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An Enriched Small Object Argument Over a Cofibrantly
Generated Base

Jan Jurka

Abstract

The small object argument is a method for transfinitely constructing weak fac-
torization systems originally motivated by homotopy theory. We establish a variant
of the small object argument that is enriched over a cofibrantly generated weak fac-
torization system. This enriched variant of the small object argument subsumes the
ordinary small object argument for categories and also certain variants of the small
object argument for 2-categories, (2,1)-categories, dg-categories and simplicially en-
riched categories. Along the way, we show that enriched functor categories can be
enriched over the Day convolution monoidal product and in such a case become
copowered.

1 Introduction

Quillen [ ] introduced a way of transfinitely constructing weak factorization systems,
dubbed the small object argument. The original motivation for the argument comes from
the theory of model categories, which is a categorical approach to homotopy theory.
Moreover, later on various variants of the small object argument ([ , 1.37], [ ,
[ , 13.2.1]) became an important tool in category theory itself and also in other
areas of mathematics such as model theory due to the connection between the argument
and ubiquitous notions of injectivity and orthogonality.

Enriched category theory is part of category theory that deals with “categories” in
which hom-sets are not necessarily simply sets anymore, but instead they are objects in
some monoidal category (a base of enrichment). It is the purpose of this paper to find
a variant of the small object argument in the context of enriched category theory. The
enrichment will be over a cofibrantly generated weak factorization system. As special
cases we obtain the classical 1-categorical small object argument for weak factorization
systems, the 1-categorical small object argument for orthogonal factorization systems,
and certain variants of the small object argument for 2-categories, (2,1)-categories, dg-
categories and simplicially enriched categories.

The basic idea of the construction is as follows. Recall that a morphism f: A — B
is said to have the left lifting property with respect to a morphism k: C — D, which we
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denote f Ok, if for each commutative square

A" C

| |

B —— D
there exists a diagonal d: B — C making the two triangles below commute.

A—"5C

fl % Jk

B —— D
Given a V-enriched category I, there is an object Sq(f, k) in V (of “squares connecting f
to k”) for each pair of morphisms f: A — B, k: C' — D from the underlying category Ky,
and this makes the category of morphisms in the underlying category of I a V-category
with Sq(f, k) serving as a hom-object. The object Sq(f, k) can be viewed as a pullback
of K(f, D), K(A, k), which leads to an induced map ey : K(B,C) — Sq(f, k). This map
is an isomorphism if and only if f has the left lifting property with respect to k in the
enriched sense (explicitly defined in | |, implicitly defined in | |). Generalizing
this, given a class J of morphisms in V), asking that each morphism from 7 has an
ordinary left lifting property with respect to e ; encodes a form of an enriched left lifting
property of f with respect to k that is relative to J. Our variant of the small object
argument then involves an enriched category /C, a base of enrichment V, a class J of
morphisms in V, and a class of morphisms Z in Ky. In order to perform the small object
argument, we find suitable conditions on K, V, J, and Z, and show that the small object
argument can be performed under these conditions.

In the ordinary 1-categorical small object argument, one constructs the first mor-
phism in the factorization by taking a (nested) transfinite composite of pushouts of
morphisms from Z, and the second morphism in the factorization by using the universal
property of a transfinite composite. In our enriched variant of the small object argument
we replace pushouts by “copowered pushouts”, which are relative to each morphism in
J. As a consequence of that, in each step of the transfinite construction we use |7 |-many
different kinds of “pushouts” and this is done by cycling through 7.

On our way towards the small object argument we’ll have a brief detour into enriched
functor categories: For V-functors F': 4 — V, X: A — K we introduce an analogue
FxX: A — K of the Day convolution in which we use copowers in K instead of the
monoidal product in V, and then we prove that this makes the underlying category
[A, KJo of the V-category [A, K] of V-functors A — K a copowered [A, V]-category. The
key aspect for our application is the associativity of the action %, which we then use to
obtain a stability property of copowered pushouts that’s required for our variant of the
small object argument.

The paper is organized in the following way: In the second section we recall some
preliminaries, in the third section we prove the aforementioned property of [A, K], in the



fourth section we apply the results from the previous section to the enriched category
of arrows, in the fifth section we define the needed notions such as enriched liftings, in
the sixth section we prove the required stability properties, and in the seventh section
we finally perform the small object argument.
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2 Preliminaries

In this short section we recall some preliminary notions.

Definition 2.1. For a class J of morphisms in a category, 5.7 denotes the class of all
morphisms that have the left lifting property with respect to all morphisms from J and
J5 denotes the class of all morphisms that have the right lifting property with respect
to all morphisms from J. For the definition of J U recall that a morphism k is said to
have the right lifting property with respect to a morphism f if f [J k.

Definition 2.2. A weak prefactorization system % = (£, %) is a pair of classes of
morphisms in a category such that £~ = #Z and ¥ =P 2%.
Furthermore, a weak prefactorization system .# is called a weak factorization system
if for each morphism f there exists a pair of morphisms g € .Z, h € % such that f = h-g.
Moreover, a weak factorization system .% is said to be cofibrantly generated if there
exists a set J of morphisms such that Z = J =

Remark 2.3. If (£, %) is a weak prefactorization system, then it is well-known and
easy to see that & is stable under pullbacks, transfinite cocomposites, and isomorphisms,
and dually .Z is stable under pushouts, transfinite composites, and isomorphisms. In
particular, both classes are stable under binary composites.

Remark 2.4. If a functor F': C — D between categories is left adjoint to a functor
G: D — C, then the following equivalence holds for all morphisms f in C, g in D:

F(f)Og if and only if f O G(g).

3 Copowers in Categories of V-Functors

Throughout the paper we will assume that V is a cosmos, i.e. a bicomplete symmetric
monoidal closed category, and that K is a V-category. Furthermore, in this section we
will assume that K is a copowered V-category admitting coends of the form (1). For
objects V in V and K in K we will denote the copower by V ® K. Recall that V is



a copowered V-category in which copowers U ® V are given by the monoidal product
U ®V, and hence from now on we will use the copower notation instead of the monoidal
notation.

Let A be a small monoidal V-category. The purpose of this section is to show that
the underlying category [A, K]y of the V-category [A,K] of V-functors A — K is a
copowered [A, V]-category. In order to do that we will show the stronger statement that
the V-category [A, K] is a left [A, V]-actegory such that the action on a fixed object of
[A, K] always has a right adjoint. Given two V-categories £ and L’ we will denote by
L ® L' their tensor product [ , p- 12]. Given two V-functors F,G: A — V), denote
by F' ® G the composite

Ao A 8% vy 2, p

and by m: A ® A — A the monoidal product on A. Recall that the Day convolution
FxG:: A—V is defined | , (3.1)] by:

a,be A
(FG)a)i= [ (Alm(a,).2) © F(@) © G)

and can be characterized [ , Definition 21.4] as the V-functor part of the left
Kan extension of F' ® G along m. Furthermore, recall that the Day convolution is a
monoidal product on the V-category [A, V], which follows from | , Theorem 3.3].

Given a V-functor X : A — K, we define the V-functor F x X : A — K by:

a,be A
(F* X)(z) = / (A(m(a,b),z) © F(a)) ® X (b), (1)

and again F'x X can be equivalently characterized as the V-functor part of the left Kan
extension of

FoX: Ao A verx 2,k

along m. Note that this is a notion analogous to the Day convolution where we now use
copowers in K instead of the monoidal product in V.

Definition 3.1. Suppose that (M, xa, I) is a monoidal V-category. A left M-actegory
is a V-category L equipped with a V-functor *: M ® £ — L together with V-natural
isomorphisms

[=23

apmnNrL: Ms(NxL)— (Msp N)*L,
AT« L 5L

satisfying coherence conditions | , (1.1), (1.2), (1.3)].



Theorem 3.2. Suppose that V is a cosmos and IC is a copowered V-category admitting
coends of the form (1). Then

(i) the V-category [A, K] is a left [A, V]-actegory such that the action on a fized object
of |[A, K] always has a right adjoint, and

(ii) the category [A, K]o is a copowered [A,V]-category.

Proof. In the proof we will omit the verification of coherence conditions, since it is not
needed for the purposes of our small object argument. We begin by proving the first
part of the theorem, the second part will then be a corollary of the first part.

Let F,G: A -V, X: A — K be V-functors. The action on [A, K] that we are
looking for is * from Definition (1). First we will show associativity of the action, i.e.
that

(F+xG)* X2 Fx*(Gx*X). (2)

We will decorate isomorphisms that follow from the Yoneda Lemma by 2). We have the
following chain of isomorphisms:

a,be A
(F*G)* X)(z) = / (A(m(a,b),z) © (F * G)(a)) ® X (b)

/a,beA (A(m(a,b),x) ., (/c,deA (A(m(c,d),a) ® F(c)) ® G(d))) © X (b)

a,b,c,de A

=~ (A(m(a, b),z) ® ((A(m(c,d),a) ® F(c)) ® G(d))) ® X (b)
a,b,c,de A
= (((Alm(a,b),2) ® A(m(c,d),0)) © F(e)) © G(d)) © X(b)
2) b,c,deA
= ((AGm(m(e,d),b),2) © F(e)) © G(d)) ® X (b)
b,c,deA

( (A(m(c,m(d, b)), z) ® F(c)) ® G(d)) ® X (b)

a,b,c,de A

1R

(((A(m(c, a),z) © A(m(d,b),a)) ® F(c)) © G(d)) ® X (b)

a,b,c,de A

1

(A(m(c,a), z) © F(¢)) ® ((A(m(d, b),a) © G(d) © X (1))

c,a€A

1

11
— e S S S S S

d,beA
(A(m(c.a),2) © F(e)) © / (A(m(d,b),0) © G(d) © X (b))

c,ac A

(A(m(c,a),z) ® F(c)) ® (G x X)(a)
= (F*(G*X))(z).

Note that the eighth line in the chain above uses the symmetry of the monoidal product
in V.

Denote by i the unit object of .A. We will show that A(i,—): A — V is the unit of
the action *. This can be done in an analogous way as showing associativity by using



the coend definition of the action *, however we will show it by using the Kan extension
characterization of the action x:

A KI(A>, =) * X,Y) 2 [A® A K|(AG, —) ® X, Y -m)
~ /abeA K(A(i,a) ® X (b), Y (m(a,b)))

= | K(AG, ), K(X(0), Y (m(a,b))
a,be A

& K(X(b),Y (m(i,b)))
beA

= K(X(b),Y (b))
beA

= [AK](X,Y),
and thus A(i, —)* X = X by the Yoneda Lemma. If X, Y : A — K are V-functors, define

(X,Y) = / _ KX (@, Y (n(=a)). (3)

In order to finish the proof, we will show that (X, —): [A, K] — [4,V] is a right adjoint
to —x X: [A, V] — [A,K]. Indeed,

A K|(F +X,Y) = /CEAIC((F*X)(c),Y(c))

a,be A
= [ K [ Ao 0 Fe) o X0),Y(0)

o IC(.A(m(a, b),c) ® F(a), K(X(b), Y(C)))
a,b,ce A

~ / 7b7c€AIC(F(a),V(A(m(a, b), ), K(X (b)Y (c))))

= [ K(r). /b,ceAV(“‘“m(“’b)’c)”C(X(b)’Y(C))))

- /aeAK(F(a)’ (X,Y)(a))
= [A,V](F, (X, Y)).

By [ , 6. Appendix on tensored V-categories|, the second part of the theorem follows
from the first part. We remark that copowers are given by the action * from Definition
(1) and the hom-object for X,Y: A — K is given by (X,Y) from Definition (3). O

Remark 3.3. When V = Set, the enrichment of [A, K]y over [ A, Set| has been described
by McDermott and Uustalu | |. They describe the enrichment directly in [ ,
Definition 10] using the language of locally A-graded categories, which are an elementary
formulation of [A, Set]-enriched categories due to Wood [ , Theorem 1.6]. For our
purposes, the case of general V and the left [A, V]-actegory structure are essential.



4 The Enriched Category of Arrows

We now specialise the results from the previous section to A = 2, where 2 is the free
V-category on the category with two objects 0,1 and a single non-identity morphism
0 — 1. Recall that this free V-category has as hom-objects the initial object and the unit
object if the corresponding hom-sets are the empty set and the singleton, respectively.
Furthermore, 2 can be equipped with the cartesian monoidal product m, which is given
on objects z,y € 2 by the formula m(x,y) := min(z,y).

Then [2,V] and [2, K] are the V-categories of morphisms in V and in Ky, respectively.
Hom-objects in [2, K] are given by Sq(f, k) from the following definition.

Definition 4.1. For each pair of morphisms f: A — B, k: C' — D in Ky, define Sq(f, k)
to be the object of squares connecting f to k, i.e. the pullback-object in the following
pullback square.

Sa(f. k) —— K(A,C)

le lIC(A,k:)
K(B,D) i, K(A.D)

Note that since [2,K] is a V-category, we have the associated Vy-valued hom-functor
Sa(—,—): [2,K]g" x [2,K]o = Vo, and so in particular Sq(—,k): [2,K];" — W for a
morphism k in Ky. We will make heavy use of this in what follows, and so now record
its explicit description. If

A2 K

| |

B —— L
g

is a commutative square, i.e. a morphism (g,¢'): f — f’ in [2, K]o, then there is a unique
morphism Sq((g,4¢),k): Sa(f’, k) — Sq(f, k) in Vy that makes the two top squares in
the following diagram commute, since (p1,p2) is a pullback.

K(K,C) +— Sa(f',k) —> K(L,D)
K(g,cﬂ | {Sal(99)0) qug',D)
K(A,C) o Sq(f, 5 K(B,D)

K(M( %
K(A

Examples 4.2.

(1) In the case V = Set, where Set is the monoidal category of sets, we get that K is a
category. The elements of Sq(f, k) are commutative squares in K of the form:



A—"5C

| I

B —— D
We will call each such square a commutative (f, k)-square.

Suppose that V = Cat, where Cat is the monoidal category of categories in which
the monoidal structure is given by the cartesian product. This means that I is
a 2-category. Then the objects of Sq(f, k) are commutative (f, k)-squares, and the
morphisms in Sq(f, g) are pairs 6: r = 1/, §': s = s’ of 2-cells such that k0 = '« f.

If V = Grpd, where Grpd is the monoidal category of groupoids in which the
monoidal structure is given by the cartesian product, then that means that I is
a (2,1)-category. The objects of Sq(f,k) are commutative (f,k)-squares, and the
morphisms in Sq(f, k) are pairs 6: r = 1/, 6': s = s’ of invertible 2-cells such that
kx0=86xf.

Suppose that ¥V = Ch, where Ch is the monoidal category of chain complexes of
left R-modules over a ring R in which the monoidal structure is given by the tensor
product of chain complexes. This means that K is a dg-category and Sq(f,k) is a
chain complex

O Sa(f Kt = Sq(f k) — 2 Sq(f K)oy 2L

whose n-th degree elements are pairs (r,s) € K(A4,C), x K(B, D), that satisfy
k-r=s-feK(A, D),. The equality 0,(r,s) = (9,(r),0n(s)) defines differentials
on Sq(f, k).

In the case V = SSet, where SSet is the monoidal category of simplicial sets with
monoidal structure given by the pointwise cartesian product, we get that IC is a
simplicially enriched category and Sq(f,k) is a simplicial set whose n-simplices
are pairs (r,t) € K(A,C), x K(B,D),, such that k-r=1t-f e K(A,D),. Face
maps and degeneracy maps on Sq(f, k) are defined by d;(r,t) = (d;(r),d;(t)) and
si(r,t) = (s4(r), si(t)), respectively.

In the remainder of this section we will assume that K is a copowered V-category

admitting pushouts of the form u ® f from the following definition.

Definition 4.3. Suppose that u is a morphism in Vy and f: A — B is a morphism in

Ko.

Then V(u, f): u® f — V © B is the induced morphism depicted in the following

diagram, where (i1,i2) is a pushout of U ® f and u ® A.



vof

U A UoB
2
u@A u® f u®B
V(u,f) g
VoA VoB

Vof

Remark 4.4. Theorem 3.2 gives us that the category [2, K]y of morphisms in K is a
copowered [2,V]-category whose copower action # is given by V from Definition 4.3.

Remark 4.5. The existence of coends of the form (1) is equivalent to the existence of
pushouts of the form u ® f from Definition 4.3, since for A = 2 these coends are of the
form (4). The fact that V is the copower action * follows from the formula

a,be2
(ux f)(x) = / (2(m(a,b),z) ©u(a)) © f(b). (4)

Remark 4.6. Since V is a copowered V-category, it makes sense to also consider Sq(u, v)
and V(u,v) for morphisms u,v in V.

Now from Equation (2) we obtain
V(v,V(u, f)) = V(V(v,u), f), ()

which will be useful for the purposes of our small object argument. Moreover, the
hom-object (f,k) for [2,K] as a [2,V]-enriched category becomes ey, from the following
definition, which will later be used to express enriched lifting properties.

Definition 4.7. Suppose that f: A — B, k: C'— D are morphisms in Ky. Then define
err: K(B,C) = Sq(f, k) to be the induced morphism depicted below.

Remark 4.8. We will denote by —* the bijective correspondence assigning to each
morphism U — K(A, B) in Vy a morphism U ® A — B in Ky, and by —, its inverse.

Remark 4.9. The fact that efj is the hom-object (f,k) follows from the functor
V(= f):[2,V]o = [2,K]o being left adjoint to the functor ey _: [2,K]o — [2,V]y and



the uniqueness of right adjoints. The adjunction is given as follows, in both cases given
a commutative square on the left we obtain the commutative square on the right:

U v ’C(B7C) U ® f(v*v(plw)*)c

Ul lef-,k V(wf)l l’f

V —5— Sa(f,k) VOB o D

2+ W
and '

wof —2 ¢ U 2 B, o)

o A S A
VoB——D V(4>(g_i2)*7h*) Sq(f, k)

5 Enriched Lifting Properties

From now on in the paper we will assume that the cosmos V is equipped with a weak
prefactorization system % = (£, %) on Vy. The purpose of this section is to define
basic notions needed for our small object argument: Enriched lifting properties, enriched
weak factorization systems, and the notion of a class morphisms in V) being stable under
corners.

Definition 5.1. Suppose that f: A — B, k: C — D are morphisms in Xg. Then we

Tz
write f O k if ef, € #Z, where ey K(B,C) — Sq(f, k) is the induced morphism from
Definition 4.7.

X

Furthermore, if f O k, then we say that f has the left .% -lifting property with respect
to k, or equivalently that k has the right .F -lifting property with respect to f. Moreover,
if S is a class of morphisms in Ky, then we define

F F
SY:={ke2,K]|VfeS: fOE},
05 .= {f e 2.k] |Vkes: fOR).

Examples 5.2.
(1) In the case V = Set, .7 = (injective, surjective), we capture the ordinary (weak)
F

lifting property, i.e. f D k iff f O k. Note that % is cofibrantly generated by
J =Au: 0 —1}.

If we instead choose the following J = {u: ) — 1,v: 2 — 1} we capture the strong
lifting property in which the diagonal is required to be unique because .% becomes
(all functions, bijections).

10



(2)

Suppose that V = Cat, .% = (injective on objects, surjective equivalences). Then

f Ok iff epy, is a surjective equivalence, which happens iff for each pair of 1-cells
r: A — C, s: B — D satisfying k- r = s- f there exists a diagonal d: B — C
such that d - f = r, k-d = s, and furthermore if d,d': B — C are 1-cells, and
O:d-f=d -f,0:k-d= k-d are 2-cells such that k*60 = 0" x f, then there exists a
unique 2-cell ¢: d = d’ such that p* f = 0 and k*xp = 6’. Note that .Z is cofibrantly
generated by J = {u: 0 — 1,v: 2 = 2, w: 2/ — 2}, where 2 is the discrete category
with two objects, 2 is the category with two objects 0,1 and a single non-identity
morphism 0 — 1, and 2’ is the two-object category with two objects 0,1 and two
non-identity morphisms 0 — 1.

We remark that .#-liftings offer a lot of flexibility in specification: For example if
we want to get rid of the uniqueness assumption on the 2-cell ¢ we can simply omit
w from J.

If V = Grpd, .# = (injective on objects, surjective equivalences), then the .Z-lifting
property is almost the same as in Example (2) with the only difference being that all
the 2-cells are invertible. Note that .% is cofibrantly generated by J that is almost
the same as in Example (2) with the only difference being that to each non-invertible
morphism in 2 and 2’ we add its inverse.

If V = Ch, then we can choose J = {S""! < D" | n € Z}, & = (B(J"),J"), in

F

which case f Ok iff efy, is a surjective quasi-isomorphism. See | , Proposition
2.3.4, Proposition 2.3.5].

Suppose that V = SSet and let J = {0A™ — A" | n > 0}, .Z = (P(J"),TY).
Then f D k iff ey ) is both a Kan fibration and a weak homotopy equivalence.
In this example we will show that the enriched lifting property in | | can be

obtained as an .Z-lifting property. Consider .# = (all maps, isomorphisms), which is

F
obviously a weak factorization system on Vy. Then f [ k iff ef is an isomorphism.

Now we will show that under some assumptions on Vy we can cofibrantly generate
the weak factorization system .%#. Assume that A is a regular cardinal and V) is
a locally A-presentable category with a set V) of A-presentable objects that form a
strong generator. Consider

T={uy: 0>V |VeWIU{Vy:V+V SV I|VeW]

where Vy = (idy,idy). Since V) is a strong generator, a morphism v in Vj is an
isomorphism iff Vy(V,v) is an isomorphism in Set for each V' € V. Now it suffices
to notice that uy O v iff Vy(V,v) is surjective, and Vy O v iff Vy(V,v) is injective.

Suppose that Z is the class of split epimorphisms in Vy and .Z is the class of retracts
of binary coproduct injections in V. By | , Proposition 2.6], .7 = (£, %) is

11



a weak factorization system. Then the .#-lifting property coincides with the V-
enriched lifting property in the sense of | , Definition 13.3.1]. Finally, we remark
that all the previous examples were cofibrantly generated, whereas this example is
not necessarily cofibrantly generated.

Definition 5.3. An enriched weak .Z -factorization system on K is a pair (L,R) of

classes of morphisms in Ky such that each morphism h: A — B in Ky has a factorization
F F

h=g- fsuch that f € £, g € R, and furthermore £ = "R, R = L".

Definition 5.4. We say that a class . of morphisms in Vy is stable under corners if
whenever u,v € ., then V(u,v) € .. (Recall Remark 4.6.)

In the remainder of this section we will assume that K is a copowered V-category
admitting pushouts of the form u ® f from Definition 4.3.

Remark 5.5. The following equivalence holds:
u ey, if and only if V(u, f) Ok,

where u is a morphism in Vy and f, k are morphisms in y. Indeed, this follows from
Remark 2.4 and Remark 4.9.

Remark 5.6. From Remark 5.5 we immediately conclude that for all morphisms f, k
in ICp the following equivalence holds:

v
V(u, f) Ok holds for all v € .Z if and only if f O k.

Lemma 5.7. Suppose that J is a class of morphisms in Vg, and that the following
implication holds:
If uy,up € J, then V(uy,up) is in O(J°).

Then B(JY) is stable under corners.

Proof. Suppose that u; € 9(JY), uz € J, v € J”. By assumption we know that for
each u € J: V(u,u2) O v, which is equivalent to u O e, , by Remark 5.5. Since this
holds for all uw € J, we get that u; O ey, ,, and thus V(ug, uz) O v.

Now suppose that u; € Ij(.7[]), ug € D(j[]), v € JY. By the previous paragraph,
we know that for each v € J: V(uy,u) O v, which is equivalent to v O e, ,, by Remark
5.5. Since this holds for all u € J, we get that us O e, 5, and thus V(uy,u2) O v. Note
that we used the symmetry of the monoidal structure on V. O

Example 5.8. In a monoidal model category [ , Definition 4.2.6], cofibrations and
trivial cofibrations are stable under corners.

12



6 Stability Properties

Here we establish the stability properties that are required in order to conclude that
our small object argument generates an enriched weak .#-factorization system. We will
be considering pushouts and transfinite composites in K as a V-category: This means
colimits in Ky that are sent by each representable functor K(—, K): Kg¥ — Vp to a limit
in V.

F
Proposition 6.1. The class BT is stable under pushouts in K.

Proof. Suppose that the following square is a pushout in K.

A9 LK

fl lf’

BT>L

F F
We will show that if f € PZ, then f' € VT.

Let k: C — D be in Z. We have induced morphisms ey, e ) in the notation of
Definition 4.7. By assumption, ey, € %#. We want to show that ey, € #. Recalling
Definition 4.1, there exists a morphism Sq((g,9'),k): Sq(f,k') — Sa(f,k) such that
p1-5q((g9,9'),k) = K(g,C) - p} and ps-Sq((g,9'), k) = K(¢', D) - pb. Now we will show
that the square

KL, c) 29 kB, o)

ef’,ki lef,k

a((g.9"),
is a pullback and this will finish the proof because Z is stable under pullbacks.
Consider the following rectangle.

Sa(f', k) —2 k(L, D) "2 (B, D)
pal jw',D) lw,m

K(K,C) oy KK, D) 3 K(A, D)

The left square is a pullback by definition of Sq(f’, k). The right square is a pullback,
since K(—,C): Kg¥ — Vo preserves limits in K°P. Thus, the rectangle is a pullback by
the pasting law for pullbacks.

Now consider the following rectangle.

Sa(f', k) OYsq (7 k) —2— K(B, D)

pil lpl l’C(f,D)

K(K.C) 5 K(A.C) i K(A.D)
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The right square is a pullback by definition of Sq(f, k), and the rectangle is a pullback,

since pa - Sq((g,4'), k) = K(¢', D) - ph and K(A, k) - K(g,C) = K(g,D) - K(K, k). Hence,

by using the pasting law, we get that the left square in the rectangle is a pullback too.
Finally, consider the following rectangle.

K(L,C) —25 Sq(f, k) —2 K(K, C)

K(g',cﬁ lSq«g,g'),k) fqg,m
’C(Bv C) T Sq(fv k) T> IC(A7 C)

The right square was shown above to be a pullback. Moreover, the rectangle is a pullback
because by composing the horizontal sides we get the square

kL, c) 9 kx, o)
’C(gﬂo)l l’C(Q,C)

B A
and this square is a pullback, since K(—,C): Kg¥ — Vy preserves limits in X°P. There-
fore, from the pasting law, we conclude that the left square in the rectangle is a pull-
back. O

F
Proposition 6.2. The class DT is stable under transfinite compositions in K.

Proof. Suppose that a@ > 0 is an ordinal. We will show that if fgz11: Ag = Agt1,

F
f < a, are morphisms from /Cg that belong to “Z and for each limit ordinal v < «

the induced morphism i.: colims., As — A, is an isomorphism, then their transfinite

F
composition foo: Ag = An = colimg., Ag also belongs to Uz,
The proof is by transfinite induction.

F
Base Case: If a = 1, then the statement clearly holds: fo1 € 57 implies that

F
f071 € 7.
Successor Step: Suppose that o = e+ 1 and that the result holds for all non-zero ordi-

F

nals less than o. By inductive hypothesis we know that fo.: Ag — A¢ belongs to OT. Let
k: C — D bein Z. To simplify notation, denote A := Ay, A" := A, B := Aq, [ = fo,e
[ = feet1. Note that foo = f'- f. We have induced morphisms ey, e , €fr.f 1 from
Definition 4.7 whose respective pullback projections will be denoted p;, p;, p/, where
i € {1,2}. We know that ey, € Z, ep ), € #Z, and we want to show that ep.¢ ), € Z. Re-
calling Definition 4.1, we have a morphism Sq((f,idg),k): Sq(f’, k) — Sa(f’ - f, k) such
that pi - Sq((f,idg), k) = K(f,C) - p} and p§ - Sq((f,idp), k) = ph, and also a morphism
Sq((ica, £'),k): S(f' £,k) = Sa(f,k) such that ps -Sa((ida, ), £) = K(f', D) -p} and
p1-Sq((ida, '), k) = p. Now note that

pé’ : Sq((f, idB), k‘) Cefr k= p/2 Cefr e = IC(B, k?) = pl2/ Ceffk

14



and

p1-Sa((f,idg), k)-ep k. = K(f,C)-pl-ep i = K(f,C)-K(f',C)=K(f"-f,C) =p-ep. sk

Therefore e, = Sq((f,idB), k) - efr i, since (p{,ph) is a pullback. We will show that
Sq((f,idg), k) € #Z and this will finish the proof of the successor step, since Z is stable
under compositions. In order to do that, we will show that the square

Sq(f', k) —2— K(A',C)
SQ((faidB):k)l ief,k

/ .
Sq(f"- f, k)smk)&l(f, k?)

is a pullback and this will imply Sq((f,idg), k) € Z, since Z is stable under pullbacks.
Let r: U — K(A',C), s: U — Sq(f' - f,k) be two morphisms such that the following
equality holds ef, - 7 = Sq((ida, f’), k) - s. Note that

K(f',D)-py-s=mp2-Sq((ida, f'),k) -s =pa-epp-1m=K(A k) r

Hence, there exists a unique morphism u: U — Sq(f’, k) such that the two triangles
below commute.

Note that

pll/Sq((fa 1dB)7 k)u = K:(f, C)p/lu = ,C(fa C)T =P1refET = plSq((ldA7 fl)7 k)S = p/lls

and
py - Sa((f,idp), k) -u=ph-u=p; - s.

Therefore Sq((f,idp), k) -u = s, since (p/,pf) is a pullback. On the other hand, suppose
that a morphism «': U — Sq(f’, k) satisfies Sq((f,idg),k) - v’ = s and p) -« = r. Then
ph-u =ph-Sq((f,idg), k) - v’ = plf - s, and thus v’ = u by the uniqueness of u.

Limit Step: Suppose that a > 0 is a limit ordinal such that the result holds for all
non-zero ordinals less than «. Let k: C'— D be in Z. We know that for each 8 < « the
induced morphism ey, , , x from the following diagram belongs to Z.

15



’C(Aﬁ-‘rla C)

\\h K(fs,8+1,C)
B,8+1
~o
K(Agy1,k) Sa(fs.p+1,%) W K(Ag,C)
7 by
JP§ﬁ+l JKXACM

IC(AB+1> e 4 K(Aﬁ,D)

)’C(fﬂ s+1,D)

Let (fga: Ag = Aa)g<a be a colimit of the diagram {fg g11: Ag = Agy1 | f < a}. For
simplicity, we will write the diagram as follows.

fo,1 f1,2 f2,3 f3,4

A2 A3

Ao Ay

Then ((fg,a,1d4,): fa,a — ida,)s<q is & colimit of the following diagram in [2, K], since
it is a colimit in each component.

Aq fo,1 Ay fi,2 As f2,3 As f3,4
fO,aJ{ fl,aJ/ f2,o<J/ f3,0LJ/
Aa ida,, Aa ida,, Aa ida,, Aa ida,,

Recall from Definition 4.1 that [2, K] is a V-category with Sq(g, h) being the hom-object
for each pair g, h € [2,K]. Thus,

(Sa((fs,arida.), k): Salida,, k) = Sa(fs,a:k)) 5

is a limit of the diagram

a((fo,1,idag ),k q((f1,2,idag ), Sq((f2,3,idag ),k)
: O

Sa(foa k) Sa(f10.k) Sa(f2,a, k)

in Vy because Sq(—, k): [2,K]g? — Vo preserves limits in [2,K]°P. Also, note that there
exists an isomorphism ¢: (A, C) — Sq(ida,, k) that makes the following diagram
commute because the second component is uniquely determined by the first component
via composition with k.

K(Agy,C)
ldMAy l \Aj,k)

K(Aa, C) ¢ Sa(ida,, k) —5— K(4a, D)

Thus, the transfinite cocomposition Sq((fo,a,ida, ), k): Sa(ida,, k) = Sq(fo,a, k) is iso-
morphic to a morphism Sq((fo,q,ida, ), k) t: K(Aq, C) = Sq(fo,a, k), and this morphism
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is the induced map ey, ,  in the following diagram by the uniqueness of the induced map.

K(Aq, C)
\\\ K(fo,0,C)

efO,ouk
4
Sq(fO,a7 k) W ]C(A07C)
1
J{pg’a J{K(Ao,k)

IC(AOMD)Km)K:(A():D)

K(Aq k)

Indeed,
Py Sa((fo,arida, ), k) - ¢ = K(fo,a, C) - p1 - t = K(fo,a, C) - idican.c) = K(foar C)

and
Py - Sa((foida,), k) -t =ida, -pa-t=pa-1 = K(Aa, k).

Therefore, Sq((fo,a,ida,), k) -t = efy . k- In order to finish the proof we need to show
that ey, , x belongs to Z. To achieve that, recall that % is stable under transfinite
cocompositions and isomorphisms, and thus it suffices to show that for each 5 < « the
morphism Sq((fz,s+1,ida, ), k) belongs to Z. Let 8 < o. We will show that the square

B+1,c
SA(fas1,0: k) ——— K(Ag41,C)
Sq((fﬁ,ﬁ+l7idAa)’k)J/ le‘fﬂwﬁ‘l’l’k

Sq(fﬂ,omk) k)Sq(fB,ﬁ,-i-hk)

—
Sq((ldAﬁ 7fB+1,0L)7

is a pullback and this will imply that Sq((fg g+1,ida,), k) belongs to #Z because Z is
stable under pullbacks. Let rg: Us — K(Apg11,C), sg: Ug = Sq(f3,a, k) be morphisms
such that ey, ;.\ k75 = Sq((idas, f5+1,0), k) - s3. Note that

1 . 1
/C(fﬁJerD) .pg,a -8 :pg,6+ . SQ((ldAgvfﬁ+1,a)>k) -85 = pgﬁ+ C€fy sk T = /C(A/”h/{;) g,

and therefore there exists a unique morphism ug: Ug — Sq(f3+1,a, k) making the two
triangles below commute.

T

Sq(fﬂ+1,a7 k) T ,C(Aﬁ-i-l? C)

Py’ f“’a
lp?“’“ l’C(AﬁHJf)
IC(AO“ D)]C(f5+1,o”D)IC(AB+17 ‘D)
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Note that

Py Sa((fa,p41,ida. ), k) - ug = K(fa,541,C) - py % - ug
=K(fs5+41,C) - 13

_ B8+
=P "Cfa a1,k T8
) 1 3
=" - Sa((iday, for1.0).K) - 55
_ P
and
. 1
pgva’ . Sq((f575+171d14a)’k) . uﬁ — pg“l‘ e uﬁ — pgya’ . 85.
Therefore we obtain Sq((fs,g+1,ida, ), k) - ug = sg, since (pf’a,pg’a) is a pullback. Now
suppose that u’B: Us — Sq(fs+1,a: k) is @ morphism such that p{”l’o‘ . ulﬁ =1z and also
Sq((f5,5+1,idAa), k) - u/ﬁ = sg. Then
1 .
p§+ e u% — pgvo‘ . Sq((f575+1’1d14a)’k) . u% — pgva . 35’
and thus u’ﬂ = ug by the uniqueness of ug. O

In the remainder of this section we will assume that K is a copowered V-category
admitting pushouts of the form v ® f from Definition 4.3.

Proposition 6.3. Suppose that £ is stable under corners. Moreover, suppose that we
F

F
have u: U =V in % and f: A — B in Ko such that f € "Z. Then V(u, f) € "T.

F
Proof. In order to show that V(u, f) € Y7 it suffices to show that V(v,V(u, f)) € "T
for each v € £, see Remark 5.6. From Equation (5) we know that V(v,V(u, f)) is
isomorphic to V(V (v, u), f). Note that V(v,u) is in .Z, since £ is stable under corners.
F

Furthermore, f is in YZ. Hence, recalling Remark 5.6, we obtain V(V(v,u), f) € "Z,
and thus V (v, V(u, f)) € “Z. O

Corollary 6.4. Suppose that £ is stable under corners. Moreover, suppose that we
have a span
(9,h)
u® f——> K
V|
VobB

in Ko, where u: U -V isinZ, frA—>B,g:VOA—=K,and h: U ®B — K are
morphisms in Ko, and that the following square is a pushout in IC.

u@fﬂf(

V)| lf’

VOB —— L
g
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F

F
If f € DI, then f' € V1.

F F
Proof. From Proposition 6.3 we get that V(u, f) € PZ. Now it suffices to recall that "7
is stable under pushouts, see Proposition 6.1. U

Definition 6.5. We call the pushout from Corollary 6.4 a copowered pushout of f,g,h
relative to w.

Remark 6.6. Note that all of the information concerning the span from Corollary 6.4
is encoded in the following diagram

VoA :

UoA VoB K

UoB h

whose colimit is the copowered pushout as displayed below.

UoA

Uof u®B
U®B h
We will use this rephrasing in the proof of the small object argument. Moreover, the

rephrasing, together with the bijective correspondence from Remark 4.8, is also useful
for understanding Examples 6.7.

Examples 6.7. In the following examples we will describe the part of the universal
property of a copowered pushout that takes place in Ky. In each example we assume

that .# = (J(JY), J").

(1) In the case V = Set, J = {u: ) — 1}, a copowered pushout of f,g,h relative to u
is the same as a pushout of f,g. Note that h is the empty map.

Moreover, in the case V = Set, J = {u: ) — 1,v: 2 — 1}, a copowered pushout of
f, g, h relative to v takes as input the following diagram in Set

A2 K
h

|\

B
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in which h- f = b/ f = ¢g and returns a function ¢: K — L such that ¢-h = ¢-h’ with
the following universal property: For each function d: K — D satisfying d-h = d-h'
there exists a unique function p: L — D such that p- ¢ = d. Note that ¢ is the
coequalizer of h and h'.

(2) Suppose that V = Cat and J = {u: ) = 1,v: 2 = 2, w: 2/ — 2}.

3)

(4)

(a) A copowered pushout of f,g,h relative to u is the same as a pushout of f, g.

(b) A copowered pushout of f,g,h relative to v takes as input cells in K depicted
in the diagram below

in which h- f = g, h - f = §, and returns a cocone j,j: B — L, 6: j = J,
i: K — Lsuchthat j-f=i-g,j-f=i-G,j=4i-h, j=i-h,and 6% f =i%~
with the following universal property: For each other such compatible cocone
r: K — D, s,5§: B— D, e:s= § there exists a unique 1-cell p: L — D such
that pxd=cand p-i=r.

(¢) A copowered pushout of f, g, h relative to w takes as input cells in K depicted
in the diagram below

inwhichh-f=g h-f=g, 7xf=~, 7 «f= v, and returns a 1-cell ¢c: K — L
such that ¢ * 7 = ¢ % 7/ with the following universal property: For any 1-cell
d: K — D satisfying d x 7 = d * 7/ there exists a unique 1-cell p: L — D such
that p-c = d. Note that c is the coequifier of 7 and 7’.

Ifv=Grpd, J ={u: 0 — 1,v: 2 = 2,w: 2" — 2}, where 2 and 2’ have the same
meaning as in Example 5.2.(3), then copowered pushouts are almost the same as in
Example (2) with the only difference being that all the 2-cells are invertible.

In the case V = Ch, J = {u,: S" ! < D" | n € Z}, a copowered pushout of f,g,h
relative to u,, takes as input an n-chain g € K(A, K),, a morphism f: A — B in
Ko, and an (n — 1)-cycle h € K(B, K),—1 such that h - f = 9,(g), and it returns a
morphism f’: K — L in Ky and an n-chain ¢’ € K(B, L),, such that f'-h = 9,(¢)
and f'-g=¢ - f € K(A, K), with the following universal property: For each other
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such compatible pair consisting of a morphism r: K — D in Ky and an n-chain
s € K(B, D),, there exists a unique morphism p: L — D in Ky such that p- f' =r
and p-g = s.

(5) Suppose that V = SSet and J = {u,: 0A™ — A" | n > 0}. A copowered
pushout of f, g, h relative to u, takes as input an n-simplex g € K(A4, K),,, a mor-
phism f: A — B in Ky, and (n — 1)-simplices hg, h1,...,h, € K(B,K),—1 such
that h; - f = d;(g) for all i € {0,1,...,n}, and it returns a morphism f': K — L
in Ky and an n-simplex ¢’ € K(B, L), such that f'-g = ¢ - f € K(4,K),, and
f'hi=d;(g) for alli € {0,1,...,n} with the following universal property: For each
other such compatible pair consisting of a morphism r: K — D in Ky and an n-
simplex s € K(B, D),, there exists a unique morphism p: L — D in Ky such that
p-f'=randp-g =s.

7 Enriched Small Object Argument

We will prove our small object argument in the special case when .% is a cofibrantly
generated weak factorization system.

Definition 7.1. Suppose that A is a regular cardinal. An object K of K is said to be A-
presentable in the enriched sense | , 2.1] if the functor (K, —): Ko — Vp preserves
A-directed colimits in C. Moreover, an object K of K is said to be presentable in the
enriched sense if there exists a regular cardinal p such that K is u-presentable.

Theorem 7.2. Suppose that V is a cosmos, K is a copowered V-category that has
pushouts and transfinite composites, L is a set of morphisms in Ko, J is a set of
morphisms in Vo, F = (L, %) is a weak factorization system on Vy that’s cofibrantly
generated by J, and

(i) the domains and codomains of morphisms in I are presentable in the enriched
sense.

(ii) the domains and codomains of morphisms in J are presentable (in the unenriched
sense), and

(iii) £ is stable under corners.

Then for each morphism f: K — L in Ko there exists a factorization f = m - e such
F 7

F
that e and m are morphisms in Kq satisfying e € 9 (ZY) and m € V.

Proof. Let A be a regular cardinal such that the cardinality of J is less than A, the
domains and codomains of morphisms in Z are A-presentable in the enriched sense,
and the domains and codomains of morphisms in J are A-presentable. Such a regular
cardinal exists because of assumptions (i) and (ii), and the assumption that Z and J
are sets.
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We will transfinitely define a diagram D: A — Ky such that DO = K, the morphism
D(a — a+1) is a transfinite composition of copowered pushouts of morphisms in Z
for each ordinal o < A, and Da := colim¢,D(¢ for each limit ordinal @ < A. Then
we will define e to be the injection tg: DO — colimy)Da. Furthermore, we are going
to construct a cocone (¢o: Da — L)g<y in Koy, and then we can define the morphism
m: colimy)yDa — L to be the induced morphism obtained from the universal property
of the colimit.

Base Case: Define DO := K and ¢g := f.

Limit Step: Suppose that « is a limit ordinal such that we’ve already performed the
construction for all ¢ < a. Then define Do := colim¢«, D¢ and let ¢, : Da — L be the
induced morphism induced by the cocone (¢¢: D — L)¢<q-

Successor Step: Suppose that a < A is an ordinal such that we’ve already performed the
construction for each ¢ < a. Well-order the set J, ie. J = {uy: Uy = Vo | & < ag},
where a7 is an ordinal. Let F': Ord — Ord be the ordinal function defined via trans-
finite induction as follows: F'(0) := 0, if F' is defined on ~, then

Fy)+1 ifF(y) +1#ag,

Fo+1) = {0 ifF(7)+1=ay,

and finally if « is a limit ordinal, then

Sups.~ F(6) ifvy # ay,
F(a) = 2P O

0 ity =ay.
Briefly, we can think of F' as being defined via the modulo operator in the following
way F':= — mod az. Consider the set J, of all triples (g, v, w) of morphisms such that
g € T and that make the following square commute.

Ur(a)y —— K(cod g, Do)
'“'F(oc)l leg,wa (7)

Vi@) —— Sa(9, ¢a)

Now we are going to use transfinite composition again. Well-order the set J,, i.e.
Jo = {(gy,vy,wy) | ¥ < Yo}, where 7, is an ordinal. Define Dy(a + 1) := Da and
Pa+1,0 := Po. If B < 7, is a limit ordinal such that we’ve already performed the con-
struction for all the ordinals less than 3, then define Dg(a + 1) := colims<g Ds(a + 1)
and define ¢,414: Dg(a + 1) — L to be the morphism that’s induced by the cocone
(Pat1,6: Ds(a+1) = L)s<p. Finally, suppose that 8 < 7, is an ordinal such that we’ve
already performed the construction for all the ordinals less or equal to 5. Denote by
w1, mo the projections in the following diagram.
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K(cod gg, Da)

.6 K(gﬁ,Da)
98,Pa
3
K(cod gg,a) Sa(gs, pa) —— K(dom g, Dav) (8)
TI'QJ/ J{K(dom 98:Pa)
K(cod gg, L) XGo L) K(dom gg, L)

Denote by féﬁz Do — Dg(a 4 1) the morphism coming from the construction in the
previous steps. Define Dgy(a + 1) to be the colimit object of the following diagram in
K. (Recall Remark 4.8 for the meaning of —*.)

VF(Q) ® dom gs (IC(dom g57f675)~ﬂ1~v5)*
W(a)@‘iyw W@gﬂ

UF(a) © dom gg VF(a) ©® cod gg Dg(oz +1) (9)

Ur(a)©95 W
Up(a) ® cod as *

(K(cod gs.fh 5)-ws)
Denote by hj: Vi) © codgs — Dgyi(a+ 1), f5 5,1 Dp(a+1) = Dgii(a + 1) the

colimit injections. Furthermore, define ¢q41 841: Dgy1(a+1) = L to be the morphism
induced by the following cocone.

VE(a) © dom gg (K(dom g,evf(’),g)'ﬂl'vﬁ)*
w(mGW \VF(aZQQﬁ

(m2v8)* _ Pat1,8

UF(Q) © dom gg Vp(a) ®codgg —— L «— Dg(a +1)
Ur(a)©9s %@cod g
Ur(a) © cod gg (,C(Codgﬁ,féﬁ).wﬁ)*
Note that

)
K(dom gg, a-+1,6) - K(dom gg, fg 5) - 71 - vg = K(dom gg, o) - 71 -v5 = K(gg, L) - 72 - vg,

where the first equality follows from construction of @41 3. By applying —* we obtain

Pat1, - (K(domgg, fo5) - m1-v3)" = (m2 - v3)" - (V) © g3)-

Moreover,
/ _ ®) )
IC(codgg,goaH,g)-lC(codgg,foﬁ)-wg = K(cod gg, pa)ws = T2€gs.00 WE = T2VEUR (),
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and by applying —* we get

Pat1,5 - (K(cod g, fo 5) - wp)” = (72 v3)" - (up(a) © cod gg).

The “inner” transfinite construction is finished. Define D(ov — av+ 1) to be the trans-
finite composition of all the morphisms fg,(g 41, Where § < v,. We also define the
morphism ¢a+1: D(ov + 1) — L to be the morphism that is induced by the cocone

(Pat1p: Dpla+1) = L)<y,
F

Now that we’ve finished the construction let us show that m € Z". Suppose that
g: X = Y isin Z. We want to verify that e, ,, € J5, where eg,m is the induced
morphism below.

K(Y, colimy<y Da)

~. K(g,colim, <) Da)
€g,m
S

Sq(g,m) —2— K(X, colimyey Dar) (10)

P2l l’C(X,m)

Suppose that we have a commutative square

Uy —— K(Y, colimy<y Do)

UQ,J Jeg,m (11)

Voo ——— Sq(g,m)

in which uy € J. Since the cocone (K(X,5): K(X,DpB) — K(X,colimycy Dar))gr
is a A-directed colimit (by the A-presentability of X in the enriched sense) and V,, is
A-presentable there exists £ < A and a morphism v": V,, — (X, DE) such that

p1-v=K(X, ) - v, (12)

Furthermore, since Y is A-presentable in the enriched sense and U, is A-presentable,
there exists { < X and a morphism w': Uy — K(Y, D¢’) such that w = K(Y, ) - w'.
By using min{¢, ¢’} — max{¢{, &’} we can assume that ¢’ = &, and thus

w=K(Y, ) w' (13)

Furthermore, since card J < A, there exists an ordinal £” such that A > ¢’ > ¢ and
F(¢") = o/, and thus we can assume that F(§) = /. Using the fact that Sq(g, ¢¢) is a
pullback we get a unique morphism v’ making the two triangles in the following diagram
commute.
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Indeed,

K(g,L) -p2-v 19 K(X,m)-p1-v 42 K(X,m) - K(X, ) 0" =K(X,pe) - 0",

where the last equality follows from the definition of m. Now we will show that the
triple (g,v",w’) belongs to Jg. Indeed, note that

IC(X, Lg) . 7'('/1 . UI . up(g) = ,C(X, Lg) . 1)” . uF(g)

=" P10 URG

(11)
= P1€gm W

1
19 K(g,colimy<y Do) - w

1 K(g,colimy<) Da) - K(Y, e¢) - w'

= K(X, ) - K(g, DE) - v’

Q) K(X, ) - - o '

Therefore there exists € such that A > € > ¢, F(€) = /,
K(X,D(E =€) -m v - upe) = K(X, D(§ = ) -7 - egp, - 0, (15)

and morphisms vg = K(X,D(¢ = &) - ", wé = K(Y,D(¢ = §)) -w', and Ué satisfying

the analogues of (12), (13), and (14) for £, respectively. Thus we obtain the following
chain of equalities:
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! L) n
1€ Ve U@ T Ve T UF(©)

= K(X,D(§ — 5)) o UF(g)

14)
S KX, D€ = &) 7l upe

) (X, D(E — &) - ) g -

K(X,D(¢ —£)) - K(g,D¢)) - w'
= K(g,D§) - WD@%@%W
= K(g,D&) - w

O e
= g Cave Ve

©)

—~
=2

Now we can replace the previous & by & (while still denoting it £) and we obtain
v upe) = T - egp - w'. Furthermore,

, (14)
TV Up@g) = P20V Uk

(11)
= P2:-€gm W

19 K(Y,m) - w

1 K(Y,m) - K(Y, ) w

= K(Y, p¢) - '
©) /
= Ty g W'

Since (7}, m5) is a pullback, this gives us v’ - up ) = e, - w'. Hence there exists 8 < ¢

such that (g,v",w") = (gs,vs,wp). Let 1z, : Dpy1(§+1) = D(£+1) denote the colimit
injection. Then we get a composite

h/
Vy oY —2 Dgiq(€+1) ﬂ> D(+1) e colimy<) Do

whose adjoint (t¢41 - Llﬁ_H . h’B)*: Voo — K(Y, colim, <) Da) is the diagonal that we are
looking for. Indeed, note that

13)
,C(Ya L§+1) : IC(Y7 L%) : IC(Y7 f(l],ﬂ) cWp = IC(Y Lg+1 - ) wp = IC(Y7 L&) T wp (: w.

Hence by applying —* we get

) * «
Le+1 - L/ﬁ+1 : h,l(i ’ (ua’ © Y) = lgt1- L%Jrl : fé7ﬁ+1 : (IC(Y> f(lj,ﬁ) 'wﬁ)* = lgt1 e L/ﬁ : (K(Y, fé,ﬁ) 'wB) =w,
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and by applying —, we finally obtain (t¢4; - L/ﬁ+1 . h’ﬁ)* - Uy = w. Furthermore, note that
K(X, teqr - L/ﬁ . féﬁ) cycvg = K(X, tegr 1) - v = K(X, 1e) - 7 vg.

Thus by applying —* we get

Lgg1 L/ﬁ_H . h'B (Vo ®9) (2) Legt - L,B_H . féﬁﬂ - (K(dom gg, féﬁ) -7y - vg)*
= teq1 - by - (K(dom gg, fo 5) - 1 - vp)”
= ¢~ (7} - vg)",
and by applying —, we obtain

(10) .
P1-€gm - (L§+1 ) L,B—f—l ’ h/ﬁ)* =" K(g, colimy<) Da) - (LE—H ) Llﬁ-{-l ) hlﬁ)*
= K(X, ) -7 - vg

(1:4) ,C(X7 Lﬁ) v

(12)
= p1-0.

Moreover,

« (14)
Mg - Vg1 Mg = Peq1 - Lgyr - g = Qeqr,p41 - R = (my - vg)" =" (p2 - v)

where the penultimate equality follows from the definition of ¢4 1 g41. Thus by applying
—x We get

(10)
P2 - €gm * (Let1 - L23+1 : hia)* ="K(Y,m) - (te1 - L23+1 : h%)* =p2-0.

Since (p1,p2) is a pullback, we finally obtain ey, - (t¢41 - L/B_H h'ﬁ)* = v. Thus, the proof

F
of m € I is finished.
F F F F
Finally, note that Z C Y(Z") and Z C (YZ)". In fact, this holds for any binary

i ZF Z
relation and (] is a binary relation. Therefore, we conclude that e € ©(Z"), which follows

F F
from the stability properties in the previous section and the fact that Z C U (Z D). ]

Remark 7.3. From Theorem 7.2 we obtain an enriched weak .#-factorization system
F 7

F
(@), 7).
Remark 7.4. By inspecting the construction in the proof of Theorem 7.2 we see that

instead of assuming the existence of all pushouts in K it suffices to assume that K has
the following special types of pushouts in order to conclude that Theorem 7.2 holds:

(i) pushouts of the form u ® g from Definition 4.3, where u € J, g € Z, and

(ii) pushouts of morphisms of the form V(u, g), where u € J, g € Z.
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Examples 7.5. In all of the following examples (see Examples 5.2.(1)-(6) for the cor-
responding .Z-lifting properties) Theorem 7.2 holds. In examples (1)-(5), V is indeed a
cosmos, and in example (6) it is assumed to be. In all examples we will assume that

F = (7)., T9).

(1)

V = Set, J = {u: 0 — 1}. Note that () and 1 are finitely presentable as objects of
Set and J has cardinality less than Ry. The stability of .2 under corners follows
from V(u,u) = u and Lemma 5.7.

If we instead choose J = {u: ) — 1,v: 2 — 1}, then all the assumptions are again
satisfied, since 2 is finitely presentable in Set and J still has cardinality less than
Ng. The stability of .Z under corners follows from the fact that £ is the class of all
functions, since Z# is the class of all bijections.

V=Cat, J={u:0—1,v:2— 2 w: 2" — 2}. Note that (), 1, 2, 2, 2’ are finitely
presentable as objects of Cat, J has cardinality less than Yy, and .Z is stable under
corners. The stability of .Z under corners follows from [ , Theorem 5.1].

V=Grpd, J ={u:0 — 1,v: 2 > 2, w: 2" — 2}, where 2 and 2’ have the same
meaning as in Example 5.2.(3). Note that (), 1, 2, 2, 2’ are finitely presentable as
objects of Grpd, J has cardinality less than R, and .Z is stable under corners. The
stability of .Z under corners can be shown completely analogously as in Example
(2).

The small object argument for (2,1)-categories that we obtain in this way differs
from the the small object argument for (2,1)-categories in | , Section 5], since
the #-lifting property that we are considering has a 2-dimensional aspect that’s not
present in the aforementioned paper. Even if we remove the previously mentioned
2-dimensional aspect by omitting v and w from J, then the arguments are still
different, since the one in the aforementioned paper has homotopical aspects that
are not present in our argument.

YV =Ch, J = {S"! < D" | n € Z}. Note that for each n € Z, S"! and D"
are finitely presentable (and hence Nj-presentable) as objects of Ch, and J has
cardinality less than N;. The stability of # under corners follows from | ,
Proposition 4.2.13].

VY = SSet, J = {0A" — A" | n > 0}. Note that for each n > 0, JA™ and A"
are finitely presentable (and hence Ri-presentable) as objects of SSet, and J has
cardinality less than N;. The stability of £ under corners follows from | ,
Proposition 4.2.8].

Vo is a locally A-presentable category with a set V) of A-presentable objects that
form a strong generator, where A is a regular cardinal. Consider

jZ{uV:Q%V’VEV)\}U{VvtV—i—V—)V‘VGV)\}.
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Let p be a regular cardinal greater than max{\,|7|}. Then all the domains and
codomains of morphisms in J are p-presentable and J has cardinality less than p.
The stability under corners follows from the fact that .# is the class of all morphisms

in V.
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