'(X) and Cois(X) of Lie*, Comm' and
Coisson algebras on a variety X. Further, we define functors

(10.1.3) Comm'(X) — Alg®*(X) — Lie*(X)

analogous to those of Equation The former will be the inclusion of Comm'(X) as the full
subcategory of Alg(X) on objects whose image under the latter functor have trivial Lie* structure
maps, which are precisely the commutative chiral algebras of Definition [7.0.9

Similarly, Coisson algebras are by definition Comm' algebras with an analogously compatible
Lie* bracket. Further, given a one parameter family of chiral algebras Ay € Alg™"(X) JK[r) With

central fibre Ag = Ap|(p-0} € Comm'(X) commutative, there is a canonical lift Ag € Cois(X) of Ag
to a Coisson algebra, with Lie* bracket defined analogously as the first order approximation to the
associated family of Lie* algebras.

10.2. Lie* algebras. To begin, we recall the rudiments of the theory of Lie* algebras.

Definition 10.2.1. A Lie* algebra on X is a Lie algebra object in the operad D(X)* of D modules
on X with the = operad structure of Definition [5.2.5

Let Lie*(X) = Algp;(D(X)*) denote the category of Lie* algebras on X.
Remark 10.2.2. Concretely, a Lie* algebra on X is given by a D module L € D(X) together with
iterated Lie bracket maps

by BierL — AVL
in D(XT) for each I € fSet.
Ezample 10.2.3. Suppose that L = L := L ®oyx Dx € D(X) is an induced D module on Le
QCoh(X). Then a Lie* structure on L is equivalent to a skew-symmetric bidifferential operator b €

PDiﬁ(fL, L E) satisfying the Jacobi identity with respect to the usual composition of polydifferential
operators.
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Ezample 10.2.4. Let g be a finite type Lie algebra. Then L = g®xDx = g®x Ox®o, Dx € Lie*(X)
is naturally a Lie* algebra under the Dy linear extension of the Lie bracket map on g. The
corresponding bidifferential operator in this example is the Ox linear extension of the Lie bracket

to L =g®k Ox.

Ezample 10.2.5. Let fx be the tangent sheaf of X. Then the Lie bracket b € PDiff(0x,0x;0x) is a
bidifferential operator which defines a Lie* structure on 0x » = 0x Qo Dx.

Remark 10.2.6. By Remark [5.3.10} there is a natural functor Alg®®(X) — Lie*(X). Concretely, it
is the identity on the underlying D module on X, and sends the chiral structure map

AP0 e 4) 25 AP A to the composition  ®erA — {70 (e 4) 25 ADL

This is the desired analogue of the forgetful functor Alg,., — Algy,., as outlined in Equation|10.1.3
Civen a chiral algebra A € Alg®"(X), we denote its associated Lie* algebra by AM® € Lie*(X).

10.3. Comm' algebras. We now recall the elementary definitions for the chiral analogue of the
theory of commutative algebras.

Definition 10.3.1. A Comm' algebra on X is a commutative algebra object in the symmetric
monoidal category D(X)' of D modules on X with the ® tensor structure of Definition

Let Comm'(X) = Alggomm (D (X)') denote the category of Comm' algebras on X.

Remark 10.3.2. Concretely, a Comm' algebra on X is given by a D module A € D(X) together
with commutative multiplication maps

m': ®erAi — A
in D(X) for each I € fSet.
Remark 10.3.3. For each A € Alg™"(X), the natural excision exact triangle
AXIA
(103.1)  ARA 5 " (ARA) L ALA (ABA)[1]  induces jag* (ARA) - - A4
o

AL (A® A)1]

Thus, we see that the chiral product map p factors through a map m : A® A — A as indicated if
and only if the induced Lie® bracket map b vanishes. This is precisely the condition in the definition
of commutative chiral algebra.

In particular, this defines an equivalence Comm'(X) => Alg™(X)Comm between the category of
Comm' algebras and that of commutative factorization algebras on X. Together with the above
discussion, this yields the desired proposition:

Proposition 10.3.4. The category Comm'(X) is equivalent to the full subcategory of Alg®"(X) on
objects whose image under the forgetful functor to Lie*(X) have trivial Lie* structure maps.
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10.4. Coisson algebras and filtered quantizations. Next, we recall the definition of Coisson
algebra and the notion of a filtered quantization of a Coisson algebra to a chiral algebra.

Definition 10.4.1. A Coisson algebra R € Cois(X) on X is a Comm' algebra together with a Lie*
bracket {,-} : R R — AR which is a derivation of the Comm' product m : R® R — R.

Given a one parameter family of chiral algebras Aj, € Alg™*(X) /k[n] With central fibre given by

Ao = Aplin=oy € Comm'(X) a commutative chiral algebra, there is a canonical Coisson structure on
Ap, defined by

1
(10.4.1 () = 2 0l
where by, : AgXIAg — Ay Ay is defined using the induced family of Lie™ brackets, as the composition
AgR Ag — A Ap 5 juj* (AR Ap) 5 ALA

The composition vanishes to first order in £, so that the expression in Equation [10.4.1] is indeed
well defined; this follows immidiately from commutativity of Ag.

Definition 10.4.2. A family of chiral algebras Ay, € AlgCh(X)/K[h] with central fibre Ay € Comm'(X)
commutative is called a filtered quantization of the associated Coisson algebra.

10.5. Lie, commutative, and Poisson vertex algebras. Now, as in Section [§], we restrict to
the case X = A! and describe the objects of the preceding subsection in the weakly G, equivariant.

Warning 10.5.1. Throughout this section, all of the objects will be of cohomological degree zero (in
the heart of the relevant t-structure) and all the functors non-derived, in contrast with our general
conventions.

Recall the diagram of Equation and the surrounding discussion in Example which
establishes the equivalence between the chiral product map

W Jeg (ARIA) — ALA and the map i AXA — ALA

which is the global generalization of the operator product expansion of a vertex algebra. In par-
ticular, the diagram of Equation which specializes that of Equation in the special case
X = A', together with the discussion in the proof of Theorem [8.0.5, explains the equivalence
between the chiral product map and the usual vertex algebra operator product structure map.

We now extend the vertical arrows of each of the diagrams in equations and by both
of the short exact sequences of equations [10.3.1] and [9.1.1], which yields the following:

ALA Vek Klz] @k K[[z — y]]
m -7 l w7 l
AmA — " L A,A V&2 @y K, y] ——— VO K[z] @« K((z — y))

wen [T T |

Jad* (ARIA) — A, A V&2 @ Kz, y, (z — y) 1] ——= V ®k K[z] ® d,—y

7 >
! - ! ///
- —
q s m 4 -~ m
’d

—

AL(AQ A) V®2 @y K[2] @xc 65y
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These diagrams summarize the interaction of the relations between chiral, Lie* and Comm' algebras
discussed in the preceding subsection, and the passage from chiral algebras to vertex algebras. In
particular, we use them to deduce the analogues of Theorem [8.0.5|in the commutative and Lie case:
applying the equivalence of Proposition to weakly G, equivariant Comm' and Lie* algebras,
we find the categories of such are equivalent to commutative vertex algebras and vertex Lie algebras,
respectfully:

Proposition 10.5.2. There is an equivalence of categories between the category of weakly translation
equivariant commutative chiral algebras on A! and the category of commutative vertex algebras

Algh (A1) Comm,(Ga,w) é VOAGemm defined by A Ay Ve Klz] <V,

where A € D(A')Ge¥ is such that AT A4 = £ € D(RanAl)gf’w and Ag = thA, as in Proposition
B0.4

Proof. We apply the proof of Theorem [8.0.5] in the commutative case: From the commutative
diagram[10.5.1] we see that the condition of commutativity of the chiral algebra pot = 0 is equivalent
to the condition qo i = 0. Since the operator product structure map Y : V&2 — Vg K((2)) is just
the data of such a map i in the G, equivariant case, g o fi = 0 if and only if the operator product
structure map is nonsingular. This latter condition is precisely the definition of a commutative
vertex algebra. O

Remark 10.5.3. Alternatively, the category Comm!(X ) is equivalent to the category of affine D
schemes on X. In the case X = A!, the G, equivariant D schemes are by definition commuta-
tive algebra objects in D(Al)!’(G“’w). Applying Proposition we obtain an equivalence with
the category of commutative algebra objects in K[d]-Mod, which is equivalent to the category of
commutative vertex algebras by Proposition

Proposition 10.5.4. There is an equivalence of categories between the category of weakly translation
equivariant Lie* algebras on A! and the category of vertex Lie algebras

Lie*(ADGe® —=> VLAx  defined by L Ly Vg K[z] <V,

where L € D(A")®«% is the D module underlying the Lie* algebra and Ly = 1)L, as in Proposition
B.0.4

Proof. Again, the proof is essentially the same as that of Theorem The bracket map
b: V®2®K]K[m, y] = VOrK[z]|®@kdr—y is determined on generators by Yy Ve V®kIe—y ,

by translation invariance. The latter is precisely the vertex Lie structure map, as desired. The
remaining properties are checked as in the proof of Theorem though the computation appears
to be more involved to match the particular conventions from [FBZ04] which are listed in Definition

[E3.1 O

Remark 10.5.5. From the diagram of Equation |10.5.1] together with the above discussion, it is
apparent that the forgetful functor Alg®*(X) — Lie*(X) corresponds to remembering only the
singular part of the OPE, which is the usual forgetful functor from vertex algebras to vertex Lie
algebras.
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Ezample 10.5.6. Suppose L = Lp an induced D module on a translation invariant Oy module L
over X = A!, with fibre Ly at the point 0 € A!. Then we have

Lo = Lo ®x K[7]
is a free K[J] module, so that the bracket map is determined on Lo by a map
b: I~/?2 — I~/0 R KI[I] ® 65—y -

This is equivalent to the data of a translation invariant bidifferential operator by € PDiff(L, L; L)Ga%,
as follows from Example [10.2.3

Ezample 10.5.7. Let Ly = g a finite dimensional Lie algebra with Lie bracket by : ¢®? — g. Then

the map
0

bo=b®1: L% > Ly@1@6Y, = Lo@K[0] ©06,—,
defines a vertex Lie algebra, which corresponds to the Lie* algebra g ®x Dx € Lie*(X) of Example
10.2.4)under Proposition|10.5.4, Rewritten in terms of the vertex Lie structure map Y_ : L?Q — Lo @K 6p—y,

this reads

J£a1’ b]

z

(10.5.2) Y_(J%,2)(Jb,) =
where J%; = a®1 € gk K[J] = Lo for each a € g, recalling §, ,, = 27 K[27!] so that 5g_y > 2L

Ezample 10.5.8. Let L = 0x be the tangent sheaf of X = A'. The Lie bracket of vector fields
defines a bidifferential operator b € PDiff(Ax, fx;0x) so that L = 0 x,p defines a Lie* algebra on X.

For X = A!, we have 0x = K[x] - 0, so that the fiber of L over a fixed point Ly = K is one
dimensional. The Lie bracket is given by

b: K[2]** - K[z]  K[0] ® 65—y f®g ((02f)9 — f(0y9)) ® bz—y

Now, applying the usual vertex algebra convention of fixing coordinates (x,z —y) on X2, as in
Example [9.1.3] we have

Oz > Op + Op—y Oy = —0Oz—y so that Op — Oy > Op + 205y
and thus the corresponding vertex Lie structure map is given by

Iy 2l
(10.5.3) Y_(l_g,z)(l_2)=73+ 2

)

2
z
where I_9 = 1 € Ly = K[| and [_3 = 0 € Lo; this is chosen to match the usual notation for the
Virasoro algebra generator [_5 and its image under the translation operator I_s.

We can also combine the above results to deduce the analogous relation between Coisson algebras
and Poisson vertex algebras:

Proposition 10.5.9. There is an equivalence of categories between the category of weakly translation
equivariant Coisson algebras on A! and the category of Poisson vertex algebras

Cois(Al)Ba® —==PVAg  defined by R~ Ry  V®xK[z] <V,

where R € D(A")®® is the D module underlying the Coisson algebra and Ry = LE)R, as in Propo-
sition [R.0.4]
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11. FrROM CHIRAL ALGEBRAS TO TOPOLOGICAL ASSOCIATIVE ALGEBRAS

In this section, together with the complementary Appendix [D| we summarize the results of
Chapter 3.6 of [BD04] and the closely related paper [Bei07].

Warning 11.0.1. Throughout this section, all of the objects will be of cohomological degree zero (in
the heart of the relevant t-structure) and all the functors non-derived, in contrast with our general
conventions.

11.1. Modifications and topologies at a point on D modules. In this subsection, we sum-
marize the results of Section 2.1.13 of [BD04]. Throughout, let X be an algebraic curve, z € X (K)
a smooth, closed point inducing the complementary closed and open embeddings

lp: {x} = X j:Up—> X where Up = X\{z} ,
and let M € D(X)Y be a D module.

Definition 11.1.1. Define the space Z, (M) of modifications of M € D(X)? at the point z € X (K)
by
E:(M) = {M¢ — M a Dx submodule | supp(M /M) = {x}} .

Following [BD04], we let o = dR" : D(X)¥ — Sh.(X) denote the zeroth cohomology of the de
Rham sheaf functor, as in Definition and h, = ¢}, : D(X)¥ — K-Mod, so that h,(M) =
LLh(M) = h(M),.

Proposition 11.1.2. For each £ € Z,(M ), we have a short exact sequence

h(Mﬁ)x = h(M); — h(M/Mﬁ)x .
Definition 11.1.3. The Z topology is the topology on h{M ), with basis of neighbourhoods of 0 given
by the subspaces h(Mg), < h(M) for each § € Z,(M).

Let h, : D(X; Top,) — K-Modr,, denote the functor taking M to the completion of h(M), in
the E topology. See Appendix D] for a review and conventions regarding functional analysis.

Remark 11.1.4. The completion of h(M), in the = topology is given by
]Alx(M) = lim h(M)y/h(Me), = lim h(M/Me), ,

€5, (M) §e8. (M)
by Proposition [11.1.2
Proposition 11.1.5. Let V € K-Mod — K-Modr,, be a discrete vector space. Then
Homg Modr,, (he (M), V) = Hompxy(M, 144 V) .

Definition 11.1.6. A topology on M at x is defined to be a topology Z% (M) on h(M), that is coarser
than the = topology.

Let D(X; Top,) denote the category of D modules M € D(X)" together with a choice of topology
(M) on M at x, with morphisms given by maps of D modules inducing continuous maps on the

—7
=7
—x

corresponding completed topological vector spaces. Let fo : D(X;Top,) — K-Modr, denote the
functor of taking the completion k(M) € K-Modr,, of h(M), with respect to =% (M).

Remark 11.1.7. As in remark [11.1.4] we have

RE(M) = lim hy(M/M) .
+(M) s (M /M)
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11.2. From chiral algebras to topological associative algebras. We now recall the main result
facilitating the construction of topological associative algebras from chiral algebras, and its variants
for Lie*, Comm' and Coisson algebras.

Proposition 11.2.1. The functor hy : D(X;Top,) — K-Modr,p that assigned to M the completion
of h(M), in the Z topology lifts to maps of operads

he : D(X; Top,)* — K-Mod’,,

he + D(X; Top,)' — K-Mody,,

ha : D(X; Top,)™ — K-Mod$
where the three operad structures on K-Modr,p are as defined in remarks [D.2.2] and Defi-
nition [D.2:8] respectively.

The desired result follows from the preceding proposition:

Corollary 11.2.2. Let A € Alg®®(X) be a chiral algebra on X, and let
EP(A) = {A¢ — A a chiral subalgebra | supp(A/A¢) = {x}} .

—x
Then A% := h,(A,2%) e Alg ASS(K—ModCT};’;) defines a topological associative algebra with respect
to the ®" tensor structure.

We now state the analogues for Lie*, Comm' and Coisson algebras:
Corollary 11.2.3. Let L € Lie*(X) be a Lie* algebra on X, and let
=Me(L) = {L¢ — L a Lie* subalgebra | supp(L/L¢) = {z}} .

Then LY := b, (A, EL) e Algy;e(K-Mod,,,) defines a topological Lie algebra with respect to the
®* tensor structure.
Corollary 11.2.4. Let R € Comm'(X) be a Comm' algebra on X, and let

gfomm(R) = {Re > Ra Comm' subalgebra | supp(R/R¢) = {x}} .

Then RCO™™ .= h,(R,ES°™™) ¢ Alg ASS(K—Mod!TOp) defines a topological associative algebra with
respect to the ®! tensor structure.

12. CHIRAL ENVELOPING ALGEBRAS OF Lie* ALGEBRAS

In Section |10, we recalled the notion of Lie* algebra on X, and explained that there was a forgetful

functor
ch (')Lie sk (')Lie
Alg™(X) —— Lie*(X) analogous to the functor Algp(0) —— Algy;.(0)

from associative to Lie algebras given by remembering only commutators; these are defined naturally
internal to an ambient operad O, which we take to be Vectg with its usual symmetric monoidal
structure for the remaining discussion.

The universal enveloping algebra of a Lie algebra can be understood as providing a left adjoint
U : Algy;o(Vectk) — Algag(Vectk) to the above forgetful functor; for any associative algebra A €
Alga(Vectk), and Lie algebra g € Algy;.(Vectk), there are natural isomorphisms

HomAlgLie (Vectg) (gv ALiC) = I—IornAlgASS (Vectg) (u(G) ) A) :
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In this subsection, we recall the chiral enveloping algebra functor U : Lie*(X) — Alg™"(X), as
well as its unital and twisted variants, which satisfy the analogous adjunction

Homy ;o () (L, A¥¢) = Homy o (U (L), A) |
naturally for each A € Alg®"(X) and L € Lie*(X).

Definition 12.0.1. Let L € Lie*(X) be a Lie* algebra on X. The non-unital chiral enveloping algebra
UM (L) € Alg®*(X) of L is the non-unital chiral algebra corresponding to the non-unital factorization
algebra

COE®* (Amainpy e Algft(X)  where  CCP®" . Algp (D(Ranx)*) — CoAlggymmm (D(Rany)*)

denotes the reduced Chevalley-Eilenberg chains object internal to D(Ranx)*, and AT, € Algy ;. (D(Ranx)%)
is the Lie algebra object corresponding to L € Lie*(X).

The (unital) chiral enveloping algebra U (L) € Algh (X) of L is the unitalization of the above
non-unital variant, in the sense of Proposition [7.0.6

Remark 12.0.2. The object CY Be* (AM3n 1) ¢ D(Rany) carries a natural non-unital, cocommuta-
tive coalgebra structure internal to D(Ranx)* as it is the reduced Chevalley-Eilenberg chains on a
Lie algebra object, which induces such a structure internal to D(Ranx )" by applying the forgetful
functor on coalgebras given by Proposition [5.3.5] The fact that the resulting cocommutative coal-

gebra in the chiral tensor structure is factorizeable is demonstrated in the proof of Theorem 6.4.2
in [FG11].

Remark 12.0.3. The D module on X underlying the chiral algebra U (L) is given by

uch(L) _ Amain,!Cv.CE,(@* (AiﬂajnL) [_ 1] ~ @ Amam Symk R AmamL (_B Sym.
keZso k€Z>0

where the first isomorphism follows from Proposition and Sym|’ denotes the symmetric power
of L € D(X)'. Similarly, the D module underlying the unital chiral enveloping algebra is given by

Uh (L) = Syms (L) .
We now state the anticipated universal property, which is proved in [BD04] and [FG11]:
Proposition 12.0.4. There is a natural equivalence
Homy jox(x) (L, A¥) = HomAlgch(X)(uCh(L), A),
for each A € Alg®®(X) and L € Lie*(X). The analogous statement holds for U (L) € Algh (X).

Ezample 12.0.5. Suppose L = Ly = L ®oy Dx € Lie*(A")®® an induced D module on a trans-
lation invariant Ox module L over X = A', as in Example so that the fibre at the point
0 € Al is given by Ly = Lo ®x K[7].

The vertex algebra corresponding to the translation invariant chiral enveloping algebra A =
Uk (L) e Alg;Ch (A1)G« under Theorem has underlying vector space given by

V = Ay = 1(Sym} (L)) = Sym (Lo @k K[@]) = Symi (Lo @k 2z~ 'K[z71]) .

Ezample 12.0.6. Let g be a finite type Lie algebra over K and L = gy € Lie*(X) be the induced
Lie* algebra, as in Example [10.5.7 The untwisted affine chiral algebra Ag(g) = U (L) € AlgS! (X)
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is defined as the chiral enveloping algebra of L. In particular, the corresponding vertex algebra is
given by
J[avb]
Vo(g) = Symi(z 'glz ') with Y (J?,2)(J) = _Zl

as the singular part of the operator product map, where J%; = a®z"1 € V((g) is the usual generator
corresponding to a € g. The defining property of the chiral envelope is that it is freely generated
subject to the relations imposed by the fixed singular terms, so the preceeding expression follows

by definition from Equation [10.5.2

Ezxample 12.0.7. Let L = 6x p € Lie*(X) be the Lie* algebra given by the induced D module on the
tangent sheaf 6x under Lie bracket of vector fields, as in Example The untwisted Virasoro
chiral algebra A = U (L) € Alg (X) is defined as the chiral enveloping algebra of L. In particular,
the corresponding vertex algebra is given by

_ 20
Virg = Symj (27 'K[271]) with Y(l_9,2)(l_2) = l73 + 222

as the singular part of the operator product map, where _o = 2! and [_3 = —2272 are the usual

Virasoro generators. As in the preceding example, this follows from the analogous Equation [10.5.3

12.1. wx extensions of Lie* algebras and twisted chiral enveloping algebras. We now
recall the variant of the results of the preceding subsection twisted by a central extension of the
relevant Lie algebra object.

Definition 12.1.1. Let L € Lie*(X) be a Lie* algebra on X. An wx extension of L is a Lie* algebra
L’ e Lie*(X) fitting into a short exact sequence of Lie* algebras wy < L’ — L.

Remark 12.1.2. An wx-extension is necessarily central, as the canonical map
Hompxys (L, L; L") = Hompxy (L, L’; L")
is an equivalence.

Definition 12.1.3. Let L € Lie*(X) be a Lie* algebra on X with wx extension L’ € Lie*(X) and
let 1" € H{;(L") be the unit section of wy <> L’. The twisted chiral envelope A = U (L) €
Alg® (X) is the unital chiral algebra quotient of U (L”) with kernel the ideal generated by 1 —1" e
HR (USh (L7)), where 1 is the unit section of U (L?).

Remark 12.1.4. The D modules underlying A = U (L) and UE (L) are isomorphic, though not
canonically unless the extension is trivial.

The following is the corresponding universal property of the twisted chiral enveloping algebra
construction:

Proposition 12.1.5. There is a natural equivalence

~

{9 € Homp e (L7, AY9) | 9(1%) = 14} 2> Homy o ) (U (1), 4)
for each A € Alg®®(X) and L € Lie*(X), and wx extension

Ezample 12.1.6. Let g be a finite type Lie algebra with non-degenerate, ad-invariant bilinear form
k: g% - K, and let L = gp € Lie*(X) be the induced Lie* algebra, as in Example There is
a canonical wx extension of L, called the Kac-Moody extension, and we define the affine Kac-Moody
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chiral algebra by A.(g) = U (L) € Alg™ (X) as the twisted chiral enveloping algebra corresponding
to the wx extension determined by ¢ -k for ¢ € K; see e.g. 2.5.9 in [BD04].

On X = A!, the corresponding vertex algebra has the same underlying vector space as in the
case ¢ = 0, which reduces to Example we have

JLa{b] M k(a,b)

z 22

Ve(g) = Symi(a @k 2 'K[z7'])  with  Y(J%,2)(J")) =

as the singular part of the operator product map.

Ezxample 12.1.7. Let b be a finite type, abelian Lie algebra with non-degenerate bilinear form
k : h®2 — K. In this case, the affine Kac-Moody chiral algebra is called the Heisenberg algebra
Heis, (X, ) € Algft(X), and its corresponding vertex algebra is given by

un

¢ k(a,b)

Heis.(h) = Symﬁg(h Kk Z_lK[Z_l]) with Y(Jfl,z)(Jﬁl) = 2

z
as the singular part of the operator product map.

Example 12.1.8. Let L = 0x p € Lie*(X) be the Lie* algebra induced from the tangent sheaf x
under Lie bracket of vector fields, as in Example There is a canonical wx extension of L,
called the Virasoro extension, and we define the Virasoro chiral algebra by Vir.(X) = U (L) €
Algﬁ};(X ) as the twisted chiral enveloping algebra corresponding to the wx extension determined
by ¢ - k; see e.g. 2.5.10 in [BD04].

On X = A!, the corresponding vertex algebra has the same underlying vector space as in the
case ¢ = 0, which reduces to Example we have

Iy 25 3
Vire = Sym% (= 'K[= 1)) with Y (l_g, 2)(l_g) = = + 2=2 4 26
z

as the singular part of the operator product map.

1
Ezample 12.1.9. Let X be a smooth curve, wg be a spin structure on X, and V' be a symplectic

1
vector space. Consider the D module V ®g wi Qo Dx € D(X) as defining an abelian Lie* algebra
Ly € Lie*(X). Then the bidifferential operator

1 1
wy QK (—) A (—) € PDiff(OJ;( QK V,wf( Rk V;OJX) ,

given by applying the symplectic form wy : V®? — K together with the multiplication of algebraic
densities, defines an wx extension of Ly .

The chiral Weyl algebra W (X, V) = U (L) is defined as the twisted chiral enveloping algebra
corresponding to this wx extension; see e.g. 3.8.1 in [BD04].

On X = A', the corresponding vertex algebra is given by

W) = Symy (V@ - 'K[=])  with  Y(gly2)p?, = 2O
z
as the singular part of the operator product map, where ¢¥; = v ® s 1le W(V).

Ezample 12.1.10. For V =T*N = N @ NV a cotangent vector space with its canonical symplectic
form, a variant of the chiral Weyl algebra of the previous example can be defined independent
of a choice of spin structure. Consider instead the trivial Lie* algebra Ly = Ly p induced from

Ly =(N®g Ox)® (NY ®k wx) together with the evident analogue of the above wx extension.



40 DYLAN BUTSON

The resulting chiral algebra W (X, N, NV) € Alg! (X) is called the ‘3-y system on N’ or ‘linear
chiral differential operators on N’. On X = A!, the corresponding vertex algebra is given by
(12.1.1)

W) = Symi ([N @x s KON @ =K de)  with  Y(elapep = S

and similarly with the roles of n and £ exchanged, as the singular part of the operator product map,
where ¢ = n®2*1,¢;’§ =¢(®z 1eW(V)forne N and E€ NV.
More generally, a chiral algebra W (X, M) € Algt (X) can be defined for any coherent D module

M, by taking Ly = M@®M* together with the canonical duality pairing -, -)»s € Hompxys (M, M°;wx),

where M° =DM € D(X) is the dual D module. The D module underlying this chiral algebra is
given by

WX, M) = Sym} (M @ M°) = Sym} (M) @ Sym; (M°) .

The previous construction corresponds to the special case M = N ®kg Dx so that M° = NY Qx
wx Qo Dx.

13. BRST REDUCTION OF CHIRAL ALGEBRAS AND VERTEX ALGEBRAS

In this section, we again restrict to the case where X is a smooth algebraic curve.

Warning 13.0.1. Throughout this section, all of the objects will be of cohomological degree zero (in
the heart of the relevant t-structure) and all the functors non-derived, in contrast with our general
conventions.

Let L € Lie*(X) be a Lie* algebra on X such that the underlying D module of L is coherent, and
let L° = DL € D(X) denote the dual of the underlying D module. For simplicity, we also assume
L is torsion-free as an O x module, as this holds in all our examples of interest.

Definition 13.0.2. The chiral Clifford algebra CI*(X, L) = W (X, L[1]) € Alg®*(X) is defined as
the (graded) chiral Weyl algebra on the D module L[1].

Remark 13.0.3. The D module underlying this chiral algebra is given by
(13.0.1) WX, L[L]) = Symi (L[1] @ L°[1]) = Sym? (L[1]) @ Sym} (L°[1]) -

Example 13.0.4. For L = Lp on X = A! an induced D module on a translation invariant Ox
module L with fibre Ly at 0 € A', as in Example [12.0.5], the corresponding vertex algebra is given
by

€1 (L)o = Symi(| Lo @ 2Kz @[ L§ @ =K | [-1]dz)  with V(4252 =

and similarly with the roles of a and £ exchanged, as the smgular part of the operator product map,
where ¢, = a@)z*l,wo’E E®z e ML)y forae Ly and € € L0

Following [BDO04], we denote by GlCh(L)g the cohomological degree j summand of the i PBW

filtration step of CI®(L). Note this conflicts with the notation CI*"(L)y used above for the corre-
sponding vertex algebra, but we will not refer to the latter object again until Example [13.0.18] at
the end of this section.

§(a)

z

)
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Definition 13.0.5. Let M € D.(X) be a coherent D module on X which is torsion free as an Ox
module. The Tate extension gl(M)’ € Lie*(X) is the wy extension

wy = gl(M)" — gl(M)  of  gl(M) = Hompx)s(M, M) = M ® M° € Lie*(M)
the endomorphism Lie* algebra gl(M) € Lie* (M), defined by
gl(M)" := A'Cone [M M°[1] oM, JxJ (MK M) D A*wx}

where ¢ : MXIM® — j,j*(MXIM®) is the unit of the (j.,7*) adjunction, and (-, )ps : M X M° —
Aywx is the ®* duality pairing.
Remark 13.0.6. The usual excision short exact sequence induces the sequence

1B M
e,

A,wyx — Cone [MMO[l] JaJ (M X M°) (—BA*OJX:| — Ay (M ® M?)

so that gl(M)” is an wy extension of gl(M), by Kashiwara’s lemma
The Tate extension L’ € Lie*(X) of L € Lie*(X) is the wy extension of L pulled back from the
extension of gl(L)" defined above under the adjoint action map of Lie* algebras L — gl(L).

Remark 13.0.7. By construction, the adjoint action extends to a map of Lie* algebras L’ — g[(L)b.
Remark 13.0.8. Agreement with usual Tate extension on topological Lie algebras

Proposition 13.0.9. The restriction of the Lie* bracket on CIM(L)“® to CI®*(L)J € Lie*(X) defines
an wx extension given by
CIML)Y = wy — CIM(L)] — CIN(L)Y/CIMNLY) ~ LR L.
Moreover, CIM(L)9 = gl(L)? € Lie*(X) is canonically equivalent to the Tate extension.
Corollary 13.0.10. There is a natural morphism of Lie* algebras £ : L — CI™(L)™® given by the
composition L’ < gl(L)" = CIM(L)Y — CI®(L).
Throughout the remainder of this section, let A € AlgS (X) be a chiral algebra on X.

Definition 13.0.11. A BRST datum for A with respect to L is a map a : L — AY€ of Lie* algebras
on X such that (1) = —14.

Remark 13.0.12. Let o : L — AY€ be a BRST datum for A with respect to L. Then there is a
morphism of Lie* algebras
P:=a+p8:L—-AQCIMNL)

where the sum descends to L since a(1°)+ (1) = 0; we also abuse notation throughout by omitting
the superscript Lie where we have applied the forgetful functor (-)“€ : Alg®"(X) — Lie*(X). The
image im(I%) c CI"(L)? is concentrated in cohomological degree 0.

The map of D modules

17t L[1] - A® CIM(L) defined by L[1] = 14 ®@CIMNL)T! — A®CIN(L)
extends {° above to a map of Lie* algebras
I=1'@I: L[] x L - A®CI™(L)

where the former is the semidirect product of L with the abelian Lie* algebra L[1].
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Remark 13.0.13. Note that the tensor factor Symf(L°[—1]) of the D module underlying CI®*(L),
as in Equation can be identified with the underlying D module of the Chevalley-Eilenberg
cochains Cgp(L) € Comm'(X) on L € Lie*(X), and in particular is equipped with a canonical
differential

6" : Sym{ (L°[—1]) — Sym{ (L°[-1])[1]  defined by 6|0y = b° € Hompxy (L°[~1]; L[-1], L°[-1])"

the cohomological degree 1, arity one-to-two operation in the cooperad D(X )!’Op, corresponding to
the two-to-one operation b € Hompxy« (L, L; L) underlying the Lie* bracket.

Now, we construct the so-called BRST charge as follows: Let
X=po(®®Loy) —po (T @6 o(—1)) € Hompxyen (L, L°; A® CI™(L)'[1])

denote the arity two chiral operation defined by the given composition. We have the following key
lemma from 3.8.9 in [BDO04]:

* agree:

Lemma 13.0.14. The following arity two operations in the operad D(X)

bo(I°®@ e 17) =bo (7' @6 (e 1)) € Hompxy«(L, L°[-1]; A® CI™(L)1) .
The preceding lemma implies that ¥ induces an arity two operation in the operad D(X)'

X € Hompyy (L, L°; A® CI™™(L)'[1]) = Homp(x)(L ® L°; A® CI™(L)'[1]) .
This allows us to make the following key definition:
Definition 13.0.15. The BRST charge corresponding to the BRST datum « is defined by
0, = x(11) e Tqr(X, A® CI(L)[1]) .
Further, the BRST differential corresponding to « is defined by
do = b(x(11) ® () : AQ CI™™(L) - A® CI™(L)[1] .
Theorem 13.0.16. [BD04] The BRST charge satisfies b(d4,04) = 0 and thus d2 = 0.
Definition 13.0.17. The BRST reduction of A by L via the BRST datum « is the DG chiral algebra
Cgrst(L; A) == (A®CIN(L),dy) .

Example 13.0.18. Concretely, suppose that X = A! and all the objects in the construction are
weakly G, equivariant, as in sections |8 and Then A is equivalent to a vertex algebra V, L is
equivalent to a vertex Lie algebra Lo, and the vertex algebra corresponding to CI*(L) is given by

CIP (L) = Symk([io ®x z—lK[z—l]] e [iov ®x z—lK[z—l]] [-1] - d2)

as in Example [13.0.4] Further, suppose for simplicity that Lo is as in Example [10.5.7, defined by
Lo = g a finite type Lie algebra.
Then the the BRST charge 9, is given concretely by

. 1 o
Qo =D L1 ®@Up" — 5 D) 1@l v 1
7

i7j7k:
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where i, j, k are indices labelling a basis for g and ¢¥*; = a ® 2_1,1/18"5 = @2z e QIM(L) for
a € Lo and § € L. Heuristically, this is computed by making the following identifications:

po (I°® Trop—1)(1r) = 2 el ®¢§’i + singular terms , and
1 o
po (17t ®(5CE|LO[_1])(]1L) =35 Z L vy vy -1 + singular terms )
irg,k

where the singular terms in each of the above expressions are equal so that the difference constitutes
a non-singular section, in keeping with Lemma [13.0.14]

14. FRANCIS-GAITSGORY CHIRAL KOSZUL DUALITY: Alg™t(X) = Alg®™(X)

14.1. Overview. In this section, we explain the correspondence between factorization algebras
A € Alg™*(X) and chiral algebras A € Alg®"(X), following [BD04] and [FGII] throughout. The
main idea is that the D module A underlying the chiral algebra is defined by

A[l] = Ay = A™ A € D(X)

the restriction of A € D(Ranx) to the first stratum of the Ran space of X, and the chiral product
p: Gej* AP — AL A is equivalent to the data required to extend A; to a factorizable sheaf A on
Rany. We begin with an outline of the equivalence in geometric terms, before describing the more
structured algebraic perspective that facilitates the proof.

The data of the D module on Rany underlying a factorization algebra A € Algf(X) is almost
completely specified by A; = A™™' A since the factorization data gives an identification of the
restriction of Ay = A2HA to the complement of the diagonal with that of A2:

(14.1.1) ¥ (Az) = j*(AR?)
and similarly on higher cardinality products. From the excision sequence for As,
ALA Ay — Ay — G Ay

we see that the additional information required to reconstruct As from A; is equivalent to the
boundary map

Gud (AP [2] = juj* Ag — ALA'Ag[1] = ALA[2]
which is precisely the desired chiral product map

i gug (A) = AL A

after identifying the restrictions of As to the diagonal and its complement with their descriptions
in terms of A as shown. Indeed, we can recover Ay as

(14.1.2) Ay = ker [f.j* (AM?)[2] —» AL A[][1]] .

Moreover, as we explain below, this sheaf extends coherently to Az € D(X?) satisfying the required
gluing and factorizability conditions if and only if u satisfies the Jacobi identity.
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14.2. Cocommutative-Lie Koszul duality for D(Ranx)®®. We now explain the more struc-
tured algebraic perspective on this equivalence. Chiral algebras and factorization algebras are
formally defined as certain Lie and cocommutative coalgebra objects internal to the category
D(Rany)®® of D modules on the Ran space of X with respect to the chiral tensor structure @,
respectively. For a general well-behaved symmetric monoidal category C®, there is a canonical
equivalence between Lie algebra and cocommutative coalgebra objects in it, given by the Chevalley-
Eilenberg chains functor

C* (") : Algrie(C®) = Algoooomm(C®) L= CY(L) = (Sym*(L[1]), dck)

where the differential dcg is generated by the map L[1]® L[1] — L[1][1] given by the Lie bracket.

In [FG1I] it is shown that the category D(Rany )" satisfies the hypotheses required to construct
such an equivalence, and moreover that the resulting functor induces an equivalence between the
full subcategories of chiral algebras and factorization algebras:

Theorem 14.2.1. [BD04, [FG11] The Chevalley-Eilenberg chains functor on D(Ranx ) induces
equivalences

~

AlgCh (X) Algfact (X)

| |

AlgLie(D(RanX)Ch) - AlgCoComm(D(RanX)Ch)
such that the preceding diagram commutes.

We now outline the proof of the Theorem, emphasizing that the resulting equivalence reproduces
the geometric arguements given in the overview above. Let £ € Algy,.(D(Ranx)") be a Lie algebra
object with respect to the chiral tensor product. The free graded cocommutative coalgebra object
in D(Rany) generated by £ is given by the S,, coinvariants of

Co(L) = @ L[1]®".
neN

For notational simplicity, we describe the construction omitting the S,, coinvariants throughout. In
the case at hand, recall from Proposition that

(®§}61JL)1 = @D i) (NjesLs,) so that
il — J
1|
Co(L)r = PL[®Mr = D (L®)r[n] = @ 3(m)wj(m)* (Rses L) [|151]
neN n=0 [m:] — S]Gfsetl/

The Chevalley-Eilenberg differential on C, (£) is defined over each [ as follows: Fix m € Homgset, (T, 5),
that is, mp: I — T,mg: I — S and 7w : T — S and such that m1g = womwp. We are interested in the
case |T'| = |S| + 1, so for concreteness say 7(to) = m(t1) = s; and «w(t;) = s; for i = 2,...,|S|. Then
we have a map

J(mr)ad(mr)* (&herLr,) = j(rvr)wd(mr)* ((Lr,, KL, )R(Xszs, L1,))
= j(ms) % (ms)* (3 (7)) (7)* (L1, KL 1, JB(Rss, L1,))
— j(75)xj(7s)* (MsesL1,)
where 7 : Iy, b I;; — {1,2} and the map is given by j(7s)«j(ms)*(b(7)XI1), where
b(#) : j(7))+j(7)* (L1, XLz, ) — L,
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is the chiral Lie algebra structure map. For fixed 7 : I — T, summing over all such 7 : T" — S defines
the component of the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential on the summand j(mr).j(7r)*(XherLy,) of
Co(L)r1.

Now, suppose £ € Alg®(X), so that there exists A € D(X) such that £ = AT2"A € D(Rany),
or equivalently

Lr=AP4
for each I € fSetgyrj. Then we have

()i (m)* (RsesLr,) = 3(m) e (m)* (Rees ALY A) = j(m)5(m)* Adr) o AT = A(rr), 585 ()% 4BIS]
so that
(14.2.1) Cl)r= @ A A
[m:I — SlefSety,
On the first stratum X <— Ranx of the Ran space, we have the desired equality
A :=C(L) = A[1],

since the tensor powers of arity greater than one with respect to the chiral tensor structure van-
ish when restricted to the main diagonal, by Remark Similarly, over X? there are two
non-vanishing terms in the expression of Equation for the homological Chevalley-Eilenberg
complex, given by

Ay 1= C(L)2 = 25" (AP)[2] — A, A[L]]
in agreement with Equation from our geometric explanation. Finally, over X3 the Chevalley-
Eilenberg complex is given by

Ag:i= C(L)g = [ 12T 28 (B3] > @@ AT (A)[2] - A, A1
e
i,jz=lj,2,3
This construction manifestly defines A3 € D(X?) compatibly extending As € D(X?) as defined
above, and the requirement that the differential squares to zero so that it actually gives a well
defined complex of D modules is equivalent to the Jacobi identity for the chiral product map pu.
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Chapter 2

Equivariant factorization algebras and the
localization theorem

In this chapter, we develop an analogous theory of equivariant factorization algebras, as outlined in
Section [[L3.2] of the introduction.

15. A REVIEW OF EQUIVARIANT D MODULES

We begin with a brief overview of the theory of equivariant D modules, paralleling the theory of
equivariant constructible sheaves recalled in Appendix Let G be an algebraic group, X a finite
type scheme over K, and fix an action of G on X. Let m : G x G — G denote the multiplication
map, a : G x X — X the action map, py : G x X — X the projection to X and pg: X xG = G
the projection to G.

Definition 15.0.1. A G equivariant structure on F € QCoh(X) is an isomorphism « : a*F = X T
in QCoh(G x X), together with commutativity of the diagram in QCoh(G x G x X) defined by

(15.0.1) (ao(lg x a))* M —>(ao(mx 1x))*M ,

Nl(ﬂgxa)'a
(Ig x a)*p\ M

Nl(mx]lx)'a

1 Xl
QCoh(G) -
p’XM

~

where Dy : G x G x X — X is the projection to X.

Definition 15.0.2. A weak G equivariant structure on M € D(X) is an isomorphism o : a'M =
p!XM of complexes of Og XI Dx modules, together with commutativity data for the analogue of the
diagram [15.0.1] in the category of complexes of Ogxg Xl Dx modules.

Let D(X)%® denote the category of weakly G equivariant D modules on X.

Remark 15.0.3. Heuristically, a weak equivariant structure on a D module is an equivariant structure
on the underlying Oy module such that for each g € G, the induced equivalence ay : a!gM =M
lifts to an isomorphism in D(X).

Definition 15.0.4. A (strong) G equivariant structure on M € D(X) is an isomorphism o : a'M >
px M in D(G x X), together with commutativity data for the analogue of the diagram [15.0.1|in the
category D(G x G x X).

Let D(X)% denote the category of (strongly) G equivariant D modules on X.

Remark 15.0.5. Heuristically, a strong equivariant structure on a D module is a weak equivariant
structure such that the induced equivalences ay : a!gM = M in D(X) are locally constant along
G. For G connected, the equivariant structure appears to be uniquely determined by the local
constancy condition, since it is fixed by the requirement a. = 1,4, so that strong equivariance is a
property of the underlying D module, rather than a structure. This statement is true for a strict
D module, but not for a complex, as we explain more carefully below.
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Ezample 15.0.6. There is evidently a forgetful functor D(X)¢ — D(X)%™ coming from the forgetful
functor D(G) — QCoh(G). The additional data required to lift a weak equivariant structure to a
strong equivariant structure is as follows:

Let M € D(X)%" and define the Lie derivative of M with respect to the G equivariant structure
by

Ly g — Endgpxx) (M) by Lx(m) = OrQexp(ex)(m)]i=0

for each m e M.

Let da : g — I'(X,Tx) denote the infinitesimal action map and VM : I'(X, Tx) — Endgy,(x)(M)
the connection underlying the D module structure which compose to define a map Vg,(.y : g — Endgy(x)(M).

For M € D(X )Ov(Gﬂ“) a weakly G equivariant D module concentrated in a single cohomological
degree, the weak equivariant structure defines a strong equivariant structure if £y = Vg,(). The
map Vg, is defined independent of the G equivariant structure, and the G equivariant structure
necessarily integrates the map £.), so that a strong equivariant structure on M € D(X )Y is unique
for G connected. The condition of its existence is the integrability of the representation L) : g —
Endgp(x)(M).

Now, for a general object M e D(X)%%, let (M*,dys) denote the underlying complex of D
modules. Then a lift to a strong GG equivariant structure on M is equivalent to a homotopy triv-

ializing the difference of these endomorphisms, that is, a map h : g — EndB%X) (M*) such that

Ly = Vi) = [h du]. Note that the difference £y — V() € Endpx)(M).

Ezample 15.0.7. The dualizing sheaf wx € D"(X)“ and the constant sheaf wx[—2dx] € D"(X)¢
admit canonical strong G equivariant structures for any action of G on X, given by the identifications
a'wy = waxx = Pywx.

Under the quasiisomorphism wy|[—2dx]| = Q% q of Proposition the induced strong equi-
variant structure on Q% 5, € D"(X) is given by

_ . da:g—T'(X,Tx)
ho= gy : End7!l o (Q% p) = Diff(Q%, Q% [-1 h ’
lda(-) + 8 — Endp, (X)( %X.0) iff(Q%, Q% [-1]) where {L(.) :P(X,TX)aEnd_l(Qk,D)

are the infinitesimal action map and the interior product operation. The compatibility follows from
the Cartan formula, as the endomorphism £x — Ag,(.) is given by the usual Lie derivative.

Example 15.0.8. For X = A! we have wy = K[z] and
Uip = K[z, 0] = K[z, :][-1] ,

where mgp, denotes the left multiplication map. For the action of G = G,, the homotopy is given
by h =1 : K[z, 0;][-1] — K[z, 05] the identity map. For the action of G = G,,,, the homotopy is
given by h = m, : K[z, d,][—1] — K[z, d,].

Ezample 15.0.9. The category D(pt)® is the category of complexes of G representations (V,d) €
Rep(G)k together with a homotopy & : g — End~!(V) trivializing the infinitesimal action dp : g —
Endvect, (V), that is, such that |d, h] = dp. There is a natural functor

D(pt)¢ —» D(Hg(pt))  defined by (V.d,h) — (V@kSym"(g¥[-2])¢, du = d®1g« +hei@ma,

where u; € g¥[—2] are some choice of linear generators of cohomological degree 2, and & € g are
the corresponding dual basis.
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Proposition 15.0.10. The above functor D(pt)¢ — D(Hg(pt)) induces an equivalence D.(pt)® =
D?g(Hé(pt)), in keeping with Theorems |B.1.10| and |B.2.4l

Theorem 15.0.11. Let X be a smooth, finite type variety over C. For H a subgroup of G, there are
restriction and induction adjunctions:

Res§ : Dy (X)¢ == Dy,(X)H : Ind, Ind}, : Dy (X)) —= D,,(X)¢ : Resy

Moreover, there are natural functors as in[A.3.1 and [A.5.3] between the corresponding G equivariant
categories D, satisfying the same adjunctions adjunctions and relations, defined for GG equivariant

maps f : X — Y. These functors all commute with Resg, while f, and f' commute with Indg’*,
and fi and f* commute with Ind%’!.

Definition 15.0.12. The G equivariant cochains functor is defined by Cg& = 7 : D(X)% — D(pt)C.
The G equivariant chains functor is defined by C¢ = m : D(X)¢ — D(pt)®. The G equivariant
(Borel-Moore) de Rham (co)chains and cohomology are defined as in [B.1.4] and [B.1.7]

Example 15.0.13. Computing Cg(X) in terms of the de Rham model as in Example and
Example we find its image under the equivalence of Proposition [15.0.10] is

C&(X) = (2% ®k Sym*(g"[-2)® ., d = dir ® L + 1g, ®my, -

This is the usual Cartan model for equivariant cohomology of X. More generally, C(X; A) is
computed by the Cartan model with coefficients in the equivariant complex A € D(X)C.
In this case, the homotopy h corresponds to the C,(G;K) module structure on Cig (X;K), and

the complex CZ(X;K) above is equivalent to the image of Cj, (X;K) under the functor of Remark

Ezample 15.0.14. Suppose G acts on X trivially. Then D(X)® =~ D(X) ® D(pt)® and thus by
Example [15.0.9[ above, there is a natural functor D(X)% — D(X)®D(H(pt)) from equivariant D
modules to families of D modules on X over Spec Hg(pt).

16. THE CATEGORY D(Ranx)¢

In this section, we define the category D(RanX)G of G equivariant D modules on Rany, and
breifly outline the analogues of various structures on D(Rany) in the equivariant setting.

For each I € fSet there is a diagonal action of G on X', and for each 7 : I —» J the corresponding
diagonal embedding A(7) : X/ < X' is a morphism of G varieties.

Remark 16.0.1. The equivariance of the diagonal embeddings under GG implies that the diagram
defining Ranx can be understood in the category of G schemes, and thus the colimit Ranx has a
natural action of GG. Heuristically, this is simply the action of G on the space of finite subsets of X
by g - {xi}ier = {g - x;}, which is evidently modelled by the diagonal action as above.

In analogy with Definition and the discussion of that section, we make the following definition:
Definition 16.0.2. An object A € D(Rany)® is an assignment
I'— A;re D(XH)¢ [7:1 - J]— [A(x)'A; S Ay]

defined for each finite set I € fSet and surjection 7 : I — .J, where the isomorphism A(7)'A; = Ay
is required to be in D(X 7)€,
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A morphism f: A — B between A, B € D(Ranx)? is given by an assignment

I—[fr:Ar— Bj] [r:1 — J|— A(r)' A ——= Ay

A(w)!(fl)l / lfJ

A(m)' By — By

defined for each finite set I € fSet and surjection « : I — J, where all required morphisms are in
D(XHeC,

An object A € D(Rany 4,)¢ and morphism of such is defined similarly, analogously following
Definition {311

An object A € D(Rany)® is called coherent, holonomic, ... if A7 € D(XT)% is so for each I € fSet.

Remark 16.0.3. Following Remark the category D(Ranx)® can be equivalently defined as the
category GG equivariant D modules on the pseudo indscheme Rany.

Remark 16.0.4. The definition is stated exactly as in Definition by replacing all the
objects and morphisms of D with their G equivariant analogues. This is possible because all of the
underlying geometric maps involved are GG equivariant so that there are natural lifts of the resulting
functors to the G equivariant category. In what follows, we list the various structures induced on
D(Rany)% following this pattern:

Remark 16.0.5. The category D(Ranx)®® is defined as in definitions 4.2.1| and [16.0.2] with A; €
D(X1)G v weakly G equivariant for each I € fSet and all required morphisms in the relevant weakly
equivariant categories.

Remark 16.0.6. As in Remark4.2.5) there are canonical functors AL : D(XT)¥ —= D(Ranyx)® : A"

for each I € fSet. For I = {pt} these functors induce an equivalence D(X)% =~ D(Rany)¥.

Ezample 16.0.7. The object Wrany € D(Ranx) naturally lifts to wran, € D(Rany)Y, as there is a

canonical equivariant structure wy: € D(X') for each I € fSet, as in Example [15.0.7

Definition 16.0.8. The monoidal structures ®',®*,&" : x,;e;D(Rany)? — D(Rany)“ are pre-
sented by

% iesD(X1)E - D(X1)C (My,) = @ (A M),
X jesD(XT1)E - D(xT)¢ (Mp;) = Kjes M,
% jesD(X1)Y - D(XT)@ (My,) = j(m)sj () (Rjes M)

defined for each 7w : 1 — J.

Remark 16.0.9. The the monoidal structures of Definition are the natural lifts of the defini-
tions [5.1.1] [5.2.1] and [5.3.1] to the G equivariant category, in keeping with Remark [16.0.4] above.

Definition 16.0.10. The ®', ®*, and ®" operad structures on D(X) are defined by D(X)¢ < D(Ranx)%,
where the latter is equipped with the corresponding monoidal structure, following Example

Corollary 16.0.11. The functors A" : D(X)¥ — D(Rany)® and A™™! . D(Rany)¥ — D(X)¢
of define an equivalence of operads between D(Rany)§ and D(X)® under ®, ®* or @™,
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17. EQUIVARIANT FACTORIZATION ALGEBRAS AND EQUIVARIANT CHIRAL ALGEBRAS

In this section, we define equivariant factorization algebras and equivariant chiral algebras, closely
following the usual definition of factorization algebras in [BD04l, [FG11].

Definition 17.0.1. A non-unital factorization algebra on X is a non-unital cocommutative coalgebra
object A € D(Rany )% such that the induced maps

() Ar = j(m)* (®jes Ary)

are equivalences in D(U(n))% for each I,J and 7 : [ — J.

A unital factorization algebra on X is an object A € D(Ran X7un)G with a non-unital factorization
algebra structure on its image in D(Rany)®, and compatibility data with the unital structure on
A, as in Definition [4.2.1

Let Alg™*(X)C denote the category of non unital G equivariant factorization algebras, defined as
the full subcategory of CoComm™ (D(Ranyx)®<). Similarly, let Alg®*(X)¢ denote the category
of unital G equivariant factorization algebras.

Ezample 17.0.2. The dualizing sheaf wran, € D(Rany)® of Example|16.0.7|defines a G' equivariant
factorization algebra, with structure maps given by the natural G equivariant lifts of those of

Example

Definition 17.0.3. A (non-unital) chiral algebra on X is a Lie algebra object in £ € Lie(D(Rany )%")
such that underlying object £ € D(Ranx)g*; is supported on the image of the main diagonal
A™ain - X, Rany.

A unital chiral algebra on X is an object £ € D(Ranx ,,)® with a non unital chiral algebra
structure on its image in D(Ranx), and compatibility data with the unital structure on £, as in

Definition {311

Let Alg®®(X)¢ denote the category of non unital G equivariant chiral algebras, defined as the
full subcategory of Lie(D(Rany)®™). Similarly, let Alg®® (X)) denote the category of unital G
equivariant chiral algebras.

Corollary 17.0.4. A non unital, G-equivariant chiral algebra is equivalent to a Lie algebra object
L € Lie(D(X)%h) internal to the operad D(X)%<h by Corollary [16.0.11

Ezample 17.0.5. In particular, the equivariant chiral algebra structure maps are given by
(I) . I
b[ € HomD(X)G,ch({L}Z‘e], L) = HOHID(XI)G’ (]i )](1)7*(7:611/)7 AS( )L) .

There is also a weakly equivariant analogue of these definitions, which is used in Section [§| to relate
chiral algebras to vertex algebras.

Definition 17.0.6. The category of weakly G equivariant chiral algebras AlgCh(X )&¥ is the full

subcategory of Lie(D(Rany )™(G%)) on algebras with underlying object A € D(Ran X)g;(’w supported
on the main diagonal X < Rany; see also Remark [16.0.5

The main result of [FG11], recalled in Section generalizes to the G equivariant setting, by the
same arguement used in the proof of loc. cit. lifted to the G equivariant category:

Corollary 17.0.7. There is a canonical equivalence of categories Alg™(X)¢ =~ Alg®™(X)¢ between
G equivariant factorization algebras and chiral algebras.
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Example 17.0.8. Suppose G acts trivially on X. Then applying Example [15.0.14|to X' for each I €
fSet, we obtain a natural functor Alg™*(X)¢ — Algfet(X) /e, (pt) from G equivariant factorization
algebras on X to families of factorization algebras over HZ(pt).

18. EQUIVARIANT FACTORIZATION HOMOLOGY AND THE LOCALIZATION THEOREM

In this section, we define equivariant factorization homology, as well as the pullback of factoriza-
tion algebras, and prove an analogue of the classical equivariant localization theorem in the setting
of factorization homology.

18.1. Factorization homology. Factorization homology is one of the primary invariants of fac-
torization algebras, analogous to sheaf cohomology of sheaves, which generalizes (the dual space
to) the spaces of conformal blocks of vertex algebras; it was originally introduced in [BD04]. We
now give the definition of factorization homology of equivariant factorization algebras, following the
standard definition given in [FG11]. In summary, the functor of factorization homology is given by

the composition
pRanX ES

Alg®(X)% 2% D(Rany)® D(pt)®
where oblv denotes the forgetful functor to G equivariant D modules on Ranx, pray, : Ranx — pt
is the unique such map and pg,,, . denotes the induced pushforward functor on equivariant D
modules defined below. In particular, taking G = {e} to be the trivial group, this gives the usual
definition of factorization homology.

Remark 18.1.1. Recall from Remark that the category of (G equivariant) D modules on Ranx
can be defined formally as

DRany)® = lim D'X1)C = lim { .. = D(XHE 2T, p(x7)E S } ,
IefSet="r
so that an object A € D(Rany)® is given, as in Definition [16.0.2] by an assignment
I— Are D(XH¢ [7:1 - J]— [A(x)'A; 5 Aj]

defined for each finite set I € fSet and surjection 7w : I — J. Alternatively, passing to left adjoints
yields the description

D(Rany)® = colim D*(X1)¢ = colim { L eD(x1)G A= D(XJ)G<—..} :
TefSetsur]

concretely, applying the (A(7)s, A(m)") adjunctions to the equivalences

(18.1.1) A(r)'A; S Ay givesmaps  A(m).Ay = A(m)A(r) A —> A;

foreach m: I — J.

From the latter description in the preceding remark, the functor pg,,, . : D(Ran x)¢ = D(pt)% is
induced by the system of equivariant de Rham cohomology functors

bre: DIXNE 5 DEOC  noting  praA(m)e = by, : DXY)T - D(pt)C
Concretely, for A = (Af) repgeens € D(Rany )¢ presented in terms of the limit description, we have

PRany A = colim pp Aj with diagram structure maps Py«As = prA(m) Ay = AL,
TefSets"H

given by the image under py, of the maps of Equation [18.1.1| above.
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Definition 18.1.2. The functor of equivariant factorization homology over X is defined by
G G

[0 = Bruny 0 obl + A1) - D(E)° A | A= bt = colim prds
X X IefSet®"™

18.2. Pullback of factorization algebras. Towards the statement of the equivariant localization
theorem in factorization homology, we need to formulate the notion of pullback of factorization
algebras. Let f : X — Y be an equivariant map of smooth algebraic varieties with G action, and let
fI: X! — YT and Ran(f) : Ranx — Rany be the induced maps on products and on Ran spaces.

Definition 18.2.1. The pullback of equivariant D modules on the Ran space
|

Ran(f)' : D(Rany)¥ — D(Ranx)“  is defined by A = (A}) gepees = Ran(f)' A = ((F1) A1) resserss »
with gluing data for Ran(f)'A € D(Ranx)® given by

Ax(m) (Ran(f)'A)r = Ax(m)' (/) Ar = (f) Ay (n) A1 = (f7)' Ay = (Ran(f)'A)s ,
where the arrow is given by the image of the gluing data Ay (7)'Af =5 Ay for A under (f7)".

fact ( )G

Now, suppose A € Alg is an equivariant factorization algebra on Y, with factorization

structure maps

Ap = j(m)wj(m)* (Njes Ar)
for each I,J and 7 : I — J. Further, suppose f : X — Y is a closed embedding, and note that the
commutative diagram

U (r) X7 x1

fjl lfl

Uy ()X y1
is cartesian for f injective. Then we have:

Proposition 18.2.2. The pullback Ran(f)'A € Algft(X)C is canonically an equivariant factorization
algebra on X.

Proof. The structure maps are given by

(fH'Ar - ( DY gy () () * (Rjes Ar)
ix ()« (1) Gy (1) * (Kjes Ar,)
—JX( )aix (1)* (1) (&jes Ar,)
= jx (m)uix (1) * (Rjes (f9) Ar,)

where the arrow is given by the image of the structure maps for A under (f! )!. These commutative
coalgebra structure maps satisfy the factorization property since the map which is required to be a
homotopy equivalence is given by

ix (@) (D' Ar = (F) Sy (m)* Ar = (f) Gy (1)* (Rjes Ar) = jx (7)* (Rjes (f19)' Ar)
where the arrow is given by the image of the equivalence j(7)*A; — j(7)*(Xljes Az, ) under (fH'. O

~—

IIZ

~—

Remark 18.2.3. Throughout the remainder of the text we will denote the pullback factorization
algebra Ran(f)'A € Alg™(X)% by simply f'A.
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Finally, in preparation for the statement of the localization theorem, we note the following prop-
erty of the pullback of factorization algebras:

Proposition 18.2.4. Let f : X — Y be an equivariant, closed embedding of smooth G varieties, and
A € Alg™(X)C an equivariant factorization algebra on Y. There is a canonical map

Lf fA— LGA in D(pt)“.

Proof. For each I € fSet, the (fI,(f’)") adjunction gives a canonical map
(18.2.1)

A =L Ar > A and thus pxr (fA)r = Py fa(fPA)r = DyrfL(F) Ar = pyr, A

These maps are evidently compatible with the structure maps for the colimit over I € fSet®" and
thus induce the desired map

G G
f f'A = colim pyr,(f\A)r — colim pyr,Ar = J A .
X Y

ITefSets"™ IefSet®"H

O

18.3. The equivariant localization theorem for factorization homology. We now formulate
and prove the analogue of the equivariant localization theorem for factorization homology. Let G be
a connected, reductive algebraic group, X a smooth G variety, and ¢ : X& < X the inclusion of the
variety of G-fixed points X©. Further, recall from Example that there is a canonical functor
D(pt)¥ — D(Hg(pt)); throughout this section we abuse notation and identify S)G(.A e D(pt)“ with
its image under this functor. Finally, following Appendix for simplicity we restrict to the case
that G = (C*)" is given by an algebraic torus, and choose {f; € HZ(pt)} generators of an ideal
whose corresponding subvariety contains the union of the stabilizer subalgebras g.[2] — g[2] =
Spec Hg,(pt) over all non-fixed points x € X\X¢.

Theorem 18.3.1. Let A € AlgfaCt(X )¢ be an equivariant factorization algebra on X. The canonical
map of Proposition [18.2.4] induces an isomorphism

G G
J JA S J A over H&(pt)[f; ']
X6 X

Proof. First, we note that for each I € fSet the fixed points (X7)¢ = (X%)! in X' are given by the
I-fold product of the fixed points variety X, and no additional fixed points can occur in the partial
colimits Rany <, since G is connected. Further, the set of possible stabilizer subtori G, < G of

points z € X! is exhausted by those occuring in X.
Thus, for each I € fSet, we can apply Theorem to the map of Equation [18.2.1| to conclude

p(XG)I*(L!.A)[ = p(XI)G*L!IA] = pxreAr is an isomorphism over Hg(pt)[f'],

where ¢7 : (X7)¢ < X7 is the inclusion of the G fixed points in X'. Tt follows that the map induced
on colimits as in Proposition [18.2.4] is itself an isomorphism, as claimed. O
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19. EQUIVARIANT AND TOPOLOGICAL VERTEX ALGEBRAS

In this section, we define equivariant topological vertex algebras in terms of equivariant chiral
algebras, and recover the notion of topological vertex algebra in [Hua94] in the case of G, equivariant
vertex algebras in dimension 1.

Let X = A" be n dimensional affine space, let G act linearly on A" by a : G x A™ — A", and let
a = Lie(G}}) = A" so that we can interpret the infinitesimal action as da : g — Endg(a).

Definition 19.0.1. An n dimensional vertex algebra V is a weakly G} equivariant chiral algebra
Ae Algh (A™)Caw on A,

A topological vertex algebra is an n dimensional vertex algebra V together with a lift of the weak
GJ' equivariant structure on the corresponding chiral algebra A € Algﬁlﬁl(An)Gg’w to a strong G}
equivariant structure.

A G equivariant topological vertex algebra is an n dimensional vertex algebra V together with a lift
of the weak G” equivariant structure to a strong G x G” equivariant structure A € Algh (A™)G*Ca,
A framed topological vertex algebra is a G x s0(2n; K) equivariant vertex algebra.

Remark 19.0.2. In terms of the vertex algebra data underlying the n dimensional vertex algebra
V e VOA,,, a G equivariant structure gives the following data:

e The weak G x G} equivariant structure yields a G representation py : G — Autg(V), such
that

(19.0.1) dpyoT =T odpy + T oda as maps g x a = Endg(V)

where dpy : G — Endg(V) is the corresponding Lie algebra representation, T': a — Endg (V)
is the translation operator and da : g — Endg(a) is the infinitesimal action map.
e The strong G} equivariant structure yields a Lie algebra map

g-1:a— Deryy A, (V) such that [dv,9-1] =T : a = Deryoa, (V) .

This is interpreted as a homotopy trivializing the translation operator.
e The compatible strong G equivariant structure yields a Lie algebra map

hy :g— Endg' (V) such that  [dy,hy] = dpy : g — Endg(V) .

This is interpreted as a homotopy trivializing the infinitesimal action dpy : g — Endg (V).
The endomorphisms dpy and hy do not act by vertex algebra derivations, as is apparent
from equation [19.0.1} but act by derivations twisted by T o da.

Ezample 19.0.3. Concretely, a topological vertex algebra in dimensional 1 is just a DG vertex
algebra (V,d) together with a degree —1 derivation g ; : Der !(V) trivializing the translation
operator, that is, such that [d,g_1] = T. This is equivalent to a particular subset of the structure
of a strong topological vertex algebra in [Hua94], as we explain in Example below. See also
Section @ below for the relation to Es, algebras.

Ezample 19.0.4. A framed topological vertex algebra in dimension 1 is a graded DG vertex algebra
(V,d) together with degree —1 endomorphisms gg, g1 € End™*(V) of graded degrees 0 and 1, such
that

d7 gfl] = Ta

[

[d7 gO] = L07

[T,g-1] = 0 and moreover g_; acts by derivations of V, and

[T, go] = —g—1 and moreover gg acts by twisted derivations of V.
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This agrees with the notion of topological vertex algebra in [Hua94].

20. GI! EQUIVARIANT FACTORIZATION ALGEBRAS ON A" AND FEj, ALGEBRAS

In this section, we sketch a proof of the folklore result that translation invariant factorization
algebras on A" over K = C are equivalent to Eo,, algebras. Let X = A% be n dimensional complex
affine space and let G = G} act on A" by translation. The action of G on A" is free and transitive,
so we have an equivalence of categories

(20.0.1) D(A™)®& — Vectg defined by M — Cir (A", M) V@®uwpn — V.
Proposition 20.0.1. There is an equivalence of categories
Alg® (A S Algg, (Vectg)  defined by A Cip(A™, A) .

Proof. Let A € Alg®® (A")©4 and recall from Warningthat this notation refers to the underlying
object A € D(A™). Then A = wp, ® V where V = Cjz(A", A), and we exhibit an equivalence
between the chiral algebra structure maps on A and Eg, algebra structure maps on V, natural in
A e D(A™)® and correspondingly V € Vectx.

The data of a chiral algebra structure on A is given by compatible structure maps

(20.0.2) by € Homp(xyen ({A}ier, A)Ca defined by maps br : jil)j(l)’*(iE[A) — AP A
in D(X1)®a as in Example[17.0.5 Applying the equivalence of Equation [20.0.1] above, we find
Hom pxyen ({A}ier, A)Ca ~ Homp rycs (jil)j(l)’*wxu Ag)wx) ®x Homvec, (VE, V)
Moreover, we have
Hom p, crjen (45D wyr, A wx) = €2 (Conf! (A™)) .

Thus, the required structure maps of Equation [20.0.2] are equivalent to structure maps

VO &V @k C(Conf! (A™)) or equivalently C.(Conf! (A™); K) — Homyee, (VE, V) .
defining V' € Algg, (Vectx). Similarly, one checks that morphisms in Algh (A™)E& of such chiral

un
algebras are equivalent to maps of the corresponding Eo,, algebras. ([

Ezxample 20.0.2. Consider the arity 2 chiral structure map
pa g (ARR) - ALA
where A : A" — A" is the diagonal embedding and j : A\ A — A?" is the complementary open
embedding, and the map is in the category Dg(A%"). Then applying
Hom(-, A, A) : D(A?") — Vect to the exact triangle ARZ s G (AR?) s ALA[L]
induces cochain maps to HomvectK(V®2, V) from the exact sequence
C*(pt) — C:(A™\{0})[1] — C2(A™)[1] or concretely Ky — K@K [2n—1] - K [2n—1] .

Thus, we see that the data of the Lie®™ (X) algebra underlying a chiral algebra, which also determines
the Poisson vertex structure on the associated graded, corresponds to the shifted Poisson bracket of
the corresponding homology P, algebra, and that the induced Comm' (X)) structure coming from the
necessarily non-singular chiral bracket corresponds to the commutative multiplication underlying
the P,, algebra. Recall that these structures on a chiral algebra were discussed in Section and
summarized in the diagram of Equation and the relevant descriptions of the E, and P,
operads are summarized in appendices [C.4] and
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Ezample 20.0.3. Let (V,dy,T,g-1) be a topological vertex algebra as in Definition [19.0.1} The

corresponding translation invariant chiral algebra A € Algﬁ};(Al)G“ is given by

A=V Qg (K[:E,@I] @K[x,&x][—l]) , d=dy®1+1Qdgr

with h = g_1®1+1Q®14,; see also Example|15.0.8, The above gives an equivalence V — Cj, (A", A)
between topological vertex algebras of dimension n and Es,, algebras.

21. EQUIVARIANT AND SEMIDIRECT PRODUCT OPERADS

In this section, we recall the formalism of equivariant and semidirect product operads following
[SWO03]. Similar results are discussed in [Wes07] in the homotopy setting. Let € be a cartesian
symmetric monoidal category, G € Grp(C) be a group object of €, and let G-Mod(€) denote the
category of objects C' € € with an action of G on C' and morphisms those in € equipped with G
equivariant structure.

Remark 21.0.1. The category G-Mod(C) is naturally symmetric monoidal with respect to the un-
derlying monoidal structure on C.

Ezample 21.0.2. Let € = Top be the category of spaces. A group object G € Grp(Top) is a
topological group and G-Mod(C) = Top; is the category of G spaces. Similarly, for € = Schx the
categoy of schemes, a group object is an algebraic group over K and G-Mod(Schk) is the category
of G schemes.

Ezample 21.0.3. Let € = CoComm(Vectk) be the category of cocommutative coalgebras in Vectg.
The structure maps of a group object G € Grp(C€) define a compatible product, unit, and antipode
on G, so that G itself is naturally a cocommutative Hopf algebra A € Hopf®(Vectk). There is a
natural equivalence G-Mod(€) =~ A-Mod(CoComm(Vectk)) and the induced symmetric monoidal
structure on G-Mod(€) is that corresponding to the coproduct on A.

Proposition 21.0.4. Let F': € — €' be a symmetric monoidal functor of cartesian categories. Then
F induces a functor F' : Grp(€) — Grp(€’) and symmetric monoidal functors Fg : G-Mod(C) —
F(G)-Mod(€') for each G € Grp(C).

Ezample 21.0.5. The functor C,(-;K) : Top —» CoComm(Vectk) of Remark is symmetric
monoidal. Thus, each group object G € Top defines a cocommutative Hopf algebra A = C,(G;K),
and the induced symmetric monoidal functor C,(-;K) : Top; — A-Mod(CoComm(Vectx)) restricts
to that of Remark

Definition 21.0.6. A G equivariant operad in € is an operad in the category G-Mod(C) with its
induced symmetric monoidal structure.

Let Opg(€) = Op(G-Mod(€)) denote the category of G equivariant operads.

Definition 21.0.7. Let O € Ops(C€) be a G operad. The semidirect product operad O x G € Op(C)
is defined by
ol (OxG)=col O  (0xG){e},d) = O{ci}, d) @ GBI

together with composition maps for each 7 : I — J given by
(21.0.1) ®O({Ci}i€]j,dj) ®G®|1j‘ ®O({dj}jej,€) ®G®|J| d O({C[}ie[,e) ®G®‘I|

JjeJ
(21.0.2) ®j(Bj, (gi)ier;) @ (@ (95)jer) = (g5 - Bj) o, (i Gn(i)ier
and units defined by 1¢ = 1. ® e € O(c,¢) ® G, for e : ue — G the identity structure map.
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Proposition 21.0.8. Let O € Op;(€) be a G operad. There is a natural symmetric monoidal equiv-
alence

Algo,(€) = Algy(G-Mod(C)) .

Proof. The composition O — O x G — C® defines an object of Algy(€). The composition maps for
O % G define a lift to a map O — G-Mod(€)® in Op(€). The associativity data for the composition
law in O x G defines equivariance data lifting the map O — G-Mod(€)® to Op(G-Mod(€)).

Note that although we have used the language of €® € Op(C) which can only be interpret-
ted literally for € closed, the arguement extends naturally to the general setting via hom tensor
adjunction. O

22. THE K EQUIVARIANT LITTLE d-CUBES OPERAD Ef

In this section, we recall the construction of the K equivariant little d-cubes operad, following
Section 5.4.2 of [Lurl2], and references therein. Throughout, let K be a connected topological
group and Top(d) = Aute,(RY) denote the topological automorphism group of RY, which naturally
defines Top(d) € Grp(Top) a topological group.

The action of Top(d) on R? induces an action on Conf!(R?) for each finite set I, so that the
little d-cubes operad E; € Op(Top(d)-Mod(Top)) is naturally a Top(d) equivariant operad in Top.
More generally, for any map of topological groups p : K — Top(d), we obtain the structure of a K
equivariant operad in Top on E; € Op(K-Mod(Top)).

Definition 22.0.1. The K equivariant little d-cubes operad EX = Eg4x K € Op(Top) is the semidirect
product of E; with K under the action of p.

Remark 22.0.2. More concretely, the K equivariant little d-cubes operad Eff is presented by
EX(I) = Conf! (RY) x K! with (% jesConfli (RY) x K1) x Conf” (R?) x K7 — Conf! (R?) x K’

specified up to homotopy equivalence by group multiplication along 7 : I — J in the K factors,
together with the (homotopy equivalence class of) composition map on the Conf(R?) factors de-
termined by the operad structure on E,4, twisted by the action of K on the configuration spaces
according to the formula A strict model for this operad is given by the skew little cubes
operad of [DHKI1S], for example.

Remark 22.0.3. The little d-cubes operad together with the K equivariant structure above defines
CP(Ey) € Op(H.(K)-Mod(CoComm(Vectk))) ,

by Example [21.0.5| We abuse notation and denote by C%(Ey) € Op(H,(K)-Mod(Vectk)) its image
under the forgetful functor to H.(K)-Mod(Vectx).

Ezample 22.0.4. Let K = SO(d) and p : SO(d) — Top(d) the canonical inclusion. The operad

E(fir = ]Eso(d) is the framed or oriented little d-cubes operad.

Ezample 22.0.5. The framed little 2-cubes operad ES ‘e Op(Top) was introduced in |Get94a]. The
operad Egl is formal [GS10], and its homology operad H, (Egl) is the Batalin-Vilkovisky operad
BV € Op(Vectz) [Get94al, which is generated in arity 1 and 2 by

BV(1) = Ka[-1[{1)  BV(2) = P2(2)
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subject to the usual relations of the Py operad, as in Definition together with the additional
relation

(22.0.1) Aom—mo(A®L)—mo(l1®A) =7,

where m : A%? — A and 7 : A®2 — A[—1] are the commutative multiplication and Poisson bracket
structure maps.

The derived category le’g(A) of graded modules over A = H,(S') = C[¢]/e? is equivalent to the
category of mixed complexes. The conclusion of Proposition in this example is that there is
an equivalence between BV algebras A € Algpy (Vectk) and Py algebras in the category of mixed
complexes A € Algp, (D(A)z) such that the mixed differential A = p([S']) : A — A[—1] satisfies
the relation above. This was observed in [Get94b], for example.

The Dunn additivity Theorem, recalled in Theorem admits the following equivariant en-
hancement, which was established in Remark 5.4.2.14 following Theorem 5.1.2.2 in [Lurl2]:

Theorem 22.0.6. There is a natural equivalence of operads

K K'  mKxK’'
EX «Ef =~ EEXK

23. GORESKY-KOTTWITZ-MACPHERSON KOSZUL DUALITY FOR EQUIVARIANT OPERADS

In this section, we explain an application of the Goresky-Kottwitz-MacPherson result describing
equivariant cohomology in terms of Koszul duality, in the context of equivariant operads following
Section21] Let € = CoComm(Vectk) as in Example[21.0.3] so that G € Grp(€) naturally defines A €
Hopf® (Vectk) and we identify G-Mod(€) =~ A-Mod(CoComm(Vectk)). In this case, the Proposition
gives for each O € Ops(C€) a natural a symmetric monoidal equivalence

Algy,(CoComm(Vectk)) = Algy(A-Mod(CoComm(Vectk))) .

In particular, this equivalence identifies algebras in the essential images of the free functor to
CoComm(Vectk), inducing an equivalence

(23.0.1) Algg .o (Vectk) = Algy(A-Mod(Vectxk)z) -

Now, for simplicity we restrict to bounded, finitely generated, derived categories as in the statements
of the summary theorem Then applying the results of loc. cit. together with the above
discussion, we obtain:

Proposition 23.0.1. Let G be a connected Lie group, and consider the graded algebras A = H,(G; K)
and S = H(pt; K). Further, let O € Op(A-Mod(CoComm(Vectk))) be a G equivariant operad in
CoComm(Vectg). Then there are natural symmetric monoidal equivalences

(23.0.2) Algg s (Perfic) = Algo(DE,(A)) = Algyo) (DE(S))

where ¢ : le’g(A) — le’g(S) is the Koszul duality functor extended as in Proposition |C.1.14
In particular, if O € Op(G-Mod(Topy)) is a G equivariant operad in Topy, there are natural
symmetric monoidal equivalences

(23.0.3) Alge, ()04 (Perfi) = Alge, 9y (D (M) = Algog o) (D (S))

where C¢(0) = t(C,(0)) € Op(DIf’g(S—Mod)) denotes the G equivariant chains on O, as in Definition
23.0.2] below.
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Proof. The first equivalence of [23.0.2]is just the restriction of [23.0.1] to bounded, finitely generated
derived categories. The second equivalence of 23.0.2] follows from applying Proposition to
the symmetric monoidal equivalence of Theorem O

Definition 23.0.2. Let O € Op(G-Mod(Top)) be an equivariant operad. Then equivariant chains
operad on O is the operad

C2(0) € Op(DE,(S))  defined by CF(0)(I) = CZ(O(D)) -

Example 23.0.3. Let p : K — Top(d) and CY(E,) € Op(le’g(A)) as in Definition [22.0.1] and Re-
mark [22.0.3] Then the above proposition gives an equivalence between K framed E; algebras
Ae Algc.(Eé()(VectK) in Vectg and algebras A € Algcf((]Ed)(D?g(S)) over the operad

O (Eq) € Op(D,(S))  givenby G (Eq)(I) = C; (Conf! (RY)) .

Ezample 23.0.4. In particular, consider the framed little 2-cubes operad Eg ‘e Op(Top), and let
S = H (pt) = K[u] where u is the cohomological degree 2 generator. The corresponding equivariant
chains operad

BD := CY' (Es) € Op(Df, (K[ul))

defines a 2 periodic analogue of the operad BD} e Op(le’g(K[h])) of Definition In particular,
BDy interpolates between the Pa operad and the Eq operad: it is generated in degree 2 by

BDY(2) = CF (82)(2) = [Klulm ™5 Kulo[1)(1)] € D (K[u][S5))

where K|u],, is the trivial representation and K|u], is the sign, subject to the relations of the Py
operad of Definition extended linearly to K[u]. This can be understood explicitly via formality
by applying the Koszul duality functor of Example [B:2.3|to the explicit presentation from Definition

[C50] of the Py operad.
Thus, applied to this example, Proposition [23.0.1] gives a symmetric monoidal equivalence

(23.0.4) Alg]E251 (Perfx) = Algpu (D?g(K[u])) .

Motivated by the strong Poisson additivity theorem of Rozenblyum, we also make the following
definition:

Definition 23.0.5. The operad BDY € Op(D°(K[u]) is defined as

BDY := E,, o BDY € Op(D°(K[u]))
the Boardman-Vogt tensor product of the operad BDY € Op(D°(K[u]) defined in Example [23.0.4
above, with the operad E,, € Op(Perfg) of Definition

24. G x G EQUIVARIANT FACTORIZATION ALGEBRAS ON A" AND EX ALGEBRAS

In this section, we extend the identification of Section [20] to identify G} x G equivariant factor-
ization algebras on complex affine space with equivariant Eo, algebras for K the maximal compact
of G. Let X = A{ be n dimensional complex affine space and let G' = G, act on A" by translation.
Let G be a complex reductive group with maximal compact subgroup K, and p : G — Aut(Ag) a
linear action of G on A¢. Then we have:

Proposition 24.0.1. There is an equivalence of categories

Algeh (AR)CaxG =, Alggx (Vectk) defined by A - Cir(A™ A) .

un
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Proof. Following the proof of Proposition [20.0.1], the data of a G| x G equivariant chiral algebra
structure on A is given by compatible structure maps

(24.0.1) b[ S HomD(X)ch({A}ie[,A)GgNG .
Applying the equivalence of Equation [20.0.1] above, we find
Hom e ({Abier, 4)54 € = Homp, ycryopaa (5750 wyr, ADwi) @x Homyeer, (VO V)
Moreover, we have
Hom y xryezne (50 *wxr, Awy) = € (Cont! (A™)) .
Thus, the required structure maps of Equation [20.0.2] are equivalent to structure maps
Ve LV ek C(';’C(Confl (A™)) or equivalently C%(Conf! (A™); K) — Homyeer, (VE, V) .
defining V' € Alggx (Vectk), as desired. O

25. DEFORMATION QUANTIZATION IN THE OMEGA BACKGROUND
In this section, we explain the relationship between G,, equivariant factorization algebras and

quantization.

25.1. Quantization of E, algebras. To begin, we explain the interpretation of the equivalence
in Equation of Example as relating S! equivariance data on E, .o algebras to ‘two-
periodic graded quantizations’ of their homology P, o algebras to E, algebras. Throughout, we
again let K[u] = HZ,(pt) be the ST equivariant cohomology if a point.

The main result of this subsection is the following:

Proposition 25.1.1. There is an equivalence of categories
AlgE;S;iQ (Peer) i’ Alg]B]D)% (lejg(K[u])) )
intertwining the functor of taking homology H, : Alggs1 (Perfx) — Algp ,(Perfk) and the special-
n+2

ization to the central fibre (-)|oy : AlgBDz(DIf’g(K[u])) — Algp, ,, (Perfy), the two periodic analogue
of the functor of Proposition

Remark 25.1.2. A similar result was obtained by explicit calculation in [BBZBT20| in the case
n = 1, and the analogous statement for general n was announced there as to appear in [BZN].

Proof. Applying the equivariant Dunn-Lurie theorem [Lurl2], recalled in Theorem [22.0.6, there is
an equivalence

Alggs (Perfi) = Algg, (Algggr (Perfi)) .
Further, the equivalence of Equation [23.0.4] induces an equivalence
Algg, (AlgEgl (Perfy)) = Algg, (Alggpy (D (K[u]))) -
The strong Poisson additivity theorem of Rozenblyum gives the final desired equivalence

Algg, (AlgBDg(le)g(K[u]))) = Algm»g (le)g(K[U])) :
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Remark 25.1.3. The BD operad controls two-periodic graded quantizations of P, algebras to
E, algebras, in the sense of Proposition Thus, the above gives a correspondence between
S1 equivariant structures on a [, algebra and two-periodic graded quantizations of its homology
P,, o algebra.

Remark 25.1.4. Concretely, for A € AIgES1 (Perfk) an algebra over the little n disks operad equipped
d+2

with an S' equivariant structure, we obtain t(A) € Alggpu (le’g(K[u])) such that the central fibre
t(A) |y = Ho(A) € Algp ,(Vect) is equivalent to the homology P, 1o algebra of A. Thus, we can
interpret the S! equivariance data on A as defining a deformation ¢(A) of H,(A) to an E,, algebra
t(A) g1y € Algg, (Perfy).

Ezxample 25.1.5. The special case n = 1 of the above gives an equivalence

Alggs (Perfi) = Alggpy (D} (K[u])) .

Heuristically, this result identifies S! equivariant structures on an Ej3 algebra with deformation
quantizations of its homology P5 algebra to an E; algebra. Subsections [[I-11.3| and [[I-13.5] explain
examples of this phenomenon.

25.2. The equivariant cigar reduction principle for E, algebras.

Ezample 25.2.1. Let A € Algg, ,(Perfk) be an Ey, 12 algebra in Perfg, and consider its image

Ag = oblvy" (A) € Algg, (Perfk) under oblv" :Algg, ,(Perfx) — Algg, (Perfk)

the forgetful functor of Example Then Ay is canonically a module over A in the Es sense, that
is, the pair (A, Ag) canonically define a Diski_,  ,-algebra in the sense of [AFT17]. Equivalently, by
Proposition 4.8 of [AFT16], Ap is canonically a module over the Hochschild chains algebra CH,(A)
in the [E; sense, that is, there is a canonical map

(25.2.1) CH.(A) — CH*(Ao) in the category Algg, ., (Perfk) .
In terms of the Dunn additivity equivalence
A€ Algg, ,(Perfx) = Algg, (Algg, (Perfk)) ,

the map in Equation [25.2.1 encodes the fact that A is canonically a module over itself (in the
E; sense) internal to Algg (Perfg), and Ag is the underlying object of this module. Equivalently,
analogously identifying

CH.(A) € Algg,,,, (Perfx) = Algg, (Algg, (Perfk)) ,
the object Ay admits a canonical module structure
Ag € CH,(A)-Mod(Algg, (Perfk)) .
Further, we have:
Ezxample 25.2.2. The negative cyclic chains defines a canonical deformation
CC; (A) € Algg, , (DL (K[u]))

with central fibre
CC, (A)ljoy = CH.(A) € Algg, ., (Perfk)
the Hochschild chains algebra.
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Now, we let A € Algg, ,, (Perfx) and Ag = oblv%Z+2 (A) € Algg (Perfx) be as in Example [25.2.1
above, and state the main result of this subsection:

Proposition 25.2.3. An S! equivariant structure on A in the Eo direction, that is, a lift to

A€ Algp o1 (Algg, (Perfk)) ,
2

is equivalent to a deformation
Ay € CC; (A)-Mod(Algg, (DE, (K[u])))
such that the central fibre
Aulgoy = Ao € CH.(A4)-Mod(Algg, (Perfy))
is equivalent to Ag equipped with the CH,(A) module structure of Example above.
Remark 25.2.4. The results of Subsection provide an example of the above phenomenon.

25.3. Quantization of factorization E, algebras. We now give the analogue of the above dis-
cussion for factorization E, algebras on X, in the sense defined in Section which describes
quantization in the 2-background for mixed holomorphic-topological field theories:

Proposition 25.3.1. There is a natural equivalence of categories

~

Alglet (X) = Alggsh 1 (X)

K, oun

intertwining the functor of taking homology H, : Alg™t (X)) — Alglst (X)) and the special-

Egiwun Pr+2,un
ization to the central fibre (-);oy : Alg%‘ﬁ%yun(X) — Alglfpa:i%un(X).
Proof. g

Remark 25.3.2. Concretely, for A € Alngagf ; (X) a factorization E, o algebra equipped with
n++2> U

an S1 equivariant structure, we obtain t(A) € Alg%ﬁ%ﬁun(X), so that the central fibre ¢(A)|; €

Alglfp?:i%un(X ) is a factorization P, o algebra, which is identified with an (n + 1)-shifted Coisson
algebra by the chiral Poisson additivity theorem of Rozenblyum. Thus, we can interpret the S!
equivariance data on A as defining a deformation ¢(A) of this shifted Coisson algebra to a factor-

ization E,, algebra t(A)[(} € Alglact (X).

E,,un

Ezample 25.3.3. The special case n = 0 of the above gives an equivalence

Alglt () S Al ()
The strong chiral Poisson additivity theorem of Rozenblyum identifies the latter category with that
of (two-periodic) filtered quantizations of factorization algebras, in the sense of Definition
Thus, this result interprets S! equivariant structures on a factorization Eo algebra as two-periodic
graded quantizations of the corresponding shifted Coisson algebra. The results of subsection
are an example of this phenomenon.
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FIGURE 4. The equivariant cigar reduction principle pictured in the case n =0

25.4. The equivariant cigar reduction principle for factorization E, algebras. We now
state the analogues of the results of Subsection above for factorization E,, algebras. The main
result, Proposition below, is illustrated in Figure [4]

As in Example we have:

Ezample 25.4.1. Let A € Algl*t (X) be a factorization E, 45 algebra on X, and

]En+27un

Ag = oblvg" A€ Algg®, (X) .

E,,,un

Then by the equivalence induced by Dunn additivity together with Corollary [[I-7.1.8] we have
A€ Algg | 1 (X) = Algg, (Algg,, (X)) ,

Ep+2,un En,un

and analogously for the Hochschild chains algebra
CH.(A) € Alght | (X) = Algg (Algh (X)) .

E,,+1,un En,un
Moreover, Ay admits a canonical module structure
Ap € CH, (A)-Mod(Algf", (X)) .
Further, as in Example we have:
Ezxample 25.4.2. The negative cyclic chains define a canonical deformation
CC, (A) € Algl | (X)ja1/6,,) = Algg, (AlgE (X)) a1/6,.)
with central fibre given by the Hochschild chains algebra
CC, (A)](oy = CH.(A) € Alg® . (X) .

En+1,un

Now, we let A € Alg%fi%un(X) and Ag = oblvy” A€ Alg%ffun(X) be as in Example [25.4.1f above,
and state the main result of this subsection:
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Proposition 25.4.3. An S equivariant structure on A in the Ey direction, that is, a lift to
AeAlght (X)),

is equivalent to a deformation
Ay € CC7 (A)-Mod(Alg",, (X) ja1/G,))

E,,,un

such that the central fibre
Aulgoy = Ao € CH.(A)-Mod (Algt (X))

En,un

is equivalent to Ay equipped with the CH,(A) module structure of Example [25.4.1| above.
Remark 25.4.4. The results of Subsection provide an example of the above phenomenon.
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Chapter 3
Appendices

APPENDIX A. SHEAF THEORY

Let X be a smooth variety of dimension dx over K = C or a field of characteristic 0. We write
Ox for the sheaf of regular functions, Dx for the sheaf of differential operators, © x for the tangent
sheaf, Q}( for the sheaf of Kahler differentials, Q?gf for the sheaf of sections of the canonical bundle,

and wx = QSI(X [dx] for the dualizing sheaf on X. Let Sh,(X) denote the category of complexes of
sheaves of K-modules on X in the Zariski topology.

Warning A.0.1. Note that we assume X is a smooth variety throughout, and only define the cate-
gory of D modules on more general spaces in Supappendix

A.1. O-module conventions. Let D(Ox) be the DG category of complexes of O x-modules, QCoh(X)
and Coh(X) be the full subcategories of complexes with quasi-coherent and coherent cohomology
sheaves, and Perf(X) the subcategory of bounded complexes with finitely generated cohomology
sheaves. The category D(Ox) is symmetric monoidal with respect to the tensor product ®op, , with
unit object Ox, and QCoh(X), Coh(X), and Perf(X) are monoidal subcategories.

Definition A.1.1. Let f: X — Y a map of schemes. The inverse and direct image functors are
f°:D(0y) - D(0Ox) f°F= f_1F®ffloYOX and fe : D(Ox) — D(Oy) foF = f.9,

where f, : Sh,(X) — Sh,(Y) and f~!: Sh,(Y) — Sh,(X) are the usual direct and inverse image
functors on sheaves of K-modules.

Remark A.1.2. Note that f* preserves quasicoherence, as does f, for quasicompact, quasiseperated
maps. We define the global sections functor by I' = 7, : D(Ox) — Vect where 7 : X — pt.

Definition A.1.3. Let F,5 € D(Ox). The internal hom object in D(Ox) is
Hom, (F,9) € D(Ox) by  Homq, (F,9)(U7) = Homo, , (Flo,Slo)
Remark A.1.4. For H € D(Ox), we have
Hom(H, Homy (7, 9)) = Hom(H ®o, F,9) .

In particular, the space of homomorphisms is given by the space of sections of the internal hom
object

HOH](S‘N, 9) = HOH](OX,HO7H10X (3:7 9)) = F(X7 mox (?7 9))

Remark A.1.5. For F € Coh(X) coherent and § € QCoh(X) quasi-coherent, the object Homg (F,9) €
QCoh(X) is quasi-coherent. If F,G € Coh(X) are both coherent, then Homg (J,3) € Coh(X) is
also coherent.

Definition A.1.6. The duality functor on coherent O x-modules is defined by
(—)Y: Coh(X) — Coh(X) by F '+ FY := Homg, (F,0x).

Remark A.1.7. There are canonical isomorphisms Homy (%, 9) = § ®o, " and (FV)¥ = J.
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A.2. D-module conventions. Let D!(X) and D"(X) be the concrete DG categories of complexes
of left and right Dx-modules which are quasicoherent as Oy-modules, and let D.L(X) and D%(X)
denote the full sub DG categories of complexes with cohomology that is coherent as a module over

Dx.

Ezample A.2.1. The sheaf of regular functions Ox € D'(X)" has the structure of a left D module,
given by the defining action of the sheaf of differential operators Dx on Ox.

More generally, a left D module (or a complex of such) M € D'(X) on X is given by a qua-
sicoherent sheaf (or a complex of such) M € QCoh(X), together with a flat connection, that is,
V € Homgy,, (x) (M, QY ®o, M) such that

o Vo(fs) =0(f)s+ [fVy(s) , and

* Vi 0,15 = [Vo,, Vaols ,
where 0,601,602 € Ox, f € Ox, and s € M. The first condition is that V defines a connection, and
the second that V is flat.

Example A.2.2. The sheaf of sections of the canonical bundle Q%X € D"(X)Y is the protypical
example of a right Dx module, with action of vector fields given by 6(n) = —Liey(n) for § € Ox

and n € le(x.
Remark A.2.3. There is a canonical equivalence of the categories D'(X) and D"(X)

Dl(X)%DT(X) defined by {MHMZ =M ®ox wx forMel?T(X) and

(-} L—L":=wx o, L for L € D'(X).
We write D(X) for the abstract DG category given by the common value of D"(X) and D!(X) under
this identification, and D.(X) for the full sub DG category corresponding to D%(X) and D.(X),
which are also identified under this equivalence. D"(X) and D!(X) both have natural forgetful
functors to QCoh(X), which are intertwined by tensoring with wx. This perspective is summarized
in the following diagram:

DH{X) —=X = D"(X) so that D(X) ,
QCoh!(X) —X> QCoh"(X) QCoh(X) —2~ QCoh(X)

where QCoh!(X) and QCoh”(X) are just the category QCoh(X)

Remark A.2.4. Throughout, when defining a functor involving (potentially several copies of) the
category D(X), we will prescribe the values of the functor in terms of a particular choice of real-
ization D"(X) or D!(X) for each copy of D(X), with the extension to all other choices of concrete
realizations of D(X) implicitly specified via the above equivalence.

Remark A.2.5. Note that the above equivalence is exact up to a cohomological degree shift of
dx = dimg X, so that the category D(X) inherits two different t-structures, which differ only by this
shift. We choose to preference the right t structure, and all statements about exactness of functors
involving D(X) will be given in these terms. This t-structure will be the one which corresponds
to the perverse t-structure on constructible sheaves under the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence. In
particular, under this identification wy € D(X) is the dualizing sheaf, wy[~dx] € D(X)Y is the IC
sheaf, and Ky := wx|[—2dx] € D(X) is the constant sheaf.
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Definition A.2.6. The ® monoidal structure on D(X) is ® : D(X)®? — D(X) defined by
® : DY(X) x D(X) — D!(X) M® N =M®p, N with P(m®n)=Pm®n+m®Pn,
for Pe Dx.

Remark A.2.7. This formula agrees with the usual definition of the tensor product of connections,
and tensor products of flat connections are flat. The corresponding functor ®' : D"(X)® D" (X) —
D"(X) is given by M ® N = M Qo N Qo wy-

Let 1 € D(X) denote the tensor unit, and note o'(1) = Ox and o"(1) = wy. We will often use
just ® to denote this symmetric monoidal structure on D(X).

Definition A.2.8. Let f : X — Y be a map of smooth varieties. The inverse image functor f' :
D(Y) — D(X) is defined by

f:DYY) - DY(X) (M) = f*(M) equipped with the pullback flat connection.

Remark A.2.9. This functor is symmetric monoidal with respect to ®', and in particular maps the
tensor unit Iy to 1x.

Remark A.2.10. The corresponding functor f': D™(Y) — D"(X) is given by
FI(M) = f1(M ®o, wy) o, wx = f*M Qo wxy -
Definition A.2.11. The exterior product is defined by
:D(X)xD({Y)—>D(XxY) by MRN=rxM®myN,
forrxy : X xY > X,nmy: X xY ->Y.

Remark A.2.12. Note that
M®N = A (MRN)
for M, N € D(X) and A : X - X x X the diagonal embedding.
Definition A.2.13. Let f: X — Y again be a map of smooth varieties. The direct image functor is
fo:D(X) > D'(Y)  fu(M) = fu(M®p,Dxy) for Dy y:= fDye(Dx,f 'Dy)Mod

where Dx_y = f'Dy € DY(X) is defined in terms of Dy € D!(Y) as a left module, so that the
additional (Dy, Dy )-bimodule structure on Dy equips Dy _,y with the structure of a (Dy, f 1Dy )-
bimodule.

Definition A.2.14. The de Rham cochains functor is Cip := m, : D(X) — Vectg, where 7 : X — pt.
The de Rham chains functor is CI® := 7, : D(X) — Vectg.

Remark A.2.15. Note that the de Rham cochain and chains functors are calculated as
Cir : D"(X) — Vect CRr(X; M) =m(M ®py Ox)
O3y : DY(X) — Vect Csp(X; M) = mo(wx ®pyx M) .
Definition A.2.16. The sheaf internal hom functor
Hom () : D(X) x D(X) = Shy(X) by  Hompx) (M, N)(U) = Hompgy (M, j'N) |
for M, N € D(X), where j : U — X is the open embedding.
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Remark A.2.17. Note that

I'oc Hom = Hom : D(X)° x D(X) — Vect I'(X, Homp(x) (M, N)) = Homp(x)(M, N) .
Definition A.2.18. The duality functor I : D.(X)°P? — D (X) is defined by
D: D}(X)* - DL(X) D(M) = Hom (M, D)

where Dx € D"(X) is considered as a (Dx, D x)-bimodule so that D(M ), which is a priori an object
in Sh,(X), defines an object of D'(X) as desired.

Remark A.2.19. Note that D preserves coherence, but if M is not coherent, then the resulting object
of Dx-Mod is not in general quasicoherent as an object of D(Ox).

Definition A.2.20. The genuine internal hom functor Hom(:,-) : D.(X)? ® D(X) — D(X) is
defined by

Hom(-,-) : DL(X)°P x DY(X) — D'(X) Hom(M, N) = Hompr(x) (M, N ®oy Dx) ,
where N ®g, Dx € D"(X) is considered as a (Dx, D x)-bimodule so that Hom(M, N) € D'(X) as
above.
Remark A.2.21. Note that
CiroHom = Hom : D(X)°?xD(X) — Vect Cir(X, Homp(x)(M, N)) = Hompx)(M,N) .
Further, we have

Hom(-,-) =D() & () : De(X)P x D(X) - D(X)

and in particular Hom(-, 1) = D : D(X)°? — D(X); we could equivalently take this as the definition
of Hom.
Remark A.2.22. The pushforward and pullback functors f and f' above were defined on the entire
category D(X), but their putative adjoints can not always be defined. In general, the best we can
do is the following: Let f: X — Y again be a map of smooth varieties, and let Df (Y') be the full

subcategory of objects M € Do(Y) such that f'DM € Do(X) is coherent, and similarly DZ{*(X) be
the full subcategory of objects M € D.(X) such that fDM € D.(Y) is coherent. Then we define

F*:=Df'D: DI (V) - Do(X) fii=DfD: DI*(X) - D.(Y) .
In various situations, these definitions simplify to more useful ones, as in the following propositions.

Proposition A.2.23. Let f : X — Y be a smooth map of relative dimension d = dx — dy of smooth
varieties. Then f': D.(Y) — D.(X) preserves coherence, so that f* : D.(Y) — D.(X) is defined.
Moreover, in this case f* = f ![—Zd], and we have a natural isomorphism

Hompx)(f*M, N) = Hompy)(M, f«N)
of functors D.(X) x D(Y) — Vect.

Proposition A.2.24. Let f : X — Y be a proper map of smooth varieties. Then f, : D.(X) — D.(Y)
preserves coherence, so that fi: Dq(X) — D.(Y) is defined. Moreover, in this case fi = f, and we
have a natural isomorphism

Hom pyy(AiM, N) = Hompx) (M, f'N)
of functors D.(X) x D(Y) — Vect.
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A.3. The six functors formalism. Let D, (X) the full subcategory of D(X) on bounded com-
plexes with regular holonomic cohomology modules.
Theorem A.3.1. There are functors
® : Dyn(X)x Doy (X) > Din(X)  D: Dyp(X)P = Dip(X)  Homyy : Doy (X)Px Doy (X) — Din(X)
and for f: X — Y natural adjunctions,
[* i Dm(Y) == D (X) : f« fi: Din(X) == D, (Y): f* .
Moreover, these satisfy:

for f: X — Y smooth of relative dimension d, f* = f'[—2d] as in [A.2.23| above;

for f: X — Y proper, f. = fi asin above;
for f: X — Y, there are natural equivalences Dy f, = fiDy, Dx f* = f'Dy;

®' defines a symmetric monoidal structure on D,y (X); and
for f: X — Y, there are natural equivalences

fM®f*N) = fiM)®N  Homy (fiM,N) = f,Homy (M, f'N)  f'Homy(M,N) = Homyx(f*M, f'N).

e For a Cartesian square

(A.3.1) Z . X there is a natural isomorphism feod =g'ofs.

i,

y —L-w
Definition A.3.2. The ®* tensor structure ®* : Dy, (X)*? — Dy, (X) is defined by (M,N) —
A*(M X N).
Definition A.3.3. The constant D module on X is Ky = 7*K; € Dy, (X), where 7 : X — pt and
K, € D(pt) is the object corresponding to K € Vectg = D(pt).

Ezample A.3.4. If X is smooth of dimension dx, then Ky =~ wx|[—2dx] is a shift of the dualizing
sheaf, as in Remark

Definition A.3.5. The de-Rham (Borel-Moore) (co)chains on X are
Co(X)=mr'K,  CPM(X)=maK, C(X)=mr'K, C5(X)=mr*K, € D(pt)
where 7 : X — pt and K, € D(pt) are as in the preceding definition.

Remark A.3.6. Note that we use cochain complexes throughout, and do not use the convention
of reversing the grading on homology. Thus, classes in homology which are correspond to higher
dimensional cycles geometrically contribute to the homology groups of lower (cohomological) degree.

Ezample A.3.7. For X a smooth variety of dimension dy, we have an isomorphism CPM(X) ~
Car(X)[2dx].
Remark A.3.8. The unit and counit of the above adjunctions for f : X — Y give canonical maps

A—> f.f*A  and fiffA> A.

Applying these to A = Ky and A = wy, respectively, and composing with m, for 7 : ¥ — pt, we
obtain maps
frC(Y) > C*(X) and fe: Co(X) = Co(Y)
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of objects in D(pt) = Vect, as expected for usual chains and cochains.
If f is proper, then we similarly have maps

FCHY) o X)) and  fu: CBM(X) 5 CEM(Y)
while if f is smooth of relative dimension d = dx — dy, then we have maps
fOMY) - ePM(X)[-2d)  and  fi: CH(X) = CH(Y)[-2d] .
Finally, if f is proper and smooth of relative dimension d, then we have maps
ff:CY) - Co(X)[—2d] and fe 1 C(X) > C*(Y)[—2d] .
A.4. The de Rham functor and Riemann-Hilbert correspondence. Throughout this sec-

tion, let X be a smooth, finite dimensional variety over K = C, and let Q% € Sh,(X) denote the
algebraic de Rham complex, viewed as a complex of sheaves with the usual de Rham differential.

Remark A.4.1. Each QZX € Ox-Mod is a coherent Ox module, but the differential on €5 is not
Ox linear. Rather, the de Rham differential dgr € Diff(Q2¢, Q1) is a differential operator, so the

de Rham complex can equivalently be described in terms of the induced complex of D modules
QB(,@ = QB(— ®OX Dx € DT(X), recalling Diff(?, 9) = HOmD(X)(SjD, SD)

Proposition A.4.2. There is a natural quasiisomorphism Q% y, = wx[—2dx] = Ky € D"(X).

Ezample A.4.3. For M € D(X), applying this resolution to the calculation of de Rham cochains of
M' e D'(X) following [A.2.15| yields
C3R(X;A) = mo(wx ®py M) = T(X, Q% Qo M')[2dx]

where Q% ®o, M € Sh,(X) denotes the usual de Rham complex with coefficients in a com-
plex of Ox modules with flat connection. For X smooth and projective, this is calculated by
LX) Q% an @0 yan M) where Q% an @0 yan M € Sh(X?";C) denotes the analytic variant of the
above de Rham complex.

Definition A.4.4. The analytic de Rham functor is
dR:D(X) —» D’(X)  defined by  dR(M) = Q%an ®0yan M"" [2d,] ,

for each M € D(X), where D?(X) = D?(X(C)) denotes the derived category of sheaves on X in the
analytic topology, as in subappendix

Let D%(X) = D%(X(C);C) denote the bounded derived category constructible sheaves on X in the
analytic topology, as defined in loc. cit..

Theorem A.4.5. The de Rham functor restricts to a derived equivalence dR.: Dy, (X) — Db(X).

Moreover, it naturally intertwines the six functors operations stated in Theorems[A.3.1]and[A.5.3]
with the caveat that it intertwines the ®* tensor structure on Dy, (X) of Definition |A.3.2| with that
of Theorem [A.5.3

Remark A.4.6. The object Ox € D'(X) or equivalently wx € D"(X) corresponds to
dR(Ox) = QB([QTL] = Kx[Qn]

which is the dualizing sheaf in D%(X). Equivalently, the objects Ky = Ox[—2n] and ICy = Ox[—n]
correspond to the constant sheaf Kx and the intersection cohomology sheaf ICx = Kx[n], in keeping
with Remark
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A.5. Constructible Sheaves. Let X be a quasiprojective algebraic variety over C; we use the
same notation to denote X(C) in the analytic topology. Let Sh(X;K) denote the category of
sheaves of K vector spaces on X and D(X) and D¥(X) the bounded and bounded below derived
categories; we fix the base coefficient field K once and for all, and supress it from the notation
throughout.

Definition A.5.1. A stratification of X is a finite collection (X)ses of disjoint, smooth, connected,
locally closed subvarieties such that X = UsXs, and for any s,t € 8 the intersection X, n X; is
either empty or X;.

The set § is equipped with the closure partial order, defined by t < s if X; < X.

Definition A.5.2. A sheaf F € Sh(X,K) is constructible with respect to a stratification (Xs)ses if
its restriction F|x, to each stratum X is a finite rank local system; F is constructible if it is
constructible with respect to some stratification of X.

A complex F € Db(X ,K) is constructible with respect to a stratification if its cohomology sheaves
H¥(F) are constructible with respect to that stratification for each k; JF is constructible if it is
constructible with respect to some stratification of X.

Let She(X) denote the abelian category of constructible sheaves, D%(X) its bounded derived
category, and similarly Shg(X) and Dg(X ) the categories of sheaves constructible with respect to
a fixed stratification (X,)ses. The canonical functor D%(X) — D’(X) is fully faithful, so that
D5(X) is equivalent to the full subcategory of D(X) of constructible objects, and similarly for
D4(X). Let D}(X) and D{ (X) denote the analogous bounded below derived categories. We
identify the D2(pt) = le’g(K—Mod) = Perfg with the bounded derived category of complexes with
finite dimensional cohomology throughout.

Theorem A.5.3. There are functors
®: DA(X) xDA(X) > DE(X) Dy :DAX)™ - DE(X)  Homy : DE(X)? x D!(X) — DA(X)
and for f: X — Y natural adjunctions,

fHoDRY) === DUX) i f fiiDYX) == DY) /'
These satisfy the standard six functor formalism compatibilities, as in above.
Definition A.5.4. The constructible (Borel-Moore) (co)chains on X are
Co(X)=mr'K,  CPM(X)=maK, C'(X)=mr'K, CI(X)=mr"K, € Dipt)

where 7 : X — pt is the unique map. More generally, for A € D%(X) we define C*(X; A) = m, A
and C,(X; A) = mA.

Remark A.5.5. The above objects are equivalent to those from Definition by the Riemann-
Hilbert correspondence so there is no ambiguity in the notation.

Remark A.5.6. The above objects satisfy the same functoriality as in Remark again by the
Riemann-Hilbert correspondence

Remark A.5.7. The diagonal map A : X — X x X endows C*(X) € Comm(Perfx) with the
structure of a commutative algebra and C,.(X) € CoComm(Perfg) a cocommutative coalgebra.

Definition A.5.8. The (Borel-Moore) (co)homology groups of X are defined as the images of the
objects in Definition under H* : D(K-Mod) — K-Mody.
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Remark A.5.9. The functor H* is lax monoidal, so that H*(X) € Comm(K-Modz) is again a
commutative algebra; similarly, but via universal coefficients, H,(X) € CoComm(K-Modz) is a
cocommutative algebra.
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APPENDIX B. EQUIVARIANT COHOMOLOGY

B.1. Equivariant sheaves. In this subsection, we explain the formalism of equivariant sheaf the-
ory, and how it gives rise to equivariant cohomology. We review the theory of equivariant D
modules in Section [15] of the main body of the present work. We give the exposition here in terms
of constructible sheaves.

Let X be a quasiprojective algebraic variety over C, G a connected reductive algebraic group,
and K the compact real form of G; we use the same notation to denote X (C),G(C) and K (R) in
the analytic topology. In particular, the topological space X together with the action of G or K
satisfies the hypotheses of the references [BL94] and [GKM97], which we follow closely throughout.

Let D(X) and DJ,(X) denote the bounded, and bounded below, derived categories of G equi-
variant sheaves on X, as defined in 2.2 and 2.8 of [BL94].

Remark B.1.1. The category D%(X) can be presented as the category D’(X/G) of sheaves on the

quotient stack X /G, viewed as a simplicial space, and in particular we have canonical functors
forg : D%(X) - DY(X)  ¢* : DY(X) — DL(X)

defined by forgetting the equivariant structure, and by pullback along the canonical map ¢ to the

quotient topological space X, respectively. The latter is an equivalence if the action of G is free.

Definition B.1.2. An equivariant sheaf J € D%(X ) is constructible with respect to a stratification
if the underlying sheaf in D?(X) is constructible.

We denote the bounded derived category of GG equivariant constructible sheaves by D%,C(X ), and
similarly for D, (X).

Theorem B.1.3. For H a subgroup of G, there are restriction and induction adjunctions:
Resf : DY (X) == DY (X) : Ind{, Indf;, : DY ,(X) === DY .(X) : Resj

Moreover, there are functors as in satisfying the same adjunctions and relations, defined for
G equivariant maps f : X — Y. These functors all commute with Resg, while f, and f' commute
with Indg’:*, and fi and f* commute with Ind%!.

Definition B.1.4. The equivariant (Borel-Moore) (co)chains on X are
C.G(X) = 7rWT!Kpt C.G’BM(X) = W*W!Kpt Co(X) = mm Ky Capm(X) =mm'Ky, € Dlé:,c(Pt) )

where 7 : X — pt is the unique map. More generally, for A € D%AX)7 we define C*(X; A) = m, A
and C,(X; A) = mA.

Remark B.1.5. The functoriality properties outlined in Remark hold for equivariant maps.
In particular, by Remark Ca(X) e Comm(D%jc(pt)) is a commutative algebra and C%(X) e
CoComm(Dgyc(pt)) is a cocommutative coalgebra.

Remark B.1.6. There is a functor H*® : D%’C(pt) — K-Modz given by forgetting the equivariant
structure and applying the usual cohomology object functor. This evidently does not depend on
the equivariant structure, and for example H*(Cg (X)) = H*(X) is just the usual cohomology.
There is another functor on ngc(pt) which is the equivariant analogue of the cohomology object
functor: the data of the equivariant structure defines a functor DIZ; .(pt) = D’(BG) and composing
with the global sections functor m, : DY(BG) — DP(pt) gives the desired functor DbGﬂ(pt) —
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K-Modz. This functor is lax monoidal, so that the image of K, = Cg(pt) under it defines a
commutative algebra object, which we denote by H(pt) € Comm(K-Modz).

The object Cg(pt) is the monoidal unit of D%yc(pt), so that every object is canonically a module
object for it, and thus the above functor lifts to define a functor H¢, : Dac(pt) — H(pt)-Modz,
which we call the equivariant cohomology object functor.

More generally, the above functor 7, : Dg’c(pt) — DT (pt) lifts to a functor G : Dlac(pt) —
Dy, (He,(pt))-

Definition B.1.7. The equivariant (Borel-Moore) (co)homology groups of a G space X are the
images of the objects in Definition under H¢, : Dlé’C(pt) — H¢.(pt)-Mody.

Remark B.1.8. The image HZ(Cg(pt)) = H(pt) is given by the object defined previously, so the
notation is consistent.

For the remainder of this section, let S = Hg(pt) € Comm(K-Modz). Let C*(S) denote the
DG category of bounded below DG modules over S, K (S) the homotopy category obtained by
quotienting by homotopy equivalences, DT (S) the derived category obtained by localizing at quasi-
isomorphisms, and similarly C’fg (S),K;g (S) and DfE(S) those with finitely generated cohomology
modules. The canonical functor DfE(S) — D*(S) is fully faithful, so that DfJEg(S) is equivalent to the
full subcategory of objects with finitely generated cohomology.

Remark B.1.9. There are standard functors on categories of DG modules
®s : DT(S)*? - DT(S) H* :D*(S) — S-Mody, Ds : D;;(S) - D%(S) Homy : ng(S) xDT(S) —» DT(S)
preserving the subcategories fog(S).

Theorem B.1.10. There is a canonical triangulated equivalence L : D¥(S) = D/ (pt), inverse to a
functor Df(pt) — D*(S) generalizing G defined in Remark and intertwining the equivariant
cohomology and tensor product functors. Further, this induces an equivalence DfE(S) ~ Da .(pt)
of full triangulated subcategories, inverse to GG of loc cit., and intertwining the duality and internal
Hom functors.

The intertwining conditions are stated precisely in Theorem below, alongside those for
another model of DI& .(pt), which we discuss in the following section.

B.2. Goresky-Kottwitz-MacPherson Koszul Duality. Let A = H,(G) € CoAss(K-Mody)
denote the homology of GG, considered as a graded cocommutative coalgebra over K. The group
structure maps define a compatible unit, antipode, and associative product on A, making it into
a cocommutative Hopf algebra over K; see also Section Let DY(A), le)g(A), D+(A),Df;(A) the
bounded, bounded below and/or with finite dimensional cohomology derived categories, as above.
Our convention is such that H,(G) is non-positively graded so that it acts on modules by non-
positive degree endomorphisms of a complex.

Remark B.2.1. The cocommutative coalgebra structure on A gives a lift of the tensor product over
K to ®k : DT(A)*? — D' (A) which defines a symmetric monoidal structure on D*(A). Similarly,
the antipode on A gives a lift of the dual over K to Dy = Homg(-,K) : Df;(A) — DfE(A) and

together these define an internal Hom functor Hom, : D (A) x D*(A) — D™ (A).
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Remark B.2.2. The action map G x X — X on a G space X defines a natural A module structure
on H,(X), and dually H*(X), so that they naturally lift to objects H,(X), H*(X) € A-Mody.
More generally, the forgetful functor D&C(pt) — DP(pt) = Perfy lifts to E : D’é’c(pt) — D%(A),

and similarly for D*.

Remark B.2.3. The graded associative algebras S = H(pt) and A = H,(G) are Koszul dual in the
sense of [BGGTI), BGS96]. In particular, there is a canonical functor
(B.2.1)

t:CT(A) = CT(S) (N,dy) — t(N,dy) = <S®KN dyny(s,m) Z&S®$ln+8®d1\/( )>

where (x;) denotes a basis for the generators of A over K and (&;) the dual basis for the generators
of S. There is a functor h : C*(S) — C*(A) defined similarly, and these induce inverse equivalences
on D* and Dg,.

The object t(N) € C*(S) above can also be understood as the total complex of the double
complex:

(B.2.2)

In the case N = C*(X;K) for a G space X as in Remark this is precisely the double
complex presentation that induces the Serre spectral sequence for the cohomology of the fibration
X — X/G - BG.

The results of this section on models for D%7C(pt) and their compatibilities are summarized
in the following theorem from [GKMO97|, following [BL.94] and the Koszul duality results from
[BGGTI1, BGS96].

Theorem B.2.4. Let G be a connected Lie group, A = H,(G;K), and S = HZ,(pt; K). There exist
commuting triangulated equivalences

G’cpt

/\

(S)
such that we have compatible commutativity of the following diagrams:

Df,(A)*? —— Dt o(pt)** —— D¢, (8)*? Df,(A) &.c(pt) ——= DE,(8)
e o N
Df,(A) Dg; +(pt) DE,(S) A-Modz, S-Modz,

Df, (A)*? ——= Dg ,(pt)** —— DE,(§)*? Dfy(A) — DG o(pt) — DE,(S)

o e e ] ]

Df,(A) Dg; (pt) DE,(S) Df,(A) — D, (pt) — Df,(S)
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In particular, for a G space X and A € DbG’C(X ) we have
H*(X;A)=H*oEom(A) H(X;A)=H*oGom(A) ,and
H.(X;A) = H* o Eom(A) HE(X;A) = H* o Gom(A)

Remark B.2.5. As we explain in Example [15.0.13] in the D module setting the preceding theorem
gives rise to the usual Cartan model for equivariant de Rham cohomology, by applying the functor
from Equation to the de Rham complex together with its canonical equivariant structure.

B.3. The equivariant localization theorem. In this section, we recall the equivariant localiza-
tion theorem, originally proved in [AB95], in the setting of sheaf cohomology, following Section 6.2
of [GKM97]. In fact, we recall a variant that uses the homological excision sequence rather than the
more commonly stated version, which relies on excision in cohomology; both variants follow readily
from the results of loc. cit.. For simplicity, we restrict to the case that G = (C*)" is an algebraic
torus, so that we identify the equivariant cohomology of a point

S = Hg(pt) = K[g[2]]
with the coordinate ring of the vector space underlying the Lie algebra g, shifted in cohomological
degree by —2.

For each point x € X, let G, be (the connected component of the identity in) the stabilizer in G
of z, and let g, = Lie(G) be its Lie algebra. Further, let ¢ : Z < X be the inclusion of a closed,
G-invariant subvariety, j : U = X\Z < X the inclusion of the complementary open, and recall that
for each A € D%(X) the homological excision exact triangle

Ll A > A>3 A  induces  CE(Z;A) - CY(X; A) - CY(X,Z; A)
in the category le’g(S), by applying F o m. We now state the main result of this section

Theorem B.3.1. [GKM97]Let Z — X be a closed, G-invariant subvariety of X containing the G-
fixed points X¢ < Z. Then HF(X, Z; A) is a torsion module over S, with support

supp(HY (X, Z;A)) = | oo
zeX\Z

contained in the union of the (finitely many distinct) stabilizer subalgebras g, of points z € X\Z. In
particular, if { f; € S} generate an ideal whose corresponding subvariety of Spec S contains U ¢ x\z9z;
then the natural map

HE(Z;A) = HE(X; A) is an isomorphism over H,G(pt)[fzfl].
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APPENDIX C. OPERADS

C.1. Operads and algebras. Let € be a symmetric monoidal category with monoidal structure
®: € x € — C, tensor unit ue € C.

Definition C.1.1. A (symmetric, coloured) operad O in € is:

e A collection col O, elements of which are called colours or objects of O

e For each finite set I and indexed collection of objects {¢;}icr and d of O, an object O({c;}ier, d) €
C called the multilinear operations in O.

e For each map of finite sets 7 : I — J, and indexed collections of objects {¢;}ier, {d;};es and
e, a morphism

& O0({citier; dj) ® O({d;}jes, €) = O({crhier, )
jeJ
of objects of € called the composition law in O.
e For each object ¢ € €, a morphism 1. € O(c,c) called the identity map on ¢, which is both
a left and right unit for the composition law.
e For each sequence of maps I - J 5 K, and indexed colections of objects {citier, {dj}jer,
{er}rer and f, the commutativity of the diagram

®jes O{citier;» d7) ® e OUdjtjes,s ex) @ O{extrer, [) — Qper O{citier, ex) ® O({ertrer, f) -

| |

®jes O{citier;, d;) ® O({d;}, f) O({citier, f)

A map ¢ : O — O of operads in C is:

e A map col O — col O
e For each map of finite sets 7 : I — J, and indexed collections of objects {c¢;}ier and d of O,
a morphism

O({citier;» d) — O'({p(ci) Yier;» p(d))
such that 1. maps to 1) for each c € col O.

e For each map of finite sets 7 : I — J, and indexed collections of objects {c;}ier, {d;} es and
e, the commutativity of the diagram

®es Ocitier; dj) @ O({d;}jes, €) O({ci}ier, e)

| |

Rjes O'(e(cid}ier; v(d)) @ O({(d))}jes, ple)) — O'({w(ci) biers ¢(e))

The collection of operads in € thus defines a category, denoted Op(C). We write simply Op in
the case that € = Set, and Opg in the case that € = K-Mod.
Let Algy(O') denote the space Homgpe)(0, 0') of map of operads O — O'.

Remark C.1.2. For an operad O with a single object col O = {c}, we use the notation O(I) =
O({c}ier,c) and O(n) = O(I) for I = {1,...,n}. Note that O(I) has the structure of an Autsge([)
module, and similarly O(n) an S,, module in C.
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Ezample C.1.3. Let D be a symmetric monoidal category enriched over €. Then D defines an
operad Op € Op(C) in €, with objects given by objects of D and multilinear operations defined by

Op({citier,d) = Homp (®jerci, d) .

In this case, we abreviate Algy(Op) = Algy(D).

In particular, if € is a closed monoidal category, then for any operad O in G, we have a canonical
category Algy(C) := Algy(O¢) of algebras over O internal to €. This definition generalizes to
arbitrary symmetric monoidal € by hom-tensor adjunction, though O¢ no longer defines an operad
in C.

Ezample C.1.4. Suppose C has initial object @e. The trivial operad trive in € is defined as having a
single object, with multilinear operations given by trive(Q) = ue, trive({pt}) = ue and triv(l) = Q¢
for |I| # 0,1. The category of triv algebras Algirive (€) = € is equivalent to the underlying category
C.

Ezample C.1.5. The commutative operad Commyg in Vectk is defined as having a single object,
with multilinear operations given by Commyg (/) = K for all I € fSet. For C a K linear symmetric
monoidal category, the category of Commy algebras Commg(C) := Algcomm, (€) in € is the usual
category of (unital) commutative algebra objects in C.

Ezxample C.1.6. The associative operad Assg in Vectg is defined as having a single object, with
multilinear operations given by Assk(I) = K[S;] the regular representation of the symmetric group
S1 = Autset(I) on I for each I € fSet. For € a K linear symmetric monoidal category, the category
of Assk algebras Assg(C) := Algyg, (€) in € is the usual category of (unital) associative algebra
objects in C.

Ezample C.1.7. Let M = (My,)pey with M, € K[S,]-Mod be a sequence of symmetric group
modules in Vectg. The free operad F(M) € Op(Vectk) on M is characterized by the property that
Algg(M)(O) = @neNHomK[Sn](Mm 0(n))

for each O € Op(Vectk).

More generally, we say an operad O is generated over M if there exist R = (R, )nen with R, €
K[S,]-Mod together with maps R, — F(M)(n) defining an operadic ideal of F(M), such that
0=3(M)/R.

Ezample C.1.8. The associative operad Assk is the free operad on Assg(2) = K,, @ Ky €
K[S2]-Mod given by the regular representation, subject to the single relation

Kasstm) = F(3) defined by 1— Ass(m)=mo(m®1L)—mo(l®m)e F(3) .
The commutative operad Commg is generated by the trivial representation Comm(2) = K,, €
K[S2]-Mod and subject to the same single relation.
Ezample C.1.9. The Lie operad Liex € Op(Vectk) is the operad generated by Lie(2) = K, €
K[S2]-Mod given by the sign representation, subject to the relation

Kac(r) = F(3) defined by Il Jac(m) =mo(l®m)—7mo(n®1)—7mo(1l®m) oo .
Ezxample C.1.10. Let D be a category enriched over C. Then D defines an operad in €, with objects
given by those of D and multilinear operations defined by
Homp(c,d) if |I| =1
4] otherwise

Op({citier,d) = {
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In fact, there is an equivalence of categories between the category Cat(C) of categories enriched in

C, and the category Op(C) Jtrive Of operads in C over trive, as long as the initial object of € is strict.

Ezample C.1.11. Let D be a symmetric monoidal category enriched over € and D' — D be a
subcategory. Then D’ is not necessarily closed under the symmetric monoidal structure on D, and
thus does not necessarily define a symmetric monoidal subcategory. However, D’ still defines a
suboperad Opr — Op given by

Op ({¢itier,d) = Homp(®ierci, d) .
In this sense, operads are a natural generalization of symmetric monoidal categories, and are

sometimes called multicategories or pseudo-tensor categories, as in Again, we abreviate
Algy(Opr) = Algp(D').

Ezxample C.1.12. Let € be a symmetric monoidal category. Then C°P is canonically symmetric
monoidal, and we define CoAlgy(C) = Algy(C°P)°P. In particular, we define coassociative coalgebras
and cocommutative coalgebras in € by CoAss(€C) = CoAlg,(€) and CoComm(€C) = CoAlgqymmm(C).

Remark C.1.13. Let ¢ : O — O a map of operads in €. There is a functor ¢* : Algy (0”) —
Algo((‘)”)
Proposition C.1.14. Let F : @ — €' be a lax symmetric monoidal functor. Then F naturally defines

a functor I : Op(€) — Op(€’) and in particular defines Fy : Algy(0') — Algp o) (F(0')) for each
0,0’ € Op(€). Further in particular, we obtain functors Algy(€C) — Algpe)(F'(€)) — Algp0)(C').

Ezample C.1.15. The functor C.(-;K) : Top — Vectk is symmetric monoidal, and thus defines a
functor Cu(+;K) : Op(Top) — Op(Vectk), as well as Algy(Top) — Algpo)(Vectk).

Ezxample C.1.16. The functor H*® : Vectgx — K-Modgz of taking the cohomology object is lax sym-
metric monoidal, and thus defines a functor H*® : Op(Vectx) — Op(K-Mody). The precomposition
of this functor with C.(+;K) : Op(Top) — Op(Vectk) from defines H,(-;K) : Op(Top) —
Op(K-Modz) the homology operad functor.

C.2. The Hadamard tensor product and Hopf operads. Let € be a symmetric monoidal
category. Define the Hadamard tensor product

®":0p(€) x Op(€) = Op(€) by (0@ O)({e;}. d) = O({ci},d) ® O'({ei}, d)

for each finite set I and indexed collections {c;};er and d of objects of O. The composition morphisms
are defined as the tensor products of those for O and O’.

Proposition C.2.1. The category Op(€) is symmetric monoidal with respect to ®'?, and tensor unit
given by Comme.

Proposition C.2.2. Let O,0" € Op(€). The symmetric monoidal structure on € lifts to a bifunctor
A].go(e) X Algol(@) d AIgO®Ho/(e) .

Definition C.2.3. A Hopf operad in C is a coassociative coalgebra object in the category Op(C).
Concretely, a Hopf operad is an operad O together with morphisms A : O — 0%9"2 and e : 9 >
Comme satisfying the usual relations of a coalgebra.

A Hopf operad is called cocommutative if it is cocommutative as a coalgebra object. We de-
note the category of Hopf operads in € by HOp(C) = CoAss(Op(€)) and the full subcategory of
cocommutative Hopf operads by HOp®(€) = CoComm(Op(C)).
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Proposition C.2.4. Let O be a Hopf operad with structure maps A : O — 0% 2 ande: 0 — Comme
as above. Then the bifunctor

® : Algy(C) x Algy(C) — Algy(C) defined by (A,B) » A*(A® B)

defines a monoidal structure on the category Algy(C) of O algebras in €. If O is cocommutative,
then this defines a symmetric monoidal structure.

Proposition C.2.5. Let O be a cocommutative Hopf operad in €. Then there is a natural symmetric
monoidal equivalence

Algo(Op(€)) = Op(Algy(€)) |
preserving the forgetful functor to Op(C), where Algy(Op(C)) is defined using the Hadamard
monoidal structure on Op(C) and equipped with the monoidal structure coming from the Hopf
structure on O, while Op(Algy(€)) is defined using the latter, and is equipped with the former.

Corollary C.2.6. There is an equivalence HOp(€) =~ Op(CoAss(€)) inducing HOp®(€) =~ Op(CoComm(C)).

Ezample C.2.7. There is a natural symmetric monoidal lift C.(+;K) : Top —» CoComm(Vectk) of
the functor of Example|C.1.15, by Remark Thus, there is a natural lift C,(+; K) : Op(Top) —
HOp®°(Vectk).

Ezample C.2.8. Let € be a cartesian monoidal category. Then every object of C is canonically a
cocommutative colagebra, determining a canonical equivalence € =~ CoComm(C), with structure
map given by the diagonal. This induces a canonical equivalence Op(C) =~ HOp(C).

C.3. The Boardman-Vogt tensor product. There is an alternate symmetric monoidal structure
called the Boardman-Vogt tensor product [BV73], which is defined on cocommutative Hopf operads
HOp®(€) by the following:

Proposition C.3.1. There is a unique symmetric monoidal structure * : HOp®(€)*? — HOp®(C)
equipped with natural isomorphisms

Algo,p(€) = Algy(Algyp(C)) .

The preceding proposition can be interpreted as the statement that the Boardman-Vogt tensor
product makes cocommutative Hopf operads into a closed cartesian symmetric monoidal category,
with internal Hom objects Hom(O, P) = Algq(P).

C.4. The little d-cubes operad E;. Let o = (—1,1)d denote the open cube of dimension d,
coordinatized as a submanifold of R

Definition C.4.1. A map f : 0% — o is called a rectilinear embedding if it is defined by
f(x1, ..., zq) = (@121 + b1, ..., agzq + bg)

for some a, ..., aq, b1, ..., bg € R with a; > 0. More generally, an embedding f : I x o — o for some
finite set I is called rectilinear if it its restriction to {i} x o¢ is rectilinar for each i € I.

Let Recté € Top denote the space of rectilinear embeddings, topologized as an open subset of
(R24)! | or equivalently as a subspace of Emb(I x o o%) with the compact-open topology.

Definition C.4.2. The little d-cubes operad E; € Op(Top) is the single coloured operad in Top
defined by

E4(I) = Rect)  with X jeJ Rectflj x Rect;] — Rect},
given by the obvious composition of rectilinear embeddings.



EQUIVARIANT LOCALIZATION IN FACTORIZATION HOMOLOGY I 81

Remark C.4.3. The little d-cubes operad defines an operad C,(E4; K) € Op(Vectk) in Vectg, as in
Examples [C.1.15| and [C.2.7]

Definition C.4.4. Let I be a finite set and X € Top a topological space. The configuration space
Conf! (X) of configurations of I points in X is the space

Conf!(X) = Emb(I, X) = (X)"\{(x)|z; =z for i #j} € Top

topologized as an open subset of (R%)!, or equivalently with the compact-open topology.

Note there is a canonical map ev : Rect} — Conf!(2¢), given by evaluation at the origin {0} € o¢
for each i € I.

Proposition C.4.5. The evaluation map ev : Rectfl = Conf! (a?) defines a homotopy equivalence.

~

Remark C.4.6. Fix a homeomorphism o = R? This induces homemorphisms Conf(a?) =
Conf! (R%) for each I, and thus the configuration spaces of points Conf/ (R%) in R? define a ho-
motopy equivalent model of E;, by an enhancement of above.

The space of choices of homeomorphism o¢ =, R is a torsor for the topological group Top(d) =
AutTop(Rd), and the structure of an algebra in Top over E; does not determine equivariance data
for the structure maps with respect to this action of Top(d). Such additional data is equivalent to

. . Top(d) .
a lift to an algebra over the unoriented d-cubes operad E, , defined in
Ezample C.4.7. The Ey operad. The tensor unit for unital cocommutative Hopf operads under

Boardman Vogt tensor product.
Proposition C.4.8. There is a homotopy equivalence of operads Cy(E;; K) = Assg € Op(Vectk).

The following was initally proved in [Dun8§|, and in the context of quasioperads in Theorem
5.1.2.2 in [Lurl2]:

Theorem C.4.9. The Boardman-Vogt tensor product of the E,, and E,, operads is canonically equiv-
alent to the E,, ., operad:
E,*Ep 2Epim -

Remark C.4.10. Concretely, for n = 2 for example, the preceding Theorem identifies Eo algebras
with associative algebra objects in the category of associative algebras, or equivalently vector spaces
equipped with two compatible associative algebra structures.

Remark C.4.11. In the non-derived setting, the Eckmann-Hilton arguement implies that E,, alge-
bras for n > 2 are necessarily commutative, and moreover that the various compatible associative
algebra structures are all canonically equivalent. However, this arguement fails to extend homotopy
coherently, and is for example obstructed by the induced P,, algebra structure on homology.

Remark C.4.12. There are canonical maps of operads E,, — E, ;1 and induced forgetful functors
Algg, ., (Vect) — Algg (Vect), which correspond to forgetting one of the various compatible asso-
ciative algebra structures.

Definition C.4.13. The E operad is the colimit E,, = colim,E,, of the E,, operads.
Proposition C.4.14. There is a canonical homotopy equivalence Ey, => Comm.

Remark C.4.15. Concretely, an algebra over the Eo, operad is equivalent to a coherent system of
E,, algebras for each n € N. A commutative algebra evidently induces such a system, which defines
the above map, and the statement is that up to homotopy all E, algebras are of this form.



82 DYLAN BUTSON

C.5. The (d — 1)-shifted Poisson operad P,.
Definition C.5.1. The (d — 1) shifted Poisson operad is the operad Py € Op(Vectk) generated by
Pi(2) = K,,, ®K;[d—1] € K[S2]-Mod
where K, is the trivial representation and K is the sign, subject to the relations
Kac(m [2d — 2] — F(3) defined by 1 Jac(m) =mmo(1®7) —mo(r®1)—7mo (1 ®7) o012,

Kasstm) = F(3) defined by 1 Ass(m)=mo(m® 1) —mo (1 ®m)
Kpist(m,m[d — 1] — F(3) defined by 1+— Dist(m,7) =70 (1®m)—mo(n®1)—mo(l®mn) .

where F = F(K,,, ® K;[d — 1]) € Op(Vectk) is the free operad on these generators.

Ezample C.5.2. The category Algp (Vectx) is evidently given by the usual category of (d — 1)-
shifted Poisson algebras, that is, commutative algebras A € Comm(Vectg) together with a Lie
bracket 7 : A®¥2 — A[1 — d] such that 7 is a derivation of the product m.

Ezample C.5.3. Consider the operad H,(E,) € Op(Vectk), as defined in Example We have
H.(E,)(I) = H.(Conf! (R%); K)
for each I € fSet. For each i, j € I, define the map
Fyj: Conf'(RY) — ST (2))ier = (w1 — x))/|wi — ;]
and let w;; = Fj5Q € H%(Conf! (R); K) where Q € H* (5S4 1;K) is a fixed choice of generator.
Note that the natural Autsse(I) action on H4!(Conf! (R?); K) satisfies 7 - w;; = Wr (i) (5)-
The following theorem was proved by Arnold in the case d = 2 and by F. Cohen for d > 2:

Theorem C.5.4. The cohomology ring H°(Conf1(Rd); K) is generated by the classes w;; € -1 (Confl (]Rd); K)
for each i, j € I, subject to the relations:

o wij = (1) %y ,

* wijwik + wjpwk; + wiiwi; =0, and

e w2 =0, for n odd.

Remark C.5.5. In fact, it was proved in loc. cit. that H,(Conf!(R?);Z) is torsion free, and that
the above result remains true over Z.

Note that the map Fjs : Conf?(R?) = $91 is a homotopy equivalence, inducing an identification

H,(Eq;K)(2) = H,(S9LK) = K@K,

w12

[d = 1]

Thus, the above result implies that for d > 2, the operad H,(E4;K) is generated by its arity two
operations, and these have the same symmetric group action and relations as the generators Py(2)
above, and we obtain:

Corollary C.5.6. The (d — 1)-shifted Poisson operad Py = H,(E4; K) € Op(Vectk) is equivalent to
the homology of the litte d-disks operad E,.
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C.6. The Beilinson-Drinfeld operad BD,; and quantization of P; algebras. Throughout, let
K[Ah] = Sym*(K;(1)) denote a graded polynomial ring over K with 7% of weight +1. The grading is
interpreted as defining a G, action on A} = Spec K[A]. Let le’g(K[h]) denote the bounded derived
category of graded modules over K[A] with finitely generated cohomology.

Remark C.6.1. The grading ensures an equivalence of the localization D?g(K[hJ—rl]) =~ Perfg with
the bounded derived category of complexes over K with finite dimensional cohomology. Thus,
specialization over Al/G,, to the central and generic fibres defines symmetric monoidal functors

(C.6.1) (o} : DR(K[A]) > Perfx ~ and ()|} : D (K[A]) — Df,(K[A™']) = Perfy .

Definition C.6.2. The dimension 0 Beilinson-Drinfeld operad is the operad BD} € Op(D?g(K[h]))
generated by

h
BDo(2) = [K[A]m > K[la[-11(1)| € DEK[AS:])

where K[A],, is the trivial representation and K[A], is the sign, subject to the relations of the Py
operad extended linearly to K[A].
Ezample C.6.3. Concretely, an object A € Alggp, (le’g(K[h])) is given by

o a complex (A,d) € D, (K[h]) of graded K[h] modules,

e a commutative multiplication - : A®? — A, and

e a Lie bracket {,} : A%2 — A[—1] of degree —1,
such that {,} is a biderivation, as for a usual Poisson algebra, and moreover for each a,b € A,

d(a-b) = d(a) - b+ (=) - d(b) + h{a,b} .

Note that the specialization at A = 0 of such an algebra is just a usual Py algebra in Perfk, while for
I # 0 the complex of generators is acyclic so that operations on (A, d) are compatibly trivializeable
up to homotopy so that the resulting object defines an g algebra.

Thus, the BDy operad controls quantizations Py algebras to [y algebras, in the following sense:
Proposition C.6.4. There are canonical equivalences of operads

BDolgy =Py € Op(Perfx) and  BDglgy =Eo € Op(DL(K[AT'])) = Op(Perfy) .
In particular, specialization over Al/G,, as in Equation defines symmetric monoidal functors
(Mioy : Algsp, (DL(K[A]) — Algg, (Perfic) — and ()], : Alegsp, (Dl (K[R)) — Algss, (Perfic) -

Definition C.6.5. The dimension 1 Beilinson-Drinfeld operad is the operad BD; € Op(D?g(K[h]))
generated by

BD1(2) = (K[l @ K[f]mer) @K[Al-(1) € DE(K[A][S2])
where K[%],, @ K[A]mer is the regular representation and K[A], is the sign, subject to the relations
of the Py operad extended linearly to K[A], together with the relation

K[2]gp(m,x) < BDo(2) = F(BD1(2)) defined by 1+— BD(m,7) =m —m® — hr .

Ezample C.6.6. Concretely, an object A € Alggp, (ch’g(K[h])) is given by an associative algebra A,
together with a Lie bracket {,} : A%2 — A which is a biderivation of the associative product, and
satisfies

ab — (=1)lPlpg = h{a, b} .
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Note that at & = 0 the product is commutative and thus A defines a usual Poisson algebra, while
for h # 0 the operation {,} is determined by the associative product, so that A is just a usual
associative algebra.

Thus, the BD; operad classifies quantizations of P, algebras to E; algebras, in the following sense:
Proposition C.6.7. There are canonical equivalences of operads

BDilgy =P; € Op(Vectk) and  BDi[gy=E; € Op(Dh(K[A*'])) = Op(Perfy) .
In particular, specialization over A!/G,, as in Equation defines symmetric monoidal functors
(Vioy : Algsp, (D (K[AD) — Algs, (Perfy)  and  ()]1; : Alggp, (D (K[A]) — Algg, (Perf) .
More generally, for n > 2, we make the following definition:

Definition C.6.8. The dimension n Beilinson-Drinfeld operad is the operad BD,, € Op(D?g(K[h]))
defined as the image under the Rees construction of the operad E,, € Op(Perfk) together with the
Postnikov filtration.

Remark C.6.9. This definition does not agree with the definitions given above when applied to the
cases n = 0, 1; the definitions stated above are the correct ones.

Generalizing Propositions [C.6.4] and [C.6.7 above, we have:

Proposition C.6.10. There are canonical equivalences of operads

BDn|y =P, € Op(Vectg) and  BD,|qy=E, € Op(Df(K[r*'])) = Op(Perfy) .
In particular, specialization over A!/G,, as in Equation defines symmetric monoidal functors
()03 : Algpp,, (le)g(K[h])) — Algp, (Perfi) and ()l : Alegp,, (le)g(K[h])) — Algg, (Perfy) .
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APPENDIX D. FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS
D.1. Topological Vector Spaces.

Definition D.1.1. A topological vector space over K is a vector space V € K-Mod with a complete,
separated, linear topology.

Let K-ModT,p, denote the category of topological vector spaces with continuous linear maps.

Example D.1.2. Any vector space V equipped with the discrete topology defines a topological vector
space V', with the propery that any linear map V' — W is continuous.

All finite dimensional vector spaces will be considered with the discrete topology by default.

Proposition D.1.3. A discrete vector space V is canonically equivalent to the (filtered) colimit
V' = colim;V}, of its finite dimensional subspaces Vj € K-Mody, in the category K-Modr,p.

Remark D.1.4. The preceding proposition defines a fully faithful embedding
K-Mod = Ind(K-Mody,) <= K-Mod,p, -

Ezample D.1.5. The discrete vector space t K[t 1], or more generally K((¢))/t"K[[t]], is presented
as the colimit
K((6))/t"K[[t]] = colimyt " K[[¢]]/t"K[[1]] -

Ezample D.1.6. Let V' = lim; V; with V; € K-Modg, be a pro-finite dimensional vector space. Then
V has a canonical profinite topology defined by the basis of neighbourhoods of 0 € V' given by the
subspaces ker(m;), where 7; : V' — V} is the canonical projection.

All pro-finite dimensional vector spaces will be considered with the pro-finite topology by default.

Proposition D.1.7. A pro-finite dimensional vector space V is canonically equivalent to the limit
V = lim; V; of its finite dimensional quotients V; € K-Mody, in the category K-Modryp.

Remark D.1.8. The preceding proposition defines a fully faithful embedding Pro(K-Modys) <= K-ModTgp.

Ezample D.1.9. The vector space K][[t]] of formal power series is pro-finite, as it is given by the
limit
K] = lim K[[¢]1/¢"K[[7]] -

Definition D.1.10. A Tate vector space is a topological vector space V that admits a direct sum
decomposition V = U @ W for U a discrete vector space and V a pro-finite dimensional vector
space, as topological vector spaces.

Ezxample D.1.11. The prototypical example of a Tate vector space is the field of Laurent series
K((t)), presented for example as K((t)) = t 'K[t ] ® K[[¢]].

D.2. Tensor structures on topological vector spaces. In this appendix, we summarize the
main results of the paper [Bei07] of Beilinson, building on Chapter 3.6 of [BD04]. All of the objects
will be of cohomological degree zero and all the functors non-derived, in contrast with our general
conventions. However, we remark that [Ras20b] establishes some analogous results in the derived
setting, which we will also need.

Let {Vi}ier denote a finite collection of topological vector spaces V; € K-Modr,p, and consider
the algebraic tensor product ®;V; € K-Mod.
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Definition D.2.1. The ®* symmetric monoidal structure ®* : K—Mod%fp — K-Modry, is defined

by setting ®;'V; € K-Modt,p, to be the completion of ®;V; with respect to the topology defined as
follows: a subspace () © ®;V; is open if for every J < I and v € ®;ep sV; there exist open subspaces
P; c V; for each j € J such that
®j Pj @ v C Q .
Remark D.2.2. The induced operad K-Mod,, is defined, following Example by
Homy \poqx ({Vi}, W) := Homg Mody,, (®F Vi, W) = {F : x;V; — W] F'is continuous and multilinear} .
op

In particular, an associative algebra object in the category K—Mod%op is given by a topological
vector space A € K-Modr,, together with an associative, bilinear product p: A® A — A such that
the corresponding map A x A — A is continuous.

Definition D.2.3. The ®? monoidal structure @7 : K—Modﬁp — K-Modroy, is defined for each
linear order 7 : {1,...,n} — I by setting

®§h’TV2 = V’T(l) ®Ch ®Ch VT(TL) € K—MOdTop
to be the completion of ®;V; with respect to the topology defined as follows: a subspace @ c ®;V;
is open if for every a € {1,...,n} and v € V;(441) ® ... ® V,(;,) there exists an open subspace P, c V,
such that
Vi) ® .. ® Vi1 QP < Q.
Remark D.2.4. Equivalently, the ®" monoidal structure is defined iteratively for V = lim,, V,, with
each V;, = colim;V;, ;. by
UMV =lim co}cim UV
n
for any U € K-Modrp.
Remark D.2.5. Note that our notation differs slightly from that of [Bei07], [BD04] and [Ras20bl, as
we use @ in place of ®.

Remark D.2.6. An associative algebra object in the category K—ModCT}})p is given by a topological
vector space A € K-Modr,, together with an associative, bilinear product y1: A® A — A such that
the corresponding map A x A — A is continuous, and the open left ideals of A form a basis for the
topology of A.

Remark D.2.7. Although ® is evidently not symmetric, it defines a natural (symmetric) operad
stucture as follows:

Definition D.2.8. The induced operad K—ModCT}g; is defined by
h, 7
HomK—ModSF};’; ({%}a W) = C—B I—IOHI]K-l\/[OdTOp (@ZC ‘/ia W) )

TES]
where S; is the S, torsor of linear orders 7 : {1,...,n} = I and n = |I|.

Definition D.2.9. The ®' symmetric monoidal structure R : K—Mod%{p — K-Modryy, is defined by

setting @;VZ € K-Mod,p to be the completion of ®;V; with respect to the topology with basis of
neighbourhoods at 0 given by subspaces of the form

Z P; ® (®yen iy Vir)
i€l

for P; ¢ V; an open subspace.
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Remark D.2.10. Equivalently, the ® tensor product is defined on V; = lim,, V/P,, by
®Vi= lim &i(Vi/Pn,) -
(ni)ier
Thus, the ®' tensor product is simply the usual, completed tensor product.
Remark D.2.11. The induced operad K—Mod!TOp is defined, following Example by
Homy o, ({Vi}, W) := Homg Modn,, (®V;, W) .

An associative algebra object in the category K—Mod!TOp is given by a topological vector space A €
K-ModT,p together with an associative, bilinear product p : AQ A — A such that the corresponding
map A x A — A is continuous, and the open two-sided ideals of A form a basis for the topology of

A.

Remark D.2.12. In general, the topology on ®;V; underlying the ®' monoidal structure is strictly
coarser than that underlying the ®" monoidal structure (for each fixed 7), which is strictly coarser
than that underlying the ®* monoidal structure. Thus, we have natural maps

®V; » @MV » ®V;  and  Homg mody,, (®:Vi, W) — Homi wody,, (®7 Vi, W) — Homg Moy, (®F Vi, W)
for any W € K-Modr,p. These induce natural maps of operads
! h,
K-Mod/p,, ®7 Ass — K-Mod7,> — K-Mod,, ®" Ass ,

where Ass denotes the associative operad and ®" the Hadamard tensor product; see Appendix
for a review and conventions regarding operads.

Composing with the projection Ass — Comm and precomposing with the inclusion Lie < Ass,
we also have maps of operads

(D.2.1) K-Modk,, ®" Lie — K-Mod{> — K-Modf,, -

Proposition D.2.13. For any U,V € K-Modr,, there is a short exact sequence of topological vector
spaces

U VoU"VeVehU »U'V,
where the left map is given by the diagonal inclusion, and the right map is given by the difference
of projections.

Corollary D.2.14. In the special case of arity 2 operations, the sequence of maps in Equation
gives a left exact sequence

I—IOH’IK—Mod!Top (U7 Va W) ®K L1e(2) — Hom

kntoqcts (Us VW) — Homy yjoq U,V W) .
op

Top
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APPENDIX E. VERTEX ALGEBRAS
E.1. Vertex Algebras.
Definition E.1.1. An element A € End(V)[[2+!]] is a field if A(v) € V((2)) for each v e V.

Remark E.1.2. More explicitly, A =Y, , a,z7""! € End(V)[[27!]] is a field if for each v € V' there
exists N € Z such that a,(v) =0 for all n > N.

Definition E.1.3. A vertex algebra is a tuple (V,0,T,Y) of:

e a vector space V, the state space

e an element @ € V, the vacuum

e a linear map 7' € End(V), the translation operator

e alinear map Y (+,2) : V.— End(V)[[2%!]], the vertex operator

such that:
e Y(0,2) =1y
e Y(a,2) =>,czanz" "' € End(V)[[2%']] is a field for each a € V and v e V
e Y(a,2)(0) e V|[|z]] € V((2)) for each a € V, and the resulting evaluation satisfies Y (a, 2)(9)|,=0 =

a.

o [1,Y(a,2)] = 0.Y(a,z) for each ae V

e TO =0

e For each a,b € V, the fields Y(a,2),Y (b, 2) € End(V)[[2%!]] are local with respect to one
another.

A Z grading on a vertex algebra is a Z grading on its underlying vector space V' such that

e Vel
o T:V - V[1]
o ay,:V - V[m—n-—1] for each a eV,

A dg vertex algebra is a Z graded vertex algebra (V, 0, T, Y') together with a linear map d : V' — V[1]
such that

e d’2=0
o [d,T] =0
o dY (A, 2)(b) =Y (dA,z)(B) + Y (A, 2)(dB) for each a,be V.

Proposition E.1.4. Let (V,0,T,Y,d) a dg vertex algebra. Then H*(V,d) is a Z graded vertex
algebra.

Ezample E.1.5. Let (V,0,T,Y) be a Z graded vertex algebra and fix a € V' of degree and let
d, = JY(A, z)dz:=ag:V — V[1]

Then [d,,T] = 0 and moreover by corollary 3.3.8 in FBZ we have
[a0a Y(ba Z)] = Y(GO(b)a Z)
Thus, we must only require

d? = (ap)* = J :Y(a,2)Y(a,z) :dz=0

to ensure d, defines a differential making V' into a dg vertex algebra.
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E.2. Commutative Vertex Algebras.

Definition E.2.1. A vertex algebra (V,0,T,Y) is called commutative if the field Y (A, z) € End(V)|z]
is non-singular, for each a € V.

Proposition E.2.2. The following are equivalent:

e A commutative vertex algebra
e A (unital) commutative algebra with a derivation
e A (unital) commutative algebra object in K[7']-Mod

E.3. Vertex Lie Algebras.

Definition E.3.1. A vertex Lie algebra is a tuple (Lo, T,Y_) of:
e a vector space L
e a linear operator 7' € End(Ly)
e a linear map Y_ : Ly — End(Lo) ® 2 'C[[z71]]
such that
Y_(a,z) € End(Ly) ® 2 'C[[21]] € End(Lo)[[2%!]] is a field for each a € 2.
Y (Ta,z) =08,Y_(a,z) for each a € Lo
Y (a,2)b= (1Y _(b,—z)a)_ for each a,be Lg
for any a,be Lo with Y_(a,z) = Y,,oanz"""", we have

V- 00)] = 3 () " 00, 0) -

nz=0 n
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