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STRONG MINIMAL MODEL THEOREM AND MASSEY PRODUCTS

MARTIN MARKL

ABSTRACT. Kadeishvili’s minimal model theorem establishes the existence of an A∞-structure,
unique up to isomorphism, on the cohomology of a dg associative algebra, which captures its
homotopy type. In this note we prove the existence of minimal models that are unique up to
isotopy, a stronger result obviously known to T. Kadeishvili and certainly to others, yet seemingly
overlooked by mankind. We will explore how this stronger result can help in the study of Massey
products.

First, we show that the attempts to extract a local information from the ternary operation µ3 of
our minimal model leads directly to the rediscovery of the triple Massey product. The motto is:

The triple Massey product is an invariant manifestation of µ3.

We then prove that, under reasonable assumptions, the higher Massey product 〈x1, . . . , xn〉 equals
the set of all values µn (x1, . . . , xn ), where µn runs over the n-ary products of our minimal models.

We believe that this note will help to elucidate the still somewhat enigmatic relationship be-
tween minimal models and Massey products.
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INTRODUCTION

THE standard minimal model theorem states that the homotopy type of a differential graded
associative algebra A = (A,d , ·) is captured by a suitable A∞-structure (H ,0,µ2,µ3, . . .) on

its cohomology H = H(A,d), and that this structure is unique up to an isomorphism. Although
Tornike Kadeishvili in his seminal paper [7], in which this theorem was formulated and proven,
dropped the remark that the minimal model he constructed is, in today’s terminology, unique
up to an isotopy, this important fact went largely unnoticed, although there were exceptions,
cf. [15, Theorem 5].
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2 MARTIN MARKL

The first aim of this note is to give, in Section 1, a simple and transparent proof of this strong
version of the minimal model theorem, based on the approach of [9]. This unique-up-to-
isotopy minimal model of a dg algebra (A,d , ·) with cohomology H is given by a connecting
A∞-morphism

(1) ψ∞ = (ψ,ψ2,ψ3, . . .) : (H ,0,µ2,µ3, . . .) −→ (A,d , ·,0,0, . . .)

whose linear part ψ : H → A is such that ψ(h) is, for each h ∈ H , a representative of the coho-
mology class h. For lack of a better name, we will call (H ,0,µ2,µ3, . . .) the canonical minimal
model of A.

In Section 2 we pose the question what can be said about the value µ3(x, y, z) of the trilinear
product of a canonical minimal model for concrete elements x, y, z ∈ H . As the model is unique
only up to an isotopy, the value µ3(x, y, z) is not defined unless the concrete canonical minimal
model whose part µ3 is has been specified. We will show that attempting to extract a well-
defined operation from µ3(x, y, z) leads inevitably to the recovery of the triple Massey product
〈x, y, z〉 even if we have never previously encountered it.

In Section 3 we restrict our attention to strictly defined Massey products. Recall that the n-ary
product 〈x1, . . . , xn〉 is strictly defined if all lower Massey products of substrings of x1, . . . , xn con-
tain only the value 0. We prove that, under a natural linear independence assumption, the set
〈x1, . . . , xn〉 is, modulo a specific sign, equal to the set of values µn(x1, . . . , xn), with µn’s running
over n-ary products of canonical minimal models of A, cf. Theorem 11 and Corollary 13. As
noted by P. May in [13], citing: “strictly defined matric Massey products provide a more satisfac-
tory generalization of triple products than do arbitrary matric Massey products.” We therefore
consider the restriction to strictly defined products in Section 3 to be fully justified. We do not
think that the results of this part can be meaningfully generalized to the general case.

– – – – –

The reason why any relationship between canonical minimal models and Massey products
exists at all is that the values of the components of the connecting A∞-morphism (1) in cases
of interest determine a defining system for a Massey product in a very explicit way, given by the
formulas of Lemma 14. This lemma is also the main technical result of this note.

So far we emphasized the (non)uniqueness of the canonical minimal models, but have not
mentioned how to find them in practice. There is either the ‘classic’ inductive construction
by T. Kadeishvili [7], or an explicit closed formula given in [9], which depends on ψ : H → A

as in (1), on its right homotopy inverse π and on a cochain homotopy between the identity
endomorphism idA of A and ψπ. Our existence proof in Section 1 uses the latter approach.

Signs. For the defining system of Massey products, we use the standard sign convention and
indeed the only one we know of. The trick of employing the sign reversal operator a 7→ (−1)a ·a

is ingenious and nothing better could be invented.

There are two natural sign conventions for A∞-algebras and their morphisms, both based
on a specific translation between the A∞-language and language of differential graded tensor
coalgebras [12, Example II.3.90]. These conventions are related by overall signs, which typically

look like (−1)
n(n−1)

2 , where n is the arity of the corresponding operation. The dichotomy arises

[May 15, 2024] [Massey.tex]



MASSEY PRODUCTS REVISITED 3

from the fact that the nth tensor product ↑⊗n of the suspension operator is not the inverse of
the nth tensor product ↓⊗n of the desuspension, but

↑
⊗n

◦ ↓
⊗n

=↓
⊗n

◦ ↑
⊗n

= (−1)
n(n−1)

2 · id.

We choose the convention of [9].

Not surprisingly, the sign convention for Massey products is not compatible with either of the
two conventions for A∞-algebras, since they stem from different considerations. Therefore the
transmutation of the components of the connecting A∞-morphism (1) into a defining system
given in Lemma 14 includes nontrivial sign factors. On the other hand, the choice of signs for
A∞-objects is quite flexible, as explained in the first paragraph of page 141 in [9]. We therefore
believe that one can find a convention so that there are no signs in the conversion of Lemma 14.
However, we do not think that there will be any use for such a convention except in the context
of this note.

Acknowledgment. We are indebted to G. Papayanov who explained to us that the ‘strong mini-
mal model theorem’ was not our invention, but was implicit in a 1980 paper [7] by T. Kadeishvili.
We would also like to thank Universidad de Málaga, namely U. Buijs, J.M. Moreno-Fernández
and A. Murillo, for for their gracious hospitality during the period when the first version of this
note was conceived. Special appreciation is also due to J.M. Moreno-Fernández for identifying
several misprints in the MS and to D. Petersen who informed us that the first occurrence of the
term "isotopy" in the context of this note was probably the 2015 article [3].

Conventions. All algebraic objects in this note will be defined over a field k. By Lins (U ,V ) we
denote the space of k-linear maps U →V raising the degree by s. The degree of a homogeneous
element x of a graded space X will be denoted by |x|, although in expressions such as (−1)|x| we
omit the vertical bars and write (−1)x instead. Writing x ∈ X we assume that x is homogeneous,
and x will denote (−1)x ·x.

For A∞-algebras and their morphisms we rely on the sign conventions given in [9, page 141].
However, we will work in the cohomological scenario, so that all differentials are of degree +1,
as is traditional in the context of Massey products. The degrees of other objects should to be
reversed accordingly. Cochain complexes, possibly unbounded, will be typically denoted by
(A,d), (B ,d), &c. We will use the same symbol d for all differentials, since they will always
be determined by their underlying spaces. We will denote by [x] the equivalence class of x

in a quotient space. In particular, [a] will denote the cohomology class of a cocycle a. The
abbreviation dg algebra stands for a differential graded associative k-algebra. Dg algebras will
be treated as A∞-algebras with all ternary and higher products trivial.

An A∞-algebra A = (A,d ,µ2,µ3, . . .) will be often written as A = (A,d ,µ), with µ serving as the
collective symbol for the higher products µk : A⊗k → A, k ≥ 2. An A∞-morphism

ϑ∞ = (ϑ,ϑ2,ϑ3, . . .) : (A,d ,µ2,µ3, . . .) −→ (B ,d ,ν2,ν3, . . .), ϑ : A → B , ϑk : A⊗k
→B , k ≥ 2,

will be abbreviated accordingly by ϑ∞ : (A,d ,µ) → (B ,d ,ν). Such an A∞-morphism is an isotopy

if its linear part ϑ equals the identity automorphism idA of A. Then of course (B ,d) = (A,d). We
will call the A∞-morphism ϑ∞ above an extension of the chain map ϑ : (A,d) → (B ,d).

[Massey.tex] [May 15, 2024]



4 MARTIN MARKL

1. STRONG MINIMAL MODEL THEOREM

THIS section brings back to life, in the form of the ‘strong minimal model theorem,’ a remark
dropped in the last paragraph of page 236 in the classic article [7] of Tornike Kadeishvili.

However, our proof of his result will be different than the inductive Tornike’s construction.

Definition 1. Let A = (A,d , ·) be a dg algebra and H = H(A,d) its cohomology. We call an
A∞-structure (H ,0,µ2,µ3, . . .) on H the canonical minimal model of A if there exists an associ-
ated connecting A∞-morphism

(2) ψ∞ = (ψ,ψ2,ψ3, . . .) : (H ,0,µ2,µ3, . . .) −→ (A,d , ·,0,0, . . .)

such that ψ : H → A sends each x ∈ H(A,d) to a representative of its cohomology class, that is

(3) [ψ(h)] = h, for each h ∈ H(A,d).

We will call an operation µn : H⊗n → H is a canonical n-ary product if it is the nth operation of
some canonical minimal model of (A,d , ·).

It follows from the definition of A∞-morphisms and property (3) of the map ψ : H → A that
an operation µ2 : H⊗2 → H is a canonical binary product if and only if it is the standard induced
multiplication on the cohomology. Canonicity is important here, without this assumption,
there may exist µ2’s in (non-canonical) minimal models which differ from the induced mul-
tiplication, as illustrated by equation (5) in Example 4.

Theorem 2 (Strong minimal model theorem). Every dg associative algebra admits a canonical

minimal model which is unique up to isotopy.

The principal difference against the standard minimal model theorem as formulated for in-
stance in [8] and repeated at several places since (cf. e.g. [1, Theorem 1.1]), is the word “isotopy”
instead of “isomorphism.”

Proof of Theorem 2. Let us prove the existence first. As we work over a field, there clearly exists a
cochain map π : (A,d) → (H ,0) which, restricted to Ker d ⊂ A, is the canonical projection to H ,
together with its left homotopy inverse ψ : (H ,0) → (A,d) such that πψ= idH . This brings us to
the special situation of the celebrated Theorem 5 of [9], i.e. there exists a diagram

(A,d)h 99

π
,,
(H ,0) ,ψll ψπ− idA = dh +hd .

By Theorem 5 loc.cit., the chain map ψ extends to an A∞-morphism ψ∞ : (H ,0,µ) → (A,d , · ),
which is the required canonical minimal model.

Let ψ′
∞ : (H ,0,µ′) → (A,d , ·), ψ′′

∞ : (H ,0,µ′′) → (A,d , ·) be two canonical minimal models of A.
By assumption, for each x ∈ H , the difference ψ′′(x)−ψ′(x) is a coboundary, so ψ′′ and ψ′ are
homotopic since we are working over a field. We find ourselves in the situation of Item (ii)

[May 15, 2024] [Massey.tex]



MASSEY PRODUCTS REVISITED 5

of [10, Proposition 6] expressed by the diagram

(4) (H ,0,µ′)
ψ′

∞ //

S
��
✤

✤

✤

(A,d , ·)

(H ,0,µ′′)
ψ′′

∞ // (A,d , ·).

Item (i) of this proposition produces the required isotopy S : (H ,0,µ′) → (H ,0,µ′′). �

Remark 3. It can be proved, using [10, Proposition 6] again, that the isotopy S in (4) can be
chosen so that the diagram commutes up to an A∞-homotopy.

Example 4. Let A = (A, ·,0) be a dg algebra concentrated in degree 0, i.e. a traditional associative
k-algebra. Since the differential is absent, its cohomology H(A,0) is canonically isomorphic
to A. A general minimal model of (A, ·,0) is of the form

ψ : (A,∗,0) −→ (A, ·,0),

where ψ : A → A is an arbitrary automorphism and ∗ : A⊗ A → A the associative multiplication

(5) x ∗ y :=ψ−1 (

ψ(x) ·ψ(y)
)

, x, y ∈ A.

By definition, this minimal model is canonical if ψ = idA , in which case ∗ equals the orig-
inal multiplication of A. The uniqueness part is trivial, since the only isotopy is the identity
automorphism. This simple example illustrates the difference between the standard minimal
model theorem and the strong one – while general minimal models of (A, ·,0) are parametrized
by automorphisms ψ : A → A, there is exactly one canonical minimal model of (A, ·,0).

2. TRIPLE MASSEY PRODUCTS REDISCOVERED

SUPPOSE that want to study the homotopy type of a dg algebra (A,d) by means of some op-
erations on its cohomology H = (A,d), but have never heard of Massey products. The aim

of this section is to show how an invisible hand leads us to rediscover them. Since we are not
completely ignorant we know that H carries an A∞-structure (H ,0,µ) which captures the ho-
motopy type of (A,d), so this A∞-model is the obvious candidate. Thanks to the strong minimal
model theorem, it is unique up to an isotopy, so it has to be considered as belonging to a, typi-
cally infinite-dimensional, vector space modulo an action of an affine group. Moduli spaces of
this type were indeed studied in the early years of rational homotopy theory, cf. [4] for exam-
ple, but we want something more tractable. A truncation of the canonical minimal model is the
obvious choice.

The key to the success of this approach is to understand the indeterminacy of the individ-
ual A∞-products. Suppose therefore that we are given two A∞-models (H ,0,µ′) and (H ,0,µ′′)
related by an isotopy

τ∞ = (τ,τ2,τ3, . . .) : (H ,0,µ′
2,µ′

3, . . .) −→ (H ,0,µ′′
2 ,µ′′

3 , . . .),

[Massey.tex] [May 15, 2024]



6 MARTIN MARKL

−
µ′3

µ′′3
µ′′2

τ2

µ′′2

τ2

τ2

µ′2

τ2

µ′2

= ± ± ±

FIGURE 1. Flow diagram symbolizing equation (6b); the white circles stand for τ.

where τ= idH . The axioms of A∞-morphism [9, Section 2], in our situation where the differen-
tials are trivial, lead in arities 2 and 3 to

µ′′
2(τ,τ)−τµ′

2 = 0, and(6a)

τµ′
3 −µ′′

3(τ,τ,τ)=−µ′′
2(τ,τ2)+µ′′

2(τ2,τ)+τ2(µ′
2, idH )−τ2(idH ,µ′

2).(6b)

Equation (6b) is illustrated in Figure 1; we found images of this type very helpful for under-
standing A∞-algebras and their morphisms.

Equation (6a) with τ = idH shows that µ′
2 = µ′′

2 , so µ2 is unique and is equal to the multipli-
cation induced by the multiplication of the dg algebra A. Thus (6b) with µ′

2 = µ′′
2 =: µ2 and

τ= idH gives

(7) µ′
3 −µ′′

3 =−µ2(idH ,τ2)+µ2(τ2, idH )+τ2(µ2, idH )−τ2(idH ,µ2).

Equation (7) implies that all canonical products µ3’s determine a class in the quotient

(8) [µ3] ∈
Lin−1(H⊗3, H)

Lin−1(H⊗2, H)
,

where the elements τ2 of the affine group Lin−1(H⊗2, H) act on µ3 ∈ Lin−1(H⊗3, H) by the action
specified by the right hand side of (7).

We can do a little better, noticing that the right hand side of (7) describes the action of the
Hochschild differential of the associative algebra (H ,µ2) on the 2-cochain τ2. The A∞-axioms
for (H ,0,µ) imply that all µ3’s must be Hochschild 3-cocycles, so (8) can be improved to

[µ3] ∈ H3,−1
Hoch(H ; H).

This invariant is called the universal Massey product, cf. the introduction of [14] for the history
of this notion. Nihil novi sub sole, invariants of this type have been studied in rational homotopy
theory for a long time, cf. e.g. [5].

Let us try to extract from the A∞-model actual ‘operations’ acting on elements of H , at least
in arities 2 and 3. Since µ2 is unique, the value µ2(x, y) is defined for arbitrary x, y ∈ H , and
is equal to the induced ‘cup product’ x · y . Let us inspect how µ3(x, y, z) for given x, y, z ∈ H

varies when µ3 moves through the moduli space (8). To do this, we evaluate both sides of (7) at
x⊗y⊗z ∈ H⊗3, and denote for better readability the cup product µ2 by · . The result is

(9) µ′′
3(x, y, z)−µ′

3(x, y, z) =−(−1)x x ·τ2(y, z)+τ2(x, y) · z +τ2(x · y, z)−τ2(x, y · z).

The indeterminacy of µ3(x, y, z) is represented by the right hand side of (9). Since the values
τ2(x, y) and τ2(y, z) may be practically anything, the best we can say about the first two terms is

[May 15, 2024] [Massey.tex]
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µ′3 µ′′3

µ2

τ2

µ2

τ2

x y z x y z
x y z x y z

− = ±

FIGURE 2. Flow diagram symbolizing equation (11).

that they belong to the subspace

(10) x ·H y+z−1
+H x+y−1

· z ⊂ H x+y+z−1 .

However, there is nothing to be said a priory about the remaining two terms in the right hand
side – we have no control over τ2(x ·y, z) and τ2(x, y ·z). The way how to save the day is to assume
that x · y = 0 and, likewise, that y · z = 0. Equation (9) then becomes

(11) µ′′
3(x, y, z)−µ′

3(x, y, z) =−(−1)x x ·τ2(y, z)+τ2(x, y) · z

illustrated in Figure 2. All canonical ternary products thus determine the equivalence class

(12) [µ3(x, y, z)] ∈
H x+y+z−1

(

x ·H y+z−1 +H x+y−1 · z
) , for x, y, z ∈ H such that x · y = y · z = 0.

In the rest of this section we convince the reader that we have rediscovered the triple Massey
product.

The first indication is that both the triple Massey product 〈x, y, z〉 and the invariant in (12) are
defined only for triples x, y, z ∈ H such that x · y = y · z = 0. If this condition is satisfied, there
exists a defining system

D = {au,v | 1≤ u ≤ v ≤ 3}

for 〈x, y, z〉 which, by definition, consists of homogeneous elements of A such that a1,1, a2,2, a3,3

are cocycles satisfying

(13a) x = [a1,1], y = [a2,2], z = [a3,3],

and a1,2, a2,3 are cochains such that

(13b) d a1,2 = a1,1a2,3, and d a2,3 = a1,2a3,3.

The triple Massey product is then the subset 〈x, y, z〉 ⊂ H x+y+z−1 consisting of the cohomology
classes of the cocycles

c(D) := a1,1a2,3 +a1,2a3,3 ∈ Ax+y+z−1 ,

with D running over all defining systems for 〈x, y, z〉. Higher-order Massey products are recalled
in Section 3 of this note.

It is well-known and could be easily checked that, given two defining systems D ′ and D ′′ for
〈x, y, z〉, the cohomology class of the difference c(D ′′)− c(D ′) belongs to the subset (10) which
we have already seen while discussing the indeterminacy of µ3(x, y, z). In other words,

(14) b′,b′′
∈ 〈x, y, z〉 =⇒ b′′

−b′
∈ x ·H y+z−1

+H x+y−1
· z.

[Massey.tex] [May 15, 2024]
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The right hand side of (14) imposes a constraint on the form of the indeterminacy of 〈x, y, z〉. In
the ternary case, it actually characterizes the indeterminacy of 〈x, y, z〉, as the following propo-
sition shows.

Proposition 5. Assume that the triple Massey product 〈x, y, z〉 is defined, and b ∈ 〈x, y, z〉. Then

b +ξ ∈ 〈x, y, z〉 for each ξ ∈ x ·H y+z−1 +H x+y−1 · z.

Proof. Let D = {au,v | 1 ≤ u ≤ v ≤ 3} be a defining system (13a)–(13b) such that b is the coho-
mology class of c(D), and ξ= x ·ξ2,3 +ξ1,2 · z for some ξ1,2,ξ2,3 ∈ H . Choose cocycles s1,2, s2,3 ∈ A

such that [s1,2] = ξ1,2 and [s2,3] = ξ2,3. Then

Dξ :=
{

a1,1, a2,2, a3,3, a1,2 + s12, a2,3 + s23 }

is a defining system such that the cohomology class of c(Dξ) and therefore also the associated
Massey product is b +ξ. �

We conclude from (14) and Proposition 5 that 〈x, y, z〉 is an affine subspace of H x+y+z−1, which
is a shift of the linear subspace x ·H y+z−1 +H x+y−1 · z. The following elementary lemma char-
acterizes affine subspaces of this form.

Lemma 6. Let R ⊂ U be a given linear subspace of a vector space U . Then there is a natural

one-to-one correspondence between

(i) points of the quotient U /R, and

(ii) subsets S ⊂U with the property that ( b′,b′′ ∈ S ⇒ b′′−b′ ∈R) & ( b ∈ S,ξ ∈R ⇒ b +ξ ∈ S).

This correspondence assigns to a subset S in (ii) its image under the projection U ։U /R.

Applying Lemma 6 to U = H x+y+z−1 , R = x ·H y+z−1 +H x+y−1 · z and S = 〈x, y, z〉 we obtain

Corollary 7. In terms of the information provided, the triple Massey product 〈x, y, z〉 is equivalent

to a single point, namely to the equivalence class

(15) [〈x, y, z〉] ∈
H x+y+z−1

(

x ·H y+z−1 +H x+y−1 · z
) ,

defined whenever x · y = y · z = 0.

It remains to prove that the equivalence class [〈x, y, z〉] equals [µ3(x, y, z)] up to a specific
sign. To do so, consider a canonical minimal model for (A,d , ·) as in (2). It will be estab-
lished later in the proof of Lemma 14 in Section 3, that the associated connecting A∞-morphism
ψ : (H ,0,µ) → (A,d , ·) determines a defining system Dψ for 〈x, y, z〉 by

(16) a1,1 :=ψ(x), a2,2 :=ψ(y), a3,3 :=ψ(z), a1,2 =−(−1)xψ2(x, y), a2,3 :=−(−1)yψ2(y, z)

and that, moreover,

(17) c(Dψ) = (−1)y
·µ3(x, y, z).

Theorem 8. The equivalence classes (12) and (15) are related by [〈x, y, z〉] = (−1)y · [µ3(x, y, z)].

Proof. An immediate consequence of (17). �

[May 15, 2024] [Massey.tex]
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The conceptual explanation why Theorem 8 holds is a close relation between the defining
systems for triple Massey products and the second Taylor coefficient of the connecting A∞-
morphism (2), spelled out in (16). We will see in the next section that a similar relation holds for
higher-order Massey products as well.

– – – – –

There are estimates for the indeterminacy of the higher Massey product, cf. [13, Proposi-
tion 2.3], which for strictly defined ones acquires a relatively simple form [13, Proposition 2.4].
This raises a provocative question under what assumptions these estimates are sharp, that is,
when an analog of Proposition 5 holds.

3. HIGHER MASSEY PRODUCTS

IN the first part of this section we recall the definition of higher-order Massey products, as well
as some properties of the connecting A∞-morphism (2) that follow from the axioms. The

second part contains the main technical result of this note. As before, A = (A,d , ·) will be a fixed
dg associative algebra with the cohomology algebra H = (H ,0, ·).

Recollections. We start by recalling the standard definition of Massey products, following [1,
page 6] closely. Let x1, . . . , xn ∈ H be cohomology classes. We call the scheme

D =
{

au,v ∈ A
∣

∣ |au,v | =
∑v

r=u(|xr |−1)+1, 1 ≤ u ≤ v ≤ n
}

a defining system for the Massey product 〈x1, . . . , xn〉 if au,u , u = 1, . . . ,n, is a cocycle represent-
ing xu and, for each 1 ≤ u ≤ v ≤ n, v −u ≤ n −2,

(18a) d au,v =
v−1
∑

r=u

au,r ·ar+1,v .

Each defining system determines the cocycle

(18b) c(D) :=
n−1
∑

r=1
au,r ·ar+1,v ∈ Ax1+···+xn−n+2.

The subset of cohomology classes

〈x1, . . . , xn〉 :=
{

[c(D)]
∣

∣ D is a defining system for a1, . . . , an

}

⊂ H x1+···+xn−n+2

is called the n-fold Massey product of x1, . . . , xn . We put 〈x1, . . . , xn〉 := ; if there is no defining
system for x1, . . . , xn .

Example 9. The defining system for the triple Massey product 〈x, y, z〉 was explicitly written out
in (13a)–(13b). The defining system for the 4-fold Massey product 〈x1, x2, x3, x4〉 is the scheme

x1 = [a1,1], x2 = [a2,2], x3 = [a3,3], x4 = [a4,4]

d a1,2 = a1,1a2,2, d a2,3 = a2,2a3,3, d a3,4 = a3,3a4,4,

d a1,3 = a1,1a2,3 +a1,2a3,3, d a2,4 = a2,2a3,4 +a2,3a4,4.

The corresponding element of the Massey product 〈x1, x2, x3, x4〉 is the cohomology class of

c(D) = a1,1a2,4 +a1,2a3,4 +a1,3a4,4 ∈ Ax1+x2+x3+x4−2 .
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Remark 10. An amazing trick is to organize a defining system D for 〈x1, . . . , xn〉 to the matrix

D :=



















0 a1,1 a1,2 · · · a1,n−1 0
0 0 a2,2 · · · a2,n−1 a2,n
...

...
... · · ·

...
...

0 0 0 · · · an−1,n−1 an−1,n

0 0 0 · · · 0 an,n

0 0 0 · · · 0 0



















.

Equations (18a)–(18b) then assume a concise form of a single equation

c(D) =−d D+D ·D

with c(D) the (n+1)×(n+1) matrix whose only nontrivial entry is c(D) at the upper right cor-
ner, cf. [13, page 538]. In this disguise c(D) appears as the noncommutative curvature of the
connection D.

We also need to recall, following [9, Section 2], the properties that the components of a con-
necting A∞-morphism ψ∞ : (H ,0,µ) → (A,d , ·) in (2) should satisfy. The linear part ψ : H → A

must be a chain map, which in this case means that dψ(h) = 0 for h ∈ H . For h1,h2 ∈ H we
require

(19) dψ2(h1,h2) =−ψ(h1) ·ψ(h2)+ψµ2(h1,h2),

and for h1,h2,h3 ∈ H

dψ3(h1,h2,h3) =−ψ2(h1,h2) ·ψ(h3)+ (−1)h1 ·ψ(h1) ·ψ2(h2,h3)(20)

−ψ2
(

µ2(h1,h2),h3
)

+ψ2
(

h1,µ2(h2,h3)
)

+ψµ3(h1,h2,h3).

For h1, . . . ,hn ∈ H , n ≥ 4, we demand

dψn(h1, . . . ,hn) =−(−1)n(1+h1)
·ψ(h1) ·ψn−1(h2, . . . ,hn)−ψn−1(h1, . . . ,hn−1) ·ψ(hn)(21)

−
∑

A
(−1)( j+1)(i+h1+···+hi )

·ψi (h1, . . . ,hi ) ·ψ j (hi+1, . . . ,hn)

−
∑

B
(−1)i+n+k(h1+···+hi−1+i )

·ψl

(

h1, . . . ,hi−1,µk (hi , . . . ,hi+k−1),hi+k , . . . ,hn

)

+ψµn(h1, . . . ,hn),

where A := {i , j ≥ 2 | i + j = n} and B := {l ,k ≥ 2, i ≥ 1 | l +k = n +1, i +k ≤ n}.

The results. Let us fix, throughout the rest of this section, an ordered list of cohomology classes
x1, . . . , xn ∈ H(A,d), n ≥ 1. We will very often need the sign

(22) ε= ε(x1, . . . , xn) := (−1)
(n+2)(n+1)

2 +
∑n

i=1(n+i )xi ∈ {−1,+1}.

It differs from the sign in [1, Theorem A] by the overall factor (−1)
(n+2)(n+1)

2 due to the different
convention for A∞-algebras used here.

By a subinterval of x1, . . . , xn of length k ≥ 2 we mean a sequence xu , . . . , xv of k consecutive
entries of x1, . . . , xn . The canonical products mentioned below are the operations introduced in
Definition 1. Having said that, consider the following three situations.

(i) Massey products satisfy 〈xu , . . . , xv 〉 = {0} for each subinterval xu , . . . , xv of x1, . . . , xn of
length ≤ n −1,
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(ii) every canonical product µk vanishes at each subinterval xu , . . . , xv of x1, . . . , xn of length
k ≤ n −1 and, finally,

(iii)
{

ε ·µn (x1, . . . , xn)
∣

∣ µn canonical
}

⊂ 〈x1, . . . , xn〉, where ε is the sign in (22).

The necessary condition for the Massey product 〈x1, . . . , xn〉 to exist is that 0 ∈ 〈xu , . . . , xv 〉 for
each subinterval xu , . . . , xv of x1, . . . , xn of length ≤ n −1. However, this condition need not be
sufficient, cf. [6] for a careful analysis of the n = 4 case. On the other hand, the existence of
〈x1, . . . , xn〉 is implied by the conditions formulated in (i). In this case we say, following May [13],
that the n-fold Massey product 〈x1, . . . , xn〉 is strictly defined. The following theorem and Corol-
lary 13 are the main technical achievements of this note.

Theorem 11. (i) =⇒ (ii) =⇒ (iii).

The proof is postponed towards the end of this section. Let us formulate also the following

Proposition 12 (after [1]). Assume that, for each 1 ≤ k ≤ n −1, the tensor products

xu ⊗·· ·⊗xv ∈ H⊗k (A,d), v −u +1 = k, 1 ≤ u ≤ v ≤ n,

are linearly independent. Then, given x ∈ 〈x1, . . . , xn〉, there exists a canonical product µn such

that x = ε ·µn(x1, . . . , xn). Therefore

{

ε ·µn (x1, . . . , xn)
∣

∣ µn is canonical
}

⊃ 〈x1, . . . , xn〉.

Proof. It is straightforward to verify that, under the linear independence assumption, the in-
ductive construction described in the proof of [1, Theorem 2.1(i)] works, and the emerging A∞-
structure is canonical, cf. also the corrigendum [2]. �

Corollary 13. Assume that the n-fold Massey product 〈x1, . . . , xn〉 is strictly defined and the as-

sumption of Proposition 12 is fulfilled. Then

{

ε ·µn (x1, . . . , xn)
∣

∣ µn is canonical
}

= 〈x1, . . . , xn〉.

Proof. An obvious combination of Theorem 11 and Proposition 12. �

In words, under the assumptions of the corollary, the set 〈x1, . . . , xn〉 is exhausted by all possi-
ble values of ε·µn(x1, . . . , xn) =µn(ε·x1, . . . , xn) with canonical µn . Put another way, the informa-
tion given by 〈x1, . . . , xn〉 is the same as the information provided by the values µn(ε · x1, . . . , xn)
with µn running over all canonical products. The following result is the core of our proof of
Theorem 11.

Lemma 14 (the bootstrap). Let (H ,0,µ) = (H ,0,µ2,µ3, . . .) be a canonical minimal model as

in (1). Suppose that each operation µk of this structure with k ≤ n −1 satisfies

(23) µk (xu , . . . , xv ) = 0
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for every subinterval xu , . . . , xv of x1, . . . , xn of length k. Then

au,u :=ψ(xu),

au,u+1 :=−(−1)xu ·ψ2(xu , xu+1),

au,u+2 :=−(−1)xu+1 ·ψ3(xu , xu+1, xu+2),

au,u+3 := (−1)xu+xu+2 ·ψ4(xu , xu+1, xu+2, xu+3),

...

au,v := (−1)
(v−u)(v−u+1)

2 +
∑v−u

i=0 (u+v+i )xu+i ·ψv−u+1(xu , . . . , xv ), v −u ≥ 1,(24)

is a defining system for the n-fold Massey product 〈x1, . . . , xn〉, and

(25) ε ·µn (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ 〈x1, . . . , xn〉.

Proof. We proceed by induction. The assumptions for n = 3 are µ2(x1, x2) = µ2(x2, x3) = 0,
so (19) gives

(26) dψ2(x1, x2) =−ψ(x1)ψ(x2) and dψ2(x2, x3) =−ψ(x2)ψ(x3).

We claim that then

(27) au,u :=ψ(xu ), u = 1,2,3, a1,2 :=−(−1)x1 ·ψ2(x1, x2) and a2,3 :=−(−1)x2 ·ψ2(x2, x3)

is a defining system for 〈x1, x2, x3〉.

Indeed, [au,u ] = [ψ(xu)] = xu by (3), so au,u is a representative of xu , while (26) is translated to
d a1,2 = a1,1a2,2 and d a2,3 = a2,2a3,3 as required. Under the vanishing µ2(x1, x2) = µ2(x2, x3) = 0,
equation (20) gives

dψ3(x1, x2, x3) =−ψ2(x1, x2)ψ(x3)+ (−1)x1 ·ψ(x1)ψ2(x2, x3)+ψµ3(x1, x2, x3),

which is the same as

ψµ3(x1, x2, x3) = dψ3(x1, x2, x3)− (−1)x1 ·ψ(x1)ψ2(x2, x3)+ψ2(x1, x2)ψ(x3).

Both sides of the above equation are cocycles so, by (3) again,

[ψµ3(x1, x2, x3)] =µ3(x1, x2, x3) =
[

− (−1)x1 ·ψ(x1)ψ2(x2, x3)+ψ2(x1, x2)ψ(x3)
]

=
[

(−1)x1+x2 ·a1,1a2,3 − (−1)x1 ·a1,2a2,3
]

= (−1)x2 ·
[

a1,1a2,3 +a1,2a3,3
]

,

therefore

(−1)x2 ·µ3(x1, x2, x3) = [a1,1a2,3 +a1,2a3,3].

Since ε(x1, x2, x3) = (−1)x2 , we verified that ε ·µ3(x1, x2, x3) ∈ 〈x1, x2, x3〉 as claimed. This finishes
the first step of the induction.

Assume that we have proved the lemma for all arities ≤ n − 1 and prove it for arity n. By
assumption, all terms containing µk with k ≤ n −1 in (21) vanish, so we are left with

dψn(x1, . . . , xn) =−(−1)n(1+x1 )
·ψ(x1) ·ψn−1(x2, . . . , xn)−ψn−1(x1, . . . , xn−1) ·ψ(xn )

−
∑

A
(−1)( j+1)(i+x1+···+xi )

·ψi (x1, . . . , xi ) ·ψ j (xi+1, . . . , xn)

+ψµn(x1, . . . , xn),
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where A is as in (21). Substituting (24) to the above display, we obtain, after a lengthy but ele-
mentary manipulation with signs,

(28) ψµn(x1, . . . , xn) = dψn(x1, . . . , xn)+ε ·c(D),

where c(D) is the expression in (18b) for the scheme

(29) D =
{

au,v ∈ A
∣

∣ 1 ≤ u ≤ v ≤ n
}

with au,v defined in (24). It remains to verify that (29) is a defining system for the Massey prod-
uct 〈x1, . . . , xn〉, that is, to show that it satisfies (18a). Invoking the vanishing assumption (23) we
conclude that (21) gives, for each k ≤ n −1,

dψk (xu , . . . , xv ) =−(−1)k(1+xu )
·ψ(xu ) ·ψk−1(xu+1, . . . ,uv )−ψk−1(xu , . . . , xv−1) ·ψ(xv )

−
∑

A
(−1)( j+1)(i+xu+···+xu+i−1 )

·ψi (xu , . . . , xu+i−1) ·ψ j (xu+i , . . . , xv ),

where A := {i , j ≥ 2 | i + j = k}. A painstaking calculation shows that the substitution (24) con-
verts the above display to (18a). The induction step is completed by passing to the cohomology
classes at both sides of (28), which results in [ψµn (x1, . . . , xn)] =µn(x1, . . . , xn) = ε · [c(D)]. �

Proof of Theorem 11. We will prove (i) =⇒ (ii) by induction. For n = 3, which is the first nontriv-
ial case, we need to show that the vanishing of 〈x1, x2〉 and 〈x2, x3〉, which are always defined,
implies the vanishing of µ2(x1, x2) and µ2(x2, x3). This follows from the equalities

µ2(x1, x2) = (−1)x1 · 〈x1, x2〉 and µ2(x2, x3) = (−1)x2 · 〈x2, x3〉,

which are the binary case of (25) and can be verified directly.

Assume that we have proved (i) =⇒ (ii) for some n ≥ 3 and prove it for n +1. This amounts to
proving the vanishing of µn(x1, . . . , xn) and µn(x2, . . . , xn+1), the vanishing on shorter subinter-
vals of x1, . . . , xn+1 follows from the induction assumption. Equation (25) of Lemma 14, com-
bined with the hypothesis that 〈x1, . . . , xn〉 = {0}, implies that µn(x1, . . . , xn) = 0. The equal-
ity µn(x2, . . . , xn+1) = 0 can be established similarly. The implication (ii) =⇒ (iii) follows from
Lemma 14 in a straightforward way. �
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