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Introduction

Generalities

The purpose of derived geometry is to deal with singular spaces, such as most of the moduli spaces
appearing in classical physics (spaces of solutions of equations of motion - as opposed to quantum
physics). Foundations of derived algebraic geometry have been laid out by Toën and Vezzosi [5] on the
one hand, and by Lurie [3] on the other hand. It combines two ways of introducing more flexibility in
geometry:

(A) adding a homotopical flavour, which consists in replacing rings in algebraic geometry with simpli-
cial ones or differential graded algebras - this addresses the general problem of bad intersections
or more generally fiber products;

(B) allowing gluing up to identifications, leading to the notion of stacks, very effective to deal with bad
quotients, that we will not mention in these notes.

This approach can be motivated by various mathematical problems such as Bézout’s theorem, or the
study of solution spaces to elliptic partial differential equations.

Symplectic geometry is a natural geometric setting for the hamiltonian formulation of classical me-
chanics : most phase spaces indeed appear to be symplectic manifolds (or variations of these, like Pois-
son manifolds). Recall that a symplectic manifold is a smooth manifold X equipped with a 2-form ω

that is non-degenerate (meaning that the induced bundle map TX → T ∗
X is an isomorphism) and closed

(meaning that ddRω = 0). This definition makes sense in the algebro-geometric context only if X is a
smooth algebraic variety. The cotangent bundle T ∗

M of a manifold M is an example of a symplectic man-
ifold, with ωcan = ddRλ, where λ is the tautological 1-form on T ∗

M . Symplectic manifolds do not have
local invariants: it follows from a theorem of Darboux that every symplectic manifold is locally symplec-
tomorphic to T ∗Rn equipped with ωcan.

Lagrangian submanifolds play a crucial role in symplectic geometry: recall that a lagrangian sub-
manifold L ⊂ X in a symplectic manifold (X ,ω) is lagrangian if ω|L = 0 and the induced map TL → T ∗

L/X
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is an isomorphism. Generalizing Darboux’s theorem, Weinstein proved that in the neighborhood of a la-
grangian submanifold L every symplectic manifold is symplectomorphic to a neighborhood of the zero
section of T ∗

L . Thus lagrangian submanifolds can naturally be interpreted as generalized configurations
of a classical mechanical system. These submanifolds pop up everywhere: graphs of closed 1-forms,
graphs of symplectomorphisms (an example of which is the time t = 1 flow of a hamiltonian vector
field), conormal bundles, zero loci of moment maps, etc. This led Weinstein to follow the symplectic
creed claiming that “everything is a lagrangian submanifold”, and envision a symplectic category whose
objects are symplectic manifolds and morphisms are lagrangian correspondences, i.e. lagrangian sub-
manifolds of a product (X1×X2, p∗

1ω1−p∗
2ω2). At this point, the need to deal with singular/pathological

spaces in symplectic geometry should be obvious:
(i) the zero locus of a moment map µ might be singular;

(ii) the above example is actually a lagrangian correspondence between the original symplectic mani-
fold X and its symplectic reduction Xred, where Xred is a quotient of µ−1(0) and thus could be even
more singular;

(iii) the composition in the symplectic category involves taking fiber products, that might not be well-
behaved.

A traditional way to deal with that is by applying a small geometric perturbation, but there are issues
with this approach: it cannot always be used in algebraic geometry, and geometric perturbations are
not functorial.

A leitmotiv of derived geometry is to replace geometric perturbations with homological perturba-
tions in order to compute fiber products. Homological perturbations can be made functorial (in a higher
categorical sense), and make sense in the algebro-geometric context, resolving both issues.

The ancestors of shifted symplectic structures on derived stacks are the odd symplectic structures
on super-manifolds and Q-manifolds appearing for instance in mathematical physics publications on
the geometry of the Batalin–Vilkovisky (BV) formalism. These excellent works along with the beautiful
treatment by Costello, using L∞-spaces and elliptic moduli problems, have two drawbacks: none of the
two defining properties of a symplectic structure (closedness and non-degeneracy) are homotopy in-
variant; and the geometric objects they consider only capture infinitesimal symmetries. Both issues are
addressed by Pantev, Toën, Vaquié and Vezzosi [4] via the formalism of derived geometry: it indeed en-
compasses global symmetries (stacks have been invented for that purpose) and it is homotopy invariant
by definition.

About these notes

Here we give an extended version with Exercises of a three days Masterclass given in Angers (LAREMA –
Université Angers) in December 2025. They are written with the aim of being accessible for M2 students.
In particular the necessary material in homological algebra is given in Section 1, as well as a few notions
of Lie theory in Section 2 which are used in Examples. The third Section deals with the algebraic side
which gives the material to sketch affine derived geometry, as done in the last Section. Its purpose is to
give a couple of Examples of derived critical loci, which are fundamental both in traditional symplectic
geometry, and contemporary geometric representation theory. To that end we insist in the third Section
on lagrangian correspondences, a very convenient way to consider lagrangian structures, in order to use
higher categories which are not presented here.

Acknowledgement

These notes are widely inspired by those of Damien Calaque [2].

In this document, k denotes a field of characteristic 0.

1 Crash course in homological algebra

1.1 Complexes

▷ A cochain complex of k-vector spaces (V ,d) = (V •,d•) is the data of a k-vector space V n for every
n ∈Z, along with differentials dn : V n →V n+1 which are required to be linear and to satisfy dn+1 ◦dn = 0
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for every n ∈ Z. We will sometimes drop the index on differentials. We will indiscriminately use the
letter d for all complexes, that we will hence simply call V , W , etc. We denote by |v | = n the degree of an
element v ∈V n .

Remark 1.1. • When differentials go “downward” Vn →Vn−1, we speak of chain complexes. In this
lecture we will stick to cochains.

• We might restrict ourselves in examples to the categories of modules over some algebra, represen-
tations of a Lie group, or vector bundles over a given variety.

▷ The n-th cohomology group H n = ker(dn)/im(dn−1) is the quotient of the space ker(dn) of cocy-
cles or closed elements by the space im(dn−1) of coboundaries or exact elements. The category of vector
spaces being abelian, these groups are actually vector spaces (false in general for vector bundles).

Example 1.2 (de Rham complex). Let M be a smooth manifold. Define the space Ωk (M) = Γ(
∧k T ∗M)

of differential forms of degree k as the space of sections of the k-th exterior product of the cotangent
bundle of M . Note that Ω0(M) is just the space O (M) of smooth functions M → k, and that Ω1(M) is
dual to the space X(M) of vector fields. There exists a structure of cochain complex (Ω•(M),d•) such
that d0 is the standard differential d : O (M) →Ω1(M), f 7→ d f , and satisfying the Leibniz rule

d(α∧β) = dα∧β+ (−1)kα∧dβ ∈Ωk+ℓ+1(M)

for any pair of forms (α,β) ∈Ωk (M)×Ωℓ(M). The cohomology groups of this complex are called the de
Rham cohomology groups. ♢

▷ Complexes can be shifted: for a given one V we define V [n] by V [n]k = V n+k with differentials
multiplied by (−1)n . Note that if V is concentrated in degree 0, then V [1] is concentrated in degree −1.

▷ There is an internal hom given by Homn(V ,W ) =∏
k∈ZHomk(V k ,W k+n) with differential given by

(d f )(v) = d( f (v))− (−1)n f (d v). Denote by k the one dimensional complex concentrated in degree 0.
Then Homn(V ,k) = (V −n)∗ with differential (d f )(v) = (−1)n+1 f (d v). We set V ∗ = Hom•(V ,k) and we
see that H n(V ∗) = H−n(V )∗.

▷ There is also a tensor product given by (V ⊗W )n = ⊕
k+ℓ=n V k ⊗kW ℓ with differential d(v ⊗w) =

d v⊗w+(−1)|v |v⊗d w . The second symmetric power Sym2(V ) is the quotient of V ⊗2 by relations v⊗v ′ =
(−1)|v |.|v

′|v ′⊗ v . The second exterior power is then defined as
∧2 V = Sym2(V [−1])[2], with differential

given by d(v
∧

v ′) = d v
∧

v ′+ (−1)|v |+1v
∧

d v ′.

▷ A cochain map f• : V • → W • is a collection of linear maps fn : V n → W n such that fn+1dn = dn fn

for all n ∈Z. Such a map induces linear maps H n( f ) : H n(V ) → H n(W ) on cohomology groups, and we
call f• a quasi-isomorphism if all H n( f ) are isomorphisms, and we write V ≃W (for usual isomorphisms
of vector spaces we write ∼=).

Exercise 1. Consider n ∈Z. Then any cochain map ω :
∧2 V →k[n] induces a cochain map

ω♭ : V →V ∗[n] ; v 7→ω(v,−).

1.2 Homotopies

▷ The cocone or homotopy fiber of a cochain map ϕ : V → W is the cochain complex hofib(ϕ) =
V ⊕W [−1] with differential

δ=
(
dV 0
ϕ −dW

)
.

It fits in a short exact sequence 0 → W [−1] → C := hofib(ϕ) → V → 0 that leads to a long one in coho-
mology

· · ·→ H n−1(W ) → H n(C ) → H n(V ) → H n(W ) → H n+1(C ) →···

▷ A homotopy h between cochain maps f , g : V → W is a collection of linear maps hn : V n → W n−1

such that for all n ∈ Z we have fn − gn = hn+1dn +dn−1hn . We write h : f ∼ g , and it implies H•( f ) =
H•(g ). If h1 and h2 are homotopies f1 ∼ f2 and f2 ∼ f3, then h1 +h2 : f1 ∼ f3.
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Exercise 2. Consider a null-homotopy h : 0 ∼ f : V →W .

(i) Prove that for any cochain map p : U →V , we have hp : f p ∼ 0.

(ii) Prove that

h̃ :
∧2 V → (∧2 W

)
[−1] ; (x, y) 7→ 1

2

(
hx ∧ f y + (−1)|x|+1 f x ∧hy

)
is a null-homotopy f ∧2 :=∧2 f ∼ 0.

(iii) Consider a cochain map ω :
∧2 W →k[d ] for a given d . Prove that ωh̃ :ω f ∧2 ∼ 0.

Exercise 3 (universality). Consider cochain maps U
ψ−→ V

ϕ−→ W and a degree preserving linear map
η : U →W [−1]. Prove that (ψ,η) : U → hofib(ϕ) defines a cochain map if and only if η is a null-homotopy
ϕψ∼0.

We say that a square

A B

C D

p

q b

c

• is a homotopy pullback if A ≃ hofib
(
B ⊕C

b−c−−→ D
)
=: F ;

• homotopy commutes if bp ∼ cq , in which case there is a unique a : A → F such that pB a = p and
pC a = q where pB : F → B and pC : F →C are the obvious projections.

The following is very standard.

Lemma 1.3 (pullback lemma). If both squares in

A B C

X Y Z

are homotopy pullbacks, so is the outer rectangle. If the rectangle and the right square are homotopy
pullbacks, so is the left square.

Proposition 1.4 (stability). Consider the above data, and assume that U ≃ hofib(ϕ). Then W [−1] ≃
hofib(ψ).

Proof. The cochain map

(ψ,η, id) : X := hofib(ψ) → hofib
(
hofib(ϕ) →V

)=: Y .

induces a morphism of long exact sequences

· · · H n−1(U ) H n−1(V ) H n(X ) H n(U ) H n(V ) · · ·

· · · H n−1(U ) H n−1(V ) H n(Y ) H n(U ) H n+1(V ) · · ·

hence X ≃ Y . Now define a cochain map W [−1] → Y by w 7→ (0, w,0). We have a short exact sequence

0 →W [−1] → Y → hofib(idV ) → 0

where H n(hofib(idV )) = 0 hence W [−1] ≃ Y .

4



2 A dash of Lie theory

Fix G a Lie group.

▷ For g ∈G , we set ig : G →G , h 7→ g hg−1, which induces Adg := de ig : TeG → TeG and in turn ad :=
de Ad : TeG → End(TeG). Then g= TeG is a Lie algebra once endowed with the bracket [x, y] = ad(x)(y).

▷ More generally, if M is a G-space, then any p ∈ M induces a map σp : G → M , with differential
deσp : g→ Tp M . For any x ∈ g, we denote by x⃗ ∈X(M) the vector field defined by p 7→ deσp (x). Recall
that X(M) can be endowed with a Lie algebra structure. The morphism g→X(M) is called the infinites-
imal action map.

▷ When M = G , any g ∈ G induces multiplications Lg ,Rg : G → G given by Lg (h) = g h and Rg (h) =
hg . For x ∈ g, we denote by xL : g 7→ de Rg (x) and xR : g 7→ de Lg (x) the associated vector fields. The
differentials dg Lg−1 and dg Rg−1 : Tg G → g define g-valued 1-forms that can be viewed in g⊗Ω1(G),
and called left and right Maurer–Cartan forms. A vector field X : G → T G on G and a g-valued 1-form
θ : T G → g yield a g-valued function θ(X ) : G → g, that is θ(X ) ∈O (G)⊗g. Via the trivialization TG ∼=G×g
given by dg Rg−1 , we have xL(g ) = (g , x) and xR (g ) = (g ,Adg (x))).

▷ Consider P a G-principal bundle on a manifold M . The adjoint bundle gP of P over M is the
quotient of P ×g by the action of G given by (p, x).g = (g .p,Adg−1 (x)).

3 The algebraic side

3.1 Linear shifted symplectic structures

Definition 3.1. An n-shifted symplectic structure on a cochain complex V is a cochain map ω :
∧2 V →

k[n] such that ω♭ is a quasi-isomorphism.

Example 3.2 (1-term complex). Consider V =W [−d ], where W is a non trivial vector space (a complex
concentrated in degree 0). Then V ∗ is concentrated in degree −d . By the non-degeneracy condition, V
only admits n-shifted symplectic structures for n =−2d .

• If d is odd, then
∧2 V = Sym2(W )[−2d ] and an n-shifted symplectic structure on V is a scalar

product on W .

• If d is even, then
∧2 V = ∧2 W [−2d ], and an n-shifted symplectic structure on V is a standard

symplectic structure on W .

For a sub-example, consider a Lie group G . Any non-degenerate Ad-invariant scalar product on gdefines
a 2-shifted symplectic structure on g[1] as a complex of G-representations. ♢

Example 3.3 (de Rham continued). Consider X an n-dimensional closed oriented manifold and V =
(Ω•(X ),ddR)[1]. Set ω(α,β) = ∫

X α∧β in degree n − 2 for any pair of differential forms. Here we need
to be careful and make a difference between the formal

∧
and the ∧ of differential forms. We need to

check that ω defines a chain map. Take two forms α,β such that |α| + |β| = n − 1. Then α
∧
β defines

an element in (
∧2 V )n−3 and we need to prove that ω(d(α

∧
β)) = 0 where d is the differential in

∧2 V ,
so that d(α

∧
β) = ddRα

∧
β+ (−1)|α|α

∧
ddRβ since α ∈ V |α|−1. Therefore, thanks to the Leibniz rule,

ω(d(α
∧
β)) = ∫

X ddR(α∧β) = 0. We then have

ω♭ :Ω•(X )[1] → (
Ω•(X )[1]

)∗ [2−n] =Ω•(X )∗[1−n]

such that H k−1(ω♭) : H k (Ω•(X )) → H k−n(Ω•(X )∗)=H n−k (Ω•(X ))∗ is an isomorphism thanks to Poincaré
duality. Therefore V is (2−n)-shifted symplectic. ♢

Example 3.4 (connections). Consider X an n-dimensional closed oriented manifold and G a Lie group
with Lie algebra g. For any vector bundle E → X and any n ≥ 0, consider the spaceΩn(E) = Γ(

∧n T ∗X⊗E)
of E-valued forms of degree n. A connection ∇ is a map Ω0(E) = Γ(E) →Ω1(E) satisfying

∇( f s) = d f ⊗ s + f ∇s
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for all f ∈O (X ) and s ∈ Γ(E). A connection can be consistently extended to a degree one endomorphism
of Ω•(E) by the formula

∇(α⊗ s) = ddR(α)⊗ s + (−1)|α|α∧∇s.

We won’t recall here the definition of the curvature of a connection, but it vanishes if and only if ∇2 = 0,
ie if it is a differential. The connection is then said to be flat.

Consider (P,∇) a principal G-bundle with a flat connection ∇, so that we get a cochain complex of
gP -valued forms

V = (
Ω•(gP ),∇)

[1].

For every G-invariant symmetric non-degenerate pairing 〈−,−〉 on g, we have a (2−n)-shifted symplectic
structure on V given by

ω(α,β) =
∫

X
〈α,β〉,

where the pairing is extended to gP -valued forms. ♢

Exercise 4 (the case of 2-term complexes). Let V = (
E

a−→ F
)

be a n-shifted symplectic cochain complex
concentrated in degrees d and d+1. Assume that V is not acyclic (that is a is not an isomorphism), since
otherwise V ≃ 0, which is trivially n-shifted symplectic for every n (the n-shifted symplectic structure
being zero).

(i) Prove that the case n even boils down to the 1-term complex case.

(ii) Assume from now on that n is odd, that is n =−1−2d . Prove that a cochain map ω :
∧2 V → k[n]

is determined by a linear map ωL : E ⊗F →k satisfying

ωL(e1 ⊗a(e2)) = (−1)dωL(e2 ⊗a(e1)) (1)

for all e1,e2 ∈ E .

(iii) Define the linear map α : E → F∗ by α(e) =ωL(e ⊗−). Prove that ωb = (α,α∗).

(iv) The non-degeneracy condition amounts to requiring that α and α∗ induce linear isomorphisms
ker(a) ∼= ker(a∗) and coker(a) ∼= coker(a∗), which are equivalent conditions. When E ,F are finite
dimensional, prove that the above is equivalent to

ker(a)∩ker(α) = {0} and dimE = dimF. (2)

Example 3.5 (2-term complex in Lie theory - I). Let G be a Lie group with Lie algebra g. Consider the
adjoint action on g∗ and the associated infinitesimal action g→X(g∗). Denote by A the ring of functions
O (g∗), and fix a basis (ei ) of g. We have X(g∗) ∼= A⊗g∗ via

X(g∗) ∋
(
ϕ ∈ g∗ 7→∑

i
fi (ϕ)e∗i

)
7→

(∑
i

fi (ϕ)⊗e∗i

)
∈ A⊗g∗.

Through this identification we decompose the infinitesimal action in

e⃗ j =
∑

i
f j i ⊗e∗i :ϕ 7→ϕ([e j ,−])

so that f j i (ϕ) =ϕ([e j ,ei ]) =− fi j (ϕ). We view the map

A⊗g
a−→ A⊗g∗ ; f ⊗x 7→ f x⃗

as a 2-term complex of A-modules in degrees −1 and 0, and we set

ωL : (A⊗g)⊗
A

(A⊗g∗) ∼= A⊗g⊗g∗ id⊗ev−−−−→ A.

It satisfies (1) as
ωL(ek , ae j ) =∑

i
f j i ⊗e∗i (ek ) = f j k =− fk j =−ωL(e j , aek ).

Actually we have a =−a∗ for the same reason

a(e j )(ei ) = f j i =− fi j =−a(e j )(ei ) =−a∗(e j )(ei ),

so here we have α= id, and our 2-term complex is 1-shifted symplectic. ♢
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Example 3.6 (2-term complex in Lie theory - II). Let G be a reductive Lie group with a choice of a non-
degenerate invariant pairing 〈−,−〉 : Sym2g→k. The group G acts on B :=O (G) by conjugation, yielding
the infinitesimal action

g→X(G) ; x 7→ (⃗
x = xL −xR : g 7→ (de Rg −de Lg )(x)

)
.

We view the map
B ⊗g

a−→X(G) ; f ⊗x 7→ f x⃗

as a 2-term complex of A-modules in degrees −1 and 0, and we set

ωL : (B ⊗g)⊗
B
X(G) ∼= (B ⊗g)⊗

B
(B ⊗g) ∼= B ⊗g⊗g

id⊗〈−,−〉−−−−−−→ B

where the first map is obtained applying the averageµ= 1
2

(
dg Lg−1 +dg Rg−1

)
of the left and right Maurer–

Cartan forms.

Exercise 5. (i) Show that (1) is satisfied.

(ii) Consider then

α=ω♭L : B ⊗g→Ω1(G) ∼= B ⊗g∗
〈−,−〉∼= B ⊗g∼=X(G).

Prove that through these identifications we have α(x) = 1
2 (xL +xR ).

(iii) Conclude that a carries a 1-shifted symplectic structure. ♢

Remark 3.7. The above examples fit in the framework of Lie groupoids and algebroids.

Example 3.8 (lagrangian teaser). Consider a standard symplectic vector space (V ,ω) (that is a complex
concentrated in degree 0 which is 0-shifted symplectic), along with two lagrangian subspaces L1,L2 (half
dimensional subspaces which are isotropic: ω|∧2Li

= 0). Consider the 2-term complex

L1 ⊕L2 →V ; (ℓ1,ℓ2) 7→ ℓ1 −ℓ2,

with L1 ⊕L2 in degree 0 and V in degree 1. Define

ωL : (L1 ⊕L2)⊗V → k ; (ℓ1,ℓ2)⊗ v 7→ω(ℓ1 +ℓ2, v).

Exercise 6. Check that it defines a (−1)-shifted symplectic structure. ♢

3.2 Lagrangian structures

Definition 3.9. Consider a complex V along with a 2-formω :
∧2 V →k[n], and a cochain mapϕ : L →V .

An isotropic structure on L (with respect to ω) is a null-homotopy η :ω|L :=ω◦ϕ∧2 ∼ 0.

If η is an isotropic structure on ϕ, we get a null-homotopy η♭ :ϕ∗ω♭ϕ∼ 0, and thus, from Exercise 3,
a cochain map (ϕ,η♭) : L → hofib

(
ϕ∗ω♭ : V → L∗[n]

)
.

Definition 3.10. In the previous setting, the isotropic structure η on ϕ is said to be non-degenerate if
(ϕ,η♭) is a quasi-isomorphism. A non-degenerate isotropic structure is called lagrangian.

Remark 3.11. (i) A lagrangian structure yields a long exact sequence in cohomology

· · ·→ H k−1(L∗[n]) → H k (L) → H k (V ) → H k (L∗[n]) → H k+1(L) →···

(ii) Note that the null-homotopic compositions

L
ϕ−→V

ϕ∗ω♭−−−→ L∗[n] and L
ω♭ϕ−−→V ∗[n]

ϕ∗
−−→ L∗[n]

are shifted dual, therefore, since hofib(ϕ)∗ = hofib(ϕ∗),

L −→ hofib(ϕ∗ω♭) quasi-iso
1.4⇐⇒ L∗[n −1] −→ hofib(ϕ) quasi-iso ⇐⇒ L −→ hofib(ϕ∗) quasi-iso
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and we get a morphism of long exact sequences

· · · H k−1(L∗[n]) H k (L) H k (V ) H k (L∗[n]) · · ·

· · · H k−1(L∗[n]) H k (L) H k (V ∗[n]) H k (L∗[n]) · · ·

hence ω is non-degenerate and V is actually n-shifted symplectic.

Example 3.12 (de Rham, again). Let Y be an (n + 1)-dimensional compact oriented manifold with
boundary ∂Y = X . Consider the cochain complex V = (Ω•(X ),ddR)[1] equipped with the (2−n)-shifted
symplectic structureω(α,β) = ∫

X α∧β from Example 3.3. The restriction of a form on Y to a form on the
boundary X gives a cochain map

ϕ : L := (Ω•(Y ),ddR)[1] −→ (Ω•(X ),ddR)[1] ; α 7−→α|X .

Define η :
∧2 L →R[n −1] by η(α,β) = ∫

Y α∧β. It is isotropic by Stokes’ theorem:

η(d(α
∧
β))

3.3= ∫
Y ddR(α∧β) = ∫

X (α∧β)|X =ω(ϕ(α),ϕ(β)).

It is also non-degenerate as

H•(hofib(ϕ)) = H•+1(Y , X ) ∼= H n−•(Y )∗ = H n−1−•(L)∗ = H•−n+1(L∗) = H•(L∗[1−n])

thanks to relative Poincaré duality. ♢

Exercise 7 (everything is lagrangian - Alan Weinstein). Consider V = 0 equipped with the trivial n-
shifted symplectic structure. Prove that a (n − 1)-shifted symplectic structure on L is the same as a
lagrangian structure on L → 0.

Definition 3.13. A lagrangian correspondence
L

V1 V2

is the data of two n-shifted symplectic complexes (Vi ,ωi ) along with a lagrangian mophism L → (V1 ⊕
V2,ω1 ⊕−ω2).

The point of this definition is that correspondences do “compose” well via homotopy fiber products.
Precisely, consider the following diagram

L13

L12 L23

V1 V2 V3

p q

a1 a2 b3b2

where the bottom lagrangian correspondences are given and we aim at building L13 such that L13 →
(V2 ⊕V3,ω2 ⊕−ω3) is lagrangian.

Definition 3.14. We define the composition of L12 and L23 by

L13 = L12 ◦L23 := hofib
(
L12 ⊕L23

a2−b2−−−−→V2

)
.

Note that the isotropic structures on L12 and L23 are given by homotpies

η12 :ω1a∧2
1 ∼ω2a∧2

2 and η23 :ω2b∧2
2 ∼ω3b∧2

3

that induce, by Exercise 2(i), homotopies

η12p∧2 :ω1(a1p)∧2 ∼ω2(a2p)∧2 and η23q∧2 :ω2(b2q)∧2 ∼ω3(b3q)∧2.
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Exercise 8. The projection L13 →V2[−1] defines a homotopy h : a2p ∼ b2q .

Thanks to Exercise 2(ii,iii), we get a homotopy

h̄ :ω2(a2p)∧2 ∼ω2(b2q)∧2,

and finally
η12p∧2 + h̄ +η23q∧2 :ω1(a1p)∧2 ∼ω3(b3q)∧2

endows L13 →V1 ⊕V3 with an isotropic structure.

Proposition 3.15. This isotropic structure is non-degenerate.

Proof. Consider the diagram where we omit the shifts by n

L13

L12 L23

V1 ≃V ∗
1 V2 ≃V ∗

2 V3 ≃V ∗
3

p q

a1 a2 b3b2

L∗
13

L∗
12 L∗

23

p∗ q∗

a∗
1 a∗

2 b∗
3b∗

2

and where all inner squares are homotopy pullbacks by hypothesis. Applying Lemma 1.3 we first get
that all inner rectangles consisting in two adjacent inner squares are homotopy pullbacks. Applying it
again to a pair of adjacent such rectangles we then get that the outer square is a homotopy pullback as
wished.

Example 3.16. Set V1 = V3 = 0 and consider V2 = V a 0-shifted symplectic vector space, along with two
genuine lagrangian subspaces L12 and L23. Then L13 is the complex (L12⊕L23 →V ) in degrees −1,0 with
differential (ℓ1,ℓ2) 7→ ℓ1 −ℓ2, and is endowed with a lagrangian structure L13 → 0, meaning that L13 is
(−1)-shifted symplectic thanks to 7.

Exercise 9. Check that it matches the one from 3.8. ♢

4 The geometric side

4.1 Affine derived geometry

▷ Denote by cdga≤0 the category of commutative differential non-positively graded k-algebras.
These are cochain complexes endowed with a grading preserving multiplication such that the differ-
ential satisfies the graded Leibniz rule.

▷ A dg-module over A ∈ cdga≤0 is a standard A-bimodule M which is a cochain complex such that

• Ai ·M j ⊆ M i+ j ;

• ∀(a,m) ∈ A×M , am = (−1)|a||m|ma;

• dM (am) = (dA a)m + (−1)|a|a(dM m).

▷ A cochain map f : M → N between A-dg-modules is a morphism of A-modules if f (am) = a f (m)
for all (a,m) ∈ A×M .

▷ The tensor product M ⊗A N is defined as the quotient of the tensor product M ⊗ N of cochain
complexes by the submodule generated by all elements of the form ma ⊗n −m ⊗an, where (a,m,n) ∈
A×M ×N .
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▷ The internal Hom•
A(M , N ) is defined by

Homn
A(M , N ) = { f ∈ Homn(M , N ) | ∀a,m ∈ A×M , f (ma) = f (m)a }.

▷ Consider a morphism B → A in cdga≤0. For a given A-dg-module M one can consider B-linear
derivations

Dern
B (A, M) = { D ∈ Homn

B (A, M) | ∀a, a′ ∈ A, D(aa′) = (Da)a′+ (−1)n|a|aDa′ },

yielding a cochain complex Der•B (A, M) with differential dD = dM D − (−1)nDdA . One can check that
for all A-dg-modules M , N , the cochain complexes Hom•

B (N , M) and Der•B (A, M) inherit a structure of
A-module given by left multiplication.

▷ The A-dg-module of B-linear Kähler differentials is defined byΩ1
A/B = I /I 2 where I is the kernel of

the multiplication A⊗B A → A. There is a distinguished map d : A →Ω1
A/B given by da = a ⊗1−1⊗a.

Exercise 10. Check that d ∈ Der0(A,Ω1
A/B ), that it is a cochain map, and that it is universal: precompo-

sition by d gives an isomorphism of A-dg-modules

Hom•
A(Ω1

A/B , M) ≃ Der•B (A, M)

for all A-dg-module M .
In particular Ω1

A/B and DerB (A) := Der•B (A, A) are dual A-dg-modules. When B = k we usually drop
the index B .

Definition 4.1. Let f : C → A be a morphism in cdga≤0
k . A semi-free resolution of f is a factorisation

Ã

C A

f̃

f

such that:

(i) the morphism Ã → A is a quasi-isomorphism;

(ii) denoting by (−)♮ the “underlying commutative graded algebra” functor that forgets the differential,
we have that

A♮ ∼= SymC ♮ (V )

as a commutative C ♮-algebra, for some non-positively graded vector space V .

Remark 4.2.

• A semi-free resolution of A is a semi-free resolution of the unit k→ A.

• The categories A-Mod and Ã-Mod of dg-modules are quasi-equivalent.

• Semi-free resolutions always exist.

Example 4.3. Consider the algebra A =k[x]/x2 concentrated in degree 0. We get a semi-free resolution
of A by adding a generator ξ in degree −1:

Ã =k[x,ξ] =k[x]ξ⊕k[x] =
(
k[x]ξ

δ−→k[x]
)

such that ξ2 = 0 and δξ= x2. ♢

Definition 4.4. Consider C → A ∈ cdga≤0 along with a semi-free resolution C → Ã. The relative tangent
and cotangent complexes are defined as TA/C = T Ã/C := DerC (Ã) and LA/C = Ω1

Ã/C
. We drop the term

relative and C when C =k.

Exercise 11. Prove that LA/C [−1] = hofib(A⊗C LC → LA) .
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Example 4.5 (4.3 followed). We have LA = k[x,ξ]dξ⊕k[x,ξ]d x with δ(dξ) = d(δξ) = 2xd x [exercise],
and

TA =k[x,ξ]∂x ⊕k[x,ξ]∂ξ

with |∂ξ| = 1 and 〈δ(∂x ),dξ〉 = 〈∂x ,δ(dξ)〉 = 〈∂x ,2xd x〉 = 2x, therefore δ(∂x ) = 2x∂ξ. Observe [exercise]
that TA is a (−1)-shifted symplectic Ã-dg-module with respect to ω defined by ω(∂x ,∂ξ) = 1. ♢

Definition 4.6. Consider f : C → A and g : C → B two morphisms in cdga≤0. The relative (left) derived
tensor product of A and B over C is

A⊗LC B := Ã⊗C B

where f̃ : C → Ã is a semi-free resolution of f .

Exercise 12. Consider the above situation, and assume that Ã = A. Consider a semi-free resolution
g̃ : C → B̃ of g .

(i) Prove that A → A⊗C B̃ =: D̃ is semi-free, and that it resolves A → A⊗C B = D .

(ii) [base change] Prove that the push-out square

AC

B̃ D̃

induces an isomorphism of D̃-dg-modules

LD/A =Ω1
D̃/A

≃ D̃ ⊗B̃ Ω
1
B̃/C

≃ D ⊗B LB/C .

(iii) Exercise 11 can be generalized in D ⊗B LB/C = hofib(LD/C → LD/B ). Prove that it implies that

D ⊗A LB/C [−1] = hofib
(
D ⊗C LC → D ⊗B LB

)
.

(iv) Using Lemma 1.3 and the square

D ⊗A LAD ⊗C LC

D ⊗B LB LD

deduce from the above that

D ⊗C LC ≃ hofib
(
(D ⊗A LA)⊕ (D ⊗B LB ) → LD

)
.

By duality, this implies

TD = D ⊗A TA
h×

D⊗CTC
D ⊗B TB := hofib

(
(D ⊗A TA)⊕ (D ⊗B TB ) −→ (D ⊗C TC )

)
. (3)

Example 4.7. Consider X =A1 ,→A2 = Z the affine line embedded into the affine plane as {y = 0}. We
would like to compute the derived self-intersection of X into Z . Algebraically, on functions, we have

A :=O (X ) = k[x] ←− k[x, y] =O (Z ) :=C 0 ←[ y.

The cdga of functions on the derived self-intersection of A1 in A2 is computed as the derived tensor
product A ⊗LC A. We first resolve C → A by C −→ Ã = k[ξ, x, y] −→ A, with |ξ| = −1, and δξ= y . Then we
get A⊗LC A = Ã⊗C A ∼= k[x,ξ] = k[ξ]⊗k[x] (as δ(ξ) = 0 now), which corresponds to the spaceA1×A1[−1],
where A1[−1] is the so-called odd affine line. The tangent complex of the derived self-intersection is
therefore

Tk[x,ξ] = k[x,ξ]∂x ⊕k[x,ξ]∂ξ, (4)

with |∂ξ| = 1 and zero differential. As suggested by (3), we want to compare (4) with

Ξ := hofib
((

k[x,ξ]⊗Ã T Ã

)⊕2 (θ,−θ)−−−−→ k[x,ξ]⊗C TC

)
where:
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(i) the k[x,ξ]-dg-module k[x,ξ]⊗Ã T Ã is freely generated by ∂x and ∂y in degree 0, and ∂ξ in degree 1
with δ(∂y ) = ∂ξ;

(ii) the k[x,ξ]-dg-module k[x,ξ]⊗C TC is freely generated in degree 0 by ∂x and ∂y ;

(iii) the morphism of k[x,ξ]-dg-modules θ sends ∂ξ to 0 and is the identity on the other generators.

We thus get that Ξ is the free k[x,ξ]-dg-module generated by the following two-term complex:

deg = 0 k∂x k∂y k∂x k∂y

deg = 1 k∂ξ k∂x k∂y k∂ξ

⊕ ⊕ ⊕

⊕ ⊕ ⊕

where the purple part corresponds to the first copy of T Ã , the teal part to the second copy, and the orange
one to TC . The remaining black arrows describe (θ,−θ).

Exercise 13. Prove that there exists a projection from the above 2-term complex tok∂x⊕k∂ξ, with kernel

deg = 0 k∂y k∂x k∂y

deg = 1 k∂x k∂y k∂ξ.

⊕ ⊕

⊕ ⊕

Prove that this kernel has no cohomology and conclude. ♢

4.2 Affine derived symplectic geometry: definitions

What follows was introduced in the seminal paper [4].
▷ Consider (A,δ) ∈ cdga≤0, and M an A-dg-module. Recall the tensor algebra TA(M) = ⊕n≥0M⊗A n

with differential

δ(m1 ⊗·· ·⊗mn) = ∑
1≤k≤n

(−1)|m1|+···+|mk−1|m1 ⊗·· ·⊗mk−1 ⊗δM (mk )⊗mk+1 ⊗·· ·⊗mn .

Define the de Rham complex of A as

DR•
A = Sym•

A

(
Ω1

A[−1]
)

.

It is a mixed complex as it has two differentials: the internal one δ, that increases the degree by 1 but
preserves the symmetric weight, and the de Rham one d = ddR, that increases this weight by 1. The latter
is defined as in Example 1.2: it extends d : A =Ω0

A →Ω1
A and satisfies the Leibniz rule. Note that for all

a0, . . . , an ∈ A,
ddR(a0(da1) · · · (dan)) = (da0)(da1) · · · (dan)

so that one can check [exercise] that the two differentials on DR•(A) commute because d : A →Ω1
A is a

cochain complex. Also note that the de Rham differential also increases the degree by 1. To summarize,
if we set Ωp

A = DRp
A[p]:

weight = 2 · · · (Ω2
A)k+2 (Ω2

A)k+3 · · ·

weight = 1 · · · (Ω1
A)k+1 (Ω1

A)k+2 · · ·

weight = 0 · · · Ak Ak+1 · · ·

δ δ δ

δ

d

δ δ

d

δ

d

δ δ

d

where the degree is constant along parallels to the cyan line.
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▷ A 2-form of degree n on A is an (n +2)-cocycle in

Sym2 (
Ω1

A[−1]
)=:

∧2
A

(
Ω1

A

)
[−2]

with respect to δ. By definition it is a cochain map

A[−n −2] →∧2
A

(
Ω1

A

)
[−2] ⇐⇒ ∧2

ATA → A[n]

that we may require to be non-degenerate.

▷ A closed 2-form of degree n on A is an (n +2)-cocycle ω in the total complex(∏
k≥0

Sym2+k (
Ω1

A[−1]
)

,δ+d

)
.

By definition it is a series of forms (ωk )k≥0, with ωk of weight 2+k, satisfying

δω0 = 0 and dωk +δωk+1 = 0 ∀k ≥ 0.

In particular ω0 is 2-form of degree n and ω1 is a null-homotopy dω0 ∼ 0.

Definition 4.8. An n-shifted symplectic structure on A or X = Spec(A) is a closed 2-form ω of degree n
such that ω0 is non-degenerate.

Through Spec, we define the category of affine derived schemes as the opposite of the homotopy
category of cdga≤0, where quasi-isomorphisms are formally inverted. Consider f : Y → X a morphism
of affine derived schemes corresponding to f ∗ : A → B in cdga≤0. Recall that it induces f ∗ : B ⊗A Ω

1
A →

Ω1
B . Assume that X = Spec(A) is endowed with an n-shifted symplectic structure ω. By construction we

have a quasi-isomorphism
ω♭0 :TX → LX [n].

▷ An isotropic structure on f with respect to ω is a null-homotopy η : f ∗ω∼ 0. It is given by a series
(ηk )k≥0 of forms ηk of weight 2+k and degree 1+n such that

f ∗ω0 = δη0 and f ∗ωk+1 = δηk+1 +dηk ∀k ≥ 0.

Graphically:

weight = 4 η2 f ∗ω2

weight = 3 η1 f ∗ω1

weight = 2 η0 f ∗ω0

deg = 1+n deg = 2+n

δ

d

d

δ

d

δ

Recall that we have a morphism T f :TB → B ⊗ATA . The equality f ∗ω0 = δη0 says that η0 is a homotopy
between 0 and

f ∗ω0 :
∧2

B TB
∧2T f−−−→ B ⊗A

∧2
ATA

id⊗ω0−−−−→ B ⊗A A[n] = B [n].

Definition 4.9. A lagrangian structure on f is an isotropic structure η such that η0 is non-degenerate in
the sense of Definition 3.10.

Lagrangian structures for derived affine schemes enjoy the same (well, opposite) features as the lin-
ear ones, that is:

(i) [1] a lagrangian structure on a morphism X → pt to the point endowed with the tricial n-shifted
symplectic structure is the same thing as a (n −1)-shifted structure on X ;
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(ii) [1] lagrangian correspondences compose well by derived fiber product. More precisely, consider
n-shifted symplectic affine derived schemes Xk = Spec(Ak ), k ∈ {1,2,3}, and lagrangian mor-
phisms Spec(Ckℓ) = Zkℓ → Xk × X ℓ (where X means that we consider the opposite symplectic
structure) for kℓ ∈ {12,23}. The derived fiber product here is

Z13 := Z12
h×

X2
Z23 = Spec

(
C12

L⊗
A2

C23

)
=: Spec(C13)

and thanks to (3) we have the following diagrams, the second one being made of homotopy pull-
backs of C13-dg-modules:

Z13

Z12 Z23

X1 X2 X3

=⇒

T13

T12 T23

T1 ≃ L1[n] T2 ≃ L2[n] T3 ≃ L3[n]

L13[n]

L12[n] L23[n]

where Tk =C13 ⊗Ak TAk =C13 ⊗Ak TXk , Tkℓ =C13 ⊗Ckℓ TCkℓ =C13 ⊗Ckℓ TZkℓ , same for L?.

(iii) [4] genuine smooth lagrangian subschemes are examples of lagrangian morphisms.

A blend of these three properties yields a very important class of examples : critical loci. The de-
rived approach of those recently led to great improvements for instance in obstruction and Donaldson–
Thomas theories. Concretely, consider an honest differentiable function f : X → k and set X1 = X3 =
Spec(k) = {pt}, X2 = T ∗X the à-shifted symplectic usual cotangent bundle, df : Z12 = X → T ∗X , 0 : Z23 =
X → T ∗X the zero section. Then we get that the derived critical locus

dCrit( f ) := X
h×

0 T ∗X df
X

is (−1)-shifted symplectic. This should be thougth as a derived enhancement of the intersection {(x,0)}∩
{(x,dfx )} of two lagrangian subvaieties of T ∗X , which might in tun be identified with {x | dfx = 0} ⊆ X .

4.3 Two examples of derived zero loci

We slightly generalize what is above by considering any closed 1-form λ : X → T ∗X and then consider
the derived zero locus

dZ(λ) := X
h×

0 T ∗X λ
X

which is (−1)-shifted symplectic.

▷ Consider X = Spec(k[x]) and λ=α(x)dx. In this case,

T ∗X ∼=A2 = Spec
(
k[x, y]

)
with ω= d x ∧d y =ω0.

The 0 section corresponds to Example 4.7 where we used the semi-free resolution k[x, y] → k[x, y,ξ] ≃
k[x], with δ(ξ) = y . We get

O (dZ(λ)) =k[x, y,ξ] ⊗
k[x,y] α

k[x] ≃ (
k[x,ξ] : δ(ξ) =α(x)

)
.

The differential can thus be written as δ = α∂ξ. In order to compute the (−1)-shifted symplectic struc-
ture on the derived intersection, we first have to understand what is the null-homotopy ω ∼ 0 in the
resolution k[x, y,ξ]. We have η0 = η= d x ∧dξ :

dη= 0 and δη0 = δd x ∧dξ+d x ∧δdξ= d x ∧d y =ω.
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Therefore, the (−1)-shifted symplectic structure on O (dZ(λ)) is d x ∧dξ.

▷ If λ= df = x2d x, that is, f = 1
3 x3, then

O (dZ(λ)) =O
(
dCrit( 1

3 x3)
)≃ (

k[x,ξ] : δ= x2∂ξ
)≃ k[x]/x2.

This cdga carries a (−1)-shifted symplectic structure and we recover a fact already noticed in Exam-
ple 4.3: the tangent complex of k[x]/x2 carries a linear (−1)-shifted symplectic structure.
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