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Abstract

We prove that the mod 2 cohomology algebras of real projective groups are intrinsically
formal. As a consequence we derive the Hopkins—Wickelgren formality and the strong
Massey vanishing conjecture for a large class of fields.
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1 Introduction

Let G be a profinite group. An embedding problem for G is a solid diagram:

G
¢
o
H——H,

o

¢

where H and H are finite groups, the solid arrows are continuous homomorphisms and
« is surjective. A solution of this embedding problem is a continuous homomorphism
5 : G — H which makes the diagram commutative. We say that the embedding
problem above is real if for every involution 7 € G with ¢ (¢) # 1 there is an involution

h € H with a(h) = ¢(1), i.e., if involutions do not provide an obstruction for the
existence of a solution.

Definition 1.1 Following Haran and Jarden [11] we say that a profinite group G is real
projective if G has an open subgroup without 2-torsion, and if every real embedding
problem for G has a solution.
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For a prime number p and a profinite group G, let C*(G, IF,) denote the differential
graded IF,-algebra of continuous cochains of G with values in F,,. The aim of this
paper is to show that the differential graded algebra C*(G,F ) of a real projective
group G has the following strong property.

Definition 1.2 Let F be a field and let C* be a differential graded F-algebra with
cohomology H*. Then C* is called formal if there is a sequence C* <« T* — H*
of quasi-isomorphisms of differential graded algebras between C* and H* where we
consider H* as a differential graded F-algebra with trivial differential. Moreover, a
graded F-algebra A is called intrinsically formal if every differential graded algebra
C* with H*(C*) = A is formal.

The main result of this paper is the following:

Theorem 1.3 Let G be a real projective profinite group. Then the graded algebra
H*(G, ) is intrinsically formal. In particular, the differential graded F-algebra
C*(G, Fy) is formal.

Remark 1.4 For an odd prime p and G real projective, the IF ,-algebra H*(G, F ) is
concentrated in degrees O and 1,1i.e., H' (G, F,) = Ofori > 2. The intrinsic formality
of H*(G, F ) then follows easily from the analog of Theorem 4.7 for an odd prime p
(the result holds for augmented graded algebras over any field, see [36, Theorem 4.7,
page 85]) and the argument of the proof of Lemma 6.5 below. Hence, together with
Theorem 1.3, we can conclude that H*(G, ) is intrinsically formal and therefore
C*(G,F)) is formal for all primes p.

Our proof of Theorem 1.3 relies on a theorem due to Kadeishvili which states that
a positively graded algebra A over a field is intrinsically formal if the Hochschild
cohomology groups HH™2~"(A, A) vanish for all n > 3. In order to show this van-
ishing for A = H*(G, IF,) we deduce from Scheiderer’s work in [34] the description
of H*(G, F,) for a real projective group G as the following type of quadratic algebra:
First, let B be a Boolean ring, i.e., x% = x for every x € B,andlet B, = ®j>0 Bj be
its associated Boolean graded algebra, i.e., the Fp-algebra with By = [F» and, for every
positive integer j, B; = B. Second, for an [F>-vector space V, let V,, = b >0 V;
denote the graded algebra with Vy = F, Vi = V and V; = O for j > 2. We refer
to Sect.6 and Definitions 6.1 and 6.4 for more details. We show that H*(G, ) is
a quadratic algebra given as the connected sum of quadratic algebras B, M Vi (see
Definition 5.2) where V' is a suitable vector space and B is the Boolean ring of con-
tinuous functions from the space of conjugacy classes of involutions in G to F. Then
we calculate the Hochschild cohomology groups of such an algebra by an explicit
description of the cocycles and coboundaries in the case of a locally finite Boolean
graded algebra in Theorem 7.13. Finally, we use a spectral sequence argument and the
vanishing of the higher derived limits of certain non-vanishing Hochschild cohomol-
ogy groups to deduce the general case. Our main technical result is the following, see
Theorem 9.14:

Theorem 1.5 Let B be a Boolean ring with |B| > 8, and let V be an Fy-vector space.
Then

HH*" (B, N V,, B, Vy) =0
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foreverym < 0 and k > 0 such thatk # 1 — m.

Remark 1.6 In fact, we thereby prove that for every profinite group G such that
H*(G, TF») is of the form B, MV, as in Theorem 1.5, the graded algebra H* (G, F,) is
intrinsically formal. However, real projective groups are the main examples of groups
with this type of cohomology algebra that we are aware of.

One of the main consequences of formality of a differential graded associative
algebra is the vanishing of Massey products. We will formulate a stronger form of the
latter next.

Definition 1.7 Let IF be a field and let (C*, U, §) be a differential graded associative
F-algebra with differential §. For an element a € C 4 we write a := (—1)'*q. For
an integer n > 2, let aj, as, ..., a, be a set of cohomology classes with a; € HY
A defining system for the n-fold Massey product of ay, az, ..., ay is a set {a; ;} of
elements of C%.Jj for 1 <i < j<n+1land(i, j)# (1,n+ 1) such that

Jj=1

8(a; ;) = Z aj ; \Jayg,;

k=i+1

and ay, ay, ..., a, is represented by ay2,a23, ..., dpny1. The degree d; j of a; ;
satisfies

-1
dij=Y di—(j—1—i)fori+1<j<n+l

s=i

We say that the n-fold Massey product of ay, as, ..., a, is defined if there exists a
defining system. The n-fold Massey product (aj, a, ..., an){ai,./} of aj,ar, ..., ay
with respect to the defining system {a;_;} is the cohomology class of

n
Z ark Y agnt1
k=2

in H%+! where dpy1 = Zl’-':l di —n+2.Let {(ay, ay, ...,a,) denote the subset of
H%+1 consisting of the n-fold Massey products of ay, az, . . ., a, with respect to all
defining systems. We say that the n-fold Massey product of ay, az, ..., a, vanishes if
(ay, aa, ..., a,) contains zero.

We say that C* satisfies strong Massey vanishing if for very ay, az, . . ., a, as above
the following assertion holds: if

aqUay=arUaz=---=a,_1Ya, =0, (1)
then the n-fold Massey product of ai, as,...,a, vanishes. When condition (1)
above is satisfied we say that all neighbouring cup products vanish for the n-tuple

ai,ap, ..., ay.
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For real projective groups, strong Massey vanishing for cohomology classes in
degree one was proven in [27, Theorem 1.7]. For pro p-groups of elementary type,
strong Massey vanishing for cohomology classes in degree one was proven in [33,
Theorem 1.2]. (See also the comments below Theorem 1.10.) As we explain in Sect. 3,
Theorem 1.3 implies the following result:

Theorem 1.8 Let G be a real projective profinite group, and let p be a prime number.
Then C*(G, IF ) satisfies strong Massey vanishing for cohomology classes in arbitrary
degrees.

Remark 1.9 For an odd prime p, C*(G, IF),) satisfies strong Massey vanishing since
H i(G, F,) = 0 fori > 2. Hence the difficult case is p = 2. We emphasise that
Theorem 1.8 proves the strong Massey vanishing conjecture for real projective groups
for cohomology classes in arbitrary degrees. We thereby provide the first nontrivial
class of profinite groups for which strong Massey vanishing holds beyond degree one.

Our interest in the formality of profinite groups originates from the arithmetic of
fields. Let F be any field whose characteristic is not two, and let I'(F) denote its
absolute Galois group. In [13, Question 1.4 on page 1306] Hopkins and Wickelgren
raised the question whether C*(I'(F), [F;) is formal. We know that the answer is
no in general. In fact, Positselski proved in [29, Section 9.11] that, for an odd prime
number p and a finite extension F of Q,, which contains a primitive p-root of unity, the
differential graded algebra C*(I"(F), ) is not formal (see also [31, §6]). We note that
there is a counterexample to the strong Massey vanishing for fourfold products over Q,
due to Wittenberg—Harpaz, in [9, Example A.15]. This implies that the absolute Galois
group of Q is not formal. In the more recent paper [20] Merkurjev—Scavia provide
a counterexample over a field containing the algebraic closure of @, so even a more
restricted prediction of Positselski on the formality of fields is false, see [20, Question
1.5 and Theorem 1.6] and [21]. However, we still expect that many fields have formal
absolute Galois groups. Our result is actually the first affirmative contribution to this
conjecture as we will explain next.

Recall that a field F has virtual cohomological dimension < 1 if there is a finite
extension K /F with cd(I'(K)) < 1. As we recall in Sect. 2, it is a consequence of
classical Artin—Scheier theory and Haran’s work that the absolute Galois group of a
field with virtual cohomological dimension < 1 is real projective. Hence our results
for real projective groups imply the following:

Theorem 1.10 Let F be a field with virtual cohomological dimension < 1, and let p
be a prime number. Then H* (F, IF ) is intrinsically formal, and hence C*(I'(F), F )
is formal and satisfies strong Massey vanishing.

This theorem is also a new contribution to the Massey vanishing conjecture by
Min4a¢ and Tan [22, Conjecture 1.1], a very active field of research (see e.g. [7, 9, 13,
20,23, 27,33]). In fact, our theorem shows Massey vanishing in arbitrary cohomology
degrees for fields with virtual cohomological dimension < 1. This is a much stronger
result than in the previously known cases where only the degree one Massey products
were considered.
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Another consequence of our methods is a positive case of a conjecture by Positselski
and Voevodsky on the Koszulity of Galois cohomology [30, §0.1, page 128]. In [25],
other positive cases of this conjecture were proven. Recall that a positively graded
algebra A over I, is called Koszul if the groups H; j(A) = Torf j (Fp,F,) vanish for
alli # j, where the first grading i is the homological grading and the second grading j
is the internal grading which is induced from the grading of A. Based on Scheiderer’s
structure theorem for real projective groups we prove:

Theorem 1.11 Let F be a field with virtual cohomological dimension < 1, and let p
be a prime number. Then the cohomology algebra H* (F, I ) is Koszul.

Contents. In Sect.2 we review the work of Haran—Jarden who showed that every
real projective group arises as an absolute Galois group of a pseudo real closed field
and deduce the structure of the mod 2 cohomology algebra of real projective groups
from Scheiderer’s local—global principle for real projective groups. In Sect. 3 we show
that formality implies strong Massey vanishing for differential graded algebras. In
Sect.4 we review a Kadeishvili’s sufficient condition for intrinsic formality in terms
of graded Hochschild cohomology. In Sect. 5 we recall the Koszul complex of quadratic
algebras and the notion of Koszul algebras. In Sect. 6 we introduce Boolean and dual
graded algebras and show that their connected sum is Koszul. In Sect. 7 we prove our
main technical result on the graded Hochschild cohomology of the connected sum of
dual and Boolean graded algebras, first for finite Boolean subrings. In Sect. 8 we recall
some facts needed on Mittag—Leffler functors. In Sect. 9 we extend the arguments from
Sect.7 to the case of an infinite Boolean ring and thereby prove the main technical
result Theorem 1.5. In Sect. 10 we combine the results of the previous sections to prove
Theorem 1.3 and its consequences. In Appendix A we provide proofs of the assertions
on Boolean rings we use in Sects. 6, 7 and 9. In Appendix B we prove the existence
of the spectral sequence that we use in Sect.9.

2 Fields whose absolute Galois group is real projective and
Scheiderer’s theorem on their Galois cohomology

In this section, we first review the work of Haran—Jarden who showed that every
real projective group arises as an absolute Galois group of a pseudo real closed field.
Then we deduce from Scheiderer’s local-global principle the structure of the mod 2
cohomology algebra of real projective groups.

For a profinite group G, let cd(G) denote its cohomological dimension as defined
in [38]. Haran gave the following very useful characterisation of real projective groups
[10, Proposition 2.2 on page 226]:

Theorem 2.1 (Haran) A profinite group G is real projective if and only if G has an
open subgroup G of index < 2 with cd(Gg) < 1, and every involution t € G is
self-centralising, that is, we have Cg(t) = {1, t}.

Haran’s theorem immediately implies that every closed subgroup of areal projective
group G is also real projective, and in particular every torsion element of G has order
dividing 2.
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For a field F, let I'(F) denote its absolute Galois group, and we write cd(F) =
cd(T"(F). Recall that a field F has virtual cohomological dimension < 1 if there is a
finite extension K /F with cd(K) < 1. Since the only torsion elements in the absolute
Galois group of F are the involutions coming from the orderings of F, it is equivalent
(by a theorem in [37]) to require cd(K) < 1 for any fixed finite separable extension
K of F without orderings, for example for K = F (i), where i = /—1. In particular,
if F itself cannot be ordered (which is equivalent to —1 being a sum of squares in F),
this condition is equivalent to cd(F) < 1.

Examples 2.2 Examples of fields F which can be ordered with cd(F (i)) < 1 include
real closed fields, function fields in one variable over any real closed ground field, the
field of Laurent series in one variable over any real closed ground field, and the field
Q“? N R which is the subfield of R generated by the numbers cos(%”), where n € N.

The following is a well-known consequence of Artin—Schreier theory.

Lemma 2.3 Let I' be an absolute Galois group and let x € T be an involution. Then
the centraliser Cr(x) is the group C = {1, x} generated by x.

Proof Let K be a field whose absolute Galois group is isomorphic to I and let K be the
separable closure of K. Let R C K be the fixed field of C. Then the absolute Galois
group of R is Gal(K/R) = C = 7/2, so R is real closed by [19, Proposition 2.4, page
452]. In particular, R has characteristic zero, so the same holds for all subfields of K.
Moreover, the latter is algebraically closed. Since Cr(x) is the pre-image of 1 under
the map y — x~!'y~lxy, itis closed. Let F C K be the fixed field of Cr(x). Since
C C Cr(x) we getthat F is a subfield of R. Note that Cr(x) leaves R invariant; indeed
if @ € R, then xa = «, and hence for every y € Cr(x) we have xyo = yxa = ya,
so ya € R. The extension R/ F is algebraic, so R is the real closure of F. Therefore,
the Galois group Gal(R/F) is trivial by [19, Theorem 2.9, page 455]. We get that
Cr(x) lies in the subgroup of I' fixing R, so by the profinite version of the Galois
correspondence Cr(x) € C. O

This shows that Theorem 2.1 has the following consequence:

Corollary 2.4 The absolute Galois group of a field F is real projective if and only if F
satisfies cd(F (i) < 1.

Definition 2.5 Let F be a field. The real spectrum Spr(F) of F is the set of all orderings
of F. We consider Spr(F) as a topological space by equipping it with the Harrison
topology. The latter is defined as the topology on Spr(F) with sub-basis consisting
of the sets H(a) of all orderings on F in which a € F is positive. By [18, Chapter
VIII, §6, Theorem 6.3], the Harrison topology makes Spr(F') a compact and totally
disconnected topological space.

Definition 2.6 For every ordering <€ Spr(F), let F- denote the real closure of the
ordered field (F, <). We say that the field F is pseudo real closed if every absolutely
irreducible variety defined over F which has a simple F_-rational point for every
<e Spr(F) has an F-rational point.

@ Springer



Real projective groups are formal 1839

Remark 2.7 By the work of Haran—Jarden [11, Theorem 10.4 on page 487], the absolute
Galois group of a pseudo real closed field is real projective. We can also deduce
this result from the previous discussion as follows. Recall that a field F is pseudo
algebraically closed if every geometrically irreducible variety defined over F has
an F-rational point. By a theorem of Ax [2], the absolute Galois group I of such a
field is projective, and in particular it has cohomological dimension at most one. By
Prestel’s Extension Theorem [32, Theorem 3.1, page 148], every algebraic extension
of a pseudo real closed field is pseudo real closed. This implies that if F is pseudo real
closed, then F (i) is pseudo algebraically closed since F (i) has no orderings. Hence
F has virtual cohomological dimension < 1, and in particular I"(F) is real projective
by Haran’s Theorem 2.1.

The following result of Haran—Jarden is a strong converse of the remark above (see
[11, Theorem 10.4 on page 487]).

Theorem 2.8 (Haran—Jarden) For every real projective profinite group G, there is a
pseudo real closed field F whose absolute Galois group is isomorphic to G.

Remark 2.9 Therefore, the Hopkins—Wickelgren formality conjecture for the class of
fields of virtual cohomological dimension < 1 is the same as for the class of pseudo
real closed fields, and it is a purely group-theoretical problem for the class of real
projective profinite groups.

Definition 2.10 Let I" be a profinite group. Let J(I") denote the subset of elements of
order 2 in I". We equip Y(I") with the subset topology. Let X'(I") denote the quotient
of Y(I") by the conjugation action of I". We equip A’ (I") with the quotient topology.
Note that when I is the absolute Galois group of a field F' then X' (I") is just the real
spectrum of F equipped with its Harrison topology by classical Artin—Schreier theory.

Let C(X(I'), F2) be the ring of continuous functions from X' (I") to F» where we
equip the latter with the discrete topology.

Theorem 2.11 (Scheiderer) Let T be a real projective group and X (I') be as above.
Then, for each n > 0, there is a natural homomorphism

7, H' (T, Fp) — C(X ('), Fy) 2)

which is an isomorphism for n > 1 and surjective for n = 1.

Proof In [34] Scheiderer constructs his theory of real étale cohomology in two cases:
for schemes over which 2 is invertible, and for profinite groups. In the case we are
interested in, real projective groups, the two approaches are actually equivalent by
Theorem 2.8. The assertion then follows from [35, Proposition 2.15].

We will briefly indicate how to use Theorem 2.8 and the results of [34] to deduce the
result. By Theorem 2.8, we can find a field F such that I' = I'(F). By [34, Theorem
6.6, page 61] applied to the spectrum of F and the constant discrete I'-module A = F»,
there is a long exact sequence of the form

.o = H(F,F,) - H"(T', F2) P, HO(X(T), H"(F2)) — HYV(F,Fy) — - -
3
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where H" (IF2) denotes the I"-equivariant higher direct image sheaf constructed in [34,
Section 8] (see especially [34, Remark 8.9, page 95]), and Hj denotes cohomology
group with respect to the b-topology on Spec(F') as defined in [34, Definition 2.3,
page 11]. For the identification of sequence (3) with the long exact sequence of [34,
Theorem 6.6, page 61], we recall that X'(I") is the real spectrum of the field F' (see
[34,9.2, page 97]). We can then use [34, Remarks 9.5 and 9.6, page 99] to identify the
remaining terms. In particular, we can identify the map p%. in (3) with the map 7, in
(2). By [34, Theorem 7.3, page 70] (see also [34, Corollary 9.8]), the cohomological
2-dimension of F with respect to the b-topology is equal to the virtual cohomological
2-dimension of I". Since the latter is 1 by Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.4, the group
H;' (F, ) in sequence (3) vanishes for n > 1. Hence, since sequence (3) is exact,
the map m,, in (2) is an isomorphism for n > 1 and is still surjective for n = 1. O

Remark 2.12 We note that there is also a group-theoretic proof of Theorem 2.11 in [34,
Section 12]. Since the virtual cohomological 2-dimension of a real projective group is
1, and I contains no subgroup isomorphic to Z/2 x Z/2 by Haran’s Theorem 2.1, [34,
Theorem 12.13, page 151] applies with coefficients the constant I'-module A = [F»,
and the map m, in (2) is an isomorphism for every n > 1. The case n = 1 is proven in
[34, Remark 12.20.2, page 158] where the argument of the second paragraph applies
since every involution is self-centralising. A proof of Theorem 2.11 using Artin—
Schreier structures which are discussed in [34, Appendix B] can also be deduced from
[34, Proposition B.8.1, page 257].

3 Massey products and formality

In this section we show that formality implies strong Massey vanishing. This is a
well known fact which can for example be deduced from the theory of Aoc-algebras.
However, for a lack of reference known to the authors to a proof which avoids the
Aso-structures, especially in positive characteristic, and for the convenience of the
reader we provide direct and self-contained proofs for the assertions needed. In this
section we only assume familiarity with some basic terminology for model categories,
and we recall and use a basic fact about weak equivalences in Lemma 3.4.

Notation 3.1 Let [F be a field, and let DGA denote the category of associative dif-
ferential graded algebras over F. We will often refer to the objects in DGA just as
dg-algebras. We will often denote the multiplication on objects in DGA as a cup
product U. Let C* be a dg-algebra with differential §: C* — C**!, and cohomology
H* = Ker(8)/Im(8). We will often write C instead of C*.

We consider DGA as a model category with the standard model structure, as con-
structed in [14, Theorem 35, page 58]. It is determined by the following classes of
weak equivalences and fibrations: a map is a weak equivalence if its underlying map
of chain complexes is a quasi-isomorphism; and it is a fibration if it is degree-wise
surjective. Recall that maps which are both weak equivalences and fibrations are also
called acyclic fibrations. The cofibrations are the maps which have the left lifting
property with respect to all acyclic fibrations.
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Definition 3.2 Let C be a dg-algebra with cohomology H. We consider H as an object
in DGA with trivial differential. Then C is called formal if there is a diagram

C<T->H )

of weak equivalences of dg-algebras.

Remark 3.3 We recall that, since all objects are fibrant in the standard model structure
on DGA, a sequence of quasi-isomorphisms

C«T—->Th«T3—---«<T,—>B

in DGA can be reduced to a sequence C <— 7' — B of just two quasi-isomorphism.

Lemma3.4 Let f: A — B be a weak equivalence of dg-algebras. Then there is a
commutative diagram of morphisms of dg-algebras

B
Js
B

such that all maps are weak equivalences, the map j is a homotopy equivalence, and
p and q are fibrations.

J
e

(&)

f
e

<
B

Proof This is a formal consequence of the model structure on DGA. Let

A—>p B
be a factorization of f into a cofibration i1 followed by an acyclic fibration g;. Since f
is a weak equivalence, i is a weak equivalence, too. If Bj is not cofibrant, we choose
a cofibrant replacement B Bj such that ¢ is an acyclic fibration and B is cofibrant.
The composition ¢ = ¢ o g is an acyclic fibration as well. If A is not cofibrant, we

choose again a cofibrant replacement A L A such that p is an acyclic fibration and
A is cofibrant. Now we consider the solid diagram

l

jo

3
W<~
: <

A——s

fop
Since A is cofibrant and q is an acyclic fibration, there is a dotted lift j which makes the
diagram commute. As f o p is also a weak equivalence, j must be a weak equivalence.

Since A and B are cofibrant and fibrant objects (every object in DGA is fibrant), j is
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. . . ~h ~ .. .
a homotopy equivalence, in the sense that there is a map B — A which is an inverse
to j up to homotopy. This proves the claim. O

The existence of diagram (5) will allow us to lift Massey products also along quasi-
isomorphisms of dg-algebras.

Proposition3.5 Let f: A — B be a weak equivalence of dg-algebras, and let
ai,az,...,a, be classes in H*(A). Let by, by, ..., b, be their images in H*(B).
Then fy: H*(A) — H*(B) maps the Massey product set (ay, az, . .., a,) bijectively
onto the Massey product set (b1, ba, ..., by).

Proof Let {a; ;+;} C Aforl <i < i+ j < n+ 1be a defining system for
the n-fold Massey product of ay, ..., a,. Since f commutes with the differentials
and cup-products, it sends the defining system {a; ;1 j} to a defining system {b; ;  ; :=
f(ai i+ )} C B forthe n-fold Massey productof by, .. ., b,. Hence f; sends elements
in the Massey product set (aj, az, ..., a,) to elements in the Massey product set
(b1, b2, ..., by). More concretely, f, sends the class of the cocycle ZZ:z ar xYak n+1
in {(ay, ..., a) to the class of the cocycle 22:2 El,k U bk n+1in (b1, ..., by). Since
f« 1s an isomorphism and therefore injective, it remains to show that every defining
system for the n-fold Massey product of by, .. ., b, can be lifted to a defining system
for the n-fold Massey product of ay, . .., a,.

By Lemma 3.4, in order to prove the claim for f, it suffices to prove the corre-
sponding claims for the maps p, ¢ and j as in diagram (5). The claim for j follows
from the following lemma.

Lemma3.6 If f is a homotopy equivalence of dg-algebras, then f, restricts to a
bijection between (a1, az, ..., a,) and (b1, by, ..., by).

Proof Since f is a homotopy equivalence, we can choose a morphism of dg-algebras
g: B — Aof f such that there are quasi-isomorphisms go f >~ id4 and fog >~ idp.
In particular, g is itself a quasi-isomorphism of dg-algebras, and g sends the defining
system {b; ;4 ;} for the n-fold Massey product of by, ..., b, to a defining system
{a! = g(bi i+j)} C A for the n-fold Massey product of ay, ..., a,. The defining

ii+j
= g(bj i+;)} is a lift of the defining system {b; ;4 ;}. In fact, since

system {a’

Wiitj
Y in b1k Ubg 1 isacocycle in A, the quasi-isomorphism g o f = id4 implies that

n n
et =/ /
Zal’kuak,n_l,_l - Zalkaak’n+l
k=2 k=2

is a coboundary in A. Thus, the cohomology classes of the cocycles Y ;5 a1k Udk n+1
and ) y_,aj , Uay . respectively, are the same element in the Massey product set
(ar,az, ..., a,) C H*(A). m|

To prove the claim of Proposition 3.5 for the acyclic fibrations p and g, we are
going to use the following basic statements about quasi-isomorphisms.
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Lemma3.7 Let f: A — B be an acyclic fibration of dg-algebras. Let b € B™ be such
that §b = 0. Then there is an a € A™ such that f(a) = b and §a = 0.

Proof Since f is a quasi-isomorphism, there is an @’ € A" such that §a’ = 0 and
f(a’) and b have the same cohomology class. In other words, thereisac € B"~! such
that f(a’) = b — 8c. Since f is surjective, there is ad € A”~! such that f(d) = c.
Seta = a’ + 8d. Then §a = §a’ + §*d = 0, and

f@) = fd)+ f6d) = f(@)+8f(d) =b—8c+sc=b.
O

Lemma3.8 Let f: A — B be an acyclic fibration of dg-algebras. Let d € A" and
¢ € B" ! be such that 8d = 0 and 8¢ = f(d). Then there is a d € A"~ such that
f(d) =candbdd =d.

Proof Since f is a quasi-isomorphism and the cohomology class of f(d) is trivial,
there is a d’ € A"™! such that 84’ = d. Then éc = f(8d') = §f(d’), so 8(c —
f(d)) = 0. By Lemma 3.7 above there is an ¢ € A"~! such that ¢ = 0 and
fle) = c— f(d).Setd = d' + e. Then §(d) = 8(d’) +8(e) = d +0 = d, and
fd)=fWd)+ fle)=fd)+c—fd)=c o

We are now ready to conclude the proof of Proposition 3.5. Since p and g are

acyclic fibrations, the proof is reduced to the case when f is an acyclic fibration.
Therefore we assume from now on that f is an acyclic fibration. We need to show

that any defining system for the n-fold Massey product of by, ..., b, can be lifted to
a defining system of ay, ..., a,. Let {b; ;1 ;} C Bforl <i <i+j <n-+1be
a defining system for the n-fold Massey product of by, ..., b,. By Lemma 3.7, we
can choose cocycles a1 2,a23, ..., apnt1 € A With f(a;i11) = bj i1 and a; ;4

represents the cohomology class a; for each i. Next, for a given j > 2, assume that we
have constructed elements a; ;4; for all i and all [ < j satisfying f(a; i+1) = bi iy
and

i+l—1

Saiivi= ) @xVUariv (6)
k=i+1

where we recall that d; ; denotes the degree of a; x and a; x = (— l)H‘di ka; . We
claim that d := Z;f{H a;i k Uag i+ is a cocycle. Applying 8 and using (—1)! ik .
(—=1)%* = —1 yields

itj—1

s = Y (D480 Uarivj — aieUd@is)) -
k=i+1
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Using 8(a; i+1) = 0 = (a4 j—1,i+;) and the relations given by (6) we get

i+j—1 k—1
§d) =Y (1)t ( D (=D g Uax,k> Uagit

k=i+2 s=i+1
i+j-2 i+j-1
1+d,
= Y axU| Y. =D"a, Uapy,
k=i+1 r=k+1

Now we use that, for each triple i < s < k, we have 1 4 djx = d;s + dsx and get

i+j—1 / k=1 i+j—2 i+j—1
3(d) = Z (Z ai,sUc_ls,k) Udakivj — Z aj kY Z agrYariyj

k=i+2 \s=i+1 k=i+1 r=k+1

= Z aj s Uask Uakivj
i+1<s<k<i+j—1

- Z ajrYag,Yarivj | =0.
i+l<k<r<i+j—1

Hence we can apply Lemma 3.8 with d = Z;;jljr} (=)!Hikg; U ak,i+j and ¢ =

b; iy to get an element a; ;4 ; € A which satisfies

i+j—1
fl@i i) = biivjand dajij = Y @ik Uagis;.
k=i+1
Continuing this process we get a defining system for the classes a;, a2, ...,a,. O

As a consequence we get that formality implies strong Massey vanishing:

Theorem 3.9 Every formal differential graded algebra satisfies strong Massey van-
ishing.

Proof Let C be a formal dg-algebra and let H denote the cohomology of C. By
Proposition 3.5, it suffices to show that if we consider H as a dg-algebra with trivial
differential, then for every n-tuple ay, ..., a, in H of elements whose neighbouring
cup products vanish the corresponding Massey product is defined and vanishes in H.
Indeed, let {a; 4} € Hfor1 <i < j <n+1and (i, j) # (1,n + 1) be such that
aj,iy1 = a; forevery index i and a; ; = 0, if [i — j| > 1. Then {a; ;4 ;} is a defining
system for the Massey product of ay, ..., a, whose corresponding Massey product
vanishes. O
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4 Graded Hochschild cohomology and formality

One way to prove the formality of a dg-algebra is to show that certain Hochschild coho-
mology groups vanish. We are first going to recall the definition of graded Hochschild
cohomology and then discuss the relation to formality. Since we only consider alge-
bras and dg-algebras over the field F», we will from now on work over F». Unless
stated otherwise ® will denote ®p,.

Definition4.1 Let A = ;. A; be a graded Fr-algebra. A graded A-module is
an A-module M with a decomposition M = &, ., M; into subgroups such that
Aij-M; € M;;foreveryi > 0, j € Z. A homomorphism of graded A-modules
from M = @;.; M; to N = ;. N; is an A-module homomorphism ¢: M — N
which respects the gradings, i.e., we have ¢ (M;) C N; forevery i. Let Hom 4 (M, N)
denote the set of graded A-module homomorphisms from M to N it has the structure
of an A-module. Graded A-modules with graded A-module homomorphisms form an
abelian category. For s € Z and a graded A-module M, we write M[s] for the graded
A-module given in degree n by M[s], = M, +s.

Let A = A ® A denote the enveloping algebra of A where A°P denotes the
opposite algebra of A (see e.g., [41, Section 1.1]). The ring A€ inherits a structure of a
graded [F-algebra from A. We now define the graded Hochschild cohomology groups
of a graded [F>-algebra A with coefficients in a graded A°-module M. First, we recall
the bar complex (see e.g., [41, Section 1.1]). For n > 0, we write B,,(A) = A®(+2)
and define the map (dp), = d,: B,(A) — B,_1(A) by

n
dn(ao®al®--~®an+1)=Zao®---®aiai+1®---®an+1

i=0
for ag, ..., an+1 € A. Then the bar complex of A is the complex
) 3,04 B2 4@3 4 4@2 K
(B(A),dg): -+ —> A" = A% — A®“ > A -0

where u denotes the multiplication on A. For every n > 0, B, (A) may be considered
as an A°-module via

(a®ad) - (ap® - ®ant1) = (aap) @ a1 @ -+ ® ay Q (ap41a’).

We equip B, (A) with the grading induced by the grading of A, and we consider d,, as
a graded homomorphism.

Definition 4.2 Let M be a graded A°-module. The graded Hochschild cohomol-
ogy group HH"* (A, M) is defined as the nth cohomology of the cochain complex
(Hom 4. (B4 (A), M[s]), d}) with differential dj, f = f o dp.
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Remark 4.3 We now recall that graded Hochschild cohomology can be computed using
a slightly simpler complex. For every n, there is a natural [F»-linear isomorphism

Hom 4. (B,(A), M) = Homyg, (A®", M) 7)

defined by sending a map f to the F,-linear map which sends a; ® --- ® a, to
f(1®a®: - ®a, ®1). The maps d; : Homy, (A®", M) — Homp, (A®"D M),
defined for every n by

di(f) a1 @ Qapt1) =ai fa2 ® -+ Q apy1)

n

+Y flar® - ®aiai1 ® - ®dny1)
i=1

+ fla1 ® - @ an)ant1,

turn (Homp, (A®*, M), d*) into a cochain complex. We can then check that isomor-
phism (7) induces an isomorphism of cochain complexes

(Hom 4. (B4 (A), M), dp) = (Ho_sz(A@’*, M), d").
Hence, for every n and s, we have an isomorphism
HH"* (A, M) = H”(Hom]FZ(A@’*, M([s)),d). ®)

In fact, isomorphism (8) is used to define Hochschild cohomology in [36, Section 4,
page 85] (see also [3, Section 4]).

We will now recall a criterion on the Hochschild cohomology of a graded algebra
which implies formality. In fact, it implies the following stronger property.

Definition 4.4 A graded Fp-algebra A is called intrinsically formal if every differential
graded algebra C with H*(C) = A is formal.

Remark 4.5 We note that intrinsic formality is a property formulated for graded alge-
bras while formality is a property formulated for dg-algebras. However, one may call
a dg-algebra C intrinsically formal if its cohomology algebra is. Intrinsic formality is
a much stronger property than formality.

An equivalent characterisation of intrinsic formality is given as follows:

Lemma 4.6 Let A be a graded Fy-algebra. Then A is intrinsically formal if and only
if any two differential graded algebras with cohomology isomorphic to A are quasi-
isomorphic.

Proof Let C be a dg-algebra with H*(C) = A. If any two dg-algebras with cohomol-
ogy isomorphic to A are quasi-isomorphic, then C and H*(C) are quasi-isomorphic.
Hence C is formal. This shows that A is intrinsically formal.
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To prove the other implication, let C; and C, be dg-algebras with cohomology
algebras H*(C;) = A = H*(Cy). If A is intrinsically formal, then C| and C; are
formal. This means that there are quasi-isomorphisms of dg-algebras C; <~ 71 — A
and A < T, — C, where we consider A as a dg-algebra with trivial differential. By
Remark 3.3, we can then find a dg-algebra T and quasi-isomorphisms of dg-algebras
Cy < T — C3. Thus, C; and C; are quasi-isomorphic. O

The following theorem is a special case of a result due to Kadeishvili (see [16, 17]).
For a proof we refer to the work of Seidel and Thomas [36, Theorem 4.7, page 85].

Theorem 4.7 (Kadeishvili) Let A = (D, . A; be a non-negatively graded F»-algebra
with Ao = Fa. Assume that

HH"2""(A) = 0 for all n > 3.

Then A is intrinsically formal.
Theorem 4.7 and Lemma 4.6 then imply:

Corollary 4.8 Let C be a dg-algebra over F, with C° = Fy. Assume that
HH™2""(H*(C)) = 0 foralln > 3.

Then C is formal.
We will refer to the above criteria using the following terminology:

Definition 4.9 For a non-negatively graded Fp-algebra A = (P, A; with Ag = [,
we say that A satisfies Kadeishvili’s vanishing if

HH"2""(A) = 0 for everyn > 3.

For a dg-algebra C over [, with CY = F,, we say that C satisfies Kadeishvili’s
vanishing if the graded [F»-algebra H*(C) satisfies Kadeishvili’s vanishing.

Remark 4.10 For the reader familiar with A,,-algebras we note that the condition of
Theorem 4.7 can be interpreted and the proof can be summarised as follows: Let
A be a graded algebra and let C be a dg-algebra with an isomorphism of graded

algebras A — H*(C). Recall that we can view C as an A,-algebra with trivial higher
multiplication maps m,, for n > 3. Kadeishvili showed that it is always possible to
equip A with the structure of an A;-algebra such that there is a quasi-isomorphism of

Axo-algebrasq: A — C which lifts the isomorphism A = H*(C) of graded algebras
(see [16] and [17]). Since the higher level As,-maps m, on A may be nontrivial for
n > 3, the Ax-algebra structure on A may be different from the one it inherits as a
graded algebra. Moreover, g is not a morphism of dg-algebras in general. However,
each map m,, is acocycle in the Hochschild complex and represents a cohomology class
in HH"2~"(A). Thus, if HH"2~"(A) = 0 forall n > 3, then all higher multiplication
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maps on A must be trivial. One can then lift the Aso-morphismg: A — C viaacertain
tensor algebra T to a zigzag of quasi-isomorphisms A <— T — C of dg-algebras.
Then it suffices to compose with the algebra isomorphism H*(C) = A to conclude
that C is formal. We refer to [36, Proof of Theorem 4.7] for the details.

5 Graded Hochschild cohomology of Koszul algebras

We continue to work over the field [F». Unless stated otherwise ® will denote ®r, .

Definition 5.1 A quadratic algebra is a non-negatively graded Fj-algebra A =
@izo A; such that Ag = F, and A is generated over Fy by A with relations of
degree two. Explicitly, let

T(A1)=F2®A1@(A1®A1)@...:@A‘?i

i>0

be the free tensor algebra of the F-vector space A 1. Then A is quadratic if the canonical
map t: T(A;) — A is surjective and ker(7) is generated by its component R =
ker(r) N (A] ® A1) of degree two, so that A = T(A1)/(R), where (R) denotes the
ideal generated by R. A quadratic algebra A is called locally finite if each A; is a
finite-dimensional vector space over [F.

For a quadratic algebra A = (P, A; we denote by A the ideal Ay = P, Ai-
We will later use the following natural way to create new quadratic algebras out of old
(see for e.g. [28, Chapter 3.1]):

Definition 5.2 Let A = (D, A; and B = (P, B; be quadratic algebras. The con-
nected sum of A and B, denoted by A 1 B, is the graded ring with (A 1 B)y = F»,
(AnB); = A; @ B; fori > 0 and multiplication A4 B and B4 A is set to be zero.

The connected sum C := A M B is a quadratic algebra. Let R4 € A; ® A
and Rp € B; ® Bj denote the relations in the tensor algebras defining A and B,
respectively. Then we can write C as a quotient of a tensor algebra

C=T(A:1 & B1)/(Rc)

where R¢c C C1®2 isgivenby Rce = RA ® Rp ® (A1 ® B1) @ (B1 ® Ay).
To every quadratic algebra we can associate the following chain complex:

Definition 5.3 Let V be an F,-vector space and let 7(V) = @i>0 V& be its tensor
algebra. We consider T (V) as a graded Fp-algebra with |v| = 1 forall v € V. Let
R CV®Vandlet A= T(V)/(R) be the associated quadratic algebra where (R)
denotes the ideal generated by R in 7' (V). We denote by K l’ (A) the [F2-linear subspace
defined by KJ(A) = F,, K| (A) = V, K3(A) = R and

KiAy= [ V@RV 2cV® fori=3
0<j<i—2
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Weset K;i(A) = AQ® Kl’ (A) ® A. We consider K;(A) as an A°-module with A acting
on the leftmost factor A and A°P acting on the rightmost factor A, respectively. For
eachi > 0, we define a homomorphismd = d;: K;(A) - K;_1(A) by

di(a®x1Q---Qx; ®a)=(ax]) ®x1Q---Qx; ®d +a@x| @1 ® --- @ (x;d).

Since R C V®?2 generates the relations in A, it is clear that d? = 0. We refer to the
chain complex (K (A), d) as the Koszul complex of A.

Let (B(A),dp) denote the bar complex of A. Since R describes the relations
in A, the natural inclusion K;(A) <> B;(A) defines a morphism of complexes
(K(A),d) — (B(A),dp). The multiplication map u: A ® A — A defines mor-
phisms of complexes from the complexes (K (A), d) and (B(A), dp) to the complex
A concentrated in degree 0 with trivial differential. However, while n: B(A) — A'is
always a quasi-isomorphism, p: K (A) — A may not be a quasi-isomorphism for an
arbitrary quadratic algebra A. This leads to the following definition.

Definition 5.4 A quadratic algebra A is called Koszul if the morphism of complexes
induced by multiplication p: K (A) — A is a quasi-isomorphism.

Remark 5.5 We note that there are many equivalent definitions of the notion of a
Koszul algebra. By [39, Proposition 3.1](where the notation K’(A) is used for K (A)),
Definition 5.4 is equivalent to the ones in [28], [30] and [31] (see also [4, Section 2.1]).

By [39, Proposition 3.1], the Koszul complex (K (A), d) is a complex of free A°-
modules. Hence, if A is a Koszul algebra, we can use K (A) to compute Hochschild
cohomology. In fact, since K (A) < B(A) is a quasi-isomorphism when A is a Koszul
algebra, we get the following result:

Proposition 5.6 Let A be a Koszul algebra and M be a graded A-bimodule. The canon-
ical inclusion of chain complexes K (A) — B(A) induces an isomorphism between
the graded Hochschild cohomology of A with coefficients in M and the cohomol-
ogy of the cochain complex (Hom 4. (K (A), M), d*) where d* denotes the differential
induced by the differential d of the chcain complex K (A).

We now show that for a Koszul algebra an even simpler complex can be used to
compute its Hochschild cohomology.

Definition 5.7 Let A be a Koszul algebra and M be a graded A-bimodule. For every
n > 0ands € Z, let d denote the [F-linear map

3y - Homp, (K} (A), Myts) — Homp, (KT (A), Myy14s)
defined by setting

n(HXI R @xpt1) =X1f(02Q - @ Xpp1) + f(X1 ® -+ @ Xp)Xpp1-
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It is easily verified that d o @ = 0. We refer to the cochain complex
(Homy, (K3 (A), M[s]), ) ©))

as the simplified Koszul cochain complex.

Let A be a Koszul algebra and M be a graded A-bimodule. For every n and every
integer s, isomorphism (7) descends to an isomorphism

Hom 4. (K, (A), M[s]) = Homz, (K}!(A), My). (10)

Itis straight-forward to check that isomorphism (10) yields an isomorphism of cochain
complexes

(Hom 4. (K+(A), M[s]), d*) = (Hompg, (K (A), M[s]), 9). (1)

By Proposition 5.6, the inclusion K (A) < B(A) induces an isomorphism between
the Hochschild cohomology group HH"* (A, M) and the nth-cohomology of the left-
hand side of (11). Since (11) is an isomorphism of cochain complexes, this proves the
following result:

Proposition 5.8 Ler A be a Koszul algebra and M be a graded A-bimodule. For every
pair (n, s), the composition of the restriction along the inclusion K (A) — B(A) and
isomorphism (11) defines an isomorphism

HH"* (A, M) =l (Homp, (KX(A), M[s]), d) (12)

from the graded Hochschild cohomology group HH"* (A, M) to the nth cohomology
group of the cochain complex (Homy, (K}(A), M[s]), 9).

Theorem 4.7 and Proposition 5.8 then imply the following criterion for intrinsic
formality:

Corollary 5.9 Let A be a Koszul algebra over F. Assume that
H"(Homg, (K (A), A[2 — n]), d) = 0 foralln > 3.
Then A is intrinsically formal.
Finally, to prove our main technical result in the next sections we will apply the
following spectral sequence. We will provide a proof of the following proposition in

appendix B.

Proposition 5.10 Let A be a positively graded F»>-algebra with Ay = Fy. Let {Aq}a
be a directed system of graded subalgebras such that A is equal to the inductive limit
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11_11)10[ Agy. Let M be a graded A°-module. For each integer s, there is a first quadrant
spectral sequence

ENT = lim"HH?* (Aq, M) = HHP19S (A, M)
o

where 1(11_115 denotes the pth right derived functor of the inverse limit functor.

6 Boolean and dual graded algebras

In this section we introduce the two types of graded algebras for which we will compute
the Hochschild cohomology of their connected sums in the next sections. For more
details and background on Boolean rings we refer to appendix A.

Definition 6.1 We say that a ring B is Boolean if x> = x for every x € B. For every
Boolean ring B, let B, = @n>0 B,, denote the graded ring such that By = [, and for
every n > 1 weset B, = B. For every pair of positive integers m, n the multiplication
B, x B, — B4, is the multiplication in the ring B = B, = B;,, = By, 4,. We call
B the associated Boolean graded algebra.

For the next lemma, we recall that the polynomial ring A = F,[x] is a quadratic
algebra with A = F,(x), the one-dimensional F,-vector space generated by x, and
trivial relations. We also recall from Corollary A.16 that every finite Boolean ring has
an orthogonal basis, i.e., there are elements x1, x3, ..., X, in B which form a basis of
B as a vector space over IF; and x;x; = 0 fori # j.

Lemma 6.2 Let B be a finite Boolean ring, and let x1, x2, . . ., X, be an orthogonal
basis of B. Then the associated Boolean graded algebra B, is a quadratic algebra
and is isomorphic to the connected sum of the F2[x;], i.e.,

By = Falxi]n---nlFa[x,].

Moreover, B, is a Koszul algebra.

Proof That B, is isomorphic to the connected sum of the quadratic algebras F[x;]
follows immediately from Definition 6.1. By [28, Chapter 3, Corollary 1.2 on page
58], the connected sum of Koszul algebras is Koszul. Hence, in order to show that B,
is Koszul, it suffices to show that F;[x] is a Koszul algebra. The latter follows from
[28, Example on page 20] and Remark 5.5 since F[x] is the symmetric algebra in one
generator. Thus, F>[x] is Koszul and hence so is B,. O

Proposition 6.3 Let B be a Boolean ring and let By be its associated Boolean graded
algebra. Then B, is a Koszul algebra.

Proof This follows from the fact that every Boolean ring is the inductive limit of
finite Boolean rings. Indeed, every ring is the inductive limit of its finitely generated
subrings. Every subring of a Boolean ring is Boolean, and from Stone’s representation
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theorem it is also clear that every finitely generated Boolean ring is finite. Also note
that the functor B +— B, of Definition 6.1 maps injective morphisms to injective
morphisms, so for every Boolean ring B the graded [F»-algebra B, is the inductive
limit of graded F;-algebras of the form A, where A C B is a finite Boolean ring. By
Lemma 6.2, it now suffices to observe that the property of being a Koszul algebra is
preserved under passing to inductive limits in the category of graded algebras over a
field. This was shown by Bruns and Gubeladze in [6, Lemma 1.1, page 48]. O

As a generalisation of the algebra of dual numbers k[]/(g%), we refer to the fol-
lowing type of graded algebras as dual algebras (even though we do not consider them
as the dual of another algebra).

Definition 6.4 Let V be a vector space over [F,. We call the non-negatively graded IF,-
algebra V, = @ >0 Vi with Vo =2, Vi = V and V; = 0 for j > 2 the associated
dual algebra. A dual algebra Vi is quadratic with relatlons R =V ®r, V1.

Lemma 6.5 ForeveryFs-vector space V, the dual algebra V., is Koszul. Fork+m > 2,
we have HH* (V) = 0.

Proof That V, is Koszul follows from the fact that the inclusion map of K (V) into
the bar complex is the identity. The vanishing of HH*" (V) for k +m > 2 follows
from the fact that there are no nontrivial cochains in the Koszul cochain complex for
k+m > 2,since V; =0for j > 2. O

Proposition 6.6 Let V be an F2-vector space, let V., be its associated dual algebra, B
be a Boolean ring and let By be its associated Boolean graded algebra. Then V, 1 B,
is a Koszul algebra.

Proof By Lemma 6.5 we know that V, is Koszul, and by Proposition 6.3 we know
that B, is Koszul. By [28, Chapter 3, Corollary 1.2 on page 58] the connected sum of
Koszul algebras is Koszul. This proves the assertion. O

7 Kadeishvili’s vanishing for connected sums of dual and Boolean
graded algebras—the finite case

In this section we are going to prove that connected sums of dual algebras and the
Boolean graded algebras associated to a Boolean ring have vanishing Hochschild
cohomology when we restrict to a finite subring. In Sect. 9 we extend the computation
to the case of arbitrary Boolean subrings.

We fix an [F»-vector space V, and let V, be its associated dual algebra. We also fix a
Boolean ring B and a finite Boolean subring A C B. Let A, and B, be the associated
Boolean graded algebras. Our next goal is to compute the groups HH*" (V.M Ay, V..M
B,) form < 0.

By Propositions 5.8 and 6.6, we can do this by using the simplified Koszul cochain
complex (9) of V, 1 A, of Definition 5.7, i.e., we consider the cochain complex

(HO_mE‘z(K::(V* M Ay), (Vi 1 By)[m]), 9).
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First we determine the F2-vector spaces K ,f(V* M A,). This will require some prepa-
ration.

Definition 7.1 Let I denote a basis of V. Let xy, x2, ..., x, be the orthonormal
basis of A, see Corollary A.16. Let J denote the set {x1, x2,...,x,}. A sequence
t, b, ..., tx € IUJ isadmissibleifforevery j = 1,2, ..., k—1suchthatt;, t; 1 € J
we have t; # t; 1. We say that an admissible sequence t1, 12, ..., #x € 1 U J is stable
if t1, 1, € J and 11 = 1, and it is unstable otherwise.

Notation 7.2 For every sequence t = #1,t2,...,f € I U J, let the same symbol t
denote the elementt; ®H R --- Rt € K ,f(V* M A,) by slight abuse of notation.

Lemma 7.3 Write Q. = V. N A,. The subspace K,]f(Q) C Q?k is spanned by the
basis consisting of the vectors t, where t is any admissible sequence.

Proof Let Rp € Q1 ® Q) denote the relations in the tensor algebra defining the
quadratic algebra Q. Note that the vectors t, where t is any sequence in I U J, are
linearly independent, so any subset of them will form a basis of their span. Therefore
it will be sufficient to prove that for every index j = 1,2, ..., k — 1 the subspace:

o @ Ro® 07T o

is spanned by the vectors t, where t = 11,1, ..., € I U J satisfies the condition
tj #tjr1ift;, ;41 € J. Recall that the relations in A, are generated by the vectors
xi @xjfori # j.Let Tg C Q‘?z be the subspace spanned by the vectors x; ® x;,
where j = 1,2, ..., n. Then Q?Z = Rp @ Ty, and hence

®k
Qi

(07 o007 a (0 070 0%) 1

Now if

L=Zatt= Z att + Z at | + Z ait (ag € Fp)
t

{tj.tj+1)LJ 1jtj+1€J tjtj+1€J
1j#j+1 1j=tj+1
L @)1 Qk—j—1 .
lies in O, ® Rp ® 0, , then the sum outside of the parentheses must be

zero, since it lies in the second summand of the decomposition in (13), while the sum
within the parentheses lies in the first summand of the decomposition in (13). The
claim is now clear. O

We are going to use the following fact about Boolean rings.

Lemma7.4 Letx,y € B. Let (x), (y) and (x, y) denote the ideals in B generated by
X, y, x and y, respectively. Then the following assertions hold:

(i) foreveryz € B, we have z € (x,y) ifandonlyif 1 +x +y+xy)z =0;
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(i) if xy = 0 then (x, y) is the direct sum of (x) and (y).

In particular, for every x, z € B we have z € (x) if and only if (1 + x)z = 0.

Proof If 1+ x4+ y+xy)z=0thenz =z(x +y+xy) € (x,y). If 7 € (x, y) then
there are a, b € B such that z = ax + by, so

(I +x+y+xy)z = (ax + by) + (ax + bxy) + (axy + by) + (axy + bxy) =0,

so claim (i) is true. Now assume that xy = 0. Note that (x, y) = (x) + (y), so we
only need to show that (x) N (y) = 0. If z € (x) N (y) then there are a, b € B such
that z = ax = by. Therefore

1=27° = axby = abxy =0,

so claim (i7) holds, too. O

Now we assume that j > 1 and that f: K,f(V* M A,) — Bjis acocycle in the
simplified Koszul cochain complex (Hosz (KX (Ve Ay), Bi[j — k1), 9) of Defini-
tion 5.7. For the sake of simple notation, we will identify B; with By in all that follows.
Let p: Vi @ B; — Bj be the unique linear map which is zero on V| and the identity
on Bj.

Lemma 7.5 For every admissible sequence t =ty,t2, ..., t € 1 U J we have:

f(® € (p@1), p(n))-

Proof We define the element x := 1 + p(#;) + p(tx) + p(t1)p(tx) € A C B; = B.
We claim that x satisfies

xt; =0 = xtg.
First, elements in I are orthogonal to all elements and the claim is true for 71, #; € I.
Second, ift; € J,thenxt; = 11 +t12+tlp(tk)+t12p(tk) =h+t+upty)+tplty) =
0. And we have a similar calculation if #; € J. This shows the claim.
Hencex @11 @ - - Q1 Q1 € K,fill(V* M Ax). Since f is a cocycle:

@@ @)+ f(x @11 Q- Qn—1)tx = 0.
Multiplying both sides of this equation by x we get that
0=xf1®L® )+ fx®N ® - @l_Dxty =xf((1 DL @+ @ tp).
The claim now follows from part (i) of Lemma 7.4. |

Definition 7.6 For every stable admissible sequence t, by Lemma 7.5, we have
f) =a(t)
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foraunique @ (t) € (p(t1)). Set B(t) = «(t) in this case. For every unstable admissible
sequence t, Lemma 7.5 implies

J® =a®)+ A1), alt) € (pr), B(t) € (p(1)),

where a(t), B(t) are uniquely determined by part (ii) of Lemma 7.4. For every admis-
sible sequence t we call «(t), B(t) the head, tail value of f(t), respectively.

Let Ay (I, n) denote the set of admissible sequences f1, f2, ..., # € I U J, where
we recall that n denotes the cardinality of J, i.e., the F»-dimension of the finite subring
A C B, which determines the associated Boolean graded algebra A, by Lemma 6.2.

Definition 7.7 We define two maps L: Ax(I,n) — Ax(I,n) and R: Ax(I,n) —
A (I, n), the left and right translations, as follows. Let

Hotr, oo, tk , if the sequence is stable,

L(ti, 2, ..., 1) :{

t,13,...,1, 1 ,if the sequence is unstable,
and similarly

Hotr, oo, Ik , if the sequence is stable,
R, t2,.... 1) = {

t,t1,t,...,t%—1 ,if the sequence is unstable.

These two maps translate the sequence to the left or to the right, respectively, and put
the term which drops out to the other end. It is also clear that they are well-defined,
i.e., they map admissible sequences to admissible sequences. Note that L and R are
inverses of each other, so we get a permutation, or a cyclic group action on Ay (1, n).
The fixed points of this action are exactly the stable admissible sequences.

Lemma 7.8 For every admissible sequence t =t{,t2, ..., tx € I U J we have:
a(R(t)) = B(1),

and equivalently:
B(L(1) = a(t).

Proof The case of a stable admissible sequence is trivial. If t is unstable, the two
identities above follow from the two relations:

hf®L® - Q)+ fH @ @ @tr—1)tx =0,
Hf® - Qu )+ f(M1@HnLQ - Qu)t =0,

respectively. o
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Remark 7.9 Note that the lemma above covers all relations between head and tail
values for cocycles. This is true because all relations for cocycles are spanned by the
relations:

Nfh®BR - i) + (1L ® - @)ty =0, (14)

where t = #1, 2, ..., 1x+1 € I U J is any admissible sequence. In particular there is
no relation between head and tail values for admissible sequences lying in different
orbits of R. Within every orbit of the right translation operator the head value of the
right translate is equal to the tail value of the translated sequence, but otherwise we
are free to choose the head and tail values within an orbit.

Definition 7.10 We define two maps
l: Ax(I,n) — Ar_1(U,n) and r: Ar(I,n) > Ax_1(I,n),
the left and right truncations, as follows. Let

Ity ) =t 0,00 Tt

and similarly

rt, o, . ) =0, 13, ..., I,

These maps are clearly well-defined, i.e., they map admissible sequences to admissible
sequences. We say that an orbit O C Ax(I,n) of R is stable if it consists of one
element, and it is unstable if it consists of at least two elements.

Lemma7.11 Let O C A (I, n) be an unstable orbit and let i, j be two elements of O.
The following holds:

(D) ifl{@) =1() theni=,
@@i) ifr() =r() theni=j,
(iii) we have r(i) = 1(j) if and only ifi = R(j) and j = L(i).

Proof We first prove part (i). Since j is a permutation of i, the number of occurrences
of iy in j is the same as in i. Since /(i) = [(j), the number of occurrences of iy in
[(j) is the same as in [(i). This is only possible if jiz = ix, and so part (i) is true. The
proof of part (ii) is essentially the same as the proof of part (i) above, just left and
right have to be exchanged. By definition r(R(j)) = [(j) and [(L(i)) = r(i), so the
reverse implication of part (ii7) is clearly true. On the other hand if r(i) = /(j) then
r(i) = r(R(j)) by the above, soi = R(j) by part (ii), and hence j = L(i), too. So part
(iii) holds, too. |

Definition 7.12 The truncation set T(O) of an unstable orbit O as above is its image
with respect to the map /. By part (iii) of Lemma 7.11 this is the same as the image
of O with respect to the map r. By parts (i) and (ii) of Lemma 7.11, respectively, we
getthatboth/ : O — T(O) and r: O — T(O) are bijective. Let!~': T(0) = O
and r~!: T(0O) — O be the inverse of these two maps, respectively.
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We are finally ready to prove the following theorem:

Theorem 7.13 Let V be an Fy-vector space and V, its associated dual algebra. Let B
be a Boolean ring, A C B a finite Boolean subring, and let A, and By, respectively,
be the associated Boolean graded algebras. We have:

HH> % (V.M A,, V., By) =0 forall k > 3.
Assume |A| > 8 and let m < 0 be a negative integer. Then we have:
HH" (V, M Ay, Vo 1 By) = 0 forall k > 0 withk # 1 — m.
Proof For k > 2 and j > 2, we are going to show that every cocycle
i KF(Vin Ay) — B;

is a coboundary. This will imply that HH** (V,, M A, V,. 1 B,) = 0 for all pairs (k, m)
with k > 2 and m > 2 — k. The remaining cases will be discussed afterwards. By
the above it will be enough to show the claim orbit by orbit, that is, we may assume
without loss of generality that f is supported on an orbit O C Ax (I, n) of the right
translation R. We will let « and B denote the head and tail values of f, as above.

First assume that O is a stable orbit {t} witht = ¢{, >, ..., € I U J. In particular,
t; = t; and these two elements are in J. Let g: I(',](‘:II(V>,F nAy) — Bj_; be the
cochain given by the rule:

a®y ™ ifs = r(t),
g(s) = .
0 , otherwise.

Lemma7.14 We have dg = f.

Proof Note that t;_; # t; since fy € J and t is admissible. Therefore [(t) =
t1, ..., ty—1 is different from r(t), and hence

dg(t) = 11g(r() + g1 = a(®)r] +0 = f(b).

Now letu = uj, us, ..., u;r € I U J be an admissible sequence different from t. If
g(r(m)) # 0, then r(u) = r(t), and hence u; # t1, as u and t are different. Therefore
u1g(r(n)) = uloz(t)tlj_1 = 0 in this case since j — 1 > 1 by assumption, a(t) €
(p(#1)) and the product of u; and #; is zero when u; # t;. Otherwise, g(r(u)) = 0,
and hence u1g(r(u)) = 0 trivially in this case.

If g(l(u)) # O, then [(u) = r(t), and so ux—1 = t; = t1. So uy is different from 7y,
since u is admissible. Hence we have g(/(u))uy = oe(t)tlj _luk = 0 in this case since
Jj — 1 > 1and the product of #; and uy is zero when u; # t;. Otherwise, g(/(u)) = 0,
and hence g(/(u))u; = 0 trivially in this case. We get that
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dgu) = urg(r(w) + g)ur =0+0=0.
]

Now assume that O is an unstable orbit. For every sequence t = t{,f, ..., €
1U J,leta(t), b(t) denote the first term ¢ and the last term #; of t, respectively. Let
g: K,f:ll(V* M As) — Bj_1 be the cochain given by the rule:

a(r=Ys) platr=(s)))/~! ,ifs e T(0),
g(s) = )
0 , otherwise.

In particular, g is supported on the truncation set of O.

Lemma 7.15 We have:

g(s) = BU () pb( ™ (5))) !
for everys € T(O).

Proof Since [(I"'(s)) = s = r(r~'(s)), we get that [~ (s) = L(r~'(s)) by part (iii)
of Lemma 7.11. Therefore, b(I~'(s)) = a(r~'(s)) and B(I~'(s)) = a(r~'(s)) by
Lemma 7.8. Therefore,

g(s) =a(r ') platr™ ) = B ) pba~ (s))) .

Lemma7.16 We have 0g = f.

Proof Letu = uy, up,...,u; € I UJ be an admissible sequence. First assume that
u € 0. Then

dg(u) = urg(r() + gl )ug = a@)p@ur)’ + p@)pux)’ = f(u)

where we use the definition of g and Lemma 7.15 in rewriting the first and second
summand, respectively. Now assume that u is not in O. If g(r(u)) # 0, then r(u) =
r(t) forsome t € O. Then u; # t1, as u and t are different when u ¢ O. Therefore,
u1g(r(w)) = ura(t)p(r1)’~! = 0 in this case since j — 1 > 1 by assumption and
uy # t1. Otherwise, g(r(u)) = 0, and hence u1g(r(u)) = O trivially in this case.

If g(l(u)) # O, then [(u) = [(t) for some t € O. Then u; #* t, as u and
t are different. Therefore, since j — 1 > 1 and #x # uy, we have g(l(u)uy =
Bt) p(tx)! ~'uy = 0 by Lemma 7.15 in this case. Otherwise, g(/(u)) = 0, and hence
g((w))uy = 0 trivially in this case. We get that

dgm) =ug(r(m) +gl()uy =0+0=0.
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This finishes the proof for k > 2 and m > 2 — k. Since both summands and hence
the direct sum V; @ B; are trivial for negative j, there are no nontrivial cochains and
hence no nontrivial cocycles for £ + m < 0. Hence it remains to check the values
k > 1and m = —k. For m = —k, the first nontrivial differentials in the cochain
complex we use to compute Hochschild cohomology are

Ok+1

0) 0,
Homg, (K (Vi 1 Ay), F2) = Homp, (K{{{ (Vs AL, Vi @ By) —> -+

Let f: K,f(V* M Ay) — IFp be acocycle. Lett = #;; ® --- ® t;, be an admissible
sequence. Assuming that the set / U J consists of at least three elements, there is a
ti,,, different from both #;; and #;,. Then

tilf(tiz ®ti3 ®--- ®tik+1) + f(til ®ti2 Q- ®tik)tik+1 =0

is only possible if the coefficients of #;, and 7;,, | in the above sum on the left-hand side,
e, f(t, ®1;; ®--- Q) and f(t; @1, ® --- @1, )t, are both 0. In particular, we
must have f(t) = 0. Thus there are no nontrivial cocycles in this case. This finishes
the proof of Theorem 7.13. O

Remark 7.17 We note that the assumption |A| > 8 cannot be dropped. For example,
if A, = Fa[x1] 11 Fa[x2], then HH*~%(A,) # 0 for even k > 0.

8 Mittag-Leffler functors and transfinite recursion on subrings

In this section we recall and prove some results that we will need to extend the claim
of Theorem 7.13 to infinite subrings in the next section. First, we recall some facts
about Mittag—Leffler functors.

Definition 8.1 Let A denote the category of abelian groups. For every ordinal «, by
slight abuse of notation we let the same symbol denote the associated small category
induced by an ordering. Let F: k7 — A3 be a functor. We say that the functor F is
Mittag—Leffler if

(ML1) forevery @ € B € « the map Fg — Fy is surjective,
(ML2) for every limit ordinal & € « the map Fy, — limgey Fpg is surjective.

Lemma8.2 If F: k°? — AB is a functor such that

(MLO) for every a + 1 € k the map Fyy1 — Fy is surjective,
(ML2) for every limit ordinal @ € k the map Fy — limgey Fg is surjective.

Then F is Mittag—Leffler.
Proof We only need to check condition (ML1) of Definition 8.1 for F. Note that we
may assume without the loss of generality that @ = @ by replacing « with the unique

ordinal isomorphic to the segment [o, k) and F with F|q ). For every @ < B in«,
let ¢g o : Fg — Fy be the transition map, and for every limit ordinal 8 € «, let
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¢p : Fg — limyepg Fy be the limit of the transition maps ¢g . Now let 8 € « and
x € Fy be arbitrary. We are going to construct using transfinite recursion for every
8 < B an element x5 € Fys with the following properties:

(i) we have xg = x,
(ii) forevery y <8 < B we have ¢, (xs) = xy,
(iii) for every limit ordinal § < B we have ¢s(xs) = lim, 5 x,,.

This is sufficient to conclude that claim, as ¢g 3 (xg) = Xy = x, SO g ¢ is surjective,
as x was arbitrary. Also note that the limit lim, ¢s x,, in (iii) makes sense because of
the compatibility in (ii). Let us start the transfinite recursion: for the initial § = @
just take xy = x. This satisfies (i), the only non-trivial condition in this case. When
d is a limit ordinal there is an xs € Fj such that ¢s(xs) = lim, s x;, by condition
(ML2). Clearly ¢s,,(xs) = x,, for every y € 6. When § = y + 1 is a successor
ordinal then there is an xs € Fj such that ¢5 ,(xs) = x, by condition (MLO). If
a € 4, then either @ = y, and hence ¢;5 o (x5) = x4 by the above, or @ € y, and hence
@s.a(xs) = ¢y a(@s,y (x5)) = ¢y o (x)) = Xy by the induction hypothesis. O

Proposition 8.3 If F: k°? — AB is a Mittag—Leffler functor then l(ln”F = 0 for
everyn > Q.

Proof This is Corollary A.3.14 of [26]. |

Lemma8.4 Let F, G, H: «°? — AB be functors which form a short exact sequence:

0 F G H 0.

If F and G are Mittag—Leffler then l(ir_n”H = 0 for everyn > 0.

Proof Since the higher limit functors l(ir_n” are derived functors, we have a long coho-
mological exact sequence (see [40, §3.5]):

o ——=1im"G ——=lim"H —— lim"" ' F —— ...
< < <
associated to the short exact sequence above. Now we only need to apply Proposi-
tion 8.3. o

Next we prove a result on the structure of the subrings of a Boolean ring. Let B be
a Boolean ring. For every subring A C B and for every x € B, let A(x) denote the
subring of B generated by A and x. We assume now that B is infinite and let A C B
be an infinite subring. Let « = |A| be its cardinality and choose a bijection x : k — A.
Fix a subring Ag C A such that |Ag| = 8. Using transfinite recursion we can construct
a set of subrings

{Ae CA|a ek} (15)

of A such that
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(a) wehave Ay = Ao,
(b) we have Ay = Ag(x(a)) forevery o € «k,
(¢) we have | Bea Ag = A, for every limit ordinal o € «.

For this collection of subrings we have some additional properties:
Lemma 8.5 The following holds:

@) we have | J,c, Aa = A,
(ii) we have Ag C Ay for every B € a € k,
(iii) we have |Ay| < w for every finite o € k,
(iv) we have |Ay| < || for every infinite o € k,
(v) we have 8 < |Ay| < |A| for every a € k.

Proof For every € k we have x(B) € Ag(x(B)) = Agy1 € Uae;« Ag, so the latter
is A, and hence (i) holds. We are going to show (ii) by transfinite induction. When «
is a limit ordinal then Ag C Uﬂea Apg = Ay by condition (¢). Whena =y +1isa
successor ordinal then A, € A, (x,) = Ay by (b). If B € «, then either 8 = y, and
hence Ag C A, by the above, or 8 € y, and hence Ag € A, C A, by the induction
hypothesis. So (i) is true. Since every finitely generated subring of A is finite, we get
(iii) by induction, as every positive finite ordinal is a successor ordinal, so condition
(b) applies.

Now we are going to show (iv) by transfinite induction. When o« = w or a limit
ordinal more generally, we have |Ag| < |a/| for every B € « either by part (iii) (when
o = w) or by the induction hypothesis. Therefore

Aol = || 4| < la* = ||

Bea

using condition (c). When o = f + 1 is a successor ordinal then by condition (b) we
have A, = Ag(xg), so the latter is generated by |a| + 1 = |cr| elements, and hence its
cardinality is at most |«|. Therefore (i v) holds, too. For every o € k¥ we have Ay C Ay
by part (ii), so 8 = |Ag| < |Aq|. On the other hand, |Ay| < |A| for every « € « by
part (iii), when « is finite, and by part (iv), when « is infinite since |A| = k > «.
Therefore (v) is true. O

9 Kadeishvili’s vanishing for connected sums of dual and Boolean
graded algebras—the infinite case

Our next goal is to extend Theorem 7.13 to the case of infinite subrings A C B.

In particular, we will extent the theorem to the case A = B. This will require a

considerable amount of work.

Notation 9.1 We fix a vector space V over [, and let V, denote the associated dual
algebra over ;. We fix a Boolean ring B and let B, denote the associated graded
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Boolean algebra. For every subring A € B with associated Boolean graded algebra
A, consider the cochain complex:

0, 0,
Homp, (Kf (Vi M A,), F2) — > Homp, (K{ 1| (Vi MA), V) @ B) —> - .

Let F&4=k(A) denote the group HomFZ(K,i‘Ig(V* M Ay), (Ve N By)g) of degree d
cochains in this complex, and let G*-4~%(A) € F¥4=k(A) be the subgroup of cocycles.

Lemma9.2 Let A C B be a subring such that |A| > 8. Then G&—%(A) = 0 for all
k> 1

Proof Since |A| > 8 there is a finite subring Ag € A such that |Ag| = 8. Since every
finitely generated subring of A is finite, the ring A is the union of its finite subrings
containing Ag. We already know the claim for the latter by the proof of Theorem 7.13.
So by taking the limit we get the claim for A, too. O

As a consequence we get the following

Corollary 9.3 Let A C B be a subring such that |A| > 8. Then
HHY 5 (v, M A,, V,n B,) =0

forallk > 1,m < 0.

Proof For m = 0, the assertion follows from Lemma 9.2. For m < 0, there are no
nontrivial maps in Homp, (K ,]c‘ill(V* nAy), Vin ® By,), since both V,, and B,, are
trivial for negative m. O

Recall that, for every subring A C B and forevery x € B, A(x) denotes the subring
of B generated by A and x.

Proposition9.4 Let A C B be a subring. Then for every x € B the induced map
GF1=k(A(x)) — GF1=*(A) is surjective for all k > 2.

Proof Let f € G*!7%(A) be an arbitrary cocycle. We need to show that f has a lift
to G&17K(A(x)). Note that for every subring C C B every function in

Homp, (KF (V. 1 Cy), V1) € Homp, (KF (V.1 Cy), Vi @ By)

is a cocycle, since the multiplication with elements of degree > 1 in V, vanishes.
Moreover, every Fa-vector space homomorphism K ,’(‘ (Ve A,) — V) can be factored
through K,](‘(V* MAy) — K,f(V* M A(x)4) by sending x to zero. This implies that the
map

Homp, (K{ (Vi 1 A{x)), Vi) — Homp, (K (Ve 1 AL, V1)
is surjective. Since every [F2-vector space homomorphism K ,’C‘(V* NAy) — Vi@ B

can be written as a sum of homomorphisms into V; and Bj, respectively, it remains to
show that cocycles with values in Bj can be lifted.
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We therefore assume from now on that the cocycle f € G*1-k(A) takes values in
Bj. Consider Bj as a B-module and write f = xf + (1 — x) f. Note that x f is again
a cocycle, since multiplication of x with elements in V, M A, vanishes. The definition
of the differential then yields that xf is a cocycle. That implies that (1 — x) f is a
cocycle as well. Therefore it will be enough to show that xf and (1 — x) f have lifts
to G1=%(A(x)). Since the roles of x and 1 — x are symmetrical, we may assume
without the loss of generality that f = xf. We are going to construct the lift when
A is finite first. We will need some preparations to do so. For more background on
Boolean rings and proofs of the assertions on Boolean rings we refer to appendix A.

Notation 9.5 For every Boolean ring C, let S(C) = Spec(C) denote the spectrum
of C. For every set X, let B(X) denote the ring of F»-valued functions on X. Note
that every prime ideal in a Boolean ring C is the kernel of a ring homomorphism
C — TF,, see Proposition A.3 and Theorem A.10. So every element x € C gives rise
to a function in B(S(C)) which furnishes a ring homomorphism f: C — B(S(C)).
This map is an isomorphism by Theorem A.6.

Remark 9.6 We say that an element x € C is an atom if the support of f(x) is a one
element set, i.e., we have f(x)(p) # 0for exactly one p € S(C). From this perspective
the unique orthonormal basis of a finite Boolean ring C is just the collection of all
atoms of C, see also Corollary A.16. Therefore, we have a natural bijection between
the elements of the unique orthonormal basis of C and the elements of S(C). We will
identify these two sets in all that follows.

Definition 9.7 For every homomorphism #: C — D between Boolean rings let
h*: S(D) — S(C) be the induced map. Let a: A — A(x) be the inclusion map.
Since a is injective, the induced map a™: S(A(x)) — S(A) is surjective. Since every
ring homomorphism A(x) — [F; is uniquely determined by its restriction to A and x,
the fibres of a* have at most two elements. Let s : S(A) — S(A(x)) be the section of
a* such that s(p) is the unique element of (a*)~!(p), if (a*)~!(p) is a one element
set, and s(p) is the unique element of (a*)~"(p) such that f(x)(s(p)) = 1, otherwise,
for every p € S(A).

Notation 9.8 Fix a basis I of V. For every homomorphism #: C — D between
Boolean rings let by slight abuse of notation 4* also denote the map I US(D) — [ U
S(C) which is the identity on / and the map induced by 4 restricted to S(D). Similarly
let s also denote the map I U S(A) — I U S(A(x)) which is the identity on / and
the section introduced above, when restricted to S(A). Moreover for every sequence
t=11,1,..., 1 € IUS(D)leth*(t) denote the sequence h*(t1), h*(f2), ..., h*(tx) €
I1US(C), and for every sequence t{, to, ..., ty € I US(A) let s(t) denote the sequence
s(t1), s(t2), ..., s(tx) € I US(A(x)).

Definition 9.9 Let C be a subring of B. Under the identification in Remark 9.6
above, admissible sequences for C are taking values in I U S(C). A sequence
t=1,0,...,tr € I US(A(x)) is x-admissible if it is admissible and t = s(a*(t)).

Lemma 9.10 The following holds:
@) ift=1t,1t,...,t4% € I US(A(x)) is x-admissible then a*(t) is admissible,
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(ii) the maps a* and s induce a bijection between the set of x-admissible sequences
in I US(A(x)) and admissible sequences in I US(A).

Proof If a™(t) were not admissible, there would be an index i such that a*(¢;) =
a*(ti4+1). Since for every u € I U S(A) the element s(u) is unique, this means that
t; = tj+1 which contradicts that t is admissible. So claim (i) is true. By construction
s maps admissible sequences in 7 U S(A) to x-admissible sequences in 7 U S(A(x)).
Therefore a* and s are maps between these sets, and since they are inverses of each
other, we get that claim (i7) holds, too. O

Now we are going to define a function f; € Homﬂrz(K,i‘(V* M A(x)s), By) as
the unique function such that for every admissible sequence t = t1,fp, ..., €
1 US(A{x)) we have:

(xa4#(ty) ,1f t is x-admissible,
fx(xt): f @

, otherwise.

For every admissible sequence t = 1,2, ..., 1 € I US(A) we compute:

L= ) fulxw) = filrsw) = f(x),

ue(@) ()

where we used the additivity of f; and part (ii) of Lemma 9.10 in the first equation,
and its definition in the second and third equations. Therefore the restriction of f; onto
K ,f (VoM A,)is f. Since the map a* commutes with translations, and the translates of
x-admissible sequences are x-admissible, in order to show that f; is a cocycle it will
be sufficient to show for every x-admissible sequence t = #1, 2, ..., 1 € I US(A(x))
that

fe(xe) € (11, ).

Note that xt € (s(t)) for every t € I US(A). Therefore

fr(x)) = f(xax@) = xf (xar) € x(@™(11), a*(t)) S (xa™(t1), xa* (1)) < (11, )

using that s(a*(t)) = t. This concludes the proof when A is finite.

Since every subring of a Boolean ring is Boolean, and every Boolean ring is the
union of the directed set of its finite subrings, we need to show that the lifts we have
constructed for finite subrings are compatible in order to prove the claim in general.
Compatibility means the following: let A A be a pair of finite subrings of B. Let
f e Gh1- k(A) be a cocycle such that f =x f (The latter condition implies that f
takes values in By.) Let f € G%17%(A) be the restriction of f onto K, k(v,mA,). Then
fx is the restriction of the similarly constructed lift fx of f onto K ,f(V* M A(X)y).

Notation 9.11 Letd: A — A(x) be the inclusion map. Lets": TUS(A) — TUS(A(x))
be the section of a* defined the same way as s and let the same symbol denote its
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extension to a map from series in / U S(X) to series in /' U S(Z (x)) by our usual abuse
of notation. Leti : A — A and j : A(x) — A{(x) be the inclusion maps.

Lemma 9.12 The following holds:

@) ift=n,0,...,5p, € 1 U S(K(x)) is x-admissible then j*(t) is x-admissible,
too,
(ii) for every admissible t = 11,12, ..., 1 € I US(A) the maps a* and's induce a
bijection between the set of x-admissible sequences in (j*)~(s(t)) and admis-
sible sequences in (i*)~'(t).

Proof By part (i) of Lemma 9.10 we already know that j*(t) is admissible. So if a*(t)
were not x-admissible, there would be an index i such that j*(t;) # s(a*(j*(#;))).
Then t; # s(a*(t;)) either, since j* oS oa™ = s o a* o j*, which is a contradiction.
So claim (i) holds. Note that a* o i* = j* o a* and S o j* = i* o 5. Therefore a* and
s are maps between these sets, and since they are inverses of each other, we get that
claim (i7) holds, too. O

Now we are ready to show that f is the restriction of f; It will be sufficient to
check this on x¢ where t = t1,,...,% € I US(A(x)) is admissible. If t is not
x-admissible, then there is no x-admissible sequence in (j*) ™! (t) by Lemma 9.12, so

L= Y fulw) =0= filx),

ue(j*)~ )

where we used the additivity of fv in the first equation, and the definition of ﬁ and
fx in the second and third equations, respectively. If t is x-admissible, then

L= Y fw= )Y fOozw)
ue(j*) 1) ue(j*)~
u=s(a*(u))
= Y Few = FGaem) = faw) = filx),

ue(@*)~Ha* (1)

where we used the additivity of fx in the first equation, the definition of f; in the
second equation, part (ii) of Lemma 9.12 in the third equation, the additivity of f in
the fourth equation, the fact that f is the restriction of f in the fifth equation, and the
definition of f, in the last equation. This finishes the proof of Proposition 9.4. O

We can now use Proposition 9.4 to show the vanishing of Hochschild cohomology
groups. Let A C B be an infinite subring. Let « = |A| be its cardinality and choose a
bijection x: k — A. Let SA denote the category of subrings of A with respect to the
inclusions as morphisms. By part (ii) of Lemma 8.5 we have a functor t: k — SA
with ((a) = Ay forevery o € k. Let Fk Gk, H*: k°P — AB be the composition of
¢ with the contravariant functors:

Cr FF11=kc), ¢ GF'*«), ¢+ H*C)=HH"'""*(v,nC,, V.n B,)

from SA to A, respectively.
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Proposition 9.13 We have 1(131” H* = 0 for every n > 0.
Proof By Lemma 9.2 there is a short exact sequence:

Ok

0 Fk Gk H* 0

of functors. Therefore it will be enough show that both F* and G* are Mittag—Leffler
by Lemma 8.4. Since FF is just the dual of an inductive system of vector spaces,
it is Mittag—Leffler. As we can check that an element of F¥!=¥(C) is a cocycle on
(k 4+ 2)-uples of elements of C, we have Gk1=k(A,) = limgeq Gk.1-k (Ap) for every
limit ordinal & € «, and hence G* satisfies property (ML2) of Definition 8.1. By
Proposition 9.4 the functor G* satisfies property (MLO) of Lemma 8.2. Hence GF is
Mittag—Leffler by Lemma 8.2. O

Now we are ready to prove our main

Theorem 9.14 Let B be an infinite Boolean ring. Let A C B be a subring such that
|A| > 8. Let m < 0 be a negative integer. Then

HH" (VoM Ay, Ve M By) =0
for every k > 0 such that k # 1 — m. In particular, we have
HH"2>""(V, 1 B,) = 0 foralln > 3.

Hence the graded algebra V, 1 By is intrinsically formal.

Proof We already know that this is true when A is finite by Theorem 7.13, so we may
assume without the loss of generality that A is infinite. Let k = |A| be its cardinality.
We prove Theorem 9.14 by transfinite induction on the cardinality « of A. This means
we may assume that the claim holds for every subring of A of cardinality less than «.
In particular, the claim of the theorem holds for A, for every o € k by part (v) of
Lemma 8.5, where {Ay € A | o € «} denotes a system of subrings as constructed
in (15) in Sect. 8. Fix an integer m < 0. Since the higher limits of identically zero
functors vanish, all rows of the spectral sequence of Proposition 5.10:

EL'! = imPHHT"™ (V. 11 (Ag)., Vi 11 By) = HHPYE7 (V, 11 A, Vi 11 BL)

o

are zero except when ¢ = 1 — m. By Proposition 9.13 all terms of this row except
Eg’l_m = 1<i£1aHHl_’”’m(V* M (Ag)«, Vs M By) are zero, too. Hence the spectral
sequence degenerates and consequently the theorem holds for A, too. The last assertion
follows from Theorem 4.7. O
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10 Proof of the main result

Let G be a profinite group which is real projective. Let X' (G) denote the conju-
gacy classes of involutions of G equipped with its natural topology, and let B =
C(X(T"), F») be the ring of continuous functions from X' (G) to F, where we equip
the latter with the discrete topology. Note that B is a Boolean ring. Let B, be the
associated Boolean graded algebra.

By Scheiderer’s Theorem 2.11, there is a surjective homomorphism of graded ;-
algebras:

7 H*(G,Fy) — By
such that the n-th degree component:
m,: H'(G,F) — B,

is an isomorphism except perhaps when n = 1, and it is surjective when n = 1. Let
V C H! (G, F) be the kernel of 71, and let V, be the associated dual algebra over
;. By choosing a section

¢: By — H'(G.F)
of 1 we get an isomorphism of graded [F»-algebras:
H*(G,TF7) = B, V,.

By Theorem 9.14, the connected sum B, 1 V, satisfies Kadeishvili’s vanishing
and is intrinsically formal. Thus H*(G, IF,) satisfies Kadeishvili’s vanishing and is
intrinsically formal. By Corollary 4.8 this implies that the differential graded algebra
C*(G, Fy) is formal. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Finally, as explained previously, the Galois groups of fields with virtual cohomolog-
ical dimension one are real projective profinite groups. Hence, Proposition 6.6 implies
Theorem 1.11.

Appendix A. Boolean rings

In this section we summarise the assertions on Boolean rings we use in Sects. 6, 7
and 9.

Definition A.1 A ring R is called Boolean if x> = x for every x € R.

Examples A.2 The field with two elements IF; is a Boolean ring. In fact, since x (1—x) =
0 for all x in a Boolean ring, IF; is the only Boolean integral domain. The direct product
of Boolean rings is Boolean, and so, for every set X, the direct product ring:

FY =[] F2

ieX
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is a Boolean ring. Now let X be a topological space, and let B(X) denote the ring of
functions f: X — IF», which are continuous with respect to the discrete topology on
5. Since the subrings of Boolean rings are Boolean, and B(X) is a subring of FX, we
get that B(X) is Boolean, too.

Proposition A.3 In a Boolean ring R the following hold:

(i) we have 2x = 0 for every x € R,
(ii) every prime ideal p is maximal, and R /p is the field with two elements,
(iii) we have (x,y) = (x +y — xy) foreveryx,y € R,
(iv) every finitely generated ideal is principal.

Proof Since
2x = (2x)% = 4x? = 4x,

we get that 2x = 0 by subtracting 2x from both sides. Now let p be a prime ideal in
R. Then the quotient R/p is a Boolean ring and an integral domain. By Example A.2,
this implies R/p = F,. Note that

x(x+y—xy)=x2+xy—x2y=x+xy—xy=x.

Hence x,y € (x +y — xy). Since x + y — xy € (x,y), claim (iii) is clear. Let
I = (x1,x2, ..., Xx,) be an finitely generated ideal of R. Since

I = ((x1,x2,...,%=1), Xn),

we may assume by induction on n that I = (x, y) for some x, y € R. The claim now
follows from part (iii). O

Proposition A.4 The spectrum Spec(R) of a Boolean ring is compact and totally sep-
arated.

Proof Since the spectrum of a commutative ring with a unity is compact, the same
holds for Spec(R), too. Recall that a topological space X is totally separated if for any
two distinct points x, y € X there exist disjoint open sets U C X containing x and
V C X containing y such that X is the union of U and V. Now let p, g € Spec(R) be
two distinct points. Since they are maximal ideals, there is an x € R such that x € p
and x ¢ q. Since R/p = [F» by part (ii) of Proposition A.3, the former is equivalent
to 1 —x ¢ p. As usual forevery f € R let D(f) € Spec(R) denote the open subset

D(f) ={p € Spec(R) | f ¢ p}. (16)
Thenp € D(1 —x), g € D(x), the intersection D (x) N D(1 — x) is empty by part (ii)

of Proposition A.3, while the union D(x)U D(1 —x) is Spec(R), sinceifx, 1 —x e m
for some m € Spec(R) then 1 € m which is a contradiction. O
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Notation A.5 Let R be a Booleanring. Then forevery a € R the corresponding section
of the structure sheaf of Spec(R) is a continuous function

o(a): Spec(R) — I,
by part (i7) of Proposition A.3, and the furnished map
o0: R — B(Spec(R))

is a ring homomorphism.

Theorem A.6 For every Boolean ring R, the map o : R — B(Spec(R)) is an isomor-
phism.

Proof For every x € R we have x" = x by induction, so if x is nilpotent, then it is
zero. Therefore the nilradical of R is zero, so by Krull’s theorem o is injective. So
we only need to show that o is surjective. Let f: Spec(R) — [F; be a continuous
function. Then the set

D(f) = {p € Spec(R) | f(x) =1}

is a closed subset, so it is compact. But it is also open, so it can be covered by open
subsets of the form D(a), where a € R by the definition of the topology of the
spectrum of rings. Since D(f) is compact, it can be covered by finitely many such,
SO

D(f) = D(a1) U D(az) U ---U D(ap)

for some ay, as, ..., a, € R. By part (iv) of Proposition A.3, there is an a € R such
that (a) = (ay, ..., ay,). Then

D(a) = {p € Spec(R) | a ¢ p}
= {p € Spec(R) | (a1, ....an) L p}
= {p € Spec(R) | a; ¢ p for some i}
= D(a1) U D(az2) U---U D(an),

so D(f) = D(a). Since f and a take values in [F», we get that f = a. O

Notation A.7 Let X be a topological space. Then for every p € X the set

B(p) = {x € B(X) | x(p) = 0}

is the kernel of a surjective ring homomorphism B(X) — IF», so it is a maximal ideal
in B(X). Consequently, we have an induced map

B: X — Spec(B(X)).
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For every x € B(X) the pre-image
D) =(peX|x(p)=1)

is open. Since the sets {D(x) | x € B(X)} form a sub-basis of Spec(B(X)), we get
that B: X — Spec(B(X)) is continuous.

Theorem A.8 When X is compact and totally separated, then B is a homeomorphism.

Proof Since X is compact and Spec(B(X)) is Hausdorff, it will be sufficient to show
that § is a bijection. Let x, y € X be two distinct points. Since X is totally separated,
so there exist disjoint open sets U C X containing x and V C X containing y such
that X is the union of U and V. Let f: X — [F, be the characteristic function of U. It
is in B(X) since the complement of U is open, too. Clearly f € B(y), but f ¢ B(x),
so B is injective.

For every ideal I <B(X) let Z(I) € X denote the closed subset

Z)={xeX|fx)=0 (Vfel)

We claim that for every proper ideal 7 <B(X) the set Z (/) is non-empty. First consider
the case when I = (f) for some f € B(X). Then

Z() ={x e X | f(x) =0},

soif this setis empty, then f is the identically one function, and hence I = (1) = B(X)
is not proper, a contradiction. Next consider the case when [ is finitely generated; then
it is principal by part (iv) of Proposition A.3, so Z(I) is non-empty by the above.
Finally, consider the general case. Then Z(7) is the intersection of sets of the form
Z(J) where J is a finitely generated ideal of /. Since the latter collection of sets is
closed under finite intersections, and each member is non-empty by the above, we get
Z (1) is also non-empty, since X is compact.

Now let m < B(X) be a maximal ideal. By the above there is an x € Z(m). Clearly
B(x) 2 m, but m is maximal, and hence B(x) = m. Therefore 8 is surjective, too. O

Notation A.9 Let BO denote the category of Boolean rings where morphisms are
ring homomorphisms, and let CTS denote the category of compact, totally separated
topological spaces where morphisms are continuous maps. There are two contravariant
functors

B: CTS — BO, X — B(X),
which is well-defined as we saw in Examples A.2, and

S: BO — CTS, R+ Spec(R),

well-defined by Proposition A.4.
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Theorem A.10 (Stone duality) The functors B and S are a pair of dualities of cate-
gories.

Proof By Theorem A.6, the map o is a natural isomorphism between the identity of
BO and B o S. By Theorem A.8, the map f is a natural isomorphism between the
identity of CTS and S o B. O

Corollary A.11 Let R be a finite Boolean ring. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) R is finite.
(ii) R is finitely generated as an Fy-algebra.
(iii) R is Noetherian.
(iv) R is Artinian.
(v) Spec(R) is finite.
(vi) R= ]F%( for a finite set X.

In this case R = F;pec(R).

Proof Every Boolean ring is an [F;-algebra, so if R is finite, then it is finitely generated
as an [F;-algebra, and hence (i) implies (ii). Every finitely generated [F»-algebra is
Noetherian by Hilbert’s basis theorem, so (ii) implies (iii). Every Boolean ring is
zero dimensional by part (ii) of Proposition A.3, so if it is Noetherian, it is Artinian
by a standard theorem in commutative algebra (see Theorem 8.5 of [1] on page 90).
Therefore (iii) implies (iv). Every Artinian ring is a finite direct product of Artinian
local rings (see Theorem 8.7 of [1] on page 90), so its spectrum is finite. Therefore (iv)
implies (v). Now let R be a Boolean ring whose spectrum is finite. Since Spec(R)
is totally separated by Proposition A.4, it is discrete, and hence R = ngec(m by
Theorem A.6. In particular, (v) implies (vi). If R = IF§ for a finite set X, then R is
clearly finite, so (vi) implies (7). O

Notation A.12 Let FBO denote the category of finite Boolean rings where morphisms
are ring homomorphisms, and let FTS denote the category of finite, totally separated
topological spaces where morphisms are continuous maps. Note that the latter is the
same as the category of finite, discrete topological spaces. There are two restrictions
of functors

Blrrs: FTS — FBO, X — B(X)
and
Slrgo: FBO — FTS, R+ Spec(R),

where the latter is well-defined by Corollary A.4.
Theorem A.13 The functors B|pts and S|prs are a pair of dualities of categories.

Proof The restrictions of the natural isomorphisms 8 and o onto FTS and FBO are
the respective required natural isomorphisms. O
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Definition A.14 Let R be a Boolean ring. We say that two elements x,y € R are
orthogonal if xy = 0. We say that an element a € R is an atom if it is non-zero and
cannot be written as the sum of two non-zero orthogonal elements of R. The support
of an element x € R is the subset D(x) C Spec(X) introduced in (16).

Lemma A.15 Let R be a Boolean ring. Then the following holds:

(i) Two elements x,y € R are orthogonal if and only if the intersection of their
SUppOrts is empty.
(ii) A non-zero element a € R is an atom if and only if its support cannot be written
as the disjoint union of two non-empty open and closed subsets.
(iii) Every pair of different atoms of R are orthogonal to each other.

Proof Note that the support of the product xy is the intersection of the supports of
x and y. Since the support of an element of R is empty if and only if it is zero by
Theorem A.6, claim (i) follows. If a = x + y such that x, y are orthogonal and both
non-zero, then the support of a is the disjoint union of the supports of x and y by
part (). On the other hand if the support of a is the disjoint union of the non-empty
open and closed subsets X and Y, there are elements x, y € R whose support is X,
Y, respectively, by Theorem A.6. By part (i) these are orthogonal, non-zero and their
sum has the same support as a. So a = x + y, and hence claim (i7) is true.

Leta, b € R be two atoms whose product is non-zero. Then a = ab + a(l — b)
and aba(l — b) = a*>(b — b?) = 0, s0 a(1 — b) = 0 by the definition of atoms. We
get that a = ab. The same reasoning for b show that b = ab. Therefore a = b, and
hence (iii) holds. O

Corollary A.16 Let R be a finite Boolean ring. Then the atoms of R form a natural
basis of R whose elements are orthogonal to each other. Moreover, every orthogonal
basis consists of atoms.

Proof By Corollary A.11, the topological space Spec(R) is finite, discrete, and R =
ngec(m. Therefore, an element of R is an atom if and only if its support is a point by
claim (i7) of Lemma A.15. These clearly form a basis of R and they are orthogonal
by claim (iii) of Lemma A.15.

Now let eq, ea, ..., e, be an orthogonal basis. We need to show that each e; is an
atom. We may assume without the loss of generality thati = 1. Let x be characteristic
function of an element of the support of e;. Then x is an atom. The support of e and ¢;,
i # 1,1is disjoint since they are orthogonal. Hence x and e; are orthogonal, so xe; = 0.
Now write x as a linear combination Zjej ej of the e;. Since 0 = xe; = Zje] eje;
only if i is not in J, the above argument implies x = 0 or x = e;. The former is not
possible, since x is not zero. Hence we get x = eq, and e is an atom. O

Appendix B. Proof of Proposition 5.10
For lack of a reference known to the authors, we provide a proof of the existence of

the spectral sequence claimed in Proposition 5.10. The proof is an adjustment of the
construction of a spectral sequence for the composition of a right derived functor with
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an inductive limit in [15, Chapter 4]. Even though Hochschild cohomology is a right
derived functor we need to adjust for the fact that we take Hochschild cohomology of
a system over varying base rings.

Proof of Proposition 5.10 We recall from Remark 4.3 and (8) that we can identify the
graded Hochschild cohomology of A and M with the cohomology

HH™*(A, M) = H" (Homy, (A®*, M[s]), d*).

To compute the higher inverse limits occurring in the spectral sequence we will use
the resolutions of [15, Chapter 4]. Let {Sy, fup}« be a projective system of F»-vector
spaces. We denote by (IT*S,, §*) the cochain complex defined in [15, Chapter 4, page
32] whose nth space I1"S, is the product

[T Seo-a, With Supa, = So

Q==

consisting of families sy,...o, Of elements in Sy, indexed over tuples ap < --- < o,
in /. These families inherit the structure of Fp-vector spaces with component-wise
operations. By [15, Théoréme 4.1], the pth higher inverse limit of the system {Sy, fug}
equals the pth cohomology group of this cochain complex, i.e.,

lim? S, = HP(IT*S,, 8%).

o

For an inductive system {7y, gug}«, We denote by (X*T,, 0%) the chain complex
defined in [15, page 33] with

S'Tu= P Tug-an With Tuga, = Tag.

ap<--<ay
The chain complex X*Ty, is dual to IT* in the sense that
Homs, (5" Ty, M) = IT*Homg, (Ty,, M). (17)
Now we construct the spectral sequence following [15, page 34-35]. We denote

the transition maps of the directed system of subrings A, of A by tog: Ag — A,.
We define a double complex C** = Homy, (£ Ay, M) by setting C”+7 to be

CP4=Homg, | P (Aup-a,)®. M
ap<--<ap
The differential in the p-direction is the one induced by 9*. For fixed p and

Agg--a, = Agy, the differential in the g-direction is the differential * of the complex
Homp, ((Agg-a,) %7, M).
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We consider the two spectral sequences that arise from this double complex. First
let p be the filtration-index. Then, using isomorphism (17), we get

E/p 4 = 1_[ Hqusz((Aaomap)@*v M)

ap<-=ap

= ]—[ HH* (Agy--ap s M).

ap=<-<a,

By [15, Théoreme 4.1] applied to the projective system {HH?*(A,, M), HH?*
(fup> M)}q, taking cohomology in the p-direction gives

EPI=H" | [ HH" (Agg,. M) | = Lim”HH?* (Aq, M).
Ap=-=ap o
Now let g be the filtration-index. Taking cohomology in the p-direction gives
E{"% = HP(Homy, (£* Ay, M(s)).
Regarded as a graded [F»-vector space, M[s] is an injective object in the category of
graded [F2-vector spaces. Hence taking cohomology commutes with Homy, (—, M[s]).

By [15, page 33], the complex (X*Ty, 3%) is acyclic and Hy(2*T,) = hm T Since
direct sums commute with tensor products, we get

EPa _ Homp, (li_Igla(Aa)@q, Mls]) iftp=0
: 0 if p > 0.

Since inductive limits commute with tensor products, we have

Homg, (lim(A4q)®?, M[s]) = Homp, (A®?, M(s])

o

for every ¢. Finally, taking cohomology in the direction of g gives

H‘f(Hom]FZ(A@*, M|s])) = HH?*(A, M) ifp=0
0 if p > 0.

E//P q

This spectral sequence degenerates. Hence we get that there is a spectral sequence of
the form

EN? = l(r_n HH?*(A,, M) = HH? 95 (A, M).
o
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