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Homological perturbation theory
for algebras over operads

ALEXANDER BERGLUND

We extend homological perturbation theory to encompass algebraic structures gov-
erned by operads and cooperads. The main difficulty is to find a suitable notion
of algebra homotopy that generalizes to algebras over operads O. To solve this
problem, we introduce thick maps of O—algebras and special thick maps that we call
pseudo-derivations that serve as appropriate generalizations of algebra homotopies
for the purposes of homological perturbation theory.

As an application, we derive explicit formulas for transferring €2(C)—algebra struc-
tures along contractions, where C is any connected cooperad in chain complexes.
This specializes to transfer formulas for Oy, —algebras for any Koszul operad O,
in particular for Aso—, Coo—, Loo— and G —algebras. A key feature is that our
formulas are expressed in terms of the compact description of 2(C)—algebras as
coderivation differentials on cofree C—coalgebras. Moreover, we get formulas not
only for the transferred structure and a structure on the inclusion, but also for structures
on the projection and the homotopy.

18D50, 55P48

1 Introduction

Perturbation methods have proved to be very useful in algebraic topology, homological
algebra and deformation theory; see E Brown [4], R Brown [5], Gugenheim [11],
Halperin and Stasheff [15], Hess [16], Huebschmann and Kadeishvili [20], Hueb-
schmann and Stasheff [21], Johansson, Lambe and Skoldberg [22], Lambe and Stash-
eff [26], and Schlessinger and Stasheff [32]. Homological perturbation theory suffers
from the defect of not handling algebra structures where symmetries play a role well,
such as Lie or commutative algebras, or more generally algebras over an operad O in
chain complexes. The lack of a good notion of “algebra homotopy” for these types of
algebras has obstructed the theory’s effectiveness; see for instance Gugenheim, Lambe
and Stasheff [14, Remark, end of Section 2.2], Huebschmann and Stasheff [21] or
Huebschmann [17, Remark 12.2].
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The goal of this paper is to solve this problem. We do this by introducing the notion of
thick maps of O—algebras. Thick maps are a simultaneous generalization of morphisms
and derivations. We single out special thick maps that we call pseudo-derivations,
and we show that these are appropriate generalizations of algebra homotopies for
the purposes of homological perturbation theory. Our main technical results are the
“(O—algebra perturbation lemma” (Theorem 1.1) and the “(O-algebra tensor trick”
(Theorem 1.2).

A classical application of homological perturbation theory is the streamlined proof of the
transfer theorem for A —algebras; see [14, Section 4.2]. Due to the defect mentioned
above, it has not been possible to treat more general types of strong homotopy algebras in
the same way. But as an application of the results presented here, we obtain simple and
explicit formulas for transferring O, —algebra structures along contractions, or more
generally ©2(C)—algebra structures for any connected cooperad C; see Theorem 1.3
(if C = Oi is the Koszul dual cooperad of a Koszul operad O, then Q(C) = O ). A
key feature is that our formulas are expressed in terms of the compact description of
Q2(C)—algebras as coderivation differentials on cofree C—coalgebras. Another feature
is that we obtain explicit formulas not only for the transferred €2(C)-algebra structure,
but for 2(C)-structures on all maps in the contraction. A curious discovery is that
the structures on the projection and the homotopy depend on the choice of pseudo-
derivation extending the original homotopy, whereas the transferred structure and the
structure on the inclusion do not; see Theorem 1.4. This observation seems to be new
even in the case of Ay,—algebras.

We should point out that existence of a transferred structure is well known and follows
from general principles (see Berger and Moerdijk [2], Boardman and Vogt [3], Johnson
and Yau [23] and Markl [30]), essentially because operads of the form Q(C) are
cofibrant. But such abstract considerations do not yield tractable explicit formulas.
Explicit formulas for transferring O, —algebra structures, for a Koszul operad O,
have been obtained independently by Loday and Vallette [28, Theorem 10.3.3]. The
advantage of our approach is that we obtain simple and transparent formulas in terms
of the compact description of Os,—algebras as coderivation differentials on cofree
Oi—coalgebras. The compact description is for many purposes the most convenient one
to work with, and it is desirable to have a transfer theorem in this form. Furthermore,
we can recover the Loday—Vallette formulas from our formulas; see Theorem 1.4.

A perturbation lemma for cocommutative coalgebras, yielding transfer of L ,—algebra
structures, has been obtained by Huebschmann [18; 19] using different methods.

Acknowledgements The author was supported by the Danish National Research
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Homological perturbation theory for algebras over operads 2513

Statement of results
Let us first introduce the two new notions: thick maps and pseudo-derivations.

Definition 1.1 Let A and B be chain complexes over a commutative ring k. A thick
map f: A — B is a sequence of maps of the same degree | f|,

fn: A®" — B®" > 0.

We say that f is a symmetric thick map if each f} is equivariant with respect to
the action of the symmetric group 3, permuting tensor factors. If A and B are
algebras over an operad O then we say that f is a thick map of O-algebras if

fipa = (=Dl g £, for all € O®).

Thick maps of O—algebras are a simultaneous generalization of morphisms and deriva-
tions. Indeed, morphisms of (J—algebras may be identified with thick maps of O—
algebras f: A — B that satisfy f,1+4 = f)» ® fy, and derivations may be identified
with thick maps of O—algebras d: A — A that satisty dp 5 =d, ®1+1Qdy; see
Proposition 7.1. Levelwise composition, addition and differentiation of thick maps
make O-algebras together with thick maps of O—algebras into a dg—category, ie a
category enriched in chain complexes. Just as in any dg—category, a contraction is a
diagram

f
D: h A=—=B,
Ca=
where | f|=|g|=0, |h| =1 and
a(f)=0, 09(g)=0  odh) =gf—-1,
fe=1, fh=0, hh=0, hg=0.

Definition 1.2 (Contraction of O—algebras) If A and B are O-algebras, then we
say that a contraction 9 is a contraction of O—algebras if f, g are morphisms and
if h is a pseudo-derivation, by which we mean that

(hy @1 -1Qhg)hpiq=hp hy.
for all p,q = 0.

When O is the operad governing associative algebras, pseudo-derivations generalize
algebra homotopies in the sense of [14; 20] (see Proposition 4.2), and the following
theorem is a generalization of the “algebra perturbation lemma” [20, (2.1%)]. A
perturbation of an O—algebra A is a derivation t: A — A satisfying d(t) +1> = 0.
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2514 Alexander Berglund

Theorem 1.1 (O-algebra perturbation lemma) Let % be a contraction of O —algebras.
If t is a perturbation of A then, provided the series t +tht+--- converges, the recursive
formulas

ff=f+f'th, g =g+htg,
h'=h+h'th, t'= ftg',

define a perturbation t' of B and a contraction of O —algebras

f/
9w C(A,dA +t1))——= (B,dp +t/1)'
g/

In particular, f’, g’ are morphisms, t’ is a derivation and h’ is a pseudo-derivation.

There is also a dual of Theorem 1.1 for coalgebras over cooperads; see Theorem 9.1.
In practice, convergence is often ensured by having suitable filtrations on the objects.

Another interesting feature of thick maps is that they provide means of linearizing
nonadditive functors. More precisely, we show that the free O—algebra functor O[A] =
B0 On) ®x, A®" extends to a dg—functor Oe[—] from the dg—category of chain
complexes and symmetric thick maps to the dg—category of O—algebras and symmetric
thick maps of (O-algebras; see Proposition 8.1. A consequence of this is the following
theorem, which is a generalization of the “tensor trick”; see [20; 14].

Theorem 1.2 (O-algebra tensor trick) Consider a contraction of chain complexes
@: n(_A <—f_> B.
g

If h is a symmetric pseudo-derivation such that hy = h and o(h)=gf —1, hh =0,
fh=0,hg =0, where f, = f®" and g, = g®", then there is an induced contraction
of O —algebras

Oelf1]

Ou|D]: Oulh] C(’)[A] O[B].

O.[g]

If O is a nonsymmetric operad, then one may drop the condition that h be symmetric.
There is always a nonsymmetric pseudo-derivation h with the requisite properties,
namely

hp= Y 1®2Qh®(gf)®.
pt+1l+qg=n
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Homological perturbation theory for algebras over operads 2515

If k contains the rational numbers Q as a subring then, with h,, as above,

1 _
hf=m20 Yh,o

o€,

defines a symmetric pseudo-derivation h™ with the requisite properties.

We also give the dual of Theorem 1.2 for cooperads; see Theorem 9.2. If we demand
the existence of a symmetric pseudo-derivation with the requisite properties for any
given contraction, then the condition Q@ C k is necessary; see Proposition 8.2.

Application: Transfer theorem

Let C be a cooperad, which we assume to be connected in the sense that C(0) = 0 and
C(1) = k. For a chain complex A, the “cofree C—coalgebra” is defined as

cld]=cm) ®s, A%

n=0

Elements of the n'" summand are said to be of weight n. Let Q(C) denote the cobar
construction on C. An Q(C)-algebra structure on a chain complex A may be identified
with a weight decreasing coderivation perturbation ¢ of C[A4]; see Section 11. The bar
construction of an Q(C)-algebra (A4,¢) is the C—coalgebra

B(A,7) = (C[A]. dcja) + 1)-

If (A,t) and (B,t’) are Q(C)-algebras, and if f: A — B is a morphism between
the underlying chain complexes, then an Q(C)—structure on f is a morphism of C—
coalgebras F: B(A,t) — B(B,t’) whose linear part is identified with /. We will also
call such an F a lax morphism of Q(C)-algebras.

An important special case is when C is the Koszul dual cooperad of a Koszul operad O.
Then Q(C)—algebras are exactly O —algebras, or “strongly homotopy” (J—algebras,
and a chain map with an Q(C)-structure is the same as an Ogo—map. In the case
when O is the associative operad, then the above amounts to the familiar compact
definition of an A, —algebra as a graded k—module A4 together with a coderivation
differential on the tensor coalgebra T¢(sA). Other familiar examples of this form
are Coo—, Loo— Or Goo—algebras. If the operad O is not necessarily Koszul, one may
define strongly homotopy O—algebras as algebras over the operad Q2 BO, where the
cooperad BQ is the bar construction on O.

Algebraic € Geometric Topology, Volume 14 (2014)
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Theorem 1.3 (Transfer theorem; compact form) Let C be a connected cooperad.
Given a contraction of chain complexes

f
hCA<g_B

and an Q2(C)—-algebra structure t on A, there are explicit formulas for an 2(C)—algebra
structure t' on B and Q(C)—structures F’,G', H' on f, g, h that make

’

F
1 ’ B(A,t)———=B(B, 1’
(1) o (BADZ=—=B(B.1)

into a contraction of C—coalgebras. The formulas are given by

F'=F+FtH+ F(tH)* +---,
G' =G+ HtG+(H)*G +---,
H =H+HtH+HtH)* +---,
t' = FtG + FtHtG + Ft(Ht)?>G +--- ,

where the maps
F
H( ClA]=—=C[B
C;[]G [B]

are defined by letting F, G be the morphisms of C —coalgebras induced by f', g. There
are different possible choices for the homotopy H : for every choice of symmetric
pseudo-derivation h: A — A that extends h and satisfies

dhy=gf -1, fh=0, hg=0, hh=0,

where f, = f®" and g, = g®", we may take H = C[h]. If C is a nonsymmetric
cooperad, then one may drop the condition that h be symmetric, and a possible choice
of pseudo-derivation is

hn= ) 1%7@h® @)™
p+1+g=n

It Q@ C k then a possible choice of symmetric pseudo-derivation is the symmetrization

of h, above:
b 1 _
hn :m E o lhnU.

oex,
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Homological perturbation theory for algebras over operads 2517

Remark 1.1 Convergence of the formulas is ensured because ¢ decreases weight.
The hard part of the theorem is to show that ' becomes a C—coderivation and that F’
and G’ become morphisms of C—coalgebras. The key point is that it is exactly the
pseudo-derivation property that ensures this, and furthermore that it is always possible
to find a suitable pseudo-derivation.

Expanded form of the transfer theorem

An 2(C)—algebra structure ¢ on a chain complex A may alternatively be described
as a family of maps ¢¥: A®” — A4 of degree |v| — I, indexed by elements v € C(n),
satisfying certain relations; see Section 11 for details. Similarly, if (4,¢) and (B,t’)
are Q(C)-algebras, then an Q(C)-structure on a chain map f: A — B may be
described as a family of maps f¥: A®" — B of degree |v|, indexed by elements
v € C(n), such that f! = f, subject to certain relations; see Section 11. In the
case when C is the Koszul dual cooperad of the associative operad, the above sim-
ply amounts to the description of an As,—algebra as a chain complex A together
with a family of maps m,: A®" — A, n = 2,3,..., satisfying the familiar rela-
tions.

The formulas in Theorem 1.3 may be expanded to recursive formulas expressed in terms
of this alternative description of Q(C)—algebras. To state them we need to introduce
some notation. For v € C(n) where n > 2 we will write the coproduct as

14
A(v):vol®”+lov+quo(v‘ll@)...@v;lq)gqe(CoC)(n),
q=1

where v4 and vf are elements of C of arity less than # and where o, € %,,. Furthermore,
we let

u

Ay() =Y (v og; V)i

i=1

denote the quadratic part of the coproduct; see Section 6.

Theorem 1.4 (Transfer theorem, expanded form) With notation as in Theorem 1.3,
we have the following recursive formulas for the transferred 2(C)-algebra structure t'
on B and for the Q(C)-structures F',G’, H on f,g,h.
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For v € C(n) where n > 2, we have

p
(t/)v — f[vg®n + Z ftv"(gvlq ®--- ®g“’q‘1)0q,
q=1

P
gv :htvg®n + thuq(gvlll ®"'®gv'?")0'q,
qg=1

u
fU =DMy Y (DM o, )Tk,

i=1

u
1= DM b £y DR o )T,

i=1

In particular, t' and G’ do not depend on the choice of pseudo-derivation h extending h.
However, F' and H' do depend on this choice.

These recursive formulas may be interpreted as tree formulas. In Section 12 we explain
this point of view in detail in the special case of As—algebras. In fact, in that case
we recover exactly the formulas written down by Kontsevich and Soibelman [25, Sec-
tion 6.4]; see also [17]. In the case when C is the Koszul dual cooperad of a Koszul
operad, similar considerations show more generally that the structure we obtain agrees
with the one in Loday and Vallette [28, Theorem 10.3.3].

If the ground ring k is a field then it is always possible to find a contraction between a
chain complex A and its homology Hy(A4). Therefore, the following is a corollary to
Theorem 1.4.

Corollary 1.1 (Minimality theorem for 2(C)—algebras) Suppose that k is a field
of characteristic zero and let C be a connected cooperad. Let A be a chain complex
with an Q(C)—algebra structure t. Then there exist an Q(C)-algebra structure ¢’ on
the homology H«(A), with trivial differential, and a lax contraction of 2(C)—algebras

s
i (A D——= (He(4).1).

In particular, every 2(C)—algebra (A,t) is quasi-isomorphic to a minimal Q(C)—
algebra (H«(A),t'). If C is a nonsymmetric operad, then one may drop the assumption
that k is of characteristic zero.
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Outline of the paper

In Section 2 we review the relevant background material on homological perturbation
theory. In Section 3 we introduce some machinery for handling thick maps. The proofs
of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 are both separated into two parts, a first part dealing with
formal properties of thick maps without reference to any operad, and a second part
where the operad enters. Section 4 contains the first part of the proof of Theorem 1.1.
In it, we introduce and study pseudo-derivations and thick contractions. The first part
of the proof of Theorem 1.2 is contained in Section 5 where we show how to extend
any contraction to a symmetric thick contraction. Section 6 contains a review of the
basic definitions concerning operads and cooperads that we will use. The second part
of the proof of Theorem 1.1 is contained in Section 7. In Section 8 we extend the
free O—algebra functor to the dg—category of thick maps, and we use this to finish the
proof of Theorem 1.2. In Section 9 we define thick maps of C—coalgebras, where C is
a cooperad, and we give the duals of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. In Section 10 we prove
a general result about thick maps between “cofree” C—coalgebras which is used in
the proof of Theorem 1.4. In Section 11 we give the proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4.
In Section 12 we illustrate how the formulas in Theorem 1.4 work in the case of
Aso—algebras.

Conventions

In this paper, the term “chain complex” will mean unbounded chain complex over a
commutative ground ring k. The differential of a chain complex A will be denoted
by d4 and we take it to be of degree —1. Recall that a dg—category is a category
A enriched over chain complexes, ie a collection of objects Ob s and for every two
objects 4 and B a chain complex Homy (A, B), elements of which we will refer to as
maps from A to B, together with natural composition and unit morphisms that satisfy
standard unit and associativity axioms; see for instance Keller [24]. We will use d as a
generic notation for the differential in Homy (A4, B). Thus, in the dg—category € of
chain complexes, () = dg f — (—=1)/1 fd4 for maps f € Home(A4, B).

2 Background on homological perturbation theory

In this section we will review some of the classical results of homological perturbation
theory. The central notion, which goes back to Eilenberg and Mac Lane [6, Section 12],
is that of a contraction.

Algebraic € Geometric Topology, Volume 14 (2014)



2520 Alexander Berglund

Definition 2.1 A contraction is a diagram of maps of chain complexes
@ n(_4A L5
g
where | f|=|g| =0, |h|=1,9d(f) =0, d(g) =0 and
Ih)=¢gf—14. fg=15.
Furthermore, we impose the annihilation conditions

fh=0, hh=0, hg=0.

We say that 9 is a filtered contraction if A and B are equipped with bounded below
exhaustive filtrations which are preserved by the maps f, g and /.

In plain English, f and g are morphisms of chain complexes with fg = 1p and /% is
a chain homotopy from gf to 14. Thus, B is a strong deformation retract of 4. For
this reason, the term “SDR-data” is often used as an alternative to ‘“‘contraction’.

Remark 2.1 It is harmless to assume the annihilation conditions, as was pointed
out in [26]. If they are not satisfied, then one can replace / by h” = —h’dh’, where
h' = d(h)hd(h), to get a contraction.

A perturbation of A isamap t: A — A of degree —1 such that d(¢) +¢> =0, or,
equivalently, (d4 +1)> = 0. Let A’ denote the chain complex A endowed with the
new differential d4 + ¢. The following result is the basis for the theory.

Theorem 2.1 (Basic perturbation lemma [5; 11]) If ¢ is a perturbation of A such
that 1 — ht is invertible then setting ¥ = t(1 — ht)~! the following formulas define a
perturbation t' of B and a new contraction

S ,
gt: w( > gt—= BY,
Ca

where
fl=f+f3h, g =g+hZg, hW=h+hZh 1 =/fXg.

Remark 2.2 In the original statement of the basic perturbation lemma [11] one assumes
that 9 is a filtered contraction and that the perturbation ¢ lowers the filtration on A.
Then the infinite series ), (4?)" converges pointwise and defines an inverse of 1—/¢.
It was observed by Barnes and Lambe in [1] that invertibility of 1 — /¢ is a sufficient
hypothesis. Observe also that invertibility of 1 — /¢ is equivalent to invertibility of
1—th. Indeed, (1 —th)™ ' =141t(1—ht)"'h.
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Definition 2.2 [14; 20] A contraction of algebras is a contraction % where A
and B are differential graded algebras, ie chain complexes equipped with morphisms
Ha: AQA— A and pup: B® B — B, where f and g are morphisms of algebras
and where £ is an algebra homotopy, which means that

hipg=pph®@gf +1®h).

Theorem 2.2 (Algebra perturbation lemma [14, Section 2.2; 20, (2.1*)]) If9 isa
contraction of algebras and if the perturbation t is a derivation, ie tjtg = gt @ 1 +
1®1), then @' is a contraction of algebras.

The “tensor trick” is a way of producing an algebra contraction starting from any
contraction. Recall that the tensor algebra on a chain complex A is the chain complex

T(4) =P 4%
n=0

with multiplication u: T(A) ® T(A) — T(A) induced by the canonical isomorphisms
A®P @ A®9 ~ 4®(P+4)

Theorem 2.3 (Tensor trick [12, Section 3.2; 14, Section 3; 20, (2.2.0*)]) For any
contraction 9 the following is a contraction of algebras

T(9@): H CT(A)<—Z_> T(B),

where F', G and H act on tensors of length n by, respectively,

f®n’ g®n’ Z 1®i®h®(gf)®j.
i+14j=n

As remarked in [14, Remark, end of Section 2.2], if ;4 is a commutative operation,
then the left-hand side of the equation

hpa=path®gf+1®h)

is symmetric but the right-hand side is not. For this reason, the present notion of
an algebra homotopy is not useful for commutative algebras or, more generally, for
algebras where symmetries play a role. In what follows, we will look for a symmetric
generalization of the notion of an algebra homotopy such that Theorems 2.2 and 2.3,
appropriately modified, remain valid.

Algebraic € Geometric Topology, Volume 14 (2014)
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3 Thick maps

Definition 3.1 Let 4 and B be chain complexes. We define a thick map f: A — B
to be a sequence of maps

f=1fu A®" — B®n}n20

of the same degree | f'|. We say it is symmetric if each f;, is equivariant with respect
to the action of the symmetric group X, permuting tensor factors.

There is a dg—category Ty (%) of thick maps. It has the same objects as the dg—
category 6 of chain complexes but Homzy ¢)(A4, B) is the chain complex of thick
maps from A4 to B. The k-linear structure, differentials and compositions are defined by
(af +bh)y =afn+bhy,
(S )n = dpen fu— (=D fudqen,
(gof)n=2gno fun,
for f,h: A— B, g: B—C, a,bek, and where d 4~ is the ordinary tensor product
differential on A®". Chain complexes together with symmetric thick maps form a
dg—subcategory T (€) of Tx(€). The identity 1: A — A and the zero map 0: A — B

are the thick maps with 1, = 1,4&» and 0, = 0. We will now give names to thick
maps with special properties.

Definition 3.2 (1) We say that a thick map f: A — B is a morphism if fp14 =
Jp® fq forall p,g>0.
(2) Let ! and r be morphisms from A to B. We say that a thick map d: A — B
is an (I, r)—derivationif dp 4 =d, @rg+1, ®dy forall p,g >0.

(3) For simplicity, a (1, 1)—derivation d: A — A will be called a derivation.

Let us also introduce a notational device. If f: 4 — B and g: C — D are two thick
maps, we can form the bi-indexed sequence

f®g=1{fr®gs A®? @C® — B®P ® D%}, 4>.
We can also form the bi-indexed sequence
m*(f) = {fp—i—q: A®P ® A®4 _ B®P X B®q}p’qzo.

Then it is clear that a thick map f: 4 — B is amorphism if and only if m*(f)= f Q f
and that a thick map d: A — B is an (/,r)—derivation if and only if m*(d) =
dr+1®d.
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4 Thick contractions

Using thick maps we can reformulate the notion of an algebra contraction in a way
that lends itself to generalizations. By a thick contraction we mean a contraction in the
dg—category Ty (€).

Proposition 4.1 Any contraction 9 has a unique extension to a thick contraction
@: w(_4A Lo
- g

where f and g are morphisms and h is a (1, g f)—derivation. Furthermore, if A
and B are algebras then 9 is an algebra contraction if and only if f, g and h are
compatible with the algebraic structure in the sense that

Sia=pupfr, giUB=1ag2, hipg=pahs.

Proof Requiring that f, g are morphisms and that & is a (1, g f')—derivation leaves
us with no choice but to set

fn:f@m, gn:g@m, hy, = Z 1®i®h®(gf)®j.
i+1+j=n
But these formulas coincide with the formulas in the tensor trick (Theorem 2.3), and it
is a consequence of that theorem that they define a thick contraction. Next, & is an
algebra contraction (Definition 2.2) if and only if

fma=mpf®, gup=148%% hpa=psh®@gf +1&h).

In view of our definition of f°, g and &, these conditions are the same as the conditions
in the statement of the proposition. a

We repeat that the problem with algebra homotopies is the asymmetry in the expression
h®gf +1® h. In other words, the problem is that if a thick map & isa (1,gf)—
derivation, then it can hardly be symmetric in the sense of Definition 3.1. The goal
for the remainder of this section is the following: Generalize the condition “h is a
(1, g f)—derivation” to a condition that makes sense for symmetric thick maps. There
are two constraints.

¢ The condition should be sufficiently close to the (1, g f )—derivation condition
so that the proof of the algebra perturbation lemma goes through.

¢ The condition should be flexible enough so as to allow for a “symmetric tensor
trick”, ie an extension of any contraction to a symmetric thick contraction which
satisfies the condition.
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We will argue that the following definition contains the solution to this problem.
Definition 4.1 A thick map h: A — A is a pseudo-derivation if
h1-10h)m*(h)=hQh,
m*(h)(h®1—-1Q®h)=—-hQh.
In other words, £ is a pseudo-derivation if for all p,q >0,
(hy @1 -1Qhy)hprqg=hp,Qhy,
hpiqhy@1—-1Qhy)=—h, h,.

For the rest of the section, fix a thick contraction
@: w(_4A =
o oh .
- g

To begin with, let us note that pseudo-derivations generalize (1, g f )—derivations.

Proposition 4.2 If the homotopy h in & is a (1, g f)—derivation then h is a pseudo-
derivation.

Proof This is a simple calculation:

h@1—1Q@h)m*(h)=hR1-10h(18h+hRgf)
—hRh—1Qhh+hhQgf +h@hgf =hh.

Here we have used the annihilation conditions £k = 0 and hg = 0. Similarly, one
verifies that —m™*(h)(h @ 1—1Qh)=h®h. O

Fix a thick perturbation ¢ of A4, ie a thick map of degree —1 satisfying d(¢) +¢> = 0.
Suppose that 1 — ht (or equivalently 1 —¢h) is invertible, so that we can use the
formulas of the basic perturbation lemma (Theorem 2.1) to define thick maps f’,
g, b, t'. The following theorem, which shows that the pseudo-derivation property
is sufficient to make the algebra perturbation lemma work, is the main result of this
section.

Theorem 4.1 Let % be a thick contraction. If f and g are morphisms, h a pseudo-
derivation and t a derivation, then f' and g’ are morphisms, h’ a pseudo-derivation,
t' aderivation, t = t| and t' = t| are perturbations of A and B, respectively, and

f’ ,
Q_Dtl h,QAt—>Bt
g/

is a thick contraction. Furthermore, if h is symmetric, then so is h’.

Algebraic € Geometric Topology, Volume 14 (2014)



Homological perturbation theory for algebras over operads 2525

The proof of this theorem will occupy the rest of the section.

Proposition 4.3 If h is a pseudo-derivation and t is a derivation then h’ is a pseudo-
derivation.

Proof We need to show that (' ® 1 —1Q h")Ym™*(h') = —m*(h')(h' 1 -1 h’) =
h’ ® h’. If we multiply the right-hand side from the left with (1 —hAt¢) ® (1 —ht) and
from the right with m™*(1 —th) and use that (1 —ht)h’ = h'(1 —th) = h we get
((M=ht)y® (1 —ht))(h' @1 -1 h"Ym*(h"Yym* (1 —th)
=h®(A—ht)—(1—ht)@h)ym*(h)
=h1-1Qh)m™*(h)—(hh)(tR1+1Qt)m*(h)
=h®h—(h®h)ym*(th)
=(hQ®h)m*(1—th)
=((1—-ht)@(A—ht))(h' @ K Ym*(1 —th).
Since (1 —ht) and (1 —th) are invertible, the above equation implies that
(W R1-1Qh"Ym*(h)=h"Qh'.
Similarly one verifies that —m*(h')(h' 1 —1Qh') =h' Q h’. O
We will see in Proposition 4.6 below that the hypotheses in Theorem 4.1 imply the
following additional conditions:
Module conditions
(f1)m*(h)=f Qh m*(h)(g®1)=g®h
Ax fym* (h)=hQ f m*(h(1g)=h®g

The module conditions together with the pseudo-derivation property are exactly what
we need to ensure that f’ and g’ are morphisms and that ¢’ is a derivation provided
that f and g are morphisms and ¢ is a derivation.

Proposition 4.4 Suppose that h is a pseudo-derivation, that the module conditions are
satisfied and that t is a derivation.

(1) If f is a morphism then so is f'.
(2) If g is a morphism then sois g’.

(3) If f and g are morphisms then t’ is a derivation.
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Proof (1) We need to verify that m*(f') = f’® f' under the assumption m™*(f) =
f ® f. Observe that f' = f + f'th. Therefore,

(f'® fym*@th) = (f' Q@ fHt @1 +1Qt)m*(h)
=(f't@(f + fth)y+(f + f'th)® f'tym* (h)
= ("t DA fHm*(h)+ (1 f't)(f ® m*(h)

—(ft@ f't)(h®1—1Q h)m*(h)
=(f1e)h f)+AR f')(f @)~ (f't@ f'1)(h®h)
=fthe f+fQf'th+ f'thx f'th
=(f'-Hf+fSf'-NH+US"-Hf - f)
=f'®f -fef.

Here we have used that A is a pseudo-derivation, that ¢ is a derivation and the module
conditions involving f . The above gives that

(f'®fm*A—th)=f & f =m*(f)=m*(f' A —th)) =m*(f)ym* (1 th),
and this implies that f' ® f’' = m™*(f’) since 1 —th is invertible.
(2) This is proved as (1) but uses the module conditions involving g instead.

(3) Note that t' = f’tg. Since hg =0 and f'(1—th) = f, we have that f'g =
f'(A—th)g = fg =1.By (1), f’ is a morphism. Combining these facts we get that
m*(t") =m*(f)m*(Om*(g) = (f'@ fHt@1+1®1)(g®g)

=f1gQf'g+fg®@ fltg=t'®1+11,

so t’ is indeed a derivation. O

To show that the module conditions are satisfied under the hypotheses of Theorem 4.1,
we will introduce an auxiliary set of conditions on %, called the “annihilation condi-
tions”, summarized as follows: all possible ways of forming maps m™*(x)(y ® z) or
(x ® y)m™*(z) where {h} C{x,y.,z} C{f,g,h} should yield the zero map.

Annihilation conditions
(h®@hym*(h) =0 m*(h)(h®h) =0
(h@h)m*(g)=0 m*(f)h®h)=0
(f @ h)m*(h) =0 m*(h)(g ®h) =0
(h® f)m*(h) =0 m*(h)(h®g)=0
(f®f)m*"(h)=0  m*(h)(g®g)=0
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(f@h)m*(g)=0 m*(f)(g®h) =0
h® fym* (g)=0 m*(f)(h®g)=0

The annihilation conditions, albeit outnumbering the module conditions, are easier
to verify, and, getting ahead of ourselves, we will take advantage of this in proving
Theorem 5.1.

Proposition 4.5 (1) The homotopy h is a pseudo-derivation if and only if the
annihilation conditions in the four first rows are satisfied.

(2) The module conditions are equivalent to the annihilation conditions in the five
last rows.

Proof (1) Consider the differential of the map (h ® h)m™(h):
((h ® hym™(h))
=((gf —-D®h)m*(h)—(h® (gf —1))ym*(h) + (h@ h)ym* (g f — 1)
=he1-1Qh)ym*(h)—hQh
+ED(f @hm*(h)—(1®g)(h® f)m*(h)— (h ® hym* (g)m™(f).

From this expression, one sees that the equality (A ®1—1Q& h)m™*(h) = h ® h follows
from the first four annihilation conditions in the left column. Conversely, these four
annihilation conditions follow from (A ® 1 —1Q h)m*(h) =hQ h:

(h @ Wym*(h) = (h ® 1—1® hym*(h)ym*(h) = (h ® 1 — 1 ® hym*(hh) = 0,
and similarly (h ® h)m*(g) = 0. Next,
(f ®ym*(h) = (f @ DA @ h)ym™(h) = (f @ 1)((h ® )m™(h) —h ® h)
=(fh®)m*(h)— fh®h =0,

and similarly (A ® f)m*(h) = 0. The condition —m*(h)(h@1—-1Qh) =hQh is
likewise equivalent to the first four annihilation conditions in the right column.

(2) By the same token, each individual module condition is equivalent to three annihi-

lation conditions. The module condition (f ® 1)m*(h) = f ® h is equivalent to the
three annihilation conditions

(f @)m*(h) =0, (f @h)m*(g) =0, (f ® f)m*(h)=0.

The proof is similar to the proof of (1) and is left to the reader. One direction is seen
by differentiating the expression (f ® h)m™(h). After doing the same thing for each
module condition, one sees that they are collectively equivalent to the annihilation
conditions in the five last rows. m
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As promised, we can now prove the following:

Proposition 4.6 If f and g are morphisms and h is a pseudo-derivation then all
annihilation conditions are satisfied, and hence the module conditions are automatically
satisfied.

Proof By Proposition 4.5(1), if & is a pseudo-derivation then the annihilation condi-
tions in the four first rows are satisfied. If f and g are morphisms, then the annihilation
conditions in the three remaining rows follow from the conditions fh =0 and hg =0:

(f ® fym*(h) =m™(f)m™(h) =m™(fh) =0,
(fhm™ (g)=(fh)(g®g)=fgQhg =0,

and so on. That the module conditions hold then follows from Proposition 4.5(2). O

Proof of Theorem 4.1 By Proposition 4.6, the module conditions are satisfied, so
by Proposition 4.4, f’ and g’ are morphisms, &’ is a pseudo-derivation and ¢’ is a
derivation. We need to show that ¢ = ¢; and ¢’ = ¢/ are perturbations of 4 and B,
respectively, and that @’ is a thick contraction. The n™ level of the diagram %’ is
equal to the diagram

’/
91’:1"3 K, C(A®n)tn 4 (B®n)t;,
8n
obtained by perturbing the n'" level %, of the thick contraction % using the perturba-
tion t, of A®". By the basic perturbation lemma, ¢/, is a perturbation of B®" and gl
is a contraction. In particular, ¢ and ¢’ are perturbations of A and B, respectively.
Furthermore, the relations f'g’ =1, f'h’ =0, ’h’ = 0 and h’g’ = 0 hold because
they do so levelwise. However, to verify that 9 is a thick contraction, it is not enough
to know that each individual level is a contraction, we will also need the fact that ¢
and ¢’ are derivations. Observe that

8(h/)n = d(At)®nh;1 + h;Zd(At)®n.

Since ¢ is a derivation, the tensor product differential d(4/)®» in (A")®" coincides
with the perturbed differential d 4@ +t, of (A®")!". Since each 9t is a contraction,
this implies that d(h’) = g’ f’ — 1. Similarly, using that ¢’ is also a derivation one
verifies that d( ') = 0 and that d(g’) = 0. This finishes the proof. O

Remark 4.1 The reason for the name “module conditions” is the following: suppose

that A and B are associative algebras and that g,: B — A is a morphism of algebras.
Then A can be viewed as a left B—module via u4(g; ® 1): B® A — A. Suppose
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moreover that pt4hy =h 4. Then the module condition £,(g1®1) = g1 ®h; implies
that /; is a morphism of B-modules (of degree 1). The other module conditions have
similar interpretations.

5 Symmetric tensor trick

By Proposition 4.1 any contraction % can be extended to a thick contraction &
where f and g are morphisms and % is a (1, g f)—derivation. In this section we
will symmetrize A to obtain a symmetric thick contraction & X which extends %. The
symmetrized homotopy h¥ is no longer a (1, g f )—derivation, but we will show that
it is a pseudo-derivation. Throughout this section we will assume that Q C k. This
assumption is necessary; see Proposition 8.2.

Fix a contraction %, and consider its extension to a thick contraction &% given by
Proposition 4.1:

i+1+j=n

Here m = g f . Evidently, the thick maps f and g are symmetric, but & is not.

Definition 5.1 The symmetrized tensor trick homotopy h™: A — A is the thick map

defined by

geX,

where h = o0~ h,o.
The idea of symmetrizing the tensor trick homotopy appears in Gugenheim, Lambe
and Stasheff [13] and [21; 18; 19] and presumably in many other places, but the author
is not aware of any written source where the formal properties of the symmetrized
homotopy are worked out in detail. In particular, we believe that the discovery that &~
is a pseudo-derivation is new; see Theorem 5.1 below.
Proposition 5.1 The symmetrized homotopy h™: A — A can be decomposed as

hZ — qhder — hderq
where h%" and q are the symmetric thick maps from A to itself given by

By =) 1¥0hel®, g= ) Ointe--ere
i+1+j=n ec{0,1}n

Algebraic € Geometric Topology, Volume 14 (2014)



2530 Alexander Berglund

Here, t =gf,|e|=¢€; +---+ €, and

Kl (n—1—k)!
Oh ="

it k <n. We define Q7 =0.

Proof The n™ component of the symmetrized homotopy is given by the formula
=3 kg,
oEX,
where h9 = o~ 'h,o. Every o0 € ¥, determines a total order <, of {1,...,n} by
i <g j<=o0o()<o(j).
We have that

n
hg =Zo¢1 R Q1" Quj 1 Q- Qaay,
j=1

where, for i # j,
{1 ifi <4 J,
o = ip . .
w ifj<gi.
Therefore, the sum of all &9 is a linear combination of terms of the form

T ® - Qr9'QhR@nat Q- ---Qm",

where €; € {0, 1}. The coefficient of such a term is the number of total orders on the
set {1,...,n} with the property that j is the ;" element and all elements of the set
{i | ¢, = 0} precede all elements of the set {i | ¢, = 1}. The number of such orders is
k'(n—1—k)!, where k = |{i | ¢, = 1}| = |¢|. Hence,

n
hf:Z Z QL @ @I @hRTIH @ @ T,

j=1 e€{0,1}"
€;=0
Since hm = wh = 0, this may be written as h* = h%"g = ghd", as claimed. |

Remark 5.1 Observe that since hmw = wh = 0 it does not matter how Q% is defined,
but we define it to be zero for definiteness.

g
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is a symmetric thick contraction which extends %. Furthermore, f and g are mor-
phisms and h* is a pseudo-derivation.

Proof The relation d(h¥) = g f —1 follows from the relation d(h) = g f —1 because
symmetrization is a morphism of chain complexes

Home (A%", 4%™) — Home (A%", 4®™)%n,

and because the thick map g f — 1 is symmetric. The relation fg =1 is clear. By
Proposition 5.1 we have hZ = gh%" = h%'¢ . Since fh =0, hg =0 and hh =0, it
follows that fhd" =0, h%" g = 0 and h9%"h%" = 0. Therefore, fhZ = fhiq =0,
hZg =qh®g =0 and h=hE = gh%"h%'g = 0. We have thus verified that B~ is a
contraction.

The maps f and g are by definition the morphisms that extend f and g. To prove
that &% is a pseudo-derivation, it suffices by Proposition 4.5 to verify the annihilation
conditions. To do this, use the decomposition #Z = gh%" = h%'q and the fact that A9’
is a derivation that annihilates f, g and A%, For instance,
(f @ hZ)m* (h%) = (f ® gh*")m* (K" ym* (q)

— (f ®qhder)(hder ®1+1 ®hder)m*(q)

— (_fhder ®qhder + f ®qhderhder)m*(q) =0
The other annihilation conditions are verified in a similar manner. O
Remark 5.2 We have proved that A is a pseudo-derivation and that % ¥ satisfies
the module conditions via Proposition 4.5 by verifying the annihilation conditions.

The module conditions can also be verified directly. These verifications boil down to
statements about the coefficients Q7 . For example, in proving that

(f ® m*(h®) = f @ ™,
one comes across the statement that the equality
r
r n _ An—r
> )ik = i
j=0

holds for all nonnegative integers r, k,n with r + k < n. Verifying directly that &~
is a pseudo-derivation involves a similar but more complicated equality. It is quite
interesting that these combinatorial equalities are consequences of Proposition 4.5.
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6 Operads and cooperads

For the convenience of the reader we have included this section with standard definitions
and facts about operads and cooperads. Most things in this section can be found in
Fresse [8], and the reader familiar with operads can safely skip this section, referring
back for notation if necessary.

A symmetric sequence is a collection O = {O(n)},>¢ where O(n) is a chain complex
with a right action of the symmetric group X,. The Schur functor associated to a
symmetric sequence O is the functor O[—] from the category of chain complexes to
itself given on objects by

ol =P o) ®s, A",
n=0
and on morphisms f: A — B by
Olf)1=EP1®s, /& 0[4]— O[B];
n=0

see [8, Section 2.1.1]. There is a parallel story for nonsymmetric operads and cooperads;
here one considers sequences O = {O(n)}>q, where O(n) is just a chain complex
without any X,—action. In this case, one sets O[A] = P,5, O(n) ® A®" All the
constructions in this section have obvious nonsymmetric analogs.

The tensor product of two symmetric sequences O and P is the symmetric sequence
O ® P given by

©eP)m) = P Idg", 5 O(p) @P().
ptq=n

Here Indgzxzq O(p) ® P(gq) denotes the induced X, -representation. This tensor
product has the property that there is an isomorphism of functors from € to itself

(O’ P)[-]=O[-]® P[],

and it makes the category of symmetric sequences into a symmetric monoidal dg—
category; see [8, Section 2.1].

The composition product of two symmetric sequences O and P is the symmetric
sequence

0oP =P 0w ®s, P".

n=0
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The composition product has the property that there is an isomorphism of functors
from 6 to itself
(O o P)[—] = O[P[-l.

and it makes the category of symmetric sequences into a monoidal category; see [8, Sec-
tion 2.2]. The unit object for the composition product is the symmetric sequence Z
with Z(1) =k and Z(n) = 0 for n # 1. Concretely, elements of (O oP)(n) are linear
combinations of formal composites

vo(vy ®:---Qp)o,
where
veO(r), vyeP(ay),...,vr€Pla;), o€x,, aj+---+a=n.

These formal composites are subject to k—linearity in each variable and the equivariance
conditions

2) 7)oV ® - @) =V 0 (V—i() @+ @ Ve—1(4))Tiy.eosiy -

3) vo(niT1 ® @V T) =vo (V1 ®-@vp)T U U Ty

Here 7;,,...i;, € X is the block permutation whose action is given by first dividing
{1,2,...,n} into r blocks of sizes iy,...,i, and then permuting the blocks according
toteX,. IftjeX; for j=1,...,r, then 7y U---Ut, € ¥y denotes the permutation

which permutes the elements within the ;" block according to 7; . The right action
of ¥, is given by formally multiplying to the right.

An operad is a monoid in the monoidal category of symmetric sequences with the compo-
sition product, ie a symmetric sequence O together with a multiplication y: Oo O — O
and aunit n: Z— O satisfying associativity and unit axioms; see [8, Section 3.1]. If O is
an operad then the associated Schur functor O[—] becomes a monad (see Mac Lane [29,
Chapter VI]), and an algebra over O is an algebra over the monad O[—], ie an object
A together with a morphism y4: O[A] — A satisfying a unit and an associativity
constraint; see [8, Section 3.2; 29, page 140]. An (O-algebra structure on 4 can
equivalently be defined as a morphism of operads O — Endy. The image of u € O(n)
in End4(n) = Homy (A®", A) is an operation p4: A®" — A.

A cooperad C is a comonoid in the monoidal category of symmetric sequences with the
composition product, ie a symmetric sequence C together with a coproduct A: C —CoC
and a counit €: C — 7 satisfying coassociativity and counit axioms; see Fresse [7, Sec-
tion 1.2.17], Getzler and Jones [10, Section 1.7] or [28, Section 4.7]. If C is a cooperad,
then the associated Schur functor C[—] becomes a comonad [29, page 139], and
a C—coalgebra is a coalgebra over this comonad, ie an object A together with a
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morphism A 4: A — C[A] satisfying a coassociativity constraint; see [7, Section 1.2.17;
10, Section 1.7; 28, Section 4.7.4].

Let C be a connected cooperad, ie a cooperad satisfying C(0) = 0 and C(1) = k. By
the description of elements of a composition product above and by the counit axiom
for C we may write A(v) € (CoC)(n) as

D
A(v) :vol®”+lov+2vqo(v;1®---®vgq)aq
q=1
for some 14 €C(ry), vi €C(a}) and 04 € £, where we have Y_; af =n, 2<rg<n—1,
1 < a? <n-—1 and a? > 1 for at least one i. We will sometimes use the shorter

notation
p+1

A(v) = Z ACRVAR
q=0

where v(’]’ = (v‘ll R ® vgq)oq € C®4(n) for 0 < g < p+ 1 and where we let the 0™
and (p + 1)* terms be v o 1®” and 10 v, respectively.

Let Ay be the quadratic part of A(v), by which we mean the sum of the terms
in A(v) with a? > 1 for exactly one i. This may be written in the form

u

Aay() =Y (v og; v}

i=1

for v} € C(a}), v/ € C(a}) and 7; € X, where

/ "no__ . Re;—1 Vi ®a.—e;
V; 0g; V; = ;0 (1797 @ v @ 1997¢),

7 Perturbation lemma for algebras over operads

Definition 7.1 Let O be an operad and let 4, B be O-algebras. We define a thick
map of O—algebras to be a symmetric thick map f: A — B such that the diagram

o141 2L o]
lm . lyB

A B

commutes, where the upper horizontal map is given by

Olf1=EP1®s, fu: Ol4] - O[B].

n=0
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In more elementary terms, a thick map of O—-algebras f: 4 — B is a sequence
f={fu: A®" - B®"},50
of X, —equivariant maps of the same degree | f'| such that

fiva =DM g £,

for every u € O(n).

Thick maps of O-algebras simultaneously generalize morphisms and derivations
(see [10, Definition 2.5; 28, Section 5.3.8]) of O—algebras. (O —algebras together with
thick maps of O —algebras form a dg—category that contains the ordinary category of
(O—algebras as a subcategory.

Proposition 7.1 Let A, B, C be O-algebras.

e If f,g: A — B and h: B — C are thick maps of O-algebras, then so are
ho f,d(f)andaf +bg, fora,b € k. In other words, O —algebras and thick
maps of O —algebras form a dg—subcategory T (%) of the dg—category T's (6)
of chain complexes and symmetric thick maps.

e Morphisms of O-algebras f: A — B may be identified with thick maps of
O-algebras f: A — B that satisty fpiq= fp ® fq forall p,q.

e Derivations of O-algebras d: A — A may be identified with thick maps of
O-algebras d: A — A thatsatisfy dp14 =d, @1 +1Qd, forall p,q.

Proof This is an exercise in manipulating the definitions. |
Definition 7.2 We define an O—algebra contraction to be a contraction
f
D h( __A——B
Ca=
in the dg—category T (6), where f and g are morphisms and / is a pseudo-derivation.
Proof of Theorem 1.1 By Theorem 4.1, %7 is a thick contraction, f’ and g’ are
morphisms, A’ is a pseudo-derivation, ¢’ is a derivation, and # = ¢, and ¢’ =t are
perturbations of A4 and B. We need to verify that the perturbed objects A’ and B’ '

are O—algebras and that f’, g’ and A’ are thick maps of O —algebras between A’
and B

Since t and h are thick maps of O—algebras from A to itself, it follows that so are
1—ht, the inverse (1—ht)~! and X =¢(1 —ht)~!. Hence the perturbed maps f”,
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g’, h’ and ¢’, being built by composing and adding thick maps of O—algebras, are
again thick maps of O—algebras, viewed as thick maps between A and B.

Since #: A — A is a derivation and a thick map of O—-algebras, ¢ is a derivation of
(O —algebras. Therefore A”, which is just A with perturbed differential d 4+, becomes
an O-algebra with the same structure maps as A. Similarly, since t': B — B is a
derivation and a thick map of O—algebras, B’ "isan (O-algebra with the same structure
maps as B.

Since the O —algebra structure maps for A’ and B’ " are the same as those for A and B
respectively, the thick maps f’/, g/, A’ and ¢’ are indeed thick maps of O—algebras
between A’ and B . ]

Invertibility of 1 — At can be ensured by having suitable filtrations on the objects.

8 Tensor trick for algebras over operads

Proposition 8.1 Let O be a symmetric sequence. The associated Schur functor
O[—]: € — 6 extends to a dg—functor Oe[—]: T5(6) — Tx(€). This extended Schur
functor preserves morphisms and pseudo-derivations. If O is an operad and if f is any
symmetric thick map then O,[ f'] is a symmetric thick map of O —algebras.

Similarly, for a nonsymmetric sequence O there is an extension of the associated
Schur functor to a dg—tunctor Oe¢[—]: T (€) — T (6) which preserves morphisms
and pseudo-derivations. If O is a nonsymmetric operad then O,.[ f] is a thick map of
O —algebras for any thick map f .

Proof We will consider the symmetric case. The nonsymmetric case is practically
identical. The extension will be carried out in two steps. Firstly, note that the Schur
functor O[—]: € — € extends to a dg—functor 75 (€) — €. Indeed, if f: A — B isa
symmetric thick map then let

Olf1=EP 1 ®s, fa: Ol4] - O[B].
n=0

It is straightforward to check that O[—] is k-linear, that O[d( f)] = d(O[f]) and that
Olf cgl=0[f]0lg].

Secondly, for a symmetric thick map f: A — B, the n™ level O,[f] of the thick map
Qe[ f]: O[A] — O[B] is defined by requiring commutativity of the following diagram:
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opaen Y]

¢ o |

n
O®n[A] O_[f]> O®”[B]

Here, the lower horizontal map O®”[f] is obtained by applying the dg—functor
O®"[—]: Tx(€) — 6

obtained in the first step to the symmetric thick map f . The vertical maps are given by
the natural isomorphism O[—]®" = O®"[-] of functors from % to itself. To be more
explicit, observe that there is an isomorphism

O = P (O1)®®O(r) s, x-x5,, A+ 7+,

On the summand indexed by (ry,...,r,), the map Oy[f] acts as f;,+..4r,. The
thick map Ql[f] is symmetric because O — O[—] is a symmetric monoidal functor
(see [8, Proposition 2.1.5]). The map O.[—] is a dg—functor because it is so at each
level. Thus, we have obtained the required extension.

Suppose that h: A — A is a pseudo-derivation. We need to show that the thick map
H = O.[h]: O[A] — O[A] is a pseudo-derivation. Indeed, for any p, g the restriction
of the map

(Hy ®1—1® Hy)Hp14: O[AIPPTD 5 0[4]®PT9)
to the summand indexed by (r1,....7p4+q) acts on the right factor A®1TFrr+a) ag
(hi ®1—-1Qhj)h;;,

where i =7y +---+rp and j =rp41 +---+1ptq. Since h is a pseudo-derivation,
this is equal to h; ® h; . But this is exactly how the map H, ® H,: O[A]®P+9) —
O[A]PP+9 restricted to the component indexed by (1, ..., Fp4q) acts on the right
factor. Thus,

(Hy,®1-1® Hy))H, 1, =H,® H,.
By the same argument
-Hyy(H,®1-1Q® H;) = H, ® Hy,
and so H is a pseudo-derivation. The proof that the dg—functor O.[—]: T (€¢) —

Tx () takes morphisms to morphisms is similar.
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Finally, suppose that O is an operad and let f: 4 — B be any symmetric thick map.
We need to show that F = O, f'] is a thick map of O-algebras. It is straightforward
to check that the diagram

o) —2 . ooy

|= |=

(0004 VL (0o 0)B]

commutes. Since the O—-algebra structure on O[A] is given by the composite

O[O[A]—=—~(0 0 0) 412 L o14],

see [8, Section 3.2.13], this implies that F is a thick map of O—algebras. |

Proof of Theorem 1.2 With /& as in Theorem 1.2, we get a contraction in the dg—
category Tx(6)

f
hCA<T_>B

that extends the original contraction %. Any dg—functor preserves contractions, so if
we apply the extended Schur functor Oe[—] from Proposition 8.1 we get a contraction
of O-algebras with the desired properties. The second part of Theorem 1.2 follows
from Proposition 4.1 and Theorem 5.1. |

We will now show the necessity of the assumption Q € k in Theorem 5.1.

Proposition 8.2 If every contraction 9 can be extended to a symmetric thick contrac-
tion & then necessarily Q C k.

Proof For integers n and m, let D"(m) denote the chain complex whose under-
lying graded k—module has one generator x in degree n and one generator y in
degree n — 1, and where the differential is given by d(x) = my and d(y) = 0.
Defining #: D?(1) — D?*(1) by h(x) =0, h(y) =x,and f =0, g =0, we get a
contraction

f
B h CDZ(I)Tg_)O.

If this had an extension to a symmetric thick contraction &, then we could apply O[]
to this, for any symmetric sequence . Consider the particular symmetric sequence S
with §(0) = 0 and S(n) = k, the trivial representation of X,, for n > 1. The
value at A of the associated Schur functor is the (nonunital) symmetric algebra on A.
Applying S[—] to the symmetric thick contraction &, we would get a contraction
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H CS[Dz(l)]<Z_ S[o].

But S[0] = 0, so this can only happen if S[D?(1)] is contractible. As a graded module,
S[D?(1)] has basis x"*1, x"y, where |x"*!| =2n+2 and |x"y| = 2n + 1. The
differential is given by d(x"T1) = (n + 1)x"y and d(x"y) = 0, so there is a direct
sum decomposition
SID*()] =@ ¥ *(n +1).
n=0

Therefore, S[D?(1)] is contractible if and only if D?"*2(n + 1) is contractible for all
n>0.But D?"T2(n + 1) is contractible if and only if n + 1 is invertible in k. Hence,
S[D?(1)] is contractible if and only if Q C k. i

9 Perturbation lemma and tensor trick for coalgebras over
cooperads

In this section we will dualize the results of the previous sections. The proofs are
virtually the same and will therefore be omitted.

Definition 9.1 Let C be a cooperad and let A and B be C—coalgebras. We define
a thick map of C—coalgebras to be a symmetric thick map f: A — B such that the
diagram

A" p

o0y e
1]

cra] ML ep

commutes.

Proposition 9.1 Let A,B,C be C—coalgebras.

e If f,g: A— B and h: B — C are thick maps of C —coalgebras, then so are
hof,d(f)andaf +bg, fora,b k. In other words, C—coalgebras and thick
maps of C—coalgebras form a dg—subcategory T¢(€) of the dg—category T (6)
of chain complexes and symmetric thick maps.

¢ Morphisms of C—coalgebras f: A — B may be identified with thick maps of
C—coalgebras f: A — B thatsatisty fp+q = fp ® fq forall p,q.

e Coderivations of C—coalgebras d: A — A may be identified with thick maps of
C—coalgebras d: A — A that satisty dp 45 =d, ® 1 +1®d, forall p,q.
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Definition 9.2 We define a contraction of C—coalgebras to be a contraction
@04 Lo
g

in the dg—category T¢(%€), where f and g are morphisms and A is a pseudo-derivation.

Theorem 9.1 (C—coalgebra Perturbation Lemma) Let 9 be a contraction of C—
coalgebras. If t is a perturbation of A then, provided the series t +tht +--- converges,
the recursive formulas

f'=f+fth, g =g+htyg
h'=h+h'th, t'=ftg',
define a perturbation t’ of B and a contraction of C—coalgebras
9’ w C(A,dA —I—t1)<L_/> (B.dp+t)).
2

In particular, f’, g’ are morphisms, t’ is a coderivation and h’ is a pseudo-derivation.

Theorem 9.2 (C-—coalgebra tensor trick) Consider a contraction of chain complexes
@: n(_4A —><_f B
D oh .
g

For any choice of symmetric pseudo-derivation h such that hy =h and d(h) =g f —1,
hh =0, fh =0, hg =0, where f, = f®" and g, = g®", there is an induced
contraction of C —coalgebras

ColD]: Colh] CC[A]%C[B].

If C is a nonsymmetric cooperad, then one may drop the condition that h be symmetric.
There is always a nonsymmetric pseudo-derivation h with the requisite properties,
namely

hn= ) 1%7®@h®(gf)®.
p+1+q=n

If Q C k then, with h, as above,

1 _
hnzzm Z o lh,,o,

oeX,

defines a symmetric pseudo-derivation h* with the requisite properties.
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10 Thick maps between “‘cofree” coalgebras

Proposition 10.1 Let C be a connected cooperad. A symmetric thick map of C—
coalgebras F: C[A] — C[B] determines maps
FV: A®" — B®m

for v € C®™(n), m,n > 1, such that the k —linear structure, differentials and symmetric
group actions are respected in the sense that
Fav+bv’ —aF’ +va/
(@aF +bG)’ =aF’ +bG",
I(FY) = 3(F)’ + (=)IFIpdm),
F™% =tF"¢
for any symmetric thick maps F,G: C[A] — C[B], and any v,v' € C®™(n), a,b €k,
T € Xy, 0 € X,. Composition of thick maps is respected in the sense that for any
vel(n),
(FG)V — Z(_l)ml'v;'F%Gv;’»
q

where A(v) =3, v, ovy € (CoC)(n) for v, € C(rg) and vy € C®’a(n). Furthermore,
we have the following.
(1) The map F; is determined by the collection of maps FV, for v € C®™(n).

(2) If F is a morphism of C—coalgebras then FV1®"®"m = FV1 ®...® F " for
any vy,...,vm €C. In particular, F is determined by the collection of maps F"
forv eC(n).

(3) Ift: C[A] — C[A] is a weight decreasing coderivation, t"l?"@vm = 0 unless v;
has arity greater than 1 for exactly one i and t!®' ®®1% = 18 v & ®/
In particular, t is determined by the collection of maps t" for v € C(n).

(4) If F is induced by a symmetric thick map f: A — B then FV = 0 unless
m =n, and for 1 € C®™(m) we have F' = f,.

Proof For v € C®"(n), let 1,: A®" — C®™[A] be the map a — v ® a. Let
€: C[A] — A denote the map induced by the counit of C. Given a symmetric thick map
of C—coalgebras F: C[A] — C[B], we let FV be the composite

v F., ®m
A®n . c®m f] ~ C[A]®M —C[ B]®™" < BOM,

F'=¢®"F,.,.
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From this description, it is immediate that the k—linear structures, symmetric group
actions and differentials are respected. We get a commutative diagram

F

Cl4] C[B]

N

CIClAN -~ CICLBN — o CLB]

where the square commutes by definition of thick maps of C—coalgebras and the triangle
commutes because of the counit axiom for cooperads. This shows that F; is determined
by the collection of maps €®” F,,, and hence also by the maps F" for v € C®"(n).
The above diagram shows moreover that

Fiiy(a) =CleFIA(v®a) = Z(l ® 6®aqF¢xq)(V; ® Ut/I/ ®a)
q
= Y, @ B Fy, () 9.)
q

for any v € C(n) and any a € A®", where A(v) = > g Vg0 Vg for vy € C(rg) and
v, € C®”4(n). In other words,

Fyy =) (~nMallFl, Fra,
q
Thus,

(FG)’ =eF Gy, =Y (-D"lICleF, Gva =" (-1)/€IlMlFragra,
q q

The remaining properties are straightforward to check. a

11 Transfer theorem

Let C be a connected cooperad and let 2(C) denote the cobar construction; see
Fresse [9] and [10]. The following two propositions are well known; see [9; 10]. They
can also be proved easily using Proposition 10.1.

Proposition 11.1 An Q(C)-algebra structure on a chain complex A is described by
any of the following.

e A weight decreasing coderivation t: C[A] — C[A] of degree —1 which satisfies
) +1>=0.
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o Mapst’: A®" — A of degree |v|—1 forall v € C(n), n > 1, which satisfy
u
(") + 190 13 (=)Mil(e¥i o, 1)1y = 0,
i=0
and 17TV = ¥ 4+ btV V0 =1V forv,v' €C(n), a,bek ando € T,.
Proposition 11.2 Let ¢t and t’ be Q(C)-algebra structures on A and B, respectively.
A lax morphism of Q(C)-algebras (A, t) — (B, ') is described by any of the following.
¢ A morphism of C—coalgebras f: C[A] — C[B] which satisfies
(derpy+1) f = f(deray +1).
o Maps fV: A®" — B, of degree |v| forall v € C(n), n > 1, which satisfy (with
f=rM
p
0/ () S (S @@ )0y
q:1 “ 4 4 "
P AR S VA VA

i=1

and [ =g fv 4 pfY | YO = [V forv,v €C(n), a,bek ando € Z,,.

Proof of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 By the C—coalgebra tensor trick, Theorem 9.2, a
suitable choice of pseudo-derivation A gives rise to a contraction of C—coalgebras

coli] (_ClA]

For ease of notation, let F = Co[f], G = Ce[g], H = Co[h]. The ©2(C)—algebra struc-
ture on A is encoded in a weight decreasing coderivation perturbation ¢: C[A] — C[A].
That ¢ is a coderivation perturbation implies that the thick map ¢ with

th = Z 1®P®[®1®q
pt+1+qg=n

Celf]

Celg]

is a thick map of C—coalgebras that satisfies d(¢) + t> = 0. Now, we can apply
the C—coalgebra perturbation lemma, Theorem 9.1, to obtain a new contraction of
C—coalgebras

F’ )
H' C(C[A], dea) + 1)%’ (C[B]. dcpy+ 1)

Algebraic € Geometric Topology, Volume 14 (2014)



2544 Alexander Berglund

determined by the recursive formulas
F'=F+F'tH, G' =G +HtG',
H =H+ H'tH, t'=FtG'.
This proves Theorem 1.3.
To prove Theorem 1.4, we need to expand the above formulas. Let us write /¥ = (F')¥,
gV =(G", 1" =+, (t") =), h’ = (H')". Observe that /! = f, g' =g,
h' = h and t! = 0 since ¢ decreases weight. By Proposition 10.1, we have that for
any v € C(n) where n > 1,
(G =(G+HtG)' =G"+h(tG")"
p+1
5 gy ote-etm
q=0
L4 q q
=htg®" + ) h' (g1 ® - ® g"4)oy.
g=1
The recursive formula for (¢/)” is derived in the same way. Similarly,
(F') =(F +F'tH)" = F* + (-1)"\(F't)"h,
p+1
= (=DM YT rie v,
q=0
u
= (=DM 1k + Y (DM o, 1) ik,
i=1
where we have used Proposition 10.1(3) in the last step. The recursive formula for /Y
is derived in the same way. |

12 Example: A-infinity algebras

Let us illustrate how the formulas of Theorem 1.4 work in the case of A,—algebras.
Ao—algebras are exactly 2(Ai)—algebras and A,—morphisms are exactly lax mor-
phisms of 2(Al)-algebras, where Al = (AA)Y is the Koszul dual cooperad of the
associative operad A. For n > 1, Ai(n) is the free right k 3, -module on one generator
Wn of degree n — 1. Write .y = 1. The differential is zero and the coproduct is given
by
Apn) =Y (=Dpro (i ® -+ ® i,),
iy +tir=n
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where the sign is given by
€= ij(ix—1).
j<k
The quadratic part of the coproduct is thus given by

Aqy(pn) = Z (—1)" 6D 0 (187 @ s ® 190),
r+s+t=n

where u = r 4+ 1 4 ¢. Thus, in view of Proposition 11.1 an 2(Ai)—algebra structure ¢
on a chain complex A is the same thing as a sequence of maps m, :=t*n: A®" — 4
of degree n — 2 such that for all n > 2,

Sm)= Y (=D om0 (1% @my @ 197).
r+s+t=n

Noting that r + u has the same parity as ¢ 4+ 1 in the above, this recovers the
usual definition of an A ,—algebra with the same sign convention as in Lefevre-
Hasegawa [27, Définition 1.2.1.1]. In the transfer theorem, writing f; := f#» etc, we
see that

my= > (=Dfm(g;, ® - ®gi).

i1 +tiy=n
r>1
gn = Z (—1)6hmr(gi1®"'®gir),
i1+-+ir=n
r>1
fu = Z (_1)(P+1)(M+1)fr(1®p ®mu®1®q)hn,
ptutqg=n
r=p+1+q
hp= Y (D@D (192 @ m, @ 19)h,,.
ptutqg=n
r=p+l+q

One choice of pseudo-derivation £, is given by

b= ) 1¥@he @),
i+1+j=n

but other choices are possible. The sign (—1)€ in the formulas for m), and g, is the
same as in the description of the coproduct above.

If one unwinds these recursive formulas then one obtains “tree formulas”. To make
this idea precise, let us see how this works for g, for low values of n. We have
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g2 =hmy(g1 ®g1) =hmy(g® g), and this may be represented pictorially as follows:
g\ /g
) = my

h

4

Next,

g3 =hm3(g1 ®g1®g1)+hmy(g,®g1)—hmy(g1 ® g2)
=hm3(g® g R g) +hmy(hmy(g®g)® g)—hma(g ® hmy(g ® g)).

This may be represented by the picture:

g g g 8 g g

\ / \ / g
my ma
6= N\ - A
ma ma |
h h 4
In general, we have that g, is the alternating sum over all trees 7' with n leaves,
where the leaves are decorated by g, the vertices by m,, where r is the number of
incoming edges of the vertex at hand, and the root by /4. The sign attached to a tree T’
is determined by the parity of the number of pairs (£, v) where £ is a leaf and v is a
vertex with an even number of incoming edges such that £ is to the left of v in 7". The
formula for m), is the same except that the root is decorated by f instead of /1. These
are exactly the formulas written down by Kontsevich and Soibelman [25, Section 6.4],
based on Merkulov [31].

References

[1] D W Barnes, L A Lambe, A fixed point approach to homological perturbation theory,
Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 112 (1991) 881-892 MR1057939

[2] C Berger, I Moerdijk, Axiomatic homotopy theory for operads, Comment. Math. Helv.
78 (2003) 805-831 MR2016697

[3] JM Boardman, RM Vogt, Homotopy invariant algebraic structures on topological
spaces, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 347, Springer (1973) MR0420609

[4] EH Brown, Jr, Twisted tensor products, I, Ann. of Math. 69 (1959) 223-246
MRO0105687

Algebraic € Geometric Topology, Volume 14 (2014)


http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2048713
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1057939
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00014-003-0772-y
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2016697
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0420609
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1970101
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0105687

Homological perturbation theory for algebras over operads 2547

[10]

(11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

(18]

[19]

[20]

R Brown, The twisted Eilenberg—Zilber theorem, from: “Simposio di Topologia”,
Edizioni Oderisi, Gubbio (1965) 33-37 MR0220273

S Eilenberg, S Mac Lane, On the groups of H(I1,n), I, Ann. of Math. 58 (1953)
55-106 MR0056295

B Fresse, Koszul duality of operads and homology of partition posets, from: “Homotopy
theory: Relations with algebraic geometry, group cohomology, and algebraic K-theory”,
(P Goerss, S Priddy, editors), Contemp. Math. 346, Amer. Math. Soc. (2004) 115-215
MR2066499

B Fresse, Modules over operads and functors, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1967,
Springer, Berlin (2009) MR2494775

B Fresse, Operadic cobar constructions, cylinder objects and homotopy morphisms of
algebras over operads, from: “Alpine perspectives on algebraic topology”, (C Ausoni,
K Hess, J Scherer, editors), Contemp. Math. 504, Amer. Math. Soc. (2009) 125-188
MR2581912

E Getzler, JDS Jones, Operads, homotopy algebra and iterated integrals for double
loop spaces arXiv:hep-th/9403055

VK AM Gugenheim, On the chain complex of a fibration, lllinois J. Math. 16 (1972)
398-414 MRO0301736

VK AM Gugenheim, L A Lambe, Perturbation theory in differential homological
algebra, I, lllinois J. Math. 33 (1989) 566-582 MR1007895

VK AM Gugenheim, L A Lambe, J D Stasheff, Algebraic aspects of Chen’s twisting
cochain, lllinois J. Math. 34 (1990) 485-502 MR1046572

VK AM Gugenheim, L A Lambe, J D Stasheff, Perturbation theory in differential
homological algebra, 11, llinois J. Math. 35 (1991) 357-373 MR1103672

S Halperin, J Stasheff, Obstructions to homotopy equivalences, Adv. in Math. 32
(1979) 233-279 MR539532

K Hess, Perturbation and transfer of generic algebraic structure, from: “Higher
homotopy structures in topology and mathematical physics”, (J McCleary, editor),
Contemp. Math. 227, Amer. Math. Soc. (1999) 103-143 MR1665464

J Huebschmann, On the construction of Aeo—structures, Georgian Math. J. 17 (2010)
161-202 MR2640649

J Huebschmann, The Lie algebra perturbation lemma, from: “Higher structures in
geometry and physics”, (A S Cattaneo, A Giaquinto, P Xu, editors), Progr. Math. 287,
Birkhiuser/Springer (2011) 159-179 MR2762544

J Huebschmann, The sh-Lie algebra perturbation lemma, Forum Math. 23 (2011)
669-691 MR2820385

J Huebschmann, T Kadeishvili, Small models for chain algebras, Math. Z. 207 (1991)
245-280 MR1109665

Algebraic € Geometric Topology, Volume 14 (2014)


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0220273
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1969820
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0056295
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/conm/346/06287
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2066499
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-89056-0
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2494775
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/conm/504/09879
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/conm/504/09879
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2581912
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9403055
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.ijm/1256065766
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0301736
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.ijm/1255988571
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.ijm/1255988571
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1007895
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.ijm/1255988274
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.ijm/1255988274
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1046572
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.ijm/1255987784
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.ijm/1255987784
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1103672
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0001-8708(79)90043-4
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=539532
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/conm/227/03254
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1665464
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2640649
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-0-8176-4735-3_8
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2762544
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/FORM.2011.023
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2820385
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02571387
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1109665

2548

(21]

(22]

(23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]
(28]

[29]

(30]

(31]

(32]

Alexander Berglund

J Huebschmann, J Stasheff, Formal solution of the master equation via HPT and
deformation theory, Forum Math. 14 (2002) 847-868 MR1932522

L Johansson, L. Lambe, E Skoldberg, On constructing resolutions over the polyno-
mial algebra, Homology Homotopy Appl. 4 (2002) 315-336 MR1918515

MW Johnson, D Yau, On homotopy invariance for algebras over colored PROPs, J.
Homotopy Relat. Struct. 4 (2009) 275-315 MR2559644

B Keller, Deriving DG categories, Ann. Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup. 27 (1994) 63-102
MR1258406

M Kontsevich, Y Soibelman, Homological mirror symmetry and torus fibrations, from:
“Symplectic geometry and mirror symmetry”, (K Fukaya, Y-G Oh, K Ono, G Tian,
editors), World Sci. Publ., River Edge, NJ (2001) 203-263 MR1882331

L Lambe, J Stasheff, Applications of perturbation theory to iterated fibrations, Manu-
scripta Math. 58 (1987) 363-376 MR893160

K Lefevre-Hasegawa, Sur les A—infini catégories arXiv:math/0310337

J-L Loday, B Vallette, Algebraic operads, Grundl. Math. Wissen. 346, Springer,
Heidelberg (2012) MR2954392

S Mac Lane, Categories for the working mathematician, 2nd edition, Graduate Texts
in Mathematics 5, Springer (1998) MR1712872

M MarKkl, Homotopy algebras are homotopy algebras, Forum Math. 16 (2004) 129-160
MR2034546

S A Merkulov, Strong homotopy algebras of a Kdihler manifold, Internat. Math. Res.
Notices (1999) 153-164 MR1672242

M Schlessinger, J Stasheff, Deformation theory and rational homotopy type arXiv:
1211.1647

Department of Mathematics, Stockholm University
SE-106 91, Stockholm, Sweden

alexb@math.su.se

http://people.su.se/~aberg/

Received: 30 November 2011 Revised: 27 November 2013

Geometry & Topology Publications, an imprint of mathematical sciences publishers :.msp


http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/form.2002.037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/form.2002.037
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1932522
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1918515
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2559644
http://www.numdam.org/item?id=ASENS_1994_4_27_1_63_0
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1258406
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/9789812799821_0007
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1882331
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01165893
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=893160
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0310337
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-30362-3
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2954392
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1712872
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/form.2004.002
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2034546
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/S1073792899000070
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1672242
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.1647
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.1647
mailto:alexb@math.su.se
http://people.su.se/~aberg/
http://msp.org
http://msp.org

	1. Introduction
	Statement of results
	Application: Transfer theorem
	Expanded form of the transfer theorem
	Outline of the paper
	Conventions

	2. Background on homological perturbation theory
	3. Thick maps
	4. Thick contractions
	5. Symmetric tensor trick
	6. Operads and cooperads
	7. Perturbation lemma for algebras over operads
	8. Tensor trick for algebras over operads
	9. Perturbation lemma and tensor trick for coalgebras over cooperads
	10. Thick maps between ``cofree'' coalgebras
	11. Transfer theorem
	12. Example: A–infinity algebras
	References

