
CALABI–YAU STRUCTURES ON DERIVED AND SINGULARITY

CATEGORIES OF SYMMETRIC ORDERS

NORIHIRO HANIHARA AND JUNYANG LIU

Abstract. We construct left and right Calabi–Yau structures on derived respectively
singularity categories of symmetric orders Λ over commutative Gorenstein rings R. For
this, we first construct Calabi–Yau structures over R by lifting Amiot’s construction of
Calabi–Yau structures on Verdier quotients to the dg level. Then we prove base change
properties relating Calabi–Yau structures over R to those over the base field k. As a result,
we prove the existence of a right Calabi–Yau structure on the dg singularity category
associated with Λ which is a cyclic lift of the weak Calabi–Yau structure constructed
by the first-named author and Iyama. We also show the existence of a left Calabi–
Yau structure on the dg bounded derived category of Λ. This is a non-commutative
generalization of a result by Brav and Dyckerhoff. By combining the existence of the right
Calabi–Yau structure on the dg singularity category with a structure theorem by Keller
and the second-named author, we deduce that under suitable hypotheses, the singularity
category associated with Λ is triangle equivalent to a generalized cluster category in the
sense of Amiot.
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1. Introduction

Calabi–Yau triangulated categories are ubiquitous and of great interest in various areas
of mathematics. They play an important role in algebraic geometry (notably in mirror
symmetry), singularity theory, representation theory, and many other subjects. Let k
be a field and d an integer. Recall that a k-linear Hom-finite triangulated category C is
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2 NORIHIRO HANIHARA AND JUNYANG LIU

d-Calabi–Yau if it is endowed with bifunctorial bijections

HomC(X,Y ) ∼−−→ DHomC(Y,Σ
dX) , X, Y ∈ C ,

where D denotes the duality over k.
On the other hand, it is well-known that one should work with enhancements of triangu-

lated categories, which provide us with additional tools for comparing such categories. Here
we employ dg(=differential graded) enhancements [18]. Following [28, 4, 22], we use (left
and right) Calabi–Yau structures on a dg category to enhance the Calabi–Yau property of
a triangulated category. We recall them in section 3.2.

In this article, we focus on Calabi–Yau structures appearing in Cohen–Macaulay rep-
resentation theory [29, 23], namely, the derived and singularity categories of commutative
Gorenstein rings, or more generally, symmetric orders. Let k be a field and Λ a noetherian
k-algebra. The singularity category [5, 25] associated with Λ is, by definition, the Verdier
quotient

sg Λ = Db(modΛ)/perΛ

of the bounded derived category of finitely generated Λ-modules by the perfect derived
category of Λ.

Let us first discuss the singularity category associated with a symmetric order. The
classical Auslander–Reiten duality [3] implies that for a symmetric order Λ of Krull di-
mension d which has an isolated singularity, the associated singularity category sg Λ is
a (d − 1)-Calabi–Yau triangulated category. The first aim of this paper is to construct a
right Calabi–Yau structure on the canonical dg enhancement of sg Λ, enhancing Auslander–
Reiten’s Calabi–Yau structure.

The first main result gives a general framework for constructing Calabi–Yau structures
on dg quotients. Essentially, we work with dg categories over a commutative ring R. In
section 4.2, we introduce a construction which lifts Amiot’s approach to the construction
of Serre functors on Verdier quotients to the dg level. Inspired by [20], we prove that this
construction can be interpreted as applying the connecting morphism in dual Hochschild
homology. Moreover, we show that the connecting morphism preserves non-degeneracy
under mild assumptions.

Theorem A (see Theorem 4.3.1 for details). Let d be an integer and R a commutative
ring. Let A, B, and C be small dg R-categories and

0 B A C 0

an exact sequence of dg categories. Denote the functor RHomR(?, R) by D.

a) The connecting morphism

δ : H−d(DHH(B)) −→ H1−d(DHH(C))
is an enhancement of Amiot’s construction, cf. section 4.2.

b) Suppose that the canonical morphism A → DDA in D(Ae) is an isomorphism. If
the canonical morphism A → RHomB(A,A) in D(Ae) is an isomorphism, then the
connecting morphism δ preserves non-degeneracy.

In particular, we lift Amiot’s construction of Serre functors for certain Verdier quotients
and the criterion of non-degeneracy in Theorem 1.3 of [1] to the level of dg categories, cf. Re-
mark 4.3.2. Lemma 4.3.4 shows that our condition on the morphism A → RHomB(A,A)
is a suitable dg version of the ‘local cover’ condition in Amiot’s criterion. We refer to
Lemma 4.3.5 for an alternative equivalent condition.

We apply Theorem A to the singularity categories associated with symmetric orders.
Let k be a field and R a commutative Gorenstein k-algebra of Krull dimension d. Denote
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by MaxkdR the set of maximal ideals of R of height at least d whose residue fields are finite-
dimensional over k. Let Λ be a symmetric R-order whose singular locus is contained in
MaxkdR. Applying Theorem A to A = Dbdg(modΛ), B = perdgΛ, and C = sgdgΛ, we deduce

in Proposition 5.1.2 that the dg singularity category sgdgΛ has a right (−1)-Calabi–Yau
structure over R. In Proposition 5.1.4, we show a base change property which relates (weak)
right Calabi–Yau structures over R to those over k. By combining Propositions 5.1.2 and
5.1.4 we obtain the following result.

Theorem B (=Theorem 5.1.5). Let k be a field and R a commutative Gorenstein k-algebra
of Krull dimension d. Let Λ be a symmetric R-order satisfying SingRΛ ⊆ MaxkdR. Then
the dg category sgdgΛ carries a right (d− 1)-Calabi–Yau structure over k.

This genuine right (d−1)-Calabi–Yau structure over k on the dg category sgdgΛ is a lift
of the weak right (d−1)-Calabi–Yau structure over k constructed in part (2) of Theorem 3.6
of [10].

Recall that if A is a smooth connective dg algebra endowed with a left d-Calabi–Yau
structure in the sense of Brav–Dyckerhoff [4], then its associated (generalized) cluster
category in the sense of Amiot [1] is the idempotent completion of the Verdier quotient
perA/pvdA of the perfect derived category of A by its thick subcategory pvdA whose
objects are the dg A-modules with perfect underlying dg k-modules. By combining Theo-
rem B with the structure theorem of [20] we establish a triangle equivalence between the
singularity category sg Λ and the cluster category associated with a deformed dg prepro-
jective algebra.

Corollary C (=Corollary 5.1.6). Let k be a field of characteristic 0 and (R,m) a complete
commutative Gorenstein local k-algebra of Krull dimension d ≥ 2. Let Λ be a symmetric
R-order satisfying SingRΛ ⊆ {m}. Suppose that the triangulated category sg Λ contains a
(d − 1)-cluster-tilting object. Then there exists a d-dimensional deformed dg preprojective
algebra Π such that sg Λ is triangle equivalent to the associated cluster category CΠ.

From the perspective of realizing the singularity category as the cluster category associ-
ated with a deformed dg preprojective algebra, Corollary C concludes a development which
started with the result of Keller–Reiten [21]. They proved that the singularity category
associated with the invariant algebra of CJx, y, zK under the diagonal Z/3Z-action is tri-
angle equivalent to the cluster category associated with the 3-Kronecker quiver. This was
generalized to suitable higher-dimensional cyclic quotient singularities by Thanhoffer de
Völcsey–Van den Bergh [6] (based on the work of Amiot–Iyama–Reiten [2]), who obtained
the above dg algebra A using Van den Bergh’s superpotential theorem [27]. A generaliza-
tion to suitable 3-dimensional non-cyclic quotient singularities is due to Kalck–Yang [15],
who relied on Ginzburg’s [8] to obtain the required 3-dimensional Ginzburg dg algebra A.
Most recently, the second-named author generalized [24] their result to arbitrary dimen-
sions. Corollary C is a significant generalization (respectively, refinement) of these results
insofar as we prove that A is a deformed dg preprojective algebra.

We refer to [15, 9] for general results on realizing an algebraic triangulated category as
the Verdier quotient perA/pvdA for a smooth connective dg algebra A (not necessarily a
deformed dg preprojective algebra). We also refer to [14, 10] for a different approach to
constructing triangle equivalences between singularity categories and cluster categories.

We also study left Calabi–Yau structures on the dg bounded derived categories of sym-
metric orders. As in the case of right Calabi–Yau structures, we give a base change property
which relates weak left Calabi–Yau structures over R to those over k in Proposition 5.2.4.
It leads to the following result.
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Theorem D (=Theorem 5.2.5). Let k be a perfect field and R a finitely generated com-
mutative Gorenstein k-algebra of Krull dimension d. Let Λ be a symmetric R-order. Then
the dg category Dbdg(modΛ) carries a left d-Calabi–Yau structure over k.

This is a generalization of the result in Proposition 5.12 of [4], which shows that the
dg category Dbdg(modR) carries a left d-Calabi–Yau structure, extending the result from
commutative Gorenstein algebras to symmetric orders. As a consequence, the dg quotient
sgdgΛ also carries a left d-Calabi–Yau structure over k, cf. Corollary 5.2.6.

Acknowledgments. The authors are grateful to Bernhard Keller for valuable comments
and suggestions.

The first-named author is supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers JP22KJ0737
and JP25K17233.

2. Notation

The following notation is used throughout the article: We let k be a field. Algebras have
units and morphisms of algebras preserve the units. Modules are unital right modules.
For a commutative ground ring R, we assume that R acts centrally on all bimodules we
consider. For a ring A, we denote the category of finitely generated A-modules by modA.
The degree of a homogeneous element a in a graded vector space is denoted by |a|. We
denote the shift functor of graded vector spaces by Σ. We use cohomological grading so
that differentials are of degree 1. For a commutative ground ring R and a dg R-algebra A,
we write Ae for the dg enveloping algebra A⊗RAop and denote the functors RHomR(?, R)
and RHomAe(?, Ae) by D respectively ∨. For an algebraic triangulated category C, we
write Cdg for its canonical dg enhancement.

3. Preliminaries

3.1. Singularity categories. For a noetherian ring Λ, we write Db(modΛ) for the bound-
ed derived category of finitely generated Λ-modules. Its thick subcategory generated by
the free Λ-module of rank one is the perfect derived category perΛ. The singularity category
associated with Λ is defined [5, 25] as the Verdier quotient

sg Λ = Db(modΛ)/perΛ .

When Λ is a module-finite algebra over a commutative noetherian ring, the singularity
category sg Λ vanishes if and only if each Λ-module has finite projective dimension. A
commutative noetherian ring of finite Krull dimension is Gorenstein if it has finite injective
dimension as a module over itself. Let R be a commutative Gorenstein ring. A module-
finite R-algebra Λ is a symmetric R-order if we have an isomorphism Λ → RHomR(Λ, R)
in D(Λe).

3.2. Calabi–Yau structures. In this section, we recall the necessary background on
Hochschild and cyclic homologies, left and right Calabi–Yau structures. Fix a commu-
tative ring R as the ground ring. We work in the setting of dg R-algebras but everything
generalizes to the setting of small dg R-categories.

Following section 1 of [16], a mixed complex over R is a dg module over the dg algebra
Λ = R[t]/(t2), where t is an indeterminate of degree −1 satisfying d(t) = 0. For a dg
R-algebra A which is flat as a dg R-module, its mixed complex M(A) is defined as follows.
Its underlying complex is defined to be the cone of the map 1 − τ from the sum total
complex B+(A) of

· · · A⊗R3 A⊗R2 Ab′ b′
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to the sum total complex C(A) of

· · · A⊗R3 A⊗R2 A .b b

Here τ maps a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ap to

(−1)(|ap|+1)(p−1+|a1|+···+|ap−1|)ap ⊗ a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ap−1 ,

the differential of A⊗Rp maps a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ap to

p∑
i=1

(−1)i−1+|a1|+···+|ai−1|a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ d(ai)⊗ · · · ⊗ ap ,

the map b is the differential of the Hochschild chain complex and b′ is induced by that of
the augmented bar resolution. Explicitly, the differential b maps a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ap to

p−1∑
i=1

(−1)i−1+|a1|+···+|ai|a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ aiai+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ap

+ (−1)(|ap|+1)(p+|a1|+···+|ap−1|)−1apa1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ap−1

and b′ maps a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ap to

p−1∑
i=1

(−1)i−1+|a1|+···+|ai|a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ aiai+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ap .

The Λ-module structure on M(A) is determined by the action of t, which vanishes on
B+(A) and maps the component A⊗Rp of C(A) to the corresponding component of B+(A)

via the map
∑p−1

i=0 τ
i.

The Hochschild complex HH(A) of A is defined to be the underlying complex of M(A).
By construction, we have the canonical triangle

B+(A) C(A) M(A) ΣB+(A)
1−τ

in D(R). The complex B+(A) is contractible (since it is the sum total complex of a
contractible complex of complexes) so that the morphism C(A) → M(A) is a quasi-
isomorphism. This shows that our definition of the Hochschild complex coincides with
the classical one up to a canonical quasi-isomorphism.

Let pR be the minimal cofibrant resolution of R as a dg Λ-module. The cyclic complex
HC(A) of A is defined to be the complex M(A)⊗ΛpR. The negative cyclic complex HN(A)
of A is defined to be the complex HomCdg(Λ)(pR,M(A)). Their homologies are called

Hochschild homology HH∗(A), cyclic homology HC∗(A), negative cyclic homology HN∗(A),
respectively. We have the ISB triangle

HH(A) HC(A) Σ2HC(A) ΣHH(A)I S B

in the homotopy category of complexes which relates Hochschild and cyclic complexes.
We write D(A) for the (unbounded) derived category of A. Its thick subcategory gener-

ated by the free dg A-module of rank one is the perfect derived category perA. It consists
of compact objects in D(A). Recall that A is smooth if A is perfect over Ae.

We now recall the notions of Calabi–Yau structures from section 3 of the original article
[4], section 4 of the article [28] or section 10.3 of the survey article [22]. Fix an integer

d. Let A be a smooth dg R-algebra. A left d-Calabi–Yau structure on A is a class [ξ̃] in
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HNd(A) whose image [ξ] under the canonical map HNd(A) → HHd(A) is non-degenerate,
i.e. the morphism ΣdA∨ → A in D(Ae) obtained from [ξ] via

HHd(A) H−d(RHomAe(A∨, A)) HomD(Ae)(Σ
dA∨, A)∼ ∼

is an isomorphism.
Let A be a dg R-algebra. A right d-Calabi–Yau structure on A is a class [x̃] in

H−d(DHC(A)) whose image [x] under the canonical mapH−d(DHC(A))→ H−d(DHH(A))
is non-degenerate, i.e. the morphism A→ Σ−dDA in D(Ae) obtained from [x] via

H−d(DHH(A)) H−d(RHomAe(A,DA)) HomD(Ae)(A,Σ
−dDA)∼ ∼

is an isomorphism.
For an arbitrary dg R-algebra (not necessarily being flat as a dg R-module), the above

notions are defined as applying the corresponding constructions to a quasi-isomorphic dg
R-algebra which is flat as a dg R-module.

Let k be a field as the ground ring. Recall that a k-linear category is Hom-finite if all
morphism spaces between its objects are finite-dimensional over k. A k-linear Hom-finite
triangulated category C is d-Calabi–Yau if it is endowed with bifunctorial bijections

HomC(X,Y ) ∼−−→ DHomC(Y,Σ
dX) , X, Y ∈ C ,

By definition, a right d-Calabi–Yau structure on a pretriangulated dg k-category A yields
a d-Calabi–Yau structure on the triangulated category H0(A).

4. Morphisms of triangles as connecting morphisms

We use the following setting throughout this section. Let R be a commutative ring.
We consider it as the ground ring. We work in the setting of dg R-categories which
are flat as dg R-modules but everything generalizes to the setting of arbitrary dg
R-categories (not necessarily being flat as dg R-modules). In the general case, we re-
place these dg R-categories with quasi-equivalent dg R-categories which are flat as dg
R-modules, cf. part 3) of Proposition 2.3 of [26]. Let A, B, and C be small dg R-categories
which are flat as dg R-modules and

(4.0.1) 0 B A C 0I Q

an exact sequence of dg categories, i.e. the sequence

0 D(B) D(A) D(C) 0LI∗ LQ∗

of triangulated categories is exact.

4.1. Connecting morphisms in dual Hochschild homology. By Theorem 3.1 of [17],
the exact sequence (4.0.1) of dg categories yields the triangle

(4.1.1) HH(B) HH(A) HH(C) ΣHH(B)

in D(R). Notice that this triangle can be obtained as follows. It is well-known that the
exact sequence (4.0.1) of dg categories gives rise to the triangle

(4.1.2) A
L
⊗B A A C ΣA

L
⊗B A

in D(Ae). Applying the triangle functor A
L
⊗Ae ? to it yields the triangle (4.1.1).
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If we dualize the triangle (4.1.1) and take homology, we obtain the long exact sequence

Hp−1(DHH(B)) Hp(DHH(C)) Hp(DHH(A)) Hp(DHH(B))δ

in dual Hochschild homology with the connecting morphism δ.

4.2. A dg enhancement of Amiot’s construction. Let d be an integer. The aim of
this section is to give a construction which assigns a morphism ∆(f) : C → Σ1−dDC in
D(Ce) to a given morphism f : B → Σ−dDB in D(Be). In fact, this construction will give
an interpretation of the one given in [10] in terms of dual Hochschild homology.

We start with the following observation. It shows that the given morphism f in D(Be)
canonically yields certain morphisms in D(Ae).

Lemma 4.2.1. Let I : B → A be a quasi-fully faithful dg functor. Then we have the
canonical bijections

φ : HomD(Be)(B,Σ−dDB) HomD(Ae)(A,Σ−dD(A
L
⊗B A))∼

and

ψ : HomD(Ae)(A
L
⊗B A,Σ−dDA) HomD(Be)(B,Σ−dDB) .∼

Proof. Since the dg functor I is quasi-fully faithful, the restriction of the dg Ae-module A
to Be is isomorphic to B in D(Be). Then the bijectivity of φ follows from the adjunction

(?
L
⊗Ae Ae,RHomBe(Ae, ?))

induced by the dg Ae-Be-bimodule Ae and the bijectivity of ψ follows from the adjunction

(?
L
⊗Be Ae,RHomAe(Ae, ?))

induced by the dg Be-Ae-bimodule Ae.
√

Using these bijections, our construction is summarized as follows.

Proposition 4.2.2. Consider the diagram

(4.2.1)

A
L
⊗B A A C Σ(A

L
⊗B A)

Σ−dDA Σ−dD(A
L
⊗B A) Σ1−dDC Σ1−dDA

ψ(f) φ(f) ∆̄(f) Σψ(f)

in D(Ae) with the top row the triangle (4.1.2) and the bottom row its rotated dual.

a) The left square is commutative.
b) There exists a morphism ∆̄(f) : C → Σ1−dDC in D(Ae) such that the middle and

right squares are commutative. Moreover, it is uniquely determined by the commu-
tativity of the middle or the right square.

Proof. a) Since the square

D(B
L
⊗Be B) D((A

L
⊗B A)

L
⊗Ae A)

D(A
L
⊗Ae (A

L
⊗B A)) D((A

L
⊗B A)

L
⊗Ae (A

L
⊗B A)

∼

≀ ≀

∼
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in D(R) is commutative, by adjunctions and taking homology, we obtain the commutative
square

HomD(Be)(B,Σ−dDB) HomD(Ae)(A
L
⊗B A,Σ−dDA)

HomD(Ae)(A,Σ−dD(A
L
⊗B A)) HomD(Ae)(A

L
⊗B A,Σ−dD(A

L
⊗B A)) .

∼

≀ ≀

∼

Therefore, the images of φ(f) and ψ(f) in the lower right corner coincide, which precisely
means the desired commutativity.

b) By part a) and the axiom of triangulated categories, there is a morphism ∆̄(f)
completing the diagram (4.2.1) into a morphism of triangles in D(Ae). It is uniquely
determined by the commutativity of the middle square because the complex

RHomAe(A
L
⊗B A, DC) D((A

L
⊗B A)

L
⊗Ae C) D(B

L
⊗Be C)∼ ∼

in D(R) vanishes. It is uniquely determined by the commutativity of the right square
because the complex

RHomAe(C, D(A
L
⊗B A)) D(C

L
⊗Ae (A

L
⊗B A)) D(C

L
⊗Be B)∼ ∼

in D(R) vanishes.
√

Finally, since the sequence (4.0.1) of dg categories is exact, the dg functor Q is a local-
ization and hence so is Qe. We denote the composed map

HomD(Be)(B,Σ−dDB) HomD(Ae)(C,Σ1−dDC) HomD(Ce)(C,Σ1−dDC)∆̄ ∼

by ∆.

4.3. Connecting morphisms and the dg enhancement of Amiot’s construction.
We are now in the position to state the first main result of this article which gives a
description of the connecting morphism as the construction in the previous section. This
is an interpretation of the construction in [10] in terms of dual Hochschild homology. We
state the result under the setting that the dg R-categories A, B, and C are flat as dg
R-modules but it generalizes to the setting of arbitrary dg R-categories by replacing them
with quasi-equivalent dg R-categories which are flat as dg R-modules.

Theorem 4.3.1. Let d be an integer and R a commutative ring. Let A, B, and C be small
dg R-categories which are flat as dg R-modules and

0 B A C 0I Q

an exact sequence of dg categories.

a) The following square containing the connecting morphism δ and the map ∆ in
section 4.2 is commutative.

H−d(DHH(B)) H1−d(DHH(C))

HomD(Be)(B,Σ−dDB) HomD(Ce)(C,Σ1−dDC)

δ

≀ ≀

∆
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b) Suppose that the canonical morphism A → DDA in D(Ae) is an isomorphism. If
the canonical morphism A → RHomB(A,A) in D(Ae) is an isomorphism, then the
connecting morphism δ preserves non-degeneracy.

Remark 4.3.2.

a) The assignment f 7→ ∆(f) is a lift of Amiot’s construction [1] to the dg level. In
fact, Remark 5.3.4 of [20] shows that the connecting morphism in dual Hochschild
homology is a lift of Amiot’s construction to the dg level. The statement follows by
combining this result with part a) of Theorem 4.3.1.

b) Part b) of Theorem 4.3.1 is a lift of Theorem 1.3 of [1] to the dg level. In fact, the
condition that the canonical morphism A → RHomB(A,A) is an isomorphism is a
suitable dg version of the ‘local cover’ condition, cf. Lemma 4.3.4.

c) We also give an equivalent condition at the dg level for the canonical morphism
A → RHomB(A,A) being an isomorphism, which means that the dg category A is
required to be no larger than the localizing completion of B, cf. Lemma 4.3.5.

We prepare the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3.3. Under the assumptions of part b) of Theorem 4.3.1, the bijections φ and
ψ in Lemma 4.2.1 preserves isomorphisms.

Proof. Let f : B → Σ−dDB be an isomorphism in D(Be). We first prove that the morphism

φ(f) : A → Σ−dD(A
L
⊗B A) in D(Ae) is an isomorphism. By Lemma 4.2.1, it suffices to

show that the morphism η : A → RHomBe(Ae,B), determined by the unit of the adjunction

(?
L
⊗Ae Ae,RHomBe(Ae, ?)), is an isomorphism.
By diagram chasing, the diagram

(4.3.1)

A Be(Ae,B) Be(Ae,Σ−dDB)

B(A,A) D(Ae
L
⊗Be ΣdB)

B(A, DBe(Ae, DB)) B(A, DBe(Ae,ΣdB)) B(A, DΣdA)

η

≀

Be (Ae,f)

∼

≀

≀

B(A,DBe (Ae,Σdf))

∼
B(A,DΣdη)

≀

in D(Ae) is commutative. In this diagram, we write B(?,−) for RHomB(?,−) and similarly
for Be(?,−).

We claim that the restriction of the morphism η to A⊗R Bop is an isomorphism. Since
the restriction of the dg Ae-module A to Be is isomorphic to B in D(Be), the restriction of
the morphism RHomB(A, DΣdη) to A ⊗R Bop is an isomorphism. By the commutativity
of the restriction of the diagram (4.3.1) to A⊗R Bop, the restriction of the morphism η to
A⊗R Bop is an isomorphism.

Now this claim shows that the morphism DΣdη in D(B ⊗R Aop) is an isomorphism and
hence so is the morphism RHomB(A, DΣdη) in D(Ae). Then by the commutativity of the
diagram (4.3.1), the morphism η is an isomorphism. We conclude that the morphism φ(f)
is an isomorphism. Similarly, the morphism ψ(f) is an isomorphism.

√

Proof of Theorem 4.3.1. a) By part b) of Proposition 4.2.2, the map ∆̄ is determined by the
property that ∆̄(f) makes the middle and right squares of the diagram (4.2.1) commutative
for all f : B → Σ−dDB in D(De). Therefore, the map ∆ fits into the following commutative
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diagram.

Be(B,Σ−dDB) Ae(A
L
⊗B A,Σ−dDA)

Ae(A,Σ−dD(A
L
⊗B A)) Ae(C,Σ1−dDA)

Ae(A,Σ1−dDC) Ce(C,Σ1−dDC)

∼

≀

∆

≀

∼

In this diagram, we write Ae(?,−) for HomD(Ae)(?,−) and similarly for Be(?,−) and

Ce(?,−). Via adjunctions, this diagram is isomorphic to the following one.

H−d(D(B
L
⊗Be B)) H−d(D((A

L
⊗B A)

L
⊗Ae A))

H−d(D(A
L
⊗Ae (A

L
⊗B A))) H1−d(D(C

L
⊗Ae A))

H1−d(D(A
L
⊗Ae C)) H1−d(D(C

L
⊗Ce C))

∼

≀

δ

≀

∼

This shows that the connecting morphism δ and the map ∆ are compatible via adjunctions.
b) This is an immediate consequence of part a), Lemma 4.3.3, and Proposition 4.2.2.

√

We give some remarks concerning the local cover condition.

Lemma 4.3.4 ([11]). Let A and B be pretriangulated dg categories and I : B → A a quasi-
fully faithful dg functor. Suppose that for any objects X and Y in H0(A), we have a local
H0(I)-cover of X relative to Y in the sense of Definition 1.2 of [1]. Then the canonical
morphism A → RHomB(A,A) in D(Ae) is an isomorphism.

Proof. For an object X in H0(A), we write X∧ for the dg A-module A(?, X). It suffices
to show that for any objects X and Y in H0(A) and integer p, the induced map

HomD(A)(X
∧, (ΣpY )∧) HomD(B)(X

∧, (ΣpY )∧)

in homology is bijective. Let H0(I)B0 → X be a local H0(I)-cover of X relative to ΣpY .
We complete it to the triangle

X1 H0(I)B0 X ΣX1

in H0(A). Let H0(I)B1 → X1 be a local H0(I)-cover of X1 relative to ΣpY . Then we
have the exact sequence

0 H0(A)(X,ΣpY ) H0(A)(H0(I)B0,Σ
pY ) H0(A)(H0(I)B1,Σ

pY ) .

It yields the following commutative diagram

0 A(X
∧, (ΣpY )∧) A((H

0(I)B0)
∧, (ΣpY )∧) A((H

0(I)B1)
∧, (ΣpY )∧)

0 B(X
∧, (ΣpY )∧) B(B

∧
0 , (Σ

pY )∧) B(B
∧
1 , (Σ

pY )∧)

≀ ≀
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with exact rows. In this diagram, we write A(?,−) for HomD(A)(?,−) and similarly for

B(?,−). Since the middle and right vertical maps are bijective, by the Five Lemma, so is
the left one.

√

Lemma 4.3.5. Let A and B be dg categories and I : B → A a dg functor. Then the
following are equivalent.

i) The dg functor I is quasi-fully faithful and the the restriction functor

RI∗ : perA → D(B)

is fully faithful.
ii) There exists a quasi-fully faithful dg functor J : A → Ddg(B) such that the compo-

sition J ◦ I is the Yoneda dg functor.

Proof. Let us prove the implication from i) to ii). Let J be the composed dg functor

A perdgA Ddg(B) ,

where the first dg functor is determined by the Yoneda dg functor and the second dg
functor is determined by restriction. Since the restriction functor RI∗ : perA → D(B) is
fully faithful, the dg functor J is quasi-fully faithful. Because the dg functor I is quasi-fully
faithful, the composed dg functor J ◦ I is naturally isomorphic to the Yoneda dg functor.
This implies the statement.

We now prove the implication from ii) to i). The quasi-full faithfulness of the dg functor
I follows from that of J ◦ I and J . Since the dg functor J is quasi-fully faithful, the unit
1D(A)

∼−→ RJ∗ ◦ LJ∗ is a natural isomorphism. So we have the composed natural isomor-
phism

RI∗ RI∗ ◦ RJ∗ ◦ LJ∗ R(J ◦ I)∗ ◦ LJ∗ .∼ ∼

We have the commutative square

H0(A) D(B)

perA per (Ddg(B)) ,

H0(J)

≀

LJ∗

where the vertical functors are determined by the Yoneda functors. Since the functor
R(J ◦ I)∗ is the quasi-inverse of the functor D(B) ∼−→ per (Ddg(B)) and perA is the thick
subcategory generated by the image of the functor H0(A)→ perA, the full faithfulness of
the restriction functor RI∗ : perA → D(B) follows from that of the functor H0(J).

√

5. Calabi–Yau structures on bounded derived categories and singularity
categories

We construct Calabi–Yau structures on derived and singularity categories of symmetric
R-orders. This is done by first constructing Calabi–Yau structures over the commutative
base ring R, and then transferring them to Calabi–Yau structures over the base field k
via the ‘base change’ formulas formulated in Propositions 5.1.4 and 5.2.4. It is therefore
essential to distinguish the base rings explicitly. For a commutative ring R and a dg
R-category A, we write DR for the functor RHomR(?, R) and AeR for the dg category
A⊗RAop. We write HH(A/R) and HC(A/R) for the Hochschild complex respectively the
cyclic complex over R of A. Unadorned above notation is over k.
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5.1. Right Calabi–Yau structures on sgdgΛ. We now study the dg singularity cate-
gories associated with symmetric orders. The first observation is standard.

Lemma 5.1.1. Let R be a commutative ring and A a connective dg R-algebra. Then the
canonical map

Hp(DRHC(A/R)) −→ Hp(DRHH(A/R))

is bijective for all non-positive integers p.

Proof. For simplicity, we omit the R in the adorned notation to write D, HH, and HC. If
we apply the triangle functor D = RHomR(?, R) to the ISB triangle

HH(A) HC(A) Σ2HC(A) ΣHH(A)I S B

and then take homology, we obtain the long exact sequence

Hp−2(DHC(A)) Hp(DHC(A)) Hp(DHH(A)) Hp−1(DHC(A)) .

Since the dg algebra A is connective, the homology of the complex DHC(A) vanishes in
all negative degrees. Then this implies the statement.

√

Recall that a (not necessarily commutative) noetherian ring is Iwanaga–Gorenstein if it
has finite injective dimension as both a left and a right module over itself. For an Iwanaga–
Gorenstein ring Λ, the singularity category sg Λ is triangle equivalent to the stable category
of the category Gproj Λ of finitely generated Gorenstein projective Λ-modules. The above
lemma yields the following refinement of Theorem 3.3 of [10].

Proposition 5.1.2. Let R be a commutative Gorenstein ring and Λ a symmetric R-order.
Then the dg category sgdgΛ carries a right (−1)-Calabi–Yau structure over R.

Proof. For simplicity, we omit the R in the adorned notation to write D, HH, and HC.
Denote the dg categoriesDbdg(modΛ), perdgΛ, sgdgΛ byA, B, C, respectively. After possibly
replacing them with quasi-equivalent dg R-categories, we may and will assume that they
are flat as dg R-modules.

Since Λ is a symmetric R-order, we have a non-degenerate class in H0(DHH(Λ)). By
Lemma 5.1.1, it lifts uniquely to the class in H0(DHC(Λ)) which is a right 0-Calabi–Yau
structure over R on Λ. Since the dg category B is derived Morita equivalent to the algebra
Λ, we obtain a right 0-Calabi–Yau structure over R on B, which is denoted by [x̃]. The
exact sequence

0 B A C 0

of dg categories yields a commutative square

H0(DHC(B)) H1(DHC(C))

H0(DHH(B)) H1(DHH(C))

δ̃

δ

with the horizontal maps the connecting morphisms. We claim that the class δ̃([x̃]) is
a right (−1)-Calabi–Yau structure over R on C. Denote the underlying Hochschild class
of [x̃] by [x]. It suffices to show that the class δ([x]) is non-degenerate. To prove this,
we verify the conditions in part b) of Theorem 4.3.1. It is well-known that the canonical
morphism A → DDA in D(Ae) is an isomorphism, cf. the implication from (iv) to (i)
in Proposition V.2.1 of [12]. On the other hand, by the implication from ii) to i) in
Lemma 4.3.5, the canonical morphism A → RHomB(A,A) in D(Ae) is an isomorphism.
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Therefore, by part b) of Theorem 4.3.1, the class δ([x]) is non-degenerate. We conclude

that the class δ̃([x̃]) is a right (−1)-Calabi–Yau structure over R on C.
√

Next we relate this Calabi–Yau structure over R to that over k. Recall that the support
SuppM of a module M over a commutative ring R is defined as the set of prime ideals of
R such that the the localizations of M at them do not vanish. For a dg R-category C, we
define its support Supp C as the union of SuppHp(C(X,Y )), where X and Y run through
the objects in C and p through the integers. We first note that R-linear invariants of a dg
R-category are supported on its support.

Lemma 5.1.3. Let R be a commutative ring and C a dg R-category. Then the Hochschild
homology HHp(C/R) and cyclic homology HCp(C/R) are supported on Supp C for all inte-
gers p. In particular, if the homology Hp(C(X,Y )) is of finite length as an R-module for
all objects X and Y in C and integers p, then HHp(C/R) and HCp(C/R) are supported on
maximal ideals for all integers p.

Proof. After possibly replacing C with a quasi-equivalent dg R-category, we may and will
assume that it is flat as a dg R-module. For any prime ideal p of R, since the localization
at p is an exact functor, we have the isomorphisms

HH∗(C/R)⊗R Rp H−∗(HH(C/R)⊗R Rp) HH∗(Cp/Rp) .
∼ ∼

Similarly for cyclic homology. Then the first statement is clear. The second statement
follows from the fact that R-modules of finite length are supported on maximal ideals.

√

For a commutative k-algebra R, we denote by MaxkdR the set of maximal ideals of R
of height at least d whose residue fields are finite-dimensional over k. We now state an
important relationship between right Calabi–Yau structures over R and right Calabi–Yau
structures over k.

Proposition 5.1.4. Let R be a commutative Gorenstein k-algebra of Krull dimension d
and C a dg R-category satisfying Supp C ⊆ MaxkdR. Then we have a commutative square

DRHC(C/R) Σ−dDHC(C)

DRHH(C/R) Σ−dDHH(C)

∼

∼

in D(k). Moreover, for any integer p, the induced bijection

H−p(DRHH(C/R)) ∼−−→ H−p−d(DHH(C))
in homology preserves and detects non-degeneracy, and the induced bijection

H−p(DRHC(C/R)) ∼−−→ H−p−d(DHC(C))
in homology restricts to the bijection between right p-Calabi–Yau structures over R and
right (p+ d)-Calabi–Yau structures over k.

Proof. Since the support of C is contained in MaxkdR, by Lemma 5.1.3, the same holds for
the support of HH(C/R) and HC(C/R). Put E =

⊕
m∈MaxkdR

ER(R/m), where ER(R/m)

denotes the injective envelope of the R-module R/m. Then we have the isomorphisms

DRHH(C/R) Σ−dRHomR(HH(C/R), E) Σ−dDHH(C/R)∼ ∼

in D(k), cf. Example 1 in page 63 of [13] for the second isomorphism. Similarly, we have
the isomorphism DRHC(C/R) ≃ Σ−dDHC(C/R) in D(k). Then the statements follow
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from the fact that a morphism C → Σ−p−dDC in D(CeR) is an isomorphism if and only if
its underlying morphism in D(Ce) is an isomorphism for all integers p.

√

Now the preceding discussions lead to the following result. Recall that the singular
locus SingRΛ of an R-algebra Λ is defined as the set of prime ideals of R such that the
localizations of Λ at them have infinite global dimensions.

Theorem 5.1.5. Let k be a field and R a commutative Gorenstein k-algebra of Krull
dimension d. Let Λ be a symmetric R-order satisfying SingRΛ ⊆ MaxkdR. Then the dg
category sgdgΛ carries a right (d− 1)-Calabi–Yau structure over k.

Proof. Denote the dg category sgdgΛ by C. By Proposition 5.1.2, it carries a right
(−1)-Calabi–Yau structure over R. Since the dg category Cp is derived Morita equiva-
lent to sgdgΛp for all prime ideals p of R, we have Supp C ⊆ SingRΛ. By the assumption

SingRΛ ⊆ MaxkdR, this implies that we have Supp C ⊆ MaxkdR. Therefore, by Proposi-
tion 5.1.4, the right (−1)-Calabi–Yau structure over R gives rise to a right (d− 1)-Calabi–
Yau structure over k.

√

As an application of the right (d − 1)-Calabi–Yau structure constructed as above, the
following result establishes a connection between singularity categories and cluster cate-
gories. This generalizes (respectively, refines) many previous results [21, 6, 2, 15, 9, 24] in
the sense that our result shows Π to be a deformed dg preprojective algebra.

Corollary 5.1.6. Let k be a field of characteristic 0 and (R,m) a complete commutative
Gorenstein local k-algebra of Krull dimension d ≥ 2. Let Λ be a symmetric R-order satisfy-
ing SingRΛ ⊆ {m}. Suppose that the triangulated category sg Λ contains a (d− 1)-cluster-
tilting object. Then there exists a d-dimensional deformed dg preprojective algebra Π such
that sg Λ is triangle equivalent to the associated cluster category CΠ.

Proof. Since the commutative ring R is Gorenstein, the symmetric R-order Λ is Iwanaga–
Gorenstein. Thus, the singularity category sg Λ is triangle equivalent to the stable category
of Gproj Λ. Since the morphism spaces of Gproj Λ are finitely generated modules over the
complete commutative local k-algebra R, the category Gproj Λ is naturally enriched over
the category of pseudo-compact vector spaces and the category sg Λ is Karoubian. Then
the statement is a consequence of Theorem 5.1.5 and the implication from ii) to i) in
Theorem 6.2.1 of [20].

√

5.2. Left Calabi–Yau structures on Dbdg(modΛ). We study the dg bounded derived
categories of symmetric orders in this section. We will often make some technical assump-
tions on the ground ring. A commutative noetherian ring R is called J-2 if the singular
locus of any finitely generated commutative R-algebra is closed. Typical examples of J-2
rings are finitely generated commutative algebras over a field. We first note the ‘Koszul
duality’ of a module-finite R-algebra and its dg derived category. The following proposition
is an R-linear version of Corollary 15.2 of [27].

Proposition 5.2.1. Let R be a commutative Gorenstein J-2 ring and A a module-finite
R-algebra. Then the dg R-category Dbdg(modA) is smooth and we have an isomorphism

DRHH(A/R) HH(Dbdg(modA)/R)∼

in D(R). Moreover, the induced bijection in each homology preserves and detects non-
degeneracy.
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Proof. For simplicity, we omit the R in the adorned notation to write D, Ae, and HH.
Since the commutative ring R is J-2 and the R-algebra A is module-finite, by Theo-
rem 4.15 of [7], the triangulated category Db(modA) has a generator M . After possi-
bly replacing A with a quasi-isomorphic dg R-algebra, we may and will assume that it
is flat as a dg R-module. By abuse of notation, we still write Db(modA) and M for
the corresponding subcategory respectively the corresponding object of D(A) under the
equivalence induced by the quasi-isomorphism. Let B be a cofibrant replacement of the
dg R-algebra RHomA(M,M). Since the commutative ring R is Gorenstein, we have the
duality D : Db(modA)op → Db(modAop). It yields the isomorphism

RHomAe(M
L
⊗R DM,M

L
⊗R DM) ∼←−− RHomA(M,M)

L
⊗R RHomAop(DM,DM) = Be .

By part (b) of Theorem 4.18 of [7], the object M
L
⊗RDM is a generator of the triangulated

category Db(modAe). So we have the triangle equivalence

F = RHomAe(M
L
⊗R DM, ?) : Db(modAe) ∼−−→ perBe .

Its quasi-inverse is given by G =?
L
⊗Be (M

L
⊗R DM). We claim that

a) F (DA) is isomorphic to B in perBe,
b) FA is isomorphic to B∨ in perBe.

Indeed, we have the isomorphisms

F (DA) ≃ D((M
L
⊗R DM)

L
⊗Ae A) ∼←− D(M

L
⊗A DM) ∼←− RHomA(M,M) ≃ B

in perBe, which proves part a). In particular, the dg R-algebra B is smooth, cf. Theo-
rem 5.1 of [7]. To prove part b), we show that G(B∨) is isomorphic to A in Db(modAe).

By the smoothness of B, the canonical morphism G(B∨)→ RHomBe(B,M
L
⊗RDM) is an

isomorphism. By combining with the canonical isomorphisms

RHomBe(B,M
L
⊗R DM) ∼−→ RHomBe(B,RHomR(DM,DM)) ∼−→ RHomB(DM,DM)

we obtain the isomorphism G(B∨) ∼−→ RHomB(DM,DM) in Db(modAe). On the other
hand, since M is a generator of the triangulated category Db(modA), we have the triangle
equivalence

RHomA(M, ?) : Db(modA) ∼−−→ perB .

It maps the object DA to DM . So we have the composed isomorphism

A RHomA(DA,DA) RHomB(DM,DM)∼ ∼

in Db(modAe). We deduce that G(B∨) is isomorphic to A in Db(modAe), which proves
part b). Now, by the full faithfulness of F , we have the isomorphism

RHomAe(A,DA) RHomBe(B∨, B)∼

in D(R) and the induced bijection

Hp(DHH(A)) ∼−−→ Hp(HH(B))

in homology preserves and detects non-degeneracy for all integers p. Then the statement
follows from the fact that the dg R-category Dbdg(modA) is quasi-equivalent to perdgB and

the dg R-category perdgB is derived Morita equivalent to the dg R-algebra B.
√

The Koszul duality over R gives the following observation.
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Proposition 5.2.2. Let R be a commutative Gorenstein J-2 ring and Λ a symmetric
R-order. Then the dg category Dbdg(modΛ) carries a left 0-Calabi–Yau structure over R.

Proof. For simplicity, we omit the R in the adorned notation to write D, HH, and HN.
Denote the dg category Dbdg(modΛ) by A. Since Λ is a symmetric R-order, it gives rise

to a non-degenerate class [x] in H0(DHH(Λ)). By Proposition 5.2.1, the dg R-category A
is smooth. So the class [x] corresponds to a non-degenerate class [ξ] in HH0(A) and the
Hochschild homology HHp(A) ∼←− H−p(DHH(Λ)) vanishes for all positive integers p. Then
by part (1) of Lemma 5.10 of [4] (the proof applies to any commutative ground ring), the
canonical map HN0(A) → HH0(A) is bijective. Therefore, the preimage of [ξ] under this
bijection gives rise to a left 0-Calabi–Yau structure over R on the dg category A.

√

The following lemma and proposition are from [11]. We include proofs for the conve-
nience of the reader.

Lemma 5.2.3 ([11]). Let A be a noetherian k-algebra. Denote the dg category Dbdg(modA)

by A. Then the restriction functor perAe → D(Ae) is fully faithful and maps A to A and
A∨ to A∨.

Proof. By definition, the restriction functor perAe → D(Ae) maps A to A and A∨ to

RHomAe(A,A(?, A)⊗k A(A,−)) .
By the implication from ii) to i) in Lemma 4.3.5, it is fully faithful and hence we have the
isomorphism

RHomAe(A,A(?, A)⊗k A(A,−)) RHomAe(A,Ae)∼

in D(Ae). This ends the proof.
√

We now have the following left Calabi–Yau version of Proposition 5.1.4.

Proposition 5.2.4 ([11]). Let R be a commutative left d-Calabi–Yau k-algebra and A a
smooth dg R-category. Then A is smooth as a dg k-category and we have an isomorphism

HH(A/R) ≃ Σ−dHH(A)
in D(k). Moreover, the induced bijection

HHp(A/R) ≃ HHp+d(A)
in homology preserves and detects non-degeneracy for all integers p.

Proof. After possibly replacing A with a quasi-equivalent dg R-category, we may and will
assume that it is flat as a dg R-module. Since the dg R-category A is smooth and the
commutative ring R is regular, the underlying dg k-category of A is smooth. So we have
the isomorphisms

HH(A/R) ∼−−→ RHomAe
R
(RHomAe

R
(A,AeR),A)

in D(R) and
HH(A) ∼−−→ RHomAe(A∨,A)

inD(k). Since the commutative k-algebra R is left d-Calabi–Yau, we have the isomorphisms

AeR ΣdAe
L
⊗Re R∨ ΣdRHomRe(R,Ae)∼ ∼

in D(AeR ⊗k (Ae)op). By adjunctions, we have the isomorphisms

A∨ RHomAe
R
(A,RHomAe(AeR,Ae)) RHomAe

R
(A,RHomRe(R,Ae))∼ ∼
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in D(Ae). Therefore, the dgA-bimodule RHomAe
R
(A,AeR) is isomorphic to ΣdA∨ in D(Ae).

We conclude that HH(A/R) is isomorphic to Σ−dHH(A) in D(k). The last statement fol-
lows from the fact that a morphism ΣpRHomAe

R
(A,AeR)→ A in D(AeR) is an isomorphism

if and only if its underlying morphism in D(Ae) is an isomorphism for all integers p.
√

Now the preceding observations yield the following result which a non-commutative
analogue of Proposition 5.12 of [4].

Theorem 5.2.5. Let k be a perfect field and R a finitely generated commutative Gorenstein
k-algebra of Krull dimension d. Let Λ be a symmetric R-order. Then the dg category
Dbdg(modΛ) carries a left d-Calabi–Yau structure over k.

Proof. Denote the dg category Dbdg(modΛ) by A. By Theorem 5.1 of [7], it is smooth
as a dg k-category. Since the commutative ring R is Gorenstein, it is a symmetric order
over its Noether normalization and hence so is Λ. Therefore, after possibly replacing R
its Noether normalization, we may and will assume that it is the polynomial algebra in d
variables. In particular, it is left d-Calabi–Yau. By Proposition 5.2.2, the dg R-category
A is smooth and we have a non-degenerate class [ξ] in HH0(A/R). By Proposition 5.2.4,
it yields a non-degenerate class [ξ′] in HHd(A). By Lemma 5.2.3, the Hochschild homology
HHp(A) ∼−→ HomD(Λe)(Λ,Σ

d−pΛ) vanishes for all degrees p > d. Then by part (1) of
Lemma 5.10 of [4], the canonical map HNd(A) → HHd(A) is bijective. Therefore, the
preimage of [ξ′] under this bijection gives rise to a left d-Calabi–Yau structure over k on
the dg category Dbdg(modΛ).

√

Corollary 5.2.6. Under the assumption of Theorem 5.2.5, the dg category sgdgΛ carries
a left d-Calabi–Yau structure over k.

Proof. Since the dg category sgdgΛ is the dg quotient of Dbdg(modΛ) by perdgΛ, the state-

ment follows from Theorem 5.2.5 and part (d) of Propsoition 3.10 of [19].
√
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