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Ultrasolid Homotopical Algebra

Sofía Marlasca Aparicio

Abstract

Solid modules over Q or Fp, introduced by Clausen and Scholze, are a well-behaved variant of complete

topological vector spaces that forms a symmetric monoidal Grothendieck abelian category. For a discrete

field k, we construct the category of ultrasolid k-modules, which specialises to solid modules over Q or

Fp. In this setting, we show some commutative algebra results like an ultrasolid variant of Nakayama’s

lemma. We also explore higher algebra in the form of animated and E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras, and

their deformation theory. We focus on the subcategory of complete profinite k-algebras, which we prove

is contravariantly equivalent to equal characteristic formal moduli problems with coconnective tangent

complex.
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1 Introduction

Condensed mathematics is a new framework recently introduced by Clausen and Scholze (see [Sch19b]
and [Sch19a]) that makes topology and algebra interact in a more well-behaved manner. For example, in
the case of condensed modules ([Sch19b], Definition 1.2), this provides a new generalisation of topological
modules that forms a complete and cocomplete abelian category.

Example 1.1. If R is a commutative ring and S is a compactly generated Hausdorff space, we can form
the condensed R-module R[S], which is the free condensed R-module on the space S.

If S = lim
←−

Si is a profinite space, we can form this free R-module in a way that takes into account the
profinite structure of S. Define

R[S]� := lim
←−

R[Si]

which should be thought of as the profinite completion of R[S]. Note that this is independent of the inverse
limit chosen to represent S.

Condensed modules are too general for some constructions, so it is convenient to move to a suitable
subcategory of "complete" objects.

Definition 1.2. A condensed R-module M is solid if for every profinite space S the map R[S] → R[S]�

induces an isomorphism

Hom(R[S]�,M)
≃
−→ Hom(R[S],M)

Remark 1.3. One can define other "completions" of R[S], which gives rise to the more general notion of
analytic rings and solid modules over an analytic ring (cf. [Sch19b], §VII).

A preanalytic ring structure on R is a functor from extremally disconnected spaces to condensed R-
modules, S 7→ R̂[S], taking finite disjoint unions to products, and a natural transformation R[S]→ R̂[S], so
we can think of a choice of R̂[S] as a choice of completion of R[S]. In the cases R = Z,Fp or Q, the preanalytic
ring defined above forms an analytic ring, which means that many desirable properties are satisfied and the
theory of solid modules is very well-behaved: they form a reflexive subcategory of condensed R-modules,
it is compactly generated by projectives of the form R[S]� for S extremally disconnected, and it is stable
under all limits and colimits computed in condensed R-modules.

However, for general R, the preanalytic ring defined above is not necessarily an analytic ring, making the
desired category of solid modules not as well-behaved, since the category of solid modules is not necessarily
closed under colimits. An example of this is when R is a field that is not the localisation of a finitely
generated Z-algebra ([hs]).

For our purposes, we will now fix R = k a field. This is to make some aspects of the theory more
convenient. For example, for R = Z, it was proved by Efimov that projective solid abelian groups need
not be flat, which creates problems for some homological constructions. Additionally, working with a field
gives many convenient properties of complexes with profinite homology (Proposition 2.28), which we use, for
example, to embed pro-Artinian k-algebras into the category of ultrasolid k-algebras (Theorem 4.55).

Our work builds a category that captures all of the desirable properties of the theory of solid k-modules,
even when k is not the localisation of a finitely generated Z-algebra. That is, we can form an abelian category
with the expected compact projective generators.

Definition 1.4. We write Pro(Vectωk ) for the pro-completion ([MK06], Definition 6.1.1) of finite-dimensional
vector spaces. This is the category obtained by formally adding cofiltered limits to Vectωk . By duality, this
is equivalent to Vectopk , so its objects are of the form

∏
I k for some set I and Hom(

∏
I k, k) =

⊕
I k. The
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product
∏

I k carries a profinite structure by writing it as lim
←−J⊂I

⊕
J k, where the limit is taken over all

finite subsets of I.
The category Solid♥k of ultrasolid k-modules is the (1-categorical) sifted cocompletion ([AR01], §2) of

Pro(Vectωk ). That is, Solid♥k is the category obtained by freely adding filtered colimits and reflexive coequal-
izers to Pro(Vectωk ). This can be identified with finite-product-preserving functors (Pro(Vectωk ))

op → Vectk

that satisfy a left Kan extension condition (Definition 2.4).

Remark 1.5. We will later see that every object in Pro(Vectωk ) being projective implies that Solid♥k is the
Ind-completion of Pro(Vectωk ) (Lemma 2.2).

Our goal will be to develop this theory of ultrasolid modules and show settings where it can be useful.

Example 1.6. The category of ultrasolid modules can be endowed with a symmetric monoidal structure.
This tensor product should be thought of as some kind of completed tensor product. This is exhibited, for
example, by the fact that

k[[x]]⊗ k[[y]] ∼= k[[x, y]]

where the tensor product is taken in the category of ultrasolid modules (Section 2.3). This is not the case
if we work with k-algebras, as the power series

∑
i x

iyi belongs to the right-hand side but not the left-hand
side.

This tensor product leads to the notion of ultrasolid k-algebras and their derived variants: E∞ ultrasolid
k-algebras and animated ultrasolid k-algebras. We can then talk about categories of modules and perform
several constructions from deformation theory.

We will write CAlg�k for the∞-category of E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras; that is, chain complexes of ultrasolid
modules equipped with a multiplication that is associative and commutative up to coherent homotopy.

Additionally, let CAlgNk be the ∞-category of animated ultrasolid k-algebras. The more classical setup
of animated k-algebras goes back to the work of Quillen on simplicial commutative rings ([Qui67]), and in
this paper we follow a more modern treatment with ∞-categories, akin to that in ([SAG], §25). Animated
ultrasolid k-algebras are the ∞-categorical sifted cocompletion ([HTT], §5.5.8) of the category spanned by
the free ultrasolid k-algebras on profinite vector spaces.

We have many results that mirror the classical theory:

Theorem 1.7. Let k be a field.

1. There is a conservative, monadic and comonadic functor CAlgNk → CAlg�k , A 7→ A◦.

2. Given an n-connective map A → B in CAlgNk , there is an (n + 2)-connective map LB◦/A◦ → LB/A

between the topological and the algebraic cotangent complex.

3. Let A ∈ CAlgNk . Then, every step in the Postnikov tower

· · · → τ≤2A→ τ≤1A→ τ≤0A

is a square-zero extension. The same holds for the spectral variant.

We will consider complete profinite animated ultrasolid k-algebras, which are a generalisation of complete
local Noetherian k-algebras. Remember that a complete local Noetherian animated k-algebra is an aug-
mented animated k-algebra R such that π0(R) is complete, local and Noetherian, and πi(R) is a finitely
generated π0(R)-module for all i.

3



Definition 1.8. A complete profinite animated ultrasolid k-algebra is an augmented object R ∈ CAlgNk//k
such that π0(R) is complete with respect to its augmentation ideal and πi(R) ∈ Solid♥k is a profinite vector
space for all i.

Remark 1.9. By π0(R) being complete we mean that if m is its augmentation ideal, then π0(R) ∼=

lim
←−

π0(R)/m
n. We will see later that we can take this inverse limit either in ultrasolid modules or chain

complexes and the result is the same due to inverse limits being exact in profinite vector spaces (Proposi-
tion 2.28).

Example 1.10. An example of a complete profinite ultrasolid animated k-algebra is L̂Sym
∗
(
∏

N
k). This

consists of all possible power series on variables x1, x2, x3, . . . (in particular, this ring includes power series
of the form

∑
n xn).

This is not complete local Noetherian. Indeed, we have the infinite chain of ideals

(x1) ( (x1, x2) ( (x1, x2, x3) ( . . .

These complete profinite objects satisfy many nice properties:

Proposition 1.11. Let ĈAlg
N

k//k be the ∞-category of complete profinite animated ultrasolid k-algebras.

1. There is a fully faithful embedding from the ∞-category of complete local Noetherian animated k-

algebras into ĈAlg
N

k//k. Its essential image are those objects R such that cot(R) := k⊗R LR/k satisfies

that πi(cot(R)) is a finite-dimensional k-vector space for all i.

2. The ∞-category ĈAlg
N

k//k is equivalent to the pro-completion of augmented Artinian animated k-

algebras.

3. Let A→ B be a map in ĈAlg
N

k//k. If LB/A vanishes, then A→ B is an equivalence.

Remember that an (equal characteristic) formal moduli problem is a functor Cart → S that preserves
certain pullbacks and satisfies X(k) ≃ ∗, where Cart is the ∞-category of augmented Artinian animated
k-algebras and S is the ∞-category of spaces (c.f. DAGX, Definition 1.1.14). Notice that the objects in Cart
don’t carry a condensed or ultrasolid structure.

We call a formal moduli problem corepresentable if it is equivalent to Map(R,−) for some R ∈ CAlgNk//k.
We obtain the following extension of the Lurie-Schlessinger criterion in equal characteristic.

Theorem 1.12. A formal moduli problem is corepresentable by a complete profinite ultrasolid k-algebra if

and only if its tangent fibre is coconnective.

Remark 1.13. It was already known that any equal characteristic formal moduli problem with coconnective
tangent fibre is corepresentable by a pro-Artinian k-algebra ([DAG X], Corollary 2.3.6 and [GV18], Theorem
4.33). Our framework gives a new description of this pro-completion.

We have the following layout for this paper:

• In Section 2 we perform some basic constructions with ultrasolid modules, endow them with a sym-
metric monoidal structure and study the ∞-category of chain complexes of ultrasolid k-modules.

• In Section 3 we establish some commutative algebra results in the ultrasolid setting, like a variant of
Nakayama’s lemma, and discuss coherence of ultrasolid k-algebras.

• In Section 4 and Section 5 we construct the spectral and derived variants of ultrasolid k-algebras. This
includes some results about the cotangent complex, as well as a comparison between the spectral and
derived ultrasolid theory.

• In Section 6 we finally prove our generalisation of the Lurie-Schlessinger criterion.
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2 Basic properties of ultrasolid modules

2.1 Sifted cocompleting a large category

Sifted cocompletions are only known to exist for small categories. By ([AR01], Corollary 2.8), if A is
a small category admitting finite coproducts, its sifted cocompletion can be described as finite-product-
preserving functors Aop → Set. However, if A is large, this notion does not necessarily work. We can fix
this by writing A as a suitable filtered colimit.

Many of the arguments in this section are paraphrased from [Sch19b] and suitably adapted to our situa-
tion.

Definition 2.1. Let σ be an uncountable strong limit cardinal. Write Pro(Vectωk )<σ ⊂ Pro(Vectωk ) for the
full subcategory consisting of objects of the form

∏
I k with |I| < σ.

The category Solid♥,σ
k of σ-ultrasolid k-modules is the sifted cocompletion of Pro(Vectωk )<σ.

That is, Solid♥,σ
k can be identified with functors (Pro(Vectωk )<σ)

op → Vectk that preserve finite products.

We now see that we could work with Ind-completions instead of sifted cocompletions.

Lemma 2.2. Let σ be an uncountable strong limit cardinal. Then, there is an equivalence

Ind(Pro(Vectωk )<σ) ∼= Solid♥,σ
k

Proof. By ([HTT], Proposition 5.3.5.11), we only need to show that Pro(Vectωk )<σ generates all of Solid♥,σ
k

under filtered colimits. Let X : Pro(Vectωk )
op
<σ → Vectk be a σ-ultrasolid k-module. Then, for V ∈

Pro(Vectωk )<σ, by the Yoneda embedding, we can identify X(V ) with maps V → X (here we are iden-
tifying V with its image in σ-ultrasolid k-modules under the Yoneda embedding). Then, it is clear that

X ∼= colim
V →X

V

where the colimit runs over all V ∈ Pro(Vectωk )<σ with a map V → X . Hence, it suffices to show that
this category is filtered. Given a finite diagram {Vi → X}, where each Vi ∈ Pro(Vectωk )<σ, we can let
W := colimVi, where the colimit is taken in the category of σ-ultrasolid k-modules. Since every object in
Pro(Vectωk )<σ is projective, the Yoneda embedding commutes with finite colimits that exist in Pro(Vectωk )<σ,
so W ∈ Pro(Vectωk )<σ. This concludes the proof.

Clearly, each category Solid♥,σ
k is abelian, complete and cocomplete, since we can just take limits and

colimits pointwise (this is possible due to finite products commuting with all limits and colimits in Vectk).
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Remark 2.3. If σ < σ′ we have a pair of adjoint functors Solid♥,σ
k ⇆ Solid♥,σ′

k . The right adjoint is given
by restriction and the left adjoint is given by left Kan extension from Pro(Vectωk )

op
<σ.

Definition 2.4. The category Solid♥k of ultrasolid k-modules is the filtered colimit of Solid♥,σ
k over all

uncountable strong limit cardinals σ.
Equivalently, Solid♥k is the category of finite-product-preserving functors V : (Pro(Vectωk ))

op → Vectk

such that V is the left Kan extension of its own restriction to Pro(Vectωk )
op
<σ for some uncountable strong

limit cardinal σ.

Hence, for V,W ∈ Solid♥k ,

HomSolid♥
k
(V,W ) = HomSolid♥,σ

k
(V|σ ,W|σ)

for some uncountable strong limit cardinal σ.
We now check that profinite vector spaces do embed into our construction.

Lemma 2.5. The Yoneda embedding gives a well-defined functor Pro(Vectωk )→ Solid♥k .

Proof. One only needs to check the left Kan extension condition. This amounts to showing that if V ∈
Pro(Vectωk ), there is a fixed cardinal σ such that for any map W → V of profinite vector spaces, there exists
W ′ ∈ Pro(Vectωk )<σ such that the map factorises W → W ′ → V . Any σ > dimV works, where we define
the dimension of a profinite vector space to be the dimension of its dual.

Proposition 2.6. The category Solid♥k of ultrasolid k-modules is abelian, complete and cocomplete, satisfying

the same Grothendieck axioms as Vectk. Additionally, all small limits and colimits can be computed pointwise.

Proof. We will prove that limits and colimits are computed pointwise. Then, the statements about the
category being abelian and the Grothendieck axioms follow from the equivalent results about Vectk.

The statements about colimits are obvious because if {Fi : Pro(Vectωk )
op → Vectk}i∈I are left Kan

extended from Pro(Vectωk )
op
<σ, then colimFi is left Kan extended from Pro(Vectωk )

op
<σ. Hence, we can just

compute them pointwise to obtain the desired colimit.
For limits, let σ < σ′ be uncountable strong limit cardinals, and let λ be the cofinality of σ. We will

show that the left Kan extension functor Solid♥,σ
k → Solid♥,σ′

k commutes with λ-small limits.
Let X ∈ Solid♥,σ

k and let X ′ ∈ Solid♥,σ′

k be its left Kan extension. Then, for V ∈ Pro(Vectωk )<σ′ ,

X ′(V ) = colim
V →W

X(W )

where the colimit runs over all W ∈ Pro(Vectωk )<σ with a map from V ([Lan71], §X, Corollary 4). Given that
λ-small limits commute with λ-filtered colimits in Vectk ([AR94], Theorem 1.59) and hence in Solid♥,σ′

k , we
only need to show that the category of allW ∈ Pro(Vectωk )<σ with a map V →W , where V ∈ Pro(Vectωk )<σ′ ,
is λ-cofiltered.

This reduces to showing that if for some λ-small index category I, we have a diagram {Wi}i∈I of σ-small
profinite vector spaces with compatible maps V →Wi then there is a σ-small profinite vector space U with a
map V → U over which all V →Wi factor compatibly. It suffices to choose U = limWi. This is a subspace
of
∏

I Wi which has dimension < σ due to our choice of λ.
Hence, we see that if we have a σ-ultrasolid vector space, a pointwise limit will still be the left Kan

extension from some Pro(Vectωk )<σ. This shows that ultrasolid modules have small limits and they can be
computed pointwise.
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Remark 2.7. Given that limits and colimits are computed pointwise, we have that a map V → W in
Solid♥k is a monomorphism/epimorphism if and only if for all U ∈ Pro(Vectωk ), the map V (U) → W (U) is
injective/surjective. Hence, we will often talk about injections or surjections of ultrasolid k-modules.

This gives us a category that is the sifted cocompletion of Pro(Vectωk ).

Corollary 2.8. Let C be a 1-category that admits sifted colimits. Then, restriction gives an equivalence

FunΣ(Solid
♥
k , C)

≃
−→ Fun(Pro(Vectωk ), C)

where FunΣ refers to the full subcategory of functors that preserve sifted colimits. The inverse is given by

left Kan extension.

The Yoneda embedding Pro(Vectωk ) → Solid♥k commutes with all small limits and finite colimits. Its

essential image are precisely the compact objects, which are also projective.

Proof. For the first part, we can just take the filtered colimit of the usual result with sifted cocompletions
of small categories ([AR01], Corollary 2.8). That is, for an uncountable strong limit cardinal σ, we have an
equivalence

FunΣ(Solid
♥,σ
k , C) ∼= Fun(Pro(Vectωk )<σ, C)

The result now follows by noting that Solid♥k = colimSolid♥,σ
k and Pro(Vectωk ) = colimPro(Vectωk )<σ, so we

can take filtered colimits on each category of functors. That is,

FunΣ(Solid
♥
k , C)

∼= lim
←−

FunΣ(Solid
♥,σ
k , C) ∼= lim

←−
Fun(Pro(Vectωk )<σ, C) ∼= Fun(Pro(Vectωk ), C)

Remember that we can think of ultrasolid k-vector spaces as finite-product-preserving functors Pro(Vectωk )
op →

Vectk. For V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ), the functor HomSolid♥
k
(V,−) is precisely evaluation at V . Since all limits and

colimits are computed pointwise, it follows that all profinite vector spaces are compact projective.
The category Pro(Vectωk ) is obviously closed under all limits. It is also closed under finite colimits because

every object in Pro(Vectωk ) is injective so the Yoneda embedding commutes with reflexive coequalizers. Also,
since Pro(Vectωk ) is idempotent complete, the image of the Yoneda embedding is closed under retracts.

We must now show that every compact object is of this form. Let V ∈ Solid♥k and suppose that V is left
Kan extended from Pro(Vectωk )

op
<σ for some σ. Then,

V = colim
W→V

W

where the colimit is taken over all W ∈ Pro(Vectωk )<σ with a map W → V .
This category is obviously filtered since given any finite collection of maps {Wi → V } we can assemble

them into a map colimWi → V . Hence, if V is compact, the identity map V → V factors through some
W ∈ Pro(Vectωk )<σ, so it is a retract of W . We are now done since this category is closed under retracts.

2.2 Comparison with condensed vector spaces

When k = Q or Fp, there is a well-behaved theory of solid k-modules that fits in the condensed framework.
Solid k-modules can be described as the Bousfield localisation at the maps k[S]→ k[S]� := lim

←−
k[Si], where

S = lim
←−

Si is profinite. They then form a reflexive subcategory of condensed k-modules that is stable under
all limits and colimits so there is a pair of adjoint functors Cond(Vectk) ⇆ Solid♥k ([Sch19b], Proposition 7.5
and Theorem 8.1).

For more general fields k, we can’t quite fit this in the same way within Cond(Vectk) but it is possible
to still obtain part of this comparison.
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Proposition 2.9. There is a fully faithful embedding

Pro(Vectωk )→ Cond(Vectk)

Proof. This map is given by the inverse-limit-preserving extension that is the identity on finite-dimensional
vector spaces. We now need to compute the relevant Hom-sets in condensed vector spaces. It is enough to
show that

HomCond(Vectk)(
∏

I

k, k) ∼=
⊕

I

k

We need to check that any map
∏

I k → k factors through
∏

J k → k where J ⊂ I is finite. Using the left
adjoint of the inclusion from topological spaces to condensed sets ([Sch19b], Proposition 1.7),

HomCond(Set)(
∏

I

k, k) = C

(
(
∏

I

k)∼, k

)

where the superscript ∼ means the k-ification of a space (a set is open in (
∏

I k)
∼ if and only if its intersection

with every compact subset of
∏

I k is open).
Hence, maps of condensed k-modules

∏
I k → k are in one-to-one correspondence with maps of vector

spaces
∏

I k → k that are continuous where
∏

I k is has as its topology the k-ification of the product topology.
Suppose we have a continuous map f : (

∏
I k)

∼ → k. Then, the kernel is an open set containing 0. The
space

∏
I{0, 1} is compact. Since ker f is open, ker f ∩

∏
I{0, 1} is open in

∏
I{0, 1} and contains 0. Then,

there is some finite set J ⊂ I such that
∏

I\J{0, 1} ⊂ ker f . We claim that
∏

I\J k ⊂ ker f .
Firstly, it is clear that

⊕
I\J k ⊂ ker f by extending linearly. Let (ai)i∈I ∈

∏
I\J k, so aj = 0 for j ∈ J .

We now consider the compact set

L :=

(∏

J

{0}

)
×


∏

I\J

{0, ai}




Its intersection with the kernel is nonempty and open. Again by looking at basic opens, we see that there is
some (bi)i∈I ∈ ker f with bj = 0 for j ∈ J and bi 6= ai for finitely many i. But then (ai)− (bi) ∈

⊕
I\J k ⊂

ker f . This implies (ai)i∈I ∈ ker f .
Hence,

∏
I k → k factors through

∏
J k for some finite J ⊂ I, as required.

Construction 2.10 (Functor from ultrasolid modules to condensed k-modules). The above implies that
there is a map φ : Solid♥k → Cond(Vectk) by extending sifted colimits. We can also describe it as follows.
There is a functor from profinite sets to profinite vector spaces defined as

lim
←−

Si 7→ lim
←−

k[Si]

so composition gives a functor Solid♥k → Cond(Vectk). Limits and colimits are computed pointwise in both
functor categories, so this functor commutes with small limits and colimits. In particular, it commutes with
sifted colimits so it is left Kan extended from Pro(Vectωk ). Since it coincides with φ on Pro(Vectωk ), we see
that they are the same functor.

This functor is also conservative, so it is monadic and comonadic ([MK06], Theorem 4.3.8). However, the
author doesn’t know a description of this monad or comonad, or whether the functor Solid♥k → Cond(Vectk)

is fully faithful.

Remark 2.11. When k = Fp or Q, the functor Solid♥k → Cond(Vectk) is fully faithful and its image are
precisely solid k-modules.
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To see this, remember that the preanalytic ring lim
←−

Si 7→ lim
←−

k[Si] is analytic ([Sch19b], Theorem 8.13), so
the category of solid k-modules is generated under colimits by profinite vector spaces, which are all compact
([Sch19b], Proposition 7.5). By Lemma 2.2 and ([HTT], Proposition 5.3.5.11), the functor from ultrasolid
k-modules to condensed k-modules is fully faithful, and to check that its image are solid k-modules we only
need to check that profinite vector spaces generate under filtered colimits. For a solid k-module X , we can
write

X ∼= colim
V →X

X

where the colimit is taken over all V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ) with a map V → X (restricting to a suitable cardinality).
We only need to check that this category is filtered, but this is true since any finite colimit of profinite vector
spaces is again a profinite vector space.

Construction 2.12 (The solidification functor). Write C0 ⊂ Cond(Vectk) for the full subcategory of con-
densed vector spaces spanned by objects of the form k[S] for S extremally disconnected. Then, for extremally
disconnected S, T we have that

HomCond(Vectk)(k[S], k[T ])
∼= k[T ](S) = colim

⊔Si=S

∏

i

k[C(Si, T )]

where the colimit runs over all decompositions of S into finitely many disjoint clopens, ordered by refinement,
and C(Si, T ) is the set of continuous functions Si → T . The condensed k-module k[S] is the sheafification
of the functor S 7→ k[C(S, T )].

We now construct a functor C0 → Solid♥k , by mapping k[S] 7→ C(S, k)∨ ∈ Pro(Vectωk ) ⊂ Solid♥k . Now
for any map k[S] → k[T ] we need to construct a map C(S, k)∨ → C(T, k)∨. By the above characterization
of the mapping sets in C0, it is enough to construct compatible such maps for any continuous map Si → T ,
where Si ⊂ S is clopen.

Given a map Si → T , we have a map C(T, k)→ C(S, k) as follows: f ∈ C(T, k) is mapped to f̃ , where f̃

maps S\Si to 0, and maps Si as Si → T
f
−→ k. By taking duals, we get the desired map C(S, k)∨ → C(T, k)∨.

We have constructed a functor C0 → Solid♥k , and by left Kan extending we obtain a sifted-colimit-
preserving functor Cond(Vectk)→ Solid♥k , which we will call solidification.

2.3 Completed tensor product

We now describe a symmetric monoidal structure on ultrasolid k-vector spaces.

Proposition 2.13. The category Solid♥k is symmetric monoidal with a tensor product that commutes with

small colimits in each variable. It is given on compact objects by

∏

I

k ⊗
∏

J

k =
∏

I×J

k

Proof. Remember that Pro(Vectωk ) ∼= Vectopk , and the functor defined on compact objects is precisely the one
inherited from vector spaces. We can now extend this functor in the unique sifted-colimit-preserving way to
obtain a bifunctor −⊗− : Solid♥k × Solid♥k → Solid♥k .

Hence, the tensor product commutes with sifted colimits on each variable, so we only need to check that
it commutes with finite sums. It clearly commutes with finite sums on Pro(Vectωk ), and this will be preserved
by left Kan extension.

Proposition 2.14. Given V ∈ Solid♥k , there is an adjunction

−⊗ V : Solid♥k ⇆ Solid♥k : Hom(V,−)

9



such that
Hom(V,W )(

∏

I

k) = Hom(
∏

I

k ⊗ V,W )

Proof. The tensor product commutes with small colimits in each variable so by the adjoint functor theorem
([HTT], Corollary 5.5.2.9), we have such an adjunction in Solid♥,σ

k for any uncountable strong limit cardinal
σ (we are doing this one cardinal at a time so that our categories are presentable and we can apply the
adjoint functor theorem). Taking filtered colimits, we get the desired right adjoint.

The rest follows by the adjunction and the Yoneda embedding.

Although the category of ultrasolid modules is more complicated than the category of vector spaces, we
have similar behaviour with the tensor product.

Lemma 2.15. Every U ∈ Pro(Vectωk ) is flat as an object in Solid♥k .

Proof. Fix U ∈ Pro(Vectωk ). Suppose we have a map of ultrasolid modules V → W . Without loss of
generality, we may restrict ourselves to some cardinal σ. We have that Solid♥,σ

k
∼= Ind(Pro(Vectωk )<σ)

(Lemma 2.2), and by ([HTT], Proposition 5.3.5.15) Fun(∆1, Solid♥,σ
k ) ≃ Ind(Fun(∆1,Pro(Vectωk )<σ)). Then,

we may write V → W as a filtered colimit of maps Vi →Wi where each Vi,Wi ∈ Pro(Vectωk )<σ. Given that
finite limits commute with filtered colimits,

ker(V →W ) ∼= colimker(Vi →Wi)

Since U is flat in Pro(Vectωk ) and the tensor product commutes with filtered colimits, we get that

ker(U ⊗ V → U ⊗W ) ∼= colim
i

ker(U ⊗ Vi → U ⊗Wi) ∼= colim
i

U ⊗ (ker(Vi →Wi))

∼= U ⊗ colim
i

ker(Vi →Wi) ∼= U ⊗ ker(V →W )

Proposition 2.16. Every ultrasolid module is flat.

Proof. Every ultrasolid module can be written as a filtered colimit of profinite vector spaces, all of which are
flat. Hence, it suffices to see that filtered colimits of flat objects are flat. But this follows from the fact that
the tensor product commutes with colimits and filtered colimits are exact.

Example 2.17. This completed tensor product is well-behaved with respect to profinite constructions.
For example, we can consider the ultrasolid k-algebra (see Section 3.1) k[[x]] of formal power series in one
variable. The underlying ultrasolid module is

∏
n≥0 k.

One can now see that k[[x]] ⊗ k[[y]] = k[[x, y]]. This is because we can write k[[x]] =
∏

i≥0 kx
i, so that

k[[x]] ⊗ k[[y]] =
∏

i,j≥0 kx
iyj = k[[x, y]]. This equality is not true if one just takes the usual tensor product

of algebras, since the power series
∑

n x
nyn would be on the right-hand side but not on the left-hand side.

We finally establish some nice properties of the subcategory Pro(Vectωk ) ⊂ Solid♥k .

Proposition 2.18. The category of profinite modules Pro(Vectωk ) is closed under all small limits and finite

colimits, and inverse limits are exact in this category.

Additionally, the tensor product commutes with limits in each variable when restricted to profinite modules.

Proof. The first part is clear. To see that inverse limits are exact, notice that Pro(Vectωk )
∼= Vectopk , so the

result follows from the fact that filtered colimits of vector spaces are exact.
For the last part, it is easy to see that the monoidal structure on Pro(Vectωk ) is induced by the one on

Vectopk , so the result follows from the fact that the tensor product of vector spaces commutes with all colimits
in each variable.
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2.4 Chain complexes of ultrasolid modules

The category of ultrasolid k-modules admits enough projectives, given that for any V ∈ Solid♥k we have a
surjection

⊕∏
I k→V

∏
I k → V (restricting to a suitable cardinality). We can then form the derived category

Solidk, which we will always treat as an ∞-category ([HA], Definition 1.3.5.8).
We will also write Solidσk for the derived category of Solid♥,σ

k . That is, the∞-category of chain complexes
of σ-ultrasolid k-modules.

Remark 2.19. Write Modk for the∞-category of k-module spectra, which can also be identified with chain
complexes of k-modules ([HA], Proposition 7.1.1.15). Then, there is a fully faithful symmetric monoidal
colimit-preserving functor Modk → Solidk, given by k[0] 7→ k[0]. This is true on connective chain complexes
by ([HTT], Proposition 5.5.8.22) and then we can stabilise.

Alternatively, we can also describe Modk as finite-product-preserving functors (Vectωk )
op → Sp, where Sp

is the ∞-category of spectra.

For connective chain complexes we have the following, which is a consequence of ([HA], Proposition
1.3.3.14) and ([HTT], Proposition 5.5.8.15) by taking filtered colimits. For a reference on ∞-categorical
sifted cocompletions, also known as the PΣ construction, see ([HTT], §5.5.8).

Proposition 2.20. Let σ be an uncountable strong limit cardinal. Then, there is an equivalence of ∞-

categories

PΣ(Pro(Vect
ω
k )<σ) ≃ Solidσk,≥0

Let C be an ∞-category with sifted colimits. Then, there is an equivalence of ∞-categories

FunΣ(Solidk,≥0, C)
≃
−→ Fun(Pro(Vectk), C)

where FunΣ refers to the full subcategory of sifted-colimit-preserving functors. The inverse is given by left

Kan extension.

Remark 2.21. In particular, we can identify Solidk,≥0 with finite-product-preserving functors (Pro(Vectωk ))
op →

S that are the left Kan extension from (Pro(Vectωk )<σ)
op for some uncountable strong limit cardinal σ.

Then, Solidk ≃ Sp(Solidk,≥0) is the stabilization of Solidk,≥0 (see [HA], §1.4.2 for more on stabilization),
so it consists of finite-product-preserving functors (Pro(Vectωk ))

op → Sp that are left Kan extended from
(Pro(Vectωk )<σ)

op for some uncountable strong limit cardinal σ.
The k-linear structure on Pro(Vectωk ) means that if X : (Pro(Vectωk ))

op → Sp is an object in Solidk,
the functor X lands on k-module spectra. To see this, we can associate to X a functor (Pro(Vectωk ))

op →

Fun((Vectωk )
op, Sp) given by V 7→ X(V ⊗−). It is clear that each functor X(V ⊗−) preserves finite products,

so by Remark 2.19 we just constructed a functor X̃ : (Pro(Vectωk ))
op → Modk given by X̃(V ) = X(V ⊗−).

It is clear that we obtain X by forgetting X̃ from k-module spectra to spectra. Hence, X can be promoted
to a finite-product-preserving functor to k-module spectra in a canonical way.

Hence, Solidk can be identified with finite-product-preserving functors (Pro(Vectωk ))
op → Modk that are

left Kan extended from (Pro(Vectωk )<σ)
op for some σ.

Since Solidk is a stable ∞-category, for V,W ∈ Solidk, the mapping space Map(V,W ) can be promoted
to a spectrum MapS(V,W ) with Ω∞(MapS(V,W )) ≃ Map(V,W ). The k-linear structure on Solidk implies
that MapS(V,W ) has the structure of a k-module spectrum, which we will write as RHom(V,W ).

ForX ∈ Solidk and V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ), the k-module spectrumX(V ) is the mapping spectrum RHom(V [0], X).

Proposition 2.22. Filtered colimits commute with homology in Solidk.
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Proof. Let X ∈ Solidk, which we can consider as a functor (Pro(Vectωk ))
op → Modk. Then, the nth homology

is precisely πn ◦X : (Pro(Vectωk ))
op → Vectk. The result now follows from the fact that homology commutes

with filtered colimits in Modk, and colimits of ultrasolid modules are computed pointwise.

Compact objects in the ∞-category Solidk will be particularly simple.

Definition 2.23. Write Solidperfk for the full subcategory of V ∈ Solidk such that πi(V ) ∈ Pro(Vectωk ) for
all i and πi(V ) = 0 for |i| ≫ 0. These are the perfect ultrasolid k-modules.

Since all of the objects in Pro(Vectωk ) are projective, this can be identified with bounded complexes
of profinite vector spaces. This is also the smallest stable subcategory of Solidk containing V [0] for all
V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ) that is closed under retracts.

Finally, write Solidperf,σk for the perfect ultrasolid modules all of whose homology is σ-ultrasolid.
A chain complex V of ultrasolid modules is almost perfect if for every n it admits an n-connective map

M → V from a perfect chain complex M . We will write Solidaperfk for the full subcategory of almost perfect
chain complexes. By definition, any such complex is bounded below and has profinite homology in every
degree. Conversely, any bounded below complex with profinite homology is split, since all of its homology is
projective, so it is clear that it is almost perfect.

Remark 2.24. By taking duals, we can see that Solidperfk is contravariantly equivalent to the ∞-category
of bounded chain complexes of k-vector spaces (since all complexes are split in both categories, the dual
is straightforward to compute). Similarly, Solidaperfk is contravariantly equivalent to bounded above chain
complexes of k-vector spaces.

Proposition 2.25. Let σ be an uncountable strong limit cardinal. Then, there is an equivalence of ∞-

categories

Ind(Solidperf,σ
k ) ≃ Solidσk

and an object is compact if and only if it is perfect.

Proof. First we show that if V ∈ Pro(Vectωk )<σ, then V [0] is compact. By Remark 2.21, for X ∈ Solidk,
RHom(V [0], X) = X(V ). Filtered colimits of finite-product-preserving functors (Pro(Vectωk )<σ)

op → Modk

are computed pointwise, so it follows that RHom(V [0],−) commutes with filtered colimits. Then, we have
that Ω∞ ◦RHom(V [0],−) ≃Map(V [0],−) : Solidσk → S, and Ω∞ commutes with filtered colimits, so V [0] is
compact.

Since compact objects are closed under finite limits, colimits and retracts in a stable ∞-category, all
perfect objects are compact.

By ([HTT], Proposition 5.3.5.11), there is a fully faithful functor Ind(Solidperf,σk )→ Solidσk that preserves
filtered colimits. To show it is an equivalence, we only need to show that the image generates the entire
category under filtered colimits.

For V ∈ Solidk, we can write V = colimn τ≥nV , so we only need to show that perfect objects generate
connective chain complexes. We have that Solidk,≥0 ≃ PΣ(Pro(Vect

ω
k )) (Proposition 2.20) and by ([HTT],

Proposition 5.5.8.10) this category is compactly generated by retracts of finite colimits of objects of the form
V [0] for V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ), all of which are perfect.

Finally, we must show that any compact object is perfect. For this, if V ∈ Solidσk is compact, we can
write V as a filtered colimit V ≃ colimVi, where each Vi is perfect. Then, Map(V, V ) ≃ colimMap(V, Vi).
This means that the identity map V → V factors through some Vi, so V is a retract of a perfect chain
complex. We are now done since perfect chain complexes are closed under retracts.
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We can take filtered colimits of the ∞-categories of functors on ([HTT], Proposition 5.3.5.10) to obtain
the following.

Corollary 2.26. Let C be an ∞-category that admits filtered colimits. Then, restriction gives an equivalence

of ∞-categories

Funκ(Solidk, C)
≃
−→ Fun(Solidperfk , C)

where Funκ refers to the full subcategory of filtered-colimit-preserving functors. The inverse is given by left

Kan extension.

Remark 2.27. Solid♥k has a symmetric monoidal structure that is inherited by its model category of chain
complexes and then by Solidk ([HA], Proposition 4.1.7.10). We can apply the Künneth spectral sequence
(see Lemma 4.39) and since every ultrasolid module is flat we get that for A,B ∈ Solidk,

π∗(A⊗B) =
⊕

i+j=∗

πi(A)⊗ πj(B)

where the tensor product is derived.
This implies that there is no ambiguity between the derived and the underived tensor product of chain

complexes, since they always give the same result.

Chain complexes with profinite homology are very well-behaved.

Proposition 2.28. Let Solidprok ⊂ Solidk be the full subcategory of objects with profinite homology; that is,

those V ∈ Solidk with πi(V ) ∈ Pro(Vectωk ) for all i. Then,

1. Solidprok is stable under small limits and finite colimits.

2. Inverse limits commute with homology in Solidprok .

3. The tensor product commutes in each variable with small limits in Solidprok .

4. Solidprok,≥0 ≃ Solidaperfk,≥0 is closed under geometric realisations and inverse limits.

Proof. Any complex in Solidprok is split and has projective homology, so we can see that for V ∈ Solidprok its
dual satisfies V ∨ ≃

⊕
n πn(V )∨[−n], so V ∨ is in Modk ⊂ Solidk and πn(V ∨) = π−n(V )∨. We can take duals

again to obtain V as its own double dual. Objects being split with projective homology in both Solidprok

and Modk makes the computation of mapping spaces trivial, so we can see that duality gives an equivalence
Solidprok ≃Modop

k . We can check directly on objects that this is symmetric monoidal as well.
Duality takes colimits to limits, and since Modk is closed under colimits we see that Solidprok is closed

under all limits. It is stable, so it is also closed under finite colimits. Statements 2 and 3 now follow from
the dual statements in Modk.

For the last part, we saw that Solidprok is closed under inverse limits and that inverses limits commute
with homology in Solidprok , so Solidprok,≥0 is closed under inverse limits. Let V• be a simplicial object in
Solidaperfk,≥0 . Then, τ≤n|V•| = τ≤n colim∆op

≤n+1
V• ([HTT], Lemma 6.5.3.10). Since Solidprok,≥0 is closed under

finite colimits, we see that colim∆op

≤n+1
V• ∈ Solidprok,≥0. This is true for every n so it has profinite homology

and |V•| ∈ Solidprok,≥0.

The dual statement of the last part gives us that Modk,≤0 ⊂ Solidk is closed under totalisations.

Lemma 2.29. Filtered colimits commute with totalisations in Modk,≤0. Dually, inverse limits commute

with geometric realisations in Solidaperfk,≥0 .
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Proof. Let {V •
i } be a filtered system of cosimplicial objects in Modk,≤0. It suffices to show that the map

τ≥n lim−→
Tot(V •

i ) → τ≥n Tot(lim−→
V •
i ) is an equivalence for every n < 0. Since homology commutes with

filtered colimits in Modk, we need to show that the natural map lim
−→

τ≥n Tot(V •
i ) → τ≥n Tot(lim−→

V •
i ) is an

equivalence.
By ([HTT], Proposition 6.5.3.10), it suffices to show that the map

lim
−→

lim
∆≤n+1

V •
i → lim

∆≤n+1

lim
−→

V •
i

is n-coconnective for all n. This is true since colimits and finite limits commute in a stable ∞-category.

3 Ultrasolid commutative algebra

3.1 Ultrasolid k-algebras and their modules

Definition 3.1. An ultrasolid k-algebra is a commutative algebra object in the category Solid♥k . We write
CAlg�,♥

k for the category of ultrasolid k-algebras.

Remark 3.2. The category of ultrasolid k-algebras is the category of algebras over the free utrasolid k-
algebra monad on Solid♥k ([HA], Example 4.7.3.11), which we will write as LSym∗. By ([HA], Proposition
3.1.3.13), this monad is given on V ∈ Solid♥k by

LSym∗(V ) :=
⊕

n≥0

V ⊗n
Σn

We will write LSymn : Solid♥k → Solid♥k for the functor V 7→ V ⊗n
Σn

.
For V =

∏
I k, we have that

LSym∗(V ) =
⊕

n≥0

∏

In
Σn

k

This can be thought of as the power series ring on variables {xi}i∈I where we allow arbitrary sums of same
degree monomials. That is, we allow

∑
i∈I xi and

∑
i,j∈I xixj but we don’t allow

∑
n≥0 x

n
i . More precisely,

this k-algebra has a natural grading, and as a graded k-algebra, we can write it as lim
←−J⊂I

LSym∗(
∏

J k),
where the inverse limit is taken over all finite subsets J ⊂ I. Instead, we can take this inverse limit in the
category of graded ultrasolid k-algebras, embedding each LSym∗(

∏
J k) into ultrasolid k-algebras via the

symmetric monoidal embedding Mod♥
k −֒→ Solid♥k . The underlying ultrasolid k-algebra is LSym∗(V ).

We can also consider completions of these algebras with respect to their maximal ideal
⊕

n>0 LSymn(V ).

L̂Sym∗(V ) =
∏

n≥0

V ⊗n
Σn

(see Construction 5.5 for the multiplicative structure on L̂Sym
∗
(V )). Similarly, this is the ring of formal

power series on variables {xi}i∈I where we allow any infinite sum of distinct monomials of any degree.

Remark 3.3. Even though we are not working with derived functors yet, we are still referring to the
symmetric algebra monad as LSym∗. This will be in order to not confuse it with the Sym∗ monad used to
define E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras.

Definition 3.4. Let A be an ultrasolid k-algebra. Then, we will write Solid♥A for the category of A-modules
in Solid♥k .
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Proposition 3.5. There is a monadic adjunction

−⊗A : Solid♥k ⇆ Solid♥A : forget

The category Solid♥k is generated by compact projectives of the form V ⊗A, where V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ), and there

are enough projectives. It is abelian, complete and cocomplete and satisfies the same Grothendieck axioms

as Solid♥k .

Proof. The proof follows in the same way as the classical case. Since the forgetful functor commutes with
small limits and colimits, it is a monadic adjunction.

This adjunction makes it clear that V ⊗A, where V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ), generate. Also, HomSolid♥
A
(V ⊗A,−) ∼=

HomSolid♥
k
(V,−), and since V is compact projective in Solid♥k and colimits of A-modules are computed in

Solid♥k , the objects V ⊗A are compact and projective in Solid♥A.
ForM ∈ Solid♥A, we have a surjection

⊕
V→M A⊗V , where we are taking the sum over all V ∈ Pro(Vectωk )

with a map V →M (by restricting to a suitable cardinality), so there are enough projectives.
The last statement follows from the equivalent result in Solid♥k since limits and colimits can be computed

there and the forgetful functor is conservative.

Definition 3.6. We write SolidA for the ∞-category of chain complexes of A-modules.

The ∞-category SolidA inherits a symmetric monoidal structure from Solid♥A. In order to compute Tor

groups, we need to check that projectives are flat.

Proposition 3.7. Let A be an ultrasolid k-algebra and V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ). Then, V ⊗A is flat as an A-module.

Proof. For M ∈ Solid♥A, we can write M ⊗A (V ⊗ A) = M ⊗ V . The forgetful functor Solid♥A → Solid♥k
preserves small limits and colimits, so tensoring by V ⊗A preserves exactness, since V is flat as an ultrasolid
k-module (Proposition 2.16).

Remark 3.8. In particular, to compute M ⊗L
A N for M,N ∈ Solid♥A, we can resolve M by projectives of

the form
⊕

I Vi ⊗A with Vi ∈ Pro(Vectωk ), and take the tensor product with N .

3.2 Coherent ultrasolid k-algebras

Example 3.9. Remember that a commutative ring R is coherent if every finitely generated ideal of R is
finitely presented.

Finitely presented R-modules are precisely the compact objects in Mod♥R, so another way to phrase
coherence is that a ring is coherent if and only if the subcategory of compact objects of Mod♥R is closed under
finite limits ([vDdBhvddb]). Notice that then (Mod♥

R)
ω forms an abelian category.

Coherence is arguably a more well-behaved notion than that of a Noetherian ring, which is often too
strong. In this section we discuss coherent ultrasolid k-algebras and some of their properties.

Definition 3.10. An ultrasolid k-algebra R is coherent if the subcategory of compact objects of Solid♥R is
closed under finite limits.

We will first try to characterise the compact objects in Solid♥R and then find some examples of ultrasolid
k-algebras that are indeed coherent. Throughout the rest of this section we fix an ultrasolid k-algebra R.
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Definition 3.11. Let R be an ultrasolid k-algebra.
An R-module M is profinitely generated if it admits a surjection R⊗ V ։M for some V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ).
An R-module M is profinitely presented if there is an exact sequence of the form

R⊗ V → R⊗W →M → 0

for some V,W ∈ Pro(Vectωk ).

Proposition 3.12. An R-module is profinitely presented if and only if it is a compact object in Solid♥R.

Proof. Let V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ). Remember that from the adjunction with ultrasolid k-modules,

HomSolid♥
R
(R⊗ V,−) ∼= HomSolid♥

k
(V,−)

Colimits of R-modules are formed in Solid♥k and V is compact in Solid♥k . It follows that R⊗ V is compact.
Given that compact objects are closed under finite colimits, we get that all profinitely presented R-modules
are compact.

Conversely, suppose M ∈ Solid♥R is compact. We will first show that M can be written as a filtered
colimit of profinitely presented modules. For V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ), any element in M(V ) can be identified with
a map V ⊗ R → M , so M(V ) lies in the image of a profinitely generated R-module. Then, we see that
M can be written as a colimit of its profinitely generated submodules (restricting to a suitable cardinality).
This colimit is filtered because if {Mi} a finite diagram of profinitely generated modules admitting each a
surjection from Vi⊗R with Vi ∈ Pro(Vectωk ), then colimMi admits a surjection from R⊗

⊕
Vi. We may then

just show that a profinitely generated module can be written as a filtered colimit of profinitely presented
modules.

If M is profinitely generated, then M ∼= coker(N → (V ⊗R)) for some N ∈ Solid♥R and V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ).
Again, we can write N as a filtered colimit of profinitely generated modules, which gives us a surjection
lim
−→

Wi⊗R→ N , where each Wi ∈ Pro(Vectωk ). This expresses M as a filtered colimit of profinitely presented
modules. Hence, any R-module can be obtained as a filtered colimit of profinitely presented modules.

M is compact, so the identity map must factor through a profinitely presented module, which implies
that M is a retract of a profinitely presented R-module. Hence, it suffices to show that retracts of profinitely
presented R-modules are profinitely presented. We will prove the slightly more general fact that if

0→M1 →M2 →M3 → 0

is a short exact sequence of R-modules, M2 is profinitely presented and M1 is profinitely generated, then
M3 is profinitely presented. The argument is taken from [Sta23, Tag 0517] and adapted to our situation.

Choose a profinite presentation
R⊗ U → R⊗ V →M2 → 0

and a surjection R ⊗ W ։ M1 for some U, V,W ∈ Pro(Vectωk ). By projectivity, we can factorise the
composition R⊗W →M1 →M2 as R ⊗W → R⊗ V →M2. We now claim that the sequence

R⊗ (U ⊕W )
f
−→ R ⊗ V

g
−→M3 → 0

is exact (we have labelled the arrows for ease of notation).
g is surjective because it is a composition of surjections R⊗ V →M2 →M3. It is clear that g ◦ f = 0 by

construction, so Im f ⊂ ker g. It remains to show that Im f ⊃ ker g. Since R⊗ U is contained in the kernel,

it is enough to show the surjectivity after quotienting by R ⊗ U . We get a sequence R ⊗W
f̃
−→ M2 → M3,

but we have a factorisation R⊗W ։M1 →M2 →M3, so it is clear that R⊗W surjects onto the kernel of
M2 →M3.
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We now introduce a rich variety of coherent ultrasolid k-algebras.

Lemma 3.13. Let R be an ultrasolid k-algebra such that the underlying ultrasolid k-module is profinite.

Then, it is coherent.

Additionally, an R-module is profinitely presented if and only if the underlying ultrasolid module is profi-

nite.

Proof. We may only show the second part, since any limit of R-modules is computed in k-modules, and finite
limits of profinite modules are profinite.

Suppose M ∈ (Solid♥R)
ω (that is, M is a compact object in Solid♥R). Then, there is an exact sequence

R⊗ V → R⊗W →M → 0

where V,W ∈ Pro(Vectωk ). Since R is profinite, R ⊗ V must be profinite (Proposition 2.18). Hence, M is a
cokernel of profinite modules, so it is profinite.

Conversely, suppose M ∈ Solid♥R is such that the underlying ultrasolid k-module is profinite. Then, it
admits a surjection of ultrasolid k-modules V →M , where V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ) (for example, by taking V =M),
which extends to a surjection of R-modules R ⊗ V → M . Clearly, the kernel is profinite so we can repeat
the argument to get an exact sequence of the form R⊗W → R⊗ V →M → 0, where W ∈ Pro(Vectωk ).

Example 3.14. In particular, if R is an ordinary complete local Noetherian k-algebra with residue field k,
we can write R = lim

←−
R/mi, where m is its maximal ideal. The fact that it is Noetherian implies that all

of the R/mi are finite-dimensional k-vector spaces, so if we take this inverse limit as an ultrasolid k-module
we get a profinite k-module. Hence, by Lemma 3.13, complete local Noetherian k-algebras with residue field
k are coherent as ultrasolid k-algebras (when given the appropriate ultrasolid structure coming from the
maximal ideal).

Remark 3.15. It is not known to the author whether a discrete Noetherian k-algebra is coherent when
considered as a discrete ultrasolid k-algebra. If we consider the ring k[x] as an ultrasolid k-algebra, the
projectives of the category of ultrasolid k[x]-modules are of the form k[x]⊗

∏
I k. We can now write this as

⊕

n≥0

∏

i∈I

kxni

and there is no obvious reason why the kernel of a map between k[x]-modules of this form should be profinitely
generated.

3.3 Complete profinite ultrasolid k-algebras

We have already seen in Lemma 3.13 that a good class of examples of coherent ultrasolid k-algebras are
those whose underlying ultrasolid k-module is profinite. If we actually ask for completeness, we can have
many properties similar to those of complete local Noetherian k-algebras.

Definition 3.16. An augmented ultrasolid k-algebra is an ultrasolid k-algebraR equipped with a map R→ k

such that its composition with the unit k → R is the identity on k. We write CAlg�,♥
k//k for the category of

augmented ultrasolid k-algebras.
Given R ∈ CAlg�,♥

k//k, there is an augmentation ideal m, defined as the kernel of the map R → k. The
adic filtration on R given by the image of m⊗Rn in R. This induces a sequence of successive quotients

· · · → R/m3 → R/m2 → R/m ∼= k
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An augmented ultrasolid k-algebra is complete if the natural map R→ lim
←−

R/mn is an isomorphism.
A complete profinite ultrasolid k-algebra is a complete augmented ultrasolid k-algebra whose underlying

ultrasolid k-module is profinite.

Remark 3.17. Each map R→ R/mn and R/mn+1 → R/mn is the corresponding quotient map of algebras,
so the map R → R/mn is a map of ultrasolid k-algebras. Hence, if R is complete, R ∼= lim

←−
R/mn as an

ultrasolid k-algebra.

Proposition 3.18. Suppose R ∈ CAlg�,♥
k//k is complete. Then, for V ∈ Solid♥k , the map LSym∗(V ) →

L̂Sym
∗
(V ) induces an equivalence

Hom
CAlg�,♥

k//k

(L̂Sym
∗
(V ), R)

∼=
−→ Hom

CAlg�,♥
k//k

(LSym(V ), R)

Proof. Let m be the augmentation ideal of R. Then,

Hom
CAlg�,♥

k//k

(L̂Sym
∗
(V ), R) = lim

←−
Hom

CAlg�,♥
k//k

(L̂Sym
∗
(V ), R/mn)

Since we are restricting to maps of augmented k-algebras, the augmentation ideal I of L̂Sym
∗
(V ) maps to

m. This ideal is nilpotent in each R/mn, so any map L̂Sym
∗
(V ) → R/mn factors through L̂Sym

∗
(V )/In.

This gives an isomorphism

Hom
CAlg�,♥

k//k

(L̂Sym
∗
(V ), R/mn) ∼= Hom

CAlg�,♥
k//k

(L̂Sym
∗
(V )/In, R/mn)

∼= Hom
CAlg�,♥

k//k

(LSym∗(V )/Jn, R/mn)

where J is the augmentation ideal of LSym∗(V ). Here we used that LSym∗(V )/Jn ∼=
⊕

m<n LSymm(V ) ∼=

L̂Sym
∗
(V )/In. By a similar argument,

HomCAlg�
k//k

(LSym∗(V )/Jn, R/mn) ∼= HomCAlg�
k//k

(LSym∗(V ), R/mn)

The result follows.

Remark 3.19. If R is a complete local Noetherian k-algebra with residue field k and augmentation ideal m,
we can construct the ultrasolid k-algebra lim

←−
R/mi. For a complete local Noetherian k-algebra with residue

field k and augmentation ideal n, we have that

Hom
CAlg�,♥

k//k

(lim
←−

R/mi, lim
←−

S/nj) ∼= lim
←−

Hom
CAlg�,♥

k//k

(R/mi, S/ni)

The same argument from the previous proof gives the same mapping space computed in the category of
complete local Noetherian k-algebras with residue field k. Thus, we have an embedding from complete local
Noetherian k-algebras with residue field k into ultrasolid k-algebras whose image is precisely those complete
ultrasolid k-algebras whose successive quotients of the adic filtration are all finite-dimensional vector spaces.

Proposition 3.20. Let A be an augmented ultrasolid k-algebra that is complete and profinite and let M be

an A-module that is profinitely presented. Then, M is complete.

That is, if m is the augmentation ideal of A, the natural map M
≃
−→ lim
←−n

M/mnM is an isomorphism.

Proof. We first show this for M = A⊗V , where V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ). Then, M/mnM ∼= V ⊗(A/mn). Each piece
A/mn is profinite, since it is a finite colimit of profinite modules. The tensor product of profinite ultrasolid
modules commutes with inverse limits (Proposition 2.18), so the result follows by the completeness of A.

For general M , it can be written as a finite colimit of A-modules of the form A⊗ V for V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ).
We checked the result for this class of A-modules, and inverse limits are exact and commute with the tensor
product in profinite ultrasolid modules (Proposition 2.18), so we are done.
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Proposition 3.21 (Ultrasolid Nakayama). Let A ∈ CAlg�,♥
k//k be complete and profinite. Suppose that

M ∈ Solid♥A is profinite and m⊗A M =M , where m is the augmentation ideal of A. Then, M = 0.

Proof. By Lemma 3.13, being profinite is equivalent to being profinitely presented, and by Proposition 3.20M
must be complete. We have m⊗AM =M , so m⊗AM/mn =M/mn. Inductively M/mn ∼= m

n⊗AM/mn ∼= 0

so we can conclude that M/mn = 0. Hence, M = lim
←−

M/mn = 0.

4 E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras

4.1 Free algebras and profinite chains of condensed anima

We have seen that Solidk is a symmetric monoidal∞-category. Hence, we can do the usual constructions.

Definition 4.1. An E∞ ultrasolid k-algebra is a commutative algebra object in Solidk ([HA], Definition
2.1.3.1). We will write CAlg�k for the ∞-category of E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras, and CAlg�,cn

k for the full
subcategory of connective objects.

Given an E∞ ultrasolid k-algebra A, the ∞-category of modules over A is written as SolidA.

Remark 4.2. An analogue of Proposition 3.5 is true for modules over E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras, with an
identical proof.

Remark 4.3. The ∞-category of E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras is the ∞-category of algebras over the Sym∗

monad ([HA], Example 4.7.3.11). For V ∈ Solidk we have

Sym∗(V ) =
⊕

n≥0

V ⊗n
hΣn

And we will refer to each functor V 7→ V ⊗n
hΣn

as Symn.
We will write CAlg�A := (CAlgk)

�
A/ for the ∞-category of E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras under A ∈ CAlg�k .

This∞-category can also be written as algebras over the Sym∗
A monad on SolidA,≥0 ([HA], Example 4.7.3.11)

given by
Sym∗

A(V ) =
⊕

n≥0

V ⊗An
hΣn

We can apply the Barr-Beck-Lurie Theorem ([HA], Theorem 4.7.3.5) to see that CAlg�A is also monadic over
Solidk, and the monad is given by A⊗ Sym∗.

In the classical setting, Sym∗(k[0]) can be described via the homology of the symmetric groups, since
Symn(k[0]) ≃ C∗(BΣn, k). We can use condensed anima to obtain a similar description of free E∞ ultrasolid
k-algebras. See Example A.7 for a definition of the category of condensed anima.

Construction 4.4. Let S be an extremally disconnected space, which we may write as an inverse limit of
finite discrete spaces S = lim

←−
Si.

We define the profinite chains of S to be

Ĉ•(S, k) := lim
←−

C•(Si, k)

where the inverse limit is taken in Solidk and the functor C•(−, k) refers to k-valued chains on a space.
By Example A.7, this uniquely extends to a sifted-colimit-preserving functor

Ĉ•(−, k) : Cond(S)→ Solidk,≥0
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where Cond(S) is the ∞-category of condensed anima.
Actually, profinite chains commute with small colimits. This is because it clearly commutes with finite

coproducts of extremally disconnected spaces, so it will commute with small colimits when we left Kan
extend ([HTT], Proposition 5.5.8.15).

Remark 4.5. We will use throughout this section the fact that if S = lim
←−

Si is a profinite space, then
lim
←−

k[Si] = C(S, k)∨. This is because any continuous map S → k has finite image, so it factors through one
of the Si. Hence,

C(S, k)∨ ∼= (lim
−→

C(Si, k))
∨ =⇒ C(S, k)∨ ∼= lim

←−
k[Si]

This is also true at the level of chain complexes by Proposition 2.28, so that Ĉ•(S, k) ≃ C(S, k)
∨[0].

Remember that by Example A.7, there are fully faithful embeddings both from the 1-category of compact
Hausdorff spaces and the ∞-category of anima into condensed anima.

Lemma 4.6. If X ∈ Cond(S) is given by an anima, then profinite chains coincide with usual k-valued

chains.

Proof. This immediately follows from the fact that it agrees on finite discrete spaces and it preserves sifted
colimits.

Proposition 4.7. Let S be a compact Hausdorff space S, and write RΓ(S, k) ∈ Modk,≤0 for the sheaf

cohomology of the locally constant sheaf with value k on S. Then,

Ĉ•(S, k) ≃ RΓ(S, k)
∨

Proof. First we prove this for extremally disconnected S. Then, we have defined Ĉ•(S, k) ≃ (lim
←−

k[Si])[0]

where S = lim
←−

Si and the Si are all finite and discrete. Also, Ĉ•(S, k) ≃ C(S, k)∨[0] (Remark 4.5). By
([Wie69], Theorem 5.1), this is precisely RΓ(S, k)∨.

For general compact Hausdorff S, take a hypercover T• → S by extremally disconnected spaces. By
([HTT], Lemma 6.5.3.11), |T•| ≃ S as condensed anima. Since profinite chains commute with sifted colimits,
Ĉ•(S, k) ≃ |Ĉ•(Ti, k)| ≃ |C(Ti, k)

∨[0]|.
Given that Solidaperfk,≥0 is closed under geometric realisations (Proposition 2.28), this geometric realisation

belongs to Solidaperfk,≥0 and it is equivalent to its double dual. Hence, Ĉ•(S, k) ≃ Tot(C(Ti, k)[0])
∨.

We now claim that Tot(C(Ti, k)[0]) ≃ RΓ(S, k). This totalisation will live in Modk,≤0 ⊂ Solidk, since
there is a totalisation-preserving embedding Modk,≤0 → Solidk, from coconnective chain complexes of k-
modules to chain complexes of ultrasolid k-modules. Hence, we can perform the computation in Modk.

For a condensed set X , we write k[X ] for the free condensed k-module on X , which is projective if X is an
extremally disconnected space ([Sch19b], Lecture II). Then, by projectivity, RHomCond(Modk)(k[Ti][0], k[0]) ≃

HomCond(Mod♥
k )(k[Ti], k)[0] ≃ C(Ti, k)[0]. Also, by Lemma A.6, k[S][0] ≃ |k[T•][0]|. Hence,

Tot(C(Ti, k)[0]) ≃ Tot(RHomCond(Modk)(k[Ti][0], k[0])) ≃ RHomCond(Modk)(k[S][0], k[0])

We are now done by ([Sch19b], Theorem 3.1) since this is exactly the sheaf cohomology of S.

Lemma 4.8. There is a Künneth isomorphism for profinite chains. That is, for X,Y ∈ Cond(S),

Ĉ•(X × Y, k) ≃ Ĉ•(X, k)⊗ Ĉ•(Y, k)
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Proof. By expanding sifted colimits in each variable, we may just show this for X and Y extremally discon-
nected. We now have the problem that X × Y is not necessarily extremally disconnected, although it will
always be profinite.

If S = lim
←−

Si is profinite, by Proposition 4.7, Ĉ•(S, k) ≃ RΓ(S, k)∨, and by ([Wie69], Theorem 5.1)
this is concentrated in degree zero, so Ĉ•(S, k) ≃ C(S, k)∨[0] ≃ lim

←−
k[Si][0]. Hence, we can see that the

Ĉ• : ProFin→ Solidk coincides with the inverse-limit-preserving extension of the functor sending a finite set
S to k[S][0]. Writing X = lim

←−
Xi and Y = lim

←−
Yi as inverse limits of finite sets,

Ĉ•(X × Y, k) ≃ Ĉ•(lim←−
Xi × Yi, k) ≃ lim

←−
Ĉ•(Xi × Yi, k) ≃ lim

←−
(Ĉ•(Xi, k)⊗ Ĉ•(Yi, k)) ≃ Ĉ•(X, k)⊗ Ĉ•(Y, k)

where in the last equality we used that inverse limits of profinite modules commute with the tensor product
(Proposition 2.28).

Example 4.9. Remember that if V is a vector space, we can think of V ⊗n
hΣn

as k-valued chains on the
homotopy orbits of the space ((S0)∨ dimV )∧n. It is possible to make a similar interpretation for V =

∏
I k[0].

Given a set I, we can associate the profinite space Î. This space is the inverse limit of {∗} ⊔ Si where
Si ⊂ I is finite. The transition maps are contravariant with respect to inclusion and project extra elements
onto the base point.

V =
∏

I k is equivalent to profinite chains on the condensed anima Î, due to our characterization of
profinite chains on profinite spaces. By the Künneth isomorphism, V ⊗n = Ĉ•(Î

∧n, k). Profinite chains
commute with colimits, so V ⊗n

hΣn
are profinite chains on the homotopy orbits Î∧n

hΣn
.

We can think of Î as a profinite wedge of 0-spheres. When V =
∏

I k[n] we can take the suspension of
this construction to obtain a profinite wedge of spheres and have a higher-dimensional analogue.

We will now give an explicit description of π∗(Sym∗(V [0])) for V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ) in terms of Dyer-Lashof
operations. These operations and their relations were originally computed by Araki-Kudo [KA56], Dyer-
Lashof [DL62], Cohen-Lada-May [CLM07] and Bruner-May-McClure-Steinberger [Ste87].

Firstly, we will try to understand each piece Symn on profinite vector spaces.

Lemma 4.10. Let n ≥ 0.

1. Symn and Sym∗ commute with sifted colimits.

2. Symn preserves the category Solidaperfk,≥0 and commutes with inverse limits when restricted to this cate-

gory.

Proof. Remember that Symn(V ) ≃ V ⊗n
hΣn

so it is clear that it commutes with sifted colimits, since the tensor
product does. Hence, Sym∗ =

⊕
n≥0 Sym

n also commutes with sifted colimits.
Let V ∈ Solidaperfk,≥0 . By applying the Bousfield-Kan formula ([Sha23], §12), we can write Symn(V )

as a geometric realisation of objects of the form k[Σi
n] ⊗ V ⊗n. By Proposition 2.28 each functor V 7→

k[Σi
n]⊗V

⊗n preserves Solidaperfk,≥0 and commutes with inverse limits. By Lemma 2.29, inverse limits commute
with geometric realisations in Solidaperfk,≥0 , so Symn must commute with inverse limits.

We now recall some classical results regarding the homology of free E∞-algebras. We will treat these
homotopy groups as bigraded objects, since they have both homotopical and polynomial grading.

Definition 4.11. Given an ∞-category C, we will write Gr C for the ∞-category of non-negatively graded
objects in C. That is, functors Zds

≥0 → C, where Zds
≥0 is the category of non-negative integers with only

identity morphisms.
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To ease notation, we will write Gr2 C := GrGr C for the∞-category of bigraded objects. GivenX ∈ Gr2 C,
there are two possible directions for grading, which we will call homotopical and polynomial.

If C is symmetric monoidal, Gr C inherits a symmetric monoidal structure by using Day convolution
([Gla16]).

Example 4.12. The functor π∗ ◦ Sym∗ : Solidk,≥0 → Gr2 Solid♥k naturally lands on bigraded ultrasolid
modules, where each piece π∗ ◦ Symn has polynomial grading n.

Definition 4.13. We will write Fgr : Gr2 Solid♥k → Gr2 Solid♥k for the free commutative algebra functor.
That is, for V ∈ Gr2 Solid♥k ,

Fgr(V ) =
⊕

n≥0

V ⊗n
Σn

Remark 4.14. Although we are calling some of the grading "homological", the previous construction is
completely 1-categorical. The reason for this naming is that the homology of the free algebras π∗ Sym∗(−)

is naturally bigraded. This has an obvious homological grading and the polynomial grading comes from the
Symn pieces.

Construction 4.15 (Dyer-Lashof operations). Let p be the characteristic of k.
If p > 0, for any n, r ∈ Z≥0 there is a map Qr : Sym∗(k[n+ r])→ Sym∗(k[n]), which we can consider as

a homotopy operation on E∞ k-algebras πn(−)→ πn+r(−). We also have the homotopy operation given by
the Bockstein homomorphism πn(−)→ πn−1(−). They satisfy the following relations:

1. (Additivity) Qr(x + y) = Qr(x) +Qr(y).

2. (Instability) Qrx = 0 if r < |x| for p = 2 or r < 2|x| for p > 2.

3. (Frobenius) Qrx = xp if r = |x|.

4. (Unit) Qr1 = 0 for r 6= 0.

5. (Cartan formula) Qr(xy) =
⊕

p+q=r Q
p(x)Qq(y).

6. (Adem relations) QrQs =
∑

i(−1)
r+i
(
(p−1)(i−s)−1

pi−r

)
Qr+s−iQi for r > ps.

7. (Stability) The natural suspension ΣQr : πn+1 → πn+r+1 coincides with Qr.

8. (Bockstein) If p > 2 and r ≥ ps,

QrβQs =
∑

i

(−1)r+i

(
(p− 1)(i− s)− 1

pi− r

)
βQr+s+iQi − (−1)r+i

(
(p− 1)(i − s)− 1

pi− r − 1

)
Qr+s−iQβQi

Suppose p = 2. Let V0 be the bigraded k-vector space with basis elements QJ := Qj1 . . . Qjr , where
J = (j1, . . . , jr) is a sequence of non-negative integers such that ji ≤ 2ji+1 and j1 − j2 − · · · − jr > 0. The
element QJ has homological grading j1 + · · ·+ jr and polynomial grading pr.

Suppose p > 2. Let V0 be the bigraded k-vector space with basis elements QJ := βε1Qj1 . . . βεrQjr , where
J = (j1, ε1, . . . , jr, εr) is a sequence with the ji non-negative integers and εi ∈ {0, 1} such that psi−εi ≥ si−1

for 2 ≤ j ≤ r and

2s1 −

r∑

i=2

2si(p− 1)− εi > 0

QJe0 has homological degree
∑r

i=1 2si(p− 1)− εi and polynomial grading pr.
Notice that, for every i, the subspace (V0)i of elements in homological degree i is finite-dimensional.
If p = 0, we set V0 = k, with polynomial degree 1 and homological degree 0.
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Theorem 4.16 ([Ste87], IX, Theorem 2.1). There is an isomorphism of bigraded k-algebras

π∗ Sym
∗(k[0]) ∼= Fgr(V0)

Remark 4.17. This isomorphism is also true when the characteristic of k is zero by Proposition 5.8 (3).

Remark 4.18. This gives us a good understanding of the functor Vectωk → Gr2 Vectk given by V 7→

π∗ Sym
∗(V [0]). Since the free algebra functor takes coproducts to tensor products, we see that

π∗ Sym
∗(V [0]) ∼= Fgr(V0 ⊗ V )

However, in order to make this isomorphism natural we need to adjust the k-action on V0 by an appropriate
power of the Frobenius.

Construction 4.19 (Frobenius twist). We endow V0 with the structure of a k-bimodule as follows: we give
it its natural left k-action, and a right k-action where if x is of polynomial degree r, x · λ := λp

r

x.
To emphasize this Frobenius twist, for V ∈ Vectωk , we will write V0 ⊗Φ V for the tensor product with

respect to the right k-action described above. The k-action on V0 ⊗Φ V is given by the left k-action on V0.
For V ∈ Vectωk , V0⊗ΦV must be in Gr2 Vectωk (this is easily verifiable for V = k and we can expand other

finite-dimensional vector spaces as sums). Thus, by right Kan extending we obtain a functor Pro(Vectωk )→

Gr2 Pro(Vectωk ), which we will still write as V 7→ V0 ⊗
Φ V .

Proposition 4.20. Let V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ). Then, there is a natural isomorphism of bigraded ultrasolid algebras

Fgr(V0 ⊗
Φ V ) ∼= π∗ Sym

∗(V [0])

where the element QJ ⊗Φ v is sent to QJ(v).

Proof. We will first show the above natural isomorphism for V ∈ Vectωk . Then it is true on objects by
Theorem 4.16. We must now prove naturality.

Write α : V0 ⊗
Φ V → π∗ Sym

∗(V [0]) for the map given by QJ ⊗Φ v 7→ QJ(v). If f : V → W is a map
in Vectωk , we need to show that for v ∈ V , QJ(f(v)) = α(f∗(QJ ⊗Φ v)), where f∗ : V0 ⊗

Φ V → V0 ⊗
Φ W is

induced by the map V → W . Since Dyer-Lashof operations are additive and so is the tensor product, it is
enough to show this for V =W = k. Hence, the map is given by multiplying by some λ ∈ k.

Then, using the Cartan formula, instability and Frobenius, we get that QJ(λv) = λp
r

QJ(v), where r is
the polynomial degree of QJ . On the other hand, QJ ⊗Φ λv = QJ · λ ⊗Φ v = λp

r

(QJ ⊗ v). This shows the
isomorphism is natural.

To extend the natural isomorphism for all of Pro(Vectωk ), it suffices to show that both functors com-
mute with inverse limits. Each π∗ Sym

n(−[0]) : Pro(Vectωk ) → Gr2 Solid♥k commutes with inverse limits by
Lemma 4.10 and Proposition 2.28, and each of these pieces has different polynomial grading. It follows that
π∗ Sym

∗(−[0]) commutes with inverse limits.
The functor V 7→ V0⊗

ΦV commutes with inverse limits by definition. Since the tensor product of profinite
vector spaces commutes with inverse limits and finite colimits, each piece (V0⊗

ΦV )Σn commutes with inverse
limits. Each of these pieces is made up of elements of polynomial degree at least n, so Fgr(V0 ⊗

Φ −) :

Pro(Vectωk )→ Gr2 Solid♥k must also commute with inverse limits.

4.2 The cotangent complex

We will use the formalism of ([HA], Section 7) in order to be able to talk about the cotangent complex.
We will need a few adjustments since usually presentability of categories is assumed. As usual, we will make
the construction one cardinal at a time and then take a filtered colimit.
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Construction 4.21. Let σ be an uncountable strong limit cardinal and let CAlg�,σ
k be the ∞-category

of connective E∞ σ-ultrasolid k-algebras. Using ([HA], Theorem 7.3.4.18), there exists a tangent bundle
Tσ → CAlg�,σ

k , where Tσ consists of a category of pairs (A,M) where A ∈ CAlg�,σ
k and M ∈ Sp(CAlg�,σ

/A ) ≃

SolidσA ([HA], Corollary 7.3.4.14).
This leads to adjunctions

L : CAlg�,σ
k ⇆ Tσ : G

where the left adjoint sends A ∈ CAlg�,σ
k to LA ∈ SolidA and G sends (A,M) to A ⊕ M , the trivial

square-zero extension of A by M .
We can form a relative version of the cotangent complex. That is, for any map A → B in CAlg�,σ

k we
can assign LB/A ∈ SolidB such that there is always a cofibre sequence

B ⊗A LA → LB → LB/A

The absolute cotangent LA is actually LA/k, since k is initial in the ∞-category CAlg�,σ
k ([HA], Corollary

7.3.3.15).
More generally, for any maps A→ B → C in CAlg�,σ

k , there is a cofibre sequence

C ⊗B LB/A → LC/A → LC/B

Remark 4.22. If σ < σ′, we can compute the cotangent complex of A ∈ CAlg�,σ
k either in CAlg�,σ

k or
CAlg�,σ′

k by left Kan extending, leading to Lσ
A and Lσ′

A . However, since left Kan extension is adjoint to
restriction, for V ∈ Solidσ

′

k,≥0.

MapSolidσ′

k
(Lσ′

A , V ) ≃Map
CAlg�,σ′

k//A

(A,A⊕ V ) ≃ Map
CAlg�,σ

k//A

(A,A⊕ V ) ≃ MapSolidσ
k
(Lσ

A, V )

so that Lσ′

A is the left Kan extension of Lσ
A.

This means that the cotangent complex does not change as we increase cardinality, so for A ∈ CAlg�k ,
we have a well-defined cotangent complex.

The cotangent complex is useful for detecting connectivity. The following is a combination of ([HA],
Lemma 7.4.3.17) and the proof of ([HA], Corollary 7.4.3.2).

Lemma 4.23. Suppose that f : A→ B is an n-connective map in CAlg�,cn
k . That is, πi(A)→ πi(B) is an

isomorphism for i < n and surjective for i = n. Then, LB/A is n-connective. The converse holds if f is an

isomorphism on π0.

We recall the following definitions and results from ([HA], §7.4.1).

Definition 4.24. A map A→ B in CAlg�k is a square-zero extension if there is a pullback diagram

A B

B B ⊕M [1]

dη

d0

where M ∈ SolidB, the maps d0 and dη are maps in CAlg�k//B and the map d0 is classified by the zero map
LB →M [1] (so it is the B-algebra map B → B ⊕M [1]).

A map f : A→ B is an n-small extension if

1. fib(f) ∈ Solidk,[n,2n]
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2. The multiplication map fib(f)⊗A fib(f)→ B is null-homotopic.

Remark 4.25. Suppose the map f : A→ B is a square-zero extension. This means we have a commutative
diagram

A B

B B ⊕M [1]

B

f

g dη

idd0

id

which implies g = f . This means that in the pullback diagram for a square-zero extension both maps A→ B

always coincide.

Proposition 4.26 ([HA], Corollary 7.4.1.27). Any n-small extension is a square-zero extension.

We will later need the following lemma to understand maps with vanishing cotangent complex. The main
argument can be found in the proof of ([SAG], Lemma B.1.2.1).

Lemma 4.27. Let f : A→ B be a map of connective E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras such that

1. π0(A)→ π0(B) is surjective.

2. π1LB/A = 0.

Let I = ker(π0(A)→ π0(B)). Then, I = I2.

Proof. Let R = π0(A)/I
2. By Proposition 4.26, we have a pullback diagram

R π0B

π0B π0B ⊕ Σ(I/I2)

η

η0

where the maps η0, η are in CAlg�k//π0(B) and η0 corresponds to the natural inclusion.
Since LB/A is 2-connective, we get that

MapCAlg�
A//π0(B)

(B, π0(B)⊕ Σ(I/I2)) ≃MapSolidB
(LB/A,Σ(I/I

2))

≃ ∗

Hence, the map B
τ≤0
−−→ π0(B)

η
−→ π0(B) ⊕ Σ(I/I2) is the one corresponding to the composition B

τ≤0
−−→

π0(B)
η0
−→ π0(B) ⊕ Σ(I/I2) of the truncation and the inclusion. By the universal property of the limit R,

the truncation map B → π0(B) factors through R.
Passing to connected components, the quotient map π0(A)/I2 → π0(A)/I admits a section s : π0(A)/I →

π0(A)/I
2 as a map of π0(A)-algebras. We have the triangle

π0(A) π0(A)/I

π0(A)/I
2

s

where the maps with source π0(A) are the natural quotient maps. Hence, the composition I −֒→ π0(A) →

π0(A)/I
2 is trivial, so I ⊆ I2. The other inclusion is trivial so I = I2.
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We will now show that each step in the Postnikov tower is a square-zero extension. This was first shown
for E∞-rings by Basterra [dRB99] and Kriz [Kri93].

We have the following characterization of truncated objects and the truncation functors. We adapt the
proof of ([HA], Proposition 7.1.3.14).

Proposition 4.28. Let R ∈ CAlg�,cn
k and A ∈ CAlg�,cn

R , with R connective. Then, the following are

equivalent:

1. πi(A) = 0 for i > n.

2. A is an n-truncated object in CAlg�,cn
R . That is, for each B ∈ CAlg�,cn

R , the space MapCAlg�
R
(B,A) is

n-truncated (so its ith homotopy group vanishes for i > n).

Write τ≤n : CAlg�R → τ≤n CAlg
�

R for the left adjoint to the inclusion of n-truncated objects. Then, it

coincides with truncation on Solidk. That is, the underlying chain complex of τ≤nA is n-truncated and the

map A→ τ≤nA is n-connective.

Proof. ((1) =⇒ (2)) Suppose πi(A) = 0 for i > n. Consider the functor X : (CAlg�R)
op → S represented

by A. We wish to show that for any B ∈ CAlg�R, the space X(B) is n-truncated.
The functor X commutes with limits and n-truncated spaces are closed under limits ([HTT], Proposition

5.5.6.5), so we only need to show this for B of the form Sym∗
R(R ⊗ V ), where V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ), since these

objects generate CAlg�,cn
R under sifted colimits. Then,

MapCAlg�
R
(Sym∗

R(R ⊗ V ), A) ≃ MapSolidk
(V,A)

Clearly, A is an n-truncated object in Solidk,≥0 so we are done.
((2) =⇒ (1)) If A is an n-truncated object in CAlg�,cn

R , we have that for V ∈ Solidk

MapCAlg�
R
(Sym∗

R(R ⊗ V ), A) ≃ MapSolidk
(V,A)

It follows that A is an n-truncated object in Solidk,≥0 so that πi(A) = 0 for i > n.
For the last part, we can just apply ([HA], Proposition 2.2.1.9).

Corollary 4.29 ([HA], Lemma 7.4.1.28). Postnikov towers converge in the ∞-category CAlg�k and each

map in the Postnikov tower

· · · → τ≤2A→ τ≤1A→ τ≤0A

is a square-zero extension.

4.3 Complete profinite E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras

Definition 4.30. We say R ∈ CAlg�k//k is complete and profinite if the underlying chain complex is in
Solidaperfk,≥0 (so πi(R) ∈ Pro(Vectωk ) for all i ≥ 0) and π0(R) ∈ CAlg�,♥

k//k is complete and profinite.

Remark 4.31. Notice that we are assuming connectivity of complete profinite objects.

Remark 4.32. Remember that the∞-category CAlg�k are algebras over the Sym∗ monad. We can describe
the∞-category of augmented algebras CAlg�k//k as algebras over the augmented monad, which we will write
as Sym∗

nu (equivalently, these are nonunital commutative algebra objects in Solidk). That is, for V ∈ Solidk,

Sym∗
nu(V ) =

⊕

n>0

Symn(V )
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Notice that the indexing starts at 1, whereas it starts at 0 for the Sym∗ monad.
We will sometimes write Sym∗

nu(V ) for the corresponding free algebra in CAlg�k//k, to emphasize that it
is equipped with an augmentation map Sym∗

nu(V )→ k.

Construction 4.33 (completed free E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras). Write Commnu for the non-unital com-
mutative operad. For i > 0, we can obtain the truncation of this operad Commnu

≤i ([Heu21], §4.1), which
satisfies

Commnu
≤i(n) =




Commnu(n) if n ≤ i

∗ otherwise

Algebras over this operad are precisely those nonunital E∞ k-algebras R equipped with homotopy coherent
trivialisations of every multiplication map R⊗n → R for n > i.

We then have a sequence of ∞-operads

Commnu → · · · → Commnu
≤i → · · · → Commnu

≤2 → Commnu
≤1

By ([HA], Example 4.7.3.11), Commnu
≤i-algebras in Solidk are equivalent to algebras over the free Commnu

≤i-
algebra monad on Solidk, which we will write as Sym≤i

nu . This monad is given by ([HA], Proposition 3.1.3.13)

Sym≤i
nu(X) =

⊕

0<n≤i

X⊗n
hΣn

We hence obtain a sequence of monads

Sym∗
nu → · · · → Sym≤i

nu → · · · → Sym≤2
nu → Sym≤1

nu

Define the monad

Ŝym
∗

nu := lim
←−

Sym≤i
nu

Monads on Solidk are E1-algebras in Fun(Solidk, Solidk), where the symmetric monoidal structure is given by
composition. Hence, limits of monads are computed as the limit of the underlying functors ([HA], Corollary
3.2.2.5), so for an object X ∈ Solidk we have

Ŝym
∗

nu(X) ≃
∏

i>0

X⊗n
hΣn

The previous tower of monads induces a map of monads Sym∗
nu → Ŝym

∗

nu, so we get a functor

Alg
Ŝym

∗

nu
(Solidk)→ CAlg�k//k

that is the identity on the underlying chain complexes. This means that any Ŝym
∗

nu-algebra has the structure
of an augmented E∞ ultrasolid k-algebra.

Given X ∈ Solidk, we will abuse notation and write Ŝym
∗

nu(X) for the augmented E∞ ultrasolid k-algebra
that is the image of the free Ŝym

∗

nu-algebra on X . Additionally, we will write Ŝym
∗
(X) for the E∞ ultrasolid

k-algebra obtained after forgetting the augmentation.

Remark 4.34. It is important that we took the inverse limit of the monads Sym≤i
nu rather than the inverse

limit of the ∞-operads Commnu
≤i, since the latter would give a different free algebra monad. This is because

constructing the free algebra functor of an operad does not necessarily commute with inverse limits.

We can also describe the completed free algebras in terms of Dyer-Lashof operations. We will first show
a few nice properties of the completed free functor.
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Lemma 4.35. The functor Ŝym
∗
: Solidk,≥0 → Solidk,≥0 preserves the subcategory Solidaperfk,≥0 , and commutes

with inverse limits and geometric realisations in this subcategory.

Proof. Each Symn preserves Solidaperfk,≥0 and commutes with geometric realisations and inverse limits in this

subcategory (Lemma 4.10). Then, Ŝym
∗
≃
∏

n≥0 Sym
n preserves Solidaperfk,≥0 , since this category is closed

under products, and clearly commutes with inverse limits. Finally, we apply Lemma 2.29 to see that it
commutes with geometric realisation in Solidaperfk,≥0 .

Definition 4.36. We will write F : Gr Pro(Vectωk ) → GrSolid♥k for the free commutative algebra functor,
and F̂ : Gr Pro(Vectωk )→ Gr Solid♥k for its completion (we can proceed in the same way as Construction 4.33
to obtain a complete free algebra functor).

We will now use the notation of Construction 4.15.

Proposition 4.37. Let k be a field of characteristic p > 0 and V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ). Then, there is a natural

isomorphism of graded ultrasolid algebras

π∗Ŝym
∗
(V [0]) ∼= F̂ (V0 ⊗

Φ V )

where we have forgotten the polynomial grading on V0 ⊗
Φ V .

Proof. The main strategy is to use the isomorphism in Proposition 4.20. After forgetting polynomial grading,

π∗ Sym
∗(V [0]) ∼= F (V0 ⊗

Φ V )

Write F≤n : Gr Solid♥k → GrSolid♥k for the functor V 7→
⊕

k≤n V
⊗n
Σn

. Then, we have that π∗ Sym≤n(V [0]) ≇

F≤n(V0 ⊗
Φ V ) due to the natural polynomial grading on V0.

To solve this, write F τ≤n
gr : Gr2 Solid♥k → Gr Solid♥k for the functor obtained by applying Fgr, discarding

everything in polynomial grading greater than n and then forgetting polynomial grading. Then, we do have
an equivalence

π∗ Sym
≤n(V [0]) ∼= F

τ≤n
gr (V0 ⊗

Φ V )

Both sides are naturally algebras, and this is an isomorphism of algebras. F≤n(V0 ⊗
Φ V ) has a natural

bigrading, so we also have a map of graded algebras

F≤n(V0 ⊗ V )→ F
τ≤n
gr (V0 ⊗

Φ V )

discarding any element in polynomial degree greater than n. It is clear that this becomes an isomorphism
after taking the inverse limit over n, since at the level of graded ultrasolid modules both are equal to∏

n≥0(V0 ⊗
Φ V )⊗n

Σn
.

Our goal now will be to prove that the completion map Sym∗(V ) → Ŝym
∗
(V ) has trivial cotangent

complex. This is the spectral ultrasolid analogue of the map k[x]→ k[[x]] having trivial cotangent complex.
We will first reduce the statement to computing a tensor product.

Lemma 4.38. Let A = Sym∗(V ) and B = Ŝym
∗
(V ) for V ∈ Solidaperfk,≥0 . If the unit map induces an

isomorphism k ≃ B ⊗A k, then LB/A ⊗B k ≃ 0.

Proof. We have that
0 ≃ Lk/k ≃ LB⊗Ak/k

28



Since the cotangent complex commutes with colimits, there is a pushout diagram

LA/k ⊗A k LB/k ⊗B k

Lk/k ≃ 0 LB⊗Ak/k ≃ 0

so the top map must be an equivalence. By the fundamental cofibre sequence, we deduce that LB/A⊗B k ≃

0.

Hence, we are now reduced to computing the tensor product Ŝym
∗
(V ) ⊗Sym∗(V ) k. Computing this

derived tensor product is difficult because there is no obvious resolution of either k or Ŝym
∗
(V ) as free

Sym∗(V )-modules. However, we can learn a lot about this tensor product from the associated spectral
sequence.

We have the following analogue of ([HA], Proposition 7.2.1.19).

Lemma 4.39. Let A be an E∞ ultrasolid k-algebra and let M,N ∈ SolidA. Then, there is a spectral sequence

{Ep,q
r , dr}r,≥2 with E2 page given by Ep,q

2 = Torπ∗A
p (π∗M,π∗N)q, converging to πp+q(M ⊗A N).

Remark 4.40. A useful notion is that of flatness ([HA], §7.2.2). If N is a flat A-module, we can write
π∗N ≃ π0N ⊗

L
π0A

π∗A. When this identity holds, by associativity of the tensor product, the E2 term of the
above spectral sequence turns into Torπ0A

p (π∗M,π0N)q.

In our case, we are not going to be able to prove that Ŝym
∗
(V ) is a flat Sym∗(V )-module, but we will

still be able to prove the above identity in order to simplify the spectral sequence.

Proposition 4.41. Let A = Sym∗(V ) and B = Ŝym
∗
(V ) for V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ). Then, there is an equivalence

π∗(B) ≃ π0(B)⊗L
π0(A) π∗(A)

Proof. By Proposition 4.20, we know that π∗(Sym∗(V [0])) ∼= F (V0⊗V ), where V0 ∈ GrVectωk . Additionally,
π∗Ŝym

∗
(V ⊗ V0) ∼= F̂ (V0 ⊗ V ) (Proposition 4.37).

We now claim that for U,W ∈ GrPro(Vectωk ), F̂ (U ⊕W ) ∼= F̂ (U)⊗ F̂ (W ). There is a clear map F̂ (U)→

F̂ (U ⊕W ) induces by the inclusion, and similar for W . Hence, we have a map F̂ (U)⊗ F̂ (W )→ F̂ (U ⊕W ).
We now check that this is an equivalence on the underlying graded ultrasolid modules. We can explicitly
compute

F̂ (U ⊕ U ′) ∼=
∏

n≥0

(U ⊕ U ′)⊗n
Σn

∼=
∏

n≥0

∏

0≤i≤n

U⊗i
Σi
⊗ U ′⊗n−i

Σn−i

∼=
∏

i,j≥0

U⊗i
Σi
⊗ U ′⊗j

Σj

∼= F̂ (U)⊗ F̂ (U ′)

where the orbits are taken in the category of graded ultrasolid modules. Here we crucially used that inverse
limits of profinite vector spaces commute with the tensor product (Proposition 2.18).

Write W := V0⊗V to simplify notation, and let W0 ⊂W be the elements in degree 0, and W≥1 ⊂W the
elements in positive degree, so that W =W0⊕W≥1. By the above we have that F̂ (W ) ∼= F̂ (W0)⊗ F̂ (W≥1).
Since all ultrasolid modules are flat, this is also true of the derived tensor product. Obviously, the same
identity is true of the uncompleted free functor, since it sends finite sums to tensor products, so F (W ) ∼=

F (W0)⊗ F (W≥1).
Also, F̂ (W≥1) ∼= F (W≥1) since there are only finitely many summands of each homological degree. We

can finally conclude that
F̂ (W ) ≃ F̂ (W0)⊗

L F (W≥1)

≃ F̂ (W0)⊗
L
F (W0)

(F (W0)⊗
L F (W≥1))

≃ F̂ (W0)⊗
L
F (W0)

F (W )

as required.
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Hence, all that remains to compute in the spectral sequence is k ⊗L
π0 Sym∗(V ) π0Ŝym

∗
(V ). This can be

done via Koszul resolutions. For V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ), π0 Sym
∗(V ) = LSym∗(V ) and π0Ŝym

∗
(V ) = L̂Sym

∗
(V ).

Example 4.42. Suppose R is an ordinary commutative ring and we have an ideal I = (x1, . . . , xn) in R

generated by a regular sequence. Then, there is an exact sequence

0→
∧n

Rn → · · · →
∧2

Rn → Rn → R/I → 0

where
∧i refers to the ith exterior power ([Wei97], Corollary 4.5.5). This gives an explicit resolution of R/I

by free R-modules. In the case R = k[x1, . . . , xn], the variables x1, . . . , xn form a regular sequence so we
always have an exact complex as above.

We will now generalize these resolutions to the free algebras on a profinite vector space.

Construction 4.43 (Exterior powers). Let V ∈ Solid♥k . For n > 0, we can consider the action of Σn on
V ⊗n, twisted by the sign action. We define the nth exterior power of V to be

∧n
V := (V ⊗n,sign)Σn

where the orbits are taken in the category Solid♥k .
It is clear from the definition that for V =

∏
I k, when chark 6= 2,

∧n
V =

∏

J⊂I,|J|=n

k

We can now write a Koszul resolution of the free algebras, in a very similar way to ([Cam], Corollary
2.4.4).

Construction 4.44 (Koszul resolutions). Let R ∈ CAlg�,♥
k and V ∈ Solid♥k with a map s : V → R.

Then, for each n, we have n maps d1, . . . , dn from V ⊗n → V ⊗ V ⊗n−1, by singling out each variable.
We can compose them with the projection V ⊗ V ⊗n−1 → V ⊗

∧n−1 V
s
−→ R ⊗

∧n−1 V , to obtain maps
d̃1, . . . , d̃n : V ⊗n → R⊗

∧n−1. The alternating sum
∑n

i=1(−1)
id̃i is Σn-invariant (twisting V ⊗n by the sign

representation), so we get an induced map d̃ :
∧n V → R⊗

∧n−1 V . Tensoring, we get a map of R-modules
R ⊗

∧n
V → R ⊗

∧n−1
V . One can check that the composition of two such maps is trivial, so we get a

Koszul chain complex

K(s) := · · · → R⊗
∧i

V → · · · → R⊗
∧1

V → R→ 0

where R⊗
∧i

V is in degree i.

Lemma 4.45. Let V ∈ Solid♥k and let i : V → LSym∗(V ) be the natural inclusion. Then, the augmentation

LSym∗(V )→ k induces an equivalence K(i) ≃ k[0].

Let W ∈ Pro(Vectωk ) and let j : W → L̂Sym
∗
(W ) be the natural inclusion. Then, the augmentation

L̂Sym
∗
(W )→ k induces an equivalence K(j) ≃ k[0].

Proof. The first sequence splits into a sum of sequences.

0→
∧n

V → · · · → V ⊗n−1
Σn−1

⊗
∧1

V → V ⊗n
Σn
→ 0

So we only need to show that these are exact. These sequences commute with filtered colimits, which are
exact, so we may just show this for V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ). Given that inverse limits are exact and commute
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with the tensor product in Pro(Vectωk ) (Proposition 2.18), each term in the sequence commutes with inverse
limits, so we can just show the result for V ∈ Vectωk . But this follows from writing k as a complete local
intersection k = k[x1, . . . , xn]/(x1, . . . , xn) ([Wei97], Corollary 4.5.5).

The second sequence splits into a product of the finite sequences, and we are now done by noting that
inverse limits are exact in Pro(Vectωk ).

Theorem 4.46. Let V ∈ Solidaperfk,≥0 . Then, the completion map Sym∗(V )→ Ŝym
∗
(V ) has trivial cotangent

fibre. That is,

L
Ŝym

∗
(V )/ Sym∗(V )

⊗
Ŝym

∗
(V )

k ≃ 0

Proof. Both the completed and uncompleted free functor commute with geometric realisations in Solidaperfk,≥0

(Lemma 4.10 and Lemma 4.35), and so does the cotangent complex, so it is enough to show this for V ∈
Pro(Vectωk ). For ease of notation, we will write A = Sym∗(V ) and B = Ŝym

∗
(V ).

By Lemma 4.38, it is enough to show that B ⊗A k ≃ k. By Lemma 4.39, there is a spectral sequence
{Ep,q

r , dr}r,≥2 with E2-page given by Ep,q
2 = Torπ∗A

p (π∗B, π∗k)q converging to πp+q(B ⊗A k). We can now
apply Proposition 4.41 to see that π∗B ≃ π∗A⊗

L
π0A

π0B. The E2-page of the spectral sequence then turns
into

Ep,q
2 = Torπ0A

p (π0B, π∗k)q = TorL Sym∗(V )
p (L̂Sym

∗
(V ), π∗k)q

Since π∗k = 0 for ∗ > 0 we see that Ep,q
2 = 0 for q > 0. All that remains is to compute L̂Sym

∗
(V )⊗L

L Sym∗(V )k.
But by Lemma 4.45, this is equal to k[0]. It follows that the spectral sequence degenerates andB⊗Ak ≃ k.

We will now show that Ŝym
∗
(V ) indeed behaves like a free complete algebra.

Proposition 4.47. Suppose that A ∈ CAlg�k//k is such that π0(A) ∈ CAlg�,♥
k//k is complete. Let V ∈

Solidaperfk,≥0 . Then, the map Sym∗(V )→ Ŝym
∗
(V ) induces an equivalence

MapCAlg�
k//k

(Ŝym
∗
(V ), A)

≃
−→ MapCAlg�

k//k
(Sym∗(V ), A)

Proof. Both Sym∗ and Ŝym
∗

commute with geometric realisations in Solidaperfk,≥0 (Lemma 4.10 and Lemma 4.35),
so it suffices to show this for V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ).

We can write MapCAlg�
k//k

(Ŝym
∗
(V ), A) = lim

←−
MapCAlg�

k//k
(Ŝym

∗
(V ), τ≤nA). Additionally, define Xn :=

MapCAlg�
k//k

(Ŝym
∗
(V ), τ≤nA) and Yn := MapCAlg�

k//k
(Sym∗(V ), τ≤nA).

We will show by induction that the map Xn → Yn is an equivalence for all n. For the case n = 0, we
can truncate objects so it remains to show the equivalent result for ultrasolid k-algebras. This is true by
completeness of π0 (Proposition 3.18).

Each truncation τ≤n+1A → τ≤nA fits in a square-zero extension diagram ([HA], Remark 7.4.1.29). We
have the following diagram, where each of the squares is a pullback diagram.

τ≤n+1A τ≤nA

τ≤nA τ≤nA⊕ πn+1(A)[n+ 2]

k k ⊕ πn+1(A)[n+ 2]

The horizontal map τ≤nA → τ≤nA ⊕ πn+1(A)[n + 2] is the inclusion map, and similar for the map k →

k ⊕ πn+1(A)[n+ 2]. This means the whole rectangle is a pullback diagram.
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Write M := πn+1(A)[n+ 2]. Now we have that

MapCAlg�
k//k

(Ŝym
∗
(V ), k ⊕M) ≃MapSolidk

(L
Ŝym

∗
(V )
⊗

Ŝym
∗
(V )

k,M)

≃MapSolidk
(V,M)

≃MapCAlg�
k//k

(Sym∗(V ), k ⊕M)

where we have used that L
Ŝym

∗
(V )
⊗

Ŝym
∗
(V )

k ≃ V . This is because LSym∗(V )/k ≃ Sym∗(V ) ⊗ V ([HA],
Proposition 7.4.3.14) and L

Ŝym
∗
(V )/ Sym∗(V ) ⊗Ŝym

∗
(V ) k ≃ 0 (Theorem 4.46), so by the fundamental cofibre

sequence L
Ŝym

∗
(V )
⊗

Ŝym
∗
(V )

k ≃ V .

Applying the functor MapCAlg�
k//k

(Ŝym
∗
(V ),−) to the square-zero extension diagram, we get a pullback

diagram
Xn+1 Xn

∗ MapCAlg�
k//k

(Ŝym
∗
(V ), k ⊕M)

and similar for Yn. By induction and the equivalence shown above, the completion map Sym∗(V )→ Ŝym
∗
(V )

induces an equivalence on each element of the pullback, so Xn+1 ≃ Yn+1.
Hence, the map is an equivalence at each step of the Postnikov tower, so it assembles into the desired

equivalence.

Remark 4.48. Using the same proof, we may show that if we have a map A→ B with LB/A ≃ 0 and the
map π0(A) → π0(B) induces an equivalence Map(π0(B), π0(C))

≃
−→ Map(π0(A), π0(C)), then Map(B,C) ≃

Map(A,C).
We can think of this as a relative version of the fact that if f : A→ B is a map with LB/A ≃ 0 inducing

an isomorphism on π0 then it is an equivalence.

This allows us to show an easy characterisation of complete profinite E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras.

Proposition 4.49. Let ĈAlg
�

k//k be the ∞-category of augmented complete profinite E∞ ultrasolid k-

algebras. Then, there is a monadic adjunction

Ŝym
∗

nu : Solidaperfk,≥0 ⇆ ĈAlg
�

k//k : forget

Proof. By Lemma 4.35, the functor Ŝym
∗

nu preserves Solidaperfk,≥0 , so the above functors are well-defined. Re-
member that there is a monadic adjunction

Sym∗
nu : Solidk,≥0 ⇆ CAlg�k//k : forget

By Proposition 4.47, this induces an adjunction Ŝym
∗

nu : Solidaperfk,≥0 ⇆ ĈAlg
�

k//k : forget.

We will now show that ĈAlg
�

k//k is closed under geometric realisations. By Proposition 2.28, Solidaperfk,≥0

is closed under geometric realisations, and sifted colimits of E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras are computed on
the underlying chain complex, so we only need to check completeness. Let X• be a simplicial diagram in

ĈAlg
�

k//k. Then,
π0|X•| ∼= π0 colim

i≤1
X•
∼= coeq(π1X ⇒ π0X)

so that π0|X•| is a quotient of π0X0 by a profinite ideal. Since completeness is an inverse limit condition,
and inverse limits are exact in Pro(Vectωk ), we see that π0|X•| is also complete.
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The functor forget is conservative and commutes with geometric realisations that are computed in

ĈAlg
�

k//k, so by the Barr-Beck-Lurie Theorem ([HA], Theorem 4.7.3.5), the adjunction is monadic.

Remark 4.50. Complete profinite E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras are closed under inverse limits. To see this,
notice that an inverse limit of profinite chain complexes is still profinite (Proposition 2.28). Additionally,
inverse limits are exact, so π0 of an inverse limit is the inverse limit of the π0. Given that completion is a
limit condition, this inverse limit is still complete.

The cotangent complex is exceptionally well-behaved in the case of complete profinite E∞ ultrasolid
k-algebras.

Proposition 4.51. Consider the functor

cot : ĈAlg
�

k//k → Solidk,≥0

R 7→ LR/k ⊗R k

Then, for all R ∈ ĈAlg
�

k//k, cot(R) ∈ Solidaperfk,≥0 , and the functor cot commutes with inverse limits of complete

profinite E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras.

Proof. By Proposition 4.49, we can use the bar construction to write, for any complete profinite R, R ≃
|Bar•(Ŝym

∗

nu, Ŝym
∗

nu, R)|. The functor cot commutes with sifted colimits, so by Theorem 4.46 we can write
cot(R) ≃ |Bar•(id, Ŝym

∗

nu, R)|, from which it is clear that cot(R) ∈ Solidaperfk,≥0 .

By Lemma 4.35, Ŝym
∗

nu commutes with inverse limits in Solidaperfk,≥0 . Also, geometric realisations commute
with inverse limits in Solidaperfk,≥0 (Lemma 2.29). It follows that the cot functor commutes with inverse limits.

Proposition 4.52. Suppose f : A→ B is a map of complete profinite E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras and LB/A ≃

0. Then, f is an equivalence.

Proof. It is enough to show that f is an isomorphism in π0 (Lemma 4.23). By the fundamental cofibre
sequence, the map k ⊗A LA/k → k ⊗B LB/k is an equivalence. We have π0(k ⊗A LA/k) = m/m2, where m is
the augmentation ideal of π0(A).

Let n be the augmentation ideal of π0(B). Then, the map m/m2 → n/n2 is surjective. In particular, by
ultrasolid Nakayama, the map m→ n is surjective. Hence, the map π0(A)→ π0(B) is surjective.

By Lemma 4.27, we have that I = I2, where I is the kernel of π0(A) → π0(B). Since I ⊆ m, we have
that I ⊇ mI ⊇ I2 = I. Hence, Im = I and it is profinite, so by ultrasolid Nakayama, I = 0. Hence,
π0(A)

≃
−→ π0(B) is an isomorphism.

We can actually characterise complete profinite ultrasolid k-algebras in a much more classical way.

Definition 4.53. An augmented E∞ ultrasolid k-algebra R is Artinian if R ∈ Modk,≥0, π0(R) is local
and π∗(R) is a finite-dimensional vector space. We write CAlgartk//k for the full subcategory of Artinian E∞

ultrasolid k-algebras.

Remark 4.54. Equivalently, this is the smallest subcategory of CAlg�,cn
k//k closed under finite limits that

contains k ⊕ V for V ∈ Modk,≥0 with π∗V finite-dimensional (c.f. [DAG X], Proposition 1.1.11).

We now reach the main result of this section.
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Theorem 4.55. Write ĈAlg
�

k//k for the ∞-category of complete profinite E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras. Then,

there is an equivalence

Pro(CAlgartk//k) ≃ ĈAlg
�

k//k

Proof. There is a clear fully faithful functor CAlgartk//k → CAlg�k//k that extends uniquely to an inverse-limit-
preserving functor F : Pro(CAlgartk//k) → CAlg�k//k. Given that all Artinian k-algebras are complete and

profinite, by Remark 4.50 this functor lands on ĈAlg
�

k//k. By ([HTT], Proposition 5.3.5.11), we only need

to show that Artinian k-algebras are cocompact in ĈAlg
�

k//k and that they generate all of ĈAlg
�

k//k under
inverse limits.

We will first show that k⊕V is cocompact, where V ∈Modk,≥0 with π∗V finite-dimensional. Let {Ri}i∈I

be an inverse system in ĈAlg
�

k//k. Then,

MapCAlg�
k//k

(lim
←−

Ri, k ⊕ V ) ≃MapSolidk
(cot(lim

←−
Ri), V )

≃MapSolidk
(lim
←−

cot(Ri), V )

≃ lim
−→

Map(cot(Ri), V )

≃ lim
−→

MapCAlg�
k//k

(Ri, k ⊕ V )

where in the second equivalence we used Proposition 4.51 and in the third equivalence we used that V is
cocompact in Solidaperfk,≥0 . The latter is true because clearly V ∨ is compact in Modk,≤0 and duality induces
an equivalence Solidaperfk,≥0 ≃Modop

k,≤0.
Finite limits of cocompact objects are cocompact, so by Remark 4.54, all Artinian k-algebras are cocom-

pact.

We now must show that Artinian k-algebras generate all of ĈAlg
�

k//k under inverse limits. Given that
CAlgartk//k is closed under finite limits, Pro(CAlgartk//k) has all limits. Additionally, the functor CAlgartk//k →

ĈAlg
�

k//k commutes with finite limits. By ([HTT], Proposition 5.5.1.9), F commutes with all limits. Since
it is fully faithful, we only need to show that Artinian k-algebras generate all of CAlgartk//k under limits.

By taking Postnikov towers, we only need to show that n-truncated objects are generated by Artinian
objects under limits. Let R be complete and profinite. By Proposition 4.26, for every n, the map τ≤n+1R→

τ≤nR fits in a diagram
τ≤n+1R τ≤nR

τ≤nR τ≤nR⊕ πn+1(R)[n+ 2]

k k ⊕ πn+1(R)[n+ 2]

where the map τ≤nR → k is the augmentation, the map k → k ⊕ πn+1(R)[n + 2] is the inclusion and the
map τ≤nR ⊕ πn+1(R)[n + 2] → k ⊕ πn+1(R)[n+ 2] is induced by the augmentation. Each of the squares is
a pullback diagram so the whole rectangle is a pullback diagram.

The ultrasolid module πn+1(R)[n+2] is profinite, so we can write k⊕ πn+1(R)[n+2] ≃ lim
←−

k⊕ Vi[n+2]

for {Vi} an inverse system of finite-dimensional vector spaces. Hence, k ⊕ πn+1(R)[n+ 2] can be written as
an inverse limit of Artinian algebras.

Since the image of F is closed under limits, by induction, we only need to show that 0-truncated objects
are inverse limits of Artinian k-algebras. Let R be 0-truncated. Then, R = lim

←−
R/mi, where m is the augmen-
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tation ideal, and each map R/mi+1 → R/mi also fits in a square-zero extension diagram (Proposition 4.26)

R/mi+1 R/mi

k k ⊕ V [1]

for some V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ). We may again procced by induction, so we only need to show that k ⊕ V [1] is
in the image of F , for V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ). But this last part is clear because square-zero extensions commute
with inverse limits and k ⊕ V [1] ∈ CAlgartk//k for V ∈ Vectωk .

5 Animated ultrasolid k-algebras

5.1 The L Sym∗ monad

The goal is to define animated ultrasolid k-algebras as algebras over a sifted-colimit-preserving extension
of the monad LSym∗ defined in Remark 3.2. We will first need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Left Kan extension gives a symmetric monoidal equivalence of ∞-categories

Endω(Solid
♥
k ) ≃ End♥Σ(Solidk,≥0)

where Endω(Solid
♥
k ) is the full subcategory of filtered-colimit-preserving endofunctors and End♥Σ(Solidk,≥0)

is the full subcategory of sifted-colimit-preserving endofunctors preserving Solid♥k .

In particular, any filtered-colimit-preserving monad on Solid♥k may be uniquely extended to a sifted-colimit-

preserving monad on Solidk,≥0 preserving the heart.

Proof. By Proposition 2.20, left Kan extension gives an equivalence

Fun(Pro(Vectωk ), Solid
♥
k ) ≃ End′Σ(Solidk,≥0)

where End′Σ(Solidk,≥0) is the full subcategory of sifted-colimit-preserving endofunctors sending Pro(Vectωk )

to Solid♥k . Remember that (restricting to a suitable cardinality) Solid♥k ≃ Ind(Pro(Vectωk )) (Lemma 2.2),
and filtered colimits commute with homology in Solidk. This gives an equivalence End′Σ(Solidk,≥0) ≃

End♥Σ(Solidk,≥0).
On the other hand, by Lemma 2.2, restriction gives an equivalence

Endω(Solid
♥
k ) ≃ Fun(Pro(Vectωk ), Solid

♥
k )

Now it remains to show that the composition of equivalences

Endω(Solid
♥
k ) ≃ Fun(Pro(Vectωk ), Solid

♥
k ) ≃ End♥Σ(Solidk,≥0)

is given by left Kan extension. Let F ∈ Endω(Solid
♥
k ), and let F̃ ∈ End♥Σ(Solidk,≥0) be the left Kan

extension of its restriction to Pro(Vectωk ). Since Solid♥k ≃ Ind(Pro(Vectωk )) and filtered colimits commute
with homology, we see that F̃| Solid♥

k
has its image in Solid♥k ⊂ Solidk,≥0, and since it preserves sifted colimits

we get that F ≃ F̃| Solid♥
k
. Then, F̃ is the left Kan extension of F̃| Solid♥

k
≃ F (since it is left Kan extended

from a smaller subcategory), which completes the proof of the equivalence.
Finally, it is clear that left Kan extension gives a symmetric monoidal functor.

35



Definition 5.2. By Lemma 5.1, there is a unique sifted-colimit-preserving monad LSym∗ : Solidk,≥0 →

Solid≥0 preserving the heart such that its restriction to Solid♥k agrees with the monad defined in Remark 3.2.
That is, for V ∈ Solid♥k ,

LSym∗(V ) :=
⊕

n≥0

V ⊗n
Σn

where the orbits are taken in the ordinary category Solid♥k .
The ∞-category of animated ultrasolid k-algebras is the ∞-category of algebras over LSym∗. We will

write this as CAlgNk .
Alternatively, for an uncountable strong limit cardinal σ, we can write Polyσk for the full subcategory

of ultrasolid k-algebras spanned by LSym∗(V ) for V ∈ Pro(Vectωk )<σ. Then, the ∞-category of animated
ultrasolid k-algebras is the filtered colimit of PΣ(Poly

σ
k ) over all uncountable strong limit cardinals σ

Remark 5.3. The LSym∗ monad admits a natural grading. Write LSymn : Solidk,≥0 → Solidk,≥0 for the
sifted-colimit-preserving extension of the functor V 7→ V ⊗n

Σn
on Pro(Vectωk ). Then, LSym∗ =

⊕
n≥0 LSymn.

Remark 5.4. Just as in the spectral analogue, the∞-category of augmented animated ultrasolid k-algebras,
CAlgNk//k, can be written as algebras over the augmented animated ultrasolid k-algebra monad, LSym∗

nu.
For V ∈ Solidk,≥0,

LSym∗
nu(V ) :=

⊕

n>0

LSymn(V )

Notice that the indexing starts at 1, whereas the indexing for the LSym∗ monad starts at 0.
Similarly, if A ∈ CAlgNk , we can write the ∞-category CAlgNA := (CAlgNk )A/ as algebras over the monad

LSym∗
A on SolidA,≥0. This is given by the sifted-colimit-preserving extension of the functor sending A⊗ V

to LSym∗(V )⊗A for V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ).

Construction 5.5 (completed free animated ultrasolid k-algebras). Just like in Construction 4.33, we obtain
a sequence of ∞-operads

Commnu → · · · → Commnu
≤i → · · · → Commnu

≤2 → Commnu
≤1

By ([HA], Example 4.7.3.11), Commnu
≤i-algebras in Solid♥k are equivalent to algebras over the free Commnu

≤i-
algebra monad on Solid♥k , which we will call LSym≤i

nu . By Lemma 5.1, we can extend these monads to
monads on Solidk,≥0, and we get a sequence of monads

LSym∗
nu → · · · → LSym≤i

nu → · · · → LSym≤2
nu → LSym≤1

nu

For X ∈ Solidk,≥0 we have that
LSym≤i

nu(X) ≃
⊕

0<n≤i

LSymn(X)

Define the monad

L̂Sym
∗

nu := lim
←−

LSym≤i
nu

Remember that a limit of monads is taken as the limit of the underlying functors ([HA], Corollary 3.2.2.5).
Hence, the monad L̂Sym

∗

nu is given on X ∈ Solidk,≥0 by

L̂Sym
∗

nu(X) =
∏

n>0

LSymn(X)

The above tower of monads induces a map of monads LSym∗
nu → L̂Sym

∗

nu, so we get a functor

Alg
L̂ Sym

∗

nu
(Solidk,≥0)→ CAlgNk//k
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that is the identity on the underlying chain complexes. This means that any L̂Sym
∗

nu-algebra has the
structure of an augmented animated ultrasolid k-algebra.

GivenX ∈ Solidk,≥0, we will abuse notation and write L̂Sym
∗

nu(X) for the augmented animated ultrasolid
k-algebra that is the image of the free L̂Sym

∗

nu-algebra on X . Additionally, we will write L̂Sym
∗
(X) for the

animated ultrasolid k-algebra obtained after forgetting the augmentation.

Lemma 5.6. Let n ≥ 0.

1. The functors LSymn and LSym∗ commute with sifted colimits.

2. LSymn and L̂Sym
∗

preserve the subcategory Solidaperfk,≥0 .

3. LSymn and L̂Sym
∗

commute with inverse limits in Pro(Vectωk ).

4. If V ∈ Solidk,≥0 is 1-connective, then LSymn(V ) is n-connective. If V is m-connective for m ≥ 2,

LSymn(V ) is (m+ 2n− 2)-connective.

Proof. It is clear that LSymn and LSym∗ commute with sifted colimits since they have been defined as
sifted-colimit-preserving extensions.

Profinite modules are closed under tensor products and finite colimits, so LSymn(V ) ∈ Solidaperfk,≥0 for
V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ). Given that LSymn commutes with geometric realisations, and Solidaperfk,≥0 is closed under

geometric realisations (Proposition 2.28), LSymn preserves Solidaperfk,≥0 . From this, it follows that L̂Sym
∗

also
preserves Solidaperfk,≥0 .

By Proposition 2.18, each LSymn commutes with inverse limits considered as a functor Pro(Vectωk ) →

Pro(Vectωk ). Since inverse limits commute with homology in Solidaperfk,≥0 , each LSymn commutes with inverse

limits as a functor Pro(Vectωk )→ Solidaperfk,≥0 . The same follows for L̂Sym
∗
.

For the last part, Solidk,≥m is generated under sifted colimits by objects of the form V [m], for V ∈
Pro(Vectωk ), so it suffices to show the result for objects of this form. Furthermore, LSymn(ΣmV [0]) can
be written as a geometric realisation of objects of the form LSymn(V ri [0]). Given that LSymm commutes
with inverse limits in Pro(Vectωk ) and preserves the subcategory Solidaperfk,≥0 , and inverse limits commute with
geometric realisations and homology in Solidaperfk,≥0 (Lemma 2.29), we can just show the result for objects of
the form V [m] where V ∈ Vectωk . But this is ([SAG], Proposition 25.2.4.1).

Construction 5.7 (Forgetful functor from animated to E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras). Given an animated
ultrasolid k-algebra, we can construct an associated E∞ ultrasolid k-algebra. This is given by the unique
sifted-colimit-preserving functor Θ : CAlgNk → CAlg�k that maps LSym∗(V ) for V ∈ Solid♥k to the associated
discrete E∞ ultrasolid k-algebra.

For A ∈ CAlgNk , we will usually write A◦ := Θ(A).

Proposition 5.8. Consider the functor Θ : CAlgNk → CAlg�k of Construction 5.7. Then,

1. Θ preserves small limits and colimits.

2. Θ is conservative.

3. If char(k) = 0 then it is an equivalence.

Proof. To show that Θ preserves small colimits, since it preserves sifted colimits, we only need to show that
it preserves finite coproducts when restricted to Polyk, which is clear.

Remember that there is a forgetful functor forget : CAlg�k → Solidk,≥0 that is conservative and preserves
small limits and sifted colimits. Write ψ : CAlgNk → Solidk,≥0 for the functor A 7→ forget(A◦).
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For objects of the form LSym∗(V ), for V ∈ Pro(Vectk), the functor ψ coincides with the forgetful functor

CAlgNk
forget
−−−→ Solidk,≥0. Since both functors commute with sifted colimits, ψ is the forgetful functor, so it

preserves limits and is conservative. Given that the forgetful functor on E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras preserves
limits and is conservative, we can deduce the same thing for Θ.

For the final part, by ([SAG], Proposition 25.1.2.2 (3)), there is a map Sym∗(V ) → LSym∗(V ) that is
an equivalence for V ∈ Vectωk . Given that both Symn and LSymn commute with inverse limits of profinite
vector spaces (Lemma 4.35 and Lemma 5.6), we have a map Sym∗(V )→ LSym∗(V ) that is an equivalence
on profinite vector spaces. By extending along sifted colimits, both monads are equivalent.

Remark 5.9. In particular, we see by the Barr-Beck-Lurie Theorem that the functor Θ is both monadic
and comonadic. That is, we can understand animated ultrasolid k-algebras as algebras or coalgebras over a
certain monad or comonad on E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras.

Definition 5.10. Given an animated ultrasolid k-algebra A, we will write SolidA := SolidA◦ for the ∞-
category of A-modules.

5.2 The cotangent complex

We will now follow the strategy in ([SAG], §25.3) to construct the cotangent complex of animated
ultrasolid k-algebras.

Construction 5.11. Write Solid∆ for the ∞-category of pairs (A,M) where A ∈ CAlgNk and M ∈ModA.
Alternatively, for an uncountable strong limit cardinal σ, we let Cσ be the ∞-category of pairs (A,M)

where A ∈ CAlg�,♥
k is of the form LSym∗(V ) for V ∈ Pro(Vectωk )<σ and M ∈ ModA is of the form A⊗W

for W ∈ Pro(Vectωk )<σ. Then, Solid∆ is the filtered colimit of PΣ(Cσ) over all uncountable strong limit
cardinals σ.

Given V,W ∈ Pro(Vectk), we can form the square-zero extension LSym∗(V ) ⊕ (W ⊗ LSym∗(V )) ∈

CAlg�,♥
k ⊆ CAlgNk . Hence, we obtain a sifted-colimit-preserving functor Solid∆ → CAlgNk . We will write the

image of (A,M) ∈ Solid∆ as A⊕M and refer to it as the trivial square-zero extension of A by M .

Definition 5.12. We will say that a map A→ B in CAlgNk is a square-zero extension if there is a pullback
diagram of the form

A B

B B ⊕M [1]

for some M ∈ SolidB, where the horizontal map B → B ⊕M [1] is the B-algebra map. We then say that A
is a square-zero extension of A by M .

Definition 5.13. Let A be an animated ultrasolid k-algebra and let M be a connective A-module. We will
write

Der(A,M) := MapCAlgN
k//A

(A,A⊕M)

for the space of derivations of A into M .

Remark 5.14. The functor M 7→ A ⊕ M commutes with all limits. To see this, we can compose the
square-zero extension functor SolidA,≥0 → CAlgNk with the forgetful functor to Solidk, which commutes with
all limits and sifted colimits. The functor obtained SolidA,≥0 → Solidk,≥0 commutes with sifted colimits and
is given by (A ⊗ V )[0] 7→ A ⊕ (A ⊗ V )[0] for V ∈ Pro(Vectωk ). Hence, it is given by M 7→ A ⊕M for any
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M ∈ SolidA,≥0; i.e. the functor SolidA,≥0 → Solidk,≥0 is just the sum of ultrasolid modules with A. This
clearly commutes with all limits. Since the forgetful functor is conservative and commutes with all limits,
the statement follows.

Remark 5.15. The forgetful functor to E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras commutes with square-zero extensions.
Since both constructions commute with sifted colimits, we only need to check this on objects of the form
LSym∗(V )⊗W for V,W ∈ Pro(Vectωk ), where it is obviously true.

This means that if A ∈ CAlgNk and M ∈ SolidA,≥0 ≃ SolidA◦,≥0, then (A⊕M)◦ ≃ A◦ ⊕M .

Proposition 5.16. Let A ∈ CAlgNk . Then, the functor SolidA,≥0 → S given by M 7→ Der(A,M) is

corepresentable.

Proof. Square-zero extension commutes with filtered colimits, and since any object is κ-compact for some
cardinal κ, the functor M 7→ Der(A,M) = MapCAlgN

k//A
(A,A⊕M) is accessible.

Additionally, it preserves all limits. We are now done by ([HTT], Proposition 5.5.2.7).

Definition 5.17. Given A ∈ CAlgNk , we will write LA for the A-module corepresenting the functor of
Proposition 5.16. We will refer to this as the cotangent complex of A.

Given a map A→ B in CAlgNk , we will write LB/A for the cofibre of the map LA ⊗A B → LB, which is
the cotangent complex of the map A→ B.

Remark 5.18. By construction, the cotangent complex gives a left adjoint to the square-zero extension
functor Solid∆ → CAlgNk where R ∈ CAlgNk gets mapped to the pair (R,LR).

From the cofibre sequence, the relative cotangent complex gives a colimit-preserving functor Fun(∆1,CAlgNk )→

Solid∆ that takes a map A→ B to the pair (B,LB/A).

Example 5.19. The cotangent complex is compatible with base change. That is, if we have a pushout
diagram

A B

A′ B′

We can consider the following pushout diagram in Fun(∆1,CAlgNk )

(A→ A) (A→ B)

(A′ → A′) (A′ → B′)

which leads to the pushout diagram in Solid∆

(A, 0) (B,LB/A)

(A′, 0) (B′, LB′/A′)

This implies that LB′/A′ ≃ LB/A ⊗B B′.

The following gives us a good approximation to the cotangent complex.

Proposition 5.20. Let f : A→ B be an n-connective map in CAlgNk for some n ≥ 0; that is, πi(A)→ πi(B)

is an isomorphism for i < n and a surjection for i = n. Let K = cofib(A→ B). Then, there is an (n+ 2)-

connective map K ⊗A B → LB/A.
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Proof. We first construct the map. The identity map classifies a map d : B → B ⊕ LB/A. Let z : B →

B ⊕ LB/A be the map classified by the zero map. Then, we get a map d− z : B → LB/A. By construction,
the composition A → B → LB/A is trivial so that it factors through K → LB/A. Using the base change
adjunction we get the desired map K ⊗A B → LB/A.

It remains to show the result regarding connectivity. For this, we will construct B from A by taking
suitable pushouts with symmetric powers. More precisely, we will construct an inductive system of A-algebras
{Ai} such that B = colimAi and the map Ai → B is (n + i)-connective, adapting the strategy of ([HA],
Lemma 7.4.3.15) to our setting.

Set A0 := A and suppose that fi : Ai → B has been constructed. Let M := fib(Ai → B). Then, we have
a commutative diagram in CAlgNk ,

LSym∗(M) k

Ai B
fi

where the map LSym∗(M)→ k is the natural augmentation. Now write Ai+1 := Ai ⊗L Sym∗(M) k. We have
a diagram

LSym∗(M) k

Ai Ai+1

B
fi

fi+1

Let N := fib(Ai → Ai+1). The map fi+1 : Ai+1 → B induces a map of fibre sequences

N Ai Ai+1

M Ai B

g = fi+1

so that fib(fi+1) ≃ fib(g)[1]. Hence, it suffices to show that fib(g) is (n+ i− 1)-connective. For this, we will
show that the map g has a section. There is a map s : M → N ≃ fib(Ai → Ai+1) induced by the pushout
diagram for Ai+1. Then, the canonical limit diagram for M factorises through N as follows.

M

N Ai

0 Ai+1 B

where the square is the limit diagram for N . This implies that s must be a section.
Hence, fib(g) is a direct summand of N . Let I := fib(LSym∗(M) → k) ≃

⊕
m>0 LSymm(M). Then,

N ≃ fib(Ai → Ai+1) ≃ Ai ⊗L Sym∗(M) I. Since M was assumed to be (n + i − 1)-connective, so is I
(Lemma 5.6), and thus the tensor product too.

We will now prove the statement about the cotangent complex. The constructed map K ⊗A B → LB/A

is compatible with filtered colimits, so we may just show that each map cofib(A → Ai) ⊗A Ai → LAi/A is
(n+2)-connective. Write Mi for the fibre of this map. Then, by the fundamental sequence for the cotangent
complex, for each i there is a fibre sequence

Ai+1 ⊗Ai Mi →Mi+1 → Ni
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where Ni is the fibre of the map cofib(Ai → Ai+1)⊗Ai Ai+1 → LAi+1/Ai
. Hence, it suffices to show that each

Ni is (n + 2)-connective. Remember that Ai+1 = k ⊗L Sym∗(M) Ai, where M ≃ fib(Ai → B) is (n + i − 1)-
connected. Since our construction is compatible with base change, it suffices to show that the fibre of the
map cofib(LSym∗(M) → k) ⊗L Sym∗(M) k → Lk/L Sym∗(M) is (n + 2)-connective. Let Ñi be this fibre. We
will compute it explicitly. Firstly, one can use the fundamental fibre sequence for the cotangent complex to
obtain Lk/L Sym∗(M) ≃M [1]. On the other hand,

cofib(LSym∗(M)→ k)⊗LSym∗(M) k ≃ cofib(k → k ⊗L Sym∗(M) k)

≃ cofib(k → LSym∗(M [1]))

≃
⊕

m>0

LSymm(M [1])

where in the second equivalence we used that LSym∗ commutes with colimits.
Hence, Ñi ≃ fib(

⊕
m>0 LSym∗(M [1]) → M [1]). The module LSym1(M [1]) ≃ M [1] is mapped isomor-

phically to the codomain, so it suffices to show that LSymm(M [1]) is (n + 2)-connective for m ≥ 2. But
remember that M [1] is (n+ i)-connective, so the result follows from Lemma 5.6.

The above allows a comparison between the topological and the algebraic cotangent complex.

Construction 5.21 (Map from the topological to the algebraic cotangent complex). Let f : A → B be a
map in CAlgNk . We then have the identity map LB/A → LB/A which is classified by a map B → B ⊕ LB/A.
Forgetting to E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras we get a map B◦ → B◦ ⊕ LB/A, which corresponds to a map
LB◦/A◦ → LB/A.

Remark 5.22. The map LB◦/A◦ → LB/A can also be constructed as follows. Given that the forgetful
functor to E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras preserves square-zero extensions, for M ∈ SolidB,≥0 ≃ SolidB◦,≥0, we
get a map

MapCAlgN
A//B

(B,B ⊕M)→ MapCAlg�
A◦//B◦

(B◦, B◦ ⊕M)

By the cotangent complex adjunctions, this is a natural map

MapSolidB
(LB/A,M)→ MapSolidB

(LB◦/A◦ ,M)

for every M ∈ SolidB,≥0, which translates into a map LB◦/A◦ → LB/A.

Proposition 5.23. Let f : A → B be an n-connective map in CAlgNk for some n ≥ 0. Then, the map

LB◦/A◦ → LB/A is (n+ 2)-connective.

Proof. Let K := cofib(A → B). The (n + 2)-connective map K ⊗A B → LB/A from Proposition 5.20
factorises through a map

K ⊗A B → LB◦/A◦ → LB/A

By ([HA], Proposition 7.4.3.12), the map K ⊗A B → LB◦/A◦ is (2n+ 2)-connective, and 2n+ 2 ≥ n+ 2 for
n ≥ 0. This implies that the map LB◦/A◦ → LB/A must also be (n+ 2)-connective.

Remark 5.24. Classically, the comparison between the topological and the algebraic cotangent complex of
an n-connective map is (n+ 3)-connective ([SAG], Proposition 25.3.5.1), which is slightly sharper than our
bound. To mimic that result, one needs to compute the category Sp(CAlgNk//A) for A ∈ CAlgNk . There is
an obvious candidate for this category; namely, the author believes that Sp(CAlgNk//A) ≃ LModA+ , where
A+ ≃ A ⊗ (k ⊗S Z) is an E1 ultrasolid k-algebra (c.f. [SAG], Corollary 25.3.3.3 and Proposition 25.3.4.2),
but the author has not managed to complete this computation.

41



This allows us to show many results about the cotangent complex for animated ultrasolid k-algebras by
comparing with their spectral analogue.

Proposition 5.25. Suppose that f : A → B is an n-connective map in CAlgNk . Then, LB/A is (n + 1)-

connective. The converse holds if f is an isomorphism on π0.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma 4.23 and Proposition 5.23.

Another application of the comparison with the topological cotangent complex is showing that Postnikov
towers converge and that each step is a square-zero extension.

Firstly, we need to understand what each truncation looks like. The following has the exact same proof
as in Proposition 4.28.

Proposition 5.26. Let R ∈ CAlgNk and A ∈ CAlgNR. Then, the following are equivalent:

1. πi(A) = 0 for i > n.

2. A is an n-truncated object in CAlgNR. That is, for each B ∈ CAlgNR, the space MapCAlgN
R
(B,A) is

n-truncated (so its ith homotopy group vanishes for i > n).

Write τ≤n : CAlgNR → τ≤n CAlg
N

R for the left adjoint to the inclusion of n-truncated objects. Then, it

coincides with truncation on Solidk. That is, the underlying chain complex of τ≤nA is n-truncated and the

map A→ τ≤nA is n-connective.

From this, it is clear that Postnikov towers converge. We must now show that each step is a square-zero
extension.

Proposition 5.27. Let f : A→ B be a map in CAlgNk such that

1. fib(f) ∈ Solidk,[n,n]

2. The multiplication map fib(f)⊗A fib(f) is null-homotopic.

Then, f is a square-zero extension.

Proof. By Proposition 4.26, the map A◦ → B◦ is a square-zero extension. This is classified by a map of
A◦-algebras η◦ : B◦ → B◦ ⊕ Σfib(f). Then,

MapCAlgN
A//B

(B,B ⊕ Σfib(f)) ≃MapSolidB
(LB/A,Σfib(f))

≃MapSolidB
(τ≤n+1LB/A,Σfib(f))

≃MapSolidB
(τ≤n+1LB◦/A◦ ,Σfib(f))

≃MapSolidB
(LB◦/A◦ ,Σfib(f))

≃MapCAlg�
A◦//B◦

(B◦, B◦ ⊕ Σfib(f))

where in the third equivalence we used Proposition 5.23.
Hence, the square-zero extension diagram in CAlg�k lifts to a commutative diagram in CAlgNk

A B

B B ⊕ Σfib(f)

f

f

which is a pullback diagram when forgetting to CAlg�k . Since the functor to E∞-rings is conservative and
preserves limits, it is also a pullback diagram in CAlgNk .

42



Corollary 5.28. Postnikov towers converge in CAlgNk . Moreover, each step in the Postnikov tower

· · · → τ≤2A→ τ≤1A→ τ≤0A

is a square-zero extension.

5.3 Complete profinite animated ultrasolid k-algebras

We can reach the same results for complete profinite objects as for the spectral analogue.

Definition 5.29. An augmented animated ultrasolid k-algebraR is Artinian if the underlying chain complex
is in Modk,≥0, π0(R) is local and π∗(R) is a finite-dimensional vector space. We write CAlgart,∆k//k for the full
subcategory of Artinian animated k-algebras.

An augmented animated ultrasolid k-algebra R is complete and profinite if π0(R) is complete and the

underlying chain complex is in Solidaperfk,≥0 . We will write ĈAlg
N

k//k for the full subcategory of complete
profinite animated ultrasolid k-algebras.

We will not include proofs for the following results, since they are identical to their spectral analogue
(Proposition 4.47, Proposition 4.49, Proposition 4.52, Proposition 4.51 and Theorem 4.55)

Proposition 5.30. Let ĈAlg
N

k//k ⊂ CAlgNk//k be the full subcategory of complete profinite animated ultrasolid

k-algebras. Then,

1. For any R ∈ ĈAlg
N

k//k such that π0(R) ∈ CAlg♥k//k is complete, and any V ∈ Solidaperfk,≥0 , the completion

map induces an equivalence

MapCAlgN
k//k

(L̂Sym
∗
(V ), R) ≃ MapCAlgN

k//k
(LSym∗(V ), R)

2. There is a monadic adjunction L̂Sym
∗

nu : ĈAlg
N

k//k ⇆ Solidaperfk,≥0 : forget.

3. If f : A→ B is a map in ĈAlg
N

k//k and LB/A ≃ 0, then it is an equivalence. Additionally, the functor

R 7→ cot(R) := LR/k ⊗R k commutes with inverse limits and lands in the category Solidaperfk,≥0 .

4. Let CAlgart,∆k//k ⊂ CAlgNk//k be the ∞-category of Artinian animated k-algebras. Then, there is an

equivalence

ĈAlg
N

k//k ≃ Pro(CAlgart,∆k//k )

6 The Lurie-Schlessinger criterion

We will finally prove our generalisation of the Lurie-Schlessinger criterion.

Definition 6.1. Throughout the rest of this section, let C be either CAlg�k//k or CAlgNk//k, and let Cart
be the ∞-category of Artinian objects in C. That is, Cart consists of those objects X ∈ C such that the
underlying chain complex of X is in Modk,≥0, π0(X) is local and π∗(X) is finite-dimensional.

We will also write Ĉ for the ∞-category of complete profinite objects in C, so that Pro(Cart) ≃ Ĉ.

Remark 6.2. Since Cart has finite limits, Ĉ must have all limits. Additionally, these limits are computed in C.
This is because the inclusion Cart → C commutes with finite limits, and the equivalence Ĉ ≃ Pro(Cart) is con-
structed as the inverse-limit-preserving extension of the inclusion Cart → C (see the proof of Theorem 4.55).
The inclusion Ĉ → C then commutes with all limits ([HTT], Proposition 5.3.5.13).

43



Definition 6.3. A formal moduli problem is a functor X : Cart → S such that X(k) ≃ ∗ and for any map
A→ k⊕ k[n] in Cart with n > 0, the functor X preserves the fibre product A′ := A×k⊕k[n] k. That is, there
is a pullback diagram

X(A′) X(A)

X(k) X(k ⊕ k[n])

We write Modulik for the ∞-category of formal moduli problems. Notice that this does not carry any
ultrasolid structure.

Remark 6.4. By right Kan extending, we can consider any formal moduli problem as an inverse-limit-
preserving functor X : Ĉ → S that preserves the described fibre products in Cart ⊂ Ĉ and X(k) ≃ ∗.

Definition 6.5. A morphism φ : A→ B in Cart is elementary if there is a pullback diagram

A B

k k ⊕ k[n]

φ

for some n > 0.
A map in Cart is small if it is an equivalence or a finite composition of elementary morphisms.

We have the following characterisation of small morphisms. We paraphrase the proof for E∞-rings from
([DAG X], Lemma 1.1.20) and adapt it for animated rings.

Proposition 6.6. A map f : A→ B in Cart is small if and only if it induces a surjection π0(A)→ π0(B).

Proof. Given that each elementary morphism induces a surjection on π0, one direction is clear.
For the other direction, let C = cofib(f), so that π∗(C) is a finite-dimensional k-vector space. We will

prove the statement by induction on the dimension of π∗(C). If it is zero, then f is an equivalence so we are
done.

Let n be minimal so that πn(C) 6= 0. Since f is a surjection on π0, we have that n > 0. Let m be the
maximal ideal of π0(A). By Nakayama’s lemma, πn(C)/m 6= 0. This is a finitely generated π0(A)/m ∼= k-
module, so it is a finite-dimensional vector space. We can then collapse onto a subspace to obtain a surjective
π0(A)-module map φ : πn(C)→ k.

By ([HA], Theorem 7.4.3.1) in the spectral case and Proposition 5.20 in the derived case, there is a
(n+ 1)-connective map C ⊗A B → LB/A. By n-connectivity of C, πn(C ⊗A B) = Tor0π0(A)(π0(B), πn(C)) ∼=

πn(C)/(ker(π0(A) → π0(B)), where the last isomorphism is by surjectivity of the map f on π0. Then,
πnLB/A

∼= Tor0π0(A)(πn(C), π0(B)) ∼= πn(C)/(ker(π0(A) → π0(B))) (here we crucially use that n > 0 since
the map C ⊗A B → LB/A is (n+ 1)-connective).

By truncating, giving a map LB/A → k[n] is equivalent to giving a map τ≤nLB/A ≃ πnLB/A[n] → k[n].
Hence, the map φ determines a map LB/A → k[n], since ker(π0(A) → π0(B)) ⊆ m. This determines a map
η : B → B ⊕ k[n] in CA//B. We can then form the following diagram

B′ B

B B ⊕ k[n]

k k ⊕ k[n]

f ′

η
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where each of the squares is a pullback diagram, so the whole rectangle is a pullback diagram. It follows
that B′ ≃ B ×k⊕k[n] k, so that f ′ is elementary.

Since the map η : B → B ⊕ k[n] is a map of A-algebras, we have a commutative diagram

A B

B B ⊕ k[n]

f

f η

where the horizontal map B → B ⊕ k[n] is the natural inclusion. By the universal property of the pullback,

we have a factorisation A → B′ f ′

−→ B. It now remains to show that f ′ is small but this is true by the
inductive hypothesis.

The following is an immediate consequence of ([DAG X], Proposition 1.1.15).

Proposition 6.7. A functor X : Cart → S is a formal moduli problem if and only if it preserves pullbacks

of morphisms that are surjective on π0.

Remark 6.8. Let X : Cart → S be a formal moduli problem, which we can right Kan extend to obtain an
inverse-limit-preserving functor X : Ĉ → S.

Suppose we have a pullback diagram in Ĉ of the form

R′ R

k k ⊕ V [n]

η

where V ∈ Pro(Vectk) and n > 0. Then, the map η can be written as an inverse limit of maps of the form
Ri → k ⊕ Vi[n] where Vi is finite-dimensional and Ri ∈ Cart ([HTT], Proposition 5.3.5.15). All the maps
Ri → k ⊕ Vi[n] are small because π0(k ⊕ Vi[n]) = k. This means that we can write this pullback diagram as
an inverse limit of pullback diagrams, all of which are preserved by X , so the functor X preserves the above
pullback.

Definition 6.9. Given a formal moduli problem X , we can form a spectrum object {X(k⊕ k[n])}n>0 ∈ Sp.
Actually, this can be endowed with the structure of a k-module spectrum ([DAG X], Warning 1.2.9). We
call this object, written as TX ∈Modk, the tangent fibre of X .

We will call a formal moduli problem X coconnective if TX is itself coconnective.

Remark 6.10. The objects k⊕k[n] generate all of Cart under pullbacks that are preserved by formal moduli
problems. It follows that a map X → Y of formal moduli problems is an equivalence if and only if the
induced map TX → TY is an equivalence.

For the following proof, we follow the strategy of ([DAG], Theorem 6.2.13) and adapt it to the ultrasolid
setting.

Theorem 6.11. Let X : Cart → S be a formal moduli problem. Then, it is corepresentable by a complete

profinite ultrasolid object in Ĉ if and only if TX is coconnective.

Proof. Suppose X = MapC(R,−). Then,

X(k ⊕ k[n]) ≃MapC(R, k ⊕ k[n]) ≃MapSolidk
(cot(R), k[n]) ≃MapSolidk

(k[−n], cot∨(R))
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Here we have used that cot(R) ∈ Solidaperfk,≥0 (Proposition 4.51 and Proposition 5.30) and the contravariant
equivalence Solidaperfk,≥0 ≃ Modop

k,≤0 given by duality. Hence, TX ≃ cot∨(R), which is clearly coconnective.
Suppose now TX is coconnective. We fix the following notation. For R ∈ Ĉ, we will write FR for the

formal moduli problem corepresented by R, and we will write TR := TFR . Given a map X → Y of formal
moduli problems, we will write TY/X for the fibre of the map TX → TY .

We will construct by induction an inverse system {Ri} in Ĉ with compatible maps FRi → X such that
Ri+1 → Ri is (i+ 1)-connective and TX/Ri ∈Modk,≤−i−2.

Let R−1 = k, so TX/R−1 = TX [−1] and the result is clear. Suppose that φi : FRi → X has been
constructed, so that TX/Ri ∈ Modk,≤−i−2. We will now construct an inverse system {Ri+1

j } of objects in Ĉ,
where every map in the inverse system is (i+1)-connective, together with compatible maps φi+1

j : Ri+1
j → X .

We begin by setting Ri+1
0 = Ri.

Now suppose φi+1
j : Ri+1

j → X has been constructed. Let V = π−i−2TX/Ri+1
j

, so we have a map
V [−i− 2]→ TX/Ri+1

j
. This is classified by a homotopy commutative diagram

V [−i− 2] TRi+1
j

0 TX

η

φi+1
j

together with a homotopy between the two compositions. We also have

MapModk
(V [−i− 2], TRi+1

j
) = MapC(R

i+1
j , k ⊕ V ∨[i+ 2])

so that η classifies a map η : Ri+1
j → k ⊕ V ∨[i+ 2]. Hence, we can rewrite the above diagram as

Fk⊕V ∨[i+2] FRi+1
j

Fk X

η

φi+1
j

with a 2-cell exhibiting the commutativity of the diagram.
Define Ri+1

j+1 = Ri+1
j ×k⊕V ∨[i+2] k, and this pullback is preserved by X by Remark 6.8. Remember that

for R ∈ Ĉ, by the Yoneda embedding we have that X(R) ≃ Map(FR, X). This means that the maps Fk → X

and FRi+1
j
→ X factor through FRi+1

j+1
. Let φi+1

j+1 : FRi+1
j+1
→ X be the induced map. Clearly, the map

Ri+1
j+1 → Ri+1

j is (i+ 1)-connective, and since Ĉ is closed under limits, Ri+1
j+1 ∈ Ĉ.

We now claim that the induced map π−i−2TRi+1
j /X → π−i−2TRi+1

j+1/X
is zero. It suffices to check that the

map V [−i− 2]→ TRi+1
j /X → TRi+1

j+1/X
vanishes. This map is induced by the commutative diagram

Fk⊕V ∨[i+2] FRi+1
j

Fk FRi+1
j+1

X

At the level of tangent complexes, we can omit Ri+1
j , identify maps from Fk⊕V ∨[i+2] as maps from V [−i− 2]
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into the tangent complex, and write this as

V [−i− 2] TRi+1
j+1

Tk ≃ 0 TX

To check that the map V [−i − 2] → TRi+1
j+1/X

≃ fib(TRi+1
j+1
→ TX) is trivial we need to check that both

the map V [−i − 2] → TX and the homotopy between the compositions V [−i − 2] → TX are trivial. These
conditions are both satisfied because both the map and the homotopy factor through Tk ≃ 0.

We have now constructed Ri+1
j+1. Set Ri+1 = lim

←−
Ri+1

j . Given that Artinian objects are cocompact in
Ĉ we see that FRi+1 = colimFRi+1

j
. By the universal property of colimits, there is a factorization FRi →

FRi+1 → X . The map Ri+1 → Ri is clearly (i + 1)-connective by construction. Given that this is also true
of cotangent complexes, we see that the fibre of the map TRi/X → TRi+1/X is in Modk,≤−i−2. Additionally,
π−i−2TRi+1/X = colimπ−i−2TRi+1

j /X . All of the maps in this filtered system vanish, so this colimit is zero.
Hence, π−i−2TRi+1/X = 0.

We can now set R = lim
←−

Ri, so R ∈ Ĉ. This clearly induces a map FR → X that is an equivalence on
tangent complexes so X ≃ FR.

Remark 6.12. The covariant Yoneda R 7→ Map(R,−) gives a functor Ĉ → Moduliopk . This coincides with
the obvious fully faithful embedding Ĉ ≃ Pro(Cart)→ Moduliopk . This implies that Ĉop embeds fully faithfully
into formal moduli problems.

In [BM23] they classify formal moduli problems in terms of partition Lie algebras, algebras over a monad
Lieπk on Modk. For V ∈ Modftk,≤0 (that is, πi(V ) is finite-dimensional for every i), we have that Lieπk (V ) ≃

cot∨(k ⊕ V ∨). One can extend this to a sifted-colimit-preserving monad on all of Modk through Goodwillie
calculus ([BM23], Theorem 4.20 (2)).

Using the equivalence between partition Lie algebras and formal moduli problems, we can actually un-
derstand the objects in Ĉ in terms of partition Lie algebras.

Theorem 6.13. There is a monadic adjunction

k ⊕ (−∨) : Modk,≤0 ⇆ Ĉop : cot∨

The induced monad coincides with the partition Lie algebra monad defined in [BM23].

Proof. There is a fully faithful contravariant embedding from Ĉ into formal moduli problems. This is because
Ĉ ≃ Pro(Cart), which can be described as the opposite category of finite-limit-preserving functors Cart → S
([HTT], Corollary 5.3.5.4). Since formal moduli-problems are functors Cart → S preserving some finite limits,
we get the fully faithful embedding Ĉop −֒→ Modulik.

By Theorem 6.11, the image is precisely those formal moduli problems with coconnective tangent fibre.
Write Modulik,≤0 for the full subcategory of formal moduli problems with coconnective tangent fibre. By
taking tangent fibres, we have a functor

Ĉop ≃Modulik,≤0 → Modk,≤0

which corresponds to the functor cot∨.
By ([BM23], Theorem 1.12), the tangent fibre functor is precisely the forgetful monadic functor from

coconnective partition Lie algebras to chain complexes. Since the partition Lie algebra monad preserves
coconnective complexes ([BM23], Proposition 5.35 and Proposition 5.49), the functor Modulik,≤0 → Modk,≤0

is monadic, so we are done.
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Remark 6.14. Note that one of the features of this construction is obtaining the partition Lie algebra
monad on Modk,≤0 as part of an adjunction (c.f. [BM23], Theorem 4.20 (2)).

Remark 6.15. Remember that an augmented E∞ k-algebra or animated k-algebra R is complete local

Noetherian if π0(R) is complete, local and Noetherian and πi(R) is a finitely generated π0(R)-module for
every i.

Combining Theorem 6.13 and ([BM23], Proposition 5.31 and Corollary 5.46), we get a fully faithful
embedding from complete local Noetherian E∞ or animated k-algebras into Modulik,≤0 ≃ Ĉ

op. We will
write ĈcN for the essential image of this embedding. The category ĈcN is precisely the R ∈ Ĉ such that
cot(R) ∈Modftk,≥0. That is, πi(cot(R)) is a finite-dimensional vector space for all i.

A Hypersheaves on the site of profinite sets

In Section 4.1 we described the homology of free E∞ ultrasolid k-algebras via the homology of con-
densed anima. Here we recall some well-known results about condensed anima whose proof we recollect for
completeness.

Definition A.1. The category of profinite sets ProFin is the category of topological spaces that can be
written as an inverse limit of finite discrete spaces. Equivalently, these are compact, Hausdorff spaces that
are totally disconnected ([Sta23, Tag 08ZY]). They form a site where coverings are finite families of jointly
surjective maps.

For a cardinal κ, we write ProFinκ for the site of κ-small profinite sets. Given an ∞-category C with
small limits, we will write Shvhyp(ProFinκ, C) for the ∞-category of hypersheaves.

A space is extremally disconnected if it is compact, Hausdorff, and the closure of every open is open.
We write ED for the category of extremally disconnected spaces, and EDκ for the subcategory of κ-small
extremally disconnected spaces.

Remark A.2. By ([Gle58], Theorem 1.2), extremally disconnected spaces are projective in compact Haus-
dorff spaces. That means that if S is extremally disconnected, for any solid diagram of compact Hausdorff
spaces with X ։ Y surjective,

X

S Y

there is a dotted arrow making the diagram commute.

Proposition A.3. Let κ be an uncountable strong limit cardinal and let C be an ∞-category with all small

limits and colimits, where finite products commute with filtered colimits. Then, restriction gives an equiva-

lence

Shvhyp(ProFinκ, C)
≃
−→ Fun⊔(ED

op

κ , C)

where Fun⊔(ED
op

κ , C) ⊂ Fun(EDop

κ , C) is the full subcategory of finite-product-preserving functors. The in-

verse is given by the sheafification of the left Kan extension.

Proof. Let S ∈ ProFinκ. Then, by taking disjoint unions, any hypercover of S can be refined into a
hypercover by single objects T• → S.

Let X : EDop
κ → C be a finite-product-preserving functor, and let X̃ be its left Kan extension to all of

ProFinop
κ . We will now show that X̃ still preserves finite products. Let T, T ′ ∈ ProFinκ. Then, we have that

X̃(T ⊔ T ′) = colim
T⊔T ′→S

X(S)
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where the colimit runs over all κ-small extremally disconnected S with a map T ⊔ T ′ → S. Factoring each
of these maps to the codiagonal S ⊔ S → S, we see that (the opposite of) this category is cofinal to the
category of pairs of maps T → S and T ′ → S for S ∈ EDκ. Then,

X̃(T ⊔ T ′) = colim
T→S,T ′→S

X(S ⊔ S) = colim
T→S,T ′→S

X(S)×X(S) = X̃(T )× X̃(T ′)

where we used that finite products commute with filtered colimits in C.
Let S ∈ EDκ. Any hypercover T• → S can be extended to a split diagram since S is extremally

disconnected and hence projective in compact Hausdorff spaces. Write X̃∨ for the sheafification. Then,

X̃∨(S) = colim
T•→S

Tot(X̃(T•)) ≃ X̃(S) ≃ X(S)

where the colimit runs over all hypercovers of S. Here we used that X̃ will necessarily preserve split diagrams.
This shows that the composition

Fun⊔(ED
op
κ , C)→ Shvhyp(ProFinκ, C)→ Fun⊔(ED

op
κ , C)

is an equivalence.
Given a κ-small profinite set S, we can choose a hypercover T• → S by κ-small extremally disconnected

spaces. This is clearly true if we don’t restrict cardinalities by taking Stone-Čech compactifications. That
is, for every profinite set S, we can cover S by βSδ, where Sδ refers to taking the underlying discrete set.
Now it is critical that we chose an uncountable strong limit cardinal, because if S was κ-small, so will βSδ.

Hence we see that any hypercomplete sheaf on ProFinκ is determined by its values on EDκ. We just
showed that left Kan extension doesn’t change the values on extremally disconnected spaces so the compo-
sition

Shvhyp(ProFinκ, C)→ Fun⊔(ED
op
κ , C)→ Shvhyp(ProFinκ, C)

is also an equivalence.

Definition A.4. For an ∞-category C and an uncountable strong limit cardinal κ, the ∞-category of κ-
condensed objects of C, Condκ(C), is the ∞-category of hypercomplete sheaves ProFinop

κ → C. Then, the
∞-category of condensed objects of C is Cond(C) := colimκ Condκ(C), where the colimit is taken over all
uncountable strong limit cardinals.

By Proposition A.3, Condκ(C) is the ∞-category of finite-product-preserving functors EDop
κ → C. We

saw above that if EDop
κ → C preserves finite products, so does its left Kan extension. Hence, Cond(C) can

be described as the ∞-category of finite-product-preserving functor EDop → C that are left Kan extended
from EDop

κ for some κ.

Example A.5. Let R be a commutative ring. Then, Cond(Mod♥R) is the category of condensed R-modules.
We can form its derived category D(Cond(Mod♥R)) (as an ∞-category). By ([Sch19b], Warning 2.8), we see
that D(Cond(Mod♥R)) ≃ Cond(ModR).

Under this correspondence, given a chain complex V ∈ D(Cond(Mod♥R)), interpreted as a hypercomplete
ModR-valued sheaf on ProFin, and S ∈ ProFin, we can associate V (S) with RHom(R[S], V ), where R[S] is
the free condensed R-module on S ([Sch19b], Lecture II).

Lemma A.6. Let R be a ring, let S be profinite and let T• → S be a hypercover by extremally disconnected

spaces. Then, the complex of condensed R-modules

· · · → R[T1]→ R[T0]→ R[S]→ 0

is exact.
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Proof. This is [Sta23, Tag 01GF]

Example A.7. The∞-category of condensed anima consists of finite-product-preserving functors EDop → S

that are left Kan extended from EDop
κ for some κ ([Mai21]). By taking filtered colimits in ([HTT], Theorem

5.5.8.22), we see that if C admits sifted colimits, then restriction gives an equivalence

FunΣ(Cond(S), C)
≃
−→ Fun(ED, C)

where FunΣ(Cond(S), C) is the full subcategory of sifted-colimit-preserving functors.
Condensed sets are finite-product-preserving functors EDop → Set that are left Kan extended from EDop

κ

for some κ, so we see that there is a fully faithful embedding Cond(Set) → Cond(S). In particular, by
([Sch19b], Proposition 1.7), there is a fully faithful embedding from the 1-category of compactly generated
topological spaces into condensed anima.

Also, there is a fully faithful embedding from finite sets into extremally disconnected spaces, and the latter
are projective in Cond(S), so by ([HTT], Theorem 5.5.8.22), there is a fully faithful embedding S → Cond(S)

(here we use that S is the sifted cocompletion of finite sets).
Hence, condensed anima form a category that fits both topological phenomena from the 1-category of

compactly generated spaces and homotopical phenomena from the ∞-category of spaces.
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