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UNBOUNDED TWISTED COMPLEXES
RINA ANNO AND TIMOTHY LOGVINENKO

ABSTRACT. We define unbounded twisted complexes and bicomplexes general-
ising the notion of a (bounded) twisted complex over a DG category [BK90].
These need to be considered relative to another DG category B admitting count-
able direct sums and shifts. The resulting DG category of unbounded twisted
complexes has a fully faithful convolution functor into Mod-B which filters
through B if the latter admits change of differential. As an application, we
rewrite definitions of A -structures in terms of twisted complexes to make them
work in an arbitrary monoidal DG category or a DG bicategory.

1. INTRODUCTION

The notion of a twisted complex of objects in a DG category was introduced
by Bondal and Kapranov [BK90]. It was used as a tool to study and construct
DG enhancements of triangulated categories. A one-sided twisted complex over a
DG category A can be thought of as a lift to A of a bounded complex of objects
in its homotopy category H°(A). The lift includes the maps in the complex,
the homotopies up to which the consecutive maps compose to zero, and then the
higher homotopies. In addition to the complex of objects in H°(A), such data
specifies a choice of its convolution together with a collection of Postnikov systems
computing this convolution [AL21, §2.4]. Taking the category of one-sided twisted
complexes over A is a DG realisation of taking the triangulated hull of HO(A).
Now twisted complexes are ubiquitous in working with DG categories and their
modules [Kel06] [Toé11][LO10][AL19][Bar22].

This paper generalises the notion of a twisted complex to include unbounded
complexes. The authors came to need it, and expected the generalisation to be
straightfoward. It turned out to involve numerous subtleties. The purpose of this
short note is to write down these subtleties for the benefit of others. We also give
the original application we had in mind: rewriting the definitions of A -structures
[Kel01][LHO3][Lyu03] in terms of twisted complexes. This decouples them from
the differential m, and allows them to work in an arbitrary monoidal DG category.

We now describe our results in more detail. In §2 we recall the original definition:

Definition 1.1 ([BK90]). A twisted complex over a DG category A comprises
e YV ieZ, an object a; of A, non-zero for only finite number of i,
o Vi,j€Z,adegree i — j+ 1 morphism o;;:a; - a; in A,
satisfying
(-1)day; + ) oo e = 0. (1.1)
k

The twisted complex condition should be thought of as follows. We have Yoneda
embedding A -~ Mod-A. Consider the object @ a;[-i] in Mod-A. The sum Y o,
is its degree 1 endomorphism. Let d,,q; be the natural differential on @ a;[—i]. The

condition (1.1) is equivalent to dp. + Y a;; squaring to zero.
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In other words, a twisted complex is the data which modifies d,.; to a new
differential on @ a;[—i]. The resulting new object of Mod-A is called the convo-
lution of the twisted complex (a;, ;). In the special case of twisted complexes of
form ag — a; the convolution is simply the cone construction.

Degree n morphisms (a;,a;;) = (b;, ;) of twisted complexes are collections
{fi;} of morphisms f;;:a; - b; in A of degree n +i - j. Their composition and
differentiation are defined so as to ensure that the convolution becomes a fully
faithful embedding of the resulting DG category Tw A into Mod -A, see Defn. 2.2.
Indeed, the assignment of the module @ a;[-i] to a collection of objects {a;}
determines the rest of the definitions of twisted complexes and their morphisms.

These definitions can be replicated for an infinite collection {a;} resulting in
a “naive” notion of an unbounded twisted complex {a;,;;}, see Defn. 3.2. The
sum ) oy; is now infinite and doesn’t necessarily define a degree 1 endomorphism
of @a;[—i] in Mod-A, so we impose this as an extra condition. It means that
only a finite number o;; # 0 for any ¢ € Z, and similarly for the components f;; of
morphisms of twisted complexes. We again have Tw;. . A < Mod-A.

However, often the “naive” category Twi ;.. A is not what we want. Firstly,
when A is not small the category Mod-A isn’t well-defined. The definition of
TW ive A 1s still valid, but to have the convolution functor we need to enlarge the
universe to make A small. More importantly, even small A might admit countable
shifted direct sums @ a;[—i] of its objects.

The main subtlety is then that infinite direct sums, unlike finite, do not commute
with the Yoneda embedding A -~ Mod -A (Example 3.1). The direct sum @ a;[—i]
assigned to a twisted complex (a;, ;) can thus be taken in Mod-A or in A. The
former leads to the “naive” category Tw .. A, while the latter to a strictly larger
category Tw? A where infinite number of «;; can be non-zero for any i € Z as
long as Y ay; is still an endomorphism of @ a;[—i] in A. The difference between
Twy e A and Tw? A lies only in unbounded twisted complexes. If A admits
change of differential (Defn. 3.5), the convolution functor takes values in A. All
these considerations apply when 4 = Mod-C for small C (Example 3.3).

This motivates our §3 where we define unbounded twisted complexes relative to

an embedding of A into another DG category B:

Definition 1.2 (see Definition 3.4). Let A be a DG category with a fully faithful
embedding into a DG category B which has countable direct sums and shifts.
An unbounded twisted complex over A relative to B consists of

e Vie€Z, an object a; of A,
o Vi,jeZ, adegree i — j+ 1 morphism o;;:a; > a; in A,

satisfying

* Y «;; is an endomorphism of @,z a;[-i] in B,
e The twisted complex condition (1.1).

The DG category Twig(A) of unbounded twisted complexes over A relative to B
is defined in the unique way which yields fully faithful convolution functor

Twg(A) > Mod -5, (1.2)
which sends any (a;, ;) to @ a;[—i] with its natural differential modified by ¥ ay;.

Any B as above admits change of differential if and only if it admits convolutions
of unbounded twisted complexes. In such case for any A € B the convolution
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functor (1.2) takes values in B (Lemma 3.7). We can thus use unbounded twisted
complexes over non-small categories without running into set-theoretic issues.

In §4 we generalise twisted complexes in another direction and define a twisted
bicomplez (Defn. 4.1) over A. These are bigraded twisted complexes. To work
with the unbounded ones, we again fix an embedding of A into a DG category B.
We denote the resulting category of unbounded twisted complexes by Twbiz(A).
A twisted bicomplex is not a twisted complex of its rows or of its columns. It only
becomes one after a sign twist. We write this down explicitly as a pair of functors

Cxrow, Cxcol: Twg (Twig (A)) - Twhiz(A).

We relate the images of these functors and show that both become isomorphisms
if we only work with one-sided twisted complexes and bicomplexes (Prop. 4.3).

Finally, in §5 we give the main application we had in mind: to reformulate
and generalise the definitions of A-algebras and modules [LH03, §2] in terms of
twisted complexes. This disposes with the necessity to work explicitly with the
operation m; (the differential) and makes the definitions work in an arbitrary DG
monoidal category A (or, more generally, a DG bicategory).

In §5.1 we give the resulting definitions. They all ask for the bar/cobar con-
structions of the A..-operations to be a twisted complex. Since these constructions
involve infinite number of objects, we need the theory of unbounded twisted com-
plexes. Now, in bar constructions there is only a finite number of arrows emerging
from each element of the twisted complex. Hence, our definitions of an A..-algebra
or an A.-module are independent of the ambient category B we use to define un-
bounded twisted complexes. In cobar constructions this is no longer the case and
the choice of B matters. These definitions are studied further in [AL23] whose §3.2
explains at length how they generalise the classical definitions [LH03, §2] [Lyu03].

In §5.2 we look at twisted complexes of A,,-modules. As per §5.1 let Nod..-A be
the category of A.-modules over an A,-algebra A in a monoidal DG category A.
We define twisted complexes over Node.-A neither relative to Mod-(Nod..-A)
nor to Nod.-A. Instead, we embed A into a cocomplete closed monoidal DG cate-
gory B with convolutions of unbounded twisted complexes and define twisted com-
plexes relative to Nod.-AB, the category of A.-A-modules in B. As Nod-AB
also admits convolutions of unbounded twisted complexes (Cor. 5.14), convolutions
of twisted complexes over Nod-A take values in Nod.-AZ. We can always set
B = Mod-A with the induced monoidal structure [GKL21, §4.5]. However, we
may need to choose differently e.g. for A.,-modules in a category of A.-modules.

We then use the twisted bicomplex techniques we developed in §4 to prove
that a twisted complex of A.-modules defines an A.-module structure on the
twisted complex of their underlying objects in a way that gives a fully faithful
embedding of the corresponding categories (Prps. 5.12). It follows that the DG
category Node.-A of A,-modules over an A.-algebra A is pretriangulated (resp.
admits convolutions of unbounded twisted complexes) if and only if DG monoidal
category A we work is (resp. does) (Cor. 5.13).

In the Appendix we describe a homotopy transfer of structure for A.-modules.

We are aware of an alternative definition of the DG category of unbounded
twisted complexes in [Gen22]. It ignores the subtleties we consider by imposing
no finiteness conditions on the differentials oy; in twisted complexes and the com-
ponents f;; of their morphisms. The resulting category admits no convolution
functor and is better suited to purposes different from ours.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. DG categories. For a brief introduction to DG-categories, DG-modules and
the technical notions involved we direct the reader to a survey in [AL17], §2-4.
Other nice sources are [Kel94], [Toé07], [Toéll], and [LO10].

We summarise the key notions relevant to this paper. Throughout the paper
we work in a fixed universe U of sets containing an infinite set. We also fix the
base field or commutative ring k we work over.

We define Mod -k to be the category of U-small complexes of k-modules. It is a
cocomplete closed symmetric monoidal category with monoidal operation ®; and
unit k. A DG category is a category enriched over Mod-k. In particular, any DG
category is locally small.

If a DG category A is small, we write Mod -A for the DG category of (right) A-
modules. These are functors A°°? -~ Mod -k, so Mod -A = DGFun(A°?, Mod -k).
Note that if A is not small, then Mod-A4 doesn’t make sense. It isn’t even a DG
category in the above sense - its morphism spaces are no longer small and hence
do not lie in Mod-k.

We can always enlarge our universe U to a universe V where A is small. This
enlarges Mod -k and hence Mod-A depends on choice of V. However, in this
paper we only work with Mod-A as a target for the convolution of twisted com-
plexes over A. For these purposes, the choice of V doesn’t matter - the only part
of Mod-A we interact with are countable direct sums of shifts of objects of A
with modified differential.

Thus, when A is not small, we mean by Mod-A the module category of A
taken in any appropriate enlargement V of U. Moreover, the constructions in this
paper, such as that of the category of twisted complexes over A taken relative
to a DG category B, were devised precisely to enable us to replace Mod -A with
something more approriate when A is not small.

2.2. Key isomorphism. Let A be a DG-category, let E, F' e Mod-A and i, j € Z.
The theory of twisted complexes [BK90] which we summarise in §2.3 depends
crucially on the choice of an isomorphism

Hom(E, F)[j - i] —— Homa(E[i], F[5]). (2.1)
The simplest such isomorphism is:

Definition 2.1. Let A be a DG-category, let E, F' e Mod-A and 4,7 € Z. Define
the isomorphism of graded k-modules

yrHoma( B, F)[j - i] —— Hom(E[i], F[]) (2.2)
to be the map which sends any f € Hom", (£, F') to itself considered as an element

of Hom?*( E[i], F[j]). In other words, forgetting the grading, in every fiber over
every a € A the map ¥(f) is the same map of k-vector spaces as f.

Note that v is not compatible with the differentials:
Attom (B[, PL]) © ¥ = (=1)"0 © duom (B, F)[j-1]-
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There are at least two natural ways to fix this. Define
1, o Homa (B, F)[j - i] —— Homa(E[i], F[;])

to be the maps which send f € Hom”, (E, F) to (=1)P¢(f) and (-1){P-7+Dy(f).
The difference between the two lies in whether we multiply ¢ by the degree of f
in Homy(E, F) or its degree in Hom 4(E, F)[j —i].

Both v and v are isomorphisms of DG k-modules. However, they are incom-
patible with the composition. By this we mean the following: let E, F, G € Mod-A
and 1, j, k € Z, then e.g. the isomorphism

1 (E,i,G, k):Homy(E, G)[k - i] ——— Hom(E[i], G[k])

is not a composition of 1 (E,i, F,j) and ¢1(F,j,G, k). On the other hand, 1,
while incompatible with differentials, is compatible with composition.

The theory of twisted complexes and its fundamental definitions depend on
the choice of an isomorphism (2.1). The definition of the DG category Tw(.A)
of twisted complexes over A is set up so as to ensure that there exists a fully
faithful functor Tw(A) <= Mod-A called convolution, cf. §2.3. This functor is
defined using the isomorphism (2.1), thus different choices would lead to different
formulas in the definition of Tw(.A).

The incompatibility of ¢ with differentials introduces in these formulas a simple
sign to every appearance of the differential d4 of A, cf. (2.3) and (2.5). On the
other hand, the incompatibility of ¢); and 1, with composition introduces into the
same formulas a complicated sign to every composition of two morphisms of A.

We choose to use the graded module isomorphim 1) to identify Hom4(E, F')[j—i]
with Hom4(E[i], F[j]) when defining twisted complexes. We fix this choice and
use it implicitly in the sections below.

2.3. Bounded twisted complexes. Here we summarise some known facts about

the usual, bounded twisted complexes. This notion was originally introduced by
Bondal and Kapranov in [BK90]:

Definition 2.2. A twisted complex over a DG category A is a collection of

e Vi€ Z, an object a; of A, non-zero for only finite number of i,
o Vi,j€Z,adegree i — j+ 1 morphism oy;:a; - a; in A,

@03 a14

@23 Q34
ag ¢ 10 4 al ¢ a1 7 as ¢ 32 ’ as ¢ @43 ’ Ay

h)
¢ ¢
@po a1l \C Q22 ) 33 ) Q44 )
@20 @31 Q42
Q41
@30

satisfying the condition

(—1)jda,~j + Z O O QG = 0. (23)
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Define the DG category Tw(A) of twisted complexes over A by setting

HOH’I:FW(_A)((CLZ', Oél'j), (bz, /BZJ)) = @ Homa(ak, bl) (24)

a,kleZ

where each f € Hom? (ay,b;) has degree ¢ +1 -k and

df = (-1)'daf + Y (Bimo [~ (1) foam), (2.5)

meZ

where d 4 is the differential on morphisms in A.

This definition ensures that Tw(.A) is isomorphic to the full subcategory of
Mod -A consisting of the DG A-modules whose underlying graded modules are of
form @;cza;[—i] with only finite number of a; € A non-zero. Indeed:

e The twisted complex condition (2.3) is equivalent to d,; + > @ij being
another differential on @;za;[—i]. Here d,; is its natural differential.

e The Hom-complex (2.5) is defined to have the same underlying graded
k-module as

Homaaod-A(@ak[—k]@bz[—u) - @ Hom "™ (anb).  (26)

keZ leZ k,leZ

and the differential (2.5) is defined so as to coincide under this identification
with the one obtained on (2.6) by endowing the two direct sums with their
new differentials.

We thus have a fully faithful convolution functor
Conv: Tw(A) - Mod-A

which sends each (a;,;;) to the A-module @ a;[—i] equipped with the new dif-
ferential dyq: + ) ;. Note, that the existence of this functor can be used as the
definition of the category Tw(.A) once one fixes the assignment of the graded
module @ a;[-i] to any collection {a;},.;.

A twisted complex is called one-sided if a;; = 0 for all @ > j.

(e

04
@03 Q14
/—am%m% Q24

Qo ao1 > a2 S Qo @23 5 a3 ass > aq  (2.7)
If (@i, ;) is a one-sided twisted complex over A, then (a;, a;;) is a (usual) complex
over HY(A). Thus one-sided twisted complexes can be considered as homotopy
lifts to A of usual complexes in H°(A). The full subcategory of Tw(.A) consist-
ing of one-sided twisted complexes is called the pretriangulated hull of A and is
denoted Pre-Tr(.A). We say that a DG category is pretriangulated (resp. strongly
pretriangulated) if the natural embedding A — Pre-Tr(A) is a quasi-equivalence
(resp. equivalence).

The reason for the term “pretriangulated” is that HO(Pre-Tr(A)) is the trian-

gulated hull of H°(A) in H°(Mod-A), or indeed any H°(B) for any fully faithful
embedding of A into a pretriangulated DG category B.
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3. UNBOUNDED TWISTED COMPLEXES

In this section we generalise the notions in §2.3 to unbounded twisted com-
plexes. The generalisation seems straightforward, but there are subtleties regard-
ing infinite direct sums. Unlike finite direct sums, these are not preserved by all
DG-functors. In particular, they are not preserved by the Yoneda embedding

T: A - Mod-A, a+~ Homuy(-,a) VaeA
which we used implicitly in defining the convolution of a twisted complex.
Example 3.1. Let {a;},., be objects in A such that @, a; exists in A. Then

@T(az‘) = @HomA(_a ai),

i€Z i€Z

T (@ ai) = Homy (-, P a;),

i€ i€

are two different A-modules, with the former being a strict submodule of the
latter. Let b € A, the morphisms from Y(b) to the former module are the finite
sums of b - a;. On the other hand, the morphisms from Y(b) to the latter are
the morphisms from b to @,z a;, which includes some infinite sums of b - a;. In
particular, if b = @,z a;, then Id, is the infinite sum of Id,, .

To define an unbounded twisted complex of objects {a;},., of A, we need to
choose in which category we take the infinite direct sum @,z a;[-i]. We can
always do it in Mod-A. Then, proceeding as before, we arrive at the following
definition. In it, we allow infinite number of non-zero objects a;, but then, both
for twisted differentials and for the morphisms of twisted complexes, we disallow
an infinite number of non-zero maps to emerge from any one object a;:

Definition 3.2 (“Naive” version). An unbounded twisted complex over a DG cat-
egory A consists of
e Vi€Z, an object a; of A,
e Vi, jeZ,adegree i — j+1 morphism o;;:a; — a; in A,
satisfying
e For any i € Z only finite number of a;; are non-zero,
e The twisted complex condition (2.3).
Define DG category Twy ;e (A) of unbounded twisted complexes over A by
(A)((ai, ai;), (b, Bw)) =P H @Homi‘(ak, br) (3.1)
€L keZ €7
where the degree of Hom? (ax,b;) is ¢+1 -k and the differential is defined by (2.5).

L]
Homf -«

naive

As before, this results in the fully faithful convolution functor
Conv: Tw;, ;. (A) = Mod-A.

Apriori, this is the only definition we can make for an arbitrary DG category A.
Indeed, unless specifically mentioned otherwise, we write Tw™*(A) for Tw;, ;..(A).
However, in some cases it is useful to define Tw*(.A) to be bigger than Tw;, ;.. (A):

Example 3.3. Let A = Mod-C for some small DG category C. Assign to a
collection {a;},., the representable A-module Y (D, a;[-i]), instead of the non-
representable A-module @,z Y (a;[—i]). This yields the definition of Tw*(A)
which is analogous to the naive one above, except we do allow infinite number
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of twisted differentials a;; to emerge from a single object a; as long as Y ay; de-
fines an endomorphism of @,z a;[—i] in A, and similarly for morphisms of twisted
complexes. As before, this definition ensures that we have the fully faithful con-
volution functor Tw*(A) = Mod-A. However, since A = Mod-C is closed under
the change of differential, this convolution filters through the Yoneda embedding.
Thus we have the fully faithful functor

Conv: Tw*(A) — A.

In fact, it is an equivalence, since it has a right inverse - the tautological embedding
A - Tw*(A) which sends any a € A to itself considered as a trivial twisted
complex concentrated in degree zero. We thus see that A = Mod-C is closed
under convolutions of all unbounded twisted complexes in Tw*(A).

Finally, even when A does not admit all small direct sums, there might still
be a better category to take these in than Mod-A. For example, 4 might be a
full subcategory of some Mod-C containing some infinite direct sums, but not all
of them. Another example, which indeed motivated these considerations, can be
found in §5.2. We thus define the following;:

Definition 3.4. Let A be a DG category with a fully faithful embedding into a
DG category B which has countable direct sums and shifts.
An unbounded twisted complex over A relative to B consists of
e Vie€Z, an object a; of A,
e Vi,jeZ,adegree i — j+ 1 morphism o;;:a; — a; in A,
satisfying
* Y «;; is an endomorphism of @,z a;[-i] in B,
e The twisted complex condition (2.3).

Define DG category Twig(A) of unbounded twisted complezes over A relative to
B by setting
Hom%.,.: 4 ((as; aiy), (bi, Biy)) == Hom%(]@ ax[-k], 162 b[-]) (3.2)
wih its natural grading and the differential defined by (2.5).

Where the choice of B is clear or was fixed, we shall write Tw*(.A) for Twi(A).
As before, our definition ensures that we have a fully faithful convolution functor

Conv: Twi(A) - Mod-B.
We have the commutative square of fully faithful embeddings

A—-"1 B

I I 33

Mod-A < Mod-B.

Since all DG-functors preserve finite direct sums, we see that on bounded twisted
complexes the convolution functor into Mod-B is simply the composition of the
usual convolution functor into Mod-A and I*.

Observer that setting B = Mod-A recovers the definition of Tw;;,.(A) with
the convolution into Mod-A. On the other hand, when we have A = Mod-C
for some small DG-category C, setting B = A recovers the category constructed in
Example 3.3 with its convolution into Mod -A which filters through A.
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Definition 3.5. A DG category B admits change of differential if for all b € B and
f € Homy(b,b) with df + f2 = 0 the module in Mod-B which has the underlying
graded module of Homp(—,b) and the differential diomy(-p) + f is representable.

Definition 3.6. A DG category B admits convolutions of unbounded twisted com-
plexes if it admits countable direct sums and shifts and the convolution functor

Twg(B) = Mod-B filters through B -~ Mod-5.

We do not need to specify which unbounded twisted complexes B admits con-
volutions of, because for the convolution to be representable the infinite direct
sum needs to be taken in B itself. Thus we need to consider unbounded twisted
complexes relative to B itself.

If B admits convolutions of unbounded twisted complexes, then the convolution

Twg(B) = B

is necessarily an equivalence. It is fully faithful and has a right inverse which sends
any b € B to itself considered as trivial twisted complex in degree zero.

Lemma 3.7. Let B be a DG-category which admits countable direct sums and
shifts. The following are equivalent:
(1) B admits change of differential.
(2) B admits convolutions of unbounded twisted complexes.
(3) The embedding B = Twi(B) which sends any b € B to itself considered as
a trivial twisted complex in degree zero is an equivalence.
(4) For any DG-category A with an embedding into B, Twg(A) - Mod -B
filters through B — Mod -B.

Proof. (1) = (2): This is the same argument as in Example 3.3.
(2) < (3): The composition

B < Twg(B) -~ Mod-B

is the Yoneda embedding. Thus Twx(B) - Mod-B filters through the Yoneda
embedding if and only if B & Twg(B) admits a right quasi-inverse. A fully faithful
functor admits a right quasi-inverse if and only if it is an equivalence.

(2) < (4):

The “if” implication is obvious. The “only if’ one results from the following
commutative triangle of fully faithful functors:

Twi(A) —22 5 Mod-B.

[

Twg(B)

(2) = (1):

Let b e B and f € Homg(b,b) with df + f2 = 0. Then the complex consisting
of b in degree 0 with a single differential f from b to itself is a twisted complex.
Its convolution in Mod-B has the same graded module as b and the differential
dy + f. Since B admits convolutions of twisted complexes, it is representable. []

Finally, for any version of Tw*(.A), we define Tw*(A) and Tw™(A) to be its full
subcategories consisting of all bounded above twisted complexes and all bounded
below twisted complexes, respectively. We also define Pre-Tr*(A), Pre-Tr"(A),
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and Pre-Tr™(A) to be the full subcategories of Tw*(A), Tw'(A), and Tw (A)

consisting of one-sided twisted complexes.

4. TWISTED BICOMPLEXES
The following is a natural generalisation of the notion of a twisted complex:

Definition 4.1. A twisted bicomplex (a;j, i) over a DG category A comprises
e Vi,j €Z, an object a;; of A, non-zero for only finite number of pairs (4, j),
o Vi ,jk,leZ, adegree (i+j) - (j+k)+1 morphism o a;; > ar in A,
satisfying
(_1)]{;+ldaijk;l + Z Qijmn © Ompkl = 0. (41)
Define the DG category Twbi(A) of twisted bicomplezes over A by setting
Hom?, (4 (g, aijin), (bij, Bije)) = € Hom?y (ags, b)) (4.2)

q,k,l,m,neZ

where each f € Hom? (a, bmy) has degree g+ (m +n) - (k+1) and
df - (_1)m+ndAf I Z (anpq ° f _ (_1)q+(m+n)*(k+l)f o aqul) , (4.3)

p,q€Z
where d 4 is the differential on morphisms in A.

We think of indices ¢ and j of each a;; as the row index and the column index,
respectively. We say that a twisted bicomplex is horizontally one-sided (resp. ver-
tically one-sided) if ayjp = 0 when [ < j (resp. k < i). We say that a twisted
bicomplex is one-sided if it is both vertically and horizontally one-sided.

The “naive” categories Twbi*(A), Twhi"(A) and Twbi™ (A) of unbounded, un-
bounded below, and unbounded above twisted bicomplexes, as well as their ver-
sions relative to another DG category B are defined similarly to the way they are
defined in §3 for twisted complexes. We also use Twhi®®, Twbi"* and Twhi® to
denote the full subcategories consisting of one-sided twisted bicomplexes.

Finally, we note that the category of twisted bicomplexes is naturally isomorphic
to the category of twisted complexes of twisted complexes, but in two different
ways: the complex of sign-twisted rows and the complex of sign-twisted columns.
For this result, the twisted complexes over 4 need to be considered relative to some
B which admits the convolutions of unbounded twisted complexes, cf. Lemma 3.7.
This is always true when B = Mod-C for some DG-category C.

Definition 4.2. Let A be DG category and fix its embedding into a DG-category
B which admits convolutions of unbounded twisted complexes. Define
Cxrow: Twg (Twg (A)) - Twhiz(A), (4.4)
Cxcol: Twg (Twyg (A)) — Twbig(A),
as follows. Let (E;, a;) be an object of Twg (Twg (A)). Write
o [ ; for the objects of each F; and «; j; : E; j - E;; for its differentials.
o a1t B j = By for the components of a;: By — Ej.
We then define:

o Cxrow(FE;, cy,) to be the twisted bicomplex whose ij-th object is E; ; and
whose ijkl-th differential is o j; if @ # k and ay; j + (-1)'; i if i = k.

e Cxcol(E;, aii) to be the twisted bicomplex whose ij-th object is E;; and
whose ijkl-th differential is ;i if j # 1 and o + (-1)7a; 4 if j = 1.
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Similarly, let f: (E;, a;x) = (Fj, Bi) be a morphism in Twy (Twy (A)). Write
fir for its E; — F}, component, and then f;, j; for E; ; = Fj; component of that.
We then define:

o Cxrow(f) to be the bicomplex map whose ijkl-th component is fix j,
e Cxcol(f) to be the bicomplex map whose ijkl-th component is f ;.

In other words, Cxrow(E;, a;;) is the bicomplex whose i-th row is the twisted
complex (-1)*E; to whose differentials we further add all the components of ;.
The differentials between ¢-th and j-th rows for ¢ # j are the components of ;.
Similarly, Cxcol( E;, a.) is the bicomplex whose columns are (—1)?E; modified by
a;; and whose intercolumn differentials are a;;. On morphisms, both functors
simply map a morphism of complexes of complexes to the bicomplex morphism
with the same components.

By our assumption on B, the convolution functor embeds Twi (A) fully faith-
fully into B. We thus have a double convolution functor:

Conv Conv: Twy (Twg (A)) = B. (4.6)
Proposition 4.3. Let A be a DG category with a fully faithful functor into a
DG category B which admits convolutions of unbounded twisted complexes. Let
(E;,au,) € Twg (Twi (A)). Then:

(1) Functors Cxrow and Cxcol in Defn. 4.2 are well-defined. The data they
assign to an object of Twi (Twg (A)) satisfies the twisted bicomplex con-
dition (4.1) and the finiteness condition of the sum of its differentials being
a morphism in B. The data they assign to a morphism satisfies the finite-

ness condition of the sum of its components being a morphism in B.
(2) The following diagram commutes:

Twi (Twh (A)) —ConvComw g
Cxrow or Cxcoll : Conv (4.7)
Twbiz(A)
(3) The following diagram commutes:
Twg (Twg (A)) ———— Twbig(A).
CXCO]\L % (4.8)
Twhiz(A)

Here Reflect is a self-inverse automorphism of Twbig(A) which reflects it
along the diagonal: a bicomplex (Ejj, aiji) is sent to (Ej;, (=1)%%*95tay),
while a morphism (fiju) is sent to (fjuk)-

(4) Functor Cxrow restricts to the isomorphism

Cxrow: Pre-Trg (Twi (A)) = Twhig"”*(A),
while Cxcol restricts to the isomorphism
Cxcol: Pre-Trg (Twi (A)) = Twhiz"(A).
Both functors restrict to the isomorphisms
Cxrow, Cxcol: Pre-Try (Pre-Trg (A)) = Twbigz® (A).
Proof. Straightforward computation. O
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The resulting “monodromy” Cxrow ' o Cxcol of Pre-Trg (Pre-Trg (A)) is a non-
trivial autoequivalence which takes a complex of complexes and slices up the re-
sulting bigraded data of objects and differentials in the other direction to produce
a different complex of complexes out of the same data, while sign-twisting purely
horizontal and vertical differentials.

5. APPLICATION: A.-STRUCTURES IN MONOIDAL DG CATEGORIES

The main application we had in mind for unbounded twisted complexes is to
reformulate and generalise the definitions of A.-algebras and modules [LH03, §2:
we define these structures in an arbitrary DG monoidal category A (or, more
generally, a DG bicategory). This disposes with the necessity to work explicitly
with the operation mq, i.e. the differential.

Traditionally, A.-algebra formalism was defined for objects in the DG category
Mod -k of DG complexes of k-modules with its natural monoidal structure given
by the tensor product of complexes [LH03, §2]. In Mod -k the internal differential
of each object, that is — its differential as a complex of k-modules, exists as a
degree 1 endomorphism of the object. It can therefore be a part of the definition
of an A-algebra or A,-module in Mod-k. This is no longer true if we work with
an arbitraty monoidal DG category A. In Mod-A the internal differentials of
objects do not appear as their degree 1 endomorphisms. Moreover, if we wanted
to try and set up A.-formalism to work in A itself, its objects do not possess an
internal differential.

The language of twisted complexes solves both of these problems. It implicitly
embeds the objects of A into Mod-A as Hom-complexes of A. These do have an
internal differential: the differential d4 of A. The twisted complex condition (2.3)
involves d4 and makes it possible to define an A -algebra or module structure on
an object a € A while referring explicitly only to operations {m;}..,.

The resulting definitions all ask for the corresponding bar (or cobar) construc-
tion of the A.-operations to be a twisted complex. These twisted complexes have
to be unbounded, thus necessitating the theory developed in this paper and its
subtleties. We note that in the bar constructions there is only a finite number
of arrows emerging from each element of the twisted complex. Hence, our defini-
tions of an A..-algebra or an A.-module are independent of the ambient category
B we use to define unbounded twisted complexes. On the other hand, in cobar
constructions this is no longer the case and the choice of B becomes crucial. We
see another example of these subtleties coming into play when we consider twisted
complexes of A,-modules in §5.2.

In §5.1 we give the key definitions which are studied further [AT.23]. An inter-
ested reader should consult §3.2 of that paper for further explanation of the way
in which these definitions generalise the classical ones in [LHO3, §2].

In §5.2 we use the twisted bicomplex techniques we developed in §4 to prove
several theorems about twisted complexes of A.-modules. We first relate a twisted
complex of A,.-modules to an A.-module structure on the twisted complex of their
underlying objects. This allows us to show that the DG category Node.,-A of A.-
modules over an A,-algebra A is strongly pretriangulated (resp. pretriangulated)
if and only if DG monoidal category A we work in is. Hence if we expand A to
Mod-A with the induced monoidal structure [GKL21, §4.5] all the categories of
As-modules over all A,-algebras in it become strongly pretriangulated.
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5.1. Definitions. Throughout this section we assume that DG monoidal category
A we work with comes with a fixed choice of a monoidal embedding

A=B

into a closed monoidal DG category B which admits convolutions of unbounded
twisted complexes. Note, that we can always set B = Mod-A with the induced
monoidal structure [GKL21, §4.5], enlarging our universe if necessary when A is
not small. All the unbounded twisted complexes over A are then defined relative
to this ambient category B.

The condition that B is closed under convolutions of unbounded twisted com-
plexes can be replaced throughout by B being closed under the convolutions of
bounded above twisted complexes and/or bounded below twisted complexes.

Definition 5.1. Let A be a monoidal DG category, let A € A and let {m,}
a collection of degree 2 — i morphisms A’ — A.

The (non-augmented) bar-construction B2(A) of A is the collection of objects
A+l for all i > 0 each placed in degree —i and of degree k—1 maps d(;,p);: A**F - A
defined by

be

1>2

-1
o i—1)(k+1 ik 11i-3-1 J
dgivryi = (1) FEDED SN 1R I @my,q @ 1d7 (5.1)
7=0
ms
Amyg—-my A ma
4 3 2
A3my-A2ma At 4 A2mg—Amg A+mg A% Amg-mg A 4 ™2 dég.o (5-2)

+Amo A%—moy A3

Definition 5.2. Let A be a monoidal DG category. An A -algebra (A,m;) in
A is an object A € A equipped with operations m;: A* - A for all ¢ > 2 which
are degree 2 — ¢ morphisms in 4 such that their non-augmented bar-construction
Bra(A) is a twisted complex over A.

We define morphisms of A.-algebras in A in a similar way:

Definition 5.3. Let (A, m;) and (B,n;) be Ay -algebras in A. Let (f;)i»1 be a
collection of degree 1 — 7 morphisms A? - B.

The bar-construction Be(fs) is the morphism B2 (A) - B2 (B) in Pre-Tr™(\A)
whose A"+ — B? component is

i (1o 1
Z (_1)21:2(1 1) Yne1 tnftl ®...® fti-

t1+-+t;=i+k

\ﬁl
™~
fifs+fafotf3

fifife-fifefitfafifa
fifififr

1

s B*

y A4
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Definition 5.4. A morphism f,: (A, my) — (B,ny) of A.-algebras is a collection
(fi)is1 of degree 1 -4 morphisms A* — B whose bar construction is a closed degree
0 morphism of twisted complexes.

We define left and right A.-modules over such (A,m,) in a similar way:

Definition 5.5. Let (A, m;) be an A,-algebra in a monoidal DG category A. Let
E e A and let {p;}.., be a collection of degree 2 —¢ morphisms £ ® A"l - E.
The right module bar-construction Be(E) of (E,p;) comprises objects E @ A
1f)or i >0 placed in degree —i and degree 1 —k maps F ® A"+l - E® A"! defined
y
-2

dgiskyi = (~1)07DED (z ((71)“ 1A @mps ® Idf) + (- p e Idi"l) . (5.3)

Jj=0

ps

Emyg-pg A P4
Ams+EmsA+ps A2 -Emgz-p3A P3

: EA3 EA? EA E . (54
EA2m27EA'm2A+ EAmszmzAergAé Emg-p2 A P2 deg.0 ( )

+Emo A27p2 A3

Definition 5.6. For E € A and a collection {p;},,, of degree 2 —i morphisms
A"l ® E — E, its left module bar-construction B.(FE) comprises objects A’ ® E
for all 7 > 0 placed in degree —i and degree 1-k maps A 1@ E - Ai-1® F defined
by

-1
— i—1)(k+1 ik 1 1i—j-1 j i-1

dgisnyi = (=1)ED >(Z((—1)J 17 @my,r © 1d7) +1d ®pk+1). (5.5)

J=1

ps5
Apg—-my E Pa
A2p3+Am3E+7%&P3

ASE A’E AE E . .
A3po—AZmoE+ A%py—AmgE+mgo AE Apa-mo E P2 deg.0 (5.6)

+Amo AE-mo A%E

Definition 5.7. Let A be a monoidal DG category and let (A,m;) be an Ae-
algebra in A. A right (resp. left) Ao-module (E,p;) over A is an object E € A and
a collection {p;},,, of degree 2 — i morphisms F'® A1 - E (resp. A"'® E - E)
such that B (F) is a twisted complex.

Definition 5.8. Let A be a monoidal DG category and let (A,m;) be an Ac-
algebra in A. Let (E,p) and (F, ) be right As-modules over A in A.

A degree j morphism fo: (E,pr) = (F,qx) of right A.-A-modules is a collection
(fi)is1 of degree j—i+ 1 morphisms E® A=! — F. Its bar-construction Be(f,) is
the morphism Be(E) - Bo(F') in Pre-Tr™(.A) whose components are

E@ Al s Fo Al (-1)0Vf  oId .
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We illustrate the case when f, is of odd degree:

> EA3 sy E
fa

*f1A3 fi

+ )

s FA3 s FA2 s FA s F.

The corresponding definition for the left A.-modules differs only in signs:

Definition 5.9. Let A be a monoidal DG category and let (A,m;) be an Ae-
algebra in A. Let (E,py) and (F,qx) be left A.-modules over A in A.

A degree j morphism f,:(F,pr) = (F,qx) of left Ao-A-modules is a collection
(fi)is1 of degree j —i+1 morphisms A""! ® E — F. Its bar-construction B (f,) is
the morphism B, (F) - B (F') in Pre-Tr™(A) whose components are

Ai+k—1 QFE > Ai—l Q F: (_1)(j+k;)(z—1) IdFl ®fk+1-

We define the DG categories of left and right modules over A in the unique way
which makes the left and right module bar constructions into faithful DG functors
from these categories to Pre-Tr (A):

Definition 5.10. Let A be a monoidal DG category and A be an A.-algebra in
A. Define the DG category Nod.-A of right Ae-A-modules in A by:

e Its objects are right A.-A-modules in A,

e Forany E, F' e ObNods A, the complex Homyog_4(E, F') consists of Ae-
morphisms f,: £ - F with their natural grading. The differential and the
composition is defined by composing the corresponding twisted complex
morphisms.

e The identity morphism of E € Nod, A is the morphism (f,) with f; = Idg
and f.9 = 0 whose corresponding twisted complex morphism is Idg_ (g).

The DG category A-Nod., of left Ao-A-modules in A is defined analogously.
Similar definitions exist for A.-coalgebras and A.-comodules, see [AL23, §6].

5.2. Twisted complexes of A,-modules. The notion of an A.-module over an
An-algebra (A, m,) in a monoidal DG category A which we defined in §5.1 differs
in several ways from the usual notion which corresponds to the case A = Mod-k.

One is that the DG-category of usual A.-modules is strongly pretriangulated,
while in our generality Nod.,-A doesn’t have to be. In this section we show that
Nod..-A is strongly pretriangulated if and only if A is strongly pretriangulated.

First, we need to fix our conventions. As in §5.1 we assume that our monoidal
DG category A comes with a monoidal embedding into a closed monoidal DG
category B which has convolutions of unbounded twisted complexes. Recall that
we can always set B = Mod-A with the induced monoidal structure [GKL21, §4.5],

We define Tw* A and Tw* B relative to B. Thus twisted complexes in Tw* A
and Tw* B can have infinite number of differentials and/or morphism components
emerge from a single object, but only if their sum still defines a morphism in B.
By Lemma 3.7, since B admits convolutions of unbounded twisted complexes, the
convolution functor Tw* B < B is an equivalence.
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Let (A, m.) be an A,-algebrain A. In §5.1 we define the DG category Nod..-A
of right A.-A-modules in A. Using the monoidal embedding we can view (A, m,)
as an As-algebra in B. We write Nod,-AB for the category of right A.-A-
modules in B. Note that we have tautological embedding Nod.-A = Nod,.-A5Z.

We now want to define Tw* Nod.-A. The “naive” definition gives us a convo-
lution into Mod - (Nod.-A), but it isn’t the category we want to work with. In-
stead, we have an embedding of Nod.-A into Nod..-A8, and we want Nod.-AB
to be the target for the convolution of twisted complexes of Nod..-A.

The category Nod.-AB is closed under shifts and direct sums because B is.
Indeed, (E,p.)[n] = (E[n],(-1)"p.) and &;(E;,pi) = (& Ei, Y;pie). To see that
> Die define an A,,-module structure on &; E;, note that since B is closed monoidal
its monoidal structure commutes with infinite direct sums. We thus define both
Tw* Nod-A and Tw* Nod.- AP relative to Nod.-AB. This yields fully faithful
convolution functors from both into Mod- (Node-A8). We now want to show
that Nod.-AB admits convolutions of unbounded twisted complexes, and thus
both convolution functors take values in Nod,,-AZ.

For this, we prove below that a twisted complex of A,-modules defines the
structure of an A.-module on the underlying twisted complex of objects of A.
But first, we define what such structure is. The category Tw* A is not apriori
monoidal as a tensor product of two twisted complexes over A should have as
objects direct sums of objects of A. These do not apriori exist in A, but they do
exist in B. Indeed, Tw* B is a monoidal category equivalent to B.

Definition 5.11. Let AT%*A denote A considered as a trivial twisted complex in
Tw* A. Define Nod,-AT"" 4 to be the full subcategory of Nod,.-A? consisting
of the A,-modules whose underlying objects of B lie in Tw* Ac Tw* B~ B.

Explicitly, an object of Nod.-AT"" A is a twisted complex (E;,a;;) over A
together with degree 2 — k twisted complex morphisms

Pk* (Ez ® Ak_l, O ® Id) - (EZ, Oéij)

such that their right-module bar-construction is a twisted complex of twisted com-
plexes (E; ® AF1 a;; @ 1d).
We can now state the main result of this subsection:

Proposition 5.12. There exist fully faithful embeddings of DG-categories:
®: Tw* (Node-A) = Node,-AT" 4, (5.7)

®: Tw* (Node-A®) > Nod.,-A”. (5.8)
These preserve boundedness and one-sidedness of twisted complexes. We can
replace Tw* with any of Tw", Tw™, Tw, Pre-Tr*, Pre-Tr*, Pre-Tr", or Pre-Tr.

Note that the embedding A < B and the convolution functor Tw* A < B induces

fully faithful functors from the LHS and the RHS of (5.7) to those of (5.8). Our
construction of ® in the proof below ensures that (5.7) is the restriction of (5.8).

Proof. The bar-construction functor B, : Nod.-A - Pre-Tr” A induces a functor
Tw*(Be): Tw* Node-A - Tw* (Tw* A). Composing it with Cxcol (see Defn. 4.2)
we get a functor

Cxcolo Tw*( By ): Tw* (Nody.-A)) - Twhiz(A).
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Similarly, composing Beo: Node-A™ ) & Pre-Tr™ (Tw*(A)) with Cxrow gives
Cxrow 0 Boo: Nod - AT M) 5 Twhi%(A).

The functors B.,, Cxcol, and Cxrow are injective on objects and faithful. Hence
so are Cxcolo Tw* (B ) and Cxrow o B,.

This proof is based on the observation that the image of Cxcolo Tw*(By) is
mapped into the image of Cxrow o B,, by the automorphism o of Twbij(.A) which
multiplies every differential «;;; and morphism component f;jx; by (=1)¥**. Thus
there exists a unique functor ® which makes the following square commute:

Cxcol o Tw*(Boo)

Tw* (Nod.-A4) > Twhiz(A)

lq) l" (5.9)

Nod,, -AT" (A Gaowolee o Twhig(A).

Explicitly, ® has the following description. Let ((E;, pie), @ije) € Tw* (Nod-A).
Set Ppy1: (Bi, i1 )®AF > (E;, a;51) to be the morphism of twisted complexes whose
components are (—1)%a;;x + 6;;(=1)***Up; r1. Then

O((Ei, aije)) = ((Biy cijn), Po) (5.10)
O((fijo)) = (1) fije) - (5.11)

Taking the above as the definition of ® in (5.7), one can now verify by direct
computation that ® is well-defined and that it makes (5.9) commute. Its fully
faithfullness follows immediately from (5.11).

An identical bicomplex argument applies to Tw* (Node-A8) leading to the
identical definition of ® in (5.8) via the same formulas (5.10) and (5.11) which is

well-defined and fully faithful for the same reasons.
O

It follows that Nod..-A is pretriangulated if and only if A is:

Corollary 5.13. The natural embedding
Nods-A <= Tw* (Nod-A) (5.12)

is an equivalence (resp. quasi-equivalence) if and only if A - Tw* (A) is. The
same holds if Tw* is replaced by any of its subcategories Tw* or Pre-Tr°.

Note that A < Tw* A is never an equivalence. Let {a;} be a twisted complex
with zero differentials. We define Tw™ A relative to Mod-A, so any morphism
from some b € A to {a;} only has a finite number of non-zero components b - a;. So
it can not have a right inverse. Thus, by above Corollary, Nod..-A never admits
the convolutions of unbounded twisted complexes taken relative to Nod-AZ.

Proof. All arguments in this proof work identically if we replace Tw* with any of
its full subcategories Tw* or Pre-Tr*.

“If”: Since (5.12) is fully faithful, it is an equivalence (resp. quasi-equivalence)
if s0 is its composition Node,-A4 < Node-AT"" A with (5.7).

If A = Tw* (A) is an equivalence, it is clear that so is Node-A <> Nod-ATW A,
If A~ Tw*(A) is only a quasi-equivalence, Node-A = Nod.-AT"" 4 is also a
quasi-equivalence, but this requires more work. Let ((E;, ai;),pe) € Node- AT A,
By assumption, (E;,a;;) is homotopy equivalent in Tw* (A) to some F' € A. By the
homotopy transfer of structure (Theorem A.2) we can transfer the A.-structure p,
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from (E;, ;) to F. We thus obtain an A-A-module (F,¢,) homotopy equivalent
to ((Ei, cvj),pe), as desired.

“Only if”: The forgetful functor Nod.-A — A has a right inverse: the functor
A - Nod.-A which sends any object a € A to (a,p.) with p; = 0 for all i and
sends any morphism f:a — b to (f,) with f; = f and f; =0 for i > 1. O

Since B = Tw* B is an equivalence, the same argument as in Cor. 5.13 gives:
Corollary 5.14. Nod..-AB has convolutions of unbounded twisted complezxes.

It follows by Lemma 3.7, that the convolutions of unbounded twisted complexes
in Node-A and Nod-AB take value in Nod-AB, as desired.

APPENDIX A. HOMOTOPY TRANSFERS OF STRUCTURE FOR A,,-MODULES

In [Mar06] Markl described the homotopy transfer of structure for (the usual)
Ao-algebras over a commutative ring. In this section we give its analogue for A.-
modules over an A,,-category. One of the reasons to write this down in detail, is to
convince ourselves that it works just the same for our new notion of A.-modules
over an A.-algebra in a DG monoidal category A introduced in §5.

Another is that that the bar construction for morphisms of modules, unlike
that for morphisms of algebras, is additive. As result, we can give simple explicit
formulas for the transfer in terms of the bar construction.

First we describe the homotopy transfer of structure for classical A.-modules.

Let A be a small A-category over a commutative ring & in the sense of [LHO03]
As usual, denote by k4 the minimal k-linear category with the same objects as
A: Homy, (a,b) is 0 when a # b and k when a = b. The category of graded k4-k.4-
bimodules has a natural monoidal structure given by ®;. The A-category A can
be naturally viewed as an A.-algebra in this category, and A.-A-modules — as
A-modules over this algebra in the category of graded k_4-modules.

For our purposes, it is more natural to consider A to be an A.-algebra in the
category k4-Mod-k 4 of differentially graded k4-k4-bimodules. In other words,
what is usually known as the operation m; becomes the intrinsic data of the
differential of the DG-k 4-k4-bimodule A. The structure m, of an A.-algebra on
this DG-bimodule consists then of k4-Mod-k 4 maps

m;: A - A deg(m;)=2-14,i>2.
Write B A for the bar construction of A [LHO03, §1.2.2]. It is a DG-coalgebra in
ka-Mod-k4 equal as a graded coalgebra to the free tensor coalgebra @32, A®".
Let P be a right A,-module over A. We consider it, again, as a DG-k_4-module
with an A -structure u, given by Mod-k 4 maps
i : P @, A1) o p, deg(p;) =2—-1i, i>2.

Write Be, P for the bar construction of A [LH03, §2.3.3]. It is a DG-Be,.A-comodule
equal as a graded comodule to the free comodule P ®; B, A.
Suppose that there is another k4-module () and two morphisms

[P —Q,
9:Q— P,
in Mod-k 4 such that gf = Id +dh for some degree —1 map h: P - P.

Theorem A.1. A homotopy transfer of As-structure from P to @) exists:
(1) A structure v, of a right As-module over A on Q;
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(2) A closed degree zero map of As-modules ¢ : P — Q) extending f;
(3) A closed degree zero map of As-modules 1 : P — Q) extending g;
(4) A degree =1 map of Ae-modules Hy: P - P extending h, such that

w. o gb. =1d +d(H.).

To prove this, we use the bar-construction as a fully faithful embedding of the
DG-category of A.-A-modules into the DG-category of DG-B.,.A-comodules. See
[LHO3, §2.3.3]. We give a brief summary. Let E and F be two A-A-modules.
Let z,: E — F be a degree n morphism of A,-modules. By definition, it is an
arbitrary collection of degree n + 1 —i maps

z;: E®p A% D 5 F 1>1,
in Mod-k 4. Such collection is equivalent to the data of a degree n Mod-k4 map
To:Boo B — F,

because as a graded module B F is just E ®; B..A. By universal property of free
graded comodules, there is a bijective correspondence of k4-module morphisms

BoE - F,
with the morphisms of DG- B, A-comodules
BoFE - B,F.
It sends z, to the map
7 E 8, B A =25 F @) BooA®), Boo A 2% F @ Boo A, (A1)

and, conversely, sends any morphism Z of DG-B,.A-comodules to
Id ®e

2e: E @ BowA S F @ B A — F.
Here A and € is are the comultiplication and the counit of B.,.A.
Proof. By our convention, the A.-structure p, on P is a collection of u; for ¢ > 2.
View it as the data of a degree one A.-morphism p,: P - P with gy = 0. The
differential on the bar construction By P is
,a + dnat7
where i is the bar construction of the A.-morphism p, as per (A.1) and d,; is
the natural differential on the tensor product P ®; B..A. We then have
(la + dnat)2 = ,L_LQ + /10 dyat + dyat © [ = ,LZQ + d(/])a
and therefore
dnat(ﬂ) = _ﬂ2~
Here dp.(—) denotes the differentiation as an endomorphism of P ®; B., A, as

opposed as an endomorphism of B, P.
Now define

. p =i+ ihii+ phihi+ ...
where h is the bar construction of h viewed as a strict A.-morphism. Note that
phii =thp = p—Ti,
dnat (p) = p* = pdhp.

Since

dnat(B) = % = g? - Idv
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we conclude that B
dnat(P) = =pg.f P
Define the DG- By, A-module morphism 7: Q) ®; Boo A > Q) ®; Boo A by
v=fpg.
Since f and g are closed of degree 0, we have
duae(7) = fdnat(P)3 = ~f 3 fPg = -7*.
We therefore have
(U + dyat)* = 0,
SO U + dp,t defines a new differential on ) ®,, B.,.A. Let v, be the corresponding
structure of A-A-module on Q.

Define next

¢ = f(Id+ph),

v = (Id+hp)g,

H = h(Id+ph) = (Id +hp)h.
We have:

df = (U +dat) f = (T + doat) =Vf = L+ dnae (f) = fo9f - [E = f(PG[ - ).

and similarly:

dg=-=(f-3/p)3,

dh=---=nh+hp+gf-1d,
d(Id+ph) =---=(z-pgf) (1d+ph),
d(1d+hp) =---= (7 -gfp) (1d+hp),

We thus finally compute
d(¢) =d(f) (ph+1d) + fd(ph+1d) =
= [ (pgf - 1) (ph+1d) + f (m—pgf) (1d+ph) = 0,
() =--=0,
d(H) ==y -1d,
as desired. 0

It follows that the transfer of structure across a homotopy equivalence produces
a homotopy equivalent A.,-module:

Corollary A.1. If f and g are mutually inverse homotopy equivalences, then the
Aoo-A-module (Q,v,) obtained from (P, u.) by the homotopy transfer of structure
along (f,g) is homotopy equivalent to (P, jie).

Proof. As part of the homotopy transfer of structure constructed in Theorem A.1,
we have obtained a closed degree zero A..-morphism

Go: (P pe) = (Q, 1)
extending f, i.e. ¢; = f. Thus ¢; is a homotopy equivalence of DG-k 4-modules,
and therefore ¢, is a homotopy equivalence of A,-A-modules [LHO03, 2.4.1.1]. O

The method we used to prove Theorem A.1 can be easily applied to the notion
of A,-algebras and A.-modules in a DG monoidal category introduced in §5:
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Theorem A.2. Let (A,m,) be an As-algebra in a monoidal DG category A. Let
(a,p.) € Nodw.-A. Letb be an object of A. Suppose there exist morphisms f:a - b
and g:b — a in A such that gf =1d+dh for some degree —1 morphism h:a — a.
Then a homotopy transfer of Ae-structure from (a,p.) to b ezists:
(1) A structure qo of an Ae-A-module on b;
(2) A closed degree 0 map of Ae-A-modules ¢o : (a,ps) = (b,qs) extending f;
(3) A closed degree 0 map of As-A-modules 1, : (b,qs) = (a,p.) extending g;
(4) A degree -1 map of Aw-A-modules Hq: (a,ps) = (a,p.) extending h with
e 0 ¢y = 1d +d(H,).
Proof. For A.-A-modules, the bar construction was defined in §5.1 as a DG-
functor
Bo:Nod,(T) » Pre-Tr (A).
Take the data p, of the A,-T-module structure on a and consider it as the data
of a morphism of A.-A-modules with p; = 0. Let p be its bar construction:

P Boo(a,ps) = Beo(a, 4 ).

Consider now two twisted complexes: B, (a,p.) and Be(a,0). They have the
same objects. Denote by d,.;(—) the operation of differentiating an endomorphism
of Bu(a,p.) as if it was an endomorphism of Be(a,0). Since the differential on
B (a,p.) is the sum of the differential on B, (a,0) and p, we have

dnat (p) = _pZ-
We can now proceed in the same way and with the same computations as in

the proof of Theorem A.1, only with all bar constructions being twisted complexes
instead of DG-comodules. O

Corollary A.2. If f and g are mutually inverse homotopy equivalences in A,
then the A.-A-module (b,q.) obtained from (a,p.) by the homotopy transfer of
structure along (f,g) is homotopy equivalent to (a,p.).
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