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Abstract. The present paper is devoted to the study of Keller admissible triples. We prove that a Keller admissi-
ble triple induces an isomorphism of Gerstenhaber algebras between the Hochschild cohomologies of direct-sum
type of the pair of differential graded algebras bound to one another by the admissible triple. As an application,
we give a new concrete proof of the Duflo–Kontsevich theorem for finite-dimensional Lie algebras.
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Introduction

Let A and B be dg (i.e. differential graded) algebras over a field k. It is a theorem of Keller [17] that, if there
exists a dg A-B-bimodule X and the induced canonical morphisms

A→ RHomBop(X,X),

Bop → RHomA(X,X)

are quasi-isomorphisms, then the Hochschild cohomologies of A and B are isomorphic as Gerstenhaber
algebras. In most of the literature, including [17], the Hochschild cohomology of A is defined by derived
functors and is equal to the cohomology HH•∏(A) of the product-total complex( ∏

p+r=•
Homr(A⊗p, A), dH + ∂A

)
.

However, in this paper, we are interested in the cohomology HH•⊕(A) of the sum-total complex( ⊕
p+r=•

Homr(A⊗p, A), dH + ∂A

)
.

The second kind of Hochschild cohomology plays a significant role in formality theorem and Duflo–
Kontsevich-type theorem for dg manifolds [25, 34, 4, 32]. Here, a dg manifold (i.e. differential graded
manifold) means a Z-graded manifold equipped with a homological vector field. The notion of dg
manifolds has recently drawn attention for its connections with various fields in mathematics including
Lie theory, homotopy Lie algebras, foliations, higher Lie algebroids and derived differential geometry
[2, 3, 7, 8, 9, 22, 23, 36, 38, 39]. In addition to formality theorem and Duflo–Kontsevich-type theorem for
dg manifolds, the second type Hochschild cohomology is also important in matrix factorization [31].

The sum Hochschild cohomology behaves significantly differently from the product Hochschild cohomology
and is not well-behaved under homotopy equivalences. See Example 1.2 (and Example 4.9) for an instance of a
dg algebraAwhose Hochschild cohomologies HH•∏(A) and HH•⊕(A) are different. In this paper, Hochschild
complexes/cohomologies means the sum Hochschild complexes/cohomologies unless otherwise stated.

Inspired by Keller’s theorem, we introduce a notion of Keller admissible triples and prove a sum Hochschild
cohomology version of Keller’s result.

For us, a Keller admissible triple is a triple (A,X,B), where A and B are dg algebras, and X is a dg A-B-
bimodule, such that the action maps

ρA : (A, dA)→
(

HomBop(X,X), ∂X
)
,

ρB : (Bop, dB)→
(

HomA(X,X), ∂X
)

are weakly cone-nilpotent quasi-isomorphisms, which we define in Section 3.2, and the partial Hochschild
complexes

0→ HomBop(X,X) ↪→ Hom(X,X)
dXHR−−−→ Hom(X ⊗B,X)

dXHR−−−→ Hom(X ⊗B⊗2, X)
dXHR−−−→ · · ·

0→ HomA(X,X) ↪→ Hom(X,X)
dXHL−−−→ Hom(A⊗X,X)

dXHL−−−→ Hom(A⊗2 ⊗X,X)
dXHL−−−→ · · ·

are exact. Essentially, such a triple can be considered as a kind of Morita equivalence between the dg algebras
A and B.
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For a dg A-B-bimodule X , Keller constructed a dg category (with two objects) and studied its
Hochschild cohomology HH•∏(X) which can be obtained as the cohomology of a product-total com-
plex Hoch•∏(X) [17, 19, 33]. Instead of the product-total complex, we consider the sum Hochschild
complex Hoch•⊕(X) which is equipped with a pair of natural projections πA : Hoch•⊕(X)� Hoch•⊕(A) and
πB : Hoch•⊕(X)� Hoch•⊕(B). Our main result is the following:

Theorem A. For a Keller admissible triple (A,X,B), the pair of natural projections πA and πB induce a
pair of isomorphisms of Gerstenhaber algebras HH•⊕(A) ∼= HH•⊕(X) ∼= HH•⊕(B) between the Hochschild
cohomologies.

Theorem A provides a way to construct an explicit isomorphism between the Hochschild cohomologies of
“Morita equivalent” dg algebras. As an application, we obtain, in Section 4 and Section 5, an alternative
proof of the Duflo–Kontsevich theorem for finite-dimensional Lie algebras.

Given a finite-dimensional Lie algebra g, the symmetrization map pbw : Sg→ Ug from the symmetric alge-
bra Sg to the universal enveloping algebra Ug is an isomorphism of vector spaces, called Poincaré–Birkhoff–
Witt isomorphism. It induces a vector space isomorphism pbw : (Sg)g → (Ug)g between the subspaces of
g-invariants. This isomorphism does not respect the natural associative multiplications on (Sg)g and (Ug)g,
but it can be modified by the square root of Duflo element so as to obtain an isomorphism of associative
algebras. The Duflo element J ∈ Ŝ(g∨) is the formal power series on g defined by J(x) = det

(
1−e− adx

adx

)
,

for all x ∈ g. Its square root J1/2 acts on (Sg)g in the manner of a formal differential operator. A remarkable
theorem due to Duflo [11] asserts that the composition pbw ◦J1/2 : (Sg)g → (Ug)g is an isomorphism of
associative algebras. This theorem generalizes a fundamental theorem of Harish–Chandra about the center
of the universal enveloping algebra of semi-simple Lie algebras.

In [21], Kontsevich proposed a new proof of Duflo’s theorem as an application of his quantization formulas.
More precisely, Kontsevich recovered the Duflo isomorphism as the tangent map of his formality morphism
at the Lie–Poisson structure on g∨ regarded as a Maurer–Cartan element in the dgla of polyvector fields
T •poly(g∨) on g∨. This approach led to the Duflo–Kontsevich theorem: the map

pbw ◦J1/2 : H•CE(g, Sg)→ H•CE(g,Ug) (1)

is an isomorphism of graded algebras. The classical Duflo theorem is the isomorphism of cohomologies in
degree 0. A detailed proof of the Duflo–Kontsevich theorem was given by Pevzner–Torossian [30].

Shoikhet [32] conjectured that a Duflo–Kontsevich-type theorem should hold for all finite dimensional dg
manifolds. Shoikhet’s conjecture was proved two decades later by the first author jointly with Stiénon and Xu
[25, Theorem 4.3]: for a finite dimensional dg manifold (M, Q), the map

hkr ◦Td
1/2
(M,Q) : H•

(
⊕Tpoly(M), [Q,−]S

)
−→ H•

(
⊕Dpoly(M), dH + JQ,−K

)
(2)

is an isomorphism of graded algebras. Here, hkr is the Hochschild–Kostant–Rosenberg map, and Td
1/2
(M,Q)

is the square root of the Todd class acting on ⊕Tpoly(M) by contraction.

Shoikhet also suggested that the Duflo–Kontsevich theorem (1) could be recovered by applying (2) to the dg
manifold (g[1], dg), where the Chevalley–Eilenberg differential dg ∈ ⊕T 1

poly(g[1]) is considered as a homo-
logical vector field on g[1]. Indeed, by doing so, we obtain the isomorphism of graded algebras

hkr ◦Td
1/2
g[1] : H•

(
⊕Tpoly(g[1]), [dg,−]S

)
−→ H•

(
⊕Dpoly(g[1]), dH + Jdg,−K

)
from the cohomology of polyvector fields to the cohomology of polydifferential operators on g[1]. The
cohomology H•

(
⊕Tpoly(g[1]), [dg,−]S

)
is naturally identified with the Chevalley–Eilenberg cohomology

H•CE(g, Sg), while the cohomology H•
(
⊕Dpoly(g[1]), dH + Jdg,−K

)
coincides with the Hochschild coho-

mology HH•⊕(S(g[1])∨, dg).
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In order to derive (1), we deduce an explicit isomorphism HH•⊕(S(g[1])∨, dg) ∼= HH•⊕(Ug) of Gerstenhaber
algebras from the Keller admissible triple

(
Ug, Ug ⊗ S(g[1]), S(g[1])∨

)
, where S(g[1])∨, endowed the

differential dg, is the Chevalley–Eilenberg algebra of g. Composition with the standard Cartan–Eilenberg
isomorphism HH•⊕(Ug) ∼= H•CE(g,Ug) described in (16) yields the desired isomorphism of graded algebras

ΦD : H•
(
⊕Dpoly(g[1]), dH + Jdg,−K

) ∼= HH•⊕(S(g[1])∨, dg)
∼=−→ H•CE(g,Ug).

Finally, we prove the following theorem, which implies that the Duflo–Kontsevich map (1) is an isomorphism
of graded algebras.

Theorem B. Given any finite-dimensional Lie algebra g, the diagram

H•
(
⊕Tpoly(g[1]), [dg,−]S

)
H•
(
⊕Dpoly(g[1]), dH + Jdg,−K

)
H•CE(g, Sg) H•CE(g,Ug)

hkr ◦Td
1/2
g[1]

ΦT ∼= ΦD∼=
pbw ◦J1/2

commutes. Here, ΦT is the natural identification, while ΦD is the identification induced by the Keller admis-
sible triple

(
Ug, Ug⊗ S(g[1]), S(g[1])∨

)
.

In the process of proving the above theorem, we verify that ΦD ◦ hkr = pbw ◦ΦT , i.e. the Hochschild–
Kostant–Rosenberg map for the graded manifold g[1] is identified to the Poincaré–Birkhoff–Witt map by way
of the Keller admissible triple

(
Ug, Ug⊗ S(g[1]), S(g[1])∨

)
.

In fact, by a method of twisting cochains [20, 26] or by spectral sequences [4], it is possible to construct a
quasi-isomorphism Hoch•⊕(S(g[1])∨, dg) → C•CE(g,Ug) which induces the isomorphism ΦD on the coho-
mology level. In [20], based on a theorem of Lowen–Van den Bergh [27], Keller proved that there exists an
isomorphism of Gerstenhaber algebras between the coHochschild cohomology of the dg coalgebra Λg and
the Hochschild cohomology of Ug in terms of Koszul–Moore duality. It would be interesting to explore the
relation between Keller admissible triples and Koszul–Moore duality.

Most theorems in the present paper are derived from explicit formulas obtained by computations in coalgebras.
For completeness, we summarize the relevant coalgebra techniques in the appendices.

Notations and conventions. Throughout the paper, the symbol k denotes either of the fields R or C, and
graded means Z-graded. Unless specified otherwise, dg algebra means dg algebra over k, ⊗ means ⊗k, and
Hom means Homk.

Let A be a graded ring, and let V , W be two left (respectively, right) graded A-modules. The space
HomA(V,W ) = Hom•A(V,W ) (respectively, HomAop(V,W ) = Hom•Aop(V,W )) of morphisms of left
(respectively, right) A-modules from V toW is naturally Z-graded: the symbol Homr

A(V,W ) (respectively,
Homr

Aop(V,W )) denotes the space of morphisms of left (respectively, right) A-modules of degree r from V
toW . We denote by V [i] the graded A-module with the homogeneous components (V [i])j = V i+j .

Given a homogeneous element x in a graded vector space V =
⊕

k∈Z V
k, we write |x| to denote the degree

of x. Thus |x| = d means that x ∈ V d.

For x ∈ V and ξ ∈ V ∨, we denote 〈 ξ | x 〉 := ξ(x) and 〈x | ξ 〉 := (−1)|x||ξ|〈 ξ | x 〉. The pairing is
extended to a pairing of tensor algebras 〈− | − 〉 : TV × TV ∨ → k by

〈x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xp | ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξq 〉 :=

{
(−1)

∑p
i=1

∑p
j=i+1 |ξi||xj | 〈x1 | ξ1 〉 · · · 〈xp | ξp 〉, if p = q,

0, if p 6= q;
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and to a pairing of symmetric algebras 〈− | − 〉 : SV × SV ∨ → k by

〈x1 � · · · � xp | ξ1 � · · · � ξq 〉 :=
∑
σ∈Sq

ε · 〈x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xp | ξσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξσ(q) 〉,

where ε = ±1 is the number such that ξ1� · · ·� ξq = ε · ξσ(1)� · · ·� ξσ(q) in SV ∨. Similarly, we also have
the pairings 〈− | − 〉 : TV ∨ × TV → k and 〈− | − 〉 : SV ∨ × SV → k.
We denote by s : V [1]→ V the degree-shifting map of degree +1 and by s : V → V [1] the degree-shifting
map of degree −1.

Acknowledgments. We would like to thank Estanislao Herscovich, Bernhard Keller, Mathieu Stiénon, Ping
Xu and Bin Zhang for fruitful discussions and useful comments. We are indebted to Leonid Positselski for
pointing out an error in the first preprint of the paper. We also wish to thank Boris Shoikhet for suggesting
the approach to the Duflo theorem via Keller admissible triples. Seol is grateful to the Korea Institute for
Advanced Study for its hospitality in 2020.

1. Hochschild complexes of differential graded algebras

In this section, we recall the explicit formulas of the Gerstenhaber bracket and the cup product on the
Hochschild cochain complex of a differential graded algebra. These structures were first introduced by
Gerstenhaber [12] for an ungraded ring, and were generalized to dg algebras by various authors in slightly
different ways. The formulas in this section are obtained by composing the formulas in [13] with proper
degree-shifting maps. More details can be found in Appendix B.

Let (A, dA) and (B, dB) be dg algebras. Recall that a dg A-B-bimodule (X, dX) is a graded A-B-bimodule
X together with a differential dX such that

dX(axb) = dA(a)xb+ (−1)|a|adX(x)b+ (−1)|a|+|x|axdB(b),

for a ∈ A, x ∈ X, b ∈ B.

Let (M,dM ) be a dg A-A-bimodule. A Hochschild cochain of degree (p, r) of A with values in M is an
element in

Hochp,r(A,M) := Homr
(
A⊗p,M

)
.

The Hochschild cochain complex of A with values inM is the space

Hoch•⊕(A,M) :=
⊕
p+r=•

Hochp,r(A,M)

together with the differential dH + ∂ : Hoch•⊕(A,M)→ Hoch•+1
⊕ (A,M), where

dH(f)(a0, · · · , ap) := (−1)(p+r−1)+r|a0|a0f(a1, · · · , ap)

+

p−1∑
i=0

(−1)p+r+if(a0, · · · , aiai+1, · · · , ap)

+ (−1)rf(a0, · · · , ap−1)ap

(3)

and

∂(f)(a1, · · · , ap) := dMf(a1, · · · , ap)− (−1)r
p∑
i=1

(−1)|a1|+···+|ai−1|f(a1, · · · , dAai, · · · , ap), (4)

for f ∈ Hochp,r(A,M), a0, · · · , ap ∈ A. The cohomology of
(
Hoch•⊕(A,M), dH + ∂

)
is called

the Hochschild cohomology of (A, dA) with values in (M,dM ), denoted by HH•⊕(A,M). In the case
(M,dM ) = (A, dA), we denote ∂A = ∂, Hoch•⊕(A, dA) = Hoch•⊕(A,A) and HH•⊕(A, dA) = HH•⊕(A,A).
We will omit dA in the notations if the differential is clear from the context.
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Remark 1.1. In the literature (see e.g. [19, 17, 15]), the Hochschild cohomology of a dg algebra (A, dA)
is defined by derived functors which can be computed by the product-total complex of the double complex(
Hoch(A), dH, ∂A

)
,

Hoch•∏(A) :=
∏

p+r=•
Hochp,r(A)

whose cohomology HH•∏(A) is different from HH•⊕(A) in general.

The sum Hochschild cohomology HH•⊕(A) is sometimes referred as the compactly supported Hochschild
cohomology [31].

Example 1.2. Let (A, dA) be the dg algebra (S(k[1])∨, 0) ∼= (k[x]/(x2), 0) ∼= (k ⊕ kx, 0), where x is a
formal variable of degree one. It is straightforward to show that

HH0
⊕(A) ∼=

∞⊕
n=0

k 6=
∞∏
n=0

k ∼= HH0∏(A).

Let f ∈ Hochp1,r1(A) and g ∈ Hochp2,r2(A). The cup product f ∪ g ∈ Hochp1+p2,r1+r2(A) is defined by
the formula

(f ∪ g)(a1, · · · , ap1+p2) := (−1)p1p2+r2(|a1|+···+|ap1 |+p1)f(a1, · · · , ap1) · g(ap1+1, · · · , ap1+p2), (5)

for a1, · · · , ap1+p2 ∈ A.

Let f ◦i g ∈ Hochp1+p2−1,r1+r2(A) be the i-th composition

f ◦i g := f ◦ (id⊗i−1⊗g ⊗ id⊗p1−i). (6)

The Gerstenhaber bracket Jf, gK ∈ Hochp1+p2−1,r1+r2(A) of f and g is

Jf, gK :=

p1∑
i=1

(−1)(p1−1)r2+(i−1)(p2−1) f ◦i g

− (−1)(p1+r1−1)(p2+r2−1)
p2∑
j=1

(−1)(p2−1)r1+(j−1)(p1−1) g ◦j f.
(7)

One can show that

dH = JµA,−K, ∂A = JdA,−K,

where the multiplication µA : a⊗ b 7→ a · b in A is considered as a Hochschild cochain in Hoch2,0(A).

The following proposition can be shown by a direct computation as in [12].

Proposition 1.3. Let (A, dA) be a dg algebra.

(i) The shifted Hochschild cochain complex
(
Hoch•⊕(A)[1], dH+∂A, J−,−K

)
together with the Gersten-

haber bracket J−,−K is a differential graded Lie algebra.
(ii) The Hochschild cochain complex

(
Hoch•⊕(A), dH + ∂A,∪

)
together with the cup product ∪ is a

differential graded algebra.

Furthermore, the Hochschild cohomology HH•⊕(A) is a Gerstenhaber algebra.
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2. Hochschild complexes of differential graded bimodules

Let (A, dA) and (B, dB) be dg algebras, and (X, dX) be a dg A-B-bimodule. In [17], Keller constructed a
dg category of two objects from (X, dX) and studied its Hochschild cohomology which can be computed by
a product-total complex Hoch•∏(X). In this section, we consider the dg algebraAnXoB and introduce the
(sum) Hochschild complexHoch•⊕(X) ofX as a subcomplex of the Hochschild complexHoch•⊕(AnXoB).
This is a sum analogue of the Keller’s complex Hoch•∏(X).
Let AnX oB be the dg algebra whose underlying graded vector space is the direct sum A⊕X ⊕B, and
whose multiplication and differential are defined, respectively, by the formulas

(a1 + x1 + b1) · (a2 + x2 + b2) := a1a2 + (a1x2 + x1b2) + b1b2,

d(a1 + x1 + b1) := dA(a1) + dX(x1) + dB(b1),

for a1, a2 ∈ A, x1, x2 ∈ X , b1, b2 ∈ B. It is straightforward to show that AnX oB is a dg algebra.
We will use the notations

Hochp,q,r(A,X,B) := Homr(A⊗p ⊗X ⊗B⊗q, X),

Hoch•⊕(A,X,B) :=
⊕

p+q+r+1=•
Hochp,q,r(A,X,B),

Hoch•⊕(X) := Hoch•⊕(A)⊕Hoch•⊕(A,X,B)⊕Hoch•⊕(B).

The space Hoch•⊕(X) can be embedded into Hoch•⊕(AnX oB) as follows:

Hochp⊕(A) ↪→ Hochp⊕(AnX oB) : fA 7→ iA ◦ fA ◦ pr⊗pA ,

Hochq⊕(B) ↪→ Hochq⊕(AnX oB) : fB 7→ iB ◦ fB ◦ pr⊗qB ,

Hochp,q,r(A,X,B) ↪→ Hochp+q+r+1
⊕ (AnX oB) : fX 7→ iX ◦ fX ◦ (pr⊗pA ⊗prX ⊗pr⊗qB ),

where iA, iB, iX are the inclusions from A,B,X into A nX o B, respectively, and prA, prB,prX are the
projections from AnX o B onto A,B,X , respectively. We will omit i and pr by abuse of notation. With
this embedding, one can show that the subspace Hoch•⊕(X) is closed under the differential, Gerstenhaber
bracket and cup product in Hoch•⊕(AnX oB).

Proposition 2.1. Let X be a dg A-B-bimodule. The subspace Hoch•⊕(X) is closed under the differential
dH + ∂, Gerstenhaber bracket J−,−K and cup product ∪ in Hoch•⊕(AnX oB).

In the rest of this section, we describe the differential, Gerstenhaber bracket and cup product on Hoch•⊕(X).
Let dH + ∂ be the restriction of the differential of Hoch•⊕(A n X o B) to Hoch•⊕(X). Here, dH denotes
the Hochschild differential, and ∂ denotes the differential induced by the dg structure of A, B and X . The
Hochschild differential dH can be decomposed as

dH = dAH + dAXH + dXHL + dXHR + dXBH + dBH

which acts on Hoch•⊕(X) as in the following diagram:

Hoch•⊕(A,X,B)

Hoch•⊕(A) Hoch•⊕(B)

dXH=dXHL+dXHR

dAH

dAXH dXBH

dBH

where dAH and dBH are the Hochschild differentials of A and B, respectively, and the other components
dAXH , dXHL, d

X
HR, d

XB
H are described as follows.
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Let fA ∈ Hochp,r(A), fB ∈ Hochq,r(B), fX ∈ Hochp,q,r(A,X,B), ai ∈ A, x ∈ X , and bj ∈ B. We have

dAXH (fA) ∈ Hochp,0,r(A,X,B), dXBH (fB) ∈ Hoch0,q,r(A,X,B),

dXHL(fX) ∈ Hochp+1,q,r(A,X,B), dXHR(fX) ∈ Hochp,q+1,r(A,X,B)

which are defined by

dAXH (fA)
(
a1, · · · , ap;x

)
:= (−1)rfA(a1, · · · , ap) · x,

dXBH (fB)
(
x; b1, · · · , bq

)
:= (−1)q+r−1+r|x|x · fB(b1, · · · , bq),

dXHL(fX)
(
a0, · · · , ap;x ; b1, · · · , bq

)
:= (−1)p+q+r+r|a0|a0 · fX(a1, · · · , ap;x ; b1, · · · , bq)

+

p−1∑
i=0

(−1)p+q+r+i+1 fX(a0, · · · , aiai+1, · · · , ap;x ; b1, · · · , bq)

+ (−1)q+r+1 fX(a0, · · · , ap−1; ap · x ; b1, · · · , bq),
dXHR(fX)

(
a1, · · · , ap;x ; b0, · · · , bq

)
:= (−1)q+r−1fX(a1, · · · , ap;x · b0 ; b1, · · · , bq)

+

q−1∑
j=0

(−1)q+r+j fX(a1, · · · , ap;x ; b0, · · · , bjbj+1, · · · , bq)

+ (−1)r fX(a1, · · · , ap;x ; b0, · · · , bq−1) · bq.

For the component ∂, we have
∂ = ∂A + ∂B + ∂X ,

where ∂A and ∂B are the differentials defined by (4) on A and B, respectively, and the Hochschild cochain
∂X(fX) ∈ Hochp,q,r+1(A,X,B) is defined by

∂X(fX) := dX◦fX−(−1)rfX◦
( p∑
i=1

id⊗i−1⊗dA⊗id⊗p+q−i+1 + id⊗p⊗dX⊗id⊗q +

q∑
j=1

id⊗p+j ⊗dB⊗id⊗q−j
)
.

The cochain complex
(
Hoch•⊕(X), dH + ∂

)
will be referred as the Hochschild cochain complex of the dg

A-B-bimodule X .
Let ◦i be the i-th composition in Hoch•⊕(AnX oB), which is defined as in (6). We have

fA ◦i fX = fA ◦i fB = fB ◦i fA = fB ◦i fX = 0,

for any i, and
fX ◦j fA = 0, fX ◦k f ′X = 0, fX ◦l fB = 0,

if j > p, k 6= p+ 1, l < p+ 2. Here, f ′X is a Hochschild cochain in Hoch•⊕(A,X,B) ⊂ Hoch•⊕(X).
Furthermore, it can be shown by (5) that

fA ∪ fB = 0, fX ∪ fA = 0, fX ∪ f ′X = 0, fB ∪ fA = 0, fB ∪ fX = 0,

and
fA ∪ fX , fX ∪ fB ∈ Hoch•⊕(A,X,B).

As a consequence, we have the following

Proposition 2.2. Let πA : Hoch•⊕(X)� Hoch•⊕(A), πB : Hoch•⊕(X)� Hoch•⊕(B) be the natural projec-
tions, and let ιA : Hoch•⊕(A) ↪→ Hoch•⊕(X), ιB : Hoch•⊕(B) ↪→ Hoch•⊕(X) be the natural inclusions.

(i) The projections πA and πB are cochain maps.
(ii) The projections πA, πB and the inclusions ιA, ιB respect the compositions ◦i and thus preserve the

Gerstenhaber brackets.
(iii) The projections πA, πB and the inclusions ιA, ιB preserve the cup products.
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Note that the inclusions ιA and ιB are not cochain maps.

3. Keller admissible triples

Let A and B be dg algebras, and X be a dg A-B-bimodule. Let ρA and ρB be the maps

ρA : A→ HomBop(X,X), ρA(a)(x) := a · x,

ρB : Bop → HomA(X,X), ρB(b)(x) := (−1)|x||b|x · b.

The spaces HomBop(X,X) and HomA(X,X) are equipped with the differential ∂X = [dX ,−], where dX
is the given differential on X , and [−,−] is the bracket induced by graded commutators. Note that the maps
ρA and ρB are morphisms of dg algebras.

Since sum Hochschild cohomologies are not well-behaved under quasi-isomorphisms, we will require the
action maps ρA and ρB to satisfy a technical condition, called weak cone-nilpotency in this paper, so that they
induce isomorphisms between Hochschild cohomologies. In order to define weak cone-nilpotency, we first
introduce a condition that a sum Hochschild cohomology vanishes.

3.1. A vanishing condition of Hochschild cohomology. Unlike the product Hochschild cohomology
HH∏(A,M) ofAwith values inM , which vanishes for an acyclic dgA-A-bimoduleM , the sum Hochschild
cohomology HH⊕(A,M) does not necessarily vanish for an acyclic dg A-A-bimodule M . In the follow-
ing, we describe a condition on an acyclic dg A-A-bimodule M that the sum Hochschild cohomology
HH⊕(A,M) vanishes.

Let (A, dA) be a dg algebra and (M,dM ) be an acyclic dg A-A-bimodule (i.e. H•(M,dM ) = 0). Observe
that, since the underlying space of M is an acyclic dg vector space over k, there is a homotopy operator
h : M →M of degree −1 such that

dM ◦ h+ h ◦ dM = idM .

We will refer such a homotopy operator h : M →M as a contracting homotopy for (M,dM ).

For each fixed n, we have the induced map

H := h∗ : Hom•(A⊗n,M)→ Hom•−1(A⊗n,M)

of degree −1, defined by H(f) = h ◦ f .

Lemma 3.1. For each n, the induced operator H satisfies the homotopy equation

∂ ◦H +H ◦ ∂ = idHom(A⊗n,M)

on
(

Hom•(A⊗n,M), ∂
)
, where ∂ is the differential induced by the dg structures.

Proof. Let f ∈ Homr(A⊗n,M).

∂ ◦H(f)(a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an) = dM ◦ h ◦ f(a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an)

− (−1)r−1
n∑
i=1

(−1)|a1|+···+|ai−1|h ◦ f(· · · ⊗ ai−1 ⊗ dA(ai)⊗ ai+1 ⊗ · · · )

H ◦ ∂(f)(a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an) = h ◦ dM ◦ f(a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an)

− (−1)r
n∑
i=1

(−1)|a1|+···+|ai−1|h ◦ f(· · · ⊗ ai−1 ⊗ dA(ai)⊗ ai+1 ⊗ · · · )

Thus we have (∂ ◦H +H ◦ ∂)(f) = (dM ◦ h+ h ◦ dM ) ◦ f = f . �
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As a result, we have an operator H : Hoch•⊕(A,M) → Hoch•−1
⊕ (A,M) of degree −1 on the Hochschild

cochain complex
(
Hoch•⊕(A,M), dH + ∂

)
. However, it is not a contracting homotopy. Indeed, we have

H ◦ (∂ + dH) + (∂ + dH) ◦H − idHoch⊕(A,M) = H ◦ dH + dH ◦H
which does not vanish in general.
For each n, we define a sequence of maps

hk : Hom•(A⊗n,M)→ Hom•−k−1(A⊗n+k,M), k ≥ 0, (8)
by

hk := (H ◦ dH)k ◦H = H ◦ (dH ◦H)k.

In particular, h0 = H = h∗. Furthermore, we have

h :=

∞∑
k=0

(−1)khk : Hom•(A⊗n,M)→
∞∏
k=0

Hom•−k−1(A⊗n+k,M),

which defines a map h : Hoch•⊕(A,M)→ Hoch•−1∏ (A,M) of degree −1. Note that this map h depends on
a choice of contracting homotopy h forM .

Lemma 3.2. The map h : Hoch•⊕(A,M)→ Hoch•−1∏ (A,M) satisfies the equation
h ◦ (∂ + dH)(f) + (∂ + dH) ◦ h(f) = f

for f ∈ Hoch•⊕(A,M).

Proof. It suffices to show that ∂hk + hk∂ = dHhk−1 + hk−1dH. Recall that we have
∂H +H∂ = id

∂dH + dH∂ = 0

d2
H = 0.

We prove the assertion by induction on k. For k = 1, we consider h0 = H and h1 = HdHH . Since
∂(HdHH) = (id−H∂)dHH = dHH +HdH∂H = dHH +HdH(id−H∂),

we have
∂h1 + h1∂ = dHh0 + h0dH.

Suppose that the equation ∂hn + hn∂ = dHhn−1 + hn−1dH holds for n = k. Then we have
∂hk+1 = ∂HdHhk = (id−H∂)dHhk = dHhk +HdH∂hk

= dHhk +HdH(dHhk−1 + hk−1dH − hk∂) = dHhk + hkdH − hk+1∂.

This proves the lemma. �

As a result, the map h : Hoch•⊕(A,M) → Hoch•−1∏ (A,M) defines a contracting homotopy for the sum
Hochschild complex

(
Hoch•⊕(A,M), dH + ∂

)
if and only if for each f ∈ Hoch•⊕(A,M), there exists an

integer N = N(f) such that hk(f) = 0 if k > N .

Definition 3.3. We say an acyclic dg A-A-bimoduleM is pointwisely nilpotent if there exists a contracting
operator h for (M,dM ) such that the induced sequence {hk}∞k=0 of maps defined in (8) satisfies the following:
for each f ∈ Hoch•⊕(A,M), there exists an integer N = N(f) such that hk(f) = 0 for all k > N .

Proposition 3.4. Let A be a dg algebra, andM be an acyclic dg A-A-bimodule. Then HH•⊕(A,M) = 0 if
M is pointwisely nilpotent.

If the dg algebra A is finite dimensional, the pointwise nilpotency of an acyclic dg A-A-bimodule M is
obtained by an ascending filtration ofM compatible with a contracting homotopy forM .
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Lemma 3.5. Let A be a finite dimensional dg algebra. An acyclic dg A-A-bimoduleM is pointwisely nilpo-
tent if there exists an ascending filtration

{0} = M0 ⊂M1 ⊂ · · · ⊂M
of A-A-subbimodules ofM and a contracting homotopy h forM such that

⋃
q≥0Mq = M and

h(Mq+1) ⊂Mq

for all q ≥ 0.

Note that eachMi is an A-A-subbimodule ofM , but not necessarily a dg A-A-subbimodule ofM .

Proof. Let f ∈ Homr(A⊗p,M). Observe that if f(A⊗p) ⊂Mq, then (dH ◦H)(f) ∈ Homr−1(A⊗p+1,M)
and

(dH ◦H)(f)(A⊗p+1) ⊂ A · h(Mq) + h(Mq) ·A ⊂Mq−1. (9)
Since A is finite dimensional, there is k ≥ 0 such that f(A⊗p) ⊂Mk. By applying (9) repeatedly, we have

hk(f)(A⊗p+k) = H ◦ (dH ◦H)k(f)(A⊗p+k) ⊂ h(M0) = {0}
which proves the lemma. �

3.2. Weak cone-nilpotency and Keller admissible triples. We introduce a technical condition on quasi-
isomorphisms, called weakly cone-nilpotency, to define Keller admissible triples.

Definition 3.6. Let A be a dg algebra, and let M and N be dg A-A-bimodules. A quasi-isomorphism
φ : M → N of A-A-bimodules is said to be weakly cone-nilpotent if one of the following conditions is
satisfied:

(i) The mapping cone of φ is pointwisely nilpotent.
(ii) The map φ has a right inverse whose mapping cone is pointwisely nilpotent.
(iii) The map φ has a left inverse whose mapping cone is pointwisely nilpotent.

Remark 3.7. The above conditions are not equivalent to each other. In fact, the weakly cone-nilpotent quasi-
isomorphisms ρA and ρB in Section 4.1 do not have right inverses. The map ρA satisfies (i), and the map ρB
satisfies (iii). None of them satisfies (ii).

Let φ : C• → D• be a map of cochain complexes (C•, dC) and (D•, dD). In the present paper, the mapping
cone of φ is a cochain complex Cone•(φ) = (C•+1 ⊕D•, dCone(φ)) where the differential is defined by

dCone(φ)(c, d) =
(
− dC(c), φ(c) + dD(d)

)
for c ∈ C and d ∈ D. Note that if (C, dC) and (D, dD) are dg A-A-bimodules, then Cone(φ) also carries the
dg A-A-bimodule structures.

Lemma 3.8. Let φ : M → N be a quasi-isomorphism ofA-A-bimodules. If φ is weakly cone-nilpotent, then
the induced map

φ∗ : Hoch⊕(A,M)→ Hoch⊕(A,N)

is a quasi-isomorphism.

Proof. If the mapping cone Cone(φ) of φ is pointwisely nilpotent, then the lemma follows from Proposi-
tion 3.4 and the fact that

Cone(φ∗) ∼= Hoch⊕(A,Cone(φ))

where Cone(φ∗) is the mapping cone of the pushforward map φ∗ : Hoch⊕(A,M)→ Hoch⊕(A,N).
Let τ be a right/left inverse of φ. By the same reason, if the mapping cone of τ is pointwisely nilpotent, then
the pushforward map τ∗ : Hoch⊕(A,N) → Hoch⊕(A,M) is a quasi-isomorphism. Since τ∗ is a right/left
inverse of φ∗, the map φ∗ is also a quasi-isomorphism. �
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Definition 3.9. A triple (A,X,B) is called a Keller admissible triple if (i) the action maps

ρA : (A, dA)→
(

HomBop(X,X), ∂X
)
,

ρB : (Bop, dB)→
(

HomA(X,X), ∂X
)

are weakly cone-nilpotent quasi-isomorphisms, and (ii) the sequences

0→ HomBop(X,X) ↪→ Hom(X,X)
dXHR−−−→ Hom(X ⊗B,X)

dXHR−−−→ Hom(X ⊗B⊗2, X)
dXHR−−−→ · · · (10)

0→ HomA(X,X) ↪→ Hom(X,X)
dXHL−−−→ Hom(A⊗X,X)

dXHL−−−→ Hom(A⊗2 ⊗X,X)
dXHL−−−→ · · · (11)

are exact.

The main theorem of this paper is the following

Theorem 3.10. Let (A,X,B) be a Keller admissible triple. The two projections

Hoch•⊕(X)

Hoch•⊕(A) Hoch•⊕(B)

πA πB

induce isomorphisms of Gerstenhaber algebras on cohomologies.

Remark 3.11. A similar theorem for product Hochschild cohomology appears in [17]. However, there is no
obvious relations between the two versions. See Example 4.9 below.

The rest of the section is devoted to proving Theorem 3.10.

3.3. Hochschild complexes with values in HomBop(X,X) and HomA(X,X). Since HomBop(X,X) is
equipped with the A-A-bimodule structure

(a · f)(x) := a · f(x), (f · a)(x) := f(a · x),

we have the Hochschild complexHoch•⊕
(
A,HomBop(X,X)

)
ofAwith values inHomBop(X,X). Similarly,

with the B-B-bimodule structure

(b · f)(x) := (−1)|b|(|f |+|x|)f(x · b), (f · b)(x) := (−1)|b||x|f(x) · b,

on HomA(X,X), we have the Hochschild complex Hoch•⊕
(
B,HomA(X,X)

)
with values in HomA(X,X).

Suppose X is a dg A-B-bimodule such that the sequence (10) is exact. For each p, r, since the functor
Homk(A

⊗p,−) is exact, we have an exact sequence of vector spaces:

0→ Homr
(
A⊗p,HomBop(X,X)

)
↪−→ Homr

(
A⊗p,Hom(X,X)

)
→

→ Homr
(
A⊗p,Hom(X ⊗B,X)

)
→ Homr

(
A⊗p,Hom(X ⊗B⊗2, X)

)
→ · · ·

(12)

Under the isomorphism

Homr(A⊗p ⊗X ⊗B⊗q, X) ∼= Homr
(
A⊗p,Hom(X ⊗B⊗q, X)

)
,

the sequence (12) can be rephrased as the exact sequence

0→ Homr
(
A⊗p,HomBop(X,X)

) Φp,r

↪−−→ Hochp,0,r(A,X,B)
dXHR−−−→ Hochp,1,r(A,X,B)

dXHR−−−→ · · ·

for each p, r.
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We define Φ =
∑

p,r(−1)r Φp,r. Then we have a double complex

...
...

...

0 C−1,n+1 C0,n+1 C1,n+1 · · ·

0 C−1,n C0,n C1,n · · ·

...
...

...

Φ dXHR dXHR

Φ

dH+∂

dXHR

dXHL+∂X

dXHR

dXHL+∂X (13)

where
C−1,n =

⊕
p+r=n−1

Homr
(
A⊗p,HomBop(X,X)

)
,

Cq,n =
⊕

p+r+1=n

Hochp,q,r(A,X,B), q ≥ 0.

Here, the complex
(
C−1,•+1, dH+∂

)
is the Hochschild cochain complex ofAwith values inHomBop(X,X),

and the total complex
(⊕

q≥0,
q+n=•

Cq,n, dXHL + ∂X + dXHR
)
is a subcomplex of

(
Hoch•⊕(X), dXH + ∂X

)
.

Similarly, one has the map Ψ : Hoch•⊕(B,HomA(X,X))→ Hoch•+1
⊕ (A,X,B),

Ψ(f)(x ; b1, · · · , bq) := (−1)q+r−1(−1)|x|(|b1|+···+|bq |)f(b1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bq)(x),

for f ∈ Homr(B⊗q,HomA(X,X)) and has a double complex analogous to (13).
We need the following lemma in Homological algebra [40, Lemma 2.7.3]:

Lemma 3.12 (Acyclic Assembly Lemma). Let Bp,q be a double complex, equipped with differentials
d1 : Bp,q → Bp+1,q

d2 : Bp,q → Bp,q+1.

Suppose that the 2nd quadrant of B vanishes (i.e. Bp,q = 0 if p < 0 and q > 0). If every row of B is exact,
then the direct sum total complex tot⊕(B) is acyclic.

Applying Lemma 3.12 to (13), we get

Lemma 3.13. LetA andB be dg algebras, andX be a dgA-B-bimodule. If the sequence (10) is exact, then
the map

Φ :
(
Hoch•⊕(A,HomBop(X,X))[−1], −(dH + ∂)

)
−→
(
Hoch•⊕(A,X,B), dXH + ∂X

)
,

is a quasi-isomorphism.
Similarly, if the sequence (11) is exact, then the map

Ψ :
(
Hoch•⊕(B,HomA(X,X))[−1], −(dH + ∂)

)
−→
(
Hoch•⊕(A,X,B), dXH + ∂X

)
,

is a quasi-isomorphism.

Proof. We show the assertion for the first part, and the second part follows from a similar argument.
It is clear that the map Φ is a cochain map. Observe that the mapping cone Cone(Φ) of Φ is the direct sum
total complex tot⊕(C) of (13). By Lemma 3.12, the total complex tot⊕(C) = Cone(Φ) is acyclic, and
therefore, we conclude that Φ is a quasi-isomorphism. �
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3.4. Proof of Theorem 3.10. Let (A,X,B) be a Keller admissible triple. Observe that the action map
ρA : (A, dA)→

(
HomBop(X,X), ∂X

)
is a dgA-A-bimodulemap, and ρB : (Bop, dB)→

(
HomA(X,X), ∂X

)
is a dg B-B-bimodule map. Thus, by Lemma 3.8, the induced maps

ρA∗ :
(

Hoch•⊕(A), −(dAH + ∂A)
)
→
(

Hoch•⊕
(
A,HomBop(X,X)

)
, −(dH + ∂)

)
,

ρB∗ :
(

Hoch•⊕(B), −(dBH + ∂B)
)
→
(

Hoch•⊕
(
B,HomA(X,X)

)
, −(dH + ∂)

)
are quasi-isomorphisms.

To prove Theorem 3.10, we need the following

Lemma 3.14. If the map

Φ ◦ ρA∗ :
(
Hoch•⊕(A)[−1], −(dAH + ∂A)

)
→
(
Hoch•⊕(A,X,B), dXH + ∂X

)
is a quasi-isomorphism of cochain complexes, then so is the projection πB : Hoch•⊕(X) � Hoch•⊕(B).
Similarly, if

Ψ ◦ ρB∗ :
(
Hoch•⊕(B)[−1],−(dBH + ∂B)

)
→
(
Hoch•⊕(A,X,B), dXH + ∂X

)
is a quasi-isomorphism, then so is the projection πA : Hoch•⊕(X)� Hoch•⊕(A).

Proof. We only prove the first statement. The second one follows from a similar argument.

Since the projection πB :
(
Hoch•⊕(X), dH + ∂

)
�
(
Hoch•⊕(B), dBH + ∂B

)
is surjective, it is a quasi-

isomorphism if and only if the kernel

ker(πB) =
(
Hoch•⊕(A)⊕Hoch•⊕(A,X,B), dAXH + dAH + dXH + ∂X + ∂A

)
is acyclic. Since

Φ ◦ ρA∗(f)(a1, · · · , ap; x) = (−1)rf(a1, · · · , ap) · x
= dAXH (f)(a1, · · · , ap; x),

for f ∈ Hochp,r(A), we have Φ ◦ ρA∗ = dAXH . Thus the mapping cone

Cone(Φ ◦ ρA∗) =
(
Hoch•⊕(A)⊕Hoch•⊕(A,X,B), Φ ◦ ρA∗ + dAH + dXH + ∂X + ∂A

)
of Φ ◦ ρA∗ coincides with the kernel ker(πB). Since Φ ◦ ρA∗ is a quasi-isomorphism, the mapping cone
Cone(Φ ◦ ρA∗) = ker(πB) is acyclic. Therefore, πB is a quasi-isomorphism. �

Proof of Theorem 3.10. Let (A,X,B) be a Keller admissible triple. By Lemma 3.13, the embedding maps
Φ and Ψ are quasi-isomorphisms. Since the pushforward maps ρA∗ and ρB∗ are also quasi-isomorphisms, it
follows from Lemma 3.14 that πA and πB are quasi-isomorphisms. �

Remark 3.15. Theorem 3.10 is a sum analogue of Keller’s theorem in [17] which respects the product
Hochschild cohomology. In fact, in [17, 33, 15], analogous theorems were proved for bigraded algebras
where a Hochschild complex is endowed with three types of degrees — one from Hochschild construction,
two from the given bigrading. Although a direct sum is taken for bigraded components in [33], the total
complex is still different from our sum Hochschild complexes. Thus, there is no clear relation between these
theorems and Theorem 3.10.
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4. Keller admissible triples associated with Lie algebras

Let g be a finite-dimensional Lie algebra. In this section, we prove that the triple

(A, dA) =
(
Ug, 0

)
,

(B, dB) =
(

Hom(S(g[1]), k), dg
) ∼= (S(g[1])∨, dg

)
,

(X, dX) = (Ug⊗ S(g[1]), dX)

is a Keller admissible triple, where dg : S•(g[1])∨ → S•+1(g[1])∨ is the Chevalley–Eilenberg differential
defined as in (21), Ug is the universal enveloping algebra of g, and dX : Ug ⊗ S(g[1]) → Ug ⊗ S(g[1]) is
defined by

dX(u⊗ x1 � · · · � xn) :=
n∑
i=1

(−1)i+1 u · sxi ⊗ x1 � · · · x̂i · · · � xn

+
∑
i<j

(−1)i+j u⊗ s−1[sxi, sxj ]g � x1 · · · x̂i · · · x̂j · · · � xn.

Here, Ug is considered as a dg algebra concentrated at degree zero, s : g[1] → g is the degree-shifting map
of degree +1, u ∈ Ug and x1, · · · , xn ∈ g[1]. This triple is adapted from [18, Example 6.5].

It is well known that the complex
(
Ug⊗S(g[1]), dX

)
is a free resolution of k in the category of Ug-modules.

Remark 4.1. In our grading setting, the degrees are chosen to be compatible with the Koszul sign convention,
and a few classical formulations need to be modified correspondingly. In fact, in the literature, the expressions
(Λ•g∨, dg) and (Ug⊗Λ•g, dX) are more common than the expressions of graded symmetric tensors in this
paper. The two types of expressions are isomorphic as complexes. Nevertheless, in the category of graded
vector spaces, an element in Λ•g should be considered to be of degree zero which is not the expected degree.
Thus, in order to avoid confusion and to keep the consistency of degree counting, we choose the expressions
S(g[1])∨ and Ug⊗ S(g[1]). See Appendix A.1 for more details.

We describe the right S(g[1])∨-action x on S(g[1]) induced by (graded) contraction: For any x, xi ∈ g[1],
ξ ∈ (g[1])∨, we define

1x ξ := 0,

(x1 � · · · � xn)x ξ :=
n∑
i=1

(−1)n−i〈xi | ξ 〉(x1 � · · · x̂i · · · � xn),

and extend it by the module axiom. Similarly, we also have the right S(g[1])-action y on S(g[1])∨. Note that,
in this way, we have

xx ξ = 〈x | ξ 〉 = −ξ(x),

ξyx = 〈 ξ | x 〉 = ξ(x).

The space X = Ug ⊗ S(g[1]) carries the left Ug-action induced by the multiplication in Ug and the right
S(g[1])∨-action induced by x .

Lemma 4.2. The dg vector space
(
Ug⊗ S(g[1]), dX

)
is a dg Ug–S(g[1])∨-bimodule.

Proof. This lemma follows from Example A.9. �
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4.1. The action maps. We first prove the action maps are weakly cone-nilpotent quasi-isomorphisms.

Lemma 4.3. The action map
ρA : (Ug, 0)→

(
Hom(S(g[1])∨)op

(
Ug⊗ S(g[1]),Ug⊗ S(g[1])

)
, ∂X

)
,

ρA(v)(u⊗ x) = (vu)⊗ x,

is a weakly cone-nilpotent quasi-isomorphism.

Proof. SinceB = S(g[1])∨ is a graded commutative algebra, a right S(g[1])∨-module structure is equivalent
to a left S(g[1])∨-module structure. Thus, by Proposition A.8 and Example A.9, we have

Hom•(S(g[1])∨)op(X,X) = coHom•S(g[1])(X,X),

where X = Ug⊗ S(g[1]). Furthermore, since the natural projection

pr : Ug⊗ S(g[1])� Ug⊗ S0(g[1]) ∼= Ug
is a free cogenerator of the graded comodule X = Ug ⊗ S(g[1]), it follows from Proposition A.11 that the
induced map

pr∗ : Hom•Bop(X,X)→ Hom•k(Ug⊗ S(g[1]),Ug) ∼= Hom•k
(
S(g[1]),Homk(Ug,Ug)

)
is an isomorphism of graded vector spaces. See Appendix A for details.

Let ∂̃X be the differential on Hom
(
S(g[1]),Hom(Ug,Ug)

)
induced by ∂X under the isomorphism pr∗. By

(24), one can show that

∂̃X(f)(x0 � · · · � xn)(u) =

n∑
i=0

(−1)n−i
(
f(x0 � · · · x̂i · · · � xn)(u)sxi − f(x0 � · · · x̂i · · · � xn)(usxi)

)
− (−1)n

∑
i<j

(−1)i+jf(s−1[sxi, sxj ]g � x0 · · · x̂i · · · x̂j · · · � xn)(u)

for f ∈ Hom
(
Sn(g[1]),Hom(Ug,Ug)

)
, xi ∈ g[1] and u ∈ Ug. Let � : g×Hom(Ug,Ug)→ Hom(Ug,Ug)

be the Lie algebra action
(y �g)(u) = g(uy)− g(u)y

for g ∈ Hom(Ug,Ug) and y ∈ g. Then the differential ∂̃X coincides with the Chevalley–Eilenberg differen-
tial d �

CE associated with the action � .

Recall that one has the isomorphism (see, for example, [40, Exercise 7.3.5])

H•CE

(
g,Hom(Ug,Ug)

) ∼= Ext•Ugop(Ug,Ug) ∼= Ug.

Since the action map ρA induces a right inverse of the isomorphism pr∗ : H
(

Hom•Bop(X,X), ∂X
)
→ Ug,

the lemma follows.

For weak cone-nilpotency, we observe that the dg algebra Ug is concentrated in degree 0 and the mapping
cone M := Cone(ρA) of ρA is bounded below. Thus, there exists N > 0 such that Homr(A⊗n,M) = 0
if r < −N . Therefore, for any choice of homotopy operator on M and for any f ∈ Hochs⊕(A,M), the
induced maps {hk} satisfy hk(f) = 0 for k > s + N . This implies that the mapping coneM = Cone(ρA)
is pointwisely nilpotent. �

The quasi-isomorphism property for the other action

ρB :
((
S(g[1])∨

)op
, dg
)
→
(

HomUg
(
Ug⊗ S(g[1]),Ug⊗ S(g[1])

)
, ∂X

)
follows from the proof of [18, Lemma 6.5 (a)]. In fact, the augmentation map ε : Ug⊗ S(g[1])� Ug� k
induces a quasi-isomorphism

ε∗ :
(

HomUg(Ug⊗ S(g[1]),Ug⊗ S(g[1])), ∂X
)
→
(

HomUg
(
Ug⊗ S(g[1]),k

)
, ∂X,k

) ∼= (S(g[1])∨, dg
)
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which defines a left inverse for ρB .

Lemma 4.4. The mapping cone of

ε∗ :
(

HomUg(Ug⊗ S(g[1]),Ug⊗ S(g[1])), ∂X
)
→
(
(S(g[1])∨)

op
, dg
)

is pointwisely nilpotent. In particular, the action map

ρB :
((
S(g[1])∨

)op
, dg
)
→
(

HomUg
(
Ug⊗ S(g[1]),Ug⊗ S(g[1])

)
, ∂X

)
,

ρB(b)(u⊗ x) = (−1)|x||b|u⊗ (xx b),

is a weakly cone-nilpotent quasi-isomorphism.

Proof. The mapping cone of ε∗ is

Cone(ε∗) ∼= HomUg

(
Ug⊗ S(g[1]),

(
Ug⊗ S(g[1])

)
[1]⊕ k

)
equipped with the differential ∂ : Cone(ε∗)→ Cone(ε∗),

∂(f) := dε ◦ f − (−1)|f |f ◦ dX
where dε is the differential on the mapping cone Cone(ε) of ε : Ug⊗ S(g[1])→ k.

Let {e1, · · · , ed} be a basis for g[1], s : g[1] → g be the degree-shifting map of degree +1, and
s : Ug ⊗ S(g[1]) →

(
Ug ⊗ S(g[1])

)
[1] be the degree-shifting map of degree −1. Note that the mapping

cone Cone(ε) is a filtered complex with respect to the filtration

F−p :=
( p⊕
k=0

Ug≤p−k ⊗ Sk(g[1])
)

[1]⊕ k

whose basis is the set

{(0, 1)} ∪ {(s(sei1 · · · seil ⊗ ej1 � · · · � ejk), 0) | i1 ≤ · · · ≤ il, j1 < · · · < jk, k + l ≤ p}

for p ≥ 0, and F−p = 0 if p < 0. It is known [16, Lemma VII.4.1] that the quotient complex F−p/F−p+1 is
exact. As a result, the inclusion map F−p+1 ↪→ F−p is a quasi-isomorphism, and thus F−p is exact for each
p. See [16, Section VII.4] or [5, Section XIII.7] for details.

We will inductively construct a sequence of homotopy operators hp : F−p → F−p of degree−1 such that (i)
hp|F−p+1 = hp−1, and (ii) the equation dε ◦ hp + hp ◦ dε = idF−p holds in F−p. Since ∪pF−p = Cone(ε),
such a sequence defines a contracting homotopy h : Cone(ε) → Cone(ε) for Cone(ε) with the property
h(F−p) ⊂ F−p.

In the case p = 0, one can choose h0 to be the isomorphism k
∼=−→ Ug≤0 ⊗ S0(g[1]). Assume we have a

homotopy operator hp : F−p → F−p with properties (i) and (ii). Then since F−p−1 is an exact sequence of
vector spaces, one can assign the value of hp+1 at

(s(sei1 · · · seil ⊗ ej1 � · · · � ejk), 0), i1 ≤ · · · ≤ il, j1 < · · · < jk, k + l = p+ 1,

inductively on k so that the equation dε ◦ hp+1 + hp+1 ◦ dε = idF−p−1 holds. In this way, one can obtain a
homotopy operators hp with properties (i) and (ii) for each p ≥ 0.

Recall that, by the Poincaré–Birkhoff–Witt theorem,

{(0, 1)} ∪ {(s(sei1 · · · seil ⊗ ej1 � · · · � ejk), 0) | i1 ≤ · · · ≤ il, j1 < · · · < jk}

is a basis of
(
Ug⊗ S(g[1])

)
[1]⊕ k. By the construction, h((0, 1)) = (s(1⊗ 1), 0). Also, each basis vector

of the form v = (s(sei1 · · · seil ⊗ ej1 � · · · � ejk), 0) belongs to F−(k+l), and thus

h(v) ∈ F−(k+l) ∩
(
Ug⊗ Sk+1(g[1])

)
[1]⊕ {0} =

(
Ug≤l−1 ⊗ Sk+1(g[1])

)
[1]⊕ {0}.
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Therefore, we have

h
((
Ug≤q ⊗ S(g[1])

)
[1]⊕ k

)
⊂
(
Ug≤q−1 ⊗ S(g[1])

)
[1]⊕ {0}. (14)

Now, we define S(g[1])∨-S(g[1])∨-subbimodules of Cone(ε∗) by

M0 = HomUg

(
Ug⊗ S(g[1]),

(
Ug≤0 ⊗ S(g[1])

)
[1]⊕ {0}

)
and

Mq = HomUg

(
Ug⊗ S(g[1]),

(
Ug≤q ⊗ S(g[1])

)
[1]⊕ k

)
for each q > 0. Then {Mq}q≥0 forms an ascending filtration of Cone(ε∗) satisfying

⋃
qMq = Cone(ε∗).

Moreover, (14) implies that the induced contracting homotopy h̃ = h∗ forCone(ε∗) satisfies h̃(Mq) ⊂Mq−1.
Thus, by Lemma 3.5, the mapping cone Cone(ε∗) is pointwisely nilpotent, and thus ρB is weakly cone-
nilpotent. �

4.2. Exactness of the sequences. Now we show that the sequences (10) and (11) are exact for the triple
(A,X,B) = (Ug, Ug⊗ S(g[1]), S(g[1])∨).

Let V be a vector space concentrated at degree zero, {e1, · · · , ed} be a basis for V [1], and {ε1, · · · , εd} be
the dual basis for (V [1])∨ such that 〈 εj | ei 〉 = δji . We denote

ω := e1 � · · · � ed ∈ Sd(V [1]), τ := εd � · · · � ε1 ∈ Sd(V [1])∨.

To prove the exactness of (10), we need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 4.5. For x ∈ S(V [1]), b ∈ S(V [1])∨, we have

(i) ωx (τyx) = (−1)d−|x| x,
(ii) τy (xx b) = (−1)|b| (τyx)� b.

Proof. In the following computation, we use multi-index notations and Einstein summation convention. Let
Ei be the d-tuple with 1 at the i-th component and 0 elsewhere. We denote eI = ei1 � · · · � eik and
εJ = εj1 � · · · � εjl , where I = Ei1 + · · · + Eik , i1 < · · · < ik, and J = Ej1 + · · · + Ejl , j1 < · · · < jl.
We say I is smaller than J , denoted I ≤ J , if {i1, · · · , ik} ⊂ {j1, · · · , jl}. If I ≤ J , we denote J − I to be
the tuple associated with {j1, · · · , jl} \ {i1, · · · , ik}.
Let T = E1 + · · ·+ Ed, and T − I = Eı̃1 + · · ·+ Eı̃d−k , ı̃1 < · · · < ı̃d−k. We have

τy eI = (εd · · · ε1)y ei1 · · · y eik = (−1)i1+···+ik− k(k+1)
2 εT−Irev ,

where εT−Irev = εı̃d−k � · · · � εı̃1 . Thus,

ωx (τy eI) = (−1)i1+···+ik− k(k+1)
2 (e1 � · · · � ed)x εı̃d−k · · · x εı̃1

= (−1)i1+···+ik− k(k+1)
2 (−1)(d−ı̃1−d+k)+···+(d−ı̃d−k−1) eI

= (−1)d−k eI .

Since {eI}I is a basis for S(V [1]), the first equation follows.

For the second equation, it suffices to verify it for any x = eI and b = εJ . If J � I , it is clear that

(τy eI)� εJ = 0 = τy (eIx ε
J).

Thus, we can assume J ≤ I . Let jp = ip and I − J = Eĩ1 + · · ·+ Eĩk−l . Then we have

eIx ε
J = (−1)l(−1)(k−1)+···+(k−l)eI−J ,

τy (eIx ε
J) = (−1)ĩ1+···+ĩk−l (−1)1+···+l+ k2+k+l2+l

2 εT−I+Jrev .
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Furthermore,

τy eI = (−1)(i1−1)+···+(ik−k)εT−Irev ,

(τy eI)� εJ = (−1)(i1−1)+···+(ik−k)(−1)(i1−1)+···+(il−l+l−1)εT−I+Jrev

= (−1)l τy (eIx ε
J).

Thus the proof is complete. �

Lemma 4.6. For (A,X,B) = (Ug, Ug⊗ S(g[1]), S(g[1])∨), the sequence (10) is exact.

Proof. Define an operator
hR : Homr(X ⊗B⊗q+1, X)→ Homr(X ⊗B⊗q, X),

for each q ≥ 0, by

hR(f)
(
(u⊗ x) ; b1, · · · , bq) := (−1)q+r+1(−1)d−|x| f

(
(u⊗ ω) ; (τyx), b1, · · · , bq

)
,

where u ∈ Ug, x ∈ S(g[1]), b1, · · · , bq ∈ S(g[1])∨. By Lemma 4.5, one can show that

(hRd
X
HRf)

(
(u⊗ x) ; b1, · · · , bq

)
= (−1)d−|x|f

(
(u⊗ ω)x (τyx) ; b1, · · · , bq

)
+ (−1)d−|x|+1f

(
(u⊗ ω) ; ((τyx)� b1), · · · , bq

)
+

q−1∑
j=1

(−1)d−|x|+j+1f
(
(u⊗ ω) ; (τyx), · · · , bjbj+1, · · · , bq

)
+ (−1)d−|x|+q+1f

(
(u⊗ ω) ; (τyx), · · · , bq−1

)
x bq,

and

(dXHRhRf)
(
(u⊗ x) ; b1, · · · , bq

)
= (−1)d−|x|f

(
(u⊗ ω) ; (τyx)� b1, b2, · · · , bq

)
+

q−1∑
j=1

(−1)j+d−|x|f
(
(u⊗ ω) ; (τyx), b1, · · · bjbj+1 · · · , bq

)
+ (−1)q+d−|x|f

(
(u⊗ ω) ; (τyx), b1, · · · , bq−1

)
x bq

Thus, we have
dXHRhR + hRd

X
HR = id,

and the cohomologies vanish except the zeroth cohomology. Since the zeroth cohomology is

ker
(

Homr(X,X)
dXHR−−−→ Homr(X ⊗B,X)

)
= Homr

Bop(X,X),

the proof is completed. �

Finally, we prove the exactness of the sequence (11).

Lemma 4.7. For (A,X,B) = (Ug, Ug⊗ S(g[1]), S(g[1])∨), the sequence (11) is exact.

Proof. In order to prove this assertion, we define an operator
hL : Homr(A⊗p+1 ⊗X,X)→ Homr(A⊗p ⊗X,X),

for each p ≥ 0, by

hL(f)
(
a1, · · · , ap; (u⊗ x)

)
:= (−1)r+1f(a1, · · · , ap, u; (1⊗ x)

)
,

where a1, · · · , ap, u ∈ Ug and x ∈ S(g[1]). It is straightforward to show that

dXHLhL + hLd
X
HL = id .
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Thus,
Hn
(

Homr(A⊗• ⊗X,X), dXHL
)

= 0,

for any n > 0 and any r ∈ Z. Furthermore, since the zeroth cohomology is

ker
(

Homr(X,X)
dXHL−−−→ Homr(A⊗X,X)

)
= Homr

A(X,X),

the proof is completed. �

Therefore, we have the following

Theorem 4.8. Let g be a finite-dimensional Lie algebra. The triple
(
Ug, Ug⊗S(g[1]), S(g[1])∨

)
is a Keller

admissible triple. Therefore, the projections

Hoch•⊕(Ug⊗ S(g[1]))

Hoch•⊕(Ug) Hoch•⊕(S(g[1])∨)

πA πB

induce isomorphisms of Gerstenhaber algebras on cohomologies.

It follows from Theorem 4.8 that one has an isomorphism HH•⊕(Ug) ∼= HH•⊕(S(g[1])∨) of the sum
Hochschild cohomologies. The following example, however, shows that an analogous isomorphism does not
exist for the product Hochschild cohomologies, i.e. HH•∏(Ug) � HH•∏(S(g[1])∨) in general.

Example 4.9. For the 1-dimensional Lie algebra g = k, we have Ug = Sg ∼=
⊕∞

n=0 k and
(S(g[1])∨, 0) = (k[x]/(x2), 0) as in Example 1.2. Then

HH0
⊕(Ug) ∼=

∞⊕
n=0

k ∼= HH0
⊕(S(g[1])∨, 0).

However, the 0-th product Hochschild cohomology of S(g[1])∨ is

HH0∏(S(g[1])∨, 0) ∼=
∞∏
n=0

k

which is not isomorphic to HH0∏(Ug) = HH0
⊕(Ug).

5. Application to Duflo theorem

A dg manifold (M, Q) is a graded manifoldM together with a homological vector fieldQ. Such a structure
plays an important role in various fields of mathematics. See, for example, [1, 6, 28, 2]. In the present paper,
we consider the dg manifold (g[1], dg) associated with a finite-dimensional Lie algebra g whose function
algebra is the Chevalley–Eilenberg dg algebra (S(g[1])∨, dg).

On the dg manifold (g[1], dg), one has the dg algebra
(
⊕T •poly(g[1]), [dg,−]S

)
of polyvector fields and the

dg algebra
(
⊕D•poly(g[1]), dH+ Jdg,−K

)
of polydifferential operators on (g[1], dg). According to [25, Theo-

rem 4.3], one has the Duflo–Kontsevich-type map

hkr ◦ td
1/2
g[1] :

(
⊕T •poly(g[1]), dT

)
→
(
⊕D•poly(g[1]), dD

)
,

which induces a graded algebra isomorphism on their cohomologies. Here,

dT := [dg,−]S ,

dD := dH + Jdg,−K,
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and tdg[1] ∈
∏
k≥0

(
Γ(ΛkT∨g[1])

)k denotes the Todd cocycle associated with the trivial connection on g[1].
We refer the reader to [25] for an introduction to Duflo–Kontsevich-type theorem for dg manifolds.

Let J ∈ Ŝ(g∨) be theDuflo element which is the formal power series on g defined by J(x) = det
(

1−e− adx

adx

)
,

x ∈ g. Its square root J1/2 acts on Sg as a formal differential operator, and this map induces an operator
on the Chevalley–Eilenberg cohomology H•CE(g, Sg). In this section, we construct isomorphisms of graded
algebras

ΦT : H•(⊕Tpoly(g[1]), dT )
∼=−→ H•CE(g, Sg),

ΦD : H•(⊕Dpoly(g[1]), dD)
∼=−→ H•CE(g,Ug),

and prove the following:

Theorem 5.1. The diagram

H•(⊕Tpoly(g[1]), dT ) H•(⊕Tpoly(g[1]), dT ) H•(⊕Dpoly(g[1]), dD)

H•CE(g, Sg) H•CE(g, Sg) H•CE(g,Ug)

Td
1/2
g[1]

ΦT

hkr

ΦT ΦD

J1/2 pbw

(15)

commutes.

In this way, we obtain a precise relation between the Duflo–Kontsevich-type isomorphism [25] for the dg
manifold (g[1], dg) and the Duflo–Kontsevich isomorphism [11, 21, 30] for the Lie algebra g. In particular,
we recover the Duflo–Kontsevich theorem:

Corollary 5.2 (Kontsevich). The map

pbw ◦J1/2 : H•CE(g, Sg)→ H•CE(g,Ug)

is an isomorphism of graded algebras.

Note that if one replaces the direct-sum total cohomologies by the direct-product total cohomologies in (15),
many issues arise. For instance, themapΦD may fail to be an isomorphism (see Example 4.9 and Section 5.2).

The diagram (15) consists of two parts: left half and right half. The commutativity of the left half diagram
is established in Section 5.3, and the commutativity of the right half diagram is proved in Proposition 5.5.

5.1. Polyvector fields on g[1]. The dg algebra ⊕T •poly(g[1]) of polyvector fields on (g[1], dg) consists of the
graded vector space

⊕T •poly(g[1]) = Γ
(
g[1];S(Tg[1][−1])

) ∼= S(g[1])∨ ⊗ Sg
equipped with the differential dT = [dg,−]S and the natural multiplication

(f1 ⊗ x̃1) · (f2 ⊗ x̃2) = (f1 � f2)⊗ (x̃1 � x̃2),

where [−,−]S is the Schouten bracket, f1, f2 ∈ S(g[1])∨ and x̃1, x̃2 ∈ Sg.

Let Φ̃T : ⊕T •poly(g[1])→ Hom(S•(g[1]), Sg) be the map

Φ̃T (f⊗ sx1 � · · · � sxq) : y 7→ 〈 f | y 〉 · sx1 � · · · � sxq

where f ∈ S(g[1])∨, xi ∈ g[1], y ∈ S(g[1]) are homogeneous, and s : g[1] → g is the degree-shifting map
of degree +1. Here, the dg algebra Hom(S•(g[1]), Sg) is equipped with the convolution product ? and the
Chevalley–Eilenberg differential induced by the adjoint action. See Appendix A for the precise definitions.
The following lemma follows from a direct computation.
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Lemma 5.3. The map Φ̃T : ⊕T •poly(g[1]) → Hom(S•(g[1]), Sg) is an isomorphism of dg algebras. In
particular, the induced map

ΦT : H•(⊕Tpoly(g[1]), dT )→ H•CE(g, Sg)

is an isomorphism of graded algebra.

5.2. Polydifferential operators on g[1]. The dg algebra ⊕D•poly(g[1]) of polydifferential operators on
(g[1], dg) is the graded vector space

⊕D•poly(g[1]) ∼=
⊕
p+r=•

(
S(g[1])∨ ⊗

(
S(g[1])

)⊗p)r ∼= ⊕
p+r=•

Homr
(
(S(g[1])∨)⊗p, S(g[1])∨

)
,

equipped with the differential dD = dH + Jdg,−K and the cup product. In other words, the dg algebra
⊕D•poly(g[1]) is isomorphic to the dg algebra Hoch•⊕(S(g[1])∨, dg) of Hochschild cochains of the dg algebra
(S(g[1])∨, dg), and thus,

H•(⊕Dpoly(g[1]), dD) ∼= HH•⊕(S(g[1])∨, dg).

We will omit dg in the Hochschild cohomology/complex for simplicity.

By Theorem 4.8, there is an isomorphism Φ1 : HH•⊕(S(g[1])∨) → HH•⊕(Ug) of graded algebras. Further-
more, it is well known that HH•⊕(Ug) is isomorphic to H•CE(g,Ug). In fact, this isomorphism is represented
by the cochain map Φ̃2 : Hom(Ug⊗•,Ug)→ Hom(S•(g[1]),Ug),

Φ̃2(f) : x1 � · · · � xp 7→
∑
σ∈Sp

(−1)σf(sxσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ sxσ(p)), (16)

for x1, · · · , xp ∈ g[1] and f ∈ Hom(Ug⊗p,Ug). The dg algebra Hom(S•(g[1]),Ug) is equipped with the
convolution product ? and the Chevalley–Eilenberg differential dUgCE of adjoint action. See (20) and (22) for
the precise definitions of ? and dUgCE. The following lemma is standard [5].

Lemma 5.4 (Cartan–Eilenberg). The map Φ̃2 is a quasi-isomorphism of dg algebras. In particular, the
induced map

Φ2 : HH•⊕(Ug)→ H•CE(g,Ug)

is an isomorphism of graded algebras.

Therefore, the map

ΦD := Φ2 ◦ Φ1 : H•(⊕Dpoly(g[1]), dD) ∼= HH•⊕(S(g[1])∨)→ H•CE(g,Ug),

is an isomorphism of graded algebras.

5.3. Todd class and Duflo element. The Todd class of a dg manifold (M, Q) can be defined via the Atiyah
class which measures the obstruction to the existence ofQ-invariant connections. In the following, we present
an Atiyah cocycle and a Todd cocycle of the dg manifold (g[1], dg), and we compare this Todd cocycle with
the Duflo element of g. We refer the reader to [29] for a general introduction to the Atiyah and Todd classes
of a dg manifold.

Let∇0 be the trivial connection on g[1]. The Atiyah cocycle

atg ∈ S(g[1])∨ ⊗ (g[1])∨ ⊗ End(g[1]) ∼= Hom(g[1]⊗ g[1], S(g[1])∨ ⊗ g[1])

associated with∇0 is characterized by

atg(x, y) = s−1[sx, sy]g
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for x, y ∈ g[1]. Since atg(x,−) : g[1] → g[1] maps the odd component to the odd component, the Todd
cocycle tdg[1] ∈

∏
k≥0

(
Γ(ΛkT∨g[1])

)k ∼= Ŝg∨ associated with∇0 is

tdg[1](x) = Ber

(
atg(x,−)

1− e− atg(x,−)

)
= det

(
1− e− adsx

adsx

)
= J(sx).

In other words, the Todd cocycle tdg[1] is identified with the Duflo element J ∈ Ŝg∨ under the isomorphism∏
k≥0

(
Γ(ΛkT∨g[1])

)k ∼= ∏
k≥0

(
S(g[1])∨ ⊗ Λk(g[1])∨

)k ∼= ∏
k≥0

Skg∨ = Ŝg∨. (17)

A Todd cocycle is closed under the coboundary operator Ldg . In our case, this means that the Todd cocycle
tdg[1] is g-invariant. Thus, the square root td

1/2
g[1] is also g-invariant and acts on H•CE(g, Sg) by contraction.

With the isomorphism (17), one can show that the left half of the diagram (15) commutes.

5.4. Hochschild–Kostant–Rosenberg map and Poincaré–Birkhoff–Witt isomorphism. The last step of
proving Theorem 5.1 is to show that the two well-known isomorphisms — Hochschild–Kostant–Rosenberg
isomorphism and Poincaré–Birkhoff–Witt isomorphism—are isomorphic via ΦT and ΦD. We first recall the
definitions of these two isomorphisms.
Recall that for x ∈ Sk(g[1]), the interior product ιx : S(g[1])∨ → S(g[1])∨ is characterized by

ιx(f) = (−1)|x|·|f| f(x�−) : Sn−k(g[1])→ k, ∀ f ∈ Hom(Sn(g[1]),k) ∼= Sn(g[1])∨,

if n ≥ k, and ιx(f) = 0 if n < k. The Hochschild–Kostant–Rosenberg map [25, Section 4] on the graded
manifold g[1] is the map

hkr : ⊕T •poly(g[1])→ ⊕D•poly(g[1]) ∼= Hoch•⊕(S(g[1])∨),

hkr
(
f⊗ (sx1 � · · · � sxq)

)
=

1

q!

∑
σ∈Sq

f� ιxσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ ιxσ(q) ,

for f⊗ (sx1 � · · · � sxq) ∈ S(g[1])∨ ⊗ Sqg ⊂ ⊕T •poly(g[1]). Here, the Hochschild cochain

f� ιx1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ιxq : (S(g[1])∨)⊗q → S(g[1])∨

is defined by

f� ιx1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ιxq : (b1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bq) 7→ (−1)
∑q
i=1(q−i)|bi| f� ιx1b1 � · · · � ιxqbq

for b1, · · · , bq ∈ S(g[1])∨. Thismap induces an isomorphism hkr : H•(⊕Tpoly(g[1]), dT )→ HH•⊕(S(g[1])∨)
of vector spaces on their cohomologies.
The Poincaré–Birkhoff–Witt isomorphism is an isomorphism pbw : Sg→ Ug,

pbw(sx1 � · · · � sxq) =
∑
σ∈Sn

1

n!
sxσ(1) · · · sxσ(q), (18)

of g-modules which induces an isomorphism of the Chevalley–Eilenberg complexes

pbw :
(

Hom(S(g[1]), Sg), dSgCE

)
→
(

Hom(S(g[1]),Ug), dUgCE

)
.

Proposition 5.5. The diagram

H•(⊕Tpoly(g[1]), dT ) HH•⊕(S(g[1])∨)

H•CE(g, Sg) H•CE(g,Ug)

ΦT

hkr

ΦD=Φ2◦Φ1

pbw

commutes, where pbw : H•CE(g, Sg)→ H•CE(g,Ug) is the map induced by (18).
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The rest of the section is devoted to proving Proposition 5.5 which is the last step of proving Theorem 5.1.

According to Theorem 3.10, the isomorphism Φ1 = πA∗ ◦ (πB∗)
−1 : HH•⊕(S(g[1])∨)

∼=−→ HH•⊕(Ug) is
induced by the surjective quasi-isomorphisms

Hoch•⊕(Ug) Hoch•⊕(Ug⊗ S(g[1])) Hoch•⊕(S(g[1])∨).
πA πB

Note that the inclusion ιB : Hoch•⊕(S(g[1])∨) ↪→ Hoch•⊕(Ug ⊗ S(g[1])) is not a cochain map, and
there is no obvious representation of (πB∗)

−1 on the cochain level. Thus, it is difficult to verify
pbw ◦ΦT = ΦD ◦ hkr = Φ2 ◦ πA∗ ◦ (πB∗)

−1 ◦ hkr directly. We solve this issue by lifting πB and hkr to a
pullback complex.

Pullback complex. Let hkr∗Hoch•⊕(Ug⊗ S(g[1])) be the pullback complex

hkr∗Hoch•⊕(Ug⊗ S(g[1])) Hoch•⊕(Ug⊗ S(g[1]))

⊕T •poly(g[1]) Hoch•⊕(S(g[1])∨).

h̃kr

π̃B πB

hkr

More precisely,

hkr∗Hoch•⊕(Ug⊗ S(g[1])) = Hoch•⊕(Ug)⊕Hoch•⊕(Ug,Ug⊗ S(g[1]), S(g[1])∨)⊕ ⊕T •poly(g[1])

together with the differential

D = dAH + dAXH + dXH + ∂X + (dXBH ◦ hkr) + [dg,−]S .

Since πB : Hoch•⊕(Ug⊗S(g[1]))→ Hoch•⊕(S(g[1])∨) is a surjective quasi-isomorphism, the kernel ker(πB)
is acyclic. Also note that ker(πB) = ker(π̃B) by construction. Thus, the projection

π̃B : hkr∗Hoch•⊕(Ug⊗ S(g[1]))→ ⊕T •poly(g[1])

is also a surjective quasi-isomorphism. Therefore, to prove Proposition 5.5, it suffices to show that the diagram

hkr∗Hoch•⊕(Ug⊗ S(g[1])) Hoch•⊕(Ug⊗ S(g[1])) Hoch•⊕(Ug)

Hom(S(g[1]), Sg) Hom(S(g[1]),Ug)

h̃kr

Φ̃T ◦π̃B

πA

Φ̃2

pbw

commutes up to homotopy. We prove it by constructing an explicit homotopy operator.

Homotopy operator. Let

ψ1 = Φ̃2 ◦ πA ◦ h̃kr,

ψ2 = pbw ◦Φ̃T ◦ π̃B.

We will construct a homotopy operator h : hkr∗Hoch•⊕(Ug⊗ S(g[1]))→ Hom(S(g[1]),Ug) satisfying the
equation

ψ1 − ψ2 = h ◦D + dUgCE ◦ h. (19)
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Notations. In the rest of this section, we denote A = Ug, B = S(g[1])∨ and X = Ug⊗ S(g[1]). A basis of
g[1] is denoted by {e1, · · · , ed}, and its dual basis is denoted by {ε1, · · · , εd}. The symbol xi is an element
of g[1] for each i, s : g[1] → g is the degree-shifting map, and � denotes the adjoint action. We need the
technical maps

(i) s̃ym : Sp(g[1])→ Ug⊗p,

s̃ym(x1 � · · · � xp) =
∑
σ∈Sp

(−1)σsxσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ sxσ(p),

(ii) Jq,r : Sq+r(g[1])→ Ug⊗ Sq+r(g[1])⊗ (g[1]∨)⊗q ⊗ g[1]⊗q,

Jq,r(x) = 1⊗ x⊗
∑

i1,··· ,iq

(
(εi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ εiq)⊗ (eiq ⊗ · · · ⊗ ei1)

)
,

for x ∈ Sq+r(g[1]),
(iii) φ : g[1]⊗q → Ug,

φ(x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xq) = sx1 · · · sxq,
(iv) the projection prUg : Ug⊗ S(g[1])� Ug⊗ S0(g[1]) ∼= Ug.

For x = x1 � · · · � xn ∈ Sn(g[1]), we denote x{i} := x1 � · · · x̂i · · · � xn. Following Sweedler notation,
we write the formula of the comultiplication ∆ : S(g[1])→ S(g[1])⊗ S(g[1]) as

∆(x) =
∑
k

x(1),k ⊗ x(2),n−k = x(1),k ⊗ x(2),n−k,

where x(1),k ∈ Sk(g[1]) and x(2),n−k ∈ Sn−k(g[1]).

For f ∈ Homr(A⊗p ⊗X ⊗B⊗q, X), we define

hp,q,r : Homr(A⊗p ⊗X ⊗B⊗q, X)→ Hom(Sp+q+r(g[1]),Ug)

hp,q,r(f) = sgn(p, q, r) µUg ◦ (prUg⊗φ) ◦ (f ⊗ 1) ◦ (s̃ym⊗ Jq,r) ◦∆p,q+r

where sgn(p, q, r) = (−1)qr+r+q(q+1)/2. Using Sweedler notation, one can write

hp,q,r(f)(x) = sgn(p, q, r)
∑

i1,··· ,iq

prUg ◦f
(

s̃ym(x(1),p)⊗ (1⊗x(2),q+r)⊗ (εi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ εiq)
)
· (seiq · · · sei1)

for x ∈ Sp+q+r(g[1]). Now, we define the homotopy operator
h : hkr∗Hoch•⊕(Ug⊗ S(g[1]))→ Hom(S(g[1]),Ug)

to be the operator extending
∑
hp,q,r by zero, i.e. the operator h is equal to the composition

hkr∗Hoch•⊕(Ug⊗ S(g[1])) Hoch⊕(Ug,Ug⊗ S(g[1]), S(g[1])∨) Hom(S(g[1]),Ug).
pr

∑
hp,q,r

A-side. Since A = Ug is concentrated at degree zero, we have

(dAXH fA)(a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ap ⊗ x) = fA(a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ap) · x
for fA ∈ Hom(Ug⊗p,Ug) ⊂ Hoch•⊕(X), x ∈ X and ai ∈ Ug. Thus, for x = x1 � · · · � xp ∈ S(g[1]),

h(dAXH fA)(x) = sgn(p, 0, 0) prUg ◦(dAXH fA)(s̃ym(x)⊗ (1⊗ 1))

=
∑
σ∈Sp

(−1)σfA(sxσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ sxσ(p)).

Furthermore, since ψ2(fA) = pbw ◦Φ̃T ◦ π̃B(fA) = 0 and

ψ1(fA)(x) = (Φ̃2 ◦ πA ◦ h̃kr)(fA)(x) =
∑
σ∈Sp

(−1)σfA(sxσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ sxσ(p)),
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we have
(h ◦D + dUgCE ◦ h)(fA) = h(dAXH fA) = (ψ1 − ψ2)(fA).

B-side. For fB = f⊗ sej1 � · · · � sejq ∈ Sq+r(g[1])∨ ⊗ Sqg ⊂ ⊕Tpoly(g[1]) and x ∈ Sq+r(g[1]), we have

h(dXBH ◦ hkr(fB))(x)

= sgn(0, q, r)
∑

i1,··· ,iq

prUg ◦(dXBH ◦ hkr(fB))
(

(1⊗ x)⊗ (εi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ εiq)
)
· (seiq · · · sei1)

= sgn(0, q, r)(−1)q+r−1+r(q+r)
∑

i1,··· ,iq

prUg

(
(1⊗ x)x hkr(fB)(εi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ εiq)

)
· (seiq · · · sei1)

= sgn(0, q, r)(−1)q+r−1+r(q+r)+q(q+1)/2(xx f)
1

q!

∑
σ∈Sq

sejσ(q) · · · sejσ(1)

= sgn(0, q, r)(−1)qr+q−1+q(q+1)/2(−1)q+rf(x) · pbw(sej1 � · · · � sejq)

= −f(x) · pbw(sej1 � · · · � sejq).

Since ψ1(fB) = Φ̃2 ◦ πA ◦ h̃kr(fB) = 0 and

ψ2(fB) = pbw ◦Φ̃T (f⊗ se1 � · · · � seq) : x 7→ f(x) · pbw(se1 � · · · � seq),

we conclude that

(h ◦D + dUgCE ◦ h)(fB) = h ◦ dXBH ◦ hkr(fB) = (ψ1 − ψ2)(fB).

X-side. Let f ∈ Homr(A⊗p ⊗X ⊗ B⊗q, X) and x = x1 � · · · � xp+q+r+1 ∈ Sp+q+r+1(g[1]). To verify
the homotopy equation, we need to compute the following 4 terms.

Term I:

dUgCE(hf)(x) =

(
p+q+r+1∑

i=1

(−1)i+p+q+r(sxi) � (hf)(x{i})

)
− (−1)p+q+r(hf)(∂gx)

=

(
p+q+r+1∑

i=1

(−1)i+p+q+r sgn(p, q, r)(Di
1 −Di

2)

)
− (−1)p+q+r sgn(p, q, r)(F1 + F2),

where

Di
1 =

∑
i1,··· ,iq

sxi ·
(

prUg ◦f
(

s̃ym(x
{i}
(1),p)⊗ (1⊗ x

{i}
(2),q+r)⊗ (εi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ εiq)

))
· (seiq · · · sei1)

Di
2 =

∑
i1,··· ,iq

(
prUg ◦f

(
s̃ym(x

{i}
(1),p)⊗ (1⊗ x

{i}
(2),q+r)⊗ (εi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ εiq)

))
· (seiq · · · sei1) · sxi

F1 =
∑

i1,··· ,iq

prUg ◦f
(

s̃ym(∂gx(1),p+1)⊗ (1⊗ x(2),q+r)⊗ (εi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ εiq)
)
· (seiq · · · sei1)

F2 = (−1)p
∑

i1,··· ,iq

prUg ◦f
(

s̃ym(x(1),p)⊗ (1⊗ ∂gx(2),q+r+1)⊗ (εi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ εiq)
)
· (seiq · · · sei1).

Term II:

h(dXHLf)(x) = sgn(p+ 1, q, r)(−1)p+q+r·{(
p+q+r+1∑

i=1

(−1)i+1Ai1

)
+ Amid +

(
(−1)p+1

p+q+r+1∑
i=1

(−1)i+1+pAi2

)}
,
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where

Ai1 =
∑

i1,··· ,iq

sxi ·
(

prUg ◦f
(

s̃ym(x
{i}
(1),p)⊗ (1⊗ x

{i}
(2),q+r)⊗ (εi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ εiq)

))
· (seiq · · · sei1)

Ai2 =
∑

i1,··· ,iq

prUg ◦f
(

s̃ym(x
{i}
(1),p)⊗ (sxi ⊗ x

{i}
(2),q+r)⊗ (εi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ εiq)

)
· (seiq · · · sei1)

Amid =
∑

i1,··· ,iq

p∑
j=1

(−1)j ·

prUg ◦f
( (
µj ◦ s̃ym(x(1),p+1)

)
⊗ (1⊗ x(2),q+r)⊗ (εi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ εiq)

)
· (seiq · · · sei1),

and the map µj : Ug⊗p+1 → Ug⊗p, j = 1, · · · , p, is defined by

µj(u1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ up+1) = u1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ujuj+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ up+1.

Term III:

h(dXHRf)(x) = sgn(p, q + 1, r)(−1)p+q+r(B1 + B2 + B3),

where

B1 = −
∑

i1,··· ,iq

p+q+r+1∑
i=1

(−1)q+r−i·

prUg ◦f
(

s̃ym(x
{i}
(1),p)⊗ (1⊗ x

{i}
(2),q+r)⊗ (εi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ εiq)

)
· (seiq · · · sei1sxi)

B2 =
∑

i1,··· ,iq+1

q∑
k=1

(−1)p+1+k·

prUg ◦f
(

s̃ym(x(1),p)⊗ (1⊗ x(2),q+r+1)⊗ (εi1 ⊗ · · · εik � εik+1 · · · ⊗ εiq+1)
)
· (seiq+1 · · · sei1)

B3 =
∑

i1,··· ,iq ,j
(−1)p+q·

prUg

{
f
(

s̃ym(x(1),p)⊗ (1⊗ x(2),q+r+1)⊗ (εi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ εiq)
)
x εj
}
· (sejseiq · · · sei1)

Term IV:

h(∂Xf)(x) = sgn(p, q, r + 1)(I1 − (−1)r(I2 + I3)),

where

I1 =
∑

i1,··· ,iq

prUg ◦dX ◦ f
(

s̃ym(x(1),p)⊗ (1⊗ x(2),q+r+1)⊗ (εi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ εiq)
)
· (seiq · · · sei1)

I2 =
∑

i1,··· ,iq

prUg ◦f
(

s̃ym(x(1),p)⊗ dX(1⊗ x(2),q+r+1)⊗ (εi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ εiq)
)
· (seiq · · · sei1)

I3 =
∑

i1,··· ,iq

q∑
k=1

(−1)q+r+k·

prUg ◦f
(

s̃ym(x(1),p)⊗ (1⊗ x(2),q+r+1)⊗ (εi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ dgεik ⊗ · · · ⊗ εiq)
)
· (seiq · · · sei1).
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Note that we have the following equations

Di
1 = Ai1∑

i

(−1)q+r+i+1Di
2 = B1

F1 = Amid

I2 = (−1)pF2 +

p+q+r+1∑
i=1

(−1)i+p+1Ai2

B2 = (−1)p+q+rI3

B3 = (−1)p+q+1I1

for any x ∈ Sp+q+r+1(g[1]). Here, the last second equation is obtained by

(dgε
i)⊗ sei =

∑
a<b

εa � εb ⊗ [sea, seb] =
∑
a<b

(
εa � εb ⊗ seaseb + εb � εa ⊗ sebsea

)
which is induced by

[sea, seb] = ciabsei, dgε
i = ciabε

a � εb,
and the last equation is obtained by

dX(u⊗ ei) = u(sei)⊗ 1 = −(u(sei)⊗ ei)x εi.
Since (ψ1 − ψ2)(f) = 0, the homotopy equation (19) is equivalent to the system

sgn(p+ 1, q, r) = sgn(p, q, r),

sgn(p, q + 1, r) = (−1)q+r+1 sgn(p, q, r),

sgn(p, q, r + 1) = (−1)q+1 sgn(p, q, r),

and the sign function
sgn(p, q, r) = (−1)qr+r+q(q+1)/2

is a solution of this system. Therefore, we conclude that

(h ◦D + dUgCE ◦ h)(f) = 0 = (ψ1 − ψ2)(f).

This completes the proof of Proposition 5.5, and thus the proof of Theorem 5.1 is also complete.

Appendix A. Differential graded coalgebras and comodules

In this appendix, we summarize the necessary facts about dg coalgebras and dg comodules. We refer the
reader to [10, 26] for a general introduction to coalgebras.

A graded coalgebra (C,∆, ε) is a graded vector space C, equipped with degree-preserving linear maps
∆ : C → C ⊗ C, called coproduct, and ε : C → k, called counit, such that

(1) (∆⊗ idC) ◦∆ = (idC ⊗∆) ◦∆,
(2) µk,C ◦ (ε⊗ idC) ◦∆ = idC = µC,k ◦ (idC ⊗ε) ◦∆,

where the ground field k is considered as a graded vector space concentrated at degree zero, and µk,C , µC,k
are the scalar multiplications. A graded coalgebra (C,∆, ε) is said to be cocommutative if tw ◦∆ = ∆,
where tw : C ⊗ C → C ⊗ C is defined by tw(x ⊗ y) = (−1)|x||y|y ⊗ x. A coderivation of degree i on a
graded coalgebra (C,∆, ε) is a linear map Q : C → C of degree i such that

∆ ◦Q = (idC ⊗Q+Q⊗ idC) ◦∆ ,

the space of coderivations of degree i on C is denoted by coDeri(C), and coDer(C) :=
⊕

i coDeri(C).
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A dg coalgebra (C,∆, ε, dC) is a graded coalgebra (C,∆, ε) together with a coderivation dC : C → C of
degree +1 such that dC ◦ dC = 0.

A.1. Convolution algebras. Let (A, dA) be a dg algebra with unit 1A, and (C, dC) be a dg coalgebra with
counit ε. The convolution product ? : Hom(C,A) × Hom(C,A) → Hom(C,A) is the multiplication on
the space Hom(C,A) of k-linear maps defined by

f ? g := µ ◦ (f ⊗ g) ◦∆, (20)

where f, g ∈ Hom(C,A), µ is the multiplication on A, and ∆ is the comultiplication on C. One can check
that

(
Hom(C,A), ?

)
is a graded algebra with the unit 1Hom(C,A) ∈ Hom(C,A), where

1Hom(C,A)(x) := ε(x) · 1A.

Furthermore, one can show that the linear map dHom(C,A) : Hom•(C,A)→ Hom•+1(C,A),

dHom(C,A)(f) := dA ◦ f − (−1)|f |f ◦ dC ,

is a derivation of degree one satisfying (dHom(C,A))
2 = 0, and thus the triple

(
Hom(C,A), ?, dHom(C,A)

)
is

a dg algebra which is referred as the convolution dg algebra.

Definition A.1. Let V be a graded vector space. The symmetric coalgebra over V is the graded vector space
SV :=

⊕∞
n=0 V

�n whose counit is the projection εS : SV � S0V ∼= k, and whose coproduct ∆S is
determined by

∆S(1) = 1⊗ 1, ∆S(v) = 1⊗ v + v ⊗ 1,

∆S(x� y) = ∆S(x)�∆S(y),

for any v ∈ V , x,y ∈ SV .

More precisely, the coproduct ∆S can be computed by the formula

∆S(v1 � · · · � vn) =
n∑
i=0

∑
σ∈Si,n−i

ε · (vσ(1) � · · · � vσ(i))⊗ (vσ(i+1) � · · · � vσ(n)),

where ε = ±1 is determined by the Koszul sign convention. Also note that the coalgebra (SV,∆S , εS) is
cocommutative.

Example A.2. Let g be a Lie algebra. We have the graded coalgebra S(g[1]). The Lie bracket [−,−]g induces
a (graded) symmetric operation

s−1 ◦ [−,−]g ◦ (s⊗ s) : S2(g[1])→ g[1], x� y 7→ −s−1[sx, sy]g

of degree one, where s : g[1]→ g is the degree-shifting map. This operation induces a degree-one coderiva-
tion ∂g : S(g[1])→ S(g[1]) defined by

∂g(x1 � · · · � xn) =
∑
i<j

(−1)i+j s−1[sxi, sxj ]g � x1 � · · · x̂i · · · x̂j · · · � xn ,

for x1, · · · , xn ∈ g[1], and one obtain the dg coalgebra (S(g[1]), ∂g).
Let A = k be the trivial dg algebra with zero differential. The associated convolution dg algebra
Hom(S(g[1]),k) ∼= S(g[1])∨ is equipped with the differential

dg(f) = −(−1)|f |f ◦ ∂g . (21)

It is straightforward to show that the convolution product ? coincides with the canonical multiplication on
S(g[1])∨ in the sense that

(f ? g)(x) = 〈 f � g | x 〉
for f, g ∈ Hom(S(g[1]), k) ∼= S(g[1])∨ and x ∈ S(g[1]).
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A.2. Twisting cochains. Let (C, dC) be a dg coalgebra, and (A, dA) be a dg algebra. An element
τ ∈ Hom1(C,A) of degree +1 is called a twisting cochain if it satisfies the Maurer–Cartan equation

dHom(C,A)(τ) + τ ? τ = 0

in the convolution algebra
(

Hom(C,A), ?, dHom(C,A)

)
. The twisted tensor product A⊗τ C is a dg vector

space whose underlying space is the tensor product A⊗ C, and the differential dτ is defined by

dτ = dA ⊗ idC + idA⊗dC − (µ⊗ idC)(idA⊗τ ⊗ idC)(idA⊗∆).

Note that the twisted tensor product A⊗τ C is a left dg (A, dA)-module. Let (M,dM ) be a left dg (A, dA)-
module. The space HomA(A ⊗τ C,M) is equipped with a canonical differential dτ induced by the dg
structures. This dg vector space (HomA(A ⊗τ C,M), dτ ) will be denoted by Homτ (C,M) and will be
referred as the twisted Hom space. See, for example, [35, 26, 24].

Let g be a Lie algebra. We have the dg coalgebra (S(g[1]), ∂g) and the dg algebra (Ug, 0). One can show that
the map τ : S(g[1])→ Ug defined by the composition

S(g[1]) g[1] g Ugprg[1]

τ

−s

is a twisting cochain. Here, s : g[1] → g is the degree shifting map, and g ↪→ Ug is the natural em-
bedding. The twisted tensor product Ug ⊗τ S(g[1]) coincides with the Chevalley–Eilenberg chain complex
(Ug⊗ S(g[1]), dX) described in Section 4.

Let (B, dB) be a dg algebra. We say (B, dB) is a dg g-algebra if it is endowed with an infinitesimal action
of g (i.e. a Lie algebra morphism g→ Der0(B)) such that

dB(sx · b) = sx · dB(b),

for sx ∈ g, b ∈ B. Since a dg g-algebra (B, dB) is also a dg Ug-module, the graded vector space
Hom(S(g[1]), B) ∼= HomUg(Ug ⊗ S(g[1]), B) is endowed with the differential dτ and the convolution
product ?.

Proposition A.3. Let (B, dB) be a dg g-algebra. The graded vector space Hom(S(g[1]), B), equipped with
the differential dτ and the convolution product ?, is a dg algebra.

Proof. Since
(

Hom(S(g[1]), B), ?, dHom(S(g[1]),B)

)
is a dg algebra, it suffices to show the compatibility of

the convolution product ? and dτ − dHom(S(g[1]),B). This is a consequence of the assumption g acts on B by
derivations. �

In the setting of Proposition A.3, the differential dτ is also written as dBCE, called the Chevalley–Eilenberg
differential. More explicitly,

dBCE(f)(x1 � · · · � xn) =
∑
i

(−1)i+|f | sxi · f(x1 � · · · x̂i · · · � xn)

+ (dB ◦ f)(x1 � · · · � xn)

− (−1)|f |
∑
i<j

(−1)i+jf(s−1[sxi, sxj ]g � x1 � · · · x̂i · · · x̂j · · · � xn),

(22)

for f ∈ Hom(S(g[1]), B) and x1, · · · , xn ∈ g[1].
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Remark A.4. Let (B, dB) = (B, 0) be a dg g-algebra with the zero differential. There is an alternative
formulation of the Chevalley–Eilenberg differential d̃CE : Hom(Λ•g, B)→ Hom(Λ•+1g, B) given by

d̃CE(f̃)(sx1 ∧ · · · ∧ sxn) :=
n∑
i=1

(−1)i+1sxi · f̃(sx1 ∧ · · · ŝxi · · · ∧ sxn)

+
∑
i<j

(−1)i+j f̃([sxi, sxj ]g ∧ sx1 ∧ · · · ŝxi · · · ŝxj · · · ∧ sxn) .

The space Hom(Λ•g, B) is equipped the product ?̃ : Hom(Λ•g, B)×Hom(Λ•g, B)→ Hom(Λ•g, B),

(f̃ ?̃ g̃)(sx1 ∧ · · · ∧ sxn+m) :=
∑

σ∈Sn,m

(−1)σ f̃(sxσ(1) ∧ · · · ∧ sxσ(n))g̃(sxσ(n+1) ∧ · · · ∧ sxσ(n+m)) .

The triple
(

Hom(Λ•g, B), ?̃ , d̃CE

)
is a dg algebra.

Let η : Hom(Λ•g, B)→ Hom(S•(g[1]), B) be the map

η(f̃)(x1 � · · · � xn) := (−1)1+···+n f̃(sx1 ∧ · · · ∧ sxn)

for f̃ ∈ Hom(Λng, B), x1, · · · , xn ∈ g[1]. One can check that

η :
(

Hom(Λ•g, B), ?̃ , d̃CE

)
→
(

Homτ (S•(g[1]), B), ?
)

is an isomorphism of dg algebras.

RemarkA.5. Since the reducedChevalley–Eilenberg chain complexUg⊗τS(g[1])/k is acyclic, by a theorem
[26, Theorem 2.3.1] of twisting cochains, one has a quasi-isomorphism from the cobar complex of S(g[1]) to
Ug. This quasi-isomorphism induces a map Hoch•⊕(S(g[1])∨, dg) → Hom•(S(g[1]),Ug) which coincides
with the map in the proof of [4, Theorem 4.10]. See also [20].

A.3. Differential graded comodules and cogenerators. Let (C,∆, ε) be a graded coalgebra. A
(right) graded comodule (M,φM ) over C is a graded vector space M , equipped with a linear map
φM : M →M ⊗ C of degree zero such that

(i) (φM ⊗ idC) ◦ φM = (idM ⊗∆) ◦ φM ;
(ii) µM,k ◦ (idM ⊗ ε) ◦ φM = idM ,

where µM,k : M ⊗ k→M is the scalar multiplication. Let (M,φM ) and (N,φN ) be comodules over C. A
morphism of comodules is a linear map Ψ ∈ Hom•k(M,N) such that

(Ψ⊗ idC) ◦ φM = φN ◦Ψ. (23)

We denote by coHomC(M,N) the space of morphisms of comodules from (M,φM ) to (N,φN ).

A (right) dg comodule (M,φM , dM ) over a dg coalgebra (C,∆, ε, dC) is a (right) graded comodule over C,
together with a linear map dM : M →M of degree +1 such that dM ◦ dM = 0 and

φM ◦ dM = (dM ⊗ idC + idM ⊗ dC) ◦ φM .

Example A.6. Let (C,∆, dC) be a dg coalgebra and (A,µ, dA) be a dg algebra. If τ : C → A is a twisting
cochain, the twisted tensor product A ⊗τ C equipped with idA⊗∆ : A ⊗ C → A ⊗ C ⊗ C is a right dg
comodule over C. In particular, the Chevalley–Eilenberg chain complex (Ug ⊗ S(g[1]), dX) is a right dg
S(g[1])-comodule.

Lemma A.7. Let (M,φM , dM ) and (N,φN , dN ) be dg comodules. The space coHomC(M,N) is a dg
vector subspace of Homk(M,N) whose differential ∂ is defined by

∂(Ψ) := dN ◦Ψ− (−1)|Ψ|Ψ ◦ dM .
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Let (C,∆, ε, dC) be a dg coalgebra, and let (A,µ, 1A, dA) =
(

Hom(C,k), ?, 1Hom(C,k), dHom(C,k)
)
be

the convolution dg algebra. Let (M,φM , dM ) be a right dg comodule over C. We define the action map
ρM : A⊗M →M by

ρM (f ⊗m) := µM,k ◦ (idM ⊗f) ◦ φM (m),

wherem ∈M , f ∈ A = Hom(C,k).

Proposition A.8. Let (M,φM ) be a right dg comodule over a dg coalgebra C. The triple (M,ρM , dM ) is a
left dg module over the convolution dg algebra A = Hom(C,k).

Furthermore, let (N,φN , dN ) be another right dg comodule over C, and (N, ρN , dN ) be the associated dg
module over A. A linear map Ψ : M → N is a morphism of right comodules over C if and only if Ψ is a
morphism of left modules over A, i.e. coHomC(M,N) = HomA(M,N).

Proof. The first part of the proposition can be shown by a direct computation. See [10, Proposition 2.2.1].
We only prove the second part here. Let (N,φN , dN ) be another right dg comodule overC, and Ψ : M → N
be a k-linear map. If Ψ is a comodule morphism over C, then

Ψ ◦ ρM (f ⊗m) = Ψ ◦ µM,k ◦ (idM ⊗f) ◦ φM (m)

= (−1)|f ||Ψ|µN,k ◦ (idN ⊗f) ◦ (Ψ⊗ idC) ◦ φM (m)

= (−1)|f ||Ψ|µN,k ◦ (idN ⊗f) ◦ φN ◦Ψ(m)

= (−1)|f ||Ψ|ρN
(
f ⊗Ψ(m)

)
,

i.e. Ψ : (M,ρM )→ (N, ρN ) is a module morphism over A. Conversely, if Ψ is a module morphism over A,
then

µN,k ◦ (idN ⊗f) ◦
(
φN ◦Ψ

)
(m) = ρN (f ⊗Ψ(m))

= (−1)|f ||Ψ|Ψ(ρM (f ⊗m))

= (−1)|f ||Ψ|Ψ ◦ µM,k ◦ (idM ⊗f) ◦ φM (m)

= µN,k ◦ (idN ⊗f) ◦
(

(Ψ⊗ idC) ◦ φM
)

(m)

for any f ∈ Hom(C,k), anym ∈M . Thus, we have

(Ψ⊗ idC) ◦ φM = φN ◦Ψ,

i.e. Ψ is a comodule morphism over C. �

Example A.9. SinceM = Ug⊗τ S(g[1]) = (Ug⊗ S(g[1]), dX) is a right dg comodule over (S(g[1]), ∂g),
it is also a left dg module over (S(g[1])∨, dg) by Proposition A.8. More explicitly, the module structure
ρ : S(g[1])∨ ⊗ Ug⊗ S(g[1])→ Ug⊗ S(g[1]) is characterized by

ρ
(
ξ ⊗ (u⊗ x1 � · · · � xn)

)
= µM,k ◦ (idM ⊗〈 ξ | − 〉) ◦ (idUg⊗∆S)(u⊗ x1 � · · · � xn)

=
n∑
i=1

(−1)i+1〈 ξ | xi 〉 u⊗ x1 � · · · x̂i · · · � xn ,

for ξ ∈ S1(g[1])∨, u ∈ Ug, x1, · · · , xn ∈ g[1]. Furthermore, since S(g[1])∨ is graded commutative, the left
action ρ induce a right action ρ̃ onM :

ρ̃
(
(u⊗ x1 � · · · � xn)⊗ ξ

)
= (−1)nρ

(
ξ ⊗ (u⊗ x1 � · · · � xn)

)
=

n∑
i=1

(−1)n−i〈xi | ξ 〉 u⊗ x1 � · · · x̂i · · · � xn ,

which coincides with the contraction action x defined in Section 4.
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Cogenerators of graded comodules. Let A be a k-algebra. A generator of a A-module (N, ρN ) can be con-
sidered as a vector spaceW , together with a linear map ιW : W → N such that the map

A⊗W idA⊗ιW−−−−−→ A⊗N ρN−−→ N

is surjective. Inspired by this point of view, we define cogenerator as follows.

Definition A.10. Let (C,∆, ε) be a graded coalgebra, and (M,ρM ) be a graded comodule over C. A co-
generator of M is a graded vector space V , together with a degree-preserving linear map πV : M → V ,
such that the composition

pV := (πV ⊗ idC) ◦ φM : M
φM−−→M ⊗ C πV ⊗idC−−−−−→ V ⊗ C

is injective.

Since the diagram

M M ⊗ C V ⊗ C

M ⊗ C M ⊗ C ⊗ C V ⊗ C ⊗ C ,

φM
φM

pV

πV ⊗idC

idM ⊗∆ idV ⊗∆

φM⊗idC

pV ⊗id

πV ⊗idC ⊗ idC

commutes, the map pV : M → V ⊗ C is a morphism of comodules. A cogenerator πV is said to be free if
pV is an isomorphism of comodules.

Proposition A.11. Let (M,ρM ) and (N, ρN ) be graded comodules over C, and πV : N → V be a cogener-
ator of N . Then the pushforward map

πV ∗ : coHomC(M,N)→ Hom(M,V )

is an embedding of graded vector spaces. Moreover, if πV is a free cogenerator, then πV ∗ is an isomorphism
of graded vector spaces.

Proof. Let Ψ1,Ψ2 ∈ coHomC(M,N) be comodule morphisms such that πV ∗(Ψ1) = πV ∗(Ψ2). Then, by
(23), one can show that

pV ◦Ψ1 = pV ◦Ψ2.

Since pV is injective, we have Ψ1 = Ψ2.

Assume πV is a free cogenerator. Since pV is an isomorphism of comodules, it suffices to verify the case

N = V ⊗ C, πV = µV,k ◦ (idV ⊗ε) : V ⊗ C → V.

For each f ∈ Hom(M,V ), it straightforward to show that the map

Ψf := (f ⊗ idC) ◦ φM : M → V ⊗ C,

is a morphism of comodules such that πV ◦Ψf = f . Thus, the proof is completed. �

Example A.12. Let V and W be a graded vector spaces. Then the pair (V ⊗ SW, idV ⊗∆) is a graded
comodule over SW . The projection pr : V ⊗ SW � V ⊗ S0W ∼= V is a free cogenerator, because the
composition

V ⊗ SW idV ⊗∆−−−−→ V ⊗ SW ⊗ SW pr⊗ idSW−−−−−−→ V ⊗ SW
is the identity map. Thus, by Proposition A.11, the pushforward map

pr∗ : coHomSW (V ⊗ SW, V ⊗ SW )→ Hom(V ⊗ SW, V )
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is an isomorphism of graded vector spaces. In fact, for f ∈ Hom(V ⊗ SW, V ), the composition

Ψf : V ⊗ SW idV ⊗∆−−−−→ V ⊗ SW ⊗ SW f⊗idSW−−−−−→ V ⊗ SW, (24)

is the comodule morphism such that pr∗(Ψf ) = f .

Appendix B. Hochschild complexes and tensor coalgebras

In this appendix, we recall Getzler’s construction of Hochschild complexes in [13] and show an isomorphism
between the version here and our version in Section 1. For a dg algebra A, we consider Getzler’s formulas as
the natural formulas on A[1], and ours are the formulas on A obtained by Getzler’s formulas composed with
proper degree-shifting maps.

B.1. Tensor coalgebras. Let V be a graded vector space. The tensor coalgebra (TV,∆T , εT ) over V is
the graded vector space TV =

⊕∞
n=0 V

⊗n together with the counit εT = pr : TV � V ⊗0 = k and the
coproduct ∆T : TV → TV ⊗ TV ,

∆T (v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vn) = 1⊗ (v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vn)

+
n−1∑
i=1

(
v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vi

)
⊗
(
vi+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vn

)
+ (v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vn)⊗ 1.

Let prV : TV � V be the canonical projection. By imitating the techniques of cogenerators in Section A.3,
one can show that a coderivation D ∈ coDer(TV ) is uniquely determined by prV ◦D ∈ Hom(TV, V ). In
fact, for qk ∈ Hom(V ⊗k, V ), the map q =

∑
k qk ∈ Hom(TV, V ) determines a coderivation Dq by the

formulas
Dq|V ⊗n =

∑
i+j+k=n

id⊗i⊗qk ⊗ id⊗j : V ⊗n → V ⊗n−k+1.

Since the space of coderivations with the graded commutator is a graded Lie algebra, the space Hom(TV, V )
is also equipped with a Lie bracket

[f, g] := prV ◦(Df ◦Dg − (−1)|f ||g|Dg ◦Df )

where f, g ∈ Hom(TV, V ) are arbitrary homogeneous maps.

Tensor coalgebra over a shifted dg algebra. Let A be a dg algebra equipped with differential dA and multi-
plication µA. Following [13], we denote

m1(sa1) := sdA(a1), m2(sa1, sa2) := (−1)|a1|sµA(a1, a2),

where a1, a2 ∈ A, and s : A → A[1] is the degree-shifting map of degree −1. Let Dm ∈ coDer(T (A[1]))
be the coderivation generated bym := m1 +m2 ∈ Hom1(T (A[1]), A[1]). Since the dg algebra axioms

d2
A = 0, dA ◦ µA = µA ◦ (dA ⊗ id + id⊗dA), µA ◦ (µA ⊗ id) = µA ◦ (id⊗µA)

are equivalent to

prA[1] ◦[Dm, Dm]
∣∣
A[1]

= 0, prA[1] ◦[Dm, Dm]
∣∣
A[1]⊗2 = 0, prA[1] ◦[Dm, Dm]

∣∣
A[1]⊗3 = 0,

respectively, one has the equation
[Dm, Dm] = 0.

Therefore, we have

Proposition B.1. The triple
(

Hom(T (A[1]), A[1]), [m,−], [−,−]
)
is a dg Lie algebra.
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LetM1 = [m,−], andM2 : Hom(T (A[1]), A[1])⊗2 → Hom(T (A[1]), A[1]) be the operation

M2(D1, D2) := m2 ◦ (D1 ⊗D2) ◦∆T

of degree one. One can show that
[DM , DM ] = 0, (25)

whereM = M1 +M2 ∈ Hom
(
T Hom(T (A[1]), A[1]), T Hom(T (A[1]), A[1])

)
. See [13, Proposition 1.7].

Let d̂H : Hom(T (A[1]), A) → Hom(T (A[1]), A) and ∪̂ : Hom(T (A[1]), A)⊗2 → Hom(T (A[1]), A) be
the unique maps satisfying the equations

M1 ◦ s = s ◦ d̂H, M2 ◦ (s⊗ s) = s ◦ ∪̂,

where s : Hom(T (A[1]), A) → Hom(T (A[1]), A[1]) is the degree-shifting map. By (25), we have the
following

Proposition B.2. The triple
(

Hom(T (A[1]), A), d̂H, ∪̂
)
is a dg algebra.

Remark B.3. More generally, if A is an A∞ algebra, then so is Hom(T (A[1]), A). The construction is
closely related to the braces operations on Hom(T (A[1]), A[1]). See [37, 14, 13].

B.2. Hochschild cochains and coderivations. Let (A, dA, µA) be a dg algebra. Let

déc : Homr(A⊗p, A)→ Homp+r(A[1]⊗p, A)

be the décalage map defined as

déc(f)(sa1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ sap) = (−1)
∑
i(p−i)|ai|f(a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ap)

for f ∈ Homr(A⊗p, A) and a1, · · · , an ∈ A. In other words, déc(f) ∈ Homp+r(A[1]⊗p, A) is the unique
map such that the diagram

A[1]⊗p A

A⊗p

déc(f)

fs⊗p

commutes. Note thatm1 = s ◦ déc(dA) andm2 = s ◦ déc(µA).

Proposition B.4. The map

s ◦ déc ◦s−1 : (Hoch•⊕(A)[1], J−,−K)→ (Hom(T (A[1]), A[1]), [−,−])

is an embedding of graded Lie algebras. In particular,

déc ◦(dH + ∂A) = d̂H ◦ déc .

Proof. Let f ∈ Hochp1,r1(A) and g ∈ Hochp2,r2(A). Since

(s déc f) ◦
(

id⊗i−1⊗(s déc g)⊗ id⊗p1−i
)
◦ s⊗p1+p2−1

= (−1)(i−1)(p2+r2−1)(s déc f) ◦
(
s⊗i−1 ⊗ (s déc g ◦ s⊗p2)⊗ s⊗p1−i

)
= (−1)(i−1)(p2+r2−1)+(p1−i)r2(s déc f) ◦ s⊗p1 ◦ (id⊗i−1⊗g ⊗ id⊗p1−i)

= (−1)(i−1)(p2−1)+(p1−1)r2 s ◦ f ◦ (id⊗i−1⊗g ⊗ id⊗p1−i),

it follows from (7) that
[s déc f, s déc g] ◦ s⊗p1+p2−1 = s ◦ Jf, gK,

which implies the assertion. �
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Proposition B.5. The map

déc : (Hoch•⊕(A), dH + ∂A,∪ )→ (Hom(T (A[1]), A), d̂H, ∪̂ )

is an embedding of dg algebras.

Proof. Let f ∈ Hochp1,r1(A) and g ∈ Hochp2,r2(A). Since
s(déc f ∪̂ déc g) = M2 ◦ (s⊗ s) ◦ (déc f ⊗ déc g)

= m2 ◦ (s⊗ s) ◦ (déc f ⊗ déc g) ◦∆T

= s ◦ µA ◦ (déc f ⊗ déc g) ◦∆T ,

we have
(déc f ∪̂ déc g) ◦ (s⊗p1+p2) = µA ◦ (déc f ⊗ déc g) ◦∆TA[1] ◦ (s⊗p1+p2)

= µA ◦ (déc f ⊗ déc g) ◦ (s⊗p1 ⊗ s⊗p2) ◦∆TA

= (−1)(p2+r2)p1µA ◦ (f ⊗ g) ◦∆TA,

where ∆TA[1] is the coproduct on TA[1], and ∆TA is the coproduct on TA. Thus, by comparing the above
formula with (5), we conclude

(déc f ∪̂ déc g) ◦ (s⊗p1+p2) = f ∪ g,
which implies the assertion. �
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