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THE HOMOTOPY THEORY OF STRONG HOMOTOPY
ALGEBRAS AND BIALGEBRAS

J. P. PRIDHAM
(communicated by J. F. Jardine)

Abstract

Lada introduced strong homotopy algebras to describe the
structures on a deformation retract of an algebra in topological
spaces. However, there is no satisfactory general definition of a
morphism of strong homotopy (s.h.) algebras. Given a monad T
on a simplicial category C, we instead show how s.h. T-algebras
over C naturally form a Segal space. Given a distributive monad-
comonad pair (T, L), the same is true for s.h. (T, L)-bialgebras
over C; in particular this yields the homotopy theory of s.h.
sheaves of s.h. rings. There are similar statements for quasi-
monads and quasi-comonads. We also show how the structures
arising are related to derived connections on bundles.

Introduction

Given a monad T acting on the category of topological spaces, Lada introduced
(in [CLM]) the notion of a strong homotopy (s.h.) T-algebra. This characterises the
structures arising on deformation retracts of T-algebras. Indeed, when T is an operad,
there is a bar construction which realises every s.h. T-algebra as such a deformation
retract. The formulation of s.h. algebras does not use any special properties of topo-
logical spaces, so it adapts to any simplicial category and likewise adapts to describe
s.h. coalgebras of a comonad L.

Structures such as Hopf algebras or sheaves of rings cannot be described as algebras
of a monad T or as coalgebras of a comonad L. However, in both cases, there are both
a natural monad T (governing the algebraic structure) and a comonad L (governing
the coalgebraic structure), satisfying a distributivity condition. This seems to have
first been described by Van Osdol in [VO] in order to develop bicohomology theory.
Independent rediscoveries have appeared in [BJ], [PW, Appendix C] and [Pri2, §2].
This permits the characterisation of a compatibility condition for the algebraic and
coalgebraic structures.

In [Pri5], it was observed that the equations defining a s.h. T-algebra can also
be used to define s.h. (T, L)-bialgebras associated to a distributive monad-comonad
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pair (T,L1). In particular, this gives rise to a notion of s.h. sheaves of s.h. algebras
(on any site with enough points), yielding important applications in algebro-geometric
deformation theory.

The first main result in this paper is Proposition 2.9, which provides a single unified
framework for dealing with algebras, coalgebras and bialgebras. This then combines
with Proposition 5.7 and Corollaries 5.19 and 5.25 to give three possible models for
the oo-category of s.h. algebras, coalgebras and bialgebras. These models are shown
to be equivalent in Propositions 5.15 and 5.24. Finally, Theorem 6.23 shows how this
oo-category is related to the Maurer-Cartan functor featuring in [Man2] and [Hin].

These results have applications in derived deformation theory, which starts with a
moduli functor from algebras to groupoids and seeks a derived moduli functor from
simplicial algebras to co-groupoids. By describing deformation problems in terms of
bialgebraic structures, [Pri5] and [Pri4] apply the results of this paper to construct
derived deformation functors, and these are being extended to (global) derived moduli
functors in [Pri6]. Even where there are other possible approaches to defining derived
moduli functors, strong homotopy bialgebras often provide a more concrete descrip-
tion, and have the crucial property that the functor is left exact, making it easier
to verify Lurie’s representability theorem ([Lur]). For some examples, such as Hopf
algebras, strong homotopy bialgebras provide the only known means of constructing
derived deformations.

A major failing of the theory of s.h. algebras is that there is no satisfactory gen-
eral definition of morphisms. In [CLM], this difficulty was obviated by considering
morphisms of the associated bar constructions, but this has several disadvantages.
For applications in deformation theory, the main problem is that the bar construction
does not respect finite limits, in general. For bialgebras, the difficulty is even more
fundamental, since the bar and cobar constructions will, in general, be incompatible,
so the s.h. structures cannot be rectified. This is essentially the phenomenon that a
lax sheaf of lax simplicial rings cannot be replaced by a strict sheaf of strict simplicial
rings.

Rather than seeking to define a simplicial category of s.h. algebras or bialgebras
explicitly, we instead construct Segal spaces. This is a special type of simplicial space
(i.e., bisimplicial set) introduced by Rezk in [Rez] as a model for homotopy theo-
ries, and Bergner showed, in [Ber2], that the associated model category is Quillen-
equivalent to the model category of simplicial categories, so any Segal space naturally
gives rise to a simplicial category.

Our approach makes use of a generalisation of the theory of homotopy monoids
expounded by Leinster in [Lei2]. We introduce a slight generalisation, the quasi-
comonoid, of a homotopy comonoid and associate a simplicial set MC(FE), the Maurer-
Cartan space, to any simplicial quasi-comonoid E. When E° is a group rather than
a monoid, a more natural object is the Deligne space Del(E), which is the homotopy
quotient of MC(FE) by E°. We also develop the concept of a quasi-descent datum; put
simply, a quasi-descent datum is to a quasi-comonoid as a category is to a monoid.

Proposition 2.12 then shows how a distributive monad-comonad pair on a simpli-
cial category C naturally enriches it to a simplicial quasi-descent datum, with MC
evaluated at any object x of C giving the space of s.h. bialgebras over x. Moreover,
there is a natural quasi-comonoid associated to any diagram in C, and we use this to
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define a simplicial space MC by mimicking the nerve construction (Definition 3.25).
In Proposition 5.7 this is seen to be a Segal space.

Another source of quasi-comonoids is from cosimplicial groups, with the construc-
tion & given in Definition 6.6. In this case, the Maurer-Cartan space admits a simpler
description (Proposition 6.8). If X is a simplicial set, G a simplicial group and C*(X, G)
the cosimplicial simplicial group of G-cochains on X, then Del(£C* (X, Q)) is equiva-
lent to Hom(X, W), where W@ is the classifying space of G (Proposition 6.11 and
Remark 6.10). If the cosimplicial group comes from denormalising and exponentiating
a differential graded Lie algebra, then the Maurer-Cartan space is equivalent to the
classical Maurer-Cartan space of derived connections, given by the equation

1
dw + §[w,w] =0,

for w of total degree 1 (Corollary 6.27).
The structure of the paper is as follows.
In Section 1, we recall Leinster’s comonoids up to homotopy, and introduce quasi-

comonoids and then the category QDat of quasi-descent data. There is an adjunction
(Lemma 1.15):

alg™
—_—

Cat_ L QDat.
alg

In Section 2, we introduce monads and comonads and show how a monad T on a cate-
gory C naturally enriches it to a quasi-descent datum D(C, T). This has the properties
that alg D(C, T) is the category C' of T-algebras, and that alg* C = D(C,id). There is
a similar result for (T, L)-bialgebras.

Section 3 begins the work of extending these constructions to simplicial categories.
Distributive monad-comonad pairs on simplicial categories give rise to simplicial quasi-
descent data, but the functor alg above destroys higher order information. We therefore
begin (Definition 3.5) by defining the higher Maurer-Cartan functor MC from simpli-
cial quasi-comonoids sQM™ to simplicial sets S. Given an object x of a simplicial
quasi-descent datum D, there is a simplicial quasi-comonoid D(z,z), and the ver-
tices of MC(D(x, z)) correspond closely to Lada’s set of strong homotopy T-algebras
over x, when D = D(C, T) (Remark 3.13). We then extend this to a simplicial space
(i.e. a bisimplicial set) MC(D) (Definition 3.25), which mimics the nerve construction
by developing constructions loosely corresponding to strong homotopy diagrams of
strong homotopy algebras. When the underlying category is a groupoid, DEL(D) is
the homotopy quotient of MC(D) by morphisms in D, and Del is similarly related to
MC.

Section 4 is primarily concerned with the study of quasi-comonoids in (Ab, x)
(abelian groups with the monoidal structure x). These are equivalent to cosimplicial
abelian groups (Lemma 4.1), and we exploit this to develop cohomology of quasi-
comonoids, and relate it to homotopy groups of MC and Del. We also study nerves
BT of quasi-comonoids in groupoids, in order to understand fundamental groupoids
of simplicial quasi-comonoids. We then introduce linear quasi-comonoids (i.e. quasi-
comonoids in (Ab,®)). These allow us to relate cohomology of a simplicial quasi-
comonoid to homology of the underlying simplicial abelian group (Proposition 4.22).
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This gives a cohomological characterisation of when a cofibrant simply connected sim-
plicial quasi-comonoid is contractible (Corollary 4.23). These results are then extended
to quasi-bicomonoids, which play a crucial role in the construction of MC.

Although the functor alg above is poorly suited to simplicial categories, its left
adjoint alg® extends naturally and preserves weak equivalences. There is a model
structure on s@Dat, and the purpose of Section 5 is to relate, for D fibrant, the
simplicial spaces MC(D) and DEL(D) with the simplicial space N (D) given by the
derived function complexes

N(D)n = Map?QDat (a‘lg* n, D)7

where n is the category associated to the poset [0,n]. When D is constructed from
a distributive monad-comonad pair on a simplicial category B, we think of MC(D),
DEL(D) and N (D) as candidates for the simplicial space of s.h. bialgebras over B.

It turns out that MC(D) is a Segal space, while N (D) and DEL(D) are complete
Segal spaces (Proposition 5.7, Corollaries 5.19 and 5.25). There are Dwyer-Kan equiv-
alences between these Segal spaces (Propositions 5.15 and 5.24), so they are all weakly
equivalent in the complete Segal space model structure from [Rez]. Moreover, Theo-
rem 5.21 shows how MC and A can both be regarded as the derived right adjoint of
alg”, even though alg™ is not left Quillen.

Section 6 establishes a simpler Maurer-Cartan space construction for cosimplicial
simplicial groups, yielding the equivalence Del(£C*(X, G)) ~ Hom (X, WG) described
earlier, and simplifies this description further when G is a formal Lie group, via The-
orem 6.23.

The appendices establish a framework for applying these results more widely. In
Appendix A, quasi-monads and quasi-comonads are introduced, motivated by the need
for an analogue of the homotopy operads of [vdL]. We show what it would mean for
a quasi-monad to distribute over a quasi-comonad, while ensuring that these weaker
structures still enhance a category to form a quasi-descent datum. In Appendix B, we
relate Ayo-algebras to quasi-semigroups, and thus compare quasi-operads with homo-
topy operads.
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1. Monoidal structures up to homotopy

In this section, we will introduce various structures which will provide the framework
for the rest of the paper. The main concepts are those of a quasi-comonoids and quasi-
descent data, which will provide the intermediate step between monads and comonads
on one hand, and strong homotopy structures on the other.
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1.1. Quasi-comonoids

Definition 1.1. Define A,, to be the subcategory of the ordinal number category
A containing only those non-decreasing (i.e. f(i +1) > f(i)) morphisms f: m —n
with f(0) = 0, f(m) = n. We define a monoidal structure on this category by setting
m®n=m+ n, with

f(@) i

<
gi—m)+p i>

(f®g)(i)={ "

for frm—p,g:n—q.

Remark 1.2. There is an isomorphism ALY =2 Ag, the category of finite sets (i.e.
A U () given by n +— n — 1, where —1 := (), with the coboundary morphisms 9° map-
ping to o;_1 and the coface morphisms ¢* mapping to 9;.

Remark 1.3. Given a category C, a functor X: A,, — C consists of objects X"€ C,
with all of the operations 9%, o? of a cosimplicial complex except 8°,9"+!: X" — X7+1,

Definition 1.4. Given a monoidal category C, define a quasi-comonoid X in C to be a
lax monoidal functor X : A,, — C. This means that we have maps (™" : X™ ® X™ —
Xt (91 — X0 satisfying naturality and coherence, where 1 is the unit in the
category. If C is a model category, then we say that X is a homotopy comonoid when-
ever the maps ¢™",(? are all weak equivalences. This is equivalent to the definition
in [Lei2], via the comparison of Remark 1.2.

Define a quasi-monoid in C to be a quasi-comonoid in C°PP. We let QM™*(C) denote
the category of quasi-comonoids in C.

Lemma 1.5. Giving a quasi-comonoid X in C is equivalent to giving objects

X™ e C for n € Ny, together with morphisms
ot Xn — Xt o1
ol: X" - X"t o

t<n

< n,
<t <n,

an associative product (™": X™ @ X™ — X™" with identity (°: 1 — X°, where 1
is the unit in the category, satisfying:

1. 98 =001 i<j.

2. glogt = glgdtl g J.

Ol iy

3. 079" =< id i=j,i=j+1
0 lod i 41

4 (0 @ id) = O,

5. (mntl(id @ 9%) = gitmemn,

6. ("ot @id) = oM.

7. (™l id @ 0f) = gtTmemn,

Proof. This is a straightforward consequence of Remark 1.3, together with an analysis
of the interaction in A,, of the monoidal structure and the morphisms ¢*, 0". O
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Remark 1.6. When the maps (™", ¢° are all isomorphisms, this becomes equivalent
to the definition of a comonoid C. The correspondence is given by setting X" := C®"
and letting 8': C — C ® C be the coproduct.

In order to simplify the notation, we will write « * y instead of ("™ (x,y) from now
on.

1.1.1. Maurer-Cartan

Observe that the category of comonoids in (Set, X) is equivalent to Set itself, since
comultiplication A: X — X x X is necessarily the diagonal embedding. This gives a
functor ¢: Set — QM*(Set) from sets to quasi-comonoids.

Definition 1.7. Define the functor MC: QM*(Set) — Set by
MC(E) := Hom(ce, E),
where e is the one-point set. Explicitly,

MC(E) ={w € E' : 6’w =1,0'w = w x w}.

The reason for this notation is that any cosimplicial unital ring R has a quasi-
comonoid structure, with * given by the Alexander-Whitney cup product U, and then

MCR)={li+a€R':0%=0,1+d'a=1,+ 1 Ua+aUl; +aUa}
=1+{a € N'R:9'a=0*+8a+aUa}
=1+{aeN'R:da+aUa =0},

where NR is the cosimplicial normalisation of R, with differential d. Thus MC(R) is

just the classical set of Maurer-Cartan forms of the differential graded algebra N R,
which parametrises flat connections on a vector bundle.

1.2. Quasi-descent data

We will now introduce quasi-descent data, which will form the bridge between
categories equipped with monads and/or comonads, and Segal spaces. Section 2 will
show how monads and comonads give rise to quasi-descent data, while much of the
remainder of the paper relates quasi-descent data to Segal spaces.

Definition 1.8. Given a monoidal category C and a set O, let a C-valued descent
datum D = (C,G) on objects O consist of:

1. objects G(a,b) € C for each pair a,b € O,

2. compatible systems G(a,b) ® G(b,c) 2 G(a,c) and G(a,a) = 1 of transition iso-
morphisms, for all a,b, ¢ € O (the cocycle condition),

3. comonoids C'(a) € C for each a € O,

4. isomorphisms C(a) ® G(a,b) = G(a,b) @ C(b) for all a,b € O, compatible with
the comonoidal structures and transition isomorphisms.

Note that these conditions imply that G(b,a) ® C(a) ® G(a,b) is isomorphic as a
comonoid to C'(b).
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The reason for this terminology is that for an open cover {U,}q.co of topolog-
ical spaces X, a descent datum consists of sheaves C, on U,, with isomorphisms

gav: Colu,nv, = Calv,nu,s With gap © gbe = gac: Celv.nuy,nv. — Calv.nvynu. (and gaq
necessarily the identity).

Definition 1.9. Let Datp(C) be the category of C-valued descent data on objects O,
and let Dat(C) be the category of pairs (O, D), for O a set and D = (C,G) a descent
datum on objects O. Write Dat := Dat(Set, x) and define Dateo similarly. Note that
there is a functor Dat(C) — Cat(C) to C-enriched categories, sending (O, D) to the
category with objects O and morphisms G(z,y).

Definition 1.10. Given a monoidal category C and a set O, let a C-valued quasi-
descent datum on objects O consist of:
1. objects X (a,b) € CA+ for all a,b € O,
2. morphisms X (a,b)™ @ X (b,c)” = X (a,c)™*" making the following diagram
commute for all a,b,c € O

X (a,0)®X (bye)

A x A c
Xl J/*
A.. S

3. morphisms 1 — X (a,a)? for all a € O, acting as the identity for the multiplica-
tion *.

Remarks 1.11. A C-valued (quasi-)descent datum on the set with one object is just a
(quasi-)comonoid in C. Given a C-valued descent datum (C, G) on objects O, we may
define a quasi-descent datum X by X (a,b)" := C(a)®" @ G(a,b) = G(a,b) @ C(b)®"
via the transition maps, with the maps 8 given by the coproducts on C.

If the category C contains all finite coproducts, then we may define a monoidal
structure on C2++ by setting

Xey) = ] x"aY",
a+b=n

with operations given by

O(xey) = {

oz @y) = {

1> a.

8
&
S

\
Y

Then a quasi-descent datum on objects O is just a C®+-enriched category with
objects O.

Definition 1.12. Let @Dat(C) be the category of C-valued quasi-descent data, i.e. of
pairs (O, X) for O a set and X a quasi-descent datum on objects 0. This admits a

functor to the category of C-enriched categories by taking the Hom-space underlying
X (a,b) to be X(a,b)°. Let @Dat := QDat(Set, x) and sQDat := QDat(S, x).
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Let @Dpd (resp. sQDpd) be the full subcategory of @QDat (resp. s@QDat) consist-
ing of objects whose underlying categories (resp. simplicial categories) are groupoids
(resp. simplicial groupoids). In other words, all elements of X (a, b)? must be invertible
under *.

1.3. Adjoint functors
From now on, we will systematically make use of the identification in Remarks 1.11
of quasi-descent data with C®++-enriched categories.

We have seen that there is a functor (—)°: @Dat — Cat given by sending D to the
category DU with objects Ob DY := Ob D and morphisms D°(a, b) := D(a, b)°.

Lemma 1.13. The functor (—)° has a right adjoint alg”, given by Obalg*C = Ob(C,
with (alg” C)(a,b)™ = C(a,b) for all n, with multiplication as in C, and all operations
0, 0t acting trivially.

Proof. Given a functor F': D° — C, the associated morphism D — alg* C in QDat is
given by F' on objects, with morphisms

Fo(a”)": D(a,b)" — C(a,b) = (alg" C)(a,b)".
That all morphisms D — alg* C arise in this way follows because o acts trivially on

(alg” C)(a,b). O

Definition 1.14. Define alg: @Dat — Cat as follows: The objects of alg(D) are pairs
(D,w), for D € ObD and w € MC(D(D, D)), for MC as in Definition 1.7. Morphisms
from (D, w) to (D’,w') are given by f € D(D, D')? such that

frw=w xfeDD,D).
Lemma 1.15. The functor alg™ is left adjoint to alg.

Proof. Given a functor F': C — alg(D), we construct the corresponding morphism
G': alg" C — D as follows: For a € Ob C, set G(a) € Ob D to be the object underlying
F(a), and then define G: alg”C(a,b)"” — D(Ga,Gb)"™ by

G(z) = Wiy * F(z) = F(2) * W (q),
where F(a) = (G(a),wp(q)). Conversely, any morphism G': alg®C — D is determined
by alg* C® — DY, together with the elements G(id,) € D(a,a)!. O
Remark 1.16. Note that the functor alg” is fully faithful, so (alg* C)? ~ C ~ algalg™ C.
Lemma 1.17. The functor (—)°: QDat — Cat has a left adjoint.
Proof. The left adjoint is the functor (id/@) given by Ob(id/#)(C) = Ob(C, with mor-
phisms

C(a,b) n=0

O
0 n > 0.

(id/0)(C)(a, b)" = {
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1.4. Quasi-bicomonoids and diagonals

Definition 1.18. Given a monoidal category C, let the category QM M*(C) of quasi-
bicomonoids consist of lax monoidal functors X : A, X A — C.

Definition 1.19. Define a functor diag: QM M*(C) — QM™*(C) via the diagonal func-
tor Auy — Ay X Ay, Explicitly, (diag E)™ = E™, with the same product and iden-
tity as E and operations 0" = 9} 0, and o' = o} 0.

The functor diag preserves all limits, so by the Special Adjoint Functor Theorem
([Mac, Theorem V.8.2]), it will have a left adjoint diag” for all the categories C which
we will encounter, since they all satisfy the solution set condition.

Definition 1.20. The category of quasi-comonoids in Set x Set is isomorphic to
Set x Set, with comultiplication necessarily given by the diagonal

(X,Y) - (X x X, Y xY).
Inclusion of comonoids in quasi-comonoids then gives a functor

t: Set x Set — QM M*(Set),
with o(X,Y)™" = X™ x Y™,

Lemma 1.21. For E** € QM M™*(Set),
MC(diag E) = {(a, ) € MC(E*?) x MC(E*®) : a3 = f*a € E''}.

Proof. Given w € MC(diag E), set a := ow, 3 := o%w. Since c%w = 1, we have oY =
093 = 1. Applying the operations (09)2, 0109 0109, (0))? (respectively) to the equa-

tion w x w = d'w gives the equations
a*aza;lloz, axf=w, [xa=uw, ﬁ*ﬁ:@},ﬁ.

This shows that the function w +— (a, 3) is well-defined on the sets above and has
inverse (a, 8) — a x . O

Corollary 1.22. diag* te = (e, e).

Proof. Given a morphism f: (e, e) — E in QM M*(Set), let a, 8 be the images of the
unique elements of (e, )10 1(e )01 These generate ¢(e, ®), subject to the conditions
of Lemma 1.21. O

1.5. Nerves

We will now see how to associate quasi-comonoids to small diagrams. In Remark 3.27
this will give rise to the notion of strong homotopy diagrams.

1.5.1. Categories
Given a set O, we will write Catp for the category of categories with object set O.
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Definition 1.23. Given K € S, define Pk : Caty, — QM™*(Set) by
Pr(0)* = T (@), (1)),
zeK,
with operations
d'(e)(z) := e(dix),
ol(e) == e(a;y),
(f *€)(2) = f((8at1)"2) 0 e((D0)*2),
for f € Px(C)% e € P(C)®.
Let P, := Pan.
Let Cat,, be the category of categories on (the n + 1) objects [0, n].
Lemma 1.24. The functor P, : Cat, — QM*(Set) has a left adjoint Pr, given by
- EIT0 Gz
P*E)(i,j) =
(P1E)(i.5) {0 =
with multiplication given by *, and identities 1 € EV.

Proof. Define V™ € Set®** by (V"), := Homa__(r,n). If U: S — Set®**" is the for-
getful functor, then define b: UK — Ky X Ky by x — ((01)"x, (0p)"x), for z € K,,.

Then
vAr= [ v'Ga= JI v

(i.)EAD 0<i<j<n
For C € Cat,,, P,C decomposes in Set™** as
N e
PnC - H C(Zm?)v 5
oi<isn

where, for K € Set®*" and a set S, we define SX e Set®** by (SK), = 5K~
For E € QM*(Set) and C € Cat,, this implies that
Homga.. (E, P,C) = H Homga.. (E,C(z',j)vj’i)

0<i<j<n

= H HomSet(Ejfi,C(ivj))-

0<i<j<n

Analysis of the product now gives the required result. O

Definition 1.25. Given a category C, a set O and a morphism f: O — ObC(, define
f71C to be the category with objects © and morphisms (f~1C)(a,b) = C(fa, fb).

Lemma 1.26. For any category C, there is a natural isomorphism

BC,= [ Mc@.fl0).
f€(ObC)lo:n]
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Proof. Note that the right-hand side is just Homgag (Pjiee,C). Since (18)™ = o for all
n, we have P}re = n by Lemma 1.24, where we regard n as a category (with objects
[0,n], and a single morphism ¢ — j whenever ¢ < j). This completes the proof, since
the nerve is given by (BC),, = Homc,t(n,C). O

We now generalise these results to more general categories.

Definition 1.27. Given E € Set® and X € SetAir*)p, define the set X(ﬁE to be the
quotient of {(x,e) € [[,, X» x E™} by the equivalence relation generated by

(z,0%) ~ (Diz,e), (z,0%) ~ (0yz,€).
Definition 1.28. Given K € S and a,b € Ky, define K(a,b) € SetA+” by setting
K(a,b), :={x € K,, : (01)"x = a,(0p)"x = b}.
Lemma 1.29. Given a (small) category L, the left adjoint Pfy to the functor
Pgy: Catopr — QM™(Set)
is given by (PgE)(a,b) = (BI)(a,b) X E' for a,b € Obl, with the product given by

(z,e) o (y, f) :=(x*y,ex f), where x denotes concatenation of strings of morphisms
in I, and * is the product on E.

Proof. For K € §, the category Py E has objects Ky. Morphisms are generated under
composition by K(a, b)éE in (P}, E)(a,b) for a,b € Ky, subject to the condition that
foree E™ f € E™ and x € Ky,

(.’E, € * f) ~ ((am+1)nxv 6) o (80)mxa f)

When K = I, the map ((0m+1)", (00)™): Kmin — K X(99)m Ko, (@) Kn is an iso-
morphism, so any product of generators is a generator, giving the required result. [
Lemma 1.30. For any category C, there is a natural isomorphism

Homeu(LC) 2= [ MC(Peif'C).
fE(ObC)OPI

Proof. The proof of Lemma 1.26 carries over, noting that Pjjie = 1. O

1.5.2. Quasi-descent data
Definition 1.31. Given K € S, define Pk : @Datyx, — QM M*(Set) by

Pr(D)** = [] D((@0)"z, (01)"x)",

TzeKy

with operations

(f*e)(z) = ((8b+1)b/z) * e((@o)bz).

for f € Pg(C)*?, e € Px(C)**". The horizontal operations are 8} = i, 0% = ok,.
Note that P, = Pan.
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Let QDat,, be the category of quasi-descent data on the n + 1 objects [0, n].

Lemma 1.32. The functor P,: QDat, — QM M*(Set) has a left adjoint P}, given
by
EaJ—i j>i
P (i,5)* =
(P2)(i.d) {@ "
with multiplication given by *, identities 1 € E°, and operations 8}‘1,0}‘1.

Proof. The proof of Lemma 1.24 adapts to this generality. O

Definition 1.33. Given a quasi-descent datum D, a set O and a morphism f: O —
ObD, define f~!D to be the quasi-descent datum with objects © and morphisms

(f~'D)(a,b)" = D(fa, fb)".
Lemma 1.34. For any quasi-descent datum D, there is a natural isomorphism
(BalgD), = [ MC(diag P.f 'D).

Fe(Ob D)lo.n]

Proof. By Lemma 1.15, the left-hand side is Homcag (n, alg D) = Homgpa (alg” n, D).
Meanwhile, the right-hand side is Homgpat(P) diag” te, D), so it suffices to show
that alg” n = P* diag™ te. By Corollary 1.22, P* diag™ te = P*.(e,e), and Lemma 1.32
shows that (Pr.(e,e))(i,7)* is e for j > i and ) for j <4, so Pli(e,8) =alg"n. O
Lemma 1.35. Given a category 1, the left adjoint Pg; to the functor

PBH: QDatObH — QMM*(Set)
is given by

(Pp1E)(a,b)" = (BI)(a,b) x E"
for a,b € Obl, with the product given by

(z,e)o(y, f):=(x*xy,exf),

where x denotes concatenation of strings of morphisms in 1, and * is the product
on E.

Proof. The proof of Lemma 1.29 adapts to this generality. O

Lemma 1.36. For any quasi-descent datum D and a category I, there is a natural
isomorphism

Homcy (I, alg D) = ]_[ MC(diag Pp1f~'D).
f€(ObD)ObT

Proof. The proof of Lemma 1.34 carries over, noting that Pj;;.(e,e) = alg” L. O
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2. Algebras, coalgebras and bialgebras

2.1. Algebras and coalgebras
Definition 2.1. A monad (or triple) on a category B is a monoid in the category of
endofunctors of B (with the monoidal structure given by composition of functors). A
comonad (or cotriple) is a comonoid in the category of endofunctors of B.
Lemma 2.2. Take an adjunction
_G.
A %5

with unit n: id — GF and co-unit e: FG — id. Then T := GF is a monad on £ with
unit n and multiplication p := GeF', while 1 := FG is a comonad on A, with co-unit
e and comultiplication A := FnG.

Proof. For the monad T, this is [Mac, §VI.1], with the comonadic results following
by duality. O

Definition 2.3. Given a monad (T, u,7) on a category &, define the category £ of

T-algebras to have objects TE % E (for E € &), such that ong =id and 6o TO =

Oopug.
A morphism

g (TE L B — (TE, S By
of T-algebras is a morphism g: E; — FEs in £ such that po Tg=go6.
We define the comparison functor K: A — €T by
B (GFGB <52, GB)
on objects, and K(g) = G(g) on morphisms.
Definition 2.4. The adjunction

is said to be monadic (or tripleable) if K: A — £ is an equivalence.

Ezamples 2.5. Intuitively, monadic adjunctions correspond to algebraic theories, such
as the adjunction
U
Ring _ T Set,
Z[-]
between rings and sets, U being the forgetful functor. Other examples are k-algebras
over k-vector spaces, or groups over sets.

Definition 2.6. Dually, given a comonad (L,A,¢) on a category A, we define the
category A, of l-coalgebras by

(AL)PP = (APP)L,

noting that 1 is a monad on A°PP. The adjunction of Lemma 2.2 is said to be
comonadic (or cotripleable) if the adjunction on opposite categories is monadic.
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Ezamples 2.7. If X is a topological space (or any site with enough points) and X" is
the set of points of X, let u: X’ — X be the associated morphism. Then the adjunction

Shf(X') T~ Shf(X),

u—l

on the associated categories of sheaves is comonadic, so Shf(X) is equivalent to u ™ u,-
coalgebras in the category Shf(X'’) of sheaves (or equivalently presheaves) on X'.
A more prosaic example is that for any ring A, the category of A-coalgebras is

comonadic over the category of A-modules.

2.2. Quasi-descent data from monads
Given a monad (T, u,n) on a category B, and an object B € B, there is a quasi-
comonoid E(B) given by

E™(B) = Homp(T"B, B)

in (Set, x), with product g * h = g o T"h, and for g € E™(B),
(g) =go T pruip,
o'(g) =goT'nrn-i-1p.

If we replace B with a simplicial category, then E(B) becomes a quasi-comonoid
in (S, x). Note that these constructions also all work for a comonad (L,A,¢), by
contravariance.

Lemma 2.8. Given an object B € B, we see that the set of T-algebra structures on B
is MC(E(B)).

Proof. This follows immediately from the explicit description in Definition 1.7. O

Proposition 2.9. Given a monad (T, u,n) (resp. a comonad (L, A g)) on a category
B, there is a natural structure of a Set®* -enriched category on B, i.e. a quasi-descent
datum on objects Ob B.

Proof. Set
Hom (B, B')" := Homp(T"B, B’) (resp. Homg(B, L"B'")),

with product and operations as above. O

Proposition 2.10. The category B (resp. B1 ) of T-algebras (resp. L-coalgebras) on
B is isomorphic to the image under the functor alg: QDat — Cat (Definition 1.14) of
the quasi-descent datum on B given in Proposition 2.9.

Proof. This follows immediately from the definitions. O

2.3. Bialgebras
We now show how a bialgebraic structure on a category gives rise to a quasi-descent
datum.
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As in [VO, §IV], take a category B equipped with both a monad (T, p,n) and a
comonad (L, A, ¢), together with a distributivity transformation A\: TL = LT for
which the following diagrams commute:

T1 2 1T TL 2 1T

s s e [

TI2=2 | TL =2 12T T2 =T T=0 172

\/ \/

Definition 2.11. Given a distributive monad-comonad pair (T, L) on a category B,
define the category BI of bialgebras as follows. The objects of BI are triples («, B, )

with (TB % B) an object of BT and B S, 1B an object of B, such that the com-
position (8o «a): TB — LB agrees with the composition

2T 1TB Y 1B
A morphism f: (a,B,) — (o/, B’,3') is a morphism f: B — B’ in B such that
o oTf=foaand B of=_1Lfog.

Proposition 2.12. The data above give B the natural structure of a Set®** -enriched
category, with

Homp(B, B')" = Homg(T"B, L"B').

Proof. We follow [Pri2] in describing the operations. Since )\ is natural,
(ALT) o (TLA) = (LTA) o (ATL).
Therefore any composition of A’s gives us the same canonical map
Apr T — LmT™
and we define the product on Hom(B’, B”)™ x Hom(B, B')" — Hom(B, B")™*" by
g*xh=_1"(g)o A o T™(h).
The other operations are given by
d'(g) = L""Ayiipogo Ti_lu‘rﬁ*i37
o'(g) = L""teripogo T'yra-imip. O

To understand how the data (T,L,n, u,e, A, \) above occur naturally, note that,
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by [VO, §IV] or [Pri2, §2], these data are equivalent to a diagram

with F' 4 U monadic, G+ V comonadic and U, V commuting with everything (al-
though G and F need not commute). The associated monad on B is T = UF, and
the comonad | = V. Distributivity ensures that D~ &7 ~ (B,)" and D~ A, ~
(B") 1. In other words, D ~ B]. The functors F are both free T-algebra functors,
while the functors G are both cofree 1-coalgebra functors.

Ezample 2.13. If X is a topological space (or any site with enough points) and X’
is the set of points of X, let D be the category of sheaves of rings on X. If B is the
category of sheaves (or equivalently presheaves) of sets on X', then the description
above characterises D as a category of bialgebras over B, with the comonad being
utu, for u: X’ — X and the monad being the free polynomial functor.

Proposition 2.14. The category B] of (T,L)-algebras on B is isomorphic to the
image under the functor alg: QDat — Cat (Definition 1.14) of the quasi-descent datum
B on B given in Proposition 2.12.

Proof. This is essentially [Pri2, Theorem 2.2]. Note that alg(B) arises naturally as
the diagonal of a Se:uA** *&x«_enriched category. By Lemma 1.21 and Proposition 2.10,
the objects of alg(B) over B € B correspond to pairs (a, ), for (TB % B) € BT and

(B LN 1 B) € B, satisfying the conditions of Definition 2.11. The description of the
morphisms follows similarly. O

3. Simplicial structures

3.1. Simplicial quasi-comonoids
We now study the structure of the category of simplicial quasi-comonoids introduced
in Definition 1.4.

Proposition 3.1. There is a cofibrantly generated Reedy simplicial model structure
on S?++ in which a map f: X —Y is

1. a weak equivalence if the maps f: X™ — Y™ are all weak equivalences,

2. a cofibration if the maps f: X" — Y™ are all injective.

Proof. The category A, naturally has the structure of a Reedy category, with A, 1
and A, _ the subcategories of injective and surjective maps, thus giving S2++ a Reedy
model structure. Since A, _ =A_, the matching objects in C* and C2+* are isomor-
phic, so it follows that this model structure on S®+ is cofibrantly generated, from the
corresponding result for S® (as in [GJ, §VIL4]).
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It only remains to describe the cofibrations. A morphism f is a cofibration if the
A,.-latching maps are cofibrations in S. This is equivalent to saying that, for all i, the
A,-latching maps

Ln(fi): X;’%I»l ULn(Xi) L"(Yl) — Yn+1

2

are injective.

Now, under the comparison A, =2 AP, X; € Set 2 corresponds to an augmented
simplicial set (X;). Thus injectivity of the latching maps says that (X;)5, — (Yi)s is
a cofibration of simplicial sets and that ()E'Z-)_l — (Yi)_l is injective. Since cofibrations

in S are precisely levelwise injective maps, this is equivalent to saying that the maps
fl'e X' — Y" are all injective. O

Lemma 3.2. There is a cofibrantly generated simplicial model structure on QM*(S)
for which a morphism f is a fibration or weak equivalence whenever the underlying
map in S8+ is so.

Proof. Since the forgetful functor QM*(S) — S™+* preserves filtered direct limits and
has a left adjoint F, for any finite object I € S®++, the object FI is finite in QM*(S),
so a fortiori it permits the small object argument. The model structure on S®+* is
cofibrantly generated by finite objects, so [Hir, Theorem 11.3.2] gives the required
model structure on QM*(S). O

Remark 3.3. Observe that the category of comonoids in (S, x) is just S itself, since the
comultiplication A: X — X X X is necessarily given by the diagonal. Thus there is a
m

functor ¢: S — QM*(S), given by ¢(X)™ =X x X x --- x X, sending the comonoid
X to its associated quasi-comonoid.

The following follows immediately from Definition 1.7:

Lemma 3.4. If E € QM*(S), and e denotes the constant simplicial set on one ele-
ment, then

MC(Ep) = Homgps-(s) (1o, E).
Definition 3.5. Define MC: QM*(S) — S by

Mo(E) € [[ @+
n=0

(where I = A € S), consisting of those w satisfying:

Wi (815 8m) *kwn(t1, - oy tn) = Wingnt1(S1y -y Sm, 0,81, oy Tn),
Own(tty - tn) = wWnit (ty oo ticn, Litiy oo oo tn),
olwn(ty, .o tn) = wno1(tr, .. tio, min{t, i1 by tio, .. te),
Own(ty, ... tn) = wn_1(tay ... tn),
0w (b1, tn) = wi—1(t1, tn—1)
aowo =1

We will refer to these as the higher Maurer-Cartan relations.
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Define MC: QM*(S) — Set by MC(E) = MC(E), noting that this agrees with
Definition 1.7 when E € QM™*(Set). Also note that we can recover MC from MC,
since MC(E),, = MC(E~").

Remark 3.6. Given a distributive monad-comonad pair (T, L) on a simplicial category
B, and an object B of B, Proposition 2.12 gives Homgz(B, B) € QM*(S), and we then
regard MC(Homg(B, B)) as being the space of strong homotopy (T, .L)-bialgebras
over B. If 1 is trivial, then this is essentially the same as Lada’s definition of the
space of strong homotopy T-bialgebras from [CLM] (see Remark 3.13 for differences).

Definition 3.7. We now define matching objects for E € QM*(S) by M°E := e,
M'E :=E° and for n > 2

M"E = {(eg, €1, en_1) € (E" 1" | 0'e; = 077 e; Vi < j}.
These correspond to the matching objects M" 1E of [GJ, Lemma VIIL.4.9], but we
have renumbered for consistency with the wider theory of Reedy categories.

The definition of the Reedy model structure on S®+* implies the following.
Lemma 3.8. A morphism f: E — F in QM*(S) is a fibration (resp. a trivial fibra-
tion) if and only if the relative matching maps

E" — F™ XMrF M"E
are fibrations (resp. trivial fibrations) in S.
Lemma 3.9. For any trivial fibration E — F in QM*(S), the map MC(E) — MC(F)
s a trivial fibration.
Proof. The idea is to write MC(E) as limMC(E)", where we define MC(E)"
C Hogrgn(E”l)ﬂ satisfying the relations of Definition 3.5 above (to level n). We

can summarise the Maurer-Cartan relations involving 07 and * as defining a func-
tion f: MC(E)*~! — (E"*1%1" where OI" is the boundary of the simplicial set ™.
The relations involving ¢/ define a function g: MC(E)"~' — (M™*'E)". If we set
MC(E)~! = e, this allows us to write MC(E)™ as the fibre product

MC(E)" MC(B)" !

| o

(En+1)1n E—— (En+1)61n X(A471+1E)BI” (Mn+1E)In.

Since the pullback of a trivial fibration is a trivial fibration, it suffices to show that
the map from (E"*H)" to

[(En+1)81" X(Mn+1E)c’H" (Mn—&-lE)["] X[(Fn+1)51" (Jv[n+1F)I’L] (Fn+1)[n

X (Mn+1pyoIn
is a trivial fibration. By definition, the maps
E™Y  M"ME X i p FPTE
n

are trivial fibrations. If X — Y is a trivial fibration, then X" — X" xyom YT is
a trivial fibration, since 9I" — I" is a cofibration in S (using the simplicial structure
of S). This gives the required result. O
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Definition 3.10. Define an object = € QM*(S) by Z° = e and Z"*! = [" for n > 0,
where I = A!, with operations

($1,--ySm) * (t1,. s tn) = (5153 8m, 0,81, .., tn),
Oty .. otn) = (b1, .o ticy, Ltiy .oy tn),
oMty sty) = (b, ..t min{t tir botive, oo b)),
oty tn) = (ta, ... L),
o™ (b1, ytn) = (t1y .oy tno1).
Proposition 3.11. For E € QM*(S) fibrant, there is a natural weak equivalence

RHOmQMx(S)(L., E) ~ M(E)
nS.
Proof. 1t follows from Definition 3.5 that MC(E) = Homg, s+ s)(E, E).
Next, observe that the unique map Z — e is a weak equivalence, since the maps

I™ — e are weak equivalences. For any trivial fibration F — F in QM*(S), Lemma 3.9
shows that

is surjective, so = has the left lifting property with respect to trivial fibrations, making
it a cofibrant replacement for te. Thus, for E fibrant,

MC(FE) ~ RHom /- (s (to, E). O
Corollary 3.12. The functor MC: QM*(S) — S is right Quillen.
Proof. Given a (trivial) fibration £ — F', the morphism MC(E) — MC(F) is
This is a (trivial) fibration, since QM*(S) is a simplicial model category. O
Remarks 3.13. Lada’s definition of a strong homotopy algebra in [CLM] differs from
Definition 3.5 in that it omits all of the degeneracy conditions except o%wy = 0. Propo-
sition 3.11 would not be true if we omitted those degeneracy conditions.

Now, consider a T-algebra A in topological spaces, and a retraction r: A — X, with
section s. Given a homotopy h from sr to id 4, Lada constructs a system

{wp: T"PX x I|™ — X}
by setting
wn(a1,...,an) :=r0eca*xh(ay)*xea*h(ag) *---xh(a,) *xca0s.

If we impose the additional conditions that roh(a) =7, h(a)os=s and h(a)
o h(b) = h(min(a,b)), for all a,b € [0,1], then w satisfies the higher Maurer-Cartan
relations of Definition 3.5.

Moreover, a similar description holds for retracts X of (T, L)-bialgebras A, replacing
ga withmgpoeys: TA— LA

Another way to look at this is that |Z| is a cofibrant resolution of t(|A°|) in
QM*(Top). An alternative (and possibly more natural) cofibrant replacement & of
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t(JA]) is given by ®° = |A®| and ®"*! = |I|", with the same operations as Z, except
that we replace the map min: |I| x |[I| — |I| with the map (a,b) — ab. Thus, for
E € QM*(Top) and Sing: Top — S, the space MC(SingFE) is equivalent to the subset
of [],,50 Homrpy, (|1]", E™1) satisfying the conditions of Definition 3.5, except that
we replace min with multiplication. The procedure above then allows us to construct
a point w of this space from a deformation retract, provided we modify the conditions
above by requiring that the homotopy satisfies h(a) o h(b) = h(ab).

Definition 3.14. For E € QM*(S) with E° a group (rather than just a monoid), there
is an adjoint action of E° on MC(E), given by (g,w) — ¢~ *w* g. We then define
Del(E) to be the homotopy quotient Del(E) = [MC(E)/"E°] = MC(E) x B WE°, for
W the universal cover of BE? = WE?, as in [GJ, Ch. V.4].

3.2. Simplicial categories
Definition 3.15. Given a simplicial category C, recall from [Ber1] that the category
moC is defined to have the same objects as C, with morphisms

Homy,c(2,y) = moHome (z,y).

A morphism in Hom,(z,y)o is said to be a homotopy equivalence if its image in moC
is an isomorphism.

Lemma 3.16. There is a model structure on the category sCat of simplicial categories,
in which a morphism f:C — D is
(W) a weak equivalence whenever
(W1) for any objects a1 and ag in C, the map Home (a1, a2) — Homp(faq, faz) is
a weak equivalence of simplicial sets;
(W2) the induced functor mof: moC — moD is an equivalence of categories.
(F) a fibration whenever
(F1) for any objects ay and az in C, the map Home (a1, a2) — Homp(fa, fas) is
a fibration of simplicial sets;
(F'2) for any objects a1 € C, b € D, and homotopy equivalence e: fa; — b in D,

there is an object as € C and a homotopy equivalence d: ay — as in C such
that fd =e.

Proof. See [Berl, Theorem 1.1]. O

3.3. Simplicial quasi-descent data

Lemma 3.17. For a fized set O, there is a cofibrantly generated simplicial model
category structure on sQDato for which a morphism f: D — D’ is a fibration or a
weak equivalence if and only if, for all a,b € O, the map

f: Homp(a,b) — Homp (a,b)
is a Reedy fibration or a levelwise weak equivalence in S®++.

Proof. Applying [Hir, Theorem 11.3.2] (as in the proof of Lemma 3.2) to the right
adjoint functor sQDatp — S®+* given by D — 1. 5co Homp(a,b), we see that this is
a model structure.
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The simplicial structure comes from the simplicial structure on S®+*, so
Hompx (a,b) := Homp(a,b)¥. O

We now consider the whole category s@Dat, not just the subcategories on fixed
objects.

Lemma 3.18. The functor (—)°: sQDat — sCat is both a left and a right adjoint.
The functor D+ [], peonp Homp(a,b) from s@Dat to S+ is a right adjoint.

Proof. (—)° has left adjoint (id/0)) and right adjoint alg®, with the same formulae and
reasoning as in Lemmas 1.13 and 1.17. The left adjoint to

D [ Home(ab)

a,beOb D

is the functor U: S?+* — s@QDat given by sending X to the category with two objects
x,1y, and morphisms

1 n=0
0 n>0,

Hom(z,x)" = Hom(y,y)" := {

Hom(z,y) == X and Hom(y,z) := (). O

Proposition 3.19. There is a cofibrantly generated model structure on s@QDat for
which a morphism f: D — & is

(W) a weak equivalence if and only if
(W1) for all a,b € ObD, the map

f: MD(avb) —>H07mg(fa,fb)

is a weak equivalence in S®+, and
(W2) the morphism mo(f°): mo(D%) — mo(E°) is an equivalence of categories (for
moC as in Definition 3.15);
(F) a fibration if and only if
(F1) for all a,b € ObD, the map

[+ Homp(a,b) — Homg(fa, fb)

is a Reedy fibration in S®**, and

(F2) for any objects ay € D,b € £ and a homotopy equivalence e: fa; — b in EY,
there exist an object ay € £ and a homotopy equivalence d: ay — ag in DY
such that fOd = e.

Proof. Note that these conditions are equivalent to saying that f is a weak equiv-
alence or fibration provided that both fO: D% — £° and the maps Homp(a,b) —
Homg(fa, fb) are weak equivalences or fibrations. This follows because the functor
SA+ — S given by X ~ X preserves both weak equivalences and fibrations (by def-
inition of the Reedy model structure).

For U as in the proof of Lemma 3.18, define (I1) to be the class consisting of the
images under U of the generating cofibrations from Proposition 3.1, and let (12) be
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the single morphism () — 0 from the category with no objects to the category with
one object and no non-identity morphisms. Define (I) := (I1) U (I2).

Define (J1) to be the class consisting of the images under U of the generat-
ing trivial cofibrations from Proposition 3.1, and let (J2) be the image of the class
(A2) from [Berl] under the functor (id/0): sCat — s@QDat of Lemma 3.18. Define
(J) = (J1) U (J2).

For a class C' of morphisms, say that a morphism f is S-injective if it has the left
lifting property (LLP) with respect to S. From the adjoint property of the functor
U, it follows that a morphism f: D — & is (J1)-injective, (resp. (I1)-injective) if and
only if f satisfies (F'1) (resp. (F'1) and (W1)). The morphism f is (I2)-injective if and
only if it is surjective on objects. By Lemma 3.18, f is (J2)-injective if and only if
f0: DY — £° is (A2)-injective.

Since cofibrations in S, concentrated in degree 0 in S®+*, become cofibrations in
the model structure of Proposition 3.1, the images under (id/@) of the classes (C1),
(C2), (A1) and (A2) from [Berl] lie in (/1), (12), (J1) and (J2), respectively. It thus
follows from [Berl, Theorem 1.1] that for any J-injective (resp. I-injective) morphism
f: D — &, the morphism f°: D° — £° is a fibration (resp. a trivial fibration) in sCat.
Looking at the LLP in S®+*, we then deduce that J-injectives (resp. I-injectives) are
precisely (F') (resp. (F) N (W) ) in s@Dat.

We now verify the conditions of [Hov, Theorem 2.1.19]. It is immediate that the
class (W) has the two-out-of-three property and is closed under retracts. The domains
of (I2) and (J2) are small, and similarly to the proof of [Berl, Theorem 1.1], the
smallness of the generating (trivial) cofibrations in S®+* means that the domains of
(I1) and (J1) are small relative to (I1)-cells and (J1)-cells, respectively. Thus the
domains of (I) and (J) are small relative to (I)-cells and (J)-cells, respectively. We
have shown that the class of (I)-injectives is the intersection of (W) with the class of
(J)-injectives.

It remains only to show that all (J)-cells are in (W) and are (I)-cofibrations. Since
cofibrations in S, concentrated in degree 0 in S®+*, become cofibrations in the model
structure of Proposition 3.1, the functor (id/@) maps cofibrations in sCat to (I)-
cofibrations. Thus (J2)-cells are (I)-cofibrations, since (id/f)) preserves all colimits.
Likewise, U preserves all colimits and maps cofibrations to (I)-cofibrations, so (J1)-
cells are (I)-cofibrations, and therefore (J)-cells are (I)-cofibrations. Since (J) C (W),
it follows immediately from the definitions and the corresponding properties in sCat
and S?++ that all (J)-cells also lie in (W). O

Note that the functor (—)%: sQDat — sCat of Lemma 3.18 is then both left and
right Quillen, while the functor D — [[, ,conp Homp(a,b) from sQDat — SA+ s
right Quillen.

Definition 3.20. We define model structures on s@Dpd, sQDpdy by requiring that
a morphism f is a weak equivalence or a fibration whenever the underlying map in
s@Dat, sQDate is so. We may apply [Hir, Theorem 11.3.2] to see that these are indeed
model structures, since the forgetful functors preserve filtered colimits and have left
adjoints (denoted by D + DPd)  given by formally inverting morphisms in D°.
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3.4. Simplicial bicomonoids
Lemma 3.21. There is a cofibrantly generated simplicial model structure on

QMM™(S)

for which a morphism f is a fibration or weak equivalence whenever the underlying
map in the Reedy model category S™+=*2++ is so.

Proof. The proof of Lemma 3.2 carries over. O
Lemma 3.22. The diagonal functor diag: QM M*(S) — QM™*(S) is right Quillen.

Proof. The Special Adjoint Functor Theorem ([Mac, Theorem V.8.1]) implies that

diag: QM M*(S) — QM*(S) has a left adjoint diag™. It therefore suffices to show that

for any (trivial) fibration f in S2++*%+ the map diag f is a (trivial) fibration in S&+=.
Now, let ©,,,00,, € Set™* be given by

Homgga.. (05, X) = X" and Homgga.. (00,,X) = M"X.
Similarly, let ©;;,90,; € Set™**2+ be given by
Homggam xaw (055, X) = X and Homgga..xa.. (00;, X) = M X.

Latching object arguments (adapting [GJ] Proposition VII.1.7) show that the maps
90,, C ©,, generate all monomorphisms in Set®**, and likewise the maps 00;; C Oy
generate all monomorphisms in Setfer XA

The diagonal functor diag: Set®** X2 — Set®** has a left adjoint diag*, and we
just observe that this preserves monomorphisms (much like the case of bisimplicial sets
considered in [GJ, Theorem IV.3.15]). Therefore the functor diag*: SA++ — SAw XS
preserves Reedy (trivial) cofibrations, so is left Quillen, making diag right Quillen. O

Note that we may regard QM*(S) and QM M*(S) as being simplicial diagrams in
QM*(Set) and QM M*(Set), respectively. This will allow us to extend many of the
constructions of Section 1 to the simplicial case.

3.5. Nerves

In Remark 3.6, we saw how MC enables us to define the space of s.h. bialgebras over
a fixed object. However, as was first noted in [CLM], there is no satisfactory general
way to define morphisms of s.h. algebras. The bar construction of [CLM] gives a
definition when the monad is an operad, but does not generalise to s.h. bialgebras.
Instead, we will now introduce a space of s.h. I-diagrams of s.h. bialgebras for any
small category I, allowing us to mimic the nerve construction and thus to construct a
simplicial space of s.h. bialgebras.

3.5.1. MC

Definition 3.23. Given K € S, define the functor Pg: s@QDatgx, — QM M*(S) by
extending Definition 1.31 to simplicial sets. Let P,, := Pan; as in Lemma 1.32, P, has
a left adjoint P.

Proposition 3.24. The functor Pk : sQQDatyx, — QMM™*(S) is right Quillen.
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Proof. Since Py is defined as a limit, it preserves arbitrary limits, so we just need to
show that it preserves (trivial) fibrations. We may regard an object X of S8+*8++ ag
a A,, diagram in S®+*, by i — X**. Denote the associated Reedy matching objects by
M X € SA++. Similarly there is a diagram j — X*7. and we denote the associated

matching objects by M7, X € S®+. Note that the Reedy matching objects in S8+ > &+
are then given by

MYX = (Mo, X Xy api x (Mg X)',
hor er

ver

as an immediate consequence of the characterisation of matching objects in [Hov,
Definition 5.2.2].

Now, for D € sQ)Datg,, the horizontal matching object M,
by

' P (D) in S2+ is given

hor

(Mjo Pr(D)Y = M' (P (DY) = [[ M'D((90) . (1))
r€K;

Next, observe that for X, K € S, the object S € S?+* given by S” = X% has matching
object M™S given by

M™S = {(fo, fu. oo Jam1) € (XS0)" [0ty = 0971 i € XFno2vi < j} & XK,
where L, K is the nth simplicial latching object of K (of [GJ, §VIIL.1]). Thus the
vertical matching object MJ_ Py (D) is given by

(M Px(D))' = [[ P((80)x, (1) x)".
IGLJ'K
Therefore, since L; K — Kj is always injective,
MIPeD) = ([ D@z @)a)) < ([  MD(@) =, (01)%)),
ZELJ'K IEKj*LjK

which yields the required result.
In fact, we may adapt this further to say that for any cofibration i: J — K in S
and any (trivial) fibration D — £ in sQDatg,, the map

PK(D) — PK(E) xPJ(iglg) PJ(’L'O_lp)

is a (trivial) fibration. O
Definition 3.25. Define a functor MC: s@Dat — sS to bisimplicial sets by
MCD)y = [ MCdiagP.(f~'D)) €5.

f:[0,n]—=0ObD

Definition 3.26. Given a simplicial set X, we define X € sS to be the constant space

X(ny := X for all n. By contrast, we define Xhor by X%‘;’)r = X,.

Remark 3.27. Assume that D comes from a distributive monad-comonad pair (T, L)
on a simplicial category B, as in Proposition 2.12. Lemma 1.30 then allows us to think
of MC(D)y) as being the space of s.h. n-diagrams of s.h. (T, L)-bialgebras over B,
so MC is a kind of nerve construction. More generally, for any small category I, we
think of [[;. o,1_0pbp MC(diag Ppi(f~'D)) as the space of s.h. [-diagrams of s.h.
(T, 1)-bialgebras over B, noting that this is just Hom ((BI)2*, MC(D)).
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Lemma 3.28. Given a (trivial) fibration f: D — £ in sQDat, the morphism
MC(D) - MC(E) Xcosko(ob £)hor COSkO(Ob D)hor

is a (trivial) fibration in the Reedy category sS = S®°™" , where cosky: Set — S denotes
the 0-coskeleton ([GJ, §IV.3]).

Proof. For any simplicial set K, Homg (K, coskyS) = SEo; since (0A")q = (A")g =
[0,n] (for OA™ C A™ the boundary), the nth Reedy matching map of the morphism
above is given by taking the coproduct over all g: [0,n] — ObD of

MC(diag P,g~'D) —
MC(diag Pg~"(Ob f) ') XmC(diag Pyang—1(0b f)-1&) MC(diag Poang™ ' D).
Assume that f is a (trivial) fibration. By the proof of Proposition 3.24,
Pog™'D — (Pug~ ' (Ob /)7'E) X p,png-1(0bp)-16) (Poang™'D)
is a (trivial) fibration in QM M™*(S), so Lemma 3.22 shows that
diag P,,g~'D — (diag Pog™ " (Ob f)'€) Xdiag Pyang-1(0b f)-1¢) (diag Poang™'D)

is a (trivial) fibration in QM™*(S), so Corollary 3.12 shows that the map above is a
(trivial) fibration whenever f is so. O

Note that considering level 0 shows that MC: sQDat — sS is not right Quillen,
since a fibration only maps to a fibration when it is surjective on objects, and a trivial
fibration only maps to a trivial fibration when it is an isomorphism on objects.

3.5.2. Del

Definition 3.29. Let sGpd be the category of simplicial groupoids, i.e. the full sub-
category of (Gpd)2™™ consisting of those I' for which the simplicial set ObT of objects
is constant. As in [GJ, §V.7], this has a model structure in which a morphism is a
weak equivalence or fibration whenever the corresponding morphism in sCat is so (for
the model structure of Lemma 3.16), although the description simplifies considerably,
since all morphisms in ' (and in particular homotopy equivalences) are isomorphisms.

Definition 3.30. Given I' € sGpd, define S(T'") to be the category of simplicial T'-
representations. An object X € S(T) consists of X(a) € S for all objects a of T' and
distributive morphisms I'(a,b) x X(b) — X (a) in S.

Lemma 3.31. For I' € sQDpd, there is a natural I'0-representation in S, given by
mapping a € ObT to MC(T'(a,a)). Denote this representation by MC(T) € S(I'?).

Proof. We just need to define an associative action MC(a) x I'%(a, b) — MC(b). As in
Definition 3.14, the adjoint action (w, g) — g~! * w * g suffices. O

Definition 3.32. Given a simplicial groupoid I', define the I'-representation WT' by
(WI)n(a) == H L(a,2p)n X D(@n, Tn—1)n-1 % -+ x I'(z1,20)o0,

Z0,L1,5---3Tn

for a € ObT. As in [GJ, §V.4] (which considered only simplicial groups), this has
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operations:

(0ivn, Oi—1Vp—1, .-, (O0Vn—i)VUn—i—1,Vpn—i—2,...,00) 1 <n,

(8711177,7877,71(071717"')81(01) i =n,

ai(vnvvn—ly v ,UO) = {

0i(Vns Vn—1,-+,00) = (TiVn, 0i1Vn_1, -+, 00Vn—is L, Un—i—1,---,00)-
For h € T'(a,b), the action is given by
h(Vny V=1, -+, 00) = (hUp, Up_1,...,00).
Definition 3.33. Given I' € sGpd, define
holim: S(I') — (S|WT)
r

by X — X xU WT', where WT := e x" WT is a model for the classifying space of I'
([GJ, §v.7)).

Lemma 3.34. The functor holim_: S(I') — (S| WT) is right Quillen, where fibrations
and weak equivalences in S(I') are defined objectwise.

Proof. The proof of [GJ, Lemma VI.4.6], which takes the case when I' is a discrete
groupoid, carries over to this generality. The left adjoint is given by

X — X xyr WT. O
Definition 3.35. Define a functor Del: s@QDpd — S by

Del(T) := ho@M(F),
To
making use of the forgetful functor S| WT — S. Note that if I' has one object, then

it may be regarded as an object of QM*(S), and this definition is consistent with
Definition 3.14 in this case.

Proposition 3.36. The functor Del: sQDpd — S is right Quillen.

Proof. Since Del clearly preserves limits, we need only show that it preserves (trivial)
fibrations. Given a (trivial) fibration f: D — £ in sQDpd, set F := & X ¢+ g0 alg” DO,
and observe that f factors as the composition of the (trivial) fibrations g: D — F,
h: F—E.

Now, MC(D) — MC(F) is a morphism in S(DY) which is a (trivial) fibration by
Corollary 3.12. Lemma 3.34 then implies that Del(D) — Del(F) is a (trivial) fibra-
tion in S, since Ob(D) = Ob(F). The morphism Del(F) — Del(€) is a pullback of
Del(alg” D°) — Del(alg* £9), so it remains only to show that the latter is a (trivial)
fibration.

Given E € QM*(S) with E™ = E° for all n, studying the degeneracy operations
shows that MC(E) = {1}. Therefore MC(alg” D°) is the constant D-representation
on the one-point set e, so

Del(alg* D°) = o x2° WD° = WD°

and similarly for Del(alg” £°) = WE°. The morphism D° — £ is a (trivial) fibration
in sGpd, so WD? — W&V is a (trivial) fibration in S, by [GJ, Theorem V.7.8]. O
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Definition 3.37. Given K € S and D € s@QDat, define h(K,D) € s@QDat by
Ob(h(K, D)) = Homget (Ko, Ob D)

and

(K, D)(a,b)" == J] Cla((d)"2)b((01)"2)).

zeK,

and note that MC(D),, = MC(h(A™,D)).
Definition 3.38. Define DEL: sQDpd — sS by DEL(T)(,,) := Del(h(A™,T)).
Corollary 3.39. The functor DEL: sQDpd — sS is right Quillen.
Proof. This just combines Proposition 3.36 with the observation that for any (trivial)
fibration f: D — &£ in sQDpd, the morphism

h(A™, D) — h(A™,E) Xh(8A™,E) h(0A™, D)

is a (trivial) fibration in s@QDat for all n > 0, which follows by combining Lemma 3.22
with the proof of Proposition 3.24. O

4. Abelian groups and cohomology

In this section, we will investigate quasi-comonoids in abelian groups and in group-
oids. The main motivation for this is that we can detect whether a simplicial set X
is contractible just by looking at 7;X and H*(X,Z), and we will now develop the
corresponding notions for QM*(S).

4.1. Cosimplicial abelian groups
Lemma 4.1. There is an equivalence between the category QM*(Ab, x) of quasi-
comonoids in (Ab, x) and the category cAb of cosimplicial complexes of abelian groups.

Proof. Take A € QM*(Ab, x). The operations §° and o on A are necessarily Z-linear.
We enhance this to a cosimplicial structure by setting 0%a = 0, * a, 0™ la = a * 01,
for a € A™ and 0; the group identity in A'. To see that this satisfies the cosimplicial
axioms, note that the properties of x give that

8i+180a — 80aia

V1<i<m,
9'0m g = 9m29'a V1 <i<m,
c™10% = 0% 'a V0 < i < m,
oM tlg = 9Mo'a YO <i<m.

We also have 8°0™*tla =0, *xa*0; = 0™120%, so it only remains to show that
0%9° = id and ™0™ *! = id and that 8°9° = 910° and o™ *+19™m+! = om+29™m+1 The
first two conditions follow because ¢°0; = 0y, which is the identity for , and the sec-
ond two follow because 07 * 0; = 05 = 910;.
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Since A™ x A™ 5 A™* is linear, for a,a’ € A™, b,b/ € A™ we then have
axb +a xb=(a+a)* (b +0),

so setting @’ = 0,,,0' =0, gives a*xb = a * 0, + 0,, * b, and 0,, = 0™, so the product
is necessarily the Alexander-Whitney cup product a x b = (9™ 1)"a + (9°)™b, which
is uniquely determined by the cosimplicial structure. O

Definition 4.2. Let sAb be the category of simplicial abelian groups and let csAb be
the category of cosimplicial simplicial abelian groups.

Definition 4.3. Denote the left adjoint to the inclusion functor csAb — QM*(S) by
cot. This is left Quillen, and we denote the associated left-derived functor on homotopy
categories by L cot.

Lemma 4.4. There is a cofibrantly generated simplicial model structure

QM*(sAb, x)
in which a morphism is a fibration or a weak equivalence whenever the underlying map
in QM*(S) is so.

Proof. We may apply [Hir, Theorem 11.3.2] to the forgetful functor QM*(sAb, x) —
QM*(S). This functor satisfies the Special Adjoint Functor Theorem ([Mac, Theorem
V.8.2]), so it has a left adjoint (analogous to the free module generated by a set).
It also preserves filtered direct limits, so admits the small object argument where
necessary. [

Lemma 4.5. There is an equivalence
QM*(sAb, x) ~ csAb

of model categories, where csAb is given the Reedy model structure for cosimplicial
objects in sAb (with its standard model structure).

Proof. Lemma 4.1 gives the equivalence of categories, by passing to simplicial dia-
grams. Now, f is a weak equivalence in QM™*(sAb, x) whenever each f" is a weak
equivalence, and a fibration whenever f is a Reedy fibration in S®**. Since the match-
ing objects for A and A,, are the same, this means that the model structure of
Lemma 4.4 is just the Reedy model structure on (sAb)?, as they have the same weak
equivalences and fibrations. O

Definition 4.6. Let N?® denote simplicial normalisation from simplicial abelian groups
to non-negatively graded chain complexes, given by

N* (V) = [ ker(d;: Vi — V1),
i>0
with differential dy. Let N, denote cosimplicial conormalisation from cosimplicial
abelian groups to non-negatively graded cochain complexes, given by
Ne(V)™ = [ ker(o": V™ — V"),
i>0
with differential },(—1)?0". By the Dold-Kan correspondence ([Wei, Theorem 8.4.1],
passing to opposite categories and using [Wei, Lemma 8.3.7] in the cosimplicial case),
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these functors are both equivalences; let D, be the cosimplicial denormalisation func-
tor, inverse to N..

Definition 4.7. Set I = A', and for n > 0, let
= ({1 x I Hu @ x {01} x ) c I e
j>0

for n > 2 this is given by removing the interior of 0 x I"~! from the boundary 9I",
while J' = {1} and 1 = 0.

Let

Z(I"/3%) = Z(I™)/Z(I") € sAD,

where Z(S) is the free Z-module generated by the set S, and let § be the canonical
map Z(I"~1/I*1) — Z(I"/I") arising from the map I"~1 — I" given by x — (0, z).

For any simplicial abelian group W, write

WA = ker(W!" — W) = Hom, ,, (Z(I™/3"), W)
and let & be the canonical map WX"/3" — WI"'/7""" qual to the map & above.

Proposition 4.8. Given an abelian group object E in QM™*(S), corresponding under
Lemma 4.1 to the cosimplicial simplicial abelian group C(E), there is an isomorphism

MC(E) = {ne [ Nrt'C(B)" " denuy = dna}-

n=0

Proof. As in Lemma 3.9, write MC(E) = lim MC(E)", and assume that we are given
an element

(UJQ, ce ,wn_l) € M(E)n_l.
The proof of Lemma 3.9 then gives rise to the data
Bn_1 € M"TIC(EY",  an_qy € C"HH(E)T

(in the notation of Definition 3.7). By Lemma 3.9, the fibre of MC(E)™ — MC(E)"~!
over (wo,...,wn_1) is given by w, € C**1(E)!" compatibly lifting o, 1, 3,_1 in the
following diagram:

Cn—i—l(E)I" Cn+1(E)81"

l i

MnJrIC(E)I" - S M”JFIC(E)MH.

For any abelian cosimplicial abelian group C*, dualising [Wei, Lemma 8.3.7] gives a
decomposition of the associated cochain complex as C™ = N*(C) & (M')"(C), where
NMC) =Ny kero?, and (M')"(C) =>_"_,9°C"™1, so the commutative diagram
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becomes

(NIHIC(B)™) & (M) HO(E)") — (NI C(B)!") & (M) C(B)")

l |

MHC(E)!” M"TIC(E)!".

Moreover, o: (M')"C — M™C is an isomorphism, and we will denote the inverse by
a + a. Thus the problem of constructing w,, reduces to seeking an element 7, = w, —
Br_1 € NMIC(E)!" lifting pry(an_1) € N?HC(E)?T" | where

pry: C — N.(C)
is the projection given by annihilating M'(C).
Now, au,—1 is defined by
o1 (try ey tic, 0 tig1, oy tn) = (O (b1, timq)
+ (0" wnoi(tizts - tn),
U1 (try ety byt eootn) = O'wn_1(t1, . tis g, tigts ey tn).
Therefore,
Praycn—1(0,t2,. .. tn) = prad°na_1(ta, ..., tn),
pryamn—1(t1, ... tic1,0,ti41,...,t,) =0 fori>1,
pry@n—1(ti,...,ti—1,1,ti41,...,tn) =0,

since all other terms lie in (M’)"! (the span of {9 : i > 0}).
Since pry0° = pryd,, it follows from [Wei, Lemma 8.3.7] that on N,

n+1

pryd’ =d, =Y (~1)'0".

i=0
This implies that
. € NIFLO(E),
and that the condition for 7, to lift pry(a,—1) is precisely that 6(n,) = denp—1. O
Corollary 4.9. A representative for Lcot(te) is given by 1(Z) = ED(Z7Y), for
E: csAb — QM™(sAb, x)

as in Lemma 4.1.

Proof. First observe that, for = from Definition 3.10,
L cot(ce) ~ L cot(Z),

since Z — (e is a cofibrant replacement.

Since Z represents MC, for any simplicial cochain complex V' (in non-negative
cochain degrees) we have Hom(N.C(cot Z),V) 2 MC(E(D.V)), where Hom is taken
in the category of simplicial cochain complexes. Since C is inverse to £, and N, is
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inverse to D., Proposition 4.8 can then be rephrased to say that

Z([’n—l/]n—l) n 2 1

NIC(cot(E)) = {O n=0,

with differential d. = §.

Thus the bicomplex N*N_.C(cot Z) is weakly equivalent (in the Reedy model cate-
gory of cochain diagrams in chain complexes) to the bicomplex 7= consisting of Z
concentrated in cochain degree 1 and chain degree 0. This means that cot = is weakly
equivalent to D (Z[=) (with constant simplicial structure), but this is isomorphic
to ¢(Z) (having n copies of Z in level n). O

Definition 4.10. Given a cochain complex V', denote the brutal truncation in degrees

> n by 02"V, so
0 < n.

Definition 4.11. Define the total complex functor Tot!! from chain cochain complexes
(i.e. bicomplexes) to chain complexes by

(Tot" V) := ] V&
a—b=n
with differential d := d* + (—1)%d, on V?.
Proposition 4.12. For A € csAb, 7, MC(A) = Hn,l(TotH oZIN*N_A).
Proof. First, note that MC(A) = Hom ;- (s)(Z, 4), so the Dold-Kan correspondences
give
MC(A) = Hom,4ap,(cot =, A) =~ Hom pgzogy. an (N NC(cot =), N*N.A),
where DGZ%dg~ oAb is the Reedy category of non-negatively graded cochain complexes
of non-negatively graded chain complexes.

Now, Corollary 4.9 implies that N°*N.C(cot Z) is a cofibrant replacement for Z
in DGZ%dg>oAb, so

MC(A) ~ RHom pgsog,. ,ap(Z7Y, N*NA).

(—1]

A simpler cofibrant replacement is the object L given by

n Z n=i+1,i+2,
10 otherwise,

with chain and cochain differentials the identity whenever possible. Thus
m(A) ~ HOmDG;()dgzoAb(L, NQNCA)

Now, a map L — B is determined by the images b, of the elements 1 € L},
subject to the conditions that d.b, = d®b,,4+1. Thus

Hompgsogy.,an(L, B) 2 Z_1(Tot" 62! B),

where Z,(V) = ker(d: V; — V;_1), and the description of 7, MC(A) follows. O
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Proposition 4.13. For A € csAb,
mDely 2 H,,_;(Tot" N*N_ A).

Proof. We need to understand the adjoint action of A° on MC(A). For g € A° and
w € MC(A), we have g~ xw+*g =g ' * 0% g+ w, so the problem reduces to under-
standing the morphism D: A° — MC(A) given by D(g) = g~ * 0 x g.
If we now consider the simplicial normalisation of [X/"G], for X and G abelian and
[—/"—] as in Definition 3.14, we see that
NiX/"G) = N;X & N;_,G
(x’g7 dsg7 07 0) i "0) — (x’g).

The corresponding differential is given by d*(z,g) = (dz + g - 0,dg), so N*[X/"G] is
isomorphic to the mapping cone of the morphism N°G 0, NsX.

If X =MC(A) and G = A%, then the gauge action on 0 is given by g -0 = Dg, so
N*Dely is isomorphic to the cone complex of the morphism

N5 A° N2, snc(A).

Now

)

Hom .y, (¢(Z), A) = Z' N A := ker(d.: N}A — N2A),

with the map cot(Z) — «(Z) corresponding to the inclusion f: Z' N.A < MC(A) given
by f(a), = (8")"(a) € A € (A"T1)I". The key observation is that this subset is
closed under the adjoint action, so, in particular, D: A — MC(A) factors through
Z'N_ A, via the map d.: A — Z'N_A.
The map L — Z[1 corresponds to the natural inclusion
(Z'N A), — Z_,(Tot" 61 N A2").
The proof of Proposition 4.12 gives an equivalence

N*MC(A) = 750(Tot™ (07! N, A)[-1])

of chain complexes, where 7>¢ is good truncation in non-negative degrees; thus

V-1 n>0
T>o(V[-1)n =4Z1V n=0
0 n < 0.

Since this equivalence preserves the image of N*Hom, 4}, (:(Z), A), it also preserves
the image of A°, giving an equivalence between the cone complexes of

N*A® M2 NSMC(A)  and  NA® 25 o (Tot™ (021 N A)[-1]).
The latter cone complex is just
7s0(Tot™ (NN A)[~1]),

which has the required cohomology. O
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4.2. Cohomology
Definition 4.14. Given F € QM*(S) and A € cAb, define cohomology groups of FE
with coefficients in A by

HZ(E,A) = HomHo(QZ\/l*(S))(Ea Ns_lA[_,]),

where N 1A[,i] is the simplicial abelian group whose simplicial normalisation has A
concentrated in chain degree 1.

Proposition 4.15. For A € cAb,

. Hi+1 NCA ;
H'(re, A) = ( ) Z >0
7IN.A i=0.
Proof. By Proposition 3.11, H'(ve, A) = moMC(N; ' A[_;), which by Proposition 4.12
is isomorphic to H_;(Tot™ o2 N A[_y). Since (Tot™ 0PN A j))n = (071N A)—™,
this is just H*1 (021N, A), as required. O

4.3. Groupoids

Given I" € QM*(Gpd, x) (or even in QM*(Cat, x)), we have BT' € QM*(S), for
B: Gpd — S the nerve functor, and we now seek to describe the set MC(BT') (and
hence the space MC(BT)).

Proposition 4.16. For C € QM*(Cat, x), the set MC(BC) is isomorphic to the set
of pairs (x,a), for v € ObCl, a € C?>(x x x,0') satisfying the following conditions:
oz =1,
0’a =c'a=1id, € C'(z, ),
(0%a) o (z % a) = (0'a) o (ax x) € C¥(x % x * x,0%°0 x),

where a * = a *id, and x * a = id, * a, for id, € C'(z,x) the identity morphism.
Proof. First, observe that

MC(BC) = HomQM*(S) (E, BC) = HOmQM*(Cat)(TlE,C),

where 71 = is the fundamental category of = (in the sense of [JT, §1]).

It is therefore equivalent to show that 7= is the quasi-comonoid in categories
generated by an object ¢ € Z} and a morphism a € 71(Z2)(€ x £, 01€) satisfying the
conditions for (x,a) above.

Note that Z is the free quasi-comonoid (in sets) generated by the unique element
¢ € 2}, subject to the condition that 6% = 1. Recall that =§ = [0,1]""! for n > 1.
We may then describe 71=" as the category associated to the poset [0,1]"~1. Thus
7122 has objects & * ¢ and 9'¢ (corresponding to 0 and 1 in [0, 1] respectively), with a
unique isomorphism a: & x £ — 9*&. Since there is a unique morphism from (0,0) to
(1,1) in 71 =3, the morphisms

(0%a)o (Exa),(0'a)o (ax&) € C3(ExExE,0%0%)
must be equal.

It therefore only remains to show that 7= is isomorphic to the quasi-comonoid D
defined to have objects ObZ, with morphisms freely generated by a € D(¢ x £, 01€),
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subject to the condition (9%a) o (€ x a) = (9'a) o (a * £). Since the condition is satis-
fied by 7 Z, there is a natural map D — 7= in QM*(Cat).

Now, for u € D™(z,y) and v € D"(2',y'), the fact that D™ x D" = D" is a
functor implies that

(idy % v) o (u*idy) =uxv = (uxidy) o (idg * v).
Therefore every morphism in D can be generated from « by the operations 97, £x, *£
and composition. Thus every morphism is a composition of morphisms of the form
'm0 (E° xax €Y.

There are 2"~ 2(n — 1) such morphisms in D", corresponding to edges in the (n — 1)-
cube ObD" = [0,1]"~ !, so we call these the edge morphisms. Since 7Z" is generated
by edge morphisms, this implies that the functor D" — 7 =" is full.

Finally, the condition (92a) o (£ * a) = (9'a) o (a * &) implies that any square of
edge morphisms in D" commutes. Thus D" is the category associated to the poset
[0,1]"71, so D — 7= is an isomorphism, as required. O

Corollary 4.17. For T € QM*(Gpd),
Hompo(gar+(sy)(te, BI') = MC(BT')/ ~,
where for pairs (x,a) as in Proposition 4.16, the equivalence relation ~ is given by
saying that (z,a) ~ (z',a’) if there exists X\ € T (z,2') such that
(0N oa=do(Ax)\), o’A=idy,
where id; is the identity morphism in T9(1,1).

Proof. Let Ar(T") € QM*(Gpd) be the groupoid of arrows in T, defined levelwise, and
observe that

BT 4 BAr(I') — B(T' x I)
is a path object for BI'. Since = is a cofibrant replacement for ce, this gives
HomHo(QM* (S)) (L.7 BF) = HOIHQMx (S) (E.7 BF)/HOIHQM*(S) (E, BAI‘(F)),

which is just MC(BT)/MC(BAr(I)).
Applying Proposition 4.16 to Ar(I") shows that elements of MC(BAr(I")) correspond
to pairs

At
ole —25 97/

with (z,a), (2',a’) € MC(BT) and (0'X)oa =a’ o (A ), 0%\ =id;. This gives the
required description. O

4.4. Linear quasi-comonoids
Given E € QM*(S), we now wish to describe the homology groups H.(E™,Z), for
all n — by definition, these are just homology groups of the simplicial abelian group
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7Z ® E freely generated by E. Applying Z® levelwise gives a functor
Z®: QM*(S) — QM*(sAb, ®),

where the latter category is not to be confused with the category QM*(sAb, x) con-
sidered earlier. There is a forgetful functor, right adjoint to Z®, and [Hir, Theorem
11.3.2] allows us to put a model structure on @QM*(sAb,®) for which a morphism is
a weak equivalence or a fibration if the underlying map in QM*(S) is so.

This means that a morphism in QM™*(sAb, ®) is a weak equivalence or a fibration
whenever the underlying map in the Reedy category S®** is so. Thus the forgetful
functor QM*(sAb, ®) — (sAb)?++ is right Quillen, where the latter category has the
Reedy model structure.

Alternatively, we can forget the operations 0%, o’ and retain the multiplication. This
gives us a forgetful functor U: QM*(Ab, ®) — GRing to simplicial (not necessarily
commutative) Ny-graded rings with unit, given by U(R)™ = R™.

Lemma 4.18. The forgetful functor U: QM*(sAb, ®) — sGRing is left Quillen.

Proof. We first note that the model structure which we will use for sGRing is defined
by saying that f: R — S is a weak equivalence (resp. a fibration) whenever all the
maps f": R" — S™ are weak equivalences (resp. fibrations) in S. That this defines a
model structure follows from [Hir, Theorem 11.3.2].

We may explicitly describe the right adjoint U, by

w.rR"= ] =&R™
meNy
f:n—min A
where for any morphism g: n — n’ in A, the map g: (U,R)™ — (U,R)" is given by
g(r)f =rgof, for f:n’ — m.
The matching maps of this all have canonical sections, so it follows immediately
that U, preserves fibrations and trivial fibrations, hence is right Quillen. O

Definition 4.19. Given a (not necessarily commutative) ring R, and an R-bimodule
M, define the set Der(R, M) of derivations to be the set of ring homomorphisms
R — R® Me over R, where €2 = 0 and € commutes with everything. Equivalently, a
derivation is a morphism f: R — M such that f(ab) = af(b) + f(a)b.

Then (as in [DV]) define the R-bimodule Q(R) to be the kernel of the multipli-
cation map R ® R — R; this has the universal property that Hompg_g(Q(R), M) =
Der(R, M), with the universal derivation R — Q(R) given by r —r®1—1®r.

We now also denote the forgetful functor QM*(Ab, x) — GAD to Ny-graded abelian
groups by U.

Lemma 4.20. For E € QM*(Set), there is a natural isomorphism
Ucot(E) = U(Z® 1e) Quzer) UU(Z® E)) Quaer) U(Z ® ve).
Proof. Given a graded U(Z ® ve)-bimodule M, we have
Homy(zgp)-v@zer) (UU(Z® E)), M) = Der(U(Z ® E), M),

making use of the augmentation U(Z ® E) — U(Z ® ve) coming from the canonical
map F — e to the final object.
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Now,
Der(U(Z & E)a M) = HomGRinglU(Z(@u)(U(Z & E)a U(Z & L.) ©® ME),

for €2 = 0, and this is isomorphic to Homq s+ (set) 10, U(zgwe) (B, U (U(Z @ 10) & Me)).
Now, observe that cAb is equivalent to the category of Z ® re-bimodules in AbAe
with operations 9° and 9"*! on level n corresponding to left and right multiplication
by the unique element of (ce)!. Given a Z ® re-bimodule N in Ab®+*, the equivalence
cAb ~ QM*(Ab, x) then combines with the forgetful functor Uay,: QM*(Ab, x) —
QM*(Set) to give rise to an object of QM™*(Set). Explicitly, this is
(Z@ 10) ® Ne) X (z510) 19
(noting that the underlying object in Set®** is just N).
Next, observe that the forgetful functor Ab?* — GADb has right adjoint U, defined
by the same formulae as the functor U, of Lemma 4.18. Thus we get U, M € Ab2e

which has a natural Z ® re-bimodule structure, allowing us to regard it as a cosimplicial
complex. Moreover,

UsbUM = ((Z @ 10) @ U.Me) X (70.0) L ®
= (U.U(Z® 10)) DU.Me) Xy, u(z210) L ®
=U.(U(Z®18) © Me) Xy, u(zo10) L
in QM™*(Set). Since cot is left adjoint to Uap,
Hom,ap,(cot E, U, M) = Homg s set) (B, Ux(U(Z @ 18) @ Me) Xy, uzzwe) 19),

which we have already seen is isomorphic to Der(U(Z ® E), M).
Thus

Homy zg p)-v@ep) (UU(Z ® E)), M) = Homeap (cot E, U, M)
= Homy (zg.e)—U(zawe) (U cot E, M),
as required. O
Corollary 4.21. The morphism L cot te ~ cot(1e) is a weak equivalence.

Proof. We could use our explicit cofibrant replacement = to calculate L cot, but instead
we give an argument which will generalise more widely. Although ce is not cofibrant,
the underlying graded ring U(Z ® te) is freely generated by the unique element of (1e)?,
so it is cofibrant in sGRing. If we took a cofibrant replacement F of e, we would then
have a weak equivalence U(Z ® E) — U(Z ® ve) of cofibrant objects. Therefore

U(Z® 10) ®uzer) UU(Z® E)) Qu@er) U(Z @ e) — QU(Z @ o))

would be a weak equivalence of simplicial U(Z ® te)-modules, so Lemma 4.20 gives a
weak equivalence cot(E) — cot(ce), as required. O

Proposition 4.22. Given a cofibrant object R € sGRing, equipped with an augmen-
tation R — 7, there is a spectral sequence

F(H,(Z®r QR)®r Z)) = H,(R),

where F is the free graded (non-commutative) Z-algebra functor on a graded module.
This converges whenever R® = Z.
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Proof. By [Qui2, §11.6], cofibrant simplicial rings are retracts of free simplicial rings,
where a simplicial ring R, is said to be free if there are free generators C, C R, for
all ¢, closed under the degeneracy operations of R,.

Since the proposition is unchanged by taking retractions, we may assume that R
is free. If T =ker(R — Z) is the augmentation ideal, first observe that R=Z® I,
and that freeness gives Z®pr Q(R)®pr Z =1/(I-1I). There is a filtration on R by
powers of I, with associated graded algebra gr;R = @n>0 I'™/I™HL Since R is free,
the canonical map F(I/(I-1)) — gr;R is an isomorphism. The spectral sequence of
the proposition is then just the spectral sequence associated to this filtration.

Finally, if R = Z, then I° =0, so I'""™' N R™ = 0. We may regard the spectral
sequence as a direct sum of spectral sequences, using the graded decomposition. In
degree n, this gives the spectral sequence associated to the filtration I'? N R™ = 0 of
R™. Since this filtration is bounded, the spectral sequence converges. O

Corollary 4.23. If f: E — F in QM*(Set) is a morphism with E® = FO =1, 74 E ~
nfF ~ o and Lcot(E) ~ Lcot(F), then f is a weak equivalence. Moreover, if

L cot(E) =~ cot(re),
then E — 1o is a weak equivalence.

Proof. We may choose cofibrant replacements E, F of E, F, with E° = F° = 1. Since
the objects E™, F™ are simply connected for all n, we only need to prove that the map
H,(E",Z) — H,(F™,Z) of homology groups is an isomorphism. Now, H,(E", Z) =
H.(Z® E’"), so we may apply Lemma 4.20 and Proposition 4.22 to give the required
isomorphism.

For the final part, note that Corollary 4.21 gives

L cot(ce) ~ cot(ce). O

4.5. Diagonals

In this section, we will study properties of the diagonal functor diag: QM M*(S) —
QM*(S), with a view to characterising MC(diag F), thereby extending Lemma 1.21
to the simplicial case.

4.5.1. Groupoids
Our first step is to establish a diagonal version of Proposition 4.16.

Definition 4.24. Given a A,, x A,,-diagram S** of sets, and a distinguished point
1€ 871, define (N}'S)" = S™* N, ker(oy,), where ker denotes the inverse image of
1. Similarly, given 1 € S4"~1  define (NS)? = S%" N N; ker(a?).

Lemma 4.25. Given T' € QM M*(Gpd), the set MC(diag BT") consists of the data
(z,s,t,a,b), where z € ObT'* | and for zp, := oz, z, := oV,
s € T®(xy x ap,, 0txy), t€T%(zy, % xy,0 2,)
and
a€ NhNUFH(xh * Ty,2), bE NthI‘ll(xv * Tp,T).
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These data satisfy the additional conditions that
(zh,s) € MC(BT*Y), (z,,t) € MC(BI'°*)
(as in Lemma 4.16), and that if we set v = b~ o a: xp * 1, — X, * T, then

Oy = (v * 8) o (yxan) o (znxv) o (sxwu)",
Oiy b= (ap*xt)o (Y L xay) o (zyxy Yo (txapy) ™t
Proof (sketch). By Proposition 4.16, we know that MC(diag BI') consists of pairs
(z,a), with x € ObT'", o € T'%(x % z, 01 9} ), satisfying various conditions. If we look
at a := o0} a, b:=oYola, then we have a: 00z x o)z — x and b: 00z * 00z — z. We
also set s = (09)?a € % and t = (0?)%a € T2
Note that

(02,5) € MC(BT*°), (oVx,t) € MC(BT®), a,be N,N, I

by applying powers of o9 or o0 to the equations for a.
Applying the operations a}%aiaf to the equation

(Oh030) o (z % a) = (9h0,0) o (e z)

for {i,7,k} = {1,2,3} and j < k gives us the following equations in o0, olo:

ola = (0ib) o (bxxp)!

)"t o (oya) = (wp *b) o (axan) ™!

vor = (Opa) o (xp xa)",

(o

g

which reduce to the first condition for 7. Interchanging horizontal and vertical struc-
tures does the same for 0201, o}, giving the second condition (for 7).
It remains to show that we can recover a from s,t, a,b. It is the composition

(0i0ka) o (sxt)o(zp*y*mxy)o(atxa™t). O

¢

Proposition 4.26. For I' € QM M*(Gpd), elements of Homgegar-(s))(te, B diagT')
are represented by data of the form (xp,xy,s,t,7), where

(zp,8) € MC(BT*?), (x,,t) € MC(BT"*),
and y: Tp * T, — T, * T Satisfies the conditions of Lemma 4.25. Two systems
(Thy Ty, 8,t,7), (xh, 20, 8" ')
represent the same element if and only if there exist
M€ TV, 2h), Ay €70 (2, 2)
such that

(6,11)\;1) oS8 = S/ o ()\h * )\h) 02>\h = ].,
(OEN) ot =10\ % Ny) 0O\, =1,
’y/ o (/\h * /\U) = ()\v * )\h) 0.
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Proof (sketch). Take (z, ) as in the proof of Lemma 4.25. By Corollary 4.17, (x, ) ~
(2',a’) whenever there exists A € I''!(z,2’) such that

(00N oa=a' o (A*)) opoll=1.
Given (z,a), we may therefore set
¥ =xp*xx,y, o =00 a ) oao(axa)

and define a transformation \: (z,a) — (2/,a’) by A = a~ 1.

Therefore, every element of Hompo(gar-(s))(t®, B diagI') has a representative with
T = xp * Ty, and a = 1, giving data (zp,x,, s,t,7) as above. Two such systems are
equivalent if there exists a transformation A € I''*(zy, * z,, 2}, * z,) satisfying the con-
ditions of Lemma 4.17. Since a = 1, we recover that A = \j, x A, for A\, :== c0\ and
Ay := o9 \. The conditions for A then reduce to the conditions for Az, A, above. O

Corollary 4.27. The object diag*(Z) € QM M*(S) is simply connected in every level.

Proof. By Lemma 4.25, the fundamental groupoid I' := 7 (diag” Z) € QM M*(Gpd)
is generated by an object x € ObT'"1| together with isomorphisms (s, ¢, a, b) satisfying
the conditions of that lemma. Consider T € QM M*(Gpd) generated by objects

zp € ObTH0 2, € ObI'V!

and isomorphisms (s, t, v) satisfying the conditions of Lemma 4.26. That lemma implies
that the canonical inclusion T — 7y diag” = is a levelwise equivalence.

Now, the objects of T are words in (9} )‘zy, (0})7z,, and the conditions on (s,t,a,b)
ensure that there is a unique isomorphism between any two such words in the same
level, so Y™ is simply connected. Thus the maps T — 7y diag” = — +(e, ®) are equiv-
alences in every level, as required. O

4.5.2. Abelian groups
Lemma 4.28. The category QM M*(Ab, x) is equivalent to the category ccAb of
bicosimplicial abelian groups.

Proof. The proof of Lemma 4.1 carries over to this context. O

Definition 4.29. Define cot: QM M*(Set) — QM M™*(Ab, x) =~ ccAb to be left ad-
joint to the forgetful functor QM M*(Ab, x) — QM M*(Set).

The following results have the same proofs as Corollary 4.21, Proposition 4.22
and Corollary 4.23, replacing the category GRing of graded rings with the category
GGRing of bigraded rings.

Lemma 4.30. The morphism Lcot (e, e) — cot i(e, ) is a weak equivalence.

Proposition 4.31. Given a cofibrant object R € sGGRing, equipped with an augmen-
tation R — 7Z, there is a spectral sequence

F(H4(Z ®g cot(R) ®r Z)) = H.(R),

where F' is the free bigraded (non-commutative) Z-algebra functor on a bigraded mod-
ule. This converges whenever R = 7Z.
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Corollary 4.32. If f: E — F in QMM*(Set) is a morphism with E%° = F% =1,
nfE ~ 7 F ~ e and Lcot(E) ~ Lcot(F), then f is a weak equivalence. Moreover, if
Lcot(E) =~ cot (e, e), then E — (e, 0) is a weak equivalence.

Proposition 4.33. The map Ldiag*(1e) — 1(e,e) is a weak equivalence.

Proof. Proposition 4.26 shows that this gives an equivalence on fundamental group-
oids, so by Corollary 4.32 it suffices to show that

L cot(L diag™(ce)) =~ Lcot(c(e, ®)).

Now the diagonal functor diag: QM M*(Ab, x) — QM*(Ab, x) also has a left
adjoint diaghy,: @QM*(Ab, X) — QM M*(Ab, x), which can be calculated in a simi-
lar way to the functor d* in [GJ, §IV.3.3], by studying the associated cosimplicial
and bicosimplicial complexes. It follows from this description that diagh, preserves
weak equivalences. Moreover, the functors diagh,, cot and cot diag™ from QM*(Set) to

QM M*(Ab, x) are naturally isomorphic, since their right adjoints are.
By Corollary 4.30, Lcot t(e, ®) >~ cot ¢(e, e), so it suffices to show that

diag), cot = — cot c(e, @) = diag,, cot te

is a weak equivalence. Since diagh, preserves weak equivalences in QM*(Ab, x), we
need only observe that cot = — cot te is a weak equivalence by Corollary 4.21. O

5. Mapping spaces

Lemma 5.1. Forn asin Lemma 1.26, PF diag™ E is a cofibrant replacement for alg™ n
in sQDat,, (with the model structure of Lemma 3.17), and hence also in sQDat.

Proof. By Proposition 4.33, the morphism diag” = — i(e,e) in QM M*(S) is a weak
equivalence. From the description of P} in Lemma 1.32, it follows that P,; from Defini-
tion 3.23 preserves weak equivalences, so P} diag" Z — Pi(e, e) is also a weak equiv-
alence. Since Pf: QM M*(S) — s@Dat,, is left Quillen, P} diag™ = is cofibrant (and a
realisation of P;Ldiag" c(e)). Now we need only recall from the proof of Lemma 1.34
that P’i(e,e) = alg” n. O

5.1. MC
Proposition 5.2. For D € s@QDat fibrant,

MC(D)H = H Ma’pZQDatn (alg* n, fﬁlD)a
f:[0,n]—0ObD

where Map” denotes the derived function complex RMap of [How, §5].

Proof. For £ € sQDat,,,
m(dlag Png) = 7H0msQDatn (P;Lk dlag* E’7 5)7

recalling that (unlike s@Dat) the model category s@Dat, has a simplicial struc-
ture. Since P diag” = is cofibrant, this is equivalent to the derived function com-
plex Map?QDatn(P;: diag™® =, &) whenever & is fibrant ([Hov, Theorem 5.4.9]). Since
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P diag™ E is weakly equivalent to alg” n, this function complex is also weakly equiv-
alent to Map?QDat" (alg™ n, &). The description now follows immediately from Defini-
tion 3.25. O

Corollary 5.3. For D € s@QDat fibrant,
MC(D)y = Mapgpay (alg™ 1, D) X, (o poyon (0D,

Proof. Comparing the model structures of Lemma 3.17 and Proposition 3.19, it follows
immediately that the functor O | s@QDat — s@QDaty, given by mapping f: O — D to
71D, preserves (trivial) fibrations. Its left adjoint is the inclusion functor sQDato —
O | s@Dat, so these form a Quillen pair. Hence

MapZQDatn (alg* n, f_lp) = Mapflo,n]lsQDat (alg* n, [07 n] L D)
= MangDat(alg* n,D) Xﬁqapi}QDat([o,n],p) {1t

Thus we have that MC(D),, = Map” (alg* n, D) Hom([0,n], D), and

h
XMaph([O,n],D)
Maplopat ([0, 7], D) = Map’c,, ([0.n], D°) = Maplc,,, (0, D°) 1., O

Definition 5.4. For n € Ny, define E x alg™ n € sQDat to have objects [0, n] and mor-
phisms (E x alg" n)(¢,j) = = for 7 < j and @ otherwise. This can be characterised as
the coproduct (£ x alg"(Obn)) La/g)j0,n) (id/0)(n) in the category s@QDat, or equiv-
alently in the category s@Dat,,.

Lemma 5.5. The natural morphism f: 2 x alg*n — Prdiag” = is a trivial cofibra-
tion in s@QDat,,.

Proof. For D € s@QDat,,
Hom,gpat, (E x alg* n, D) = MC((P,D)*° x(p, py.o (P,D)**).
The morphism f then corresponds to the map

((69)®, (o1)®): diag(P,D) — (P,D)*° x(p,pyoo (PaD)™*

in QM*(S).
Given a trivial fibration D — £ in s@Dat,,, observe that the conditions (W1) and
(F1) from Proposition 3.19 ensure that

diag(P, D) — diag(P,&) X (p,g)e. (pogyos (PaD)*° X (p,pyoo (P, D)

X ()00
is a trivial fibration in QM*(S), so Lemma 3.9 implies that the functor MC applied
to this map is surjective. Therefore f is a cofibration.

Now, = x alg"n ~ (1e) x alg"n = alg"n and P} diag*E ~ alg" n by Lemma 5.1.
Thus f is a trivial cofibration in s@Dat,,. O

Definition 5.6. Recall from [Rez, 4.1] that a Segal space is defined to be a bisimplicial
set W € sS which is Reedy fibrant, and for which the natural maps

k

Wi — Wi Xa,.Wody =+ Xa0.Wo.00 W1

are weak equivalences in S for all k.
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Proposition 5.7. For D € sQDat fibrant, MC(D) is a Segal space.

Proof. By applying Lemma 3.28 to the morphism D — alg” 0, we know that MC(D)
is Reedy fibrant, since cosko(Ob D)2 is Reedy fibrant, and MC(alg* 0) = e.
Letting W := MC(D), we have

(Wh)i = H Hom, op,, (P, diag” =, D),
f:[0,n]—ObD

= JI  Homga, (P diag"S), (f'D)>)
f:[0,n]—ObD
— Homgpat (P} diag* E), D2,
where DX is defined by Ob DX = ObD and Hompx (a,b) := Homp(a,b)" (note that
although this makes s@QDat into a simplicial category, it does not satisfy axiom (SM7)

of a simplicial model category).
Now,

k

(Wl Xao,Wo,al e Xao,Wo,al Wl)’L
=~ HomSQDat((Pl* diag* E)UP(;*E cee UP;E(Pl* diag* E), DAl)
o [T  Homgpa, (P diag"E)Us - - U=(Py diag” E), f'D);,
f:[0,n]—ObD
since [0, 1] Ug1y [1,2] Ugay -+ Ugp—1y [0 — 1,n] = [0, n].
Now, Lemma 5.5 implies that
is a trivial cofibration (being a pushout of trivial cofibrations), and the left-hand side
is just E x alg™(1Ug - - - Upl) = = X alg™ k. This is weakly equivalent to alg” k, so
k

Wy X80,Wo,01 X *** Xy,Wo,01 Wy ~ H MangDatn (alg* ka fﬁllD)a
f:[0,n]—0ObD

which is equivalent to Wy, by Proposition 5.2. O

5.1.1. Morphism spaces
Lemma 5.8. Given D € QDat, and z,y € Obalg D, the object D(z,7) € Set®* has
the natural structure of a cosimplicial set, where T, € ObD are the objects underlying

TR
Proof. The objects z,y correspond to the elements
Wy € MC(D(I‘,JJ)), Wy € MC(D(y7y))

In order to enhance the structure of D(z, ), we define operations 8° := w,*: D(x,y)"
— D(z,y)" ", and "' ;= *w,: D(z,y)" — D(z,y)""!. The Maurer-Cartan equa-
tions ensure that these operations satisfy the necessary conditions for a cosimplicial
set. O
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Definition 5.9. Recall from [GJ, §VIIL.1] that the functor Tot: ¢S — S from cosim-
plicial simplicial sets to simplicial sets is given by

Tot X* = {l‘ e [I(x™2" : 0k = (08) wns1, oy = (aiA)*xnfl}-

When X is Reedy fibrant, homotopy groups of the total space are related to homotopy
groups of the spaces X™ via a spectral sequence given in [GJ, Proposition VIII.1.15].

Proposition 5.10. Given D € s@QDat fibrant, and x,y € Obalg(Dy), there is a nat-
ural weak equivalence

MC(D)1 xmc)yxmo) (7, y)} ~ Tot D(Z, 7).
Proof. Define f: [0,1] — ObD by f(0) =z, f(1) =4, and set £ := f~'D € sQDat;
(for s@QDat,, as in Lemma 1.32). Then
MC(D)1 Xmepyxme) 1(@,y)} = Hom = =ysgpar, (P1 diag” =, )
= malg*(ouo)lsQDatl ((Pf diag™ =)
U(E\_IE) alg*(O (] 0), 5)
By Lemma 5.5,
(Py diag”™ E)Uzz) alg" (0L 0) ~ (E x alg™ 1)Uz =) alg™ (0 U 0) = alg™ 1,

so our expression reduces to RHom, .- ouj0)sQDat, (218" 1, E).

Now, in the simplicial category alg”(0 L 0)|s@Dat;, a cofibrant replacement for
alg” 1 is given by the object C with C(0,0) =C(1,1) = ve, C(1,0) = 0 and C(0,1)® =
A*. The multiplicative structure is determined by setting wg * a = 0% and a * wy =
0" tla, for a € A™ and wp,w; the unique elements of C(0,0)! and C(1,1)!.

Now,

Hoimalg*(ouo)lsQDatl &)=
{e € H(E(O, D™MA" ke, = (04) entt, Oben = (JiA)*en_l}
(which preserves (trivial) fibrations, proving that C is cofibrant).

This expression is just Tot £(0,1), where £(0, 1) is given the cosimplicial structure
of Lemma 5.8, but £(0,1) = D(z,y), giving the required description. O

52. N
Definition 5.11. Given D € s@QDat, define N (D) € sS by
N(D)n := MapZQDat (alg” n, D).
Proposition 5.12. Any Reedy fibrant replacement for N'(D) is a Segal space.

Proof. It W := N(D), we need to show that the maps
k

h h
Wi — W X80, Wo 81 7" X 00,Wo,01 Wi

are weak equivalences for all k.
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Now, the right-hand side is given by
Map?QDat(alg* 1U£jlg* (U Uillg* 0 alg* 1, D)a

so we need only show that alg” 1Uf;1g* 0" Ui‘lg* oalg" 1 ~alg" k.

A cofibrant replacement of the diagram for this homotopy colimit is given by taking
= instead of alg® 0, and Pj diag” = instead of alg” 1. Thus the calculation of Proposi-
tion 5.7 can be interpreted as saying that

k

alg” 1u{;1g* 0" U;‘lg* oalg" 1 ~alg"k,
which gives the required result. O
Definition 5.13. Given a Segal space W, define Ob W := (W})o. For z,y € Ob W,

define mapy, (x,y) == {z} xXw,,0, W1 Xa, {y} € S. There is a natural category Ho(WW)
with objects Ob W and morphisms momapy, (x,y).

Definition 5.14. Recall from [Rez, 7.4] that a morphism f: U — V of Segal spaces
is said to be a Dwyer-Kan equivalence if
1. Ho(f): Ho(U) — Ho(V) is an equivalence of categories, and
2. for all z,y € ObU, the map mapy; (z,y) — mapy (fz, fy) is a weak equivalence
in S.
Proposition 5.15. Given a fibrant object D € s@QDat, the natural transformation
MC(D) — N(D)f
is a Dwyer-Kan equivalence of Segal spaces, where (—)! denotes Reedy fibrant replace-

ment.

Proof. Corollary 5.3 amounts to saying that MC(D) is weakly equivalent to the homo-
topy fibre product of

N (D) — coskoMapQQDat (0, D)P°r — cosky(Ob D)her,

Thus, for x,y € Ob MC(D), the space map vc(p) (z,y) is weakly equivalent to the
homotopy fibre product of

mapar(p)f (937 y) - ma‘pcoskUMangDat (0,DO)hor (Iv y) < IMAaPcosky (Ob D)hor (JC, y)

Now, for any S € S and x,y € So, map gy, (s)er (7, y) = {(z,y)}, s0
mapae(p) (z,y) ~ map s (p)f (z,9)-

It therefore remains only to show that the morphism Ho(MC(D)) — Ho(N(D)f)
of categories is essentially surjective. Since 0 is cofibrant, the map

ObD — Maplgp,: (0, D°)

is surjective on my. Any fibrant replacement (Ob D)/ — MapZQDat(O, DY) will also be
surjective on 7y, and hence surjective on level 0 (by path-lifting). Therefore the map

Ob MC(D) — Ob N (D)'i

is surjective on objects, so a fortiori essentially surjective. O
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Definition 5.16. Given a Segal space W, let Whoequiv C W1 consist of components
whose images in momapy, (z, y) are isomorphisms in Ho(W). W is said to be a complete
Segal space if the map og: Wy — Whoequiv is @ weak equivalence.

Lemma 5.17. Given a levelwise trivial cofibration E — F in S®+, and X € SetAiEp,
the map X(iE — X{iF is a trivial cofibration in S, for X as in Definition 1.27.

Proof. Since Set®** is equivalent to the category of augmented simplicial objects by
Remark 1.2, a morphism E — F is a levelwise trivial cofibration precisely when E° —
FO is a trivial cofibration and EZ! — F>1 corresponds to a levelwise trivial cofibration
of bisimplicial sets. By [GJ] Theorem IV.3.9, this second condition is the same as being
a Reedy trivial cofibration of bisimplicial sets.

Let L™ E be the Reedy latching object of E in Set®** (as in [Hov, Definition 5.2.2]).
Explicitly, this is the quotient of ]_[?;11 E™~1 by the relations (87e); ~ (0" 'e); for
e € E" 2 and i < j. Note that L'E = L'E = (). For EZ! — F2! to be a Reedy trivial
cofibration says that the latching maps E" Upnp L™ F — F™ are trivial cofibrations for
all n > 1. Thus a morphism E — F is a levelwise trivial cofibration in S?** precisely
when the latching maps are trivial cofibrations for all n > 0.

Let (XéE)(") C X(ﬁE be the subspace generated by X; x E* for i < n, and let
N, X =X, — (Uogrgn—l 0+Xpn—1). Then

(X(iE)(n) = (X(iE)(nil) U, xxrre) (Np X x E™),

so the map
(X xEB)™ Uix x By (X x F)" — (X x F)™

is a trivial cofibration.

We then proceed inductively to show that (XéE)(") — (XéF)(") is a trivial cofi-
bration. The case n = 0 is immediate, and by assuming the n — 1 case we get a trivial
cofibration

(X(iE)(") N (XéE)(”) U(XéE)("_l) (X(iF)(nfl).

The result above then implies that (XéE)(") — (X(iF)(") is a trivial cofibration,
which completes the induction.

Thus X X FEF—X X F' is a transfinite composition of trivial cofibrations, so must be
a trivial cofibration, as required. O

Proposition 5.18. If 1 is a small category and D € sQDat, then there are canonical
equivalences

MapgS((BH)horvN(D)) = MapZQDat (alg* H? D)

Proof. Lemma 5.1 shows that P* diag” = is a cofibrant replacement for alg” n, so for
K €S,
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Map(s (K", (D)) = holim Map{s((A")'", (D))

nEAIK

~ holim Map’ . (P diag" =, D)
neAK

~ Map!opa( holim P diag* =, D)

ne(AlK)°PP
= Map|gpa (Pi ding” =, D).

Now, Lemma 1.35 gives a method for calculating the functor Pj;. Since (diag™ =)™
€ SA+ is levelwise contractible for all n (by Proposition 4.33), a choice of point
r € (diag® Z)™! determines a levelwise trivial cofibration e — (diag* Z)™* in S4++.
Therefore Lemma 5.17 implies that

K(a,b) x (18) — K(a,b) (diag™ =)™*

S
is a trivial cofibration for all a,b € K.
By Lemma 1.29, (Pj;; diag® Z)(a,b)™ = (BI)(a,b)
above shows that the canonical map

(Ppydiag” Z)(a, b)" — (BI)(a,b) X (ve)

é(diag* E)™* so the calculation

is a weak equivalence; thus

Pjrdiag" = — Pii(e,e)
is a weak equivalence, and Pj.(e, ) = alg™ I as in Lemma 1.36. O
Corollary 5.19. Any Reedy fibrant replacement of N'(D) is a complete Segal space.

Proof. We know that N(D)/ is a Segal space by Proposition 5.12. If we let J be the
simply connected groupoid on two objects, then [Rez, Proposition 6.4] implies that it
suffices to show that the map

N(D)f — Mapls((BJ)", N(D))

is a weak equivalence.
By Proposition 5.18,

Map(s((BL)", V(D)) =~ Mapigpa; (alg” L, D),

and alg™ J ~ alg™ 0, since J is simply connected. The result then follows by considering
this equivalence in the cases I = J and I = 0. O

Definition 5.20. Given a simplicial category I, let Bl € sS be the nerve of I, as
considered in [Ber2, §8] (where it was denoted R). Explicitly, (BI),, € S is given by

(BI),, = H Homy(zp, 1) X -+ x Homy(z—1, xy).
zg,...,tn €Ob 1

In [Rez, Theorem 7.2], Rezk introduced the complete Segal space model structure
CSS on the category sS, whose fibrant objects are complete Segal spaces. In [Ber2],
Bergner showed that there is a chain of Quillen equivalences between the model cat-
egories CSS and sCat. Therefore the following theorem can be interpreted as saying
that A" and MC are derived right adjoints to alg”: sCat — s@QDat.
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Theorem 5.21. If1 is a simplicial category and D € sQDat, then there are canonical
equivalences

Map(gpa; (alg” I, D) = Map(s (BI, N (D))
= Mapgss(BHaN(D))
= MapZSS(BH, MC(Df))a
where DY is a Reedy fibrant replacement of D.

Proof. First note that we can regard K € sS as a diagram A°PP — S and evaluate K
in the simplicial category sS as the coend K = K ®pepe (A)PT = [ KYer x (Am)hor
(in the notation of [Hir, Definition 18.3.2]). Since K and A: A°PP — § are both Reedy
cofibrant, this means that Map”s(K, N'(D)) is (assuming NV (D) Reedy fibrant) the end
[, Mapls(Kyer x (A™)hor, N'(D)) = [, N(D)E». The proof of Proposition 5.18 now
adapts to prove the first equivalence, replacing homotopy limits with ends.

For any K € sS, we may define Pj: QMM*(S) — s@Dat(S), specialising to the
functor Pj; of Lemma 1.35 when K € sSet. If I is a simplicial category, then for all m
the simplicial set [n] — ((BI)p)m is the nerve of the category I,,, given by Obl,, =
ObI and Homy, (x,y) := Homy(x,y);. Thus the description of P, in Lemma 1.35
generalises to simplicial categories I, and, as in Proposition 5.18, the morphism

P diag* = — Phpu(e,e) = alg™ I

is a weak equivalence.

By Corollary 5.19, N(D)f is a complete Segal space, and since the identity functor
CSS — sS is right Quillen for the Reedy model structure, the second equivalence
follows. Proposition 5.15 gives the third equivalence, since [Rez, Theorem 7.7] shows
that a morphism of Segal spaces becomes a weak equivalence in CSS if and only if it
is a Dwyer-Kan equivalence. O

5.3. DEL

Definition 5.22. Let D — DLCPd be the left-derived functor
Ho(s@Dat) — Ho(sQDpd)

of the functor D + D%Pd from Definition 3.20.

Lemma 5.23. There is a natural equivalence (alg” n)“GPd ~ alg* (nGPd).

Proof. By Lemma 1.36, P! diag” = is a cofibrant resolution of alg™ n, so we need to
show that

(P? diag* 2)6Pd ~ alg* (nPd).

By Lemma 5.5, the natural morphism f: Z x alg" n — P’ diag™ = is a trivial cofi-
bration in s@QDat,, and hence also in s@QDat. Since (—)%P4: sQDat — sQDpd is left
Quillen, this implies that fSPd is a trivial cofibration, so it suffices to show that
(2 x alg® n)“Pd ~ alg*(n“P4). Now, (Z x alg* n) has objects [0, 7] and morphisms

(E x alg" n) (i, j) = =
for all 4, j. Since = ~ ve, this gives a weak equivalence (2 x alg* n)“P4 — alg*(nGPd),
as required. O
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Proposition 5.24. For D € sQDpd fibrant,
Del(D) = Map{p,,(alg* n, D)

for all n > 0.

Proof. Let Del* be the left adjoint to Del: sQDpd — S, making it a left Quillen
functor by Proposition 3.36. Since Del(D)o = [],cop,p MC(D(z,x)), it follows that
Del*(A%) = =, so Del*(A%) ~ alg” 0. Since A® is a cofibrant cosimplicial resolution of
A% in S, Del*(A®) is thus a cofibrant cosimplicial resolution of alg* 0, so

Mapoppa(alg® 0, D) = ([m] — Hom,qppa(Del*(A™), D)) = Del(D),

giving the case n = 0.
For the general case, note that the inclusion functor s@Dpd — s@QDat is right
Quillen, with left adjoint given by groupoid completion, and so

MapZQDat(alg* n,D) ~ MapZQDpd((alg* n)LGpd7 D) ~ MapZQDpd(alg*(nGpd)a D),

by Lemma 5.23. Since nP4 ~ 0, this is just MapZQDpd(alg* 0,D), which completes
the proof. O

Proposition 5.25. The functor DEL: sQQDpd — sS of Definition 3.38 is right Quil-
len for the complete Segal space model structure CSS of [Rez, Theorem 7.2]. In par-
ticular, for any D € sQDpd fibrant, the simplicial space DEL(D) is a complete Segal
space. In fact, DEL(D) is then equivalent to the constant simplicial space Del(D).

Proof. By Corollary 3.39, we know that DEL is right Quillen for the Reedy model
structure. In order to prove the remaining statements, it suffices to show that for any
fibration f: D — &, the fibrations

(f,(8:)"): DEL(D) — DEL(E)n Xpei(e) Del(D)

are trivial fibrations for ¢« = 0,1 and for all n. This is equivalent to showing that the
cofibrations

Del*(A™)Upeix(gam)(DELR)  (OA™) — (DEL,)™ (A™)

are trivial cofibrations for all m > 0 (and both choices of map (9;)™*: Del* — DEL),
where (DEL,)*: S — s@QDpd is left adjoint to DEL,,.

Since DEL is right Quillen, the functor DEL,, is right Quillen, so the proof of
Proposition 5.24 adapts to show that the cosimplicial object i — (DEL,)*(A™) is a
cofibrant cosimplicial resolution of (P diag*Z)%P? in sQDpd, which by Lemma 5.23
is equivalent to alg” (n®P4) and hence is equivalent to alg* 0. Therefore the cofibrations
Del*(A™) — (DEL,)*(A™) are all weak equivalences. Moreover,

Del*(A™) =~ holim
5

*
Amrs alg™ 0

(for Ap,—1 4+ the subcategory of A on objects < m — 1 with only injective morphisms)
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and similarly for (DEL,,)*(OA™). Thus the cofibrations
Del*(0A™) — (DEL,)* (OA™)
are also weak equivalences, giving a weak equivalence
Del"(A™) — Del™(A™)Upei=(9am)(DELy) " (OA™).
Since Del*(A™) — (DEL,)*(A™) is a trivial cofibration (coming from the trivial cofi-
bration (9%)": A® — A™), this gives the required result. O

Corollary 5.26. For D € sQDpd fibrant, the morphism MC(D) — DEL(D) is a
Dwyer-Kan equivalence, and DEL(D) ~ N (D).

Proof. Proposition 5.24 implies that the constant simplicial space Del is a model for NV,
so Proposition 5.25 shows that DEL must also be a model for N'. By Proposition 5.15,
the morphism MC(D) — N (D)7 is a Dwyer-Kan equivalence. O

6. Maurer-Cartan and classifying spaces

In many cases, a simplicial quasi-descent datum E has additional structure, and in
this section we show how this simplifies the Segal spaces MC(E) and DEL(E) (where
appropriate). This will give descriptions which are not only simpler, but are related
to more familiar formulae.

6.1. Groups

6.1.1. Cosimplicial simplicial groups

Definition 6.1. Let ¢sGp be the category of cosimplicial simplicial groups, equipped

with its Reedy simplicial model structure over simplicial groups.

FEzample 6.2. Given a simplicial set X and a simplicial group G, our main motivating

example of a cosimplicial simplicial group is the complex C*(X, G) given by
C™(X,G)p =G,

with cosimplicial operations 0" := G%, 0" := GZ:, and simplicial operations 9; = 9,

g; = O'iG. "
Definition 6.3. Define MC: ¢Gp — Set by
MC(G) :=7Z"(G) = {w e G : 6% =1 0'w = 0*w - Ow}.

Definition 6.4. Define MC: ¢sGp — S by MC(G) C [],,5,(G"™)2", satisfying the
conditions of [Pri3, Lemma 3.3]; i.e. the elements w,, € (G"+1)2" satisfy

o — 6i+1wn,1 1>0
o (810.)”_1) ’ (80(,0”_1)_1 1 =0,

_ i+l
OiWp =0 wn+1a

aown =1.

Define MC: ¢sGp — Set by MC(G) = MC(G)g, noting that this agrees with Defini-
tion 6.3 when G € cGp.
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Remark 6.5. If G € csGp is of the form G = C*(X,H), for X €S and H € sGp as

~

in Example 6.2, then [Pri3, Lemma 3.3] gives a canonical isomorphism MC(G) =
Homg(X, W H), where W is the classifying space functor of [GJ, Ch V.4].
Definition 6.6. Define £: csGp — QM*(S) by £(G)" = G", with identity 1 € G°,
operations 8‘@(@ =05, Ué(c) = oL, and Alexander-Whitney product

gxh=((0g"")"g) - (9&)™h),
for g € G™, h € G™.
Observe that £ is right Quillen and preserves weak equivalences. Denote its left
adjoint by £*. Note that MC(G) = MC(E(Q)).
Note that the equivalence of Lemma 4.1 is just given by £: cAb — QM*(Ab, X).
Proposition 6.7. For G € ¢sGp fibrant, there is a natural isomorphism
RiHomcst(g*(l’.)ﬂ G) = 1\/'[70(6:)
in Ho(S).
Proof. This is essentially the same as Proposition 3.11. First, note that £*(ce)" is
the free group on n generators, with constant simplicial structure. If s is the unique

element of (1e)', then the generators in level n are given by din-1...9%29%g, for
0<i; <ig <+ <ip_1 <n. We then define ® € c¢sGp by

o = Fr(H AY),
j<n
where Fr denotes the free group functor. We give this the operations dual to those on
WG in [GJ, Ch. V]; i.e. for z € AJ C &7, we set

' 82_”“(%) i>n—j
Op(x) =< (Rz)- 2 i=n—j

T 1<n—j,

o () izn—j
ob(z) =<1 i=n—j—1
T 1<n—j7—1.
Thus Homg, (2™, G™) = (V_ViGm)n, with cosimplicial operations on ® correspond-
ing to simplicial operations on WG, so we have

Homcst(CI)aG) = {f S H(WGn)n : 6lfn = aifn-l—lo'i.fn = Uifn—l}

= Hom(A, WG),

where A is the cosimplicial space given by A™ in level n.

The proof of [GJ, Lemma V.5.3] adapts to show that this is isomorphic to MC(G).
Explicitly, w € MC(G) corresponds to the maps A" — WG given by the element
(wWn—1,wp_2,...,(0°)" Lwy) € (WG™),,. (This also implies that ® is the group com-
pletion of the cosimplicial simplicial groupoid G(A), for G the loop groupoid functor
of [GJ, §V.7].) Hence Homscp(®, G) = MC(G).
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The inclusion MC(Gy) < MC(G) corresponds to a map ® — ve. Since [[,_, A
is weakly equivalent to a disjoint union of n — 1 points, this map must be a weak
equivalence.

Now, we may show (similarly to Lemma 3.9, replacing I™ by A™) that for all trivial
fibrations G — H, MC(G) — MC(H) is a surjection; hence ® is cofibrant.

Thus, for G fibrant,

RHom(E*(te),G) ~ Hom(®, G) ~ MC(G). O

6.1.2. Equivalence of Maurer-Cartan spaces
Proposition 6.8. There are equivalences

MC(£(G)) ~ MC(G)

in S, functorial in fibrant objects G € csGp. Here, the functors MC on the left and
right are those from Definitions 3.5 and 6.4 respectively.

Proof. Since G is fibrant, £(G) = RE(G). By Proposition 3.11,
MC(&(G)) = RHomg (s (e, RE(G)) = Hom,. ., (LE*(v0), G).

=====2csGp
Thus, by Proposition 6.7, we need only show that LE*(1e) — £*(ve) is a weak equiv-
alence in ¢sGp. A model for LE*(ve) is given by £*E, for E from Definition 3.10.

Since £* is a left adjoint, it commutes with coequalisers, so mo(E*E)"™ = £*(mpZE™) =
E*((v®)™). Since £*(ve)™ is a discrete group, we need only show that the components
of (E*E)™ are contractible for all n. This is equivalent to saying that the universal
cover U of BE*(1e)™ is contractible, which will follow from the Hurewicz theorem
if H;(U,Z) =0 for all ¢ > 1. This is the same as saying that the homology groups
H;((E*E)"™,ZE*(1e)™) are zero for all ¢ > 1.

Let csRep(E*(ve)) be the category of abelian cosimplicial simplicial £*(ce)-rep-
break resentations and consider the functor csRep(E*(te)) — csGp | E*(ve) given by
V=V x E*(ve). This is a right adjoint, and it is right Quillen for the Reedy model
structure on csRep(£*(ve)). Denote the derived left adjoint by L cot and observe that
for V € sRep(E*(vo)™),

Homypyo(srep(e= (ro)m)) (Lcot G)™, V) = Hompo(spie= (1o)n) (G™, V[—i] X E%(ve)™)
= H'(B(G"),; V),

where the final group is hypercohomology (with coefficients in a complex of local
systems). Thus

H;(Lcot G)" 2 H;11(B(G"),¢; ZE*(10)™).

It therefore suffices to show that H;(Lcot E*E) = 0 for all ¢ > 1.
Now, for W € csRep(E*(ve)),

Hom, e (o) (E7E, W 31 E7(10)) = Hom pr+ (syss+ 1oy (5 E(W X E7 (1))
> Hom e 5) (5, E(W x £* (1)) Xeg(1e) 10)
= Hom g pr« (b, x) (COLE, E(W x E7(10)) Xggx(10) L0).
This leads us to consider the functor y: csRep(£*(te)) — csAb, given by
Wi C(E(W x E7(18)) Xge=(0) L®).
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Explicitly, we see that this has objects w - w,, in level m, for w,, the image of
(1o)™ — EE (1o)™.
The operations are 0'(w - @) = 0'(w) - @y for 0<i<m, ol(w-wy,) =o' (w)
* Wm—1,
Ow (W @) = w1 * (w- @) = (0%)™ (@1) - Oy (w) - (@)
= ad (p2)m () (T W) - D41
(as Wmi1 = (02)™(w1) - 0°(wy,)), and
0;‘?1(10 ) = (W) xwy = 0‘/”‘}“111 W1
Thus (W)™ =2 W", with the same operations as W, except for
O (w) = (%) 1) * Oy (w),

where % denotes the group action of £*(1e)™*! on WM+,

It therefore follows that the left adjoint j* is given by (5*U)™ = U™ [£*(1e)™], which
is the free representation on generators U"™. This will have the same operations on
generators as U, except that 9% (u) = ((8%)™ww1) ™" % 9 (u).

For the natural Reedy model structure on csRep(E*(ve)), 5* is clearly left Quillen, so
it follows that 7 is a right Quillen functor. Moreover, the descriptions above show that
7 and y* both preserve weak equivalences. Thus

Lcot £*E ~ 5*L cot(ve),
so H;(Lcot E*E) 2 H; D.(Z[—1]) by Lemma 4.9. In particular, H;(L cot £*Z) = 0 for
all 4 > 0, as required. O

6.1.3. Del
Definition 6.9. For G € csGp, there is an adjoint action of G® on MC(G), given by
(g% w)n = (0(01)"(00)" 1 g) - wp - (8°(9)"(00)"g™1),

as in [Pri3, Definition 3.8].
We then define Del(G) to be the homotopy quotient Del(G) = [MC(G)/"G?] :=
MC(G) x&° WGP € 8.

Remark 6.10. If G = C*(X, H) for X € S, H € sGp, then Del(G) ~ Mapg(X, H). This
is because

Del(G),, = Hom(X, W (G2") x (coskoGo)™),
and [n] — W(G2") x (coskoGo)™ gives a fibrant simplicial resolution of WG in S.

Proposition 6.11. The equivalence of Proposition 6.8 is G°-equivariant, giving iso-
morphisms Del(E(G)) = Del(G) in Ho(S), functorial in fibrant objects G € ¢sGp.

Proof. If we let Z € QM*(S) be the object given by Z in degree 0 and @ in higher
degrees, then E° = Hom g s+ (s)(Z, E), so the EP-action on MC(FE) corresponds to a
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Z-coaction on =, i.e. a map

== H /
in QM*(S), where [] denotes coproduct in the category QM*(S), satisfying a coasso-
ciativity condition.
Since £* is a left adjoint, it preserves coproducts, so we get a coaction of £*(Z) on
E*(E), i.e. a coassociative map £*(E) — £*(E) x £*(Z), where % denotes free product.
Of course, Hom,..q,(E*(Z), G) = £(G)° = G°.

Now, the morphisms
MC(E(G)) — MC(E(G)o) = MC(Gy) — MC(G)

are equivariant with respect to the action of GY). Since Hom,sap(E*(Z), G) = GY, this
amounts to saying that the weak equivalences

EXN(E) = E (1) — D

are £*(Z)-coequivariant, with the £*(Z)-coaction on ® corresponding to the adjoint
action of Definition 6.9.

We now make use of the fact that for H € sGp acting on Y € S, one model for the
homotopy quotient [Y/? H] is given by first forming the simplicial object [Y/H] in the
category of groupoids, then forming the nerve B[Y/H] (which is a bisimplicial set),
giving [Y/"H| ~ diag B[Y/H].

Given C € ¢sGp equipped with a £*(Z)-coaction, we now define the cosimplicial
diagram B(C) € (csGp)» by the property that

Hom(‘er(ﬂ(D)v G) B[HOIH( SGp(D’ G)/GO] € (S)Aopp'

Explicitly, 3(D)" = D x E*(Z) x E*(Z) * - - - E*(Z).

n+1

Now £*(Z) is just the cosimplicial group E*(Z)* =Z*xZ x --- * Z, so £E*(Z) is lev-
elwise cofibrant. Since £*(Z), £*(E), £*(ve) and @ are all levelwise cofibrant, the
morphisms 5(E*(2)) — B(E*(1e)) — B(P) are (levelwise) weak equivalences.

In the Reedy model category (csGp)®, we now choose a cofibrant replacement C
for B(®), and a factorisation B(E*(E)) — F — [(E*(ve)) with B(E*(E)) — F a trivial
cofibration and F' — (3(£*(re)) a trivial fibration. Since C and F' are weakly equivalent
in the Reedy model category (csGp)® | 3(£*(1e)), there is an explicit weak equivalence
f: C — F in this category. Now, Reedy cofibrations are a fortiori levelwise cofibra-
tions, so the objects C™, F™ are cofibrant in csGp. We therefore have levelwise weak
equivalences

Homcer (ﬂ(fb), G) - Homcst(Cv G)?
and

Hom (F’ G) - Homcst (ﬁ(g* (E))7 G)

==2222esGp

in (S)2”", for all G € ¢sGp. Combining these with f gives weak equivalences

[ ( )/GO] - Homcst(C G) <_ Homcst(F7 G) - B[M(S(G))/GO]?
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in (S)AQpp and taking diagonals gives the required result that
Def(G) = Def(E(G)). O

6.2. Lie algebras
6.2.1. Nilpotent DGLAs
Definition 6.12. Let DGzN LA denote the category of pro-nilpotent differential gra-
ded Lie algebras (DGLAS) over k.
Explicitly, a DGLA is a graded vector space L = @, L? over k, equipped with
operators [,]: L x L — L bilinear and d: L — L linear, satisfying:
1. [Li L7]) C L.
[a,0] + (=1)**[b,a] = 0.
(=1)[a, [b,c]] + (=1)*[b, [e, al] + (=1)"[c, [a, b]] = 0.
d(L") c L+
dod=0.
d[a,b] = [da,b] + (—1)%[a, db].
Here a denotes the degree of a, mod 2, for a homogeneous.
A DGLA is said to be nilpotent if the lower central series I, L (given by I'yL = L,
I'pi1L = [L,I', L]) vanishes for n > 0.
Thus DGz N LA is the category of pro-objects in the category of nilpotent DGLAs.

A

Definition 6.13. Given a pro-nilpotent Lie algebra g, define Z;{(g) to be the pro-
unipotent completion of the universal enveloping algebra of g, regarded as a pro-object
in the category of algebras. As in [Quil, Appendix A], this is a pro-Hopf algebra, and
we define exp(g) C U(g) to consist of elements g with e(g) =1 and A(g) =g ®g,
for e: U(g) — k the augmentation (sending g to 0), and A: U(g) — U(g) @ U(g) the
comultiplication.

Since k is assumed to have characteristic 0, exponentiation gives an isomorphism
from g to exp(g), so we may regard exp(g) as having the same elements as g, but with
multiplication given by the Campbell-Baker-Hausdorff formula.

Definition 6.14. Given a Z-graded pro-nilpotent DGLA L*, define the Maurer-Car-
tan set by

1
MC(L) := {w cL'|dw+ §[w,w] =0¢ LZ}.

Define the gauge group Gg(L) by Gg(L) := exp(L?), which acts on MC(L) by the
gauge action g(w) =g-w-g ' —dg-g~ ', where - denotes multiplication in the uni-
versal enveloping algebra of L. That g(w) € MC(L) is a standard calculation (see [Kon]
or [Manl]).

Let (L) := MC(L)/Gg(L) be the quotient set.

Lemma 6.15. Ife: L — M has kernel K, with [K, L] = 0, then there is an obstruction
map o.: (M) — H?(K), with o;1(0) being the image of w*(L). Moreover, ©'(L) is
a principal H(K)-bundle over o, 1(0)

Proof. This is well-known (see [Manl, §3], for instance). O
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Definition 6.16. Let O(MC) be the pro-nilpotent DGLA representing MC, so
Hom(O(MC), L) = MC(L).

Explicitly, O(MC) is the free pro-nilpotent graded Lie algebra on one generator x in
degree 1, with differential determined by dz = i[z,z].

Similarly, define O(Gg) to represent Gg; this is freely generated by y, dy, for
y € O(Gg)®. Note that this has a cogroup structure in DGzNLA, coming from the
group structure on Gg.

Define T' and O(T') by T(L) = Hom(O(T), L) := exp(Z°L); this is freely generated
by z € O(T)?, with dz = 0. The embedding T < Gg corresponds to the projection
y — z,dy — 0, and O(T) is a quotient cogroup of O(Gg) in DGz NLA.

We may therefore regard MC, Gg, T' as being objects of the opposite category
(DGZN LA)°PP which is a full subcategory of the category of presheaves on DGzNLA,
via the Yoneda embedding.

Proposition 6.17. The map q: Gg — MC given by g — ¢(0) gives an isomorphism
between MC and the right quotient of Gg by T in the category (DGzN LA)°PP.

Proof. It is immediate that for h € T'(L) we have h(0) = 0, since dh = 0. This gives
a morphism Gg(L)/T (L) — MC(L), functorial in L, and we need to show that MC is
the universal representable presheaf with this property, in other words that

pr
Gg x T*1>>Gg*q>MC
o

is a coequaliser in (DGZNLA)OPP, where p(g,t) =g-t.

The forgetful functor U°PP from DGz NLA to the category Gz NLA of pro-nilpotent
Z-graded Lie algebras preserves and reflects all equalisers, so U: (DGZN LA)°PP —
(GzNLA)°PP preserves and reflects all coequalisers. It therefore suffices to show that
UMC = (UGg)/(UT).

Now, the forgetful functor U°PP has a right adjoint R, given by (RL)™ = L™ x L"+1,
with [(a,d’), (b,b")] = ([a,b],[a’,b] + (—1)%[a,V']) and d(a,a’) = (a’,0). This gives

(UMC)(L)/(UGs)(L) = MC(RL)/Gg(RL) = =" (RL).

Applying R to the tower --- — L/[L,[L,L]] — L/[L, L] gives a tower of surjections
satisfying the conditions of Lemma 6.15. Since H*(RM) = 0 for all M, this implies by
induction that 7! (RL) = 0 for all L. Thus UGg acts transitively on UMC.

In particular, this means that the canonical element in (UMC)(U°PPO(MC)) is of
the form Ugq(s) for some s € (UGg)(U°PPO(MC)). Via the Yoneda embedding, s is
equivalent to the data of a section of Uq: UGg — UMC. Since the fibres of Uq are
precisely the UT-orbits, the map UMC x UT — UGg given by (w,t) — s(w) - t is an
isomorphism. It follows immediately that the fork is a coequaliser, since

(UMC x UT)/UT = UMC. O
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6.2.2. Cosimplicial simplicial groups
Definition 6.18. Given G € ¢sGp, define the gauge group Gg(G) to be the subgroup
of [],, G} consisting of those g satisfying

Oign = aignfl Vi > 0,
0iGgn = O—ign—Fl VZ?

similarly to [Pri3, Definition 3.5]. Note that G can be regarded as a subgroup of
Gg(@Q), setting g, = (8')"(0¢)"g, for g € GY. The group T(G) := Tot(G) is the sub-
group of Gg(G) consisting of those g for which dyg,, = 9°gy_1.

The action of Definition 6.9 extends to an action of Gg(G) on MC(G), given by
(g%w)n = (Oogns1) - wn - (0°g,; 1), as in [Pri3, Definition 3.5].

Remark 6.19. If G € ¢sGp is of the form G =C*(X,H), for X € S and H € sGp,
then [Pri3, Lemma 3.3 and Proposition 3.9] gives a canonical isomorphism Gg(G) =
Homg(X, W H) for WH the canonical H-torsor on W H, as in [GJ, Ch. V]. Moreover,
T(H) = Homg(X, H), and the map ¢: Gg(G) — MC(G) corresponding to the gauge

action on 1 comes from the identification WG = G\WG of [GJ, Ch. V].
Lemma 6.20. The functors MC, Gg and T are all representable in csGp.

Proof. MC is represented by the object ® defined in Proposition 6.7, which we will
now denote by O(MC), so Homscp(O(MC), G) = MC(G).

Define O(T) by O(T)™ = Fr(A™) (where Fr denotes the free group functor), with
cosimplicial operations coming from those on the cosimplicial space A®; this gives
Homesqp(O(T),G) = T(G).

Similarly, define O(Gg) to represent Gg; this is given by O(Gg)™ = Fr([]
with operations given on z € AJ C O(Gg)" by

aiO(Gg)(z) = {

A7),

Jjsn

O " (x) i>n—j

T 1< n—7,
= {757
O(Ge) x i<n—j.

The isomorphism
Gg(G) = Homesap(0(Gg), G)

is given by g € Gg(G) mapping A/C O(Gg)™ to G™ via the element (8p)" /g, € G.

Note that O(Gg) has a cogroup structure in ¢sGp, coming from the group struc-
ture on Gg. Explicitly, this is the map O(Gg) — O(Gg)* O(Gg) given by
x> xxx for v € A C O(Gg)". The embedding T — Gg corresponds to the quotient
map i: O(Gg) — O(T) given by mapping AJ C O(Gg)" to A™ C O(T)" via (92)" 7.
Thus O(T) is a quotient cogroup of O(Gg) in ¢sGp. O

We may therefore regard MC, Gg, and T as being objects of the opposite category
(csGp)°PP.

Proposition 6.21. The map q: Gg — MC given by g — g * 1 gives an isomorphism
between MC and the right quotient of Gg by T in the category (csGp)°PP.
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Proof. Define P € ¢sGp by
pP" = Fr(H Aj>.
Jj<n
We give this the operations dual to those on WG in [GJ, Ch. V], i.e. for x € AJ C P™,
we set
I (x) i>n—j
Ip(z) = (Rx)-xz i=n—j

T 1<n—j,
ox " (x) iz
op(z) =41 i=n—j—1
x 1<n—7—1.
In particular, O(MC)™ is the simplicial subgroup of P™ on generators [ | i<n A7 making

O(MC) a subobject of P.

Now, [Pri3, Proposition 3.9] adapts to give an isomorphism ¢: P — O(Gg), given
by mapping z € A7 C P" to (0Qz) - = when j < n, and = when j = n.

The right action of T' on Gg corresponds to the coaction p: O(Gg) — O(Gg)* O(T)
given by mapping z € AJ C O(Gg)" to zgg - ((0%)" ), where ygg and yr denote
the copies of y in O(Gg)™ and in O(T")", respectively. There is an obvious isomorphism
P" =2 O(MC)™ x O(T)", since O(T)™ = Fr(A™), and this is equivariant for the O(T)-
coaction (with trivial coaction on O(MC)), since z € AJ C P™ has u(y(z)) = ¥(x)
€ O(Gg) for j < n, and pu(y(z)) = (x) -i(x) when j = n.

Therefore

pr
Gg x T:>>1Gg*q>MC
"
is a coequaliser in csGp°PP, as required. O

6.2.3. Lie algebras to groups
Definition 6.22. Given an Ny-graded DGLA L, let DL be its cosimplicial denormal-
isation. Explicitly,
DL := b oo
m-+s=n
1<j1<<js<n

We then define operations ¢/ and ¢ using the cosimplicial identities, subject to the
conditions that o?L = 0 and 9°v = dv — erll(—l)iaiv for all v € L™.

We now have to define the Lie bracket [, ] from D"L ® D"L to D™ L. Given a finite
set I of distinct strictly positive integers, write &' = 9% ... 9%, for I = {iy,...,is},
with i1 < --+ < is. The Lie bracket is then defined on the basis by

AN (—1) NN [y ] v e LIV g e LIV

0 otherwise,

[01v,07w] = {

where for disjoint sets .S, T" of integers, (71)(S’T) is the sign of the shuffle permutation of
S U T which sends the first |S| elements to S (in order), and the remaining |7’ elements
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to T (in order). Beware that this formula cannot be used to calculate [07v, 97 w] when
0 € T U J (for the obvious generalisation of &7 to finite sets I of distinct non-negative
integers).

Theorem 6.23. Given a simplicial pro-nilpotent Ng-graded DGLA L2, there are ca-
nonical isomorphisms

Cg(exp(DL)) = Gg(Tot" N°L), MC(exp(DL)) = MC(Tot" N*L),

which are compatible with the respective gauge actions. Here, D is cosimplicial denor-
malisation and N* is simplicial normalisation (as in Definition 4.6). This isomorphism
acts as the identity on the subgroups

exp(LY) < Gg(exp(DL)) and exp(LY) < Gg(Tot" N*L)

Proof. In order to keep track of the various gradings in these categories, we will
write DGy, for Z-graded cochain complexes, DG for cochain complexes in non-negative
degrees, and dg for chain complexes in non-negative degrees.

On the category sDGN LA of simplicial pro-nilpotent Ng-graded DGLA, these func-
tors are all representable, since exp, D, Tot'! and N* are all right adjoints, so

Hom, ;5,4 (D" exp® O(Gg), L) = Gg(exp(DL)),

Hom, p,c 54 (D" exp™ O(MC), L) = MC(exp(DL)),
Hom, ;514 (N*)"(Tot™)*O(Gg), L) = Gg(Tot"" N*L),
HomsDGNLA((NS)*(TOtH) O(MC), L) =2 MC(Tot" N*L),

for exp*: csGp — ¢sN LA,
D*: ¢sNLA — sDGNLA, (Tot™)*: DG, NLA — dgDGNLA

and (N*)*: dgDGNLA — sDGNLA the corresponding left adjoints.

We may therefore regard the functors D* exp* Gg, D* exp* MC, (N*)*(Tot")*Gg
and (N*)*(Tot'™)*MC as objects of (sDGNLA)°PP and likewise for D*exp* T and
(N*)*(Tot™)*T.

Now, the isomorphism Gg(exp(DL)) 2 Gg(Tot" N*L) simply follows from the
proof of the Dold-Kan correspondence, which generalises to give an equivalence of
categories between Ng-graded complexes and “simplicial abelian groups without dy”.
This isomorphism maps the subgroup T'(exp(DL)) to T(Tot™ N*L) isomorphically, by
the usual Dold-Kan correspondence.

The isomorphism D* exp* MC 22 (N*)*(Tot™)*MC follows by taking the right quo-
tients

(D* exp® Gg)/(D* exp” T) 2 ((N®)*(Tot™)*Gg) /((N*)*(Tot")*T)
in (sDGNLA)°PP, by Propositions 6.21 and 6.17. O
Remark 6.24. Note that this gives a shorter and more conceptual proof of [Pri3,

Theorems 4.39 and 4.44], and in that context we may shorten the arguments, replacing
Proposition 6.21 with [Pri3, Proposition 3.9].
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Definition 6.25. Define MC Tot"! N*: sDGNLA — S by
MC Tot™ N*(L),, := MC(Tot" N*(LA™))
and define Del: sDGNLA — S to be the homotopy quotient
Del := [MC Tot" N* /" exp(L°)];
i.e.
Del(L) := MC Tot!! N*(L) x P W exp(L°),
where exp(L°),, € Gg(LA") acts via the gauge action.

Remark 6.26. This is essentially the functor used to construct derived formal stacks
in [Hin).

Corollary 6.27. There are canonical isomorphisms
Del(L) = Del(exp(DL))
n S, functorial in L € sDGNLA.

Proof. By Theorem 6.23, MC Tot" N*(L) = MC(L). This isomorphism is equivariant
with respect to the action of the simplicial group

exp(L%), = exp((L2")§ < Gg(L2"),

so it gives the required isomorphism on taking homotopy quotients. O

Appendix A. Quasi-monads, quasi-comonads and
quasi-distributivity

To date, the main context in which s.h. T-algebras have been studied is when the
monad T comes from an operad. This is partly because these were the only cases for
which a satisfactory theory of morphisms was developed in [CLM]. Since this diffi-
culty was resolved for general monads (and even distributive monad-comonad pairs)
in Section 3.5, we now look into how related constructions adapt to this generality.

In [KS], free resolutions of operads were exploited to study deformations of algebras.
Since an objectwise weak equivalence T’ — T of arbitrary monads on a simplicial
category gives a weak equivalence of the associated simplicial quasi-descent data (from
Proposition 2.9), the respective Segal spaces of s.h. T-algebras are weakly equivalent.
This means that many of the ideas from [KS] carry over to arbitrary monads.

However, in some settings, such as [vdL], operads are too restrictive, and homotopy
operads have to be used instead. We now introduce quasi-monads and quasi-comonads,
which give a context sufficiently general to be analogous to homotopy operads, while
providing a natural generalisation of the constructions of Section 2.

A.1. Quasi-monads and quasi-comonads

Definition A.1l. Define a quasi-monad (resp. a quasi-comonad) on a category B to be
a quasi-monoid (resp. quasi-comonoid), as in Definition 1.4, in the monoidal category
(End(B), o) of endofunctors of 5.
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Substituting the monoidal category (End(B), o) into Lemma 1.5 yields the following

two lemmas.

Lemma A.2. A quasi-monad consists of functors T,: B — B, together with the fol-
lowing data:

it Ther = Tp 1<i<n
ﬁiZTn,1:>Tn 0<1<n,

’

an associative coproduct Epmn: Tman = Tm O Ty, with coidentity &: To = id,
satisfying:

Lo piphy = pj—1py &< j.

2.ming =njqni 1< g

nj—1pi <]

3. iy = 4 id 1=451=7+1
niti-1 ©>J+1

4. (UzTn)€m+1 n = Emnhli-

5. (Tmti)émn+1 = Emntbitm-

6. (77 )Em—l,n = Emni-

7. (Tmni)émmn—1 = EmnMitm-

Lemma A.3. A quasi-comonad consists of functors 1™: B — B, together with the
following data:
A 1" = 1" 1<ign
gy I = |1 0<i<n,
an associative product (™": 1™ o 1" = L™ with identity (°:id = 1°, sat-
isfying:
1. ANIAY = AINT—L <4,
2. el =gl {1 .
Alg=l <y
3. eIAt=1<id i=ji=j+1
ATled i>5+1
Cm—i—l TL(AZJ_TL) Azé-mn
Cm,n-i—l (J_ ) — Ai+m<7nn'
Cm—l n( an) _ Ei(mn.
C'm,n I(Lm z) — Ei—&-mcmn'

NS G

Lemma A.4. A quasi-monad on B gives rise to a quasi-descent datum enriching B,
given by

Hom(B, B')" := Homp(T, B, B).
In particular, this allows us to define Maurer-Cartan sets. We also have a notion

of homotopy monad on a simplicial category (when the £ are all weak equivalences).
Dually, we have the same constructions for quasi-comonads.
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A.2. Distributivity for quasi-monads and quasi-comonads
We now need to describe a distributivity transformation A for a quasi-monad T and
a quasi-comonad 1. We wish to enrich B to a quasi-descent datum by setting

Homp(B, B')" := Hom(T,B, L"B'),
so we need natural transformations
Ap s T l™ = 1"T,,.
with the following diagrams commuting;:

n n

Tl =—==1"T,, Tl =—=—=1"T,,
TmAiﬂ AiTmﬂ ﬂmﬁ WL"M
Antl )‘?nJrl

Tl == 11T, Tpul"=—1"Tn,

N N
Tl === 1T, Tl == 17T,

Tmfi\H/ EiTm\H, /H\an /Hlnm
)\n—l /\n

m—1

Tl == 1717 = T, 4l"=—1"T,_1,
together with unit rules
(L") = (L&) 0 A (" T = A%, 0 (T¢”)
and associativity rules
()‘ZTq) © (TPAZ) 0 (€pg L") = (L"Epg) © )‘Z+q7
(LPAT) 0 (AR, L) o (TnCP?) = (77T ) 0 ALY,
Lemma A.5. Given a category B, a quasi-monad T and a quasi-comonad 1 on B,

together with a quasi-distributivity transformation X\ satisfying the conditions above,
there is a quasi-descent datum on B given by setting

Homp (B, B')" := Hom(T,B, L"B’).
Proof. We define the structures on Hompg by
Oz = Aoz oy,
olr=coxon,
T*xY = Cnm o (J-nx) o )‘Zw o (Tmy) ° &mns

for x € Homp(B', B”)™ and y € Homp(B, B')", with identity ¢° o &.
It follows immediately from Lemmas A.2 and A.3 that Homg(B, B') € Set®**. The
first four diagrams above ensure that * defines a map

Homp(B', B”) ® Homg(B, B') — Homp(B, B”)

in Set®**. The unit rules then ensure that (Y0 & is the multiplicative identity, and
the associativity rules make this product associative. O
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Appendix B. A -algebras and homotopy operads

Ao-algebras are designed to model deformation retracts of differential graded asso-
ciative algebras without unit (DGAAs). They are thus an alternative candidate for
the task performed in general by s.h. algebras, and are indeed often known as strong
homotopy associative algebras (SHAAs). That both concepts are essentially equiva-
lent seems to be folklore (though, if necessary, it could be inferred from the results of
Section 6.2).

Now, a DGAA is just a semigroup in the category of cochain complexes (i.e. it
satisfies all the requirements of a monoid, except the unit axiom). A third candidate
to model deformation retracts of DGAAs is therefore a homotopy semigroup in cochain
complexes (defined analogously to a homotopy monoid). These were studied in [Leil],
where it was conjectured that they give rise to A..-algebras.

B.1. Homotopy semigroups and semicogroups

Definition B.1. Define A}, to be the subcategory of A, on objects n # 0 and con-
taining only injective morphisms.

Definition B.2. Define a semigroupal category to be a category C equipped with a

bifunctor € x C 2 C satisfying the axioms of a monoidal category (but without a unit
object).

Definition B.3. Given a semigroupal category C (in particular if C is monoidal),
define a quasi-semigroup X in C to be a colax semigroupal functor X : (Af,)°PP — C.
This means that we have maps

gmn: Xm+n - Xm ® Xna
satisfying naturality and coherence. If C is a model category, then we say that X is a

homotopy semigroup whenever the maps &,,, are all weak equivalences.

Lemma B.4. Giving a quasi-semigroup X in C is equivalent to giving objects X, € C
for n € Ny, together with morphisms

O0;i: Xnt1 — X 1<i<n,
and an associative coproduct & Xman — Xm ® Xy, satisfying:
1. 0,0, =0;-10; i<j.
2. (0; ®1d)&m+1,n = EmnOi-
3. (id® 0:)&m.n+1 = EmnDitm.-

Definition B.5. Given a semigroupal category C, define a quasi-semicogroup X in C
to be a lax semigroupal functor X : AJ, — C. This means that we have maps

Cmn: xm ®Xn N va—%—n7

satisfying naturality and coherence. If C is a model category, we say that X is a
homotopy semicogroup whenever the maps (™" are all weak equivalences.
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Lemma B.6. Giving a quasi-semicogroup X in C is equivalent to giving objects
X" € C forn € Ny, together with morphisms
9 X" - X"l 1<i<n
an associative product (™": X™ @ X™ — X™T" satisfying:
1. 98 =0'0""1 i <.
2. C'm—i—l,n(ai ® ld) — aicmn'
3. Cm’nJrl(id ® 82) — 6i+m<mn‘

B.2. Homotopy semigroups in abelian categories

Definition B.7. Given a quasi-semigroup V in an abelian semigroupal category V),
define the chain complex C(V') € Ch(V) by

Vo n>0
0 n<0,

CV), = {

with differential d = },(—1)"0;.

Definition B.8. A coalgebra C is said to be conilpotent if the iterated coproduct
A™: C — C®" is 0 for n sufficiently large. A coalgebra C is said to be ind-conilpotent
if it is a filtered colimit of conilpotent coalgebras.

Lemma B.9. C(V) has the natural structure of an ind-conilpotent coassociative coal-
gebra without counit in Ch(V).

Proof. We define the coproduct A: C(V) — C(V) @ C(V) by
D &i: CV)u = (C(V) @ C(V):

i+j=n

It is straightforward to verify that this is coassociative and a chain map, so C(V) is a
coassociative coalgebra without counit.

Observe that the brutal truncations o<,,C(V) of C(V) form conilpotent subcoal-
gebras of C(V), since (C(V)®™); = 0 for all i < n. Thus C(V) is ind-conilpotent, since
C(V) =limog,,C(V). O

B.2.1. DG coalgebras

Now assume that V is the category of cochain complexes of vector spaces over a field
k. If V is a quasi-semigroup in V, then Lemma B.9 implies that the cochain complex
Tot C(V) (given by (Tot C(V))" := @, C(V)*™) is an ind-conilpotent coassociative
DG coalgebra without counit over k.

Definition B.10. Let DGCy, be the category of all ind-conilpotent coassociative DG
coalgebras without counit over k. Let DG Ay, be the category of associative DG algebras
without unit over k.
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Definition B.11. Define the cobar functor 5*: DGCy — DG Ay, by letting 5*C be the
free graded associative k-algebra @, C[—1]®" on generators C[—1], with differential
defined on generators by do + A, for

A:Cl-1] - (CeO)-1] = (C[-1] ® C[-1)[1]

the comultiplication.

It has right adjoint 3: DGA, — DGCy, given by letting A be the cofree graded
coassociative ind-conilpotent k-algebra @, -, A[1]*™ on cogenerators A[1], with differ-
ential defined on cogenerators by dg + m: A® (A® A)[1] — A[l], form: A A — A
the multiplication.

Definition B.12. Define the tangent space tan C' of C € DGCy, to be
ker(A: C — C® C).

Proposition B.13. There is a cofibrantly generated model structure on DGCy, for
which a morphism f is

1. a cofibration if it is injective;

2. a weak equivalence if either of the following equivalent conditions holds:

(a) B*f is a quasi-isomorphism.

(b) f can be expressed as a filtered colimit of quasi-isomorphisms fo: Co, — Dy
between finite-dimensional objects of DGCy, (note that this is a stronger than
requiring that f be a quasi-isomorphism);

8. a fibration if f is cofree as a morphism of ind-conilpotent coassociative graded
coalgebras without counit.

Moreover, for a fibrant object C' there is a natural isomorphism
H"(tan C) = H"T1(8*0).

With respect to this model structure, 3* is a left Quillen equivalence, when DG Ay
is given its standard model structure.

Proof. Existence of such a model structure is given in [Pri7, Proposition 4.36] for
the analogous case of cocommutative coassociative coalgebras and Lie algebras, but
the proof carries over to any Koszul-dual pair of quadratic operads, so it adapts to
our context (coassociative coalgebras and associative algebras). The generating cofibra-
tions are injective morphisms f: C' — D between finite-dimensional objects, satisfying
the additional property that the coproduct coker f — D ® coker f is zero. Generating
trivial cofibrations have the additional property that H*(coker f) = 0.
Characterisation of the weak equivalences follows from [Pri7, Proposition 4.42].
That §* is a Quillen equivalence follows from [Pri7, Theorem 4.55]. O

Remark B.14. Note that fibrant objects of DGCy, are those whose underlying coalge-
bras are cofree. These are precisely strong homotopy associative algebras (SHAAs),
as in [Kon], and weak equivalences between these are tangent quasi-isomorphisms. A
choice of cogenerators on an SHAA is precisely an A,.-algebra. This means that every
Ao-algebra has a weakly equivalent DG associative algebra.
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Corollary B.15. There is a canonical equivalence class of A -algebras associated to
any quasi-semigroup V in the category of cochain complexes over k.

Proof. The Asc-algebra is just a choice of cogenerators on a fibrant replacement for
Tot C'(V). O

When V is a homotopy semigroup, we wish to relate this A..-algebra to V.

Proposition B.16. Assume that C € DGCy, is equipped with an exhaustive increasing
filtration 0 = FoC C F1C C -, comultiplicative in the sense that

A(F,)C Y FeF,cCeC,
i+j=n
and for which the resulting maps A,,: grt’ C' — (F1C)®"™ are quasi-isomorphisms. Then

there are canonical isomorphisms H*T1(3*C) =2 H"(F,C).

Proof. The filtration F;,C induces a filtration on 8*C' by
B = Y (B O] @ (F,C-1]) @ ® (F, C[-1]).
pi1+-+pn=p

Since this filtration is exhaustive and bounded below, the associated spectral sequence
E§U(F) = (grf,6°C)P+1 — HPTY(3*C)

converges.
Now, note that grf’ 3*C' = 5*(grf'C), and that the quasi-isomorphisms A,, : grf’C —
(F1C)®™ induce a graded quasi-isomorphism

§:grf'C — @(FlC’)@"

n>0

in DGCy,.

We now define a filtration W on 3*C' by W™ 3*C = @,,,,, C[-1]®", noting that
F,(B*C)nWrHL(B*C) = 0, since F,,_1(C®™) = 0. Thus W induces a finite filtration
on grfpﬁ*C, so the associated spectral sequence

Eg'(W) = (griyerl, 5 C)" " = HP(grl 5°C)
converges. Now, the left-hand side is just gr (C[-1]®"), so
EY(W) = H" 9 (grl (C[-1]%M)).
Therefore § induces an isomorphism of F; spectral sequences, making

@t 57 (0): e, 5°C — "5 (PR C)*")

n>0

a quasi-isomorphism. The right-hand side is just grfpﬁ*ﬁ(Flc[—l}), where FC[—1]
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is regarded as an object of DG Ay, with zero multiplication. Therefore
EYI(F) = HPY (g 5°C) = BP9 (gr 5% B(F1O[-1])).
Now, since 8* - 3 are a pair of Quillen equivalences, the map
B B(FLC[-1]) — F1C[-1]

is a quasi-isomorphism, so

Efq(F) o~ {Herq(FlC[_l]) p=-1,

0 otherwise,
and therefore the spectral sequence collapses at E7, giving
HH(5*C) = BT Y (R O[-1]) = HT*(F0),
as required. O

The following result confirms a conjecture from [Leil, §3.5], although not with the
proof envisaged there.

Proposition B.17. If V is a homotopy semigroup, then we may choose a represen-
tative Ao -algebra with underlying cochain complex V.

Proof. We adapt the proof of [Pri3, Lemma 1.16]. Take a trivial cofibration
Tot C(V) — E, with E fibrant. The filtration F;,C' := D, ,, Vn of C(V) satisfies the
conditions of Proposition B.16, since the maps V;, — (V1)®" are quasi-isomorphisms
by hypothesis. Thus the map V; — tan E is a quasi-isomorphism. Let the quotient be
@, and note that this is a contractible cochain complex.

Let B be the cofree coalgebra on generators @Q; this is trivially fibrant. Since the
morphism tan £ — E is a cofibration in DGCj, the composite map tan £ — @) —
B must extend to a morphism f: F — B in DGCi. Let A be the equaliser of f
and the zero map; this is again a cofree object in DGCy, hence fibrant, and tan A =
ker(tan £ — Q) = V7.

Therefore A is an SHAA with cogenerating space V7, so defines an A, -structure
on Vj. O

B.3. DG co-operads

We now show that the relation between A.-algebras and homotopy semigroups of
cochain complexes has an analogue for operads. Roughly speaking, we will show that
a homotopy monad (in the sense of Appendix A) with suitable operadic structure is
related to the homotopy operads of [vdL].

Definition B.18. Given an additive cocomplete monoidal category C, we now define
a full subcategory £(C) of the category End(C) of endofunctors on C. Objects of &
correspond to collections { P, },,>0, with P, a C-representation of the symmetric group
S, with the associated endofunctor given by

V- EB P, % Vo,

& forms a monoidal category under composition of functors, and an additive cate-
gory under .
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Definition B.19. An operad (resp. pseudo operad) on C is a monoid (resp. semi-
group) in £(C), and a co-operad (resp. pseudo co-operad) on C is a comonoid (resp.
semicogroup) in £(C).

Note that since £(C) is an additive category, there is a natural retraction
(FoX)®(FoY)—>Fo(X®Y)—= (FoX)®(FoY),

for any F, X,Y € £(C). Thus, augmented operads T on abelian categories C correspond
to pseudo operads S on C, by setting S :=ker(T — 1) and T =S 1.

Let dgVect be the category of chain complexes, and gVect the category of graded
vector spaces, both over a field of characteristic 0.

Lemma B.20. IfC = dgVect or gVect, then the forgetful functor from pseudo operads
on C to E(C) has a left adjoint, denoted by T'. Likewise, the forgetful functor from ind-
conilpotent pseudo co-operads on C to E(C) has a right adjoint, denoted by T'.

Proof. These are described in [vdL, §2]. In both cases, the underlying functor is

n

—N—
FH@FoFo---oF. O
n>0

Definition B.21. Recall from [vdL, Definition 3.1] that an operad up to homotopy
on dgVect is defined to be a collection P € £(gVect), together with a square-zero
differential § on the cofree pseudo co-operad T"(P[1]).

The notion of operad up to homotopy in [vdL] generalises pseudo operads (or, equiv-
alently, augmented operads) rather than operads. This motivates the following com-
parison, noting that the quasi-monads of Appendix A are a fortiori quasi-semigroups
in End(C), and that pseudo co-operads can be replaced by homotopy operads, similarly
to Corollary B.15.

Lemma B.22. Every quasi-semigroup Q in E(dgVect) (in the sense of Definition B.3)
naturally gives rise to a pseudo co-operad 3(Q) on dgVect.

Proof. Given a quasi-semigroup @ = {Qn}n>0 in E(dgVect), we may set B(Q) :=
@D,,-0 @nln] in E(gVect), with differential § := dg + >,(—1)"0;. Here, 9;: Qn[n]; —
Qnt1[n+1];-1 is the structural map 0;: (Qn)n+j — (@n+1)n+; of the quasi-semi-
group.

The functor 8(Q) has the natural structure of a pseudo co-operad, with coproduct
B(Q) — B(Q) 0 B(Q) given on Quln] C BQ) by iy, & Quln] — Qili] 0 Qsjl,
making use of the natural retraction (FoX)® (FoY) > Fo(X®Y)— (FoX)®
(FoY). O
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