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Notation

We take the following conventions throughout:

N is the set of non-negative integers.
Zs is the integers modulo 2.
d;; denotes the Kronecker delta: d;; = 1 if ¢« = j and d;; = 0 otherwise.

For k a commutative ring, k[z|, k[y], k[z] etc. denote polynomial rings over k in
some finite number of variables, possibly greater than one.

If f=1(f1,---,fn) is a sequence of polynomials and v € N then f* = f/"* ... fir.
If we wish to specify the variable we may also write f“(x).

If maps f and ¢ are homotopic then we write f ~ ¢, or h : f ~ ¢ to specify a
homotopy h.

If a and b are elements of some graded ring (typically homogeneous morphisms
between graded objects) then |a| denotes the degree of a and [a, b] = ab— (—1)l*Plpq
is the graded commutator.

If u e N™ then |u| = > | u;.
Tensor products of morphisms between graded objects are graded tensor products.

When we do not wish to distinguish between chain complexes and cochain complexes
we refer to any Z-graded object with a degree +1 map which squares to zero as a
complex.

A complex is usually denoted as a pair (C,d¢) where C' is the underlying graded
object and d¢ is the differential.

If A is an object of any category then 14 denotes its identity morphism. We may
also write 1 = 14 when this is not confusing.

If C is a category C* denotes its idempotent completion as defined in Definition
B.2.1.



1 Introduction

The bicategory of Landau-Ginzburg models over a commutative ring k is a bicategory
whose objects are polynomials with coefficients in k& with a certain type of singularity
and whose 1-morphisms are matrix factorisations. When k£ = C the objects of this
bicategory are exactly the polynomials with isolated critical points. The applications of
this bicategory, which we denote LGy, are fairly broad. In addition to algebraic geometry
and the study of singularities, this bicategory is also used in mathematical physics in
the study of certain topological field theories [CM16] and in the study of knot invariants
[CM14].

An important concept from the theory of LGy is the cut operation of [Murl8|, which
provides a method for computing compositions of 1-morphisms in £G;. It works by
relating the composition of two 1-morphisms, which in a certain sense is an “infinite
dimensional” object, to a finite dimensional representative. A key component of the cut
operation is an explicit homotopy equivalence between a Koszul complex and its homology.
Understanding precisely how the composition and its finite dimensional representative are
related — and hence understanding how to compute the composition — requires knowing
how to compute the maps in this homotopy equivalence.

Goals of this thesis

e To give a self-contained and accessible introduction to the bicategory of Landau-
Ginzburg models and the cut operation. At the time of writing, most of the literature
on LGy, is technical and inaccessible to non-experts. We give a detailed exposition in
Section 5, including some difficult technical points which have not appeared before
in print (for example, the proof of Lemma 5.5.13).

e To isolate and give a self-contained account of some key techniques that have been
developed in the theory of £LG,. This includes the construction of explicit homotopy
equivalences between Koszul complexes and their homology, which is done in Section
3.

e To go beyond the existing theory by identifying a class of important examples in
which a key technique can be developed more simply. In the current theory of
[Mur18], constructing an explicit homotopy equivalence between the Koszul complex
and its homology requires passing to a completion of the polynomial ring. In Section
3 we give conditions under which this construction can be done in the polynomial
ring itself, rather than its completion. This gives a more elegant approach to the
central idea in the construction of the cut operation — a system of generalised
derivatives with respect to a quasi-regular sequence — based on polynomial division.

Summary of contributions by section

In Section 3 we show how to construct an explicit homotopy equivalence between a Koszul
complex and its homology, paying particular attention to when the maps involved can
actually be computed. This technique is used in [DM13; CM16; Murl8] in the context
of LG but it need not be specific to LGi. In Section 3.2 we construct this homotopy
equivalence in full generality which requires passing to a completion of the ring. This
summarises results in [DM13; CM16; Murl8] in an isolated context and also provides
additional details which are not present in the literature. The homotopy equivalence
constructed in Section 3.2 requires knowing certain series expansions of elements in the
completion and in Section 3.3 we consider how to compute these series expansions in the
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case of a polynomial ring. This expands upon ideas mentioned in [Murl9, Remark A.9].
The considerations of Section 3.3 lead to conditions under which it is not necessary to
pass to the completion in order to construct the homotopy equivalence of Section 3.2. The
situation where it is not necessary to pass to the completion exactly coincides with the
situation where the homotopy equivalence of Section 3.2 can be computed at all elements.

To be more specific about the original contribution in Section 3, let k£ be a field and

consider the polynomial ring k[z] = k[zy,...,z,]. Let t = (¢1,...,t,) be a sequence of
elements in k[z]. The homotopy equivalence of Section 3.2 involving the Koszul complex of
t relies on the existence of maps 0, ..., 0, where 0;, acts like differentiating with respect

to t;. In [DM13; CM16; Murl8] these maps are defined using certain series expansions
of polynomials in the [-adic topology on k[x|, where I is the ideal generated by the
elements of t. The map J;, works on f € k[z] by modifying every term in this series
expansion of f and so in general J;,(f) is only an element of the [-adic completion of k[z]
rather than k[z] itself. In Section 3.3 we consider how to compute the terms in this series
expansion of f via polynomial division. This leads to conditions under which 9, (f) is an
element of the polynomial ring k[x] and hence gives conditions where it is not necessary
to pass to the completion to construct the homotopy equivalence in Section 3.2. These
conditions encompass many important and natural examples and provide a setting where
it is actually possible to compute things exactly, rather than as [-adic approximations.
This is covered in Section 3.4. We refine this approach further in Section 3.5 by giving an
alternative definition of the maps 0, ..., d;, under the conditions of Section 3.4. Under
this definition we pass to the polynomial ring k[x,y] = k[z1,...,Zm, ¥1, ..., Ym) and, for
f € k[z], consider the polynomial f(x)— f(y) in k[x,y]. We compute 0;,(f) by first using
polynomial division to obtain an expression of the form

f@) = fy) =r(e,y) + Y ailz,y)(ti(@) — tiy))

i=1

and then dividing ¢;(z,y) to obtain an expression of the form

g(w,y) = ri(z.y) + Y pii(@,y) () — t5(y)) -

j=1

We then show that 0, (f) = ri(z, z). Practically speaking this perspective provides a much
more efficient algorithm for computing the maps d;,, ..., d;,. Conceptually, it emphasises
the relationship between polynomial division and the maps 0,,...,0;,, and hence the
role of polynomial division in computing the homotopy equivalence of Section 3.2. It also
leads to a result which can be interpreted as a version of Taylor’s Theorem for the maps
Opyy-n s O,

In Section 4 we discuss matriz factorisations, which are the 1-morphisms in £G;. This
section provides important background to Section 5. In particular, in Section 4.3 we show
how perturbation techniques from homological algebra can be extended to the setting of
matrix factorisations. The extension of these techniques is used frequently in literature
on LG however the proofs which establish this extension are only sketched.

In Section 5 we discuss the bicategory of Landau-Ginzburg models. This bicategory
is defined in Section 5.1 and is proved to form a bicategory in Sections 5.2 and 5.3. This
follows the approach of [DM13; CM16; Murl8] but provides additional exposition. Finally
in Sections 5.4, 5.5 and 5.6 we discuss the cut operation which was first defined in [Murl8].
Sections 5.4 and 5.5 include many additional details not found in [Murl8] in order to make
the cut operation more accessible for non-experts. In Section 5.6 we give some examples
of cuts.



In Appendix B we discuss idempotent completion of categories, paying particular
attention to the case of preadditive categories. The results in Section B.2 are “well-
known” but difficult to find in the literature and play a mundane but important role in
the definition of £G,. Appendix C explains a way of interpreting matrix factorisations
geometrically which is not found in the literature. This is somewhat tangential to the
main focus of this thesis but can provide geometric intuition when working with matrix
factorisations.

Thematic approach

Thematically, the approach of this thesis demonstrates an interplay between algebraic,
differential and topological techniques. Polynomial singularities are algebro-geometric in
nature and as such algebraic constructions, such as Koszul complexes and matrix factor-
isations, are used to study them. Polynomial division is a fundamental computational
tool in algebraic geometry and it plays a central role in Section 3 by giving us a method
of computing certain maps which are generalisations of partial differentiation. Moreover,
these computational considerations lead to conditions under which these generalised par-
tial derivative maps exist on the polynomial ring rather than on its completion. The
partial derivative maps are used to define a connection on the Koszul complex, which is
analogous to the concept from differential geometry of the same name. This connection is
used to define the homotopy equivalence between the Koszul complex and its homology.
While drawing a direct link is difficult, this construction echoes ideas used in relation to
the de Rham complex from differential topology.

The homotopy equivalence we construct in Section 3 is a special type of homotopy
equivalence called a strong deformation retract. This concept has its origins in topology
and passes to the world of homological algebra via various homology theories including de
Rham cohomology. Strong deformation retracts are useful because they are susceptible to
the homological perturbation techniques described in Section 2.1. In Section 4.3 we extend
these perturbation techniques to matrix factorisations. Complexes can be regarded as a
kind of degenerate matrix factorisation and, using perturbation, we can convert a strong
deformation retract of complexes into a strong deformation retract of non-trivial matrix
factorisations. Via a different method, a Koszul complex can also be used to construct
a certain type of matrix factorisation which we call a Koszul matrixz factorisation. Using
perturbation, we can translate a strong deformation retract involving a Koszul complex
into a strong deformation retract involving the corresponding Koszul matrix factorisation
under some circumstances.

The category of matrix factorisations relevant to singularities is the homotopy cat-
egory and so homotopy equivalences of matrix factorisations tell us something about the
singularities of the polynomial being factorised. The ideas described above are used in
Section 5 when discussing the bicategory of Landau-Ginzburg models. In the case of the
cut operation, formulae for these homotopy equivalences are given explicitly by modifying
the strong deformation retract of Section 3. Hence, the homotopy equivalence associated
to the cut operation, which is constructed using our algebraic analogue of a connection,
is ultimately computed using polynomial division.



2 Background

In this section we introduce and contextualise some of the concepts central to this thesis.
In Section 2.1 we discuss deformation retracts and perturbation techniques, beginning
with the concept of a deformation retract as it arises in topology. In Section 2.2 we define
Koszul complexes and establish our conventions for working with them. In Section 2.3
we discuss hypersurface singularities, matrix factorisations and the bicategory of Landau-
Ginzburg models at a high level. Finally in Section 2.4 we give a straightforward existence
result for the type of homotopy equivalence we explicitly construct in Section 3.

2.1 Deformation retracts

The notion of a deformation retract first arose in topology. Let X be a topological space
and A a subspace of X.

Definition 2.1.1 ([Brel0, Chapter I Definition 14.8]). We say A is a deformation retract
of X if there exists a homotopy H : X X [0,1] — X which satisfies:

(1) H(z,0) =z for all x € X.
(2) H(z,1) € Aforall z € X.
(3) H(a,1) =a for all a € A.

We call A a strong deformation retract if in addition H(a,t) = a for all ¢ € [0, 1] and
ac A

Suppose A is a deformation retract with homotopy H. Let i : A — X denote the
inclusion map and define r : X — A as r(x) = H(x,1). The maps H, i and r are such
that i = 14 and H : ir ~ 1x, and so the maps ¢ and r give a homotopy equivalence
between A and X.

Example 2.1.2. Let X = {(z,y,2) € R® | 22 +y* < 1}, which is the solid cylinder in R?
centred on the z-axis. Let A be the z-axis. Taking H(z,y,z,t) = (1 —t)x, (1 — t)y, 2)
shows that A is a strong deformation retract of X.

By considering the homology of a topological space we can extend the notion of de-
formation retracts to the setting of homological algebra. Many homology theories, such
as de Rham cohomology and singular homology, will turn a (strong) deformation retract
of topological spaces into a (strong) deformation retract of chain complexes in the sense
of the following definition. Let A be an abelian category.

Definition 2.1.3. A deformation retract of complexes (L,d;) and (M, dy,) of objects in
A consists of morphisms

p
<L>dL) e (MvdM)> h

7

where pi = 1 and h : @p ~ 1. This deformation retract is called strong if in addition

h? =0, hi =0 and ph = 0.

Strong deformation retracts are a special type of homotopy equivalence between chain
complexes. They have the property that they can be modified using a technique called
perturbation. Let

p
(L,d) ¥——= (M,dwn), h (2.1)

)



be a deformation retract of chain complexes. A perturbation of (2.1) is a degree —1 map
§ : M — M such that (dy; +8)? = 0. Given such a perturbation § we define the perturbed
data as the morphisms

/

(L,d) &——= (M,dp +0), I (2.2)

7

where a = (1 — 6h)™'6, d; = dp + pai, ' =i + hai, p’ = p+ pah and I/ = h + hah. We
call the perturbation ¢ small if (1 — dh) is invertible.

Theorem 2.1.4 (Perturbation Lemma). If (2.1) is a strong deformation retract and ¢ is
a small perturbation then the perturbed data (2.2) is also a strong deformation retract.

The Perturbation Lemma is a powerful result with broad applications which are sum-
marised in [Cra04]. The Perturbation Lemma as stated above is proved in [Cra04, Section
2.4]. In Theorem 4.3.2 we prove a version of this result for matriz factorisations which
can easily be adapted into a proof of Theorem 2.1.4.% It is worth pointing out that the
Perturbation Lemma for complexes holds somewhat more generally. We say that the
morphisms

(Lody) &= (M,du), b
are a homotopy equivalence datum if 1 and p are quasi-isomorphisms and h : ip >~ 1. A
homotopy equivalence datum is not necessarily a homotopy equivalence, but rather is
a type of isomorphism in the derived category of A. Small perturbations of homotopy
equivalence data are defined as for deformation retracts, and a small perturbation of a
homotopy equivalence datum is again a homotopy equivalence datum.

2.2 Koszul complexes

The Koszul complex is an important tool in homological algebra, commutative algebra
and algebraic geometry which is particularly useful for doing calculations. For example,
see [Wei94, Chapter 4.5] and [Eis94, Chapter 17]. The Koszul complex plays a significant
role in this thesis. In Section 3 we construct a strong deformation retract between a
Koszul complex and its homology. This is then used to compute compositions in the
bicategory of Landau-Ginzburg models in Section 5. In Section 4.2 we also show how
Koszul complexes can be used to construct a type of matrix factorisation called the
Koszul matriz factorisation. This construction is used in Section 5 to define the unit
1-morphisms in the bicategory of Landau-Ginzburg models.

We define the Koszul complex as a chain complex following the conventions of [Wei94,
Chapter 4.5]. Let R be a commutative ring and ¢; € R. Let K(¢;) be the chain complex

0 yR—" 4 R > 0

1 0

where the differential is multiplication by ¢; and the degree of each object is as indicated
on the diagram. Let K,(¢;) denote the degree p component of K(¢;). We denote the
canonical generator of K (¢;) (the unit of the ring R) by ;. We now consider a sequence
t = (t,...,t,) of elements of R.

'In the context of the proof of Theorem 4.3.2, setting f = g = 0 will yield exactly the calculations
required to prove Theorem 2.1.4.



Definition 2.2.1. The Koszul complex of t is the tensor product
K(t) = K(t) ®r -+ ®r K(ty)
of chain complexes. We typically denote the differential of the Koszul complex by d.

The underlying graded module of the Koszul complex (K (), dk ) is the exterior algebra
A\ (R®™). This can be seen by induction on n. The base case is clear and in the inductive
case note that the degree p component of K (t) is

K (t) = (I)/\(REB(HD) QR Kl@n)) ® (/p\(R@(nl)) Qr Ko@n))

An isomorphism K,(t) — A”(R®") is induced by mapping

(O A=A, )@, 5 O Ao A  AB,  and (0, A---AB;) @1 — (6, A- - AB;)

where i; < --- < i, and r € Ky(t,) = R. In this presentation of K(¢) the differential
works on the basis of A\(R®") as

ip

p
92'1 VAN /\Gip — Z(—l)j+ltij9il AR /\ez] A NB;
j=1

where 9y < --- < 7, and “@j” indicates that 91-], is omitted from the wedge product. In
future sections it will become cumbersome to use “A” to denote products in K () so from
now on we omit the wedges and denote the wedge product by juxtaposition. That is we
set uv = u A v for u,v € A(R®").

Given v € R¥™ we define a degree +1 map v A (=) : A(R®") — A(R®") which is given
by taking the wedge product with v. Typically we will consider this when v = 6;, and in
this case we write 6; = 0; A (—). We can also define a degree —1 map associated to v as
follows.

Definition 2.2.2. Let v* € Hom(R®", R) denote the dual vector associated to v € R™.
We define contraction by v* as the degree —1 map v*4(—) : A(R®") — A(R®") given on
the basis by

-~

p
Oi -+ 0; — Z(—l)j+lv*(9ij)9i1 ey 0y
j=1

and extended linearly. When v = 6; we denote 67 = 07 3(—).

Note that in the above definition we have switched to writing the wedge product using
juxtaposition. The maps 6y,...,0, and 07,...,0" on the exterior algebra satisfy certain
relations called the canonical anticommutation relations, which we prove in Lemma 4.2.2.
Using the contraction operator we can write dg = >, t;07.

Another structure related to the exterior algebra is the de Rham complex of a manifold
(see [Brel0O, Chapter V.2]). Let M be a differentiable manifold, say a smooth R-manifold
of dimension n, and let €2, be the set of differential p-forms on M. The de Rham complex
consists of the graded module @Zzo 2, with differential given in a coordinate chart (U, ¢)
by

d(fw) =) gg{ da;w (2.3)

i=1



where ¢ = (z1,...,z,) are the coordinate functions, f : M — R is a smooth function
and w = dw;, -~ dw;, for some i; < .-+ < 7, At a point m € M the p-form fw is an
element of the exterior algebra A”(T,,M)*, where (T,,M)* is the dual of the tangent space
of M at point m. The product dz,w in (2.3) is reminiscent of wedging 6;, ---6;, by 6;
in the exterior algebra A(R®"). Although making this connection precise is somewhat
challenging, the approach of Section 3 should be considered in this context; when the
Koszul complex and “de Rham-like” structures exist on the exterior algebra they interact
in useful ways. Given that the goal of Section 3 is to produce a strong deformation retract
involving the Koszul complex, the analogy to the de Rham complex is more interesting
considering that a strong deformation retract of manifolds induces a strong deformation
retract of the correspond de Rham complexes.

2.3 Hypersurface singularities and matrix factorisations

Singularities are a topic of considerable interest in the field of algebraic geometry and
their study has many applications to other areas of mathematics and physics. Let k be
a commutative ring and consider a polynomial f € k[z] = k[zy,---,x,]. One way of
studying the singularities of f is to consider the matriz factorisations of f. These are
defined in Section 4, but concretely one can think of a matrix factorisation of f as a pair
of m x m square matrices (P, () with entries in k[x] such that PQQ = QP = fI, where
I denotes the identity matrix. Fixing a basis for k[z]®™ we can consider P and @ as

morphisms
Q

klz]®m —L sy k2] —— k2]
In a way that is made precise in Section 4.1, we can think of matrix factorisations as a
similar kind of object to a chain complex. This object is Zy-graded (rather than Z-graded)
and has a differential which squares to f which is typically non-zero. We can define a
morphism of matrix factorisations analogously to a chain map of complexes, and likewise
for other concepts such as the notion of homotopy.

The connection between the matrix factorisations of f and the singularities of f can
intuitively be understood by considering that factorisations of f correspond to algebraic
subsets of the zero set of f, which we denote V(f) = {a € k" | f(a) = 0}. If we can write
f = gh for some polynomials g, h € k[z] then the inclusion of ideals (g) D (f) gives us that
V(g) C V(f), and likewise for h. Typically polynomials with singularities have zero sets
with more complicated algebraic subsets compared to polynomials without singularities.
Matrix factorisations capture more nuanced information about f than factorising within
k[x], and a relationship between the matrix factorisations of f and algebraic subsets of
V(f) is made precise in Appendix C.

It turns out that the relevant category of matrix factorisations is one in which they
are considered up to homotopy equivalence. We denote the homotopy category of finite
rank? matrix factorisations of f by hmf(k[z], f). The following deep result from [Orl09]
to some extent demonstrates the importance of hmf(k[x], f).

Theorem 2.3.1. Suppose k is an algebraically closed field. Then hmf(k[z], f) is the zero
category if and only if f has no singularities.

Therefore, finding homotopy equivalences between matrix factorisations is an import-
ant task. In Section 4.3 we explain how the perturbation techniques of Section 2.1 can be
extended to matrix factorisations.

2See Definition 4.1.2.
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These ideas are relevant to the bicategory of Landau-Ginzburg models over k, denoted
LG. Broadly speaking, the objects of this bicategory are pairs (k[y|,U) where k[y] =
Ely, - ,ym| and U € kl[y| is a special kind of polynomial, called a potential, with a
certain type of singularity. When k = C the objects of LG, are exactly the polynomials
which have isolated critical points. The category of 1-morphisms (k[y|,U) — (k[z],V) is
hmf(kly, 2],V (2)—U(y)). Proving LGy, is a well-defined bicategory is a non-trivial task and
requires producing homotopy equivalences between certain matrix factorisations. This is
done in Sections 5.2 and 5.3.

In order to compute compositions of 1-morphisms in LG, we need explicit formulae
for the homotopy equivalences of Section 5.2 used to define composition. The results in
Section 3 give the necessary formulae, and this approach leads to the definition of the
cut operation on matrix factorisations, first given in [Murl8]. This operation provides an
explicit homotopy equivalence between an infinite rank matrix factorisation and a finite
rank matrix factorisation, both of which represent the composition of two 1-morphisms
in LG,. In Section 5.4 and Section 5.5 we define the cut operation and develop tools
for working with the cut. Finally in Section 5.6 we give examples of computing the
composition of 1-morphisms in LG using the cut operation.

2.4 A preliminary existence result

Section 3 is devoted to producing formulae for strong deformation retracts between a
Koszul complex and its homology. However, it is not too hard to prove that such homotopy
equivalences exist, which we do in Proposition 2.4.2 below. Before presenting this result we
show, as pointed out in [Cra04, Remark 2.3], that any deformation retract can be modified
to produce a strong deformation retract at the cost of producing a more complicated
formula for the homotopy. Let A be an abelian category and

(L,dp) & (M,dy), h (2.4)

A
be a deformation retract in A.

Lemma 2.4.1. We can modify the homotopy h of (2.4) to produce a strong deformation
retract involving (L,dr), (M,dy), i and p.

Proof. First set hy = —h(dph + hdyr). This gives us
hii = —hdphi — h?dyi = —h(ip — 1 — hdy)i — h*dyi = 0
and notice that

hadyy + daghy = —h(dash + hdyg)day — dagh(dyh + hday)
= —hdyrhdyr — darh(dyh + hdyy)
= —hdM(Zp —1-— th) - (lp —1- hdM)(Zp - 1)

=1p—1
so we have hy : ip ~ 1. Next we set hy = —(dphy + hidy)hy and likewise note that
pho = 0, ho : ip >~ 1 and hot = 0. Finally we set h3 = —hodjrhe and note that this gives
us the desired strong deformation retract. O]

Proposition 2.4.2. Let (P,d) be a chain complex of projective objects of A such that
P, =0 for alln < 0. Suppose that (P, d) is exact except in degree zero and that Hy(P) is
also projective. Then we have a strong deformation retract

(H<P)70) _— (P’d)’ h

11



of chain complexes, where (H(P),0) is the homology of P with zero differentials. Fur-
thermore, the map Py — Ho(P) in this strong deformation retract is the quotient map.

Proof. Recall that Ho(P) = Py/im(d;). A chain map p : (P,d) — (Ho(P),0) is obtained
by considering the quotient morphism py : Py — Hy(P). Since Hy(P) is assumed to be
projective and pg is an epimorphism we obtain a map ig : Ho(P) — Fy such that

Py, 2 Hy(P)

DN

Hy(P)

commutes. We extend i to a chain map i : (Hy(P),0) — (P,d), and we have pi = 1. We
now construct a homotopy A : 1 =~ ip.

We construct the maps h,, : P, — P,,1 by induction on n. For hg, note that po(1 —
iopo) = 0 and so 1 — 4ypy factors through ker(py). Since ker(py) = im(d;) we have that
dy : P, — ker(pp) is an epimorphism and so we can apply the lifting property of projective
objects to obtain hqg : Py — P, such that

Py

h .

P1 d—1> ker(po) g PO

commutes. Next we note that dy(1 — hody) = dy — dihody = di — (1 — igpe)d; = 0 since
podi = 0, so 1 — hody factors through ker(d;). Since im(ds) = ker(d;) we have that
dy : Py — ker(d) is an epimorphism. Using the lifting property of projective objects we
obtain h; : P, — P, satisfying dyh; = 1 — hod;. Hence we have constructed the maps hg
and h; in the following diagram

ds d2 dy

> P > Py > Py > Py > 0
ll / ll / ll_iopo
> P3 A > P2 & > P1 o > P() > 0

where 1 — igpo = d1h0 and 1 = d2h1 + hodl.
Now let n > 1 and suppose we have constructed h; for k& < n. Then we are in the
situation

dn+1 dn dn—1
— P s P, s P,y ————— P,y ————— -
1 1
hn—l hn72
—— Py i s P, y >Pn_1T>Pn_2—>---

where we have 1 = d,h,—1 + hy,_2d,,_1. Note that if n = 1 then P_; = 0, h_;y = 0
and dy = 0. We now aim to construct h,, : P, — P,1. Note that d,(1 — h,_1d,) =
dp, — dyhy1d, =d, — (1 = hy_od,—1)d, = 0so 1 — h,_1d, factors through ker(d,). Since
(P, d) is assumed to be exact in degree n the map d,, 11 : P41 — ker(d,,) is an epimorphism.
Then, using the lifting property of projective objects we have h,, : P,, — P, such that
1 =dui1hp + hyp_1d,. The maps i, p and h form the desired deformation retract, which
by Lemma 2.4.1 can be upgraded to a strong deformation retract. O]
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Due to the use of the lifting property of projective objects, Proposition 2.4.2 does not
provide insight into how to construct such strong deformation retracts. We can apply this
result to Koszul complexes as follows. Let k be a commutative ring and R a commutative
k-algebra.

Corollary 2.4.3. Let t = (t1,...,t,) be a sequence in R such that the Koszul complex
(K (t),dk) is exact except in degree zero. Let I be the ideal generated by the elements of t
and suppose both R and R/I are projective k-modules. Then we have a strong deformation
retract over k

(R/1,0) &—= (K(t),dg), h
where the map K(t) — R/] 18 the quotient map in degree zero.

Proof. Note that K (t) is a free R-module, hence a projective k-module. The result is an
application of Proposition 2.4.2. O
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3 Differentiation, division and deformation retracts

In this section we construct an explicit strong deformation retract between a Koszul
complex which is exact except in degree zero and its homology by generalising the notion
of taking partial derivatives with respect to the variables in a polynomial ring. This
approach uses the ideas of [DM13; CM16; Murl18] in which a similar idea is used to prove
that composition in the bicategory of Landau-Ginzburg models is well-defined.

In Section 3.2 we do this in the most general setting following the method of [Murl§|,
providing additional exposition which is not present in the existing literature. This ap-
proach requires passing to a completion of the ring and computing the maps in the strong
deformation retract involves knowing certain series expansions of ring elements. In Sec-
tion 3.3 we show how to compute these series expansions in the case of a polynomial ring
over a field. This suggests conditions under which it is not necessary to pass to completion
in order to construct the strong deformation retract of Section 3.2. This is explained in
Section 3.4 and is a new result. In Section 3.5 we build on the ideas of Section 3.4 and
give a more efficient algorithm for computing the maps in the strong deformation retract
under the same conditions. Later, beginning in Section 5.4, we use the ideas discussed
in this section to describe a method for computing compositions in the bicategory of
Landau-Ginzburg models.

The approach of Section 3.2 involves defining a generalisation of partial differentiation,
where we differentiate with respect to elements of a sequence t = (4, .. .,t,) of polynomi-
als. In the most general case discussed in Section 3.2 it is necessary to make this definition
over the [-adic completion of the polynomial ring, where [ is the ideal generated by the
elements of ¢. Under the conditions given in Section 3.4 this partial differentiation can be
defined without passing to the completion. Hence another result implicit in this section
are conditions under which it is possible to define generalised partial differentiation with
respect to a sequence of polynomials.

3.1 Completions and regularity conditions on sequences

We begin with a brief discussion on formal completion and regularity conditions on se-
quences. The results discussed in this section are “well-known” but some proofs are
difficult to find in the literature. Since they play an important role in subsequent sections
a full discussion is warranted. When proofs cannot be found easily in the literature we
give them here.

Let R be a commutative ring and t = (¢1,...,t,) a sequence of elements in R. Let I =
(t1,--- ,t,) be the ideal generated by the elements of ¢t and 7 : R — R/] be the quotient
map. Consider the polynomial ring (R/I)[z] = (R/I)[z1, -+ ,x,] with coefficients in
R/[. Define a map

a: (R/I)[x] —>@I’"/[m+l (3.1)

m>0

by setting a(x;) = t; + I?, where we denote I° = R. This map is always surjective.
Indeed, consider ¢t* 4+ I™*! € ™ /™" where v € N™ is such that > u; = m. It is
straightforward to show that a(z*) = t* 4+ I"™*!. Note that any element of Im/_f””“rl can
be written as a sum of elements of the form at* 4+ I™*! where a € R is not divisible by
any of the t;. Applying linearity proves that « is surjective.

Definition 3.1.1. We say the sequence t is:

(1) regular if each t; is not a zero-divisor on R/(t1,...,t;—1), and if the ring R/I is
non-zero.

14



(2) Koszul-regular if the Koszul complex of t is exact except in degree zero.
(3) quasi-regular if the map « in (3.1) is an isomorphism.

The definition of Koszul-regular was first given in [Kab71, Definition 1] and the defin-
ition of quasi-regular was first given in [EGA, Volume IV Chapitre 0 15.1.7]. These
regularity conditions and their relationships are also discussed in [Stacks, Sections 10.68,
10.69, 15.30] and quasi-regular sequences in particular are discussed in [Lip87, Chapter
3] and [Mat80, Section 15]. We have the following relationships between the regularity
conditions, which is the main result of [Kab71].

Theorem 3.1.2. For the sequence t we have:
(1) If t is reqular then t is Koszul-reqular.
(2) If t is Koszul-reqular then t is quasi-reqular.

This is proved in [Kab71, Theorem 1.1] and also in [Stacks, Section 15.30]. In [KabT71]
there is also a fourth regularity condition which is weaker than Koszul-regularity and
stronger than quasi-regularity. Although it is not relevant for our purposes, it is worth
pointing out that if R is a Noetherian local ring then any quasi-regular sequence of non-
units is necessarily a regular sequence [Stacks, Lemma 10.69.6] and so by Theorem 3.1.2
the regularity conditions of Definition 3.1.1 are equivalent for such sequences in Noetherian
local rings. Examples presented in [Kab71] show that the implications in Theorem 3.1.2
cannot be reversed in general, or even under some generous assumptions on the ring R.

We are mainly interested in quasi-regular sequences as they possess favourable prop-
erties with respect to completions of the ring R. We first recall the definition of the [-adic
completion of R.

Definition 3.1.3. The [-adic topology on R is the smallest topology such that R is a
topological group under addition and in which a neighbourhood U of zero is open if and
only if I C U for some m € N. The I-adic completion of R is the Cauchy completion of
R with respect to the I-adic topology.

Let R denote the I-adic completion of R. It is straightforward to show that R is a
topological ring with respect to the I-adic topology and hence R is also a ring, where
Cauchy sequences are multiplied elementwise. One can show that any element f € R can
be represented by a convergent series of the form

f= Z Syt"

ueN?

where s, € R. Another standard way of defining completions is as an inverse limit. For
each integer m > 2 we have a canonical ring morphism ¢, : R / I — R / It The I-adic
completion coincides with the inverse limit of these morphisms, which is the ring

@R/Im = {(am) € H R/Im | am = qm+1(am+1)} .

m>1

Elements of l&nR/ I™ are called coherent sequences. One can see that R is isomorphic

to lglR/[m by noting that the sequence of partial sums of f = > . cut” € R can be
thought of as a coherent sequence. When R is a Noetherian ring the I-adic completion
has nice functorial properties.
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Lemma 3.1.4 ([AM69, Proposition 10.14]). If R is a Noetherian ring then the canonical
ring morphism R — R is flat, meaning that the functor R®pg (=) on R-modules is ezxact.

For more on the basic properties of completions see [AM69, Chapter 10]. We now
proceed to discuss two lemmas which play a key role in the subsequent sections.

Lemma 3.1.5. For I a finitely generated ideal we have E/HT? i R/I.

Proof. We define the I-adic completion of an R-module M in the same way as the com-
pletion of R, where we consider the submodules ™M in order to define the topology. We
have a canonical map R ®r M — M given by mapping r ® a — ra, where M denotes the
I-adic completion of M. In [AMG69, Proposition 10.13] it is shown that if M is finitely
generated then this canonical map is surjective.

Using the above, consider the map R® rl — 1. Since [ is a finitely generated ideal
this map is surjective. We can also consider the map R® rl — R which is again given
by mapping r ® i — ri. Clearly the diagram

R®rl
commutes, and so since 1m(§ QKp I — E) — JR and R QKp I — T is surjective we have

IR = 1m(f—> ]/%)
Next note that

~) —— )

R@r(R/I)= (Ror R)/I(R®r R) = R/IR

so it suffices to show R ®p (R /1) is isomorphic to R/I.
We represent elements of R by coherent sequences. Let r = (1,),>1 € Rand s € R / 1.
Define a map ¢ : R ®p (R/I) — R/I by sending r ® s ~— rys and extending linearly.

We also have a map ¢ : R/I — R ®g (R/I) given by mapping s — (1) ® s where
(1) = (1,1,...). Clearly ¢t = 1, so it remains to consider the composition ¥ . This is
given by ¥p(r ® s) = (r;) ® s where (1) = (r1,71,...). In R we have

r—(r1) = (0,79 — 71,73 —11,...) € im(f—> ]%) = IR
and so 7 ® s — Yp(r ® s) = 0, proving the claim. ]

__ Let k£ be a commutative ring. Suppose R is a commutative k-algebra and notice that
R inherits a k-algebra structure from R. Now suppose that there exists a k-linear section
o R/I — R of the quotient map 7. That is, ¢ is such that 7o = 1. Such a map exists,
for example, if R / I is projective over k. In this case the short exact sequence

0 —— ker(m) » R ——— R/ ——— 0

splits over k, producing the required section of 7. In particular, we always have a k-linear
section of the quotient map when £ is a field.

When a k-linear section of 7 exists, quasi-regular sequences generating I are sequences
whose powers “independently generate R over R / I” in the sense of the following lemma.
This result is stated without proof in [Lip87, Lemma 3.1.1].
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Lemma 3.1.6. Suppose t is quasi-reqular and that there exists a k-linear section o :
R/[ — R of the quotient map 7™ : R — R/I. Then every f € R can be written uniquely
as a convergent series of the form

F=> ot (3.2)

u€eN"
where r, € R/I and t* = t{* - ¢!,

Proof. Let k: R — R denote the canonical map into the completion. We have R / IR =

R/I, solet 7: R — R/I denote the quotient map. Note that this satisfies 7x = 7, and
so we can extend o : R/I — R to a k-linear section & of 7 by setting o = ko.

Let f € R. Then we have
T(f —on(f)) =0
and so f —on(f) € IR. Let ay,...,a, € R be such that f—on(f) => 1 ait;. In the

same manner we obtain a;; € R such that a; — o7 (a;) = "

j=1 aijtj for all i = 1, oo, n.
Hence we have

i=1
=GR(f)+ Y _o7(a)t + Y aytit; .
i=1 ij

Let ¢; € N have a one in the i*" coordinate and zeros elsewhere. By setting 79 = 7(f)
and 7., = 7(a;) we obtain the first few terms in the series expansion (3.2). Further terms
can be produced by continuing in the same way.

For uniqueness, suppose for a contradiction that we have

Z o(r,)t" =0 (3.3)

u€eN™

but at least one 1, # 0. Let U = min{|u| | r, # 0}, where |u| =", u; for u € N". The
series (3.3) converges to zero in the [-adic topology, which means that there exists an M
such that for all m > M we have

> o(rtr e 1V
|u|<m
By rearranging the equation
Yoot =Y o)t + > alrat”
Ju|<m lu|=U U<|u|<m
we find that 7, o(r,)t" € I"*1, or in other words
Z o(ry)t" =0 in the ring IV /177"
Ju|=U

Since t is quasi-regular this implies o(r,) € I for all |u| = U. Indeed, if this were not the
case then this would give us a non-zero element of (R/I)[x] which is sent to zero by the
map « of (3.1). Applying 7 gives r, = 0 for all v € N" such that |u| = U, which is a
contradiction. O
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3.2 Derivative systems and the strong deformation retract

Let k be a commutative ring and R a commutative k-algebra. Consider a quasi-regular
sequence t = (ty,...,t,) of elements of R and let I = (¢,...,t,) be the ideal generated
by the elements of t. Let R be the I-adic completion of R and suppose we have a k-linear
section o : R/I — R of the quotient map such that o(1) = 1.

For each t; we define a map 0, : R — R as follows. Given fe E, by Lemma 3.1.6 we
can write f uniquely in the form f =" . o(r,)t". We define

0,(f) = Y wolr)t

ueNm\ {0}

where e; = (0,...,1,...,0) has a one in its i*® entry and zeros elsewhere. In the following
lemma we collect some basic facts about these maps, all of which follow directly from the
definition.

Lemma 3.2.1. Let k[|t|] denote the k-algebra which consists of elements offAi of the form
ZueNn cut" where ¢, € k.

(1) O1,...,0, are k-linear.
(2) 6%”9@ ::é%jékijbr‘alli,j ::1,...,n.
(3) O (") = v;t"=% foralli=1,...,n and v € N", where we understand Otj_1 =0.

(4) im(o) = [ ker(8,).
(5) For f € kl|t|] and r € [, ker(0,,) we have Oy, (rf) = rdy,(f) forallj =1,...,n.

(6) (Leibniz rule) For f € k[|t]] and g € R we have O, (fg) = 0,(f)g + [0, (g) for all
j=1,... n.

Proof. Properties (1), (2), (4) and (5) follow directly from the definition. Property (3)
also follows directly from the definition, and this is where we make use of the hypothesis
that o(1) = 1. To prove (6), let g = > o 0(7u)t" € R and v € N and note that

ati (tvg> - Z O-T'uati (tvtu) = Z Or, (atz (tv)tu + tvati (tu)) - ati<tv)g + tvati (g)

ueN"™ ueN"
where t¥ = ¢}* - - - t>». Extending linearly proves the general statement of (6). O

As Lemma 3.2.1 suggests, the maps 3y,,...,0, should be thought of as a type of
partial differentiation with respect to the sequence t = (t1,...,t,). Various combinations
of the properties in Lemma 3.2.1 uniquely characterise these maps. For example one
can show properties (1), (3), (4) and (5) uniquely determine 0, ..., 0y, , and likewise for
properties (1), (4) and (6). We refer to any sequence of maps satisfying all the properties
of Lemma 3.2.1 as a system of t-derivatives. In later sections we will see that when R is
a polynomial ring and ¢ satisfies certain conditions that the system of ¢-derivatives exist
as maps on R, rather than on its [-adic completion.

Next we consider the Koszul complex (K(t),d) of t. We denote the graded module
of the Koszul complex by K (t) = A(D;_, Rdt;) where dty,...,dt, are formal generators.
This is in analogy with differential geometry: when R = k[zq,...,z,] the underlying
module of the Koszul complex is the exterior algebra of the module of Kahler differentials
and we think of the degree p part of K(t) as being the module of “p-forms on affine
n-space”.
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We pass (K (t),dk) to the I-adic completion by applying the extension of scalars
functor R ®p (=) to obtain the complex (IA((t),dIA(), which is the same as the Koszul
complex of ¢t regarded as a sequence in R. The underlying graded module of this complex
is K(t) = N, Rdt;).

Definition 3.2.2. Given the system of t-derivatives 0;,,...,0;, the corresponding con-
nection is defined as the k-linear map V : K (t) — K(t) given by

V(fw) = Z Ay, (f)dt;w

for fe Rand w =dt;, ---dt

The connection V is the same as the connection of [Murl8, Section 3] and [DM13,

Definition 2.8]. In [Murl8; DM13] a connection is first proved to exist and from this the
maps 0O, ..., 0, are extracted.

Lemma 3.2.3. V2 =0.
Proof. Let fw € K(t) where f € Rand w= dt;, - --dt;,. Then

VE(fw) = D V(0 (f)dtiw)

- Z Z 0,0, (f )dt jdt ;o

i=1 j=1
= Z 8tj 8152. (f)dt]dtlw + Z 8tj (9,51. (f)dt]dtlw
i<j j<i
= 0,0, (f)dtjdtiw = 0,0, (f)dt;dtw
i<j i<j
=0
using Lemma 3.2.1 and the fact that dt;dt; = —dt,dt;. O

In the terminology of [DM13; Murl8|, Lemma 3.2.3 shows that V is flat [DM13,
Definition 2.8].

Lemma 3.2.4. If Q C k then dxV(k[|t]]) = IR, where k[|t]] is the k-algebra consisting
of elements of R the form )

Proof. For t* = t{* - - -t we have

wenn Cul™ where ¢, € k.

V() = 3 dp(uyt™ s dty)
j=1

= i i U,jtitu_ej dt:_'(dt])

j=1 i=1
= [ult"

where |u| = Y u;. To avoid a more tedious argument in the case that some u; = 0

we permit ourselves to write 075;1 = 0 and note that the above calculation is still correct.

Hence we have dzV(k[|t]]) C I R. But the above calculation also shows that for any

t* € IR we have t* = dzV(|u|~'t"), where we know |u/ is invertible since Q C k and at
least one u; # 0. Applying linearity proves the claim. m
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In the terminology of [DM13; Murl8], Lemma 3.2.4 shows that when Q C k the
connection V is standard [DM13, Definition 8.6].

Lemma 3.2.5. The graded commutator of di and V, denoted [dz, V], is a morphism of
complexes.

Proof. First note that [dz, V] has degree deg(dz) + deg(V) = 0. Then we have
dz, V]dey = dpVdg + Vdi =dpVdg + d%V =dzldg, V]
where we use that d% = 0. O

Lemma 3.2.6. Let w = dt;, ---dt;, and f € R. Then de, V](fw) = (p+dzVo)(f) - w,
where V is the degree zero part of V.

Proof. Without loss of generality suppose i1 < --- < 7,. We first consider the case of
f=tt=t"--tin foru e N Let §; =01if j € {i1,...,i,} and §; = 1 otherwise. Then
we have

= Z d[?(thu_ej dth)
j=1

= En: Wy Xn: ujt "I dt o (dtjw)

= Z(S u;tw + Z 6; (=Dt =t eudtdty, - - 'C/Z\tiz e dts

p
(J,hHeA
where A = {(j,) | j=1,...n, L =1,...,p and j # i;} and “cﬁfip” indicates that this
factor is omitted from the above product. We also have

p

Vdg(t'w) =Y (1) (t,t dty, - dty, - - dt;)

=3 N ()0, (ot dtydty, - dty, - dty,
=1 j=1
p ~

= Z(—l)lﬂ(uil + D)tdt;, dt;, - - - dt;, - - -dt;,
=1

1 Z 5 l+1ujt’u7€j+€il dtjdtz‘l cee C/Z\tz‘l .- 'dtip
(J,h)eA

n

Z(l 9i)(uj + tyw — Z 8;(— 1) uyt e dt dt;, - - j”...dt.

ip -
Jj=1 (J,hHeA

Hence we find

g, V)(#") = (Z(l ~5;)+ |u|> th

i=1
where |u| = >, u;. Notice that Y " ,(1—9;) = p and by inspecting the proof of Lemma
3.2.4 we have dzV(t*) = |u|t*. Therefore we have shown

[dg, VI(t*w) = (p+ dgVo)(t*) - w

20



For f € R write f in the form f = ) . o(r,)t" where each 7, € R/I. Then by
definition of the system of ¢-derivatives we have

[dg, VI(fw) = Y olra)ldg, V](t'w)

ueN?

= 3 o(r)(p+ dg Vo) (") -w

uEeN?

=P+ dgVo)(f) w
which proves the general case. O
Lemma 3.2.7. If Q C k then [dp, V] is invertible away from degree zero.

Proof. Let p > 0 and consider w = dt;, - - - dt;,. By Lemma 3.2.6 we have
dz, V](t'w) = ¢ - t"w

where ¢ = p + |u|. Note that ¢ # 0, and so since Q C k we know ¢! exists. This proves
both injectivity and surjectivity, where for injectivity we also appeal to the uniqueness of
Lemma 3.1.6. [

~

Now suppose that Q C k and also that (K'(t), dz) is exact except in degree zero. That
is, we assume that t is a Koszul-regular sequence in R. This is true if ¢ is Koszul-regular
in R and R is Noetherian since in this case the canonical map R — Ris flat, meaning that
the functor R®p (—) preserves exact sequences. In [Murl9, Appendix C] it is shown that
if we instead assume R and R / I are projective k-modules, then ¢ being Koszul-regular in

R also implies ¢ is Koszul-regular in R. The point is that (K (t), d #) being exact in degree
zero follows from t being Koszul-regular in R under many natural conditions on R and k.

We define H : K(t) = K(t) by H = [d, V]™'V in all degrees where K(t) is non-zero
and by H = 0 elsewhere. Note that since V is a degree +1 map [dp, V]! exists by
Lemma 3.2.7 in all degrees needed to define H.

Lemma 3.2.8. Under the preceding assumptions, the degree zero part of 1 —dgH factors
through R/IR.

Proof. Let f € IR. In Lemma 3.2.4 we showed that deV(Ek[t]) = (t) so let g € k[t] be
such that dzV(g) = f. Then we have

since V2 = (0 by Lemma 3.2.3. O

From Lemma 3.1.5 we have that R /I = fi/[ﬁ Let 7 : I?O(t) — R/I be the quotient
map. By Lemma 3.2.8 we obtain a map o’ : R/I — [A(g(t) satisfying 1 —dzHy = mo’. Let
(R / I,0) denote the chain complex which has R / I in degree zero and is zero elsewhere.
We extend both 7 and ¢’ to chain maps 7 : ([/(\'(t),df{) — (R/I,0) and o' : (R/I,0) —
(K(t), dz) by setting m = 0 and ¢’ = 0 away from degree zero.
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Proposition 3.2.9. Under the preceding assumptions, the maps w, o' and H form a
strong deformation retract

(R/1,0) & (K(1),dg), H

over k.
Proof. We need to show that:
(1) mo’ = 1.
(2) Hdp +dpH =1—o'r.
(3) H*=0,7H =0 and Ho' = 0.

For (1), first note that away from degree zero this is clear. In degree zero note that by
considering the k-linear section of © we can represent any element of R / I by w(f) where

f € Ris such that 8, (f) =0 for all i = 1,...,n. Then we have

no'n(f) =n(f —dgH(f)) = 7(f) — ndgldg, V]'V(f) = n(f)

since V(f) = 0. Hence we have mo’ = 1 since 7 is an epimorphism.
For (2), in degree zero we have 1 — o'my = dzH, by our construction of ¢’. For degree
p > 0 we have

Hdp + dpH = [dg, V]_IVCZ% + dpldg, V]_lvp
= [dg, V]T'Vd" + [dg, V] dR V),
= [dg, V]7'dg, VI
=1

where d% and V, are the degree p parts of dp and V respectively. Note we only had
dpldz, V'V, = [dz, V] 'dzV, because p > 0. If p = 0 then the right-hand-side
becomes [dz, V]_ld}(vo, and [dz, V]™! does not exist in degree zero.

For (3), first note that H? = [dy, V] 'V[dz, V] 7'V so for H? = 0 it suffices to show
Vldz, V]~V = 0. We showed in Lemma 3.2.3 that V? = 0, so we have

V[df(, V] = Vdf(V + V2df< = Vdf(v + df(VQ = [df(,V]V .
Then V = [dz, V]V]dz, V]~!. Multiplying on the right by V gives 0 = [dz, V|V[dz, V]!V
which implies that V[dz, V]™'V = 0 since [dz, V] is invertible in this degree. Hence
H? = 0. Next, we have m,H, 1 = 0 in all degrees p since 7, = 0 when p # 0, and when

p = 0 we have H_; = 0. Finally, we show Ho' = 0. Away from degree zero this is clear
and in degree zero we have

Ho'n = H—-HdzH

where we again use that V[dz, V|7V = 0. O
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Compare Proposition 3.2.9 to Corollary 2.4.3, where we also showed that there is a
strong deformation retract between the Koszul complex of a Koszul-regular sequence and
its homology. Proposition 3.2.9 provides explicit formulae for the maps in the strong
deformation retract at the cost of passing to the I-adic completion of R, while Corollary
2.4.3 does not give any information about how to compute these maps. In Corollary 2.4.3
we had the hypothesis that R and R / I were projective over k, whereas in Proposition
3.2.9 we only needed to assume that the quotient map = : R — R/ I has a k-linear
section. On the other hand, in Proposition 3.2.9 we need to assume Q C k while no such
assumption is needed for Corollary 2.4.3.

While Proposition 3.2.9 does provide formulae for the maps in the strong deformation
retract it is not clear how to compute these maps elementwise. In order to compute the
connection V at an element f € R we need to know the series expansion

f= olrt"

ueNn?

where r, € R / I. In this general setting it is not clear how to compute the coefficients
o(ry). In the next section we will show how these coefficients can be generated when
f € R and R is a polynomial ring over a field.

3.3 The case of a polynomial ring over a field

In the previous section we gave formulae for a strong deformation between a Koszul
complex and its homology over a completion of the ring. Our ability to actually compute
these maps, however, relies on knowing certain series expansions of ring elements. In this
section and the next we address this issue in the case of a polynomial ring over a field.

Let k be a field and consider the polynomial ring k[z] = k[z1,...,2,]. Let t =
(t1,...,t,) be a quasi-regular sequence in k[z] and I = (t1,...,t,) the ideal generated
by the elements of ¢. Since k is a field there certainly exists a k-linear section of the
quotient map k[z] — k[z]/I. Over a polynomial ring we can do much better and choose
the section so that we have an algorithm for computing coefficients in the series expansion
from Lemma 3.1.6.

This algorithm uses Euclidean division of polynomials, so we begin by recalling some
related concepts following the conventions of [CLO15, Chapter 2]. A monomial in k[z]
is any polynomial in the set {z“},enm. A monomial ordering on kx| is a well-founded,
total order relation < on N with the property that u < v = u+ w < v+ w for all
u,v,w € N™. A typical example of a monomial ordering is the lexicographic ordering on
N™. Other examples are given in [CLO15, Section 2.2].

Let f =) ,cnm Cut® € k[x] where ¢, € k and finitely many ¢, # 0. Any c,2" for
which ¢, # 0 is called a term of f. Given a monomial ordering on k[z], if f # 0 we define
the multi-degree of f as

multideg(f) = max{u € N™ | ¢, # 0}

where the maximum is taken with respect to the monomial ordering. Setting u* =
multideg(f) we define the leading term of f with respect to the given monomial or-
dering to be LT(f) = c,2*". The coefficient ¢, is called the leading coefficient and
is denoted LC(f). We recall the properties of the division algorithm on k[x] given in
[CLO15, Theorem 2.3.3].

Theorem 3.3.1 (Division Algorithm). Given a monomial ordering on k[x] and polyno-
mials f,s1,...,8, € klx] the division algorithm produces r,qi,. .., q, € k[z] which satisfy
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(1) f:r+§qisi.

(2) None of the terms of r are divisible by LT(s;) for anyi=1,...,n.
(3) For alli=1,...,n with ¢; # 0 we have multideg(f) > multideg(g;s;).

We call the polynomial r in Theorem 3.3.1 a remainder of f divided by s1,...,s, €
k[x]. The division algorithm is a fundamental computational tool in polynomial rings.
For example, it can be used to compute whether an element f belongs to an ideal J =
(S1,...,8,). If the remainder of dividing f by s1,...,s, is zero then we know f € J. For
general sq,...,s, the converse is unfortunately false, however for certain generating sets
called Grobner bases we do have that f € J if and only if the remainder found by the
division algorithm is zero.

Definition 3.3.2. Fix a monomial ordering on k[z] and let J be an ideal. Consider the
set of leading terms of elements of J:

LT(J) ={LT(f) [ f € J\{0}} .

We say that ¢ = (g1,...,9,) is a Grobner basis for J if g generates J and if the ideal
generated by LT(J) is equal to (LT(g1),...,LT(g,)). Given a sequence g = (g1, .., gn)
we say that g is a Grobner basis to mean that g is a Grébner basis for the ideal generated
by its elements.

Lemma 3.3.3 ([CLO15, Corollary 2.6.2]). Fiz a monomial ordering on klz] and let f €
klx|. If g is a Grébner basis for an ideal J then, when we apply the division algorithm to
divide f by g, the remainder is zero if and only if f € J.

Whether or not a sequence is a Grobner basis depends on the monomial ordering on
k[x]. Given a finite generating set for an ideal and a monomial ordering we can compute
a Grobner basis for that ideal using an algorithm called Buchberger’s Algorithm. This is
given in [CLO15, Theorem 2.7.2].

Theorem 3.3.4 (Buchberger’s Algorithm). Let J = (s1,...,$,) be an ideal of k[x]. Given

a monomial ordering on klx| there is an algorithm computing polynomials g = (g1, - .-, Gn’)
and {a;;};; such that g is a Grébner basis for J and g; = 2?21 a;;s;.

We now return to consider the quasi-regular sequence t and the ideal I generated by
the elements of t. A Grobner basis for I can be used to produce a k-linear section of the

quotient map 7 : k[z] — k[z]/I. Fix a monomial ordering on k[z] and let g = (g1, .., gw)
be a Grobner basis for I. Define the k-vector space
C = {r € k[z] | no term of r is divisible by any of the LT(g;)} . (3.4)

Lemma 3.3.5. The quotient map 7 : k[z] — k[z]/I restricts to an isomorphism C —

Proof. For injectivity suppose r € C' is such that 7(r) = 0. Applying the division al-
gorithm to divide r by g yields the remainder r, since none of the terms in r are divisible
by any of the LT(g;). Since r € I, by Lemma 3.3.3 we have r = 0.

For surjectivity, consider f € k[x]. Via the division algorithm we obtain an expression

for f of the form
f=r+) ay
i=1

where 7 € C. Then n(f) = 7(r). Noting that 7 : k[z] — k[z]/I is surjective proves the
claim. O
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Note that if g is not a Grébner basis then the restriction 7| will fail to be injective.
Lemma 3.3.5 gives us a k-linear section o : k[z] /I — k[z] of w by letting o be the inverse

of m|¢. Hence by Lemma 3.1.6 we obtain the following result. Let k[z] denote the [-adic
completion of k|[x].

—

Lemma 3.3.6. Any element f € k[x] can be uniquely expressed as a series of the form

where r, € C.
Proof. Immediate from Lemma 3.1.6 and Lemma 3.3.5. [

We now consider an algorithm to generate the coefficients in the series expansion of
Lemma 3.3.6 for an element of the polynomial ring f € k[z]. The idea is as follows.
Let {a;;}:; be the polynomials arising from Buchberger’s Algorithm which satisfy g; =
> iy aiitj. Given f € k[z] we can divide f by g to obtain polynomials 7y € C' and
Qs -, qn € k[z] satisfying

f= T0+Z(bgz‘ = 7"0+Z (Z%‘Qi) tj -
i=1 j=1 \i=1

!

Setting p; = > i, aijg;, we can then divide each of the py,...,p, by ¢ to obtain polyno-

mials r; € C and ¢u;, ..., ¢, € k[z] for j = 1,..., n satisfying
n n n n n n’
[P S Sh SR S o (z q> "
j=1 j=1 i=1 j=1 jl=1 \i=1
The polynomials rq,rq,...,r, € C are the coefficients of the zeroth and first order terms

in the series expansion for f of Lemma 3.3.6, and we can continue to generate higher
order coefficients in this manner. This algorithm is formalised in Algorithm 3.3.7, which
generates tuples (u,r) where r € C' and v € N". Such an output indicates that r is the
coefficient of t* in the unique series expansion of f given in Lemma 3.3.6. In general this
algorithm will not terminate, but rather can be viewed as generating a sequence converging
to f in the I-adic topology by considering the partial sums of the series expansion for f.
Hence, Algorithm 3.3.7 can be used in conjuncton with the results in Section 3.2 to produce
I-adic approximations of the maps in the strong deformation retract of Proposition 3.2.9.

Before continuing we comment on the assumption that k is a field. This was needed
for two reasons:

e We needed the concept of a Grobner basis for the ideal I of k[x].
e We needed an algorithm to divide any element of k[x] by a Grobner basis for I.

In [AL94, Corollary 4.1.15, Corollary 4.1.16] it is shown that when k is a commutative
Noetherian ring the notion of a Grobner basis can be appropriately extended to k[x], and
that every ideal of k[z] has a Grébner basis in this sense. With additional assumptions
on k detailed in [AL94, Chapter 4], one can show that there exist generalisations of
Buchberger’s Algorithm which compute Grobner bases for ideals.

By inspecting the proof of the division algorithm in [CLO15, Theorem 2.3.3] we can
see that that the assumption that £k is a field is only needed to ensure that the leading
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Algorithm 3.3.7 Generate series coefficients

Require: A polynomial f € k[z], a quasi-regular sequence t = (t1,...,t,), a Grobner
basis g = (g1, ..., gn) for I = (t1,...,t,) and polynomials {a;;};; such that
gi = i aiit;. Let C be defined from ¢ as in (3.4).

j=1

1 Q <« {(0,/)}

2: > The elements of Q are tuples (u,q) where v € N" and q € klz]. If (u,q) €
Q@ then we know q is the coefficient of t“ in an intermediate expression for f.
The polynomials appearing in () are exactly the coefficients which still need to be
divided. That s, they are all non-zero and are not known to be in C'. <

3: while Q # () do

4: Qnew A @

5: for all (u,q) € Q do

6: Apply the division algorithm to obtain r € C' and py, ..., p, € k[z] satisfying

g=r+Y g
=1

along with the other conditions in Theorem 3.3.1.

7: output (u,r) > Final coefficent of t*
8: q; Z:il a;;p; foreach j=1,...,n > Intermediate coefficient of t“+¢
9: Qnew + Qnew U{(u+e¢;,¢;) | j=1,...,n where ¢} # 0}

10: () < COLLECTCOEFFICIENTS(Quew) > Adds together coefficients of the same t*

11: function COLLECTCOEFFICIENTS(Q)

12: Qcollected <

13: for all u where (u,p) € @ for some p do

14: Let py,...,ps be all the polynomials such that (u,p;) € Q
15: if >°°  p; # 0 then

16: Qcollected < {(u7 Zle pl)} U Qcollected

17: return Qcollected

coefficients of the divisors are invertible. Since we only ever divide polynomials by a
Grobner basis for I, all that we need is for the leading coefficients of this Grobner basis
to be invertible in k. Since we need to assume Q C k anyway in order to construct the
strong deformation retract of Proposition 3.2.9 this will be true for many examples. More
generally, [AL94, Chapter 4] gives conditions on k under which there exists a version of
the division algorithm on k|x].

3.4 When passing to the completion is not necessary

Again let k be a field and consider the polynomial ring k[z] = k[z1,. .., x,,] with a fixed
monomial ordering. In this section we find conditions which mean it is not necessary
to pass to a completion of k[z] in order to define a strong deformation retract between
a Koszul complex and its homology. We retain the context of the previous section: let
t = (t1,...,t,) be quasi-regular, I = (t1,...,t,) the ideal generated by elements of ¢
and g = (g1,...,09n) & Grobner basis for I. Let {a;;};; be polynomials satisfying g; =
> @ity and C C k[z] be the k-linear subspace defined using g in (3.4).

Passing to the I-adic completion of k[x] is necessary in Section 3.2 in order to define
the connection of Definition 3.2.2. By Lemma 3.1.6 we know that we can express elements
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of this completion uniquely as a series of powers of elements of t. This lets us define the
maps 0O, ...,0, , which act like differentiation with respect to the t¢y,...,%,, and hence
the connection. It is fairly easy, however, to come up with examples where passing to the
completion is not necessary. For example, if t = (z1,...,z,,) then we can take d,, to be
the usual differentiation with respect to x; and hence we can define the connection as a
map V : K(t) — K(t) where K(t) is the Koszul complex of t as a sequence in k[x] rather
than in the I/-adic completion.

The idea is to consider the circumstances under which Algorithm 3.3.7 terminates. If
it terminates for all f € k[z] then, via Lemma 3.3.6, we know that any f € k[z] has a
unique expression of the form

where r, € C and finitely many r, # 0. That is, the series of Lemma 3.3.6 is now a
sum in k[z] and so we can define the maps 0y,,...,0;, on k[z| rather than its [-adic

—_

completion. The remainder of Section 3.2 proceeds identically with k[z] replacing k[z],
and so we obtain the desired strong deformation retract.

Proposition 3.4.1. Algorithm 3.8.7 terminates for all f € klx| of I # k[z] and the
polynomials {a;;};; are all constants.

Proof. Let Qx be the value of ) in Algorithm 3.3.7 at the end of the N*" repetition of
the loop on line 3. For a polynomial ¢ € k[z] we abuse notation and write ¢ € Qn to
mean (u,q) € Qy for some u € N, If Qy # ) define

By = max{multideg(q) | ¢ € Qn}

and
A = max{multideg(a;;) | i=1,...,n', j=1,....,n, a;; # 0}

where each maximum is taken with respect to the chosen monomial ordering. Note that
at least one a;; # 0 since otherwise I = 0, contradicting ¢ being quasi-regular.

Consider ¢ € Qn_1 and let pq,...,py be the polynomials computed from ¢ on line
6. By Theorem 3.3.1 we have that multideg(q) > multideg(p;g;). Since I # k[z] the
polynomials gy, ..., g, are not constants. This implies multideg(q) > multideg(p;) and
in particular By_; > multideg(p;) for p; # 0. Next consider the q; defined on line 8 from
the p1,...,py above. It is easy to see that for non-zero polynomials h, h' € k[x| we have
multideg(hh') = multideg(h) + multideg(h') and, if h + A’ # 0, that multideg(h + h') =
max{multideg(h), multideg(h’)} [CLO15, Lemma 2.2.8]. Hence we have

multideg(q;) < max{multideg(a;p;) |i=1,...,n}
< max{multideg(a;;) + multideg(p;) | i =1,...,n}
< A+ max{multideg(p;) | i =1,...,n}
<A+ By, .

Note that the elements of (Qy are non-zero sums of various non-zero q;» defined on line §,
and so if Qy # () we have
By < A+ By_1 .

Hence, if {a;;};; are constant polynomials then A = (0,...,0). In this case the sequence
By, Bs, ... is strictly decreasing and, since monomial orderings are well-founded, it follows
that it must be finite. Hence for sufficiently large N we have Qn = () and so Algorithm
3.3.7 terminates. [
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Corollary 3.4.2. If I # k[z]| and {a;;}:; are constant polynomials. Then every f € k[z]
can be written uniquely in the form

f= Z Tt

ueN"
where r, € C' and finitely many r, # 0.

Proof. Such an expression exists since under these hypotheses Algorithm 3.3.7 terminates.
For uniquerﬁs\s, in order to apply Lemma 3.3.6 we need to know that the canonical map
K : klz] — k[z] is injective. Since k[z] is a Noetherian integral domain this follows from
Krull’s Intersection Theorem: see [AMG69, p.105 and Corollary 10.18]. Hence Lemma 3.3.6
gives uniqueness. O

Now suppose I # k[x] and {a;;};; are constant polynomials. Then foreachi=1,...,n
we define 0y, : k[z] — k[z] as

o (f) = Z Ui £ where f = Z r " € k] (3.5)

ueNm\{0} ueN?

and 7, € C with finitely many r, # 0. This is well-defined by Corollary 3.4.2. We
now consider the Koszul complex (K (t),dk) of ¢, where K(t) = A(B]_, k[z]dt;) and
dty,...,dt, are formal generators. Analogous to Definition 3.2.2 we define the connection
V:K(t)— K(t) as

V(fw) = Z O, (f)dtiw  where f € k[z] and w = dt;, - - - dt;,
i=1

Corollary 3.4.3. Given the preceding assumptions, if t is Koszul-reqular and k is char-
acteristic zero then we have a strong deformation retract over k

(k[a]/1,0) & (K(t),dx), H

where (k;[a:]/[,()) is concentrated in degree zero, H = [dx,V]™'V, 7 is the quotient map
and o is uniquely determined by m and 1 — dg'V.

Proof. Note that since k is a field, k£ having characteristic zero is equivalent to Q C k.
Strictly speaking, in order to prove this corollary one would need to reproduce all the
proofs in Section 3.2 with k[x] in place of its I-adic completion. By inspecting the proofs
in Section 3.2 we note that they are all essentially identical with k[x] in place of its I-adic
completion. O

Before continuing to the next section we discuss the case that {a;;};; are not all
constants. Using examples, we illustrate that there is a lot of scope for variability in the
behaviour of Algorithm 3.3.7 in this case. We first consider a simple example in which
things go very “wrong” in the sense that the series expansion of many elements in k|x]
have infinitely many non-zero terms.

Example 3.4.4. We take k = Q and consider the two variable polynomial ring Q[z, y]
with the lexicographic monomial ordering in which z > y. Let t = (y* + 1,2y + 1). The
sequence t is regular since

Qlz,yl/(y* + 1) = Klz]
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where K = Q(y/—1) C C is the smallest field containing /—1 with Q as a subfield.
In particular K[z] is an integral domain, so zy + 1 is certainly not a zero divisor on
Q[z,y]/(y* + 1). Hence by Theorem 3.1.2 we have that ¢ is both Koszul regular and
quasi-regular.

A Grobner basis for the ideal I = (y* +1,zy + 1) is g = (z — y,y* + 1), and we have

r—y=x(*+1) —ylay+1) =zt —yty .

We consider the polynomial x. Applying the division algorithm to divide the polynomial
x by g we obtain

r=y+(x—y)=y+at; —ytsy .
The monomial y is not divisible by any of the LT(g;), so the terms y and yt, are the first
two terms we have found in the series expansion of Lemma 3.3.6 for the polynomial x.

However, we need to continue to divide the coefficient x of ¢; in the above expression. In
this way we obtain

r=y+(y+ (@ —y)t —yts
=y +yts — yta + (vt — yta)ty
=y +yti —yby+ (y + (x — y))tT — ylaty
=y +yls — yta + yti — ylots + (xty — yto)t;
=y +yts — ylo + yt] — ytats + (y + (z — y))t§ — ytits
=y + yt1 — yto + yti — ytots + yti — ytits + (xty — yto)t}

and so on. Hence the series expansion for the polynomial z in the [-adic topology is
T=Y Yt —tits) .
i=0

Example 3.4.4 is an instance of a more general family of examples. Consider the first
step in the series expansion of one of the coefficient polynomials a;j,:

Aigjo = T + Z%gz =r+ Z <Z aijqi> tj :
i=1 j=1 \li=1

If g;, # 0 then under most circumstances a;,;, will have an infinite series expansion. For
the sake of simplicity, if we assume ¢;, = 1 and ¢; = 0 for ¢ # ¢y then we have

o0
— L4 — ) 42 ) 2 N E i
igjo = T + Qigjolj, =1 + 1ty + alomtjo =r+rtj, + tho + awotjo = rtjo .
i=0

Example 3.4.5. We take k = C and consider the three variable polynomial ring C[z, y, 2]
with the lexicographic monomial ordering in which x > y > 2. Consider the ADE
singularity of type E; which is represented by the polynomial U = zy?2% 4+ 23 + 22. Let
t = (222 + y?, 3xy?, 22) be the sequence of partial derivatives of U. Since U is a potential
(Definition 5.1.1) the sequence t is Koszul-regular and hence quasi-regular by Theorem
3.1.2. A Grobner basis for the ideal I = (222 +y?, 3zy?,22) is g = (322 + 12, 322, v°, 22),
and we have
y® =222 + y*) — 2 (32y?) = ¥’ — aty .
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We have not yet been able to find a polynomial in k[x] for which Algorithm 3.3.7
terminates.®> We conjecture that Algorithm 3.3.7 terminates for all f € k[z] with ¢ and g
as above, despite the coefficient polynomials relating ¢ to g not all being constants. It is
a similar story for the singularities of type D,,, which are represented by the polynomials
V, = 2% + yx® + y" ! for n > 4. For the remaining ADE singularities of type A,, Fs and
Es the sequence of partial derivatives is already a Grobner basis, so Corollary 3.4.2 shows
that Algorithm 3.3.7 terminates for all inputs in these cases.

3.5 An efficient algorithm for computing the connection

Let k be a field and consider the polynomial ring k[z] = k[xy,...,z,] with a fixed
monomial order. We retain the context of the previous section: let t = (t1,...,%,) be
quasi-regular, I = (t1,...,t,) the ideal generated by elements of ¢t and g = (¢g1,...,9n) a
Grobner basis for 1. Let {a;;}i; be polynomials satisfying g; = >, a;;t; and C C k[z]
be the k-linear subspace defined using g at (3.4).

In this section we describe a more efficient algorithm for computing the connection
in the case that {a;;};; are constant polynomials. Computing the connection amounts
to computing the maps 0y,,...,d;,. The naive approach for computing these maps on
f € k[z] is to compute the series expansion of f of Corollary 3.4.2 using Algorithm 3.3.7.
For u € N™ let |u| = ", u; and let

deg,(f) = max{[u| [ ry # 0}

where f = > . rut® is the expansion of f in Corollary 3.4.2, so 7, € C and finitely
many 7, # 0. In the worst case, Algorithm 3.3.7 will require in the order of 24°&(/) uses of
the division algorithm. In the following we show that each map 0;, can be computed with
exactly two uses of the division algorithm, and if one is computing all maps 0, ..., 0
at the same time then this can be done with n + 1 uses of the division algorithm.

This approach uses an alternative way of defining the maps dy,,...,0;, in the case
that {a;;};; are constant polynomials. This alternative definition shows that the maps
O, - -, 0, satisfy a property which is analogous to Taylor’s Theorem. Consider the one
variable case k[x] = k[z1] and let f € k[z]. For another formal variable y one can show
that in the polynomial ring k[z,y] we have

Z f(p) —y)P

n

analogously to the analytic Taylor’s Theorem, where f®) = %( f) is the p'* partial
derivative of f. Rearranging this we have

[e.e]

fla) = fly) = f ) - W'Y S

p=2

1 2
= —y)P

o )

or in other words, f’(y) is the remainder of f(z) — f(y) divided by (z — y)%. A similar
result can be shown in the multivariate case.

Our first task is to extend the monomial ordering on k[x], which we denote by >,
to a compatible monomial ordering on k[z,y] = k[z1,...,Zm,Y1,...,Ym]. We define

3Code for computing such examples can be found at https://github.com/rohan-hitchcock/
msc-thesis-examples.
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a monomial ordering >, , on k[x,y| as follows. Let (a,b),(a’,b') € N™ x N where
a,b,a’ ;b € N™. We say

(a,b) >,, (a’,b') ifandonlyif a>,d or(a=d and b>,¥).

That is, >, , is the lexicographic ordering on N x N™ given by considering >, on each
factor. This is clearly a monomial ordering on k[z,y] which agrees with the monomial
order on k[x] when restricted to monomials involving only x variables, and for which
xz; > y; for all 4,5 = 1,...,m. In particular LT,(f(z)) = LT,,(f(z) + f(y)) for all
f € klz]. From now on we dispense with distinguishing between >, and >, , and simply
use > and LT to refer to both monomial orderings.

Next we define T; = t;(z) — t;(y) and G; = ¢;(x) — ¢;(y) and consider T' = (T}, ...,T,)
and G = (Gy,...,Gy). One can show that T is quasi-regular. Suppose that G is a
Grobner basis for (7).

Lemma 3.5.1. Any F € k[z,y] can be written uniquely in the form

F= Z r T

uEeNn

where T =T --- T we have finitely many r,, # 0 and if r, # 0 then no term of ry, is
divisible by any of the LT(G;) = LT (g;(x)).

Proof. This is an application of Corollary 3.4.2. [

Given f € k[x] write

@)= fly) = 3 rT"

ueNn

where the r, € k[x,y] are the unique polynomials satisfying the conditions in Lemma
3.5.1. For each u € N™ define a map p, : k[z] — k[z,y] by setting p,(f) = r,. We now
prove some facts about these maps. For u,v € N define u! = uylus! - - - u,! and

v\ 0 if any v; —u; <0
u) WLU), otherwise ’

Lemma 3.5.2. p, is k-linear.
Proof. Let f,g € k[x]. Then we can write
(f+9)@) = (fF+9)w) =D (pulf) + pulg)T" .
u€EN™

Now, if p.(f) + pu(g) # 0 then no term of p,(f) + p.(g) is divisible by any of the LT(G;).
Hence the right-hand-side satisfies the conditions in Lemma 3.5.1 and so by uniqueness

pulf +9) = pu(f) + pu(g). Likewise py(cf) = cpu(f) for c € k. O
Lemma 3.5.3. p,(t*) = (!)t*""(y) for all v € N* and u # 0.

4Under these hypotheses it is clear that (G) = (T). We conjecture that g being a Grobner basis implies
that G is a Grobner basis for any sequence g.
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Proof. 1t suffices to prove that

() =Y (Z) $0= ()T (3.6)

Indeed, having shown (3.6) holds we have

v
+° v _ v—u U
@) -6 =3 () wr
u#0
where we note that no term of t*~%(y) is divisible by any of the LT(G;) = LT (g:(x)), since
t'=*(y) is a polynomial in y.
We proceed by induction on |v| = . v;. If v = 0 then both sides of (3.6) are equal

to 1. Now suppose that |v] > 1. Let ¢ be such that v; > 0. Then, using the induction
hypothesis, we have

t(z) = ti(x)t"" % (2)
3 (e

u

= (ti(y) +T)) (U ; el’) £ () T

u

— Z (” . €Z>t”“(y)T“ +uéo (Z B Z)t”(y)Tu

which proves the claim. O
Lemma 3.5.4. Forr € C C k[z] and u # 0 we have p,(rt”) = r(z)p,(t*) for all v € N".

Proof. First note that if » = 0 the result is immediate. Supposing r # 0, using Lemma
3.5.3 we have

r(@)t"(x) —r(y)t*(y) = r(e)t"(z) —r(e)t(y) +r@)t(

<
~—
ﬁ
—~
<
~—
~+
<
—~
<
~—

— H@)E(0) — £(0) + (1) — 7))

(@)Y () P+ (r(a) ()P )
u#0

= (r(z) - +Z( ) 2) T () T

That r € C exactly means that LT(g;) = LT(G;) does not divide any term of r for all
i=1,...,n'. Hence LT(G;) does not divide any term of (r(z)—r(y))t*(y) or (?)r(z)t"""(y)
foralli =1,...,n and v € N”. Hence by Lemma 3.5.1 this proves the claim. O
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Algorithm 3.5.7 Computing 9,

1: procedure DIFFERENTIATE(f, j, t1,...,t,)
2: Use the division algorithm in k[x, y] to obtain r(z,v), ¢1(x,y), . .., g.(z,y) satisfy-
ing

f@) = fly) =r(z,y) + Z gi(z,y)(ti(z) — t:(y))

where the terms of r(x,y) are not divisible by any of the LT(g;).
3: Use the division algorithm in k[x,y] to obtain r'(z,v), p1(z,v), ..., pa(z,y) satis-

fying
gi(z.y) =r'(z,9) + Y pilz.y)(ti(x) — ti(y))
i=1
where the terms of 7/(x,y) are not divisible by any of the LT(g;).
4: return ¢(r'(x,y))

Now let e; € N™ have a one in the i*® coordinate and zeros elsewhere and let ¢ :
k[x,y] — k[z] be the k-algebra morphism identifying = and y.

Proposition 3.5.5. 0;, = ¢p.,.

Proof. Lemma 3.5.2, Lemma 3.5.3, and Lemma 3.5.4 give us a method for computing
©pe, (f) for any f € k[z] via Corollary 3.4.2. This exactly agrees with the definition of
O, m

Corollary 3.5.6. From Algorithm 3.5.7 we have 0,(f) = DIFFERENTIATE(f, j,t1, ..., t,).
Proof. This is immediate from Proposition 3.5.5. O]

Proposition 3.5.5 and Corollary 3.5.6 are the main results of this section, but be-
fore continuing we will make explicit the connection between the maps 0y, ...,0;, and
Taylor’s Theorem. Noting that the maps 0;,,...,0;, commute, for v € N" we define
0y = 0y} ---0¢". The next result is analogous to Taylor’s Theorem.

Proposition 3.5.8. 0} = vlyp, for all v € N* with v # 0.

Proof. Let f € k[z] and write
flx) = ru@)t(z)

where finitely many r, # 0 and if r, # 0 then no term of r, is divisible by any of the
LT(g;). By Lemma 3.5.3 we have p,(t*) = (%)t*"“(y) and so

or10) = 5! ()l
= o Y ru()onlt)
=01y p(rat”)

= vlopy(f)
where we have that r,(z)p,(t*) = p,(r,t*) by Lemma 3.5.4. O
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4 Matrix factorisations

In this section we discuss matrix factorisations, which provide a means of studying singu-
larities of polynomials. In Section 4.1 we define matrix factorisations, and more generally
linear factorisations, and make some other preliminary definitions. In Section 4.2 we define
a particular type of matrix factorisation, called a Koszul matriz factorisation, which is
constructed from a Koszul complex. In Section 4.3 we show how the perturbation tech-
niques discussed in Section 2.1 can be extended to linear factorisations. The extension
of these techniques means that the results of Section 3 can be used to construct explicit
homotopy equivalences between matrix factorisations. Examples of how these ideas can
be used together are demonstrated Corollary 4.3.4 and Corollary 4.3.5.

The ideas discussed in this section are central to the definition of bicategory of Landau-
Ginzburg models, which is the focus of Section 5. The categories of 1-morphisms in this
bicategory are categories of matrix factorisations, and the perturbation techniques of Sec-
tion 4.3 play an important role in showing that composition and unit 1-morphisms in
the bicategory work as promised. The application of the results of Section 3 to mat-
rix factorisations provides a means of computing compositions of 1-morphisms in this
bicategory.

4.1 Definition and basic results

Let R be a commutative ring and f € R. The most concrete way to think about a matrix
factorisation of f is as a pair of n X n square matrices (P, ()) with entries in R satisfying
the relations

PQ=QP=f-1

where [ is the n X n identity matrix.

Example 4.1.1. Let k be a commutative ring, R = k[r,y] and f = 2? — y?. Then the
following is a matrix factorisation of f:

(g g«") (—xy _fvy> - (—xy ;y) (5 i) - <x26y2 wzgyz) '

By choosing n generators for R®™ we can associate to P and ) morphisms p, ¢ : R®" —
R®™ respectively. Hence, the data of a matrix factorisation can be expressed like so:

R —F 5 RO 1 Ron

0 1 0

If we consider the Z,-grading indicated on the diagram we can view a matrix factorisation
as a Zs-graded R-module X = X, @ X; where X; & R®", together with an odd endo-
morphism dx : X — X given by p : Xo — X and ¢ : X; — X on each graded component
of X. That is, dx = (2 g). This endomorphism has the property that d% = f - 1x. This
point of view suggests some generalisations: allowing ‘infinite rank’ matrix factorisations
by not requiring the Xy and X; to be finitely generated, or more generally allowing X
and X; to be R-modules which are not necessarily free or finitely generated. Hence we

arrive at the following definition.

Definition 4.1.2. A linear factorisation of f € R is a pair (X, dx) where X is a Zo-
graded R-module and dy : X — X is an odd endomorphism such that d% = f-1x. A
matrix factorisation is a linear factorisation in which the underlying module is free. A
matrix factorisation is finite rank if the underlying module is finitely generated.
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A complex of R-modules is a Z-graded R-module C' equipped with a degree +1 en-
domorphism de : C' — C' which squares to zero. Many definitions from the world of
complexes transfer to the world of linear factorisations. Before we state these definitions,
note that any complex (C,d¢) can be regarded as a linear factorisation of zero by consid-
ering the Z,-grading on C' given by taking €,,., Ca, to be the even part and @,,.; Con1
to be the odd part.

Definition 4.1.3. Let (X, dx) and (Y, dy) be linear factorisations of f € R. We make
the following definitions:

(1) The map dx is called the differential.

nez

(2) The shift of (X,dx) is the linear factorisation obtained by interchanging the odd
and even parts of X. It is denoted (X[1], dx).

(3) A morphism of linear factorisations (X,dx) — (Y,dy) is a degree zero R-linear
map « : X — Y which commutes with the differential, meaning that both squares
of the diagram

X > X4 > Xo
oL
Yo » Y » Yo

commute.

(4) A homotopy of the morphism « : (X,dx) — (Y,dy) is an odd R-linear map h :
X — Y such that o = hdx + dyh.

(5) Two morphisms «, 8 : (X,dx) — (Y,dy) are homotopic if there is a homotopy of
a — 3. We denote this by a ~  or h : a ~ 3 if we wish to specify the homotopy h.

(6) The linear factorisations (X,dx) and (Y,dy) are homotopy equivalent if there are
morphisms v : (X,dx) — (Y,dy) and v : (Y,dy) — (X,dx) such that v ~ 1y
and vy ~ 1x.

The relevant category of matrix factorisations is the homotopy category in which
homotopic morphisms are identified. We denote the homotopy category of matrix factor-
isations of f € R by HMF(R, f). The full subcategory of objects which are homotopy
equivalent to a finite rank matrix factorisation is denoted by hmf(R, f).

Definition 4.1.4. The tensor product over R of linear factorisations (X, dy) and (Y, dy)
is defined to be
(X,dx)®r (Y,dy) = (X QrY,dx ® 1 +1®dy)

where the tensor product of morphisms is the graded tensor product. We may denote the
differential of the tensor product by dxgy.

The tensor product of matrix factorisations was first defined in [Yos98, Definition 1.2].
If (X,dx) is a linear factorisation of f € R and (Y,dy) a linear factorisation of g € R
then their tensor product is a linear factorisation of f + ¢g. Indeed we have

dygy = (dx ® 1) + (dx @ 1)(1®@dy) + (1 @ dy)(dx ®1) + (1 @ dy)?
=d3R1+dxy®@dy —dx @dy +1®d5
=(f+9)-1
where we use that the graded tensor product satisfies
(1 ® p1)(v2 ® pig) = (—1)‘”1HV2|V1V2 @ 12

for appropriate homogeneous maps vy, vy, i1, fo.
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4.2 The Koszul matrix factorisation

In this section we describe a way of making the Koszul complex into a matrix factorisation.
This gives us a way of producing non-trivial matrix factorisations and is also used to
define the unit 1-morphisms in the bicategory of Landau-Ginzburg models. Let R be
a commutative ring and f € R. Suppose a,...,a,,b1,...,b, € R are such that f =
> i, a;b;. Before continuing we introduce some termmology

Definition 4.2.1. Let E be a Zy-graded ring, not assumed to be commutative, and con-
sider odd elements 0y, ...,0,,07,...,0; € E. We say these elements satisty the canonical
anticommutation relations if

(1) 6,6,+0;0,=0
(2) 0705+ 0507 =0
(3) 0:05 + 030; = 6y
for all 7,7 =1,...,n, where J;; is the Kronecker delta.

We generally consider the canonical anticommutation relations in the case that F =
End(A) where A is some graded object of a category. In the case that F has odd elements
satisfying the canonical anticommutation relations, A admits a Clifford algebra repres-
entation (this is essentially proved in Lemma 5.6.2). When A is an exterior algebra we
always have endomorphisms satisfying the canonical anticommutation relations.

Lemma 4.2.2. Consider the exterior algebra \(€D;_, Re;) where ey, ..., e, are formal
generators. Let 0;,0F : N(B_, Re;) — NP, Re;) denote the R-linear maps given by
wedge multiplication 0; = e; \ (=) and contraction 0F = el (=) fori=1,...,n. Then the

0; and 07 are odd maps which satisfy the canonical anticommutation relations.

Proof. Recall that our convention is to omit the wedge symbol “A” and denote multiplic-
ation in the exterior algebra by juxtaposition. In the following we refer to conditions (1),
(2) and (3) of Definition 4.2.1. Since the wedge product is anticommutative, (1) is clear.
For (2) and (3) we compute the various maps on a basis element w = e;, ---e;, where
1 < v <l

Consider the contraction operators §* and 6;. First note that if a ¢ {i,...,4,} then
0405 (w) = 6;0%(w) = 0, and likewise if b ¢ {i1,...,i,} or if a = b. Hence we consider the
case that a = ¢;, and b = i, for some indices j, # j,. Without loss of generality suppose
Ja > J»- We have

0:05(w) = (—1)H G (er, -, - es)
= (=1)(=1)7He, R
( ) eb(eu"'é\ija"'eip)
—0,0>(w)
and so we have shown 020; 4 0,07 = 0.
Now consider the operators ¢, and 6;. We first study the case in which a # b. First
note that if b ¢ {i1,...,7,} then 6,0} (w) = 0;0,(w) = 0, and likewise if a € {i1,...,%,}.

Hence let b = i;, for some index j, and let j, be the largest index such that i;, < a or
Jja = 0 if no such index exists. We immediately have that

0,05 (w) = (1) eqes, -8, - -
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When j, < 7, this gives
eaelt(w> — (_1)jb+1(_1>jaei1 ceeeg /e\ijb cee e
= (=10} (esy - eq- - es)
= —0,0,(w)
where we understand the indices in the above products to be ascending. Otherwise if
Ja > J» We have
eae;)k(w) — <_1)jb+1(_1)ja*16i1 .. ./e\'ijb R R
= (=105 (es, v ea v es,)
= —0;0,(w)

P

where again we understand the indices in the above product to be ascending.
It remains to consider the case in which a = b. First suppose a ¢ {i1,...,i,} and let
Jo be the largest index such that i, < a or jo = 0 if no such index exists. Then we have
0,0%(w) = 0 and
0:0u() = (~1)765(es, -0 er,) =
where we understand the indices in the above product to be ascending. In the case that
a € {i1,..., iy} let a =i, for some index jo. Then we have §*6,(w) = 0 and

eae*(w) _ (—1)j0+19a(€i1 .. 'é\ijo e eip) = w

as required. Hence we have shown that 0,0; + 0;0, = d, which completes the proof. [

Lemma 4.2.3. Suppose M is a Zy-graded R-module with odd R-linear maps 0;,6; :
M — M, 1=1,...,n satisfying the canonical anticommutation relations. Then, setting
oy =Y 0 aib; and 6_ =" | b;0F, we have that (M,d_ + 64) is a linear factorisation of
f.

Proof. Set § = 6_ + .. We need to show that 2 = f - 1;; which we do by induction on
n. By noting that 92 =0and 6> =0 We see the case of n = 1 is clear. For the inductive

case set f' = 3" "a;b; and & = 37" a0 + S0 b:67. By the induction hypothesis we
have 6% = f'- 1, and so

62 = (0 + anb, + b,07)?
= f Ay 4 an(80, 4+ 0,0") + b, (805 + 60%0") + anby, - 1y
=f -1y +an (80, +6,0") +b,(5'0 + 69 .

Noting that 6’0, + 0,0’ = §'0} + 6%’ = 0 gives the desired result. O

Therefore (A\(R"),d_ + 0,) is a matrix factorisation of f, where 6, = > 1" | a;0; and
d_ = > " bi0F, and 6; and 0 are as in Lemma 4.2.2. Furthermore, if we consider the
Koszul complex K(b) of b = (by,...,b,), then §_ will be the usual differential of the
Koszul complex.

Definition 4.2.4. The matrix factorisation (K (b),d_ + 64 ) of f is called a Koszul matriz
factorisation of f.

Koszul matrix factorisations were first defined (but not named as such) in [BGS87,
Section 2] where they were used to construct examples of maximal Cohen-Macaulay mod-
ules. The properties of the Koszul matrix factorisation are also discussed in [Dycll,
Section 2.3] and [CM14, Appendix D].
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4.3 Perturbation of matrix factorisations

In Section 2.1 we discussed strong deformation retracts and perturbation of complexes
in an abelian category. In this section we adapt these ideas to the setting of linear
factorisations. Let R be a commutative ring.

Definition 4.3.1. Let (L,d;) and (M, dy) be linear factorisations of f € R. A deform-
ation retract of (L,dy) and (M, dys) over R consists of morphisms

p
(L7dL) e (MadM)v h

)

where pi = 1 and h : ip ~ 1. This deformation retract is called strong if in addition
h? =0, hi = 0 and ph = 0.

As for complexes, a strong deformation retract is a special type of homotopy equival-
ence of linear factorisations which can be modified by perturbation. Let

(L,dy) &= (M,dy), h (4.1)

)

be a deformation retract of linear factorisations of f € R. A perturbation of (4.1) is
an odd R-linear map § : M — M such that (dy + 6)? = g - 1 for some g € R, where
possibly f # g. The perturbation ¢ is called small if (1 — dh) is invertible. Given a small
perturbation 0 of (4.1) the perturbed data is

/

(L,dy) &= (M,dy +0), N (4.2)

1;/

where a = (1 — 6h)™'6, d; = dp + pai, i’ =i + hai, p = p + pah and K’ = h + hah. In
Section 4.1 we discussed how a complex can be regarded as a linear factorisation of zero by
taking the obvious Zs-grading on the complex. When doing so, any (strong) deformation
retract of complexes in the sense of Definition 2.1.3 yields a (strong) deformation retract
of linear factorisations in the sense of Definition 4.3.1. A version of the perturbation
lemma also holds for linear factorisations.

Theorem 4.3.2 (Perturbation Lemma for linear factorisations). If (4.1) is a strong de-
formation retract and 6 is a small perturbation of (4.1) then the perturbed data (4.2) is
also a strong deformation retract.

Proof. The proof of this theorem closely follows the proof in [Cra04, Section 2.4] of the
analogous statement for complexes. We begin by proving the following statements:

(1) dha = ahd =a — 0.
(2) (1—6h)'=1+ahand (1—h6)"' =1+ ha.
(3) aipa+ ady +dya=(g-1— f-1)(1+ ah+ ha).

For (1), note that by definition of a we have (1 — dh)a = ¢, proving a — 6 = dha. For the
other equality, we can write §hd = § — (1 — 6h)d and multiply on the left by (1 — dh)~!
to get ahd = a — 0. Statement (2) is proved by observing

(1+ah)(1 —0h) =1+ ah — 6h — ahdh
=1+ ah—6h— (a—d)h
=1
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and similarly that (14 ha)(1 —hd) =1, (1 — hd)(1 + ha) =1 and (1 + ha)(1 — hd) = 1.
For (3) we compute directly. Using (1) and (2) above, and the fact that h? = 0 we have

adys + dya + aipa = ady; + dya + a(l + dyrh + hdyr)a

= ady (1 + ha) + (1 + ah)dya + a®

= ady (1 —hé) ™"+ (1 — 6h) 'dyra + @

= (1= 6h) " [(1 — 6h)ady + dya(l — ho)
+ (1 = 6h)a*(1 — hd)| (1 — hé) ™

= (1 + ah)[(a — Sha)dy + dy(a — ahd)
+ (a — 6ha)(a — ahé)] (1 + ha)

= (1+ah)[(a—a+d8)dy +dy(a—a+d)
+(a—a+8)(a—a+08)](1+ ha)

= (1+ ah)[0dy + dard + 6°] (1 + ha)

= (1+ ah)[(dy +6)* — d3;] (1 + ha)

=(g-1—f-1)(1+ah)(1+ ha)

=(g-1—f-1)(1+4 ah+ ha)

proving (3).
(L,d}) is a linear factorisation of g. We need to show that al’L2 =g¢g-1. We have

dy’ = (dy, + pai)®
= f- 14 dppai + paidy, + paipai
= f-1+dppai + paid, +p((g-1— f-1)(1 + ah + ha) — ady — dyra) i
= f-1+4+dpai+ paid, +g-1— f-1—p(ady + dya)i
=g -1+ dppai + paid;, — padysi — pdyrat
=g- 1+ pa(idy — dui) + (dp — pdar)ai
=g-1

where we use that pi = 1, pdy = drp, id;, = dasi, hi = 0, ph = 0, h? = 0, and equation
(3) above.

i’ is a morphism. We need to show that i'd; = (dy; + 9)i’. We have

i'dy — (dy +0)i = (i + hai)(dp + pai) — (dy + 6) (i + hai)
=idy, + haidy, + ipai + haipai — dyi — 01 — dyrhat — dhai
= haidy, +ipai + h((g-1— f-1)(1 + ah + ha) — ady — dya)i
— 0@ — dprhai — (a — §)i
= haidy, + ipai — h(ady + dyra)i — dyrhai — ai
= ha(idy, — dpi) + (ip — hdyy — dpyrh — 1)ai
=0

where we use (1), (3), hi =0, h? =0, id;, = dysi and ip — 1 = hdys + dyrh.
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P’ is a morphism. We need to show that d7p’ = p/(dyr + 0). We have

dpp’ —p'(dar + 6) = (dr + pai)(p + pah) — (p + pah)(das + 9)
= drp + paip + dppah + paipah — pdy; — pahdy; — pahd — pd
= paip +drpah +p((g-1— f-1)(1 + ah + ha) — adyr — dyra)h
— pahdy — p(a — §) — po
= paip + dppah — p(ady; + dyra)h — pahdy, — pa
= pa(ip — dph — hdpy — 1) + (dpp — pdar)ah
=0

where we use (1), (3), ph =0, h? =0, dpp = pdy and ip — 1 = dprh + hdyy.
p/t" = 1. This is straightforward:
p'i' = (p+ pah)(i + hai) =1

since ph = 0, hi = 0 and h%? = 0.

k' is a homotopy from i'p’ to 1. We need to show i'p'—1 = W' (dp+0)+(dar+9)h'. Setting
dhyy = dy + 6 we have

1+ Wdy +dyh —i'p" =14 (h+ hah)(dy + 6) + (dpr + 6)(h + hah)
— (i + hai)(p + pah)
=14 hdys + hahdys + ho + hahd + dyh + dyshah 4+ 6h + dhah
—1p — ipah — haip — haipah
= hahdy; + ho + hahd + dyrhah + dh + dhah
—1pah — haip — haipah
= hahdy + ho + h(a — 0) + dprhah + 0h + (a — 0)h — ipah
— haip—h((g-1— f-1)(1+ ah + ha) — ady — dpra)h
= hahdy; + ha + dprhah + ah — tpah — haip + h(adM + dMa)h
= ha(hdy + 1 —ip + dah) + (dph + 1 —ip + hdyy)ah
=0

where we use (1), (3), h? =0 and ip — 1 = hdy; + dph.

This has shown that the maps @', p/, d}, d}, and b’ form a deformation retract. It is
clearly also a strong deformation retract, and so this completes the proof. O

One can show that we can replace the condition that the initial deformation retract
in Theorem 4.3.2 be strong with the following conditions on the deformation retract and
small perturbation:

(1) pd =0 and ph = 0.
(2) (dy +0)* = d3;.

Before discussing some corollaries of the Perturbation Lemma we note a useful suffi-
cient condition for a perturbation to be small. In fact, as explained in [Cra04, Remark
2.3.iii] a perturbation ¢ of the deformation retract (4.1) is small if and only if dh is locally
nilpotent, meaning for all x € M we have (6h)"(z) = 0 for some n. For our purposes we
only need to show that if dh is nilpotent then § is small.
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Lemma 4.3.3. A perturbation § of the deformation retract (4.1) is small if (0h)™ = 0 for
sufficiently large n, in which case (1 — dh)~! = Zkzo(dh)k.

Proof. If (6h)" = 0 then Y7, ., (0h)" = " o(0h)k, so this sum is well-defined. We then
compute

n—1 n—1 n—1 n—1 n
(1 — 6h) Fo ORI =D (R =Y C(6h)F =1 (6h)" =
k:O k:O k=0 k=0 k=1
and likewise 71— (6h)*(1 — dh) = 1. Hence we have (1 — §h)~1 = S"7_ (5h)". O

Corollary 4.3.4. Consider the deformation retract of linear factorisations of f given in
(4.1) and suppose it is a strong deformation retract. Then for any linear factorisation
(Z,dz) of g € R the following is a strong deformation retract of linear factorisations of

f+y:
(L®RZ,dL®1+1®dZ)%(M@RZ,dM@glJrl@dz), hel
Proof. Tensoring the modules in (4.1) by Z we obtain
(Log Z,d®1) % (M & Z,dy®1), hel

which is also a strong deformation retract. Note that 1 ® dz is a small perturbation since
(1-h®dz) ' =(1+h®dy). Seta=(1+h®dz)(1®dz) =1®dz +h®d and apply
the Perturbation Lemma to the strong deformation retract above. Note that we have

(pea(i®l)=pi®ds +phi®dy =1®dy
so the new differential on the left is d;, ® 1 + 1 ® d;. We also have
(pe@ah®1)=ph®@dz +ph*@dy =0

and likewise (h ® 1)a(i® 1) =0 and (h ® 1)a(h ® 1) = 0. Hence we obtain the claimed
strong deformation retract from the Perturbation Lemma. ]

The Perturbation Lemma can also be used to produce a strong deformation retract
involving the Koszul matrix factorisation of some element f € R. Suppose aq,...,a, € R
and ty,...,t, € R are sequences such that f = >""" | a;t; and consider the Koszul complex
(K(t),dr) of t = (t1,...,t,). Set 04 = " a0, and 0_ = dy = >, t;07, where ; and
0} are wedging and contraction operators on K (t) respectively as in Lemma 4.2.2. Suppose
we have a strong deformation retract of complexes over R

(R/1,0) == (K(t),6_),  h (4.3)

where [ = (ty,...,t,) is the ideal generated by the elements of t. We produced sim-
ilar strong deformation retracts in Corollary 2.4.3, Proposition 3.2.9 and Corollary 3.4.3.
Under these hypotheses we have a strong deformation retract involving a Koszul matrix
factorisation of f.

Corollary 4.3.5. Given the preceding assumptions, we have a strong deformation retract
over R

(R/(t),0) &——= (K(t),6_ +d3), '

of linear factorisations of f.
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Proof. First note that f acts by zero on R / Iso (R / 1,0) is indeed a linear factorisation
of f.

Next note that we can regard the complexes in (4.3) as linear factorisations of zero and
so view (4.3) as a strong deformation retract of linear factorisations. With respect to the
usual Z-grading on K (t), both h and J, are degree +1 maps and so d,h has degree +2.
Since K (t) is a bounded complex there exists a sufficiently large m such that (0, h)™ = 0.
Then by Lemma 4.3.3 we have that d, is a small perturbation of (4.3). The desired strong
deformation retract is obtained using the Perturbation Lemma, noting that d. is the zero
map on R / 1. O

Corollary 4.3.4 and Corollary 4.3.5 are not actually used in the following section (the
Perturbation Lemma is used directly) however these corollaries demonstrate how we use
the Perturbation Lemma. In each subsequent application of the Perturbation Lemma we
either use it to tensor a strong deformation retract of linear factorisations with a third
linear factorisation, or to introduce a perturbation which converts a Koszul complex into
a Koszul matrix factorisation. Nuances of these applications mean that the hypotheses of
Corollary 4.3.4 and Corollary 4.3.5 are not satisfied exactly. In Corollary 2.4.3, Proposition
3.2.9 and Corollary 3.4.3 R is a k-algebra for some commutative ring k& and the strong
deformation retract produced by these results is over k not R, meaning that Corollary
4.3.4 and Corollary 4.3.5 cannot be applied in these settings. These two results, however,
capture the essence of how we use the Perturbation Lemma for linear factorisations.
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5 The bicategory of Landau-Ginzburg Models

In this section we describe the bicategory of Landau-Ginzburg models over a commutative
ring k, which we denote LGy, and prove that it is a bicategory. This bicategory was first
described in [BRO7; McN09; CR10]. Here we take the approach of [Murl8; DM13; CM16]
and provide additional details and exposition which are not present in the literature.

We begin by defining the data of LG, in Section 5.1, and in Sections 5.2 and 5.3 we
prove that this data does indeed form a bicategory. Sections 5.4 and 5.5 address the
cut operation of [Murl8], which provides a means of computing compositions in LGy.
Examples of such computations are given in Section 5.6. The other sections of this
thesis provide important background to this section. Matrix factorisations, which were
introduced in Section 4, are the l-morphisms in £G, and perturbation techniques for
matrix factorisations are used throughout this section. The explicit strong deformation
retract between the Koszul complex and its homology discussed in Section 3 is key to
constructing the cut operation. In Appendix A we discuss bicategories, and definition of
a bicategory is given in Definition A.2.1. Idempotent completion of categories also plays
a subtle but important role in defining £G,,, and this is discussed in Appendix B.

5.1 The data of the bicategory

Let k£ be a commutative ring. The objects of LG, are certain types of polynomials called
potentials. Theorem 3.1.2 shows that the following definition of a potential is equivalent
to the definition given in [CM16, Definition 2.4].

Definition 5.1.1. Let k£ be a commutative ring. A polynomial U € k[z] = k[xy, ..., z,)
is called a potential if:

(1) The sequence of partial derivatives (0,,U, ..., 0,,U) is Koszul-regular.

(2) The Jacobi ring k[z]|/(0,,U, ..., 0,,U) is a finitely generated free k-module.

Given potentials U € k[z] and V' € k[y] we denote the homotopy category of finite
rank matrix factorisations of V(y) — U(x) over k[z,y] by

h(U, V) = hmf(k[z,y],V(y) — U(x)) .

In order to define LGy we need to use the idempotent completion of h(U, V) (Definition
B.2.1) which we denote by h(U,V)“. Background on idempotent completion is given in
Appendix B. In particular, Corollary B.3.3 shows that we can regard h(U, V)“ as the full
subcategory of HMF (k[z, y], V(y) — U(x)) consisting of all direct summands of finite rank
matrix factorisations.

Definition 5.1.2. The bicategory of Landau-Ginzburg models over k, denoted LGy, con-
sists of the following data:

(1) The objects of LG, are pairs (k[x],U) where klz] = k[z1,...,2,] is a polynomial
ring and U € k[z] is a potential.

(2) The category of 1-morphisms (k[z],U) — (kly], V) is h(U,V)¥.

(3) Composition of the 1-morphisms

(X, dx) (v, dy)

(klx], U) (Kly], V)

is given by taking the tensor product of linear factorisations over k[y]:

(X,dx) Rk[y) (Y,dy) = (X Oy Y, dx @1 +1® dy) .

(k[z], W)
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(4) Consider an object (k[z],U) where k[x] = k[z1,...,x,] and the polynomial ring
klz, 2] = klz1,..., 20, 2),...,2,]. The unit 1-morphism (Iy,dy,) of (klz],U) is a
Koszul matrix factorisation (Definition 4.2.4) of U(2') — U(z) € k[x, 2] arising from

the Koszul complex of the sequence (7 — 2, ..., 2z, — ) in k[z, 2'].

According to the definition of a bicategory we also need to specify the associator, left
unitor and right unitor natural isomorphisms as part of the data of £LG,. However, doing
so now is awkward so we delay this until Sections 5.2 and 5.3 where we show that such
natural isomorphisms exist and, together with the data given above, form a bicategory.

Note that it is not clear that the tensor product is a well-defined composition functor.
Consider the 1-morphisms

= (KL W)

in £LGy. Writing X = k[z,%]®™ and Y = k[y, 2]®™ for some m, m’ € N we have that

!

X ®upy Y = (k[z,y] @y kly, 2)™™ = klz,y, 2™

which is free, but not finitely generated over k[z,z]. Hence it is only clear that the
composition of (X,dx) and (Y,dy) belongs to HMF (k[z, z], W(z) — U(x)), rather than
h(U,W)¥.

We adopt similar approaches, both based on the strategy of [Murl8, Strategy 4.2],
for showing that composition and unit 1-morphisms work as expected. In each case we
begin with a strong deformation retract between the Koszul complex of a Koszul-regular
sequence. We then modify this strong deformation retract using the perturbation tech-
niques described in Section 4.3 to produce a homotopy equivalence between appropriate
objects. In the case of composition this means showing that (X ®yp) Y, dxey) is, up to
homotopy, the direct summand of a matrix factorisation which is finite rank over k[z, z].

5.2 Composition

We begin with composition. The sequence of partial derivatives of a potential is Koszul-
regular by hypothesis so we will begin with a strong deformation retract between the
Jacobi ring of a potential and the Koszul complex of its sequence of partial derivatives.
Before proceeding to the main result in Proposition 5.2.5 we will need to develop tools
which allow us to remove the Koszul differential of this initial Koszul complex. The key
observation from [Murl8, Lemma 2.12] which allows us to do so is as follows.

Lemma 5.2.1. Let (Z,dz) be a finite rank matriz factorisation of a polynomial U €
klx] = klxy, ..., z,]. Multiplication by a partial derivative 0,,U is a null-homotopic map

on (Z,dz).

Proof. Since Z is free over k[z] we can fix a k[z]-basis for Z and write dz as a matrix
with respect to this basis. We then differentiate the matrix of dz entrywise with respect
to z; to obtain a matrix \; = d,,(dz). By the Leibniz rule we have 9,.U - 15 = 0,,(d%)

Ol

dz\i + Nidz.
Lemma 5.2.2. Let o, 5 : (C,dc) — (D,dp) be morphisms of either chain complezes or

linear factorisations, and suppose they are homotopic via h : a ~ . Then cone(a)

cone(f).
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Proof. We define cone(a) as
e Cp1 ® Dy — 2 C® Dy — 2 Cp 1 ® Dy ——— -

where d, = (% —213 ), and if (C, d¢) is a linear factorisation then addition in the indices is

modulo 2. Likewise cone(f) is the graded object C'& D[1] with differential dg = (dﬁc 72]3 )
Define ¢ : C @ D[1] = C ® D[1] as ¢ = ( 1, ?). We have

[ de 0
Pda = (—hdc +a —dD>

and

[ de 0
Ao = (6+dph —dD) |

These agree since « — § = hdo + dph and so ¢ : cone(a) — cone(f) is a morphism.
Likewise we define ¢ : cone() — cone(a) as ¥ = (} ), and we have pip = 1 and

Yo =1 O
Let R be a commutative k-algebra, (Z,dz) a linear factorisation in which Z is an
R-module and let t = (t;,---,t,) be a sequence of elements of R which all act null-

homotopically on (Z,dz). Consider the Koszul complex (K (t),dx) of t. We now aim to
construct an isomorphism of linear factorisations

o)

where 61, ...,0, are formal generators. We begin by sketching why we expect such an
isomorphism to exist, and then in Lemma 5.2.4 we provide an explicit isomorphism.

For each t; consider the Koszul complex (K (t;),dk,) of t; regarded as a one element
sequence. It is straightforward to check that (K(t;),dk,) ®r (Z,dz) = cone(t;), where
cone(t;) is the cone of the map t; : (Z,dz) — (Z,dz) given by multiplication by ¢;. By
Lemma 5.2.2 we have cone(t;) = cone(0). But cone(0) is just (Z & Z[1],dz & (—dz)), and
Z @ Z[1] = (R® R[l]) ®r Z as R-modules. Noting that we have K(t) = K(t;) ®g -+ Qg
K (t,) we can inductively show (K(t) ®r Z,1®dy) = (K(t) ®r Z,dx ® 1 + 1 ® dy) as
linear factorisations over R.

We now write down this isomorphism explicitly. First note that we have a canonical
isomorphism A(B;_, RY;) ®r Z = NP, kb;) @k Z so it suffices to find an isomorphism

¢ (NDizy k) @1 Z,di + dz) —— (N(Di=, ki) @1 Z, dz)

Let 65,...,0% be the contraction operators on A(E;_, k0;) and for each i = 1,...,n let
Ai @ t; =~ 0 be the homotopy on Z arising in Lemma 5.2.1. We consider both 6 and A}
acting on A\(D;_, k0;) @k Z as 07 = 6 ® 1 and \; = 1 ® \; respectively, recalling that
this tensor product is graded with respect to the Zsy-grading. Following [Murl8, Section
4.2] we define

1 -1)m
exp(d) = Z ﬁém and exp(—0) = Z %5”‘
m>0 m>0

where § = > | \;07. This definition makes sense because 0 is nilpotent: ¢ has degree —1
with respect to the Z-grading on A(B]_, k¢;) and this graded module is zero in negative
degree.
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Lemma 5.2.3. 007 =070 for allj=1,...,n.

Proof. Recall that for the graded tensor product

(11 ® 1) (12 ® o) = (_1)‘”1”V2|V1V2 & 12

where vy, s, 41, 2 are appropriate homogeneous maps. Hence since \; = 1 ® \; and
9; = 9; ® 1 we have )\Zﬂj = —0;-‘/\,- and so

50 = zn: N5 = — Zn: N7 = 6036
i=1 i=1

as claimed. 0

Lemma 5.2.4 ([Murl8, Proposition 4.12]). The map
exp(0) : (NDi=y kth) @k Z,di + dz) —— (NDiy kb:) @k Z, dz)

is an isomorphism with inverse exp(—9).

Proof. Clearly exp(d) and exp(—d) are mutually inverse isomorphisms of modules so it
suffices to show that they commute with the differentials. We first show that [dz, "] =
md™Ydy for m > 1, where [dz,d™] is the graded commutator with respect to the Z,-
grading. When m = 1 we have

n

[z, 0] = [dz. MO =Y t:0; = dx
=1

i=1

where we recall that dg = > | ;0. Now consider m > 1. First note that

m—1 m—1 m—1
Z 5i[dZ, 5}5771—2‘—1 _ Z 6id25m—i _ Z 5i+1dZ5m—i—1
i=0 i=0 i=0
m—1 m
=) §'dy 0T =Y S
i=0 i=1
= [dz,6™]
and so we have
m—1 m—1 m—1
[z, 8™ =Y 0'[dz, 66 =Y §ldiam T =Y 0m e = m™ i
i=0 i=0 i=0

since by Lemma 5.2.3 we have dxd = ddk. Next we compute [dz, exp(d)]. We have

[dz,exp(d)] = Z %[dz,ém] = Z %(W‘ld;( = exp(d)d .

=m! i (m— 1)!
Since [dz, exp(d)] = dz exp(d) — exp(d)dz, rearranging this expression gives
exp(0)(dz + di) = dz exp(9)

which shows exp(d) is a morphism of linear factorisations as required. O
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Now consider the following 1-morphisms in LGy,

(X,dx) (Y,dy)

(k[z], U) (klyl, V)
where kly|] = kly1,- -+, yn]. We now show that the composition of (X, dx) and (Y, dy) is
well-defined. This is done in several places in the literature however these papers often
have other goals which can complicate the situation considerably and do not include
exposition which would be helpful to non-experts. Here we give a proof which presents
this result in isolation and includes details which are alluded to in the literature. There
are several ways to present this result, and here we most closely follow the approach of

[Murl8].

(k[z], W)

Proposition 5.2.5. The composition of (X,dx) and (Y,dy), which is (X ®p Y, dxsy),
is a direct summand of a matrix factorisation which is finite rank over k[z, z].

Proof. Lett = (0,,V,...,0,,V) be the sequence of partial derivatives in k[y]. Consider the
Jacobi ring Jy = k[y]/(t) and the Kozul complex (K (t),dg) of t. Since V is a potential
Jy is a free k-module and by Corollary 2.4.3 we obtain a strong deformation retract

(Jv,0) &= (K(t).dx),  h

over k. We would like to tensor both sides of this strong deformation retract by X @, Y
and mix in the differential dxgy along the lines of Corollary 4.3.4. However, while all the
modules in the above strong deformation retract are k[y|-modules, the maps o and h are
only k-linear a priori.

The solution is to fix a k[z, z]-basis of the form {e, ® fy}ap for X ®yp,; Y and define
k[x, z]-linear maps

(X @giy) Jv @ppy) Y, 0) % (K (1) ®kp) X @y YVidg ®1), h - (5.1)

as follows. Since 7 and dk in the original strong deformation retract are k[y]-linear we
obtain 7 ® 1 and dg ® 1 by applying the functor (=) @ X ®pp; Y. The maps 6 and h
are defined on the basis {e, ® fp}ap as

Gea@r®fy) =0(r)Re, @ fp

for r € Jy, and for g € K(t)

h(g®ea®fb) :h(g)®€a®fb

where we extend k|x, z]-linearly. Notice that the maps & and h depend on the choice of
basis for X ®gp,) Y. It is straightforward to see that (5.1) is a strong deformation retract
over k[z, z].

Following Section 4.3 we now view d = 1 ® dxgy as a perturbation of (5.1). We aim
to show d is a small perturbation. By Lemma 4.3.3 it suffices to show that (dﬁ)m = 0 for
sufficiently large m. With respect to the Z-grading arising from K(¢) (and ignoring the
grading on X ®yp,) Y) we note that dh is a degree —1 operator. Since K(t) is a bounded
complex we have that (dh)™ = 0 for some sufficiently large m.

Hence by the Perturbation Lemma (Theorem 4.3.2) we obtain a strong deformation
retract over k[x, z]

/

(Y|X, dyx) ;,> (K(t) @K X Qi Y, dg @ 1 +1® dxgy), n'

g
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where 0/ = 6 + had, ©' =7 @ 1+ (1 ® 1)ah, K = h + hah and a = (1 — dh)~d, and we
define Y‘X =X ®k:[y] JV ®k[y] Y and dy‘X = dX X 1 + 1 X dy.

Lemma 5.2.1 shows that the partial derivatives of V' act null-homotopically on X @y, Y’
and so we have an isomorphism of linear factorisations

@ (K(t) @iy X @y Y, dx © 1 + 1@ dxgy) — (/\(k‘@") Rk X iy Y, 1 @ dxey)

by Lemma 5.2.4. Hence we obtain a strong deformation retract

7T/Lp71

Y[X,dyvix) &—= (AE*") @ X @ppy YV, 1 @ dxay), oo™} (5.2)

o
over k[z,y]. Since V' is a potential Ji; = k®™ for some m and so
Y|X = X @y Jv Qppy Y = ki, z]om

So, the left-hand-side of (5.2) is a finite rank matrix factorisation and the right-hand-side
has (X ®gpy Y, dygx) as a direct summand. O

It is worth comparing the perturbation step in the proof of Proposition 5.2.5 to the
proof of Corollary 4.3.4, where we showed that tensoring a strong deformation retract of
linear factorisations by a third linear factorisation does not disturb the strong deformation
retract. In Corollary 4.3.4 the strong deformation retract was over a commutative ring
R, and the tensor product was taken over the same ring. In Proposition 5.2.5 our strong
deformation retract was over k, but we wanted to take tensor products over k[y|. This
required us to introduce a basis in order to extend the maps in the strong deformation
retract to the new modules. Then, when showing the differential 1 ® dxgy is a small
perturbation of (5.1) we need to use the Z-grading on K (t) since the homotopy & in (5.1)
does not commute with 1 ® dxgy.

Proposition 5.2.5 and Corollary B.3.3 show that the tensor product defines a functor

hU, V) x h(V,W) — h(U, W)~ .
By the property of idempotent completion given in Lemma B.3.4 this extends to a functor
h(U,V)* x h(V,W)* — h(U,W)¥

which is composition in the bicategory L£G;. This shows that composition in LG, is well-
defined. Since tensor products are associative up to natural isomorphism this composition
functor is associative in the sense of Definition A.2.1. It is also straightforward to show
that it satisfies the relevant coherence condition given in Definition A.2.1.

5.3 Unit 1-morphisms

We now consider unit 1-morphisms in £Gg. Let U € k[z] = k[z1,...,z,] be a potential

and k[x, 2’| = k[z1,...,x,,2),...,2)]. Let t = 2} — x; and consider the regular sequence

t=(t1,...,t,) in k[z,2']. There is clearly a sequence a = (ay,...,a,) in k[z, 2] such that
U(z')—U(x) =1, ait;. Let (I,d) denote the Koszul matrix factorisation of U(z')—U (x)
arising from this expression, as specified in Definition 4.2.4.

Proposition 5.3.1. (1,d) satisfies the properties of the unit 1-morphism of (klx],U) in
LGy.
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Proof. We need to show given a 1-morphism (X, dx) : (k[2'],U) — (k[y],V) that (X, dx)
is isomorphic to (I,d) @k (X,dx) in the category h(U,V), and similarly given a 1-
morphism (Y, dy) : (k[z], W) — (k[z], U) that (Y, dy) is isomorphic to (Y,dy) Qg (1,d)
in the category h(W,U).

We show the first isomorphism involving the matrix factorisation (X, dx). The second
proceeds similarly. Theorem 3.1.2 tells us that ¢ is a Koszul-regular sequence, and so
using Corollary 2.4.3 we obtain a strong deformation retract over k

(k‘[l’l],O) <:> (K(t)7dK)v h

where (K (t),dr) is the Koszul complex of t. As in the proof of Proposition 5.2.5 we fix
a k[z,y|-basis for X in order to define a strong deformation retract

(X,0) &—= (K(t) Q) X, dg ® 1), h (5.3)

over k[z,y]. Now set 0, = > | a;0; where 6, -- ,0, are the wedging operators on K (t).
Note that (6. ® 1)h is a degree +2 operator with respect to the Z-grading on K(t).
Since K (t) is bounded this means (6, ® 1)h is nilpotent. Likewise (1 ® dx)h is a degree
+1 operator with respect to the Z-grading on K(¢) and so 6y ® 1 + 1 ® dy is a small
perturbation of (5.3) by Lemma 4.3.3. Since d = d + d, this gives a strong deformation
retract

(X, dx) &——= (I Quu X, d®1+1®dx), R

over k[z,y| as required. That a 1-morphism (Y, dy) : (k[y],V) — (k[z],U) is homotopy
equivalent to (Y ®py) I, dyer) is shown similarly. O

Proposition 5.3.1 should be compared to Corollary 4.3.5, where we showed how to pro-
duce a strong deformation retract involving a Koszul matrix factorisation. In Proposition
5.3.1 we used a combination of the ideas Corollary 4.3.4 and Corollary 4.3.5 to simultan-
eously produce the Koszul matrix factorisation and tensor both sides of the deformation
retract by another matrix factorisation.

5.4 The cut operation
Let k£ be a commutative ring and consider following morphisms

(X,dx) (Y,dy)

(Kl U) (Kly], V) (K[z], W)

in £Gy. Let kly| = kly1, - ,ynl, t = (0,,V,...,0,,V) be the sequence of partial derivat-
ives of V, I = (9,,V,...,9,,V) the ideal generated by the elements of ¢ and Jy = kly] /I
be the Jacobi ring of V.

Definition 5.4.1. The cut of the matrix factorisations (X, dx) and (Y, dy) is the matrix
factorisation (Y'|.X, dy|x) where

Y|X:X®k[y] JV ®k[y}Y and dy|X:dx®1+]_®dy .

The cut operation on matrix factorisations was first defined in [Murl8]. The cut
(Y'|X,dy|x) arose in the proof of Proposition 5.2.5 which showed that (X ®g Y, dxey)
is the direct summand of a finite rank matrix factorisation. The key idea of this proof
was to show that there is a strong deformation retract

Y[X, dyx) &= (AE*") @ X @y YV, 1 @ dxey),  h (5.4)
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over k[x,z]. The cut (Y|X,dy|x) is finite rank, and the module on the right-hand-side of
(5.4) is a direct sum of copies of X ®y, Y, some of which are shifted in degree.

The goal of this section and the next is to better understand how (X ®gp Y, dxgy)
sits inside the cut (Y'|.X, dy|x). This will involve producing explicit formulae for the maps
in (5.4). Let (K(t),dr) denote the Koszul complex of t. The key steps in producing the
strong deformation retract in (5.4) were as follows:

(1) We began with a strong deformation retract over k

™

(Jv,0) == (K(1),dx),  h

(2) We tensored both sides of this strong deformation retract by X ®p, Y and used the
Perturbation Lemma to mix in the differential dxgy .

(3) We showed that there is an isomorphism
(K () @up) X @y Yy dx @ L+ 1@ dxay) — (/\(E") @1 X @1y Y, 1@ dxay) -

The effect of the perturbation step on morphisms is explained in Theorem 4.3.2 and the
isomorphism in (3) is explicitly given in Lemma 5.2.4. So in order to produce formulae
for (5.4) all that remains is to give formulae for the strong deformation retract in (1).
For this we can either use Proposition 3.2.9 or Corollary /3\.4.3. Proposition 3.2.9 is most
general but requires passing to the I-adic completion k[y] of k[y], while the Corollary
3.4.3 requires us to assume that the sequence of partial derivatives t is a Grobner basis.
For the sake of working in the most general setting we will use Proposition 3.2.9, however
when coming up with examples of cuts it may be easier to avoid the completion and use
Corollary 3.4.3. Indeed, this is the approach we take in Section 5.6 when giving examples.

Let (X®Y,dygy) denote the matrix factorisation obtained by applying the extension

o

of scalars functor k[y] @ (—). Our first goal is to produce an explicit strong deformation
retract over k[x, z]|

(Y|X7 dY\X) R (/\(k@n) ®k X@K 1 & dX@Y): h

following the strategy outlined above. Having done so we will then address the difference
between (X®Y,dyzy) and (X @y Y, dxgy) by showing that the canonical map # :
X Qi Y - X ®Y is an isomorphism in the homotopy category.

We now ensure the conditions of Proposition 3.2.9 are satisfied. First of all suppose
Q C k. Since V is a potential, Jy is free over k and ¢ is Koszul-regular in k[y]. Since
Jy is free we have a k-linear section Jiy — k[y| of the quotient map. This section can be
chosen so that 1 — 1 by choosi/rg k-bases for Jy and k[y]. For Proposition 3.2.9 we also

need t to be Koszul-regular in k[y]. This is clearly true if we assume that k is Noetherian,
however as shown in [Murl9, Appendix C] this assumption can be removed with some
thought. -
Let Oy,,...,0, : kly] — k[y] be the system of t-derivatives defined in Section 3.2. We
(

~

consider the Koszul complex
as in Section 3.2 by

(t),dz) of t over k[y| and denote its underlying module

K@) = N@_, *yldt)

where dt;, ..., dt, are formal generators. Let V : K (t) — K (t) be the connection arising
from 0y, ..., 0, of Definition 3.2.2. Given the above assumptions, Proposition 3.2.9 yields
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a strong deformation retract over k
(Jv,0) =—= (K(0).dg), h (5.5)

where 7 is the quotient map, h = [d,V]™'V and ¢ is as given in Proposition 3.2.9. A
formula for [dx, V]™! can be determined by inspecting the proof of Lemma 3.2.7.

Next, we tensor (5.5) by X®Y and mix the differential dyg, using the Perturbation
Lemma as in the proof of Proposition 5.2.5. We fix a k[z, z]-basis for X®Y of the form
{€a ® fp}ap and define a strong deformation retract over k[z, 2]

-~ T®1 -~ ~ ~
(Jv R X ®Y, 0) ; (K(t) Qg XOY,dp ® 1), h (5.6)

where 6(r ® e, @ f3) = 0(r) @ e, @ f, and h(g @ e, @ f,) = h(g) @ eq ® f,. Note that on
the left-hand-side of (5.6) we have

Jy @ XOY = (XEY) /I (XBY) = X @y (Klyl/TKly)) @y ¥ = VX

kly]

where we have that Jy = k/[a]/lk/[;] by Lemma 3.1.5.

Now set d = 1 ® dygy and view d as a perturbation of (5.6). Let a = (1 — dh)~'d
and, since dh is nilpotent (see the proof of Proposition 5.2.5), we have that (1 —dh)™" =
> is0(dh)! by Lemma 4.3.3. By the Perturbation Lemma (Theorem 4.3.2) we have a
strong deformation retract over k|x, y]

(Y[X, dyix) = (K(t) 95 XBY,dg @ 1+1@d),  ha
where 0., = 0 + fza&, Too = TR 1+ (r ® 1)al~1 and ho, = h + hah. One can show via a
direct calculation that (7 ® 1)ah = 0 and so o, = 7 ® 1. The maps 0, and h., can be
written more conveniently as

O =G +hY (dh)'ds = (hd)5 (5.7)

1>0 >0

and
hoo =h+hY (dh)'dh =" "(hd)h . (5.8)
1>0 1>0
We now consider the isomorphism constructed in Lemma 5.2.4 which removes the
Koszul differential d ® 1. Let o : K(t) @ XBY — A, k;) @ XBY be the ca-
nonical k[z, z]-module isomorphism where 61, . .., 0, are formal generators. Using Lemma
5.2.1 we construct homotopies \; : t; ~ 0 on X®Y where ¢; acts by multiplication. Fol-
lowing Lemma 5.2.4 we set 6 = Y " | A\;0; and define

exp(d) = Z ﬁé and exp(—0) = Z Té :
m>0 m>0
Taking ¢ = exp(d)a and ¢~ = o~ exp(—4) gives us the isomorphism in (3). Putting all
of this together we have constructed a strong deformation retract over kx, z|

o' " ~
(VX dyix) = (N ki) @ XV, 1@ dyzy),  H (5.9)

where ® = exp(d)ao, ' = (7 ® 1)alexp(—0d) and H = exp(d)ahsa ! exp(—9).
It remains to address the difference between (X®Y, dyzy) and (X Qg Y, dxgy). The

—_

canonical completion map k[y] — kly] induces a k[z,y, z]-linear map £ : X ®p Y —
X®Y. We now show that x is an isomorphism in the homotopy category.
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Lemma 5.4.2. The canonical map k : X @) Y — X®Y is a homotopy equivalence of
linear factorisations.

Proof. Let Z = X ®y, Y and Z = X®Y. We have the following commutative diagram

N

Z/1Z = Nk @ Z —r

]

Z/1Z &——— N;®") & Z —"—

=

N

of k:[x Z] linear maps. That Z / 1Z~7 / 17 follows directly from the fact that k[y / I =

/Ik: | and was also shown above. The maps Z/]Z = A(K®") @y, Z and Z/1Z =
/\(k:@”) ®y, Z are each obtained in the same way using the idea of the proof of Proposition
5.2.5. That is, the former is the strong deformation retract (5.9) and the latter is the
strong deformation retract (5.4). In particular, each of these pairs of maps are homotopy
equivalences over k[z,z]. The maps p and p’ are both given by projecting on to the
degree zero part of A(k®"), and the map A(k®") @ Z — A(K®") @i 7 is induced from
kly] — kly]. R

Therefore A(k®") @i Z and A\(k®™) ® Z are homotopy equivalent over k[z, z] and
hence so are Z and Z. As well as being k[x, z]-linear, all maps involved are morphisms of
linear factorisations so this completes the proof. O

A version of Lemma 5.4.2, which is proved in essentially the same way, holds for
pushing forward linear factorisations along any flat morpﬁiim of rings.® This is discussed
in [DM13, Remark 7.7]. If k is Noetherian then k[y] — k[y] is flat, so in the Noetherian
setting Lemma 5.4.2 can be viewed as a special case of this result. However, as we
have previously stated, a Noetherian hypothesis on £ is not required to construct the cut

operation. A proof of Lemma 5.4.2 without the Noetherian hypothesis is discussed in
[Mur19, Appendix C].

SRecall that a morphism of rings R — R’ is flat if the extension of scalars functor R’ @ (—) preserves
exact sequences. By pushing forward we mean applying the extension of scalars functor to the linear
factorisation.
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5.5 The Clifford action on the cut
We retain the context from the previous section. In particular we consider the morphisms

(X,dx) (Y,dy)

(klx), U) (Kly), V) (K[2), W)

in LGy and the strong deformation retract given in (5.9). For simplicity we will focus
on the matrix factorisation (X®Y,dygy ), rather than (X ®gp) Y, dxey). As shown in
Lemma 5.4.2 these are equivalent in the homotopy category.

We now consider the action (up to homotopy) of a Clifford algebra on the cut of
(X,dx) and (Y,dy). Given the strong deformation retract (5.9) it is not surprising that
such an action exists. As shown in Lemma 4.2.2 the wedging and contraction operat-
ors 01, ...,0,,0%,....05 on \(D._, kb;) satisty the canonical anticommutation relations
(Definition 4.2.1), and any object with endomorphisms satisfying these relations admits
a Clifford algebra representation (this is essentially shown in Lemma 5.6.2).

The strong deformation retract (5.9) transfers this Clifford action to the cut, at least
up to homotopy. This Clifford action is interesting because it tells us how (X®Y, dyzy)
— and hence (X ®yp Y, dxgy) — sits inside the cut (Y'|X, dy|x). Consider the operator

e=0r---0:0,---0, .

n

This is idempotent and projects onto the degree zero part of A(P,_,

e acting on A\(EPI, k0;) ® X®Y then e splits as

k0;). If we consider

e: NP, k) @ XRY —— XQY —— A(@, kb)) @ XRY

We now define a Clifford action on the cut (Y|X,dy|x) and show that it is equal to
the Clifford action arising as described above. This is done closely following the approach
of [Murl8] but with additional exposition which is not found in the literature. In the
following, if a and § are endomorphisms of the same graded object then || denotes the
degree of the morphism a and [a, 8] = a8 — (—1)1I|3a is the graded commutator.

Lemma 5.5.1 (Jacobi identity). Let E be a graded ring, not assumed to be commutat-
ive. For a,b € E let |a| denote the degree of a and [a,b] = ab — (—1)1*’lba the graded
commutator on E. Then for all a,b,c € E we have

(=Dl a, [b, ] + (=1)"1/b, [e, al] + (=1) 1" [¢, [a, b] = 0 .
Proof. First note that the degree of [a, b] is |a| + |b|. Then

(=)lfa, o, ] + (=1)"<1[b, [e,al) + (1) e, a, ]
= (_1)Ia|\cla(bc — (-1 Ibl\c\cb) — (_1)Ia|\b\+2lal\cl(bc — (_1)|bllclcb)a
+ (_1)Iblla\b<ca — (_1)\6Halac) — (_1)\b\|r:|+2lblla\(ca — (_1)|0Halac)b
+ (=1)lW¥le(ab — (—1)lalPlpg) — (—1)lellal2lellbl(qp — (—1)lalllpg)c
= (=1)lllelgbe — (—1)lallel+blielgep — (—1)lallblpeq 4 (—1)bllelHallblepg
+ (=1)Pllalpeq — (—1)llal+lellalpge — (—1)Plleleqh 4 (—1)llelHellalgep
+ (=1)ellleqh — (—1)lelbiHalblepg — (—1)lellalgpe 4 (—1)lellalHallblpge
=0

proving the claim. O]
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Our first step is to extend 0y, ...,0;, to k[z,z]-linear maps on X®Y. We do this
using the k[x, z]-basis {e, ® fp}ap We chose for X®Y in Section 5.4. Consider the map
X®Y — X®Y defined by sending

€a®h®fb'_>ea®ati<h)®fb

—

for all basis elements e, ® f, and h € k[y|, and extending k[x, z]-linearly. We also denote
this map by 0;,.

Lemma 5.5.2. [0,,,t;] = ;5.

—_—

Proof. We first consider 0, : kly] — kly]. By the Leibniz rule in Lemma 3.2.1 we have

i
e

for all h € kly]. Rearranging the above gives [0y,,t;](h) = d;jh. For the extension of 0y,
to X®Y, first note that ¢; and 0,, are degree zero maps on X®Y . Then we have

[Or: 15](€a @ R ® fo) = €a @ [0y, 4](h) ® fo = €a ® 0;h & fi
which proves the claim. O
Lemma 5.5.3. The map [dxgy,0y,] induces a k[x, z]-linear map on Y| X.
Proof. Using Lemma 5.5.1 and Lemma 5.5.2 we have
[dxzy, Oul.t] = —ldxay, [0, t]] = [0, [tj, dxay]] = —ldxay, 0] = 0

where we have that [t;,dygy] = 0 since dygy is k[y]-linear. This shows that [dyzy-, O]
commutes with multiplication by ¢;. In particular this means that

[dxay, 0u](I(XBY)) C I(XEY)

which, recalling that Y|X = X®Y /I(X®Y), implies that [dygy, ] induces a map on
the cut. O

Definition 5.5.4. For each 2 =1,...,n, let
At Y]X — Y|X
denote the map induced by [dygy,0;,]. We call At; the ™ Atiyah class.

The maps At; are called “Atiyah classes” because they arise from a concept in algebraic
geometry of the same name (see [Murl8, Definition 3.8] and [DM13, Section 9]). Now
denote d = dy|x and let A; be a homotopy A; : t; ~ 0 on the cut Y|X from Lemma 5.2.1.

Lemma 5.5.5. [d,At;] =0
Proof. Noting that deg(At;) = deg(d) = 1 we have

— d[d,d,] + [d, d,]d

= d(dd,, — 0,,d) + (do,, — 0,,d)d
= d20,, — O, d>

~0

where we use that d? is multiplication by W(z) — U(x) and that this commutes with
O, O

K3
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Lemma 5.5.6. There is a homotopy jus; : [Ai, Aj] = Oy, (V).

Proof. Fix a basis for Y| X and let d,,(d) denote the matrix of d differentiated entrywise.
Recall from the proof of Lemma 5.2.1 that \; = 9,,(d). Then, applying 9,, to the equation
dXj + Njd = 0,,(V') gives

)‘j)‘i + dayjyi(d) + 8yjyi(d)d + Al)‘] = ayjyi(v) .
Hence setting p;; = —0,,,,(d) proves the claim. O

On the cut Y|X we define k[z, z]-linear maps

1
vi=At;  and 4l =-X-3) 09, ()AL, (5.10)

for i =1,...,n. Note that these are odd. The next result is [Murl8, Theorem 3.11].

Proposition 5.5.7. The operators ~;, ’yg :Y|X — Y|X fori = 1,...,n satisfy the
canonical anticommutation relations of Definition 4.2.1 up to homotopy.

Proof. We need to show

h/ia’yj] = 0 ) [%T/Yj] = 0 ) [727’}/;] = 5@']’

forall 4,7 =1,...,n. We have

(i, 5] = [Ati, Aty]
[ Z’[d7atj]]
= =[Oy, [Ati, d]] — [d, [0y, Aty]]
—[d, [0y, Aty]]

using Lemma 5.5.1 and Lemma 5.5.5. Setting h;; = —[0;;, At;] we have hy; : [v;,7;] ~ 0.
Next we compute

(i, Aty] = [Ni, [d, Oy, ]]
= [0y, [N, d]] + [d, [0, \]
= —[0,,, t:i] + [d, [0;, Ai]]
= _51']' + [d7 [6tj’ )‘ZH

where we use Lemma 5.5.1, Lemma 5.5.2 and that [\;,d] = ¢; by definition. Set g;; =
[0y, Ai] so we have [\;, At;] = =05 + [d, gi;]. Then

v ] _[ Y- Zayp ) At,, At;
= 0y — [d, gij] — Z 0y, (t:)[At,, At;]
= 0y — |d, gij] — Z 8y, (t:)[d, hy]

d, gij + 5 Z Dy, (ti)hpj]
p=1
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which shows [7;, ;] = d;;. Finally we have

1 « 1 &
['Y;r»'Yﬂ = | N+ 52@@@@') Atp, Aj + Ezay (t;) At,
p=1 p=1
=[]+ 5 Zay,, )N, Aty)
+ = Z By, (t:)[Atp, A Z 8, (t: )[At,, At,]

= Oy,y, (V) + [d, pig] + Z Oy, () (—0ip + d, gip)

n

1
+§Zayp< )(=0jp + [d, gjp]) + Zayp )[d; Iy
p=1
d, pij + 5 Z Oy, (t;)gip + Z Oy, (ti)gjp + Z Oy, (ti
where 1155 : [Ai, A\j] >~ 0y, (V') is the homotopy arising in Lemma 5.5.6. O
We now prove that the operators ﬂ, oY 41, ..., 7n on the cut arise via the strong
deformation retract from the wedging and contraction operators 6y,...,0,,07,...,0; on

A(D._, k0;). This is done in [Murl8, Section 4.2], however the following contains many
details which are not given there. Consider the strong deformation retract in (5.9). It
consists of maps

T®1 ~ ~ et n ~
(VX dyix) S5 (R() @55 XBY, di) =5 (N, k) @3 XEY, do)

where dy = dx ® 1 +1® dygy, dy = 1 ®@ dxgy and ¢ = exp(d)a. The definitions of a;, 6,
exp(d) and exp(—4) are given in just prior to (5.9). Recall that o= = a~texp(—4).

We define T'(0) = exp(—6)0; exp(d) and T'(0;) = exp(—0)0; exp(d). These are the
actions of 05 and 0 respectively under the module automorphism exp(—9).

Lemma 5.5.8. T'(6}) = 0.
Proof. Recall from Lemma 5.2.3 that 407 = 670. From this the result is immediate. ~ [J
We now compute 7'(6;). Notice that
T(0;) = 6; — [0;, exp(—0)] exp(d)

so it suffices to compute the commutator [#;, exp(—J)]. We break this up over several
lemmas.

Lemma 5.5.9. [0,,6] = —);
Proof. We compute this directly:

[6;,0] = Ze 0] = Zew* A1 6; Z)\ (0,07 +0:60,) = =)\,
i=1

where we use that 6,07 + 070; = ¢;;, and that 6;\; = —\,0;. For the latter, see the proof
of Lemma 5.2.3. O
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Lemma 5.5.10. [0;,0™] = Y7 ! 67[;, 6)om P~

Proof. We proved a similar result when proving Lemma 5.2.4. Notice that the right-hand-
side is a telescoping sum:

m—1 m—1
Z [0;,8)0m 7P~ =3 " 5Pg;6m P = " grrg; e
=0 p=0 p=0
m—1 m
P00 =y " 6P0;6m
p=0 p=1
= 10;,0™]
which proves the claim. ]

Lemma 5.5.11. We have a homotopy 0P \; ~ X\;0? —p>_" 1 0y, (V)0;6P7" for allp > 0.

Proof. First note that the p = 0 case is trivial. Recall from Lemma 5.5.6 that [\;, \;] =~

Oyyy; (V). Then

Sh =3 A0 = Z)\ MBSO = 0, (V) = 00— 3 0, (V)
i=1 =1 =1

where we use Lemma 5.2.3. We now proceed by induction on p. Supposing the relation
holds for p — 1 and also using the p = 1 case shown above we have

0PN = SN0 = (p = 1)) By, (V)8;67%)

~ (Ajé =30y, <V>e:> 57— (p— 1) B, (V)OS
=1

i=1
~ Ajof —p Z ayiyj (V)Q:(Sp_l
i=1

where we also use Lemma 5.2.3. ]

Lemma 5.5.12. We have a homotopy T(0;) ~ 0; — X\; — 5 Y11 8y, (V) 0}
Proof. Using Lemma 5.5.9, Lemma 5.5.10 and Lemma 5.5.11 we have

0y, exp(-) = 2 " g, o

(D™ = 5y gmope
=-> — PN 6P

m>0 p=0
()" {= [t ) g
~ m)! ' —PZ iy ( V)grsrh | omr
m>0 p=0
(=)™ ()" (= -
~ =\ m! mo™ ! +Z m)! b Z yly; "
m>0 m20 p=0
n i 1" m(m—1 m—
~ \jexp(—0) + (Z ayz‘yj(v>0i> Z ( m') | 2 >5 2
i=1 m20 .
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and so

1< §
T(0;) = 0; — 05, exp(=0)] exp(d) = 0; = Aj — 5 > 0y, (V)6;
i=1

as claimed. O

The following result is [Murl8, Proposition 4.35]. The proof there is more terse and
we fill in more details in the proof below.

Lemma 5.5.13. We have a homotopy (1®@1)a~ 000, ~ At; and (1@1)a ;004 = 0.

Proof. Recall that we denote K (t) = NG lg[;]dti) where dty, ..., dt, are formal gen-
erators. First note that o' = dt} and o0, = dt;. That (7 ® 1)dtjo = 0 is clear
since 0, = 0 except in degree zero of K (t), and likewise for 7 ® 1. Wedging by dt; has
degree +1 with respect to the grading on [A((t) so we have (7 ® 1)dt;0, = 0.

Proving the other relation is more involved. In (5.7) we showed

0o = _(hd)'G

>0

where the maps h and & are defined as part of the strong deformation retract in (5.6).
Let V. = """ | 0,dt; be the connection of Definition 3.2.2 associated to the system of
t-derivatives 0;,,...,0,,. Let 7 = [dg,V]. Then on the k[z, z]-basis for X®Y used to
define i and & we have h = 77'V.

We now work modulo the ideal /. By Lemma 3.2.6 we have that 7(rw) = prw (mod I)
where w = dt;, -+~ dt;, and r € k[y]. Hence, since V is k-linear, we have V7~ = 771V
(mod I). Then, for [ > 0 we have

(hd)'e = 77 'Vdr~'Vdr~' ... Vdr-'Vds
=7 Y[d, V] —dV)r'Vdr'...Vdr~'Vds
=7 d, V]r'Vdr ... Vdr'Vds mod [
where to obtain the last line we use V7~ = 771V (mod I) and that V2 = 0 by Lemma
3.2.3. By repeatedly applying the relation Vdr—'V = [d, V]77'V (mod I) we arrive at

the expression .
(hd)'é = (771 [d, V)"t~ Vde mod I .

Next we note that V& = 0 since & is non-zero only in degree zero of K (t) and V(K(t)) =
0. From this we find

(hd)'é = (77 '[d, V)"t 'Vds mod [
= (77Yd, V)"t Y([d, V] — dV)& mod [
= (r7'd, V)"t d, Vg mod I
= (r'[d, V)5 mod I .

Next note that [d, V] = >"7" | t;[d, 0,]. Then for ro, = €, @7 ® fi, € Y| X, where r € Jy
and {e, ® fi}ap is the k[z, z]-basis for X ®j,; Y used to define &, we have

hdo(ray) =Y 77Yd, 0,.](6(res)dt;) mod [

= Z[d, O] (G (rap))dt; mod /

i=1

—
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and likewise

hdhda (Tap) =h < d O )( rab))> mod [
= d o;.]? (rab))dtjdti) mod [
1
= Z 5ld 0,2 (5 (rap) ) dt jdt mod I .

In the same way we can show that (hd)&(rg) is in the degree I part of K (t).

We now compute (7 ® 1)dtjo. First note that 7 ® 1 sends anything involving an
element of I to zero, so when precomposing with 7 ® 1 all equivalences modulo I become
equalities. Next, we note that dt} anti-commutes with [d,0,;]. Since 7 ® 1 is zero away
from degree zero, the only term of oo = & + hdg + (ﬁd)Q(} + - -+ which contributes to the
composition (7 @ 1)dtio, is hds. Then we have

n

(7 @ 1)dt;one(r) = Y (7 @ 1)dt;[d, 0,)5(r)dt;

i=1

i=1

~ Atj
by definition of the Atiyah classes. O]
Proposition 5.5.14. Let

o’ n ~
(YIX dyi) = (AL k) @1 XBY 10 dygy),  H

be the strong deformation retract given in (5.9). Then fy} ~ ®'0;® and ~y; ~ (13/0;@

Proof. Note that ®'0;® = (7 ®1)a'T(0;)ao and likewise for 67 ®. The result follows
from Lemma 5.5.8, Lemma 5.5.12 and Lemma 5.5.13. O

5.6 Examples

Let k£ be a commutative ring. In this section we consider examples of morphisms in
LG between potentials which are quadratic forms. These examples arise from a corres-
pondence discussed in [BEH87] between matrix factorisations of a quadratic form and
modules over the Clifford algebra of that quadratic form. While we do not prove so here,
when k£ = C the examples of morphisms of quadratic forms discussed in this section are
exhaustive.

Consider the polynomial rings k[z] = k[xy,..., 2z, and kly] = kly1,--- ,ym) and the
potentials U(x) = Y7, x7 € kfz]. and V(y) = 37", y7 € k[y]. Let Cyy denote the Z,-

=11
graded k-algebra with odd generators puq, ..., u, and vy, ..., v, which satisfy the relations

(i pg] = —2645 [vi, vs] = 2045 , [1i, vj] = 0 (5.11)

foralli=1,...,nand j =1,...,m, where [a, ] is the graded commutator. Observe that
Cyv is the Clifford algebra associated to the quadratic form V(y) — U(z). We can use Zo-
graded Cpy-modules which are free and finitely generated over k to construct morphisms
(klz],U) — (k[y], V) in LG.
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Lemma 5.6.1. Let X bea Zo-graded Cyy-module which is free and finitely generated
over k. Let X = X ®y, klz,y] and define dx : X — X asdx = Y, i + Z;n=1 Y,V
Then (X,dx) is a matriz factorisation of V(y) — U(x) over klz,y|.

Proof. The only thing to show is that d3 = V(y) — U(z). We have

d5 = Z Z LTy fhifbir + Z Z TiYjpiV; + Z Z TiYjVipi + Z Z Y3y vivy
i=1 j=1

i=1 i'=1 i=1 j=1 j=1 j'=1

—Zx + 3w, o +szzy]uuvg + ) v vy +Zy

1<t =1 j=1 i<yj’
N
j=1 i=1

=V(y) = U(x)
as required. Here we use that 1/]2 = 1 and p? = —1, which follow directly from the relations
n (5.11). O

We now consider endomorphisms of (k[z],U). For notational clarity we consider a
second potential (k[y], V') which is identical to (k[z],U) but with differently named vari-
ables. That is, both k[x] and k[y| are polynomial rings in n variables and U(z) = > | z?

=11

and V(y) = >, y?. We consider morphisms (k[z],U) — (k[y], V) which are the same
thing as endomorphisms of (k[x], U). As above we let Cpyy denote the Zy-graded k-algebra
with odd generators pui1, ..., p, and vy, . . ., v, satisfying the relations of (5.11) with m = n.

Denote the unit 1-morphism of (k[z],U) by (I,d). This arises from a Zs-graded Cpy-
module as follows. Regarding (/,d) as a morphism (k[z],U) — (k[y], V), recall from
Definition 5.1.2 that the unit 1-morphism is defined to be the Koszul matrix factorisation
of V(y) — U(x) arising from the sequence (y; — 1,...,y, — x,). Concretely, this is the
matrix factorisation

(L,d) = (NE@D_ kle.ylo), > (= z)0+ > (v + )0

where 0y, ...,0, are formal generators. Note that A(D;_, k[z,y]0;) = /\(GBZ-:1 k6;) ®y
k[x,y], and that we can rewrite the differential as

d= Z(yi — ;)07 + Z(yi + 2:)0;
=1

=1

= Zyi(eﬁeg‘) +Z$i(9i —6;)
i=1 =1

Lemma 5.6.2. Set a; =0, — 0 and B; =0, +60;. Then oy, ...,a, and By, ..., B, satisfy
the relations of (5.11). That is,

[067;7069'] = —25z‘j ) [51'753‘] = 25@']’ ) [@iaﬁj] =
foralli,j=1,....n
Proof. We have

i, o] = (0 — 07)(0; — 07) + (05 — 07)(0; — 0;)"

J
— 0,0, + 0,0, — 0,0, — 0,07 — 0,07 — 050, + 00 + 076;
= [0:,0;] — 05, 6;] — [6:, 07] + [0}, 6]

(2] 7 7 ¥
= —2513
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by Lemma 4.2.2. The relations [3;, ;] = 20;; and [oy, 5] = 0 proceed in a similar
manner. ]

Lemma 5.6.2 means that A (€D, k0;) is a representation of Cyy over k, where we let
p; act by 6; — 0 and v; act by 6; + 60F. Hence the unit 1-morphism of (k[x], U) arises from
the Cyy-module A(D)_, k0;) as described in Lemma 5.6.1. Lemma 5.6.2 also suggests
other Cyy-representations on A (€D, k0;); we can let v; act by 6;+65 with possibly i # j.
We can describe all such representations of Cyy as follows. Let S, denote the symmetric
group on n integers and o € S,. We define a representation of Cyyv on A(D._, kb;) by

mapping

MZ|—>91—9: Vi'—>60—1i+9
Denote this representation of Cyy by I,. Setting I, = I, ®y klx,y] and

dy = Z Tifbi + Z YiVi
i=1 i=1

= ZQZ’Z<91 — 9:) + Zyi(ea—li + 0;*11')
=1

i=1

- Z(ym — ;)07 + Z(yai + 2:)0;
i=1

=1

we obtain a matrix factorisation (/,,d,) of V(y) — U(x) by Lemma 5.6.1.

We now study compositions of such endomorphisms of (k[z],U). Let (k[z],W) de-
note a third potential identical to (k[z], U) and (k[y|, V). Let Cyy denote the Zs-graded
k-algebra generated by odd generators vy,...,7, and wy,...,w,, where 7; and w; sat-
isfy relations in (5.11), substituting p,; for 7; and v; for w;. Given o,7 € S,, we define
morphisms

(Is,do) (Jr,dr)

(klx], U) (Kly], V)

where (I,,d,) is as above and (J;,d;) arises as in Lemma 5.6.1 from the representation
J; of Cyw given by letting 7; and w; act on A\(D]_, ki;) via

(k[z], W)

vl’ — wl - w;k Wy — wT_l’L' + ¢:—1i .

Now consider the composition of (I,,d,) and (J;,d,), or more specifically the finite rank
representative of this composition arising via the cut operation defined in Section 5.4.
Note that the Jacobi ring of V' is Jiy = k. The cut of (I,,d,) and (J;,d;) is the matrix
factorisation

Jo| 1, = I, ®y, J; @ klz, 2] dy 1, = Zil Ziw; + Zil Tifli -

Note that terms involving the variables y1, ..., ¥, do not appear in the differential d; s,
because elements of the ideal (yi,...,y,) act trivially on J.|I,. To extract the finite rank
representative of the composition of (I,,d,) and (J;,d,) we consider the action of the
operators 71, ..., v, and 1, ..., 71 on (J-|I,, dy.1,) as defined at (5.10). By Proposition
5.5.7 these operators satisfy the canonical anticommutation relations. Matching the nota-

tion of (5.10) we set t; = g—; = 2y; and so we have J;, = %a%* Then by the definition
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given in (5.10) we have

Vi = At
— [dIU®IT7 atj]

= é Z Tifh; + Z YiVi + Z yivi + Z ziwi, Oy,
i=1 i=1 i=1 =1

1 1 _
=5 Z[yjaatj]l/i + B Z[yj7atj]yi
i=1 i=1

1 B
=~ W +75)

where we use that [0, ,t;] = d;; from Lemma 5.5.2, and that J;, commutes with z; and z;
(recall also that the commutator is graded and d;; is a degree zero map). For 7;- we have

1 = 0%V
V==0,0ds) -5 At

2= Yy,
= —I/j — Atj
1 _
= —5(’/3‘ —7j) .

By inspecting the proof of Proposition 5.5.7 we see that in this case ~q,...,7, and
WI ,...,7! satisfy the canonical anticommutation relations strictly, not just up to ho-
motopy. Hence by Proposition 5.5.14 the finite rank representative of the composition of
(I,,d,) and (J;,d;) is given by splitting the idempotent

e:f}/l.fyn/y’j—lfy‘li‘
1

= 2—n(V1 +71) W+ U)W — D) - (11 —T1) .

This can be seen to be

im(e) = mker(’yg) = mker(ui - 7).
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A Bicategories

In this section we define and motivate the notion of a bicategory, closely following [Bor94,
Chapter 7].

A.1 2-categories

Let C be a category. First observe that for any object A of C, the identity morphism
14 : A — A can be viewed as a morphism of sets ua : {¥} — C(A, A) which identifies 1,4
(i.e. ua(x) = 14). With this interpretation the identity axioms of the category (14f = f
forall f: B— Aand gly =g for all g: A — B) can be expressed as the assertion that
the following diagrams in the category of sets

{} x C(A,B) +———— C(A,B) C(B,A) ———— C(B, A) x {*}
qull % (CB\ llXuA (Al)
C(A,A) x C(A, B) C(B,A) x C(A, A)

commute for all pairs of objects A and B in C, where cxyz : C(X,Y)xC(Y,Z) — C(X, Z)
is composition. The associativity axiom can also be expressed as the assertion that the
diagram of sets

C(A, B) x C(B,C) x C(C, D) —=E<2y C(A, B) x C(B, D)

chBCxl CABDJ/ (A2)

C(A,C) xC(C, D) » C(A, D)

CACD

commutes for all objects A, B, C' and D of C.
Informally, a 2-category is a category in which we also have higher order morphisms
between the morphisms of objects, and everything “works”. To be more precise:

Definition A.1.1. A 2-category C is a category in which C(A, B) is a category for all
objects A and B, and:

(1) Composition C(A, B) x C(B,C) — C(A, () is a functor.

(2) The map uy : {*} — C(A, A) which identifies 1, is a functor, where {} is regarded
as the category with one object and one morphism.

(3) The diagrams in (A.1) and (A.2) above commute as diagrams of categories.

The objects of C(A, B) are called 1-morphisms and the morphisms of C(A, B) are called
2-morphisms.

Following [Bor94], we denote objects in a 2-category by capital letters A, B, C...,
1-morphisms by lower-case letters a, b, c. .., and 2-morphisms by Greek letters o, 3, 7. . ..
A 1-morphism is denoted with an arrow A — B as usual, and a 2-morphism is denoted
with an arrow a = b.

Now let C be a 2-category, In C there are two notions of composition of 2-morphisms:
applying the composition functor capc : C(A, B) x C(B,C) — C(A,C) to a pair of 2-
morphisms, and composing 2-morphisms within C(A, B). For the first case, consider the
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following situation:

\ é\
A |« B |8 C

> >
g

In the category C(A, B) x C(B,C) we have objects (f,¢) and (g, m) and a morphism
(o, B) = (f,¢) = (g,m). Via the composition functor cqpc we obtain a 2-morphism
capol(a, B) : Lf = mg. Such composition is sometimes called horizontal composition or
composition along objects and we denote this by * a = capc(a, 5). This is in contrast
to wvertical composition or composition along morphisms, where in the situation of the
diagram

f Ud)

g

n e

_—

we obtain a morphism denoted ¢ o1 : f = h. Functoriality of composition means that

in the situation of
f ¢

2\
N

A QU”L’ZJ Bm‘U’a >C
hU‘p n‘U’ﬁ

2\
N

we have

(B*p)o(axy)=capc(p,B)ocapc(¥,a)
= capc((p,B) o (¥, a))
= capc(p o, Boa)
= (Boa)x(poy).

The prototypical example of a 2-category is one in which the objects are categories,
the 1-morphisms are functors and the 2-morphisms are natural transformations. Many
familiar concepts in this setting transfer naturally to a general 2-category.

Definition A.1.2. A pair of 1-morphisms f: A — B and g : B — A in a 2-category are
adjoint if there exist 2-morphisms 7 : 15 = fg and € : gf = 14 such that the diagrams

f—"" fof g —"" gfg
\ l‘f“ x le*w
f g

commute in C(B, A) and C(A, B) respectively, where ¢; denotes the identity 2-morphism
on f and likewise for ¢,.

A.2 Bicategories

Consider any diagram of 1-morphisms in a 2-category C, for example a square:

;)B

A
l l . (A.3)
C

—— D
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To say that (A.3) commutes is to say that gf = ji, or equivalently that we have the
identity 2-morphism ¢ : gf = ji. This may be indicated on (A.3) by filling in its face like
SO:
A—7L ,p
C — D
Of course, in a 2-category we may have 2-morphisms which are not the identity. It is
therefore natural to consider diagrams which do not commute, but in which the faces are
filled in with 2-morphisms. Of particular interest in defining bicategories are diagrams in
which the faces are filled with 2-isomorphisms.
Suppose we have a collection of objects together with some candidate 1-morphisms
and 2-morphisms. We would like to define a 2-category using this data, but the diagrams
at (A.1) and (A.2) above do not commute. If these diagrams can instead be filled in

with natural isomorphisms (2-isomorphisms in a category of categories) then this data
describes a bicategory.

Definition A.2.1. A bicategory B consists of the following data:
(1) A collection of objects.

(2) For every pair of objects A, B a category B(A, B) of 1-morphisms. An object f of
this category is denoted f: A — B.

(3) For each object A a functor uy : {*} — B(A, A), where we denote 14 = ua(*).

(4) For all objects A, B, C' a composition functor capc : B(A, B) x B(B,C) — B(A,C).
For f: A— Band g: B — C we denote gf = capc(f,9).

(5) For all objects A, B, C, D a natural isomorphism apcp called the associator
satisfying:

C(A,B) x C(B,C) x C(C, D) —=E°2_, C(A, B) x C(B, D)

caBc X1 CABD
¢ QABCD

C(A,C) x C(C, D)

» C(A, D)

CACD

(6) For all objects A, B natural isomorphisms Asp and pap, called the left and right
unitors respectively, which satisfy:

{*} x C(A,B) +———— C(A, B) C(A,B) ——=—— C(A, B) x {*}
qulJ/ W \%7 llXuA
C(A,A) x C(A, B) C(A, A) x C(A, B)

This data is subject to two conditions, called coherence conditions, which are:
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(I) Given 1-morphisms A B4 C 3D E the following diagram

in B(A, F) commutes

((Gh)g)f —2""s (j(hg)) f —L2— j((hg)f)

ayf,g,jh ij*¥Qf g

(ih)(g.f) ~ohh » j(h(gf))

where we have written ay,p, for aapep(f, g, h) and so on.

(IT) Given 1-morphisms A LB -2 C the following diagram in B(A,C') com-
mutes
. Oflp.g .
(9iB)f s > 9(inf)
pm‘ ‘/*Af
9f

where ip = up(* — %) and again we write a1, for aappc(f, 15, 9) and so on.

Note that in general a bicategory is not a category. Due to the coherence conditions
the definition of a bicategory appears very cumbersome in comparison to a 2-category.
However, since many mathematical objects are defined only up to isomorphism, the bic-
ategory is a more ‘natural’ concept.

Example A.2.2. We can define a bicategory in which the objects are rings (not neces-
sarily commutative), and for rings R and S the category of 1-morphisms is the category
of R-S-bimodules. Composition is given by taking the tensor product of bimodules. If
we wanted to define a 2-category along these lines we would need to somehow arrange
for the tensor products (A @ B) ®s C' and A ®g (B ®g C) to be equal — rather than
naturally isomorphic — for associativity of composition to hold.
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B Idempotents in Preadditive Categories

In this section we give a brief introduction to idempotent morphisms and idempotent
completion of categories, focusing on categories which are preadditive. This topic is
also covered in [Bor94, Section 6.5] (where “idempotent completion” is called “Cauchy
completion”) but no special attention is paid to preadditive categories. Throughout let
C be a category, which for now we do not assume is preadditive, and let C°? denote the
opposite category.

B.1 Definitions and basic results

Definition B.1.1. An endomorphism e : C' — C in C is an idempotent if * = e.

Consider a pair of morphisms s : R — C and r : C' — R such that rs = 1z. Then
e = sr is an idempotent.

Definition B.1.2. We call an idempotent e : C — C' split if there exist morphisms
s: R— Candr:C — R such that e = sr and rs = 1g. We call the category C
idempotent complete if all idempotents split.

Lemma B.1.3 (Proposition 6.5.4 [Bor94|). Let e : C — C be an idempotent. The
following are equivalent:

(1) e = sr is split, where s : R — C andr : C'— R.
(2) The equaliser eq(e, 1¢) exists and is equal to (R, s).
(8) The coequaliser coeq(e, 1¢) exists and is equal to (R, ).

Proof. Suppose e is split, so we have morphisms s : R — C and r : C — R such that
rs = 1lr. We now prove that eq(e,1c) = (R,s) by showing (R, s) has the required
universal property. We have es = s, and given another morphism d : D — C where
ed = d, we have

R— 3sC—=C
S C

N 1
\\\ d
rd N d
D

where all four triangles commute. Indeed, setting n = rd we have sn = srd = ed = d.

Moreover if n’ : D — R is another morphism which satisfies sn’ = d we have sn = sn/

and so rsn = rsn’ =n = n’. This shows eq(e, 1¢) = (R, s) and so (1) = (2). This also

shows (1) = (3), since this statement is equivalent to (1) = (2) holding in C°P.
Supposing (2), there exists r : C' — eq(e, 1¢) such that

?

commutes. By applying the universal property to the morphism s : eq(e, 1¢) — C and
appealing to uniqueness we have rs = 1, which proves (2) = (1). By making use of
C°P this also shows (3) = (1). O

eq(e,1¢) ——— C C

s
K\

<

<

~ e
<
SV
<
<
<

C
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Lemma B.1.4. If C is a preadditive category then the following are equivalent:
(1) C is idempotent complete.
(2) All idempotents have a kernel.
(8) All idempotents have a cokernel.

Proof. The equivalence (1) <= (2) can be proved using Lemma B.1.3 by observing
that if e : C' — C'is an idempotent then so is 1 — e, and that eq(1 —e,1) = ker(e). The
equivalence (1) <= (3) can be proved in the same way in C°P. O

As a corollary note that any abelian category is idempotent complete. For an additive
category, the property of “being idempotent complete” can be viewed as a weakening of
“being abelian”.

Lemma B.1.5. Suppose C is preadditive. Let e : C' — C be an idempotent such that e
and 1 — e both split as e = sr and 1 —e = s'r', where s : R—>C,r:C —- R, s: R — C
andr' :C — R'. Then C =2 R& R'.

Proof. Since rs = 1p and r's’ = 1g we have that s and s’ are monomorphisms, and r
and 7’ are epimorphisms. Also note that rs’ = 0 since r'r" = r(1 —e) = 0 and 7’ is an
epimorphism. Likewise r's = 0.

Suppose we have morphisms f; : D — R and fy = D — R’. Then we have

D

I
f1 if fa

I
|
<
R « C > R
r "

where f = sfi+5'fo. Clearly both triangles in this diagram commute. Suppose g : D — C
also makes both triangles in the diagram above commute. Then r'g = fo = r'sfi+r's' fo =
r'f. Since r’ is an epimorphism this gives ¢ = f, so f is unique and hence C' = R x R'.
A similar argument shows that C' is also the coproduct of R and R’, which proves the
lemma. O]

B.2 Idempotent completion

Definition B.2.1. The idempotent completion of C is an idempotent complete category
C¥ together with a full and faithful functor C — C* such that, given a functor F': C — D
where D is idempotent complete, there exists functor F“ : C¥ — D such that

C— ¥

I

]

| FY
F 1

\lf

D

commutes, and moreover F'“ is unique up to isomorphism of functors.

Using the standard argument for objects defined via universal properties one can show
that if C¥ exists it is unique up to equivalence of categories. If C* exists we can without
loss of generality consider C to be a full subcategory of C¥. In [Bor94, Proposition 6.5.9]
it is proved that C* exists when C is small.
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Our goal now is to prove that when C is a subcategory of a preadditive, idempotent
complete category A, that C¥ exists and is the full subcategory of A consisting of all
objects which are a direct summand of some object of C. Let A and B be objects of the
same category. We say B is a retract of A if there exist morphisms

B—23 A"+ B
such that rs = 1p.

Proposition B.2.2. Let C — D be a fully faithful functor. Suppose D 1is idempotent
complete and that every object of D is a retract of an object of C. Then D is the idempotent
completion of C.

Proof. Without loss of generality suppose C is a full subcategory of D. Let F': C — £ be a
functor to an idempotent complete category £. We aim to construct a functor F': D — &£
which fills in the diagram in Definition B.2.1.

Let D be an object of D and C an object of C such that D is a retract of C, so we
have

D—=sC—"L-D

where rs = 1p. In order to ensure F is equal to F' when restricted to objects of C, if D
happens to be an object of C then choose C' = D and s = r = 1p. Consider the morphism
e = sr: C'— C, which is an idempotent in C. Since £ is idempotent complete F'(e) splits
and, using Lemma B.1.3, we can define F(D) = eq(F(e), 1pc))- In the case that D is
an object of C choose the equaliser to be (F(C),1). We denote the associated equaliser
morphism in € by o : F(D) — F(C). Also note that by the same argument as in Lemma
B.1.3 we have a morphism p : F(C) — F(D) in & such that F(e) = op and po = 15 py-

Let f: Dy — Dy be a morphism in D. For ¢ = 1,2 let C; be an object of C such that
D; is a retract of C;. Let s; : D; — C; and r; : C; — D; be the morphisms in D in this
retract and e; = s;7;. Let p; : F(C;) — F(D;) and o, : F(D;) — F(C;) be the morphisms
in £ which split F(e;). Note that the composition sy fr; : C; — Cs is a morphism in C
and so in £ we have the diagram

e F(safri)

%

F(Dy) ———s F(Cy) i; F(Cy)

where f exists by the universal property of the equaliser. We define F (f) = for.

To see that this defines a functor, first consider the case when D; = Dy and f = 1p,.
Then f on the dlagram above is a morphism such that o f F(e1), so by uniqueness
f = p;1. Therefore F(lcl) = p1o] = 1~( Dy) 88 required.

Consider another morphism g : Dy — D3 in D. We have the following diagram

F(Dy) — 7 F(Cy) % F(Cy)

g o~
e F(s3fr2)

%

F(Dy) — s F(Cy) % F(Cy)
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in & Let h: F(Cy) — F(Dg) be the unique morphism in & satisfying o3h = F(ssgfr1),
so by definition we have F (gf) = hoy. Note that

03§02 f = F(s3gra)F(s2fr1) = F(s3gfr1)

and so h = gosf by uniqueness. Therefore F (9f) = (g)ﬁ (f) as required and hence we
have shown that F defines a functor and by construction F e =F.

For uniqueness, suppose we have two functors Fy, Fy : D — & such that F1|c = F2|c =
F. Let D be an object in D and

D—=—C—/=D
be a retract with C' an object of C. Then for i = 1,2 we have the retract

Fi(r)

F(D) 29 poy 29, F(p)

Fi(D)
in €. Noting that F;(s)F;(r) = F(e), we have (Fj(D), Fi(s)) is the equaliser eq(F(e), Lroy)
by Lemma B.1.3. Therefore the functors are naturally isomorphic. O

Corollary B.2.3. Let C be a subcategory of a preadditive, idempotent complete category
A. Then C¥ is the full subcategory of A consisting of all objects which are direct summands
of an object of C.

Proof. Let D be this subcategory. Clearly C is a subcategory of D, and every object of
D is a retract of some object of C.

We now show that D is idempotent complete. If e : D — D is an idempotent in D
then it splits in A as e = sr where s : R — D and r : D — R. By Lemma B.1.5 we have
that R is a direct summand of D. Since D is a direct summand of an object of C we have
that R is also a direct summand of the same object of C and hence R is in D. Therefore
the morphisms s : R — D and r : D — R are in D and e splits in D. O

Corollary B.2.4. The idempotent completion of the category of free modules over a
commutative ring R is the category of projective modules over R.

Proof. Tt is well-known that a module is projective if and only if it is a direct summand
of a free module. O

B.3 Results used in Section 5

Let R be a commutative ring, f € R. We quote the following result without proof.

Theorem B.3.1 (Proposition 1.6.8 [Nee01]). Any triangulated category which admits all
countable coproducts is idempotent complete.

Corollary B.3.2. HMF(R, f) is idempotent complete.

Proof. HMF(R, f) admits all countable coproducts and the shift functor X — X[1] in-
duces a triangulated structure on HMF (R, f). O

Corollary B.3.3. hmf(R, f)“ is the full subcategory of direct summands of objects of
hmf(R, f).

Proof. See Corollary B.2.3. O

Lemma B.3.4. Let C be a preadditive category with a zero object and C¥ its idempotent
completion. A functor C x C — C¥ extends uniquely to a functor C¥ x C¥ — C¥.

Proof. We can embed C into C x C via the functor C' — (C,0) or via the functor C' —
(0,C). Using this we can show (C x C)“ is C¥ x C¥ directly from the definition. O
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C A geometric interpretation of matrix factorisations

In this section we give a geometric interpretation of matrix factorisations of polynomials
by relating them to algebraic subsets of the zero set of the polynomial being factorised.
We do this with the aim of providing a geometric intuition for working with matrix
factorisations.

Matrix factorisations were first introduced in [Eis80] and were initially used in the
study of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules [Yos90, Definition 1.1] over a local ring rep-
resenting a hypersurface. Let S be a commutative ring and f € S be not a zero divisor.
Set R =S / (f) and let M be an R-module which, when regarded as an S-module, fits
into a short exact sequence of the form

0 —— 59" ——— g% > M > 0

for some m € N. Denote the full subcategory of such R-modules by C(R). When S is a
regular local ring C(R) is the category of maximal Cohen-Macaulay R-modules [Yos90,
Chapter 7], although that is not how this category is usually defined.

Let mf(S, f) denote the category of finite rank matrix factorisations of f over S. We
define a functor from mf(S, f) to C(R) as

I':mf(S, f) — C(R), (X, d) — coker(dp)
on objects and on morphisms by applying the universal property of the cokernel.

Lemma C.1.1. The map I" is well-defined.

Proof. Let (X,d) be a finite rank matrix factorisation and set M = coker(dy). Since
didy = f-1x, and f is not a zero divisor we have that dy is a monomorphism, hence
it is clear that M fits into a short exact sequence of S-modules of the required form. It
remains to show that M is naturally an R-module. Denote the cokernel epimorphism by
e: Xy — M. Then for m = e(s) € M we have fm = e(fs) = edydi(s) =0, so fM = 0.
Hence M is naturally an R-module. O]

Theorem C.1.2 ([Eis80, Corollary 6.3]). The functor T' induces an equivalence of cat-
egories from the homotopy category hmf(S, f) to the quotient category C(R)/R.

A proof of Theorem C.1.2 can be found in [Eis80] or [Yos90, Chapter 7]. The proofs
in [Eis80; Yos90] are given in the context in which S is a regular local ring and so C(R) is
the category of maximal Cohen-Macaulay R-modules, however they work in this broader
context.

We now set S = k[z| = k[z1, -+ ,x,]. Let V(f) ={a € k" | f(a) = 0} denote the zero
set of f and (X, d) be a finite rank matrix factorisation of f. Since I'X is naturally an
R-module we have Anng(I'X) D (f) and so the support of I'X is the following algebraic
subset of V'(f):

Suppg(I'X) ={a € k" | g(a) =0 for all g € Anng(I'X)} .
The map
mf(S, f) — {algebraic subsets of V(f)} (X, d) — Suppg(I'X) (C.1)

is well-defined and many algebraic subsets arise in its image.
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Example C.1.3. Let W C V(f) be an algebraic subset of the same dimension as V'(f).
Then W is associated to a principal ideal (¢) D (f). That is W =V (g). Writing f = gh
where h € k[x], we have the matrix factorisation

(X dy)= S -2 85 L5
of f. We have I'X, = S/(g) and Supps(I'X,) = W.

The issue with the map (C.1) is as follows. Let g € k[z] be such that (¢) 2 (f) and
consider the matrix factorisation (Xg, d,) defined in Example C.1.3. Since the unit element
1 € klx] is such that (1) D (f) we can also consider the matrix factorisation (X7, d;)
defined in the same way. Consider the matrix factorisation (Y, dy) = (X, d,) @ (X1,d4)

which is
(89) (5%)
SpS ———— SpS ———— S S

In this case we have I'Y = R @ R/(g) and so Suppg(I'Y) = V(f). However there is a
sense in which (Y, dy) ought to be associated to the subvariety V' (g) since it is obtained
from (X,,d,) by adding a direct summand of the trivial matrix factorisation. It encodes
no additional information about how f can be factorised, and indeed (Y, dy) and (X, d,)
are isomorphic in the homotopy category hmf(S, f). More generally we note that for any
matrix factorisation (Y, dy) if I'Y has a direct summand of R then Suppg(I'Y) = V(f).
In other words, direct summands of R in I'Y obscure geometric information about the
matrix factorisation (Y, dy ).

It is therefore natural to consider the quotient category C(R) / R in which objects that
differ by only by direct summands of R are isomorphic. Theorem C.1.2 gives us that
I' is an equivalence of categories hmf(S, f) — C(R)/R, so the task is now to associate
objects of C(R)/R to subvarieties of V(f) in a sensible way. The obvious approach is,
for a module M in C(R) / R, to take a representative M’ of its isomorphism class which
has no direct summands of R and map M +— Suppg(M’). However, when S = k[z] this
module M’ is not likely to be unique up to isomorphism. Whether or not isomorphism
classes of C(R) / R have unique representatives is closely related to whether the category
of R-modules satisfies the Krull-Remak-Schmidt property, for which we refer to [LW12,
Chapter 1].

Since modules in C(R) are finitely generated, if the ring R has the property that
R® M = R® N implies M = N for R-modules M and N then every isomorphism class
of C(R) / R has a unique representative which does not have R as a direct summand.

Lemma C.1.4 ([LW12, Lemma 1.2]). Suppose A is an idempotent complete category. Let
M, X and Y be objects of A, and suppose that End(M) is a local ring. Then M & X =
M @Y implies X =Y.

By Lemma B.1.4 the category of R-modules is idempotent complete, and it is a
standard exercise to show that that Endg(R) = R. Hence this approach would work
if R = k[z]/(f) was a local ring, which is true only in trivial cases.

Instead we consider the power series ring 5 = k[|z|] and define R = S /(f). By
extension of scalars we can embed hmf(S, f) as a full subcategory of hmf(§ ,f). Let
I hmf(§ ) — C(ﬁ) / R denote the equivalence of categories of Theorem C.1.2. Given
a matrix factorisation ()A( , E) of f over S there is a unique R-module in the isomorphism

class of T'X which has no direct summands of R and so without loss of generality we
can assume that I'X is this unique representative for all such matrix factorisations. Then
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given a matrix factorisation (X, d) in hmf(S, f) we can consider SX = Suppg(f(X ®s9)).

~

Since f(X ®s S ) is a finitely generated S-module we have
SX = {p € Spec(5) | p 2 Anng(T(X ©5 5))} .
The next step is to pull back the primes in f](X ) along the ring morphism S — S. Denote

X ={pnS|peix}.

~ -~ ~ -~

We can do the same for the ideal Anng(I'(X ®g.5)). Set A(X) = Anng(I'(X ®s.5)) N S.
Since S — S has the going down property one can show

YX = {q € Spec(9) | ¢ 2 A(X)}

and so ¥X corresponds to the zero set of the ideal A(X). Hence we define
¥ : hmf(S, f) —— {algebraic subsets of V(f)}

as sending (X, d) — XX as defined above. Notice that given a principal ideal (g) 2 (f)
in S we still have that V' (g) is in the image of this map.

The map ¥ is compatible with direct sums in the following sense. Let (X, dx) and
(Y, dy) be objects of hmf(S, f) considered as objects of hmf(S, f). The functor T is
additive, so we have (X ®Y) = ' X ®TY. For any ring T and T-modules M and N we
have Annp(M & N) = Anng (M) N Anny(N), so following this through gives S(X @ Y) =
Y X UXY. A consequence of this is that the map > is not injective and as such X is not
likely to be a useful way of studying hmf (.S, f). Nonetheless, this map illustrates how one
can think about matrix factorisations geometrically.
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