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A MONOIDAL DOLD-KAN CORRESPONDENCE FOR COMODULES

MAXIMILIEN PEROUX

ABSTRACT. Cofibrantly generated model categories are generalizations of CW-approximations which provide
an inductive cofibrant replacement. We provide examples of inductive fibrant replacements constructed as
Postnikov towers for simplicial and differential graded comodules. Our main application is to show that
simplicial comodules and connective differential graded comodules are Quillen equivalent and their derived
cotensor products correspond. We deduce that the rational A-theory of a simply connected space X is
equivalent to the K-theory of perfect chain complexes with a Cx(X; Q)-comodule structure.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Dold-Kan correspondence established in [Dol58, [Kan58]| is an equivalence between the category sModg
of simplicial R-modules and the category Ch}%O of non-negative chain complexes over a commutative ring R.
This has been generalized to any abelian category, or even any stable co-category [Lurl7]. The normalization
functor N: sModgp — Chlz%O is lax symmetric monoidal with respect to the graded tensor product of chains,
the levelwise tensor product of simplicial modules and the Filenberg-Zilber map. The inverse equivalence
[': Chz” — sModp also has a (non-symmetric) lax monoidal structure coming from the Alezander- Whitney
map. The categories are not equivalent as symmetric monoidal categories. Nevertheless, the homotopy
categories of sModg and Chl%,/0 have isomorphic symmetric monoidal structures when endowed with their
respective derived tensor product. Formally, it was shown in [SS03] that there is a weak symmetric monoidal
Quillen equivalence between the symmetric monoidal model categories of sModg and Chlz%o. The equivalence
lifts to the associated categories of algebras and modules. This equivalence was crucial in [Shi07] to show
that homotopy coherent HZ-algebras in spectra are equivalent to differential graded algebras. Similar results
hold for the cosimplicial case and the commutative case [RS17]. It is important to notice that at the
level of model categories, the results of [SS03] do not imply any Quillen equivalences on model categories of
coalgebras or comodules. In fact, in [Sor19], it was shown that the Dold-Kan correspondence does not lift
to a Quillen equivalence between coassociative and counital coalgebras. Differential graded coalgebras are
of great important in rational homotopy theory [Nei78| as they model Lie algebras.

In [P&r22, 4.1], we proved that the underlying co-categories of sModp and Chz’ (in the sense of [Lurl7,
1.3.4.15, 4.1.7.4]) are equivalent as symmetric monoidal co-categories. In particular, the oco-categories of
homotopy coherent coalgebras in sModgr and Ch}%O are equivalent. The same holds for homotopy coherent
comodules in these categories. However, unlike the case of algebras and modules, it is more challenging to
represent homotopy coherent coalgebras and comodules via a model category of coassociative and counital
coalgebra, see [Pér22]. In 1.1], for R = k a commutative ring with global dimension zero,
and C a simply connected strictly cocommutative and coassociative coalgebra in Ch,fo, we proved that
homotopy coherent comodules in ChkZO over C' correspond to strictly coassociative comodules in Ch,fo. The
cotensor product of comodules equalize the coactions. As C' is always flat, the cotensor remains a comodule.
The category CoModc(Cth) of connective differential graded comodules over C is endowed with a model
structure in which weak equivalences are quasi-isomorphisms between comodules. The model structure is
compatible with respect to the cotensor product. This allowed us to endow a symmetric monoidal structure
with the derived cotensor product on the underlying co-category of CoModc(ChEO), see 1.2]. Similar
arguments hold for simplicial comodules over a simply connected simplicial coalgebra. Although homotopy
coherent simplicial comodules correspond to homotopy coherent connective differential graded comodules, it
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is not immediate that their derived cotensor product correspond. Our main result in this paper shows that
they are indeed equivalent.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 5.1l Theorem[B.3). Let k be a commutative ring with global dimension zero. Let C
be a simply connected cocommutative differential graded coalgebra over k. Then there is a Quillen equivalence:

r
>0y ——>
CoMod¢(Chi=™) NLC CoModp ¢y (sMody),
compatible with the derived cotensor products. In particular, the co-categories of homotopy coherent simplicial
comodules over T'(C) and homotopy coherent connective differential graded comodules over C are equivalent
as symmetric monoidal co-categories.

One of the consequences of this result is an algebraic description of rational A-theory of spaces. Given a
space X, recall that A(X) is defined to be the K-theory of the Waldhausen category of finite retractive spaces
over X with cofibrations and weak equivalences created in simplicial sets [Wal85]. For any generalized reduced
homology &, let A(X;&,) be the Waldhausen K-theory of the same category with the same cofibrations, but
replacing the usual weak equivalences of simplicial sets by &.-equivalences. Hess-Shipley showed in [HS16,
1.3] that A(X;é&.) is equivalent to the K-theory of X ;-comodules in pointed spaces, localized at &,.. Thanks
to the result above, we are able to provide a description of the rational A-theory of a space X as the K-theory
of perfect chain complexes with a comodule structure over the singular chain complex C,.(X; Q).

Theorem 1.2 (Corollary B.7). For any simply connected simplicial set X, there is a natural equivalence of
K -theory spectra:

erf
A(X; HQ,) ~ K(Col\/lod%*(X;Q)).

A future project will extend the trace method of [KP23, 1.4] to provide a trace into the coHochschild
homology K(CoMod%ir&;Q)) — coHH(C.(X;Q)), as introduced by Hess-Parent-Scott [HPS09], which relates
to the usual Dennis trace if X is finite by [BP23].

To prove our main theorem, we dualize the methods in [SS03]. Following [Hes09] and [BHK™ 15|, we use the
notion of fibrantly generated model categories. CW-complexes provide an inductive cofibrant replacement for
spaces. This was generalized into the notion of cofibrantly generated model categories. We instead provide
Postnikov towers as an inductive fibrant replacement. Because of the lack of “cosmallness” in practice, we
cannot apply the dual of the small object argument. Instead we provide ad-hoc Postnikov presentations:
(acyclic) fibrations are retracts of maps built from pullbacks and transfinite towers of generating (acyclic)
fibrations. Moreover, the cotensor product on comodules behaves well with fibrant objects instead of cofibrant
objects. We introduce the notion of fibrant-compatible symmetric monoidal model categories that allows us
to derive the cotensor product and obtain a symmetric monoidal structure on the homotopy category and the
underlying co-category. Dualizing [SS03], we construct weak opmonoidal Quillen equivalences that induce
an equivalence of the derived cotensor product.

On the cocommutativity condition. For the sake of simplicity, we focus in this paper on coalgebras that are
cocommutative. One can instead consider non-cocommutative coalgebras and then consider bicomodules
instead. The cotensor product provides then a non-symmetric monoidal structure and all the results in this
paper remain valid. We provide further details in [KP23].

On the global dimension zero condition. Throughout this paper, we work exclusively with k a commutative
ring with global dimension zero. There are several reasons this condition is imposed. First, it induces that
every object is cofibrant and fibrant in chain complexes and simplicial modules, and the projective and
injective model structures are equal. In particular, the model structure on comodules is left-induced from
a nice monoidal model category. In [HKRSI7], it was shown that the model structures for comodules are
left-induced from injective model structures which are in general not monoidal model categories. This creates
several issues to understand the induced homotopy theory on comodules. Moreover, as every module is flat,
the tensor product preserves finite limits. This allows us to understand finite limits of comodules, which is
essential for our main theorem. Furthermore, the cotensor product of comodules is not a comodule unless
the coalgebra is flat.



On the simply connected condition. The simply connected requirement on the coalgebra is crucial for The-
orem and thus for Theorem [[LTl It allows us to inductively build our fibrant replacement. Moreover,
although we make no use of this fact in this paper, as C is a simply connected coalgebra, then the derived
category of comodules over C' is equivalent to the derived category of modules over its cobar complex QC,
see [Posll]. This Koszul duality does not come from a Quillen equivalence between model structures and
results in this paper are not dual from the model structure on modules over QC.

Outline. In Section 2] we introduce all the dual notions and methods of [SS03|: fibrantly generated model
categories, Postnikov presentations of a model category, left-induced model categories, fibrant-compatible
monoidal structure on model categories and weak opmonoidal Quillen equivalences between them. In Section
Bl we provide an example of a Postnikov presentation for unbounded chain complexes. It provides inductive
methods to compute homotopy limits of chain complexes. In Section M, we recall some of the results in
[Pér20b] and show that comodules also admit an efficient Postnikov presentation. Finally, we apply our
methods to prove our main result on Dold-Kan correspondence for comodules and A-theory in Section
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Notation. We present here the notation and terminology used throughout this paper.

(1) Given a model category M with a class of weak equivalences W, we denote by M, and My its subcat-
egories spanned by cofibrant and fibrant objects respectively. We denote the underlying co-category
of M by A (M.)[W~1] as in [Lurl7, 1.3.4.15], or simply .4 (M)[W~1] if every object is cofibrant. If M
is a symmetric monoidal model category (in the sense of [Hov99, 4.2.6]), then .4 (M.)[W™!] is a sym-
metric monoidal co-category via the derived tensor product, see [Lurl7, 4.1.7.4]. The notation stems
from a localization A (M) — A4 (M)[W™1] of co-categories, where .4~ denotes the nerve of a category.
When M is combinatorial, the underlying oo-category of M is also equivalent to .4 (M)[W~!] by
[Lurld, 1.3.4.16].

(2) The letter k shall always denote a commutative ring with global dimension zero. In other words, it is a
finite product of fields, i.e. a commutative ring k such that it is a product in rings k = ky x - - - x ky,,
where each k; is a field, for some 1 < n < oco. In the literature, such rings are referred to as
commutative semisimple Artinian rings.

(3) Let Chy denote the category of unbounded chain complexes of k-modules (graded homologically).
Denote by Chﬂ%0 the category of non-negative chain complexes over k. Both categories are endowed
with a symmetric monoidal structure. The tensor product of two (possibly non-negative) chain
complexes X and Y is defined by:

1+j=n
with differential given on homogeneous elements by:
dz®y) =drey+(-1)*lz o dy.

Let sModi be the category of simplicial k-modules. It is endowed with a symmetric monoidal
structure with tensor product defined dimensionwise. We denote the tensor of all three categories
above simply as ®. The monoidal unit is denoted k, and is either the chain complex k concentrated
in degree zero, or the simplicial constant module on k.

(4) The category Chy is endowed with a model structure in which weak equivalences are quasi-isomor-
phisms, cofibrations are monomorphisms, fibrations are epimorphisms. The category Ch]kZO is en-
dowed with a model structure in which weak equivalence are quasi-isomorphisms. cofibrations are
monomorphisms, and fibrations are positive levelwise epimorphisms. The category sMody is endowed
with a model structure in which weak equivalences are weak homotopy equivalences, cofibrations
are monomorphisms and fibrations are Kan fibrations. These are all combinatorial and symmetric
monoidal model categories, see [Hov99] and [SS03| for details. Notice that every object is cofibrant
and fibrant.



(5) Denote by N: sMody — Ch]f0 the normalization functor which is an equivalence of categories. Its
inverse is denoted by I': Chﬂ%0 — sModg. From [SS03], we obtain two weak monoidal Quillen equiv-

alences:
r
Chz® 7T " sMody, (1.1)
N
and:
N
sMod, L ChZ". (1.2)
- k

In the adjunction (), the normalization functor N is a right adjoint and is lax symmetric monoidal
via the Eilenberg-Zilber map. In the adjunction (I2]), the normalization functor N is a left adjoint
and is oplax (but not symmetric) monoidal via the Alexander-Whitney map.

2. POSTNIKOV PRESENTATIONS OF MODEL CATEGORIES

One of the main tools of model categories is to assume the structure to be cofibrantly generated by a pair
of sets (see definition in [Hov99, 2.1.17]). If in addition the category is presentable, we say it is combinatorial.
In this case, cofibrations and acyclic cofibrations are retracts of maps built out of pushouts and transfinite
compositions, and we can inductively construct a cofibrant replacement. Given a symmetric monoidal model
category M (as in [Hov99 4.2.6]) in which the tensor product interplays well with the generating acyclic
cofibrations (see [SS00} 3.3]), then one can guarantee a nice model structure for algebras and modules in M,
see [SS0OQ, 4.1]. Moreover, given a weak monoidal Quillen equivalence (as in [SS03] 3.6]) between symmetric
monoidal model categories, the equivalence lifts to a Quillen equivalence between algebras and modules,
see [SS03, 3.12]. This induces an equivalence of symmetric monoidal oo-categories on the underlying oo-
categories of the monoidal model categories, see [Pér22 2.13].

In this section, following [BHK™15], we recall the dual concept of fibrantly generated model categories.
We make no requirement of “cosmallness” as it is rarely satisfied in practice. Instead when fibrations
and acyclic fibrations are retracts of maps built out of pullbacks and towers, we say the model category
admits a Postnikov presentation. In [HKRSIT, [GKR20], model structures on monoidal categories are lifted
to categories of coalgebras and comodules. However there is no guarantee that Postnikov presentations
are lifted. We present here the notion of fibrant-compatible monoidal structure on a model category which
ensures that the homotopy category is endowed with a monoidal structure via a right derived tensor product.
We also introduce the notion of weak opmonoidal Quillen equivalences which provides a compatibility of the
right derived tensor products.

2.1. Postnikov presentation. We recall the definition of Postnikov presentations, introduced by Kathryn
Hess, which is dual to cellular presentations and appeared in [Hes09], [HS14] and [BHK™15]. We begin with
the dual notion of relative cell complex [Hov99, 2.2.9].

Definition 2.1 ([Hes09l 5.12]). Let P be a class of morphisms in a category C closed under pullbacks. Let
A be an ordinal. Given a functor ¥Y': A°® — C such that for all § < A, the morphism Yz, — Y} fits into the
pullback diagram

Yot — Xby,
L7
Yﬁ E— Xﬁ+1
where Xéﬂ — Xpg41 is some morphism in P, and Y3 — X1 is a morphism in C, and we write
Y, = limY;
v B<ry B
for any limit ordinal v < A\. We say that the composition of the tower Y:
|>I\I;TP1Y5 — Y(),

if it exists, is a P-Postnikov tower. The class of all P-Postnikov towers is denoted by Postp.
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Proposition 2.2 (|[BHK™15, 2.10]). If C is a complete category, the class Postp is the smallest class of
morphisms in C containing P closed under composition, pullbacks and limits indexed by ordinals.

Proof. For a proof, see the dual statements in [Hov99, 2.1.12, 2.1.13]. O

Proposition 2.3. Let R: C — D be a right adjoint between complete categories. Let P be a class of
morphisms in C. Then we have: R(Postp) C Postpp).

Proof. The claim follows from the fact that right adjoints preserve limits. O
We also recall the dual notion of small object in a category.

Definition 2.4. Let D be a subcategory of a complete category C. We say an object A in C is cosmall
relative to D if there is a cardinal x such that for all x-filtered ordinals A (see [Hov99, 2.1.2]) and all A-towers
Y : A — D°P, the induced map of sets:

lim (H Ys,A)) — H limYs, A
coli (Home (5, 4)) — Home ( im¥5.4)
is a bijection. We say that A is cosmall if it is cosmall relative to C itself.

Example 2.5. The terminal object, if it exists, is always cosmall. In procategories, every object is cosmall.

Example 2.6. A category C is copresentable if its opposite category C°P is presentable. Therefore in
copresentable categories, every object is cosmall. However, if C is presentable then C is not copresentable
unless C is a complete lattice, see [AR94] 1.64].

Example 2.7. As noted after [Hov99, 2.1.18], the only cosmall objects in the category of sets are the empty
set and the one-point set. In practice, objects in a presentable categories are rarely cosmall.

The dual of the small object argument [Hov99, 2.1.14] is stated below. As per our above discussion, in
practice, the result is not applicable in most categories of interest.

Proposition 2.8 (The cosmall object argument). Let C be a complete category and P be a set of morphisms
in C. If the codomains of maps in P are cosmall relative to Postp, then every morphism f of C can be factored

functorially as:
A ! B
'y(f)\,4 %‘ )
c/,

where §(f) is a P-Postnikov tower and v(f) admits the left lifting property with respect to all maps in P.

Notation 2.9. Given a class of morphisms A in C, we denote by A its closure under formation of retracts.

Definition 2.10. A Postnikov presentation (P, Q) of a model category M is a pair of classes of morphisms P
and Q such that the class of fibrations is %, the class of acyclic fibrations is %st\Q, and for any morphism
fr X—=YinM:

(a) the morphism f factors as:

X —f> Y
\%4
where 7 is a cofibration and ¢ is a Q-Postnikov tower;

(b) the morphism f factors as:

x — 1 Ly

N

where j is an acyclic cofibration and p is a P-Postnikov tower.
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We say in this case that the model category M is Postnikov presented by (P, Q).

Remark 2.11. We do note require the classes P or Q to be sets. Hence every model category is trivially
Postnikov presented by the classes of all fibrations and acyclic fibrations. Although it was noted in [BHK™15)
2.13, 2.14] that this trivial presentation can occasionally be useful (see also [Pér20a, B.4.1]), we use more
interesting subclasses in this paper, see Theorems and

Definition 2.12. Let M be a complete model category that admits a Postnikov presentation (P, Q). Given
any object X in M, we can provide an inductive fibrant replacement FX as follows. Let * be the terminal
object of M. There is an object F'X in M that factors the trivial map:

X *
FX,

where j: X < FX is an acyclic cofibration in M, and p is a P-Postnikov tower. This means that F.X can
be defined as iterated maps of pullbacks along P, starting with (FX)g = *.

In our examples, the above inductive fibrant replacement is a countable tower and its limit is a homotopy
limit.

Notation 2.13. We denote by tow(C) the category of countable towers in a complete category C:

By x2) 25 x1) -2 x(0).
We denote such towers by {X (n)} = (X (n), fn)nen. The limit of the tower is denoted by lim,, X (n).

Proposition 2.14 ([GJ99, VI.1.1]). Let M be a model category. Then the category of towers tow(M) can be
endowed with the Reedy model structure, where a map {X(n)} = {Y (n)} is a weak equivalence (respectively
a cofibration), if each map X(n) — Y (n) is a weak equivalence (respectively a cofibration) in M, for all
n > 0. An object {X(n)} is fibrant if and only if X(0) is fibrant and all the maps X (n + 1) — X (n) in the
tower are fibrations in M. Moreover, if we denote by v: M — tow(M) the functor induced by the constant

diagram, then we obtain a Quillen adjunction ¢: M , L~ tow(M): lim,,.
2.2. Fibrantly generated model categories. We recall the notion of fibrantly generated as in [BHK™15].
Our definition of fibrantly generated makes no assumption of cosmallness and is not the dual definition

of cofibrantly generated model categories.

Definition 2.15. A model category is fibrantly generated by (P,Q) if the cofibrations are precisely the
morphisms that have the left lifting property with respect to Q, and the acyclic cofibrations are precisely the
morphisms that have the left lifting property with respect to P. We call P and Q the generating fibrations
and generating acyclic fibrations respectively.

Remark 2.16. Just as for Remark 2.T1] since we allow P and Q to be classes, any model category is trivially
fibrantly generated by its fibrations and acyclic fibrations. In practice, it is useful to have a smaller class to
study the model structure. We provide example of non-trivial generating fibrations and acyclic fibrations in
Theorem 3.4

Proposition 2.17. If a model category is Postnikov presented by a pair of classes (P, Q), then it is fibrantly
generated by (P, Q).

Proof. The claim is a direct consequence of the retract argument, see [Hov99, 1.1.9]. 0

Remark 2.18. The converse of Proposition 217 is true if P and Q are sets that permit the cosmall object
argument. However, this rarely happens in context of interest as seen in Example 271
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2.3. Left-induced model categories. We recall now the terminology of [HKRS17, [IGKR20]. Classically,

under some assumptions, given a pair of adjoint functors L : M 1 A: R where M is endowed with

a model structure, we can lift a model structure to A in which weak equivalences and fibrations are created
by the right adjoint. See [Hir03l 11.3.2].

Definition 2.19. Let M be a model category and A be any category, such that there is a pair of adjoint
functors: L:A L M:R. We say that the left adjoint L: A — M left-induces a model structure on
A if the category A can be endowed with a model structure where a morphism f in A is defined to be a
cofibration (respectively a weak equivalence) if L(f) is a cofibration (respectively a weak equivalence) in M.
This model structure on A, if it exists, is called the left-induced model structure from M.

The following result guarantees that left-inducing from a combinatorial model category gives back a
combinatorial model category.

Proposition 2.20 (|[BHK ™15, 2.23|,[HKRSIT, 3.3.4]). Suppose A is a model category left-induced by a model
category M. Suppose both A and M are presentable. If M is cofibrantly generated by a pair of sets, then A is
cofibrantly generated by a pair of sets.

Proposition 2.21 (|[BHK™15, 2.18]). Suppose A is a model category left-induced by a model category M,
via an adjunction L : A 1 M: R. IfM is fibrantly generated by (P,Q), then A is fibrantly generated
by (R(P), R(Q))-

Remark 2.22. If M is Postnikov presented by (P,Q), there is no reason to expect that A is Postnikov
presented by (R(P), R(Q)), as we made no assumption of cosmallness in general.

2.4. Weak opmonoidal Quillen pair. If (C,®) is a symmetric monoidal model category, then it endows
the associated homotopy category Ho(C) with a symmetric monoidal structure endowed with the derived
functor ®%, see [Hov99, 4.3.2]. Essentially, the conditions ensure that the tensor product of two cofibrant
objects is cofibrant, and the tensor preserves weak equivalence in both variable. Therefore we can total left
derive the bifunctor — ® — : C x C — C. If we denote by C. the full subcategory of cofibrant objects in C,
then the underlying oco-category 4 (C.) [W_l} is symmetric monoidal via the derived tensor product ®,
see [Lurl, 4.1.7.4].

We provide dual conditions such that the homotopy category Ho(C) and the underlying co-category
N (Cy) [Wfl] are endowed with a symmetric monoidal structure. We shall weaken the dual definition of
[Hov99, 4.2.6] as follows.

Definition 2.23. Given a model category C, we say a symmetric monoidal structure (M, ®,1) is fibrant-
compatible if:

(i) for any fibrant object X in C, the functors X ® — : C — C and — ® X : C — C preserve fibrant
objects and weak equivalences between fibrant objects;

(ii) for any fibrant replacement I — fT of the unit, the induced morphism X ¥ I® X — fI® X is a
weak equivalence, for any fibrant object X.

The requirement is automatic if I is already fibrant

Example 2.24. If C is a symmetric monoidal model category C then it is in particularcofibrant-compatible,
in the sense that C°P is fibrant-compatible. The converse is not true. There may be cofibrant-compatible
monoidal structures on model categories that do not form a monoidal model category as X ® —: C — C
needs not to be a left Quillen functor.

Example 2.25. Any symmetric monoidal model category C in which each object is fibrant and cofibrant is
also fibrant-compatible. For instance C = sMody, Chfo7 Chy.

Recall from [Lurl7, 2.0.0.1] that to any symmetric monoidal category C, one can define its operator
category C®, such that the nerve .4 (C?®) is a symmetric monoidal oco-category whose underlying oo-category
is A(C), see [Lurl®, 2.1.2.21]. Given C a model category with a fibrant-compatible symmetric monoidal
structure and fibrant unit, then Cy is a symmetric monoidal category. We can apply [Lurl?, 4.1.7.6] to
obtain a symmetric monoidal structure on the homotopy category of C (just as in [Hov99, 4.3.2]) that is
coherent up to higher homotopies.
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Proposition 2.26 ([Lurl7l 4.1.7.6], [NS18, A.7]). Let (C,®,1) be a model category with a fibrant-compatible
symmetric monoidal structure. Suppose that 1 is fibrant. Then the underlying co-category A (C¢)[W™] of
C can be given the structure of a symmetric monoidal co-category via the symmetric monoidal localization

of N (C%)
H(CE) —— N (CHW12,
where W is the class of weak equivalences restricted to fibrant objects in C.
We can dualize the notion of a weak monoidal Quillen pair from [SS03, 3.6].

Definition 2.27. Let (C,®,I) and (D, A, J) model categories with fibrant-compatible symmetric monoidal
structures. A weak opmonoidal Quillen pair consists of a Quillen adjunction:

L:(C,®I) L (D,AJ):R,

where R is lax monoidal such that the following two conditions hold.
(i) For all fibrant objects X and Y in D, the lax monoidal map:

R(X)® R(Y) —— R(X AY),

is a weak equivalence in C.
(ii) For some (hence any) fibrant replacement \: J —~ fJ in D, the composite map

R(1)

R()\)

I R(I)

is a weak equivalence in C.

A weak opmonoidal Quillen pair is a weak opmonoidal Quillen equivalence if the underlying Quillen pair is
a Quillen equivalence.

Example 2.28. Given any weak monoidal Quillen pair:

L
(Ce,0) L7 (D,AJ),
R

their opposite adjunction:
R
op A op
(CoP, ®,T) %) (DoP, AT,
is a weak opmonoidal Quillen pair. Because the usual weak monoidal Quillen pair usually requires a monoidal
model structure rather than cofibrant-compatible, the converse is not true, but the full assumption of
monoidal model structure is not necessary.

Example 2.29. The Dold-Kan weak monoidal Quillen equivalences (II]) and ([2)) are also weak opmonoidal
Quillen equivalences when k is a commutative ring with global dimension zero. This follows from the fact
that their unit and counit in the adjunctions are isomorphisms.

In general, given a weak opmonoidal Quillen equivalence, we do not guarantee that it lifts to a Quillen
equivalence on associated categories of coalgebras and comodules. In other words, we do not provide a dual
version of [SS03| 3.12]. The essential reason being that there is no guarantee in general to obtain a Postnikov
presentation on left-induced model structures of coalgebras or comodules such that the limit of the Postnikov
towers behaves well with respect to the forgetful functor.

Instead, we show that homotopy coherent (co)algebras and (co)modules are equivalent as co-categories.
In Section [l we provide an example of a weak opmonoidal Quillen pair that lifts to the associated categories
of comodules. One can adapt the proof in [Pér22] to obtain the following result.

Theorem 2.30 ([Pér22, 2.13]). Let (C,®,I) and (D,A,J) be model categories with fibrant-compatible sym-
metric monoidal structures with fibrant units. Let Wc and Wp be the classes of weak equivalence in C and
D respectively. Let:

L:(C,®,0) , 1 } (D,AD) ¢ R,
8



be a weak opmonoidal Quillen pair. Then the derived functor of R : D — C induces a symmetric monoidal
functor between the underlying oo-categories:

R: .4 (D) [W5'] —— #(Cy) W],

where C¢ € C and Dy C D are the full subcategories of fibrant objects. If L and R form a weak opmonoidal
Quillen equivalence, then R is a symmetric monoidal equivalence of co-categories.

3. EXAMPLE: UNBOUNDED CHAIN COMPLEXES

We show here that the category Chy of unbounded chain complexes over k is fibrantly generated by a pair
of sets (Theorem [B4]) and admits an efficient Postnikov presentation on its model structure (Theorem BI0I).
In particular, this provides new methods to compute homotopy limits in Chy (Remark B11]) and thus in the
oo-category of modules over the Eilenberg-Mac Lane spectrum Hk. The result was proved in [Hes09] and
[BHK™15] for finitely generated non-negative chain complexes over a field.

3.1. The generating fibrations. We present here sets of generating fibrations and acyclic fibrations for
Chg. A similar result was proved in early unpublished versions of [Sorl6] in [Sorl0, 3.1.11, 3.1.12] for
non-negative chain complexes over a field.

Definition 3.1. Let V be a k-module. Let n € Z. Denote the n-sphere over V by S™(V), the chain
complex that is V' concentrated in degree n and zero elsewhere. Denote the n-disk over V by D™(V), the
chain complex that is V' concentrated in degree n — 1 and n, with differential the identity. We obtain the
epimorphisms D™(V) — S™(V):

D™(V) i — 0 +—V —V +—— 00— -
S™(V) 0 0 1% 0
This defines functors:
S™(—) : Mody, —— Chy, D"(-) : Mod;, — Chy.

The map defined above is natural, i.e. we have a natural transformation D"(—) = S™(—), for all n € Z.
When V =k, we simply write D™ and S™. Notice that we have a short exact sequence of chain complexes:

0 —— S"Y(V) —— D*"(V) —— S™(V) —— 0.
Definition 3.2. Define # and Q to be the following sets of maps in Chy:
P ={D" — S"},ez, Q ={D" — O},ez.
We thicken the sets # and Q to classes Pg and Qg of morphisms in Chy:

Py = {D"(V) — 4 S™(V) |V any k-module}nez,

Qs = {D"(V) 50|V any k-module} .
ne
Clearly, the maps in # and Pg are fibrations in Chy and the maps in Q and Qg are acyclic fibrations in Chy.

Remark 3.3. When k is a field, as every k-module is free, we get:

o — @S5 | Aany ordinal} ,
A A

neL
{@D” — 0| A\ any ordinal}
A

Theorem 3.4. The model category of unbounded chain complexes Chy is fibrantly generated by the pair of
sets (P,Q).

Pg =

—

1%

Qe
nez

9



We prove the above theorem with Lemmas 3.8 and below. Given any chain complex X, we denote the
n-boundaries of X by B, (X) and the n-cycles of X by Z,(X). Recall the following result.

Proposition 3.5. Let X be a chain complex in Chy. Then X is split as a chain complex and we have a
non-canonical decomposition:

X, 2 H,(X)® Bp(X)® Bp_1(X).
In particular, any chain complex X can be decomposed non-canonically as product of disks and spheres:

X = [[$"(Va) @ D"(Wh),

nez
where V,, = H,(X) and W,, = B,_1(X).

Notation 3.6. Given any class of maps A in a category C, we denote by LLP(A) the class of maps in C
having the left lifting property with respect to all maps in A.

Lemma 3.7. We have the equalities of classes: LLP(Pg) = LLP(®) and LLP(Qg) = LLP(Q) in Chy.

Proof. Since @ C Pg, we get LLP(Pg) C LLP(P). Suppose now f is in LLP(P), let us argue it also belongs
in LLP(#g). Suppose we have a diagram:

X —— D™(V)

|l

Y —— S™(V),

for some k-module V. Since V is projective, there is another k-module W such that V @& W is free. Thus
VaeWw = @,k, for some basis A. In particular, the choice of the splitting V & W — V induces the
commutative diagram:

- < L- <

X — D(V) — @i — [[ bp — Dz

| R T

Y —— S(V) — S % 1158 — sz,
€ aEN

where D! and S} are a copies of D™ and S™. Since f is in LLP(#), we obtain a lift ¢,: Y — D7, for each
a. It induces a lift ¢: Y — [], D2 which restricts to Y — D"(V) via the retracts (dashed maps in the
diagram). O

Lemma 3.8. Maps in the set Q are the generating acyclic fibrations in Chy.

Proof. Let f: X — Y be a map in LLP(Q), let us show it is a cofibration in Chy, i.e. a monomorphism.
Following Proposition B.5 we decompose X as:

nez
Then the canonical inclusions S™(V,,) < D"*1(V},) induce a monomorphism ¢:

v [ S" (Vo) @ D*(W,) —— [] D" (Vo) & D" (W).

nez nez

Since f is in LLP(Q), then there is a map ¢ such that « = £ o f. Hence f must be a monomorphism. O

Lemma 3.9. Maps in the set @ are the generating fibrations in Chy.
10



Proof. Notice that LLP(#) C LLP(Q) as any lift Y — D™ in the following commutative diagram induces the
dashed lift:

In particular, Lemma shows that maps in LLP(%) are monomorphisms. Let f: X — Y be the map in
LLP(#) and let us show it is a quasi-isomorphism. Since f is a monomorphism, there is an induced short
exact sequence in Chy:

0 x 1

Y K 0,

where K = coker(f). It remains to show that K is acyclic. Notice first that K is defined as the pushout:

X —0

1]

Y — K,
and so, since f is in LLP(#), then 0 — K is in LLP(®). Following Proposition B.5 decompose K as:
nez
where V,, = H,,(K). Then we obtain a map by projection:

[[s"(vw)e D w,) — J[ 5"V,

neZ nez

that factors through the non-trivial map:

nez neE”Z

as 0 = K is in LLP(#) = LLP(Pg). But this is only possible when V,, = 0, hence K must be acyclic. Thus
f is a quasi-isomorphism. O

3.2. A Postnikov presentation. In Definition and Theorem [B.4] we introduced sets of generating
fibrations and acyclic fibrations for Chy. We now show they induce a Postnikov presentation on Chy.

Theorem 3.10. The pair (Pg,2) is a Postnikov presentation of the model category of unbounded chain
complex Chy.

We shall prove Theorem with Lemmas [3.14 and below.

Remark 3.11. Our arguments in Theorem B.I0] can be generalized to the category ChyP, the category of
functors D — Chyg, where D is a small category. Indeed, endow Chy P with its injective model structure with
levelwise weak equivalences and cofibrations (see for instance [HKRS17, 3.4.1]). Using the same notation as
[BHK™15, 4.10], the pair (Pg M D,Q h D) is a Postnikov presentation for ChP. This provides inductive
arguments to compute homotopy limits in Chy.

Remark 3.12. We were not able to restrict ourselves to the set # and had to consider the class Pg. We
note here a few basic results.
(i) As ® C Pg, we get Postp C Postg, .
11



(ii) The maps S™ — 0 are in Posty as they are obtained as pullbacks:

qn Dn+1
|7
0 —— St

Similarly, for any k-module V', the maps S™ (V') — 0 are in Postg, .

(iii) Since D™ — 0 is the composite D™ — S™ — 0, we see that Q C Postg, and thus Postg C Posty C
Postyp,, by Proposition

(iv) Although Pg ¢ Postyp, we have Pg C Posty (see Notation [Z0). Indeed, for any k-module V', any
map D" (V) — S™(V) is the retract of a map D"(F) — S™(F) where F is a free k-module. Then,
for A a basis of F', we have the retract in Chy:

Qv — I — P’
A A A

! I !
PBs— [[s" — P

induced by the split short exact sequence in k-modules:

0 @k AN Hlk — coker(t) —— 0,
)

where ¢ : @ k — H k is the natural monomorphism.
A A

Lemma 3.13. Let X be any chain complex over k. Then the trivial map X — 0 is a Pg-Postnikov tower.
If X is acyclic, the trivial map is a Qg-Postnikov tower.

Proof. Follows from Proposition [3.5] of Remark [3.I12] and Proposition O

Lemma 3.14. Every acyclic fibration in Chy s a retract of a Q-Postnikov tower. FEvery map in Chy factors
as a cofibration followed by a Q-Postnikov tower.

Proof. We provide two proofs by presenting two different factorizations. The first one has the advantage
to be functorial but harder to compute. The second is not functorial but is easier to compute. Let us do
the first possible factorization. By Theorem [B.4] the set Q of maps in Chy is the set of generating acyclic
fibrations. Their codomain is the terminal object in Chy and is thus cosmall. We can then apply the cosmall
object argument (Proposition 2.8)) to obtain the desired factorization.

For the second possible factorization start with any morphism f: X — Y in Chg. Choose a decomposition
of X by using Proposition 3.5t X = HnEZ "(Vy) @ D™(W,,), for some collection of k-modules V,, and W,
The inclusions S™(V;,) < D"*1(V},) define then a monomorphism in Chy:

X = [[S"(Va) & D"(Wy) —— [] D"'(Va) & D" (Wy).
nez nez

Since V,, and W, are projective k-modules, they can be embedded into free k-modules, say F;, and G, with
basis A, and 7,. Then we obtain the following monomorphisms in Chy:

[ (va)e D" (W,) — H@D"“@@D"

nez NneEZ Ap
12



Thus, we get the monomorphism in Chy: X —— H H D" @ D™, Denote byZ the acyclic chain com-

NEZL Ap ,Yn
plex [,z 115, - D"*t1@D™. We obtain the desired second factorization in Chy: X < zey —1s Y,
where the map ¢ is the projection onto Y, which is indeed a Q-Postnikov tower by Proposition 0

Lemma 3.15. Every fibration in Chy is a retract of a Pg-Postnikov tower and every map in Chy factors as
an acyclic cofibration followed by a Pg-Postnikov tower.

We prove the above lemma at the end of this section.

Remark 3.16. Unlike Lemma B.14] we cannot use the cosmall object argument in order to prove Lemma
Indeed, as noted in [Sorl0], the codomains S™ of maps in the set & are not cosmall relative to Postg.
Indeed, let Y, = S™ for all £ > 0 and Yy4+1 — Y) be the zero maps. Let Y = Ilci;rgJYk be the limit in Chy. The

set map:
Clg)ggn (HOmChIk (Yk, Sn)) — HomChk (Y, Sn)

is not a bijection. Indeed, the map is equivalent to the map:

Pk — [ [[x] .
k>0 k>0
which is never a bijection. A similar argument can be applied to show that the codomains S™ (V') of the

maps in the class Pg are not cosmall relative to Postg, , for any k-module V.

Lemma 3.17. Let X be a chain complex in Chy. Let V' be a k-module. Let n € Z. Given a surjective linear
map frn: X, — V non-trivial only on the nth-homology in a splitting X,, = H,(X)® B, (X)® Bn_1(X), there
is a map of chain complexes f: X — S™(V), and the pullback chain complex P in the following diagram:

P —— D™(V)

|7

X — S™(V),
has homology:

(py o [ ker(Hu(f)) i=n,
Hi(P) { H(X) — i#n,
and we have P, = X; fori#n—1and P,_1 = X,,_1 @ V.

Proof. By construction, since pullbacks in Chy are taken levelwise, for ¢ # n,n — 1, we have the pullbacks of
k-modules:

P,_.1 —V P, —V P—— 0
[ A T R
Xpo1 — 0, X, v, X; —— 0.

Thus P,—1 &£ X,,-1 @V and P, = X, for any i # n — 1. The differential P, — P,,_;1 is the linear map
Xn ﬂ X,_1V, and the differential P,_1 — P,_o is the linear map:

dp—
Xn—l S |4 Xn—l : Xn—Za

where the unlabeled map is the natural projection. All the differentials P, — P;_; for i # n,n — 1 are the
differentials X; — X, 1 of the chain complex X. Clearly, we get H;(P) = H;(X) for i # n,n — 1. For
1 =n — 1, by Proposition 3.5, we can choose a decomposition:

X, 2 H,(X)® B,-1(X) ® B,(X).

The differential d,,: X, — X,_1 sends the factor B,_1(X) in X,, to itself, and the factor H,(X)® B,(X) to
zero. By definition, the map f,, : X,, — V sends the factor H,(X) in X,, to the image of f,,, which is V since
13



fn is surjective, and the factor B,_1(X) @ B, (X) to zero. Thus the image of the differential P, — P,,_1,
is precisely B,,—1(X) @ V. Therefore, we obtain:

ker(Pn_l — Pn_g)

Hna(P) = im(P, — Pn_1)
W Znaa(X)eV
T Baa(X)eV
~ anl(X)
B Bn—l(X)
= H,_1(X).

For ¢ = n, notice that the n-boundaries of P are precisely the n-boundaries of X, the n-cycles of P are the
n-cycles x in X such that f,(z) = 0. Since f,: X,, = V is entirely defined on the copy H,(X) in X,,, we
get that H, (P) = ker(H,(f)). O

Lemma 3.18. Let j: X — Y be a monomorphism in Chy (i.e. a cofibration), such that it induces a
monomorphism in homology in each degree. Let n € Z. Then the map j factors in Chy as:

X J Y
jm %)
Y (n)

where Y (n) is a chain complex built with the following properties.

The chain map p(n): Y(n) =Y is a Pg-Postnikov tower.
The chain map j(n): X — Y (n) is a monomorphism (i.e. a cofibration in Chy).
The k-module (Y (n)); differs from Y; only in degree i = n — 1.

~

In degrees i # n in homology, we have H;(Y (n)) =2 H;(Y) and the maps:

Hi(j(n)): Hi(X) — Hi(Y(n)) = Hi(Y),
are precisely the maps H;(j): Hi(X) — H;(Y). In particular, the maps H;(j(n)) are monomor-
phisms. Moreover, if the maps H;(j) are isomorphisms, then so are the maps H;(j(n)).

e In degree n in homology, the map H,(j(n)): Hn(X) — H,(Y(n)) is an isomorphism.

Proof. We construct below the chain complex Y(n) explicitly using Lemma B.I71 By Proposition B35 we
can decompose Y,, as:

Yo & H (Y)Y, & im(Hn(j)) @ coker(Hn(j)) Y,

where Y,, is the direct sum of the copies of the boundaries. Denote the k-module coker(H,,(j)) as V and
define the linear map f,,: Y;, — V to be the natural projection. In particular, the map f, sends n-boundaries
of Y to zero. This defines a chain map: f: Y — S™(V). Notice that since j: X — Y is a monomorphism,

we get j(X,) C Yy, and so, by construction of f, we get that the composite: X Ay 1 S™(V), is

the zero chain map. We obtain Y (n) as the following pullback in Chy, with a chain map j(n) induced by the
universality of pullbacks:




By construction, the induced chain map p(n): Y(n) — Y is in Postgp,. From the commutativity of the
diagram:

x 2"y

N

Y,

since j is a monomorphism, so is j(n). Since H;(j) is a monomorphism for i € Z, then so is H;(j(n)). By
Lemma BI7 we get H;(Y (n)) = H;(Y) for all i # n. For i = n, we get:

Ho(Y (n)) = ker(Hn(f)) ~ H,(X),

as we have the short exact sequence of k-modules:

0 —— Hy(X) —9 g, vy U,y 0,
since V' = coker(H,(j)). Thus Hy(j(n)) is an isomorphism as desired. O

Proof of Lemmal3.14. The first statement follows from the second using the retract argument. Given a chain
map f: X — Y, we build below a chain complex W as a tower in Chy using Lemma [3.1§ repeatedly so that
f factors as:

it@ lﬁ(l)
5 W(0)
it (0)
lIJ*(O)

where 5 is a monomorphism and a quasi-isomorphism, and all the vertical maps and p are in Postg,. The

composition of all the vertical maps and p is a chain map W — Y which is in Postg,, , by Proposition
We first start by noticing the following factorization:




induced by the following pullback in Chy:

XYy — X

AN
Y —— 0.

The map p is in Postp, by Lemma and Proposition By commutativity of the upper triangle, we
see that the monomorphism j induces a monomorphism in homology. We write W =X @Y.

The second step is to replace the map j: X — W by a chain map j7: X — W™ that remains a cofibration,
a monomorphism in homology in negative degrees, and an isomorphism in homology in non-negative degrees.
We construct W as the limit Jll;%(W"’(n)) in Chg of the tower of maps:

+ + +
) W (2) r'(2) wt(1) pT(1) W (0) p"(0) W,

where each p*(n) is in Postp,. The map j*: X — W™ is induced by the monomorphisms j*(n): X —
W (n) which are compatible with the tower:

W (n)
]+(n) lzfr(n)
X L Wtm-1),

it (n—1)

and jT(n) induces an isomorphism in homology in degrees i, for 0 < i < n, and a monomorphism otherwise.
We construct the chain complexes W (n) of the tower inductively as follows.

e TFor the initial step, apply Lemma[BI8to the monomorphism j: X — W, for n = 0. Write W+ (0) =
W (0). The cofibration j7(0) defined as the chain map

7(0): X — W(0) = W*(0)

is an isomorphism in homology in degree 0, and a monomorphism in other degrees. The chain map
pT(0) defined as the map:
p(0): WH(0) =W (0) — W,

is a Pg-Postnikov tower.

e For the inductive step, suppose, for a fixed integer n > 0, the chain complex W (n) is defined,
together with a cofibration j7(n): X — W™ (n) inducing an isomorphism in homology for degrees
i, where 0 < 7 < n, and a monomorphism in homology for other degrees. Apply Lemma to the
monomorphism j(n) for the degree n + 1. Write W+ (n + 1) := (W™ (n))(n + 1). The cofibration
jT(n+ 1) defined as the chain map:

GT)n+1): X — WH(n+1),

is an isomorphism in homology in degrees ¢ where 0 < 7 < n + 1, and a monomorphism in other
degrees. We obtain a Pg-Postnikov tower p*(n + 1): W (n+ 1) — W (n) such that the following
diagram commutes:

X J
j*(m /

+(n) +
W*(n)
pT(n+1)
Wt(n+1).
The induced map j*: X — W™ is a monomorphism of chain complexes. Indeed, for any fixed i € Z, we

have:
(WHi+1)), = (WHi+2), =2 (WH(i+3)), =

16



Thus (W), = (W™ (i +1)),. Therefore the linear map (j7);: X; — (W™); is the linear map:
(Fn+1),: Xi — (WH(i+1)),,

which is a monomorphism. Similarly, we get: H;(W*) = H;(W™(i + 1)), for all i € Z, and so jT is a
monomorphism in negative degrees in homology, and an isomorphism in homology in non-negative degrees.

The last step is to replace the map jT: X — WT by the desired chain map j: X — W that is an acyclic
cofibration. We construct W similarly as W (inductively applying Lemma [B.I8]) but in negative degrees.
We build W as the limit IignO(W*(—n)) in Chg of the tower of maps:

s W (=2) “ e (—) Y we0) = W

where each p~(n) is in Postg,. The map 3 X — W is induced by the monomorphisms j~(—n): X —
W~ (—n) which are compatible with the tower:

X — W (—=(n-1)),
i~ (=(n=1))

and j~(—n) induces an isomorphism in homology in degrees i, for ¢ > —n, and a monomorphism oth-

erwise. Similarly as the positive case, the map j: X — W can be shown to be a monomorphism and
quasi-isomorphism, hence an acyclic cofibration, as desired. O

4. EXAMPLE: SIMPLICIAL AND CONNECTIVE COMODULES

We introduce here, in Theorem .16 a Postnikov presentation for simplicial and connective differential
graded comodules, over simply connected coalgebras (Definition [9)). This provides us with an efficient
inductive fibrant replacement as a Postnikov tower (Corollary L17). We begin to adapt our results on Chy
in previous section to ChZO and sMod.

Definition 4.1. Denote by 7¢: Chy — ChZ’ the 0-th (homological) truncation (see [Wei94} 1.2.7]). From
the sets and classes of Definition [3.2] we denote their image under the truncation by:

20 — {Dn — Sn}n21 U {0 — SO}, Q20 = {Dn — O}nZl,
and:

P20 = {D”(V) — S"(V) | V any k—module}

n>1

U {O — S%V) | V any k—module}.

We also obtain sets and classes in sMody via the equivalence I': ChkZO — sModg. For n > 0, we denote by
K(V,n) :=T(5™(V)) which corresponds precisely to the simplicial model of the Eilenberg-Mac Lane space
of V in degree n. For n > 1, we denote by PK(V,n) := I'(D"(V')) which corresponds to the based path of
K(V,n). Define:
& ={PK(k,n) — K(k,n)}n>1 U{0 — K (k,0)},
A = {PK(k,n) — O}n>1,
and:

@e% = {PK(V, n) — K(V,n) |V any k—module}

n>1

U {0 5 K(V,0)| V any k—module}.
17



The Quillen adjunction: Ch>0 Chy : 7>¢ shows that the model structure on Ch* is in fact left-

induced from Chy. From Theorem [3.4] and Proposition 22T we obtain that Chug and sMody are fibrantly
generated. As pointed out in Remark [2.22] it is not automatic that we obtain Postnikov presentations for
Ch]f0 and sMody from the one in Theorem However, we claim we can adapt the arguments in previous
section to obtain the following result. Alternatively, one can apply Theorem below with C' = k.

Theorem 4.2. Let k be a commutative ring with global dimension zero.
(i) The model category of non-negative chain complezes Ch]fO is fibrantly generated by the pair of sets
(#=9,929). The pair (@>O Q29 is a Postnikov presentation of Chfo.
(ii) The model category of simplicial k-modules sMody is fibrantly generated by the pair of sets (P2, Q4).
The pair (@@, QA) is a Postnikov presentation of sMody.

4.1. Left-induced model structures on comodules. We present here the model structures for comodules
in sMody and Chkzo, due to [HKRS17, [GKR20]. We first introduce general definitions.

Definition 4.3. Let (C,®,I) be a symmetric monoidal category. A coalgebra (C,A,€) in C consists of an
object C' in C together with a coassociative comultiplication A: C' — C®C, such that the following diagram
commutes:

c—2% L0®C

AJ/ lidc RA

CoC 2%, cgowC,

and admits a counit morphism ¢: C' — I such that we have the following commutative diagram:

CoC M ogrxcz~100 &9 cg 0

N L 7

The coalgebra is cocommutative if the following diagram commutes:

CeC ——— CxC

A

where 7 is the twist isomorphism from the symmetric monoidal structure of C. A morphism of coalgebras
f:(C,Aje) = (C', A, ') is a morphism f: C' — C” in C such that the following diagrams commute:

c—1 Lo c1, ¢

o e N
coc L orger,

Definition 4.4. Let (C,®,1) be symmetric monoidal category. Let (C,A,¢) be a coalgebra in C. A right
comodule (X, p) over C, or a right C-comodule, is an object X in C together with a coassociative and counital
right coaction morphism p: X — X ® C in C, i.e., the following diagram commutes:

X —" s X®C X ‘5 XxecC
pJ{ J{p@idc lldx ®e
X®CmX®C®C, X

The category of right C-comodules in C is denoted by CoMod¢(C). Similarly, we can define the category of
left C-comodules where objects are endowed with a left coassociative counital coaction X — C ® X and we
denote the category by ¢CoMod(C).
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Remark 4.5. If C' is a cocommutative comonoid in C the categories of left and right comodules over C' are
naturally isomorphic: ¢CoMod(C) = CoMod¢(C). In this case, we omit to mention if the coaction is left or
right.

Definition 4.6. For any object X in C, we say that X ® C' is the cofree right C'-comodule generated by X.
Similarly, we can define the cofree left C-comodule generated by X as C ® X.

Proposition 4.7 ([P&r20D, 2.2]). Let M be either the monoidal model category sMody or ChZ°. Let C
be a coalgebra in M. Then the category of right C-comodules in M admits a combinatorial model category
left-induced from the forgetful-cofree adjunction:

U

CoMod¢(M) L M.
-QC

In particular, U preserves and reflects cofibrations and weak equivalences. The model structure is combina-
torial and simplicial. Every object is cofibrant.

Corollary 4.8. Let k be a commutative ring with global dimension zero.

(i) Let C be a coalgebra in Chfo. The model category of right C-comodules Col\/lodc(ChIEO) is fibrantly
generated by the pair of sets (P=° @ C,22% ® C).

(ii) Let C be a coalgebra in sModg. The model category of right C-comodules CoMod¢ (sMody) is fibrantly
generated by the pair of sets (P> ® C,2% ® O).

4.2. Postnikov presentations. We now introduce a Postnikov presentation for comodules in sMody and
ChZ°. We follow the approach of [Hes09] in which the finitely generated case was treated. See also [Nei7g).
We first need to restrict the coalgebras considered.

Definition 4.9. Let R be any commutative ring. A chain complex X over R is simply connected if: Xo = R,
X7 =0and X; =0 for all 4 < 0. A simplicial R-module X is simply connected if Xqg = R and there are no
non-degenerate 1-simplices.

Over a commutative ring with global dimension zero k, every simply connected simplicial modules or
chain complexes is weakly equivalent to a simply connected object in the usual sense.

Remark 4.10. A simplicial R-module X is simply connected if and only if N(X) is a simply connected
chain complex. A chain complex X over R is simply connected if and only if T'(X) is a simply connected
simplicial module.

For any chain complex C' and any k-module V', we see that the i-th term of the chain complex S™(V)® C
is the k-module V ® C;_,,. If we choose C' to be a simply connected differential graded k-coalgebra, we get:

0 1< n,
n _ |4 i:n,
(S"V@ ;=1 i=n+1,

Vel _, t>2n+2.

Thus, around the n-th term, the chain complex S™(V) ® C' is similar to S™(V). We can therefore modify
the homology of a C-comodule for a specific degree without modifying the lower degrees. Therefore the
arguments of previous section can be applied. As pullbacks in comodules are computed in the underlying
category in our cases, we can adapt Lemma [3.17 to obtain its following coalgebraic version.

Lemma 4.11. Let k be a commutative ring with global dimension zero. Let C be a simply connected
coalgebra in Ch]fo. Let X be any object in Col\/lodc(Ch[fO). Let V' be any k-module. Let n > 1 be any
integer. Given a surjective linear map fn: X, — V non-trivial only on nth-homology in a splitting X, =
H,(X)® Bn(X)® Br—1(X), there is a C-comodule map f : X — S™(V)® C, and the pullback comodule P

in the following diagram in CoModc(Cth):
P—— DM(V)®C
J{ J
X — S"(V)®C,
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has homology:
. o~ ker (Hn(f)) 1= n,
Hi(P) = { Hi(X) i<n,

and we have P, = X; for0<i<n—1andi=n, and P,_1 =X,_10 V.

A similar argument can be applied in the simplicial case and we can thus also fix the homotopy, layer
by layer, in the comodule context. In order to obtain a coalgebraic variation of Lemma [3.15, we need to
understand towers. The limit lim$ X, of a tower {X(n)} in CoModc (M) is usually not equivalent to the
limit lim,U(X,,) in M.

Definition 4.12. Let M be either sMody or ChZ". A tower {X (n)} in M stabilizes in each degree if for each
degree i > 0, the tower {X (n);} of k-modules stabilizes for n > i+ 1, i.e., for all m > 0, and all 0 < ¢ < n,
we have that the map appearing in the tower induce isomorphisms:

Xn4+1),;2Xn+2),;2X(n+3); 2 .

Let C be a coalgebra in M. A tower {X(n)} in CoModc(M) stabilizes in each degree if the underlying tower
{U(X(n))} in M stabilizes in each degree.

Remark 4.13. A tower { X (n)} in sMody stabilizes in each degree if and only if {N(X (n))} in Ch7" stabilizes

in each degree. A tower {X(n)} in Ch" stabilizes in each degree if and only if {T(X (n))} in sMody, stabilizes
in each degree.

Lemma 4.14. Let M be either sMody, or ChZ’. Let {X(n)} be a tower in M that stabilizes in each degree.
Let C' be any object M. Then the tower {X(n) ® C} in M also stabilizes in each degree and we have:

(IimnX(n)) ® C = lim, (X(n) ® O).
Proof. We prove only the case M = Ch[fo. For all n > 0, and all 0 < i < n, we have:
(X(n+1)®c)_ = P X(n+1).0GC
¢ a+b=1
= P X(n+2.00
a+b=1
= (X(n +2)® C)

L7
2

as 0 < a <t < n. This argument generalizes in higher degrees and thus shows that the desired tower
stabilizes in each degree. For all ¢ > 0, notice that both ((IimnX(n)) ® C)‘ and (Iimn (X(n) ® C)) are

isomorphic to @ X({+1)e ®Ch. O
a+b=1

Corollary 4.15. Let M be either sMody or Ch=". Let C be a coalgebra in M. Let {X(n)} be a tower in
CoMod¢ (M) that stabilizes in each degree. Then the natural map:

o

U(lim$ X (n)) — lim,,U(X (n))
is an isomorphism in M.
Proof. This follows directly from Lemma T4l as U preserves and reflects a limit precisely when the comonad
—®C : M — M preserves that limit. In detail, if we write X := lim,, U (X (n)), then the coaction X — X ®C

is constructed as follows. For each degree ¢ > 0, the map X; — (X ® C); is entirely determined by the
coaction X(i +1) = X(i+1)®C. O

Therefore, we can do a coalgebraic variation of Lemma [3.15] as the towers stabilize in each degree. There-
fore we obtain the following result.

Theorem 4.16. Let k be commutative ring with global dimension zero.
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(i) Let C be a simply connected coalgebra in ChZ=°. Then (@50 ®C,22°20C) is a Postnikov presentation
of CoModc(ChZ?).

(ii) Let C be a simply connected coalgebra in sMody. Then (@e% ®C,92®C) is a Postnikov presentation
of CoMod¢ (sMody).

Using the vocabulary of [HS14], we essentially have shown that the comonad — ® C'is tractable and allows
the inductive arguments and thus by [HS14, 5.8] we indeed have that (QG%O@C’, 929®C) and (P5®C,24xC)

are Postnikov presentations.
An important consequence of this result is that we obtain an explicit inductive fibrant replacement if we

factorize the trivial map of right C-comodule X — 0. We recall that we define homotopy limits of towers as
limits of fibrant towers as in Proposition 2.14]

Corollary 4.17. Let M be either sMody or Chfo. Let C be a simply connected coalgebra in M. Let X
be any right C-comodule in M. Then there exists a countable tower {X(n)} in CoModc(M) with limit

X = IimgX(n) where the right C-comodules X (n) are built inductively as follows.
e Define X(0) to be the trivial C-comodule 0.
e Define X (1) to be the cofree C-comodule U(X) ® C. The map X (1) — X(0) is trivial.
e Suppose X (n) was constructed for a certain n > 1. Then there exists a certain k-module V,, such
that X (n + 1) is defined as the following pullback in CoModc(M):
— for M = Chkzo:
X(n+1) —— D*"(V,)®C
L I
X(n) —— S*"(V,,) ® C,

and we obtain the short exact sequence in CoModc(ChZ®):

0 —— S" Y V,)®C —— X(n+1) X(n) 0
— for M = sMod:
X(n+1) —— PK(V,,n)®C
L |
X(n) —— K(Vp,n)®C,
and we obtain the short exact sequence in CoModec(sMody):
0 — K(Vpun—1)®@C —— X(n+1) —— X(n) —— 0

The tower {X (n)} enjoys the following properties.
(i) The map X — 0 is a (@50 ® C)-Postnikov tower if M = ChkZO or a (P5 ® C)-Postnikov tower if

M = sMody. There exists an acyclic cofibration of right C-comodules X <> X.

(ii) If X is a fibrant right C-comodule, then X is a retract of X.

(iii) For alln > 1, for all0 <i <n—1, we have Hy(X (n)) = Hy(X) if M = ChZ® or m;(X (n))
if M = sMod.

(iv) The tower {X(n)} stabilizes in each degree. In particular:

U(X) = U(limS X (n)) 2 lim,, (U(X (n))).

(v) Each map X(n+1) = X(n) for n > 0 is a fibration in CoModc(M), and its underlying map
UX(n+1)) = U(X(n)) is also a fibration in M. In particular X is the homotopy limit of {X (n)}
in CoModc(M) and we have: U(X) ~ U(holimS X (n)) ~ holim,, (U (X (n))).

1%

i (X)

Definition 4.18. Let M be either sMody or Chfo. Let C be a simply connected coalgebra in M. Let X be
a right C-comodule in M. The Postnikov tower of X is the tower {X (n)} in CoModc (M) built in Corollary
a1
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Remark 4.19. The Postnikov tower construction is not functorial. Given a map of C-comodules X — Y
we do not obtain natural maps X (n) — Y (n).

4.3. A fibrant-compatible monoidal structure. We define a symmetric monoidal structure on co-
modules. For simplicity, we work over cocommutative coalgebras, but one can work instead with non-
cocommutative coalgebra and obtain a non-symmetric monoidal structure on bicomodules over the coalge-
bra.

Definition 4.20. Let M be either sMody or Chlfo. Let X and Y be C-comodules in M. Define their cotensor
product XOcY to be the following equalizer in M:

XOcYy — XY — = XeOQRY,

where the two parallel morphisms are induced by the coactions X - X ® C and Y — C ® Y. Since the
tensor product preserves equalizers, we obtain a C-coaction on XU¢cY'.

In general, the functor XOg—: CoMode (M) — CoMode (M) does not preserve non-finite limits and is
neither a left nor a right adjoint. Nevertheless, the cotensor product behaves well with the Postnikov towers
of Definition 1§

Lemma 4.21. Let M be either sMody or Chfo. Let C be a simply connected coalgebra in M. Let {X(n)}
be a Postnikov tower of a C-comodule X. Let'Y be any C-comodule. Then {X (n)OcY} stabilizes in each
degree and:

(limS X (n))deY = limS (X (n)0Y).

Proof. Equalizers of towers that stabilize in each degree also stabilize in each degree. Then the result follows
from Lemma T4 O

The following result was proved in [Pér20b] for M = Chfo. We claim we can adapt the arguments to obtain
the same results for M = sModg. The simply connectedness of the coalgebra is again crucial here for Theorem
22 below to show that the cotensor product preserves weak equivalences (using an Eilenberg-Moore spectral
sequence argument, see [Pér20b, 4.8]).

Theorem 4.22 ([Pér20D), 4.2]). Let M be either sMody or Chfo. Let C be a simply connected cocommutative
coalgebra in M. Then (CoModc(M),0¢, C) is a monoidal category with a fibrant-compatible symmetric
monoidal structure with fibrant unit.

Let M be either sMody or Chlfo. From Proposition 2226, we see that we can (right) derive the coten-
sor product of comodules and endow the homotopy category of C-comodules with a symmetric monoidal
structure. More generally, we can endow a symmetric monoidal structure to the underlying co-category of
M. From [Pér20bl 1.1, 1.2], this endows a symmetric monoidal structure to the co-category of homotopy
coherent comodules over C' in D=%(k), the co-category of connective comodules over the Eilenberg-Mac lane
spectrum Hk. A priori, the structure depends on the choice of M as the cotensor products of simplicial
comodule and connective differential graded comodules are not isomorphic. The next section will now prove
the monoidal structure is independent from the choice of M.

5. APPLICATION: DoLD-KAN CORRESPONDENCE FOrR COMODULES

We prove here in Theorem B.1] that the Dold-Kan correspondence lifts to a Quillen equivalence on the
categories of (right) comodules, over a simply connected coalgebra. Moreover, we show in Theorem 53] that
the derived cotensor products induced by Theorem are equivalent. A crucial tool in our arguments is
the Postnikov tower (Definition [4.18) as a fibrant replacement for our model categories of comodules. As a
consequence, we obtain a new description of rational A-theory in Corollary B.7

5.1. Lifting the Dold-Kan correspondence. We dualize the construction appearing in [SS03|, 3.3]. Let
L: (C,®,I) = (D,A,J) be an oplax monoidal functor between symmetric monoidal categories, with right
adjoint R. Let C be a coalgebra in C. Then the functor L lifts to (right) comodules:

L: CoMod¢(C) — CoMody, (D).
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However, if we suppose R to only be lax monoidal, then R does not lift to comodules. Suppose equalizers
exist. We define the correct right adjoint R on comodules by the following commutative diagram of adjoints:

L
CoMod¢(C 1L CoMod D),
c(Q) L () (D)
-®C|+|U —AL(C)|+H|U
L
C 1 D.
R

In particular, for any object M in D, we define:
RY(M A L(C)) = R(M) ® C.
The definition of the functor R® is extended to any L(C)-comodule X in D using the following equalizer in
CoMod¢(C):
R(X) — R(X)®C —= R(XANL(C))®C.
We have omitted the forgetful functor U for simplicity. The first parallel morphism in the equalizer is induced

by the coaction X — X A L(C). The second parallel morphism is induced by the universal property of cofree
C-comodules on the map in C:

R(X)®C —— R(X)® RL(C) —— R(X AL(C)),

where the first map is induced by the unit of adjunction between L and R, and the second map is induced
by the lax monoidal structure of R.
We apply the above construction to the adjunctions (II]) and (I2]) of the Dold-Kan correspondence.

Theorem 5.1. Let C' be a simply connected coalgebra in Chlfo. Let D be a simply connected coalgebra in
sModi. Then the induced adjunctions:

T
CoModc (ChZ?) NJ_C CoModr ¢y (sMody), (5.1)
and:
N
CoModp (sMody) 4>;D CoModypy(ChZ®), (5.2)

are Quillen equivalences.

Remark 5.2. Using the rigidification result of [Pér20b], we can prove Theorem [B.] using oo-categories.
However, we believe there is value to present a proof that does not depend on the rigidification, and in any
cases, both rely on some version of Corollary .17l Nevertheless, let us explain how to prove Theorem [(.1]
using oo-categories. Let Wgg be the class of quasi-isomorphisms in Chlfo. Let Wa be the class of weak
homotopy equivalences in sMody. Let C' be a simply connected coalgebra in Chkzo. Denote by Wyg comod the
class of quasi-isomorphisms between differential graded C-comodules. Let Wa comod denote the class of weak
homotopy equivalences between simplicial I'(C')-comodules. Given C a symmetric monoidal co-category, and
T an A.-coalgebra in C, we denote by Colllod7(C) the oo-category of right T-comodules in C, i.e., right
T-modules in the opposite category C°P. We obtain the following diagram of co-categories:

ColModc (W(Chfo) [W;;D ——Z s Colllodr (e (A (sMody) [W3'])

N (CoModC(Chfo)> [Wd_gl,CoMod:| —— A (CoModr ¢y (sModk)) [WZ,ICoMod]'

The vertical maps are equivalences of co-categories by [Pér20bl 1.1]. The top horizontal map is an equivalence
by [Pér22, 4.1]: it states that the Dold-Kan correspondence induces a symmetric monoidal equivalence on
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the underlying oo-categories of sMody and Chfo. In particular, homotopy coherent comodules are equivalent.
Therefore, the bottom horizontal map is an equivalence of oco-categories. In particular, the left adjoint of
the adjunction (B)) is a Quillen equivalence. The proof is similar for the other adjunction.

Proof of Theorem[51l We shall only prove the statements for the adjunction (G.I)). The other one has an
entirely similar proof.
Since the functor I': Ch]f0 — sMod is left Quillen, and cofibrations and weak equivalences are determined

by the underlying categories, the left adjoint functor I': CoModc(Cth) — CoModr(¢)(sMody) is also left
Quillen. It also reflects weak equivalences between (cofibrant) objects. Thus, by [Hov99, 1.3.16] we only
need to show that the counit:

I'NY(X) — X,
is a weak homotopy equivalence, for any fibrant I'(C)-comodule X.
For this matter, let {X(n)} be the Postnikov tower of X, and denote by X the (homotopy) limit of
the tower, see Corollary LI7 Then X is a retract of X and thus we only need to show the weak homo-
topy equivalence when applied on X. We prove the claim by induction on the tower. Clearly the map

I'NY(X(0)) — X(0) is a weak homotopy equivalence as it is the trivial map.
Suppose X is a cofree comodule M @ I'(C'), for M in sModg. Then the formula:

N (M @T(C)) =N(M) ® C,
combined with the weak homotopy equivalence:

I(N(M)® C) —— T(N(M)) @ T'(C) = M & I(C),

induced by the fact that I': Ch]f0 — sMody is part of a weak monoidal Quillen equivalence shows that
I'NY(M®I(C)) — M®T(C) is a weak homotopy equivalence. In particular, we obtain that TN (X (1)) —
X (1) is a weak homotopy equivalence.

Now suppose we have shown the map I'N® (X (n)) — X (n) is a weak homotopy equivalence for some
n > 1. Since X (n + 1) is the homotopy pullback in CoModr (¢ (sMody) (and in sMody):

X(n+1) —— PoT(C)
X(n) —— Q®TI(C),

for some epimorphism P — @ in sMody, then as N¢ is a right Quillen functor, it preserves homotopy
pullbacks and thus we get the following homotopy pullback in CoMod(ChZ®) (and in ChZ°):

NY(X(n+1)) —— N(P)®C
| !
N¢(X(n)) —— N(@Q)®C,
as N preserves fibrations. In particular, notice that the induced maps N¢(X(n + 1)) — NY(X(n)) are
fibrations in CoModc(ChZ%) and ChZ®. Moreover, the tower {NC(X(n))} stabilizes in each degree (as it
is the equalizer of towers that stabilize in each degree by Lemma ATI4). Thus the homotopy limits of
{N(X(n))} in CoModc(ChZ®) and in ChZ° are equivalent to NC(X).

Consider the above pullback in Chfo, then as I': Chﬂ%0 — sMod is a right Quillen functor, we obtain the
following homotopy pullback in sModj:

INY(X(n+1)) —— I'(N(P)® C)
I'NY(X(n)) —— T'(N(Q) ® C).
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Applying the weak homotopy equivalences:
I'(N(Q)® C) — Q®T(C), I'(N(P)® C) =3 P T(C)

induced again by I': Ch]fO — sMody being part of a weak monoidal Quillen equivalence, we obtain by [Hov99,
5.2.6] the homotopy pullback in sMody:

I'NY(X(n+1)) —— P®T(C)
N (X (n)) —— Q®@T(C).

By induction, since ’NY (X (n)) — X (n) is a weak homotopy equivalence, we obtain that TN (X (n+1)) —
X (n+ 1) is a weak homotopy equivalence.

We conclude that TN®(X) — X is a weak homotopy equivalence by noticing that (we omit the underlying
functor):

INY(X) ~ TN%(holimL(©) X (n))

~ T(holim¢NY(X (n)))

~ T(holim,N%(X (n)))

~  holim,I'N® (X (n))

~ holim, X (n)

~ X.
We have used that the homotopy limits of {X(n)} and {N®(X(n))} can be computed in their underlying
categories and that N© is a right Quillen functor. We also used that I" preserves homotopy limits. O

5.2. A weak opmonoidal Quillen equivalence. Let C' be a cocommutative coalgebra in Chfo. Consider
I" as an oplax symmetric monoidal left adjoint functor induced by the Eilenberg-Zilber map, as in the
adjunction (II)). Let X and Y be C-comodules. The oplax structure on I" induces a unique dashed map on
the equalizers:

NXOeY) — = T'(XQY) — =T (XeCRY)

| l

I'(X)Opey[(Y) — T(X) @ T(Y) —= T(X) @ T(C) @ T(Y).

Thus T lifts to a functor CoModc(ChIEO) — CoModrp(¢)(sMody) that is oplax symmetric monoidal with
respect to their cotensor products.

Recall that we denote by D=°(k) the co-category of connective comodules over the Eilenberg-Mac Lane
spectrum Hk. It is equivalent to the underlying oo-categories of sMody and Chfo.

Theorem 5.3. Let k be a commutative ring with global dimension zero. Let C' be a simply connected
cocommutative coalgebra in Chfo. Then the induced adjunction:

r
—_—
(CoModc(ChZ®), O, C) NJ_C (CoModr ¢y (sMody), Or (e, T'(C)),
is a weak opmonoidal Quillen equivalence. In particular, we obtain an equivalence of symmetric monoidal
oo-categories:
CoModc(D=°(k)) =~ CoModr(cy(D=°(k)),

with respect to their derived cotensor product of comodules.

Remark 5.4. From the adjunction ([2)), we can endow N with a oplax monoidal left adjoint structure

and repeat our above arguments. However, if D is a cocommutative coalgebra in sMody, then there is no

hope that N(D) is also cocommutative. Thus CoMody D)(Chkzo) is not a symmetric monoidal category.

Thus we cannot promote the adjunction (5.2)) of Theorem 5.1l to be a weak opmonoidal Quillen equivalence.
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Alternatively, we can consider bicomodules over non-cocommutative coalgebras D and N(D). In this case
we obtain by similar arguments a weak opmonoidal (but not symmetric) equivalence. For simplicity, we do
not give details but the proof is entirely similar as of Theorem (.3

Proof of Theorem [5.3. We have N¢(T'(C)) = C, thus we only need to show that the lax monoidal map:
NE(X)OeNC(Y) — NY(XOpyY),

is a weak homotopy equivalence for X and Y fibrant I'(C')-comodules. Let {X(n)} be the Postnikov tower
of X as in Definition {18 Let X be its (homotopy) limit. It is enough to show that:

NC(X)OeNC(Y) — NC(XOpeyY),

is a weak homotopy equivalence.

We show inductively that N¢(X (n))OcN(Y) — N9 (X (n)Op)Y) is a weak homotopy equivalence. For
n = 0 the case is vacuous as the map is trivial. For n = 1, then X (1) is a cofree I'(C')-comodule M @ T'(C),
for some M in sMody. Then from the formula N¢(M @ I'(C)) = N(M) ® C, we get:

NE(M @ T(C))OcNC(Y) = N(M) @ N9(Y).

Thus we need to show that the natural map N(M)®@N®(Y) — N¢(M ®Y) is a weak homotopy equivalence.

We show this by using a Postnikov argument on Y. Let {Y(n)} be its Postnikov tower with (homotopy)
limit Y. We need to show that N(M) @ N (Y) — N°(M @ Y) is a weak homotopy equivalence. Let us first
show that N(M) @ N9 (Y (n)) — N¢(M ®Y (n)), by induction. For n = 0 the case is vacuous. For n = 1, we
have that Y (1) is equivalent to M’ ® I'(C) for some M’ in sModg. Then the map:

N(M)® N (M @T'(C)) = N(M @ M @T(C)),

becomes simply the map N(M) @ N(M') @ C — N(M ® M') @ C. Tt is a weak homotopy equivalence as
N(M) ® N(M') — N(M ® M’) is a weak homotopy equivalence as N is part of a weak monoidal Quillen
adjunction. Now suppose that we have shown N(M) ® N°(Y(n)) — NY(M ® Y(n)) is a weak homotopy
equivalence for some n > 1. Recall that Y (n 4+ 1) can be described as a homotopy pullback both in
CoModrp(¢y(sMody) and in sMod:

Y(n+1) —— PoT(C)
Y(n) —— Qe I(C),

for some epimorphism P — @ in sModg. Then as the functors N: sMody — Chfo, M ® —: sModi — sModj,
N(M)® —: ChZ® — ChZ® and N CoModrp ¢y (sMody) — CoMod¢(ChZ?) preserve homotopy pullbacks, we
obtain the following two homotopy pullbacks in sModj:

N(M)@N°(Y(n+1) —— NM)@N(P)=C
N(M)® NE(Y(n)) —— N(M) @ N(Q)® C,
and:
N(M®Y(n+1) —— N(M®P)®C
NC(M ®Y(n) —— N(M Q) C.
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Then by induction and our above argument on cofree objects, we obtain by [Hov99, 5.2.6] that N(M) &
NE(Y(n+1)) = NY(M ® Y(n + 1)) is a weak homotopy equivalence. Now we can conclude as:

N(M)@NC(Y) ~ N(M)® N (holim} (@Y (n))
~ N(M)® holimENC (Y (n))
~ holim& (N(M) @ N°(Y (n))
~ holim&(N°(M @Y (n))
~ N (holimE (O (M @ Y(n)))
~ NY(M®Y).
We have used the fact that N¢ and M ® — and N(M) ® — preserve towers that stabilize in each degree and
they remain fibrant in the sense of Proposition 2.141
We have just shown NY(X(1))0cNC(Y) — NY(X(1)Op)Y) is a weak homotopy equivalence. Let

us show the higher cases by induction. Recall that X(n 4 1) is determined as a homotopy pullback in
CoModrp(¢y(sMody) and in sMody:

X(n+1) — P'oT(C)
| - |
X(n) —— Q'@ I(C),
for some epimorphism P’ — Q' in sMody. Since N¢ and —[cN(Y) preserves fibrations that are epimor-

phisms and pullbacks, we obtain the following two homotopy pullbacks in CoModr(¢)(sMod):
NE(X (n+1))0cNC(Y) —— N(P") @ NO(Y)
| }
N(X (n))OcN“(Y) —— N(Q") @ NE(Y),

and:
NC(X(TL + 1)DF(C)Y) E— NC(P/ ® Y)
| )
N (X (n)Opy)Y) — NO(Q' ®Y).
By induction and our previous argument, this shows N°(X (n + 1))0c¢NY(Y) — N9(X (n + 1)Op)Y) is a
weak homotopy equivalence.

Since N¢ preserves towers that stabilize in each degree and by Lemma @21 we can conclude by the
following string of weak homotopy equivalences:

N(X)OeNC(Y) ~ NE(holim} (@ X (n))OeNC(Y)

~ (holim&N® (X (n)))deNC (V)

~ holim% (N (X (n))OcN(Y))

~  holim{ N (X (n)Op(yY)

~  NY(holim},‘“)(X (n)Or(Y)

~ NY((holim5@ X (n))Op(e)Y)

~ NYXOpeY).
Thus N°(X)OeNC(Y) — NC()NCDF(C)Y) is a weak homotopy equivalence. O
Remark 5.5. There is an alternative Dold-Kan correspondence for comodules. Let us dualize another
construction from [SS03]. Let CoCAlg(C) denote the category of cocommutative coalgebras in a symmetric
monoidal category C. Let L: (C,®,1) — (D, A,J) be an oplax symmetric monoidal functor between symmet-

ric monoidal categories, with right adjoint R. Then L lifts to a functor L: CoCAlg(C) — CoCAlg(D), with
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a right adjoint R, that can be constructed when the categories admit equalizers and cofree cocommutative
coalgebras. Let D be a cocommutative coalgebra in D. The counit LR(D) — D induces an adjunction from
the change of coalgebras:

_

CoMod; (1 (D) 1 CoModp (D).

—OpLR(D)

If we combine this with the previous construction:
L

CoModz; 1, (C) L CoMod, 1 (D),
RR(D)

and apply this in the case of the adjunction from the Dold-Kan correspondence (L], we obtain:
_
(CoMody ) (ChZ®), Oy, N(D)) . L’ (CoModp(sMody), Op, D),

for any simply connected cocommutative coalgebra D in sMody. Just as in the proof of Theorem B3] we
can show that the above adjunction is a weak opmonoidal Quillen pair. If we suppose IN(D) — D to be
a weak homotopy equivalence, then one can prove that the above adjunction is a weak opmonoidal Quillen
equivalence. However, from [Sor19], we expect I'N(D) — D to not be a weak homotopy equivalence in most
cases. In particular the functor N: CoCAlg(sMody) — CoCAIg(Cth) does not represent the correct right
adjoint of the left derived functor of I' on the co-categories of Eo.-coalgebras in the underlying oo-categories
of sModg and Chfo. Thus we do not expect the above Quillen pair to be a Quillen equivalence. We conjecture
that the problems disappear if we consider simply connected conilpotent cocommutative coalgebras.

5.3. Application to A-theory. Let X be a simplicial set. We say it is simply connected if Xg = * and there
are no non-degenerate 1-simplices. Denote by CoModx, the category of X -comodules in pointed simplicial
sets (sSet., A, SY), where X, = X [[{*}. Let &, be a generalized reduced homology theory. Recall we can
endow sSet with a model structure, denoted by (sSet.)g for which weak equivalences are 8,-equivalences and
cofibrations are monomorphisms [Bou75|, localizing the usual Kan model structure on sSet. In [HS16} 4.8],
Hess and Shipley establish a left-induced combinatorial and simplicial model structure on X;-comodules
denoted by (CoModx, )¢ via the adjunction:

—ANX 4
(sSety)g , L~ (CoModx, )e.
U

Recall that sMody takes part in a Quillen adjunction:

k(-]
(sSets)Kkan , L~ sModg
U

where k[X] = k[X] is the reduced free simplicial module. As k[A A B] = k[A] @y k[B], the functor is strong
symmetric monoidal, and we thus obtain a functor k[—]: CoModx, — CoMody|x)(sMody). From now on, we
denote CoModyx](sMody) simply as CoMody|x). We are interested in the case k = Q.

Theorem 5.6. Suppose X is a simply connected simplicial set. There is a Quillen equivalence
Q-]

(COMOdX+)HQ L COMOdQ[X].

Proof. First, notice that, by [Hov99, 1.3.16], we have a Quillen equivalence

Q-]
—
(sSety) Ho é sModg.
Indeed, let A — B be a map in sSet, such that the induced map on simplicial homotopy groups . (@[A]) —

7+(Q[B]) is an isomorphism. By the Dold-Kan correspondence, we know m.(Q(A4)) = H.(]A};Q), and
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therefore @[—] reflects weak equivalences. Now let M be any simplicial -module. We need to show that
the counit Q[M] — M is a weak homotopy equivalence. From the short exact sequence:

0 Q[+] QM] — Q[M] — 0

and the 5-lemma, it is enough to show Q[M] — M is a weak homotopy equivalence. By the Kiinneth
theorem, as Q is flat as a Z-module, we obtain that

T (Q[M]) = H.(N(Q[M])) = H.(Q ®z N(M)) = H.(Q) @z H.(N(M)) = Q ®z .. (M)

We obtain that the induced map Q ®z m.(M) — 7. (M) is an isomorphism.
By our discussion at the beginning of Section [5.I we obtain an adjunction

Q-]
—_—
CoModx, ULX CoModgx]

where UX is defined as the equalizer in CoModx 4
UX(M) — UM)ANXy — 2 UM Q[X]) A X4

for any Q[X]-comodule M. If M = A ® Q[X], the cofree comodule on A € sModg, then UX (A ® Q[X]) =

U(A) A X. Applying again [Hov99, 1.3.16], we need to show that the counit Q[UX(M)] — M is a weak
homotopy equivalence for any fibrant Q[X]-module M. We argue inductively using Corollary LT7 as Q[X]
is simply connected. First notice that for M = A ® Q[X], we have from what we argued above:

QUX (A ® Q[X])] ~ QU(A) A X4] ~ Q4] ® Q[X] = A® Q[X].

Let {M(n)} be the Postnikov tower of M as in Definition .18 and M its homotopy limit. Suppose we have
shown Q[UX (M (n))] = M (n) for some n > 1. Recall that M (n+ 1) is the homotopy pullback in CoModg(x:

Mn+1) —— PK(V,,n) ® Q[X]
| - |
M(n) — K(V,,n) ® Q[X].
Since U* is a right Quillen functor, we obtain the homotopy pullback in (CoModx, )nq:
UX(M(n+1)) —— PK(Vy,n) A X4
| - |
UX(M(n)) ——— K(Vp,n) A X4

By [HSI6, 3.12], we can view CoModx as a reflective subcategory of the category of retractive spaces over
X, via a right Quillen functor denoted by — % X, that preserves and reflects HQ,-equivalences [HS16, 3.13].
Therefore, using the formula [HS16l 3.11], we obtain a homotopy pullback in sSet:

UX(M(n+1))*X —— PK(V,,n)x X
UX(M(n))*X ——— K(Vp,n) x X.

Since X is simply connected and K (V,,,n) is a loop space, the right vertical fibration is between nilpotent
connected spaces, and thus by the Eilenberg-Moore spectral sequence [Bou87, 4.1], we obtain the following
homotopy pullback in sModg:

QIUX (M (n + 1)) x X] —— Q[PK (V,,,n)] ® Q[X]
QUX(M(n)) x X] —— QK (Vy,n)] @ Q[X].



By induction, as — + X preserves and reflects HQ-equivalences, we can conclude that Q[UX (M (n + 1))] =
UX(M(n+1)) is a weak homotopy equivalence. Because the tower {M(n)} is stable in each degree, then so
is {Q[UX (M (n)) x X]}. Therefore we obtain the string of weak homotopy equivalences:

QU (M)] = QU™ (holim™1 21 (n))]
~ Q[holimX+ UX (M (n))]
~ Q[holim,, (UX (M (n)
= holim,, Q[(U* (M (n)
~ holim,Q[UX (M (n))
~ holim, M (n)

~ M.

*

) * X))]
) *
]

X
X

As in the commutative diagram:

QUX (M) —— M

=| J:
QU¥ (M)] —== M

three-out-of-four maps are weak homotopy equivalences, we can conclude Q[UX (M)] — M is a weak homo-
topy equivalence. O

In [HS16, 1.3], Hess-Shipley showed that the localized model structure defines a Waldhausen category
(CoModx +)§f of homotopically finite X -comodules and that there is an equivalence of K-theory spectra:

A(X;8,) ~ K((CoModx, )¢h).

Notice that the normalization of Q[X] is equivalent to the singular chain complex C,(X;Q). By [DS04],
perf

the category CoModc, (v ) of compact (i.e. perfect) chain complexes with a C,(X;Q)-comodule structure
inherits a Waldhausen category structure from the model structure CoMod¢, X;Q)(Chéo). Combining our
results we obtain the following.

Corollary 5.7. Let X be a simply connected simplicial set. There is an equivalence of K-theory spectra

erf
A(X; HQ,) ~ K(Col\/lod%*(X;Q)).

Proof. Denote by CoMody) the Waldhausen category of compact Q[X]-comodules in sModg. By [DS04}
3.7], the previous theorem and Theorem 5.1} we get the following string of equivalences of K-theory spectra:

A(X; HQ.) ~ K((CoModx., )}ig) ~ K (CoModgx)) ~ K (CoMod2 /). 0
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