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0. Introduction

(0.1) The purpose of this paper is to relate two seemingly disparate develop-
ments. One is the theory of graph cohomology of Kontsevich [39], [40], which
arose out of earlier works of Penner [54] and Kontsevich [38] on the cell decom-
position and intersection theory on the moduli spaces of curves. The other is the
theory of Koszul duality for quadratic associative algebras, which was introduced
by Priddy [55] and has found many applications in homological algebra, alge-
braic geometry, and representation theory (see, e.g., [5], [6], [7], [30], [51]). The
unifying concept here is that of an operad.

This paper can be divided into two parts consisting of Chapters 1, 3 and 2, 4,
respectively. The purpose of the first part is to establish a relationship between
operads, moduli spaces of stable curves, and graph complexes. To each operad we
associate a collection of sheaves on moduli spaces. We introduce, in a natural
way, the cobar complex of an operad and show that it is nothing but a (special
case of the) graph complex, and that both constructions can be interpreted as the
Verdier duality functor on sheaves.

In the second part we introduce a class of operads, called quadratic, and intro-
duce a distinguished subclass of Koszul operads. The main reason for introducing
Koszul operads (and in fact for writing this paper) is that most of the operads
“arising from nature” are Koszul; cf. (0.8) below. We define a natural duality on
quadratic operads (which is analogous to the duality of Priddy [55] for quadratic
associative algebras) and show that it is intimately related to the cobar-construc-
tion, i.e., to graph complexes.

(0.2) Before going further into discussion of the results of the paper, let us
make some comments for the reader not familiar with the notion of an operad.
Operads were introduced by J. P. May [52] in 1972 for the needs of homotopy
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204 GINZBURG AND KAPRANOV

theory. Since then it has been gradually realized that this concept has in fact
fundamental significance for mathematics in general. From an algebraic point of
view, an operad is a system of data that formalizes properties of a collection of
maps X" — X, a certain set for each n = 1, 2, ..., which are closed under permu-
tations of arguments of the maps and under all possible superpositions. Such a
collection may be generated by iterated compositions of some primary maps,
called the generators of the operad, and the whole structure of the operad may be
determined, in principle, by giving the list of relations among the generators. This
is very similar to defining a group by generators and relations. As for groups, the
consideration of the whole operad and not only generators and relations presents
several obvious advantages. For instance, we can develop “homological algebra”
for operations, i.e., study higher syzygies. Note, in particular, that all the types of
algebras encountered in practice (associative, Lie, Poisson, etc.) are governed by
suitable operads. (We take the binary operations involved as generators and the
identities which they satisfy as relations.)

The place of operads among other structures may be illustrated (very roughly)
by the following table.

Linear Nonlinear
Algebra Geometry Physics Physics
Spin 1 Modules Vector bundles Maxwell Yang—Mills
equations theory
Spin 2 Algebras Manifolds Linear gravity Einstein
equations gravity
. . Rarita—Schwinger Conformal)
! ?
Spin 3 Operads ?(Moduli spaces) equations '(ﬁel d theory

Question marks indicate that the name put at the corresponding square of the
table is just the first approximation to an unknown ultimate name. The relation
of operads to algebras in the first column is similar to the relation of algebras to
modules. Given an algebra A4, one has a notion of an 4-module. Similarly, given
an operad &, there is a notion of a Z-algebra. Further, for any #-algebra A, there
is a well-defined abelian category of A-modules; see §1.6 below. This explains the
hierarchy of the first column of the above table. In the geometric column, vector
bundles on a fixed manifold correspond to modules over the (commutative) alge-
bra of functions on the manifold. Similarly, giving an operad is analogous to
fixing the class of geometric objects we want to consider. This is equivalent to
studying the moduli space of these geometric objects. The relevance of the notion
of an operad to conformal field theory can be justified by the following fact,
which plays a crucial role in the theory of operads and in the present paper in
particular:

The collection M = { Mg 41,1 =2,3,...} (Grothendieck-Knudsen moduli
spaces of stable genus O curves with n+ 1 punctures) has a natural
structure of an operad of smooth manifolds.
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(0.3) The paper is organized as follows. Chapter 1 begins with introducing a
category of trees that plays the key role (cf. [11]) throughout the paper. We
then recall the definition of an operad and produce a few elementary examples
of operads. Next, the above-mentioned operad .# formed by the Grothendieck-
Knudsen moduli spaces is described in some detail. The significance of this ope-
rad for the whole theory of operads is explained: any operad can be described as
a collection of sheaves on /.

(0.4) Chapter 2 is devoted to quadratic operads, the ones generated by binary
operations subject to relations involving three arguments only. Most of the struc-
tures that one encounters in algebra, e.g., associative, commutative, Lie, Poisson,
etc. algebras, correspond to quadratic operads.

Given a quadratic operad &, we define the quadratic dual operad 9’ analo-
gously to the definition of quadratic duality (Priddy) of quadratic associative
algebras. In particular, the operads ¥om governing commutative and Zie (gov-
erning Lie) algebras are quadratic dual to each other. In some informal sense, as
a correspondence between the categories of (differential graded) commutative and
Lie algebras, this relation goes back at least to the work of Quillen [56], [57] and
Moore [53]. Our theory exhibits a very simple and precise algebraic fact which is
the reason for this relation. The operad /s describing associative (not necessarily
commutative) algebras is self-dual in our sense.

There is a natural concept of a quadratic algebra over a quadratic operad, and
for the dual quadratic operads £ and 2 we construct a duality between quadratic
(super-) algebras over 2 and 2. For the case of associative algebras (whose ope-
rad is self-dual) we recover the construction of Priddy.

Quadratic operads have several nice features. In §2.2 we introduce on the cate-
gory of such operads the internal hom in the spirit of Manin [51]. We show that
the quadratic duality can be interpreted as hom(—, Lie) where ZFie is the Lie
operad which therefore plays the role of a dualizing object in our theory.

(0.5) In Chapter 3 we introduce a contravariant duality functor D on the cate-
gory of differential graded (dg-) operads (as opposed to the quadratic duality
functor 2+ 2" studied in the previous chapter). We present various approaches
to duality. From the algebraic point of view, the duality D is an analog of the
cobar construction and a generalization of the tree part of graph complexes.
From the geometric point of view, the duality is an analog of the Verdier dual-
ity for sheaves. In more detail, let #,,, be the moduli space of n-labelled trees
with metric; cf. [54], [39]. This is a contractible topological space with a natural
cell decomposition. This cell decomposition is dual, in a sense, to the canonical
stratification of .#,, ,.,. Moreover, the collection #" = {#,,,} forms a cooperad
which plays the role dual to that of the operad .#. We show that any dg-operad
gives rise to a compatible collection of constructible complexes on the spaces
W,+1, one for each n. Furthermore the collection arising from the D-dual dg-
operad turns out to be formed by the Verdier duals of the complexes corre-
sponding to the original operad. The spaces #,,,, are similar in nature to Bruhat-
Tits buildings, and there is yet another description of duality in terms of sheaf
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cohomology, which is reminiscent of the Deligne-Lusztig duality [15]-[17] for
representations of finite Chevalley groups.

Next, to any dg-operad we associate its generating function which is in fact (see
Definition 3.1.8) a certain formal map C" — C'. It turns out (Theorem 3.3.2) that
for dg-operads dual in our sense their generating maps are, up to signs, composi-
tion inverses to each other. Recall (see, e.g., [7], [46]) that for an associative
algebra A over a field k its cobar-construction (i.e., a suitable dg-model for the
Yoneda algebra Ext(k, k)) has a generating function which is multiplicative in-
verse to the generating function of A. The role of composition (change of coordi-
nates on a manifold) versus multiplication (change of coordinates in a vector
bundle) for generating functions of operads also fits nicely into the table above.

(0.6) Section 4 is devoted to Koszul operads, the quadratic operads whose qua-
dratic dual is quasi-isomorphic (canonically) to the D-dual. We prove that the
operads /s, ¥om, and Fie are Koszul. Associated to any quadratic operad is its
Koszul complex. We show that a quadratic operad £ is Koszul if and only if its
Koszul complex is exact, which is also equivalent to vanishing of higher homo-
logy for free 2-algebras. Given a Koszul operad £ we introduce the notion of a
Homotopy P-algebra which reduces in the special cases of Lie and commutative
algebras to that introduced earlier by Schlessinger and Stasheff [59] and ex-
ploited in an essential way by Kontsevich [39]. In fact, Koszul operads provide
the most natural framework for the “formal noncommutative geometry”.

(0.7) The concept of an operad in its present form had several important pre-
cursors. One should mention the formalism of “theories” of Lawvere (see [11])
and the pioneering work of Stasheff [60] on homotopy associative H-spaces. A
little earlier, in the 1955 paper [43], Lazard considered what we would now call
formal groups in an operad. He used the notion of “analyseur” which is essen-
tially equivalent (though formally different) to the modern notion of an operad.
In (2.2.14) we give a natural interpretation of Lazard’s “Lie theory” for formal
groups in analyseurs in terms of Koszul duality. We are grateful to Y. I. Manin
for pointing out to us the reference [43].

In late 1950s Kolmogoroff and Arnold [37], [2] studied, in connection with
Hilbert’s 13th problem, what in our present language is the operad of continuous
operations R"” — R. It was proved in these papers that any continuous function in
n = 3 variables can be represented as a superposition of continuous functions in
only one and two variables, i.e., the above operad is generated by unitary and
binary operations. From the point of view of the present paper (0.2), this result
raises the interesting question of whether all the relations among the binary gen-
erators follow from those provided by functions of three variables. It seems that
this question has never been addressed. We would like to thank I. M. Gelfand for
drawing our attention to Kolmogoroff’s work.

(0.8) Our interest in this subject originated from an attempt to explain a strik-
ing similarity between combinatorics involved in the graph complex, introduced
by Kontsevich in his work on Chern-Simons theory, and combinatorics of the
Grothendieck-Knudsen moduli spaces used by A. Beilinson and the first author
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in their work on local geometry of moduli spaces of G-bundles [9]. In particular,
the main motivation for the study of Koszul operads begun in this paper is the
investigation of the operads formed by Clebsch-Gordan spaces (see (1.3.12) be-
low) for representations of quantum groups and affine Lie algebras. In a future
publication we plan to show that these operads are Koszul. In short, Koszul
algebras should be replaced by Koszul operads whenever the category under
consideration has a tensor-type (e.g., fusion) structure.

(0.9) We are very much indebted to Maxim Kontsevich, whose ideas stimu-
lated most of our constructions. We are also very grateful to Ezra Getzler, who
informed us about his work in progress with J. D. S. Jones [23] and was the first
to suggest that the constructions we were working with were related to operads,
the notion unknown to the first author at the time (June 1992). His remarks
helped to clarify several important points. We much benefited from conversations
with Sasha Beilinson, whose current joint work with the first author (see [9],
[10]) is closely related to the subject. We would like to thank I. M. Gelfand, Y. L.
Manin, J. P. May, V. V. Schechtman, and J. D. Stasheff for discussions of the
results of this paper. Several people kindly responded to the call for comments
to the preliminary version. In particular, we are indebted to Ph. Hanlon, A. A.
Voronov, and D. Wright for valuable correspondence. Special thanks are due to
J. L. Loday and J. D. Stashef for pointing out numerous inaccuracies in the text.

1. Operads in algebra and geometry
1.1. Preliminaries on trees

(1.1.1) By a tree we mean in this paper a nonempty connected oriented graph
T without loops (oriented or not) with the following property: there is at least one
incoming edge and exactly one outgoing edge at each vertex of T; see Figure 1a.

Trees are viewed as abstract graphs (1-dimensional topological spaces), a plane
picture being irrelevant. We allow some edges of a tree to be bounded by a vertex
at one end only. Such edges will be called external. All other edges (those
bounded by vertices at both ends) will be called internal. Any tree has a unique

FIGURE 1a FIGURE 1b
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outgoing external edge, called the output or the root of the tree, and several in-
coming external edges, called inputs or leaves of the tree. Similarly, the edges
going in and out of a vertex v of a tree will be referred to as inputs and outputs at
v. A tree with possibly several inputs and a single vertex is called a star. There is
also a tree (see Figure 1b) with a single input and without vertices called the
degenerate tree.

We use the notion In(T) for the set of input edges of a tree T; for any vertex
ve T we denote by In(v) the set of input edges at v. Similarly, we denote by
Out(T) the unique output edge (root) of T and for every vertex v € T we denote
by Out(v) the output edge at v.

Let I be a finite set. A tree T equipped with a bijection between I and the set
In(T) will be referred to as an I-labelled tree or an I-tree for short. Two I-trees T,
T’ are called isomorphic if there exists an isomorphism of trees T — T’ preserving
orientations and the labellings of the inputs.

We denote by [n] the finite set {1, 2, ..., n} and call [n]-trees simply n-trees.

(1.1.2) Composition. Let I, be a set and let I, be another set with a marked
element i € I,. Define the composition of I, and I, alongias I =1, 0; I, =1, U
(I,\{i}). Given an I,-tree T, and an I,-tree T,, let T = T, o; T, be the I-tree
obtained by identifying the output of T; with the ith input of T, as depicted in
Figure 2.

The tree T is called the composition of T; and T, (along i). Note that any tree
can be obtained as an iterated composition of stars.

Let T be a tree and v 5 w an internal edge of T. Then we can form a new tree
T/e by contracting e into a point. This new point is a vertex of T/e denoted by
{e). Clearly, we have

(1.1.3) In({ed) = In(w) o, In(v).

If T is I-labelled, then so is T/e. If T, T' are two I-labelled trees, then we write
T 5 T if the tree T’ is isomorphic (as a labelled tree) to T/e.

/ \ /
/ \ /
/ \ /
[ i Lam
\ / \
\\ / \\
Ne pd \

FIGURE 2
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Write T > T if there is a sequence of edge contractions T—» T, =+ > T, —» T".
Thus, > is a partial order on the set of all I-trees. An I-star is the unique minimal
element with respect to that order.

A tree T (with at least one vertex) is called a binary tree if there are exactly 2
inputs at each vertex of T. Binary trees are the maximal elements with respect to
the partial order <. It can be shown that the number of nonisomorphic binary
n-trees is equal to 2n —3)!' =1-3-5- .- -(2n — 3). A simple proof of this fact
using generating functions will be given in Chapter 3.

(1.1.4) The category of trees. Let T, T' be trees (viewed as 1-dimensional to-
pological spaces). By a morphism from T to T’ we understand a continuous sur-
jective map f: T — T’ with the following properties:

(i) f takes each vertex to a vertex and each edge into an edge or a vertex.

(ii) f is monotone, i.e., preserves the orientation.

(iii) The inverse image of any point of T’ under f is a connected subtree in T.

Thus any morphism is a composition of an isomorphism and several edge
contractions. In this way we get a category which we denote Trees.

(1.1.5) Let X, denote the symmetric group of order n. For any two sets I, J of
the same cardinality we denote by Iso(l, J) the set of all bijections I - J. We
write X; for Iso(l, I), so that X, = Iso([n], [n]). Clearly, Iso(l, J) is a principal
homogeneous left X,-set and a principal homogeneous right X j-set.

Let W be a vector space (over some field k) with an action of X,. There is a
canonical way to construct (out of W) a functor I+~ W(I) from the category of
n-element sets and bijections to the category of k vector spaces. Namely, put

(1.1.6) W(I)=( &) W) ,
S elso([n), I) z,

the coinvariants with respect to the simultaneous action of X, on Iso([n], I) and
W. The original space W is recovered as the value of this functor on the set [n].
Similarly, if W is a set, or topological space with X -action, we can construct a
functor I+— W(I) from the category of n-element sets and their bijections to the
category of sets, or topological spaces as above, by the following analog of (1.1.6):

W) = Iso([n], I) xz, W.
1.2. k-linear operads

(1.2.1) Let k be a field of characteristic 0. A k-linear operad £ is a collection
{@(n), n = 1} of k-vector spaces equipped with the following set of data:
(i) An action of the symmetric group X, on #(n) for each n > 1.
(i) Linear maps (called compositions)

Ygseromyt P(N) @ Pmy) @ - @ P(my) = P(my + -+ + my)

for allmy, ..., m > 1. We write u(vy, ..., v) instead of y,, | . (U @V, @ "
® W)
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FIGURE 3

(iii) An element 1 € 2(1), called the unit, such that u(1,..., 1) = u for any I and
any u € 2()).

It is required that these data satisfy the conditions (associativity and equiva-
riance with respect to symmetric group actions) specified by May ([52], §1). These
conditions are best expressed in terms of trees. Observe first that the datum (i)
allows us to assign to any finite set I a vector space #(I) as in (1.1.5). Next, we
associate to any tree T the vector space

(1.2.2) PAT) = R 2(In(v)).

veT

To the degenerate tree without vertices, we associate, by definition, the field k.
Note in particular that to the trees T(n) and T(m,, ..., m;) depicted in Figure 3
we associate the spaces Z(n) and Z() ® (m,) ® -+ ® P(m,).
Thus the datum (ii) gives a map

(123) PA(T(my,...,m))—>P(Tmy + - +m))=Pm, + +m).
For any n-tree T there exists a sequence of trees
(1.24) T=Ty->T > ->T=Tn)

where each T; is obtained from T;_, by replacing a fragment of type T(m,, ..., m;)
by T(m, + --- + m;). So maps (1.2.3) give rise to a sequence of maps

A(T) = P(Tp) » XT,) > > XT,) = Pn).

The associativity condition is equivalent to the requirement that the composite
map #(T) — P(n) does not depend on the choice of a sequence (1.2.4).

(1.2.5) Observe that the tree T(m; + --- + m,;) is obtained from T(m,, ..., m;)
by contracting all the I internal edges. The existence of unit 1 € #(1) makes it
possible to decompose the map (1.2.3), corresponding to this contraction, into
more elementary ones, each consisting of contracting a single edge.
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Namely, let T be a tree, v > w an internal edge of T, and T/e the tree obtained
by contracting e. Let {e) be the vertex of T/e obtained from the contracted edge.
We define a map

2(In(v)) ® Z(In(w)) > 2(In(v) o, In(w)) * > P(In({e)))

by the formula y ® vi>u(l,...,v,..., 1) where v is placed at the entry corre-
sponding to the edge e. By tensoring this map with the identity elsewhere on T,
we obtain a map

(1.2.6) 1.6t P(T) = P(T/e).

More generally, if I is a finite set and T, T" are two I-trees such that T > T’, then
by composing maps of the type j ., we get a map

(1.2.7) Fp. 7t P(T) = P(T')

which is well defined, due to the associativity condition.
Thus a k-linear operad £ gives rise to a functor

P: Trees > Vect, T #T)
equipped with the following additional structures:

(i) For any trees T; and T, and any jeIn(T,), one has a functorial
isomorphism

(1.28) O, 1, P(T) ® H(Ty) » AT, o; Ty).
(i) The isomorphisms in (i) satisfy the associativity constraint saying that for

any trees T, T,, T; and any ieIn(T}), jeIn(T;) the following diagram
commutes:

HT) ® P(T;) ® H(Ty) —22nr,

P(T,) @ AT, o; Ty)
@7, r,®Ud @1, 1,01,

HT, 0 T) @ HT) —rony BTy 0, Tyo, Ty).

(1.2.9) Let V be a k-vector space. Its operad of endomorphisms, &, consists of
vector spaces

&,(n) = Hom(V®", V).

with compositions and the X -action on & (n) being defined in an obvious way.
We have &,(1) = End(V).
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(1.2.10) Observe that for any k-linear operad £, the space K = #(1) has a natu-
ral structure of an associative k-algebra with unit. Conversely, if K is a k-algebra,
then the collection {#(1) = K, #(n) = {0}, n > 1} forms an operad, in which the
unique nontrivial map (1.2.1) (i) is 2(1) ® 2(1) » £(1), the multiplication in
2(1) = K. Furthermore, for an arbitrary k-linear operad £, the space #(n) has
several #(1)-module structures. These structures are summarized in the following
definition.

(1.2.11) Definition. Let K be an associative k-algebra with unit. A K-collec-
tion is a family E = {E(n), n > 2} of k-vector spaces equipped with the following
structures:

(i) a left X, -action on E(n), for each n > 2,

(ii) a structure of a left K-module and a right K®"-module on E(n), n > 2.

These structures are required to satisfy the following compatibility conditions:
(a) ForanyseX,and any 4,, ..., 4, € K, a € E(n), we have

S(a'(}“l ® e ® ln)) = S(a)' ('q's(l) ® e ® )"s(n))'

(b) For any A € K and a € E(n), we have s(A ® a) = A ® s(a).

If # is a k-linear operad and K = 2(1), then {#(n), n > 2} is, clearly, a
K-collection.

(1.2.12) It will be convenient for future purposes to give a reduced, in a certain
sense, version of the tree formalism above. We call a tree T reduced if there are at
least two inputs at each vertex v € T. (The degenerate tree without vertices is also
assumed to be reduced.)

Let K be an associative k-algebra and E a K-collection. As in (1.1.5) we extend
E to a functor on finite sets and bijections. To each reduced tree T we associate a
vector space E(T) as follows. For the degenerate tree — we set E(—) = K, and for
a tree T with a nonempty set of vertices we set

(1.2.13) E(T) = ®¥ E(In(v)).

This tensor product is taken over the ring K by using the (K, K®*®)-bimodule
structure on each E(In(v)); see Figure 4.

Explicitly, this means that E(T) is the quotient of the k-tensor product
&), E(In(v)) by associativity conditions described as follows. Suppose that e+ 4,
is any K-valued function on the set of all edges such that 1, = 1 for all external
edges. Then for any collection of a, € E(In(v)) we impose the relation

® a, < ® )'e) = ® )'Out(v)'au'
veT eeln(v) veT
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FIGURE 4

(1.2.14) Now let Z = {?(n)} be a k-linear operad and K = Z(1). Since {Z(n),
n > 2} form a K-collection, we can assign to any reduced tree T a vector space
2(T) by formula (1.2.13). This assignment has the following two fundamental
structures:;

(i) A linear map

(1.2.15) yr,1 P(T) > P(T')

is defined whenever T > T".
(ii) An isomorphism

AT, o; T,) » AT,) @ A(T3)

is given for any i € In(T3).
The maps in (i) and (ii) are induced by (1.2.7) and (1.2.8), respectively.

Observe further that the assignment T — Z(T) extends to a functor on the
(sub-) category of reduced trees; see (1.1.4).

(1.2.16) Convention. In the rest of this paper we shall consider only reduced
trees, unless specified otherwise.

1.3. Algebraic operads

(1.3.1) Let &, 2 be two k-linear operads. A morphism of operads f: ? > 2 is a
collection of linear maps which are equivariant with respect to X, -action, com-
mute with compositions y,, .. . in £ and 2, and take the unit of 2 to the unit of
2; see [52].

(1.3.2) Definition. Let 2 be a k-linear operad. A Z-algebra is a k-vector space
A equipped with a morphism of operads f: # — &, where &, is the operad of
endomorphisms of 4; see (1.2.9).
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Clearly, giving a structure of a #-algebra on A is the same as giving a collec-
tion of linear maps

(1.3.3) £ P(n) @ A®" > A

satisfying natural associativity, equivariance and unit conditions. We write
ﬂ(ab ""an)forﬁ:(ﬂ®(al ®”'®an))’ﬂe'@(n)9 aieA'

(1.3.4) Free algebras. Let 2 be a k-linear operad and K = 2(1). As noted in
(1.2.10), K is an associative k-algebra and every 2(n) is a left K-module and a
right K®"-module.

Let V be any left K-module. Form the graded vector space

(13.5) Fy(V) = @(9@) . V®")

nx>1 z,

where V®" is the nth tensor power of V over k and the group X, is acting
diagonally.

(1.3.6) LemMA. Compositions in & induce natural maps P(n) ® Fp(V)®" -
Fp(V). These maps make Fy(V) into a P-algebra.

We call Fp(V) the free P-algebra generated by V. Note that F,(V) has a natural
grading given by the decomposition (1.3.5). Here are some other examples of
operads and algebras.

(1.3.7) Associative algebras. For any n let &/s(x,, ..., x,) denote the free asso-
ciative k-algebra on generators x,, ..., x, (ie., the algebra of noncommutative
polynomials). Let &/s(n) = «/s(x,, ..., x,) be the subspace spanned by monomials
containing each x; exactly once. There are exactly n! such monomials, namely
Xg1)" " Xsmys S € Xy, Clearly, &/s(n) has a natural Z -action and as a Z,-module it
is isomorphic to the regular representation of Z,. The collection /s = {/s(n)}
forms an operad called the associative operad. The composition maps (see (1.2.1))

As5(l) @ As(my) @+ ® As(m) > As(my + -+ + my)

are given by substituting the monomials ¢, € &Zs(m,), ..., ¢, € &/s(m,) in place of
generators x,, ..., X; into a monomial y € </s(]).

We leave to the reader to verify that an «/s-algebra is nothing but an associa-
tive algebra in the usual sense (possibly without unit).

(1.3.8) Commutative (‘associative) algebras. For any n, let Gom(x,, ..., x,) =
k[x,, ..., x,] be the free commutative algebra on generators x, ..., x, (i.., the
algebra of polynomials). There exists precisely one monomial containing each x;
exactly once, namely x,- --- - x,. Let ¥om(n) = ¥om(x,, ..., x,) be the 1-dimen-
sional subspace spanned by this monomial. The collection $om = {$om(n)} forms
an operad with respect to the trivial actions of X, on ¥om(n) and compositions
defined similarly to (1.3.7). We call ¥om the commutative operad.
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Again, it is straightforward to see that a ¥om-algebra is nothing but a commu-
tative associative algebra in the usual sense (possibly without unit).

(1.3.9) Lie algebras. For any n, let Lie(x,, ..., x,) be the free Lie algebra over
k generated by x,, ..., x,. Let Zie(n) = Lie(x,, ..., x,) be the subspace spanned
by all bracket monomials containing each x; exactly once. Note that such
monomials are not all linearly independent due to the Jacobi identity. The sub-
space Zie(n) is invariant under the action of X, on Zie(x4, ..., x,) by permuta-
tions of x;. It is known that

(1.3.10) dim Zie(n) = (n — 1)!.

Moreover, if k is algebraically closed, then A. Klyachko [35] constructed an
isomorphism of Z -modules

(1.3.11) Lie(n) = Ind,(x)

where y is the 1-dimensional representation of the cyclic group Z/n sending the
generator into a primitive nth root of 1. (The induced module does not depend on
the choice of such a y.)

The collection Fie = {ZLie(n)} forms an operad with respect to the composi-
tion operations defined similarly to the ones described in (1.3.4). An algebra over
the operad Zie is the same as a Lie algebra in the usual sense.

It should be clear to the reader at this point how to construct operads govern-
ing other types of algebras encountered in practice: Poisson algebras, Jordan
algebras etc.

(1.3.12) A collection of finite-dimensional k-vector spaces

{Eay,...,a)ay,....,0,€Z,, Y a;=1,j=1,...,r}

is called an r-fold collection if the following holds:
(i) For any a,...,a, € Z, the space E¥(a,, ..., a,) is equipped with an action
of the group X, x ** x Z,.
(i)
0 ifi#j
j i =
E(©0,...,0,1,0,...,0) (1 on the jth place) {k i)

Now let K be a semisimple k-algebra, and {M,,..., M,} a complete collec-
tion of (the isomorphism classes of) simple left K-modules. Given a K-collection
E ={E(n), n>2} (1.2.11), we regard E(n) as a left module over the algebra
I1, = K®" ® K°?. For any ay, ..., a, € Z, such that )" a; = n, we define

(13.13)  E'ay,...,a,) = Homy (MP" @ - ® M®* ® M}, E(n)).
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The k-vector spaces E'(a,, ..., a,), thus defined, clearly form an r-fold collection.
It will be called the r-fold collection associated to be K-collection E.

(1.3.14) Clebsch-Gordan spaces and operads. Let o/ be a semisimple abelian
k-linear category equipped with a symmetric monoidal structure ® (for example,
the tensor category of finite-dimensional representations of a finite, or an alge-
braic, group).

Fix any integer r > 1 and any set X, ..., X, of pairwise nonisomorphic simple
objects of o/ Let X = @), X;. Associated to X is the operad 2, defined by
collection of vector spaces

(1.3.15) P,(n) = Hom, (X®", X).

Observe that 2,(1) = @End(X,) is a semisimple k-algebra. We put K = 2,(1)
and view the collection (1.3.15) as a K-collection. Clearly, the r-fold collection
associated to that K-collection via (1.3.13) is formed by the Clebsch-Gordan
spaces

(1.3.16) Pay,...,a,) = Hom (X® ® - ® X®, X,).

(1.3.17) Operads in monoidal categories. Let Vect be the category of k-vector
spaces. Note that the concept of a k-linear operad appeals only to the category
Vect with its symmetric monoidal structure given by the tensor product. Clearly,
one can define operads in any symmetric monoidal category, i.e., a category o/
(not necessarily additive or abelian) equipped with a bifunctor ®: & x & - &
and natural associativity and commutativity constraints for this functor [49].

All the preceding constructions (e.g., the notion of a #-algebra) can be carried
over to the setup of operads in any symmetric monoidal category (&, ®). Given
such an operad, one defines, as in (1.1.5), for any finite set I, an object #(I) € <,
and for tree T an object #(T) e o.

In this section we concentrate on algebraic examples of categories .

(1.3.18) Two categories of graded vector spaces. Let g Vect™ be the category
whose objects are graded vector spaces V* = @),z V'’ and morphisms are linear
maps preserving the grading. For ve V! we write deg(v) = i. We introduce on
g Vect* a symmetric monoidal structure defining with the tensor product

(1.3.19) VW)= @ Vie Wi

i+j=m

The associativity morphism V'@ (W' ® X') - (V' ® W') ® X" takes v ® (w ® x)—>
(v ® w) ® x. The commutativity isomorphism V' ® W*— W' ® V" takes v @ wi—
w® .

The symmetric monoidal category g Vect™ has the same objects, morphisms,
tensor product, and associativity isomorphism as g Vect™, but the commutativity
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isomorphism is changed to
(1.3.20) V@ wio (— 1)des) desy, @ ),

Any k-linear operad 2 can be regarded as an operad in either of the categories
g Vect* and so we can speak about Z-algebras in these categories. For example,
if # = €om is the commutative operad, then a ¥om-algebra in g Vect™ is a com-
mutative associative algebra equipped with a grading compatible with the algebra
structure. A %¥om-algebra in g Vect™ is an associative graded algebra which is
graded (or super-) commutative.

(1.3.21) The determinant operad A. In the operad ¥om, each space om(n) is
1-dimensional and is equipped with the trivial action of X,. We now introduce an
operad A in the category g Vect™ which is an “odd” analog of $om.

We define A(n) to be the 1-dimensional vector space /\'(k") (the sign represen-
tation of X,) placed in degree (1 — n). In order to describe compositions in A we
first describe what is to be a A-algebra in g Vect™.

We consider graded vector spaces 4 = (P A; with one binary operation
(a, b)— ab satisfying the following identities:

(i) deg(ab) = deg(a) + deg(b) — 1,

(11) ab = (_ 1)deg(a)+deg(b)+1ba,

(iii) a(bc) = (—1)%s@*1(gh)c.

The operation ab corresponds to the generator u € A(2). The condition (i) means
that deg(u) = —1 and the condition (ii) means that X, acts on u by the sign
representation.

We fix integers d,, ..., d, and let A(x,,..., x,) be the free algebra with the
above identities generated by symbols x;, of degree d;.

(1.3.22) LEMMA. The subspace E; . 4 in A(xy,...,X,), spanned by nonasso-
ciative monomials containing each x; exactly once, has dimension 1. Moreover, any
two such monomials are proportional with coefficients + 1.

The meaning of this lemma is that the identities (i)—(iii) above are consistent,
i.e., do not lead to the contradiction 1 = 0. In other words, any two ways of
comparing the signs of the monomials lead to the same result.

Proof of the lemma. As in Mac Lane’s axiomatics of symmetric monoidal
categories [49], it is enough to check the three elementary ambiguities, i.e., the
two ways of comparing a(bc) and (bc)a, of (ab)c and c(ab), and of a(b(cd)) and
((ab)c)d. We leave this to the reader.

Another way to see Lemma 1.3.22 can be based on the following remark (made
to us by E. Getzler). If 4 is a graded commutative algebra (i.e., a ¥om-algebra in
the category gVect™), then the same algebra with the grading shifted by one and
new multiplication a * b = (— 1)%t“@ab will satisfy the identities (i)—(iii) above.

(1.3.23) To finish the construction of the operad A, we take, in the situation of
Lemma 1.3.22, n generators x,, ..., x, of degree 0. We denote by A'(n) = E, .,
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the 1-dimensional subspace from this lemma. The space A’(n) is X -invariant, and
the action of X, on A’(n) is given by the sign representation. To see the last
assertion it is enough to show that any transposition (ij) acts by (—1). But we can
take the basis vector of A’'(n) given by any product -+ (x;x;) - in which x; and x;
are bracketed together. By (ii) we have x;x; = —x;x;, whence the assertion.

So we can identify A’'(n) with A(n) = A"(k"), and the substitution of monomials
in place of generators, as in (1.3.7), defines the operad structure on A.

1.4. Geometric operads

(1.4.1) The category of topological spaces has an obvious symmetric monoidal
structure given by the Cartesian product. Operads in this category will be called
topological operads. (This was the original context of [52].)

Given a topological operad £, the total homology spaces H.(#(n), k) form an
operad in the category gVect™ (by the Kiinneth formula). Furthermore, for any
q = 0, the subspaces H,,-;)(Z(n), k) form a suboperad.

(1.4.2) An important example of a topological operad is given by the little
m-cubes operad %, of Boardman-Vogt-May [11], [52]. By definition, €,,(n) is the
space of numbered n-tuples of nonintersecting m-dimensional cubes inside the
standard cube I"™, with faces parallel to those of I". The operad ¥, of little squares
has an algebro-geometric analog which will be particularly interesting for us and
which we proceed to describe.

(1.4.3) The moduli space .#(n). Let M, ,., be the moduli space of (n + 1)-
tuples (xo, ..., x,) of distinct points on the complex projective line CP! modulo
projective automorphisms. Choose a point o € CP! so that CP! = Cu {w0}.
Letting x, = co, one gets an isomorphism of M, ,+; with the moduli space of
n-tuples of distinct points on C modulo affine automorphisms.

The space M, ,., has a canonical compactification .#(n) > M, ,., introduced
by Grothendieck and Knudsen [14], [36]. The space .#(n) is the moduli space of
stable (n + 1)-pointed curves of genus 0, i.e., systems (C, x,, ..., x,) where C is a
possibly reducible curve (with at most nodal singularities) and x,, ..., x, € C are
distinct smooth points such that:

(i) Each component of C is isomorphic to CP*.

(ii) The graph of intersections of components of C (i.e., the graph whose verti-
ces correspond to the components and edges to the intersection points of the
components) is a tree.

(iii) Each component of C has at least 3 special points where a special point
means either one of the x; or a singular point of C.

The space M, ,., forms an open dense part of .#(n) consisting of (C, x,, ..., x,)
such that C is isomorphic to CP!. The space .#(n) is a smooth complex projective
variety of dimension n — 2. It has the following elementary construction; see [9],
[21], [32].

Let Aff = {x+>ax + b} be the group of affine transformations of C. The group
Aff acts diagonally on C" preserving the open part Cj formed by points with
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pairwise distinct coordinates. As we noted before, we have an isomorphism
M, ,+1 = C,/Aff. Denote by A — C" the principal diagonal, ie., the space of
points (x, X, ..., x). Then we have an embedding

M, .1 = CL/AR  (C" — A)/Aff = CP""2,

The coordinate axes in C" give n distinguished points p;, ..., p, € CP""2. Let us
blow up all the points p;, then blow up the proper transforms (=closures of the
preimages of some open parts) of the lines {p;, p;> then blow up the proper
transforms of the planes <{p;, p;, p;>, and so on. It can be shown (see the refer-
ences above) that the resulting space is isomorphic to .#(n).

(1.4.4) The configuration operad 4. The family of spaces M = {.#(n),n > 1}
forms a topological operad. The symmetric group action on .#(n) is given by

(C, xgy -vs X)) (C, X Xg1)s + -5 X)) SEZ,.
The composition map
M) x Mmy) X - % Mm) > M(my + -+ my)
is defined by
(C, Yos ooy Y (C, xP, ooy x0D), ., (CO, XY, .., xD)
= (C', Yo, X()g, ..., X0 xP, 0, xP)

where C’' is the curve obtained from the disjoint union CLICMU...LIC? by
identifying x{ with y,, i = 1, ..., [ (see Figure 5).

FIGURE 5
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We call .# the configuration operad, since .#(n) can be regarded as (compacti-
fied) configuration spaces of points on CP!.

(1.4.5) The stratification of the space #(n). Given a point (C, x,, ..., X,) €
M (n), we associate to it an n-tree T = T(C, x,, ..., x,) as follows. The vertices
of T correspond to the irreducible components of C. The vertices corresponding
to two components C;, C, are joined by an (internal) edge if C; nC, # &J. An
external edge is assigned to each of the marked points xq, ..., x,. The input
edge labelled by i # 0 is attached to the vertex correponding to the component
containing x;. The output edge is attached to the vertex corresponding to the
component containing x,. The property (iii) of stable curves ensures that
T(C, xq, - .., X,) is a reduced tree.

For any reduced n-tree T, let .#(T) < .#(n) be the subset consisting of points
(C, x> ..., x,) such that T(C, x,, ..., x,) = T. In this way we obtain an algebraic
stratification .#(n) = | ) #(T). This stratification has the following properties
(cf. [9]):

(1.4.6) codim #(T) = # internal edges of T.

(1.4.7) MT)c (T) < T>T.

In particular, O-dimensional strata are labelled by binary trees. Codimension-1
strata correspond to trees with two vertices. Their closures are precisely the irre-
ducible components of .#(n) — M, ,.,, which is a normal crossing divisor. More-
over, the entire stratification above can be recovered by intersecting these compo-
nents in all possible ways. In addition, we have the following resuit.

(1.4.8) PrROPOSITION. There are canonical direct product decompositions

«/”(T) = HT MO,Iln(v)I+1 s

A(T) = [] #(In()).

veT
In particular, the closure of each stratum is smooth.

Proof. The first equality means that a pointed curve (C, x,, ..., x,) € #(T) is
uniquely determined, up to isomorphism, by the projective equivalence classes of
the configurations formed on each component by the marked points x; and the
double points which happen to lie on this component. This is obvious. The sec-
ond equality follows from the first one once we note that #(T) = Ursz (D).

Let T(my, ..., m;) be the tree in Figure 3.

(1.4.9) CorOLLARY. The structure maps (1.2.1) (ii) of the operad .# can be
identified with the embedding of the stratum

M) x Mmy) X - x Mmy) = MT(my,...,m)) < MH(n).
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1.5. Operads and sheaves

(1.5.1) Let £ be a k-linear operad. The compositions in & make it possible to
construct, for any n, a sheaf %,(n) on the moduli space .#(n), as we now proceed
to explain.

Let X be any CW-complex, and S = {X,} a Whitney stratification [26] of X
into connected strata X,. We say that a sheaf # of k-vector spaces on X is
S-combinatorial if the restriction of % to each stratum X, is a constant sheaf.
Thus “S-combinatorial” is more restrictive than “S-constructible” [26], [34], which
means that # |y _are only locally constant.

It is immediate to see that giving an S-combinatorial sheaf & is equivalent to
giving the following linear algebra data:

(i) vector spaces F, = H°(X,, %), one for each stratum X ,;

(ii) generalization maps g,4: F, — F; defined whenever X, )7,; and satisfying

the transitivity condition:

gayzgﬂyogaﬂ leacX—f;CX-;

(1.5.2) We now consider the moduli space .#(n) defined in §1.4 together with
the stratification .#(n) = | ); .#(T) labelled by the set of n-trees. A sheaf on .#(n)
combinatorial with respect to this stratification will be referred to as a “combi-
natorial sheaf of .#(n)”.

Let £ be a k-linear operad. To any n-tree T we have associated in (1.2.13) a
vector space 2(T) and to any pair of n-trees T’ < T we have associated a linear
map yr 1: P(T)— P(T'). Note that we have an inclusion #(T) < H(T') pre-
cisely when T’ < T. Thus associating to a stratum #(T) the space #(T), and
using the yr . as generalization maps, we get a combinatorial sheaf on .#(n)
which we denote by Zp(n).

The sheaves Z,(n) for different n enjoy certain compatibility with the operad
structure on {.#(n)}. Those compatibility properties are formalized in the next
subsection. Before proceeding to do this, let us agree on the following shorthand
notation. If X, Y are topological spaces, & is a sheaf on X, and % is a sheaf on Y,
then the sheaf p¥# ® p§% on X x Y, where px: X X Y- X, py: X x Y > Y are
the natural projections, will be denoted by & ® 4 We use similar notation for
more spaces.

(1.5.3) Sheaves on an operad. Let Q be a topological operad, and

Pongs..oomi Q) X Q(my) X -+ x Q(my) = Qmy + -+~ + my)

its structure maps. A sheaf on Q is, by definition, a collection & = {#(n)} where
Z (n) is a sheaf of k-vector spaces on Q(n) together with the following data:

(i) a structure of X -equivariant sheaf on % (n);

(i) for each my, ..., m;, a homomorphism of sheaves on Q(I) x Q(m;) x -** x

Q(m,):
Togsoomy Voo F My 4+ m) > FNQ F(my) @+ ® F(my);
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(iii) a homomorphism ¢: #(1); —» k where #(1), is the stalk of the sheaf #(1) at
the point 1 € Q(1).
These data should satisfy three conditions of coassociativity, equivariance, and
counit which we now explain.
(1.5.4) The coassociativity condition. Observe that the associativity condition
for the topological operad Q amounts to the commutativity, for all [, m,, ..., m,,
my,i=1,...,Lj=1,...,v;, of the diagrams

0() x TT 0(m) x T Q(my) —15 00 x [ Q(Z m)

yx1 Y

0 (Z mij) X n Qmy)  —— ¢ <:21: m,-,-)

Correspondingly, the structure data (ii) for a sheaf & give rise to the following
diagram of sheaves on Q(I) x [ [; @(m;) x [].; Q(m;;):

o x 7 (Z m.-;) —— (L x y)* <~9’(1) ® @ 9"(2}2 m,-j>>

r 1xr

(v x 1) (ﬁ (z m) ®RQ ﬁ(mij)) s FOO R Fm)® R F(m) .

It is required that all such diagrams commute.

(1.5.5) The equivariance condition. It is required, first of all, that the map
Tm,,...,m cOmmute with the natural action of Z,, x -+ x Z,, on #F(m; + -+ + my)
and F(m,) ® - @ F(m).

Second, for any permtuation s € X, we denote by §€ Z,, ..., the block per-
mutation which moves segments of lengths m,, ..., m; according to s. Note that
the equivariance condition for the topological operad Q implies the commuta-
tivity of the diagram

Q) x Q(my) x =+ x Q(m) ———  Q(my + -+ my)

Idxs §*

O() X QMg X =+ X Qiygy) ——— Qlmyyy + -+ + Mmyg).

It is now required that the following diagram of sheaves on Q(l) x Q(m;) x *+ x
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Q(m;) commute:

(y o 8 x I))*F(myqy + - + my)) r *
( =(§*o 7)*9"(ms(1) + 0+ ms(l)) > (s x 1P LFN g;(ms“)) ®® y(ms(l))]

r

P*F(my + -+ my) —_— FHRF(m)® Q@ F(my).

where “eq.” denotes morphisms of equivariance.
(1.5.6) The counit condition. Recall that the element 1 € Q(1) is such that the
composition

o) 5 () x Q1) x -+ x Q(1) > (),

where j(q) = (g, 1, ..., 1), is the identity map. It is required, in addition, that the
composition

F) =@ ojrFl) —— HFHRFN)® @ F(1) 228 ()

be the identity homomorphism. This completes the definition of a sheaf on a
topological operad.

(1.5.7) Example. Let Pt be the topological operad having Pt(n) = {pt} (1-point
space) for any n and all the structure maps being the identities. We call Pt the
trivial operad. (It defines associative and commutative H-spaces; see [52].) Let &
be a sheaf on Pt. For any n the sheaf # on the space Pt(n) is just a vector space
F(n). The structure data (i)—(iii) of (1.5.3) amount to X, -action on the space F(n),
linear maps

Fim;+ - +m)>FO)®Fm)® - ® F(m),

and a linear functional ¢: F(1) - k.

It is immediate to see that these data make the collection of the dual vector
spaces F(n)* into a k-linear operad. Conversely, every k-linear operad 2 with
finite-dimensional spaces £(n) defines a sheaf on the operad Pt.

(1.5.8) Remark. One might say that the F(n) in the above example form a
cooperad, a structure dual to that of an operad. We prefer to postpone the discus-
sion of this structure until §3.

The considerations of (1.5.7) can be generalized as follows.

(1.5.9) PrROPOSITION. Let Q be a topological operad, and F a sheaf on Q. Then
the graded spaces H'(Q(n), & (n))* (the duals to the total cohomology spaces) form
an operad in the category gVect™ of graded vector spaces. Moreover, for any q = 0,
the subspaces HY"~V(Q(n), & (n))* form a suboperad.
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The proof is obvious from the axioms and is left to the reader.

The fact (1.4.1) that the homology spaces H.(Q(n), k) form an operad is a partic-
ular case of this proposition. Indeed, for any topological operad Q, the constant
sheaves ky, form a sheaf on Q.

(1.5.10) Let Q be a topological operad, and # a sheaf on Q. We say that & is
an isosheaf if all the maps r, . . (data (ii) of a sheaf) are isomorphisms. Now
we can formulate the precise relation between k-linear operads and sheaves on
the configuration operad /.

(1.5.11) THEOREM. (a) If 2 is a k-linear operad, then the sheaves F»(n) on the
spaces M (n) introduced in (1.5.2) form a sheaf %5 on the operad M.

(b) If 2(1) = k, then %} is an isosheaf.

(c) Any combinatorial isosheaf F on .M has the form Fp for some k-linear operad
2P with (1) = k.

The proof is straightforward and left to the reader.

(1.5.12) Remark. If one replaces in (1.5.11) (c) the adjective “combinatorial” by
“constructible”, then one obtains a notion of a braided operad introduced by
Fiedorowicz [20].

1.6. Modules over an algebra over an operad

(1.6.1) Let £ be a k-linear operad, and A a P-algebra. An A-module (or a
(2, A)-module, if 2 is to be specified explicitly) is a k-vector space M together
with a collection of linear maps

4y P) ® A°" VOM->M, nzl
satisfying the following conditions:
(i) (Associativity) For any natural numbers n, r,, ..., r,, any elements 1 € 2(n),

wePry), a;eAd, j=1,...,r,i=1 .., n—1, and also a,, ..., a,, -1 €A,
m € M, we have the equality

Oyt tm, Aty s ) ® 01 @ ® Ay, ®ay; @ Ra,, ., @m)
=¢,(A® u(ags,..., al,rl) ® @ Uy—1(@y-g, 15> an—l,r,,_l)
@4, (1 ® a4 ® @ a,, 1 @m).
(i) (Equivariance) The map g, is equivariant with respect to the action of X,_,
< X, (the subgroup of permutations preserving n) on 2(n) @ A"V ® M given

by

SA® @, ®  ®a, ) ®m) = s*() @ (ay1) @ ® ayp—1)) @ M.
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(iii) (Unit) We have ¢,(1 ® 1 ® m) = m for any m e M where 1 e 2(1) is the
unit of 2 and 1 is the unit element of k = A®°,
We often write A(a;, ..., a,_y, m)for g, ® (a; ® - ® a,_,;) ® m).

(1.6.2) Examples. (a) Every 2-algebra is a module over itself.

(b) Let # = ofs, and let A be a P-algebra, ie, an associative algebra. An
(75, A)-module is the same as an A-bimodule in the usual sense. Indeed, let us
realize o/s(n) as the space of noncommutative polynomials in x,, ..., x, spanned
by the monomials x.;)" *** * Xy, s € Z,; see (1.3.6). Given an A-bimodule M, we
define the map g, o/s(n) ® A®"™V ® M — M by the rule

qn(xs(l)' 'xs(n)®(a1 ®.”®an—1)®m) = as(l)' 'as(n)

where we set a, = m.

(c) Let 2 = %om, and let A be a P-algebra, ie., a commutative algebra. A
(¥om, A)-module is the same as an 4-module in the usual sense.

(d) Let 2 = Zie, and let 4 be a Lie algebra. A (ZLie, A)-module is the same as
an A-module (representation of the Lie algebra A4) in the usual sense.

(1.6.3) Let M, M’ be two (%, A)-modules. A morphism of modules f: M — M’ is
a k-linear map such that f(A(ay,...,a,_1, m) = Aay,...,a,_,, f(m)) for any n,
any A € #(n), a; € A, m € M. Clearly, all (%, A)-modules form an abelian category.

(1.6.4) The universal enveloping algebra. As for every abelian category, it is
natural to expect that the category of (%, A)-modules can be described in terms of
left modules over a certain associative algebra. Such an algebra indeed exists and
is called the universal enveloping algebra of A, to be denoted U(A) or U,(A). Here
is the construction:

By definition, U(A) is generated by symbols X(4; a,,..., a,_;), for every n,
every A € #(n), and every aq, ..., a,_; € A. (In particular, when n = 1, then no g,
should be specified and we have generators X(4), A € 2(1).) These symbols are
subject to conditions of polylinearity with respect to each argument and to the
identifications

(1.6.5) XA pm(@yqs -y a1,r,)> v 1 (Ap_q, 15005 an—l,r,,_,))
= X(A(ﬂls coes Hn—15 1); Q11505 an—l,r,,_l)

for any A € Z(n), u; € P(m;), a;; € A.
The multiplication in the algebra U(A) is given by the formula

XA ag, .o,y )X (o by ooy bimg) = XA, ooy Ly 1) @yy vy Gyys by ooy Biy).

It is immedate to verify that we get in this way an associative algebra U(A4), and
the image of X(1) is the unit of this algebra.
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Heuristically, X (4; a,, ..., a,_;) corresponds to the operator
me Ay, ..., 41, M),

which acts on every (%, 4)-module M.
The following fact is obvious and its proof is left to the reader.

(1.6.6) PROPOSITION. Let A be a P-algebra. The category of A-modules is equiv-
alent to the category of left modules over the associative algebra U,(A).

(1.6.7) Examples. (a) If ¢4 is a Lie algebra, then Uy, (%) defined above is the
ordinary universal enveloping algebra of .

(b) If A is an associative algebra and we regard it as an /s-algebra, then
U, (A) = A® A°".

(c) If A is an associative commutative algebra and we regard it as a $om-
algebra, then Uy,,,(4) = A.

(1.6.8) By construction, the universal enveloping algebra Uz(A4) has the form
Up(4) = D P(n) ® A2 7Y/ =

where = is the equivalence relation described in (1.6.5). The nth summand above
is just the space of generators X(4; a;, ..., a,_y).

Observe that U(A) = Uy(A) has a natural (multiplicative) filtration F, where
F,U(A) is the subspace consisting of images of generators X(4; a,, ..., a,_,) for
r<n

2. Quadratic operads

2.1. Description of operads by generators and relations

(2.1.1) Let K be an assoicative k-algebra. Given an aribtrary K-collection E =
{E(n), n = 2} (1.2.11), we define an operad F(E) called the firee operad generated
by E. By definition

FEm= & ET)

n—trees T

where T runs over isomorphism classes of n-trees and E(T) is defined as in (1.2.13).
The composition maps (1.2.1) (ii) for F(E),

F(E)() ® F(E)(my) ® -~ ® F(E)(m;) > F(E)(my + - + my),
are defined by means of maps

(2.1.2) E(T)®E(T))® - ® E(T) » E(T(T;, ..., T))



KOSZUL DUALITY FOR OPERADS 227

FIGURE 6

where T is an I-tree, T, i = 1, ..., I, is an my-tree, and T(Ty, ..., T)) is their com-
position; see Figure 6.

The definition of the map (2.1.2) is obvious, keeping in mind that both the
left-hand side and right-hand side are tensor products of the same spaces but over
different rings (some over k and some over K).

(2.1.3) Ideals. Let # = {2(n)} be a k-linear operad. A (2-sided) ideal in 2
is a collection # of vector subspaces .#(n) = 2(n) satisfying the following three
conditions:

(i) For each n, the space #(n) is preserved by the action of X, on Z(n).

(i) If Ae 2(n), uy € P(my), ..., u, € P(m,), and for at least one j we have y; e
J(my;), then the composition A(y,, ..., u,) belongs to F(my + -+ + m,,).

(i) If Ae #(n) and w; e P(m;), i=1, ..., n, then A(u,..., u,) € Fm, + - +
m,).

If . is an ideal in an operad £, then we can construct the quotient operad 2/.#
with components (2/.9)(n) = #(n)/F#(n) (quotient linear spaces). The conditions
(i) and (iii) above imply that compositions in £ induce well-defined compositions
in 2/ 4.

It is straightforward to see that the kernel of a morphism of k-linear operads
[P — 2is an ideal in Z.

(2.1.4) Let V be a finite dimensional k-vector space, and let Zie(V), <s(V),
%om(V) be respectively the free Lie algebra, free associative (tensor) algebra and
free commutative (polynomial) algebra generated by V. There are canonical linear
maps

(2.1.5) Fie(V) &5 As(V) S Gom(V).

Both maps are the identity on V and are uniquely determined by the requirement
that = be a homomorphism of associative algebras and ¢ be a homomorphism of
Lie algebras (with the structure of a Lie algebra on «/s(V) given by [a, b] = ab —
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ba). The maps (2.1.5) give rise to a collection of linear maps
Zie(n) &5 oAs(n) S Gomn), n=12,...

such that n,0¢, = 0forn = 2.

These maps give morphisms of operads Lie <, of 5 %om. Let ZLie* be the
collection of spaces {ZLie(n), n > 2} and (ZLie*) be the minimal ideal in /s con-
taining Zie™. The proof of the following result is left to the reader.

(2.1.6) PrROPOSITION. (Ziet) = Ker(n), that is, %om = oAs/(Lie").

(2.1.7) Quadratic operads. Let K be a semisimple k-algebra. Let E be a
(K, K®?)-bimodule with an involution ¢: E — E such that

a(le) = Aa(e), agle (A, ® 4,)) =o0a(e) (A, ® 4,), Vi,2,A,€K,ecE.

We form the space E ® E, the tensor product with respect to the right K-module
structure on the first factor given by e 4 = e (4 ® 1). This space has two structures:
(i) a ,-action given by the action of ¢ on the second factor E,

(iii) a structure of (K, K®3)-bimodule.

Therefore the induced X,-module Indﬁ;(E ®x E) inherits the (K, K®3)-bimodule
structure. Let R < Ind3*(E ® E) be a Zy-stable (K, K®3)-sub-bimodule. To any
such data (E, R) we associate an operad Z(K, E, R) in the following way. We
form the K-collection {E(2) = E, E(n) = 0,n > 2} (denoted also by E) and the
corresponding free operad F = F(E). Observe that F(E)(3) = Indgg(E ®x E); see
Figure 7.

More generally,

2.18) FEm= @ ET).

binary
n-trees T

Let (R) be the ideal in F(E) generated by the subspace R = F(E)(3). We put
P =P, E, R) = F(E)/(R). An operad of type #(K, E, R) is called a quadratic

—

[\

w
—
(8]
w
—

\
® ®

FIGURE 7. F(E)(3)
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operad with the space of generators E and the space of relations R. Note that K,
E, R can be recovered from £ as K = #(1), E = #(2), and R = Ker{F(E)(3) -
2(3)}.

(2.1.9) The quadratic duality. Given a semisimple k-algebra K and a finite-
dimensional left K-module V with a ¥,-action, we define V¥ = Homg(V, K). This
is a right K-module, i.e., a left module over the opposite algebra K°?. We always
equip V' with the transposed action of X, twisted by the sign representation.

Let # = (K, E, R) be a quadratic operad. The space EV has a natural struc-
ture of (K°?, K°? ® K°?)-bimodule. Observe that F(EY)(3) = F(E(3))". Let R* =
F(EY)(3) be the orthogonal complement of R. It is stable under the X;-action and
the three K°P-actions on F(E")(3). We define the dual quadratic operad #' to be

P = P(K, EV, R).

(2.1.10) Examples. Suppose that K =k and # = 2(k, E, R) is a quadratic
operad. A P-algebra is a vector space A with several binary operations (parame-
trized by E) which are subject to certain identities (parametrized by R) each in-
volving three arguments. This is precisely the way of defining the types of algebras
most commonly encountered in practice. In particular, the operads /s, om, Lie
governing, respectively, associative, commutative, and Lie algebras, are quadratic.

Note that the structure constants of an algebra A over a quadratic operad
satisfy quadratic relations. For example, if {e;} is a basis of A4, define u: A x 4 -
A by u(e; ® ¢)) = Y cfe,.. The condition that p is associative means that

k .m _ k .m -
}I; CijCr1 = ; CikCik Vi, j, m.

Other examples are similar. This explains the name “quadratic operad.”

(2.1.11) THEOREM. We have isomorphisms of operads
Gom' = Lie, Pie' = Gom, s = ofs.

The idea that the “words” of commutative, Lie, and associative algebras are, in
some sense, dual to each other, as described above, was promoted by Drinfeld
[18] and Kontsevich [39]. (The ¥om-Lie duality was implicit already in Quillen’s
paper [56] and in Moore’s Nice talk [53].) The concept of quadratic operads and
their Koszul duality allows us to make this idea into a theorem. Observe also
that the isomorphism %om = </s/(ZLie™) of Proposition 2.1.6 is, in a sense, “self-
dual”.

Proof of the theorem. The group X, has three irreducible representations which
we denote 1 (the identity representation), Sgn (the sign representation) and V, (the
2-dimensional representation in the hyperplane ), x; =0 in the 3-dimensional
space of (x,, x,, x3)). Both $om and Zie have 1-dimensional spaces of generators
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with X, acting trivially on ¥om(2) and by sign on Zie(2). An elementary calcula-
tion of group characters shows that we have isomorphism of X ;-modules

F(6om(2))3)=1®V,, F(ZLie(2)(3)=Sgn®V,.
This implies that we have
%0"1(3) = 1 5 R(Kom = V2 5 fie(3) = Vz N R_gie = Sgn.

The duality between ¥om and Zie follows.

To prove that ofs' = .ofs, we consider the space F(2/s(2))(3). This space has
dimension 12 and is spanned by the 12 expressions of the form x,(xy2)Xy3)) and
(Xs(1)X52)) Xs(3)> 8 € 3.

We introduce on this space a scalar product  , ) by setting all these products
orthogonal to each other and putting

<xi(xjxk)) xi(xjxk)> = sgn<: j i>, <(xixj)xk’ (xixj)xk> = —Sgn<: :]2 I3c>

This product is sign-invariant with respect to the Zj-action, i.e., {s(p), s(v))> =
sgn(s)<{p, v>. The (6-dimensional) space of relations R = R is spanned by all the
associators x;(x;x;) — (x;X;)x,. This space coincides with its own annihilator with
respect to the described scalar product. This shows that R* = R and so o/s' = /5.

2.2. The analogs of Manin’s tensor products. The Lie operad as a dualizing
object.

(2.2.1) In this section we consider only quadratic operads 2 with 2(1) = k.
Such an operad is defined by a vector space of generators E = 2(2) with an
involution ¢ (action of X¥,) and a X -invariant subspace R of relations inside
F(E)(3) where F(E) is the free operad generated by E. Observe that F(E)(3) is the
direct sum of three copies of E ® E (see Figure 6). So we refer to this space as
3(E ® E). Our aim is to present an operad-theoretic version of [51].

(2.2.2) Let (<7, ®) be any symmetric monoidal category and let &, 2 be two
operads in <. The collection of objects 2(n) ® 2(n) forms a new operad in &/
denoted by 2 ® 2. The main property of this operad is that if 4 is a #-algebra
and B is a 2-algebra (in &), then 4 ® B is a # ® 2-algebra. We are interested in
the case of k-linear operads, i.e., &/ = Vect.

(2.2.3) Suppose that &, 2 are quadratic operads with #(1) = 2(1) = k so that
2(2) and 2(2) are their spaces of generators. We denote by £ o 2 the suboperad
in 2 ® 2 generated by 2(2) ® 2(2). Let R, <= 3(2(2) ® #(2)) and R; = 3(2(2) ®
9(2)) be the spaces of relations of 2 and 2. Then the operad 2 o 2 is described as
follows.
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The space of generators of 2 o 2 is, by definition, 2(2) ® 2(2). The third com-
ponent of the free operad generated by 2(2) ® 2(2) is 3(?2) ® 22) ® (2 ®
2(2)), which can be regarded in two ways as:

1. (2(2) ® 2(2)) ® 3(2(2) ® 2(2)) and, regarded as such, it contains the sub-

space (Z(2) ® 2(2)) ® R,.
2. 3(2(2) ® 2(2)) ® (2(2) ® 2(2)) and, regarded as such, it contains the sub-
space Ry ® (2(2) ® 2(2)).

(2.2.4) PrOPOSITION. If 2, 2 are quadratic, then P o 2 is also quadratic with
the space of generators #(2) ® 2(2) and the space of relations

(2 ® 2(2)) ® Ry) + (R5 ® (22) ® 2(2))).

( The sum is not necessarily direct.)

The proof is straightforward.

Thus 20 2 is the analog of the white circle product 4 o B for associative
algebras considered by Manin [51].

(2.2.5) Given two quadratic operads %, 2 as before, we define the quadratic
operad 2 o 2 (the black circle product; cf. [51]) to have the same space of genera-
tors 2(2) o 2(2) as # ® 2 but the space of relations

(Z(2) ® 2(2)) ® Ry) N (Rp @ (2(2) ® 2(2))).

(2.2.6) THEOREM. Each of the products o, e defines on the category of quadratic
operads (and morphisms defined in (1.3.1) ) a symmetric monoidal strucutre. More-
over, we have:

@ (202 =22

(b) Hom(2 e 2, #) = Hom(%, 2' o &). In particular, the commutative operad is
a unit object with respect to o and the Lie operad is a unit object with respect to e.

Proof. (a) It is similar to the argument of Manin [51] for quadratic algebras:
we should use the obvious relations between sums, intersections, and orthogonal
complements of subspaces in a vector space.

(b) The fact that $om is a unit object with respect to o follows because Gom(n)
= k for any n. The fact that Zie is a unit object with respect to e follows from
part (a) and the fact that ZLie' = %om.

(2.2.7) Given quadratic operads # and 2, we define the quadratic operad
hom(2, 9) as follows. Its space of generators is set to be

hom(Z, 2)(2) = Homy(2(2), 2(2)).

The space of relations Ry, 9 is defined to be the minimal subspace in
F(Hom,(2(2), 2(2)))(3) such that the canonical map

can: 2(2) » Hom,(2(2), 2(2)) ® 2(2) = 2(2)* ® 22) ® 2(2)
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extends to a morphism of operads 2 +— hom(%, 2) o . More precisely, we define
Rjom(2, 2) to be minimal among subspaces J with the property that

J ®(Z(2) ® 2(2)) = F(Hom(2(2), 2(2)) ® #(2))(3)
contains the image of the embedding
can,: F(2(2))(3) = F(Hom(2(2), 2(2)) ® #(2))(3)

induced by can.
If uy, ..., py is a basis of 2(2), vy, ..., v, is a basis of 2(2),and a;;, i =1, ..., m,
j=1,..., nis the corresponding basis of Hom(£(2), 2(2)), then the elements

V= Z a;; ® w; € (hom(Z, 2) o 2)(2)
Jj

satisfy all the quadratic relations holding for actual v;.

(2.2.8) THEOREM. We have a natural isomorphism of operads
hom(2, 2) = P ¢ 2.

Proof. Simple linear algebra.

(2.2.9) CoroLLARY. (a) For any quadratic operad %, we have
P' = hom(P, Lie).

(b) There exists a morphism of operads Lie — P ® P' which takes the generator
of the 1-dimensional space ZLie(2) into the identity operator in 2(2) ® 2'(2) = 2(2)
® P(2)*. In particular, for any P-algebra A and P'-algebra B, the vector space
A ®, B has a natural Lie algebra structure.

(2.2.10) Let us give another interpretation of the operad hom(%, 2) in terms of
algebras. Suppose that V, ..., V,,, W are k-vector spaces. By a #-multilinear map
Vi x -+ x V,, > W, we understand an element

OeF,(VFE® - @®VHIQW

which is homogeneous of degree 1 with respect to dilations of any of V. (Recall
(1.3.6) that F, means the free #-algebra generated by a vector space.) Such maps
form a vector space which we denote by Mult,(V,, ..., V,,|W). For example, 2(n)
= Mult,(k, ..., k|k) (m copies of k before the bar), cf. (1.3.7)-(1.3.9). The space
of ordinary multilinear maps, ie, Hom(V; ® - ® V,,, W) is nothing but
Multy,,.(Vi, ..., V,,| W) where Gom is the commutative operad.
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Similar to usual multilinear maps, #-multilinear maps can be composed. In
particular, for any vector space V, the spaces

(2.2.11) Epy(n) = Multy(V, ..., V|V) (n copies of V)

form a k-linear operad which we call the operad of endomorphisms of V in 2.

(2.2.12) Let 2 be another k-linear operad. By a 2-algebra in Z we mean a
k-vector space 4 together with a morphism of operads f: 2 —» &5 .. When 2 =
%om is the commutative operad, we get the usual notion of a 2-algebra.

(2.2.13) THEOREM. Let & and 2 be quadratic operads with #(1) = 2(1) = k.
Then 2-algebras in 2 are the same as hom(%, 2)-algebras (in the usual sense ).

Proof. Let A be a 2-algebra in #. The corresponding morphism f: 2 —» &, 4
is defined by its second component

f21202) = 85 42) = (P(2) ® (4%)®?);, ® 4.
By taking a partial transpose of f,, we get a ,-equivariant map
fi: Hom(2(2), 2(2)) » Homy(4 ® 4, 4) = £,(2).

In order that a given linear map f, come from a morphism of operads f: Q —
84 4, the quadratic relations among the generators of Q should be satisfied. By
the definition of relations in hom(Z, 2), this is equivalent to the condition that f,'
extend to a morphism hom(%, 2) - &, i.e., that we have on A a structure of a
hom(Z, 9)-algebra.

(2.2.14) Lazard-Lie theory for formal groups in operads and Koszul duality. The
idea of considering formal groups in operads goes back to an important paper of
Lazard [43]. He used the concept of “analyseur” which is essentially equivalent
to the modern notion of operad. The main result of Lazard is a version of Lie
theory (=correspondence between (formal) Lie groups and Lie algebras) for his
generalized formal groups. It turns out that Lazard-Lie theory has a very trans-
parent interpretation in terms of Koszul duality for operads.

We start with formulating basic definitions in the modern language. Let 2 be a
k-linear operad. We assume £(1) = k. Let W be a k-vector space and

(2.2.15) Fow) = [1 @) @ W,

the completed free #-algebra on W. If z,, ..., z, form a basis of W, then elements
of F »(W) can be regarded as formal series in z,, ..., z, whose terms are products
of z; with respect to operations in £ Thus, for example, if # = om, we get the
usual power series algebra; if 2 = /s, we get the algebra of noncommutative
power series etc. Note that our series do not have constant terms since all the free
algebras are without unit.
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There is a natural projection (on the first factor)
(2.2.16) F,(W)-> W.

It can be thought of as the differential at zero.
Let V, W be two k-vector spaces. We define the space of formal #-maps from V
to W as

FHomy(V, W) = V @ F,(W*).

For ® € FHom (W), we denote by d,® € Hom,(V, W) its differential at 0, i.e., the
image of ® under the natural projection of ¥V ® W* induced by (2.2.16). There are
obvious composition maps

FHom,(V, W) x FHom (W, X) —» FHom(V, X)

(given by inserting of power series into arguments of other power series) which
make the collection of vector spaces and formal #-maps into a category. A
simple generalization of the classical inverse function theorem shows that ® e
FHom(V, W) is invertible if and only if d,® € Hom,(V, W) is invertible.

(2.2.17) Definition. Let & be a k-linear operad. A 2-formal group is a pair
(V, ®) where V is a k-vector space and ® € FHom,(V @ V, V) is a formal #-map
satisfying two conditions:

(i) do®: V @ V — V is the addition map (v, v') — v + v'.

(i) @ is associative, i.e., we have the equality ®(x, ®(y, z)) = ®(D(x, y), z) of
formalmaps Ve VeV - V.

A formal homomorphism of formal #-groups (V, ®) and (W, ¥) is a formal #-
map f € FHomy(V, W) such that f(®(x, y)) = ¥(f(x), f()).

(2.2.18) If (V, @) is a P-formal group, then we define, following Lazard, its Lie
bracket by

[x, y] = ®(x,y) — ®(y,x)  (mod. cubic terms).

This construction makes V into a Lie algebra in £ in the sense of (2.2.12). Fur-
thermore, we obtain, from Theorem 2.2.13, Corollary 2.2.9, and the result of Lazard
([43], Theorem 7.1), the following theorem.

(2.2.19) THEOREM. Let 2 be a quadratic operad, and 2" its quadratic dual. The
category of finite-dimensional P-formal groups (and their formal homomorphisms)
is equivalent to the category of finite-dimensional P'-algebras.

A special case of this theorem corresponding to 2 = s, the associative operad,
was pointed out to us earlier by M. Kontsevich. Since o/s' = /s, the theorem in
this case says that, for formal groups defined by means of power series with
noncommuting variables, the role of Lie algebras is played by associative algebras
(possibly without unit).
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2.3. Quadratic algebras over a quadratic operad

(2.3.1) Let & be a k-linear operad and 4 a P-algebra. An ideal in A is a linear
subspace I < A4 such that, for any n, any p € #(n), and any a,, ..., a,_, € 4,i€l,
we have u(ay, ..., a,-y,i) € I. Given any ideal I = A4, the quotient vector space
A/I has a natural structure of a #-algebra.

(2.3.2) Quadratic algebras. Let ? = P(K, E, R) be a quadratic operad (2.1.7)
so that K = 2(1) is a semisimple k-algebra and E = 2(2) is a (K, K®?)-bimodule.
Let also V be a K-bimodule. The tensor product E ®ge: V' ®2 has a natural struc-
ture of a (K, K®?)-bimodule. (The left K-action comes from that on E and the
right K®2-action comes from that on V®2) Moreover, there is a X,-action on
E ®ye: V®? given by

(2.3.3) ole® (v, ®0,)) =0()® (v, ® v,).

Observe that the space of coinvariants (E ®ge2 V®?);, inherits a K-bimodule struc-
ture. Let

(2.3.4) S < (E ®ks2 VO,

be a K-sub-bimodule. Given V and S, we construct a 2-algebra 4 = A(V, S) as
follows.

Let Fy(V) be the free P-algebra generated by V; see (1.3.5). Observe that F,(V),,
the degree-2 graded component of F(V), is (E ®ke: V®2)z,- Let (S) = #F4(V) be
the ideal generated by S (= the minimal ideal containing S). Put

(2.3.5) AV, 8) = F4(V)/(S).

An algebra of this type will be called a quadratic P-algebra (with the space of
generators V and the space of relations S).

Observe that A(V, S) has a natural grading A(V, S) = @51 Ai(V, S). Further-
more, %, as any operad in the category Vect, can be regarded as an operad in the
category gVect* of graded vector spaces (1.4.2) (c) and A(V, S) is a P-algebra in
this category.

(2.3.6) Quadratic superalgebras. Let # = #(K, E, R) be a quadratic operad as
before. We now view £ as an operad in the other category of graded vector
spaces (1.4.2), namely g Vect™. A P-algebra in this category will be referred to as a
(graded) 2-superalgebra.

Let V be a K-bimodule. We replace the X,-action on E ®ks: V®2 given by
(2.3.3) by the following one:

(2.3.7) e ® (v, ®v;)) = —a(e) ® (v, ® vy).

Let S < (E Qg2 V®2)s, be a K-sub-bimodule where the coinvariants are taken
with respect to the new action (2.3.7). Given such data (V, S), we define a 2-
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superalgebra A(V, S)~ as the quotient of the free #-superalgebra generated by V
(placed in degree 1) by the ideal generated by S.

(2.3.8) Quadratic duality. Let # = ?(K, E, R) be a quadratic operad and #' =
P(K°P, E¥, R*) the dual operad (2.1.9). Given a quadratic P-algebra 4 = A(V, S)
we define the quadratic 2'-superalgebra 4' = A(VY, §*)". Here V¥ = Homg(V, K)
and

5t < ((E ko2 V®%)g,)" = ((VY)®? ®ger V)™ = (E¥ @gonper (V")®?),

is the annihilator of S.

In a similar way, given a quadratic 2-superalgebra B, we define the dual #'-
algebra (in the category gVect®) B'. The assignment A4 +— A' gives a 1-1 corre-
spondence between quadratic 2-algebras (resp. superalgebras) and quadratic 2'-
superalgebras (resp. algebras).

(2.3.9) Examples. (a) Let 2 = o/s be the associative operad. Then «/s' = os.
Note that an /s-superalgebra (i.e., an «/s-algebra in gVect™) is the same as an
fs-algebra (in gVect™). Both concepts give the usual notion of a graded associa-
tive algebra. In this case the quadratic duality (2.3.8) reduces to the well-known
Koszul duality for quadratic associative algebras introduced by Priddy [55].

(b) Let 2 = %om be the commutative algebra, and let A be a quadratic $om-
algebra i.e., a quadratic commutative (associative) algebra. Let A be the Koszul
dual of 4 as of an associative algebra. One can show that A% has a structure of a
graded-commutative Hopf algebra (in fact, it is a subalgebra in Ext¥(k, k), for
which see [57]). Hence Al is the enveloping algebra of a certain graded Lie
superalgebra (i.e., a ZLie-algebra in the category gVect™), which we denote ¥ =
Prim(A4.,). We have 4' = 4.

(2.3.10) Quadratic duality and enveloping algebras. Let #? = #K,E,R) be a
quadratic operad. Let 4 be a quadratic #-algebra. Then we have (1.6.4) the uni-
versal enveloping algebra U,(A), which is an associative algebra in ordinary sense.
If A is a quadratic #-superalgebra, the same constructon as in (1.6.4) defines its
universal enveloping superalgebra Uj;(A4), which is an /s-algebra in the category
gVect™. As noted in (2.3.9) (a), we can regard Uj(A) as an ordinary graded asso-
ciative algebra.

(2.3.11) THEOREM. If A is a quadratic P-algebra and A' the dual quadratic P'-
superalgebra, then the universal enveloping algebras Uy(A), U,(A') are quadratic
associative algebras in the ordinary sense and

(Us(A)) = Up(4)).

Proof. Let # = #(K, E, R) and A = A(V, S). The algebra U,(A) has an obvi-
ous grading in which the generator X(4; ay, ..., a,-;), A€ #(n), a; € A,,, has de-
gree m; + - + m,_,. The degree-1 component of Uy(A) is linearly spanned by
XA, a), AeP2)=E, ae A, =V and is isomorphic to E ®g V. Obviously this
component generates Uy(A) as an algebra.
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To describe the relations among these generators, consider the space Y =
F(E)(3) ® V®2, (Here and in the remainder of this seciton all tensor products are
taken over K.) This space splits into the direct sum of three components Y =
L, ® L, ® L, depicted in Figure 8.

The letter “K™ on some of the edges in Figure 8 means that the tensor product
over K is taken with respect to the structures of left/right K-module represented
by the ends of this edge. Note that every L; and hence X is a K-bimodule with
respect to the actions corresponding to the edges not marked “K”. Elements of
L, can be viewed as formal expressions Y. X(4; a;)X (u;; b;), as can elements of
L,. The group Z,, permuting the left two inputs of the trees in Figure 8, maps L,
isomorphically to Ly and preserves L,. Thus, denoting by X = Y;, the space of
coinvariants, we have

X=EQRV®E®V ® EQE®V®),,.

Let W < X be the image, under the canonical projection Y — X, of the subspace
R ® V®2, where R = F(E)(3) is the space of relations of 2.

(2.3.12) PrOPOSITION. The algebra Uy(A) is defined by the space of generators
E ® V and the space of quadratic relations
(2.3.13) EQVR®ERVNA(W+E®S)
where S c (E® V‘g’z)z2 is the space of relations in A and the intersection is taken
inside X.

The proof is straightforward and left to the reader.
Similarly, the algebra U(A') has the space of generators EY ® V¥ and the
space of relations

(2.3.14) EYQV'®E'®V' (W' +E"®S).

We want to show that (2.3.13) and (2.3.14) are the orthogonal complement to
each other. This is a particular case of the following general lemma.
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(2.3.15) LEMMA. Let X be any K-bimodule decomposed into a direct sum of
bimodules X = M @ N. Let XV = MY @ N be the corresponding decomposition
of XV =Homg(X, K). Let W< X and L = N be any sub-bimodules. Then the
orthogonal complement (in M" ) of M n (W + L) coincides with MY (W + Ly),
where W and Ly are the orthogonal complements in X and N, respectively.

Proof of the lemma. Since K is semisimple, we can write N = L @ P where
P is another sub-bimodule, so X =M PLPP and X' =M @L VO P". If
Z < X is any sub-bimodule, then

2316) M2k =Im{(MAZSM"}=M"A(MnZ)}+L"+P),

where n: X¥ — MV is the projection dual to the embedding M <, X, i.e., the
projection along LY @ P". Let us apply this to Z = W + L and note that

MAW +L)x=M; +(WxnLg)=L" +P" + (W an(M¥ + P)).
We get that the right-hand side of (2.3.16) is equal to
(2.3.17) MY A(Wgn(MY + PY)+ LY + PY).

To finish the proof of the lemma, it remains to show that (2.3.17) coincides with
MY n(Wg + PV). (Note that P is the same as Ly.) To show this, suppose that
m=w+peM'Nn(W¢ + PV),sothatwe Wi, pe P¥. Thenw=m—pe M’ +
PV, so writing m = w + 0 + p, we get that m belongs to (2.3.17). Conversely, let m
belong to (2.3.17),som=w + [+ pwithle LY, pe P¥ and we Wy n(M~ + PV),
sow=m'+p,m eM", p'e P'. Then we have m =m’ + p’ + | + p and, since
XV=M"®L"®P',wegetm=m',p+p' =0,l=0.Thusm=w+ p,some
MY A (Wi + PV). Lemma 2.3.15 and (hence) Theorem 2.3.11 are proven.

3. Duality for dg-operads
3.1. dg-operads. Generating maps

(3.1.1) Let dg Vect be the symmetric monoidal category of differential graded
(dg-) vector spaces, i.e., of complexes over the base field k. By definition, an object
of dg Vect is a graded vector space V* together with a linear map (differential)
d: V' — V' of degree 1 such that d* = 0. Morphisms are linear maps preserving
gradings and differentials. The tensor product of two complexes V' and W is
defined by (1.4.3) with the differential given by the Leibniz rule

do@w) =d)@w+ (—=1)v@dw), veViweW,

The symmetry isomorphism V' ® W*—» W*® V" is the same as in the category
gVect™; see (1.4.2 (c)). As usual, for a complex V* e dg Vect we define the dual
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complex V* by
(3.12) (V¥ =V, dye=(dy)*
and the shifted complex V°[i], = € Z, by
(3.1.3) VLI =V, dyyy=(—1)d,.

An operad in the category dg Vect is called a dg-operad (over k). An algebra
over a dg-operad in the category dg Vect will be called a dg-algebra. Note that
any k-linear operad 2 can be regarded as a dg-operad (each Z2(n) is placed in
degree 0).

(3.1.4) For any dg-operad £, the collection of cohomology vector spaces H*Z?(n)
forms an operad H'(%) in the category gVect™. A morphism of dg-operads f: # —
2 is called a quasi isomorphism if the induced morphism H*(f): H'(#) - H'(2) is
an isomorphism. Similarly for dg-algebras over dg-operads.

(3.1.5) A dg-operad £ will be called admissible if the following conditions hold:

(i) Each 2(n) is a finite-dimensional dg-vector space.

(ii) The space £(1) is concentrated in degree 0, and is a semisimple k-algebra.

Given a semisimple k-algebra K, we denote by dg OP(K) the category of ad-
missible dg-operads # with 2(1) = K and with morphisms equal to the identity
on first components.

(3.1.6) Our next aim is to define a kind of “generating function” for an admissi-
ble dg-operad #. It will be convenient for the future to work in a slightly greater
generality. Let K be a semisimple k-algebra. By a K-dg-collection we mean a
collection E = {E(n), n > 2} of finite-dimensional dg-vector spaces E(n) together
with a left ¥ ,-action and a structure of (K, K®")-bimodule on each E(n) which
satisfy the compatibility condition identical to the one given in (1.2.11).

Clearly, if 2 is an admissible dg-operad and K = #(1), then #(n), n = 2, form a
K-dg-collection. Given any K-dg-collection E, one defines the free dg-operad
F(E) as in (2.1.1).

By an r-fold dg-collection, we mean, similarly to (1.3.15), a collection of finite-
dimensional complexes

Eay,...,qa,), @€l i=1..r Ya>=1

of X, x -+ x X, -modules such that

) k fori=j;
EQ,...,0, 1 ,0,...,0)={0 for#j.

Given a semisimple k-algebra K with r simple summands and a K—dg-collection
E, we define the r-fold dg-collection associated to E by the formula identical to
(1.3.13).
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(3.1.8) Definition. Let K be a semisimple k-algebra, r the number of simple
summands in K, and E a K—dg-collection. The generating map of E is the r-tuple
of formal power series

o0

, . xi . .
(3'19) gg)(xl""’xr)= Z OX[EI(al"”’a’)];Ll' e [ l=13-'-9r
1-

where {E'(ay, ..., a,)} is the r-fold dg-collection associated to E and y stands for
the Euler characteristic.

The r-tuple gz(x) = (gP(x), ..., g¥(x)) will be regarded as a formal map
(3.1.10) gp: C" > C", X =(X15..5 %) (gP(x), ..., gP(x)).
Note that by (3.1.7) we have
(3.1.11) g¥9(x) = x; + (higher-order terms).

In particular, for any admissible dg-operad £, we have its generating map g .
Special case. 1If 2 is a k-linear operad with 2(1) = k, then its generating map
is a single power series

Gp(x) = 2 dim W(n)i—:.

(3.1.12) Examples. (a) The operads /s, ¥om, and ZLie (see (1.3.7)—-(1.3.9)) are
admissible operads with K = k and trivial dg-structure. Therefore r = 1 and the
generating maps of these operads are the following power series in one variable:

1
gds(x) = m - 13 g%’om(x) =e* — 17 g_?’ie(x) = _log(l - X).

(b) Let o/ be the symmetric monoidal category of representations of the group
Z/2. 1t has two (1-dimensional) irreducible objects: the trivial representation I
and the sign representation J. Taking X = I @ J, we define an admissible k-linear
operad 2 with 2(n) = Hom_,(X®", X); see (1.3.12). We have 2(1) = k@ k. As
explained in (1.3.16), the 2-fold collection associated to & consists of Clebsch-
Gordan spaces

0 for b odd

®a R JO ) =
Hom,,(I** ® J*% {k for b even
0 for b even

Q®a ®b —
Hom (I*® J ’J)"{k for b odd.
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Therefore the generating map of £ is given by the formulas

x4 x5
12— em cosh(x;) — 1,

99 (x1, x,) = 3, dim Hom,(I®* ® J®, )~ o
a,b . .

a b
9P (x4, x,) = Y, dim Hom ,(I®* ® J®°, J)% % = ™t sinh(x,).
a,b - D

(3.1.13) Itis possible to refine the generating map of a K—dg-collection so as to
take into account not only the dimensions of the graded components of the com-
plexes Ei(ay, ..., a,) but also the symmetric groups actions.

Let £, be the Grothendieck group of the category of finite-dimensional repre-
sentations of the symmetric group X, over k. For any such representation V we
denote by [V] its class in £,. If V" is a complex of S,-representations, then we
set [V'] =Y, (—1)'[V']. The correspondence [V] — dim(V) extends to a group
homomorphism £, — Z also denoted by dim. The maps

(BL14) R @Ry Ruins  [VI®[W] [Indgmrs (V@ W)]

make # = [[,»0 %, into a commutative graded ring. For n = 0, we set #, = Z,
and 1 € Z is the unit of #. The class of trivial representation of X, will be denoted
I. Elements of # will be written as formal infinite sums ) 2, v, with v, € #,,. For
every k—dg-collection E = {E*(n)}, we denote by [E] =Y., [E(n)] the corre-
sponding element of £. It is well known [50] that £ is isomorphic to the comple-
tion of the ring Z[e,, e,, ...] of symmetric functions in infinitely many variables
(that latter ring is the direct sum @),,, #,). There is a natural ring homomor-
phism h: # — Z[[x]] defined by

(3.1.15) h(Z v,,) x)=Y dim(v,,)icl—:l ,  a,€R,.

Note that for the element I € # above we have h(I) = x. For every k—dg-collec-
tion E = {E’(n)} such that E*(n) = 0 for n > 0, we have a polynomial functor

Qp: Wi P (E(n) @ W),

on the category of complexes; cf. [50], Chapter 1, Appendix. If E and F are two
such collections, then the composition ®;®y is a polynomial functor correspond-
ing to a new collection E o F called the plethysm of E and F, see loc. cit. and [23],
n.1.2. The element [E o F] € # is determined by [E] and [F] alone; in other
words, the plethysm descends to an operation on £ which will still be denoted by
u o v; see [50], Chapter 1, §8.
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(3.1.16) The tensor product #, ® - ® #, is naturally identified with the
Grothendieck group of representations of the Cartesian product £, X - x X,
If V" is any finite-dimensional complex of £, x -+ x X, -modules, then by [ve ]

€ #%" we denote the alternating sum of classes of V' in R, @ QR, = R®".
Let 28" = [12, ® - ® 2, be the completed rth tensor power of the ring A.
Its elements will be written as formal r-fold sums ) v, ., withv, . , €, ®

** ® A, . We introduce for later use the elements

..........

=19 ®IQIRI® " RLeZQ O Q QR

where I € %, (see (3.1.14)) is on the vth place.
If E = {E(a,, ..., a,)} is an r-fold dg-collection, then we get a vector of length r
over #%", namely

(3.1.17) [E]=< Y [EYay--r )]s Y [E'(al,...,a,)]>e9?®'

X e x RO

If E is an r-fold dg-collection with only finitely many nonzero terms, we have a
polynomial functor @ on the category dg Vect" of r-tuples of complexes. Namely,
if Wy, ..., W, are complexes, then the ith component of the r-tuple ®z(W,, ..., W,)
is

@ (E @y, @)@ W@ @ W)y, wux
As before, composition of polynomial functors on dg Vect” induces the plethysm
(E,F)+— Eo F on r-fold dg-connections. The vector [E o F] can be expressed
through [E] and [F] alone by means of the binary operation on the r-fold prod-
uct %" x -+ x A% which we also call the plethysm and denote (u, v) — u o v.

(3.1.18) Let now K be a semisimple k-algebra with r simple summands, and let
E be a K-dg-collection. We define the refined generating map of E to be the
r-tuple

Gg = (G, ..., Gp) = [E']

where E’ is the r-fold dg-collection associated to E; see (3.1.6) and (1.3.13).

Let h,: #°" — Z[[x,, ..., x,]] be the rth tensor power of the homomorphism
(3.1.15), so that, for instance, h,(I,) = x,. Then the numerical generating map of E
can be recovered as

(3.1.19) g9(xy, ..., x,) = h(Gp).

Let w: # - # be the ring homomorphism which for every n takes [1,], the
class of the trivial representation of Z, into [sgn,], the class of the sign represen-
tation; see [50]. Let w®": Z%" — #%®" be the tensor power of w.
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Foranelementv =Yy v, ., €%, wedenote

.....

8(1)) = 2 (— 1)01 +~~+a,.w®rval ..... a,*

If f(x) = f(x4, ..., X,) = h(v) € Z[[x4, ..., x,]], then h,(¢(v)) is the series f(—x).
3.2. The cobar-duality

(3.2.0) For a finite-dimensional k-vector space V, we denote by Det(V) the top
exterior power of V.

Let T be a tree (1.1.1). We denote by Ed(T) the set of all edges of T except
the output edge Out(T). We denote by Det(T) the 1-dimensional vector space
Det(kE4™), Similarly, let ed(T) be the set of internal edges of T and let det(T) =
Det(k*“T). The number of internal edges of T will be denoted by | T|.

(3.2.1) Let & be an admissible dg-operad (3.1.5), so that K = £(1) is a semi-
simple k-algebra. For any n > 2, we construct a complex

(322 PM*@detkn > @ PAT*Qdet(T) >S5 @ PAT)* @ det(T)
n-trees T n-trees T
IT|=1 IT|=n-2

where the sums are over isomorphism classes of (reduced) n-trees, (T) was defined
in (1.2.13), and 2(T)* means the dual vector space. The differential é is defined by
its matrix elements

(3.2.3) S 72 P(T')* @ det(T") » P(T)* @ det(T)

where T, T are n-trees, |T| =i, |T'| = i — 1. By definition, d;. 7 = 0 unless T’ =
T/e is obtained from T by contracting an internal edge e. If this is the case, then
we set

(3.24) or,r=0r,r)*®1L

where yr, r- is the composition map from (1.2.15) and the map [,: det(T’) — det(T)
is defined by the formula

le(fl AN /\fm)=e/\f1 AN /\fm'

In this formula we use the natural identification ed(T) = ed(T”) U {e} and regard
e as a basis vector of k°4(T),

(3.2.5) It is straightforward to verify that 62 =0, i.e., (3.2.2) is a complex. We
normalize the grading of this complex by placing the sum over T with |T| =i in
degree i + 1.

Observe that, for a dg-operad &, each term of (3.2.2) is a dg-vector space whose
differential we denote by d. Clearly d commutes with J, so (3.2.2) is a complex of
dg-vector spaces, i.e., a double complex.
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(3.2.6) We now define a collection of dg-vector spaces C(#)(n), n = 1. For n =
1 we put C(#)(1) = K°?, placed in degree 0 (with trivial differential). For n > 1 we
define C(2)(n) to be the total complex (= dg-vector space) associated to the dou-
ble complex (3.2.2).

(3.2.7) THEOREM. (a) The collection C(P) = {C(P)(n), n > 1} has a natural struc-
ture of an admissible dg-operad.

(b) The correspondence P +— C(P) extends to the contravariant functor C:
dg OP(K) — dg OP(K°?) (notation of (3.1.5)). This functor takes quasi isomor-
phisms to quasi isomorphisms.

Proof. (a) The complexes #(n), n > 2, obviously form a K—dg-collection (3.1.6).
Therefore the shifted dual complexes Z(n)*[ —1] form a K°?—dg-collection (shift
and duality are defined by (3.1.2)—(3.1.3)). We denote this collection by #*[ —1].
Thus we can form the free dg-operad F(Z*[—1]).

(3.2.8) LEMMA. For any n, the complex F(#*[ —1])(n) is isomorphic to the total
complex of the double complex (3.2.2), the latter taken with the internal differential
d (induced by that on 2 ) only.

The lemma is proved by immediate inspection. The only point that needs ex-
planation is the appearance of vector spaces det(T) in (3.2.2). The reason for this
is part (b) of the following lemma.

(3.2.9) LeMMA. (a) Let I be a finite set of m elements, and let W;", iel be
dg-vector spaces. Then there is a canonical isomorphism

¢ QW [-11) > (@ W.> [—m] ® Det(k").
iel ie
(b) Let E = {E(n), n > 2}, be a K—dg-collection, let E[ —1] be the collection of
shifted dg-vector spaces, and let T be a tree with m vertices. Then there is a canoni-
cal isomorphism

E[—1](T) = E(T)[ —m] ® det(T).

Proof. (a) To define (X);.; W', we should choose some ordering (i, ..., i,,) On
I and consider the product W; ®---® W, . Any other ordering will give the
product related to this one by a uniquely defined isomorphism. The same is true
for Q) W;'[—1]. Let now w; € W[ —1] be some elements and let w; denote the
same elements but regarded as elements of W;". We define

W, @ @w; )=w, @ - @wW, ®(iy A" Alp).
The proof that ¢ is independent on the choice of ordering (iy, ..., i,,) follows from

the definition of the symmetric monoidal structure in dg Vect and is left to the
reader.
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(b) Let Vert(T) be the set of vertices of T. Let I' = T be the subtree consisting
of all vertices and all internal edges. This is a contractible 1-dimensional sim-
plicial complex, so taking its chain complex we get the exact sequence

0-—»k°d‘T)—»kv°"(T)-—+k—>O

whence the space Det(kVe"?) is canonically identified with det(T) = Det(k*4™).
Now part (b) of the lemma follows from part (a), since E(T) = Ry e veryry E(R()).
Lemmas 3.2.9 and 3.2.8 are proven.

(3.2.10) By Lemma 3.2.8, the compositions in the free operad F(#*[ —1]) give
rise to maps of graded vector spaces

(B211)  C@)()® C@)m,)® - ® C(P)m,) > C(@)(my + - +m,)

which satisfy the Leibniz rule with respect to internal differentials d in C(%)(n).
To complete the proof of Theorem 3.2.7 (a), it remains to check that the maps
(3.2.11) also satisfy the Leibniz rule with respect to the differentials ¢ in C(2)(n)
defined in (3.2.3). We leave this straightforward checking to the reader. This com-
pletes the proof of part (a) of Theorem 3.2.7. Part (b) is straightforward.

(3.2.12) We call the dg-operad C(£) the cobar-construction of . We define the
dual dg-operad D(%) by

(3-2.13) D(?) = C(?)@ A = {C(?)(n)® A},

where A is the determinant operad (1.3.21) and the product ® is defined in (2.2.2).
Recall that A(n) is a 1-dimensional vector space in degree (1 — n) with the sign
action of X,. Hence D(£)(n) is the dg-vector space associated to the following
complex which differs from (3.2.2) by shifting the grading by (1 — n) and by
replacing det by Det:

(3.2.14) s @ PATPRDet(T)» @ P(T)* ® Det(T).
n-trees T n-trees T
|T|=n-3 IT|=n—-2

The grading in (3.2.14) is arranged so that the rightmost term is placed in degree
0.

It follows from the definitions that the correspondence 2 — D(Z) extends to a
contravariant functor D: dg OP(K) — dg OP(K°?) taking quasi isomorphisms to
quasi isomorphisms.

(3.2.15) Example. Let # = %om be the commutative operad so that $om(n) =
k for every n; see (1.3.8). The nth component of D(£) is the tree complex

@ Det(T)—» @ Det(T)—»--—» P Det(T).
|

(TI=0 TI=1 IT|=n—2
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This is a special case of more general graph complexes considered by Kontsevich
[39]. In the paper [9] it was proven by using Hodge theory that for k = C this
complex is exact everywhere except the rightmost term, and the cokernel of the
rightmost differential is naturally isomorphic to Zie(n), the nth space of the Lie
operad. Thus we have an isomorphism D(%om) =~ Lie. We give a purely algebraic
proof of this later in §4.

(3.2.16) THEOREM. For any admissible dg-operad & there is a canonical quasi
isomorphism D(D(2)) — £.

Proof. Let us write D(D(2))(n) explicitly. By definition (3.2.14),

DO@)n = @ [@ D(@)(In(1))* @Det(S)]

n-trees S|_veS

Substituting here the definitions (1.1.6) of the value on a set of the functor corre-
sponding to D(£), and keeping track of cancellation of some Det-factors, we get

(3217 DOE)0) = D %—;i”%

Here the summation is over the isomorphism classes of pairs T, T’ of n-trees such
that T > T, i.e., T’ can be obtained from T by contracting some (possibly empty)
set of edges. For we T’ we denote by T,, the subtree of T contracted into w.
Division by a 1-dimensional vector space is understood as tensoring with the
dual space.

The construction may be understood better using Figure 9a where vertices w of
the tree T’ are indicated as big circles (“regions”) containing inside them the
corresponding trees T,,. Let T, denote the unique n-tree with a single vertex.
The summand in (3.2.17) corresponding to the pair T, > T, is nothing but 2(n)
(Figure 9b).

FIGURE 9a FIGURE 9b
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It is straightforward to verify that the summand #£(n) is in fact a quotient
complex of the whole complex D(D(£))(n), i.e. the projection to this summand
along all other summands is a (surjective) morphism of complexes which we de-
note by f,. It is also easily verified that we get in this way a morphism of dg-
operads f: D(D(#)) — £ Let us show that f is a quasi isomorphism, i.e., that
each subcomplex Ker(f,) = D(D(£))(n), is acyclic. Note that Ker(f,), as part of
D(D(#))(n), is actually a triple complex, and so its differential is a sum of three
partial differentials d, + d, + d5. The differential d, is induced by the differential
in &; the differential d, is induced by the composition in & (which induces the
second differential in D(£)). Finally, d; is induced by the composition in D(£),
i.e., by the grafting of trees.

It is enough to show that Ker f, is acyclic with respect to d5. If T is an n-tree
with more than one vertex, then the summands in (3.2.17) with all T’ < T form a
subcomplex K; < (Ker(f,), d;) and Ker(f,) is the direct sum of such K;. We
shall prove that each K7 is acyclic.

The differential d; in K7 consists purely in redrawing the boundaries among
regions in Figure 9 (a). More precisely, K7 is the tensor product of the vector
space #(T) and a purely combinatorial complex C; where

Ci= &P & Det(T,)*.
T'ST weT’
ITI=1T"|=i

Observe that specification of a tree T’ < T is equivalent to a specification of a
subset of internal edges of T which are contracted in T'. We see that Cj is
isomorphic to the augmented chain complex of a simplex whose vertices cor-
respond to internal edges of T. Thus, C; and K5 are acyclic. Theorem 3.2.16
follows.

(3.2.18) ProrosITION. For any admissible dg-operad 2 with #(1) = k, there ex-
ists a natural morphism of dg-operads A: D(%om) - P @ D(#). In particular, for
any dg-algebra A over ? and any dg-algebra B over D(%), the tensor product
A ®, B has a natural structure of a D(Yom)-algebra.

This result is analogous to Corollary 2.2.9 (b). The precise meaning of the
analogy will be explained in §4.

Proof. Since $om(n) = k for every n, we find that D(%om)(n) is the dg-vector
space whose (—i)th graded piece is the direct sum of spaces Det(T) correspond-
ing to n-trees T with n — 2 — i interior edges. We define the required maps 4,:
D(%om)(n) - P(n) ® D(ZL)(n) by prescribing their restrictions on the summands
Det(T). We define

Anlper(n): Det(T) » 2(n) ® 2*(T) @ Det(T) = D(2)(n)

to be ¥ ® Idpr), Where the element y} € 2(n) ® 2*(T) is the transpose of the
map yr: X(T) — P(n) given by the composition in Z; see (1.2.4).
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This defines the maps 4,. The proof that these maps form a morphism of operads
is straightforward and left to the reader.

3.3. The generating map of the dual dg-operad

(3.3.1) Let £ be an admissible dg-operad, and Q = D(Z) its dual (3.2.13). Let r
be the number of simple summands of the semisimple algebra 2(1) = 2(1)°%, and
let g, go: C" — C" be the generating maps of Z, 2; see (3.1.8). Let also G4, G, be
the refined generating maps; see (3.1.16).

The following is the main result of this section.

(3.3.2) THEOREM. (a) We have the following identity of formal maps C" — C":
g.@(_g‘@(_x))=x, x=(x15~“>xr)'

(b) For the refined generating maps we have the similar plethystic identity (nota-
tions from (3.1.16)—(3.1.19))

Gpo(—e(Gg)) = (I1,..., L,y € R®" x -+ x R®".

Clearly, part (b) generalizes part (a). This generalization is due to Ph. Hanlon,
who kindly communicated it to the authors.

(3.3.3) Example. Let & = %om be the commutative operad. As we saw in
(3.1.12), g»(x) = e* — 1. By (3.2.15), 2 = D(£) is quasi isomorphic to the operad
Zie, 50 gy = g 4.(x) = —log(l — x). One sees that these two series satisfy Theo-
rem 3.3.2.

(3.34) Let K = 2(1). As a first step towards the proof of our theorem, we
describe the r-fold dg-collection associated to the K°P—dg-collection D(&) =
{D(2)(n)}. By an r-colored tree, we understand a tree T together with a function
¢ (“coloring”) from the set of all edges of T to {1,..., r}. For such a tree T and a
vertex v € T, let In;(v) denote the set of input edges at v of color i. By an (a4, ..., 4,)-
tree we mean an r-colored tree T with a; inputs of color i, which are labelled by
the numbers 1, 2, ..., a;.

(3.3.5) Let {#'(ay, ..., a,)} be the r-fold dg-collection associated to 2 For any i
we use the X, x -+ x I, -action on each #'(ay,...,q,) to define, similarly to
(1.1.6), a functor

Ay,...., L) P,,..., L)

on the category of r-tuples of finite sets and bijections. Let also {2(ay, ..., a,)} be
the r-fold dg-collection associated to the dual dg-operad 2 = D(£). Recall that
| T| denotes the number of internal edges of a tree T.
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(3.3.6) PrROPOSITION. Each 2'(ay, ..., a,) is isomorphic, as a graded vector space
with X, X -+ x X, -action, to

R PO In, (v), ..., In, (v))* [] TI—Y a— 2:| ® det(T).

(@y,...,a.)-treesT veT
c(Ouy(T))=i

The proof is straightforward.

(3.3.7) To prove Theorem 3.3.2, we invoke a purely algebraic formula describing
the inversion of a formal (or analytic) map g: C"— C". This formula is due to
J. Towber, see [62], Theorem 3.10 or [48], Theorem 2.13. (We are grateful to
D. Wright for pointing out the references to this formula, which was rediscovered
by us.)

Suppose we have r formal power series

=

~

g(i)(xl""9xr)=xi+ Z p(i)(al,“‘,ar)_____n coe o
agy..es a,>0 a,
aj+-ta,22

a
Xy
!

IS}
S-

where p¥(ay, ..., a,) are some complex coefficients, and let
(338) Vi= g(i)(xb ey xr)

be a formal change of variables given by these series. Since g”(x) = x; + terms of
order >2, this change of variables is formally invertible, i.e., we can express x; as
power series in yq, ..., y,. The question is to find the coefficients of these power
series provided the coefficients p?(ay, ..., a,) are known.

(3.3.9) THEOREM. The inverse of the formal map (3.3.8) is given by

Qy
Bz
a,!

(33.10) x;=h(y1s..0, )=y + Z q(i)(al,...,ar)g.lﬁ'.
1.

ag,..., a.20
a;t+-+a.z2

where

ay+++a,.—1

(3311) q(i)(al’ (AR ar) = Z (__1)a1+"'+a,.—m

X {( 2 [ p® (I, @)1, ..., IInr(v)l)} .

..... a,)-treesT veT
|T|=m,c(Out(T))=i

Several other inversion formulas for analytic maps can be found in [4], [25],

[29], [48], [61].
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FIGURE 10

(3.3.12) We prefer to give here a simple direct proof of Theorem 3.3.9, partly
for the convenience of the reader, partly because an intermediate lemma in the
proof will be used later. The proof proceeds by direct substitution of the proposed
answer into the claimed equation. Suppose first that the series h; (i.e., the coeffi-
cients ¢?(ay, ..., a,)) in (3.3.10) are arbitrary. Let us form the composition

fO) = g°h V), ..., B0)),  y=1s--s W)
and write

x{ x

f(i)(y) =Y + Z u(i)(ah LR ] ar) | |
ag,...s 6,20 1+ a,:
ay+--+a.>2

It is immediate to get a general formula for the coefficients u”(a,, ..., a,). Call a
rooted tree T short if T has no consecutive internal edges (see Figure 10).

The lowest vertex of a tree T (the one which is adjacent to the output edges
Out(T)) will be denoted by Lw(T).

(3.3.13) LemMA. We have

u®ay, ..., a) = o > ) T{P‘““’““T’”(llm(LW(T))I,m,IInr(LW(T))I)
short (ay,..., a,)-trees
c(Out(T))=i

x I q<ouon(n,@), ..., |In,(v)|)}

ve T, v#Lw(T)

where T runs over short (ay, ..., a,)-trees such that the vertex Lw(T) may have just
one input edge but all other vertices have =2 input edges.

The lemma is proved by explicit substitution of power series.
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Let us now substitute into Lemma 3.3.13 the particular values of the coeffi-
cients ¢?(ay, ..., a,) from (3.3.11). We get a formula for u”(a,, ..., a,) which in-
volves a summation over all (a,, ..., a,)-labelled trees T, not necessarily short,
such that the lowest vertex Lw(T) is allowed to have one input (whose color
coincides with the color of Out(T)), but no other vertex is allowed to have one
input. That means that any summand in the arising formula for u”(a,, ..., a,) will
enter twice: it will correspond once to a tree whose lowest vertex has >2 inputs
and it will correspond for the second time to the same tree but with a one-input
vertex appended at the bottom. These two summands will enter with opposite
signs, and hence they will cancel each other. Therefore all the coefficients u®(a,,

.., a,) are equal to zero. So f;(y) = y; and Theorem 3.3.9 is proven.

This completes the proof of part (a) of Theorem 3.3.2. The proof of part (b) is
quite similar and consists of repeating the same arguments in the new context of
representations of symmetric group. The main step is that Lemma 3.1.13, being
intepreted at the level of r-fold dg-collections, gives the plethystic composition.
We omit further details.

(3.3.14) Example. Let b, be the number of nonisomorphic binary n-trees. Let
2 be the k-linear operad with (1) = 2(2) =k, #(n) =0, n > 3. Applying the
definition, we see that the complex D(£)(n) consists of one vector space V(n),
of dimension b,, placed in degree 0. The generating maps of # and D(&) are
therefore g(x) = x + x%/2 and h(x) = x + ) 2=, b,x"/n!, respectively. The identity
g(—h(—x)) = x yields h(x)=1—,/1 —2x whence b, =(2n — 3! =1-3-5- --- -
(2n — 3).

3.4. The configuration operad and duality

(3.4.1) Let X be a topological space. A complex of sheaves of k-vector spaces
on X can be regarded as a sheaf with values in the abelian category dg Vect of
dg-vector spaces. Such objects will be referred to as dg-sheaves.

For a dg-sheaf #° on X we denote by RI'(X, # ) the dg-vector space of global
sections of the canonical Godement resolution of &°; see [24], [34]. The co-
homology spaces of RI'(X, #') are H'(X, #°), the usual topological hyperco-
homology with coefficients in & . Given two topological spaces X,, X, and dg-
sheaves &;'on X, there is a natural morphism

(3.4.2) RT(Xy, #7) ® RT(X;, #7) » RT(X x X,, #1 ® #)

which is a quasi isomorphism.

(3.4.3) Let 2 be a topological operad. The notion of a dg-sheaf on 2 is com-
pletely analogous to the notion of a sheaf on 2 in (1.5.3). As in (1.5.9) we have the
following.

(3.4.4) ProrosITION. If 2 is a topological operad and F° is a dg-sheaf on 2,
then the collection

RT(2, #°) = {RT(2(n), F'(m)*, n > 1}
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Jforms a dg-operad, so that the cohomology spaces H'(2(n), #'(n))* form an operad
on the category gVect™.

(3.4.5) Example: logarithmic forms of the configuraton operad. Let k = C be
the field of complex numbers and let .# be the configuration operad (1.4.4). For
any n > 1 let j,: My ,41 <> #(n) be the embedding of the open stratum and Cy,, .,
be the constant sheaf on M, ,.,. Let D(n) = #(n) — M, ,+,. This is a divisor
with normal crossings in .#(n), consisting of 2"~! — 1 smooth components .#(T),
where T is an n-tree with exactly one internal edge. Let Q4 (log D(n)) be the
corresponding logarithmic de Rham complex [13]. Consider the collection of
shifted and twisted complexes

(3.4.6) Q.,(log D) = {Q:,(log D(n))[1n — 2] ® Det(C"), n > 1}.

This collection has a natural structure of a dg-sheaf on .#, whose structure maps
(1.5.3) (ii) are given by the Poincaré residue maps ([13], n. 3.1.5.2). Let us briefly
recall this notion in the generality we need. Let X be a smooth variety, and let
Y < X be a divisor with normal crossings which we assume to consist of smooth
components Y, ..., Y3,. Let Z = Y be a codimension-m subvariety given by inter-
section of some m of these components: Z = (\;; Y;, [I| =m, and let y: Z = X
be the embedding. The Poincaré residue is the map

(3.4.7) res: y*Qx(log Y)[m] ® Det(C") - Q;, (log (Z n Y,>> .

i¢l
The appearance of Det(C’) stems from the fact that the operations of taking the
residues along individual hypersurfaces Y, i € I anticommute with each other due
to the residue theorem.

Returning to our situation, let m,, ..., m; > 1 be given. The structure map of
the operad ./

Vmgeomys M) X Mmy) X oo M) > My + -+ my),

described in (1.4.4), is a closed embedding whose image is the intersection of
several components of the divisor D(m; + --- + m;). If we denote the set of these
components by I, then we have a canonical identification

Det(CI) = (Det(C’) ® ® Det(cm,)>* ® Det(Cm‘ +...+ml).

Thus the maps (3.4.6) indeed supply the necessary structure.

(3.4.8) The gravity operad 4. We denote the dg-operad RI'(4, Q’,(log D))*
simply by %, and by ¢ we denote the cohomology operad of %, i.c., the operad in
the category of graded vector spaces gVect™ given by %(n) = H'(%(n)). Following
a suggestion of E. Getzler, we call ¢ the gravity operad. Since Q. (log D(n)) is
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quasi-isomorphic to the direct image Rj,,Cyy,,,,» We have
Hi(A(n), Q (log D(n))) = H(M, 11, C).

Thus the ith component of the graded vector space 4(n) is H,_,-(Mg ,+1, C) ®
Det(C").

(3.4.9) PROPOSITION. There is a quasi isomorphism of dg-operads  — % (where
% is considered with zero differential ).

Proof. Let L(n) be the space of global logarithmic i-forms on .#(n). It is
known [19] that Li(n) consists of closed forms and is naturally identified with
H'(M,,,+1, C). Thus the embedding of the graded vector space L'(n) = @ Li(n)
with zero differential into RI'(#(n), Q’4,(log D(n))) is a quasi isomorphism. De-
note this embedding by ¢,. Clearly the Poincaré residue homomorphisms pre-
serve globai logarithmic forms so they make the collection of graded vector spaces
L*(n)*[—n + 2] ® Det(C") into an operad which is isomorphic to 4. Taking duals
of the embeddings ¢, above, we get the required quasi isomorphism % — %.

(3.4.10) Let 2 be an admissible dg-operad. As in (1.5.2) we associate to £ a
dg-sheaf #, on the configuration operad .#. By (3.4.4) the complexes RI'(.#(n),
F»(n))* form another dg-operad. It is described as follows.

(3.4.11) THEOREM. Suppose that k = C. Then the operad R (M, F»)* is quasi-
isomorphic to D(? ® ¥) where D is the duality for dg-operads introduced in
(3.2.13).

Proof. Let X be a finite (compact) CW-complex and let S = {X,} be its Whit-
ney stratification by locally closed CW-subcomplexes. We denote by j,: X, = X
the embeddings of the strata. Let X ,,, be the union of strata of dimensions >m.
This is an open subset in X and we denote by j.,.: X.,, = X the embedding. Let
& be any (dg-) sheaf on X. Let &, = j*& be the restrictions of & to the strata.
Note that & has a decreasing filtration

(3.4.12) F =(j>0)J%0F 2 (j>1)j51F >

with quotients

@ ja!j: '9‘; .
dim X,=m
Here j,, are the direct images with proper support (extensions by zero). We can
regard this filtration as a Postnikov system realizing & as a convolution [33] of

the following complex of objects of D*(Shy), the derived category of sheaves on
X:

(G413) @ juirF > D juidF[1]- JaidF[2] =
2

dim X, =0 dim X, =1 dim X, =
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By replacing j,, j*# with appropriate injective resolutions, we can realize (3.4.13)
as an actual double complex of sheaves on X. By applying the functor RT'(X, —)
to (3.4.13), we get that RI'(X, &) is the total complex of the double complex

(3.4.14) @ RI(X,j*F)» @ RI(X,jr#)[1]->
0

dim X, = dim X,=1

where RT, is the derived functor of global sections with compact support. The
horizontal grading in this complex is so normalized that the sum with dim X, =0
has horizontal degree 0.

Assume now that & is S-combinatorial (1.5.1) and given by (dg-) vector spaces
F,. Then we have the equalities

(3.4.15) RT(X,,j*#) = RT(X,, O ®F,.

We specialize now to the case when X = .#(n), the stratification S consists of
M(T), and F = F,(n) is the sheaf corresponding to an admissible dg-operad £.
For an n-tree 7, let D(T) = #(T) be the complement to .#(T). This is a divisor
with normal crossing. As usual, we denote by | T| the number of internal edges in
T, so that dim¢ #(T) = n — 2 — | T|. Note that we have the quasi isomorphisms

(34.16) RI(4(T),C)= RI(M(T), Cy*[—2(n—2—|TJ)]
=~ RT(A(T), Qemlog D(T))*[—2(n — 2 — | T)].

Here the first quasi isomorphism is the Poincaré duality. The second quasi iso-
morphism is the consequence of the fact [13] that the logarithmic de Rham com-
plex is quasi-isomorphic to the full direct image of the constant sheaf. Note that
in view of the product decompositions (1.4.8) and the definition of the dg-operad
& we have a quasi isomorphism

RT(A(T), Qz5(log D(T))* = 4(T)[n — 2 — | T|]1 ® Det(T),

where Det(T) was introduced in (3.2.0). Taking into account Proposition 3.4.9, we
see that the double complex (3.4.14), i.e., RT'(#(n), #»(n)), can be replaced by the
double complex

@ 2(T) ® YT)® Det(T) - PT)R®YT)R@Det(T) -+ .

|T=0 |TI=1

So the dual complex will be D(Z2 ® ¥)(n) as claimed.

(3.4.17) Example. Taking & = %om, the commutative operad, we get that
every F»(n) is the constant sheaf C on .#(n). Thus the operad formed by the total
homology spaces H,(.#(n), C) is quasi-isomorphic to D(%).
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3.5. The building cooperad and duality

(3.5.1) By a cooperad in a symmetric monoidal category (&, ®) we mean an
operad in the opposite category o/°P. Explicitly, a cooperad 4 is a collection of
objects #(n) € o, n = 1 with X -action on each %, and morphisms

(3.52) Prms.omy” By £+ my) = B() @ Bmy) @ - @ Blmy)

satisfying the conditions dual to the corresponding conditions for an operad.

If a collection ¥ = {¥(n)} forms a cooperad in the category of (dg-) vector
spaces, then the dual dg-vector spaces #(n)* form a dg-operad €*. A dg-cooperad
€ is called admissible if €* is an admissible operad in the sense of (3.1.5). Co-
operads in the category of topological spaces will be called topological cooperads.

(3.5.2) The building #'(n). Let T be a n-tree. By a metric on T we mean an
assignment of a positive number (length) to each internal edge of T. The external
edges can be thought of as having length 1. Let #7(n) be the set of isometry
classes of all n-trees with metrics. This set has a natural topology. In plain words,
when the length of some edge is going to 0, we say that the limit tree is obtained
by contracting this edge into a point. For any n-tree T (without metric), let % °(T)
denote the subset in #(T) consisting of all trees with metric isomorphic to T.
This subset is clearly a cell (a product of several copies of R, corresponding to
internal edges of T). Thus #'(n) is a union of these noncompact cells. For exam-
ple, the space #7(3) is the union of three half-lines glued along a common end
(Figure 11).

The minimal cell in #7(n) has dimension 0 and corresponds to the n-tree T,
with a single vertex (and no internal edges). Maximal cells of #7(n) correspond to
binary trees. Thus, the cells in #7(n) are parametrized by the same set as the
strata in the moduli space .#(n); see (1.4.5). But the closure relations among the
cells are dual to those among the strata in .#(n), where the maximal stratum
corresponds to the tree with one vertex and 0-dimensional strata correspond to
binary trees.

1 23 123

132

FIGURE 11
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We call #(n) the building of n-trees since it is in many respects similar to the
Bruhat-Tits building.

(3.5.3) The building cooperad. Suppose we have natural numbers my, ..., m,.
We define a map

Py WMy + o+ m) > W) X Hmy) x -0 x H(my)

as follows. Let T(m,,..., m) be the (m; + --- + my)-tree drawn in Figure 3. Let
(T', ) be any other metrized (m, + ‘- + my)-tree. Let T” be the maximal tree
which is obtained from both T’ and T(m,, ..., m;) by contracting edges. The tree
T” is naturally divided into blocks TY, ..., T;", T,, where T;” has m; inputs and T,
has [ inputs; see Figure 12.

Each block T,, v=1, ..., oo, is naturally equipped with a metric u; on its
internal edges. We redefine the lengths of edges which become loose edges in T,’
by letting their lengths be equal to 1. The map p,,,

.....

(T', &) = (T, weo)s (T 1), - (T, 113))-

(3.5.4) PROPOSITION.  The collection of maps p,,,,...,m, and the natural actions of
X, on W' (n), n > 1, define on the collection of W'(n) the structure of a topological
cooperad which will be denoted by #'.

We call #" the building cooperad. Note that the structure maps p,, , ..., for #
are surjective, whereas the structure maps for the operad .# are, dually, injective.

Just as any operad gives rise to a sheaf on the topological operad .# (Theorem
1.5.11), any cooperad gives a sheaf on the cooperad #". Let us give the corre-
sponding definitions.

FIGURE 12
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(3.5.5) Definition. Suppose 4 is a topological cooperad and let
Pmy,...omp Bmy + -+ my) = B(l) x Blmy) x -+ x B(m,)

be its structure maps (3.5.2). A sheaf (resp. a dg-sheaf) & on # consists of the
following data:
(i) a collection of X,-equivariant sheaves (resp. dg-sheaves) &(n) on %(n), one
foreachn > 1;
(ii) homomorphisms of sheaves on #(m, + -+ + m;)

Homs,..c.omi’ Py (F () @ F (M) @ -+~ @ F(my)) > F(my + -+ + my).

These data should satisfy the compatibility conditions dual to those given in
(1.5.4)-(1.5.6).

If, for example, all the spaces %(n) consist of a single point, then a dg-sheaf on
A is the same as a dg-opead. More generally, we have the following.

(3.5.6) ProrosITION. If 4 is a topological cooperad and F is a dg-sheaf on A,
then the collection of complexes RI'(#(n), # (n)) forms a dg-operad. Similarly, the
complexes RY,(B(n), F (n)) (the derived functors of sections with compact support)
Jform a dg-operad.

Let RT'(#, #) and RT (%, #) denote the dg-operads thus obtained.
(3.5.7) Definition. A sheaf # on a topological cooperad 4 is called an isosheaf
if the morphisms

FO® Fm)® @ F(m) = (P, m)e Flmy + -+ + my),

obtained from u,, . . by adjunction, are isomorphisms and if higher direct
images R¥(pp,, ..., m )% (my + +-* + m) vanish for j > 1.

.....

(3.5.8) Let 2 be any k-linear cooperad. Then 2(1) is a k-coalgebra and each
2n) is a (2(1)®", 2(1))-bi-comodule. As in (1.1.5), we extend the collection of Z,-
modules 2(n) to a functor I — 2(I) on finite sets and bijections. For any tree T
we define, similarly to (1.2.13), the space

AT) = "C;)T.@(l) YIn(v))

where () is the cotensor product of comodules over a coalgebra. If 2(1) = k, then
AT) = Q),er 2(In(v)) is the usual tensor product over k. If all 2(n) are finite-
dimensional over k, then we can use the operad 2* to define 4(T) = (2*(T))*
where 2*(T) was defined by (1.2.13).
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If T < T’ then the cooperad structure on 2 defines a linear map pr .- AT) —
9T'). The condition T < T’ means that the cell #°(T) is contained in the closure
of #°°(T’). Therefore the maps pr, 1- give rise to a combinatorial (1.5.1) sheaf %,(n)
on ¥ (n) with fiber 2(T) on #°(T). Here is the “dual” of Theorem 1.5.11.

(3.5.9) THEOREM. Let 2 be a k-linear operad. Then:

(@) The sheaves %y(n) on the spaces W (n) form a sheaf 9, on the cooperad ¥

(b) If 2(1) = k, then 9, is an isosheaf.

(c) Any isosheaf % on W/, such that each %(n) is constant on each cell W °(T),
has the form %, for some k-linear cooperad 2 with 2(1) = k.

The proof is straightforward and left to the reader. In a similar way, for any
dg-operad 2 we construct a dg-sheaf 4, on #".

(3.5.10) Let X be a CW-complex, and S its stratification into strata which are
topological manifolds. Recall [34] that the Verdier duality gives a contravariant
functor #*° +— V(&°) from the derived category of dg-sheaves on X with S-con-
structible cohomology into itself.

The following result gives two different sheaf-theoretic interpretations of the
duality D on dg-operads introduced in §3.2.

(3.5.11) THEOREM. Let 2 be an admissible dg-cooperad (3.5.1) so that 2* is an
admissible dg-operad. Then:
(a) There is a natural quasi isomorphism of dg-operads

D(2*) = RT(#, %) ® A

where A is the determinant dg-operad (1.3.21).
(b) For any n, the dg-sheaves %,(n) and Gpguy on W(n) are Verdier dual to each
other.

Proof. Let (X, S) be any space stratified into cells. Giving an S-combinatoial
(dg-) sheaf & on X is the same (1.5.11) as giving (dg-) vector spaces F, (= RI'(s, %))
together with generalization maps g,,: F, — F, for ¢ = 7 satisfying transitivity con-
ditions. For any cell o, let OR(0) = HY™)(g, k) be its (1-dimensional) orientation
space. Note that for the cell #°(T) in the building #'(n) corresponding to an
n-tree T, the space OR(#°(T)) can be naturally identified with the space det(T);
see (3.2.0). Theorem 3.5.11 is a consequence of the following well-known com-
binatorial construction of the Verdier duality and hypercohomology functors.

(3.5.12) ProOPOSITION. Let (X, S) be as above and let # be an S-combinatorial
dg-sheaf on X given by dg-vector spaces F, and maps g,,. Then:

(@) The dg-vector space RI (X, F) is quasi-isomorphic naturally to (the total
dg-vector space arising from) the complex

@ F,®O0R(@)» @ F,®OR(s)—>"

dim(c)=0 dim(s)=1

where the sum over ¢ with dim(c) = m is placed in degree m.
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(b) The Verdier dual dg-sheaf V(%) is represented by the collection of dg-vector
spaces associated to complexes

V(%F{"-—» &) F¥® OR(1) » @ F* ® OR(7)

o0 o0
dim(r)=dim(a)+2 dim(t)=dim(s)+1
->FF® OR(G)} ,

where the sum over T with dim(t) = dim(c) + m is placed in degree (—m).
This completes the proof of Theorem 3.5.11.
The isomorphism D(%om) =~ ZLie (see (3.2.15)) yields the following.

(3.5.13) CorOLLARY. The cohomology of # (n) with compact support (and con-
stant coefficients) are as follows:

; 0, i#n—2
H ), b) = {,?’ie(n), i=n-—2.

This shows that the space Lie(n) is analogous to the Steinberg representation
of the group GL,(F,). Note that the standard Steinberg representation of this
group (see [47]) has dimension ¢"" ™12 = g'-¢?- --- -g""1. The modified Stein-
berg (discrete series) representation introduced by Lusztig [47] has dimension
(@ — 1(g* = 1)---(g"* — 1). Both numbers can be seen as g-analogs of (n — 1)! =
dim Zie(n). The role of the Lie operad as the dualizing module in our theory
(2.2.9) is analogous to the role of the Steinberg representation in the Deligne-
Lusztig theory [15]-[17].

4. Koszul operads
4.1. Koszul operads and Koszul complexes

(4.1.1) Let K be a semisimple k-algebra, and # = #(K, E, R) a quadratic operad.
Let 2' = #(K°?, EV, R*) be the dual quadratic operad, and D(Z) the dual dg-
operad. Observe that for every n, the degree-0 part, D(P)(n)°, of the dg-vector
space D(2)(n) is equal to F(E")(n), the nth space of the free operad generated by
the single space E; i..,

D(2)(n)° = b@ EY(T)® Det(T) = F(E")(n).
n-treesyT

We define a morphism of dg-operads y,: D(2) —» 2' (here 2' is equipped with the
trivial dg-structure) to be given by compositions

D(#)(n) > D(Z)(n)° = F(E")(n) > F(EV)()/(R*) = Z'(n).
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(4.12) LemMA. For every n, the morphism y, induces an isomorphism H°(D(%)(n))
— P'(n).

Proof. Observe that the penultimate term

D(P)(n)™! = P #*(T) ® Det(T)

T

is the sum over the n-trees T such that all but one vertices of T are binary and
just one vertex is ternary. Note also that #(3)" is dual to the space of relations of
the quadratic operad #'. Thus, the image of the last differential in D(2)(n) is
precisely the space of consequences of the relations in 2, whence the statement of
the lemma.

(4.1.3) Definition. A quadratic operad £ is called Koszul if the morphism
y9: D(?) - 2' is a quasi isomorphism, i.e., each complex D(2)(n) is exact every-
where but the right end.

(4.1.4) ProOPOSITION. (a) A quadratic operad P is Koszul if and only if 2 is
also.

(b) Let r be the number of simple summands of the algebra #(1) = #'(1)°? and let
ds, go: C"— C" be the generating maps of P and P' respectively. If P is Koszul,
we have the formal power series identity

go(—gs(—x) = x, X =(Xg,..05 %)

Proof. (a) Form the composition

D(vp)

D) 24 pD@) L 2,

where f5 is the quasi isomorphism constructed in Theorem 3.2.16. It is immediate
that this composition coincides with y,. If 2 is Koszul, then y, and hence D(y)
are quasi isomorphisms, whence the statement.

(b) Follows from Theorem 3.3.2 and the observation that quasi-isomorphic
dg-operads have the same generating maps.

(4.1.5) Let K be a semisimple k-algebra, and let P = {P(n)} be a K-collection
(1.2.11). We extend the collection P to a functor I — P(I) on the category of finite
sets and their bijections as in (1.1.5). For any surjection f: I — J of finite sets we
put

P(f) = ,@ P(fTH()-

If, in addition, P is an operad, then for any composable pair of surjections
1575 H the compositions in P give rise to a map

g5 P(9) ® P(f)— P(gf).
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Let P, Q be two K-collections. We define a new K-collection P(Q), called the
composition of P and Q, as follows:

(4.1.6) P(Q)(m) = an~{=91 P(@)(m)", where P(Q)(m)" = f.m@[m] [P(m) ®,Q(f)]s,

and the last sum is taken over all surjections [n] — [m].

(4.1.7) PROPOSITION. The generating map (3.1.8) of the collection P(Q) is given
by the composition

gP(Q)(x) = gr(gg(x))a X=(Xg,..05%,).

Proof. This follows from Lemma 3.3.13.

(4.1.8) Koszul complexes. Recall [55] that the Koszul complex of a quadratic
K-algebra A is the vector space A ®g(A4')" (where (4')Y = Homy.,(4', K°?))
equipped with the differential defined in a certain natural way.

Let now 2 = #(K, E, R) be a quadratic operad, and £ the dual operad. We
define the nth Koszul complex of 2 to be the nth space of the composition
P((#")")(n). Here (#")" is the K-collection consisting of 2'(n)" = Homg.,(#'(n), K°?)
with the Z,-action being the transposed one twisted by sign. We put a grading on
the space 2((2')")(n) by (4.1.6) and define the differential d in the following way.

For X € #(2) and a surjection g: [m + 1] — [m], let

Ug,x: P(m) = P(m + 1)

be the operator of composition with X along g. For E € 2'(2) = 2(2)¥ and sur-
jections g: [m + 1] - [m], h: [n] - [m + 1] let

Ygnz: P'(h) > P'(hg)

be the operator of composition with = induced by p, ,.
Let us write the identity element

Idy;) € Homg(2(2), 2(2)) = 2(2) ® 2'(2)

in the form ) X, ® E; where X4, ..., X;€ #(2) and E,, ..., E,€ 2'(2). For a
surjection f: [n] — [m], we define a map

di: Pm) @ (2)'(f)» D Pm+ ) (P)(h)

h:[n]-[m+1]
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by

d

(4.1.9) de= Y Y thx,®Uhz,

g:[m+1]-[m] i=1
gh=f

Clearly d, is X,-equivariant, and hence it factors through the spaces of Z,-
coinvariants. Therefore the formula d =Y ., d, defines a linear map

d: 2(2) ) ()" > 2(2)") )" .

(4.1.10) PrOPOSITION. The morphisms d satisfy, for various m, the condition
d? = 0, thus making each 2((?")")(n) into a complex.

(4.1.11) To prove Proposition 4.1.10, we introduce the following notation. Let
E = 2(2) and F(E) be the corresponding free operad. By definition (2.1.1), F(E)(n)
= 6—) E(T) (sum over binary n-trees). Let R = F(E)(3) be the space of relations of
2. Call an n-tree T a 1-ternary tree if T contains exactly one ternary vertex
v = v(T), all other vertices being binary. For such a tree T there are exactly three
binary trees T', T”, T" such that T can be obtained from each of them by con-
tracting an edge. We denote by

Ry < E(T')® E(T") @ E(T") = F(E)(n)

the result of substituting R at the place v. Thus,

_ FB® o
I ey s ANRCE

n-trees T

Looking at any summand of 2((2')")(n)" we find that this is a subquotient of
F(E)(n). More precisely, for a surjection f: [n] — [m], let T(f) be the reduced tree
obtained by depicting the map f (and ignoring vertices with one input (Figure

13).
[n]
v
[m]

FIGURE 13
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This tree has one vertex (root) at the bottom and several vertices at the top. We
have

ﬂ 1-ternary trees T: RT

! — T>T(f),v(T)>top
(4112) g(m) ® ? (f) - ( 1-ternary trees T: RT) N ( 1-ternary trees T: RT) '
T>T(f),v(T)-~bottom T>T(f),v(T)~top

Applying d amounts to deleting some Ry from the intersection in the numera-
tor of (4.1.12) and adding some other R, to the sum in the denominator, ac-
cording to surjections g: [m + 1] — [m]. Hence applying d? to (4.1.12) moves some
term Ry from the numerator to the denominator. Therefore d? = 0.

Now we state the main result of this section.

(4.1.13) THEOREM. Let 2 be a quadratic operad. The following conditions are
equivalent:

(1) 2 is Koszul.

(ii) The Koszul complexes P((#')")(n) are exact for alln > 2.

(4.1.14) We prove Theorem 4.1.13 by reducing it to a similar result about qua-
dratic associative algebras or, rather, quadratic categories, a result which was
proven in the required generality in [7].

For any operad 2 we construct, following Mac Lane, a certain PROP [1]. By
definition, this is a category Cat(#) whose objects are symbols [n], n =0, 1, 2,
.... The morphisms are defined by

Homc,g)([n], [m]) = (—Bm] 2(f), fornzm

Sl

where f runs over all surjections [n] — [m]. For n < m we set Homg,g)([n], [m]) =
0. The composition in the category Cat(#) is induced by maps p, ,; see (4.1.5). It is
well known [1] that Cat(#) has a natural structure of a symmetric monoidal category
given on objects by [m] ® [n] = [m + n]. We write 2(n, m) = Homc,,g)([n], [m]).
Thus the space 2(n) of our operad can be written as #(n, 1).

If 2 is a quadratic operad, then Cat(%) is a quadratic category (Z ., -algebra) in
the sense of [7], §3, and Cat(2') is the dual quadratic category. Let us compare
the cobar-duals and the Koszul duals for £ and Cat(2). The cobar-dual category
of Cat(£) is the category D(Cat(#)) with the same objects [m] as Cat(#). The
complex Hom p .2 ([1], [m]) is given by

Pn,m* > P P, r)* Qg p P(r, m*

n>r>m

- @ g(n’ rl)* ®g('1,r1)'@(r1’ "z)* ®g’(,2,,2) 9’(7‘2, m)* — e,

n>r >r,>m

The category Cat(#) is Koszul if and only if each of these complexes is exact off
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the rightmost term. Observe that

Hom D(Cat(.?))([n]’ [m]) = (Hom D(Cat(g))(["]a [1]))®™

and

HomD(Cat(e?))([n], [1]) =D(@)(n)

is the nth complex of the cobar-operad D(£). This gives the following.

(4.1.15) LemMA. A quadratic operad P is Koszul if and only if Cat(®) is a
Koszul quadratic category.

Let us now recall the interpretation of Koszulness for categories in terms of
Koszul complexes. Let 2 = 2. For the category Cat(#) we have, according to
[7], n. 4.4, the complexes in the form

{2(n, m}* - 2n, m + 1)* Rz, P(m + 1, m) > 2n, m + 2)* @z, ., P(m + 2, m)
= n — D* @k, ;P — 1,m) > P(n, m)}.

Let us denote the above complex by K*(n, m). Again, K*(n, m) is the mth tensor
power of the complex K'(n, 1) and K'(n, 1) is the nth Koszul complex of the
quadratic operad #. Thus Koszulness of £ is equivalent to the exactness of all the
Koszul complexes for Cat(#) and hence it is equivalent to exactness of the com-
plexes K*(n, 1) only, i.e., of Koszul complexes of #. This concludes the proof.

4.2. Homology of algebras over a quadratic operad and Koszulness
(4.2.1) Given a quadratic operad £ = Z(K, E, R) and a #-algebra A4, we define
a chain complex (C?(4), d) as follows. We put
Co(A) = CJ(A) = (A®" ®en P'(n)"), -

Recall (2.1.9) that the superscript “¥” means the dual vector space with the X,-
action obtained from the dual one by twisting with the sign representation. To
define d,: C,(A4) —» C,_,(A), we first define a map

a: <A®”®< D E(T)@Det(T)))
z,

binary
n-trees T

N <A®<n—1) ® ( @ EO® Det(S))) ,
binary Zn-1
(n—1)-trees S

where E(T) is as in (1.2.13). If T is an n-tree, we call a vertex v € T extremal if all
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inputs of v are inputs of T. For such a v we define the set [n]/v obtained by
replacing the subset In(v) = [n] by a single element. Let T/v be the [n]/v-tree
obtained by erasing v and replacing it by an external edge.

Let T be a binary n-tree and ve T an extremal vertex. The Z-action on A
defines a map

dr.,: A®" ® E(T) ® Det(T) » A®"" ® E(T/v) ® Det(T/v).

We define d, to be given by the matrix with entries dy ,. (Note that the ambigu-
ity in numbering the set [n]/v by 1, 2, ..., n — 1 will disappear after we take
coinvariants of X,_,.) Observe that C,(4) = (4%®" ® (P E(T) ® Det(T)))s,, be-
cause 2'(n)" is a subspace in P E(T) @ Det(T).

(4.2.2) PrOPOSITION.  For any n the map d, takes the subspace C,(A) into C,_,(A).
The maps d,,, defined as restrictions of d, to C,(A), satisfy d,_, o d, = 0.

Proof. Let X be an element of A®" ® Ry for some 1-ternary tree T (here Ry
stands for the space of relations at the ternary vertex of T). Let ve T be the
ternary vertex, and let T;, T,, T, be the binary trees obtained by splitting this
vertex. Suppose first that the vertex v e T is extremal. Let e; be the edge of T;
which is contracted into v. Let also v; € T; be the source of the edge e;. Then v;
is an extremal vertex. Therefore, after erasing v;, the edge e; will become external
and cannot be contracted.

If v is not extremal, then all the extremal vertices of T; come from extremal bi-
nary vertices of T. If w e T is such a vertex, then T/w is 1-ternary and ) 7, ZT‘,W(X )
belongs to Ry,,. Clearly all 1-ternary (n — 1)-trees can be represented as T/w. So
if X € A®" ® Ry for all 1-ternary n-trees T, then d,(X)e A®"™Y ® Ry for all 1-
ternary (n — 1)-trees S. This shows that d,(C,(4)) = C,_,(A).

Let us prove that d,_, od, = 0 on C,(A). Let T be a 1-ternary tree T whose
1-ternary vertex v is extremal. Suppose that X € A®" ® Ry « P}, A®" ® E(T;)
where T, are as before. Denote by w; the end of the edge ¢;. Then w; will become
extremal after erasing v;. Thus

3 —_ —
Zl dT,/e,, w; (dT,, vy (X))

is a sum of quantities like r(a, b, ¢) with r € R = F(E)(3) and a, b, c € A. Since 4 is
a P-algebra and R is the space of relations for P, every such quantity is equal to
0. This implies that d,_,(d,(X)) = 0 if X € ()7 A®" ® Ry. The proposition follows.

(4.2.3) Definition. The complex C.(4) = @ C,(4) with the differential d de-
fined above is called the chain complex of the #-algebra A. Its homology will be
denoted H,(A) or H?(A).

(4.2.4) Examples. (a) Let 2 = /s be the associative operad. The dual operad
#' is isomorphic to 2 itself. Let A be an associative algebra. Since 2'(n) is the
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regular representation of X, we find that the complex C.(A) has the form
o2 ARARA-AR A A.

A straightforward calculation of the differential shows that it is the standard
Hochschild complex of 4 with coefficients in k. Thus, H?(A) is the Hochschild
homology HH;(A, k).

(b) Let 2 = Zie be the Lie operad. Then 2' = %om is the commutative operad;
in particular, #'(n) is the trivial 1-dimensional X,-module and 2'(n)" is the sign
representation. Let 4 be a Lie algebra. By the above, its chain complex, as a
P-algebra, has the form

o NG S NG Y.

Again, a straightforward calculation of the differential shows that this is the stan-
dard Chevalley-Eilenberg chain complex of %, so that H?(%) = H(%, k) is the Lie
algebra homology of ¢ with constant coefficients.

(c) Similarly, if 2 = %om is the commutative operad, and A4 is a commutative
algebra, one finds that H?(A) is the Harrison homology of 4; see, e.g., [45].

(4.2.5) THEOREM. Let P be a quadratic operad. Then 2 is Koszul if and only if
for any free P-algebra F = F4(V) we have H?(F) = 0 for i > 0.

Proof. Let F, denote the free #-algebra on generators x4, ..., x,. This algebra
has an obvious (Z,)"-grading such that deg(x;) = (0, ..., 1, ..., 0) (the unit on the
ith place) and deg(u(a, b)) = deg(a) + deg(b) for any a, b € F,, u € 2(2).

The chain complex CZ(F,) also inherits this grading. The following result, which
is immediate from the definitions, implies the “if” part of Theorem 4.2.5.

(4.2.6) PROPOSITION. The nth Koszul complex KZ(n) of 2 is isomorphic to the
multihomogeneous part of CZ(F,) of multidegree (1, ..., 1).

Before proving the “only if” part of (4.2.5), let us mention the following corol-
lary from what we have already done.

(4.2.7) CoROLLARY. The operads /s, €om, Lie are Koszul.

Proof. It is well known that a free associative algebra without unit has higher
Hochschild homology trivial and a free Lie algebra has higher homology with
constant coefficients trivial. This proves that .o«/s and Zie are Koszul. The case of
%om follows by duality (4.1.4).

Another situation of applicability of Theorem 4.2.5 is provided by the work of
E. Getzler and J. D. S. Jones [23]. They proved, in the context of their work on
iterated integrals, the vanishing of the homology of free algebras over the operads
associated to homology of configuration space.
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(4.2.8) End of the proof of Theorem 4.2.5. Let A be any 2-algebra. Along with
the chain complex C?(A4), we introduce the “big” chain complex BC?(4). By
definition,

4.2.9) BC2(4) = @D ( @ A®f®g>(T)®Det(T)) .
T NS i

The differential d: BCZ(A4) - BC?_,(A) is given by the following two types of
matrix elements:

dr,.: A% @ 2(T) ® Det(T) - A®' ® P(T/e) ® Det(T/e)
defined for any i-tree T and any internal edge e € Ed(T), and
dr.,: A% ® 2(T) ®Det(T) > AW @ P(T/v) ® Det(T/v)

defined for any i-tree T and any extremal vertex ve T.

The operator dr . is 1® pr ,® 1¥ where g P(T)— P(T/e) is induced by
the composition in £ and the map [}: Det(T) — Det(T/e) is dual to the exterior
multiplication by e. The operator d, is induced, in a similar way, by the
P-action on A.

It is immediate to verify that d> = 0. The embedding #'(n)" < ®3Teas'§~ R(T)
gives rise to an embedding of complexes

(4.2.10) j: C?(A) » BC?(A).

The complex BC?(A) has an increasing filtration F with the mth term F,,BCZ(A)
being the sum of the summands in (4.2.9) with i < m. The associated graded com-
plex has the form

gri, BCZ(A4) = A®™ ® D(#)(m)”

where D is the duality for dg-operads (3.2.13). This implies the following result.
(4.2.11) PropPosITION. If the operad P is Koszul, then the embedding (4.2.10)
is a quasi isomorphism for any P-algebra A.
To complete the proof of Theorem 4.2.5, it is enough, in view of Proposition
4.2.11, to establish the following.

(4.2.12) PROPOSITION. Let 2 be any k-linear operad, K = P(1), and A = F,(V)
the free P-algebra generated by a finite-dimensional K-module V. Then

0, i>0

H(BC?(4)) = {V o
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Proof. To each tree T and a function v: In(T) — {1, 2, 3, ...} we associate the
vector space

C(T,v) = Det(T) ® @ Z(In(v)) ® Ay
ve ieln(T)
where 4,, n =1, 2, 3, ..., denotes the degree-n component of 4. By construction,

the graded vector space BC?(A) is the direct sum of spaces C(T, v) over all (iso-
morphism classes of) pairs (T, v).

Given a pair (T, v), we call an input edge e € In(T) nondegenerate if v(e) > 1.
Given a nondegenerate edge e € In(T), we define the degeneration of (T, v) along e
as the pair (T, §) where T is obtained by attaching at e a star (1.1.1) with v(e)
inputs. The function ¢ is set equal to 1 on the new inputs and remains unchanged
on the other inputs. A pair (7, v) is called nondegenerate if for any extremal vertex
v e T there is an edge e € In(v) such that v(e¢) > 1. A nondegenerate pair cannot be
obtained by degeneration.

Let Nd(T, v) denote the number of nondegenerate input edges of T. We intro-
duce an increasing filtration G on BC?(A4) by putting

G;BC?(4) = C(T, v).

# (vertices of T)+Nd(T,v)<i

The differential preserves the filtration. Furthermore, the complex gr® BC.(A) splits
into a direct sum of complexes E.(7, v) labelled by nondegenerate pairs (T, v).
These complexes have the form

E(T,v)= @ C(T,9)

(T,9

where the sum runs over all possible pairs (T, 9) obtained from (T, v) by (iterated)
degeneration. Such pairs (T} 9) are parametrized by all possible subsets of the set
S of nondegenerate inputs of T. It is clear that the corresponding spaces C(T, 7)
are all the same. Observe that subsets of S correspond to faces of a simplex with
|S] vertices (denote this simplex by A). Moreover, we find that E (T, v) is the
tensor product of the fixed vector space C(T, v) and the augmented chain complex
of A. This complex is acyclic unless S = (J. The only nondegenerate pair (T, v)
with § = F consists of T = {—} (the tree with no vertices) and v = 1. This gives
Hy(BC.(A)) = V, and the theorem follows.

(4.2.13) Homotopy P-algebras. Let # = P(K, E, R) be a Koszul quadratic op-
erad and 2 its quadratic dual. Then the canonical morphism of operads (4.1.1)
74: D(2') > 2 is a quasi isomorphism. Hence, any 2-algebra can be viewed as a
D(2')-algebra. This motivates the following.

(4.2.14) Definition. A dg-algebra over D(2') is called a homotopy 2-algebra.
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(4.2.15) PrROPOSITION. Let A = @ A, be a graded K-bimodule with dim(4,) <
oo for all n. Giving a structure of a homotopy P-algebra on A is the same as giving
a nonhomogeneous differential d on the free algebra Fs(A*[1]) satisfying the
conditions:

(i) d*>=0;

(ii) d is a derivation with respect to any binary operation in %', i.e., we have

d(p(a, b)) = p(d(a), b) + (= 1)°*Vpu(a, d(®)),  pe P(2),a,be Fu(A*[1]).

Proof. Let d be a differential in the free algebra F = F,(A*[1]) satisfying (i)
and (ii). Recall that the free algebra has a natural grading F = @,,21 FE, where
(1.3.5)

(4.2.16) F, = (2'(n) ®ken (A%)®")ggn -

(The subscript “sgn” stands for the “anti-invariants” of the symmetric group ac-
tion.) We decompose the differential d into homogeneous components d = d, +
d, + -+ where the component d; shifts degree by i — 1, ie., d;: F; = F;,;_,, for all
j- The equality d? = 0 yields, in particular, d? = 0.

Observe that, with the operad 2' being quadratic, the algebra F is generated by
its degree-1 component F; = #!(1) ®, A* = A*. Hence the differential d is com-
pletely determined, due to the property (ii), by its restriction to F,. Separating the
degrees, we see that this restriction is given by a collection of maps d,,: A* =

F,—>F,, m=1,2,.... In view of (4.2.16), we may view d,, as a X -invariant
element
4.2.17) d,, € Det(k™) ® 2'(m) ®gem(A*)®™ Ry A.

Next, we replace, using (1.1.6), the integer m in (4.2.17) by any m-element set.
Further, for any n-tree T, we form the tensor product of the elements d,, over all
vertices of T to get an element (X), 1 di)- Rearranging the factors in the tensor
product, we get

(4218 ® diyeDetN® @ (9”(In(v)) @K( ® A*) ®x A)

eeln(v)

where the factor 4 on the right corresponds to the output edge of v and Det(T)
was introduced in (3.2.0). Each internal edge of T occurs in the above tensor
product twice, once as an input at some vertex, contributing to the factor A* and
once as an output at some vertex, contributing to the factor 4. Contracting the
pairs of factors A* and A4 corresponding to each internal edge and using the
notation (1.2.13), we obtain from (4.2.18) a well-defined element

d(T) € Det(k") ® 2'(T) ®x (4*)®" ® A.
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This element can be regarded a morphism
4.2.19) d(T): 2\(T)" = 2'(T)* ® Det(k") » Hom(4%®", A).

The morphisms (4.2.19), assembled for various n-trees together, define, for each n,
a morphism

D(2')(n) » Hom(A®", A) = &4(n).

One can check by a direct calculation that these morphisms give rise to a mor-
phism of operads D(2') — &, if and only if the original differential d on the free
algebra F satisfies the property (i) of Proposition 4.2.15. That makes 4 a D(2')-
algebra. The opposite implication is proved by reversing the above argument.

(4.2.20) Examples. (a) Let 2 = Zie be the Lie operad so #' = Gom. Since Gom(n)
= k for any n, a structure of a D(%om)-algebra on a dg-vector space A is deter-
mined by specification of n-ary antisymmetric operations [x,,..., x,] for any
n = 2. (These operations correspond to the basis vectors of ¥om(n).) Proposition
4.2.15 in this case gives the equivalence of two definitions [59] of a homotopy
Lie algebra: the first as a vector space with brackets [x, ..., x,] satisfying the
generalized Jacobi identity, and the second as a vector space A with a differential
on the exterior algebra /\" (4*), satisfying the Leibniz rule.

(b) If we take 2 = ¥om, we get a notion of a homotopy Yom-algebra which is a
dg-algebra over D(Zie). Such algebras are particular cases of algebras “associative
and commutative up to all higher homotopies” (May algebras) [27], [41], [42].
More precisely, a homotopy ¥om-algebra is strictly commutative and equipped
with a system of natural homotopies which ensure, in particular, the associativity
of the cohomology algebra. This structure is not the same as a homotopy be-
tween ab and ba in an associative dg-algebra, the data often referred to as “homo-
topy commutativity”.

REFERENCES

[1] J. F. ApAMs, Infinite Loop Spaces, Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, 1978.

[2] V.1 ARNOLD, On the representation of a continuous function of three variables by superpositions
of functions of two variables, Mat. Sb. 48 (1959), 3—74 (in Russian).

[3] , Topological invariants of algebraic functions 11, Funct. Anal. Appl. 4 (1970), 91-98.

[4] H. Bass, E. H. CoNNELL, AND D. WRIGHT, The jacobian conjecture: reduction of degree and
formal expansion of the inverse, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 7 (1982), 287-330.

[S] A. BEILINSON, Coherent sheaves on P" and problems of linear algebra, Funct. Anal. Appl. 12
(1978), 214-216.

[6] I N. BERNSTEIN, I. M. GELFAND, AND S. I. GELFAND, Algebraic vector bundles on P" and prob-
lems of linear algebra, Funct. Anal. Appl. 12 (1978), 212-214.

[7] A. BEILINSON, V. GINZBURG, AND V. SCHECHTMAN, Koszul duality, J. Geom. Phys. 5 (1988),
317-350.

[8] A. BEILINSON, V. GINZBURG, AND W. SOERGEL, Koszul duality patterns in representation theory,
to appear in J. Amer. Math. Soc.




4]

[10]
[11]

[12]

[13]
[14]

(15]
[16]
(171

[18]
[19]

[20]
[21]

[22]
(23]

[24]
[25]

[26]
[27]

[28]
[29]
[30]
[31]
[32]
[33]
[34]

[35]
[36]

[37]

KOSZUL DUALITY FOR OPERADS 271

A. BEILINSON AND V. GINZBURG, Infinitesimal structure of moduli spaces of G-bundles, Internat.
Math. Res. Notices 1992, 63—-74.

, Resolution of diagonals, homotopy algebra and moduli spaces, preprint, 1993.

J. M. BOARDMAN AND R. VoGT, Homotopy Invariant Algebraic Structures on Topological Spaces,
Lecture Notes in Math. 347, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1973.

F. R. CoHEN, “The homology of C,.,-spaces” in Homology of Iterated Loop Spaces, Lecture
Notes in Math. 533, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1976, 207-351.

P. DELIGNE, Théorie de Hodge I1, Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. 40 (1971), 5-58.

, “Resumé des premiérs exposés de A. Grothendieck” in Groupes de Monodromie en
Géométrie Algébrique, Lecture Notes in Math. 288, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1972, 1-24,

P. DELIGNE AND G. LUSZTIG, Representations of reductive groups over finite fields, Ann. of
Math. (2) 103 (1976), 103-161.

, Duality for representations of a reductive group over a finite field I, J. Algebra 74 (1982),

284-291.

, Duality for representations of a reductive group over a finite field 11, J. Algebra 81
(1983), 540—-549.

V. G. DRINFELD, letter to V. V. Schechtman, September 1988, unpublished.

H. ESNAULT, V. V. SCHECHTMAN, AND E. VIEWEG, Cohomology of local systems on the comple-
ment of hyperplanes, Invent. Math. 109 (1992), 557-561.

Z. FIEDOROWICZ, The symmetric bar-construction, preprint, 1991.

W. FuLTON AND R. D. MACPHERSON, Compactification of configuration spaces, Ann. of Math.
(2), 139 (1994), 183-225.

E. GETZLER, Batalin-Vilkovisky algebras and two-dimensional topological field theories, Comm.
Math. Phys. 159 (1994), 265-285.

E. GETZLER AND J. D. S. JONES, Operads, homotopy algebra and iterated integrals for double loop
spaces, preprint, 1994,

R. GODEMENT, Topologie algebrique and théorie des faisceaux, Hermann, Paris, 1962.

I. Goob, Generalization to several variables of Lagrange’s expansion with application to stochas-
tic processes, Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 56 (1960), 367—-380.

M. Goresk1 AND R. D. MACPHERSON, Stratified Morse Theory, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1990.

V. A. HINICH AND V. V. SCHECTMAN, “On the homotopy limit of homotopy algebras” in K-Theory,
Arithmetic, and Geometry, Lecture Notes in Math. 1289, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1987.

, “Homotopy Lie algebras” in I. M. Gelfand Seminar, Adv. Soviet Math. 16, Amer.
Math. Soc., Providence, 1993, 1-28.

S. A. Jon1, Lagrange’s inversion in higher dimension and umbral operators, Linear and Multi-
linear Algebra 6 (1978), 111-121.

M. M. KAPRANOV, On the derived categories and the K-functor of coherent sheaves on intersec-
tions of quadrics, Math. USSR-Izv. 32 (1989), 191-204.

, Veronese curves and Grothendieck-Knudsen moduli space M—(;:, J. Algebraic Geom. 2

(1993), 239-262.

, “Chow quotients of Grassmannians I”, in I. M. Gelfand Seminar, Adv. Soviet Math. 16,

Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, 1993, 29-110.

, On the derived categories of coherent sheaves on some homogeneous spaces, Invent.
Math. 92 (1988), 479-508.

M. KASHIWARA AND P. SCHAPIRA, Sheaves on Manifolds, Grundlehren Math. Wiss. 292, Springer-
Verlag, Berlin, 1991.

A. A. KLYACHKO, Lie elements in the tensor algebra, Siberian Math. J. 15 (1974), 914-920.

F. F. KNUDSEN, The projectivity of the moduli space of stable curves II. The stacks M, ,, Math.
Scand. 52 (1983), 161-189.

A. N. KOLMOGOROFF, On the representation of continuous functions of several variables as super-
positions of functions of smaller number of variables, Soviet Math. Dokl. 108 (1956), 179-182
(in Russian); reprinted in Selected Works of A. N. Kolmogorov, Vol. I, ed. by V. Tikhomirov,
Kluwer, Dordrecht, 1991, 378-382.




272 GINZBURG AND KAPRANOV

[38] M. L. KONTSEVICH, Intersection theory on moduli spaces and matrix Airy function, Comm. Math.
Phys. 147 (1992), 1-23.

[39] , “Formal (non-commutative) differential geometry” in The Gelfand Mathematical Semi-
nars, 1990-92, ed. by L. Corwin, 1. Gelfand, J. Lepowsky, Birkhauser, Boston, 1993, 173—
187.

[40] , Graphs, homotopy Lie algebras and low-dimensional topology, preprint, 1992.

[41] I Kriz aND J. P. MAY, Operads, algebras and modules 1, preprint, 1993.

[42] , Differential graded algebras up to homotopy and their derived categories, preprint, 1992.

[43] M. LazARD, Lois de groupes et analyseurs, Ann. Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup. (4) 72 (1955), 299-400.

[44] B. LiaN AND G. ZUCKERMAN, New perspectives on the BRST-Algebraic structures of string
theory, preprint, 1992.

[45] J. L. LopAy, Cyclic Homology, Grundlehren Math. Wiss. 301, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1992.

[46] C. LOFWALL, “On the subalgebra generated by one-dimensional elements in the Yoneda Ext-
algebra” in Algebra, Algebraic Topology, and their Interactions, Lecture Notes in Math.
1183, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1986, 291-338.

[47] G. LuszTiG, The Discrete Series of GL, Qver a Finite Field, Ann. of Math. Stud. 81, Princeton
Univ. Press, Princeton, 1974.

[48] J. H. MAcKAY, J. TOWBER, S. S.-S. WANG, AND D. WRIGHT, Reversion of a system of power
series with application to combinatorics, preprint, 1992.

[49] S. Mac LANE, Natural associativity and commutativity, Rice Univ. Studies 49 (1963), 28-46;
reprinted in Selected Papers: Saunders Mac Lane, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1979, 415-
433.

[50] I. MACDONALD, Symmetric Functions and Hall Polynomials, Clarendon Press, Oxford, 1979.

[51] Y.I MANIN, Some remarks on Koszul algebras and quantum groups, Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble)
37 (1987), 191-205.

[52] J. P. MAY, The Geometry of Iterated Loop Spaces, Lecture Notes in Math. 271, Springer-
Verlag, Berlin, 1972.

[53] J. C. Moorg, “Differential homological algebra” in Proc. Congrés Int. Math. Nice 1970, t.1,
Gauthier-Villars, Paris, 1971, 335-339.

[54] R. C. PENNER, The decorated Teichmiiller space of punctured surfaces, Comm. Math. Phys. 113
(1987), 299-339.

[55] S.PriDDY, Koszul resolutions, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 152 (1970), 39-60.

[56] D. QUILLEN, Rational homotopy theory, Ann. of Math. (2) 90 (1969), 205-295.

[57] , On the (co)homology of commutative rings, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math. 17 (1970), 65—

87.
[58] V. V. SCHECHTMAN AND A. N. VARCHENKO, Arrangements of hyperplanes and Lie algebra co-
; homology, Invent. Math. 106 (1991), 139-194.
[59] M. SCHLESINGER AND J. D. STASHEFF, The Lie algebra structure of tangent cohomology and
deformation theory, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 38 (1985), 313-322.
[60] J. D. StAsHEFF, Homotopy associativity of H-spaces, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 108 (1963), 275-

312

[61] J. J. SYLVESTER, On the change of systems of independent variables, Quart. J. Math. 1 (1857),
42-56.

[62] D. WRIGHT, The tree formula for reversion of power series, J. Pure Appl Algebra 57 (1989),
191-211.

GINZBURG: DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO, CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60637, USA;
beigin@cpd.landau.free.msk.su, ginzburg@zaphod.uchicago edu

KAPRANOV: DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY, EVANSTON, ILLINOIS 60208,
USA; kapranov@chow.math.nwu.edu



