arXiv:1502.07539v1 [math.CT] 26 Feb 2015

A general method to construct cube-like categories and applications to homotopy theory

Jun Yoshida

Contents

Introduction 2

1 Preliminaries 7 1.1 Notations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 1.2 Posets and lattices . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

2 Thin-powered categories 11 2.1 Distinguished injections . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12 2.2 Pullbacks and stability . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 2.3 Examples . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15

3 Poset representations of thin-powered categories 17 3.1 Standard poset representation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 3.2 Stability of R^+_0 -surjections . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 3.3 Locally finiteness . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 3.4 Saturated subobjects . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24

4 Crossed groups on thin-powered categories 27 4.1 Crossed groups . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27 4.2 Compatibility with thin-powered structures . . . . . . . . . . . . 29

5 Confluent degeneracy systems 31 5.1 Definition . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31 5.2 Skeletons . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32 5.3 Reduced cells . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35 5.4 Generators of non-degenerate monomorphisms . . . . . . . . . . 40

6 Relative Spans 44 6.1 The category of relative spans . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45 6.2 Confluentness . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 48 6.3 Spans relative to thin-powered structures . . . . . . . . . . . . . 50

7 Cubicalizations 53 7.1 Crossed modules for categories . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 53 7.2 Cubicalization of thin-powered categories . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56 7.3 Simplicial realizations of cubicalizations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61 7.4 The Eilenberg-Zilber condition . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 65

8 Test category theory 67 8.1 Homotopical categories . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 68 8.2 Test categories . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 70 8.3 Homotopy theory on presheaves on aspherical categories . . . . . 74 8.4 Cubicalizations and test categories . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 76

9 Homotpy theory on cubicalized categories 81 9.1 Homotopy theory based on cylinders . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 9.2 Model structure from the realization . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 83 9.3 Monoidal structures and thin-powered structure . . . . . . . . . . 87 9.4 Regularity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 93 9.5 Equivalence of model structures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 96 9.6 Comparison of □(R) with □(R^+_0 ) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 99 9.7 The spatial model structure . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 102

Introduction

Nowadays, the term “homotopy theory” on a category is understood as a model structure. The notion of model structure was originally introduced by Quillen in [32], where he claimed that the study of weak homotopy types of topological spaces is equivalent to that of model structure on the category Top of topological spaces. Quillen also showed that the category SSet of simplicial sets also admits a model structure, called Quillen model structure, and the homotopy theory on SSet is equivalent to that of Top in some sense. So many researchers regard SSet as the most essential category for homotopy theory. On the other hand, Grothendieck conjectured in [18] that we can extend the homotopy theory on more general presheaf topoi; the basic ideas are as follows: We call a functor f : C → D ∈ Cat a Thomason equivalence if it induces a weak equivalence in SSet on the nerves, where the name is after the person who introduced a model structure on Cat with the weak equivalences. If A is a small category, we have a functor ∫_A : A^∧ → Cat which sends a presheaf X on A to the slice category A/X. It is known that the functor ∫_A is a left adjoint functor, so there is a right adjoint N_A, unit η : Id → N_A ∫_A and counit ε : ∫_A N_A → Id.

A small category A is called a weak test category if for each small category C, ε : ∫_A N_AC → C is a Thomason equivalence. A test category is a weak test category A such that for each a ∈ A, the slice category A/a is also a weak test category. Grothendieck conjectured that if A is a test category, the composition A^∧ ∫_A −−→ Cat^N−→ SSet would derive a homotopy theory on A^∧ from SSet; that is, there is a model structure on A^∧ on which a morphism f : X → Y is a weak equivalence if and only if it induces a Thomason equivalence A/X → A/Y , and f is a cofibration if and only if it is a monomorphism. This formalization was completed by Cisinski in [9], where he in fact developed the model structure on A^∧ for any test category A such that f : X → Y is a weak equivalence if and only if the induced functor A/X → A/Y is a Thomason equivalence, and f : X → Y is a cofibration if and only if f is a monoomrphism.

Cisinski also showed that the examples of test categories contain the category □. The category □ is called the cubical category, and a presheaf on it is called a cubical set, which often appeared in the early of the development of homotopy theory, for example see [24] and [34]. Jordine pointed out in [23] that the model structure on □Set given by Cisinski agrees with the classical homotopy theory on cubical sets. More precisely, he showed that there is a functor | · | : □Set → SSet, called the realization, which gives rise to a Quillen equivalence between model categories. However, it was revealed that there are some difficulties in the homotopy theory on the category □Set. For example, cartesian products of cubes are not contractible; and the canonical monoidal structure ⊗ : □Set × □Set → □Set is not symmetric. To avoid them, some varieties of cubical categories have been considered; for example, Brown and Higgins introduced the additional structure called the connections on cubical sets, see [6]. The resulting category is called a cubical category with connections, often denoted by □^c. They used it to prove the cubical Dold-Kan correspondence. Maltsiniotis, moreover, showed that the category □^c is also a test category, and cartesian products in the category of cubical sets with connections have “right” homotopy types. Another example is the extended cubical category □_Σ introduced by Isaacson in [21]. It is a symmetric version of □^c so that the canonical monoidal structure □_Σ is symmetric. Isaacson constructed □_ΣSet enrichments of symmetric monoidal model categories. For more variations of cubical categories, see [17].

The main purposes of this article is to generalize the construction of these variations and to give model structures on resulting presheaf topoi. For generalization of cubes, we have the following observation: Let Q = □ or □^c. Then for every morphism f : [1]^m → [1]^n ∈ Q, there is a triple (A, μ, B) of subsets A ⊂ m, B ⊂ n and an order preserving map μ : A → n such that for each subset S ⊂ m, we have f(S) = μ(S ∩ A) ∪ B, where we identify natural numbers with the corresponding ordinals. In other words, there is a category R together with a functor P : R → Poset such that

• Ob Q = Ob R;

• P sends each object r ∈ R to a finite Boolean lattice P (r), called the poser set;

• every morphism r^′ → rQ is identified with a triple (A, μ, B) of A ∈ P (r^′), B ∈ P (r) and a morphism μ ∈ R.

In fact, if we take Q = ~Δ^+ (resp. ~Δ), the category of finite ordinals and orderpreserving injections (resp. arbitrary order-preserving maps), then we obtain □ (resp. □^c). This observation indicates that some variations of cubical categories can arise from small categories which admit “power sets” notions.

We will generalize “cubes” in this way. The construction begins with a small category R equipped with a unique factorization system (R^−, R^+_0 ). We assume the following:

(⋆1)

• R^+_0 has only monomorphisms and no non-trivial isomorphism, so that R^+_0 /( · ) : R → Poset is a functor.

• For each r ∈ R, R^+_0 /r is a finite Boolean lattice.

• For each f : r^′ → r ∈ R, the induced map f_∗ : R^+_0 /r^′ → R^+_0 /r admits a right adjoint f^∗ : R^+_0 /r → R^+_0 /r which preserves joins.

We will see these conditions in section 2 and 3 more accurately. We also consider an additional structure, which we call an enlargement. If R is a small category satisfying the conditions above, then an enlargement on R is a functor c : R → R together with a natural transformation ι : Id → c such that

(1) for each r ∈ R, there is a natural isomorphism R^+_0 /c(r) ≃ R^+_0 /r × [1];

(2) c preserves (R^+_0 , R^−)-factorization; i.e. if σ ∈ R^− and δ ∈ R^+_0 , then c(σ) ∈ R^− and c(δ) ∈ R^+_0 ;

(3) for each f : r → r^′ ∈ R, we have c(f)^∗ι = ι.

Our first result is the following:

Theorem. Let R be a small category equipped with a unique factorization system (R^−, R^+_0 ) satisfying the condition (⋆1). Then we can construct a small category □(R). Moreover, if R admits an enlargement c : R → R, then □(R) is a test category, so that there is a model structure on □(R)^∧ such that f : X → Y is a weak equivalence if and only if □(R)/X → □(R)/Y is a Thomason equivalence, and f : X → Y is a cofibration if and only if it is a monomorphism.

If R satisfies the condition (⋆1), we say R is cubicalizable and call □(R) the cubicalization of R. The model structure described above is called the standard model structure.

The construction of □(R) is splitted into two steps. At first, we will observe spans in R in section 6. In particular, we are interested in spans of the form s γ yysss ss^f $$JJ JJJ r^′ r with γ ∈ R^+_0 . These spans form the morphism class of a category V(R), which we will define. We denote such a span by fγ^† It is also verified that the functor

R^+_0 /( · ) : R → Poset extends to V(R). Next, we will introduce the notion of crossed modules for categories in section 7, which is a generalization of classical crossed modules for groupoids. In this step, we prove that for a crossed J - module (M, μ), there is a category MJ whose objects are those of J and whose hom-set from j to k is given by MJ (j, k) := {(a, f) ∈ M(k) × J (j, k) | μ(a)f = f} . The composition is given by (b, g) ∘ (a, f) = (b·g_∗a, μ(g_∗b)gf) . One can verify that M = R^+_0 /( · ) : V(R) → SemiLat^∨ has a crossed V(R)- module structure by setting μ_r : R^+_0 /r → End_{V(R)}(r) to be μ_r(ξ) := (¬ξ)(¬ξ)^† , where ¬( · ) denotes the negation in the Boolean lattice. Finally, we set □(R) := MV(R). We will see □(R) is actually a test category in section 8.

The classical cubical categories □ and □^c are examples of resulting categories □(R). Moreover, we can also considered the symmetrized version of them by group operads. Group operad G, which is discussed in [37] and [39], is a non-symmetric operad such that each G(n) has a group structure with certain compatibility with the operad operations. We can define □_G the cubical category with symmetry of G as follows: For a goup operad G, we can naturally regard it as a crossed ~Δ-group defined in [3]. □_G is the cubicalization of ~ΔG, the total category of crossed ~Δ-group G. If we take G = Σ the symmetric group operad, we obtain □_Σ = □( ~ΔΣ), which is constructed by Isaacson.

The second result is about relations between homotopy theories on the presheaf category over □(R). Since □(R) is a test category, as mentioned above, the category □(R)^∧ of presheaves admits a model structure whose weak equivalences are morphisms f : X → Y which induce Thomason equivalences □(R)/X → □(R)/Y . On the other hand, since the power set functor R^+_0 /( · ) : □(R) → Cat sends each object to finite Boolean algebra, by taking the nerves, we obtain a functor | · | : □(R) → SSet which sends each object to cubes Δ[1]^n. We define the simplicial realization | · | : □(R)^∧ → SSet by the left Kan extension along the Yoneda embedding □(R) → □(R)^∧. If the unique factorization system (R^−, R^+_0 ) gives rise to a structure of Eilenberg-Zilber category (briefly, EZ category) on R, we can derive a model structure on □(R)^∧ from SSet along the realization functor. It is non-trivial that the two model structure coincide. We will give a proof for this in some special cases in section 9:

Theorem. Let R be an EZ cubicalizable category with an enlargement. Suppose moreover that R has no non-trivial isomorphism. Then a morphism f : X → Y ∈ □(R)^∧ induces a Thomason equivalence □(R)/X → □(R)/Y if and only if the simplicial realization |f| : |X| → |Y | is a weak equivalence in SSet.

For the proof, the notion of regularity is important, which is related to the homotopy colimit. A model structure on a presheaf category A^∧ is said to be regular if the natural morphism

hocolim (A[a]→X)∈A/X A[a] → X is a weak equivalence for every X ∈ A^∧. The regularity gives very strong tools for computation of homotopy colimits. In fact, if a model structure on A is regular, then every object is a homotopy colimit of representables, so the left Quillen functor is easily computed. So we will first show that if R is an EZ cubicalizable category with an enlargement and has no non-trivial isomorphism, the model structure R induced by the realization is regular. Then it is easy to verify that if the model structure on □(R)^∧ is regular, we have a zigzag of weak equivalences in SSet connecting |X| to N(□(R)/X), which implies the result. Note that the theorem is a generalization of the Antolini’s result presented in [1]. For example, the theorem is available for □ and □^c.

As for more general R, we need another assumption. We suppose R satisfies the following condition:

(♣) For each r ∈ □(R), there is a zigzag of homotopy equivalences connecting □_R[r] to the terminal object.

Then we can develop another model structure on □(R)^∧, called the spatial model structure:

Theorem. Let R be an EZ cubicalizable category with an enlargement. If R satisfies the condition (♣), then there is a cofibrantly generated model structure on □(R)^∧ such that

• f : X → Y is a weak equivalence if and only if it is an ∞-equivalence;

• the class of cofibrations is the saturated class generated by the set {∂□_R[r] → □_R[r] : r ∈ □(R)} ; • the class of fibrations is the right orthogonal class of trivial cofibrations.

In the spatial model structure, we obtain the criterion below:

Proposition. Let R be an EZ cubicalizable category satisfying the condition (♣) with an enlargement. Suppose X, Y ∈ □(R)^∧ are cofibrant in the spatial model structure Then f : X → Y is an ∞-equivalence if and only if the geometric realization |f| : |X| → |Y | is a weak equivalence in SSet.

It will be verified that, for every group operad G, the cubicalizable category ~ΔG satisfies the condition (♣). Hence the category □( ~ΔG)∧ admits the spatial model structure. Moreover, it will be also proved that the convolution product on □( ~ΔG)^∧ is compatible with the spatial model structure. In other words, □( ~ΔG)^∧ is an example of a monoidal model category. In particular the case G = B the braid group operad, □( ~ΔB)^∧ admits a braiding, so that it is a braided monoidal model category.

Acknowledgements

This paper is written under the supervision of Toshitake Kohno. I would like to thank him for the encouragement and advice. This work was supported by the Program for Leading Graduate Schools, MEXT, Japan.

1 Preliminaries

1.1 Notations

Throughout this paper, we use the convension that the set of natural numbers contains 0 and denote it by N.

In this article, we will refer to the book [29] for elements of category theory. The most of terminologies and notations follow the book. For more details of category theory, we refer the reader to literatures [25] and [31]. We here review a few terminologies:

Definition. Let C be a category.

• A subcategory C_1 of C is said to be full if for each pair (c_1, c^′_1) of objects in C_1, we have C_1(c_1, c^′_1) = C(c_1, c^′_1).

• A subcategory C_2 of C is said to be wide if Ob C_2 = Ob C.

We often identify full subcategories with subclasses of objects, and wide subcategories with subclasses of morphisms which are closed under compositions.

Definition. A category C is said to be complete (resp. cocomplete) if all small limits (resp. colimits) exist in C. We say C is bicomplete if it is both complete and cocomplete.

For a category C, we denote by C^∧ the presheaf category on C, and by C^∨ the category of copresheaves. We write C[ · ] : C → C^∧ the Yoneda embedding. Hence, the co-Yoneda embedding is denoted by C^{op}[ · ]^{op} : C → C^∨. We often identify C with a full subcategory of C^∧.

For a small category J and a category C, We denote by C^J the functor category whose objects are functors J → C and whose morphisms are natural transformations. In particular, if [1] denotes the category of the form • → •, then the category C^{[1]} is the category of morphisms of C; the objects are morphisms of C, and the morphisms are commutative squares in C.

For functors F : C → E and G : D → E, we denote by F ↓ G the comma category; whose objects are triples (c, d, u) of c ∈ C, d ∈ D and u : F (c) → G(d), and whose morphisms are pairs (f : c → c^′, g : d → d^′) which commute the squares:

F (c)^u // F (f ) fflffl G(d) G(g) fflffl F (c^′)^v // G(d^′)

As a special case, for a functor G : D → C^∧ we write C/G = C[ · ] ↓ G and F/C = F ↓C[ · ]. Dually, for a functor F : D → C^∨, we write F/C = F ↓C^{op}[ · ]^{op}. We call them the slice categories. In particular the case D = Pt the one-point category, we identify F and G with their images, so that we write C/x and y/C for x ∈ C^∧ and y ∈ C^∨ instead C/G and F/C respectively.

Finally, we define the end and the coend. Let J be a small category and C be a bicomplete category. For a set S and an object X ∈ C, we write S × X := ∐ s∈S X_s , X^S := ∏ s∈S X_s where each X_s is a copy of X. Notice that we have an adjunction C(S × X, Y ) ≃ C(X, Y^S ). Then the end and the coend of a functor F : J^{op} × J → C are defined as ∫ j∈J F (j, j) := eq ∏ j∈J F (j, j) ⇒ ∏ j_1 ,j_2 ∈J

F (j_1, j_2)^{J (j1 ,j2 )} and ∫_{j∈J} F (j, j) := coeq ∐ j_1,j_2 ∈J

J (j_2, j_1) × F (j_1, j_2) ⇒ ∐ j∈J F (j, j) ,

where eq and coeq denote the equalizer and the coequalizer respectively. Using the end, we obtain the formula: C^J (F, G) ≃ ∫ j∈J C(F (j), G(j)) The following is a generalization of the Yoneda lemma:

Theorem 1.1. Let J be a small category, and C be a bicomplete category. Then each functor X : J → C, we have the formulae ∫ j∈J X(j)^{J ( · ,j)} ≃ X ≃ ∫_{j∈J} J (j, · ) × X(j). Dually, for each functor Y : J^{op} → C, we have ∫ j∈J X(j)^{J (j, · )} ≃ X ≃ ∫_{j∈J} J ( · , j) × X(j). For more details about ends and coends, see [27].

1.2 Posets and lattices

A partially ordered set, poset for short, is an example of categories. In the section, we observe some properties of posets in a categorical viewpoint. Definition. A category P is called a preordered set if each hom-set P (x, y) consists of at most one element. A poset is a preordered set which is skeletal as a category.

Indeed, if P is a preordered set in the usual sense, we can see it as a category whose objects are elements of P , and for x, y ∈ P , the hom-set is given by P (x, y) = { {pt} (x ≤ y) ∅ otherwise . Then reflexivity and transitivity corresponds to the existence of the identities and composability respectively. Moreover, P satisfies the antisymmetricity if and only if it is skeletal as a category. The following is obvious:

Lemma 1.2. Let f : P → Q be a map between preordered sets. Then it is orderpreserving if and only if it extends to a functor. Consequently, the category Poset of posets and order-preserving maps is a full-subcategory of the category Cat of small categories and functors.

As a category, we can consider limits and colimits in a poset P . Let D : I → P be a small diagram. Recall that the colimit is defined as a left adjoint of the constant functor. For each x ∈ P , we have

P^I (D, x) = { {pt} (∀i ∈ I : D(i) ≤ x) ∅ otherwise . Thus we obtain colim_{i∈I} D(i) = sup {D(i) | i ∈ I} if either side exists. Dually, we obtain lim_{i∈I} D(i) = inf {D(i) | i ∈ I} . Notice that the initial (resp. terminal) object is precisely the least (greatest) element in the poset.

Definition. A poset P is called a join-semilattice if it has the supremum for every finite set. Equivalently, a join-semilattice is a finite cocomplete poset.

Dually, a poset P is called a meet-semilattice if it has the infimum for every finite set. Equivalently, a meet-semilattice is a finite complete poset.

P is called a lattice if it is finite bicomplete as a category.

For x, y ∈ P , we write x ∨ y := x ∐ y = sup{x, y} x ∧ y := x × y = inf{x, y} if they exist, and call them the join and meet respectively, instead of the coproduct and product. Note that x ≤ y if and only if x ∨ y = y if and only if x ∧ y = x. Lemma 1.3. An order-preserving map f : P → Q of posets preserves joins if and only if it preserves finite colimits as a functor. Dually, f preserves meets if and only if it preserves finite limits.

Recall that, in the category theory, many examples of cocontinuous functors, i.e. functors preserve colimits, come from adjunctions. Let f_∗ : P −←−→ Q : f^∗ be a pair of order-preserving maps of posets. They form an adjunction if for every p ∈ P and q ∈ Q, we have

f_∗f^∗(q) ≤ q , and p ≤ f^∗f_∗(p) .

Notice that in that case, the triangle identities are automatic; indeed, the compositions f_∗ ≤ f_∗f^∗f_∗ ≤ f_∗ , f^∗ ≤ f^∗f_∗f^∗ ≤ f^∗ are the identities.

Definition. A pair f_∗ : P ⇄ Q : f^∗ is called a Galois connection if it forms an adjunction.

Since every left adjoint functors preserves colimits, we obtain the following: Corollary 1.4. Suppose f_∗ : P ⇄ Q : f^∗ is a Galois connection. Then f_∗ and f^∗ preserves joins and meets respectively.

Now consider a lattice L. As a well-known consequence of the lattice theory, we have the following:

Proposition 1.5. For a lattice L, the following are equivalent:

(i) x ∧ (y ∨ z) = (x ∧ y) ∨ (x ∧ z) for every x, y, z ∈ L. (ii) x ∨ (y ∧ z) = (x ∨ y) ∧ (x ∨ z) for every x, y, z ∈ L. Proof. Suppose (i). Then since x ∧ z ≤ x ≤ (x ∨ y), we have (x ∨ y) ∧ (x ∨ z) = ((x ∨ y) ∧ x) ∨ ((x ∨ y) ∧ z) = x ∨ (x ∧ z) ∨ (y ∧ z) = x ∨ (y ∧ z) , which is (ii).

The converse is the dual, so apply the above argument to the lattice L^{op}. Definition. A lattice L is said to be distributive if it satisfies the above equivalent conditions. Equivalently, L is distributive if and only if cartesian products in L preserve all finite colimits.

Recall that, in the category theory, a typical situation that cartesian products preserves colimits is that C is a cartesian closed category. The cartesian product in a lattice is nothing but the meet, so we have the following definition: Definition. A lattice L is called a Heyting algebra if it is cartesian closed as a category; i.e. there is a functor (→) : L^{op} × L → L such that for every x, y, z ∈ L, we have x ∧ y ≤ z ⇐⇒ x ≤ (y → z) .

Notice that if L is a Heyting algebra, we have L(x ∧ y, z) ≃ L(x, y → z), so that the functor ( · ) ∧ y : L → L has a right adjoint y → ( · ) : L → L. By corollary 1.4, every Heyting algebra is a distributive lattice.

In this article, Boolean lattices, which are examples of Heyting algebras, are most important.

Definition. Let L be a lattice with the greatest element 1 and the least element 0. Then L is said to be Boolean if there is an (anti-)operation ¬ : L^{op} → L such that x ∧ ¬x = 0 , x ∨ ¬x = 1 . A Boolean lattice is a Heyting algebra; indeed, if L is a Boolean lattice, setting (y → z) := (¬y) ∨ z gives rise to the right adjoint of meets. Therefore, every Boolean lattice is distributive.

Notice that if there is an element w ∈ L such that w ∧ x = 0 and w ∨ x = 1, then we have w = w ∧ (x ∨ ¬x) = (w ∧ x) ∨ (w ∧ ¬x) = w ∧ ¬x , and w = w ∨ (x ∧ ¬x) = (w ∨ x) ∧ (w ∨ ¬x) = w ∨ ¬x . These imply ¬x ≤ w ≤ ¬x, so that we obtain w = ¬x. Thus, the operation ¬ : L^{op} → L is uniquely determined if it exists.

The following are easily verified by the definition:

Lemma 1.6. If L is a Boolean lattice and x, y ∈ L, then the following hold: (1) ¬¬x = x. (2) ¬(x ∧ y) = (¬x) ∨ (¬y). (3) ¬(x ∨ y) = (¬x) ∧ (¬y). For finite Boolean lattices, the following result is known:

Proposition 1.7. If S is a set, then the powerset 2^S forms a Boolean lattice. Conversely, if L is a finite Boolean lattice, then there is a finite set S such that L ≃ 2^S . Consequently, the cardinality of a finite Boolean lattice is a power of 2.

For more details about lattice theory, see for example [11].

2 Thin-powered categories

Recall that for a set S, we can consider its subset A ⊂ S. In general, for an object X of a category C, we can consider the class Sub(X) of isomorphism classes of monomorphisms with codomain X in C. It is a generalization of the notion of subsets. Sub(X) is, however, too large in general to treat combinatorially. In this section, we consider a more ideal situation.

2.1 Distinguished injections

Definition. Let R be a small category. Then a thin-powered structure on R is a class R^+_0 of morphisms which satisfies the following conditions:

(DI1) R^+_0 contains only monomorphisms.

(DI2) R^+_0 is closed under compositions.

(DI3) For each morphism f : s → r ∈ R, there is a factorization f = δσ with δ ∈ R^+_0 and σ ⋔ R^+_0 , and the factorization is strictly unique.

In the case, we call an element of R^+_0 a distinguished injection. A small category which is equipped with thin-powered structure is called a thin-powered category.

Note that if R^+_0 is a thin-powered structure, then it cannot contain nontrivial isomorphisms. Indeed, if π ∈ R^+_0 is an isomorphism, then clearly we have π ⋔ R^+_0 . Then idπ = πid are factorizations, and the uniqueness in the condition (DI3) implies π = id.

On the other hand, R^+_0 contains the all identities. To see this, factor the identity as id = δσ with δ ∈ R^+_0 and σ ⋔ R^+_0 by the condition (DI3). This factorization implies that δ is not only a monomorphism, which follows from the condition (DI1), but also a split epimorphism. Hence δ is an isomorphism, so that by the condition (DI1), δ itself needs to be the identity. That is why we often regard R^+_0 as a wide subcategory of R.

We introduce some notations. Let R be a thin-powered category with thinpowered structure R^+_0 . We denote by R^− the class of morphisms which are left orthogonal to R^+_0 whose elements are called R^+_0 -surjections. Then the condition (DI3) is equivalent to that there is a (R^−, R^=_0 )-factorization. One should notice that this is a special case of weak factorization systems. In particular, we have the following results:

Lemma 2.1. In the above situation, every morphism f : r^′ → r with R^− ⋔ f factors as f = δπ such that π is an isomorpshim and δ ∈ R^+_0 .

Proof. Let f = δσ be the factorization with δ ∈ R^+_0 and σ ⋔ R^+_0 , and consider the following commutative diagram: r^′ σ fflffl r^′ f fflffl s^δ // r

By the assumption, we have σ ⋔ f, so that the square has a lift μ : s → r^′ with μσ = id and fμ = δ. Since δ is a monomorphism, these implies that μ is both a split epimorpihsm and a monomorphism. Hence μ is an isomorphism, so by setting π = μ^{−1}, we obtain the required factorization f = δπ.

Corollary 2.2. If R is a thin-powered category, then there is a weak factorization system (R^−, R^+) such that

• R^− is the class of morphisms left orthogonal to all distinguished injections;

• Every morphisms in R^+ is isomorphic to a distinguished injections.

Recall that for a class S of morphisms, a morphism f is said to be Sprojective if f ⋔ S. Hence we can say that R^− is the class of R^+_0 -projections. In particular, f is called a strong epimorphism if it is an epimorphism and left orthogonal to all monomorphisms. Note that if S^′ ⊂ S, then S-projectivity implies S^′-projectivity. Consequently, we obtain the following:

Lemma 2.3. Let R be a thin-powered category. Then every strong epimorphism in R belongs to R^−. In particular, R^− contains all split epimorphisms.

As shown in lemma 2.2, a thin-powered structure gives rise to an analogy of the notion of images of maps in the set theory. Indeed, if R^+_0 is a thinpowered structure on a category R, and f is a morphism of R, then we have a unique factorization f = δσ with σ ⋔ R^+_0 and δ ∈ R^+_0 . We write coim(f) := σ and im(f) := δ. If we regard the weak factorization system as a generalization of coimage-image factorization in the set theory, then by corollary 2.2, im(f) should be seen as the “image” of f.

Remark. Notice that we have another notion of images of morphisms in an arbitrary category. Recall that for a morphism f : r^′ → r ∈ R, its image, which is sometimes called the regular image, is defined to be the representation of the inclusion of presheaves Im f → R[r], where

(Im f)(s) := {g : s → r | ∀h_1, h_2 : r ⇒ w : h_1f = h_2f ⇒ h_1g = h_2g} .

It is known that images are strong monomorphisms, i.e. they are right orthogonal to all epimorphisms, so that if f admits the image, it factors as an epimorpihsm followed by a strong monomorphism. We can also define the coimages of morphisms in the dual method. For more details, see [25].

Now, our notation of im(f) and coim(f) are a bit different from the notion described above. However, we can see a thin-powered category as a generalized situation, so we use the notation.

2.2 Pullbacks and stability

We next consider the notion of inverse images. Recall that, in the set theory, they are categorically defined by pullbacks in the category Set. So as an analogy, we also need pullbacks in our situation.

Definition. A thin-powered category R with thin-powered structure R^+_0 is said to be semicomplete if every pair of morphisms r^{′ f}−→ r^δ←− s with δ ∈ R^+_0 has a pullback in R; i.e. there is a pullback square

s^{′ f ′} // δ^′ fflffl ·⌟^s_{δfflffl} r^{′ f} // r (1) in R.

We denote by R^+ the class of morphisms right orthogonal to R^−. By corollary 2.2, (R^−, R^+) forms a weak factorization system on R. Hence, the class R^+ is closed under (existing) pullbacks. Now since R^+_0 ⊂ R^+, the morphism δ^′ in the diagram (1) belongs to R^+. Actually, we can take δ^′ so that δ^′ ∈ R^+_0 .

Lemma 2.4. Let R be a semicomplete thin-powered category with thin-powered structure R^+_0 . Then for every pair of morphisms r^{′ f}−→ r^δ←− s with δ ∈ R^+_0 , there is a (strictly) unique pullback square

s^{′ f ′} // δ^′ fflffl ·⌟^s_{δfflffl} r^{′ f} // r

such that δ^′ ∈ R^+_0 .

Proof. The existence follows from the assumption that R is semicomplete and lemma 2.1. So we only show the uniqueness. Suppose we have another pullback square

s^′_1^f ′ 1 //

δ^′_1 fflffl ·⌟^s_{δfflffl} r^{′ f} // r

with δ^′_1 ∈ R^+_0 . Then by the uniqueness of pullbacks, there is an isormophism θ : s^′_1 → s^′ such that δ^′_1 = δ^′θ. It implies θ = id and δ^′_1 = δ^′ by the uniqueness of the factorization in (DI3). Moreover we have δf^′_1 = δf^′. Since δ is a monomorphism by (DI1), we obtain f^′_1 = f^′. Therefore, two pullbacks are strictly equal.

For δ : s → r ∈ R^+_0 and f : r^′ → r ∈ R, by lemma 2.4, there is a unique pullback δ^′ of δ by f such that δ^′ ∈ R^+_0 . We write f^∗δ := δ^′, which is welldefined thanks to the uniqueness. It is straightfoward by the definition that we have (gf)^∗δ = f^∗g^∗δ. In what follows, we always assume that such pullbacks are taken in the way.

Lemma 2.4 also says that every morphism in R has pullbacks by distinguished injections. Notice that while R^+ is closed under pullbacks, R^− is not necessarily closed under pullbacks. This is a similar case to the categories Poset or Top, where pullbacks of regular epimorphisms are not necessarily regular epimorphisms. So we need the notion of stability.

Definition. Let R be a semicomplete thin-powered category, and R^+_0 be a thin-powered structure. Then an R^+_0 -surjection σ is said to be stable if all its pullbacks by distinguished injections are again R^+_0 -surjections. In general, a morphism f in R is said to be stable if the R^+_0 -surjection coim(f) is stable.

A thin-powered category is said to be stable if it is semicomplete and all R^+_0 -surjections are stable.

Some morphisms are necessarily stable. For example, an isomorphism is stable. More generally, every split epimorpihsm is stable since the class of split epimorphisms is closed under existing pullbacks. It also follows that all distinguished injections are stable.

Note that if R is stable, then the (R^−, R^+_0 )-factorization is stable under pullbacks by dinstinguished injections. This is an analogy of the situation that if f : S → T is a map of sets and B ⊂ T , then the factorization f^{−1}(B)^f−→ f(S) ∩ B → B is the image-factorization.

2.3 Examples

We here give some examples. Before this, we prove the following results:

Lemma 2.5. Let R be a thin-powered category with thin-powered structure R^+_0 such that every morphism f with f ⋔ R^+_0 is a split epimorphism. Suppose there is an embedding j : R → S of categories such that

(a) j is bijective on objects;

(b) j preserves monomorphisms;

(c) S admits a weak factorization system (S^′, jR).

Then the class jR^+_0 is a thin-powered structure on S.

Proof. We have to verify the conditions. The conditions (DI1) and (DI2) are straightfoward from the assumptions. So it suffices to verify the condition (DI3).

Let R^− and S^− denote the class of morphisms in R and S which are left orthogonal to R^+_0 and jR^+_0 respectively. By the assumptions, morphisms in jR^+_0 are monomorphisms while morphisms in jR^− are split epimorphisms in S, so we have jR^− ⋔ jR^+_0 in S. On the other hand, since (S^′, jR) is a weak factorization system, we have S^′ ⋔ jR, and hence S^′ ⋔ jR^+_0 . These imply that S^′, jR^− ⊂ S^−. Next, suppose f is a morphism in S. By the assumption, there is a factorization f = j(μ)τ with τ ∈ S^′ and μ ∈ R. Moreover, since R^+_0 is a thin-powered structure on R, there is a factorization μ = δσ with σ ∈ R^− and δ ∈ R^+_0 . We now have f = j(δ)j(σ)τ. The factorization is actually unique; indeed, if f = j(δ^′)j(σ^′)τ^′ is another factorization, we have a commutative square:

s^{j(σ)τ} // j(σ^′ )τ^′ fflffl s^′ j(δ) fflffl s^{′′ j(δ} ′ ) // r

Since j(σ)τ, j(σ^′)τ^′ ∈ S^− and S^− ⋔ jR^+_0 , the square has lifts θ : s^{′′} → s^′ and θ^′ : s^′ → s^{′′}. j(δ) and j(δ^′) are monoomrphisms, hence θ and θ^′ are inverse to each other. Then θ ∈ S^′ ∩ jR, and we may assume θ = j(θ̄). We have δ = θ̄δ^′, and the uniqueness of the factorization in (DI3) implies θ = id. Thus we obtain j(σ)τ = j(σ^′)τ^′ and δ = δ^′ as required. The condition (DI3) now follows.

We also have another version. The proof is similar to that of lemma 2.5.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose R is a small category such that it has no non-trivial isomorphism, and there is a class R^− of morphisms in R such that every morphism f of R uniquely factors as f = δσ with σ ∈ R^− and δ monic. Then the class R^+_0 of monomorphisms in R is a thin-powered structure on R.

Example 2.7. The most trivial example is given as follows: Let R be an arbitrary small category, and consider Ob R as the discrete wide subcategory of R. Then Ob R is a thin-powered structure on R. It is clear that the structure is semicomplete and stable.

Example 2.8. If R^+_0 is a thin-powered structure on R, then R^+_0 itself is, as a category, a thin-powered category with thin-powered structure R^+_0 . Example 2.9. Let κ be a regular cardinal. We denote by Ord^κ the full subcategory of Set spanned by ordinals smaller than κ. Let (Ord^κ)^+_0 be the class of all order-preserving injections in Ord^κ. Then (Ord^κ)^+_0 is a thin-powered structure of Ord^κ. Indeed, (DI1) and (DI2) are straightforward by the definition. For a map f : λ_1 → λ_2 between cardinals, its set-theoretical image f(λ_1) ⊂ λ_2 is well-ordered as a subset. Since every well-ordered set is isomorphic to a unique ordinal by a unique order-preserving bijection, we can choose a unique ordinal λ_f with λ_f ≃ f(λ_1). Now we obtain a unique factorization λ_1 → λ_f → λ_2 as required in (DI3). In fact, Ord^κ is a stable thin-powered category.

In particular, the case κ = ω, the smallest infinite cardinal, is important. We write FinOrd := Ord^ω and ~Δ^+ := (Ord^ω)^+_0 .

Example 2.10. We denote by ~Δ the category of all (possibly empty) finite ordinals and order-preserving maps. Then ~Δ satisfies the assumption in lemma 2.6. Hence if we denote by ~Δ^+ the class of monomorphisms in ~Δ, ~Δ is a thin-powered category with thin-powered structure ~Δ^+. This example is clearly stable. Example 2.11. We define the category P as a subcategory of Poset whose objects are posets of the form (n, ⪯) such that

• n is a finite ordinal {0 < 1 < · · · < n − 1};

• ⪯ is an ordering on n of the form {0 ≺ 1 ≺ · · · ≺ i_1 − 1, i_1 ≺ i_1 + 1 ≺ · · · ≺ i_2 − 1, . . . , i_k ≺ · · · ≺ n − 1} ; and whose morphisms are order-preserving maps f : (m, ⪯) → (n, ⪯) which reflect comparability; i.e. f(k) ⪯ f(l) implies either k ⪯ l or k ⪰ l. We also define a wide subcategory P_Δ of P whose morphisms are maps f : (m, ⪯) → (n, ⪯) which also preserves the natural orderings of ordinals.

Note that every morphism of P factors as a permutation of components followed by a morphism in P_Δ, while every morphism of P_Δ factors as a split epimorphism followed by a monomorphism. We denote by P^+_Δ the class of monomorphisms in P_Δ. Then P^+_Δ is a stable thin-powered structure on both P_Δ and P. Note also that ~Δ is a full subcategory of P_Δ (and P). We have a forgetful functor P_Δ → ~Δ, which is a retraction of the inclusion ~Δ → P_Δ.

We have another description for these categories. For a tuple (k_1, . . . , k_n) of positive integers, we define a poset

[[k_1, . . . , k_n]] := { 1 < · · · < k_1, k_1 + 1 < · · · < k_1 + k_2, . . . , n−1∑ i=1 k_i + 1 < · · · < n∑ i=1 k_i } . Hence, as a poset, we have an isomorphism

[[k_1, . . . , k_n]] ≃ [[k_1]] ∐ · · · ∐ [[k_n]] .

We denote by [[0]] the empty poset. Then these posets are precisely the objects of P and P_Δ.

Each morphism of P_Δ uniquely factors as a morphism of the form [[μ_1, . . . , μ_n]] : [[k_1, . . . , k_n]] ≃ [[k_1]]∐· · ·∐[[k_n]]^{μ1 ∐···∐μn}−−−−−−−→ [[l_1]]∐· · ·∐[[l_n]] ≃ [[l_1, . . . , l_n]] for morphisms μ_i : [[k_i]] → [[l_i]] in ~Δ, followed by a morphism of the form δ^m_j : [[l_1, . . . , l_n]] → [[l_1, . . . , l_j , m, l_{j+1}, . . . , l_n]] for 0 ≤ j ≤ n and a positive integer m. Summarizingly, every morphism of P_Δ is uniquely written in the form

δ^m_j ∘ [[δ_1, . . . , δ_n]] ∘ [[σ_1, . . . , σ_1]]

such that δ_1, . . . , δ_n are monomorphisms and σ_1, . . . , σ_n are split epimorphisms in ~Δ.

As for a morphism in P, it is a composition of the above morphisms and

π_θ : [[k_1, . . . , k_n]] → [[k_{θ(1)}, . . . , k_{θ(n)}]]

for a permutation θ ∈ Σ_n. Hence every morphism of P is uniquely written in the fom δ^m_j ∘ [[δ_1, . . . , δ_n]] ∘ [[σ_1, . . . , σ_n]] ∘ π_θ .

We will also give more examples in the section 4.

3 Poset representations of thin-powered categories

In this section, we see that a thin-powered structure behaves as a skeleton of “subsets” with some good properties. Most of the properties observed in the section are analogous to those in the ordianlly set-theory, and they are described categorically and combinatorially.

3.1 Standard poset representation

First we recall the following general lemma:

Lemma 3.1. Let C be a small category and suppose every morphism of C is monic. Then for each c ∈ C, the category C/c is a preordered set with maximum. Moreover, if C is skeletal, then C/c is a poset for each c ∈ C.

Proof. Suppose f : v → c and g : w → c are morphisms in C, and suppose we have a diagram v α // β // f ÆÆ¡¡ ¡¡ ¡¡ ¡ w g � � � � c in C with gα = gβ = f. Since g is monic, it implies α = β. Hence the hom-set (C/c)(f, g) consists of at most one element. This shows that C/c is a preordered set. It is obvious that the identity id_c is the maximum of C/c.

Now suppose C is skeletal; i.e. if c, c^′ ∈ C are isomorphic, then c = c^′. In particular this implies that any isomorphism in C is an endomorphism which is, by the first part, the identity morphism. Thus C has no non-trivial isomorphism, and the result follows.

Corollary 3.2. If R^+_0 is a thin-powered structure on R, then for each r ∈ R, the category R^+_0 /r is a poset.

By corollary 3.2, we have an assignment r → R^+_0 /r ∈ Poset, where Poset denotes the category of posets and order-preserving maps. On the other hand, for a morphism f : r → r^′ ∈ R, we can define a map f_∗ : R^+_0 /r → R^+_0 /r^′ by setting f_∗(δ) := im(fδ) ∈ R^+_0 /r^′

for δ ∈ R^+_0 /r. By the uniqueness of the factorization, f_∗ is well-defined as a map.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose R is a thin-powered category. Then for every morphism f : r → r^′ of R, the map f_∗ : R^+_0 /r → R^+_0 /r^′ defined above preserves orderings.

Proof. Suppose we have the following commutative diagram in R^+_0 :

s_1^ε //

δ_1 ŒŒ=== == == s_2

δ_2 � � � � r In other words, we have δ_1 ≤ δ_2 in the poset R^+_0 /r. Put σ_2 := coim(fδ_2) and σ_1 := coim(σ_2ε), hence we have fδ_2 = f_∗(δ_2)σ_2 and σ_2ε = σ_{2∗}(ε)σ_1. Then we have fδ_1 = fδ_2ε = f_∗(δ_2)σ_2ε = f_∗(δ_2)σ_{2∗}(ε)σ_1, so that f_∗(δ_1) = f_∗(δ_2)σ_{2∗}(ε). Now we obtain the following commutative diagram in R^+_0 : s^′_1^{σ2∗(ε)} //

f_∗(δ_1) ÆÆ;; ;; ;; ; s^{′2}

f_∗(δ_2) � � � � r^′ This implies that f_∗(δ_1) ≤ f_∗(δ_2) in R^+_0 /r^′, which is the required result.

Moreover, we have the following:

Proposition 3.4. Let R be a thin-powered category. Then the assignment r → R^+_0 /r gives rise to a functor R → Poset.

Proof. By proposition 3.3, it suffices to verify that the assignment f → f_∗ is functorial. For a composition gf in R and δ ∈ R^+_0 /r, we have

gfδ = g im(fδ) coim(fδ) = im(g im(fδ)) coim(g im(fδ)) coim(fδ) , which implies that (gf)_∗(δ) = g_∗f_∗(δ) .

Thus f → f_∗ is functorial, and the result follows.

In other words, a thin-powered structure induces a representation of R in the category Poset.

Next, we are interested in the semicompleteness. Using proposition 3.3, we obtain a combinatorial paraphrase of the semicompleteness: Lemma 3.5. Let R be a thin-powered category. Suppose we have a commutative square s^δ // f̄ fflffl r f fflffl s^{′ δ′} // r^′ (2)

in R with δ, δ^′ ∈ R^+_0 . Then it is a pullback in R if and only if δ is greatest among γ ∈ R^+_0 /r with f_∗(γ) ≤ δ^′; i.e. f_∗(γ) ≤ δ^′ implies γ ≤ δ. Proof. First suppose the square is a pullback. If γ ∈ R^+_0 /r satisfies f_∗(γ) ≤ δ^′, say fγ = (f_∗(γ))σ with σ = coim fγ, then there is a distinguished injection ε^′ with f_∗(γ) = δ^′ε^′, and we have the following diagram:

s_1^γ // ε^′ σ fflffl r f fflffl s^{′ δ′} // r^′

Since (2) is a pullback, there is a morphism ε : s_1 → s with γ = δε, which implies γ ≤ δ.

Conversely, suppowe δ is greatest among γ ∈ R^+_0 /r with f_∗(γ) ≤ δ^′, and suppose we have a diagram: s_1^g // h fflffl r f fflffl s^{′ δ′} // r^′ We have f_∗(im(g)) = im(fg) = im(δ^′h) ≤ δ^′, so that the assumption implies im(g) ≤ δ. Hence g = δg_1 for some morphism g_1 : s_1 → s. We have δ^′f̄g_1 = fδg_1 = fg = δ^′h, and since δ^′ is a monomorphism, we obtain f̄g_1 = h. Therefore the square (2) is a pullback.

Corollary 3.6. A thin-powered category R is semicomplete if and only if it satisfies the following condition: For every morphism f : r → r^′ of R and every δ^′ ∈ R^+_0 /r^′, the subset f^{−1}_∗ (↓ δ^′) ⊂ R^+_0 /r has the greatest element, where ↓ δ^′ is the lower subset of R^+_0 /r^′ generated by δ^′.

Proof. If R is semicomplete, the condition immediately follows from lemma 3.5. Conversely, suppose R satisfies the condition, and let f : r → r^′ be a morphism and δ^′ ∈ R^+_0 /r^′. Let δ be the greatest element of f^{−1}_∗ (Λ^{δ′} ) ⊂ R^+_0 /r. Since f_∗(δ) ≤ δ^′, we have a square

s^δ // fflffl r f fflffl s^{′ δ′} // r^′ Notice that the condition on δ is equivalent to that δ is greatest among γ ∈ R^+_0 /r with f_∗(γ) ≤ δ^′. Thus the square is a pullback by lemma 3.5. Of course δ ∈ R^+_0 , so R is semicomplete.

Now suppose R is a semicomplete thin-powered category. Then because of the pullbacks, R^+_0 /r is not only a poset, but also a meet-semilattice. For δ_1, δ_2 ∈ R^+_0 /r, take a pullback square:

t^{ε1} //

ε_2 fflffl ·⌟^{s1}δ_{1fflffl}

s_2^{δ2} // r

Then the meet is given by the formula

δ_1 ∧ δ_2 = δ_1ε_1 = δ_2ε_2.

In general, for a morphism f : r → r^′ and δ^′ ∈ R^+_0 /r^′, we define f^∗δ^′ ∈ R^+_0 /r by the pullback square: s^{f ∗δ′} // fflffl ·⌟^r f_{fflffl} s^{′ δ′} // r^′ By lemma 2.4, f^∗δ^′ is uniquely determined, and the resulting f^∗ : R^+_0 /r^′ → R^+_0 /r is a well-defined map. Clearly the map f^∗ preserves meets, so that it is orderpreserving. Moreover, we have the following result:

Lemma 3.7. Let R be a semicomplete thin-powered category. Then for a morphism f : r → r^′ ∈ R, the pair f_∗ : R^+_0 /r ⇄ R^+_0 /r^′ : f^∗ of order-preserving maps forms a Galois connection.

Proof. We have to verify the inequalities δ ≤ f^∗f_∗δ and f_∗f^∗δ^′ ≤ δ^′ for every δ ∈ R^+_0 /r and δ^′ ∈ R^+_0 /r^′. Since f^∗ is defined by the pullback square, the inequality δ ≤ f^∗f_∗δ can be easily verified. So consider the following pullback square: s^{f ∗δ} //

f_1 fflffl r f fflffl s^{′ δ} // r^′ Then we have f_∗f^∗δ = δ im(f^′) ≤ δ as required.

Corollary 3.8. In the situation above, for each morphism f : r → r^′ ∈ R, the map f_∗ : R^+_0 /r → R^+_0 /r^′ preserves the existing supremums of subsets of R^+_0 /r. In particular, f_∗ preserves the least element (if it exists).

As special cases of Galois connections, we have the following: Lemma 3.9. Let R be a semicomplete thin-powered category. Then if δ : s → r ∈ R^+_0 , we have δ^∗δ_∗ = id on R^+_0 /s.

Proof. Let γ ∈ R^+_0 /s, hence since δγ ∈ R^+_0 , we have δ_∗(γ) = δγ. Consider the following commutative diagram:

t^γ // ·⌟^s ·⌟^s_{δfflffl} t^γ // s^δ // r Each square is a pullback, so the outer square is also a pullback. Then we obtain δ^∗δ_∗(γ) = δ^∗(δγ) = γ. This is the required result.

Corollary 3.10. Let R be a semicomplete thin-powered category. Then if δ : s → r ∈ R^+_0 , the map δ_∗ : R^+_0 /s → R^+_0 /r preserves meets.

Proof. Let γ_1, γ_2 ∈ R^+_0 /s. Then by lemma 3.9, we have

δ_∗(γ_1 ∧ γ_2) = δ_∗(γ_1)_∗(γ_1)^∗γ_2 = δ_∗(γ_1)_∗(γ_1)^∗δ^∗δ_∗γ_2 = δ_∗γ_1 ∧ δ_∗γ_2 .

Definition. A thin-powered category R is said to be latticed if it is semicomplete and each R^+_0 /r is a lattice. Moreover, R^+_0 is said to be Boolean if it is semicomplete and each R^+_0 /r is a Boolean lattice.

By corollary 3.8, we have the following:

Lemma 3.11. If R is a latticed thin-powered category, then for each morphism f : r → r^′ ∈ R, the induced map f_∗ : R^+_0 /r → R^+_0 /r^′ preserves joins and the least element. In particular, the poset representation factors through R^+_0 /( · ) : R → SemiLat^∨, where SemiLat^∨ denotes the category of join-semilattices and join-preserving maps.

3.2 Stability of R^+_0 -surjections

Next, we observe the stability condition.

Lemma 3.12. Let R be a semicomplete thin-powered category. Then for every R^+_0 -surjection σ : r → r^′, the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) σ is stable.

(2) For every γ^′ ∈ R^+_0 /r^′, we have σ_∗σ^∗(γ^′) = γ^′.

(3) The map σ^∗ : R^+_0 /r^′ → R^+_0 /r is injective.

Proof. (1)⇒(2): Suppose σ is stable, and let γ^′ ∈ R^+_0 /r^′. Take the pullback, and we obtain the square: s μ fflffl

σ^∗(γ^′) //

·⌟^r σ_{fflffl} s^{′ γ′} // r^′ The condition (1) implies that μ is R^+_0 -surjective. We have σσ^∗(γ^′) = γ^′μ, and by the uniqueness of the factorization, we obtain σ_∗σ^∗(γ^′) = γ^′. Thus the condition (2) follows.

(2)⇒(3): Obvious.

(3)⇒(1): Suppose σ^∗ is injective. Suppose we have a pullback square s μ fflffl

σ^∗(γ^′) //

·⌟^r σ_{fflffl} s^{′ γ′} // r^′ with γ^′ being a distinguished injection. Then we have the following diagram: s coim(μ) fflffl s μ fflffl

σ^∗(γ^′) //

·⌟^r σ_{fflffl}

s^{′′ im(μ)} // s^{′ γ′} // r^′

Since im(μ) is a monomorphism, the outer square is a pullback. This implies that σ^∗(γ^′ im(μ)) = σ^∗(γ^′), and since σ^∗ is injective by the assumption, we obtain γ^′ im(μ) = γ^′. Now γ^′ is a monomorphism, so that im(μ) = 1 and μ = τ is R^+_0 -surjective.

Corollary 3.13. Let R be a semicomplete thin-powered category, and suppose f : r → r^′ ∈ R is stable. Then for each γ^′ ∈ R^+_0 /r^′, we have f_∗f^∗(γ^′) = γ^′ ∧ im(f).

Proof. Let γ^′ ∈ R^+_0 /r^′, and consider the following pullback square:

s^τ //

f^∗(γ^′) fflffl ·⌟ s^′_0^ε // fflffl ·⌟ s^′ γ^′ fflffl r^{coim(f )}// s^′_1^{im(f )} // r^′

Since coim(f) is R^+_0 -surjective, by the definition of stablity, τ is R^+_0 -surjective. It follows that f_∗f^∗(γ^′) = γ^′ε = γ^′ ∧ im(f). This is the required result.

If R is a stable thin-powered category, by lemma 3.12, every R^+_0 -surjection σ : r → r^′ induces a split epimorphism σ_∗ : R^+_0 /r → R^+_0 /r^′.

3.3 Locally finiteness

We consider the following situation:

Definition. A thin-powered category R is said to be locally finite if each poset R^+_0 /r is finite.

Note that if a meet-semilattice is finite and have a maximum element, then it is also a join-semilattice with unit by setting: x ∨ y = ⋀ w≥x,y w

In particular, it is a complete lattice. By lemma 3.1, each R^+_0 /r has a maximum element. Hence if R is semicomplete and locally finite, then each R^+_0 /r is a complete lattice, so that R is latticed.

Let R be a semicomplete locally finite thin-powered category. We define a degree function deg : R → N by

deg_R+_0 (r) := |R^+_0 /r|, where | · | denotes the cardinality of sets. Then by lemma 3.9 and lemma 3.12-(2), the following hold:

• Every isomorphism preserves the degree.

• Every non-trivial R^+_0 -morphism raises the degree; in other words, deg induces a functor deg : R^+_0 → N which reflects the identities.

• Every stable R^+_0 -surjection does not raises the degree.

3.4 Saturated subobjects

We next consider a saturated subobject, which is an analogy of the notion of saturated subsets in the set theory:

Definition. Let R be a semicomplete thin-powered category, and let f : r → r^′ be a morphism of R. Then a morphism δ ∈ R^+_0 /r is said to be saturated with respect to f if the square s^δ // fflffl r f fflffl s^{′ f∗(δ)} // r^′ is a pullback in R. Equivalently, we say δ is saturated with respect to f if δ = f^∗f_∗(δ).

Some similar results in the set-theory hold for stable morphisms.

Lemma 3.14. Let R be a semicomplete thin-powered category. Then the following hold:

(1) If δ : r → r^′ ∈ R^+_0 , every element of R^+_0 /r is saturated with respect to δ.

(2) Suppose f = δμ : r → r^′ is a morphism of R with δ ∈ R^+_0 . Then γ ∈ R^+_0 /r is saturated with respect to f if and only if it is saturated with respect to μ. In particular, γ is saturated with respect to f if and only if it is saturated with respect to coim(f).

(3) Suppose f : r → r^′ ∈ R is stable. Then an element of R^+_0 /r is saturated with respect to f if and only if it is of the form f^∗(γ^′) for some γ^′ ∈ R^+_0 /r^′.

Proof. The part (1) immediately follows from lemma 3.9. Then, if δ is a distinguished injection, then we have (δμ)^∗(δμ)_∗ = μ^∗δ^∗δ_∗μ_∗ = μ^∗μ_∗. Hence we obtain (2).

Finally we show (3). By part (2), it suffices to show (3) only for a stable R^+_0 -surjection σ : r → r^′. If γ ∈ R^+_0 /r is saturated with respect to σ, then we have γ = σ^∗σ_∗(γ), which is the required form. Conversely, by lemma 3.12, we have σ_∗σ^∗ = id, so that σ^∗σ_∗σ^∗ = σ^∗. Thus σ^∗(γ^′) is saturated with respect to σ for every γ^′ ∈ R^+_0 /r^′.

Lemma 3.15. Let R be a stable latticed thin-powered category, and suppose δ ∈ R^+_0 /r is saturated with respect to a morphism f : r → r^′ ∈ R. Then for every γ ∈ R^+_0 /r, we have f_∗(δ) ∧ f_∗(γ) = f_∗(δ ∧ γ).

Proof. If f ∈ R^+_0 , the equation is obviuos. So factorizing f, we may assume f is R^+_0 -surjective. Consider the diagram

s^δ //

fflffl r f fflffl u // ε ==— ——— —

τ fflffl t γ ¿¿˝ ˝˝˝ ˝ σ fflffl s^′_{f∗δ} // r^′ u^′ //

ε^′ ??~~~ ~~ t^{′ f∗γ} ??� � � where σ = coim(fγ) and the top and bottom faces are pullbacks, so that we have δ ∧ γ = δε and f_∗(δ) ∧ f_∗(γ) = f_∗(δ)ε^′. Since δ is saturated with respect to f, the back face is a pullback. It follows that the front face is also a pullback. Since σ is R^+_0 -surjective and R^+_0 is stable, τ is R^+_0 -surjective. Now we have f(δ ∧ γ) = fδε = (f_∗δ)ε^′τ = (f_∗δ ∧ f_∗γ)τ . Then we obtain f_∗(δ ∧ γ) = im f(δ ∧ γ) = f_∗δ ∧ f_∗γ as required.

Next we observe relations to joins. Recall that in the set theory, if S_1, S_2 ⊂ A are saturated subsets with respect to a map f : A → B, their union S_1 ∪ S_2 is also a saturated subset. However, even if δ_1, δ_2 ∈ R^+_0 /r is saturated with respect to σ : r → r^′ ∈ R, their join δ_1 ∨ δ_2 need not be saturated in general. But we have the following criterion.

Lemma 3.16. Let R be a latticed thin-powered category. Then for δ : s → r ∈ R^+_0 , the map δ^∗ : R^+_0 /r → R^+_0 /s preserves joins if and only if for each γ_1, γ_2 ∈ R^+_0 /r, we have the identity (γ_1 ∨ γ_2) ∧ δ = (γ_1 ∧ δ) ∨ (γ_2 ∧ δ).

Proof. By the definition of meets, we have γ ∧δ = δ(δ^∗γ) = δ_∗δ^∗(γ) for each γ ∈ R^+_0 /r. Hence if δ^∗ preserves joins, we obtain the required identity. Conversely, the identity implies δ_∗δ^∗(γ_1 ∨ γ_2) = δ_∗δ^∗(γ_1) ∨ δ_∗δ^∗(γ_2) = δ_∗(δ^∗(γ_1) ∨ δ^∗(γ_2). Since δ is a distinguished injection, δ_∗ : R^+_0 /s → R^+_0 /r is injective. Thus we obtain δ^∗(γ_1 ∨ γ_2) = δ^∗(γ_1) ∨ δ^∗(γ_2) for each γ_1, γ_2 ∈ R^+_0 /r, which implies that δ^∗ preserves joins.

Corollary 3.17. Let R be a Boolean thin-powered category. Then for every δ : s → r, the induced map δ^∗ : R^+_0 /r → R^+_0 /s preserves joins.

Proof. By lemma 3.16, it suffices to show that each R^+_0 /r is a distributive lattice. Since we assumed R^+_0 /r is a Boolean lattice, and every Boolean lattice is distributive, the result follows.

Lemma 3.18. Let R be a latticed thin-powered category. Suppose σ : r → r^′ is a stable R^+_0 -surjection. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) σ^∗ : R^+_0 /r^′ → R^+_0 /r preserves joins.

(b) Whenever δ_1, δ_2 ∈ R^+_0 /r are saturated with respect to σ, so is δ_1 ∨ δ_2. Proof. Since σ is an stable R^+_0 -surjection, the map σ^∗ : R^+_0 /r^′ → R^+_0 /r is a full-embedding of posets by lemma 3.12; i.e. σ^∗ is injective and reflects the ordereings. Moreover, by lemma 3.14, its image coincides with the subposet consisting of elements of R^+_0 /r saturated with respect to σ. Hence the result follows.

Definition. Let R be a stable latticed thin-powered category. A morphism f of R is said to be coherent if the order-preserving map f^∗ preserves joins and the least element. R is said to be coherent in R if it is stable and latticed, and every morphism in R is coherent.

Lemma 3.19. Let R be a stable latticed thin-powered category. Then the following hold:

(1) If f : r^′ → r induces an isomorphism f_∗ : R^+_0 /r^′ → R^+_0 /r, then f is coherent. In particular, every isomorphism is coherent.

(2) If f : r^′ → r and g : r → r^{′′} are coherent, then so is gf. Proof. Let f : r^′ → r ∈ R be a morphism such that f_∗ : R^+_0 /r^′ → R^+_0 /r is an isomorhism of posets. Then since f^∗ is a right adjoint to f_∗, it follows that f^∗ is also an isomorphism of posets. Hence f^∗ preserves all supremums, and this is (1).

(2) is obvious by the functoriality.

Finally, we note that saturated subobjects have always the “maximum” under certaing assumptions.

Lemma 3.20. Let R be a stable Boolean thin-powered category. Suppose f : r → r^′ ∈ R is coherent. Then for every δ ∈ R^+_0 /r, the following hold:

• δ_0 := ¬f^∗f_∗(¬δ) is saturated with respect to f.

• δ_0 ≤ δ.

• If γ ∈ R^+_0 /r is saturated with respect to f and γ ≤ δ, then γ ≤ δ_0. In other words, δ_0 is the maximum saturated subobject among δ_0 ≤ δ. Proof. Notice that ¬x = ⋀ w∨x=1 w in a Boolean lattice. Hence by lemma 3.18,

we have δ_0 = f^∗(¬f_∗(¬δ)), which implies δ_0 is saturated by (3) in lemma 3.14. We also have δ_0 = ¬f^∗f_∗(¬δ) ≤ ¬¬δ = δ because id ≤ f^∗f_∗.

Suppose γ ∈ R^+_0 /r is saturated with respect to f and γ ≤ δ. Then by lemma 3.15, we have

γ ∧ f^∗f_∗(¬δ) = f^∗f_∗(γ) ∧ f^∗f_∗(¬δ) = f^∗f_∗(γ ∧ ¬δ) = f^∗f_∗(0) = 0

since f is coherent. This implies that γ ≤ ¬f^∗f_∗(¬δ) = δ_0, which is the required result.

4 Crossed groups on thin-powered categories

4.1 Crossed groups

Crossed groups are defined by [16] and [28] in the simplicial case. Berger and Moerdijk used crossed groups to make examples of generalized Reedy categories in [3]. We here recall the definition.

Definition. Let R be a small category. Then a crossed R-group is a presheaf G : R^{op} → Set together with structures

• a group structure on each G(r) for r ∈ R; • a left action G(r) × R(s, r) → R(s, r) for each r, s ∈ R;

which satisfies the following conditions: For x, y ∈ G(r), f : s → r and g : t → s of R, we have x · (fg) = (x · f)(f^∗x · g), (CG1) f^∗(xy) = ((y · f)^∗x)(f^∗y), (CG2) x · 1 = 1, (CG3) f^∗1 = 1. (CG4) We can describe the conditions (CG1) and (CG2) more categorically: If G is a presheaf on R, and each G(r) have a left action on R(s, r), then we can define a map crs : G(r) × R(s, r) ∋ (f, x) → (x · f, f^∗(x)) ∈ R(s, r) × G(s). Then the conditions (CG1) and (CG2) are equivalent to the commutativity of the diagrams G(r) × R(s, r) × R(t, s)^{1×comp}// crs×1 fflffl G(r) × R(t, r)

crs fflffl R(s, r) × G(s) × R(t, s) 1×crs fflffl R(s, r) × R(t, s) × G(t)^{comp×1}// R(t, r) × G(t)

(3)

and G(r) × G(r) × R(s, r)^{mult×1}//

1×crs fflffl G(r) × R(s, r)

crs fflffl G(r) × R(s, r) × G(s) crs×1 fflffl R(s, r) × G(s) × G(s)^{1×mult}// R(s, r) × G(s)

(4) respectively.

A crossed R-group defines a new category RG called the total category. An object of RG is that of R, and its morphism set is given by RG(s, r) := R(s, r) × G(s). The composition map is given as the following: RG(s, r) × RG(t, s) = R(s, r) × G(s) × R(t, s) × G(t) 1×crs×1 −−−−−→ R(s, r) × R(t, s) × G(t) × G(t) comp×mult −−−−−−−→ R(t, r) × G(t) = RG(t, r) Explicitly we have (g, y) ∘ (f, x) = (g ∘ (y · f), (f^∗y) · x). The associativity of the composition follows from the diagrams (3) and (4). The identity morphism on an object r ∈ RG is (1_r, 1_r). Note that R is naturally seen as a wide subcategory of RG by R(s, r) ∋ f → (f, 1) ∈ RG(s, r). Moreover, each G(r) is contained in the automorphism group Aut_{RG}(r) by G(r) ∋ x → (1, x) ∈ Aut_{RG}(r). That is why we see a morphism f of R or an element x ∈ G(r) as a morphism of RG. Hence every morphism of RG is of the form fx with unique f of R and x ∈ G(r). The category RG is an example of a thickening of a category ([9]). We here give a bit stronger definition by Isaacson [21]:

Definition. Let S be a category and R be a wide subcategory of S. Then S is said to be a thickening of R if the composition map induces an isomorphism R(s, r) × Aut_S (s)^∼→ S(s, r). Equivalently S is a thickening of R if each morphism s → r of S uniquely factors as an automorphism π ∈ Aut_S (s) followed by a morphism f : s → r in R. Thanks to the uniqueness of the factorization, thickenings preserve some classes of morphisms:

Lemma 4.1. Let R be a small category and S be a thickening of R. Then the embedding R → S preserves monomorphisms. Consequently, a morphism s → r of S is a monomorphism if and only if it is of the form fπ with f being a monomorphism of R and π ∈ Aut_S (s).

Proof. Suppose f : s → r is a monomorphism in R, and we have g_1ρ_1, g_1ρ_2 : t → s of S such that fg_1ρ_1 = fg_2ρ_2. Then by the uniqueness of the factorization, we obtain fg_1 = fg_2 and ρ_1 = ρ_2. Since f is a monomorphism in R, the former implies g_1 = g_2. Hence we obtain g_1ρ_1 = g_2ρ_2. This implies the first part of the lemma. The second part is now obvious.

4.2 Compatibility with thin-powered structures

We next consider a situation that a thickening derives a thin-powered structure.

Suppose R → S is a thickening. For each s, r ∈ S, we can consider the following composition: Aut_S (s) × R(r, s)^{comp}−−−→ S(r, s) comp ∼←−−− R(r, s) × Aut_S (r)^{proj}−−→ R(r, s) Since R is seen to be a subcategory of S, the map gives rise to an action of Aut_S (s) on the set R(r, s).

Definition. Let R^+_0 be a thin-powered structure on R. A thickening S of R is said to be compatible with the thin-powered structure if the action Aut_S (s) on R(r, s) preserves subsets R^+_0 (r, s) and R^−(r, s). A crossed R-group G is said to be compatible with the thin-powered structure if the thickening R → RG is compatible.

Proposition 4.2. Let R be a thin-powered category with thin-powered structure R^+_0 . If R → S is a thickening compatible with R^+_0 , then R^+_0 is also a thinpowered structure on S. In the case, moreover, if R is semicomplete (resp. stable, coherent), then so is S.

Proof. We first show the first statement. The condition (DI1) follows from lemma 4.1, and (DI2) is obvious. So we verify the condition (DI3).

We denote by S^− the class of morphisms in S of the form σθ : s → r with σ ∈ R^− and θ ∈ Aut_S (s). Since the thikening is compatible with R^+_0 , S^− is closed under compositions. Moreover, it is obvious that every morphism f : s → r ∈ S uniquely factors as f = δσθ with θ ∈ Aut_S (s), σ ∈ R^− and δ ∈ R^+_0 . Now, suppose we have a square

s^{′ f} // σθ fflffl s δ fflffl r^{′ g} // r

in S with θ ∈ Aut_S (s^′), σ ∈ R^− and δ ∈ R^+_0 . Factor f = βρφ and g = γτψ as above. Then the uniqueness of the factorization implies that δβ = γ. Since δ is a monomorphism in S by lemma 4.1, the morphism βτψ is actually a lift for the square. Thus, we obtain (DI3).

Finally, the last part follows from corollary 3.6.

Corollary 4.3. Let R be a thin-powered category with thin-powered structure R^+_0 , and let G be a crossed R-group. If G is compatible with R^+_0 , then R^+_0 is also a thin-powered structure on RG. In the case, if R is semicomplete (resp. stable, coherent), then so is RG.

Example 4.4. Let Σ = (Σ_n)_{n≥0} is the sequence of the symmetric groups (we assume Σ_0 = {pt}). For a map μ : m → n of ~Δ, we define μ^∗ : Σ_n → Σ_m by setting μ^∗(σ) to be the permutation which moves the elements in μ^{−1} {i} into μ^{−1} {σ(i)} with preserving orderings in these sets. Moreover, each Σ_n naturally acts on ~Δ(m, n). It is easy to verify that Σ and ~Δ satisfy the conditions (CG1) ∼ (CG4), so that Σ is a crossed ~Δ-group. Clearly it is compatible with the thin-powered structure ~Δ^+ on ~Δ, hence ~Δ^+ is a thin-powered structure on ~ΔΣ. Thus ~ΔΣ is a coherent Boolean thin-powered category.

Example 4.5. Some typical examples of crossed ~Δ-group come from group operads. We know the sequence Σ = (Σ_n)_{n≥0} of symmetric groups form a nonsymmetric operad. The notion of group operads is a generalization of it, which appears in [37] and an axiomatic definition is given in [39]. A group operad is a (Set-valued) non-symmetric operad G = (G_n)_{n≥0} together with an operad map π : G → Σ such that

(GO1) each G_n is a group and π_n : G_n → Σ_n is a group homomorphism;

(GO2) the unit 1 ∈ G_1 is the identity of the operad G;

(GO3) for each a, a^′ ∈ G_k and b_i, b^′_i ∈ G_{mi} , we have

γ(aa^′; b_1b^′_1, . . . , b_kb^′_k) = γ(a; b_{π(a}′_{)(1)}, . . . , b_{π(a}′_{)(k)})γ(a^′; b^′_1, . . . , b^′_n)

where γ denotes the composition in the operad G.

We denote by (k) ∈ G_k the unit of the group. Then for a map μ : m → n of ~Δ, we can define a map μ^∗ : G_n → G_m by setting

μ^∗(a) = γ ( a; (#μ^{−1} {1}), . . . , (#μ^{−1} {n}) ) . Moreover, each G_n acts on ~Δ(m, n) via π_n : G_n → Σ_n. Then G is a crossed ~Δ-group as well. By lemma 2.6, G is compatible with the thin-powered structure ~Δ^+ on ~Δ. Thus by corollary 4.3, ~Δ^+ is a coherent Boolean thin-powered structure on ~ΔG.

For example, a sequence B = (B_n)_{n≥0} of braid groups or P = (P_n) of pure braid groups defines a crossed ~Δ-group.

Example 4.6. Let G be a crossed ~Δ-group. Then we naturally regard G as a crossed P-group or P_Δ-group as follows: For [[k_1, . . . , k_n]], we define

G([[k_1, . . . , k_n]]) := G(k_1) × G(k_n) .

For morphisms, we set

[[μ_1, . . . , μ_n]]^∗ := μ^∗_1 × · · · × μ^∗_n : G(k_1) × · · · × G(k_n) → G(l_1) × · · · × G(l_n) ,

(δ^m_j )^∗ : G(l_1) × · · · × G(l_j ) × G(m) × G(l_{j+1}) × · · · × G(l_n)^{proj}−−→ G(l_1) × · · · × G(l_n) , π^∗_θ : G(k_1) × · · · × G(k_n) → G(k_θ−1_{(1)}) × · · · × G(k_θ−1_{(n)}) .

Hence we have an extension G : P^{op} → Set. Moreover, the crossed G-action on P also extends in the obvious way.

5 Confluent degeneracy systems

Recall that in the simplex category Δ, if 0 ≤ i < j ≤ n, the square

[n + 1]^{σi} // σ_j fflffl [n] σ_{j−1} fflffl [n]^{σi} // [n − 1]

is an absolute pushout square. As a result, for every simplicial set X, each cell x : Δ[n] → X factors through a degeneracy map Δ[n] ↠ Δ[n_0] followed by a non-degenerate cell x_0 : Δ[n_0] → X. In this section, we observe this phenomenon from an axiomatic viewpoint.

5.1 Definition

Definition. Let A be a small category. A confluent degeneracy system on A is a wide subcategory A^− ⊂ A together with a functor deg : A^− → N^{op} , called the degree function, such that

(CDS1) every isomorphism preserves the degree and belongs to A^−;

(CDS2) if δ is a monomorphism of A such that A^− ⋔ δ, then δ is either an isomorphism or a degree-raising morphism;

(CDS3) every morphism f of A factors as f = δσ such that σ ∈ A^− and δ is a monomorphism such that A^− ⋔ δ;

(CDS4) for any diagram a_1^{σ1}←− a_0^{σ2}−→ a_2 with σ_1, σ_2 ∈ A^−, there is an absolute pushout square

a_0^{σ1} //

σ_2 fflffl ⌜· a_1

τ_1 fflffl a_2^{τ2} // a

in A with τ_1, τ_2 ∈ A^−.

We call an element of A^− a degeneracy morphism. A morphism f : X → Y ∈ A^∧ is said to be non-degenerate if A^− ⋔ f holds.

Remark. The terminology comes from the theory of term rewriting systems. Example 5.1. A small category A is called an Eilenberg-Zilber category (EZ category briefly) if there is a function deg : Ob A → N which satisfies the following:

(EZ1) Every monomorphism raises the degree.

(EZ2) Every morphism f factors as f = δσ with σ a split epimorphism and δ a monomorphism.

(EZ3) For any diagram a_1^{σ1}←− a_0^{σ2}−→ a_2 such that σ_1, σ_2 are split epimorphisms, there is an absolute pushout square

a_0^{σ1} //

σ_2 fflffl ⌜· a_1

τ_1 fflffl a_2^{τ2} // a

in A such that τ_1, τ_2 are split epimorphisms.

The notion of EZ categories was introduced by Berger and Moerdijk in [3]. The conditions above was originally pointed out for the simplicial category Δ by Eilenberg and Zilber in [15]. So EZ categories are generalizations of Δ in this sense. Since split epimorphisms are left orthogonal to monomorphisms in any category, it is clear that a small category A is an EZ category if and only if the wide subcategory A^− of split epimorphisms form a confluent degeneracy system on A.

Some examples come from thin-powered categories. For this, we need an additional assumption.

Definition. A locally finite stable thin-powered category R is said to be confluent if it satisfies the following condition: If r_1^{σ1}←− r_0^{σ2}−→ r_2 are R^+_0 -surjections, then there is an absolute pushout square

r_0^{σ1} //

σ_2 fflffl ⌜· r_1

τ_1 fflffl r_2^{τ2} // r

such that τ_1, τ_2 are again R^+_0 -surjections.

Now fix a locally finite stable confluent thin-powered category R. We denote by R^− the class of R^+_0 -surjections. Since R^+_0 is locally finite, so as discussed in the section 3.3, we have a degree function deg : Ob R → N. Then R^− is a confluent degeneracy system on R with the degree function. Indeed, the condition (CDS1) is obvious, and the conditions (CDS2) and (CDS3) follow from corollary 2.2. Finally the condition (CDS4) directly follows form the definition of the confluence of thin-powered structure.

5.2 Skeletons

Let A^− be a confluent degeneracy system on A. We denote by A_{≤n} the full subcategory of A spanned by objects of degree ≤ n. Let j_n : A_{≤n} → A be the embedding. By the left Kan extension, we obtain an adjuction pair:

(j_n)_! : A^∧_{≤n} −←−→ A^∧ : j^∗_n

We write sk_n := (j_n)_!j^∗_n : A^∧ → A^∧. The counit of the adjunction gives rise to a natural transformation sk_n X → X for X ∈ A^∧.

Note that using the coend, for X^′ ∈ A^∧_{≤n}, we can write the left Kan extension (j_n)_!X^′ ∈ A^∧ as follows:

(j_n)_!X^′ ≃ ∫_{a∈A≤n} A( · , j_n(a)) × X^′(a) Since j_n : A_{≤n} → A is fully faithful, we have

j^∗_n(j_n)_!X^′ ≃ ∫_{a∈A≤n} A(j_n( · ), j_n(a)) × X^′(a) ≃ ∫_{a∈A≤n} A_n( · , a) × X^′(a) ≃ X^′ , here the last isormophism is induced by the A_n-action

A_n( · , a) × X^′(a) → X^′( · ),

which in fact induces an isomorphism by co-Yoneda lemma. It follows that the unit X^′ → j^∗_n(j_n)_!X^′ of the adjunction is an isomorphism. In particular, if a ∈ A is an object of degree ≤ n, then the natural transformation sk_n A[a] → A[a] is an isomorphism.

On the other hand, we can give an explicit description for sk_n X. For this, we shall need the following lemma:

Lemma 5.2. Let A^− be a confluent degeneracy system on a small category A. Then the natural transformation sk_n X → X is a monomorphism for every X ∈ A^∧. Proof. It suffices to show that for each a ∈ A, the map sk_n X(a) → X(a) is injective. Recall that we have

sk_n X ≃ ∫_a′_{∈A≤n} A( · , a^′) × X(a^′) , so that sk_n X(a) can be identified with the set ∐ a^′ ∈A deg a^′≤n A(a, a^′) × X(a^′) / ∼ ,

where the equivalence relation ∼ is generated by (μf, x) ∼ (f, xμ) for μ : a^′ → a^{′′} ∈ A_{≤n}. The image of (f, x) by sk_n X(a) → X(a) is the composition xf : A[a] → X. Suppose we have (f_i, x_i) ∈ A(a, a_i)×X(a_i) for i = 1, 2 such that x_1f_1 = x_2f_2.

Say f_i = δ_iσ_i for i = 1, 2 such that σ_i ∈ A^− and δ_i : a^′_i → a_i is a non-degenerate monomorphism in A. Since δ_i does not raise the degree by the condition (CDS2), we have deg a^′_i ≤ n. Hence (f_i, x_i) ∼ (σ_i, x_iδ_i). Now we have x_1δ_1σ_1 = x_2δ_2σ_2. By the condition (CDS4), there is a diagram A[a^′_1]

τ_1 &&LLL LLL L^x1^δ1 && A[a] σ_1 99ssss sss

σ_2 %%KKK KKK K A[a^0]

x_0 // X A[a^′_2]

τ_2 88rrrr rrr x_2δ_2 88

with τ_1, τ_2 ∈ A^−. Then deg a_0 ≤ n and we obtain (σ_1, x_1δ_1) ∼ (τ_1σ_1, x_0) = (τ_2σ_2, x_0) ∼ (σ_2, x_2δ_2).

Finally we have (f_1, x_1) ∼ (f_2, x_2) ∈ ∐_{a′∈A} deg a^′≤n A(a, a^′) × X(a^′). It follows that sk_n X(a) → X(a) is injective as required.

Corollary 5.3. For X ∈ A^∧, sk_n X can be identified with a subpresheaf of X consisting of cells x : A[a] → X which factor as A[a] → A[a^′] → X for some a^′ ∈ A with deg a^′ ≤ n.

Proof. By lemma 5.2, sk_n X can be identified with its image by sk_n X → X. For each a ∈ A, the image of sk_n X(a) coincides with that of the set ∐ a^′∈A deg a^′≤n A(a, a^′) × X(a^′) .

Hence the result follows.

Another important consequence is the following:

Corollary 5.4. For each X ∈ A^∧, the morphism sk_n X → X is a nondegenerate monomorphism.

Proof. We have to show that the morphism is left orthogonal to morphisms in A^−. So suppose we have a square A[a]^x // σ fflffl sk_n X fflffl A[a^′] // X

with σ ∈ A^−. By corollary 5.3, there is a factorization A[a]^μ−→ A[a_1] → sk_n X with deg a_1 ≤ n. By considering, if it is needed, the factorization of μ, we may assume μ ∈ A^−. Taking the absolute pushout, we obtain the following diagram

A[a]^μ // σ fflffl ⌜· A[a_1] //

σ_1 fflffl sk_n X fflffl A[a^′] // A[a^′_1] // X

with σ_1 ∈ A^−. Then since deg a^′_1 ≤ n, by corollary 5.3, there is a lift A[a^′_1] → sk_n X for the right square. Finally A[a^′] → A[a^′_1] → sk_n X is the required lift for the first square.

5.3 Reduced cells

Next, we see that if A has a confluent degenerasy system, then each X ∈ A^∧ consists of “recuced” cells.

Let A^− be a confluent degeneracy system on A, and let X ∈ A^∧. Then we can consider the comma category A^− ↓X, which is a small category. Objects of A^− ↓X are cells A[a] → X, and morphisms are diagrams of the form

A[a]^σ // x ÆÆ; ;; ;; ;; A[a^′] x^′ � � � � X with σ ∈ A^−.

Lemma 5.5. Let A^− be a confluent degeneracy system on A, and let X ∈ A^∧. Then two cells x_1 : A[a_1] → X and x_2 : A[a_2] → X belong to the same pathcomponent of A^− ↓X if and only if there is a diagram

A[a_1]

σ_1 %%KKK KKK K^x1 && A[a]^x // X

A[a_2]

σ_2 99ssss

sss_{x2} 88

Proof. If there is such a diagram, clearly x_1 and x_2 belong to the same component. To see the converse, it suffices to show that we can find the diagram above whenever we have a diagram

A[a_1]_x 1 $$II III II A[a_0]

τ_1 88rrrr rrr

τ_2 &&LLL LLL L X A[a_2]

x_2

::uu uuu uu with τ_1, τ_2 ∈ A^−. But this immediately follows from the condition (CDS4).

We denote by π_0(A^−↓X) the set of path-components of A^−↓X. A morphism f : X → Y ∈ A^∧ induces a functor f_∗ : A^− ↓ X → A^− ↓ Y , so that for α ∈ π_0(A^− ↓ X), the restriction f_∗ : α → A^− ↓ Y is a connected diagram. It follows that there is a component β ∈ π_0(A^− ↓Y ) such that f_∗ : α → β. We set f_∗(α) := β.

Corollary 5.6. In the above situation, the following hold:

(1) If f : X → Y ∈ A^∧ is non-degenerate, then the functor f_∗ : α → f_∗(α) is a surjection on objects for each α ∈ π_0(A^− ↓X).

(2) If f : X → Y ∈ A^∧ is a non-degenerate monomorphism, then the functor f_∗ : α → f_∗(α) is an isomorphism of categories for each α ∈ π_0(A^− ↓X).

Proof. Suppose f : X → Y is non-degenerate, and (A[a]^y−→ Y ) ∈ f_∗(α). Then by lemma 5.5, there is a cell (A[a^′]^x−→ X) ∈ α and a diagram

A[a^′]^x //

σ^′ ##G GGG GG X_f ŒŒ¡ ¡¡ ¡¡¡ A[a_0]^{y0} // Y A[a] σ ;;ww www w_y 77

with σ, σ^′ ∈ A^−. Since σ^′ ⋔ f, there is a cell x_0 : A[a_0] → X such that x = x_0σ^′ and fx_0 = y_0. Thus we obtain y = fx_0σ = f_∗(x_0σ), and y belongs to the image of f_∗. This implies that f_∗ : α → f_∗(α) is a surjection on objects.

Now we assume that f : X → Y is a non-degenerate monomorphism. Since f is a monomorphism, the functor f_∗ : A^− ↓ X → A^− ↓ Y is fully faithful and injective on objects. By the first part, f_∗ : α → f_∗(α) is also surjective on objects. It follows that f_∗ : α → f_∗(α) is an isomorphism of categories.

Now we define “reduced” cells for X ∈ A^∧. For α ∈ π_0(A^− ↓X), we set

deg α := min {deg a | (A[a] → X) ∈ α} .

By corollary 5.6, if f : X → Y is non-degenerate, we have deg α = deg f_∗(α). Let X ∈ A^∧ and α ∈ π_0(A^− ↓ X). Then the forgetful functor α → A → A^∧ gives rise to a diagram in A^∧. We set

A[α] := colim (A[a]→X)∈α A[a] . If deg α = n, we set ∂A[α] := sk_{n−1} A[α].

Lemma 5.7. Let A be a small category equipped with a confluent degeneracy system A^−. Let X ∈ A^∧ and α ∈ π_0(A^− ↓ X). We denote by ᾱ ⊂ α the full subcategory spanned by cells A[a] → X in α with deg a = deg α. Then the embedding ᾱ → α is final.

Proof. Let (x_0 : A[a_0] → X) ∈ α and consider the category x_0 ↓ ᾱ. We have to show it is connected. Suppose x_1, x_2 are objects in the category. In other words, we have a commutative diagram

A[a_0]^{σ1} //

x_0

##GG GGG GGG G σ_2 fflffl A[a_1]

x_1 fflffl A[a_2]^{x2} // X

with σ_1, σ_2 ∈ A^− and deg a_1 = deg a_2 = deg α. By taking an absolute pushout, we have A[a_1]

τ_1 %%KKK KKK K^x1 && A[a_0]

σ_1 88rrrr rrr

σ_2 &&LLL LLL L A[a] x // X

A[a_2]

τ_2 99ssss

sss_{x2} 88

with τ_1, τ_2 ∈ A^−. Since τ_1 and τ_2 does not raise the degree, we have deg a = deg α. Hence x_1^{τ1}−→ x^{τ2}←− x_2 is a zig-zag in x_0 ↓ ᾱ. It follows that the category x_0 ↓ᾱ is connected.

Corollary 5.8. In the above situation, if deg α = n, the natural transformation sk_n A[α] → A[α] is an isomorphism.

Proof. Note that since the functor sk_k : A^∧ → A^∧ has a right adjoint, it commutes with arbitrary small colimits. Hence, by lemma 5.7, the natural transformation is isormophic to the following composition:

sk_n A[α] ≃ sk_n colim (A[a]→X)∈α deg a=n A[a] ≃ colim (A[a]→X)∈α deg a=n

sk_n A[a] ∼−→ colim (A[a]→X)∈α deg a=n A[a] ≃ A[α]

By the definition of A[α], the family {(A[a] → X) ∈ α} induces a morphism ξ_α : A[α] → X. We have some essential results:

Lemma 5.9. Let A be a small category with a confluent degeneracy system A^−. Suppose X ∈ A^− and α ∈ π_0(A^− ↓X) with deg α = n. Then the following hold:

(1) If v : A[a] → A[α] is a cell such that ξ_αv : A[a] → X factors through A[a^′] with deg a^′ ≤ n − 1, then v itself factors through some A[a^′_1] with deg a^′_1 ≤ n − 1.

(2) Suppose v_1, v_2 : A[a] ⇒ A[α] are cells which do not factor through any A[a^′] with deg a^′ < n. Then ξ_αv_1 = ξ_αv_2 implies v_1 = v_2.

(3) If β ∈ π_0(A^− ↓X) is another component with deg β = n, then every cell of the presheaf A[α] ×_X A[β] factors through A[a^′] with deg a^′ ≤ n − 1.

Proof. (1): Suppose we have a square

A[a]^v // σ fflffl A[α] ξ_α fflffl A[a^′]^{x′} // X

with σ ∈ A^− and deg a^′ ≤ n − 1. Since A[α](a) ≃ colim_α A[a^{′′}], there is a cell x^{′′} : A[a^{′′}] → X and v^{′′} : A[a] → A[a^{′′}] such that the following diagram is commutative: A[a]^{v′′} // v ##F FFF FF FF A[a^{′′}]^{x′′} // i^{a′′} fflffl X

A[α] ξ_α ==– ––– ––– ––

Hence we have the following square: A[a]^{v′′} // σ fflffl A[a^{′′}] x^{′′} fflffl A[a^′]^{x′} // X

Let v^{′′} = δσ^{′′} be the factorization such that σ^{′′} : a → a^′_1 ∈ A^− and δ : a^′_1 → a^{′′} is a non-degenerate monomorphism. Since deg a^′ ≤ n − 1 < deg α, x^′ cannot belong to α, and hence δ cannot be an isomorphism. This implies deg a^′_1 ≤ n−1, and the part (1) follows.

(2): Let v_1, v_2 : A[a] ⇒ A[α] be as in the assumption, that is, we have ξ_αv_1 = ξ_αv_2. The similar discussion above implies that we can take a commutative diagram

A[a_1]

x_1 $$III III I i^1 // A[α]

ξ_α zzvvv vvv v A[a] μ_1 99ssss sss

μ_2 %%KKK KKK K X A[a_2]

x_2

::uu uuu uu_{i2} // A[α] ξ_α ddHHH HHH H

such that i^kμ_k = v_k for k = 1, 2, and deg a_1 = deg a_2 = n. Since v_k does not factor through any cells of degree ≤ n−1, we have μ_k ∈ A^−. Thus μ_1x_1, μ_2x_2 ∈ α. This implies that v_1 = i^1μ_1 = i^2μ_2 = v_2 are natural injections A[a] → A[α] at the same cell x_1μ_1 = x_2μ_2. Hence the part (2) follows.

(3): Let β ∈ π_0(A^− ↓ X) such that deg β = n and β ≠ α. Notice that each cell A[a] → A[α] ×_X A[β] corresponds to a commutative square

A[a]^v // w fflffl A[α] ξ_α fflffl A[β]^{ξβ} // X

By the same argument as above, we may choose cells (A[a_1]^{x1}−→ X) ∈ α, (A[a_2]^{x2}−→ X) ∈ β and factorizations v : A[a]^μ−→ A[a_1] → A[α] , w : A[a]^ν−→ A[a_2] → A[β] . Then we have the following square:

A[a]^μ // ν fflffl A[a_1]

x_1 fflffl A[a_2]^{x2} // X

Since α ≠ β, either μ or ν factors through some A[a^′] with deg a^′ ≤ n − 1. But in the case, by the part (2), the other also factors through some A[a^{′′}] with deg a^{′′} ≤ n − 1. By the condition (CDS4), we may take a^′ = a^{′′}. Thus we obtain (3).

Now we are ready to prove a key result:

Proposition 5.10. Let A be a small category with a confluent degeneracy system A^−. Then for every X ∈ A, the following square is bicartesian: ∐ α∈π_0 (A^−↓X) deg α=n ∂A[α] //

fflffl sk_{n−1} X

fflffl ∐ α∈π_0(A^−↓X) deg α=n

A[α] // sk_n X

Proof. By lemma 5.2, the left edge is a monomorphism, so that it suffices to show the square is a pushout, since A^∧ is a presheaf topos. Moreover, since all edges belong to the image of the left Kan extension (j_n)_! : A^∧_{≤n} → A^∧ as shown in the previous subsection, it suffices to show that the square is a pushout at objects a ∈ A with deg a = n.

Suppose a ∈ A is an object of degree n. First, notice that the map ∐ α∈π_0(A^−↓X) deg α=n A[α](a) ∐ skn−1 X(a) → skn X(a)

is surjective. Indeed, if a cell x : A[a] → X factors through a cell of degree ≤ n, then x is a cell of sk_{n−1} X by corollary 5.3. Otherwise, put α = [x] ∈ π_0(A^− ↓ X). Then we have deg α = n, and x factors through A[α]. Hence the map is surjective. This implies the map ∐ α∈π_0(A^−↓X) deg α=n A[α](a) ∪ skn−1 X(a) → skn X(a)

is also surjective, where the symbol ∪ denotes the pushout over the left corner of the square. On the other hand, it is injective by 5.9. So the result follows.

5.4 Generators of non-degenerate monomorphisms

In this section, we give a “good generator” of the class of non-degenerate monomorphisms. We fix a confluent degeneracy class A^− on a small category A, and denote by M the class of non-degenerate monomorphisms in A. Recall that a class M of morphisms in a bicomplete category C is said to be saturated if it is closed under pushouts, retracts and transfinite compositions.

Proposition 5.11. Let A^− be a confluent degeneracy system on a small category A. Then the class of non-degenerate monomorphisms in A^∧ is saturated.

Proof. By definition, the class of non-degenerate morphisms equals to the right orthogonal class of A^−. Hence it is clearly closed under retracts. On the other hand, the class of monomorphisms is closed under retracts. These imply that M is closed under retracts.

Suppose that f : X → Y ∈ A^∧ is a non-degenerate monomorphism, and we have a diagram X^p // f fflffl ⌜· V g fflffl A[a] v oo σ fflffl Y^q // W A[a^′] w oo

(5)

where σ ∈ A^− and the left square is a pushout. We have to find a lift for the right square. Note that colimits in A^∧ is pointwise colimits, hence the left square gives rise to a pushout in Set at a^′ ∈ A. This implies that w : A[a^′] → W factors through either q : Y → W or g : V → W in the diagram. We asserts that it in fact factors through g. Indeed, suppose there is a cell y : A[a^′] → Y such that qy = w. Then we have hv = wσ = qyσ. Since A^∧ is a presheaf topos and f is a monomorphism, every pushout square of f is bicartesian (i.e. it is simultaneously a pushout and a pullback). Thus there is x : A[a] → X such that v = px and the following diagram is commutative:

A[a]^x // σ fflffl X^p // f fflffl bicart. V g fflffl A[a^′]^y // Y^q // W

Since f is non-degenerate, we have σ ⋔ f, so the left square has a lift x^′ : A[a^′] → X, which gives rise to a factorization w = gpx^′ through g.

Now say w = gv^′ for v^′ : A[a^′] → V . Then we have gv^′σ = wσ = gv. Since the class of monomorphisms is closed under pushouts in the presheaf topos A^∧, g is monomorphism. Hence we have v^′σ = v. This implies that v^′ : A[a^′] → V is a lift for the square in the diagram 5. Therefore the class M is closed under pushouts.

Finally, we show that M is closed under transfinite compositions. Let λ be a limit ordinal and X_• : λ → A^∧ be a λ-sequence such that each X_α → X_{α+1} is a non-degenerate monomorphism. Set X_λ := colim_{α<λ} X_α and i^α : X_α → X_λ to be the natural injection. Suppose we have a diagram

A[a]^{x0} // σ fflffl X_0

i^0 fflffl A[a^′]^x ′ λ // X_λ with σ ∈ A^−. Since X_λ(a^′) is the colimit of the sequence {X_α(a^′)}_{α<λ}, x^′_λ factors through x^′_α : A[a^′] → X_α for some ordinal α < λ followed by i^α : X_α → X_λ. Let α_0 be the smallest among such ordinals. Then α_0 cannot be a successor ordinal, since each X_α → X_{α+1} is right orthogonal to σ. On the other hand α_0 cannot be a non-zero limit ordinal, since if α is a non-zero limit ordinal, X_α(a^′) should be defined as the colimit of the sequence {X_β(a^′)}_{β<α}. Therefore we obtain α_0 = 0, and x^′_λ = i^0x^′_0. Now we have i^0x^′_0σ = x^′_λσ = i^0x_0. Since the class of monomorphisms is closed under transfinite compositions in the presheaf topos A^∧, i^0 is a monomorphism, hence we obtain x^′_0σ = x_0. This implies that x^′_0 is in fact a lift for the square above, which completes the proof.

The aim of this section is finding a “good” class S of non-degenerate monomorphisms which generates M as a saturated class; i.e. M is the smallest saturated class containing S.

We define a class S of morphisms in A^− by

S := { ∂A[α] → A[α] | | α ∈ π_0(A^− ↓X), X ∈ A^∧} .

Proposition 5.12. Let A be a small category with a confluent degeneracy system A^−. Then the class M of non-degenerate monomorphisms in A is the smallest saturated class containing S defined above. More precisely, every nondegenerate monomorphism is isomorphic to a transfinite composition of pushouts of morphisms in S.

Proof. The first part follows from the last part. Suppose f : X → Y is a nondegenerate monomorphism. Let X^f_0 := X and define X^f_n ∈ A^∧ for n ≥ 1 by the following pushout square:

sk_n X^{skn f} // fflffl ⌜· sk_n Y fflffl X^f // X^f_n

There is a morphism X^f_n → X^f_{n+1} induced by the diagram below:

sk_{n+1} X //

fflffl sk_{n+1} Y

fflffl sk_n X

88pp ppp //

fflffl sk_n Y

88qq qqq

fflffl X // X^f_{n+1} X sss sss ss sss sss ss // X f_n 99ss sss s

(6)

It is clear that if a ∈ A[a] with deg a ≤ n, the natural maps X^f_n (a) → Y (a) and X^f_n (a) → X^f_{n+1}(a) are isormorphisms. Hence we have an isomorphism colim_{n→∞} X^f_n ≃ Y . Since f : X → Y factors as X → X^f_n → Y , f is isomorphic to the transfinite composition X^f_0 → colim_{n→∞} X^f_n . So we show each X^f_n → X^f_{n+1} is a pushout of a direct coproduct of morphisms in S.

Now since the front and back faces of the commutative cube (6) are pushouts, we obtain the pushout square:

sk_{n+1} X ∐_{skn X} sk_n Y // fflffl ⌜· X^f_n

fflffl sk_{n+1} Y // X^f_{n+1} (7)

On the other hand, we have the commutative cube below: ∐ β∈π_0(A^−↓Y ) deg β=n+1 ∂A[β] //

fflffl sk_n Y

fflffl

∐ α∈π_0(A^−↓X) deg α=n+1 ∂A[α] //

fflffl

77ppp

sk_n X

fflffl

??~ ~~ ~~ ~~ ~

∐ β∈π_0(A^−↓Y ) deg β=n+1

A[β] // sk_{n+1} Y ∐ α∈π_0(A^−↓X) deg α=n+1

A[α] //

77ppp p sk_{n+1} X

??~ ~~ ~~ ~~ ~

Since f is a non-degenerate monomorphism, the functor f_∗ : A^− ↓ X → A^− ↓ Y is an embedding and component-wise isomorphism by corollary 5.6. Hence f_∗ : π_0(A^− ↓ X) → π_0(A^− ↓ Y ) is injective and each ∂A[α] → ∂A[f_∗α] and A[α] → A[f_∗α] are isomorphisms. We denote by C_{n+1} the set of β ∈ π_0(A^−↓X) with deg β = n + 1 which does not belong to the image of f_∗. Then we obtain the following pushout square: ∐ β∈C_{n+1} ∂A[β] // fflffl ⌜· sk_{n+1} X ∐_{skn X} sk_n Y

fflffl ∐ β∈C_{n+1} A[β] // sk_{n+1} Y

(8)

Combining squares (7) and (8), we obtain the following pushout square: ∐ β∈C_{n+1} ∂A[β] // fflffl ⌜· X^f_n

fflffl ∐ β∈C_{n+1} A[β] // X^f_{n+1}

This is the required result.

It is natural to ask whether the class S is a small set. For EZ categories, it is true. To see this, notice that if A is an EZ category, then every degree-preserving split epimorphism is an isomorphism. Hence for every X ∈ A^∧ and every α ∈ π_0(A^−↓X), the full subcategory ᾱ of α spanned by cells (x : A[a] → X) ∈ α with deg a = deg α is a non-empty connected groupoid, which is equivalent to a group.

Proposition 5.13. Let A be an EZ category, and let X ∈ A^∧ and α ∈ π_0(A↓X). Choose a cell (x : A[a] → X) ∈ α with deg a = deg α, and set Stab(x) := {π ∈ Aut_A(a) | xπ = x} .

Then we have an isomorphism A[α] ≃ Stab(x)\A[a] . Proof. We have the embedding: Stab(x)^x−→ ᾱ , where ᾱ is the full subcategory of α spanned by cells (x^′ : A[a^′] → X) ∈ α with deg a^′ = deg α. The embedding is full, so since ᾱ is a groupoid, it is an equivalence of categories. It follows that we have isomorphisms A[α] ≃ colim (x^′:A[a^′]→X)∈ᾱ A[a^′] ≃ colim π∈Stab(x) A[a] ≃ Stab(x)\A[a] , which is the required result.

Notice that, by corollary 5.3, the subpresheaf ∂A[a] of A[a] is stable under the left action of Aut_A(a). It follows that Aut_A(a) acts on ∂A[a] = sk_n A[a]. Since sk_n commutes with colimits, for every subgroup H < Aut_A(a), there is a natural isomorphism H\∂A[a] ≃ sk_n(H\A[a]) . Finally we obtain the following result:

Corollary 5.14 ([21]). Let A is an EZ category, and set S_0 := {H\∂A[a] → H\A[a] | a ∈ A, H < Aut_A(a)} . Then S_0 is a (small) set, and every monomorphism in A^∧ is a transfinite composition of pushouts of morphisms in S_0.

6 Relative Spans

The notion of spans in a category was first introduced by Bénabou in [2] as an example of bicategories. It is a kind of generalization of binary relations, and closely related to I-categories, see [26]. Dawson, Paré and Pronk investigate spans in a more categorical viewpoint in [12] and [13]. We here introduce a little bit general notion here.

6.1 The category of relative spans

Definition. Let A be a category and A_0 be a wide subcategory of A which is essentially closed under pullbacks; i.e. any pullback of an A_0-morphism is isomorphic to an A_0-morpihsm. Then an (A, A_0)-span from an object x to an object y in A is a diagram in A of the form a γ ¨¨¨¨¨

¨¨¨^f ØØ? ??? ?? x y with γ ∈ A_0. We denote by Span(A, A_0)(x, y) the set of all (A, A_0)-spans from x to y.

We can compose (A, A_0)-spans. The composition is given by the following diagram c δ^′ ¨¨¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨

·⌟

f^′ ØØ¿ ¿¿¿ ¿¿ a γ � � �^f ŒŒ¿ ¿¿ ¿¿ ¿ b_δ � � �^g ŒŒ= == == = x y z With this composition, we obtain a category Span(A, A_0) under some conditions. In particular, we are interested in the case where the following condition is satisfied: (⋆) { A_0 has no non-trivial isomorphism.

For morphisms δ, γ of A, if δ and δγ are A_0-morphisms, then so is γ.

Lemma 6.1. Let A be a category and A_0 be a subcategory. Suppose that A_0 satisfies the condition (⋆). Then Span(A, A_0) forms a (strict) category.

Proof. First notice that if A_0 satisfies the condition (⋆), then for every f : a → y of A and gamma : b → y of A_0, the pullback square

c^{δ′} //

·⌟f ′_{fflffl}^bf_{fflffl}

a^δ // y

is unique; cf. the proof of lemma 2.4. Since A_0 is closed under pullback, δ^′ is a A_0 morphism. Thus the composition c γδ^′ ¨¨~~~

~~~^{gf ′} ØØ? ??? ?? x z is well-defined element of Span(A, A_0)(x, z). Moreover, the uniqueness of the pullback implies the associativity of the composition: Indeed the left-associative composition is given by • ¨¨~~ ~~ ØØ@ @@ @@ @@ @@ @@

·⌟

• ¨¨~~ ~~ ØØ@ @@ @

·⌟

• ¨¨~~ ~~ ØØ@ @@ @ • ¨¨~~ ~~ ØØ@ @@ @ • ¨¨~~ ~~ ØØ@ @@ @ • • • • while the right-associative composition is given by •

¨¨~~ ~~ ~~ ~~ ~~ ~ ØØ@ @@ @

·⌟

• ¨¨~~ ~~ ØØ@ @@ @

·⌟

• ¨¨~~ ~~ ØØ@ @@ @ • ¨¨~~ ~~ ØØ@ @@ @ • ¨¨~~ ~~ ØØ@ @@ @ • • • • By the uniqueness, they coincide with the composition given by the diagram • ¨¨~~ ~~ ØØ@ @@ @

·⌟

• ¨¨~~ ~~ ØØ@ @@ @

·⌟

• ¨¨~~ ~~ ØØ@ @@ @

·⌟

• ¨¨~~ ~~ ØØ@ @@ @ • ¨¨~~ ~~ ØØ@ @@ @ • ¨¨~~ ~~ ØØ@ @@ @ • • • • Therefore the composition is associative.

Remark. Note that in general cases, Span(A, A_0) is not a category but a bicategory. A 2-morphism of Span(A, A_0) is a diagram of the form: a γ ~~˝˝ ˝˝ ˝˝

fflffl

f A AAA AA x y a^′ γ^′ ˙˙?? ?? ?_{f ′} ??¨ ¨¨ ¨¨

In the bicategory, the associativity (α_3α_2)α_1 ≃ α_3(α_2α_1) of compositions of 1-morphisms is guaranteed only up to isomorphisms. See [12] and [13] for more details.

Now suppose A_0 satisfies the condiotion (⋆). Then we have an embedding of A into Span(A, A_0): Indeed, a morphism f : x → y of A is embedded as the following diagram in Span(A, A_0): x ¨¨¨ ¨¨¨ ¨¨¨^f ØØ? ??? ?? x y Therefore, we do not ditinguish A with its image in Span(A, A_0). Similarly, we have an embedding (-)^† : A^{op}_0 → Span(A, A_0) which assigns to γ : y → x of A_0 the diagram y γ ¨¨� � � ¿¿ ¿¿ ¿¿ x y We denote by A^†_0 the embedded image of A^{op}_0 . Then each morphism of Span(A, A_0) depicted as a γ ¨¨¨¨¨

¨¨¨^f ØØ? ??? ?? x y uniquely factors as fγ^†.

The fundamental property of the operator ( · )^† is the following:

Lemma 6.2. Let A be a category and A_0 a subcategory with the condition (⋆). Then every morphism γ in A_0 is a split monomorphism, and γ^† is a split epimorphism in Span(A, A_0). More precisely, we have γ^†γ = id.

Proof. We have the following diagram: x ˝˝ ˝˝ ˝ ˝ AA AA A A

·⌟

x ¨¨¨ ¨¨¨ ¨¨¨^γ ØØ? ??? ?? x γ ¨¨¨¨¨

¨¨¨ ???? ?? ??? ??? x y x This implies that γ^†γ is the identity.

The uniqueness of the factorization implies that the inclusion A → Span(A, A_0) preserves monomorphisms. More generally, we have the following:

Proposition 6.3. Let A be a category and A_0 a subcategory with condition (⋆). Then a morphism in Span(A, A_0) is a monomorphism if and only if it is a monomorphism in A.

Proof. Suppose α is a monomorphism in Span(A, A_0), say α = fγ^† is a unique factorization. Then, by lemma 6.2, we have αγγ^† = fγ^†γγ^† = fγ^†. Since α is a monomorphism, we obtain γγ^† = id, which, by the uniqueness of factorization, implies that γ = id. Thus α = f, and f is monic in Span(A, A_0). The result now follows immediately.

The converse is obvious from the uniqueness of the (A^†_0, A)-factorization.

6.2 Confluentness

The category Span(A, A_0) has a very good property on pullback squares in A_0.

Proposition 6.4. Let A be a category and A_0 a subcategory with the condition (⋆). Suppose that we have a pullback square

a^{η1} //

η_2 fflffl ·⌟^{a1}δ_{1fflffl}

a_2^{δ2} // a_0 (9)

in A_0. Then the following square in Span(A, A_0) is an absolute pushout:

a_0^δ † 1 //

δ^†_2 fflffl ⌜· a_1

η^†_1 fflffl a_2^η † 2 // c

(10)

Proof. Note first that since (9) is a pullback, we have δ^†_1δ_2 = η_1η^†_2 and δ^†_2δ_1 = η_2η^†_1. Hence the square (10) is commutative.

We now check the universal property of pushouts in Span(A, A_0)^∧. Suppose we have a commutative square

a_0^δ † 1 //

δ^†_2 fflffl a_1

f_1 fflffl a_2^{f2} // X

with X ∈ Span(A, A_0)^∧. Then by proposition 6.3, we have

f_1η_1 = f_1δ^†_1δ_1η_1 = f_2δ^†_2δ_2η_2 = f_2η_2.

Set f := f_1η_1 = f_2η_2 : a → X. We obtain

f_1 = f_1δ^†_1δ_1 = f_2δ^†_2δ_1 = f_2η_2η^†_1 = fη^†_1, and f_2 = f_2δ^†_2δ_2 = f_1δ^†_1δ_2 = f_1η_1η^†_2 = fη^†_2

Since η^†_1 and η^†_2 are epimorphisms by proposition 6.3, such f is unique. Therefore (10) is a pushout square in Span(A, A_0)^∧. This implies (10) is an absolute pushout in Span(A, A_0).

Definition. Let A_0 be a wide subcategory of a small category A satisfying the condition (⋆). Then a class M of morphisms in A is said to be A_0-stable if whenever we have a pullback square

a^′_1

f_1 fflffl

γ^′ // ·⌟^a ′ f fflffl a_1^γ // a

with γ, γ^′ ∈ A_0 and f ∈ M, we have f_1 ∈ M.

Let A^′ be a subcategory of A which is A_0-stable as a class of morphisms. We denote by Span(A^′, A_0) the class of morphisms of the form fγ^† with γ ∈ A_0 and f ∈ A^′. Then Span(A^′, A_0) clearly forms a subcategory of Span(A, A_0).

Corollary 6.5. Let A be a small category with a confluent degeneracy system A^−. Let A^− be a confluent degeneracy system on A and A_0 be a wide subcategory of A satisfying the condition (⋆). Suppose the following hold:

(i) A^− is A_0-stable, and A_0 consists of non-degenerate monomorphisms.

(ii) If we have morphisms a_1^γ−→ a_0^σ−→ a_2 with σ ∈ A^− and γ ∈ A_0, then there is an absolute pushout diagram

a_0^{γ†} // σ fflffl a_1 f fflffl a_2 g // a

with f, g ∈ Span(A^−, A_0).

Then the wide subcategory Span(A^−, A_0) is a confluent degeneracy system on Span(A, A_0).

Proof. Let deg : A^− → N^{op} be the degree function of the confluent degeneracy system A^−. Since every morphisms in A_0 is a non-degenerate monomorphism by the assumption, it does not lower the degree. Hence the degree function naturally extends to deg : A^−A^†_0 → N^{op} . Then the condition (CDS1) is obvious.

Now notice that we have A^†_0 ⋔ A in Span(A, A_0), since there is the unique (A_0, A)-factorization. By proposition 6.3, this implies that the class of nondegenerate monomorphisms in Span(A, A_0) with respect to A^−A^†_0 coincides with that in A with respect to A^−. Thus the conditions (CDS2) and (CDS3) follow.

Finally, the condition (CDS4) directly follows from the assumption and proposition 6.4.

6.3 Spans relative to thin-powered structures

A typical example of A_0 ⊂ A which satisfies the condition (⋆) is a semicomplete thin-powered structure. Let R be a thin-powered category. Then lemma 2.4 implies that R^+_0 satisfies the condition (⋆). So we can consider the category Span(R, R^+_0 ), which we denote by V(R) by abusing the notion.

Recall that a Boolean thin-powered structure R^+_0 on R gives rise to a joinsemilattice representation R^+_0 /( · ) : R → SemiLat^∨. This representation extends to the category V(R) under certain assumptions. In fact, we have the following stronger result:

Proposition 6.6. Let R^+_0 be a stable Boolean thin-powered structure on R. Then R^+_0 is also a stable Boolean thin-powered structure on the category V(R).

Proof. First we show that R^+_0 ⊂ V(R) is a thin-powered structure. The conditions (DI1) and (DI2) are obvious, so we have to show (DI3). Notice that the stability of the thin-powered category R implies that the class V(R)^− of morphisms which are compositions of (R^+_0 )^† and R^− is closed under compositions. Moreover, it is obvious that every morphism in V(R) is uniquely written in the form δσγ^† with δ, γ ∈ R^+_0 and σ ∈ R^−. The uniqueness of the factorization implies V(R)^− ⋔ R^+_0 , so that we obtain (DI3).

We next verify the stability. In particular, it suffices to construct pullbacks

for diagrams of the form s^δ−→ r^{γ†}←− r^′ with δ, γ ∈ R^+_0 . Let δ^′ := (γδ) ∨ (¬γ) ∈ R^+_0 /r^′, say δ^′ : s^′ → r^′. Since γδ ≤ δ^′ in the poset R^+_0 /r^′, there is a morphism ε : s → s^′ ∈ R^+_0 such that γδ = δ^′ε. Then the following diagram is commutative: s^{′ δ′} // ε^† fflffl r^′ γ^† fflffl s^δ // r

(11)

Indeed, we have γ ∧((γδ)∨(¬γ)) = γδ. We show the square is in fact a pullback.

Suppose we have a diagram

t^{f ξ†} // gθ^† fflffl r^′ γ^† fflffl s^δ // r

with f, g ∈ R and ξ, θ ∈ R^+_0 . By the definition of the composition γ^δf and the uniqueness of the factorization, we have im(f) ∧ γ ≤ γδ, which implies im(f) ≤ (γδ) ∨ (¬γ) = δ^′. Hence there is a morphism μ : t → s^′ such that f = δ^′μ. On the other hand, we have

gθ^† = δ^†δgθ^† = δ^†γ^†fξ^† = ε^†(δ^′)^†δ^′μξ^† = ε^†μξ^† .

Now, we obtain the following commutative diagram: r^′_{γ†} ””EE EEE EE t f ξ^† //

gθ^† 00 μξ^† // s^′ δ^′ ;;xx xxx xx ε^† ##HH HHH HH r s^δ ;;ww www ww

Moreover, since δ^′ is a monomorphism by proposition 6.3, such morphism μξ^† is unique. Therefore, the square (11) is a pullback, and the stability follows. Finally, the Booleanness directly follows.

Corollary 6.7. Let R and R^+_0 be as in proposition 6.6. Then the representation R^+_0 /( · ) : R → SemiLat^∨ extends to a representation V(R) → SemiLat^∨ by setting (γ^†)_∗ := γ^∗ : R^+_0 /r → R^+_0 /r for a R^+_0 -morphism γ : s → r.

Proof. By proposition 6.6, the extension actually exists as R^+_0 /( · ) = (V(R))^+_0 /( · ). So we have to compute (γ^†)_∗ : R^+_0 /r^′ → R^+_0 /r for γ : r → r^′ ∈ R^+_0 . But, for δ ∈ R^+_0 /r^′, we have γ^†δ = (γ^∗δ)(δ^∗γ)^†. Hence we obtain (γ^†)_∗ = γ^∗ as required.

By proposition 6.6, V(R) is naturally a thin-powered category. We use the same notation R^+_0 for it. So we write R^+_0 /( · ) : V(R) → SemiLat^∨ for the induced representation.

Next, we discuss the confluent property of thin-powered categories. We fix a thin-powered category R. By abusing notion, we denote by V[r] the representable presheaf V(R)( · , r) ∈ V(R)^∧ for r ∈ V(R).

Lemma 6.8. Let R be a locally finite confluent stable thin-powered category. Then for every cell x : V[r] → X, there is a unique factorization x = x^′γ^† such that γ ∈ R^+_0 and x^′ does not factor through any non-trivial (R^+_0 )^†-morphisms in V(R)^∧.

Proof. Let x : V(r) → X be a cell of X ∈ V(R)^∧. Note that by proposition 6.6, R^+_0 is also a locally finite stable thin-powered structure on V(R). Hence we have the degree function deg : V(R) → N. So we can choose a factorization

V[r]^{γ†}−→ V[r^′]^{x′}−→ X of x with deg r^′ smallest among such factorizations. We show it is actually the required factorization.

First, x^′ does not factor through any non-trivial R^+_0 . Indeed, say x^′ = x^{′′}δ^† for some δ : r^{′′} → r^′ ∈ R^+_0 . Then we have deg r^{′′} ≤ deg r^′, and the minimality of r^′ implies deg r^{′′} → deg r^′. Since every non-trivial R^+_0 -morphism raises the degree, δ needs to be the identity, and we obtain x^′ = x^{′′}.

Now suppose x = x^′_1γ^†_1 is another factorization such that γ_1 : r^′_1 → r ∈ R^+_0 and x^′_1 does not factor through any non-trivial (R^+_0 )^†-morhism. Then we have the following commutative diagram:

V[r]^{γ†} //

γ^†_1 fflffl V(r^′) x^′ fflffl V[r^′_1]^x ′ 1 // X

By proposition 6.4, there are r^{′ δ}←− r_0^{δ1}−→ r^′_1 ∈ R^+_0 and x_0 : V[r_0] → X such that δ^†γ^† = δ^†_1γ^†_1, x^′ = x_0δ^† and x^′_1 = x_0δ^†_1. Since x^′ and x^′_1 do not factor through any non-trivial (R^+_0 )^†-morphism, δ and δ_1 need to be the identities. Hence we obtain δ = δ_1 and x^′ = x_0 = x^′_1. It follows that the factorization is unique. Lemma 6.9. Let R be a locally finite confluent coherent thin-powered category. Suppose γ : r_1 → r_0 ∈ R^+_0 and σ : r_0 → r_2 is R^+_0 -surjective. By lemma 3.20, there is the greatest saturated element γ_0 ∈ R^+_0 /r_0 with respect to σ with γ_0 ≤ γ, say γ_0 = γε_0 and σγ_0 = γ^′σ^′ with γ^′ ∈ R^+_0 and σ^′ ∈ R^−. Then the square

r_0^{γ†} // σ fflffl ·⌟^{r1}σ′ ε†_{0fflffl} r_2^{γ′†} // r is an absolute pushout in V(R).

Proof. First note that the square is commutative since a square s_0^{γ0=γε0}// σ^′ fflffl ·⌟^{r0}σ_{fflffl}

r^{γ′} // r_2 is a pullback in R. Suppose X ∈ V(R)^∧ and we have a commutative square

V[r_0]^{γ†} // σ fflffl V[r_1]

x_1 fflffl V[r_2]^{x2} // X in V(R). By lemma 6.8, there are unique factorization x_1 = x^′_1δ^†_1 and x_2 = x^′_2δ^†_2 such that δ_1 : s_1 → r_1, δ_2 : s_2 → r_2 ∈ R^+_0 and x^′_1, x^′_2 do not factor through any non-trivial R^+_0 -morphism. Taking a pullback, we obtain the pullback square:

s_0^ξ // μ fflffl ·⌟^{r0}σ_{fflffl}

s_2^{δ2} // r_2

Then we have x^′_2μξ^† = x^′_2δ^†_2σ = x^′_1δ^†_1γ^†.

Now since σ is a split epimorphism, μ is a split epimorphism, so that it is an R^+_0 -surjective. It follows that σ_∗(η) = δ_2 and η is saturated with respect to σ. Thus by the maximality of γ_0, we have η ≤ γ_0 = γε_0 and there is a diagram

t_1^{ε1} // μ fflffl ·⌟^{s0} γ_0=γε_0 //

σ^′ fflffl ·⌟^r σ_{fflffl}

t_2^{ε2} // s^{′ γ′} // r^′

with γ_0ε_1 = η and γ^′ε_2 = δ_2. Since γ_0 = γε_0, η = γδ_1 and γ is a monoomrphism, we have δ_1 = ε_0ε_1. Let f = f^′_2ε^†_2 Finally we obtain

f_1 = f^′_1δ^†_1 = f^′_2μδ^†_1 = f^′_2με^†_1ε^†_0 = f^′_2ε^†_2σ^′ε^†_0 = fσ^′ε^†_0, and f_2 = f^′_2δ^†_2 = f^′_2ε^†_2γ^{′†} = fγ^{′†}.

These implies that we have a commutative diagram:

r^{γ†} // σ fflffl ·⌟^sσ′ ε†_{0fflffl f1} fifi r^{′ γ′†} // f_2 ++ r^′ f ØØ@ @@ @@ @@ X Since σ^′ε^†_0 and γ^{′†} are epimorphisms, the uniqueness of such f is obvious. Therefore the square is an absolute pushout.

7 Cubicalizations

7.1 Crossed modules for categories

The notion of crossed modules was originally introduced by Whitehead ([38]) in the study of relative homotopy 2-types in the homotopy theory. Brown and Spencer introduced a little bit generalized version of crossed modules ([7] and [6]). They showed that the category of crossed modules is a model for the 2-homotopy theory.

We use this tool to produce a new category □(R) from a thin-powered category R with some properties. To do this, we need to generalize the definition of crossed modules for groupoids (see [6]) to arbitrary categories.

Definition. Let J be a small category. A crossed J -module is a functor M : J → Mon from J to the category Mon of monoids together with a family of monoid homomorphisms {μ_j : M(j) → End_J (j) | j ∈ J } which satisfies the following conditions: For f : j → k of J and a, b ∈ M(j), we have

μ_j (f_∗a)fμ_j (a) = μ_j (f_∗a)^2f (CM1) ab = (μ_j (a)_∗b)a (CM2)

We often abuse the notion and say M is a crossed J -module, and write μ = μ_j briefly.

We warn that the notion of crossed modules differs from that of crossed groups defined in section 4. They have very similar names and definitions, so that they are really subject to be confused.

Example 7.1. If P is a groupoid and M : P → Mon is a crossed P -module such that each M(p) is a group, then M is a crossed module over P in the sense of [7]. This example is important in the study of homotopy 2-types. Example 7.2. Let κ be a cardinal and denote by ~Set^κ the category whose objects are κ-small sets and whose morphisms (f, A) : X → Y are pairs of subset A ⊂ X and map f : A → Y . The composition is given by the formula (g, B) ∘ (f, A) = ( gf, f^{−1}(B) ) . For a set X, we denote by P (X) the power set of X, hence P (X) is an idempotent monoid with operation ∪. Then P : ~Set^κ → Mon is a crossed ~Set^κ-module. Indeed, for A ∈ P (X), we set μ(A) = (id, X \ A). For (f, A^′) : X → Y of ~Set^κ, we have μ(f(A ∩ A^′)) ∘ (f, A^′) = ( f, A^′ ∩ f^{−1}(f(A^′) \ f(A ∩ A^′)) ) = ( f, A^′ ∩ f^{−1}(f(A^′ \ A) \ f(A ∩ A^′)) ) = μ(f(A ∩ A^′)) ∘ (f, A^′) ∘ μ(A) This implies (CM1). Note that in this example, μ(A)_∗(A^′) = A^′ \ A, so that (CM2) is equivalent to (A^′ \ A) ∪ A = A^′ ∪ A, which is obvious.

This example is a special case of more general examples we will see later. Now let M be a crossed J -module. For a ∈ M(j), we set M(j)^a = {x ∈ M(j) | μ(a)_∗x = x} . Clearly M(j)^a is a submonoid of M(j).

Lemma 7.3. If M is a crossed J -module for a small category J , and j ∈ J , a ∈ M(j), then a commutes with all elements of M(j)^a. Proof. For each x ∈ M(j)^a, by (CM2), we have ax = μ(a)_∗x · a = xa. Hence the result follows.

Corollary 7.4. Let M : J → Mon is a crossed J -module for a small category J . Suppose that f : j → k ∈ J and b ∈ M(k) satisfy μ(b)f = f. Then b commutes with f_∗a for every a ∈ M(j); i.e. b(f_∗a) = (f_∗a)b.

Proof. Since μ(b)_∗f_∗a = (μ(b)f)_∗a = f_∗a, we have f_∗a ∈ M(j)^b. Hence the result follows from lemma 7.3.

Next, we define a new category from a crossed module. Let J be a small category and M : J → Mon be a crossed module. We define a set MJ (j, k) for a crossed J -module M and j, k ∈ J by MJ (j, k) := {(a, f) ∈ M(k) × J (j, k) | μ(a)f = f} (12) We further define a “composition map” ∘ : MJ (k, l) × MJ (j, k) → MJ (j, l) by the formula (b, g) ∘ (a, f) = (b·g_∗a, μ(g_∗a)gf) . (13) Note that (b, g) ∘ (a, f) in fact belongs to MJ (j, l). Indeed, using lemma 7.4 and (CM1), we have μ(b·g_∗a)μ(g_∗a)gf = μ(g_∗a)^2μ(b)gf = μ(g_∗a)gμ(a)f = μ(g_∗a)gf. (14)

Proposition 7.5. The composition ∘ defined by (13) is assosiative. Proof. Suppose (a, f) ∈ MJ (j, k), (b, g) ∈ MJ (k, l) and (c, h) ∈ MJ (l, m). Then we have (c, h) ∘ ((b, g) ∘ (a, f)) = (c, h) ∘ (g_∗a · b, μ(g_∗a)gf) = (h_∗g_∗a · h_∗b · c, μ(h_∗g_∗a · h_∗b)hμ(g_∗a)gf) . Since μ(c)h = h and μ(b)g = g, using the calculus (14) and lemma 7.4, we obtain μ(h_∗g_∗a · h_∗b)hμ(g_∗a)gf = (μ(h_∗g_∗a · h_∗b)^2 hμ(g_∗a)μ(b)gf = μ(h_∗g_∗a · h_∗b)hgf. This implies that (c, h) ∘ ((b, g) ∘ (a, f)) = (h_∗g_∗a · h_∗b · c, μ(h_∗g_∗a · h_∗b)hgf) (15) On the other hand, we have ((c, h) ∘ (b, g)) ∘ (a, f) = (h_∗b · c, μ(h_∗b)hg) ∘ (a, f) = ((μ(h_∗b)hg)_∗ a · h_∗b · c, μ ((μ(h_∗b)hg)_∗ a) μ(h_∗b)hgf) . By (CM2) and lemma 7.4 (μ(h_∗b)hg)_∗ a · h_∗b = h_∗b · h_∗g_∗a = h_∗g_∗a · h_∗b Therefore, comparing with (15), we obtain ((c, h) ∘ (b, g)) ∘ (a, f) = (h_∗g_∗a · h_∗b · c, μ(h_∗g_∗a · h_∗b)hgf) = (c, h) ∘ ((b, g) ∘ (a, f)) .

Corollary 7.6. Let M : J → Mon be a crossed J -module for a small category J . Then there is a category whose objects are those of J , whose hom-sets are MJ (j, k) defined by (12) and whose composition is the map ∘ defined by (13). We denote the category by MJ .

The identity on j ∈ MJ of the category MJ is (1_j , id_j ) where 1_j ∈ M(j) is the unit. In general, if f ∈ J (j, k) and g ∈ J (k, l), we have (1_l, g) ∘ (1_k, f) = (1_l, gf). Hence MJ contains J as its wide subcategory.

Note that if f : j → k in J is an epimorphism, the equation μ(m)f = f implies μ(m) = id. Thus if every morphism in J is an epimorphism, set M_0(j) = μ^{−1}(id) ⊂ M(j), and we have MJ (j, k) = M_0(k) × J (j, k). In the case, the composition is given by (n, g) ∘ (m, f) = (g_∗m · n, gf). This is to say that the category MJ equals to the opposite of the total category (J^{op}M_0)^{op} of a crossed J^{op}-monoid M_0, see [3].

7.2 Cubicalization of thin-powered categories

We now introduce the notion of cubicalization of small categories. For this, we need some assumptions for the process. We here assume the following:

Definition. A small category R is said to be cubicalizable if it has an initial object 0 and is equipped with a locally finite, coherent and Boolean thin-powered structure such that for each object r ∈ R, the unique morphism 0 → r is a distinguished injection.

Recall that we write V(R) = Span(R, R^+_0 ), and we have a semilattice representation R^+_0 /( · ) : V(R) → SemiLat^∨. Since every semilattice can be seen as a monoid with multiplication ∨, we have a representation V(R) → Mon. We give a crossed module structure to this representation. For ξ ∈ R^+_0 /r, we write Λ(ξ) := ξξ^†. Note that we have

Λ(ξ)_∗ = (ξξ^†)_∗ = ξ_∗ξ^∗ = ( · ) ∧ ξ.

Lemma 7.7. Let R be a cubicalizable small category. Then the following hold:

(1) If f : r^′ → r is a morphism of R, then for every ξ ∈ R^+_0 /r, we have the formula Λ(ξ)f = fΛ(f^∗ξ)

in V(R).

(2) If γ : r^′ → r ∈ R^+_0 , then for every ξ ∈ R^+_0 /r, we have the formula:

Λ(γ^∗ξ)γ^† = γ^†Λ(ξ) .

(3) For each ξ_1, ξ_2 ∈ R^+_0 /r, we have

Λ(ξ_1)Λ(ξ_2) = Λ(ξ_2)Λ(ξ_1) = Λ(ξ_1 ∧ ξ_2).

Proof. By taking the pullback, we obtain the following diagram in R: r_0 f^∗ξ ~~˝˝ ˝˝ ˝ f_0 ØØ? ??? ??

·⌟

r^′ ¨¨ ¨¨¨ ¨ ¨¨¨ ¨¨ ¨ f ØØ@ @@ @@ @ s_ξ ¨¨� � � ξ ŒŒ¡ ¡¡ ¡¡ ¡ r^′ r r Hence as morphisms of V(R), we have

Λ(ξ)f = ξξ^†f = ξf_0(f^∗(ξ))^† = ff^∗(ξ)(f^∗(ξ))^† = fΛ(f^∗(ξ)). This is (1). Similarly, for γ : r^′ → r ∈ R^+_0 , we have the following diagram in R: r_0 ξ^∗γ ¨¨¨¨¨ ¨¨¨^{γ∗ξ} A AA AA

·⌟

s ξ � �_ξ ØØ¿ ¿¿ ¿¿ ¿ r^′ γ ¨¨~~ ~~ ~~ ¿¿ ¿¿ ¿¿ r^′ r r Then (2) can be verified as follows:

γ^†Λ(ξ) = γ^†ξξ^† = (γ^∗ξ)(ξ^∗γ)^†ξ^† = (γ^∗ξ)(γ^∗ξ)^†γ^† = Λ(γ^∗ξ)γ^† . Now if ξ_1, ξ_2 ∈ R^+_0 /r, then we have the diagram t ε_2

~~~~ ~~ ~~ ε1 @ @@ @@ @

·⌟

s_1

ξ_1

~~˝˝ ˝˝ ˝ ξ1 A AA AA s_2

ξ_2

~~˝˝ ˝˝ ˝ ξ2 A AA AA r r r where ξ_1ε_2 = ξ_2ε_1 = ξ_1 ∧ ξ_2. This implies that Λ(ξ_1 ∧ ξ_2) = Λ(ξ_2)Λ(ξ_1). Corollary 7.8. Let R and R^+_0 be as above. Then for ξ ∈ R^+_0 /r and f : r^′ → r ∈ R, im(f) ≤ ξ if and only if Λ(ξ)f = f.

Proof. Note that by the definition of Λ, we have Λ(im(f))f = f. Hence if im(f) ≤ ξ, then Λ(ξ)f = Λ(ξ ∧ im(f))f = Λ(im(f))f = f.

Conversely, by lemma 7.7-(1) we have Λ(ξ)f = fΛ(f^∗ξ) = f(f^∗(ξ))(f^∗(ξ))^†.

Because of the uniqueness of the factorization in V(R, R^+_0 ), in order to have Λ(ξ)f = f, it is necessary that f^∗(ξ) = 1. Since R^+_0 is stable, by corollary 3.13, we have f_∗f^∗(ξ) = ξ ∧ im(f) and f_∗(1) = im(f). Therefore Λ(ξ)f = f implies ξ ∧ im(f) = im(f), which is equivalent to im(f) ≤ ξ.

Consider a cubicalizable small category R. By lemma 7.7-(3), Λ preserves the meet operation. We, however, see R^+_0 /r as a monoid with the join operation, hence Λ is not necessarily a crossed module structure. So we consider its complement. Indeed, since R^+_0 /r is Boolean, there is a complement operation ¬ : (R^+_0 /r)^{op} → R^+_0 /r. Then lemma 7.7-(3) implies that we have Λ(¬(ξ_1 ∨ ξ_2)) = Λ(¬ξ_1)Λ(¬ξ_2). By setting Λ^∁ = Λ(¬( · )), we obtain a monoid homomorphism:

Λ^∁ : R^+_0 /r → End_{V(R)}(r)

Proposition 7.9. If R is a cubicalizable category, then the functor R^+_0 /( · ) : V(R) → Mon and a monoid homomorphism Λ^∁ defined above form a structure of crossed V(R)-module.

Proof. We have to verify the conditions (CM1) and (CM2). Let f : r → r^′ and ξ ∈ R^+_0 /r. Since ¬f_∗(ξ) ≤ f_∗(¬ξ), we have Λ^∁(f_∗(ξ)) = Λ(f_∗(¬ξ)) by lemma 7.7. Hence we obtain

Λ^∁(f_∗(ξ))fΛ^∁(ξ) = Λ^∁(f_∗(ξ))Λ(f_∗(¬ξ))fΛ^∁(ξ) = Λ^∁(f_∗(ξ))fΛ(f^∗f_∗(¬ξ) ∧ ¬ξ)

= Λ^∁(f_∗(ξ))fΛ^∁(ξ)

and (CM1) follows.

On the other hand, for any ξ_1, ξ_2 ∈ R^+_0 /r, by the distributivity, we have

Λ^∁(ξ_1)_∗(ξ_2) ∨ ξ_1 = (¬ξ_1 ∧ ξ_2) ∨ ξ_1 = (¬ξ_1 ∨ ξ_1) ∧ (ξ_2 ∨ ξ_1) = 1 ∧ ξ_2 ∧ ξ_1 = ξ_1 ∨ ξ_2.

Hence (CM2) follows.

As a result, we obtain the new categories.

Proposition 7.10. Suppose R is a cubicalizable category, that is, coherent, locally finite and Boolean thin-powered category. Then there is a category □(R) whose objects are those of R and whose morphisms r^′ → r are pairs (ξ, fγ^†) of (R, R^+_0 )-spans fγ^† and ξ ∈ R^+_0 /r with im(f) ∧ ξ = 0. The composition is give by the formula (ζ, gγ^†) ∘ (ξ, fβ^†) = ( ζ ∨ g_∗ξ, (¬g_∗ξ)(¬g_∗ξ)^†gγ^†fβ^† ) . We call □(R) the cubicalization of R.

Proof. By proposition 7.9, M := (R^+_0 /( · ), Λ^∁) is a crossed module on V(R). Then the result follows from corollary 7.6.

Now let R be a cubicalizable category, and let □(R) be its cubicalization. Notice that by corollary 7.8, for a morphism fγ^† : r^′ → r ∈ V(R) and an element ξ ∈ R^+_0 /r, we have Λ^∁(ξ)fγ^δ = f if and only if im(f) ≤ ¬ξ, which is equivalent to im(f) ∧ γ = 0. Hence a morphism r^′ → r in □(R) is represented as a pair of a diagram s γ ¨¨¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨_f ŒŒ¿ ¿¿ ¿¿ ¿¿ ¿

r^′ r and an element ξ ∈ R^+_0 /r such that im(f) ∧ ξ = 0, here γ ∈ R^+_0 and f ∈ R. In particular, we denote by f^ξ the morphism represented as (f, ξ) for f ∈ R and ξ ∈ R^+_0 /r with im(f) ∧ ξ = 0. Hence every morphism in □(R) is uniquely represented as the composition f^ξγ^†. Moreover, by the unique factorization of morphisms in R, we obtain the following result:

Lemma 7.11. Let R be a cubicalizable category. Then every morphism r^′ → r of □(R) is uniquely represented as the composition δ^ξ σγ^† such that γ : s^′ → r^′ ∈ R^+_0 , σ : s^′ → s ∈ R^−, δ : s → r ∈ R^+_0 and ξ ∈ R^+_0 /r with δ ∧ ξ = 0.

Lemma 7.12. Let R be a cubicalizable category. Then the following hold:

(1) If δ : s → r ∈ R^+_0 and β : t → s ∈ R^+_0 , then we have δ^ξ β^ζ = (δβ)^{ξ∨δ∗ ζ} for each ξ ∈ R^+_0 /r and ζ ∈ R^+_0 /s with ξ ∧ δ = 0 and ζ ∧ β = 0.

(2) If f : r^′ → r ∈ R is a morphism, ξ ∈ R^+_0 /r with ξ ∧ im(f) = 0 and γ : t → r ∈ R^+_0 , then we have γ^†f^ξ = (γ^†f)^{γ∗ξ} .

(3) Each δ : s → r ∈ R^+_0 and ξ ∈ R^+_0 /r with δ ∧ ξ = 0, we have δ^†δ^ξ = id.

Consequently, δ^ξ is a split monomorphism.

(4) □(R) has a terminal object, namely 0 the initial object of R. Proof. Since δ^∗δ_∗ = id, by lemma 7.7, we have Λ^∁(δ_∗(ζ))δ = δΛ^∁(ζ). Hence we obtain δ^ξβ^ζ = (ξ ∨ δ_∗ζ, Λ^∁(δ_∗ζ)δβ) = (ξ ∨ δ_∗ζ, δΛ^∁(ζ)β) = (ξ ∨ δ_∗ζ, δβ) , and (1) follows.

Similarly, we have γ^†f^ξ = (γ^∗ξ, Λ^∁(γ^∗ξ)γ^†f) , where by (2) of lemma 7.7,

Λ^∁(γ^∗ξ)γ^†f = Λ(γ^∗(¬ξ))γ^†f = γ^†Λ(¬ξ)f = γ^†f .

Hence we obtain γ^†f^ξ = (γ^†f)^{γ∗ξ} ,

which implies (2).

On the other hand, if δ ∧ ξ = 0, we have δ^∗ξ = 0. Hence we obtain

δ^†δ^ξ = (δ^∗ξ, δ^†δ) = (0, id)

which implies (3)

Finally, for each object r ∈ □(R), the unique morphism r → 0 ∈ □(R) is (0, 0^†_r), where 0_r : 0 → r is the unique morphism in R. Hence we obtain (4).

We denote by □(R)^+ the set of morphisms in □(R) consisting of morphisms of the form δ^ξ with δ : s → r ∈ R^+_0 and ξ ∈ R^+_0 /r such that δ ∧ ξ = 0. Then (1) of lemma 7.12 implies that □(R)^+ is in fact a wide subcategory of □(R).

Note also that there is an embedding V(R) → □(R) defined as fγ^† → f^0γ^†. This preserves the composition and the identities since 0 is the unit of the join operation.

Example 7.13. Recall that the category ~Δ^+ of finite ordinals and order-preserving injections is a thin-powered category with thin-powered structure ~Δ^+ itself. Its cubicalization □ := □( ~Δ^+) is called the cubical site (see [6]). For a finite ordinal n, the poset ~Δ^+/n is naturally identified with the power set [1]^n of n = {0, . . . , n − 1}. Example 7.14. Isaacson introduces the category □_Σ in [21], which he call the extended cubical site. We can construct it in the above way: Let Σ = {Σ_n}_n denotes the group operad of symmetric groups. Then we can naturally see it a crossed ~Δ-group, so we obtain a thin-powered category ~ΔΣ. Of course, ~ΔΣ is cubicalizable. It is easily verifies that we have □_Σ = □( ~ΔΣ).

The reason of the terminology “cube” is as follows. If R is a cubicalizable category, then each poset R^+_0 /r is a finite Boolean lattice. Recall that we set deg r = |R^+_0 /r|. Put d(r) := log_2(deg r), then R^+_0 /r is identified with the Power set of the set {0, . . . , d(r) − 1}. Hence let N : Poset → SSet be the nerve functor, and we have an isomorphism N(R^+_0 /r) ≃ I^{d(r)} for I = Δ[1]. In other words, we have a functor R ∋ r → I^{d(r)} ∈ SSet, and proposition 6.6 implies it extends to V(R) → SSet. We, however, do not call R or V(R) cubical, since they do not have enogh face maps, while □(R) does:

Proposition 7.15. Let R be a cubicalizable category. Then the poset representation R^+_0 /( · ) : R → Poset extends to the functor □(R) → Poset by setting as follows: For γ : s → r^′ ∈ R^+_0 , f : s → r ∈ R and ξ ∈ R^+_0 /r with im(f) ∧ ξ = 0, we set (f^ξ γ^†)_∗(η) := f_∗γ^∗(η) ∨ ξ

for each element η ∈ R^+_0 /r^′.

Proof. We have to verify that the extension is compatible with the compositions. Notice that for δ : s^′ → r ∈ R^+_0 , we have

δ^†f^ξ = (δ^∗ξ, Λ^∁(δ^∗ξ)δ^†f) , and for g : r → r^{′′} and ζ ∈ R^+_0 /r^{′′} with im(g) ∧ ζ = 0, we have g^ζ f^ξ = (ζ ∨ g_∗ξ, Λ^∁(g_∗ξ)gf) . These imply that for each η ∈ R^+_0 /r^′, we have

(δ^†f^ξ)_∗(η) = Λ^∁(δ^∗ξ)_∗δ^∗f_∗(η) ∨ δ^∗ξ = ((¬δ^∗ξ) ∧ δ^∗f_∗(η)) ∨ δ^∗ξ = δ^∗f_∗(η) ∨ δ^∗ξ = δ^∗(f_∗(η) ∨ ξ) = (δ^†)_∗(f^ξ)_∗(η) , and (g^ζ f^ξ)_∗(η) = Λ^∁(g_∗ξ)_∗g_∗f_∗(η) ∨ (ζ ∨ g_∗ξ) = ((¬g_∗ξ) ∧ g_∗f_∗(η)) ∨ (ζ ∨ g_∗ξ) = g_∗f_∗(η) ∨ (ζ ∨ g_∗ξ) = g_∗(f_∗(η) ∨ ξ) ∨ ζ = (g^ζ )_∗(f^ξ)_∗(η) .

It follows that the extension is compatible with the compositions.

7.3 Simplicial realizations of cubicalizations

We introduce the notion of simplicial realization. We denote by □[r] the presheaf on □(R) represented by r ∈ R. By proposition 7.15 and the Yoneda extension, we obtain the following result:

Lemma 7.16. Let R be a cubicalizable category. Then there is a functor | · | : □(R)^∧ → SSet such that it preserves all (small) colimits, and for each r ∈ R, |□[r]| ≃ I^{d(r)} where I = Δ[1] and d(r) = log_2(deg r). We call it the simplicial realization functor.

Next, we define the following special □(R)-set ∂□[r] as follows: For δ ∈ R^+_0 /r, we write codeg δ := |(R^+_0 /r)_{≤¬δ} | .

Notice that codeg δ is always a power of 2. If codeg δ^′ = 4 for δ^′ ∈ R^+_0 /r, there are precisely two elements δ_1, δ_2 ∈ R^+_0 /r such that δ^′ ≤ δ_1, δ_2 and codeg δ_1 = codeg δ_2 = 2. Say δ^′ : s^′ → r and δ_i : s_i → r, and δ^′ = δ_iε_i for ε_i : s^′ → s_i. Then for each ξ ∈ R^+_0 /r with ξ ≤ ¬δ^′, we have two maps □[s^′]^{εδ} ∗ i ξ −−−→ □[s_i] × {ξ ∧ ¬δ_i} → □[s_i] × (R^+_0 /r)_{≤¬δi} for i = 1, 2. These maps induce paralleled arrows in □(R)^∧: ∐ (δ^′:s^′ →r)∈R^+_0 /r codeg δ^′ =4 □[s^′] × (R^+_0 /r)_{≤¬δ}′ ⇒ ∐ (δ:s→r)∈R^+_0 /r codeg δ=2 □[s] × R^+_0 /r_{≤¬δ}

We define ∂□[r] to be the coequalizer of the diagram above.

For δ : s → r ∈ R^+_0 and ξ ∈ R^+_0 /r with δ ∧ ξ = 0, we have a morphism δ^ξ : s → r. Hence we obtain a morphism below: □[s] × (R^+_0 /r)_{≤¬δ} → □[r] This clearly induces the morphism ∂□[r] → □[r]. This is a monomorphism. To see this, we need some lemmas:

Lemma 7.17. Let R be a cubicalizable category. Suppose we have morphisms δ^ξ : s → r and γ^ζ : t → r in □(R) with δ, γ ∈ R^+_0 . Then γ^ζ factors through δ^ξ if and only if we have γ ≤ δ and ξ = ζ ∧ ¬δ. More precisely, in this case, we have γ^ζ = δ^ξ(δ^∗γ)^{δ∗ζ} .

Proof. Suppose γ^ζ = δ^ξf for some f : t → s ∈ □(R). By the uniquness of the factorization in 7.11, f = ε^ω for some ω ∈ R^+_0 . Then by (1) of lemma 7.12, we obtain γ^ζ = δ^ξε^ω = (δε)^{ξ∨δ∗ω} , hence γ = δε and ζ = ξ ∨ δ_∗ω. These imply that γ ≤ δ and ζ ∧ ¬δ = ξ respectively.

Conversely, suppose γ ≤ δ and ζ ∧ ¬δ = ξ. Then we have δ^ξ (δ^∗γ)^{δ∗ζ} = (δ_∗δ^∗γ)^{ξ∨δ∗δ∗ζ} = (γ ∧ δ)^{ξ∨(ζ∧δ)} = γ^{(ζ∧¬δ)∨(ζ∧δ)} = γ^ζ .

Lemma 7.18. Let R be a cubicalizable category, ans suppose δ^{ξi}_i : s_i → r is a morphism in □(R) with δ_i ∈ R^+_0 for i = 1, 2. Then the following hold:

(1) If ε_1 ∧ ¬δ_2 ≠ ε_2 ∧ ¬δ_1, the following square is a pullback in □(R)^∧:

∅ // fflffl ·⌟ □[s_1]

δ^{ξ1}_1 fflffl □[s_2]^δ ξ2 2 // □[r]

(16)

(2) If ε_1 ∧ ¬δ_2 = ε_2 ∧ ¬δ_1, the following square is a pullback in □(R):

s_0

(δ^∗_1 δ_2)^{δ∗1 ε2}//

(δ^∗_2 δ_1)^{δ∗2 ε1} fflffl ·⌟ s_1 δ^{ξ1}_1 fflffl s_1 δ^{ξ2}_2 // r

(17)

Moreover, the composition equals to (δ_1 ∧ δ_2)^{ε1 ∨ε2} .

Proof. To see the square (16) is a pullback, it suffices to show that there is no commutative square in □(R) of the form: t^{f1} //

f_2 fflffl s_1

δ^{ξ1}_1 fflffl s_2^δ ξ2 2 // r We show its contraposition, so suppose we have such a square. By the unique factorization in lemma 7.11 and (1) of lemma 7.12, we may assume f_i = γ^{ζi}_i with γ_i ∈ R^+_0 for i = 1, 2. The commutativity implies that we have (δ_1γ_1)^{ξ1 ∨δ1ζ1} = (δ_2γ_2)^{ξ2 ∨δ2 ζ2} .

Then we obtain

ξ_1 ∧ ¬δ_2 = (¬δ_1 ∧ ¬δ_2) ∧ (ξ_1 ∨ δ_1ζ_1) = (¬δ_1 ∧ ¬δ_2) ∧ (ξ_2 ∨ δ_2ζ_2) = ξ_2 ∧ ¬δ_1 as required.

Conversely, suppose we have ε_1 ∧ ¬δ_2 = ε_2 ∧ ¬δ_1. Notice that the equation implies ξ_1 ∨ δ_1 = ξ_2 ∨ δ_2, and hence ξ_1 ≤ ξ_1 ∨ δ_1 = ξ_2 ∨ δ_2 ≥ ξ_2 , which implies ξ_1 ∨ ξ_2 ≤ ξ_1 ∨ δ_1. Then the square is in fact commutative; indeed we have

δ^{ξ1}_1 (δ^∗_1 δ_2)^{δ∗1 ξ2} = (δ_1 ∧ δ_2)^{ξ1 ∨(ξ2 ∧δ1)} = (δ_1 ∧ δ_2)^{(ξ1∨ξ2 )∧(ξ1∨δ1)} = (δ_1 ∧ δ_2)^{ξ1 ∨ξ2} and the other is similar. Now let t^{f1} //

f_2 fflffl s_1

δ^{ξ1}_1 fflffl s_2^δ ξ2 2 // r be a commutative square in □(R). By the same reason above, we may assume f_i = γ^{ζi}_i with γ_i ∈ R^+_0 for i = 1, 2. Then we have (δ_1γ_1)^{ξ1 ∨δ1ζ1} = (δ_2γ_2)^{ξ2 ∨δ2 ζ2} .

In particular, δ_1γ_1 = δ_2γ_2 and ξ_1 ∨ δ_1ζ_1 = ξ_2 ∨ δ_2ζ_2. It follows that γ_1 ≤ δ^∗_1 δ_2 and δ^∗_1 ξ_2 = ζ ∧ ¬δ^∗_1 δ_2 since we have

ξ_2 = (ξ_1 ∨ δ_1ζ_1) ∧ ¬δ_2 = (ξ_1 ∧ ¬δ_2) ∨ (δ_1ζ_1 ∧ ¬δ_2) = (ξ_2 ∧ ¬δ_1) ∨ (δ_1ζ_1 ∧ ¬δ_2) .

Hence by lemma 7.17, γ^{ζ1}_1 factors through (δ^∗_1 δ_2)^{δ∗1 ξ2} , say γ^{ζ1}_1 = (δ^∗_1 δ_2)^{δ∗1 ξ2} f^′. We have δ^{ξ2}_2 γ^{ζ2}_2 = δ^{ξ1}_1 γ^{ζ1}_1 = δ^{ξ1}_1 (δ^∗_1 δ_2)^{δ∗1 ξ2} f^′ = δ^{ξ2}_2 (δ^∗_2 δ_1)^{δ∗2 ξ1} f^′ ,

and since δ^{ξ2}_2 is a monomorphism, we obtain γ^{ζ2}_2 = (δ^∗_2 δ_1)^{δ∗2 ξ1} f^′. Since (δ^∗_1 δ_2)^(δ^∗_1 ξ_2) is a monomorphism, such f^′ is unique. Therefore, the square (17) is a pullback in □(R).

Now we are ready to prove the required result:

Proposition 7.19. Let R be a cubicalizable category. Then for each r ∈ R, the morphism ∂□[r] → □[r] is a monomorphism.

Proof. It suffices to show that it is a pointwise monomorphism; i.e. the map ∂□[r](t) → □[r](t) is injective for each t ∈ R. Notice that the map is induced by the map □(R)(t, s) × (R^+_0 )_{≤¬δ} ∋ (f, ξ) → δ^ξf ∈ □(R)(t, r) for each δ ∈ R^+_0 /r with codeg δ = 2. Choose (δ_i : s_i → r) ∈ R^+_0 with codeg δ_i = 2, ξ_i ∈ R^+_0 /r with δ_i ∧ ξ_i = 0 and f_i : t → s_i ∈ □(R) for i = 1, 2, and suppose we have δ^{ξ1}_1 f_1 = δ^{ξ2}_2 f_2. We have to show that f_1 = f_2 or they are images of a common element of □(R)(t, s^′) × (R^+_0 /r)_{≤¬δ}′ for δ^′ ∈ R^+_0 /r with codeg δ^′ = 4.

If (δ_1, ξ_1) = (δ_2, ξ_2), by (3) of lemma 7.12, we obtain f_1 = f_2. So we assume (δ_1, ξ_1) ≠ (δ_2, ξ_2). In particular, if δ_1 = δ_2 and ξ_1 ≠ ξ_2, we have

ξ_2 ∧ ¬δ_1 = ξ_2 ≠ ξ_1 = ξ_1 ∧ ¬δ_2

and by (1) of lemma 7.18, the assumption cannot hold. Hence we may assume δ_1 ≠ δ_2, which imply that

ξ_1 ∧ ¬δ_2 = 0 = ξ_2 ∧ ¬δ_1 .

By lemma 7.18, if (δ_1 ∧ δ_2)^{ξ1 ∨ξ2} : s_0 → r, there is a morphism f^′ : t → s_0 such that f_1 = (δ^∗_1 δ_2)^{δ∗1 ξ2} f^′ and f_2 = (δ^∗_2 δ_1)^{δ∗2 ξ1} f^′. It follows that (f_1, ξ_1) and (f_2, ξ_2) are the images of a common element (f^′, ξ_1 ∨ξ_2) ∈ □(R)(t, s_0)×(R^+_0 /r)_{≤¬(δ1 ∧δ2)} by δ^∗_1 δ^{δ∗1 ξ2}_2 and δ^∗_2 δ^{δ∗2 ξ1}_1 respectively. Since δ_1 ≠ δ_2 and codeg δ_1 = codeg δ_2 = 2, we have codeg(δ_1 ∧ δ_2) = 4, so that the result follows.

Corollary 7.20. Let R be a cubicalizable category, and let r ∈ R. Then ∂□[r] is a subpresheaf of □[r] consisting of cells f : s → r which factors as f = δ^ξσγ^† with δ ∈ R^+_0 non-trivial.

Finally, we prove the following proposition:

Proposition 7.21. If R is a cubicalizable category and r ∈ R, then the simplicial map |∂□[r]| → |□[r]| is a monomorphism.

Proof. Since | · | : □(R)^∧ → SSet preserves colimits, we have |∂□[r]| ≃ coeq (∐ |□[s^′]| × (R^+_0 /r)_{≤¬δ}′ ⇒ ∐ |□[s]| × (R^+_0 /r)_{≤¬δ} ) (18)

where coproducts run over certain sets as in the definition. Let n = log_2(deg r) and for each pair 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n, define simplicial maps

d̄_i, d̄^′_j : Δ[1]^{n−2} × {0, 1}^2 → Δ[1]^{n−1} × {0, 1}

by the following:

d̄_i(x_1, . . . , x_{n−2}, ε_1, ε_2) = (x_1, . . . , x_{i−1}, ε_1, x_i, . . . , x_{n−2}, ε_2) d̄^′_j (x_1, . . . , x_{n−2}, ε_1, ε_2) = (x_1, . . . , x_{i−1}, ε_2, x_i, . . . , x_{n−2}, ε_1)

These maps define the simplicial map ∐ 1≤i<j≤n Δ[1]^{n−2} × {0, 1}^2 ⇒ ∐ 1≤i≤n Δ[1]^{n−1} × {0, 1} .

These arrows are isomorphic to those in the coequalizer (18). Hence we obtain an isomorphism |∂□[r]| ≃ n⋃ i=1 Δ[1]^{i−1} × ∂Δ[1] × Δ[1]^{n−i}

and |∂□[r]| → |□[r]| ≃ Δ[1]^n is nothing but the inclusion.

7.4 The Eilenberg-Zilber condition

In this section, we consider a very nice situations:

Definition. A cubicalizable category R is said to be EZ cubicalizable if it is confluent and every R^+_0 -surjection is a split epimorphism.

It is clear that every EZ cubicalizable category is itself an EZ category (see example 5.1 in section 5 for the definition).

Suppose R is an EZ cubicalizable category and σ : r^′ → r is a degreepreserving R^+_0 -surjection. Since R is EZ cubicalizable, σ has a section f : r → r^′. Then f also preserves the degree, so im(f) must be the identity. This implies that f is an R^+_0 -surjection, which is again a split epimorphism. Hence f is an isomorphism, and σ is its inverse. These argument shows that the poset representation R^+_0 /( · ) : R → Poset is conservative.

Moreover, as expected from the terminology, we have the following:

Proposition 7.22. If R is an EZ cubicalizable category, then the cubicalization □(R) is an EZ category.

An essential part of the proof of proposition 7.22 is to verify the condition (EZ3). Since R is confluent, every pair of morphisms in R^− with the common codomain has an absolute pushout. Every pair of morphisms in (R^+_0 )^† with the common codomain also has an absolute pushout diagram by proposition 6.4. Moreover, we have the following result:

Lemma 7.23. Let R is an EZ cubicalizable category. Suppose we have a diagram r_1^σ←− r_0^{γ†}−→ r_2 with σ ∈ R^− and γ ∈ R^+_0 . Say γ_0 ∈ R^+_0 /r_0 is the maximum saturated element with respect to σ such that γ_0 ≤ γ. Then the following diagram is an absolute pushout square in □(R):

r_0 σ fflffl

γ^† // ⌜· r_2

coim(σγ_0 )(γ^∗γ_0)^† fflffl r_1^{im(σγ0 )} † // r

(19)

Proof. First note that since γ(γ^∗γ_0) = γ ∧ γ_0 = γ_0 and the diagram

r^′_2^{γ0} //

coim(σγ_0 ) fflffl ·⌟ r_0 σ fflffl r^{im(σγ0 )} // r_1 is a pullback, the square (19) is in fact commutative.

Now suppose we have a square

r_0 σ fflffl

γ^† //

r_2

x_2 fflffl r_1^{x1} //// X in □(R)^∧. By (3) of lemma 7.12, we have x_1σγ^{¬γ} = x_2γ^†γ^{¬γ} = x_2 .

Here σγ^{¬γ} = (σ_∗(¬γ), Λ^∁(σ_∗(¬γ))σγ) = (σ_∗(¬γ), σΛ^∁(σ^∗σ_∗(¬γ))γ) . By lemma 3.20, we have γ_0 = ¬σ^∗σ_∗(¬γ), so that we obtain σγ^{¬γ} = (σ_∗(¬γ), σΛ(γ_0)γ) = (σ_∗(¬γ), σγ_0(γ^∗γ_0)^†) = im(σγ_0)^{σ∗ (¬γ)} coim(σγ_0)(γ^∗γ_0)^† .

Put x_0 := x_1 im(σγ_0)^{σ∗(¬γ)}, then we have x_2 = x_0 coim(σγ_0)(γ^∗γ_0)^†. On the other hand, we have

x_0 im(σγ_0)^†σ = x_0 coim(σγ_0)(γ^∗γ_0)^†γ^† = x_2γ^† = x_1σ .

Since σ is a split epimorphism, we obtain x_1 = x_0 im(σγ_0)^†. Such x_0 is unique since im(σγ_0)^† is a split epimorphism. Therefore, the square (19) is an absolute pushout.

Proof of proposition 7.22. Every morphism of □(R) is represented as δ^ξσγ^†. Then γ^† is a split epimorphism, and σ is also a split epimorphism since R is EZ cubicalizable. On the other hand, by lemma 7.11 δ^ξ is a monomorphism. It follows that every morphism factors as a split epimorphism followed by a monomorphism. Moreover, every monomorphism factors as a morphism of the form δ^ξ followed by an isomorphism, hence it raises the degree whenever it is not an isomorphism. Finally the condition (EZ3) follows from lemma 7.23.

Corollary 7.24. If R is an EZ cubicalizable category, then the simplicial realization functor | · | : □(R)^∧ → SSet

preserves monomorphisms.

Proof. Notice that in the case that R is EZ cubicalizable, the notion ∂□[r] agrees with that defined in section 5. Then since by proposition 7.22, □(R) is an EZ category, corollary 5.14 implies that every monomorphism in □(R)^∧ is a transfinite composition of pushouts of morphisms in the set S_0 = {H\∂□[r] → H\□[r] | r ∈ R, H < Aut_{□(R)}(r)} . Since the simplicial realization preserves colimits and the class of monomorphisms in SSet is closed under transfinite compositions and pushouts, it suffices to show that each morphism |H\∂□[r]| → |H\□[r]| is a monomorphism. Now, since | · | preserves colimits, the morphism is isomorphic to H\|∂□[r]| → H\|□[r]| , and by proposition 7.21, |∂□[r]| is a simplicial subset of |□[r]|. Thus the morphism is a monomorphism.

8 Test category theory

In the section, we prove that the cubicalizations are actually test categories. The notion of test categories was introduced by Grothendieck in [18], where it was pointed out that a test category is a small category on which we can do homotopy theory. In fact, Cisinski developed a model structure on the category of presheaves over a test category in [9] based on the idea. So we can regard cubicalizations as a model of homotopy theory. Notice that, as a result of the integrated construction, most of the discussion in the section goes parallel to that in the simplest case □, see [9] and [23].

8.1 Homotopical categories

Before the discussion about test categories, it is convenient to introduce the notion of homotopical categories. In [14], it was pointed out that a homotopy theory given by a model structure on a category is actually determined by the class of weak equivalences, and the cofibrations and fibrations are only additional structures. So we can isolate the model-categorical arguments involving only weak equivalences from the whole theory.

Definition. A homotopical category is a bicomplete category C together with a wide subcategory W of C which contains all isomorphisms and satisfies the two-out-of-six property; i.e. if we have a sequence X^f−→ Y^g−→ Z^h−→ W of morphisms in C, then gf, hg ∈ W imply f, g, h, hgf ∈ W. An element of W is called a weak equivalence.

We often identify a wide subcategory with a class of morphisms which contains all the identities and is closed under compositions. In the original article [14], the assumption of bicompleteness does not appear. However, in this paper, everything is discussed for bicomplete categories. This is why we added the assumption to the definition of homotopical categories.

Note that if C is a category, then the class Isom(C) of isomorphisms satisfies the two-out-of-six property; indeed, gf, hg ∈ Isom(C) imply g ∈ Isom(C). Moreover, suppose F : C → D is a functor and W_D ⊂ D is a class of morphisms which satisfies the two-out-of-six property. Then the class F^{−1}W_D := {f : X → Y ∈ C | F (f) ∈ W_D} also satisfies the two-out-of-six property. In particular, if C is a model category and W is the class of weak equivalences, then W satisfies the two-out-of-six property since it is the inverse image of isom(Ho C) by the localization C → isom(Ho)C.

Conversely, it is easily verified that if a wide subcategory W ⊂ C satisfies the two-out-of-six, it also satisfies the two-out-of-three.

Definition. Let C be a homotopical catetory.

(i) A cylinder object on X ∈ C is a diagram X^{i0}−⇒_{i1} ^X^p−→ X such that pi_0 = pi_1 = id_X and p : ^X → X is a weak equivalence.

(ii) Dually, a path object on X ∈ C is a diagram X^j−→ ~X^{q0}−⇒_{q1} X such that q_0j = q_1j = id_X and j : X → ~X is a weak equivalence.

(iii) Two morphisms f_0, f_1 : X → Y ∈ C are said to be left homotopic if there are a cylinder object ^X on X and a morphism h : ^X → Y such that f_0 = hi_0 and f_1 = hi_1.

(iv) Two morphisms f_0, f_1 : X → Y ∈ C are said to be right homotopic if there are a path object ~Y on Y and a morphism k : X → ~Y such that f_0 = p_0k and f_1 = p_1k.

Notice that the homotopic relations are symmetric and reflexive. In general, however, it is not transitive, so the relations do not become equivalence relations on morphism sets.

Lemma 8.1. Let C be a homotopical category, and suppose morphisms f_0, f_1 : X → Y are left (resp. right) homotopic. Then f_0 is a weak equivalence if and only if f_1 is so.

Proof. By duality, we only show the statement in the case that f_0 and f_1 are left homotopic. So we have a cylinder object X ∐ X^{(i0 ,i1 )}−−−−→ ^X^p−→ X and a morphism h : ^X → Y such that f_0 = hi_0 and f_1 = hi_1. Since ^X is a cylinder object, the morphism p is a weak equivalence. Moreover, we have pi_0 = pi_1 = id_X , which implies i_0 and i_1 are weak equivalences since the class W of weak equivalences satisfies the two-out-of-three property. Thus f_0 is a weak equivalence if and only if h is so, and the other is the same.

Definition. Let C be a homotopical category. Let f : X → Y and g : Y → X be morphisms in C. Then g is called a homotopy inverse of f if gf is either left or right homotopic to the identity, and fg is either left or right homotopic to the identity.

It is clear that g is a homotopy inverse of f if and only if f is a homotopy inverse of g.

Corollary 8.2. Let C be a homotopical category. If f : X → Y ∈ C admits a homotopy inverse, then f is a weak equivalence.

Proof. Let g : Y → X be a homotopy inverse of f. Then lemma 8.1 implies that gf and fg are weak equivalences. Hence by the two-out-of-six property, f is a weak equivalence.

8.2 Test categories

The notion of test categories was introduced by Grothendieck in [18]. Further developments are established by Cisinski in [9] and Jardine in [23]. Before giving the definition, we begin with an essential proposition:

Proposition 8.3. Let A be a small category. We define functors ∫_A : A^∧ → Cat and N_A : Cat → A^∧ by ∫_A X = A/X and N_AC = Cat(A/( · ), C) . Then ∫_A ⊣ N_A is an adjoint pair.

Proof. For X ∈ A^∧, we defin a morphism η : X → N_A ∫_A X by the composition X ≃ A^∧(A[ · ], X) ∫_A −−→ Cat(A/( · ), A/X) = N_A ∫_A X , where the first isomorphism arises from the Yoneda lemma. On the other hand, if we write j : A ∋ a → A/a ∈ Cat, then we have a natural isomorphism ∫_A N_AC ≃ j ↓ C for C ∈ Cat. Indeed, the objects of the category ∫_A N_AC are diagrams of the form A[a] → N_AC in A^∧, which one-to-one correspond to diagrams A/a → C in Cat. This correspondence naturally extends to morphisms. We now define ε : ∫_A N_AC → C by ∫_A N_AC ≃ j ↓C^{eval1}−−−→ C , where eval_1 : j ↓ C → C is the evaluation at the terminal object, that is, the functor eval_1 : j ↓C ∋ ( A/a^γ−→ C ) → γ(1_a) ∈ C . We show ( ∫_A , N_A, η, ε) is actually an adjunction. To do so, we have to show the triangle identities. For X ∈ A^∧ and each (A[a]^x−→ X) ∈ ∫_A X, the image of x by the composition ∫_A X ∫_A η −−−→ ∫_A N_A ∫_A X^ε−→ ∫_A X (20)

is computed as follows: ε ∘ ∫_A η(x) = ε ( A[a]^x−→ X^η−→ N_A ∫_A X )

= ε ( A[a]^x−→ X ≃ A^∧(A[ · ], X) ∫_A −−→ Cat(A/( · ), A/X) )

= eval_1 ( A/a^{x∗}−→ A/X ) = x .

Thus the composition (20) is the identity.

We finally show the other identity. Notice that for a small category C and a cell (A/a^γ−→ C) ∈ N_AC, we can define a functor φ(γ) : A/a → j ↓ C which sends each object (a^{′ f}−→ a) ∈ A/a to the composition j(a^′) = A/a^{′ f∗}−→ A/a^γ−→ C . This assignment gives rise to a morphism φ : N_AC → N_A(j ↓ C) in A^∧. Then we obtain the following commutative diagram: N_AC^∼ φ fflffl A^∧(A/( · ), N_AC) ∫_A fflffl N_A(j ↓C)^∼ N_A ∫_A N_AC Thus, by composing eval_1 : j ↓C → C, one can verify that the composition N_AC^η−→ N_A ∫_A N_AC^{NAε}−−−→ N_AC is the identity.

To compute the counit ε : ∫_A N_A → Id_{Cat} of the adjunction, the following lemma is an essential tool:

Lemma 8.4. Let A be a small category. Let ∫_A : A^∧ −←−→ Cat : N_A be the adjoint pair and ε : ∫_A N_A → Id_{Cat} be the counit given above. Then for every small category C and for every object c ∈ C,there is an isomorphism ε↓c ≃ ∫_A N_A(C/c) of categories.

Proof. Recall that if D is a small category, the category ∫_A N_AD can be naturally identified with the category j ↓ D for j : A ∋ a → A/a ∈ Cat. Under the identification, ε : ∫_A N_AD → D is identified with the evaluation eval_1 : j↓D → D at the terminal object. Hence, the category ε ↓ c is the category whose objects are pairs of diagrams ( A/a^γ−→ C, γ(1_a)^f−→ c ) . The morphisms are morphisms α : a → a^′ ∈ A which commute with structure morphisms. On the other hand, objects of ∫_A N_A(C/c) ≃ j ↓(C/c) are functors A/a^{~γ}−→ C/c , which consist of data (A/a^γ−→ C, γ(1_a)^f−→ c). Therefore, objects of ε ↓ c correspond in one-to-one to those of ∫_A N_A(C/c). This correspondence clearly extends functorially to morphisms, so we obtain the result.

Definition. We denote by N : Cat → SSet the usual nerve functor. Then a functor φ : C → D is called a Thomason equivalence if it induces a weak equivalence Nφ : NC → ND in SSet in the Quillen model structure. A small category C is said to be aspherical if the unique functor C → ∗ is a Thomason equivalence.

The terminology comes from the model structure on Cat introduced by Thomason in [36], see also [8]. Many people studied about conditions in which a functor becomes a Thomason equivalence. The most well-known result is the following:

Theorem 8.5 (Quillen’s theorem A). Let φ : C → D be a functor between small categories If φ is aspherical, i.e. φ ↓ d is aspherical for each d ∈ D, then φ is a Thomason equivalence.

The proof was originally done by Quillen in [33]. Jardine gave another proof in [22], where he used the discussion about homotopy colimits in model categories.

Now we define test categories.

Definition. Let A be a small category.

(1) A is called a weak test category if the counit functor ε : ∫_A N_AC → C is a Thomason equivalence.

(2) A is called a local test category if A/a is a weak test category for each a ∈ A. (3) A is called a test category if it is both a weak test category and a local test category.

Proposition 8.6. Let A be a small category. Then the following hold:

(1) A is a weak test category if and only if for each small category D with terminal object, the category ∫_A N_AD is aspherical.

(2) A is a local test category if and only if for each small category D with terminal object, the forgetful functor ∫_A N_AD → A is aspherical.

Proof. If A is a weak test category and D is a small category with terminal object, then we have a sequence ∫_A N_AD^ε−→ D → ∗ of Thomason equivalences.

Conversely, suppose ∫_A N_AD is aspherical for each small category D with terminal object. Let C be an arbitrary small category. For each c ∈ C, by lemma 8.4, we have an isomorphism ε ↓ c ≃ ∫_A N_A(C/c). The assumption implies it is aspherical, so the counit ε : ∫_A N_AC → C is aspherical. Hence by Quillen’s theorem A, ε is a Thomason equivalence, and we obtain the part (1).

We finally show the part (2). For each a ∈ A and a small category C, objects of the category ∫_{A/a} N_{A/a}C are pairs ( a^{′ μ}−→ a, (A/a)/μ^γ−→ C ) . However, since for μ : a^′ → a ∈ A, (A/a)/μ is isomorphic to A/a^′, the category ∫_{A/a} N_{A/a}C is isomorphic to the category ( ∫_A N_AC)↓a whose objects are pairs ( a^{′ μ}−→ a, A/a^{′ γ}−→ C ) . Therefore, by the part (1), A/a is a weak test category if and only if the category ( ∫_A N_AD)↓a is aspherical for every small category D with terminal object, which says that the forgetful functor ∫_A N_AD → A is aspherical.

Corollary 8.7. A small category A is a test category if and only if it is aspherical and a local test category.

Proof. First notice that every weak test categories are aspherical; indeed, we have a sequence A ≃ A/∗ ≃ ∫_A N_A∗^ε−→ ∗ of Thomason equivalences.

We show the converse. Suppose A is aspherical and a local test category. It suffices to show that A is a weak test category. Notice that as shown in the proof of proposition 8.6, for every small category D with terminal object and each a ∈ A, there is an isomorphism ( ∫_A N_AD)↓a ≃ ∫_{A/a} N_{A/a}D . Since A is a local test category, by (1) in proposition 8.6, they are aspherical. Then by Quillen’s theorem A, the forgetful functor ∫_A N_AD → A is a Thomason equivalence. In particular, since A is aspherical, ∫_A N_AD is aspherical. Thus by (1) in proposition 8.6, A is a weak test category.

Notice that if A has a terminal object, then it is aspherical. In fact, most of examples of test categories have terminal objects.

Finally, we state the most important theorem about test categories:

Theorem 8.8 (Corollaire 4.2.18 in [9]). If A is a test category, then there is a cofibrantly generated model structure on A^∧ such that

• f : X → Y is a weak equivalence precisely if it is an ∞-equivalence.

• f : X → Y is a cofibration precisely if it is a monomorphism.

The proof is omitted here (see [9] or [23]).

8.3 Homotopy theory on presheaves on aspherical categories

Next, we give a sufficient condition for aspherical categories to be a test categories. The proof is really related to the interval-based homotopy theory.

Let A be an aspherical category. We call a morphism f : X → Y ∈ A^∧ an ∞-equivalence if it induces a Thomason equivalence f_∗ : A/X → A/Y . Hence by (2) in proposition 8.6 and corollary 8.7, A is a test category if and only if the morphism N_AD → ∗ ∈ A^∧ is an ∞-equivalence for every small category D with terminal object. We regard A^∧ as a homotopical category with the class of ∞-equivalences.

We also say a morphism f : X → Y ∈ A^∧ is aspherical if it induces an aspherical morphism f_∗ : A/X → A/Y . An object X ∈ A^∧ is said to be aspherical if the unique morphism X → ∗ is aspherical. By Quillen’s theorem A, that f is aspherical implies f is an ∞-equivalence.

Lemma 8.9. Let A be an aspherical category. Then a morphism f : X → Y ∈ A is aspherical if and only if for each cell y : A[a] → Y , the category A/(X ×_Y A[a]) is aspherical. In particular, X ∈ A is aspherical if and only if A/(X × A[a]) is aspherical for each a ∈ A.

Proof. The last part follows from the first one. Let f : X → Y ∈ A^∧ be a morphism. Then the induced functor f_∗ : A/X → A/Y is aspherical if and only if for each cell y : A[a] → Y , the category f_∗ ↓ y is aspherical. Objects of f_∗ ↓y are written as commutative squares of the form:

A[a^′] // fflffl A[a] y fflffl X^f // Y

Clearly they correspond one-to-one to morphism A[a^′] → X ×_Y A[a] ∈ A^∧. Thus, we obtain an isomorphism f_∗ ↓ y ≃ A/(X ×_Y A[a]), and the first part follows.

The last part follows from the first one.

Corollary 8.10. Let A be an aspherical category. Then a morphism f : X → Y ∈ A^∧ is aspherical if and only if for each cell y : A[a] → Y , the projection X ×_Y A[a] → A[a] is an ∞-equivalence. In particular, an object X ∈ A^∧ is aspherical if and only if the projection X × A[a] → A[a] is an ∞-equivalence for each a ∈ A.

Proof. The condition that X ×_Y A[a] → A[a] is an ∞-equivalence says that the induced functor A/(X ×_Y A[a]) → A/a is a Thomason equivalence. Since A[a]/a has a terminal object, hence aspherical, this holds if and only if A/(X ×_Y A[a]) is aspherical. Thus the result follows from lemma 8.9.

Corollary 8.11. Let A be an aspherical category. If f : X → Y ∈ A^∧ is aspherical, then for every W ∈ A^∧, the morphism f × W : X × W → Y × W is aspherical. In particular, if an object X ∈ A^∧ is aspherical, the projection X × W ↠ W is aspherical for every W ∈ A^∧.

Proof. By lemma 8.9, it suffices to show that the category A/ ( (X × W ) ×_{(Y ×W )} A[a] ) is aspherical for each cell (y, w) : A[a] → Y × W . Notice that we have the following pullback square:

X ×_Y A[a] // fflffl ·⌟^{A[a]}(y,w)_{fflffl} X × W^{f ×W} // Y × W Thus we obtain (X × W ) ×_{(Y ×W )} A[a] ≃ X ×_Y A[a], which induces an isomorphism A/ ( (X × W ) ×_{(Y ×W )} A[a] ) ≃ A/(X ×_Y A[a]) . Since f : X → Y is aspherical, the right hand side is aspherical, so we obtain the result.

Now fix an aspherical category A. Suppose we have a functor θ : A → Cat. We denote by θ^∗ : Cat → A^∧ the functor defined by

θ^∗(C) := Cat(θ( · ), C) .

The functor θ^∗ is right adjoint to the Yoneda extension θ_! : A^∧ → Cat of θ. Hence θ^∗ preserves limits, in particular it preserves cartesian products and the terminal object. It follows that under certain assumptions, the functor θ^∗ : Cat → A^∧ derives an interval theory on A^∧ from Cat. This is the key observation to obtain the following result.

Proposition 8.12. Let A be an aspherical category. Suppose we have a functor θ : A → Cat such that

(a) for each a ∈ A, the category θ(a) has a terminal object;

(b) if a small category D has a terminal object, then the object θ^∗D ∈ A^∧ is aspherical.

Then A is a test category.

Proof. By corollary 8.7 and (2) in proposition 8.6, it suffices to show that for each small category D with terminal object, N_AD is aspherical. By corollary 8.10, it also suffices to show that for each a ∈ A, the projection N_AD × A[a] ↠ A[a] is an ∞-equivalence.

We denote by i_0, i_1 : ∗ → [1] ∈ Cat the two inclusions whose images are 0 and 1 respectively. The assumptions and corollary 8.11 imply that for each X ∈ A^∧, the sequence X ∐ X ≃ (X × θ^∗∗) ∐ (X × θ^∗∗)^{(1×θ∗i0 ,1×θ∗i1 )} −−−−−−−−−−→ X × θ^∗[1]^{proj.}−−−→ X gives rise to a cylinder object X × θ^∗[1] on X in the sense of the section 8.1. Thus to see the projection N_AD×A[a] ↠ A[a] is an ∞-equivalence, by corollary 8.2, it suffices to show that for each a ∈ A, it admits a homotopy inverse with respect to the cylinder object N_AD × θ^∗[1].

We define t : ∗ → N_AD as the adjoint morphism to the functor A → D which sends all objects to a terminal object. We show the morphism t gives rise to required homotopy inverses. Since D has a terminal object, there is the obvious homotopy H : D × [1] → D from the identity functor to the contraction to a terminal object. Then we obtain the sequence A[a] × N_AD × θ^∗[1]^{1×1×β}−−−−→ A[a] × N_AD × N_A[1] ≃ A[a] × N_A(D × [1]) 1×N_A(H) −−−−−−→ A[a] × N_AD , where β : θ^∗ → N_A is the natural transformation induced by the functor A/a → θ(a) which sends each (a^{′ f}−→ a) ∈ A/a to the image of the terminal object of θ(a^′) by θ(f) : θ(a^′) → θ(a). Since β : θ^∗∗ → N_A∗ is naturally isormophic to the identity on the terminal object of A^∧, the composition above gives rise to a homotopy on A[a] × N_AD × θ^∗[1] from the identity to the contraction A[a] × N_AD ↠ A[a]^{1×t}−−→ A[a] × N_AD . Hence, by corollary 8.2, the projection N_AD ×A[a] ↠ A[a] is an ∞-equivalence. The result now follows from corollary 8.10.

Example 8.13. Let Δ be the simplex category. Then we have an embedding θ : Δ → Cat. The induced functor θ^∗ : Cat → ΔSet = SSet is nothing but the usual nerve functor. Hence the conditions in proposition 8.12 are obviously satisfied, so Δ is a test category.

8.4 Cubicalizations and test categories

Finally, we show that some cubicalizations are test categories. Before that, we have to consider a structure on a cubicalizable category which induces a cylinder-like structure on its cubicalization.

Definition. Let R be a cubicalizable category. Then an enlargement on R is an endofunctor c : R → R together with a natural transformation ι : Id → c such that

(1) for each r ∈ R, ι : r → c(r) ∈ R^+_0 and codeg ι_r = 2;

(2) c preserves (R^+_0 , R^−)-factorization; i.e. if σ ∈ R^− and δ ∈ R^+_0 , then c(σ) ∈ R^− and c(δ) ∈ R^+_0 ;

(3) for each f : r → r^′ ∈ R, the square

r^f // ι fflffl ·⌟^r ′ ι fflffl c(r)^{c(f )} // c(r^′) is a pullback.

Notice that the last condition implies that for each r ∈ R, c : R^+_0 /r → R^+_0 /c(r) is a section of ι^∗ : R^+_0 /c(r) → R^+_0 /r. Actually, we can write this map c : R^+_0 /r → R^+_0 c(r) explicitly as follows:

Lemma 8.14. Let R be a cubicalizable category, and let c : R → R be an enlargement. Then for each δ ∈ R^+_0 /r, we have c(δ) = ι_∗δ ∨ ¬ι . Proof. Since codeg ι = 2, we have either ¬ι ≤ c(δ) or c(δ) ≤ ι. If c(δ) ≤ ι, then we have c(δ) ∧ ι = c(δ); i.e. the following square is a pullback: c(s) // ·⌟ r ι fflffl c(s)^{c(δ)} // c(r) This contradicts to the definition of enlargements. So we have ¬ι ≤ c(δ). Then we have c(δ) = (ι ∧ c(δ)) ∨ (¬ι ∧ c(δ)) = (ι_∗ι^∗c(δ)) ∨ ¬ι = ι_∗δ ∨ ¬ι .

Corollary 8.15. In the above situation, for every morphism f : r^′ → r ∈ R and δ ∈ R^+_0 /r, we have c(f)^∗c(δ) = ι_∗f^∗(δ) ∨ ¬ι = c(f^∗δ) . Consequently, the functor c : R → R preserves pullback squares of morphisms in R^+_0 .

Proof. First notice that, by definition, we have σ(f)^∗(¬ι) = ¬σ(f)^∗(ι) = ¬ι .

Thus for δ^′ ∈ R^+_0 /c(r), we have

c(f)^∗(δ^′) = (c(f)^∗(δ^′) ∧ ι) ∨ (c(f)^∗(δ^′) ∧ ¬ι) = (ι_∗ι^∗c(f)^∗(δ^′)) ∨ c(f)^∗(δ^′ ∧ ¬ι) = (ι_∗f^∗ι^∗(δ^′)) ∨ c(f)^∗(δ^′ ∧ ¬ι) .

In particular, the case δ^′ = c(δ), by lemma 8.14, ¬ι ≤ c(δ), and we obtain c(f)^∗(c(δ)) = (ι_∗f^∗ι^∗(ι_∗δ ∨ ¬ι)) ∨ c(f)^∗(¬ι) = (ι_∗f^∗(δ)) ∨ ¬ι .

This is the first part.

Now setting f^′ to be the pullback of f by δ, we have the following commutative square: c(s^′)^{c(f} ′) //

c(f^∗(δ)) fflffl c(s) c(δ) fflffl c(r^′)^f // c(r) Since c(δ) is a monomorphism, the first part and the uniqueness of the pullback imply that the square is actually a pullback. Thus the last part follows. Example 8.16. Recall that ~Δ is the category of finite ordinals and order-preservin maps. For n ∈ ~Δ, set c(n) := n + 1 and ι : n → c(n) to be the inclusion. Then c and ι form an enlargement on ~Δ.

We see that enlargements naturally induce a structure on the cubicalization. The following two lemmas are key results:

Lemma 8.17. Let R be a cubicalizable category and c : R → R be an enlargement. Then c extends to □(R) → □(R) by setting c(γ^†) = c(γ)^† , c(δ^ξ ) = c(δ)^{ι∗ξ} .

for γ, δ, ξ ∈ R^+_0 such that the above makes sense.

Proof. First, notice that since ι is preserved by the pullback by c(γ), we have c(γ)^∗ι_∗ = ι_∗γ^∗ , and by corollary 8.15, we have c(γ)^†c(δ) = c(γ^†δ) . Thus by (2) of lemma 7.12, for every f : r^′ → r ∈ R and ξ ∈ R^+_0 /r with ξ ∧ im(f) = 0, we obtain c(γ^†)c(ξ, f) = c(γ)^†(ι_∗ξ, c(f)) = (c(γ)^∗ι_∗ξ, c(γ)^†c(f)) = (ι_∗γ^∗ξ, c(γ^†f)) = c(γ^∗ξ, γ^†f) = c(γ^†(ξ, f)) . On the other hand, we have c(δ^ξ )c(ε^ζ ) = c(δ)^{ι∗ξ}c(ε)^{ι∗ζ} = (ι_∗ξ ∨ c(δ)_∗ι_∗ζ, c(δ)c(ε)) = (ι_∗(ξ ∨ δ_∗ζ), c(δ)c(ε)) = c(δ^ξε^ζ ) . Hence the result follows.

Lemma 8.18. In the situation above, the following hold:

(1) For every γ : r^′ → r ∈ R^+_0 , the diagram

r^{γ†} // ι fflffl r^′ ι fflffl c(r)^{c(γ} †) // c(r′) is a pullback in V(R).

(2) The diagram r^ι−−⇒_{ι¬ι} c(r)^{ι†}−→ r in □(R) is natural with respect to r ∈ □(R).

Proof. Suppose γ : r^′ → r ∈ R^+_0 . By the proof of proposition 6.6, if we set δ := c(γ)ι ∨ ¬c(γ), then the pullback square is given as s^{′(δ} ∗(c(γ)ι))^†//

δ fflffl ·⌟^r ι_{fflffl} c(r^′)^{c(γ} †) // c(r)

(21)

By lemma 8.14, we have δ = c(γ)ι ∨ ¬c(γ) = (ιγ) ∨ (¬(ι_∗γ) ∧ ι) = ι_∗(γ ∨ ι^∗(¬ι_∗γ)) = ι_∗(γ ∨ ¬γ) = ι . Hence (δ^∗(c(γ)ι))^† = (ι^∗ι_∗γ)^† = γ^† , so that the square (21) is in fact the required one in (1).

Now we show (2). Let δ^ξσγ^† : r^′ → r ∈ □(R), and let η^′ = 0 or ¬ι ∈ R^+_0 /c(r^′). Put η = c(δ^ξσγ^†)_∗η^′. Then by part (1), we have ι ∧ η = ι ∧ c(δσγ^†)_∗η^′ = ι ∧ η^′ = 0 . Hence η ≤ ¬ι, so that η values 0 and ¬ι precisely when η is 0 and ¬ι respectively. We obtain c(δ^ξ σγ^†)ι^{η′} = ((ι_∗ξ) ∨ η, Λ^∁(η)c(δσγ^†)ι) = ((ι_∗ξ) ∨ η, Λ^∁(η)ιδσγ^†) = ι^η δ^ξσγ^† . Thus ι^η is natural.

On the other hand, by part (1), we have ι^†c(δσγ^†) = δσγ^†ι^† , in V(R), hence ι^†c(δ^ξ σγ^†) = ι^†c(δ)^{ι∗ξ} c(σγ^†) = (ι^∗ι_∗ξ, ι^†c(δ))c(σγ^†) = δ^ξ ι^†c(σγ^†) = δ^ξσγ^†ι^† . This implies that ι^† is also natural.

We are now ready to state and prove one of the main results: Theorem 8.19. Suppose R is a cubicalizable category with an enlargement c : R → R. Then the cubicalization □(R) is a test category. Proof. Recall that every cubicalizable category R is canonically equipped with a canonical poset representation which extends to R^+_0 /( · ) : □(R) → Poset → Cat .

We put θ := R^+_0 /( · ). Then since □(R) has a terminal object by (4) in lemma 7.12, to see □(R) is a test category, it suffices to show that θ satisfies the conditions in proposition 8.12.

Since for each r ∈ □(R), the category θ(r) is a finite lattice so that it has a terminal object. So we verify the other condition. Suppose D is a small category with terminal object. To see θ^∗D is aspherical, by corollary 8.10, it suffices to show that the projection θ^∗_RD × □[r] ↠ □[r] is an ∞-equivalence. More precisely, we shall directly show that the induced functor □(R)/(θ^∗_RD × □[r]) → □(R)/r is a Thomason equivalence. Notice that we have an isomorphism □(R)/(θ^∗_RD × □[r]) ≃ (θ ↓D) ×_{□(R)} (□(R)/r) . We define a functor h_D : θ ↓ D → θ ↓ D as follows: Fix a terminal object t ∈ D. Then for each (θ(r)^ρ−→ D) ∈ θ ↓D, define h_D(ρ) to be the obvious homotopy θ(c(r)) ≃ R^+_0 /c(r) ≃ R^+_0 /r × [1] → D from ρ to the constant functor at t ∈ D. We then obtain the following commutative diagram of functors θ ↓D // h_D fflffl □(R) c fflffl □(R)/r oo (ι^†)^∗ fflffl θ ↓D // □(R) □(R)/r oo which induces a functor h : □(R)/(θ^∗_RD × □[r]) → □(R)/(θ^∗_RD × □[r]).

Since an enlargenemt gives rise to an interval theory on the cubicalization, we have a diagram Id_{□(R)}^ι 0 −⇒ ι^1 c^{ι†}−→ Id_{□(R)} of natural transformations. They also induce natural transformations Id_{θ↓D}^{ι0∗}−→ h_D^{ι1∗}←− t Id_{□(R)/r}^{ι0}−→ (ι^†)^{∗ ι1∗}←− Id_{□(R)/r} where we identify t ∈ D with the constant functor θ → D. Hence we obtain natural transformations Id −→ h ←− (t × □[r])_∗ (22)

between functors □(R)/(θ^∗_RD × □[r]) → □(R)/(θ^∗_RD × □[r]), here we denote by t × □[r] the composition □(R)/(θ^∗_RD × □[r])^{proj∗}−−−→ □(R)/r^{(t×□[r])∗}−−−−−−→ □(R)/(θ^∗_RD × □[r]) . Thus the natural transformations in (22) imply that □(R)/(θ^∗_RD × □[r]) → □(R)/r is a Thomason equivalence by lemma 8.1 and the two-out-of-six property.

Now, we have a functor θ = θ : □(R) → Cat satisfying the conditions in proposition 8.12, so the result follows.

As a result, we obtain a model structure:

Corollary 8.20. Suppose R is a cubicalizable category with an enlargement c : R → R. Then there is a cofibrantly generated model structure on □(R)^∧ such that

• f : X → Y is a weak equivalence precisely if it is an ∞-equivalence.

• f : X → Y is a cofibration precisely if it is a monomorphism.

We call it the standard model structure.

9 Homotpy theory on cubicalized categories

In the previous sections, we saw that if R is a cubicalizable category with an enlargement, the cubicalization □(R) is a test category. It follows that the category □(R)^∧ canonically admits a model structure. In this section, we give another model structure on it in the case R is EZ cubicalizable. Recall that if R is a cubicalizable category, then we have a simplicial realization functor | · | : □(R)^∧ → SSet. We see that the functor induces a model structure. It is non-trivial that the model structure coincides with the standard model structure, but we can actually prove it in some cases containing □( ~Δ) = □^c the cubical category with connections.

9.1 Homotopy theory based on cylinders

First, we discuss cylinders on □(R)^∧. Fix a cubicalizable category R and an enlargement c : R → R on it. Recall that by lemma 8.18, we obtain a functor c : □(R) → □(R) and a diagram

Id^ι 0 −⇒ ι^1 c^{ι†}−→ Id of functors □(R) → □(R), where we write ι^1 = ι^{¬ι} and ι^0 = ι. Define a functor Cyl : □(R)^∧ → □(R)^∧ to be the left Kan extension of c. We call Cyl the cylinder functor induced from the enlargement c. The above diagram induces

Id^ι 0 −⇒ ι^1

Cyl^{ι†}−→ Id . (23)

Notice that the proof of lemma 8.18 also implies that

(R^+_0 /r) × [1] ∋ (ξ, k) → (ι^k )_∗ξ ∈ R^+_0 /c(r)

is a natural isomorphism with respect to r ∈ □(R). It gives rise to a natural isomorphism |□[c(r)]| ≃ |□[r]| × Δ[1], and moreover for X ∈ □(R)^∧, we obtain | Cyl X| ≃ ∫_{r∈□(R)} X(r) × |□[c(r)]| ≃ ∫_{r∈□(R)} X(r) × |□[r]| × Δ[1] ≃ |X| × Δ[1] . Under this isomorphism, the simplicial realization of diagram (23) is isomorphic to the diagram |X|^{(id,0)}−−−⇒ (id,1) |X| × Δ[1]^{proj}↠ |X| . The discussion above implies the following result:

Proposition 9.1. Let R be a cubicalizable category together with a fixed enlargement c : R → R. Suppose f_0, f_1 : X → Y ∈ □(R)^∧ are morphisms such that there is a morphism h : Cyl X → Y with hι^k = f_k for k = 0, 1. Then |f_0|, |f_1| : |X| → |Y | are homotopic in SSet.

Definition. Let R be a cubicalizable category, and let c : R → R be an enlargement. Then two morphisms f_0, f_1 : X → Y ∈ □(R)^∧ are said to be homotopic with respect to c if there is a morphism h : Cyl X → Y with hι^k = f_k for k = 0, 1. A morphism f : X → Y ∈ □(R)^∧ is called a homotopy equivalence if there is a morphism g : Y → X such that gf and fg are homotopic to the identities id_X and id_Y respectively.

Thanks to the two-out-of-six property, proposition 9.1 also implies the following:

Corollary 9.2. Let R be a cubicalizable category together with a fixed enlargement c : R → R. Then every homotopy equivalence f : X → Y ∈ □(R)^∧ induces a weak equivalence |f| : |X| → |Y | in SSet.

Recall that if R is a cubicalizable category with a thin-powered structure R^+_0 , then R^+_0 is itself cubicalizable, and □(R^+_0 ) is a wide subcategory of □(R).

We denote by i : □(R^+_0 ) → □(R) the inclusion. Moreover, if c : R → R is an enlargement, then it restricts to an enlargement on R^+_0 , which we also denote by c. Then we have ic = ci and i(ι) = ι. We denote by i^∗ : □(R) → □(R^+_0 ) the restriction functor. Then we can compare the homotopy theories on □(R)^∧ and □(R^+_0 )^∧ in the following sense.

Proposition 9.3. Let R be a cubicalizable category, and let c : R → R be an enlargement. Suppose morphisms f_0, f_1 : X → Y ∈ □(R)^∧ are homotopic with respect to c. Then i^∗f_0, i^∗f_1 are homotopic with respect to the restricted enlargement.

Proof. Let i_! : □(R^+_0 )^∧ → □(R)^∧ be the left Kan extension of i. Notice first that since ic = ci, we have a natural isomorphism i_! Cyl ≃ Cyl i_! and the following diagram of natural transformations:

i_{! i!(ι1)}//^{i!(ι}

0)// i_! Cyl^{i!(ι†)} // ≃ fflffl i_!

i_{! ι1} //^ι 0 // Cyl i_! ι^† // i_!

Taking the adjoint diagram, we obtain the following diagram:

i^∗ //// η fflffl Cyl i^∗ // fflffl i^∗ η fflffl i^∗i_!i^∗ //// i^∗ε fflffl i^∗ Cyl i_!i^∗ //

i^∗ Cyl η fflffl i^∗i_!i^∗ i^∗ε fflffl i^∗ //// i^∗ Cyl // i^∗

where η : Id → i^∗i_! and ε : i_!i^∗ → Id are the unit and counit of the adjunction i_! ⊣ i^∗ respectively. Then, by the triangle identities, the compositions of left and right edges are the identities. Hence the result follows.

Corollary 9.4. In the situation above, the functor i^∗ : □(R)^∧ → □(R^+_0 )^∧ preserves homotopy equivalence.

9.2 Model structure from the realization

Next, we see that a cylinder functor actually induces a homotopy theory. To do this, we need some preliminary results. Most of them appear in the appendices of [30].

First of all, we need the notion of accessibilities:

Definition. Let C be a locally presentable category, and let κ be an infinite regular cardinal. Then a full subcategory C_0 ⊂ C is called a κ-accessible subcategory if it satisfies the following:

(1) C_0 is closed under κ-filtered colimits in C.

(2) There is a (small) set S ⊂ Ob C_0 of κ-small objects in C which generates C_0 under κ-filtered colimits.

We say C_0 is an accessible subcategory if it is κ-accessible for some inifinite regular cardinal κ.

Note that the accesibility implies retraction closed condition. Indeed, suppose C_0 ⊂ C is a κ-accessible subcategory, and we have a retraction sequence A^i−→ X^r−→ A in C with X ∈ C_0. Choose a κ-filtered cardinal λ, and define A_• : λ → C_0 as follows: For each α ≤ λ, we set A_α = X, and for each α ≤ β < λ, we consider ir : A_α → A_β . Then A_• : λ → C_0 is a well-defined functor because of the equation ri = id. Now, it is easily verifies that

A ≃ colim_{α<λ} A_α .

Since C_0 is closed under κ-filtered colimits, we obtain A ∈ C_0.

To verify the accessibility, the following result is most essential:

Proposition 9.5 (Corollary A.2.6.5 in[30]). Let F : C → D is a functor between locally presentable categories which preserves κ-filtered colimits for an inifinite regular cardinal κ. Then for every κ-accessible subcategory D_0 ⊂ D, the full subcategory F^{−1}D_0 ⊂ C spanned by objects X ∈ C with F (X) ∈ D_0 is also a κ-accessible subcategory of C.

Definition. Let C be a locally presentable category. Then a class W of morphisms of C, which we will often identify with a full subcategory of C^{[1]}, is said to be perfect if it satisfies the following:

(1) W contains all isomorphisms.

(2) W satisfies the two-out-of-three axiom.

(3) W is an accessible subcategory of C^{[1]}.

Notice that by the discussion above, a perfect class is closed under retracts.

Corollary 9.6. If F : C → D is a functor between locally presentable category which preserves filtered colimit, then for every perfect class W_D ⊂ D^{[1]}, the class F^{−1}W_D ⊂ C^{[1]} is also perfect.

Example 9.7. The class isom(Set) of all bijections in the category Set is perfect. Indeed, isom(Set) is an ω-accessible subcategory of Set^{[1]} since it is generated by {n = n | n ∈ N} ⊂ isom(Set) under ω-filtered colimits, where ω is the smallest infinite cardinal. The other conditions are obvious.

Note that this argument works for every locally presentable category.

Example 9.8. Define a functor Π_• : SSet → Set by

Π_•(X) := ∞∐ n=0 Top(S^n, |X|)/homotopy ,

where Top is the category of compactly generated spaces and | · | : SSet → Top is the geometric realization. Since S^n and S^n × I are compact, and every simplicial map X → Y induces a relative cell complex |X| → |Y |, the functor Π_• preserves filtered colimits. Hence the class Π^{−1}_• (isom(Set)) ⊂ SSet^{[1]} is perfect. Of course, Π^{−1}_• (isom(Set)) is the class of weak equivalences in the Quillen model structure.

Theorem 9.9 (Proposition A.2.6.13 in [30]). Let C be a locally presentable category. Suppose we have a perfect class W and a set C_0 of morphisms of C such that

(a) W is closed under pushouts by pushouts of morphisms in C_0; (b) Every morphism f of C with C_0 ⋔ f belongs to W.

Then there is a left proper cofibrantly generated model structure on C such that • A morphism f is a weak equivalence if and only if f ∈ W. • A morphism f is a cofibration if and only if f ∈ Sat(C_0), where Sta(C_0) is the saturated class generated by C_0.

• A morphism f is a fibration if and only if (Sat(C_0) ∩ W) ⋔ f. Now we obtain the model structure:

Theorem 9.10. Let R be an EZ cubicalizable category equipped with an enlargement c : R → R. Let □(R) denote the cubicalization, and let | · | : □(R)^∧ → SSet be the geometric realization. Then there is a left proper cofibrantly generated model structure on the category □(R)^∧ such that

• the class of weak equivalences is that of morphisms f such that |f| is a weak equivalence in SSet;

• the class of cofibrations is that of monomorphisms;

• the class of fibrations is the right orthogonal class of trivial cofibrations. Moreover, the functors | · | : □(R)^∧ → SSet is a left Quillen functor. Proof. Let W be the class of morphisms f : X → Y ∈ □(R)^∧ such that |f| is a weak equivalence in SSet. By corollary 9.6, W is perfect. We set C_0 := {H\∂□[r] → H\□[r] | r ∈ □(R), H < Aut_{□(R)}(r)} . Then the class of monomorphism is generated by C_0 as a saturated class. Moreover, by corollary 7.24, | · | : □(R)^∧ → SSet preserves monomorphism and the (Quillen) model structure on SSet is left proper, so that the class W is closed under pushouts by monomorphisms. Hence by theorem 9.10, it suffices to show that if f : X → Y ∈ □(R)^∧ is right orghogonal to all monomorphisms, it belongs to W.

Suppose f : X → Y is a morphism such that C_0 ⋔ f. We define Q_f ∈ □(R)^∧ by the following pushout:

X ∐ X^{id∐f} //

(ι^0,ι^1) fflffl ⌜· X ∐ Y fflffl Cyl X // Q_f

The morphisms Cyl X^{ι†}−→ X^f−→ Y X ∐ Y^{(f,id)}−−−→ Y induce a morphism ρ : Q_f → Y . Notice that we have | Cyl X| ≃ |X| × Δ[1], so that the simplicial realization of the pushout square is the following: |X| ∐ |X|^{id∐|f |} // (0,1) fflffl ⌜· |X| ∐ |Y | fflffl |X| × Δ[1] // |Q_f | Thus |Q_f | is nothing but the mapping cylinder of |f| and |ρ| : |Q_f | → |Y | is the retraction, which is a weak equivalence. It follows that ρ ∈ W.

Now, write i : X^{inj}−→ X ∐ Y → Q_f . Then we obtain a factorization f = ρi. Since i is a monomorphism, there is a morphism r : Q_f → X such that the following diagram is commutative: X i fflffl X f fflffl Q_f^ρ // r ¿¿˝ ˝˝ ˝˝ ˝˝ ˝ Y In other words, we have the following retraction diagram:

X^i // f fflffl Q_f^r // ρ fflffl X f fflffl Y Y Y Since W is closed under retract, we obtain f ∈ W as required.

9.3 Monoidal structures and thin-powered structure

We next consider the monoidal structure on cubicalizations. Recall that most of important examples of cubical categories admit monoidal structures. We first see that some of the monoidal structures on cubicalizations □(R) come from monoidal structures on the original categories R.

Definition. A cubicalizable category R is said to be monoidal if it is equipped with a strict monoidal structure ⊗ : R × R → R such that

(1) R has an initial object, which is the unit of the monoidal structure;

(2) if δ_1, δ_2 ∈ R^+_0 are morphisms, we have δ_1 ⊗ δ_2 ∈ R^+_0 ;

(3) the poset representation R → Poset is monoidal; indeed, there is a natural isomorphism (R^+_0 /r_1)×(R^+_0 /r_2) ≃ R^+_0 /(r_1⊗r_2) which satisfies the coherent conditions.

Example 9.11. Recall that ~Δ admits a monoidal structure so called “sum” of ordinals. Clearly the monoidal structure restricts to ~Δ^+ and satisfies the conditions above. Hence ~Δ is a monoidal cubicalizable category. If G is a group operad, ~ΔG also admits a similar monoidal structure, and it is monoidal cubicalizable.

Notice that the thin-powered structure ~Δ^+ is not only a cubicalizable category, but also monoidal with the restricted monoidal structure. More generally, if a cubicalizable category R is monoidal, then the monoidal structure restricts to R^+_0 and R^+_0 is also monoidal.

As expected, if ⊗ is a monoidal structure as above, then it preserves R^− as well as R^+_0 . Suppose σ_1 : r_1 → r^′_1 and σ_2 : r_2 → r^′_2 are R^+_0 -surjections. Since the poset representation is monoidal, we have (σ_1 ⊗σ_2)_∗ ≃ (σ_1)_∗ ⊗(σ_2)_∗. Notice that a morphism f : r → r^′ ∈ R is R^+_0 -surjective if and only if the image of f_∗ : R^+_0 /r → R^+_0 /r^′ contains the greatest element 1 : r^′ → r^′. Now we have 1 ≃ 1 ⊗ 1 = (σ_1)_∗(1) ⊗ (σ_2)_∗(1), so that σ_1 ⊗ σ_2 is R^+_0 -surjective.

Note also that if we write m : R^+_0 /r_1 ⊗ R^+_0 /r_2 ≃ R^+_0 /(r_1 ⊗ r_2) to be the monoidal isomorphism, for δ_1 ∈ R^+_0 /r_1 and δ_2 ∈ R^+_0 /r_2, we have

m(δ_1, δ_2) = m((δ_1)_∗1, (δ_2)_∗1) = (δ_1 ⊗ δ_2)_∗m(1, 1) = (δ_1 ⊗ δ_2)_∗1 = δ_1 ⊗ δ_2 ,

where 1 denotes the greatest element. Thus joins and meets are componentwisely computed; i.e. (δ_1 ⊗ δ_2) ∨ (δ^′_1 ⊗ δ^′_2) = (δ_1 ∨ δ^′_1) ⊗ (δ_2 ∨ δ^′_2) and so on. In particular, we have ¬(δ_1 ⊗ δ_2) = (¬δ_1) ⊗ (¬δ_2).

Moreover the isomorphism (R^+_0 /r_1) × (R^+_0 /r_2) ≃ R^+_0 /(r_1 ⊗ r_2) implies that every δ ∈ R^+_0 /(r_1 ⊗ r_2) is uniquely written as δ = δ_1 ⊗ δ_2 for δ_1 ∈ R^+_0 /r_1 and δ_2 ∈ R^+_0 /r_2. More precisely, denote by 0 the initial object of R. We also denote by 0 : 0 → r the unique morphism in R for r ∈ R. Then for each r_1, r_2 ∈ R, we can defin the “inclusions” j_i : r_i → r_1 ⊗ r_2 as

j_1 : r_1 ≃ r_1 ⊗ 0^{id⊗0}−−−→ r_1 ⊗ r_2 ,

j_2 : r_2 ≃ 0 ⊗ r_2^{0⊗id}−−−→ r_1 ⊗ r_2 .

Since monoidal structure preserves R^+_0 , j_1, j_2 ∈ R^+_0 /(r_1 ⊗ r_2). Moreover, by the natural isomorphism (R^+_0 /r_1) × (R^+_0 /r_2) ≃ R^+_0 /(r_1 ⊗ r_2), we have ¬j_1 = j_2 and ¬j_2 = j_1. Therefore, for δ ∈ R^+_0 /(r_1 ⊗ r_2), we have δ = (δ∧j_1)∨(δ∧j_2) = (j_1)_∗(j^∗_1 δ)∨(j_2)_∗(j^∗_2 δ) = ((j^∗_1 δ)⊗0)∨(0⊗(j^∗_2 δ)) = (j^∗_1 δ)⊗(j^∗_2 δ) .

The monoidal structure is also functorial for pullbacks:

Lemma 9.12. Let R be a monoidal cubicalizable category. Then for morphisms f_i : r^′_i → r_i and δ_i ∈ R^+_0 /r_i for i = 1, 2, we have the formula: (f_1 ⊗ f_2)^∗(δ_1 ⊗ δ_2) = (f^∗_1 δ_1) ⊗ (f^∗_2 δ_2) .

Proof. Since the functor R^+_0 /( · ) is monoidal, for δ^′_i ∈ R^+_0 /r_i for i = 1, 2, the following equivalences hold: (f_1)_∗(δ^′_1) ⊗ (f_2)_∗(δ^′_2) ≤ δ_1 ⊗ δ_2 ⇐⇒ (f_1)_∗(δ^′_1) ≤ δ_1 and (f_2)_∗(δ^′_2) ≤ δ_2 ⇐⇒ δ^′_1 ≤ f^∗_1 δ_1 and δ^′_2 ≤ f^∗_2 δ_2 ⇐⇒ δ^′_1 ⊗ δ^′_2 ≤ (f^∗_1 δ_1) ⊗ (f^∗_2 δ_2) .

This implies that we have the following Galois connection: (f_1)_∗ ⊗ (f_2)_∗ : R^+_0 /(r^′_1 ⊗ r^′_2) ←→ R^+_0 /(r_1 ⊗ r_2) : f^∗_1 ⊗ f^∗_2 .

Now the equation f^∗_1 ⊗ f^∗_2 = (f_1 ⊗ f_2)^∗ follows from the equation (f_1)_∗ ⊗ (f_2)_∗ = (f_1 ⊗ f_2)_∗ and the uniqueness of right adjoinction. Hence the result follows.

As a consequence, we have a monoidal structure on the cubicalization: Corollary 9.13. If R is a monoidal cubicalizable category, then the monoidal structure extends to the cubicalization □(R) by setting

(δ^{ξ1}_1 σ_1γ^†_1) ⊗ (δ^{ξ2}_2 σ_2γ^†_2) = (δ_1 ⊗ δ_2)^{ξ1 ⊗ξ2} (σ_1 ⊗ σ_2)(γ_1 ⊗ γ_2)^† . The unit object is the terminal object.

Notice that if 0 is the initial object of R, then it is the terminal object in the cubicalization □(R); for the unique 0 : 0 → r ∈ R, 0^† : r → 0 ∈ □(R) is the unique morphism onto the terminal object.

Example 9.14. Consider the cubicalizable categories ~Δ, ~Δ^+ and ~ΔG for a group operad G. They are monoidal, and the induced monoidal structures on cubicalizations coincide with the canonical monoidal structures on them; defined by □[m] ⊗ □[n] := □[m + n]. In general, it is known that a monoidal structure on a presite induces a monoidal structure on the category of presheaves on it. Precisely, if (A, ⊗) is a small monoidal category, then for X, Y ∈ A^∧, we set X ⊗ Y := ∫_{p,q∈A} A[p ⊗ q] × X(p) × Y (q) .

We call it the convolution product. By the co-Yoneda lemma, it is in fact a monoidal structure which is an extension of that on A. The unit object on A^∧ is represented by that of A.

Moreover, the convolution product is a part of adjuncions of two variables. Indeed, we have A^∧(X ⊗ Y, Z) ≃ ∫ a∈A ∫ p,q∈A Set(A(a, p ⊗ q) × X(p) × Y (q), Z(a)) ≃ ∫ p,q∈A Set(X(p) × Y (q), Z(p ⊗ q)) . Hence if we set Map_l(X, Z) := ∫ p∈A Z(p ⊗ ( · ))^{X(p)} , Map_r(Y, Z) := ∫ q∈A Z(( · ) ⊗ q)^{Y (q)} , then we obtain the adjunctions

A^∧(Y, Map_l(X, Z)) ≃ A^∧(X ⊗ Y, Z) ≃ A^∧(X, Map_r(Y, Z)) . Therefore, A^∧ is a closed monoidal category. To summarise, we obtain the following:

Proposition 9.15. If R is a monoidal cubicalizable category, then the category □(R)^∧ admits a closed monoidal structure X ⊗ Y := ∫_{p,q∈□(R)} □[p ⊗ q] × X(p) × Y (q) with terminal unit. Moreover, the simplicial realization functor □(R)^∧ → SSet is (strongly) monoidal.

Proof. The first statement follows from the discussion above. So we show the last one. Notice that the simplicial realization | · | : □(R)^∧ → SSet is a left adjoint functor, so preserves colimits. Notice also that the composition □(R)^R + 0 /( · ) −−−−−→ Poset^N−→ SSet is monoidal. Hence the required result is verified by the direct calculus as follows: |X ⊗ Y | ≃ | | | | ∫_{p,q∈□(R)} □[p ⊗ q] × X(p) × Y (q) | | | | ≃ ∫_{p,q∈□(R)} |□[p ⊗ q]| × X(p) × Y (q) ≃ ∫_{p,q∈□(R)} |□[p]| × |□[q]| × X(p) × Y (q) ≃ (∫_{p∈□(R)} |□[p]| × X(p) ) × (∫_{q∈□(R)} |□[q]| × Y (q) )

≃ |X| × |Y | .

Next, we observe that a monoidal cubicalizable category admits enlargements. Let R be a monoidal cubicalizable category, and fix an object t ∈ R of degree 2. We define a functor c_t : R → R by c_t(r) := r ⊗ t, and a natural transformation ι : Id → c_t by ι : r ≃ r ⊗ 0 → r ⊗ t.

Lemma 9.16. In the situation above, c_t and ι form an enlargement on R. Proof. We have codeg ι = deg t = 2. The other conditions follow from the discussion on the beginning of this subsection and lemma 9.12.

Hence by lemma 8.17 and lemma 8.18, we obtain an extension c_t : □(R) → □(R) and the diagram Id^ι−−⇒_{ι¬ι} c_t^{ι†}−→ Id on □(R). However, by the formula of the extionsion, we have

c_t(δ^ξ σγ^†) = c_t(δ)^{ι∗ξ} c_t(σ)c_t(γ)^† = (δ ⊗ t)^{ξ⊗t}(σ ⊗ t)(γ ⊗ t)^† = (δ^ξ σγ^†) ⊗ t . In other words, the extension of c_t is nothing but the extension of the functor ( · ) ⊗ t in corollary 9.13. The diagram is isomorphic to the following:

Id^{id⊗0} −−−⇒ id⊗0^t ( · ) ⊗ t^{id⊗0†}−−−−→ Id . Moreover, the functor Cyl : □(R)^∧ → □(R)^∧ can be comupted as Cyl X ≃ X ⊗ □[t] . Finally, we prove the following result:

Proposition 9.17. Let R be a monoidal EZ cubicalizable category. Then the model structure on □(R)^∧ defined in thorem 9.10 is compatible with the convolution product. Consequently, □(R)^∧ is a monoidal model category.

Before the proof, we need some preliminary results.

Lemma 9.18. Let R be a monoidal EZ cubicalizable category. Then for each r_1, r_2 ∈ R, the inclusion ∂□[r_1 ⊗ r_2] → □[r_1 ⊗ r_2] is naturally isomorphic to the morphism

∂□[r_1] ⊗ □[r_2] ∐_{∂□[r1]⊗∂□[r2]} □[r_1] ⊗ ∂□[r_2] → □[r_1] ⊗ □[r_2] .

Proof. By the definition of ∂□[r_1 ⊗ r_2], it is given as the coequalizer of the sequence ∐ (δ^′:s^′ →r_1⊗r_2 )∈R^+_0 /(r_1⊗r_2)

codeg δ^′ =4

□[s^′] × (R^+_0 /(r_1 ⊗ r_2))_{≤¬δ}′ ⇒ ∐ (δ:s→r_1 ⊗r_2)∈R^+_0 /(r_1⊗r_2 ) codeg δ=2

□[s] × (R^+_0 /(r_1 ⊗ r_2))_{≤¬δ} .

We have a natural isomorphism R^+_0 /(r_1 ⊗ r_2) ≃ (R^+_0 /r_1) × (R^+_0 /r_2). Moreover, for γ : t → r_1 ⊗ r_2, there uniquely exists γ_1 : t_1 → r_1 and γ_2 : t_2 → r_2 such that γ = γ_1 ⊗ γ_2. In this case, we have codeg γ = (codeg γ_1)(codeg γ_2). Thus ∂□[r_1 ⊗ r_2] is also given as the colimit of the solid part of the following diagram: ∐ δ^′_1 :s^′_1→r_1

□[s^′_1] × [1]^2 ⊗ ∐ δ^′_2:s^′_2 →r_2

□[s^′_2] × [1]^2

////

fflfflfflffl

( ∐ δ_1:s_1 →r_1

□[s_1] × [1] ) ⊗ ∐ δ^′_2:s^′_2 →r_2

□[s^′_2] × [1]^2 //

fflfflfflffl

□[r_1] ⊗ ∐ δ^′_2:s^′_2 →r_2

□[s^′_2] × [1]^2

fflfflfflffl ∐ δ^′_1:s^′_1 →r_1

□[s^′_1] × [1]^2 ⊗ ( ∐ δ_2 :s_2→r_2

□[s_2] × [1] ) ////

fflffl

( ∐ δ_1 :s_1→r_1

□[s_1] × [1] ) ⊗ ( ∐ δ_2 :s_2 →r_2

□[s_2] × [1] ) //

fflffl

□[r_1] ⊗ ( ∐ δ_2 :s_2→r_2

□[s_2] × [1] )

∐ δ^′_1 :s^′_1→r_1

□[s^′_1] × [1]^2

⊗ □[r_2] //// ( ∐ δ_1 :s_1→r_1

□[s_1] × [1] ) ⊗ □[r_2]

It is final in the whole diagram. However, since ⊗ commutes with colimits, the colimit of the whole diagram is clearly isomorphic to the pushout of the square

∂□[r_1] ⊗ ∂□[r_2] // fflffl □[r_1] ⊗ ∂□[r_2]

∂□[r_1] ⊗ □[r_2]

Finally, we obtain the required isomorphism.

For f_1 : A_1 → B_1, f_2 : A_2 → B_2 ∈ □(R)^∧, we write

f_1 ⊙ f_2 : B_1 ⊗ A_2 ∐_{A1⊗A2} A_1 ⊗ B_2 → B_1 ⊗ B_2 .

Notice that ⊙ induces a closed monoidal structure on the category (□(R)^∧)^{[1]}. We denote by β_r : ∂□[r] → □[r] the natural inclusion. Then lemma 9.18 asserts that β_{r1} ⊙ β_{r2} ≃ β_{r1 ⊗r2} . Moreover, for r ∈ R and H < Aut_{□(R)}(r), we write β^H_r : H\∂□[r] → H\□[r] .

Corollary 9.19. In the above situation, we have an isomorphism β^{H1}_{r1} ⊙ β^{H2}_{r2} ≃ β^{H1 ×H2}_{r1⊗r2} . Proof. First notice that H_i acts on β_{ri} in the category (□(R)^∧)^{[1]} for i = 1, 2. Hence we obtain an isomorphism β^{Hi}_{ri} ≃ H_i\β_{ri} . Now we have an embedding Aut_{□(R)}(r_1)×Aut_{□(R)}(r_2) → Aut_{□(R)}(r_1 ⊗r_2), so that we can identify H_1 ×H_2 with a subgroup of Aut_{□(R)}(r_1 ⊗ r_2). In the case, H_1 × H_2 acts on β_1 ⊙ β_2 componentwisely. Hence, by lemma 9.18, we have isomorphisms β^{H1}_{r1} ⊙ β^{H2}_{r2} ≃ (H_1\β_{r1} ) ⊙ (H_2\β_{r2} ) ≃ (H_1 × H_2)\(β_{r1} ⊙ β_{r2} ) ≃ (H_1 × H_2)\β_{r1⊗r2} ≃ β^{H1 ×H2} r_1⊗r_2 .

Composing them, and we obtain the required isomorphism. Proof of proposition 9.17. Recall that a monoidal structure on □(R) is said to be compatible with the model structure if for every cofibrations f_1, f_2, the morphism f_1 ⊙ f_2 is also a cofibration which is moreover trivial if either f_1 or f_2 is so. We first show that if f_1, f_2 are cofibrations, or monomorphisms, then so is f_1 ⊙ f_2. It follows from corollary 5.14 and corollary 9.19. Indeed, by corollary 5.14, if we set S_0 := {β^H_r : H\∂□[r] → H\□[r] | r ∈ □(R), H < Aut_{□(R)}(r)} , then the class of monomorphisms in □(R)^∧ coincides with the saturated class Sat(S_0) generated by S_0. Since the category □(R)^∧ is locally presentable, the small object argument implies that Sat(S_0) =^⋔(S^⋔_0 ). Now ⊙ is a closed monoidal structure on (□(R))^∧, for a class M of morphisms, we have (S_0 ⊙ S_0) ⋔ M ⇐⇒ S_0 ⋔ Map^⊙_r (S_0, M) ⇐⇒ Sat(S_0) ⋔ Map^⊙_r (S_0, M) ⇐⇒ (Sat(S_0) ⊙ S_0) ⋔ M ⇐⇒ S_0 ⋔ Map^⊙_l (S_0, M) ⇐⇒ Sat(S_0) ⋔ Map^⊙_l (S_0, M) ⇐⇒ (Sat(S_0) ⊙ Sat(S_0)) ⋔ M .

One can verify Sat(S_0) ⊙ Sat(S_0) ⊂ Sat(S_0) by setting M to be the class of trivial fibrations, and using corollary 9.19.

Finally, suppose f_1 : A_1 → B_1 and f_2 : A_2 → B_2 are monomorphisms such that either f_1 or f_2 is trivial. Since the simplicial realization is monoidal and preserves colimits, we have |f_1 ⊙ f_2| ≃ |f_1| ⊙ |f_2| : (|B_1| × |A_2|) ∐_{|A1|×|A2|}(|A_1| × |B_2|) → |B_1| × |B_2| .

By corollary 7.24, |f_1| and |f_2| are cofibrations and either |f_1| or |f_2| is trivial in SSet. Then since the cartesian product on SSet is compatible with the Quillen model structure, |f_1| ⊙ |f_2| is a trivial cofibration. Thus we conclude that f_1 ⊙ f_2 is a trivial cofibration in □(R)^∧ in the model structure defined in theorem 9.10.

9.4 Regularity

The notion of regularity is really important when one consider model structures on a presheaf category. We here recall the definition:

Definition. Let A be a small category. Then a model structure on A^∧ is said to be regular if for each object X ∈ A^∧, the natural morphism

hocolim (A[a]→X)∈A/X A[a] → X is a weak equivalence.

Recall that, in the case that C is a cofibrantly generated model category, a homotopy colimit on C over a small category I is defined to be the derived functor of the left Quillen functor colim : C^I_{proj} → C, where C^I_{proj} is the functor category together with the projective model structure. However, the homotopy colimit of a small diagram D : I → C is also computed as follows: First, choose a model structure on C^I such that the adjunction

colim : C^I −←−→ C : const

forms a Quillen adjunction; e.g. consider the projective model structure. Choose also a cofibrant replacement ~D → D of D in the model structure. Then we set

hocolim i∈I D(i) := colim_{i∈I} ~D(i) .

It is a consequence of Ken Brown’s lemma and the two-out-of-six property that the homotopy types of the homotopy colimit is independent of the choice of the model structure and the fibrant replacement. Notice that although homotopy colimits are classically defined in a functorial way (e.g. [5] or [19]), the homotopy colimits computed in the way above may not be functorial, that is, the above computation of homotopy colimits may not define any functor hocolim : Cat/C → C. Indeed, the homotopy colimits above are actually defined in the homotopy category. For the equivalence to the classical one, see [19] or [23].

For example, let C be a cofibrantly generated model category and C be a small category. Regard an object K ∈ C as a constant functor K : C → C. Then we define an object N_H(C; K) ∈ C by the following homotopy colimit:

N_H(C; K) := hocolim_{a∈C} K .

We call it the internal nerve of C in C at K. For a terminal object ∗ ∈ C, we write N_H(C) := N_H(C; ∗).

The internal nerve catches a homotopical information of a category in some sense. In fact, we have

Lemma 9.20. Let C be a cofibrantly generated model category and K ∈ C. If D is a small category with a terminal object, then the natural morphism

N_H(D; K) → K

is a weak equivalence in C. In particular, the unique morphism N_H(D) → ∗ is a weak equivalence.

Proof. Let ~K → K be a cofibrant replacement in C^D in the projective model structure. If t ∈ D is a terminal object, then we have

hocolim_D K ≃ colim_{d∈D} ~K(d) ≃ ~K(t) .

Since the natural transformation ~K → K is a pointwise weak equivalence, we obtain a sequence of weak equivalences:

N_H(D; K) ≃ hocolim_D K ≃ ~K(t) ≃ K(t) = K .

Notice that since the homotopy colimit is only defined up to homotopy, N_H(C; K) is not functorial with respect C ∈ Cat in general. However, if we have a functor Φ : A → Cat together with a pointwise fibration φ : Φ → C, see [4] for the definition, to a constant functor at C ∈ Cat, then we can assume N_H(Φ( · ); K) : A → C is a functor; indeed, since φ_a : Φ(a) → C is a fibration, the adjoint pair φ^∗_a : C^C ⇄ C^{Φ(a)} : (φ_a)_∗ arising from the right Kan extension is a Quillen pair. It follows that if one choose a cofibrant replacement ~K → K in C^C , for each a ∈ A, φ^∗_a ~K → K is also a cofibrant replacement in C^{Φ(a)}. Hence we have

hocolim

Φ(a)

K ≃ colim c∈Φ(a) ~K(φ_a(c)) which is clearly functorial with respect to a ∈ A. In particular, thanks to the forgetful functor A/X → A, we have a functor

N_H(A/( · ); K) : A^∧ → C .

It is a special case of Grothendieck construction.

Let go back to the discussion about regularity. Generally, for a fixed model structure on A, we will say X ∈ A^∧ is regular if the natural morphism

hocolim (A[a]^x−→X)∈A/X A[a] → X is a weak equivalence. Then some calculations of homotopy colimits gives rise to good criteria:

Proposition 9.21. Let A be a small category. Suppose A^∧ admits a model structure such that

(a) every object in A^∧ is cofibrant;

(b) for each a ∈ A, the morphism A[a] → ∗ is a weak equivalence.

Then the following hold:

(1) An arbitrary coproduct of regular objects is regular.

(2) If X_0 ← X_1^i−→ X_2 is a diagram of regular objects in A^∧ with i a cofibration, then X_0 ∐_{X1} X_2 is regular.

(3) If X_0 → X_1 → . . . is a λ-sequence of cofibrations for an ordinal λ such that each term X_α is regular, then its colimit colim_{α<λ} X_α is also regular.

For the proof, see for example [23]. We now ready to prove the result:

Theorem 9.22. Let R be an EZ cubicalizable category with an enlargement c : R → R. Suppose X ∈ □(R)^∧ is an object such that each natural morphism sk_{n−1} X → sk_n X is a pushouts of a coproduct of morphisms of the form ∂□[r] → □[r] for r ∈ □(R). Then X is regular with respect to the model structure given in theorem 9.10. In particular, if R has no non-trivial isomorphism, the model structure is regular.

Proof. Since R is an EZ cubicalizable, the category □(R) is an EZ category. Then by corollary 5.14, every monomorphism is a transfinite composition of pushouts of morphism of the form H\∂□[r] → H\□[r] for r ∈ □(R) and H < Aut_{□(R)}(r). In particular, the natural morphism sk_{n−1} X → sk_n X is a pushout of a coproduct of such morphisms with deg r = n. Notice that every isomorphism in □(R) is an image of an isomorphism in R by the canonical embedding R → □(R), so if R has no non-trivial isomorphism, so does □(R). Thus, the last statement follows from the first.

We show the first statement. First, we show that every representable object is regular; i.e. the natural morphism

hocolim (s^f−→r)∈□(R)/r □[s] → □[r] is a weak equivalence. Notice that the simplicial realizations of representables are products of the interval Δ[1] in SSet so that the unique morphism □[s] → ∗ is a weak equivalence. Since homotopy colimits preserve weak equivalence, the morphism above is a weak equivalence if and only if the natural morphism

hocolim (s^f−→r)∈□(R)/r □[s] ≃ hocolim □(R)/r ∗ = N_H(□(R)/r) → ∗ is a weak equivalence. Since □(R)/r has a terminal object, this follows from lemma 9.20.

Next, we show it for n-skeletal X ∈ □(R)^∧ by induction on n. Suppose the statement holds for k-skeletal K ∈ □(R)^∧ for k < n, and suppose X ∈ □(R)^∧ is an n-skeletal object such that there is a pushout square below: ∐ □[r]→X deg r=n ∂□[r] // ¨˙ fflffl ⌜· sk_{n−1} X

fflffl ∐ □[r]→X deg r=n □[r] // X

By the induction hypothesis and proposition 9.21, the top two objects are regular. We have already shown that the bottom left corner is regular. Since moreover the left edge is a cofibration, by proposition 9.21, we conclude that X is a regular.

Finally, suppose X ∈ □(R)^∧ is an object satisfying the assumption. Notice that X is a sequencial colimit sk_0 X → sk_1 X → . . . . As shown above, each skeleton sk_n X is regular. Since sk_{n−1} X → sk_n X is a cofibration, by proposition 9.21, it follows that X is regular as required.

Corollary 9.23. A category □( ~Δ)^∧ is regular with respect to the model structure given in theorem 9.10.

Note that the category □( ~Δ) is known by the name of the cubical category with connections and often denoted by □^c.

9.5 Equivalence of model structures

As a result of the regularity, we can verify the equivalence of model structures. To do this, we use Thomason’s homotopy colimit theorem, which is proved in [35]. Recall that for a small category C and a functor Φ : C → Cat, the Grothendieck construction C ∫ F on Φ is the category whose morphisms are pairs (c, x) of c ∈ C and x ∈ Φ(c), and whose morphisms (c, x) → (c^′, x^′) are 2-cells of the form ∗^x // x^′ BB BB B BB B Φ(c) w¨ wwwwww_{Φ(f )} fflffl Φ(c^′)

with f : c → c^′ ∈ C. The composition is given by the obvious composition of 2-cells.

Theorem 9.24 (Thomason’s homotopy colimit theorem). If C is a small category and Φ : C → Cat is a functor, then there is a weak equivalence

hocolim c∈C NΦ(c) → N ( C ∫ Φ )

in the category SSet, where N : Cat → SSet is the usual nerve functor.

For the proof, see the original article [35]. The following lemma is a special case of the theorem:

Lemma 9.25. Let A be a small category. Then for each X ∈ A^∧, there is a weak equivalence hocolim (A[a]→X)∈A/X N(A/a) → N(A/X) in the category SSet.

Proof. Set Φ : A/X → Cat to be the composition A/X^{forget}−−−→ A^{A/( · )}−−−−→ Cat and apply theorem 9.24. Then we have a weak equivalence

hocolim (A[a]→X)∈A/X N(A/a) → N ( (A/X) ∫ Φ ) . Hence, to obtain a required weak equivalence, it suffices to show that the forgetful functor β : ( (A/X) ∫ Φ ) → A/X is a homotopy equivalence in Cat.

Notice that the category (A/X) ∫ Φ is the category whose objects are sequences of the form A[a_0]^f−→ A[a]^x−→ X in A^∧, and whose morphisms are diagrams

A[a_0]^f //

fflffl

A[a]_x ’’OO OOO O fflffl X A[a^′_0]^{f ′} // A[a^′]^{x′}

77oo oooo

in A^∧. We define a functor γ : A/X → ( (A/X) ∫ Φ ) which sends each object (A[a]^x−→ X) ∈ A/X to the sequence A[a] == A[a]^x−→ X in (A/X) ∫ Φ. Then we clearly have βγ = Id. Moreover, there is a natural transformation Id → γβ depicted as follows:

A[a_0]^f // f fflffl

A[a]_x ’’NN NNN N X A[a] A[a]^x 77pp ppp p Therefore γ is a homotopy inverse of β, and the result follows.

Theorem 9.26. Let R be an EZ cubicalizable category with an enlargement. Suppose moreover that the model structure on □(R)^∧ defined in theorem 9.10 is regular. Then a morphism f : X → Y ∈ □(R)^∧ is an ∞-equivalence if and only if the simplicial realization |f| : |X| → |Y | is a weak equivalence in SSet. In other words, the model structure coincides with the standard model structure on the test category □(R).

Proof. Recall that we have two functors □(R)/( · ), R^+_0 /( · ) : □(R) → Cat. We define a natural transformation β : □(R)/( · ) → R^+_0 /( · ) as follows: We denote by 1_r the greatest element of the Boolean lattice R^+_0 /r for each r ∈ □(R). Then for (s^f−→ r) ∈ □(R)/r, we set

β(f) = f_∗(1_s) ∈ R^+_0 /r .

Clearly it extends to a functor and is natural with respect to r ∈ □(R). Moreover, since both categories □(R)/r and R^+_0 /r have a terminal object so contractible, β is a pointwise Thomason equivalence. Hence for each X ∈ □(R)^∧, we obtain a weak equivalence

hocolim (□[r]→X)∈□(R)/X N(□(R)/r) → hocolim (□[r]→X)∈□(R)/X N(R^+_0 /r) . (24)

On the other hand, since the functor | · | : □(R)^∧ → SSet is a left Quillen functor, it commutes with homotopy colimits. Thus, we have weak equivalences

hocolim (□[r]→X)∈□(R)/X N(R^+_0 /r) ≃ hocolim (□[r]→X)∈□(R)/X |□[r]| → | | | hocolim (□[r]→X)∈□(R)/X □[r] | | | . By the definition of the model structure, the simplicial realization preserves weak equivalences. Since we assumed the model structure is regular, we obtain a weak equivalence

hocolim (□[r]→X)∈□(R)/X N(R^+_0 /r) → |X| . (25)

Combining (24), (25) and lemma 9.25, we finally obtain the following zig-zag of weak equivalences:

|X| ← hocolim (□[r]→X)∈□(R)/X N(R^+_0 /r)

← hocolim (□[r]→X)∈□(R)/X N(□(R)/r) → N(□(R)/X) .

Therefore the result follows.

Corollary 9.27. Let R be a EZ cubicalizable category with an enlargement. If R has no non-trivial isomorphism, then the model structure on □(R)^∧ defined in theorem 9.10 coincides with the standard model structure.

For example, in the category □( ~Δ)^∧ of cubical sets with connections, a morphism f : X → Y is an ∞-equivalence if and only if its simplicial realization |f| : |X| → |Y | is a weak equivalence. Moreover, since the monoidal structure on □( ~Δ)^∧ is compatible with the model structure, for any object X ∈ □( ~Δ)^∧, the functor X ⊗ ( · ) preserves ∞-equivalences by Ken Brown’s lemma.

9.6 Comparison of □(R) with □(R^+_0 )

Let R be an EZ cubicalizable category with thin-powered structure R^+_0 and an enlargement. In this section, to distinguish the notations, we denote by □_R[r] the representable presheaf over □(R) and by □_R+_0 [r] the representable presheaf over □(R^+_0 ). We consider the following condition to R:

(♣) For each r ∈ □(R), there is a zigzag of homotopy equivalences connecting □_R[r] to the terminal object.

In section 9.1, we proved that, for the inclusion i : □(R^+_0 ) → □(R), the restriction functor i^∗ : □(R) → □(R^+_0 ) preserves homotopy equivalence (corollary 9.4). On the other hand, by corollary 9.27, a homotopy equivalence f : X → Y in □(R^+_0 ) is an ∞-equivalence. Combining these result, we obtain the following result (see also section 5 in [21]):

Proposition 9.28. Let R be an EZ cubicalizable category with thin-powered structure R^+_0 and an enlargement. Suppose R satisfies the condition (♣). Then for each object X ∈ □(R)^∧, the canonical functor □(R^+_0 )/i^∗X → □(R)/X is a Thomason equivalence.

Proof. By Quillen’s theorem A, it suffices to show that for each cell x : □_R[r] → X, the comma category (□(R^+_0 )/i^∗X)↓x is aspherical. By the adjunction i_! ⊣ i^∗, the objects of the category (□(R^+_0 )/i^∗X) ↓ x are identified with diagrams in □(R^+_0 )^∧ of the form

□_R+_0 [r^′] // !!D DD DD DD i^∗□_R[r] i^∗(x) ˝˝–– –– –– –– i^∗X Hence we have an isomorphism (□(R^+_0 )/i^∗X)↓x ≃ □(R^+_0 )/i^∗□_R[r] of categories. The condition (♣) and corollary 9.4 imply that there is a zigzag of homotopy equivalences in □(R^+_0 )^∧ connecting i^∗□_R[r] to the terminal object ∗. It follows from corollary 9.27 that i^∗□_R[r] → ∗ is an ∞-equivalence. Since the category □(R^+_0 ) has the terminal object by (4) in lemma 7.12, we obtain the following sequence of Thomason equivalences:

(□(R^+_0 )/i^∗X)↓x ≃ □(R^+_0 )/i^∗□_R[r] → □(R^+_0 ) → ∗ .

Corollary 9.29. In the situation above, the restriction i^∗ : □(R)^∧ → □(R^+_0 ) preserves and reflects ∞-equivalence.

An example of R satisfying the condition in proposition 9.28 is the category ~Δ. Indeed, define δ_n : n − 1 → n ∈ ~Δ and σ_n : n + 1 → n ∈ ~Δ by δ_n(k) = k , and σ_n(k) = { k if 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1 n − 1 if k = n . Note that we have an enlargement c : ~Δ → ~Δ defined as c(n) = n + 1 and ι = δ_{n+1}. Then the morphism

σ_n : c(n) = n + 1 → n

in □( ~Δ) gives rise to a homotopy from id_n to δ_nδ^†_n. Hence δ^†_n : □_{~Δ}[n] → □_{~Δ}[n − 1] is a homotopy equivalence, and we obtain the sequence

□_{~Δ}[n]^{δ†n}−→ □_{~Δ}[n − 1]^δ † n−1 −−−→ . . .^δ † 1−→ □_{~Δ}[0] = ∗

of homotopy equivalences. More generally, for any crossed ~Δ-group G compatible with ~Δ^+ and such that G(0) = {pt}, the discussion above makes sense, so that ~ΔG satisfies the condition (♣). It follows from proposition 9.28 that the restriction functor i^∗ : □( ~ΔG) → □( ~Δ^+) = □ preserves and reflects ∞- equivalences.

Proposition 9.30. Let R be an EZ cubicalizable category with thin-powered structure R^+_0 and an enlargement. Suppose R satisfies the condition (♣). Then the unit η : Id → i^∗i_! of the adjunction i_! : □(R^+_0 )^∧ ⇆ □(R)^∧ : i^∗ is an ∞-equivalence.

Proof. We first prove that η : X → i^∗i_!X is an ∞-equivalence for every nskeletal object X ∈ □(R^+_0 )^∧ by induction on n. Notice that since every 0- skeletal object is a coproduct of the terminal object ∗, η is an isomorpshim on 0-skeletal objects. Suppose η is an ∞-equivalence on k-skeletal objects for

0 ≤ k ≤ n, and X ∈ □(R^+_0 )^∧ is (n + 1)-skeletal. By proposition 5.10 and proposition 5.13, we have the following pushout square: ∐ x:□_{R+0} [r]→X deg r=n

∂□_R+_0 [r] // fflffl ⌜· sk_n X

fflffl ∐ x:□_{R+0} [r]→X deg r=n

□_R+_0 [r] // X

Since each objects in the square is cofibrant and each ∂□_R+_0 [r] → □_R+_0 [r] is a cofibration in the standard model structure, the square is also a homotopy pushout. Moreover, since functors i^∗ and i_! preserve colimits and cofibrations, the functor i^∗i_! preserves homotopy colimits. Now, η : □_R+_0 [r] → i^∗i_!□_R+_0 [r] ≃ i^∗□_R[r] is an ∞-equivalence by the assumption, and η : ∂□_R+_0 [r] → i^∗i_!∂□_R+_0 [r] and η : sk_n X → i^∗i_! sk_n X are ∞-equivalence by the induction hypothesis. It follows that the unit η : X → i^∗i_!X is a homotopy pushout of ∞-equivalences, so η : X → i^∗i_!X is itself ∞-equivalence.

Finally, we show η : X → i^∗i_!X is an ∞-equivalence for an arbitrary X ∈ □(R^+_0 )^∧. Since sk_n X → sk_{n+1} X is a cofibration in the standard model structure, the sequence sk_0 X → sk_1 X → . . .

is projective cofibrant in (□(R^+_0 )^∧)^N. Hence the natural morphism

hocolim n→∞ sk_n X → X

is an ∞-equivalence. Similarly, the natural morphism

hocolim n→∞ i^∗i_! sk_n X → i^∗i_!X

is also an ∞-equivalence. As shown above, each η : sk_n X → i^∗i_! sk_n X is an ∞- equivalence. It follows that η : X → i^∗i_!X is an ∞-equivalence as required.

Corollary 9.31. In the situation above, i_! : □(R^+_0 )^∧ → □(R) preserves ∞- equivalence.

Proof. For a morphism f : X → Y ∈ □(R^+_0 )^∧, by corollary 9.29, the morphism i_!f : i_!X → i_!Y is an ∞-equivalence in □(R)^∧ if and only if i^∗i_!f : i^∗i_!X → i^∗i_!Y is an ∞-equivalence in □(R^+_0 )^∧. Since the unit η : X → i^∗i_!X is an ∞- equivalence by proposition 9.30, f is an ∞-equivalence if and only if i^∗i_!f is so. Hence the result follows.

Corollary 9.32. In the situation above, the counit ε : i_!i^∗ → Id of the adjunction i_! ⊣ i^∗ is an ∞-equivalence.

Proof. The triangle identity of the adjunction i_! ⊣ i^∗ implies (i^∗ε) ∘ (ηi^∗) = id_i∗ . Hence the result follows from proposition 9.30 and the two-out-of-three property of ∞-equivalences.

We finally obtain a Quillen equivalence of standard model structures:

Corollary 9.33. Let R be an EZ cubicalizable category with thin-powered structure R^+_0 and an enlargement. Then if R satisfies the condition (♣), the adjunction i_! : □(R^+_0 )^∧ ⇆ □(R)^∧ : i^∗

gives rise to a Quillen equivalence between standard model structures.

Proof. First of all, notice that i_! preserves cofibrations since it preserves cofibrations ∂□_R+_0 [r] → □_R+_0 [r] in the generating set given in corollary 5.14. By corollary 9.31, i_! also preserves ∞-equivalences, so that i_! is a left Quillen functor.

Now, recall that a Quillen adjunction F : C ⇆ D : U between model categories is a Quillen equivalence if and only if U reflects weak equivalences between fibrant objects, and the composition X^η−→ UF X^{Uj}−−→ UP F X is a weak equivalence for every cofibrant X ∈ C (see [20]), where η is the unit of the adjunction and j : Id → P is a fibrant replacement in D. By corollary 9.29, the restriction i^∗ reflects all ∞-equivalences. Moreover, for a fibrant replacement j : Id → P in □(R)^∧, by proposition 9.30 and corollary 9.29, the morphism X^η−→ i^∗i_!X^{i∗(j)}−−−→ i^∗P i_!X is a composition of ∞-equivalences. Thus, the Quillen adjunction i_! ⊣ i^∗ is a Quillen equivalence.

9.7 The spatial model structure

Using the results in the previous section, we can give another model structure on □(R)^∧.

Theorem 9.34. Let R be an EZ cubicalizable category with an enlargement. If R satisfies the condition (♣), then there is a cofibrantly generated model structure on □(R)^∧ such that

• f : X → Y is a weak equivalence if and only if it is an ∞-equivalence;

• the class of cofibrations is the saturated class generated by the set S_0 := {∂□_R[r] → □_R[r] : r ∈ □(R)} ; • the class of fibrations is the right orthogonal class of trivial cofibrations.

Moreover, if R^+_0 is the thin-powered structure on R, then the inclusion i : □(R^+_0 ) → □(R) induces a Quillen equivalence

i_! : □(R^+_0 )^∧ ⇆ □(R)^∧ : i^∗

between the standard model structure on □(R^+_0 )^∧ and the model structure on □(R)^∧ defined above.

Proof. The first statement is a consequence of a standard argument on lifting model structures along adjuncitons (see Theorem 3.3 in [10]). Let J be the generating set of trivial cofibrations in □(R^+_0 )^∧, which in fact exists since the standard model structure is cofibrantly generated. We denote by W_∞ the class of ∞-equivalences in □(R)^∧. Then it suffices to verify that the triple (W_∞, S_0, i_!J) satisfies the conditions in [20] for generating a model structure. More precisely, if we denote by Sat(T ) the saturated class of morphisms generated by T , we will show the following:

• Sat(i_!J) ⊂ W_∞ ∩ Sat(S_0).

• S_0 ⋔ f ⇐⇒ i_!J ⋔ f and f ∈ W_∞.

Notice that since R^+_0 has no non-trivial isomorphism, the class of cofibration in □(R^+_0 )^∧ is generated by morphisms of the form

S^′_0 = ∂□_R+_0 [r] → □_R+_0 [r] ,

and we have S_0 = i_!S^′_0. Since every element of J is a cofibration in □(R^+_0 ) and i_! commutes with colimits, it follows that we have i_!J ⊂ Sat(S_0) so that Sat(i_!J) ⊂ Sat(S_0).

Next, since S_0 = i_!S^′_0, by the adjointness, we have S_0 ⋔ f ⇐⇒ S^′_0 ⋔ i^∗f for morphisms f : X → Y ∈ □(R)^∧. The standard model structure on □(R^+_0 )^∧ is generated by S^′_0 and J, we also have S^′_0 ⋔ f^′ ⇐⇒ J ⋔ f^′ and f^′ ∈ W^′_∞ for the class W^′_∞ of ∞-equivalences in □(R^+_0 )^∧. Moreover, by corollary 9.29, i^∗f ∈ W^′_∞ if and only if f ∈ W_∞. Combining these eqiuvalences, we obtain the required equivalence S_0 ⋔ f ⇐⇒ i_!J ⋔ f and f ∈ W_∞.

Finally, notice that we have an obvious Quillen equivalence

□(R)^{∧ Id}−→ □(R)^∧_{st} ,

where the left □(R)^∧ is equipped with the model structure defined above while the right is equipped with the standard model structure. By corollary 9.31, we also have a Quillen equivalence

□(R^+_0 )^{∧ i!}−→ □(R)^∧_{st} .

Since the Quillen equivalences satisfy the two-out-of-three property, it follows that □(R^+_0 )^{∧ i!}−→ □(R)^∧

is a Quillen equivalence.

We call the model structure define in theorem 9.34 the spatial model structure. It is a generalization of the spatial model structure on □_Σ = □( ~ΔΣ) discussed in [21]. Note that Berger and Moerdijk pointed out in [3] that, for an EZ category S, the saturated class of morphisms generated by {∂S[s] → S[s] : s ∈ S} has a really natural action on the generalized Reedy model structure. Remark. Let R be an EZ cubicalizable category with an enlargement. Suppose R satisfies the condition (♣) and has no non-trivial isomorphism. Then the set S_0 := {∂□_R[r] → □_R[r] : r ∈ □(R)} generates the whole class of monomorphisms. Hence, in this case, the spatial model structure coincides with the standard model structure on □(R)^∧.

In the spatial model structure, we obtain the following criterion (cf. theorem 9.26 and corollary 9.27):

Proposition 9.35. Let R be an EZ cubicalizable category with an enlargement. Suppose □(R) satisfies the condition (♣). Then the geometric realization | · | : □(R)^∧ → SSet is a left Quillen functor, where we regard □(R) as equipped with the spatial model structure. Moreover, if X, Y ∈ □(R)^∧ are cofibrant, f : X → Y is an ∞-equivalence if and only if the geometric realization |f| : |X| → |Y | is a weak equivalence in SSet.

Proof. Let R^+_0 be the thin-powered structure on R, and let J be a generating set of trivial cofibration in the standard model structure on □(R^+_0 )^∧. As in the proof of theorem 9.34, i_!J is a generating set of trivial cofibrations in the spatial model structure on □(R). Since | · | : □(R^+_0 )^∧ → SSet is a left Quillen functor, |γ| is a trivial cofibration in SSet for each γ ∈ J. Now, by the uniqueness of the left Kan extension, we have |γ| ≃ |i_!γ|, so that | · | : □(R)^∧ → SSet sends each generating trivial cofibration to a trivial cofibration. Hence, by corollary 7.24, the geometric realization | · | is a left Quillen functor.

Next, suppose f : X → Y is a morphism between cofibrant objects. If f is an ∞-equivalence, then |f| : |X| → |Y | is a weak equivalence since every left Quillen functor preserves weak equivalences between cofibrant objects. Conversely, suppose |f| is a weak equivalence. We have the following diagram: |X|^{|f |} // |ε| fflffl |Y | |ε| fflffl |i_!i^∗X|^{|i!i} ∗f | // |i_!i^∗Y | Notice that the counit ε : X → i_!i^∗X is an ∞-equivalence between cofibrant objects, so |ε| : |X| → |i_!i^∗X| is a weak equivalence. Hence, by the two-out-of-three property, |i_!i^∗f| is a weak equivalence. The uniqueness of the left Kan extension again implies |i_!i^∗f| = |i^∗f|. Thus, it follows from corollary 9.27 and corollary 9.29 that f is an ∞-equivalence.

We next discuss monoidal structures. If R is a monoidal cubicalizable category, then as in section 9.3, for morphisms f : X → Y and g : Z → W ∈ □(R)^∧, we denote by f ⊙ g : X ⊗ W ∐_{X⊗Z} Y ⊗ Z → Y ⊗ W the induced morphism.

Theorem 9.36. Let R be a monoidal EZ cubicalizable category satisfying the condition (♣). Then the convolution product on □(R)^∧, which is given by the formula X ⊗ Y ≃ ∫_{p,q∈□(R)} □_R[p ⊗ q] × X(p) × Y (q) , is compatible with the spatial model structure.

Proof. Let R^+_0 be the thin-powered structure on R. Since the monoidal structure on □(R) restricts to □(R^+_0 ), □(R^+_0 ) is also a monoidal cubicalizable, and the inclusion i : □(R^+_0 ) → □(R) is strongly monoidal. It follows that □(R^+_0 )^∧ the left Kan extension i_! : □(R^+_0 )^∧ → □(R) is strongly monoidal. Moreover, by corollary 9.27 and proposition 9.17, the convolution product on □(R^+_0 )^∧ is compatible with the standard model structure.

Let J be a generating set of trivial cofibrations of the standard model structure on □(R^+_0 ). As in the proof of theorem 9.34, i_!J is a generating set of trivial cofibrations in the spatial model structure. For each r ∈ □(R), we set β_r : ∂□_R[r] → □_R[r] to be the canonical inclusion in □(R)^∧. We already have β_r ⊙ β_s ≃ β_{r⊗s} by corollary 9.19, so that for cofibrations f, g in the spatial model structure, f ⊙ g is also a cofibration.

On the other hand, we denote by β^′_r : ∂□_R+_0 [r] → □_R+_0 [r] the canonical inclusion in □(R^+_0 )^∧. Since i_! : □(R^+_0 )^∧ → □(R) is strongly monoidal, for each γ^′ ∈ J, we have β_r ⊙ i_!γ^′ ≃ i_!β^′_r ⊙ i_!γ^′ ≃ i_!(β^′_r ⊙ γ^′) .

As mentioned above, the convolution product on □(R^+_0 ) is compatible with the standard model structure, so β^′_r ⊙ γ^′ is a trivial cofibration. By theorem 9.34, i_! is a left Quillen functor. This implies that β_r ⊙ i_!γ^′ is a trivial cofibration in the spatial model structure. It follows that if f is a cofibration and g is a trivial cofibration in the spatial model structure, f ⊙ g is a trivial cofibration. Similarly, g ⊙ f is also a trivial cofibration.

Example 9.37. Recall that ~Δ has a canonical model structure defined by m ⊗ n = m + n . If G is a group operad (see example 4.5 for the definition), the monoidal structure above extends to ~ΔG as

g_1 ⊗ g_2 = γ(e_2; g_1, g_2) for g_1 ∈ G(m) and g_2 ∈ G(n), where γ is the composition operator of the operad G and e_2 ∈ G(2) is the unit. Then since ~ΔG is a monoidal EZ cubicalizable category satisfying the condition (♣), the category □( ~ΔG)^∧ is a monoidal model category with the spatial model structure.

Example 9.38. Let B = {B_n}_n be the group operad consisting of the braid groups B_n. We fix a generator t ∈ B_2, and define a braiding τ_{m,n} : m ⊗ n → n ⊗ m by τ_{m,n} = γ(t; e_m, e_n) . Then {τ_{m,n}} defines a natural isomorphism τ; for example, for g_1 ∈ G(m) and g_2 ∈ G(n), we have

τ_{m,n} ∘ (g_1 ⊗ g_2) = γ(t; e_m, e_n)γ(e_2, g_1, g_2) = γ(t; g_1, g_2) .

On the other hand, we also have

(g_2 ⊗ g_1) ∘ τ_{m,n} = γ(e_2; g_2, g_1)γ(t; e_m, e_n) = γ(t; g_1, g_2) .

Hence τ_{m,n} ∘ (g_1 ⊗ g_2) = (g_2 ⊗ g_1) ∘ τ_{m,n}. Moreover, by the direct calculus of the braid group B_3, we have

γ(t; e_1, e_2) = γ(e_2; e_1, t)γ(e_2; t, e_1) .

Hence we obtain the following formula:

τ_{l,m+n} = γ(t; e_l, e_{m+n}) = γ(t; e_l, γ(e_2; e_m, e_n)) = γ(γ(t; e_1, e_2); e_l, e_m, e_n) = γ(γ(e_2; e_1, t)γ(e_2; t, e_1); e_l, e_m, e_n) = γ(γ(e_2; e_1, t); e_m, e_l, e_n)γ(γ(e_2; t, e_1); e_l, e_m, e_n) = γ(e_2; e_m, γ(t; e_l, e_n))γ(e_2; γ(t; e_l, e_m), e_n) = (e_m ⊗ τ_{l,n}) ∘ (τ_{l,m} ⊗ e_n) Similarly, we also obtain τ_{l+m,n} = (τ_{l,n} ⊗ e_m) ∘ (e_l ⊗ τ_{m,n}) . These imply that τ is a braiding on the monoidal category ~ΔB. It is easily verified that the braiding τ extends to a braiding of the convolution product on □( ~ΔB)^∧, so that the category □( ~ΔB)^∧ is a braided monoidal model category with the spatial model structure.

References

[1] R. Antolini. Geometric realisations of cubical sets with connections, and classifying spaces of categories. Applied Categorical Structures, 10(5):481– 494, oct 2002.

[2] J. Bénabou. Introduction to bicategories, pages 1–77. Lecture Notes in Mathematics 47. Springer-Verlag, 1967.

[3] C. Berger and I. Moerdijk. On an extension of the notion of reedy category.

arXiv:0809.3341, 2008.

[4] F. Borceux. Handbook of Categorical Algebra 2. Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications 51. Cambridge University Press, 1994.

[5] A. K. Bousfield and D. M. Kan. Homotopy Limits, Completions and Localizations. Lecture Notes in Mathematics 304. Springer-Verlag, 1972.

[6] R. Brown, P. J. Higgins, and R. Sivera. Nonabelian Algebraic Topology. EMS Tracts in Mathematics 15. Amer Mathematical Society, 2011. arXiv:math/0407275.

[7] R. Brown and C. B. Spencer. Double groupoids and crossed modules.

Cahiers Topologie Géom. Différentielle, 17(4):343–362, 1976.

[8] D-C. Cisinski. Les morphisme de dwyer ne sont pas stables par rétractes.

Cahiers Topologie et Géom. Différentielle Catégoriques, 40(3):227–231, 1999.

[9] D-C. Cisinski. Les préfaisceaux comme modèles des types d’homotopies.

Thèse de doctorat de l’Université Paris VII, 2002.

[10] S. J. Crans. Quillen closed model structures for sheaves. Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, 101(1):35–57, 1995.

[11] B. A. Davey and H. A. Priestley. Introduction to Lattices and Order. Cambridge University Press, 1990.

[12] R. Dawson, R. Paré, and D. Pronk. Universal properties of span. Theory and Applications of Categories, 13:61–85, 2004.

[13] R. Dawson, R. Paré, and D. Pronk. The span construction. Theory Applications of Categegories, 24:302–377, 2010.

[14] W. Dwyer, P. Hirschhorn, D. Kan, and J. Smith. Homotopy Limit Functors on Model Categories and Homotopical Categories. Mathematical Surveys and Monographs 113. Amer Math Society, 2004.

[15] S. Eilenberg and J. A. Zilber. Semi-simplicial complexes and singular homology. Annals of Mathematics, 513(3):499–513, May 1950.

[16] Z. Fiedorowicz and J-L. Loday. Crossed simplicial groups and their associated homology. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 326(1):57–87, 1991.

[17] M. Grandis and L. Mauri. Cubical sets and their site. Theory and Applications of Categories [electronic only], 11:185–211, 2003.

[18] A. Grothendieck. Pursuing stacks. manuscript, see Brown’s website http://pages.bangor.ac.uk/ mas010/pstacks.htm, 1983.

[19] P. Hirschhorn. Model Categories and Their Localizations. Mathematical Surveys and Monographs 99. American Mathematical Society, 2009.

[20] M. Hovey. Model Categories. Mathematical surveys and monographs 63.

Amer Mathematical Society, 2007.

[21] S. B. Isaacson. Symmetric cubical sets. Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, 215(6):1146–1173, June 2011.

[22] J. F. Jardine. The homotopical foundations of algebraic k -theory. In Algebraic K-theory and algebraic number theory, (Honolulu, HI, 1987), volume 83 of Contemporary Mathematics, pages 57–82. Amer Mathematical Society, 1989.

[23] J. F. Jardine. Categorical homotopy theory. Homology, Homotopy and Applications, 8(1):71–144, 2006.

[24] D. M. Kan. Abstract homotopy. i. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 41(12):1092–1096, 1955.

[25] M. Kashiwara and P. Schapira. Categories and Sheaves. Grundlehren der Math. Wiss 292. Springer-Verlag, 1990.

[26] Y. Kawahara. Relations in categories with pullbacks. Memoirs of the Faculty of Science, Kyushu University. Series A, Mathematics, 27(1):pp. 149–173, 1973.

[27] G. M. Kelly. Basic concepts of enriched category theory. Reprints in Theory and Applications of Categories, 10:1–136, 2005. Reprint of the 1982 original [Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge; MR0651714].

[28] R. Krasauskas. Skew-simplicial groups. Litovsk. Mat. Sb., 27(1):pp. 89–99, 1987.

[29] T. Leinster. Basic Category Theory. Cambridge University Press, 2014.

[30] J. Lurie. Higher Topos Theory, volume 170 of Annals of Mathematics Studies. Princeton University Press, 2009.

[31] S. M. MacLane. Categories for the Working Mathematician. Graduate Texts in Mathematics 5. Springer-Verlag, second ed. edition, 1998.

[32] D. Quillen. Homotopical algebra. Lecture Notes in Mathematics 43.

Springer-Verlag, 1967.

[33] D. Quillen. Higher algebraic K -theory. I, in Higher K-theories (Proceedings of the Conference held at the Seattle Research Center of the Battelle Memorial Institute, 1972), pages 85–147. Lecture Notes in Mathematics 341. Springer-Verlag, 1973.

[34] J-P. Serre. Homologie singulière des espaces fibrés. Annals of Mathematics, 54(3):425–505, nov 1951.

[35] R. W. Thomason. Homotopy colimits in the category of small categories.

Mathematical Proceedings of the Cambridge Philosophical Society, 85:91– 109, 1 1979.

[36] R. W. Thomason. Cat as a closed model category. Cahiers Topologie Géom.

Différentielle Catégoriques, 21(3):305–324, 1980.

[37] N. Wahl. Ribbon braids and related operads. PhD thesis, University of Oxford, 2001.

[38] J. H. C. Whitehead. Combinatorial homotopy. i. Bulletin of the American Mathematical Society, 55:213–245, 1949.

[39] W. Zhang. Group operads and homotopy theory. arXiv:1111.7090, part of the Ph.D. thesis.