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I: Contractions and Construction of Chain Maps

0 Introduction

The purpose of this elementary and largely expository four part project is
to record some observations about acyclic model methods and their use for
constructing chain maps between chain complexes, related to an operadic
approach to cochain operations and cohomology operations. More specifi-
cally, we were originally interested in making more explicit the construction
of Steenrod operations for all primes and establishing their properties at
the cochain level. Classically the developement of cohomology operations
was carried out in the 1940’s and 1950’s. Steenrod began the study us-
ing direct cochain constructions, the ∪i operations leading to the Steenrod
Squares, but subsequently homotopy theoretical methods proved more pow-
erful. More recently, in the 1990’s and early 2000’s, certain classical meth-
ods of Steenrod were extended to give a general treatment of multivariable
cochain operations using the machinery of operads, [3], [19]. Although the
authors of those works understood that they were generalizing early con-
structions of Steenrod for the Steenrod Squares, and providing a framework
for a more explicit cochain level discussion of odd prime Steenrod pth power
operations than was carried out in the 1950’s, their primary interest was
not necessarily Steenrod operations, but rather other problems involving
cochain algebras and operations for which operad machinery was relevant.

In the papers [22] and [7], cochain level proofs of the Cartan formula and
Adem relations for Steenrod Squares were presented, using the operad meth-
ods. Substantial difficulties remained for giving analogous cochain level
proofs of the Cartan formula and the Adem relations for odd prime Steen-
rod operations. In Part IV of this project we plan to give explicit cochain
level proofs of properties of the Steenrod operations, including additivity,
the odd prime Cartan formula, P 0 = Id, stability under suspension, and the
Adem relations, using the operad methods.

However, in the process, we realized that many explicit chain maps involved
in the operadic discussion could be ‘explained’ using a universal procedure,
based on classical ideas behind acyclic model methods. Our basic procedure
and many examples are detailed in Part I of our project. This includes some
clarification of the classical Alexander-Whitney and Eilenberg-Zilber chain
maps. Our procedure also includes the operad structure maps of the oper-
ads known as the Barratt-Eccles operad E and the surjection operad S, and
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certain morphisms between them E ⇆ S → Z, where Z is the Eilenberg-
Zilber operad. We introduce a version of the surjection operad that seems
quite natural.1 The operad results are covered in Part III of the project.
Part II should be viewed as a mini-course that organizes in a self-contained
manner three versions of the surjection complexes, and establishes their ba-
sic properties relatively painlessly. In the end, we found the observations
in Parts II and III interesting by themselves, and perhaps more useful than
our original goals of explicit cochain level proofs of the Cartan formula and
the Adem relations.

This paper consists of Parts I, II, and III of our project, which accounts for
its length. Parts II and III are largely independent of Part I, once some
basic ideas about contractions h of chain complexes with h2 = 0, and their
use for constructing chain maps, are absorbed from Part I. We contemplated
submitting three separate articles. Instead, we strongly encourage readers
to view this long paper as three separate papers, skip around, discover what
is accomplished in the separate parts. Some of the technical results in Part
I are only used in Part IV, to establish properties of Steenrod operations at
the cochain level. Part IV of our project will be submitted separately.

What is the point of explicit cochain level arguments concerning cohomol-
ogy operations that we pursue in Part IV? The actual cochain formulas
for Steenrod operations and relations between operations turn out to be
hopelessly large to be of any use. The homological and homotopy theoret-
ical methods that were used to develop the Steenrod algebra in the 1950’s
were profound and exquisite. The classical applications and computations
in examples don’t use underlying cochain formulas. Originally we believed
cochain level formulas for Steenrod operations and Adem relations between
compositions of operations would be useful for studying explicit cochain
level simplicial set models of two and three stage Postnikov towers, as in our
papers [9], [10] on low dimensional Spin bordism and [11] on Pin− structures.

But it became clear that was not going to go very far. It is already rather
difficult to find cocycle formulas k1 and k2 for the first two k-invariants of
a three stage Postnikov tower E. This is where explicit cochain formulas
for cohomology operations and relations between operations are required to
produce simplicial set models for three stage Postnikov towers. Among other

1Much of our developement of this complex can certainly be found in the more ambi-
tious paper [1] of M. Adamaszek and J.D.S. Jones.
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things, one needs names for cochain operations that go far beyond Steen-
rod’s two variable ∪i operations. Once one has enough names, maps X → E
for simplicial sets X are then described by triples of cochains (w, p, a) on X
with da = 0, dp = k1 = k(a) and dw = k2 = k(p, a). The simplicial sets E
that we define using explicit cochain formulas for k-invariants are minmal
Kan complexes.

But it is not enough to simply enumerate the simplicial maps X → E in
this way. One also wants to describe with formulas the homotopy equiv-
alence relation on triples (w, p, a). This becomes a harder problem at the
cochain level. Even if it is known that E is an H-space, it is an added level
of difficulty to describe with formulas an explicit simplicial set product map
E × E → E, and prove that it is homotopy commutative and associative.
Essentially one wants some kind of explicit simplicial presentation of the
abelian group of homotopy classes of maps [X,E]. In the case of a loop space
E = ΩÊ one also wants to understand the isomorphism [ΣX, Ê] ≃ [X,E] in
terms of formulas involving cochain operations and cochain suspension. Our
papers on the Pontrjagin duals of 3 and 4 dimensional Spin bordism provide
examples that confirm how difficult all this gets.2 For k-stage Postnikov
towers with k > 3 these problems seem almost hopeless.

The operad methods produce much more than an alternate developement of
Steenrod operations and their properties. The full structure of the normal-
ized cochain algebra N∗(X) as an algebra over the Barratt-Eccles operad E
or the surjection operad S actually determines the homotopy type of a finite
type simply connected simplicial set X.3 Versions of this theorem, including
deep results relating the homotopy category of spaces and homotopy cate-
gories of operad algebras, are often referred to as Mandell’s Theorem [16],
[17]. Much work on such issues was also carried out by Justin R. Smith [27],
[28], [29]. Earlier attempts were made by the Russian mathematician V. A.
Smirnov [26]. Several researchers have contributed to further refinements.
So the E-operad algebra structure of N∗(X) determines in some difficult
to make precise manner not only the module structure of H∗(X) over the

2Our results on Spin bordism are closely related to explicit simplicial set models for
the first three stages of the Postnikov towers of S3, S4, S5, mostly based on the Adem
relation Sq2Sq2 + S3Sq1 = 0. How much simpler could it get? Viewing K(Z/8, n) as a
three stage explicit simplicial tower with building blocks K(Z/2, n), based on the relation
Sq1Sq1 = 0, sounds simpler but is also provocatively complicated even for small n.

3Only a very small part of this structure is needed to define Steenrod operations and
establish their properties at the cochain level.

6



Steenrod algebra but also higher order cohomology operations, differentials
in Adams spectral sequences, the homotopy groups of X, and Postnikov
towers for X. It was always a mantra that the functorial structure of the
H∗(X) as algebras and modules over the Steenrod algebra was not enough
to fully deal with such questions, one needed to dig deeper into the chain
and cochain level. The operad results can be viewed as a modern take on
the developement of (semi)simplicial methods for homotopy theory in the
1950’s, including E. H. Brown’s result that homotopy groups of finite simply
connected complexes were algorithmically computable by simplicial meth-
ods. One cannot predict what the power of future computers might bring
to the table in the study of direct simplicial methods, but the complexity of
algorithms is seriously exponential.

Perhaps our project of a cochain level study of Steenrod operations in Part
IV should sort of be viewed as meeting a challenge, like climbers scaling
some mountain by a new difficult route. Of what use is that? Not to get
to the top. You could maybe hike up steps, drive up a road, or take a heli-
copter. But beyond the challenge, we found that some of the computations
we made, and some of the connections between older and newer ideas related
to cochain operations, acyclic models, and operads, were rather interesting
to us, and might interest others.

Our paper is lengthy, because we include many details and examples and give
essentially complete proofs of the major results, which takes many pages.
But it is conceptually relatively elementary compared to thousands of other
papers on operads and homotopy theory written by many hundreds of au-
thors during the last 50 or more years. We find versions of some of our results
included in some of these recent and not so recent papers. Our goal in Parts
II and III is to organize systematically a new development of the surjection
and Barratt-Eccles operads, and their relation to chain and cochain opera-
tions, that unifies what is found in the original sources. It seems clear that
the operad algebra approach to the homotopy category and stable homo-
topy category deserves a permanent place in algebraic topology, of which
our goal of a cochain level development of the Steenrod algebra and its ac-
tion on cohomology rings is a very small piece. Our paper can be viewed
as a reformulation of some history, an introductory work, or an insert, that
should come before the deeper results, which likely have still not reached a
final form.
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1 Review of Acyclic Models

1.1 Contraction Based Acyclic Model Methods

Let us review the acyclic model method. First, suppose given a chain com-
plex B∗ that is free over some ground ring F or a group ring F[G], and a
contractible chain complex4 C∗, with a G-action in the equivariant case.
Differentials in chain complexes are always F[G] linear. If B∗ is graded in
non-negative degrees then beginning with a suitable map in degree 0 one
can construct equivariant chain maps φ : B∗ → C∗ unique up to equivariant
chain homotopy. By freeness of the domain, one just needs to define φ(b) for
a set of basis elements {b} ⊂ B∗. One does this recursively on degree, using
the fact that a cycle in Cn−1 is the boundary of an element of Cn. Given
a basis element b ∈ Bn, one chooses φ(b) ∈ Cn so that dφ(b) = φ(db), this
latter element being a cycle by induction. If C∗ is merely contractible, not
acyclic, ‘suitability’ of φ : B0 → C0 will include φ(dB1) ⊂ dC1. One then
extends φ in degree n by linearity or equivariant linearity, and moves on to
the next degree. In a similar recursive manner one can construct (equivari-
ant) chain homotopies between two (equivariant) chain maps.

Now, there are three levels of explicitness that one can consider. First,
if one uses only the fact that C∗ is contractible, then the construction is
not at all explicit. But if one has an explicit contraction, roughly a chain
homotopy h : C∗ → C∗+1 with dh+hd = Id in non-zero degrees and also on
φ(dB1) ⊂ dC1, then one has a somewhat explicit formula for basis generators
b, namely φ(b) = hφ(db). One calculates by induction

dφ(b) = dhφ(db) = φ(db) − hdφ(db) = φ(db)− hφ(ddb) = φ(db).

In practice however, this method only gives an explicit recursive procedure
for defining φ(b). The third level of explicitness then is that one might be
lucky and be able to find a ‘closed’ formula for the recursively defined φ(b).5

Once one has a candidate for a formula, an inductive proof can often be
found.

The constructed map φ may depend on the choice of basis in B∗. However,
in practice, our complexes B∗ come with a preferred choice of basis. Also, φ

4An acyclic complex means zero homology, and contractible complex means chain
homotopy equivalent to the complex F concentrated in degree 0. In this introductory
section we will be somewhat casual with this distinction.

5Closed formulas are appealing. However, for computer work when formulas get large,
it isn’t so clear that a closed formula is better than a recursive procedure.
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will certainly depend on the choice of the contraction chain homotopy h of
C∗. Again, in practice, our complexes C∗ come with preferred contractions.
In fact, they come with preferred contractions that satisfy h2 = 0, which
turns out to be a remarkably useful assumption for establishing many results.

The above paragraphs are a precursor to the functorial acyclic model method
that constructs natural transformation chain maps

φfunc : F∗(X1, . . . ,Xk) → K∗(X1, . . . ,Xk)

between functors using acyclic models. For us, the Xi will be simplicial sets,
and F∗(X1, . . . ,Xk) will be a functor that is free over F or F[G]. A basis
{u} will have the form {u = σF∗ (u)}, where the {u} are certain universal
elements u ∈ F∗(∆

n1 , . . . ,∆nk), and σi : ∆
ni → Xi are ‘simplices’ in the Xi,

canonically determined by u. ‘Universality’ of the {u} is meant to express
that the constructed sets of basis elements of the F∗(X1, . . . ,Xk) are ‘functo-
rial’ for simplicial maps in the variables Xj . Since simplicial maps can send
non-degenerate simplices to degenerate simplices, it will be the sets {u, 0}
of basis elements together with 0 that are actually functorial. We will also
have preferred contractions hK of the complexes K∗(∆

n1 , . . . ,∆nk), and in
the equivariant case a G-action.

Then φfunc : F∗(X1, . . . ,Xk) → K∗(X1, . . . ,Xk) is constructed recursively
as follows. One always begins with some functorial map in degree 0, and
assumes a functorial chain map has been constructed in degrees less than n.
Given a basis element u = σF∗ (u) ∈ Fn(X1, . . . ,Xk), one defines

φfunc(u) = σK∗ ◦ hK ◦ φfunc(du) ∈ Kn(X1, . . . ,Xk).

As before, extend by linearity over F or F[G]. It is the assumption that
the universal elements u and simplices σi are canonically determined by u
that guarantees that φ is well-defined. A routine argument shows that this
procedure defines a chain map that is equivariant and functorial in the Xi.

6

1.2 Preview of Examples

Here are a couple of examples. For a simplicial set X, let N∗(X) denote the
normalized simplicial set chain complex. There are iconic functorial chain

6In practice our examples are rather simple compared to this somewhat vague attempt
to describe a multivariable functorial acyclic model process in general.
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homotopy equivalences of Alexander-Whitney and Eilenberg-Zilber

AW : N∗(X × Y ) → N∗(X) ⊗N∗(Y )

EZ : N∗(X)⊗N∗Y ) → N∗(X × Y ).

Formulas for these maps are well-known, but where do they come from re-
ally?

Preferred basis elements in degree k of the normalized chain complex N∗(X×
Y ) arise uniquely from a pair of simplices ∆k → X and ∆k → Y , so that
composition with the diagonal ∆k → ∆k ×∆k → X × Y is non-degenerate.
Preferred basis elements of degree k in N∗(X) ⊗ N∗(Y ) are uniquely writ-
ten as tensors of pairs of non-degenerate simplices ∆i → X and ∆j → Y
with i + j = k. If ∆,∆′ are simplices, there are canonical contractions of
N∗(∆)⊗N∗(∆

′) and N∗(∆×∆′). The standard functorial procedure using
these bases and these contractions produces exactly the classical AW and
EZ formulas.7 One also has functorial AW and EZ maps for three or more
simplicial set variables, directly defined using our preferred contractions of
multiple tensor products of normalized chains on simplices or normalized
chains on multiple cross products of simplices.

We point out that some texts write down formulas for AW and EZ, fol-
lowed by rather awkward proofs that they are chain maps. Our procedure
recursively defines functorial chain maps using explicit contractions of mod-
els, then observes without much work that these functorial chain maps are
given by the classical AW and EZ formulas.

Of course the recognition of the abstract acyclic model method in the early
1950’s was a major conceptual advance in algebraic topology. It explains
rather quickly many things, such as why the cohomology of a space is a
(skew)-commutative graded ring. The ring structure was initially regarded
as sort of a mystery, dependent on properties of odd little formulas. Acyclic
models instantly gives diagonal approximations, unique up to chain homo-
topy, and the associativity and commutativity of the cohomology product
becomes obvious. On the other hand, the fact that a cochain complex itself
is a differential graded algebra, that is, with good cochain formulas mul-
tiplication is strictly associative and the coboundary is a derivation, was

7The EZ chain map can be ‘found’, more or less inductively, by thinking about the
geometry and combinatorics of triangulating prisms. The paper [31] of Whitney describes
in some detail the early history in the 1930’s of cup products and the dual AW map.
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recognized as important. So some diagonals are better than others. Before
even calculating the formulas, the explicit contraction based method we use
to define maps trivially yields that the AW and EZ maps are strictly asso-
ciative, EZ is strictly commutative, and AW ◦ EZ = Id.

A more dramatic example than the AW and EZ formulas is given by a

functorial Σn-equivariant chain map φ
(n)
func : N∗(EΣn)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n

constructed by the explicit functorial acyclic model procedure, also using
canonical contractions of n-fold tensor products of normalized chains on sim-
plices. Here, N∗(EΣn) denotes normalized chains on the MacLane model of
a free contractible Σn simplicial set. An F[Σn]-basis of N∗(EΣn) ⊗ N∗(X)
in degree k is given by tensors of F[Σn] generators of N∗(EΣn) of de-
gree i with non-degenerate simplices ∆j → X, i + j = k. The map

φ
(n)
func is a Σn-equivariant extension of the Alexander-Whitney multidiagonal

δ(n) : N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n. The map δ(n) is not fixed by the Σn action on the
range and equivariant extensions defined on N∗(EΣn) ⊗N∗(X), unique up
to equivariant chain homotopy, were very important in the development of
Steenrod operations. But again, some equivariant extensions, like the maps

φ
(n)
func we construct, are better than others. We discuss this further.

The chain complex components of the Barratt-Eccles operad E are given by
E(n) = N∗(EΣn). The chain complex components of the Eilenbeg-Zilber op-
erad Z(n) are given by (functorial) operations HOMfunc(N∗(X), N∗(X)⊗n),
or dually HOMfunc(N

∗(X)⊗n, N∗(X)). One of our main points is that

the adjoints Φ(n) : E(n) → Z(n) of our functorial chain maps φ
(n)
func defined

by the canonical recursive procedure factor through the surjection operad
components S∗(n) and coincide with the operad morphisms E → S → Z
constructed by hand by Berger-Fresse in [4], expanding on work of McClure-

Smith in [20]. The collection of maps φ
(n)
func produced by the standard con-

traction procedure satisfy serious strict associativity and strict equivariance
properties, equivalent to the strictly commutative diagrams expressing op-
erad morphism axioms.

Justin R. Smith [28] was clearly aware that an operad morphism E → Z
could be recursively constructed by essentially the same method as ours, in-
cluding using the same contraction of tensor products of normalized chains
on a simplex. But his primary interests were elsewhere, and it is not clear
if he wrote down full details. After the duality, these maps define operadic
actions of N∗(EΣn) on tensors of cochains that can be used to define and
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study Steenrod operations at the cochain level, as well as clarifying much
additional homotopy theory.

We do not reach the full explanation of these examples until the end of
Part III. Among other things, the full explanation includes the facts that
the operad structure maps themselves for the Barratt-Eccles and surjection
operads coincide with maps between contractible complexes constructed by
a standard recursive contraction procedure, as does the operad morphism
E(n) → S(n) and a section S(n) → E(n).

In a long paper like this it can be difficult to see the forest for the trees. In
an attempt to illuminate at least a part of the forest, we will insert here,
perhaps prematurely, some comments concerning E∞ operads, elaborating
somewhat on the two preceding paragraphs. Roughly, the classical defi-
nition of an E∞ operad is a collection of contractible, augmented, based,
free F[Σn] chain complexes ǫ, ι : B∗(n) ⇄ F, together with structure maps
OB : B∗(r) ⊗ B∗(s1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ B∗(sr) → B∗(s), s =

∑
si, that satisfy cer-

tain identity, equivariance, and associativity axioms. We propose replacing
the operad structure maps in some special cases by choices of contractions
hn : B∗(n) → B∗+1(n) with hd + dh = Id − ιǫ, where ǫ : B∗(n) → F is the
augmentation and ι : F → B∗(n) is the basepoint. We also assume the con-
tractions satisfy h2n = 0 and hnι = 0, and that F[Σn] bases of the B∗(n)
can be chosen in Im(hn) = Ker(hn), including ι(1) = e ∈ B0(n) = F[Σn].
With these assumptions, a twisted variant of our basic recursive contrac-
tion procedure for constructing chain maps produces candidates for operad
structure maps OB that satisfy everything except possibly the associativity
axiom. The associativity axiom holds if for all elements c0 ∈ hrB∗(r) and
ci ∈ hsiB∗(si) one has OB(c0⊗ c1⊗ . . .⊗ cr) ∈ hsB∗(s). So operad structure
emerges from contraction structure.

All these additional assumptions hold trivially for the Barratt-Eccles chain
complexes B∗(n) = N∗(EΣn). The extra structure, including the associativ-
ity condition, holds less trivially for the surjection complexes B∗(n) = S∗(n).
Focusing just on the enhanced chain complex structure, one more assump-
tion, namely that hnB∗(n) coincides exactly with the F span of a F[Σn]
basis, characterizes (N∗(EΣn), hn) uniquely among such complexes. Any
chain complex B∗(n) with the basic extra structure is canonically a direct
summand of N∗(EΣn). If the associativity condition holds for the operad
structure candidate maps OB then the B∗(n) operad is canonically a quo-
tient of the Barratt-Eccles operad. In this sense, the Barratt-Eccles operad
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is a kind of universal model for (contraction based) E∞ operads.

We will give many examples in the course of this work, some rather surpris-
ing, of using the explicit contraction based recursive procedures to construct
maps between chain complexes. Many times it is quite easy to find closed
formulas for the results of the recursive procedures. Other times, as in the
examples involving the operads E ,S,Z, this is harder, so we are content
to show our procedure leads to closed formulas already found by others.8

However, it seems plausible that some low degree initial computations and
perseverance would have lead to a guess of the closed formulas. Also, even
given the formulas, our proofs that the maps are chain maps and have other
desired properties simplify substantially parts of the original arguments.

2 Preview of Parts I, II, and III

2.1 Preview of Part I

Section 3 is a digression before we really begin the paper that summarizes
some basic properties of tensor products of chain complexes C∗ ⊗ D∗ and
chain complexes of homomorphisms HOM(C∗,D∗). The latter include dual
cochain complexes. We state a number of adjoint relationships and duality
relationships between such complexes. We also discuss actions of symmetric
groups on multitensor products of chain and cochain complexes. It seemed
reasonable to just set our conventions on signs and other aspects of chain and
cochain complexes and tensor products early on. Section 3 can be skimmed,
or essentially ignored, before moving on.

In Section 4 we make precise the notion of a contraction of an augmented,
base pointed chain complex. Roughly, a contraction is a chain homotopy
h : C∗ → C∗+1 that identifies the homology of C∗ with the homology of a
point. So dh + hd = Id in non-zero degrees. We show that one can always
find a contraction satisfying h2 = 0, which is an extremely useful property
that plays a major role throughout the paper. The symmetrical structure
consisting of a graded module and two self-maps d, h of degrees −1 and +1
satisfying d2 = 0, h2 = 0, dh + hd = Id seems provocative.9 Any contrac-
tion says more than that a chain complex with differential d has the same
homology as a point. It provides a specific somewhat sophisticated reason

8We do not know how these formulas were originally found.
9Symmetry is broken if one works primarily with complexes C∗ that are bounded below.

Also, with G-complexes, d is equivariant but h is not.
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why that is true as part of the structure. It is more mysterious why the
additional property h2 = 0 is so useful.

In Section 5 we give many examples of contractions. Given contractions of
C∗ and D∗, we construct preferred contractions of the tensor product com-
plex and the hom complex. The contraction we choose of a tensor complex
plays a key role in many results of our paper. We study a standard con-
traction hG of MacLane models N∗(EG), similar to a standard contraction
h∆ of chains on a simplex N∗(∆). We also study a contraction of a minimal
model M∗ of chains on a contractible free C-complex, where C is a cyclic
group of order n. M∗ is much smaller than the MacLane model N∗(EC). In
fact, Mk = Z[C]{yk} is free on one generator. M∗ is a very useful complex
when n = p is prime in our study of Steenrod operations in Part IV. There
is nothing new aboutM∗. It is the chain complex associated to a free action
of C on a regular cell complex structure on the infinite sphere S∞, with
n cells in each degree. This complex played a major role in the history of
classifying spaces, group homology, and cohomology operations.

In the case of F[G] complexes, we discuss in Section 5 contractible complexes
as acyclic resolutions of the trivial G-module F, but also possibly of some
other module structure on F. This turns out to be useful in Part IV for
studying Steenrod operations acting on odd degree cocycles.

Section 6 begins what should be regarded as the main point of Part I of
the project, namely, the use of explicit contractions to construct chain maps
B∗ → C∗ by the methods outlined in Section 1. We prove two very use-
ful uniqueness theorems that provide conditions that guarantee that a map
between complexes is necessarily the standard procedure chain map. Our
basic uniqueness theorem says that if the contraction of the range satisfies
h2 = 0 then an equivariant map in degree 0 has a unique extension to an
equivariant chain map with the property that basis generators of the domain
map to elements in the image of the contraction of the range. This result
has useful extensions to functorial chain maps and to ‘twisted’ equivariant
chain maps that are of importance in later sections.

Also of particular importance is the following uniqueness phenomenon. Sup-
pose B∗ and C∗ are F[G]-complexes, both with contractions satisfying h2 = 0
and with B∗ free. Then with mild hypotheses, any equivariant map B∗ → C∗

that commutes with the contractions is automatically a chain map and is
identical to the chain map constructed by the recursive contraction pro-
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cedure. In particular, the necessary hypotheses always hold when B∗ =
N∗(EG) is a MacLane model. All the maps φ : N∗(EG) → C∗ that have
roles in our work when C∗ is contractible commute with contractions. In
fact, basis elements of N∗(EG) are in the image of hG and the chain maps
can be defined recursively by φhG(x) = hCφ(x), for all x.

As examples of chain maps important in our paper, we mention the standard
contraction procedure equivariant chain map M∗ → N∗(EC) for a cyclic
group, and a retraction N∗(EC) → M∗. The retraction commutes with
contractions. We also give in Section 6 the explanation that the Alexander-
Whitney map AW : N∗(EH × EG) → N∗(EH) ⊗N∗(EG) is a special case
of our standard contraction constructions. The Alexander-Whitney map
commutes with contractions. The Eilenberg-Zilber map EZ : N∗(EH) ⊗
N∗(EG) → N∗(EH × EG) for MacLane models is also described as a spe-
cial case of our procedure. The functorial versions of AW and EZ are
postponed until Section 8.

We also discuss in Section 6 some delicate issues about compositions of stan-
dard procedure chain maps. These need not be standard procedure maps.
But we establish a number of conditions that imply such compositions are
standard procedure maps. The most useful of these condition is that the
second map sends the image of the contraction of the domain to the image of
the contraction of the range, again always assuming h2 = 0. This is weaker
than the condition that the second map commutes with contractions. There
are equivariant, functorial, and twisted equivariant versions of this compo-
sition result that become quite important in Parts II and III.

Section 7 continues the construction of chain maps using the standard con-
traction procedure to construct diagonal maps and equivariant diagonal
maps C∗ → C∗ ⊗ C∗ for various complexes C∗. We also extend the con-
structions to multidiagonals C∗ → C⊗n

∗ . These multidiagonals and certain
equivariant enhancements N∗(EΣn)⊗C∗ → C⊗n

∗ were absolutely crucial in
the study of cohomology operations from the very beginning.

Section 8 deals with the construction of natural transformations between
functors. We use our explicit contractions for chains on simplicies, chains
on products of simplicies, and tensor products of chains on simplices, to
define functorial chain maps using minimal contractible carriers. Of course
this is just a reformulation of the classical acyclic model method, but made
more explicit functorially at the chain level. We give two uniqueness the-
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orems in the functorial context that extend the uniqueness theorems from
Section 6. As two important examples, we discuss in detail the functorial
Alexander-Whitney map AW : N∗(X ×Y ) → N∗(X)⊗N∗(Y ) and the func-
torial Eilenberg-Zilber map EZ : N∗(X) ⊗ N∗(Y ) → N∗(X × Y ) when X
and Y are arbitrary simplicial sets. Our methods easily imply that both
AW and EZ are associative, EZ is commutative, and AW ◦EZ = Id. Our
method also produces a canonical chain homotopy between EZ◦AW and Id.
The details of both the Alexander-Whitney map and the Eilenberg-Zilber
map are used in fundamental ways in Parts II and III in our study of the
Barratt-Eccles and surjection operads.

Finally in Section 9 we review the method from [7] of using joins of chains
on MacLane models to define equivariant chain homotopies between pairs
of maps B∗ → N∗(EG) for certain complexes B∗. We discuss in detail some
examples that will link results in Part I to results on cochain operations in
Part IV. Specifically, the examples involve relations between the minimal
model M∗ for the cyclic group Cp of prime order p and the MacLane models
N∗(ECp) and N∗(EΣp) for the cyclic group and the symmetric group. The
applications in Part IV will be to a cochain level proof of the Cartan formula
for Steenrod operations, extending the arguments of Medina-Mardones [22]
in the p = 2 case, and to an analysis of which cycles in N∗(ECp) map to
explicit boundaries in N∗(EΣp), and therefore determine zero cohomology
operations.

Some of the examples and remarks in Part I, especially toward the end, are
somewhat complicated, but worth following. We chose examples for their
historical context, to illustrate the ubiquity of the contraction procedure,
and for later use in Parts II, III, and IV in our study of some operads and
in our cochain development of Steenrod operations.

2.2 Preview of Part II

In Section 10 we make a few introductory remarks about common features
of three versions of surjection chain complexes S∗(n) that underlie the sur-
jection operad. These complexes are acyclic free F[Σn] resolutions of F with
the trivial group action.

Sections 11 and 12 develop details of the version of the surjection complex
that we call Saj

∗ (n) because it appears in the paper of Adamaszek and Jones
[1]. The rough geometric idea is that the ordinary normalized relative simpli-
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cial singular chain complex of a simplex modulo its boundary, shifted down
in degrees, can be viewed as an acyclic free F[Σn] resolution of F̃, where F̃

is a twisted module structure on F. A simple untwisting construction then
produces the surjection complex Saj

∗ (n). The boundary operator is simpler
and more geometrically motivated than that of other surjection complexes.
It is immediate from basic topology that our complex is contractible, but
somewhat challenging to produce a contraction with h2 = 0.

Section 13 develops properties of the surjection complex Sbf
∗ (n) studied by

Berger and Fresse [4], [5]. Their boundary operator d is not so easy to mo-
tivate, and it is not completely trivial to even see why d2 = 0. Also, the
Berger-Fresse complex was known to be contractible but we go beyond that
and produce an explicit contraction, closely related to our contraction of
Saj
∗ (n).

Section 14 develops properties of the surjection complex Sms
∗ (n) studied by

McClure and Smith [19]. We focus from the outset on clear geometric moti-
vation for both the boundary operator and the F[Σn] action, although this
was certainly implicit in their original work. We show that Sms

∗ (n) is in a
very natural way the chain complex associated to a geometric cell complex
whose open cells are interiors of prisms. A contraction is given by exactly
the same formula as the contraction of Sbf

∗ (n).

In Section 15 we establish isomorphisms between the three surjection com-
plexes that preserve all the structure. We find all three surjection complexes
interesting. Also, it is sometimes more natural, and easier, to first express
and prove a result using a specific one of the surjection complexes.

The Sections 11-15 provide some details about the three surjection com-
plexes that are not found in the original references. In particular, we men-
tion the contractions with h2 = 0, the isomorphisms between the complexes
commuting with contractions, and additional geometric motivation for the
boundary operators and the symmetric group actions. We found all these
things deserving of a simple unified treatment. But readers need not get
bogged down with every detail, a light reading suffices for continuing with
the rest of Part II and then Part III.

Section 16 is one of the longest sections of the paper. We develop and study
in great detail the equivariant chain mapsN∗(EΣn) ⇆ Saj

∗ (n),Sbf
∗ (n),Sms

∗ (n)
that arise from the standard procedure constructions, using our bases and
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contractions of the various complexes. We prove that our maps for the
Berger-Fresse complex are the same as the maps they found and studied,
but we provide additional motivation and insight using the explicit con-
traction procedure ideas. In particular, we give independent self-contained
proofs that the Berger-Fresse maps are equivariant chain maps. In the case
of the newer surjection complex Saj

∗ (n), the geometric viewpoint that gen-
erators are given by actual simplical maps between simplices, and the re-
sulting identification of the inverse image of the base barycenter with a
geometric prism, allows us to motivate clearly the equivariant chain maps
Saj
∗ (n) → Sms

∗ (n) → N∗(EΣn) as expressing facts about prisms and the
Eilenberg-Zilber map that triangulates prisms. Berger and Fresse also de-
scribed their map Sbf

∗ (n) → N∗(EΣn) in terms of prisms, which is where
we learned it, but their discussion focused somewhat less on the geometry
of prisms. That said, at the end of the day the use of geometric simplices,
simplicial maps, and triangulations of prisms is a mental crutch, everything
is ultimately just algebra and combinatorics.

In the last subsection of Section 16 we treat in detail some interesting ad-
ditional facts about the surjection complexes S∗(n) and their relation with
the MacLane complexes N∗(EΣn) that were briefly hinted at by Berger and
Fresse in [5]. This technical subsection is not needed to continue to Part III.

2.3 Preview of Part III

In Section 17, which is also long, the equivariant functorial map of Berger-
Fresse Sbf

∗ (n)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n is proved to coincide with our standard
procedure construction. This is a relatively difficult result, although the
argument is formally similar to the argument in Part I that the classic EZ
map is produced by our standard procedure. It is also somewhat tricky
to prove that the standard procedure map N∗(EΣn)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n

factors through the surjection complex. These maps were studied by Berger-
Fresse by seemingly ad hoc methods, partly based on a reorganization of the
work of McClure and Smith. We also describe as compositions the standard
procedure maps A∗ ⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n for A∗ = Sms

∗ (n),Saj
∗ (n),M∗. All

these maps give rise by duality to multilinear actions of the various com-
plexes on tensors of cochains, which is the starting point for our study of
Steenrod operations in Part IV.

Towards the end of Section 17 we compute the Berger-Fresse map in the
specific degrees Mm(p−1) ⊗ Nm(∆m) → (N∗(∆

m)⊗p)mp, namely we show
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Φ(ym(p−1) ⊗ ∆m) = cm,p(∆
m)⊗p for specific constants cm,p. In the classic

reference [30], determination of these constants is also carried out by a long
chain level computation. It is one of the few direct chain level computations
in that book. The constants are needed in order to define the Steenrod pth

powers P j on cocycles in terms of the Berger-Fresse map, to prove P 0 = Id
and to prove the Cartan formula for the P j.

It seems appropriate here to recall a little history, although we do not know
it well. The basic functorial map Sms

∗ (n) ⊗ N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n was first
studied by McClure-Smith using their surjection complex. They also found
the operad interpretation, which was a major advance. Their method was
to establish their complex as a suboperad of the Eilenberg-Zilber operad
Z(n) = HOMfunc(N∗(X), N∗(X)⊗n). They did point out that there was
earlier separate work in the 1990’s and before by D. Benson, R.J. Milgram,
and E. Getzler, using multilinear cochain formulas to generalize Steenrod’s
original two variable ∪i products, with the goal of studying odd prime Steen-
rod operations. As mentioned previously, Justin R. Smith also studied an
operad action of the N∗(EΣn) on tensors of cochains, although not with ex-
plicit formulas. His work seems to use some of the same contractions that we
use to recursively construct chain maps. In particular, he realized that the
operad structure maps on the collection of complexes N∗(EΣn), including
the verification of the operad axioms and the operad map to the Eilenberg-
Zilber operad, could be formulated recursively using explicit contractions
and a uniqueness theorem for chain maps with certain properties. But his
primary interest was elsewhere and we do not know if he wrote down full
details.

A question, more philosophical than mathematical, might be how many
functorial chain operations HOMfunc(N∗(X), N∗(X)⊗n), or cochain opera-
tions HOMfunc(N

∗(X)⊗n, N∗(X)), do we really need? A reasonable answer
might be exactly the suboperad given by surjection complexes S∗(n). This
suboperad seems to contain all that is needed to fully and faithfully capture
a lot of homotopy theory. Also, the chain and cochain operations defined
by the surjection complexes are very natural direct extensions of Steenrod’s
seminal discovery of the explicit two-variable ∪i operations and the Steen-
rod Squares, which, it could be argued, launched homotopy theory into the
modern era.

In Section 18, to prepare for our treatment of the Barratt-Eccles and surjec-
tion operads, we review some basic definitions concerning operads and we
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develop carefully the permutation group operad in the category of sets, with
components the symmetric groups Σn. We also review the Eilenberg-Zilber
operad Z of functorial chain maps HOMfunc(N∗(X), N∗(X)⊗n). Experts
will find nothing new here, but we found some of the details, which are
taken for granted in nearly all papers on operads, trickier than we expected.
These details are needed in our non-standard treatment of the Barratt-Eccles
and surjection operads.

Section 19 contains our treatment of the Barratt-Eccles operad with compo-
nents N∗(EΣn). Our approach is to use a ‘twisted’ variant of our equivariant
standard contraction procedure to define candidates for operad structure
maps

OB : B∗(r)⊗B∗(s1)⊗ . . .⊗B∗(sr) → B∗(s), s = s1 + . . . + sr,

for certain complexes B∗(n). The candidates always satisfy the unit and
equivariance axioms for operads. A closer look is needed to establish the
associativity axiom. For that purpose, we extend previous uniqueness the-
orems to the twisted equivariant case, which provides a criterion for the
strict commutativity of various diagrams involving the B∗(n). The criterion
is easy to check for the N∗(EΣn). We also reconcile our treatment of the
Barratt-Eccles operad with the treatment expressed in terms of symmetric
monoidal functors, found for example in [3] and many other places.

In Section 20 the complexes Sbf
∗ (n) are proved to form an operad, again

using our contraction based constructions and our twisted candidates for
operad structure maps. It is somewhat trickier to use our twisted unique-
ness theorem to establish the criterion for associativity than it is for the
Barratt-Eccles operad. Using essentially the same uniqueness theorem, we
recover the Berger-Fresse result that the surjection operad is a quotient of
the Barratt-Eccles operad. We also prove using the uniqueness theorem that
the inclusion map studied in Section 17 from the surjection operad S to the
Eilenberg-Zilber operad Z is an operad morphism.

Many details in Section 17 through Section 20 of our paper are not easy.
But we believe the details in the original papers by Berger-Fresse [4], [5]
and McClure-Smith [19] are also not easy, in different ways than ours. One
might say “pick your poison”. Replication of results should have a place in
mathematics. One can read and check the details in the original papers or
read and check our details. Or both. All these chain maps, operad struc-
ture maps, and operad morphisms seemed originally to depend on brute
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force analysis of complicated formulas, which was not always included.10

We believe we provide an alternate self-contained context for many of these
important results. Every single one of these maps is an example of our stan-
dard contraction based procedure for constructing equivariant chain maps.
One could argue that the actual formulas are secondary, although it is cer-
tainly good to know them. In fact, we combine partial information about
the formulas of others with our inductive method. Many of the properties
of the maps drop out relatively painlessly from general results about our
contraction procedure that we develop in Part I.

We will conclude this preview section with a brief summary of some common
features of many of the chain maps φ : B∗ → C∗ that we study in Parts I,
II, and III. This includes the AW and EZ maps, multidiagonal maps, ten-
sor products of maps, maps involving functions between groups, and all the
maps related to the operads E ,S and Z. Sometimes we look at familiar maps
that are known to be chain maps, and we observe directly that they coincide
with our standard procedure maps, either by means of a little computation
and an easy induction or as an application of a uniqueness theorem. Other
times formulas for maps are ‘known’ but are much less familiar, seem rather
ad hoc, and it is sometimes rather difficult to check that the formulas even
define chain maps. But we can often prove by induction that these maps
coincide with our standard procedure chain maps, without much difficult
computation. So this simultaneously proves certain complicated maps are
chain maps, and establishes a natural conceptual framework for the origin
of these maps.

In important cases this second, more dramatic, situation arises as follows.
The standard procedure map applied to generators will be sums of terms of
a certain form, along with ± signs. That is, φ(x) =

∑
±T x. In standard

equivariant situations the parameter set for the operators T is the same for
x and gx. The terms T x are often easily described, and satisfy a crude
equivariant property g(T x) = ±T (gx). Once one has a candidate formula
for the T x, an inductive proof that such a formula for the standard proce-
dure map φ is correct can be given, without knowing the signs.

Namely, on basis generators b of the domain the standard procedure map is
given recursively by the formula φ(b) = hφ(db), where h is the contraction
of the range. Now d and h may each involve many summands. But sur-

10The papers of Adamaszec-Jones [1] and of McClure-Smith [21] are more conceptual.
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prisingly often most of these are seen to contribute 0. In fact, in important
cases hφ(db) reduces to a sum of h applied to a small number of boundary
terms of b, sometimes just two. Moreover, on those boundary terms only a
small number of summands of h are non-zero, sometimes just one, and their
evaluation is easy to understand. Thus, if by some stroke of insight or theft
one is given the candidates T x in all degrees, an inductive proof that such
a formula for φ(b) is correct can be fairly easy. One just needs to match the
formula for φ(b) with a sum of h applied to a few similar looking terms from
one degree lower. Then for other generators x = gb

φ(x) = gφ(b) =
∑

±g(T b) =
∑

±± T (gb)

also has the desired form.

The formula φ(b) = hφ(db) for basis elements always recursively forces the
signs. The contractions h often involve no signs and signs in db terms are
generally standard signs occurring in boundary formulas. Thus if one also
has candidate formulas for the φ signs, one has the possibility of showing
relatively painlessly by induction that these signs behave correctly in the
verification of φ(b) = hφ(db) and φ(gx) = gφ(x). This completes an induc-
tive proof that the asserted full formula for φ(x) is an equivariant standard
procedure chain map, correct for all x.

A saving of labor is seen if one compares our arguments with a direct com-
putation that dφ = φd. Direct computations can be awkward and seem to
rely on large amounts of fortuitous cancellation of terms with opposite signs.
Our arguments require no such cancellation. As three examples we mention

EZ : N∗(X) ⊗N∗(Y ) → N∗(X × Y )

φfunc : N∗(EΣn)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n

OS : S∗(r)⊗ S∗(s1)⊗ . . .⊗ S∗(sr) → S∗(s).

The third example, a twisted equivariant standard procedure map, is some-
what more complicated, but the same basic strategy applies.

It is true that if one checks or repeats or simply accepts previous arguments
that dφ = φd, and that φ is equivariant in a group action case, then the
statement that φ coincides with the standard procedure map is quite easy.
One just observes that for basis elements b of the domain the terms T b are in
the image of the contraction of the range and therefore the basic uniqueness
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theorems apply. This by itself is interesting. But we believe our alternate
proofs add value by simplifying some arguments, revealing hidden structure,
and putting results in a new context.

Other issues involving complicated chain maps arise in the operad context.
One needs to understand why certain diagrams strictly commute. These
commutative diagrams correspond to operad axioms for a collection of maps.
For this our uniqueness theorems seem very useful, since the compositions
in question often are seen to be compositions of standard procedure chain
maps. Therefore criteria that imply compositions of standard procedure
chain maps are themselves standard procedure chain maps can be used to
prove two different compositions around a diagram must coincide.

Of course the above few paragraphs are rather vague. But having read them
should make it easier to be motivated and follow details in specific examples.

Readers who are interested in deciphering what we are doing are strongly
advised to not try to initially follow all details in the order written. Become
familiar with what is done in Parts II and III before getting bogged down
in Part I. Look at paragraphs, remarks, statements of results, and examples
with a first goal of just getting the gist of what they say. Many of these are
included because a goal of our treatment is to be comprehensive, but often
statements and results are not used again until later sections. Keep turning
pages, skip ahead to later sections, don’t get stuck and quit.

3 Conventions with Chain and Cochain Complexes

First we make some comments about our conventions for functions and
permutations. We write functions on the left of their arguments, f(x). Thus
fg means apply g first, then f , so f(g(x)). Permutations are functions, so we
compose permutations στ by performing τ first, then σ, as in {1, . . . , n}

τ
−→

{1, . . . , n}
σ
−→ {1, . . . , n}. We generally write permutations as a sequence of

values (σ(1), . . . , σ(n)) = (σ1, . . . , σn).

3.1 Tensor and Hom Complexes

We will be making extensive use of constructions such as tensor products
of chain complexes, complexes of linear maps between chain complexes, in-
cluding dual cochain complexes, and various sorts of maps between such
constructions. Among other things, there are sign conventions needed in all
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these constructions. Historically, various sign conventions have been used.
We feel that there is a consensus of preferred conventions and we will clarify
in this section the conventions we will use throughout the paper. There is
no reason for a reader to get bogged down early with a myriad of details, so
this section can be skimmed,11 but it is important for us to not be vague.
Many articles use language such as “with the usual sign conventions”, when
it is not always clear what that means.

Since our interest is topology we do not strive for great algebraic general-
ity. We work primarily with positively graded chain complexes C∗ over a
ground ring F, which will usually be the integers or a field. In the presence
of group actions, complexes will be graded differential modules over a group
ring F[G]. In particular, the differential is equivariant.

Positively graded means 0 in negative degrees. We usually have in mind
complexes that are free in each degree. However, cochain complexes are neg-
atively graded chain complexes and occasionally we work with more general
Z graded hom complexes. Neither of these will be free without additional
finiteness assumptions or assumptions about F.

Given arbitrary chain complexes C∗ andD∗ over F we have the graded tensor
product module C∗ ⊗F D∗, which in degree n is given by ⊕i+j=nCi ⊗F Cj .
It is free if C∗ and D∗ are free. The preferred boundary operator is

d(a⊗ b) = da⊗ b+ (−1)|a|a⊗ db,

where |a| denotes the degree of a. Replacing the + sign by a − sign also gives
a differential with d2 = 0. The preferred choice is basically a unit choice in
the monoidal category of chain complexes. One wants F⊗C∗ = C∗ = C∗⊗F,
where F is regarded as a complex concentrated in degree 0. Geometrically,
the preferred boundary choice is related to the point being a unit for spaces,
∗ ×X = X = X × ∗. Also, for manifolds, one wants orientations to satisfy
∂(M ×N) = ∂M ×N ∪ (−1)|M |M × ∂N , where boundaries are oriented by
the “outward normal first” convention, which “one never forgets”. Products
are oriented by following an orientation tangent basis of the first factor by
an orientation tangent basis of the second factor.

There is also a complex of homomorphisms, HOM(C∗,D∗), which in degree
n is given by

∏
kHomF(Ck,Dk+n). These complexes are more complicated

11In fact, every section of this paper can be skimmed.
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because they can be non-zero in all degrees n ∈ Z, even if C∗ andD∗ are pos-
itively graded. Included are the dual cochain complexes C∗ = HOM(C∗,F),
which are negatively graded when the C∗ are positively graded.

In general, even if C∗ and D∗ are free complexes, HOM(C∗,D∗) is not usu-
ally free unless C∗ has finite type, or other assumptions are made about F.
This will not be an issue because we will be mapping other complexes to
hom complexes, and freeness of the target is not needed for our construc-
tions.

As mentioned previously, we write functions on the left of their arguments,
with the consequential understanding about compositions. The preferred
boundary formula in a hom complex is

du = dD ◦ u− (−1)|u|u ◦ dC .

One also gets a differential if the − sign between the two terms is replaced
by a + sign. The preferred choice of the − sign results in d(Id) = 0. More
generally, cycles of degree 0 in HOM∗(C∗,D∗) correspond to chain complex
homomorphisms, dD ◦u = u◦dC . Also, given a composition B∗

u
−→ C∗

v
−→ D∗

one has d(v ◦u) = dv ◦u+(−1)|v|v ◦ du. Thus, if either u or v is an identity
morphism, one gets what one wants.

If C∗ = D∗, the preferred differential du is the bracket [d, u] in the graded
world. The formula for d(v ◦ u) shows that HOM(C∗, C∗) becomes a dif-
ferential graded algebra. That is, the composition product is a chain map
HOM ⊗HOM → HOM . Also, C∗ becomes a differential graded left mod-
ule over HOM(C∗, C∗).

As a special case, the (co)boundary operator in a cochain complex C∗ =
HOM(C∗,F) is defined for u ∈ C∗, x ∈ C∗ by

< du, x >= (−1)|x| < u, dx > .

This differs by a sign from the simple adjoint of the boundary operator in
C∗.

12

12This sign convention for the coboundary in the topological case forces the cochain cup
product formula to include the “Dold sign”, in order that the coboundary is a derivation
and the cochains on a space form a differential graded algebra.
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There are several important chain maps between iterations of tensor and
hom complexes. We list some of them here. In all these statements the
serious point is that the signs in the boundary formulas work out. The first
two state desired adjoint relationships between tensor and hom.

Proposition 3.1.

• The map

HOM(B∗ ⊗C∗,D∗) ≃ HOM(B∗,HOM(C∗,D∗))

u↔ µ where µ(b)(c) = u(b⊗ c)

is a chain isomorphism.

• There is a chain map that is an isomorphism if B∗ and C∗ are finitely
generated and free in each degree

B∗ ⊗ C∗ ≃ HOM(C∗, B∗) where (b⊗ γ)(c) = b γ(c).

• Function composition

HOM(C∗,D∗)⊗HOM(B∗, C∗) → HOM(B∗,D∗) u⊗ v 7→ u ◦ v

is a chain map of degree 0. That is, d(u⊗ v) 7→ du ◦ v+ (−1)|u|u ◦ dv.
In particular, taking B∗ = F, the evaluation

HOM(C∗,D∗)⊗ C∗ → D∗ u⊗ c 7→ u(c)

is a chain map. The adjoint of evaluation is the identity chain map
Id : HOM(C∗,D∗) → HOM(C∗,D∗), hence evaluation is also a chain
map for that reason.

If u ∈ HOM(C∗,D∗) is a degree 0 chain map then v 7→ u◦v is a chain
map HOM(B∗, C∗) → HOM(B∗,D∗).

• Tensor complexes satisfy the following commutativity property:

C∗ ⊗D∗ ≃ D∗ ⊗ C∗ c⊗ d↔ (−1)|c||d|d⊗ c

is a chain isomorphism.
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• The map

HOM(A∗, C∗)⊗HOM(B∗,D∗) → HOM(A∗⊗B∗, C∗⊗D∗) f⊗g 7→ f⊗g

where (f⊗g)(a ⊗ b) = (−1)|a||g|f(a)⊗ g(b)

is a chain map. If deg(g) = 0 there is no sign. If f and g are chain
maps, so is f⊗g, with no sign. The adjoint of the ⊗ map is the
composition

HOM(A∗, C∗)⊗HOM(B∗,D∗)⊗A∗ ⊗B∗ →

HOM(A∗, C∗)⊗A∗ ⊗HOM(B∗,D∗)⊗B∗ → C∗ ⊗D∗,

obtained by permuting two factors then tensoring two degree zero
chain map evaluations.

• There are chain maps relating hom complexes and dual complexes.
Both of the maps below are chain maps:

C∗ → HOM(C∗,F) = C∗∗ : c 7→ γ, where γ(α)(c) = (−1)|c|α(c)

and
HOM(C∗,D∗) → HOM(D∗, C∗) : u 7→ µ,

where µ(α)(c) = (−1)|u|(|c|+|u|)α(u(c)) = (−1)|u||α|)α(u(c)).

The equality of the last two terms holds because the evaluation is 0 unless
−|α| = |u(c))| = |c|+ |u|. With finite free assumptions, these last two chain
maps are isomorphisms.

Proof. The proof that all the maps above are chain maps just requires very
careful unraveling of the definitions.13 For the last map, it is also possible
to make use of the previous maps:

HOM(C∗,D∗) → HOM(C∗,HOM(D∗,F)) → HOM(C∗ ⊗D∗,F)

→ HOM(D∗ ⊗ C∗,F) → HOM(D∗, C∗).

Beginning with u ∈ HOM(C∗,D∗) and c ∈ C∗, there is a sign (−1)(|c|+|u|)

in the first map, coming from the D∗ → D∗∗ map. Then there is a sign
(−1)|c|(|c|+|u|) coming from the commutation isomorphism. There are no
signs in the two adjoint isomorphisms. The two signs multiply to give the
desired sign (−1)|u|(|c|+|u|) for the composite map.

13But it is very easy to make mistakes!
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Remark 3.2. There is one more composite map that will be important. It
is a special case of the next to last map above, with C∗ = D∗ = F.

• The map

A∗ ⊗B∗ → (A∗ ⊗B∗)
∗ where < α⊗ β, a⊗ b >= (−1)|a||β|α(a)β(b)

defines a chain map, which is an isomorphism with finite free assump-
tions.

In a topological situation, this last map will become the pairing between
tensors of cochains and tensors of chains used to define cup products.

The sign in this last map is required, once we agree on the sign in the differ-
ential in general cochain complexes. If the differential in a cochain complex
C∗ is chosen to be δ, the simple adjoint of the differential in C∗, then the
sign is dropped in the above duality pairing. In topology we want the
cochain algebras of spaces to be differential graded algebras. Cup products
N∗(X)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X) are defined in terms of the duality pairing above
along with the Alexander-Whitney diagonal ∆: N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗N∗(X),
which has no signs. The conventions with no signs at all might seem simpler,
and is historically the way coboundaries and cup products were defined in
topology. But it is not the “right” way to do things, because, among other
reasons, one wants the coboundary to agree with the general choice for hom
complexes.

We point out that there is an isomorphism of cochain complexes (C∗, δ) ≃
(C∗, d), defined by α ↔ (−1)|α|(|α|+1)/2α. In the topological situation, this
isomorphism becomes an isomorphism between the two versions of the cup
product differential graded cochain algebras of spaces with a fixed diagonal.

3.2 Group Actions on Tensor and Hom Complexes

Finally in this section we discuss some aspects of group actions on chain
complexes. If a group G acts on the left as chain maps of a chain complex
C∗ and a group H acts on the left on D∗ then G ×H acts on C∗ ⊗D∗ by
(g, h)(a ⊗ b) = ga ⊗ hb. If H = G then there is the associated diagonal G
action on C∗ ⊗D∗, namely g(a⊗ b) = ga⊗ gb.
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The group G × H also acts on the left of HOM(C∗,D∗) by ((g, h)u)(c) =
h(ug−1(c)), which is the composition of functions h ◦ u ◦ g−1 : C∗ → C∗ →
D∗ → D∗. For example, with trivial group action on F and a left G action on
C∗, the left action on the dual complex HOM(C∗,F) is (gα)(x) = α(g−1(x)),
which is the composition of functions gα = α ◦ g−1 : C∗ → C∗ → F.

Of course right group actions can always be converted to left group actions,
and vice-versa, by the definition gy = yg−1. For example, the most natural
way to view the action on a dual complex is a right action, αg−1 = α ◦ g−1,
which converts to the left action gα = α ◦ g−1 defined above.

The natural action of Σp on a tensor power C⊗p
∗ , as a group of chain complex

automorphisms, is also a right action,

(a1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ ap)g = (−1)k ag(1) ⊗ . . .⊗ ag(p), k = k(a, g).

To understand this, it is convenient to first view the data of a basic tensor
a1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ ap as a function a : {1, . . . , p} → C∗. Then ag = (−1)k (a ◦ g)
as functions. We need a sign because the automorphism of the tensor com-
plex determined by the permutation g must commute with the boundary
operator. The sign, from Proposition 3.1, is the Koszul sign that counts the
parity of the number of odd degree pairs that are swapped by the permuta-
tion g. That is, (−1)k(a,g) = τ(g||ai|=odd), where τ is the parity sign of the
permutation g restricted to the indicated ordered subset of the {ai}. The
conversion of the right action on the tensor power to a left action is thus
g(a1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ap) = (−1)k(a,g) (ag−1(1) ⊗ . . .⊗ ag−1(p)).

Remark 3.3. Suppose B∗ is a free left Σp complex and suppose φ : B∗ ⊗
C∗ → C⊗p

∗ is a Σp-equivariant chain map. Then the adjoint chain map B∗ →
HOM(C∗, C

⊗p
∗ ) from Proposition 3.1 is also equivariant. We can compose

this equivariant adjoint map with the last duality map from Proposition 3.1
and the duality map (C∗)⊗p → (C⊗p

∗ )∗ from Remark 3.2 to get

B∗ → HOM(C∗, C
⊗p
∗ ) → HOM(C⊗p

∗ )∗, C∗) → HOM(C∗)⊗p, C∗).

All maps in this sequence are left equivariant chain maps, with the suitably
formed left actions. There are signs in the second two maps, given at the
end of Proposition 3.1 and implicitly in Remark 3.2.

This composition has an adjoint Φ: B∗ ⊗ (C∗)⊗p → C∗, which has the form

Φ(b⊗ (α1 ⊗ . . .⊗ αp))(c) = (−1)|b|(1+|c|) < α1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ αp, φ(b⊗ c) > .
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In particular, if |b| is even the sign goes away. The term φ(b⊗ c) ∈ C⊗p
∗ will

be a sum of p-tensors and from Remark 3.2 the last evaluation is computed
using

< α1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ αp, c1 ⊗ . . .⊗ cp >= (−1)ℓ(ℓ−1)/2
∏

< αj, cj >

This evaluation is 0 unless |αj | = −|cj |. From Remark 3.2, ℓ is the number
of cj of odd degree. The G action on C∗ is trivial here, so the equivariance
property of Φ is

Φ = Φ ◦ g : B∗ ⊗ (C∗)⊗p → B∗ ⊗ (C∗)⊗p → C∗.

Alternate formulations are

Φ(gb⊗ g(α1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ αp)) = Φ(b⊗ α1 ⊗ . . .⊗ αp)

Φ(gb⊗ α1 ⊗ . . .⊗ αp) = Φ(b⊗ g−1(α1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ αp)).

Note there are Koszul signs in the evaluations of any g′(α1 ⊗ . . .⊗ αp).

Chain maps of form φ : B∗ ⊗ C∗ → C⊗p
∗ and Φ: B∗ ⊗ (C∗)⊗p → C∗ will

turn up in Parts II, III, and IV when we discuss how chains C∗ = N∗(X)
on simplicial sets are coalgebras over certain operads with components B∗,
and how cochains C∗ = N∗(X) are algebras over those same operads. The
operad algebra structures on tensors of cochains lead to explicit cochain level
definitions of Steenrod operations and proofs of their properties in Part IV.

4 Contractions

We will repeat some sentences from the beginning of the previous section.
We work primarily with positively graded chain complexes C∗ over a ground
ring F, which will usually be the integers Z or a field F or a group ring
F[G]. Positively graded means 0 in negative degrees. However, cochain
complexes are negatively graded chain complexes and ccasionally we work
with more general Z graded hom complexes. For completeness, we will define
contractions for arbitrary Z graded chain complexes.

4.1 Contractions of Augmented Based Chain Complexes

We regard F as a chain complex concentrated in degree 0. Our chain com-
plexes will have an augmentation chain map ǫ : C∗ → F, that is ǫd1 = 0, and
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a base point chain map ι : F → C0, that is d0ι = 0, with ǫ ◦ ι = IdF. A base
point is the same data as a cycle c0 = ι(1) ∈ C0, with ǫ(c0) = 1. We set
ρ = ι ◦ ǫ : C∗ → F → C0 ⊂ C∗, and sometimes also refer to the chain map ρ
as the base point. Of course if C∗ is positively graded then any ι(1) ∈ C0 is
a cycle.

DEFINITION 4.0. A contraction is a chain homotopy h : C∗ → C∗+1 with
dh + hd = Id− ρ. Thus ǫ and ι are chain homotopy inverses of each other.
If a contraction exists we call C∗ a contractible complex.. If a contraction is
chosen, we call C∗ a contracted complex.

One can also form an augmented complex Ĉ∗ by adding a summand F in
degree −1. Set d̂0 = d0⊕ ǫ and set d̂−1 = d−1⊕ 0. Extend the contraction h
to ĥ by setting ĥ−1 = h−1 ⊕ ι and ĥ−2 = h−2 ⊕ 0. Then the degree 1 map ĥ
becomes a chain homotopy between the identity and zero on the augmented
complex. That is, d̂ĥ+ ĥd̂ = Id in all degrees. Thus the augmented complex
is acyclic, meaning 0 homology in all degrees. We slightly prefer the former
viewpoint since the chain complexes we work with usually have preferred
augmentations and also preferred base points.

4.2 Contractions with h2 = 0

Of course when contractions exist, they are usually highly non-unique. It
turns out that a very useful additional property of contractions is hι = 0
and h2 = 0, which we will show in the next proposition can always be as-
sumed. This is the same as ĥ2 = 0 for the associated null-homotopy of the
augmented complex Ĉ∗.

In the Z-graded based augmented case, we will show that h2 = 0 implies
ǫh = 0. Since ι is injective, it is equivalent to show ιǫh = 0. If x ∈ C−1,
then (dh + hd)hx = hx − ιǫhx. But h2 = 0 implies (dh + hd)hx = hdhx =
h(x− hdx) = hx. Of course ǫh = 0 is a vacuous statement in the positively
graded case since there is no h−1.

Contraction data F ⇆ C∗
h
−→ C∗+1, with Id = ǫι : F → F, dh+ hd = Id− ιǫ,

and h2 = 0, hi = 0, ǫh = 0, is a special case of what Rubio and Serveraert
[25] call a reduction of a complex C∗ in their work on constructive algebraic

topology. Specifically, D∗ ⇆ C∗
h
−→ C∗+1 for some complex D∗, with the

same composition formulas as ours. Such data also occurs in homological
perturbation theory. Lambe and Stasheff [14] refer to it as strong deforma-
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tion retract data and Real [24] uses the term contraction even in this more
general case. We think it likely that many of the constructions in our paper
can be extended somehow to this more general setting. The following result
is a known example.

Proposition 4.1. If a chain complex admits a contraction then it admits a
contraction h with h2 = 0 and hι = 0.Then Ker(h) = Im(h) in degrees 6= 0
and Ker(h) = Im(h)⊕ Im(ι) in degree 0.

Proof. Any contraction of C∗ defines a null-homotopy ĥ of the augmented
complex Ĉ∗. There are then split short exact sequences for the augmented
complex,

0 → Ẑn → Ĉn ⇆ B̂n−1 → 0,

where the backwards arrow on the right is ĥ, and where the boundaries in Ĉ∗

coincide with the cycles in all degrees. Given such splittings, one has direct
sum decompositions of Ĉn. In fact, cn = dĥcn + ĥdcn = zn + ĥzn−1. Then
h̃|Ẑn

= ĥ and h̃|ĥẐn−1
= 0 also defines a null-homotopy of the augmented

complex.

In fact, h̃(cn) = h̃(zn) = ĥ(zn), so dh̃(cn) = dĥ(zn) = zn = dĥ(cn). Also
d(cn) is a cycle, so h̃d(cn) = ĥd(cn). Clearly h̃2 = 0. This produces a
contraction h = h̃ of C∗ with h2 = 0 and hι = 0. The last statement of the
proposition follows easily from dh(x) + hd(x) = x− ιǫ(x) and ǫh = 0.

Remark 4.2. For the positively graded complexes of interest to us, C0 is
not only free over F, but has a preferred basis. Therefore there is an obvious
choice of augmentation, sending basis elements to 1 ∈ F.

We briefly discuss change of basepoint, even for Z graded C∗, with a fixed
preferred augmentation ǫ. Suppose we have two basepoint cycles in C0, say
ι(1) = c0 and ι′(1) = c′0, with ǫ(c0) = ǫ(c′0) = 1. Suppose h is a contraction
for the basepoint ι. That is, dh + hd = Id − ιǫ. Define h′ : C∗ → C∗+1 by
h′(c) = h(c)− ǫ(c)h(c′0). So h = h′ except in degree 0. The following is just
an exercise in all the definitions, but it is a little trickier than it might look.

Proposition 4.3. h′ is a contraction for the basepoint ι′. That is, dh′ +
h′d = Id− ι′ǫ. If h2 = 0 and hι = 0 then (h′)2 = 0 and h′ι′ = 0.

In practice this remark could be useful when ι′ is a complicated basepoint
that we really want to use, and ι is a much simpler basepoint, but one for
which it is fairly easy to find a contraction.
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For the remainder of the paper we will assume all contractions satisfy h2 =
0 and hι = 0, which we sometimes abbreviate as simply h2 = 0. When
appropriate we will try to point out in various situations why this assumption
holds or just how this assumption is being used.

5 Examples of Contractions

We often work with simplicial sets X. We denote by N∗(X) the normalized
simplicial set chain complex of X with Z coefficients (or sometimes a field
F of coefficients), obtained from the full simplicial set chain complex by
dividing by the subcomplex spanned by degenerate simplices. If N∗(X) is
contractible and X is simply connected then the geometric realization |X|
is topologically contractible by the Whitehead Theorem.

5.1 Simplices, Products, and MacLane Models

Example 5.1. The Simplex. If ∆ is an ordered simplex with vertices
{0, 1, . . . , k, k+1, ...} then there is a contraction h(i0, . . . , in) = (0, i0, . . . , in)
of N∗(∆). The base point is vertex 0 ∈ N0(∆), and the augmentation sends
all vertices to 1 ∈ Z. A routine calculation using the boundary formula

d(i0, . . . , in) =

n∑

j=0

(−1j(io, . . . , îj , . . . , in)

implies h is a contraction. Also h2 = 0 and hι = 0 since (0, 0, x) is degener-
ate.

We point out that if C∗(∆) is the unnormalized augmented, based, simplicial
set chain complex associated to the ordered simplex then the same map h
is a contraction, but h2 6= 0. The procedure of Proposition 4.1 yields a
contraction with square 0, but it is a big mess.

Example 5.2. Products of Simplicial Sets. If X and Y are simplicial
sets then X ×Y is a simplicial set, with (X ×Y )n = Xn×Yn. The face and
degeneracy operators act in the obvious diagonal way on pairs of simplices,
and the full boundary operator is the usual alternating sum of the codimen-
sion one face operators, d(σ, τ) =

∑
j(−1)j(djσ, djτ).

If N∗(X) and N∗(Y ) are contractible then N∗(X×Y ) is contractible because
it is free and we know the homology by the Eilenberg-Zilber/Kunneth The-
orem. But it is not so easy to give an explicit contraction in general. The

33



tricky point is that a pair of n-simplices (σ, τ) can define a non-degenerate
simplex in X × Y even if both σ and τ are degenerate. Thus a contraction
for N∗(X × Y ) must be defined at the level of all simplices in the separate
factors, not just on the normalized chain complexes.

If X and Y are both ordered simplices, a contraction is given by

h((i0, . . . , in), (j0, . . . , jn)) = ((0, i0, . . . , in), (0, j0, . . . , jn)).

The proof just amounts to the easy calculation of dh+hd, which is the same
calculation as in the case of one simplex. Obviously h2 = 0.

We occasionally use the notation I = ∆1 for the 1-simplex. There are fairly
obvious geometric contractions, in fact, simplicial set homotopies I×∆ → ∆
and I ×∆×∆ → ∆×∆ between the identities and the constant base point
maps. These homotopies factor through simplicial maps CX → X, where
CX is the cone on X = ∆ or ∆×∆. The maps from cones induce the above
contractions on normalized chain complexes of simplices and products of
simplices via the obvious maps N∗(X) → N∗+1(CX) → N∗+1(X).

Example 5.3. MacLane Models. We look at N∗(EG), where EG is
a standard construction of a contractible free simplicial G-set for a group
G. Specifically EGn = Gn+1. There is a canonical base point e = 1e ∈
N0(EG) = Z[G], where e ∈ G is the identity element. The augmentation
sends all group elements to 1 ∈ Z.

A contraction is hG(x) = (e, x), where x = (g0, g1, . . . , gn) ∈ Nn(EG) is an
n-simplex generator. Again h2G = 0. The boundary formula is the same as
that of a simplex, dx =

∑
(−1j(g0, . . . , ĝj , . . . , gn), as is the proof that hG

is indeed a contraction. The contraction hG also arises from a simplicial set
homotopy I × EG→ CEG→ EG.

The boundary operator in N∗(EG) is G-equivariant, where the left group
action is given by g(g0, g1, . . . , gn) = (gg0, gg1, . . . , ggn). Thus the aug-
mented complex N∗(EG) → Z is a free Z[G] resolution of Z regarded as
a trivial G-module. The coinvariant complex G\N∗(EG) = N∗(BG), where
BG = G\EG is a simplicial set classifying space for G.

The contractions hG are functorial in G. In fact, any function G → G′

corresponding identity elements will first induce a simplicial map EG→ EG′

and then a chain map N∗(EG) → N∗(EG
′) commuting with contractions.
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Of course these chain maps are not equivariant unless the function between
groups is a homomorphism. There will be some partial equivariance if the
function G → G′ is a homomorphism on certain subgroups of G. This
happens in the important case of certain maps

N∗(E(Σr × Σs1 × . . .× Σsr)) → N∗(EΣs1+...+sr)

related to the operad structure maps for the Barratt-Eccles operad E to be
studied in Part III.

If K and H are two groups, there is an obvious identification E(K ×H) ≃
EK ×EH. The canonical contraction for the product group identifies with
the product contraction of the factors, defined just as for the product of
two simplices. But somewhat more is true. Suppose G = K ⋉ H is a
semidirect product of subgroups, with H ⊳ G = KH a normal subgroup
and with K ∩ H = {e}. Then elements of G can be uniquely written
as products of subgroup elements, g = kh, which can be identified with
pairs (k, h) ∈ K × H. The product in G in terms of pairs then becomes
(k′, h′)(k, h) = (k′k, (k−1h′k)h)). Thus there is still an obvious identifica-
tion E(K ⋉ H) ≃ EK × EH as simplicial sets, hence there is a canonical
product contraction of the normalized chain complex. What is different is
the action of the twisted group K ⋉H on EK × EH.

As an example, the p-Sylow subgroup of Σp2 is a semidirect product Cp ⋉

(Cp)
p, where each Cp ⊂ Σp2 is a cyclic group of prime order p. The cor-

responding MacLane models and their contractions play a key role in the
explicit cochain level study of Steenrod operations. The Eilenberg-Zilber
inclusion that we study in Section 6,

N∗(Cp)⊗N∗(Cp)
⊗p EZ

−−→ N∗(E(Cp ⋉ (Cp)
p) ⊂ N∗(EΣp2),

is part of the operad structure of the Barratt-Eccles operad {E(n) = N∗(EΣn)}.

5.2 The Minimal Model for Cyclic Groups

Example 5.4. Minimal Models for Cyclic Groups. Here is the first of a
number of examples not directly related to simplicial sets. Let C = < T >,
the cyclic group of order n. Our next augmented chain complex will be
M∗ → Z, the standard minimal free Z[C] left module resolution of Z, with

35



C acting trivially on Z. SoMj ≃ Z[C], with generator yj. The C-equivariant
boundary operator is given on generators for k ≥ 1 by

dy2k−1 = (T − 1)y2k−2 and dy2k = (T n−1 + . . . + T 2 + T 1 + 1)y2k−1.

Although M∗ is not the chain complex associated to a simplicial set, it is
the cellular chain complex C∗(W ) associated to a free C action on a regular
cell complex W , obtained from a regular cell structure on the infinite sphere
S∞, with n cells in each degree. Thus the coinvariant complex C\M∗ is a
model for the chains on a cellular classifying space BC = C\W , which is an
infinite dimensional lens space.

The base point of M∗ is ι(1) = y0 and the augmentation is ǫ(T iy0) = 1, so
ρ(T iy0) = y0. A contraction h : M∗ →M∗ with dh+hd = Id− ρ is given by

h(T iy2k) =
∑

0≤j<i

T jy2k+1 [So h(y2k) = 0 and h(Ty2k) = y2k+1]

h(T iy2k+1) = 0 if i < n− 1 and h(T n−1y2k+1) = y2k+2.

The proof that h is a contraction, including h2 = 0, is a simple computation,
that divides into even degree and odd degree cases. Also, the contraction h
arises from a geometric cellular homotopy I ×W → CW →W .

5.3 Tensor and Hom Complexes

Example 5.5. Tensor Complexes. Here we construct contractions of
tensor products of contractible complexes. Tensor products of complexes
were discussed in Section 3. The augmentation of the tensor product of
two augmented complexes is the tensor product of the two separate aug-
mentations, C∗ ⊗D∗ → F ⊗ F = F. The base point of the tensor product
of two based complexes is also the tensor product of the two base points,
F⊗F → C0⊗D0. We then have the composition of augmentations and base
points, ρ = ρC ⊗ ρD : C∗ ⊗D∗ → F ⊗ F → C0 ⊗D0. If C∗ and D∗ are free,
then so is C∗ ⊗D∗.

Given contractions hC , hD of C∗ and D∗, one can use general methods for
dealing with compositions of chain equivalences and tensor products of chain
equivalences to construct a contraction h of C∗ ⊗F D∗. Combining chain
homotopy equivalences

C∗ ⊗D∗ ⇆ F⊗D∗ ⇆ F⊗ F = F,
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one can derive a resulting contraction formula for C∗ ⊗ D∗, namely h =
hC ⊗ IdD + ρC ⊗ hD. Explicitly,

h(a⊗ b) = hC(a)⊗ b+ ρC(a)⊗ hD(b).

One can also just begin with this formula and compute directly that it is a
contraction of C∗ ⊗D∗. If the contractions of C∗ and D∗ satisfy the condi-
tions h2 = 0, hι = 0, then so does the contraction of C∗ ⊗D∗.

Symmetry is necessarily broken here, but this turns out to be the preferred
choice for our purposes. Using C∗ ⊗ D∗ ⇆ C∗ ⊗ F ⇆ F ⊗ F instead, the
resulting formula is

h′(a⊗ b) = hC(a)⊗ ρD(b) + (−1)|a|a⊗ hD(b).

This second contraction can also be obtained by conjugating the first con-
traction method by the isomorphism D∗ ⊗ C∗ ≃ C∗ ⊗D∗ from Proposition
3.1, which includes Koszul signs.

The reason we prefer the first formula is that in topological situations it leads
to the classical Alexander-Whitney diagonal map N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗N∗(X),
as we will see in Sections 6 and 8. The other formula leads to an alternate
diagonal, which perhaps has some merit.

If C∗ = D∗ we have a contraction h(2) = h⊗ Id+ρ⊗h of C∗⊗C∗. Then one
can repeat the construction and define a contraction h(3) of C∗ ⊗ C∗ ⊗ C∗.
The formula, viewing C⊗3

∗ = C∗ ⊗ C⊗2
∗ , is

h(3) = h⊗ Id⊗2 + ρ⊗ h(2) = h⊗ Id⊗ Id+ ρ⊗ h⊗ Id+ ρ⊗ ρ⊗ h.

The formula makes sense not just for tensor powers but for any triple tensor
product of contractible complexes C ′

∗ ⊗ C ′′
∗ ⊗ C ′′′

∗ .

This construction can be iterated to define preferred contractions of (C∗)
⊗(k+1),

or of any (k + 1)-fold tensor product,

h(k+1) = h⊗ Id⊗k + ρ⊗ h(k) =
∑

i≥0

ρ⊗i ⊗ h⊗ Id⊗(k−i) =
∑

i≥0

h
(k+1)
i .

If all contractions of the tensor factors satisfy h2 = 0 and hι = 0 then these
last summands hi for any tensor product satisfy hihj = 0, since ρh = 0 and
hρ = 0 on each tensor factor. Hence (h(k))2 = 0 for all k, and h(k)ι⊗k = 0.
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It follows that Ker(h(k)) = Im(h(k)) =
∑
Im(h

(k)
i ) for any k.

This sum decomposition of contractions of tensor products is remarkably
similar to the structure of contractions of surjection complexes that we will
study in Part II. Anticipating some later terminology, we will refer to tensors
in the image of any hi = ρ⊗ . . .⊗ ρ⊗h⊗ Id⊗ . . .⊗ Id as clean tensors. The
span of these clean tensors is always the image of the preferred contraction
of a tensor product. In order to apply some of our uniqueness theorems later
it is important to be able to recognize elements in the image of contractions.

The preferred contractions of tensor products also satisfy an easily verified
associativity property. Namely, for i+ j = k and h(1) = h:

h(k+1) = ρ⊗i ⊗ h(j) + h(i) ⊗ Id⊗j .

These same contractions of tensor products, and more general versions, can
be found in J. R. Smith [28], Real [24], and no doubt other places.

Example 5.6. Hom Complexes. Representing adjoints of tensor product
functors B∗ 7→ B∗ ⊗ C∗ are complexes of homomorphisms HOM(C∗,D∗),
which in degree n are given by

∏
kHomF(Ck,Dk+n). These were discussed

in detail in Section 3. In particular, these complexes are more complicated
because they can be non-zero in all degrees n ∈ Z. Included are the dual
cochain complexes C∗ = HOM(C∗,F). In general, even if C∗ and D∗ are
free complexes, HOM(C∗,D∗) is not free unless C∗ has finite type, or other
assumptions are made about F. This would not be an issue because we
would only map other complexes to hom complexes, and freeness of the tar-
get is not needed.

In the dual cochain complex of a based augmented chain complex, the base
point and the augmentation now become switched adjoints ιC∗ = ǫ∗ : F =
F
∗ → C0, and ǫC∗ = ι∗ : C0 → F

∗ = F.

In the general case of two based augmented complexes, the augmentation
of HOM(C∗,D∗) is ǫ(u) = ǫD ◦ u ◦ ιC , which is a map HOM(C∗,D∗) →
HOM(F,F) = F. A base point is ι(x) = ιD ◦ x ◦ ǫC , which is a map
F = HOM(F,F) → HOM(C∗,D∗). In the form ρ = ι◦ ǫ : HOM(C∗,D∗) →
HOM(C∗,D∗), the basepoint is ρ(u) = ρD ◦ u ◦ ρC .

Suppose hC , hD are contractions of C∗,D∗. Then keeping track of the chain
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homotopies in the induced chain equivalences

HOM(C∗,D∗) ⇆ HOM(F,D∗) ⇆ HOM(F,F) = F,

a contraction of HOM(C∗,D∗) with dh+ hd = Id− ρ is given by

h(u) = hD ◦ u ◦ ρC + (−1)|u|u ◦ hC .

If the contractions of C∗ and D∗ satisfy the conditions h2 = 0, hι = 0, then
so does the contraction of HOM(C∗,D∗).

If the middle termHOM(F,D∗) in the sequence above is replaced byHOM(C∗,F),
the resulting contraction of HOM(C∗,D∗) is

h′(u) = hD ◦ u+ (−1)|u|ρD ◦ u ◦ hC .

In the case of the dual C∗ = HOM(C∗,F) of a contractible complex, both
contraction formulas yield the contraction h∗(u) = (−1)|u|u ◦ hC . The sec-
ond contraction h′ of HOM(C∗,D∗) can also be obtained from the inclusion
HOM(C∗,D∗) → HOM(D∗, C∗), using the dual complex contractions and
the first contraction method on the right, then restricting.

We include this brief summary of hom complex contractions because of the
reasonably pleasant parallels with tensor complex contractions. We will
not use hom complex contractions in our paper. For one thing, in situations
where we might useHOM(C∗,D∗), the appropriate basepoint is not the sim-
ple one given here, but rather a more complicated cycle in HOM0(C∗,D∗).
We would then need to use the change of basepoint method of Remark 4.2.

Regarding the adjoint isomorphism

Ad : HOM(B∗ ⊗ C∗,D∗) = HOM(B∗,HOM(C∗,D∗))

for three complexes with contractions, the desired relation h(Ad u) = Ad(hu)
does hold, and similarly if all tensor and hom contractions are replaced by
their h′ alternates. However, it seems surprisingly difficult to relate a single
map B∗⊗C∗ → D∗ constructed using a contraction of D∗ to its adjoint map
B∗ → HOM(C∗,D∗), using contractions of C∗ and D∗.

5.4 Twisted Coefficients

Example 5.7. Twisted Coefficients. Suppose a based augmented com-
plex C∗

ǫ
−→ F → 0 is a free F[G] acyclic resolution of the trivial G-module F.
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Suppose 1 6= −1 ∈ F. A non-trivial homomorphism τ : G → {±1} defines
another G action on F, by g ∗ a = τ(g)a. With τ fixed, we refer to this
twisted G-module as F̃.14 We can go from free acyclic resolutions of F to
free acyclic resolutions of F̃, by the correspondence C∗ ↔ C̃∗ = C∗ ⊗F F̃,
with diagonal G-action on C̃∗. That is, the action on C̃∗ is

g ∗ (x⊗ 1) = gx⊗ τ(g)1 = τ(g)gx ⊗ 1

for all g ∈ G, x ∈ C∗.

We regard C̃∗ = C∗ ⊗F F̃ as a tensor product of two based augmented G-
complexes. The tensor product augmentation is ǫ̃(x⊗1) = ǫ(x)⊗1, and the
tensor product base point is ι̃(1) = ι(1) ⊗ 1. We see ǫ̃ is indeed equivariant
for a twisted G-action on C0 and the twisted action on F. That is,

ǫ̃(g∗(x⊗1)) = ǫ̃(τ(g)gx⊗1) = τ(g)(ǫ(gx)⊗1) = τ(g)(ǫ(x)⊗1) = τ(g)ǫ̃(x⊗1).

The two chain complexes C∗ and C̃∗ are canonically identified as chain com-
plexes of F-modules, with x ↔ x ⊗ 1, so there is no real harm writing
simply C̃∗ = C∗ as chain complexes of F-modules, with a new group action
g ∗x = τ(g)gx. The augmentation and base point remain the same, but now
the computation just above shows that the augmentation is G-equivariant
for the twisted action on C0 and the action on the twisted module F̃.

If h is a contraction of C∗ then h also defines a contraction of C̃∗ = C∗ ⊗ F,
namely h̃(x) = h(x)⊗ Id. This is a special case of a contraction of a tensor
product.

Note as G-modules F̃⊗ F̃ = F, so tensoring a G-resolution C̃∗ → F̃ → 0 with
F̃ yields a resolution C∗ of the trivial module F. The two constructions are
obviously inverses of each other.

We will have occasion to use the twisting and untwisting construction de-
scribed here in the case G = Σn and τ the unique non-trivial {±1}-valued
“parity” character. A specific example, given in Part II, leads to an alternate
version of the surjection operad. We regard the details of that surjection op-
erad and its relations with other operads, as an interesting part of our work.
Also, the twisted complexes arising from the parity character are used in

14More generally one can twist by homomorphisms G → F
∗, the units in F, or even by

G → Aut(F), the automorphisms of the abelian group F. We could even study C∗⊗FL∗ →

F⊗F L∗ = L∗ for G-complexes L∗.
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Part IV to explain quite naturally some subtle differences between cochain
level Steenrod operations applied to even and odd degree cocycles.

6 Using Contractions to Construct Chain Maps

6.1 The Basic Standard Procedure

There is a standard recursive procedure that gets used in many different
situations to construct chain maps φ : B∗ → C∗. The common ingredients
are that C∗ has a given contraction and that B∗ is positively graded and
free, either over a ground ring F or a group ring F[G], with a chosen basis.
In the equivariant case, C∗ will also be a G-complex and the constructed
chain maps will be equivariant.

The constructions usually begin quite simply in degree 0, exploiting base
points and augmentations in both domain and range. In the equivariant
case we assume the augmentations to be G-maps, usually with the triv-
ial action on F, but possibly with the same G action arising from some
τ : G → {±1}, as studied in Example 5.7, for both the B∗ and C∗ augmen-
tations. We always assume the basepoint ιB(1) is a basis element in degree 0.

In degree 0, the canonical map will be defined by φ0(b) = ιC ◦ ǫB(b) on basis
elements of the domain, and then extended equivariantly. Since dealing with
chain maps can be a little tricky in low degrees, we point out here a couple
of useful observations about canonical maps. If b ∈ B0 is a basis element
and g ∈ G then directly applying the definitions of φ0, ρC , and ρB, along
with τ -equivariance, we get

ρCφ0(gb) = τ(g)φ0(b) and φ0ρB(gb) = τ(g)φ0(b).

That is, ρCφ0 = φ0ρB. Thus canonical maps commute with basepoints, in
a strong way. We now formalize what we mean by the standard canonical
procedure for extending maps in degree 0, given a basis of the domain and
a contraction hC of the range.

DEFINITION 6.0. For a basis element b ∈ Bn, with n ≥ 1, the recursive
definition of the canonical chain map, or standard procedure chain map, is

φ(b) = hC(φ(dBb)).

One extends F-linearly or F[G]-linearly. By properties of hC , the extension
φ is automatically a chain map. It is an equivariant chain map in the G case
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because if x = g′b then φ(x) = g′φ(b), so φ(gx) = φ(gg′b) = gg′φ(b) = gφ(x).

Note that in the language of augmented complexes from Section 4, with
B−1 = C−1 = F, the canonical map begins with φ−1 = Id in degree −1 and
then φ0 = hC ◦φ−1 ◦dB = hC ◦dB = ιC ◦ǫB on basis elements of the domain.
But we can actually begin with any equivariant φ0 such that ǫCφ0 = ǫB

15

and extend using the same recursive definition.

Although the recursive procedure does not easily yield a closed formula
for φ in all degrees, it turns out that in many cases one can compute φ
in low degrees, then see a pattern that suggests a closed formula, which
can be proved by induction once it is written down. Or, maybe someone
else already claimed a chain map formula and one can prove by induction
that their formula is the result of the standard recursive procedure. Several
examples will be given.

Example 6.1. The first example is a bit silly. If we use the contraction
of the simplex given in Example 5.1, along with the standard Z-basis, the
standard procedure produces a map N∗(∆) → N∗(∆). In degree zero, this
map sends all vertices to the base point 0, and is the zero map in all positive
degrees. So the construction just gives the map of chain complexes induced
by the constant map from the simplex to the base point.

On the other hand, if B∗ is a free contractible G-complex with B0 = F[G]
with the canonical augmentation ǫ(g) = 1 and base point ι(1) = e, and if
the chosen basis of B∗ belongs to Im(h) = Ker(h) in positive degrees, then
the canonical equivariant chain map φ : B∗ → B∗ is the identity. Namely,
φ0 = Id, and then by induction if b is a basis element of positive degree,

φ(b) = hφ(db) = h(db) = b− d(hb) = b− d0 = b.

6.2 Fundamental Uniqueness Theorems

We will insert here some uniqueness results that seem very useful and inter-
esting, and reinforce our emphasis that there are strongly preferred maps at
the chain level that clarify various homological results. The following two
uniqueness results are very important.

15If rank(B0) = 1, beginning with such a φ0 is equivalent to a change of the base point
ιC and a change of the contraction hC in degree 0, as described in Remark 4.2, and then
proceeding with the canonical map for those choices.
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Proposition 6.2. Suppose C∗ is a G-complex with a contraction hC with
h2C = 0 and suppose B∗ is free over F[G], with basis elements {b}. Suppose
ψ : B∗ → C∗ is an equivariant chain map with ǫCψ0 = ǫB and with ψ(b) ∈
Im(hC) = Ker(hC), for all basis elements b in positive degrees. Then ψ is
necessarily the standard procedure extension φ of ψ0.

Proof. Both φ and ψ are equivariant, so it suffices to compute on basis
elements. Since ψ is a chain map, by induction the standard procedure
extension of ψ0 is defined recursively on basis elements b of positive degree
by

φ(b) = hCφ(dBb) = hCψ(dBb) = hCdCψ(b) = ψ(b) − dChCψ(b) = ψ(b)− 0.

Note the last step in this uniqueness result requires h2C = 0, which we are
universally assuming for all contractions.

Proposition 6.3. Suppose B∗ is free over F[G], with a contraction hB, and
suppose C∗ is contractible with a contraction hC . Further suppose that B∗

has a chosen F[G] basis consisting of elements hB(x), including in degree
0 with basis element e = iB(1) ∈ B0 = F[G]. Suppose ψ : B∗ → C∗ is an
equivariant map of graded modules with hC ◦ψ = ψ ◦hB. If either h

2
B = 0 or

h2C = 0 then ψ = φ, the canonical equivariant chain map constructed using
hC and the chosen F[G] basis of B∗.

In particular, there is a unique equivariant map B∗ → C∗ commuting with
contractions (if one such exists) and it is automatically a standard procedure
chain map independent of the choice of F[G] basis of B∗ in the image of
hB. If C∗ satisfies the same hypotheses as B∗ then ψ = φ is surjective. If
C∗ = B∗ then ψ = φ = Id.

Proof. The hypothesis is meant to include that in degree 0, both φ and
ψ coincide with the equivariant map extending e 7→ ιC(1) ∈ C0. Now we
proceed by induction on degree, assuming the result holds in degrees less
than n. Again, by equivariance it suffices to compute on basis elements. We
first use the hypothesis h2B = 0. Consider a basis element b ∈ Im(hB), so
hB(b) = 0. Then

φ(b) = hCφ(dBb) = hCψ(dBb) = ψhB(dBb) = ψ(b− dBhBb) = ψ(b) − 0.

Next we assume h2C = 0, including hC ιC = 0. Write basis element b = hBx.
Note that if deg(x) = 0 then ρBx = ae for some scalar a ∈ F, hence
ψ(ρBx) = ιC(a) and hCψ(ρBx) = 0. By induction,

φ(b) = hCφ(dBhBx) = hCψ(dBhBx) = hCψ(x− hBdBx− ρBx)
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= hCψ(x)− hChCψ(dBx)− hCψ(ρBx) = hCψ(x) = ψ(hBx) = ψ(b).

Of course we generally assume both h2B = 0 and h2C = 0, but the two inde-
pendent arguments are amusing.

The final statements in the proposition follow by trivial induction on degree.
One notes that by the hypotheses and induction, basis elements of C∗ can
be written hC(y) ∈ C∗, and these are all in the image of ψ.

The pair (N∗(EG), hG) = (B∗, hB), where hG(x) = (e, x), has the following
obvious properties. First, h2B = 0 and hBι = 0. Second, B∗ is free over
F[G], with a basis consisting of elements b ∈ Im(hB) = Ker(hB), including
in degree 0 with B0 = F[G] and basis element ιB(1) = e. Third, Im(hB)
coincides with the F-span of the basis elements {b}. Note in positive degrees
a basis element b = hB(db), since dhB(b) = d0 = 0.

Proposition 6.4. (i). Assume the three properties above for a contracted
complex (B∗, hB). Let C∗ be a G-complex with a contraction hC , of course
with h2C = 0. The standard procedure map φ : B∗ → C∗, given on basis el-
ements by φ(b) = hCφ(db) and then extended equivariantly, commutes with
contractions. That is, φhB(z) = hCφ(z) for all z.

(ii). If C∗ also has a basis in Im(hC) then one has a standard procedure
splitting B∗ ⇆ C∗, expressing C∗ as a canonical direct summand of B∗.

(iii). The three properties above uniquely characterize the pair (B∗, hB), up
to canonical equivariant isomorphism. That is, (B∗, hB) ≃ (N∗(EG), hG).

(iv). Now just assume (B∗, hB) satisfies the first two properties above and as-
sume the standard procedure map φ : B∗ → C∗ satisfies the weaker condition
hCφhB = 0. Equivalently φ(Im(hB)) ⊂ Im(hC) and φ(Im(ιB)) ⊂ Im(ιC).
Then φ(b) = hCφ(x) for any x with b = hB(x).

Proof. We first prove (i) by induction. From the hypothesis any element
hB(z) =

∑
ǫibi = hB(

∑
ǫidbi) for basis elements bi and constants ǫi ∈ F.

Since Im(hB) = Ker(hB), we get z =
∑
ǫidbi + hB(y) for some y. Then

φhB(z) = φ(
∑

ǫbi) = hCφ(
∑

ǫidbi) = hCφ(z)− hCφhB(y) = hCφ(z),

since by induction φhB(y) = hCφ(y).
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Parts (ii) and (iii) follow by combining part (i) with Proposition 6.3. For
part (iii), one sees two maps (B∗, hB) ⇆ (N∗(EG), hG) with both composi-
tions identity maps.

For part (iv), write x = db + hBy. Then φ(x) = hCφ(db) + hCφhB(y) =
hCφ(db) = φ(b). Of course one can always discard summands of db that
are themselves basis elements, but being able to discard other summands in
Im(hB) will prove to be very useful in Parts II and III.

We insert here some easily checked statements that will turn out to be
important later. These are related to compositions of standard procedure
chain maps. In fact, it is exactly variants of parts (iii) and (iv) of the
following proposition that allow us in Part III to prove relatively painlessly
that the surjection complexes form an operad S, that S is a quotient of the
Barratt-Eccles operad E , and that S is a suboperad of the Eilenberg-Zilber
operad Z.

Proposition 6.5. Consider a composition of chain maps A∗
α
−→ B∗

β
−→ C∗,

perhaps in the equivariant context.

(i). If both maps commute with contractions then so does the composition.

(ii). If the second map commutes with contractions and the first map is a
standard procedure chain map, then the composition is the standard proce-
dure chain map. In particular, this always holds if B∗ = N∗(EG), since
a standard procedure map with domain N∗(EG) will always commute with
contractions by Proposition 6.4.

(iii). If both maps are standard procedure chain maps and if for basis ele-
ments a ∈ A∗ one has α(a) =

∑
ǫibi for constants ǫi ∈ F and basis elements

bi ∈ B∗, then the composition is the standard procedure chain map. (This
includes cases other than B∗ = N∗(EG)).

(iv). If both maps are standard procedure chain maps and if for basis ele-
ments a ∈ A∗ it holds that βα(a) ∈ Im(hC), then the composition is the
standard procedure chain map. Note this hypothesis holds if β(Im(hB)) ⊂
Im(hC), that is, if hCφhB = 0.

Proof. Part (i) is trivial. For part (ii), if a ∈ A∗ is a basis element,
βα(a) = βhB(α(da)) = hC(βα(da)). The point of part (iii) is that it is
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easy to compute the second standard procedure chain map β on images
α(a) =

∑
ǫibi. This doesn’t work if the α(a) require non-trivial group ac-

tion summands gibi ∈ B∗. Part (iv) is immediate from the uniqueness result
Proposition 6.2.

It is not true in general that if the two maps are both standard procedure
chain maps then the composition is a standard procedure chain map, even
if the first map does commute with contractions. For example, if C∗ = A∗

and if B∗ is much smaller, perhaps the only standard procedure chain map
A∗ → A∗ extending the map in degree 0 is the identity, which couldn’t factor
through B∗.

For certain interesting compositions we will have to work pretty hard later
to show they are indeed standard procedure chain maps.

6.3 AW and EZ Maps for MacLane Models

We turn to more examples.

Example 6.6. Alexander-Whitney Maps for MacLane Models. Given
two groups, the standard procedure using the contraction of the range pro-
duces an H ×G equivariant chain map

AW : N∗(EH × EG) → N∗(EH)⊗N∗(EG).

Since the domain is a MacLane model, AW will commute with contractions.
The construction begins in degree 0 with AW (x, y) = x⊗ y ∈ F[H]⊗ F[G],
which defines the obvious isomorphism F[H×G] = F[H]⊗F[G]. The F[H×
G]-basis of the domain is given by non-degenerate pairs of sequences of
group elements, with both initial entries identity elements. The standard
procedure recursive formula for a basis element b is φ(b) = h⊗φ(db), where
the contraction of the range is h⊗ = h(2) = hH ⊗ IdG + ρH ⊗ hG. Some
low dimensional direct computations, using the contraction of the range and
equivariance, pretty quickly leads to the following guess.

Proposition 6.7. For all pairs of simplices in the domain of the map
AW : N∗(EH × EG) → N∗(EH) ⊗ N∗(EG) constructed by the standard
procedure, one has

AW (x0, x1, . . . , xn), (y0, y1, . . . , yn) =

n∑

i=0

(x0, . . . , xi)⊗ (yi, . . . , yn).
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Proof. We want to illustrate a few of the above theoretical principles about
standard procedure chain maps to explain this formula, so we will say much
more than we need to. First, one easily checks that the map given by this
formula is equivariant and commutes with contractions, so Proposition 6.3
applies. It is not necessary to verify that the formula defines a chain map.
This brings out a ‘uniqueness’ aspect of the iconic AW formula.

We will also illustrate more direct inductive arguments that prove the stan-
dard recursive procedure yields the AW formula. Since the domain is a
MacLane model, the standard procedure map φ commutes with the con-
tractions, h× and h⊗. The basis generators of the domain are given by

b = (eH , x1, . . . , xn), (eG, y1, . . . , yn) = h×(~x, ~y).

Observe that db is a sum of many terms, but only (x1, . . . , xn), (y1, . . . , yn)
is not another basis generator. Applying h⊗φ to the basis boundary terms
gives 0. Thus, we have two reasons why φ(b) = h⊗φ(~x, ~y). The formula
h⊗ = hH ⊗ IdG + ρH ⊗ hG and induction gives

φ(b) =

n∑

i=1

(eH , x1, . . . , xi)⊗ (yi, . . . yn) + eH ⊗ (eG, y1, . . . , yn) = AW (b),

as desired. The last summand is explained by ρH(x1, . . . , xi) = 0 unless
i = 1, in which case ρH(x1) = eH .

The inductive arguments extend routinely to the MacLane models for prod-
ucts of three or more groups. In particular, with three groups one can iterate
the construction with H × (G×K) or with (H ×G)×K and get the same
result as given by using our canonical preferred contraction of triple tensor
products. But one can also view this as an application of Proposition 6.3.
Just write down the iterated formula and observe that it is equivariant and
commutes with contractions.

Or, even easier, use the uniqueness result Proposition 6.2. Both ways around
the associativity diagram

N∗(EH × EG× EK)
AW
−−→ N∗(EH × EG) ⊗N∗(EK)

↓ AW ↓ AW ⊗ Id

N∗(EH)⊗N∗(EG × EK)
Id⊗AW
−−−−−→ N∗(EH)⊗N∗(EG) ⊗N∗(EK)
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are compositions of equivariant chain maps, each of which commutes with
contractions. Thus the compositions map basis elements to elements in the
image of contractions. Without even knowing the full AW formula one sees
that both compositions around the diagram agree with the standard proce-
dure map. There are somewhat more general relevant results in Proposition
6.11 below and Proposition 6.5 above that clarify this, but they are not
needed in this easy special case.

Remark 6.8. Of course, for any simplicial sets X,Y there are two-variable
functorial Alexander-Whitney maps AW : N∗(X × Y ) → N∗(X) ⊗ N∗(Y )
given by exactly the same formula as in Proposition 6.7, which is the well-
known sum of tensors of front faces and back faces. There is still an ex-
planation of the general AW maps using the contraction of tensor products
of chains on simplices, along with the idea of minimal acyclic carriers dis-
cussed in Section 1. We will explain this in Section 8. If X = ∆m and
Y = ∆n are simplices, the map produced by directly using the contraction
of N∗(∆

m)⊗N∗(∆
n) definitely does not agree with the functorial AW map.

In fact, these maps disagree already in degree 0. The issue is that the di-
rect contraction method for a product of simplices ignores the functoriality
requirement, already for vertices. In the MacLane model case, equivariance
replaces functoriality.

Example 6.9. Eilenberg-Zilber Maps for MacLane Models. Suppose
X = EH and Y = EG for groups H and G. Then the standard procedure
directly constructs an H ×G equivariant map

EZ : N∗(EH)⊗N∗(EG) → N∗(EH ×EG) = N∗(E(H ×G)),

using the obvious F[H×G] basis in the domain and the contraction hH×G =
h× of the range. An F-basis of N∗(EH)⊗N∗(EG) is given by {~x⊗~y}. Here,
~x = (x0, . . . , xm) is a non-degenerate sequence of group elements in H and
~y = (y0, . . . , yn) is a non-degenerate sequence of group elements in G. The
preferred F[H×G]-basis is given by those tensors with x0 = eH and y0 = eG.

We can write simplex generators in Nm+n(EH × EG) either as

((h0, h1, . . . , hm+n), (g0, g1, . . . , gm+n)) or ((h0, g0), (h1, g1), . . . (hm+n, gm+n)).

The simplex is non-degenerate if (hi, gi) 6= (hi+1, gi+1) for all i, but the
simplices ~h and ~g in the factors can certainly still be degenerate. The pre-
ferred F[G]-basis is given by pairs with (h0, g0) = (e, e). The contraction is
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h×(~h,~g) = ((e,~h), (e,~g)).

The Eilenberg-Zilber Formula: The standard procedure equivariant
chain map EZ : N∗(EH)⊗N∗(EG) → N∗(EH × EG) is given by

EZ(~x⊗~y) =
∑

(I,J)

(−1)A(I,J)((h0, g0), (h1, g1), . . . (hm+n, gm+n)) ∈ N∗(EH×EG).

We clarify the meaning of all terms in this formula. The h’s are x’s and
the g’s are y’s, with (h0, g0) = (x0, y0) and (hm+n, gm+n) = (xm, yn). The
(I, J)’s correspond to paths of lengthm+n in the rectangle [0,m]×[0, n] from
(0, 0) to (m,n), increasing by one unit in either the horizontal or vertical
direction at each step. We can write (I, J) either as

((i0, . . . , im+n), (j0, . . . , jm+n)) or ((i0, j0), (i1, j1), . . . (im+n, jm+n)).

An (I, J) path determines a sequence of h’s and g’s, with the h coordinate
moving from one xi to the next if the path moves horizontally and the g
coordinate moving from one yj to the next if the path moves vertically. One
can also name an (I, J) path by a sequence of m i’s and n j’s, where an i or
a j in the sequence tells you whether to move in the horizontal or vertical
direction in the rectangle.

The sign exponent A(I, J) is the area between the edge path determined by
(I, J) and the path across the bottom of the rectangle and up the right side.
This last edge path is named (I, J) = ((0, 0), (1, 0), . . . (m, 0), (m, 1), . . . (m,n).
The parity of A(I, J) is clearly the same as the parity of the number of swaps
of an adjacent i and j moving the sequence (i, i, . . . , i, j, j, . . . , j) to the se-
quence corresponding to the (I, J) path. This parity is the same as the
parity of a shuffle permutation of (i(1), . . . , i(m), j(1), . . . j(n)), keeping the
i’s and j’s in order.

In Section 8 we will explain the functorial verison of the Eilenberg-Zilber
map and we will reinterpret the notation here in terms of simplices in a tri-
angulation of a prism. The details are almost identical to the details here,
with simplices in EH and EG replaced by acyclic model simplices ∆m and
∆n. The sign will be explained in terms of orientations of the simplices and
the prism.

We turn now to the proof of the Eilenberg-Zilber formula. The follow-
ing discussion is an example of the situation discussed towards the end
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of preview Section 2, for standard procedure chain maps having the form
φ(x) =

∑
±T x. More serious examples involving maps related to operads

will be given in Part III.

The general EZ formula is easily seen to be H ×G equivariant. Therefore it
suffices to prove the formula in the special case of H ×G-basis tensors. We
calculate by induction, assuming the EZ formula in lower degrees,

EZ((e, ~x)⊗ (e, ~y)) = h×
[
EZ(d(e, ~x)⊗ (e, ~y) + (−1)m(e, ~x)⊗ d(e, ~y))

]

= h×
[
EZ(~x⊗ (e, ~y) + (−1)m(e, ~x)⊗ ~y)

]
.

We clarify the second equality. There are far more than two boundary sum-
mands in the first line. However, all but the two indicated in the second
line have first entry of both tensor factors equal e, hence are basis gener-
ators in one lower degree. Thus the value of EZ on these generators is in
Im(h×) = Ker(h×).

This is the main point, and could be used as a starting point, along with
some low degree calculation, to perhaps discover the EZ formula, rather
than to just prove the given formula is correct.

Ignoring signs, the desired formula for EZ is very easily proved by induction.
The contraction h× simply places identity element (e, e) in front of each sim-
plex tuple of the product. Then observe that the terms in the conjectured
sum beginning with (e, x1, . . .), (e, e, . . .) arise by applying h× to the bound-
ary term EZ((x1, . . . , xm)⊗ (e, . . . , yn)), and the terms (e, e, . . .), (e, y1, . . .)
arise by applying h× to the boundary term EZ((e, . . . , xm)⊗ (y1, . . . , yn)).

Finally we deal with the signs (−1)A(I,J). The term EZ((x1, . . . , xm) ⊗
(e, y1, . . . , yn)) corresponds to allowed paths in the rectangle [1,m] × [0, n].
The term EZ((−1)m(e, x1, . . . , xm) ⊗ (y1, . . . , yn)) corresponds to allowed
paths in the rectangle [0,m] × [1, n]. The main key now is that the area in
the full rectangle [0,m]× [0, n] cut off by a path beginning with (0, 0), (1, 0)
and continuing in the smaller rectangle [1,m] × [0, n] is the same as the
area cut off by the continued path. The area in the full rectangle cut off by
a path beginning with (0, 0), (0, 1) and continuing in the smaller rectangle
[0,m]×[1, n] ism plus the area cut off by the continued path in [0,m]×[1, n].
Done, the signs check.
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We point out that for basis tensors, EZ((e, ~x) ⊗ (e, ~y)) has initial entry of
each summand tuple equal to the identity (e, e). These summands are basis
generators of the range, up to sign.

One can consider EZ maps for products of three or more MacLane models.
Results such as associativity and commutativity can be proved immediately
using the uniqueness result Proposition 6.2. The point is, chain maps defined
by going different ways around various diagrams share the same equivari-
ance properties, agree in degree 0, and satisfy the property that images of
basis elements are obviously in the image of contractions. First we look at
the associativity diagram.

N∗(EH) ⊗N∗(EG) ⊗N∗(EF )
EZ⊗Id
−−−−→ N∗(EH × EG)⊗N∗(EF )

↓ Id⊗ EZ ↓ EZ

N∗(EH)⊗N∗(EG × EF )
EZ
−−→ N∗(EH)×N∗(EG) ×N∗(EF )

We have observed that all arrows map basis elements to sums of basis el-
ements. Thus both compositions around the diagram result in the same
standard procedure map. This is basically an example of Proposition 6.5(iii).

In the case of three or more groups the EZ formula will include signs
(−1)A(I,J,...,K), where A(I, J, . . . ,K) is the area of any collection of rect-
angles in a higher dimensional box, whose boundary is the union of two
edge paths with the same endpoints. This area is well defined modulo 2
because two such choices of rectangles add together to form a cycle in the
box, which must be the boundary of some collection of cubes. But a cube
has six rectangle faces, so the boundary of any collection of cubes has an
even number of rectangular faces. The sign can also be interpreted as the
sign of a shuffle permutation that moves a sequence of i’s, j’s, and k’s to
(i, i, ..., j, j, ..., k, k, ..) keeping identical letters in their original order.

Next we look at the commutativity diagram.

N∗(EH)⊗N∗(EG)
EZ
−−→ N∗(EH × EG)

↓ τ ↓ τ

N∗(EG) ⊗N∗(EH)
EZ
−−→ N∗(EG× EH)

The vertical arrows take basis elements to basis elements, and the horizontal
arrows take basis elements to sums of basis elements, up to signs in both
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cases. Thus again both compositions agree with the standard procedure
map. Of course all these commutativities could be verified using the for-
mula for EZ. But our point is that general results can be used to prove
equality of various maps without knowing formulas.

The EZ map does not commute with contractions. However, because the
map AW : N∗(EH × EG) → N∗(EH) ⊗ N∗(EG) does commute with con-
tractions, it is quite easy to argue, as in the proof of Proposition 6.3, that
AW ◦ EZ = Id without using or even knowing the formulas for AW and
EZ.

6.4 Tensor Products of Standard Procedure Maps

Example 6.10. Tensor Products. Suppose we have constructed H and G
equivariant chain maps by the standard procedure α : A∗ → C∗ and β : B∗ →
D∗. Assume A∗ is free over F[H], B∗ is free over F[G], and suppose, as
always, contractions of C∗ and D∗ satisfy the assumptions h2 = 0, hι = 0.

Proposition 6.11. (i). With the assumptions above, α ⊗ β : A∗ ⊗ B∗ →
C∗⊗D∗, is the standard procedure H×G equivariant chain map constructed
using the tensor product F[H×G]-basis of the domain and the tensor product
contraction of the range. If α and β commute with contractions then so does
α ⊗ β. By induction, the corresponding statements hold for any number of
tensor product factors.

(ii). Assume basis elements of A∗ and B∗ are in Im(h), with A0 = F[H]
and B0 = F[G]. Then the canonical isomorphism τ : A∗ ⊗ B∗ → B∗ ⊗ A∗,
equivariant with respect to H ×G→ G×H, is the standard procedure chain
map. The corresponding statement holds for a permutation isomorphism
with any number of tensor factors.

Proof. These claims are exercises in the definitions, although they are a lit-
tle tricky in low degrees where the basepoints of the complexes enter the
computations. A variant of this result will play a role towards the end of
Part III of our paper when we investigate certain chain complex operads, so
we give some details here.

(i). In degree 0, ‘standard procedure’ means on basis elements α(a) =
ιCǫA(a) and β(b) = ιDǫB(b). Thus (ιC ⊗ ιD)(ǫA ⊗ ǫB)(a⊗ b) = α(a)⊗ β(b).
Also, as pointed out at the beginning of this section, ρCα(a) = α(a) =
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αρA(a), both of which follow easily from ǫι = Id.

Now we could proceed by induction on basis elements, using α(a) = hCα(da)
and β(b) = hDβ(db) in positive degrees. If φ denotes the standard procedure
chain map on the tensor product, then φ(a⊗b) = h⊗φ(da⊗b+(−1)|a|a⊗db),
and we can apply induction to φ in one lower dimension.

But this proof is a little tricky in low dimensions, so we will leave that as an
exercise. Instead we will deduce the result more quickly from the uniqueness
result Proposition 6.2. Certainly α⊗β is an equivariant chain map. We need
to show that for basis elements in positive degree, α(a)⊗β(b) ∈ Im(hC∗⊗D∗

).
If deg(a) = 0 then

α(a)⊗ β(b) = ρCα(a) ⊗ hDβ(db) = h⊗(α(a) ⊗ β(db)).

This does use hC(α(a)) = hCιCǫA(a) = 0. Similarly, if deg(b) = 0 then

α(a) ⊗ β(b) = h⊗(α(da) ⊗ β(b)).

This uses hD(β(b)) = hDιDǫB(b) = 0. Finally, if deg(a), deg(b) are both
positive,

α(a)⊗ β(b) = hAα(da) ⊗ hBβ(db) = h⊗(α(da) ⊗ hBβ(db)).

It is routine to see that tensor products of maps that commute with con-
tractions also commute with contractions. This does use α ◦ ρA = ρC ◦ α.

(ii). Again, it is fairly easy to see that the statement can be deduced directly
from the definitions, with some care needed in degree 0 and some care with
Koszul signs. That proof will be left as an exercise. But with the hypotheses
about basis elements a and b belonging to Im(h) in the two complexes,
it is quite easy to see that the equivariant chain map τ with τ(a ⊗ b) =
(−1)|a||b|b⊗a maps basis elements to elements in Im(h⊗). Namely, hx⊗hy =
h⊗(x⊗ hy). Therefore Proposition 6.2 applies again. The result with more
than two factors can be proved directly, or by composing isomorphisms given
by switching adjacent pairs. Such compositions will be standard procedure
maps by Proposition 6.5(iii), since basis elements map to basis elements in
each map.
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6.5 The Standard Procedure Maps M∗ ⇆ N∗(EC).

Example 6.12. A Chain Map φ : M∗ → N∗(EC). In this example and
the next we want to relate the Examples 5.3 and 5.4 of the previous section.
With C =< T > the cyclic group of order n, we will use the contraction of
N∗(EC) from 5.3 and freeness of M∗ from 5.4 to construct a C-equivariant
chain map φ : M∗ → N∗(EC). The map φ does not commute with con-
tractions because an attempt to define φhM (z) = hCφ(z) runs afoul of the
equivariance requirement. Im(hM ) is not independent of the span of ele-
ments gIm(hM ), g 6= 1 ∈ C, unlike the situation of Proposition 6.3. Also,
if such a φ did commute with contractions, Proposition 6.3 would imply it
is surjective, which is clearly impossible.

We need to define xj = φ(yj) ∈ Nj(EC). We begin with

x0 = (1) and x1 = (1, T ).

The recursive formula for the xj is φ(yj) = hφ(dyj). Using the boundary
formula in M∗ and the simple contraction formula h(x) = (1, x) ∈ N∗(EC),
this gives

x2k = (1, (T n−1 + . . .+ T + 1)x2k−1) and x2k+1 = (1, (T − 1)x2k).

Then φ extended C-linearly is an equivariant chain map.

Note that if n = p is prime and F = Fp then the images xk ∈ N∗(BC,Fp)
are cycles, since the yk are cycles in C\M∗.

All summands of all xk begin (1, · · · ), so the terms (1,±xj−1) that occur
in the definition of xj give degenerate simplices. One gets rid of many
degenerate terms by changing the definition of xj by removing these terms.
Here are tidy formulas for the result. Write N = T n−1 + . . .+ T . Then

x0 = (1), x1 = (hT )x0, x2k = (hN )x2k−1, x2k+1 = (hT )x2k.

Here are the resulting closed formulas with that change, easily proved by
induction:

Proposition 6.13. The canonical equivariant chain map φ :M∗ → N∗(EC)
produced by the standard procedure is given by

φ(y2k) = x2k =
∑

(1, T j1 , T j1+1, T j2 , T j2+1, . . . , T jk , T jk+1)
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φ(y2k+1) = x2k+1 =
∑

(1, T, T j1 , T j1+1, T j2 , T j2+1, . . . , T jk , T jk+1).

Here the summation is over all ji ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n− 1}. To remove remaining
degeneracies, simply add conditions j1 6= 0 for x2k, j1 6= 1 for x2k+1, and
also T ji+1 6= T ji+1 in both cases.

This formula for a chain map φ was also known to Medina-Mardones [13]
and probably others, perhaps going all the way back to Bensen. We will
give a geometric interpretation of the map φ in Subsection 16.3 of Part II.

Remark 6.14. We have xk ∈ N∗(EC) ⊂ N∗(EΣn) , where T 7→ t =
(2, 3, . . . , n, 1) ∈ Σn, an n-cycle. Since the inclusion N∗(EC) ⊂ N∗(EΣn)
commutes with the contractions (z) 7→ (1, z), the composed map M∗ →
N∗(EC) → N∗(EΣn) is the map constructed by the standard procedure. Of
course this is trivial to see directly in this case. Manipulation in MacLane
models don’t change just because everything belongs to a bigger group.

If n = p is prime, in even degrees only the homology classes of the cycles
x2i(p−1) are non-zero inH∗(BΣp;Fp), which we will prove in Section 9. These

give rise to the Steenrod reduced pth power operations, at least on even de-
gree cocycles.16 In fact, a standard procedure functorial method introduced
in Section 8 below gives rise to explicit equivariant standard procedure chain
maps

M∗
φ
−→ N∗(EΣp)

Φfunc
−−−−→ HOMfunc(N

∗(X)⊗p, N∗(X))

and the image of y2i(p−1) evaluated on a cocycle αp of even degree −2qp is
a cocycle that up to a constant represents the Steenrod operation P q−i(α).
But to establish key properties of the Steenrod operations it is important
that the evaluation map factors through N∗(EΣp). We pursue all this in
Parts III and IV. The details of a dual homology version of a functorial map
equivalent to Φfunc are given in Section 17 of Part III.

Example 6.15. A Retraction π : N∗(EC) → M∗. Again C is the cyclic
group of order n. Retraction means π ◦ φ(yk) = yk all k, where φ : M∗ →
N∗(EC) is the map of Proposition 6.13. We will use the retraction π in a
crucial way in Part IV to give a cochain level proof of the Cartan formula
for Steenrod operations.

16The Steenrod operations on odd degree cocycles need more care. The issue is that a
homology group with twisted coefficients H∗(BΣp; F̃) enters the full discussion. Then in

even degrees only the cycles x(2i+1)(p−1) are non-zero in H∗(BΣp; F̃), as we will also see
in Section 9.
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Simplex generators of N∗(EC) are named by sequences of powers of T , but
it will be more efficient to just record the exponents and write a k-simplex
as (i0, i1, . . . , ik). The i’s can be arbitrary integers, interpreted modulo n.
The non-degenerate simplices with i0 = 0 form a basis over the group ring
F[C]. Of course an equivariant chain map π is determined by the standard
recursive procedure from its values on these basis simplices. But in the
recursive determination and the proof that the formula we will give is correct
and is a retraction, it is better to explain the value of π on all simplices. We
point out that since N∗(EC) is a MacLane model, Proposition 6.4 applies
and we know in advance that the map produced by the standard procedure
will be the (unique) equivariant map commuting with contractions. That
is,

π(0, j1, . . . , jk) = hπ(j1, . . . , jk) and π(i0, i1, . . . , ik) = T i0hπ(i1−i0, . . . , in−i0).

So, there are two approaches. We could out of the blue write down a for-
mula for π and observe it is equivariant and commutes with contractions.
Or we can begin computing the standard procedure map in low degrees and
observe how induction continues the procedure to produce a formula in all
degrees. We will carry out the latter.

Before beginning, we restate the formulas for the contraction h of M∗.

h(T iy2k) =
∑

0≤j<i

T jy2k+1 [So h(y2k) = 0 and h(Ty2k) = y2k+1]

h(T iy2k+1) = 0 if i < n− 1 and h(T n−1y2k+1) = y2k+2.

We start the construction of the retraction with π(0) = y0. Then π(i) =
T iy0. Next, on basic 1-simplices (0, i) the retraction π is given by

π(0, i) = hπ(i) = hT iy0 =

i−1∑

j=0

T jy1.

Before going further, it will help to introduce some terminology. We view
the powers of T on the unit circle in the complex plane, as powers of e2πi/n.
Thus these powers, which we just name by the exponent, inherit the positive
cyclic (counterclockwise) order. We will write ≺ i′, i′′ ≻ for the cyclic open
interval consisting of all powers i with i′ ≺ i ≺ i′′ in the cyclic order.17 That

17Note ≺ is not a binary relation but i′ ≺ i ≺ i′′ makes sense. Ordinary inequalities
will still be written < and ≤.
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is, start at i′ and continue counterclockwise around the circle to i′′. The
open interval consists of all i that you pass. For example, ≺ i′, i′ ≻ consists
of all i 6= i′, and ≺ i′ − 1, i′ ≻ is empty.

We use this notation to describe the value of π on 1-simplices (i0, i1), where
0 ≤ i0, i1 < n.

π(i0, i1) = T i0π(0, i1 − i0) =
∑

i ∈≺i0−1,i1≻

T iy1.

The formula is correct even if i1 − i0 is negative or zero. In the degenerate
case i1 = i0, one has the empty sum. To see it in the non-degenerate case
i1 < i0, add n to i1 − i0.

It will turn out going forward that for every simplex σ ∈ N∗(EC) of even
degree 2k, we will have π(σ) = 0 or π(σ) = T iy2k for some i. For simplices σ

of odd degree 2k−1, we will have π(σ) = 0 or π(σ) =
∑

i ∈≺i′−1,i′′≻

T iy2k−1 for

some 0 ≤ i′, i′′ < n. Note T n−1y2k−1 occurs in such a sum over an interval
if and only if i′′ < i′. This is important for the inductive arguments because
hT n−1y2k−1 = y2k, but hT

iy2k−1 = 0 for all i < n− 1. Here are the general
formulas.

Proposition 6.16. Write simplex generators in N∗(EC) as sequences of
exponents 0 ≤ i < n. The equivariant chain map map π : N∗(EC) → M∗

produced by the standard procedure is given on simplices of degree 2k by

π(i0, i1, . . . , i2k) = T i0y2k

if i2j ≺ i2j−1 ≺ i2j−2 all 1 ≤ j ≤ k.

Otherwise π(i0, i1 . . . , i2k) = 0.

For simplices of degree 2k − 1,

π(i0, i1, . . . , i2k−1) =
∑

i∈≺i0−1,i1≻

T iy2k−1

if i2j+1 ≺ i2j ≺ i2j−1 all 0 < j < k.

Otherwise π(i0, i1, . . . , i2k−1) = 0. In the non-zero cases here, T n−1y2k−1

occurs in the sum if and only if i1 < i0.
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The map π defined by the formulas is equivariant and commutes with the
contractions of both domain and range. Hence by Proposition 6.3 it is indeed
the equivariant chain map map produced by the standard construction. The
map π is a retraction, that is, π ◦ φ(yk) = yk.

Useful observations in an inductive proof are that, for any integers, the cyclic
interval ≺ i′ − i, i′′ − i ≻ is obtained by rotating ≺ i′, i′′ ≻ clockwise i units,
and that the simplex

(i0, i1, . . . ik) = T i0(0, i1 − i0, . . . , ik − i0).

Also, for a basis simplex one has π(0, i1, . . . , ik) = hπ(i1, . . . , ik).

As examples of the proposition, consider the terms that occur in the sum-
mation formulas for x2k = φ(y2k) and x2k+1 = φ(y2k+1) given in Proposition
6.10. In the even degree case, written in terms of exponents, the terms are

(0, j1, j1 + 1, j2, j2 + 1, . . . , jk, jk + 1).

It is not hard to see that the only term not in the kernel of π is the term
(0, n−1, 0, n−1, 0, . . . , n−1, 0). The reason is one cannot have j1+1 ≺ j1 ≺ 0
unless j1 = n − 1. Then continue applying the cyclic order conditions to
higher jk and conclude all jk = n− 1. Then one concludes from the formula
above involving the single remaining term that π(x2k) = y2k.

The odd degree case is almost the same. The only summand in the formula
for x2k−1 not in the kernel of π is the term (0, 1, 0, 1, . . . , 0, 1). Then one
concludes π(x2k−1) = y2k−1.

We have now verified that πφ = Id, so π really is a retraction from N∗(EC)
back to M∗. A more conceptual proof of this last result is the observation
that by its very construction the map π here commutes with contractions.
Just as in Proposition 6.3, it then follows by an easy induction on degree and
the formula hd(yk) = yk − dh(yk) = yk that the composition π ◦ φ : M∗ →
N∗(EC) →M∗ must be the identity. This argument would seem to give less
information than the argument that all summands but one in xk = φ(yk)
are in the kernel of π, and the remaining summand maps by π back to yk.
However, there are no signs in either φ or π, hence no possible cancellations
in the calculation of πφ(yk). Thus it does follow from πφ = Id that for
each k, exactly one of the simplicies in the sum formula for φ(yk) is not in
kernel(π).
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6.6 A Standard Procedure Map Related to ℓth Powers

Example 6.17. T ℓ-Equivariant Chain Maps. A group homomorphism
ι : H → G directly defines an ι-equivariant map that we will also call
ι : N∗(EH) → N∗(EG). One can also use freeness of the domain over F[H]
and the preferred contraction of the range to construct such an equivariant
chain map, beginning with ι in degree 0. These two maps are the same.

For an abelian group G, the ℓ-th power map is a homomorphism. Let
us denote by ιℓ the ℓ-th power map for the cyclic group, ιℓ(T ) = T ℓ.
Thus for the cyclic group Cp one has a preferred ιℓ-equivariant self-map
ιℓ : N∗(ECp) → N∗(ECp). It is pretty easy to see when p is prime what
the induced map in homology and cohomology with Fp coefficients on the
coinvariant complex N∗(BCp) must be. It is the identity in degree 0 and
multiplication by ℓ in degrees 1 and 2. The structure of the cohomology ring
then determines the cohomology map, and hence also the homology map. In
degrees 2k and 2k− 1, the homology map is multiplication by ℓk. However,
it is not so clear exactly how the images of the classes x2k and x2k−1 under
this map differ by explicit boundaries from ℓkx2k and ℓkx2k−1 in N∗(BCp).

To begin clarifying this, we construct by the standard method an ιℓ-equivariant
chain map λ : M∗ → M∗ extending λ(y0) = y0. Then λT iy0 = T iℓy0. We
remind that the contraction of M∗ for the cyclic group Cp is given by the
formulas:

h(T iy2k) =
∑

0≤j<i

T jy2k+1 [So h(y2k) = 0 and h(Ty2k) = y2k+1]

h(T iy2k+1) = 0 if i < p− 1 and h(T p−1y2k+1) = y2k+2.

Then dy1 = (T − 1)y0, so

λ(y1) = hλ(dy1) = h(T ℓ − 1)y0 =

ℓ−1∑

i=0

T iy1.

Next, using dy2 = Ny1, where N =
∑
T i is the norm, one gets from NT i =

N that λ(y2) = ℓy2. The recursive continuation is easy:

Proposition 6.18. The ιℓ-equivariant chain map λ : M∗ →M∗ is given by

λ(y2k+1) =

ℓ−1∑

i=0

ℓkT iy2k+1 and λ(y2k) = ℓky2k.
18

18This ιℓ-equivariant chain map was exploited in Steenrod-Epstein [30] in the same way
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We will postpone until Section 9 the use of Proposition 6.18 to show that
the images of the classes x2k, x2k−1 ∈ N∗(BCp) under the ℓth power map
ιℓ : N∗(BCp) → N∗(BCp) differ by explicit boundaries from ℓkx2k, ℓ

kx2k−1.

7 Diagonal Chain Maps from Contractions

7.1 Diagonals for MacLane Models

Given a contraction of a complex C∗, we constructed preferred contractions
of the multiple tensor products C⊗k

∗ in Example 5.5. If C∗ is free, we can use
the standard recursive procedure to construct (equivariant) diagonal chain
maps C∗ → C⊗k

∗ , beginning with an obvious map in degree 0. In this section
we give two examples. The first example will be the MacLane model, from
Example 5.3.

Example 7.1. Since N∗(EG) and N∗(EG×EG) are MacLane models, we
can use the G-equivariant map AW constructed in Example 6.6 to construct
a G-equivariant diagonal

δ = AW ◦ δ× : N∗(EG) → N∗(EG× EG) → N∗(EG) ⊗N∗(EG),

where δ× is the obvious diagonal map N∗(EG) → N∗(EG × EG) induced
by the map of cells of simplicial sets γ 7→ (γ, γ). Both AW and δx are
equivariant and commute with contractions, hence the same is true of δ.
Thus by Proposition 6.5(i) we get the Alexander-Whitney diagonal formula

δ(g0, g1, . . . , gn) =

j=n∑

j=0

(g0, . . . , gj)⊗ (gj , . . . , gn)

as a standard procedure map. Of course this is essentially just a special
case of the two variable AW map for MacLane models, and could have been
discussed directly.

Next, using the recursive contractions h(k+1) = h ⊗ Id(k) + ρ ⊗ h(k) of
N∗(EG)

⊗(k+1), one constructs G-equivariant higher diagonals

δ(k+1) = AW (k+1)◦δ
(k+1)
× : N∗(EG) → N∗(EG×. . .×EG) → N∗(EG)

⊗(k+1).

that we will use it. They wrote down a formula and proved it was a chain map. We knew
the standard procedure produced a chain map and then we easily found its formula.
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These also turn out to be the higher iterated Alexander-Whitney diagonals.
That is, δ(k+1) = (Id ⊗ δ(k)) ◦ δ. The iterated diagonals are coassociative.
A simple proof is to observe that the iterated Alexander-Whitney diagonals
are equivariant and commute with h and h(k+1), so Propositions 6.3 and
6.5(i) apply again. The formula for the iterated diagonal is, of course,

δ(k+1)(g0, g1, . . . , gn) =
∑

(g0, . . . , gi1)⊗ (gi1 , . . . , gi2)⊗ . . .⊗ (gik , . . . , gn),

where the sum is over all ordered overlapping splittings of (g0, . . . , gn) into
k + 1 tensor factors.

7.2 Diagonals for Minimal Models

Example 7.2. Next we study diagonals for the minimal complex M∗ of
the cyclic group Cn from Example 5.4. We build a Cn-equivariant diagonal
∆: M∗ →M∗⊗M∗ using freeness of the domain and the chosen contraction
of the range. That contraction is h(2) = h ⊗ Id + ρ ⊗ h, where h is the
contraction of M∗ defined previously, and given by the formulas:

h(T iy2k) =
∑

0≤j<i

T jy2k+1 [So h(y2k) = 0 and h(Ty2k) = y2k+1]

h(T iy2k+1) = 0 if i < n− 1 and h(T n−1y2k+1) = y2k+2.

We begin the diagonal with ∆y0 = y0 ⊗ y0. The recursive construction
is ∆yj = h(2)∆(dyj). We remind that the differential in M∗ is given by
dy2k+1 = (T − 1)y2k and dy2k = Ny2k−1, where N = 1 + T + . . . T n−1.

Before writing down some formulas, let’s make a prediction for n = p prime
and ground ring Fp the field of order p. LetM∗ = Cp\M∗ be the coinvariant
complex. So there is one generator yj. in each degree and the boundary
operator is 0. The prediction is that the diagonal of M∗ should cover the
diagonal of M ∗ given by

∆(y2k) =
∑

i+j=k

y2i ⊗ y2j and ∆(y2k+1) =
∑

i+j=2k+1

yi ⊗ yj .

The reason for this prediction is the known cohomology algebra of the cyclic
group.

Now let’s explicitly compute the diagonal associated to the contraction
h(2) = h⊗ Id+ ρ⊗ h of M∗ ⊗M∗.
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• ∆(y0) = y0 ⊗ y0, ∆(y1) = h(2)∆(T − 1)y0 = y0 ⊗ y1 + y1 ⊗ Ty0

• ∆(y2) = h(2)∆Ny1 = y0 ⊗ y2 + y2 ⊗ y0 +

( n−1∑

i=1

h(T iy0)⊗ T iy1

)

• ∆(y3) = h(2)∆(T − 1)y2 = y0 ⊗ y3 + y1 ⊗ Ty2 + y2 ⊗ y1 + y3 ⊗ Ty0

• ∆(y4) = h(2)∆Ny3 = y0 ⊗ y4 + y2 ⊗ y2 + y4 ⊗ y0

+

( n−1∑

i=1

h(T iy0)⊗ T iy3

)
+

( n−1∑

i=1

h(T iy2)⊗ T iy1

)

The pattern for the odd y2k+1 as 2k + 1 increases is transparent. The
pattern for the even y2k contains the transparent terms with even subscripts,
then groups of terms with odd subscripts, each group projecting to 0 in
M∗ ⊗M∗ when n = p is prime. In fact, each group turns out to be a sum
of 1 + 2 + . . . + p − 1 = p(p − 1)/2 terms, all with the same projection
to M∗ ⊗M∗. The pattern of those groups of odd subscript terms is also
transparent as 2k increases. Specifically, for each j + ℓ = k, ℓ > 0, there is
a group of terms

p−1∑

i=1

h(T iy2j)⊗ T iy2ℓ−1 =

p−1∑

i=1

(
y2j+1 +Ty2j+1 + . . .+ T i−1y2j+1

)
⊗ T iy2ℓ−1.

So the prediction about the projection of the diagonal holds true.

The diagonal calculation method above works for any n and any ground ring
F. Once discovered, the formula is easily proved by induction on degrees
of the M∗ generators. There are really just two cases, the even degree
generators and the odd degree generators. Here is the result.19

Proposition 7.3. The standard contraction procedure diagonal ∆: M∗ →
M∗ ⊗M∗ is given by

∆(y2k−1) = y0 ⊗ y2k−1 + y1 ⊗ Ty2k−2 + y2k−2 ⊗ y1 + · · ·+ y2k−1 ⊗ Ty0

∆(y2k) = y0 ⊗ y2k + y2 ⊗ y2k−2 + · · ·+ y2k ⊗ y0 +

( n−1∑

i=1

h(T iy0)⊗ T iy2k−1

)

+

( n−1∑

i=1

h(T iy2)⊗ T iy2k−3

)
+ · · ·+

( n−1∑

i=1

h(T iy2k−2)⊗ T iy1

)
.

19This diagonal on the minimal model was also exploited in Steenrod-Epstein [30]. In
that text they just wrote down the formula for ∆, then proved it was a chain map. We
constructed a chain map by the standard recursive procedure, then found its formula.
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Example 7.4. Let us turn to multidiagonals for M∗. In general, given a
free complex C∗ with a contraction h, one also has the contraction h(2) =
h ⊗ Id+ ρ⊗ h of C∗ ⊗ C∗, from which one constructs a diagonal ∆ on C∗.
But this diagonal is not necessarily coassociative. Given ∆, one can build
by iteration various higher diagonals C∗ → C⊗k

∗ . For example, one choice
is ∆(k+1) = (Id⊗∆(k)) ◦∆. But one also has preferred contractions of the

C
⊗(k+1)
∗ given by h(k+1) = h⊗Id⊗k+ρ⊗h(k), and these contractions, which

do have a strong associativity property, directly lead to higher diagonals.
Are these contraction diagonals related to higher diagonals given by simply
iterating the original ∆?

Some bad news is that the diagonal for M∗ itself is not coassociative. The
two ways of associating to form triple diagonals already disagree on y2. Of
course the two equivariant triple diagonals are equivariantly chain homo-
topic, which is easy to see explicitly up to y2 and perhaps in general for M∗.

But we definitely have a preferred contraction of M
⊗(k+1)
∗ , so that associ-

ated diagonal is the one we always want.

Some good news is that in the case of the cyclic group C, it works out
that the preferred triple diagonal of the minimal complex, M∗ → M⊗3

∗ ,
agrees with the iterated diagonal (Id⊗∆) ◦∆. More generally, we have the
following.

Proposition 7.5. The diagonal associated to the contraction h(k) of M⊗k
∗

is the iterated diagonal ∆(k) = (Id⊗∆(k−1)) ◦∆.

Proof. The proof is an application of Proposition 6.2. We first look at the
triple diagonal. On basis elements ym, the first tensor factor of any sum-
mand of ∆(ym) is always in Im(h) = Ker(h). Occasionally the first tensor
factor is y0, with ρ(y0) = y0, which we interpret as h(1) = ι(1). Then
one looks at the second tensor factor of summands of ∆(ym) to compute
(Id ⊗ ∆) ◦ ∆(ym). One sees the image of the iterated diagonal on basis
elements ym is a sum of clean tensors, that is, tensors in the image of the
summands of h(3) = h⊗Id⊗Id+ρ⊗h⊗Id+ρ⊗ρ⊗h. The first tensor factor
of most summands of ∆(ym) is in Im(h), but one also sees summands with
first factor y0 and second factor in Im(h), and one summand y0 ⊗ y0 ⊗ ym.

Curiously, when n = 3 the other triple diagonal (∆ ⊗ Id) ◦∆(y2) is a sum
of twelve terms, and exactly one of them, Ty0 ⊗ Ty1 ⊗ T 2y1, is not in
Ker(h) = Im(h).
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Proposition 6.3 does not help here since the various diagonals do not suf-
ficiently commute with contractions. Computationally it seems easier to
iterate the basic diagonal ∆: M∗ → M∗ ⊗M∗, rather than directly use the
contraction of M⊗3

∗ .

The argument for the triple diagonals of M∗ extends to higher diagonals.
In other words, the diagonal associated to the preferred contraction h(k) of
M⊗k

∗ is the iterated diagonal

∆(k) = (Id⊗∆(k−1)) ◦∆ = · · · ◦ (Id⊗ Id⊗∆) ◦ (Id⊗∆) ◦∆.

The proof is an induction, but is essentially the same as the k = 3 case, also
based on the uniqueness result Proposition 6.2 and the formula for h(k).

Eventually we will need to use the p-fold tensor diagonal for the minimal
model M∗ in order to study the Steenrod pth power operations.

8 Functorial Standard Procedure Chain Maps

In this section we discuss the method of ‘minimal contractible carriers’ that
constructs natural transformations of functors when given preferred contrac-
tions of various complexes associated to minimal carriers.

Remark 8.1. Suppose that we have a free F[G] chain complex functor
F∗(X1, . . . ,Xk), and an F[G] chain complex functor K∗(X1, . . . ,Xk), both
of the same number of simplicial set variables. Suppose we have preferred
contractions of both F∗ and K∗ applied to simplices Xi = ∆i, with h

2
F = 0

and h2K = 0. We suppose that in degree 0 there is an obvious equivariant
map F0 → K0 when the Xi are points, related to augmentations and base
points for the complexes F∗ and K∗. We suppose that there is a preferred
F[G] basis of elements u ∈ F∗(X1, . . . ,Xk) = F∗(Xi) so that the sets {u, 0}
of basis elements together with 0 are functorial in the Xi. Finally we as-
sume there are universal elements u ∈ F∗(∆

a1(u), . . . ,∆ak(u) = F∗(∆
ai(u))

for suitable simplices, and minimal carrier maps σi : ∆
ai(u) → Xi canoni-

cally associated to u, inducing chain maps σ# : F∗(∆
ai(u)) → F∗(Xi) with

σ#(u) = u. We then define an equivariant natural transformation

φfunc : F∗(X1, . . . ,Xk) → K∗(X1, . . . ,Xk)

inductively on degree by extending equivariantly the formula

φfunc(u) = σ#hK∗(∆ai(u))(φfunc(du)).
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The above paragraph may be a bit vague, but we assume readers are familiar
with the classical minimal acyclic carrier construction. We gave a similarly
vague discussion in Section 1. The difference with the classical viewpoint is
that here we don’t make new arbitrary choices of chains with given boundary
for the minimal contractible carriers at each inductive step. Instead our
contractions hK of K∗(∆

ai(u)) make the choices for us. The basic property
of contractions, dhK + hKd = Id in positive degrees, and the usual acyclic
model arguments, imply that our procedure does define an equivariant chain
map F∗(X1, . . . ,Xk) → K∗(X1, . . . ,Xk) functorial in the Xi.

8.1 Uniqueness Theorems for Functorial Chain Maps

There is a variant of the uniqueness result Proposition 6.2 in the functorial
setting.

Proposition 8.2. Suppose ψ : F∗(Xi) → K∗(Xi) is an equivariant func-
torial chain map of F[G] complexes, agreeing with the standard functorial
procedure map φfunc in degree 0. Suppose also that the universal elements
in minimal carriers u ∈ F∗(∆

ai(u)) satisfy ψ(u) ∈ Im(hK). Then ψ = φfunc.

Proof. The proof is an induction, essentially identical to the proof of Propo-
sition 6.2, applied to the universal basis elements u.

There is also a variant of the commuting with contractions result Proposition
6.3 in the functorial setting.

Proposition 8.3. Suppose ψ : F∗(Xi) → K∗(Xi) is an equivariant natural
transformation of the underlying graded F[G] modules that agrees with φfunc
in degree 0. Assume ψ commutes with contractions hF and hK with h2 = 0
when the Xi = ∆i are simplices. Finally suppose that for each degree the
universal elements u ∈ F∗(∆

ai(u)) consist of elements in the image of hF .
Then ψ = φfunc. In particular, ψ is automatically a chain map.

Again the proof is an induction, essentially the same as the proof of Propo-
sition 6.3.

Remark 8.4. We do not seem to have interesting examples of Proposition
8.3 when G is non-trivial, although there might be some. The sticky point
is the commuting with contractions for simplices hypothesis. Regardless
of whether φfunc commutes with contractions on all elements when the Xi

are simplices, it is sometimes possible to get φfunc(u) = hKφfunc(v) where
hF (v) = u and v is much simpler than du. Specifically, this will hold if
du = v + w and φfunc(w) ∈ Im(hK).
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8.2 The Functorial AW and EZ Standard Procedure Maps

We turn to examples of Proposition 8.3 when there are no group actions.
For any simplicial sets X,Y we have classical functorial Alexander-Whitney,
Eilenberg-Zilber, and diagonal approximation maps

AW : N∗(X × Y ) → N∗(X) ⊗N∗(Y )

EZ : N∗(X) ⊗N∗(Y ) → N∗(X × Y )

δ = δ⊗ : N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗N∗(X).

These complexes are not contractible in general, but there is still a common
explanation of all three maps, using the preferred contraction of chains on
simplices, chains on products of simplices, and tensor products of chains
on simplices, along with the idea of minimal contractible carriers outlined
above. There is also an obvious diagonal map

δ× : N∗(X) → N∗(X ×X),

given on simplices by σ 7→ (σ, σ).

Example 8.5. The Map δ×. This map obviously commutes with the con-
tractions of domain and range when X is a simplex Also, Nn(∆

n) is gener-
ated by (0, 1, . . . , n) = h(1, . . . n). So Proposition 8.3 applies and δ× = φfunc.
Of course this example is trivial to analyze directly.

Example 8.6. The Map AW . The classical formula for AW (σ, τ) is a sum
of front faces of σ tensored with back faces of τ . In degree 0, this begins
with AW (x0, y0) = x0 ⊗ y0. The general formula is

AW ((x0, . . . , xn), (y0, . . . , yn)) =
n∑

j=0

(x0 . . . , xj)⊗ (yj, . . . yn).

Of course simplices in a general simplicial set X are not determined by their
vertices. Our notation (x0, . . . , xn) really refers to a map of simplicial sets
∆n → X. But the notation makes it easy to denote face operators in X,
which are restrictions of simplicial set maps to faces of ∆n. It helps to keep
in mind the case that X is the singular simplicial set of a space.

It is quite easy to see that this functorial formula commutes with con-
tractions when X and Y are simplices. Also, the universal base simplex
(0, 1, . . . , n), (0, 1, . . . n) of ∆n ×∆n obviously belongs to Im(h). Therefore
Proposition 8.3 applies, proving the classical AW formula is the standard
procedure functorial map.
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Example 8.7. The Map δ⊗. The classic formula for the Alexander-
Whitney diagonal is

δ⊗(x0, x1, . . . , xn) =
n∑

j=0

(x0, . . . , xj)⊗ (xj , . . . , xn).

This map is, of course, the composition AW ◦ δ×. Since both AW and δ×
commute with contractions for appropriate simplex domains, so does the
composition. Thus δ⊗ is the also the standard procedure functorial map.20

We pointed out earlier in Remark 6.8 that when X = EH and Y = EG for
groupsH,G, the equivariant map AW : N∗(EH×EG) → N∗(EH)⊗N∗(EG)
constructed directly, using the obvious F[H × G] basis in the domain and
the preferred contraction of the range, produces the same sum of front faces
tensor back faces AW formula as does the functorial minimal carrier con-
struction. In the MacLane model case, we actually carried out the inductive
argument that led to the formula. A direct inductive argument using sim-
plices also quickly leads to the functorial AW formula. The computations
with simplices are essentially identical to the MacLane model case because of
the similarity of the two contractions hG(g0, g1, . . . , gk) = (e, g0, g1, . . . , gk)
and h∆(x0, x1, . . . , xk) = (0, x0, x1, . . . , xk), and the similarity of the cor-
responding contractions of tensor products. The equivariance requirement
for MacLane models plays a similar role as the functoriality requirement
involving vertices of simplices.

Another way to look at the equality of equivariant chain maps constructed
directly on products of MacLane models and functorial chain maps con-
structed by the minimal acyclic carrier method is that the group action
maps g : N∗(EG) → N∗(EG) are simplicial maps, hence commute with maps
constructed as natural transformations for all simplical sets. This comment
applies both to the AW map and the EZ map to be discussed next.

Example 8.8. The Map EZ. The Eilenberg-Zilber map is more compli-
cated than the Alexander-Whitney map. We again want to use induction,
functoriality, the standard contraction of chains on products of simplices,

20The relations between the classical AW maps and maps constructed using our pre-
ferred contractions was the main reason we chose the tensor product contraction that
we did back in Example 5.5. An alternate tensor product contraction would produce a
different AW map and a different diagonal.
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and the tensor products of fundamental chains on simplices, which repre-
sent minimal carriers, to explain the functorial formula for EZ : Nm(X) ⊗
Nn(Y ) → Nm+n(X × Y ). In degree 0 there is no problem, functoriality
forces EZ(x0 ⊗ y0) = (x0, y0).

Our point in the next few pages is not to produce the EZ formula, which
everybody knows, but rather to explain in detail how it arises inductively
using contractions of products of simplices. There is a great amount of over-
lap with the discussion of the EZ map for MacLane models in Example 6.9.

The formula for EZ(∆m⊗∆n) ∈ Nn+m(∆m×∆n) is a sum, with orientation
signs, of all non-degenerate m+ n simplices in a triangulation of the prism.
Once that formula is found, naturality immediately gives the EZ formula
for all X, Y. If one compares this formula for EZ in terms of a triangulation
with the formula for the oriented geometric boundary of ∆m×∆n, then EZ
is rather obviously a chain map. Also, inspection of the formula reveals eas-
ily that EZ(∆m⊗∆n) is in the image of the contraction of Nn+m(∆m×∆n).
Therefore Proposition 8.2 applies, hence EZ is the functorial standard pro-
cedure map.

But there is quite a bit involved in the paragraph above. We want to indicate
how low degree computations with the standard procedure lead to the EZ
formula. We have the boundary formula

d(∆m ⊗∆n) = (1, 2, . . . ,m)⊗ (0, 1, . . . , n) + (−1)m(0, 1 . . . ,m)⊗ (1, . . . , n)

+ many other terms.

The other terms are tensors of faces with both first entries 0. A map induced
by face inclusions N∗(∆

mi ×∆nj) → N∗(∆
m×∆n) with (0, 0) 7→ (0, 0) com-

mutes with contractions. Thus functoriality and induction will imply that
h×EZ vanishes on all these other terms in the boundary of a tensor of basic
simplices. This is an example of the simplification discussed in Remark 8.4.

Computations with small values of m,n lead to the following ‘conjecture’,
which is an example of the discussion towards the end of preview Section 2
concerning standard procedure maps of the form φ(x) =

∑
±T x.

EZ(∆m ⊗∆n) = h×EZ(d(∆
m ⊗∆n)) =

∑
±(σI , τJ),

where the sum is over all pairs (σI , τJ) of simplices of ∆m and ∆n, both
of degree m+ n. Of course each of these separate simplices are degenerate
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if m,n > 0. In the conjecture we can remove pairs of simplices that are
degenerate in the product. This means some adjacent pair of coordinates in
the separate simplices both repeat at the same time. A non-degenerate pair
(σI , τJ) must have first entries (0, 0) and last entries (m,n), and corresponds
to an edge path (I, J) of length m+n in the box [0,m]× [0, n] that increases
one of the coordinates by 1 at each step.

The conjecture is very easily proved by induction. It is only necessary to
observe that the terms in the conjectured sum of form (0, 1, . . .), (0, 0, . . .)
arise by applying h× to the boundary term EZ((1, . . . ,m)⊗ (0, . . . , n)), and
the terms (0, 0, . . .), (0, 1, . . .) arise from applying h× to the boundary term
EZ((0, . . . ,m)⊗ (1, . . . , n)). As mentioned above, applying h× to other EZ
boundary terms gives 0 by functoriality.

So the remaining issue is to determine the signs, which are of course deter-
mined recursively by the contraction procedure. For that, we bring in the
inductive formula, which we have seen simplifies to

EZ(∆m ⊗∆n) = h×EZ(d(∆
m ⊗∆n))

= h× [EZ((1, . . . ,m)⊗ (0, . . . , n))]+ (−1)mh× [EZ((0, . . . ,m)⊗ (1, . . . , n))]

The contraction h× simply places (0, 0)’s in front of pairs of simplices. We
have observed that EZ((1, . . . ,m)⊗(0, . . . , n)) corresponds to allowed paths
in the rectangle [1,m]× [0, n]. The term EZ((−1)m(0, . . . ,m)⊗(1, 2, . . . , n))
corresponds to allowed paths in the rectangle [0,m] × [1, n]. The key now
is the observation that the area A(I, J) in the full rectangle [0,m] × [0, n]
below a path (I, J) beginning with (0, 0), (1, 0) and continuing in the smaller
rectangle [1,m]× [0, n] is the same as the area below the continued path in
[1,m]× [0, n]. The area A(I, J) in the full rectangle below a path (I, J) be-
ginning with (0, 0), (0, 1) and continuing in the smaller rectangle [0,m]×[1, n]
is m plus the area below the continued path in [0,m]× [1, n].

The Eilenberg-Zilber Formula: We have now proved that the complete
formula for the standard procedure Eilenberg-Zilber map on tensors of fun-
damental chains on simplices is

EZ(∆m ⊗∆n) =
∑

(I,J)

(−1)A(I,J)(σI , τJ) ∈ N∗(∆
m ×∆n).

We will include here the explanation that these simplices with signs in the
simplicial set product ∆m ×∆n correspond to the non-degenerate simplices
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of maximal dimension in the ordered simplical complex associated to the
product of posets (0 < 1, . . . < m) × (0 < 1 < . . . < n). In other words,
simplices in a canonical triangulation of the prism. The signs arise from
orientations.

The data (I, J) for a non-degenerate m+ n simplex is also determined by a
sequence consisting of m i’s and n j’s. Namely, such a sequence records at
each step whether the i coordinate or the j coordinate increases by 1. Such
a sequence can be viewed as a shuffle permutation of {i, i, . . . , i, j, j, . . . , j},
generated by swaps of an adjacent i and j. Such a permutation has a sign
(−1)sh(I,J) ∈ {±1} that records the parity of the number sh(I, J) of such
swaps. This sign is the parity character of a shuffle permutation of m + n
distinct objects {i(1), . . . , i(m), j(1), . . . , j(n)} that keeps all the i’s and all
the j’s in their given order. It is clear that the parity of sh(I, J) is the same
as the parity of the area A(I, J) below the edge path (I, J) in [0,m]× [0, n].

The prism is canonically oriented as the product of two oriented manifolds.
Each non-degenerate m+ n simplex is a codimension 0 sub-manifold of the
prism, hence is oriented as such, and is also canonically oriented in its own
right as an ordered simplex. There is thus a sign (−1)o(I,J) ∈ {±1}, where
o(I, J) ∈ {0, 1} is defined by comparing the two orientations of the simplex.

The canonical orientation of the product manifold agrees with that of the
simplex corresponding to the path sequence (i, . . . , i, j, . . . j) along the bot-
tom then up the right side of the rectangle. Each swap of an adjacent i and
j changes the comparison sign (−1)o of the orientation of the corresponding
simplices. This is because the two ordered simplices corresponding to two
such path sequences have a common interior ordered m+ n− 1 face in the
oriented product manifold, with the opposite vertices inserted in the same
ordered position. Therefore (−1)sh(I,J) = (−1)o(I,J).

The formula for the Eilenberg-Zilber map on tensors of fundamental chains
on simplices, expressed as a sum of oriented simplices γ(I, J) in the prism,
can thus also be written

EZ(∆m ⊗∆n) =
∑

(I,J)

(−1)o(I,J)γ(I, J) =
∑

(I,J)

(−1)sh(I,J)γ(I, J).
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When m = 1 the EZ formula becomes

EZ((0, 1) ⊗ (0, . . . , n)) =

n∑

j=0

(−1)j((0, 0), . . . , (0, j), (1, j), . . . , (1, n)).

This is because the shuffle sign comparing (0, 1, . . . , 1) and (1, . . . , 1, 0, 1, . . . , 1),
when there are j 1’s before the 0, is (−1)j .

Remark 8.9. Our discussions of the functorial AW and EZ maps extend
rather routinely to products of three or more spaces. Both maps are asso-
ciative and the EZ map is commutative. One can extend all the arguments
above directly for multiple products, using the contractions of multiple prod-
ucts in the range. The signs (−1)A(I,J,...,K) occurring in the EZ formula for
multiple products are also orientation signs, associated to maximal dimen-
sion simplices in a canonical triangulation of a multiple product of simplices.

But associative diagrams for both the AW and EZ maps involving three
or more spaces, and commutative diagrams for the EZ map, are also easy
consequences of the uniqueness result Proposition 8.2. Namely, all maps in
a diagram of standard procedure maps for simplices are chain maps. The
diagrams are the same as the diagrams for MacLane models in Examples
6.6 and 6.9, with simplices replacing the MacLane models. Compositions of
the maps in relevant diagrams easily satisfy the criteria of the uniqueness
result 8.2 that basis elements map to elements in the image of contractions.
Note that an attempt to prove a commutativity result for the AW map
fails, from our point of view, because a permutation of tensor factors in
N∗(∆

m)⊗N∗(∆
n) does not preserve elements in the image of the contraction.

Our rather detailed discussion of triangulations of prisms and the EZ map
will play a prominent role in Part II when we study morphisms E ⇆ S be-
tween the Barratt-Eccles operad and the surjection operad from the view-
point of constructing canonical chain maps using preferred contractions.

8.3 Functorial Diagonals for Multisimplicial Sets

As another example of using contractions of models to construct functo-
rial chain maps, we translate into our language some results of Medina-
Mardones, Pizzi, and Salvatore [23] on multisimplicial sets. An n-fold mul-
tisimplicial set X is a contravariant functor from the n-fold product of the
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simplex category with itself to sets, ∆n → (Sets). The representing objects
can be interpreted as prisms P = P (m1, . . . ,mn) = ∆m1 × · · · × ∆mn ,
with face and degeneracy operators in each variable. A multisimplicial
set has a geometric realization |X|, which is a cell complex whose open
cells are interiors of such prisms. The boundary operator is the prism
boundary operator, which is the usual tensor product boundary operator
in N∗(∆

m1)⊗· · ·⊗N∗(∆
mn). This tensor product is the cellular chain com-

plex C∗(P ) of the prism and has a preferred tensor product contraction. For
a multisimplicial set X, the cellular chain complexes of the prisms of X fit
together to give a (normalized) chain complex C∗(X), which is the same as
the ordinary cellular chain complex of |X|.

We also have the preferred tensor product contractions of the C∗(P )⊗C∗(P ),
and therefore the functorial acyclic model recursive procedure produces func-
torial diagonal maps δ : C∗(X) → C∗(X)⊗C∗(X) for n-fold multisimplicial
sets. On the fundamental classes P of the prisms, the recursive diagonal
is δ(P ) = h⊗δ(dP ). In the spirit of comments following Proposition 6.4,
only the boundary terms ±∆m1 ⊗ . . .⊗ d0∆

mi ⊗ . . .⊗∆mn of dP contribute
non-zero terms to the diagonal. But instead of working out the diagonal
recursively, we can write down a functorial chain map diagonal and ap-
ply the uniqueness result Proposition 8.3 to see that this coincides with
the standard procedure diagonal. The method is to exploit the functorial
Alexander-Whitney diagonals δi that we already have in each simplex factor.

Proposition 8.10. The composition

C∗(P ) = ⊗iN∗(∆
mi)

⊗δi−−→ ⊗i(N∗(∆
mi)⊗N∗(∆

mi))
τ
−→ C∗(P )⊗ C∗(P ),

where τ is the permutation isomorphism between the indicated tensor prod-
ucts, is the standard procedure functorial diagonal δ(P ) of the universal
prism model P .

Proof. The argument is to just carefully show that Proposition 8.3 applies,
by checking that various formulas produce elements in the image of tensor
product contractions. Note that the permutation isomorphism τ introduces
Koszul signs. If we were to directly work with the standard recursive proce-
dure, the signs arise from signs in the relevant boundary terms in dP . But
since we know the composition τ ◦⊗δi is a functorial chain map, the unique-
ness result Proposition 8.3 saves us the trouble of working directly with the
recursive procedure. However, a direct discussion is not so different from a
direct discussion of AW maps, as we explain next.
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Remark 8.11. We can make quite explicit the diagonal formula δP as a
sum with signs of ‘front subprisms tensor back subprisms’, quite analogous
to the AW diagonal formula. Specifically, look at vertices I with integer
coordinates in the box [0,m1],× . . . × [0,mn]. Each vertex I = (i1, . . . , in)
defines a front prism face PI = {(j1, . . . , jn)|jℓ ≤ iℓ} and a back prism face

IP = {(j1, . . . , jn)|jℓ ≥ iℓ}. Then

Proposition 8.12. δ(P ) =
∑

I ± PI ⊗ IP . The sign is the Koszul sign that
moves the tensor of simplex faces ([0, i1]⊗ [i1,m1])⊗ . . .⊗ ([0, in]⊗ [in,mn])
to the tensor ([0, i1]⊗ . . .⊗ [0, in])⊗ ([i1,m1]⊗ . . . ⊗ [in,mn]).

Proof. The vertices I = (0, . . . , 0) and (1, 0, . . . , 0) are special. The corre-
sponding diagonal terms arise from the contraction h⊗ = ρP ⊗hP +hP ⊗ Id
of C∗(P ) ⊗ C∗(P ) applied to the diagonal summand of δ(d0∆

m1 × ∆m2 ×
. . . × ∆mn) corresponding to the vertex (1, 0, . . . , 0) of that box. This is
the only non-zero occurrence of the term ρP ⊗ hP in the evaluation. Diag-
onal terms corresponding to other vertices I = (i1, . . . , in) with i1 ≥ 1 or
I = (0, . . . , 0, iℓ, . . . , in) with iℓ ≥ 1 arise as the unique non-zero term ob-
tained by applying hP⊗Id to the diagonal term of ∆m1×. . . d0∆

mℓ . . .×∆mn

corresponding to the same vertex I of that box.

In Parts II and III, following [23], we will look again at this diagonal in
the case C∗(X) = Sms

∗ (n), the McClure-Smith surjection complex, which is
indeed the normalized chain complex of an n-fold multisimplicial set.

9 The Universal EZ Chain Homotopy

The standard recursive procedure for constructing chain maps also yields a
standard procedure for constructing chain homotopies. Suppose φ0, φ1 : B∗ ⇒

C∗ are two chain maps that agree in degree 0. Also assume B∗ is free and C∗

has a contraction hC . Then there is a recursively defined chain homotopy
H : B∗ → C∗+1 with dH + Hd = φ1 − φ0. In degree 0, H = 0. On basis
elements b ∈ Bn, note by induction φ1(b) − φ0(b) −H(db) is a cycle in C∗,
hence a boundary. In fact, a specific boundary. We define recursively

H(b) = hC(φ1(b)− φ0(b)−H(db)).

The method extends to a functorial version of chain homotopies. For exam-
ple, the standard procedure produces a preferred chain homotopy between
EZ ◦ AW and Id that presumably agrees with a known such chain homo-
topy. The method also extends to produce equivariant chain homotopies.
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Simply extend equivariantly the formula H(b) for F[G] basis elements.

There is also a uniqueness theorem. Any (equivariant) homotopy H ′ that
agrees with H in degree 0 and maps basis elements to Im(hC) coincides
with H in all degrees. Here is the argument. By induction

H(b) = hC(φ1(b)− φ0(b)−Hd(b)) = hC(φ1(b)− φ0(b)−H ′d(b))

= hC [φ1(b)− φ0(b)− (φ1(b)− φ0(b)− dH ′(b))]

= hCd(H
′(b)) = H ′(b)− dhC(H

′(b)) = H ′(b)− d(0).

It turns out we will not make much use of this standard recursive construc-
tion of chain homotopies. Instead, a rather explicit construction using joins
will play a larger role. However, the recursive construction of preferred chain
homotopies is completely consistent with our view that preferred choices of
contractions yield preferred choices of maps between chain complexes. One
might anticipate that the method extends to a standard construction of
preferred higher homotopies between homotopies, and so on. Although in
general closed formulas for recursive homotopies seem elusive, it is possible
that the recursive construction of homotopies has better theoretical proper-
ties than the explicit chain homotopies we introduce now.

9.1 Using Joins to Construct Chain Homotopies

One of the primary tools in our study of Steenrod operations begun in [7] was
the construction of chain homotopies between certain pairs of chain maps
N∗(X) → N∗(EG), using the join operation in the range. The join oper-
ation just writes simplices next to each other, (g0, . . . , gn) ∗ (g′0, . . . , g

′
m) =

(g0, . . . , gn, g
′
0, . . . , g

′
m), and extends multilinearly. This is the same opera-

tion as the geometric join of an n-simplex and an m-simplex, resulting in
an (n + m + 1)-simplex, in terms of ordered vertices. The domain should
be a chain complex associated to a connected simplicial set, so that face
operators are defined. The boundary formula for joins is

d(x ∗ y) = dx ∗ y − (−1)|x|x ∗ dy + ǫ(x)y − (−1)|x|xǫ(y),

where |x| = deg(x), and ǫ : N∗(EG) → F is the augmentation.

The chain homotopies will be built from the universal functorial EZ chain
homotopy EZ : N∗(I) ⊗N∗(X) → N∗(I ×X), found in Example 8.8 to be
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given by

EZ((0, 1) ⊗ (x0, . . . , xn)) =
n∑

j=0

(−1)j((0, x0), . . . (0, xj), (1, xj), . . . (1, xn)).

The simplices on the right side can be viewed as non-degenerate (n + 1)-
simplices ( (0, . . . 0, 1, . . . 1), (x0, . . . xj, xj , . . . xn) ) in the simplicial set I×X.
They are also joins of simplices in a triangulation of I ×X.

Proposition 9.1. Consider two chain maps φ0, φ1 : N∗(X) → N∗(EG) that
satisfy ǫφ0(x) = ǫφ1(x) = 1 ∈ F for vertices x ∈ N0(X). A chain homotopy
between φ0 and φ1, in terms of front and back faces of simplices of X, is
given by

J(x0, x1, . . . , xn) =
n∑

j=0

(−1)jφ0(x0, . . . , xj) ∗ φ1(xj , . . . , xn).

If φ0 and φ1 are G-equivariant for group actions on N∗(X), then J is also
G-equivariant.

Proof. This can be proved by a direct computation, using the boundary
formula for joins. But a more conceptual proof arises from viewing the EZ
map in terms of triangulations of prisms and their boundaries. Define a
degree zero chain map H : N∗(I×X) → N∗(EG) as follows. On the top and
bottom copies of X, define

H((1, . . . , 1), (y0, . . . yn+1)) = φ1(y0, . . . , yn+1)

and
H((0 . . . , 0), (y0, . . . , yn+1)) = φ0(y0, . . . , yn+1).

On a simplex not on the top or bottom, define

H((0, . . . 0, 1 . . . 1), (y0 . . . yj, yj+1, . . . yn+1)) = φ0(y0, . . . , yj)∗φ1(yj+1, . . . , yn+1).

The boundary formula for joins implies that H is indeed a chain map.

Define EZh(x0, x1, . . . , xn) = EZ((0, 1) ⊗ (x0, x1, . . . , xn)). Since EZ is a
chain map,

(dEZh+EZhd)(x0, . . . , xn) = ((1, . . . 1), (x0, . . . , xn))−((0, . . . , 0), (x0, . . . , xn)).
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Observe that J(x0, . . . , xn) = H ◦ EZh(x0, . . . , xn). Then

(dJ + Jd)(x0, . . . , xn) = H ◦ (dEZh + EZhd)(x0, . . . , xn)

= φ1(x0, . . . , xn)− φ0(x0, . . . , xn).

The statement concerning equivariance of J is clear from the formula.

Example 9.2. Equivariant situations arise if the domain is N∗(EH) and if
φ0, φ1 are ι-equivariant for some group homomorphism ι : H → G. Then J
is ι-equivariant. As another example, elements g ∈ G act by right multipli-
cation on G. This induces a left G-equvariant map ·g : N∗(EG) → N∗(EG),
defined by the right multiplication by g on simplices (g0, g1, . . . , gn) · g =
(g0g, g1g, . . . , gng) ∈ N∗(EG). The identity is also left G-equivariant. Thus
there is a canonical left G-equivariant chain homotopy Kg between Id and
·g on N∗(EG).

It is not necessary that either map φ0 or φ1 in the proposition be some kind
of inclusion. As an example, the basepoint ρ = ιǫ : N∗(EG) → F → N∗(EG)
is chain homotopic to the identity, and the standard chain homotopy is just
the contraction J(g0, . . . , gn) = (e, g0, . . . , gn), which can be seen to be a
special case of the universal EZ homotopy, the sum degenerating to a single
term.

Remark 9.3. One can ask when does the join homotopy agree with the
recursive standard procedure homotopy? The answer is provided by the
uniqueness theorem for the standard procedure homotopy mentioned ear-
lier in this section. If φ0 : B∗ → C∗ is the standard procedure chain map
constructed using the basis of B∗ and the contraction of C∗ then the join
homotopy J of Proposition 19.1 is the standard procedure homotopy.

To reverse the order of φ0 and φ1, one can either replace J by −J , or reverse
the roles of the φi in the formula of 9.1. These give different homotopies.
Since one of our themes is to single out preferred choices of chain maps, the
same goal should apply to chain homotopies. Therefore, the join method of
Proposition 19.1 is suspect unless one of φ0, φ1 is the preferred chain map.
In our examples above and below, it does seem to be the case that one of
the chain maps φi is the standard procedure map. So the join homotopy
method sometimes finds closed formulas for recursively defined homotopies.
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9.2 Examples Related to Diagonals and ℓth Power Maps

Here are two other important situations where the EZ chain homotopies are
very useful.

Example 9.4. For the cyclic group C of prime order p we have defined ele-
ments xk = φ(yk) ∈ N∗(EC) that project to homology generators ofN∗(BC)
with Fp coefficients. Here the equivariant chain map φ : M∗ → N∗(EC)
was constructed in Example 6.12. One of the problems encountered in
proving the Cartan formula at the cochain level for odd primes is that
∆AW (xk) ∈ N∗(EC) ⊗ N∗(EC) is complicated, and even more compli-
cated is its image EZ ◦ ∆AW (xk) ∈ N∗(EC × EC). We will overcome
this difficulty in Part IV by exploiting the equivariant chain map retrac-
tion π : N∗(EC) → M∗, constructed in Example 6.15. Retraction means
π(xk) = yk. We consider the diagram of C-equivariant chain maps

N∗(EC)
∆AW−−−→ N∗(EC)⊗N∗(EC)

↓ π ↑ φ⊗ φ

M∗
∆M−−→ M∗ ⊗M∗

(9.1)

The diagram does not commute, but of course it commutes up to equivariant
chain homotopy. That is not good enough, because we do not have joins in
N∗(EC)⊗N∗(EC).

But if we push by EZ into N∗(EC × EC) then we do have joins and
hence a join chain homotopy J between EZ ◦ ∆AW and EZ ◦ ∆, where
∆ = (φ ⊗ φ) ◦ ∆M ◦ π. Here J will agree with the standard recursive ho-
motopy. Namely, the composition EZ ◦∆AW is a standard procedure chain
map by Proposition 6.5 (iii). Also, the homotopy AW ◦ J will agree with
the recursive homotopy between ∆AW and ∆.

The diagonal ∆ is exactly what we will want, because (φ ⊗ φ)∆Mπ(xk) =
(φ⊗ φ)∆M (yk) is a sum of known tensor products T uxi ⊗ T vxj , so the EZ
image is a sum of terms T uxi × T vxj = EZ(T uxi ⊗ T vxj) that can be han-
dled by the Barratt-Eccles operad mechanism.

In particular, projecting to N∗(BC ×BC), and writing for simplicity ∆ for
the diagonal on coinvariants induced by ∆ = (φ⊗φ)∆Mπ, one has extremely
simple looking formulas for the chain homotopically improved diagonals of
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the classes xk = φ(yk):

EZ ◦∆(x2k) =
∑

i+j=k

x2i × x2j and EZ ◦∆(x2k+1) =
∑

i+j=2k+1

xi × xj,

where xm × xn = EZ(xm ⊗ xn).

One can iterate to form higher simpler diagonals, by repeatedly applying
EZ ◦∆ and EZ ◦∆ to the last variable. The iterations are awkward at the
EC level, but are extremely simple at the BC level.

Example 9.5. We can also use the universal EZ chain homotopy to study
the images of the homology classes [x2k], [x2k−1] ∈ H∗(BCp) → H∗(BΣp),
induced by the inclusion of MacLane models ι : N∗(ECp) → N∗(EΣp), where
T 7→ t = (2, 3, . . . , p, 1), a p-cycle. First, we return to the discussion of ℓth

power maps ιℓ begun in Example 6.17. We will find explicit boundary for-
mulas for the differences ℓkx2k−ιℓ(x2k) and ℓ

kx2k−1−ιℓ(x2k−1). In Example
6.17 we observed that these two differences are null-homologous.

If we denote by ιℓ : N∗(ECp) → N∗(ECp) the standard map induced by the
ℓth power homomorphism, then we have two ιℓ-equivariant chain maps, ιℓ
and φλπ : N∗(ECp) → M∗ → M∗ → N∗(ECp), where π is the retraction
of Example 6.12 and λ is the ιℓ-equivariant chain map of Example 6.17.
Since we have the join operation in N∗(ECp), these two chain maps are ιℓ-
equivariantly chain homotopic, by a join chain homotopy J , which coincides
with the recursively defined homotopy.

From Example 6.17, λ(y2k) = ℓky2k and λ(y2k−1) =
∑ℓ−1

i=0 ℓ
k−1T iy2k−1.

Since π(xn) = yn and φ(yn) = xn we then have

ℓkx2k − ιℓ(x2k) = (dJ + Jd)x2k and

ℓ−1∑

i=0

ℓk−1T ix2k−1 − ιℓ(x2k−1) = (dJ + Jd)x2k−1.

Since the chain homotopy J covers a chain homotopy J of BCp, and since
the classes xj are cycles, after passing to coinvariants we get

ℓkx2k − ιℓ(x2k) = d(Jx2k) ∈ N∗(BCp).

Since the T ix2k−1 all have coinvariant image x2k−1, we also have

ℓkx2k−1 − ιℓ(x2k−1) = d(Jx2k−1) ∈ N∗(BCp).
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Thus we have explicit boundary formulas for the differences ℓkx2k − ιℓ(x2k)
and ℓkx2k−1 − ιℓ(x2k−1) in N∗(BCp), as promised in Example 6.17.

Example 9.6. Next let ι : N∗(ECp) → N∗(EΣp) be the map induced by
the homomorphism sending T to the p-cycle t = (2, 3, . . . , p, 1). Let ℓ be a
primitive (p − 1)th root of unity in Fp = Z/p. The permutation g(j) = jℓ
(mod p) is a p−1 cycle in Σp regarded as permutations of Z/p = {1, 2. . . . , p}.
In this representation, t(j) = j + 1 and gt = tℓg. Thus gι = (·g) ◦ ιιℓ. The
right multiplication map ·g on N∗(EΣp) is Σp-equivariantly chain homotopic
to the identity by a join chain homotopy K. Then

Kιιℓ : N∗(ECp) → N∗ECp) → N∗(EΣp) → N∗+1(EΣp)

is an ιιℓ-equivariant chain homotopy between ιιℓ and (·g) ◦ ιιℓ = gι. Again,
this last homotopy coincides with the recursively defined homotopy.

Combining the two ιιℓ-equivariant chain homotopies ιJ and Kιιℓ, say L =
ιJ −Kιιℓ, we get:

ℓkι(x2k)− gι(x2k) = (dL+ Ld)x2k ∈ N∗(EΣp)

(
ℓ−1∑

i=0

ℓk−1ti)ι(x2k−1)− gι(x2k−1) = (dL+ Ld)x2k−1 ∈ N∗(EΣp).

On coinvariants, where g and t act as the identity, we get in N∗(BΣp) =
Σp\N∗(EΣp)

(ℓk − 1)ι(x2k) = d(Lx2k) and (ℓk − 1)ι(x2k−1) = d(Lx2k−1).

Remark 9.7. If ℓ is a primitive (p − 1)th root of unity mod p and if k is
not a multiple of p − 1, we can multiply these last formulas by a constant
and obtain explicit formulas writing ι(x2k) and ι(x2k−1) as coboundaries in
N∗(BΣp). In particular, this computation will lead to a cochain level proof
that the cyclic reduced pth power cohomology operations determined by the
classes ι(x2k) and ι(x2k−1) on even degree cocycles are 0 unless 2k is an even
multiple of (p− 1).

The study of the reduced powers on odd degree cocycles requires a some-
what different discussion because homology of the symmetric group with
a non-trivial coefficient module enters the story. Specifically, going back to
Example 5.7, let F̃p denote the Σp module Fp with twisted group action aris-

ing from the parity character τ : Σp → {±1}. We look at Ñ∗(EΣp) = F̃p ⊗
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N∗(EΣp), which we view as the complex N∗(EΣp), but with twisted group

action g ∗ x = τ(g)gx. In particular the augmentation Ñ∗(EΣp) → F̃p → 0

is a free acyclic resolution of the non-trivial module F̃p.

Since p-cycles are even permutations, the Cp-action on N∗(EΣp) is the same
in the twisted and untwisted complexes. Therefore the discussion of the ιιℓ-
equivariant chain homotopies ιJ and Kιιℓ goes through exactly as above,
until the very final step concerning coinvariants. The point is, the (p − 1)-
cycle g ∈ Σp that conjugates t to tℓ is an odd permutation. Therefore, in the

twisted complex Ñ∗(EΣp) we have g ∗ ι(x2k) = −gι(x2k) and g ∗ ι(x2k−1) =

−gι(x2k−1). Thus in the coinvariants N∗(BΣp; F̃p) = Σp\Ñ∗(EΣp) we have

(ℓk + 1)ι(x2k) = d(Lx2k) and (ℓk + 1)ι(x2k−1) = d(Lx2k−1).

Since ℓ is a primitive (p− 1)th root of unity, we have (ℓk+1) = 0 (mod p) if
and only if k is an odd multiple of (p−1)/2. In particular, this computation
will lead to a cochain level proof that the cyclic reduced pth power cohomol-
ogy operations determined by the classes ι(x2k) and ι(x2k−1) on odd degree
cocycles are zero unless 2k is an odd multiple of (p − 1).
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II: The Surjection Complexes

10 Preview of the Surjection Complexes.

We begin Part II of our paper with a brief discussion of variants of chain
complexes underlying a symmetric operad in the monoidal category of chain
complexes, referred to by various authors as the surjection operad, the se-
quence operad, or the step operad. We will postpone the discussion of
operad structure until Part III, and concentrate in the first few sections of
Part II only on chain complexes Saj

∗ (n),Sbf
∗ (n),Sms

∗ (n). In the last section
of Part II we compare the surjection complexes to the MacLane complexes
N∗(EΣn).

The superscript initials of the latter two surjection complexes refer to com-
plexes studied by Berger-Fresse [3], [5] and McClure-Smith [19]. All three
complexes are free F[Σn] resolutions of F, which is given the trivial Σn ac-
tion. The complex Saj

∗ (n) is newer but seems quite natural. It appears as
part of the paper by Adamaszek and Jones [1], and perhaps elsewhere.

We want to emphasize from the outset that although our treatment of the
three complexes is self-contained, it is entirely founded on the seminal work
of Berger-Fresse and McClure-Smith. We believe we have ‘cleaned up’ some
details in the development of the surjection complexes, and their relations
with other complexes. Of course it has been more than 20 years since the
original works appeared, so it is not surprising some simplifications and re-
formulations could be found. In fact, McClure and Smith have given more
sophisticated versions of complexes related to their original construction in
[21]. We believe the surjection complexes are important in algebraic topol-
ogy, and we believe our reformulation of the details will serve a purpose
making their development more accessible.

For all three surjection complexes, elements of a free basis over F in each
degree k are named by non-degenerate surjections

x : {1, 2, . . . , n+ k} → {1, 2, . . . , n}.

Degenerate means x(i) = x(i+ 1) for some i, and we set these equal 0. We
identify a function x with the sequence x = (x(1), x(2), . . . , x(n+k)), which
we often write for notational reasons as (x1, x2, . . . , xn+k). Functions that
are not surjections are also declared to be 0 in the three complexes. Note
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in degree k = 0 this gives F[Σn] as an F-module.

In all three complexes the boundary operator has the form

d(x) = d(x1, x2, . . . , xn+k) =
∑

j

γ(j)(x1, . . . , x̂j , . . . , xn+k),

where γ(j) ∈ {−1, 0,+1} and x̂j means that term is deleted from the sur-
jection x.

Throughout Part II we will name the ordered vertices of the standard N −1
simplex (1, 2, . . . , N), rather than naming the first vertex 0. The boundary
of a simplex is then

d(x1, . . . , xN ) =
∑

(−1)j−1(x1, . . . , x̂j , . . . , xN ).

The main reason for the change is to maintain consistency with the notation
for surjection complex generators. But there are other reasons this makes
sense. The most symmetrical view of the N − 1 simplex is the convex hull
of the unit basis vectors in affine space RN , with its ordered basis. Also, the
(ordered) join of such simplices in products of affine spaces is transparent as
a convex hull. Tangent vectors are transparent as differences of unit basis
vectors, which can also be expressed as an ordered pair (tail, head) of ver-
tices. The canonical orientation of RN induces, by the outward normal first
convention, the standard orientation of the N − 1 simplex viewed as part
of the boundary of its join with the origin. The standard orientation of the
simplex corresponds to the ordered list of tangent vectors {12, 13, . . . , 1N}.
An equivalent orientation is given by the list {12, 23, . . . , (N − 1)N}.

It could be said that the only differences between the three surjection com-
plexes are choices of sign conventions. Technically this may be true, but
we believe that the sign differences result from some initial conceptual
differences that lead to sign choices. For example, a surjection generator
x : {1, 2, . . . , n + k} → {1, 2, . . . , n} can be interpreted geometrically in dif-
ferent ways. In the complex Saj

∗ (n), we interpret a generator as a simplicial
map ∆n−1+k → ∆n−1, and then as an element of the normalized relative
simplicial singular complex of the pair (∆n−1, ∂∆n−1). In Sms

∗ (n) the data
of a generator is interpreted as a prism

∏
1≤ℓ≤n∆

kℓ−1 with a total order
on the combined set of vertices of the factor simplices. The integer kℓ is
the cardinality of x−1(ℓ), the number of times ℓ appears in the sequence
x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn+k). There is a non-degeneracy condition that no two
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vertices of the same simplex factor can be adjacent in the total order. In
both Saj

∗ (n) and Sms
∗ (n) the boundary operator and the Σn action arise from

natural geometric considerations. We don’t really know how to think about
Sbf
∗ (n). It mysteriously works, and in several ways has simpler properties

than the other two complexes.

The base point in all three complexes will be ι(1) = 1e = e ∈ F[Σn], where
e ∈ Σn is the identity element. The augmentations in the second two com-
plexes send all permutations to 1 ∈ F and the permutation action in degree
0 is the obvious left regular representation action on F[Σn].

In the complex Saj
∗ (n) the augmentation will send a permutation g to

τ(g) ∈ {±1}, where τ is the parity character. But in this case, the per-
mutation action on F[Σn] in degree 0 will be g ∗ g′ = τ(g)gg′. Note we
could write this representation F̃[Σn] = F̃ ⊗ F[Σn], where F̃ is the twisted
Σn-module defined in Example 5.7 of Part I. We think of Σn as acting on
coefficients as well as by multiplying group elements in sums

∑
aigi, ai ∈ F.

Thus the τ augmentation is indeed an equivariant map F̃[Σn] → F, with the
trivial module structure on F.

We will define for all three complexes, Saj
∗ (n), Sbf

∗ (n), and Sms
∗ (n), a Σn

action, an equivariant differential, and a contraction. Continuing our con-
vention from Part I, contractions in Part II will always satisfy h2 = 0 and
hι = 0. We will also establish isomorphisms between the three complexes,
preserving all the structure. The details in the first several sections to follow
are somewhat lengthy, because there is a lot of structure data to be given,
but they are not especially difficult. Their importance will be brought out
in Part III, where we explain how these complexes act on multitensors of
cochains on simplicial sets X, in an operadic manner. This, of course, was
part of the original motivation for introducing these complexes.

In the last section of Part II we present our approach to the equivariant
chain maps N∗(EΣn) ⇆ S∗(n) studied by Berger and Fresse [3], [5] for their
complex. Our approach is based on the contraction and standard procedure
methods of Part I.

As always, we urge readers to not get stuck. If you already know something,
or if you find yourself somewhat bogged down, turn the page.
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11 The Twisted Complex S̃∗(n)

We actually begin with a twisted coefficient complex S̃∗(n), which arises
very naturally. Then we obtain an untwisted complex Saj

∗ (n) by tensoring
with F̃, as described in Example 5.7 of Part I.

The key observation is that the F-basis in degree k given by certain surjec-
tions x : {1, 2, . . . , n+ k} → {1, 2 . . . , n} coincides exactly with a basis of the
normalized relative simplicial singular chain groupNSSn−1+k(∆

n−1, ∂∆n−1)
with F coefficients. Generators of the simplicial singular chain group are
given by the subset of the singular complex of the simplex consisting of
all affine linear maps ∆n−1+k → ∆n−1 taking vertices to vertices. In the
relative complex maps to the boundary of the simplex are declared 0. We
then form the normalized graded F-module by dividing by the subcomplex
of the singular complex spanned by degenerate simplices, and shift degrees
down by n− 1. We call this shifted graded module S̃∗(n). Precisely, a func-
tion x applied to ordered vertices defines a map ∆n−1+k → ∆n−1 between
simplices. If two adjacent entries of a surjection coincide the resulting sin-
gular simplex is degenerate, hence zero in the normalized complex, and if
the function x is not surjective the image of the singular simplex lies in the
boundary ∂∆n−1. We see that S̃0(n) = F[Σn] as F-module.

We then take as the boundary operator in S̃∗(n) the standard simplical chain
complex boundary map of the relative simplicial singular complex. That is,

dx =
∑

j

(−1)j−1(x1, . . . , x̂j , . . . xn+k).

There are two ways a boundary summand could be 0, namely, the entry
xj might occur only once in x or one could have xj−1 = xj+1. Note that
it is obvious to topologists that d2 = 0. This will also be the case for the
differential in Sms

∗ (n), but not as much for Sbf
∗ (n).

For the left Σn action on S̃∗(n) we simply post-compose simplicial maps
∆n−1+k → ∆n−1 with permutations of {1, 2, ..., n}, regarded as maps of the
base ∆n−1 to itself. Obviously the boundary operator is equivariant, and
defines a free Σn action in each degree. The relative homology of the simplex
mod boundary is 0 in degrees other than n − 1, and is F in degree n − 1.
This last homology is shifted down to degree 0.
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What about the augmentation ǫ̃ : S̃0(n) = F[Σn] → F? The normalized long
exact sequence of the pair comes with a connecting “boundary” map

NSSn−1(∆
n−1, ∂∆n−1) → Hn−2(∂∆

n−1) = F,

which is easily seen on an F-basis to just record the degree of an automor-
phism of ∆n−1 given by a permutation of ordered vertices. In other words,
the “boundary” map for the pair identifies with the parity {±1}-valued char-
acter τ of Σn. Thus, we set ǫ̃(g) = τ(g) ∈ F̃, where we write F̃ to remind
that ǫ̃ is equivariant for the twisted action on F.

OK. NSS∗(∆
n−1, ∂∆n−1), the normalized relative singular simplicial chain

complex of a simplex mod boundary, together with the augmenting con-
necting homomorphism to the homology of the boundary, all shifted down
in degrees, becomes an acyclic free F[Σn] resolution of the twisted module
F̃, and we call this complex S̃∗(n). The base point is ι̃(1) = e, and then in

the form ρ̃ = ι̃ǫ̃ : S̃0(n) → S̃0(n) it is ρ̃(g) = τ(g)e.

12 The Untwisted Complex Saj∗ (n)

From S̃∗(n) we obtain Saj
∗ (n) = S̃∗(n) ⊗F F̃, an acyclic free resolution of

the trivial module F, as in Example 5.7 of Part I. Elements of the two
complexes Saj

∗ (n) and S̃∗(n) have the ‘same’ names and boundary operator,
via the correspondence x ↔ x ⊗ 1. The only thing that changes from the
shifted simplicial singular complex of the pair is the new Σn action, which
is now g ∗ x = τ(g)gx for g ∈ Σn. The augmentation ǫ : Saf

0 (n) → F is

ǫ(g) = (ǫ̃ ⊗ Id)(g ⊗ 1) = τ(g) ∈ F̃ ⊗ F̃ = F. This augmentation is indeed
equivariant for the twisted group action on Saj

∗ (n) and the trivial action on
F, as explained back in Example 5.7. The basepoint is still ι(1) = e. In the
form ρ = ιǫ, the base point is ρ(g) ≡ (ι̃⊗ Id)(ǫ̃⊗ Id)(g ⊗ 1) ≡ τ(g)e.

Topology tells us Saj
∗ (n) is contractible, since the augmented complex is free

over F and acyclic, but we want to give a contraction with h2 = 0. We fol-
low an idea from McClure-Smith [19], where they proved by induction that
their complexes Sms

∗ (n) were contractible without actually giving a contrac-
tion.21 The operation on surjections s(x) = (1, x) is not quite a contraction
but satisfies a formula ds + sd = Id− ir̂, where r̂ and i are maps of degree

21The formula for the contraction of the McClure-Smith complex that we present in
Section 14 can also be found in the paper [13] of R. Kaufmann and A. Medina-Mardones.
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0, involving S∗(n− 1).

Specifically, r̂ : Saj
∗ (n) → Saj

∗ (n − 1) is 0 on any surjection x that takes the
value 1 more than once. If x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn+k) does contain a single 1,
say xj = 1, then

r̂(x) = (−1)j−1(x1 − 1, . . . , xj−1 − 1, xj+1 − 1, . . . xn+k − 1).

In words, remove the xj = 1 from x, subtract 1 from each remaining entry,
and put in a sign.

The map i : Saj
∗ (n− 1) → Saj

∗ (n) is defined by

i(y1, . . . , yn−1+k) = (1, y1 + 1, . . . , yn−1+k + 1).

In words, add 1 to each entry of y, and then put a 1 in front. Thus, if x
contains a single 1, then ir̂(x) just moves the 1 in x to the front, and puts in
a sign (−1)j−1 depending on where the single 1 occurred in x. The exponent
j−1 in the sign counts the number of entries in the surjection x that xj = 1
moves past to get to the front of the new surjection ir̂(x).

Proposition 12.1. (i). The maps r̂ and i satisfy dr̂ = −r̂d and di = −id.
(ii). It holds that ds+ sd = Id− ir̂.

(iii). A contracting homotopy h =: Saj
∗ (n) → Saf

∗+1(n) is given by

h = s− isr̂ + i2sr̂2 − ....± in−2sr̂n−2.

(iv). It also holds that hι = 0 and

h2 = (s− isr̂ + i2sr̂2 − ....)(s − isr̂ + i2sr̂2 − ....) = 0.

Proof. For verification of (i), one just needs to look at the simplicial bound-
ary formula with alternating signs. The i case is quite simple.

In the r̂ case, one looks separately at surjections x that contain one, two,
or more than two 1’s. If x contains more than two 1’s then dr̂(x) = 0 =
r̂d(x). If x contains two 1’s, then dr̂(x) = 0. Suppose xp = xq = 1, with
p < q. Then dx contains two terms with a single 1, with signs (−1)p−1 and
(−1)q−1. Then r̂d(x) will consist of two identical terms but with opposite
signs (−1)q−2(−1)p−1 and (−1)p−1(−1)q−1. So r̂d(x) = 0. If x contains a
single 1, then r̂d(x) and dr̂(x) have the same number of terms which pair
up with opposite signs.
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A similar argument proves (ii), again considering separately the cases where
x contains one or more than one 1’s. In the more than one 1 case, ir̂(x) = 0
and the proof that ds(x) + sd(x) = x is the same as verifying the contrac-
tion formula for a simplex in Example 5.1 of Part I. This works because
the alternating sign boundary formulas and the contraction formulas are
the ‘same’ in the two cases. In the case of a single 1, write it out and find
ds(x) + sd(x) + ir̂(x) = x. The difference in the two cases is that sd(x) is
‘missing’ a term (−1)j−1(1, x1, . . . , x̂j , . . . , xN ) = ir̂(x) corresponding to the
degenerate term in dx where the xj = 1 gets deleted. So you need to add
back that term to get x.

Statement (iii), that h is a contracting homotopy, follows from a telescoping
formula

(dh+ hd)(x) = [x− ir̂(x)] + [ir̂(x)− i2r̂2(x)] + ..... = x− in−1r̂n−1(x),

which is easily proved using the relations between s, r̂, i and d in (i) and (ii).
For example,

[d(isr̂) + (isr̂)d](x) = −i[ds + sd](r̂x) = −i(r̂x− ir̂r̂x) = −ir̂x+ i2r̂2x.

We also need to prove in−1r̂n−1(x) = ρ(x), where ρ : Saj
∗ (n) → Saj

0 (n) is the
base point. It is easy to describe in words the maps imr̂m and imsr̂m. Note
r̂m(x) 6= 0 only if x contains a single 1, 2, . . . ,m. Then imr̂m(x) removes
those singletons from x and inserts 1, 2, . . . ,m at the front, along with a sign,
and imsr̂m removes those singletons from x and inserts 1, 2, . . . ,m,m+1 at
the front with the same sign.

It is easy to see that if deg(x) > 0 then in−1r̂n−1(x) = 0, since this sequence
must end with repeated entries n. If deg(x) = 0, we must look at the sign.
Now x is just a permutation in Σn and the sign associated to the composi-
tions of r̂’s in in−1r̂n−1(x) is the parity of the number of moves it takes to
move the 1 in x to the front, then move the 2 to follow the 1, and finally
move the n− 1. Thus in−1r̂n−1(x) = τ(x)(1, 2, . . . , n) = τ(x)e = ρ(x).

For statement (iv), h2 = 0 follows easily from the obvious identities s2 =
0, si = 0, r̂s = 0, r̂i = Id. Also hι(1) = h(1, 2, . . . , n) = 0.

13 The Berger-Fresse Complex Sbf∗ (n)

We now turn to the second surjection complex Sbf
∗ (n). The Σn action gx

will simply post-compose surjections x with permutations g. The augmen-
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tation sends all permutations g ∈ Sbf
0 (n) = F[Σn] to ǫ(g) = 1 ∈ F. The base

point is ι(1) = e ∈ F[Σn]. The fact that there are no signs in the Σn action
is the reason the Berger-Fresse complex has some good properties.

The Σn-equivariant boundary operator in Sbf
∗ (n) also has the form

d(x1, x2, . . . , xn+k) =
n+k∑

j=1

γ(j)(x1, . . . , x̂j , . . . xn+k),

but the signs γ(j) ∈ {−1, 0,+1} are tricky.22 The signs are explained clearly
in Berger-Fresse [3], in terms of signs attached to the entries of what they
call the ‘table form’ of a surjection. We will explain these signs below. The
Σn equivariance of d will be obvious from the sign algorithm.

Divide the entries of a surjection x into rows, by inserting a separator |
after each entry xj that is not the final occurrence of the value xj in the
surjection. The signs γ(j) ∈ {±1} in the boundary formula associated to
these entries alternate, beginning with +1. These entries xj are called the
caesuras of the surjection x.

The remaining entries in the surjection, those not immediately preceding a
separator |, represent the final occurrences of values xi. Attach to such an
xi the sign γ(i) opposite to the sign already assigned to the entry xj with
xj = xi and xj the immediately preceding caesura occurrence of the value xi
in the surjection. If a value xi occurs only once in the surjection, a sign γ(i)
is irrelevant, since the function with the term xi deleted is not a surjection.
One just removes these terms from the boundary formula, or sets γ(j) = 0.
Other boundary terms may become degenerate, hence 0, even though they
have an attached sign, if deleting an entry results in two equal adjacent
entries.

Example 13.1. Consider the surjection x = (2, 1, 2, 3, 4, 2, 3, 1, 5, 4, 1, 2).
First insert the |’s after the caesuras, x = (2|, 1|, 2|, 3|, 4|, 2|, 3, 1|, 5, 4, 1, 2).
Next place alternating signs next to the caesuras, yielding

(+2|,−1|,+2|,−3|,+4|,−2|, 3,+1|, 5, 4, 1, 2).

This leaves the final occurrences of 3, 5, 4, 1, 2 without signs. The 5 is a
singleton and receives no sign, or sign 0. The signs assigned to the final oc-
currences of 3, 4, 1, 2 are opposites of the signs of the immediately preceding

22With no signs in the Σn action, something exotic must occur in the boundary operator
in order that the augmentation is an equivariant map to the trivial module F.
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occurrences of 3, 4, 1, 2. So, the final result is the surjection x with a sign +
or −, equivalent to γ(j), written before each entry xj that is not a singleton,

x = (+2|,−1|,+2|,−3|,+4|,−2|,+3,+1|, 5,−4,−1,+2).

From this the boundary dx is easily read off. Note deleting the first 1 entry
results in a degenerate surjection, and deleting the 5 results in a function
that is not a surjection, so these terms do not appear in the boundary.

We point out that d2 = 0 is true, but somewhat awkward to verify. The
most elementary proof is to group the non-degenerate terms of d2(x) in pairs,
identical except for the signs. The pairs correspond to pairs of the indices
of the entries of x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn+k). Then consider various cases and
argue the signs are opposite for each pair. The cases are a pair of caesuras
of x, a pair of non-caesuras of x, and pairs consisting of one caesura and one
non-caesura.

A contraction h of Sbf
∗ (n) is quite similar to the contraction h of Saj

∗ (n) in
the preceding section. To begin, s(x) = (1, x) will again satisfy a relation

ds+sd = Id−ir. Here the map r : Sbf
∗ (n) → Sbf

∗ (n−1) is 0 on any surjection
x that contains the entry 1 more than once. Otherwise, r(x) deletes the 1
and reduces all other entries by 1. So, r is the same as the previous r̂ for
the complex Saj

∗ (n), but without a sign. The map i : Sbf
∗ (n−1) → Sbf

∗ (n) is
the same as the previous map i, namely increase each entry of a surjection
y by 1 and put a 1 in front.

Proposition 13.2. (i). The maps r and i are chain maps, that is, dr = rd
and di = id.
(ii). It holds that ds+ sd = Id− ir.

(iii). A contracting homotopy h : Sbf
∗ (n) → Sbf

∗+1(n) is given by

h = s+ isr + i2sr2 + ...+ in−2sr n−2.

(iv). It also holds that hι = 0 and

h2 = (s+ isr + i2sr2 + ...)(s + isr + i2sr2 + ...) = 0.

Proof. That dr = rd and di = id is somewhat harder to verify than the cor-
responding results for Saj

∗ (n), again because the boundary formula in Sbf
∗ (n)

is more complicated. One must pay attention to the relation between the
signs in the boundary d and the caesura/non-caesura structure of x. In the
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r case one considers cases where x contains one, two, or more than two 1’s.

Just as in the previous section, the proof that ds + sd = Id − ir proceeds
by considering cases where x contains one or more than one 1’s. Again one
needs to be careful with the signs in the boundary map d. Note sx = (1, x)
is either degenerate or places a new caesura entry 1 in front of x.

Pretty much the same telescoping sum argument as in Proposition 12.1 of
the previous section shows that

h = s+ isr + i2sr2 + ...+ in−2sr n−2

is a contraction of Sbf
∗ (n), with h2 = 0 and hι = 0. The argument that

(dh + hd)(x) = x − ρ(x) is slightly simpler than the corresponding argu-
ment for Saj

∗ (n) because there are no signs to worry about and the base

point ρ is simply ρ(g) = e for g ∈ F[Σn] = Sbf
0 (n). The main points, similar

to the argument for Saj
∗ (n), are first the telescoping argument that shows

(dh + hd)(x) = x − in−1rn−1(x), and then iℓrℓ(x) = 0 unless x contains
1, 2 . . . , ℓ as singletons, in which case those entries are removed from x and
12 . . . ℓ is placed in front, with no sign.

We also point out that iℓsr ℓ(x) = 0 unless x contains 1, 2 . . . , ℓ as singletons,
in which case those entries are removed from x and 12 . . . ℓ(ℓ+ 1) is placed
in front, with no sign.

14 The McClure-Smith Complex Sms∗ (n)

Finally we turn to the third complex Sms
∗ (n), which historically appeared

first [19]. McClure and Smith developed their surjection complexes from
the outset as forming a suboperad of the Eilenberg-Zilber operad Z of nat-
ural multivariable cochain operations. So the boundary operator and the
Σn action and the action on tensors of cochains as n varies were all blended
together. This was a very natural approach, as the surjection generators act-
ing on tensors of cochains provided a natural generalization of Steenrod’s ∪i

products. In addition, they developed a filtration of their surjection operad,
with terms related to the little cubes operads. All in all, a very impressive
piece of work, but not so easy to digest all at once. We are less ambitious
and develop at first only the surjection complex Sms

∗ (n) itself.
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The boundary operator and group action at first look complicated, but when
viewed correctly they are really pretty simple, and geometrically motivated.
The Σn action on surjection generators will be postponed until after we
define the boundary operator. The augmentation sends all permutations
g ∈ Sms

0 (n) = F[Σn] to 1 ∈ F. The base point is ι(1) = e ∈ F[Σn].

Recall that we interpret surjection generators x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn+k) of
Sms
∗ (n) as prisms (abstract for now), Prism(x) =

∏
1≤ℓ≤n∆

kℓ−1, with a
total order on the combined set of vertices of the factor simplices. There
is the non-degeneracy condition that adjacent vertices in the total order
cannot belong to the same simplex factor. One can interpret the corre-
sponding simplex factor of the prism as having the x−1(ℓ) as vertices, where
x : ∆n−1+k → ∆n−1. The total order on the combined set of factor vertices
is inherited from the domain simplex. The integer kℓ is the cardinality of
x−1(ℓ), the number of times ℓ appears in the sequence x. Then ∆n−1+k is
the ordered join of these subsimplices.

The prism has an oriented geometric boundary, as the boundary of an or-
dered product of oriented manifolds,

∂Prism(x) =
⊔

1≤ℓ≤n

∆k1−1 × . . .× ∂∆kℓ−1 × . . .×∆kn−1.

Each boundary factor ∂∆kℓ−1 is written as an alternating signed sum of
oriented simplex faces. In front of that sum is another sign, namely (−1)pℓ ,
where pℓ is the dimension of the product of the preceding simplex factors.
We are using the ‘outward normal first’ convention twice in this description
of the boundary. Thus the total boundary of the prism is a signed sum of
codimension one oriented prism faces, obtained by deleting single vertices
from each prism factor of positive dimension. The boundary ∂∆0 of a ∆0

factor of Prism(x) is empty. The set of all vertices of the factors of the
non-empty boundary prism faces of course remain totally ordered, so rep-
resent other surjection generators of one less degree. Some of these become
degenerate if deleting a vertex results in two other vertices from that simplex
factor becoming adjacent in the total order.

Thus the boundary operator in Sms
∗ (n) will again have the form

d(x1, x2, . . . , xn+k) =
n+k∑

j=1

γ(j)(x1, . . . , x̂j , . . . , xn+k),
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with signs γ(j) ∈ {−1,+1}. To understand the signs γ(j), instead of remov-
ing entries from x one at a time, beginning on the left, one can first remove
the 1’s, then the 2’s, etc, from left to right. The signs within each block alter-
nate, with the first sign for an i+1 removal coinciding with the last sign for
an i removal. The sign for the first 1 removal is +1. This exactly describes
the boundary of the associated oriented prism as a union of codimension one
oriented prism faces. Resulting degenerate terms or non-surjective terms in
the boundary become 0, even though signs are attached initially to guide
the full sign process. It is obvious from topology that d2 = 0.

Example 14.1. If x = (2, 1, 2, 4, 2, 3, 1, 4, 1, 2) then

Prism(x) = (2, 7, 9) × (1, 3, 5, 10) × (6) × (4, 8).

We can write signs +,− equivalent to γ(j) in front of each vertex to clarify
the sign associated to the corresponding codimension one prism boundary
face obtained by deleting that vertex.

Prism(x) = (+2,−7,+9) × (+1,−3,+5,−10) × (−6)× (−4,+8).

We can then write these signs γ(j) in front of each entry of

x = (+2,+1,−2,−4,+2,−3,−1,+4 + 1,−2),

and read off the boundary. In the boundary dx there are only six non-
zero terms, since deleting the first 1, either 4, or the 3, result in degenerate
sequences.

We will next describe the Σn action on Sms
∗ (n). It has the form

g ∗ x = (−1)µ(g,x)gx,

where gx is the post-composition of a surjection x with a permutation g.
We will give two descriptions of the sign. First, let kℓ = #{x−1(ℓ)}. Then

µ(g, x) =
∑

certain ℓ,ℓ′

(kℓ − 1)(kℓ′ − 1),

where the sum is taken over all pairs 1 ≤ ℓ < ℓ′ ≤ n with g(ℓ) > g(ℓ′).
Such a pair contributes to the sign (−1)µ(g,x) only if both kℓ, kℓ′ are even.
Equivalently, the dimensions of the corresponding prism factors are odd.
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We turn to the second description of the sign, which is more geometric in
nature, and relates the prisms of the McClure-Smith complex Sms

∗ (n) to
the complex Saj

∗ (n), where we regarded surjection x as a simplicial map
x : ∆n−1+k → ∆n−1. Then kℓ records the number of vertices in the domain
that map to the ℓth vertex of the range. These domain vertices span simplices
∆kℓ−1, and the domain can be viewed as a join of n simplices

∆n−1+k = ∆k1−1 ∗∆k2−1 ∗ · · · ∗∆kn−1.

Points of the join can be identified with convex liner combinations in some
big affine space,

∑
tℓaℓ, aℓ ∈ ∆kℓ−1, with 0 ≤ tℓ ≤ 1,

∑
tℓ = 1. The base is

a join of n vertices 1, 2 . . . , n, and the join ∆n−1+k maps to the base ∆n−1

by
∑
tℓaℓ 7→

∑
tℓℓ. This map is x : ∆n−1+k → ∆n−1, viewed as a map from

the join of n simplices to the join of n points.

The inverse image x−1(b) under the map x of the barycenter b ∈ ∆n−1 of
the base identifies with Prism(x) = ∆k1−1×∆k2−1×· · ·×∆kn−1 ⊂ ∆n−1+k,
under the embedding (a1, . . . , an) 7→

∑ 1
naℓ. Each vertex of the large sim-

plex occurs as a vertex of one factor simplex of the prism. The vertices
of the abstract prism itself are n-tuples of factor vertices (v1, v2, . . . , vn)
with x(vℓ) = ℓ. Each such prism vertex identifies with the barycenter of a
face of the domain ∆n−1+k that maps by x isomorphically to the base ∆n−1.

We now bring in the permutation g ∈ Σn, which we will first view as a per-
mutation isomorphism of the base ∆n−1 with g(b) = b. Given x : ∆n−1+k →
∆n−1, note the two prisms Prism(x) = x−1(b) ≃ ∆1 × . . . × ∆n, and
Prism(gx) = x−1g−1(b) ≃ ∆g−11 × . . . ×∆g−1n actually coincide as a sub-
manifold of ∆n−1+k. The set of vertices of the factors of the two prisms
are identical, hence both are totally ordered. But Prism(x) is organized
as

∏
∆i while Prism(gx) is organized as

∏
∆g−1(i). There is an obvious

geometric isomorphism gx of one prism to another, which permutes simplex
factors. This isomorphism has a degree, since both prisms are oriented, and
one has

(−1)µ(g,x) = deg(gx).

This clam is easy to prove since (−1)µ(g,x) is just the Koszul sign associated
to the permutation of factors of a tensor product.

Remark 14.2. Another useful interpretation of the sign deg(gx) is the fol-
lowing. Let j1 − 1, . . . , jm − 1 denote the odd integers among the factor
simplex dimensions k1 − 1, . . . , kn − 1. Then the permutation isomorphism
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g rearranges these odd dimension factors, which occur in specific orders in
the two prisms. Then deg(gx) ∈ {±1} is the parity sign of the associated
permutation in Σm of these factors, since this parity counts mod 2 how the
odd dimensional simplex factors are passed across each other in the isomor-
phism gx. The even dimensional factors are irrelevant in both the (−1)µ(g,x)

and the deg(gx) interpretations of the sign.

As an example, suppose n = 5, x = (2, 4, 1, 3, 4, 2, 5, 1, 5, 2), and g =
(3, 5, 2, 1, 4). Then the odd dimension factors of Prism(x) are ∆1 = ∆1,∆4 =
∆1, and ∆5 = ∆1. The order of the 1 and 4 factors are reversed by g, to 3 and
1. The order of the other pairs 1,5 and 4,5 are preserved. So deg(gx) = −1.

If g′ = (5, 3, 1, 2, 4), then the order of the pairs 1,4 and 1,5 are reversed, and
the order of 4,5 is preserved. So deg(g′x) = +1.

Proposition 14.3. The definition g ∗ x = deg(gx)gx defines a left group
action of Σn on Sms

∗ (n). The boundary operator d of Sms
∗ (n) is equivariant

for this Σn action.

Proof. From our topological viewpoint this is more or less obvious. The
first statement is clear because compositions of permutation isomorphisms
of joins and prism subsets of joins behave in an obvious way.

For the second statement, our geometric bijections between oriented prisms
with boundary commute with both the geometric and algebraic boundary
maps. The boundary operator in Sms

∗ is specifically defined in terms of the
prism boundary faces. The key is that the degree of a permutation isomor-
phism between our oriented prisms coincides with the degree of the same
permutation isomorphism restricted to each non-degenerate prism boundary
face, oriented by the outward normal first convention.

Remark 14.4. We insert here a very nice picture of the chain complex
Sms
∗ (n). It is the chain complex of a geometric cell complex whose open

cells are the interiors of the various prisms Prism(x). On the boundaries
there is collapsing of some prism faces to codimension two prisms, whenever
deleting an entry of x results in two adjacent entries with the same value.
A face obtained by deleting a singleton from x is an empty face, so plays no
role in the boundary, algebraically or geometrically.
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In order to understand this structure, form |SS(∆n−1)|, the geometric real-
ization of the simplicial singular complex of a simplex. There is an n−1+k
simplex for each simplicial map x : ∆n−1+k → ∆n−1, surjective or not. But
the geometric realization collapses a simplex whenever two adjacent ver-
tices in the domain have the same image. There is the tautological map
χ : |SS(∆n−1)| → ∆n−1. Then the cell complex underlying Sms

∗ (n) is χ−1(b),
where b is the barycenter of the base. Note singular simplices that map to
the boundary of ∆n−1 are disjoint from χ−1(b).

It is more or less clear from this picture that there is a chain complex
isomorphism φ : Saj

∗ (n) → Sms
∗ (n), of the form φ(x) = p(x)x, with p(x) ∈

{±1}. In fact, the map φ is a kind of chain level Thom isomorphism. The
sign p(x) is determined by thinking about orientations. Prism(x) is oriented
as an ordered product of oriented simplices. The domain and base of x are
canonically oriented simplices. Then the sign p(x) ∈ {±1} is determined by
the orientation equation

p(x) o(Prism) o(Base) = o(Domain).

We will look at this chain complex isomorphism φ much more closely in the
next section, including the Σn equivariance of φ.

Finally we turn to the contraction of Sms
∗ (n). The contraction h of Sms

∗ (n) is

given by exactly the same formula as the contraction of the complex Sbf
∗ (n)

given in the previous section. In fact, the full Proposition 13.2 remains true
for Sms

∗ (n). Again, rx = 0 unless x contains a unique 1, in which case r
removes the 1 and reduces all other entries by 1, and ix increases all entries
of x by 1 and puts a 1 in front. There are no signs. Both r and i are chain
maps, dr = rd and di = id. For a surjection x, set s(x) = (1, x) and get
(ds+ sd)(x) = x− ir(x). Of course all these facts need to be checked using
the description of the boundary d. One can either use the prisms and their
geometric boundary in the definition of d or the algorithm described above
for placing signs γ(j) in front of boundary summation terms obtained by
deleting entries xj of x. Note the number of 1’s in any x shows up in the
first simplex prism factor ∆k1−1 of Prism(x). So rx = 0 unless that first
prism factor is ∆0. Also, for sx the dimension of the initial prism factor is
increased by one unless the initial entry of x is 1 in which case sx = 0.

The contraction is again

h = s+ isr + . . .+ in−2srn−2.
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The telescoping argument and analysis of in−1rn−1 go through as in the
Sbf
∗ (n) case to show dh+ hd = Id− ρ and h2 = 0.

Remark 14.5. Since all the surjection complexes S∗(n) are free over F[Σn]
and have preferred contractions, there are preferred equivariant diagonals
S∗(n) → S∗(n)⊗S∗(n). In fact, there are preferred multidiagonals S∗(n) →

S∗(n)
⊗k. Exploiting the equivariant isomorphisms Sbf

∗ (n) ≃ Sms
∗ (n) ≃

Saj
∗ (n) of the next section, which commute with contractions, these diago-

nals become the ‘same’. Also, these diagonals are coassociative. All this can
be seen by applying the basic uniqueness result Proposition 6.2 and other
results of Section 6 to various diagrams.

The McClure-Smith complex Sms
∗ (n) = C∗(X) is the cellular chain complex

of the geometric realization of an n-fold multisimplicial set X, as indicated
in Remark 14.4 above. To form X(m1 − 1, . . . ,mn − 1) one first looks
at all surjections x : {1, . . . , n + k} → {1, . . . , n} with mi = x−1(i) and∑
mi = n + k, including the degenerate surjections with repeated adjacent

values. Face operators delete an i-value and degeneracy operators repeat an
i-value. Thus on Sms

∗ (n) there is also a multisimplicial functorial diagonal
studied in [23]. We treated the general multisimplicial functorial diagonal of
[23] in Subsection 8.3. The two diagonals for Sms

∗ (n) coincide, which can be
seen by applying Proposition 6.2 to the sum of front subprisms tensor back
subprisms formula of Proposition 8.12. In particular, one checks in this case
that the formula of 8.12 is indeed equivariant.23

15 The Isomorphisms Sbf∗ (n) ≃ Sms∗ (n) ≃ Saj∗ (n)

Remark 15.1. We will want to construct equivariant maps with domains
the surjection complexes. For this we need a Σn-basis. A very convenient
choice in all three surjection complexes S∗(n) consists of all surjections b so
that the initial occurrences of 1, 2, . . . , n occur in that order.

Basis generators are special cases of what we will call clean surjection gener-
ators, by which we mean c = (12 . . . ℓ . . . ℓ . . .) where ℓ is the first caesura of
c. In degree 0 permutations have no caesuras, so the only clean permutation
is e = (12 . . . n). The following result is rather important.

23This claim is very likely a special case of a rather general equivariant fact about the
multisimplicial functorial diagonal expressed in terms of compositions of functors ∆

n →

∆
n → Sets, where ∆ is the simplex category and the first functor is a permutation.
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Proposition 15.2. (i). For clean surjections c ∈ S∗(n), i
jsrj(c) = 0 for all

j. Thus hc = 0 for clean c. Therefore c = hdc+dhc = hdc belongs to Im(h).

(ii). For any x and any ℓ, iℓ−1srℓ−1(x) = 0 unless 1, 2 . . . , ℓ− 1 are single-
tons in x and ℓ− 1 is not immediately followed by ℓ. In the non-zero case,
iℓ−1srℓ−1(x) = (12...ℓ . . . ℓ...) is clean. Hence Im(h) = Ker(h) is the F-span
of all clean generators.

(iii). Basis generators b have clean form b = (12 . . . ℓ(ℓ+1) . . . ℓ . . .), where ℓ
is the first caesura, and initial entries of 1, 2 . . . , n occur in that order. Any
clean generator can be uniquely written c = gb, where b is a basis generator
and g ∈ Σn fixes 1, 2, . . . ℓ.

(iv). For basis generators b, in the ‘composition of two sums’ formula for
hdb, it holds that iℓ−1srℓ−1(djb) = 0 unless j = ℓ and bj = ℓ is the first
caesura of b = (12 . . . ℓ(ℓ+ 1)...ℓ . . .). Thus only one composed term is non-
zero in the double summation formula for hdb = b.

(v). If b ∈ S∗(n) is a basis generator of positive degree and c ∈ S∗(q) is a
clean generator, let c[n] be the result of adding n to each entry of c. Then
the concatenation bc[n] ∈ S∗(n+ q) is a clean generator and the conclusion
of (iv) holds for bc[n].

Proof. This is a long exercise in reviewing the definitions. In general for
clean generators c, the double sum hdc can have summands that cancel out
in the formula hdc = c. An example is c = (1, 2, 3, 2, 5, 4). The results (iv)
and (v) will be important in the final section of Part III, where we study
the operad structure associated to the complexes S∗(n).

15.1 The isomorphism φ : Sbf
∗ (n) → Sms

∗ (n).

We will now construct an equivariant chain map isomorphism between the
two surjection complexes φ : Sbf

∗ (n) → Sms
∗ (n). For surjections x the map

will have the form φ(x) = c(x)x, where c(x) ∈ {±1}. Denote the caesuras
of x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn+k) by (c1, c2, . . . , ck) and let sh(Cx) denote the num-
ber24 of transpositions of adjacent entries that rewrites the caesuras in order
(1, .., 1, 2, .., 2, . . . , n, .., n), keeping the caesuras of the same value in their
original order. Of course not all values ℓ will occur as caesura values if there
are singletons in x. The number of ℓ’s, in either ordered form of the caesuras,

24Strictly speaking, only the parity of sh(Cx) is well-defined.
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is the dimension of the simplex factor ∆ℓ = ∆kℓ−1 of Prism(x). Then we
define c(x) = (−1)sh(Cx) to be the parity sign of the shuffle permutation
that rewrites the caesuras in the non-decreasing order.

Proposition 15.3. The map φ : Sbf
∗ (n) → Sms

∗ (n) defined by

φ(x) = (−1)sh(Cx)x = c(x)x

is the equivariant chain map given by the standard procedure, using the cho-
sen basis of the domain and the contraction of the range. Moreover, φ
commutes with the contractions h in the two complexes.

Proof. If g ∈ Σn, we have the map of prisms gx : Prism(x) → Prism(gx)
that permutes the simplex factors of the prisms. The Σn action on Sms

∗ (n) is
given by g∗x = deg(gx)gx. The equivariance of the map φ of the proposition
is immediate from the following.

LEMMA 15.4. c(gx) = deg(gx)c(x).

Because then

g ∗ φ(x) = g ∗ c(x)x = c(x)deg(gx)gx = c(gx)gx = φ(gx).

To prove the lemma, if x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn+k) has caesuras (c1, c2, . . . , ck)
then the caesuras of gx are (gc1, gc2, . . . , gck) We put these in non-decreasing
order in two steps. First in sh(Cx) steps, we reorder the caesuras of gx to
(g1, . . . , g1, g2, . . . , gn). Next we put these caesuras of gx in non-decreasing
order by permuting the blocks of gℓ’s. For computing signs, only the blocks
of odd size are relevant. For these, one counts the pairs 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n with
gi > gj. From Remark 14.2, one sees the sign associated to the second step
is deg(gx). The lemma is thus proved.

To complete the proof of Proposition 15.3, it suffices by Proposition 6.3 of
Part I to show that φ commutes with contractions, that is,

φ
( ∑

1≤ℓ≤n1

iℓ−1srℓ−1x
)
=

∑

1≤ℓ≤n−1

iℓ−1srℓ−1φ(x).

There is actually a form of commutativity with each term of the contractions.

LEMMA 15.5. For surjection generators z, y, x ∈ Sbf
∗ (n) the following

commutativities hold:
φ(iz) = iφ(z)

φ(sy) = sφ(y)

φ(rx) = rφ(x).
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Assuming the lemma, Proposition 15.3 is proved by repeatedly applying the
different parts of the lemma to calculate φ(hx). First, φ(sx) = sφ(x). Next,

φ(isrx) = i φ(srx) = is φ(rx) = isr φ(x).

Next, an induction gives φ(imsrmx) = imsrmφ(x).

The lemma itself is immediate from the definitions of i, s, r and the observa-
tions c(iz) = c(z), c(sy) = c(y), and c(rx) = c(x). These last equalities are
consequences of the facts that the operators i, s, r don’t affect the positions
of relevant caesuras that get permuted.

Remark 15.6. We could have more directly shown that φ is the standard
procedure chain map by using Proposition 15.2(iv). On basis generators
we want c(b)b = φ(b) = hφ(db). From 15.2(iv) and the definition φ(dℓb) =
c(dℓb)dℓb, we see that the double sum expansion of hφ(db) reduces to a single
term, hφ(db) = c(dℓb)b, where dℓb is the boundary term given by deleting
the first caesura of b. But obviously c(dℓb) = c(b), since deleting the first
caesura of a basis generator doesn’t affect the process of putting the caesuras
in the relevant order.

15.2 The isomorphism φ : Saj
∗ (n) → Sms

∗ (n).

We will next construct an equivariant chain map isomorphism between the
two surjection complexes φ : Saj

∗ (n) → Sms
∗ (n). For a surjection

x : {1, 2, . . . , n+ k} → {1, 2, . . . , n},

the map will again have the form φ(x) = p(x)x, where p(x) ∈ {±1}. In
degree 0, that is when k = 0, then x = g is a permutation in Σn and
p(g) = τ(g), the parity character of g.

To define p(x) in general, we refer to the prism

Prism(x) = ∆k1−1 × . . . ×∆kn−1 ⊂ ∆n−1+k,

identified with the inverse image of the barycenter under x : ∆n−1+k →
∆n−1. We compare two orientations of the domain simplex of x. First, it
has its standard orientation as an ordered simplex. The prism submanifold
also has a standard orientation as an ordered product of oriented simplices.
The normal bundle of the prism identifies with the tangent bundle of the
base simplex of x. We can amalgamate the prism and base orientations to
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define a second orientation of the domain and define the sign p(x) ∈ {±1}
by the orientation equation

p(x) o(Prism) o(Base) = o(Domain).

Proposition 15.7. (i). The map φ(x) = p(x)x is a Σn-equivariant isomor-
phism of graded modules Saj

∗ (n) → Sms
∗ (n).

(ii). The map φ coincides with the standard procedure chain map constructed
using the contraction h of Sms

∗ (n) and the basis of Saj
∗ (n), consisting of sur-

jections b for which the first occurrences of 1, 2 . . . , n occur in that order.

(iii). The map φ commutes with the contractions h in the two complexes.

Proof. For the equivariance we need φ(g ∗ x) = g ∗ φ(x), which says

τ(g)p(gx)gx = deg(gx)p(x)gx.

The prisms of x and gx in the domain ∆n−1+k are identical submanifolds,
but their simplex factors are permuted by the isomorphism gx. This in-
troduces a sign deg(gx) comparing the two prism orientations. But also
the vertices of the base ∆n−1 are permuted by g, which introduces a sign
τ(g) comparing the two base orientations. These two signs yield the desired
equivariance equation.

Of course statements (iii) and (i) imply statement (ii), but we want to bring
in alternate arguments and emphasize a point essentially made in Part I
that there are levels of increasing strength in assertions that certain maps
are equivariant chain maps. In particular, in the present setting, statement
(iii) does not follow automatically from statement (ii), as it would if the
domain was a MacLane model. Also, the proof that φ commutes with con-
tractions here is quite a bit more subtle than the corresponding situation in
results 15.3 through 15.6 for the isomorphism Sbf

∗ ≃ Sms
∗ .

So, to prove (ii) first, we use Proposition 15.2(iv) and follow the argument
of Remark 15.6. For a basis generator b ∈ Saj

∗ (n) we need p(b)b = φ(b) =
hφ(db). But from 15.2(iv), there is only one term in the double sum on the
right side, namely hφ(db) = p(dℓb)b, where bℓ is the first caesura of b. But
p(dℓb) = p(b). Because deleting the first caesura names the first non-trivial
boundary face of Prism(b), which has coefficient +1 in the Sms

∗ (n) bound-
ary formula and coefficient (−1)ℓ−1 in the Saj

∗ (n) boundary formula. But in
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the domain ∆n−1+k, the face opposite vertex xℓ has a change of orientation
sign (−1)ℓ−1 by the simplex boundary formula. Thus the two signs cancel
when comparing the orientation equations for p(b) and p(dℓb).

Finally, we turn to commutativity of φ with the contractions h = s− isr̂ +
i2sr̂2 − · · · ± in−2sr̂n−2 and h = s + isr + · · · + in−2sr n−2. As in Lemma
15.5 there is a form of commutativity with each term of the contractions.

LEMMA 15.8. For surjection generators z, y, x ∈ Saj
∗ (n), the following

commutativities hold, with |z| and |x| denoting the degrees of z and x:

φ(iz) = (−1)|z|iφ(z)

φ(sy) = sφ(y)

φ(r̂x) = (−1)|x|rφ(x).

Assuming the lemma, Proposition 15.7 is proved by repeatedly applying the
different parts of the lemma to calculate φ(hx). First, φ(sx) = sφ(x). Next,
since |rx| = |x| and |srx| = |x|+ 1,

φ(−isr̂x) = (−1)(−1)|x|+1 i φ(sr̂x) = (−1)|x| is φ(r̂x) = isr φ(x).

Then by an induction φ((−1)mimsr̂mx) = imsrmφ(x).

The lemma itself follows from the definitions of i, s, r̂ and r, and the prism
sign relations

p(iz) = (−1)|z|p(z), p(sy) = p(y), and p(rx) = (−1)ℓ−1(−1)|x|p(x) if rx 6= 0.

We interpret the third of these prism sign relations as follows. We can re-
gard r as an operator with no sign on surjection generators of any of the
surjection complexes. Then rx = 0 unless x has a singleton 1 entry, xℓ = 1.
This is the ℓ appearing in the third relation.

The three prism sign formulas follow from close scrutiny of the geometry
behind various prism sign orientation equations. Alternatively, they can be
deduced relatively easily from Proposition 15.9 below.

Using these prism sign relations, the only tricky deduction for the lemma is
the third line. Recall r̂x and rx are either both 0 or differ by a sign (−1)ℓ−1
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if x has a singleton 1 entry, xℓ = 1. Then either both φ(r̂x) and rφ(x) are
0 or

φ(r̂x) = (−1)ℓ−1φ(rx) = (−1)ℓ−1p(rx)rx = (−1)|x|p(x)rx = (−1)|x|rφ(x).

The prism sign p(x) has a nice geometric definition, but it is not expressed
directly in terms of the surjection x. To calculate p(x) we refer to the
organization of the prism associated to x = (x1, . . . , xn+k),

Prism(x) = (x11, . . . , x1k1)× . . .× (xn1, . . . , xnkn).

All the integers between 1 and n + k occur exactly once as subscripts of
these x entries. The entries in each simplex factor are increasing and the
last entries of each are the non-caesura entries of x. In the interest of slightly
cleaner notation, write xℓkℓ−1

= xℓk′
ℓ
. Of course if kℓ = 1 there are no caesura

vertices xℓj and the corresponding prism factor is ∆0.

Let px ∈ Σn+k denote the permutation read off from the subscripts of the x
entries written in the order

px ≡ (x11, . . . , x1k′1 , . . . , xn1, . . . , xnk′n , x1k1 , . . . , xnkn).

We recognize px as the result of three shuffles of the entries of x. First move
all caesuras of x in front of non-caesuras in sh(C,N) steps, without changing
the order of the caesuras. Then put the caesuras in order in sh(C) steps, as
before. Finally, the non-caesuras of x are put in the order (x1k1 , . . . , xnkn),
which essentially amounts to viewing the non-caesuras as they occur in x,
one for each value ℓ, as a permutation fx of (1, . . . , n).

Proposition 15.9. The prism sign associated to x is given by

p(x) = τ(px) = (−1)sh(C,N)(−1)sh(C)τ(fx).

Proof. An automorphism of a simplex given by a permutation of vertices has
a geometric degree, which is simultaneously the parity sign of the permu-
tation and the orientation sign obtained by comparing two lists of tangent
vectors arising from two vertex orderings. The proposition follows from the
fact that the orientation o(Prism)o(Base) of the domain coincides with the
orientation given by the list of tangent vectors arising from permutation px.
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Specifically, we are naming simplex vertices by unit basis vectors in an affine
space. A pair of vertices then determines a tangent vector uv = v−u. Notice
uv + vw = uw. The tangent orientation associated to a vertex ordering
(v1, v2, . . . , vn+k) is given by the ordered list of tangent vectors

(v1v2, v2v3, . . . , vn+k−1vn+k).

The tangent orientation does not change if a vector early in the list is
changed by adding a later vector. For example, by adding to vivi+1 some
consecutive following vectors, we can replace vivi+1 by vivj for any j > i.

Now we look at the tangent vectors in the order prescribed by adjacent
vertices in permutation p(x). We replace each adjacent pair of caesura
vertices of form xik′ixj1 by xik′ixiki . A non-caesura vertex xiki follows any
caesura vertex xj1. The new list of tangent vectors obviously corresponds to
the o(Prism)o(Base) orientation of the domain, since the first blocks now
name in order the orientations of the non-trivial factors ∆ki−1 of the prism
and the last block projects to the standard orientation of the base ∆n−1.

Remark 15.10. We comment on the terms in the formula for p(x) in Propo-
sition 15.9. Of course (−1)sh(C) = c(x) is the sign occurring previously in

the isomorphism between Sbf
∗ (n) and Sms

∗ (n). Specifically, sh(C) counts the
number of moves needed to put the caesura values of x in non-decreasing
order, without changing the order of cesuras of the same value.

There are interesting alternate interpretations of the parity of sh(C,N).
The caesuras can be organized in blocks, the ℓth block consisting of those
preceding the first non-caesura if ℓ = 1, and between the (ℓ − 1)th and ℓth

non-caesura if ℓ > 1. A block may be empty, but it still receives a number
as a block. Then the parity of sh(C,N) is the same as the parity of the
total number of caesuras in even numbered blocks.

Another interpretation of the parity sign (−1)sh(C,N) is as the parity sign
δ(x) ∈ {±1} of the number of subscripts 1 ≤ j ≤ n+ k where the signs γ(j)
in front of boundary terms dx =

∑
γ(j)djx in the two complexes Saj

∗ (n)

and Sbf
∗ (n) differ. Thus we have p(x) = c(x)δ(x)τ(fx).

Example 15.11. Consider the surjection x = (2, 1, 2, 3, 4, 2, 3, 1, 5, 4, 1, 2).

We found the caesura signs γ(j) in the complex Sbf
∗ (5) in Example 13.1 which

were (+2|,−1|,+2|,−3|,+4|,−2|, 3,+1|, 5, 4, 1, 2). These agree with the al-
ternating signs in Saj

∗ (5), except for the final caesura +1|. Thus δ(x) = −1.
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We also see sh(C,N) = 1, since only the final caesura entry 1 needs to be
moved in front of a single non-caesura entry 3.

The caesura shuffle for x is given by (2, 1, 2, 3, 4, 2, 1) 7→ (1, 1, 2, 2, 2, 3, 4),
with sh(C) = 8. The caesura blocks are (2, 1, 2, 3, 4, 2) and (1). So again we
see sh(C,N) = 1. The non-caesuras permutation is fx = (3, 5, 4, 1, 2), with
τ(fx) = −1.

We have Prism(x) = (2, 8, 11)× (1, 3, 6, 12)× (4, 7)× (5, 10)× (9). The Σ12

permutation px = (2, 8, 1, 3, 6, 4, 5, 11, 12, 7, 10, 9), obtained by writing the 7
caesura entries in the prism in order, followed by the 5 non-caesura entries.
One can check τ(px) = +1.

Summarizing, c(x) = (−1)8, (−1)sh(C,N) = (−1)1 = δ(x), τ(fx) = −1.
Finally, p(x) = τ(px) = c(x)δ(x)τ(fx) = (+1)(−1)(−1) = +1.

We can combine the above results to construct an equivariant chain map
isomorphism between the other pair of surjection complexes φ : Saj

∗ (n) →

Sbf
∗ (n).

Proposition 15.12. The map φ : Saj
∗ (n) → Sbf

∗ (n) given by

φ(x) = p(x)c(x)x = (−1)sh(C,N)τ(fx)x = δ(x)τ(fx)x

is an equivariant chain map commuting with contractions, hence is the stan-
dard procedure chain map constructed from the basis of the domain and the
contraction of the range.

16 The Chain Maps Saj∗ (n),Sbf∗ (n),Sms∗ (n) ⇆ N∗(EΣn)

The complex N∗(EΣn) provides quite a large acyclic resolution of the trivial
Σn module F. The three surjection complexes provide rather small resolu-
tions, perhaps even minimal in some interesting sense. The comparisons we
make in this section are rather similar to the comparisons M∗ ⇆ N∗(ECn)
we made in Examples 6.12 and 6.15 of Part I between the minimal model
and the MacLane model for the cyclic group. There are also interesting
connections with cases of the Eilenberg-Zilber map and deformations of the
Alexander-Whitney map that we will bring out in Subsection 16.3.

Following Part I, we will use contractions of the ranges and F[Σn]-bases of
the domains to construct equivariant chain maps representing each arrow
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in the title line of this section. From Proposition 6.3 and Proposition 6.4
of Part I, for any of the surjection complexes the compositions S∗(n) →
N∗(EΣn) → S∗(n) will be identity maps, regardless of the choices of bases.

In the Sbf
∗ (n) case, our maps are the same as those found by Berger-Fresse

[3], [5]. In particular, we prove the Berger-Fresse formulas are chain maps
and result from the standard procedure.

16.1 The Maps N∗(EΣn) → Saj
∗ (n),Sbf

∗ (n),Sms
∗ (n)

The contractions h of Saj
∗ (n) from Proposition 12.1 and h of Sbf

∗ (n) and
Sms
∗ (n) from Proposition 13.2 and Section 14, along with the F[Σn] basis in

degree k of the MacLane model N∗(EΣn) given by {(e, g1, . . . , gk)}, yield by
the standard procedure of Definition 6.0 of Part I equivariant chain maps
tr : N∗(EΣn) → Saj

∗ (n), TR : N∗(EΣn) → Sbf
∗ (n), and TR : N∗(EΣn) →

Sms
∗ (n). We steal the name TR from Berger-Fresse [3], where they called

their map TR ‘Table Reduction’. In all cases we can exploit Proposition
6.3 and Proposition 6.4 of Part I, which bring out that tr and TR are the
unique equivariant maps commuting with contractions. Specifically, tr and
TR are equivariant and are defiined recursively on basis elements in degree
k by

tr(e, g1, . . . , gk) = h tr(g1, . . . , gk) = (s− isr̂+ . . .± in−2sr̂n−2)tr(g1, . . . , gk)

TR(e, g1, . . . , gk) = h TR(g1, . . . , gk) = (s+isr+. . .+in−2srn−2)TR(g1, . . . , gk).

Then we extend these formulas on basis generators to other elements by
equivariance and linearity. Although the formulas for TR on basis elements
are identical in the Sbf

∗ (n) and Sms
∗ (n) cases, there are signs in the Σn ac-

tion on Sms
∗ (n) that make that case a little more complicated. As usual,

we have shifted the burden from coming up with formulas and proving they
are equivariant chain maps to beginning with recursively defined equivariant
chain maps and then finding formulas.

We can write out the fully iterated formula for TR in the Sbf
∗ (n) case as

follows:

Proposition 16.1. The equivariant chain map TR : N∗(EΣn) → Sbf
∗ (n) is

described by:

• In degree 0, TR(g0) = g0.

• In degree 1,

TR(g0, g1) = g0 TR(e, g
−1
0 g1) = g0 h(TR(g

−1
0 g1)) = g0 h(g

−1
0 g1).
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• In degree 2,

TR(g0, g1, g2) = g0 TR(e, g
−1
0 g1, g

−1
0 g2)

= g0 h (TR(g−1
0 g1, g

−1
0 g2)) = g0 h(g

−1
0 g1 h(g

−1
1 g2)).

• In degree k, TR(g0, g1, . . . , gk) =

g0 h(g
−1
0 g1 h(g

−1
1 g2 h(. . . h(g

−1
k−2gk−1 h(g

−1
k−1gk))..).

The Σn actions here simply mean post-compose surjection generators with
permutations. There are no signs in either the Σn action or the h evalua-
tions. Thus the formula reveals that TR(g0, g1, . . . , gk)) will be a positive
coefficient sum of surjection generators. The algorithm is certainly pro-
grammable.

Nonetheless, this is a clunky formula. There are many Σn evaluations in the
formula. There are k evaluations of h, so potentially a sum of (n− 1)k sur-
jection generators in the end. But many terms are zero because evaluations
of iℓsr ℓ are zero on surjections that do not contain 1, 2, . . . , ℓ as singletons.
Many other terms will be degenerate.

The algorithm of Proposition 16.1 also applies to the other two surjection
complexes. However, there are quite a few signs, in the h formula for Saj

∗ (n)
and in the Σn action on both complexes. Therefore it is harder to translate
16.1 to a closed formula in the cases Saj

∗ (n) and Sms
∗ (n).

We will now derive25 the direct description Berger-Fresse gave for the map
TR : N∗(EΣn) → Sbf

∗ (n), which is more of a closed formula than that given
by Proposition 16.1. Again, our point is not just to verify that the Berger-
Fresse map TR is an equivariant chain map, but rather to show that their
TR formula agrees with the canonical equivariant chain map constructed by
the standard procedure, and that it commutes with contractions.

The following notation will be useful. If X = (g0, g1, . . . , gk) ∈ Nk(EΣn)
and 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n − 1, we denote by X < 12 . . . ℓ − 1 >∈ Nk(EΣn−ℓ+1). the
result of deleting all entries 1, 2, . . . , ℓ − 1 from the k + 1 permutations gj
that form X. So if ℓ = 1, this is just X. Otherwise we interpret Σn−ℓ+1 as
permutations of {ℓ, . . . , n}. We first note that in degree 1,

TR(e, g) = h(g) = (s+ isr + . . .+ in−2sr n−2)(g).

25Shamelessly benefitting from the fact that we already know the answer from [3].
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Since iℓ−1sr ℓ−1(g) = (12 . . . ℓg < 12 . . . ℓ− 1 >), we have

TR(e, g) =
∑

1≤ℓ≤n−1

(12 . . . ℓ g < 1, 2, . . . , ℓ− 1 >).

Note that the indexing set of this last sum of surjections can be thought of
as being over ordered partitions a0 + a1 = n + 1 with 0 < a0 = ℓ < n and
hence a1 > 1. The initial sequence entries 12 . . . ℓ are the first a0 = ℓ entries
of the identity permutation e = (12 . . . n), and the final sequence entries
g < 1, 2, . . . , ℓ − 1 > are the a1 = n + 1 − ℓ entries of g that remain after
1, 2, . . . , ℓ− 1 are removed from g.

Next we bring in the equivariance and look at TR(g0, g1) = g0TR(e, g
−1
0 g1).

A brief computation shows that TR(g0, g1) is a sum of surjections in Sbf
∗ (n)

of degree 1 described as follows. The sum is over ordered partitions a0+a1 =
n + 1 with 0 < a0 < n. The corresponding surjections are described as the
first a0 entries of g0, followed by the a1 entries of g1 that remain after the
first a0 − 1 entries of g0 are removed.

To continue the search for a pattern, look at TR(e, g1, g2) = h TR(g1, g2) and
then at TR(g0, g1, g2) = g0 TR(e, g

−1
0 g1, g

−1
0 g2). After some computations,

one might rediscover the Berger-Fresse procedure for the map TR.

Proposition 16.2. View X = (g0, g1, . . . , gk) ∈ Nk(EΣn) as a table, with
rows the permutations gj . The image

TR(X) =
∑

partitions a

xa ∈ Sbf
k (n)

is computed as a sum of surjections indexed by positive partitions a0 + a1 +
. . . + ak = n + k with ak > 1. Given a partition a, the corresponding
surjection summand xa of TR(X) is described in sequence form as follows.
Begin the sequence with the first a0 entries of g0. Remove the first a0 − 1
of these entries, that is, all but the last one, from the remaining gj , j ≥ 1.
Continue the sequence with the first remaining a1 entries of g1, and then
remove all but the last of those entries from what remains of the gj , j ≥ 2.
And so on....

Note the sequence xa ends with all the entries of gk that remain after the
first k steps. Berger-Fresse describe each summand surjection xa in terms
of separate rows of length aj, which are initial segments of remnants of the
permutation rows gj of the table X. The final entries of all but the last of
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these rows are the caesuras of the surjection xa, in the language of Section
13. This observation makes it obvious that TR(X) is a sum of distinct
surjections xa, and the row form of a surjection x determines whether x is
an xa, and for which partition a. Also note that if ak = 1 then the described
sequence is degenerate, and note that ak > 1 implies aj < n for j < k.

Proof. What we will prove is that the formula on the right side of the equa-
tion for TR(X) in Proposition 16.2 is equivariant and commutes with con-
tractions. Then we employ Proposition 6.3 of Part I. The equivariance is
clear from the description of the procedure. The reason this is easy is because
of the simple post-composition interpretation of the Σn action on Sbf

∗ (n),
with no signs.

We then need to prove TR(e, g1, . . . , gk) = h TR(g1, . . . , gk). We have by
definition of the contraction h

h TR(g1, . . . , gk) = (s+ isr + . . .+ in−2srn−2)TR(g1, . . . , gk).

Set Y = (g1, . . . , gk) ∈ Nk−1(EΣn). By definition of the TR procedure

TR(e, g1, . . . , gk) =
∑

ℓ

(12 . . . ℓ TR(Y < 12 . . . ℓ− 1 >)),

where recall Y < 12 . . . ℓ−1 > means entries 1, 2 . . . , ℓ−1 are removed from
the permutations that form Y . Proposition 16.2 is then immediate from the
following:

LEMMA 16.3. For Y ∈ Nk−1(EΣn) and 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n− 1, it holds that

iℓ−1s r ℓ−1TR(Y ) = (12 . . . ℓ TR(Y < 12 . . . ℓ− 1 >)) ∈ Sbf
∗ (n).

Proof. On the right side, the TR application yields a sum of surjections
indexed by partitions of n + k − ℓ into k summands. All integer entries of
the resulting surjections are now from the set {ℓ, . . . , n}. Then 12 . . . ℓ is

placed in front of each surjection, putting the expression back in Sbf
k (n).

On the left side, TR(Y ) is a sum of surjections in Sbf
k−1(n), with index set

partitions a1 + . . .+ ak = n+ k − 1. Applying iℓ−1s r ℓ−1 kills all partition
terms other than those that yield surjections that contain 1, 2, . . . ℓ − 1 as
singletons. If sj of these singletons in such a surjection occur as an entry of
the remnant of the gj row of Y then the partition term aj > sj. If we re-
duce all such terms aj by sj, we get a partition of n+k−ℓ into k summands.
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Going the other direction, given a partition a′, say a′1+ . . .+a
′
k = n+ k− ℓ,

form the corresponding surjection xa′ summand of TR(Y < 12 . . . ℓ− 1 >).
We want to construct a partition of n+ k − 1 into k summands that yields
a surjection containing 1, 2, . . . , ℓ − 1 as singletons. In the original table
Y , place a separating bar in all except the last permutation row, just after
the permutation entry corresponding to the last entry of the a′ surjection
on that row. If s1 of the desired singletons occur before the separating bar
on the first row, increase the partition term a′1 by s1. Then remove those
singleton entries from all lower rows in the Y table. If s2 of the remain-
ing desired singletons occur before the separating bar on the second row,
increase the partition term a′2 by s2. Remove those singleton entries from
all lower rows in the Y table and continue the process in this manner. On
the last row there is no separating bar. If sk desired singletons remain on
the last row, increase a′k by sk. We have now constructed a partition of
n+ k − 1 into k summands for which the corresponding surjection contains
1, 2, . . . , ℓ − 1 as singletons. The constructions of this paragraph and the
preceding paragraph are inverses of each other.

The two paragraphs above describe the correspondence between surjections
xa and xa′ in terms of partitions a and a′. But it is easy to directly see the
correspondence in terms of the Berger-Fresse row form of surjections. Given
xa in row form in which 1, 2, . . . , ℓ − 1 occur as singletons, simply remove
those singletons to form xa′ . These singletons occur before the caesura
entries on the rows of xa, or on the last row. Given xa′ in row form, insert
the singletons 1, 2, . . . , ℓ − 1 in front of the caesura entries of xa′ in the
positions they first occur in front of an xa′ caesura in the corresponding row
of the original Y table, or on the last row.

Remark 16.4. The statements of Proposition 16.2 and Lemma 16.3 have
direct analogues for the maps tr : N∗(EΣn) → Saj

∗ (n) and TR : N∗(EΣn) →
Sms
∗ (n). But now the surjection summands xa, which turn out to be the same

as the surjection summands of TR(X), will be accompanied by signs {±1}.
Rather than struggle with these signs at the level of tables of permutations,
we will exploit the isomorphisms φ : Saj

∗ (n) ≃ Sbf
∗ (n) and φ : Sms

∗ (n) ≃

Sbf
∗ (n) of the previous section. These isomorphisms are equivariant and

commute with the contractions. Thus from Proposition 6.3 and Proposi-
tion 6.5(i) of Part I, composing these isomorphisms with TR will give the
equivariant chain maps constructed by the standard procedure between the
MacLane model and the other surjection complexes.
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Proposition 16.5. The equivariant chain maps tr : N∗(EΣn) → Saj
∗ (n)

and TR : N∗(EΣn) → Sms
∗ (n) commuting with contractions are given by

tr(X) = φTR(X) =
∑

partitions a

p(xa)xa ∈ Saj
∗ (n)

TR(X) = φTR(X) =
∑

partitions a

c(xa)xa ∈ Sms
∗ (n),

where the partitions a and the surjections xa are as in Proposition 16.2, and
where the signs p(xa) and c(xa) are as in Proposition 15.5 and Proposition
15.1.

Remark 16.6. It is relatively easy to give a direct proof of the second
formula here, following the steps in the proof of Proposition 16.3. The
first step is equivariance, which follows quickly from Lemma 15.4. The
second inductive step is also pretty easy, since the coefficients c(xa) defined
in terms of caesura shuffles behave very simply when singletons are dropped
from surjection generators. The coefficients p(xa) in the first formula in
Proposition 16.5 are much harder to deal with directly.

16.2 The Maps Saj
∗ (n),Sbf

∗ (n),Sms
∗ (n) → N∗(EΣn)

The contraction h of N∗(EΣn) defined by h(x) = (e, x), along with chosen
Σn bases of the surjection complexes, yield by the standard procedure of
Definition 6.0 of Part I equivariant chain maps pr : Saj

∗ (n) → N∗(EΣn),

PR : Sbf
∗ (n) → N∗(EΣn), and PR : Sms

∗ (n) → N∗(EΣn). We compute
these maps in this section. The initials PR refer to ‘prisms’. The map
PR : Sbf

∗ (n) → N∗(EΣn) agrees with the map called TC in the Berger-Fresse
paper describing a prismatic decomposition of the Barratt-Eccles operad [5].
In the previous subsection we copied the Berger-Fresse terminology TR for
a map they called ‘table reduction’. But we don’t know what their initials
TC were supposed to refer to, so we have chosen to more directly reference
prisms.

We have already chosen preferred bases of the three surjection complexes in
Remark 15.1. In degree k, bases consist of surjections b = (b1, b2, . . . , bn+k)
such that the initial entries of the values 1, 2, . . . , n in b occur in that order.
From Proposition 15.2 these basis elements are in the kernel, hence also in
the image, of the contractions of the three surjection complexes. The maps
PR do not commute with contractions. If they did, by Proposition 6.3 of
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Part I the compositions PR ◦ TR would be identities, which is impossible.

In degree 0 the canonical maps defined on permutations g ∈ Σn are the
equivariant extensions of e 7→ e.26 One can begin computing recursively
the canonical maps in higher degrees, but it is obscure what is happen-
ing. So we will give a somewhat lengthy discussion of prisms associated to
generators of the surjection complexes and then show that the standard pro-
cedure chain maps pr and PR are defined in terms of the Eilenberg-Zilber
triangulations of these prisms. The prism connection was found by Berger-
Fresse [5], although in our opinion prisms are more naturally associated to
the McClure-Smith surjection complex. Our approach provides an alternate
proof that the formula TC of Berger-Fresse defines a chain map, but in our
view it is more interesting in general to identify chain maps and equivariant
chain maps arising elsewhere with maps constructed by the standard proce-
dure.

Given a surjection generator, say x : ∆n−1+k → ∆n−1, for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n let kℓ
denote the number of vertices of the domain of x above vertex ℓ of the base.
Then n+k =

∑
kℓ. and k =

∑
(kℓ−1). The inverse images of vertices of the

base are simplex faces of the domain, x−1(ℓ) ≃ ∆kℓ−1. There is a canonical
isomorphism because the vertices of any face of the domain inherit an order
from the order of the domain vertices. The full domain simplex is the join
of these faces above vertices of the base.

The inverse image under x of the barycenter of the base is isomorphic to
a prism

∏
ℓ x

−1(ℓ) ≃
∏

ℓ∆
kℓ−1 of dimension k, which we call Prism(x),

discussed in detail in Section 14. Geometrically, the vertices of Prism(x)
are barycenters of (n − 1)-dimensional faces of the domain that map iso-
morphically to the base. Thus they are named by vertex sequences v =
(v1, v2, . . . , vn) of the domain, with each vℓ a vertex of the face x−1(ℓ) ≃
∆kℓ−1. Vertices of the prism are also named by sequences i = (i1, i2, . . . , in),
where 1 ≤ iℓ ≤ kℓ. The corresponding vertices vℓ of the domain are the iℓ-th
vertices of the faces x−1(ℓ) in the inherited order.

The vertices of the product prism form a poset, with (v1, v2, . . . , vn) ≤
(w1, w2, . . . , wn) if vℓ ≤ wℓ for all ℓ. Equivalently, in the other vertex nota-
tion, (i1, i2, . . . , in) ≤ (j1, j2, . . . , jn) if iℓ ≤ jℓ for all ℓ. The prism is then
triangulated as the poset triangulation of

∏
ℓ∆

kℓ−1, which we will also refer

26So this is pr(g) = τ (g)g in S
aj
∗ (n) and PR(g) = g in the other two complexes.
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to as the Eilenberg-Zilber triangulation.

There are a few ways to name the maximal k-dimensional simplices of the
triangulated prism. They can be named by sequences of vertices using the
second vertex notation

(1, 1, . . . , 1) < . . . (i1, i2, . . . , in) . . . < (k1, k2, . . . , kn).

There are k steps, where at each step one of the coordinates increases by one
and the others remain unchanged. Thus k-simplices correspond to integral
edge paths of length k in a box

∏
ℓ[1, 2, . . . , kℓ], as in the discussion of the

functorial Eilenberg-Zilber map in Section 8 of Part I.

These edge paths can also be named by a single sequence j = (j1, j2, . . . , jk)
consisting of (kℓ − 1) ℓ’s, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n. The index jm names the coordinate
direction in the box that is increased by one at the mth step. Geometrically
the k-simplices of Prism(x) are embedded in the domain simplex ∆n−1+k

of x as the join, or hull, of their corresponding prism vertices, which are
barycenters of faces of the domain.

Prism(x) =
∏

∆kℓ−1 is canonically oriented as a product of oriented mani-
folds. Each k-simplex of the triangulated prism is thus oriented in two ways,
first as a codimension 0 submanifold of the oriented prism and secondly by
the ordering of the k-simplex vertices. The Eilenberg-Zilber triangulation
map includes the signs given by comparing the two simplex orientations. As
discussed in Section 8 of Part I, the comparison sign can be viewed as the
sign of a shuffle permutation or as the parity sign of the area of a collection
of unit rectangles spanning the union of the path (j1, j2, . . . , jk) and the path
(1, .., 1, 2, .., 2, .., n, .., n) with (kℓ − 1) ℓ’s, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n.

Since the vertices of the domain of x are ordered, each prism vertex yields a
permutation. To the vertex v = (v1, v2, . . . , vn) of Prism(x), with x(vℓ) = ℓ,
we associate a permutation γ = γv ∈ Σn by rewriting the vℓ in the or-
der they occur in the domain of x. Thus vγ(1) < vγ(2) < . . . < vγ(n).
Another way to view the permutation γv is to circle the entries x(vℓ) in
x = (x(1), x(2), . . . , x(n + k)). These entries will be the numbers 1, 2, . . . , n
in the order given by the permutation γv.

For example, if x = (2, 1, 2, 3, 4, 2, 3, 1, 5, 4, 1, 2) and we use for v the single
occurrence of value 5 and the second occurrence of each value 1,2,3,4, then
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v = (8, 3, 7, 10, 9) and the permutation γv = (23154).

We regard the permutation γv as a vertex of the simplical set EΣn. Note the
simplicial set EΣn is just a kind of singular simplicial set canonically associ-
ated to a simplex with vertices the elements of Σn.

27 By ‘convexity’, the as-
signment v 7→ γv extends to a map of simplicial sets γx : Prism(x) → EΣn.
Below we will also use the name γx to denote the induced maps on normal-
ized chains and on subcomplexes of the normalized chain complexes. There
is some risk to this because γx of a non-degenerate prism simplex can be de-
generate and these become 0 in the normalized chain complex. But context
makes this pretty harmless.

We use the notation

[Prism(x)] = EZ
(⊗

ℓ

[∆kℓ−1]
)
∈ N∗

(∏

ℓ

∆kℓ−1
)
= N∗(Prism(x)),

in order to write the oriented manifold Prism(x) as a sum of signed or-
dered simplices of dimension k. We now have linear maps from each of
the three surjection complexes to N∗(EΣn), defined on generators by x 7→
γx[Prism(x)].

Proposition 16.7. The maps

PR : Sms
∗ (n) → N∗(EΣn) given by PR(x) = γx[Prism(x)]

PR : Sbf
∗ (n) → N∗(EΣn) given by PR(x) = c(x)γx[Prism(x)]

pr : Saj
∗ (n) → N∗(EΣn) given by pr(x) = p(x)γx[Prism(x)]

are the equivariant chain maps arising from the standard procedures. Here,
c(x), p(x) ∈ {±1} are the signs studied in Section 15.

Proof. We only need to prove the first statement. The other two will follow
quickly by pre-composing with isomorphisms between surjection complexes
established in Section 15.

The first statement is rather easy. The Eilenberg-Zilber triangulation is a
chain map. The boundary operator in Sms

∗ (n) is the prism boundary for-
mula. The equivariance also follows easily from the Σn action in Sms

∗ , which

27These vertices are not ordered, but there is a basepoint e. A singular simplex here
means any simplicial map from the standard ordered simplex to the simplex with vertices
Σn.
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is given in terms of degree signs of maps that permute factors of a prism.
The Eilenberg-Zilber formula also commutes with these signs.

One might think it could still be non-trivial to argue that this equivari-
ant chain map is indeed the map given by the standard procedure. It
certainly does not commute with contractions. But, for a basis generator
b ∈ Sms

∗ (n), the first entries of 1, 2, . . . , n in b occur in that order. Therefore
the initial vertex of every maximal dimension simplex of γb([Prism(b)]) is
(1, 2, . . . , n) = e ∈ Σn, the identity permutation. By the definition of PR in
terms of the Eilenberg-Zilber triangulation, PR(b) is a signed sum of such
simplices, which are in the image of the contraction of N∗(EΣn). Therefore
the very easy uniqueness result Proposition 6.2 of Part I implies that PR is
necessarily the standard procedure equivariant chain map.

The argument in the paragraph above is also one way to see why the pre-
composition of PR with an isomorphism between surjection complexes also
yields a standard procedure map. This is not automatic because PR does
not commute with contractions, and in general compositions of standard
procedure maps need not be standard procedure maps. This was discussed
following Proposition 6.5 of Part I. But from Proposition 6.5(iii), the fact
that the maps between surjection complexes take basis generators to basis
generators (up to sign) also implies the compositions with PR are standard
procedure maps.

Remark 16.8. From Section 15, the sign c(x) ∈ {±1} in the formula for

PR : Sbf
∗ (n) → N∗(EΣn) is determined by the caesuras of x. Suppose the

caesuras of x regarded as a generator of Sbf
∗ (n) are in order (c1, c2, . . . , ck).

Then c(x) ∈ {±1} is the parity sign of the shuffle permutation in Σk that
rewrites the cj in the order (1, .., 1, 2, .., 2, .., n, .., n), preserving the order in
x of cj ’s of the same value.28 This sign c(x) is also the Eilenberg-Zilber orien-
tation sign of the maximal dimension k-simplex of Prism(x) corresponding
to the edge path with the name (c1, c2, . . . , ck). Its vertices are found by be-
ginning with the permutation given by the first occurrences of 1, 2, . . . , n in
x, then at the jth step, 1 ≤ j ≤ k, take the next highest occurrence of the cj
value. Berger-Fresse call this simplex the fundamental simplex of Prism(x).
We call the simplex corresponding to (1, .., 1, 2, .., 2, .., n, .., n) the base sim-
plex of the prism. A base simplex always has orientation sign +1 because
an orientation sequence of its tangent vectors is seen to coincide with an

28If surjection x contains singletons, not all integers between 1 and n occur as caesuras.
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orientation sequence of tangent vectors of Prism(x). The relation between
vertex sequences and orientation signs in the Eilenberg-Zilber triangulation
is part of the discussion of EZ map in Example 8.8 of Part I.

Example 16.9. If x = (2, 1, 2, 3, 4, 2, 3, 1, 5, 4, 1, 2) then the caesura se-
quence is (2, 1, 2, 3, 4, 2, 1). We calculate γx of the fundamental simplex.
The initial vertex is (2, 1, 3, 4, 5). Then take the second occurrence of 2, giv-
ing (1, 2, 3, 4, 5). Then move the 1 coordinate, then the 2 coordinate again,
then the 3 coordinate, etc. The full fundamental 7-simplex in N∗(EΣn) is

[
(2, 1, 3, 4, 5), (1, 2, 3, 4, 5), (2, 3, 4, 1, 5), (3, 4, 2, 1, 5),

(4, 2, 3, 1, 5), (2, 3, 1, 5, 4), (3, 1, 5, 4, 2), (3, 5, 4, 1, 2)
]
.

The shuffle sign moving the caesura sequence to (1, 1, 2, 2, 2, 3, 4), is c(x) =
(−1)8 = +1. Fundamental simplices are always non-degenerate in N∗(EΣn).
The base simplex vertices, corresponding to the sequence (1, 1, 2, 2, 2, 3, 4),
are found by the same procedure. In this example γx maps the base simplex
to a degenerate simplex. The fourth and fifth permutations coincide.

We will have occasion to use the following result of Berger-Fresse in Part III
when we compare the Barratt-Eccles and surjection operads.

Proposition 16.10. For a generator x ∈ Sbf
k (n), if X = (g0, . . . , gk) is

the fundamental simplex summand of PR(x) then TR(X) = x. If Z is any
other maximal dimension simplex summand of PR(x) then TR(Z) = 0.

Proof. This can certainly be proved by a lot of direct computation, think-
ing about TR as a sum over partitions. However, we will use more finesse.
There is nothing to prove if k = 0. By equivariance, we can assume x is a
basis generator of the surjection complex. Then g0 = e and each maximal
dimension simplex has form X = (e, Y ) = hΣn(Y ), where Y = (g1, . . . , gk).
Then TR(X) = h(TR(Y )). If k = 1 then x is given by inserting one ad-
ditional entry j in the identity permutation e. Then X = (e, g1) where g1
is given by shifting the entry j in e to the right. Of course a ∆1 prism is
its own fundamental simplex. By an easy computation that is essentially a
part of Proposition 15.2, TR(X) = h(g1) =

∑n−2
ℓ=0 i

ℓsrℓ(g1) = x.

Assume the proposition in degrees less than k. Any maximal dimension
simplex X is named by a sequence (i1, i2, . . . , ik), where the 1 ≤ iℓ ≤ n are
the caesura values of x in some order. The fundamental simplex corresponds
to the ordered sequence (c1, c2, . . . , ck) of caesuras of x. Since x is a basis
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generator, i1 ≥ c1. Let xj1 denote the first caesura of x with value i1.
Then Y is a maximal dimension simplex of PR(dj1x), corresponding to the
sequence (i2, . . . , ik). Hence by induction TR(Y ) = dj1x or 0. If i1 > c1
then hTR(Y ) = 0 in either case, by Proposition 15.2. Hence TR(X) =
hTR(Y ) = 0. If i1 = c1, then again by 15.2, hdj1x = x. But now X is
fundamental if and only if Y is fundamental. If fundamental, then TR(Y ) =
dj1x and TR(X) = hTR(Y ) = x. If not fundamental, then TR(Y ) = 0 and
TR(X) = 0.

Remark 16.11. The map PR : Sms
∗ (n) → N∗(EΣn) is an associative coal-

gebra map, that is, it commutes with the standard procedure diagonals.
The easiest proof is to look at the appropriate diagram of equivariant chain
maps and show both directions around the diagram take basis generators of
Sms
∗ (n) to elements in the image of the contraction of N∗(EΣn)⊗N∗(EΣn).

Alternatively, one can use the formulas of Subsection 7.1 and Proposition
8.12 of Part I for the diagonals, and Proposition 16.7 above for PR. Another
proof that PR is a coalgebra map is given in [23].

The map TR : N∗(EΣn) → Sms
∗ (n)is not a coalgebra map. For example, if

Z = ((123), (132), (312)) is the non-fundamental 2-dimensional simplex of
Prism(12312), then TR(Z) = 0, so δTR(Z) = 0. But δ(Z) contains the
summand ((123), (132))⊗((132), (312)). Applying TR⊗TR yields ((1232)⊗
(1312)) 6= 0.

16.3 Further Results on the maps TR and PR

In this final subsection of Section 16 we want to record some other inter-
esting observations concerning the maps TR,PR made by Berger-Fresse in
[5]. The discussions and examples in this subsection are not central to our
overall goals, but we found the issues involved to be quite interesting. The
details are rather intricate and lengthy. There would be no loss of continuity
skipping to Section 17 that begins Part III.

We look at three issues. We investigate some geometric cell complexes un-

derlying the algebraic chain maps Sms
∗ (n)

PR
−−→ N∗(EΣn)

TR
−−→ Sms

∗ (n). Of

course Berger-Fresse used their complex Sbf
∗ (n), but the McClure-Smith

complex seems more natural. We find interesting comparisons between the
cell structures underlying PR and TR and cell structures underlying the

maps M∗
φ
−→ N∗(EC)

π
−→M∗ for the minimal model and MacLane model for

the cyclic group from Section 6 of Part I. We also relate the maps PR and
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TR to the Eilenberg-Zilber and Alexander-Whitney maps for prisms, that is,

products of simplices, ⊗N∗(∆
mℓ−1)

EZ
−−→ N∗(

∏
∆mℓ−1)

AW
−−→ ⊗N∗(∆

mℓ−1).

The next several remarks, propositions, and examples, are related to the
very final statements of [5]. However, we find their discussion rather brief.

Remark 16.12. Every k-simplex Z ∈ EΣn belongs to the image of some
prism, in fact, many prisms. For example, say Z = (g0, g1, . . . , gk), a se-
quence of permutations. Regard the concatenation z = g0g1 . . . gk as a
surjection in Sbf

∗ (n), of degree n(k + 1). If the first entry of gi+1 equals the
last entry of gi, remove one of those entries so that the resulting surjection
is non-degenerate. Then one sees Z as the simplex summand of PR(z) cor-
responding roughly to taking the first entries of all j-values of z, then the
second entries of all j-values, and so on. A simple modification is needed in
cases where the initial concatenation has duplicated entries.

We want to be more precise about a certain issue. First, the chain complex
Sms
∗ (n) is the chain complex associated to an explicit geometric cell complex

with open cells the interiors of prisms, as explained in Remark 14.4. How
are the cells of that complex related to images of prisms that cover the ge-
ometric realization |EΣn| by the maps γx : Prism(x) → EΣn of Subsection
16.2?

The cells of the prism cell structure are named by the generators x of Sms
∗ (n),

and we think of the open cells as interiors of the Prism(x)’s. These cells
are canonically oriented. But some of the codimension one prism bound-
ary faces become degenerate algebraically in the surjection complex. So
the topology of the resulting cell complex is defined by identifying com-
mon boundary faces of prisms, and also by collapsing some codimension one
boundary faces of Prism(x) to codimension two boundary faces by deleting
one of a pair of equal adjacent entries in degenerate boundary prism faces.
The interiors of cells are interiors of prisms, and the closures are obtained
as just described. In Remark 14.4 we gave a global description of this cell
complex as the inverse image of the barycenter under the tautological map
χ : |SS(∆n−1)| → ∆n−1, where |SS(∆n−1)| is the geometric realization of
the singular complex consisting of simplicial maps from simplices to ∆n−1.
The boundary operator in the associated chain complex is the McClure-
Smith boundary. The Eilenberg-Zilber triangulation of prisms induces the
structure of an s∆-complex29 on this cell complex for Sms

∗ (n).

29s∆-complexes are defined in an appendix in Hatcher’s topology text [12]. ∆-complexes
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It is much more unclear if the collection of images in |EΣn| of the closed
cells has a clean global geometric interpretation. Examples show that an
intersection can contain simplices interior to both prisms. It is also possible
for boundary intersections to consist of less than full boundary prism faces,
and for general intersections to contain some interior simplices of one of the
prisms and some partial boundary faces of the other.

Here is our precise statement about how prisms intersect. The picture is
geometrically pretty clear in the case that both maps γx, γy are injective
on the respective prisms Prism(x), P rism(y). In general these maps can
be non-injective on vertices and many simplices in the prisms can map to
degenerate simplices. The shape of the images of cells and the intersection
picture then becomes more obscure.

Proposition 16.13. Let V (x, y) denote the collections of vertices in EΣn

in the images of both prisms. Then let Hullx(V (x, y)) and Hully(V (x, y))
denote all the simplices in the images of the Eilenberg-Zilber triangulation
of the respective prisms whose vertices belong to V (x, y). Then

γx(Prism(x)) ∩ γy(Prism(y)) = Hullx(V (x, y)) ∩Hully(V (x, y)).

Example 16.14. Let x = (123143) and y = (121343). Both prisms are
isomorphic to ∆1 × ∆0 × ∆1 × ∆0. There are three vertices in common
in the two images, (1234), (1243), (2143). The fourth vertices are distinct,
(2314) and (2134). The boundary intersection consists of two intervals
from each rectangular prism, but both hulls contain the interior triangle
((1234), (1243), (2143)).

If x′ = (1231431) and y′ = (1213431) then both prisms are isomorphic to
∆2 ×∆0 ×∆1 ×∆0. Five of the six vertices of the image prisms are shared.
The boundary intersection consists of one triangular face, one rectangular
face, and one triangle in the rectangular faces x ⊂ x′ and y ⊂ y′. There is
also an interior tetrahedron in common.

The intersection of the prisms of x and y′ consists of an interior triangle in
the rectangle Prism(x), which is part of a boundary rectangle of Prism(y′).

are CW complexes whose characteristic cells are standard simplices and whose attaching
maps are strict order preserving simplicial maps on boundary faces. s∆-complexes al-
low weakly order preserving attaching maps on boundary faces, hence allow collapsing
simplices to lower dimension simplices.
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We generally think of EΣn as a simplicial set. But it has a geometric
realization, which is an s∆-complex. The prisms of the cell structure un-
derlying Sms

∗ (n), which collapse somewhat on boundaries, map to unions
of simplices in the geometric realization |EΣn|. These images, which ex-
hibit much additional collapsing, are contractible cells. Each such contains
a unique fundamental simplex of maximal dimension. These cells can in-
tersect in interior simplices, but the intersections are contractible subcom-
plexes. So we have some kind of variant of a ‘cell complex’, structure on
|EΣn|, with cells parametrized by fundamental simplices. The symmetric
group acts freely on the cell structures of both Sms

∗ (n) and |EΣn|, and the
equivariant boundary operators agree on the chain complexes underlying the
two collapsed prism cell structures. Thus these algebraic chain complexes
are isomorphic, although the geometry of the cells and their intersections in
|EΣn| is complicated.

We now take up another topic. The Berger-Fresse remarks at the end of [5]
hint at a relation between TR and the Alexander-Whitney map AW that
we find quite surprising and interesting. We find it slightly more convenient
to use the McClure-Smith version of the surjection complex in our next
proposition.

Proposition 16.15. Let x = (x1, . . . , xn+m) ∈ Sms
∗ (n) be a generator. Say

Prism(x) =
∏n

ℓ=1 ∆
mℓ−1,

∑
mℓ = m. Then there is a commutative diagram

of chain maps

⊗
N∗(∆

mℓ−1)
EZ
−−→N∗(

∏
∆mℓ−1)

AWx−−−→
⊗
N∗(∆

mℓ−1)

↓ γx ↓ γx ↓ γx

Sms
∗ (n)

PR
−−→ N∗(EΣn)

TR
−−→ Sms

∗ (n)

The map AWx is canonically chain homotopic to AW . If the fundamental
simplex of Prism(x) coincides with the base simplex, then AWx = AW .

Proof. We will clarify the vertical maps γx below. Before we begin the
proof we point out that if x′ is a non-degenerate boundary face of x of any
codimension then there is an obvious commutative diagram that maps the
diagram for x′ to the diagram for x. Also, in the diagram for x there is no
Σn action on the top row. But there is a commutative diagram mapping
the diagram for x to the diagram for gx. At each node the connecting map
is an action of g, hence an isomorphism. For the tensor complexes in the
top rows, there are Koszul signs in the g maps that permute tensor factors.
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There are no signs in the g maps between normalized chain complexes of
products of simplices that permute simplex factors.

Suppose Ỹ is a k-simplex of Prism(x), with the EZ triangulation, Then
Ỹ corresponds to a (k + 1) × n matrix. The rows are vertices of Prism(x)
whose entries are named by tuples consisting of one vertex from each prism
factor simplex. We record the entry in the ith row and ℓth column as an in-
teger between 1 and mℓ. That is, we name the vertices of the prism factors
∆mℓ−1 beginning with 1 rather than 0. The entries reading down a col-
umn are non-decreasing. The columns are k-simplices of the factors ∆mℓ−1.
These individual column simplices are typically degenerate.

The vertical arrows γx exploit the total order on the set of factor vertices of
Prism(x). The center arrow assigns to each row of Ỹ a permutation in Σn,
as part of the PR map. The left and right arrows take a tensor product of
faces of simplices to the element of Sms

∗ (n) obtained as the subsequence of
x given by the vertices of those faces. The maps γx are chain maps and the
left square commutes because we are using the McClure-Smith surjection
complex, which is especially tuned to prisms. There are hidden signs in the
TR map, which would disappear if we were to use Sbf

∗ , but then signs would
appear in the PR map and one would need to put signs in front of the left
and right γx map as well.

We will now define AWx. We view Y = γx(Ỹ ) is a table of permutations.
In the McClure-Smith complex TR(Y ) =

∑
c(ya)ya where the ya are sur-

jections parametrized by partitions a0+ . . .+ak = n+k, and the signs c(ya)
are as in Proposition 16.5. But Ỹ contains more information than the table
of permutations Y . Specifically, an entry in the ith row of Ỹ is in a column
ℓ, which is a value of x, and the entry itself records the position of that value
in x. That is, the first value of ℓ, or the second value of ℓ, etc, Thus, we
can enhance the table of permutations Y = γx(Ỹ ) by putting a subscript on
each permutation entry value that records the relative position in x of that
entry value. We call the enhanced table of permutations Ŷ .

Then to each partition a associated to the table reduction of Y = γx(Ỹ ) we
calculate the surjection summand c(ya)ya of TR(Y ), following the method
of Proposition 16.2. The entries of ya retain their subscripts from Ŷ . We
denote by ŷa these enhanced surjection terms and set TR(Ŷ ) =

∑
c(ya)ŷa.

Using the subscripts of repeated values of the entries of ŷa, we associate
a tensor of faces of simplex factors, ỹa ∈

⊗
N∗(∆

mℓ−1), and then observe
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ya = γx(ỹa). (See Example 16.17 below for specific illustrations of this
procedure.) We then set

AWx(Ỹ ) =
∑

a

c(ya)ỹa.

Clearly the right square in the diagram in Proposition 16.15 commutes,
γx ◦AWx(Ỹ ) =

∑
c(ya)ya = TR ◦ γx(Ỹ ). The tensor factors of ỹa might or

might not be degenerate, and then after that the image of the full tensor ỹa
under γx might or might not be degenerate.

Remark 16.16. Early on in [5] Berger and Fresse remark without discussion
that given two surjection generators x, y, if γyPrism(y) ⊂ γxPrism(x) then
y is a subsequence of x, that is, a face of x. The converse is obvious. But a
stronger statement than theirs follows easily from Proposition 16.10 and the
construction of AWx. If the fundamental simplex of γyPrism(y) belongs
to γxPrism(x) then y is a face of x. Namely, if the fundamental simplex
is Y = γx(Ỹ ), then TR(Y ) = y and by construction AWx(Ỹ ) identifies a
tensor that names a face of x coinciding with y.

Why is AWx a chain map? Both EZ and PR are injective chain maps,
hence if the center γx map is injective then so is the left and right γx map.
Commutativity of the diagram then implies AWx is a chain map. One can
insert new singleton entries in any x, forming some x′, and arrange that
the center map is injective on vertices, which implies it is injective on all
simplices. Thus AWx′ is a chain map.

Adding singletons only changes the prism by adding ∆0 factors. The image
of the top row of the diagram in the bottom row only sees subcomplexes
generated by x and its faces. The top row of the diagram for the new en-
larged x′ is isomorphic to the original top row for x. Looking carefully at the
relevant table reductions, one sees that AWx and AWx′ are also identified.
Thus AWx is a chain map for any x.

Why do we use the notation AWx? The Alexander-Whitney map AW is
another map in the top row of the diagram with the same domain and range.
Both maps are essentially identity maps in degree 0. Following a remark at
the beginning of Section 9 of Part I, there is a canonical chain homotopy Hx

between AWx and AW given in terms of the contraction h⊗ of the range.
On generators Ỹ of the domain of degree 0, Hx = 0. In higher degrees

Hx(Ỹ ) = h⊗(AWx(Ỹ )−AW (Ỹ )−Hx(dỸ )).
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Then by induction dHx(Ỹ )+Hxd(Ỹ ) = AWx(Ỹ )−AW (Ỹ ). We do not know
a closed formula for Hx, but the map AWx that lifts TR can be viewed as
some kind of twisting of the Alexander-Whitney map AW , related to the
order of the caesuras of x. One has of course AW◦EZ= Id. It also holds
that AWx ◦ EZ = Id.

For maximal dimension simplex generators X̃ of the domain Prism(x), all
summands of the multidiagonal formula AW (X̃) are zero unless X̃ is the
base simplex. In that case, exactly one multidiagonal summand is non-zero,
and returns the value x̃, which means the tensor of all simplex factors of
Prism(x). On the other hand, all summands of AWx(X̃) are zero unless
X̃ is the fundamental simplex of Prism(x). In that case, exactly one sum-
mand is non-zero and returns the value c(x)x̃. This behavior of AWx on
maximal dimension simplices of course exactly matches the behavior of TR
on X = γx(X̃) from Proposition 16.10.

For any x and for Ỹ of any degree there is a fairly natural bijection between
the multidiagonal partitions that determine summands of AW (Ỹ ) and the
partitions that determine summands of TR(Y ), or equivalently AWx(Ỹ ).
But the relation between this bijection and the two formulas seems obscure.
In general not even the number of non-zero summands in the two cases,
which typically are very few, need agree. Even when the number of non-zero
summands does coincide, one does not expect AW (Ỹ ) to equal AWx(Ỹ ),
unless the base simplex and fundamental simplex of Prism(x) coincide.

Example 16.17. Let x = (3123413), so as an abstract prism

Prism(x) ≃ ∆1 ×∆0 ×∆2 ×∆0 ≃ {1, 2} × {1} × {1, 2, 3} × {1}.

There are two triangular boundary prism faces corresponding to the prisms
of d2x = (323413) and d6x = (312343). There are three rectangular faces
on the boundary corresponding to the prisms of d1x = (123413), d4x =
(312413), d7x = (312341). Base simplices equal fundamental simplices ex-
cept for d4x and d7x, and of course for x itself.

In degree 0 both maps in the top row of the diagram in Proposition 16.12
are essentially identities, as are the two maps in the bottom row. There
are twelve 1-simplices in Prism(x). Nine of them are edges of the boundary
prisms of x, which are themselves simple prisms. Calculation of all the maps
in the diagram is rather simple for these. The compositions in the two rows

122



of the diagram are identities and AW = AWx for ∆1 prisms.

The other three 1-simplices are diagonals of the rectangular boundary face
prisms. We make some calculations for the diagonal of Prism(d1x) =
Prism(123413), which in Prism(x) = Prism(3123413) is named by

Ỹ =

[
1 1 2 1
2 1 3 1

]
γx(Ỹ ) = Y =

[
1 2 3 4
2 4 1 3

]
Ŷ =

[
11 21 32 41
21 41 12 33

]

We see TR(Ŷ ) = 1121324133 + 1121411233 and then

AW (Ỹ ) = 1⊗ 1⊗ 23⊗ 1 + 12⊗ 1⊗ 3⊗ 1 = AWx(Ỹ ), Hx(Ỹ ) = 0.

This example is simple because the base simplex coincides with the funda-
mental simplex for d1x = 123413.

More interesting is the diagonal of Prism(d4x) = Prism(312413). In
Prism(x) = Prism(3123413) this is named by

Ỹ ′ =

[
1 1 1 1
2 1 3 1

]
γx(Ỹ ) = Y =

[
3 1 2 4
2 4 1 3

]
Ŷ ′ =

[
31 11 21 41
21 41 12 33

]

We see TR(Ŷ ′) = 3121411233 + 3111214112 and

AWx(Ỹ ′) = 2⊗ 1⊗ 13⊗ 1 + 12⊗ 1⊗ 1⊗ 1.

We also see
AW (Ỹ ′) = 1⊗ 1⊗ 13⊗ 1 + 12⊗ 1⊗ 3⊗ 1

Hx(Ỹ ′) = h⊗(AWx(Ỹ ′)−AW (Ỹ ′)) = 12⊗ 1⊗ 13⊗ 1.

So Hx(Ỹ ′) is the tensor form of the rectangular prism face of Prism(x) cor-

responding to d4x and AWx(Ỹ ′)−AW (Ỹ ′) is its boundary.

The fundamental simplex of d4x is named in Prism(x) = Prism(3123413)
by

Z̃ =



1 1 1 1
1 1 3 1
2 1 3 1


 γx(Z̃) = Z =



3 1 2 4
1 2 4 3
2 4 1 3


 Ẑ =



31 11 21 41
11 21 41 33
21 41 12 33




We see AW (Z̃) = 0 and TR(Ẑ) = (−1)311121411233. Then AWx(Z̃) =
(−1)12⊗ 1⊗ 13⊗ 1. The sign is from the single non-zero term za = 312413,
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with c(za) = −1.

The base simplex of d4x is

Z̃ ′ =



1 1 1 1
2 1 1 1
2 1 3 1


 γx(Z̃ ′) = Z ′ =



3 1 2 4
3 2 4 1
2 4 1 3


 Ẑ ′ =



31 11 21 41
31 21 41 12
21 41 12 33




We see AW (Z̃ ′) = 12⊗ 1⊗ 13⊗ 1 and TR(Ẑ ′) = 0, AWx(Z̃ ′) = 0.

We will do one more computation for an interior 2-simplex of Prism(x).

Z̃ ′′ =



1 1 1 1
1 1 2 1
2 1 3 1


 γx(Z̃ ′′) = Z ′′ =



3 1 2 4
1 2 3 4
2 4 1 3


 Ẑ ′′ =



31 11 21 41
11 21 32 41
21 41 12 33




Then AW (Z̃ ′′) = 1⊗1⊗123⊗1. Also TR(Ẑ ′′) = 311121324133+311121411233,

so AWx(Z̃ ′′) = 1⊗ 1⊗ 123⊗ 1 + 12⊗ 1⊗ 13⊗ 1. Then

Hx(Z̃ ′′) = h⊗(AWx(Z̃ ′′)−AW (Z̃ ′′)−Hx(dZ̃ ′′)).

We have already computed Hx on the three boundary edges of Z̃ ′′. The only
non-zero result is Hx(Ỹ ′) = 12⊗1⊗13⊗1. Thus Hx(Z̃ ′′) = h⊗(0) = 0. This
example shows that for interior simplices of prisms the relation between AW
and AWx is pretty obscure if the base simplex and fundamental simplex of
Prism(x) do not coincide.

It can happen, although it is somewhat rare, that the fundamental simplex
and base simplex of Prism(x) do coincide. Examples are x = (1234321)
and x = (151262343214). The caesuras must occur in non-decreasing or-
der. In such a case note that the same situation holds for all prism faces of
Prism(x). For these x it turns out that AWx(Ỹ ) = AW (Ỹ ) for all Ỹ . The
surprising point is that this holds for every simplex of Prism(x), not just
for the fundamental simplex which coincides with the base simplex.

By composing with a permutation in Σn, there is no loss of generality as-
suming the caesura entry values of Ỹ are 1, . . . , ℓ and the singleton entry
values occur in the order ℓ+ 1, . . . , n. It is a rather amazing fact that there
is any connection at all between table reduction and the Alexander-Whitney
map. We sketch a proof of the last statement of Proposition 16.14.

We form a bijection between the non-zero summands ofAW (Ỹ ) and AWx(Ỹ ).
Given the (k + 1) × n matrix Ỹ , a non-zero summand of AW (Ỹ ) is named
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by a sequence of integers 1 ≤ i1 ≤ . . . ≤ ik ≤ ℓ where the ij name the
columns where one drops down one row in a path connecting the upper left
entry to the lower right entry of Ỹ . When one drops down a row, the entry
in that column must increase. We associate to such a path a summand of
AWx(Ỹ ). These can be named by partitions a0+ . . .+ak = n+k. But they
can also be named by simply indicating the last (caesura) entries in the first
k rows of the table form of the enhanced surjection generators ŷa. These
are computed from the enhanced permutation matrix Ŷ , using the partition
a and the method of Proposition 16.2. All the signs c(ya) = +1 because
the caesuras of x and all its faces occur in increasing order. It is also an
exercise using this hypothesis that the tensors ỹa occurring in the formula
for AWx(Ỹ ) that arise from non-zero AW (Ỹ ) summands are non-zero.

Going the other direction, given a partition a that deternmines a non-zero
summand of AWx(Ỹ ), we take the ij to be the caesura entry values of the
associated enhanced surjection generator ŷa. Again, the hypothesis implies
the resulting AW (Ỹ ) summand is non-zero.

Example 16.18. Consider x = (151262343214). We look at the following
3-simplex in Prism(x).

Ỹ =




1 2 1 1 1 1
2 2 1 1 1 1
2 3 1 1 1 1
3 3 2 2 1 1


 Ŷ =




11 51 61 22 31 41
51 12 61 22 31 41
51 12 61 31 41 23
51 61 32 23 13 42




There are two sequences of column moves that produce non-zero AW (Ỹ )
terms, namely 123 and 124. These yield the tensor terms

12⊗ 23⊗ 12⊗ 2⊗ 1⊗ 1 and 12⊗ 23⊗ 1⊗ 12⊗ 1⊗ 1.

On the Ŷ side, we compute the summands of TR(Ŷ ) with caesura entries
11, 22, 31 and 11, 22, 41, respectively, in the first three rows. The results are

(115112612231322342) and (115112612231412342),

which yield the same tensors as the AW (Ỹ ) calculation. Note the first of
these tensors maps by γx to a degenerate surjection element (151623324),
while the second maps to TRγx(Ỹ ) = (151623424).
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Remark 16.19. We now take up another interesting aspect of the pair of
maps PR and TR. We know for very simple reasons the fact that TR com-
mutes with contractions implies TR ◦ PR = Id. This is part of Proposition
6.3 of Part I. The dichotomy from Proposition 16.10 that TR(X) = x for
one summand of PR(x) and TR(Y ) = 0 for all other summands of PR(x)
is analogous to the situation for the two maps φ : M∗ → N∗(ECn) and
π : N∗(ECn) → M∗ with π ◦ φ = Id, for the minimal model and MacLane
model of the cyclic group, from Section 6 of Part I. In that case the di-
chotomy was forced because there were no signs and thus no possible can-
cellation in the double sum formula for πφ(y) = y. There are signs in the
map PR, so possible cancellations could have occurred.

It might seem somewhat mysterious why these two pairs of maps share such
similar properties. But there are strong geometric similarities. The minimal
complexM∗ is the chain complex of a cell complex, with n cells T iyk in each
dimension k with known descriptions as triangulated geometric cells. In fact,
in even dimensions the cells have the form T iek∗S

2k−1, 0 ≤ k, 0 ≤ i ≤ n−1,
which is a 2k-disk30, and in odd dimensions the cells have the form of a join
with an interval [T iek, T

i+1ek] ∗ S
2k−1, which is a 2k + 1 disk. The T iek

are vertices. The spheres S2k−1, 1 ≤ k, are triangulated as simplicial sets
as ordered iterated joins of k circles, with the jth circle for 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1
triangulated with n verticies T iej and n edges [T iej, T

i+1ej ]. These trian-
gulated cells are analogous to the triangulated prisms that map to N∗(EΣn).

The explicit map φ : M∗ → N∗(EC) from Section 6 of Part I can be inter-
preted as a ‘lensmatic decomposition’ of N∗(EC) analogous to the Berger-

Fresse interpretation of the map PR : Sbf
∗ (n) → N∗(EΣn) as a ‘prismatic

decomposition’ [5]. Precisely, each vertex T iej of a triangulated cell of
M∗ maps to the vertex T i of ECn. By convexity, the map on vertices
extends to the simplices of the triangulated cells, and then to normal-
ized chain complexes of the triangulated cells. The result yields the map
φ : M∗ → N∗(ECn) given on generators y2k = ek ∗S

2k−1 of M∗ and y2k+1 =
[ek, T ek]∗S

2k−1 by the formulas in Proposition 6.13 of Part I. These genera-
tors yj ∈M∗ are interpreted as the sums of the maximal dimension simplices
of the corresponding triangulated cells. It turns out there are no orienta-
tion signs needed as there are in the EZ map for prisms. This is because
the natural orientations of the simplices as ordered iterated joins of points

30If k = 0 the sphere S2k−1 is empty, but join with the empty set is the identity
operation.
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and intervals agrees with the full cell orientations. Some of the simplices of
the triangulated cells map to degenerate simplices in ECn. These match the
degeneracies seen in the recursive formulas φ(yℓ) = hCφ(dyℓ) from Section 6.

Every simplex of ECn is in the image of various triangulated cells yℓ. For
example, consider σ = (T a0T a1 . . . T ak), with aj+1 6= aj. Form the concate-
nation

(T a0T a0+1T a1T a1+1 . . . T akT ak+1).

If all aj 6= aj−1 +1 this will be the image of a codimension 1 simplex in the
triangulated y2k+2 if a0 6= 1 and the image of a codimension 0 simplex in the
triangulated y2k+1 if a0 = 1. If some aj = aj−1 + 1, delete pairs T ajT aJ+1

from the concatenation. Call the resulting non-degenerate simplex σ̂. Then
σ is a face of σ̂. This construction is analogous to a previous argument that
all simplices of EΣn belong to prisms associated to surjection generators.

Remark 16.20. There are also analogues of fundamental simplices in the
M∗ case. The proof of Proposition 16.10 above shows that the fundamen-
tal simplices of the Prism(x)’s can be defined by induction and equivari-
ance, using the fact that TR commutes with contractions. Back in Sec-
tion 6 of Part I, we identified the analogous fundamental simplices σ2k =
(1, T n−1, 1, . . . , T n−1, 1) and σ2k+1 = (1, T, . . . , 1, T ) associated to the y2k
and y2k+1 by directly analyzing the formula for the retraction π : N∗(ECn) →
M∗. We showed π(σ2k) = y2k and π(σ2k+1) = y2k+1 and π vanishes on all
other simplex summands of the φ(yj). This is analogous to a proof of Propo-
sition 16.10 that would directly use the sum over partitions formula for the
retraction TR : N∗(EΣn) → Sbf

∗ (n). But we can also give an inductive proof
in the π : N∗(ECn) → M∗ case, using the same method we used for Propo-
sition 16.10 above.

Note σ2k = hC(T
n−1σ2k−1) and σ2k+1 = hC(Tσ2k). The main point now is

that π is equivariant and commutes with contractions. The inductions go

π(σ2k) = πhC(T
n−1σ2k−1) = hMπ(T

n−1σ2k−1) = hM (T n−1y2k−1) = y2k

and

π(σ2k+1) = πhC(Tσ2k) = hMπ(Tσ2k) = hM (Ty2k) = y2k+1.

Non-fundamental simplex summands of the φ(yj) also pair up in adjacent
dimensions and the same inductions imply π vanishes on these. Again, this
is similar to the non-fundamental simplex part of Proposition 16.10.

127



III: The Barratt-Eccles and Surjection Operads

17 The Functorial Chain Map Sbf∗ (n) ⊗ N∗(X) →

N∗(X)⊗n

In this section we return to our main program and recover the Berger-Fresse
equivariant functorial chain map of [3],

φ : Sbf
∗ (n)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n,

as a special case of the explicit equivariant functorial acyclic model construc-
tion discussed in Section 8 of Part I. We can replace Sbf

∗ (n) by Saj
∗ (n) or

Sms
∗ (n) by composing with the isomorphisms between surjection complexes

constructed in Section 15, since up to sign these isomorphisms preserve the
chosen basis elements. It is somewhat trickier but true that the composition

φ ◦ (TR⊗ Id) : N∗(EΣn)⊗N∗(X) → Sbf
∗ (n)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n

is also the standard procedure map. In this section, we deal only with the
chain complex structures. In Sections 19 and 20 below we return to the
discussion and bring in the operad structures of the Barratt-Eccles and sur-
jection operads, following a review of some basic concepts about operads in
Section 18. Subsection 18.2 carefully treats the Eilenberg-Zilber operad.

We choose the F[Σn] basis of Sbf
k (n) consisting of b = (b1, b2, . . . , bn+k)

so that the initial occurrences of {1, 2, . . . , n} occur in that order. With

e = 1 ∈ F[Σn] = Sbf
0 (n), the map φ : Sbf

0 (n) ⊗ N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n is
the equivariant extension of the n-fold Alexander-Whitney multidiagonal
map δ(n) : {e} ⊗ N∗(X) = N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n, in both the Berger-Fresse
and functorial standard procedure contexts. The left action of g ∈ Σn on
N∗(X)⊗n is given by

g(a1 ⊗ . . .⊗ an) = (−1)k(a,g)(ag−1(1) ⊗ . . .⊗ ag−1(n)),

where (−1)k is a Koszul sign, as explained in Section 3 of Part I.

17.1 The Berger-Fresse Map

For each universal simplex generator ∆m ∈ Nm(∆m) and basis generator

b ∈ Sbf
k (n) with k > 0 we need to define φ(b⊗∆m) ∈ (N∗(∆

m)⊗n)k+m, and
then extend equivariantly and functorially, according to the acyclic model
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procedure of Remark 8.1 of Part I. The inductive formula for the standard
procedure map is

φ(b⊗∆m) = h⊗n(φ(db ⊗∆m + (−1)kb⊗ d∆m)),

where h⊗n is the preferred contraction of N∗(∆
m)⊗n. It is important to pay

attention to functoriality of φ and interpret boundary summands φ(b⊗d∆m)
as lying in the images of various minimal carrier face maps N∗(∆

m−1)⊗n →
N∗(∆

m)⊗n.

Throughout Part III the simplices ∆m are unrelated to generators of sur-
jection complexes. Therefore we will name vertices beginning with 0, ∆m =
(0, 1, . . . ,m), as that seems notationally cleaner in the current context.

We will now define the Berger-Fresse map Φ(x ⊗ ∆m) in all degrees. This
will require introducing quite a bit of notation. We have the sum of mono-
mial tensors δ(n+k)(∆m) ∈ N∗(∆

m)⊗(n+k), where δ(n+k) is the Alexander-
Whitney multidiagonal. We will use the notationM ∈ δ(n+k)(∆m) to refer to
the monomial summands. These have the formM =M1⊗M2⊗ . . .⊗Mn+k,
where the blocks Mj = (mj−1, . . . ,mj) are faces of ∆m given by strings
of consecutive vertices. For each such multidiagonal term M we have 0 =
m0 ≤ m1 ≤ . . . ≤ mn+k = m. These strings partition the interval [0,m] into
subintervals [mj−1,mj ]. It is allowed that some mj−1 = mj in the multidi-
agonal formula, that is, the faces Mj can be single vertices.

For a generator x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn+k) ∈ Sbf
k (n) and 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n, say the value

ℓ occurs kℓ times in x. Thus
∑
kℓ = n + k. Denote by Mℓ1,Mℓ2, . . . ,Mℓkℓ

the blocks ofM , in order, corresponding to thoseMj with xj = ℓ. Denote by
Fℓ(M) = Fℓ(M,x) = Mℓ1Mℓ2 . . .Mℓkℓ the face of ∆m named by the subset
of vertices, in order, of all the blocksMj ofM with xj = ℓ. If x is degenerate
one of the faces Fi(M) is degenerate for every M .31 We point out that the
face Fℓ(M) is the join of its component subfaces Mℓi.

The Berger-Fresse definition is

Φ(x⊗∆m) =
∑

M∈δ(n+k)(∆m)

ǫ(M)F1(M)⊗F2(M)⊗. . .⊗Fn(M) ∈ (N∗(∆
m)⊗n)m+k,

31Such a face will also be degenerate if all the blocks of M between two blocks associated
to consecutive occurrences of ℓ in x are single vertices. But there is no real harm in
including these faces in formulas. Such faces become 0 in a normalized chain complex.
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where ǫ(M) = ǫ(M,x) ∈ {±1} is a sign that we will now define. The sign
ǫ(M) will be the product of two signs sh(M)pos(M), both also depending
on x.

We point out that this formula is an important case of the discussion to-
wards the end of preview Section 2.3 of Part I concerning chain maps of
form φ(x) =

∑
±T x.

Note the block Mℓkℓ corresponds to the non-caesura entry of x of value ℓ.
All other blocks Mℓi correspond to caesura entries of x of value ℓ. Assign
‘lengths’ ||Mℓi|| to the blocks as follows. If Mℓi is a caesura block, ||Mℓi|| is
the number of vertices in the block. This is one more than the geometric di-
mension of the corresponding face simplex. For non-caesura blocks ||Mℓkℓ ||
is one less than the number of vertices, which is the same as the geometric
dimension of the corresponding face. Note that the geometric dimension of
an amalgamated face Fℓ(M) is exactly the sum of the ‘lengths’ of its com-
ponent blocks, since Fℓ(M) is the join of its component faces Mℓi.

For any monomial M we can rearrange by a shuffle permutation the blocks
M1M2 . . .Mn+k in the order

M11M12 . . .M1k1M21 . . .M2k2 . . .Mn1 . . .Mnkn .

Define the shuffle sign sh(M) ∈ {±1} to be the ‘Koszul sign’ associated to
this shuffle permutation of blocks, using the product of two ‘lengths’ ||Mij ||
to determine a sign when one block is passed by another block.

An alternate view of sh(M) is obtained by discarding the final entries of all
non-caesura blocks and replacing all other entries of blocks Mj by xj. This
produces a string of (m+ k) numbers (x1 . . . x1 x2 . . . x2 . . . xn+k . . . xn+k),
each of which is in the interval (1, 2 . . . , n). Then sh(M) is the parity
sign of the shuffle permutation that rewrites the xj-string in the order
(1 . . . 1 2 . . . 2 . . . n . . . n), keeping all entries of the same value xj in their
original order. This parity sign is determined by the parity count of the
number of pairs in the xj string consisting of an entry xj and an entry xi
with i < j and xj < xi.

The other sign pos(M) in the definition ǫ(M) = sh(M)pos(M) is called the
position sign by Berger-Fresse. It is given by

pos(M) =
∏

caesuras xj

(−1)mj ,
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where the caesura blocks are (mj−1, . . . ,mj). The position sign is deter-
mined by the parity count of all pairs consisting of a final entry of a caesura
block and an earlier entry that is not a final entry of any block. This invari-
ant interpretation will be useful later when dealing with faces of ∆m and
functoriality.

We will give an example to illustrate the above conventions.

Example 17.1. Let n = 3, k = 4, m = 5. Consider x = (1213213) and
multidiagonal term M =M1M2 . . .M7 = (0|01|12|2|234|45|5). Then

F1 =M1M3M6 = (0 12 45), F2 =M2M5 = (01 234), F3 =M4M7 = (2 5).

The caesura blocks M1,M2,M3,M4 have ‘lengths’ 1,2,2,1 respectively. The
non-caesura blocks M5,M6,M7 have ‘lengths’ 2,1,0 respectively. The shuf-
fle permutation M1M2M3M4M5M6M7 7→ M1M3M6M2M5M4M7 has sign
sh(M) = (−1)4(−1)5(−1)2 = −1 since M3 moves past M2, then M6 moves
past M2,M4,M5, then M5 moves past M4. Alternatively, the xj sequence
with final entries of non-caesura blocks removed is (122113221), with cor-
responding shuffle sign (−)11 = −1. Finally the position sign is seen to be
pos(M) = (−1)0(−1)1(−1)2(−1)2 = −1.

The term of degree 9 in N∗(∆
5)⊗3 corresponding to x and M is thus

ǫ(M)F1(M)⊗ F2(M)⊗ F3(M) = (−1)(−1)(01245) ⊗ (01234) ⊗ (25).

Remark 17.2. It is appropriate to review the step-diagram picture of the
data consisting of a generator x ∈ S∗(n) and a monomial M . We place
closed intervals Mj in a box [1, n]× [0,m] with n rows and m+ 1 columns.
All intervals Mj = [mj−1,mj ] with xj = ℓ are placed on row ℓ, with end-
point coordinates (ℓ,mj−1) and (ℓ,mj). These intervals are single points if
mj−1 = mj. It is preferred to include in diagrams only those M so that
the faces Fℓ(x) are non-degenerate. The picture itself certainly determines
M , but does not determine x if there are columns containing more than
one singleton interval. Those corresponding x entries could be permuted
without changing the diagram. One can include additional decoration in
the diagrams to clarify the order in x in which multiple singletons occur in
columns.
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In the non-degenerate cases the number of integer coordinate points in the
box that are covered by intervals is n+ k+m. The box itself has n(m+ 1)
integral points. So with n and m fixed, all points can be covered non-
degenerately if n + k +m = nm+ n, that is, if k = m(n − 1). In this case
φ(x ⊗ ∆m) will be either 0 or ±(∆m)⊗n ∈ (N∗(∆

m))⊗n. The only pairs
(M,x) that produce a non-degenerate term are

M = (0| . . . |0|01||1| . . . |1||12| . . . |(m− 1)m||m| . . . |m)

with n occurrences each of 0, 1, . . . ,m, and x formed by concatenating m+1
permutations gi of {1, . . . , n}, 0 ≤ i ≤ m, with gi(n) = gi+1(1), and remov-
ing one of each adjacent repeated entry.

In this case we can calculate the signs sh(M,x) and pos(M,x) using the
descriptions of these signs given above. The non-caesura entries of x are
the last n entries, corresponding to the final permutation gm. Inspec-
tion of M shows that the values of mi corresponding to final entries of
caesura blocks consist of n − 1 values each of 1, 2, . . . , (m − 1). Thus
pos(M,x) = (−1)(n−1)m(m−1)/2 . Thus if n is odd all these position signs
are +1.

We make use of the second description given above for sh(M,x). We need
the shuffle sign for putting the concatenation of the first m permutations
gi ∈ Σn in the order (1 . . . 1 2 . . . 2 . . . n . . . n). Here we recall that the en-
tries of M are also labeled by entries of x. We can first just put the en-
tries of each gi, i < m, in the order (12 . . . n) = Idn. These moves do
not change the order of M entries labeled with the same x value. The
parity sign for this first step is

∏
i<m τ(gi). Then we want to rearrange

the entries of m copies (Idn Idn . . . Idn) in non-decreasing order. Move
the 1’s to the front, then the 2’s to follow the 1’s, and so on. A sim-
ple count gives the parity sign (−1)(n(n−1)/2)(m(m−1)/2) . Thus sh(M,x) =∏

i<m τ(gi)(−1)(n(n−1)/2)(m(m−1)/2) .

For example, take m = 2 and x = (1452312451234), thus permutations
g0 = (14523), g1 = (31245), g2 = (51234). So n = 5, τ(g0) = +1, τ(g1) = +1.
Labeling M with x-entries produces Mx = (145233124551234). Remove the
final 5 entries, corresponding to the final entries of non-caesura blocks of
M , yielding (1452331245). We get pos(M,x) = +1 since n is odd, and
sh(M,x) = +1.
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If k > m(n− 1) then all terms in the Berger-Fresse formula are degenerate.
If k = 0 then x is a permutation in Σn, M = (0,m1, . . . ,mn−1,m), and the
diagram consists of a single interval on each row ℓ = xj with column coordi-
nates [mj−1,mj ]. The observations in this remark are related to evaluations
of certain cochain operations that we take up in Part IV.

We now take up the main result of this section.

Proposition 17.3. The Berger-Fresse map Φ agrees with the standard func-
torial procedure equivariant chain map φ : Sbf

∗ (n)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n.

The proof that follows is an induction, comparing the Berger-Fresse formula
with the standard procedure chain map in each new degree. An early step
is that the Berger-Fresse map is equivariant. After that, the result would
follow from Proposition 17.9 below, which is a special case of the uniqueness
result Proposition 8.2 of Part I. But this would require establishing that the
Berger-Fresse formula is a chain map. We believe that is harder and less
informative than the proof we give. By identifying the somewhat mysterious
Berger-Fresse map with the standard procedure map, our proof shows the
Berger-Fresse formula is a chain map. Also, the steps of our proof bring
out some rather appealing structure that shows up in other contexts. This
structure is part of the general discussion towards the end of preview Section
2.3 of Part I concerning chain maps of form φ(x) =

∑
±T x.

Proof. Step 0. It is an observation that if k = 0 the Berger-Fresse map
and the functorial procedure map on Sbf

0 (n) ⊗ ∆m both agree with the
equivariant extension of the n-fold multidiagonal φ(e ⊗ ∆m) = δ(n)(∆m).

Permutations g ∈ Sbf
0 have no caesuras, so pos(M,g) = 1 for all monomials

M and sh(M,g) is the Koszul sign of a permutation of tensors. If m = 0
and k > 0 then (N∗(∆

0)⊗n)k = 0, hence both the Berger-Fresse map and
the standard procedure map are trivial.

Step 1. The Berger-Fresse map is equivariant. Given a surjection generator
x and a permutation g ∈ Σn, we need to show gΦ(x⊗∆m) = Φ(gx⊗∆m).
From the definition, for each monomial M ,

g
n⊗

ℓ=1

Fℓ(M,x) = (−1)k
n⊗

ℓ=1

Fg−1ℓ(M,x) = (−1)k
n⊗

ℓ=1

Fℓ(M,gx).

Namely, the face Fℓ(M,gx) coincides with the face Fg−1ℓ(M,x) since these
faces just amalgamate blocks Mj of M with g(xj) = ℓ and xj = g−1ℓ re-
spectively. The sign (−1)k is the Koszul sign of the permutation g acting
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on the n-tensor.

The caesuras in the two generators x and gx are in the same positions, so
the position signs agree pos(M,x) = pos(M,gx). Finally we need to com-
pare the shuffle signs sh(M,x) and sh(M,gx) with the sign associated to g
acting on the n-tensor. The relation we want is (−1)ksh(M,x) = sh(M,gx).

After the shuffle of theMj using x, the blocks corresponding to j with xj = ℓ
are adjacent and form the face Fℓ(M,x). The shuffle sign sh(M,x) is deter-
mined using the ‘lengths’ of the blocks Mj . The key now is that the sum
of the ‘lengths’ of the blocks forming Fℓ(M,x) is the dimension of the face.
Now permute these faces in the tensor by g, including the true Koszul sign
(−1)k which depends on the dimension of the faces. The result is the same
as the signed shuffle of the blocks Mj that uses their individual ‘lengths’
to form the faces Fℓ(M,gx). That is, one obtains the same sign moving an
entire face block across another face block using dimensions, as one obtains
moving the separate subfaces across subfaces using ‘lengths’.

Perhaps this equivariance argument for the shuffle sign is easier to fol-
low using the second description of the shuffle sign, in terms of sequences
(x1’s x2’s . . . xn+k’s) and (xg1’s xg2’s . . . xg(n+k)’s) of length m + k ob-
tained from M by deleting final entries of caesura blocks and replacing
remaining entries of Mj by xj or xgj. Shuffle permute the first sequence to
(1’s 2’s . . . n’s), with parity sign sh(M,x). Then shuffle permute this string
to the order (g−1(1)’s g−1(2)’s . . . g−1(n)’s), with parity sign (−1)k. The
composed shuffle is conjugate as a permutation ofm+k objects to the shuffle
that moves (xg1’s xg2’s . . . xg(n+k)’s) to (1’s 2’s . . . n’s), with sign sh(M,gx).

Consider a basis generator b of degree k > 0, which from Remark 15.1 of
Part II means the initial entries of 1, 2, . . . n in b occur in that order. Assume
the proposition is proved in surjection degrees less than k. By Step 0 we
may assume m > 0. By induction and Step 1, it suffices to prove

Φ(b⊗∆m) = h⊗nΦ(db⊗∆m + (−1)kb⊗ d∆m)

for basis generators, where h⊗n is the contraction of N∗(∆
m)⊗n. In the next

five steps we will prove by induction that this formula is correct if we ignore
signs. In the last step we deal with the signs.
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We remind that

h⊗n = h⊗ Id⊗(n−1) + ρ⊗ h⊗ Id⊗(n−2) + . . . + ρ⊗(n−1) ⊗ h,

where h is the contraction of N∗(∆
m) and ρ(j) = 0 is the basepoint map of

N∗(∆
m). Thus evaluating an h⊗n term could result in as many as n sum-

mands and this will play a role in the proof evaluating h⊗n(b⊗ d∆m).

Note Im(h⊗n) = Ker(h⊗n) is spanned by all ‘clean’ tensors (0)⊗ . . .⊗ (0)⊗
(0a...) . . ., where a > 0, since these are clearly in Ker(h⊗n). Also, if a′ > 0

h⊗n [(0)’s..⊗(a′...)⊗..(0)’s..⊗(0a...) . . .] = [(0)’s..⊗(0a′...)⊗..(0)’s..⊗(0a...) . . .]

This formula is correct even if the (a′...) term is a singleton and more h⊗n

summands must be evaluated. These additional summands will be 0.

Step 2. Suppose c = (0, 1, . . . , ℓ, . . . , ℓ, . . .) is a clean surjection generator,
as in Remark 15.1. So ℓ is the first caesura and the smaller entries are
singletons. Then for any monomial M it is easy to see that the tensor

F (M, c) = F1(M)⊗ F2(M) . . . ⊗ Fn(M) = (0)⊗ . . . (0)⊗ (0a...) ⊗ . . . ,

where the (0a...) term occurs before or at the ℓth position. Thus Φ(c⊗∆m) ∈
Im(h⊗n), and h⊗nΦ(c⊗∆m) = 0.

Step 3. If b is a basis generator then the only terms in h⊗nφ(db⊗∆m) that
can be non-zero are the terms arising from the boundary term dℓb obtained
by deleting the first caesura bℓ of b.

Since the initial entries of 1, 2, . . . , n in b occur in that order, if dbj is not one
of the boundary terms obtained by deleting a first occurrence of 1, 2 . . . , n,
then djb is either degenerate or is also a basis generator. In the basis gen-
erator case φ(djb⊗∆m) is in Im(h⊗n) = Ker(h⊗n), so h⊗nφ(djb,∆

m) = 0.

If bj < ℓ precedes the first caesura bℓ = ℓ, then that entry of b is a singleton
and djb = 0. If bj > ℓ is a first occurrence of ℓ + 1, . . . , n following the
first caesura, then djb = (1, 2, . . . , ℓ, . . . , ℓ . . .) is either degenerate or a clean
generator of lower degree, as defined in Remark 15.1 of Part II. In the clean
generator case, as observed in Step 2, Φ(djb⊗∆m) ∈ Im(h⊗n) = Ker(h⊗n)
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Step 4. The only terms in h⊗nφ(b ⊗ d∆m) that can be non-zero are the
terms arising from the boundary face d0∆

m = (12 . . . m).

Consider a face dj∆
m = (0, ...ĵ ...,m), with j > 0. We must pay attention

to functoriality. From the characterization of clean tensors preceding Step
2, the map N∗(∆

m−1)⊗n → N∗(∆
m)⊗n induced by the face inclusion carries

Im(h⊗n) to Im(h⊗n), since 0 7→ 0 and any c 7→ c or c + 1. In fact, such a
face inclusion commutes with contractions. Then φ(b⊗∆m−1), which is in
Im(h⊗n) for ∆m−1, is carried by the face inclusion to φ(b ⊗ dj∆

m), which
is in Im(h⊗) for ∆

m. Hence h⊗n vanishes on this element.

Step 5. This is the main step. We will observe that induction implies that
if b is a basis generator then the standard procedure map φ satisfies

φ(b⊗∆m) =
∑

M∈δn+k(∆m)

±F1(M, b)⊗ . . .⊗ Fn(M, b).

The monomials M ∈ δ(n+k)(∆m) divide into two types for each possibility
for the first caesura bℓ of b. If the first caesura is b1 = 1 then, ignoring
signs, the sum of the terms in φ(b⊗∆m) corresponding to monomials of the
form M = (0|0...) coincides with h⊗nφ(d1b ⊗ ∆m). The sum of the terms
in φ(b⊗∆m) corresponding to monomials of the form M = (01...) coincides
with h⊗nφ(b⊗ d0∆

m).

If the first caesura of b is bℓ then b must begin b = (12...ℓ, ℓ+ 1, ...ℓ...), with
bℓ = ℓ and the entries before the ℓ being singletons. The sum of the terms
in φ(b ⊗ ∆m) corresponding to monomials of the form M = (0|0| . . . |0|...)
with at least ℓ singleton 0’s coincides with h⊗nφ(dℓb ⊗ ∆m). The sum of
the terms in φ(b ⊗ ∆m) corresponding to monomials M with fewer than ℓ
singleton 0’s coincides with h⊗nφ(b⊗ d0∆

m).

Step 6. We discuss the proof of the statements in Step 5. Assume the
first caesura is b1 = 1. If M ′ = (0...) ∈ δ(n+k−1)∆m is obtained from
M = (0|0...) by dropping the first singleton 0 then the summand of φ(b⊗∆m)
corresonding to M equals the summand of h⊗nφ(d1b ⊗∆m) corresponding
to M ′. In fact,

F (M ′, d1b) = (a′..)⊗ (0)⊗ . . .⊗ (0) ⊗ (0a...) . . .

is obtained from F (M, b) by dropping the first 0. Here a′ is the first entry
of the monomial block corresponding to th second occurece of 1 in b. Then
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applying h⊗n puts that 0 back. Note only the first summand of h⊗n acts
nontrivially.

It is possible that the summand of φ(b ⊗ ∆m) corresponding to M is de-
generate. This can happen in a few ways. But then the term obtained
from F (M, b) by dropping the first 0 is also degenerate, or it is of the form
(0) ⊗ . . .⊗ (0)⊗ (0a...).... Either way applying h⊗n gives 0.

A simple example of the interesting case is b = (1, 2, 1, 3) andM = (0|0|0|012).
Then F (d1b,M

′) = (0) ⊗ (0)⊗ (012) and F (M, b) = (00) ⊗ (0) ⊗ (012).

Continuing to assume the first caesura of b is b1, consider a monomial of the
second type M = (01...|...) and set M ′′ = (1...|...) by dropping the first (and
only) 0 from M . Then the tensor summand of φ(b ⊗ d0∆

m) corresponding
to monomial M ′′ is obtained from the tensor F (M, b) by dropping the first
(and only) 0. That M ′′ tensor begins (1...a...) ⊗ ..., where the a is the first
entry in the block of M coming from the second occurrence of 1 in b. Ap-
plying h⊗n gives back F (M, b), the n-tensor of φ(b⊗∆m) corresponding to
M . Again only one summand of h⊗n acts non-trivially.

Moving on, assume the first caesura of b is bℓ = ℓ. Then b = (12...ℓ...ℓ...),
with singletons before the first ℓ. Consider a first type monomial M =
(0|0|0...) with at least ℓ singleton 0’s. Again obtain M ′ = (0|0..) by drop-
ping the ℓth 0. Then the tensor F (M ′, dℓb) is obtained from the tensor
F (M, b) by dropping the ℓth 0. Again this makes sense even if F (M, b) is
degenerate. Applying h⊗n formally puts that 0 back, the result of which
will be degenerate exactly if F (m, b) is degenerate.

Next consider the second type monomials M ∈ δ(n+k)(∆m). These have the
form M = (0|0|..|01..|...) where there are fewer than ℓ singleton 0’s. Form
M ′′ = (1|1...|1..|..) ∈ δ(n+k−1)(d0∆

m) by deleting the final occurring 0 and
changing all earlier (singleton) 0’s to 1’s. Now something new happens. Let
j + 1, with 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ, denote the total number of 0 and 1 entries in M , in
or before the ℓth block of M . We notice that there are j − 1 singleton (1)
tensor factors in F (M ′′, b), the summand of φ(b ⊗ d0∆

m) corresponding to
M ′′. In fact, the tensor F (M ′′, b) is obtained from the tensor F (M, b) by
deleting the final occurrence of 0, and changing any previous singleton (0)
tensor factors to (1)’s. Also there are j different second type M ’s yielding
this sameM ′′. Namely, the first j+1 entries ofM (not blocks) could consist
of j′ 0’s and (j + 1− j′) 1’s, where 1 ≤ j′ ≤ j.
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At the same time, evaluating h⊗n on the n-tensor summand of φ(b⊗ d0∆
m)

corresponding to M ′′ yields a sum of j terms. It can happen that F (M, b)
is degenerate, but not before the ℓth tensor factor. Then F (M ′′, b) is also
degenerate, so all summands of h⊗nF (M ′′, b) are degenerate.

For example, if ℓ = 5 and M ′′ = (1|1|1|12|2|...), then j = 4 and the term
in φ(b ⊗ d0∆

m) corresponding to M ′′ is (1) ⊗ (1) ⊗ (1) ⊗ (12) ⊗ (2a...)...,
where a is the first entry of the second block ofM corresponding to a b value
ℓ = 5. Evaluating h⊗ gives exactly the sum of the 4 terms in φ(b ⊗ ∆m)
corresponding to all the M terms yielding the same M ′′. If a = 2, these are
all degenerate.

Remark 17.4. Notice that given an n-tensor summand ±F1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ Fn ∈
N∗(∆

m)⊗n of Φ(x⊗∆m), one can unravel the n-tensor to see exactly which
M ∈ δ(n+k)(∆m) it came from. Namely, just write in non-decreasing order
all the vertices of ∆m occurring in all the faces Fj . Then put separating
bars between repeated entries. For example, from Example 17.1, consider
the 3-tensor (01245) ⊗ (01234) ⊗ (25), with x = (1213213). Unravel to
M = (0|01|12|2|234|45|5). Then F (M,x) is the named 3-tensor.

In general, assuming the tensor arises from M and a basis generator b, it
is immediate to read off from a single tensor summand the first caesura of
b and whether the monomial M is of first type or second type. If m is not
too small b itself can be recovered from relatively few tensor summands of
Φ(b⊗∆m). One can pursue this and prove that the adjoint Ad(Φ): S∗(n) →
HOMfunc(N∗(X), N∗(X)⊗n) is injective. In fact, in degree k it suffices to
take m = n + k and a single M = (01|12| . . . |(m − 1)m). Then the M -
coordinate alone of Φ(x⊗∆m) is sufficient to see that Ad(Φ) is injective on
the F vector space S∗(n).

Step 7. Finally we need to deal with the shuffle signs and the position
signs in the Berger-Fresse map in all the steps above. The contraction h⊗n

introduces no signs. The standard procedure recursively determines all as-
sociated signs. Again we use induction. Both φ and Φ are equivariant, so
we only need to deal with basis elements b. Assuming the signs for φ and Φ
agree in lower degrees, we need to see why the Berger-Fresse sign of terms
in Φ(dℓb ⊗ ∆m) and Φ((−1)|b|b ⊗ d0∆

m) arising from monomials M ′ and
M ′′ agree with the Berger-Fresse signs of terms in Φ(b ⊗∆m) arising from

138



monomials M that correspond to M ′ and M ′′ by the process of the proof.

This turns out to be not too hard. The process in the proof drops a 0 from
M monomials to produceM ′ monomials, or in the second type case drops a
0 and changes other 0’s to 1’s to form M ′′ monomials. The shuffles of blocks
that occur in forming the n-tensors leave the first block in a monomial alone
and just shuffle later blocks that follow the first block. Later blocks do not
change ‘lengths’. Thus the shuffle signs sh(M ′) or sh(M ′′) and sh(M) agree
in all cases.

The position signs pos(M ′) and pos(M) also agree in terms arising from
φ(dℓb⊗∆m) . This is because dropping the ℓth singleton 0 from M to form
M ′ does decrease by one the number of caesura blocks when dℓb is applied
to M ′, so a sign (−1)0 = 1 is ‘lost’ comparing pos(M ′) and pos(M). But
the process does not change the final vertices in other caesura blocks of M
and M ′.

For example, if b = (1213213) and M = (0|01|12|2|2|234|45) then the
caesura blocks of M are (0), (01), (12), (2) and the caesura blocks of M ′ =
(01|12|2|2|234|45) with respect to d1b = (213213) are (01), (12), (2). Exam-
ples where the first caesura of b is bℓ = ℓ, with ℓ > 1 behave similarly, since
the M of first type begin with ℓ singleton 0’s, only the last of which is a
caesura block.

The position signs pos(M ′′) and pos(M) arising from φ(b⊗d0∆
m) and mono-

mials M of the second type do not necessarily agree. There are the same
total number of blocks, namely n+k, and number of caesura blocks, namely
k = deg(b), when b⊗∆m is applied toM as when b⊗d0∆

m is applied toM ′′,
since blocks Mj and M ′′

j both correspond to the entries bj of b. Monomial
M ′′ is obtained from M by dropping the 0 from a block (01..) and changing
previous singleton 0’s in M to 1’s. But the position sign is obtained by
counting how many times entries that are not final entries of blocks occur in
front of final entries of caesura blocks. Since the dropped 0 occurs in front
of all final caesura block entries, the count is reduced by k.

But also recall that there is a sign (−1)kb⊗d0∆
m in the boundary d(b⊗∆m),

where deg(b) = k. Since the contraction h⊗n introduces no signs, one sees
that indeed the signs in h⊗nΦ((−1)|b|b⊗d0∆

m) agree exactly with the signs
in the terms in Φ(b ⊗ ∆m) arising from monomials M of the second type.
This completes our long discussion of the proof of Proposition 17.3.
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17.2 Compositions A∗(n) → Sbf
∗ (n) → HOMfunc(N∗(X), N∗(X)⊗n)

We next want to use Proposition 17.3 to find the canonical functorial proce-
dure mapsA∗(n)⊗N∗(X) → (N∗(X))⊗n for A∗(n) = Saj

∗ (n),Sms
∗ (n), N∗(EΣn),

andM∗(n). The hard one is N∗(EΣn), the others will follow easily from two
lemmas. The results are not unexpected, but seem to require some argu-
ments. The issue is that compositions of standard procedure chain maps
need not be standard procedure chain maps. Therefore, when such a com-
position does turn out to be a standard procedure map, some proof must be
given.

Proposition 17.5. The functorial standard procedure map N∗(EΣn)⊗N∗(X) →
N∗(X)⊗n is the composition

φ ◦ (TR⊗ Id) : N∗(EΣn)⊗N∗(X) → Sbf
∗ (n)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n.

We postpone the proof. But the first step will be an application of the
following general result.

LEMMA 17.6. Suppose φ : A∗ → B∗ is a standard procedure equivariant
chain map, with A∗ free over F[G], h2B = 0, and hB ◦ ιB = 0. Then the
map φ⊗ Id : A∗⊗N∗(X) → B∗⊗N∗(X) is a standard procedure equivariant
functorial chain map.

Proof. The argument we give here is basically a special case of a functorial
version of Proposition 6.11 of Part I, which dealt with tensor products of
standard procedure chain maps. That argument can be reviewed to moti-
vate the following lines. The lemma is also a consequence of the uniqueness
result Proposition 8.2 of Section 8 of Part I, but establishing the hypothesis
of Proposition 8.2 is not so different from the direct argument here.

In total degree 0 there is nothing to prove. In positive degrees it suffices to
show for basis generators a ∈ A∗ that

(φ⊗ Id)(a⊗∆m) = φ(a)⊗∆m = h⊗(φ(da) ⊗∆m + (−1)|a|φ(a)⊗ d∆m),

where h⊗ = hB ⊗ Id∆ + ρB ⊗ h∆. Recall ρB = ιBǫB. If m = 0 and |a| > 0
the claim is obvious. If |a| = 0 the assumptions imply φ(a) = ιBǫA(a), hence
ρBφ(a) = φ(a) and hBφ(a) = 0 . Also h∆(d∆

m) = ∆m. If |a| > 0 then
φ(a) ⊗ ∆m = hBφ(da) ⊗ ∆m, and φ(a) ⊗ d∆m ∈ Ker(h⊗), since φ(a) ∈
Im(hB) = Ker(hB). Thus the sum of four terms on the right side reduces
to φ(a) ⊗∆m in all cases.
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LEMMA 17.7. Suppose φ : A∗ → B∗ is a standard procedure equivariant
chain map, with A∗ free over F[G] and B∗ free over Σn ⊇ G, such that for
G-basis elements a ∈ A∗ it holds that φ(a) =

∑
ǫibi ∈ B∗ for constants

ǫi ∈ F and Σn-basis elements bi ∈ B∗. If Φ: B∗ ⊗ N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n

is a functorial standard procedure map then Φ ◦ (φ ⊗ Id) : A∗ ⊗ N∗(X) →
B∗ ⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n is also a functorial standard procedure map.

Proof. This is essentially a functorial version of the composition situation
discussed in Proposition 6.5(iii) of Part I. It suffices to consider generators
a ⊗ ∆m. The point is, the images φ(a) are F-linear combinations of basis
elements of B∗, hence

Φ(φ(a)⊗∆m) = h⊗nΦd⊗(φ(a)⊗∆m) = h⊗Φ(φ⊗ Id)d⊗(a⊗∆m).

Proposition 17.8. The following compositions

Saj
∗ (n)⊗N∗(X) → Sbf

∗ (n)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n

Sms
∗ (n)⊗N∗(X) → Sbf

∗ (n)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n

M∗(n)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(EΣn)⊗N∗(X) → Sbf
∗ (n)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n

are standard procedure functorial maps.

Proof. The first two claims are immediate from Lemma 17.7 and results
from Section 15 where we compared surjection complexes. The third claim
follows from the calculation of M∗(n) → N∗(ECn) ⊂ N∗(EΣn) in Example
6.13 of Part I, Lemma 17.7, and Proposition 17.5.

We now return to the proof of Proposition 17.5.

Proof. This result is somewhat tricky to prove. The first step is to observe
that Lemma 17.6 implies TR⊗Id is the standard procedure functorial chain
map between its domain and range.

Proposition 17.5 concerns two functorial equivariant chain maps N∗(EΣn)⊗
N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n. Each is determined by a collection of maps N∗(EΣn)⊗
∆m → N∗(∆

m)⊗n for fundamental classes of simplices ∆m. The two maps
agree in degree 0. We need the functorial version of our key uniqueness
result, Proposition 8.2 of Part I. We will restate and prove a simple case
relevant for us here.
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Proposition 17.9. Suppose B∗ is free over F[Σn]. Consider an equivariant
functorial chain map ψ : B∗⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n with the property that the
images of basis generators ψ(b ⊗ ∆m) all belong to Im(h⊗n) = Ker(h⊗n).
Then ψ is the standard procedure equivariant functorial chain map Φ that
agrees with ψ in degree 0.

Proof. The proof is an induction. The claim about the functorial maps
follows from computations with the acyclic model ∆m. We assume ψ and Φ
agree up to some degree and consider basis elements in the next degree

Φ(b⊗∆m) = h⊗nΦd⊗(b⊗∆m) = h⊗nψd⊗(b⊗∆m) =

h⊗nd⊗nψ(b⊗∆m) = ψ(b⊗∆m)− d⊗nh⊗nψ(b⊗∆m) = ψ(b⊗∆m).

To complete the proof of Proposition 17.5 we need to show that

ψ = φ ◦ (TR⊗ Id) : N∗(EΣn)⊗N∗(X) → Sbf
∗ (n)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n

satisfies the hypothesis of Proposition 17.9. The troublesome issue is that
for basis elements (e,X) ∈ N∗(EΣn), some summands of TR(e,X) may not

be basis elements of Sbf
∗ (n).

Recall from Section 16 of Part I that the map TR commutes with con-
tractions. Therefore TR(e,X) belongs to the image of the contraction of

Sbf
∗ (n), which we have characterized as the span of clean surjection gener-

ators. More specifically, the summands of TR(e,X) are parametrized by
partitions. Consider a partition a0 + . . . + ak = n + k with first sum-
mand a0 = ℓ. The corresponding surjection generator xa then has the form
xa = (1, 2, . . . , ℓ, ..., ℓ . . .), where ℓ is the first caesura entry. Such xa are
clean surjection generators. Therefore, φ(TR(e,X) ⊗ ∆m) ∈ Im(h⊗n) fol-
lows from Step 2 of the proof of Proposition 17.3.

Remark 17.10. In Part IV we will exploit the Cp-equivariant functorial
standard procedure map φfunc : M∗(p) ⊗ N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗p to define and
study the odd prime p Steenrod operations P j of degree 2j(p − 1). When
p = 2 the fact that the degree 0 operation Sq0 = Id is obvious from the
definition of the Steenrod operations in terms of the cochain ∪i’s, which are
nothing more than duals of the adjoint of φfunc when p = 2. In the odd
prime case, somewhat more is required to define the reduced powers P j and
to prove P 0 = Id. Here is the result needed to prove P 0 = Id, in terms of
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certain even dimensional generators y2k ∈ M2k(p) and fundamental classes
∆m ∈ Nm(∆m).

Proposition 17.11. Set q = (p−1)/2 and cm,p = (−1)(m(m−1)/2)(p(p−1)/2)(q!)m

∈ Fp. Then

φfunc(ym(p−1) ⊗∆m) = cm,p((∆
m)⊗p) ∈ N∗(∆

m)⊗p.

Proof. The main step is the computation in Remark 17.2 of Φ(x⊗∆m) for
certain surjection generators x of degree 2k = m(p − 1), where Φ is the
Berger-Fresse map. We combine here various results proved in Section 6 of
Part I, Section 16 of Part II, and Section 17. From Propositions 17.8 and
17.5, the map φfunc is a composition of three maps

M∗(p)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(ECp)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(EΣp)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗p.

All chain complexes have Fp coefficients. The first map is φ⊗ Id, where in
Section 6 we computed the standard procedure map φ : M∗(p) → N∗(ECp).
In particular,

φ(y2k) =
∑

(1, T b1−1, T b1 , . . . , T bk−1, T bk) ∈ N∗(ECp),

where the sum is taken over all bj ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p}. Of course degenerate
summands can be removed. Then we compose with the map i∗ ⊗ Id, where
i∗ : N∗(ECp) → N∗(EΣp) is induced by T 7→ t = (23 . . . p1) ∈ Σp. The
third map is Φ ◦ (TR ⊗ Id). The standard procedure table reduction map

TR : N2k(EΣp) → Sbf
2k(p) was computed in Section 16 of Part II, and the

Berger-Fresse map Φ: Sbf
2k(p)⊗ (∆m) → (N∗(∆

m)⊗p)2k+p was defined at the
beginning of Subsection 17.1, prior to the proof of Proposition 17.3 which
asserts that the Berger-Fresse map is the standard procedure map.

With 2k = m(p − 1) this last map Φ(x ⊗ ∆m) =
∑

M pos(x)sh(x)F (M,x)
was computed in Remark 17.2. The only non-zero terms arise from the
monomial

M = (0| . . . |0|01||1| . . . |1||12| . . . |(m− 1)m||m| . . . |m)

with p occurrences each of 0, 1, . . . ,m, and x ∈ Sbf
∗ (p) formed by concate-

nating m+1 permutations gi of {1, . . . , p}, 0 ≤ i ≤ m, with gi(p) = gi+1(1),
and removing one of each adjacent repeated entry.
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The table reductions TR(e, tb1−1, tb1 , . . . , tbk−1, tbk), where k = m(p−1)/2 =
mq and bi ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p}, are sums of many surjection generators xa. These
generators are parametrized by partitions a0+a1+ . . .+am(p−1) = mp. The
non-caesura entries of the surjection generators x described in the paragraph
above are the p entries of the final permutation gm. Thus any table reduc-
tion surjection generator xa that can be such an x must have p entries in
the last row, hence ai = 1 for i < m(p− 1) and gm = tbk

Next, for which sequences of bj ’s does this particular TR summand xa have
the form of m+1 concatenated permutations? Note tb = (b+1, b+2, . . . , b).
The first p entries of xa, namely, (1, b1, b1 + 1, . . . bq, bq + 1) must be named
by one of the q! permutations of q adjacent pairs (2, 3), (4, 5), . . . , ((p−1), p).
As a permutation g0 ∈ Σp, this is an even permutation. Then bq+1 followed
by the next p − 1 entries must be named by one of the q! permutations of
q adjacent pairs from the cyclically ordered set (1, 2, . . . , p) with bq + 1 re-
moved. Such a permutation g1 ∈ Σp is also an even permutation

The process continues, and we see that the allowable bj sequences are named
by m permutations of q pairs, each of which corresponds to an even permu-
tation gi ∈ Σp. There are (q!)m such collections of permutations. Since p is
odd, from Remark 17.2 the position sign of all the resulting Berger-Fresse
terms is +1. Since all parity signs τ(gi) = +1, again from Remark 17.2 the
shuffle signs are all (−1)(m(m−1)/2)(p(p−1)/2) . These calculations complete
the proof of Proposition 17.11.

Example 17.12. Take p = 5, q = 2,m = 2,M = (0|0|0|0|01|1|1|1|12|2).
There are 4 = (2!)2 relevant TR summands. The b sequence (b1, b2, b3, b4)
must begin with (b1, b2) = (2, 4) or (4, 2). In the first case, (b3, b4) =
(1, 3) or (3, 1). In the second case (b3, b4) = (1, 4) or (4, 1).

The corresponding surjection generators are

xa = (1234512345123), (1234534123451), (1452312451234), (1452345123451).

The position signs and shuffle signs are all +1. Thus φfunc(y8 ⊗ ∆2) =
4(∆2)⊗5.

Remark 17.13. We conclude this section with some remarks about the k-
fold multisimplicial category that relate our methods to results of Medina-
Mardones, Pizzi, and Salvatore in [23]. In Remark 14.5 we discussed mul-
tidiagonals for the surjection complexes δ : S∗(n) → S∗(n)

⊗k. Combining
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with the Berger-Fresse maps Φ of Proposition 17.3, or the corresponding
maps for other surjection operads of Proposition 17.8, there are composi-
tion equivariant chain maps, functorial on the k-fold product category ∆k:

S∗(n)⊗[N∗(∆
m1)⊗. . .⊗N∗(∆

mk)]
δ⊗Id
−−−→ S∗(n)

⊗k⊗[N∗(∆
m1)⊗. . .⊗N∗(∆

mk)]

≃
⊗

i

(S∗(n)⊗N∗(∆
mi))

⊗Φi−−→
⊗

i

[N∗(∆
mi)⊗n] ≃ [(N∗(∆

m1)⊗. . .⊗N∗(∆
mk)]⊗n.

Hence we obtain functorial maps S∗(n) ⊗ C∗(X) → C∗(X)⊗n for k-fold
multisimplical sets X, where the normalized cellular chain complex C∗(X)
for multisimplicial sets is defined in Subsection 8.5 of Part I. Generators
b = x ⊗

⊗
i∆

mi map to elements in the image of the target contraction.
Thus, by a variant of Proposition 8.2, these composition maps coincide with
standard procedure functorial maps defined by Φ(b) = h⊗Φ(db) and then
extended equivariantly.

In Subsection 20.2 below we prove that the adjoints of the Berger-Fresse
maps S∗(n) ⊗ N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n for simplicial sets X define an operad
morphism S∗(n) → HOMfunc(N∗(X), N∗(X)⊗n) from the surjection op-
erad to the Eilenberg-Zilber operad. That argument extends to the ad-
joints of the maps just described for multisimplicial sets X, that is S∗(n) →
HOMfunc(C∗(X), C∗(X)⊗n). The extension does not start from scratch, but
uses the above composition formula above that relates the multisimplicial set
case to the simplicial set case. We will not include details of these arguments
in Subsection 20.2. They are based on extensions of various uniqueness theo-
rems for standard procedure chain maps that are important in our approach.

In [23] it is shown that the C∗(X) for multisimplicial sets are coalgebras over
a certain E∞-operad different from the surjection operad. We do not know
how that operad is related to the surjection operad S or the Barratt-Eccles
operad E with components N∗(EΣn). We study the two operads S, E in
Sections 19 and 20 below, along with an operad morphism E → S defined
by the maps TR : N∗(EΣn) → S∗(n) of Subsection 16.1. In any event,
as mentioned in the paragraph above, our methods in Subsection 20.2 do
extend to prove the cellular chain complexes C∗(X) for multisimplicial sets
are E∞-coalgebras over the E∞-operads S and E , parallel to results of [23].
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18 Preliminaries on Operads

The goal of the section after this one is to show that the operad structure
maps for the Barratt-Eccles operad in the category of chain complexes,

N∗(EΣr)⊗N∗(EΣs1)⊗ . . . ⊗N∗(EΣsr) → N∗(EΣs) s = s1 + . . .+ sr,

are (modified) special cases of our standard procedure for constructing equiv-
ariant chain maps, using the preferred basis of the domain over a product
of symmetric groups and the preferred contraction of the range. Our meth-
ods prove this collection of maps indeed satisfies the operad axioms. In the
section after that we do the same thing for the surjection operad.

But first we want to record our conventions and some preliminary facts
about operads in general. Experienced readers may feel like they know ev-
erything they want to know about operads. But in the following sections we
do present some completely different constructions that seem rather surpris-
ing, motivated, and attractive. We prove our constructions yield the same
results as the original constructions, and in the process eliminate quite a
lot of what the original authors referred to as ‘tedious computations’, which
were even sometimes not included. But there is no free lunch. We try to be
careful with details, of which there are still many.

In fact, a single construction shows that a collection of chain complexes
B∗(n) that are free over Σn, satisfy B0(n) = F[Σn], and have bases in the
image of contractions satisfying H2

n = 0, can be fit together to form maps

OB : B∗(r)⊗B∗(s1)⊗ . . .⊗B∗(sr) → B∗(s) s = s1 + . . .+ sr,

that ‘almost’ form an operad. From Proposition 6.3 and Proposition 6.4 of
Part I, such complexes B∗(n) are canonically direct summands of N∗(EΣn).

There is a difference between what we will do here and our previous ex-
amples of the equivariant standard procedure construction. Namely, the
product of symmetric groups Ĝ that acts freely on the domain sides em-
beds as a subset, but not a subgroup, of Σs. We will recursively define the
structure map OB on basis elements b of the domain in the usual way by
OB(b) = HsOB(db), where Hs is the contraction of the range. But then in
order to satisfy the operad equivariance axiom for the structure maps, to be
discussed below, we need to extend OB by a twisted form of equivariance
on product elements ĝb. We then need to prove our map is a chain map
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and satisfies the operad equivariance axiom for arbitrary product elements
ĝx. The operad associativity axiom seems to require additional assumptions
about the B∗(n), which easily holds for the N∗(EΣn), and less easily for the
surjection complexes S∗(n). The troublesome issue is that compositions of
standard procedure chain maps need not be standard procedure chain maps,
as discussed back in Proposition 6.5 of Part I.

There is more than one way to do all this, but we like best an approach
that extends some of our uniqueness results from Sections 6 and 8 of Part
I to the twisted equivariant context. Justin R. Smith also made similar use
of uniqueness results in parts of his work [28], [29], which interestingly he
traced back to Cartan’s original method of computation of the cohomology
of Eilenberg-MacLane spaces.

18.1 The Symmetric Group Operad

We first need to set out some conventions with operads. Then we need to de-
velop carefully what is known as the symmetric group operad in the category
of sets. In the next subsection we also develop carefully the Eilenberg-Zilber
symmetric operad, which is the functorial CoEnd operad, in the category of
chain complexes. Of course experts know all this stuff, but for completeness
we will start from scratch.

A symmetric operad is a collection of objects P (n), n ≥ 1, in a symmetric
monoidal category, together with structure maps

OP : P (r)⊗ P (s1)⊗ . . .⊗ P (sr) → P (s1 + . . . + sr)

that satisfy a number of conditions. There should be a left group action of
Σr on each P (r). In all cases of interest to us, the component P (1) is a unit
object for the product in the category. The maps OP should satisfy a unit
axiom, an associativity axiom, and an equivariance axiom. The unit axiom is
usually pretty obvious and deals with cases where r = 1 or all of the si = 1.
In both cases correspondingOP maps are identities. The associativity axiom
states that a certain big diagram commutes. That diagram is built given
sums s =

∑r
i=1 si and si =

∑ri
j=1 sij. The equal sign on the left side of the

diagram below refers to the canonical isomorphism that permutes factors
in the symmetric monoidal category. For example, in categories of chain
complexes, there will be some Koszul signs.
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P (r)⊗

r⊗

i=1

[
P (ri)

ri⊗

j=1

P (sij)
] Id⊗

⊗
OP

−−−−−−→ P (r)⊗

r⊗

i=1

P (si)
OP−−→ P (s)

|| σ 18.1 ||

[
P (r)⊗

r⊗

i=1

P (ri)
]
⊗

ri⊗

j=1

P (sij)
OP⊗Id
−−−−→ P (Σri)⊗

ri⊗

j=1

P (sij)
OP−−→P (s)

The equivariance axiom is somewhat more complicated and important and
requires some preliminary constructions to even state.

Before that, we acknowledge that we will only be considering a few special
operads and we ignore all issues involving a P (0). We also ignore the unit
axiom concerning P (1), which is trivial in all our examples. Perhaps more
relevant is the fact that most treatments work with right actions of the
symmetric groups. But one of our main examples is (any of) the surjection
operads S, with components S∗(n), in a symmetric monoidal category of
chain complexes. The symmetric group Σn acts on the left of surjection
generators x : {1, . . . , n + k} → {1, . . . , n} by post composition, sometimes
with signs. Another crucial example for our purposes is the Barratt-Eccles
operad E , with components N∗(EΣn). Here the symmetric group could
equally well act on the left or the right, but because of the importance of

our comparisons S∗(n)
PR
−−→ N∗(EΣn)

TR
−−→ S∗(n) we want the left action.

Also, another key example for us is the Eilenberg-Zilber operad of functo-
rial maps of normalized chain or cochain complexes of simplicial sets. The
right action viewpoint may be better suited for viewing a cochain complex
N∗(X) as an algebra over an E∞ operad P, such as P(n) = N∗(EΣn) or
P(n) = S∗(n), via P(n) → End(n) = HOM(N∗(X)⊗n, N∗(X)). But we
regard the cochain algebra structure to be an emergent phenomenon. The
underlying phenomenon is the structure of a chain complex N∗(X) as a
coalgebra over P, via P(n) → CoEnd(n) = HOM(N∗(X), N∗(X)⊗n). One
obtains the End(n) algebra structure as an image of the CoEnd(n) coal-
gebra structure, by composing P(n) → CoEnd(n) studied in the previous
section with duality chain maps CoEnd(n) → End(n) from Propositions 3.1
and 3.2 of Part I. Diagonal maps of chains precede cup products of cochains.
For the chain operations the left group action viewpoint seems more natural.
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Remark 18.1. Now we will develop the equivariance axiom for symmetric
operads. First we will review an operad Σ in the category of sets called the
symmetric group operad. We have Σ(r) = Σr, the permutation group as a
set. The operad structure map

OΣ : Σr × Σs1 × . . . × Σsr → Σs, s = s1 + . . .+ sr,

is defined as follows. Given u ∈ Σr and vi ∈ Σsi we define a modified kind
of block permutation u∗(v1, . . . , vr) = OΣ(u; vi) ∈ Σs. We partition the
integral interval [1, s] into blocks

B1 = [1, s1], B2 = [s1 + 1, s1 + s2], . . . , Br = [s1 + . . .+ sr−1, s1 + . . .+ sr].

We regard each vi as a permutation of the ith block in the obvious way,
and we act accordingly on these blocks. We then permute the rearranged
blocks viBi according to how u ∈ Σr acts on the left of the ordered set of
r blocks. We could equally well first permute the original blocks by u to
[Bu(1), . . . , Bu(r)], then apply the vi to the new locations of the Bi. We can
write the resulting permutation as a concatenation of blocks

OΣ(u; vi) = (vu(1)Bu(1), . . . , vu(r)Bu(r)) ∈ Σs.

Note that if all si = 1 then OΣ(u; vi) = u.

Example 18.2. Let u = (231), v1 = (21), v2 = (3124), v3 = (321). Then
we first form a permutation in Σ9 by applying the vi to the initial blocks
of size 2,4,3 in that order. This yields the permutation (21 5346 987) ∈
Σ9. (Recall we name a permutation by writing (12 . . . s) in some order.)
Then we permute the new first, second, and third blocks by u, yielding the
permutation

u∗(v1, v2, v3) = u(v1B1, v2B2, v3B3) = (v2B2, v3B3, v1B1) = (5346 987 21) ∈ Σ9.

Here the si are distinct. In general it is not quite enough to write vi ∈ Σsi ,
if si occurs more than once in the ordered set {sj}, it is necessary to keep
track of which block of size si is associated with which permutation vi. We
abbreviate u∗(Ids1 , . . . , Idsr) = u∗(s1, . . . , sr), when the vi are all identity
permutations. In the example, u∗(2, 4, 3) = (3456 789 12).

Remark 18.3. We will write down two composition formulas in the per-
mutation group Σs = Σs1+...+sr .

OΣ(u; vi) = (v1 ⊕ . . .⊕ vr) ◦ u∗(s1, . . . , sr)
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= u∗(s1, . . . sr) ◦ (vu1 ⊕ . . .⊕ vur).

The direct sum notation for permutations means a permutation of an or-
dered union of disjoint sets. So in the first formula, v1 acts on the initial
block B1 of size s1, wherever it occurs in the output of u∗(s1, . . . , sr), v2
acts on the second initial block B2 of size s2, and so on. This is the second
description of the permutation operad action above.

Then in the other formula, vu1 acts on an initial block of size su1, that is,
[1, . . . , su1], vu2 acts on the following block of size su2, and so on. This is
followed by the permutation u∗(s1, . . . , sr). So that is a little tricky. It is
perhaps easier to understand conjugating (v1 ⊕ . . . ⊕ vr) by u∗(s1 . . . sr)

−1,
and seeing that you get (vu1 ⊕ . . .⊕ vur). Thus, in the Example 18.2 above,

(21 5346 987)◦(3456 789 12) = (5346 987 21) = (3456 789 12)◦(3124 765 98)

Remark 18.4. We will next write down the general equivariance axiom for
operads, as it is often stated. One can give two separate formulas or combine
them into a single formula. For g ∈ Σr, u ∈ P (r), and hi ∈ Σsi , vi ∈ P (si),
s = s1 + . . . + sr, the axiom states

OP (gu; v1, . . . , vr) = g∗(s1, . . . , sr)OP (u; vg1, . . . , vgr) ∈ P (s)

OP (u;h1v1, . . . , hrvr) = (h1 ⊕ . . . ⊕ hr)OP (u; v1, . . . , vr) ∈ P (s)

OP (gu;h1v1, . . . , hrvr) = OΣ(g;h1, . . . , hr)OP (u; vg1, . . . , vgr) ∈ P (s).

But there are some issues with what these statements mean, and with the
consistency of these properties, that many articles about operads seem to
ignore. The first formula really means that a certain diagram commutes.

P (r)⊗

r⊗

i=1

P (sgi)
g⊗τ(g)
−−−−→ P (r)⊗

r⊗

i=1

P (si)

↓ OP 18.4 ↓ OP

P (s)
g∗(s1,...,sr)
−−−−−−−→ P (s)

The diagram includes the canonical monoidal category permutation isomor-
phism τ(g) : ⊗i P (sgi) ≃ ⊗iP (si), where we think of Σr acting on the left
of the direct sum (coproduct) of all the

⊗r
j=1 P (sj), the sum taken over all

ordered partitions s = s1 + . . . + sr. In particular, for the left group action
on a tensor product of chain complexes, τ(g) acts as g−1 on subscripts that
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name the ordered position32 of a tensor term factor in a multi-tensor, along
with Koszul signs in order that the permutation isomorphism defines a chain
map. But at least in chain complexes a tensor product of elements u⊗

⊗
vi

makes sense. Who knows what
⊗
P (si) and τ(g) mean in abstract monoidal

categories. In the categories Sets and Vector Spaces, the first formulation
of the first equivariant axiom is fine. The second formula in the equivariant
axiom is somewhat more straightforward.

Note that the permutation identity in Remark 18.3 implies we get the same
answer computing OP (gu;h1v1, . . . , hrvr) by using the first two equivariance
rules in either order. This then explains the equivalence of the first two for-
mulas with the third.

There is no problem simply composing h’s in each Σsi in the second formula
in Remark 18.4. But there is an issue composing g’s in Σr in the first for-
mula. We will show the first formula is always consistent with the left group
action on P (r). That is, OP ((hg)u; v1, . . . , vr) = O(h(gu); v1, . . . , vr) must
hold, but iterated computation of the second term yields a different looking
formula. At the same time, we will show the general operad equivariance
axiom does hold for the permutation operad Σ. Of course experts know all
this, but we found it less obvious than we expected. The key for both issues
is the following.

LEMMA 18.5. For h, g ∈ Σr and positive s1, . . . , sr with s = s1+ . . .+ sr,
it holds that (hg)∗(s1, . . . , sr) = h∗(s1, . . . , sr) ◦ g∗(sh1, . . . , shr) ∈ Σs.

Before proving the lemma, we address the two points raised just above.
First, for the consistency of the first operad equivariance formula in Remark
18.4, we use the formula three times and then use Lemma 18.5. We also
use τ(g−1)(⊗vhi) = ⊗vhgi. Suppressing the categorical ⊗ symbols in the

subtleties of Diagram 18.4 , we write

OP (h(gu); v1, . . . , vr) = h∗(s1, . . . , sr)OP (gu; vh1, . . . , vhr)

= h∗(s1, . . . , sr)g∗(sh1, . . . , shr)OP (u; vhg1, . . . , vhgr).

OP ((hg)u; v1, . . . , vr) = (hg)∗(s1, . . . , sr)OP (u; vhg1, . . . , vhgr).

Instead of referring to elements u, vi, one can nicely prove the consistency of
the equivariance axiom for general P by concatenating two Diagrams 18.4 .

32Thus, in the top row the point is τ (h)(⊗ivgi) = ±⊗i vgh−1i, since i names the ordered
position. See Section 3 of Part I for a discussion of left group actions on tensor products.

151



There is something we find a bit odd about Lemma 18.5 and the above para-
graph. Suppose one finds an operad P = {P (n)}, so the first equivariant
property in Remark 18.4 holds in all cases, and for which one can find ele-
ments u ∈ P (r), vi ∈ P (si) so that the elements OP (u; vf1, . . . , vfr) ∈ P (s)
have trivial Σs isotropy groups for all f ∈ Σr. Then the lines in the para-
graph above prove Lemma 18.5, since for an operad, OP (h(gu); v1, . . . , vr) =
OP ((hg)u; v1, . . . , vr) certainly holds.

Such P are not that hard to find. Big operads do exist. For example, take
a big set X and the CoEnd operad P (n) = Map(X,Xn). Or an operad
with P (n) given as the set of isotopy classes of planar rooted trees with
n labeled leaves. Probably the best choice is to exploit the fact that if
A is a monoid, or associative algebra, there is a natural equivariant map
Σn → Map(An, A) = End(A), with Idn mapping to the product map for
the monoid. In fact, algebras over the operad Σ in Sets are monoids. The
operad Σ is also known as the Associative operad in the category Sets. One
could take A to be the free monoid on a big set. Essentially one is using the
equivariance axiom compatibility of the representations of the Σn on sets of
monomials in n non-commuting variables for all n. That establishes Σ as
a suboperad of End(A), and proves Lemma 18.5. This is the point of view
taken by Loday and Vallette in [15]. Perhaps that argument already works
if A is the free monoid on just two elements, or is any finite non-abelian
group. It certainly also works for other big operads P .

Nonetheless, few of the many articles about operads that we looked at gave
any details about Lermma 18.5, or why the symmetric group operad was
indeed an operad. The reference of Barratt-Eccles [2] does begin with some
stated but unproved facts about permutations, but even there the proof that
the symmetric group operad is an operad seemed to be hidden. When one
tries to directly prove Lemma 18.5, it seems rather non-trivial. Therefore,
we will go ahead and include a direct proof below, although readers can opt
to ignore it. We would not disagree with experts who believe the right way
to look at Lemma 18.5 is to relate the Σn to known big operads, as indi-
cated above, for which the equivariance axiom of Remark 18.4 does hold.
But why is it not easy to translate that argument into a direct proof inside
one symmetric group?

Before giving a direct proof of Lemma 18.5 we will use it to establish the
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operad equivariance axiom for Σ. We have from 18.5 and 18.3,

OΣ(gu, v1, . . . , vr) = (v1 ⊕ . . . ⊕ vr)(gu)∗(s1, . . . , sr)

= (v1 ⊕ . . .⊕ vr)g∗(s1, . . . , sr)u∗(sg1, . . . , sgr)

= g∗(s1, . . . , sr)(vg1 ⊕ . . .⊕ vgr)u∗(sg1, . . . , sgr)

= g∗(s1, . . . , sr)OΣ(u; vg1, . . . , vgr).

Here, g, u ∈ Σr and vj ∈ Σsj . We turn now to a direct proof of Lemma 18.5.

Proof. We will prove 18.5 is true for all g when h is a transposition of adja-
cent integers h = (1 . . . (i− 1)(i+ 1)i(i+2) . . . r). Also we will prove that if
18.5 is true for some h′ and all g, then it is true for hh′ and all g when h is
such a transposition. But any h is a product of such transpositions, so the
lemma follows by induction.

Assuming the first claim, we derive the second claim

(hh′g)∗(s1, . . . , sr) = h∗(s1, . . . , sr)(h
′g)∗(sh1, . . . , shr)

= h∗(s1, . . . , sr)h
′
∗(sh1, . . . , shr)g∗(shh′1, . . . , shh′r)

= (hh′)∗(s1, . . . , sr)g∗(shh′1, . . . , shh′r).

It remans to prove 18.5 when h is a transposition of adjacent integers i, i+1.
We fix the consecutive blocks Bℓ of length sℓ. We find the argument slightly
more readable if i = 5, i + 1 = 6, but a reader who doesn’t like that
can just replace all 5’s by i and all 6’s by i + 1 and nothing changes.
The argument below simplifies considerably if s5 = s6, so we omit that
case. Suppose s5 > s6. Write the concatenated block B5B6 = B′B′′B6

where B′ has length s6 and B′′ has length s5 − s6. Then the permutation
h∗(s1, .., s5, s6, .., sr) is the identity except for B5B6 7→ B6B5, which can be
rewritten B′(B′′B6) 7→ B6(B

′B′′), with B′ 7→ B6 and B′′B6 7→ B′B′′ = B5.

Suppose j < k with g(j) = 5 and g(k) = 6. Then hg(ℓ) = g(ℓ) if ℓ 6= j, k,
and hg(j) = 6, hg(k) = 5. The argument below is essentially the same if
k < j and/or s6 > s5, so we leave those cases as exercises. We do give an
example below. We observe

g∗(sh1, . . . , shr) = g∗(s1...s6s5..sr) = (Bg1..Bg(j−1)B
′...Bg(k−1)B

′′B6...Bgr).

Recall permutations in Σs are just expressed by writing the integers from
1 to s in some order, which a concatenation of blocks does achieve. The
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tricky point in the above identity is that one is expressing the permutation
by g of new consecutive blocks, the 5th of which has length s6. So that is
the block we called B′ above. The following 6th block has length s5, so that
is the block we called B′′B6 above.

Now follow the permutation g∗(sh1, . . . , shr) by h∗(s1, . . . , sr) which was also
described above. The result is

(Bg1..Bg(j−1)B6..Bg(k−1)B5..Bgr) = (hg)∗(s1, . . . , sr),

as desired.

Example 18.6. Consider (s1 . . . s8) = (5, 2, 3, 6, 4, 9, 6, 5) with s = 40. The
basic blocks are

B1 . . . B8 = [1, 5][6, 7][8, 10][11, 16][17, 20][21, 29][30, 35][36, 40].

Take h = (1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 5, 7, 8), the transposition that switches 5 and 6, and
take g = (2, 6, 4, 7, 8, 3, 5, 1) so hg = (2, 5, 4, 7, 8, 3, 6, 1). Here s6 > s5, so we
split B5B6 = [17, 29] as B5B

′B′′ = [17, 20][21, 25][26, 29], with |B′′| = s5 =
4. Then h∗(s1 . . . s8) is the identity exept for (B5B

′)B′′ 7→ (B′B′′)B5, which
on specific blocks is [17, 25][26, 29] 7→ [21, 29][17, 20].

Next compute g∗(sh1 . . . sh8). The new 5th block is [17, 25] of length 9 and
the new 6th block is [26, 29] of length 4. The other blocks are unchanged.
Permute the new blocks by g, giving

g∗(5, 2, 3, 6, 9, 4, 6, 5) = [6, 7][26, 29][11, 16][30, 35][36, 40][8, 10][17, 25][1, 5].

Follow this by the permutation h∗(s1 . . . s8), yielding

h∗(s1 . . . s8)g∗(sh1 . . . sh8) = [6, 7][17, 20][11, 16][30, 35][36, 40][8, 10][21, 29][1, 5]

= B2B5B4B7B8B3B6B1 = (hg)∗(s1 . . . s8).

Remark 18.7. We also need to establish the associativity axiom for Σ.
From Diagram 18.1 , the axiom amounts to a somewhat formally compli-
cated identity in a permutation group Σs. It seems best to just think about
the block permutation form of the permutations arising from the top and
bottom rows of Diagram 18.1 . Divide the interval [1, s] first into r blocks Bi

of length si. Then subdivide each block Bi into ri subblocks Bij of length sij.
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On the top row, first simultaneously permute the elements of block Bi by
applying separate permutations in Σsij to the subblocks Bij, then permute
those subblocks by a permutation in Σri . Finally permute the resulting re-
arranged blocks Bi by a permutation in Σr.

Going down and then across the bottom row, first rearrange the subblocks
Bij of each Bi by permutations in Σri . Then permute the rearranged blocks
Bi by a permutation in Σr. Finally apply permutations in Σsij to each block
Bij in its new location. The two described permutations in Σs are seen to
be the same.

18.2 The CoEnd Operad

In this subsection we will establish the operad properties of the CoEnd chain
complex operad of linear maps

CoEnd(n) = HOM(N∗(X), N∗(X)⊗n).

This operad is a central ingredient in the approach to cochain operations
underlying Steenrod cohomology operations that we take up in Part IV. The
Eilenberg-Zilber operad Z has components the chain complex of functorial
linear maps Z(n) = HOMfunc(N∗(X), N∗(X)⊗n).

Operad structure maps

O : CoEnd(r)⊗
⊗

i

CoEnd(si) → CoEnd(s), s =
∑

si,

will roughly be compositions of functions. We will suppress the HOMfunc

notation in the next several paragraphs, but every step in the discussion
is natural, so they make sense if HOM(N∗(X), N∗(X)⊗n) is interpreted
directly for fixed X or as “natural transformations of functors”.

Remark 18.8. Note from Proposition 3.1 in Section 3 of Part I, we have a
chain map

⊗

i

HOM(N∗(X), N∗(X)⊗si) → HOM(N∗(X)⊗r, N∗(X)⊗s), ⊗vi 7→ ⊗vi,

where signs are needed when evaluating the homomorphism ⊗vi on a tensor.
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Also from Proposition 3.1, composition of functions is a chain map, but
one must be careful with the order. The correct chain map order, with
d(α ◦ β) = dα ◦ β + (−1)|α|α ◦ dβ, is

HOM(C∗,D∗)⊗HOM(B∗, C∗) → HOM(B∗,D∗), α⊗ β 7→ α ◦ β.

Given u : N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗r and vi : N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗si , the operad struc-
ture map value O(u⊗

⊗
i vi) : N∗(X) → N∗(X)s, s =

∑
si, is defined up to

sign to be the composition ⊗vi ◦ u.

In order for O to be a chain map, we need to pre-compose with the permu-
tation of tensor factors τ(u⊗

⊗
i vi) = (−1)|u||⊗vi|

⊗
i vi⊗u, with the Koszul

sign, then take the composition of functions. Thus O = O′τ ,

CoEnd(r)⊗
⊗

i

CoEnd(si)
τ
−→

⊗

i

CoEnd(si)⊗ CoEnd(r)
O′

−→ CoEnd(s),

where O′(
⊗

i vi ⊗ u) = ⊗vi ◦ u.

Other authors have noticed that it would be sometimes advantageous to
change the order of tensor factors in the basic definition of operad structure
maps OP , but it seemed like this would cause us more trouble than it was
worth.

The associativity axiom for the CoEnd operad, represented by Diagram
18.1 , is fairly easy, amounting to little more than function composition
associativity in the definition.

Remark 18.9. To make sense of the equivariance axiom we first need to
review the left Σn action on CoEnd(n). This will be post-composition

gu : N∗(X)
u
−→ N∗(X)⊗n g

−→ N∗(X)⊗n.

But what is the map g here? It must be the left chain map action on the
n-fold tensor product, g(x1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ xn) = ±(xg−11 ⊗ . . . ⊗ xg−1r), which in-
cludes a Koszul sign. Left action so that (hg)u = h(gu), chain map so that
d(gu) = gdu ∈ HOM(N∗(X), N∗(X)⊗n).

The second equivariance property in Remark 18.4 is a very easy consequence
of function associativity. The first equivariance property of Remark 18.4
requires a closer look. In the notation of Diagram 18.4 in Remark 18.4,
we need to prove the diagram below commutes. Strictly speaking there are
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preliminary signs caused by the reversal of order of tensors in the basic
operad structure map O = O′τ . But |gu||⊗ivi| = |u||⊗ivgi|, so those signs
are harmless.

N∗(X)
u
−→ N∗(X)⊗r g

−→ N∗(X)⊗r

↓ (−1)k⊗vgi ↓ ⊗vi

N∗(X)⊗s = ⊗iN∗(X)⊗sgi
g∗(s1,...,sr)
−−−−−−−→⊗iN∗(X)⊗si = N∗(X)⊗s

The sign in the left down arrow is the Koszul sign associated to the permu-
tation chain map τ(g−1)(⊗vi) = (−1)k ⊗ vgi.

33 The maps u and vi can take
F-basis elements to sums of basic tensors, but linearity of all the operations
takes care of that.

The desired commutativity can be written

g∗(s1, . . . , sr)((−1)k⊗vgi ◦ g
−1)(x1 ⊗ . . .⊗ xr) = ⊗vi(x1 ⊗ . . .⊗ xr).

Both domain and range in the bottom row equal N∗(X)⊗s, but with ten-
sors organized differently in blocks. The key is to carefully keep track of
evaluation signs and the left group chain map actions of g on N∗(X)⊗r and
g∗(s1, . . . , sr) on N∗(X)⊗s. The inverse of permutation group elements are
applied to position subscripts of basic tensors. We thus have, up to an
evaluation sign for g,

⊗vgi ◦ g
−1(x1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ xr) = ⊗vgi(xg1 ⊗ . . .⊗ xgr).

The block permutation g∗(s1, . . . , sr) rearranges concatenated blocksB1 . . . Br

of tensors of respective lengths s1 . . . sr in the order Bg1 . . . Bgr. Applying
the inverse of g∗(s1, . . . , sr) to subscripts one gets, again up to an evaluation
sign,

g∗(s1, . . . , sr)⊗vgi(xg1 ⊗ . . .⊗ xgr) = ⊗vi(x1 ⊗ . . .⊗ xr).

Ignoring all signs, this is the desired commutativity. In addition to the
Koszul sign (−1)k, and the evaluation Koszul signs for g and g∗(s1, . . . , sr),
there are signs from Proposition 3.1 of Part I needed for the evaluation on
tensors of the maps ⊗vi and ⊗vgi in the diagram. All these evaluation signs
are necessary to convert permutations of tensors and the ⊗ operation into
chain maps. Since these signs are natural for compositions, they automati-
cally work out in the diagram.

33We used the simpler notation g instead of τ (g) for the permutation chain map
N∗(X)⊗r → N∗(X)⊗r, where the domain and range are actually identical tensor products.
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Example 18.10. Suppose r = 2, g = (21). Then

g−1(x1⊗x2) = (−1)|x1||x2|x2⊗x1 and τ(g−1)(v1⊗ v2) = (−1)|v1||v2|v2⊗ v1.

Also, from Proposition 3.1 of Part I,

v1⊗v2(x1 ⊗ x2) = (−1)|x1||v2|v1x1 ⊗ v2x2

v2⊗v1x2 ⊗ x1 = (−1)|x2||v1|v2x2 ⊗ v1x1.

Finally

g∗(s1, s2)(v2x2 ⊗ v1x1) = (−1)(|v1|+|x1|)(|v2|+|x2|)v1x1 ⊗ v2x2.

The sign part of the desired commutativity of the diagram then amounts to
|v1||v2|+ |x2||v1|+(|v1|+ |x1|)(|v2|+ |x2|) ≡ |x1||x2|+ |x1||v2| (mod 2).

19 The Barratt-Eccles Operad

We now take up the operad structure of the Barratt-Eccles operad, with
components E(n) = N∗(EΣn). In the next section we take up the surjec-
tion operads. We will define candidates for operad structure maps using a
modified version of the standard procedure of Part I of our paper that con-
structed equivariant chain maps. It turns out that this can be done rather
generally. Let B∗(n) be arbitrary free F[Σn] complexes with B0(n) = F[Σn]
and with the obvious augmentation and basepoint. Assume contractions Hn

satisfying H2
n = 0 and Hn ◦ ιB = 0. We also assume Σn-bases in the image

of Hn. For the N∗(EΣn) we use as basis the tuples of permutations with
first entry the identity. For the S∗(n) we will use as basis the surjections so
that the first entries of 1, 2, . . . , n occur in that order.

19.1 Candidates for Operad Structure Maps

Remark 19.1. We will define operad structure map candidates

OB : B∗(r)⊗B∗(s1)⊗ . . . ⊗B∗(sr) → B∗(s),

when the B∗(n) satisfy the conditions in the paragraph above. The domain
is free over Ĝ = Σr×Σs1 × . . .×Σsr , with the basis {b = (b0⊗ b1⊗ . . .⊗ br)}
where each bj is a basis element of the corresponding B∗(n) factor. So this is
just the product of separate Σn-bases of the tensor factors B∗(n). Product
basis elements b are in the image of the tensor product contractions. An
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F-basis is given by all products ĝb, ĝ = (g;h1, . . . , hr) ∈ Σr×Σs1× . . .×Σsr .

In degree 0, OB will be the operad structure map OΣ of the permutation
group operad Σ. We then define recursively OB(b) = HsOB(db), where Hs

is the contraction of B∗(s). Let us abbreviate

Id⊗τ(g−1) = τg : B∗(r)⊗B∗(s1)⊗. . .⊗B∗(sr) → B∗(r)⊗B∗(sg1)⊗. . .⊗B∗(sgr).

So τgg′ = τg′τg. It will be key that τg is a chain map and that it is equivariant
for Σr × Σs1 × . . . ×Σsr → Σr × Σsg1 × . . .× Σsgr . Then we define

OB(ĝb) = OΣ(ĝ)OB(τgb)

= OΣ(g;h1, . . . , hr)OB(±b0 ⊗ bg1 ⊗ . . .⊗ bgr).

Here we are playing close attention to Remark 18.4, especially Diagram
18.4 .

Note the argument of the last OB evaluation is a basis element of a different
tensor product domain. So we are really defining the maps OB simulta-
neously by induction on F-basis elements for all positive ordered partitions
s = s1 + . . . + sr. Then we extend all these maps F-linearly.

Of course the definition of OB(ĝb) is just a special case of the equivariance
axiom for operads. We need to extend that to all products ĝx. This turns
out to be a consequence of permutation identities from Remark 18.3 and
Lemma 18.5. We will then use the general equivariance result to prove that
OB is a chain map.

Proposition 19.2. Let ĝ = (g;h1, . . . , hr) and x = (x0 ⊗ x1 ⊗ . . .⊗ xr).

(i). It holds that OB(ĝx) = OΣ(ĝ)OB(τgx).

(ii). It also holds that dOB(x) = OB(dx).

Proof. We assume the xj are F-basis elements, not sums of such. Then there
is a unique formula x = ĝ′b, where b = (b0 ⊗ b1 ⊗ . . .⊗ br) is a basis element
and ĝ′ = (g′;h′1, . . . , h

′
r) ∈ Ĝ. We have on the left side of (i)

OB(ĝx) = OB(ĝĝ
′b) = OΣ(gg

′;h1h
′
1, . . . , hrh

′
r)OB(τgg′b).

To compare with the right side of (i), we first observe

τgx = τg(ĝ
′b) = (g′;h′g1, . . . , h

′
gr)τgb.
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We compute

OΣ(ĝ)OB(τgx) = OΣ(g;h1, . . . , hr)OΣ(g
′;h′g1, . . . , h

′
gr)OB(τg′τgb).

From 18.3 and 18.5, which amount to the fact that Σ is indeed an operad,
we have

OΣ(gg
′;h1h

′
1, . . . , hrh

′
r) = OΣ(g;h1, . . . , hr)OΣ(g

′;h′g1, . . . , h
′
gr),

which proves (i) since τgg′ = τg′τg.

To prove (ii), we work by induction. In degree 0 there is nothing to prove,
although it is relevant that OB = OΣ does commute with augmentations and
base points in that degree. Inductively we first compute for basis elements,
using the full boundary property in one lower dimension.

dOB(b) = dHsOB(db) = OB(db)−HsdOB(db) = OB(db)−Hs0 = OB(db).

If |b| = 1, the second equality uses ρOB(db) = OBρ(db) = OB(0) = 0, where
ρ is the basepoint.

For the general element x = ĝb we make use of the fact that the boundary
operators satisfy the ordinary group equivariance. Thus

dOB(ĝb) = d(OΣ(ĝ)OB(τgb)) = OΣ(ĝ)OB(dτgb).

On the other side,

OB(dĝb) = OB(ĝdb) = OΣ(ĝ)OB(τgdb).

Since τg is a chain map, (ii) is proved.

Finally we want to ask when do the OB satisfy the associativity axiom of
Diagram 18.1 ? The first observation is that in degree 0, the commutativity

of Diagram 18.1 is exactly the associativity axiom for the symmetric group
operad Σ, discussed in Remark 18.7.

To go further, we review and extend the uniqueness result of Proposition 6.2
of Part I. That result asserted that an equivariant map ψ0 : B0 → C0 has
a unique equivariant chain map extension to ψ : B∗ → C∗ satisfying ψ(b) ∈
Im(hC) = Ker(hC) on basis elements, namely the standard procedure map
φ. The proof was an easy induction,

φ(b) = hCφ(db) = hCψ(db) = hCdψ(b) = ψ(b)− dhCψ(b) = ψ(b) − 0.
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Then equivariance forces ψ(gb) = φ(gb). The proof of this uniqueness result
extends easily to the twisted Ĝ-equivariant situation

OB : B∗(r)⊗B∗(s1)⊗ . . .⊗B∗(sr) → B∗(s)

of Proposition 19.2.

Proposition 19.3. The standard procedure map OB of Proposition 19.2 is
the unique twisted Ĝ-equivariant chain map that extends OΣ in degree 0 and
takes basis elements of the domain to elements in Im(Hs) = Ker(Hs) ⊂
B∗(s).

Proving the associativity axiom, that is, commutativity of Diagram 18.1 ,
involves some more complicated versions of twisted equivariance maps Φ
than occurs in the basic situation OB of Proposition 19.2. There are two
basic ingredients in all versions. First, a product of symmetric groups Ĝ
that acts freely on the domain of Φ, which will be a tensor product, embeds
non-homomorphically in a symmetric group or product of symmetric groups
that acts on the range of Φ, by a map O that is a variant or extension of the
structure map OΣ for the permutation group operad. Secondly, the group
Ĝ will also permute tensor factors of domain basis elements, say by some
operation b 7→ τĝb with τĝτĥ = τ

ĥg
.

In degree 0, Φ0 = OΣ. Then the map Φ will always be defined in two steps.
On basis elements of the domain, Φ(b) = HΦ(db), where H is the contrac-
tion of the range. Then Φ(ĝb) = O(ĝ)Φ(τĝb). The occurrence of τĝ in this
preliminary equivariance formula means Φ is really being defined by induc-
tion not on a single tensor product but on a direct sum of tensor products
related by permutations of factors.

The proofs of Proposition 19.2(i),(ii) extend routinely, once the map O gen-
eralizing OΣ is clarified. In words, the preliminary equivariance in the def-
inition extends to full equivariance Φ(ĝx) = O(ĝ)Φ(τĝx), where x = ĝ′b.
Also Φ is a chain map. The uniqueness result Proposition 19.3 also extends
quite routinely to the more complicated twisted contexts.

We will give some examples related to Diagram 18.1 in the case of interest
to us where P (n) = B∗(n). We will see that the first map Φ′ = Id⊗

⊗
OB

in the top row is a standard procedure twisted equivariant map for the
inclusion

O′ = Id×
∏

i

OΣ : Ĝ
′ → Σr ×

∏

i

Σsi, where Ĝ
′ = Σr ×

∏

i

[Σri ×
∏

j

Σsij].
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We will also see that the first map Φ′′ = OB ⊗
⊗
Id in the bottom row is a

standard procedure twisted equivariant map for the inclusion

O′′ = OΣ×
∏

i,j

Id : Ĝ′′ → Σ⊕ri×
∏

i,j

Σsij, where Ĝ
′′ = [Σr×

∏

i

Σri]×
∏

i,j

Σsij.

The second map in both rows are standard twisted equivariant maps OB

from Proposition 19.2.

We have mentioned that in degree 0 in our case Diagram 18.1 commutes,

the result being the one map Ĝ′ → Σs produced by the associativity axiom
for the symmetric group operad. That is, one gets the same map, say O, by
following O′ by the symmetric group operad map OΣ : Σr ×

∏
i Σsi → Σs or

by first applying the reordering of factors isomorphism Ĝ′ ≃ Ĝ′′ and then
following O′′ by OΣ : Σ⊕ri ×

∏
i,j Σsij → Σs. Thus there is a well-defined

twisted equivariant standard procedure map from the top left to the lower
right of Diagram 18.1 , twisted with respect to the non-homomorphic em-
bedding O. We would like to prove that both compositions around Diagram
18.1 coincide with this standard map. It is just a check using Σ operad
associativity that both compositions satisfy the same twisted equivariance.

Proposition 19.4. (i). The first map

Φ′ = Id⊗
⊗

OB : B∗(r)⊗

r⊗

i=1

[
B∗(ri)⊗

ri⊗

j=1

B∗(sij)
]
→ B∗(r)⊗

r⊗

i=1

B∗(si)

on the top row of Diagram 18.1 is a standard procedure chain map that
satisfies the basic twisted equivariance formulas as in Proposition 19.2 sep-
arately on each tensor factor OB : [B∗(ri) ⊗

⊗ri
j=1B∗(sij)] → B∗(si), and

ordinary equivariance on the first Id factor.

(ii). The first map

Φ′′ = OB⊗
⊗

Id :
[
B∗(r)⊗

r⊗

i=1

B∗(ri)
]
⊗

ri⊗

j=1

B∗(sij) → B∗(Σri)⊗

ri⊗

j=1

B∗(sij)

on the bottom row of Diagram 18.1 is a standard procedure chain map
that satisfies the basic twisted equivariance formula on the first tensor factor
OB : B∗(r)⊗

⊗r
i=1B∗(ri) → B∗(Σri), and ordinary equivariance on all the

Id factors.
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(iii). The vertical isomorphism

σ : B∗(r)⊗

r⊗

i=1

[
B∗(ri)⊗

ri⊗

j=1

B∗(sij)
]
→

[
B∗(r)⊗

r⊗

i=1

B∗(ri)
]
⊗

ri⊗

j=1

B∗(sij)

on the left side of Diagram 18.1 that permutes tensor factors is a standard
procedure chain map that satisfies ordinary equivariance with respect to an
isomorphism between products of symmetric groups that permutes factors.

Proof. All three statements are modified cases of untwisted versions of tensor
products of chain maps that we studied in Proposition 6.11(i), (ii) of Part I.
We offered two proofs of the various parts of that result. One proof was an
inductive proof for basis elements, beginning in degree 0, that used explicit
formulas for contractions of tensor products. Two formulas are equal if they
agree on basis elements and satisfy the same equivariance. The other proof
was simpler and made use of the uniqueness result Proposition 6.2 of Part I.
The key is that tensor products of elements in the image of contractions are
in the image of the tensor product contraction. Both proofs carry over to all
parts of the present proposition, with an extended Proposition 19.3 replacing
Proposition 6.2. We leave the relatively easy details as exercises.

It follows immediately from the extended Proposition 19.3 that the collection
of maps OB define an operad structure on the components B∗(n) if the two
routes around Diagram 18.1 , which we have named OB ◦ Φ′ and OB ◦
Φ′′ ◦ σ, have the property that both composed maps send basis elements
of the domain to elements in Im(Hs). Going back to Proposition 6.5 of
Part I, we know that compositions of standard procedure maps need not
be standard procedure maps, but there are various hypotheses that imply
compositions are standard procedure maps. However, the real issue for
establishing associativity for the candidate operad structure maps OB is not
so much the extension of Proposition 6.11 and Proposition 6.5 to twisted
equivariant situations, which is pleasant enough and one way to look at it,
but rather the following more direct criterion for associativity of the OB .

Proposition 19.5. Suppose the maps OB have the property that for all
c ∈ B∗(r) ⊗

⊗
B∗(si) that are tensor products of elements in the image of

contractions of the factors, it holds that OB(c) ∈ Im(Hs) ⊂ B∗(s). Then
both compositions naming the two routes around Diagram 18.1 do send
basis elements to elements in Im(Hs), and therefore the B∗(n) form an
operad.
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Proof. Starting with a big tensor product of basis elements in either row of
Diagram 18.1 , the first map Φ′ or Φ′′ will carry that tensor to a tensor of
elements in the image of contractions. Therefore by the assumed criterion
applying another OB map produces an element in Im(Hs).

19.2 The Barratt-Eccles Operad Structure Maps

We first observe that in the case B∗(n) = N∗(EΣn) the criterion of Propo-
sition 19.5 trivially holds. Namely, for each factor N∗(EΣr) or N∗(EΣsi)
separately of a tensor product, Im(H) is exactly the same thing as the F-
span of basis elements, because of the contraction formula H(X) = (e,X)
for a tuple of permutations X. Applying OB to a tensor product of basis
elements is by definition in the image of Hs. Therefore, we have proved

Proposition 19.6. The E(n) = N∗(EΣn) form an operad, using the stan-
dard twisted equivariant procedure chain maps of Proposition 19.2 as struc-
ture maps.

In the case B∗(n) = S∗(n), for any of the surjection complexes, there are
elements in Im(Hn) that are not F-linear combinations of basis elements.
For example, from Section 13, H4(14324) = (s + isr + i2sr2)(14324) =
(124324) + (123434), but (124324) is not a basis element. We will need to
work harder to establish the hypothesis of Proposition 19.5.

We will next reconcile our approach to the Barratt-Eccles operad with
the standard approach found in the literature. Among other things, this
provides a closed formula for the operad maps, something the recursive
approach does not do immediately. Barratt-Eccles in [2] first defined a
symmetric operad W in the category of simplicial sets with components
W (n) = EΣn, the contractible MacLane models for the symmetric group.
The operad structure maps are induced from the symmetric operad Σ of sets.
The degree 0 simplices (vertices) of the EΣn are the symmetric groups Σn.
So in degree 0 the structure map OW : W (r)×W (s1)× . . .×W (sr) →W (s)
is just the Σ operad structure map OΣ.

We point out that

W (r)×W (s1)×. . .×W (sr) = EΣr×EΣs1×. . .×EΣsr = E(Σr×Σs1×. . .×Σsr).

In degree k, a ‘simplex’ in W (n)k is just a (k + 1)-tuple of permutations in
Σn. ‘Simplices’ in products of simplicial sets are tuples of ‘simplices’ in the
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factors. We thus also view a k-simplex of the simplicial set product as a
(k + 1)-tuple of vertices of the MacLane model for the product group. We
defineOW to beOΣ on each vertex of the (k+1)-tuple of product vertices. It
is routine to see that OW commutes with face and degeneracy maps, which
just delete or repeat vertices. Since Σ is an operad in sets, it is immediate
that W is an operad in simplicial sets. The operad structure map OW can
then be viewed as the inclusion of MacLane models induced by the inclusion
of groups (not a homomorphism) OΣ : Σr × Σs1 × . . . ×Σsr → Σs.

Remark 19.7. Next we apply the normalized chain complex functor, which
is a symmetric monoidal functor, and define the components of the Barratt-
Eccles operad in the category of chain complexes to be E(n) = N∗(EΣn).
The term symmetric monoidal functor refers to properties of the functorial
Eilenberg-Zilber maps EZ : N∗(X)⊗N∗(Y ) → N∗(X ×Y ). Recall that any
set theoretic inclusion of groups G→ G′ that corresponds identity elements
induces a map of normalized chain complexes N∗(EG) → N∗(EG

′) that
commutes with the contractions hG, hG′ . This fact was discussed in Example
5.3 of Part I. Combined with the Eilenberg-Zilber map EZ, we then obtain
alternate candidates OE = N∗(OW ) ◦ EZ for the operad structure maps of
the Barratt-Eccles symmetric operad in the category of chain complexes,

N∗(EΣr)⊗N∗(EΣs1)⊗ . . . ⊗N∗(EΣsr)
EZ
−−→ N∗(E(Σr × Σs1 × . . .× Σsr))

N∗(OW )
−−−−−→ N∗(EΣs1+...+sr).

Of course it is necessary to prove these structure maps of chain complexes
do satisfy the operad axioms. There are very easy proofs that simply show
these OE coincide with the standard procedure twisted equivariant chain
maps that we have already proved define an operad.

Proposition 19.8. The map N∗(OW ) ◦ EZ coincides with the standard
twisted equivariant procedure chain map between domain and range from
Proposition 19.2, using the preferred basis of the domain over products of
symmetric groups and the preferred contraction of the range.

Proof. We give two proofs. Our first proof is simply the observation that
the uniqueness result Proposition 19.3 applies directly.

Here is a second proof. We proved in Section 8 of Part I that the map EZ is
the ordinary equivariant standard procedure map. We observed in Remark
19.7 that N∗(OW ) commutes with contractions and is twisted equivariant.
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The composition is thus the twisted standard procedure chain map, by an
easy argument essentially identical to that of Proposition 6.5(ii) of Part I.

We make some comments that relate our constructions more directly to the
symmetric monoidal functor viewpoint. Since EZ is ordinary equivariant
and N∗(OW ) is twisted equivariant, the composition OE = N∗(OW ) ◦ EZ
is twisted equivariant. All that remains is the associativity axiom. The
original point of view is that associativity follows from symmetric monoidal
functor properties of the EZ maps and the symmetric operad properties of
W . We studied the EZ maps for MacLane models extensively in Sections 6
of Part I, in the context of our standard procedures for defining chain maps
using bases of the domain and contractions of the range. In particular, basic
properties of the EZ maps for MacLane models, such as full associativity
and commutativity, drop out directly from the uniqueness result Proposition
6.2 of Part I. The explicit closed formula is not needed.

The operad properties of W are trivial consequences of the operad prop-
erties of the symmetric group operad Σ. Then EZ maps Diagram 18.1

for the OE maps to N∗ applied to Diagram 18.1 for the OW maps. This
latter diagram certainly commutes. The terminal target in all rows of both
diagrams is N∗(EΣs). The full commutativity and associativity properties
of EZ can be used to show the full diagram commutes, which implies the
operad associativity of the OE . This is just the argument that symmetric
monoidal functors in general produce operads in one category from operads
in another category.

20 The Surjection Operad

In this section we show that the candidate structure maps OS of Proposi-
tion 19.2 for the various surjection complexes S∗(n) satisfy the associativity
axiom, and hence the surjection complexes form operads. Of course since
the surjection complexes are all isomorphic, we can work with any one of
them. The signs are simplest for the Berger-Fresse complexes.

We will actually prove more, namely we will prove the diagram below com-
mutes. Each map, including the tensor product of TR maps, is a standard
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procedure map.

N∗(EΣr)⊗N∗(EΣs1)⊗· · · ⊗N∗(EΣsr)
OE−−→N∗(EΣs)

↓ TR ⊗ ↓ TR ⊗· · · ⊗ ↓ TR ↓ TR

Sbf
∗ (r) ⊗ Sbf

∗ (s1) ⊗· · · ⊗ Sbf
∗ (sr)

OS−−→ Sbf
∗ (s).

Associativity for the Barratt-Eccles operad then provides another proof of
associativity for the surjection operad. But the diagram also says that the
surjection operad is a quotient operad of the Barratt-Eccles operad, that is,
T R : E → S is a surjective operad morphism.

We will also show that the adjoints of the Berger-Fresse functorial standard
procedure maps φ : Sbf

∗ (n) ⊗ N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n studied in Section 17 fit
together to define an operad map from the surjection operad to the CoEnd
operad, Φ: S → CoEnd, where CoEnd(n) = HOMfunc(N∗(X), N∗(X)⊗n).

20.1 The Surjection Operad Structure Maps

Remark 20.1. In order to study the candidate structure mapsOS of Propo-
sition 19.2 we need quite a bit of notation. Given a tuple of integers y, denote
by y[t] the result of adding t to each entry of y. A k-division of y is ob-
tained by repeating k − 1 not necessarily distinct entries of y and inserting
dividers between the repeated entries. For example, if y = (1, 2, 3, 2, 4) then
one 3-division of y[2] = (3, 4, 5, 4, 6) is given by (3, 4|4, 5, 4, 6|6). We refer to
the k delineated subtuples of a k-division as the division subtuples. In the
example, these are (3, 4), (4, 5, 4, 6), (6). The tuple consisting of a single in-
teger (n) has a unique k-division (n | . . . | n). Any y has a unique 1-division,
namely y itself. Obviously k-divisions of y and y[t] are equivalent concepts.

Given a generator x = (x1, x2, . . . , xr+k) ∈ S∗(r), with ki occurrences of the
values i, and given generators yi ∈ S∗(si), 1 ≤ i ≤ r along with a ki-division
Di of each yi[ti], where ti = s1 + . . .+ si−1, we define Dx = (D1, . . . ,Dr)x ∈
S∗(s), s = s1 + . . . + sr, to be the result of replacing the successive occur-
rences of the i-entries of x by the successive division subtuples of the yi[ti].
In all discussions in this section, the integer ki will always denote the num-
ber of i’s occurring in a generator x that is part of the discussion.

We also want to associate a ± sign to each term Dx. The signs depend on
which surjection complex we use, but the terms Dx do not. The sign will
be related to a shuffle permutation of caesura positions of the caesuras of x
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and the yi. The values of entries of Dx are what they are, but the positions
of the caesuras of Dx only depend on the positions of the caesuras of x and
the positions of the caesuras of the yi with respect to the ki-divisions of the
yi. There are different ways to describe the relevant shuffle of caesuras and
a sign, but here is one.

The number of caesuras of Dx is the degree, which is |x|+
∑

|yi|. The entries
of the yi that are final entries of division subtuples that are repeated in a
following subtuple generate caesura entries of Dx because they are repeated
later in Dx. These correspond to the caesura entries of x. The caesura
entries of the yi in division subtuples that come before the final entry of
subtuples correspond bijectively to the caesuras of the yi. These are then
moved to positions in Dx that precede the positions of the corresponding
final subtuple entry. These non-final yi-caesuras also generate caesura en-
tries of Dx. Define sh(Cx, CD) to be the number of pairs consisting of an
x-caesura of Dx and a y-caesura of Dx that precedes it. The sign associated
to Dx in the surjection complex Sbf

∗ (s) will be (−1)sh(Cx,CD).

Note that this discussion simplifies somewhat if yj = (1) ∈ S0(1) for all j 6= i
and a ki-division is chosen for yi ∈ S∗(si). For j 6= i there is still an implicit
kj-division (1|1| . . . |1) of yj. These simple cases are all that is needed in
the partial compositions treatment of operads that we will discuss further
below.

Example 20.2. Take x = (1, 2, 1, 3, 2), and y1 = (1231), y2 = (1, 2, 1, 4, 3)
and y3 = (1, 2, 1). Consider the k1 = 2-division D1y1[0] = (1, 2|2, 3, 1), the
k2 = 2-division D2y2[3] = (4, 5, 4, 7|7, 6), and the k3 = 1-division D3y3[7] =
(8, 9, 8). Then

Dx = (D1,D2,D3)x = (1, 2, 4, 5, 4, 7, 2, 3, 1, 8, 9, 8, 7, 6).

The two x-caesura entries of Dx are the 2 and 7, corresponding to final
entries of yi[ti] subtuples that replace caesuras of x. The three y-caesura
entries are the 1, 4, and 8. The order of these caesuras in Dx is 1 2 4 7 8.

Thus sh(Cx, CD) = 1 + 2 and the sign associated to Dx is −1.

For a partial composition example, take x = (1, 2, 1, 3, 2), y1 = (1), y3 = (1),
y2 = (1, 2, 1, 4, 3) with the 2-division D2y2[1] = (2, 3, 2, 5|5, 4). We also use
the k1 = 2-division (1|1) of y1. Then Dx = (1, 2, 3, 2, 5, 1, 6, 5, 4)). The

x-caesuras are 1, 5 and the y-caesura is 2, in the order 1 2 5. The sign
associated to Dx is −1.
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We now give a formula for the surjection operad map for x ∈ Sbf
∗ (r), yi ∈

Sbf
∗ (si) s =

∑
si.

Proposition 20.3. (i). With the Di indicating ki-divisions of yi[ti], as
above, it holds that with suitable signs the equivariant twisted standard pro-
cedure map OS of Proposition 19.2 coincides with a map

Φ(x; y1, . . . , yr) =
∑

all D=(D1,...,Dr)

± Dx ∈ S∗(s).

(ii). For the surjection complex Sbf
∗ (s) the sign of the Dx term is (−1)sh(Cx,CD).

The signs are recursively determined by the standard procedure process.
We state the proposition in two parts because we will first prove by in-
duction that a formula (i) holds for all the surjection complexes. Then
we will verify the signs given in (ii) are correct for the Berger-Fresse com-
plex. The steps in the proof very much resemble the steps in the proof
of Proposition 17.3 that identified the functorial standard procedure map
Sbf
∗ (n)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n with a Berger-Fresse map. As in that case, the

result here provides an example of the general method described towards
the end of preview Section 2.3 of Part I for studying standard procedure
maps of form φ(x) =

∑
±T x.

Step 0. In degree 0, x and the yi are permutations, all ki = 1, and the map
Φ = OS coincides with the operad structure map OΣ of Section 18.1. Since
permutation x has no caesuras, all signs are +1.

Step 1. The map Φ is twisted equivariant. It is best to look at the sepa-
rate formulas in Remark 18.4, where the twisted equivariant property was
defined. The second formula Φ(x;hiyi) = (⊕hi)Φ(x; yi) is trivial, on each
Dx summand, because one is just permuting the entries of each yi[ti] and
their division subtuples, which can be done either before or after replacing
occurrences of i in x by division subtuples of yi[ti]. The signs in part (ii)
also match because the relative positions of yi and hiyi-caesuras, compared
to x-caesuras, coincide in corresponding D terms.

The first formula Φ(gx; yi) = g∗(si)Φ(x; ygi) is also seen by matching Dgx
summands on the left with Dx summands on the right. On the left, choosing
a kg−1(i)-division of each yi[ti] is equivalent to choosing on the right a ki-
division of each ygi[t

′
i], where the entries of the ygi[t

′
i] and their division sub-

tuples are from successive intervals of length sgi ending at sg1+. . .+sgi. Use
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these to form a summand of Φ(x; ygi) in Sbf
∗ (s), then act by the permutation

g∗(si). That permutation g∗(si) = (Bg1Bg2 . . . Bgr) takes successive inter-
vals of length sgi to the blocks Bgi, where (1, 2, . . . , s) = (B1, B2, . . . , Br)

with each block Bi having length si. The result is the element of Sbf
∗ (s)

obtained by replacing occurrences of i in gx by division subtuples of yi[ti],
which is a summand of Φ(gx; yi).

An advantage of the complexes Sbf
∗ (n) is that the permutation group Σn

acts with no signs. Therefore the signs in part (ii) of the formula for Φ also
match because the relative positions of x and ygi-caesuras match those of
gx and yi-caesuras in corresponding D summands.

It requires some diligence to parse this last argument because of the subtlety
of the permutation g∗(si). Surprisingly it does not really seem easier to
follow in the case of partial compositions with a single non-trivial yi.

Example 20.4. Take r = 3, x = (1, 2, 1, 3, 2), y1 = (1, 2, 3, 2, 4, 1), y2 =
(1, 2, 1), and y3 = (1, 2, 1, 3, 1). Take g = (231) ∈ Σ3, so gx = (2, 3, 2, 1, 3).
To build a typical summand of Φ(x; y2, y3, y1)

34, consider 2-divisions (1|121)
of y2[0] and (3, 4, 3, 5|5, 3) of y3[2]. Since 3 is a singleton in x, we use the
trivial division y1[5] = (6, 7, 8, 7, 9, 6).

The associated summand of Φ(x; y2, y3, y1) is

(1, 3, 4, 3, 5, 1, 2, 1, 6, 7, 8, 7, 9, 6, 5, 3).

Act on this by g∗(4, 2, 3) = (5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 1, 2, 3, 4). The result is

(5, 7, 8, 7, 9, 5, 6, 5, 1, 2, 3, 2, 4, 1, 9, 7)

which is the associated term of Φ(gx; y1, y2, y3), using the 1-division of y1[0]
and the chosen 2-divisions of y2[4] and y3[6]. It is easy to observe the similar
structure and relative positions of x-caesuras and y-caesuras in the two D
terms, not just in this example but in all cases.

Remark 20.5. Recall from Remark 15.1 of Part II that to say x is a
clean generator means in degree 0 that x is the identity permutation Idr =
(1, 2, . . . , r) and in higher degrees x = (1, 2, . . . , ℓ, . . . , ℓ, . . .), where xℓ = ℓ is
the first caesura. We will use the the terminology x is clean at ℓ to describe

34We remind that it is the order the yi’s appear in Φ(x; y), not their subscripts, that
determines which yi subtuples replace which x entries.
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such generators. From Proposition 15.2 of Part II, Im(Hs) is exactly the
F-span of the clean generators, where Hs is the contraction of S∗(s).

Of great importance is the following fact about the formula for Φ in Proposi-
tion 20.3(i). If x and the yi are clean surjection generators then Φ(x; y1, . . . , yr)
is a sum of clean generators. This will be an easy consequence of Lemma
20.6 below. The fact that Φ = OS maps tensors of clean generators to sums
of clean generators is the key to proving the associativity axiom for the sur-
jection operad because that fact is exactly the criterion of Proposition 19.5.
The same fact is used to prove the surjection operad is a quotient of the
Barratt-Eccles operad. The signs in Proposition 20.3(ii) are not needed for
the associativity or for the comparison with the Barratt-Eccles operad.

Step 2. The map Φ coincides with OΣ in degree 0, so cleanliness is no
issue. In higher degrees we have the following different cases, each of which
is proved by simply reviewing the definitions. Recall ti = s1 + . . . + si−1.
Let D = (D1, . . . ,Dr) denote fixed ki-divisions of the yi.

LEMMA 20.6. (i). If x = Idr and if n is least so that yn 6= Idsn, with yn
clean at m, then Dx is clean at tn +m.

(ii). If all yi = Idsi and x is clean at ℓ then Dx is clean at tℓ + j, where j
is the length of the first division subtuple of yℓ = Idsℓ .

(iii). If x is clean at ℓ and if n is least so that yn 6= Idsn , with yn clean at
m, let j denote the length of the first division subtuple of yℓ. Then there are
cases. If n < ℓ then Dx is clean at tn +m. If n > ℓ then Dx is clean at
tℓ + j. If n = ℓ and j ≤ m then Dx is clean at tℓ + j. If n = ℓ and j > m
then Dx is clean at tℓ +m.

It is perhaps surprising that for i > n the generators yi can be arbitrary and
the conclusions still hold. It is an obvious consequence of the lemma that
if x and the yi are all clean, for example basis generators, then Φ(x; yi) is
clean.

We interrupt the proof of Proposition 20.3 to explain some important things.
First, from Step 0 and Step 1 above the map Φ agrees with OΣ in degree 0
and is twisted equivariant. It is also possible to directly prove that Φ with
the signs given in 20.3(ii) is a chain map. Therefore, it follows from Lemma
20.6 and the twisted equivariant uniqueness result Proposition 19.3 that Φ
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is the standard procedure map. However, it is not so easy to directly prove
that Φ is a chain map. This was accomplished by McClure-Smith in [19] for
their surjection complex, with different signs, by essentially brute force com-
putation. We believe our proof of Proposition 20.3 below, although long and
complicated in its own way, offers a more structured viewpoint. The steps in
the proof are interesting by themselves and bring together quite a few things.

We will also explain here how Lemma 20.6 and Proposition 20.3(i) imply
that the surjection complex operad structure maps from Proposition 19.2
satisfy all the operad axioms, especially the associativity axiom, that is, the
commutativity of Diagram 18.1 . In particular we do not need to know the
signs in Proposition 20.3(ii).

The first parts of the argument are the same as the corresponding discus-
sion for the Barratt-Eccles operad in the previous section, and is a universal
argument that applies to any collection of complexes B∗(n) to which Propo-
sition 19.2 applies. The remaining issue then is why do the two maps around
Diagram 18.1 for the surjection complexes, which are both compositions of
standard procedure maps, agree with the standard procedure twisted equiv-
ariant map from upper left to lower right? The reason is because Lemma
20.6 and Proposition 20.3(i), establish the criterion of Proposition 19.5 for
the surjection complexes. The composed standard procedure maps in Dia-
gram 18.1 take basis generators to elements in Im(Hs) ⊂ S∗(s). Thus we
have proved

Proposition 20.7. The surjection complexes S∗(n) form an operad, using
the standard twisted equivariant procedure chain maps of Proposition 19.2
as structure maps.

We also explain how the same reasoning implies the following.

Proposition 20.8. The diagram below commutes.

N∗(EΣr)⊗N∗(EΣs1)⊗· · · ⊗N∗(EΣsr)
OE−−→N∗(EΣs)

↓ TR ⊗ ↓ TR ⊗· · · ⊗ ↓ TR ↓ TR

S∗(r) ⊗ S∗(s1) ⊗· · · ⊗ S∗(sr)
OS−−→ S∗(s).

Thus the surjection operad is a quotient operad of the Barratt-Eccles operad.

Proof. The proof is the same argument for all versions of the surjection op-
erad and the table reduction map. We have shown that the map OE in the
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top row is a twisted equivariant standard procedure chain map. The vertical
ordinary Σs-equivariant map TR on the right commutes with contractions.
Therefore by the twisted equivariant version of Proposition 6.5(ii), the com-
position across the top and down is the standard procedure map.

The tensor product of TR maps on the left is the standard procedure map
by Proposition 6.11 of Part I, so in going down and across the bottom of the
diagram we again need to deal with a composition of standard procedure
maps. The vertical map is an ordinary equivariant map and the OS map is
twisted equivariant. So the composition is twisted equivariant.

We will again use the basic uniqueness result Proposition 19.3 for twisted
equivariant chain maps. The key point is that for a basis generator (e,X) of
any N∗(EΣn), the summands of TR(e,X) are parametrized by partitions,
as described in Section 16.1. Consider a partition a0+ . . .+ak = n+ k with
a0 = ℓ. The corresponding surjection summand ±xa ∈ S∗(n) then has the
form xa = (1, 2, . . . , ℓ, ..., ℓ, . . .), where ℓ is the first caesura entry. Such xa
are clean surjection generators, hence in the image of the contraction Hn.
A tensor product of such generators is in the image of the tensor product
contraction. Then, by Lemma 20.6 and Proposition 20.3(i), applying OS to
such a tensor lands in Im(Hs), hence the uniqueness result Proposition 19.3
applies.

Note this argument is very similar to the proof of Proposition 17.5 that
the composition N∗(EΣn) ⊗ N∗(X) → S∗(n) ⊗ N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n is the
functorial standard procedure map.

Remark 20.9. Proposition 20.8 provides an indirect proof that the sur-
jection operad structure maps satisfy the associativity axiom, although the
ideas used are esentially the same as in the direct proof. We have not yet
established the signs in the operad structure map of Proposition 20.3(ii), but
the signs are provided, in a somewhat hidden form, by the Barratt-Eccles
operad.

Given basis surjection generators x, yi ∈ Sbf
∗ (n), let X,Yi ∈ N∗(EΣn) denote

the corresponding fundamental simplices in the Barratt-Eccles operad, as
discussed in Remark 16.8 of Part II. Then from Proposition 16.10 of Part II,
TR(X) = x and TR(Yi) = yi. The OE map is the composition of the map
EZ, which of course has explicit signs, followed by the non-homomorphic
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inclusion N∗(E(Σr ×
∏

Σsi)) ⊂ N∗(EΣs), which has no signs. Thus

OS(x; yi) = TR ◦N∗(OW ) ◦ EZ(X ⊗
⊗

Yi) ∈ Sbf
∗ (s)

is a formula that contains the signs. It is possible, but not easy, to keep
track of the EZ signs and reconcile the implicit signs in the formula above
with the signs in Proposition 20.3(ii). But we prefer to establish the signs
as part of our inductive proof of Proposition 20.3.

It might seem that the implicit signs in this last formula for OS(x; yi) in-
volving EZ is not sensitive to which surjection complex is meant. But from
Proposition 16.5 of Part II, for the complexes Sms

∗ (n) and Saj
∗ (n), the verti-

cal TR maps do have signs attached to summands xa of an image TR(e,X).
These are the same signs that occur in the isomorphisms between surjec-
tion complexes in Section 15. The strategy of using the uniqueness result
Proposition 19.3 to prove certain diagrams commute obviously also works
to prove that the isomorphisms between surjection complexes are operad
isomorphisms. The signs in the isomorphisms between surjection complexes
could be used along with Proposition 20.3(ii) to determine the signs in the
operad structure maps for Sms

∗ (n) and Saj
∗ (n).

We now resume the proof of Proposition 20.3. Suppose x and all the y’s are
basis surjection generators. That is, the first occurrences of 1, 2, . . . occur in
that order. Basis generators in positive degrees are clean at the first caesura.
We attack Proposition 20.3 by induction. Thus in the first unknown degree
the standard procedure map on basis generators can be written

OS(x; y1, . . . , yr) = HsΦ
[
(dx; y1, . . . , yr) +

∑

i

±(x; y1, . . . , dyi, . . . , yr)
]
,

where Hs is the contraction of Sbf
∗ (s).

Step 3. If basis generator x 6= Idr ∈ Sbf
∗ (r) has first caesura at ℓ then, just

as in Step 3 of the proof of Proposition 17.3, the only boundary term of dx
that is not clean or degenerate is dℓx. The same holds true for the yi 6= Idsi,
which let us assume have first caesuras at mi. Since Hs vanishes on clean
generators, a conclusion from Lemma 20.6 in one lower degree is that only
two boundary terms are relevant. To be precise

OS(x; y1, . . . , yr) = HsΦ(dℓx; y1, . . . , yr)+
∑

i

HsΦ(±(x; y1, . . . , dmi
yi, . . . , yr))
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= HsΦ(dℓx; y1, . . . , yr) + (−1)|x|HsΦ(x; y1, . . . , dmyn, . . . , yr),

where n is least with yn 6= Idsn and m is the first caesura of yn. The point
of the last equality is that for i > n the boundary term dmi

yi may not be
clean, but by Lemma 20.6 that doesn’t matter. If x = Idr then only the
second term occurs. If all yi = Idsi then only the first term occurs. The
sign is (−1)|x| because |yi| = 0 for i < n.

Remark 20.10. By induction we have formulas for the two Φ evalua-
tions in one lower degree. To prove Proposition 20.3(i) we will apply Hs

to the two boundary terms and match the result with the asserted value
of Φ(x; y1, . . . , yr), up to signs. Signs for the standard procedure map are
forced recursively. We will also deal with signs inductively, hence prove cases
of Proposition 20.3(ii) at the same time that we prove cases of part (i). Note
that for the Berger-Fresse surjection complex the contraction Hs introduces
no signs.

There are some additional cases where all D summands of the boundary term
Φ(dℓx, y1, . . . , yr) or Φ(x; y1, . . . , dmyn, . . . , yr) are clean. We are assuming
here that x and the yi are basis generators, n is least with yn 6= Idsn, the
first caesura of x is ℓ, and the first caesura of yn is m. We will denote by
D′′ choices of ki-divisions of yi for i 6= ℓ and a (kℓ − 1)-division of yℓ. We
denote by D′ choices of ki-divisions of yi for i 6= n and a kn-division of dmyn.

If n < ℓ then for each relevant division D′′ the summand D′′dℓx is a clean
generator, since yn[tn] is inserted early into dℓx. Thus in this case we want
Φ(x; yi) = HsΦ(x; y1, . . . , dmyn, . . . , yr), which can be written

∑

D

±Dx = (−1)|x|Hs(
∑

D′

±D′x).

If ℓ < n then for each relevant division D′ the summand D′x will be clean at
some shifted value tℓ+ ℓ. Thus in this case we want Φ(x; yi) = HsΦ(dℓx; yi),
which can be written

∑

D

±Dx = Hs(
∑

D′′

±D′′dℓx).

Remark 20.11. We need a digression to explain how Hs will be computed
on the two lower degree terms. We recall that for the Berger-Fresse complex
Sbf
∗ (s) the contraction35 Hs =

∑s−2
j=0 i

jsrj is described in Section 13. If z

35We apologize for the double meaning of s here, the first term in the contraction
formula, s(z) = (1, z), and the arity of a surjection complex.
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is a surjection generator iqsrq(z) = 0 unless 1, 2, . . . , q are singletons in z,
in which case iqsrq(z) is described by removing those singletons from z and
putting the sequence 12 . . . q(q + 1) at the front. Thus if the first entry of z
after those singletons are removed is q + 1 then still iqsrq(z) = 0.

We will encounter two types of Hs evaluations. All cases of the evaluations
of summands Hs(D

′x) of HsΦ(x; y1, . . . , dmyn, . . . , yr) will be variants of the
results from Proposition 15.4(iv),(v) of Part II that for basis generators y
with first caesura m, the formula y = Hdy consists of a single non-zero term
y = im−1srm−1dmy. More generally, if z is such a y followed by a shifted
clean generator with larger entries, then the same conclusion holds. That
is, z = Hdz consists of a single non-zero term z = im−1srm−1dmz.

36

In our variants Hs(D
′x), the entries of dmyn are shifted by some amount

t, a string of consecutive singletons 1, 2, . . . t will occur in front, and larger
entries forming a shifted clean generator will be adjoined after the shifted
dmyn sequence. But the corresponding Dx will be a basis generator followed
by a shifted clean generator, with D′x = dt+mDx. Only the single Hs term
it+m−1srt+m−1D′x = Dx will be non-zero.

All cases of the evaluations of summands Hs(D
′′dℓx) of HsΦ(dℓx; y1, . . . , yr)

evaluations will be variants ofHsz, where z = (larger, 1, 2, . . . , j, larger, j, ...)
or z = (larger, 1, 2, . . . , j, larger, ...). Here ‘larger’ means entries greater
than j. In both cases, 1, . . . , j − 1 are singletons. In the second case, j
is a singleton but removing 1, . . . , j will result in a shifted clean generator
beginning with j + 1. In both cases Hsz will consist of a sum of j terms∑j−1

q=0 i
qsrqz. In our variants Hs(D

′′dℓx) these entries of z are shifted by
some amount t and a string of consecutive singletons will occur in front.
But the Hs(D

′′dℓx) evaluation will still consist of a similar sum of j terms.

Step 4. At the end of this subsection we prove various cases of Proposition
20.3. In the various cases, we will write some sentences then give examples.
The examples are supposed to help understand the sentences. It is all rather
lengthy, but not hard once you get the hang of it. The structure is actually
rather attractive, and quite similar to the structure in the proof of Proposi-

36In the case dmy = (1, 2, . . . ,m−1,m+1, ..., m, ...) there is either no repeated entry or
the first repeated entry is another m or it is some m+q, following a string (m+1,m+2, ...)
that increases except possibly straddling a singleton m. From this, calculation of Hdy is
clear. The same argument works for the more general z.
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tion 17.3 clarifying the functorial map Sbf
∗ (n)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n.

We divide the analysis of tensor products of basis generators x ⊗
⊗

i yi of
positive degree into six cases. There are two cases, (a) where x = Idr and
some yn 6= Idsn, and (b) where all yi = Idsi and x 6= Idr. In the remaining
four cases, say x has first caesura ℓ and n is least with yn 6= Idsn, with first
caesura m. Two of these cases are (a′) where n < ℓ, and (b′) where ℓ < n.
Finally, when ℓ = n, let j denote the length of the first division subtuple
of yℓ. Then we have the final cases (a′′) where j > m, and (b′′) where j ≤ m.

We will formally introduce in Remark 20.12 just below an alternate ‘partial
operad composition map’ method, which simplifies the proof of Proposition
20.3. In the partial composition situations a single yn 6= (1) and all other
yi = (1). Thus only the yn has non-trivial kn-divisions. The other yi have
only the trivial ki-divisions (1, 1, . . . , 1). In these special cases the relevant
Hs evaluations are also simplified.

The partial composition approach also relies on Lemma 20.6 in order to jus-
tify that certain compositions of standard procedure partial operad chain
maps are standard procedure chain maps. We do not rely solely on the
partial composition proof because it seemed a little surprising to us that
the direct proof for the full operad map was essentially no harder than the
usually simpler partial operad map arguments.

Readers who prefer partial compositions are invited to digest Remark 20.12,
and then think about the six cases and examples for Proposition 20.3 only
for partial compositions. Less timid readers can follow the full discussions
of all the cases and examples.

Remark 20.12. Of importance in the operad structure map and division
mechanism is the case

OS(x; 1, . . . , 1, yi, 1, . . . , 1),

when all but one yj = (1), the unit element in S∗(1) = F. These are usually
called partial operad compositions and abbreviated Oi(x; y). It is understood
that yj = (1) for j 6= i and the kj = 1-divisions for these yj[tj] must be the
unique trivial one. Note tj = j − 1 for j ≤ i, and tj = si + j − 2 for j > i.

Example 20.13. Take x = (1, 2, 1, 3, 2) and y = y2 = (1, 2, 1). There are
three k2 = 2-divisions of y2[1] = (2, 3, 2), namely (2|2, 3, 2), (2, 3|3, 2) and
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(2, 3, 2|2). Then y1[t1] = (1) and y3[t3] = (4). We obtain

O2(x; y) = (1, 2, 1, 4, 2, 3, 2)− (1, 2, 3, 1, 4, 3, 2)− (1, 2, 3, 2, 1, 4, 2).

The y-caesura is the second 2 in the first summand and the first 2 in the
other two summands. The x-caesuras are the other two caesuras in all
summands. These precede the y-caesura in the first summand and straddle
the y-caesura in the last two summands, which accounts for the signs.

The partial composition operations Oi(x; y) ∈ P (s + r − 1) are defined for
any operad P , with x ∈ P (r) and y = yi ∈ P (s). It is understood that
there are really r − 1 other yj = (1) ∈ P (1), j 6= i. It has long been
understood that such partial operations satisfying certain axioms determine
full operad compositions. Often results about operads can be proved more
easily by focusing on the partial compositions. All we might use of that
method is a formula equating the full operad operation to a composition of
partial operations. That identity, which can be proved in any operad by
repeated use of the associativity axiom and unit axiom in special cases, is
the following composition representation of OP (x; y1 . . . , yr) ∈ P (s), where
x ∈ P (r), yi ∈ P (si), s =

∑
si:

P (r)⊗P (s1)⊗ . . . P (sr)
O1⊗Id
−−−−→ P (s1+r−1)⊗P (s2)⊗ . . .⊗P (sr)

Os1+1⊗Id
−−−−−−→

P (s1 + s2 + r − 2)⊗ P (s3)⊗ . . .⊗ P (sr)
Os1+s2+1⊗Id
−−−−−−−−→ . . .→ P (s).

In the case of the surjection complexes it is easy to connect this compo-
sition with Proposition 20.3. One first uses the k1-divisions D1 to replace
the 1’s in x by k1-divisions of y1. Then one replaces the original 2’s in x,
which have now become (s1+1)’s, by the k2-divisions D2 of y2[s1], and so on.

The signs in the full operad map from Proposition 20.3(ii) associated to
divisions Dx are just the products of the signs in the composition steps
for the indvidual Di. This is clear since after the jth step of the composi-
tion, each yi[ti]-caesura, i < j, still precedes the same number of x-caesuras,
and new yj[tj ]-caesuras only precede x-caesuras of (original) value at least j.

It is easier to prove some of the results and handle examples in the six cases
of Proposition 20.3 for partial operad composition maps than it is for the
full operad composition map. We have proved enough, especially Lemma
20.6, to argue that the composition of partial operation standard procedure
maps is itself a standard procedure map, which is not automatic. So that is
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interesting, and does provide an alternate proof of Proposition 20.3, includ-
ing the signs. But we are able to handle the full standard procedure map of
Proposition 20.3 directly, so we do so.

We now continue Step 4 and begin the analysis of the six cases for Proposi-
tion 20.3. Since we include many examples, this will take several pages.

Case (a): Suppose x = Idr and suppose n is least so that yn 6= Idsn,
with first caesura m. Then from Remark 20.10 we want Φ(x; y1, . . . , yr) =
+HsΦ(x; y1, .., dmyn, .., yr). The sign is +1 because |x| = 0. Now all ki =
1, and there are only the unique 1-divisions Dx,D′x on both sides. One
observes that Dx = Φ(x; y1, . . . , yr) is a basis generator with first caesura
t +m, where t = tn. In the partial composition case this is obvious. Then
t = n− 1 and

Dx = (1, . . . , n− 1, yn[n− 1], n + sn, . . . , s).

Also,

D′x = (1, . . . , n− 1, (dmyn)[n − 1], n + sn, . . . , s) = dt+mDx

and Hs(D
′x) = it+m−1srt+m−1D′x = Dx.

In the general case, the yi, i < n, can be higher Idsi and the basis gen-
erators yi, i > n, can be arbitrary. But the shifts in the insertions guar-
antee that Dx is a basis generator. Also D′x = Φ(x; y1, .., dmyn, .., yr) =
dt+mΦ(x; y1, . . . , yr). Again the only the summand it+m−1srt+m−1 of Hs

evaluates non-trivially and inserts the missing t+m back where it belongs
in Dx = Φ(x; yi).

In all cases, since x = Idr has no caesuras, the shuffle counts are 0 on both
sides of the equation and the desired signs check out.

Example (a): A partial composition example is provided by x = (1, 2, 3, 4),
y1 = y3 = y4 = (1), and y2 = (1, 2, 3, 4, 3). Then Dx = (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 4, 6, 7).
Also d3y2 = (1, 2, 4, 3) and

D′x = Φ(x; (1), d3y2, (1), (1)) = (1, 2, 3, 5, 4, 6, 7) = d4Dx.

Applying the single Hs summand i3sr3 yields the desired result.
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For a more general example, take x = (1, 2, 3, 4), y1 = (1, 2), y2 = (1, 2, 3, 4, 3).
Then n = 2, m = 3 and (d3y2)[2] = (3, 4, 6, 5). We find

Dx = Φ(x; yi) = (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 5, y3 [6], y4[t4]),

where the entries of y4[t4] are greater than entries of y3[6], which has first
entry 7. We still see Dx is a basic generator since the first occurrences of all
entries, including those of y3[6] and y4[t4], occur in increasing order. Also

D′x = Φ(x, y1, d3y2, y3, y4) = (1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 5, y3 [6], y4[t4]) = d5Dx.

Applying the single Hs summand i4sr4 yields the desired result. If y2 had
more than two 3 entries, it would have been more obvious that only one
summand of HsD

′x was non-zero.

Case (a′): Suppose basis generator x is clean at ℓ and suppose n is least so
that yn 6= Idsn, with first caesura m. Assume n < ℓ. From Remark 20.10
we want ∑

±Dx = Φ(x; y1, . . . , yr) =

(−1)|x|HsΦ(x; y1, ..., dmyn, ..., yr) = (−1)|x|
∑

Hs(±D′x).

In this case there should be a sign change by (−1)|x| between all pairs of
corresponding Dx and D′x terms. Part of the argument resembles Case
(a) above. Since n < ℓ implies kn = 1, a shifted yn or dmyn is inserted
into x in the part of x that still looks like Id. For i 6= n inserting choices of
ki-divisions of yi[ti] on both sides match up the choices of Dx and D′x terms.

Case (a′) does become simpler in a partial composition situation, with only
yn 6= (1). Then there is only a single, trivial, pair of divisions D,D′, since
n < ℓ implies yn is not divided. Also, it is not hard to see that Dx will be
a basic surjection generator, which simplifies the Hs(D

′x) analysis.

In the general Case (a′), Dx is not necessarily a basis generator, but it is a
basis generator followed by a shifted clean generator of larger values. The
first caesura is t+m, where t = tn, and D′x = dt+mDx. For i < n inserting
yi[ti] terms just inserts a sequence of singletons. For n ≤ i < ℓ, inserting the
shifted basis elements yi[ti] terms does not interfere with the claim that the
first occurrences of all entries of Dx up to that point occur in increasing or-
der. Inserting division subtuples of the yi[ti] for ℓ ≤ i appends a shifted clean

180



generator with larger entries. The Hs(D
′x) calculation reduces to the sin-

gle term it+m−1srt+m−1D′x = Dx, which puts a t+m back where it belongs.

The additional entry t+m is a y-caesura that comes before all the x-caesuras
in every summand Dx. That y-caesura is not present in the corresponding
D′x term in Φ(x; y1, ..., dmyn, ..., yr). The other y-caesuras are in the same
positions relative to x-caesuras on both sides. This confirms the desired sign
change, sh(Cx, CD) = |x|+ sh(Cx, CD′) in this case.

Example (a′): We first give a partial composition example. Take x =
(1, 2, 3, 4, 3, 4), y1 = (1, 2, 3, 1) and y2 = y3 = y4 = (1). Then Dx =
(1, 2, 3, 1, 4, 5, 6, 5, 6), a basic surjection generator. Replacing y1 by d1y1
gives the corresponding D′x = (2, 3, 1, 4, 5, 6, 5, 6) = d1Dx. Then H6(D

′x) =
sD′x = (1,D′x) = Dx. In D′x there are two x-caesuras and no y-caesuras.
In Dx there is the y caesura 1 in front of the two x-caesuras 5, 6. The shuffle
counts and signs are in agreement with |x| = 2.

As a more general example, take x = (1, 2, 3, 4, 3), y1 = (1, 2, 3, 1), y2 =
(1, 2), y3 = (1, 2, 3, 4) with 2-division (1, 2|, 2, 3, 4), and y4 = (1, 2, 1). Then
Dx = (1, 2, 3, 1, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 11, 10, 7, 8, 9). We see that Dx is a basic genera-
tor (1, 2, 3, 1, 4, 5) followed by a shifted clean generator (6, 7, 10, 11, 10, 7, 8, 9).

The difference from the partial composition case is that with yℓ 6= (1), a
kℓ-division will split the entries and larger entries from a shifted yj, j > ℓ,
can come before the first occurrences of some of the shifted yℓ entries. In
the specific example, we see an initial 10 and 11, before the first occurrences
of 8 and 9.

Replacing y1 with d1y1 gives D′x = (2, 3, 1, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 11, 10, 7, 8, 9) = d1x.
Then H11D

′x = sD′x = (1,D′x) = Dx. There is one x-caesura, 7, in Dx and
two y-caesuras, 1 and 10, in the order 1,7,10. In D′x there is the x-caesura,
7, and only one y-caesura, 10. The shuffle counts are 1 and 0 respectively,
confirming the desired sign relation since |x| = 1.

Case (b): Suppose all yi = Idsi and x is clean at ℓ. Then from Remark 20.10
we want

∑
Dx = Φ(x; yi) = HsΦ(dℓx, yi) =

∑
Hs(D

′′dℓx).

The yi = Idsi have no caesuras, so in this case all shuffle counts are 0 and
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the signs are correct.

In Case (b) there will not be a bijection between Dx summands and D′′dℓx
summands. For each choice of D′′ so that the first division subtuple of yℓ
has length j it will happen that Hs(D

′′dℓx) is a sum of j summands Dx. We
explain this assertion.

For i < ℓ the substitutions of the 1-divisions yi[ti] into x and dℓx, just
introduce identical strings of initial singletons on both sides, and do not
materially affect the comparisons. If i > ℓ, inserting ki-divisions of yi[ti] on
both sides inserts entries larger than the first repeated entry. These do not
mess up the Hs evaluation.

So to compare all terms on both sides we only need to look closely at the
kℓ-divisions of yℓ = Idsℓ in Φ(x; yi) and the (kℓ−1)-divisions in HsΦ(dℓx; yi).
The only relevant (kℓ − 1)-division subtuple of yℓ = Idsℓ for the evaluation
HsΦ(dℓx; yi) is the first subtuple, say (1, 2, . . . , j), with an appropriate shift
of those entry values. One computes HsΦ(dℓx; yi) to be the sum of terms
corresponding to terms in Φ(x; yi) with the first two division subtuples of
yℓ being (1|1, .., j), (1, 2|2, .., j), . . . , (1, 2, . . . , j|j), also shifted. Of course j
varies unless kℓ − 1 = 1 in which case j = sℓ, but the total result is confir-
mation of Φ(x; yi) = HsΦ(dℓx, yi).

The prototype here for HsΦ(dℓx, yi) is the case

z = (larger, 1, 2, . . . , j, larger, j...) or (larger, 1, 2, . . . , j, larger, ...)

discussed in Remark 20.11, with a shift of entries and initial singletons at
the beginning of such z. The second form occurs when kℓ = 2. Then it is
important for the Hs evaluation that if the entries of the insertions of the
yi[ti] for i < ℓ and the 1-division yℓ[tℓ] are removed from D′′dℓx, the result
is a shifted clean generator. In cases where kℓ > 2 it is more obvious that
Hs is a sum of j terms because of a repeated entry which is a shift of the j.

The following examples illustrate the essential features.

Example (b): We first look at a partial composition example. Take x =
(1, 2, 3, 4, 2, 3, 2, 4), y1 = (1), y2 = (1, 2, 3, 4) y3 = (1), y4 = (1). Then ℓ = 2,
k2 = 3, and d2x = (1, 3, 4, 2, 3, 2, 4). The first k2 − 1 = 2-division subtuple
of y2[1] can be (2), (2, 3), (2, 3, 4), (2, 3, 4, 5). In the first case, the 2-division
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is (2|2, 3, 4, 5). Then HsΦ(d2x, yi) has a summand HsD
′′d2x given by

Hs(1, 6, 7, 2, 6, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7) = (1, 2, 6, 7, 2, 6, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7),

which is the summand of Φ(x; yi) corresponding to the 3-division (2|2|2, 3, 4, 5)
of y2[1].

Next, look at the 2-division of y2[1] given by (2, 3|3, 4, 5). Then Φ(d2x, yi)
has a summand (1, 6, 7, 2, 3, 6, 3, 4, 5, 7). The Hs application will involve two
non-zero summands isr + i2sr2, yielding a sum

(1, 2, 6, 7, 2, 3, 6, 3, 4, 5, 7) + (1, 2, 3, 6, 7, 3, 6, 3, 4, 5, 7).

These two terms are seen in Φ(x; yi), with y2[1] subdivisions (2|2, 3|3, 4, 5)
and (2, 3|3|3, 4, 5). The first two division subtuples amalgamate to (2, 3).

Look at the next 2-division of y2[1], namely (2, 3, 4|4, 5). Then compute

Hs(1, 6, 7, 2, 3, 4, 6, 4, 5, 7) = (1, 2, 6, 7, 2, 3, 4, 6, 4, 5, 7)

+(1, 2, 3, 6, 7, 3, 4, 6, 4, 5, 7) + (1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 4, 6, 4, 5, 7),

giving three more terms from Φ(x; yi), corresponding to 2-divisions of (2, 3, 4).

Finally, the 2-division (2, 3, 4, 5|5) of y2[1] will yield

Hs(1, 6, 7, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 5, 7),

giving four terms of Φ(x; yi), corresponding to 2-divisions of (2, 3, 4, 5).

If x is replaced by (1, 2, 3, 4, 2, 3, 5, 4) then k2 − 1 = 1 and we only look at
the 1-division (2, 3, 4, 5) of y2[1] in Φ(d2x; yi). There will now be four sum-
mands in Hs(1, 6, 7, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 7) corresponding to the 2-divisions of y2[1]
in Φ(x; yi). The reason is, if 1, ..., 5 are all removed, the sequence (6, 7, 6, 8, 7)
is a shifted clean sequence beginning with a 6.

For a general example, take x = (1, 2, 3, 4, 2, 3, 2, 4), y1 = (1, 2), y2 =
(1, 2, 3, 4), y3 = Ids3, y4 = Ids4. Then ℓ = 2, k2 = 3, and d2x =
(1, 3, 4, 2, 3, 2, 4). The first 2-division subtuple of y2[2] can be (3), (3, 4), (3, 4, 5),
or (3, 4, 5, 6). In the first case, the 2-division is (3|3, 4, 5, 6). We get a term
of HsΦ(d2x; yi) given by the summand i2sr2 of Hs,

HsD
′′x = Hs(1, 2, Y

′
3 , Y

′
4 , 3, Y

′′
3 , 3, 4, 5, 6, Y

′′
4 ) = (1, 2, 3, Y ′

3 , Y
′
4 , 3, Y

′′
3 , 3, 4, 5, 6, Y

′′
4 ),
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which is a summand of Φ(x; yi) corresponding to the 3-division (3|3|3, 4, 5, 6)
of y2[2]. The Y3 and Y4 terms involve higher entries and depend on chosen
subdivisions of shifts of y3 = Ids3 and y4 = Ids4.

Next, look at the 2-division of y2[2] given by (3, 4|4, 5, 6). Then Φ(d2x, yi)
has terms (1, 2, Y ′

3 , Y
′
4 , 3, 4, Y

′′
3 , 4, 5, 6, Y

′′
4 ). The Hs application will involve

two non-zero summands i2sr2 + i3sr3, yielding a sum

(1, 2, 3, Y ′
3 , Y

′
4 , 3, 4, Y

′′
3 , 4, 5, 6, Y

′′
4 ) + (1, 2, 3, 4, Y ′

3 , Y
′
4 , 4, Y

′′
3 , 4, 5, 6, Y

′′
4 ).

These two terms are seen in Φ(x; yi), with y2[2] subdivisions (3|3, 4|4, 5, 6)
and (3, 4|4|4, 5, 6). The first two subtuples amalgamate to (3, 4).

Look at the next 2-division of y2[2], namely (3, 4, 5|5, 6). Then compute

Hs(1, 2, Y
′
3 , Y

′
4 , 3, 4, 5, Y

′′
3 , 5, 6, Y

′′
4 ) = (1, 2, 3, Y ′

3 , Y
′
4 , 3, 4, 5, Y

′′
3 , 5, 6, Y

′′
4 )

+(1, 2, 3, 4, Y ′
3 , Y

′
4 , 4, 5, Y

′′
3 , 5, 6, Y

′′
4 ) + (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, Y ′

3 , Y
′
4 , 5, Y

′′
3 , 5, 6, Y

′′
4 ),

giving three more terms from Φ(x; yi), corresponding to 2-divisions of (3, 4, 5).

Finally, the 2-division (3, 4, 5, 6|6) of y2[1] will yield

Hs(1, 2, Y
′
3 , Y

′
4 , 3, 4, 5, 6, Y

′′
3 , 6, Y

′′
4 ),

giving four terms of Φ(x; yi), corresponding to 2-divisions of (3, 4, 5, 6).

If x is replaced by (1, 2, 3, 4, 2, 3, 5, 4) then k2 − 1 = 1 and we only look
at the 1-division (3, 4, 5, 6) of y2[2] in Φ(d2x; yi). There will now be four
summands in Hs(1, 2, Y

′
3 , Y

′
4 , 3, 4, 5, 6, Y

′′
3 , Y5, Y

′′
4 ) corresponding to the 2-

divisions of y2[2] in Φ(x; yi). The reason there are not more is, with 1, ..., 6
removed, the sequence (Y ′

3 , Y
′
4 , Y

′′
3 , Y5, Y

′′
4 ) is a shifted clean sequence begin-

ning with a 7. This cuts off other possible non-zero summands of Hs.

Case (b′): Again suppose basis generator x is clean at ℓ and suppose n is
least so that yn 6= Idsn, with first caesura m. Assume now ℓ < n. Then
from Remark 20.10 we again want Φ(x; yi) = HsΦ(dℓx; yi). The argument
in part resembles Case (b) above. Again yℓ = Idsℓ and we compare kℓ-
divisions on the left with (kℓ − 1)-divisions on the right. Only the first
division subtuples (1, . . . , j) of yℓ on the Φ(dℓx; yi) side are relevant. The
calculation of the summands of HsΦ(dℓx; yi) proceeds exactly as in Case (b).
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Partial compositions in Case (b′) are rather trivial since yℓ = (1), so only
j = 1 is possible. All relevant Hs evaluations reduce to single terms.

To see that there is no sign change between corresponding terms in the Hs

evaluation we need to look at shuffle counts. The only difference between
caesuras of x and dℓx is the initial ℓ caesura of x. Since ℓ < n the only
y-caesuras in summands on both sides correspond to caesuras of yi, with
ℓ < i. None of these precede the first ℓ caesura of x. Therefore the shuffle
counts of y-caesuras preceding x-caesuras or dℓx-caesuras are the same for
each summand on both sides of the equation.

Example (b′): We first give a partial composition example. Take x =
(1, 2, 3, 2, 3) and y1 = y2 = (1), y3 = (1, 2, 1). Then ℓ = 2 < 3 = n and
d2x = (1, 3, 2, 3). There are three 2-divisions of y3[2] = (3, 4, 3), namely
(3|3, 4, 3), (3, 4|4, 3) and (3, 4, 3|3). We calculate

Φ(x; (1), (1), y3) = (1, 2, 3, 2, 3, 4, 3) − (1, 2, 3, 4, 2, 4, 3) − (1, 2, 3, 4, 3, 2, 3).

The y caesura is the second 3 in the first summand, which comes before no
x-caesuras. The y-caesura is the first 3 in the last two summands, which
comes before one x-caesura. This explains the signs.

We also calculate

Φ(d2x; (1), (1), y3) = (1, 3, 2, 3, 4, 3) − (1, 3, 4, 2, 4, 3) − (1, 3, 4, 3, 2, 3).

The H4 calculation reduces to one term, isr, for each summand. The shuffle
counts and signs also check.

We also give a more general example of Case (b′). Let x = (1, 2, 3, 2, 3, 2)
y1 = (12), y2 = (1, 2, 3), y3 = (1, 2, 1, 3, 4, 2, 3). Then ℓ = 2 < 3 = n and
d2x = (1, 3, 2, 3, 2). For the d2x calculation we will focus on just one 2-
division of y2[2], say (3, 4|4, 5) with j = 2, and one 2-division of y3[5], say
(6, 7, 6, 8|8, 9, 7, 8).

The corresponding summand of Φ(d2x; yi) is

(1, 2, 6, 7, 6, 8, 3, 4, 8, 9, 7, 8, 4, 5) with sh(Cd2x, CD′′) = 4.

Applying H9 gives two terms

(1, 2, 3, 6, 7, 6, 8, 3, 4, 8, 9, 7, 8, 4, 5) + (1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 6, 8, 4, 8, 9, 7, 8, 4, 5),
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also each with sh(Cx, CD) = 4. These are the two terms of Φ(x; yi) corre-
sponding to the two 3-divisions (3|3, 4|5) and (3, 4|4|4, 5) of y2[2] and the
fixed 2-division of y3[5].

Final Cases: Lastly we assume x is clean at ℓ and also that ℓ is least so that
yℓ 6= Idsℓ. Assume yℓ is clean at m. Then we want

Φ(x, yi) = HsΦ(dℓx; y1, . . . , yr) + (−1)|x|HsΦ(x; y1, ..., dmyℓ, ...yr).

In this case, there will be summands from both terms on the right. Again,
the divisions of yi for i < ℓ and i > ℓ just come along for the ride. The
summands Dx of Φ(x; yi) will separate according to the first division sub-
tuple of yℓ. If that subtuple is (1, 2, . . . , j) with j > m then the terms come
from HsΦ(x; y1, ..., dmyℓ, ..., yr), and the computations are similar to Case
(a′). If j ≤ m then the terms come from HsΦ(dℓx, yi). The computations
are similar to Case (b′).

Case (a′′): The terms HsΦ(x; y1, ..., dmyℓ, ..., yr) are the easiest to clarify.
Given a division D in which the first yℓ subtuple is (1, 2, . . . ,m− 1,m,m+
1, ...) of length j > m, observe that Dx is a basis generator followed by a
shifted clean generator with larger entries. The first caesura is t+m, where
t = tℓ. Remove the first m from the first yℓ subtuple, to form the first
subtuple of a kℓ-division of dmyℓ. Leave all other subtuples of the division
Dℓ alone, and also leave alone all divisions Di of the yi for i 6= ℓ. This pro-
duces a collection of divisions D′ paired up with the described divisions D.
For these D′, the first division subtuple of dmyℓ has length at least m, and
D′x = dt+mDx. Then HsD

′x = it+m−1srt+m−1D′x = Dx. Any divisions
D′ for which the first division subtuple of dmyℓ has length less than m will
result in a clean term D′x on which Hs vanishes.

The term Dx has one new first y-caesura t+m that comes before all the x-
caesuras. Other caesuras of D′x and Dx are in the same relative positions.
Thus sh(Cx, CD) = |x| + sh(Cx, CD′), as in Case (a′). This confirms the
desired sign relation, involving terms (−1)|x|Hs(Φ(x; y1, . . . , dmyℓ, . . . , yr) as
summands of Φ(x; yi).

Example (a′′): Take x = (1, 2, 3, 4, 2, 3, 2), y1 = (1), y2 = (1, 2, 3, 4, 3), with
y3, y4 arbitrary basis generators. Then ℓ = n = 2, k2 = 3, and m = 3. For
a partial composition example, take y3 = y4 = (1). In the partial composi-
tion case the division subtuples called Y ′

3 , Y
′′
3 , Y4 below simplify to singletons
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(6), (6), (7), respectively, which contribute no y-caesuras and make the ex-
ample a little easier to follow.

We have d3y2[1] = (2, 3, 5, 4), and we first consider all k2 = 3-divisions of
d3y2[1] with first subtuple of length i ≥ m = 3. These are the 3-divisions

(2, 3, 5|5, 4|4), (2, 3, 5|5|5, 4), (2, 3, 5, 4|4|4).

For each there will be exactly one non-zero Hs summand i3sr3, which are

Hs(1, 2, 3, 5, Y
′
3 , Y4, 5, 4, Y

′′
3 , 4) = (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, Y ′

3 , Y4, 5, 4, Y
′′
3 , 4)

Hs(1, 2, 3, 5, Y
′
3 , Y4, 5, Y

′′
3 , 5, 4) = (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, Y ′

3 , Y4, 5, Y
′′
3 , 5, 4)

Hs(1, 2, 3, 5, 4, Y
′
3 , Y4, 4, Y

′′
3 , 4) = (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 4, Y ′

3 , Y4, 4, Y
′′
3 , 4).

These account for all the summands Dx for which the first subtuple of y2
has length j > m = 3. Summands of Φ(x; y1, d3y2, y3, y4) for which the first
division subtuple of d3y2 has length i < 3 will result in clean surjection gen-
erators D′x, so Hs will vanish on those. For example (2, 3|3, 5|5, 4) results
in D′x = (1, 2, 3, Y ′

3 , Y4, 3, 5, Y
′′
3 , 5, 4).

In these examples with i ≥ m = 3, we have underlined the x-caesuras on
both sides. In the case of the underlined Y ′

3 , the x-caesura will be the last
entry of that division subtuple. We have not given specific generators y3, y4
in this example. There could be y-caesuras in the Y ′

3 , Y
′′
3 , Y4 terms, but

these are in the same positions relative to x-caesuras, so do not create any
differences between the signs associated to the terms on the two sides.

d3y2[1] has no y-caesuras, so there are no further y-caesuras on the left. But
y2[1] has a caesura 4, and we have double underlined that y-caesura on the
right. Note |x| = 3. On the right the y-caesura is in front of the three x-
caesuras. This is consistent with the term (−1)|x|HsΦ(x; y1, . . . , dmyn, . . . , yr)
that is part of the formula for Φ(x; yi).

Case (b′′): Now we discuss ki divisions D of the yi for which the first division
subtuple of Dℓ has length j ≤ m. Define divisions D′′ of the yi by leaving
all Di alone if i 6= ℓ and forming a (kℓ− 1)-division D′′

ℓ of yℓ whose first sub-
division tuple is the amalgamation of the first two division subtuples of Dℓ.
Later division subtuples of Dℓ are left unchanged in D′′

ℓ . Then Hs(D
′′dℓx)

will consist of min{j,m} summands, including Dx. Note there are exactly
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min{j,m} such Dℓ with the same ‘amalgamation’ D′′
ℓ .

The shuffle counts sh(Cx, CD) and sh(Cdℓx, CD′′) are the same because even
though Dx has an additional first x-caesura, the y-entries that precede it
are singletons, not caesuras.

Example (b′′): We continue with the same x, y1, y2, y3, y4 as in Example (a′′),
including the partial composition example where y3 = y4 = (1). Again the
terms called Y ′

3 , Y
′′
3 , Y4 below then become singletons (6), (6), (7). We have

d2x = (1, 3, 4, 2, 3, 2). There are five (k2 − 1) = 2-divisions of y2[1], used to
compute D′′d2x summands. These will account for the summands Dx for
which the first subtuple of y2[1] has length j ≤ m = 3. First (2|2, 3, 4, 5, 4),
(2, 3|3, 4, 5, 4), and (2, 3, 4|4, 5, 4) are the 2-divisions of y2[1] with length of
the first subtuple 1, 2, or 3. Applying Hs to the corresponding D′′d2x terms
we get

Hs(1, Y
′
3 , Y4, 2, Y

′′
3 , 2, 3, 4, 5, 4) = (1, 2, Y ′

3 , Y4, 2, Y
′′
3 , 2, 3, 4, 5, 4)

Hs(1, Y
′
3 , Y4, 2, 3, Y

′′
3 , 3, 4, 5, 4) = (1, 2, Y ′

3 , Y4, 2, 3, Y
′′
3 , 3, 4, 5, 4)+

(1, 2, 3, Y ′
3 , Y4, 3, Y

′′
3 , 3, 4, 5, 4)

Hs(1, Y
′
3 , Y4, 2, 3, 4, Y

′′
3 , 4, 5, 4) = (1, 2, Y ′

3 , Y4, 2, 3, 4, Y
′′
3 , 4, 5, 4)+

(1, 2, 3, Y ′
3 , Y4, 3, 4, Y

′′
3 , 4, 5, 4) + (1, 2, 3, 4, Y ′

3 , Y4, 4, Y
′′
3 , 4, 5, 4).

The number of summands on the right is the number of 2-divisions of (2),
(2, 3), or (2, 3, 4).

The y-caesuras in Y ′
3 , Y

′′
3 and Y4 occur in the same relative position to the

x-caesuras on both sides. We have double underlined the one y2-caesura,
a 4, in all terms. It appears after the two single underlined x-caesuras on
the left and after all three x-caesuras on the right. So the associated shuffle
signs are the same for every term, the y2 caesura is not involved.

Then there are the 2-divisions (2, 3, 4, 5|5, 4), and (2, 3, 4, 5, 4|4) of y2[1] with
length of the first subtuple 4 or 5. Applying Hs to the corresponding D′′d2x
terms gives three Dx summands each on the right. In each summand the
amalgamation of the first two Dx y2[1] division subtuples is (2, 3, 4, 5) or
(2, 3, 4, 5, 4), subject to the constraint that the first subtuple is of length
j = 1, 2, or 3.
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Hs(1, Y
′
3 , Y4, 2, 3, 4, 5, Y

′′
3 , 5, 4) = (1, 2, Y ′

3 , Y4, 2, 3, 4, 5, Y
′′
3 , 5, 4)+

(1, 2, 3, Y ′
3 , Y4, 3, 4, 5, Y

′′
3 , 5, 4) + (1, 2, 3, 4, Y ′

3 , Y4, 4, 5, Y
′′
3 , 5, 4).

Hs(1, Y
′
3 , Y4, 2, 3, 4, 5, 4, Y

′′
3 , 4) = (1, 2, Y ′

3 , Y4, 2, 3, 4, 5, 4, Y
′′
3 , 4)+

(1, 2, 3, Y ′
3 , Y4, 3, 4, 5, 4, Y

′′
3 , 4) + (1, 2, 3, 4, Y ′

3 , Y4, 4, 5, 4, Y
′′
3 , 4).

In all terms of these last two examples the y2-caesura double underlined 4
precedes the final x-caesura, which is a single underlined 5 in the first exam-
ple and a single underlined 4 in the second example. Thus in each example
the shuffle signs associated to all terms on both sides are the same, as they
should be. But the sign in these last two examples is opposite the sign in the
first three examples. The y2-caesura now contributes +1 to all shuffle counts.

To repeat the pattern (without signs) in this last somewhat complicated Case
(b′′), for each Dx term with first yℓ subtuple of length j ≤ m, amalgamate
the first two yℓ subtuples, producing a D′′dℓx term, and calculate Hs. Each
such Hs calculation will be a sum of min(j,m) Dx terms, namely, the terms
with the same amalgamation of the first two yℓ subtuples. The signs are
what they are, but are the same for a given D′′dℓx term and all associated
Dx terms.

20.2 The Operad Morphism S → Z

In this final subsection of Part III we prove that the equivariant functorial
maps Φ: S∗(n)⊗N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗n studied in Section 17 fit together to give
an operad morphism S → Z from the surjection operad to the Eilenberg-
Zilber operad Z, which is the functorial CoEnd operad studied in Subsection
18.2. In other words, we will prove the diagram below commutes.

S∗(r)⊗S∗(s1)⊗· · · ⊗S∗(sr)
OS−−→S∗(s)

↓ φ ⊗ ↓ φ ⊗· · · ⊗ ↓ φ ↓ φ

Z∗(r)⊗Z∗(s1)⊗· · · ⊗Z∗(sr)
OZ−−→Z∗(s)

where Z∗(n) = HOMfunc(N∗(X), N∗(X)⊗n) and the vertical maps φ are
adjoints of the maps Φ.

The vertical maps are equivariant chain maps with respect to appropriate
groups and the horizontal maps are twisted equivariant chain maps. The
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two compositions around the diagram are thus twisted equivariant chain
maps. In degree 0 both compositions are the twisted equivariant extension
of the map that takes identity elements (er; esi) to the Alexander-Whitney
diagonal δ(s) : N∗(X) → N∗(X)⊗s.

It suffices to work with the universal acyclic model X = ∆m, in fact with
the fundamental class ∆m ∈ Nm(∆m), and take adjoints with respect to the
lower right corner, giving an equivalent diagram.

Sbf
∗ (r)⊗Sbf

∗ (s1)⊗· · · ⊗Sbf
∗ (sr)⊗N∗(∆

m)
OS⊗Id
−−−−→Sbf

∗ (s)⊗N∗(∆
m)

↓ φ ⊗ ↓ φ ⊗· · · ⊗ ↓ φ ⊗ ↓ Id ↓ Φ

Z∗(r)⊗Z∗(s1)⊗· · · ⊗Z∗(sr)⊗N∗(∆
m)

Ad OZ−−−−→ N∗(∆
m)⊗s.

Now we are in position to use results about contractions and twisted equiv-
ariant standard procedure chain maps. Specifically we want to use the re-
sults from Section 17 and Subsections 18.2 and 20.1 to show that both ways
around the diagram take basis elements to elements in the image of the con-
traction of the range. Then the uniqueness result Proposition 17.9, extended
routinely to a twisted equivariant version, implies both maps coincide with
the standard twisted equivariant chain map.

Proposition 20.14. Suppose x ∈ S∗(r) and yi ∈ S∗(si) are basis elements.
Then both

Φ ◦ (OS ⊗ Id)(x ⊗⊗iyi ⊗∆m)

and
Ad OZ ◦ (φ⊗⊗iφ⊗ Id)(x⊗⊗iyi ⊗∆m)

belong to Im(h⊗s) ⊂ N∗(∆
m)⊗s.

Proof. We first go across the top and down in the diagram. In the notation
of Section 17 and the previous subsection,

Φ ◦ (OS ⊗ Id)(x⊗⊗iyi ⊗∆m) =
∑

D

Φ(±Dx⊗∆m) =
∑

D

∑

M̂

±F (M̂,±Dx)

where the M̂ are monomial summands of the multidiagonal δ(s+|Dx|)(∆m)

and F (M̂,Dx) are tensors in N∗(∆
m)⊗s. From Lemma 20.6 the Dx are

clean surjection generators. Then from Step 2 of the proof of Proposition
17.3, the tensors F (M̂ ,Dx) are in the image of the contraction of N∗(∆

m)⊗s.
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Going down and across in the diagram requires a closer look. Recall from
Subsection 18.2 that OZ(u⊗⊗ivi) = ±⊗vi◦u. Then Ad OZ(u⊗⊗ivi⊗∆m) =
±⊗vi(u(∆

m)), where u(∆m) ∈ N∗(∆
m)⊗r.

In our case, u = φ(x) and vi = φ(yi). So u(∆
m) = Φ(x⊗∆m) =

∑
M ±F (M,x),

where the M are monomial summands of the multidiagonal δ(r+|x|)(∆m),
and the F (M,x) are r-tensors. Specifically, we can write F (M,x) = F1(M,x)⊗
· · ·⊗Fr(M,x), where each Fi(M,x) ∈ Nmi

(∆m) is a face of some dimension,
depending on the recipe of Section 17 for turning M and x into the tensor
F (M,x). Then we need to calculate the terms

⊗φ(yi)(⊗Fi(M,x)) ∈
⊗

N∗(∆
m)⊗si = N∗(∆

m)⊗s

as sums of amalgamated si-tensors. In particular, we could identify the face
Fi(M,x) with a standard ∆mi ⊂ ∆m and use functoriality to compute

Φ(yi ⊗∆mi) =
∑

M(i)

±F (M(i), yi)) ∈ N∗(∆
mi)⊗si ⊂ N∗(∆

m)⊗si ,

where the monomials M(i) are monomials in appropriate multidiagonals of
the ∆mi .

But the vertices of the faces Fi(M,x) are already named as vertices of ∆m,
so there is no real need to work with the standard simplex ∆mi . One can
just interpret the monomials M(i) directly in terms of ∆m vertices.

Example 20.15. Let x = (1, 2, 1, 2), y1 = (1, 2, 1, 3, 2) y2 = (1, 2, 3, 2, , 3).
Take m = 9 and monomial M = (01234|456|67|789). Calculate the sum-
mand of Φ(x,∆9) given by

F (M,x) = F1(M,x)⊗ F2(M,x) = (01234 67) ⊗ (456 789) ∈ N∗(∆
9)⊗2.

So the face dimensions are m1 = 6 and m2 = 5. We have separated the
vertices of the faces to emphasize that the faces have subfaces revealed in
the calculation of F (M,x).

Take monomials

M(1) = (0|012|23|346|67) and M(2) = (45|56|67|789|9)

and form the summand of Φ(y1⊗F1(M,x))⊗Φ(y2⊗F2(M,x)) ∈ N∗(∆
9)⊗3⊗

N∗(∆
9)⊗3 produced by the monomials M(1),M(2). This 6-tensor is

(023) ⊗ (012 67) ⊗ (346) ⊗ (45)⊗ (56 789) ⊗ (67 9).
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The first thing we notice is that this tensor does belong to Im(h⊗6). In fact,
we can complete the proof of Proposition 20.14. In complete generality it is
easy to see that the tensors F (M(i), yi) ∈ N∗(∆

mi)⊗si are in the image of
the contractions, where we interpret the M(i) as monomials in the vertices
of the faces.37 In fact, this is nothing but the definition of these tensors as
summands of the standard procedure map of Proposition 17.3 applied to a
basis surjection generator. In our case we have an amalgamation of r such
tensors. The first one, with i = 1, always begins with a 0. It is possible
that this first tensor is just a tensor of (0)’s. But then the first vertex of
the second face will be 0 and the second tensor will begin with a 0. In posi-
tive degrees, eventually one sees (0)⊗. . .⊗(0)⊗(0a...) ∈ Im(h⊗s) as desired.

Example 20.16. Let x = (1, 2, 3, 2), y1 = (1, 2, 3), y2 = (1, 2, 3, 1), y3 =
(1). Take m = 5 and monomial M = (0|012|234|45). Calculate the sum-
mand of Φ(x,∆5) given by

F (M,x) = F1(M,x)⊗F2(M,x)⊗F3(M,x) = (0)⊗(012 45)⊗(234) ∈ N∗(∆
5)⊗3.

Take monomials M(1) = (0|0|0), M(2) = (01|1|124|45), and M(3) = (234).
Form the summand of

Φ(y1 ⊗ F1(M,x)) ⊗ Φ(y2 ⊗ F2(M,x)) ⊗ Φ(y3,⊗F3(M,x))

produced by the monomials M(i). This 7-tensor is

(0)⊗ (0) ⊗ (0) ⊗ (01 45) ⊗ (1)⊗ (124) ⊗ (234).

Although we have now proved Proposition 20.14, and thus proved that the
maps S∗(n) → CoEnd(n) form an operad morphism, it is not much harder
to actually get inside the identity

∑

D

∑

M̂

F (M̂,Dx) =
∑

M

∑

M(i)

⊗

i

F (M(i), yi)

that directly expresses the commutativity of the operad morphism diagram,
at least ignoring signs. The terms in the two sums match up as follows.

Beginning with M̂ and a Dx, the term F (M̂,Dx) is a tensor in N∗(∆
m)⊗s =

⊗iN∗(∆
m)⊗si . The factors, taken in consecutive blocks of si-tensors, are the

37So for the tensor associated to M(2), the initial vertex is the 4.
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terms F (M(i), yi), and we need to identify the associated monomials M and
M(i). Dx is a string of entries between 1 and s, organized in shifted sub-

blocks (y
(1)
1 , y

(1)
2 [t2], . . . , y

(j)
i [ti], . . . , y

(kr)
r [tr]), where the y

(j)
i are the division

subtuples of the yi determined by D = (D1, . . . ,Dr). We unravel the blocks
of si-tensors to produce monomials, as described in Remark 17.4. These
monomials are the M(i).

The monomial M is determined as follows. The monomial blocks of M̂
can be labelled by entries of x. Namely, each Dx entry is an entry of one

of the subblocks y
(j)
i [ti], so the corresponding subblock of M̂ receives label

i. Amalgamating adjacent subblocks of M̂ with the same x entry label
determines the subblocks of monomial M , and hence determines M .

Example 20.17. Take x = (1, 2, 1, 2) and y1 = (1, 2, 1, 3, 2), y2 = (1, 2, 3, 2, 3),
with the 2-divisions (1, 2, 1, 3|3, 2) and (1, 2, 3|3, 2, 3). So s1 + s2 = 3 + 3 =
6 = s. Then

Dx = (1, 2, 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 3, 2, 6, 5, 6).

Take m = 9 and monomial M̂ = (0|01|1|1|123|34|4|4|456|6|678|89). Then

F (M̂ ,Dx) = (0 1)⊗(01 456)⊗(1 4)⊗(123)⊗(34 678)⊗(4 6 89) ∈ N∗(∆
9)⊗6.

Unraveling the product of the first three tensor terms and then the second
three tensor terms gives

M(1) = (0|01|1|14|456) and M(2) = (123|34|46|678|89).

The first three tensor terms themselves form F (M(1), y1), a summand of
Φ(y1⊗ (01456)). Similarly, the second three tensor terms form F (M(2), y2),
a summand of Φ(y2, (12346789)).

The subblocks of M̂ have x-labels (1, 1, 1, 1, 2, 2, 2, 1, 1, 2, 2, 2). Amalgamat-
ing those subblocks, we get the subblocks ofM to beM = (01|1234|456|6789)
and F (M,x) = (01 456) ⊗ (1234 6789).

Finally, to go the other direction, beginning with M and the M(i), the ten-

sor
⊗

i F (M(i), yi) ∈ N∗(∆
m)⊗s can be unraveled to form M̂ . We need to

identify Dx, which means identify the lengths of the division subtuples of
the yi. Equivalently, we need to put labels 1, 2, . . . , r on the subblocks of
M̂ . The blocks of M also have labels, with ki blocks labeled i. Consider the
jth block of M labeled i, say M(ij). Note M(i) will have si + |yi| blocks.
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Count the number of those blocks that intersect the block M(ij). This is

the length of the division subtuple y
(j)
i .

In the example above we have M(11) = (01), M(12) = (456), M(21) =
(1234), M(22) = (6789). We see M(11) intersects four blocks of M(1) =
(0|01|1|14|456), and M(12) intersects two blocks of M(1). The division sub-
tuples of y1 thus have lengths 4 and 2, and the 2-division Dy1 = (1, 2, 1, 3|3, 2).
The blocks M(21) and M(22) intersect three and three blocks of M(2) =
(123|34|46|678|89), respectively. Thus the 2-division Dy2 = (1, 2, 3|3, 2, 3).

Exercise. Take x = (1, 2, 1, 3, 2, 1, 3) and y1 = (1, 2, 3, 2, 1) y2 = (1, 2, 1, 2)
and y3 = (1, 2, 3, 4, 2). Take m = 5 and M = (0|01|1|12|23|345|5). Then
F (M,x) = (0 1 345) ⊗ (01 23) ⊗ (12 5). Take M(1) = (0|13|34|4|45),

M(2) = (0|012|23|3), M(3) = (12|2|2|25|5). Find Dx and M̂ so that

F (M̂ ,Dx) = F (M(1), y1)⊗ F (M(2), y2)⊗ F (M(3), y3) ∈ N∗(∆
5)⊗9.

We have proved the operad morphism diagram for S → Z commutes, there-
fore signs of matched up summands will agree. At various points we have
clarified all signs in the separate morphisms of the operad morphism dia-
gram. Separately calculate the signs associated to the two matched expres-
sions in this exercise.
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