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Abstract

We construct a Goodwillie tower of categories which interpolates between the cate-

gory of pointed spaces and the category of spectra. This tower of categories refines
the Goodwillie tower of the identity functor in a precise sense. More generally,
we construct such a tower for a large class of co-categories € and classify such
Goodwillie towers in terms of the derivatives of the identity functor of C. As a
particular application we show how this provides a model for the homotopy theory
of simply-connected spaces in terms of coalgebras in spectra with Tate diagonals.
Our classification of Goodwillie towers simplifies considerably in settings where the
Tate cohomology of the symmetric groups vanishes. As an example we apply our
methods to rational homotopy theory. Another application identifies the homotopy
theory of p-local spaces with homotopy groups in a certain finite range with the
homotopy theory of certain algebras over Ching’s spectral version of the Lie operad.
This is a close analogue of Quillen’s results on rational homotopy.
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Introduction

Write 8, for the category of pointed spaces. The Goodwillie tower of the identity
functor [Goo03| on 8. gives, for each pointed space X, a tower of spaces

P X

P X

X— P X == Q®°¥>X,

which interpolates between the stable and unstable homotopy type of X. The
homotopy fiber of the map P, X — P,_1X is usually denoted D, X and may be
expressed as follows:

D, X =Q* ((8nld A X/\n)hgn).

Here 0,id is a spectrum carrying an action of the symmetric group ¥, and is
called the nth derivative of the identity functor. Ching [Chi05] showed that the
symmetric sequence of derivatives d,id has a natural operad structure; furthermore,
this operad is the cobar construction of the commutative cooperad and as such could
be considered as the (desuspension of) the Lie operad in the category of spectra.
In particular, taking integral homology reproduces (a degree shift of) the ordinary
Lie operad in the category of abelian groups.

vii



viii INTRODUCTION

We will refine this picture in the following way: we will produce a Goodwillie tower
of categories

P38,

P28,

/

8* —_— ?18* E— Sp7

which interpolates between the category of pointed spaces and the category Sp of
spectra. All functors in this diagram are left adjoints. The unit of the adjunction

8, ——= P, 8.

is the natural transformation idg, — P,, described above. We will in fact construct
such Goodwillie towers for a large class of co-categories €. The functor € — P,C
satisfies a universal property with respect to n-excisive functors out of €, see The-

orem [L.71

The main result of this paper, Theorem [[.23] is a classification of such Goodwillie
towers of oo-categories in terms of certain Tate cohomology [GM95], [Kle02), [HL13]
associated to the symmetric groups acting on the derivatives of the identity functor.
An informal description of Tate cohomology is as follows. Say X is an object of a
stable homotopy theory (for example a spectrum or a chain complex) and X carries
an action of a finite group G. We can then form the homotopy coinvariants Xpqa
and the homotopy invariants X" of this action. Furthermore, there is a natural
norm map

Nm : Xpo — X"C.

Informally speaking, this map is induced by summing over the group G. The asso-
ciated Tate cohomology X*“ is defined to be the cofiber of this map. Under special
circumstances such Tate cohomology objects will be contractible. For example,
when working in chain complexes over a field in which the order of G is invertible,
dividing by this order then induces an inverse to the norm map. In particular, in
the homotopy theory of chain complexes over QQ all Tate cohomology vanishes. A
more striking example is the homotopy theory of K (n)-local spectra, where K (n)
is the nth Morava K-theory at a prime p [GS96].

An informal summary of the main consequence of Theorem [[.23]is below; a precise
statement is Corollary [[.26] see also Remark [[.27

THEOREM 0.1. If C is an oco-category such that the Tate cohomology of the sym-
metric groups Xy, vanishes in the stabilization Sp(C) of C for k < n, then there is a
canonical equivalence of oco-categories

P, C ~ P, Alg(d.ide).
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Here Alg(0.ide) denotes the co-category of algebras for the operad formed by the
derivatives of the identity functor of C.

REMARK 0.2. In this introduction we suppress the technical assumptions needed
to ‘do Goodwillie calculus in an co-category €’. Also, for simplicity of language, we
are assuming a natural operad structure on the derivatives of the identity functor
of €; such a structure has recently been described in this generality by Ching [Chi].
However, in the main body of this paper we will circumvent the direct use of such
operad structures by working in a Koszul dual setting.

A consequence of Theorem [0l is that the oo-category of rational pointed spaces
and the oo-category of rational differential graded Lie algebras have equivalent
Goodwillie towers. Using this observation, one can reprove some of Quillen’s results
on rational homotopy theory (see Theorem [[28)). Our proof of Theorem also
gives an explicit (although slightly more complicated) description of the Goodwillie
tower when Tate cohomology does not vanish. As an example we highlight the
case € = 8, of pointed spaces, although the general case is much the same. The
Goodwillie tower of the co-category S, can be described in terms of the co-category
of Tate coalgebras in spectra. A Tate coalgebra is a spectrum F which is first of all
a (nonunital) commutative coalgebra, meaning it is equipped with comultiplication
maps
Op : B — (EN™)hEn

for n > 2, which are in a suitable sense compatible for different values of n. Fur-
thermore, the compositions

B 5_n) (E/\n)hEn N (E/\n)tEn
should be equipped with homotopies h,, to certain maps
Tn o B — (EN™)En

which we refer to as the Tate diagonals. We will construct these maps by induction
on n. The first Tate diagonal 7, has been considered previously in various contexts
[K1e05, LNR12] and can be characterized as follows. The expression (EAE)*2 is
an ezact functor of E (i.e., it preserves cofiber sequences). Therefore 5 is essentially
uniquely determined by its values on suspension spectra 3°° X, where it is simply
constructed from the diagonal map of X:

ROX 25 (EOX ADPX) 5 (R0X A DPX)D2,

For n > 2 the Tate diagonal 7, is constructed inductively. It need not exist for a
general spectrum FE, but if F is equipped with comultiplication maps d; for k < n
and homotopies hy, corresponding to 7 for k£ < n, we will show that E can naturally
be equipped with a further Tate diagonal 7,,. The homotopy h,, to be defined must
then also be equipped with certain coherence data relating it to d; for £ < n. We
will begin making this discussion precise in Section Bl by describing the relevant
coherence more explicitly.

If F is a suspension spectrum X°° X with its evident coalgebra structure, the Tate
diagonals 7,, coincide with the obvious maps

EOOX — (EOOX/\n)th
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defined as above. This provides a functor
84 — coAlgr,o(Sp®) : X = XX,

with coAlgr,.(Sp¥) denoting the oo-category of Tate coalgebras in spectra. We
prove the following in Section [G.4

THEOREM 0.3. The functor above gives an equivalence of co-categories
5*22 - COAIgTate(Sp®)Z2

from the co-category of simply connected pointed spaces to the co-category of simply-
connected Tate coalgebras.

One can think of this result as a refinement of the coalgebra model of rational
homotopy theory. At the same time there is a close connection between Theorem 03]
and Mandell’s work on p-adic homotopy theory, which we will explore in joint work
with Nikolaus. From another perspective, the theorem above gives a (somewhat)
concrete description of what it means for a simply-connected spectrum to be a
coalgebra for the comonad X°°2°°. It has recently been pointed out to us that
Theorem [0.3] provides answers to some questions raised by Klein in his work on
moduli of suspension spectra [Kle05] (see also the appendix of [KP14], which
suggests a picture close to what we described above).

Write L for Ching’s Lie operad in spectra, whose terms are the derivatives of the
identity functor 0,id. Another illustration of the use of Theorem [0 1lis the following;:

THEOREM 0.4. Let p be a prime and n > 2 an integer. Write SL"’p(n_l)] for the oo-
category of pointed spaces X such that m; X = 0 if i is not contained in the interval
[n,p(n — 1)]. Similarly, write Alg(L)"P(»=D] for the co-category of algebras for
Ching’s operad L in spectra which have nontrivial homotopy groups concentrated in
the same range. After inverting (p — 1)! (or localizing at p) there is an equivalence
of co-categories

SLH,P("—U] N Alg(L)[n,p(nfl)].

Under this equivalence, the homotopy groups of a pointed space X € SLn’p(n_l)] are

isomorphic to the homotopy groups of the spectrum underlying the corresponding
L-algebra.

The L-algebra corresponding to a space X in Theorem [0.4] can be realized by a
variant of the construction of the topological André-Quillen cohomology of the
commutative ring spectrum DX, the Spanier-Whitehead dual of X, although the
precise formula seems too involved to be of much practical use. It is tempting
to think that the L-algebra structure of Theorem [0.4] in particular produces the
Whitehead products on 7, X, but we do not have a proof of this.

The theorem above is a close analogue of rational homotopy theory; however, the
kinds of Lie algebras featuring in this result are Lie algebras of spectra, rather than
of chain complexes. Other interesting settings where Tate cohomology vanishes and
our theorem can be fruitfully applied arise in chromatic homotopy theory. Indeed,
as alluded to above, a result of Greenlees and Sadofsky [GS96] states that all norm
maps are equivalences in the homotopy theory Sp K(n) of K(n)-local spectra, where
n > 0 and K(n) is the nth Morava K-theory at a prime p. Furthermore, Kuhn
[Kuh04] proved that the same is true in Spp(,,, the homotopy theory of T'(n)-local
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spectra, where now T'(n) is the telescope of a v,-self map on a finite p-local type
n spectrum. In [Heu] we set up an analogue of Quillen’s results in these settings,
providing a Lie algebra model for v,-periodic unstable homotopy theory at every
height n. This description also yields a new perspective on the Bousfield-Kuhn
functors [KuhO8§].

Acknowledgments. I am very grateful to my PhD advisor Jacob Lurie for
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tolin Camarena, Mark Behrens, and Mike Hopkins for conversations providing in-
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ful suggestions. During part of the writing of this paper the author was supported
by the European Research Council (ERC) under the European Union’s Horizon
2020 research and innovation programme (grant agreement No. 682922).
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CHAPTER 1

Main results

Throughout this paper we will use co-categories, or quasicategories, as our preferred
formalism for higher category theory. Our reason for using these instead of for
example model categories is that there are good and tractable notions of homotopy
limits and colimits of co-categories, which we will make extensive use of. The works
of Joyal [Joy02], [Joy08|] and Lurie [Lur09] are the basic references.

Our results will apply to the class of co-categories that are pointed, meaning they
have an object that is both initial and final, and compactly generated. Recall from
Section 5.5.7 of [Lur09] that an oco-category is compactly generated if it is pre-
sentable and w-accessible. Alternatively, an oo-category is compactly generated
if and only if it is equivalent to an oco-category of the form Ind(D), where D is a
small co-category which admits finite colimits. Here Ind(D) denotes the category of
Ind-objects in D. It is the free cocompletion of D with respect to filtered colimits.

The typical examples of pointed compactly generated co-categories we have in mind
are S, (the oo-category of pointed spaces) and Algg(Sp), the co-category of O-
algebras in spectra, for O a nonunital operad in spectra. We will also consider
variants of this latter category, for example replacing spectra with chain complexes
over a field.

Goodwillie calculus was originally introduced in the context of spaces and spec-
tra [Goo03|, but later generalized to apply to more general homotopy theories
[Kuh07, Lurl4, [Per13a, BR14]. We will use the version of the theory devel-
oped in Chapter 6 of [Lurl4]. In particular, it shows that all the standard methods
of Goodwillie calculus apply to pointed compactly generated co-categories. For the
reader unfamiliar with Goodwillie calculus, the original paper [Goo03] is still the
most accessible introduction to the topic. Throughout this paper, we will freely
make use of such terminology as n-ezxcisive functors and derivatives of functors,
although we recall several of the standard constructions throughout the text and
in the appendix. We will usually consider functors which preserve zero objects and
filtered colimits. The first is just a matter of convenience, the second is essential
for some of the fundamental results of calculus, e.g. the characterization of homo-
geneous functors. We will make our assumptions on functors clear whenever they
come up.

We will associate to a pointed compactly generated oo-category € an n-excisive
approzimation P,C, which is universal in a certain sense. Before defining these
approximations, let us make some obvious but necessary observations:

LEMMA 1.1. Consider an adjunction between oo-categories (left adjoint on the left)

F:C—D: @G

1



2 1. MAIN RESULTS

and suppose the identity functor idp of D is n-excisive. Then both F' and G are
n-exciswe functors and so is the composition GF. By the universal property of the
n-excisive approzimation P, the unit and counit of this adjunction induce maps
P,ide = GF and P,(FG) — idp.

DEFINITION 1.2. Let € be a pointed, compactly generated co-category. An adjunc-
tion (left adjoint on the left)

F:C—D: G
is a weak n-excisive approximation to € if the following two conditions are satisfied:

(a) The oo-category D is pointed and compactly generated. Moreover, its
identity functor idp is n-excisive.

(b) The map P,ide — GF induced by the unit (see Lemma [[]1]) is an equiv-
alence. Also, the natural transformation P,(FG) — idp induced by the
counit is an equivalence.

If C is a pointed compactly generated co-category whose identity functor is itself n-
excisive, then for any weak n-excisive approximation F' : € = D : G the functor F' is
fully faithful. Indeed, in this case property (b) above tells us that the unit ide - GF
is an equivalence. In other words, the functor F' exhibits € as a colocalization of
D. We will be especially interested in those n-excisive approximations which are
‘maximal’ in the following sense:

DEFINITION 1.3. A pointed compactly generated oco-category D is n-excisive if
every weak m-excisive approximation F’ : D 2 & : G’ is an equivalence. A weak
n-excisive approximation F': € = D : G as in Definition is said to be a strong
n-excisive approzimation if the oo-category D is n-excisive.

An oco-category is 1-excisive if and only if it is stable (Corollary [ZT7); one can think
of the notion of n-excisiveness as a generalization of stability to the cases n > 1.
In Corollary 21§ we will give an alternative and more explicit characterization of
the maximality property of Definition which makes this clear.

REMARK 1.4. We will often abuse language and refer to the oo-category D as a
strong n-excisive approximation to C, leaving the adjunction between C and D
understood. If € is the oo-category of pointed spaces, then the co-category Sp="
of m-connected spectra, for any n < 0, is a weak l-excisive approximation to C.
The oco-category Sp of spectra is a strong l-excisive approximation. In fact, for
any pointed compactly generated oco-category €, the stabilization Sp(C) is a strong
1-excisive approximation.

As far as n-excisive functors are concerned, any weak approximation of € is ‘as
good as’ C itself. The proof of the following lemma is an elementary illustration
of our definitions. Here Fun=" denotes the co-category of n-excisive functors that
commute with filtered colimits.

LEMMA 1.5. Let Fp : € 2 C,, : Ge and Fp : D =2 D, : Gp be weak n-excisive
approzimations to C and D respectively. Then composing with Gp and Fe yields
an equivalence

Gpo—oFe: FunS"(Cn, D,) — Fungn(e, D).
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PRrROOF. Note that since Gp preserves limits and Fe preserves colimits, a func-
tor of the form Gp o H o Fe is m-excisive whenever H is m-excisive, so that the
statement of the lemma makes sense. An inverse (up to homotopy) to the functor
in the statement of the lemma is the functor described by

Fun="(C, D) — Fun="(C,,,D,,) : H — P, (Fp o H o0 G¢).
Indeed, that this is an inverse follows from the natural equivalences
P, (FpGpHFeGe) ~ P,H~H
for H € Fun="(€,,D,,) and
GopP,(FpHGe)Fe ~ P,(GpFpHGeFe) ~ P,H ~ H

for H € Fun="(€, D). Both these equivalences follow from our assumptions com-
bined with the elementary fact that

Pn(Hl o HQ) ~ Pn(Pn(Hl) 9] HQ) ~ Pn(Hl o Pn(HQ))

for any two functors H; and Ho, at least if one assumes that H; preserves filtered
colimits. (|

Our first main result concerns the existence, naturality, and uniqueness of n-excisive
approximations. To phrase the kind of functoriality that n-excisive approximations
satisfy we introduce some notation: let us write Caty for the (large) oo-category
of pointed compactly generated oo-categories and functors which preserve small
colimits and compact objects. Also, let us write Cat ,, for the full subcategory of
Cat? on the n-excisive co-categories of Definition ‘Note that colimit-preserving
functors between n-excisive categories are automatically n-excisive functors.

REMARK 1.6. By the adjoint functor theorem (Corollary 5.5.2.9 of [Lur09]), a
colimit-preserving functor F' between compactly generated categories admits a right
adjoint G. The condition that F' preserves compact objects is equivalent to the
condition that G preserves filtered colimits.

THEOREM 1.7. The inclusion iy, : Caty o, — Caty admits a left adjoint P,,, which
satisfies the following properties:

(a) For any C € Caty, the unit
€ —i,P,C

is the left adjoint of a strong n-excisive approximation to C.
(b) The counit is an equivalence between Pni, and the identity functor of
Caty _,,. In other words, P, exhibits Caty -, as a localization of Caty .
(c) The functor P,, preserves finite limits. B

In particular, any pointed compactly generated co-category C admits a strong n-
excisive approzimation. Moreover, such an approximation is unique up to canonical
equivalence.

We will prove Theorem [[.7in Chapter Bl by providing a direct construction of P,,C
and proving the necessary properties. We will usually omit the inclusion 7, from
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the notation; it should be clear from context in which category we are working.
Also, for € € Cat, we will use the notation

b

C <:"> P,.C
Qo

n

for the n-excisive approximation to € provided by Theorem[[.7l With this notation,
the unit
n:ide — QZOEZO

is equivalent to the mn-excisive approximation ide — P,ide. The notation we use
is derived from the case n = 1. Indeed, recall that a pointed compactly generated
oo-category is 1-excisive if and only if it is stable (Corollary 2T7)). The functor P4
of Theorem [ is then the stabilization functor Sp(—) and the resulting adjoint
pair

=7

(& S —_— ?16

Qe

can be identified with the usual stabilization adjunction

EOO
C ——=Sp(©@).
Q>

It is a straightforward formal exercise to see that for m < n, one has the transitivity
property P, (P,C€) ~ P,,€ and so in particular a functor

P — PpC.

With this observation one can assemble the n-excisive approximations for various
n into a Goodwillie tower for C:

: PsC
2:/{]326

AN
\

D — ?16

The construction of this Goodwillie tower is natural with respect to functors pre-
serving colimits and compact objects. For m < n, we will denote the functor
Pn€ — P C by 37°,, and its right adjoint by Q7°, . The reader should in particu-
lar observe that the unit of the adjunction

C— l&n P,.C
is the natural transformation

ide — 1&1 Pnid(g.
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Write €™ for the full subcategory of € on objects for which the Goodwillie tower
of the identity converges, i.e. those X at which the evaluation of the natural
transformation above is an equivalence. Then we immediately obtain the following;:

LEMMA 1.8. The functor €™ — @?ne is fully faithful.

REMARK 1.9. We have tacitly used the existence of limits in Cat;, which is guar-
anteed by Lemma [A.3]

REMARK 1.10. The reader might note the absence of a definition for the notion of
an n-homogenous oo-category, which would parallel the notion of n-homogeneous
functor. Simply ‘taking the fiber’ of the functor P,C — P,_1C yields the trivial
oo-category and is therefore not of interest. We will encounter several examples of
oo-categories which are perhaps deserving of the adjective n-homogeneous, e.g. in
Corollary They are the oo-categories of ‘coalgebras’ for an n-homogeneous
functor F' from a stable co-category to itself. We will not belabour the issue, as
this notion will not play a prominent role for us.

Our goal is to provide a classification of the Goodwillie towers of co-categories as
described above. First we discuss the extra structure present on the derivatives of
the identity functor of a pointed compactly generated oco-category €. In fact, as
already hinted at in the introduction, it will be more convenient for us to focus on
the ‘Koszul dual’ structure (see Remark for a more elaborate statement). To
do this we need the language of stable co-operads. For background on oo-operads
see Chapter 2 of [Lurl4]. For more on stable co-operads the reader can consult
Chapter 6 of the same reference. Throughout this text we will almost exclusively
work with nonunital oo-operads, i.e. oo-operads whose structure map to NFin,
factors through NSurj, with Surj denoting the subcategory of Fin, containing only
the surjective maps of finite pointed sets. For any co-operad O® one may construct
a nonunital variant O, of it by pulling it back along the map NSurj — NFin,.. For
an oo-operad O® — NTin, we will always write O for its underlying oo-category,
i.e. its fiber over (1).

DEFINITION 1.11. A nonunital co-operad p : O® — NSurj is stable if it satisfies the
following conditions:

is corepresentable, meaning the map p is a locally coCartesian fibration.

1) Tt i tabl ing th is a locally coCartesian fibrati
Equivalently, this means that for every non-empty collection of objects
{X1,...,X,} of O, the functor

O%(X1,..., Xp;—): 0 — 8

parametrizing operations in O® with these inputs is corepresentable by an
object we denote X; ®"---®" X,,. This determines, for every non-empty
finite set I, a functor

OI — 0 {Xi}ie[ — ®I{Xi}iel-

(2) Its underlying oo-category O is stable and compactly generated.
(3) For every non-empty finite set I, the tensor product functor @ : O — O
preserves colimits in each variable separately.
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REMARK 1.12. Observe that our definition of a stable oo-operad is slightly more
restrictive than Lurie’s: he does not require the underlying co-category to be com-
pactly generated and only requires the functors ®; to preserve finite colimits in
each variable separately. Also, he does not restrict to the nonunital case.

REMARK 1.13. As an example, suppose p : O® — NSurj is stable and that the
underlying oco-category O is the oo-category Sp of spectra. Then condition (3)
forces the tensor products ®; to be of the form

@' ({Xitier) = Cr A (/\ X;)
i€l
for some fixed spectrum C7, where A denotes the smash product of spectra. Using
the composition maps of O® and its corepresentability, one finds natural maps

X1 @3 Xo @3 X3

T

(X1 ®° X5) @2 X3 X1 @% (X2 ® X3)

N

Ca A Cy Cy A Cs.

and hence two different maps

Such maps exist more generally for any finite set I and a partition of it. They
give the collection of the spectra C; the structure of a cooperad. See Section 6.3 of
[Lur14] for more on this dictionary between stable co-operads and cooperads. The
reader might wish to keep it in mind to relate our results and techniques to those
found in the literature, for example in the papers of Arone and Ching [ACTI].

REMARK 1.14. In the main body of this text we use Lurie’s formalism for oo-
operads because it allows us to cite results from [Lurl4]. However, in the appendix
we switch to the formalism of dendroidal sets to prove some of the more technical
results. The equivalence between these two formalisms is proved in [HHM16] (in
the setting of nonunital co-operads) and in [CHH].

Let € be a pointed compactly generated oo-category. The Cartesian product on €
gives it the structure of a symmetric monoidal co-category, which is encoded as an
oo-operad C* — NFin, whose structure map is a coCartesian fibration. In Section
6.2 of [Lurld4], Lurie defines the stabilization Sp(€)® — NSurj of the oco-operad
C), and proves its existence. It has the following properties:

(1) Tt is stable.
(2) There is a map of co-operads Sp(€)® — €, whose fiber over (1) is the
functor 2*° : Sp(€) — C.
(3) For every finite set I, the induced natural transformation
IO (QOO)I — Qoo O®I

exhibits ®! as a derivative (or multilinearization) of x!.
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REMARK 1.15. Lurie in fact works with the stabilization of €* rather than the
nonunital €%,. There is no essential loss of information in passing from the first to
the second, but the second will be more convenient to us.

REMARK 1.16. Unraveling the definitions (see Lemmal[B.3]), one sees that D,, (2°°Q)(X)
is equivalent to (X ®" --- @™ X)px, . Thus, informally speaking, the data of the
stable oc-operad Sp(€)® is equivalent to the data of the stabilization Sp(€) and

the derivatives of the functor 3*°Q° together with their cooperadic structure. The
derivatives of the identity functor on € can be extracted from these by a cobar con-
struction. This was done for the case of spaces and spectra in the work of Arone

and Ching [AC11]. In this paper we will mostly work with the stable oco-operad
Sp(€)®, but the correspondence just described can be useful to keep in mind as a
guiding principle. See also the discussion in Section 6.3 of [Lurl4].

EXAMPLE 1.17. In case C = 8. one has Sp(C)® ~ Sp®, i.e. the stabilization of
87 is the symmetric monoidal co-category of spectra with their smash product (or,
more precisely, its nonunital variant). This corresponds to the result of Arone and
Ching that the derivatives of the functor %°°Q>° form the commutative cooperad
in spectra [AC11].

REMARK 1.18. A product-preserving functor F': € — D induces a map C* — D*
of co-operads. Moreover, if F' preserves all finite limits, it induces a map of stable
oc-operads Sp(€)® — Sp(D)®.

We now phrase our classification problem as follows:

Question: Given a nonunital stable co-operad p : O® — NSurj, can we classify
the possible Goodwillie towers of pointed compactly generated co-categories € for
which O% is the stabilization of €% 7

We will take an inductive approach to answering this question. Write Surj.,, for
the full subcategory of the category Surj on the objects (i) for 0 < i < n. For a
nonunital co-operad O® — NSurj we use the notation

0%, := 0% Xxsury NSurjc,,.
We will refer to O%n as the n-truncation of O. Informally speaking, O?n knows

about the operatioﬁs of O® with at most n inputs.

DEFINITION 1.19. Let p : O® — NSurj be a nonunital stable co-operad. An n-stage
for O% is an n-excisive co-category € together with an equivalence of n-truncations
Sp(€)Z, — 02,

The following is part of Proposition .6} which will be proved in Section

LEMMA 1.20. For a pointed compactly generated co-category C, the functor Q5° :
P,C — € induces an equivalence of n-truncations

Sp(ﬂ)n(‘f)gn — Sp((‘f)gn.
In particular, Q° exhibits P,,C as an n-stage for Sp(€)®.
REMARK 1.21. One can in fact show that Sp(P,€)® is the initial stable co-operad
which maps to Sp(€)® and induces an equivalence on n-truncations. We will show

in Section [A1] that for any nonunital stable oo-operad O® there is a stable oo-
operad 7,0% with this universal property. One can think of it as agreeing with 0%
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up to operations of arity n and being free above that. With this notation, the first
sentence of this remark can be summarized as Sp(P,€)® ~ 7,,Sp(€)®. This claim
also follows from Proposition

DEFINITION 1.22. Let O%® be a nonunital stable co-operad. Denote by Cat,
the maximal Kan complex contained in the oco-category Catf7<n of m-excisive oco-
categories. Then denote by G,(0®) the homotopy fiber defined by the following
diagram:

9n(o®) Catn
* ————> Catoo /NSurj,,.

<n

The vertical map on the right takes the n-truncation of the stabilization of the oo-
operad CX,, for € an n-excisive co-category. We will refer to G,,(0%®) as the space

nu?’

of n-stages for O%.

For the sake of concreteness, whenever required we will adopt the following explicit
model for the simplicial set G, (0%). Write Ops<tn for the oo-category of stable
n-truncated oc-operads (see Definition @) and K,, for the maximal Kan complex
contained in it. The forgetful map (Kn)oggn/ — K, is a Kan fibration and its

domain is a contractible Kan complex. Take G,,(O?) to be the pullback of simplicial
sets
Gn(09) Cat,,

N

It is easily checked that this gives a Kan complex equivalent to the definition above.
The formation of n-excisive approximations yields a sequence of maps

e — 93(O®) — 92(O®) — 91(O®)
Note that G1(0®) is contractible. We will now give an inductive description of the
homotopy type of G,(0%). First we recall the Tate construction. Let X be an
object of a compactly generated stable co-category O and assume X is equipped

with a ¥,,-action. Then the homotopy invariants X hZn and coinvariants X ny,, both
exist in O and there is a natural norm map

Nm : X5, — X0

between the two (see [GM95), [Kle02, [HL13]). Among natural transformations
F(X) — X"®n between functors from Fun(BY,,0) to 0, it is characterized up to
canonical equivalence by the requirements that it be an equivalence on compact
objects of Fun(BX,,, 0) (the co-category of objects of O with a ¥,-action) and that
F preserves colimits. The Tate construction X' is defined to be the cofiber of
this map.

Now suppose € is an (n — 1)-stage for O®, so that in particular we have an equiva-
lence Sp(€)® ~ 7,,_10% (see Remark [[.2T]). Write

O": 0" — 0
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for the n-fold tensor product on O determined by this stable oco-operad. The map
Tno10® — 0% of oo-operads induces a natural transformation ®* — 7, with
®" denoting the n-fold tensor product determined by the stable co-operad O%.
Consider an object X € € and its n-fold diagonal map A,(X) : X — X*". We
write
X2 :C—Sp(C)~0
for the stabilization of C. Linearizing the natural transformation A, then gives a
map
Op 1 X5 X — XM 0" XX

which is part of a natural transformation between functors from € to O. The sym-
metric group X, acts on the codomain of this natural transformation. Denote the
Tate construction of this action by We. Then §, induces a natural transformation

Pt NF — Ve,

In Section [5.1] we will construct a space ?rn fibered over G,,_1(0®), whose fiber over
€ is the space of natural transformations Nat(33°, U¢). The construction of ¢, can
be made functorial to yield a section of this fibration.

Similarly, write ©¢ for the Tate construction of the natural ¥,,-action on the functor
®™o (X°°)". We will construct another space T,, fibered over G,,_1(0%) whose fiber

over C is the space of natural transformations Nat(X%°,©¢). The second main
result of this paper is the following:

THEOREM 1.23. There exists a pullback square in the co-category 8 of spaces as
follows:

|

9n—1 (O®) - gn

REMARK 1.24. In Section we will consider the fiber of the map T,, — /‘J\'n It
can be described in terms of a cobar construction formed from the stable co-operad
Sp(€)®.

From Theorem we immediately deduce the following:

COROLLARY 1.25. Let O% be a nonunital stable co-operad and assume that the
Tate cohomology of the symmetric groups Xy vanishes in O for k < n, i.e. for
every object X of O with Yy-action the Tate construction X'** is contractible.
Then the spaces G (0%) are contractible for k < n.

In Section [5.4] we will explicitly describe the n-stages for O% in this special case.
The relevant statement is Proposition[5.14] which together with Corollary[[.25 gives
the following:

COROLLARY 1.26. Let O% be as in Corollary .23 If C is an n-stage for OF, then
there is a canonical equivalence of co-categories
€ — coAlg™(7,0%).

Here 1,09 denotes the stable oco-operad mentioned in Remark [LZ1 and coAlg
indicates the co-category of ind-coalgebras for that co-operad, see Definitions

and [{-21}

ind
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REMARK 1.27. In concrete examples (such as when € is the oo-category of pointed
spaces or of algebras over an operad O in the category of spectra), the derivatives
of the identity functor of € are known to form an operad. To relate the co-category
coAlgind(Tn(‘J@) to the oco-category of algebras over this operad and retrieve the
statement of Theorem [T of the introduction, one applies a form of Koszul duality,
specifically Proposition

In particular, the results above imply that if the Tate cohomology of all the sym-
metric groups vanishes in O there is (up to equivalence) only one possible Good-
willie tower of co-categories associated to the oo-operad O®, namely that of the
oo-category of (ind-)coalgebras in O®. As an example of how our methods apply in
the setting of vanishing Tate cohomology we will reprove some well-known results
from the rational homotopy theory of Quillen [Qui69] (see Section [6):

THEOREM 1.28. Let 862 denote the co-category of pointed simply connected rational

spaces, coAlgé2 the oo-category of simply connected differential graded commutative

coalgebras over Q and Lie(g1 the oo-category of connected differential graded Lie
algebras over Q. Then there exists a diagram

AN

Lieg ! coAlgS 2

in which each of the three functors is an equivalence of co-categories.

A more novel application of our results is Theorem [0.4] mentioned in the intro-
duction. We will prove this result in Section Finally, we will deduce some
consequences of our results in the case where Tate spectra do not vanish. Specif-
ically, we analyze the Goodwillie tower of the oco-category 8. of pointed spaces in
Sections and In particular, we prove Theorem of the introduction in
Section [6.4)



CHAPTER 2

Constructing n-excisive approximations

The goal of this chapter is to give an explicit construction of the functor P,, of The-
orem[[fland establish the necessary properties. This construction is closely related
to Goodwillie’s construction of n-excisive approximations to functors [Goo03],
which we will also briefly review below. First we introduce some notation and
terminology.

For every integer n > 1, write P(n) for the power set of the set {1,...,n}, regarded
as a partially ordered set under inclusion. Also, write Py(n) for the partially ordered
set P(n) — {@}. If € is an co-category, an n-cube (resp. a punctured n-cube) in C
is a functor

X:NP(n) — C
(resp. X : NPg(n) — C). An n-cube is strongly coCartesian if every face of it is a
pushout square or, more precisely, if for every I, J C {1,...,n} the square

X(INJ) —= X(I)

L

X(J) —— X(TU.J)

is a pushout square. Similarly, we say a punctured n-cube is strongly coCartesian if
every face of it is a pushout square. This amounts to the same condition as above,
with the added requirement that I, J and INJ all be non-empty. If the co-category
C has a terminal object *, we will say that a punctured n-cube X in C is special if
it is strongly coCartesian and moreover satisfies ({i}) ~ * for all 1 < i < n.

EXAMPLE 2.1. A 2-cube is simply a square and a punctured 2-cube a diagram of
the form
X ——= X2 =— Ao,
in what should be obvious notation. The requirement that a punctured 2-cube be
strongly coCartesian is vacuous. A punctured 3-cube is a diagram of the following
form:
X1 ——X12

S
Xa

X13 —|= X123

i

X3 —— Xa3

Such a punctured 3-cube is strongly coCartesian if the three squares in this diagram
are pushouts. It is special if moreover X1 ~ X9 ~ X3 >~ *.

11
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DEFINITION 2.2. Let € be an co-category which has a terminal object. Then define
T,.C to be the full subcategory of the oo-category Fun(Py(n+ 1), C) spanned by the
special punctured (n 4 1)-cubes.

Observe that the construction T, is functorial with respect to functors preserving
terminal objects and finite colimits. Moreover, if C admits finite colimits, we can
construct a functor

L,:¢— 7,0

as follows. Consider the full subcategory T,,C of Fun(P(n + 1), @) spanned by the
(n + 1)-cubes X satisfying the following two conditions:

(i) For each 1 <i <n+ 1, we have X({i}) ~ *.
(ii) The cube X is strongly coCartesian.

There are obvious functors

T,.C

N

¢ TnC.

The left functor evaluates at @, the right functor forgets the initial vertex of the
cube. Moreover, the left map is a trivial Kan fibration (this follows from Proposition
4.3.2.15 of [Lur09]). We may therefore pick a section, which we will denote C,,
and compose with the right arrow to obtain a functor L, : € — T,C as claimed
above. If C has finite limits, this functor admits a right adjoint R,, which can be
described on objects by the formula

Ro(X) = im X,

where X is a special punctured (n + 1)-cube. The discussion above can be refined
to make the assignment which sends € to the adjunction

e=—=7,¢C

natural in C, at least with respect to functors preserving terminal objects and finite
colimits. To make this refinement one considers the span above involving €, T,,C,
and 7,,C not just for individual €, but for a family of such co-categories in which the
functors are as specified. The functors L,, and R, were considered independently
and in a different context by Eldred [EId16].

REMARK 2.3. Observe that our discussion in particular applies to pointed com-
pactly generated oco-categories C. In this case, the functor L, preserves compact
objects. This can be seen from the fact that R,, preserves filtered colimits, which
is clear since it is the functor taking a limit over the punctured cube, which is a
finite diagram.

REMARK 2.4. In the construction above we defined for every X € € a strongly
coCartesian (n+ 1)-cube C,,(X) in C. This strongly coCartesian cube is essentially
uniquely determined by the fact that its initial vertex is X and the vertices corre-
sponding to one-element subsets of {1,...,n+ 1} are terminal objects. In the case
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where € = 8, one can describe the cube C,(X) very explicitly and indeed this is
Goodwillie’s original construction: for a pointed space X one can take

Cpn(X):Pn+1)—=C:S— X x5,

with * denoting the join. Indeed, the resulting cube is strongly coCartesian and
the join of X with a one-point set is contractible (being a cone on X).

REMARK 2.5. The reader should observe that for every non-empty subset S C
{1,...,n+ 1} there is an equivalence

Cu(X)(8)~ \/ =X,
|S|—1

i.e. the (|S] — 1)-fold coproduct of the suspension of X with itself. In particular, if
f:X — Y is a map such that X f is an equivalence, then C,(f) is an equivalence
at every vertex corresponding to a non-empty subset S.

DEFINITION 2.6. For a pointed compactly generated oo-category ©, define
P.C:= hﬂ(@ — Tp,C — T,(T7,8) — -+ +),

where the colimit is taken inside the oo-category Caty and the arrows are the
functors L,,. Denote the resulting adjunction by
n
C—=7,C.
@

REMARK 2.7. The assignment P,, is a functor Cat? — Cat?. Instead of forming
the above colimit in Cat} one could instead form the following colimit in Cat,,
the oco-category of small pointed co-categories:

PnC® = lm(C° — TpC* — Tn(Tn€)® — ).

Here a superscript ¢ denotes taking the full subcategory spanned by compact ob-
jects. Indeed, Lemma [A4] shows that

P,C := Ind(P,C).

REMARK 2.8. The oo-category P;C€ is the stabilization Sp(€) of €. Indeed, note
that a special punctured 2-cube in C is just a span

x* = X +— %,
so that there is an evident equivalence 7€ ~ €. The composite functor
et ~e
is then precisely the suspension functor.
LEMMA 2.9. The functor P, : Caty — Caty preserves finite limits.
PROOF. This is immediate from Lemma O
Let us briefly review Goodwillie’s construction of n-excisive approximations to func-

tors. The reader can consult [Goo03] for the original treatment (valid for the cate-
gories of spaces and spectra) or Chapter 6 of [Lur14] for an exposition that applies
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to the current setting. Given a functor F' : € — D between pointed compactly
generated oo-categories, one defines a new functor T, F' : € — D as the composite

o Lim
L .6 % Fun(Po(n + 1), D) ——

C

There is an evident natural transformation ¢, F : F' — T,, ' which we use to define

n 'VlF
P,F = lim(F %> T, F" @l pep ).

The following observations can now easily be deduced from our constructions:

LEMMA 2.10. Let F' : € — D be a functor between pointed compactly generated
oo-categories. Then:

(a) The n-excisive approzimation P, F canonically factors as follows:

e p.
=
P e

(b) If F preserves colimits, compact objects, and terminal objects, then P, F
canonically factors as follows:

P, F

¢ D
szl TQ;”L"
PC—— P, D.
P F

(¢) The unit ide — QXX of the adjunction € = P,C coincides with the
natural transformation

ide — Pnid(g.

PRrOOF. (a). Since T, F factors over T,C by definition, the colimit P,F =
ligk TFF factors over the colimit P,,C.

(b). Under the stated assumptions F' induces a functor T,,€ — 7T,,D and T,, F' may
be factored as follows:

L, Fo—

lim
e TnC TnD = D.

Tterating T,, and taking the colimit gives the result.
(c). Observe that

Pyide = lim Tide = lim Ry Ly, = QP57
k k

The following lemma and its corollaries will be needed later in this section.
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LEMMA 2.11. The functor £5° : € — P,€C induces an equivalence on stabilizations.
More precisely, there is a commutative diagram of functors
=

—P,C

I

Sp(€) —= Sp(PxC)

in which the bottom functor is an equivalence.

PRrROOF. We will prove a slightly stronger claim, namely that the functor L,, :
€ — 7,C induces an equivalence on stabilizations. Indeed, chasing through the
definitions, the induced functor can be identified with L,, : Sp(€) — T,Sp(€), where
L,, now denotes the same construction as before, but applied to the co-category
Sp(€). We claim that this functor is an equivalence. Indeed, the composite

L, R,
Sp(€) —= T, Sp(€) —= Sp(C)

is equivalent to the identity, since in a stable co-category a coCartesian cube is also
Cartesian. To see that L, R, is equivalent to the identity, suppose we are given
Xo € T,Sp(C), i.e. a special punctured (n + 1)-cube in Sp(C). We can complete
this to a Cartesian (n + 1)-cube X in Sp(C) with

Since we are working in a stable co-category, X is also coCartesian. We claim it is in
fact strongly coCartesian, which follows from Lemma 212 below. Now, since X is a
strongly coCartesian cube, it follows that the map L, X(&) — X is an equivalence,
which concludes the proof. ([l

In the previous proof we used the following general fact in the particular case where
D = Sp(C).

LEMMA 2.12. Suppose D is a stable co-category, k > 1, and X : P(k) — D is
a k-cube such that the restriction Xo is a strongly coCartesian punctured cube. If
moreover X is coCartesian, then it is in fact strongly coCartesian.

PROOF. The proof is by induction on k. For £k =1 and k = 2 there is nothing
to prove. Suppose the claim has been established for £ — 1 and we wish to prove it
for k. We need to show that the squares

X(INJ) —s X(I)

L

X(J) ——= X(IUJ)

are pushouts in the cases where I NJ is empty. By the pasting lemma for pushouts,
it suffices to treat the cases where I and .J are singletons, say I = {i} and J = {j}.
Pick an [ € {1,...,k} which is unequal to both i and j (note that this is possible,
since we are in the case k > 3). Denote by P'€ (k) the poset of subsets of {1,...,k}
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containing | and by P'¢(k) the poset of subsets not containing . Then consider
the diagrams

Yo = Xlxpigw),
yl = x|NPl€(k)a

which are both (k — 1)-cubes. The cube Y; is strongly coCartesian by assumption,
because the subsets it is indexed on are all non-empty. Since X is coCartesian, its
total cofiber vanishes, so that the canonical map

tcof (Yo) — teof (Y1)

is an equivalence. The latter vanishes again, since Y; is coCartesian, so that Yo
must be coCartesian as well. Note that we use the assumption that D is stable to
conclude that a cube with vanishing total cofiber is coCartesian. By the inductive
hypothesis on k& — 1, we conclude that Yq is in fact strongly coCartesian, which
finishes the proof. O

COROLLARY 2.13 (Corollary of Lemma [2.11)). If X € P,,C is a compact object then
the kth suspension ¥ X is in the essential image of ¥° : € — P, € for some k > 0.

PROOF. Suppose X € P,C is compact. Consider the diagram

P z P

ee ee ee Sp(e)°
Efj’l E;‘fl Efj’l \LBZ?
P~ P =5 P s ... — > Sp(P,C).

Both rows are colimit diagrams in Cat, and the rightmost vertical arrow is an
equivalence by Lemma [ZTT] Thus, there exists an object Y € Sp(€)¢ whose image
in Sp(P,C)¢ is equivalent to X*°X. Since the top row is a filtered colimit there
exists a k > 0 and an object Y’ in the kth entry of that row whose image in Sp(C)
is equivalent to Y. It is then not necessarily true that ¥°Y” is equivalent to ¥ X,
but this will be true after several suspensions; indeed, since X>°Y” and Y+ X have
equivalent images in the colimit of the bottom row, there exists an [ > 0 such that
Yo%y’ and X are equivalent. O

Our goal for the rest of this section is to prove Theorem [Tl We start with the
following:

PROPOSITION 2.14. The adjunction C = P,,C is a weak n-excisive approrimation
to C.

PrOOF. Part (c) of Lemma [ZT0] says that P,ide — Q2°X° is an equivalence.
Let us now show that the identity functor of P, € is n-excisive, which is also more or
less immediate from our constructions. Indeed, T, (idp, ) is given by the composite

petrgpefrp e

The functor L,, is an equivalence by construction, so that this composite is equiv-
alent to the identity. Therefore

Pn(id(pne) = hﬂTf(ld(})ne) ~ id(pn(g.
k



2. CONSTRUCTING n-EXCISIVE APPROXIMATIONS 17

It remains to show that the natural transformation
Pn(EZOQZO) — id(pn@

is an equivalence. Since all functors involved commute with filtered colimits it
suffices to show that this natural transformation is an equivalence after evaluating
on every compact object. First, consider an object X € P, C that is equivalent to
YXY for some Y € €. The triangle identities for the adjunction (35°,°°) yield a
diagram

0

LN

EROXRYR —— 3%,
Observe that 2X5° is n-excisive and furthermore
P, (Z0Q0052) = P (X000 )X0e.
This latter observation follows from the fact that X9° preserves colimits. Therefore,

applying P, to the previous diagram and evaluating at Y yields the diagram
Xy

|

P, (3°02°)5°Y — = XY,

We claim that the vertical map is an equivalence. Indeed, since the unit ide —
Q2% is a P,-equivalence (i.e. an equivalence after applying P, ), so is the natural
transformation
300 — X0y
obtained by whiskering the unit with ¥5°. We conclude that the map
P, (ZPQ)EXY — B°Y

is an equivalence as well. Let us now show how to reduce the case of a general
compact object X to this one. By Corollary 2.T3] there exists a k > 0 such that the
kth suspension ¥*X is in the essential image of ¥2°, so that
P, (20 5F X — vh Y
is an equivalence by the argument above. Let us show that
P, (22°Q)sk1x — w1y

is also an equivalence. Iterating our argument k£ times will then finish the proof.
By Remark 2.5 the map of (n + 1)-cubes

P (S20°)Cr(BF1X) — Cp(2M1X)

is an equivalence at every vertex corresponding to a non-empty S C {1,...,n+1}.
The cube C,(X*~1X) is strongly coCartesian. Since P, (X°Q%°) and idp, e are
n-excisive, both the domain and codomain of the map above are then Cartesian
cubes. Therefore the map

P, (20 sk-1x 5wkl

obtained by evaluating at the initial vertex must be an equivalence as well, estab-
lishing the inductive step. O
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We are after the following strengthening of the previous proposition:

PROPOSITION 2.15. The adjunction C = P,C is a strong n-excisive approrimation
to C.

This proposition follows directly from Proposition 2.14] and the following charac-
terization of n-excisive categories:

PROPOSITION 2.16. Let € be a pointed, compactly generated co-category. Then C
is n-excisive if and only if the functor L, : € — T,,C is an equivalence.

PRrROOF. First suppose C is n-excisive. Consider the diagram

e g

Effl l‘T"EfL"

PpC ——T7,P,C.
PnLn

The bottom horizontal map is an equivalence by construction; the left vertical map
is an equivalence since it is a weak n-excisive approximation and we assumed C to
be n-excisive; the right vertical arrow is obtained by applying T, to the left one and
is therefore an equivalence as well. We conclude that L, must be an equivalence.
Conversely, assume L, : ¢ — T,,C is an equivalence. Then first of all

ide >~ RnLn >~ Tnide.

Iterating T, gives ide ~ P,ide, so the identity functor of € is m-excisive. Now
let F: € =2 D : G be a weak n-excisive approximation to €. We wish to show
that F' is an equivalence. First recall that F' must be a fully faithful functor as a
consequence of the fact that ide is n-excisive. We should argue that it is essentially
surjective. Since F' preserves compact objects and filtered colimits it suffices to
show that every compact object X of D is in the essential image of F'. Lemma 219
below tells us that F' induces an equivalence on stabilizations, so that by the same
reasoning as in Corollary 2.I3] there exists a k > 0 such that X* X is in the essential
image of F. We will show that X itself is also in this essential image. Suppose
k > 0 (the case k = 0 being trivial) and consider the strongly coCartesian (n + 1)-
cube C,,(X¥~1X). Denote by Xy its restriction to Py(n). The special punctured
cube X features only ¥* X and coproducts of this object with itself and is therefore
contained in the essential image of F', so that we may lift it (in an essentially unique
way) to a punctured cube X{, in €. This punctured cube is again special; recall that
C is a colocalization of D, so that F' creates colimits in €. We may therefore think
of X{, as an object of 7,,C. By taking the limit, we may extend X{ to an n-cube X’
in € satisfying X'(@) = R,X{. We claim that X’ is a strongly coCartesian cube.
Consider the natural map of (n + 1)-cubes

Cn(X'(2)) — X'.
Both cubes have the same initial vertex and the restriction of the left-hand side
to Po(n + 1) is by definition L, R,X{, which is equivalent to X{, by assumption
(b). This shows that the map above is an equivalence, so that X’ is indeed strongly

coCartesian. The cube FX’ is then strongly coCartesian as well. Since D has
n-excisive identity functor, this cube is Cartesian, so we may conclude that

FX'(2) = lim FX{ = lim X ~ LS
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This proves ¥*71X is in the essential image of I as well. A descending induction
on k now shows that X itself is in the essential image of F', finishing the proof. [

COROLLARY 2.17. A pointed compactly generated co-category C is 1-excisive if and
only if it is stable.

PROOF. Asin Remark[Z.g] the functor L; can be identified with the suspension
functor ¥ : € — €. But this is an equivalence if and only if € is stable (cf. Corollary
1.4.2.27 of [Lurl4]). O

The following is a more explicit reformulation of the characterization of Proposition
2.16]

COROLLARY 2.18. Let C be as in the previous proposition. Then C is n-excisive if
and only if C satisfies the following:

(a) The identity functor ide is n-excisive.

(b) If X : P(n+ 1) = € is a Cartesian (n + 1)-cube such that its restriction
X|py(n+1) s a special punctured (n + 1)-cube, then X is in fact strongly
coCartesian.

PROOF. Suppose € is n-excisive. Then (a) is immediate and (b) is just an
explicit formulation of what it means for the counit L, R, — idg, e to be an equiv-
alence (which is the case for n-excisive C, by Proposition[ZT0)). Conversely, suppose
C satisfies (a) and (b). We already observed that if C satisfies (a), then the unit
map ide — R, L, is an equivalence. Now (b) guarantees the same for the counit,
so that the pair (L,, R,) is an adjoint equivalence of co-categories. ([l

In the proof of Proposition 2.16] we used the following lemma:

LEMMA 2.19. Let F : € 2 D : G be a weak n-excisive approximation. Then F
induces an equivalence on stabilizations.

PRrOOF. Consider the linear functors D1 F, D1G, D1(FG) and D1(GF) ob-
tained by taking first Goodwillie derivatives. By the general theory of calculus, the
functor D1 F' canonically factors as

% Qs
e 8p(€) =2~ Sp(D) 2 D

and of course a similar factorization exists for the other functors. By the Klein-
Rognes chain rule (Corollary 6.2.1.24 of [Lurl4]), there are equivalences

I(FG) =~ OFo0dG,
I(GF) =~ O0GodF.
By the assumption that F' and G form a weak n-excisive approximation, we know

that FG and GF are P,-equivalent to the identity functors of € and D respectively.
In particular,

Dl(FG) ~ Dlid@,
Dl(GF) ~ DlidD.

It follows that OF o 0G =~ idgp(e) and G o OF =~ idgy(py, so that in particular OF
is an equivalence of co-categories. O
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We can now prove our first main result.

ProoF oF THEOREM [[L7l If € is an n-excisive oo-category, then Proposition
lets us conclude that the functor ¢ — P,,C is an equivalence. To prove that
P, is indeed a localization functor, it suffices to prove the following statement:
if € and D are pointed, compactly generated oco-categories, where furthermore D
is m-excisive, then precomposition with the functor X5° : ¢ — P,C induces an
equivalence

(22°)* : Fun“"* (P, €, D) — Fun*"*(€, D).
Here Fun®* denotes the oo-category of colimit-preserving functors which in addi-
tion preserve compact objects. An explicit inverse to (X5°)* can be described as fol-
lows: given a functor F' € Funw’L(G, D), form the composition of P, F : P,,€¢ — P, D
with the equivalence Q2° : P,D — D. To see that this gives an inverse, first observe
that for such an F, the composite

R R o
n

PnD D

is P, F by part (b) of Lemmal[ZT0l Since F' is n-excisive, this is naturally equivalent
to F itself. For the other direction, suppose G € Fun”"*(?,,€, D) and consider the
composite
P, (GS) Q=
PnC P.D D.

Again, a simple unravelling of the definitions shows that this composite is P, G,
which is naturally equivalent to G, since G itself is n-excisive. Part (c¢) of the
theorem is precisely Lemma

The final claim of the theorem is that strong n-excisive approximations are unique
up to canonical equivalence. To see this, suppose F' : € = D : G is a strong
n-excisive approximation to C. By what we have proved, there is a canonical
factorization of F' into colimit-preserving functors

e p e gy

Denote the right adjoint to F’ by G’. We claim that the pair (F',G’) is a weak
n-excisive approximation to P,,C. Since the latter co-category is n-excisive, it then
follows that F’ must be an equivalence. To prove our claim, first observe that
repeatedly using the equivalence between P, (X°Q2°) and the identity functor of
P,.C yields the following chain of equivalences:

P.(G'F") P, (302G F'R0)
P (S5 GFQY)
~  Pr(E70r)

idy, e.

1

12

1

Furthermore, this composite of equivalences can easily be seen to be inverse to the
image under P, of the unit of the adjoint pair (F’,G’). Similarly, one has the chain
of equivalences

P, (F'G") =~ P,(F'S200°G)
P.(FG)
~ idop,

12
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which together with our previous observation proves that (F’, G') is indeed a weak
n-excisive approximation. (|






CHAPTER 3

Another construction of polynomial
approximations

Our goal is to provide a classification of the m-stages of a nonunital stable oo-
operad O%, in the sense of Definition [[I9 To achieve this we will establish a
different construction of the polynomial approximations P,,C of the previous chap-
ter. It is essentially given by the Tate coalgebras already loosely described in the
introduction. This construction can be modified to obtain n-stages for a stable co-
operad O% and we will exploit this to prove Theorem In this section we give
an informal outline of our strategy in order to orient the reader. A more detailed
treatment and the proof of Theorem [[.23] will be given in the following chapters.

Almost all constructions and proofs in the next few chapters proceed by induction
on n. They are therefore less direct than what was done before. However, they
yield a much more explicit understanding of the oco-categories P, C and the way
they relate for different values of n. Throughout this chapter € denotes a pointed
compactly generated oco-category.

Out of the (n—1)-excisive approximation P,,_1C we will construct an n-excisive co-
category Q,C, which will turn out to be naturally equivalent to P,,C. Any object
X € C is canonically a coalgebra for the Cartesian product, meaning there are
diagonal maps X — (X**)"®r for every k > 1 satisfying appropriate coherence
relations. This gives XX the structure of a coalgebra in Sp(€)®; more precisely,
we obtain ‘diagonal maps’ §;, : 3 X — (X°X ®F...@F ¥ X )=k satisfying similar
coherence relations, where ®* denotes the k-fold tensor product arising from the
stable cc-operad Sp(€)®. We describe such coalgebra structures in detail in the
next chapter. Similarly, for Y € P,,_1C, the object X577, ;Y acquires a coalgebra
structure in Sp(P,_;C)®. Write ® for the k-fold tensor product determined by
this stable oo-operad. For 1 < k < n — 1 there are natural equivalences ®F ~ ®F.
For k > n the tensor product ®F is the limit of a diagram recording the ways
in which the ® for j < n can be combined to build products of k variables (see
Proposition 10 for a precise statement). The n-fold comultiplication of ¥5° ; ;Y
with respect to @ yields a map for which we write

Sen : Xplq Y — (B2 Y O - Q" B0, YY)

Here the notation d.,, is meant to indicate the fact that it is built from the comul-
tiplication maps ¢; for j < m, in the same way that ®" is built from the tensor
products ®7 with j < n. If Y is of the form ¥2° , X for some X € €, the coalgebra
structure of 3°°X described previously also yields a map

Tp ot Y 1Y — (B Y @™ @ 2?1071,1}/)752"

23
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by composing ¢,, with the natural map from fixed points to Tate construction. The
codomain of this map is an (n — 1)-excisive functor of Y (see Lemma 29)). It is
not hard to see that using this fact in combination with Lemma one obtains
an extension of the above natural transformation to all objects Y of P,,_1C, rather
than just those in the image of 35° ;. We will refer to this natural transformation
as the Tate diagonal. The map of co-operads Sp(P,—1€)® — Sp(€)® induces a
natural transformation ®"* — ®" under which the map 7, is compatible with the
composition of §.,, with the map from fixed points to Tate construction.

We can now informally describe Q,,C as follows. A compact object of this category
is a compact object Y of P,,_1€, equipped with an n-fold comultiplication

Ot Ty Y — (32, Y @™ - @" X3, Y)

This map should be compatible both with the Tate diagonal 7,, described above (un-
der the natural map from fixed points to Tate construction) and with the coalgebra
structure of X3 ; ;Y in Sp(P,—1€)® (under the natural transformation @™ — ©"),
as expressed by the map d.,. More precisely, the object Y = Y521 1Y should be
equipped with a lift as indicated by the dashed arrow in the following diagram:

(YQn)hEn (YQH)tEn .

Maps in 9,C between such objects are maps in P,,_1C that respect this extra
structure.

The reader should observe that the only piece of input from € needed to construct
9,,C out of P,,_1C is the Tate diagonal. For any other choice of natural transfor-
mation

Y - Yo" -"Y)>
compatible with the map
Y — (Yo ony)>

we could have carried out the same construction. The resulting co-category is not
necessarily equivalent to P,,C, but is still an n-stage for Sp(€)®. We will show that
choosing the Tate diagonal is essentially the only freedom we have when building
n-stages out of (n — 1)-stages. Verifying this claim will yield a proof of Theorem

r23

ExXAMPLE 3.1. Let € be the co-category 8. of pointed spaces, for which Sp(€)® is
the usual symmetric monoidal co-category of spectra with its smash product, so
®" = A". Consider a finite pointed space X. The diagonal X — (X x X)"*2 gives
rise to the Tate diagonal 75 : ¥°X — (XX A £°X)!™®2. The codomain of this
map is an ezact functor of 3°° X . Therefore, the Tate diagonal extends to a natural
map 72 : E — (E A E)™2 for any finite spectrum E. The oo-category of compact
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objects in P98, is then the oco-category of finite spectra Y equipped with a lift as
in the following diagram:

(ENE)=2

-
o2
Ve
e

EL_~ (EAE)™:.
T2

EXAMPLE 3.2. Let us also give a description of P38,. This example already contains
all the essential features of the general case. Write ®3 for the 3-fold tensor product
determined by the stable co-operad Sp(P2€)®. We give a formula for such tensor
products in Proposition [£.10] but in this special case it is very simple, as we will
now explain. The poset Parts(3) of nontrivial and nondiscrete partitions of the set
{1,2,3} conists of three elements (namely (12)3 and its cyclic permutations) and
no nontrivial relations between them. The symmetric group X3 acts in the evident
way by permuting the three letters, so every element of Part,(3) has a stabilizer
of order two. Then for a spectrum E we have

E & E®° E ~ NParty(3) A E/.

In other words it is just a sum of three copies of the ordinary threefold smash
product, but with a twisted action of ¥3. The natural transformation A% = ®3 —
®? is the diagonal of this threefold sum. Now suppose Y is a compact object of
P28, i.e. a finite spectrum equipped with a twofold diagonal map d2 compatible
with the Tate diagonal 75 as in Example 3.1l above. This structure in particular
equips the underlying spectrum of Y (which we denote by Y') with a further Tate
diagonal

Y — (?AB)tZ?’.

Indeed, for the moment writing F' for the 2-excisive functor E — (E3)!*3 Lemma
guarantees that the evident map

Nat(£5%, F o £5%) — Nat(E%, F o £%)

is an equivalence. Here the domain (resp. codomain) concerns natural transforma-
tions between 2-excisive functors P28, — Sp (resp. 2-excisive functors 8. — Sp).
Then 73 is the preimage (which is well-defined up to contractible ambiguity) of the
natural transformation

FOX (EOOX/\3)hE3 N (EOOX/\g)tE3.
The twofold comultiplication map &2 : ¥ — Y AY (now thought of as a Yo-
equivariant map) can be used to construct a Y3-equivariant map
be3:Y 2 Y OPY @Y.

Indeed, on the component of the tensor product corresponding to the partition
(12)3 one uses

V27V AY 22 G AY)AY
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and similarly for the others. This is compatible with the Tate diagonal as in the
following diagram of solid arrows:

|

(—®3) h¥3 . (—63)1523 '

Y Y

A compact object of P38, is then precisely a compact object Y of P28, together
with a lift J5 as indicated by the dashed arrow in the diagram (which should be
thought of as a ‘threefold comultiplication’ compatible with all previously defined
structure).

REMARK 3.3. Observe that in Example[3.2lthe Tate diagonal 73 arises from general

Goodwillie calculus results, rather than from direct construction. Although the map

73:Y — (7A3)t23 only depends on the comultiplication d3 : Y — (7A2)h22 and its

compatibility with 7o, it is not clear how to give a direct formula for 73 in terms of
this data.



CHAPTER 4

Coalgebras in stable oo-operads

To make the ideas of the previous chapter precise we need to investigate the homo-
topy theory of coalgebras in stable co-operads and their relation to the truncations
of a stable co-operad. In Section [£.J] we define such truncations and state their uni-
versal property. In Section we define and study coalgebras in corepresentable
oo-operads. Then in Section we specialize to the setting of coalgebras in trun-
cated stable co-operads. This material is of crucial importance to our proofs but
rather technical in nature. The reader might therefore wish to skip this chapter on
first reading and refer back to it as needed. The homotopy theory of coalgebras we
use here is closely related to the one used by Arone and Ching in [AC15].

4.1. Truncations of co-operads

Suppose O is a nonunital operad in the (ordinary) symmetric monoidal category of
spectra (in any convenient formalism for such; it will not matter for the purposes
of this discussion). From such an O we can construct its n-truncation 7,0, whose
underlying symmetric sequence is defined by

O(k) if1<k<n,
* if k> n.

T, O(k) = {

The operad structure on 7, O is inherited in the obvious way from O, simply setting
operations of arity greater than n to zero. Observe that there is an evident map
of operads O — 7,0 (although the evident map of symmetric sequences going in
the opposite direction is generally not a map of operads). This map induces an
isomorphism O(k) — 7,0(k) for k < n and is the terminal map out of O with this
property. In fact, writing Op for the category of nonunital operads in spectra and
Op,, for its full subcategory spanned by operads whose terms O(k) are isomorphic
to x for k > n, the process of n-truncation described above provides a left adjoint
Op — Op,, to the inclusion Op,, — Op, exhibiting the category of n-truncated
nonunital operads as a localization of Op.

REMARK 4.1. For the discussion above it is essential to work with nonunital oper-
ads. Indeed, suppose P is an operad with constant term P(0) and 7, P is defined by
setting all operations of arity greater than n to zero. Then the map of symmetric
sequences P — 7, P need not be a map of operads; indeed it might not respect, for
example, composition maps of the form P(n + 1) ® P(0) — P(n).

Relevant to us will be a Koszul dual version of this discussion. To be precise, for
a map of operads O — 7,0 as above one can perform a simplicial bar construc-
tion [Chi05] to obtain a map of cooperads B(O) — B(7,0). This map gives an

27
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isomorphism of spectra
B(0)(k) ~ B(r,0)(k)

for 1 < k < n (and is the terminal map of cooperads out of B(O) with this
property). Indeed, the kth term of the bar construction B(O) depends only on
O(m) for m < k, so that this observation follows from the corresponding statement
for O itself. However, the terms B(7,0)(k) need not be contractible for k > n.
Rather, one should think of the cooperad B(7,,0) as being ‘cofreely generated’ by
the terms of arity up to n.

For the purposes of informal discussion, let us think of the derivatives of the identity
functor on a pointed compactly generated oo-category € as an operad O (which
is, of course, accurate in many settings of interest). The derivatives of the identity
functor on the m-excisive approximation P,€ are then the n-truncation of this
operad. We wish to adapt this discussion to the actual setting in which we work
here, namely the stable co-operads Sp(€)® and Sp(P,,€)®. As explained in Remark
there is a dictionary between stable co-operads and cooperads, under which
Sp(€)® corresponds to the cooperad 9, (X°°Q>) and similarly for Sp(P,)®. The
n-truncation map diide — O.idp, e corresponds (under the bar construction) to a
map between these cooperads and then, by this dictionary, to the map of stable
oo-operads
Sp(P,€)® — Sp(C)®.

Note the switch of direction here. The goal of this section is to transfer our dis-
cussion to this setting, in particular describing and characterizing n-truncations of
stable oo-operads, of which the above map is an example. We will state our results
but defer all proofs in this section to Appendix

DEFINITION 4.2. Write OpSt for the oco-category of nonunital stable oo-operads
and maps N® — 0% whose underlying functor N — O preserves limits and filtered
colimits.

Using Propositions 6.2.4.14 and 6.2.4.15 of [Lurl4] one can show that the stabi-
lization procedure which assigns to a pointed compactly generated oco-category €
the co-operad Sp(€)® can be made into a functor

Sp(—)® : (Caty)™ — Oop®'.

Recall that for a nonunital co-operad we introduced the simplicial set Ogn in Chap-
ter I To state the necessary results, we will need the oco-category of n-truncated
oo-operads. Informally speaking a nonunital n-truncated co-operad is a categorical
fibration over NSurj.,, satisfying the evident analogues of the axioms required of an
oo-operad. One way to make this precise is as follows: consider the subcategory of
sSets/NSurj.,, spanned by objects of the form O‘?n, with O® ranging through all
nonunital co-operads, and arrows those maps over NSurj.,, preserving inert mor-
phisms. This subcategory is a simplicial category in an evident way and one can
define Op.,, to be its homotopy-coherent nerve.

REMARK 4.3. A less ad hoc way of defining Op.,, is by constructing a model
structure on the category of marked simplicial sets over (NSurj.,)? in analogy
with Lurie’s construction of the model category of co-preoperads in Section 2.1.4 of
[Lurl4]. The details are straightforward, simply copying Lurie’s work and replacing
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NFin, by NSurj.,, throughout. An alternative way of describing this homotopy
theory using dendroidal sets is given in the appendix.

We call an n-truncated oc-operad O?n stable if O itself is stable.

DEFINITION 4.4. Write OpSStn for the oco-category of nonunital stable n-truncated
oo-operads and maps N‘?n — O?n whose underlying functor N — O preserves
limits and filtered colimits.

Pulling back from NSurj to NSurj.,, defines a functor
(=)<n OpSt — Opsgtn.

The following result is a shadow of Theorem [[.7 in the world of co-operads, with
(—)<n being the analogue of the n-excisive approximation P,,.

THEOREM 4.5. The functor (=)<, admits a left adjoint iy, : Opsgtn — Op®*. Fur-
thermore, for an n-truncated co-operad N® the unit N® — (i,N®)<,, is an equiv-
alence.

This theorem can be rephrased as saying that the n-truncated nonunital stable
oo-operads form a coreflective subcategory of Op®'. We write 7,, for the composite
in © (—)<n. The motivating example of n-truncations (which makes the comment
above the previous theorem precise) is the following:

PROPOSITION 4.6. Let C be a pointed compactly generated co-category. Then the
map of co-operads T,Sp(P,C)® — Sp(P,C)® is an equivalence. Furthermore, the
map 7, Sp(PnC)® — 7,Sp(C)® is also an equivalence.

Another way of phrasing this proposition is to say that Sp(®,,€)® is the coreflection
of Sp(€)® into the oco-category of n-truncated stable oo-operads.

Let O® be a nonunital stable co-operad and write ®F for the k-fold tensor product
on the oo-category O it defines. Similarly, write ®* for the k-fold tensor product on
O determined by the oc-operad 7,0%. It is immediate from Theorem that the
functors ®" are canonically equivalent to ®* for k& < n. It will be useful to have an
explicit description of ®* in terms of ®@F for general k. We first need to introduce
some notation.

Let Equiv(k) denote the set of equivalence relations on the set {1,...,k}. Itis a
partially ordered set under refinement of equivalence relations, with minimal ele-
ment the discrete equivalence relation and maximal element the trivial equivalence
relation with one equivalence class. Consider the functor

q: Equiv(k) — Fin, : E+— ({1,...,k}/E)_,

where the subscript * denotes the addition of a disjoint basepoint. Write A /NEquiv(k)
for the category of simplices of the nerve of Equiv(k) and consider the full sub-
category Part(k) C A/NEquiv(k) consisting of simplices of dimension at least
1 with initial (resp. final) vertex the discrete (resp. trivial) equivalence relation.
In other words, Part(k) is the partially ordered set whose elements are the non-
empty linearly ordered subsets of Equiv(k) whose minimal (resp. maximal) ele-
ment maps to (k) (resp. (1)) under the functor q. We will need a further subset
Part,, (k) C Part(k). It consists of those elements Ey < --- < E; of Part(k) such
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that for each 1 < ¢ < j the fibers of the map ¢(F;—1) — ¢(F;) have cardinality
at most n. Observe that if n > k then the inclusion Part, (k) C Part(k) is an
equality, but this is not the case if n < k. Also, ¢ induces a functor

Q : Part(k) — (A/NFin, )",
where (A /NTFin, )% {1} denotes the full subcategory of A /NFin, on simplices start-
ing at (k) and ending at (1).

ExAMPLE 4.7. The poset Part(3) has 4 elements. Its image under ) can be
schematically drawn as follows:

((3) = (1))

(3) = (2) = (1)) ((3) = (2) = (1) ((3) = (2) = (1))

The three elements on the bottom row correspond to the three different equiva-
lence relations on the set {1,2,3} that are neither trivial nor discrete. The subset
Part,(3) C Part(3) consists of precisely those three elements.

We will now define a functor

" : NPart (k) — Fun(0f,, 0%,).
By assumption, the map p : O® — NJin, is a locally coCartesian fibration. In
particular, any edge f : x — y in NFin, determines a functor f, : 0% — O?, which
is canonical up to homotopy. More generally, any simplex o : A7 — NTin,, given
by a sequence of edges

f(2) f)
.. o’

(1) (),

determines a functor
fGhof(G—1ho--of(l): O?(o) — O?(j)'

REMARK 4.8. The composite above is generally mot equivalent to the functor
O?(o) — Og(j) determined by the edge o(0) — o(j). However, if p is a coCarte-
sian fibration (rather than just a locally coCartesian fibration), these are indeed

equivalent.

The construction above can be made natural in the simplex o, so as to yield a
functor

0 : N(A/NTFin,) @ — Fun(03,,0%,).

This is done in Definition 7.2.3.8 of [Lurl4] and called the spray associated to p.
Given 6, we can now define ¥* to be the composite 6 o Q. Also, we write ¥ for
the restriction of ¢* to NPart,, (k).

EXAMPLE 4.9. The diagram 1 is obtained by applying 6 to the diagram of Example
A7 The top vertex of the resulting diagram is the functor assigning to a tuple
(X,Y, Z) the tensor product X ®*Y ®3 Z. The bottom three vertices correspond
to the expression (X ®?Y)®? Z and permutations of it. The arrows in the diagram
correspond to decomposition maps of the form X @Y ®° Z — (X ®?Y) ®2 Z as
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discussed in Remark The diagram 9* is already rather large. A small part of
it can be pictured as follows, when evaluated on a tuple (X,Y, Z, W):

XY RHUZAW — = (X P Y % Z)* W

| |

X (YR22)3 W —— (X @2 (Y ®22)) @*W.

Recall that we write ®F for the k-fold tensor product determined by the co-operad
7,0%. The following result gives a concrete description of this functor in terms of
the tensor products determined by O% itself:

PROPOSITION 4.10. There is a canonical equivalence

oF —  lim gy
NPart,, (k)

Note in particular that when k < n the diagram ¥* equals ¥ itself, which has
an initial vertex ®F, so that indeed ®* ~ ®F in this case. Finally, Proposition
below will be a useful tool in inductively producing maps between various
oc-operads. To state it, suppose O® and N® are nonunital stable co-operads. For
simplicity, we will assume that the underlying oco-category N of N® is equal to
O, although this is only for notational convenience. Write ®’5 and ®% for the k-
fold tensor products on O determined by these oc-operads. Write Mapq (0%, N®)
for the space of maps of co-operads which restrict to the identity on the level of
underlying oo-categories (i.e. after taking fibers over (1)). Any such map 0% — N®
determines natural transformations ®§\f — ®’5. For notational convenience let us
write D,?O and D}?N for the functors described by

X (X @) X)s, and X = (X @5 @% X)ns,
respectively. There is then a canonical map
Mape (0%, N®) — Nat(DP™, DE0),

where Nat on the right refers to the space of natural transformation between func-
tors from O to itself. Similarly, writing @’8 for the tensor products on O determined
by 7,_10%®, there is the analogous map

Map (Tn—10%,N®) — Nat(DP>, D).

REMARK 4.11. Exploiting the correspondence between k-homogeneous functors and
symmetric multilinear functors of k variables, one sees that the space Nat(D,%<>N , D,‘?O )
is equivalent to the space of Yg-equivariant natural transformations between ®§\f
and ®{g.

PROPOSITION 4.12. Suppose O® and N® are as above. Then the diagram
Mapg (7,0%,N®) —— Nat(D@~, D@0
Map g (Tn—10%, N®) —— Nat (D@, DY0)

is a pullback square in the co-category of spaces.
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In words, to extend a map 7,_10% — N® to a map 7,,0® — N®, one needs to
(equivariantly) lift the natural transformation ®% — ©f to a natural transforma-
tion @ — @

4.2. Coalgebras in a corepresentable co-operad

Let O® be a corepresentable oc-operad, so that its underlying co-category O comes
equipped with tensor product functors ®*. In this section we discuss what it
means to equip an object X € O with the structure of a coalgebra in 0%, meaning
a sequence of ‘diagonal maps’

o X — XeF XM e X
which are compatible with the operad structure of O in a suitable way.

REMARK 4.13. Under the dictionary of Remark [[LT3] coalgebras in O® match with
coalgebras over the corresponding cooperad.

Roughly speaking, supplying a coalgebra structure on X is equivalent to upgrading
the slice category Oy, to a corepresentable co-operad in a way that is compatible
with the operad structure of O®. More precisely, let p® : X® — O% be a fibration
of corepresentable oo-operads and suppose that the underlying functor p : X — O
is equivalent (as a fibration over O) to a projection of the form Ox, — O for
some object X € O. Fix such an equivalence (which need not be unique, but our
definition will not depend on the choice). Then, for any tuple of maps f1 : X —
Yi,...,fn: X — Y,, the map p® induces a map

Chrvtn V1@ @Y, =p(f1) @ @p(fu) — (1 @ fn)

DEFINITION 4.14. We say p® ezhibits X as a coalgebra in O% if the maps ¢, . 1.
are equivalences, for any n > 0 and choice of maps fi, ..., f,. Write coAlg(0®) for
the oco-category of coalgebras in O®, which is the opposite of the full subcategory
of the oo-category of co-operads over O%® spanned by the coalgebras.

One can think of this definition as follows. Consider the identity map X = X as an
object idx of Ox,. The corepresentable oo-operad X® then determines for every
n a tensor product idx ®" --- ®" idx, which is another object of Ox,. By the
requirement that ¢iq, ... idyx 1S an equivalence, this object determines a map

Op: X — X" - " X.

Furthermore, these maps (for various n) satisfy certain coherence relations. For
example, the stable co-operad O® gives a natural transformation

XXX — (X’ X)®%X
and a coalgebra as above provides a 2-simplex
X @ X ®3 X

]

- (X®*X)®%X
(62@1)052 ( ® )®
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in O. Furthermore, if X® — 0% and Y® — O® exhibit objects X and Y respectively
as coalgebras in O®, then a triangle of maps of co-operads

ye r o ®
O®
in particular (after passing to fibers over (1)) yields a functor Oy, — Ox, over
O, which corresponds to a morphism f : X — Y. The fact that F' is a map of

oc-operads over O® makes f compatible with the coalgebra structures on X and
Y.

REMARK 4.15. We noted above that the equivalence between X and Ox, is not
necessarily unique; however, the object X itself is unique up to equivalence. We
can define a forgetful functor U : coAlg(0%®) — O, taking the underlying object of
a coalgebra, as follows. Consider the functor

Jj: 0 — (Cat/0)?: X —— (Ox, — 0),

which is an embedding by the Yoneda lemma, and write Repr(O) for its essential im-
age. (To be precise, j is the composition of the Yoneda embedding O — Fun(0°P, 8)
with the unstraightening construction of Section 3.2 of [Lur09].) Then there is an
essentially unique inverse k : Repr(Q) — O to j. By definition the underlying
functor p : X — O of a coalgebra p® is in Repr(0) and we set U(p®) = k(p).

We need to investigate the behaviour of coalgebras under maps of oo-operads.
Suppose ¢® : N® — 9% is a map of co-operads such that the induced functor of
underlying oco-categories g : N'— O admits a left adjoint f. We claim that for any
coalgebra X in O%®, the object f(X) can be given the structure of a coalgebra in N®
in a canonical way. Let us first explain this heuristically; a rigorous construction is

417 below.

For any Y € N, the map g yields a natural map ¢(Y)®0 g(Y) = g(Y @xY). Using
this, and the unit and counit of the adjunction between f and g, we get for any
X € 0 a sequence of natural maps

fX®oX) — flgf(X)®o gf(X))
— fe(f(X) @ f(X))
—  f(X) ®x f(X).

If X is a coalgebra, so that it comes with a natural map X — X ®¢ X, we may
form the composite of the maps

f(X) = F(X ®0 X) = f(X) @n f(X)

to find a diagonal for f(X). The higher diagonals can be treated analogously. To
be more precise, we can construct a functor f. : coAlg(0®) — coAlg(N®) using the
following result:
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LEMMA 4.16. Let p® : X® — 0% be a map of co-operads ezhibiting an object X as
a coalgebra in O and let g% : N® — O® be as above. Form a pullback square

2 X® — = x®

q% lp@@

N® — = (99,
4®

Then q exhibits the object f(X) as a coalgebra in N%.

PrROOF. Observe that the underlying oo-category of X fits into a pullback
square

[+X ——=0x/
|
N 0

and is therefore equivalent to Ny x),. Furthermore, for a collection of maps ¢ :
f(X)=Yi,...,0n: f(X) =Y, it is straightforward to check that the functor

[ X(@1, - ons =) : Npxy, — 8

is corepresented by the map f(X) — Y1 ®x -+ @ Y, adjoint to the composition
of the maps

X —g(V1)®0 - R0 g(Ys) — g(Y1 @ -+ @x Yy).

The first of these maps is determined by the tensor product induced by X® on
Ox/, the second is determined by the map of oco-operads g®. Therefore f,X is
corepresentable. Also, this description of f.X(¢1,...,¢n; —) makes it clear that the
map ¢® satisfies the requirements for exhibiting f(X) as a coalgebra in N®. [

CONSTRUCTION 4.17. The pullback square of the previous lemma defines a functor
f« 1 coAlg(0®) — coAlg(N®).

Our source of coalgebras will be a combination of Construction £17 and the con-
struction of ‘diagonal’ coalgebras in Cartesian symmetric monoidal co-categories,
which we provide now. Consider an oo-category € which admits finite products.
In Construction 2.4.1.4 of [Lurl4] Lurie defines a symmetric monoidal co-category
C* whose monoidal structure is given by the Cartesian product. We write C), for

its nonunital variant, which is the pullback
NSurj X NFin, C*.

For X an object of C the category Cx, admits finite products as well: for maps
X — Y and X — Z their product in this oco-category is the composition X —
X x X — Y x Z, where the first map is the diagonal. Therefore we may construct
another oo-operad G)X( / which admits an evident forgetful functor to €*. The proof
of the following is completely straightforward and left to the reader:

LEMMA 4.18. The functor (G)X(/)nu — G, exhibits X as a coalgebra in C,,.
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DEFINITION 4.19. Let C be an oo-category with finite products. Then by the
previous lemma we can define a functor which may be described as follows:
diag : € — coAlg(C)) : X —> (((“Z’)X(/)nu — €,

More precisely, one can construct a functor € — (Cats,)°P which assigns to X
an oo-category equivalent to the slice category €y, by straightening the Cartesian

fibration 2" <% €. Then one applies Construction 2.4.1.4 of [Lurl4] pointwise.
The notation diag refers to the fact that this construction yields the usual ‘diagonal’
coalgebra structure on an object X of an co-category with finite products.

CONSTRUCTION 4.20. Suppose € is a pointed compactly generated oo-category.
Then ;° : P,€ = € induces a commutative diagram of oo-operads

e1r>1<u <~ (?ne):](u
Sp(€)® <—— Sp(P,C)%.
Applying Construction .17 then yields a commutative diagram
COAlg(e;](u) COAlg( (j)n e) r>1<u)

| l

coAlg(Sp(€)®) —— coAlg(Sp(P,C)®).

On underlying objects the top horizontal functor may be identified with 32°, the
bottom horizontal functor simply with idg(e). Finally, Definition .19 provides a
functor diag : € — coAlg(C),) and hence we obtain a functor from € to each of the
four categories of coalgebras in the previous square. In what follows we will make

frequent use of the sequence of functors
€ —— coAlg(Sp(€)®) —— coAlg(Sp(P,C)®)

thus obtained. Note that this sequence is also natural in € with respect to functors
preserving colimits and compact objects. On underlying objects the composite
of these functors may be identified with X3, with the understanding that the
underlying oco-category of Sp(P,C)® is identified with Sp(€).

4.3. Coalgebras in an n-truncated stable co-operad

Fix a nonunital stable co-operad O®. We will need a collection of technical results
on the oco-categories of coalgebras in the truncated occ-operads 7,0%. The oo-
category coAlg(O®) need not be compactly generated, so that it does not necessarily
admit a good theory of calculus. To circumvent this defect we consider the following:

DEFINITION 4.21. Write coAlg(0®)¢ for the full subcategory of coAlg(O®) on coal-
gebras whose underlying object of O is compact. Then define the co-category of
ind-coalgebras in O%® to be

coAlg™?(0%) := Ind(coAlg (0®)°).
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REMARK 4.22. In Construction £.20 we defined functors € — coAlg(Sp(€)®). This
construction allows a variant for ind-coalgebras: indeed, applying the previous
construction to compact objects of € and formally extending by filtered colimits
yields a functor

€ —s coAlg™(Sp(@)®).

The oco-category of ind-coalgebras in 7,,0% can be understood more explicitly by
inductively constructing it out of the oo-category of coalgebras in 7,_10%®. For
convenience of stating the necessary results we introduce some notation. Suppose
F:0 — 0 is a functor. Then we write

{(Xx = F(X)},

for the oco-category of compact objects X € O equipped with a map X — F(X).
More precisely, this co-category can be defined as the pullback of the span

9e (id, F) 0 %0 (evo,evi) OAI,
As before, write ® (resp. ®F) for the tensor products determined by 7,,_1O® (resp.
7,0%®). For any k > 1 there is an evident functor

oAl (15,-10%) — {X — (X ©F - oF X"},

and similarly for coAlg®(7,0%), taking the k-fold diagonal map of a coalgebra
structure. Given the description of ®F of Proposition EE10 the following (which we
prove in Section [C4]) should not be surprising:

LEMMA 4.23. The following is a pullback square of compactly generated co-categories:

coAlg™ ! (7,0%) ——=Ind{X = (X @" - @" X)"n }

l |

c0Alg™!(7,_10%) ——=TInd{X — (X @" --- @" X"}

REMARK 4.24. This lemma expresses the idea that to lift a compact coalgebra X
in 7,,_10% to a coalgebra in 7,0%, it suffices to lift the n-fold diagonal X — X©"
to a map X — X"

From the previous lemma we may conclude the following key fact about the oo-
category of ind-coalgebras in 7, 0%:

PROPOSITION 4.25. The co-category coAlg™ (1,0%) is n-excisive.

PRrROOF. The proof is by induction on n. The case n = 1 is clear, since
coAlg™ (1 0®) is just O itself and O is stable by assumption. For the induc-
tive step from n — 1 to n, consider the square of Lemma 423l By the inductive
hypothesis, the co-category coAlg™?(7,,_10®) is (n — 1)-excisive. By the first part
of Lemma below, the two oo-categories on the right are n-excisive: indeed,
an expression of the form X®" or X©" is n-excisive as a functor of X because it
is the diagonal of a multilinear functor of n variables, and the class of n-excisive
functors is closed under limits. The proposition follows from this, since the class of
n-excisive co-categories is closed under taking limits. (]
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REMARK 4.26. Note that we do not claim that coAlg™(r,_10®) is equivalent to

Tn_lcOAlgind((’)@). In fact this is usually not the case. See, however, Corollary
below.

LEMMA 4.27. If F: O — O is an n-excisive functor, then the co-category Ind{X —
F(X)}; is n-excisive. Furthermore, the obvious functor

Ind{X — F(X)}; — Ind{X = P,_1F(X)},

is (the left adjoint of) a strong (n — 1)-excisive approzimation.

PrROOF. Write D for Ind{X — F(X)}(é) and u : D — O for the forgetful
functor, which preserves colimits and is conservative (i.e. detects equivalences).
For objects X,Y € D there is an equalizer diagram as follows:

Mapp (X,Y) —— Mapy (uX, uY) —= Mapy (uX, F(uY)).

Writing r for the right adjoint of u, it follows that there is an equalizer diagram of
functors

idp ——=ru —= rFu.
The composition ru is 1-excisive, whereas rFu is n-excisive. Therefore idp is n-
excisive, being a limit of n-excisive functors.

To prove that D is an n-excisive co-category we verify condition (b) of Corollary
Let X : P(n+ 1) — D be a Cartesian (n + 1)-cube such that the restriction
Xo := X|py(n+1) is a special punctured (n + 1)-cube. We need to show that X is
strongly coCartesian. Note that it suffices to treat the case where the vertices of
X are compact objects. We will define a strongly coCartesian cube X' in D whose
restriction to Po(n+1) coincides with Xy. We will then prove that X’ is Cartesian, so
that it is equivalent to X, proving the lemma. First, consider the special punctured
(n 4 1)-cube uXy in O and complete it to a Cartesian cube (which we suggestively
denote uX’) by setting
uX'(@) := lim uXo.

Since O is l-excisive (and hence a fortiori n-excisive) the cube uX’ is strongly
coCartesian by condition (b) of Corollary I8 (or directly from Lemma 212)).
To define an (n + 1)-cube X’ in D we should specify a natural transformation
v:uX — F(uX’). We already have a natural transformation uXg — F(uXp). One
completes the definition of v by considering the induced map

uX!(25) — lim F(uXo) ~ F(uX'(2)).

The equivalence above follows from the fact that F is n-excisive. The (n + 1)-cube
X’ we have defined is strongly coCartesian simply because u creates colimits. To
see that it is Cartesian, consider (for any Y € D) the equalizer diagram

Mapy, (Y, X'(@)) —— Map (uY, uX'(2)) —= Mapo (uY, F(uX'(2)))
and observe that the second and third terms are canonically equivalent to
lim Map (uY, uXp) and lim Map,y (uY, F(uXyp))
respectively. It follows that the map
Mapy, (Y, X'(@)) — lim Map (Y, Xo)

is an equivalence.
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Finally we need to prove the last claim of the lemma concerning P,,_1D. Recall that
Tpn—1D is the full subcategory of Fun(Pg(n), D) spanned by the special punctured
n-cubes. Note that objects of T,_1D may be identified with special punctured
n-cubes Xy in O together with a natural transformation v : Xo — F(Xo). It is then
straightforward to see that the following functor is an equivalence of co-categories:

lim: Ty 1 D¢ — {X = T, F(X) }, : (v: Xo = F(Xo)) = (limv : Jim Xo — Lim F(Xo)).
From here it is a simple formal exercise to find an equivalence

Pp1D — Id{X = I TY_ F(X)}, ~ Ind{X = P, F(X)},
k

which completes the proof. (I

REMARK 4.28. Note that the statement and proof of the previous lemma only
depend on the restriction of F' to compact objects of O, so that it is not necessary
to assume that F preserves filtered colimits.

The following observation (see [McC99]) will be of crucial importance:
LEMMA 4.29. The norm sequence
(XM, — (XEM) s ()
exhibits the first term (resp. the last term) as the nth homogeneous layer (resp. the

(n — 1)-excisive approzimation) of the functor in the middle.

PrOOF. A simple calculation shows that the norm map induces an equivalence
on nth cross effects, so that the first map induces an equivalence on nth derivatives.
O

Recall from Theorem [[7] that the functor P, _; preserves pullbacks. Applying P,,_1
to the square of Lemma [£.23] and using Lemma gives the following:

COROLLARY 4.30. The following is a pullback square of compactly generated oco-
categories:

Pr_1c0Algm (7,09) — Ind{X - (X @" - @" X)tEn}‘é)

| !

coAlg™(7,10%) ——=Ind{X — (X O"--- @" X))}

c

)

It is also straightforward to describe the relation between coAlg™(7,0%) and its
(n — 1)-excisive approximation:

LEMMA 4.31. The following is a pullback square of compactly generated co-categories:
coAlg™ (7, 0®) Ind{X — (X&)}

| |

Pr-1c0Alg" (7,0%9) — Ind{X — (XO")"Zn x(yonyim, (XE")En 0.
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ProoOF. Consider the following diagram of compactly generated co-categories:

coAlg™d(7,,0®) Ind{X — (X®")h=n} 0

| |

Pr—1c0Alg"(1,0%9) — = Ind{X — (XO")"=n X (yon)m, (XO")En )0 ——=TInd{X — (X&)}

l | |

coAlg™ (7, 10®) md{X — (X"} > Ind{X — (XO")n }7.

The lower right square is clearly a pullback. Also, the rectangle formed by the
lower two squares is a pullback by Corollary B30, so that the bottom left square
must be a pullback by the usual pasting lemma for pullbacks. Similarly, the vertical
rectangle formed by the left two squares is a pullback by Lemma 23] It follows
that the top left square is a pullback. (Il

There is an evident functor

triv : O — coAlg™?(7,,0%)
assigning to each object X of O the trivial coalgebra structure on X, i.e. a coalgebra
equipped with (a coherent system of) nullhomotopies for each of the maps X —

(X ®’“)th with 1 < k& < n. To be precise, one can construct this functor inductively
using Lemma [£.23] and the evident functors

0 — Ind{X — (X @" - @" X"}

assigning to each X the zero map into (X®*)"®x_ The following is then a straight-
forward consequence of what we have done so far:

COROLLARY 4.32. The following is a pullback square of compactly generated oco-
categories:

Ind{X — fib(X®" — XOn),5 }0 —— coAlg™!(7,09)

| |

O P_1coAlgmd (1, 0%).

triv

PROOF. This is immediate from Lemma [£.31] and the observation that the fiber
of
(X®n)h2n SN (XQn)th X(X@n)t):n (X®n)t2n

is canonically equivalent to the fiber of the map
Indeed, the former is the total fiber in the following square:

(X®n)h2n R (X®n)t2n

| |

(XQn)hEn R (XQn)tEn'
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This total fiber may be computed by first taking the fibers of the rows, yielding the
functors
(X®n)hzn a'nd (Xen)hzn7

and then taking the fiber of the evident map between those. O



CHAPTER 5

The space of Goodwillie towers

In this chapter we prove Theorem [[.23] We construct the square of that theorem in
Section 5.1l Then we make precise the construction of n-stages outlined in Chapter
Bl Finally, in Section (3] we prove that the square of the theorem is in fact a
homotopy pullback of spaces.

5.1. The Tate diagonal

In this section we construct the square

‘N

971—1 (O®) - ‘j\in

of Theorem We will describe the spaces 7, and %n as the total spaces of
fibrations ¢,, and %, over G,,_1 (0®), with the maps in the square above arising from
certain sections of these. The fibers of T,, and T,, over a fixed (n — 1)-stage C are
the spaces of natural transformations Nat(Xg°, ©¢) and Nat(Xg°, ¥e) respectively.
Recall that the functors ©c¢ and Ve are the following:

Oc:C—0: X (SFXar--e"srx)™,
TVe:C—0: X (SPX O™ 0" NFX)".
Here we have suppressed the identification of Sp(€) with O in our notation, which
we will continue to do in order to avoid cluttering. The vertical map p, in the
square is given by the formation of (n — 1)-excisive approximations. The map

T, 2 9,(0%®) — T, (to be constructed below) assigns to an n-excisive category the
Tate diagonal described informally in Chapter Bl

To begin with, we note that there is a ‘tautological’ coCartesian fibration
v:T = G,_1(09)

which is classified (in the sense of Definition 3.3.2.2 of [Lur09]) by the evident
functor G,,_1(0%) — Cat.. In particular, the fiber of v over a vertex representing
an n — 1-stage C is canonically equivalent to the oo-category €. In fact v is also
a Cartesian fibration; this is a general feature of coCartesian fibrations over a
Kan complex (cf. Proposition 3.3.1.8 of [Lur09]), but explicitly v (as a Cartesian
fibration) is classified by the functor

G 1(0%)°P — (PrE)P — Prft 5 Cat,,.

41
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The first arrow denotes the evident functor sending an n— 1-stage to the correspond-
ing n— l-excisive oo-category, with Pr” the co-category of presentable co-categories
and left adjoint functors, whereas the second arrow is the equivalence which takes
right adjoints (and is the identity on objects), cf. Corollary 5.5.3.4 of [Lur09]. The
final arrow is the inclusion.

As in Construction 6.2.2.2 of [Lurl4], there is a relative stabilization

QF
St(7) T

A

977,71(0@)

of the fibration 7. The map St(y) — G,-1(0%) is a coCartesian fibration by
Proposition 6.2.2.8 of [Lurld4]. The fiber of the map Q° over a vertex C is the
(absolute) stabilization

0% : Sp(C) — €.
One can think of the existence of this relative stabilization as expressing the func-
toriality of the assignment

Gn-1(0%®) — Cat, : €+ Sp(C).

The functor (25 admits a relative left adjoint

971—1 (O®)

by Proposition 7.3.2.6 of [Lurl4]. Its fiber over C is of course the left adjoint
functor X : € — Sp(C).

REMARK 5.1. In fact our definition of G,,—1(0®), which includes for every € an
equivalence Sp(€) ~ O, implies that the fibration St(y) — G,_1(0%) is equivalent
to the ‘constant’ fibration

0 x 9n—1(o®) — 9n—1(o®)-
The only reason for introducing St(v) as above is to make explicit the map X7,

whose domain is generally not a constant fibration.

We define another map of simplicial sets

f’Vl
Fung, ,0e)(T,St(7)) = Gn1(0%).
which is characterized by the formula
Homg, _, (0s) (A", Fung, _, (0e)(T', St(7))) = Homg, _, 0e) (I Xg,_,(02) A", St(7)).

In particular, the fiber of f,, over € is the oo-category Fun(C,Sp(€)). Corollary
3.2.2.13 of [Lur09] guarantees that f, is again a coCartesian fibration (or see 3.10
of [BS16] for a discussion of this construction). Let us record the following fairly
evident property:
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LEMMA 5.2. Assign to a map of simplicial sets o : T' — St(y) over G,_1(0%) the
section of fn defined by the formula

(A% = G,-1(0%)) = (T xg, ,(0e) AF =T 2 St(v)).
Then this assignment determines a bijection between such maps o and sections of
fn-
PROOF. It is easy to check that the inverse construction is given as follows:
say s is a section of f, and consider a simplex
E:AF ST

Then § can also be viewed as a k-simplex of I' xg _ (0®) A* and one defines

5(6) = (A ST xg, 00y A 22 St()).

One verifies that 5 is a map of simplicial sets and the assignment s — s is the
desired inverse. O

In particular, the left adjoint X5° : I' — St(7y) gives rise to a section
0:G,.1(0%) = Fung, , (0®)(T,St(v))

of f,. Similarly, the assignments € +— We and € +— O give rise to sections ¢ and
0 of f, respectively. Indeed, these are easily obtained from o by identifying St(7)
with O x G,,_1(0®) and postcomposing with the functors

X = (XO")tEn resp. X = (X®")tEn

on the first factor. In fact, we will also need the following variant of this construc-
tion. Write Ne for the evident natural transformation ©®¢ — Ve induced by the
natural map

(XY s (X"
Then there is a corresponding map
Vi Gn-1(0%) = Fung, , (0e) (T, St(7))*

whose value at a vertex C is described by v(€) = Ne.

1

Now define a map tn /‘J\'n — G,-1(0%) by the pullback square

T, Fung, 0@ (T, St(7))2

?nl/ l(cvo,cvl)

Gn-1(0%) i Fung, _, (oe)(I',St(7y)) x Fung,, _, (oe) (L, St(7y))

and similarly define a map t,, by a pullback square

T, Fung, (o= (T,St())2"

tnt l(evo,eV{1,2})

Gn-1(0%) — Fung, ,(0e)(T,St(7)) x Fung, e (T, St(y)2".

(ovv)

Observe that the inclusion
Al ~ A0 C A2
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defines a map T, — ‘j’n compatible with the maps to G, _1(O%®). Also, note that
the fiber of t, over a vertex € is given by (a model for) the space of natural
transformations

Nat(X3, Ue)

between functors from € to Sp(€) ~ O. Similarly, the fiber of ¢,, over € is a model
for the space of natural transformations

Nat(E%", Oe).

In analogy with the construction of frn it might seem more obvious to construct 7T,
by exactly the same procedure with ©¢ in place of We. This would yield a fibration
equivalent to the map ¢, constructed above, simply because the forgetful functor

Fun(ev Sp(e))/Ne — Fun(ea Sp(e))/@@

is a trivial fibration. However, the construction of J,, we use admits an evident
map to T, which is moreover a Kan fibration:

LEMMA 5.3. The maps t,, and fn are Kan fibrations. The map T, — ?n described
above is a Kan fibration as well.

PROOF. It is convenient to phrase the proof in terms of marked simplicial sets
(as in Chapter 3 of [LurQ9]); recall that those are pairs (X, &) with X a simplicial
set and € a subset of the set of 1-simplices of X containing all degenerate edges.
For a simplicial set X, one writes X? for X with only degenerate edges marked,
X* for X with all edges marked, and if X happens to be an oco-category then X*
denotes X with the equivalences marked. To prove that t, is a Kan fibration we
should argue the existence of solutions to lifting problems of the following form,
with 0 < k < m:

Y —

7
-
/ -
l - l/tn
-
-

Am —_— Sn_l (O®)

Equivalently, we should solve the following lifting problem of marked simplicial sets:

(A™)F —— G 1 (0%)F.

By the pullback square defining t,, this is equivalent to

(A;gn)ﬂ (Fun9n71(0®)(1—‘78t(’7))A1)h

—
—
—
—
— (evo,evy)
—
—
—

—

(A™)F —— Fung, ,(0e)(I',St(y))? x Fung, ,0e)(T, St(y))",
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which by adjunction is equivalent to

([XZL)Ti X (Al)b H(A%”)”X(aAl)b (Am)u X (8A1)b —>Fun9n71(o®)(1—‘,st(7))h

//?
\L o
—
S

(A x (AL,

—

For any trivial cofibration f : K — L and monomorphism ¢ : A — B of simplicial
sets, the pushout-product of f# and 4 is a trivial cofibration of marked simplicial
sets in the model structure of Theorem 3.1.3.7 of [Lur09] (using Corollary 3.1.4.4
for the pushout-product property). Thus the left vertical map is a trivial cofibration
of marked simplicial sets. Because the fibrant objects in this model structure are
marked simplicial sets of the form X* (Proposition 3.1.4.1 of [Lur09]), with X an
oo-category, a solution as indicated by the dashed arrow exists. The proof that ¢,
is Kan fibration proceeds similarly, now using the monomorphism

AT A2 € A2

in place of 9A! — Al. Finally, to show that T,, — T, is a Kan fibration one applies
the same argument, now using the monomorphism of simpicial sets

A2 C A%
0

It remains to construct the maps in the square at the start of this section, i.e. a
section
Gno1(0%) 5 T,
of t,,, as well as the map
Ty : G50 (0%®) = T,
and establish a homotopy between the two composites in the square. Note that for
an n-stage € for O%®, the constructions of Section give a square

€ ——— coAlg(7,0%)

| |

Pp_1C —— coAlg(1,_10%).

Applying the functor P,_; and using the square of Corollary .30l then gives a
further diagram

Pr1C——Ind{X = Op,_,e(X)},

| |

Pr1C——Ind{X = Up__ e(X)},.

The bottom horizontal arrow exists for any (n — 1)-stage, not necessarily of the
form P,,_1C, and defines in a straightforward way a map G,_1(0%®) — ?rn which is
a section of &,,. Similarly, the square above also defines the map T}, : §,(0%) — T,,.
Moreover, the commutativity of this square also provides the desired commutativity
of the square at the start of this section.
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REMARK 5.4. Lemma provides another way to think about the construction of
the map T),. Indeed, consider an n-stage C,, and write C,,_1 for the (n — 1)-excisive
approximation U’n_lg Also, write F' : G, — €, _1 for the induced functor. For
X € €y, with image X :=¥7° X in O, there is a natural map

X — (X
induced by the coalgebra structure of X in 7,0®. One can now use the fact that

the codomain of this map is an (n — 1)-excisive functor of X and apply Lemma [L.5]
to show that precomposition with F' induces a weak equivalence

Nat (3721 1, (721,1)9") ") — Nat (227, (7)),

Here the left-hand side refers to natural transformations between functors €,,_1 —
Sp(€,,—1), the right-hand side to natural transformations between functors €,, —
Sp(€r). In particular, one finds for Y € €,y and Y := X3 | |V a natural map

Y — (T
which extends the natural map defined for X € C,, above. This map is the Tate

diagonal.

5.2. Constructing n-stages

In this section we study the pullback A defined by the square
A Tn

|

9n—1 (O®) - ‘j\in

Since the simplicial sets in this square are Kan complexes and the right vertical map
is a Kan fibration (by Lemmal[5.3)), this pullback is also a homotopy pullback. As a
consequence of the constructions of the previous section there is (up to contractible
ambiguity) a canonical map « : G,(0%) — A. We will construct a map 8 : A —
Gn(0®). In the next section we demonstrate that a and 3 are homotopy inverse to
each other, proving Theorem [[.23]

A vertex Z of A may be identified with an (n — 1)-stage € for O% together with a
2-simplex
B¢

.

Z%O —>-\IJ(3

in the oco-category Fun(C, Sp(€)). In other words, adopting the usual short-hand

X = XX for objects X of €, we have a natural diagram
(X

|

X ——> (YGn)tZ"
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where the horizontal arrow arises from the coalgebra structure on X supplied by
the functor € — coAlg™(7,,_10®). Invoking Corollary E30] we see that this data
is equivalent to a lift of that functor as follows:

Pp_1c0Alg™ (7,,09)

|

e Z—— coAlg™(r,_,09).

DEFINITION 5.5. Define $y(Z) to be the pullback, formed in Caty, in the following
square:

Bo(Z) —— coAlg™(7,,09)

| |

€ —— P,_1coAlg™(7,0®).

Fixing a choice of pullback functor for Caty (which is of course unique up to con-
tractible ambiguity) and observing that the constructions of the paragraph above
make sense for families of (n — 1)-stages €, one obtains a functor

B : A — Cat?.

REMARK 5.6. A particular way of fixing the choice of pullback is as follows: one
replaces the right vertical map (which does not depend on Z) by a categorical
fibration and takes the actual pullback of simplicial sets.

The crucial properties of this construction are the following:

PROPOSITION 5.7. The co-category 3o(Z) is n-excisive.

This proposition is immediate from the fact that the class of n-excisive co-categories
is closed under taking limits.

PROPOSITION 5.8. There is a canonical equivalence of co-operads
02 ThO0® — Sp(Bo(2))®.
This equivalence is functorial, in the sense that ¢ can be made into a map

A — op§:O®/.

The previous two propositions provide a map
B:A— G,(09)
which on vertices can be described by the formula

B(Z) = (Bo(Z), ¢z)-

In the next section we will prove that 8 is a homotopy equivalence.

We give a proof of Proposition (.8 below. Roughly speaking we should show that
the first n tensor products in the stable co-operad Sp(8y(Z))® agree with the first
n tensor products defined by the stable co-operad O®. This will be rather obvious
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for the first n — 1. For the nth one, the square defining 5y(Z) will yield a pullback
square, natural for X € O, as follows:

(X%, (xon)n

| l

(XO™)ps, —= (XOM) 50 5 (xonyem, (XO)n,

Here the symbol ® denotes the tensor products defined by Sp(5o(Z2))®. Using
that the fiber of the right-hand vertical map is fib(X®" — X©™),x  this will give
®7 ~ ®". We now set out to make this precise:

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 5.8l To avoid overburdening the exposition further
than necessary we give the proof for a vertex Z of A, but it is straightforward to
verify that everything we do makes sense in families, i.e., works equally well for a
general simplex ¢ of A. Applying P,,_1 to the square defining 5(Z) and using that
this functor preserves pullbacks, we conclude that the induced functor

:Pnflﬂ()(z’) —C
is an equivalence. By Proposition we then find an equivalence of oo-operads
Sp(6)® — Tn_lSp(ﬁon,)@’.

Since € is an (n — 1)-stage for O® we have an equivalence 7,,_10% — Sp(€)®, thus
providing an equivalence

‘Piz : Tn_10® — Tn_lsp(ﬁon,)@.
We now wish to apply Proposition [4.12] to obtain a map
Pz 1 T 0% — Sp(B0(2))%.

For simplicity of notation, let us identify Sp(8o(Z)) with O and write ®% for the
k-fold tensor product on O induced by the stable co-operad Sp(30(Z))®. To extend
% to a map gz as above we should supply a lift, natural in X € O, as follows:

(X ®n T ®n X)hzn

/7
—
~
—
—
—
—

(X ®7Zl. ®7Zl, X)hEn —_ (X @n ...@nX)th.

Here the bottom horizontal arrow is induced by the map ¢’,. Moreover, if we prove
that the diagonal map is an equivalence it will follow that ¢z is an equivalence of
oo-operads. We will do both these things at once.

Observe that the four co-categories in the square defining 5(Z) admit left adjoint
functors to O; for §p(Z) and C these are the stabilizations 3 and X3 respectively,

while for coAlg™(7,,0®) and P,,_;coAlg™ (7,,0%) these are the obvious forgetful
functors. Associated to each of these four adjunctions is a comonad on O. Writing
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cofree,, and cofree}, for the last two, we obtain a diagram of functors on O as follows:

D, (22Q) — Dy (cofree,,)

l |

D, (2FQF) — Dy (cofreel).

By standard formal reasoning this diagram is a pullback square of functors. Recall
that (X ®%---®% X))y, is precisely D, (X3°Q3°)(X). As the notation suggests, the
comonad cofree,, should be thought of as the cofree ind-coalgebra functor associated
to the stable co-operad 7,0®. We wish to apply Corollary E:32] to describe the fiber
of the right vertical map. The co-category

Ind{X — fib(X®" - X5, 1

appearing in that result induces yet another comonad on O, which we denote
cofreei%. (The superscript refers to divided powers, which we will investigate in
Section [6.11) There is then a canonical equivalence

D, (cofree®® )(X) — fib(X®" — XO),5 .

Indeed this can be checked directly, or one uses Proposition and the fact that
the kth derivative of the identity functor on the oo-category above is trivial for
1 < k < n. Corollary d.32] gives a square

cofreed? — > cofree,
idy ——— cofreel,.
Applying D,, then yields a pullback
fib(X®" — X©")y —— D,(cofree,)

| l

* D, (cofreel).

We deduce that the fiber of the map D, (33Q°)(X) — D, (XX Q) (X) is canon-
ically equivalent to the fiber of (X®"),x — (X®")nx,. Applying D, to the
composition of maps

YXOF — cofree, (X) — (XE)hEn

yields a map
Du(BFOF)(X) — (X",

This map fits into a diagram

fib(X®" — XO™)s, —— D, (EX0P)(X) —— D, (EFQ2)(X)

| l l

fib(X®" = XOM),5 (X® s, (X)ns,,-
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Both rows are fiber sequences by our discussion above. Also, the rightmost vertical
map is an equivalence by assumption. We conclude that the middle vertical map
is an equivalence, which concludes our proof. (Il

We conclude this section with some observations about our construction of n-stages
which are not necessary for the proofs of our main results, but which will be useful
to sharpen some of our results in the next section, as well as being useful in [Heul].
One could consider a variant of our construction of 5y(2) ‘without the ind’, where
one defines an oo-category ((Z) by the following pullback square in Catoo:

B6(2) coAlg(7,0%)

| |

€ —— P,_1coAlg(1,0%).

Here the lower right-hand corner requires some care: given that coAlg(r,0%) is
not necessarily compactly generated, it does not make sense to apply P,_1 to it.
Rather we take our cue from Corollary 430 and simply define it by a pullback
square as follows:

Ppn—1c0Alg(1,0%) — {X — (X®n)t2n}o

| |

coAlg(7,—10®) —— {X — (XQ”)tE"}O

Note that by construction the oco-category of compact objects 8y(Z)¢ inside 5o (Z)
is a still a full subcategory of £3(Z). In fact, it is easy to show that B{(Z) is a
presentable co-category, so in particular it has all colimits. Left Kan extension of
the inclusion 5y(Z)¢ — B((Z) defines a functor

Ind(Bo(2)) = Bo(Z) — Bo(2).

It is not at all clear whether the co-category B(Z) itself is compactly generated.
However, we will show that at least it has a good supply of compact objects:

LEMMA 5.9. If X € () is an object whose image under
forget

BL(2) — coAlg(r,0%) —— O
is a compact object of O, then X itself is a compact object of 5 (Z).

PRrROOF. For the duration of this proof, write u : 8,(Z) — C for the functor
featuring in the defining square of B(Z) and U : 84(Z) — O for the composite
described in the lemma. A chase through the definitions of these oco-categories
combined with Lemma [L3T] (or its variant for ordinary coalgebras rather than ind-
coalgebras) shows that there is a fiber sequence as follows (cf. the first part of the
proof of Lemma [.27):

Mapg (UX, Qfib(UY)®" — (UY)°")x,) — Mapg, z)(X,Y) = Mape (uX, uY).
This identification of the fiber works for any choice of basepoint in Mape(uX, uY)
(or one can argue directly that the sequence is in fact a principal fiber sequence).

Also, note that if X is assumed to be such that UX (and hence also uX) are
compact, then the base and fiber commute with filtered colimits when interpreted
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as functors of Y. Hence the same is true of the middle term and we conclude that
X itself is compact. (I

COROLLARY 5.10. The functor Bo(Z) — B4(Z) is fully faithful.

REMARK 5.11. If O® = Sp(€)®, one can use Proposition [C.24] to identify the fiber
in the proof above as

Mape (UX, 8nide(UY,...,UY )us, ).

Here d,ide : Sp(€)*™ — Sp(€) denotes the n-multilinear functor corresponding to
the nth derivative of the identity on C.

5.3. A classification of n-stages

We have constructed maps « : §,(09) — A and 8 : A — G,,(0%), which we claim
to be homotopy equivalences. This follows from Propositions [5.12 and [5.13] below,
which will complete the proof of Theorem [T.23

Suppose € is an n-stage for O%, so that in particular we have an equivalence e :
7,0% — Sp(€)®. Then we find a square

€ —— = coAlg™(7,,09)

| |

Pn1C —— P, _1coAlg™(7,,09).

The top horizontal arrow is the formation of coalgebras discussed previously, the
bottom arrow obtained from the top by applying P,_1. Write D := So(a(C)).
By the definition of fy, the square above induces a functor F' : € — D. Since F
preserves colimits it admits a right adjoint G. Considering our definitions it should
be clear that G provides a 2-simplex of equivalences as follows:

7,0

This construction provides a homotopy between the identity map of G, (0®) and
the composition 5 o a by virtue of the following;:

PROPOSITION 5.12. The functor F : € — D above is an equivalence of oco-categories.

PROOF. Since C is an n-excisive co-category, it suffices to show that the ad-
junction (F, Q) is a weak n-excisive approximation. In other words, we should show
that the natural transformations ide — GF and P,(FG) — idz are equivalences.
For simplicity of notation we identify the stabilizations of € and D with O (although
to be precise one would have to carry along the equivalences pe and ¢p). These
oo-categories induce comonads Xg°€2g° and X55Q5 on O respectively. Furthermore,
by construction we have equivalences

YEF ~ 3% and GQF ~ Q.
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Observe also that the natural transformation
Py (S5 FGQT) — P(E5QF)

is an equivalence for every k. Indeed, this is a direct consequence of the fact that
Dy (2F0) — Dp(EFQY) is an equivalence for every k, which is a reformulation
of the equivalence of oc-operads Sp(D)® — Sp(€)®. Using unit and counit of the
stabilization adjunctions of € and D we may form the cosimplicial objects featured
in the following diagram:

ide ——= Tot (P, (OF (53 0F)"SF))

|

GF — Tot( P, (GO (SF95) S5 F) ).

The vertical arrow on the right is an equivalence by our previous remark. Moreover,
the horizontal arrows are equivalences by a result of Arone and Ching (see Propo-
sition [B4lin the appendix). It follows that the left vertical arrow is an equivalence.
We treat the map P,(FG) — idp similarly: indeed, by the same proposition we
have equivalences

F — Tot(Pn(Q%(E%Q%)'zgﬁF)),
G — Tot(Pn(GQ"ﬁ(E%’Q%’)'E%)).
Together these yield a diagram

P, (FG) — Tot (Pn (Q"g(E%Q%)'E%FGQ%O(E%Q%O)'E%))

l

idy ——— Tot( P, (05 (S5 05) 505 (5505)°05) ).

where the cosimplicial object on the top right is the diagonal of the evident bi-
cosimplicial object formed from the resolutions of F' and G described above (and
similarly for the bottom right, applying the standard resolution of the identity
twice). One deduces that the horizontal maps are equivalences by applying Propo-
sition [B.4] twice. The vertical map on the right is an equivalence again because the
natural transformation P, (X% FGQF) — P,(EFNF) is an equivalence. Finally,
we conclude that the left vertical map P,(FG) — idp in the square above is an
equivalence. (I

It remains to deal with the composition . o 3. Consider a vertex Z € A, which in
particular determines an (n—1)-excisive co-category € and a natural transformation
N : X% — O¢. The map T), : §,(0%) — T, assigns to S(Z) another such natural
transformation T, (5(Z)) : ¥3° — O¢. A homotopy between a o  and the identity
map of A is then provided by the following proposition, which is almost tautologous
from what we have done so far:

PROPOSITION 5.13. The natural transformations N and T,,(8(Z)) are canonically
equivalent relative to We.
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PROOF. For the purposes of this proof let us write D := (Z). Recall that
this oo-category is defined by a pullback square

p A2 coAlg™(7,,09)

|

€ —— P, _1coAlg™(7,,0®).

The vertical arrows become equivalences after applying P,, 1, which yields an equiv-
alence between the bottom horizontal arrow and P,,_1 Ap. Recall that our definition
of T,,(3(%)) arose from applying P, 1 to the construction of coalgebras of Section
42 for which we write

Byp : D — coAlg™(7,,0%).
Both Ap and By supply for each X € D an n-fold ‘diagonal’
X — (EFX @™ @"EFX)

Write X for YFX. To prove the proposition it suffices to show that these maps
are canonically equivalent relative to (YQn)hZ". This is mostly an unraveling of
definitions. One way to describe the n-fold diagonal induced by Bop is by using the
coalgebra structure X — XFQF X given by the unit of the adjunction (X3, Q)
and composing with the map 250X — (7(@")}@” coming from the formation of
coderivatives (see Lemma [B.3). In case of Ap, this n-fold diagonal arises by using
the same structure X — X5Q55X, but then considering the natural transformation

NF NS — cofree,,
induced by Ap and composing with the projection
cofree, (X) — (X @" - @" X)=n,

In the proof of Proposition (5.8 we showed that this composite induces an equiv-
alences on nth derivatives and hence also on nth coderivatives (see Remark [B.2)),
which implies what we need. The compatibility with maps down to (YGH)}IE“ is
immediate from the commutativity of the square defining D. O

5.4. The case of vanishing Tate constructions

Let O® be a nonunital stable oco-operad. As in Corollary [[.25, assume that for
k < n and any object X € O equipped with an action of ¥ the object X*™* is
trivial, i.e. is a zero object of @. Then Theorem [[.23]implies that the space G (O®)
is contractible for every £ < n. In particular, all n-stages for O® are canonically
equivalent, up to contractible ambiguity. The following result gives an explicit
description of these n-stages:

PROPOSITION 5.14. Assume 0% as above. Write C,, for the n-excisive co-category
coAlgmd(TnO®). Then there is an equivalence of co-operads

0% — Sp((‘ln)®

exhibiting C, as an n-stage for O%.
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PrOOF. The proof is more or less direct from our construction of n-stages as in
Section The case n = 1 is trivial, since coAlg™?(7;0®) is just the co-category
O itself. Suppose we have proved the claim for n — 1 and we wish to establish it for
n. Let C,_1 be an (n — 1)-stage for 0%, so that by our inductive hypothesis there
is an equivalence

Cn_1 — coAlg™ (7, ,0%).
Note that by Corollary and our assumption on vanishing Tate constructions,
there is an equivalence

coAlgind (7,-10%) — an,lcoAlgi“d (1,0%).

The constructions and results of Section [5.2]then show that we may form an n-stage
C for O® by forming the following pullback square:

€ —— coAlg™(7,,09)

| |

Cp1 — Pp_1c0Alg™(7,09).
Since the bottom horizontal arrow is an equivalence, so is the top arrow. In partic-

ular, coAlg™(7,,0®) can be made into an n-stage for O, O

In the case of vanishing Tate constructions we may also use Lemma and Corol-
lary 5101 to conclude:

COROLLARY 5.15. Let O® be as above, i.c., all Tate constructions for X vanish
for k < n. Then X € coAlg(r,0%) is a compact object whenever its underlying
object of O is compact. As a consequence, the evident functor

coAlg™(7,0%) — coAlg(r,,0%)
is fully faithful.



CHAPTER 6

Examples

In this chapter we apply our techniques to analyze the Goodwillie towers of several
more or less familiar homotopy theories. In Section [6.1] we start with the notion of
divided power coalgebras, which in a sense give the simplest (or ‘untwisted’) example
of n-stages associated to a nonunital stable co-operad. They arise from Theorem
[L23] by choosing the Tate diagonals to be null for every n. In case O is an operad
in the category of spectra (or some related stable homotopy theory), we consider
the Goodwillie tower of the homotopy theory Alg(O) of algebras over O and show
that it coincides with the Goodwillie tower of divided power coalgebras over the
cooperad B(0O), the bar construction of O. This is an instance of Koszul duality.

In Section we consider rational homotopy theory. In the homotopy theory of
rational spectra all Tate cohomology vanishes, so that the classification of Theorem
degenerates completely. We use this fact to identify the Goodwillie tower of
the homotopy theory of pointed rational spaces with that of differential graded
coalgebras over the rational numbers and with the Goodwillie tower of rational
differential graded Lie algebras. We reproduce some of Quillen’s results from this.

In Section we localize the oco-category of spectra so that (p — 1)! becomes in-
vertible. In this localized homotopy theory the Tate cohomology of ¥j vanishes
for k < p. We will use this observation to prove Theorem [I.4] giving a Lie algebra
model for the co-category SLn’p (=1 of pointed spaces whose nontrivial homotopy
groups are in the range of dimensions [n, p(n — 1)].

In Section[6.4] we investigate the Goodwillie tower of the homotopy theory of pointed
spaces and prove Theorem [(.3], which describes the co-category of simply connected
pointed spaces in terms of Tate coalgebras.

Finally, in Section [6.5] we make some further observations on the Goodwillie tower
of the homotopy theory of pointed spaces. The stable co-operad of interest in this
case is Sp®, the symmetric monoidal co-category of spectra with the smash product.
We give an explicit description of the fibers of the maps G, (Sp®) — G,,_1(Sp®) in
terms of the Tate spectra of the derivatives of the identity on 8., i.e. the Spanier-
Whitehead duals of the partition complexes.

The aim of the current chapter is to illustrate the use of results and techniques
developed in this paper; its style is slightly more informal and expository than the
rest of this paper. A more sophisticated application of our techniques is to v,-
periodic unstable homotopy theory, where one obtains results similar in nature to
those of rational homotopy theory. These are discussed in [Heul].

55
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6.1. Divided power coalgebras and Koszul duality

Let O% be a nonunital stable oo-operad. Informally speaking, a coalgebra X has
divided powers if each of its diagonal maps 6, is equipped with a factorization
through the norm map as follows:

(X R QN X)hEn

e

X T (Xam 5 X)
Furthermore, these factorizations should be compatible for various n with respect
to the structure of O®. More precisely, let us inductively define co-categories
coAlg:i“pd (1,0%) of divided power ind-coalgebras in the truncated co-operads 7, 0%.
We start by simply setting

coAlgiinpd(Tl(’)‘@) = 0.
Note that this is a 1-stage for 0% in an evident way. Now suppose we have defined
the co-category coAlg:inpd(Tn_l 0%), together with an equivalence
i ®
Sp(coAlg:inpd(Tn,10®)) — Tp-10%

exhibiting it as an (n — 1)-stage for O®. Write 0,1 for the composition of the
functors

COAIgijnpd(Tn—l O®) — COAlgind(Tn_l O®) — Ind{X N (X(Dn)tzn }g

Assume that we have a natural equivalence between o,_; and the functor which
assigns to every coalgebra X simply the null map X — (X©")=.  As usual, ®"
here denotes the n-fold tensor product on O determined by the stable co-operad
Tn—10%. This nullhomotopy defines a functor

coAlgL“pd (T0-10%) — Ind{X — (X“")z, }g
and we define the co-category of divided power coalgebras in 7, 0® by the following

pullback square of compactly generated oco-categories:

coAlgid“pd(Tn(‘J@) — Ind{X — (X)), }g

| |

coAlgdy! (rn-10%) —Ind{X — (X")nz, }o.

That this inductive construction makes sense is guaranteed by the following:

PROPOSITION 6.1. The oo-category coAlgid“pd(TnO®) is m-excisive. Furthermore,
the stable co-operad associated to it is canonically equivalent to 7,0%, making
coAlgid“pd(TnO®) an n-stage for O®. The associated natural transformation o, is
canonically nullhomotopic in the sense described above. Finally, the following func-

tor is an equivalence:

?n,lcoAlggnpd (1,0%) — coAlgiinpd (Th_10%).
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PROOF. The co-category coAlgH“pd (1,0®) is a pullback of n-excisive co-categories

and therefore n-excisive itself. To see that it is naturally an n-stage for 0%, observe
that we may rephrase the above construction as follows. Consider the functor

v coAlgidnpd(Tn_l 0%®) — coAlg™(7,_,0%)

given by the formation of coalgebras. By Corollary 430 we may use the given
‘nullhomotopy’ of the functor o,,_1 together with the functor

null : CoAlgfi“pd(Tn,l(f)@) — Ind{X — (X®n)t2"}f9 X — (X 9, (X®")t2")
to lift v to a functor
coAlgfinpd(Tn_l 0®) — P,,_1coAlg™(7,0%).

It is then straightforward to check, using Lemma A3l that coAlgiinpd (1,0%) as
defined above fits in a pullback square

coAlgi! (7,0%) coAlg™(7,0®)

| l

coAlgh (1,-10%) —— P,,_1coAlg™(7,,0%).

By the results of Section 52 this shows that coAlgL“pd(Tn(f)@) provides an n-stage for
O®. Applying the functor P,_1 to this square also shows that an,lcoAlg,ij“pd (1,0%)

is equivalent to coAlghnpd(Tn,l(f)@). The claim about o, follows from the fact that
the Goodwillie tower of the comonad on O associated to the adjunction

dp 8y ——
coAlg®?(7,0®) —= 0
0

is canonically split, meaning each stage of the tower is simply the direct sum of its
homegeneous layers. Indeed, writing ©@"** for the (n + 1)-fold tensor product on O
defined by 7,,0%, we have the usual pullback square

Po 1 (50 (X) s (X010

l |

P, (Z%°0%)(X) —— (X Oy,

The splitting of °°Q° corresponds to a nullhomotopy of the map P, (X*°Q>*°)(X) —
(XOnt1)iEn+1 wwhich in turn provides a nullhomotopy of o,. O
One can think of the co-categories coAlgL“pd (1,0®) as providing a compatible collec-
tion of basepoints for the spaces G, (0%®). In particular, these spaces are non-empty
for every m. As before there is a variant of the above constructions ‘without the
ind’, which defines oco-categories of n-truncated divided power coalgebras fitting
into pullback squares as follows:

coAlgdp(Tn(‘)@) _— {X — (X®")hgn}o

| l

coAlgdp(Tn_l(‘J@) — {X — (XQ");LZH}O.
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Lemma and Corollary give the following:

COROLLARY 6.2. An n-truncated divided power coalgebra X € coAlgy,(7,0%)
whose underlying object in O is compact is itself a compact object. Consequently,
the evident functor

coAlgfinpd (Th0®) — coAlgy, (1,0%)
defined by left Kan extension from compact objects is fully faithful.

For concreteness, consider the oco-category Sp of spectra, although the following
discussion goes through for many closely related stable co-categories. Let O be a
nonunital operad in spectra whose unary term O(1) is the sphere spectrum S. We
write Alg(O) for the co-category of O-algebras. The following is by now well-known
and can be found in various places in the literature (e.g. [BMO5] or Theorem 7.3.4.7
of [Lurl4] for the first part and [FG12] for the second):

PROPOSITION 6.3. There is an identification Sp(Alg(O)) ~ Sp. Furthermore, the
functor EFOF on Sp induced by the stabilization adjunction of Alg(O) is equivalent
to the functor

X = [[BO)n) A X",

where B(O) is the bar construction of O.

REMARK 6.4. The stabilization functor £ : Alg(O) — Sp can be identified with
topological André-Quillen homology by a result of Basterra and Mandell [BMO05].
Loosely speaking, the result above says that for any O-algebra X the spectrum

TAQ(X) is canonically a (conilpotent) divided power coalgebra over the cooperad
B(0O).

Recall from Remark [[T3 the dictionary between cooperads C in spectra (with
C(1) = S) and stable oo-operads O® whose underlying co-category O is Sp. Write
Sp% (0) for the stable oo-operad corresponding to B(O) under this dictionary. The
previous result can then interpreted as stating an equivalence of co-operads

Sp(Alg(0))® — SpR (o)

Note that it follows from Proposition that all Tate diagonals associated to the
oo-category Alg(O) are null. Thus we can immediately describe the n-excisive
approximations of Alg(O). Let us abbreviate coAlgdp(Spg(o)) by coAlgy, (B(O)).
As before, write 7,0 for the operad obtained from O by killing all operations with
more than n inputs.

PROPOSITION 6.5. For each n there is an equivalence of oco-categories
P, Alg(0) — coAlghs (B(r,,0)).
The interesting issue here is the convergence of the Goodwillie tower
Alg(O) — I'&HTP"AIg(O).
The map of operads O — 7,0 induces a transfer adjunction

Alg(O) —= Alg(,,0).
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Here the right adjoint is the evident pullback functor. For an O-algebra X, write
X<y, for the O-algebra obtained by successively applying left and right adjoint of
this transfer. The following has been proved by Pereira [Per13bl:

PROPOSITION 6.6. The tower
X — (-"—>X§3—>XS2—>X§1)

can be identified with the Goodwillie tower of the identity functor of Alg(O).

We call an algebra X complete if the map
X—>]<i£1("'_>XS3_>X§2_>XS1)

is an equivalence, so that Alg(O)°™ is precisely the co-category of complete O-
algebras. From Lemma [[.8 we then conclude the following:

COROLLARY 6.7. The functor
Alg(O)*™ — @COAlgdp(B(TnO))

is fully faithful.

REMARK 6.8. One can show that the transfer adjunction Alg(O) = Alg(7,0) is
a weak n-excisive approximation; indeed, this was already observed (with different
terminology) in [Per13b]. It might be tempting to conjecture that it is also a
strong n-excisive approximation, but this is false. The co-category Alg(7,,O) does
generally not satisfy condition (b) of Corollary 218 and is thus not n-excisive.

Proposition and Corollary are closely related to a conjecture of Francis
and Gaitsgory [FG12]. This conjecture states that there should be an equivalence
between the oco-category of pro-nilpotent O-algebras and conilpotent divided power
coalgebras over the cooperad B(O). Here an O-algebra is nilpotent if it is in the
essential image of the pullback functor

Alg(7,0) — Alg(O)

for some n and pro-nilpotent if it is a limit of nilpotent algebras. Equivalently, an
O-algebra is pro-nilpotent if it is a limit of trivial O-algebras, meaning algebras in
the essential image of the functor

Qg : Sp — Alg(0).

Dually, a divided power B(O)-coalgebra is conilpotent if it is a colimit of trivial
coalgebras. Now let us consider the special case where the operad O is truncated,
meaning O = 7,0 for large enough n. Then every O-algebra X is nilpotent and
we obtain a special case of the Francis-Gaitsgory conjecture by the following simple
consequence of Proposition This result was observed independently by Lee
Cohn:

PROPOSITION 6.9. If O is n-truncated, then composing the n-excisive approxima-
tion Alg(O) — P,Alg(O) with the equivalence of Proposition gives a fully
faithful functor

barg : Alg(O) — coAlg,y,(B(0))

with essential image the full subcategory spanned by the conilpotent coalgebras.
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PRrROOF. The functor Alg(O) — P,Alg(O) is fully faithful, since the identity
functor of Alg(O) is n-excisive. To verify the claim about the essential image in
coAlg,,(B(0)), write

freep : Sp — Alg(O) and trivg(o) : Sp — coAlg,,(B(O))

for the functors assigning to a spectrum X the free O-algebra and the trivial divided
power B(O)-coalgebra on X respectively. It is well-known (e.g. [FG12]) that
the composition barp o freep is equivalent to the functor trivg(oy, so that the
essential image of barg contains all trivial coalgebras. Since Alg(O) is generated
under colimits by free algebras and barg preserves colimits, its essential image is
therefore generated under colimits by trivial coalgebras and thus by definition the
full subcategory of conilpotent coalgebras. O

6.2. Rational homotopy theory

Consider the symmetric monoidal oco-category Spg of rational spectra with the
smash product, obtained from Sp® by localizing with respect to the Eilenberg-
MacLane spectrum HQ. Equivalently, this co-category can be thought of as the
homotopy theory of (unbounded) chain complexes over Q with their tensor product.
It is well-known (and straightforward to prove) that for any finite group G and
rational spectrum X with G-action, the Tate construction X*¢ is contractible.
Essentially, division by the order of the group provides an inverse to the norm map.
An immediate consequence is the following:

COROLLARY 6.10. For each n, the space Qn(Spg) is contractible.

Now consider the co-category 852 of pointed, simply-connected rational spaces. By
rational here we mean spaces local with respect to rational homology or more simply
spaces whose homotopy groups are vector spaces over Q. To apply our results we
need the following:

LEMMA 6.11. There is an equivalence of oco-operads

Sp(83%)® — Sp§.

PrRoOOF. The essential fact is that the rationalization functor
L e>2 >2
LQ 185 — SQ

preserves colimits (this is formal) and finite limits (since Q-localization is exact).
Because the polynomial approximations of a functor are constructed using colimits
and finite limits, it follows that the Goodwillie tower of the identity functor on
852 is simply obtained by applying Lg to the Goodwillie tower of the identity on
8§22, From here it is an exercise in unraveling the definitions to see that in the
commutative square

(85°) — (%)

o |

Spg —=Sp®
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the vertical arrow exhibits Spg as the stabilization of the corepresentable co-operad

(SSQ)X. (The vertical arrow on the right is the simply-connected cover of Q°°;
taking such covers does not affect the stabilization of 8..) O

We deduce from this lemma and Corollary[6.10/that anSSQ is canonically equivalent
to any other n-stage for Spg . By Proposition [5.14] we obtain the following:

COROLLARY 6.12. The functor 852 — coAlgind(SpQ) induced by X7 852 — Spg
gives an equivalence of Goodwillie towers, so in particular a collection of equiva-
lences

TPHSSQ — coAlg™ (TnSpS).

To get a sharper result we have to deal with convergence. First of all, it is well-
known [AK98|, [Goo03] that the Goodwillie tower of the identity on 8. converges
on simply-connected (and even nilpotent) spaces. In general Lg need not preserve
inverse limits, but for simply-connected X it does preserve the limit lim P,id(X).
Indeed, the spectrum 9,id is (1—n)-connective, whereas (XX )" is 2n-connective,
so that the homogeneous layer D,id(X) is (n + 1)-connective. Hence for fixed n
the map
X — P,id(X)

induces an isomorphism on m; for £ < n, which is then also true on rational
homotopy groups. It follows that the functor

C. : 85% — lim coAlg™(7,,Spg)

is fully faithful. Moreover, since C, admits a right adjoint, it embeds 562 as a
coreflective subcategory. To prove Theorem[[.28 we simply identify this subcategory
in different ways. Note that it is generated under colimits by the image of the
rational two-sphere LgS?.

Let us say that a coalgebra X € coAlg(Spg ) is simply-connected if its underly-

ing spectrum is simply-connected and write coAlg(Spg)22 for the full subcategory
spanned by such. Similarly define simply-connected ind-coalgebras and truncated
coalgebras. To get one half of Theorem [[.2§ we prove the following;:

PROPOSITION 6.13. The evident functor

52 — coAlg(Spg)22

is an equivalence of co-categories.

PrOOF. We will abuse notation and denote the functor of the proposition by

C, for the length of this proof (although we will show the abuse is rather mild).
Recall (as in Corollaries and [6.2)) that for every n the functor

ind

(

coAlg™(1,Spg) — coAlg(7,Spg)

is fully faithful. Hence the composite

562 — @1 coAlgind (72Spg) 22 l&n coAlg(r, SpQ) 22

is fully faithful as well. But by Lemma [C.30] the limit on the right is equivalent to
coAlg(TnSp@)22 itself. We conclude that the functor C, of the proposition is fully
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faithful. To conclude that C, is an equivalence of co-categories it remains to show
that it is essentially surjective. For this it suffices to check that C\(LgS?), which is
the trivial coalgebra on a class in degree 2, generates the co-category coAlg(SpQ)SQ
under colimits. This is rather standard; we leave the details to the interested
reader. Essentially, one builds a ‘cellular approximation’ (much as with spaces) to
any coalgebra by using C. (LgS?) and its suspensions as the cells. Alternatively, one
can use a much simplified version of the connectivity arguments we use in Section

64 O

We now turn to the other half of Theorem [[.28 which involves Lie algebras. Write
Lgq for the shifted Lie operad in Spg, defined in terms of the usual Lie operad Lieg
in rational vector spaces by Lg(k) = X' ~*Lieg(k), or rather

Lg(k) = YLieg(k) ® (S5")®*

to make more explicit the action of the symmetric group ¥j permuting the (-1)-
spheres. It is well-known [GJ, [GK94] that the bar construction of Lg is the
commutative cooperad. It can be described by Com(k) = Q for all k, with its
evident cooperad structure. Under the dictionary of Remark this cooperad
corresponds to the stable co-operad Spg . Notice that shifting up in degree provides
an equivalence of co-categories Alg(Lg) ~ Alg(Lieg) and we simply write Lieg
for the latter. Furthermore, write Lieg1 for the full subcategory spanned by the
connected Lie algebras. Recall that the Goodwillie tower of the identity on Lieg
converges precisely on complete Lie algebras; for evident degree reasons, this in
particular includes the connected Lie algebras. The remaining half of Theorem
follows from:

PROPOSITION 6.14. The functor

Lie(g1 — lim coAlg™? (TnSpg)

is a fully faithful embedding of a coreflective subcategory. Furthermore, its image
coincides with that of 852 embedded via C..

PROOF. The first statement is a corollary of the discussion about convergence
above. To characterize the image, we should show that it is generated under col-
imits by C.(LgS?). This coalgebra is completely characterized by the fact that
its homotopy is Q in degree 2 and trivial in all others. The co-category Lieg1 is
generated by L[], the free differential graded Lie algebra on a single generator in
degree 1. (Since this is a graded Lie algebra, it is not trivial but has a non-zero ele-
ment [z1,21] in degree 2.) Recall that the infinite suspension functor Lieg1 — Spg
can be identified with André-Quillen homology, which in this particular case is the
usual Chevalley-Eilenberg homology of (dg) Lie algebras. The Chevalley-Eilenberg
complex of L[z1] is the free graded commutative coalgebra on generators ys and ys3
in degrees 2 and 3 respectively, with differential determined by d(y2)? = y3. The
homology of this complex is Q concentrated in degree 2. In particular, 3°°L[z1] is
equivalent to the object C.(LgS?) described above. O
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6.3. Spaces with homotopy groups in a finite range

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem [0.4l For the rest of this section, fix a
prime p and an integer n > 2. Write S&n’p(nfl)} for the co-category of pointed spaces
X such that m; X = 0 if 4 is not contained in the interval [n, p(n — 1)]. Throughout
this section we will assume that this co-category is localized so that (p — 1)! has
been inverted, without explicitly indicating this in the notation. Our statements
will remain true if one instead localizes at the prime p. We write L for Ching’s
operad in spectra, whose terms are given by the derivatives of the identity functor
on 8,.

For k < p, the order of the symmetric group Xy divides (p — 1)!. In particular, its
Tate cohomology will vanish in the oo-category of spectra with (p — 1)! inverted
and Corollary [[.26] gives the following:

COROLLARY 6.15. After inverting (p — 1)!, there is a canonical equivalence of oo-
categories

ind(

Pp—18. —> coAlg Tp,18p®).

Since the bar construction B(L) is precisely the cocommutative cooperad in spectra
[Chil12], Proposition 6.5 implies:

COROLLARY 6.16. After inverting (p—1)!, there is a fully faithful left adjoint functor
bar; _r :Alg(m,_1L) — coAlg™(7,_1Sp®).

As before, 7,_1L denotes the truncation of the operad L which kills all oper-
ations in degrees p and higher. Also, we have used the fact that the functor
coAlg:inpd(Tp_lsp®) — coAlg™(7,_1Sp®) is an equivalence, again by the vanish-
ing of Tate cohomology of ¥ for k < p.

LEMMA 6.17. Write 8™ for the full subcategory of 8. spanned by the n-connective
spaces. The essential image of the composition

. |
$2n 2L P, 18, —> coAlg™ (7, 1Sp®)

is contained in the essential image of the functor bar,, L.

Proor. All functors in the statement of the lemma preserve colimits. Since
$Z" is generated under colimits by the n-sphere S, it suffices to check that the
coalgebra X°°S™ is in the essential image of bar,, ;1. We claim that 3>°5" is a
trivial coalgebra, i.e. is in the essential image of the functor (see Section [L3))

ind(

triv : Sp — coAlg™(7,_1Sp®).

Granted this claim, the lemma follows from the fact that the composition of bar;, .1,
with the free algebra functor

free;, ,L : Sp — Alg(7,-1L)
is equivalent to the functor triv above.

We verify our claim inductively. Assume that we have proved that 3°°S™ is a trivial
coalgebra in coAlg™ (7,Sp®) for some k < p — 1, the case of k = 1 being trivial.
Lemma 23] (and the vanishing of the relevant Tate constructions) implies that
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lifting ¥°°S™ from a coalgebra in 7,Sp® to a coalgebra in 7,1 Sp® is equivalent to
specifying a lift as follows:

((Eoosn)®k+l)

7
~
~
~
~

oon/ oo Qn\Ok
E S ?((E S)®+1)

h¥k41

h¥k41

Here ®**! is now the (k 4 1)-fold tensor product defined by 7:Sp®. We claim that
the fiber F' of the vertical map has connectivity greater than n; in particular, any
map £®°S™ — F is null. It follows that the lift of 8™ to 75,1 Sp® is uniquely
determined and is the trivial one. This establishes the inductive step. It remains
to establish the connectivity of F. First, the largest possible dimension of a non-
degenerate simplex in the simplicial set NParty(k+1) is k—2. By Proposition [£.10]
it follows that the connectivity of (£°°5™)9F+1 ig at least n(k+1)— (k—2) > n+2.
Also, the connectivity of (X°°87)®#+1 is of course n(k+1), in particular it is greater
than or equal to n + 2. The claim about F follows from these two estimates. [

Lemma .17 guarantees that the functor 82" — coAlgi“d(Tp,18p®) factors through
a functor
£:82" — Alg(, L)

which is uniquely determined up to equivalence. Moreover, it follows from our
proof that for m > n, the algebra £(S™) is the free 7,_1L-algebra on the spectrum
s,

By construction, £ admits a right adjoint R and the unit id — RL is equivalent to
the unit of the adjoint pair (¥5° 1, 25° ), which in turn is the natural transformation

id = P,—1id. For any pointed space X & Sf”, the map

X — Pyqid(X)
induces an isomorphism on homotopy groups in dimensions up to p(n— 1). Indeed,
this is a consequence of the following two facts. First, the map

X — lim Prid(X)
k

is an equivalence (remember that under our assumptions X is simply-connected).
Second, the fiber Dyid(X) of the map Prid(X) — Pj_1id(X) can be described as
follows:

Diid(X) ~ Q% ((9kid ® X®F)5, ).
The spectrum 9gid is (1 — k)-connective (in fact, it is equivalent to a wedge of
(1 — k)-dimensional spheres), so that the homotopy groups of Dyid(X) vanish up
to dimension k(n — 1).

Write Alg(7,_1L)"?("=D! for the full subcategory of Alg(r,_1L) spanned by the
algebras whose underlying spectrum has nontrivial homotopy groups only in the

range [n,p(n — 1)] and similarly define a full subcategory glmP(n=l of 8 The
main step in proving Theorem [0:4] is the following:

PROPOSITION 6.18. The functor R restricts to an equivalence of co-categories

R : Alg(r,_ L)lmr=Dl _ glpn=l,
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PRrROOF. Let X € Alg(r,_1L)"P(=DI. TLet us first verify that the homotopy
groups of the space RX are indeed in the range [n, p(n—1)]. For m > n, the space of
maps Mapg_(S™,RX) is equivalent to the space of maps between free,, ,1,(X°°S5™)
and X, by adjunction and the identification of £(S™) made earlier. This latter
space is equivalent to Mapg,(X°°S™, UX ), where UX denotes the underlying spec-
trum of the algebra X. This identification shows that the homotopy groups of RX
and UX coincide.

Now write

tp(n—1) : S*Z" — SLn’p(nil)] and T

n_1) : SpZ" — Splnp(n]

for the functors taking the Postnikov sections killing all homotopy groups in di-
mensions higher that p(n — 1). These are left adjoint to the inclusions

SLn,p(n—l)] . S*Zn and Sp[n,p(nfl)] N szn

respectively. Note that T),,_1) is a monoidal functor, so that it induces a corre-
sponding left adjoint
Tp(n—1) : Alg(rp—1L)=" — Alg(7,_; L)"r =11,
The left adjoint of the functor
R : Alg(r,_ L)lmPr= Dl gl

is the composition T}, 1y o £. That this adjoint pair is an equivalence now follows
from the facts (to be proved below) that (1) R detects equivalences and (2) the unit
id = RT}y,—1)L is an equivalence. Indeed, to verify that the counit T}, 1) LR — id
is an equivalence as well, it suffices (by (1)) to check this after applying R to both
sides, when it fits into a commutative triangle

RTy(n_1)LR

R R.

The left slanted arrow is an equivalence by (2), so that the right slanted arrow is
an equivalence by two-out-of-three.

It remains to prove (1) and (2). The first is clear from our earlier identification of
the homotopy groups of RX with the homotopy groups of the underlying spectrum
of X. For (2), note that the natural transformation RL — RT),;,,_1)L factors
through a natural transformation t,(,,_1)RL — RT},(,,—1)L, which is an equivalence
because it induces isomorphisms on homotopy groups. The natural transformation

id — tp(n_l)RL

is an equivalence as well; indeed, we already analyzed the connectivity of the map

X — RLX before Proposition [6.18 and concluded it induces isomorphisms on
homotopy groups in dimensions up to p(n — 1). ([

ProOOF OF THEOREM [0.4] The morphism of operads L — 7,_1L induces an
adjunction on oo-categories of algebras:

Alg(L)lmr(r—1] —= Alg(TpflL)[nyp(nfl)]_
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All that remains to check is that this adjunction is an equivalence. This follows
easily from the observation that for X an n-connective spectrum, the term (9xid ®
X @k, 5. has vanishing homotopy groups up to dimension k(n — 1). In particular,
for k > p, the spectrum

Tp(n—1)(Oid ® X®F)ps,

is contractible. O

6.4. Spaces and Tate coalgebras

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem from the introduction, which gives
a description of the homotopy theory of pointed spaces in terms of Tate coalgebras.
The interested reader should compare these results to some of the questions on the
moduli of suspension spectra raised by Klein in [Kle05] (in particular Section 9
there); also, our results allow a proof of Conjecture B of [KP14] by implementing
the plan sketched in Section 5 of that paper.

We gave an informal description of the n-excisive co-categories P, 8, in Chapter 3]
using coalgebras with Tate diagonals. A precise construction was given in Chapter
Let us take a moment to unravel this construction and make the connection with
our more informal description. Proposition shows that for every n there is a
pullback square of compactly generated co-categories

P8, ——— coAlg™(7,Sp®)

| |

Pr_18, — P,_1coAlg™(7,Sp®).

Here the upper right-hand corner is the oco-category of ind-coalgebras in the oo-
operad 7,Sp®; in more elementary terms such an ind-coalgebra is an ind-object in
the oco-category of finite spectra X equipped with comultiplication maps

Ot X — (X Ok
for k < n, together with a coherent system of homotopies relating them. Indeed,
this description is precisely the content of Lemma [£.23] The objects of the lower

right-hand corner can be loosely described as (n — 1)-truncated ind-coalgebras (i.e.
X only having &, for k <n — 1), equipped with a further map

X — (X®m)tEn
compatible with those dx’s (or with §,,, in the notation of Chapter Bl). To give a

more precise statement, observe that Lemma [£.3T allows one to replace the pullback
square above by the following more elementary one:

P8 Ind{X — (X&)}

|

P18 —Ind{X = (XO")"Zn x(xonyem, (XO)Pn}o .

In words, the bottom horizontal map assigns to a compact object of P,,_18, its
suspension spectrum X together with the map

(OcnsTn) 0 X — (XO)MEn x (yonyim, (X&)
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The first factor encodes the comultiplicative structure map d,, the second factor
the Tate diagonal 7,,. Recall that 7, is uniquely determined up to equivalence by
the fact that on objects of P,,_18. of the form X9° |V its value is given by the
composition

The pullback square above articulates that to lift such an object of P,,_18, to an
object of P, 8., one should provide a comultiplication map

On s X — (X®")hEn

which is compatible with d.,, and 7,. The interested reader should compare this
with the discussion of Chapter[3] in particular ExamplesB.IlandB.2l To summarize,
induction on n shows that a compact object of P,,8. is described by comultiplication
maps 0, for k < n, homotopies expressing the compatibilities between them, as well
as homotopies expressing their compatibilities with the Tate diagonals 7 for k£ < n.
This describes all of P,,8,, since a general object is precisely an ind-object in the
subcategory of compact objects.
We will write

coAlghd (7,,9p%) := P,.8.
for the oco-category of n-truncated Tate ind-coalgebras. The notation is slightly
abusive; this co-category depends not only on the stable co-operad 7,Sp®, but also
on the Tate diagonals 7, arising from the oco-category 8.. Note that the pullback
squares above allow one to give an inductive description of the oco-categories of
n-truncated Tate ind-coalgebras (starting from coAlg'ie (7,Sp®) = Sp) which only
uses the oco-operad Sp® and the Tate diagonals as input.

As at the end of Section [5.2] there is a variant of this construction ‘without the ind’,
giving oco-categories of n-truncated Tate coalgebras defined inductively by pullback
squares

cOAlg a0 (Th Sp®) —_ coAlg(TnSp®)

l |

coAlgryge(Tn—15p?) —— Py_1coAlg(m,Sp”),
again starting the induction at
coAlgyse (11Sp”) = Sp.
Corollary gives fully faithful functors
cOAlgT o (TnSP®) = cOAlg o (7nSP?).

DEFINITION 6.19. The oo-category of Tate coalgebras in spectra is
COAlgTatc(Sp®) = @COAlgTatc(TnSp®)'

n

Observe that the result of Lemma [C.30] supplies a functor
coAlg ra1e(SP¥) — coAlg(Sp®)

which simply ‘forgets the Tate diagonals’ but retains the underlying coalgebra. It is
precisely the extra data supplied by the Tate diagonals that is needed to upgrade a
coalgebra in spectra to a coalgebra arising as a suspension spectrum. More precisely,
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Theorem[0.3]states that the comparison functor on simply-connected pointed spaces
(which results from taking the limit of the Goodwillie tower of 8.)

F . 5*22 — COAlgTate(Sp®)Z2

is an equivalence of co-categories. We will prove this result below. The main point
of the proof is the following. The functor above induces a natural map of comonads
on the oco-category Sp=? of simply-connected spectra as follows:

71 BPO® = cofree ™.

Here cofree™® denotes the comonad induced by the forgetful-cofree adjunction
on Sp=? arising from the oo-category coAlgr,..(Sp®)=2. We will prove that v is
an equivalence. If we knew that both 82 and coAlgr,,.(Sp%)22 were comonadic
over spectra, this would immediately finish the proof. For 822 this is rather well-
known and corresponds essentially to the convergence of the Bousfield-Kan spectral
sequence on simply-connected spaces. For the co-category of Tate coalgebras this
is not immediately clear; we will provide a proof below.

First we establish some preliminary lemmas, which refine several statements in the
proof of Proposition 5.8l by exploiting connectivity estimates. To fix notation, write

U, : coAlgp,.(7,Sp%)=? — Sp=2

for the forgetful functor and cofreezatc for the comonad on Sp=? arising by com-
posing U,, with its right adjoint. The composition of left adjoints

822 255 coAlgti (1uSp®)2? — coAlgrye (7 Sp®)?
induces (via the counits of the corresponding adjoint pairs) a natural transformation
Yo 1 BN — cofree e,
LEMMA 6.20. The natural transformation
Po(7n) : P (2%°0>®) — P,(cofree )

n

is an equivalence.

ProOF. If we were dealing with the cofree n-truncated Tate ind-coalgebra this
would follow directly from our earlier results. Indeed, that cofree coalgebra functor
arises from the adjunction

=2,
Pn8« —=Sp
Q7
and the equivalence P, (X2°Q%°) ~ idp s, would imply the result. For the case
at hand (where the only difference is the absence of the ind), a straightforward
modification of the technique used in the proof of Proposition 5.8 gives the desired

result. O

LEMMA 6.21. The Goodwillie tower of coflreegatc converges on simply-connected

spectra. More precisely, for X € Sp=? the natural map
cofree™°(X) — lim P, (cofree™™*)(X)

n n

is an equivalence (and in fact the connectivity of the map to the mth stage of the
limit grows linearly with m ).
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ProOOF. We prove this by induction on n, the case n = 1 being clear be-
cause cofree?atc = idgp. For n > 1, observe that the defining pullback square of
coAlg™*°(7,Sp®) gives a pullback square of functors

cofree}™® — cofree,,

L

cofree} ™ — cofreel,.

Here (like in the proof of Proposition [5.8) the functors cofree,, and cofree, are the
comonads on Sp corresponding to the co-categories coAlg(,Sp®) and P,,_1coAlg(7,Sp®)
respectively. For the length of this proof write F;, for the fiber of the natural trans-
formation cofree’ ™ — cofree ¢, Since P,, preserves fiber sequences, there is a
corresponding fiber sequence

Tate

T
! atC)-

lim P, Fyy — Jim P,,(cofree, ™) — lim P, (cofree, ™

By the inductive hypothesis on cofree ¢ it thus suffices to show that the Goodwillie

n—1
tower of F;, converges on simply-connected spectra.

Note that Fj, is equivalent to the fiber of the natural transformation cofree, —
cofree’ . Corollary E32 (or rather its variant without the ind) gives a pullback
square

cofreed? — > cofree,

|

idg, — cofree!,,
where cofreeip; is the comonad associated to the co-category
{X — fib(X®" — XGn)hzn}Sp
of coalgebras for the functor indicated. Thus there is a fiber sequence
F, — cofreei‘jl — idgp

and it suffices to show that the Goodwillie tower of cofreei}; converges on simply-
connected spectra.

We will use the abbreviated notations

for the rest of this proof. (Note that Proposition[C24]states f,,(X) = XD, ids, (X),
although we will not use this.) Observe that if X is k-connective, then X®" is
kn-connective, whereas X©" is (kn — m)-connective (in fact one can add a small
constant, which will not concern us). Consequently f,(X) is n(k — 1)-connective.
If we take k > 2 (i.e. X simply-connected) then cofree?® (X) can be described
explicitly. Indeed, consider the functor

on:Sp—=Sp:Y = X fr(Y).
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We will use the obvious map 7 : ¢, (X) — X projecting onto the first summand.
Form the inverse limit

n

2
P, (X) = lim (- 22 22 (x) 2 o (X) T X).

Observe that the connectivity of the maps in this inverse system increases rather
rapidly. To be precise, the map ¢, (X) — X is n(k — 1)-connected by our estimate
on the connectivity of f,(X) above. By induction, assume that the map

. i~1(n .
o (X) L0, pi-1(x)

is n?(k — 1)-connected. Then

X @ ful@h(X)) = I (X) 22 0 (X) = X @ fulel1 (X))

is n/T1(k — 1)-connected, since f, essentially multiplies the connectivity of a map
by n. These connectivity estimates also imply that f,, commutes with the inverse
limit defining ®,,(X), so that the map

Pn®n(X) = Pp(pn(X))

is an equivalence. This fact implies that the map ®,,(X) — X onto the first term of
the limit diagram above exhibits ®,,(X) as the cofree f,-coalgebra on X. Indeed,
to make ®,(X) a coalgebra take the map

D (X) = pn®n(X) = X & fr(Pn(X)) = fn(Pn(X))
where the first equivalence is the inverse of the ‘shift map’ which applies ¢ to every
term of the limit. To see that it is cofree, consider a coalgebra Y’ 5N fn(Y) and a
map of coalgebras Y = ®,,(X). The underlying map of spectra is determined by
a system of compatible maps
Y =l X

and homotopies between moa; and a;_1. That o is a map of coalgebras is expressed
by homotopies between «; and f,,(aj—1) o ¢, as one sees by inspecting the square

|

fn(y) m) fn((l)n(X))

By induction it is clear that « is completely determined by ag : ¥ — X, and
conversely any such «g defines a map of coalgebras «. This observation is easily
made precise to show that the forgetful map

Ma‘pcoAlgfn (Y7 q)ﬂ(X)) - Ma‘pSp (Y7 X)

is an equivalence.

Finally we are ready to conclude the proof that cofreei%

tower for X € Sp=2. Indeed, we observed that the map
cofree®? (X) ~ @, (X) — ¢’ (X)

has convergent Goodwillie

is n9*1(k — 1)-connected, from which it follows straightforwardly that

P,; (cofree® )(X) — ¢ (X)
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is an equivalence. Indeed, the connectivity of the error term grows so quickly with
the connectivity of X that its first n’ derivatives must vanish and ¢? itself is an
n’-excisive functor. Taking the limit over j shows that

cofree?? (X) = lim 0 (X) ~ Hm P,,; (cofreed? )(X)
J J

as desired. O

LEMMA 6.22. Let X be a simply-connected spectrum. Then the natural transfor-
mation
v BPO®X — cofree T X

is an equivalence.

ProoOF. Consider the commutative diagram

YeO>XX i cofree ™€ X

| |

lim | P, (2°Q%)X —— lim P, (cofree, ) X.

The left vertical map is well-known to be an equivalence for connected X (see for
example Corollary 1.3 of [AKO02] for an explicit statement) and the lower horizontal
map is an equivalence by Lemma The vertical map on the right may be
factored as

Tate X

: Tate
cofree — lglcofreen X
n

—  lmlim P, (cofree™™*®) X

n

n

~ lmP, (cofree ™) X

The first map is an equivalence by the definition of the oco-category of Tate coal-
gebras as a limit of co-categories of n-truncated Tate coalgebras; the second is an
equivalence by Lemma It follows that the remaining map < in the square is
also an equivalence. ([

PRrROOF OF THEOREM [(L.3l As mentioned before we will exploit Lurie’s version
of the Barr-Beck monadicity theorem (Theorem 4.7.3.5 of [Lurld]). First of all,
let us recall the well-known observation that 5*22 is comonadic over Sp22 via the
adjoint pair (X°°,Q°). In other words, the functor ¥*° induces an equivalence of
oo-categories between 822 and the oo-category of coalgebras (sometimes also called
comodules) for the comonad X*°Q>. According to the Barr-Beck theorem, to prove
this it suffices to check the following things:

(1) The functor 3 is conservative, i.e. a map f of simply-connected pointed
spaces is an equivalence if and only if ¥X°°f is an equivalence.

(2) If X~! — X* is a coaugmented cosimplicial object which is X*°-split
(i.e. whose image under X°° admits contracting codegeneracies), then the
induced map

Xt — Tot(X*®)

is an equivalence.
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Item (1) is completely classical; if ¥°°f is an equivalence, then f is a homology
equivalence of simply-connected spaces and hence an actual equivalence, by the
theorems of Whitehead and Hurewicz. For (2) we use that for a simply-connected
pointed space X, the ‘Q2°°¥*°-resolution’

X — = QON®(X) == QFNFOON®(X) == - -

gives an equivalence

X =~ Tot((Q*°L>)* T X).
In fact this works for any nilpotent space (see [AK98| for a discussion of this).
Now if X~ ! — X* is a general ©*°-split cosimplicial object of 822 one considers
the square

X1 Tot(X*)

|

Tot((Q°X°)*F1X 1) — Tot ((Q°E>)*+1X*).

The vertical maps are equivalences because the 2°°X*°-resolution converges (as just
discussed), whereas the bottom horizontal arrow is an equivalence by the assump-
tion that X* is X°°-split. Therefore the top horizontal arrow is an equivalence as
well, finishing the proof of comonadicity for the pair (3°°, Q).

LemmalB22states that the map of comonads £°°Q% — cofree ™ is an equivalence.
Thus, to prove that the comparison functor I' is an equivalence it suffices to show
that the adjoint pair

U
COAIgTatc (Sp® ) =2 T Sp227

with U the forgetful functor and R its right adjoint, exhibits the oo-category of
simply-connected Tate coalgebras as comonadic over Sp=2. Note that with this no-
tation we have UR = cofree™". Again we check (1) and (2) as above. The fact that
U is conservative is immediate from our definitions. We should therefore show that
U-split coaugmented cosimplicial objects are limit diagrams in coAlgrp,.(Sp®)=2.
By the same argument as above, it suffices to show that for a simply-connected
Tate coalgebra X the canonical resolution

X — RU(X)=== RURU(X) === """

gives an equivalence
X =~ Tot((RU)**'X).
Write

T’Vl
COAIgTate (Sp® ) =2 <— COAIgTate (Tnsp® ) =2

for the evident adjunction, where T, is the forgetful functor and R, its right adjoint.
Note that T7 is the forgetful functor U and R; = R. We will use the functors 7, and
R,, to describe the ‘Goodwillie tower’ of the identity functor on coAlgry,,.(Sp®)2?;
we will write ideoalg for this functor. Note that as of yet it is not clear that the
latter oo-category is a suitable context for Goodwillie calculus (although this will
follow from the theorem), but still there is a reasonable candidate for the Goodwillie
tower of the identity, namely the inverse system

ideorlg = -+ = RyT = Ryl — -+ = RiTh.
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Indeed, since the identity functor of coAlgp,,.(7,Sp®) is n-excisive, it follows for-
mally that R, T, is an m-excisive functor. More precisely, the pullback square
defining coAlgr,..(7,Sp®) shows that there is a fiber sequence

RO,ids, (UX, ..., UX )y, = RTh(X) = Ry—1Th—1(X)

(compare the proof of Lemma[B.9and Remark [EIT)) which is analogous to the fiber
sequence

Dnidg* — Pnidg* — Pn_lidg*.
We will write D,, for the functor which assigns to a spectrum E the spectrum
Onids, (E, ..., E)py, , so that the fiber above may be abbreviated as R o D,, o U.
Also, note that the definition of the oco-category of Tate coalgebras as the limit of
oo-categories of n-truncated Tate coalgebras implies that

idcoAIg — l&anTn

is an equivalence (this is a kind of unconditional convergence of the Goodwillie tower
for Tate coalgebras). Moreover, since the connectivity of the fibers RoD,, o U(X)
isn(k—1) (up to a small constant), with k the connectivity of X, one easily checks
that indeed P, (idcoalg) = RnThn-

The unit ideoalg — RU factors over R, T;, — RU; in fact, the entire RU-resolution
of the identity functor factors over

R, T, — RU == RURU == - --
We will prove that the resulting map
Tnt RpTh — Tot(Pn(R(UR)')U))

is an equivalence using a modification of the argument used in the proof of Propo-
sition [B.4] which is due to Arone and Ching. We use a finite induction along the
tower
R, T, >R, 1T, 1— - — RlTl,
in which the fiber of RyTy — Ri_1Tx—1 is RDU. Observe that the cosimplicial
object
P, (RDkUR(UR)'U)
admits contracting codegeneracies induced by the counit UR — idg,>2, so that
P, (RDyU) ~ Tot(P,(RDyUR(UR)*U)).
Now consider the diagram

P,(RD,U) Tot(P,(RDyUR(UR)*U))

| |

P, (R Ti) ——— Tot (P, (Re T R(UR)*U))

| |

Po(Ri—1Ti—1) — Tot(Pn(Re—1Te—1 R(UR)*U)).

Since P,, commutes with fiber sequences and totalizations preserve limit diagrams,
both columns are fiber sequences. By induction we may assume that the bottom
horizontal arrow is an equivalence, the base of the induction being the homogeneous
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case k = 1 covered above; the homogeneous case also shows that the top horizontal
map is an equivalence. Therefore the middle horizontal arrow is an equivalence.
Setting & = n and using that R, T, is n-excisive, we conclude that we have the
following equivalences, where the second step uses that P,(idcoals) = RnT, and
the third uses that R preserves limits and U preserves colimits:

R.T, ~ Tot(P,(R.To.R(UR)*U))
~ Tot(Pn(R(UR)'U))
~ Tot(RP,((UR)*)U).
To finish the proof, observe that
ideortg =~ lmR,T,

~ limTot(RP,((UR)®)V)

2

~ Tot(R(UR)*U).

The last equivalence follows from Lemma [6.21] which shows that the connectivity
of the map UR — P,,(UR) grows linearly with n (and hence the same is true with
(UR)* in place of UR). O

6.5. Further remarks on the Goodwillie tower of the homotopy theory
of spaces

In this section we make some further observations on the Goodwillie tower of the
oo-category of pointed spaces 8. The stable co-operad of interest here is Sp®, the
symmetric monoidal oco-category of spectra with the smash product. The deriva-
tives of the identity functor are given by the Spanier-Whitehead duals of the par-
tition complexes, which we will recall below. Throughout this section we will use
Onid to simply denote the coefficient spectrum of the nth derivative of the identity,
rather than the corresponding multilinear functor of n variables on spectra. The
main result of this section is the following:

PROPOSITION 6.23. The fiber of the map G,(Sp®) — Gn_1(Sp®) over P,_18. is
equivalent to Q71 ((9,id)™).

EXAMPLE 6.24. The spectrum »id is S~! with trivial ¥p-action. In this case, using
that G;(O®) is contractible, the previous proposition identifies the space Go(Sp®)
with Q°°8%2. This is in fact the zeroth space of the 2-completed sphere spectrum.

Let us illustrate the proof of this result for n = 2; the higher cases (which mostly
differ in notation only) are covered by Lemmas [6.26 and below. The space
G2(Sp®) is equivalent to the space of natural transformations ¥°° — Osp, where

Osp(X) = (T X A XX X)),
We claim that evaluation at S° determines an equivalence
Nat(X2>, Og,) — Map(S, (S A §)2) ~ QG52

Write 6 for the functor from spectra to spectra which assigns (Y A Y)?2 to Y, so
that ©gp = 0 0 3°°. Then 0 is an exact functor by Lemma [4.29 Furthermore, by
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Lemma [[5] precomposition with ¥°° yields an equivalence
Nat(idsp, 0) — Nat(X°, @Sp>-

REMARK 6.25. Strictly speaking Lemma does not apply directly, since 6 does
not preserve filtered colimits. However, one can define a functor 6 determined by
the requirements that it agrees with # on compact objects and preserves filtered
colimits. Since ¥°° is compatible with filtered colimits, the spaces Nat(X>°,6¢) and
Nat(X°°,0) are equivalent.

Now, since the first derivative of X°°2*° is the identity, there is an equivalence

@Q"E‘”Q“E" — idgp.
This gives a sequence of equivalences
Nat(id,0) — T&nNat(Q"EOOQ‘”E",H)
— I'&nNat(QOOE", Q°x"0)

—  Jm QTS ).

The second equivalence is simply adjunction, the third equivalence is a consequence
of the fact that the functor 2°°X™ is corepresented by the spectrum S~". Since 6
is exact, there is an equivalence X"(S™™) ~ X"Q"0(S) ~ 6(S). We conclude that
evaluation at S determines an equivalence

Nat(idgy, ) — Q°6(S)

which is what was needed.
Recall the functors ¥7° : 8 — P8, and X757 : P8« — Sp. The general case of
Proposition follows from the next two lemmas:

LEMMA 6.26. Let F': Sp — Sp be an n-excisive functor. Then evaluation at $°5°
determines an equivalence

Nat(25°), F o %5%) — QFF(S).

n,l»

As usual, write ®" for the n-fold tensor product determined by the stable co-operad
Tn—15p®. Also, recall that the tensor product ®" in Sp® can be identified with the
smash product.

LEMMA 6.27. The fiber of S®™ — S©™ is the spectrum (0pid).

PROOF OF LEMMA Recall the adjunction
L, :P.8, ——=T,P.8+«: Ry,

which is in an equivalence since P,,8. is n-excisive. We also write L¥ for the evident
functor P, 8, — TFP,. 8, and R for its right adjoint. The colimit h_n}]C REY Qe Lk
is equivalent to the identity functor of P, 8., simply because this colimit computes
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P, (35°Q2°). We then have equivalences
Nat(EZ‘?l, FE?:l) — Nat(idyp, s, , Qf:lFEfsl)
—  lImNat(RyEPQ Ly, Q0% FE°)
k

— I'&nNat(QfLOLZ, Q;:OLZQ;’;HFEZ%),
k

where the last equivalence uses the fact that RY is an equivalence with inverse L% .
Also, observe that there is a commutative diagram

k

Rn
P8, <= TEP, S,

Q;‘fl]\ TQ?’I

Sp <——— T*Sp.
RY

Inverting the two horizontal functors we obtain an equivalence LﬁQ;’fl o~ ;’flefl
and therefore an equivalence

Nat(X3%), FE%) — LmNat(Q)°Ly, QL FEX).
k

Precomposing with the equivalence R* we find a further equivalence

Nat(S70, FEy)  —  limNat(Qp7, QL FY Ry).
k

n,1

Now we use the fact that F'¥0°) is n-excisive to observe that
LEFSX RE ~ LEREFS LERE ~ FY°

where the right-most functor should be read as the pointwise application of F'¥3%
to yield a functor between TX8, and T%Sp. Finally then we find an equivalence

Nat(£2), FE2) —  Nat(QF, QFFEX).

n,l»
Observe that the space of natural transformations on the right is between functors
‘J’ZanS* — ‘J’ZS* rather than functors P,8, — 8.. However, by Lemma [[L5] this
distinction is irrelevant, justifying our lack of notational precision. To conclude,
note that the functor Q°° is corepresented by ¥%°S°, finally yielding the desired
equivalence

Nat(X77, FX5,) — Q“FZ;’&(E?SO) ~ QF(S).
O

PROOF OF LEMMA This lemma follows from the more general Proposi-
tion [C.24] but for the convenience of the reader we offer a direct proof here. Let
us first recall the standard description of the spectrum 0,id. As before we write
Equiv(n) for the partially ordered set of equivalence relations on {1,...,n}. Also,
write Equiv® (n) for the subset obtained from Equiv(n) by deleting the initial
and final object, i.e. the trivial and discrete equivalence relations. Then 9,id is the
Spanier-Whitehead dual of the double suspension of NEquiv® (n). Note that there-
fore ¥(d,id) is the Spanier-Whitehead dual of a single suspension of NEquiv™ (n).
Observe that S®™ is just the sphere spectrum. To identify S®", note that the
diagram t'_; of Proposition is the constant diagram with value S, so that
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its limit over NPart,,_1(n) is simply the Spanier-Whitehead dual of this simplicial
set. Therefore the fiber of the map

S — SOn

is the Spanier-Whitehead dual of the suspension of NPart,,_1(n). To conclude that
this is equivalent to the spectrum X(9,id) it thus suffices to show that NPart,,_;(n)
is weakly equivalent to NEquiv™ (n).

Recall that the poset Part,,_1(n) is defined as the poset of chains of equivalence
relations Fy < --- < F; so that Ejy is discrete, Ej; is trivial, and each of the maps

{1, .. .,n}/Ei,1 — {1, .. ,n}/El
has fibers of cardinality at most n — 1. Write Part,,_;(n)’ for the subset of
Part,,_1(n) consisting of simplices that are nondegenerate in NEquiv(n) and simi-
larly write A/NEquiv(n)’ for the subcategory of the category of simplices spanned
by nondegenerate simplices. It is well-known (and easy to show) that the inclu-
sion Part,_1(n)’ C Part,_1(n) induces a homotopy equivalence on nerves. Now
observe that the map of partially ordered sets

Part,_;(n) — A/NEquiv*(n)
which forgets the initial and final vertices of a chain gives an isomorphism of sim-
plicial sets. We conclude by using the well-known fact that A/NEquiv® (n)’ is the

barycentric subdivision of NEquivi(n), which is equivalent to NEquiv™® (n) under
the map taking the last vertex of a simplex. (I






APPENDIX A

Compactly generated oco-categories

For the convenience of the reader we briefly recall some basic facts about compactly
generated oo-categories of which the proofs can be found in Section 5.5.7 of [Lur09].
Furthermore we prove Lemma [A5]below, which is needed in Chapter[2l Recall that
an oo-category C is compactly generated if it is both presentable and w-accessible.
Alternatively, € is compactly generated if and only if it is equivalent to Ind(D) for
some small oco-category D which admits finite colimits.

Recall that an object X of an co-category € is compact if the functor Mape (X, —) :
C — & preserves filtered colimits. For a compactly generated co-category C we write
C¢ for the full subcategory of € spanned by its compact objects. Write Cat®®* for
the oco-category of essentially small co-categories which admit finite colimits, with
functors preserving finite colimits. Furthermore, write Cat:™ for the full subcat-
egory of Cat™® spanned by those co-categories C that are moreover idempotent

complete. The following is part of Proposition 5.5.7.8 of [Lur09]:

PROPOSITION A.1. The functor which assigns to a compactly generated co-category
C its full subcategory C° of compact objects gives an equivalence of oo-categories
Cat® — Cat ™ .

REMARK A.2. An inverse to the construction of the previous proposition is given
by assigning to D € Cat™ the co-category Ind(D). This construction of course
makes sense for D € Cat®®* not necessarily idempotent complete. The functor Ind
factors through idempotent completion; Proposition 5.5.7.10 of [Lur09] shows that

it exhibits Cat® as a localization of Cat®*.

LEMMA A.3. The co-category Cat® admits small limits and colimits.

PrOOF. It follows from 5.5.7.6 and 5.5.7.7 of [Lur09] that Cat® has small
colimits. The existence of small limits is more straightforward; the oco-category
Cat ™ admits small limits and these can be computed in Cat, see Lemma [A4]

below. O

LEMMA A.4. The functor Cat” — Cat which assigns to a compactly generated
oco-category C its full subcategory C° preserves all small limits and filtered colimits.

Proor. By Proposition [A]] it suffices to verify this claim for the inclusion
Cat® — Cat. The fact that this functor preserves small limits follows from the
results of Section 5.3.6 of [LurQ9]; specifically, Corollary 5.3.6.10 shows that this
functor has a left adjoint. Preservation of filtered colimits is guaranteed by Lemma

7.3.5.10 of [Lurld]. O

79
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Finally, we will need to know that filtered colimits and finite limits commute in
Cat”:
LEMMA A.5. Let I be a filtered oo-category and write ligl : Fun(7, Cat*) — Cat®”

for a choice of colimit functor (which is unique up to contractible ambiguity). Then
hﬂ[ preserves finite limits.

ProoF. By Lemma [A4] it suffices to check the corresponding statement for
the oo-category Cat, where it is true. Indeed, filtered colimits and finite limits
commute in compactly generated oo-categories, of which Cat is an example. O



APPENDIX B

Some facts from Goodwillie calculus

We will not provide a comprehensive overview of the basics of Goodwillie calculus
(which can for example be found in [Goo03), [Lur14]), but in this section we collect
several additional results we need in the main text. None of this material is original.

For a functor F' : € — D between pointed compactly generated oco-categories, one
can define the nth cross effect cr, F' and nth cocross effect cr™F as follows. For

objects X1,..., X, € C one considers the n-cube
P(n) —C:S— [] X
i¢Ss

where the maps are induced by the various maps X; — . Then the nth cross effect
is defined as the total fiber of F' applied to this cube:

crp F(X1,..., X _tﬁb{ HX }SEP

Dually, one considers the cube

P(n) —C:S— [[ X
i€S
and defines the cocross effect cr™F' as the corresponding total cofiber:

aF(Xy,...,X,) _tcof{ HX }S ()
eP(n

There are evident maps

anF(Xy,..., X,) — F(X4I1- - 11X,,)  and  F(Xyx---xX,) — a"F(Xq,. ..

Since € is pointed there is the obvious map
X0 IXx, — X x---xX,
which on X is (x,...,idx,,...,*). As a consequence we obtain a natural map
en et F( Xy, ... X)) — a"F(Xq, ..., X5).

The idea of considering cocross effects is due to McCarthy [McC99]. The following
is straightforward:

LEMMA B.1. If C and D are stable then c, is an equivalence.
PROOF. In the stable case finite products and coproducts coincide and we write

@ for both. Consider an inclusion S C S’ in P(n) and write T' = {1,...,n} = S
and T = {1,...,n} — 5’. The inclusion

(@) - (@)

81
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featuring in the definition of the cocross effect is a section of the projection
F(@x:) - F(Px)
i¢s i¢s
featuring in the definition of the cross effect. In particular the cofiber of the first
is equivalent to the fiber of the second. The conclusion is easily deduced from the

usual calculation of the total cofiber (resp. total fiber) of a cube as an iterated
cofiber (resp. iterated fiber). O

REMARK B.2. Recall that the nth derivative 0, F (respectively nth coderivative
O"F) is defined by multilinearizing cr, F' (respectively cr™F'). A consequence of the
previous lemma is that for € and D stable the derivatives and coderivatives of F'
are canonically equivalent. Also note that there is a natural map

F(X)— F(X x - x X) — QRO"F(EXX,...,S¥X).

Recall that the n-fold tensor product ®% induced by the stable oc-operad Sp(€)®
is by definition equipped with a natural transformation

X1 X x X, = QFEXX1 Qe ®e XX,)
exhibiting the latter as a multilinearization of the former. In particular, for X € €,
composing with the diagonal gives a map
X — QPR X Qe ®e XFX).
Its adjoint 4, is the map featuring in the coalgebra structure of ¥ X in Sp(€)®.
Explicitly, d,, is the composition
YEX — Y00 (XX ®e - ®e X X) — XX Qe - Qe X X

where the second map is induced by the counit of the adjunction between ¥g° and
QF. Let us record a slightly different description of the map 6,,, which we use in

the proof of Proposition [5.13l Using the unit of the mentioned adjunction we may
form the composition of maps

IEX — IPOFEEX — 0" (ZF0P) (32X, ..., 5 X).
Write 6,, for this composition.

LEMMA B.3. There is a natural equivalence ¢ : 0" (XFQY) — ®%. Furthermore,
the composition p o 0!, is canonically homotopic to 0,,.

PROOF. An alternative way to factor the map §,, is as follows:
XX — EFQFEFX
— YF(OQFETX x - x QFEFX)
— IO EFX Qe ®e LX)
— YT X Qe Qe X X.
The second to last map induces an equivalence after multilinearizing by definition;
the last map does so as well, by the chain rule for linearizations (see Theorem

6.2.1.22 of [Lurl4]) and the fact that the linearization of ¥FQY is equivalent to
the identity functor of Sp(€). Now observe that the multilinearization of the functor

X r— ISP OQFEFX X - x QFEFX) ~ EFQF (2T X x - x LX)
is precisely 0" (E%OQ%O) (X3 X,..., X% X) which concludes the proof. O
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We end this section by recalling the relation between the derivatives of the functors
ide and XFQ. Consider pointed compactly generated oco-categories €, D and
€ and functors F' : € = D, G : D — €& preserving filtered colimits. Using the
stabilization of D we may form a cosimplicial object

GAFEFF == GOAFLFOFEFTF = GAF (TR )’ U F == - -

which we denote by GQF (E50F) LS F. We use the notation Tot (i.e. totaliza-
tion) for the limit of a cosimplicial diagram. The following is due to Arone and
Ching [AC11]:

ProrposiTIiON B.4. For each n > 0, the canonical maps
P,(GF) — Tot (PMGQ%’(E%’Q%’)'E%’F)),
on(GF) — Tot ((9,1((?9% (E%Q%)'E%F))

are equivalences.

PROOF. We describe the proof of the first equivalence, the second is almost
identical. First suppose G is homogeneous, so that it is of the form HX for some
functor H : Sp(D) — &. Then the cosimplicial object

P (HEFO5 (550%) S5 F)

admits extra codegeneracies (sometimes called contracting codegeneracies) induced
by the counit XFQF — idp, so that the claimed equivalence immediately follows
from the standard lemma on contracting homotopies. For general G we argue

by induction on the Goodwillie tower of G. Consider the fiber sequence DG —
PG — P;_1G and the resulting diagram

P, ((DLG)F) —— Tot (P, (DGO (D505 TS F))
P.((P.G)F) Tot( P (PLGO (SF05) TS F))

| |

Py ((Py—1G)F) — Tot (P, (Pr—1GQS (SF Q05 ) ESF)).

Since P, commutes with finite limits and totalizations preserve limit diagrams,
both columns are fiber sequences. By induction we may assume that the bottom
horizontal map is an equivalence, the base of the induction being a consequence
of the homogeneous case above; the homogeneous case also shows that the top
horizontal map is an equivalence. We conclude that the map in the middle is an
equivalence. The proposition follows by setting k = n. O

COROLLARY B.5. For C a pointed compactly generated oco-category, the canonical
map
Onide — Tot (9, (QF (ZFQE)°EF))

is an equivalence.






APPENDIX C

Truncations

In this section we provide several of the more technical proofs needed for the re-
sults of Chapter @l Specifically, we owe the reader proofs of Theorem and of
Propositions [4.6, £.10, and E.12

In Section [C.I] we start by investigating the homotopy theory of truncated oo-
operads using the formalism of dendroidal sets. Then, in Section[C.2] we investigate
the truncations of stable co-operads and prove Theorem and Propositions
and[T2 In Section[C.3lwe discuss the relation between the tensor products induced
by the stable co-operad Sp(€)® and the derivatives of the identity functor of €. We
prove Proposition [C.24] which we use several times in the body of this paper.
This section also includes a proof of Proposition Section covers technical
results on oo-categories of coalgebras. In it we prove Lemmal[4.23] which inductively
describes n-truncated coalgebras in a stable oo-operad, and Lemma [C.30, which
expresses the oo-category of coalgebras as a limit of oco-categories of truncated
coalgebras.

We will write Op for the co-category of nonunital co-operads. In Lurie’s formalism
these are precisely the oo-operads whose structure map to NFin, factors through
NSurj, where Surj denotes the category of finite pointed sets and surjective maps.
By the results of [HHM16], an equivalent way of describing the oo-category Op
is by using open dendroidal sets. This second perspective will be more convenient
when constructing truncations of operads. The basics of the theory of dendroidal
sets are contained in [CM11] and [MW09]. Also, [HHM16] contains a fairly
comprehensive exposition of the background we need. It should be noted that only
Section [C.I] uses the formalism of dendroidal sets in a serious way. The subsequent
sections consist mostly of more abstract manipulations with co-operads and could
be carried out in any reasonable formalism for such as soon as the results of
have been established.

C.1. The homotopy theory of truncated co-operads

Let us first fix notation and terminology concerning dendroidal sets. Write €2 for
the category of open rooted trees. Recall from [HHM16| that a tree is open if
it contains no nullary vertices. This category is denoted by €2, in [HHM16], but
since we will only work with open trees here we drop the subscript. Define €2, to
be the full subcategory of €2 spanned by the trees with at most n leaves; also, write
W, for the full subcategory of € spanned by those trees whose vertices have at
most n ingoing edges, so that we have inclusions u : Q,, - ¥,, and v : ¥,, — Q.
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For the corresponding categories of presheaves we obtain adjunctions

op W op U op
Sets‘ <_—> Sets¥~ <_—> Sets'? ,

u v
where u* and v* are the evident restriction functors. Note that w and v are fully
faithful, so that we may regard the former two categories as full subcategories of
the latter. Note that the inclusion of A — Q. obtained by considering [n] as a
linear tree with n vertices and n + 1 edges, factors through the two subcategories
Q,, and ¥,. As a consequence, the embedding of the category of simplicial sets
into Sets?”" factors through uy and v.

REMARK C.1. Like €2, both the categories 2,, and ¥,, are generalized Reedy cat-
egories, with their Reedy structure inherited from 2.

The category Sets™” is called the category of (open) dendroidal sets and here
denoted dSets; Cisinski and Moerdijk [CM11] established a model structure on
this category which in [HHM16] is referred to as the operadic model structure.
Recall the normal monomorphisms, which are generated as a saturated class by
the boundary inclusions of trees 0T — T. Here 0T is the union of all faces of
T. (We will not distinguish in notation between a tree 7" and the dendroidal set
that it represents.) An alternative characterization of these maps is as follows: a
monomorphism f : X — Y of dendroidal sets is normal if for every T, the action
of Aut(T) on Y(T') — f(X(T)) is free. Also, if T is a tree and e an inner edge
of T, we write A°[T] for the inner horn of T associated to e; it is the union of
all faces of T except for the inner face corresponding to e. A dendroidal set X is
called an co-operad if it has the right lifting property with respect to all inner horn
inclusions A¢[T] — T. The operadic model structure is characterized by the fact
that its cofibrations are the normal monomorphisms and its fibrant objects are the
oo-operads.

There are evident analogues of the above definitions in the categories Sets?" and
Sets¥"". It should be noted that in the case of Sets¥" the boundary of a tree T
only consists of those faces of the tree that are themselves contained in ¥,,; it may
therefore only be a subobject of the boundary of T' considered as a dendroidal set.
A similar comment applies to inner horns. With these definitions, the proofs for
dendroidal sets (as for example given in [CM11]) carry over verbatim to prove the
following;:

THEOREM C.2. The categories Sets™™ and Sets¥™ admit model structures in
which the cofibrations are the normal monomorphisms and the fibrant objects are
those objects having the right lifting property with respect to inner horn inclusions.

We will also refer to the model structures of the previous theorem as the operadic
model structures.

REMARK C.3. It is straightforward to verify that the chain of Quillen equivalences
connecting dSets and Lurie’s model category of co-preoperads POp of [HHM16]
restricts to a chain of equivalences between sSets¥" and the model category of
marked simplicial sets over (NFin=")? described in Remark B3l Therefore, we can
use the operadic model structure on Sets™™ as a model for the homotopy theory
of n-truncated oo-operads. Recall that in Chapter @ we denoted the corresponding
oo-category by Op.,,.
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The functors v* and v* enjoy several pleasant properties with respect to the op-
eradic model structures, summarized in the following two results:

THEOREM C.4. The functor u* : Sets¥" — Sets™ is both left and right Quillen.
Furthermore, both the resulting adjunctions are Quillen equivalences.

THEOREM C.5. The functor v* : dSets — Sets¥" s both left and right Quillen.

In our proofs we will frequently use the notion of Segal core, which is the dendroidal
analogue of the spine of a simplex. Recall that a corolla is a tree with precisely
one vertex. We write C}, for the corolla with k leaves. If T' is a tree, then its Segal
core Sc(T) is the union of its corollas; to be more precise, as a subpresheaf of the
representable presheaf T it is described by

SC(T): U On(v)

veV(T)

where V(T') is the set of vertices of T' and n(v) is the number of inputs of a vertex
v. This definition makes sense in all three of the presheaf categories we consider;
moreover, for T' € Q,, and S € ¥,, we have the compatibilities

w (Se(T)) = Se(T) and v1(Sc(S)) = Se(9).

The following lemma will be an important tool. (Note that its analogue for sim-
plicial sets is a well-known fact about the Joyal model structure.) It is a standard
result for dendroidal sets, but the same argument applies to our other two presheaf
categories:

LEMMA C.6. Let F be a left adjoint functor from either of the three categories
Setsnnp, Sets¥"" or dSets to a model category € and suppose F' preserves cofibra-
tions. If F' sends the maps below to weak equivalences, then F is left Quillen:

(a) For all T € Q,, (resp. ¥, Q), the Segal core inclusion Sc(T) — T.

(b) The inclusion {0} — J, where J denotes the nerve of the usual groupoid
interval, i.e. the category with two objects 0 and 1 and an isomorphism
between them.

PRrROOF. Under the assumption that F' preserves cofibrations, a standard ar-
gument shows that it preserves trivial cofibrations if and only if its right adjoint
preserves fibrations between fibrant objects. In either of the three model categories
mentioned, the fibrations between fibrant objects are precisely the J-fibrations, i.e.
the inner fibrations which also have the right lifting property with respect to the
inclusion {0} — J. Therefore it suffices to show that F' sends inner horn inclusions
and the map {0} — J to trivial cofibrations. Reducing from inner horn inclusions
to Segal core inclusions is for example done as in Proposition 3.6.8 of [HHM16].
To be precise, if A is a saturated class of cofibrations closed under two-out-of-three
(among cofibrations) and contains all Segal core inclusions, then it contains all inner
horn inclusions. O

Another standard result is the characterization of weak equivalences between fibrant
dendroidal sets (see Theorem 3.5 of [CM13]), which carries through without change
to the two subcategories of dSets we consider. Recall that by using the tensor
product of dendroidal sets, one can define simplicial mapping objects Map(X,Y)
for dendroidal sets X and Y.
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ProrosiTION C.7. Let f : X — Y be a map of fibrant dendroidal sets. Then f is
a weak equivalence if and only if the following maps are homotopy equivalences of
stmplicial sets:

(a) For any corolla Cy, the map Map(Cy, X) — Map(C,Y).
(b) The map Map(n, X) — Map(n,Y), where n denotes the ‘trivial’ tree with
one edge and no vertices (or equivalently, the image of the 0-simplex A°

in dSets).

The analogous statement is true in the model categories Sets? and Sets‘I’zp,
where in (a) one only considers corollas Cy, with k < n.

REMARK C.8. Another way to state the previous proposition is to say that a map
of oo-operads is an equivalence if and only if it is fully faithful, which is part (a),
and a weak equivalence on the level of underlying simplicial sets, which is part (b).
Since fully faithfulness is already guaranteed by (a), the only additional information
provided by (b) is that f is essentially surjective.

Before we prove Theorem we need a convenient description of the functor u*.
For a tree T, a subtree of T is an inclusion of trees S C T which can be written
as a composition of external face maps. In others words, S is obtained from T by
iteratively chopping off leaf corollas and root corollas. Write Sub(7") for the diagram
of subtrees of T' (i.e. the full subcategory of /T spanned by the subtrees). Also,
write Sub, (T') for the diagram of subtrees with at most n leaves.

LemMma C.9. For a tree T € ¥,,, the natural map
lim 5 — u™(T)
SeSuby, (T)

is an isomorphism.

PrOOF. Write (2,,/7)" for the category whose objects are non-degenerate
maps S — T, where S is a tree with at most n leaves. Arrows in this category are
maps in €2, compatible with the maps to 7. Then

u*(T) ~ hﬂ S.
Se(Q2,/T)nd
To prove the lemma it suffices to show that the inclusion Sub,,(T) — (€, /T)"¢
is cofinal. By standard arguments, this follows if for every S € Q,, /T the slice
category
Sub,, (T) (g, /yma S/ (S /T)"

is connected. In fact, this slice category is contractible: it has an initial object
S , which is the subtree of T whose leaves are the (images of the) leaves of S and
whose root is the (image of the) root of S, so that in particular the map S — S is
a composition of inner face maps. O

Proor oF THEOREM [C. 4l Proving that u* is right Quillen is equivalent to
proving that w is left Quillen, which we will do by verifying the assumptions of
LemmalC.6l Since uy is the inclusion of a full subcategory, it is clear that it preserves
normal monomorphisms. Furthermore, we already observed that for T' € €, we
have the formula wui(Sc(T)) = Se(T); also, wy sends the inclusion {0} — J to

P

precisely the same map in Sets¥"
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To show that u* is also left Quillen, first observe that it preserves monomorphisms
(as does any right adjoint). To check that u* preserves normal monomorphisms, we
should check that a map of the form u*(0T — T') is normal. Any monomorphism
whose codomain is normal is a normal monomorphism; therefore, it suffices to show
that «*(T) is normal for any T € W,, i.e. for any S € §2,, the action of Aut(S) on
w*(T)(S) should be free. But u*(T)(S) = Sets¥" (w5, T), so that the freeness of
this action follows from the fact that 7T is normal in Sets®» . We should now verify
that u* sends the maps of Lemma [C.6] to weak equivalences. This is immediate for
the map in (b), since it is just sent to the corresponding map in Sets™ . The maps
of (a) require a more elaborate argument.

Consider a map of the form u*(Sc(T) — T), where T € ¥,,. We will factor this
map into a sequence of maps, each of which we will show to be inner anodyne.
Recall from Lemma [C.9] the description of u*(T') as colimit over Sub, (7). Write
Sub’ (T') for the subdiagram of Sub, (T") spanned by the subtrees with at most i
vertices and write A; for the corresponding colimit over this diagram. Then we
obtain a sequence of inclusions

for sufficiently large N. Consider one of the maps A; C A;11 and factor it further
as

Al CATC- CAM =Aiy
by adjoining the subtrees with i+1 vertices one by one (in arbitrary order). Consider

one of the inclusions A{ - A{ *1 in this sequence, given by adjoining a such a subtree
S. It fits into a pushout square

0t —— Al

|

j+1
S —> Al

where 9°**S denotes the union of all external faces of S. Indeed, each external face
is already contained in A; because it has one fewer vertex than S itself, whereas A;
cannot contain any of the inner faces of S by the way we have set up our induction.
It is a standard fact that the inclusion 9°**S — S is an inner anodyne map (see for
example [CM13] or [HHM16]).

Finally, we will show that the Quillen adjunction (ui,u*) is a Quillen equivalence.
It suffices to show that the right derived functor Ru* detects weak equivalences and
the derived unit id - Ru*Luy is a weak equivalence. Indeed, it then follows from
the triangle identities for the adjunction that the derived counit is a weak equiva-
lence as well. So, consider a map f : X — Y between fibrant objects of Sets¥" and
assume that u*f is a weak equivalence. Using Proposition [C.7] we need to check
that Map(Cy, X) — Map(Cy,Y) and Map(n, X) — Map(n,Y") are homotopy equiv-
alences for k < n. But we simply have isomorphisms Map(Cj, u*X) ~ Map(Cy, X)
and Map(n, u*X) ~ Map(n, ©v*Y) (and of course similarly for Y'), so that this follows
directly from the assumption that u* f is a weak equivalence.

Let us now prove that the derived unit is a weak equivalence. Consider a cofibrant
object X € Sets™® and pick a trivial cofibration u, X — (wX)y so that (wX)y is
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fibrant. We should verify that the composition
X s uwwX = u (wX),

is a weak equivalence. Since u* is also left Quillen, the second map is a trivial
cofibration. Since wy is fully faithful, the first map is an isomorphism and the
desired conclusion follows. (|

To prove Theorem it is convenient to have a description of v*(T) for a tree T.
The presheaf v*(T) is a disjoint union of representable presheaves: it is obtained
from T by deleting all vertices of T' with more than n inputs. In other words, v*(T)
is the coproduct of the maximal subtrees of T" whose vertices have no more than n
inputs.

PrOOF OF THEOREM [C.5l Showing that v* is right Quillen is equivalent to
showing that v is left Quillen: as with w (see the beginning of the previous proof)
this is obvious given Lemma To show that v* is left Quillen, we first check
that it preserves normal monomorphisms. Again this is much the same as in the
previous proof: v* preserves monomorphisms since it is a right adjoint and sends
trees T to normal objects, which is clear from the description of v*(7T') given above.
To verify that v* sends the maps of Lemma to weak equivalences, note that
it sends the map of (b) to precisely the same map in Sets®" and a Segal core
inclusion Sc(T") — T for T € €2 to the disjoint union of the Segal core inclusions of
the trees making up v*(T'). A disjoint union of trivial cofibrations is again a trivial
cofibration, concluding the proof. (I

The main reason to introduce the category of presheaves over ¥,,, rather than just
over (2, is that the pushforward functor oy : Sets¥" — dSets behaves very well
with respect to fibrant objects. This is perhaps surprising, since v, is a left Quillen
functor, but definitely not a right Quillen functor (it is not even a right adjoint).
To explain our results it is most convenient to consider dendroidal complete Segal
spaces, rather than dendroidal sets.

Consider the category sSets®” of simplicial presheaves on 2, which we will denote
by sdSets. Since Q°P is a generalized Reedy category, sdSets admits a Reedy
model structure. We can regard any dendroidal set as an object of sdSets through
the embedding dSets — sdSets sending a presheaf to the corresponding constant
simplicial presheaf. The model category of complete dendroidal Segal spaces is
then obtained by taking the Bousfield localization of the Reedy model structure
with respect to the following maps:

(a) For any tree T', the inclusion Sc(T') — T.
(b) The inclusion {0} — J.

By analogy we can put a corresponding model structure on the category sSets‘I'?Lp7
which we will refer as the model category of complete ¥,,-Segal spaces. Pushforward
and pullback along v define an adjunction between this category and sdSets; we
will again denote the resulting functors by v and v*. Also, we denote both the
constant embeddings dSets — sdSets and Sets¥" — sSets¥" by con.
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ProrosiTioN C.10. In the commutative square

Sets¥" —~ - dSets

conl lcon

sSets¥n — sdSets

all arrows are left Quillen functors. Both vertical arrows are part of Quillen equiv-
alences.

PROOF. The fact that con is a left Quillen equivalence is proved for dendroidal
complete Segal spaces (i.e. the vertical functor on the right) in [CM13]; the proof
for complete W,,-Segal spaces is identical. It is straightforward to see that the bot-
tom horizontal arrow induces a left Quillen functor for the Reedy model structures
on both categories. Furthermore, it sends the localizing morphisms in the sSets¥+
to localizing morphisms in dSets, so that it is also left Quillen with respect to the
model structures for complete Segal spaces. ([l

The reason for considering these complete Segal spaces is that it allows us to for-
mulate a useful technical property of v;. It states that for a fibrant-cofibrant object
X e SSets‘I'ip, the pushforward v X is only a Reedy fibrant replacement away from
being fibrant in sdSets:

LeMMA C.11. Suppose X € sSets¥" is a complete U,,-Segal space (i.e. a Reedy
fibrant simplicial presheaf local with respect to the maps (a) and (b) described above),
which is also Reedy cofibrant. Write (v X )y for a Reedy fibrant replacement of v X.
Then (wX)y is a complete dendroidal Segal space, i.e. a fibrant object of sdSets.

ProoOF. Throughout this proof we will repeatedly use the fact that for every
T € Q, the map v X(T) — (uX(T)); is a weak equivalence of simplicial sets.
We need to check that (v X), is local with respect to {0} — J and Segal core
inclusions Sc(T') — T. The first is clear from the fact v induces an isomorphism
Map(J, X) ~ Map(J,unX). For the second, consider a tree T' € . Write Dec,,(T)
for the category whose objects are maps of trees T — S which are compositions
of inner face maps and where S € W¥,,. Its morphisms are maps S — S’ in ¥,
compatible with the structure maps from 7. Another way to phrase the condition
that T'— S is a composition of inner face maps is to say that this map is injective,
sends the root of T" to the root of S and gives a bijection between the leaves of T'
and the leaves of S. We will refer to an object of Decy,(T) as an n-decomposition
of T. By Lemma below we have a weak equivalence of simplicial sets

hocolimgepec,, (1yor X () — w1 X(T).

As before, write V(T') for the set of vertices of T. For a vertex x, write n(z) for
the number of inputs of x. Observe that there is an equivalence of categories

o Decn(T) — H DeCn(On(w))
zeV (T)

given by restricting an n-decomposition f : T"— S to every corolla Cy,(,) of T' to
obtain a corresponding decomposition Cy, () — 7.(S). Here 7,(S) is the subtree
of S with as its root the image under f of the root of Cy(,), and similarly for
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the leaves. Write Sc,(S) for the union of the subtrees v, (S) in S, where = ranges
through V(T'). Using v we may form the commutative square
hocolimgepec,, (1y00 X (5) uX(T)

| |

hocolimgepec, (7)o»Map(Scy (), X) —= Map(Sc(T'), v X).

The bottom horizontal map ¢ in this square can be built by iterated homotopy
pullbacks from the maps

hocolimgepec,, (¢, ,,)or Map(72(S), X) — Map(Cy(a), 11X)

n(z))
and

Map(n, X) — Map(n, v X),
where we used the fact that 1 does not admit nontrivial decompositions. Both
these maps are weak equivalences (the second even an isomorphism), so that ¢ is
a weak equivalence as well. Since the left vertical map in the square is a weak

equivalence by the assumption that X is a W¥,-Segal space, it follows that v is a
weak equivalence, so that (v1X) is local with respect to Sc(T') — T. O

In the previous proof we needed the following:

LEMMA C.12. For X € sSets¥™ and T € Q, the natural map
li_n} X(S) — uX(T)
SeDecy (T)°P

is an isomorphism. If X is Reedy cofibrant and we replace the colimit above by a
homotopy colimit, the resulting map is a weak equivalence of simplicial sets.

ProoF. Write (T/%®,,) for the category of non-degenerate maps 7' — S in
€ such that S is in ¥,. Then by definition we have the formula

lim X(S) = uX(T).

Se((T/Fn)nd)op
The prove the lemma we should show that the inclusion
Dec,,(T)* — ((T/®,)™)”

is cofinal (or homotopy cofinal, for the second part). Both these facts follow if we
can show that for any object f : T — S of (T/%®,)"!, the slice category

Decn(T) X(T)®,,)»d (T/\Iln)nd/f

is weakly contractible. In fact this category has a terminal object. Indeed, there
is a unique factorization of f as a composition h o g, where h is a composition of
inner face maps and g a composition of external face maps. Then g € Dec,,(T) is
the desired terminal object. Said differently, if R is the subtree of S with as its
root the image under f of the root of T" and similarly for its leaves, then g is the
evident map T" — R. (|

For ease of reference, let us record the following consequence of the proof of Lemma
[CI1l which will be the essential step in proving Proposition E.10
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COROLLARY C.13. Let X € sSets™" be fibrant and cofibrant and let'Y be a fibrant
replacement of v X. Then there is a natural weak equivalence

hocolimgepec,, ()0 X (S) — Y(T).

The following is also a consequence of Lemma

COROLLARY C.14. The derived unit of the Quillen adjunction

gor V!
sSets™» —— sdSets
o

is a weak equivalence.

PROOF. Consider X € sSets¥" fibrant and cofibrant and consider a fibrant
replacement Y of vy X. We should verify that the map X — v*Y is a weak equiv-
alence. Note that for every T € ¥,,, the category Dec,(T") has an initial object
(namely the identity map of T'), so that the map

hocolimgepec,, (1yor X () — X(T')

is a weak equivalence. It follows that X (T) — v*Y(T) is a weak equivalence for
every such 7. (|

REMARK C.15. In terms of the corresponding oco-categories Op.,, and Op, the
previous corollary states that the inclusion Op.,, — Op exhibits the former as a
colocalization of the latter.

We conclude this section with a result relating the n-truncation and the (n — 1)-
truncation of an occ-operad. To state it, write w for the inclusion ¥,_; — ¥,
which induces an adjunction

op op
wy : sSets¥n—1 P — sSets¥" : w*.

One sees this is a Quillen adjunction in the same way as for the pair (vi,v*). Write
tn_1 for the functor LuwyRw*. For X € sSets¥" we wish to express the difference
between t,,_1 X and X in terms of n-homogeneous co-operads. Informally speaking,
an n-homogeneous operad is one that only has nontrivial operations of arities 1 and
n. To make this precise in the setting of co-operads, consider the full subcategory
gn : 'y — ¥, spanned by the trees T" which satisfy one of the following two
conditions:

(1) All the vertices of T' are unary, i.e. T is just a simplex.
(2) All the vertices of T except one are unary, where the non-unary vertex
has valence n.

In particular, any T' € T',, has either one leaf or n leaves. The category I',, inherits
a generalized Reedy structure from W¥,; again we may localize the category of
simplicial presheaves over I';, with respect to Segal cores and {0} — J to obtain
the homotopy theory of complete T',,-Segal spaces. The pushforward

(gn)r : sSetsT™ — sSets¥

is then a left Quillen functor. Let us write h,, for the composite L(g,)iRg}. We
will sometimes refer to h, X as the n-homogeneous part of X. The following result
will be the key ingredient in proving Proposition [4.12]
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ProrosiTION C.16. For a fibrant object X € sSets¥" the square
h/ntnle e tnflx

L

hnX X.

is a homotopy pushout.

ProoF. By Theorem [C4] it suffices to check that this square is a homotopy
pushout after applying Lu*, i.e. after restricting to €, (and Reedy cofibrant re-
placements, if necessary). We claim that the evaluation of the vertical map on the
right at any tree T' € Q,, NW¥,,_; is a weak equivalence, which we will justify in the
second part of this proof. To conclude the statement of the proposition, observe
that the map h, X — X is a homotopy equivalence for any tree T' € T',,, whereas
h,X(T) = @ for T ¢ T, (and similarly for the map h,t,—1X — ¢,-1X). Indeed,
the proposition then follows from the observation that any T' € €2,, is contained in
either ¥,,_, or I',,.

To verify the claim above it suffices to check that the map Rw*t,,-1 X — Rw*X is a
weak equivalence. The object t,,—1 X may be computed as w(w* X )., where (w* X)..
is a Reedy cofibrant replacement of w*X (and is therefore in particular pointwise
weakly equivalent to w*X). Write (wi(w*X).)¢ for a Reedy fibrant replacement of
this object, which is then a complete ¥, -Segal space by Lemma It follows
that we may compute Rw*t,_1X as w*(w(w*X)¢)s. Our claim then follows from
Corollary O

Observe that if S — T is a map of trees in ¥, such that T" € T',,, then .S must be
in T'), as well. It follows that for any such T, the inclusion

sSets'™ /T —» sSets¥" /T

is an equivalence of categories. It is immediate from this observation that the push-
forward functor g, preserves fibrant objects. This allows us to prove the following:

PRroOPOSITION C.17. The square of Proposition [C 16l is also a homotopy pullback.

PROOF. As before it suffices to check this after restricting to €2,,. It is clear from
the descriptions of h, X and h,t,_1X offered in the previous proof that the square
is a homotopy pullback in the Reedy model structure on sSets®¥ . Without loss
of generality we may assume the two objects on the right of the square are Reedy
fibrant (and therefore also fibrant in the model structure for complete €2,,-Segal
spaces by virtue of Lemma [C.T1]). We observed above that the two objects on the
left are fibrant as well. It follows that the square is also a homotopy pullback in
the model structure for complete 2,,-Segal spaces. O

C.2. Truncations of stable co-operads

In this section we will adapt the theory of truncations to the setting of stable co-
operads. Recall that we write Op°® (resp. Ops<tn) for the oco-category of stable
oc-operads (resp. m-truncated stable oo—operads_). Theorem shows that the
restriction functor Op — Op.,, has both a left and right adjoint, for which we
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write Lv) and Rw, respectively. In this section we will need to vary n, so that we
sometimes write v, for v to make the dependence on n explicit. The main result of
this section is the following, which in particular proves Theorem

THEOREM C.18. The restriction functor (=)<, : Op°" — Opsgtn has both a fully
faithful left adjoint (which we denote iy,) and a fully faithful right adjoint. Further-
more, for 0% € Opsgtn and N® € OpSt, there is a natural weak equivalence

Map(i, 0%, N®) ~ Map(L(vy, )10®, N®).

REMARK C.19. The co-operad L(v,)0%® need not be stable itself; however, the
previous result shows that when mapping into a stable oc-operad, the difference
between i,, and L(vy,) is irrelevant.

PrOOF OoF THEOREM [C. 18 Consider the square of functors

|

op®' —— 0p%,
(=)<n =

in which the vertical arrows are fully faithful. We will first show the existence of
a right adjoint to the bottom horizontal arrow. For this it suffices to show that
for 0% ¢ Ops<tn7 the oco-operad Ruv,0® is stable as well, so that the restriction of
Ru, to stable co-operads gives the desired adjoint. The underlying oo-categories
of O and Rv, 0% agree. Furthermore, it is clear directly from the definition of v,
that for any collection of objects x1,...,zk,y of O with k& < n, the space of op-
erations Rv,O%(z1, ..., 2k;y) is naturally equivalent to O®(z1, ..., zx;y), whereas
Rv.0®(x1,...,7x;y) is contractible for k& > n. It follows that Rv.0% is indeed

stable. Fully faithfulness of Rw, is also clear from this description.

For the existence of the left adjoint we appeal to the adjoint functor theorem (Corol-
lary 5.5.2.9 of [Lur09]). A formal argument shows that the co-categories Op®® and
Ops<tn are presentable, so that it suffices to show that the functor OpSt — Ops<tn
is accessible and preserves small limits. Accessibility is immediate from the fact
that this functor admits a right adjoint and thus preserves small colimits. To show
preservation of limits, it suffices to show that the other three functors in the square
above preserve small limits (and use that the inclusion Oop°' — Op is fully faith-
ful). We already know this for the functor Op — Op.,,. For the vertical functors,
we need to argue that the class of (n-truncated) stable co-operads is closed under

taking small limits in Op (or Op.,,). We do this for Op, the other case being
entirely analogous. Let I — OpSt D Ol® be a diagram and let O® be a limit
of the induced diagram I — Op®® — Op. Taking underlying oo-categories gives
a limit-preserving functor Op — Cat. We may conclude that the underlying oo-
category of O% is compacty generated by Proposition 5.5.7.6 of [LurQ9]; also, it is

manifestly stable. Write G; : O — O; for the induced functor and F; for its left
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adjoint. For a collection of objects x1, ..., xx,y of O we have natural equivalences

O%(w1,...,085y) =~ @O?(Gi(ﬂﬁl)w--7Gi(xk)§Gi(y))
I
~ 1im0;(Gi(z1) ®o, -+~ @0, Gi(zx), Gi(y))
I

~ @O(E(Gl(:ﬂl) ®o, - Qo, Gi(zr)),y),
I

showing that the functor O®(z1,...,xx; —) is corepresented by the object

li%Fi(Gi(m) ®o, -+ Qo, Gi(Tr))-

We need to show that the tensor products induced by O® preserve colimits in
each variable separately. This follows from the above formula and the fact that
the functors G; also preserve colimits. Indeed, they preserve filtered colimits by
assumption and finite colimits since they are exact (being limit-preserving functors
between stable co-categories). We conclude that O% is indeed a stable oo-operad.

The natural equivalence of the theorem arises from the natural equivalences
Map(i, 0%, N®) ~ Map(0®, Ngn) ~ Map(Lv 0%, N®).
Finally, we will show that 4, is fully faithful by demonstrating that for each O%® ¢

Opsgtn7 the unit map 0% — (i,,0%)<,, is an equivalence. This follows by considering,
for any N® € Opsgtn, the sequence of natural equivalences

Map((i,0%) <, N®) Map(i, 0%, Ru,N¥)
~ Map(Lv,0® Rv,N®)
~ Map(0%, (Rv.N%)<,)
~ Map(0%,N®)

R

where in the last step we used the fully faithfulness of Ruws. O

Consider a stable oo-operad O% with associated tensor products ®*. Before stating
our next result we introduce some notation. Let T be an object in ¥,,. Then we
can inductively define a tensor product ®7 as follows: if T is a corolla Cj, then
®T = ®@F, and if T is obtained by grafting a corolla C} onto a leaf [ of a smaller
tree T', then
®T =T o(id,...,®",...,id),

where on the right-hand side ®* occurs in the slot corresponding to [ and the iden-
tity functor occurs in all others. The tensor products ®” are covariantly functorial
in T'. Note that the definition of ®” only involves the tensor products @* for k < n.
Also, for a tree S € €, recall the category Dec,,(S) of n-decompositions of S. Its
objects are the maps of trees f : S — T such that T € ¥,, and f is a composition
of inner face maps.

LEMMA C.20. Consider O% as above and write ®F for the k-fold tensor product
determined by the stable co-operad 1,0% = in(Ogn). Then there is a natural equiv-
alence -
©f —  lm o
TeDecy (Ck)
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REMARK C.21. It should be noted that the nerve of the category Dec, (C}) has
the homotopy type of a finite simplicial set: indeed, since any automorphism of
a tree T is completely determined by its action on the leaves of T', the objects of
Dec,,(Ck) have no nontrivial automorphisms. Furthermore, if & > 3 the length of
a chain of decompositions Cy, — 177 — --- — T, containing no isomorphisms is
bounded above by m = k — 2 (corresponding to a ‘maximal binary expansion’ of
C). In case k = 2 the category Dec,, (C2) is equivalent to the trivial category, since
there are no nontrivial decompositions of a binary vertex.

Before proving the lemma, let us fix another piece of convenient notation. In the
previous section we introduced n-homogeneous co-operads by means of the homo-
topy theory of complete I',-Segal spaces. Write Op_,, for the co-category associ-
ated to this model category and write Opitn for its full subcategory spanned by
the stable n-homogenous co-operads, i.e. those complete I',,-Segal spaces satisfying
the evident versions of the axioms imposed on stable co-operads. Pullback along
the inclusion I',, — €2,, then defines a functor

Op.,, — Op_,, : O?n — 02

which restricts to a functor Opsgtn — Opitn.

Proor oF LEMMA [C.20l We will prove the lemma by induction on k. To
establish the base of the induction, note that the lemma is true for k¥ < n. Indeed,
since iy, is fully faithful, the unit map O‘?n — (17,0%®) <, is an equivalence, implying
that for k& < n the natural transformations ®* — ®F are equivalences. Note that
in this case the category Dec,,(Ck) has an initial object (namely the identity map
of Cy), so that the formula of the lemma holds true.

We first prove the lemma for £k = n+1. Write X = (Tno®)§n+1. Then Proposition
gives a pushout square

Piatn X —t, X

L

hpp1 X — X.
For an arbitrary stable co-operad N®, we then find a pullback square

Mapg (X, Ngnﬂ) — Mapg (X=n+1, N§n+1)

| |

Mapg (tn X, Ngn“) — Mapg ((tnX)=n+1, N§n+l)

where Map, denotes the space of maps of oo-operads which restrict to the identity

O — N on underlying oo-categories. Note that Map (t, X, N%, ;) ~ Mapg (L(v,)102,,, N®)
and applying the equivalence of Theorem [C .18 this is in turn naturally equivalent to

Mapg (7,09, N®). Therefore, the left vertical map in the square is an equivalence,

so that the homotopy fiber of the vertical map on the right is contractible. The

spaces on the right-hand side can be understood using the complete I',,;1-Segal

spaces of the previous section. For example, the space Map g (X—=p+1, an 41) is the
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space of ¥, 11-equivariant natural transformations
TnO®(Ila"'7xn+1;y) N®(I15"'5In+l;y)a

where both sides are considered as functors (O°P)"*! x O — 8. By the corep-
resentability of the co-operads involved, this space is equivalent to the space of
Yn41-equivariant natural transformations

Similarly, the space Mapo((tnX):nH,NgnH) is the space of X4 1-equivariant
natural transformations

tnO0® (1, s Tna1;y) — NO(21, . Tt y)-

Applying Corollary [C.13] we see that this space is naturally equivalent to the space
of ¥, +1-equivariant natural transformations

@yt — Jim ®%p-
TeDecy, (Cnt1)
We conclude that the natural transformation
ontl — im  ®5
TeDecy, (Cnt1)

is an equivalence, which proves the case k = n + 1 of the lemma. More generally,
the same argument as above shows that for £ > n 4 1 there is an equivalence

oF — lim o'
TeDeck—1(Ck)

To carry out our induction, suppose we have proved the formula of the lemma for
k — 1. Then for any T € ¥j_; the natural map

o —  lim ®°
SeDecy, (T)

is an equivalence; indeed, this follows from the decomposition v of the category
Dec,,(T') discussed in the proof of Lemma[CI1land the fact that the tensor product
functors ®° preserve finite limits in each variable separately, since O is stable. We
therefore have an equivalence
o — 1£1 im  ®° )
T€Deck—1(Cr) S€Decy(T)

Write Dec.! (Cy,) for the category indexing the limit on the right, i.e. the category
whose objects are Cy, — T — S, with T a (k — 1)-decomposition of Cj, and S an

n-decomposition of T', with the evident maps between them. To prove the lemma
we should show that the functor

Dec} (Ck) — Decy(Cy) : (Ck = T — ) — (Cr — 5)
is final. This is clear, since for any n-decomposition f : Cx — S, the slice

Dec,, (Cr) Xpec, () Decn(Cr)/ f
is contractible; indeed, it has a final object C, — 5 = S. O

The technique we just used to prove Lemma|C.20]in particular proves the following:
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LemMma C.22. If O%n and N‘?n are objects of OpSStn, then there is a natural equiv-
alence B B
Map((7,-10%) =, N2,)) =~ Map((t,—10%) =, NZ,).

PROOF. Assume for simplicity that Ogn and N‘?n have the same underly-
ing oco-category O (the general case is only notationally more difficult). Then
Mapg ((T—10%®) =, N®, ) can be identified with the space of X,,-equivariant natural
transformations ®% — ©f, where the codomain denotes the n-fold tensor product
in 7,—10%®. That this space is naturally equivalent to the space on the right follows
from Corollary[C.13] (applied to L(v,,—1)102, , and T = C,,) and LemmalC20 O

COROLLARY C.23. If O% is a stable co-operad, then the square
hn(Tn—l Ogn) —> Tn—1 Ogn
hn(0Z,) ——= 0%,
is a pushout in the co-category Op,,.

PROOF. It is straightforward to verify that the pushout in the square is itself
a stable co-operad. To see that it is equivalent to O%, , combine Proposition [C.16]
with the equivalences provided by Theorem [C.18 and Lemma [C.22) O

We end this section by proving the following results claimed in Chapter (4t

Proor or ProrosiTioN @121 Consider stable oc-operads O® and N® and
assume they have the same underlying co-category O. The previous corollary yields

a pullback square
Map (7,0%, N¥) Mapo (02, N2,)

| |

Map@ (Tn710®, N®) — Map@ ((Tn*10®):n7 Ngn)

The space Mapy (02,,N®,)) is equivalent to the space of ¥,-equivariant natural
transformations ®%; — ®%. Also, the space Mapg ((7,—10%)=,, NZ,) is equivalent
to the space of ¥,,-equivariant natural transformations ®%; — ©f, where the latter

denotes the n-fold tensor product determined by 7,,_10%. [l

PROOF OF PROPOSITION [£.10. We will deduce the proposition from Lemma
[C.20]and a variation on some well-known observations relating partition complexes
to spaces of trees. First of all there is a functor

w : Part, (k) — Dec, (k)

which may be described as follows. For a vertex of Part, (k) corresponding to a
simplex ¢ : A™ — NEquiv(k), we define a tree T¢ whose set of edges is the disjoint
union

]_[{1, L kYCG).
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Furthermore, for any 1 < i < m and e € {1,...,k}/((¢) the tree T; has a vertex
with outgoing edge e and ingoing edges all those [ € {1,...,k}/((i — 1) which are
sent to e under the quotient map

{1,...,k}/Cli = 1) — {1, ..., k}/C(9).

The map w(¢) is then the unique n-decomposition Cy — T which sends the jth
leaf of Cy, to the leaf j € {1,...,k} of T¢. Note that the diagram ¥ : Part,, (k) —
Fun((’)f%, O‘?U) may be identified with the composition of (the nerve of) w with the

assignment (Cy — T') — ®*. Thus to prove the proposition it suffices to show that
w is final, i.e. that for any n-decomposition f : Cy, — T the slice category

Partn(k) X Decy, (k) Decn( )/f

has contractible nerve. This will require a fair amount of combinatorics. We write
L(f) for the category above.

First observe that the functor L(f) — Dec,(k)/f is faithful. The objects in its
image are those n-decompositions g : C, — T¢ (lying over f) such that each leaf
of T¢ has the same height; here the height of an edge e of T; is defined as the
number of vertices on the directed path from e to the root of T;. We will call such
a tree layered. The morphisms in the image are those maps of trees ¢ satisfying
the condition that if two edges have the same height, their images under ¢ have
the same height as well. Write L(f)’ for the full subcategory of L(f) spanned
by those objects corresponding to nondegenerate simplices of NEquiv(k). It is
standard (and easy to show) that the inclusion NL(f) € NL(f) is a weak homotopy
equivalence, so that it suffices to show that the former is contractible. Also observe
that the category L(f)’ is a partially ordered set.

Let us say an object X of L(f)" is elementary if it is maximal in the sense that
there are no non-identity maps out of X. A more explicit description is as follows.
The object X corresponds to a simplex ¢ : A™ — NEquiv(k) and a triangle

7N,

T, ——————=T,

with T¢ the corresponding layered tree. Then for each 1 < i < m the map

{1,.. . E}/C(i = 1) = {1,...,k}/C(4)

corresponds to a collection of corollas of T¢, one for each element e of {1, ..., k}/{(4).
Writing C. for the corolla corresponding to e, the object X is elementary if for
all but precisely one such e, the corolla ¢(C.) is a degenerate corolla of T and
moreover ¢ is surjective (i.e. a composition of degeneracies). More informally, X is
elementary if each layer of T, contains precisely one corolla whose image under t is
nondegenerate in T and ¢ is surjective. If Y — X is a map in L(f)’, let us say that
Y is a face of X. The reason for this terminology is as follows: if X is as above then
the simplex of NEquiv(k) corresponding to Y is a face of (. Observe that every
object of L(f)’ is a face of an elementary object, although not in a unique way (i.e.
an object may be a face of multiple elementary objects). If X is elementary, write
face(X) for the full subcategory of L(f)" spanned by the faces of X.
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We will prove that NL(f)’ is contractible by an induction on elementary objects.
To do this we need to order them. The set V(T") of vertices of T is partially ordered
in an evident way, where v < w if v is on the directed path from w to the root
of T (i.e. if v is ‘lower’ than w). Observe that elementary objects of L(f)" are in
one-to-one correspondence with linear orderings on V(T') which extend this partial
ordering. Indeed, if X is elementary then the height function of T induces such a
linear order, where v < w if the preimage of w in T¢ (which is unique) is higher than
that of v (where the height of a vertex is by definition the height of its outgoing
edge). Conversely, it is clear that every such linear order on V(T') arises from the
height function of a layered tree.

Arbitrarily pick an elementary object X € L(f)’, determining a linear order <y,
on V(T). We may construct the orderings corresponding to other elementary ob-
jects from <x, by ‘shuffling’: to be precise, we say that an elementary object Z
is a swap of another elementary object Y if the linear order <z is obtained from
<y by swapping two consecutive vertices v <y w (note that these vertices must be
incomparable in the tree T for this to be possible). Moreover, let us say Y < Z if
we have the inequality v <x, w. In other words Z is obtained from Y by ‘shuffling
up’ the vertex v, where the meaning of ‘up’ is determined by Xy. In this way we
generate a partial ordering on the set of elementary objects of L(f)" in which X,
is minimal.

Now set Fy = face(Xp). Choose a linear ordering on the set of elementary objects
of L(f)’ extending the partial order just described and define F; = F;_; Uface(X;),
where X; is the ith elementary object. In this way we obtain a filtration

FpCRC---C| R =L(f)

Note that Fy is weakly contractible since it has a final object Xy. Consider the stage
F; of this filtration, which is obtained from F;_; by adjoining an elementary object
X, and all its faces. We claim (see below) that the intersection face(X;) N F;_y
is weakly contractible. By induction we may assume F;_; is weakly contractible.
Since face(X;) is weakly contractible, we conclude that F; is weakly contractible as
well. Tt follows that L(f)" is weakly contractible.

To verify our claim, note that X; is obtained from an elementary object X, for
some j < i, by swapping two consecutive vertices v <x, w. Write ¢; and (; for
the simplices of NEquiv(k) corresponding to X; and X; respectively. Then the
outgoing edge of the vertex w corresponds to an element of

{17"'7k}/<j(h)

for some positive integer h. Observe that 9,(; = 0On(;, which corresponds to a
simplex where v and w are at the same height. Write 0, X; (or equivalently 0, X;)
for the corresponding object of L(f)’. Then the intersection of face(X;) N F;_; is
the full subcategory of L(f)" spanned by the faces of 9, X ;. This category has 9, X;
as a terminal object and is therefore weakly contractible. O

C.3. A cobar construction for stable co-operads

In this section we prove Proposition [4.6] which states that for a pointed compactly
generated oo-category € the maps 7,5p(P,€)® — Sp(P,C)® and 7,Sp(P,C)® —
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T2Sp(€)® are equivalences. To do this we need to exploit the relationship between
the tensor products defined by the stable oo-operad Sp(€)® and the derivatives
of the identity functor of €. Recall that the tensor product ®* can be identified
with the derivative 0 (X Q). Corollary [B.5l allows us to compute the derivatives
Oride from these tensor products by a cobar construction, which we will explain
below. We will deduce Proposition from the following:

PROPOSITION C.24. Fiz k > 2 and write ®F for the k-fold tensor product in the
oo-operad T,_1Sp(C)®. Then there is a natural equivalence

Oride — Qfib(®F — oF).

PRrROOF. We can compute the derivatives 0,(Q (XFQ°)*Xy) featuring in
Corollary [B.5] using the chain rule (see Theorem 6.3.2.1 of [Lurl4]). They are
given by the (somewhat informal) formula

0,0 0 0,(SXQF)°° 0 9,5F

with o denoting the composition product of symmetric sequences; a rigorous justi-
fication of this formula can be extracted from Section 6.3.2 of [Lurl4], using the
notion of thin A™-families of co-operads. (Note that we do not need to distinguish
between the derivatives and coderivatives of XFQy by virtue of Remark[B.2]) We
denote the totalization of the corresponding cosimplicial object by

cobar(0.0%°, 0.(XFQ3), 0. 2¢3°).

The derivative 9;Q%° is the identity for ¢ = 1 and is 0 otherwise (and similarly for
0,23 ); let us write 1 for the corresponding symmetric sequence. The symmetric
sequence 0, (XN ) admits an evident augmentation to 1 and we write 0, (X3 Q)
for the fiber of this map. It agrees with 0,(XFQg°) in every degree except 1, in
which it is trivial. By standard reasoning we may replace the cobar construction
above by a reduced cobar construction, giving (for k > 2) the following formula for
Oride in terms of the totalization of a semicosimplicial object:

0 0 o
Tot (+ —= 0.5 0F) =F 0.CF%) ° 0.(5F %)), == - ).

e
0

The bottom and top coface maps are always null (indeed, these are induced by the
comultiplication 1 — 100, (XFQg°), which is null). A standard argument (formally
dual to the Kan simplicial suspension) then gives an equivalence

Opide — QTot (ak(ngQgO) —= (.55 %) 0 0.(TF), == - )

k ——>
0
where the cosimplicial object in brackets is the décalage of the previous one, i.e. its
composition with the functor
A— A:[n|—[0]II[n] =[n+1].

We conclude that there is an equivalence between Y.0iide and the fiber of the
comultiplication map

———————02 — 03 - s
h(EFOF) — Tot (.55 0F) ), —= (0.0 9%) ) )

i
k ——
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by applying another décalage, now composing with [n] — [n] IT [0]. Observe that
O (ETXNF) may be identified with ®* and that the totalization on the right may
be identified with the following limit (see Section EL.TI):
lim Uy
NPartkfl(k)

The desired result now follows by applying Proposition .10l d

PROOF OF PROPOSITION [£.6l To prove that 7,Sp(P,€)® — 7,Sp(C)® is an
equivalence it suffices to show that Sp(?,€)2  — Sp(€)2, is an equivalence of
n-truncated stable oo-operads. The tensor products induced by Sp(?ne)‘?n are
the first n derivatives of the functor X3 Q3 ¢, the tensor products induced by
Sp(€)2, are the first n derivatives of Q. That the natural map between
these is an equivalence is immediate from the fact that P,C is a weak n-excisive
approximation to C.

We now show that the map 7,Sp(P,€)® — Sp(P,€)?® is an equivalence of stable
oo-operads. We will do this by proving that for every k > n the map

T s TaSp(PnC)® — 7 Sp(P,C)®

is an equivalence. This is clear for £ = n. To establish the inductive step, assume
that & > n and that fr_1 is an equivalence. The derivative dxidp e is contractible
since idp e is m-excisive, so Proposition (applied to P,€) implies that the
natural transformation ®* — ©F is an equivalence. Hence f; is an equivalence as
well. O

C.4. Coalgebras

In this section we prove Lemma [£.23] which gives an inductive description of coal-
gebras in a stable oo-operad of the form 7,0%. Consider the oco-category B defined
as the pullback in the following square:

B {X = (X@" - @" X)"n )

|

coAlg®(7,-10%) —= {X = (X @" .- @" X )"}
As observed in Section there is an evident functor
B : coAlg®(7,0%) — B.
The following is a reformulation of Lemma .23}

LEMMA C.25. The functor B is an equivalence of co-categories.

Before we prove this lemma we investigate the oo-category of coalgebras in an n-
homogeneous stable co-operad. To this end, consider a map p® : X2, — 02, in
the oco-category OpS:tn. We call such a map a coalgebra in O%, if it satisfies the
evident analogue of Definition FE14] and write coAlg(0%,,) for the oo-category of
such coalgebras. Informally speaking, a coalgebra in 0%, is simply an object X
of O together with a X,-equivariant map X — X®". This is articulated by the
following result:



104 C. TRUNCATIONS

LEmMA C.26. The evident functor
coAlg(08,) — {X (X" X)hzn}g

is an equivalence of co-categories.

Proor. We first show that this functor is fully faitfhul. Consider compact
coalgebras p® : X, — 02, and ¢® : Y2, — 02, with underlying objects X and
Y respectively. Write Map(p®, ¢®) for the space of maps in coAlg®(0%,,) between
these coalgebras, which is by definition the space of maps Y&, — X®, compatible

with the maps down to O%,. The forgetful functor induces a map
Map(p®, ¢®) — Mapg (X, Y).

Write F, for the fiber of this map over a morphism ¢ : X — Y and consider objects
fi:Y - Wiand g: Y — Z of Oy,. Informally speaking F, may be described as
the space of ¥,,-equivariant maps

natural in the f; and g, which are moreover compatible with the maps down to
O®(Wh,...,Wn; Z). By the corepresentability of the oc-operads involved this is
the space of ¥,,-equivariant triangles

X

5ff<fw\fw\ T (Froent)

Wi W,

natural in the f;. Here the map 6Y (f1,...,fn) : Y — Wi®- - -®@W,, is induced by the
tensor product of Y%, and similarly for §:X. To be more precise, consider the space of
Y,-equivariant natural transformations between the functors 6;X o (¢*)" and ¢*6Y .
The oo-category Fun(0y, Ox,) admits an equivariant functor to Fun(Oy/, 0) by
composition with the projection mx : Ox, — O. The composition ®" o7y is an ob-
ject of the latter and F,, can be identified with the fiber of Nat™" (§;X o (¢*)", ¢*Y )
over the identity map of that object. Write F,, for the fiber of Fun(Og/, Ox/) over
the object ®" oy of Fun(Oy, 0). Since the inclusion of the vertex {idy }" — OF,
is left anodyne and the projection Ox, — O is a left fibration, evaluation at that

vertex induces an equivalence between F}, and the fiber of Ox, — O over the object
Y®n", Hence there is a corresponding fiber sequence

Fy — Mapy', (63 (¢, .., ¢), 9 00} (idy, .. idy)) — Mapg" (Y®", "),

Note also that the map 3:X (¢, ..., ¢) canonically factors as follows
5% (idx,..., id
XMX@...@X ¢ B¢ Y®. - --®Y.

Therefore one may describe F, as the space of homotopies that fill the following

square:

X ®

Y
(X®"'®X>h2"(wn(y®"'®

V)hEn,
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It should be clear that this is precisely the homotopy type of the space of maps
between the objects

X (dy,...,idx): X — X®  and 6 (idy,...,idy): Y — Y®",
compatible with the map ¢ : X — Y, in the co-category
{X - (x@" - @"X)™}.
This proves that the functor of the lemma is fully faithful.

It remains to show essential surjectivity. If 6, : X — (X®7)"®n is a map in O we
define a corresponding coalgebra X2, — 0%, as follows. Unraveling the definitions,
it suffices to specify a ¥,-equivariant functor associating to every n-tuple of maps
i X—=Y, . fn: X—=>Y,amap X - Y1 ® --®Y,. Clearly the formation of
the composition

X X®n fl®"'®fn Yl ® . ® Yn

does the job. O

We will also need the following collection of technical facts:

LemMA C.27. Let p® : X® — 7,0% be a coalgebra in 7,0%°. Then the map
T X® — X® is an equivalence of co-operads. Furthermore, the pushforward of
p® to coAlg(r,_10%) is equivalent to 7, 1p® : T, 1X® — 1, 10%. Also, the map
X8, = (1,0%®)—,, defines a coalgebra in (1,0%)—,,.

REMARK C.28. We are cutting a corner in the statement of this lemma: the oo-
operad X® need itself not be stable, so that the expression 7,X® is as of yet ill-
defined. However, the relevant definitions can easily be adapted to apply to this
corepresentable co-operad as well. We will not belabour the details here.

PROOF. Write ®’§C for the k-fold tensor product on Oy, defined by p®. To
prove that 7,X® — X® is an equivalence, it suffices (by Lemma[C.20) to show that
for every k > n the natural map

pr:@% —  lim  ®F
TeDecy, (Ck)
is an equivalence. Let f1: X — Yi,..., fi : X = Y} be objects of Ox,. Evaluated
at this tuple, the map above corresponds to a triangle in O as follows:

X

T

@Y1, i) lim, o EH0L V).

Then ¢y, is an equivalence if and only if the bottom arrow is an equivalence, which
is the case because 7,0% is n-truncated. For the second claim, recall that the
pushforward of p® to coAlg(r,_10%®) (say p&_,) is defined by the pullback square
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Applying the truncation functor (—)<,—_1 to the square and using that it preserves
limits, we see that (X©_;)<,—1 — (X®)<,_1 is an equivalence. Furthermore, the
map T,—1X5_, — X¥_, is an equivalence by what we proved before, so that we
obtain an equivalence X% | — 7, 1X® over 7,_;0%. Finally, the claim in the
lemma about X2, is immediate from the definitions. O

REMARK C.29. A consequence of the previous lemma is that for a coalgebra X® —
7,0%, there is no essential loss of information in passing to the map X‘?n — Tnogn.
More precisely, there is an evident definition of the notion of coalgebra in the n-
truncated stable co-operad Tn(‘)?n and a consequence of the previous lemma is that
the pullback functor -

coAlg(m,0%) — coAlg(r,0%,)

is an equivalence of co-categories.

ProoF or LEMMA [C.25]l By Lemma[C.26l and the previous remark it suffices
to show that the square

coAlg®(m, 0%,,) ——— coAlg®(02,,)

| |

COAlgC(Tn—l Ogn) —_— COAlgC((Tn—l O®):n)

is a pullback of co-categories. Recall that we denote the pullback in this square
by B. Let us describe a functor a: B — coAlgC(Tn(‘)?n) which we will show to be
inverse to 5. A vertex v of B corresponds to a diagram

We ue® Ve

| |

Ogn ~ (Tn—l O®):n - Tn—logn

in which the vertical arrows are coalgebras. Forming pushouts of the top and
bottom rows of we obtain a map a(v) : X® — TnO‘?n, where we applied Corollary
[C23/to identify the codomain. It is straightforward to verify that a(v) is a coalgebra
in Tnogn. Clearly the construction of o can be made natural to yield the desired

map B — coAlgC(TnO%@n).

Now let p® : X® — 7,0% be a compact coalgebra. The same argument used to
prove Proposition[C.17] proves that the following square is a pullback of co-operads:

(Tn—l O®):n - Tn—logn

| |

08, — > 7,0%

<n'
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Pulling back p® along the maps in this square we produce a cube

(Tn—1x®):n Tn—lxgn

xXe, ‘ xgn
(Tn—lo®):n Tn—logn

0%, 0%,

where we used Lemma to identify the oo-operads making up the top square.
Then B(p®) is described by the diagram obtained from this cube by deleting the
vertices X2 and 7,02 . All faces of the cube are pullbacks; moreover, the top
and bottom faces are pushouts by Corollary These observations imply that
the composites o 8 and f o o are naturally equivalent to the identity, proving the
lemma. O

We conclude this section with a result relating the oco-category of coalgebras in
a stable oco-operad O® to the co-categories of coalgebras in its truncations 7, 0%.
Recall that the morphism 7,,0%® — 0% induces a functor

coAlg(0®) — coAlg(r,0%)
via Construction .17
LEMMA C.30. The functor
coAlg(0®) — @COAlg(Tn({)@)

is an equivalence of co-categories.

PROOF. We defined the co-category coAlg(O®) as a full subcategory of ((Catoo)/o@,)Op
and as in Remark [C.29] the co-category coAlg(7,,0%®) is equivalent to a full subcat-
egory of ((Catoo)/Og )°P. Identified in this way, the functor described right before

the lemma is induced by the functor

(Cate) /00 — (Catoo)/oesan

which takes the pullback along the inclusion O?n — 0%, The lemma now follows
from the fact that -

(Cateo) /00 — gn (Catoo)/og

is an equivalence of co-categories (see LemmalC.3T below) and that this equivalence
identifies the appropriate full subcategories, as one easily verifies. O

The following is a version of the elementary observation that to give a fibration
over a filtered space X = U, X,, is essentially the same as to give a fibration over
each stage X, compatible with the inclusions X,, = X, 4+1:
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LEmMA C.31. If C is an oco-category with a filtration by subcategories
€1 CCCCC-, Uen:eu

then the functor
(Catoo) /e — lim (Catoo)/e,

is an equivalence of co-categories.

PROOF. The oo-category (Cat) e is equivalent to the homotopy-coherent
nerve of a simplicial category C described as follows: its objects are categorical fi-
brations X % @ (which are precisely the fibrant objects in the Joyal model structure
on the slice category sSets/C) and for two such fibrations X £ € and Y % @ the
simplicial set of maps between them is the maximal Kan complex in the co-category

Mape(X,Y) = A xex V¥,
where the map A? — CX used to define the pullback simply picks out the vertex
p. The fact that Mape(X,Y) is indeed an co-category follows from the fact that
the Joyal model structure is Cartesian. There is for every n a similar simplicial

category C,, whose nerve is equivalent to (Cat,) /e, . Pullback along the inclusion
Cn — C,41 defines a simplicial functor

CnJrl — Cn

which is easily checked to be a fibration of simplicial categories (i.e. it induces Kan
fibrations on mapping spaces). The evident functor

C—>1'£1Cn

is an equivalence of simplicial categories in a strict sense, meaning it induces isomor-
phisms on mapping spaces rather than just weak equivalences. Indeed, an explicit
inverse is given by the colimit functor

(X, 2% Cotnst — (liTH;Xn - n%en =0)

with its obvious simplicial structure (using that pullbacks of simplicial sets commute
with colimits). Taking homotopy-coherent nerves produces a diagram (equivalent
to)

cee = (Catoo)/@n+1 — (Catoo)/en — = (Catoo)/@1
in which all maps are categorical fibrations, since the homotopy-coherent nerve is
a right Quillen functor. Therefore the actual limit is also the homotopy limit and
we conclude that the limit

I'&n(Catoo)/@n

computed in the oo-category of (large) co-categories is equivalent to the homotopy-
coherent nerve of C, which in turn is equivalent to (Cats) /e- O
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